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First Session, JATH CONGRESS. 


MONDAY, DECEMBER 14, 1835. 


IN SENATE. | 
Mowpay, December 7, 1835. 


The first session of the Twenty-Fourth Con- 
gress commenced this day at the Capitol. At | 
twelve o'clock the Senate was called to order by | 
the Vice President when it appeared that the 
following Senators were in attendance: 


Maine—Ethan Shepley, Benjamin Ruggles. 

New Hampshire—Isaac Hill, Henry Hubbard. 

Massachusetts—John Davis. : 

Rhode Island — Nehemiah R. Knight; Asher- 
Robbins. 

Connecticui—Gideon Tomlinson. 

Vermoni—Samuel Prentiss, Benjamin Swift. 

New York—N. P. Tallmadge, Silas Wright, jr. 

New Jersey—Samuel L. Southard, Garret D. 
Wail. 

Pennsylvania—James Buchanan, Samuel Me- ' 
Kean. 

Delaware—John M. Clayton, Arnold Naudain. | 

J aryland— Joseph Kent. 

Virginia—John Tyler. 

North Carolina—Willie P. Mangum. 

Georgia—John P. King. 

Tennessee—Huch L. White, Felix Grundy. 

Ohio—Thomas Ewing, Thomas Morris. 

Louisiana—Alexander Porter. 

Indiana—William Hendricks, John Tipton. | 

Mississippi—John Black. 

Illinois—Elias K. Kane, John M. Rebinson. 

“Rabama.—Gabriel Moore. 

Missouri.—Thomas H. Benton, Lewis F. Linn. 


CREDENTIALS. — 


The CHAIR communicated the credentials of | 
«fon. Jonn C. Carnovw, elected by the Legislature | 
of the State of South Carolina, a Senator from | 
that State to serve for six years, from the 4th of 
March last. 

_Also, the credentials of Hon. Nsstmun R. 
Kwieut, elected by the Legislature of the State |. 
of Rhode Island, a Senator from that State, to f 
serve for six years from the 4th of Mareh last. } 

Mr. SOUTHARD presented the credentialsof |i 
Hon. Garret D. Want, elected by the Legisia- |; 
ture of New Jersey, a Senator from that State, to 
serve for six years from the 4th of March last.: 


j 
l 
t 


Mr. EWING presented the credentials of Hon. |: 


Joum Davis, elected by the Legisiature.of Mas- |, 
sachusetis, a Senator from that State, ta serve for || 
eix years from the 4th of March last; all of which |; 
were read. 


Mr. WHITE said, that at the last session ef 
the Legislature of the State of Tennessee, he had 1; 
been reelected to the Senate of the United States | 
for six years from the 4th of March last, but that || 
the official information of his election was not in 
his possession. It had heretofore been the prac- | 
tice of the State of Tennessee to transmit to the | 
yresiding officer of the Senate the ercdentials of 
its Senators. But as this had not yet been done, | 
he submitted to the Chair whetherhe should take 
his seat. During his attendance in the Senate, he 
had frequently known such cases to occur, and | 
that members known to be elected were suffered | 
to take their seats befere the arrival of their cre- 
dentials. If any additional testimony was neces- 
sary in corroboration of his statement, there were | 
some of his colleagues in the other House, who 
were present when his election took place, and 
could vouch for the fact. 

The CHAIR said that if no objection was 
made, the gentleman could take his oath with the 
other Senators to be qualified. 


The usual oath was then administered by the |i 
Vice Present to Messrs. Waite, Hussar, | 


Kine, Clayton, Ropinson, and Ruceres, whose 
credentials were presented at the last session; and 
to Messrs. WaLL, Knicur, and Davis, whose 
credentials were just read. 


! Moses Mason, 


LADIES’ GALLERY. 


Mr. PORTER, from the committee appointed || Benning M. Bean, 


at the last session on the subject, reported the |! Franklin Pierce, 


1 


following resolution; which was considered and 


; adopted: 


Resolved, That the circular gallery shal] be appropriated 
for the accommodation of ladies, and gentkemen accom 
panying them. 

The reporters shall be removed from the east 
gallery, and placed on the floor of the Senate, 


, under the direction of the Secretary. 


No person except members of the House of 
Representatives, their Clerk, Heads of Depart- 
ments, Treasurer, Comptroller, Register, Auditor, 
Postmaster General, President’s Secretary, Chap- 
lains to Congress, Judges of the United States, 


Foreign Ministers and their Secretaries, Officers | 
; who by name shall have received, or shall here- 


after receive, the thanks of Congress, for their 
gallantry and good conduct displayed in the ser- 
vice of their country; the Commissioners of the 
Navy Board, Governor for the time being of any 


State or Territory of the Union, such gentlemen | 
as have been Heads of Departments or members | 


of either branch of the Legislature, and, at the 
discretion of the President of the Senate, per- 


sons who belong to such Legislatures or Foreign | 
Governments as are in amity with the United , 
| States, shall be admitted on the floor of the Sen- | 


ate. 
NOTIFICATION TO HOUSE. 


On motion by Mr. WHITE, 
Ordered, That the Secretary inform the House of Repre- 


. sentatives, that a quorum of the Senate is assembled, and: 


that the Senate is ready to proceed to business. 
COMMITTEE TO WAIT ON THE PRESIDENT. 


On motion by Mr. WHITE, it was 

Ordered, That a committee be appointed, to join such 
committee as may be appointed on the t of the House 
of Representatives, to wait on the President of the United 
States and inform him that a quorum of the two Houses of 
Congress was assembled, and that Congress is ready to 
receive any communication he may make. 


Messrs. Waite and Kwicir were appointed 
the committee-on the part of the Senate. 


NOTICE OF BILL. 


Mr. EWING gave notice that he would, at an | 
early day of this session, ask leave to bring ina | 


bill to settle and define the northern boundary line 
of the State of Ohio. i 
MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 
A message was received from the House of 
Representatives, by Mr. Franxui, their Clerk, 
stating that the House had formed a quorum, and 


had elected James K. Pork, of Tennessee, their | 
Speaker; and that the House was ready to pro- | 


ap- | 


ceed to business; also, that the House had 
pointed a committee of three members, to join the 
committee appointed on the part of the Senate, 
to wait on the President of the United States and 


‘| inform him that the two Houses had formed a 


quorum, and were ready to receive any commu- 
nication he might make; and that Messrs. Tuomp- 


| son, Mason, and Reep had been appointed on 


the part of the House. 


e Senate then adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Mownnay, December 7, 1835. 
. At twelve o’clock, m., the House was called to 


| order by Mr. Faanxum, (the Clerk of the last | J. Roane, 


‘| John Taliaferro, 


Congress.) : 

The roll was then called by States, when the 
following members were ascertained to be in 
attendance: 

Marne. 
Gorham Parks, 
Joseph Hall, 
Jeremiah Bailey, 
John Fairfield. 


New HAMPSHIRE. 


Samuel Cushman, Joseph Weeks, 
Robert Burns. 


F. O. J. Smith,- 
George Evans; 


Leonard Jarvis, 


VoLvmE 3....No. 1. 


MASSACHUSETTS. 


anel Lawrence, 
tephen C. Phili 
Caleb Calne 
Levi Lincoln, 
George Grennell, . 
George N. Briggs, 


William B. Calhoun, 
John Reed,. 

John Quincy Adama, 
Samuel Hoar, 
Nathaniel B. Borden. . 


Ruope Isianp. 


Dutee J. Pearce, 


William Sprague. 


CONNECTICUT. 


Isaac Toucey, 
Samuel Ingham, 
Elisha Haley, 


Zalmon Wildman, 
Andrew T. Judson, 
Lancelot Phelps. 


VERMONT. 


Hiland Hall, 
Wiliam Slade, 
Horace Everett, 


New 


Abel Huntingdon, 
Samuel Barton, 

C. C. Cambreletig, 
John McKeon, 
Aaron Ward, 
Abraham Bokee, 
John W. Brown, 
Nicholas Sickles, 
Aaron Vanderpoel, 
Valentine Effner, 
Hiram P. Hunt, 
Gerrit Y. Lansing, 
John Cramer, 
David Russell, 
Dudley Farlan, 
Ransom H. Gillet, 
Matthias J. Bovee, 
Abijah Mann, Jr., 
Samuel Beardsley, 
Joel Turrill, 


Heman Allen, g 
H. F. Janes. 


York. ‘ 

Daniel Wardwell, 
Sherman Page, 

William Seymour, a 
William Mason, S 
oupi Reynolds, 
Stephen B. Leonard, 
William Taylor, 
William K. Falier, - i 
Ulysses F. Doubleday, 
Graham H. Chapin, ' 
Francis Granger, 

Joshua Lee, 

‘Timothy Childs, 

George W. Lay, 

Philo C. Fuller, 

Abner Hazeltine, 
Thomas C. Love, 
Gideon Hard, 

Gideon Lee. 


New Jerse. 


Philemon Diskeyson, 
James Parker, 
Samuel Fowler, 


Ferdinand S. Schenck. ~ 
William N. Shina, 
Thomas Lee. 


. > PENNSYLVANIA, 


Joel B. Sutherland, 
James Harper, 
J.R. Ingersoll, 
Michael W. Ash, 
Edward Darlington, 
David Potts, Jr., 
William Fleister, 
Jacob Fry, Jr., 
Matthias Morris, 
D. D. Wagener, f 
Edward B. Hubley, 


Henry Logan, ` E 
George Chambers, 


© Jesse Miller, 


Joseph Henderson, 
Andrew Beaumont, ‘ 

J. B. Anthony, 

John Laporte, f 
Job Mann, i 
J, Klingensmith, Jr., 
Andrew Buchanan, 
Harmer Denny, 


Henry A. Muhlenberg, Samuel T. Harrison, 


William Clark, 


John Banks. 


DELAWARE. 


John J. 


Milligan. 


MARYLAND. 


Isaac McKim, 
Benjamin C. Howard, 
James Turner, 


Francis Thomas, 
George C. Washington, 
John N. Steele. : 


Virama. 


Henry A. Wise, 
George Loyall, 
John Y. Mason, 
John Robertson,, 


Charles F. Mercer, 
John M. Patton, 
George C. Dromgoole, 
John W. Jones, 
James W. Bouldin, 


Walter Coles, 

James Garland, 
Nathaniel H. Claiborne, 
Edward Lucas, 

James M. H. Beale, 
Robert Craig, 
G. W. Ho Tins, 
Wiliam McComas, 
Joseph Johnson, 
Wm. S. Morgan. 


NogTH CAROLINA. 


Jesse Speight, 
Ebenezer Pettigrew, 
Micajah T. Hawkins, 
Wm. Montgomery, 
James J. McKay, 
Edmund Deberry, 


Augustine H. Sheppard, 
Abraham Rencher, 
Henry W. Connor, 
James Graham, 

Lewis Williams, 
William B. Shepard. 
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Sourn CAROLINA. 
Henry L. Pinckney, James H. Hammond, 
T W. Pickens, William J. Grayson, 
R. B. Campbell, John K. Griffin. 
James Rogers, 


GEORGIA. 7 
-Thomas Glascock, 
Seaton Grantland, Jesse F. Cleveland, 
Charles E. Haynes, Hopkins Holsey, 
George W. B. Towns, Jabez Jackson. 
George W. Owens, 
Kentecry. 
Ben Hardin, 
John Calhoon, 
Lynn Boyd, 
Albert G: Hawés, 
Joseph R. Underwood, 


John Coffee, - 


Chilton Allan, 
John Chambers, 
Richard French, 
James Harlan, 
R. M. Johnson, 


John White, Sherrod Williams: ; 
TENNESSEE. ' 

John Bell, W. C. Dunlap, ' 

Abram P. Maury, Luke Lea, 

Bailey Peyton, William B. Carter, | 


James K. Polk, 
Adam Huntsman, 
Cave Johnson, 

E. J. Shields, 


John B. Forrester, 
James Standifer, 
Samuel! Bunch. 


Onto. 
William Kennon, 
John Thomson, 
David Kilgore, 


ee Rae a eam 


Bellamy Storer, 
Thomas Corwin, 
William K. Bond, 


Elice Howell, John Chaney, 
Jonathan Sloane, Taylor Webster, 
Elisha Whittlesey, Thomas L. Hamer, 


William Patterson, 
Benjamin Jones, 
Jeremiah McLene. 


Sapmeel F. Vinton, 

Sampson Mason, 

Joseph H. Crane, 

David Spangler, 
Loorstana. 

Henry Johnson. 

INDIANA. >00 
George L. Kinnard, 
Edward A. Hannegan, ` 
Ratliff Boon. 


Amos Lane, 

J. W. Davis, 

John Carr, 

Jonathan McCarty, 
Iturors. 


‘William L. May. 


Zadock Casey, 
John Reynolds, 
ALABAMA. 


Joshua L. Martin, Joab Lawler, 
Reuben Chapman, ~ Francis S. Lyon. f 
f . Missouri. 


Wm. H. Ashley, Albert G. Harrison. 


Two hundred and twenty-four members, con- 
stituting a quorum, having answered to their 
names, the Clerk announced that the first business 
in order was the election of a Speaker... > 


ELECTION OF SPEAKER. 


Mr. PATTON said he did not know by what 
authority it was that the election of Speaker, | 
about to take place, was to be done, as. announced |; 
by the Clerk, by ballot—necessarily by ballot. If | 
it was competent for Mr. P. to do so, he should |: 
move, without desiring any discussion on the 
question, that the election be taade viva voce. 

Mr. MERCER doubted whether. that body, |; 
unorganized as it was, was competent to act on |; 
such a question; and, besides, be humbly con- |: 
ceived that it would be unwise to entertain it, as | 
it would necessarily give rise to a long discussion, , 
He hoped his ‘honorable colleague would not 
press his motion. i i : 

Mt. PATTON said he thought the law ought `: 
to be altered; he had no doubt it would be altered; |: 
and believing so, he desired it might be altered at | 
once. 


the mode of election, if they thought proper. For 
himself, he felt very little concerned how it was 
about to be decided, believing the viva voce mode 
to be the one in which all elections in represent- | 
ative popular bodies ought to be made. He must | 

sist in this motion, i 

The CLERK (Mr. Fraxniuy) read the rule 
of the last House of Congress, prescribing the 
mode to be ballot. . 

Mr. WARDWELL said there was no rule ex- 
sting that could bind the present House, and the 


| test the principle by 


l Clerk might as well read out of another book as 


that. 
Mr. PATTON. The rules of the last House 


: of Re resentatives were not the rules of the pres- ;; 


ient 
until rules were adopted by the cxisting House. 


Mr. WILLIAMS, of North Carolina, said © 


they were now about to adopt a very important 
change in the usages of that House—a usage that 
: had existed, he believed, without interruption, 
from the organization of the Government to the 

resenttime. Whatreason could have suggested 
itself to produce this change, he was utterly un- 
able to perceive. It might be for the same 
reasons they had heard suggested last session; 
- but as this was a new body, assembled for the 

first time in this city and in this House, he should 

not advert to them. Wishing it, however, to be 


. known how his own vote would stand on the | 


uestion, he hoped they would be indulged with 

the privilege of the yeas and nays, and he would 
move the question be so taken. 

Mr. BEARDSLEY said that body was not the 


House of Representatives, nor were they at that ` 
They were |; 


moment assembled there as a House. 
nothing more than the elements out of which the 
: House of Representatives was to be composed. 
Individuals came there, but it was only after taking 


the oath of office that they became members of | 


that House. It was true also that there were no 
‘yes to organize that body; for it was as yet an 


l incomplete and imperfect body, unorganized, and 


without any other rules, other than custom, and 


- custom alone had sanctioned the practice that the 
i Clerk of the House should, on the first day of the | 


session, at twelve o’clock, call over the names of 
the members; and custom also had sanctioned the 


‘ vote, and putting the question for Speaker. .: It 
' was a custom, and nothing more than a custom; 


|: and he had no doubt whatever, that that body 


| was authorized under the Constitution to proceed 
to the choice ‘of a Speaker, either viva voce, by 


i: resolution; or by ballot.: There was no limitation, | 
` and it was left to the discretion of that body, in- | 
| complete and imperfect as it was, to take.its own | 
Y course. 
+ according to the established usage of the 
He said that during the last session a motion was ; 
|. made and debated to passa similar rule in relation 
->f to the election of printer, and some other offi- 

` cers; he did not recollect whether that of Speaker 
| was included or not. 


It would perhaps be better to 
ouse. 


For himself, he preferred 


! the mode of voting viva voce upon this question, 


but he well saw, that if the question was then 
entertained and acted upon, in all human proba- 
bility, the discussion would be spun out to a late 
hour of the day, the Clerk of the House présiding, 
or perhaps spun out for weeks, for all of them 
knew wall that a question of that character could 
notbe decided without lon discussion. He hoped, 
therefore, that the honorable gentleman from Vir- 


i pra (Mr. Parton] would withdraw the motion, 


et the House proceed in its customary mode, and 
poredne to the choice of 
Clerk viva voce, and Mr. B. would most cheerfully 


vote that they procced to the choice of Clerk, 


‘either viva voce or by resolution, and take the 
‘; question by yeas and nays. 


Mr. PATTON said, he did not feel the embar- 


rassment alluded to, and he must persist in his | 


motion. 


: Mr. WILLIAMS, of North Carolina, denied | 
that the House was without rules; for they had, | 


and were bound by, the rules of the Constitution. 


members of that House had a right at present to 
vote? Was any man in that assembly qualified ? 


| Non constat: at present they were all members | 
He thought that House, if it was compe- || there. 
tent to eleet, was certainly competent to prescribe | 


Were they not.to exhibit their qualifica- 
tion before they undertook to exercise the duties 
of Representatives in Congress? They mightas 
well else submit the question to the gallery as to 
that body. REA EE Y 
Mr. VANDERPOEL remarked, that it must 
be well recollected by all the gentlemen with 


l whom he had the honor to be associated in the 


last Congress, what course he then took upon 
this question, whether the officers of the House 


should be chosen viva voez, or by ballot. Hehad.| 


the honor of submitting‘at that time some rea- 
sons in favor of the plan of the gentleman from: 


ouse; in fact, there were no rules in force, ! 


practice of the Clerk calling for the members to ; 


roceed | 


Virginia, [Mr. Parton,] and if they were to come 


| should vote in favor of it; but it was very doubt- 
 fulto Mr. V. whether it was expedient at this 
ouse was not 
' yet organized; the debate on the same question 
ast session occupied more than a week, and 


i time to agitate the subject. The 


to a vote upon the question now before them, he- 


there were many gentlémen who entertained dif- . 


ferent views, who would claim the right to sub- 
mit their views béfore the question was taken. 
The subject was an important one, coeval with 
the existence of the Government; and though he 
was decidedly in favor of the change, yet he was 
in favor of having that charge deliberately made, 
after the organization of the House, and he 
should therefore be extremely glad if the honor- 
able mover would withdraw his motion. Be- 
sides, he did not know what right they had to 
take the yeas and nays. If the House went into 
the question then, it seemed to him they would 
have to appoint an extra Speaker, or Moderator, 
: to preside; but he hoped they would not be sub- 
jected to the necessity of entertaining the ques- 
tion; and he would again most respectfully repeat 
| the request to the gentleman to withdraw his mo- 
ij tion. 
f Mr. EVANS said, both then and hereafter, he 
‘| should strenuously contend against the change, 
‘whenever it was brought forward. He was un- 
willing to go into the discussion then, and, with- 
' out any disrespect tothe gentleman from Virginia, 
he moved to lay the motion to proceed to the 
l; election of Speaker viva voce on the table. 
! Mr. PATTON asked for the yeas and nays. 
Mr. MERCER had some doubts whether the 
Clerk could present the question, and whether one 
fifth had the right to call for the yeas and nays, 
Mr. PARKER said it appeared to him the rules 
‘| were clear; and he would ask by what right it 
was that the Clerk called that House to order but 
by the laws previously adopted? By what right 
did he call them at twelve o’clock. There was 
‘no law for twelve o’clock more than one o’clock, 
'. that if one hundred and twenty-one members met 
there at eleven o’clock they would act contrary 
to law, and contrary to the rules governing that 
House: There was a set of regulations in usage, 
which, like the common law, were binding, and 


they were these: that they should meet at twelve. 


o’clock on the first Monday in December, that 
the Clerk of the last House should call the mem- 
_ bers, and ascertain if a. quorum were present, 
| and that those present should proceed, by ballot, 
| to organize themselves as a body. When they 
! have done that, and not till then, were they com- 
etent to make any regulations. On that ground 
e considered every innovation of the established 


and one they had no right to adopt. 


i certain extent, from necessity; and he did not 
consider the Clerk to be an incompetent officer 
; to manage this debate and control it; but he did 
| hope the motion would be withdrawn. He con- 
| sidered the present mode of voting the true one; 
i the usage of fifty years, from the foundation of 
l 


‘| their rule of proceeding before the House waa 


state. r 
Mr. MANN 


remark that-the gentleman from Massachusetts 


| [Mr. REED} seemed to him to be mistaken in sup- , 
| posing that the Clerk of the House stood in his. 

place, at the present time, by mere custom or by . 
|| presumption.’ .Now the rules of the last House ` 


i| were the laws of the present till others were 


: appointed. That was the law, probably, of the 
| present body, and the Clerk was in office to all 
i; Intents.and purposes, under that law, until it was 
i| repealed. He hoped the gentleman from Vir- 
l! ginia would withdraw the motion; but if he saw 
| fit to persist in it, MF. M. said it would be his 
indispensable duty, although in favor of the 
| principle, to vote to lay it on the table. 


and yet every gentleman would, and must admit, . 


organized; and he conceived they were acting & - 
very singular part in their present unorganized. ° 


; of New York, said it was not his 
i; purpose: to- enter. into the debate, but he would .. 
Mr. WISE would ask by what authority the | 


i; adopted. Mr. M. here, read the rule -applying te.’ 
|, the Clerk; that he should take an oath, and should 
, be deemed to continue in office until another was. 


usage of fifty odd years standing as inexpedient, ‘ 


| Mr. REED concurred with the gentleman from ' 
| New Jersey. They must proceed to act, to a | 


‘i the Government, was sufficient, and ought to be ` 


1835. 


After a few words from Mr. MERCER in ex- | 
planation, the call for the yeas and nays was not |' 
seconded by one-fifth of the members present; and 
the motion of Mr. Parton was laid on the table 
without a count. 

On motion of Mr. BEARDSLEY, the House 
then proceeded to ballot for a Speaker. 

Messrs. Jounson of Tennessee, Everett of 
Vermont, and Antnony of Pennsylvania, were 
appointed tellers; and on counting the ballots, it 
appeared that two hundred and twenty-five had 
been given, as follows: 

For Mr. James K. Potk...-+es00000--.132 


For Mr. Jons BELL. cece ceo ee cece wee. 84 
For Mr. Cuarres F. Mercer......--.. 3 
For Mr. Jons Q. ADAMS..cceseeeee.. 2 
For Mr. Francis GRANGER. ..ceecceees I 
Blanks. .......06 eda ese Goo teee eee eene) LO 


The Hon. James K. Por, of Tennessee, hav- - 
ing received a majority of all the votes given, was 
declared duly elected Speaker of the sabi E 
Fourth Congress, and being conducted to the 
chair by Messrs. Jounson of Kentucky, and 
Jarvis of Maine, returned his thanks for the | 
honor conterred, in the following address: 


Gentlemen of the House of Representatives: 

In accepting the high station to which I am 
called, by the voice of the assembled Representa- 
tives of the people, I am deeply impressed with 
the high distinction which is always conferred 
upon the presiding officer of this House, and - 
with the weight of the responsibility which de- 
volves upon him. Without experience in this i 
place—called to preside over the deliberations of | 
this House, I feel that I ought to invoke, in ad- | 
vance, the indulgent forbearance of its members 
for any errors of judgment which may occur in 
the discharge of the new duties which will devolve |: 
upon me. It shall be my pleasure to endeavor | 
to administer the laws which may be adopted for |' 
the government of the House, justly and impar- ; 
tially towards its members, and with a view to | 
the preservation of that order which is indis- | 
pensable to our character as a body, and to the || 
promotion of the public interests. To preserve 
the dignity of this body and its high character 
before the country, so far as shall depend upon 
its presiding officer, will be Objects of my deepest || 
solicitude; and I am sure I shall have the codp- 
eration and support of all its members, in the 
discharge of my duty, with a view to these objects. 

I return fo you, gentlemen, my sincere ac- 
knowledgments for ‘this manifestation of your 
confidence, in elevating me to this high station; 
and my ardent hope is, that our labors here may 
merit and receive the approbation of our constit- || 
uents, and result in the advancement of the public 
good. 


OATH OF OFFICE. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of North Carolina, (the 
oldest member in the House,) administered the- 
usual oath to the Speaker, when the latter quali- 
fied the members by States, and also the Territo- 
rial Delegates from Arkansas, Florida, and Mich- 


igan. 


APPOINTMENT OF CLERK. 

Mr. BEARDSLEY submitted a resolution, ap- 
Feinung Mr. Water S. Franatin, Clerk of the 

ouse; which was agreed to, and Mr. F. was 
qualified by the Speaker. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

A message was received from the Senate, an- 
nouncing that that body having assembled and 
formed aquorum, were ready to proceed with legis- 
lative business, and that a committee had been 
appointed on the part of the Senate, to meet such | 
committee as might be appointed on the part of 
the House, to wait on the President of the United 
States, and inform him that Congress, having 
assembled, is ready to receive any communication 
which he may choose to make. 

ELECTION OF PRINTER. ~ 

Mr. COFFEE submitted a resolution, in sub- 
stance, that the House proceed to the election of 
a printer for the Twenty-Fourth Congress; which 
was agreed to. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Kentucky, nominated 
Measrs. Blair & Rives; 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of North Carolina, nomin- 


| ing a printer at all. 


ated Messrs. Gales & Seaton; 


And Mr. PEYTON, of Tennessee, nominated 
Messrs. Bradford & Learned. 

Mr. PATTON remarked, that the House 
having indicated an indisposition to adopt the 
principle of voting viva voce, he would not press 
that question at this time. 

The officers of the House having been directed 
to collect the ballots, 

Mr. WHITTLESEY remarked, that this re- 
solution, he apprehended, was premature. We 
were about to supply an omission of a preceding 
Congress, and he doubted whether ters was 


any law in existence which would authorize the |: 


present proceeding. 
The SPEAKER stated that the election could 


. only be overruled by a reconsideration of the vote 
sa a3 the resolution. 


r. WHITTLESEY moved to reconsider the 


` vote on the resolution. 


Mr. ADAMS, of Massachusetts, said that 
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EVERETT, WARD, EVANS, ROBERTSON, 
BEARDSLEY, and WHITTLESEY. 

Mr. BEARDSLEY offered a resolution, pro- 
viding that the printer should give bond and secu- 
rity for the performance of his duties, as laid 
down in the joint resolutions of March, 1819, and 
February, 1829, which, by unanimous consent, 
was adopted as a modification of Mr. Correr’s 
resolution. 

Mr. WHITTLESEY withdrew the motion to 
reconsider. Mr. ROBERTSON renewed it; and, 


; upon being put, it was lost without a count. 


The House then proceeded to ballot for the 


election of a printer; and Mr. Jounson of Ken- 


tucky, Mr. Witxrams of North Carolina, and Mr. 


. Peyton of Tennessee, being appointed tellers, the 


there was a question, which it would be well to | 
consider before this matter was decided. He © 


considered it incumbent upon the individual who 


should be chosen printer, previously to enter | 


into bond. He did not believe that he could be 


required to enter into bond subsequently to his | 


election. 

Mr. ROBERTSON was in favor of the motion 
to reconsider. He doubted the propriety of elect- 
He believed this was the 
opinion of a number of the members of the last 
Congress. He preferred that the printing should 
be done by contract, instead of electing a political 
partisan. It was certainly not magnanimous or 
generous in a majority here, to impose upon the 


minority a partisan printer, who would villify and 


abuse that minority. 


Mr. BEARDSLEY adverted to the propriety 
; and necessit 
: He would lik 


of an immediate election of printer. 
e to know by what rule the gentle- 
man from Virginia [Mr. Roserrson] anticipated 
that the majority in this House would appoint a 


discharge of theirduties here? Upon what grounds 
does the gentleman found any such belief? Gen- 
tlemen were not so sensitive on former occasions. 
It had been the practice of the preceding Con- 
gees to choose the printer for their successors. 


| printer who would villify the minority for the due | 


he last House was not kind enough to perform : 
this duty for us, and it now became the province . 


of this House to make its own selection. 

Mr. WHITTLESEY explained that he only 
desired that the House should not elect a printer 
without adopting the proper guards. 


Mr. ROBERTSON, after a few remarks, pre- | 
! sented a resolution, in the form of an agreement, , 
providing that the public printing should be per- ; 


contract. 
HITTLESEY waving his motion for 
resent, 


fermed b 
Mr. 
the 


r. MANN, of New York, by consent of the 


House, moved the adoption of the rules of the 
last House. 


! Congress. 


result was announced as follows: 
Whole number of votes, 223; necessary to a 
choice, 112; of which— 
Messrs. Blair & Rives received.. essre a. 
Messrs. Gales & Seaton.......++ weer 
Messrs. Bradford & Learned.........-. 26 
2 
1 


COMMITTEE TO WAIT ON THE PRESIDENT. 
The House proceeded to consider the message 
from the Senate which was agreed to; and Messrs. 


; Tuomson of Ohio, Mason of Virginia, and Reep 


of Massachusetts, were appointed a committee, 
on the part of the House, to wait upon the Pres- 
ident. 
MESSAGE TO THE SENATE. 
On motion of Mr. CONNOR, a resolution was 
adopted, directing that a message be sent to the 
Senate, informing that body that the House had 


' assembled, elected a Speaker, and were ready to 


Mr. JOHN Q. ADAMS wished to propose an ; 


additional rule, providing that the paneer ened || Virginia, Cray and CRITTENDEN of 


Ways and Means should report the 
nual appropriation bill within thirty days of the 
meeting of each session of Congress. 


Mr. MANN then modified his motion so as to | 


except the 57th rule. 

Mr. REYNOLDS remarked that he did not 
wish to delay the business and elections of this 
House, but thought it was inconsistent for him 
to support the system of balloting for officers, as 
he had urged, at the last session of Congress, the 


! mode of voting viva voce for all officers. He con- | 


tinued to entertain the same principles and opin- 
ions, and accordingly felt conscientiously bound, 
not only to not vote for the balloting mode, but 
to urge the other. 

Mr. R., after some remarks, modified his pro- 
position so as to exclude the said objectionable 


! rules, to which Mr. Mann consented, but after- 


wards withdrew the whole resolution. 

The question on. the motion of Mr. WHITTLE- 
ser, to reconsider the resolution to elect a printer 
to the House, then came up. 

Mr. MERCER moved an adjournment, and 

Mr. GILLET called for the yeas and nays; 
whereupon, 

Mr. MERCER withdrew his motion. 

The subject was further debated by Messrs. H. 


' proceed to business, 


HOUR OF ADJOURNMENT. i 
On motion of Mr. WARD, of New York, it 
was ordered, that when the House adjourns, it 
will adjourn to meet again on to-morrow, at 
twelve o’clock; and at the same hour each suc- 
ceeding day. 
f CHAPLAIN. 
Mr. MERCER offered a resolution providing 
for the appointment of a Chaplain by the House, 


ii at twelve o’clock, m., to-morrow. 


Mr. REYNOLDS, of Ilinois, moved to amend 
the resolution, by providing that, in future, in the 
election of officers of the House, it shall be by. 
viva voce. 

Mr. VINTON moved an adjournment; which 
was agreed to. 

The House then adjourned. 


IN SENATE. 
Turspar, December 8, 1835. 


Messrs. Brown of North Carolina, Leicu of 
Kentucky, 
and Kine of Alabama, attended to-day and took 
their seats. i 

CREDENTIALS. 

Mr. SOUTHARD presented the credentials of 
Hon. B. Warrins Leren, elected by the Legis- 
lature of Virginia a Senator from that State, for 
six years, from the 4th of March last; which 
were read. 5 

Mr. MANGUM announced the reëlection of 
his colleague, Mr. Brown, elected by the Legis: 
lature of North Carolina a Senator from that 
State, to serve for six: years, from the 4th of 
March last; and 

Mr. KING stated that at the last session of the 
Legislature of Alabama, he had been elected to 
the Senate of the United States, but that his cre- 
dentials had not yet been received by the Pre- 
siding Officer. 

The CHAIR said that the gentlemen from 
North Carolina and Alabama could take the oath, 
unless some objections were made, 

The usual oath was then administered by the 
Vice President to Messrs. Leren, Brown, and 
King, and those gentlemen took their seats. 

REPORT OF COMMITTEE. 
Mr, WHITE, from the joint committee ap- 
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pointed to waiton the President, and inform him 
that quorums of the two Houses had assembled, 
and were ready. ta receive any communication he 
might make, reported that they had performed 
the duty assigued them, and, had received for 
answer that the President would, to-day at twelve 
o'clock, make to the two Houses a commuanica- 
tion in writung. ; 

A message was then received from the Presi- 
dent of the United States, by Mr. Doxetson, his 
Private Secretary, which was read; and, on mø- 
ion of Mr. GRUNDY, five thousand extra copies, 
of the message, and one, thousand five hundred 
copies of the accompanying documents, were or- 
dered to be printed for the use of the Senate. 

It is as follows: i 
Fellow-citizens of the Senate : 

and House of Representatives: 

In the discharge of my official duty, the. task 
again devolyes upon me of communicating with 
a new Congress. The refleetion that the repre- 
sentation of the Union has been recently renewed, 
and that the constitutional term of its service will 
expire with my own, heightens the solieatude with 
which I shall attempt to lay before it, the state of 
our nauonal concerns, and the devout hope which 
I cherish tbat, its labors to improve them may be 
crowned with success. 

You are assembled at a period of. profound in- 
terest to the American patriot. The unexampled 
growth and prosperity of our country having 
given us a rank in the scale of nations which 
removes all apprehension of danger to our integ- 
rity and independence from external foes, the 
career of freedom is before ts, with an earnest 
from the past that, if true to ourselves, there car 
be no formidable obstacle in the future to its 
peaceful and uninterrupted pursuit. Yet in pro- 
portion to the disappearance of those apprelier- 
sions which attended our weakness, as onee con- 
trastéd with the power of some of the. States of 
the Old World, should we now be sohieitous as to: 
those which belong to the conviction, that it is to 
our own conduct we must look for the preserva- 
tion of those causes on which depend the excel 


lence and the duration. of our happy system of- 


government. i : 

In the example of other systems, foanded, on. 
the will of the pcople, we trace to internal dis- 
sension the influences which have so often blasted 
the hopes of the friends of freedom. The social 
elements, which were strong and successful when 
united against external danger, failed in the more 
@ifficult task of properly adjusting their own in; 
ternal organization, and thus gave way the great 
principle of self-government. Let us trust that 
this admonition will never be forgotten by the | 
Government or the people of the United States; | 
and that the testimony which our experience thns , 
far holds out-to the great huninir family; of the | 
practicability and the blessings of free govern- | 
ment, will be confĝrihed in all fime to come. 

We have but to look at the state of our agri- 
culture, manufactures, and commerce, and. the 
unexampled increase of our population, to feel the 
magnitude of the trust committed to us. Never, 


greater reason than we now have, to be thankfut 


to Divine Providencé for the blessings of health : 
and'general prosperity. Every branch of libor . 
we seé crowned with the most abundant rewardsi | 


in every element of national resources ahd wealth, 


and of individual comfort; we witness the most `` 


rapid and solid improvements. With no inter- 


ruptions to this pleasing prospect at home, which ' 


will not yield to the spirit of harmony and good 
will that so strikingly pervades the mags of the 
people in every quarter, amidst all the diversity 
of interest and pursuits to whith they 


disappear before the principles of simple justice 
and the forbearance that. mark our intercourse 
with foreign powers,—we have every reason to 
feel proud of owr beloved: country. 


The general state of our foreign relations has | 


not materially changed since my last annual 


message. 
In the settlement, of the question of the. North- 


eastern boundary little progress has been made. | 
Great Britain declined acceding to the proposi- - 
tion of the United States, presented in aceordanee . 


are at- ` 
tarhed; and with no cause of solicitude in regard |: 
to our external affairs, which will not, itis hoped; ` 


deemed incompatible with a satisfactory and 
rightful adjustment of the controversy. Wait- 
ing for some distinct proposal from the Govern- 
ment of Great Britain, which has been invited, F 
can only repeat the expression of my confidence 
that, with the strong mutual disposition which. I 
believe exists, to make a just arrangement, this 
perplexing qeestion can be settled with a due re- 
gard to the well-founded pretensions and pacifie 
‘policy of all. the parties to it. Events are fres 
quenily occurring on the Northeastern frontier, 
‘ of a character to impress upon all the necessity 
of a speedy and definite termination of the dis- 
. pute. This consideration, added to the desire 
common to hoth, to relieve the liberal and friendly 
relations so happily existing between the. two 
countries from all embarrassment, will no doubt 
have its just influence upon both. 

Our diplomatic intercourse with Portugal has 
been renewed, and it is expected that the claims 
of our citizens, partially paid, will be fully satis- 
fied as soon as the aea Apea of the Queen’s Gov- 
ernment will permit the proper attention to the 

subject of them. That Government has, I am 
happy to inform you, manifested a determination 
to act upon the liberal principles which have 
marked our eommercial policy; the happiest cf- 
fects upon the future trade hetween the United 
States and Portugal are anticipated from it, and 
the time is not thought to be remote when a 
system of perfect reciprocity will be established. 
The installments under the convention with the 
King of the Two Sicilies have been’ paid with 
that scrupulous fidelity by which his whole.con-: 
duet has been characterized, and the hope is in- 
dulged that the adjustment of the vexed question 
of our claims will be followed by a more extended: 
and mutually beneficial intercourse between. the: 
, two countries. 
’ The internal contest still continues in Spain. 


Distinguished as this struggle has unhappily been: : 


by ineidents of the most sanguinary character, 
the obligations of the late treaty of indemnifica- 
tion with us have been, nevertheless, faithfully 
executed by the Spanish Government. 

No provision having been made at the last ses- 
sion of Congress for the ascertainment of thé 
claims to be paid, and the apportionment of the 
funds, under the convention made with Spain, I 
invite your early attention to the. subject. The 
public evidences of the debt haye, according to 
the terms of the convention, and in. the forms pre~ 


scribed by it, been placed in the posséssion of the || 
United States; and the interest, as it fell dut, has: į 
been regularly paid upon them. Ourcommercial | 


intercourse with Cuba stands as regulated by the 


act of Congress. Ne recentinforihation has been | 


| received as to the disposition of the Government 


| of Madrid-on this subject, and the lamented death | 
|i of our recently. appointed Minister, on his way to 


| Spain, with the pressure of their affairs at home, 
|; render it scarcely probable that any change is to 


l! be looked for during the coming year. Further. 
H š : Never, |; portions of the Florida arehives have been sent ,, 
in any former period of our history, have we had | 


to the United States, although the death of one of: 
the commissioners, ata critical moment, embar- 
rassed: the progress of the delivery of them. The 
higher officers of the local government have re- 
cently shown an anxious desire, in compliance 
` with the orders from the parent Government, to 


| a right-to claim. 


the establishment of a lasting peace betweem 
Spain and such of the Spanish American Gov- 
ernments of this hemisphere as have availed 
themselves of the intimation, given to all of them, 


. of their entire independence. It is to be regretted 
that simultancous appointments, by all, of minis- 
ters to negotiate with Spain, had not been made; 
the negotiation itself would have been simplified; 


large portion of the world; would have been 
brought toa more speedy. conclusion. 


Qur political and commercial relations. with : 


Austria, Prussia, Sweden, and Denmark, stand 
on the usual favorable basis. One of the articles 
of our treaty with Russia, in relation to the 
trade on the northwest coast of America, having 


. ou 
with the resolution of the Senate, unless certain -i 
preliminary conditions were admitted, whieh I`. 


facilitate the selection and delivery of all we have 


Negotiations have been opened at Madrid for. ʻi 


of the disposition of Spain to treat upon the basis `` 


and this long-standing dispute, spreading over a |, 


expired, instructions have been given to our Min- 
ister at St. Petersburgh to negotiate a renewal of 
‘Gt. The long and unbroken amity between the 
two Governments gives every reason for sup- 
posing the article will be renewed, if stronger 
motives do not exist to prevent it than, with our 
view of the subject, can be anticipated here. 

I ask your attention to the message of my 
predecessor at the opening of the second session 
of the Nineteenth Congress, relative to our com- 
mercial intercourse with Holland, and to the 
documents connected with that subject, commu- 
nieated to the House of. Representatives on the 
10th of January, 1825, and 18th of January, 
1827. Coinciding in the opinion of my prede- 
cessor, that Holland is, not, under the regula- 
tions of her present system, entitled to have her 
vessels and their cargoes received into the United 
‘States ‘on the footing of American vessels and 

cargoes, as regards duties of tonnage and impost, 
a respect for his reference of it to the Legisla- 
ture ae alone prevented me from acting on the 
subject. I should. still have waited, without com- 
ment, “or the action of Congress, but recently a 
claim has been.made by Belgian subjects to ad- 
mission into our ports for their ships and car- 
goes on the same footing as American, with the 
allegation we could not dispute, that our vessels 
received in their ports the identical treatment 
shown to them in the ports of Holland, upon 
whose vessels no discrimination is made in the 
‘ports of the United States. Giving the same 
privileges, the Belgians expected the same bene- 
fits—benefits that were in fact enjoyed when Bel- 
gium and Holland were united under one Gov- 
ernment. Satisfled with the justice of their 
pretension to be placed on the same footing with’ 
Holland, I could not, nevertheless, without dis- 
regard to tke principle of-our laws, admit their 
claim to be treated’ as Americans; and at the 
same time, a respect for Congress, to whom the 
' subjeet had long: since been referred, has pre- 
vented me from producing a just equality by 
taking from the vessels of Holland privileges con- 
ditionally granted by acts of Congress, although 
. the condition upon which the grant was made 
has, in my judgment, failed since 1822. I recom- 
mend, therefore, a review of the act of 1824, and 
such a modification of it as will produce an 
equality on such terms as Congress: shall think 
best comports with ‘our settled policy, and the 
obligations of justice to two friendly powers. 

With the Slime Porte, and all the Govern- 
ments on the edast of Barbary, our relations con- 
tinue to be friendly. The proper steps have been 

taken to renew our'treaty with Morocco. 

- The Argentine Republic has again promised te 
send, within the current year, a Minister to the 
United States. 

A convention with Mexica; for extending the 
time for the appointment of commissioners to run 
the boundary line, has been concluded, and will 
be submitted tothe Senate. Recent events in that 
country have awakened the liveliest solicitude in 
the United States. Aware of the strong tempta- 
tions existing and powerful inducements held out 
‘to citizens of the United States to mingle in the 
_, dissensions of our immediate neighbors, instruc- 

tions have been given to the District Attorneys of 
‚the United States, where indications warrante 
‘it, to prosecute, without respect to persons, all 
who might attempt to violate the obligations oF 
our neutrality; while, at the same time, it has 
i been thought necessary to apprise the Govern- 
: rhent of Mexico that we should require the integ: ` 
| rity of our territory to be scrupulously respected 
: by both parties. ° 
_ From our diplomatic agents in Brazil, Chilé; 


nada, constant asstirances are reeeived of the con- 
|| tinued good understanding with the Governments 
: to which they are severally aceredited. With 
, those Governments upon which our citizens have 
valid and aeeumulating claims, scartely an ad- 
vance towards a settlement of them is made, 
owing mainly to their distracted state, or to the 
pressure of-imperative domestic questions. : Quy 
patience has been, and will probably be stil Gare 
_ ther, severely tried; but our fellow-citizens whase 
| interests are involved may confide in the determi 
i ination -of the Government to obtain for them, 
+ eventually, ample retribution. . 
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Peru, Central America, Venezuela, and New Gra- : 
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Unfortunately, many of the nations of this hem- 
isphere are still self-tormented by domestic dissen- || 
sions. Revolution succeeds revolution, injuries |; 
are committed upon forel 
pursuits, and much time clapses before a Govern- | 
ment sufficiently stable is erected to justify expec- 
tation of redress. Ministers are sent and received, 
and before the discussions of past injuries are 
fairly begun fresh troubles arise; but too fre- 

uently new injuries are added to the old, to be 

iscussed toge ther, with the existing Government, 
after it has proved its ability to sustain the assaults 
made upon it, or with its successor, ifoverthrown. 
Ifthis unhappy condition of things continues much 
longer, other nations will be under the ainfal ne- 
cessity of deciding whether justice to their suffer- 
ing citizens does not require a prompt redress of 
injuries, by their own power, without waiting for 
the establishment of a Government competent 
and enduring enough to discuss and to make 
satisfaction for them. 

Since the last session of Congress, the validity 
of our claims upon France, as liquidated by the 
treaty of 1831, has been acknowledged by both 
branches of her Legislature, and the money has 
been appropriated for their discharge, but the ° 
payment is, I regret to inform you, still withheld. 

A brief recapitulation of the most important 
incidents in this protracted controversy will show 
how utterly untenable are the grounds upon which 
this course is attempted to be justified. 

On entering upon the duties of my station, I 
found the United States an unsuccessful applicant 
to the justice of France, for the satisfaction of 
claims, the validity of which was never question- : 
able, and has now been most solemnly admitted 
by France herself. The antiquity of these claims, 
their high justice, and the aggravating circum- 
stances out of which they arose, are too familiar 
to the American people to require description. 
It is sufficient to say, that, for a period of ten 
pos and upwards, our commerce was, with but 
ittle interruption, the subject of constant aggres- 
sions on the part of France—aggressions, the 
ordinary features of which were condemnations 
of vessels and cargoes under arbitrary decrees, 
adopted in contravention as well of the laws of 
nations as of treaty stipulations, burnings on the 
high seas, and seizures and confiscations under ; 
special imperial rescripts in the ports of other na- 
tions occupied by the armies, or under the control 
of France. Such, it is now conceded, is the char- 
acter of the wrongs we suffered—wrongs in many 
cases so flagrant that even their authors never 
denied our right to reparation. Of the extent of 
these injuries some conception may be formed 
from the fact, that after the burning of a large 
amount at sea,and the necessary deterioration in 
other cases by long detention, the American 
property so seized and sacrificed at forced sales, ‘; 
excluding what was adjudged to privateers, be- |. 
fore or without condemnation, brought into the |! 
French treasury upwards of twenty-four millions | 
of francs, besides large custom-house duties. 

The subject had already been anaffair of twenty | 
years’ uninterrupted negotiation, except for a | 
short time, when France was overwhelmed by the | 
military powers of united Europe. During this ; 
periods whilst other nations were extorting from i: 

er payment of their claims at the point of the |: 
bayonet, the United States intermitted their de- | 
mand for justice, out of respect to the oppressed |, 
condition of a gallant people, to whom they felt |: 


eners engaged in lawful |: 


under obligations for fraternal assistance in their |: 
own days of suffering and of peril. The bad | 
effects of these protracted and unavailing discus- 
sions, as well upon our relations with France as 
upon our national character, were obvious, and the i 
line of duty was to my mind equally so. This, | 
was, either to insist upon the adjustment of our f 
claims within a reasonable period, or to abandon || 
them altogether. I could not doubt that, by this 
course, the interest and honor of both countries 
would be best consulted. Instructions were, there- i 
fore, given in this spirit to the Minister who was |, 
sent out once more to demand reparation. Upon | 
the meeting of Congress, in December, 1829, I felt | 
it my duty to speak of these claims, and the delays || 
of France, in terms calculated to call the serious || 
attention of both countries to the subject. The | 

d 


then French Ministry took.exception to the mes- 
sage, on the ground of its containing a menace, 


J 


l under which it was not agreeable to the French 


Government to negotiate. The American Minis- 
ter, of his own accord, refuted the construction 


; which was attempted to be put upon the message, 
‘and at the samc time called tothe recollection of 


the French Ministry that the President's message 
was a communication addressed, not to foreign 


Governments, but to the Congress of the United | 


States, in which it was enjoined upon him, by the 
Constitution, to lay before that body information 
of the state of the Union, comprehending its 
foreign as well as its domestic relations; and that 
if, in the discharge of this duty, he felt it ineum- 
bent upon him to summon the attention of Con- 
ress in due time to what might be the possible 


consequences of existing difficulties with any ' 


foreign Government, he might fairly be supposed 
to do so under a sense of what was due from him 
in a frank communication with another branch of 
his own Government, and not from any intention 
ef holding a menace over a foreign Power. The 
views taken by him received my approbation, the 
French Government was satisfied, and the nego- 
tiation was continued. It terminated in thetreaty 
of July 4, 1831, recognizing the justice of our 
claims in part, and promising payment to the 
amount of twenty-five millions of ‘francs, in six 
annual! installments. 


The ratifications of this treaty were exchanged , 
at Washington on the 2d of February, 1832, and '! 
in five days thereafter it was laid before Congress, ` 


who immediately passed the acts necessary, on our 
part, to secure to France the contmercial advant- 
ages conceded to her inthe compact. The treaty 


had previously been solemnly ratified by the King | 


of the French in terms which are certainly not 
mere matters of form, and of which the translation 
is as follows: 


« We, approving the above convention in all and each of | 


the dispositions which are contained in it, do declare by 
ourselves, as well as by our heirs and successors, that.it is 


accepted, approved, ratified, and confirmed ; and by these ; 


presents, signed by our hand, we do accept, approve, ratify, 
and confirm it; promising, on the faith and word of a king, 


to observe it, and to cause it to be observed inviolably, with- ; 

, out ever contravening it, or suffering it to be contravened, 
| directly or indirectly, for any cause or under any pretense | 
i whatsoever,” 
Official information of the exchange of ratifi- | 

_ cations in the United States reached 


aris whilst 
the Chambers were in session. 


Government in their action upon the subject of 


its fulfillment have been heretofore stated to Con- | 
gress, and I have no disposition to enlarge upon i 
| them here. 
' then pending session was allowed to expire with- 


It is sufficient to observe that the 


out even an effort to obtain the necessary appro- 
priations; that the two succeeding ones were also 
suffered to pass away without anything like a 
serious attempt to obtain a decision upon the sub- 
ject; and that it was not until the fourth session 
almost three years after the conclusion of the 


treaty, and more than two yearsafter the exchange . 
of ratifications—that the bill for the execution of | 


the treaty was pressed to a vote, and rejected. 
n the mean time, the Government of the United 
States, having full confidence that a treaty entered 
into and so solemnly ratified by the French King, 
would be executed in good faith, and not doubt- 
ing that provision would be made for the payment 


i of the first installment, which was to become due 


on the 2d day of February, 1833, negotiated a 
draft for the amount through the Bank of the 
United States. When this draft was presented 
by the holder, with the credentials required by 


the treaty to authorize him to receive the money, | 
; the Government of France allowed it to be pro- 
tested. 


In addition to the injury in the non-pay- 
ment of the money by France cenformably to 
her engagement, the United States were exposed 
to n heavy claim on the part of the bank, under 
pretense of damages, in satisfaction of which, 


' that institution seized upm and still retains, an 
equal amount of the pu 


lic moneys. Congress, 
was in session when the decision of the Cham- 
bers reached Washington, and an immediate com- 
munication of this apparently final decision of 
France, not to fulfill the stipulations of the treaty, 
was the course naturally to be expected frorn the 
President. The deep tone of dissatisfaction which 
pervaded the public mind, and the correspondent 
excitement prodaced in Congress by only a gen- 
eral knowledge of the result, rendered it more 


The extraor- : 
dinary, and to us injurious, delays of the French | 


I| than probsBle that a resort to immediate medsures 
|| of redise would be the consequence of calling 
ii the attention of that body to the subject. Sih- 
| cerely desirous of preserving the pacific relations 
which had so long existed between the two coun- 
tries, I was anxious to avoid this course if I could 
be satisfied that, by doing so, neither the interests 
not the honor of my country would be compro- 
mittéd. Without the fullest assurances upon 
that point, I could not hope to acquit myself of 
the responsibility to be incurred in suffering Con- 
gras to adjourn without laying the subject before 
them. Those received by me were ‘believed to 
be of that character. 
That the feelings produced in the United States 
by the n¢éws of the rejection of the pli ad rapa 
would be such as I have described them to have 
` been, was foreseen by the French Government, 
and prompt measures were taken by it to prevent 
' the consequences. The King, in' person, ex- 
pressed, through our Minister at Paris, his pro- 
found regret at the decision of the Chambers, and 
promised to send forthwith a national ship, with 
dispatches to his Minister here authorizing him 
to give such assurances as would satisfy the Gov- 
ernment and people of the United States that the 
. treaty would yet be faithfully executed by France. 
: The national ship arrived, and the Minister re+ 
ceived his instructions. Claiming to act under 
the authority derived from them, he gave to this 
Government, in the name of his, the most solemn 
i assurances, that as soon after the new elections 
| asthe charter would permit, the Freneh Cham- 
` bers would be convened, and the attempt to pro: 
cure the necessary appropriations renewed; that 
i all the constitutional powers of the King and his 
Ministers should be put in requisition to accom- 
plish the object; and he was understood, and so 
expressly informed by this Government at the 
time, to engage that the question should be 
pressed to a decision, at a Perot sufficiently earl 
: to permit information of the result to be commu- 
i nicated to Congress at the commencement of their 
next session. Relying upon these assurancés, 1 
incurred the responsibility, great as I regarded it 
to be, of suffering Congress to separate without 
communicating with them upon the subject. 
|| The expectations justly founded upon the 
promises thus solemnly made to this Government 
that of France were not realized. The French 
|| Chambers met on the 31st of July, 1834, soon 
after the election; and although our Minister in 
Paris urged the French Ministry to press the 
subject before them, they declined doing so. He 
next insisted that the Chambers, if prorogued 
without ‘acting on the subject, should be reas: 
| wembled at a period so carly that their action on 
the treaty might be known in Washington prior 
to the meeting of Congress. This reasonable 
request was not only declined, but the Chambers 
i! were prorogued on the 29th of December—a day 
so Tate that their decision, however urgently 
pressed, could not, in all probability, be obtained 
in time to reach Washington before the at 
|| adjournment of Congress by the Constitution. 
ii The reasons given by the Ministry for refusing 
to convoke the Chambers at an earlier perio 
were afterwards shown not to be insuperable, by 
their actual convocation on the Ist of December, 
tinder a special call for domestic purposes; which 
fact, however, did not become known to this 
|| Government until after the commencement of the 
|| last session of Congress. 
I| ‘Thus disappointed in our just expectations, it 
i| became my imperative duty to consult with Con- 
gress in regard to the expediency of a resort to 
retaliatory measures, in case the stipulations of 
the treaty should not be speedily complied with; 
and to recommend such as, in my judgment, the 
occasion called for. To this end, an unreserved 
communication of the case, in all its aspects, be- 
came indispensable. To have shrunk, m making 
it, from saying all that was necessary to its cór- 
rect understanding, and that the truth would jus- 
tify, for fear of giving offense to others, would 
have been unworthy of us. To have gone, on 
the other hand, a single step farther, for the pur- 
pose of wounding the pride of a Government and 
eople with whom we had so many motives for 
cultivating relatidns of amity and reciprocal ad- 
vantage, would have been unwise and improper. 
Admonished by the past of the difficulty of 
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waking even the simplest statement of our wrongs | 
without disturbing the sensibilities of those who | 
had, by their position, become responsible for ; 
their redress, and earnestly desirous of prevent- . 
ing further obstacles from that source, I went out 
of my way to preclude a construction of the mes- 
sage, by which the recommendation that was 
made to Congress might be regarded as a menace 
to France, in not only disavowing such a design, 
but in declaring that her pride and her power 
were too well known to expect anything from 
her fears. T'he message did not reach Paris until | 
more than a month after the Chambers had been 
in session; and such was the insensibility of the 
Ministry to our rightful claims and just expecta- | 
tions, that our Minister has been informed that | 
the matter, when introduced, would not be pressed | 


| 
i 


as a Cabinet measure. | 


Although the message was not officially com- |. 


municated to the French Government, and not- 
withstanding the declaration to the contrary which 
it contained, the French Ministry decided to con- | 
sider the conditional recommendation of reprisals : 
a menace and an insult, which the honor of the 
nation made it incumbent on them to resent. The 
measures resorted to by them to evince their. 
sense of the supposed indignity were—the im- 
mediate recall of their Minister at Washington, 
the offer of passports to the American Minister 
at Paris, and a public notice to the Legislative 
Chambers that all diplomatic intercourse with 
the United States had been suspended. 

Having, in this manner, vindicated the dignity i 
of France, they next proceeded to illustrate her | 
justice. To this end, a bill was immediately in- 
troduced into the Chamber of Deputies, proposing | 
to make the appropriations necessary to carry ' 
into effect the treaty. As this bill subsequently 

sed into a law, the provisions of which now 
constitute the main subject of difficulty between 
the two nations, it becomes my duty, in order to 
place the subject before you in a clear light, to 
trace the history of its passage, and to refer, with 
gome particularity, to the proceedings and discus- 
sions 1n regard to it. The Minister of Finance, 
in his opening speech, alluded to the. measures 
which had becn adopted to resent the supposed 
indignity, and recommended the exccution of the | 
treaty as a measure required by the honor and | 
justice of France. He, as the organ of the Min- | 
istry, declared the message, so long as ithad not 
received the sanction of Congress, a mere ex- | 
pees of the personal opinion of the President, ` 
or which neither the Government nor the people 
of the United States were responsible, and that 
an engagement had been entered into, for the ' 
fulfillment of which the honor of France was 
pledged. Entertaining these views, the single | 
condition which the French Ministry proposed || 
to annex to the payment of the money, was, that |; 


it should not be made until it wag ascertained that || 


the Government of the United States had done 
nothing to injure the interests of France; or, in | 
other words, that no steps had been authorized | 
of a hostile character towards France by Con- į 

ess. 

What the disposition or action of Congress | 
might be was then unknown to the French Cab- | 
inet. But on the 14th of January the Senate 
yesolved, that it was at that time inexpcdient to | 
adopt any legislative measures in regard to the 
‘state of affairs between the United States and | 


France, and no action on the subject had oc- | 


curred in the House of Representatives. These 


facts were known in Paris prior to the 
March, 1835, when the committee to whom the 
Dill of indemnification had been referred reported 
it to the Chamber of Deputies. That committee 
‘substantially reéchoed the sentiments of the min- 
istry, declared that Congress had set aside the 
‘proposition of the President, and recommended 
the passage,of the bill without any other restric- 
tion than that originally proposed. Thus was it 
‘known to the French Ministry: and Chambers 
that if the. position assumed by them, and which 
had been so frequently and solemnly announced 
as the only one compatible with the honor of 
France, was maintained, and the bill passed as 


28th of || 


$ 
į 
i 
i 


had received satisfactory explanations of the; 
President’s message of the 2d of December, 1834; : 
and what is still more extraordinary, the pres- 
ident of the Council of Ministers adopted this 
amendment, and consented to its incorporation 
in the bill. In regard to a supposed insult, which 
had heen formerly resented by the recall of their 
Minister, and the offer of passports to ours, they 
now, for the first time, proposed to ask explana- 
tions. Sentiments and propositions which they 
had declared could not justly be imputed to the 


i 
i 


| by an amendment introduced into the bill at the || motives in withholding such execution; and de- 
moment of its passage, providing that the money | 
should not be paid until the French Government - 


monstrated that the necessary use of that right 
ought not to be considered as an offensive impu- 
tation, Although this communication was made 
without instructions, and entirely on the Minis- 
ter’s own responsibility, yet it was afterwards 
made the act of this Government by my full ap- 
probation, and that approbation was officially 
made known, on the 25th of April, 1835, to the 
French Government. It, however, failed to have 
any effect. The law, after this friendly expla- 
nation, passed with the obnoxious amendment, 
supported by the King’s Ministers, and was 


` finally approved by the King. 


Government or people of the United States, are ; 


sct up as obstacles to the performance of an act 
of conceded justice to that Government and peo- 
ple. They had declared that the honor of France 
required the fulfillment of the engagement into 
which the King had entered, unless Congress 
adopted the recommendations of the message. 
They ascertained that Congress did not adopt 
them; and yet that fulfillment is refused unless 
they first obtain from the President explanations 
of an opinion characterized by themselves as per- 
sonal and inoperative. 

The conception that it was my intention to 
menace or insult the Government of France is as 
unfounded as the attempt to extort from the fears 
of that nation what her sense of justice may deny 
would be vain and ridiculous. But the 
tution of the United States imposes on the Presi- 
dent the duty of laying before Congress the con- 
dition of the country in its foreign and domestic 
relations, and of recommending such measures as 
may, in his opinion, be required by its interests, 
From the performance of this duty he caanot be 
deterred by the fear of wounding the sensibilities 
of the people or Government of whom it may 
become necessary to speak; and the American 
people are incapable of submitting to an interfer- : 
ence by any Government on earth, however pow- 
erful, with the free performance of the domestic 
duties which the Constitution has imposed on 
their public functionarics. The discussions which 
intervene between the several departments of our 
Government belong to ourselves; and for an 
thing said in them our public servants are oak 
responsible to their own constituents, and to eich 
other. If, in the course of their consultations, 
facts are erroneously stated, or unjust deductions 
are made, they. require no other inducement to 
correct them, however informed of their error, 
than their love of justice, and what is due to their ; 
` own character; but they can never submit to be 
| interrogated upon the subj 
! by a foreign Power. When our discussions | 
| terminate in acts, our responsibility to foreign | 
Powers commences, not as individuals, but as aj 
nation! The principle which calls in question | 
the President for the language of his message | 
would equally justify a foreign Power in demand: | 
ing explanation of the language uscd in the report | 
| of a committee, or by a member in dehate. 


j 


This is not the first time that the Government ; 
| of France has taken exception to the messages of 
: American Presidents. President Washington and 
‘ the first President Adams, in the performance of 

their duties to the American people, fell under the 


objection taken by the Ministry of Charles X,, | 
and removed by the explanations made by our ` 
Minister upon the spot, has already been ad- ` 
| verted to. When it was understood that the Min- 
istry of the present King took exception to my | 
message of last year, putting a construction upon 
it which was disavowed onits face, ourlate. Min- | 
'ister-at Paris, in answer to the note which first | 
| announced a dissatisfaction with the language 
used in the message, made a communication to 
the French Government, under date of the 29th 
of January, 1835, calculated to remove all impres- 
sions which an. unreasonable susceptibility had 
ereated., He repeated, and called the attention 
of the French Government to the disavowal con- 
; tained in the message itself, of any intention to 
| intimidate by menace: he truly declared that it 
| contained, and was intended to contain, no charge 
of ill faith against the King of the French, and 


ect as a matter of right || 


if 


| 
| animadversions of the French Directory. The | 
j 
| 


: with foreign nations. 


‘with a becoming self-respect. 
: Bth of January, , 
: was not the only one which our 


| dition w 3 
| with, he thought it 


onsti- | 


The 
attache 


le of the United States are justly 
fic system in their intercourse 

tis proper, therefore, that 
they should know whether their Government has 
adhered to it. Inthe present instance it has been 
carried to the utmost extent that was consistent 
The note of the 
to which I have before alluded, 
Minister took 
upon himself the responsibility of presenting on 
the same subject and in the same spirit. Finding 


eop : 
to a pacific 


f 


i| that it was intended to make the payment of a 


t dependent on the performance of a con- 
hich he knew could never be complied 
a duty to make another at- 
tempt to convince the.French Government that, 
whilst self-respect and regard to the dignity of 


just deb 


other nations would always prevent us from using 
: any language that ought to give offense, yet we 


‘and that, therefore, ever 


could never admit aright in any forcign Govern- 
ment to ask explanations of, or ta interfere in an 

manner in, the communications which one branc 

of our public councils made with another; that 
in the present case no such language had been 
used, and that this had in a former note been fully 
and voluntarily stated before it was contem lated 
to make the explanation a condition; and, that 
there might be no misapprehension, he stated the 
terms used in that note, and he officially informea 
them that it had been approved by the President; 
explanation whick 


‘could reasonably be asked, or honorably given, 
' had been already made; that the contemplated 


measure had been anticipated by a voluntary and 


friendly declaration, and was therefore not only ` 


useless, but might be deemed offensive, and cer- 
tainly would not be complied with if annexed as 
a condition. 

When this latter communication, to which I 
especially invite. the attention of Congress, was 
laid before me, I entertained the hope that the 
means it was obviously intended to afford, of an 
honorable and speedy adjustment of the difficul- 
ties between the two nations, would have been 
accepted; and I therefore did not hesitate to give 
it my sanction and full appro banon: This was 
due to the Minister who had made himself re- 
sponsible for the act; and it was published to the 
people of the United States, and is now laid be- . 
fore their Representatives, to show how far their 
Executive has gone in its endeavors to restore a 


ood understanding between the two countries. . 


t would have been at any time communicated 
to the Government of France had it been offici- 
ally. requested. 

The 


rench Government having received all” 


the explanation which honor and principle per- , 
mitted, and which could in reason be asked, it 


was hoped it would no longer hesitate to pay the ` : 
installments now due. The agent authorized to ' 


receive the moncy was instructed to inform the 
French Minister of his readiness to do so. In 


reply to this notice, he was told that the money - ~ 


could not then be paid, because the formalities : 
required by the act of the Chambers had not. 
been arranged. i 


_ Not having received any official communica-... 
tion of the intentions of the French Government, i . 


and anxious to bring, as far as practicable, this 


‘unpleasant affair to a close before the meeting of 
Congress, that you might have the whole sub- 
ject before you, I caused our chargé d’affaires at 

aris to be instructed to ask for the final determ- 
ination of the French Government, and in the 
event of their refusal to pay the installments now 


te 
Lie 
$ 
k. 


” 


onay proposed, the money would be, paid, 
and there would be an end of this unfortunate 
controversy. : 

:.. But this cheering prospect was soon destroyed 


properly distinguished between the right to com- 
plain, in unexceptionable terms, of the omission 
: to.execute an agreement, and anaccusation of had 


due, without further explanations to return.to .. ` 
the United States. ; P 
The result of this last application has not yet `: 


ane 


al 


1885. 


Hit, 
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reached us, but is daily expected. 
pe favorable is my sincere wish. 


now, through all the branches ofher Government, 


acknowledged the validity of our claims, and the 
obligations of the treaty of 1831, and there really 
existing no adequate cause for further delay, will 
at length, it may be hoped, adopt the course 
which the interests of both nations, not less than 
ihe principles of justice, so imperiously require. 
The treaty being once executed on her part, little 
will remain to disturb the friendly relations of the 
“wo countries; nothing indeed which will not yield 
to the suggestions ofa pacific and enlightened poli- 
cy, and to the influence of that mutual good will, 
and those gencrous recollections, which we may 
confidently expect will then be revived in all their 
ancient force. 

In any event, however, the principle involved 
in the new aspect which has been given to the 


controversy is so vitally important to the inde- — 


pendent administration of the Government, that 
it can neither be surrendered nor compromitted 
without national degradation. 1 hope it is un- 
necessary for me to say, that such a sacrifice will 
not be made through any agency of mine. The 
honor of my country shall never be stained by an 
apology from me for the statement of truth and 
the performance of duty, nor-can I give any ex- 
planation of my official acts except such as is 
due to integrity and juste and consistent with 
the principle on which our institutions have been 
framed. his determination will, lam confident, 
be approved by my constituents. Ihave, indeed, 
studied their character to but little purpose, if the 
sum of 25,000,000f. will have the weight of a 
feather in the estimation of what appertains to 
their national independence; and if, unhappily, a 
different impression should at any time RaR in 
any quarter, they will, I am sure, rally round the 
Government of their choice, with alacrity and 
unanimity, and silence forever the degrading im- 
putation. 

Having thus frankly presented to you the cir- 
cumstances which, since the last session of Con- 
gress, have occurred in this interesting and im- 
portant matter, with the views of the Executive 


in regard to them, it is at this time only necessary | 


to add, that whenever the advices, now daily 
expected from our chargé d’affaires, shall have 
been reccived, they will be made the subject of a 
special communication. 

The condition of the public finances was never 
more flattering than at the present period. 

Since my last annual communication, all the 
remains of the public debt have been redeemed, 
or moncy has been placed in deposit for this pur- 

ose whenever the creditors choose to receive it. 


| 


‘That it may | 
France having | princi 


All the other pecuniary engagements of the Gov- , 


ernment have been honorably and promptly ful- 
filled; and there will be a balance in the Treas- 
ury at the close of the present year of about 
$19,000,000. Itis believed, after meeting all out- 
standing and unexpended appropriations, there 
will remain near $11,000,000 to be applied to any 
new objects which Congress may designate, or to 
the more.rapid execution of the works already » 
in progress. In aid of these objects, and to sat- 
isfy the current expenditures of the ensuing year, | 
jt Ís estimated that there will be received, from 
various sources, $20,000,000 more in 1836. 
Should Congress make new appropriations, in 
conformity with the estimates which will be sub- : 


mitted from the proper departments, amounting |; 


to about twenty-four millions, still the available 
surplus at the close of the next year, after deduct- 


ing all unexpendced appropriations, will probably © 


be not less than six millions. This sum can, in 
my judgment, be now usefully applied to pro- 
posed improvements in our navy-yards, and to 
new national works, which are not enumerated in 


the present estimates, or to the more rapid com- į; 


pletion of those already begun. Either would be i 
constitutional and useful, and would render un- | 
necessary any attempt, in our present peculiar 


existing laws. In any event, as the annual re- 

rt of the Secretary of the Treasury will enter 
into details, showing the probability of some de- 
crease in the revenue during the nextseven years, 
and a very considerable deduction in 1849, it is 
not recommended that Congress should undertake : 


i| tional duties upon that office, 


|| ‘These impediments to the 
l : 

ji duty in the Gen 
i| submit to 


! tò modify the present tariff, so as to disturb the 
les on which the compromise act was 
passed. Taxation onsomc of the articles of general 
consumption, which are not in competition with 
our own productions may be no doubt so dimin- 
ished as to lessen, to some extent, the source of 


this revenue; and the same object can also be | 
assisted by morc liberal provisions for the subjects ` 
of public defense, which in the present state of | 


our prosperity and wealth may be expected to 
engage your attention. If, howcver, after satis- 
fying all the demands which can arise from these 


sources, the unexpended balance in the Treasury . 
should still continue to increase, it would be better | 


to bear with the evil until the great changes. con- 

templated in our tariff laws have occurred, and 

shall enable us to revise the system with that care 

and circumspection which are due to so delicate 
‘and important a subject. 

It is certainly our duty to diminish, as far as 
we can, the burdens of taxation, and to regard all 
the restrictions which arc imposed on the trade 
and navigation of our citizens as evils which we 
shall mitigate whenever we are not prevented by 
the adverse legislation and policy of foreign na- 


ti 


ons, or those primary dutics which the defense , 


and independence of our country enjoin upon us. ' 


That we have accomplished much towards the 
relief of our citizens by the changes which have 
accompanied the payment of the public debt, and 
the adoption of the present revenue laws, is mani- 


fest from the fact that, compared with 1833, there. 


is a diminution of near twenty-five millions in ; 


the last two years, and that our expenditures, 
independently of those for the public debt, have 
been reduced near nine millions during the same 
period. Let us trust, that by the continued ob- 
servance of economy,and by harmonizing the 


great interests of agriculture, manufactures, and | 
commerce, much more may be accomplished to : 


diminish the burdens of Government, and to in- |; 
|| receipt of the bills of the 


crease still further the enterprise and the patriotic 


affection of all classes of our citizens, and all the || 


members of our happy Confederacy. As the 
data which the Secretary of the Treasury will lay 
‘before you i 
are full and e 


n regard to our financial resources | 
xtended, and will afford a safe guide | 


| in your future calculations, I think it unnecessary , 


|; to offer any further observations on that subject | 


; here. 
| Among the evidences of the increasing pros- 
| perity of the country, not the least gratifying is 


that afforded by the reccipts from the sales of the 
' public lands, which amount, in the present year, 


to the unexpected sum of $11,000,000. This | 


circumstance attests the rapidity with which ag- 
riculture, the first and most important occupation 
of man, advances and contributes to the wealth 
and power of our extended territory. Being still 
of the opinion that it is our best policy, as far as 
we can, consistently with the obligations under 


which those lands were ceded to the United States, | 
to promote their speedy settlement, I beg leave | 


to call the attention of the present Congress to | 


the suggestions I have offered respecting it in 
my former messages. 

he extraordinary reccipts from the sales of 

the public lands invite you to consider what im- 

provements the land system, and particularly the 


: condition of the General Land Office, may require. 


i At the time this institution was organized, near 
a quarter of a century ago, it would probably 
have becn thought extravagant to anticipate, for 
‘this period, such an addition to its business as 
has been produced by the vast increase of those 
sales during the past and present years. It may 
‘also be observed that, since the year 1812, the 
‘land offices and surveying districts have been 
i greatly multiplied, and that numerous legislative 
, enactments, from year to year, since that time, 
have imposed a great amount of new and addi- 
while the want of 
' a timely application of force, commensurate with 


ssf „at | the care and labor required, has caused the in- 
condition, to divide the surplus revenue, or to |: 
reduce it any faster than it will be effected by the | 


creasing embarrassment of accumulated arrears 
in the different branches of the establishment. 

expedition of much 
eral Land Office induce me to 
our judgment, whether some modifi- 
cation of the laws relating to its organization, or 
an organization of a new character, be not called 


| 


. for, at the present juncture, to enable the office to `! 


accomplish all the ends of its institution with a 
greater degree of facility and promptitude than 
experience has proved to be practicable under 
existing regulations. The variety of the concerns, 
and the magnitude and complexity of the details, 
occupying and dividing the attention of the com- 
missioner, appear to render it difficult, if not im- 
practicable, for that officer, by any possible as- 
siduity, to bestow on all the multifarious subjects 
upon which he is called to act the ready and 
careful attention due to their respective import- 
ance, unless the Legislature shall assist him by a 
law providing, or enabling him to provide, for a 
more regular and economical distribution of labor, 
with the incident responsibility, among those em- 
ployed under his direction, The mere manual 
operation of affixing his signature to the vast 
number of documents issuing from his office, sub- 
tracts so largely from the time and. attention 
claimed by the weighty and complicated subjects 
daily accumulating in that branch of the public 
serviee, as to indicate the strong necessity of re- 
vising the organic law of the establishment. It 
will be easy for Congress, hereafter, to proportion 
the expenditure on account of this branch of the 
service to its real wants, by abolishing, from time 
to time, the offices which can be dispensed with. 

The extinction of the public debt Faxin taken 
place, there is no longer any use for the occi of 
Commissioners of Loans and the Sinking Fund. 
I recommend, therefore, that they be abolished, 
and that proper measures be taken for the trans- 
fer to the Treasury Department of any funds, 
books, and papers connected with the operations 
of those offices; and that the proper power be 
given to that Department for closing finally any 
portion of their business which may remain to be 
settled. 

It is also incumbent on Congress, in guarding 
the pecuniary interests of the country, to discon- 
tinue, by such a law as was passed in 1812, the 
ank of the United 
States in payment of the public revenue, and to 
provide for the designation of an agent whose 
duty it shall be to take charge of the books and 
stock of the United States in that institution, and 
to close all connection with it after the 3d of 
March, 1836, when its charter expires. In making 

rovision in regard to the disposition of this stock , 


i it will be essential to define, clearly and strictly. 
' the duties and powers of the officer charged with 
' that branch of the public service. 


It will be seen from the cortcapondene which 
the Secretary of the Treasury will lay before you 
that notwithstanding the large amount of the 
stock which the United States hold in that insti- 
tution, no information has yet been communicated 
which will enable the Government to anticipate 
when it can receive any dividends, or derive any 


’ benefit from it. 


Connected with the condition of the finances. 
and the flourishing state of the country in all its 
branches of industry, it is pleasing to witness the 
advantages which have heen already derived from 
the recent laws regulating the value of the gold 
coinage. These advantages will be more apparent 
in the course of the next year, when the branch 
mints authorized to be eateblistied in North Caro- 
lina, Georgia, and Louisiana, shall have gone 
into operation. Aided, as it is hoped they will 
be, by further reforms in the banking systems 
of the States, and by judicious regulations on 
the part of Congress in relation to the custody 
of the public moneys, it may be confidently an- 
ticipated that the use of gold and silver, as a cir- 
culating medium, will become general in the 
ordinary transactions connected with the labor 
of the country. The great desideratum, in mod- 
ern times, is an efficient check upon the power 
of banks, preventing that excessive issue of 

aper whence arise those fluctuations in. the 
standard of value which render uncertain the re- 
wards of labor. It was supposed by those who 
established the Bank of the United States, that 
from the credit given to it by the custody of the 
public moneys and other privileges, and the pre- 
cautions taken to guard against the evils which 
the country had suffered on the bankruptcy of 
many of the State institutions of that period, we 
should derive from that ingtitution all the secu- 
rity and benefits of g sound currency, and every 
good end that was attainable under that provis- 
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ress alone to coin money and regulate the value | 
Therese Bat it is pee necessary Now to sa 
that these anticipations have not been realized, 
After the extensive embarrassment and distress 
recently produced by the Bank of the United 
States, from which the country is now recover- 
ing, aggravated as they were by the retensions 
to power which defied the public authority, and 
which, if acquiesced in by the people, would 
have chained the whole character of our Gov- 
ernment, every candid and intelligent individual 
must admit that, for the attainment of the great 
advantages of a sound currency, we must look 
to a course of legislation radically different from 
that which created such an institution. 

In considering the means of obtaining so im- 
portant an end, we must set aside all calculations 
of temporary convenience, and be influenced by 
those only which are in harmony with the true 
character and the permanent interests of the Re- 
public. We must recur to first principles; and 
see what it is that has prevented the legislation 
of Congress and the States, on the subject of cur- 
rency, from satisfying the public expectation, and 
realizing results corresponding to those which 
have attended the action of our system when truly 
consistent with the great principle of equality 
upon which it rests, and with that spirit of for- 
bearancc, and mutual concession, and generous 
patriotism which was originally, and must ever 
continue to be, the vital element of our Union. 

On this subject I am sure that I cannot be mis- 
taken inascribing our want ofsuccess to the undue 
countenance which has been afforded to the spirit 
of monopoly. All the serious dangers which our 
system has yet encountered may be traced to 
the resort to implied powers, and the use of cor- 
porations clothed with privileges, the effect of 
which is to advance the interests of the few, at 
the expense of the many. We have felt but one 
class of these dangers, exhibited in the contest 
waged by the Bank of the United States against 
the Government for the last four years. Happily, 
they have been obviated for the present by the 
indignant resistance of the people; but we should 
recollect that the principle whence they sprung is 
an ever active onc, which will not fail to renew 
its efforts in the same and in other forms so long 
as there is a hope of success, founded either on 
the inattention of the people, or the treachery of 
their representatives, to the subtle progress of its 
influence. The bank is, in fact, but one of the 
fruits of a system at war with the genius of all 
our institutions—a system founded upon a polit- 
ical creed, the fundamental principle of which is 
a distrust of the popular will as a safe regulator 
of political power, and whosc great ultimate ob- 
ject, and inevitable result, should it prevail, is 
the consolidation of all power in our system in 
one central government. Lavish ublic disburse- 
ments, and corporatians with exclusive privileges 
would be its substitute for the original, and, as 
yet, sound checks and balances of the Constitu- 
‘tion—the means by whose silent and secret 
operation a control would be exercised by the 
few over the political conduct of the many, by 
first acquiring thet control over the labor and 
earnings of the great body of the people. Where 
ever this spirit has effected an alliance with poht- 
ical power, tyranny and despotism have been the 
fruit. If itis ever used for the ends of Govern- 
‘ment, it has to be incessantly watched, or it cor- 
rupts the sources of the public virtue, and asitates 
‘the country with terno unfavorable to the har- 
‘monious and steady pursuit of its true interests. 
` Wc are now to sce whether, in the present 
favorable condition of the country, we cannot 
‘take an effectual stand against this spirit of 
monopoly, and practically prove, in respect, to 
the currency as well as other important interests, 
that there is no necessity for so extensive a resort 
“to ft as that which has been heretofore practiced. . 
“The experience of another year has confirmed the : 
‘utter fallacy of the idea that the Bank of the 
United States was necessary as a fiscal agent of | 
‘the Government. Without its aid as such, in- 
deed, in despite óf'all the embarrassment it was - 
in its powcr to create, the revenue has been paid - 
with punctuality by our citizens; the business of : 
‘exchange, both foreign and domestic, has been ' 

gonducted with convenience; and the circulating | 


é TER : : j 
ion of the Constitution which authorizes Con- | 


roved. By the use | 


medium has been greatly im 
o not derive their 


of the State banks, which 


` charters from the General Government, and are: 


not controlled by its authority, it is ascertained 
that the moncys of the United States can be col- 
lected and disbursed without loss or inconveni- 
ence; and that all the wants of the community, 
in relation to exchange and currency, are sup- 
plied as well as they have ever been before. If, 
under circumstances the most tnfavorable to the 
steadiness of the money market, it has been 
found that the considerations on which the Bank 
of the United States rested its claims to the pub- 
lic favor were imaginary and groundless, it can- 
not be doubted that the experience of the future 
will be more decisive against them. 

It has been seen that without the agency of a 
great moneyed monopoly, the revenue can be 
collected, and conveniently and safely applied to 
all the purposes of the public expenditure. It is 
also ascertained that, instead of being necessarily 
made to promote the evils of an unchecked paper 
system, the management of the revenuc can be 
made auxiliary to the reform which the Legisla- 
tures of several of the States have already com- 
menced in regard to the suppression of small 
bills; and which has only to be fostered by proper 
regulations on the part of Congress, to secure a 
practical return, to the extent required for the 
security of the currency, to the constitutional 
medium. Severed from the Government as polit- 
ical engines, and not susceptible of dangerous 
extension and combination, the State banks will 
not be tempted, nor will they have the power 
which we have seen exercised, to divert the pub- 
lic funds from the legitimate purposes of the 
Government. The collection and custody of the 
revenue being, on the contrary, a source of credit 
to them, will increase the security which the 
States provide for a faithful execution of their 
trusts, by multiplying the scrutinies to which 
their operations and accounts will be subjected. 
Thus disposed, as well from interest as the obli- 

ations of their charters, it cannot be doubted 
that such conditions as Congress may see fit to 
adopt respecting the deposits in these institutions, 
with a view to the gradual disuse of the small 
bills, will be cheerfully complied with; and that 
we shall soon gain, in place of the Bank of the 
United States, a practical reform in the whole 
paper system of the country. If, by this polic 
we can ultimately witness the suppression of all 
bank bills below twenty dollars, ıt is apparent 
that gold and silver will take their place, and be- 
come the principal circulating medium in the 
common business of the farmers and mechanics 
of the country. The attainment of such a result 
will form an cra in the history of our country, 
which will be dwelt upon with delight by ever 
true friend of its liberty and independence. It 
will ightet the great tax which our paper sys- 
tem has so long collected from the earnings of 


‘labor, and do more to revive and perpetuate those 


habits of economy and simplicity which are so 


_ congenial to the character of republicans, than all 


the legislation which has yet been attempted. 
To this subject I feel that I cannot too carn- 
end invite the especial attention of Congress, 
without the exercise of whose authority the op- 
portunity to accomplish so much public good 
must pass unimproved. Deeply impressed with 
its vital importance, the Executive has taken all 
the steps within his constitutional power to guard 
the public revenue, and defeat the expectation 
which the Bank of the United States indulged, of 
renewing and perpetuating its monopoly, on the 
groynd of its ‘necessity as a fiscal agent, and as 
affording a sounder currency than could be ob- 
tained without such an institution. In the per- 
formance of this duty much responsibility was 
incurred, which would have been gladly avoided 
‘if the stake which the public had in the question 
could have been otherwise preserved. Although 
clothed with the Icgal authority, and supported 
‘by precedent, I was aware that there was, in the 
‘act of the removal of the deposits, a liability to 
excite that sensitiveness to Executive power | 
whieh it is the characteristic and the duty of frec- 
‘men to indulge; but I relied on this feefing, also 
directed by patriotism and intelligence, to vindi- | 
cate the conduct which, in the end, would appear : 
‘to have been called for by the best interests of : 


my country. The apprehensions natural to this 
feeling, that there may have been a desire, through 
| the instrumentality of that measure, to extend 
| the Executive influence, or that it may have been 
promoted by motives not sufficiently free from 
ambition, were not overlooked. Under the oper- 
ation of our institutions, the public servant who 
is called on to take a step of high responsibility, 
should feel, in the freedom which gives rise to 
such apprehensions, his highest security. When 
unfounded, the attention which they arouse, and 
the discussions they excite, deprive those who 
indulge them of the power to do harm; when just, 
they but hasten the certainty with which the 
the great body of our citizens never fail to repel 
an attempt to procure their sanction to any exer- 
cise of power inconsistent with the jealous main- 
tenance of their rights. Under such convictions, 
and entertaining no doubt that my constitutional 
obligations demanded the steps which were taken 
in reference to the removal of the deposits, it was 
impossible for me to be deterred from the path of 
duty by a fear that my motives could be mis- 
judged, or that political prejudices could defeat 
the just consideration of the merits of my con- 
duct. The result has shown how safe 1s this 
reliance upon the Pama temper and enlightened 
discernment of that people. That‘neasure has 
now been before them, and has stood the test of 
all the severe analyses which its general import- 
ance, the interests it affected, and the apprchen- 
sions it excited, were calculated to produce; and 
it now remains for Congress to consider what 
legislation has become necessary in consequence. 
I need only add to what I have on former occa- 
sions said on this subject, generally, that in the 
regulations which Congress may prescribe re- 
specting the custody of the public moneys, it is 
desirable that as little discretion as may be deemed 
consistent with their safe-kecping, should be 
given to the executive agents. No one can be 
more deeply impressed than I am with the sound- 
ness of the doctrine which restrains and limits, 
by specific provisions, executive discretion, as 
far as it can be done consistently with the pres- 
ervation of its constitutional character. In respect 
to the control over the public moneys, this doc- 
trine is peculiarly applicable, and is in harmony 
with the great principle which I felt I was sus- 
taining, in the controversy with the Bank of the 
United States, which has resulted in severing, to 
some extent, a dangerous connection between a 
moneyed and political power. ‘Fhe duty of the 
Legislature to define, by clear and positive enact- 
ments, the naturé and extent of the action which 
it belongs to the exécutive to superintend, springs 
out of a policy analagous to that which enjoins 
upon all the branches of the Federal Government, 
an abstinence from the exercise of powers not 
| clearly granted. In such a Government, possess- 
_ ing only limited and specific powers, the spirit of 
its general administration cannot be wise or just 
when it opposes the reference of all doubtful 
points to the great source of authority, the States 
and the people; whose number and diversified 
. relations, securing them against the influencesand 
excitements which may mislead their agents, 
make them the safest depository of power. In 
its application to the Executive, with reference to 
the legislative branch of the Government, the same 
rule of action should make the President ever 
anxious to avoid the exercise of any discretion- 
ary authority which can be regulated by Con- 
gress. The biases which may operate upon him 
will not be so likely to extend to the representa- 
‘tives of the people in that body, i 
In my former messages to Congress, I have 
repeatedly urged the propriety of lessening the 
‘discretionary authority lodged in the various De- 
‘ partments; but it has produced no effect, as yet, 
‘except the discontinuance of extra allowancés in 
‘ the Army and Navy, and the substitution of fixed 
i Salaries in the latter. It is believed that the same 
. principles could be advantageously applied in all 


| cascs, and would promote the efficiency and econ- 


| omy of the public service, at the same time that 
| pres satisfaction, and more equal justice, would 
| be secured to the public officers generally. 
The accompanying Report of the Secretury of 
“War, will put you in possession of the operntiens 
| of the ros gellar confided to his care, in all ite 


diversified relations, during the past year. 


vn 


1835. 


I am gratified in being able to inform you, that 
no occurrence has.required any movement of the 
military force, except such as is common to a 
state of peace. The services of the Army have |! 
been limited to their usual duties at the various 
garrisons upon the Atlantic and inland frontier, 
with the exceptions stated by the Sceretary of 
War. Our small military establishment appears 
to be adequate to the purposes for which it is | 
alee and it forms a nucleus around which 
any additional force may be collected, should the 
public exigencies unfortunately require any in- 
erease of our military means. 

The various acts of Congress which have been 
recently passed in relation to the Army, have 
improved its condition, and have rendered its or- 
ganizations more useful and efficient. It is at all 
times in a state for prompt and vigorous action; 
and it contains within itself the power of exten- 
sion to any useful limit; while, at the same time, 
it preserves that knowledge, both theoretical and 
practical, which education and experience alone 
can give; and which, if not acquired and pre- 
served in time of peace, must be sought under 
great disadvantages in time of war. ! 

The duties of the Engineer Corps press heavily ` | 

| 


upon that branch of the service; and the public 
interests requires an addition to its strength. The 
nature of the works in which the officers are er- 
gaged, render necessary professional knowledge 
and experience; and there is no economy in com- 
mitting to them more duties than they can per- 
form, or in assigning these to other persons 
temporarilyemployed,and too often, of necessity, 
without alÌ the qualifications which such service 
demands. I recommend this subject to your at- 
tention, and also the proposition submitted at 
the last session of Congress, and now renewed, 
for a reorganization of the Topographical Corps. 
This organization can be effected without an 
addition to the present expenditure, and wit 
much advantage to the public service. The , 
branch of duties which devolves upon these offi- 
cers, is at all times interesting to the community; 
and the formation furnished by them is useful in 
peace and in war. 
Much loss and inconvenience have been ex- 
prosme consequence of the failure of the 
ill containing the ordinary appropriations for 
fortifications which passed one branch of the ` 
National Legislature at the last session, but was 
lost in the other. 'This failure was the more re- 
gretted, not only because it necessarily interrupt- 
ed and delayed the progress of a system of na- 
tional defense, projected immediately after the 
last war, and since steadily pursued, but also be- 
cause it contained a contingent appropriation, 
inserted in accordance with the views of the Ex- 
ecutive, in aid of this important object,.and other 
branches of the national defense, some portions 
of which might have been most usefully applied. 
during the past season. [ invite your early atten- 
tion to that part of the report of the Secretary 
of War which relates to this subject, and recom- 
mend an appropriation sufficiently liberal to ac- 
celerate the armament of the fortifications agree- 
ably to the pee submitted by him, and to 
place our whole Atlantic sca-board in a complete 
state of defense. A just regard tothe permanent 
interests of the country evidently requires this 
measure. But there are also other reasons which 
at the present juneture give it-peculiar force, 
and make it my duty to call to. the subject your 
special consideration. i 
The present system of military education has 
been in operation sufficiently long to test its use- 
fulness, and it has given to the Army a valuable. `: 
body of officers. It is not alonc in the improve- 
ment, disciplinc, and operation of the troops, that. | 
these officers are employed. They are also ex» | 
tensively engaged in the administrative and fiscal || 
concerns of the various mattcrs confided to the | 
War Departments in the execution of the staff 
duties usually appertaining to military organiza- 
tion; in the removal of the Indians, and in the 
disbursement of the various expenditures grow- 
ing out of our Indian relations; in the formation 
of roads, and in the improvement of harbors and 
rivers; in the constructian of fortifications; in the 
fabrication of much of the materiel required for 
the public defense; and in the preservation, dis- 
tribution, and. accountability of the whole; and 


-and a system which shall secure these qualifica- 


' of a large force on the other, is what our constit- | 


‘ ever become so imminent as to require additional |! 
i force, the other classes in succession would be 
i ready for the call. And if, in addition to this ! 


` aged, and inducements held out for their forma- || 


: periment and worth the expense. No onc appre- 
‘ ciating the blessings of a republican Government 


‘of the national funds could scarce} bet 
` applied than in carrying into effect and continuing |; 
such an arrangement, and in giving the necessary || 


i with all the world. A sincere desire to continue 
_ go, and a fixed determination to give no just 


‘afford the best security against those. collisions 
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in other miscellaneous. duties, not admitting of 
classification. 

These diversified functions embrace very heavy 
expenditures of public money, and require fidelity, 
science, and business habits in their execution; 


tions is demanded by the public interest.. That 
this object has been in a great measure obtained , 
by the Military Academy, is shown by the state 


| of the service, and by the prompt sccountepilty. 


which has generally followed the necessary ad- 
vances. Like all other political systems, the 
present mode of military education, no doubt, 

as its imperfections, both of principle and prac- 
tice; but I trust these can be improved by rigid 


: inspections, and by legislative scrutiny, without 


destroying the institution itself. 

Occurrences, to which we as well as all other 
nations are liable, both in our internal and 
external relations, point to the necessity of an 
efficient organization of the militia. Iam again 
induced, by the importance of the subject, to 
bring it to your attention. ‘To suppress domestic |, 
violence, and to repeal foreign invasion, should : 
these calamitics overtake us, we must rely, in the 
first instance, upon the great body of the com- 
munity, whose will has instituted, and whose 
power must support, the Government. A large 


| standing military force is not consonant to the 
| Spiritof our institutions nor to the feelings of our 
| countrymen; and the lessons of former days, and 
` those also of our own times, show the danger, as || 


well as the enormous expense, of these perma- | 
nent and extensive military organizations. That 

just medium which avoids an inadequate prepa- || 
ration on one hand, and the danger and expense 


uents have a right to expect from their Govern- ' 
ment. This object can be attained only by the 
maintenance of a small military force, and by such 
an organization of the physical strength of the 
country as may bring this power into operation, 
whenever its services are required. A classifica- 


‘tion of the population offers the most obvious |; 


means of effecting this organization. Such a di- 


: vision may be made as will be just to all, by | 
: transferring each, at a pri 
- one class to another, and 


er period of life, from 
y calling first for the 
services of that class, whether for instruction or || 
action, which from age is qualified for the duty, 
and may be called to perform it with least injury |; 
to themselves or to the public. Should the danger |! 


organization, voluntary associations were encour- | 


tion, our militia would be in a state of efficient |: 
service. Now, when we are at peace, is the 
proper time to digest and establish a practicable |, 
system. The object-is certainly worth the ex- 


can object to his share of tho burden which such | 
a plan may impose. Indeed, a moderate portion 
be better |! 


clementary instruction. We are happily at peace | 


cause of offense to other nations, furnish, unfor- 
tunately, no. certain ground of expectation that! 
this relation will be uninterrupted. With this | 
determination to give no offense, is. associated a : 
resolution, equally decided, tamely to submit to 
none. The armor and the attitude of defense 


which the ambition, or interest, or some gther 
passion of nations, not more justifiable, is liable | 
to produce. Jn many countries it is considered. 
unsafe to put arms into the hands of the. people, 


: sippi river, approaches its consummation. 


‘mon use, 


': and to instruct them in the elements of military 
‘| knowledge. That fear can.have no place here, 
| when jt is recollected that the people are the sov- 
‘| ereign power. -Qur Government was instituted 
| and is supported by the ballot-box—not by the 
|| musket, Whatever changes await it, still greater 
| changes must be madc.in our social institutions, 
i| before our political system can yield to physical 
|| force. In every aspect, therefore, in which I 
il can view the subject, I am impressed with the 
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impartangs of a promphasd efficient organization 
of the militia. oe taxa case 
The plan of removing the aboriginal people 
who yet remain within the settled portions of the 
United States to the country west of the rea 
t 
was adopted on the most mature consideration of 
the condition of this race, and ought to be per- 
sisted in till the object is accomplished, and pros- 
ecuted with as much vigor as a just regard to 
their circumstances will permit, and as fast as 
their consent can be obtained. All preceding 
experiments for the improvement of the Indians 
have failed. 1t seems now to be an established 
fact, that they cannot live in contact with a civ- 
ilized community, and prosper. Ages of fruitless 
endeavors have, at length, brought us to a knowl- 
edge of this principle of intercommunication with 
them. The past we cannot recall, but the future 
we can provide for. Independently of the treaty 
stipulations into which we have entered with the 
various tribes, for the usufructuary rights they 
have.ceded to us, no.one can doubt the moral 
duty of the Government of the United States to 


‘ protect, and, if possible, to preserve and perpet- 


uate, the scattered remnants of this race which 
are left withia our borders. In the discharge of 
this duty, an extensive region in the West has 
been assigned for their permanent residence. It 
has been divided into districts and allotted among 
them. Many have already removed, and others 
are preparing to go; and with the exception of 
two small bands, living in Ohio and Indiana, nov 
exceeding fifteen hundred persons, and of the 
Cherokees, all the tribes on the east side.of the 


i Aliesiasippi and extending from Lake Michigan 


to Florida, have entered into engagements which 

will lead to their transplantation. . 
The plan for their removal and reéstablishment 

is founded upon the knowledge we have gained 


' of their character and habits, and has been die- 


tated by a spirit of enlarged liberality. A territory 
exceeding in extent that relinquished has been 
granted to each tribe. Of its climate, fertility, 
and capacity to support an Indian population, the 
representations are highly favorable. To these 


' districts the Indians are removed at the expense 


of the United States, and with certain supplies of 
clothing, arms, ammunition, and other indispen- 
sable articles; they are also furnished gratuitously 
with provisions for the period of a year after their 
arrival at their new homes. In that time, from 
the nature of the country, and of the products 
raised by them, they can subsist themselves by 
agricultural labor, if they choose to resort to that 
mode of life. If they do not, they are upon the 
skirts of the great prairies, where countless herds 
of buffalo roam, and a short time suffices to adapt 


| their own habits to the changes which a change 


of the animals destined for their food may require. 


! Ample arrangements have also been made for the 
; support of schools, 
! houses and churches are to be erected, dwellings 


In some instances council- 


constructed for the chiefs, and mills for com- 
Funds have been sct apart for the 
maintenance of the poor. The most necessary 
mechanical arts have. been introduced, and black- 
smiths, gunsmiths, wheelwrights, millwrights; 
&c., are supported among them. Stecl and iron, 


| and sometimes salt, are purchased for them, and 


plows and other farming utensils, domestic ani- 
mals, looms, spinning-wheels, cards, &c., are 
presented to them. And besides these beneficial 
arrangements, annuities are in all, cases paid, 
amounting in. some instances to more than thirty 
dollars for each individual of the tribe, and in all 
cases sufficiently great, if justly divided and prẹ- 
dently expended, to.enablp them, in addition to 
their own exertions, to live comfortably. And, 
as a stimulus for exertion, it is now provided by 
law, that “in all cases of the appointment of 
interpreters, or other. persons employed for the 
benefit of the Indians, a preference shall be given 


| to persons of Indian descent, if such ean be found 
i! 


who are properly qualified for the discharge of 
the duties,” . 


Such are the arrangements for the physical 


; comfort, and for the moral improvement, of the 


Indians. The necessary measures for their polit- 
ical advancement, and for their separation from 
our citizens, have not been neglected.. The pledge 
of the United States has been given by Congress, 
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that the country destined for the residence of | that the surplus of the present fiscal year is esti- f 
this people shall be forever ‘secured and guar- mated at $476,227. It further appears that the |! 
antied to them.” A country west of Missouri debt of the Department on the Ist day of July 
and Arkansas has been assigned to them, into last, including the amount due to contractors 
which the white settlements are not to re pashed. for the quarter then just expired, was about 
No political communities can be formed in that $1,064,381, exceeding the available means about 
extensive region, except those which are estab- $23,700. and that on the Ist instant about $597,077 
lished by the Indians themselves, or by the ofthis debt had been paid, $109.99] out of post- 
United States for them, and with their coneur- ages accruing before July, and $187,086 out of 
rence. A barrier has thus been raised for their postages accruing since. ` In these payments are 
protection against the encroachments of our citi- meluded $67,000 of the old debt due to banks. 
zens, and cuardins the Indians, as far as possible, After making these payments, the Department 
from those evils which have brought them to had $73,000 in bank on the Ist instant. The 
their present condition; summary authority has pleasing assurance is given, that the Department 
been given, by law, to destroy all ardent spirits is entirely free from embarrassment, and that by 
found in their country, without waiting the collection of outstanding balances, and using the 
doubtful result and slow process of a legal seiz- current surplus, the remaining portion of the 
ure. Teonsider the abactete and unconditional bank debt, and most of the other debt, will prob- 
interdiction of this article among these people as ably be paid in April next, leaving thereafter a 
the first and great step in their melioration. Half- heavy amount to be applied in extending the mail 
way measures will answer no purpose. These facilities of the country. Reserving a consider- 
cannot successfully contend against the cupidity able sun for the improvement of existing mail 
of the seller and the overpowering appetite of routes, it is stated that the Department will be 
the buyer. And the destructive effects of the able to sustain, with perfect convenience, an an- 
traffic are marked in every page of the history nual charge of $300,000, for the support of new 
of our Indian intercourse. routes, to commence as soon as they can be estab- 
Some generat legislation seems necessary for lished and put into operation. 
the regulation of the relations which will exist in The measures adopted by the Postmaster Gen- 
this new state of things between the Government eral to bring the means of the Department into 
and people of the United States and these trans- action, and to effect a speedy extinguishment of 
planted Indian tribes: and for the establishment its debt, as well as to produce an efficient admin- 
among the latter, and with their own consent, istration of its affairs, will be found detailed at 
of some principles of intercommunieation which length in his able and luminous report. Aided 
their juxtaposition will call for; that moral may by a reorganization on the principles suggested, 
be substituted for physical force, the authority and such salutary provisions in the laws regulat- 
ofa few and simple laws for the tomahawk, and ing its administrative duties, as the wisdom of 
that an end may be put to those bloody wars 


Congress may devise or approve, that important 
whose prosecution seems to have made part of Department will soon attain a degree of usefulness 
their social system. 


Á proportioned to the increase of our population 
After the further details of this arrangement | 


and the extension of our settlements. 
are completed, with a very general supervision Particular attention is solicited to that portion 
over them, they ought to be left to the progress of the report of the Postmaster Gencral which 
of events. These, I indulge the hope, will secure relates to the carriage of the mails of the Uni- 
their prosperity and improvement, and a large ted States upon railroads constructed by private 
pee of the moral debt we owe them will then 


corporations under the authority of the several 
States. The reliance which the General Gov- 
ernment can place on those roads as a means of 
carrying on its operations, and the principles on 
which the use of them is to be obtained, cannot 
too soon be considered and settled. Already does 
the spirit of monopoly begin to exhibit its natural 
propensities, in attempts to exact from the public, 
for services which it supposes cannot be obtained 
on other terms, the most extravagant compensa- 
tion. If these claims be persisted in, the ques- 
tion may arise, whether a combination of citizens, 
acting under charters of incorporation from the 
States, can by a direct refusal, or the demand of 


aid. 
The report from the Secretary of the Navy, 
showing the condition of that branch of the pub. 
lic service, is recommended to your special at- 
tention. It appears from it, that our naval force 
at present in commission, with all the activity 
which can be given to it, is inadequate to the pro- 
tection of our rapidly increasingcommerce. This 
consideration, and the more general one which 
regards this arm of the national defense as our | 
best security against foreign aggression, strongly | 
arge the continuance of the measures which pro- / 
mote its gradual enlargement, and a speedy in- 
crease of the force which has been heretofore em- an exorbitant price, exclude the United States 
ployed abroad and at home. You will perceive, |: from the use oft the established channcls of com- 
from the estimates which appear in the report of |: munication between the different sections of the 
the Secretary of the Navy, that the expenditures | country; and whether the United States cannot, 
necessary to this increase of its force, though | without transcending their constitutional powers, 
of considerable amount, are small compared to secure to the Post Office Department the use of 
the benefits which they will secure to the coun- those roads by an act of Congress which shall 
try. provide within itself some equitable mode for 
As a means of strengthening this national arm, adjusting the amount of compensation? To obvi- 
I also recommend to your particular attention the ate, if possible, the necessity of considering this 
propriety of the suggestions which attracted the question, it is suggested whether it be not expedi- `; 
consideration of Congress at its last session, re- ent to fix, by law, the amounts which shall be 
specting the enlistment of boys at a suitable age offered-to railroad companies for the conveyance : 
in the servicer. In this manner a nursery of skill- of the mails, graduated acrordin to the average ` 
fal and able-bodied seamen can be established, weight, to be ascertained and declared by the 
which will be of the greatest importance. Next Postmaster General. It is probable thata liberal 
to the capacity to put afloat and arm the requisite Proposition of that sort would be accepted. 
number of ships, is the possession of the means In connection with these provisions in relation | 
to man them «ficiently, and nothing seems better to the Post Office Department, I must also invite , 
calculated to aid this object than the measure pro- our attention to the painful excitement pro- | 
posed. As an auxiliary to the advantages de- duced in the South by attempts to circulate 
rived from our extensive commercial marine, it through the mails inflammatory appealsaddressed - 
would furnish us with a resource ample enough to the passions of the slaves, in prints, and in: 
for all the exigencies which can be anticipated. various sorts of publications, calculated to stim- || 
Considering the state of our resources, it cannot ulate them to insurrection, and to produce all the : 
be doubted that whatever provision the liberality horrors of a servile war. 
and wisdom of Congress may now adopt, wit .. . There is doubtless no respectable portion of | 
a view to the perfect organization of this branch | our countrymen who can be so far misled as to 
of our service, will meet the approbation of all ` feel any other sentiment than that of indignant | 
classes of our citizens. F regret at conduct so destructive of the harmony l! 
By the report of the Postmaster Gencral, it ap- |; and peace of the country, and so repugnant to | 
pears that the revenue of that Department during | the principles of our national compact, and tothe | 
the year ending on the 30th day of June last, ex- jj dictates of humanity and religion. Our happi- 
æeded its acerning responsibilities, $236,206,and || ness and prosperity essentially depend upon ; 
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peace within our borders; and peace depends 
upon the maintenance, in good faith, of those 


` compromises of the Constitution upon which the 


Union is founded. 

It is fortunate for the country that the good 
sense, the generous feeling, and the deep-rooted 
attachment of the people of the non-slaveholding 
States to the Union, and to their fellow-citizens 
of the same blood in the South, have given so 
strong and impressive a tone to the sentiments 
entertained against the proceedings of the mis- 
guided persons who have engaged in these un- 
constitutional and wicked attempts, and especially 


| against the emissaries from foreign parts who 
‘have dared to interfere in this matter, as to au- 
` thorize the hope that these attempts will no longer 


be persisted in. Butif these expressions of the 
public will shall not be sufficient to effect so de- 
sirable a result, not a doubt can be entertained 
that the non-slaveholding States, so far from ¢oun- 
tenancing the slightest interference with the con- 
stitutional rights of the South, will be prompt to 
exercise their authority in suppressing, so far as 
in them lies, whatever is calculated to produce 
this evil. 

In leaving the care of other branches of this 
interesting subject to the State authorities, to 
whom they properly belong, it is nevertheless 
proper for Congress to take such measures as will 
prevent the Post Office Department, which was 
designed to foster an amicable intercourse and 
correspondence between all the members of the 
Confederacy, from being used as an instrument of 
an opposite character. Tie General Government, 
to which the great trust is confided of preserving 
inviolate the relations created among the States 
by the Constitution, is especially bound to avoid 
in its own action anything that may disturb them 
I would, therefore, eall the special attention of 
Congress to the subject, and respectfully suggest 
the propriety of passing such a law as will pro- 
hibit, under severe penaltics, the circulation in 
the southern States, through the mail, of incen- 
diary publications intended to instigate the slaves 
to insurrection. 

I felt it to be my duty, in the first message 
which [communicated to Congress, to urge upon 
its attention the propriety of amending that part 
of the Constitution which provides for the clection 
of the President and the Vicc President of the 
United States. The leading object which I had 


' in view was the adoption of some new provisions 
,, Which would secure to the people the performance 


of this high duty withoutany intermediate agency. 
In my anmal communications since I have ihn- 


, forced the same views, from a sincere conviction 


that the best interests of the country would be 
promoted by thcir adoption. If the subject were 
an ordinary onc, I should have regarded thé fail- 
ure of Congress to act upon itas an indication 


_of their judgment that the disadvantages which 


belong to the present system were not so great 
as those which would result from any attainable 
substitute that had been submitted to their con- 
sideration. Recollecting, however, that proposi- 
tions to introduce a new feature in our funda- 
mental laws cannot be too patiently examined, 
and ought not to be received with favor until the 
great body of the people are thoroughly impressed 
with their necessity and value as a remedy for 
evils, I feel that in renewing the recommendation 
I have heretofore made on this. subject I am not 


| transcending the bounds of a just deference to the 
| sense of Congress, or to the disposition of the 


people. However much we may differ in the 
choice of the measures which should guide the 
administration of Government, there ean be but 
little doubt in the minds of those who are really 
friendly to the republican features of our system, 
that one of its mosi important securities consists 
in the separation of the legislative and executive 
powers, at the same time that each is held re- 
sponsible to the great source of authority which 


| is acknowledged to be supreme in the will of the 


people constitutionally expressed. My reflection 


| and experience cps me that the framers of the 


Constitution, althou they were anxious to mark 
this feature as a settled and fixed rinciple in the 
structure of the Government, did not adopt all 
the precautions that were necessary to secure its 
poi observance; and that we cannot be said to 

ave carried into complete effect their intentions 


B8 ci l 


until the evils which arise from this organie defect 
are remedied. mee 

Considering the great extent of our Confed- 
eracy, the rapid increase of its population, and | 
the diversity of their interests pursuits, it | 
cannot be disguised that the contingency by 
which one branch of the Legislature 1s to form 
itself into an electoral college, cannot become | 
one of ordinary occurrence, without producing | 
incalculable mischief. What was intended as 
the medicine of the Constitution in extreme cases 
cannot be frequently used without changing its 
character, and sooner or later producing incurable 
disorder. 

Every election by the House of Representa- 
tives i9 calculated to lessen the force of that 
security which is derived from the distinct and 
separate character of the legislative and execu- 
tive functions; and while it exposes each to temp- 
tations adverse to their efficiency as organs of 
the Constitution and laws, its tendency will be to 
unite both in resisting the will of the people, and 
thus give a direction to the Government anti- 
republican and dangerous. All history tells us 
that a free people should be watehful of delegated 
power, and should never acquicace in a practice 
which will diminish their control over it. This 
ebligation, so universal in its application to all 
the principles of a Republic, is peculiarly so in 
ours, where the formation of parties, founded on 
sectional interests, is so much fostered by the 
extent of our territory. These interests, repre- 
sented by candidates for the presidency, are con- 
stantly prone, in the zeal of party and selfish 
objects, to generate influences unmindful of the 
general good, and forgetful of the restraints which 
the great body of the people would inforce, if 
they were, in no contingency, to lose the right of 
expressing their will. The experience of our 
country, from the formation of the Government 
to the present day, demonstrates that the peaple 
cannot too soon adopt some stronger safeguard 
for their right to elect the highest officers known 
to the Constitution than is. contained in that 
sacred instrument as it now stands. 

It is my duty to call the particular attention of 
Congress to the present condition of the District 
of Columbia. From whatever cause the great 
depression has arisen which now exists in the | 

ecuniary concerns of the citizens of this District, , 
itis proper that its situation should be under- | 
stood, and such relief or remedics provided as 
are consistent with the powers of Congress. I 
earnestly recommend the extension of evcry po- 
litical right to the citizens of the District which | 
thcir true interests require, and which does not | 
conflict with the provisions of the Constitution. Iti 
is believed that the laws for the government of the || 
District require revisal and amendment, and that |. 
much good may be done by modifying the penal '! 
code, so as to give uniformity to its provisions. ; 

Your attention is also invited to the defects i' 
which exists in the judicial system of the United | 
States. As at present organized, the States of i 
the Union derive unequal advantages from the ' 
Federal judiciary, which have been so often: 
pointed out, that I deem it unnecessary to repeat |: 
them here. It is hoped that the present Con- |! 
gress will extend to all the States that equality © 
in respect to the benefits of the laws of the Union |- 
which can only be secured by the uniformity and `: 
efficiency of the judicial system. 

With these observations on the topics of gen- 
eral interest which are deemed worthy of your | 
consideration, I leave them to your care, trusting | 
that the legislative measures they call for will be | 
mctas the wants and best interests of our be- 
loved country demand. ; 

ANDREW JACKSON. 

Wasnincton, December 7, 1835. i 

CREDENTIALS. | 

Mr. CLAY presented the credentials of the | 
Hon. Joun J. Crirrenpen, elected by the Legis- |' 
lature of Kentucky a Senator from that State, to A 
to serve for six years from the 4th of March last; |! 
which were read; and the usual oath to support i! 
the Constitution of the United States was then || 

| 


| 


administered to Mr. Crirrenpen by the Vice 
President. 
OBITUARY. 
Mr. TOMLINSON rose and said: 
Mr. Presipent: It has become my painfal 
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duty to announce to the Senate the death of the 


n 


| documenta, de printed fer'thé use of the members 


Hon. Narwan Smitu, late a Senator from the || of this-kleuse; which-wes agreed to, >- 


State of Connecticut. 

Arriving in this city apparently in the full pos- |: 
session of all his powers, my colleague and friend 
interchanged the kind salutations appropriate to , 
the occasion with the cordiality and frankness ` 
and vivacity which characterized his social inter- : 
course, and secured the attachment and confi- 
dence of those with whom he was intimately 
associated. He retired to rest on Saturday even- . 
ing, as far as was observed, in the enjoyment of 
his accustomed health and spirits. Fecling in- 
disposed, he rose from his bed, and obtained the 


_advice of a medical friend, who subsequently left 
` his apartment without the slightest apprehension 


of a fatal result. Ina short time his altered ap- 
pearance caused alarm, and his friend was again 
callcd. On his return, the heart had ceased to 
beat, and he expired in his chair on Sunday 
morning, about half past one o’clock, without 
astruggle or a groan. Thus unexpectedly and 
awfully was our late associate and friend sym- 
moned from a state of probation and trial into 
the presence of the Divine Redeemer and Judge, ` 
in whom he devoutly professed to. believe and | 
trust. May this renewed demonstration of the 
solemn truth, that in the-midst of life we are. in 
death, produce its proper effect on our hearts and 
lives, aud be instrumental in preparing us for 
the judgment to come and the retributions of 
eternity. 

The afflictive event which has cast such a 
loom over this body cannot fail to excite pro- 
fear sensibility and regret throughout the Union, 
as well as in the native State of the deccased, 
where he had long been ranked among her most 
able and distinguished lawyers and statesmen. 
While we lament the inscrutable providence with 
humble submission, it beeomes us to be still— | 


' knowing that the destinies of men and nations ! 


are in the hands of an omnipotent and holy God, ' 
whose dispensations are merciful and right. 

With the Senate, sir, I leave the adoption of the 
measures requisite to manifest its highest respect 
for the character and memory of the deceased. 

Mr. SWIFT then submitted the following reso- 
lutions; which were unanimously adopted: 

Resolved, That a committec be appointed to take order ! 


for superintending the funeral of the Hon. Narnax SMITH, | 
which will take place to morrow at twelve o'clock ; thatthe | 


' Senate will attend the same, and that notice of the event be ' 


given to the House of Representatives. 

Resolved, ‘That the members of the Senate, from a sincere | 
desire of showing every mark of respect due to the memory of | 
the Hon. NatuaanSmirn, deceased, late a member thereof, | 
will go into mourning for him one month, by the usual i 
mode of wearing crape round the left arm. | 

. Resolved, That, as an additional mark of respect for the `; 
memory of the Hon. Natuan Suitu, the Senate do now | 
adjourn. i 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Tuespar, December 8, 1835. 
Messrs. Jackson of Massachusetts, GaL- | 
sraitH of Pennsylvania, and Turner of Mary- 
land, appeared, and were qualified. | 
COMMITTEE REPORT. l: 
_ Mr. THOMSON, of Ohio, from the Joint Com- `: 
mittee appointed to wait upon the President of ; 
the United States, and inform him that the two 
Houses of Congress having assembled and formed | 
uorums, were ready to reccive any communica- 


. tion which he might desire to make, reported that `. 


the committee had performed the duty assigned, | 
and were informed that the President would com- 
municate to each House, at twelve o’clock this 
day, a message in writing. a 
NEWSPAPERS FOR MEMBERS. id 
On motion by Mr. WARDWELL, the usual 
order for supplying the members with newspapers | 
was adopted. |: 


: | 

PRESIDENT'S MESSAGE. 
A mes&age was reccived from the President of | 
the United States, by Mr. Donerson, his Private ` 


Secretary; which was read: le 


[The message will be found in the proceedings `| 
of the Senate.] 
Mr. BEARDSLEY submitted a resolution, 


REPORT ON FINANCES. 

The SPEAKER taid before the House the an- 
nual report of the Secretary of the Treasury on 
the state of the finances. It is as follows: 

Treasury Department, December 8, 1835. 

In obedience to the directions of the “ act sup- 
slementary to an act to establish the Treasury 

cpartment,’? the Secretary of the Treasury 
respectfully submits to Congress the following 
report: , . 
1— Of the Public Revenue and Expenditures. 
The balance in the Treasury on the 1st of 


January, 1833, Was.......eseeeee esere es $2,011,777 55 
The actual receipts into the Treasury du- - 
ring the year 1833 froin all sources were. ....39,948,496 25 


Making the whole amount in the Treasury 
in that year,... Sie vanbes cea¥, 960,203 80 
The actual expenditures during the same = 

year, including the public debt, were...... 24,257,298 49 


Hence, the balance in the Treasury on the 

ist of January, 1834, had increased to.... $11,702,905 31 
In addition to this balance, the receipts 

from all sources during the year 1834 


sth eee oats seessesoscrsaceeosose oeoa 2l,791,935 55 
From customs ..,..... ce. eese $16,214,957 15 
From lands........+. seeeseces 4,857,600 69 
From dividends on bank stocks, 
specacecdencerccrececseees 294,349 50 

From sales of bank stock...... 352,300 00 
From incidental items.........: 192,728 21 
These, with the above balance, made an : 

Aggregate Of ....ccecececcepas veees e e a a e $33,494,840 86 


The expenditures during 1834 on all ob- : 
JOCts WEFE.. see eeeeeecneereeeeereeceee oe 24,601,992 44 - 


Viz: i et 
Civil list, foreign intercourse, and miscella- 
NCOUS SUDJECIS..6.y. cece e ween 94,404,728 95 


Military service, including forti- 

fications, ordnance, Indian af- 

fairs, pensions, arming militia, 

and internal improvement..... 10,064,427 88 
Naval service, including gradual « . 

IMPFOVEMENL. coeoesecsceerss 3,956,260 42 
Public debt.....sscecsseceessee 6,176,565 19 


This being an excess of expenditure over 
the receipts of $2,810,046 89, a balance 
was left in the Treasury on the Ist of 


January, 1835, amounting to only...... $8,892,858 42 


For the details of the receipts and expenditures 
in 1834, reference is made to the’ annual account 
thereof, which is this day submitted to Congress 
in a separate communication, accompanied, as 
will be seen, by similar details of the receipts and 
expenditures for the three first quarters of the 
year 1835, and of the whole estimates for 1836. 

The receipts into the Treasury, ascertained 
and estimated during 1835, are computed to be 
$28,430,881 07. Of these, the actual receipts 
during the first three quarters are ascertained to 
have been $23,480,881 07, viz: 


From customs....e.eeeee et eceswevensceces $13,614,489 26 
From lands. .. 9,166,590 89 


From dividends on bank stock..........++- 506,480 82 
From sales of bank stock. ossseeciacenes as 2, 00 
From incidental items.......eceereecerenee 130,520 10 


$23,480,881 OF 


Those during the fourth quarter, it is expected, 
will be $4,950,000. 
Thus, with the balance on the Ist of park 
1835, they form an aggregate of $37,323,739 49. 


The expenditures of the whole. year are ascertained and 
estimated to D@...0.. se eeeee so venceesoncs $18,176,141 07 
Of these, the expenditures during the first 
three quarters are ascertained to have been, 13,376,141 07 
Viz: 


' Civil list, foreign intercourse, and miscelia- 


$2,827,196 16 


tifications, &C.....0.. 


Naval service, &c..........++ 2,929,219 39 
Duties refunded... eresse 4,756 04 
Public debt ....cccecesececees 69,150 


4,800,000 -00 


19,147,598 42 


— 


available balance on the Ist January, 1836,@18,047,598 00 
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following charges, by current permanent ap- 
Propriauons, which have not yet been expended. 

First, of former appropriations, except those 
towards the sinking fund, it is es eae that 
there will remain unexpended at the close of the 
present year the sum of $5,126,094. 

Of that amount it is computed that only 
$7,306,765 will be required to accomplish the ob- 
jects intended by them, leaving $344,707 to be 
applied in aid of the appropriations fer the ensu- 
ine year, without reapprapriations, (as will be 
seen in the estimates, ) and the balance of $475,322, 
which has not been required, either at all, or sea- 
sonably, for the objects contemplated in its ap- 
prepriation, will, therefore, be carried to the sur- 

lus fund. Secondly, on what is properly em- 

raced in the appropriations towards the sinking 
fund, there is an outstanding charge of about 
$253,556, for unclaimed interest and dividends on 
the funded debt, and of $37,233 for unfunded 
debt. 

These, though chargeable on the Treasury, un- 
der existing acts of Congress, and subject at any 
moment to be demanded, are not all likely to 
be called for immediately, if ever. 

Computing, however, all the existing charges 
of every kind on the Treasury at the end of the 
present year to be about $7,595,574, the balance 
of available funds then on hand would, it is esti- 
mated, be sufficient to meet the whole at once, and 
leave, to be hereafter applied by Congress to new 
and other purposes, the sum of about $10,450,024. 

The next subject deserving consideration is 
the action of this Department since the last re- 
port in relation to the final extinguishment of the 


Il.—Publie Debt. 


Before the close of the na 1834, ample funds 
were deposited with the nited States Bank, as 
Commissioner of Loans, to discharge all the 
public funded debt which was then outstanding. 
Of the funds so deposited heretofore, and still unclaimed 
by the public debtors, there remains in the possession of 
the bank the sum Of. .....s.cceceereees cece $143,570 63 
Since the Ist of January, 1835, there has been 
id from the Treasury of intcrest and div- 
idends outstanding, and before unclaimed, 


on the funded debt, the sumof...... 2.0... 60,000 00 
There stilt remains of the same debt, due and 

unclaimed, but ready to be paid whenever 

demanded, an amount equal to about.... 253,556 00 
Similarly situated is a small unfunded debt of 37,513 05 
Which may hereafter be claimed, and on 

which bas been paid during the past year 

only RECOM asarana 0 00 
It consists of claims, registered prior to 1798, 

for services and supplies during the revolu- 

tionary war, equal too... . ccc e eee e eee ees 27,437 9G 
Freasury notes, issued during the war of 1812, 5,755 00 
And Mississippi stock ........0. oeno tee rene 4,320 09 


HI.— The Estimates of the Public Revenue and 
Expenditures for the year 1836. 


+ $15,250,000 
RT 4,000,000 
scellaneous 
TECEIDIS oradi iae re dade. a% 500. 
to which add the balance of available funds in 


the Treasury on the Ist of January, 1836, es- 


timated aleese.cseeeees rer eee 18,047,598 
And they make together the sum of........00- $37,797,598 


Che estimates of expenditures, submitted for all specified 
objects, both ordinary and extraordinary, for the service 
of 1835, and inciuding the contingent for the usna] er- 


year are estimated at....., severeaaee 16,412,108 
Under former appropriations there as included in 
the estimates for 1 a sum proposed to be 
used for the service of 18, without reappro- 


priation, equal 10.2... ce eence sees esee eseeee 6,344,767 
And these two sums amount to the beforemen- 

tioned aggregate of... nuso 0c cece ee cee eeeeee 16,756,815 
They are divided among the different branches 

of the public service as follews, viz: new ap- 

propriations for civil, foreign intercourse, and 

miscellaneous Heng. cc... cee ee cc oecccecs es 9,041 062 
Military service, pensions, &c......... wisconsin 8,602,319 


Previous appropriations to be used for 1836, 
for civil, &c., $5,192; for military, &c., $339,515. 
By virtue of former acts of Congress there will 

tobably be wanted, during 1836, for the payment 
br interest and dividends unclaimed on the funded 


sum of $50,000. 

To these add such contingent excesses of new 
appropriations by Congress for ordinary pur- 
poses as are not included in the estimates, but 
which are likely to be deemed proper by that 
body, and the grounds of which were explained 
in the last annual report, 3,000,000. The esti- 
mates of expenditures in 1836, for abana | 
purposes, which are submitted in connection wit 
the military and the naval services, amount to 
83,326,825. Making, as estimated for the service 
of 1836, all the new appropriations of every kind, 
specifically called for, to be $17,515,933; and all 
the expenditures of every kind, for the service of 
the same year, to be in the aggregate $93,133,640. 

On the supposition that the appropriations out- 
standing and unexpended at the ends of the years 
1835 and 1836 will be similar in amount, this 
would leave an available balance in the Treasury 
at the close of the year 1836, or on the Ist of 
January, 1837, estimated at bout $14,500,000, 
provided the receipts be as computed, and Con- 
greer make no larger appropriations for extraor- 

inary or other purposes at their present session 
than those enumerated in the estimates submitted. 
From this amount, after deducting about eight 
millions to pay the outstanding appropriations, 
to which the Treasury will then probably stand 
pledged, there will be left, at the close of 1836, a 
net balance of only from six to seven millions 
applicable to any other use, which Congress may 
now, or then, be pleased to designate, instead of 
about ten and a half millions, the net balance 
estimated to be left so applicable at the close of 
1835. In other words, the expenditures will in 
the ensuing year, for only the objects specified in 
the estimates, probably exceed the receipts in that 
year about four millions of dollars, and thus to 
that extent reduce the balance now on hand. 


1V.—Explanations of Estimate for 1836, with some 


suggestions on the probable changes till 1842. 


The basis on which the above estimates rest 
will now be exhibited and explained. 

In the peculiar condition of the country at this 
time, without any debt to absorb our surplus 
receipts, and amidst the great changes which 
have recently happened, and will probably con- 
tinue to happen, inour whole revenue and expend- 
itures, till after the essential alterations e by 
existing laws shall cease in 1842, this Department 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


On that are already imposed by Congress the |! debt, and of unfunded debt itself, yet unpaid, the 


feels bound to enter more into detail than usual i 


concerning the grounds of its estimates, and to 
disclose more fully every material consideration 
which has led it to the results presented. Congress 


will thus be better enabled to judge of their accu- |; 


racy and to correetany unintentional errors. For 
convenience in reference, a tabular statement is 
annexed (4) which presents separately for 1833, 
1834, and 1835, s0 far as the last is ascertained, 
the general estimates in one column; the actual 
appropriations in another, and the expenditures 
inathird. To these are added, in other columns, 
the whole revenue, with the exports and imports 
for each of those years. Fora similar reason the 
Register has been requested to have the detailed 
estimates for 1836 prepared with a second column, 


showing against each the actual appropriation iñ 


1835 towards a like object. 


Explanation of the Estimates of Receipts from 
Customs. 


In respect to the estimated receipts in the 
Treasury for 1836, sofar as derived from customs, 
they have been computed on an importation of 
foreign merchandise, expected to. near. the 
average of. the last threc years, but much less 
than the importation of the year ending Septem- 
ber, 1835. ; 

Under our present system of revenue, derived 
usually in the ratio of three fourths to six sevenths 
from customs, the amount of ithports have a very 
mportant bearing on our whole receipts. The 
amount of exports is likewise material, asin some 
degree influencing the imports, and in the present 
condition of the country throwing much light on 
Its great agricultural prosperity, and furnishing, 


with the others, highly useful indications concern. | 


ing the extent and increase of our foreign com- 
merce. 
. The imports during the year ending Septem- 


December 8, 


| ber 30, 1835, are ascertained and estimated at 
| $151,030,368. l l 

o They show, compared with the preceding year, 
an increase of $24,509,036. Those during the 
three past years have on an average been about 
$128,556,670. 

The exports during the past year are ascer- 
tained ang estimated at $118,955,239; of these 
$98,531,026 were in domestic, and $20,424,213 

i in foreign products. Compared with the preced- 
ing year they exhibit an increase of $14,618,266. 

As some evidence that our estimates of the 
whole importations the ensuing ycar are founded 
on correct data, it appears from a document an- 
nexed,(C,) giving the amount from 1790, that 
they have constantly and sometimes largely fluc- 
tuated between particular years, though, compar- 
ing most terms of a few consecutive years with 
former ones, they have generally increased. Thus 

` the whole imports during the five years prior to 
1835 exceeded those of any former period of 
similar length by nearly fifty millions, except on 
one occasion, almost thirty years since, when 
they approached near, and another, about twenty 
years since, when they exceeded, their recent 
amount; in consequence, at the former period, of 
our extraordinary share in the carrying trade, arid 
at the latter one, of the large demands to supply 
the deprivations which had been caused by war, 
and to meet the increased calls of numerous new 
commercial enterprises, fostered by returning 
peace. But the very fact of our recent importa- 
tions having been so large, is one of the causes 
why a considerable diminution in the whole 
amount in 1836 is anticipated. Some further 
causes will hereafter be specified, in connection 
with other considerations, which, it is believed, 
will tend to produce the same conviction. When 
we proceed to examine the free or dutiable char- 
acter, rather than the amount of our imports 
during only e few years past, with a view to esti- 
mate more critically the revenue which will prob- 
ably be received from them in 1836, and to form 
some general conjectures upon the subject thence. 
forward to 1842, it is a fact, deserving careful 
notice, that while the whole amount of imports 
has for some years been increasing, that portion 
paying duties has greatly diminished, and at the 
Bame time the portion exported and entitled to 
drawback hag not diminished in a similar ratio. 

A statement is subjoined, which furnishes im- 

portant details on this point since the late great 
changes in the tariff, (B.) 

The general results from them are, that while 

the itnportatiéne paying duties have fallen off in 
: 1833 about eleven millions, and in 1834 about 
weveriteen millions more, and the free goods 


“increased in even larger proportions, the expor- 


tation of dutiable articles has fallen off in the cor- 
responding years only about six and two millions, 
‘leaving the actual consumption in the United 
i States of such foreign merchandise as pays duties 
at little more'than one third of our whole imports, 
and quite twenty millions less than in 1832. This 
computation as to the consumption is made on 
the probable hypothesis that the stock of such 
merchandise on hand remained about the same 
at the close of each year, which, though not cor- 
‘ ¥ect in some single years, on account of war and 
various vibrations in trade, would, in any series 
of a few years, be near the truth. The importa- 
| tions, however, in 1835, and especially in the last 
.| quarter, as they have been unprecedentedly large, 
. exceeding, it >s eomputed, in that alone, more 
than fifty-three millions, and mostly not yet con- 
sumed, may be thought to constitute some excep- 
: tion to the above rule; and hence, coupled with 
. the fact that the returns are still incomplete, and 
, depend, in part, on’ estimates, their amount and 
character have not been introduced inté this 
;; comparison. But they are inserted in the table 
| as far as ascertainable, and if considered without 
|| any unusual limitations or deductions, would 
| showa great fluctuation in the consumption, both 
| of all foreign merchandise and of that which is 
|! not free. 
| The rate of duty has in many articles been so 
| essentially reduced or entirely removed, as to 
lessen the whole receipts from customs over 
twenty-four millions in the last two years, and 
| produce most of the above differences in the 
character of our imports. With a view to enable 
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1835. 


Congress to form a just estimate. of the probable 
receipts from customs the ensuing year, there 
should be made, to any changes occasioned by 
the above causes, such additions and diminutions 
for the past and the future as are required by the 
difference which often happens between the 
amount of duties accruing and the amount actu- 
ally received in any particular year. 
in some instances this difference happens by 
large changes in the amount of bounties paid or 
duties refunded; or, as in 1833, by the substitu- 
tion of cash duties for credits, and by giving 
short instead of longer credits; and in others, by 
the bonds due after the commencement of some 
years, as in 1834, having been larger im amount 
than in 1835, some having been given for duties on 
certain articles which afterwards became frec, and 
others having been given for more duties.on the 
same kind and amount of articles before the bien- 
nial reduction took effect than they were subject 
to afterwards. Without new legislation, however, 
none of these circumstances, exeept the last one, 
can operate much hereafter till 1842; and the effect 
of that will generally not exceed a quarter of ai 
million of dollars, and is a gain to be felt. not till 
1837. Another difference arises sometimes from 
larger collections of old debts due for customs, as 
when in 1835, but not anticipated in 1836, nearly 
one quarter of a million has been collected on a 
single claim, onginating as long as ten years ago, 
independent of many smaller collections on still 
older claims. The only remaining difference of 
much importance in our receipts from customs the: 
ensuing year, compared with the last onc, will 
probably result from the biennial reduction in du- 
ties of nearly ore milion dollars, which the exist- 
ing laws provide shall take: place after the close 
of the present month. This reduction of duties. 
might, under some circumstances, be chiefly ob- 
vinted by an increased importation and consump- 
tion of foreign merchandise. But it has been’ 
already stated that the whole importations were, 
of kate, so unusually large, as, with other causes 
hereafter explained, not only to forbid any rea- 
sonable expectation of their increase in 1836, but 
to render a reduction probable; and, it is further 
believed, a careful inquiry will show, that the 
. consumption of all kinds of foreign merchandise | 
in the United States has generally enlarged in a ; 
smaller ratio than is supposed by many, and: 
especially that the use of such as pays duties, 
which is the cardinal tests of our receipts from 
customs, will rather lessen than increase in 1836, 


By the table before referred to, (C,) which is the 


l 
F 


: consumption of all kinds of foreign merchandise; | 


would not much exceed three per cent. on the | 
while on that of such merchandise as pays duties, it 
there has, as before detailed, been a great de-i: 
crease; and there is no likelihood of much perma- ; 
nent increase till the whole importations shall be 
greatly augmented, or the tariff be again extended 
toa larger tist of articles. By the customary re- 
flux of that tide from opposite causes, and the 
greater substitution of some kinds of domestic 
products, it is believed that the above rate of in- 


, crease as to all foreign articles will again soon 


| decline, and probably remain much below that of 


" our population, until new legislation, or the essen- 


their influence shall be fully felt in 1842, will, as 


i tions have been made of the value, and not the |: 
_ quantities of the article consumed. The latter || 
i| would be more difficult to exhibit in so 
and be not materially enlarged until after 1842. ` 


most accurate the records of the Treasury enable |: 


me to prepare, it will be seen what our consamp- 
tion of foreign merchandise of all kinds has been- 
during each of the last forty-five years. By com- 
paring, not single years with others, but a series 
of three years, as, for instance, 1792, 1793, and 
1794, with other similar series after intervals of 
ten years, and paying less regard to the first 
and third series, as the former rests on esti- |. 
mates. made now, and not on valuations at the. 
time, and the latter, being in a period of war, 
is too irregular for a guide, it appears that the 
average increase of consumption of all foreign 
merchandise has not been three per cent. annu- | 
ally in the last thirty years, and has been not | 
equal to the increase of our. population during 

the same period by over one and a half per cent. |; 
While the increase of the latter has also been |: 
very uniform, varying between every census, [i 
and for the whole time very steadily, between |; 
four and a half and five per cont., that of the for- |. 
mer has fluctuated largely, rising under the great F 
impuls: given to credit, industry, and enterprise ii 
by the adoption of our Constitution to near seven 
per. cent. yearly, during most of the first ten | 
years, and then falling to only about one per ; 
cent, the next twenty years. After that, by one 
of those customary tides in trade which almost | 
periodically occur soon after checks to overtrading, | 
an exhaustion of old stock of goods, and enlarged 
means to purchase, from abundant crops, their |: 
high priees, or any other cause, the rate of in- ji 
crease in consumption rose again; and by reason |' 
of so many free goods, and especially the unpre- | 
cedented imports of specie in 1833 and 1834, 
amounted, on an average, during the last ten 


: manufactures, have fallen during the last forty | 
` years ptobably, on an average, over fifty per- cent., 
‘and our whole consumption of foreign articles || 
| has, without doubt, diminished more in value than | 
i in quantity. l 


‘ the inquiry now most pertinent and material, the j 


` cases of specific rates of duty, whether the val- 


l to notice that, if the increase in the consumption: 


i, which are now dutiable, and on which the aver- 
i! age revenue would not probably exceed two hun- 


; dutiable goods, when the former will answer the 
| desired pu 
; account of thiir comparative cheapness, make 
yeats, to four per cent. annually. Deduct, how- |! 


tial alterations now going on in the tariff, shall 
materially enlarge the amount of goods paying a 
low duty. As the capacity of the country to pur- 
chase foreign goods will, all other things remain- 
ing equal, be then enlarged in the ratio of what 
it dees not pay for duties, such alterations, when 


the great alterations in 1832 and 1833 have already 
done, doubtless tend again to augment somewhat 
the whole importations and consumption of for- 
cignarticles. Anothercomparative view, perhaps: 
more ‘striking, of this consumption is, that ac- 
cording to the value of the articles as estimated 
at the custom-house, its average amount in 1790 : 
and 179} was about seven dollars per head to our 
poren in 1800 and 1801, over ten dollars per 
ead; in 1810 and 1811 about seven; but in 1820 | 
and 1821, only about six; and in 1830 and 1831, - 
only about five, or one half of what it was thirty 
years before. This great difference has probably 
arisen not only from the increased domestic pro- | 
duction of certain manufactures, such as cottons, 
woolens, salt, and iron, and of some articles more. 
immediately connected with agriculture, such as 
sugar and molasses, but from a fall in the prices 
of many articles, making the value less of a similar: | 
quantity consumed, and from the greater exten- | 
sion of our population into the West, where the. 
independent habits of the people, and the com- 


paratively enhanced cost of foreign articles, would | 


tend to. cause a smaller consumption of them than : 


‘ near the sea-board, where the price is lower, and | 


it is customary to depend more on foreign sup- ` 
lies. | 
It will be noticed that all. the above computa- || 


l 


reat des: 
tail and fullness. But if they could be, the result 
would, in a view connected with political econo- 
my, be more satisfactory ,as showing more clearly’ 
the comparative habits of our population at dif- 
ferent periods; because prices, especially of some 


But the difficulties before-mentioned have. pre- 
vented any further exhibit, coupled with the cir- |} 
cumstance, that in respect to the amount of duties 


result, in the Present state of the tariff, would be 
much less important than some might at first || 
imagine, as it would be wholly unaltered in all 


ues or the quantities be detailed in the statements, 
and eqaally unaltered in over half of all the for- 
eign goods now imported, they being at present 
free, and the rate of increase in their consumption: 
by additions to our population, or other causes; 
having no influence whatever on the revenue. 
‘Hence, in looking to the future, it is essential 


of all foreign goods should continue to be on an 
average till 1842, as large as during the last 
thirty years, it would only add yearly about one 
and one quarter millions to the imports of goods 


dred and fifty thousand dollars per annum. . ‘But | 
it is presumed that the increasing substitution in 
our importations for consumption of free for. 


oses of the community, will, on 


the free rather than the dutiable goods usually - 


; er 
|! ever, that excess of specie alone, and the increase | increase, and be frequently in a:ratio quite large: 


enough to counteract or neutralize the effects oft 
any tendency to augment the revenue by an in- 
creased consumption of all kinds of foreign 
goods. ; 

The commercial returns for 1835 were not re- 
ceived so as to be used in any of the above com- 
Putations; but, so far as now ascertained and 
estimated, they are given in the table, and furnish- 
another illustration of the fluetuating character 
of our foreign trade, and the uncertamty of any 
statements founded on it which do not extend 
to comparisons of various and distant periods of 
time. ` 

The exports of domestic produce the ensuing 
year will, as before remarked, exert some influ- 
enca on the amount of importations, and hence 
on the revenue from customs; but ithe effect of: 
those exports on our importations for immediate 
consumption, including all but specie ang other ar- 
ticles to be again exported, will, in reality, always 


` be less than is sometimes supposed; provided the: 


domestic supplies of similar articles should, ax 
of late years, continue rapidly to increase, and. 


‘should prove to be equal ‘in quality, and not 


higher in price, than similar ones imported from: 
foreign nations. In that event, though the ability: 
of the people to buy foreign goods will fortu- 
nately be greater, where the exports are large, 
yet the permanent returns from abroad will gen- 
erally bé more in money to be expended at home, 
and less in goods to be consumed. But the diver- 
sity of opinion which exists concerning some of 


these considerations has led me to submit the 
| document annexed, (D.) 


From this it appears that our whole exports, 
of every kind, in the last five years, including the 
estimates for 1835, have not exceeded those, 
during a similar term, from 1803 to 1807 inclusive, 
but about forty: millions, and being an excess no 
larger than at most intervening periods, while an 
extraordinary increase has taken place in our ex- 
ports of domestic products, exceeding in value 
those during that term more than one hundred. 
and fifty millions, and being quite double the ex- 
cess at most intervening periods. Indeed, it will 
be seen that they have been almost hundred per 
cent. larger than they were in any similar term’ 
of years previous to 1816, and have exceeded 
those during such a term only ten years ago, b 

the sum of about.one hundred and fifteen millions, 
a difference greater than the whole amount of all: 
our exports of domestic products during the first 


į five years under our presont form of Government. 


The recent average rate of increase in these. ex- 
ports, however, has not been large; independent. 
of the article of cotton; nor is it likely to augment 
during the few ensuing years. Adopting acom-: 
parison between every term of ten ‘years, from 


i| 17923, and °4, to 1832,-’3, and '4, and ineluding' 


all articles, it appears that the whole exports of 
doméstic. produve exhibit an increase in the last: 
thirty ‘years of less than three per- cent. annually, 
or a rate considerably: lower than that of our: 
population, though, in the previous term of ten: 
years, by the great prosperity from our few form: 
of Government, and. the rapid: progress. in: the 
cultivation of cotton, that incroase was near eight: 
per cent.; and in the high price and large exports 
of this article in the last term of ten years it has 
been about five per cent. annually. But as that. 
ice has.of late unusually high, and is now. 
ower, and as the damand for cotton abroad im: 
the ensuing year is not likely to exceed, if it 
equals, the late. customary ratio, and on which 
some interesting facts may be seen in the state- 
ment annexed, (E,,) the value of our whole domes- . 
tie exports: (over one half of which now consists: 
of cotton) will. probably be less in: 1836.than in: 
1835. This result, therefore, fortifies rather than 
impairs the correctness of the diminished esti-: 
mate of our. whole importations in 1836, and of 
the anticipated receipts of duties therefrom.. 
On the whole, then, as the biennial reduction 
in those duties which exceed twenty per cent. 
takes place on the 31st instant, and will amount 
to near.one million dollars, as in the ensuing year, 
the whole importation will, by the estimates, be 
less, and the consumption of foreign articles pay- 
ing dutiesda for that and other reasons not likely to 
increase, it results, from these-and some circum~ 
stances before mentioned, that the whole amount 
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of revenue which will be received from imports 
during the year 1836 will probably be from one 
to two millions less than in 1835. If we look for- 
ward to 1842, when the tarit? is, by our present 
laws, to undergo a great change, and if we regard, 
in the intervening time, the probable exports of 
domestic produce and imports of foreign mer- 
chandise, or the presumed consumption of that 
small portion of the latter paying duties, it may 
fairly be concluded that, after making due allow- 
ances as to all these, on account of our increasing 

opulation and wealth, and deducting those al- 
Panie from the biennial reduction, not only 
will the revenue accruing from customs probably 
diminish at the average rate of about one third 
of a mìllion per annum, or near two thirds of a 
million every second year, until the Ist of Jan- 
uary, lé42, but then, at one blow, over two and 
a half millions more of the duties above twenty 

r cent. are to be struck off; and on the Ist of 
yay, the same year, over twoand a half millions 
more, and some new articles, for the first time, be 
rendered entirely free. All the reduction which 
is to take place in that year alone will thus 
amount o between five and six millions of dol- 
lars; and the whole annual revenue from customs 
will, by 1843, have probably fallen to about nine, 
instead of its present amount of about seventecn 
millions of dollars. 


Explanation of the Estimates of Receipts from 
Lands. 


The revenue from lands the ensuing year has 
been estimated at $4,000,000. In submitting the 
estimates for 1635, the amount expected to be re- 
ceived from this source, was, for reasons then 
stated, calculated half a million higher than it had 
ever been before, and was described as still too 
low, if the Department had not anticipated that 
large sales would be made for the Indians, the 
proceeds of which were not to go into the Treas- 
ury for publicuses. But these last sales, delayed 
till the first month in the next year, have unex- 

tedly given place to others, all whose proceeds 
ave so gone into the Treasury. This change, 
with the operation, in such unexampled force, of 
the circumstances detailed in those reasons, aided 
by such an eager thirst for the investment of sur- 
plus capital in new lands, and the bright prospects 
of large profits from their immediate cultivation 
for cotton in the southwest, with the extraor- 
dinary number of preémption claims allowed, has 
caused the actual receipis from their sales during 
the year 1835 to exceed those of any previous 

ear, by the sum of probably more than six mil- 

ions of dollars. 

From the fact that many of thèse sales have 
not been made to actual settlers, and that much 
of the land thus: sold will remain in the market: 


to aid in supplying hereafter mich. purchasers | 
from the lability that some diminution in the | 
price of cotton, with the increased tost of laber, 


will lessen somewhat the ardor for new invest- '' 


ments in land in the southwest—from the circum- 
stances that much fewer preémption claims exist, 
and that fewer public sales of lands whose 
ceeds belong to the Government, 
millions of acres, will. be advertised the ensuing 
year—and frorh the 
capital to be reinvested, derived from the final 


payment of our public debt, and from the unu- : 
sually pa exports the last two years, will be: 
reduced, it has not been deemed safe to estimate ` 


the receipts, for public purposes, from sales of 
land in 1436, at more than $4,000,000. des 
Besides those receipts, the sales of the Chicka- 
saw lands, postponed, as before remarked, to the 
ensuing year, will probably be considerable, as 
the quantity offered will be about six millions of 
acres; and though by treaty, the proceeds bf them 
must be invested for the Indiana. yet the sales will, 
tò their extent, 
lands, whose proceeds would go into.the Treas- 


ury. In lookmg beyond the next anda few sue- | 


ceeding years, as connected with this subject, it 
is true that the whole lands: still owned y the 
United States, within the boundaries of the resent 
States and Territories, 
of three hundred and thirty millions of acres; a 
west of Missouri and Arkansas, perhapa seven 
hundred and fifty millions more, of which only 
seventy or eighty millions have yet beer specially 


i tity and price, 
‘| are 


by over two 


presumption that the surplus | 


diminish the demand for other | 


exceed the vast quantity | 
a 


assigned to the Indians, or in any other way ab- 
solutely appropriated. But though three hundred 
and thirty millions of acres would alone be enough 
in quantity, at even the rate of the recent large 
sales, to continue, for a considerable time, to yield 
an important share of revenue, it must be remem- 
bered that the demand for it will be limited gen- 
erally by the extent of the increase of our popu- 
lation and capital; and that large portions of it, 
perhaps one fourth, ought to be deemed waste 
and water; and probably half of it, as well as 
much of that which lies west of the present 
States and Territories, be considered of such an in- 
ferior quality, that it cannot be sold for cultivation 
ull our population reaches an amount and den- 
sity which will probably require ages to effect. 
In illustration of some of these views, it is a re- 
markable fact, that, of the whole quantity of land 
surveyed and offered at public sale, from 1789 to 
1834, being about one hundred and twenty-two 
millions of acres, not one third of it has been 
sold for any purpose whatever; and that the whole 
receipts, being a little under fifty millions of dol- 
lars, from the whole sales of public lands during 
that period, have furnished only a small amount, 
not excecding three or four millions of net reve- 
nue, beyond the whole cost, in various ways, 
attending their purchase and management. 

But a considerable net revenue from them, 
hereafter, if neither given away nor divided, can 
with safety be expected; and they would then 
tend to furnish that relief under the common bur- 
dens, and that aid towards the common and legit- 
imate objects of the Union, which were intended 
to be promoted by their original cession to the 
General Government. The present rate of in- 
crease in our population engaged in agricultural 
pursuits will not, it is presumed, for six or seven 
yenrs, create a regular annual demand for immedi- 
ate cultivation of over one million of acres of the 
public lands; and it is calculated that from two to 
four millions more will be bought yearly for in- 
vestment of capital and resale. 

The estimate for that time proceeds on the prob- 


able presumption that no very large portion of | 


our old cultivated lands will be wholly abandoned, 
and that the new lands annuall 
tion in the whole Union have 
to the amount of quite one half those boug! 
ı the actual settlers, not directly of the United 
|, States, but of the several States, or of individual 
‘|; owners. As the wild lands owned by several of 
ithe States, and: by companies or individuals, 
| whether belonging to them through gift, sale, or 


en, and will be, 


otherwise, from either former Governments or the 
i| United States, shall increase or diminish in quan- 
the new sales by the United States 
likely to be less or more, and the. above pro- 
portions to become by those, ns well as by numer- 
ons other circumstances, somewhat affected. The 
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aay into cultiva- 


it by ` 


whole sales of public lands for speculation. and | 


investment, as wel! as for immediate cultivation, 
will, therefore, from various causes, some of 
which have already been specified, probably fluc- 
tuate between two and five millions of acres, pro- 
_ ducing from three to six millions of dollars a year, 
till 1842, and indeed not often exceeding the 
maximum till most of the rich soil®are gone. 
A document has been carcfull 
-. which, in some degree, verifies these general 
views, as it shows that the whole sales to the 
close of 1834, deducting about six and one third 
millions of acres, which reverted under our former 


y prepared, (F,) . 


|, system, have anly been about thirty-seven and a. 


i| half millions of acres during forty-five years, or 
i| Onan average only of about three fourths of a 
‘| million of acres yearly, for immediate cultivation 
i. ahd every other purpose. This quantity sold, 
ij with about sixteen millions 
| ties in the last war, and for schools, colleges, in- 
|| ternal improvements, and other publ 
i the new States, 
' much as all the States would, through the whole 
| time, be taking from the public lands by both gift 
| and sale, and for all purposes, little more, if any, 


ditions to it at different periods, than three mil- 
lions of acres would annually be now. It may 
be instructive, in respect to the estimate of our 
future proceeds from lands, to recollect that after 
the. present system commenced, the sales never 
amounted in fact to one million of acres a year 


given away as boun-: 


when compared with our population and the ad_. 
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till 1815, nor to two millions a year till the tempt- 
ations of the eredit system, and the great rise in 
the price of cotton to twenty-six and thirty-four 
cents per pound, induced larger purchases, ex- 
tending to over two millions of acres in 1817, 
and about five and a half millions in 1819; and 
thus even fifteen years ago exceeding in quan- 
tity, by nearly a million of acres, the large sales 
of 1834, and exceeding them in the sum prom- 
ised to be paid by the almost incredible amount 
of more than twelve millions of dollars. But the 
fall of cotton in 1820, to only about half its 
former price, combined with other causes, left 
the purchasers in debt to the Government over 
twenty-two millions of dollars, and with the 
change from the credit to the cash system, re- 
duced the sales again to much less than a million 
of acres a year, caused nearly six millions of the. 
former sales to revert, and kept them down to 
less than a million in every year after, till the rise 
of cotton in 1825 gave a new impulse, which be- 
ing aided by other powerful causes, the sales 
gradually enlarged tll they reached a million 
again in 1829. Since that, increasing still more 
rapidly, they have exceeded, during 1834, four 
millions of acres, and during 1835, probably nine 
‘millions. Among those other causes, the more 
extensive introduction of steam power on the 
western rivers and northern lakes, with the pub- 
lic improvements in their navigation, and the in- 
creased facilities of intercourse by railroads and 
canals, have of late added much to the sales of 
the public lands beyond previous years, and be-i 
yo nd the proportional increase of population. 
o the force of this, causes have been joined, 
during the last three years, as formerl suggest- 
ed, the effect of the pre-emption law, the increase 
in the price of cotton, and the unusual abund- 
ance of surplus capital in 1835, seeking new in~ 
vestments, But much of the great difference to 
be produced by these causes has, perhaps, hap- 
pened already. What extraordinary increase of 
pepalaron and demand for new lands in the 
nited States may hereafter occur by emigration 
from Europe, compared with former years, must 
depend on so many contingencies both here and 
there, such as good or bad governments, pros- 
perity or decline of manufactures, and a taste for . 
emigration to new lands in other quarters of the 


| world, as wr bat to prevent any person from 
making a safe estimate. . ‘ 


Difficulties in, Estimates as to Customs and Lands, 


{ 
| Comparative: and speculative views, connected 
with the subject of our receipts from customs and 
lands, could be further extended, but their prac- 
tical utility might be decmed problematical, as 
sufficient is believed to have been already stated 
; for all general purposes. Greater confidence is 
‘felt in the estimate submitted for the receipts 
from customs in 1836; as that offered last year 
| for 1835, founded on somewhat similar data, has 
‘not varied from the ascertained and estimated 
actual receipts over a million of dollars; but the 
‘actual receipts from lands have, for the various 
; reasons before explained, differed largely, and, 
| united with the failure to pass some usual and 
: anticipated appropriations at the last session of 
Congress, have caused most of the increased sur- 
| plus now in the Treasury. The difficulty in at- 
; taining much certainty in estimating the receipts 
| from either customs or lands in any particular 
, year ın a country so new, enterprising and pros- 
| perous as ours, has ever been considerable, in 
‘addition to the fluctuations we always shall be 
: liable to from short crops, pestilence and war.’ 
| But this difficulty will be more strikingly exem- 


| plified till 1842, under the material alteration from 
| credit to cash 
; bien 
ic objects in | 
being togcther almost half as 


i payments, and under the continued 
brennial changes to which the tariff is now sub- 
jected. It was shown in 1822, in a report of a 
Committee of the House of Representatives, that 


| from 1802 to that time, the estimates of our whole 
|! receipts differed, either by excesses or deficien- 


cies, from the actual receipts in different years, 
from one to forty-three per cent; and in customs 
: alone, from three to seventy-three; being an av- 
| erage of about sixteen percent. perannum. The 
difference since 1822 has been carefully examined, 
| and is found to vary from less than one per cent. to 
| over forty-one, and averages annually about thir- 
' teen per eent, But the effects of the irregularity 


1835. 


of our actual receipts into the Treasury in any l 
particular year, whether over or under the esti- |! 
mates, were less noticeable, and were of less com- |! 
parative importance before the final payment of the |: 
public debt at the close of 1834; as that payment, ' 
from time to time, corrected any irregularity, and 

superseded what will often hereafter be inevitable 

without due precaution—the necessity of a resort 

to new legislation whenever any considerable " 
excess or deficiency happens to occur in the whole . 
revenue. Besides what has already been remarked 

on the influence which the increased cultivation 

of cotton in this country has in various ways 

exercised, and is likely to exercise hereafter, in our 

revenue from customs and lands, it might be made 

a subject of further and very interesting inquiry 

in connection with the uncertainty of the estimates 

on those subjects, affecting, as that cultivation 

does, more remotely, not only our revenue from 

lands and customs, but the balance of trade and 

the export of specie, as well as the eonunuance, 

by means of mutual dependence among great in- 

rests, of many of our peaceful and prosperous 

relations both at home and abroad. But without 

entering, on this occasion, into further details | 
concerning any of these points, it may be men- 
tioned, as a very striking result connected with 
the last one, and as furnishing a strong presump- 
tion in favor of greater exemption hereafter from 
fluctuations by war and commercial restrictions, 
that while the quantity of cotton exported from 
this country has increased from half a million of 
pounds in 1790 to over three hundred and eighty 
millions in 1835, and has exceeded in value, 
during six of the last ten years, all our other ex- 
ports of domestic products of every description, 
the manufacture of it at home, and chiefly in the 
northern States, has increased, from consuming 
only a few bales more, to ninety millions of 
pounds yearly, and to that extent creates a new 
and strong bond of reciprocal advantage and har- 
mony; and that while we now furnish, instead 
of the small quantity in the first years of .our 
Government, quite fifteen sixteenths of the whole 
consumption of raw cotton by England, and 
seven tenths of that of France, all the present 
exports of it to Europe, from all the rest of the | 
world, do not probably equal, if those two na- ; 
tions could obtain the whole, one third of what 
they now consume, or one fourth of what they . 
now import from the United States alone. And 
thus, while neither of them produces any of the 
raw article, except a little in some remote de- 
pendencies, they have an annual manufacture 
now relying on it, and chiefly on the United 
States, equal in France to eighty millions of dol- 
lars, and in England to one hundred and eighty 
millions of dollars, and constituting in the latter, 
after it supplies her own large necessities at 
home, over one half in value of her great annual | 
exports to all-quarters of the globe. 


Explanation of estimated Receipts from Miscellaneous 
Sources. | 


The estimate of receipts from bank dividends | 
nas been made at the usual rate, computed on the 
resent amount of stock still owned by the United 
tates, independent of what belongs to the Navy 
pension fund. Should the bank divide a part of 
its capital after the 3d of March next, and beforé 
the close of the year 1836, the dividends received 
for interest or profits will probably be somewhat 
lower; but, on the other hand, there will then 
be received into the Treasury, instead of them, a ; 
due proportion of the capital stock. — 
This department made seasonable inquiries of 
the bank itself as to its probable’course in respect `: 
to the division of its capital, with a view to ap- | 
prise Congress of the revenue which ought to be *, 
anticipated from that source in 1836; but, extra- :; 
ordinary as it may appear, at a period so near 
the close of its charter, and after the discontinu- 
` ance of several of its branches, it will be seen by |: 
the correspondence annexed (G) that the bank ; 
had then come to no decision on the subject: 
The sales of bank stock to the Navy pension 
fund will probably not be deemed advisable by . 
Congress after the 3d March next, and hence the 
receipts from those sales have been estimated less 
than usual. 
_ It is supposed that the other receipts from mis- |! 
cellaneous sources will correspond nearly with |: 


those ın 1835, except tliat the sum of $6,235, 
belonging to this Government out of the Neapol- 
itan indemnity, for the transportation of seamen, 
at the time our vessels were seized, having in the 
first installment been promptly and honorably 
paid, according to treaty, has, since the last an- 
nual report, been adjusted, and accredited under 
this general head. it gives me pleasure to add, 
that about one hundred thousand dollars more 
has been secured by means of that indemnity 
on debts of long standing due from several of 
the claimants to the United States, and over one 
fifth of it has already been paid into the Treasury: 


‘ In pursuance of the act of Congress on this su 
ject, the balance of the first installment, as soon 
as the awards were completed, was paid to thoge | 


entitled. to it, and certificates were issued for the 
remainder. Alldue under the second installment 
has since been punctually discharged by the King 
of the Two Sicilies, to the agent of the Treasury 
abroad, and after some delay in its remittance 


from Naples to Paris, with a view to make it in | 


a manner most advantageous to the claimants, 
the whole has been received here, and the net 
proceeds, as soon as ascertainable, will be imme- 


, diately paid over. 


Explanation of the Estimates of Expenditures. 

The expenditures in 1836 for ordinary purposes 
are, as it has been seen, estimated at a still lower 
sum than they were for 1835; but as the present 
is a long session of Congress, the contingent ex- 
cesses of appropriations beyond the general esti- 


! mates, exp ained in the last annual report, have 
' been submitted as likely to be halfa million larger. 


Itis gratifying to state, that independent of the 


payments towards the national debt, leaving the | 


community with all its capital, and energies en- 
tirely from that cause unburdened and untram- 
meled, the actual expenditures of the General Gov- 
ernment have, on other subjects since 1833, been 
reduced about four and a half millions of dollars 
a year, or near nine millions in 1834 and 1835, 


' and the country at large, during the same period, 


relieved from taxation by reductions in the tariff, 
equal to nearly twelve and a half millions a 
year, or about twenty-five millions inall. The 
probabilities as to still further reductions in 
our expenditures for ordinary purposes during a 
number of ensuing years, excluding any extra- 
ordinary grants on account of the present large 
surplus, or other causes, can best be weighed by 
a retrospect of the chief subjects of increase dur- 
ing a few past years, and by a discrimination be- 
tween the items, which are in their character 

ermanentor temporary, and which still exist or 
ave already expired: The chief items of in- 
creased expense during those years, which (from 
an increase in some of our national establish- 
ments, caused by obvious reasons in most cases, 
such as greater population and business, and 4 
rapidly extending frontier) will probably be. 


somewhat permanent, if not in some instances | 
presets are most of the large additions to the 
e 


gislative expenses—the gradual augmentation 


| in appropriations for the judiciary, and the sala- 
| ries of district judges—the new bureau of. Soli- 

. citor of the Treasury—the corps of mounted dra- 
.. goons in the Army—the increased number of, and 


pay to officers in. the Navy, and the extra com- 


` pensation to officers of the customs since the great 
. reductions in the tariff. 2 A 
|. The chief additional items of expenditures 


during the last few years, which may be deemed 


i: temporary in thcir nature, but which still con- 
‘| tinue in.a greater or less degree, are the large 


increase in the extinguishment of Ipdian titles, 
and in grants of revolutionary pensions; the 
payment of vie commutation claims; great 
additions to our light-houses and custom-houses; 


opening many new roads into the Territories; 
ii the continuation of the Cumberland road; the. į 


survey of the coast; more numerous allowances 
of miscellaneous claims; and the building of 
branch mints commenced the present year, though 
their future support will be a new item of per- 
manent expense. The issue of Virginia land 
scrip, virtually receivable instead of money for 
lands, is, in substance, though not in form, an- 
other large item; because, though not included 
in the usual exhibit of expenditures, it has in the 
last four years exceeded a million of dollars, and 
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will in this, and the ensuing year, probably ex- 
tend to eight huadred thousand more . The items 
of magnitude in our expenses which have lately 
existed, but are now either terminated or sus- 
pended, are the building of the Potomac bridge; 
though its repairs, lighting, and draws may here- 
after be a durable charge; macadamizing Penn- 
sylvania avenue, and several grants of money 
for other purposes in the District of Columbia; 


: repairs of the Cumberland road; finishing and 
‘enlarging some of the public buildings here; 


refunding large amounts of duties under former 
laws; the expenses of the war with the North- 


i; western Indiansin 1833; repayments for advances 


` during the war of 1812; a large reimbursement of 


the naval pension fund; several special expired 
appropriations towards naval objects; and almost 
everything connected with the public debt. A 
tabular statement further illustrating many of 
these changes, as well as others under all the most 
important heads of expenditure, by exhibiting 
the sums yearly paid under each material one 
from 1816 to 1834 inclusive, has been prepared 
with care, but is so voluminous that it will not 
be submitted to Congress until some other appro- 
priate occasion. In the estimates for extraordi- 
nary purposes the present year, it will be seen 
that most of the increase is called for by the 
omission to pass the annual appropriations last 


| year for fortifications, and by the unusually large 


surplus in the Treasury, which is not wanted for 
ordinary objects, and ‘which, it is supposed, can 
be applied usefully to hasten those great improve- 
ments connected with our military and naval 


| defenses, and which are of a character admitted 


by all to be national, beneficial, and constitutional. 

nder our high state of financial prosperity, and 
reposing in peace, the best period for due prepa- 
ration for war, the undersigned considers the 
Treasury ina proper condition to meet any meas- 
ures which the Executive or the appropriate De- 
partments have recommended for these desirable 
objects, as well as any similar and additional 
measures which Congress may be likely to think 
required by prudent foresight, and a properregard 
for natiqnal character and safety. 


V.— Surplus in the Treasury, and disposition of it. 


_ It has been shown that the available balance in 
the Treasury, overall outstanding appropriations, 
on the Ist of January, 1836, is estimated at about 
ten and a half millions; the expenditures for the 
ensuing year for all purposcs, whether ordinary 
or extraordinary, enumerated in the schedules at 
more than twenty-three millions, and the receipts 
at less than twenty millions. Hence it follows, 
that if the appropriations made, and the revenue 
received, in 1836, shall be as large as the esti- 
mates, and no larger, the net surplus now appli- 
cable to new and other objects will probably, in 
the course of the ensuing year, become reduced 
to a sum between six.and seven millions. This 
sum, therefore, would in those events remain on 
the Ist of January, 1837, as a net surplus, unex- 

ended and unpledged. Consequently, most of. 
1t could now be applied to other purposes not 
included in the estimates, and liberally aid in 
promoting any constitutional objects which Con- 
gress may deem most expedient. 

An unprecedented spectacle is thus presented 
to the world of a Government not only virtu- 
ally without any.debts, and without any direct 
taxation, but with about one-fourth. of its whole 
annual expenses defrayed- from sales of its. own 
unincumbered and immense tracts of public 
lands, and no. resort to even indirect taxation ne- 
cessary, except. for the other three fourths; and 
the proceeds of that indirect taxation, though 
largely and frequently reduced, yet accumulat- 
ing sa fast as to require further legislation to dis- 
pose of or invest a considerable surplus on hand. 
Whether this state of enviable prepory be 
justly, attributable to the form of our Govern- 
ment—to the administration of it—to the char- 
acter of our people—the physical advantages of 
our country—~or to all combined, it is a subject 
of strong congratulation, and exhibits a very re- 
markable phenomenon in the history of taxation 
and finance. Without dwelling on these primary 
causes of our fortunate condition, or discussin 
any secondary ones, such ag the great deman 
and reward in this country for either labor or 
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novel circumstances, and on an occasion like the | be reduced in the large sum of nearly $6,000,000. : 


present, seems to be to discover the most judicious 
course to pursue in using the surplus, and in 
rerenting or regulating its future accumulation, 
he balance now on hand, or anticipated, does not 
differ so much in amount from that at several 
prior periods as to require any extraordinary 
steps, if the same available mode existed, of em- 
loying it legally and beneficially, without new 
Bein. There were three former years in our 
history, viz: 1215, 1816, and 1817, when our bal- 
ances on hand, on the Ist of January of each 
year, were respectively over thirteen, twenty- 
two, and fougteen millions of dollars, and in 
1033, over eleven millions. But these balances 
were either unavailable for a time, or, whenever 
productive, were soon able to be applied in the 
discharge of the public debt, and thus to prevent 
longer and larger accumulations, and to save in- 
terest. Ìn that way, being reduced from time to 
time, they at no other poriod have ever exceeded 
ten millions, though on four other occasions they 
have accumulated beyond nine millions. Bui, 
happily for the country, it is no longer compelled 
to part with its resources to discharge heavy bur- 
dens imposed in former times; and ìn the present 
prosperous state of our finances, it is respectfally 
submitted that, in order to reduce the present 
surplus, there might be first, and judicially au- 
thorized, for purposes not enumerated in any of 
the estimates, other beneficial expenditures for 
ebjects clearly lawful and useful. Not consider- 
ing it the province of this Department, in an an- 
nual report, to enter into minute details in relation 
to the selection of those objecta, the undersigned 
would merely advert to a few prominent ones, 
about which no constitutional difficulties inter- 
pose: such as the erection of suitable and neves- 
sary buildings for the use of the Gencral Gov- 
ernment, whether in this city or the different 
States, and the earlier commencement of import- 
ant works contemplated, and the more rapid 
completion of others already begun, whieh are 
essentially connected with the commerce, the 
Navy, or the frontier defenses of the country. 
Since the general estimates were closed, bút, 
appended to them ina note, various additional 
improvements at the navy-yards alone, re uiring 
the appropriation of three and a half millions, 
have been specified and submitted by the Navy 
Department, and which, in its opinion, could be 
now usefully undertaken. If so many works of 
these descriptions should now be authorized or 
hastened by Congress, as were unquestionable 
im their utility and character, and were likely to 
to be sufficient to absorb the present and antici- 
pated surplus of revenue in the Treasury from 
ordinary sources, it is hoped that, ere lone, addi- | 
tional receipts from our stock in'the Bank of the | 
United States would probably be more than suffi- | 
tient to insure theireompletion. But ifthe surplus 
from all sources should hereafter, from any cause, 
appear likely to become earlier exhausted, some 
of those works could be suspended, or again, as 
heretofore be less rapidly hastened. If it be not 
deemed expedient, in this or any other manner, 
now to er propane all the present surplus, this 
Department thinks that the most eligible course 
concerning any probable residue, after deducting 
all outstanding appropriations which may be 
made, and enough to render our fiscal system effi- 
cient, easy, and prompt, would be, that Congress 
retain such residue under its control, and provide 
for its investment for a short period as a provident 
fund, to be ready to meetany contittyences attend- 
ing thre great reduction contemplated inourrevenue 
hereafter; or, in the mean time; to strengthen our 
financial position under the additional burden of 
any large claims now pending, which Congress 
may deem it just to allow, or at any futare mo- 
ment to aid under those inevitable and great fluc: 


tuations in revenue and expenditure from which 


no country is'exempt, and which no human saga- 
city can wholly prevent. For alf such occur- 
rences it is often economical, and especially in our 
present prosperous condition with lus money 
on hand, it is consistent with a wise foresight 
and sound political prudence, tobe previously and 
well guarded. Whatever demands on such a fund 


may occur before 1842, it is certain, under our’ 
existing laws, as before explained, that the reve- ` 


| and if a part of it should be con 


: It is further probable that our whole revenue from 
customs will, by the close of that year, have fallen 
to only 89,000,000; and from lands, (for public 
uses,) have risen not to much above $4,000,000, 
both making but $13,000,000, instead of their 
present annual amount of over $20,000,000. For 
that great and sudden change, it is very desirable 
that the country should then be prepared by a 
diminished expenditure, and a proper surplus on 
hand to mect any probable deficiency, so as not 
to require new or increased taxation to defray the 
expenses then necessary. It may reasonably be 
expected, that the revolutionary pension list will 
by that time have chiefly disappeared—the Indian 
titles have been mostly extinguished—our neces- 
sary and convenient publie buildings throughout 
the country mostly finished, and our fortifications 
and Navy, if the appropriations in the mean time 
be liberal, will have been placed in a proper atti- 
tude to meet any hostile aggressions without the 
continuance of extraordinary appropriations. 
By this system, evincing a just and far-sighted 
liberality in grants to objects clearly national and 
necessary, and pursuing a course of rigid econ- 
omy and due retrenchment, where the great inter- 
ests of the Union will permit, our expenses, 
though they must from our rapidly extending 
population, business, and fronticr, increase in 
some particulars in nearly a corresponding ratio, 
and may not, as a whole, become reduced exactly 
to the amount of revenue received, yet they 
will, if no unforeseen calamities occur, so nearly 
approach it, that a surplus of a few millions, 
duly invested and retained, would doubtless 
obviate the necessity of a resort then, or soon 
after, to more taxes. The investment of this, or 
any other surplus not soon wanted, could be ef- 
fected till wanted in any mode most agreeable to 
Congress, in whom the whole power on this sub- 
ject resides, and without whose express authority 
nothing can be taken from the Treasury for any 
purpose whatever. But, asit may not be deemed 
necessary or expedient soon to resort to any such 
investment, an explanation at this time of the dif- 
ferent modes in which it might be accomplished, 
with the opinion of the Department on their pe- 

, culiar merits and demerits, would perhaps be con- 
sidered useless; and consequently only two gen- | 
eral principles will now be proposed, which are ' 
respectfully suggested, as proper to have a ma- H 
terial bearing on the whole subject. First, that ' 
whatever mode may be adopted, it should con- 
form to the spirit of the act of March, 1817, 
which has been in successfal operation ever since 
the surplus became likely to be large and fre- 
quent; and which required, before the investment 
of them in purchase or extinguishment of the 

blic debt, that enough should be left in the 
reasury to meet all outstanding appropriations, | 
and two millions more to secure facility and 


promptitude in its various and distant operations, `| 


And, secondly, that following the analogy of the 
above act, which separated the investment of 
any surplus for pecuniary pront entirely from | 
“the management of the public deposits and the 

duties of deposit banks, it should leave the bank 
‘agents of the Treasury as they and all its other 


: fiseal agents, from the foundation of the Govern- || 


; ment, have been left wholly disconnected, so far | 
| as practicable, in regard to their agencies, with 
‘the dangerous relation of borrowers from the : 
| Treasury, 
i Should either of the above courses not be deemed 

| advisable, so far as to exhaust all the unneces- | 
sary surplus on hand, the residue, if not la 
| could be gradually disposed of by making a 
| ther reduction, 
| revenue hereafter accruing from customs. 

` To obtain the balance estimated to exist in 
the Treasury at the end of 1836, the sum of 
$15,000,000 is computed to be received from that 
source, and chiefly to accrue in the ensuing year; 
sidered not de- ! 
sirable for any purposes whatever, itcould be much | 
| and perhaps usefully lessened, by an early dimi- 
| nution of the existing duties on certain articles 
| not posed to be vitally connected with our 
domestic manufactures. The most prominent of 
these articles are wines and silks from be ond 
the Cape of Good Hope. They both yield, in 


i 
| 


for reloaning and for private gain. | 


far || 
ur- || 


whenever just and safe, in the E 


1 
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capital, the more appropriate inquiry under these | nue from customs must then, withinafew months, ` duties, over half a million per annum; or in 1834, 


wines, over four hundred and forty-five thousand 
dollars, and India silks, over one hundred and 
seventy-one thousand dollars; all of which might 
well be repealed, unless Congress should consider 
the former a judicious tax on a luxury, and the 
latter as an encouragement to the domestic pro- 
duct of silk, which is becoming widely and suc- 
cessfully established; and which, if deemed a 
proper object of incidental protection by legisla- 
tion, (contrary to the views lately entertained by 
Congress,) would require a restoration of the 
duty on European silks now entirely free. Other 
articles could be selected, on which the present 
duties could be reduced and repealed, at least to 
the extent of $400,000 annually, without injuring, 
it is anticipated, any domestic manufactures or 
gevicultiieal brailh of industry, or impairing the 
spirit and good faith of the compromise intended 
by the act of Congress of March 3, 1833, and 
which the undersigned would most scrupulously 
preserve unviolated. On this subject, a detailed 
report will soon be presented to the Senate, in 
conformity to a resolution of that body passed 
at the last session. It is his deliberate opinion, 
that such of those reductions as are deemed per- 
missible under the above limitations should now 
be made; and the balance remaining, if too great 
for common fiscal purposes, be temporarily and 
profitably invested, rather than a large surplus 
should continue to be collected for the express 
end of being, in any way, finally disposed of, 
otherwise than by appropriations to ugeful and 
constitutional objects. 

The people, themselves, it is believed, can best 
manage all their own money, which they and 
their representatives think may not be wanted 
for public purposes, and it would seem to be far 
preterable to leave it originally in their posses- 
sion, than to withdraw it for the expensive oper- 
ation of returning it pr a to the place 
whence it came, and that, probably, in a manner 
not conformable to the Constitution, till after the 
delay of procuring an amendment to it, and even 
then, not expedient, because calculated, injudi- 
ciously, to strengthen the General Government, 


; and to render the States more dependent on a great 


_ central power for yearly and important resources, 


Indeed, a reduction in the price of public lands, 
whose unusually large sales the past year are the 
source of most of the present surplus, would, if 
their sales should not thereby be much increased, 
seem another mode fat morë natural to obviate 


| the present diffiedlty. But before adopting it, 


: this and various: other considerations must be 


{| which have been submitted on the 
|| sion. 


| factory. Incidental to th 
| been. furnished to 


i weighed, and it must be fully considered, whether 


all the revenue anticipated from them at their 
present prices would not be necessary after the 
great uctions in the tariff in 1842, and whether 
a resort to a higher tariff would not then become 
indispensable, if the average receipts from lands 
or customs should, from any new legislation, be« 
come then much diminished below the estimates 
present occa- 


VI. Deposit Bunks and the Currency. 

This Department takes pleasure in stating that 
the public money continues to be cpllected and 
deposited, under the present system of selected 
banks, with great case and economy in all eases, 
and with grcater in some, than at any former 
period. The transfers of it to ever quarter of 
the country where it is needed for disbursement 
have never been effeeted with more promptitude, 
and have been made entirely free of expense to 
the Treasury. The payment to creditors, offi- 
cers, and pensioners have been punctual and con- 
venient, and the whole fiscal operations through 
the State banka have as yet proved highly satis- 
is, the facilities that have 

fu the commercial community in 
domestic exchanges were probably never greater 
or at so moderate rates. In the course of this 
year, additional depositories have been selected 
In four States where no new ones before existed, 
and all the branches of the United States Bank 
for some .months have been discontinued for 
ordinary fiscal purposes. They are, however, 
still used, as claimed by the bank, under acts of 
Congress, for the payment of the outstandin 
portions of the funiled debt, and of invalid an 
other pensions, prior to 1832, except where the 


BY B 


First Sessron. 247 Concress. 


Department has been notified that the branches 
were withdrawn, as in New Hampshire, Connec- 
ticut, KRentacky, Ohio, Missouri, Westera Penn- 


interior of New York. Thè whole number of 
selected banks, without including branches, is 
now thirty-four, being, notwithstanding the addi- 
tion of four new ones, less by six than last year. 


li : ` ii 
‘and exchange, be more readily < to any : 
|: ange, be more readily applied yi 
ți > 
7 ,, Soon to sanction. These transfers, when rendered 
sylvania, Maryland, South Carolina, and the | 


This diminution has been effected by the dis- ` 


continuance of various old, and, to the ‘Treasury, 
unimportant institutions, employed before 1833, 
in connection with the United States Bank, and 
by adding no new ones, except where the public 
interests secmed to render it imperative or expe- 
dient. 
some loss which formerly happened in the de- 


posits in State banks, is believed to have been 


the multiplication of them to something over one 
hundred in number. 
so as probably to require, hereafter, few changes 
exceptintwo or three instances, concerning which 
a correspondence is now pending, unless, as is 
not anticipated, such onerous conditions should 
be exacted by Congress of the present safe and 
efficient depositories as to derange the system, 
induce some of them to withdraw, and compel 
the Departmentto intrust the public funds to other 
agents, less cautious, skillful, and trustworthy. 
Great care has been exercised in preparing from 
the last returns made to this Department,and from 
data since obtained by an extensive correspond- 
ence, tabular statements, which show in the 
most essential particulars, as near the Ist of Jan- 
uary, 1335, and as fully as could be ascertained, 
the names and condition of each of the State 
banks in the Union, of cach of the selected banks, 
of the United States Bank, and of all combined. 
They exhibit, further, the capital and situation of 
all the banks in cach of the large cities in the 
United States, as well as of all in each State, ar- 
ranged together for convenience of reference, and 
the changes which have since happcned in the 
condition of the deposit and United States banks. 
So far as regards the capital, discounts, &e., of all 
the State banks, only the general exhibit of the 
aggregate results in each State is now communi- 
eated; but in a few days, all the voluminous 
details on those points will be submitted to the 
House of Representatives, in compliance with its 
resolution of the 10th cf July, 1832. (H 1.) 


The system is nowarranged ' 


It will be seen that the situation of the selected ` 


banks, as a whole, bears an enviable comparison 
with the rest, 

In all cases deemed proper, they have given 
collateral security, and are all belicved to be en- 
tirely safe to the extent they have been confided 
in. Their discounts have been, in general, some- 
what increased, but, though tempted by the en- 
terprising spiritofthe times, notusually increased 
to a degree disproportioned to all their immediate 
available means. They have also,in some cases, 
been able to aid, and have liberally aided, other 
banking institutions in their neighborhood, by as 


large and long balances, and other indulgences, | 


as would gencrally appear to have been sanc- 
tioned by correet principles. The names of each, 
with the amount of moncy in each belonging to 
the Treasury, and subject to draft, not only at 
the commencement of the present year, but at 
the very last returns received, can be scen in three 
of the columns of the statement. (H, Nos. 2 
and 3.) The distribution of these sums is gen- 


,„ tobe a sufficient inducement for similar legis- .. 
lation on this important subject in all the States. | 


A great, though not the chief, cause of . 


PRICE $1 FOR A SESSION. © 


“MONDAY, DECEMBER. 21. 1835. 


new objects which Congress would be likely , 


necessary, have been performed in such direc- | 
tions, and so gradually, that, itis believed, they 
have tended to obviate rather than create any ` 
pressure in the money market, and to aid mate- 
rially the course of business in exchanges and 
the other commercial opcrations of the country. 
The Department is aware that in the present 
overflowing condition of the Treasury, the reg- 
ulation of these operations, with the selection and 
superintendence of the deposit banks, is a task 
of no small difficulty and delicacy, and, when gov- 
erned by a strict and uniform adherence to sound 
principles, as has been attempted, must neces- 
sarily lead to mahy disappointed applications. 


. But in the absence of that specific Iegislation on 


the subject which has been, and still is, earnest] 
requested, the Department has not hesitated (it 
is hoped faithfully) to discharge, and frankly to 
explain the duties, and the high and painful re- | 
sponsibility, which so much discretionary power | 
has imposed. 
For various reasons of public importance, it 
was deemed desirable, and measures have been 
adopted and recommendations urged, that the | 
specie in the vaults of a number of sclected banks 
should be still more increased in comparison with 
their issues and deposits, and that a still larger 


_ portion of the whole currency of the country, es- 


_ may be received in payment of the public ducs 


ecially for small purposes, should be metallic. 

n improvement of the currency during the past 
year, many of the selected banks have not only 
continucd to obtain and pay, when wanted, to the 
public creditors, American gold, but have entered ` 


_ into salutary arrangements for the redemption, | 


in our larger cities, of most of their bills which 


It is hoped that in the progress of time these 
beneficial arrangements may De farther extended ` 
to most, if not all, the bills in circulation of the 

large institutions, and the introduction of hard 
money for the ordinary uses of life, be facilitated | 
by alf the banks ceasing to circulate bills of small | 
denominations, It is gratifying te find, that , 
since the adjournment of Congress, in addition to | 
the States of Pennsylvania, Maryland, Virginia, 
Georgia, Tennessee, Louisiana, North Carolina, ; 


Indiana, and Kentucky, which before that time | 


are believed not to have allowed the circulation 
of bills under five dollars, others, viz: Maine, | 
Connecticut, New York, New Jersey, and Ala- 


; bama, have united in similar legislative measures, 


“except Connecticut, which has, as yet, extended 
the prohibition to only one and two dollar bills. 


In Mississippi and Ilinois, itis understood that 


biis under five dollars have not recently been 


‘efany denomination. 


issued, and Missouri has no bank issuing bills 
So that more than two 


thirds of the States have already usages or laws 


society, detailed in the supplement to the last | 


erally that which has been given to them by cir- 
cumstances connected with their collection and | 


disbursement. 


No occasion has arisen in which |' 


the Department felt justified in making transfers ° 
of the public money, except from points where | 


it had accumulated in the natural course of col- 


lection much beyond the present and early an- | 


tici 
bor 
res 

one 


secured, or probably 


pared wants of the Government in that neigh- 
ood, or in sums not proportioned to the 


would be soon needed for 


2 


_ willingness to coéperate in the suppression of 
_ general. The Treasury, so far as seemed prac: ; 


onsibility of the public depositories there, ` 
to points where it cither would be better ` 


e i, spondence, but by instructions ta its collecting | 
disbursement, or could, from the course of trade | i 


in existence on this subject of a high salutary 
tendency. The great benefits which have already 


resulted to the general condition of the currency |; 


where such measures have been tested, besides | 
numerous others to the security of the banks 
themselves, and to the less moneyed classes of 


annual report from this Department, would seem 


In some of them, whcre no laws have yet been 


passed to suppress the circulation of small notes, H 
their deposit banks haye voluntarily entered into |; 
arrangements not to issuc certain descriptions of , 


them; and most of the deposit banks have, in a | 
correspondence with the Department, evinced a ; 


small notes, whenever the regulation can be made 


ticable and judicious with its present powers, has ` 
endeavored to promote so desirable an end, not | 
only by instituting the inquiries in that corre- 


officers not to receive in payment any bills under | 


ee 


|, to provide more quarter eagles, 
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five dollars after the 30th day of September, 1835. 
(I.) _ It proposes to go further on this point the 
ensuing year, so as to prevent. the receipt for 
publie dues of all bank notes under ten dollars, 
unless Congress in the mean time shall adopt 
some new provisions on this subject, similar, it 
is hoped, to what previously have been, and still 
are, urged by this Department, not only as to the 
deposit banks and the kind of bills received for 
the revenue, but as to the suppression entirely in 
_ the District of Columbia of the circulation of any 
bank notes under ten dollars in amount. The 
means for a sound currency in this country are 
at presentample. Within the last two years, or 
from October 1, 1833, to November 1, 1835, in 
addition to the former stock of specic, there has 
been imported into the United States, beyond 
the exports from it, with a due allowance for 
what docs not appear on tlre custom-house books, 
more than twenty-seven millions; and the pro- 
duce of our own mines within that period is 
estimated to have been’ over three millions. 
Hence the whole amount of specie now in the 
country probably exceeds the sum of sixty-four 
millions, and the means of the community to ob- 
tain more from abroad, to meet any contemplated 
changes in the character of our currency were 
never greater. The actual amount of specie re- 
turned, and estimated as belonging to all the banks 
in the United States, about the Ist of January, 
1835, was near forty-four millions. Asa portion 
of it may have been bullion, a sum quite equal- 
ing, if not exceeding the remainder of twenty 
millions, probably consists of the amount of spe- 
cie in active circulation, which has been some- 
what increased throughout the country during 
the last two ycars; so that, if the remaining small 
` bills in circulation under five dollars, in the whole 


| Union, which are chiefly in seven States, and 
i! which. probably do not exceed six or seven mil- 


lions, were withdrawn, it would not require, to 
supply their places, one third of the. addition 
which has been made in the last two years to 
the national stock of the precious metals, The 
specie on hand in banks will, in this way, as it 
ought, soon bear a larger proportion to their 
notes in circulation, and the security aud real 
usefulness of all banking institutions to the com- 
munity be thus greatly augmented, The specie 
in active circulation, thus increased by cxclud- 
‘ing small notes, will constitute, while retained 
in the country, a great and safe reliance for 
banks to depend on (beside what belongs to 
them in their vaults) whenever an unfavorable 
course of exchange abroad, or a panic at home, 
_ Should cause an unusual demand: for specie to 
. be shipped abroad, to meet a balance of trade 
: against us, or to be used in circulation at home 
by those whose confidence, from real or imaginary 
causes, may fora time become diminished in the 
security of banks. When the further suppres- 
sion of small notes, extending to all under ten 
: dollars in amount, shall be deemed advisable by 
Congress and the States, no doubt is entertained 
that sufficient specie can and will be rcadil 
found to supply their place, in connection wit 
what now exists inthe country. The proportion 
of specie to bank notes in circulation will not then 
' be so great as it is in all the most commercial 
nations in Europe. (See table of circulation, in 
supplemental report, 1834.) How much further 
it may be deemed feasible to go, with a fair pros- 
pect of advantage to the community and our cur- 
rency, can be better settled at that time than at 
the present. Under its new valuation, the coin- 
ace of gald at the mint from the Ist of August, 
1834, to the Ist of November, 1835, has becn 
$5,471,505, or over treble the amount supposed 
to have been coined in any previous period of 
similar length, The ratio has keen somewhat 
, lessened the last six months by several causes, 
, of which an important one has been, the desire 
and a full supply 
| of silver change to meet the increasing demand 
| in several States from the withdrawal of small 
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notes from circulation. The coinage of silver 
hes been extended, in the first eight menths of 
this year, to over eight and a third milions of 
pieces, which is believed to be much beyond the 
number in the same portion ef any preceding 
year The building of the three, branch mints, 
and the procuring of their appropriate machinery, 
authorized by the act of tae 3d of March last, 
was devolved by the President of the United States 
on this Department, and has been prosecuted with 
all practicable dispatch. : 

The estimates and views of the director on that 
subject, as well as on other improvements con- 
nected with this important and inereasing estab- 
lishment, will, with its whole operations the 
current year and the details en the progress made 
in the new buildings and machinery, be season- 
ably presented in a separate communication; and 
this Department does not, on this occasion, deem 
it necessary to Invite special attention to anything 
further connected with cither the mint or our 
coinage, except the several recommendations re- 
lating to them, which were contained in its last 
annual wport. The same reasons then assigned 
for closing, by a special act of Congress, the 
concerns of the sinking fund, and of the connec- 
tion of the Government, after the 3d of March 
next, with the United States Bank, onthe subject 
of both the national debt and of pensions allowed 
previous to 1832, apply now with increased 
foree. It is considered that nothing need be 
added to the suggestions then made on these 
points, or on the subject of the seizure of the 
dividends due the United States by the bank for 
its claim for damages on what is called the bill of 
exchange on the Government of France. 

As Congress has never yet given its sanction 
to that claim, or made any appropriation for its 
payment, itis very desirable that in its final pro- 
ceeding concerning the affairs of the Government 
with the bank, some special direction should be 
included on that subject, as wellason the reports 
to be required, and agency exercised over the 
interests of the United States in the bank the en- 
suing two years, by any public officer. A direc- 
tion seems proper, also, as in 1819, concerning 
the receipt of the bills of the bank for public ducs 
after the 3d of March next; and on the dispo- 
sition or investment of the interest of the United 
States in its capital stock, whenever paid over to 
the Treasury. Some explicit action of Congress 
on the subject of the above claim for damages, is 
very desirable in another view, so as to enable 
this Department, in case of the receipt of any 
pact of the French indemnity, to decide correctly 
whether the dividends seize by the bank should, 
in any event, be considered the loss of the United 
States, or should be deducted from the amount 


the reasonableness of those expenses, it must be 


manifest that a certain number of officers, cutters, 


boats, Ke., equal to the collection ofa large sum, . 


cannot be dispensed with, at many places, if an 
revenue, however small, is to be collected; else 
there would be no adequate security against illicit 
trade, and no means of furnishing proper entries, 
clearances, and other vapers, to those engaged 
in navigation, though their trade may be almost 
exclusively in the present large amount of free 
goods, or in our widely-extended coasting busi- 
ness. In computing the rate per eent. for col- 
lecting the revenue, it must also be remembered 
that the rate is larger as the amount collected di- 
minishes, and smaller as it increases, though the 
whole actual expense of collection per annum 
remains the same. Furthermore, the necessary 
cost of collecting $30,000,000 at the same ports 
obviously neeg be but little more than to collect 
half that sum, though the percentage, in one 
case, will be double what itisin the other. This 
Department, since the reduction of the whole 
duties to be collected in 1833, and the correspond- 
ing decrease in the inducements to smuggle, has 
endeavored to reduce the whole actual expenses, 
and has, in some degree, Leen successful, though 
the whole cost of collection may still constitute 
a larger percentage than at some former periods, 
as the whole amount of revenue is so much less- 
ened. 

Thus, from 1790 to 1794, that cost, though small 
in itself, rose in some of those years to more than 
five and a half per cent. on a small revenue, or to 
about the same as in 1833 and ’34, and which is 
quite two per cent. lower than the average in Eng- 
land, and four per cent. lower than in France. But 
in most intermediate years, for reasons before 
stated, and others too obvious for recital, the cost 
of collecting our revenue from customs, as well 
as lands, has seldom exceeded three and a half 

r cent., and from the latter is now probably not 
half that rate. Besides the explanations already 
given on this subject, it is hoped that the new 
expenses will ere long cease, which have recently 
been imposed on the collection of the revenue, 
by the necessary preparations for making, and 
the actual manufacture of useful and important 
standard weights and measures, and uniform sets 
thereof, for all the custom-houses in the United 
States. 

In addition to the recommendations in the last 
annual reportas tolight-houses, it may be observed 
that this Department, during the recess of Con- 
gress, deemed it proper to cause a thorough inquiry 
to be instituted into the whole subject. The inquiry 
extended to the propricty of discontinuing any of 
the present light-houses, or of building others; the 
expediency of changing the height or matcrial of 


received for the claimants under the treaty, in | any of these edifices; the best manner of lizhting 


whose behalf the business was transacting 


which the demand for damages originated, and to | 


whose credit the present act of Congress requires 
shall be paid into the Treasury only ‘the net 
proceeds ” of cach installment. 


VII. Miscellaneous subjects. 


In the course of the past year, the Department 
has, at various ports, discontinued, as not neces- 
sary , fourteen custom -house officers, and at others 
reduced the compensation of a few. This has 
enabled it to augment the number and compensa- 
tion at some other points, where the increase of 
business appeared to demand it, though not, in 
all places, to the extent desired. From the dimin- 
ished temptation to smuggling, under our reduced 
tariff, this Department has felt justified in lessen- 
ing the number of revenue cuiters two, or one- 
tenth of the whole; the number of boats three, 
and the number of officers and men oycr fifty, 
making hereafter an annual saving in these respects 
of about twenty thousand dollars. After fall in- 
quiry, all has been effected on this subject which 
the public intercsts appear now to jusiify, the 
expenses of collection in this and other particulars 
should be considered in refcrence to the gross, 
and not, as is sometimes inadvertently done, the 
met revenue; the former being the amount which 
the custom-house establishment must actually 
assess; and the difference between them being in 
part paid out for other objects than the mere ex- 
penses of collection; such as bounties on the fish- 
eries, and refunding of duties. In deciding on 


in ' them, in respect to the kind or number of lamps 


; or reflectors; the various substances used, and 
‘most suitable to give the best light at the smallest 
expense; and, in fine, the economy of managing 
the whole establishment. With this was com- 
bined asystem of uniform instructions to the light- 
house keepers for the discharge of their public 
duties. The report of the Fifth Auditor, and the 
correspondence growing out of this inquiry, de- 
velop some interesting facts; and the whole pro- 
ceedings will, with pleasure, be laid before Con- 
gress on some other appropriate opportunity. 
The report of tbe Commissioner of the Gen- 
eral Land Office is accompanied by so many long 
_and important documents, that it is herewith 
submitted in a separate communication: Beside 
the remarks made a year since by this Depart- 
ment, on the rapid increase of duties in that bu- 
reau, and the corresponding necessity for an in- 
crease of clerks to dispose of it promptly and 
correctly, the experience of the present year has, 
: by the vast sales of lands which have occurred, 
added new force to all that was then urged. 
' Taking either the number of acres sold, or the 
‘amount of money received, as a guide, it will be 
; Been by the table (F) that the business has more | 
than doubled within the past five years. 
i The recommendations contained in the Com- ` 
; missioncr’s report will, it is hoped, receive that 
, early and grave attention which the convenience 
:: and interests of the whole country, and especially 
i! of the Southwest and West, scem imperiously | 
to require. As a subject of retrenchment, con- | 
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It nected with this bureau, where the character of 

the business will permit, it is suggested to Con- 
gress, whether it might not be advisable to dis- 
continue the offices in a few districts, and annex 
them to the adjoining ones, on the ground that 

| the public sales recently made at them, or antici- 

pated hereafter, are not sufficient: to justify the 
expense of continuing them as distinct offices. 
Several other subjects suggested for considera- 
tion to the last Congress, and not finally acted 
upon, are again respectfully urged on its atten- 
tion, without going into a repetition of the views 
then submitted in relation to them. 

' Among the principal were—the change in the 
commencement of the fiscal year; a reorganiza- 
tion of the Treasury Department, especially to 
increase some of its cheeks; farther control over 
some of its discretionary powers, by more spe- 
cific regulations as to the deposit banks, and the 
keeping and disbursing of the public money; the 
revision of the laws as to the marine hospital 
fund; rebuilding the Treasury offices; legislation 
on the provisoes in the act of July 14, 1932, 
and other points to enforce the spirit of the pres- 
ent tariff; and making new provisions on the 
number and compensation of custom-house offi- 
cers. In the report and bill connected with this 
last matter were included several suggestions for 
further changes in the present system for col- 
lecting our revenue from customs, to which, on 
some future occasion, will be subjoined such as 
have since occurred from additional experience 
and inquiries. 

Various other subjects, specially devolved on 
the head of this Department, have reccived the 
attention and labor which they appeared to de- 
serve; but from the length to which this report 
has already extended, the proceedings in relation 
to them will, at an early day, be separately com- 
municated to Congress. 

All which is respectfully submitted. 

LEVI WOODBURY, 

Secretary of the Treasury. 
To the Hon James K. Porr, 

Speaker of the House of Representatives. 


Mr. CAMBRELENG moved that it be laid 
on the table, and that ten thousand copies be 
printed. : 

Mr. CONNOR suggested fifteen thousand 
copies. 

Mr. CAMBRELENG accepted the suggestion 
ag a modification of his motion. It was then 
agreed to. 


REPORTS FROM DEPARTMENTS. ; 
The SPEAKER laid before the House a letter 


from the Seerctary of the Treasury, inclosing 
the annual report of the Commissioner of the 
Gencral Land Office. 

Which, on motion of Mr. CAMBRELENG, 
was laid on the table and ordered to be printed, 


The SPEAKER laid before the House a com- 
munication from the Secretary of the Treasury, 
transmitting the estimates of expenditure for phe 

: year 1836; laid on the table, and ordered ta be 
printed. 

_. The SPEAKER also laid before the House a 
letter from the Seerctary of the Treasury, trans- 
mitting printed copies of the receipts and uxpend- 

_ltures for the year 1834, and the three first quar- 
ters of 1535; laid on the table. ; 


i PRESIDENT'S MESSAGE. 
: Mr. WISE moved to reconsider the vote di- 
recting the printing of ten thousand copies of the 
: President’s message. That, he believed, was the 
‘usual number. His object was to increase the 
ety 
_ Mr. HARPER, of Pennsylvania, thought an 
increased number unnecessary. The message 
would be published in almost every newspaper 
‘inthe country. f mee 
Mr. WIS 


remarked that the messacé was 


‘one of unusual interest; and if the motion ‘to 


‘reconsider prevailed, he should move to print 
twenty thousand. aes 
The motion was agreed to. f 


Mr. WISE then moved to amend the resb- 
lution, by directing that fifteen thousand copies 
, of the message and documents, and five thousand 
, copies of the message without the documents, be 
i printed, 
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The resolution as modified was then agreed to. : 
NEATH OF HON. NATHAN SMITH. 

A message was received from the Senate, an- ` 
nouncing the death of the Hon. Narnan Santu, 
a member ef that body from the State of Con- 
necticut; and that his funeral would take place at 
twelve o’clock to-morrow. 

Mr. TOUCEY, of Connecticut, submitted a. 
resolution that the members of the House would 
attend the funeral of Mr. Smirnu, and would wear 
the usual badge of mourning for the space of 
thirty days; which was agreed to. 

Ou motion of Mr. JUDSON, of Connecticut, 

The House then adjourned. 


IN SENATE. 
Wepnespar, December 9, 1835. 
At twelve o’clock the Senate assembled. 


it 


‘from the said southerly bend, through the middle ' 


‘of said lake to its northern extremity, and thence 
‘due northeto the northern boundary of the United 
‘ States,” was erected into a separate Territory by 
the name of Michigan. 

The territory comprised within these limits 
being part of the district of country described in 
the ordinance of the 13th of July, 1787, which 
provides that, whenever any of the States into 
which the same should be divided should have 


sixty-thousand free inhabitants, such State should ` 
be admitted by its delegates ‘into the Congress ` 
‘of the United States, on an equal footing with ` 


“the original States in all respects whatever, and 


| “shall be at liberty to form a permanent constitu- 
‘tion and State government, provided the consti- ` 

‘tution and government so to be formed shall be 

E ‘republican, and in conformity to the principles 

` Scontained in these articles 


O 


the inhabitants 


"i thereof have, during the present year, in pursu- 


OBSEQUIES OF LATE HON. NATHAN SMITH. 


On motion by Mr. KING, of Alabama, the ` 
reading of the Tourial was dispensed with, and '' 
the Senate adjourned, for the purpose of per- |: 
forming the obsequies of the late Hon. NatHan ` 
Sarru, of Connecticut, deceased, in conformity | 
with the resolutions of the Senate adopted yes- 
terday, i 

The President of the United States, with the 
heads of the executive departments, the Post- 
master General and the Attorney General, and 
the members of the House of Representatives, 
with their Speaker and Clerk, having been re- 
ceived into the Senate Chamber and taken the 
seats assigned them, the corpse was brought in, 
in charge of the Committee of Arrangements and 
pall-bearers, attended by the Sergeant-at-Arms of 
the Senate. i 

Divine service was then performed by the Rev. | 
Mr. Hiesee; after which 

The funeral procession moved to the place of ' 
interment in the following order: 


The Clergy. 
Physicians who attended the deceased. 
‘Committee of Arrangements. ji 


Mr. Swift, Mr. Southard, i 
Mr. Knight, Mr. Shipley. [i 
Mr. Tallmadge, 

Pall Bearers. 
Mr. White, Mr. Hendricks, 
Mr. Leigh, Mr. Ewing, 
Mr. Naudain, Mr. Wright. 


Relatives of the deceased. 
The Senator and Representatives from the State 
of Connecticut, as mourners. 

The Sergeant-at-Arms of the Senate of the United 
States. i 

The Senate of the United States, preceded by the 
Vice President and Secretary. 
The Sergeant-at-Arms of the House of Repre- ! 
sentatives. 


The House of Rep.esentatives, preceded by their | 
Speaker and Clerk. 

The President of the United States. | 
Foreign Ministers. i: 

| 

| 

! 


Citizens and Strangers. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Weonesvar, December 9, 1835. 


the State of Connecticut, j 
On motion of Mr. BRIGGS, the House ad- | 
journed. 


IN SENATE, 
Tuvurspay, December 10, 1835. 


The following message was received: from the 
President of the United States, by Mr. DoxgL- 
_son, his Private Secretary: 
Wasuincron, December 9, 1835. 
To the Senate.and House of Representatives: 
Geytiemen: By the actof the 1lthof January, 


1805, all that part of the Indiana Territory lying 
north of a line drawn due “ east from the south- 


ance of the right secured by the ordinance, formed ` 


a constitution atd State government. That in- 
strument, together with various other documents 
connected therewith, has been transmitted to me 
for the purpose of being laid before Congress, to 
whom the power and duty of admitting new 
States into the Union exclusively appertains; and 
the whole are herewith communicated for your 
early decision. ANDREW JACKSON. 

The message having been read, 

Mr. BENTON moved that it be printed, to- 
gether with the accompanying documents, and 
that the whole subject be refurred to a select com- 


` mittee, consisting of five members; which motion 


was carried; and, 


On motion of Mr. MANGUM, the appoint- 


‘ ment of the committee was postponed to Monday 
“next. 


NORTHERN BOUNDARY LINE OF OHIO. 
A message was also received from the President 


i by Mr. Donetsow, his Secretary, transmitting a 


report from the Secretary of War, showing the 


i: progress of the astronomical observations made 


for ascertaining the northern boundary linc of the 
State. of Ohio. 

Which, on motion of Mr. BENTON, was or- 
dered to be printed, and referred to the same 
committec. 

REPORT FROM STATE DEPARTMENT. 


A message was also received from the President ` 
i of the United States, transmitting a report from 
‘ the Secretary of State, made in compliance with 
` the resolution of the Senate of the 24th of Feb- 


ruary last. 
FOREIGN MERCHANDISE. 


The CHAIR communicated a report from the 
Secretary of the Treasury, made in compliance 


with the resolution of the Senate of the 3d March ; 


last, showing the amount of duties upon for- 


; eign merchandise imported into the United States, 
| which were created or imposed by theact entitled 
, ‘© An act in alteration of the several acts impos- 
|; ‘ing duties on imports as additional to the duties 
| ‘before that time, and which were collected after 
; ‘the 1st day of September, and on or before the 
‘31st day of December in that year, designating | 


‘the amount of such additional dutics as were 


‘ collected in cach particular month, and showing ‘ 
was returned in debenture on i 


* the amount whic 


‘ the exportation of merchandise upon which such || 


‘ additional duty was imposed.”’ 
OTHER REPORTS. 


Also, a report from the Treasury Department, || 
made in compliance with the resolution of the | 
Senate of the 29th of January last, relative to the | 


duties on plains, kerseys, and kendall cottons. 
Also, a report from the Treasury Department, 


exhibiting certain transfers of appropriations in | 


conformity with the provisions of the act of the 


Í| 3d of March, 1829. 


Also, the annual report from the Treasurer of 


the United States, made in compliance with the | 


provisions of the act of Congress of 1789. 


Also, a communication from the War Depart- ! 


ment transmitting, in compliance with a resolu- 


tion of the Senate, a report from the Chief En- | 


gineer, relative to a bridge across the Wabash 
river; all of which were ordered to be printed. 


I PUBLIC PRINTING, ETC. 


5 

'! The CHAIR also communicated a report from 

: the Secretary of the Senate, made in compliance 
with the resolution of January last, showing the 
amount of the expenditures for printing, station- 
ery,and for the purchase of books for the Senate. 


SENATE CONTINGENT FUND. 
Also, a report from the same officer, containing 
a statement of the expenditures out of the con- 
tingent fund of the Senate, for the last year; both 
of which were ordered to be printed. 


SENATE COMMITTEES. .- r, 
_ Mr. GRUNDY submitted the following resolu- 
, tions which lies over one day for consideration: 
Resolved, That the Senate will, on Thursday next, pro 
eoed to the appointment or the standing committees. 
ADJOURNMENT. 
On motion of Mr. MANGUM, it was 


Ordered, That when the Senate adjourns, it adjourn to . 
Monday next. 


DEATH OF HON. NATHAN SMITH. 


Mr. TOMLINSON submitted the following 
resolution; which was considered and adopted: 

Resoired, That the President of the Senate be requested 
to notiiy the Executive of the State of Connecticut of the 
death of Hon. NaTuan Saitu, late a Senator or the United 
States from that State. ; 

NOTICES. OF BILLS. 
Mr. PORTER gave notice that he would, on 
: Monday next, ask leave to bring in a bill to pro- 
vide for the legal adjudication and settlement of 

. claims to lands therein mentioned. 

Mr. LINN gave notice that.he would, on Mon- 
day next, ask leave to briag in hills with the fol- 
lowing titles: roo a 

A bill confirming lands in the State of Missouri, 
and for other purposes; 

A bill to improve the navigation of the Missis- 
sippi river, in the vicinity of St. Louis; and 

Å bill authorizing the President of the United 

tates to run and mark tho line dividing the ter- 
ritory of the United States from the State of Mis- 
souri. 

Mr. MOORE gave notice that he would, on 
Monday next, ask leave to bring in a bill author- 
; izing the relinquishmont of the sixteenth section 
| of public land granted for the use of schools, and 
|, for other purposes. ` 
| MICHIGAN SENATORS. 

Mr. BENTON presented the credentials of the 
|| Hon. Lucius Lyon, and the Hon. Jonn NORVELL, 
: elected by the Legislature of Michigan, Senators 
| from that State; which were read. 
| Mr. BENTON then moved that seats be as- 
i signed to Mr. Lron and to Mr. Norvext on the 
li floor of the Senate, until the decision of the ques- 
‘ tion of their admission as Senators. This (Mr. 
B.) said, had been done by courtesy, in similar 
cases. 

Mr. EWING observed that this was a new 
matter, presented for the first time this morning, 
and onc that required some consideration; with 
a view of looking into precedents, and to enable 
Senators to examine and consider them, he moved 

| to lay the subject, for the present, upon the table; 
:| which motion was adopted. 
SENATE DOCUMENTS. 
Mr. BENTON submitted the following resolu- 
i tion; which lies one day for consideration: 
‘| Resolved, That the Secretary of the Senate cause to be 
| 
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i furnished to the Secretary of War, for the uve of his office, 
| five copies, and to the General-in-Chief of the Army, Adju- 
|! tant General, Quartermaster General, Commissary General 
I| ef Subsistence, Paymaster General, Commissary Gcucral 
| of Purchases, Surgeon General, officer in charge of the 
clothing bureau, Chief Engineer, Inspector of the Military 
|, Academy, (for the use ofthat institution,) Chief of the Topo- 
ij graphical Corps, Colonel of Ordnance, Commissioner of 
[l fodian Affairs, Commissioner of Pensions, and officer in 
i! charge of the bounty-land office, for the use of their respect- 
i| ive offices, each two copies of ail bills, resolutions, doeu- 
‘| ments, and other papers presented for the use of the Senate, 
|| at the present and succeeding sessions thereof; or which, 
'| two copies of those for the Secretary of War, and one copy 
t 
| 
! 


{i of those for eaeh of the other offices, shall be retained by 
the printer to the Sonate until the end of each session, and 
' then delivered bound. : 


EXECUTIVE BUSINESS. 
On motion by Mr. WRIGHT, . 
The Senate proceeded to the consideration of 
| executive business; and, when the doors were 
| opened, adjourned to Monday next. 
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HOUSE OF YTATIVES. 
Tuerspar, December 10, 1835. 
On motion Ly Mr. BRIGGS, it was 


Ordered, That when the House adjourns this day, it will 
adjourn to meet again on Monday next. 


RULES OF THE HOUSE. 
The resolution heretofore offered by Mr. 


ari hea) 


T s 
REPRESED 


MANN, of New York, adopting the rules of the . 


last, for the government of the present, Congress, 
was taken up. l 
Mr. GILLET moved an amendment, provid- 
ing for the appointment of a standing Committee 
on the Militia, as well as a Committee or Mili- 
tary Affairs; which was agreed to—aycs 90, noes 
not counted. 


Mr. JOHN Q. ADAMS offered an amend- ` 


ment, providing that the Committee of Ways 
and Means should report the general appropri- 
ation bill within thirty days of their appointment, 
or give their reasons for not having done so. 

Mr. A. explained that his object was to accel- 
erate the consummation of the gencral appropri- 
ation bills; and he thought that no gentleman 
who had had the honor of a seat in that House 
before, or any one at all acquainted with the 
course of its proceedings, but must be aware of 


the indispensable necessity of such a rule as that | 
It was commencing at ; 


Mr. A. now proposed. 
the beginning, by requiring the Committce of 
Ways and Means to report within a reasonable 
time. The practice had heretofore been, upon 
many occasions, that the report of that commit- 
tee was postponed to a later date. It was also a 
practice that had crept in insensibly, and for 
which it was not Mr. A.’s intention to censure 


or blame any person or party; but it had been 


the practice to introduce into these appropriation 
bills matters of new legislation, grants of money, 
charges upon the people, and expenditures not 
warranted by any previouslaw. The consequence 


had been, that these appropriations had been sub- . 


. jects of vehement contention and debate in that 
ouse, and occasionally in the other, as well as 


of debate between the two Houscs;and had been =: 


a source of discord and dissension between them. 
That of itself was an evil of sufficient magni- 
tude. From the delay in reporting the appro- 
priation bills, the consequence has also een, 
that perhaps half a ycar was suffered to expire 
before they were passed. Mr. A. then referred 
to the progress of those bills during the two 
sessions of the last Congress, and that passed 
during the first session thereof, for the contin- 
gent expenscs of the Government. The latter, 
including the appropriation for mileage and pay 
of members of Congress, and for salaries to 
Clerks of the House of Representatives, was 


passed on the lith of February, while not onc | 


single cent was passed for any other branch.of 
the public service till the Q7th of June. The 
President of the United States, the representative 
of the nation before all other nations of the earth; 


all the heads of Departments, his-assistants for | 


the execution of the laws; the judges of the land, 
supreme and subordinate—all were withouta cent 
during that whole period. They were starving, 
at least they were obliged to liv 
ercdit, orto starve. It was un exceedingly proper 
thing for the members to provide for themselves; 
but it was equally proper to provide for all others. 
The cause of the extraordinary delay 
crastination in the 
the fact that a num 
in it, not for the purpose of appropriation merely, 
not to pay the debts of the country, but debatahle 
matters of another character—new laws, which 
created long debates in both Houses, finally de- 
laying the passage of the bill for fo 
months. Pass to the next session of Congress— 
the last session— the appropriation bill was passed 
within three hours of its termination, and it was 
at one time questionable whether it would pass 
at all, or not. He would say no more on the sub- 
ject; but if the House would adopt the resolution 
propered by him, only by way of experiment, 
ne saw no reason why the Committee of Ways 
and Means should not report within thirty days; 
and he would express a hope that, whoever ihe 


aap of that bill ‘arose from 


committee might be, they would strip these ap- | 


ropriation bills of every thing but what were 
gitimately matters of appropriation, and such 


e upon charity or ‘| 


and pro- ; 


er of articles were introduced | 


ur or five | 


I 
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his own part, he saw no reason why they could 


not make their report in ten days as well as in ` 


thirty. The appropriations were called for upon 


the public estimates, and these estimates are pre- | 


sented by the executive department; and he was 
happy to say, and he took this occasion to offer 
his tribute of applause to the Secretary of the 


Treasury for sending in his report of the esti- ` 
mate of the expenditures at so early a period of 


the session. He therefore saw no reason why 
Lall the general appropriation bills might not be 
‘reported within ten days. 
allow thirty; and he could not see why they 


United States before the last of February, at least; 
though he himself thought they ought to be passed 
before the first of January, or the close of the 
year, and the Treasury be prepared and ready 
to pay them. 

Mr. CAMBRELENG concurred, he said, en- 
tirely in the views of the gentleman from Massa- 
chusctts as to the evils he complained of; and 
which were, probably, more manifest during the 
last session of Congress than at any former one; 
but Mr. C. dissented entirely to the position 
taken by the gentleman that it ever had been, at 
least akis expcerienee, short as it had been in 
i the Committee of Ways and Means, and long as 


' it had been in the House, that it was justly as- j; 


cribable to that committee. Mr. C. would appeal 


l, to every old member of the House, whether it ‘ 


|; had not been uniformly the practice for the chair- 
‘man of that Committee to appeal and urge upon 


' House had not been to postpone and postpone them 
again from day to day, in defiance of all entreaties? 
If the gentleman wishes to reach the evil he com- 

lained of, he should make his appeal to the 
| House. He should prescribe the law by which 
that House should be bound to take the bills up, 


| man 

and Means, but the gentleman must be aware, 
his knowledge and experience must satisfy him, 
| that every item in the appropriation bills relating 
i| to the Army and Navy was a matter of constant 
i communication between the committee and the 
jį Department? How could he expect the commit- 


|| Every item must undergo full investigation, be- 
, fore any one member of the committee would con- 
; Sent to its insertion. A most laborious duty had 
|; to be performed before, the bill came into the 
House. © ` 

Mr. C. said he did not rise for the purpose of 
objecting to the amendment of the gentleman from 
Massachusetts, because it had a modification that 
the committee could give their reasons for not 
having reported the bills, and therefore the prop- 
osition was not very operative upon the commit- 
tce, because if they were ready to report they 
1 would report, and if not, they could ob 
‘ther time. Still 
| the time too short. With regard to the measure 
| before the House at the last session, he regretted 
| 
| 


in the habit of putting upon the appropriation 
bills others that had nothing to do with them. 
He alluded to the United States 
; emy bill. Was it because the committee had not 
| reported the bill carly enough to be acted on? 
i, Was it the fault of the gentleman who had charge 
fi of the bill that it was not called up? Did not 
' every gentleman, then a member of the House, 

know that more than a dozen attempts were made 
', to get the bill up, and every attempt failed, till, 
|; in the last emergency, the Senate were under the 
i} necessity of attaching it to the appropriation bill 
,, for the general expenses of the Government, Mr. 
© C. rose not for the purpose (he said) of dppos- 


ii iog the principle of the gentleman from Massa- | his own amendment. 


chusetts, but merely to show that the House itself 
‘was the origin of all the evils of which the gen- 
tleman complained; but he did not think the 
proposition one calculated to promote or facilitate 
business. Ie knew of no committee last session 
| that did not report in time, except one, and he 

did not think the gentleman from Massachusetts, 


a 
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Te had allowed them a month, although, for x 
> 


But he was willing to | 


might not be delivered to the President of the | 


the House the necessity of taking up the appropri- - 
ation bills, and whether the uniform habits of the 


and proceed with them. The honorable gentle- ; 
rescribed duties to the Committee of Ways | 


lj say the gentlemen, we have suffered a great 
i e to adopt a mere estimate without reason? li 
j 


li we, suffere 


tain far- : 
(Mr. C. would say) he thought | 


as much as any gentleman that the Senate were - 


Military Acad- ` 


i, sel, a unanimous vote upon the French question, 
i 


u new appro riations. 
' and shoul 


Mr. C. concluded by requesting Mr, Apams to 
“amend his resolution so as to extend the time to 
six weeks, instead of thirty days. 

Mr. VANDERPOEL was (he said) totally op- 
poscd to the amendment of the gentleman from 
_Massachysctts, because it involved a principle 

which he well knew was not intended by the 

honorable mover, that of discourtesy to the Com- 
i mittee of Ways and Means, whoever they might 
‘be. Mr. V. would ask the House whether it 
was right and courteous to apply the spur ex- 
clusively to that committee? And was not: the 
amendment of the gentleman. founded upon the 
apprehension that, peradventure, that committee 
would not do its duty? Now, in all charity to 
every committee of that House, he was willing 
to presume, nay, hé was bound: to presume, that 
|, every committee appeinted by the Chair would 

fecl the high responsibilities and obligations im- 
‘| posed upon them, and feel resolved to do their 
: duty, and do it promptly. Why wag it neces- 
sary to call upon this pommittee alone? Ah! 


deal of. inconvenpence heretofore. My answer to 
that is, (said Mr. V.) that this committee will 
profit from, the lessons of past experience. If 
inconvenience from procrastination 
last year and the year before, I fave no doubt 
the Committee of Ways and Means will feel 
stimulated from that circumstance, and it is 
, Surely unnecessary, at this stage, to issue our 
mandate that they shall report within thirty 
days. . Mr. V. agreed with the honorable gentle- 
man from Massachusetts, that they did suffer 
_ Some inconveniente last year from rocrastina- 
i tion, but he did not attach all the blame to the 
Committee of Ways and Mrans, If fault was 
anywhere, it was as much in the House, and 
perhaps more, than in the committee. He well 
recollected that the chairman of that committee 
would come in there, day after day, and entreat 
and implore the Housé’to take up the appropri- 
ation bilg; aid he wll . recollected, also, that 
those appeals-were made ig vain, Mr. V. should 
' vote against the amendment.. l 7 
|:, Mr. JOHN Q. ADAMS disclaimed any inten- 
; tion of censyring the Committee of Ways and 
Means in the former Congress. . TESE a 
| „Mr. MERCER was understood to oppose the 
. amendment, : 
Mr. H. EVERETT moved an amendment to 
© the amendment, providing-that “the general 
. appropriaéion bill shall .glways be in order, in 
| preference to any other bills of a public nature.’’ 
| Mr. ADAMS accepted it as a modification of 


, amendment.: : 

| Mr. WILLIAMS, of North Garolina, moved 
| to refer the rules and orders of the last House to 
|| a peleet committee, to consider and report thereon 
|| Whether any amendment be necessary. 

Mr. MERCER suggested a modificatioh to 


. Mr, SUTHERLAND supported the modified 
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adopt the last rules until the committee had re- |’ 


ported. i 

Mr. WHITTLESEY thought the motion had 
better be withdrawn till the message had been ~ 
taken up and referred. T 

Mr. PARKER also suggested the propriety 
of adopting the existing rules for the present, to 
enable the House to proceed with the ordinary 
business. 

Mr. WILLIAMS then modified his motion 
according to the suggestion of Mr. Mercer; and, 
at the request of Mr. Girer, included in his 
motion the rule relative to the appointment of a 
Committee on the Militia, before adopted. 

Mr. MANN, of New York, suggested the in- 
sertion of the words, “ until the report of the 
committee should be definitively acted upon by. 
the House; which Mr. Wittiams accepted asa 
further modification of his motion. 

Mr. ADAMS objected to the motion, as his 
amendment would thereby be evaded. 

Mr. WILLIAMS then withdrew it; and 

Mr. MANN renewed it; and after a few re- 
marks from Mr. Wise, l 

Mr. ADAMS moved his amendment by way , 
of instruction to the committee,.to report the | 
same as an additional rule. , 

Mr. MERCER moved that the committee be ` 
required to inquire into the expediency of the 
same, instead of reporting it imperatively.—Re- 
jected—ayes 69, noes not counted. ; 

Mr. VINTON then called for a division of the 
original proposition of Mr. Apams, and, after 
some short time, the question on the first branch 
of the instructions was put, and agreed to—ayes 
91, noes 76. 

Mr. ADAMS then moved an addition to the 
second branch of the proposition, that the geh- 
cral appropriation bill shall be in order in prefer- 
ence to any other, as follows: ‘ unless otherwise 
ordered by the House;” which was agreed to. 

Mr. THOMAS moved an amendment, to the’ 
effect that district attorneys of the courts of the 
United States be admitted on the floor of the - 
House, behind the bar, during the sittings, ; 
which, after a few remarks from Mr. BEARDSLEY 
in favor of the motion, was negatived—ayes 52, , 
noes not counted. 

Mr. CHAMBERS, of Pennsylvania, moved 
the following: ** That the committee be instructed 
to considcr the expediency of amending the twen- | 
ty-fifth rule, by making all amendments in order | 
pending the main question.’’ : 
amendment was to hear on the previous question. 

After a few remarks by the mover, the motion - 
was agreed to. . 

Mr. PARKER moved a further instruction to 
the select committee, that during the session of 
the House the members shall remain uncovered, 
unless specially permitted by the Speaker. 

Messrs. PARKER and BRIGGS briefly advo- 
cated this motion, and it was opposed by Mr. 
SUTHERLAND. 

Mr. PARKS moved to amend the amendment 


The object of the |: longed to the standing committees of the House. |; 


by instructing the committee to consider all prop- `; 


ositions relative to the rules which might 
handed to them by any member. Mr. P. was 
.induced to make the motion, to avoid any unne- 
cessary consumption of time'in discussing the 
various instructions which gentlemen were desir- : 
ous of offering. 
After a few additional remarks by Mr. PARK- | 
R in favor of his motion, the amendment to the i; 
amendment was agreed to i i 
The resolution as amended was then agreed to; | 


and the select committee was ordered to consist | 
of nine. ; 


STANDING COMMITTEES. 


On motion by Mr. WHITTLESEY, 


Ordered, That the standing committees of tbe Hpuse be | 
now appointed. 


AMERICAN COLONIZATION SOCIETY. 


Mr.WILLIAMS, of North Caroline, submitted `| 


a resolution granting the use of the Hall of Rep- 
resentatives, on Tuesday evening next, to the | 
American Colonization Society; which was agreed | 
to—yeas 104, nays net counted. 


i PUBLIC DOCUMENTS. 
Mr. JOHNSON, of Kentucky, submitted a ' 


. painful sorrow and grief. 


Senator and an honest man—from his 


resolution for furnishing documents, bills, &c., 


to certain Departments and officers of the Govern- :, 


ment therein named; the consideration of which, 
at the instance of Mr. Mann, of New York, was 
waived for the present. 
MESSAGES FROM THE PRESIDENT. 

Several messages from the President of the 
United States were received by the hands of Mr. 
Donetson, his Private Secretary, which were 
laid before the House by the Speaker, and con- 
sisted of 

I. A communication inclosing a report from 
the Secretary of the Treasury relative to certain 
transfers of appropriation; which, on motion of 
Mr. CamBrevenc, was ordered to be printed. 

II. A message inclosing a report of the Secre- 
tary of War of certain astronomical observations, 
made with a view to the ascertainment of the 


northern boundary line of the State of Ohio; _ 


which, on motion of Mr. Jous Quincy Apams, 
was referred to a select committce of nine, and 
ordered to be printed. ; 

IHI. A message, transmitting a copy of the 
constitution, and various documents in reference 
thereto, adopted by a convention recently assem- 
bled in the Territory of Michigan, with a view 
to the formation of a new State out of said Terri- 
tory. i 

Mr. JOHN MASON, of Virginia, moved to 


refer the latter communication to a select commit- : 


tee, and that it be printed. 


Mr. HAMER moved to refer the message to : 


the same select committee to which the commu- 


nication in reference to the northern boundary of : 


the State of Ohio had been committed. 

Mr. MASON remarked that, personally, he 
was indifferent as to the committce to which this 
subject was referred. There was some delicacy 


involved in the two communications, which per-- 


haps might be obviated by sending them to dif- 
ferent committees. 


He should cheerfully acqui- | 


esce in the decision of the House upon the subject | 


of reference. 


Mr. HOWARD moved to amend the propo- | 


sitions by referring the latter message and the 
accompanying documents to the standing Com- 
mittee on Territories. He should follow up this 
motion, if it succeeded, by moving to reconsider 
the vote whcreby the communication in reference 
to the northern boundary of Ohio had just been 
referred to a select committee, with a view to its 
reference to the Committee on Territories. He 
conceived there was no propriety in sending to 


select committees matters which appropriately be- | 


Before any question was taken, on motion, 
The House adjourned to Monday next. 


IN SENATE. 
Mowpay, December 14, 1835. 

Mr. Gorpssorovan, of Maryland, appeared 
and took his scat. 

On motion of Mr. GRUNDY, the reading of 
the Journal was dispensed with, when— 

DEATH OF MR. KANE. 

Mr. ROBINSON rose and said: 

. Mr. Presipeyt: Itis true ‘in the midst of life 


, we are in death.” Another inscrutable dispensa- 


tion of Providence has.given us renewed cause of 
c Ertas Kent Kane is 
no more. He, with whom many in this Cham- 
oe has left this for another and a better world. 

o eulogy is necessary to remind his associates 


of his many virtues and amiable traits of charac- | 
., ter; theirrehearsal would but add poignancy to our |! 


loss. As his colleague, E must be indulged in 
saying death has taken from me a most highly 
valued friend—from his State and country an able 
ereaved 
wife and orphanchildren, the kindest of husbands, 
the most indulgent of parents. He died at half 
pat one o'clock, on Friday night last, of a re- 
apse of fever, with which he had been afflicted 
previous to leaving home. l 

I offer for adoption the following melancholy 
resolutions: a 

Resolved unanimously, That a committee be appointed 
to take order for superintending the funeral of the honor- 
able Euras K. Kane, which wiil take place this day at half 
past twelve o’clock; that the Senate will attend the same; 


and that notice of the event be given to the House of Rep- 
resentatives. ; 


Resolved unanimously, That the members of the Senate, 


! ber have been hcre associated for the last ten : 


| 


| from a sincere desire of showing every mark of respect due 


the memory of the honorable Buras K. Kane, deceased, 
late a member thereof, will go into mourning for him one 
month, by the usual mode of wearing crape round the left 
arm. 

The CHAIR then announced the Committee 
of Arrangements, as follows: 

Mr. Benton, Mr. Cuaron, Mr. Henpricgs, 
Mr. Crittexpen, and Mr. Wricur. 


DEATH OF HON. ZALMON WILDMAN. 

The-following message was received from the 
House of Representatives, by Mr. FRANKLIN, 
their Clerk: 

Whereas, since the last adjournment of this House, the 
Hou. Zasas WitpMAN, a Represcntative of the State of 
Connecticut, died at his lodgings in this city; and, in testi- 
mony of respeet for his memory, both Houses of Congress 
assembled in the Hall of the House of Representatives on 
Saturday last, and attended the funeral of the deceased, 
under the superintendence of the Committee of Arrange- 
ments, designated by the Speaker, to wit: 

Mr. Harey, of Connecticut; Mr. Lincoty, of 
Massachnsetts; Mr. Smitu, of Maine; Mr. Brav- 
mont, of Pennsylvania; Mr. Wiutiams, of North 
Carolina; Mr. Grirrin, of South Carolina; Mr. 
Harpin, of Kentucky.. 

Resolved unanimously, That, as a further testimeny of 
respect for the momory of the deceased, the Members of 
this Hou-e will wear crape on the left arm for thirty days. 

Ordered; That the Clerk communicate these proceedings 
to the Sanate. : 

The messagė having been read, ` ; 

Mr. TOMLINSON submitted the following 
resolution; which was considered and adopted: 

Resplved unanimously, That the members of the Senate, 
as a further testimony of respect for the memory of the 
Hon. Zatson Witpman, late a member of the House of 
Representatives from'the State of Connecticut, will go into 
mouming by wearing crape round the left arm for thirty 
days. 

Mr ROBINSON then submitted the following 
resolution; which wab adopted: 

Resolved unanimously, That, as an additional mark of 
respect for the memory of the Hon. Euras K. Kane, the 
Senate do now adjourn. 

The Senate adjourned. 

FUNERAL OF MR. KANE. 

The President of the United States and the 
Heads of the Departments, the Vice President, 
and Members of the Senate, the Speaker and 
members of the House of Representatives, being 
assembled in the Senate Chamber, the corpse of 


‘the deceased was brought in in charge of the 


i! the funeral 


Coramittee of Arrangements, attended by the Ser- 
geant-at-Arms of the Senate, and divine service 
performed by the Rev. Mr. Post; after which was 
rocession moved to the place of in- 


' terment in the following order: 


. Mr. CLayton, of Delaware, 


' Mr. 


The Clergy. 
Physicians who attended the deceased. 


Committee of Arrangements: 
Mr. Benton, of Missouri, Mr. CRITTENDEN, of Ky., 
.Mr. Waicart, of New York. 
Mr. Henpricks, of Indiana. 
Pall-Bearers. 


Luxx, of Missouri, Mr. Kine, of Alabama, 
Ty er, of Virginia, Mr. Wuite, of Tennessee, 
Mr. Davis, of Massachusetts, Mr. Bucwanan, of Pa.- 


Relatives of the deceased. 


Mr. 


' The Senator and Representatives from the State 


of Illinois, as mourners. 
The Sergeant-at-arms of the Senate of the United 
States. 
The Senate of the United States, preceded by the 
Vice President and Secretary. 
The Sergeant-at-arms of the House of | Represent- 
atives. 

The House of Representatives of the United 
States, preceded by the S eaker and Clerk. 
The President of the United States. 
Heads of Departments. 

Foreign Ministers. 

Citizens and Strangers. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 

'  Mowpar, December 14, 1835. y 
- The following Standing Committees were an- 
nounced as having been appointed b the Chair: 
- Of Flections—Messrs. Claiborne, Griffin, Haw- 
kins, Hard, Burns, Kileyye, Buchansn, Maury, 
and Boyd. . a 
-OF Ways and Means— Messrs. Cambreleng, 
McKim, Loyal, Corwin, Johnson of Tennessee, 
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Smith. of Maine, Lawrence of Massachusetis, 
Ingersoll, and Owen. 

Of Claiimc—Meesrs. Whittlesey, Forester, 
Ranks, Uynum, Grennell, Davis, Taliaierro, P. 
C. Lutes and Chambers of Kentucky. 

On Coneneres— Messrs. Sutherland, Pinckney, 
Pearee of Rhode Island, Gilet, Phillips, John- 
son of Louisiana, Ingham of Connecticut, Cush- 
man. and Melyeon. 

On the Public Land-—Messrs. Boon, Slade, 
Wiliams of North Carolina, Lincoln, Casey, 
Kennon, Dunlap, Chapman, and Harrison of 
Missouri. 

On the Post Office and Pest Roaidls—Mecssrs. Con- 
nor, Drizgs, Laporte, Hall of Vermont, Mann 
of New York, Cleveland, French, Shields, and 
Hopkins. 

On the District of Columbia—Messrs. W. B. 
Shepard, Hiester, Vandernocl, Bouldin, Wash- 
ington, Line, Rogers, Pairficld, and Townes. 

On the Judiciary —Messrs. Beardsley, Thomas, 
Hardin, Pierce of New Hampshire, Robertson, 
Pevion, Toucey, Jones of Vircinia, and Martin. 

On Indian Uf rs—Messrs. Bell, McCarty, Eve- 
rett, Graham, Ashley, Haynes, Lyon, Hawes, 
and Chaney. 

On Military .1ffairs— Messrs. Johnson of Ken- 
tucky, Speight, Ward, Thomson of Ohio, Cof- 
fee, Bunch, McKay, Anthony, and Dromgoole. 

On the Mili.ia—Messrs. Glascock, Henderson, 
W. K. Fuller, Wagener, Calhoun of Massachu- 
setts, Joshua Lee of New York, Carter, Coles, 
Wiliams of Kentucky. 

On Nara! .fairs—Messrs. Jarvis, Milligan, 
Lansing, Reed, Grayson, Parker, Wise, Ash, 
and Grantlind. 

On Foreign .iffairs—Messrs. Mason of Vir- 
gima, Howard, Campbell, Cramer, Hamer, Al- 
lan of Kentucky, Parks, Cushing, and Jackson 
of Georgia, 

Qa tre Territories — Messrs. Patton, Potts, 
Brown, Fowler, Pickens, Sprague, Pearce of 
Maryland, Borden, and Montgomery. 

On Revolutionary Pensions—Messrs. Ward- 
wel, Læn of Tennessee, Lay, Janes, Storer, 
Morgan, Kingensmith, Bond, and Fry. 

Oa Tavalid Pensions—Messrs. Miller of Penn- 
syivania, Beale, Evans of Maine, Schenck, Tay- 
lor of New York, Harrison of Pennsylvania, 
Donvieday, Hoar, and Howell. 

On Revclutionary Claims—Messrs. Muhlen- 
berg, Crane, S:andefer, Turrill, Kinnard, Beau- 
mont, Crarz, Chapin, and Underwood. 

On Padlic Expenditures—Messrs. Page, Clarke 
of Poansyvlvana, MeLene, Mason of Maine, 
Deverey, Leonard, Haley, White, and Weeks. 

On Private Laad Claims—Messrs. Carr, Gal- 
brain, Patterson, Chambers of Pennsylvania, 


May, Garland of Virginia, Hammond, Hunts- ; 


man, and Lawler. 
On Manufactures— Messrs. J. Q. Adams, Den- 


ny, Dickerson, McComas, Webster, Gideon Lee, | 


Judson, Holsey, and Granger. 

On Aericulture—Messrs. Bockee, Bean, Roane, 
pai, Deserry, Dailey, Logan, Phelps, and 

hier. 

On Roads and Canals—Messrs. Mercer, Vinton, 
Renclicr, Lucas, Reynoldsof Ilinois, Hannegan, 
Steele, Jackson of Mnssachusetts, and Calhoon 
of Kentucky. 

On Recvisal and Unfinished Business—Messrs. 
Huntington, Mann of Pennsylvania, Mason of 
Ohio, Harlan, and Farlin. 

_ On .Tecounts—Messrs. Lee of New Jersey, 


Darlington, Hall of Mainc, Johnson of Virginia, 


and Turner of Maryland. 


On Expenditures in the Department of State— . 


Messrs. Augustine H. Shepperd, Calhoun of 
Massachusetts, Hunt of New York, Morris, and 
Sickles. . 


On the Expenditures in the Department of the . 
Treasury—Messrs.. Allen of Vermont, Harper, ` 


Bpangler, Russell, ind Barton. - 
On Expenditures in the Department of War— 

Messrs. Jones of Ohio, Bovee, Johnson of Vir- 

ginia, Love, aud Hubley. 

._ On Expe 

Messrs. Hall of Maine, Bloane, Seymour, Pet- 

tigrew, and Mason of New York. 

. On Expenditures in the Post Office Department— 

Mcssis. Hawes, Burns, Childs, Bailey of Maine, 

and Reynolds of New York. i 


nditures in the Navy ‘Department— H 


ll For John Shackford.....c00..cceseeee 0030 


Messrs. Darlington, Tazeltine, Pearee of Rhode 
Island, Galbraith, and Beale. 

Select Committee on the Rules of the House cf 
Representatires—Messrs.. Mann of New York, 
Jonn Q. Adams, Thomas, Willams of North ` 
Carolina, Cambreleng, Everett, Parks, Parker, 
and Chambers of Pennsylvania. 

Select Committee on the subject of the Northern 
Boundary of the State of Ohto—Mesers. John Q. 
Adams, Hardin, Patton, Pierce of New Hamp- 
shire, Haynes, Dickerson, McKay, Grayson, 
and Judson. 

MEMBERS QUALIFIED. 


Messrs. Winuiam J. Graves, of Kentucky,and ` 


Rice Garianp, of Louisiana, appeared, were 
qualified, and took their seats. 
NORTHERN BOUNDARY OF OHIO. 

Mr. HOWARD moved to reconsider the vote 
whereby the President’s message in relation to 
the northern boundary of the State of Ohio was 
referred to a select committee. 

On the suggestion of Mr H., the consideration 
of his motion was postponed until to-morrow. 

DEATH OF HON. ZALMON WILDMAN. 

Mr. HALEY. Mr. Speaker: It has become 
my painful duty to announce to this House the 
death of the Hon. Zatmon Wi_pMan, a member 
of Congress from the State of Connecticut. He 
came into this city in a very feeble state, but flat- 
tered himself that he was gaining strength, and 
was in hopes that he should be able to perform 
his duty asa member of this House; but soon 
took cold, which much affected him; not so much, 
however, as to prevent him from taking his seat 
on the first day of the session, after which his 
difficulties increased, with a pressure on his lungs, 
which resisted the force of medicine; and while 
having all the assistance that was thought calcu- 
culated to afford relief, he still sunk under the 
pressure of discase, and expired on the evening 
of the Lith instant, at about seven o’clock. : 

The acquaintance that I have had with my 
deceased colleague and friend, by reputation and 
otherwise, is such as to confirm the belief of his 
ability, his integrity, and uprightness. Asa judge 
of acourt, while he administered justice consci- 
entiously to all, the arm of charity was extended 
to the wants of his neighbor. 

Mr. H. concluded by asking leave to offer the 
following resolution: 


Resolre?, That the usual mark of respect be paid to the | 
memory of the deceased, by the members of the House 
Wearing crape on the left arm for thirty days. 


Which was unanimously adopted. 
DEATH OF HON. ELIAS K. KANE. 

A message was received from the Senate, by 
Mr. Lowry, their Secretary, announcing the 
decease of Ron. Ertas K. Kane, late a Senator 
of the United States from the State of Illinois, 
and that the funcral will take place from the Sen- 
ate Chamber this day at half past twelve o'clock; 
whereupon 

Mr. CASEY submitted a resolution, that the 
members of the House attend the funeral of Mr. 
Kawe; and, as a testimony of respect to the 


memory of the deceased, will go into mourning | 


for one month, by wearing crape on the leftarm; 
which, having becn unanimously adopted by the 
House, 

‘On motion of Mr. REYNOLDS, of Illinois, 
the House adjourned for the purpose of attending 
the funeral. 


IN SENATE, . 
Wenyespar,: December 15, 1835. 

Mr. Wessten, of Massachusetts, appeared tò- 
day, and took his scat. 

ELECTION OF SECRETARY. 

This being the day designated for the election 
of officers of the Senate, the Senate proceeded 
|. to ballot first for rater and on counting the 
ji ballots, it appeared that Walter Lowrie, havin 
| thirty votes, was unanimously reélected, The 
| oath of office was then administered to Mr. Low- 
tie by the Vice President. — 


SERGEANT-AT-ARMS AND DOORKEEPER. 


Í 
i. -On balloting for Sergeant-at-Arms and Door- i 
| keeper, the votes were as follows: 


TSS i j i 
On Expenditures on the Public Buildiags— | 
| 


For Edward Wyer. .cceecccces seer ee eee B 
For Mr. Haight........... 
so that John Shackford, having thirty votes, was 
duly elected. 
ASSISTANT DOORKEEPER. 

On balloting for an Assistant Doorkeeper, it 
appeared that there were 34 votes for Stephen 
Haight, and 4 scattering; so that Mr. Haight was 
duly reélected. 

The usual oath of office was then administered 
to Mr. Shackford and to Mr. Haight by the 
Vice President. 

| HOYT, SMITH AND SON. 

The CHAIR communicated a report from the 
Secretary of the Treasury, made in compliance 
with the resolution of the Senate of the 12th of 
February last; also a report relative to the com- 

romise of the claims of the United States against 
the firm of Hoyt, Smith & Son, made under the 
act of 15th June, 1832; both of which were laid 
on the table, and ordered to be printed. 

PRIVATE LAND CLAIMS IN MISSOURI. 

The CHAIR also communicated a report from 
the Commissioner of the General Land Office, 
with a record of two volumes, containing the final 
report of the Board of Commissiontrs appointed 
under the act for the adjustment of private land 
claims in Missouri; which was laid on the table. 

STANDING COMMITTEES 

The resolution submitted by Mr. GRUNDY, 
designating this day for the appointment of the 
standing committees, was, after being amended 
so as to set apart to-morrow for that object, con- 
sidered and agrecd to. 

PUBLIC DOCUMENTS. 

The resolution submitted by Mr. BENTON, 
for supplying certain officers of the Government 
with the bills and documents printed for the use 
of Congress, was, on motion by Mr. KING, of 
Alabama, laid on the table. 

VACANCY IN THE SENATE. 

Mr. ROBINSON submitted the following reso- 

lution, which was considered: 


Resolved, That the President of the United States be re- 
quested to notify the Executive of Minois of the death of 
the Hon. Extras K. Kane, late a Senator of the United States 
from that State. 


BOUNDARY LINE OF OHIO. 
On motion by Mr. BENTON, five hundred 


, extra copies of the President's message in rela- 


tion to the northeastern boundary line of the State 
of Ohio, were ordered to be printed for the use of 


_ the Benate.. `’ 


MICHIGAN SENATORS. 


On motion by Mr. MANGUM, the election of 
the select committee of five members to consider 
and report on the subject of the application of the 
Senators elect from- the State of Michigan, was 
further postponed until Thursday next. 

On motion by Mr. BENTON, the motion sub- 
mitted by him to extend the courtesy of the Sen- 
ate to the gentlemen elected as Senators from the 
State of Michigan, so far us to assign them seats 
on the floor, until the decision of the question of 
their admission as Senators, was considered. 

Mr. CLAY, for one, was not prepared to vote ° 
for this resolution. For what purpose (asked he) 

- were they to put those gentlemen on the floor? 
Not, he presumed, to take a part in the procced- 
ings of that body; not for the purpose of voting 
with them—certainly ‘not. Why, then, (asked 
he,)are we to admit them, and if admitted, to what 
extent would be their rights on that floor? Were 

_ they to be admitted in the private as well as pub- 

' lie sessions of the Senate; and if in private, ur der 

| what injunċtións? He was opposed to admittin 

. them on the floor oh principle, till it wes decided 

, that Michigan should be admitted into the Union. 
. But it had been asked to admit those gentlemen 
_ a8 an act of courtesy only. What courtesy? Be- 

| cause they were Senators from Michigan? We 

i could not otherwise (said Mr. Ç.) admit these 
, gentlemen on the ground of courtesy, than we 

, could admit any other gentlemen. He was op- 

|: posed to the resolution, because it would, in some 

:ı Measure, admit. them as Senators by implication, 
' and thus commit the Senate; and he was there- 
i fore opposed tó it, as ìt might seem to settle the 

| question of their admission as Senators. He was 

` willing to take up the case of Michigan, and 
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decide uponit,and whenhe detided upon it, decide 
also upon its necessary consequences, the ques- 
tion of the admission of those gentlemen. But 
(said he) let us decide first the previous question, 


and if we say that Michigan is to be admitted as ` 


a member of the Confederacy, with a right to 
send Senators here, those gentlemen will at once 
take their seats as their night. For the reasons 
he had given he was opposed to the resolution, 
and should vote against it. 

Mr. BENTON said he had not examined into 
the precedents, for the sake of which this subject 
was, on the last day of their session, laid over at 
the instance of the Senator from Ohio. He had 
not examined those precedents, for it did seem to 
him that ona question of mere courtesy it did not 
become the Senate of the United States to be fol- 
lowing recedents, but to make them. He did 
not think that when a mere question of what was 
decent and proper came before them, they ought 
to suspend their action until they looked into 
musty records for precedents. Whena gentleman 
brought a letter to him from a respectable source, 
he at Ieast asked him to take a seat until he read 
it; and here (said he) these gentlemen have brought 
a letter from a State, de facto, signed by a high 
official functionary, and we are to hesitate before 
we extend to them an act of common courtesy! 
By the principles laid down in the report of the 
case of the Benator from Rhode Island, these 
gentlemen had a right to this act of courtesy he 
asked for them, and to more—they had a right to 
all the privileges of Senators till the decision of 
the question of their admission; but he did not 
ask this much for them; he only asked that the 
gentlemen might, in common courtesy, be re- 


uested to take seats until their rights were | 


ecided upon. 


Had there been (he asked) a single instance 


since the formation of the Government, in which 

this courtesy had been refused to gentlemen 

coming from a new State? Were they to be con- 

fined to precedents; and if so, how far were they 

ie go back to look for them? What difficulty 
a 


there ever been experienced before in a case - 


of this nature? Had there been any attempt, on 


the part of any one thus admitted, to take partin ` 


debate? Had any one attempted to give a vote— 


to stand up when the votes were counted? Had | 
there been a single attempt to intrude into the | 
There had been |: 
none. Asgentlemen, they would, when the order | 


secret sessions of the Senate? 


was given to elear the galleries, go out; and if 


they did not, some one would give them a hint || 
But it had been said that the | 
adoption of the resolution would prejudge the © 
n into the Union; , 


to that effect. 


case of the admission of Michiga 
that the mere courtesy of asking the gentlemen 


to sit down, was to commit the Senate as to their | 
Are we of such treach- 
erous memories as not to recollect what took ' 
lace with regard to the admission of Missouri , 
Were the Senators from Mis- |; 
souri not sent back after having had seats assigned | 
them? Was there one single Senator influenced | 
in the vote he gave on that occasion by the fact, li 
that seats had been assigned to the Missouri `, 
Senators pending the question of their admis- :; 
sion? He (Mr. B.) was here as one of those | 
Senators, and was told by that accomplished `; 
gentleman and amiable man who then filled the ‘| 
chair [Mr. Gaitcarp] to take his seat; and he | 
(Mr. B.) had all the incidental privileges of a 


admission as Senators. 


into the Union? 


Senator extended to him. He had the right to 


frank documents to wherever he pleased; and he | 
had the privilege of using the stationery of the i 
Senate; notwithstanding the question of right | 
was decided against him and he was sent home. ; 
As to the question of the admission of Michigan, |; 
he, for one, remained not only uncommitted, but |: 


undecided as to the course he should take. 


Mr. CLAYTON said, it appeared to him that IE 


this was not like any of the cases that had oc- 
curred. There was one distinct difference pre- 
sented itself. The Territory of Michigan in- 


cluded x portion of the State of Indiana, as that | 
Territory had been laid off. This measure looked |; 
strongly as affecting the rights of Indiana. He | 


adverted to a portion of Illinois which went to 
Wisconsin under a former ordinance. But they 


were called upon to act on the grounds of cour- |; 
tesy. He would go as for in matters of polite- | 


nese as any gentleman. One of the Senators 
from IHinois was dead, and before takihg any 
measures on this subject, both her members 
ought to be present. The honorable gentleman 
says it is not the intention to admit them during 
exccutive sessions. 
so express it. If they could be admitted without 
infringing on the rights of Missouri, Winois, 
Ohio, of the Senate’ of the United States; he 
would be willing to extend the courtesy asked for. 

Mr. KING, of Alabama, said the object of this 
resolution is to admit persons to a seat on this 
floor. By a resolution adopted by the Senate, no 
person is entitled'to that privilege except the per- 
sons designated in it. He would have no objec- 
tion to these gentlemen taking seats outside of 


the bar, and hoped the gentleman from Missouri | 


would so modify his resolution as to permit them 
to take seats without the bar. 

The question was then taken on Mr. Bex- 
ron’s motion, and the subject was laid on the 
table. 

_BILL INTRODUCED ON LEAVE. 


Mr. PORTER, in pursuance of notice given, 


asked and obtained leave to introduce a bill to 
provide for the final adjustment of certain claims 
to lands therein mentioned; which was read, and 
ordered to a second reading. 


On motion of Mr. CLAY, tbe Senate adjourned. -| 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Tvcespar, December 15, 1835. 


The SPEAKER 
to-morrow, proceed to call for memorials and 
petitions from the several States and Territories. 


ELECTION OF OFFICERS. 


On motion by Mr. WHITTLESEY, the House 


pee to the election of the officers of the 
ouse. 


The following nominations for Sergeant-at- i 


Arms were made: 

. HAWES nominated Oliver Pease. 

. MERCER nominated Bernard Hooe. 

. HAYNES nominated William Robinson. 
. THOMAS nominated Roderick Dorsey. 
. STEELE nominated James P. Heath. 

. LOYALL nominated John J. Roane. 


. ASH nominated John T. Sullivan. 
Mr. McLENE nominated John A. Webber. 
Mr. LUCAS nominated David Saunders. 
Mr. BEALE nominated Thomas Sangster. 


Mr. BOULDIN nominated Thomas B. Ran- | 


dolph and George Grimes. f . 
Mr. HOPKINS nominated Hħrold Smyth. 


Mr. DARLINGTON nominated Robert Beal. | 
After the first ballot, Mr. PEARCE, of Rhode | 
Island, nominated Mr. D. A. A. Buck, of Ver- |; 


mont, 
Messrs. Mercer, Hawes, Haynes, THOMAS, 
and STEELE, were appointed tellers. i 


BALLOTS : 
Names of Candidates. [st 2d. | 3d. | 4th. 5th.| 6th)! 7th. . 
ve SE baie a eal 
Pease.. esse] 34; 45| 61| 75| 79| 89| 92 | 
Hooe......- col 7) 5| 2) 2) 2) -|= 
Robinson. +; 17) 19) 16 9, 5: 2) 2 
Dorsey. | 19} 24} 29} 39! 71! 110! 122 
Heath. q 16} 37] J4 uj 2i 1l- 

: Roane. «| 20) 2| 21| 13; 5j i; - 
Lindsie eel 30) 31; 33| 28. 4; 1 
Sullivan H 23| 29) 28) 201 8 1 
Webber 16 4) afee foe F 
Saunders | Bl - | =| - toes 
Sangster......+ssseeees ; 2] 2) 1l- |- 
Randolph....-eeeeee), 3j 2) 2 2 1-1. - 

3| al ajia al - 

el 9f 7) 3- j-]-i-~ 
Jaj af dpe p- j=.) - 
| | A Seca. 
a| 3} 9) a) 2| - 

-j3 -| 1 -|2 

ii Whole number of votes. | 208 | 224 2151219 217 | 220 | 220 
Pe CEEE E OE AR SET p E SE 
Necessary to 2 choice... 105; 113 108 | 110/199| 111| 211 | 


ano 


Mr. “Roderick Dorsey, of. Maryland, having 
on the seventh ballot received a majority of all 


‘ing Mr. Overton Carr, Doorkeeper, an 
i W. Hunter; Assistant Doorkeeper. 

If so, the resolution should ` 
‘men named, but where there was competition it 


. PARKER nominated Abraham P. Linds- } 


the votes given, was declared duly elected Ser- 


geant-at-Arms. 
Mr. BOCKEE submitted a resolution, appoint- 
John 


Mr. HAWES had ‘no objection to the gentle- 


was usuat te ballot for those officers. Under- 
standing that there would be competition for the 
place of Assistant Doorkeeper, he hoped the re- 
sohation would be so modified as to except the 
latter officer. — 

Mr. McCARTY moved an adjournment, which 
was carried. 

The House then adjourned. 


IN SENATE. 
T TuEsDAY, Decemher 16, 1835. 
Messrs. Catuoun and Preston, of South Car- 
olina, appeared and took their seats. 
‘COURTS IN ALABAMA. 
Mr. KING, of Alabama, gave notice that he 
would to-morrow ask leave to introduce a bill 


providing for the better organization of the dis- 
trict courts of the United States for the district 


| of Alabama. : 


` STANDING COMMITTEES. 


In pursuance of the resolution adopted yester- 
day, the Senate proceeded to the appointment of 


| its standing committees, and the ballotings re- 
å i sulted as follows: 
ve notice that he would, on |: . 


For chairman of the Committee on Foreign 
Relations, 42 votes were given; necessary to a 


| choice, 22; of which—. 


Mr. Clay received, ..ecesccscssecceteveend 
Mr. King, of Alabama... 
Mr. King, of Georgia......scseeoeeeeres Q 
Mr. Leigh ...esesseeeeeeeee 
Mr. Buchanan.. 
Mr. Cray was accordingly elected. 
For chairman of the Committee on Finance, 
43 votes were given; necessary to a choice, 22; 


sr ececccse recoded 


sooccceccee L 


i of which— 


Mr. Webster received. css. escee eee eee 0 25 
Mr. Wright.sessassssasunessoecereeso eT 
Mr. King, of Georgia.. ...e.eseesreosee L 


Mr. Wessrer was accordingly elected. 
For chairman of the Committee on Commerce, 


‘| 43 votes were given; necessary to a choice, 22; 


| of which— ; 
Mr. Davis received ....eseeseeoesee eee. 22 
Mr. Hill... EET Iiae eennoetee Lk 
Mr. King, of Alabama...... ERT ene 
Mr. Tyler. .ssceeeserse eee eeeee esauen 
Mr. Ewing......- seseo eoveccosees eee l 
Mr. Davis was accordingly elected. 


For chairman of -the Committee on Manufac- 


| tures, 43 votes-were given; necessary to a choice; 
: d “11 98; of which— . 
The following exhibits the result of the several 


Mr. Knight received. seseeseesoceeeee 22 
Mr. Wall..... snanar RA eevee lB 
Mr. Buchanan. esas...» 
Mr. Morris. pesseseceo E E E E i 


Mr. Knıcnr was accordingly elected. 


eesesesosasoseso 2 


For chairman of the Committee on Agriculture, 


| 43 votes were given; necessary to a choice, 22; 


< of which— 

‘| Mr. Brown received... ...e.seoseeeesee. 20 
Mr. Tipton .....-sseeeeeres soscoseceeeld 
Mr. Pill. .ocecsscscecsesecscescscscioes L 
Me.- Kents. cccccecsccevicccccccesoese | 


Blank vse cceccecccsscvsesccssscsccroee I 
Mr. Brown was accordingly elected. 


For chairman of the Committee on Military 


Affaire, 41 votes were given; necessary to a 


choice, 21; of which— 


Mr: Benton receivod..seeescceecees cece 29 
Nir, Wah .ressesevesreseosecssccooooo 3 
Mr. Preston. seeeererswereesedeseoreeen" 
Mr. Goldsborough .«.....-.. 
Mr. Tipton. s.ceaseeecececarcoreccrces! 1 
Blanks .. 
Mr., Benton was accordingly elected. , 

For chairman of the Committee on the Militia, 


ere ed 


ewe cerre er nereresareesese oooeee 


ef 


39 votés were given; necessary to a choice, 20; 
of which— l 

Mr. Robinson received... «ee es. ee seee o e86 

Mii Goldsborough. .eseeeseeeeseeeeeeee 1 

BlankS..essnssocecoeesnoaoognesooeaoso | 
. Mr. Rosinson was accordingly elected. |: 

For chairman of the Committee on Naval Af- | 
fairs, 43 votes were given; necessary to a choice, 
29; of which— 

Mr. Southard received... eseese seee o e.25 

Mr. Tallmadge... .s..eessseseeececeee.lT 

Mr. Shepley. ..sscseececwecsesceesecee I 

Mr. Sovtnarp was accordingly elected. i 

For chairman of the Committee on Public ' 
Lands, 43 votes were given; necessary to a 
choice, 22; of which— 

Mr. Ewing received. ....scseeeeeereeee 24 

Mr. Morris. ....cccescceccenssceneevecdd 

Mr. McKean... cccscencssccsscccceccce 

Mr. Grundy....e.cccceecsccsssccreccee bo 

Mr. Linn... sce ececeeess 
Mi. Ewine was accordingly elected. 
. For chairman of the Committee on Private | 
Land Claims, 42 votes were given; necessary to | 
a choice, 22; of which— | 

Mr. Black received... sesssossesoesoeoo e24 

Mors Limra seess sesesap ae eones Sl 

Mr. Tyler... esosreesssessoeersenecese l 
. Mr. Braur was accordingly elected. 

For chairman of the Committee on Indian Af- 
fairs, 38 votes were given; necessary to a choice, 
20; of which— : 

Mr. White received. s. sss. cess ee cee eve 36 

Mr. Cuthbertsssvesevecsssacccencgesses È 


Blank vee eee Rew erev eens eaeeereeoreers 1 


Mr: Wirre was accordingly clected. 


| 


| 


1 
ji 
1 
t 
| 
i 
t 


l 


votes were given; necessary to a choice, 21; of | 


Mr. Nandain received.......e eee ee eee QE 
Mr. Shepley. .e...scesecceecceccccceeeddld 
Mr. Hendricks... ce cccecceseevecceeeens I 


| 


{ 


Me, Hil esinen sses e irre sssni t li 


Aie Walleciaiinceseeccisecs cedok snan L 
Mir. Prentiss. sne risreoseansseosa sans L 
Mr. Tipton. sssessessreesssesroeeeeesn Í 


. Mr. Navpain was accordingly elected. 


‘For chairman af the Committee on the Judi- | 
ciary, 41 votes were given; necessary to a choice, | 
213 of. which—.. f - 


ji 
My 


| 
| 
‘| 


1, On Manwfectures—Messrs. Kni 
|, Morris, Prentiss, and Hendricks. 


i to-niorrow, he would therefore mo 


THD CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE 


Mr. Tyler received. ..sesosassoseceeoe. 23 
Mr. King, of Georgia.. .seesseeeessseee.l5 
Mr. Shepley aseseseeesesesseneseese 1 


Mr. Tyrer was accordingly elected. 


For chairman of the Committee on Revolution- : 
ary Claims, 40 votes were given; necessary to a 
choice, 21; of which— 

Mr. Moore received. «cssccecssceeseees al 

Mr. Hubbard... .cccacccescccccccnseeoeld | 

Mr. Leigh ...s:ccceececsscecsccceerree Í 

Mr. Shepley...-sssseccessceecnercceee Í i 

Mr. Wright. .eessesssecseoseeeeeresse I 
= Mr. McKean. ..cccesccccsscecereceeees 1 

Mr. Hil. sess cece coer cnc ncecseceee L 


Mr. Moore was accordingly elected. i 


For chairman of the Committee on the Contin- 


nt Expenses of the Senate, 40 votes were given; l 
lj 


I 


e 
necessary to a choice, 21; of which— 


Mr. McKean received. ...eseseceerer ee 22 
Mr. Ruggles. ..sesseeeeeeeeetecseces old 
Mr. Knight .......sseccecccceseectcsee 3 
Mr. Morris .....00 cee ccesecccrscesceee È 


Mr. MeKeaw was accordingly elected. 


For chairman of the Committee on Engrossed | 
Bills, 38 votes were given; necessary to a choice, | 
20; of which— | 

Mr. Shepley received.. seses enceceoe e. 22 

Mr. McKean...ec ices cesee ces crecce l3 

Mr. Ruggles......csececceesesceceessee 2 

Mr, Hubbard .....0 gee beccscscccesevcee l 


Mr. Sugere was accordingly elected. 

The ballotings for the remaining members of | 
the standing committees resulted in the choice of | 
the following gentlemen: . i i 

On Foreign. Relations—Messrs. King of Geor- 
gia, Tallmadge, Mangum, and -Porter. 

On Finanee—Messrs. Cuthbert, Wright, Tyler, 
‘and Mangum. 

On Commerce—Messrs. Davis, Goldsborough, 

' Tomlinson, McKean, and Linn. 


oe 


i 
i 
| 


i 


When the VICE PRESIDENT , announced 


i; the result of the balloting. for the Committee on |; 


Manufactures, i 
Mr. CLAY rose and said, the balloting was a 


' very fatiguing process, and he presumed no one 
i; felt it more so than the Presiding Officer. Al- , 
‘| though a necessary, it.was nevertheless a yery | 


tedious process, and would probabiy occupy the 
Senate till four o’clock before they got through. 
As the Senate would. not have a great déal'to do 
ve to adjourn; 
which was agreed to. i i 


H 


| Deberry, Dickerson, Doubleday, Dromgoole, Duntap, 


© ard, Line 


ght, Ruggles, 


December 16; 


Mr. BOON called for the reading of the memo- 
rial; which was done accordingly. 
Mr. SLADE then moved that the memorial be 


printed. f i : 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of North Carolina, called 
for a division of the question to print and lay on 
the table. . val 

Mr. MASON, of Virginia, asked for the yeas 


| 
] 
i 
i 
| 
| 
| 
i 


and nays on the motion to print; which were 


: also ordered. F 
The question was then taken on the motion to 


: lay the memorial on the table; and decided in the 


| afirmative—yeas 180, nays 31; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Chilton Allan, Anthony, Ash, Ashley, 

: Bailey, Barton, Beale, Bean, Beardsley, Beaumont, Bell, 
Bockee, Bond, Boon, Bouldin, Bovee, Boyd, Brown, Bu- 
chanan, Bunch, Burns, John Culhoon, Cambreleng, Camp- 


“bell, Carr, Carter, Casey, George Chambers, John Cham- 


: bers, Chaney, Chapman, Chapin, Claiborne, Coffee, Coles, 
Connor, Corwin, Craig, Cramer, Crane, Cushman, Davis, 
ner, Everett, Fairfield, Fartin, Forester, Fowler, French; 

. Fry, Phio C. Fuller, William K. Fuller, Galbraith, James 

: Garland, Rice Gartand, Gillet; Glascock, Graham, Granger, 

, Grantland, Graves, Grayson, Griffin, Haley, Joseph Hall, 


li Hammond, Hannegan, Hard, Hardih, Harlin, Samuel 8, 


Harrison, Albert G. Harrison, Hawes, Hawkins, Haynes, 


: Hoar, Hopkins, Howard, Howell, Hunt, Huntington, Hanjs- 


man, Ingersoll, Ingham, Jabez Jackson, Jarvis, Joseph 
' Johnson, Richard M. Johnson, Cave Johnson, Henry Jobn- 
i son, Benjamin Jones, John W. Jones, Judson, Kennon; 


i, Kilgore, Kinnard, Klingensmith, Lane, Lansing, Lawler, 


Luwrence, Lay, Gideon Lee, Joshua Lee, Luke Lea, Leon- 
oln, Logan, Loyall, Lucas, Lyon, Abijah Mann, 
. Job Mann, Martin, John Y. Mason, William Mason, Moses 
- Mason, Sampson Mason, Maury, May, McComas, McKay, 
|. McKeon, McKim; Mereer, Milligan, Morgan, Muhlenburg, 
| Owens, Page, Parks, Patterson, Franklin Pieree, James A. 
` Pearce, Pettigrew, Phelps, Phillips, Pickens, Pinckney, 
Reed, Joha Reynolds, Joseph Reynolds,. Ripley, Roane, 
| Robertson, Seymour, Shepard, Shepperd, Shields, Shinn, 
' Sickles, Spangler, Steele, Stor.: Sutherland, Taliaferro, 
| Taylor, Thomas; Joha Thomeon, Waddy Thanpson, T'ou- 
cey, Towns, Turner, Turrill, Underwood, Vanderpoel, Vin- 
«ton, Wagener, Ward, Webster, Wecks, White, Lewis 
l! Williams, Sherrod Williams, and Wize—180. 
NAYS—Messrs. John Quincy Adams, Heman Alien, 
Banks, Borden, Briggs, William B. Calhoun, Clark, Cawsh- 
ing, Darlington, Evans, George Grennell, Hijand Hall, Har- 
1, per, Hazeltine, Henderson, Heister. Hubley, William Jack: 
| son, Janes, Laporte, Love, Morris, Parker, Dutee J. Penrce, 
Potts, Bussell, Slade, Sloane, Sprague, Wardwell, and 
Whittlesey—31. 
So the memorial was- laid onthe table. 
. Mr. SLADE said he had asked for the. print- 
` ing of the memorial, because he was sure that 
i Very many gentlemen who had voted to lay it on 
i the table were favorably inclined in regard to the 
| subject it prayed for, and were not, perhaps, dis- 
i; tinctly aware.of its object. It was well known 
|i that memorials of the same character had. been 
i presented to Congress for along time. The sub- 
| ject was one confessedly of great importance, of 
: great national ‘impertance, and,one im regard to 


Mr. Clayton received. cess cecee cece ee node 
Mr; Buchanan. si cc cccccc ess eccesec ees 16 
Mr: Shepley... ccs ccceiscccetecseseees | 
Blank... were eee dee pee see e ssbb vacerecers 2 
Mr. CLarton was accordingly elected. 
- Fer chairman of the Committee on the Post 
Office and Post Roads, 36 votes were given; neces- , 
sary to a choice, 19; of which— 
Mr. Grundy: received. .....- eee cee. 00085 
Mr: Davise ce ccere css ceseccveecssesees l 
Mr: wing... 
Mri Manaus eevee cenveeevencesseeces I 
Mr. Tomlinson: ..ssescsevessecseseeeys l 
„Mr. Wall. ccccn ccs cccncsecteacsscacsens Í 


ABA IVC sis Ate siniecslerg tie sess 6,0 6% ei0.0- seen scene Â 
Mr. Grunpy was accordingly elected. 


For chairman of the Committee on Roads and 
Canals, 40 votes were given; necessary to a choice, 
215 of which— 

Mr. Hendricks received. ....a esee ee esee 39 
Mr. Robinson seseonssesossesseames L 
Mr. Henparexs was accordingly elected. 

-: For'¢chairman of the Committee on Pensions, 
4lovotes were given; necessary to-a ‘choice, 21; | 
of which— 

Mr. Tomlinson received. s.scseeeveeee os 

Mr. Brown... scnccccesccaprescsseeccl® 

Mr. Prentiss... c,.csscccccevscessseece l 

Mr, Shepley POC ere eee ase VOR eee reerere 1 


Mr. ‘Fomurysow was aceordingly elected. 


‘For chairman of the Committee for the District 


of Columbia, 39 votes were given; necessary toa 
shvice, 20; of which— ° 


i which, whatever might be the feelings, or what- 
| ever might be the prejudices of gentlemen, they 
: 3 | ought to desire to be informed, and to act under- 
HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. standingly. He thought, therefore, in reference 

| to the importance of the question, the memorial 


Wepnespay, December 16, 1835. ` i; should be printed; and he also thought ao in ref- 


The Senate adjourned. 


orsey, the Sergeant-at-Arms elect, at- | 


i 
feweeteedeveseoveucess L | i 


MEMORIALS, PETITIONS, ETC. 


Petitions and memorials were presented b 
; Messrs. EVANS, JARVIS, HALL 
© and FAIRFIELD, of Maine. ` 
; Mr. FAIRFIELD presented the petition of one ` 
< hundred and seventy-two ladies residing in his ` 
: district, praying the abolition of slavery in the | 
i, District of Columbia, and moved that it be re-' 
| ferred to the Committce on the District of Co- ' 
i lumbia. ; 
In presenting this petition, Mr. F. remarked || 
that he did not desire to be understood as fav 
the views of the petitioners. 
Mr. CRAMER moved to lay the petition on 
the table; which was agreed to. . Í 
- Mr. FAIRFIELD presented a similar petition | 
from one hundred and seventy-two gentlemen i 
residing in his district; which fe moved to lay ! 
on the table. i 
Mr. MASON, of Virginia, remarked, that in | 
order to obtain a distinct expression of the House | 
on Hike asst he would move that the question | 
on laying this petition on the table be taken by | 
: yeas and nays. Ordered. ss ” 


| 


1 
i 


the Abolition Society, who never did belong, and 
who probably-never ‘would belong to that society, 


zg 


1885. doce uy i 
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but who, at the same time, felt deeply impressed | 
with the conviction that Congress had the right i 
to legislate upon this subject within the District | 
of Columbia, and to blot out the foul stain of the | 
slave trade within the District, There were vast 
numbers who never did belong to the Abolition ; 
Society, but who came there with their earnest 
poo to abolish the slave trade within the 
istrict. 

The SPEAKER reminded the gentleman from 
Vermont, that the merits of the question could 
not be gone into upon a mere motion to print, 

Mr. SLADE would conclude by calling the 
attention of the House to one fact. [t would be 
remembered that, as long ago as 1828, a memorial 
of precisely the same character with this was pre- 
sented from the district itself, signed by about 
cleven hundred citizens of the district, many of 
whom he personally knew, and who would nat 
be accused of fanaticism; and a year ago, upon 
the motion of a respectable member from New 
Hampshire, now in another branch of this Legis- 
lature, (Mr. Hussarp,] that petition was called 
up and ordered to be printed. Now, if any gen- 
tleman would take the pains to examine it, they 
would find stronger language in that petition, and 
that the memorialists took stronger ground than 
was taken in the memorial then before the House, 
and he thought this fact might be urged in favor 
of the application that this memorial should be 
printed. 

Mr. VANDERPOEL remarked, that inasmuch 
as the memorial had been audibly read by the 
Clerk, and the contents of it were now well un- 
derstood by every member of the House, and as 
the motion to print was debatable, and the debate 
now commenced was very unprofitable, and 
would, ini all probability, if not arrested, consume 
the day, he would move to lay the motion to print 
on the table; and ppon that motion he called the . 
yeas and nays, which were ordered by the House. : 

The question was then taken, and decided as 
follows: yeas 168, nays 50. ' 

YEAS—-Messre. Chitton Allan, Anthony, Ach, Ashley, 
Bailey, Barton, James M. H, Beale, Bean, Beardsley, Beau- 
mont, Bell, Bockee, Bond, Boon, Bouldin, Boyce, Boyd, 
Brown, Buchanan, Bunch, Burns, John Calhoon, Cambre- 
leng, Campbell, Carr, Casey, Chambers, Chaney, Chapman, || 
Chapin, Claiborne, Cleveland, Cofive, Coley, Connor, . | 
Craig, Cramer, Crane, Cu hman, Davis, Deberry, Dicker- :: 
son, Doubleday, Dromgoole, Dunlap, Effuer, Fairfield, Far- |! 
lin, Forester, French, Fry, Philo C. Fuller, William K. 
Fuller, James Garland, Rice Garland, Gillet, Glascock, | 
Graham, Grantland, Graves, Grayson, Griffin, Haley, Jo- 
seph Hall, Hamer, Hammond, IManncgan, Hardin, Harlan, | 
Albert G. Harrison, Hawes, Thuvking, Hayne:, Hopkins, | 
Howard, Howell, Huntington, Huntsman, Ingham, Joseph || 
Jackson, Jarvis, Joseph Jebneon, Richard M. Jolmson, : : 
Cave Johneon, Henry Johnson, John W. Jones, Benjamin 
Jones, Judson, Kennon, Kilgore, Kinnard, Klingensmith, | 
Lane, Lansing, Laporte, Lawler, Gideon Lee, Joseph i 
Lee, Luke Lea, Leonard, Logan, Loyall, Lucas, Lyon, `; 
Abijah Mann, Joel Mann, Martin, John Y. Mason, William 
Mason, Moses Mason, Samp oa Mason, Maury, May, |’ 
McComas, McKay, McKeon, McKim, McLane, Mercer, '' 
Montgomery, Muhlenberg, Owens, Page, Parks, Patterson, 
Patton, Franklin Pierce, James A. Pearce, Pettigrew, | 
Phelps, Pickens, Piackney, John Reynolds, Joseph Rey- 
nolds, Ripley, Roane, Robertson, Rogers, Schenck, Bey- 
mour, William B. Shepard, Augustine H. Shepperd, Shields, H 
Shinn, Sickles, Smith, Spangler, Standefer, Steele, Storer, i 
Sutherland, Taliaferro, Taylor, Thomas, John Thomson, |, 
Toucey, Towns, Turner, Turrill, Underwood, Vanderpool, 
Wagener, Ward, Washington, Weeks, White, Lewis Wil- ‘ 
lams, Sherrod Wiliama, and Wise—168. i 

NAYS—Messrs. John Q. Adams, Heman Alten, Banks, | 

Borden, Briggs, William B. Calhoun, Carter, George Cham- 
bers, Childs, Clark, Corwin, Cushing, Darlington, Evans, : 
Everett, Galbraith, Granger, Grennell, Hiland Halt, Hard, | 
Harper, Hazeltine, Henderson, Heister, Hoar, Hubley, | 
Hunt, Ingersoll, William Jackson, Janes, Lawrence, Lay, | 
Lincoln, Love, Milligan, Morris, Parker, Dutee J. Pearce, | 
Phillips, Potts, Reed, Russell, Slade, Sloane, Sprague, Vin- | 
ton, Wardwell, Webster, and Whittlesey—30. i 
So the motion to print was laid on the table. 


by 
Messrs. SMYTH and PARKS, of Maine; i 
.Mr. CUSHMAN, of New Hampshire; | 
Messrs. GRENNELL, BRIGGS, ADAMS, į 
PHILLIPS, LAWRENCE, and CALHOUN, | 
of Massachusetts; . | 
{[Mr. JOHN Q. ADAMS, on leave, submitted || 
the following resolution, which, under the rule, || 
lies one day on the table: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of War be directed to report | 
te this House a statement of the names of all the pension- | 
ers for services during the Revolutionary war, pensioned | 
under the act of Congress of }&th March, 1513, whose names | 
were struck off the list by vittue of the actof ist March, | 


Rhode Island, referred to the Committee on Elec- 


| Wednesda 


1820, specifying those restored to pensions by the act of Ist |! 


March, 1823, or aince again persioned under the act o | 
15th May, 1628, the act of ith June, 1832, or any other act | 
of Congress subsequent to that of Ist May, 1820 5] | 


Mr. PEARCE, of Rhode Island; 


ticut; 

Messrs, ALLEN, EVERETT, and HALL, 
of Vermont. 

Messrs. WABRBDWELL, CAMBRELENG, 
VANDERPOEL, DOUBLEDAY, LEONARD, 
HARD, BROWN, McKEON, GILLET, TAY- 
LOR, WARD, GRANGER, HUNT, P. C. 
FULLER, LANSING, BEARDSLEY, TUR- 
RILL, and LEE, of New York; 

(Mr. WARD presented the petitions of Jona- 
than Ward and Samuel ‘Youngs; which were 
referred to the Committee on Revolutionary 
Claims ;} : 

Messrs. PARKER and DICKERSON, of New 
Jersey. . 

(My. DICKERSON presented certain joint 
resolutions of the Legislature of New Jersey, 
instructing their Senators in Congress to vote for 
expunging the resolutions of the Senate of the 
United States condemning the President of the 
United States. Also, instructing the Senators, 
and requesting the Representatives in Congress 
from New Jersey, to vote against the United 
States Bank, &c.; which having been read, were, 
on Mr. D.’s motion, laid on the table, aad ordered 
to be printed; 

Messrs. CHAMBERS, BANKS, ASH, AN- 
THONY, FRY, HARPER, BEAUMONT, 
SUTHERLAND, and INGERSOLL, of Penn- 
sylvanie; 

Mr. MILLIGAN, of Delaware; 

Messrs. HOWARD, STEELE, MeKIM, and 
WASHINGTON, of Maryland; 

Messrs. ROBERTSON, BOULDIN, CRAIG, 
McCOMAS, MERCER, WISE, LOYALL, 
TALIAFERRO, JOHNSON, GARLAND, LU- 
CAS, MASON, HOPKINS, and PATTON, of 
Virginia; 

Messrs. A. H. SHEPPERD, and W. B. SHEP- 
ARD, of North Carolina; 

Messrs. HAYNES, OWENS, and COFFEE, 
of Georgia; 

Messrs. ALLAN, BOYD, JOHNSON, and 
UNDERWOOD, of Kentucky; 
Messrs JOHNSON, DUNLAP, HUNTS- 
MAN, LEA, and Mr. Speaker POLK, of Ten- 
nessee. 

(The SPEAKER presented the memorial of Mr. 
David Newland, of North Carolina, contesting '' 
the election of the Hon. James Granam as a |; 


- member of the House of Representatives, which, | 
' together with various documents on the same | 
| 


subject, were, on motion of Mr. Pearce, of | 
tions.} | 
Among the petitions presented and referred on 
were the following: , 
Mr. MAY presented petitions from sundry in- ;, 


‘ habitants of Jo Daviess and Cook counties, pray- |. 


ing indemnity for property lost and destroyed | 
during the late Indian disturbances. T 

Also, the petition of James Adams for remuncra- 
tion on account of sacrifices and losses sustained |, 
during the late war. oh 

Also, the memorial of Josetta Beaubien, pray- |) 
ing permission to surrender to the United States | 
two sections of land reserved to her under the || 
treaty of 1832, made with the Pottawatomie In- : 
dians, and to locate a like quantity of land else- | 
where in the State of Illinois, in licu thereof. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Indiana, presented the petition 
and vouchers of Colonel Francis Vigo, of Knox 
county, Indiana. 

Mr. ASHLEY, of Missouri, presented the | 
following: 

Memorials of the Legislature of Missouri in | 
relation to the establishment of hospitals on the | 
western waters; à 

Respecting trade with the Mexican provinees; 

Asking a grant of five hundred thousand acres 
of land to the State of Missouri; 

Asking Congress to. authorize a change in the | 
application of money arising out of the sale of | 
lands appropriated for the support of a seminary į; 
of learning in Missouri; 

Recommending the establishment of a new land 
district south of the Missouri river; 


| 


| 


Asking the extension of the Cumberland road 
to the seat of government of Missouri; 
To grant the right of preémption to settlers 


i the public lands; 
_ Measrs. INGHAM and JUDSON, of Connec- ` upon the public 


| for the presen 


l 
i 


l; sections of the 


To improve the navigation of the Missouri and 
Mississippi rivers; 

The petition of A. Brazeau, praying the con- 
firmation of a tract of land; 

John Mulanphy’s heira, praying the copfirma- 
tion of twenty-two (22) tracts of land; 

Petition of Joseph Barclay, praying an act for 
the adjustment of his claim for military services; 
Of George Elliot, for a pension; : 

Margaret Carter, for a grant of land in consid- 
eration of the services of her late father; 

Of Richard Brumfield, for a pension; 

Of sundry citizens of Clay county, Missouri, 
in relation to Indian affairs, and for the protec- 
tion of the western fronticr; 

Of David Browning and Jonathan Boon, to cor- 
rect. errors committed in the purchase of lands; 

Of James Alexander, Ira Nash, and Ira O’Ban- 
non, for remuneration for Indian depredations; 

Of Isaac Rutland, for remuneration for propert 
destroyed by the enemy daring the late war wit 
Great Britain; 

. Of Isaac Piggot, for compensation for the mili- 
tary services of his late father in the army of the 
Revolution; : 


Of Thomas Riddick’s heirs, praying the con- 
firmation of a tract of land; 

Of Joseph Garner, for compensation for his ser- 
vices while acting as clerk of a court under the 
territorial government of Missouri; 

Sundry petitions of citizens of the counties of 
Boon, Gallaway, Morgan, St. Charles, Monroe, 
Cooper, Pitts, Washington, Ripley, Lafayette, 
Saline, and Jefferson, in Missouri, praying the 
establishment of new post routes; 

Anda resolution of the Legislature of Missonri, 


: approving of the* official conduct of the President 
of the United States; 


Messrs. WHITTLESEY, STORER, KEN- 


: NON, CRANE, and MASON, of Ohio; 


(Mr. HAMER rose and remarked, thatas he was 


| absent from his seat when the question was taken 


on the motion of the gentleman from Maine, rela- 
tive to the memorial on the abolition of slavery in 
the District of Columbia, he now asked leave of 
the House to record his. vote thereon; which was 
objected to; 

{Me. HALSEY, of Georgia, who was also ab- 
sent, made a similar motion, which being objected . 
to, he moved to suspend the rules of the House to 
enable him to record his vote; but at the request 
of Mr. Lane, of Indiana, he withdrew his motion 

Messrs. JO 


t; 
a the SON and GARLAND, of Lou- 
isiana; 
Messrs. LANE, DAVIS, and KINNARD, of 


{ndiana; 

[Mr. LANE presented the petition of Enoch 
Blasdell for a pension; of Richard Oliver for a 
pension; of Stephen Green and others, of Swit- 
zerland county, praying the passage of a law di- 
recting more specifically the manner of dividin 

ublic lands; of the citizens o 
Ripley and Dearborn counties, for the establishing 


: a post office from Aurora b Wilmington to Na- 


poleon; of the citizens of Ripley and Dearborn 
counties, for a post route from Versailles to Rising 
Sun, thence to Burlington;]} 

[Mr. KINNARD presented the petition of Jacob 
Shencle,. of Marion county, Indiana, praying 


|, compensation for military services during the late 


war} 

Also, of Aaron D. Foster, a soldier of the late 
war, praying to be placed on the invalid pension 
roll; 

Also, of John H. Newland, a soldier of the 
late war, praying to be placed on the invalid pen- 
sion roll; . 

Also, of James Calvin, a soldier of the late 
war, praying to be placed on the invalid pension 
roll; 

Also, of William J. Poscy, a soldier of the late 
war, for compensation for a horse lost in the ser- 
vice of the United States; 

Also, of Scioto Evans, for compensation for a 
horse lost in the service of the United States, in 
the late war with the Indians on the frontiers of 
Michigan and Illinois; 
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Also, several petitions for the establishment of 
post routes; 


Also, the petitions of Archibald Small and of 


Daniel Smith, praying that land patents may is- ; 


sue to them respectively: . 

Also, the petitions of John Griffith, and of 
Obadiah Turpin, to be placed on the pension roil 
on account ef revolutionary services; 

Also, the petition of James Calvin, a soldier 
of the Inte war, praying to be placed on the inva- 
lid pension roll; 


Also, the petition of the Leavenworth and In- | 


dianapolis Railroad Company asking certain priv- 
Ueges; 

Also, the petition of the inhabitants of the 
seminary township in the county of Monroe, 
fora grant of lands in leu of the sixteenth sec- 
tion in said township; 

Also, the petition of the heirs of Humphrey 
Barret, praying compensation for certain proper- 
ty employed in the public service during the rev- 
oi tionary war;} 

Messrs. MAY, REYNOLDS, and CASEY, of 
IHlinois; 

(Mr. REYNOLDS said: Mr.Speaker, at the last 
Congress E had the honor to present a memorial 
of the General Assembly of the State of Illinois, 

raying a continuation of the national road from 

yandalia west to Alton, in the State of Illinois. 
1 move that the said memorial, now on file in the 
Clerk’s office, be referred to the Committee on 
Roads and Cana!s; which was agreed to; 

Messrs. CHAPMAN and LYON, of Alabama; 

Mr. ASHLEY, of Missouri; 

Mr. JONES, of Michigan Territory; 

Mr. SEVIER, of Arkansas; 

Mr. WHITE, of Florida: 

Which petitions and memorials were referred 
to appropriate committees. 

SLAVERY IN DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 

Mr. HALSEY then renewed his motion to 
suspend the rules of the House to enable him to 
record his vote in reference to the memorial on 
the abolition of slavery in the District of Colum- 
bia; which was negatived. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 


The SPEAKER presented sundry communica- ` 


tions to the House. 
I. From the Secretary of the Treasury, com- 


municatinga compromise with Thomas H| Smith, `, 


as authorized by the act of June, 1832; which 
was laid on the table, and ordered to be printed. 


II. From the First Comptroller, transmitting a `! 


statement of unsettled accounts for three years; 
which was laid on the table, and ordered to be 


printed. 

HI. From the inte? of the Treasury, in 
answer to a resolution of the House of the dd of 
March last, relative to the levee on the Mississip- 
pi river; which was referred to the Committee on 


Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. 


IV. From the Commissioner of the General ' 


Land Office, relative to the reports of the Board 
of Commissioners upon certain claims to land in 
Missouri; which was laid on the table. 


tinted. 

XI. From the Clerk of the House of Repre- 
sentatives, transmitting the disbursements, &c., 
of the contingent fund of the House: which was 
laid on the table, and ordered to be printed. 

XU. From the Treasurer of the United States, 
a report pursuant to the act of 1789, in reference 
to the settlement of certain public accounts, &c.; 
which was laid on the table, and ordered to be 
printed. 


MICHIGAN MEMBER. 


XUI. From Mr. Isaac E, Crary, transmitting | 
his credentials as a member of the House of 
Representatives from the State of Michigan, 

Mr. BEARDSLEY said, without prejudging 
the question, or giving the gentleman power to 
vote and act, he would move that the Speaker 
assign to Mr. Crary a seat within the bar of the 
House; and that the communication be printed. 

Mr. MERCER moved to lay the motion on 
the table; but, before the question was taken, the 
House, 

On motion by Mr. HANNEGAN, adjourned. 


IN SENATE. 
Wepvespar, December 17, 1835. 


Mr. TIPTON submitted the following resolu- 
tions; which lie over one day for consideration: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Commerce be instracted 
to inquire into the expediency of an appropriation for con- 
structing a harbor at Michigan City, on Lake Michigan, 
Indiana. 

Resolced, That the Secretary of War be requested to 


tec on Foreign Relations. 
SCHOOL LANDS. 

Mr. MOORE, in pursuance of notice given, 
asked and obtained leave, and introduced a bil 
authorizing the relinquishment of the sixtcenth 
section of public lands granted for the use of 
schools, aii the location of other lands in lieu 
thereof, and for other purposes; which was read, 


and ordered to a second reading. 


PIERS AT NEWCASTLE. 
Mr. CLAYTON submitted the following reso- 
tution, which was considered and agreed to: 
Resolved, That the Committee on Commerce be in- 
structed to inquire into the expediency of appropriating a 


: sufficient sum to construct piers at Newcastle, on the river 


Delaware ; and that the instructions of the Legistature of 
Delaware to the Senators from that State, on that subject, 


be and the same are hereby referred to the same committee. 


cause to be prepared and laid before the Senate a plan and ; 


estimate for the construction of a har 
in the State of Indiana. 
CUSTOM-HOUSES. 

The CHAIR communicated a report from the 
Treasury Department on the subject of purchasing 
sites and erecting custom-houses at important 
poai in the United States; which was laid on the 
table. 


bor at Micbigaa City, 


THE MAILS—RAILROADS. 


Mr. WEBSTER submitted the following reso- ` 
lutions, which lie over one day for consideration: | 


Resolved, That so much of the President’s Message as | 
respects the question, whether the United States cannot, | 
without transcending their constitutional powers, secure to |: 
the Post Otfice Department the use of the several railroads | 
in the United States by an act of Congress which shaH || 
Provide within itself some equitable mode of adjusting the |: 
amount of compensation, be referred to the Committee on 
the Judiciary, 
thereon. 

Resolced, That the Committee on Roads and Canals be 


with instructions to make a special report ji 


` instructed to report the number, extent, and direction of 
: the several railroads already built or commenced, and the 
| most important of those which are projected or contem- 


V. From the Third Anditor, respecting a claim — 


Gar- 


of Christopher Brown, administrator of 


land; which was laid on the table, and ordered to i, the sales of the public lands 


rinted. 
VI. From the Secretary of the Treasury, in 
answer to a resolution of the House of February 
tast, respecting certain land elaims in Florida; 
which was referred to the Committee on Private 
Land Chims, and ordered to be printed. 

VII. From the Secretary of th 
answer to a resolution of the House of the 14th 
Jannary last, transmitting copies of the decisions 
‘of the commissioners on certain land claims in 
Michigan, &c.; which were referred to the Com- 
mittee on Private Land Claims, and the eommu- 
nication only ordered to be printed. 


be 


VHI. From the First Comptroller, transmit- |: 


ting a list of balances on the books of the Fourth 
Anditor for more than three years; which was 
laid on the table, and ordered to be prinfcd. 

IX. From the First Comptroller, the same as 
the foregoing in relation to the office of the Third 
Auditor: which was laid on the table, and ordered 
to be printed, 


e Treasury, in | 


: Making payment in advance on con 
' mails on such roads, 


plated in the severa States; and that they inquire into the | 
expediency of aiding in any of those undertakings on the 

part of the Government of the United States, either by 

tracts for carrying the | 
or otherwise; and on condition of | 
transporting the property or troops of the United States, by | 
such roads, free of expense to the United States, whether | 
in peace or in war. i 


PROCEEDS OF THE PUBLIC LANDS. 


Monday next, ask Icave to introduce a bill to 
appropriate, for a limited time, the proceeds of : 
and for granting 
lands to certain States, and for other purposes, 
LAND CLAIMS IN MISSOURI. 
Mr. LINN, in pursuance of notice given, asked 


: and obtained leave, and introduced a bill con- 
; firming certain claims to lands in the State of 


: dividing the territory of the United 


_ to a second reading. 


Missouri, and for other purposes; which was | 
twice read and laid on the table; also, a bill au- 

thorizing the President of the United States to |. 
cause to be run and marked the boundary linc | 
States and the 
State of Missouri; which was rend, and ordered | 


i 
i 
i 
| 


| 


PETITIONS REFERRED, ETC. 

On motion of Mr. TYLER, the petition arid 
papers of James T. Barton, presented at the last 
session, were again referred to the Committee on 
Finance. ee | 

On motion of Mr. RUGGLES, - leave was i 
granted to Gabriel B. Shaw to withdraw his pe- | 
tition and papers, presented at thé last session, ` 


BILL INTRODUCED. 

Mr. BLACK, in pursuance of notice given, 
asked and obtained Icave, and introduced a bill 
authorizing the Secretary of the Treamury to 
invest the amount of the two per cent. fund, re 
served for making roads leading to the State of 
Mississippi, under the direction of Congress; 
which was twice read, and laid on the table, ' 

ELECTION OF COMMITTEES. 

The Senate then proceeded to continue its bal- 
lotings for the remaining members of its standing 
committees, and the following were appointed: 

On Agriculture—Messrs. Kent, King of Ala- 
bama, Morris, and Wright. 

On Military Affairs—Messrs. Wall, Goldsbo- 
rough, Preston, and ‘Tipton. 

On the Militia—Messrs, Hendricks, McKean, 


' Swift, and Wall. 


On Naval Afairsx—Messrs. Tallmadge, Black, 
Robbins, and Cuthbert. 

On Publie Lands—Messrs. 
Crittenden, and McKean. 

On Private Land Claims—Messrs. Linn, Rug- 
gles, Porter, King of Georgia. 

On Indian Affairs—Measrs. Tipton, Goldabo- 
rough, Swift, and Brown. : 

On Claims—Messrs. Tipton, Shepley, Swift, 


and Brown. , 
On the Judiciary—Messrs. Buchanan, Leigh, 
On Post Offices and Post Roads—Messrs. Robin- 


Moore, Prentiss, 


Preston, and Crittenden. 


: son, Ewing, Knight, and Davis. 


On Roads and Canale—Messrs. McKean, Rob- 


:: inson, Kent, and Robbins. 


On Pensions—Messrs. Tallmadge, Linn, Pren- 


|, tiss, and McKean. 


On the District of Columbia—Messrs. Kent, 
Naudain, Southard, and King of Georgia. 
On Revolutionary Claims— Messrs. White, 
Hubbard, Leigh, and Shepley. 
On the Contingent Expenses of the Senate 
Messrs. Tomlinson and Brown. 
On Engrossed Billsx—Messrs. Hill and Morris. 
CHAPLAINS. 
A message was received from the House of 


|. Representatives, by Mr. Frangu, their Clerk, 
Mr. CLAY gave notice that he would, on |. 


; to the Committee on the Judicia 


| ton Carr Doorkeeper, abd John 
' sistant Doorkee 


stating that the House had passed a joint resolu- 
tion, providing for the appointment of two Chap- 
lains, of different denominations, in which they 


'; request the concurrence of the Senate; and 


On motion by Mr. PORTER, the resolution 
was concurred in. 

DISTRICT COURTS IN ALABAMA. 

Mr. KING, of Alabama, in pursuance of notice 
given, asked and obtained leave, and introduced 
a bill to provide for the better organization of the 
district courts of the United States in the district 
of Alabama; which. was twice read, and referred 


On motion by Mr. CLAY, the 
over to Monday next. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Tuurspar, December 17, 1835. 


On motion by Mr. BOCKEE, the resolution 
offered by him on a former day, appointing Over- 
. Hunter As- 


TY.: 
Snte adjourned 


er, was taken up., 
Mr. HAWES objected to the resolution. 
Mr. BOCKEE said, that at the suggestion of 
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the gentleman from Kentucky, and at the request | 
of Colonel Hunter, he would modify his reso- | 
lution by striking from it so much as related to l 
the assistant doorkeeper. ‘| 

The resolution, thus modified, was agreed to; | 
and Overton Carr was declared duly appointed 
Doorkeeper. 

Mr. BOCKEE submitted a resolution propos- 
ing to proceed to the election of Assistant Door- 
keeper; which was agreed to. i! 

Mr. HAYNES nominated John W. Hunter; | 

Mr. PATTON nominated John B., Dade; 

‘And Mr. C. ALLAN nominated Oliver Pease. | 

Messrs. Haynes, Patron, and Aray of Ken- |: 
tucky, were appointed tellers; and the result was 
ascertained to be— f 

Por Mr. John W. Hunter.» s.es.. eee.155 

For Mr. John B. Dade...essseseacsese 29 

For Mr. Oliver Peasc......-.seeseeeeee IT 

Blanks.. ce eee cece ccecceesecectneceee J 

Mr. John W. Hunter having received a ma- 
jority of all the votes, was declared duly elected | 
Assistant Doorkeeper. 

Messrs. Carr and Hunter appeared, were qual- 
ified, and entered upon the duties of their offices. f 

THE PRESIDENT'S MESSAGE. 

Mr. BEARDSLEY remarked, that it had been 
customary, at an carlier- period of the session, to 
go into Committeeof the Whole on the President’s ' 
message. He would move that the House now 
resolve itself into a Committee of the Whole on | 
the state of the Union. i 


The motion was agreed to; and the House ac- 
cordingly went into committee, (Mr. Jous Q. 
Apasis in the chair.) 

Mr. BEARDSLEY submitted the following | 
resolutions, which were unanimously agreed to: 


1. Resolved, That so much of the President’s message as | 
relates to the political relations of the United States with 
foreign nations, inctuding “ the ascertainment of the claims 
to be paid, and the apportionment of the funds, under the 
convention made with Spain,” be referred to the Committee 
on Foreign Relations. 

9. Resolved, That so much of said message as relates to |, 
the commerce of the United States with foreiga nations and | 
their dependencies, be reterred to the Committee on Con- 
merce. 

3. Resolved, That so much of said message as relates to 
the finances, and everything connected therewith—the | 
custody of the public moneys, and everything connected | 
therewith—the offices ot Commissioners of Loans and of 
the Sinking Fund, and everything connected with the 
operations of thore offices—and the Bank of the United 
States, including the books and stock of the United States 
in that institution, be referred to the Committee of Ways 
and Means. i; 

4. Resolved, That so much of said message as relates to | 
the public lands, to the condition of the General Land 
Office, and to improvements în the land system, be referred 
to the Committee on the Public Lands. i 

5. Resolved, That so much of said message aa relates to ; 
the report of the Secretary of War, and the public interest |. 
intrusted to the War Department, except so much thereof `| 
as relates to Indian affairs, be referred to the Comunittee on 
Mititary Affairs. . 7 

6. Resolved, That so much of said message as relates tq ' 
the militia of.the United States be referred to the Committee 
on the Militia. gi 

7. Resolved, That eo much of said message as relates to 
the Indian tribes, and everything connected therewith, be | 
referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. a 
8. Resolved, That so much of said message as relatés to 
the report of the Secretary of the Navy, and the public 
interests intrusted to the Navy Department, be referrexl to | 
the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

9. Resolved, That so much of said message as relates to i 
the report of the Postmaster Gencral, the conditioa and | 
operations of the Post Office Department, and everything 
connected therewith, be referred to the Committec on the | 

Post Office and Post Roads. i 
, 10. Resolved, That so much of said message as relates to | 
“amending that part of the Constitution which provides |; 
for the clection of President and Vice President of the Uni- | 
ted States,” be referred to a select committee. ; 

Ll, Resolved, That so much of said message as relates 
“í to, the present condition of the District of Columbia,” and 
which recommendsa revision of its laws, and the extension 
of political rights to its citizens, be referred to the Committee 
on the District of Columbia. 

12. Resolved, Thateo much of said message as relates “ to | 
the defects which exist in the judicial system of the United . 
States,” and which recommends an extension of that sys- `| 
tem to all the States, be referred to the Committee on the '' 
Judiciary. a 

. : : 7 A 

The committee then (on motion by Mr. Mason, | 
of Virginia) rose, and the chairman reported the : 
resolutions to the House. j j 
` After a word or two of explanction by Messrs. | 
WILLIAMS of North Carolina, and BEARDS- ` 
LEY, the resolutions were adopted, and the Se- j 
lect Committee on so much of the President’s |! 


į levees of the Mississippi and Re 
ferred to the Committee on Public Lands; and 


! adjourned. 


message as relates to the election of President 
and Vice President of the United States, was 
ordered to consist of ninc. 


CHAPLAINS. 


of two Chaplains to Congress. 

. Mr. WARDWELLastated that he had intended 
when this resolution should be considered by the 
House, to offer an amendment, prohibiting the 
use of this Hall on the Sabbath to the Chaplains 
of Congress, or for any other purpose whatsoever. 
As he did not, however, wish to embarrass the 


election of Chaplains, which he should not oppose, | 
_ and as some members supposed that such would 
be the effect, he would not now offer the amend- |, 


ment, but would give notice that he should, at 
some future day, offer a resolution, the effect of 


` which will be, if adopted by the House, to close 
| this Hall on the Sabbath. 


The resolution was then adopted. 
The following resolution, offered yesterday by 


Mr. Jonn Quincy Apams, was taken up, con- — 


sidered, and agreed to: 
Resolved, That the Secretary of War be directed to 


report to this House a statement of the names of ali the pen- |: 
sioners for services during the revolutionary war, pen- | 


sioned under the act of Congress of 18th March, 1818, 
whose names were struck off the list by virtue of the act of 
Ist of March, 1820, specifying those restored to pensions by 


the act of Ist March, 1823, or since again pensioned under : 
the act of 15th May, 1828, the act of 7th June, 1832, or any | 


other act of Congress subsequent to that of May, 1820. 


The following resolution, offered some days 


' since by Mr. Ricsarp M. Jonnson, was then 


taken up: 
Resolved, That the Clerk of the House of Representatives 


enuse to be furnished to the Secretary of War, for the uso if 


of his office, five copies, and to the Gencral-in-Chief of 
the Army, Adjutant General, Quartermaster General, Com- 
missary Gencral of Subsistence, Paymaster General, Com- 


| missary Gencral of Purchases, Surveyor General, officer in 
charge of the Clothing Burcau, Chief Engineer, Inspector ` 


of the Military Academy, (for the use of that institution,) 
Chief of the Topographical Corps, Colonel of Ordnance, 
Commissioner of Indian Affairs, Commissioner of Pensions, 
and officer in charge of the Bounty Land Office, for the use 
of their respective offices, each two copies of all bills, reso- 


| lutions, documents, and other papers printed for the use of . 
, the House, at the present and succeeding sessions thereof; : 


of which two copies of those for the Secretary of War, and 
one copy of those for each of the other officers, shall be 
retained by the printer to the House until the end of each 
session, and then delivered bound. 


Mr, RICHARD M, JOHNSON moved the 
adoption of the resolution, 
It was objected to by Messrs. PATTON and 


| WISE, and supported by Messrs. RICHARD 


M. JOHNSON, and MANN of New York. 

Mr. MASON moved to commit the resolution to 
the Committee on Military Affairs, with instruc- 
tions to inquire and report. to the House whether 
the public business would be promoted by the 


: adoption of the resolution, either in whole or in 


part; which was agreed to. . 

Mr. WARD moved that when the House ad- 
ourns, it adjourn over till Monday. 

Mr. WHITTLESEY objected, and called for 
the yeas and nays; which were ordered. 

‘Mr. WARD supported the motion, on the 
ground of its affording time for the committees to 
sit during the recess,and examine and prepare the 
business before them. 

After some conversation between Messrs. 


j 


: WARD, WHITTLESEY, and MERCER, 


Mr. BOON moved to lay the motion on the 


i table; which was agreed to+yeas 108, nays not 


counted. 


i Mr. CAMBRELENG, by consent ofthe House, || 
| moved that the report of the Sccretary of the 
| Treasury on the finances, and the Treabyry esti- 
| mates for the year 1836, be referred to the Com- | 
mittee on Ways and Means; which was agreed ; 


to. 
Mr. ASHLEY moved that the report from the 


| game Department, presented yesterday, and or- 


dered to lic on the table and, be printed, dn the 


rivers, be re- 


also that that report, together with_the report of 
a former ‘Commissioner of the ‘Genera’ 
Office on the same subject, be printed; which was 


_ agreed to. 


i” 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
i FRIDAY, December 18, 1835. 


|! Mr. McKewnan, of Pennsylvania, appeared and 


+, Was qualified. - 
Mr. THOMSON, of Ohio, moved the adoption’ . 
of the customary joint resolution for the election |: 


‘PETITIONS, ETC. 


© Petitions and memorials were presented by 
| Messrs. EVANS and PARKS, of aine; 

i Messrs. PHILLIPS, GRENNELL, BRIGGS, 
| JACKSON, of Massachusetts. 

‘| Mr. JACKSON, of Massachusetts, presented 
|, the petition of sundry citizens of Massachusetts, 
|: praying the Congress to provide for the immedi- 
ate abolition of slavery within the District of 
Il Columbia; which he moved be referred to a 
|: select committee. 

Mr. HAMMOND moved that the petition be 
not received. The large majority by which the 
House had rejected a similar petition a few days 
ago had been very gratifying to him, and no 
doubt would be very gratifying to the whole 
South. He had hoped it would ‘satisfy gentle- 
men charged with such petitions of the impro- 
_ priety of introducing them here. Since, however 
i| it had not had that effect, and they persisted still 
lin urging them upon the House and upon the 


country, he thought it was not requiring too 
‘| much of the House to ask it to put a more deci- 
|, ded seal of reprobation on them, by peremptorily 
rejecting this. 

The SPEAKER said he was not aware that 
such a motion had ever been sustained by the 
former practice of the Housc; and'in addition to 
. that, by a standing rule of the House, (the 45th,) 
| petitions or memorials could riot be debated or 
| decided on the day of their presentation, but 
|| must lic over one day, unless the House should 
| direct otherwise. 
| Mr. GARLAND, of Virginia, then move 
"Jay the petition on the table. 

Mr. HAMMOND said, as he was aware of 
no rule of the House restricting the rejection of 
petitions, he would modify his motion accord- 
ingly, by moving that the House reject the peti- 


d to 


tion. 
‘| The SPEAKER remarked that the motion of 


Land : 


On motion of Mr. EVANS, the House then |! 
i i |! debate the gentleman said 


Mr. GarLann would take precedence. 
Mr. HAMMOND begged the gentleman from 


|. Virginia (Mr. Gartanp] to withdraw his motion 


to lay on the table, that he might have a direct 
vote upon this matter. He was not disposed to 
| go into a discussion. of the question involved in 
` the petition; though, should 1t be urged, he would 
| not shrink from it a hair’s breadth; but he did 
| think it due to the House and the country to 
give, at once, the most decisive evidence of the 
sentiments entertained here upon this subject. 
He wished to put an end to these petitions. He 
| could not sit there and submit to their being 
brought forward, until the House had become 
, callous to their consequences. He could not sit 
there and sec the rights of the southern people 
assaulted day after day by the ignorant fanatics 
: from whom these memorials proceed. 
The SPEAKER requested the gentleman to 
| suspend his remarks until he had read the 45th 
rule of the House; which was as follows: 

“ Petitions, memorials, and other papers addressed to 
the House, shall be presented by the Speaker, or hy a mem- 
ber in his place 5 a brief statement of the contents thereof 
shall verbaily be made by the introducer, and shall not be 
debated or degided on the day of their being first read, 
unless where the House shall direct otherwise, but shall 
i lie on the table, to be taken up in the order they were 
read.” - r . : 

Unles#, therefore, the House should. direct 
otherwise, the Chair would be compelled, under 
the rule, to arrest any discussion, and dircct the 


i; petition to lie over till to-morrow; besides, the 


question to lay òn the table, having precedence, 
was not debatable. i 

/ Mr. HAMMOND’S object, he said, was not 
| to debate the merits`of the question, but to movè, 
if it was in order to do so, the rejection of the 
petition. 

The SPEAKER replied that the rule was im- 
perative on himself to arrest debate or decision 
on the petition, unless the House directed other- 
wise; and it must lie over one day. 
| Mr. MERCER remarked that the motion to 
reject brought up the whole merits of the ques- 
tion, and would necessarily bring on the elf 

he desired to avoid; 
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December 18; 


and he maintained that the motion to lie on the |! time, it would be safest for the House at least to |! became callous to the subject. He could not sit 


v let the petition lic over one day 
: therefore suggest to the gentleman from South 
Carolina that this course had better be adopted, 
and at the next day of mecting the House could 
then either reject it or lay it on the table. Mr. 
B. thought the decision of the Chair, that the 
penton should lie over, in substance right, and 
he thought it certainly the safest course to pur- 
sue. 

Mr. GLASCOCK said he should have sup- 
ported the views of the last gentleman, if a differ- 


table was in order. _ k 

Mr. GARLAND, of Virginia, said he felt com- 
pelled to insist wpon his motion to lay the petition 
on the table for the present. i f 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of North Carolina, said 
that he did not like to take an appen from the 
decision of the Chair, but it was of some import- 
ance that the rights of members should be clearly 
ascertained. He was sure that it was perfectly 
in order for any gentleman to make the point 
whether or net a paper should be received, and 
to move its rejection. 

The SPEAKER said, as the question was new 
to him, he had doubts for a moment; he now 
entertained the motion of the gentleman from | 
South Carolina, [Mr. Hammonp,] but the motion 
to lay the petition on the table interposing took 

recedence. 

Mr. WILLIAMS contended that the latter 
motion would apply only after the petition had 
been received, and was in possession of the 
House. f 

Mr. HAWES rose to a question of order. 
Unless the gentleman took an appeal from the 
decision of the Chair, he was out of order in 
addressing the House. 

Mr. WILLIAMS intended to appeal. He 
was in favor of the motion of the gentleman from 
Virginia, that the petition should be laid upon 
the table, but he could not consent that that mo- 
tion should ride over one that was prior to 
it. He begged to refer the honorable Speaker to 
an example set by one of his predecessors. It 
was that of a memorial sent to that House a few 
years ago, from a representative of some one of | 
the South American revolutionary Governments. 
That representative of this South American Gov- 
ernment took upon himself to a peal from the 
decision of the President of the United States to 
the nation, through the House of Representatives, 


He could see no reason why the course pursued 
in relation to the petition presented by an hon- 


` decisive vote that went forth to the country, ex- 
pressive of the views and feelings of so large and 
respectable a majority on that occasion, they 
should now assume a different shape. Had the 
question itself undergone any change? If what 
was then done was wrong, let them say s0, and 
let those who were unacquainted with the rules 
of proceeding know they were in error; but he 
saw nothing in the rules that conflicted with the 


|i far as related to the memorials and petitions of 


troduce and present them, and to satisfy their 
constituents who thought it necessary to send 
them there, and that, as it seemed to him, could 
i best be done now by a vote of rejection. What 
the decisions of the House might be he knew 
‘not; but if there was such a rule in existence, 


presented to it, whether respectful or not, it was 


‘| assured that the 


course now sought to be pursued in relation to | 
, the petition on the table. He did hope that, so 


that the House had no power to reject a petition | 


and his memorial was presented by the presiding ' 
officcr of that House. A question was rained | 
by a distinguished member from Pennsylvania, | 
and a motion was made that the petition should | 
not be received, and the House decided that it 
should not be reccived. Now that was altogether 
preliminary to the question of la ing on the! 
table, and had precedence of it. motion to} 
lay on the table could only be maintained when 
the subject was before thé House, and after the 
question, whether it should be received or not, | 
or whether it should be laid before the House, 
had been decided. It was with a view of ascer- | 
taining that question, that Mr, W. appealed from 
the decision of the Chair, for he was in favor of 
the motion of the gentleman from Virginia to | 
lay the petitiun on the table, but he was also in 
favor of first receiving it. 

Mr. MERCER well remembered. (he said) the 
case cited by the gentleman from orth Carolina, 
and, if he was not mistaken, the question on that 
occasion was not in relation to the constitutional | 
power of that House to refuse to receive petitions | 
from citizens of the United States, for the right to |) 
petition was reserved to our citizens by the Con- ; 
stitution, but it was as to whether an individual, 


i Stated. 


not a citizen of the United States, could come 
there and petition; the petitioner in that case 
being-a commander in one of the South American 
Governments. 

The SPEAKER stated the question before the 
House as it then stood, and sai 
to have the judgment of the House upon it. After 


i 


he should be glad `; 


the session. ; 
was ticd down by any rule to reccive any and 


every petition, whether respectful or not. ‘Sup- | 


ose a petition were presented to the Elouse, and 
it was found to contain matter disrespectful to a 


: Single member of the House, would not a motion 


to reject it be in order? He would respectfylly 
ask whether he understood the decision of the 


' Chair correctly, that a motion to reject could not 


be entertained on the presentation of a petition ? 

The SPEAKER replied that he had net so 
When the gentleman from South Caro- 
lina first submitted his motion, the. Chair stated 
that he was not aware of any such motion having 


| been made in that House during the period the 


individual occupying the chair had been à mem- 
ber; that it was new to him at the moment. The 
Chair, however, did not feel’ authorized to sa 
the motion shauld nat be entertained; but if it 
was, hé then.decided that the motion to lay on 
the table would: have precedence; or that, if the 
motion to reject was received by itself, it was’ not 
debatable, because, under the rule of the House, 
it must lic over one day, unless the House should 
direct otherwise. 

Mr. GLASCOCK had misapprehended the 
Chair, and would conclude by calling upon the 
House, that.as they had given one decided vote 
on the question before, they should not repeat it 
in the same way, but change thcir course, and 
reject the petition altogether. 

Mr. HAMMOND would read to the House 
the rule under which he thought it was entircly 


ent course had not been taken the other day. | 


orable member from Maine [Mr. FamFrexp] | 
| should be departed from now; nor why, after the j 


this kind, some additional views would be given : 
to satisfy gentlemen who felt it their duty to in- 


i 
j 


i time the rule should be altered, for he was well |! 

would be harassed throughout |j 
c should be sorry if the House |} 
i & matter of necessity, be first decided, and that 


reading the forty-fifth rule, and also the thirty- | competent for him to make the motion! it was 


second rule, laying down the order of privileged | this: 
motions, of which that to lie on the table stands | « Whor gny motion or proposition is made, the qhestion, 
second, he remarked, that the Chair considered | ; Will the House now consider it?? shall not be put, unless 


it is demanded by some member, 


eh : or is decmed necéssary 
y the Speaker.” 


the petition as having becn received by the House, 
and had entertained the motions for a time, but 
under the former rule the-petition ought to lie | 
over, If, however, the House sct that aside, still 


the motion to lie on the table having the prefer- 


Now the motion he made was a demand b him, 
_ upon the Speaker, to put the question, whether 
' the petition should be considered or not; and it 
ence, the question could not be debated on its v Was a motion any member of the House had a 
merits., If in error, the Chair would be very |' right to put, according to the rules. His reason 
happy to.be corrected, The question then before ` for making the motion was, nat that he wished to 
the House was, shall the decision of the Chair ' enter into a discussion of this subject, though he 
be sustained? l; : did not fear it, and would never shrink from it, 

Mr. BELL, of Tennessee, thought it would be | but because he did not wish to disturb that House, 
better that the petition lie over for one day, with- | nor harass the country, by allowing such petitions 
gut being debated at that time. As the question |' to come there. Still he could not sit there, and 
Was.a new one, ar about to be decided for the first | allow petition after petition tə pour in, until they 


and he would 


there, and see the rights of the South assailed da 
after day by ignorant fanatics, without calling 
upon that House to put the stamp of reprobation 
upon such conduct. 

The SPEAKER reminded the gentleman that 
the merits of the whole question were not open 
on a mere question of order. 

Mr. HAMMOND would confine himself by 
saying, that if the House should decide that the 
motion to lay on the table has preference, he 
would then move that the petition be laid on the 
table till to-morrow, in order to call it up, and 
move to reject it. 

Mr. PEYTON had hoped, and yet hoped, that 
gentlemen would not give up the motion. The 
gentleman from Georgia [Mr. Guascock } was mis- 
taken. There had been no decisive vote yet given 
upon this question. There had becn an evasive 
vote given upon it. Had not Mr. P. sat by and 
scen gentlemen who voted differently at the last 
session of Congress, now voting in favor of laying 
the petition on the table? But these firebrands 
were cast upon the House now, at an earlier da 
than usual; that spirit was abroad in the land, 
and it was left for the Representatives of the 
people to meet it. 

Mr. REED called the gentleman to order, as 
his remarks were not pertinent to the question 
before the House. 

Mr. PEYTON said he was assigning reasons 
for sustaining the motion for the decision of the 
House at that time, pursuant to the demand made 


: by the honorable member from South Carolina. 
, He hoped they should be permitted to meet this 
, question at its beginning, in some shape or other. 


| debated that day 


Now, it struck him with great force, that when 
a petition was presented, containing matter im- 
proper for legislation, that the House ought to 
reject it; and before it was received, it could not 
be laid on the table for one day. Consequently, 
the question of its reception or rejection must, as 


brought prompt action upon the whole question. 
He would repeat that he wished a more decisive 
vote, and one that would ascertain the wishes, 


| the views, and the feelings of gentlemen upon it; 


and if they met it, he would say, with the gentle- 
man from Georgia, that it would be decisive, 
Another reason why it should be acted upon in 
the present stage, before the consideration of it, 
was, that it asked Congress tq do what every man 
in the country. knew it had ne power to do. Sup- 

osing a petition was sent here, praying the 
Howe to break down our republican form of gov- 
ernment, and erect a monarch upon its ruins; 
would any one say the House had the power to 
act upon such a petition? And had the House 
more powerin the present case? Was not the 
first question to be decided before the petition 
could be laid on the table? He thought, there- 
fore, the motion of the gentleman from South 
Carolina the proper one, and that it must neces- 
sarily have precedence of all others; and he desired 
to consider it, and to consider it at once. It would 
then be seen whether gentlemen would encourage 


| their constituents everywhere to send there such 
| floods of these petitions as would cover the tables 


of that Hall like the locusts of Egypt; for such 
would be the result in twelve months. Those 
gentlemen who had not made up their minds to 
meet this question in any and every shape in 
which it would be presented, must take the re- 
sponsibility. He wanted no evasive votes, He 


| wanted no propositions to lay on the table. He 


met the question fully at once, 
the House had no power whatever to interfere 
with the question. For these reasons, he should 
vote for sustaining the motion of the gentleman 
from South Carolina. 

Mr, SLADE raised a question of order as to 
debating the question of order under considera- 
tion. The petition itself (said Mr. S.) could not 
be debated upon the day of its presentation; and 
this principle he understood carried along with it 
a principle which would prohibit any discussion 
on the motion to reject, or the appeal from. the 
decision of the Chair, then before the House; and 
the motion to lay upon the table could not be de- 
batable.. Under these circumstances, he thought 
no motion connected with this petition could be 
; and he therefore submitted, 


by saying, that 


1835.00 


whetherit did not follow that the appeal from the 
decision of the Chair, on this subject, could be 
debated ? ft 

The SPEAKER sail, an appeal from his | 
decision, as a question of appeal, was certainly | 
debatable; although the motions out of which that 
appeal arose were not. 

Mr. GARLAND, of Virginia, could assure the 
House that he was not disposed to avoid this 
question in any form or shape; and he hoped, 
while he had the honor of a seat there, he should 


| 


í 
t 
H 


be papani to mect it whenever it might come, 
and wherever it might come from. He had sub- 


mitted his motion, because he thought the motion 
of the gentleman from South Carolina could not 
then be put; but if the House decided it could, 
Mr. G. would withdraw his motion to lay the 
petition on the table. The motion to reject came , 
up with the motion to refer the petition to a select 
committce; the former, as he understood, not |} 
being entertained or not in order, it was then that | 
Mr. G. moved to lay the petition on the table. | 

Mr. BEARDSLEY asked whether the appeal 
from the decision of the Chair went only to the ` 
rejection of the petition, or also to the question 
of laying it on the table? . 

The SPEAKER said the gentleman from North 
Carolina [Mr. Winuiams] had taken an appeal 
from both. 

Mr. WILLIAMS understood the Chait to de- 
cide that the motion of the gentleman from South 
Carolina, whether the petition should be con- 
sidered, or whether it should be received, was not 
in order. Now, Mr. W. contended, with all due 
respect, that when a petition is presented, if any i 
member choose to demand it, he could require | 
the preliminary question tobe put: Shall the 
petition be received? I understood the Chair to | 
decide that that question could not be put. 

The SPEAKER replicd that the Chair had 
distinctly stated that upon a moment’s reflection, 
he admitted the motion for consideration of the 
motion of the gentleman from South Carolina. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Then there is no question 
of appeal. 

Mr. BEARDSLEY said, as there was no ques- 
tion of appeal Pending, but two motions—one to 
rejectand the other to lay the petition.on the table, 
both of which would lie over till to-morrow—he 
would move that the House proceed at once to | 
decide the last motion, which took the precedence. | 

The question was then put, whether the House | 
would consider the petition now; and it was || 

eed to. d 

Mr. GARLAND said, as the motion of the 
gentleman from South Carolina to reject was 
thenin order, he would withdraw his motion to |, 
lay the petition on the table. 

r. BEARDSLEY renewed it. 

Mr. HAMMOND rose to request the gentle- | 
man from New York {Mr. Bearpsier] to with- j; 

_draw his motion. He expressed hig surprise | 
that, but a moment ago, when the motion tolay | 
on the table—made by the gentleman from Vir- || 
ginia, (Mr. Garntanp,]—was before the House, |; 
he (Mr. B.) had expressed his desire to have a l 
direct, “ unentangled” vote on the proposition to H 
reject. Yet now, when the gentleman from Vir- 
ginia withdraws his motion, he (Mr. B.) instantly 
renews it. 

Mr. PATTON asked if the Chair considered |, 
the petition to have been received? | 

The SPEAKER replied in the affirmative. 

Mr. PATTON understood that if the motion | 
. to consider prevailed, it was distinctly declared 

that the motion to receive or not receive the peti- || 
tion would be in order. That was a competent ;; 
motion, which any member of the House had a < 
right to make. Now, it was understood as having | 
been received; the proposition not to receive is 
thereby cut off. That seemed to be the effect. 
If that be the effect—and if it be the effect the 
House did not intend to produce—he trusted the 
House would put itself in statu quo, and that they 
should have an opportunity of putting a direct 
vote upon it. If that was the state of the ques- 
tion, Mr. P. would feel himself compelled to move 
a reconsideration of the vote just taken. 

Mr. BEARDSLEY said, the right to petition | 
was a sacred right, guarantied to the citizens of | 
the United States by the Constitution, and was || 
one, therefore, the House was bound to respeet. : 


it 


4 


‘which were ordered. 


' House was effectually to undo the decision of the 


| vote on the motion to lay the motion to reject on 
' the table, the petition also would go on the table 


| to feel some embarrassment in voting upon this 
, proposition, though he himself did not, he would 
‘ withdraw his last motion, and renew the other to 


: States, but with the existence of slavery within 
‘the District of Columbia. 


‘eration; but gentlemen say those votes are equiv- || 


“rights are in danger. 


' to the House. In the vote given in favor of con- || 


To obviate the objections urged by the gentleman, | 
he would withdraw his moticn tolay the petition 
on the table, and move to lay the resolution of | 
the gentleman from South Carolina to reject the 
petition on the table. 

Mr. HAMMOND asked for the yeas and nays; ` 


Mr. WISE rose to a point of order. It seemed 
to him, according to the usua? action of the House, 
that the motion of the gentleman from New York 
[Mr. Bearpsiey] must be out of order. A motion 
was made originally to reject the petition; where- 
upon a motion was then made to lay the petition 
on the table, but being withdrawn, the question 
then came upon the motion of the gentleman from 
South Carolina instanter. The motian, therefore, | 
to lay that motion on the table was out of order, 
because the House had decided it would immedi- 
ately consider the motion to reject. 

The SPEAKER said the House had decided 
they would consider the petition now, but pend- 
ing the consideration, the House may decide to 
lay on the table, and therefore the motion was in 
order. 

Mr. WISE would ask the Chair if there was 
any pendency of consideration in a motion to 
consider? : 

The SPEAKER said, pending the considera- 
tion of a question, it was competent for any 
member to move to lay the matter on the table. 

Mr. WISE. The motion then before the | 


i 


House already made. 

Mr. VINTON begged to inquire of the Chair, ` 
as it would govern his vote, if the motion to lay | 
onthe table the motion to reject prevailed, whether , 


i the petition would also go on the table; or what 


would be the pending question ? 
The CHAIR understood that, by an affirmative 


with it. 
Mr. BEARDSLEY said, as gentlemen seemed 


lay the petition on the table. 
Mr. WISE asked for the yeas and nays; which 


Mr. JAMES asked for the reading of the peti- 
tion; and it was read from the Clerk’s table. 

Mr. THOMAS said, he was surprised ta dis- | 
cover that there are gentlemen who are not content 


: were ordered. 


‘that a very large majority of this House are 
, opposed to any interference whatever, not only |! 


with the rights of slaveholders in the southern |, 


We have already laid 
on the table, by a vote of nearly three to one, two | 
memorials similar to the òne now under consid- 
ocal; they wish to have direct proof that the | 
. f : j 
rights of slaveholders are not in danger fromany | 
interference on the partof Congress. Mr. T. said |: 
he did not concur in this opinion. The vote to | 
lay on the table had been given to signify a decided |; 
opposition to the prayer of the petitioners; never- | 
theless, he would make a motion which would, || 
he thought, place this subject before the House | 
in a position to afford an opportunity to remove | 
all misapprehension which really existed, and | 
deprive every man everywhere of all pretext for | 
maintaining that southern property and southern | 


Mr. T. then moved to reconsider the vote just | 
given by the House in favor of considering this | 
petition, and said, if this motion is adopted, we 
shall then have this petition before us in the posi- | 
tion in which it was placed when first presented | 


sidering this memorial, many members had been | 
undoubtedly taken by surprise. Some members |; 
who are in favor of rejecting this and other sim- 
ilar memorials, and others who arc in favor of 
receiving, and then laying on the table, this and |, 
all petitions of like import, united in the vote 
which he had moved to reconsider. This strange 
combination could not have been created without 
a mistake somewhere. Gentlemen must have 
supposed that, by the adoption of the motion to | 
consider this memorial, the difficulty whieh has 
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arisen by reason of the decision of the Chair 
would alone be removed, and that, instead of 
postponing until to-morrow all action on this 
subject, we would now roceed to dispose of 


-it—either by a vote to reject, or to lay it on the 


, pamphlets. 


‘culated to elicit uséless and angry debate. 
| I have been, and am, grateful to the Representa- 


table. i 
I am not disposed, Mr. Speaker, to afford un- 


‘necessarily an opportunity to discuss here the 
` relative rights of master and slave. As one of 


the Representatives of aslaveholding State, I would 


_ never provoke an examination here calculated to 


create false hopes in the minds of an ignorant and 
stupid population. We have been told, I know 
nöt how truly, that great and general excitement 
has already been produced in some of the south- 
ern States bythe circulation of a few fanatical 
f this be true, is it not madness, 
worse than madness, to struggle to elicit evidence 


' that there is in that House any one man willing 
' to reécho the sentiment which these incendiary 
: publications contain? Ihave been opposed, sir, 
‘to all discussion on this subject, and accordingly 


have voted repeatedly m the two preceding Con- 
gresses to lay on the table every proposition cal- 
i And 


tives from the North and West, where slavery 
does not exist, for their cordial and earnest effort 
to extinguish every firebrand which has been 


! thrown in here, either in the form of speeches o1 


petitions, tending to destroy the broad foundation 
on which our Union rests. But is it not obvious 
that our exertions have not been crowned with 
complete success? In the last two Congresses, 
the petitions of the Abolitionists were laid on the 
table, as an evidence of our reprobation of their 


' objects, notwithstanding at the present session 


‘concord and union. 


) à } ' mail petitioned Congress; t 
|| with the evidence which has already been given, `i 


_we have already received those petitions, and 
‘ shall probably have to dispose of scveral more. 
These fanatical crusaders against evils abroad, 


who have no doubt vices enough at their own 
doors to exhaust in their correction that over- 
flowing Christian charity, of which they boast so 
much, aad manifest so little, nothing daunted, 
continue to pour their poisons into that national 
chalice from which the whole people of the United 
States have so long quaffed the sweet waters of 
Now, what is to be done? 
For one, am prepared to meet directly every 
question connected with these memorials. 1 am 


-willing to follow the precedent sct by Congress 


on another question. ‘Che opponents ofa Sunday - 
eir memorials were 
rejected, because their object was unreasonable; 
they persisted, and their numbers increased; the 
House of Representatives finally referred all those 


petitions to a select committee, from which eman- 


; ated one of the most masterly State papers which 


has ever been published in the country. It was 
addressed to the understanding, not to the passions 
of the American people, and there was a response 
from all quarters to its cogent, persuasive, and 
conclusive reasoning. Its arguments were unan- 
swered, and aré unanswerable; and the petitioners 
were silenced. The oil was spread over the 
troubled waters, and the turbulent waves became 
still. 

Gentlemen say we must prevent any discussion 
on the subject of these memorials, because they 
must inevitably disturb the harmony of our 
Union. There was a time when the force of this 
reason could be fully felt by all. But has not 
that time gone by? Without our agency, indeed 
in defiance of all precautions on the part of Con- 
gress, the power and purpose of the General Gov- 
ernment to interfere with the question of slavery 
has been, and will be, discussed in every news- 
paper, in every periodical publication, from Maine 
to Missouri. ° It is a gross error to suppose that 
this House can, by a mere sic volo, give law to 
the people of the United States. The members 
of this House are not in positions stable enough 
for that. To attempt it would be as vain as the 


: effort of Xerxes to chain with links of iron the 
- surging sea. 


Our march is not to be always on 


the mountain wave of popular opinion. We are 


| here to-day—we are gone to-morrow; and must 


return to our respective places in that great, deep, 
that vast hall of legislation, the confines of which 
are coextensive with the boundaries of the Union, 
and there assist those who are now our constit- 
vents to fashion, and form that public opimion 


operations of this Government, 
e Like bubbles on the sea of matter borne, 
We ase, we break, and te drat sea retina? 

Assuming these positions t be true, how 
ought the members of this Heuse to act on the 
present occasion ? To decide that question satis- 
factorily tor myself has been, unul to-day, a difi- 
cult task. Twice during the present session I 
have voted tu lay on the table petitions from the 
Abolitionists. his was done under the impres- 
sion that such a proceeding would be entirely 
satisfactory to the whole southern delegation. 
The large majority of northern and western votes 
by which it was done, too, was hailed by me as 
evidence conciusive that there is no disposition 
in those sections of the Union to do any act cal- 
culated to disturb the harmony of our Union. 
To-day we are told that the vote to lay on the 
table is an equivocal act; that it has been re- 
sorted to toaflord an opportunity to pretending 
enemies of abolition to conceal their future pur- 
poses, Sir, is it right and proper, under ihesa 
ciremmstances, to persevere In the course which 
has been heretofore pursued? If gentlemen on 
this fluor can be so far misled as to suppose there 
is a lurking intention in the mind of any member 
to turn loose an ignorant and helpless population 
to pillage and plunder, in what condiuon will 
you kave many of the constituents of gentlemen 
who are remote from the scene of action? Will 
they not be ina proper condition to become the 
instruments of the designing? May not rash and 
misguided men, in one extreme of the Union, en- 
gender those suspicions and distrusts which will 
be necessarily destructive of all the ends for 
which this Government was established? And 
may not the headstrong fanatics of the North be 
furnished with the means of increasing their 
paltry numbers by inculcating the belief that their 
nefarious purposes are but postponed? In my 
humble opinion, if we refuse to act decidedly, to 
meet all questions connected with this unpleasant 
subject directly, we shall furnish the enemies of 
our peace and union with a most dangérous wea- 
pon. We shall supply the means to faction and 
fanaticism to agitate the whole country; and the 
day may come when these few and furious de- 
stroycrs of this country’s happiness and glory 
will have produced real—not as it is now, imd- 
ginary, in the North—not as it is now, a ver 
limited, but an extensive—excitement, which will 
sweep in waves to the very walls of that consti- 
tutional temple in which our fathers fondly hoped 
they had garnered up so many bright hopes and 
so many blessings for this magnificent Confed- 
cracy. 
Mr. Speaker, I am prepared now to meet the 
responsibilities which circumstances have im- 
posed upon us. I am prepared to vote for the 
reception of the petition, and of all other memo- 
rials of similar character; and am ready to vote 
against laying them on the table; to declare dis- 
uuctly that the prayers of these petitioners are 
unreasonable, and ought not to be granted. 

Mr. ROBERTSON asked for the yeasand nays; 
but they were not ordered. 

Mr. HOPKINS said that they were very much 
embarrassed; and it occurred to him that there 
was but one conceivable mode -by which they 
could be relieved from that embarrassment. He 
understood that, by the rule of the House, upon 
the presentation of petitions; unless the question 
is required to be put by a member of the House, 
or by the Speaker, the same is received as a 
matter of course; in other words, received by a 
vote of the House sub silentio. If this be the 
fact, then, this peution had been received. It 
secmed to him that the best mode would be to 
throw the petition back again to the point where 
it was left by the gentleman who presented it; 
and, in order to do that, he would propose to 
move a reconsideration of the vote of the House 
by which the petition was received., He would 

o further back than the gentleman from Mary- 
and, [Mr. Tuostas,] and move a reconsideration 
of the vote of the House whereby the petition 
had been received. 

Mr. MASON, of Virginia, said his collcague 
would be satisfied, upon a momeat’s reflection, 
that no benefit could result from such a motion. 


4t was the constitutional right of the people i 


If the House 
determine not to consider it, they are to determine 
at once, and that he understood to be the point in 
their proceedings at which it was the object of 
the gentleman from Maryland to arrive; and 
Mr. M. hoped the gentleman's motion would be 
adopted, He had hoped that, after the proceed- 
ings which had already taken place in that House, 
there would have been a general acquiescence in 
the only, if not the express, sense of the House, 
by an overwhehuing majority not to entertain 
such petitions as that under consideration. The 
only mode in which there could be a more direct 
sense of the House on the subject was, by adopt- 
ing the motion of the gentleman from Maryland; 
and then, if it be the pleasure of the majority of 
the House not to consider the petition, and so to 
determine at onee, there the matter would end; 
and he hoped the motion would be adopted, and 
then that the House would determine net tocon- 
sider the petition. 

Mr. BEARDSLEY was satisfied that most of 
the difficulty arose trom miscanception.. The hon- 
orable member from South Carolina desircd to 
have a direct vote of the House upon the motion 
to reject, or not to receive, the petition under con- 
sideration. Other gentlemen, who agreed with 
the gentleman from Virginia who last addressed 
the Chair, said they would not vote in the afärma- 

. tive on such a question, because it was in viola- 
tion of the rights of the people of this country to 
petition upon all subjects; and the House of Rep- 
resentatives was bound to receive their petitions. 
When reccived, it was true the House micht de- 
cline acting on them, or might dispose of them in 
avariety of ways. Forhimsclt’, (Mr. B. said,) the 
House having received this petition, he was ready 

; to give a direct vote upon it—a vote that should 
mark the opinion of the House upon the character 
of such petitions, by saying affirmatively that 
they would not consider it. If that would meet 
the views of honorable gentlemen, he was willing 
to modify his motion to lay on the table, and to 
move that the House would not consider the pe- 
tition, or would reject its prayer; although laying 
it on the table he thought equivalent to cither of 
the modifications indicated. ; 

All Mr. B. desired was to preserve the right of 

. their constituents to petition; a sacred and inval- 

| uable right, guaranticd to them under the Consti- 

, tution, and the exercise of which the House was 

, bound to treat with respect. If the petition were 
in insulting terms they might send it back, but 

| if their constituents sent them onc that was re- 
spectful in its language, but of whose prayer they 

entirely disapproved, lct them lay it on the table 
or reject its prayer. If any gentleman supposed 

_ that a vote of the Frousc not to consider this peti- 

, tion, and all other petitions of the samecharacter, 

‘would more E mark the reprobation of 


modify his motion. Why, then, should they re- 
consider, as proposed by the motion of the gentle- 
man from Maryland? For what purpose? Was 

. it to entertain the question of rejecting the peti- 
tion? He understood that to be the object of the 
mover, and if so, he hoped the House would not 

, reconsider, but they would preserve to their con- 
stituents the right of petitioning, and by a vote to 
lay on the table preclude all further debate, upon 
this exciting and mischievous topic. 


Mr. 


his willingness then, in deference and respect to 
his southern brethren, who he knew agreed with 


him in interest and in fecling, and at their sug- » 
in voting to give the ` 

matter the. go-by. He then thought, and still : 
; thought, that the people of the South ought to ' 


_ gestion, he agreed with them 


4 know and to see and to hear all that we know 
and sce and hear upon this subject. He was 
, anxious, however, that, if they were to come to 
, any expression of opinion and fecling on this 
; Matter, s9 momentous to the South, they should 
/not be brought to that vote entangle 
rules of that House, 


' reconsider, 


‘documents as were then before them? 
‘they connect the efforts of a few fanatics to dis- 


. tended for b 
‘ the right of th 
: papers and petitions there. He was endeavoring 


a BOULDIN said he was willing to meet ` 
. this question in any way. He had been so the: 
last session and the session before, and declared . 


€ by the | 
He wished, when the | 


them, and all the agitators and movers of these 
petitions, that they had as well let us alone, and 
employ themselves in removing from their own 
eye the beam which is in it, rather than disturb 


‘themselves so much about the mote that is in 


their brother’s eye. Let us not (said Mr. B.) 


' come to a vote that will leave the world in doubt 
' whether we voted on the rule or the thing—let 
_ this petition pass, and no doubt they will be 
' coming again to-morrow—ay, in half an hour— 


but with one that will enable us to mect it face to 
face, and toe to toe, and leave neither them nor the 
world in doubt what we mean. Mr. B. concluded 
by saying, that he rose to ask what would be the 
effect of his vote—ay or no—on the question 
itself, He would give the best vote he could, 
but did not know himself how that vote would be 
understood. He would content himself with the 
belief, that the question would come up in aform 
which would leave no doubt cither with himself 
or any one. , 

Mr. PEYTON was in favor of the motion to 
He would not have troubled the 
House with any remarks again, but for the posi- 
tion assumed by the gentleman from New York. 
That gentleman contended that the right of peti- 
tion was a sacred right, guarantied to every 
Amcrican citizen under the Constitution, and that 
the House had no right to deprive them of the 
exercise of that right. Mr. P. said they had the 
right to petition, and to think, and to say what 
they pleased; and, further, they had the right to 
send any matter they chose throughout all the 
country, without regard to consequences, and 
that House had no power to resistit. But, then, 
he claimed that, when it came to that House, the 
Representatives had the right to treat it and dis- 


pee of it in such a manner as they thought best. 


Vas the sacred right of petition any dearer than 


` many other sacred rights? The right to prop- 


erty, to liberty, and to life? And had not the 
attention of the House been called, by the mes- 
sage of the President of the United States, to this 
very question of this sacred right of thinking, 
and writing, and sending through the mail such 
Should 


turb the harmony and peace of the country with 
those sacred and inalienable rights to which the 


` gentleman alladed? Should they connect the at- 
` tempt, whether it came by petition to Congress, 


a document transmitted in any other mode, 


orb 

to saw a firebrand into. the South with the 
` sacred rights of liberty and 
the House, then Mr. B. would with great pleasure < 


property ? 
The SPEAKER reminded the gentleman that 


' the merits of the question could not be gone into 
‘under the motion 


efore the House. 

Mr. PEYTON only meant to reply to what. he 
considered to be the constitutional right con- 
the gentleman from New York— 
e citizen everywhere to send such 


to meet this by sayin 


l that the slave question 
was not one to which t 


e right of petitioning ap- 


‘plied; but that, if it did, and petitions were sent 


to that House, and papers of the same character 
were distributed over the country, it would have 
the effect of touching a chord that would arouse 
all America, 

_ Mr. RIPLEY said that this was a grave and 
Important question. There was no subject of 
deeper interest in the quarter of the country from 
whence he came. He had been sent here to op- 
pose every effort of a certain class of citizens in 
reference to slavery within this District, or clsc- 
where. In disposing of the question be ore the 
House, care should be taken rather to allay the 
public fecling than to add to the existing cxcite- 
ment. The right of petition was a solemn one, 
and had been guarantied from the time of Magna 
Charta to the present moment. Our citizens have 
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a right to petition for a change of their Constitu- I 
tion, and indeed for a change in the form of their |: 
eovernment. Every decorous memorial should 
Be received; but when received, it is in the power 
of the House to dispose of it as it may deem 
proper. The motion to reject this petition was 
an incipient question, and, In his opinion, should 
take precedence. He again adverted to the great 
excitement in the South on this subject, and the 
importance of allaying that excitement by a deci- 
sive course here. if the gentlemen from the North 
were sincere in their friendship for their brethren 
in the South, and were desirous of breaking down 
the double wall of partition between these two 
sections of the country, they could give an earn- 
est on the present occasion by voting promptl 

to reject this petition; and when it shall go fort 
that we have rejected it by a vast majority, it will : 
have an effect even upon the fanatics themselves, 


who do not understand the position and feeling of |- 


the South on this subject, while it will, at the same 
time, allay the existing excitement in that portion 
of the countr > 
Mr. WISE was for sustaining the motion to 
reconsider, and, for one, could testify that he had 
voted under a misapprehension. In voting for 
the motion to consider the petition, he thought 
he was voting to have a direct decision of the 
House on the motion of the gentleman from South 
Carolina. He was intending to bring the House 
aso to a direct decision of the question, and had 
no idea that, after the House had decided it would 
consider the petition, the consideration itself 
would be evaded. 
Mr. W. had misapprehended in another par- 
ticular. He had not understood the motion of 
the gentleman from South Carolina to be to con- 
sider the petition to-day, but to consider his mo- 
tion to reject the petition, which was what Mr. 
W. wished to consider. So help him God, he 
never wished to consider the petition of an in- 
cendiary, but he would consider the motion to 
reject the petition, and he warned the gentleman 
“from South Carolina that’ these were the means 
of evading his motion. Mr. W. then referred | 
to the proceedings of the Senate two pean ago, ` 
on a motion to reject a petition to that body, con- 
taining matter disrespectful to the honorable Wil- 
liam Wilkins, then a Senator from the State of | 
‘Pennsylvania, to show that such a course was 
within the rules of order, and asked whether the 
gentleman from New York considered the pres- |. 
ent a respectful petition, where gentlemen on that |' 
floor were characterized as land pirates? He had | 
hoped that, after the proceedings at a celebrated 
mecting at Utica last summer, where the gentle- . 
man himself took a very prominent part, he 
should have had that gentleman’s vote en the, 
question of rejecting this petition—a petition that 
was both insulting in language and incendiary 
in its character. Mr. W. hoped the motion 
would prevail, although he did not consider it in 
itself decisive. They could never get a direct 
vote on that question. Many would vote not to | 
reject it, on account of the sacred right of peti- ; 
tion, but he hoped the House would ‘not evade i 
the question. He hoped gentlemen who professed ` 
to be friendly to the South would come out and |! 
avow their principles and their opinions.’ If the : 
House desired to evade the question, let the South 
know it. If it was the opinion that Congress | 
` had the right to interfere in this question, let the 
“South know it at once, and it would know what . 
todo. Their ae ar ie had told them what , 
todo. They had no longer any business there. | 
Their business was at home to report to their :' 
_people. He would go home, never to return — 
there again, if that House were to say, directly ` 
or indircetly, that Congress had that power. That 
‘-was the question he wished to bring before the `! 
Howse, whether the House had the constitu- | 
tional power to legislate upon the subject of: 
‘slavery in the District of Columbia at all. He | 
denied the right. il 
It was important to have a direct decision on ` 
this question, and there was no way of getting it | 
‘but by sustaining the motion then under consid- ` 
eration. Gentlemen must show us they are either `i 
for or against us, and if they would not show it |: 
upor the direct questions, and upon the main |! 
questions, they should showit upon the incidental |! 
questions; and he, for onc, would be willing to [i 


consider this as the test question. 


; to protect the rights of his constituents and his || 


: begged the House to understand that, in the few 
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are for laying the motion on the table he viewed 
as evading the question, and so would the South : 
view them. 
on the motion of the gentleman from South Caro- ` 
lina would be viewed as the friends of the South, | 
and not of the South alone, but of the whole 
nation. He would repeat, the petition was not 
respectful to the House, and therefore it ought to 
be rejected. He could never consent to refer, or 
consider a petition, that called the members of 
the South land pirates. 

Mr. HAMER inquired of the Chair whether, 
if the present motion prevailed, it would be com- 
petent then for the gentleman from South Caro- 
lina, or any other gentleman, to move to reject 
the petition? 

The SPEAKER said he was under the impres- 
sion that that would be a competent motion. 

Mr. HAMMOND said it had been far: from 
his intention, when he made the motion he did, 
to throwa firebrand into that House. On the con- 
trary, he had hoped by it to exclude one from the 
House. He thought the motion was a very sim- 
ple and direct one, and ignorant as he was of the 
rules of the House, he had no idea that the House 
had it not in its power to protect its own dignity, 
and the feelings of its members, by rejecting in- 
stanter anything calculated to affcct cither the one 
or the other. If the House had no such rule, the 
rule of common sense ought to govern it. 

When the proposition was made to consider || 
this petition, it was made by himself, with a view 
of then moving its rejection. Under the decision ` 
of the Speaker, that motion was decided not to be 
in order. The subsequent vote was a trap into 
which they fell, and he- thanked the gentleman 
from Maryland for having made a motion by 
which they could extricate themselves. Should :! 
the House determine to reconsider that motion, ': 
Mr. H. would then move the rejection of the pe- 
tition, for he was resolved that the House should 
vote directly on the question. Let no member 
there lay the flattering unction to his soul, that 
he Pare | escape the question, for it should be de- 
cided. He did not make the motion with any 
reference to party politics. God forbid that he 
should make a motion of such a purport, to affect _, 
a miserable scramble for offices in this country. ‘ 
No! His object wasa more sacred one. It was 
own, and if they could not maintain them by the $ 
action of that House. they would maintain them | 
by their own action. They did not call upon | 
the House to protect them; they did not ask that | 
House or the Government to protect them; they |; 
stood erect, self-confident, united, strong, and 
they asked no protection, but scorned assistance, 
and defied opposition. Mr. H. said his motion 
involved no constitutional right of any citizen 
of the country; but if they had the right to pe- 
tition, had not the House: the right to reject? 
Was there any constitutional privilege that de- 
manded of the House that it should imperatively 
receive and consider the petition of any citizen? 
He thought not; and even if there were, the con- 
stitutional privilege would operate both ways; |. 
and when they choose to petition the House - 
could choose to reject. To the recommendation | 
of the gentleman from Maryland, to refer this pe- | 


tition to a select committee, in order that they 
< might make a report, Mr. H. was utterly 


op- 

posed. He would-not treat that petition with so 

much respect, nor was he disposed to fire, that he || 
might exhibit his skill. He had no idea of scat- | 
tering fircbrands through the country, that he |! 
might distinguish himself in putting them out. | 
He did not wish to discuss the question, and he 


remarks he had made, he did not design discuss- 
ing it. Whenever it was discussed, they would 
go much decper in the matter than this. . When- 
ever it should be, if ever, taken up in that House | 
for discussion, it might expect to find parties and | 
principles anatomised and held up to the view of | 
the world that were now treated with lenity. He 
hoped, however, now that the House would take a | 
| 
| 


direct, unentangled, and simple vote upon the ques- 
tion. 

Mr. BEARDSLEY desired to correct a mis- 
apprehension of the gentleman from Tennessee, 
(Mr. Perron.] Thathonorable gentleman seemed 


i 


Those who were for a direct vote |- 


‘the counter, and thus silence debate. 


Those who to understand Mr. B. to say; that the citizens of 


ithis country had not only the right to petition 
that House, and to send papers of this character 
there, but that they had also the right to transmit 
such papers to every part of the Union in every 
possible way. ; 

Mr. PEYTON did not understand the gentle- 
man so, nor did he intend to be so understood 
himself, : 

Mr. BEARDSLEY said he .understood the 
gentleman very distinctly to say, that he (Mr. B.) 
had asserted that the citizens of this country had 
not only the right to send their petitions here, 
but also to send their papers elsewhere. The 
honorable gentleman, however, disclaimed it, and 
Mr. B. was satisfied. 


A word or two upon another subject. If the 


‘motion of the gentleman from Maryland should 


prevail, the Chair has decided that this matter, 
instead of being disposed of to-day, went over to 
another day; and the House could not but see 
that, after wasting this day—for it was wasting, 
or worse than wasting—they would to-morrow 
be in the same situation as at first. For what 
purpose would the House reconsider its vote, 
and spend another day, or perhaps a week, in 
this discussion? He hoped that the House would 
follow the example, the salutary example set by 
preceding Congresses, by putting all papers of 
this description on the table without debate. 
That motion was pending, and followed the onc 
made by the gentleman to reconsider, If that 
should rejected, the motion would come up 
for laying the petition on the table, and nailing it | 
there, whence it would not be taken during the 
session. If other petitions of the same character 
came, let them follow the same fate. 

Another remark or two. It was, it must have 
been obvious to all, that there were those who 
desired to continue the discussion of this ques- 
tion. He could not, and he-would not a that 
they did it from any improper motive, but it 
could not have escaped the attention of the House, 


‘that gentlemen desired to speak, and talk, and 


discuss this question of slavery, harassing as it 
was to the country. Those who voted to lay a 
similar paper on the table the other day, those 
whe would vote to lay the one under considera- 
tion on the table to-day, were those whe desired 
to avoid discussion. For what purpose was the 
continuation of the discussion now desired? Every 
one knew that petitions of this kind had been 
presented for the last four years, but no discus- 
sion had taken place upon them. : He hoped, 
most sincercly, that that House would not invite 
or sanction this discussion. He would tell gen- 


|; tlemen there were fanatics and incendiaries at 
g 
Bi 


the South, as well as at the North, who hoped 
to profit by the agitation of this subject.. Those 
who voted to put the petition on the table were 
for preserving peace and quiet there, and for pre- 


serving peace, quiet and order in every part of 


the Union. Let us, then, (said Mr. B.,) nail it to 
He hoped 
the motion of the gentleman from Maryland 
would not prevail; but that the motion pending 
upon that, to lay it on the table, would prevail, 
and then they would see no firebrands in that 
House. 

Mr. VANDERPOEL said he was surprised at 
the range which the debate had taken upon the 
question now before the House. He believed it 
was incompatible with the interests and true ob- 
jects of those who were opposed to the mischiev- 
ous doings of the modern Abolitionists. Mr. V. 
said that he was the last man on that floor to 
dodge or evade any direct point or vote that should 


‘indicate his opinion upon the principle involved 


in the petition now upon the Speaker’s- table. 
He would, as prefatory to the few remarks he 
intended to submit, take occasion to say that 
he had last year, as a member of the Committee 
for the District of Columbia, to which similar 
petitions were then referred, opposed, and he 
would always and forever, while he had a seat 
here, oppose any measure that might, directly or 
indirectly, favor, or forward, or countenance the 
views and objects expressed by such petitions 
He was opposed, openly and unconditionally 
opposed, to the interference of Congress with 
slavery in the District of Columbia, and to the 
mischievous and incendiary doings of Abolition- 
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in the slaveholding States. He (Mr.V.) had never 
had any doubts, or qualms, or scruples, as to what 
was his duty upon this momentous subject as an 
American citiven, and as one of the Represent- 
atives of one of these confederated States. Bat 
while he made this unequivocal avowal of his 
sentiments, he could not retrain from remarking 
that, if he had entertained any such doubts or 
scruples, he had heard speeches to-day from cer- 
tain quarters very ill calculated ta remove those 
doubtsandscruples. Why had this debate taken 
such animmeasurable range? Was it consistent 
with one of the cardinal doctrines of the friends 
of the South, that the subject was one so delicate 
in its nature, that the less that was said about it 
the better? It really appeared to him that we 
were aiding the efforts of the Abolitionists by 
shooting otf upon a mere preliminary question 
into dissertations upon the evilsand abominations 
wrought by northern Abolitionists. 

What was the question before the House? It 
was upon the motion of the honorable gentleman 
from Maryland, (Mr. Trostas,] to reconsider the 
vote taken this morning, to the end that that 
honorable gendeman might move (as he had 
promised to do) the question, whether the House 
tcould consider the petition. He would vote first 
to reconsider, and then he would, if the question 
were propounded, vote against considering the 

tition, and for reasons which he weuld very 

riefiy state. 

Mr. V. conevived that this course would save 
the rights of all parties. It would save the sacred 
right of petition, and secure the object of all thas: 
who felt duly solicitous for the rights and interests 
of the slaveholding States. For (said Mr. V.) the 
motion or question whether te will consider the 
petition presupposes the reception of it. That mo- 
tion proceeds upon the assumption, that the peti- 
tion 18 already here before us, as it now surely is 
in point of fact; and a negative vote to the prop- 
osition, whether we will consider the petition, would 
certainly be as emphatic a mode of expressing 
our disapprobation, nay, our reprobation, of the 
object of the petitioners, as could well be conceived. 
It would be a strong and marked refusal to let the 
petition go through the ordinary routine of legisla- 
tion, and would be telling the petitioners, the 
nation, and the world, that the notions of the 
petitioners were so heretical, and their doings were 
so mischicvous and incendiary, that eo instanti 
that such petitions were read, we would consign 
them to a crave from which there should be no 
resurrection. Was it not clearly so, viewing this 
subject through the medium of common sense, 
and testing it by the rules of parliamentary logic? 
Yes, sir. The refusal to consider the petition 
would be telling such petitioners, in language that 
could not and would not be misunderstood, to 
tease their abortive and incendiary efforts to dis- 
turb the rights of property recognized and guar- 
antied by those men of alden times who were so 
much wiser and better than the reformers and 
fanatics of modern days? Why, then, were we 
disputing about forms? Why not march directly 
to the point upon which all the true enemies of 
Abolitionists would agree? Refuse to consider the 
petition, and you do what should be done, and 
that in the most prompt manner. 

Mr. V. said he could not but repeat his sur- 
prise, that any gentleman could conceive, that 
the interests of the South could be advanced by 
the protraction of this debate. He had flattered 
himself that the vote that was given a few days 
ago, upon the memorial presented by the honor- 
able gentleman from Maine, (Mr. Famcuixp, | 
had given this exciting subject its quietus for the 
session. He imputed no sinister motives to any 

entleman, and he trusted that he cherished none 

imself, He believed that gentlemen here meant 
what they not only avowed that they did mean, 
but what they solemnly pledged by thcir votes 
that they meant. He had supposed that common 
charity, not to mention parliamentary courtesy, 
required this species of faith from eve entle- 
man upon this floor. He, thercfore, had believed, 
that when gentlemen had refused on Monday the 
courtesy of even printing the petition presented 
by the gentleman from Maine, in addition to their 
vote to lay it on the table, it should serve as a 
most ample guarantee, that all who voted against 


ists and abolition societies in relation to slavery .. 


ing to all the known and legitimate deductions 
trom parliamentary proceedings? Had gentle- 
men, before to-day, ever imagined or proposed a 
more summary and unequivocal mode of reject- 
ing the prayer of a petition than was indicated 
by a refusal to print it, and an almost unanimous 
vote to lay it on the table? It would be probably 
recollected what course he (Mr. V.) had taken 
in regard to the petition of the honorable gentle- 
man from Maine. The mover of the petition him- 
self moved to lay it on the table,and many gentle- 
men no doubt voted to lay it on the table because 
of this circumstance. An honorable colleague 
of his own (Mr. Grancer] had preceded his vote 


with the inquiry, whether the gentleman who in- ` 


troduced the petition moved to lay it on the table, 
and upon receiving an affirmative response from 
the Chair he replied,. ‘Then I vote in the afirma- 
tive?” Mr. V., for the purpose of more effect- 
ually ascertaining the sense of the House, and to 
arrest an unprofitable debate upon this exciting 
subject, then moved also to lay the motion to 
print the petition on the table, and the triumphant 
affirmative vote upon that question should have 
satisfied, and was sufficient to satisfy the nation, 
that such petitions would never receive the least 
countenance from this House. Strong as that 
vote was, it was evidently not near so strong as 
a vote would be upon a direct proposition to re- 
ject the prnyer of the petition. Many gentlemen 
‘doubtless voted in favor of printing from censid- 
erations of courtesy to the petitioners, who would 
vote against the object of the petition. After all 
that had taken place on Monday, he had supposed 
that the sense of this House against the exciting 
and diabolical schemes of the Abolitionists -had 
been cxpressed to the nation and to the world 
in a manner so clear and so emphatic, that * the 
wayfaring man, though a fool,” could not err as 
to what were the sentiments of a vast majority 
of this House; but from the proceedings of to- 
day it would seem that some gentlemen supposed 
he was mistaken. 

Mr. HARPER, of Pennsylvania, wished briefly 
to state the grounds of his two former votes on 
this subject, and those upon which he should 
then vote, He voted against the motion to Jay 
the petition from Maine, and the motion to print 
it,on the table, not because he entertained a sen- 
timent in common with the Abolitionists, but 
because he thought the sense of the House ought 
to be fairly, dceisively, clearly, and unequivocally 
expreesod. on this subject, so as to prevent its 
being troubled with it hereafter. Therefore was 


i i 


it that he voted against laying both ela on. 
t 


the table. Ele was convinced that Mere re- 
; jeeting the petitions would not be satisfactory, 


| and would not be giving such reasons as would 


be convincing to the minds of those people who 
sent them there. If the House were to give tliese 
memorials to a committec, and let them bring in 
such a report as should clearly express the senti- 


ments of the country, these petitions would ccase. 


He hoped, therefore, the House would meet the 
question on cool, dispassionate, and temperate 
grounds, and that they would permit it to take 
the course he had recommended. 
he should vote against the motion to reconsider, 


because he wanted the question fully considered | 
in the way he had indieated. He wanted-to get | 


a report from a committee that would be adopted 
by the House, and thereby save further agitation 
on the. sabjeet. 


Mr. MASON, of Virginia, said, that in con- 


sidering every question affecting the publie in- | 


terest, the calmest deliberation became the Repre- 
sentatives of a free people. In all the wide range 
-of the legislative duties of Congress, all must 
concur there was none which required more 
essentially a dispassionate and deliberate dispo- 
sition than this; without it, the beneficial moral 
influences of their decision must be lost to the 
country. He was aware of the extreme delicacy 
of the subject—of the deeply seated sensibility 
which it excited, and which it was impossible to 
allay—of the extreme difficulty of approaching it 
without excited feeling, but no practical good 
could result from strong denunciation or im- 
passioned invective. He did not rise to discuss 
the subjeet referred to in the petition. A respect- 


Mr. H. said 


printing were decidedly opposed to the prayer of |. able portion of his constituents had instructed 
the petitioners; and was this not so, sir, accord- | 


him not to engage in such a discussion; but he 
wished to submita tew observations to the House, 
in the sincere hope that the embarrassment of 
their situation might be relieved, and a decisive 
vote taken on this important and exciting topie. 

This same subject had been presented to the 
consideration of Congress, from time to time, 
since he had had a seat there, on the petion of 
persons who had, as these petitioners have, no 
community of interest in the alleged grievance 
of which they complained; and he would here 
say what he firmly believed, that he had never 
seenon the floor of the House of Representatives 
a half dozen members of any party disposed to 

_ exercise their legislative authority for abolition 
of slavery here or elsewhere. 

In the course of this debate he was happy to 

. have heard every gentleman express a decided 
opposition to the prayer of the petition, All con- 
curred that there should be no legislative enact- 
ment in conformity to their wishes, But the 
difficulty exists in the conflicting views as to the 
means by which this end is to be attained. How 
is the subject to be disposed of? 

The House has decided to consider the petition. 
The gentleman from Maryland has moved to 
reconsider that vote. Some gentlemen are opposed 
to this motion, because they wish to lay the peti- 
tion on the table, from which it cannot be called 
up without the concurrence of two thirds of the 
House, and thus give it its quietus, and in effect 
refuse to consider it. But will they accomplish 
their object? T understand the gentleman from 
New York, [Mr. Peiter] to have suggested 
that, if more agreeable to the Fouse, he will 
modify his motion to lay on the table, so as to 

_ refuse to consider the prayer of the petition. It 

‘appeared to him, that this was precisely equiva- 
lent toa direct vote on the question of consider- 
ation; and although avoided now, it muat be met 
on some other petition of a similar character with 
this. 

It is necessary that the House should meet the 
uestion, When, on a former day, a gentleman 
rom Maine presented a similar ‘petition, and 

moved to lay it on the table, he [Mr. Mason] 
had demanded that the question should be taken 

' by yeas and nays,.and in doing so, alluded to the 

deep sensibility which pervaded a large portion 
of the country on the subject, and asked the mem- 
bers of the House to express their opinions on 

, the principle involved in the petition in the vote 

i then to be given. The result was an overwhelm- 

ing majority against the petition, He had hoped 
most sincerely that the decision then made would 
have been acquiesced in; and that gentlemen, 
charged with such petitions, from respect to the 

P” expressed opinion of the House, would have 
withheld them, or, on presenting them would 

have consigned them to the same fate. In this 
| he was disappointed, and to him it was apparent, 
that laying one or many of these exciting peti- 
tions on the table would not relieve the House, 
and it was necessary to adopt a more decisive 
mode. In his judgment, this could only be done 
by refusing to consider them. 

Other gentlemen are disposed to refer the sub- 
ject to one of the committees of the House. He 
: asked, what beneficial result could be effected ? 
The only object of a reference to a committee 
was, that the subject referred might be investiga- 
| ted, and its details prepared with more accuracy 
| and dispatch, for the purpose of legislative action. 
To such examinations a committee was better 
|. suited than the House; but surely the House 
would not refer a petition, embracing a great 
|, principle, which has agitated the public mind 
, throughout the country, and on which every mem- 
; ber is prepared to express his opinion. But it is 
pe geet in a report adverse to the petition would 

aid in allaying excitement, and restrain a perse- 

', Yerance in this mischievous course. Has not this 

| been done? Has not more than one able report, 
condemning similar petitions, been made to this 

House in former sessions, and published to the 

, world? We cannot desire merely a republication 

i of what has already heen publiated. and we will 

; deceive ourselves if we hope to repress a fanat- 

į ical spirit by giving such a countenance to the 

| effusions of misguided zeal. 

If (said Mr. AL) the House is prepared to 
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decide upon the principle of this petition, why may | 
we not reject it at once? Surely there is not one i 
disposed to exercise the high and dangerous | 
power which the petitioners invoke at our hands; 
why, then, shall we entertain the subject? why 
keep alive those feclings of apprehension and 
excitement which it is our sacred duty to allay? 
To refer the petition is an act of supererogation, 
which can do no good, and will do much mischief. 
The most uncxceptionable mode in which we can 
accomplish this object is to reconsider the vote; 
and then it will be competent for the House at 
once to refuse to consider the ecu or to reject 
it; and if a majority of the House, and I doubt 
not there is an overwhelming majority, are op- 


posed to the petition, let them meet the question | ; i 2 
‘ object might be accomplished by a resolution to | 


at once, and terminate those angry discussions, 
and allay those bitter, bitter feelings which scar, 


if they do not break, the pillars of the noble edi- . 


fice of our Constitution and liberty. 


Mr. PIERCE, of New Hampshire, said he had | 
no disposition to discuss the merits of this deeply .' i 
to consider the petition this day. Mr. C. should |: 


exciting question at any time, and his respect 
for the rules of the House would prevent his 
attempting to do so under the motion of the 


gentleman from Maryland (Mr. Tuomas] to | 


reconsider, which motion he hoped would be | 
withdrawn and then the motion of the gentleman 
from New York {Mr. Bearpstey] se far mod- 
ified as to meet the approbation of all who are 
most sensitive upon this agitating question, and 
he rose to add his request to the suggestion made 
by his friend (he hoped he might so call ene 
from Virginia. This was not the last memorial | 
of the same character which would be sent here. | 
It was perfectly apparent that the question must 
-be met now, or at some future time, fully and ex- | 
piicitly, and such an expression of this House 
given as could leave no possible room to doubt : 
as to the opinions and sentiments entertained by 
its members. j 
He (Mr. P.) indeed considered the overwhelm- | 
ing vote of the House the other day, laying a | 
memorial of a similar tenor, and he believed the | 
samc in terms, upon the table, as fixing upon it | 
the stamp of reprobation. He supposed that all 


: the people of the 


: the 45th rulc, and consider the petition. 


sections of the country would be satisfied with 
that expression—but gentlemen seem now to con- | 
sider the vote as equivocal and evasive. He was 
unwilling that any imputation should rest upon 
the North, in consequence of the misguided 
and fanatical zeal of a few—ecomparatively ve 
few—who, however honest might have been their ; 
purposes, he believed had done incalculable mis- ' 
chief, and whose movements he knew received 
no more sanction among the great mass of the 
people of the North than they did at the South. 

or one, he, (Mr. P.,) while he would be the | 
last to infringe upon any of the sacred reserved 
rights of the people, was prepared to stamp with 
disapprobation, in the most express and unequi- ` 
vocal terms, the whole movement upon this sub- | 
ject. 

Mr. P. said he would net resume his seat with- 
out tendering to the gentleman from Virginia, 
{Mr. Masow,] just and generous as he always 
was, his acknowledgments for the admission 
frankly made in the opening of his remarks. He | 
had said, that during the period that he had occu- | 
ae a seat in this House, (as Mr. P. understood | 

im,) he had never known six men seriously dis- 
pie to interfere with the rights of the slave- | 

Iders at the South. Sir, (said Mr. P.,) gentle- | 
men may be assured there was nosuch disposition | 
as a general sentiment prevailing among the peo- | 
ple—at least, he felt confidence in asserting, that 
among the people of the State which he had the | 
honor, in part, to represent, there was not onc in | 
a hundred who did not entertain the most sacred | 
regard for the rights of their southern brethren— | 
nay, not one in five hundred who would not have | 

-those rights protected at any and every hazard. | 
There was not the slightest disposition to inter- ; 
fere with any rights secured by the Constitution, 
whieh binds together, and which he humbly 


3 


i| concerned in this matter. 
| duties to perform than their mere duty as Repre- | 
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hoped ever would bind together, this great and 
glorious Confederacy as one family. 

Mr. P. had only to say, that to some sweeping 

charges of improper interference, the action of 

orth at home, during the last 

ear, and the vote of their Representatives here | 


the other day, were a sufficient and conclusive |' 


answer, 

Thus much he (Mr. P.) had thought due to i 
himself and to those whom he had the honor to 
represent. If the motion to lie upon the table 
should be persisted in, he should vote for it, | 
though he would prefer to meet the question in | 


: some form which could by no possibility be con- , 
_ sidered either equivocal or evasive. 


Mr. MASON, of Virginia, suggested that the | 


this effect; that the House, having the petition | 
under consideration, resolved that it be rejected, | 

Mr. CAMBRELENG thought his honorable |' 
colleague misapprehended the object ofthe motion |: 
to reconsider, which was to reconsider the vote |' 


vote to reconsider, in order to move to suspend | 


Mr. PICKENS said, as the question had taken 
a much wider range than had at first been antici- `; 


i pated, he hoped he should be allowed to trespass ;' 


witha few observations. He understood the gen- || 
tleman who moved the consideration of the me- | 


| morial did it with a view to leave open the ques- || 


tion, whether it should be considered to-day or 


suggested by the gentleman from Virginia, (Mr. 
Mason,) a motion would be made to suspend it, |! 
to enable the House to take up a resolution that | 
the petition be rejected. That seemed to be the 
present position of the question. 

In connection with this subject (said Mr. P.) |: 
there were many interests involved. The gen- | 
tleman from New York (Mr. Bearpsiey] had 
alluded to the sacred right of the citizens to peti- |; 
tion. That was unquestionable. But, as the 
pendeman from Virginia had well remarked, that |: 

ouse had also the right to reject; and Mr, P. 
put it to the House whether they could not do 
so, even if the petition were couched in respect- 
ful terms. There were, however, other interests 
They had even higher 


sentatives; they had their own individual con- 
stituents in the District of Columbia;.and if their 


rights were not to be maintained in that House, || 


where, let him ask, would their protection be? 
(Mr. P. then referred to the act of cession from |: 
Virginia, which he was about to read, when the j: 
Chair inter d, and said the sense of the House |: 
must first be taken before the discussion could | 
be extended to the merits of the question.] 

Mr. P. said, then, he would confine himself to | 
what had been thrown out by the gentleman from } 
New York. That gentleman had asked, why 
was it that discussion was desired upon that floor? |; 
and intimated that certain fanatics, as well in the |! 
South as in the North, desired to agitate this | 
question. Mr. P. desired to take that opportunity |: 
to throw back the insinuation with scorn and 
contempt. Sir, (said Mr. P.,) we do desire to |! 
agitate this question. We desire it, because we |: 
believe we have been foully slandered before the | 
world; and I stand here prepared, at any time | 
when the question shall come up, to vindicate the 
institutions of the people I have the honor in part 
to represent from the foul aspersion and calumn 
thrown upon them, These are the motives whic 
prompt us to desire discussion. He had heard 
some insinuations thrown out from higher quar- 
ders than the gentleman from New York, that 
certain gentlemen of the South, belonging to a 
certain party, desired the discussion of this ques- 
tion te advance the interests of a particular indi- 
vidual; and he would again repeat that it was a 
foul and infamous calumny, and those who uttered 
it knew it to be such when they uttered it. ; 

Mr. MAY called the gentleman to order for 


1 


į cult to keep within the strict rule. 


going into the merits of the question, and was 
sustained by the Chair. 

Mr. PICKENS explained, that as the discus- 
sion had already taken a wide range, it was diffi- 
He had risen 
to express a hope that the House would suffer a 
direct vote to be taken on this question; and he 


; only intended to urge another reason in favor of 


sustaining the motion of the gentleman from 


|, Maryland. If that motion prevailed, then, as had 
|; been suggested by the gentleman from Virginia, 


the question itself should be brought directly be- 
fore the House for its immediate decision. These 
were questions in which the most momentous 


© concerns of this Confederacy were involved; and 


it was extremely to be desired that there should 
be an immediate decision on them in that 
House. 

Mr. HAMER said, if ever there had arisen an 
occasion in which it was necessary to call the 
attention of the House to the wisdom of the 45th 
rule, it would be found in the discussion of this 
day. While this discussion continued as it was 
then progressing, it was very doubtful, when 


i they came to vote upon the final disposition of 


this petition, whether all the members of the 
House would be prepared to give that vote to- 
day which they might give to-morrow; and he 
did not believe that such a debate was exceed- 
ingly well calculated to a calm, dispassionate, and 
deliberate consideration of the question. He was 


` of opinion, therefore, that, in order to disentangle 
` not; and in order to get rid of the 45th rule, as |; 


(to use the word of a gentleman who had spoken 
to-day) oursclves from embarrassment, it would 
be better to adjourn, and he therefore made that 
motion. 
Tellers were appointed, and the House refused 


! —ayes 98, noes 108. 


Mr. HOWARD said, in order to check even 
himself in debate, and with a view, if he could, 


' to obtain the opinion of the House, whether in 


the outset he was right or not, he would move to 


| lay the motion of his honorable colleague, {Mr. 


THomas,} from whom it gave him great pain to 
differ, on the table. 

Mr. JUDSON asked both the gentlemen from 
Maryland to aceept-a proposition he intended to 
offer, in the shape of two resolutions: 


1. Resolved, That the vote of the House just taken on 
the petition be, and the same is hereby, reconsidered. 

2. Resolved, That the 45th rule of the House be sus- 
pended ; and said petition being under consideration, 

Resolved, That it be, and the same is hereby, rejected. 


If the House would give its consent he would 


|: move these two resolutions. 


The motion being objected to, the question 
then recurred to lay the motion to reconsider on 
the table; whereupon 

Mr. WISE asked for the yeas and nays, but 
they were nut ordered. 

The question was then taken by tellers, and 
decided in the affirmative—ayes 119, noes 72. 

So the motion to lay the motion to reconsider 
on the table was carried. 

Mr. HAMMOND then modified his motion in 
substance as follows: 

Resolved, That the 45th rule of this House be suspended - 


: and resolved that the petition, &c., be, and the same are 


hereby, rejected. 

Mr. BRIGGS inquired what was the questior 
before the House? 

The CHAIR informed the House that the mo- 


i, tion of the gentleman from South Carolina, (Mr. 
|, Hammonp] being secondary to the motion of the 


‘gentleman from New York, [Mr. Bearpsuey,]} 
: the question before the House was the motion to 
_ lay the petition on the table. 


i| “Mr. GLASCOCK suggested the propriety of 
| withdrawing that motion, and taking the question 


on the motion to reject. 
Mr. H. EVERETT asked if the effect of the 
motion just carried was not to lay the whole 
| gubject on the table ? 


Mr. MASON, of Virginia, expressed a hope 


that the motion to lay the petition on the table 


| The CHAIR replied that was not the effect. 
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[| the South contended for. He could also assure | York, [Mr’ Hunt] who had just taken his seat; 
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taken on the second part of the resolution of the || them, that among the New England men there |! and he believed it must be equally gratifying to 


honorable member from South Carolina [Mr. 
Hamos] without debate. . i 

Mr. BEARDSLEY said he would not yield his 
motion, for the practice of the House for years 
past had been to lay all such papers on the table, 
nnd such a disposition of them he believed to have 
been satisfactory to the country at large. 

The yeas and nays having been ordered on the 
motion to lay the petition on the table, the ques- 
tion was so taken; and decided in the negative— 
yeas 95, nays 121; as follows: 


YEAS~-Mesers. Chilton Allan, Anthony, Ash, Bailey; 
Barton. Beale, Bean, Beardsley. Beaumont, Bockee, Bo- 
vea, Boyd, Brown, Buchanan, Burns, Carr, Casey, George 
Chambers, Chaney, Chapman, Chapin, Cleveland, Crane, 
Cushing, Cusinnan, Davis, Debeorry, Dickerson, Evans, 
Fairield, Freneh, Fry, William K. Fuller, Haley, Hamer, 
Hannegan, Hardin, Harlan, Samuel S. Harrison, Hawes, 
Hawkins, Howard, Howell, Huntington, Hantsman, Inger- 
sol, Ingham, Jarvis, Joseph Johuson, Richard M. John- 
soa, Beajamin Jones, Kennon, Kilgore, Kinnard, Klinten- 
smith, Lane, Lansing, Laporte, Joshua Lee. Thomas Lec, 
Leonard, Logan, Luvas, Job Mann, William Mason, Mozes 
Aan, Sampson Masou, Miller, Montgomery, Morgan, 
Miuitlenberg, Pare, Parks, Patterson, Pierce, Phelps, Ren- 
eher, Jasepa Reynolds, Schenck, Seymour, Augustine H. 
Shepperd. Shinn, Sickles, Spaagter, Sutherland, Taylor, 
John Thomson, Turri, Underwood, Vinton, Wagener, 
Webster, Wesks, Lewis Wiiliams, and Sherrod Wil- 
Vaan s-—95, i 

NAYS—Messrs. Adams, Heman Allen, Ashley, Bet, 
Bond. Borden, Bouldin. Briggs, Bunch, John Calhoon, 
Wibiam B. Caihoun. Cambreleng, Campbell, Carter, John 
Chambers, Childs, Claiburne, Clark, Cotfee, Coles, Con- 
nor, Corwin, Craig, Cramer, Darlington, Doubieday, Drom- 
gonic. Dunlap, Effner, Everett, Farlin, Forester, Philo €. 
Fuller, James Garland, Rice Garland, Gillet, Glascock, 
Grahaw, Granger, Grantland, Graves, Grayson, Grenneil, 
Giffin, Joseph Hail, Hiland Hall, Hammoud, Hard, Har- 
per, Abert G. Harrison, Haynes, Wazeltine, Henderson, 
Pricceer, Hoar, Holsey, Hopkins, Hubicy, William Jack- 
eon, Joseph Jackson, Janes, Cave Johnson, Henry John- 
sou, Joseph W. Jones, Judson, Lawler, Lawrence, Lay, 
Luxe Lea, Lincoln, Love, Loyall, Lyon, Martin, John Y. 
Mason, Maury, May, McCarty, McComas, McKay, Me- 
Kennon, McKeon, McKim, MeLene, Mercer, Milligan, 
Moris, Owens, Parker, Patton, Dutee J. Pearce, James 
A. Pearce, Pettigrew, Peyton, Phillips, Pickens, Pinckney, 
Potts, Reed, John Reyuolds, Roane, Robertson, Rogers, 
Russell, Shields, Stade, Sprague, Standeter, Steele, Storer, 
Taliaterro, Thomas, Waddy Thompson, Toucey, Towns, 
Vanderpoel, Ward, Washiagton, White, Whittlesey, and 
Wise—121. 


So the House refused to lay the petition on the 
table. 


. Mr. HAMMOND then modified his resolution | 


as follows: 


Resolved, That said petition be, and the same is hereby, | 


rejected. 


Mr. HAWKINS, of North Carolina, asked | 


for the ycas and nays; which were ordered. 


Mr. HUNT apprehended (he said) that there | 
ii tee, with imstructions to report. They didnot 
i doubt what would be the nature of the report, || 
: and he apprehended he ran fo risk in pledging | 
| himself that there was nota man in that House ! 
| but would give his sanction ton report that should | 
see he was correct; that there was but one senti- | 


was but one sentiment on this subject in that 


House, and let gentlemen extend their observa- | 
tions over this wide and extended country, and | 


perceive what had been passing since this aboli- 
tion question was first agitated, and they would 


ment everywhere, He apprehended that gentle- 
men on ail sides merely differed as to the means 
of effecting a general and desired end—an end 
they were all seeking, and which was to give 
quiet and composure to this Republic upon this 
exciting question. He would repeat, he was 
thoroughly convinced that the only difference of 
opinion that existed was with regard to the 
means to effect a desirable end. It had been 
said, that if they rejected this petition they should 


give quiet to the country, and no other petitions _ 
or memorials of a like tendency would be sent: 


there, Would this be so? If constituents chose 
to send their petitions to that House, would not 
entlemen feel it their duty to present them? 


ermit him to say, that if there be anything in- 


decorous or disrespectful in a memorial presented 


there to any member of the House, or to any | 


member of the Government, then he understood 


it to be parliamentary to reject it; but if, on the .. 


other hand, the memorial be couched in respectful 
language, it was a right guarantied to the citizens 


of this country by the Constitution to memorialize ; 


that House. The right he held to bea sacred 
‘one, and could never consent to infringe upon it, 
even by implication. - 

Humble as he was, (said Mr. H.,) it might 


not, perhaps, be unknown to some there, that :. 
‘upon this abolition question he had extended the ` 


‘principle se far as fo go for all the gentlemen of 


was but one universal and unanimous sentiment 
upon the subject. But, to go back again to the 
mode of effecting the desired end, that of giving 
quict and repose to this agitating question, and 


to this excited community, Mr. H. held ideas ' 


with regard to it, which he submitted with all 
due deference. He held that the quiet of the 
community could not be insured by suppressing 
information and inquiry; but, on the contrary, 
both policy and expediency, and the true course 
they owed their constituents, dictated that the 
should give to these memorials and these peti- 
tions the usual course. He would appeal to an 
eminent instance, within the knowledge of every 
one present, which did more than all the meetings 
on the subject, by way of putting down the 
fanatical zeal in regard to the Sunday mail. As 
long as the House laid those memorials on the 
tables, so long were they loaded with them, scs- 
sion after session: but the very moment he gave 
them what he conceived to be their proper direc- 
tien, by appropriating them to a committee, 
which made a report thereon, that very moment 
the excitement was alleyed, and nothing more 
was heard on the subject. He asked gentlemen 
to carry back their recollections to what the effect 
was upon the Republic. The subject was put 
forever at rest; and so, he apprehended, it would 
be with the present, for he considered the cases 
analogous. 

It was true, (said Mr. H.,) the subject was an 
irritating one, but they, as Representatives of the 
people, were bound to meet it. They could not 
shut their eyes to what: was going on around 
them. They could not slight or evade it: nor 
did he believe it was the disposition of any hon- 
orable member there to do so. The only differ- 
ence in judgment appeared to him to be as to the 
means to effect the end. To refer, then, to the 
analogous case, Mr. H.’s own deliberate judg- 
merit wag, that they should give to all these peti- 


tions the usual parliamentary course, for this was | 
not the last, in all human probability, that would | 
be sent there. They could not conceal from them- 


selves the fact, that the public were advised of 
the existence of these memorials. They would 
be sentto members there, and, judging from what 
he felt to be his own duty, he apprchended that 
|. other gentlemen would also feel it to be theirduty 
to present them. He asked, then, that they would 
" tained, by referring this, and all similar petitions 
i: and memorials, either to the -Committce for the 
District of Columbia, or to some special commit- 


put this question forever at rest; silence the fan- 
aties on the one hand, and satisfy our brethren 
of the South on the other. 


was not the first public occasion Mr. H: had 
. avowed the feelings he entertained on this ques- 
tion. He had avowed them on other occastons; 


‘and in the great meeting at Utiea, to which allu- | 


sion had been made, he had done all he could, 
although he took not such a prominent part 
as his honorable colleague over the way, [Mr. 
Bearpsiey.] But to ask him to vote for the re- 
jection of this petition was toask him to do what 
seemed to him nota proper and respectful course, 
_ifhe might be permitted to use that term. With a 
view of enabling other gentlemen who might have 
similar memorials to present, to pursue the course 
_ their own sense of duty directed, and witha view 
of carrying out the action of the House in a way 
which might speak to the nation unanimously 
on this question, through the report of some 
proper committee. Mr. H. said he should be 
constrained to vote against the motion then under 
i consideration. Late as it was, and enfeebled as 
© he was, yet he would not permit his vote to be 
; recorded on the question without briefly explain- 
ing his views. 
Mr. GLASCOCK said it must be gratifying to 
: every individual to have listened to the remarks 
made by the honorable gentleman from New 


i 
i 
i 
i 


show the South fairly the principles they main- ! 


He would again as- į 
sure gentlemen that the feeling of the North was! 
entirely sound and healthy on this subject. This ; 


every portion of the House to have been placed 
in possession of his views upon this question, 
though a large portion of them must differ with 
the gentleman in regard to the policy he thinks 
ought to be adopted in relation to it. The dis- 
cussion that had taken"place to-day, Mr. G. had 
no hesitation in saying, would be hailed in the 
South as the greatest omen that the permanency 
of this great and glorious Union was about to be 
secured; and for one, coming from that scction 
of the country, he hesitated not to believe that 
the honest difference of opinion that did exist 
was an honest difference of opinion only as to 
the manner and mode in which this question 
should be settled: For one, he believed the 
motion of the gentleman from South Carolina to 
be one that would be approved, at lcast the best 
approved, by that portion of the people from 
whom he came. He admitted it was the consti- 
tutional right of every citizen of the country to 
petition this and the other branch of the Legisla- 
ture. It was a feature in the Constitution itself, 
and it was an inseparable privilege which he 
believed no individual who advocated this motion 
had pretended to deny. But he contended that, 
whenever the petition was brought forward, that 
very moment the constitutional requisite had been 
complied with; and it then became the duty of 
the House to treatit as its merits deserved. Now, 
he would appeal to the gentleman himself, and 
ask him whether there be not, in that petition, 
language which calls upon the House to frown 
upon it with indignation? He would ask if there 
be not charges in it that called for the unanimous 
voice of reprobation of those opposed to it? He 
would to God that he could act on this occasion 
with the gentleman; but the proper course to be 

ursued in relation to the petition was to rejeot 
it; and, in rejecting it, he could not, for himself, 
believe that a similar petition would be again pre- 
sented for the consideration of that body. With 
due deference to the opinions of those who rep- 
resent States, some few of whom might be favor- 
able to the principles contained in the petition, it 
would, in his humble conception, be virtually a 
disrespect to the majority either way, who might 
vote to reject or receive, afterwards to vote to lay 


` it on the table; and he wished, therefore, to avoid 
| this by bringing the question at once and directly 


if 


t 


| 


to bear upon the motión to reject it. a 

But there was another reason, which he would 
suggest to the consideration of the House. They 
would not. be deprived of mecting the question 
fully, freely, and deliberately hereafter. What 
did the President recommend in'his annual mes- 
sage? He recommended to the consideration of 
that House the enactment of some law to pre- 
vent the circulation of these incendiary publica- 
tions through the Post Office Department. Then 


i they would have an opportunity of expressing 


fully their views’ in relation to this matter. It 
was then he expected again to hear the voice of 
that gentleman in vindication of the views he had 
now taken. Then he trusted they would have 
but-one voice throughout that House; and when 
that vote should be received, the South would be 
secure in their lives, their property, and their 
rights. lt would be then they might say this 
Republic is safe. ‘Phen acerbe like disunion 
would be quicted; and, he trusted, forever, 

Mr. SUTHERLAND believed (he said) that 
no man in that House who had known him for 
ahy length of time could doubt his feelings upon 
this question. He came from a section of country 
that was exceedingly anxious to allay, as far as 
possible, all kind of excitement upon a question 
So agitating to the South. He came there pre- 
pared, as far as he could, to vote upon that ques- 
tion, and he trusted that, when.the time came to 
meet it, it would be met in a manner the great in- 
terests connected with it demanded. -But he would 
say, in advance, that he was not quite satisfied 
with some ofthe feelings expressed from certain 
quarters of this country to-day in that House. 
They were bound by all-the ties that kept the 
Union together to meet this question freely and 
boldly, to throw aside every prejudice, and wac- 
rifice it upon the altar for their country’s good; 
and it did not beoome them to excite each other 
by any kind of language. ; 
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holding State, and which had been one of the first | 


to abolish slavery, having found it expedient to || the United States, by Mr. Donetson, his Private || 
start carly in this question. He lived in a State, |; Secretary, as follows, to wit: ! 


! To the Senate and House 0 


too, where they as sincerely and honestly re- 


~ 


Mr. S. lived in a State (he said) onte a slave- |! 


1 


garded the rights of the South as any other State . 


in the Union; and he came especially from a dis- | i ] r t 
: State, aceompanving copies of certain papers, relating to a 


trict that he knew—and if he could use stronger 
language he would—utterly despised and detest- 
ed the whole question of a prompt and speedy 
abolition of slavery in the South. He knew 
that he spoke their voice when he said he was 
prepared to go all the lengths that honor and 
justice should require at his hands. While he 
admitted so much, he also looked at this: that 
the Constitution guarantied to us all the right to 
send our petitions to that House. But he went 
further, and took the other side of the question; 
that if that petition be not drafted in the style in 
which it ought to be, or if it be even inflammatory 
in its nature, and calculated to excite the feelings, 
why, then, he would throw it out, because they 
were assembled there fairly and dispassionately 
to meet this question. 
the high feelings of the South to disturb him in his 
judgment, nor the high feelings of the North, : 
who were, some of them, anxious to run all’ 
lengths, and some of them to cast the firebrand 
of slavery and abolition into that House. Now, 
on the question under consideration, he went with 
the gentleman from Georgia, [Mr. dy stant 
that if there was anything in that paper that di 
not comport with the dignity and respect of the 
House, vote for its rejection, come from where it 
might. But, at the same time, Mr: S. held him- 
self always bound to vote for every petition sent 
there in a proper style and language, on any and 
every ‘question, be it what it might, from any 
quarter of the nation. 

Mr. S. did not rise (he said) se much with & 


He would neither allow | 


view of making these remarks, but to state a fact | 


of which the House was probably not aware 
before the last vote was taken on this question. 
He would state to the House that it had already, 
that day, that very morning, referred a memorial 
npon this very question to the Committee for the 
District of Columbia, and the Chair would state 
whether he was correct or not. sol 

The SPEAKER stated the fact to be so, and | 
that he had conferred with the gentleman from | 
Massachusetts, [Mr. Baices,) who presented the 
petition, informing him that it was the intention 
of the Chair to call the attention of the House 
toit. It was doubtless through inadvertence that 
the members of the House did not generally hear | 
it, but the Chair intended to have made a state- 
ment of the fact to the House, and go he informed 
the mover, 

Mr. HAMMOND said the presentation of the 
petition had escaped him, or he should have 
made the same motion with regard to that as he 
did with reference to the other. . 

Mr. PATTON then moved to. reconsider the 
vote by which the memorial presented by Mr. 
Brigas was referred. 

Mr. BRIGGS suggested it would be better to 
postpone the consideration of it till the one before | 
the House to-day was disposed of; which was | 
agreed to. . : 

A motion was here made by Mr. VINTON, 
that when the House adjourns it adjourn to 
meet on Monday next; which was agreed to. 

_ Mr. EVERETT moved that the House ad- 
journ. 
-~ Mr. HAWKINS called for the yeas and nays; _ 
but the House refused to order them, and tellers | 


being appointed, the ayes were—120, noes not g 


counted, 
So the House adjourned till Monday. 


IN SENATE. 
Mowpay, December 21, 1835. 

Mr. TOMLINSON presented the credentials of 
the Hon. Jous M. Nits, appointed by the Gov- 
ernor of the State of Connecticut (in the recess 
of the Legislature) a Senator from that State, to 
supply the vacancy occasioned by the death of 
the Hon. Naruan Smirn, which having been read, ; 
the oath to support the Constitution of the United , 
States was administered'to Mp. Nites by the Vice | 
President. hie 


: thought, under all the circumstances, it would be 
i hetter to appoint the committee and wait then 


SMITHSON’S BEQUEST. ` ! 
A message was received from the President of |; 


f 
Representatives of the United States: 
Į transmit to Congress a report from the Secretary of 


bequest to the United States, by Mr. James Smithson, of 
London, for the purpose of founding, at Washington, an 
establishment under the name of the “ Smithsonian insti- 
tution,” for the diffusion of knowledge among men. The 
Executive having no authority to take any steps for accept- 
ing the trust and obtaining the funds, the papers are com- 
municated with a view to such measures as Congress may 


deem necessary. 
ANDREW JACKSON. 

WASHINGTON, December 17, 1835. 

NEW YORK FIRE. 

Mr. WEBSTER submitted the following teso- 
lution, and asked for its consideration at that 
time: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Finance be instructed 
to consider what measures it may be proper for Congress to 
adopt, in consequence of the destruction of merchandise 
and other property by the late fire in the city of New York. 

Mr. WEBSTER said that, since the last ad- 
journment of the Senate, we had heard of acon- 
flagration attended with more injury to property 


- than had ever occurred before in this country. 


There was no place in this continent in which the 
ravages of fire could have created so much injury 
in such a period of time. It appeared that the — 
fire raged for many hours, and it had been very 
difficult to overcome. From the aspect of many 
of the public papers it scemed that a strong 
excitement existed, and that it was expected that 
Congress would do something for the relief of 
the sufferers. Congress, he said, had heretofore 
acted on occasions of this nature of far less mag- . 
nitude; and he thought that such undoubted scenes 
of suffering as were witnessed at New York re- 
uired that relief in some mode should be extended. 

n cases of this kind a prolonged credit in the 
payment of custom-house bonds had been given; | 
other measures of relief might be recommended. 
He was not himself prepared to say what should 
be done. The State of New York was numer- 
ously pepret in the other House, and many 
of her Representatives had doubtless learned : 
through their correspondence the particulars ; 


|. respecting the extent and nature of the injury | 


received, and would therefore be able to suggest ' 
measures proper for the action of Congress. He 


for the action of the other House. 
tion was then adopted. 

INTERNAL IMPROVEMENTS. : | 

Mr. PORTER presented a communication from || 


The resolu- || 


: the Executive of the State of Louisiana, inclos- 


ing sundry resolutions of the Legislature of that : 
State, on the subject of certain internal improve- 

ments within the State, and instructing their li 
Representatives to use their exertions to obtain || 


from Congress donations of land for such objects; |! 


i 
i 
i 
| 
| 


/ rant, but covered by a 


| priately referred. 
ii Mr. SWIFT presented the petition of John ; 


j 


ji 
|i 


all of which were referred to appropriate com- 
mittees. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 

Mr. LEIGH presented the petition of General |; 
Robert Porterfield, representative of Colonel || 
Charles Porterfield, late an officer of the Virginia |: 
line of the revolutionary army, deceased, pray- |! 
ing that a certain quantity of land may be granted |; 
him in leu of that located under his land war- || 
rior location; which 
was referred to the Committee on Revolutionary |: 
Claims. 
Mr. HENDRICKS presented petitions from i! 
the citizens of Michigan city, and from the in- | 
habitants of the northern part of Indiana, praying | 
for an appropriation for the improvement of the | 
harbor of Michigan city, and for the establishing 
a port of entry at that place; which were appro- | 


Taylor; which was referred to the Committee on 
Revolutionary Claims. 

Mr. SHEPLEY presented the petitions of |. 
Green & Emerson, of E. Baldwin, and of Thomas ` 
Cutts; all of which were appropriately referred. 

Mr. McKEAN presented the petition of the . 
executors of David Caldwell. . Also, the petition 
of sundry citizens of Pennsylvania, praying for |. 


‘heirs of the late General William 


| a reduction of the duties on railroad iron; beth of 


which were appropriately referred. 
Mr. TALLMADGE presented the petition of 
Ostrander; which was referred to the Com- 


:: mittee on Private Land Claims. 


Mr. WEBSTER presented the petition of the 
aton; which 
was referred to the Committee on Revolutionary 
Claims. 

Mr. BLACK presented the petition of the Trus- 
tees of the public school of Vicksburg, Missis- 
sippi, and the petition of Elizabeth Magruder; 
which were referred to the Committee on the 


' Public Lands. 


Mr. TIPTON presented the memorial of the 


_ General Assembly of the Territory of Arkansas, 


on the subject of the construction of a road from 
Columbia to Washington; and which was referred 
to the Committee on Roads and Canals. 

He also presented the petition of James Lean- 
der Catheart; which was referred to the Come 
mittee on Claims: also, the memorial of the Gen- 
eral Assembly of the State of Indiana; which was 
referred to the Committee on Roads and Canala. 
_ On motion by Mr. NAUDAIN, the petition of 
Elizabeth Robinson, of the last session, was 
again referred to the Committee on Revolutionar 
Claims; and the petition of Lieutenant Shubrick 


‘was again referred to the Committee on Naval 


Affairs. 

On motion by Mr. HENDRICKS, several pe- 
titions, presented by him at the last session, were 
again referred, z 

On motion by Mr. TALLMA DGE, the petition 
of the heirs of Michael Hogan, and the petition 
of David Bronson, of the last session, were again 
referred to the Committee on Revolutionary 
Claims. 

On motion by Mr. LINN, the report. of the 
board of commissioners for adjusting land titles 
in Missouri, together with the report.of the Corn, 
missioner of the General Land Office on that sub- 
ject, were referred to the Committee on Private 
Land Claims. 

_ NOTICES OF BILLS. i 

Mr. HENDRICKS gave notice that he would 
to-morrow ask leave to introduce a bill making 
an appropriation for the improvement of the navi- 
gation of the Wabash river. aaa 

Mr. TIPTON gave notice that he: would to- 
morrow ark Icave to bring in a bill for the relief 


: of Hiram A. Hunter. 


- Mr. MOORE gave notice that he would to- 
morrow ask leave-to bring in a bill for the relief 


, of Elijah Simmons; also,a bill for the relief of 
;; Samuel Smith and Linn Magee, Creek Indians, 


BILLS INTRODUCED. ' : 
Mr. EWING, in pursuance of notice given, 
asked and obtained leave, and introduced a bill 


; to settle and define the northern boundary line 


of the State of Ohio; which was read and ordered 
to a second reading. 

Mr. MORRIS said that, as there was some 
difference between his colleague and himself in 


i relation to some of the principles involved in the 


bill just read, of-an important character, he would 
submit a resolution as presenting his views on 
the subject. 

The CHAIR stated that, as the resolution was 
in the form of a joint one, it must be introduced 
after giving one day ’s previous notice. 

Mr. MORRIS gave notice accordingly that he 
would introduce the resolution to-morrow. 

Mr. MOORE, in pursuance of notice given, 
asked and obtained Icave, and introduced a bill 
for the relief of John McCarty; which was read, 
and ordered to a second reading. 

RESOLUTIONS. 

Mr. RUGGLES submitted the following reso- 
lution; which lies over one day for consideration: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Commerce be instructed 
to inquire into the expediency of making appropriations to 
construct harbors at the mouths of the St. Josephs, Kalama- 
zoo, and Gallier rivers of Lake Michigan, and for removing 
the bar at the mouth of Clinton river of Lake St. Clair. 


Mr. WHITE submitted the following resolu- 
tion; which lies over one day for consideration: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Public Lands be in- 
structed to inquire into the propriety of providing by law 
that John H. Cook, of the State of Indiana, may enter and 


| obtain a grant for one thousand acres of land in exchange 
for the like quantity elaimed by him in the State of Ala 


bama. 
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© Mr. HENDRICKS submitted the following 
resolutions; which lies over one day for consider- 
ation: i 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads be instructed to inquire into the expediency of 
establishing a post route from Indianapolis by way of Dan- 
ville, Rockville, Montezuma, and Newport, to Danville in 
geen That the Committee on Roads and Canals be 
instructed to inquire into the expediency of making an ap- 
propriation for the construction of the Cumberland road in 
the States of Ohio, Judiana, an i Illinois. $ 

On motion by Mr. WEBSTER, it was 

Ordered, That so much of the President’s message as 
relates to finance, together with the annual report of the 
Secretary of the Treasury, be referred to the Committee 
on Finance. 

INCENDIARY PUBLICATIONS. 
. Mr. CALHOUN moved that so much of the 
message of the President of the United States as 
related to the transmission through the public 
mails of certain publications of a dangerous tend- 
ency, be ree | to a select committec. 

Mr. C. said that he deemed the subject to be 
one of the greatest importance, and one that re- 
quired the earliest attention, with the most decisive 
action, of the Senate. He had an additional reason 
for submitting this motion for a reference to a 
sclect committee, rather than to the Committee 
on the Post Office and Post Roads. On looking 
over the list of names on that committee, he : 
found that it contained but one gentleman coming 
from that portion of the Union more immediately 
interested in the subject. With this view, and not 
anticipating any opposition, he made the motion 
for the appointment of a select committee. 

Mr. KING, of Alabama, had not anticipated 
any attempt to send the portion of the President’s 
message referred to by the gentleman from South 
Carolina to a select committee, instead of leaving |, 
it to the committce to whom it properly belonged. : 
He stood as much interested in the subject as any 
gentleman on that floor; but he was not disposed 
to give to. it more importance than it deserved. 
lt was not, in his opinion, entirely respectful to 
the Committee on the Post Office, to attempt to 
take the matter out of their hands; and he was . 
hot willing to admit that Congress had the subject 
entirely inits power. He admitted that Congress 
might, through the regulations of the Post Office, 
restrain, in some measure, the circulation of in- 
eendiary publications, but further than this it 
could not go; and it was therefore that the Post 
Oflice Committee was the mest proper one to take 
charge of the subject. He greatly preferred the 
reference to that committee; and he hoped that 
the gentleman from South Carolina would take a 
different view of the subject, and wait a reason- 
able time for the Post Office Committee to report, 
before he pressed his motion. If (said Mr. K.) , 
that committee does not act in a reasonable time— |; 
if they do not discharge their duty with regard to | 
this important part of the President’s message—it |! 
will be time enough then to move for the appoint- 
ment of a sclect committee. 

Mr. CALHOUN said it was his object to raise 
a Special committee that should calmly and de- 
liberately consider the subject. He thought a 
committee composed of members from a portion ` 
of the country whose constituents were identified 
with the subject would be a more appropriate 
committee than the Committee on the Post Office `` 
Department. He had made this motion with no ` 
party feelings. He regarded it as a subject in- 
volving very delicate and momentous principles; | 
and believing the Committee on the Post Office 
and Post Roads would be very much occupied, 
he hoped it wou!d goto a special committee. He 
hoped the gentleman from Alabama would with- 
draw his opposition, and permit it to take that 
course, 

_ Mr. GRUNDY said, that in regard to the idea 
that this report should come from a committee 
from a portion of the country differently situated 
from another portion, he thought it should come 
from a disinterested portion. Coming from a 

uarter not identified particularly with the sub- 
ject, he thought would give it more strength. He 
apprehended the General Government could do 
very little on the subject, and he would be-as 
unwilling as any one to see the Government 
do any act violating the sovereignty of any State. 
He did not court the labor, but did not fear’ the | 
responsibility of it. 


J 
| 


. had therefore moved for the 


‘coming from the northern States. 


Mr. CALHOUN had. to make one remark in S 


reference to any feeling of delicacy towards the 
Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads, 
requiring that the subject should be left in their 


‘charge. He really did think that it could be con- 


sidered only as incidentally belonging to them, 
and not coming peculiarly within the sphere of 
their duties. ie would be the last man to evince 
anything like disrespect to that committee, or 
want of confidence in them; but every gentleman 
must see that this subject was of a peculiar nature, 
not belonging exclusively to any committee of the 
Senate, and ought therefore to be acted on by a 
committee constituted for the purpose. He m- 


' tended to create no excitement by the motion he 


had made. He wished to investigate calmly and 


it was? Were there any gentlemen there unwill- 


‘ing to do everything in the power of Congress 


deliberately the powers of this Government in | 
relation to the important matters referred to. All: 


who were acquainted with the history of new 
States, knew that novel questions of this nature 
were the Ynost dangerous that could arise, and 
that it was of vital importance that they should be 
speedily and correctly settled. He believed that 
if this 
establishment of a principle as dangerous as could 


estion was not settled, it would be the . 


be imagined. He should look upon himself as a - f í 
'ı If the subject was to go to cither of the standing 


traitor to the State he represented if he could 
bring into this important question anything like 
party spirit. He looked upon itas of infinitel 

more importance than anything connected wit 

the presidential or any party question. His sole 
object was to examine the subject fully, together 
with every collateral ground connected with it. 


He had looked into the question sufficiently to be : 


satisfied that it was one of the greatest magnitude, 
requiring immediate and decisive action; and he 

pointment ‘of a 
select commiitee. He moved fe tacanne the State 
he represented was vitally interested, and because 


the peace, harmony, and union of this Confed- 
- eracy were deeply involved. 


Mr. LEIGH said he should vote for a reference 
to a special committee, on the ground that the 
subject did not belong at all to the Committee on 
the Post Office and Post Roads. It did notappear to 
him asa matter of sufficient moment toa class of 
citizens in a certain portion of the country to 


induce them to bestow upon it the attention and , 
‘labor its importance demanded. He disclaimed ' 
any jealousy towardsthem; all he was afraid of 


was, that the subject might involve party con- 
siderations. 
Mr. PRESTON said this matter was referred to 


` by the President as operating on the Post Office 


establishment. It has been supposed that the 
depositing an incendiary publication in a post 
office for transmission was a Violation of law by 
citizens of one State against the citizens of another, 
Mr. P. here read from the message of the Pres- 
ident the part relating to the subject.] The ques- 
tion, upon the face of it, from the very nature of 


‘Lit, was purely sectional. There had been a dif- 
i ference of opinion on this subject. Ifthe Govern- 
ment had the power to arrest the evil through the 
: Post Office Department, the questionthen arose— 


How is that power to be exercised? Butif it was 
conceded that the Government had not the power, 


; as suggested, then there was an end of the matter, 


and the 

Mr. 
gentleman from Virginia {Mr. Lerefi] express 
the opinions he had with regard to gentlemen 


must acquiesce. : 


fident that the gentleman s 

every intelligent man noak 
States, when he says that they deprecated an 
would do anything in their power to suppress 


oke the tanguage of 


UCHANAN was very glad to hear the ` 


He was con- 


+, came from the South. 
of the slaveholding ` 


‘for the purpose of suppressing the circulation, 
through the mails, of improper publications? He 
apprehended not. It was, then,a mere question 
of constitutional law; all were willing to doevery- 
thing that ¢ould lawfully be done; and the only 
thing to be considered was, how far could they 
go? If (said he)-we take this subject from the 
Committce on the Post Office and Post Roads, 
and send it to a select corhmittee, it will be con- 
sidered abroad as à party movement, and he was 
therefore opposed tb giving it such a direction as 
micht lead to that belief. : 

Mr. MANGUM desired tô see a unanimity in 
the Senate, which would give the fullest and fairest 
opportunity to discuss the subject. Hediscarded 
all party considerations. Whatever difference of 
opinion might exist a8 to the question of slavery, 
he did not apprehend cither here or elsewhere any 
excitement. They had to uct on this subject. In 
the message of the President they were invoked 
toit. He had thought very httle on the subject, 
but regarded it as momentous. “The Committee 
on the Post Office Department would have more 
labor than they could satisfactorily dispose of. 


: committecs, it would be much more appropriate 
to send it to the Juditiary. He hoped that, with 
common ¢onsent, it would be sent toa select com: 
mittee. : ; 

Mr. PORTER said it was, perhaps, not of very 
serious impoftance whether the reference was 
made to the Post Office Committee or to a select 
committee. It was ‘possible that the Post Office 
Committee might arrive at the same conclusions, 
and make a report of the same nature asa special 
committee would; but he viewed this question in 
a somewhat different light from his southern 
friends.’ They seemed to regard it as one of not 
much danger, while he viewed it with the most 
serious apprehensiots. He had conversed with 
no gentleman on that floor who did not consider 
the subjects treated of in these incendiary publi- 
cations as exclusively reserved to the States most 


"interested in them. But while he highly appre- 


ciated the tnanly and liberal feelings of his northt 
ern brethren, it was not to be concealed that there 
was a band of wild and reckless fanatics in the 
northern States, whose objects tended to spread 
ruin and desolation over the South. It is our 
' duty (said Mr. P.) to considér the subject, not 
with regard to the actual situation of things, but 
as to the possible consequences that might ensue. 
With regard to the reference, he thought with the 
Senator from North Carolina, [Mr. Manaum,] 
that the subject would more properly be sent to 
the Judiciary Committee than to the Committee 
on the Post Office and Post Roads. He admitted 
that the Post Office Committee had more pecu- 
liarly under its charge ell questions with regard 
to the establishment and extension of mail routes; 
but with regard to a great constitutional question 
presented to the consideration of Congress by 
the President himself, and one on which some 
legislative action was contemplated, it seemed 
, to him that thé Judiciary Committee was the 
most appfopriate one of the two. In another 
: View of the subject, a reference toa select com- 
mittee appeared the more desirable. It was far 
. from him to intend anything indeleate or disre- 
spectful to the Post Office Committee; but it was 
Known that only one gentleman on thatcommittee 
Was it not, therefore, to 
_ be supposed, that the people of the South would 


receive with much more confidence a report from 


every publication calculated ilar leh a the peace, | 


or to injure the feelings of the Sout 


B.) was yet to meet for the first time the intelli- `: 


He (Mr. |; 


gent man at the North who thinks that this Gov- | 


ernment has any power to interfere in relation to ` 
the delicate question involved. Why, then, was : 


he opposed to raising a select committee on this 
subject? It was simply because, by taking the 
ordinary course, everything Hke excitement or 


, party spirit would be put down. He himself had 


no fear that, by any course pursued, party spirit 
could be raised there; but if the Motion previlied, 
the public abroad would ask why was this ref- 
erence made—why 
tion to the committee whose appropriate charge 


| 
i 
i 


| a committee composed of gentlemen most likely 
to feel and sympathize with them, than from a 
; committee eontaming only one of their number - 
It was well known what an extraordinary degree 
of excitement was created in the South last sum- 
mer by these incendiary publications, and thatthe 
people called loudly for some action of Congress 
with regard to them. For these reasons, he pre- 
| ferred that a committee ehould be appointed, con- 
; taining a majority of its members from the South 
: The matter would then (Mr. P. said) be brought 


l properly before the notice of our southern breth- 
ii ren, and they would see what the South wanted 


_ ASE A i: them to do. 
not erve it the ordinary direc: |; 


Mr. CLAYTON said all of the gentlemen 


-agreed that the subject involved constitutional 
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law; and he thought it should, therefore, be sent | 
to the appropriate committee.. The gentlemen 
on the Committee on the Post Office Department 
were not anxious to exercise jurisdiction over it, 
but would be exceedingly gratified to have it re- 
ferred to n special committee. He spoke for one. 
Four out of five members on the Committee on 
the Post Office Department were from non-slaver 
holding States. The most effective and satisfac- 
tory report to the people would be from gentlemen 
from slaveholding States. He was satisfied that 
his eonstitucnts would prefer it to come from gen- 
tlemen from slaveholding States. i 
Mr. KING, of Alabama, was a little surprised 
that gentlemen should, in the course of this dis- 
cussion, disclaim all party feeling. He never 
could have supposed that the gentleman from 
South Carolina (Mr. CaLnous] would attempt 
to excite a party feeling on an occasion like the 
present; and therefore the disclaimer was uncalled 
for. He still contended that this Government 
had no right to interfere in the matter; and he 
would not, by any act of his, sanction such inter- 
ference. - As regarded his position, his constitu- 
ents were as decply interested in the question as 
any of the people of the Union—perhaps there 
were none more so. It was not to be disguised 
that during the last summer great excitement ex- 
isted; but he then, as he still did, confided in the 
virtue and patriotism of the non-slaveholding 
States to put down all attempts caleulated to dis- 
turb the pence, the harmony, and union of these 
States. e still trusted they would do go; but 
he could not consent that this Government had a 
right to interfere in a matter whieh had been set- 
tled by the funcamental laws of the land. He 
was not prepared to say how far Congress could 
go within its constitutional limits; but he was 
willing to do ali that could be done to put an end 
to the evil complained of. Gentlemen spoke of 
the great question presented to Congress by the 
President. What great question? Why, the 
President called their attention to a subject that 
they all understood, and recommended them to 
take it under their consideration. He theught 
that the subject should take the ordinary course, 
and that they ought not to bring it up, as re- 
marked by the Senator from Pennsylvania, in 
such a way as to lead to excitement; for while he 
agreed with him thatthere was no danger of pro- 
ducing it there, he felt some apprehensions as to 
the effect on the people atlarge. ‘The excitement 
on this subject had not been confined to the peo- 
ple alone, but had found its way into the com- 


States. He would not, therefore, by the appoint- 
ment of a select committee, add to the excitement 
that already existed. 

Mr. GOLDSBOROUGH said this was not a 
post office matter; it was not to make an inquiry 
purely into matters appertaining to the Post 
Office Department; it was not a matter peculiarly 
belonging to that Department. He recollected 
the Senator from Massachusetts had referred to 
a select committee matters relating to the trans- 
portation of the mail on railroads, which he 
thought more properly belonged to the Commit- 
tee on the Post Office Department than this. 
The question before them was of the utmost 
importance, involving important constitational 
principles of the Government, and he ‘therefore 
thought the object of the reference would be bet- 
ter accomplished through a special committee. 

Mr. LEIGH remarked that, adverting to what 
had passed the last summer, he thought it was 
wise and proper in the President of the United 
States to make the communication he did to. 
Congress. He understood the President’s mes- 
sage, he thought, as. well as the gentleman from 
Alabama did. 
nothing but the consideration of how far Con- | 
gress could act through the regulations of the | 
post office; but if it should turn out that Con- | 
gress could not act through the post office regu- 
lations, it would then be found that the Post 
Office Committee was not the most appropriate 
one to take charge of the subject. a 

Mr. DAVIS said he happened te belong to this | 
Post Office Committee, and did not feel partic- | 
alarly desirous of having this matter under his | 
consideration. He was not certain that more | 
importance had not been attached to it than it | 


: might therefore expect more light upon the sub- 
The President recommended as ght up 


|, committee com 


i give it a sectional aspect—the worst kind ofj 
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deserved. When gentlemen spoke of the consti- 
tutional power of Congress, and the course that 
might be taken under this power, he did not un- 

| derstand what they meant. Now, it seemed to | 

! him to be more a matter of courtesy, and he took ! 
the liberty for himself to say that he should be 
very glad to have it taken off his hands, and that 
he would be very willing to have it sent to a select 
committee, not because it did not appropriately 
belong to the Post Office Committee, (for if this 


Government had any power over it, it must be | 


through its post office regulations,) but for another 
reason. e had once the honor of holding a seat 
in the other House; he hoped he was not out of 
order in referring to that body; and he had seen 
matters deeply interesting to those he represented 
excluded from the consideration of those members 
most naturally interested in them. He felt, then, 
that there was a want of liberality and of mag- 
nanimity in this, and he could therefore sympa- 
thize with those interested in the present question. 
A great southern intercst was involved, and he 
was willing that southern gentlemen should pre~ 
sent their views upon it thcre, not because they 
understood constitutional law better than other 
gentlemen, but because they were more interested 
and more familiar with the subject to be eonsid- 
ered. He should, for these reasons, vote for a 
reference to a select committee. 


Mr. PRESTON said, thatin one pomtof view | 


he thought a committee from the South would be 
better. There were two propositions of immense 

: moment involved in the consideration of the sub- , 

‘ject. Had this Government a right to regulate | 
the Post Office Department. and to what extent 
had the Government that right? If these matters 
of importance and delicacy should be defined, 
then to what extent do we want this protection? 
A special committee would have abundance of 
time to devote to the subject, which the other ; 
committee would not have. 
to excite any further feelings on the part of the . 
Senate. 


and not the 

Mr. EWI 
of the Post Office Committee, to have the charge 
of this subject, nor was he anxious to avoid It. 
He was disposed to perform any duties the Sen- 


uestion of slavery. 


' ate might impese on him, and he was not dis- 


| 


munications of the Governors of some of the : 


to take any offense if the matter was with- 
eld from the committee to which he belonged. | 


acted on as if there was no Post Office Committee | 
constituted. Every gentleman, but one, on that 
committee was from the non-slaveholding States, | 


and a sectional interest was involved. The ref- |! 


erence ought, therefore, to be to those who were 


He was indisposed '' 


If any excitement was to grow out of | 
it, it was as to the powers of the Government, | 


G was not anxious, as a member | 


He was satisfied that this subject ought to be |: 


the most interested,and the most familiar with | 


i the subject. Our object (said Mr. E.) is in the 


| first place to suppress the circulation through the ' 


mails of ineendiary publications, if Congress 


: possess the power to do so; but if Congress ', 
docs not possess the power, our next object is to | 


oe the publie mind by a report, showing why | 

songress cannot act. Who, then, so proper to | 
make such a report as gentlemen coming from 
the southern States? A report from northern | 
men, explaining why Congress could not act, 
would have far less effect in quieting the excite- 
ment that prevails, than a report coming from | 

_ southern gentlemen. He would, therefore, vote 

| for the reference to a select committee. 


Mr. BROWN said it had been remarked by an . 


honorable gentleman, that this was a subjeet of , 
deep moment. 


familiar with all subjects relating to it; and they 


ject from that committee than from a select one. 
Another committee not being so familar would | 


_ have to devote more time in acquiring the neces- || 
‘sary information to prepare a report. It had |; 
t 


' been said that the report ought to come from a | 
osed of members from a particu- | 
_ lar section of the count He could not sub- , 
scribe to that doctrine. That course would be to | 
! aspect it could have. It appeared to him the 
` ċourse expected from the southern gentlemen 
; was to evince a magnanimous confidence towards 
| the northern gentlemen: a distrust would have 


It was truly so. The Committee `: 
on the Post Office Department had long been |: 


| an unfavorghle effect. For his part, he never had 
| believed that their northern brethren would, for 
a moment entertain a disposition to hazard or 
` jeopardize the Union; as the subject was peculiar 
to the Post Office Department, he thought the 
committee on that subject the appropriate one to 
whom it should be referred. e would, how- 
ever, take occasion to disclaim all party feelings, 
and hoped they would not be permitted_to influ- 
ence any one—be he a fanatic from the North—a 
partisan from the South, or a political agitator 
` from either. 
The question was then taken on Mr. Car- 
HouN’s motion for the appointment of a select 
committee, and it was deviled in the affirmative. 


PRESIDENT’S MESSAGE. 
On motion by Mr. CLAYTON, it was 


Ordered, That so much of the President’s message as 
relates to the judiciary be referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 


On motion by Mr. EWING, it was 

Ordered, That so much of the President’s message as 
relates to the public lands be referred to the Committee on 
Pubtic Lands. 

On motion by Mr. SOUTHARD, it was 

Ordered, That so much of the President’s message as 


relates to Naval Affairs be referred to the Committee on 
Navaj Affairs. ` 


On motion by Mr. ROBINSON, it was 


Ordered, That so much of the President’s message as 
relates to the militia be referred to the Committee on the 
Militia. 

On metion by Mr. WHITE, it was 

Ordered, That 90 much of the President’s message as 
relates to Indian affairs be referred to the Committee on 
Indian Affairs. . 

On motion by Mr. GRUNDY, it was 

Ordered, That so much of the President’s message as 
relates to the post office and post roads be referred to the 
Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 


The Senate then adjourned. 


} 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Mownpay, December 21, 1835. 


Mr. WHITTLESEY asked the unanimous 
consent of the House to report sundry bills, 
(petitions being in order,) which was objected to. 

Mr. WHITTLESEY moved a suspension of 
the rule; which was carried—yeas 106, nays 51. 

Mr. CAMBRELENG said he should have to 
throw himself upon the indulgence of the House 
to report and have printed a bill and a short report 
from the Committee of Ways and Means. He 
was sure he need only read the title of the bill to 
have the unanimous consent of the House to have 
it read a first and second time by the title, with- 
out any debate; it was a bill for the relief of the 
sufferers by fire in the city of New York. 

Objections being made, the Chair said the rule 
had been suspended only to enable the Committee 


on Claims to report certain bills. 
PRIVATE BILLS. . : 


Mr. WHITTLESEY, from the Committee on 
Claims, reported the following bills; which were 
read twice, and committed to a Committee of the 
Whole House: ` 

A bill for the relief of James Tilford; 

A bill for the relief of John Pierce, and Daaiel 
Voorhies; 

A bill for the relief of Joseph Cooper; 

A bill for the relief of Thomas F, Townsley; 

A bill for the relief of Guiseppi Franzoni, and 
heirs of Jardella; 

A bill for the relief of William Findlay’s repre- 
sentatives. 

Two bills for the relief of M. W. Gilbert; 

A bill for the relief of Jesse Smith end others; 

A bill for the relief of David Bartlett; 

A bill for the relief of Daniel Whitney; 

A bill for the relief of Andrew Dodge; 

A bill for the relief of Daniel Bender; 

A bill for the relief of Nathaniel P. Tatum; ` 

A bill for the relief of B. F. Stickney; 

A bill for the relief of John McDonald; 

A bill for the relief of Henry Knowles, sen.;' 

A bill for the relief of John Pollock; 

A bill for the relief of David Hardesty; 


i 


|| A bill for the relief of Washington Seawell; 


A bill for the relief of the representatives of 
David Eagerly; 
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J. Roach; č 

A bill for the relief of Jane Taylor and heirs of 
J. Plunkett; : 

A bill for the relief of Laurentius M. Eiler; 

A bill for the relief of Moses Bliss; 

A bill for the relief of John Saunders and Pec- 
ley Putnam: p 

A bill for the relief of Jacob B. Gilbert; 

A bil! forthe relief of Jacob Santani; 

A bill for the relief of the representatives of 
Thomas Bearham, 

A bill for the relief of Joshua Collumber. 

A bill for the relief of Abner Stilson. 

SUFFERERS BY NEW YORK FIRE. 

Mr. CAMBRELENG asked the unanimous 
consent of the House to report a bill for the relief 
of the sufferers by the late fire in the city of New 
York. 

Obiection having been made, Mr. CamBRELENG 
asked a suspension of the rule. 

Mr. JARVIS remarked, that there were various 
bills which the several committees were desirous 
of reporing. He would, therefore, move a gen- 
eral suspension of the rule, for the purpose of 
receiving reports from committees. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. CAMBRELENG, from the Committee of 
Ways and Means, made a report, accompanied 
by a bill for the relic? of the sufferers by the late 
fire in New York; which was read twice. 

Mr. C. would merely state, for the information 
of the House, the object of the Committee of 
Ways and Means in introducing this bill. An- 
other subject was under the consideration of the 
committee, upon which they had not acted finally, 
and that was a bill for the remission of the duties 
on goods destroyed by the late fire. That subject 
had been postponed, and the committee had been 
called upon to act upon this question in conse- 
quence of a communieation from the Secretary of 
the Treasury inclosing a letter from the collector 
at New York. Mr. C. regretted very much that 
he should have been called upon in the very first 
act of his new station to propose a bill of this 
description. He should not, however, take up 
the time of the House then, but should merel 
ask its indulgence to-morrow to take up this bil 
and act upon it. 

Mr. C. then moved that the bill be committed 
to a Committee of the Whole House on the state 
of the Union, and that the bill and accompanying 
report be printed; which was agreed to. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 

Mr. CARR, from the Committce on Private 
Land Claims, reported the following bills; which 
were read twice and committed. 


A bill for the relicf of the heirs of James Latham, 


deceased; and 

A bill for the relief of Archibald Small. 

Mr. PEARCE, of Rhode Island, from the 
Committee on Commerce, reported the following 
bills; which were read twice and committed, viz: 

A bill for the relief of Reuben Colburn; and 

A bill for the relief of Isaac Champlain and 
others. 


Mr. GRENNELL, from the Committee on 
Claims, reported the following bills; which were 
read twice, and committed to a Committee of the 
Whole House: 

A bill for the relief of Commodore John Downes; 


A bill for the relief of the Springfield Manufac- ` 


‘turing Company; 

A bil forthe relief of Doctor W. Baker; 

A bill for the relief of Stephen Crittenden; 

A bill for the relief of the executors of Charles 
Wilkins; and 

A bill for the relief of David Baker. 

Mr. JARVIS, from the Committee on Naval 
Affairs, reported a bill to authorize the enlist- 
ment of boys in the naval service; which was 
read twice and committed. 


Mr. FORESTER, from the Committee on ` 


Claims, reported a bill for the relief of the legal 


representatives of Willie Blount; which was read _ 


twice and committed. E l 
He also, from the same committee, reported a 


- bill for the relief of Charles M. Frazer; which was : 


read twice and committed. 
Mr. GILLET, from the Committee on Com- 


í] 


Commerce, reported the following bills; which 
were read twice and committed: 

A bill to allow drawbacks on duties for mer- 
chandise exported from the United States via. 
Missouri to the provinces of New Mexico; and 

A bill to regulate the compensation of certain 
officers of the revenue cutters. 

Mr. CHAMBERS, of Kentucky, from the 
Committee on Claims, made unfavorable reports 
upon certain petitions referred to said committee. 


ABOLITION OF SLAVERY IN THE DISTRICT. 
The first business in order on the SPEAKER'S 
table was the petition of sundry citizens of Mas- 
sachusetts, praying for the immediate abolition 
of slavery within the District of Columbia, pre- 
sented on Friday last by Mr. Jackson, of Mas- 

ı sachusetts, 

The motion pending was that of Mr. Ham- 
MOND to reject the petition. 

Mr. OWENS rose to address the House, but 

Mr. PINCKNEY expressed a hope that the 
subject would be suspended, in order to present 
petitions and memorials. 

Mr. OWENS said he would with great pleasure 
accede to the wish of the gentleman from South 
Carolina, if the matter itself was nota matter of 
very great purport. He rose for the purpose of 
endeavoring to reconcile the conflicting opinions 
of gentlemen on all sides, and to submit certain 
propositions, which, he trusted, if the House 
would aceept, would put to rest this agitating, deli- 
cate, and dangerous question. It was useless for 
him to regret that this question had been brought 
before the House. It was useless to regret that this 
question had been a subject of discussion. The 
neple of discord had been thrown into the House. 
It had not been done by the South. But it was 
there, and the House must meet it—the House 
must handle it. But he did regret—he deeply de- 

lored the manner in which the debate on it had 

een conducted. It was not calculated to do any 
good, but was well calculated to produce anti-so- 
cial as well as hostile feelings. Nor did he agree 
with some gentlemen in their remarks that the 
South asked no aid from the North. On the con- 
trary, he would say, that the South did ask aid 
from the North, and the North wanted aid from 


the South. Their wants were reciprocal, and it | 


was these wants that produced our Confederacy. 
It was these wants that had cemented our Union; 
and it was the increase of these wants that would 
give perpetuity, nay, immortality to it. The pro 
ositions he wished to submit to the House, he 
did trust and confidently believed the honorable 
mover of the original proposition would accept 
. and support, and that the House itself would give 
` a warm and cordial support. 
he intended to submit were couched in language 
as strong, if not stronger, than the original motion, 
and they were more extended in their operation. 


| 
| 


The propositions | 


It was not to meet the question on this petition | 


alone, but to meet the queation, come in what 
shape itmight. It was to operate upon all peti- 
tions that might come with the same tendency or 
object; nay, in one word, it was to grapple with 
the subject itself. He perfectly aarced with the 


advocates of the original motion, that this was ` 
a measure that required a bold, a prompt, and | 
ouse. | 


decisive expression of opinion from that 


The South required it; the country required it. | 


lt could not be blinked. 


It could not be evaded 


. by legislative finesse. It ought not to be eluded | 


_. by technical objections. He therefore reiterated 


` that he confidently expected those gentlemen, as | 


| lovers of their country, and well wishers of the 
| peace and safety of the land, would support his 

resolution with warmth. He had also no doubt 
: -that these gentlemen whose sense of delicacy 
ı suggested constitutional objections to the rejec- 
| tion of petitions, would support the propositions 
he should have the honor to submit te the House, 
because they would find that these propositions 
were free from that objection, He admitted, in 
‘the fullest latitude,.the constitutional right to 
| petition, what was termed the sacred right of peti- 
tioning; but he hoped he might add without 
| Offense, that from the evidence he had of its abuse, 


i a good man might doubt whether the good com- l 


| Congress has no 


; Merce, reported a bill for the relief of Henry | pensated for the evil, if the evil were not tempo 


address himself. It was those who, in all prob- 
ability, would be for the principles contained in 
the petition. To those gentlemen he would say, 
not assuming the character of a lecturer, but as 
their associate, that admitting the constitutional 
right to act upon this subject, which he denied, 
he would tell those gentlemen that right was 
not an abstract position and unqualified term; 
that in the exercise of every right there were 
corresponding duties; and that the first duty of 
an American statesman, of an American legis- 
lator, was to look to the welfare of the people and 
to the integrity of the Republic. He would say to 
them, that, in discussing this, or any other ques- 
tion of national and political character, they must 
not examine it with the warm imagination of an 
enthusiast, with the characteristic tenderness of 
the philanthropist, nor with the cold calculations 
of the philosopher, but as statesmen, looking at 
it in all its bearings: and if they were satisfied in 
their consciences that it was not calculated to 
benefit the Republié, they ought not to legislate 
upon it. If gentlemen would turn their minds 
upon this subject, he was satisfied they would 
have no hesitation as to their course. If the 
propositions he should have the honor to submit 
to the House be acceded to by a triumphant ma- 
jority, he had no hesitation in saying that it 
would be considered by the country as the har- 
binger of peace—the rainbow that would dissipate 
the clouds and darkness now resting on the land. 
With these views, and under the operations of 
these feelings, he would move the House to lay 
the original proposition of the gentleman from 
South Carolina [Mr. Hamaanp] on the table, to- 
gether with every matter connected with it, so as 
to enable him to submit his propositions to the 
House. 

At the request of Mr. CRAIG, the resolutions 
of Mr. Owens were read from the Clerk’s table, 
and were as follows: 

Resolved, That in the opinion of this House, the question 
of the abolition of slavery in the District of Columbia ought 
not to be entertained by Congress. 

And be it further resolved, That in ease any petition pray- 
ing the abolition of slavery in the District of Columbia be 
hereafter presented, it is the deliberate opinion of this 
House the same ought to be laid upon the tabic without 
reading. 

Mr. HAMMOND requested the gentleman to 
withdraw his motion to jay on the table, toenable 
Mr. H. to submit the reasons why be could not 


;; accept the gentleman’s proposition. Objection 


was raised by several members. 

Mr. MERCER submitted to the Chair a ques- 
tion of order, whether the vote of Friday, laying 
the motion to reconsider the vote of the House, 
to consider the petition, on the table, did not lay 
the whole subject onthe table? He was satisfied 
such was the result. 

The CHAIR said he had decided otherwise 
the other day, but he would recur to the author- 
ities on the point, and would not consider that 
decision a precedent. 


Mr. PINCKNEY moved a suspension of the 


,, rules, to enable the House to proceed with the 
; premniauon of petitions and memorials, but the 


ouse refused. 

Mr. WISE remarked, the gentleman from 
Georgia had read a proposition to the House, 
which Mr. W, presumed was intended to govern 
the decision of the House upon the question to 
lay the motion under consideration on the table; 
and if the gentleman would accept the modifica- 
tion Mr. W. would offer, he would vote with him 
to lay it on the table. 

The modification of Mr. W. was as followa: 
to amend the first resolution by adding— because 
power to legislate on it, under 
the Constitution of. the United States.” 

And toamend the second resolution, by striking 
outall after ‘‘resolved,’’and inserting —“ that this 
‘House will not receive ony further memorials on 
that subject.’’ 

Mr. OWENS said he could not accept the 
proposed modification. 

Mr. HAMMOND asked for the yeas and nays 
on the motion to lay on the table; which were 
ordered. - ‘ 

Mr. PATTON inquired of. the Chair, whether 
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affirmative, would not be, that the resolutions of 
the gentleman trom Georgia [Mr. Owens] could 
not come u 


The CHAIR said they would not be in order, : 


until the States were called-for resolutions, unless 
by unanimous consent of the House, or by a 
i aaa of the rules. 

he question was then taken by yeas and nays, 
and decided in the affirmative—yeas 140, nays 76; 
as follows: 

YEAS—Messtrs. Chilton Allan, Anthony, Ashley, Barton, 
Beale, Bean, Beardsley, Beaumont, Bockee, Boon, Bovee, 
Boyd, Brown, Buchanan, Burns, Cambreieng, Carr, Carter, 
Casey, George Chambers, Chaney, Chapman, Chapin, 
Cleveland, Coffee, Coles, Craig, Cramer, Cushman, Davis, 
Deberry, Dickerson, Doubleday, Dromgooie, Effner, Fair- 
field, Farlin, Forester, French, Fry, William K. Fuller, 
Galbraith, James Garland, Gillett, Grantland, Graves, Ha- 
ley, Hamer, Hannegan, Hardin, Harlan, Samuel S. Harri- 
gon, Albert G. Harrison, Hawkins, Haynes, Henderson, 
Holsey, Hopkins, Howell, Howard, Hubley, Huntingdon, 
Huntsman, Ingersoll, [ugham, Joseph Jackson, Jarvis, Jo- 


seph Johnson, Richard M. Johnson, Cave Johnson, John ' 


W. Jones, Benjamin Jones, Judson, Kilgore, Kinnaird, 
Klingensmith, Lane, Lansing, Laporte, Gideon Lee, Joseph 
Lee, Thomas Lee, Leonard, Logan, Loyall, Lucas, Lyon, 
Abijah Mana, Job Mann, Martin, John Y. Mason, William 
Mason, Moses Mason, Sampson Mason, May, McComas, 


McKeon, McKim, McLene, Mercer, Miller, Montgomery, | 
Morgan, Muhbtenbere, Owens, Page, Parks, Patterson, 


Franklin Pierce, Pheips, Phillipa, Pinckney, Rencher, John 
Reynolds, Joseph Reynolds, Ripley Roane,Rogers,Schenck, 
Seymour, Wiliam B. Shepard, Augustine H. Shepperd, 
Shinu, Smith, Spangler, Sutherland, Taliaferto, Taylor, 
Thomas, John Thomson, Toucey, Turrill, Underwood, 
Vanderpoel, Wagener, Ward, Wardwell, Webster, Weeks, 
Lewis Williams, and Sherrod Williams—140. 
NAYS—Messrs. Adams, Heman Allen, Bailey, Bell, 
Bond, Borden, Bouldin, Briggs, Bunch, William B. Cal- 


hoan, Campbell, John Chambers, Childs, Claiborne, Clark, : 
Dunlap, Ev- | 


Conner, Crane, Cushing, Darlington, Denny 
ans, Everett, Fowler, Philo C. Fuller, Rice Garland, Glas- 
cock, Graham, Granger, Grayson, Grennell, Griffin, John 
Hall, Hiland Han, Hammond, Hard, Harper, Hazeltine, 
Heister, Hoar, Hunt, William Jackson, Janes, Henry John- 
son, Lawler, Lawrence, Lay, Lea, Lincoln, Love, Maury, 
McCarty, McKay, McKennan, Milligan, Morris, Parker, 
Patton, Dutee J. Pearce, James A. Pearce, Petticrew, 
Pickens, Potts, Reed, Robertson, Russell, Shields, Slade, 
Sloane, Sprague, Standefer, Storer, Waddy Thompson, 
White, Whittlesey, and Wise—%6. 

So the motion to lay the memorial, with the 

nding motions thereto, on the table was carried 
in the affirmative. . 

Mr. OWENS then moved to suspend the rules, 
to enable him to submit his resolutions to the 
House. oa : 

Mr. MANN, of New York, asked for the 
yeas and nays, which were ordered, and the vote 
was—yeas 101, nays 115; as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Barton, Bean, Beardsley, Boon, Boyd, 
Burns, Cambreleng, Campbell, Chancy, Claiborne, Cleve- 
land, Coffee, Coles, Conner, Cramer, Cushman, Deberry, 
Dickerson, Doubleday, Dromgoole, Duniap, Farlin, For- 
ester, French, Fry, William K. Fuller, James Garland, 
Rice Garland, Gillet, Glascock, Graham, Grantland, Graves, 
Grayson, Griffin, Joseph Hall, Hamer, Hammond, Hanne- 
gan, Albert G. Harrison, Hawkins, H. 

ins, Howard, Huntington, Huntsman, Joseph Jackson, 
Jarvis, Cave Johnson, Henry Johnson, John W. Jones, 
Benjamin Jones, Lansing, Luke Lea, Joseph Lee 
Lyon, Abijah Maun, Martin, John Y. Mazon, Willian: 
“Mason, May, McKay, McKeon, McKim, McLenue, Mercer, 
Montgomery, Muhlenberg, Owens, Page, Parks, Patterson, 
‘Patton, James A. Pearce, Franklin Pieree, Pettigrew, Pey- 


ton, Pickens, Pinckney, Joseph Reynolds, Ripley, Roane, | 


Robertson, Rogers, Seymour, William B. Shepard, Shiclds, 
Storer, Taylor, Thomas, Waddy Thompson, Toucry, 


elie Turrill, Vanderpoel, Ward, Weeks, and Wise— | 


NAYS—Mesera. Adama, Chilton Allan, Heman Allen, 
Anthony, Ashley, Bailey. Beale, Beaumont, Bell, Bockee, 
Bond, Borden, Bouldin, Bovee, Briggs, Brown, Buchanan, 


Bunch, William B. Calhoun, Carr, Carter, Casey, George ; 


Chambers, John Chambers, Chapin, Childs, Clark, Craig, 
Crane, Cushing, Darlington, Davis, benny, Evans, Everett, 


Fairfield, Philo°C. Fuller, Galbraith, Granger, Grennel\, | 


Haley, Hiland Hall, Hard, Hardin, Harlin, Harper, Samuel 
8. Harrison, Hazeltine, Henderson, Heister, Hoar, Howell 
Hubley, Hunt, Ingersoll, Ingham, William 3 ackson, Janes, 
Joseph Johnson, Richard M. Johnson, Judson, Kilgore, 
Kinnard, Ktingensmith, Lane, Laporte, Lawler, Law- 
rence, Lay, Thomas Lee, Leonard, Lincotn, Logan, Love, 
Job Mann, Moses Mason, Sampson Mason, Maury, Me- 
.Carty, McComas, McKennan, Miller, Milligan, Morgan, 
Morris, Parker, Dutee J. Pearce, Phelps, Potts, Reed, 
_Rencher, Russell, Schenck, Augustus H. Sheppard, Shinn, 
Slade, Sfoane, Francis 0: J. mith, Spangler, Sprague, 
Standefer, Sutherland, Taliaferro, John Thompson, Under- 
wood, Wagener, Wardwell, Washington, Webster, White, 
Whittlesey, Lewis Williams, and Sherrod Williams—115. 
- : So the House refused to.suspend the rules. 
Mr. McKIM moved the orders of the. day, 
which was agreed to. 
The first business before the House was the 
motion of Mr. Parron, to reconsider the vote 
of the House on Friday last, referring a petition 


the effect of the present motion, if carried in the 


without a suspersion of the rules. ` 


aynes, Holsey, Hop- ; 


Lucas, . 


presented by Mr. Brices, praying for the aboli- 
| tion of slavery in the Distriet of Columbia, to 
|! the Committee for the District of Columbia. 

' Mr. PATTON rose. 
which had just been taken against suspending the 
rules for the purpose of taking up the resolution 
offered by the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. 
Owens] must have convinced the House, and 
especially those gentlemen from the South who 
had voted for laying the former petition on the 
table, inconsistently with their vote on Friday 
last upon the same proposition, of the futility of 
any such scheme as had been proposed for pro- 
curing a direct vote of the House upon the pa 
epee involved in the petitions that had been 
offered, and would continue to be offered, praying 
the abolition of slavery in the District of Colum- 
bia. Those with whom he felt and acted on this 
question gave this apparently inconsistent vote 
under the belief that there would be no difficulty 
in suspending the rules to take up the proposition 
of the gentleman from Georgia. They so caleu- 
lated, and were deceived or mistaken. I (said 
Mr. P.) had no confidence in such calculation, 
and was not mistaken. 

The vote (said Mr. P.) I think has further de- 

monstrated that it is idle to attempt to avoid.this 
subject by any parliamentary maneuver, and that 
the only way of obtaining a direct vote upon the 
great and interesting question embraced by them, 
is by making a proposition, presenting the. ques- 
tion growing out of the petitions in connection 
with the petitions themselves. 
. Mr. Speaker, it is necessary that this House 
should be apprised and fully impressed with the 
necessity of quieting the anxiety, the agitation, 
and the alarm for the institutions of the country 
which are abroad in the land; and that, as the 
means—perhaps the only means—of doing so, it 
should meet those questions directly, and dispose 
of them decisively and permanently. 


I am ready to meet these questions, and I` 


_ believe I express the universal sentiment of the 
representation from the South in saying they are 

‘i ready to meet them; and while we do not desire 
. discussion, and, for one, I will do nothing to pro- 

voke it, at the same time we will not, if we cannot 

i, —we dare not—shrink from it if it be forced upon 
us from other quarters. I -prefer voting upon the 
| questions at once, and without discussion, if 
‘| possible. If this subject must be discussed, it 
|; ought to be discussed, and it is to be hoped will 
|i be discussed, in the spirit which ought to charac- 


\ 
i 
M 
i] 


|, terize membcrs of the same political family, and ' 


| alike imbued with the patriotic purpose of ren- 
dering permanent this great and glorious Union. 
Let the vote referring this petition be recon- 
sidered, a reference made by inadvertence, and 
then the petition will be open again for consid- 

| eration; and, in connection with it, let the princi- 
`: ples involved in the petition be presented for the 
consideration and decision of the House in some 
form which will show distinctly and unequivo- 
cally that a majority of the Representatives of 
the people of the North as well as of the South 
are opposed to the schemes of the Abolitionists, 
and also to the efforts which are making to inter- 
fere with the subject of slavery in the District of 
Columbia. Let itbe shown, if it be so, that there 
is such a majority opposed to an interference with 


slavery in this District, not upon considerations | 


merely temporary, and influenced by existing 
' political circumstances, but upon those high and 


|| great rights of property, as well as individual and 
political safety, which are connected with it. 

;. My own strong, confident, and abiding opinion 

i is, that this Government has no right to abolish 

|’ slavery in the District of Columbia. But, sir, I 

i am aware of the difficulties which exist in the 


|, minds of many gentlemen from the North on this 


| 

| pro riety of interfering with the subject of slavery 
| In the District of Columbia. Satisfy us that the 
| House is opposed to such interference upon the 


| grounds of principle, permanent, abiding—which 


He said that the vote : 


paramount considerations which belong to the |; 
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| reach above and go beyond the. transient and 
| fleeting circumstances of the hour, and uninflu- 
‘enced by the political contests of the day. _ 
Do this, and I care nothing about discussing or 
i deciding the constitutional question. I will not 
uarrcl about what will then be a mere abstrac« 
tion. A declaration of the conviction of the House 
that they will not, and that Congress ought not, 
to interfere with this matter, now or hereafter, 
will satisfy the people of the South, and especially 
the States of Virginia and Maryland, who ure 
more especially interested in the question. It 
should be known—it is not to be disguised—it 
would be a mere affectation to attempt to conceal 
the fact, that there does exist in many parts of 
the southern country a strong apprehension—I 
will not say suspicion—that there are some, 
here and elsewhere, who are indisposed to meet 
this question fairly and directly — 
tí That palter with us in a double sense.” 

The CHAIR here remarked, that the gentle- 
man from Virginia would be pleased to rernem- 
ber that it was not proper to discuss the merits 
of the petition upon the motion to reconsider. 

Mr. P. resumed. I was not, Mr. Speaker, 
discussing the merits of the question, and I am 
sure that the Chair, on reflection, as well as the 
House, will do me the justice to remember, that 
I have not said one word, in the way of argument, 
on the merits of the question involved in the peti- 
tion. I am urging the propriety of reconsidera- 
tion, so that we may have a direct vote upon these 
principles, and, if need be, discuss them. Irepeat, 
then, and I say it for no purpose or wish to arouse 
the feclings, to inflame the pride or rouse the re» 
sentment of any gentleman here, that there does 
exist an apprehension that there are some who 
wish to evade this question, and who seem to 
be with us, while they are in truth against us— 
“ that keep the word of promise to our ear, and 
break it to the hope.” 

It is necessary 1n every point of view, then, to 
have a direct vote on this question. Let such a 
decision. be made, as I trust and am willing te 
believe there will be, from the votes heretofore 
taken, and the present excitement of the country 
will be allayed. So far as this subject is con- 

_cerned, the South will repose again in the confi- 
` dence that this most essential and vital intcrest of 
theirs will not be disturbed and made the subject 
of perpetual and angry conflict. Let it be sure 
that the efforts made by these petitions will not 
' be entertained by Congress now or hereafter, and 
| you will at once calm the troubled waters of agir 
‘tation. Refuse to do it, and you incurthe risk of 
‘aggravating that excitement into a storm which 
i may shake the pillars of the Confederacy to their 
deepest foundatron. 

Mr. JOHN Q. ADAMS aaid he hoped the mo- 
tion for reconsideration would not prevail, and for 
, the very reason the gentleman from Virginia (Mr. 

Patron] had suggested for voting in favor of it. 
. He thought the only way to get this question out 
of the view of the nation, and of this House, was 
_ to dispose of all petitions on the subjectin the same 
‘ manner, and this (he said) was nat a new opinion 
of his. He begged leave to call the minds,of mem- 
. bers to the course which he pursued when he took 
his seat here in the Twenty-Second Congress. At 
‘ that time fifteen petitions had been presented.to 
him, not from his own constituents, but from cer- 
' tain citizens of the Commonwealth of Pennsyl- 
. vania, with the request that he would present them 
,, to the House. He did so (he said) in homage to 
., the sacred right of petition, a right which in what- 
‘ever manner it might be treated by others, it 
_ should never be treated by him with anything but 
i respect. Mr. A. said he then gave notice to the 
| House and to the country that he should not sup- 
| port these petitions. He felt it to be his duty to 
| the country to say that he should not support 
, them, and the reason which he assigned. at that 
i time for declining to support them was the.same 
reason which the gentleman gives, to keep discus- 
sion out of the House. Mr. A. said he then be- 
lieved that discussion of this question would be 
unprofitable to the House and to the country, but, 
in deference to the sacred. right of petition, he 
moved that the fifteen petitions be referred to the 
Committee forthe District of Columbia, atthe head 
| of which was a distinguished citizen of Virginia, 
‘| (Mr. Doddridge,) whom the country has occasion 


_THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


December 24; 


40 
| 


to regret was now no more. The chairman of | 
that committee made a report to this House, which | 
report was read, and nothing more has been heard l 
of these petitions from that day to this. Mr. A. ; 
said that in the course he then took he was not 
sustained by many of his constituents. There 
were some very respectable among them who dis- 
approved of his course. Attempts were made to 
get up meetings of the people to instruct him to 
pursue a different course, and to muluply petitions , 
of that character, but without any effect. A pe- 
tition was afterwards sent him, with the request 
that he would present it to this House—one single 

tition. He presented it, it was referred, and 
Re believed nothing more has been heard of it 
since. Mr. A. said he believed that the only 
method was to take that course, to refer to a 
committee, to receive their report, and unani- 
mously to adopt that report. That was the 
course to avoid discussion of this agitating ques- 
tion on the one hand, and to pay due respect to 
your constituent’s petition on the other. Two 
years afterwards, sir, in 1834, similar petitions 
were presented, and an effort was made at that 
time to do that which has been done now, with- 
out success. A motion was made to lay on the 
table, which failed. They were referred to a 
committee, and from the moment they were re- 
ferred they went to the tomb of the Capulets. 
A gentleman from the State of New York, (Mr. 
Dickson,) a distinguished member, now no 
longer here, presented one or more petitions to 
this effect, and entertained the House with an 
eloquent speech of two hours’ length in support 
of them. No reply was made. Nota word was 
said. The petitions were referred to the Com- 
mittee for the District of Columbia, and we heard 
no more from them. At the same session, a dis- 
tinguished member of this House presented one 
or more petitions to the same effcct, and declared 
that he fimaelf concurred in all the opinions of 
said petitioners. Sir, did this excite a flame in 
this House? Not atall. He moved to refer the 
petitions to the Committee for the District of 
Columbia; they were so referred, and there they 
slept the sleep of death. 

Here is a petition referred to the Committee for 
the District of Columbia—my word for it, (said 
Mr. A.,) if you leave it there, you will have the . 
same result—your committee is not an abolition | 
committee. You will have a report, and let the 
House sud silentio adopt it, and you will hear no 
more about it. But, sir, if you are to come to a 
resolution that this House will receive no more | 


petitions, we may look to the voice of the people f 


of the country. Every member who votes for 
these resolutions will be left at home by his con- | 
stituents, What is the next consequence? Why, | 
sir, you will have discussion, and to my regret, ' 
(said Mr. A.,) discussion has been called for and | 
challenged by gentlemen on this foor—discussion | 
on the merits of slavery. Every communication | 
north of Mason and Dixon’s line will be an | 
incendiary pamphlet; the speeches of my col- | 
leagues, perhaps of myself, will be branded as | 
ineendiary. Mr. A. said he did not answer but 

that he might make speeches which these resolu- 

tions would blacken with abuse. Mr. A. said, if 

he was to support these resolutions, his constitu- 

enta would send a man here who would represent | 
them more faithfully. What becomes of these | 
incendiary pamphlets and speeches in this House? | 
They go to the public. The newspapers report | 


these speeches; every speech of this kind goes ` 


through the whole country. Will you have a | 
resolution that members of this House shall not 
make a speech in dereliction of the sublime merits 
of slavery—a resolution that no member of this 
House shall dare to utter one incendiary senti- 
ment? Well, sir, you begin by eet alors the 
right of petition. The next step will be the an 
pression of the right of speech in this House. If 


you pass resolutions that the speeches made in |: 


this House shall not go forth to the public, what 
will be the eonsequence? You suppress the right 


of petition; you suppress the freedom of the press; |. 


you suppress the freedom of religion; for in the 
sentiments of many res 
you please to eall them, they are found to act 
under a sense of duty to their God. Mr. A. said 
‘it was not for him to judge them, nor was it for 
this House tó judge them. Therefore, sir, in 


ble men, fanatics if | 


` deference to what has been heretofore the usage 
of this House, in deference to the right of peti- 
tion, of freedom of speech, of freedom of the 
press, and freedom of religion, I hope, sir, that 
this petition will be left in the possession of the 
Committce for the District of Columbia, and that 
we will hear no more about this exciting subject. 
Mr. BOULDIN said he had, for many sufficient 
reasons, for a long time entertained the most pro- 
found respect for the gentleman last up, [Mr. 
. Apams, of Massachusetts,] and for no one thing 
more than for what he had always been informed 
and believed in relation to this same subject, now 
before the House. He had been informed by his 
redecessor, [Mr. Randolph,] of whom the world 
key far more than he could tell them, that the 
gentleman had at all times paid the most delicate 
and tender regard to our rightsand our interests, 
as well as our feelings, upon this subject. He 
had ever remarked the same sacred and inviolate 
regard paid toit by him sinec he (Mr. B.) had the 
honor of a seat upon this floor. He would be 
obliged to depart from him a little on this occasion, 
not so much that he had an objection of himself 
to referring the subject-matter to the committee, 
were there nothing in the petition but a naked 
request, that we should abolish slavery in the 
District of Columbia, as on account of certain 
other matter that was in it. He had on another 
day expressed his willingness to mect the matter 
flatly, and that his constituents should know all 
he knew in relation to it; but in deference to his 
brethren from the South—a deference he had 
always felt, and would feel, and would act under, 
in some good degree, he had not insisted both 
sessions he had had the honor of a seat in that 
House, on coming directly to the question, and 
putting the South in possession of all that was 
contained in those petitions. 

Mr. B. said he did not know how the House 
could get at the contents of a petition without 
reading it, and if all the South would accord 
with him, and could see as he did, were one of 
the petitions presented with nothing but the pe- 
tition, nothing insulting to the South, he would 
be willing to refer it to the Committee on the 

i District of Columbia, of which he had the honor 
to bea member. But, while the preamble con- 
tained slurs on the South, he never could again, 
he trusted, sit patiently and hear abuse of his 
constituents, dircct or indirect, referred to a com- 
mittee of that House for consideration. He 
would ask the gentleman from Massachusetts if 
there was anything abusive in the petitions re- 
ferred to the committce, and reported on? If he 

| heard the petition read rightly, there were many 
| disrespectful slurs thrown over the people of the 
i South. 
| Mr. BRIGGS said he thought it likely the 
| gentleman from Virginia labored under a mistake; 
| and if he would yield the floor for a few moments, 
| for the petition was very short, Mr. B. would ask 
| the House to have it read, which had not been 
| done at the time of its presentation. 

Mr. BOULDIN had understood (he said) that 
‘ they were all from one printed copy, and took it 

for granted it was word for word with the one 
that had, in some sort, been under debate. He 
would, then, rather hear it read. 

-The petition was then read by the Clerk. 

Mr. BOULDIN continued. He was pleased to 
‘find it not as bad by any means as the other; yet 

it contained nearly the same in substance. All 
that was contained in this petition in relation to 
trading in human flesh, applied to this District, 
applied also with equal force to Virginia. All 


f 
| South, and proposed a kind of guardianship over 


i; ing negroes had made us vastly corrupt, and would 
‘make us more so. Let him that is without fault 
; cast the first stone. 
not as other men, whoremongers and adulterers. 
| This was the language of these petitions, all of 
| them. They might, and did have a little thin 
gauze over them, such as this: They did not pre- 
| sume to dictate to the South_they did not mean 
to disparage their sister States, or dictate. to theni; 
| but the acts they do are such as to eall down the 
| vengeance of Heaven upon them. Comparisons 
| were drawn, express or implied. He had no idea 
' of imitating these petitioners, and swaggering over 


|; these petitions took a swaggering stand over the |. 


| their morals, and were dreadfully afraid that hold- | 


We thank God that we are | 


| the North; but who first made traffic of human 
| flesh, and made profit by bringing the negroes 
| here? and who expects to be paid for carrying 
‘them back? Now both have a name over the 
' Atlantic, where we are known only by character. 
Did these petitioners ever hear of a man’s suf- 
fering merely by its being made known that he 
came from a State in this Union south of Mason 
and Dixon’s line? Did any man ever hear or 
: know of a nation of people on any side of Ma- 
| son and Dixon’s line that stood higher for any 
_ of the cardinal virtues—honor, truth, justice, and 
` charity, gentleness of heart, and honesty? Was 
it thought that we would suffer by a comparison 
: with the petitioners? 
| _ The ladies, too, had petitioned. God forbid 


that a word of disrespect should escape him in 
relation to the ladies in any quarter of the world 
j —let him, at all times, be sensible of the defer- 
“ence and devotion that was, at all times, under 
all circumstances, duc to them; but let no one, 
fiom any quarter, think it necessary to petition 

Congress to preserve the ladies of the South from 
corruption. He would draw no comparison be- 
tween ladies; neither was there anything to com- 
pare to them; but he would beseech these fair 
petitioners to give themselves no further trouble 
about the ladies of the South—they were in no 
‘danger of contamination, Could they suffer by 

comparison with the fair in any part of the world 
in any quality that could adorn or ornament the 
| sex or render it lovely, it was in the hypothesis 
| that negro slavery had corrupted the people; but 
| the fact was not so. It was true, as the gentle- 
man from Massachusetts had said, that a gentle- 
| man, last session, had made a long and eloquent 

' speech, and when he concluded, nothing was said, 

and the petition was laid on the table, where it 

' has slept the sleep of death. 

It is true, as the gentleman says, that the peti» 
tions of last session upon the same subject have 
all met the same fate; but since that time there 
had been a great change in things. Shall we stand 
here, (said Mr. B.,) after all that has passed 
during the summer, and hear and receive abusive 
petitions on abolition—patiently, too? He was 
surprised to hear the gentleman from Massachu- 

| setts (Mr. Apams} say, that the speeches of him- 

self and those of his colleagues might, and prob- 

‘ably would be, if pushed much further on this 

subject, as incendiary as any of those pamphlets, 
and he had not thought it; and if euch were theiy 

|, feelings, he would prefer they should come out. 
| but he was sure the- man did not entertain 
|: feelings ard objects ds incendiary as many ex- 
i! pressed in those pamphlets. He was sure the 
| gentleman had not taken the trouble to read some 
l! that he (Mr. B.) had seen. Did he know that 
:| they contained propositions, with actions accord- 
‘| ing with them, that would freeze the blood with 
horror to witness if putinto execution, that could 
never be thought of without shuddering by any 

| man who feltfor his wife, his children, his friends, 
` his neighbors, or his country. He knew the 
| gentleman entertained no such objects or feelings 

: towards us, and harbored nosuch designs against 

i us. 

In conclusion, Mr. B. said that he would vote 
| for the reconsideration; and if a petition came on 
:, Without any offensive language attached to it, and 
| his brethren and colleagues from the South should 
| agree with him, he would have no particular ob- 
jection to have it refetred, and a direct: answer 

ven. 

u Mr. ALLEN, of New York 
I| motion on the table. 

Mr. WISE asked forthe yeas and nays; which 
|, Were ordered. 

| The motian to lay on the table was then with- 
| drawn by the mover, at the request of Mr. W. 
|| THOMPSON, who briefly addressed the House. 
i| Mr. MORRIS, of Pennsylvania, next addressed 
i; the House. He was in favor of referring the pe- 
| tition to an intelligent select committee. 

Mr. ALLEN, of Kentucky, renewed the motion 
| to lay the proposition, to reconsider the vote re- 

ferring the petition to the Committee for the Dis- 
! trict of Columbia, on the. table. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATION. 


An adjournment was then moved, but with- 
drawn at the request of the Sreaxer, who, by 


’ moved to lay the 
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unanimous cansent, laid before the Howse the fol- 
lowing message from the President of the United 


States, received by the hands of Mr. Donerson: i 


[See Senate proceedings for the message, rela- 
ting ta the bequest of James Smithson. } 
n maion by Mr. ADAMS, the message and 
accompanying documenis were referred to a select 
eommitise of nine, and ordered to be printed. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a | 


y 


i 


1 
i 
i 
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$ 
| 


communication from the Secretary of the Treas- : 
ury, transmitting a report in reference to insolvent ` 


debtors to the Unite 
the table, and ordered to be printed. 
On motion, the House adjourned. 


IN SENATE. 
Tvesvar, December 22, 1835. 

A message was received from the President of 
the United States by Mr. Donexson, his Private 
Secretary, transmitting a report from the War 
Department on the condition of the Cumberland 
toad in Ilinois and Indiana; which was referred 
to the Committee on Roads and Canals, _ .. 

The CHAIR communicated a report from the 
Secretary of the Treasury, made in compliance 
with the eighth section of the act for the relief of 
certain individual debtors of the United States; 
also, a report from the same Department, in re- 
tation to the custom-house officers. , 

The CHAIR presented the petition of sundry 
officers of the Army of the United States, in re- 
lation to their pay; which was referred to the 
Committee on Milttary Affairs. 

The CHAIR also presented the petition of 
Edmund Fanning, praying that an appropriation 
may be made by Congress for the fitung out an 
exploring expedition to the South Seas; which 
was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. LINN presented the petition of sundry 
merchants, and punches of Michigan, praying for 
the construction of a harbor at the mouth of Ga- 
lien river; which was referred to the Committee 
on Commerce. . 

Mr. LINN also presented a petition from sun- 
dry citizens of Missouri, praying for the estab- 
Teliment of a new land office; which was referred 
to the Committee on Public Lands., 

Mr. KING, of Alabama, presented the peti- 
tion of the President and Directors of the Pa- 
triotic Bank of Washington, praying for a 
recharter and extension of their capital; which 
was referred to the Committee for the District of 
Columbia. 

Petitions were also presented by Messrs. 
SOUTHARD, WEBSTER, CRITTENDEN, 
BLACK, GOLDSBOROUGH, PORTER, and 
ROBBINS. 


States; which was laid on ` 


Aga, or America. In April next they would be 
more embarrassed than at present, but their em- 
barrassments had been, no doubt, occasioned by 
mismanagement. He hoped a committee would 
be appointed to inquire into the management of 
these bankas, and particularly into the conduct of 
those who had stopped payment, both before and 
since their failure. He did not believe the Dis- 
triet wanted capital for circulation at all. The 
Government gave.a sufficiency of good money, 


gold and silver, which was taken away, and its | 


place supplied by a depreciated currency. ‘This 
currency (said Mr. B.) was depreciated so low, 
that under oureyes the very washerwomen and 
laberers on the canal were cheated ont of half 
their wages. He was not disposed ta repeat the 
reports he had heard, but if he repeated but half 
that had been told him, it would furnish ‘good 
rounds for instituting a strict investigation. He 
noped that the gentleman who ented the peti- 
tion would withdraw it, and suffer it to be sent to 
a select committee. There were ten or twelve 
banks in the District, broken and unbroken, and 
all of them required some looking after. It was 
not for him, after having seen the Bank of -the 
United States put down, to permit banking instié 
tatians of lesser consequence te pass here without 
the strictest investigation. i 
Mr. KING, of Alabama, said that this petition 
had been handed to him asa member of the Com- 
mittee for the District, with a request to present 
it. It was couched in respectful language, and 
he could not consent to withdraw it. When it 
came up. for discussion, the gentleman from Mis- 
sourl would. have an opportunity of throwing 
every obstacle in its way, and of making amy op- 
position to it he thought proper. 
Mr. BENTON said he hoped the gentlema 
from Alabama would withdraw his petition, and 
that that gentleman would be one of the commit- 
tee to whom he wished the subject referred. It 
was not by waiting until they saw the effects of 
the United States Bank that they had succeeded in 
putting it down, nor would it be by waiting for 
the effects of these little thingsthey could succeed. 
NOTICES OF BILLS. 


Mr. TOMLINSON gave notice that he would 


to-morrow ask leave to bringin a bill for the re- 
lief of Walter Loomis and Abel Ga 
Mr. BENTON gave notice that 

; Morrow ask leave to introduce a bill 


| engineers; 
| Also, a bill granting a quantity of land to the 


|| State of Missouri for the purposes of internal im- 


On motion by Mr. MORRIS, the petition and ` 


papers of David Taylor, on the files of the last 


session, were again referred to the Committee on |; 


Claims, 
DISTRICT BANKS. 


Mr. BENTON said a petition for the reeharter `: 


of a bank had been presented and referred before , 


it caught his attention. At the last session.of 


Congress he had objected to petitions of this na- | 


ture, and stated that he would not listen to any 
attempt to recharter a bank until its conduet had 
been subjected to the strictest investigations, and 
until a committee had examined into it, and fully 
ascertained the means through which it had 
stopped payment, Nothing had been done with 
regard to this subject at the last session, but this 
morning he found on his table, and observed the 
same on that of other gentlemen, a pamphlet of 
about forty pages, in which the charges against 
these banks were gone into, and an attempt made 
to refute them. The pamphlet endeavored to 
establish the fact, that the banks failed from 
unavoidable causes, and that they were entirely 
innocent of any malconduet. Now, he did not 
mean to take an essay from a banking corpora- 
tion of any kind, but he was desirous to investi- 
gate fully not only the conduct of all banking 
institutions, but particularly of those of this Dis- 
trict, where he believed banking capital had been 
as much abused as in any quarter of the world. 
He had been acquainted with this District for up- 
wards of fifteen years, and he believed that ithad 
more banking capital in proportion to its la- 
tion and resources than any country in Eurepe, 


i 
| 
| 
| 
i 
i 


provements within the State. 
BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. KING, of Alabama, in pursuance of notice 
given, asked and obtained leave, and introduced 
a bill authorizing the allowance of certain charges 
in the accounts of the American consul at Lon- 
, dos; i ; By 

Also, a bill for the relief of Duncan L. Church; 
both of which were read twice and referred. 

Mr. McKEAN, in pursuance of notice given, 
asked and obtained leave, and introduced a bill 
te divide the Green Bay land district in Miehi- 
gan, and for other purposes; whieh was twice 
read and referred. 


‘Mr. TIPTON, in pursuance of notice given, | 
asked and obtaincd leave, and introduced a bill `: 


he would to- : 
providing | 
for an increase of the corps of the United States | 
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United States for the-distries of Adabama; whioh 
was tend, and ordered tò a second reading. ` 
| RESOLUTIONS. .. 

Mr. SOUTHARD submitted the following res- 
olution, which lies over one day for consideration: 

Resolved, That the Committee for the District of Colum- 
bia be directed to inquire into the expediency of providing 
a clock or timepiece for the Capitol, and that they report 
by bill or otherwise. . 

Mr. ROBBINS submitted the following reso- 
lutian, which lies over one day for consideration: 

Resolved, That each Senator be supplied, during the 
present session, with three such newspapers, printed in any 
of the States, as he may choose; provided the same be 
furnished at the usual rate for the annual charge of such 
papers; and provided also, that if any Senator shall choose 
to take any newspapers other than daily papers he shall be 


` supplied with as many such papers as shall not exceed the 


price of three daily papers. 
Mr. LINN submitted the following resolutions, 
which he over one day for consideration: - 


Resolved, That the Committee on Military Affairs be im- 
structed to inquire into the expediency of making an appro- 
priation fer the purpose of constructing a military road from 
cantonment Des Moines to cantonment Leavenworth, 
thence to Fort Gibson ; and that said committee call on the 
Secretary at War for information relating to this subject. 

Resolved, That the Committee on Miltary Affairs be in- 


. structed to inquire into the expediency of establishing a 


national armory itt the valley of the Mississippi; and that 
the State of Missouri be mciuded in the list of States tn be 
examiacd with a view to such work. 


Mr. NAUDAIN submitted the following reso- 
lution, which lies over one day for consideration: 
Resolved, That the Senate wil, to-morrow, at one 


: o*elack, proceed to the eloction of a Chaplain. 


Mr. PRENTISS submitted the following reso- 
lution, which lies over one day for consideration: 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Judiciary be in- 
structed w inquire into the expediency of giving to the cir- 
cuit courts ot the United Statcs original jurisdiction, exclu- 
Bive of the district courts, of the process and proceedings 
presented by law for the repéal of patents for new and 
neefat inventions and discoveries ; and also of allowing an 
appeal to the Supreme Court, by writ of error or otherwise, 


' from the judgment of any circuit court, in any action 


brought for the violation or infringement of any right 
claimed kinder any ¢uch patent. 
NORTHERN BOUNDARY OF OHIO. 

Mr. MORRIS, in pursuance of notice given, 
asked and obtained leave, and introduced the fol- 
lowing joint resolation; which was read, and 
ordered to a second reading: 

Whereas, it is provided in the sixth section of the seventh 
artiele of the constitution of the State of Ohio, as fellows: 
“That the limits and boundaries of this State be ascer- 
tained; it is declared that they are as hereafter mentioned, 
that is to say: èn the east by the Pennsylvania line, and on 
the south by the Ohie river to the mouth of the Great Miami 
river, on the west by a line drawn due north from the mouth 
of the Great Miami river aforesaid, on the north by an east 
and west line drawn through the southerly extreme of Lake 
Michigan, running east, after intersecting the due north line 
aforesaid, from the mouth of the Great Miami river, until it 
shalt intersect Lake Erie on the territorial line, and thence 
with the same through Lake Erie to the Pennsylvania line 
aforesaid: Provided always, and it is hereby fully understood 
and declared by the convention, That if the southerly bound or 


1: extreme of Lake Michigar should extend so far south that a 


for the relief of Hiram A. Hunter; which was i 


. twice read and referred. - 


' relief of Elijah Simmons, of Samucl Smith, and 
others, Creek Indians, and of Susan Marlow; all 
of which were read twice and referred. 

Mr. BLACK, on leave, introduced a bill sup- 
- plementary to the act to amend the judiciary 


|| system of the United States; also, a bill for the 
: relief of the heirs of John Donncl and Stephen | 


| Heard; which were severall 
| ferred. . 
Mr. PRESTON, in pursuance of notice given, 


y read twice and re- 


|i asked and obtained leave, and introduced a bill 


| concerning writs of error in the courts of the 
i United States; which was read twice, and re- 
‘ferred to the Committce on the Judiciary. 

„Mr. LEIGH, from the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary, reported a bill to amend the act for the 


| 
| 
| 
i better organization of the district courts of the 


Mr. MOORE, on leave, introduced bills for the _ 


line drawn due east from it should not intersect Lake Erie ; 
or if it should intersect said Lake Erie east of the meuth 


. of the Miami river of the Lake, then, and in that case, 


with the assent of the Congress of the United States, the 


, northernbouridary of Ohio State shall be established by, and 
| extended to, a line running from the southerly extreme of 


Lake Michigan to. the most northerly cape of the Miami 


' bay, after intersecting the due north line from the mouth 


of tire Great Miami river aforesaid, thence northeast to the 
territorial line, aad by the said territorial Hne to the Penn- 


! gylvania line :’? And whereas, the State of Ohio claims 


that the assent of the Congress of the United States has 
been virtually and substantially given to the sixth section 
of the seventh artieie of the constitution, ns above set forth, 
and more especially to the later clause thereof, describing 


i| her northern boundary as claimed in the proviso to said sec- 


tion, by admitting her Senators and Representatives to their 
seats in Congress, and more fully by the act of Congress, as 
declared February 19, 1803, entitled “An act to provide for 
the due execution of the laws of the United States within 
the State of Ohio;”’ in the preamble to which act it is de- 
clared, that the State of Ohio has become one of the United 
States of America, whereby, as a matter of right, the said 
State has acquired and can rightfully exercise jurisdiction 
on her northern horder to the line as described ia the latter 
clause of the proviso eontained in the sixth aection of the 
seventh article of her constitution; but as doubts have 
arisen whether the act of Congress of the lith January, 
1805, entitled “An act ta divide the Indian Territory into 
two separate governments,’ does not contravene the right- 
ful jurisdiction of Ohio to the Tine as described ia the article 


; of her constitution, as above stated; in order, therefore, 


that no doubts may longer exist on this subject— 
Resolved by the Senate end House of Representatives of 


‘ the United States in Congress assembled, That the assent of 
| the Congress of the United States is hereby fully declared 


and given to the latter clause of the sixth section of the 
seventh article of the constitution of the State of Ohio, 
which is in the folowing words, to wit: “The northem 
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poundary of tid State shaH be established by, and extended 
©, a direet line running from the southerly extreme of Lake 
Michigan to the most northerly cape of the Miami bay, 


after intersecting the due north line from the mouth of the | 


Great Miami aforesaid, thence northeast to the territorial 
line, and by said territorial line to the Pennsylvania line.” 

“ind it is further resolved, That any State or States that 
may be formed of the territory of the United States lying 
east of the Mississippi river, which Congress may hereafter 
deem proper to admit into the Union, shall be bounded on 
the south by the State of Ilinois, Indiana, and Ohio, as the 
vaw may require. . 


NORTHERN BOUNDARY OF ILLINOIS. 


: Mr. ROBINSON submitted the following reso- l 


ution, which was considered and agreed to: 

` Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be directed 

to cause to be laid betore the Senate the report and survey 

of the commissioners appointed to survey and mark the 

northern boundary linc of the State of Illinois, in pursuance 

of the law of the United States passed April 18, 1831. 
OHIO BOUNDARY LINE AGAIN. 

The Senate proceeded to ballot for a select 
committee to consider the President’s Message 
relative to the northern bound of the State of 
Ohio, and the application of the State of Michi- 

an for admission into the Union; and Messrs. 
ENTON, WRIGHT, CLAYTON, CRITTENDEN, and 
Preston, were chosen. 
MICHIGAN SENATORS. 

Mr. BENTON said he had submitted a motion 
some days ago, to extend the SeS of the 
Senate to the two gentlemen elected as Senators 
from Michigan, so far as to assign them seats on 
the floor of the Senate. That motion he had 
made through inadvertence, and without looking 
into any precedents on the subject. The motion 


had been laid on the table, and he now wished it 


taken up in order that he might withdraw it, and 
submit a motion in writing similar to one that 
had formerly been adopted in the Senate on a 
like occasion, when two Senators from Tennes- 
see presented themselves there for admission, 
and was drawn up nearly word for word with the 
resolution then adopted. `` 

The motion was then taken up, whea Mr. B. 
withdrew it, and submitted the folowing: 


That Mr. Lyon and Mr. Norvell, who claim: to be'Sen- : 


ators of the United States, be received as spectators, and 


that chairs be provided for that purpose on the floor of the | 


Senate, until the final decision of the Senate shall be given 
on the application to admit Michigan into the Union. 


- Mr. EWING. moved to amend the motion b 
striking out the word “floor,” which amend- 
ment was agrecd to. 

Mr. TIPTON said that he must claim the in- 


dulgence of the Senate a few minutes, while he | 
explained the reasons that influenced him to the | 


course he felt compelled to pursue on the ques- 
tion then under consideration. Coming, as I do, 
(said Mr. T.,) from a new State that but a few 
years ago was like Michigan now is, knocking 
at the door of Congress for admission into the 
Union, I cannot consent to give a silent vote that 
might be construed by others ‘as unkind to the 
people of Michigan, where it is my good fortune 
to have some valucd friends, or uncourteous to 
the two. gentlemen sent to represent the State of 


Michigan in this Senate; and’ he acknowledged | 
the right of the people of this Territoty to form ; 


à constitution as soon as she had a, population of 
sixty thousand free inhabitants, and to be ad- 
mitted into the Union as a separate and inge- 
fondent State, provided the ednstitution formed 
by 


by her was republican and not.inconsistent with, . 


or repugnant to, the Constitution of the United 
States. It will be remembered’ (said Mr. T.) 
that I had the honor, two years ago, to urge on 
the consideration of the Senate a bilt providing 
for taking the census of the 


Arkansas and Michigan Territories, and author- | 


izing them to form constitutions and State gov- 
ernments provided they were found to contain 
forty-seven thousand seven hundred inhabitants, 
federal numbers, that being the ratio of repre- 
‘sentation in the other branch of Congress. It 
was not the good pleasure of the Senate to adopt 
the measure proposed by him. This he aineerely 
regretted at the time, and he still regretted it. He 
was confident that it would have prevented most 
of the difficulty that we have had in a certain 
quarter, promoted harmony and good feelings, 
and taught obedience to the laws. 
‘over, it would have enabled ‘the people of these 


Territories to come into the Union as independ- ! 


ent States, which he considers them entitled to do 


people of both | 


And, more- | 


{| at a much earlier day than they now can under 


present circumstances. What had followed the 
eriod he had just alluded to? Why, sir, (said 
r. F.,) we have had flaming general orders, 

' calling on the militia to stand by their arms to 
defend the intégrity of certain boundaries estab- 
lished by Congress, and which no authority under 
Heaven, besides Congress, had the right to alter. 

|| It was true that no blood was shed by these tu- 
|i mults, but it was equally true that things as- 


sumed, at one time there, a most alarming aspect. ` 


The people of Michigan (said Mr. T.) now in- 


form us that they have ascertained to their own | 


satisfaction, that they have a sufficient popula- 


tion to entitle them to form a State government, ; 
and they havé formed their constitution, and pre- | 


sent themselves here, demanding admission into 
the Union as a separate and independent State. 
The Senator from Missouri 
Senate to allow the two gentlemen who pre- 
| sented themselves here as Senators from the State 
of Michigan, to take seats in this Chamber; and 
he tells us that we owe this much to courtesy; as 
well as to the people of Michigan. This was all 


very civil, and looked well on paper; but before ` 


i| he could give a vote to admit the Senators he 
must understand how thisconstitution was formed, 


and what territory was embraced within the limits | 


of this new State. 

Sir, (said Mr. T.,) I find, on examining the 
first article of the constitution of Michigan, that 
it includes all the territory that was embraced 
within the Michigan Territory by an act of Con- 

: gress of January, 1805. This act establishes the 
southern boundary of that Territory to be a line 
drawn due east from the southern extreme of 
Lake Michigan. The convention that formed 
the constitution of Michigan had overlooked or 
disregarded an act of Congress of 19th June, 1816, 
authorizing the people of the Indiana Territory 
to form’ a constitution and State government. 

|| This act proposed to establish the northern bound- 

, ary of Indiana by a line drawn through a point 

i ten miles North of the southern extremeof Lake 

Michigan, provided the Indiana convention would 
accept and ratify that boundary. It was accepted 


tory in question became part and parcel of the 

State of Indiana; and now it was found that 
_, Michigan sets up a claim to this same territory, 
| and has attempted to include it within the limits 
| of the new State. If Michigan is permitted to 
do this, it will lop off from Indiana a tract of 
country ten miles in width north and south, ex- 
tending from Lake Michigan to the east bound- 
ary of Indiana more than one hundred miles, 
Indiana (said Mr. T.) has had the quiet posses- 
sion of this country nearly twenty years, and has 
organized counties, built towns, opened roads, 
and made all her local iarrangements on and over 
this territory now claimed by Michigan. 

The third section of the fourth article of the 
Constitution of the United States reads thus: 
“£ New States may be admitted by the Congress 
‘into the Union, but no new State shall be formed 
|| tor erected within the jurisdiction of any other 
|| ‘State, nor any new State formed by the junction 
‘ of two or more States, or parts of States, with- 
“out the consent of the Legislatures of the States 
€ concerned, as well as of Congress.” f 

. ` Unfortunately, as he thought, for Michigan, she 
`; had disregarded this provision of the Constitution 
| of the United States, and attempted to extend her 
' jurisdiction overa portion of the State of Indiana 
| without consulting the people or the Legislature 
of that State. This was as unnecessary to Mich- 
igan as it ‘was unexpected to Indiana. ‘Michigan 
was longer without that territory than Indiana 
was with it; the people who resided there had no 
wish to be included within the boundaries of 
|| Michigan, and Indiana would never agree tamely 
| to surrender it up to any other power whatever. 
| In this view of the case, sir, (said Mr. T.,) it is 
‘impossible to admit Michigan into the Union 
| until she strikes from her constitution all that 
| part of it that sets ‘up claims to lop off territory 
| from the neighboring States. 

Mr. T. said that he could not sanction, by his 
vote, any act of the people of Michigan that could 
by possibility be construed into an admission of 
her existence as a State, nor could he vote sents 
to her Scnators in this Chamber any more than 


1 
i 


I 


i 
J 


fe 
i 


had moved the ` 


‘and ratified by the Indiana convention; the tetri- | 


seats to any 'other gentlemen who might be in 
attendance here from that Territory. 
Let Michigan (said Mr. T.) retrace her steps, 
and strike from her constitution all that conflicts 
with the Constitution of the United States, the 
laws of Congress, and the rights of other States, 
and present herself here asa peaceable and good- 
| humored sister, and he would be among the first 
` to take her by the hand and welcome her into our 

great family, the Confederacy, but he wanted no 

more schisms in the family, nor could he admit 
| her into the Union on the terms that she. now 
` asks to be admitted. If Michigan were admitted 
: „upon the terms she now asks, every Senator must 
; see that an appeal to the courts of the country or 
to arms was unavoidable; it would produce ill 
| feelings among the people on either side of the 
. boundary line, and a state of things must ensue 
that every patriot should avoid. He therefore 
appealed to Congress to settle the difficulty before 
‘1 admitting Michigan into the Union. 

He had much more to say upon this subject, 

' but would postpone it to some other occasion. 
Mr. EWING considered that Mr. Lyon had a 
right, on account of being a Delegate to the other 
' House, to the privileges of members of that 
l branch of Congress. Fe would have no objec- 
tion to a resolution to admit Mr. NorvELL, as a 
; Spectator, to take a seat on the benches in the 
allery. He was willing to go that far, if the 
J honorablè Senator from Missouri would so frame 
i| his resolution. 
| Mr. BENTON said that chairs had been 
| assigned the Tennessee Senators in the case he 
had cited. He therefore thought they had better 
| let the word ‘‘ chairs” stand. 
Mr. HENDRICKS said, that he always re- 
| gretted when an appeal was made to his liberality 
of comity for anything he could not grant, and 
` that this was his situation at the present time. 
.. What is the case? (said Mr. H.) man comes 
into my house; he tells me that he has come for 
' the purpose of appropriating to himself a part of 
i| my house, or of despoiling me of a portion of m 
| goods, and that he has means in train by whic 
fie will, in his opinion, speedily accomplish these 
objects; but inasmuch as it will be more con- 
venient to him to attend to this work of spolia- 
| tion within the house than out of doors, he asks 
| that, through comity, I would assign him a seat, 
| and permit him to remain until he can finish his 
work, Now, sir, this statement well enough 
describes the relations, as far as this en ig 
concerned, between the two citizens of Michigan 
and the two Senators from Indiana on this floor. 
They say, that they are Senators of the State of 
Michigan; that the sovereignty and independence 
of that State are extended over a large territory 
of the State of Indiana; that it is their intention 
to eject the jurisdiction of Indiana from this ter- 
ritory, and that, to enable them more convenientl 
and more speedily to do this, they ask to be ad. 
mitted upon the floor of the Senate. Comity 
(said Mr. H.) should never ask what comity can 
never give, and this seems to be a case of that 
kind. ` 
It has been said on this floor that Michigan is 
| & Btate de facto; but this, with great deference to 
the opinion, on account of the source whence it 
| cornes, I must be pérmitted to controvert, and to 
i say that E know of no such case. I infer, indeed, 
| that no such can exist, becausé the Constitution 
says that “no new State shall be formed or 
|| erected within the jurisdiction of any other State, 
i hor any State be formed by the junction of two or 
' more States, or parts of States, without the con- 
sent of the Legislatures of the States concerned; 
| as well as of the Congress.” Now, sir, (said Mr. 
| H.;) if it had been indispensably necessary that 
Michigan should become a State, and that the State 
of Indiana should be partitioned and dismembered 
for her benefit, comity would have said, that she 
should have at least asked the consent of the 
Legislature of that State, and the Constitution of 
the United States, as well as comity, would also 
have required the same thing. Comity, too, 
would have deferred something to the fact, that 
the State of Indiana has been peaceably in the 
Union for about twenty years, and that, too, 
| with boundaries prescribed and assented to by 
| Congress. 
| Sir, (said Mr. H.,)1 undertake to say that 


E 


Michigan is not a State, neither de facto nor de 
jire, and that she never can be a State with her 
assumed boundaries. The President of the Uni- 
ted States is bound to see that the laws of the 
Union are faithfully administered in and over the 
Territory of Michigan, until the people of that 
Territory shall have the permission of Congress 
to pass from a territorial to a State government, 
and no one can doubt that he will faithfully per- 
form that duty. It might perhaps be out of place 
here to say mech about the rights, or pretended 
rights of Michigan for admittance into the Union. 
He did, however, say that-she is not on a footing 
with any of the three States already formed out 
of the northwestern Territo Their boundaries 
were described by the ordinance of 1787, and 
by it they were made and called States. In it, 
too, they had a guarantee that they should be 
admitted into the Union with a free population 
each of sixty thousand. None of these prerequi- 
sites exist in relation to Michigan. Congresshas , 
never yet determined to form any State north of 
the latitude of the southern bend of Lake Michi- 
gan. The people of Michigan petitioned Con- 
gress two years ago todo this, but it has never 
been done. There is no case in cxistence to 
which the present condition and attitude of Michi- 
gan can be assimilated. That of Tennessec wasa - 
much stronger case, but he was willing to accord 
to her citizens in question all that was granted 
to the Senators from Tennessce. And what was 
that? Itake it (said Mr. H.) from the pamphlet, 
furnished, as I suppose, by a citizen of Michigan, 
for I have searched. no further. It was that they 
should be ‘“‘admitted as spectators;” until the 
decision of the Senate on the pending bil. It 
would not enlarge the present privileges of one 
of the persons claiming to be received as a Sen- 
ator from Michigan. That privilege he has al~ 
ready under our rules, in virtuc of having been | 
a delegate in the other House, but it would con- 
fer this privilege on the other, who has it not. 
This much, Mr. President, | am willing to do, 
and no more; and to effect this, I offeran amend- 
ment to the proposition of the Senator from Mis- 
souri, or a substitute, whichever it ought to be 
considered, for I have not his proposition before | 
me, proposing to extend the same privileges of | 
the Senate to the Hon. Jons NorvetL which, | 
by our rules, are given to the members of the |: 
House of Representatives, and the delegates | 
from Territories. i| 
Resolved, That the same privileges be extended to the ‘| 
Hon. Joun NorveLL as is extended tò Delegates from | 
States or Territorics to the House of Representatives in 
Congress generally. : 
Mr. BENTON modified the motion by substi- 
tuting for all after ‘ Resolved, an amendment 
embracing the substance of the resolution to ad- || 
mit the Senators sent from the Northwest Terri- | 
tory to seats, in which he had inserted the words, ‘| 
“on the floor.” j! 
Mr. B. thought that they should be careful : 
how they worded any resolution that might be 
adopted there, lest they might expel those gen- 
tlemen altogether. It could hardly be the design 
of the Senate, or of the gentleman from Indiana, 
to expel them, nor did he believe that such was 
the intention of that’ gentleman. With respect 
to himself, as a Senator from Missouri before she 
was admitted into the Union, he and his colleague 
acted together with the same feelings on that oc- 
casion; not permitting ourselves (said Mr. B:) to 
accept any seat short of a full seat. We did not 
(said he) ask for a seat, though the presiding 
officer gave us one; nor did we hang about the 
Senate Chamber, because we would not permit | 
the impression that we would take anything short ` 
of what we were fully entitled to. But the case 
of these Senators from Michigan was different: ’: 
They would feel no difficulty in waiting until 
Congress decided to admit the State they caine to | 
represent into the Union; and all he ‘asked for 
them was, to give them the privilege of being | 
present when the interests of their State were dis- | 
cussed, He thought it would be better to pass 
his resolution than the amendment of the gentle- | 
man from Indiana. His resolution did not com- 
mit gentlemen ‘in any way. He had avoided | 
designating Michigan either as a State or Terri- |! 
tory, and therefore no gentleman could commit 
himscif by voting for’ its adoption. Those gen- 


i 


| 
| 


_ discussion: 


: Indiana. 


: cedents, and had instanced those of Tennessce ` 
; and. Missouri: 


| 

i 
i any similarity between the case of Missouri and | 
' hat of Michigan? Surely none. | 


: of one or more of the States. In relation tøother | 


` questions to settle, he believed that no special | 
; comity had been shown to the Senators who pre- || 
, sented themselves. 
: of Ohio, Louisiana, Indiana, and other new States, <i 


| where the Journals showed no resolutions of cour- ' gissippi river in the vicinity of St. Louis. 


‘i net obtain seats, until the joint resolution of ad- : 


tlemen might suppove, from the words they heard | 


there, thas thay could not use the privilepe granted || eq 


by the amendment without a surrender of their 
rights, and that they could not oome into the gal- 
leriesat all. Now they could come into the Cham- | 
ber anywhere, where spectators were admitted. | 
He left it to gentlemen, whether it would not be ' 
better, under all circumstances, to follow up the ` 
old precedent set in the case of the Tennessee 
Senators, and allow these gentlemen to come into 
the Senate Chamber, and listen to the debates 
interesting to the diagram of country—(he would 
not speak of Michigan as a State)—the diagram | 
of country: they came to represent. It was a | 
matter of substance to them to have this privi- ` 
lege; they might hear something in debate inter- ` 
esting to the country they came from, that they 
would be able to answer, and they might thus be 
enabled to furnish some Senator with the answer | 
to make forthem. He thought it would be better’! 
to furnish the gentlemen with chairs, as was done | 
in the case of the Senators from Tennessee. i! 
Mr. HENDRICKS said that he could very 
well appreciate the feelings of delicacy which had 
so frequently been mentidned by Senators in this’ 
The proposition now before the | 
Senate was one of courtesy and delicacy towards | 
the representatives of Michigan; and this was | 
its whole character. He admitted, too, the pro- ` 
priety of prudence and caution in forming opinions | 
aboxt the right of Michigan to be received into: 
the Union as a sovereign and independent State. 
But, in relation to himsclf and his- colleague, a | 
squeamish delicacy would be entirely out of place. !i 
For us to doubt or hesitate about our course and i! 
duty, with the constitution of Michigan on our ‘| 
tables, claiming, as it does, a large district of our || 
State, would be wholly anpardonable. He, for |! 
one, had no opinion to form. He had but one | 
course to take, and that-was to resist the admis- || 
sion of Michigan as a State of this Union at 
every stcp, until she expunged from her consti- | 
tution her unfounded claim upon the territory of | 


- The Senator from Missouri had spoken of pre- | 
But the Tennessee case conferred ': 
no greater privilege than that already enjoyed by | 
the Hon. Lucius Lyon, one of the gentlemen in | 
question, in virtue of his having been a Delegate | 
in the House of Representatives, and no greater | 
privilege than that proposed by his amendment || 
to be conferred on the other, the Hon. Mr. Nor- 
VELL. 


The precedent of Missouri! and is there |: 
Missouri was | 


a State, known as such to our laws. She had |: 


: formed her constitution in pursuance of a law of il 


Congress. She was a State de jure, as well asin | 
form and in fact. She presented a constitution | 
unexceptionable. There was no question of bound- | 
ary—no question about her right of admission as ` 
a State. The only question was one involving | 


_ the power of Congress to attach a condition after | 
` her right to admission had become perfect. Here, || 


in the case of Michigan, the question of State or | 
no State has yet to be seitled,as well asthe ques- |; 
tion of boundary, involving as it docs the integrity | 


States, where there were no difficult preliminary | 


i! 


He referred to the admission 
tesy to the Senators in attendance before they | 


were sworn as members of the body. He well; 
recollected that the Senators from Indiana did | 


mittanee had passed both Houses, and obtained : 
the appropriate signatures. The precedents which ` 
the practice of the Senate in these casos afforded | 
were against the application in the:present case. 

` Mr. BUCHANAN said, that after a thorough | 
es- $ 


i 
i 
| 
\ 
l 
1 


| to a great maty other 
I 


; second time, and referred: 
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rights of thesd States, as well ‘ae edutd policy,’ 

Anied’ dy ctir WHIEH ‘cou inter- 
fere with thei? chartered limits He was as free’ 
to express this opinion, as the Senator from In- 
diana himself [Mr. HENDRICKS. ] 

The question now before the Senate was one of” 
very little importance. : The difference between 
‘the two propositions was so slight, as to render it 
of little impoftance to him for which of them he 
should: vote. ‘Whether the gentlemen elected 
Senators by thë Legislature of Michigan should’ 
be assigned ‘chairs in this chamber as spectators, 
orshould be admitted into it as privileged persons, 
could not be a matter of consequence to them. 
We would nòt prevent ‘them from taking seats, 
whether they came in’ under the one resolution 
or the other. They were the representatives of 
Michigan, and Were now asserting her claim to 
be admitted asa State into the Union. It was 
proper that they should be present in the Senate, 
and have an opportunity of hearing all its pro- 
ceedings whieh had any connection with this 

uestion.’ They would be equally admitted under 
the one or the other resolution. He should vote 
for the resohitién of ‘the Senator from Missouri, 
[Mr. Benron,] because it seemed to be conform- 
able to the ancient precedents. He would, how- 
ever, suggest whether it would not be better for 
him to accept’ of the modification proposed by 
the Senator from Indiana, [Mr. Henpratcrs,]} than 
make a question on this subject. | The result 


|! would be the same in either case. 


Mr. GOLDSBOROUGH observed that the ob- 
ject of the resolution appeared to be to extend 
some civility tothe gentlemen coming as Senators’ 
from Michigan, and, on the other side, gentlemen’ 
were unwilling to go as far as to’ commit them+ 
selves to any ulterior object. Now, he thought 
the resolution might be so changed as to obviate 
all objections to-it; that was, to word it so as to 


; admit the gentlemen to the privileged seats of the’ 


Senate. 

Mr. BENTON replied, that this privilege was 
extended to the members of the other House, and 
perhaps to five or six 
hundred in all. “He could not say exactly to how 
many the privilege was extended, but he believed 
that, under the rule lately adopted, more were. 
entitled to occupy the privileged seats than they. 
would hold. A crowd might therefore be col- 
lected in the Senate Chambcr ‘at times that the: 
very questions interesting to these gentlemen were 
debated, and they might thus be excluded. By 
assigning them chairs, they would have the sole 
right to occupy them, and no one could exclude 
them, 

The question was then taken; and the amend- 
ment of Mr. Henpnicxs was agreed to, after 
which the resolution was adopted as amended. 

BILLS REFERRED. 

The following bills were severally read the 

The biil for the legal adjudication and settle- 
ment of claims to lands therein mentioned; i 

The bill authorizing the President to run and 
mark the boundary line between the Territory of 
the United States and the State of Missouri; 

The bill authorizing the relinquishment of the, 
sixtecnth section. of public lands granted for the 
use of schools, and the location of other lands in 
lieu thereof; — ; 

The bill to, settle and establish the northern, 
boundary of the State of Ohio; and 

The bif to improve the navigation of the Mis-., 


After the consideration of executive business, 
the Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Tuespay;- December 22, 1835. 
The House resumed the considcration of the 
motion made by Mr. Parron, on Friday last, to 


reconsider the vote whereby the petition pre- 
sented by Mr. Brices, praying the abolition of 


|| slavery in the District of Columbia, was referred 


to the Committee for the District of Columbia. 
Mr. GRANGER protested against the manner 
aoe confounded 
He knew" 
etitioned ‘on this subject to 
peace and as pure in their 
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lives, as any gentlmgn upon that foor. They 
were individuals to whom the Cenatitution of the 
country was as sacred as to any other class of 
citizens. He held the Abolitionists of the North 
in no more respect than did the gentleman tram 
Carolina, or from any other State in the Union. 
There were many of them for whose motives he 


had no respect; there were many others whose ` 


motives he believed to be honest, but to whom, 
misguided as they were, he would say, Stay 

our hands, you are not to scatter firebrands 

ere. But when he was called upon to confound 
these petitioners with such persons, it became 
his duty to protest against it, These petitioners 
thought Congress had the right, wader the Con- 
stituuon, to legislate exclusively, and to the 
fullest extent, within the District of Columbia, 
without going beyond the Constitution; and, with 
this abstract proposition, they supposed they 
had a right to appear at the bar of that House, 
and to ask Congress to interfere on the subject 
of slavery within this District. Mr. G. then 
took a review of the class of individuals by 
wham these petitons were subscribed—ladics, 
quakers, and others, who had conscientious scru- 
ples on the subject of slavery. He referred to the 
proceedings of the Legislature, or one branch of 
ut, of New York, a few years ago. He said it 
should be remembered, and he was surprised 
that it should seem to be forgotten by those 
who had been longer in that House than himself, 
that in the popular branch of the Legislature of 
New York, during the session of the winter of 
1829, it was declared by a most decided majority, 
embracing gentlemen of all police! parties, and 
embracing as much talent and as much patriotism 
as was to be found in any legislative hall of any 
Legislature in this Union, that it was competent 
for Congress to legislate on the subject of slavery 
within the Dis:rict of Columbia. “The majority 
of this respectable body were not, and ought not 
to be designated as murderers; and they were not 
less improper terms to be applied toany portion of 
the freemen of this country. In Mr. G.’s opinion 
the House was bound to receive all petitions re- 
spectfully couched. Ifgentlemen wished a direct 
vote upon this question, let them meet the prop- 
osition of the gentleman from Maryland, (Mr. 
‘Tuomas,] to refer all these petitions either to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia, or to a 
special committee, and let a report be made,as it 
would be made, to meet their wishes. Then they 
should have Mr. G.’s vote; and, though differing 
from many of his constituents, still he would 
most fearlessly record his vote in favor of sucha 
report. But when it was insisted upon that he 
should avoid the question, or that he should strike 
through it, and inflict a deep wound upon the 
very right of petition, he would take astand with 
the venerable gentleman from Massachusetts. 


Who would havc believed that from that country -, 


to which the Constitution could not be made 
acceptable until the right of freedom of speech, 
freedom of discussion, and freedom of petition 
had been secured—who (he said) would have be- 
jieved that an attempt should be made thus to 
drive from that Hall a petition which professed, 
as he professed to believe, that discussion should 
be left free, where the nation was left free? 

Mr. INGERSOLL rose (he said) chiefly with 
a view of announcing his intention to the House 
to submit a proposition which, he thought, if 
adopted, wood be the means of tranquillizing all 
parts of the House on this question, without 
compromise on either side. His own belicf was, 
a motion to reject the petition would not, if car- 
ned, reach the object it was desired to attain. 

Mr. I. read the sketch of his resolution, which 
was as follows: 


Resolved, That the holding of slaves is a right clearly 
recognized by the Constitation of the United States, and 
is thereby secured to the citizens of those States whose 
policy does not forbid it, as the legitimate subject of indi- 
vidual property, and source of political influence and power; 
and all attempts to interfere with, or molest them in its 
exercise or enjoyment, are impolitic, uaconstitutional, aad 
unjust. 

Mr. I. then addressed the House at some length 
in support of the foregoing prappsitions. 


Mr. MANN, of New York, said he had avoid- | 


ed all p.rticipation in this debate, because he 
thought it. wise to do so, and he should then say 
a very few words in relation to it. All that he 


. means which I am not permitte 


y 

| would say he deemed necessary from certain re- | 

: marke that had fallen from one of his honorable | 
colleagues that morning, [Mr. Graxerr.] Thet | 
gentleman was pleased to say, that it had been ` 


forgotten that the Legislature af New York, not 
longer ago than the year 1829, had passed reso- 
lutions upon the subject of the right of Congress 
to interfere with slavery in the District af Co- 
lumbia, 

Mr. GRANGER explained. His words were, 
‘< it seemed to have been forgotton that the popular 
branch of the Legislature had passed resolutions” 
—and (said Mr. G.) I leave the gentleman there, 

Mr. MANN said that thus far he had avoided 
participating in this debate. He had purposely 
done so, because he fully believed that gentlemen 
of the South, on that floor, were entirely sincere 
in their assurances to us that such discussions 
were unprofitable, and productive of anything but 
utility; dangerous to their rights, and, perhaps, 
destructive to the lives of their wives, their chil- 
dren, theircitizens. He had hoped that gentlemen 
giving such assurances would have refrained from 
going into the discussion; but in this he had been 

aily disappointed. He would forewarn the 
ouse that ıt was not his intention to deviate far 
from the course he had prescribed for himself, 
and he would not now trespass at all if it had not 
beer for some remarks made by his honorable 
colleague [Mr. Grancer}] who first addressed 
the House this morning. My colleague, sir, (said 
Mr. M.,) has been pleased to say that it seemed 
to be forgotton that the Legislature of New York, 
not longer ago than 1829, passed reselutions in 
favor of the abolition of slavery in the District 
of Columbia. 

Mr. GRANGER here explained by saying 
that such resolutions were only passed by the 
popular branch of that Legislature. 

r. MANN continued and said, that the im- 
pression he received from the gentleman’s remarks 
was as he had stated, and he thought he had 
heard him distinctly and attentively; but it was 


pocer he might not have done so, and he was _ 
appy to have the gentleman understood. Mr. ` 


M. said he had the honor of having been aa hum- 
ble member of that Legislature, and, on looking 
into its journal, he found that there. were four 
others of his colleagues on this floor who were 
then also his associates, [Messrs. Wittiam K. 
Furrer, Puio C. Futter, Errwer, and Haz- 
ELTINE.] His colleague [Mr. Grancer] was not 
in that Legislature, as he had been accustomed 
heretofore to be; and having stated this fact, (said 
Mr. M.,) panera it is due to the gentleman that 
I should state the reason, and it is, that he wag 
at the previous election a candidate for tha Lieu- 
tenant Governor’s chair of that State, which he 
failed to reach, for the simple reason that he eould 
not get, votes enough ! i 
Now, Mr. Speaker, on looking into the Journal 
containing the record of the decision taken on the 
sage of the resolution to which my colleague 
has alluded, (and it is due to my calloapuce to 
state it, after what has fallen from the gentleman,) 


I find the record to be consistent with all my | 


former and subsequent action upon the subject. 
I am there recorded as voting with my two col- 
leagues, with whom it has usually been my pleas- 
ure to act on most questions, [Wituiam K. Fur- 
LER, and Errner,] as voting against the resolu- 
tions, while I find my other colleagues, [PuiLo 
C. Furrer, and Haze.ting,] whe have always 
been aliens to most of my views upon political 
questions, recorded as there yoting for them. 


Assembl y-~pasged too, sir, for urposes , and by 

ie discuss here; 
but having been sent to the other branch of the 
Legislature for their concurrence, it slept, I be- 
lieve, in the same family vault with those men- 


tioned yesterday by the honorable gentleman 


| [Mr. Apams] from Massachusetts, ‘* the tomb of 
. the Capulets.”’ After this explanation, sir, the gen- 
' theman is welcome to all the ‘ gulls he may catch 
can | 
i appropriate to himself in this, the next, or any 
| other campaign, Having said thus much ia reply 
| to my colleague, and being on the floor, (said | 


by that flyn’’—to all the benefits which 


Mr. M.,) I beg leave to add, that my own opin- 
ions on this subject are in accordance with those 
of my constituents, with whose views I am 
acquainted, or ought to be presumed to beso; and, 
sir, I may claim some acquaintance with the peo- 
le ofthe State of New York. Sir, (said Mr. M.,) 
am fully warranted in saying, that, from my 
acquaintance with that people, there is not one 
person in five hundred among a population of 
more than two millions of people in that State, 
who is in favor of abolition, or any other inter- 
ference with the rights of master and slave in the 
South. Among the political friends with whom 
I have uniformly acted, (the Republicans,) I 
have never known one—no, sir, not a single one. 
Sir, (said Mr. M.,) there is no constitutional am- 
biguity to my mind on this subject; for while it 
is admitted that Congress has exclusive power 
“of legislation in all cases whatever,” in the 
District of Columbia, the Constitution has pro- 
bibited any of our interference with the local in- 
stitutions of the States. The Union and the 
Constitution, sir, were the result of concession and 
compromise. The subject under debate formed 
one of the points, We agreed—we entered into 
the compact with our southern brethren; and the 
question now presented by them to us—the real 
question (when the argument is pushed to the full 
extent) propounded to us of the North, is whether 
we will live up to the bargain we have made to the 
compact and anion we have entered into? For 
myself, for my constituents and friends, I answer, 
without hesitation or mental reservation, that 
under all circumstances, and in every vicissitude, 
good or evil, we will—we will, though the heav- 
ens fall. What more need Isay? (said Mr. M.) 
I will ask gentlemen to believe us sincere. Why 
suspect our sincerity? What motive have we 
to interfere in concerns that do not concern us? 
Sir, the people of New York can have no motive. 
for such interference. - 
The few misguided men in the North who are 
desirous of intruding their misdirected philan- 
thropy upon the South, have political and party 
purposes to subserve. Sensible of their own 
want of consideration in their own community— 
of their own destitution of political integrity and 
patriotism, they seek even infamous notoriety in 
attempts to destroy the institutions of their 
country. I have placed my vote on our State 
legislative journals against them, and Ishall repeat 
that vote on your journal as often as. k may have 

opportunity. i 
r. Speaker, 1 have deprecated this debate, 


, and deplored the spirit in which it is conducted. 


Shall it come to this, that an American Congress 
shall be bandying epithets springing from youth- 
ful or excited feelings? Is it necessary, sir, to 
accuse any individuals of crimes, and stigmatize 
them with epithets, that shall with me be name- 
less? For myself, sir, I cannot consent to such 
an employment, and I trust that we may conduct 
out further proceedings in such manner as will 
avoid it. 5 

Mr. ROBERTSON said, the question to be 
met was not whether Congress had power to legis- 
late on the subject of slavery within the States 
of this Union, as referred to in the resolution of 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania, (Mr. Inazr- 
s0LL,] but whether it had the pawer to legislate 
within the District of Columbia. He should sup- 
par the motion of his honorable colleague [Mr, 

ATTON] to reconsider, because that would open 
a way for meeting the question; and they must 


‘ meet it, and must decide it. To use the word of 
My course, sir, and that of my friends generally : 
at home, as well as on this floor, has been cons, 
sistent in opposing any interference upon this sub- - ; 
ject. It is true, sir, that resolution passed that 


the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. Apams] 
on another occasion, they must not “ dodge’’ it, 
for the abolition of slavery in the District of Co- 


. lumbia was but the entering wedge to attack the 
. Whole of the institutions of the South. Would 
it be contended that the right of exclusive legis- 
|| ton given to Congress within the ten miles square 


was unrestricted? Could Congress pass an ex post 
facto law in the District? Could they confiscate 
property? And what was the proposition of the 
petitioners but a confiscation of property ? There 
was no such authority under the Constitution, 
and this was the question by which he wished, 
the House to be tested. The Government might 
confiscate private property, under the Constitu- 
tion, for certain purposes, and under certain pro- 
visions; but slave property was not of that class. 


Supposing Congress did emancipate the slaves 
here, what would they do with them? The Con- 
stitution did not empower Congress to acquire 
property in slaves. If Congress had power to 
abolish slavery, it had the power to establish 
slavery: the one proposition necessarily followed 
the other. Mr. R. then took a review of the act 
of cession, under which he denied the right of in- 
terference on this subject. He excepted altogether 
to the jurisdiction of that House or the other. 
After some further remarks, Mr. R. said he hoped 
party considerations would not be brought to bear 
upon it,and that the House would adopt a course 
that would tranquillize the South. It was not the 


cople of the South who had brought this fire- | 
Beane into the House, but a small band of ruf- - 


fians harbored in the North. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Louisiana, briefly addressed 
the House, and said he considered any discussion 
on the merits of the question at that time entirely 
inexpedient. 

Mr. WISE spoke for some time, chiefly en the 


constitutional question, that Congress had no | 
power to legislate on the subject, and gave notice | 
of his intention to move a resolution to that effect. : 

Mr. JONES, of Virginia, said he did not rise | 


to discuss the merits of the proposition which 
would be necessarily presented by the petition 


ril 
now offered to the Hotse, that was what he not | 


only did not desire to do, but it was what he dare 
notdo. He designed briefly to assign the reasons 
which would induce him to reconsider the vote 
by which, in a moment of inadvertence, that peti- 
tion had been sent to the Committee for the Dis- 
trict of Columbia; and also to reply to the ob- 
jections urged by gentlemen to the course now 
proposed to be adopted in reference to that, and 

e hoped all other petitions of the same character. 
He expressed himself grateful to the gentleman 


from Pennsylvania [Mr. parr ior the re- 
marks he had made this morning. t while he | 
rendered this tribute to the good feelings and 


sympathies of the 
motives would be duly appreciated by him when 
he said he could never consent to entertain or dis- 
cuss ‘here the right by which the people of the 
South held title to their slaves. e great object 
he desired was, to obtain a direct vote upon these 
petitions, which continued daily to come in; and 
that the solicitude he felt on the subject arose 
from a conviction upon his own mind, that noth- 
ing but a direct vote would satisfy the members 
from the South, or quiet the apprehensions of their 
constituents; and deeply as he lamented the neces- 


sity which rendered it proper, in the opinion of | 


the honorable gentleman, to go into this debate— 
unwilling as he had always been, so far, to coun- 
tenance the views of these misguided, deluded, 
and infatuated men, who for years past had been 
scattering firebrands among the people of the 
South, and who, to accomplish their base pur- 


poses, were willing not only to aim a deadly blow |, 
at their prosperity as a people, but to peril thè lives | 
neri fi 


of millions, and to endanger the pe 


Union—he felt as though he should be unfaith- 


ful to the high trust confided to him if he did not | 


contribute his aid in obtaining a direct vote upon 
this all-absorbing question. 


_ But a few days ago there seemed to exist a ` 
unanimity of sentiment upon this deeply interest- <: 


ing subject which had very seldom manifested 
itself upon any important question which had 
come up for consideration before the Represent- 
atives of the people; there was then heard from 


to put down the Abolitionists, but to do it m the 
most effectual possible manner; and the great 
point of difficulty was, to determine upon the 
mode by which it could be most effectually done. 

With one of the modes (Mr. J. said) he 
should be satisfied. Promptly to ea these pe- 


titions as they were presented, he believed, would | 


meet the opprobation of southern gentlemen; and 
if they, who were more deeply interested than 
all others, regarded that mode of disposing of 
them as effectual to the accomplishment of the 
great object they had in view, and the people of 
the East and of the North really intended, in 
pe faith, to codperate with them, (as he be- 
ieved they did,) he could perceive no gond reason 
why = proposition to reject should not be sus- 
tained. 


gentleman, he hoped his own | 
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~ Tt had been said, that genttemen from the South 
were over sensitive, and disposed to act with too 
much precipitation on this subject. It had also 
been contended, that this course of proceeding 
was calculated to abridge the great right of peti- 
tion; and others there were who thought the only 
proper course was to refer them to a committee. 

he intimation that this was a subject upon which 
the people of the South were sensitive, was just. 
The fact could not be disguised, that there existed 
throughout the slaveholding States an excitement 
which had never been witnessed at any former 
peaa of thcir history; and strangely indeed must 

e be constituted who could look upon the con- 


` have his sensibility wrought up to the very high- 
_est pitch. Was it not known to eve 
upon this floor that numerous abolition societies 
had been formed in the eastern and northern 
States—frowned upon, indignantly frowned upon, 
he believed, 


: operation printing-presses which were worked by 
steam? Yes, sir, worked by steam, with the open 
and avowed object of effecting the immediate ab- 
olition of slavery in the sotthern States. That 
by means of these two great revolutionizers of 
the world—he meant steam powerand the press— 
they had caused to be printed, and, by means of’ 

` the vublic mails, circulated throughout the slave- 

i holding States, large numbers of newspapers, 

| pamphlets, tracts, and pictures, caleulated, 1n an 

: eminent degree, to rotse and inflame the passions 

: of the slaves against their masters, to urge them 

on to deeds of death, and to involve them in all 

i the horrors of a servile war—productions which 

(Mr. J. said) he would take upon himself to 

say, were as foul libels upon the people of the 

South as were ever printed. And, as if to add 

‘| insult to injury, there were those here who had 

|| the charity to believe that they were influenced 

in their conduct by humane and religious mò- 


called-for, officious, and dangerous intermeddling 
| he would say it was not the religion which was 
| by his disciples. 


understood by anything he had said, that he was 
in favor of a ridging either the freedom of the 
|; press or the freedom of speech; far from it; he 
|: regarded them as the great safeguards to our 


| republican institutions. 


i ness of the press; antl what he objected to was, 
the right of these misguided ahd deluded men to 
propagate slander, to instigate murder, to disturb 
the peace of States, and tò endanger this Union; 
and, if persisted in by them, he called upon the 
eople to interpose, and 
the seal of their disap- 


i! Representatives of the 
| stamp their conduct wi 
; probation. 


gentlemen from New York and Massachusetts, 
l [Mr. Bearvsier and Mr. Apams,] that to vote 
|, to reject this petition would be to abridge the right 
' of the people to petition Congress. He admitted 
|i that to be a right, the free exercise of which was 


would be among the last, he hoped the very last, 
|| to lay violent hands upon that sacred instrument; 
| he had sworn to support it, and, as a Represent- 
|| ative of the people, support it he would, at ever 
ħazard, for upon it depended the last hope o 
freedom throughout the world; and if he could 
| be satisfied that any constitutional right of the 
people was to be invaded by the course he pro- 
osed in disposing of that petition, he would bé 
the first to abandon the pomon he then occupied. 
But (said Mr. J.) in what consists the right of 
petition, if it be not to set forth, in written form, 
the grievant's complained of, with a view to pro- 
| cure upon them the action of Congress; and had 
| not these petitioners already enjoyed that right? 
; Did not the procéedinigs Which had taken place 
| upon this petition furnish the affirmative answer 
to the inquiry? Had they not petitioned, had not 


duet of the Abolitionists, and witness the scenes | 
to which it had given rise in the South, and not | 


gentleman . 


the intelligent, the well-informed, ` 
and respectable portions of these communities— | 
but could they shut their eyes to the fact, that 
these societies existed; that they hdd gone on to | 
collect large sums of money, and had put into © 


tives. -If, indeed, (said Mr. J.,) this most un- | 
with the rights of others be dictated by religion, | 
i| ineuleated by the Savior of the world, or taught | 
| Mr. JONES said he hoped it would not be | 


There was, however, a | 
: difference between the freedom and the licerttious- | 


But (said Mr. J.) we have been told by the | 


e || secured to the people by the Constitation, and he į 
all sides of the House a wish expressed, not only | if 


their petitions been p tet by a member in his 
place, received by the House, read b the Clerk? 
and was Congress not then engaged in endeav- 
oring to dispose of it in conformity with rules 
which had been made and adopted for the gov- 
ernment of the House; and if ıt should ever be 
disposed of, would not this petition-have been so 
fully considered, as it could have been, had any 
other form of proceeding been adopted? Mr. 
i| J. said, that when-a petition had been. presented 
l| to the House, received, and read by the Clerk, 
ooon it should be afterwards withdrawn by 
the consent of the House,) it-became the prop- 
erty of the Represehtatives of the people; they 
might refuse to consider it, lay it on the table, 
postpone it to a day certain, refer it to the com- 
mittee, or, what they had in vain attempted here, 
they might teject it. Here, then, were five several 
| ways in which this petition might legully and 
$ propery ie disposed of; and how it was that the 
ispositibrt of it in one of these modes, in prefer- 
énce to another, (all of which were prescribed 
by the rules of the House,) was, in any possible 
way, to affect the right of thé people to petition 
Congress, he was wholly at a loss to comprehend. 
But they were told by the gentleman from Mas- 
sachusetts, [Mr. Anams,] that, if these petitions 
were sent to a committee, they would there be 
; allowed to ‘‘sl¢ep the sleep of death; and that 
i thereafter we should be troubled with no others 
| of like character. Would to God that this assuri 
| ance of the honorable gentleman could be realized ; 
'| but they had only to look to the-past history of 
| their fegislation upon that subjéet to be satisfied 
| that the expected cons#mmation, to which he 
| looked forward, hud existente nowhere except in 
| the fertile imagination ofhim who conceived it. It 
: would then be seen that that course had been tried 
' again and again; stil! these petitions continued të 
; flow in upon them, and would continue to do so 
i so long us they were received and referred to com 
mittees, © What (he inquired) was the object in 

. referring subjects to a committee? It was to collect 
; information which, in the ordinary course of legis- 
lation, could not conveniently be collected in any 
| other way. But did this House stand in need of 
information upon the subject sought to be brought 
to its notice by that petition? Certainly not. It 
was well understood that it was a subject to which 
public attention had been long turned with the 
most intense interest; that from the river St. Law- 
rence to the Gulf of Mexico the best talents of 
the country had been almost everywhere engaged 
in its consideration, and in communicating inform- 
ation to the people. ` So soon as the excitement 
over the country commenced, meeting after meet- 
ing was called in the southern States in almost 
every town and county; diseission after discus- 
sion was had before the people; resolution after 
| resolution adopted, until, like a wave from the 
, ocean, it. swept over the whole southern country. 
|| It resulted in strong appeals to our brethren of the 
North to step forth and aid us in putting down 
| these base attempts upon our Hrhts; our property 
i| and our lives, And it was with mingled emotions 
of pride and of pleasure he referred tó the fact 
that thése appeals were not made in vain; they, 
too, dalled the people together; meetings weré 
held throughout the whole eastern and northern 
countries; and the measures adopted by those 
; meetings for a time gave qwiet, and, to some 
extent, allayetl the excitement in the South, ang 
it was for gentlemen from the North tosay whether 
we may still rely upon their assurances by heartily 
éoBperating with us in putting this subject to rest 
by a direct and decisive vote upon the question. 
Mr. J. said it must be obvious, that there could 
be no need of farther information upon the sub- 
ject to enable gentlemen to vote understandingly 
upon it. ‘Why, then, send it to a committee? 
as it bélieved that the report of a committee 
was to produce any effect upon the Abolitionists? 
Did gentlemen flatter themselves that the spirit 
of fanaticism could be checked by a talm, dispas- 
sionate, and topical argument? ‘To such he would 
recommend to reatl*the reports of committees 
which have been atready made on like petitions; 
and he ddubted not but that gentlemen would be 
satisfied that no benefit was likely to result frora 
the adoption of the same course in reference tö 
the petition before them. So far from that course 
of proceeding having had a tentlency to cheek 
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the wild spirit of fanaticiam new abroad in the I paper before the House for its immediate direc- |i Upon the one subject, and u 
land, the reverse was true} fox the tables of gen- || tion, and when the paper be thus brought properly | they stood firm, by a decide 
groanipg under the weight of i 


tlemen were now , 
similar petitions. ` 


The gentleman from Massachusetts'[Mr..Ap- ` 


ams] has‘reterred to his owa,.course on.a former 
occasion, in reference to. this subject; this was 
commenced in a tone and ina spirit which seemed 
to Mr. J. tø bespeak the deep anxiety, which he 
felt to allay the very unpleasant excitement which 
had begun to show itself in the House; and to 
reconcile, if he could, the causes of. discontent 
which continued to agitate and disturb the people 
of the South; he viewed the remarke of thet gen- 
tlemen as oil poured out upon the troubled waters. 
It was, however, but the calm which precedes 
the storm. At length, lashing. himself up to a 
state of high excitement, he asked what it was 
the South desired? , Was.it (said he) to discuss 
the “(sublime merits of slavery?” That was a 
subject which Mr. J. could not discuss with that 
gentleman; and taunt them as he might with their 
slaves, whese condition they had no agency in 


producing, and no means of changing, he would ' 


take that occasion to say to him, that the people 
of the South held their slaves.by a title as secure, 
by an authority as high and as sacred, as that by 
which that gentleman held title to. his horse, hig 
house, or, to use his, own language, “his place 
upon that floor: : They held them under. the 
Constitution and laws; of the land. 


That gentleman [Mr..Apams]}. had ‘also taken 


occasion to refer. .the members from the South to |, 


Mason and Dixon’s line,.warning them that 
every member, tọ.the north of that. line, wha 


the world an incendiary pamphlet; and although 
that gentleman seemed to speak as one ‘‘ having 
authority,’’ he had seen too many evidences not 
to be satisfied. of the error into which he had 
fallen. He saw assembled here, from every 
quarter of this widely extended Union, 
prepared to, make every sacrifice upon 
of their country’s good. | o 
what had falien from the gentleman from Mas- 
sachusetts upon that subject; he believed that 
ntleman himself, in-his calmer moments, would 
Eam it, The people had cause to lament it, 
But, if that be the course determined upon by 
entlemen, the sooner we had it acted out the 
etter.: This he would take, occasion to say to 
him: let those threatened pamphlets come when 
they might, they. would be received by the people 
of the South aa it became freemen who knew 
their 
. Mr, J. remarked, in conclusion, that he had felt 
himself, called upon to say thus much, in expla- 
nation of his own views, with An cunni me 
that a direct vote an the syhject might be obtained. 
_ Mg. BEARDSLEY Anje prapositign before 
the House was simply to reconsider the reference 
of a paper to the Committee for the Diatsict of; 
Columbia. 
+ It would secm very 


obvious, looking towhat had 


ace r 
he altar | 


He lamented to hear | 


me and knowing, dared maintain them. |! 


been the express sense of the House, and. to what | 


was known to be the public and general feeling | 
of the people throughout the country—logking | 
|; and give a vote of a different character; that the 
d been referred to that committee— || 


alsg.to the particular circumstances under which 
this paper 
he would say there could be no doubt that, when 
the House should come to decide upon this prop- 
sition, it would be carried in the affirmative by 
anjoverwhelming vote, They all knew, sò far as 
they knew anything. upon, this subject, that the 
yeferenee which the paper took was by rareapp - 
hension, or without the understanding o the 
House, and they ¢ l 
might be charged with abandoning the ground it 
had assumed upon this. subject, a charge which 


was derogatory to its high character,.and which | 
t.was but a | 


he would not make or intimate. It 
week. since that the House, by a decided vote of 
about 180 to 30,.had determined it would not act 
upon petitions of this character, but would lay 
them upon the table, witha yiew that they should 
sleep the sleep of.death.,, To, Mr. B, it was in- 
conceivable that,after thay vote, the House would 
entertain a proposition to give these petitions a 
flifferent direction. It was ear that the reference 
given to this petition was by mistake and surprise, 
and. when the House should be able to yote upon 
it, then. the error would be corrected. - Bring the 


all knew it, unless the House | 


|, by the silent vote. of the House, without 
should discuss this subject, would. send forth to i fc t 
| (save on the occasion to which he had re 


| given, who desired to agitate this sub 


before them, what would the House do with it? 
| And here he would beg leave to suggest to the 
consideration of the House what.was to him most 
. clear. The honorable gentleman from Massa- 
chusetts [Mr. Apams] fell.into a mistake in his 


recollection of what had been the course of the | 
That gentleman referred to : 


House heretofore. 
a debate—if the specch of a single member, 
made in the course of the last session ona peti- 
, tion of a similar character, might be so termed— 
and Mr. B. understood the gentleman to state, as 
“most undoubtedly was his recollection, that the 
House, on that occasion, had referred the. paper 
to the Committee for the District of Colum- 
bia., Mr. B. had turned to the Journal of that 


day, and he found that on that occasion an | 


honorable member from Virginia, not now a 
member. of that House, (Mr, Cuinn,] moved 
that the paper should be laid on the table. 


The yeas and nays were called for, and ordered, ' 
and there the paper was placed by a decided ma- | 


jority of the House. There was then none of 


the scruples: which exist now—no pretense that 


; the vote was evasive, That decision was then 
taken as the clear, distinct, unequivocal sense of 
the House, against the propriety of acting upon 
poston of that character. The same course had 
ikewise been pursued before the motion made by 
the gentleman from Virginia, to which he had 
referred, when previous papers of a like character 
had been repeatedly’ presented to the: House. 

. They had passed oi) to the table of the Speaker 
kesing 


gon, 
e 


and that was a speech by a single member last 
| Session,) elicited debate. And here Jet him again 
advert to what must be within the knowledge of 


On any occasion, for the last three or four 


rred, | 


every gentleman there—that these. votes of the ` 


House, thus 
character, had at all times been regarded, in. the 
House and out of it, universally, as an expression 
of the House 
petitions of this character. 
few days no one had ever thrown a doubt upon 
the subject. Now, for the, first time, they had 
been told that, to. put a,paper.on the table, where 
it would sleep the sleep of death, was an evasion 
of the question!, Nobody before. ever heard of | 
; Such an evasion! Every one regarded it, as, in | 
his estimation, they had a right to regard it, as a 
i most decided and unequivocal decision of the 
House not to entertain and act upon questions 
. The character of this House 
could not be mistaken. There were not. fifty. 
gentlemen jn that body, judg 


| of that character, 


i 


ect or te 
act upon petitions of this character. The sense 
of the House had been unequivocally, fairly, and 
fully expressed by the vote first given, to put the 
first petition on the table, and the character of the 
_ House had since undergone no change. __ l 
1, Efforts, however, seemed to be making to 
change the real 
House. It was now said that they must come up 


must cither vote that they would not receive peti- 
tions of. this character, or that, having received 
them, they would put them out of doors; or that 
| they must come to another question, and vote that 
| the House had no constitutional authority to re- 
ceive and act 
of slavery in the, District of Columbia. These 
{said Mr. B.) were new inventions. Let him 


on the vote of 180 to 30 


rol against considering the 
first petition, 


t not to change the real question, by 
permitung themselves to be drawn into the con- 

overted position of the powers of that House; 
or into the controverted and debatable grounds 
whether. they ought to reject petitions of this 
character; or having: received them, ought to 
turn them out of doors. If gentlemen from the 
South, who sincerely desired, as he knew they 
did, the harmony and peace of the whole Union, 
if they permitted this question. to „bè. changed, 
they might see from the votes of Friday last, and 
| from the votes of Monday, that no man could 


decide, or undertake: to peue, what in.a few 


| days would be the true character of that House. i 


warn the gentlemen of the South, who stood firm | 


placing upon the table papers of this | 


against the propriety of acting on | 
ntil within the last ` 


ing from the votes |; 


question to be decided by the |! 


|, did not 


2 


on. the petitions for the abolition | 


on the one ground, 

vote of 180 or 190 
against 30 or 40 or 50; but upon the other the 
would open so wide a- field of debate, that ulti- 
mately, if he judged correctly of the sense of the 
House, his honest conviction was, they would 
find themselves in the minority. 

Sir, (said Mr. B.,) we go with the South—I speak 
for myself—against all agitation on this subject, 
and to put down the fanatics of the North. But, 
, sir, I give it as my own opinion, I do not believe 
: the freemen of the North, or the freemen of the 
: South, ought to or will tolerate the idea that they 

should not be permitted to present their petitions 

to this body; or, that having presented them, in 
decent and respectful language, they shall be 
_ driven with scorn from our doors. 
i Mr. B. appealed particularly to the gentlemen 
, from the South. There was no necessity to change 
| their position, They stood firm on the ground 
‘already taken. Why should they change it? For 
' what good purpose could they desire to change the 
| character of the question, and involve the House 
: in a difficulty about the right of petition, or in 
questions of a debatable and exciting character, 
when such a clear sentiment and feeling, both in 
and out of the House, and throughout the whole 
country, had been elicited? Why would gentle- 
men permit, themselves to, be drawn into other 
questions, when the one already assumed and 
acted upon. was a decisive expression of the true 
. feelings of the House? He would warn them, 
‘that if they permitted themselves to be put in 
| that new position, they would involve themselves 
in difficulties they scarcely dream of, and which, 
in his humble judgment, they ought seriously to 
deprecate. It was remarked by the honorable 
gentleman from Massachusetts, [Mr. Apams,] 
that if this question were gone into, every speech 
: made in that House would furnish an incendiary 
pamphlet north of Mason and Dixon’s line. In 
gne sense, Mr, B. could believe that remark a 
just onc, and in one sense only.. It was because 
every speech made under such circumstances, by 
gentlemen. residing.north of Mason and Dixon’s 
line, would be perverted, and misinterpreted, and 
misquoted by factious and incendiary prints. It 
wag-nat that every gentleman residing north of 
that line would desire to make a speech of that 
: character, for he knew that many, a vast propor- 
tion of them—almost in the proportion in which 
! the votes of the House had been given—he believed. 
; would deprecate such a result. But they would 
be so misinterpreted and misquoted by the press, 
that no one. could undertake to say that. every 
speech made in that House would not be truly 
i a firebrand thrown into,the South. In no other 
sense could he agree with. the gentleman from 


|| Massachusetts on that subject. 


Mr. B. said it had been a matter of sincere ag- 
tonishment and regret on his part, that efforts 
should have been made, undoubtedly under a 
strong sense of duty, and under a strong belief, 
| that it. would tend to tranquilize the South, to 
pracure direct votes of the House upon two 
propositions, upon :beth. of which the debate 
| might be interminable. And would that expres- 
| sion of the House more operate to tranquilize 
the South, even if it were obtained, than the one 
‘already adopted? It was said, that a direct vote 
| of the House that it would not receive such 
etitions, or that, having received them, it would 
rive them out of doors or a direct vote of the 
House that Congress had no power to legislate 


|| on the subject of slavery within the District of 


Columbia, would go far to tranquilize the South, 
But what would that vote be? The opinion of 


| gentlemen sent there for two ydéars. And was it 


| certain that that would be the opinion of the 
| next House? Would it furnish any sort of as- 
i Suyance on that subject?. It wag asking too 
much. . It was enough to ask of that House, 
and enough for the. House to declare, that it 
would not act upon the subject. ‘That was rea- 
sonable. That was unquestionably the sense of 
the House; and it ought to content gentlemen in 
every quarter. 

The proposition submitted or su 
i honorable gentleman from Georgia 
affirm eithér 


ggested by the 
SMr. Owens] 
oint to which he had re- 


|! ferred. It did not a 


hon that Congress had not 
i the power; it didnot affirm that that House would 


FRB Gi. 


not receive the ‘petitions; but merely. and ditect! 
and explicitly, that that House was tvérse, ard | 
would not act upon any such subject. That was | 


reasonable, and was precisely equivalent ta laying 


such petitions on the table, ` Mr. B. believed that | 
those resolutions would meet the cordial and uni- - 
versal approbation of gentlemen from- the North, 
except those, if any there were, who would be 
disposed to encourage the getting. up of these 
peutions. The resolutions did not touch the power 
of the House. It was unquestionable that there 
was a strong and fixed sentiment of that House 
and of the whole country on thisquestion. Why, 
then, permit themselves to change the position 
they had taken, and involve themselves in the ex- | 


i Londo; which was referred to the Committee 
l! an Commerce. ae 
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: ii 
resented by Messrs; | 


UTHARD, DAVIS, `: 


Petitions were further 
HENDRICKS, KENT,S 
and CALHOUN. $ : 
On motion by Mr. RUGGLES, the petition of 
sundry inhabitants of Thomastown, Maine, and 
ether places, praying for the construction of a 
breakwater, was again referred to the Committee 
oa Commerce. 


, On métien by Mr- ROBINSON, the: petition 


; of. a bank ‘of IHinois, on the files of the last ses- | 


"gion, was again referred. to the Committed on the 


amination of eontroverted and debatable ground, | 
and thereby lose the high character the House `i 


had certainly occupied upon; this subject? He 
did hope sincerely that the motion to reconsider 
the reference of the petition would be at once 


adopted, and that they should either lay it on the | 


table, or apply the resolutions of the gentleman 
from Georgia to it. 
they will furnish a clear, direct, and unequivocal 


Pass these resolutions, and | 


expression of the sense of the House that it will | 


in no event act upon the subject. 


adjournment, but withdrew his motion at the re- 
quest of Jii f ie 
Mr. CAMBRELENG, who, by unanimous : 
consent, submitted the following amended bill ' 
for that which he yesterday reported from the 
Committee of Ways and Means: 
A bill for the relief of the sufferers by fire in the city of 
New York. | 
Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatices 
of the United States of America in Congress assembled, That 
the collector af the port of New York be, and he is hereby, 
authorized, as he may dcem best calculated to secure the 
interests of the United States, to cause to be-extended (with | 
the assent of the sureties thereon, to all persons who have 


suffered loss of property by the late conflagration at that © tates to- the District of Columbia, be referred ta the Com- | 


place) the time of payment of all bonds heretofore given for 

duties as aforesaid, to periods not exceeding three, four, 

and five years from and after the day of payment sperified i 
in the bonds; or to allow the said bonds to be'canċceled, 

upon giving to the said collector new bonds, with one or | 
more sureties, to the satisfaction of the said collector, for , 
the sums of the former bonds, respectively payabtle in three, | 
four, and five years from and after the day. of payment 
specified in the bonds to be taken up, or canceled as afore- 
said. And the said collector is hereby authorized and di- 
rected to give up or cancel all-sach bonds upon the receipt 
ot others described in this act, whieh last mentioned bonds 


shali be proceeded with, in all respeets, like other bonds i 


which are taken by collectors for duties due to the United 
States: Provided, however, That nothing in this act con- 


tained shall extend to bonds which had fallen due before | 


the 17th day of the present month. , 
SECTION 2. And be it further enacted by the authority 
aforesaid, That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he 


is hereby, authorized and directed to transfer to sach banks | 


Mr. SLADE obtained the floor, and moved an | 
| 
| 


! ries thereof. 


as he may select, as safe depositories of the public treasure, 
any surplus moneys of the Government, or any part thereof, | 
which may not be required for the public service, and to | 
permit the same to remain in such banks for a period not | 
exceeding twelve months from the passage of this, act: 
Provided, That this section shalt not interfere with any fur- : 
ther regulation of Congress concerning the colleetion, dø- , 
posit, distribution, or disbursement of the public moneys. 
Mr. CAMBRELENG gave. notice that ke 
should on Thursday next ask the House to ta 


On motion by Mr. SLADE, the House then 
adjourned. i 


Mr. TALLMADGE presented the petition of 
the heirs and legal representatives of the late 


the revolutionary services of the deceased. Re- 
ferred to the Committee on Revolutionary Claims. 

Mr. BROWN presented the petition of the 
legal representatives of Daniel Van Felt, of North 
Carolina; which was referred to the Committee 
on Claims. 

Mr. TOMLINSON presented the petition of 
Commodore Isaac Hull; which was referred to 
the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. HENDRICKS presented the petition of 
G. Bentley; which was referred tothe Committee 
on Claims. 

Mr. MANGUM presented the petition of Wil- 
liam M. Steele and others; which was referred 
to.the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. KING, of Alabama, presented the petition 
of Thomas Aspinwail, United States Consul at 


|| fox the relief of Walter Loomis and Abel Gay; 


| which was read twice and referred... si 


| ’ how REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES.’ 
up and consider said bill. A ot om = 


; an additional land office in the State of Illinois. 
General Lord Stirling, praying compensation for |; eer nt rere as 


. Barren; which was read, and ordered toa second 
i: reading. - 
IN SENATE. ji 3 
Wenonespar, December 23, 1835. Hi 


| by Messrs. SourHann, 


ij i 


Judiciary. . 5 Mho Wesi 
i “RESOLUTIONS. `- pou 


_ Mr. GOLDSBOROUGH submitted the foltow- '' 
ing’ resolution; which fies on the table one day: | 
‘Resolved, That the Committee on Military Affairs be in- || 
structed to inquite what number of floating steam batteries | 
are necessary for the defense of the Chesapeake and Dela - 
ware bays, and the harbor of New York, together with the 
estimate of the probable cost of the same, and to report fhe 
result to the Senate. : Be 
_ Mr. GRUNDY submitted the following reso; 
lution; which lies on the table one day: . wa 
Resolved, That the Committee on the Post.Office and | 
Post Roads be instructed to inquire into the expediency of `i 
reducing into one act all the laws establishing post roads 
and post routes within the United States and tire Territo- 


PRESIDENT’ S MESSAGE. 

š y. an aot ts 
` On thotion by Mr. DAVIS, it was’ Bete og ils 
‘Ordered, ‘That so-much of the President’s message as re- || 


fates to commercial affairs, be referred to the Committee |: 
on Coiwmeree. 


` On motion by Mr. BENTON, it was 


Ordered, That so much of the Presidents message as re: || po: 


lates to military affairs, be referred 
Military Afiaiss. 


On mation by Mr. KENT, it w e] 
Ordered, That so much of the Presideat’s message as fe: |: 


to the Committee on || 


mittee on the District of Columbia. : | 


‘ . BILLS INTRODUCED. | 
Mr. BENTON, in pwtsuance of notice given, | 
asked and: obtained leave, and introduced the fol- | 
lowing bills; which were severally read, and or- | 
dered to a second reading: ; Visine | 
- bill providing for the increase of the corps 
of the United States engineers; and 

A bill granting æ certain quantity of land to thë | 
State of. Missouri, for purposes of internal im- 
provements. `: 

Mr. LINN, in pursuance of notice given, asked | 
and obtained leave, and introduced the following 
bills; which were severally read and ‘ordered to a 
second reading: A ; 

A bill forthe relief of Sebastian Butcher, the 
heir and legal representative of Bartholomew 
rir ie Michael Butcher, and Peter Bloomfield; | 
A bill for the relief of Josoph Herteck. : 
Mr. TOMLINSON, on leave; introduced abill 


_ Mr. CLAYTON, from the Committee on the 
Judiciary, reported a bill for the relief of James 


Notice OF BL C 
Mr. ROBINSON gave notice that he’ woul 


to-morrow ask leave to introduce a bill to create 


RESOLUTIONS ADOPTED. ` 
The resolutions lying on the table, submitted 
inn, and Prentiss, were 
severally considered and adopted—the latter hav- 
ing been first modified by the mover. 


NEWSPAPERS FOR SENATORS. 


The resolution submitted by Mr. Roseiye rela 
tive to the supply of members with newspapers, 
came up for consideration, when ` 

Mr. KING, of Georgia, objected that.the reso- 
lution, being for an expenditure of money out of 
the contingent fund, could only, consistently with 
the rules of the Senate, be introduted after one 
day’s notice. Mr. Kine referred to, and read the 
rule applying to the case. a 

After some remarks to the same effect, and a 
few words from Mr. 'Rossixs, the Chair decided 


‘the northern bounda 


ji tee. 


‘i that. ene „diy 'a previous’ notice must. be given, 


and-Mr. Repairs gave notice accordingly. 
ELECTION OF CHAPLAIN. 

The Senate then proceeded to ballot for a Chap- 
lain, and the ballotings resulted as follows: 

First Baltet.—Mr. Higby, 12; Harrison, 12 
Fisk, 9; Stockton, 2; Palfrey, 2; Post, 1; Reed, J. 
- ‘Second Batlot.—Mr. Harrison, 16; Higby, 155 
Fisk, 5; Stockton, 1; Palfrey, 1. 


: 9: Third Ballot.—Mr. Higby, 23; Harrison, 14; 


blank, 1. ae j i 
‘Mr. Higby, having a majority of the. whole 
humber of -voted given, was declared. to: be duly 


! elected. 


The Senate then adjourned. 


: Weonespay, December 23, 1835. 


Mn ADAMS (by consent of Mr. Staps, whe 
was entitled to the floor on the first question be- 
fore the House) referred to the message of the 
President of the United States on the subject of 
ry of the State of Ohio. It 
would be recollected that this subject had been 
referred, ten days ago, to a select committee, at 
his instance; and the Speakcr had done him the 
honor to appoint him chairman of. that commit 
Subsequently, amotion had been made. to 


-- HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 


; reconsider the ‘vote referring the matter to a select 


committee.. He presumed it was in consideration 
of this motion to reconsider, that the Clerk had 
not placed those papers im! his: possession. ‘His 


_ object in rising was td give notice that, unless ‘the 
| question of reconsideration was taken up and dise 


sed of to-day, he should féél'it to ‘be his duty 
to call the committee together to-morrow, for the 
purpose of considering the subject referred to it. 


SLAVERY IN THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 


- The House resumed the consideration of the 
motion of Mr. Patron, to reconsider the, vote 
referring to the Comraitice for the District of 
Columbia a petition, presented by Mr. Brices, 
from sundry citizens of Massachusg@tts, prayin 

Congress, to, abolish slavery within, the District ol 
Columbia., | | | 


Mr. SLADE ' said he wished to tome up to 


| the subject, and investigate it fully, in order to 


represent what were the views of. his,owh con- 
stituents on this subject. . He was sorfy to hear 
these memorialists designated as intermeddlers, 
and gentlemen who were, themselves the repre- 
sentatives of constituents who entertaimed simi- 
lar opinions to these petitioners, wished to avoid 
the question, , Hé was, surprised to hear thosé 
gentlemen advocate the laying these petitions oh 
the table. The proposition of the -gentlemen o 

the South, much as he was opposed to it, was a 
better one, because it was direct, namely, to re- 
ject-them; and that of the gentleman from Mas- 
sachusetts, [Mr, Apams,] to refer them to the 
Committee, for the District of Columbia, where 
they would be buried in the ‘tomb of the Cap- 
ulets,’? was also objectionable, because it did 
not meet the question, Mr. S. said, for himself 
he was in favor of the prayer of the petition. 
The petitioners first wished the abolition of sla- 
yery within the District; so did he. They de- 
sired to abolish the slave trade in the District, 
and so did he. He was not, however, in favor 
of the immediate and unqualified abolition of 
slavery within the District, because he believed 
it impracticable; and to seek it would defeat the 
very object he and those who concurred with 
him desired. He believed there was no right 
of one man to hold another as property, and 
that the exercise of such power ought évery- 
where to cease; but the work should be done 
gradually. The States of the Union owed obli- 
gations to the African race; and it was their duty 
to prepare them for a state of emancipation and 
freedom. They were bound to enact laws for 
this purpose. He was. an anti-Mason and an 
Abolitionist on this principle, and always should 
be. ..He was, however, in favor of an immediate 
abolition of the slave trade within the District of 
Columbia. He said the sentiments of the people 
of the ‘North had, not been fairly described by 


gentlemen who had addressed the House. Gen- 


| tlemen were altogether mistaken on this subject 


It was not a few miserable fanatics, as had beer 


THE. CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


asserted; and the gentleman from New Hamp- 
shire (Mr. Prerce] was equally mistaken Im 


inking that not one out of five hundred of the | 
aes ii He contended that the balance was disturbed on | 


_ the other side by the gradual increase of the evil |' 


people there were in favor of this object. There 
was a fall and deep feeling among the people at 
the North. Public meetings had been referred 
to. Those meetings (Mr. S. said) applied only 
to the abolition of slavery generally, and not in 
this District. As of this he referred to 
the Boston resolutions. Mr. S. then referred to 
the clause in the Constitution of the United 
States, giving Congress the right of exclusive 
jurisdicuon, and was understood to contend that 
that clause involved the entire jurisdiction, and 
as such the right of Congress to legislate on the 
subject of slavery here. Had it not been for the 
denuaciatory language used by the Abolitionists, 
of land-pirate and kidnapper, applied to the peo- 
ple of the South, he did not know but that he 
should have been an Abolitionist himself on the 
whole question. He believed slavery an evil, 
and one that ought to be abolished, and that 
would eventually be abolished everywhere. Mr. 
S. requested that the petition presented at a former 
period, from eleven hundred citizens of the Dis- 
trict, praying for the abolition of slavery and the 
slave trade therein, should be read from the 
Clerk’s table. 

Mr. GLASCOCK said he should object to the 
reading of that and all other petitions on the 
subject, unless the gentleman used it as a part 
of his argument. 

Mr. SLADE replied that he intended so to use 
it; but, fecling e sted, he wished it read by 
the Clerk. . 

Mr. GLASCOCK then withdrew his objection, 
and consented to the reading as an act of cour- 
tesy to the gentleman. 

The petition was then read by the Clerk. 

Mr. PATTON inguired whether the gentleman 
from Vermont could inform him how many of 
the signers were slaveholders ? 

Mr.GARLAND would make a furtherinquiry 
whether the gentleman knew if they were inhabit- 
ants of the District? 

Mr. SLADE referred to the names of some of 


the signers, but said the onus of proof on the | 


uestion put to him was on the other side. 
Mr. S. then proceeded to contend that Con- 
fre: under the Constitution, had the power to 
legislate on this subject. The people of the Dis- 
trict, by the act of session, were transferred to 


Congress, and were placed precisely in the posi- | 


tion to it that the people of the States were to 
their State Legislatures. Congress had the same 
power, and were kept within the same restrictions 
as the latter. It had been said that there were 
other restrictions contained in the acts of cession 
from Maryland and Virginia. Mr. S. had tare- 
fully examined those acts, and found no such re- 
strictions in them, or in any clatises of the grants. 


The very question under consideration was not | 


restricted, and this was proved from the fact that 


exceptions or restrictions were to be found in the 
act of cession from Virginia, but not a word 
about the subject of slavery. 
were the 
had not the 
The State of Maryland had no power. Thè 
State of Virginia could not relieve them; and if 
those two States should ever see fit to abolish 
slavery within their limits, here it must forever 
remain, although every citizen of the District pe- 
titioned for relief. There were now about six 
thousand slaves in the District; there might then 
be sixty thousand slaves, and so they must ¢on- 
tinue. Mr. S. referred also to the debate in the 
Virginia Legislature, where numbers of the Del- 
egates advocated the gradual abolition of slavery 
in that State, and quoted some comments, pendin 
the discussion, of the editor of the Richmon 
Enquirer, wherein it was stated to be a great and 
growing evil, and one that must be met. The 
article would be found in Niles’s Register, January 
14th, 1832. 5 
. Mr. S. also quoted an article from the Rich- 
mond Whig of the 5th of eh 

year; from the United States Te égraph of last 
summer, to be found in Duff Green's prospectus 
for the publication of the Examiner in Washing- 
ton; from the report of the committee of the Synod 
of Kentucky. 


y- What a condition | 
ople of the District in, if Congress | 


in the same | 


| Mr. S. said one of the objections 


_ $8) he had heard 
strongly insisted on was, that abolition had a ten- 
dency to disturb the balance of the Constitution. 


of slavery. It would not be long before the rep- | 


poe to legislate on the subject! 


1 


could 
. noon- 


i and in favor of the 


: men rose; but Mr. Mann, of New York, obtained | 
; the floor, his right to which was contested on the | 
: ground that he had already addressed the House 


resentation of the slaveholding States would far | 
outweigh the proportions settled under the Con- 
stitution; and this was not through the relative 
increase of the white, but of the black population. 
The increase of the white population in Virginia, 
North Carolina, South Carolina and Georgia, 
from 1790 to 1830, was 84 per cent., while that of 
the slave population, in the same States, during the 


same period, was 136 per cent., and that in South | 


the same period, the increase of . 


Carolina, during 
34, while that of the slaves was | 


the whites was 
1943 per cent. 
show that the progress of abolition was necessary 
to preserve the balance of the Constitution, or | 
rather to restore it, for it had been already dis- | 


turbed by the purchase of Louisiana. it 


Mr. S. concluded by recommending that the | 
House send all these petitions to a special com- 
mittee who should investigate the whole subject, 
and make a report, which should be discussed in 
the House, and go forth tothe country. The 
question could no more be blinked now than they 
px forth their hand and obscure the sunat 

ay. 


Mr. GARLAND, of Virginia, addressed the | 
House at some length, in reply to Mr. Stang, | 
House giving a more direct . 
and decisive vote on the question than that indi- 
cated by the motion to lay petitions of this char- 
acter on the table. Mr. G. also went into the 
constitutional question, and reviewed the acts of 
cession from Virginia and Maryland. Mr. G. 
was in favor of not receiving or rejecting the 
petition, and contended that nothing less than that 
motion would restore the peace and tranquillity 


of the South. 7 


When Mr. Garrano concluded, several gentle- 


on the subject. 


The SPEAKER decided that, if the fact was | 


as stated, the gentleman could not, under the 


| rules, again address the House until every other ii 


member who chose to do so had spoken. 

Mr. MANN stated his object to be to makea | 
metien, which he would do without accompany- 
ing it with the remarks which he had intended. 

After some conversation upon the poist of 
order, - 

The SPEAKER decided that the. gentleman 
from New York was entitled to the floor, if his 
only object was ta make a distinct motion. 

Mr. MANN then moved the previous question, 
the effect of which was to preclude further dis- 
cussion on the question of reconsideration. 

The motion to reconsider was seconded—ayes 
104, noes 79. 

The question, ‘‘ Shall the main question be now 
put?” was then propounded. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Notth Carolina, asked 
for the yeas and nays; which were ordered, and 
were as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Chilton Allan, Anthony, Ashley, Beale, 
Bean, Beardsley, Beaurttont, Bockee, Bond, Borden, Bovee, 
Boyd, Brown, Buchanan, Bunch, Barns, C. leng, Carr, 
Carter, Casey, George Chambers, John Chambers, Chaney, 
Chapman, Chapin, Cleveland, Coffee, Coles, Connor, Craig, 
Cramer, Crane, Cushman, Davis, Deberry, Dickerson, 
Doubleday, Dunlap, Effner, Fairfield, Farlia, Forester, Fry, 
Philo C. Fuller, William K. Futter, Galbraith, Gillet, Graves, 
Haley, Joseph Hall, Hamer, Hannegan, Hard, Hardin, Sam- 
uei 8. Harrison, Albert G. Harrison, Haynes, Hen: TSON, 
Hopkins, Howard, Hubley, Huntington Huntsman, Ing- 
ham, Jabez Jackson, Jarvis, Joseph Johnson, Richard M. 
Johnson, Cave Johnson, John W. Jones, Benjamin Jones, 
Judson, Kennon, Kilgore, Kinnard, Klingeasmith, Lane, 
Lansing, Laporte, Lawler, Lay, Gideon Lee, Joshua Lee, 
Thomas Lee, Luke Lea, Leontird, Logan, Lucas, Lyon, 
Abijak Mann, ve tia Martin; John Y. Mason, Williem 

ason, Moses Mason, Sampson Mason, Ma: May, Mc- 
Kennon, McKeon, McKim, Miller, Montgomery, Muhlen. 
berg, Owens, Page, Patterson, Franklin Pierce, Dutee J, 
Pearee, Peyton, Phelps, Philips, Pinekney, Rencher, John 
Reynolds, Joseph Reynolds, Roane, Schenck, Seymour, 
Augustine H. Shepperd, Shields, Shinn, Smith, Spangler, 
Sprague, Standifer, Storer, Sutherland Taliaferro, Taylor, 
Thomas J. Thomson, Toncey, Towns, Purrill, Vanderpoel, 
bE ea Wagener, Ward, Weeks, and Lewis Witiams— 


This fact, he contended, would j 


December'248, 


Camphell, Childe, Ctaibome, Clark, Corwin, Cushing, 
Denny, Dromgoole, Evans, Everett, Fowler, John Garland, 
Rice Garland, Glascock, Graham, Granger, Grayson, Gren- 
nell, Griffin, Hiland Hall, Hammond, Harlan, Harper. Haz- 
eltine, Hoar, Holsey, Howell, Hunt, Ingersoll, William 
Jackson, Janes, Henry Johnson, Lawrence, Lincoln, Love, 
Loyall, McComas, McKay, Mercer, Milligan, Morris, Par- 
ker, Parks, Patton, James A. Pearce, Pettigrew, Pickens, 
Potts, Reed, Ripley, Robertson, Rogers, Russell, William B. 
Shepard, Slade, Waddy Thompson, Underwood, Washing- 
ton, Webster, White, Whittlesey, Sherrod Williams, and 
Wise—il. 


_So the House determined that the main ques- 


‘| tion be now put. 
| Mr. WHITTLESEY aaked for the yeas and 


. Rays, which were ordered, and were as follows: 


YEAS—Menars. Anthony, Beale, Bean, Beardsley, Bell, 
Poeke Bouldin, Bovee, Boyd Brown, Bunch, Burns, 
ohn Galhoon, Cambreleng, č John 


ampbell, Carter, 


| Chambers, Chaney, Chapman, Chapin, Claiborne, Cleve- 


ii Davia, Deberry, Dickerson, Doubleday, Dromgoole, Dun- 
Wh 


1 
| land, Coffee, Coles, Conner, Craig, Cramer, Cushman, 
t 


Effner, Fairfield, Farlin, Forester, Fowler, French, 
iam K. Fuller, Galbraith, James Garland, Rice Gar- 
‘ land, Gillet, Ginscock, Graham, Grayson, Griffin, Haley, 
Joseph Hall, Hamer, Hammond, Hannegan, Samuel Ù, 
Harrison, Albert G. Harrison, Haynes, Holsey, Hopkins, 
Howard, Hubley, Huntington, Huntsman, ie hee Jabez 
! Jackson, Jarvis, Joseph Johnson, Richard M. Johnson, 
Cave Johnson, Henry Johnson, John W. Jones, Judson, 
: Kennon, Kilgore, Kinnard, Ktingensmith, Lane, Lansing, 
Lawier, Gideon Lee, Joshua Lee, Thomas Lee, Luke 
Lea, Leonard, Logan, Loyall, Lucas, Lyon, Abijah Mann, 
John Mann, Martin, William Mason, John Y. Mason, Moses 
Mason, Maury, May, McComas, McKay, McKeon, McKim, 
Mercer, Miller, Montgomery, Muhlenbu: , Owens, Page, 
Parks, Patterson, Patton, Franklin Pierce, James A. Pearce, 
Pettigrew, Phelps, Pickens, Pinckney, Rencher, John Rey- 
nolds, Joseph Reynolds, Ripley, Roane, Robertson, Rogers, 
Schenck, Seymour, William B. Shepard, Augustine H. 
Shepperd, Shields, Shinn, Smith, Spangler, Standifer, 
, Taliaferro, Taylor, Thomas, John Thomson, Wiliam 
Thompson, Toucey, Towns, Turrill, Vanderpoel, Wag- 
ener, Ward, Washington, Wecks, White, Lewis Wil- 
liams, Sherrod, Williams, and Wise—148. 
NAYS—Messrs. Adams, Chilton Allan, Heman Allen, 
_ Ashley, Bailey, Beaumont, Bond, Borden, Briggs, Buchan- 
an, William B. Calhoun, Carr, Casey, George Chambers, 
Childs, Clark, Corwin, Crane, Cushing, Denny, Evans 
Everett, Philo C. Fuller, Granger, Graves, Grennell, Hiland 
Hall, Hard, Hardin, Harlan, Harper, Hazeltine, Hoar, 
Howell, Hunt, Ingersoll, William Jackson, Janes, Benja- 
mia Jones, Laporte, Lawrence, Lay, Lincoln, Love, Samp- 
son Mason, McCarty, McKennan, Milligan, Morris, Parker, 
Dutee J. Pearce, Potts, Reed, Russell, Slade, Sprague, 
Storer, Underwood, Vinton, Webster, and Whittlesey—62. 


! So it was decided that the vote referring the 

tition to the Committee for the District oF Co- 
umbia be reconsidered. . 

Mr. OWENS rose and moved to lay the peti- 


` tion on the table, stating that, when the States 


; were called for resolutions, he should then sub- 
mit those he had read to the House a few days 
ago. Mr. O. also gave notice that he should 
makea similar motion to the present on all péti- 
tiong and memorials of a like character ‘to thé 
one before the House. 

Mr. WISE then moved to reject the petition. 

The SPEAKER decided the motion to be out 
| of order. 

Mr. WISE then asked for the 
which were ordered. 

The question was then taken on the motion to 
| Jay on the table, which was decided in tle affirm- 
ative; as follows: — 


YEAS—Mesers. Chilton Allan, Anthony, Ashley, Beale, 
Bean, Beardsley, Beayaiont, Bell, Bockee, Boon, Bouldin, 
Bovee, Boyd, Brown, Buchanan, Bunch, Burns, Cambre- 
| leng, Carr, Casey, George Chambers, Chaney, Chapman, 
Chapin, Cleveland, Coffee, Coles, Conner, Corwin, Craig, 
; Cramer, Crane, Cushman, Davis, Deberry, Dickerson, 
Doubleday, Dromgoole, Dunlap, Effner, Fairfield, Farlin, 
| Forester, Fowler, French, Fry, Philo C. Fuller, William 
K. Fuller, Galbraith, Gillet, Graves, Hatey, Joseph Hall, 
Hamer, Hannegan, Hardin, Harlan, Samuel S. Harrison, 
Albert G. Harrison, Haynes, Henderson, Holsey, Hopkins, 
Howard, Howell, Hubley, Huntington, Huntsman, Inger- 
soll, Ingham, Joseph Jackson, Jarvis, Joseph Johnson, 
Richard M. Johnson, Cave Johnson, Benjamin Jones, Jud- 
son, Kennon, Kilgore, Kinnard Klingensmith, Lane, Lan- 
sing, Laporte, Gideon Lee, Joshua Lee, Thomas ‘Lee, 
Leonard, Logan, Loyal, Lucas, Abijah Mann, Job Mann, 
Martia, John Y. Mason, William Mason, Moses Mason, 
Sampson Mason, May, McKay, McKeon, McKim, Mer- 
ger, Miller, Montgomery, Muhlenberg, Qwens, Page, Par- 
ker, Parks, Patterson, Franklin Pierce, Phelps, Philips, 
Pinckney, Reacher, Joha Reynolds, Joseph Reynolds, 
Ripley, Roane, Schenek, Seymour, Augustine H. Shepperd, 
Shields, Shinn, Smith, Spangler, Standifer, Storer, Suther- 
land, Taliaferro, Taylor, Thomas, John Thompson, Tou- 
tey, Turrill, Underwood, Vanderpoel, Vinton, Wagener, 
Ward, Washington, Webster, Weeks, Lewis Williams, 
and Sherrod Williams—144. 
NAYS—Messrs. Adams, Heman Allen, Bailey, Bond, 
iliam B. Calhoun; Camp- 


| Borden, Briggs, John Cálhoon, 
Jlark, Cashing, 
verett, James Garland, Rice Garland, 


yeas and nays; 


NAYS—Messrs. John Q. Adams, Heman Ajlen, Baile 
Bell, Boutdin, Briggs, John CaMoon, William B. Galhoun, 


bell. John Chambars, Childs, Claiborne, 

Dehay, Evans, 

Glascock, Graham, Granger, Grayson, Grennell, Gri 

’ Hiland Hall, Hammond, Hard, Harper, Hazeltine, Hoar, 
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Hunt, William Jackson, Janes, Henry Johnson, John W. 
Jones, Lawier, Lawrence, Lay, Luke Lea, Lincoln, Love, 
Lyon, Maury, McCarty, McComas, MeKeanan, Miiligan, 
Morris, Patton, Dnutec J. Pearce, James A. Pearce, Petti- 
grew, Pickens, Pott, Reed, Robertson, Rogers, Russel, 
William B. Shepard, Stade, Sprague, William Thompson, 
Towns, White, Whittlesey, and Wise—67. 


On motion by Mr. REYNOLDS, of Illinois, the 
House then adjourned. 


IN SENATE. 
Tavnspay, December 24, 1835. 


Mr. LINN presented the following petitions 
and memorials: 


The memorial of the General Assembly of the i 


State of Missouri, praying for the creation of an 
' additional land office in that State; which was 
referred to the Committee on Public Lands; 

A memorial from the same, calling the attention 
of Congress to the necessity of laying out and 
opening, as speedily as possible, the Cumberland 


road to the city of Jefferson, thence to Fort Lea- | 


venworth, an important military fort situated on 
the western waters; which was referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs; 


A memorial from the same, asking that an act | 


of Congress be passed, granting to the General 
Assembly the right to appropriate, for primary 
school instruction, equally throughout the State, 


the interest which may arise from the funds pro- : 


duced by the sale of the lands heretofore granted 


by Congress for the support of a seminary of ; 
learning; which was referred to the Committce | 


on Public Lands; 
The memorial of the same, on the subject of 
the inland trade with Mexico, and asking that 
persons engaged in said trade be allowed the 
privilege of drawback; which was referred to 
the Committee on Commerce; 
The memorial of the same, P 


$ raying fora dona- 
tion of five hundred thousan 


acres of land for 


the purposes of education; which was referred to ` 


the Committee on Public Lands; 

The memorial of the same, praying that a num- 
ber of marine hospitals may be erected on the 
northern lakes, and the waters of the Mississippi, 
commensurate to the wants of the population and 


growing commerce of the country; which was 


referred to the Committee on Commerce; 

The memorial of the same, praying that the 
registers of the different land districts, where 
lands may be entered, furnish to the purchaser 
a copy of the ficld-notes, to be indorsed on the 
back of the patent; which was referred to the 
Committee on Public Lands; 


The memorial from the same, urging the pro- | 


pricty of further extending the laws relative to 
preemption rights so as to iiclude all persons 
who have or may settle on any unappropriated 
lands belonging, to the United States, and to grad- 
uate the price of the public lands; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Public Lands; 

The memorial of the same, praying the passage 
of a law surrendering to the State of Missouri all 


those lands returned as not worth the expense of . 
which was referred to the Committee ' 


surveying; 
on Public Lands; ; 

The memorial of the same, praying for the pas- 
sage of a law to authorize a change in the location 
of school lands where the 
valueless; which was referred to the Committee 
on Public Lands; 

The memorial of the same, praying thata depot 
of arms and munitions of war be located on the 
Upper Missouri and Mississippi rivers at or near 
the northern and western boundaries of the State; 
which was referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs; 


The petition of sundry citizens of Missouri, | 
praying for the construction of a harbor at the |! 


mouth of the St. Joseph river, Michigan; which 
was referred to the Committee on Commerce; 
The memorial of citizens of Cla county, Mis- 
souri, praying for the erection of a fine of military 
posts around the frontiers, the opening of military 


4 


y are unproductive or | 


T5 T w 

i 7 a 

i, roads, and the removal of the superintendency o 
o Indian Affairs to the fronticr of the State; 

The memorial of sundry inhabitants of Green 


county, Missouri, for quieting the title to a tract 


which was referred to the Committee on Public 
Lands; 
Ñ 
- counties in Missouri, for establishing a post route 
from the city of Jefferson through said counties to 
; the seat of government of the Territory of Ar- 
- kansas; which was referred to the Committee on 
: the Post Office and Post Roads; i 
The petition of sundry citizens of Missouri, for 


Missouri, to be located at Jefferson City; which 
was referred to the Committee on Public Lands; 
The petition of Robert Walsh, praying permis- 
j sion to locate a certificate of two hundred arpents 
of land, under the act for the relief of sufferers by 
li earthquakes, in the county of New Madrid; which 


i 


!' tives of Thomas Bear, deceased; and 


| of land on which the seat of justice is located; | 


e || 


| 


The memorial of the inhabitants of sundry | 


the creation of a new land office in the State of | 


was referred to the Committee on Public Lands; ` 
The petition of the heirs and legal representa- , 


The petition of Joseph Bogy, praying compen- ` 


sation for spoliations on his property by a numer- 


i 
i 


ous party of Choctaw Indians then at peace with ` 


the United States, whilst on a trading expedition 


onthe Arkansas river, under authority ofa license - 


_ ferred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. TIPTON pres nted three petitions from 
sundry citizens of Indiana, praying for the estab- 
lishment of post routes; which were referred to the 
' Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 
| Mr. RUGGLES presented the petition of sun- 
'' dry citizens of Maine, praying that an appropri- 


i Matinacus harbor, in the State of Maine; which 

: was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 
Mr. EWING presented the petition of sundry 

citizens of Perry county, Ohio, praying for the 

|, establishment of apost route. 

t Mr. BUCHANAN presented the petition of 

| sundry citizens of Pennsylvania, asking that in- 


| Corporations as to the importation of railroad iron; 

which was referred to the Committee on Fina ‘ce. 

Mr. HUBBARD presented te petition of John 

' Priest; which was referred to the Committee on 
i} Pensions. 

Mr. TALLMADGE presented sundry docu- 
ments in support of the petition of the heirs of 
Lord Stirling; which were referred to the Com- 
mittee on Revolutionary Claims. 


ENLISTMENT OF BOYS IN THE NAVY. 


derived from the United States; which was re- ` 


' dividuals may be placed on the same footing with |! 


Mr, SOUTHARD, from the Committee on ! 


'‘ Naval Affairs, reported a bill to provide for the 


: enlistment of boys into the Navy of the United | 


States; which was read, and 
reading. 
i NEWSPAPERS FOR SENATORS. 


ordered to a second 


. bers of the Senate with newspapers; which was 
_ read, and ordered to a second reading. 


simply as a resolution of the Senate, and was in- 
|| serted in Tuesday’s proccedings.} 


i 

| HEIRS OF ROBERT EWELL. 

| Mr, LEIGH, in pursuance of notice given, 
i! asked and obtained leave, and introduced a bill 
i: for the relief of the heirs of Robert Ewell, a lieu- 
, tenant of the Virginia line; which was read twice, 
j; and referred to the Committee on Revolutionary 
j; Claims, 


RESOLUTIONS SUBMITTED. 


_ Mr, PORTER submitted the following resolu- 

ji tion, which lies on the table one day: 

1 Resolved, That the Committee on the Judiciary be in- 

: structed to inquire into the expadiency of providing by law 

i for the more regular and effectual holding of thejr courts 
by the judges of the district courts of the United States, at 


i! 
' 


(The resolution isthe samc that was submitted | 


li 
i 


Vorvme 3. 


the terms prescribed for their respective districts ; and that 
they also be instructed to inquire into the expediency of 
| compelling district judges to reside at the places where their 
| respective courts are held. 

Mr. HUBBARD submitted the following reso- 
lutions; which lie on the table one day: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Revolutionary Ciaims 
be instructed to inquire into the expediency of allowing to 
the heirs of Doctor William Cogswell, deceased, (who wasa 
hospital surgeon of the Army during the war of the Revolu- 
tion,) the commutation pay granted to such officersin pur- 
suauce of the resolution of the Continental Congress of 
March, 1783. 

: Resolved, That the Committee on Pensions be instructed 

to inquire into the expediency of so amending the act of 
Congress, approved February 19, 1833, (which is an act in 
addition to the act for the relief of certain surviving offi- 
cers and soldiers of the Revolution, passed June 7, 1832,) 
that all persons entitled to pensions for any disabilities in- 
curredin the war of the Revolution, shall have aright to 
claim and receive the same, in addition ta any pension or 
annuity to which they may be entitled under any act of 
Congress for revolutionary services. 

SESSIONS OF CONGRESS. 

Mr. HENDRICKS said it would be recol- 
lected that, at the last scssion of Congress, the 
Commitice on the Judiciary had been instructed, 
, on his motion, to inquire into-the expediency of 
fixing, by law, the time of the commencement 
and close of cach succeeding session of Congress; 
that this subject, owing to the great mass of busi- 
ness before the session, which was a short one, 
did not receive the action of’ the committee or of 
the Senate; and it was his intention, at the pres- 
ent time, and at this early period of the session, 
„again to present it to the consideration of the 

Senate. He earnestly hoped that the present 
session would not pass away without legislation 
_ upon it. He was induced to look into this. mat- 
ter, from the fact of the great disparity in the 


{ 


: I i Jength of the sessions, which disparity, too, was 
ation may be made for the improvement of the | i 


continually increasing, by the continual increase 
of the long sessions. The idea of equalizing the 
sessions, whatever their necessary length might 
be, seemed to be a reasonable one, and the in- 
creasing length of the long sessions had become 
a grievance and an evil which ought to be reme- 
died. The 3d of March, from long usage and 
custom of this Government, had generally beer 
louked upon as the termination ef every Con 
i gress; but it was not necessarily so, not being 
| established as such, either by the Constitution or 
; bylaw. He stated it as a fact, that, since the 
i first organization under the Constitution of the 
United States, Congress had passed no law on 
, the subject. There was nothing in the statute- 


| 
t 
[5 
|; book aboutit, and the Senate of the United States 


had never acted upon it. There was nothing in 
| existence upon this subject buta resolution of 
the old Congress of the 13th September, 1788, 
which was obviously intended asan incipient and 
temporary regulation, and so they had rested 
ever since. 

A glance at the history of this matter (said Mr. 
H.) will be sufficient to show us the propriety of 
legislating upon it. The convention which formed 


: : 5 - i the Constitution of the United States reported 
Mr. ROBBINS, in pursuance of notice given, |: © p 


` askcd and obtained leave, and introduced a joint - 
resolution, providing for the supplying the mem- |: 


. that instrument to the Congress of the Conreder- 
-ation on the 17th of September, 1787, and on the 
, 28th of the same month, Congress resolved that 
| the Constitution so revorted be transmitted to 
' the States for their ratification, .Qn the 13th of 
| September, 1788, Congress declared that the Con- 
stitution thus transmitted had been ratificd by 
; a sufficient number of the States to give it effect. 
It was then necessary that measures be taken 
for the organization of the Federal Government 
under it, and on the same 13th day of September, 
1788, the Congress of the Confederation resolved 
that the first Wednesday of January next cnsuing 
be the day for appointing electors in the several 
States which before that day should have ratified 
the Constitution; that the first Wednesday of the 
ensuing February should be the day appointed 
for the electors to assemble in their respective 
States and vote fora President; and that the first 
| Wednesday in March next be the time, and the 
then pfesent seat of Government the place, for 
commencing the proceedings under the Constitu 


- afew years upon our Journals for the dates of our 


CONGRESSIONAL, GROBY. | 


we =: 
E 


i aa 


‘Detember 24, 


the fourth day of | 
reason why the | 


: : 
fourth day of March, in every other year, has | 


Wednesday of March next U now stands. The day of adjournment being fixed, i 


lowing resolution; which was read: 


subject, the 
prouacting the sessions of the 3d of March be- ` 
yond midnight was without any good reason; 
for, taking it for granted that the congressional 
term of two years commenced on the fourth of 
March, the two years would not expire till the 
same hour of the day on the 4th in which the 
first Congress of 1789 was opened. The truth 
is, (said Mr. H.,) the Constitution says nothing © 
about the 4th of March asthe commencement of , 
the term, nor does any law save the resolution | 
of the old Congress, before referred to. The |. 
Constitution merely says, that “The House of | 
Representatives shall be composed of members 
chosen every second year by the people.” And- 
in reference to the meeting of Congress, or the 
commencement of the session, it says: “ That 


Resolved, That the Committee on the Judiciary he in- 
structed to inquire into the expediency of fixing, by law, 


the time of the commencement and ciose of every succeed- | 
. ing session of Cangress. 


Mr. WEBSTER said, the gentleman from In- 
diana (Mr. Henpnicxs] had stated very correctly 
the manner in which the 3d of March had been 
originally fixed upon as the time for adjourn- 
ment. ‘The first Wednesday of March happened 
to be on the fourth day of the month, and it so 
happened that six years for Senators, and two 
years for members from the 4th of March was 
fixed upon as the period or term of their service 


by common understanding. He had no doubt : 
‘ of the authority of Congress to alter the time of © 


adjournment, but the alteration of the present 


arrangement, so far as regarded fixing a day cer- 


the Congress shall assemble at least once in every | tain for closing the session, might be a question 


year, and such mectings shall be on the’ first 
Monday in December, unless they shall, by law, 
appoint a different day;’’ and on these subjects 
it says nothing more. It is obvious, then, that 
the whole subject is open for legislation. Con- 
gresa cannot, indeed, say that the congressional 
term of two years shall hereafter commence at 
an carlier day than the 4th of March, because 
that would infringe upon the constitutional term 
of the Congress in being when the arrangement 


should commence; but Congress can say, that | 


the commencement of the term shall be on any 
subsequent day, and that the session shall com- 
mence at any time thought to be most convenient. 

The power, then, of regulating these matters by 
law being unquestionable, the propriety and neces- 
sity of doing so is scarcely less certain. I have 


has become an evil which ought to be remedied. ; 
For proof of this, itis only necessary to look back ` 
adjournments, During the last session, I pro- 
cured (said Mr. H.) to be made out a statement, 


: showing the commencement and termination, and 


- longer than that of 1832; but the kitter was much f 
longer than ‘any | 
“The long session of 1798, during our troubles with | 

\ 


‘the number of days in each session of Congress 
A refer- | 


held under the present Constitution. 
ence to this statement will show, that in the ' 
history of this Government, in times of peace, 

there has been no session at all equal to the long | 
sessions of the last two Congresses—the sessions ‘| 
which terminated in 1832 and 1834. The session | 
of 1812, when war was declared, was a few days || 


other session during the war. 


France, was the longest session since the adop- 
tion of the Constitution. That, anđ'the one just | 
mentioned, of 1812, are the only sessions of greater ` 
length than that of 1832; and these and one other, | 
that of 1790, are the only sessions as long as that 
of 1834. The long sessions since the last war | 
have all terminated in April and May, except the | 
last two. ; 
There is, Mr President, much evil in this tend- | 
ency to perpetuate parliaments. i 
that they are not needed on account of legislative i 
business; for the statute-books, the Journals, and i 


our documents show that during a short session ||. 


as much useful business is generally done as ina | 
long one. . High party times, such as we have had | 
for years past, and such as existed in 1798, give | 


occasion for long sessions. Suchtimeshavea tend- |! 


reas to protract the sessions that are not limited | 
by law, but whether for good or for evil, is very | 
questionable. Such times, and such sessions, are 
not well calculated to throw oilupon the troubled | 
waters; and party broils and national discords are | 
penerally heightened, and often engendered, by 
engthy and excited discussiona here. A law, 
then, that would fix the termination of every regu- | 
lar session, giving time enough for all useful dis- | 
cussion and legislative deliberation, is,as I believe, | 
greatly to be desired. The necessary business 
would then all be done, and probubly with much | 
more certainty and accuracy than asthe matter 


-i 
said that the increasing length of the long sessions | 
t 


We all know |) 


‘of expediency. Some of the State Legislatures 


‘ might in that case have to change the time of their 


mecting. He thought the great object of the gen- 
tleman might be come at, by fixing an earlier | 


` period for the commencement of the session—say 
the Ist of September. 


: at an earlier day, it would, in some measure, ob- 


| viate the great evils resulting from the procrasti- ° 


; nated length of the sessions. 


| been referred to the Judiciary Committee at the 


| last session, and although the reference had been || 
i 


made ata very late period of the session, yet it 
. had received, as far as circumstances permitted, 
the consideration of the committee. The greatest 
difficulty that this subject presented had not been 
referred to by the Senators from Indiana or Mas- 


the sessions commence at an carlier day, because 


| 
| the constitutions of some of the States have pro- | 
} 


vided that their elections shall be held in Novem- 
, ber. The committee had been in some doubt 
; how they could, consistently, with the provisions 
į in the constitutions of some of the States, fix an 
earlicr day for the meeting of Congress than the 


Ist of December. He was in favor of the refer- 


; ence of the subject to the Judiciary Committee, | 


because, (said he,) when we have it under consid- 
eration, gentlemen from the different States can 
give us information as to the laws of their respect- 
ive States fixing thè periods of their elections. 
He, was not 6pposed to the inquiry. He had 
only adverted to the difficulties in the way. 

The resolution was then agrecd to. 


THOMAS F. GORDON. 
Mr. PRESTON, from the Committee on the 
Judiciary, made an unfavorable report on the 
petition of Thomas F. Gordon. 


WRITS OF ERROR. 


; ported the bill concerning writs of error in the 
courts of the United States; which was read. 


After the consideration of executive business, 
the Senate adjourned over to Monday next. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
'  Tworspar, December 24, 1835. 


| Mr. THOMSON, of Ohio, by unanimous con- 
sent, submitted a resolution for the election of 
Chaplain by the House, at one o’clock this day; 


i, which was agrecd to. 


CONSTITUTION OF MICHIGAN. 

Mr. MASON of Virginia, asked the unanimous 
consent of the House to take up and dispose of 
the message of the President of the United States, 
transmitting a copy of the constitution and other 
documents emanating from a convention in Mich- 
igan, in reference to the formation of a State gov- 
ernment of said Territory. 


The unanimous consent of the House having 
been obtained, 


If a law could be passed | 
which would fix the convening of both sessions |: 


Mr. CLAYTON observed that this subject had |, 


sachusetts, and could not be’obviated by making | 


Mr. PRESTON, from the same committee, re- |! 


= 


i Mr. M. remarked, when the subject was Jast 
i| before the House, there were three different prop- 
He had 
moved that the message of the President of the 
United States, with the accompanying documents 
on this subject, be referred to a select committee; 
the gentlemanirom Ohio [Mr. Hamer] had moved 
its reference to the select committce already raised 
on the subject of the northern boundary of Ohio; 
arid the gentleman from Maryland (Mr. Howarp] 
' moved its reference to the Committee on the Ter- 
` ritories. Ns 
For himself, (Mr. M.. suid,) he had no disposi- 
tion on the subject. He believed, however, that 
it was very important the subject be apeeaily acted 
upon by Congress. He had taken the trouble to 
examine the Journals of the House, in regard to 
. former applications of a similar character; and he 
. had found, without exception, that the course had 
been to refer all such applications to a select com- 
mittee. That was the reason which induced him 
“to make the motion he had. He had the whole 
of the precedents before him, including every 
State admitted into the Union from the foundation 
of the Government. He would again remark, that 
he had himself no disposition on the subject, but 
' he presumed there was a disinclination on the part 
of the mover that the subject should go to a sep- 
arate and select committee. Mr. M. then stated 
it as his belief that the two subjects ought to be 
kept separate and distinct, if possible; hut, if it 
met the pleasure of the House, he should be per- 
fectly willing to refer it to the Committee on the 
Territories, merely remarking that such had been 
the usage of the House in former instances. 

It was truc, thatin every other case, there had 
_ been no conflicting claims; and that circumstance, 
, perhaps, might make an exception to the general 
‘rule heretofore pursued with regard to the subject. 
Hc hoped the House, however, would promptly 
` refer. it either to the one committce or the other, 
| in order that the sense of the House might be 
i: speedily ascertained, and the question settled ina 
way Satisfactory to all parties. 
| Mr. HAMER then withdrew his motion to 
refer the subject to the same committed to which 
the message and documents on the northern 
boundary of Ohio had been referred. 

Mr. H. remarked, that in withdrawing his 
|, motion his principal object was to present an- 
‘other question to the House. He desired that 
i| this whole subject should go to the Judiciary 
i| Committee, in order to arrive ata fair expression 
of the sense of the House. He therefore moved 
that this matter be referred to the Committee on 
| the Judiciary. l 
Mr. STORER said, if the gentleman from Vir- 
|| ginia [Mr. Mason] would permit the pending 
uestion of reconsideration of the vote, referring 
| the President’s message on the subject of the 
northern boundary of Ohio, to be first disposed 
of, he would interpose no objection to the wishes 
of the gentleman in regard to the reference, of the 
other document. ' 

Mr. MASON said, he would merely su, gest to 
. the House that the two subjects were distinct and 

independent questions. 

The SPEAKER stated the motion firstin order 
' would be the reference to the Committee on the 
Territories. ; 

Mr. VINTON hoped the motion of his col- 
league [Mr. Hamer] would be adopted, though 
he had no distrust of any of the other commit- 
tees named. It was not because he had any ob- 
pen to the Committee on the Territories, but 

ecause he honen! it a question that peculiarly 
belonged to the Judiciary Committec. This ques- 
tion came before the House ina shape different 
from that which had been presented by the case 
; of any other State or Territory to the House, 

applying for admission into the Union. In_all 
other cases, except that of Tennessee, which 
stood ae peculiar circumstances, the admis- 
sion had been upon a law of Congress previ- 
ously passed, prescribing the boundaries of the 
country, and directing the manner in which the 
; convention should be elected; prescribing, in 
short, all the details preparatory to the admis- 
sion, so that, when the constitution came back to 
Congress, in pursuance of the law, nothing re- 
mained to be done but to see that the requisites 0 
the law had been complied with. In all former 


| ositions presented to its consideration. 


ji 
H 
Il 
H 
| 
| 


NAL GLOBE. 


ted into the Confederacy upon any question of 
expediency; but she claimed it as a right, based 
upon the construction of certainlaws which made 
it purely a legal question, and, therefore, within 
the cognizance of the judicial committee. She 
based her right upon the construction of the or- 
dinance of 1787, and upon an act of Congress of 
1805, upon which she put her own interpretations. 
These interpretations were disputed; and what 
committee of that House more proper for their 
investigation than the Judiciary Committee? He 
mentioned, besides that of the gentlemen com- 
posing the Committee on the Territories, none 
came from a State west of the Ohio river, and this 
would offer another objection ta that committee. 
He hoped the House would adopt the reference 
proposed by his colleague. 


Mr. MASON, of Virginia, did not think: the ' 


subject ought to be referred to the Committee on , 
the Judiciary. He hoped the House would not 
at this time gointo any examination of the merits 
of the controversy—a controversy he hoped to see | 
adjusted to the satisfaction of all parties. Mr. M. ` 
then referred to the proceedings in the cases of 
Tennessee and Ohio, as recorded in the Journals, ʻ 
in both of which select committees were appointed. 
Such had been the uniform practice of the House. 
Jt was true, that the subject did notappropriately 
belong to any one of the committees of the House. 
for it was an extraordinary application. Taken 
_ altogether, if a select committee was not the ap- | 
: propriate one, it appeared to him the Committee 
on the Territorics was the mostappropriate. Still, ' 
he hoped the former course would be adopted. 
Mr. HOWARD, having made the motion to refer 
this matter to the Committee on the Territories, 
would very bricfly state his reasons. He thought 
30 intricate a subject should be referred to one of 
the regular standing committees of the House, for ` 
` the reasons he had stated when-he made the mo- 
tion. He was aware of the former usage of -the 
House, to refer applications for the admission of | 


new States into the Union toa select committee, | 


and that that long practice ought not lightly to be 
departed from; but, since the admission of the last 


State into the Union, the Committee on the Ter- |! 


ritories, whose peculiar province he thought this 


matter was, had becn organized—namely, in 1825. | 


Prior to that. year no such committee had existed 
in that House. [Mr. H. then desired the Clerk 


„to read the resolution under which it was organ- | 
_ The non-existence of such a committee | 
he believed to be the reason why this subject had ‘: 


ized. ] 


been referred to a select committee. ‘That reason, | 


` nowever, no longer existed; and he hoped the | 


House would suffer it to take the reference he | 
thought to be the only appropriate onc. Mr. H. | 
then referred to the proceedings of the last Con- | 
gress on the same subject, to be found in the: 

ournal of the House, pages 35 and 398.. For him- ! 


self, (he said,) he was totally indifferent to what ʻi 


committee the House should send it, believing only 


that the whole subject should go to the same com- "i B 
il 


mittee. It was for that reason he had made the 
motion to reconsider the vote by which the House 
had departed from the practice settled by the last 
Congress, and ieferred: the subject of the Ohio ` 
ooundary line to a select 
to the Committee on the Territories. He hoped, 
thereforc, both subjects would be sent to the 
Atter committee. i 


i 


committee, instead of ‘i 
i First Ballot—Whole number of votes, 197; 
| necessary to a choice, 99. Rev. Mr. Comstock, 


j 55; Clark, 33; Harrison, 18; Stockton, 31; Ser- 


ritory. He could assure the House, the delega- 
tion from that State had no disposition to vaunt. 
They claimed, and would claim, nothing more 


humblest State or Territory in the Union. They 
asked nothing more than justice, simple, abstract, 
- naked justice, and nothing more. 


| 


| necessary to a choice, 95. Rev. Mr. Comstock, 
83; Clark, 1; Harrison, 3; Stockton, 96; Post, 1; 
: blanks, 5. 

The Rev. Thomas H. Stockton, of George- 
town, having received, on the fifth ballot, a ma- 
jority of votes, was declared duly elected Chap- 

thin to the House of Representatives. 
MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT. 

The SPEAKER, by consent, submitted the fol- 
lowing message from the President of the United 
States: 

Wasuinaron, December 22, 1835. 


He would ask . 


whether the motion was not one that ought to ; 


have the unanimous consideration of the House? 
Why should the subject be referred to a select 
committee? Why, it had been said, that such 


had been the uniform practice of the House here- ; 


tofore, but he would say the cases of Indiana, 


from this. 
; reasons why such subjects had formerly been 


i; referred to a select committee, and the distinction 


: in the case under consideration, from the contro- 


i; verted points involved. Mr.S. said the State of 


ı Ohio did not admit the Territory of Michigan 
to be a party to this question, but the Govern- 
ment of the United States, which they should 
hold responsible for every illegal act that had 
been done during the controversy. He did not 
mean to say they should hail Michigan into the 
Union as a sister republic, but they should insist 


that she should come into the Union as her sisters |! 


had done, and not force herself there. After 
some further remarks in relation to the duties of 
the Committee on the Territories, which Mr. S. 
contended did not embrace the examination of 


this subject, he concluded by earnestly appealing -: : 
. and memorials. 


to the House to adopt the motion of his colleague 
by an unanimous vote. 


‘| transmit herewith, for the information of Congress, a 
from that body, or that government, than the | 


; report from the War Department, on the condition of the 
i Cumberiand road in the States of Ilinois and Indiana. 
ANDREW JACKSON, 


On motion by Mr. VINTON, the message and 
accompanying documents were referred to the 
Committee on Roads and Canals, and ordered to 
be printed, 

COLLECTION OF THE REVENUE. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House a com- 


i 


. - > . . . . : i i x l 
Hlinois, Mississippi, and Alabama, were different : MUnication from the Secretary of the Treasury, 


Mr. S. then took a review of the; 


in reference to the collection of the public reve- 
nue, and the compensation of custom-house 
officers, which, s 

On motion by Mr. GILLET, was referred. to 
the Committce on Commerce, and ordered to be 


|, printed. 


Mr. LANE also advocated the motion to refer 1 e : 
,, money, in prosecuting a series of experiments on 


the subject to the Committee on the Judiciary, 
‘ino 

whi 
| tothe present. The remarks of Mr. L. embraced 
‘the merits of the controversy, and will be given 
| hereafter. 
; ELECTION OF CHAPLAIN. 


| The hour of one having arrived, 
Oa motion of Mr. THOMSON, of Ohio, the 
; House proceeded to the election of a Chaplain. 
Mr. THOMSON, of Ohio, nominated the Rev. 
Thomas H. Stockton. 
; Mr. R. M. JOHNSON nominated the Rev. 
liver C. Comstock. 
; Mr. EVANS nominated the Rev. Mr. Palfrey. 


| Mr. Clark. f oa 
Mr. REYNOLDS, of Illinois, nominated the 
i Rev. Mr. Slicer. 


| _Mr. W. B. SHEPARD nominated the Rev. 
i Elias Harrison. 


PP MDOKNEY nominated Jhe Rev: Reuben | E srred to the Cominitiee of Military: APAN. 


Post. 
And Mr. CRAIG nominated the Rev. Thomas 
. Sergeant.. 


Messrs. J. THOMSON, R. M. JOHNSON, 


'Fhe result was as follows: 


Mr. STORER said, whatever difference of i! geant, 11;Slicer, 10; Post, 23; Palfrey 8; blanks, 8. 


opinion there might cxist a 
from Ohio on other matters, it was with great 
pleasure he could say, they were all united on 
this. The question before the House was not 


mong the delegation | 


merely whether the constitution sent from the || 


people of Michigan should be accepted or not. 
f that was the only question involved, they might | 
oerhaps have little to say. But, here, the north- 
west boundary 
nected with it. 
` convention at Detroit to append to their consti- ' 
tution a portion of the territory the State of Ohio | 


believed to be hers. The question, therefore, to ` 


of their State was directly con- | 
It was a part of the acts of the || 


i 68; Clark, 23; Harrison, 25; Stockton, 45; Ser- 

: geant, 9; Post, 10; blanks, 5. 

Fourth Ballot—Whole number of votes, 188; 

| ent to a choice, 95. Rev. Mr. Comstock, 
83; Clark, 5; Harrison, 14; Stockton, 73; Sar- 


geant, 5; Post, 3; blanks, 5. 


pponition to the former practice of the House, ' 
ch he contended had never had a cause similar ' 


NORTH CAROLINA CONTESTED ELECTION. 
The SPEAKER also presented additional testi- 
: mony on the contested election from North Car- 
-olina, which, 
On motion by Mr. CLAIBORNE, was referred 
to the Committee on Elections. 


The House then adjourned over to Monday. 


IN SENATE. 
Mownpar, December 28, 1835. 
Mr. LINN presented the following petitions 


The petition of William Beaumart, praying re- 
muneration for his expense of time, labor, and 


the gastric juice, on the person of Alexis San 
Martin; which was referred to the Committee on 
| Finance; 

Papers relative to the claim of John O’Banner, 
| for compensation on account of depredations com- 
| mitted by Sac Indians; which were referred to the 
Committee on Indian A ffairs; 

Documents in support of the claim of Samuel 
Gilbert, for property stolen from him by the Sac 
Indians; which were referred tothe Committee on 
Indian Affairs; : : 


Mr. JOHN Y. MASON nominated the Rev. |! 


i; sion; which was referred to the Com 
‘| Pensions; 


The petition of Orris Gay, praying for a pen- 
mittee on 
The petition of the inhabitants of the town of 
Commerce, Scott county, Missouri, praying for 
a new post route; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Post Office and- Post Roads; : 
Documents in support af the claim of captain 
Long’s company of mounted vohunteers, for 
military services rendered in 1832; which were 


aș Memorial of the Legislature of Arkansas, for 
|| the removal of the obstructions to the navigation 


|.of.the White and St. Francis rivers; which was 


iJ. Y. MASON, EVANS, and REYNOLDS of , erred to the Committee on Commerce; - 


; Ilinois, were appointed tellers. 


Memorial of sundry citizens of St. Louis; far the 


i; establishment of marine hospitals on the western 
ii waters; which was referred to 
‘| Commerce; 


the Committee on 


The petition of Robert Walsh, praying permis- 


| sion to locate a certificate of two hundred arpents 


| of land, under an act for the relief of sufferers by 


|, earthquakes in the county of New Madrid; ‘whieh 
'i was referred to the Committee on Public Lands; 
'i and a 


, The memorial of sundry citizens of Missouri, 
praying that the navigatiun of the river St. Francis 


_, may be improved; which was referred to the Com- 
'; mittee on Commerce. 


Mr. HENDRICKS presented the petition of 
sundry citizens of Ohio, praying for the estab- 
lishment of a new post route; which was referred 


i 
} 
i 


i| to the Committee on the Post Office and Post 
| Roads. 
i Fifth Ballot — Whole numher of votes, 189; .| 


Onmotion by Mr. TALLMADGE, the petition 


‘THE CONGRESSIONAL GLÒBE. 


December 28, 


sand the heirsof Adam i 
Brown, on the files of the last session, were again | 
referred to the Committee on Claims.” : H 
- Mr. WEBSTER presented the petition of sun- | 
-- dry. citizens of Manchester, Massachusetts, pray- | 
. ing:for an appropriation for ‘the improvement of | 
‘the harbor of ‘that places whieh was referred to | 
the Committee-om Commerce. > 
~ Mr, TOMLINSON presented the:memorial of 
Samuel Hurlbut; legal representative of Captain 
George Hurlbut; which was referred to the Com- 
mittes on: Revolutionary Claims. 
Mir, NILES presented the petition of the heirs 
‘of Colonel: William. Douglas, of Connecticut, and | 
of Cólonel William ‘Bond, of Massachusetts; 
‘which wéré referred to the Committee on Revolu- į 


‘and papers of Noah Brow 


“= tionary Claims. 

Mr. KING, of Georgia, presented the petition 
of George Crawford and Stephen Jones; which j| 
was referred to the Committee on the Post Office | 
and Pest Roads. , .. : Hi 

Mr. RUGGLES presented the petition of sun- || 
“dey citizens of Maine, praying that an appropri- | 
“ation may be made for the improvement of the 

harbor of Owl’s Head; which was referred to the 
Committee on Commerce. ` i 
Mr., RUGGLES also presented two petitions, | 
onë’ froh sundry citizens of Augusta, and one | 
from “sundry ‘citizens of Thomastown, Maine, | 
praying for the establishment of new post-routes; | 
which were ‘referred’ to the Committee ‘on the 
“Post Office and Post Roads. ` : 
On-motion by Mr: NAUDAIN, the petition 
and papers of Doctor Boyd Riley, praying Con- 
© gress to purchase the right to use his improve- | 
ment for the application of vapour to the human 
body, presented at the last session, was referred 
to a select committee, consisting of Messrs. Nav- 
DAIN, Kenr, Linn, Grunpy, and Ropiyson. i 
On motion by Mr. KING, of Alabama, the i 
| 
| 


memorial of the Legislature of the State of Ala- | 
: bama, on the subject of the dividing line between 
that State and Georgia, was again referred to the į 

. Committee on the Judiciary: 
Mr, BENTON presented: the petition of sun- 
: dry citizens of Alexandria, District of Columbia, 
numerously signed, on the subject of the finan- | 
cial condition of that. town. | 

The petitioners state, (said Mr. B.,) that the 
corporate authorities of Alexandria: had, to say 
the least of it, greatly mismanaged the affairs of 
the town, and that the town had been involved 
in difficulties and debts beyond its ability to pay, |! 
a state of things bearing hard on the middling |! 
and industrious classes, “The petitioners prayed | 

to be’ relieved from their Holland debt, and for | 
such other relicf in their embarrassments as Con- | 
gress, in its wisdom, might sce fit to grant. Mr. 
B. presumed that this petition had been put into 
his hand in consequence of some remarks ‘he 
made afew days:ago. on the subjectiof the Dis- 
: trict banks, a ‘kindred subjects referring to the 
embarrassed: nancial condition of this ten miles 
square, created, as’ he: believed, by great misman- | 
agement. It was nét for-him to say anything | 
in aggravation of the case set out by the petition- | 
ers. They werte; some of thems no doubt, known 
to some of the members of the Committee on the 
District, who-would inquise into all-the circum- 
stances. referred.to.in the memorial. He would 
move to refer the petition to the Committee for the 
District of Columbia; which motion was agreed to. 

Mr. B.-also presented the petition of sundry 
citizens of Clay county, Missouri, on the subject 
of Indian Affairs; which was referred to the Com- : 
mittee on Indian Affairs. : 

Also, the petition of William Moss, of Mis- | 
souri, onthe subject of certain private land claims; | 

which was referred to the Committee on Private 
Land Claims. 

Petitions “were also presented by Messrs. 
CRITTENDEN and PORTER, from persons : 
whose names were not heard. i 

i 


REPORT OF COMMISSIONER OF PENSIONS. 
The CHAIR announced‘a communication from ; 

_ the War Department, transmitting a report from | 
the Commissioner of Pensions, made in compli- | 
ance with ‘the resohition of the Senate of the 29th | 

` May, 1830; and, ter pe | 
On motion of Mr. TOMLINSON, it was re- | 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions, and ordered | 
to be pririted. | 


| calamity a public meeting of the citizens of the 
city was called; and a committee of one hundred ` 


standing, was appointed to prepare a memorial to 


| relief prayed for, which was as follows: 


| duties payable in this city, and falling due after the, 16th of 


| such manner as will afford relief to the city of New York. 


! of relief prayed forin the memorial. 


| important portion of their immediate constituents 
| excite their most lively anxieties, but upon full 
| immediate representatives of the State in this body, 


il consult the interests of those who had suffered, 


-prompt and serious action of Congress.’ For one, 
he would express an opinion in relation to the last || 


“NEW. YORK FIRE. 


Mr. WRIGHT said he was charged with the | 
presentation of a memorial on behalf of the citi- 
zens of the city of New York, and more espe- 
cially in behalf of that portion of those citizens 
who-were sufferers by the late ‘conflagration in + 
that city. Consequent upon that unexampled 


and twenty-five. persons, distinguished for their 


Congress for such relief as it might be supposed 
Congress could afford: "The memorial he held 
had “proceeded from ‘that committee, and was 
signed by its chairman. HS a 
Mr. W. said the memorial was too long to au- 
thorize him to ask for its reading at the Secre- 
tary’s table, and he would, therefore, state, in 
the condensed language of the memorial itself, the 


1. A remission or refunding of duties on goods in original 
packages, which have been destroyed by the late conflagra- 
tion. : ‘ eee 

2. An extension of credit on all the existing bonds for 


this month. 

3. A general temporary extension of thè time of payment 
of cash, and other duties on goods imported into:the United 
States subsequent to the 16th of this month. 

4. An investment of a portion of the usappropriated sur- 
plus revenue of the United States, at such periods and in 


These (Mr. W. said) were the specific modes 
It was not 
his purpose to consider them at this time; but he 
felt it to be a duty he owed to his colleague and 
himself, upon the presentation of this memorial, 
to trouble the Senate with a single remark. This 
signal calamity upon a very numerous and most 


had not been unnoticed by them, or failed to 


deliberation they had believed that they, as the 


should best discharge their duties here, and best 


to wait any action, so far as action of Congress |; 
might be expected, until the specific wishes of 
those immediately concerned, and therefore most | 
competent to specify their wants, should be made 
known. That had now been done in the memo- 
rial he held in his hand, and he most cheerfully 
communicated those wishes to the Senate. For |j 
the single reason assigned, and for no other, his į 
colleague and himself, up to this time, had re- į 
mained silent upon this important subject, and 
had not made any proposition, or in any shape | 
brought the matter to the notice of the Senate. 
Mr. W. then moved that the memorial, with- 
out a reading, be referred ‘to the Committee on | 
Finance, and that the same ‘be printed. 


Mr. WEBSTER said that the. memorial pre- |) 
| sented by the-gentlemaiy from New York [Mr. 


Wricut} went into questions of right and ex- 
pediency. All thé specific requests contained in 
the memorial were certainly such as deserved the 


specific remedy mentioned in the memorial. He | 
looked upon thatas the most ready and effieactous | 
remedy.’ They all knew there was a surplus rev- | 
enue in the Treasury. By this distribution of | 


the funds asked for, an equitable relief would be }j 


afforded. ‘The most effectual.remedy at present 
was to make the money market easy. | 
The memorial was then referred to the Com- t 
ittee on Finance, and ordered to be. printed. 


| 
REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. | 


Mr. SOUTHARD, from the Committee’on Na- | 
val Affairs, to which the subjects had oy i 
j 

| 


been referred, reported the following bills; whic 
were read and ordered to a second reading: ~ 
A bul for the relief of Henry B. Tyler, execu- 
tor of Colonel Richard B. Smith, deceased; i| 
_ A bill providing for the settlement of the ac- 
counts of Michael Hogan, deceased; —— © > 
A bill to fix the compensation of certain clerks 
in the Navy Department; and ` oe San 
A bill for the relicf of Commodore Isaac Hull. 
Mr. WRIGHT, from the Committee on Fi- 
nance, to which had been referred the memorial | 


i 
f 


fl certain experiments be madé'at the Mint of’ the 


of Doctor James T. Barclay, of Virginia, on the | 
subject, reported a joint resolution, directing that | 


United States, under’ the direction of the said 
Doctor Barclay, witha view to an improvement 
‘of the gold coins of the United States; which was 
read, and ordered to a secénd reading. ~ 
` Mr.. WEBSTER, from ` the’ Committee on 
Finance; to which ‘thé memotial’on thé’ subject 
had been’ référred yreported & bill for the relief of 
the owners of the brig Despatch and cargo; which 
was read, and ordered to'a second rending. 
’ Mr. WHITE, from the ‘Comittee on Indian 
Affairs, to Which had beeri referred the petition of 
Benjamin Múrbhy; reported’ a bill for his relief; 
which was read, and orderéd to a second reading. 
BILL INTRODUCED. 
Mr. ROBINSON, in pursuance of notice given, 
asked and obtained leave, and introduced a bill 
to establish a surveyor general’s office in Mlinois; 
which was read twice, and referred. |, 
$ RESOLUTIONS SUBMITTED. ois 
Mr: HENDRICKS ‘submitted the following 
resolutions; which lie on the table one ‘day: 
Resolved, That the Secretary of War be directed to com- 
muniéate to the Senate the report Gf a survey recently 
made.under the direction of the War, Departmen’, “ot a 
road from the Maumee Bay, through the northern counties 
of Indiana, to or near the rapids of Titinois river, and thence 
‘to the Mississippi river to seme point between Rock Island 
and Quincy.’? A BENEA 
Resolved, That the Committee on Claims be. instructed 
to inquite into’ the expediency of authorizing, by law, a 
final settlement of the claims of the ‘legal representatives 
of John: H. Piatt, deceased, on principles‘of equity, and that 
the documents:in-the ease be referred to the same. com- 
mittee. >., a Bets Lt tek ae eeu es $ 
Resolved, That the Committee. on Commerce’ bé in- 


| structed to inqiitre’idto the expediency of establishing a 


port of entry, or a port of delivery, at Michigan City. 
RESOLUTIONS AGREED TO. | 

The resolutions submitted on Thursday last by 
Messrs. GoLpsporoven, Grunpy, PORTER, an 
Huzsarp,were severally considered and agreed to. 

` BILLS REFERRED. - 

The following bills were severally read the 
second time and referred: 2-2 e73 : 

The bill to change the organization. of the Gen- 
eral Post Oifice; : ie 

The bill providing for the increase of the corps 
of Engineers, and for other purposes; ` 

The bill to grant the State of Missouri a cer- 
tain quantity of land for the purposes of internal 


| improvement; : 


The bill for the-relief of Sebastian, Butcher and 
others; and ay beer Fare Soa ES 
-The bill for the relief of Joseph Hertick. 
=. NEWSPAPERS TO SENATORS. — r 
The joint resolution fór the supply of Senators 


H-with newspapers, was read a second time, and 
i| considered as in Committee of the Whole, and 


ordered to a third réading. `< è 
EAE NOTICES OF BILLS, C 

Mr. BENTON gave notice that he would, to- 
morrow, ask leave to bring in a bill providing for 
a better organization of the corps of United States 
‘Topographical Engineers. : f 

Mr. LINN gave notice that, on to-morrow, he 


| would.ask leave to introduce ‘the following bills: 


A bill for the payment of a debt dué to the 
heirs of Antoine Peltier; _ ea Ce, 
= A bill for the payment of a debt due to Joseph 
bey: ; s } 
Ebin for the payment of a debt due to Pierre 
Menard; SP «ke 
A bill confirming ‘the title of Joséph Sorin, 
alias La Rochellé, and those claiming undef him, 
to @ tract of land in Missouri; and ee ie 
A bill providing for the erection of certain šur- 
veys of the public lands. me A 
Mr. CALHOUN gave notice, that on to-mor- 
row he would ask leave to introduce the following 
resolution and bills, viz: ake 
A resolution, proposing an amendment to the 


ii Constitution of the United States, providing for 


a distribution of the surplus revenue among the 
several States and Territories until the year 1843; 
A bill to regulate the deposits of the public 
money; and a be tone gy ees eal 
"A bill to repeal the first and second sections of 
‘Can act to limit the térm of office of certain offi- 
cers therein named,” approved the 15th of May, 


‘1820, and for other purposes. 


After the consideration of executive business, 
the Senate adjourned. f i 


1885.- i oe! 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Mownpay, December 28, 1835. 


Mr. JARVIS, by unanimous consent, sub- 
mitted the following resolution; which was agrecd 
tes 

Resolred, That a committee be appointed, whose duty it 
sha!! be to consider alt matters touching the public buildings 
and public grounds within the city of Washington, with 
leave to report by bill or otherwise. 


The committee was ordered to consist of nine . 


members. 

Mr. LOYALL, on leave, submitted the follow- 
ing resolution; which was agreed to: 

Resotved, That a committee of three be appointed on the 
part of this House, who, together with three persons to be 
appointed on the part of the Senate, shall direct the expend- 
iture of the money appropriated fur the Library of Con- 
gress. 

CONSTITUTION OF MICHIGAN. 
The House resumed the consideration of the 
message of the President of the United States, 
transmitting a copy of the Constitution and other 


documents, originating with a convention in the | 
Territory of Michigan, with a view to the form- ; 


ation of a State government out of said Terri- 
tory. 


The question pending was that of reference, a | 


motion having been made to refer the subject to 


the Committee on the Territories, and also a ; 


motion to refer to the Committee on the Judi- 


ciary. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of North Carolina, said he 
would avail himself of this opportunity to say a 
few words on this subject. He believed this an 
entirely new question—that the House had never, 
on any former eccasion, entertained one precisel 
similar to this. The general rule, he understood, 
was, that when a subject is proposed, although 
in some respects it may bė new, yet, if it be re- 


ferable to any of the standing committees, it ought ' 


to be referred to said committee. This he took to 
be the general rule of this House, and it struck 
him that this subject ought to go to some one or 
other of the sanding committees. It scemed to 


be a question whether this subject ought to go to | 
the Committee on the Territories, or to the Com- | 


niittee on the Judiciary. He thought it ought to be 
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. This: 
question, in relation to the boundary of Michigan, 
had heretofore been submitted to the Committee 
on the Territories, and that committee, after an 
inves’ paon of some days, would not take upon 
themselves the decision of it, because they con- 
sidered it a judicial matter; and ifit wasa judicial 
matter then, it is certainly a judicial matter now. 
Whenever a question involving any point of law 
is to be referred, it is referted to the Committee 
on the Jadiciary. There are involved in this 

uestion various points of law. The gentleman 

om Virginia, (Mr. Jonn Y. Mason,] said thatall 
precedents were in favor of a select committee. 
He asked the gentleman where there was an in- 
stance precisely analogous to the presentone. If, 
then, it be conceded that the Judiciary Committee 
isthe correct one to determine all matters of law, it 
certainly is the committee to which this subject 
should be appropriately referred. 

Mr. MASON, of Virginia, said as there seemed 
to be some confusion of the question under con- 
sideration, he would withdraw his motion to refer 
to a select committee. 
tofore of the admission of new States, there had 
been a law passed authorizing the people to meet 
in convention and form a constitution, At present 
Michigan has established a constitution, and she 
claims itas her right to be admitted inte the Union. 
He remembered that the Committee on the Ter- 
ritories had reported a bill authorizing the people 
to do the very thing they have now one, but it 
was not considered. The subject now to be in- 


vestigated is this: Is Michigan entitled to be ad- | 


mitted as a State into the Union? He said the 
boundary question had already been referred to 
an able committee, and he hoped the merits of 
the question, when they came to be discussed, 
would be met in a spirit of liberality and justice. 
In his mind, the judicial question could hardly be 
settled by this House. Michigan asks, as one of 
the States, to be admitted into the Union. That 
is the question. The boundary question ought 
to be kept separate and distinct. He was dis- 
posed to decide the question fairly and impartially. 


| 
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| His impression was that it ought to go to the Com- 


j m 


ittee on the Territories. 
Mr. WHITTLESEY said he was glad the gen- 


- tleman from Virginia had withdrawn his proposi- 
tion, referring this matter to a select committec. 


_ confined to their appropriate du 
: that we should all come to the 


He said, in the eases here- | 


‘ nation looks for a legal decision. 


| Michigan. . Besides, (Mr. H. contended, 
| was nota judicial question. Itwasaquestion of | 
expediency, entirely out of the consideration of | 


| of the Ohio boundary line and the 


i for the consideration of the one 


He said the gentleman had fallen into a mistake. 
So far from this being an incidental question, it 
was the main question. It is not whether Michi- 
gan hasa right to come here and claim admission 
into the Union; but it is whether we will give her 
the boundaries she prescribes in her own consti- 
tution. She claims a tract of country which has 


i 
| 


in favor of the motion then before the House, ta 

send the whole subject to the Committee on the 

Judiciary. . . : 
The question was then taken on this motion, 


‘| and decided as follows: 
if 
_ Bailey, Beardstey, Bell, Bond, Boon, Boyd, Briggs, Bunch, 


no right to be under her jurisdiction, and this : 


subject is to be referred to the Committee on the ; 


Territories. Sir, the Committee on the Judiciar 
is certainly the most appropriate committee. Will 
you refer a subject to the Committee on the Ter- 


YEAS~Messrs. Chilton Allan, Heman Allen, Aslicy, 


John Caloon, William B.Cathoun, Campbell, Carr, Carter, 
Casey, Chaney, Childs, Claiborne, Clark, Cleveland, Coles, 
Conner, Corwin, Craig, Crane, Darlington, Davis, Deberry, 
Denny, Evans, Everett, Farlin, Forester, french, Philo C. 
Fuller, Rice Garland, Graham, Granger, Graves, Grayson, 
Grennell, Griffin, Hiland Hall, Hamer, Hammond, Hanne- 
gan, Hard, Hardin, Harlan, Harper, Hazettine, Heister, - 
Hoar, Howell, Hubley, Hunt, Huntsman, Janes, Jarvis, 
Cave Johnson, Henry Johnson, Benjamin Jones, Kennon, 
Kilgore, Kinnard, Klingensmith, Lanc, Lansing, Lawr nce, 
Lay, Luke Lea, Lincoln, Lucas, Sampson Mason, Maury, 
May, McCarty, McKennon, McLene, Mercer, Milligan, 


' Morris, Muhlenberg, Page, Parker, Patteraon, Pettigrew, 


ritories, which, by their decision, may transfer a | 
great number of citizens of the State of Ohio to , 
the Territory or State of Michigan? This would | 
be the consequence of sending this matter to that , 


committee. He said he had as much confidence 


in the Committee on the Territories as the gen- | 


tleman from Virginia; but he wished to have them 
; and he hoped 


t 
J--ision that this, 


question ought to be referred to the Committee on , 


the Judiciary. 

Mr. CORWIN said, if gentlemen would refer 
to the constitution of Michigan which had been 
laid on the Speaker’s table, they would find that 
she asked to be admitted with her boundary es- 


tablished, and prescribed by herself. She does , 


not ask us to alter her constitution, but to admit 
her with her boundaries already fixed. What 
will. be the consequence of admitting this State 
into the Union with the boundary prescribed in 


her constitution? Why, the direct consequence . 


will be that Congress will have determined this | 


to be the proper and true boundary of the State. 
Congress has no power to alter her constitution; 
and if she is admitted she must be admitted with 


her own boundary. He thought the Committee || 


on the Judiciary the most appropriate committee 
to refer this matter to. He said if the House 
wanted a decision which was to be satisfactory, 
let it come from that committee to whom the 
If it went else- 


Phillips, Pinckney, Reed, Rencher, Jobn Reynolds, Rus- 
sell, William B. Shepard, Augustine H. Shepperd, Shields, 
Slade, Sloane, Spangler, Standefer, Storer, Taliaferro, John 
Thomson, Waddy ‘Thompson, Underwood, Vinton, Web- 
ster, Whittlesey, Lewis Williams, Sherrod Williams, and 
Wise— 113. ; 

NAYS—Messrs. Adams, Anthony, Barton, Beale, Bean, 
Beaumont, Bovee, Brown, Buchanan, Burns, Cambreleng, 


: Chapman, Chapin, Coffec, Cramer, Cushman, Dickerson, 


Doubleday, Dromgoole, Etfner, Fairfield, Fowler, Fuller, 
Galbraith, Garland, Gillet, Glascock, Filey, Samuct 8. 
Harrison, Albert G. flarrison, Haynes, Henderson, Holsey, 
Hopkins, Howard, Huntington, Ingham, William Jackson, 
Jabez Jackson, Joseph Johnson, John W. Jones, Judson, 
Lapaste, Lawler, Joshua Lee, Leonard, Loyall, Lyon, 
Abijah Mann, Job Mann, Martin, John Y. Mason, Moses 


! Mason, McKeon, McKim, Miller, Montgomery, Morgan, 
| Owens, Parks, Dutee J. Pearce, Franklin Pierce, Phelps, 


Joseph Reoynolds, Rogers, Schenck, Seymour, Smith, 
Sprague, Taylor, Toucey, Towns, Turrill, Vanderpoel, 
Wagener, Ward, and Wecks—77. 

So the message of the President of the United 
States, and the accompanying documents, were 


i referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 


NORTHERN BOUNDARY OF OHIO. 

Mr. HOWARD hoped the House would then 
take up the motion to reconsider the reference of 
the papers on the northern boundary line of Ohio 
to a select committee, and he moved a suspension 
of the rules for that purpose. The rules were 


i; suspended —ayes 124, noes nat counted. 


Mr. ADAMS inquired what would be the effect 


| if the motion to reconsider prevailed ? 


where, the people would not believe that the | 


question had been decided by the proper com- 
mittee. 

Mr. HOWARD said, understanding it to be 
the wish of the gentlemen from Ohio to get a vote 


, on their motion for a reference to the Committee 
: on the Judiciary, he would not impede that wish, 


though he should himsclf vote againstit. He 
hoped it would be sent to the Territorial Com- 
mittee, believing, as he did, that to be the proper 
course. The delegation from Ohio were said to 
be unanimous on this question, and if the House 
should consent to the motion of the gentleman 
from that State, [Mr. Hamer,] it would perhaps 
create distrust in the minds of the people of 
Fed’) this 


the Judiciary Committee. There was no point of 


legality involved in it. He should vote against | 


that reference; but for the purpose of accommo- 
dating the gentlemen from Ohio, would, for the 
present, waive his motion to refer the matter to 
the Committee on the Territories, pledging him- 


self to renew it, should the House reject, as he’ 


hoped it would, the motion to refer the subject to |: 


the Committee on the Judiciary. 
Mr. REYNOLDS, of Illinois, asked for the 


| yeas and nays; which were ordered. 


Mr. WILLIAMS, of North Carolitia, again ; 


advocated the question before the House, that the 
Committee on the Judiciary was the only proper 
tribunal to which this subject should be sent. 
Mr. H. EVERETT hoped both questions, that 
ichigan con- 
stitution, would be sent to the same committee; 
uestion neces- 


sarily embraced the other. If the question of 


boundary was the only one, he would have no j 


objection to- send it to the Committee on the Ter- 
ritories; but the other involved matters purely 
of a legal character, and of itself would go to the 
Judiciary Committee. Being of opinion that both 
should go to the same committee, he should vote 


| parties in this controversy. 


The CHAIR said it would place the subject in 
possession of the House precisely as if no refer- 
ence had ever been made. 

Mr. BOND said, the very fact that the delega- 
tion from Ohio were unanimous on this question, 


‘} ought to be a convincing proof of their impar- 
: tiality and justice 


It was not that they had any 
want of respect for the gentleman at the head of 


| the select committee, (Mr. Avams,] but the gen- 
| tleman had before had the subject before him, and 


his opinions were known to be unfavorable to one 
of the parties in this suit. There was, therefore, 
a manifest propriety, in his opinion, why that 
committee should not have charge of this matter. 
Resides, this was a legal and judicial question, 
involving controverted points on ordinances and 
acts of Congress, and was one properly belong- 
ing to the Judiciary Committee. 

r. ADAMS would have very little to say on 
the question of reconsideration, for if the House 
should see fit to reconsider, and give the subject 
a different reference, it would relieve him and his 
colleagues on the select committee from a most 
painful and laborious duty, But aa the gentle- 
man from Ohio had referred to Mr. A.’s opinion 


| on this subject, he felt himself compelled to make 
: a few remarks. 


Mr. A. referred to the proceed- 
ings of the committee on the bill from the Senate, 
settling the Ohio boundary line last session. That 
committee consisted of seven members, and six 
out of the seven were of opinion that the State 
of Ohio had no right to the disputed territory, 


‘ but they believed that Michigan was entitled to 


it by every law, human and-divine. Since that 
time transactions of great moment to the peace 
and welfare of the whole Union had occurred. 
The State of Ohio, by her legislative and execu- 
tive authorities, had undertaken to settle this ques- 
tion by main force.. She had brought out her 
armies in array to settle this question, and if those 
armies had not been met by the adverse and hos- 
tile armies of the other party, it had been more 
owing to the discretion of the President of the Uni- 
ted States than to the discretion of either of the 
Under these cir- 
cumstances, his friend from Ohio would permit 
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ment, a very able one it was, for it consisted of 
declarations of the power of Congress, but not 
one single iota of argument, nor one single refer- 
ence to any question of right between the two 
prn did it embrace. 


ject was referred to a select committec, and that 


irrepealable ordinance of 1787, constituting the 
same identical boundaries, the President had sent 
to Congress a message on the subject of the bound- 


day after day, for more than a week together— 
hearing one of the ablest members of that House 
from Ohio on his side, and hearing the then 
Delegate from Michigan on the other—that com- 
mittee came to the conclusion he had stated; six 
out of seven concurring that Ohio had no right 
to this disputed territory. They made no report, 
for there was not time to exhibit the fuil and 
entire merits of the question, but contented them- 
selves with simply reporting that the bill from 
the Senate orght not to pass; and upon that rec- 
ommendation the subject went over to the close 
of that session. 

The gentleman who represented the Territory 


ary line With that constitution the represent- 
auve of that State had presented himself there, 
and under the claim of rigits secured to him by 
the Constitution of the Untied States, had claimed 
a seat in that House. To the other branch of 
Congress the Siate had elected Senators upon the 
same principle; who, under the same claim of 
right, had presented themerlves there for admis- 
ston, and had been admitted as spectators. To 
Mr. A.’sextreme regret, the Representative from 
the State of Michigan in that Hoase had not yet 
been admitted upon the floor even as a common 
spectator. It became Mr. A. ta say that ke did 
not pretend to any such thing as impartiality be- 
tween those two parties, and if the sentiment of 
partiality, or his sense of justice, were to dis- 
qualify bien from acting as a.member of a com- 
mittee of the House upon this subject, how were onc of them to a select committce,—that was the 
twenty-nine members of that House, who were one on the boundary question; but he said it 
interested on this question, to be qualificd? Theirs would be most proper that the two messages 
was not a matter of partiality, or a matter of jus- should be referred to two distinct committecs, 
tice, but of interest. They were all united as one each of whom should have the subject fully be- 
man. Yes, the nineteen members from Ohio, the fore them,and each of whom might be called upon 
seven from Indiana, and the three from Illinois, to make a report thereon to the House, if they 
were all united as one man. Fle wished to tell concurred; then the House might act wnant- 
these gentlemen that while he considered them all mously. If they differed, at least everything 
men who would, on every other question, act 
under a sense of justice; the question under con- 
sideration being one neither of partiality nor of 
impartiality, there could not be a difference of 
ominion among them on this question. It was to 
tera a mere question of interest, and not a ques- 
ton of rignt, upon which they and their constit- 
vents had their arms in their hands, ready to shed 
tne blood of their fellow-citizens with the same 
unanimity they came there to vote in favor of this 
same right of interest. And because a member 
of the House, having no interest in the question, : from one of the most painful of public duties 
had expressed his opinion on this subject, was he: which had ever devolved upon him, if the House 
to be considered more disqualified than those gen- : should tranfer the duties of this select committee, 
temen? Because, as a mere question of rightand of which he had the honor to be chairman to 
wrong, a member of that House had heretofore one of its standing committees. 

expressed, in the discharge of his duty to that : Mr. STORER addressed the House in reply 


House and the eountry,an opinion that these gen-! ty Mr. Apams, and in defense of the measures 
tleinen had nothing but power on their side, and i 


uo right, was he to be considered disqualified asa | 
member of a committee on the subject? Besides, | 
the committee did not decide the question at all, 
but merely gave their counsel and advice to the | 
iJonse: and yet these gentlemen get up and say i 
that that meinder was disqualified, from having | 
formerly given an opinion, to act on such a com- 
raittee! He could not but admire the sense of 
Justice that enabled these gentlemen to disqualify - 
a member, because he happened to have an opin- 
ion at variance with their intercst, when twenty- 
nine of them, one after another, would vote on it, 
when it was not with any one of them a question . 
of partiality or justice, but onc of interest, There 
were twenty-nine members, whose States they | 
represented were directly interested in the ques- 
tion, having and exercising the right to vote; and ; 
a single individual, representing the Territory of - 
Michican, who had to sustain the rights of his | 
consutuents upon that floor by the powers of : 
speech alone, for he had no votc; and he believed 
a vote was always worth more than a speech. | ` <e : 

He was afraid, o; there were hing bee more ; Subject to the Judiciary Committee, or at least to 
beside the twenty-nine, who were operated upon | 44 impartial committee. 
by other considerations he would not mention. ` h A ` 
ft was his determination ta be open and explicit; t ‘4 motion to reconsider; which were ordered 
on this subject, and he had offered the resolution ; 294 Were as follows: ; 

for its reference to a select committee, not of his |) p Si Pin eo Alan, Bailey, Bockee, Bond, 
own instigation, for he was well aware it would f Carer, Casey, Chaney, Chapman Chae ria hbèll, 
ke a most ungracious duty, but at the request of || borne, Clark, Connon, Corwin, ‘Craig, Crane, Cushing 
the Delga from Michigan. He wished thata | Davis, ee Effuer. Evans, Everett, Farlin, Forester 
pnr on this subject should be preseated from | elie Fuer anes Garand, miea Garland, Graham, 
committe. of that House, which had never yet | Hamer, ‘Hammond, Hannesan, Hardin, Halos tae 
been cone, A bill was passed Ly theother branch, | Samuel 5. Harrizon, Hazeltine, Hoar, Howard, Howeh. 


mencement of the present session, and asked him 
to move the reference of the President’s two mes- 
sages to aselcct committee. Mr. A. told him that 
he woul!l, with pleasure, move the reference of 


the question. He thought it, therefore, best that 
the two subjects should be referred to two distinct 
committees; and, accordingly, he made the mo- 
tion that one should be referred to a seleet com- 
mittee, leaving the other to take whatever refer- 
ence the House might think proper. He should 
say no more on the subject. The House would 
decide as they thought fit, and as they thought 
would be consistent with justice. For himself, 


boundary between Ohio and Michigan. He was 
subject had been referred to a. select committee, 
principally on the ground that the chairman of 


decision of the controversy. 

Mr. LANE next addressed the House in reply 
to the gentleman from Massachusetts, and in op- 
osition to the reference to a select committee. 
e was in favor of sending the subject to the 
Committee on the Judiciary—a committee which 

would do entire justice to all parties concerned. 
Mr. VINTON also rosc in reply to Mr. Apams. 
He was unwilling to submit questions involving 
the rights of States, to a committee, the chairman 
of which had avowcd himself prejudiced, and 
who stated that his opinions were made up. Mr. 
_V. reviewed the past history of the boundary 
question, and urged the propriety of sending the 


kd 


When it came to that, 
Touse, at the close of the session, the whole sub- | 


committee, after hearing the parties on both sides, ` 


or State of Michigan came to Mr. A. atthe com- 


would be said that could be said on each side of ` 


(Mr. A. said,) he should feel himself relieved - 


adopted by the ‘State of Ohio, in reference to the | 


| in favor of reconsidering the vote whereby the ` 


that committee had prejudged the case, that his | 
opinion was made up, and that the weight of his | 
name would have an undue influence upon the | 


Mr. ADAMS asked for the yeas and nays on | 


‘! Hubley, Huntsman, Janes, Jarvis, Henry Johnson, John W. 

: Jones, Benjamin Jones, Judson, Kennon, Kilgore, Kinnard, 

' Klingensmith, Lane, Lawrence, Gideon Lee, Luke Lea, 
Loyall, Lucas, Martin, Sampzon Mason, Maury, May, 
MeCarty, McKennon, McKim, McLene, Mercer, Morris, 
Page, Patterson, Pettigrew, Phillips, Pinckney, Reed, 
Rencher, JohnReynolds, Rogers, Russell, William B., Shep, 
ard, Augustine H. Sheppenl, Shields, Slade, Sloan, Spang- 
ler, Standefer, Storer, ‘laliaterro, Thomas. Jom Thomson, 
Waddy Thompson, Toucey, Underwood, Vinton, Webster, 

+ Lewis Williams, and Wise—J07, 

' | NAYS—Messrs Adams, Heman Allen, Anthony, Ashley, 
Barton, Beale, Bean, Beardsley, Beaumont, Borden, Briggs, 
Brown, Bynum, Cambreleng, John Chambers, Cleveland, 
Coffee, Cushman, Darlington, Deberry, Denny, Doubleday, 
Fairfield, Fowler, French, William K. Fuller, Galbraith, 
Gillet, Glascock, Hatey, Joseph Hall, Haynes, Henderson, 
Heister, Holsey, Hopkins, Hunt, Ingham, Jabez Jackson, 
Joseph Johnson, Cave Johnson, Lansing, Laporte, Lawter, 
Lay, Joshua Lee, Leonard, Lincoln, Lyon, Job Mann, 
John Y. Mason, Willinm Mason. Moses Mason, McComas, 
Miller, Montgomery, Morgan, Muhlenberg, Parker, Parks, 
Dutee J. Pearce, Franklin Pierce, Phelps, Potts, Robertson, 

: Schenck, Seymour, Shinn, Smith, Spragus, Taylor, Towns, 

: Turrill, Vanderpoel, Wagener, Ward, Wardwell, Weeks, 

© and Sherrod Wiliams-—79. : 

| So the House determined to reconsider the vote 
referring the President’s message in relation to 
the northern boundary of Ohio, to a select com- 
mittee. ; 
Mr. HAMER moved to refer the subject to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. , , 
Mr. ADAMS then withdrew his motion to 
refer to a select committee. i 
The motion to refer the papers to the Committee 
on the Judiciary was then agreed to. 
On motion by Mr. EVANS, the Howse ad- 
jourmed. ' 


IN SENATE. 
Toespar, December %, 1835. 


The CHAIR announced a communication from 
the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting, in 
compliance with a resolution of the Senate, the 
report of the surveyors appointed to run and 
mark the northern boundary of the State of Ohio; 

; which, on motion of Mr. Roninson, was referred 
to the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered 
to be printed. 

PETITIONS, MEMORIALS, ETC. 

Mr. PORTER presented the memorial of R. 
W. Meade; which was referred to the Committee 
on Claims. 

Mr. KENT presented the following petitions: 

The petition of William A. Gordan; which 

i was referred the Committee on Claims; 


| The petition of Stockton. & Stokes, mail con- 


. tractors; which was referred to the Committee on 
the Post Office and Post Roads; 

The memorial of the President and Directors of 
i the Bank of Washington, praying for a renewal 
‘ of their charter; which was referred tò the Com- 
i; mittee for the District of Columbia; and . 
The petition of Barbara Mudd and others, and 
i the petition of Eliza Causin and Ann Turner: 
|| which were referred to the Committee on Revolu- 
tionary Claims. nos 

Mr. TOMLINSON presented the petition of 
Lewis Newrisha, praying for a pension; which 
i| was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 
‘| On motion of Mr. SOUTHARD, the memorial 
'| of the corporate authorities of Washington, pre- 
: sented yesterday, was ordered to be printed. 

BILLS INTRODUCED ON LEAVE. 
Mr. KING, of Alabama, on leave, introduced 
| a bill for the relief of Thomas Rhodes and Jere- 
i miah Austin; and a bill for the relief of Theodore 
, Brightwell; whieh were severally read twice and 
| referred. : : i 
| i PROCEEDS OF THE PUBLIC LANDS. 
Mr. CLAY, in pursuance of notice given, askec 

| leave and introduced a bill to distribute for a lim: 
ited time the procecds of the sales of the public 
lands among the States, and for other purposes. 
A BILL to appropriate, fer a Jimited time, the proceeds of 


the sales of the public lands. of the United States, anc 
for ganting land to certain States. ` 
Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives 
of the United States of Amerienin.Cengress awembled, Tha 
rom and after the thirty-first day of-December, in the yea: 
of our Lordone thousand eight hundred and forty-one, there 
be allowed and paid to each of the States of Ohio, Indiana. 
Ilinois, Alabama, Missouri, Miseiesippi, Louisiana, Arkan- 
sas, and Michigan, over and above what each of the saia 
States is entitled to by the terms of the compacts entered 
into between them and the United States, respectively, 
upon their admission into the Union, the sum of ten pet 
 ecniam upon the net precdeds of the a fes‘of the public 


i 
i 
i 
ii 
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¢ciptes of this act, so mucl: of the proceeds as shall accrue 
after their admission into the Union, and upon the princi- 
ples of any ot the compacts made as aforesaid with either 
of the [nine] States first mentioned. 

Bec. 5. And be it further enacted, That until the said 
thirty-first day of December, one thousand eight hundred 


aad forty-one, there shall be annually appropriated for com- : 


pleting the surveys of said lands, a sum not less than ——— 


dollars; and the minimum price at which the public lands | 


are how sold at private sale shall not be increased ; and in 
case the same shall be increased by law, within the period 
aforesaid, so much of this act as provides that the net pro- 
ceeds of the sales of the public lands shall be distributed 


notwithstanding. IDA 

Sec. 6. And be it further enacted, That whenever, for 
two successive years, it shall appear to the Secretary of the 
Treasury that the net proceeds of the sales of the public 
tands; within aay land district now established, or which 
may hereafter be established by law, shall not be sufficient 


to discharge the salaries of the officers employed by the ° 


United States within such district, he may discontinue such 
offices, and the tands contained in such district, remaining 


unsold, shall, in such case, be annexed to the adjoining |, 


district. 
Sec. 7. And be it further enacted, That there shall be 
gantei to each of the States of Mississippi, Louisiana, 


issouri, Arkansas, and Michigan, the quantity of five | 


hundred thousand acres of land; to the State of Indiana, 
one hundred and fifteen thousand two hundred and seventy- 
two acres; to the State of Ilinois, twenty thousand acres ; 
and to the State of Alabama, one hundred thousand acres 
of land, lying within the limits of said States, respectively ; 
to be selected in such manner as the Legislatures thereof 
shall direct, and located in parcels, conformably to sectional 
divisions and subdivisions, of not Icss than three hundred 
and twenty acres in any one location, on any public land 
subject to entry at private sale; which said locations may 
be made at any time within five years after the lands of the 
United States, in said States respectively, shall have been 
surveyed, and offered at public sale, according to existing 
aws. 

Sec. 8. And be it further enacted, That the lands herein 
granted to the States above named shall not be disposed of 
at a price less than one dollar and twenty-five cents per 
acre, until otherwise authorized by a law of the United 
States; and the net proceeds of the sales of said lands shall 
be faithfully applied to objects of internal improvement 
within the. States aforesaid, respectively, namely: roads 
bridges, canals, and improvement of water-courses, an 
draining swamps; and such roads, canals, bridges, and 
water-courses, when made or improved, shall be free for the 
transportation of the United States mail, and munitions of 
war, and for the passage of their troops, without the payment 
‘of any toll whatever. A 


Mr. CLAY said, that borne down as he was by 
private affliction, he felt illy prepared to obtrude 


| himself upon the attention of the Senate. He, 
| however, had thought that even private affliction 


ought not to hinder him from the discharge of a - 
public duty. He arose, in pursuance of notice ` 


given yesterday of his intention to introduce a 
bill providing for the distribution of the surplus 
revenues among the several States and Territories. 
He felt it incumbent on him to give the following 
explanation. The bill (said he) proposes a dis- 
tribution of the procecds of the public lands for 
the years 1834,-’35,—’36, and ’37, and corresponds 
with that offered in 1832. [Here Mr. C. went 
into a detail of the provisions of the bill.}- He 
would, for onc, have been willing to have divided 
among the seven new States the twelve and a half 
por ccnt., but that had been objected to by the 
President of the United States; and objections 
had been made to it from other quarters; He had, 
therefore, thought it proper to restrict it toa more 
modcrate sum, (ten per cent.) Mr, C. recited 
the several amounts of surplus revenue in the 
years 1833,-’34, and ’35, making an aggregate of 
more than twenty-one millions of dollars. After 
deducting the percentage reserved to the new 
States, he went into a recapitulation of the pro- 
portion that would be given to cach of the States; 
and the proportion of all the States he had pressed 
into a table he had in his hand, prepared at the 
Secretary's office, to which access might be. had 
by any one who desired it, a 

The President, in a former message, had ad- 
verted to the public lands and the relief of the 
country from the public debt; and, moreover, 
had expressed a willingness to codperate in any 
measure adopted by Congress, calculated to pre~ 
serve the harmony, and. advance the prosperity 
of the Union. The bill was passed and presented 
to him; but was retained by him, as he (Mr. C.) 
thought, contrary to the Constitution of the United 
States. It was said, and believed at the time, that 
the President had, in anticipation of the passage 
of the bill, prepared his objections, and it was 
believed that if it had been returned, it would 
have passed by the constitutional majority. 
There are those, Mr. President, (said he,) who 
believe that this bill, having thus been detained 
‘contrary to the Constitution, is now the law of 
‘| the land. The money arising from these lands 
| was a matter of public trust,and the Government 
had a right to distribute the proceeds of the three 
last as well as of the two next years. No one 
could have read the report of the Secretary of the 
Treasury without the conviction that it was pru- 
dent at all times, rather to underrate than over- 


| 
| | 
that when the returns came in, it would be found 
to greatly exceed the amount of the estimate of 
' the reay of the Treasury. This was not 


the time for him to enter into an estimate of the 
| probable receipts of the Treasury hercafter. It 


ry 
| 


ant funds left for the ordinary expenses of Gov- 
ernment. : 


i: tion shall cease in case of a war, and in that event 
‘| provides for a vigorous prosecution of the war. 
e wished his opinions not to be misconceived. 
li He did not wish it to be understood that he be- 


l 


it, and the Secretary of War was brooding over 
schemes to squander the whole! The spirit of 
improvement pervaded the country—all it wanted 
was an intelligent direction of the means, Mary- 
land had constructed her great causeway over the 
mountains. Pennsylvania had completed another 
improvement still bolderin conception, and more 
arduous in completion. Virginia had evinced her 
spirit of improvement, and a fourth State, still 
further South, had commenced an important 
work; but without the aid of this fund, he feared 
she could never accomplish it. : 

Let us, said he, give to the States what is their 
own—the proceeds of the public lands. Placing 
this exhaustless fund in tle hands of the Presi- 
dent was giving him the power described by the 
British bard. 

This affair of the public land had originally 
been forced upon him; a motion was made from 
a quarter unfriendly to him to refer the subject 
te the Committee on Manufactures, of which he 
was a member, and to which motion he was op- 
posed, as not properly belonging to that com- 
mittec, - But the unnatural alliange was ordered 
by a vote of the majority of the Senate. He felt 
that a personal embarrassment was intended for 
him. He felt asif a many-edged instrument had 
been put into his hands, the handling of which 
would necessarily wound him. Scarcely was the 
report which accompanied the bill read, till a 
motien was made to refer it to the Committee on 
Public Lands, to produce a countervailing report. 
But, in despite of all exertions, the bill passed. 
He now. felt anxious for the passage of the bill. 
No bill was fraught with more unmixed good or 
enduring benefit to the nation than it was. Ifhe 
could be instrumental in effecting its passage, he 
should go into retirement, into which he shortly 
expected to go, with highly gratified feelings, 
which he described in emphatic language. 

Mr. C., in conclusion, took a retrospect of his 
ast life. He adverted to the circumstance of his 
cing left an orphan, his widowed mother, her 

numerous offspring, and embarrassed circum- 
stances—unaided himself by adventitious circum- 
stances, he felt as if he ought to be grateful to his 
countrymen for the high honors their partiality 
had conferred upon him, for which, in return, he 
had aimed at an honest, faithful, and zealous dis- 
charge of his duties. 

The bill was then read twice, and referred to 


', the Committee on Public Lands. 


This bill (said Mr.C.) provides, that its opcra- ` 


: rate the estimate in the Treasury. He believed |: 
among the several States, shall, from and after the increase |' y 


of the minimum price thereof, cease and become utterly : 
null and of no effect; anything in this’ act to the contrary ; 


: was not, however, difficult to show that, exclusive | 
of the surplus, as reported, there would be abund- `. 


‘DISTRIBUTION OF SURPLUS REVENUE. 


Mr. CALHOUN, in pursuance of notice given, 
asked and obtained leave, and introduced the fol- 
lowing bills; which were read and ordered to a 
second reading: 

A resolution proposing an amendment to the 


' Constitution of the United States, providing for 
P 8 


a distribution of the surplus revenue among the 
several States and Territories, until the year 1843; 
A bill to regulate. the deposits of the public 
money; and : 2m 
A bill to repeal the first and second sections of . 


.** An act to hmit the term of office of certain offi- 


' lieved the General Government had the power to |. 


i distabution among the States. 
j founded upon express stipulations in the several 


» by the several States to the Government. He 
l had ever regarded, with the profoundest regret, 
i: the decision of the President. If he (the Presi- 
| dent) had pursued a different course, the several 
States could respectively bave prosecuted with 


education, and colonization. [Here Mr. Cray 
expatiated at some length upon the blessings and 
advantages of these objects.] When we institute 
a comparison, said he, between what might have 
been done, with these twenty millions, and what 
has been done, eur sensations of regret become 
infinitely deep. Instead of becoming an object 
of national benefit, it had been an object of scram- 
ble. Instead of advancing the great interests of 
our country, it had been appropriated to partial 
and local objects, scattered about among a parcel 
of petty corporations, who stand growling over 


levy and collect taxes solely for the purposes of ` 
This bill was | 


‘| deeds by which the public lands have been ceded | 


| energy the great objects of internal improvement, . 


cers therein named,” approved the 15th of May, 
1820, and for other purposes. , 
REDUCTION OF DUTIES. 
Mr. CALHOUN submitted the following res- 
elution; which was laid on the’ table: 


Resolved, That the report of the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury of the 15th instant, relative to the duties that may be 


. reduced or repealed, be referred to the Committee on Man- 
.: wletures, with instructions to report a bill providing for 


| the reduction or repeal of all duties which, in their opinion, 


may be reduced or repealed consistently with a due reg 
to the manufacturing interests. 4 
BILLS INTRODUCED. 

Mr. LINN, in pursuance of notice given, asked 
and obtained leave, and introduced the following 
bills; which were severally read, and ordered toa 
second reading: 

A bill for the ayment of a debt due to the 
heirs of Antoine Peltier; 


“A bill for the payment of a debt due to Joseph 


Bogy; ; i 

; E b for the payment of a debt due to Pierre 
Menard; . i 
“A bill confirming the title of Joseph Sorin, 
glias La Rochelle, and those claiming under him, 
to a tract of land in Missouri; and ' 
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A bill providing for the execution of certain || 
surveys of the public lands. | 


RESOLUTIONS AGREED TO. 


The three resolutions submitted yesterday by - 
Mr. Henprices were severally considered and : 
agreed to. : i 

JAMES BARRON S PATENT. | 

The bill to extend the patent right of James i 
Barron was read the second time, and considered || 
as in Committee of the Whole, and ordered to a ` 
third reading. 

NEWSPAPERS FOR SENATORS. 

The joint resolutionfer the supply of the Senate 
with newspapers was considered; and after some 
remarks in opposition to it from Mr. Kine, of 
Georgia, and an ineffectual motion by Mr. Knigut 
to lay it on the table, it was ordered to be en- 
grossed—yeas 31, nays 7. : i 

After the consideration of exevutive business, 
the Senate adjourned. 


| 
! 
i 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Tvespay, December 29, 1835. 

The Hon. Ext Moore, of New York, attenued | 
and was qualified. 

THE APPROPRIATION BILLS. 

Mr. CAMBRELENG remarked, that he was 
instructed by the Committee of Waysand Means 
to report several appropriation bills. He would 
move to suspend the rule, in order to afford an 
opportunity to the standing committees generally 
to report. , 

Mr. MERCER objected to the motion. Sev- 
eral of the committees had, at this time, no busi- 
ness before them. 

The motion was disagrecd to. 

Mr. CAMBRELENG then moved to suspend 
the rule, for the purpose of enabling the Commit- 
tee of Ways and Means to report, and have 
printed, certain appropriation bills. 

This motion was also negatived—ayes 93, noes 
50—two thirds being necessary. 

PETITIONS, MEMORIALS, ETC. 

Petitions and memorials were presented b 
Messrs. ADAMS, LAWRENCE, BORDEN, 


PHILLIPS, of Massachusetts. 

Mr, PEARCE, of Rhode Island. 

Measis. TOUCEY, INGHAM, HALEY, and 
JUDSON, of Connecticut. ; . 

[Mr. Jupson presented the petitions of the || 
mayor, alderman, &e., of the city of Norwich, 
praying thatthe city of Norwich be constituted a 
port of entry; which were referred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed.] 

Messrs. EVERETT, ALLEN, and HALL, 
of Vermont. ` 

Messrs. WARDWELL, CAMBRELENG, 
McKEON, TURRILL, CRAMER, BEARDS- 
LEY, BROWN, VANDERPOEL, CHAPIN, 
MASON, LAY, CHILDS, HUNT, BOCKEE, 
W. K. FULLER, HUNTINGTON, WARD, 
HAZELTINE, GILLET, and LANSING, of 
New York. 

(Mr. CAMBRELENG presented the memorial of 
sundry merchants of the city of New York, suf- 
ferers in the late fire there. “The memorial (said 
important information in relation to the laws of 
the country, applicable to this subject. The sub- 
fect had been already reported on; but the me- 
morial would ‘be found to embrace some points 
not included in that bill. With permission of | 
the House, Mr. C, would take that opportunity | 
of saying, that he should have called up that bill | 
before, had it not been for the receipt of this me- 
merial, and the expectation that a committee of 
the citizens would be in personal attendance on 
the subject. In consequence of that, he had not 
called the attention of the House to the bill, and 
should not probably do so before Monday next. 
łn the mean time, he hoped the New York còm- 
mittce would be on here. As the memorial was 
long, he should move that so much of it as had 
been already reported on be referred to the Cort 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union, 
and so much as does not relate to the provisions 
of that bill bé referred to the Comnnittee of 


Ways and Means; and that the whole memorial 


be printed; which motion was agreed to: 


- [Mr. Terrie presented a petition, asking for 
anappropriationto constructa harbor atthe mouth 


of St. Joseph’s river, on Lake Michigan; . 

Also, several petitions for the construction of 
a harbor at the mouth of Eighteen Mile creck, 
in the county of Niagara, New York; 


A petition asking for an appropriation to im- ;' 


prove the harbor at the mouth of Salmon river, 
in the county of Oswego, New York; i 
Also, a petition asking for an appropriation 


| to construct a ship canal round the Falls of Ni- 


agara. 


Mr. PARKER, of New Jersey. 


Messrs. McKENNAN, MILLER, WAGEN- | 


ER, MUHLENBERG, BEAUMONT,CLARK, 
HARPER, DENNY, ANTHONY, HARRI- 
SON, HEISTER, HUBLEY, and LAPORTE, 


` of Pennsylvania; 


Messrs. THOMAS, HOWARD, McKIM, 
and PEARCE, of Maryland; 

Messrs. ROBERTSON, McCOMAS, CRAIG, 
ROULDIN, BEALE, JOHNSON, LOYALL, 
TALIAFERRO, MORGAN, MERCER, GAR- 


LAND, JONES, WISE, DROMGOOLE, MA- | 


SON, and CLAIBORNE, of Virginia; 


Messrs. GRAHAM and W. B. SHEPARD, 


of North Carolina. A 
[Mr. W. B. Sueparp presented the memorial 


| of the president, directors, &c. of several of the 


i stitutions, which he moved be referred to the. 


l 


| followin 


banking institutions in the District of Columbia, ` 


praying ah extension of the charters of said in- 


Committee for the District of Columbia.} 


Mr. THOMAS, of Maryland, submitted the |} 


g motion in reference to the foregoing |' 


: memorials: 


Resolved, That a select committee be appointed to in- 
quire into the condition of the currency of the District of 


i Columbia, to whom shall be referred the memorial now 


presented, and atl other memorials which shall be presented 


; to Congress at its present session, praying for an extension 

of the charters of the existing banks in said District, or for 
: the establishment of any other bank or banks in their stead ; 
i. and that said committee be authorized to act in conjunction 


: with any similar committee which may be appointed on the 


part of the Senate, to inspect the books and examine into 
the proceedings of said banks, to ascertain whether their 
charters have been violated or not, and whether any abuses 


| or mal-practices have existed in their management, and to 


GRENNELL, REED, HOAR, JACKSON, and |! 


, and to appoint a clerk to record their proceedings. 


send for persons and papers, to examine witnesses on oath, 


The SPEAKER said, as there were two propo- 
sitions to refer, which were likely to give rise to 


| discussion, the subject must, under the rule, lie 


over one day. 


Memorials, &c. were further presented by 
Messrs. PINCKNEY, HAMMOND, PICK- 


ENS, and THOMPSON, of South Carolina; 


l 


I 


gia; 


Messrs. GLASCOCK and COFFEE, of Geor- 


Messrs. WILLIAMS, FRENCH, JOHNSON, 
UNDERWOOD, HARLAN, GRAVES, and 
ALLAN, of Kentucky; 

Messrs. JOHNSON, DUNLAP, SHIELDS, 


‘ CARTER, STANDIPER, the SPEAKER, and 
: LEA, of Tennessee. 
(Mr. C, Jounson presented the petition of Bev- | 


erly Herrin and others, asking 


the right of pre- 
emption for the lands upon wh je 


ich they reside, 


: on the Salt Lick reservation, in the countics of 
; Humphreys and Henry, which was referred; 
Mr. C.) was long,and contained much useful and ; 
i; firmation of his claim in the Territo 
|| sas;e 


Also, the petitionof James Barret, asking%on- 


Also, the claim of 


‘Burnet, claiming com- 


|| pensation for a horse lost in the Seminole cam- 


paign. 
Mr. Sttexps presented the petition of Tho- 
mas F. McCanlass, praying compensation for a 


li horse lost in the military service of the United 


States, during the late war betwee 
and Great Britain: i , 
Also, the petition of David MeCanlass, for 
compensation for property lost in the same sèr 
vice; whieh, without being read; oh motion of 
Mr. Suretiss, were referred tó the Committee on 
Claims. Ae Sy om 
_ Also, the pėtitióit of Mrs. Ant Anderson 
praying indemnity for sroperty destroyed and 
takeh by the Cherokee Indians in 1787; which, 
on motich of Mr. Sireiys, withottt. being read, 
Was referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs.) 


n this country 


ry of Arkan- |! 


| Messrs. MASON, CRANE, THOMPSON, 
: KENNON, STORER, BOND, PATTERSON, 
CORWIN, WHITTLESEY, McLENE, WEB- 
. STER, and KILGORE, of Ohio. 
| [Mr. Parrerson presented petitions from the 
! citizens of the State of Ohio, praying for the con- 
ii struction of a road from Lower Sandusky, in the 
| State of Ohio, to the Greenville treaty line. 
/ Also, a petition for the improvement of the har- 
ii bor at the mouth of Vermilion river on Lake 
|; Erie, in the State of Ohio; also, for removing the 
| sund-bar at the mout> of Sandusky bay; also, 
| for improving the harbor at Port Clinton on Lake 
, Eric; also, for removing the bar near the mouth 
: of Huron river; also, for improving the mouth 

of Sandusky river; aiso, for a beacon light on 
| Cedar point, at the mouth of Sandusky bay; also, 
ii for a mail route from Bucyrus, in Crawford 
i: county, to Tiffin, in Seneca county; also, from 
| Jeromeville, in Wayne county, to Runner’s, in 
: Richland county; also, from Perrysburg,in Wood 
| county, to Bucyrus, in Crawford county; also, 
|| from Perrysburgh in Wood county, to Melmore, 
i in Seneca county; also, from Sandusky city to 
| Finley, in Hancock county; also, from New 
Haven, in Huron county, to Resden, in Marion 
county; also, from Tiffin, in Seneca county, to 
Sandusky city, in Huron county; 

Also, the petition of Henry St. John, for re- 

| muneration for property lost in the late war; 

Also, the petition of Ebenezer Smith, who 

prays for a pension on account of wounds re- 
‘ ceived in the late war; ; ; 

Also, the petition of. Thomas Spratt, who asks 
to be placed on the pension list.} 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Louisiana; i 

Messrs. LANE, HANNEGAN, KINNARD, 
CARR, BOON, McCARTY, and DAVIS, of 
: Indiana. 

Mr. Hannecan presented the following pe- 
titions: For a post route from Toledo, in the State 
of Ohio, through Indiana, to Juliet, in the State 
of Illinois; fora post route from the town of Elk- 
heart, in Indiana, to Bronson, in Michigan; for 
a post route from White Pigeon, in Michigan 
| Territory, to the town of Elkheart, in Indiana. 

Mr. Kinwarp presented the petition of Christian 
Shell, alleging depredations committed on his 
property by the Miami and Pottawatomie Indians, 
1A the State of Indiana; also, the memorial of Dr. 
; David H. Maxwell, claiming compensation for 
| medical services rendered to. the United States 
Rangers of the Indiana Ferritory, in 1813 and 1834 

Mr. Davis présented the petition of Thomas 
Holder, anid some additional vouchers in the claim 
of Francis Vigo, of Knox county, Indiana. 

. On motion of Mr. Carr, the petition of E. La- 
landes, the petition of Robert Farmer, the petitiort 
of Joshua Kennedy, and the petition of Thomas 
G. Newbolds, were referred to the Committee 
| on Private Laid Claims; also, the petition of the 
heirs of Jacob Smith, deceased, on the files of the 
House, was referred to the Committee on Private 
Land Claims.} 

Messrs. CASEY, MAY, and REYNOLDS, 
| of Illinois; co f 

(Mr. Casey presented the memarialof the Leg- 
islature of Illinois, praying the establishment of 
ports of entry on the Wabash river,and at other 
points in said State; referred to: the Committee 
, on Commerce; also, the petition of sundry citizens 
of Vermilion county, in the State of Illinois, 
praying for an appropriation of land to improve 
j; the road fiom Chicago by Danville, Paris, Darwin, 

: and Palestine, to Vincennes, in Indiana; referred 
to the Committee on Roads and Canals. . ‘ 

Mr. May presemed the following petitions, 
among others, all of which were referred to the 
| appropriate committees: . 
| he petition of Albion: T. Crow, praying re- 
| Muneration for the losy of á'stable, which was 
| destroyed by fire whilst in possession of the troops 
' in, the service of the United States. oe 
| - Also, the petition of the county commidsionere 
| 0FFo Daviess county, praying permission to enter, 
| Under certain conditions, for county pea, a 
; Section of land embracing the town of Galena, 

Alsoy: the -petitions of John. Scott, Michael 
Thornton; Jane Scammiahorn, James Trimble, 
| Isaac B. Essex, Thomas W. Taylor, Jamies Bä- 
| ker, ahd Daniel Busk.} > S, 
U Mer. Reroute presented thè claim of Robeft 
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Morrison, Esq., of Kaskaskia, Illinois, peayias 
remuneration for property taken by the Kickapoo 


Indians: which was referred to the Committee on ; 


Indian Affairs. 


Also, the claim of the heira of N. Janot, dt- 


ceased, praying indemnity for propérty taken by 
the Indian enemy in the late war with Great 
Britain; which was referred to the Committde on 
Indian Affairs. : 

Also, the claim of James McLane, praying the 
pien to purchase another forty-acre tract of 
and, he having already purchased two forty-acre 
tracts. He states also in his case, that he hopes 
that he and other American citizens will have 
the same privilege extended to him and them as 


were given to foreigners on a former occasion; | 


which was referred to the Committee on Public 
Lands. 
Also, the petition of the inhabitants of Madisan 


county, Illinois, praying for relief in the reloca- 


tion of a section of Jand for school purposes; 
which was referred to the Committee on Public 
Lands. f 
And also the memorial of the General Asseh- 
bly of the State of Illinois, praying for a bounty 
in land to the soldiers who defended the Territory 


of Illinois in the late war; which was referred’ 


to the Committee on Public Tandai) 

Messrs. LYON, MARTIN, LAWLER, and 
CHAPMAN, of Alabama. l 

Messrs. ASHLEY and HARRISON, of Mis- 


souri. 


[Mr. Asutey presented the following memo- ' 


rials and petitions: 

Memorial of the Legislature of Missouri, 
asking an extension of the boundaries of the 
State; 

Memorial of the Mayor and Aldermen of St. 
Louis, asking an appropriation for the improve- 
ment of the harbor of that city; 

Petitionof Joseph Boggs, David McGill, Abra- 
ham Groom, Elisha Todd, Ira Cottle, David 
Todd, and the citizens of Cote San Des Sign, for 
Indian depredations; 


Petition of Frederick Dent and others, in rela- :; 


tion to lands; 

Petition of John Howell, in relation to lands; 

Petition of James Baldridge, in relation to 
lands; ; , 

Petition of William Walker, and the heirs of 
Samuel! Brown, in relation to lands; 


Petition of George Symington, for the payment || deceased, a sum o 


of a certain sum of money; 
Petition of the citizens of 


ferson counties, asking the establishment of a | 


new land district. 


Mr. Asutey asked the reference of documents 


on file, in relation to a grant of land to the town , . 
|| Mr, CAMBRELENG, from the Committee on, 


of Louisiana, Missouri, for the use of a school. 
Mr. Harrison, of Missouri, presénted the 
tition of Wynkoop Warner, praying for the 
icuidation of his claim for baggage lost during 
the war; 


The petition of John Wiley and Jefferson Greer, ' 


praying for remuneration for improvements put 
upon land bought of the Government by them, 
and which had previously been sold; 

The petition of Robert Murray, praying for a 
shange of entry; 

The petition of numerous citizens in the State 
of Missouri, praying for a mail route from Jeffer- 


son city, through the counties of Morgan, Benton, |; 


Polk, and Greene, to Little Rock, Arkansas Ter- 
ritory; 

_ The peution for a mail route from Jefferson 
city to Palmyra, in the State of Missouri, from 
sundry citizens of Boone; 

The petition of Jeremiah Clay and Nancy 
praying for a grant of land; 

he petition of sundry citizens, praying for a 
new land district at Jefferson city, in the State 
of Missouri; 

The petition of sundry eitizens of Calloway 
and Monroe counties, Missouri, praying for a 
mail route from Fulton to Paris; 

The petition of William Monroe and Joseph 
Wolfskill, praying for remuneration for losses 
sustained in the Boonslick settlement, by the 
friendly Sacs, during the war; 

The petition of Joshua Pilcher, praying the 


Clay, 


interpreter; 


THR GON 


Washington and Jef- |! 


GRHSNENAL, GLOBES 


| -The. memorial’ ef sundry: citizens af; Clay į. 
; county; praying for a line of military pogts on . 


superintendency of Indian affairs from the city 
of St. Louis to some point on'the western fron- 
; tier. ho 


Mr, H. also moved that the report of the gom- . 


the. western frontier, and for the removal of the ; 


missioners appointed to adjust. the private land , 
| claims inthe State of Missouri, made ta Congress.: 


in 1833, and the supplemental report.ef the same, | 


made. in 1834, be referred to the Committee on 
the Public Lands, and be printed.] E 

: Mr SEVIER, of Arkansas, | oo 

|| Messrs. EVANS, HALL, JARVIS, SMITH, 
: and FAIRFIELD, of Maine, a aps is 
Messrs. PIERCE. and CUSHMAN, of New 
` Hampshire. 


Whith petitions and memorials were (with the - 


| exceptions stated) referred to the appropriate 
committees. i 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 


The SPEAKER presented to the House the, , 


following communications: 


of the act of May, 1830, transmitting the annual | 


report in relation to applications for pensions; 
which was laid on the table, and ordered to be 
printed. Poe hah ont 
IL. A communication from the Secretary of the 
Treasury, on the subject of weights and measures; 
which was laid on the table, and ordered to be 
printed. in ce 
RESOLUTION. SUBMITTED. i 


Mr. MASON, 6f Ohio, offered the following 
resolution; which, by the rule, liés over one day: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of War be instructed to 
communicate to the Howse of Representatives the report 
of the survey and examination made pursuant to an act 

| of Congress, approved March 3, 1835, by Captain Caufield 
` under the direction of the War Department, of the line of 
the national read between Springficid in the State of Ohio, 
. and Richmojid in the state-of Ladiana; and that he further 
i report whether the President of the United States has 
|. approved or disapproved of the same. 
i RESOLUTIONS ADOPTED. 
\ 
| 
l, submitted the foHowing resolutions; which were 
|! agreed to: i 


| Resolved, That the Comntittet on 
| be instructed to inquire into the expediency of allowing 


l 
ii 

i 
| 
} 


i Mr. McKENNAN, by unanimous consent, 


Revolutionary Clafis . 


| to the heirs or tegal representatives of Thomas Gordon, | 


money duc him for services rendere: 

, during the revolutionary war. x 
Resolved, That the Committee on, Revolutionary Claims 
i! be instructed to‘ inquire into the expediency of allowing to 
the heirs of Colonel George Morgan, an officer of the revo- 
lutionary army, the five years’ full pay in lieu of half pay, 
for life, to which he was entitled, and that they have leave 
to report by bill or otherwise. 


; Naval Affairs, reported the following resolutions; 
i, which were agreed to: : ah 

‘| _.Resplved, That co much of the Jetter of the Navy com- 
i 
l on Naval Affairs. 
| 


|| as relates to extra compensation to clerks. 


` missioners of the 12th of November last as relates to the. 
emp!oyment of a steward at the Washington navy-yard, and | 
bet changes in the compensanon òf ceann naer and other | 

i: officers at various navy-yards, be referred to the Committee i; : à h $ . 
7- "|, Land Claims, reported the following bills; which 

Resolved, That so much of the estimate of appropriations va 

|” and of the communications of the Quartermaster General |! 
and the salary of i; 


onthe hooks,of the Treasury, and to transfer the. 
amount to the debt of the banks and individuals 
indebted for the samp. > c- 5, ; 
Mr. MASON, of Virginia, from the Commit- 
tee on Foreign Affairs, reported :a bill to carry 
into effect the convention with Spain; which wag 
read twice, committed to the Committee of. the. 
Whole on the state of the Union, and, grdered to 
be printed. eee sag othe et 
Mr. EVANS, from the Committee on Invalid, 
ensions, reported a. bill granting pensions, ta. 
certain persons therein named; which was read 
twice and committed... ;. -- oe von, 
Mr. PHILLIPS, from the Committee on Com- 
merce, reported the following bills; which were 


i 


read twice and committed: 


a ' others; 
I. From the.Secretary of War, Im pursuance 


A bill for the relief of Joseph W. Otmsted, 
master and owner of the schooner Sally, and the 
crew of said vessel; 

A bilt for the relief of the officers, owners, and , 
crew of the schooner Mary, of Marblehead, Mas- 
sachusetts; . : 

.A bill for the relief of Ebenezer Phillips and 

A bill for the relief of Joseph W. Green and 
the owners and crew of the fishing schooncr Two 
Brothers, of Marblehead, Massachusetts; and 

. A bill for the relief of George Groot and 
others. . . . 

Mr. BELL, from the Committee on Indian 
Affairs, reported a bill for the relief of Benjamin 
and’ Nancy Merrill; which was read twice and 
committed. i 

Mr. B. said he would avail himself of the op- 
portunity, the first that had presented itself, to 
make an inquiry in relation to a subject of much 
importance, and which Kad created sonsiderable 
alarm in the country, He alluded to the élection 
of a President by the House of Representatives. 
The. President. of the United States had recom- 
mended this subject.to the consideration of Con- 
gress, and a sclect committee of the House had 
charge of it. His object in rising was to inquire 
of the chairman of that committee, if present, or 
if absent, from some member of that committee, 
when they might expect a report upon the im- 
portant matter to which he had referred. 

Mr. DROMGOOLE (the chairman ofthe select 
committee) remarked in reply, that the commit- 
tee had not yet held a meeting. A day had, 
however, been appointed for that purpose, and 
he presumed that the committee would discharge 
the duty assigned with fidelity and prompt- 


i: ness 


Mr. WHITTLESEY, from the Committec on 
Claims, reported a bill for the ‘relief of Joseph 
Grusham; which was read twice and committed. 

Mr. WHITTLESEY, from tlic Committee on 
Claims, reported the following resolution; which 
was agreed to: 

Resolved, Thnt the Committee on Claims be discharged 
from the consideration of the petition of William Robertson, 
and that the same, with the account accompanying it, be 
referred to the President of the United States. 


Mr. CARR, from the Committee on Private 


' were read twice and comniitted: ` 


'. clerks in that department, be referred to the Committee on |: 


Affairs. 


|| Military 
REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 


L! tee of the Whole on the state of the Union 


a > and 
ordered to be printed, to wit: : 


li 
I 

| 
l 
j 


| 
| Support of Government for the year 1836; 


, 1836; 

|| A bill making appropriations for the naval ser- 

N vice for the year 1836; 
| A bill making appropriations for the support 
` of the Army for the year 1836; 

|| A bill making appropriations for certain. fort- 
| ifications of the United States forthe year 1836; 
| 


and ig ; o 
| _A bill to authorize the proper officers of the 


‘the Treasurer of the United States with. the 


Mr. CAMBRELENG, from the Committee of : 
Ways and Means, reported the following bills; © 
i; which were read twice, committed to the commit- | 


A bill making appropriations, in part, for the | 


i A bill making appropriations for the payment ` 
: of revolutionary and other pensions, for the year | 


ee) OF o, , |, Treasury Department to credit the account of 
liquidation of his claim for overpaying an Indian | Upon 


| amount of unavailable funds standing to his debit |: 


A bill for the relief of the citizens of Monroe 
county, Indiana; and | ma 

And a bill for the relief of William Bowman. 

Unfavorable reports upon petitions, &c., were 
made by Messrs. MERCER, HAMMOND, and 
WHITTLESEY, from standing committees. 

On motion of Mr. McKIM, the House ad- 
journed. i 


IN SENATE. 

‘Wepnespar, December 30, 1835. 
Petitions were presented by Messrs. KENT 
and DAVIS. l 

REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 
. Mr. LEIGH, from the Committee on Revolu- 
tionary Claims, to which had been referred the 
bill for the relief of the heirs of Robert Jewitt, 
deceased, reported the same without amend- 


ment. _ A 
Mr. MOORE, from the Committee on the Pub- 


'li¢ Lands, to which had been referred the bill 


authorizing the relinquishment of the. sixteenth 
sections of public lands, granted for the use of 
schools, and the location of other lands in lieu 
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i il 
thereof, reported the same without amendment; '' to the 


which was read. . 

Mr. RENTON, from the Committee on Mil- 
itary Affairs, to which the subject had been 
referred, reported a bill for the relief of General 
Daniel Newman; which was read, and ordered to 
a second reading. 

Mr. EWING, from the Committee on Public 
Lands, to which had been referred the bill to di- 
vide the Green Bay land district in Michigan, 
reported the same without amendment. 

On motion by Mr. PRESTON, the memorial 
of Thomas Tenant and others, of Baltimore, on 
the files of the last session, was again referred to 
the Committee on Finance. 


BILLS INTRODUCED ON LEAVE. 


Mr. SHEPLEY, in pursuance of notice given, 
asked and obtained leave, and introduced a bill in 
addiuon to the acts concerning drawbacks; which 
was read twice and referred. 

On metion by Mr. BUCHANAN, leave was 
granted to Thomas D. Anderson to withdraw 
his petition and documents from the files of the 
Senate. 

Mr. TIPTON, in pursuance of notice given, 
asked and obtained leave, and introduced a bill 
for the relief of Andrew Knox; which was read, 
and ordered to a second reading. 


NOTICE OF BILLS. 


Mr. LINN gave notice that he would to-mor- 
row ask leave to bring in the following bills: 

A bill for the relief of Robert Abbott, and the 
other heirs of James Abbott, deceased; 

A bill for issuing certain land patents at Green 
Bay, and for other purposes; and, 

A bill for the relef of Jared W. Beeson, and 
others. 


REDUCTION OF DUTIES—-THE TARIFF. 


On motion by Mr. DAVIS, the Senate pro- 
ceeded to the consideration of the resolution sub- 
mitted yesterday by Mr. Cannocy, instructing 
the Committee on Manufactures to report on what 
articles the duties can be repealed, consistently 
with a due regard to the manufacturing interest. 

Mr. DAVIS said he should make no objections 
to the passage of the resolution, as, from an 
examination of the tenor of it, he conceived its 
object to be only financial. 

Mr. CLAY said he would be glad if the Senator 
from South Carolina would consent to word the 
resolution so as to institute an inquiry, instead of 
instructing the committee to report. He thought 


that the Senator from South Carolina and himself 


would not, probably, finally differ as to the object 
in view. It would be discovered, by any one 
looking into the report of the Secretary, that the 


two principal subjects on which these duties are | 
articles very | 


now received are wines and silks, 
proper to bear the collection of duties. His rea- 
sons for wishing an inquiry instead of instructions 
to the committee, were, that in the cvent of the 
passage of another bill, (the one he had intro- 
duced yesterday,) it might be found necessary to 
retain these duties on wines and silks in order to 
afford an abundant supply for the financial wants 
of the country. 

Mr. CALHOUN said that he apprehended that 
the resolution was already framed so as to meet 
the views of the gentleman. [1 directed the Com- 
mittee on Manufactures to report on what articles 
the duties could, in their opinion, be reduced, 
without injury to the manufacturing interest, 
That committee, the proper guardians of the 
manufacturing interest, would first make the in- 
gry and report before Congress could act. 

he resolution was here read. e certainly con- 
ceived that the committer should, before reporting, 
institute a strict inquiry into what duties could 
be reduced consistently with the manufacturing 
interest, He thought he could then say to the 
Senator from Kentucky, that if his land bill should 
pass, there would still be cnough, and more than 
enough, in the Treasury to mect all demands on 
it. He repeated, without fear of contradiction, 
that there were upwards of twenty millions of sur- 
plus inthe Treasury, and that the néxt year there 
would be, including the amount toe be received 
from the Bank of the United States, upwards of 
thirty millions. In introducing this resolution, 
he had in view one great object—to throw back 


peonle the immense surplus in the Treas- 
ury. is next object was, looking to the ap- 
proaching crisis of 1842, to make such reductions 
as would avoid difficulties with the manufacturing 
interests. He had looked further, for he was 
friendly to the manufacturing interest. He be- 
lieved that every cent that could be taken from 
the taxes would benefit that interest, for it would 
cheapen production and open at a shorter period 
the foreign market to American industry. 


Mr. CLAY said, that between the Senator from 


South Carolina and himself, there was no essential 
difference. Like that gentleman, he had looked 
a little into the financial caridition of his country, 
and was satisfied that there would be a surplus 
in the Treasury of twenty-one or twenty-two 
millions for this year, and that for the next, with 
the funds accruing trom the Bank of the United 


States, there would be a surplus of thirty millions. - 


He concurred with him entirely as to the pro- 
priety of dispensing with every tax not necessary 
for the expenses of the Government, consistently 
with a due regard to the manufacturing interest. 


His objection, however, to the resolution was, | 


that itlooked solely to the manufacturing interest, 
without regarding the finances. How many of 
the forty-eight Senators (he asked) had considered 
the financial condition of the country with the 
same attention as the Senator from South Carolina, 


and were satisfied that all the taxes not necessary ` 


for the manufacturing interest could be dispensed 
with, withoutsome corresponding embarrassment 
in our finances? With these views he was satis- 
fied that the resolution ought to be in the form 
of aa inquiry, instead of instructions to the com- 
mittee, and he therefore moved an amendment 
to that effect. 

At the request of Mr. Carnoun, Mr. Cray sub- 
sequently withdrew the motion, and the resolution 
was adopted. 

JOINT COMMITTEE ON THE LIBRARY. 

‘A message was received from the House of 
Representatives, by Mr. Frankui, their Clerk, 
stating that the House had passed a joint resolu- 
tion for the appointment of a Committee on the 
Library ;and that the House had appointed Messrs. 
Loval, McKean,and Wappy THompson,as the 
committee on their part, and 


On motion by Mr. ROBBINS, 

The resolution was concurred in, and Messrs. 
Preston, Porter, and Rogsins were chosen, by 
ballot,as the committee on the part of the Senate. 

THE PATENT OFFICE. 


Mr. RUGGLES submitted the following reso- 
lution; which lies on the table one day: 


Resolved, That a committee, to consist of three, be ap- ` 


Pointed to take into consideration the state and condition 
of the Patent Office, and the laws relating to the issuing of 
patents for new and useful inventions and discoverics. 
PRIVILEGES OF SENATE CHAMBER. 
Mr. PRESTON submitted the following reso- 
lution; which lies on the table one day: 


Resolved, That the regulation in relation to the Senate 
Chamber, adopted at the present session, be rescinded, ex- 
cept so much of it as relates to the reporters. 


JAMES BARRON. 
The bill to extend the patent rights of James 
Barron was read the third time and passed, 


BILLS, ETC., POSTPONED. 


The bill to repeal the first and sccend sections 
of the act to limit the term of office of certain offi- 
cers therein named, and for other purposes, was 
read the second time, and, on motion by Mr. CaL- 


HOUN, postponed to, and made the special order 
of the ay or the second Monday in January, 
The bill to regulate the deposits of the public 


money was also read the second time, ang post- 


poned to, and made the order of the day for the | 


same day. 


The joint resolution to amend the Constitution 
of the United States was read the second tume, 
and,- on motion by Mr. CALHOUN, postponed 


to, and made the order of the day for the third 


Monday in January. 
! BILLS REFERRED. . h 
' The following bills were severally read ih 
second time, and considered as ih Committee of 
the Whole, and referred: a 
The hill for the payment of a debt 


7 ) a due to the 
heirs of Antoine Peltier; i 


' Boxy: 
‘| The bill for the payment of a debt duc to Pierre 
; Menard; 
The bill providing for the execution entry of 
the surveys of certain public lands; and 
The bill confirming the title of Joseph Sorin, 
alias La Rochelle, and those claiming undcr him, 
to a tract of land in Missouri. 


BOYS FOR THE NAVY. 


The bill to provide for the enlistment of boys 
in the naval service was, on motion by Mr, 
SOUTHARD, laid on the table. 


BILLS ORDERED TO A THIRD READING. 


The following bills were severally read the 
second time, and considered as in Committee of 
the Whole, and ordered to be engrossed for a 
i third reading: 

The bill concerning writs of crror.in the courts 
| of the United States, under the revenue laws of 
: the United States; 

The bill authorizing the President of the United 
States to cause to be run and marked the line 
dividing the territory of the United States from 
the State of Missouri; and 

The bill for the relief of Henry B. Tyler, ex- 
ecutor of Lieutenant Colonel Richard B. Smith, 
deceased. 


HARBOR AT MICHIGAN CITY. 


The CHAIR announced a communication from 
the Secretary of War, covering a report from the 
Topog Pphical Bureau, relative to the construc- 
tion of a harbor at Michigan City, Indiana, made 
in compliance with a resolution of the Senate; 
and 

On motion by Mr. TIPTON, it was referred to 
the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be 
printed. f 


WALTER LOOMIS AND ABEL GAY. 


Mr. HENDRICKS, from the Committee on 
Roads and Canals, to which the same had been 
referred, reported without amendment the bill for 
the relief of Walter Loomis and Abel Gay. 


PETER H. GREEN. 


Mr. SWIFT, from the Committee on Claims, 
to which the subjeet had. been referred, reported 
| a bill for the relief of Peter H, Green; which was 
read and ordered to a second reading.. 
'| TOPOGRAPHICAL CORPS+-REORGANIZATION. 
I| Mr. BENTON, în pursuance of notice given, 
|| asked and obtained leave, and introduced a bill 
| to provide for the better organization of the carps 
of United States Topographical Engineers; which 
was read and ordered to a second reading. 


PETITIONS, ETC., PRESENTED. 


Mr. LINN presented the following petitions 
` and memorials: . 
| _A memorial from Captain Henry Smith, of the 
. United States Army, preying for an allowance of 
| compensation for thé disbursement of certain 
| moneys for the United States. 
i Five petitions from the inhabitants of different 
` parts bf Michigan, praying Congress to make an 
i appropriation to improve the harbor at the mouth 
| of St. Joseph’s river, of Lake Michigan. 
! ‘A memorial from sundry citizens of Michigan, 
| praying for the establishment of a new land office 
: in the northern sections of the State of Michigan; 
: and 
' The petition of S. Strect, and others, praying 
for a preémption in the purchase of certain lands 
in Michigan; all of which were referred to the 
. appropriate committees. pta 
After the consideration of executive business, 
the Senate adjourned. © ~: i j 


The bill for the payment of a debt due to Joseph 


| HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Wepnespay, December 30, 1835. 0 ©- 
Mr. BEARDSLEY ‘said it was within the 
recollection of the House, that a few days since, 
he had moved that the gentleman who fad pré- 
sented himself thére as a Representative from 
what was called the Staté of Michigan, be per- 
mitted to occupy a scaton the floor during the 
sitting of the House. It seemed duc from him- 
self that he should ask the House to consider 
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that motion; but before doing so, he wished to 
suggest that he designed to modify his proposi- 
tion, by merely asking the House to permit that 
gentleman to come within the Hall during the 
sittings of the House in the character of a spec: 
tator; that, he trusted, would be acceptable to the’ 


whole House; and he had done it with reference’ not. 


to former preeedents, particularly that of the’ 
State of Tennessee. Mr. B. then sent his mod- 
ified proposition to the Chair, to be read from the 
Clerk’s table for the information of the House, 
which was as follows: 


Resolved, That Isaac E. Crany, who claims to have’ say so. 


been duly elected a member of this House, be admitted as 
a spectator within the Hail during the sittings of this House. 


Objection being made, Mr. Bearpstry moved 
to suspend the rules of the House, to enable him 


|! Cömiittee for the District.: If this waa dort, he 


would pledge himself to the House, that any 
queries which the gentleman would put to him 
should be put to the banks of the District and 
answered, and then it would be forthat gentléman 
to say whether they were answered properly or 
It was a question of propriety for this 
House to say whether it would take from the 
Committee for the Distriet of Columbia that busi- 
ness which legitimately belonged to it, and send 
it to another committee. If the House has no 
confidence in the Committee for the District, let it 
: He, however, asa member of that com-: 
mittee, was willing tò examine the banks‘ of the 
District as scrupuloasly as he could. 

Mr. THOMAS said that justice to himself made 
it proper to remind the House of an occurrence 


to make the motion, and asked for the yeas and. in the last Congress connected with this question. 


nays; which were ordered, and which were as 
follows : 7 


YEAS—Messs. Adams, Ashley, Bailey, Bartow, Bean, 
Beardsicy, Bockec, Boon, Borden, Bovee, Boyd, Briggs, 
Brown, Buchanan, Cambreleng, Campbell, Chapman, Cha- 
pin, Childs, Claiborne, Clark, Cleveland, Connor, Corwin, 
Craig, Cramer, Crane, Cushing, Cushman, Dartington, De- 
berry, Dickerson, Doubleday, Dromgoote, Efiner, Everctt, 
Fairfield, Farlin, Philo C. Fuller, Galbraith, Jawes Gar- 
land, Rice Garland, Gillet, Giazcock, Grauger, Grenvell, 
Haley, Joseph Hall, Hamer, Hard, Samuel 8. Harrison, 
Albert G. Harrison, Haynes, Hazettine, [lenderson, Heister, 
Hoar, Howard, Howeil, Hubley, Hunt, Huntington, Ing- 
ham, William Jackson, Jabez Jackson, Janes, Joseph 
Johnson, Richard M. Johnson, Cave Johnson, Henry John- 
gon, John W. Jones, Judson, Kennon, Kilgore, Lane, Lan- 
sing, Laporte, Lawler, Lawrence, Lay, Thomas Lee, 
Leonard, Lincoln, Loyall, Lyon, Abijah Mann, Job Mann, 
Martin, {Villiam Mason, Moses Mason, Sampsan Mason,- 
Maury, McComas, McKey, MeKennan, McKeon, McKim, 
Miller, Montgomery, Moore, Morris, Muhlenberg, Owens, 
Page, Parker, Parks, Patterson, Franklin Pierce, Dutce J.: 
Pearce, Phelps, Phillips, Potts, Read, Joseph Reynolds, 
Roane, Rogers, Schenck, Seymour, Siade, Sloane, Smith, 
Sprague, Storer, Taliaferro, Thomas, Jahn Thomson, Tou- 
cey, Turner, Turrill, Vanderpoel, Wagener, Wardwell, 
Weeks, and Whitdesey—143. 

NAYS—Messrs.. Chilton Allan, Beale, Bond, Bunch, ! 
Joha Calhoon, Wiliam B. Calhoun, Carr, Carter, Casey, 
J. Chambers, Coles, Davis, Denny, Evans, Forester, 
French, Graham, Graves, Grayson, Griffin, Hammond, , 
Hannegan, Hopkins, Huntsman, Jarvis, Kinnard, Luke 
Lea, Lucas, May, McCarty, McLene, Mercer, Morgan, 
James A. Pearce, Pettigrew, Pickens, Pinckney, John 
Reynolds, Russell, William B. Shepard, Augustine £1. Shep- : 


_ There were four banks in the District that stop- 
| ped spèċje payments in 1834, two of which are 


now asking a recharter. In 1835 these banks 
memorialized this body for the passage of a law 
to recharter them. It was but justice to the city’ 
that we should act uriderstantingly on this matter, 
that an‘inquiry should be instituted to ascertain 
thé causes of these failures. But he said that, 
without objection from him, the memorials of the 
last session were referred to the Committee for 
the Districts the subject was taken up by that 
committee, but no investigation was had. He 
said he then, under a‘deep sense of duty to his 
constituents, gave a promise that if this subject 
was put off to another session of Congress, he 
would make it his businéss to examine into the 
staté of these banks. - Now, if you send this 
matter to the Committeé for the District, you send 
it to a committee which’has prejudged the ques- 
tion. Under these circumstances he felt it to be 
his duty to ask of the House a select committee, 
He said if it was proper for the House to refer 
matter in relation to the Territories to a select 
committee, it iras proper, he thought, to refer this 
matter to a select committee. He said the Chief 
Magistrate had called the attention of Congress’ 
to the question of currency, and he therefore con- 
ceived it a very important one; and asked of the 


d, Shields, Standefer, Waddy Thompson, Underwoud, |: House a committee, whose especial duty it should 


ewis Wiliams, and Sherrod Williams—47. | 

So the House determined to suspend the rules. | 

Mr. BEARDSLEY then moved the foregomg | 
resolution; which was agreed to. : ; 


BANKS IN THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 


| beto make a thorough investigation of the matter. 


|| 
| 


Mr. BOULDIN said, as a member of the Com- 
mittee for the District, he did not wish to take | 
upon himself very arduous duties, but he was as 
willing to take up and go through with the inves- | 


The House resumed the consideration of the lj tigation as the gentleman. He said the commit- || 


petitions presented yesterday by Mr. W. B. Suner- 
arD, from sundry banks in the District of Colum- 
bia, praying an extension of their charters. 

_A motion having been made to refer the peti- 
tions to the Committee for the District of Colum- 
bia, Mr. Tuomas, of Maryland, moved to send | 
them to a select committee, with instructions. 

Mr. THOMAS modified his proposition as fol- 
lows: , 

Resolved, That a select committee be a pointed to in- 
quire into the condition of the currency of the District of 
Columbia, to whom shall be referred ali other memorials 
which may be presented to the present Congress, praying . 
for an extension of the charters of the existing banks in 
said District of Columbia, or for the establishment of any 
other bank or banks in their stead, and to examine into the 
condition of the currency of said District; to inspect the 

and. to examine into the. proceedings of said banks, 
to ascertain whether their charters have been violated or `: 
not, and whether any abuses or mal-practices have existed ‘| 
in their management; to send for persons and papers, to | 
examine witnesses on oath, and to appoint aclerk to record :: 
their proceedings. 

Mr. SHEPARD said that the present question ‘' 
was more a question of propriety and fitness than || 
anything else. It was for the House of Repre- '' 
sentatives to say whether they would take this | 
matter from a standing committee, and refer it to 
a select committee. e said the House could || 
judge of the propriety of doing that as well with- |: 
out argument as with it. It was not for him to | 
say, whether the Committee for the District could | 
poor the duty as well as-a select committee. 

o show the entire uselessriess of the motion of 
the gentleman from Maryland, [Mr. Toomas,] he 
held in his hand a letter from the president of one 
of the banks, requesting that the Committee for thé 
District would appoint some of their members to 
investigate fully the affairs of the banks. It 


tained his object by moving instructions to the || spend its time in thè execution of duties in a | 


able circumstance, be¢ause that gentleman must |: 


`, tet as thoroughly as the gentleman from 
i land, or any other gentleman. 


li of jurisdiction, and was therefore willing, for his | 
|| part, to dispense with the pleasure and 
: making the investigation into the past doings of , 


I || for the District, pressing, important, and multifa- | 
seemed to him, that the gentleman could have ob: |; 


| ably employed in his public capacity, he would for 


tees were appointed by the Speaker, and he could 
niot see the difference between them. The greatest 
objection is, that the chairman of the Committee 
for the District has had this matter before him, at 
the last session. This he thought was a favor- | 


have more knowledge of the business than he ` 
otherwise could have. He said that he was ready | 
to go into an investigation without any prepos- 

sessions, and was willing to investigate the mat- | 


Mary- || 
cera Aa 


Mr. VANDERPOEL said that he, as a mert- 
ber of the District Committee, cherished no pride : 


honor of f 


the banks in the District, which wascohtemplated |. 
by the resolution of the honorable gentlentan : 
from Maryland, (Mr. Tuomas.] He did not be- 
lieve that the proposition of that honorable gentle- | 
man was founded in a distrust of the capacity of || 
the District Committee to make the necessary i| 
examination, nor upon any apprehension that | 
they felt indisposed todo so. The duties-of the 

District Committee were very oncrous;and though , 
willing, as a member of that committee, to per- | 
form, to the utmost of his humble ability, every | 
duty that might be imposed upon him, yet/as he 
could, as he thought, be otherwise more profit- 


his part rather be excused from the labor of in- 

uiring into the details of the past operations of | 
the District banks: He thought that a select 
committee could be raised every way compe- 
tent to execute this duty, and that the Committee 


rious as were the’calls upon its attention, could | 


‘gold out to foreigners. 


! mittee. 


mannet better enlchlated to-wdbserve'the public 
interest, than would be the duty or task of wading 
for days and weeks, if not for months, through 
the books and ledgers of the banks within the 
District. ane ere e ine 

It would be recollected that some of those banks 
suspended payment and closed their doors two 
years ago. Yes; wher'the tocsin of alarm and 
distress and panic was sounded from one extreme 
of the country to the other, it hed been insint- 
ated by some, that these banke had lent their still 
small voices tò aid that momentous occasion. He 
(Mr. V.) would not undertake to state, or even 
insinuate this. The banks may have hed most 
justifiable reasons for suspending specie pay- 
ments; but after what had oceurred, it was most 
emphatically propèr that a striet scrutiny should 
be made into the past doings of these institutions, 
before we gave them any renewed pledge of our 
confidence. Should the result prove that the 
banks in this District shuld have been improvi- 
dently rechartered, the constituents of the gentle- 
man from Maryland, from their proximity ‘to 
these ‘banks, and from their constant business 
intercourse with the region where they would 
operate,’ would be more exposed to loss than the 
constituents of those gentlemen who ‘resided at'a 
greater distance; and since the gentleman from 
Maryland, frorn a sense of duty to his constit- 
uents, scemed to be anxious to look into the ‘past 
doings of the banks within this District, he (Mr. 
V.) thought it but just and reasonable ‘that he 
should be graified. : 

Mr. V. had stated that the District Committee 
would have a great deal to dø. * Yes; he was 
justified in saying so, when he stated that the 
District was reeling and staggering ‘under a debt 
to the subjects ‘of a foreign potentate of nearly 
two millions of dollars! And he confidently ás- 
serted that that committee would be obliged to 
put in requisition all its industry, and all its in- 
ventive powers, to devise ways and means to save 
this great nation the degradation of having their 
Capitol sold to the countrymen of his forefathers. 
They were, to be sure, the countrymen of his 
(Mr. V.’s) ancestors, but still his American feel- 
ing was very much disturbed at the idea of being 
In further proof of the 
assertion, that the duties of the District Cotiimit- 
tec were heavy enough to engross all their time 


‘and attention, he would state that, a few years 


azo, a special committee was appointed to revise 
the laws of the District. They had sat during 
the recess of Congress, and have reported a code 


| of laws which filled a pretty large volume, and 


which was not yet acted upon by the House. 
few days ago a special committée was raised in 
relation to that part of the President’s message 
which relates to the bequest: of an English gen- 
tleman, made to this District. For these reasons 
he Would vote to refer this matter to a select com- 
Mr. McKENNAW vaid he wished to make’ a 
few remarks, for the purpose of correcting a mig- 
take into which the gentleman ftom Maryland 
had fallen, and‘into which the gentleman from 
New York appeared willing to fall also, respect- 
ing the éourse pursued by.the Committee for the 
District of Columbia at the last session of Con- 
gress. Mr. McK. had the honor of being’a mem- 
ber of that committee; and he had’ in charge the 
bills reported by that committee for rechartering 


| certain banks in the District. * The gentleman 


from New York appeared to yield to the charge, 
that that committee had acted precipitately on 
the subject. To this Mr. K. did not assent. 
The charge was not properly founded; there was 
no precipitancy, and the bill itself would satisfy 
the House, that there was no intention on the 
part of the committee to recharter these banks 
without the most searching inquiry made into 
their situation and their conduct. It would be 


|| recollected that the charters of the Bank of Wash- 
| ington, the Bank of the Metropolis, the Patriotic 


bed 


Bank, and the Farmers and ‘Mechanics’ Bank of 
Georgetown, expired in March,’ 1836, and there 
being no time during the last session to give this 
subject a full investigation, the committee had re- 
ported a bill to recharter those banks for one 
year only, for the convenience of those cities, and 
to afford an opportunity to the present Congress 
to make the most searching investigation. That 


60 


was all that was done by the Committee on the 
District, and he begged permission of the House 


o have that bill read by the Clerk, in order that . 


this matter might be setaright. [The bill in ques- 
tion was then read from the Clerk’s table. ] 

As to whether this subject. should go to the 
Committee for the District of Columbia or to a 
seiect committee, if the members of the former 
were willing to yield, Mr. McK. had no objec- 
tion. He believed it, however, a legitimate sub- 


ject of examination for theformercommittee;and , 


anless the members of that committee, like the 
gentleman fram New York, yielded, he should 
Teel himself bound to vote thatthe subject should 
nave that reference, and none other. 

Mr. W. B. SHEPARD begged the indulgence 
af the House to make a few remarks in reply. 
The gentleman from Maryland said that he (Mr. 
3.) had prejudged this question. Now, he was ata 


oss to know how he had prejudged this question. . 


Asa member of the Committee for the District 
of Columbia, during the last session, he could not 
bave. prejudged the question, because nobody 
asked them to make these investigations. How, 
-hen, could he prejudge the question when he had 
neither made, nor been asked to make any inves- 
tigation? Why did not the gentleman himself, 
as vigilant as he seemed to be, submit instructions 


to that committee then? Mr. S. really thought 


that the gentleman was laboring under a serious 
mistake in making that charge upon him. Cer- 
tainly, Mr. S. did not pretend to the skill in bank- 


ing the gentleman himself avowedly did, for the | 


gentleman had had opportunities which had fallen 
to the lot of few members on that floor. Mr. S. 
remembered very well the gentleman was a mem- 
ber of two committees on the subject of banking, 
and then saw and examined the ‘great monster’’ 
himself; and he also remembered that one of those 
committees reperied to that House a very volu- 
minous document, and he had no sort of doubt 
that, if the members of the House had thought 
proper to read that very voluminous document, 
they would have been very much enlightened on 
the subject of banking. ite should be sorry to 
obscure the slightest ray the gentleman shed upon 
the subject. 

Mr. 8. said, for himself, he had no interest in 
the question, nor did he care one farthing about 
it in any point of view; but so long as he was a 


member of the Committce for the District of Co» | 


lumbia, he would assert upon that floor what he 
believed to be the rights and privileges of that 
District, and the rights and privileges of the Com- 
mittee for that District. It was for the House to, 
say whether that committee was as fit, had as 
much time, as much knowledge, and as much 
interest in the welfare and prosperity of the Dis- 
trict, as the gentleman from Maryland. Mr. S. 
could. not pretend to as much interest, perhaps, 
as the gentleman from Maryland in one point of 
view. The gentleman tells us that he had a 
peculiar interest in the question, because the 


people of his district came down to the District ` 


of Columbia to trade, and the money of the Dis- 
trict circulated among them. Why, 
of the gentleman’s district, when they 
here, sometimes stayed at the taverns; and for the 
same reason, the House ought to raise a select 
committee, and put the dram-shops under its 
charge, for it was as much a matter of interest to 
them. Why-not put every matter that touched 
the gentleman’s district under his special charge ? 


However, Mr. S. would only remark, thatit was _ 


a mere matter of fitness and propriety, of which 
the House was the judge, and which needed no 
argument from him. . . 

, Mr. LANE was a member of the Committee 
for the District of Columbia, and he believed no 


person would charge him with any aoe 
artiality for. these or va other banks in the 
nited States. He must, however, object to the 


reasons, assigned by the gentleman from Mary- 
‘and, (Mr, Tuomas,] for taking the subject from 
the committee to which it legitimatel belonged: 
and sending it to aselectcommittee. The gentle- 
man might disguise his sentiments as he pleased, 
but it was evident that he had not only reflected 
out had made a direct imputation, upon the Dis- 
trict Committee. A 
The gentleman had charged the committee with 
having prejudged the question. He was mistaken. 


the people . 
camedown . 


| There were five new members upon this commit- 


'' tee, and he could assure him, that so far as he was 

concerned, he was in favor of a speedy and critical 
investigation into the affairs of these institutions. 
It had been contended that the Committee for the 
District was not the legitimate one, because the 
subject was one of general concern. These banks 
were local, and the people of the District were 
more interested in them than those who resided 
at a distance. 

But the gentleman had asked if this subject was 
sent to the District Committee, when would the 
investigation take place, and when would it close? 
He would answer, as soon and as speedily as the 


untiring industry of the committee would permit. |: 


Could more be expected of a select committee? 
The gentleman from Maryland was a member of 
four important committees, while the members 
of the Committee for the District were on no 
other committee. The gentleman must, therefore, 
have four times the ability, and four times the 
industry, of himself and associates, if he could 
perform this duty more promptly. . 

I; had further been charged, that. the commit- 
tee, although it had been in existence for several 
weeks, had not taken up this subject. Mr. L. 
remarked, that it had not been referred to them, 
except informally that the committee had met 
but twice; and when it should be ascertained that 
they had neglected their duty, it would be time 
“nonah to charge them with a direct omission to 

o so. 

The gentleman had referred to the several in- 
vestigations he had made of another banking 
institution, and this is urged as a reason why this 


subject should be placed under his especial care. | 


If this be a conclusive argument, it will of neces- 
sity throw into the hands of the same gentleman 
any other subject presented to the House in rela- 
tion to the District. 

Reference had been made to the fact that the 
Michigan question had the other day been sent to 

‘ the Judicial Committee instead of the Committee 
on the Territories. 

The reason of this was obvious, Legal questions 
were involved, and that committee was composed 
of able lawyers, who were more competent to 
investigate it. The gentleman from Maryland was 
a member of the Judiciary Committee. Did the 
gentleman draw an inference from the case, that 

cause his honorable self, and those who might 

be associated with him upon the select committee, 

were more competent, that therefore his motion 
| ought to prevail? For one, if the subject should 
|. be referred to the Committee for the District, he. 
|| should be disposed to spare neither time nor labor 


|, to discharge his duty with fidelity. 


Mr. L. alluded to the remarks which had been 
| made in reference to the courge and the solvency 
| of the banks in the District. He was opposed to 
prejudging the institutions, and in favor of the 
| Strictest scrutiny into their opcrations. If they 
|| had acted improperly, let it be ascertained before 
they were condemned. He, for one, would not 
| attempt to screen them, nor to sanction any abuse 

which might be fixed upon them. 

Mr. BOULDIN again addressed the House, in 
reply to the last remarks of the gentleman from 
| Maryland. 


In conclusion, he moved to amend 
| the motion of the gentleman from North Carolina, 
foe Wituiam B. Suerann,] by adding the'fol- 
i lowing instructions to the Committee for the 
|i District of Columbia, to wit: se 
| To examine into the condition of the currency 
|| of the said District; to inspect the bonks, and to 
|| examine into the proceedings of said banks; to 
|, ascertain whether hein charters have been violated 
| or not, and whether any abuses or mal-practices 
; have existed in their management; to send for 
i, personsand papers, to examine witnesseson oath, 
i: and to appoint a clerk to record their proceedings. 
Mr. MERCER said that it was. the duty of the 
_ Speaker of the House to appoint the committees, 
i; and to distribute the business of the House among 
i, the members as equally as possible; and, for that 
|; reason; be rose to call the attention of the. Hause 
| to this fact, that, if the business was taken from 
i| one committee. and transferred. to. another, the 
|! labors of the House would be unequally divided; 
|| and if you continued to pursue that course, you 
j| Would take from the District Committee all its 
I duties. It was in vain for the gentlemar from 
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Virginia to say that he had no feeling in this 
: matter. He had supposed the whole country felt 
‘an interest in it. The people in his district felt an 

interest in this question; and he would say that 
‘he felt the fullest confidence in the Committee for 


| the District, and would be pleased to have the 


matter refcrred to that committee. . He said that 
: the failure of certain banks in the District was an, 
unfortunate occurrence, and ought not to be re~ 
flected upon by the gentleman from Maryland. 
Mr. MANN said he had but a word to say on; 
the subject. It should be remembered that the 
, Committee for the District had all the legislation 
of this body in relation to the District in their 
‘own hands; and certainly that committee had 
| a8 much business as they could attend to, inde- 
‘ pendently of the matter under consideration. It 
‘ therefore seemed to be proper that this proposition 
i should be sent to a special committee. It was 
‘highly important that an investigation should. be 
made, and thoroughly made. It was important 
to the people of the District that this investiga- 
tion should be made; and he therefore hoped that 
it would be sent to a select committee, and let it 
be the special duty of that committee to investi- 
gate this matter. 
Mr. LANE said he would inform the gentle- 
man from New York [Mr. Mann] and the House, 
that the committee, so far from having more 
business than they were able to perform, had met 
again and again without having any business be- 
fore them; and they would be obliged to gentle- 
_ men if they would give them something to occupy: 

them... The Committee for the District has ag 
| much ‘zeal, and as much disposition to investigate 
into the affairs of the banks, as the gentleman from 


| Maryland {Mr. Tuomas] had, but that gentleman 


i| know, and that the country should kno 


|, One class, of personages in that 


seemed to want the whole management of the 
, currency of the District himself. Perhaps he is 
afraid the currency of the District would over- 
whelmi and supersede the currency of Maryland, 
| Mr. THOMAS said that gentlemen misunder- 
stood him. He did not wish to reflect upon an 
committee or any member of the House. He 


ii Said, his constituents were more interested in this 


| matter than those of many gentlemen; thérefore, 
they wished it investigated. They wished to 
have a sound currency iù a District with which 
they were so closely connected. f 

Mr. LANE read the following rule: i.: 


& 62. It shall be the duty of the Committee for the Dis- 
trict of Columbia ta take into consjderation all such, peti- 
tionis, matters, or things, toaching the said District, as shall 
be presented, or shalt ‘come in question, and be referred to 
them by the House; and. to report their opinion thereon, 
together with such propositions relative thereto as to them 
shal seem expedient.’? 


Mr. BEARDSLEY said, he was very happy, 


| indeed, to perceive, and he could not forego the 


opportunity of congratulating the House and ‘the 
country upon it, that there appeared now to be a 
universal and concurrent sentiment on the propri- 
ety of making the examination contemplated hy 
one or the other committees of the House. A's 
those banks caine there to ask favors at the hands 
of that House, and as the character of the House 
; and the interest of the country at large were deeply 
| embarked in the applications made by these banka, 
| it was only fit and proper towards the House itself, 
| and towards the country at large, that they should 
w, the con- 
dition and circumstances and past conduct of these 
petitioners. Everybody there seemed now to agree 
to the correctness of that proposition. He recol- 
lected the time when another institution, when 
another bank, came there for, a similar purpose— 
to seek for an extension of its charter, and when 
j House thought 
proper to propose.that an investigation should be 
| had inta.the circumstances and condition of that 
' Institution then, he. well recollected that the unan- 
imity of sentiment now prevailing in the minds 
of members of that House, if they might infer that 
sentiment from what had passed inthe present de- 
battle wag contin; 


bate, was all discord. Then the 
olicy and propriety and. justice, o 


yed opan Bep f 
making a similar examination. It was ukimatel 
that investigation should be had, and the 


carrie 
results of that and a subsequent investigation, so 
faras there wasany subsequent investigation, were 
before the country, Now, however, all doubts and 
difficulties upon the:propriety of examination are 
dissipated, and it was admitted on all sides that 
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there should be a thorough inveatigation into the 
condition and circumstances of all these institu- 
tions before the House should act on an applica- 
tion for the renewal of their charters. 

The inquiry now was, by what organ the House 
should make the proposed examination. By 
many gentlemen it was supposed that this matter 
was one of especial reference to the Committee 
for the Distriet of Columbia, and the rule of the 
House had been read for the purpose of show- 
ing that that would ordinarily be the course. | 
But the 62d rule, as it appeared to him, even | 
if construed in the strictest manner, or in the : 
most liberal manner, could not be supposed to 
embrace subjects of this character. ‘The rule 
said it should be the duty of that committec ‘to 
take into consideration all petitions, matters, or 
things touching the said District,” &c. This 
referred to matters and things that per se related : 
wholly to the District, and to nothing out of it, 


and were within the range of its ordinary affairs. ; 


But was this petition from the District, or relat- | 
ing to the District as a District? In no sense 
whatever. It was a petition, it was true, for the 
recharter of certain banks: within the District, : 


but in no sense concerned the rights of the citi- ` 


zens at large; for the citizens of the District and | 
adjacent country and the whole community were ! 
equally interested in the subject. lt was not a : 
petition of the District within the words or the 
spirit of the rule. Subjects of daily occurrence ' 
which sprung up, touching matters in which the 
District alone was concerned, were properly re- 
ferable to this committee, within the spirit and 
words of the rule. This, he repeated, was not 
a matter affecting the District in any sense what- | 
ever, for it affected the citizens there in common | 
with those of the country adjacent, and was not 
referable—necessarily referable—to its committee, 
But even if it was within the terms of the rule, : 


it would not be within its fair spirit or intent; for || 


į 


the rule was intended only for ordinary cases of | 
daily or annual occurrence, not for extraordinary | 
occurrences, such as the location of a bank, or | 
the renewal of a bank charter already located | 
within the limits of the District. 

Mr. B. would make another suggestion. Many 
pnma thought it was inexpedient to estab- 
ish in this place a large bank, wielding millions 
and millions of capital, with power to diffuse its 
branches throughout the Union, with or without 
the concurrence of the States in which they might 
be located. Let them suppose.a petition to come 
there with that object, would it be referable to 
the Committee for the District? Would it not, 
with more propriety, be a fit subject for the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means? Yet it would be 
located in the District; and upon the idea that the 
Committee for the District of Columbia was to 
grasp everything within that location, such an 
application must of consequence go to that com- 
mittee, Would not such an application, within 
the fair spirit of the rule, and pursuant to the 
course heretofore pursued, go to the Committee 
of Ways and Means, or perhaps to a select com- 
mittee ? Why, if the Committee for the District 
of Columbia were to take charge of everything 
located. within the District, the House would have 
to abolish the Committee on Public Buildings. It | 
seemed to him, therefore, that this Subject did 
not belong to the former committee, and that it 
should be sent to some other standing committee 
of the House, or to a select committee. 

, Mr. B. did not design to cast the slightest reflec- 
tion upon the Committee for-the District. He 
had no doubt that if the duty devolved upon them, 
it would be most promptly, ably, and impartially | 
executed; yet the duties they had already to per- 
form were such as to take up much of the time 
that should be devoted to an investigation of this 
subject. Mr. B. then referred to precedents on 
similar subjects, and the committees appointed | 
by thé House on the Bank of the United States 
in 1819, and the session of 1839-’3; and after some | 
further remarks, concluded b Stating that he 
should vote in favor of Mr. Tuomash motion 
in which, he trusted, he should be sustained by 
the House. 

Mr. EVERETT rose to correct the gentleman 
from New York in a matter of fact. he gentle- 
man congratulated the House at discovering so 
great a unanimity in the House on the subject of 


li Lene, M 


' | 1t would preclude the 


| investigating thesa-banks, and referring to the || praying for the establishment of hospitals on the 
| proceedings of the House on the subject of the || Ohio and Mississippi rivers; and after some re- 
| Bank of the United States, seemed to think there |: 
; was nothing like unanimity on that occasion. | 
'The gentleman was mistaken, for go great was ` 


‘ the unanimity on the occasion referred to, that the 
yeas and nays were not even called for, and not 
a particle of dissent was heard when the motion 
was put from the chair. In reference to the 
motion then before the House, Mr. E. said. he 
should vote to refer it to the Committee for the 
District of Columbia, for he thought the remarks 
made by the gentleman from Maryland himeelf 
had disqualified him from acting on any commit- 
tee which might have this subject under its 
investigation. : 
Mr. SHEPARDaccepted the amendment offered 
by Mr. Bovuxpin as a modification of his motion. 
The question was then taken on the motion to 
refer the petitions to the Committee for the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, with instructions, 
| Mr. MANN, of New York, asked for the yeas 
and nays; which were ordered, and were: 
YEAS—Messrs. Adams, Chilton Ajlan, Heman Allen, 
Bailey, Beil, Bond, Bouldin, Briggs, Bunch, John Calhoon, 
William B. Calhoun, Campbell, George Chambers, Jobn 
Chambers, Childs, Claiborne, Clark, Coffee, Corwin, Crane, 
Cushing, Darlington, Deberry, Denny, Dickerson, Evans, 
Everett, Forester, Rice Garland, Glascock ,Graham,Granger, 
Graves, Grayaon, Grenneil, Griffia, Hiland Hall, Hammond, 
Hard, Hardin, Harlin, Hazeltme, Heister, Hoar, Howell, 
William Jackson, Janes, Richard M. Johnson, Lane; La- 
porte, Lawier, Lawrence, Luke Lea, Lincoln, Love, Lyoa, 
Sampson Mason, Maury, McKennan, Mercer, Morris; Pas- 
ker, James A. Pearce, 
ney, Potts, Reed, Rencher, Rogers, Russell, Schenck, 
Shepard, Shepperd, Sloane, Spangler, Standefer,- Steele, 
Storer, ‘T'aliaferro, Underwood, Vinton, Washington, Whit- 


ettigrew, Phillips, Pickens, Pinck- | 


| tlesey, Lewis Williams, Sherrod Williams, and Wise—88. ' 
' NAY 


s—Messrs. Barton, Beale, Bean, Beardsley, Beau- 
mont, Bockee, Boon, Borden, Bovee, Boyd, Brown, Bu- 
chanan, Bynum, Cambreleng, Carr, Casey, Chaney, Chap- 
man, Chapin, Cleveland, Coales, Connor, Craig, Cramer, 
| Parlin, Fowler, French, Philo C. Fuller, William K. Fuller, 
Galbraith, James Garland, Gillet, Haley, Joseph Hall, 
| Hamer, Hannegan, Samuel S. Harrison, Albert G. Harrison, 
. Haynes, Henderson, Holsey, Hopkins, Howard, Hubley, 
Huntington, Huntsman, Ingham, Joseph Jackson, Jarvis, 
Joseph Johnson, Cave Johnson, Benjamin Jones, John W. 
į Jones, Judson, Kennon, Kilgore, Kinnard, Klingensimith, 
; Lansing, Joshua Lee, Thomas Lee, Leonard, Loyall, Lucas, 
| Abijah Mann, Job Mann, Martin, John Y. Mason, William 
Mason, May, McCarty, McKay, McKeon, McKim, Mc- 
iler, Montgomery, Morgan, Muhlenberg, Owens, 
\ Page, Parks, Patterson, Dutee J. Pearce, Franklin Pierce, 
| Phelps, John Reynolds, Joseph Reynolds, Ripley, Roane, 
| Seymour, Shields, Smith, Sprague, Taylor, Thomas, John 
Thomson, Toucey, Towns, Turner, Tusrill, Vanderpocl, 
Wagener, Ward, Wardwell, Webster, and Weeks—l3. 
| So the motion to refer the petitions to the Com- 
mittee for the District was negatived. 
The question then recurre 
; of Mr. Tuomas to refer the petitions toa select 
| committee, with instructions. 
| Mr. THOMAS, by unanimous consent, with- 


inasmuch as the 
taken, indicated a decided opinion on it. 


the instructions which provided that the com- 
mittee should act in conjunction with any similar 
committee which might be appointed by the 
Senate. 
Mr. THOMAS accepted the amendment as a 
' modification of his motion. 
Mr. BOULDIN moved to amend the motion, 
| by striking out so much as provided that all future 
, Memorials on this, or similar subjects, be referred 
' to the bame committee. 


upon the motion | 


drew the call for the yeas and nays on his motion, | 
ouse had, y the votes just |: 


Mr. ADAMS moved to strike out that part of ` 


If this part of the motion |: 


Cushman, Davis, Doubleday, keeled Fairfield, ; 


| 
| 


marks from Mr. H., the memorial was referred to 
the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. H. said, that in this memorial the Legis- 
lature repreeented the strong necessity, as well as 
the humanity, of providing these receptacles for 
the sick and disabled navigators of the western 
waters. The necessity for this measure (Mr. H. 
said) was peculiarly strong and pressing. For 
this class of men, it could scarcely be affirmed, 
that there was any provision at al! in existence, 
whilst the protecting arm and the fostering care of 
the Government had always been extended in aid 
of sick and disabled seamen, both of the Navy 
and of our commercial marine. It is true, (said 
Mr.H.,) that the boatmen and raftmen of the Ohio 
and the Mississippi rivers are properly entitled 
to the benefits of the several acts of Congress, for 
the relief of sick and disabled seamen engaged in 
foreign commerce and in the coasting trade; yet 
so defectively supplied are the western waters 
with hospitals and asylums for the sick, that 
these benefits are seldom felt. In the foreign 
commerce of the country, and the coasting trade, 
although there may be scanty provisión made 
in hospitals on shore, yet these men are almost 
always afloat, The vessels in which they are 
employed are receptacles for them, and their ship- 


‘ mates are companions around them. They have 


generally society and comfort to some extent. But 
‘often it is not sò with the boatmen of the West; the 
-very boat in which they have descended, when at 
the termination of their voyage, if a flat boat, 


‘ has to be abandoned, no matter where that may 


be, or in what condition they sre. Anxiety to 
return home generally déptives them of all their 
companions. These men are constantly landed, 
and left destitute on the bans of these rivers, 
often amongst a population unable, and some- 
times unwilling, to take care of them; for how- 


i ever humane and hospitable the people of the 


1a burden insupportable. 


West are, and there are none more so, the fre- 
quent repetition of these acts of kindness becomes 
These men so left, are 
generally destitute of medical aid, and frequently 
also are they destitute of the most ordinary atten- 


ij tions and conforts of life. They go from high 


j and healthful latitudes to southern and ‘sickly 


| climates, 


The change of their habits as well as 
of climate is generally greater than that of sea- 
men. The rads in which they are engaged is that 
of transporting their own produce, and that of the 
country, to the lower markets, and that is neces- 


| sarily carried on in the spring and summer’seasons 


of the year, when they are most susceptible of the 
diseases which prevail on the waters of the Mis- 
sissippi and of the South. The people of the 
West engaged in this river trade are exposed to 
more, and perhaps greater, casualties than any 
other in the world, and -there:is no class whose 
occupations and business contribute more largely 
to the prosperity of the Union, and especially of 
the West, fhan this class of our citizens. Not 
only are they exposed to sickness and death, with- 


ii out the usual comforts of the last hour, but they 


| of the gentleman from Maryland should prevail, |! 


eer: of a report during 
i the present session, before which time not only 
| the charters of these banks, but also that of the 


| Bank of the United States, would expire, which |: 
|| would leave the District entirely without a bank- | 


| ing institution. 
: was persuaded that the gentleman from Maryland 
; would accede to the amendment he had proposed. 

Before the question was taken on the amend- 
ment 


an adjournment, which was carried, when 
The House adjourned. 


IN SENATE. 
Tuorspay, December 31, 1835. 
Mr. HENDRICKS presented the memorial of 


Under this state of the.case, he ; 


Mr. WILLIAMS, of North Carolina, moved ; 


it 
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| Mississippi, engaged in the laudable an 


| 


| 
the General Assembly of the State of Indiana, !! tent—the w 


‘are subjected also to an almost innumerable train 
i" of evils, exposures and casualties, boats getting 


aground, running upon snags and sawyers, sink- 
ing, for these and various other causes, when the 
greatest danger and exposure of health for the 
preservanon of property takes place, and if this 

e hopeless, there is the still greater peril of life. 
In addition to this, there are the casualties of steam, 


‘the bursting of boilers, thé ‘crushing of boats 


against each other at night, and the more terrible 


‘and appalling disasters of tempest and conflagra- 


tion. hese are some of the evils and dangers 
to which this whole class of men are exposed, 
and which many of them suffer. ; 

And how numerous is this class, and how large 
a population and extent of country are closely 
identified with their prosperity and business ! 
This class of men are the bone and sinew of more 
than four millions of people. They are the farm- 


| ers and farmers’ sons of the whole valley of the 


d valuable 
business of transporting their own produce to 
market, and in the transportation of the entire 
commerce of the West. They are closely and 
intimately identified with a country of great ex- 
hole country beyond the mountains— 
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ii 
a country much larger than all the residue of the |; 
United States; a country perhaps uncqualed in 
resources, in the fertility of its soil, the naviga- 
tion of its rivers, the internal commerce which it 
creates and sustains, the rapidly in¢reasing mag- 
nitude of its population, and the maximum of 
which it is susceptible ; unequaled in these par- 
ticulars, in all probability, by any other region of , 
the earth of the sameextent. I take this occasion ` 
to say to the Committee on Commerce, te which ` 
7 wish this memorial referred, that this is an im- 
portant interest of the western country—one in : 
the hands, and especially so, of the Federal | 
Government ; that its importance, within the last 
few years, has increased in a ratio far beyond the 
increase of the population and the commerce of | 
the country. he cholera, so prevalent on the 
Mississippi and its tributary streams, has given 
this subject, of late years, an importance and a 
magnitude almost indescribable. The want of 
these hospitals scatters the cholera, and dissemi- 
nates it in the neighborhoods and villages of those 
rivers; whereas, if erected, they would aid in 
concentrating and extinguishing it, by callecting 
its patients together, and preventing their inter- 
course with society. A man known toa boat’s 
crew to have the cholera is put on shore where- 
soever he can, by stratagem or persuasion, be 


deposited. He produces consternation wherever .. 


left, js neglected or abandoned, and dics. Thus 
the cholera is spread upon these rivers, among 
the citizens on shore, and its fatality is greatly | 
increased among the river-faring men themselves. 
The Committee on Commerce cannot beengaged in 
a work of patriotism and deyotion to the best inter- 
ests of the country, of more importance; in a work 
of benevolence and humanity, more broad and ex- 
pansive. This subject has been greatly neglected. 
. | do not, Mr. President, stand alone in these 
opinions. TheSecretary of the Treasury pressed . 
this subject upon the attention of the last session 
of Congress. He tells us, in his report of last ` 
year, that the laws on the subject of relief for : 
- sick and disabled scamen should be revised; that 
hospitals should be built, and that the fund should | 
bc made more productive; that instead of yielding 
about $60,000 per annum, it ought to produce 
$180,000 a year. A fair dividend of these opera- 
tions of philanthropy, on the Ohio and Mississippi 
rivers, would be productive of the most beneficial 
results, It would praduee sanitary regulations, 
which would be the means of saving thousands 
of ‘lives perhaps every year,and of checking and |! 
controlling, in some measure, the cholera, that 
minister of desolation amongst us. 
On this subject efforts have been unceasing for 
-Beveral years past. This.is the third time that it 
-has been placed:before the Senate by myself: 
last session, by the;same, memorial which I new 
hold in my, hand, and.the previous ‘segsion by a 
resolution which,.on my, motion, was:adopted by į! 
the Senate; and J hope that the Legislatures,.and 


John McDonald 
erty destroyed during the late war; which was 
referred to the Committee on Claims. 


Mr. PORTER presented the petition of Bever- 


ley Chew And others, of New Orleans; which 
was referred to the Committee on Claims. . 

Also, the patition of Leroy Seguarra and others; 
which was referred ta.the Committee on Private 
Land Claims. - . - 

Mr. EWING presented the petition:pf | 
Dewes; which was referred to the Committee on 
Public Lands. on, . 

Mr. SWIFT presented the petition of Benja- 
min Babcock; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Revolutionary Claims. 

Mr. HILL presented the petitions of Moses 
Hoot and Abijah Rings, praying: for pensions; 
which were’ referred to the Committee on Pen- 
sions. 


Edson; which was referred to the Committee on 
Naval Affairs, : we PES 

Mr. SOUTHARD presented: the petition of 
Alexander Ray, attorney for Garrett Tunison; 


which was referred to the Committee on Revoln- ` 


tionary Claims. 
. Petitions were also presented by Messrs. WEB- 
STER and MOORE—names:not heard. 
REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 

Mr. TIPTON, from the Committee on Claims, 
to which had been referred the bill for the relief 
of Hiram A. Hunter, reported the same without 
amendment. Sa 

Mr. ROBBINS, from the Committee on Naval 
Affairs, to which had been refctred the petition 
of Augustus Nicholson, reported a bill for his 
relicf; which was read, and ordered to a second 
reading. 

Mr.. PORTER, from the Committee on For- 
cign Relations, to which had been reférred the 


peanon of Mary O’Sullivan, reported a:bill for | 


rer relief; which 
ond reading. a. 
Mr. ROBINSON, from the Committee on 
Roads and Canals, to which had been referred 
the memorial of the Legislature of the Territory 

: of Arkansas, reported a bill making an appro- 


was read, and ordered to a sec- 


priation for opening and repairing certain roads || 
in that Territory; which was read, and ordered | 
| to a second reading. 


On motion by Mr. CLAYTON, the Committec 
on the Judiciary was discharged from thé further 
‘consideration of the bill authorizing the Secretar 
of the Treasury to comproinise the clairh of the 
United States. osi a eee 

On motion by Mr. WRIGHT, the Committee 
on Finance was discharged from thé furthe# con- 
sideration of the memorial of Dr. Willem Beau- 
‘mont, askin ak 


| ments performed ‘by him relative to the gastric | 


the Representatives of the western States, will not 
cease to importune Congress until they obtain, 
-on this subject, some beneficial regulation. . It 
was referred to the Committee on Commerce of 
the Senate last session; the session previous, 
also. A, bill was reported last winter in the other 
House. It was, however, insufiicient in its pro- | 
visions. It did not contain an 
hospitals above the mouth of the Ohio. It was j 
my intention to have proposed an amendment to | 
itin the Senate if not amended by the House; 
but it never reached :this bady, . The practice of | 
the Committee on Commerce, for years past, in 
waiting for bills of the other House, has, as it 
appears to me, been deleterious to much uscful 
business. I hope it will not be go at the present : 
session, but that this subject will at least be taken | 
and acted on by the committee of the Senate. 


u 
The want of money is not at this time a consid- ` 


eration, We have enough, and more than we 
know what to do with; and there is surely no 


object more deserving the appropriation of a few .. 
g hospitals i 


thousand dollars; than that of erectin 

- for the relief of sick and disabled seamen, and 
river-faring men, He moved the reference of the 
memorial to the Committee on Commerce; and it 
was so referred. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 
Mr, TALLMADGE presented the petition of | 


y appropriation for | - 


Dr. Boyd Riley. 


z PES | 
On motion by Mr. GRUNDY, it was ordered, 
that when the Senate adjourns it adjourn teamcet | 


on Monday next... 7-8, 7 
THE PATENT OFFICE. 
The resolution submitted by Mr. RUGGL 
: fo¥ the ap 
‘affairs of the Patent Office, was agreed to; and on 
l balloting, Messrs. Rucdt 
were chosen. ` f 2 
HARBOR AT MOUTH OF ST. Joseph's, 
On mation by Mr. DAVIS, the report of the 
Secretary of War, together with the map on the 
subject of constructing a harbor at the mouth of 
the river St. Joseph, was referred to the Com- 
: mittee on Commerce. : 
l LANDS TO EDUCATE THE POOR. 
Mr. HENDRICKS submitted the following 
resolution; which lies on the table one day: 
Resolved, That the Committee on the Public Lands be 
_ instructed to inquire into the expediency of making a grant 
ofland to one or more colleges in each of the new States, 
; for education of the poor upon the manual labor plan, and 


` thatthe document herewith be referred to the same com- 
: mittee. y 


i PRIVILEGES OF SENATE CHAMBER. 


ES, 


t 


:ı The resolution submitted by Mr. Presrow, rel- ` 


ative to the admission of visitors in the Senate 


Mr. PRENTISS presented the petition of Alvin | 


compėnsation for certain experi- | 


„juice; dnd ‘the same wás referred to the select | 
committee appointed to consider the memorial of | 


ointment of a:select committee on the : 


Es, Prentiss, and Hin, | 


A praying compensation for prop- |! Chamber, was, on motion of Mr. Tiırrox, laid on 


i: the table. 
TOPOGRAPHICAL PNGINEERS. 


The bill for the better organization of the corp 
of Topographical Engineers was read the secong 
time, and referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

o WRITS OF ERROR. ; 
On motion by Mr. WEBSTER, the bill con 
cerning writs of error and appeals under the 
revenue laws of the United States was read the 
third time, and laid on the table. 
BILLS PASSED. ne 
. The following bills were severally read the thir? 
time and passed: 
The bill to authorize the President of the Uni 
i! ted States to cause to be run and marked the line 
dividing the territory of the United States from 
' the State of Missouri; and 
li The bill for the relief of Henr 
¢cutor of Lieutenant Colonel Rich 
' deceased. 


B. Tyler, ex 
ard B. Smith 


WILLIAM HOGAN. 
' The bill for the relief of William Hogan, ad- 
| Ministrator of Michael Hogan, deteased, was 
read the second time and, on motion by Mr 
CLAYTON, laid on the table. 


COMPENSATION OF CLERKS. 


© The: bill supplementary to the act to fix the 
compensation of the clerks in the different offices 
was réad thé second time, and considered as in 
Committee of the Whole, and ordered to a third 
‘| reading. 
|| , [This bill increases the compensation of the 
| chief cletk in the Navy Commissioner’s office 
| and of two of the clerks in the Navy Department.” 
i COMMODORE ISAAC HULL. , : 
Tho bill for.the relief of Commodore Isaae Hul 
was, after some remarks from Mcasrs. SOUTH-. 
ARD and SHEPLEY, laid on the table. 
The Senate then adjourned over to Monday 
next. o f 


: HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES: . 
Twurspar, December 31, 1835.: 

Messrs. CLAmORNE and Dickson, of Missis- 

sippi, appeared and were. qualified. vi 
‘GOVERNMENT EXPENDITURES. af 

s: Mr. CAVE JOHNSON, by unanimous con- 
| sont, submits] the folowing resolution; which 
| was ‘considered’ and agreed to: > 
| Resolved, That'the Secretary of the Trensury transmit to 
‘this House the tabutar statement exhibiting the sunis yearly 
1! paid under eack, material expenditure: from 1816 to 1834, 


j: Inclusive, referred to in hia reporton the finances of the 8th 
instant. .” ` i 


, _ _ HALL OF THE HOUSE. ` 
.Mr. WARDWELL remarked that he had 
|| some days since given notice of an intention to 
submit a motion prohibiting, in future, the use 
i, of the Hall of Representatives as a place of public 
worship, He now asked the unanimous consent 
; of the House to make this metion. 

Objection being:-made, Mr. WARDWELLI. 
|; moved to suspend the rule. 
Mr. CRAIG asked for the 
|; Were not ordered. : a ech 
The motion to suspend the rule was, then neg- 
, atived without a count. 


ADJOURNMENT TO MONDAY. 
Mr. TURRILL, by consent, submitted n mo- 
i; tion that when the House adjourns to-day, it wil 
|, adjourn to meet again on Monday next; which 
| Was agreed to. f ' i 


BANKS IN THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 

| The House resumed the consideration of the 
„ Motion of Mr. Tuomas, of Maryland, to refer to 
(a select committee, with instructions, the petitions 
i of sundry banks in the District of Columbia, 
i; Praying or an extension of their charters. 

: he question pending was the amendment 
;| offered by Mr. Boroi, proposing to strike from 
p the instructions moved by Mr. Tuomas so much 
"as provided that all fature memorials of a similar 
' character should be referred to the same com- 
| mittee. 


yeas and nays; which 
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over the instructions moved b 
from Maryland, (Mr. Tuomas,] it did not appear 
to follow necessarily that all memorials and peti- 
tions should be presented to the committee before 
their final action on the subject. Although it did 
appear, from the general context, that all memo- 
rials and petitions should be laid before the com- 
mittee before their ‘final action, and although 
there might be, and. probably was, a propriety in 
the committee having everything before them in 
relation to the subject, still, it did not necessarily 
follow that the committee should make no report 
until the whole time had expired during which 
they had the right to receivethem. Believing the 
committee would report as soon as possible, and 
that all the memorials, petitions, and views in 


regard to this matter would be laid before them » 


as soon as possible, he would withdraw his mo- 
tion to strike out. He did not wish to throwany 
obstacle in the way of immediate and efficient 
action upon this subject. 

Mr. GARLAND, of Louisiana, desired to be 
informed whether the House had the power, under 
the charters of these banks, to make the proposed 
investigation. His vote would depend on the 
answer which might be given to this inquiry. 

Mr. THOMAS said that the banks of the Dis- 
trict were applying to Congress for an extension 
of their charters; and it was not to be expected 
that they could attain their object unless they 
submitted to a reasonable examination. On the 
other hand, if the committee transcend their pow- 
ers, the directors of the banks, knowing their 
rights, would not submit to it. From ‘the fact 

. that these corporations are asking privileges, they 
would not restrain the eommittee in any reason- 
able examination; and. the House itself has the 
power to adjudicate between the committee and 
the banks. 

Mr. McKENNAN submitted th 
amendment: 
© “And that the said committee be instracted to report to 
this House the names of the persons; the amounts and the 
date of all Joans made by any District banks to members of 
Congress or officers of the Government.” 

Mr. McKENNAN said he would not detain 
the House with many remarks: on his amend- 
ment. - His object in making it was, that an ex- | 
amination might be had into the affairs of these 
banks, as thoreugh and complete as that which 
was made into. the affairs of the Bank of the Uni- 


e following 


ted States. . It would be remembered that the | 


‘amount of the loans to members of Congress was 
spread before the world in the report of that com- 
mittee. His object in offering the amendment 

`- was to have the examination of the committee we 


were now about to raise as full and explicit as ; 


that examination was. . 
Mr. THOMAS said the gentleman from Penn- | 
sylvania (Mr. McKennan] had .adverted to the | 
powers given to the committee which investigated 
the affairs of the Bank of the United States. If | 
the gentleman would make his amendment con- 
form to the instructions of that committee, he 
should hear no-objection from him. He would . 
ask of the gentleman whether he would not do | 
justice to his own feelings, and to those of the 
ouse, by modifying his amendment so as to 
put the committee on the same footing with that 
of the committee which investigated the affairs | 
of-the Bank of the United States. Let it be re- . 
membered that a list was furnished by the direct- | 
ors of the Bank of the United States, setting forth 
the members of Congress and officers of the Gov- 
ernment who were debtors tothat institution. He, 
as one of that committee, was unwilling to make | 
an exposition of this list; unless, after examina- ` 
tion, there was found to be something wrong in 


cause to suspect the integrity of the banks or of 
individuals. ‘He thought then, as he thought now, 
that the committee might make astatement of the | 
gross amount of money loaned to members of | 
Congress or other officers, and would ask the gen- 
tleman to modify his amendment so as to make 
it discretionary with the committee. He would | 
gay that he knew of no transaction between any l 
member of the House and the banks of the Dis- | 
trict; but if any improper transaction should be | 
: discovered, he would be ready to expose it at any | 
‘time and in any place. 


He would conclude by i! the 


District, in which the committee the gentleman 
spoke of was placed to the Bank of the United 
States. 

Mr. BEARDSLEY said he cared very little 
whether the proposition of the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania was adopted or not; he did not 
think it of any sort of moment whether they as- 
certained the names of all the public officers of the 
Govermnent, ov of all the members of Congress, 
who might have borrowed moncy of one or other 
of the banks of the District since one of the local 
banks became the depository of the public money. 
Let those who were interested in the inquiry take 
the consequences, if any should follow. 

Mr B. rose principally (he said) to notice some- 
‘thing that fell from the honorable gentleman from 
- Maryland, about an examination that took place 
of a similar character to the present in relation to 

the debtors of the Bank of the United States. He 
' understood that gentleman to say, that a list of 


members of Congress indebted ta the Bank of the . 


United States and its branches had been furnished 
iby the officers of thatinstitution to the committee 


| of investigation in 1832, and that that list had | 
: not, from that time to this, scen the light. Now, - 


! Mr. B. himself recollected to have seen that list 
| during the session of 1832, and he was very glad 
i to learn on the present occasion, in a public way, 

from one of the committee, as he heard it. before 

stated by common report at that time, that the 
-list possessed by the committee had been fur- 

nished by the officers of that institution; for he 

eould state one fact within his own knowledge 
: touching the accuracy—or the gross inaccuracy, 
i rather—of that statement. That list set forth, 
; among other things, that a. particular individual, 
, then a member of Congress, who never borrowed 
' a farthing of the bank or of its branches in his 
: life, was indebted to it in the sum of three, four, 


' five, or six thousand dollars. Thatstatement,so - 


far as that individual was. concerned, was in no 
sense true, and never was truc; and those who 
i furnished that list must have known it was not 
true at the time they furnished it. The listcalled 
for was of those who were indvbted to the bank. 
The individual referred to, it was true, hadin- 
dorsed for other persons who were his friends, 
and who were themselves indebted to the bank, 
but the paper wasnever protested ; and yet he was 
held up by the officers of that institution as an 
original debtor to the bank, and as one who had 
taken and used its money. . The object musthave 
' been, as the effect would have been if the list had 
| been published, to induce the public to believe 
that that: individual was under the same obliga- 
tions as others were. He could well imagine that 
those who furnished that list were utterly ashamed 
that it should have shown its face, for the state- 
ment referred to he knew to: be untrue; both. in 
spirit and in fact. It was very well itdid not see 
the light, for he believed it was fall of misrepre- 
sentations in other respects also. ' ; 

‘With regard to the present inquiry, (Mr. B. 
said,) limited as it was, he did not seethat it im- 
posed a very burdensome daty upon the commit- 
tée that should be appointed to make the investi- 
| pation; nor did he know that it would be doing 
Injustice to members of ‘Congress, if sueh there 
were, who might have borrowed money of the 
local‘banks in that District, nor to officers of the 
Government, if they should have done:so, as the 
might have done, for aught he knew. He hoped, 
therefore, that the gentleman from Maryland 
would assent to the: proposition,:and agree that 
i the examination might be made. 


| 


d Mr. THO! ‘said, i 
the character of the security, he could see no 1 r. THOMAS said, in reply to the gentleman 


from New York, [Mr. Bearpsuey,]-that he rose 
simply to ask the gentleman from Pennsylvania 


‘| to modify his amendment, soas to make it conform 


to the instructions to the committee in 1832. He 


ment. He merely rose to as 
| modify it. 

Mr. W. B. SHEPARD said he rose to reply 
to a charge made by the gentleman from New 
York, (Mr. Bearpsier.] he gentleman must 
show on whose head rested the grave and serious 
charge which he has made. He would say that 
irectors of the Bank of the United States 


the gentleman to 


was not to be understood as opposing the amend- | 


discreditable that members of Congress had bor- 
rowed money of the bank. He saw no reason 
why the transactions of these institutions, should 
be secret. The borrowers should be known. He 
wished to cast no imputation on any member of 
the House: He was a borrowe: from the Bank 
of the United States, and the gentlemen whe were 
on one of the coinmittets which investigated the 
affairs of that institution published his name, and 
it was sent through his district. He had bør- 
rowed money from the bank, had given security 
for it, and had ‘repaid it. ee 
Mr. BEARDSLEY said, he should not say 
that there were not gentlemen engaged in con- 
ducting the affairs of the Bank of the United States 
as pure as any gentleman in that House, or else- 
where. Upon that he formed no opinion: > He 
spoke of a particular. transaction, ‘They were 
now informed by a gentleman who had the means 
of knowing, that a list of members’ stated ta be 
debtors to the bank had been furnished by the 
bank, or rather by the officers of that institution; 
and Mr. B. having seen that list, and knowing 
one of its statements to be untrue, he was willing 
to state a fact to the House that was within his 
‘own knowledge. He did not say that being iħ- 
debted to the Bank of the United States was dis- 
reputable; and if the individual referred to had 
been indebted to the bank, Mr. B. had no doubt 
he would have been as willing that the House 
and the country should know it as was the gen- 
tleman from North Carolina.: : a g 
Mr. ADAMS wished the gentleman from New 
York [Mr. Bearpsey] to inform him where, by 
“what means, and from whom he obtained a sight 
of the paper which he had spoken of, when an- 
other gentleman said it was not presented to the 
House. . Pta, , 
Mr. BEARDSLEY was just as ready to an- 
swer that question as anything clse. The papér 
Jin question was shown to Mr. B. in that Hall by 
one who, he believed, was amember of the com- 
; mittee, although he was not able to recollect the 
)gentleman’s name. Mr. B. saw the entry; the 
‘paper. was represented to him as :the original 
 paper-furnished by the bank, and for that reason 
i his believed it to be a genuine paper. 
|| Mr. McKENNAN said, he could not consent 
ito modify his motion, after what. had been said 
|| by the gentleman from New York, (Mr. Bearps- 
‘LEY;] nor could he consent that a list should be 
kept to be shown to particular individuals. He 
wished the committee to be relieved from the 
| charge of partiality in the matter. He wanted a 
| course of impartiality to be pursued. He wanted 
i the :House and the nation to know the actual con- 
| dition of these institutions. 
|) Mr. ADAMS said he-should be under the ne- 
eessity of voting against the amendment proposed 
‘| by the gentleman from Pennsylvania, and against 
‘i. the instructions of the gentleman frdm Maryland, 
i and:that upon the grounds: which he assumed in 
‘i the House at the time that the subject of the 
i;exmmination of the affairs of the United States 
` Bank was brought before it. . At the first session 
| of the Twenty-First Congress, when that investi- 
i gation was determined on, he took the ground that 
“no private transaction was a proper subject for 
| investigation. He had the honor of being a mem- 
ii ber of that committee. Among the demands of 
‘| the committee -was one to this effect, that a list 
| of debtors to the bank, being members of Con- 
| gress, should be furnished. He opposed: that 
| demand to the utmost of his power. He said it 
‘| was not a power given by the House. The ma- 
|| jority of the committee had determined otherwise, 
‘| and the question was put; and at that time pre- 
|| cisely the same grounds. were taken which are 
(now taken-that it was not for the purpose of 
| exposing private transactions; that it was not to 
f oint out any man as being bought by the bank; 
|i but that it was a discretionary:power used by the 
i| committee for the benefit of the public interest. 
|| The question was put, and the officers did furnish 
|| a list of their debtors. At that time the officers 
|| of the institution laid open everything; there was 
i| nothing denied that was asked. A long list of 
li members of Congress, of officers of the Govern- 


ment, and letters from persons high in office 
soliciting loans, was exhibited to the committee, 
He said it was a two-edged sword which cut on 
both sides, and the committee kept 12 to them- 
selves against his wishes. He was as strenuous 
to have the paper made public as he was to pre- 
vent the demand being made of the bank for it; 
but he made a report to the House which set 
matters in such a light that he did not know for 
a time whether he should have leave to remain a 
member of the House. Let us, then, have no 
discretionary power. He said, fair play was a 
jewel; let us have both sides of the question. 
Occasions were taken of casting imputations on 
the directors of the Bank of the United States, 
when they had no means of defending themselves. 
He would say that, in the list which was pre- 
sented to the committee, there was no transaction 
of either members of Congress or officers of the 
Government which would affect the character of 
any man on any side of the House. There was 
nothing which any man might have been ashamed 
of; but there were things which might have been 
made use of for party purposes; and there may be 
auch things connected with these banks. "He 
never had a cent of interest in the Bank of the 
United States, either as a stockholder or in any 
other way. On these grounds, he should vote 
against the amendment of the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania; and he should vote against the in- 
structions of the gentleman from Maryland, be- 
cause they were too extensive; and morc readily 
because the gendeman from New York has said 
that members were more willing to go into anin- 
quiry pow than they had been on a former occa- 
sion. The instructions of the gentleman from 
Maryiand not only go to refer the present memo- 
rials to a certain committee, but to refer all papers 
which may hereafter come before Congress to 
the same committee. Suppose there was to come 
here the petition af another bank, not at all con- 
nected with the present one; you would have 
their petition referred to this committee before- 
hand. He believed this to be an unexampled 
trust, and was not willing to appoint any such 
committee. 

Mr. CAMBRELENG said, having differed with 
the honorable gentleman from Massachusetts in 
the views he had thus presented with regard to 
the examination of the accounts of the Bank of 
the United States, he would simply state his 
reasons for doing so. A member of that House, 
at the period referred to, had brought forward a 
number of charges against the Bank of the United 
States of the most serious character, and requiring 
from the House and the committee it appointed 
the most rigid and thorough investigation into 
the transactions of that institution. Now, Mr.C. 
begged leave to differ with the honorable gentle- 
mani in the viewe he took on that eccasion; for, 
so far from resisting inquiry, Mr. C. would have 
done what the president of the bank himself did, 
who volanteered communications to the commit- 


tee on every subject, and did not wait to be asked - 


for them. When the committee visited the Bank 
of the United States, the conduct of the presi- 
dent of that imstitution was directly the reverse 
‘of that of its friends upon that floor. But, in 
diseharging their duty, the committee was to be 
governed by the rulesthat ought to govern every 
committee. They adopted, at the outset, a reso- 
lation of this character, that, unless in the prog- 
ress of their investigation they should discover 
an account, bond, or note, which, in the opinion 
of a majority of the committee, had been given 
for corrupt purposes, the account, bond, or note 


. should not be exposed to the public, as it would 


be unnecessary to drag the private affairs of indi- 
viduals before the country. And he thought the 
House would sce the propriety of such conduct 
on the part of the committee on that occasion. 
Mr. C. said, in making the examination since 
referred to, it was madeg in such a shape as to 
deceive the public, not designedly on the part of 
the bank, for he presumed the clerks transcribed 
correctly from the books; but there were trans- 
actions long past, where accounts had long been 
settled, notes and bonds long canceled, being 
iginally perhaps transactions for sixty or ninety 
days, and where members of Congress happened 
to be indorscrs of notes—all were spread before 
the committee as recent transactions; and 


THE 


Mr. 
C. even blamed the bank, not for exposing their 
accounts, but for not discriminating as it ought to 
have done. 

With regard to the present amendment, Mr. 
C. would prefer it if the honorable mover would 
strike out that part of it which imposed upon the 
committee the duty to report, and leave it in the 
power of the House, if they should think proper, 
to have everything laid before them which might 
be collected by the committee; for there was a 
great number of transactions in relation to private 
individuals, that could have no bearing on the 
question, and which it would perhaps be improper 
to publish to the world. However, Mr C. should 
vote for the gentleman's proposition, in cvery 
shape and form, whether modified or not, for he 
held it improper for any officer or member of the 
Government to have anything todo in the way of 
getting accommodations from banks. í 

Mr. BEARDSLEY said he agreed perfectly 
with the honorable gentleman from Massachusetts 
in reprobating everything like slander, in what- 
ever form it might be presented; and it was be- 
cause he reprobated slander so much as he did, 
that he thought the occasion that offered that 
morning warranted him—nay, more, required of 
him—that he should make the explanation he did. 
The charge, as it appearcd on the paper Mr. B. 
saw, was calculated, if he might judge from the 
face of the paper, to produce an impression that 
the individual ered to had borrowed the sum 
of four, five, or six thousand dollars, or whatever 
the amount was, of the Bank of the United States, 
immediately before the time the investigation took 
place, or within some few months of it. He was 
not indicated as an indorser, but as one directly 
indebted to the bank. Now, knowing that to be 
utterly untrue, and knowing it on its face calculated 
to produce a slanderous impression, Mr. B. had 
thought, and still thought it his duty to expose it. 
He was (he said) against all slanders, whether 
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dreamed that this statement was oinitted until some 
time afterwards, when on looking into the report 
he found it had been left out. What became of 
it he knew not, nor ever heard, till to-day; or if 
he did it escaped his memory. He was not able 
to say from recollection whether the minority 
report of the honorable member from Massachu- 
setis named all the members of Congress or not, 
or whether the individual he referred to was 
named in it, 

Mr. ADAMS bricfly explained. He had re- 
ferred to the names of all who had received 
favors from the bank, by having their payments 
as members made before the uppropriation was 
made for them. 

Mr. BEARDSLEY said, he had misappre- 
hended the remark of the gentleman, but was 
satisfied by the explanation. The honorable gen- 
tleman and himself secmed to entertain the same 
opinion of the real character of the transaction 
which he had referred to; they differed only upon 
the propriety of speakingofit. Gentlemen might 
suppose it base and slanderous to speak of it, 
because it pointed to the president and directors 
of a large moncyed institution, and such seemed 
to be the view of the hanorable member from 
Massachusetts. Mr. B. thought the transaction 
not the less reprehensible on that score. If those 
who conducted the affairs of the bank, as was 
now ascertained from two or three members of 
the committee, did furnish information he knew 


. to be untrue, he held that he was at all times at 


they came from the Bank of the United States, - $ 
- quiry proposed to be extended, he had no objec- 


or from any other quarter, and was as ready to 
denounce them as the gentleman himself. 

There was one remark of the gentleman, to 
which Mr. B. would particularly recur. He un- 


derstood the gentleman to say that this waseither | 


perfect liberty to expose it before the world, and 
should always feel it his duty to do so, be the 
parties who they might. 

Mr. HOWARD called for the reading of the 
amendment, and said that his object was to inquire 
from the mover whether he intended the period 
in the latter clause to be tbe time when public 
money was first deposited in any District bank, 
or the time when the change took_ place over the 
coun He remembered a document in which 
it was stated that the public money had always 
been deposited in one or more of the District 
banks. If that were the time to which the in- 


. 


tion; butifit were intended to limit the investi- 


. gation to the last two years, he would sooner that 


| a base charge in its nature on account of a transac- ;: 
- Governrsent and members of Congress were 


' tion to which Mr. B. had pointed, or else that it 
il was base to make the charge. If the gentleman 
‘| desired to be understood in the former sense, Mr. 
i B. agreed with him, and was willing to let it be 

¢ erize it more strongly than the gentleman 
| himself had done; but if the gentleman meant 
i that it waa base for a man, who was himself slan- 
i dered, to expose the charge, Mr. B. would tell 

the gentleman that it did not comport with what 


| | judged by the public. He had not, nor should not | 
i - said, that he remembered a document in which 


the limitation should be strieken out. It might 
be, that the gentleman from Pennsylvania imn- 
tended to show that these loans to officers of the 


| useful to the public, and necessary in consequence 


of the great delay in passing the annual appro- 
prenon bills, whereby it was sometimes abgo- 
utely necessary to anticipate salaries. Mr. H. 


‘he, in eommon-with every other member of the 


he considered a proper self-respect. He held it - 


right to speak out in such cases, in all places in 
ublie and before the world, fall where it might. 


r. B. did not say who was guilty. The genilc- :. 


man from Maryland had said the information was 
furnished by the bank, and Mr. B. said the state- 
ment was untrue. Surely it was not base to state 


that fact! The original fabrication might be basc, ' 


.i but the exposure of it eould not be sq held, He 


‘would forbear to say any more on the subject. ` 


He had said thus much, because he deemed it due 
: to the occasion and to himself. 
With regard to the views entertained by the 
, committee of investigation at that iime, Mr. B. 
had no concern about it. He was not on the 
| committee, and he eared little whether the inquiry 
,| was published or withheld. If some members of 
the committee thought the inquiry proper, and 
.| others reprobated it as improper, the 


; just the. matter as they pleased; and if, after. 


i| obtaining the information, they choose to suppress 
‘| it, he was equally as indifferent as he was to the 
li subject of inquiry itself. But if the honorable 


‘| member meant to have it understood that this |; 
| paper was exhibited to Mr. B. in a secret and |! 


;| clandestine way, or that it was shown to him 
jį Only, and not to others, the gentleman was mis- 


House, was reported as a debtor to the Bank of 
the United States, when, in fact, he had never 
owed the bank a dollar in his life, This circum- 
stance arose from the bank’s charging every 
member of Congress with his perdiem, as he drew 
it from time to time, not deeming itself at liberty, 
until after the passage of the appropriation bill 


: to transfer a portion of the public money to the 


Ai 


credit of the proper officer of the House. lf it 
were intended to draw.an inference from those 
loans that those corporations were useful, the 


i inquiry might as well be pushed further back than 


rt 


i 


the |i taken. It came to Mr. B. in no such light, and |i 


i facilities to 


the last two years. i 

But it abi also happen that the object of the 
limitation might be to show that these corpora- 
tions had recently made these loans, contrary to 
their former practice; and by so doing interfered 
with the money concerns of the Government. 
It seemed to be probable that the business of 
some of these banks might have become more 


) | extensive lately, in consequence of the contraction 
y might.ad- || 


of the business of the Bank of the United States; 
but it was also probable that a portion of their 
business liad aware been that of furnishing 
ersons connected with the Govern- 
ment, from the cause above mentioned; and if the 
House should limit its inquiry to a very modern 
date, the inference would necessarily be that all 
this was fresh business, arising from some recent 
cause, whereas it might be nothing more than a 
continuation of their customary proceedings. He 
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did not like to vote for any amendment which | 
would prevent access to this information, and — 
would be obliged to move to strike out the latter : 
clause of it. : 

Mr. GRENNELL thought the proposition of 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania not germane to 
the object of inquiry, asintended by the original 
resolution of the gentleman from Maryland. No 
good could result from it, but much evil to the per- 
sons whose names might be brought forward in 
connection with banks charged with gross mis- 
management. He thought the amendment en- 
tirely wrong, and its object and end wrong. He 
could not consent to institute a proceeding so in- 

jurious to gentlemen whose transactions with 
patie were fair and honorable. He also regarded 
the instructions as objectionable; for they pro- 

osed too broad and too extended an inquiry; not, 
fswever, as to the past conduct and present con- | 
dition of the banks, but as it regarded the trans- | 
actions of individuals in loans and private deal- 
ings. The original proposition empowered the ! 
committee to sit during the present and the nert | 
session of Congress. This seemed to be giving | 
too great length and permanence to the commis- 
sion, and he hoped the gentleman from Maryland 
would limit it to the present session. 

Mr. HOWARD again asked the pentleman 
from Pennsylvania if he would accept the amend- 
ment. 

Mr. McKENNAN said, he had no objection to 
go as fur as any gentleman pleased, but he had 
prepared his amendment with care, and he could 
not consent to its modification. 

Mr. EVERETT objected to the amendment, 
and said it was entirely opposed to every principle 
of the side of the House with which the gentle- 
man had heretofore acted. There could be no 

ood reason for exposing to public view every 
utle private transaction on the books of these 
banks; and he designated it as an outrage—a cu- 
riosity, worse than vain curiosity. It would be 
an invidious and wanton act, int Ge 
‘hoped would never be concurred in by the House. 

r. HOWARD said that, after what had fallen 

from the gentleman from Vermont, he would, for 
the present, withdraw his motion, to see what 
form the amendment might ultimately assume. 

Mr. THOMAS then entered into a review of 
the proceedings of the committee of investigation 
on the Bank of the United States, in the years 


1832.3, in reply to Mr. Apams, and in opposi- || 


tion to the amendment of Mr. McKennan, in | 
the form in which it was presented. Mr. T. con- | 
cluded by modifying his motion, so as to confine | 
the investigation to the present session of Con- | 
gress. 
Mr. KINNARD submitted the following 
amendment to the amendment of Mr. McK Ennan: | 

“ And to make the same inquiry, as far as ! 
‘ practicable, in- its application to loans made by | 
“the United States Bank and branches to mem- ` 
‘bers of Congress and officers of the Govern- ; 
‘ment, since the veto of the bill to recharter said | 
‘bank, and also to loans made to members of 
‘Congress by all the deposit banks.” ` 

Mr. KINNARD asked for the yeas and nays | 
on his amendment; which were ordered. 

Mr. PARKER moved to 
consideration of the subjec 
and that the several pro 
which was negatived. 

_Mr. PARKER briefly opposed the two propo- 

sitions to amend. If members of Congress had 
borrowed money from those banks, it was mat- 
ter of no consequence in reference to the question 
of the recharter of those banks. He also ob- 
jected to the original proposition in the form in 
which it was presented. l 

Mr. MANN, of New York, was 
the amendment. He alluded to a farmer attempt 
on the part of a committee of the House to in- | 
vestigate the affairs of the Bank of the United 
States, and the refusal on the part of that institu- 
tion to submit the books, &c. to inspection. A 


5 


postpone the further | 
t until Monday next, | 
positions be printed; 


i 


opposed to 


ne which he |) 


‘| Bailey, Beaumont, Bell, Bockee, Bond, 
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| similar attempt now would be nugatory and use- 
: less, as the same course would be pursued by 
that bank. He had no particular objection to the 
inguiry of the gentleman from Pennsylvania, 
Mr. McKennan.] Ifthere was anything rotten 
in Denmark, let it be known. 


Mr. WARDWELL had hoped that this ques- ` 
` tion would have been sooner disposed of, and that » 


an opportunity would have been afforded to pre- | 


sent petitions, this being the last day that the 


House would sit this weck. The proposition of ; 
< Mr. WISE objected. 


the gentleman from Indiana had nothing to do 
with the original proposition. Certain banks 
had applied fora renewal of their charters, and 
an inquiry into the propriety of acceding to these 
applications wasentirely proper. The gentleman 
, from Indiana had, however, offered an amend- 
“ment foreign to the subject, and he trusted it 
would be withdrawn. 


i Mr. WILLIAMS, of North Carolina, con- ; 


i curred in the views of the gentleman last up. He 
would vote for the inquiry of the gentleman from 
! Pennsylvania. 


| 


He was opposed to leaving to ; 


the discretion of the committee what should and | 


what should not be reported to the House. He 
proieaa against the idea that a committee should 

e in the possession of secrets which the House 
itself was not to be intrusted with. 

Mr. MeKENNAN had a distinct object in view 
when he offered his amendment; and the gentle- 
man from Indiana and other gentlemen might 
attempt to clog his proposition, yet he would not 
be driven from his purpose. “Mr. McK. con- 
cluded by modifying his proposition, so as to 


limit the inquiry from the Ist of October, 1833, | 


to the present time. 
Mr. GALBRAITH thought more time had 


| been spent upon this ‘subject than was necessary. |: 


i He therefore moved the previous question; but 
‘at the request of Mr. Kinwarp, who desired to 
make an explanation, he withdrew his motion. 


uo Mr. McKIM renewed it. 


The previous question was seconded—ayes 87, 
: noes 83. 
i The question, ‘* Shall the main question be now 
li put??? (the effect of which would be, if adopted, 
|| to cut off all the amendments) was then taken, 
i and decided in the affirmative; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Anthony, Barton, Bewe, Bean, Beards- 


_, ley, Bovee, Brown, Bynum, John Cathoon, Cari, Carter, H 


j; Casey, Chaney, Chapman, Chapin, Coffee, Coles, Conner, | 
i 


Craig, Cushman, Davis, Dickerson, Doubleday, Efner, Ev- 
erett, Fairfield, Parlin; Fowler, William K. Fuller, Gal- 


| braith, Glascock, Haley, Joseph Hall, Hiland Hall, Hamer, | 


| Hannegan, Samuel S. Harrison, Haynes, Henderson, Hol- 
i sey, Hopkins, Howard, Hubley, Huntington, Huntsman, 
| Iagham, William Jackson, Jabez Jackson, Jarvis, Josepi 
! Johnson, Richard M. Johnson, Cave Johnson, Henry John- 
| son, Benjamin Jones, Judson, Kennon, Kilgore, Klingen- 


n smith, Lawler, Gidcon Lec, Thomas Lee, Leonard, Abijah 


Mann, Job Mann, Martin, Moses Mason, William Mason, 
May, McKim, McLene, Miller, Montgomery, Morgan, 
Muhlenberg, Page, Parks, Patterson, Franklin Pierce,Dutee 
J. Pearce, Phelps, Jolin Reynolds, Joseph Reynolds, Roane, 
Seymour, Shields, Sinith, Taylor, Thomas, Joim Thomson, 


| by striking out that part which provided that all 
; other memorials which might be presented to the 
| present Congress, praying for the extension of 
' the charters of existing banks in the District of 
Columbia, or for the establishment of any other 
bank or banks in their stead. 

The SPEAKER said this could only be done 
by unanimous consent, the previous question 
having been ordered. 

Mr. THOMAS asked the unanimous consent 
of the House to make the modification indicated. 


Mr. EVANS demanded that the question should 
be first put on the commitment of the memorials 
to a select committee; which was done accord- 
ingly, and determined in the affirmative without 
a division, 

The question was next taken on so much of 
the instructions not embraced in the modification 
last proposed by Mr. Tuogeas, and carricd in the 
affirmative without a count. 

The question was then taken on agreeing to 
so much of the instructions as was proposed to 
be stricken out by Mr. Tomas, in reference to 
future memorials; and decided in the negative. 

The House then adjourned over to Monday. 


IN SENATE, 
Mowpar, January 4, 1836. 

The CHAIR communicated a réport from the 
Navy Department, containing, in compliance with 
the provisions of the act of the 84 Mareh, 1809, 
an abstract of expenditures, under the contingent 
head of said Department for the last year. 

PETITIONS, MEMORIALS, ETC. 

Mr. PORTER presented ‘the memorial of a 
railroad company in Louisiana, praying permis- 
sion to use the public lands over which it passes; 
which was referred to the Committee on Roads 
and Canals. ' 
| Mr. CLAYTON presented the memorial of 
sundry citizens of Lewistown, Delaware, and the 
petition of sundry citizens of said State, praying 
for an appropriation for the construction of a 
i mole or wharf near the Delaware breakwater; 
which were referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce. 
| Mr.GOLDSBOROUGH presented the petition 
of the heirs of the late Captain George Cook, 
praying compensation for services rendered and 
‘ losses sustained by the deceased in the revolu- 
. tionary war; which was referred to tae Com- 
mittee on Revolutionary Claims. 

Mr. WRIGHT presented the petition of Martin 


i; Daly and others, which was referred to the Com- 


Toucey, Towns, ‘Turner, Turrill, Underwood, Vanderpoel, :' 


Wagener, Ward, Wardwell, Webster, and Weeks—100. 
: _NAYS—Messrs. Adams, Chilton Allan, Heman Alen, 
Borden, Bouldin, 
| Boyd, Briggs, Buchanan, William B.Cathoun, Cambreleng, 
: Campbell, George Chambers, John Chambers, Childs, Clai- 
borne, Clark, Cleveland, Corwin, Crane, Cushing, Debarry, 
' Denny, Dromgeole, Evans, French, Philo C. Fuller, Rice 
| Garland, James Garland, Graham, Granger, Grantland, 
| Graves; Grennell, Griffin, Hammond, Hartan, Albert G. 
j Harrison, Hazeltine, Heister, Hoar, Howell, Hunt, Janes, 
i John Jones, Kinnard, Lane, Laporte, Lawrence, Lay, Luke 
| Lea, Lincoln, Love, Loyall, Lucas, Lyon, Jolm Y. Mason, 
| Sampson Mason, Maury, McCarty, McKay, McKennan, 
MeKeon, Morria, Owens, Parker, James A. Pearce, Petti- 
| grew, Phillips, Pickens, Pinckney, Potts, Reed, Rencher, 
| Rogers, Russell, William B, Shepard, Augustine H. Shep- 
rd, Sloane, Spangler, Sprague, Standefer, Steele, Storer, 
: Taliaferro, Waddy Thompson, Vinton, Washington, Whit- 


, Uesey, Lewis Williams, Sherrod Williams, and Wise—95. | 
| Mr. TALIAFERRO asked a division of the 


question, He desired that a separate vote should 
, be taken on so much of the instructions as re- 
. quired that all future, or similar, memorials on 
| this subject should be referred to the same com- 
; mittee. 

| Mr. THOMAS proposed to modify his motion 


| mittee on Claims; and the petition of Captain 
i John Bosworth; which wag referred to the Com- 


: mittee on Pensions. 


Mr. TOMLINSON presented the petition of 
Daniel Stoddert, praying for a pension; which 


| was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 


Mr. LEIGH presented the petition of the rep- 
resentatives of the late Commodore Thompson, 


; praying for certain allowances in his accounts, 
, which were disallowed him at the Navy Depart- 
‘ment; also, praying compensation for certain dip- 
| lomatic services rendered by the deceased; which 
| was referred, the first prayer of the memorial to 
. the Committee on Naval 


ffairs, and the second 
prayer to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. L. also presented the petition of Richard 
Boon, praying for compensation for military ser- 
vices rendered during the last war; which was 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

On motion by Mr. BLACK, the petition and 
papers af Andrew Knox, on the files of the last 
session, were again referred to the Committee on 
the Public Lands. 

BANKS OF THE DISTRICT. 

Mr. KENT moved to take up the memoria! of 
the president and directors of the Bank of the 
Metropolis, praying for a recharter, and refer it to 
the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. BRENTON said, he should to-morrow 
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7 oe 
i 
4 


yi 


ESIONAI 


66 


submit a resolution to refor the memorials of. ali the files of the last session, were again referred. 
these banks to a select cammittec, He wished ai! to the Committee on Claims. 
inquiry instituted into the affairs of these banks — $ LANDI TO EDUCATE THE POOR. 
the manner in which their business had been coi- `: 
ducted—the amount of capital employed, and if 
necessary for the commercial-wants of the Bec 
trict. He preferred that the memorial should lay ` 
on the table until to-morrow. : 
~ Mr. KENT expressed the hope, that the gen- 
tleman would permit the memorial to take the 
usual. course. : eee : / 
Mr. BENTON said that, in orderthat the Senate 
might not be taken by syrprise, he weuid inform 
„the Senate that he intended to-morrow to. make a 
motion to go into ae of me concerns 
of these banks. .He should move far:a prett Ing: . ee Y g 
SA committee. He would not repealin ie The bill for the-relief of Irwin Shubrick; _.. 
Senate the charges he had -heard against these __ The bill for the. relief of the owners of the brig 
banks; but, if a-tithing of what he bad heard Dispatch and-cargo; and Piona nen 
concerning them was truc, those petitioners ought The bill for the relief o enjamin Murphy. 
to have leave to. withdraw. their petitions. JUDICIAL SYSTEM OF THE UNITED STATES. 
- The petition was then referred ta the Gommittee The bill supplementary tọ the act entitled: “an 
on the District of Columbia. vos att to amend the judicial, system of the! United 
; REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. i Staen, was taken up as the spegial-order of the 
Mr. PORTER, from the Committee on Private day. Be ch A E 
Land Claims, reported , Without amendment, the r. CLAYTON said. this bill had! passed’ the 
bill to provide for the legal adjudication and.set- ‘Senate at the last session by a, vote of thirty-one 
:tlement of claims to lands therein mentioned: to five., The plan ado Ul he 
‘ On motion by Mr. WHITE, the Committee on - was not the best possible plan, that. might. have 
Indian Affairs was discharged ‘from the further _ been adopted; and he was one of the five iat had 
consideration of the bill for the relief.of. Johi.O. Voted against it at the laşt-geasion; but the snb- 
n. PAREA S E wat oa “Jeot ae been a Ve sum eet years, 
; TLL. ' and the action upon i ad been greatly procrasti- 
Mr. KING, of Alabama, ae notice that he Dated. He was, under exiating circumstances, at 
would to-mortow ask :leave to -intfoduce a bill Live saeti ean ieta UABE 
hosan "m fad ier R e a had been acted onat the Jast.sessio#, tago into a 
Whitman and Lamar te import, free of duty, an | discussion of the merits of it... 


gae 


as 


~ COMPENSATION TO CLERKS. °° ~ 


ferent, offices, passed 20th 
‘the third time dnd passed. a 
BILLS ORDERED TO A THIRD READING. 
.- The-fallowing bills were seyegallp read tho se- 
cond time, and considered asin Committeé of the 
Whole, and ordered’ to be engrossed for.a third 
reading: — ? . 


April, 1818, was read 


Sandy 


‚iron steamboat in detached parte. 
- BILLS INTRODUCED ON LEAVES 26°. 

Mr. LINN, in-parsuante of notite piven, asked 

-and obtained leave to introduce ‘thé following 

- bills; which were severally read twice and re- 


` ment as to the day of holding the courts, so a8 ‘to 
‘i make the “first of May’’.read ‘‘ the first Monday 
in May,” &c. E RE 

_Mr. CLAYTON said ip head; been: intendéd by 
„the committee that it should read as the gentké- 


‘ferred: 2 0s 2 . ~ l man, [Mr. Goppssoroven] had suggested, and | 
_, A bill for issuing certain land potemat Green ` that-its not reading 89: wasy perhaps, a clerical | 
Bay, and for other purposes; ee A erpony eg ctu le eo died ce 

ES K bili for thé relief of J. ai W.'Beeson, and | Mr. ĠoLpssorouvcH’s amendment Was abteed | 
others; and ‘ lee SNe ROY na wh he Teed ky tus 

A bill for the relief of Robert: Abbott and the | Mr. BLACK movedan amendment by striking 
heirs of James Abbott, deceased: : r out ‘ Natchez,” and inserting “‘ Jackson,’! after | 


|| some remarks from.Mr. B» in favor of it. 
_ Mr. CLAYTON stated-he had no objection to 


tt. 


NEW POST RoUTES:. 
N submitted ‘the following reso 
which lies on the table one-day.: - 


Mr. LIN lation, 


Resolved, That the Committee oa the Post Office gud ||. Mee ORTER thought the increase of trnyel- 
- Post Roads be instructed to inquire into the cxpedisney of ‘| ing by the judges, which would, be eaused by the 


establishing the following routes ia- the State oMisgoutt : | 
From Jefferson eity, we seat af government, through the | 


seats Of justice tor the counties of: Benin, Paik, 


amendment offered by the iméatiomar, 
Brack] wond" thakte the‘! per 


igde J Krati 
ren ia | 


l Mr. 
rifiatice of “thejr 


i dn: relay 4 i? 
d Ġreën, th thë seat of govérninent of toe Tertoty of || Autigs: Sey he Yy on theng eee 
Aggie Ty EAS me meet Be Teroy, ot | 1: Mr. B ACR dail nany forty-five miles `! 
» From’ the seat of jistice :of Greed toahty) thrombi the || from:Pittsburg ‘to Jacksoii, and a'datly mill Was | 
Jacksons Se Of Polk, Benton; Rives, Van Buren} did || iow ranting between, those placid Albos thata 
ont} ; coulitj , through the seais k tailroad would soon be completed on that route, 


From Boonvilte, Cooper 
tice of Pettis, Johnson; ant to Van Buren. “ À 
From the seat of justice of Green county, Chroust the 
seat of justice of; Pulaski, Crewiord, by | Masscy?s Iron 


of jus- j : 
ae "which he thought would meet the objection of 
the gentleman from Louisiana, { Mr: Ponrer.)}.” 
Woarks, to Union, the seat of justice ot Franklin county: t E RITAN » for F the woa ae wilg 
From Jefferson. City, through the stat of ustice of Gas- ., 10. tAire the. uggestion of .the gentleman from 
conade county, Crawford, Potosi, Washlugton county, . Mississippi, (Mr. ‘Biack;]: but he would. sug- 
Farmington, aE ean oun cai ile.3 or gest himself that a kood deal ‘of 'cominéreial and 
justice tor Cap UUDTY, WICARA Weeks; | Hrtan * shuba ann are ; aR) 
A From the seat of justice of Bica dard county 19, Green- ries Dae maimai Gna a Natchez; many 
‘ville, the seat of justice for Wayne colAty. CUA, matters of small amount were litigated. ther 
From Potosi, the seat Of Justice for MVdehinattin:ecntrity, he thought it would be butdensome'to the 
tit deter seat of justiep of Ripley conaty, to Jacksonj i -to oblige 
sas, in a two-horse coach. peo e paati Vopgspe het 
From Jeffersou City to Boonville in'Copp requnty iram H Ja ksop. R Se eri E aate eet EE E 
~ Boonviite, through tife seat of jnatice of Sa nå county; ‘to i, 2 T. BLAcK’s amendment was agreed tou o> 
- Lafayette, to Independence, the seat of Justicé of JubRsbn i o Mes KING; of: Alabama, said the distriet-of 


county, in a four horse post goach, twiedaoweek.-, >< enhs Hania sind other districts had been formed 


then fo follow their small clar 


i _ Frost. Louis, throughthe seats of justia pf St. Charles, |s Aea ay $ SERA EA e 

Montgomery, Warren, Fulton, the seat of E oF fow- . T the’ bill ag he understood it,” As: the law now 
ard county; the tuwa of Charitun, KentsvVille, tHe’ seat OF ‘stood they Were divided intetseverok districts. 
j at of juticeat | He wished to know whether the same! udge wis 


county, three 
: From St. Louis to: st, Charles; three times a week, in, 
“four-horse post conétés. © T0 0S, feo EN Pree 

From Louisiana, in Pike county, ‘to Bévtting Gren, to | 
Fuiten, in Calloway county, in:two-horse pout coaches. ‘courts: 

From St. Genevieve, by Bolivia post-afiice, to Prederick- | | 
sown, the seat of justice of Madison conaty once a week. || 


tics a week, in a.\onr-horse pbst-coaok. 


qe of Chariton county, Carrollidy, the sè 


county. a, ee pie baie OER 
“WILLIAM FETTYPLACE. .. ,.. 


y : 


The resolution submitted on Thursday last by |! 
Mr. Henpnicks, was considered and ‘agreed to. | 


The bill supplementary to the'act to regulate ` 
and fix the compensation of thé clerks in the dif- . 


q 


: ¥ 
7k 
; ki 


à 


Stati ot 


Y anuary 4, 
ta uwaw 


i any obstacles in „thp way of the, passage, of the 
| bill He thoughta foi leis aera the 
northern and southern division in his district 
i would best accommodate thè State he represeiited., 
|) Business-would naturally goto the contral-point, 
;; and it would be a saving in the mileage af -wit- 
' nesses, &c. He would like the modification. — 
| Mr. LEIGH said he understood there were two 
district courts in Alabama. His purpose was to 


i 


'h extend the jurisdiction, of the circuit courts over 
|; the whole State, He. would. suggest hn, amend- 
i; ment, which. he 


shou t would meet, the viewaof 
the gentleman, [Mr, Kuvg, of Alabamas] which 
| was to strike out,‘ sou-hern, digtyic’”? and ingert 
| “ several districts.”. ‘That.woyld place. Alabynia 
inthe same sjtaauan-with North Carolina, .. He 
i would therefore. move. ta amend it;. which was 
reed to. i 


tos : et as, A EA ee ae 
Mr. LEIGH suggested another amendment, to 


make the bill correspond. with North Carolina and 


Al 


d.in the bill he thonght , 


_- Mr. G@OLDSBOROUGH suggested an arhend- | 


‘Virginia; which was to make,it read, ‘ the district 
af Maryland. tha eastern district of Virginia, aad 
i the districts of North Carolina.’’... 0. 
' Mz. PORTER. moved to insert, afer the word 
** Delaware,’’ the words, ‘‘ eastern district of Penn- 
_sylvania;”’ which was agreed to, ` _ 
Mr, CLAYTON, moved to make Dclaware 
| read ‘the district of. Delaware;’’. which. was 
~agreed 40s soe ete bots 
.. Mr. KING, of, Alabama, moyed.to strike out 
ithe word ‘‘ southern?’ in thp third:section; which 
was agreed tOw sp ace Gh or p ire. L OW 
Mx. WRIGHT felt as if heand his colleseue 
would ba very inexcusable: wore they, to. let the 
bill pass in its present shape, without endeavor- 
_ ing-to obtain for, New' York what: wha Bo aces- 
i: sary and dasirable to, her~—an additional: cigcait. 
He would, not, propodse.an amendment naws. but 
before the bill was ordered. to. lia engrossed, be 
, wishpd tọ regerwe the. right: to, offer an arhénd- 


ment,.. tds ata fe. + aide pee nef e 
Mr. PORTER said that; bs. this bill had: pro- 
greasefl so far towards its final passage, hé would 
suggeat to the gentleman from New York. [Mr 
Wnriagur].the propriety of bringing in asather 
bill embracing his: objéct.. In the western couh- 
try they thought this bill had been much delayed 
He felt anxious for the early: passagecof..it.: <. 
Mr. CLAYTON. suggested- another:. amend- 
ment, .to correspond with the amendment altéady 
mole in relatinm 40: Adabanas 2)! he a 
Dome conversation: between Mr. Leran and 
Mr. Crarrom, sespecting the amendment ‘of:Mr 
Crarrow,-fooki place, whem. = 6 gt 
Mr. CLAYTON said, he would take ocqasion 
| to state he was willihe to codéperate with the gen- 
t teman from New York [Mr. Wigant} iff aisepa- 


rs Coe 


ce, and | 
parties | 
ms, to | 


-rate biil fat the regulation ofthe. western district 


-of New York, ‘and thought he [Mr. Watcnr] 
had.better let this: bill pass. |! peike aani 
Nr.. WRIGHT eould inot comply with the 


request of the gentleman from Delaware, 4 My. 
Cuarton.} The bill had conid wp Leforeahé had 
anticipate it.}’ He would, hewever, vonviuce ithe 
| Senate of. the propriety of the ameniment he 
|| would: offer. : He would vonture' to éiy-that the 
jj judge. would never pass thibugh his'circuit with- 
|-out passing through: Albany; cither going orire- 
i| Curming.::' He spoke of. the vast amount of. busi- 
ness that originated in the city of'Ndw York -for 
the United Stites'court. '. He dbjceted to si peph- 


| rate bill. -His constitients-wauild tomiplam/and 
ask why! they were taxed. with aise o: bill, 
when a general bilt had passed * Thè drhendment 


-he should -propose would: adopt-theifeslia 

-his constituents, oe did: not my so P 
threat, but by way of persuasion, Mr. W: then 
moved to'insert, after the word's hemhftos,?” in 


of 


| tbe minth line af the first section; the words; “tthe 


districts of Vermont, Connecticut, and New York, 
-shall conetitute the. second district? = cc “to 25! 

~ Mr. CLAYTON observed that; asthis amend- 
‘ment wan pressed by the Senator from: New York, 
he would not oppose it, He would, however, 
-ask the honorable Sanatorif’ he -had dafficiently 
‘considered the detakts-of thd bill, and how far the 
amendment would interfere with them? He should 
‘regret if the bill .wids retarded by the amendment. 


» On motion by: Mr. DAVIS, thé :puGtion and iF 
documents of William Fettyplace and others, on 


He would. also agk whether the jadds'who ‘is to 
perform the duties: contemplati by the amend- 
ment, would he willing to encountgt the additional 
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labor, and whether he had not already as much 
business as he could attend to? “He was willing, 


| fessed he had sufficiently examined them to con- 


Bat 


form his amendment to them at this time. 


however, to take the amendment as offered by | gentlemen must sce that this was a mere matter 


the gentleman from New York, leaving it to him || of form, and the gentlemen from Connecticut and : 
| Vermont, and himself and his colleague, could ; 


to make such other amendment as the details of 
the büt rendered necessary. 

Mr. WRIGHT was awure that some additional 
amendmeut as to the time and place of holding 
the court would be necessary, and if the amend- 
ment should be adopted he or his colleague would 
submit the proper motion. . ; 

Mr. KING, of Alabama, observed that, as the 


Senator from New York had thought proper to - 


introduce this amend ment, other Senators, coming 
from States where there was no more than oe 
district judge, might be induced to offer a similar 
amendment. Why (he asked) was not this.in- 
convenience, as regarda New York, thought of 
before? He asked the Senator if it was, riglt, at 
this time, to throw obstacles in the way of a bill 
so important to the new States—a bill fraught with 
a measure which he conceived they had a consti- 
tutional right to, which they had been so long 
contending for, and which they were now about 
to obtain? He hoped the amendment would not 
be pressed at this time. If, hereafter, the gentle- 
man, on finding that the judge can perforin the 
additional duties required, chooses to introduce 
the measure, in the shape of a separate bill, he 
would most readily extend to him the helping 
hand; but he trusted that a bill which was to 
render the judiciary system uniform throughout 
the Union, which the new States had endcavored, 
pon after year, to get through, would not be em- 
arrassed by obstacles thrown in its way when 
it was about to pass. He should vote against the 
amendment, though he hoped it would be with- 
drawn. 2 
Mr. PORTER said he felt very much embar- 
rassed at the situation in which he had been placed 
by the amendment. He was favorably disposed 
towards the objects it contemplated, though 
he feared it might somewhat embarrass the im- 
portant measure before them; He did hope that 
the gentleman from New York.would not press 
the amendment at this stage of the business; that 
they would not throw obstacles in the way of an 
important measure by tacking to it objects that 
might be accomplished in a separate bill, This 
bill had been before the Senate at the last session; 
and if the claims of New York were so very 
strong, and the inconveniences under which she 
suffered were so great, surely they ought to have 
occurred to the gentleman then. He felt, how- 
ever, that, in opposing the amendment, his hand 
was on the lion’s mane. There were forty-two 
members from New-York in the other House, 
and he feared that, if the bill passed without the 


amendment, it would be greatly embarrassed || York, [Mr. Wriaur. 


there. . He was confident that the gentleman did 
not intend this, but he feared that such would be 
the effect. The bill was lost the last, year in con- 
sequence of the amendments that delayed it, Per- 
enlightened, and think that a similar amendment 
was necessary for his State, and by ‘moving it 
occasion further embarrassment. to the. bill, 

Mr. WRIGHT said that there was one remark 
he was compelled to make in reply to the Sena- 
tor from Louisiana. He understood that genile- 
man as saying that he had attacked the bill by 
throwing obstacles in its way. : 

Mr. PORTER explained. He said facked, not 
attacked. He had expressed the hope that the 
gentlemen would not throw obstacles in the way 
of the bill by tacking other objects. to it. 


de 
taken as.to the time of the introduction of the 
measure contemplated by theamendment. Long 
before any cffort had been made to extend to Ala- 
bama the circuit system, an cffort had been earn- 
estly, though respectfully, made to extend it to 


the northern portion of New York. The gentle- | 


man did not seem to appreciate the geographical 
situation of New York, nor consider the great 


extent of its frontier requiring this system. He | 
and his colleague had been asked not to press |: 


their amendmeit at this stage of the bill. But 
did the gentlemen from Alabama and Louisiana 


pressing this measure? As to the detai 


suppose that they could do their duty without | 
j I he con- | 


«the other House... Now, it was to make the bill . 


" York; but suppose it was done by the amend- ` 


, not differ with regard to them. The gentleman 


, from Louisiana had asked him not to press this ` 


amendment, and thus bring down on the bill the 
numerical force of the New York members in 


acceptable to tkis numerical foree that he had in- 
: trodaced.the amendment. 


! following the same lights on this subject to be 


enlightened at this time, asthe Senator from Lou- , 


He had been en- 


isiana supposed he might be. 


,. deavoring for many: years to extend the circuit | 
tates, and should continue his 


system to the new 
exertions until that object was accomplished. 
. What was the single proposition before the Sen- 
ate? It was to extend this system to the six new 
States who were justly entitled to it, and who had 
so long been deprived of it. That was the sole 
. proposition. . It was so considered ‘when the bill 
was introduced, and was so considered by the 
, Judiciary Committee who had it under examina- 
i tion, and who reported on it. It was admitted 
: that it was desirable to extend this system to New 


ment, what then would be the duty of the Senators 
from Pennsylvania? The: western district of 
Pennsylvania was not eatirely inland. It had 
considerable maritime frontier, and he understood 
to-day, for the first time, that there was a petition 
' numerously signed from the western part of Penn- 
‘-sylvania for the establishment of a circuit court 
"for thcir benefit. Could heand his colleague then 


i Sit still,and notask for this for Pennsylvania when 


they saw the same faver granted to New York? 
‘He would prefer, however, that the cireuit system 


: Should be extended both in Pennsylvania and 


New York by a separate bill; and he would ad- 


' vise the gentlemen from New York to wait, and 
`: 0 pari passu with Pennsylvania in accomplishing 


l nominal. 


| 
| 


t 


an object so desirable to both. We want (said 
Mr. B.) the same advantages for the western dis- 
| trict of Pennsylvania that they. want for the north- 


Mr. BUCHANAN said, he had been too long | 


'| laid on the table; and 


r 


On motion of Mr. CLAYTON » the bill was 


The Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
` Monpay, Janyary 4, 1835. ; 

The Hon. R.J. Maxine, of. South Carolina, 
, appeared, was qualified, and took his seat.: « 
à PETFITIONS;. MEMORIALS, ETC. 
+ Petitions and memorials were prasented by 
t; Messrs. EVANS and SMITH, of Maine; 

Messrs. BEAN and CUSHMAN, of New 
: Hampshire; > ; : , 
Messrs. BRIGGS and ADAMS, of Massa- 
; chusetts. ‘ 
SLAVERY IN THE DISTRICT. 
Mr. ADAMS presented. the petition of sundry 


‘| citizens of Massachusetts, residing in: his con- 


(ern district of New York; but we shall give no ` 


| vote that will embarrass the passage of the bill. 

Mr. NILES said there were two district courts 
| in Connecticut. The business in them was merely 
The court was sometimes one and 
sometimes two daysin session. He thought the 


cerned, he had no doubt they would be in favor 
of the amendment of the gentleman from New 
He felt anxious for the 


esr of the bill. But he would ask ‘how the 
ihl 


. the country. By making it more acceptable; a 


the Senator from Pennsylvania might be 


better fecling would existtowards it which would 
: be more likely to secure its passagei >i 


| Mt. CLAYTON said, on the whole he folt dis- | 


| difficulty suggested of performing the tour not a 
! formidable objection. So far as the constituents 
he had the: honor to represent in part were con- | 


was to be embarrassed? Certainly not by , 
ii making it more acceptable to a large portion of 


: posed ta vote for the amendment of the gentle- : 


man from New York, [Mr. Wriaut,] and also 


for the amendment mentioned by the gentleman | 
y gi ; 


from Pennsylvania, [Mr. Bucuanan,] if that gen- 


-|-deman should offer it. All he asked of gentle- 


i 


men wasto make the bill to-day as perfect as 
possible,’in order that it might be passed to-mor- 
j row. The Senator from New York might, on 
f render the de- 
tails perfect. ; 


After some further remarks from Messrs. 


: bama, the question was taken; and Mr. Wricut’s 


i follows: 


'  YEAS—Messrs. Benton, Black, Clayton, Davis, Golds- 
. borough, Grundy, Hendricks, Hill, Hubbard, Kent, Knight, 
' Leigh, Moore, Morris, Niles, Porter, Prentiss, Robbins, 


' Tomlinson, Wall, Wirite, and Wright—28. : 


i McKean, Mangun, and Southard—12. 
. After some verbal amendments were agreed to, | 


submitted by Messrs..Crayron and Leicn, 


' the third reading of the bill, by general consent, | 


¿= u offer such amendments as would 
Mr. WRIGHT said he was gind he had misun- - i ; 


rstood the gentleman, who was himself mis- : 


‘ NAYS—Messrs. Brown, Buchanan, Caihoun, Clay, Crit- 
| tenden, Ewing, Kiag of Alabama, King of Georgia, Linn, | 


_gressional district, praying for the abolition of 
| Slavery and the slave trade in the District of Co- 
,lumbia, Mr, A. said it was his intention to move 
that the petition, without being read, be. laid on 
| the table; and was proceeding with a few pre- 
, imiaary remarks, when 
Mr. PATTON rose to a question of order. He 
desired to inquire of the Speaker whether the pe- 
_ tition had been received? 

The CHAIR replied in the negative, and refer- 
red. to the authorities on the subject. The first 
, question which arose was—Will the House re- 
` ecive the petition ? 

Mr. GLASCOCK moved that the petition be 
not received. 

Mr, PATTON seconded the motion, stating 
_ that it had been his intention to make a similar 

one, i 

Mr. GLASCOCK said he felt it to be his duty 
, to make this motion, because it had been cop- 
` tended in the House, as well as out of it, that the 
motion that a petition be nat received. was .un- 
constitutional. If he could believe the motion 
was unconstitutional, he would be one of the last 
to make it. He had endeavored to inform him- 
self on this subject, and believed that he had the 
i tight to make the motion. He recollected that 
when this motion was made by the gentleman 
from South Carolina, (Mr. Hammonp,] it seemed 


'| to be the understanding of the Chair that the mo- 


tion could not be sustained, If we were to take 
the views or opinions as laid down, by Jefferson, 
this was a proper motion; and if it.be a. proper 
motion, then this House should. systain it; and 
he would take occasion here tp remark, that one 
petition had been laid on the table by an over- 
whelming vote. Another motion was made to 
reject. nae tes ir 

i Mr. ADAMS rose to a point of -orders He 
contended, under the 45th rile it was incompetent 
to discuss and decide a petition on the day of its 
presentation. : 

The CHAIR said that the ryle only applied to 
petitions which had been received by the House, 
and that the ‘preliminary question of, reception 
was debatable and cou’ be decidet! whew peti- 
tion was first presented. ei 2 e i 

Mr. ADAMS áppeaked front the decision of the 
Chair, and asked for the yeas anil nays; which 
were ordered. : i 

Tho point of order arising ‘on the appeal was 
i diseussed by Messrs. MERCER, CRAIG, AD- 
| AMS, SUTHERLAND, REED, GLASCOCK, 
i BEARDSLEY, WILLIAMS of North Carolina, 
VANDERPOEL, BRIGGS, BELL, PATTON, 
‘MANN of New York, UNDERWOOD, THOM- 
| AS, HAMER, EVERETT, BYNUM,and VEN- 
| TON. š i 


‘i <- "Phe latter gentleman remarked that, as the only 
‘DAVIS, BLACK, TALLMADGE, MOORE, | 


: SHEPLEY, PRENTISS, and KING of Ala- i! by the gentleman from Georgia [Mr.Gtascocr} 


'! should be debated to-day or to-morrow, he would 
| amendment was adopted—yeas 28, nays 12; as : 


question seemed to be, whether the: motion made 


move an adjournment, which would relieve the 
; House of the difficulty in which it appeared to be 


'; involved. 


The motion was agreed to, and the House (at 


1 , ` 
Robin3on, Ruggles, Shepley, Swift, ‘Tallmadge, Tipton, || four o’clock, p. m.) adjourned. 


IN SENATE. 
Tuespar, January 5, 1836. 


The CHAIR communicated a report from the 
Department of State, containing a list of the clerks 
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employed in that Department, and the compensa- ! 
tion paid to each. 

Also, a report from the same Department, made 
in compliance with the resolutions of Congress 
of the 23d April, 1816, and July 14, 1832, con- 
taining a register of all the officers, civil, naval, 
and military, employed in the service of the 
United States. 

SLAVERY IN THE DISTRICT. 

Mr. EWING presented the petition of sundry 
citizens of Belmont county, Ohto, praying for the 
abolition of slavery in the District of Columbia, 
and moved to refer the same to the Committee 
on the District of Columbia; and 

On motion by Mr. GRUNDY, it was laid on 
the table. 

REPORTS FROM. COMMITTEES. 


Mr. DAVIS, from the Committee on Com- | 


merce, to which had betn referred the bill author- 
izing certain allowances ta be made in the accounts 
of the American Consul at London, reported the 
same without amendment; and 


On motion by Mr. D., the bill was considered ` 


as in Committee of the Whole, and ordered to be 
engrossed for a third reading. 

r. CLAYTON, from the Committee on the 
Judiciary, to which had been referred the petition 
of David Bear, reported a bill for his relief; 


which was read, and ordered to a second reading. |, 


Mr. C., from the same committee, to which 
had been referred the petition of James Thomas, 


reported a bill for his relief; which was read, and ' 


ordered to a second reading. oe 

Mr. LEIGH, from the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary, to which had been referred the message 
of the President relative to the bequest to the 
United States of the late James Smithson, of 
London, for the purpése of founding a seminary 
of learning at the city of Washington, made a 
report thereon, accompanied by a joint resolution 
authorizing the President to appoint an‘agent for 
the purpose of receiving the bequest, and carry- 
ing the intentions of the testator in that behalf 
into effect. . 


The resolution was read, and ordcted tóa | 


second reading, and the report was ofdered to be 

' printed. 

-© Mr. L., from the same committee, to which 
had been referred the bill for the relicf of Theo- 
dore Brightwell, reported the same without 
amendment. 


Mr. BLACK, fror the Committee on Private ; 


Land Claims, to which had been referred the bill , 
to revive and continue the act for the relief of the 
legal representatives of John Donnell and Stephen | 
Heard, reported the same without amendment. 

= Mr. LINN, from the Committee oh Private | 

' Land Claims, to which had peca A the bill | 
to revive and continùc ih force’ the Act. for the | 
final adjustment of private land. claims, in Mib- 

souri, reported the same without amendment, 

NOTICE OF A BILL. - 

Mr. HENDRICKS gave notice that he would, 
to-morrow, ask leave to bring in a bill to authorize 
the Leavenworth and Bloomington. and other 
railroad companies therein named, to locate roads 

` through the public lands. : 
BILLS INTRODUCED ON LEAVE. 

Mr. KING, of Alabama, in pursuance of notice 
given, asked and obtained leave, and introduced 
a bill to authorize George Whitman and John B. 


Lamar to import, free of duty, an iron’ steam- | 


- boat, in detached parts;: also, a bill making an 
appropriation for the completion of the road from 
Lime Creck to Chattahoochee, and for the con- 
struction of bridgés thereon; both of which were 
twice read, and referred. 

RESOLUTIONS SUBMITTED. 


Mr. BENTON submitted the following resolu- 7 


tion, which lies on the table one day: 

Resolved, That a sclect committee of five be raised to act 
jointly with any committee raised for similar purposes by 
the House of Representatives, to whom shall be referred all 


the petitions now presented to the Senate tor the renewal : 
of Bank charters within the District of Columbia, with au- : 


thority to examine into the conduct of said banks; and 
for that purpose to have dtthority tp send for persons and 
papers, to inspect books, and to examine witnesses on 
oath; also, to examine into‘the condition of the cur- 
rency iw the District of Columbia, and the means of im- 
„ proving it, and approximating it to the currency of the 
Sonstitution ; also, to inquire into the necessity (if any) 
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| contradistinction to banks of discount and deposit, and 
for dealing in bullion and exchange; also, to inquire | 


! how far bunks of any kind are wanted for the uses of the 
i Federal Government in this District, and wherefore the 


| Trea:urer of the United States may not act as keeper and | 


payer of the public moneys within the District of Columbia, 


and drawer of checks or drafts in favor of those who may `| 


choose to receive their money elsewhere. The said select 
committee to have leave to employ a clerk, and to report by 
bill or otherwise. 


Mr. CALHOUN submitted the following reso- 
lution; which was considered and adopted: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be directed 
to report to the Senate, before the tbird Munday of the pres- 
ent instant, the amount of revenue from all sources, during 
the year ending on the 3!st December last, as far as returns 
have been received, with an estimate of the amount to be 
received. 

Mr. RUGGLES submitted the following reso- 
lution; which was considered and adopted: 

Resolved, That the. Secretary of War be requested to 
| communicate to the Senate, the survey and plan of West 


Thomaston harbor, in Maine, together with the estimated 
i expense of contemplated improvements therein,, made pur- 


“ suant to a resolution of the last Congress. * 


Mr. TIPTON submitted the following resolu- 
tion; which lies on the table one day: 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Public Lands be 
instructed to inquire into the expediency of reorganizing 
. the General Land Office, so as to give it more efficiency, 

and to enable that office to mect the exigencies of the in- 

creased and increasing wants of the settlers in the western 
' country; and also of making that office a separate depart - 
ment of the Government. 


Mr. EWING submitted the following resolu- 
tion; which was considered and adopted: 
Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be directed 


a 


' to inform the Senate. what has been the whole cost of 


atteuding the purchase and managementof the public lands 
up to the first day of January, 1835, designating the amount 
of each of the various heads of expenditure ; also, that he 
: inform the Senate what amount of tand has been surveyed 
and offered for sale in each of the States and Territories, 
the amount which has been sold in each, and the net pto- 
ceeds of such sales to the said first day of January, 1836. 
THE JUDICIARY SYSTEM. 

On motion by Mr. CLAYTON, the Senate 
proceeded to the consideration of the bill in addi- 
tion to the ‘* act to amend the judiciary system of 
the United States.” 

Mr. TALLMADGE moved an amendment in 
the second section, after the word “ annually,’ in 
the twentieth line, by inserting the words, ‘in the 
; northern districtof New York, at Albany, of the 
first Tuesday in June and the second Tuesday in 
October;’’ which was agreed to. 

Mr. BUCHANAN moved an amendment in 
_ the tenth line of the first section, to make it read, 
the eastern and western districts of Pennsyl- 

vania.” Also, in the second section, fifteenth 


line, by inserting. the words, ‘in the western 
| district, in the city of pris 
| of t 


ón the 17th day 
March; which was agreed to; 
Mr.'B. also introduced an amendment to pre- 


| the holding of the courts in Utica, in the State of 


i| New York, and Williamsport, in the State of 
i! Pennsylvania; which was agreed to. . 


Mr. CLAYTON moved an amendment in the 
fourth section, after the word ‘ê Alabama,” in the 
eighth line, the words, “the northern district 
of New York, and western district of Pennsyl- 

- vania;’? which-was agreed to. 

After some further verbal amendments, 
-The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
: reading. i 
p ag BILLY PASSED. 


The following bills were severally read the third 
_ time, and passed: 
The bill for the relief of Benjamin Murphy; 
The bill for the relief of the owners of the 
Brig Despatch and cargo; and 


he bill for the relief of Irvin Shubrick. 


f EXECUTIVE BUSINESS. 

On motion by Mr. WEBSTER, the Senate 
proceeded to the consideration of executive busi- 
ness; and when the doors were opened, 

The Senate adjourned. 


H OUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Tvespay, January 5, 1836. 


Mr. DUNLAP, from the Committee on the | 
Public Lands, by unanimous consent, reported a | 


bill to amend the act authorizing the 


'| Revolutionary Pensions, reported the following 


| vent the bill in its operation from interfering with ` 


1806. 
| 
j 


certain lands th c 
claims to the vacant and unappropriated lands 
within the same State, passed the 18th of April, 


REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 


Mr. W. B. SHEPARD moved to suspend the 
rules, in order that reports might be received from 
the standing committees; which was agreed to, 

Mr. CAMBRELENG, from the Committee of 
Ways and Means, reported a bill making an 
appropriation for suppressing hostilities, com- 
menced by the Seminole Indians; which was read 
twice, and committed to the Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union. 

Mr. C. gave notice that, in consequence of the 
urgent necessity that this bill should be speedily 
acted on, he should call it up to-morrow. 

Mr. C., from the same committee, reported the 
following bills; which were read twice, and com- 
mitted: ‘ 

A bill making appropriations for the current 
expenses of the Indian Department, and for In- 
: dian annuities and other similar objects, for 1836; 
i and 
| A bill for the relief of Thomas Dixon & Co., 
‘of New York. 
| Mr. C., from the same committee, reported the 
' following substitute for the second section of the 

bill for the relief of the sufferers by the late fire in 
the city of New York: 

Sec. 2. And be it further enacted, That the collector of 
the port of New York is hereby authorized and directed to 
extend the payment in the manner prescribed in the first 
section of tbis act of all other bonds given for duties at the 
port of New York, prior to the late fire, and not provided 
for in the first section, as aforesaid, for six, nine, aud twelve 
months, from and after the day of payment specified in the 
bonds: Provided, however, ‘That nothing contained in this 
act shall extend to bonds which had fallen due before the 
17th day of December last. 

| Mr. C. gave notice that he would call up, for 

consideration, this bill, and the bill making partial 

appropriations for the support of Government for 
the year 1836, on to-morrow. 

r. C., from the same committee, moved that 
a document in relation to the remission of duties 
under the tariff of 1828, be printed for the use of 

- the House, which was agreed to. 


Mr. WARDWELL, from the Committee on 


' bills, which were read twice and committed: 
A bill for the relief of Amy Wilson; and 
A bill for the relief of Peter Doxtater and Jacob 
Weaver. = - | A 
!. Mr. WHITTLESEY, from the Committee on 
Claims, reported the following bills; which were 
read twice and committed: =~ ‘ 
A bill for the relief of the legal repre 
of Thomas Haliday; and 
A-bill for the relief of William Woodward and 
William Mitchell. 
| Mr. GRENNELL, from the Committee on 
‘Claims, reported a bill for the relief of the legal 


sentatives 


:, representatives of Josias Thompson; which was 
‘| read twice and committed. : 


' Mr. PEARCE, of Rhode Island, from the 

_Committee on Commerce, reported a bill for the 

relief of Gilbert A. Smith and others; which was 
read twice and committed, 


+ Mr. DAVIS, from the Committee on Claims, 


: Affairs, reported the followin 
:' read twice and committed: 


‘ reported abi'l for the relief of Clark Allen; which 
was read twice and committed. 

Mr. W. B. SHEPARD, from, the Committee 
for the District of Columbia, reported a ‘bill to 
incorporate a fire insurance company in the town 
of Alexandria, District of Columbia; which was 
read twice, and ordered to be engrossed and read 
‘a third time to-morrow. i 

Mr. PARKER, from the Committee on Naval 
g bills; which were 


| A bill corteerning pensions, payable out of the 


„| navy pension fund; 


1 


for banks of circulation in tae District of Columbia, in . Tennessee to issue grants and perfect titles to 


! A bill for the relief of Samuel W Ruff; and 

i A bill for the relief of James Wilthank. 

| Mr. KENNON, from the Committee on the 
| Public Lands, reported a bill for the relief of F. 

| Eskridge and E. Fisk; which was read twice and 
| committed. 

| Mr. CRANE, from the Committee on Revolu- 
tionary Claims, reported a bill for the relicf of 


tate of || the legal representatives of Dr. Absalom Baird; 


' which was read twice and committed. 


1836. 
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ave 


Mr. MAY, from the Committee on Private Land 
Claims, reported a bill for the relief of Daniel 
Smith; which was read twice and committed. 


fl 
1 
| pursuant to a resolution of the 31st of December 
: last, containing a tabular statement of the sums 


II. Areportfrom theSecretary of the Treasury, 


| 


Mr. CASEY, from the Committee on Public ' yearly paid undereach particular head of expend- 


Lands, made a report, accompanied by a bill to 
graduate the price of the public lands, to make 
rovision for actual settlers, and to cede the refuse 
ands to the States wherein the same may lie; 
which was read twice and committed. . 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of North Carolina, said, as 
the bill last reported was one of great importance, 
he would move that one thousand additional 
copies of the bill and report be printed. | 

Kir. SLADE named three thousand copies. 

Mr. WILLIAMS accepted the modification, 
when the motion, by consent, was considered 
and agreed to. 

Mr. CASEY, from the Committee on the Pub- 
lic Lands, reported a bill for the relief of John 
Dement; which was read twice and committed. 

Mr. THOMSON, of Ohio, from the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs, reported a bill to author- 
ize a compromise and secure to the United States 
the title to Pea-Patch Island, in the State’ of Del- 
aware; which was read twice and committed. 


: was agreed to. | 
HI. A letter from the Secretary of the Treas- i: 


Mr. PATTERSON, from the Committee òn 
Private Land Claims, reported a bill for the relief ;: 


of Farish Carter and the heirs of Charles Wil- 
liamson, deceased; which was read twice and | 
committed. s : 

Mr. JONES, of Virginia, fram the Committee 
on the Judiciary, reported a bill for the relief of 
the heirs of Nathaniel Tyler; which was read 
twice and committed. 

Mr. PIERCE, of New Hampshire, from the 
Committee on the Judiciary, reported a bill for 
the relief of Thomas McLelland and James 
Smith; which was read twice and committed. 

Mr. HARRISON, of Missouri, from the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands, reported the following 
bills; which were read twice and committed: 

A bill for the relief of David Browning; and 

A bill for the relief of Jonathan Boone. | 

Mr. GARLAND, of Virginia, from the Com- : 
mittee on Private Land Claims, reported a bill for 
the relief of James Caulfield; which was read || 
twice and committed. | 

Mr. HUNTSMAN, from the Committee on | 
Private Land Claims, reported a bill for the re- | 
lief of Don Louis Rosamond Orillion; which | 
was read twice and committed, : 

Mr. INGHAM, from the Committe 
merce, reported a bill for the relief o 

tanard; which was read twice and committed. 
_ Unfavorable reports upon various 
were made by Messrs. HAYNES, WHITTLE- | 
SEY, DAVIS, KENNON, WILLIAMS of ' 
North Carolina, PIERCE of New Hampshire, 
STORER, LINCOLN, BOND, LEA of Ten- 
nessee, LAWLER, COFFEE, LYON and FRY, 
from their respective standing committees. 


REPORTS FROM SELECT COMMITTEES. 

Mr. STORER, from the select committee to | 
whom the petition of Morgan Neville had been 
referred, reported a joint resolution; which was 
read twice and committed. f 

Mr. WISE, from the select committee raised | 
on the subject, reported a bill to carry into effect 

“a resolution of the Congress of 1787, to erect a 
marble column at Yorktown, ia Virginia; which 
was read twice and committed. 

Mr. MANN, of New York, from the select | 
committee to whom had been referred the Rules 
of the House, reported sundry amendments to | 
the same; which were laid en the table, and or- | 
dered to be printed. i 

HATS OFF. 

‘Mr. PARKER asked the consent of the House 
to receive and print an additional amendment, 
proyiding that, during the session of the House, 
the members should, unless otherwise ordered, 
sit uncovered. : 

The House refused to receive the amendment. 

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 

The SPEAKER laid before the House the fol- 
lowing communications : i 
To j report from the Secretary of the Navy, in 
pursuance of the act of 3d March, 1809, embrac- 
ing an abstract of expenditure under the contin- 
gent head of said Department; which was laid on 

e table, and ordered to be printed. 


e on Com- | 


f William | 


|i 


iture, since the year 1816; which was laid on the | 
table, and ordered to be printed. | 
Mr. CAVEJOHNSON, in view of the import- | 
ance of this document, moved, by consent, that 
five thousand additional copies be printed; which , 


ury, transmitting, in pursuance of a resolution of 
July 10, 1832, various statements, showing the ; 
capital, the amount of notes incirculation, specie | 
on hand, discounts, &c., of State banks; which 
was laid on the table, and ordered to be printed. | 

Mr. CAVE JOHNSON, by.consent, moved to ; 
print five thousand additionai copies of the last’: 
named document. 

Mr. G. LEE, of New York, suggested seven 
thousand five hundred. 

Mr. MANN, of New York, named ten thou- 
sand. 

Objection being made to the consideration of 


: the proposition at this time, it was, under the- 


ules, laid over one day. .. 
1V. A communication from the Secretary of 
War, in relation tothe condition of ordnance and 
ordnance stores; which was laid. on the table, and’ 
ordered to be printed. j 
V. A letter from the Secretary of State, trans- 


yr, 


_mitting printed copies of the Annual Register of 


: the Expenditures of the Government; which.w 


titions |! 


ion the Judiciary, a memorial purparting to be 
| from the Legislature of the State of Michigan. 


|| Fand, Coffee, Conner, Craig, Cramer, Cushman. Doubleday; 


as; 
laid upon the table. ‘ aor 
VI. A letter from the Secretary of State, trans- 
mitting a list of the clerks employed in his De- 
partment, and ‘their compensation; which was | 
referred to the Committee on the Expenditures in 
the State Department, and ordered to be printed. 
NORTH CAROLINA CONTESTED ELECTION. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House addi- 


‘ tional depositions in the contested election from 


North Carolina; which were referred to the Com-: 
mittee on Elections. 
CLERKS FOR QUARTERMASTER GENERAL. 

Mr. R. M. JOHNSON, from the Committee 
on Military Affairs, reported a bill to authorize 
the quartermaster general to employ additional. 
clerks and a messenger in hig office; which was 
read twice and committed. 

SENATE BILLS. 

The following bills from the Senate were read | 
| twice and committed; | 
A bill for the relief of Henry B. Tyler, execu- 

i tor of Colonel Richard Smith; 

A, bill to extend two patents to James Barron; ; 

A billsupplementary to “ An actto regulate and 
fix the compensation of the clerks in the public 
offices,” passed April 28, 1818; and 

A bill authorizing the President of the United 


ritory of the United States and the State of Mis- 
souri. 
MEMORIAL OF LEGISLATURE OF MICHIGAN. 


Mr. BEARDSLEY asked the consent of the | 
House to present, and to refer to the Committee 


Mr. BOND moved that it be not received. ! 
Mr. BEARDSLEY hoped that the House would : 
ermit the memorial to take the usual course. | 
e saw no necessity for so much formality abouta 


in order to enable him to present the petition, 


on the motion to suspend the rule; which were’ 
ordered; and were as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Adams, Anthony, Ash, Ashiey, Bailey: 
Bean, Beardsley, Bockee, Borden, Povee, Boyd, Brown, 
Bachanan, Cambrefeng, Casey, Chapman, Chapin, Cleve- 


Dramgoole, Effner. Fairfield, Farlin, French, Fry, Philo C. 
Fuller, William K. Fuller, Galbraith, James Garland, Gillet, 
Glascock, Grantland, Grayson, Joseph Halt, Samuel S. 
Marrisén, Albert G. Harrison, Hawes, Haynes, Herder- 
son, Hols¢y, Hopkins, Hubley, Huntington, Ingham, Wil- 
tanm Jackson, Jabez Jackson, Richard M. Johnson, John 
W. Jones, Judson, Kennon, ktin ensmith, Lansing, La- 
porte, George W. Lay, Gideon tes, Joshua Lee, Leon- 
ard, Logan, Loyall, Lyon, Aniak Mann, Job Mann, Man- 
ning, Martia, Jobn Y. Mason, William Mason, Moses Ma- 
son, May, McComas, McKay, McKeon, McKim, Mont- 


y 
omery, Moore Morgan, Muhienberg, Owens, Page, Parker, 
Barks. ‘Franklin Pierce, Phelps, Pots, Rosne, obertyon” 


l! Huntsman 


States to run and mark the line dividing the ter- || 


matter so trifling. He moved to suspend the rule, |: 


Mr. KINNARD demanded the yeas and nays |, 


| Rogers. Russell, Seymour, William B. Shepard, Shinn, 

| Smith, Steele. Sutherland, Taylor, Thomas Toueey, 
Towns, Turrill, Vanderpoel, Wagener, Ward, Wardwell, 
Washington, and Weeks—110. 

NAYS—Messrs- Chilton Allan, Heman Allen, Beale, Bell, 
Band, Briggs, Bunch, Bynum, John Calhoon, William B. 
Calhoun, Campbell, George Chambers, John Chambers, 
Chaney, Childs, Nathaniel H. Claiborne, John F. H. Chì- 
borne, Clark, Coles, Corwin, Crane, Davis, Deberry, Denny, 
Evang, Everett, Forester, Rice Garland, Graham, Granger, 
Graves, Grennell, Griffin, Hiland Hall, Hamer, Hammond, 

ı Hannegan, Hurd, Hardin, Harlan, Hazeltine, Hoar, Howell, 
Ingersoll, Janes, Jarvis, Joseph Johnson, Cave 
Johnson, Henry Johnson, Benjamin Jones, Kilgore, Kin- 
nard, Lane, Lawler, Lawrence, Thomas Lee, Luke Lea, 
Lincoln, Love, Lucas, Sampson Mason, Maury, McCarty, 
McKennan, McLene, Mercer, Milligan, Morris, Patteraon, ` 
Patton, Dutee J. Pearce, James A. Pearce, Pettigrew. 
Phillips, Pinckney, Read, Rencher, John Reynolds, Ripley, 
Schenck, Augustine H. Shepperd, Shields, Slade, Sloan, 
Spangler, Sprague, Standirer, Storer, Taliaferro, Johu 
Thomson, Waddy Thompson, Turner, Underwood, Vin- 
ton, Webster, White, Whittlesey, Lewis Williams, Sherrod 
Williams, and Wise-~101. : 


So the House refused to suspend the rule, two 
thirds being necessary. 


. ABOLITION OF SLAVERY IN THE DISTRICT. 


The first business for consideration was the 
uestion debated yesterday on the point of or- 
er, on the petition presented by Mr. Apams, 

from certain citizens of Massachusetts, praying 
. for the abolition of slavery and the slave trade 
within the District of Columbia. 
`- Mr. CRAIG expressed a hope that the House 
would consent to proceed in thé call for petitions, 
as this was the last day of the session, except on 
Mandays, when petitions and memorials could be 
presented. ; ks 
Mr. BEARDSLEY’ moved that the subject 
before the House, viz: the question of order and 
the principal subject connected with it, be post- 
poned till Tuesday next, which was agreed to. 
REVOLUTIONARY PENSIONS. 
_On motion by Mr. ADAMS, it was 
Resolved, That the Committee on Revolutionary Pen- 
sions be instructed to inquire into the expediency of restor- 
ing to the list of pensioncra for services in the revolution- 
ary war, the names of ail persons who were entitled to 
and obiained pensions under the act of Congress of 18th 
March, 1818, but whose names were afterwards stricken 
. from the list, and Lave not since been restored for the siu- 
: gle reason, that they were not in abject poverty, 
On motion by Mr. MILLER, it was 
| Resolved, That the Committee on Revolutionary Claims 
be instructed to ingtire into the propriety of granting to Cap- 
tain Jobn Smith, of the borough of Carlisle, in the State of 
Pennsylvania, late a lieutenant in the revolutionary army 
commutation payin lieu of half pay during life ; and that al 
! the papers now on the files of this House relating thereto 
i be referred to the gaid committee. 


Mr. CRAIG, by leave, offered the following 
resolution; which was agreed to: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Revolutionary Claims 
be instructed to inquire into the propricty of allowing Da- 
| vid L. Johnston, sole heir of Captain James Johnston, who 


i; feil in the war of the Revolution, the seven years’ half-pa; 
: promised by the resolution of the old Congress of the 24t 


of August, 1789, and that they report by bill or otherwise. 
On motion by Mr. PATTON, it was 


| Resolved, That the Committee on Revolutionary Claims 
į be instructed to inquire into the expediency of providing 

by law for the payment to Philip Lightfoot, of Port Royal, 
| Virginia, of the commutation of-five years’ full pay (with 
| interest) in lieu of haif-pay for life, due to his father, Philip 


‘| Lightfoot, for services in the war of the Revolution. 


| - R. P. LETCHER AND THOMAS P. MOORE. 
On motion by Mr. J. Y. MASON, it was 


; Resolved, That the Committee on Elections be instructed 
to inquire into the expediency of providing foc the payment 
i to Robert P. Letcher and Thomas P. Monre,; the compen- 
i sation fixed by law, as members of the Twenty-Third Con- 
: gress from the State of Kentucky, for their attendance at 
the first session of that Congress. 


PETITIONS, MEMORIALS, ETC, 


Petitions.and memorials were presented b 
Messrs. ADAMS, LAWRENCE, LINCOLN, 
PHILLIPS, REED, JACKSON, GRENNELL, 
CUSHING, and CALHOUN, of Massachu- 
setts; ‘ i j i 

Mr. PEARCE, of Rhode Island; 

Messrs. INGHAM; TOUCEY, an 
of Connecticut; a 

Mr. EVERETT, of Vermont; 

Messrs. WARDWELL, GILLET, HARD, 
HAZELTINE,MANN, BEARDSLEY, CAM- 
BRELENG, CHAPIN, M’KEON, VANDER- 
POEL, TURRILL, WARD, TAYLOR, HUN- 
TINGTON, and FULLER, of New York. 

- (Mr. BeanpsLer presented a memorial from 


d HALEY, 
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he subject 


Mr, Hasseaan called for the reading of the ' Roads and Canals, to which the subject had been 
memorial, which, having been done, Mr. 


moved its rejection, and called for the 


nays. 

The Cuan decided that the question must lie 
over till the next day of presenting petitions. 

Mr. Crapin presented the memorial of John 
McDonnell, of Michigan, asking compensation 
for property destroyed during the late war. 

Mr. Turri presented the following: 

_ A petition of the heirs of Peter Dygert, asking 
payment for services during the Revolution, for 
wh 
tlrat proved to be of no value. 

Petition of Joel Burt, asking for the passage of 
a law to satisfy a judgment recovered against him 
by Charles B. Bristol, in consequence of his acts 


in enforcing the embargo law as United States | 


collector. ] 

Mr. PARKER, of New Jersey; : 

Messrs. MCKENNAN, HUBLEY, CHAM- . 
BERS, GALBRAITH, MUHLENBERG, AN-. 
THONY, BUCHANAN, DENNY, INGER- 
SOLL, ASH, and SUTHERLAND, of Pennsy!l- 
vania; 

Mr. MILLIGAN, of Delaware; 

«Messrs. McKIM, STEELE, WASHING- 
TON, PEARCE, and TURNER, of Maryland; 


Messrs. LUCAS, MERCER, CRAIG, MA- : 


SON, LOYALL, JOHNSON, PATTON, TAL- 
IAFERRO, MORGAN, and WISE, of Virginia; 

All which petitions were respectively referred 
to the appropriate standing committecs. 

©- DELAY IN THE PUBLIC PRINTING. 

Mr. WISE said, it would be recollected that, 
on the 8th of December last, hc had moved that 
fifteen thousand copies of the President’s mes- 
sage, with the accompanying documents, and five 
thousand without the documents, in. addition to 
the usual number, should be printed for the use 
of the members of the House. He found by the 
joint resolution, prescribing the dutics of the 
public printers, that in case of any inconvenient 
delay in the public printing, or in the delivery of 
the work, the Secretary of the Senate and the | 
Clerk of the House were respectively authorized | 
and required to employ another printer to execute 
any portion of the work, and charge the excess 
above what was allowed by the joint resolution, | 
to ie paar guilty of such neelipenee or delay. || 
Mr. W. wished to inquire of the Clerk, whether ji 
he could inform the House of the cause’ of the || 
gross negligence or delay, on.the part of the 
public printer, in printing these fifteen thousand | 
copies of the ‘message and documents, and five | 
thousand of the message alone. , Heretofore this ` 


I 


work had been done within the first week or ten | 


days; now, deat d a month had transpired, and 
only a very small number had been sent in. 
The CHAIR said: that, during the time oceu- . 
pied in the receipt of petitions,-no discussion on 
other subjects could be entertained. | 
Ì 
| 


Mr. GILLET said he was prepared to give 


the required ‘information, if-the House would 
permit, 0O : 

The CHAIR said he could not permitany dis- į 
cussion, without the House gave leave. | 


Mr. GILLET then asked leave to explain; he |! 
desired'to nidke a brief statement only in reply |! 


to the interrogatory of the gentleman from Vir- | 
nia. | o = a 
-t Qbjéctions were raised in several -parts of the | 
House, and a motion was made by Mr. REY- 
NOLDS, of Hlinois, to adjourn, which was ear- | 
ried; and ` : $ ie 
The House adjourned at four o’clotk, p. m. 
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_Petitians were presented by Messrs, WHITE, 
TYLER,’ LEIGH, ROBINSON, and PORTER. 
~ Mr., BENTON pa a communication 
from Colonel Bankhead, Captain Washington, 


ich Peter Dygert received Continental money, ` 


sundry officers of tie Army, containing two pro- 
jects for the equalization of the pay of the Army 


i and Navy of the United States. 


On motion by Mr. B., it was referred to the 
Committce on Military Affairs, : 
REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 


Mr. B. said he had | and Lieutenant Vinton,a commitiec in behalf of , 


Mr. HENDRICKS, from the Committee on 


H. referred, reported a bill making appropriations for 
yeas-and = the continuation of the Cumberland road, in the. 


States of Ohio, Indiana, and Illinois; which was 
read, and ordered to a second reading. 


On motion by Mr. TIPTON, the Committee 


on Claims were discharged from the further con» 
sideration of the bills for the payment of a debt 


. due to Joseph Bogy, for the payment of a debt 


due to Antoine Peltier, and for the relief of Pierre 
` Menard; and the same were referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 


Mr. SHEPLEY, from the Committee on Claims, 


to which the subject had been referred—the bill - 


‘ for the relief of John McCarty—reported the same 


` without amendment, but with a recommendation ` 


| that it ought not to pass. : 
Mr. S., from the same committee, made. an 


unfavorable report on the petition of Nahum 


. Ward, President of the Ohio Company. — 
' Mr. BUCHANAN, from the Committee on 
‘the Judiciary, to which had been referred the 


memorial of James Smith, made an unfavorable i 


report thereon. 


Mr. ‘DAVIS, from the Committee on Com- | 
merce, -submitted ‘a resolution, which was cen- | 


sidered and adopted. 
NEW POST ROUTES IN MISSOURI. 


Mr. Lryn, relative to the establishment of Sun- |; 
dry new post routes in Missouri, was considered ` 


: and adopted. 

' {A slight error occurred in copying this reso- 
lution. Ft contemplates running a line of stages 
from St. Charles to Palmyra, which was omitted.] 

. RESOLUTION ADOPTED. i 

The resolution submitted yesterday. by. Mr. 


Tirrow, relative to the Land Office, was consid-. 


ered and adopted. 
DISTRICT BANKS. >` - 


The resolution submitted yesterday by Mr.. 


' Benton, for the appointment of a select com- 

mittee on the petitions of the District banks, 

praying for recharter, was, on motion by Mr. 
SourHarp, postponed to Monday next. 

BERNARD PATTON. a 

The report of the Committee on Claims, unfa- 

vorable to the petition of Bernard Patton, was 
concurred in. f ie ae f 

AMERICAN CONSUL AT LONDON. 


' 


| JUDICIAL SYSTEM OF THE UNITED STATES. 
! The bill supplementary to.the act entitled “an 
act to amend the judiciar 


I! States,” came up on its third reading; when, 
s on 


Mr. BLACK called for the yeas and na 
i the passage of the bill, and they were accordingly 
| ordered. ; ia 
| Mr. BENTON observed that he would not have 
said one word relating to this bill, if the yeas and 


‘| nays had not been called; and as they were called, 


| he would not say more than a dozen. e should 
; vote for this bill, because it suited the section of 
country from which he camc, and because it was 
i also desirable to several States that it should pass. 
| He had, however, objections to it, which he should 
; hot then trouble the Senate with a detail of; and 
before he gave his vote he wished it distinctly 
understood that he had objections, and if ever he 
was called on to’state them, either there or else: 
where, he was ready. to do so. One word while 
he was up in reference to a remark.of:the, chairs 
man of the committee the- other day:  Hie:(Mz. 
B.) also objected to seeing the judges a debating 
body, though he should ‘wish’,to. see’ as. many 


on paper, for he did not.beliéve that that number, 

if the bench consisted by law of sp many, would 

ever bė all poet on the bench at one tire, ` 
Mr. CLAYTON said that his objections were 


The bill authorizing the allowance of certain, , 
charges in the accounts of the American Consul | 
at London, was read the third time and passed, _ 


the very opposite of the objections of the Senator 
from Missouri, [Mr. Bextox.) He (Mr. C.) was 
opposed to increasing the number of judges to 
the number of twelve. He hoped the passage 
of this bill would put that question forever at 
rest, and that the number of judges never would 
xceed nine atmost. nite 
Mr. PORTER rose briefly to remark, that it 
was rather strange to hour a gentleman say he 
was about to vote fora bill, but had some objec- 
tions to it. That occurred with regard to almost 
every bill that came before the Senate. Members 
had some small objections to important measures, 
but waived them on account of the greater good 
to be obtained. He should regret that the bill 
went to the other House under the disadvantage 
that there were serious objections to it., With 
respect to the number: of judges on the bench, 
he should much regret to sce more than twelve; 
for, although twelve men might be stronger than 
six, he never could believe that they were wiser. 
The question was then taken, and the bill was 
_ passed-—yeas 38, nay 1, as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Benton, Black, Brown, Buchanan, Cal- 
houn, Clayton, Crittenden, Davis, Ewing, Goldsborough, 
, Grundy, Hendricks, Hubbard; Kent, King of Alabama, 
| Knight, Leigh, Linn, McKean, Mangum; Moore, Marris, 
Niles; Porter, Prentiss, Preston, Robbins, Robinson, Rug- 
gies, Shepley, Southard, Swift, Tomlinson, Tyler, Wali, 
Webster, White, and Wright—38. 

NAY—Mr. Hil—1. 


DETERIORATION OF UNITED STATES COIN. 

The joint resolution directing experiments to 
be made at the Mint to ascertain how’ far a dete- 
rioration of the coin ef the United States can be 
"prevented, was, taken up and considered as in 


i: Committee of the Whole; and, 


The resolution submitted on Monday last by ` 


| 


system of the United |, 


j 
I 
i 


judges as twelve. -He meant as many as twelve |: 


On motion by Mr: WRIGHT, Iaid'on the table. 
! REPRESENTATIVES OF ROBERT JOUETT. 
The bill for the relief of the legal representa, 
tives of Robert Jouett, deceased, was read the 
second time, and considered as in Committee of 
the Whole, and, after having been explaitied and 
advocated by Mr: Lere, ordered to‘beengrossed 
for a third reading. ee: 
SENATE GALLERIES AND CHAMBER. 
Mr. PRESTON moved the consideration of the 


resolution, offered by him some days ago, and 
which in his absence had, on motion by Mi 


} x r. Tre- 
ron, been Jaid on the table. 00000. 
‘The resolution reads thus: > 


i. Resolved, That the regufations in ‘elation 1 'the “Senate 
Chamber and galleries, adopted ‘at the present session, 
rescinded, Except 6d much as‘relatéé td the repottéts. `- 
Mr. PRESTON. said the object of the resdlu- 
iion was to,establish'things cXactly as they were 
before the adoption-of the resolution now in.force 
in the Schiate, except as regarded the reporters, 
who were excepted in, the resolution;he had of- 
fered—seats having been provided for them by the 
existing resolution on the floor of the Senate. It 
was a privilege Which, likè others, ‘might be 
| abused; but inconvenience: might, by proper cir- 
cumspection in future, bė avoided. It was very 
desirable to have persons in the lobby who had 
business, without going out during the session to 
‘speak with them. .The lobby. might dn extraor- 
| dinary occasions be crowded to- some extent, but 


|, he thought it might be restricted omany occasion 


within proper bounds.”.He thought so grave, so 


f dignified, and so.aged a body, might safely be 


! trusted with the privilege of keeping open doors. 
i The suppobed necessity of such a pravision would 
| induce a circumspection that would guard against 


; the inconveniences heretofore experienced. `- 
Mr. PORTER understood the Senator from 


| South Carolina [Mn Presrpw] to regard the rule 


| adopted as an innovation upon the. rubea of the 
Senate. Until within.a very few years back. the 


li regulation was precisely the same as .it.is.now- 


' The resolution adopted for the regulation of the 
: Senate Chamber, and now in force, was the same 
| verbatim et literatuntpunciuatumas the oneadopted 
i by the „Hause pf Representatjxes., Until the 
| adoption of the present rogulation thé Scnate-had 
| experienced great inconyeniéneé, | He would like 
i the honerable Senator from. South Carolina {Mr. 

Feraro] to point out somè means-of prevention 
against the intrusion of a crowd.’ Would the 
: inducements to the collection of a crowd be any 


Jess than heretofore? Would any Senator refuse 
. the admission of any one who would ask him? 
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Persons were much exposed in crowds. On ane 


occasion an honorable gentleman had had his | 


pocket picked in a crowd in the gallery. The 
attraction of an audience was great. There were 
occasions on which gentlemen would withdraw 
their attention from the business before the Sen- 
ate, and turn round to more attractive objects in 
the gallery, He was willing to afford further 
facilities to spectators by making some additional 
exceptions to the rule prohibiting them; but he 
was opposed to any measure calculated to dis- 
turb the public business. 


Mr. PRESTON said, that under the late rulc, 


as far as his experience went—and he believed his 


and the gentleman's (Mr. Porter] was about the ; 
same—he thought the business of the Senate had . 


been as well conducted as at any time. The 


presence of an audience evidently excited them | 


to a more faithful discharge of their duty. It 


was a privilege incident to all deliberative bodies, | 
and one that ought not to be withheld. He flat- : 


tered himself that he was not more susceptible 
of those attractions alluded to by the gentleman 
[Mr. Porter] than the gentleman himsclf; and 
he was very certain they had never hindered him 
[Mr. Presrox] in the discharge of his duties. 
‘He had experienced much inconvenience under 
the present rule. He had at times, in the press 
of important business, been called three or four 
times to the door to persons who wished to see 
him. The rescinding of the rule would not be 
attended with so much inconvenience in the Sen- 
ate as. in the House of. Representatives, where 
the throng was more general, It seemed to him 
that the whole organization of the Senate had 
fallen upon a very limited number of members. 

It did not seem to him that there would be any 
difficulty in vesting the Senate with the power to 
say what number of spectators should be admitted. 


He did not believe it would be indiscriminately | 


exercised. He had himself refused admission to 

rsons applying to him on certain occasions, and 
he believed other Senators would exercise a rea- 
sonable discretion also. 
Porter) had alluded to the circumstance of a 
gentleman having his pockets picked. He trusted 
the pocket that was picked belonged to the hon- 
orable gentleman who had intraduced the person 
who did it.. The privilege of witnessing the pro- 
ceedings of the British Parliament was not denied 
the public. It had been stated that the presence 


of an audience was apt to divert the discussion of | 


subjects before the Senate into other channels. 
He was not averse to the Senate. exercising a 
proper. influence upon popular opinion, and -he 
could see no reason why the Senate should not 


have the same liberty in that respect that other | 


bodieshad. They had all firmness enough to se- 
cure the Senate from the inconveniences growing 
out of the extension of the privilege... He would 
.be glad to see the resolution pass, or modified so 
as to suit the gentleman. í 

Mr. PORTER wished 
he was opposed to the proceedings of the Senate 
being made public. There are professional per 
sons here (said he) whose business it is to take an 


account of the proceedings of the Senate—and |: 


„others, who are connected with newsp 


) aper estab- 
lishments, have access to us. He woul 


his pockets picked. ‘The gentleman who had had 


his pockets picked, no doubt, was deceived in the | 


character of the person’ whom he had introduced. 
He thought the gentleman |Mr. Presron] was 


not so old as to be impervious to the attractions of |; 


the ladies. No doubt the animating motive was 
the country’s good; but he would ask the gentle- 
man if the splendid figures of speech the Senate 
had witnessed on certain occasions, were not 
stimulated,in some degree, by the smiles of the 
ladies? Some part of the gallery had been appro- 
"prtated' to the members of the other branch,‘and 
me adoption of this rule would tend to exclude 
them. om eae 
Mr. CALHOUN was disposed to pat this mues- 
- tion. upon different grouiide trots ine ihe of 
the gentlemen who had spoken upon it had. Our 
Government was a popular Government, and he 
was disposed to accommodate as much as possi- 
-ble the people that belanged to it. Those galleries 
were made for the accommodation of the public, 


‘end the public had a right to the use of them. | 


The gentleman (Mr. : 


to exclude the, idea that |. 


be sorry | 
any Senator should be so unfortunate as to have | 


been less interruption to the proceedings. As for 
accidents, suth as had been alluded to by the Sen- 
ator from Louisiana, they were unavoidable, and 
might occur anywhere; be he had heard that a 

entleman had been robbed at a private party in 

Vashington, But he put it to gentlemen, if the 
business of the Senate had not always been con- 
ducted in the most orderly manner, and whether 
they would continue these restrictions on account 
of the.slight inconveniences that had attended the 
onerations of the old rule? On what occasions 
(he asked) had such great crowds been collected 
there? Why, on occasions of great excitement, 
when subjects of dceep,and absorbing. interest 
were debated; and he was very willing on such 
occasions to submit to slight inconveniences, 
yather than exclude any who could by possibility 
be admitted. He had witnessed, for many years 
past, the occasional throngs which debates of 
great interest and importance had collected here, 
and, although almost suffocated by the crowds, 
yet there had been no interruption to their pro- 
ceedings. If any were excluded, he did not hes- 
itate to say that it should be the ladies, rather 
than those who came from different parts of thé 
Union to hear and report what passed in that 


li The smaller gallery had been thrown open, but 
the more commodious one had becn closed against 
aged persons and others, unless they had females 
under their charge; and shall we (said Mr. C.) 
keep that gallery (turning to the circular gallery ) 
continually shut against the people of this Union? 
He had higher objects in view than some of the 
gentlemen who divested the passage of the res- 
olution, He looked to the great struggle they 
were going to have in that body (the Senate) 
with one branch of the Government; and it was 
plainly to be szen, by the course pursucd in rela- 
tion to this resolution, who were the advocates 
of power, and by whom secrecy was desired. Ina 
struggle between power and the people—between 
power and liberty, an audience was materially 
necessary. In the great struggle for liberty, the 
galleries were thrown open. The reports were 
‘| thrown coldly on the world, and could not be re- 
lied on. He would suggest that a certain number 
of tickets should be given out, in order to pre- 
vent the gallery from being crowded to excess. 
He would hold that the generous-minded ladies 
themselves would fully accord with his views. 
Mr. C. concluded his remarks by demanding the 
yeas and nays. 


| "Mr. CLAYTON moved to amend the reso- body. He was not disposed to give to the ladies 
| lution by striking out all after the word ‘*Re- more than their sex deserved; it was not desirable 
solved,” and inserting— that they should be there at all. It was man— 


thinking man—for whom they acted, who should 
superintend their proceedings. He again repeated 
the belicf, that the inconveniences under the old 
rule had been greatly exaggerated; he had never 
seen the business in any manner interrapted. He 
laid down this gencral proposition, that it was the 
bounden duty of that body to give to the public 
to the utmost extent the proper accommodation. 
He objected to the limitation proposed by the 
Senator from Delaware. They had already closed 
‘more than half of their house to spectators; the 
‘small gallery was daily crowded almost to suffo- 
cation, while the circular gallery'seldom contained 
more than a dozen ladics. He believed that no 
serious inconvenience had resulted from the old 
rule, and he hoped that his resolution would be 
permitted to pass without limitation. 

Mr. CALHOUN said he should vote for the 
resolution of his coHeague, with the amendment 
‘of the Senator from Delaware, because he wished 
‘to take the question as to opening the galleries. 
If, hereafter, it‘should be found that the lobby 
could contain more than the amendment proposed 
to admit, without inconvenience, it might be fur- 
ther, opened; but he was‘of opinion that the gal- 
It was the nature of 


That the circular gallery of the Senate Chamber be open 
for the admi:sion of spectators, ahd that each Senatar be 
allowed to adinit any number, nót exceeding three, into the 
lobby of the Senate, in front of the Chair. 

Mr. MANGUM thought it to be very desir- 
able that the Senate should throw open its galle- 

_ ries entirely, and that the restrictions should apply 

| to the number of persons to be admitted on the 
floor of the Senate. He had witnessed, under the 
change of the rule, jn his own person, decided in- 
convenience; yet he should be willing to. agree to 
any modifications of the resolution the gentleman 
might. choose to propose, provided the galleries 
were thrown open to spectators. Under the old 
rule, spectators were not permitted to come within 
the bar of the Senate, nor to go behind the pillars; 
therefore no very great inconvenience was occa- 
sioned by their admission. He, himself, though 

! occupying a seat in the outer range, had expe- 

i rienced no inconvenience from the spectators, He 

` would agree to the resolution, if the restrictions 

` were confined to the floor.of the Senate, but he | 

‘would never agree. that the galleries should be | 

i closed. There would be one inconvenience, how- | 

ever, in the restrictions as to the floor of the Sen- | 


ate. We have (said he) strangers here from all |; lerics ought to be opened. 

parts of the Union, and we have inour intercourse Í power to shut its doors and hide its proceedings 
1 
| 
| 


with them to go out ef the Chamber, thus incur- |; from the publiceye; but those who resisted power 
ring the risk of being absent when a vote is taken; || had an interest in giving to their efforts the utmost 
|| while, under the old rule, we could still have the i publicity. He vashed the whole people of the 
| necessary intercourse with our: friends and con- , United States to have an opportunity of witness- 
| stituents, without losing any part of the business ` ing what passed in that Chamber. As he desired 
going on. He felt that there was much force in | ‘to have the question essentially on the opening of 
the remarks of the gentleman from South Caro- ` the galleries, he should vote for the amendment. 
|: lina, thatthe public eye should not.be shutin the | Mr. BENTON had but ‘one word to say, and 
proceedings of that body. He wished for him- that was drawn from him by what he had heard 
self, and for those with whom he acted, to have | of the hardship of those who were almost suffo- 
a fair chance on that floor; for he believed that, if ; cated in th crowds attending the little gallery, 
a fair chance was to be had, it would only be had | while so few occupied the large one. Whoever 
on that side of the Capitol. Again, he was not | encountered that hardship, he would undertake 
willing to incur the risk of the imputation that to say, had brought it on himself, because he 
might be cast on them, in consequence of restrict- could’ easily be relieved of it, by taking a lady 
ing the admissions into the Chamber; that the under his arm, and going into the. other gallery; 
' Senate did not wish to give the atmost publicity ` and if he had such an antipathy to the ladies as 
to its proceédings. As to the galleries, they ` to prefer the crowds of the little gallery to their 
should be thrown freely open to all. It was , soejety, he (Mr. B.) had no sympathy for him. 
what the public had a right to expect, and:fe | The circular gallery was freely open to all under 
` hoped the Senator from Delaware would modify ; the rule,asitthen stood. Every gentleman could 
i his resolution, so as td’ meet their jaSt expetta- | go there if he pleascd; and if he did not know 
tions. aoe i f -© 2 i how, he (Mr. B.) would tell him. He had simply 
Mr. CLAYTON was perfectly willing to take , to geta young lady, or af old onc, or any lady 
| the suggestions of the gentleman from North Car- |, he pleased, to go with him, and he would find the 
olina, His-only object was to admit ‘as many as f doors open... >. ES. Poke a: 
‘possible in the circulargallery, without excluding | „Mr, TALLMADGE said he should vote against 


| 
` the ladies. He thought the restrictions as to the || the amendment of the gentleman from Delaware, 
floor of the Senate should still be continued. . | {Mr. Cuaxron,] and if the amendment of that 
i: Mr. PRESTON regretted that his friend-from |’ gehtlenian did not succced, he would then offer 
i. an amendment to admit a certain number in the 


i Delaware should persist in giving the saine effect B 
_ to hisamendment. He was inclincd to think that | circulag gallery. He was willing to give to each 
| Senator the privilege of admitting a certain num- 


the inconveniences under the old rule had been |, 1 À 
much exaggerated, No deliberative. body, had |; ber of persons in that gallery, He had no objec- 
ever conducted its business in.a ‘more orderly |, tion to affording every facility to spectators; ut 


manner than the Senate, and in none had there l owing to the inconveniċnce mentioned by some 


42 


of the gentlemen, growing out of an unlimited 
privilege, he would prefer extending the conve- 
Nienee to the cireular gallery. 

Mr. SHLEPLEY suggested to the gentleman 
from New York (Mr. Taciaapee] to suomi his 
views in the form of an amendment to the amend- 
ment The resolution thus amended would ac- 
complish the object the gentleman from South 
Carolina [Mr. CaLnors] had in view. 

Mr. TALLMADGE then submitted the follow- 
ing amendment to the amendment: 

That each Senator have the privilege of admitting into 
the circular gulery number of gentlemen. 

Mr. WEBSTER said the public had a right 
themselves to the use of the galleries, until they 
were filled. He was apnea to granting tickets, 
and was for opening the gulleries to all, without 
distinction of persons. Tt was preferable that 
fathers and brothers should meet and sit together 
in the same gallery, to having them forced into 
separate galleries, merely because some of them 
hapneaed not to have ladies in their charge. 

Air, CALHOUN said that the amendment to 
the amendment of the Senator from New York 
did not answer his purpose at alt. He did not 
wish to be troubled with applications for admis- 
sion there, nor did he wish to put the people to 
the trouble of asking for admission. They had 
e rignt to be there—to come there, and stay there, 
whenever the Senate was in session. It was im- 
possible to look at that debate, without seeing 
the nature of it, and from what quarter the oppo- 
sition to the resolution came. Those who had 
got power were not willing that the truth should 
ve heard boldly and openly. We (said he) who 
are on tue opposite aie. and who oppose power, 
ought to desire to give the utmost publicity to 
cur proceedings. No, sir, (said he,) no modifi- 
cation of the amendment will answer my pur- 
pose—nothing which will exclude a single indi- 
vidual will ever meet my consent. 

Mr. BUCHANAN said he had not expected 
this debate could possibly assume the character 
which it had now taken. The change of the rules 
of the Senate, in regard to the use of the lobby 
and galleries, had been made by common consent. 
Tt was not the work of any political party in this 
body. The change was made, as he had supposed, 
for the accommodation of all parties in the Senate, 
as well as for that of the people. 

Under these circumstances, he could not but 
feel surprised when the Senator from South 
Carolina [Mr n] very broadly insinuated 
that there was a struggle in this body between 
two parties—the one the advocates of liberty, the 
other of powcr, and that the advocates of power 
desired secrecy. 


it. 
The Senator, (continued Mr. B.,) then, has af- 
firmed it. Sir, if the gentleman intends to assert 
that the friends of the Administration, on this 
floor, desire to envelop the proceedings of this 
body in mystery and darkness, the assertion is 
wholly unfounded, In saying so, I mean no per- 
sonal offense. We are not the edvocates of 
power against liberty, and our conduct has never 
‘shown that we were. It is easy for the Senator 
to make general charges of this kind, but he will 
find it very difficult to place his hand upon any 
single fact to support them. 

Mr. B. said he was neither ashamed nor afraid 
.to speak and to vote and to act, openly and fear- 
lessly and directly, upon every question which 
may come before the Senate. He did not shun, 
but courted publicity. Neither his political friends 
nor himself had anything to conceal, He had 
„never been consulted in respect to the existing 
rule. He should now vote for the amendment 
roposed by the Senator from Delaware, {Mr. 
LayTon.] He was willing that the upper gal- 
Jery shayld be thrown open to all visitors who 
wight think proper toattend. Although our con- 
‘venience might be sacrificed by again crowding 


. the lobby behind the seats of the members, he — 


_ Mr. CALHOUN here said that he had affirmed ' 


arbitrary acts of the present Administration; but 
on a proper occasion he would be ready to go 
into the subject. He did hope that this session 
would show that the gentleman from Pennsy!- 
vania, and those with whom he acted, were not 
the advocates of power. He did hope that when 
that great measure, the expunging resolutions, 
came up, it would be seen that those gentlemen 
would be found on the side of liberty in its con- 
test with power, i 

Mr. RUCHANAN said the Senator from South 
Carolina had acted very wiscly in referring the 
great questions now before this body and the 
country to time and to posterity. If he had sub- 
mitted them to the people of the present genera- 
tion, they are Ay Aerided against him. 

In relation to his future course (Mr. B. said) he 
would wait for the proper occasions to present 
themse!ves, and should express his opinions on 
subjects as they came before the Senate. _‘* Suf- 
ficient for the day is the evil thereof.” He had 
no hesitation, however, in now declaring his opin- 
ion upon the expunging resolution, asthe Senator 
had introduced it into this debate. On that ques- 
tion he should be found in direct opposition to 
the gentleman. ; 

The question was here taken on Mr. Tarı- 
MADGE’s motion, and it was lost—yeas 6, nays 34; 
as follows: 

YEAS — Messrs. Prentiss, Shepley, Swift, Tallmadge, 
Tipton, and Wright—6. 

NAYS —Messrs. Benton, Black, Brown, Buchanan, Cal- 
houn, Clayton. Crittenden, Davis, Ewing, Goldsborough 
Grundy, Hiil, Hubbard, Kent, King of Alabama, King of 
Georgia, Knight, Leigh, Linn, McKean, Mangum, Moore, 
Morris, Niles, Porter, Preston, Robbins, Robinson, Tomlin- 
son, Tyler, Wall, Webster, and White—34. 

The question then being on Mr. Crarron’s 
amendment, 

Mr. NILES moved to divide it, so as to take the 
question, first, on the first clause as to opening the 
galleries. 

Mr. BENTON suggested that this division was 
not sufficiently explicit. To say ‘ open the gal- 

eries,”’ implicd that they were closed, whereas 


one was already entirely open, and the other open . 


to gentlemen accompanied by ladies. The divis- 


ion ought to be more explicit; otherwise, those | 
who voted against the first clause might seem to - 


vote against admitting spectators. 

Mr. NILES then moved to amend the resolu- 
tion by insertin 
apply the amendment to the opening of the circt- 


' affirmative—yeas 35, nays 7; as follows: 


dy, Hill, Hubbard, Kent, King of Alabama, King of Geor- 
gia, Knieht, Leigh, Linn, McKean, Mangum, Moore, 
Morris, Niles, Prentiss, Preston, Robbins, Robinson, Shep- 
ley, Southard, Swift, Tomlinson, Tyler, Wall, Webster, 
and White—35. 


NAYS — Messrs. Benton, Hendricks, Porter, Ruggles, ` 


Tallmadge, Tipton, and Wright—7. 

The question was next taken on the second 
clause of the amendment, allowing each Senator 
to admit — number of spectators into the lobby, 
: and decided in the negative—yeas 18, nays 24; as 
: follows : 


| YEAS — Messrs. Black, Brown, Buchanan, Calhoun, < 
_ Clayton, Crittenden, Davis, Ewing, Goldsborough, Leigh, | 
; Mangum, Preston, Robbins, Robinson, Tomlinson, Tyler, : 


| Wall, and Webster—18. 


| NAYS—Mesers. Benton, Grundy, Hendricks, Hill, Hub- | 


‘| bard, Kent, King of Alabama, King of Georgia, Knight, 


linn, McKean, Moore, Morris, Niles, Porter, Prentiss, | 


Southard, Swit, ‘Tallmadge, Tipton’ | Claims, reported a bill for the relief of Jacob 8. 


:j Ruggles, Shepley 
i White, and Wright—24. 


the wor ‘* circular,” so as to | 
1 o the. 1 Matter of experiment, but it had failed. 
, lar gallery; which modification being accepted by || 
; Mr. Crayton, the division of the question was |: 
i; ordered, and it was accordingly taken on the first ` 
i clause of the amendment, and decided in the 
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gallery to be open, and that all that had been 
snid in relation to it had been misapplied. Te 
did not wish to give a vote which was to be un- 
derstood there or elsewhere as intending to shut 
up cither of the galleries, nor did he wish to give 
any vote admitting what everybody knew to be 
untrue, that the galleries were closed. Ele wished 
in the most emphatic manner to declare, that the 
circular gallery, instead of being closed, was open 
to every gentleman who could get a lady to 
accompany him; and, by Indy, he meant each 
respectable female in the United States. It might 
be that some few strangers here would not be 
sufficiently acquainted in Washington to get 
ladies to accompany them; those few, he thought, 
could always be accommodated in the small gal- 
lery; but the great mass could easily find female 
acquaintances; and if they did not take the trou- 
ble to wait on a lady, they might encounter the 
inconvenience (if any) of the smaller gallery, 
The point, however, he wished to bring out was, 
that his friend from Louisiana, [Mr. Porren,] 
who had introduced the resolution now in force, 
who had been put forward by the general under- 
standing of the inconveniences of the old rule, 
and who had since been abandoned by so many, 
never contemplated by his resolution to shut the 
galleries against the public. He wished to give 
that gentleman his support, and assist him in 
bearing the brunt in defense of a resolution which 
was introduced and adopted by general consent 
of the Senate. 

There was one gallery (pointing to the small 
onc) open to everybody, and there was the other 
(pointing to the circular gallery) equally open to 
alt save those whose limited acquaintance with 
females prevented them from being accompanied 
by a lady. Certain he was that there were more 
who could get ladies wilting to a US) them 
by hundreds upon hundreds than the gallery 
would hold. Were they, then, under these cir 
cumstances, to vote so as to admit the fact that 
the galleries were closed? Were they onan ocen- 
sion like that to call for testimony? If they did, 
the doorkeepcr would tell them that once already, 
this session, hundreds had to go away from tha 
very gallery because it was alrcady crowded al- 
most to suffocation. He had made these few 
observations because he wished to avoid, if pos 
sible, the imputation that this a had been 
shut up by the resolution of his fri nd from Low. | 
isiana, (Mr. Porrer,} and he should go with that 
gentleman in support of the rule as it stood. ` 

Mr. CLA did not consider the adoption 
of the resolution or the amendment he had offered 
as any attempt at censuring the committee by 


; whom the resolution now in force was proposed 


for adoption. He had adopted the rule as f 
He 
had observed the gallery into which eentlemer 
were admitted crowded, while the circular gallery 


had been occasionally vacant. True, the circular 


/ gallery was not directly, but it was virtually shut 
/ against any gentleman who had come even five 
YEAS — Mes:rs. Black, Brown, Buchanan, Calhoun, ' 


Clayton, Crittenden, Davis, Ewifig, Goldsborough, Grua- |! charge 


hundred miles, who had not a lady under his 


The question was then taken on the resolution 
as amended, and it was adopted—yeas 31, nays 
11; as follows: . 

YEAS — Messrs. Black, Brown, Buchanan, Calhoun, 
Clayton, Crittenden, Davis, Ewing,Coldsborough, Hubbard 
Kent, King of Alabama, King of Georgia, Knight, Leigh, 
McKean, Mangum, Moora, Morris. Niles, Prentisa, Pres- 


, tom, Robbins, Robinson, Shepley, Swift, Tomlinson, Tyle 
$ Walt, Webster, and Wh nyo eae Seah 


ite—31, 
NAYS—Messrs. Benton, Grundy, Hendricks, Hill, Linn, 


jL, 


| Porter, Ruggics, Southard, Tallmadge, Tipton, and Wright 
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Weonesnay, January 6, 1836. 
Mr. WHITTLESEY, from the Committee.on 


Walker; which was read twice and committed. 


The question being on the resolution as amend- | 


Mr. SUTHERLAND, from the’ Cominittze on 
ed, Mr. Benton asked the Secretary to read the | 


could endure this inconvenience as well as any Commerce, reported a bill making an anpropria- 


other Senator. On this subject he would go as ' resolution of the present session, by which the | 
‘old rule was changed, and it was accordingly | 


„faras he who should go furthest. Let all the 
American people who can be accommodated be 
reecived into this Chamber. 


Mr. CALHOUN remarked that he was much | 


“Bratified at what had been said by the Senator 


`! read. 3 


i Mr. BENTON remarked that he only wished 
i: to make sure of the words of the resofution, as 
` it applied to the circular gallery, and he now held 


tion for the erection of a marine hospital in the 
city 7 Baltimore; which was read twice and com- 
mitted. 


Mr. PEARCE, of Rhode Island, from the Com- 
mittee on Commerce, reported a bill making án 
a 


} 


appropriation for a marine hospita! at Portland, 
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in the State of Maine; which was read twice and 


committed. ; 
Mr. GRAYSON, from the Committee on Naval 


Affairs, reported a bill for the relief of G.Carusi; ` 


which was read twice and committed. 
EXCUSED FROM A COMMITTEE. 

Mr. REED, of Massachusetts, remarked that 
he had been appointed a member of the select 
committee on the memorials of the banks in the 
District of Columbia, but that his. whole time 
was required upon another committee. He, there- 
fore, moved to be excused from serving on the 
select committee; which was agreed to. 

UNFAVORABLE REPORTS. 

Unfavorable reports upon various petitions were 


made by Messrs. JARVIS, WH TTLESEY, 


CHAMBERS of Pennsylvania, BEARDSLEY, ` 
and P. C. FULLER, from their respective stand- : 


ing committees. 
CAPTAIN NATHAN HALE. 


Mr. WARD, from the Committee on Military | 


Affairs, to whom was referred the petition of 
sundry citizens of Connecticut, praying the erec- 
tion of a monument to the memory of Captain 
Nathan Hale, of the revolutionary army, asked 


to be discharged from the further consideration - 


of the same. Mr. W. stated that the Committee 
on Military Affairs were of opinion that the pe- 
tition did not come within thcir peculiar jurisdic- 
tion. 

Mr. JUDSON moved that the petition of the 
‚citizens of the town of Coventry be committed to 
a select committee; and, in support of that mo- 


tion, proceeded to remark, that this petition came || 


from nearly five hundred of his fellow-citizens, 
who were honest in purpose and respectable in 
character. It had been heretofore referred tothe 
Committee on Military Affairs, and that commit- 
tee had come to the result, that the subject of the 
memorial did not necessarily fall within their 


jurisdiction. The motion was now made to refer | 


the memorial to a select committee, upon the idèa 
that there was no standing committee organized 
by the House, to whom the same could be ap- 
propriately referred. It was, indeed, matter of 
surprise, that, to a request so reasonable, there 
should be one objection heard; when the question 
should be understood, he was sure all such objec- 
tions would be withdrawn. 

Captain Nathan Hale, of the State of Connecti- 
‘eut,a brave young man, stimulated by his ardent 
patriotism, entered the Army, and was intrusted 
with a captain’s commission, and, during that 
glorious struggle, General Washington requested 
the services of some officer to ascertain the con- 
dition of the invading army, when the movements 
of that army were essential to the existence of 
the American army. No officer could be found 
to perform this delicate and hazardous service, 
until Captain Hale became a volunteer, and in that 
service he died a martyr in the cause. No notice 
had ever been taken of that event by the Govern- 
ment. It was due to the honor of the nation 
that it should now be done, and this was the eb- 
ject of the reference moved. This was not with- 
out precedent. Congress had ordered a monu- 
ment to be erected over the remains of the la- 
mented General Brown, at the expense of the 


United States. Every American approved the | 


course, and it might now be asked, was not this 
`a case of equal moment? 

Should the reference be made, it would be com- 
petent for the committee to report on the specific 
prayer; or they might report that suitable meas 
ures be taken to remove to the sepulture of his 

. fathers the remains of Captain Hale; or to extend 
to his heirs-at-law the benefits of the resolution 
. of 1780. 

The House should not be now detained further 
on the mere question of reference; but when the 
committee should have reported, it should then 
be, his business to show this House, that these 
petitions must not be sent away unheard. 

After a few remarks by Messrs, PEARCE 
WARD of Rhode Island, ADAMS, and TOU. 
CEY, the memorial was referred to a select com- 
mittee of five, and, on motion by Mr. BRIGGS, 
ordered to be printed. 

NATIONAL ROAD IN OHIO. 


‘The following resolution, heretofore offered by 


|] Mr. Mason, of Ohio, was considered and agreed 
to: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of War be iastructed to 
communicate to the House of Representatives, the report 
| of the survey and examination made pursuant to an act of 

: Congress, approved March 3, 1835, by Captain Caufield, 
under the direction of the War Department, of the line of 
the national road between Springfield, in the State of Ohio, 
and Richmond, in the State of Indiana ; and that he further 
report whether the President of the United States has ap- 
proved or disapproved of the same. 


CONDITION OF THE STATE BANKS. 

The motion submitted yesterday by Mr. C. 
Jonnson, for printing ten thousand extra copics 
of the report of the Seerctary of the Treasury on 
the condition of the State banks, was taken up 
and agreed to. 


SLAVERY IN THE DISTRICT. 


The CHAIR proceeded, under the rule, to call 
for resolutions by States, commencing with the 
State of Maine. 


ti 
AL 
1: 
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: ing resolution; li 

_ Resolved, That, in the opinion of this House, the subject 
of the abolition of slavery in the District of Columbia 
ought not to be entertained by Congress. And be it further 
resolved, Thatin case any petition praying the abolition of 
slavery in the District of Columbia be hereafter presented, 
it is the deliberate opinion of the House that the same 
ought to be laid upon the tabic, without being referred or 
printed. d 


which the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. Owens] 
had endeavored to bring before the House with- 
out success, and he now offered it at his request; 
but he was not doing so out of mere courtesy to 
that gentleman, but from a desire that this sub- 


| ‘be satisfactor 


to the southern people. 
Mr. ADA 


| through for resolutions. . : . 
Mr. JARVIS resumed. He said, if he thought 
there was any probability of keeping off a discus- 
_ sion of the subject, he would not object to having 
-it postponed; but as it was, he thought we mih 
i as well take it up now as at any other time, e 
| did not mean to enter into a discussion of the 
| Subject, but merely to state, in afew words, that, 
from all he had seen for the last month, he enter- 
tained no doubt that not only a large majority of 
the House, but also a large majority of the Rep- 
| resentatives of the non-slavcholding States, were 
i decidedly averse to any action on the subject of 
the abolition of slavery in the District of k 
bia by Congress. His constituents deprecated 
i the agitation of the question. They consider that 
iit belongs exclusively to the southern States, and 
ij that any interference by us would be unwise and 
; unwarrantable. He thought, he was fully justi- 
i! fied in making this assertion by what took place 
‘in Maine during the last summer. In the meet- 


| ings which were then held, party spirit was lost | 


| sight of; and men who had never acted together 
|| before were, found uniting like a band of brothers 
| to averta catastrophe which impended over us. 
i Then, without distinction of party, the most 
; prominent in station, in private worth, in wealth 


jand intelligence, attended. these meetings; and 
| resolutions were adopted at them which spoke 
| but one language, and that was a reprobation of 
i; the Abolitionists. By permission of the House, 
t he would read a resolution, which was unani- 
|| mously adopted at the meeting which was held 
| at Augusta, the scat of government of the State 
of Maine: 


{ 
J 
1 


ing States on the subject of slavery is incompatible with 
the preservation of the Union; we view with regret and 


i the peace of the country by the fruitless agitation of that 
i patriot to ‘frown upon the first dawning of every attempt 
i! to alienate any portion of our amy from the rest, or to 


‘| enfeeble the sacred-ties which now ‘together its various 
li parts.’ 33 is 
|| Mr. J. said, that comment on this resolution 
i was useless. 
| further into this discussion; nor would he have 
' said thus much, had it not been for misrepresent- 

ations (no doubt unintentional) which had been 

made upon this floor, with regard to the feelings 

of the people of the eastern States, which, at the 
|| time, there was no opportunity to repel. 


Mr. JARVIS, of Maine, submitted the follow- 


“ Mr. JARVIS said the resolution which he had 
“just submitted was preciscly similar to the one | 


ject might be settled in sùch a manner as might | 


S requested that this resolution | 
might be postponed until the States were called : 


olum- |: 


“ Resolved, That any interference by the non-slay.chold- ` i 


‘alarm all attempts to excite such interferenee, or to disturb ` 


exciting subject ; and. we hold it to be the duty of every :; 


It was not hia intention to enter | 


| When Mr. Jarvis concluded his remarke, 
‘' Mr. ADAMS moved to lay the resolution on 
. the table. 

Mr. GLASCOCK asked 
which were ordered. f 

Mr. MILLER asked for the reading of the 
resolution, which being done, the, question was 
taken on laying the. resolution. on the table, by 
yeas and nays, as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Adams, Chilton Allan, Ieman Allen, 
Anthony, Ashley, Bailey, Beaumont, Bond, Borden, Briggs, 
Carr, George Chambers, John Chambers, Childs, Clark, 
Corwin, Crane, Cushing, Davis, Denny, ans, Philo C. 
Fuller, Grennell, Haley, Hiland Hall, Hammond, Bard, 
Hardin, Henderson, Hoar, Howell, Ingersoll, William 
Jackson, Janes, Joseph Johnson, Kennon, Kinnard, Kling- 
ensmith, Laporte, Lawrence, Lincoln, Logan, Love, Jol 
Mann, Sampson Mason, McComae, McKennan, Milligan, 
Morris, Parker, Dutee J. Pearce, Peyton, Phillips, Potts, 


for the yeasand nays; 


Reed, Russell, Shields, Sprague, Storer, Sutherlund 
eens Vinton, White, Whittlesey, Williams,gand 
Vise—66. 


NAYS—Messrs. Ash, Barton, Beale, Bean, Beardsley, 
Bell, Bockee, Boon, Brown, Buchanan, Bunch, Bynum, 
William B. Calhoun, oo Caupbell, Carter,Casey, 
Chaney, Chapman, Nathaniel q. Claiborne, John F. H. 
Claiborne, Cleveland, Coffce, Coles, Connor, Craig, Cra- 
mer, Cushman, Deberry, Doubleday, Dromgoote, Effner, 
Everett, Fairfield, Farlin, Fry, William K. Fuller, Gal- 
brath, James Garland, Rice Garland, Gillet, Glascock, 
Graham, Granger, Grantland, Grayson, Griffin, Joseph Hall, 
Hamer, Hannegan, Samue! 8. Harrison, Albert G. Hani- 
son, Haynes, Hazeltine, Fleister, Holsey, Hopkins, How- 
, ard, Hebley, Huntington, Huntsman, Ingham, Joscph 

Jackson, Jarvis, Richard M. Johnson, Cave Johuson, Henry 
. Johnson, John W. Jones, Benjamin Jones, Judson, Kilgore, 

Lane, Lansing, Lawler, Gideon Lee, Joshua Lee, Luke 
‘Lea, Loyal, Lucas, Lyon, Abijah Mann, Manning, Martin, 

Willam Mason, Moses Mason, Maury, May, McKay, 
|| McKeon, McLene, Miller, Montgomery, Moore, Morgan, 
| Muhlenberg, Owens, Page, Parks, Patterson, Patton, James 
` A. Pearce, Phelps, Pickens, Pinckney, Rencher, John Rey- 
‘nolds, Joseph Reynolds, Riptey, Roane, Rolicrtson, Rogers, 

Seymour, William B. Shepard, Augustine H. Shepperd, 

Shinn, Slade, Sinith, Spangler, Standefer, Steele, Talia- 
i; ferro, Taylor; Thomas, John Thomson, Toucy, Towns, 
i Tumer, Turrill, Vanderpoel, Ward, Wardwell, Washing- 

ton, and Weeks—123. ge ee 
| Mr. CAMBRELENG called for the orders of 
‘| the day; but withdrew his motion at the request 
‘of Mr. Wise, who pledged himself to renew it. 
' Mr. WISE then moved the following amend- 

ment: , 

Amend by striking out after “ Resolved,” and 

insert ' 

That there is no power of legislation. granted by the Con » 
| stitution, to the Congress of the United States, to abolish 
|; Slavery in the District of Columbia, and that any attempt by 
i! Congress to legislate upon the subject of slavery, will be 
| Rot only unauthorized, but dangerous to the union of the 
i! States. ‘ 


|, Mr. WISE said, before he renewed the motion 
“of the gentleman from New York, he would take 
that opportunity to say that he hoped his amend- 
ment to the resolution of the gentleman from 
Maine, would bring the direct question before the 
il House. The war was now commenced between 
evasive and direct propositions upon this subject, 
for he regarded the propositions of the gentleman 
from Maine as entirely evasive. He regarded 
them as unsatisfactory to the South, and nothing 
: could satisfy them but a bold, direct, and manly 
vote upon this question. Letit be settled. That 
was all they asked. -He wished now to see who 
would vote for the one proposition, and who for 
the other. He wished to see now who would 
|, Move the previous question to cut off this amend- 
‘ment. He wished the whole South to mark it, 
`. if the previous question to this amendment should 
: be put upon them. Let them toe it, and let the 
| South be undeceived, or let the South be guaran- 
| tied in her rights. Mr. W. moved to print the 
| original resolution and the amendment; and then 
1 renewed the motion for.the orders of the day. , 
Mr, GLASCOCK rose to request the gentle- 
man from hed ley to withdraw his motion, as 
he simply wished to offer an amendment to. the 
: resolution also. i : 
‘| Mr, WISE said it lay with the gentleman from 
|| New York. 
| Mr. CAMBRELENG assented. 
Mr. GLASCOCK moved the following as an 
additional resolution:, : 


| Resolved, That any attempt to agitate the question pf 
|| Slavery in this House, is calcplated to disturb the compro- 
mises of the Constitution, to endanger the Union, and if 
persisted in, to destroy by a servile war, the peace and pros- 
perity of the country. 


The CHAIR said the gentleman must move it 
as an amendment to the amendment. i 
Mr. GLASCOCK then made that motion. 
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Mr. WISE accepted it as a modification of his 
endment. : : 

Mtr GLASCOCK wished, he said, his amend- 
ment to be offered as a substitute tor that of the 

entleman from Virginia, so that the whole ques- 
tion, in some form or other, would be presented 
to the considcration of the House. 

The CHAIR said that could only be done by 
moving to strike out from the amendmentall after 
a certain word. kh would be competent for the 
gentleman from Georgia to move to strike out all 
after the word "that, ` and insert his amendment. 

Mr. GLASCOCK said he would make that 
motion. His object was, as expressed by the 
gentleman from Virginia, to come to some under- 
standing, and by some direct and decisive vote, 
asceriain how far their northern brethren were 
disposed to go with those of the South on this 
ution; and he was gratified to find, that for 
ie first time, it began to assume some tangible 


shape. 

Nr. G. said he wished it distinctly understood, 
that so far as the resolutions of the gentleman 
from Maine went, they met his approbation; but 
that they did not go far enough, was perfectly 
clear to himself and evident upon the very face 
of them. Whatever might be the constitutional 
difference of opinion as to the right of Congress 
to interfere with slavery in the District of Colum- 
bia, it was expected by the South, if such a right 
be recognized, (which he would not for a moment 
believe,) that something definite should be done, 
and that we should be placed in possession of 
their views on this important subject; and he be- 
lieved they would be such as to quiet all fears, 
and soothe the feelings of a now agitated people. 
If, however, he was mistaken, then, in the lan- 
guage of his resolution, further attempts to agitate 
‘this question here, would be calculated to disturb 
the compromises of the Constitution, and en- 
danger this Union. The simple act, of laying 
petitons of the character of those presented here, 
and expected to be presented, on the table, were 
not calculated to allay the feelings of the South; 
and if such result was anticipated, gentlemen 
were indeed mistaken. But he did believe that 
if, on the present occasion, there could be a 
clear expression of opinion against the right of 
"Congress interfering with slavery in this Dis- 
trict, coupled with the sentiments of the pubhe 
meetings held throughout the different States of 
the North, it would tranquillize the ‘ troubled 
waters,” and have the tendency to quiet and sat- 
isfy the South. But if it be not done, these fond 
anticipations would never be realized. Now 
(said Mr. G ) was the proffered time for his 
northern brethren to come forth; the crisis had 
arrived when they should speak out; and if they 
spoke and acted as he expected, then all would 
be well. 

Mr. G. said he had no objections that a direct 
resolution, or series of resolutions, should be 
offered, declaring that it was a violation of the 
Constitution for Congress to interfere with slavery 
here; that he had satisfied himself it was uncon- 
stitutional,and should vote forany such resolution. 
But, whilst he was disposed to do this himself, 
he was not popo to censure those, or impugn 
the motives of such as might differ with him. 
‘And he feltit his duty in candor to state, that so 
far as the abstract question of the constitutional 
right was concerned as to this District, there were 
various and conflicting opinions among the best 

jurists, as well as constitutional lawyers of the 
country, and he regretted that some of these were 
tobe found even in the South. And even here, 
‘in this House, (said Mr. G.,) he knew several 
who would vote against any resolution declar- 
ing it unconstitutional in Congress to interfere 
with slavery in the District, hut who would go, 
heartand hand, with the southern membersagainst 
any such interference, and against the reading and 
even printing of the petitions of the Abolitionists, 
or furthering their views, cither directly or indi- 
„rectly. And from what had taken place, he looked 
with great confidence for a warm and cordial sup- 
port of the resolution which he had the honor to 
offer. He thought it the least the South ought to 
expect, and what they had a right to require, 
‘from their brethren of the North. `> 

Mr. HOLSEY then rose, and after proceeding 

afew moments, gave way to `° = ` 


Mr. CAMBRELENG, who moved the orders |! approp 


of the day; which motion was agreed to. 
BILLS PASSED, COMMITTED, ETC. 
The bill to incorporate the Alexandria Fire 
Insurance Company was read the third time and 
assed. 
The following bills from the Senate were read 
twiee and committed, viz: 
A bill to authorize an allowance in the accounts 
of the American consul at London; ; 
A bill supplemental to the act to amend the 
judicial system of the United States; 
A bill for the relief of Irvin Shubrick; i 
A bill for the relief of the owners of the brig 
Dispatch and cargo; and 
A bill for the relief of Benjamin Murphy, of 
Arkansas. 
NAVY REGISTER. 


The CHAIR laid before the House a letter from 
the Seeretary of the Navy, transmitting two hun- 
dred and seventy-five printed copies of the Navy 
Register for the year 1836; which was laid on the 
table and ordered to be printed. - 

LIST OF. BALANCES. 

The CHAIR laid before the House a commu- 
nication from the Comptroller of the Treasury, 
transmitting a list of balances standing on the 
books of the Department against the receivers of 
the public land offices, for more than three years 
prior to the 30th September, 1835; which was 
referred to the Committee on the Public Lands, 
and ordered to be printed. 


APPROPRIATION BILLS. 

On motion by Mr. CAMBRELENG, the 
House resolved itself into a Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union, (Mr. Conner 
in the chair.) ` > 

On motion by Mr. C., the committee proceeded 
to consider the following bill: 

A bill making an appropriation for repressing hostilities com- 
menced by the Seminole Indians. 

Be it enacted, §c., That the sun of §80,000 be, and the 
same is hereby, appropriated, out of any money in the Treas- 
ury not otherwise app opriated, for the expense attending 
the repression of hostilities commenced by the Seminole 
Indians in Florida. 

A communication from the Secretary of War 
on the subject was read; when 

Mr. CAMBRELENG briefly adverted to the 
depredations committed by the Seminofes—their 
having laid waste and desolated the country for 

; eighty miles, &e. 
: Mr. VINTON inquired whether tite gentleman 
. from New York was in possession of any inform- 
ation as to the cause of this war or who com- 
| menced it? 
Mr. CAMBRELENG said he had in his pos- 
l session a package of documents containing the 
‘| desired information. The disturbance had grown 
; out of a treaty with the Seminoles, the execution 
‘of which had been postponed, from time to time, 
' by them; and whena portion of these Indians had 
determined to remove, two of their own chiefs 
had been murdered by themselves,&c. The gen- 
tleman from Ohio could examine the correspond- 
ence in his possession, and he would be able to 
satisfy himself on the subject. 

Mr. VINTON inquired when the treaty alluded 
to wasmade? He did not wish to delay the pas- 
sage of the bill, but if it was the treaty of 1823 
or 1824, it was his intention to move to amend it, 


. by making it obligatory on the United States to | 


; SN that treaty into effect. 

! r.CAMBRELENG adverted to thè necessity 
of speedy action upon this subject. The war was 

‘progressing. Fifteen hundred Indians were in the 

‘field, and they were opposed by only about two 

. hundred troops. Unless ipediiy repressed, they 


; would probably make inroads upon the State of |’ signed, had actually advanced to Government, in 


_ 1835, near twelve millions of dollars, independent 


| Georgia. If the gentleman from Ohio desired to 
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this power. 


raise a question or a debate upon the treaty, he | 


i: rassing the present measure. 


|- Mr. ADAMS moved to amend the bil by 


| providin 


i that the sum appropriated should be 
| expende 


under the direction of the Secretary 


| of War, conformably to law. The bill he con-: 


sidered rather indefinite in its terms. The appro- 
|} priation in this bill wag the same in principle with 
| that.of the $3,600,060 appropriation: of the last 
il session. He would inquire 


by whom was this | 


i 
i 
i 
l 
i 


i 
j 
j 


| 


‘to advance the duties to Government; an 


. of the three or four millions now due. 


i could select another opportunity, without embar- from Government being a lender to its debtors, 


riation to be expended? Was it for the 
of raising an army? Congress alone had 
Was it intended to confer upon the 
President a power which the Constitution had 
reserved exclusively to Congress? If that was 
the intention of the present bill, he should be 
constrained reluctantly to vote against it. He 
adverted to the fortification bill of the last session, 
in which was contained the appropriation of 
$3,000,000. He had voted for that bill upon the 
principle which had always prevailed, and about 
which there was no doubt, that however inde fi- 
nite might be its terms, there was no authority to 
expend a single dollar of it unless in pursuance 
of law. The Senate had objected to the appro- 
priation upon the ground, as he understood, 
that it placed at the discretion of the President 
$3,000,000, without preseribing by law the manner 
in which it should be expended. A committee 
of conference had been appointed—a compromise 
wasagreed upon—the appropriation was reduced, 
and its terms were not so indefinite, thereby 
strengthening the belief that the objection of the 
Senate was that which he had stated, and that 
there was some plausibility in it, from the more 
definite shape agreed upon by the committee of 
conference. That committee had reported, but it 
was too late, and this appropriation had not only 
failed, but the whole bill was lost., He believed 
that the appropriation was an extremely proper 
one at that time, and the whole country was now 
suffering in consequence of the failure of the én- 
tire bill. ae 

In conclusion, he trusted that the amendment 
which he had submitted would be adopted. ' 

Mr. CAMBRELENG briefly replied to some 
of the remarks of the gentleman from Massachu- 
setts. He had no objection to the amendment 
which had been proposed. 

Mr. EVERETT made a few remarks, which 
were wholly inaudible. ; 

The amendment was then agreed to, and the 
bill laid aside. 

SUFFERERS BY THE NEW YORK FIRE. 


The committce proceeded to consider the bill 
making appropriations for the relief of the suffer- 
ers by the fire in the city of New York. 

Mr. CAMBRELENG made several verbal 


purpose 


“amendments; which were agreed to. 


Mr. C. then offered a substitute for the second 
section, (being the same which was contained in 
the proccedings of yesterday ;) which was agreed 
to. 

Mr. C. then explained briefly the provisions 
of the bill; stated the various acts from 1790 to 
1801 for remission of duty in cases of fire, and 
from 1803 to 1824 for extension of credits in 
similar cases. He reminded the committee that 
the question was not now of remission of duty 
on goods destroyed by the fire, but onc which con- 
cerned Government quite as much as its debtors. 
On the question of remission, when it came before 
them, he shou'd submit his views, and he hoped 
a majority of the House would concur with him, 
To the bill now submitted he anticipated little 


, opposition. The first section was in, conformity 


to the usage of Government in cases far less im- 
ortant; the second would apply to debtors of 
Fovernment equally unfortunate, but not pro- 
vided for in the first section. 

Mr. C. then went into an argument to show, 
that while, under the old laws and long credits, 
the merchants had enjoyed the use of the pu lic 
money, under the late revision, by substituting 


_ cash duties on woolens, and three-and six months 


on all other goods, the merchant was compelled 
that 


those debtors, for whose relief the bill was de- 


So far 


the city of New York’ was actually a lender to 
Government of millions beyond the amount now 
deposited in that city, which had becn’advanced, 
and was now loaned’ to the East, West, North, 
and South.. The extension of the bonds was 
merely to restore temporarily thatwhich they had 
advanced—the extension of credit on bonds for 


|; duties on goods, all of which had been imported 


within: three months, and some of which: had 
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mõ 


been entered within a week—some even on the | posing to be employed by Government'toorna- || tleman from South Carolina; who had mode the 


day of the fire. The second section of the bill, 
in fact, merely contemplated extending the pay- 
ment of the bonds to'a period which, under the 


old credit laws, they would have been entitled to. | 


It simply proposed to allow our, debtors time, as 
one of the committee had expressed himself, to 
‘clear away the ruins before we demanded the 
paymentof our bonds.” The Government would 
save money by the extension proposed, while it 


would lose by insisting upon the payment of its | 
bonds during the first quarter of the present year, ; 


which, he thought, would be a penod of press- 
ure not surpassed by any since 1825. The Gov- 


ernment should act upon the principle of every ` 


other creditor; it must, like banks and capitalists, 
extend credit to its debtors, or take the chance 
of losing its debts. He could not anticipate 
opposition’ to such a measure, and should wait 
for objections to it to answer them. 

Mr. HARDIN said he had the bill before him, 
and he could not find a gentleman who understood 
the amendments. He found in the bill as origin- 
cally printed, that the first section extended a credit 
‘of three, four, or five years, making the credit 


equal to four years, while there was no provision ` 


that these petitioners should pay interest. ‘This 
was giving the merchauts twenty-four per cent., 
while there was no relief extended to Insurance 
offices, none to holders of real estate, none to 
those who had buildings on ground rent, but all 
to the merchants. He wished to call attention to 
the subject. Credits ought never to be extended 
upon the mere assent of surety. If there was to 
‘be an extension made, it ought only to be made 
when the principal and surety both came for- 
ward and gave new bonds. Sut unless there 
could be a satisfactory reason assigned, he could 
never vote for the second section of the bill. 


„What does that section propose? It proposes to | 


give away all the surplus reyenue. West of the 
llegheny mountains, some eight or ten millions 
were collected for lands. Was this all to be given 
away for the benefit of the merchants of New 
York? Mr. H, concluded by moving that the 
committee rise and report the first two bills, and 
ask leave to sit again on the bill before the com- 
mittee; but withdrew the motion at the request of 
_ Mr. CAMBRELENG, who said the geneman 
had fallen into an error. Tue second section had 
_been amended by striking out the part the gen- 

Ueman took exception to. i 

The bill was tacn passed over. 

_ CONVENTION WITH SPAIN. 

On motion by Mr. MASON, of Virginia, the 
committee proceeded to consider the bill providing 
. forcarrying into ettect the convention with Spain. 
After a brief explanauon by Mr. MASON, and i, 
afew remarks by Mr. ADAMS, the latter sug- |i 
gested the propriety of looking further into the |. 


subject, aud fur that purpose he moved that the ; 


comimitwe rise, which was agreed to. 


BILLS REPORTED TO THE HOUSE. 

The committee then rose, ‘and reported to the 
House the bill making partial appropriations for 
the support of Goverament for the year 1836, 
and the bill making an appropriation for repress- 
ing hostilities on the part of the Seminole Indians. 
_ The amendment to the latter bill was concurred 
in, and the two bills were ordered tobe engrossed 
and read a third time to-morrow. 

Upon the other bills referred, the chairman 
reported that the committee had come to no res- 
olution. 

Mr. CAMBRELENG moved that the bill for 


the rchef of the sufferers by fire in the city of |! 


New York, as amended by the Committee of the 
Whole, be printed; which was agreed to. 
‘The House then adjourned. 


IN SENATE, 
Tuorspay, January 7, 1836. 


Mr. McKEAN presented the petition of James | 


Gardner and others, heirs of Captain Andrew 
Gardner, praying compensation for the revolu- 
‘tionary services of the deceased; which was 
referred to the Committee on Revolutionary 
- Claims. ; 


Also, the petition of John McArann, of Phila- | 


‘delphia, botanical and landscape gardener, pro- 


‘ment the public grounds in the City of Washing- 
| ton; which was referred to the Committee on the 
| Districtof Columbia. 

Also, the petition of George Dawson, of Pitts- 
burg; which was also referred to the appropriate 
committee, 

Mr. TIPTON presented the petition of sundry 
citizens of Indiana and Michigan, praying for an 
appropriation for the improvement of the harbor 
of St. Joseph’s, on Lake Michigan; which was 
referred to the Committee on Commerce. 


Mr. KENT presented the petition of the Pres- . 


_ident and Directors of the Union Bank of George- 
town, praying for arecharter; which was laid on 
the table. ; 

SLAVERY IN THE DISTRICT. 


Mr. MORRIS presented several petitions from 
citizens of Ohio, one of which was signed by 
ladies, praying for the abolition of slavery in the 
-District of Columbia, and moved to refer them to 
the Committee on -the District of Columbia. 

Mr. CALHOUN asked that the question should 

first be taken on receiving the petition. It wasa 
preliminary question sedundcr ihe rliamentary 
rule he had aright to demand it. He demanded 
it on the part of the State he represented, because 
one half of the Union was deeply slandered in 
these petitions. He demanded tt, because the 
subject was not within the power of Congress. 
He demanded it that agitation on the subject 
might cease, for agitation must be the inevitable 
consequence of continuing to receive them. He 
saw in these petitions that eleven of the States 
of the Union were grossly slandered, and no man 
could put his hand on his heart and gay other- 
wise. They had refused to receive petitions be- 
cause they impkcated members of that body; and 
were they to receive petitions in which eleven of 
‘the States: were deeply, basely, and maliciously 
‘slandered? Were they to put more reprobation 
: on the slander of an individual member than on 
the slander of sovereign States? 

He demanded the question, because these me- 

- morials aimed at a violation of the Constitution. 
‘We have not the power, (said he,) under the Con- 
‘| stitution, to interfere with the subject of slavery. 
| Heand his constituents understood this question. 
il This was a preliminary abolition ‘moventent. 
These Abolitionists moved first upon the District 
f Columbia, which was the weakest point, in 
order to operate afterwards on the States; and he 
|| would resist them as firmly in this movement as 
‘| he would on the direct question of emancipation. 
' He demanded the preliminary question as to re- 


ceiving these petitions, because he was averse to `i 


an agitation which would sunder this Union. Sir, 
(said he,) we fear not these incendiary pamphlets 
in the South. The South was too well aware of 
' what is due to itself to permit the circulation of 
those pamphlets. It was agitation here that they 
feared , because it would compel the southern press 
to discuss the question in the very presence of the 
slaves, who were induced to believe that there was 
'; apowertful party at the North ready to assist them. 
He objected to receiving these petitions, because 


i 


the country was deeply agitated by them; because | 


' they were sundering the bonds which held this 


Union together. Asa lover of the Union, he ob-; 


jected to receiving them; nay, they must ccase, 


| how (asked Mr. C.) will you put a stop to them? 
| By receiving these petitions and laying them on 
thetable. No,no! The Abolitionists understood 
‘this too well. Nothing would stop them Duta 
‘stern refusal, by closing the doors to them, and 
refusing to receive them. 

i Mr. KING, of Alabama, observed one of the 
| memorials was directed to the House of Repre- 
! gehtatives, which he thought ought not to be Te- 


propriety of withdrawing it; which was‘done. 
Mr. MORRIS said, that in presenting these 
| petitions, to the receiving of which the 
‘from South Carolina (Mr. Carnoux] objected, he 
had not examined them, but had supposed them 
| all properly addressed; those, however, that were 
addressed to the House of Representatives alone 
“he would withdraw; he had others in his posses- 
t sion, signed exclusively by ladies, and if the gen- 


ceived by the Senate, and suggcsted to the gentle- ` 
man (Mr. Monrars} who had presenteil it, the - 


ehator | 


i| motion, would agree, he would then present thom 
| also, that the action of the Senate might be’ had 
i on the whole at once. He said, thatin present- 
ing these petitions, he felt it his duty-to say, that 
“he himself, and he believed the citizens of the 
State he represented, were prepared to go the 
whole length with gentlemen from the South in 
denying, in the most expli¢it terms, the power of 
Congress to interfere in any manner whatever 
with the question of slavery in any of the States; 
that the petitioners contemplated no suth inter- 
ference, nor ‘would he, in any instance, give 
countenance or support to such doctrine; that the 
power of Congress ought, in all cases, to be con- 
fined strictly within the grants of the Constitu- 
‘tion. Although he most willingly conceded this, 
ct he was as clearly of opinion that exclusive: 
egislation was vested in Congress, both as to 
persons and things within the Distriċt of Colum- 
ia; and that a contrary opinion, which he had 
lately heard expressed, was entirely new to him, 
and he believed rested on no solid foundation; 
that the subject matter of the petitions was clearl 
within the power of Congress, and one upon which 
‘this body could act, whenever, in their opinion, 
it was necessary for such action to be had. He 
was well convinced that the petitioners enter- 
tained the same opinion with himself upon this 
subject; and that they had, in good faith, sent 
their petitions to Congress, and, with equal good 
faith, they believed it was the duty of Congress 
to provide means by which slavery andthe slave 
trade should be abolished in this District. The 
question now is, have these petitioners the right te 
be heard by this body, who possess primary, com 
plete, and exclusive legislation upon this subject 
‘his right, he said, was secured to them in th. 
most ample manner by the provisions of the Con. 
stitution itself, ‘Phat instrament deprives Con 
gress of all power to make any law to abridge this 
right, the Constitution recognizing the right as 
original and inherent, and does not, in the slight. 
est degree, permit Congress to interfere with It ds 
aright. pon this constitutional provision the 
petitioners have placed their feet as upon a-rock, 
which cannot be moved; but in the exercise of this 
‘right, he was willing to admit: that. petitioners 
‘ought to observe that decorum which is neces- 
sary to the very existence of society. He would 
not contend that if petitions: ‘were presented: to 
this body containing scurrilous language and 
abuse of the Senate, or any one of its members, 
that it ought not to be received; but the Senate 
| had ample security in this matter, as no petition 
could be presented but through one of its mem- 
bers. But it is objected in this casé, that the 
petitioners reflect in the language of their petitions 
! most unwarrantably on sovereign States, as well 
as individual citizens of those States. He said, 
if the right of petitioning Congress was deemed 


-of so much importaneé as to be declared by the 


l Constithtion a right which Congress should not 
i abridge, with what propriety, thet, shall one 
brancli of Congress undertake to declare that peti- 
. tions shall not be received, on the ground that the 
‘object which the petitioners seek to obtain is not 
in the power of Congress to grant, or that the 
“words used by the petitioners are such as ought 
not to be heard. “He would ask gentlemen, if this 


y iwas not abridging the right of petition; if Con- 
li or the southern people never can be satisfied. And | 


gress- could: prescribe the matter and form in 
which petitions should be presented, he thought 
' there wag at once an‘end to the right of petition- 
‘ing. He said he could see no difference in prin- 
‘ ciple; in prescribing the manner in which an act 
“should be done, and in preventing it altogether. 

It seemed to him that the doctrine contended for 
* would hold thus far. The petitions now presented 
' pray the action of Congress upon a subject over 
: which Congress alone has the power of legisla- 
tion; they have expressed themselves in this rat- 
ter in such language ‘as they judged proper for 
‘the occasion; this is‘their inherent right; the 
i liberty of speech is théirs without restraint, and 
they are subject for its abase only to the laws. 
Let ts take-care, then, how we tread on this 
| ground, that in-our attempts to make petitions 
i palatable to ourselves we do not abridge the 
‘ sacred right of petitioning: This, he was sure, 
would not be-contended for by any Senator. | In 
. this belief he found assutance that the petitions 
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would be received, and the motion of the gentle- 
man fail, It was not necessary 
express his opinion of. the efte 
follow a contrary course. 

Mr. PORTER felt that. : f 
form his duty to his constituents, if he permitted 
this subject to pass without noticing it by a few 
remarks. And first as to the remarks of the Sen- 
ater from Ohio, [Mr. Morats;} he agreed with 
him that his constitucnts wished to place their 
feet on the Constitution; and if the gentleman had 
Jooked into and fully considered all the conse- 
quences that might ensue from such memorials, 
he could not but himself feel that he had been 
putting his foot on the Constitution in presenting 
them. The gentleman had made one remark which 
he had heard elsewhere, that by refusing the right 
of petition, there was no knowing where they 
might go. No man could value more highly than 
he did the right of the peg : 
ble and petition for a redress of grievances. It 
was a right which his vote should always sustain. 
But he should be glad to. know how the motion 
of the gentleman from South Carolina, or the 
vote he was about to give on it, could be consid- 
ered as restraining the right of petition. | 
not the same power which conferred on petition- 
ers the right to make petitions, also confer on 
Congress the right to reject them, if, on examin- 
ation, their prayer should be found unreasonable 
and unjust? And if they had this right, had they 
not also the right to say so atonce? Did the gen- 
tleman want a petition to be carried to a commit- 
tee, and deliberated on, when it contained language 
grossly reflecting on the people of the South—a 
people as pure and as virtuous as any on the face 
of the globe? Were they to take petitions couched 
in such Janguage, and commit them before reject- 
ing them? He, for his part, would not suffer 
these fanatics, and worse than fanatics, to come 
there and tell them that the people he represented 
were murderers, kidnappers. 

There was another reason why they should re- 
fuse to receive the petitions. ‘They proposed to 
take away the property of the people of this Dis- 
trict. The good people of Ohio were exceedingly 
kind to wish to emancipate the slaves of this Dis- 
triet; to take away from widows and orphans, 
because the tabernacles of Ohio were endued with 
an extraordinary spirit of philanthropy. -He 
knew. what was wanted by these Abolinonists, 
They wanted to get some legislative action here 
with regard to slavery in this District, for the 
porpose of bearing on the Legislatures of the 


outh, .Butthey were mistaken, Did they sup- : 


. pose that they could ever induce the people of the 


if 
lj 


that he should ` 
vcts that would | 


hat he should but illy per- 


le peaceably to assem- ` 


Did : 


under the Constitution, to demand some other 
action than the Government had pursued. He 
referred to the mectings held by Abolitioni 
the apostles they had sent out to preach 


species, and their exeiting character. All of 
them had seen these things, and he felt called 
upon to keep the South informed of them. They 
were calculated to spread terror throughout the 
South. Men’s minds had already been disturbed 
there. The Government had been called upon 
to act uponthem. They could not sit by and see 
the character of their constituents aspersed by 
ignorant, blood-thirsty fanatics. They were 
bound to appeal to the Government. — j 
For one Mr. P. did not fear an interference in 
the rights of the South. You can’t (said he) in- 
terfere with them, either in politics, in religion, in 
morals, or physical means, They were bound 
to defend them, by all the means the God of 
nature had put into their power against these in- 
cendiary attempts to wrap their land in flames, 
and to deluge itin blood. Sir, (said he,) they are 
filling our houses, our fields, and our hearths with 
implacable murderers, and robbing us of our thou- 
sands! Sir, we demand repose! We insist that 
the Government shall say to us, in intelligible lan- 
guage, that you can’t legislate upon this subject— 
that you can’t receive the petitions of these hot- 
headed and. cold-hearted fanatics—these men, 
women, and children who are waging a war of 
exterminationagainstus. Inthis tree Government, 
(said Mr, P.) it may be impossible for the Govern- 
ment authorities to stop them entirely; but (said 
he) we ask that Congress will distinctly and posi- 
tively interfere between us and those fanatics, and 
that the General Government will not directly or 
indirectly be an agentin this system of destruction. 


I fear, (said Mr. P.,) unless it stands as an im- 


i 


i lives. 


South to give up the property, acquired from their || 


ancestors and by their own industry? Did they 
suppose that because they had the example of the 
Britishislands before them,w here the mother coun- 
try had been worked on by hypocrisy, fanaticism, 
and the most profound ignorance, that they ever 
could effect their objects in the South ?. Did they 
suppose that they could found anything on what 
had passed on the other side of the water? Did 
they suppose that. the islanders would ever, of 
themselves, have consented to the emancipation 
. of their slaves, if the measure had not been forced 
upon them by the.mother country? No, they 
never would; and it would be in vain for the Ab- 
olitionists ever to hope for anything of the kind 
fram the South. With respect to these petitions, 
he wes for ee them at once, Was he to be 
. tald that, in 
- of petition? This wag.a painful subject, and he 
. Wished to avaid it; but he should be a traitor to 
_the State he represented, if he consented that 


these. petitions should be presented there from ` 


day to day, containing the grosseat slanders on 
the whole southern country, and calculated to 
- kewpsalive that excitement of which they had 
. already had too much. 
‘Mr. PRESTON said that. the presentation of 
Petitions at this time must, under the peculiar 
eircumstances,.create excited feelings. Mr. P. 
. adverted to various circumstances that had trans- 
itionists ; and (said he).after all this, shall we 
Permit a petition to be presented pn this subject, 


_ without our animadversion, or, without the possi- » 


biliş. of action upon it, permit it to lie peaceabl 
` upor the table.: They of the South had a right, 


oing 8a, he was selecting the right- 


passible barrier between these people and us, the 
consequences will be terrible. 
(said he) exist under a bond of necessity, which 
cannot be broken—our lives and our property are 
the ligaments that bind us together. Civil war was 
terrible—to the ratiocinations of the mind it was 
dreadful. Interference must be direct or indirect. 
The people of the South demanded such action 
of Congress on these petitions as would leave no 
possible doubt between them and this exciting 
subject. It was a matter on which there could 
be no difference of opinion. He abhorred the 
idea of mixing up polities with it. 
object was to protect their property and their 
In a political point ef view, it was ex- 


sts— | 
their l: 
doctrines—the circulation of publications ofevery `: 


i; been ceded to the United States, an 


We in the South | 


Their sole | 


tremely important to prevent the agitation of this ` 


subject. He spoke of its bearings upon differ- 


ent sections of the country, and (said he) the |) 
i clime. 


| overwhelming vortex of politics sweeps every- 
, thing before it. 


How long, then, abould they endure this matter, 


; before. Gongress took such action as would secure 


them from the agitation of it? What he desired 


: was, that such action should be had as would 


‘take it into consideration. 
: colleague was a milder remedy tthan they had 


close the doors of this Hall against the agitation 
of this subject. He was sure the object of the mo- 
tion of his colleague Mr. Carnoux} was nothing 
more. Butthe gentleman from Ohio Inte Moral 


$ 
© says that the door oi the Hall shall not be ieee 
. thus far. 


The primary question was: Shall the 
petition be received or not? What was a peti- 
tion read for?. To see whether Congress would 
The motion of his 


aright to take. He (Mr. P.) was disposed to 


ask a direct renunciation of the power of Congress 
`: to actin the matter. Í 
i that Congress had no right to 


The Constitution declared 
t g ass a law abridg- 
ing the right of petitioning, Bat did that mean 
they had no right to reject a petition after it was 


. presented? How does this petition (said Mr. P. 


characterize twenty-two members of this body? ` 


. Wasit respectful to them that women were brought 


pired during the pastiycar, in relation to the Abo- ` 


in to shield the agitators? The petition was offen- | 
sive; not personally so to him, but to the whole | 
southern delegation. Mr. P. here quoted the Con- | 


stitution on the subject of ihe right of petitioning. 
Was the object of the petition here presented for the 


, redress of grievances? Was.it an affair of local 


4 


: griewance to the petitioners, or of general interest? 


Was this Capitol te be converted into a college for 
its discussion? He plead to the jurisdiction. But 
(said Mr. P.) we cannot plead to the jurisdiction at : 


| the bar of public opinion. There we must answer. 
| The petition was a slanderous libel upon a large 
iopulation: It asked for the exercise of powers 
not delegated to Congress. They might as well 
have petitioned for the establishment of a particu- 
lar religion. The section of country he represented 
had a constitutional right to their property, and 
the people there had a right to expect of every 
Senator to say that Congress had no right to in- 
‘terfere with it, The Corstitution provides that 
you shall not interfere with rivate property, with- 
out ample compensation. Where will you get the 
funds (said he) to buy our property? Would this 
Government buy it? The right to this property 
was coextensive with this District. The ceding 
of this District to the United States was in the 
‘nature of a general trust, that they might exercise 
jurisdiction over it as a trust government. How 
were these ten miles square originally given? Cer- 
tainly not to militate against the provisions of 
Maryland or Virginia. He concluded, that in the 
ust interpretation of the act of cession itself by 
Məryland and Virginia, Congress was excluded 
, from interfering. Suppose (said Mr. P.) that 
‘Philadelphia, in the State of Pennsylvania, had 
the citizens 
' of Virginia had petitioned to have perpetual slavery 
established in Philadelphia without the consent 
‘of Pennsylvania; then, 1f Congress could abolish 
slavery in the District of Columbia, it could estab- 
lish it in Philadelphia, or wherever jurisdiction 
: was ceded to the United States. No man (said 
_ Mr. P.) who had character enough to come here, 
would say it was even expedient to interfere. He 
‘had intended proposing a resolution, if his col- 
league had not made this motion, calling for the 
strongest action of the Senate upon the subject. 
It was most desirable to them to have peace, and 
he hoped the action of the Senate upon this peti- 
tion would be such as would insure it to them. 
Mr. BUCHANAN said that, for two or three 
' weeks past, there had been in his possession, a 
memorial from the Caln quarterly meeting of the 
religious Society of Friends, in the State of Penn- 
: sylvania, requesting Congress to abolish slavery 
and the slave trade within the District of Colum- 
bia. This memorial was nota printed form—its 
Janguage was not that in established use for such 
documents. It did not proceed from those des- 
perate fanatics who have been endeavoring to 
disturb the security and peace of society in the 
southern States, by the distribution of incendiary 
‘pean and papers. Far different is the truth. 
| it emanates from a society of Christians, whose 
object had always been to promote peace and good 
will among men, and who have been the efficient 
and persevering friends of humanity in every 
To their untiring efforts, more than to 
those of any other denomination of Christians, 
‘we owe the progress which has been made in 
abolishing the African slave trade throughout 
| the world. This memorial was their ‘testimony 
, against the existence of slavery. This testimony 
, they had borne for more than a century. Of the 
purity of their motives, there could not be a ques- 
tion. 
; Mr. B. had omitted to present this memorial 
-atan earlicr day, because he had thought that on 
its presentation, at the proper time, much good 
might be done. He had believed that, by private 
consultations, some reselution might be devised 
upon this exciting subject which would obtain the 
unanimous vote of the Senate. If there was one 
man in that body not willing to adopt any proper 
Measure to calm the troubled spirit of the South, 
he did not know him. This, in his judgment, 
would be the best mode of accomplishing the 
object which we all desire to accomplish. The 
proper course to attain this result was, in his 
| opinion, to refer the subject either to a select com- 


i 


: mittee or to the Committee on the District of Co- 
‘lumbia. They would examine it in all its bear- 
ings; they would ascertain the views and feclings 
of individwal Senators, and-he had:no doubt they 
would be able to recommend some measure to the 
Senate on which they could all unite. This would 
| have a most happy effect upon the country, He 
had intended, upon presenting the memorial 

which he had in charge, to have suggested this 
mode of proceeding. He regretted, therefore, he 
had-not Knowp that his friend from Ohio, [Mr. 
Morzis,] was in possession of memorials having 


i 


f 
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asimilar objectin view. If he 
of it, he should have endeavored to persuade him | 
to wait until Monday next, when he (Mr. B.) | 
wouid have been prepared to pursue the course 
he had indicated. But the question has now been ; 
forced upon us. No, (said Mr. B.,) it has not 
been forced upon me, because T am glad to have 
a suitable occasion of expressing my opinions 
upon the subject. . 

The memorial which I have in my possession 
is entitled to the utmost respect from the charac- . 
ter of the memorialists. Ms I entirely dissent 
from the opinion which they a ee that we 
ought to abolish slavery in the District of Co- 
lumbia, I feel it to be due to them, to myself and 
to the Senate, respectfully, but firmly, to state 
the reasons why I cannot advocate their views, 
or acquiesce in their conclusions. _ j 

If any one principle of constitutional law can, 
at this day, be considered as settled, it is, that 
Congress has no right, no power, over the ques- : 
tion of slavery within thosc States where it exists. 
The property of the master in his slave existed 
in full force before the Federal Constitution was 
adopted. It was a subject which then belonged, 
as it still belongs, to the exclusive jurisdiction of 
the several States. These States, by the adop- 
tion of the Constitution, never yielded to the 
General Government any right to interfere with 
the question, It remains where it was previous 
to the establishment of our Confederacy. 

The Constitution has, in the clearest terms, 
recognized the right of property in slaves. It 
prohibits any State into which a slave may have 
fled from passing any law to discharge him-from 
slavery, aud declares that he shall be delivered 
up by the authoritics of such, State to his master. 
Nay, more; it makes the existence of slavery the 
foundation of political power, by giving to those 
States in which it exists Representatives in Con- 
gress not only in proportion to the whole number 
of free persons, but also in proportion to three 
fifths of the number of slaves.. | i 

An occasion very fortunately arose in the first 
Congress to settle this question forever. The 
Society for the Abolition of Slavery in Pennsyl- 
vania broughtit before that Congress, by a memo- 
rial which was presented on the 11th day of Feb- 
ruary, i790. Atter the subject had been discussed 
for several days, and after solemn deliberation, 

: the House of Representatives, in Committee of 
the Whole, on the 23d day of March, 1790, re- 
solved— 


“That Congress have no authority to interfere in the 
emancipation of slaves, or in the treatmentof them within 
any of the States; it remaining with tue several States 
alone to provide any regulations therein which humanity 
and true policy may require.” k | 

_ Ihave thought it would be proper to, present | 
this decision, which was made almost half a cen- | 
tury ago, distinctly to the view of the American | 
people. The language of the resolution is clear, 
precise, and definite.. It leaves the question where | 
the Constitution left it,and where, so far as I am | 
concerned, itever shallremain.. The Constitution | 
of the United States never would have been called | 


into existence—instead of the innumerable bless- | 


ings which have flowed from our happy Union, : 


we should have had anarchy, jealousy, and civil |; 


war among the sister republics of which our : 
Confederacy is composed—had not the free States | 
abandoned all control over this question. For 
- one, whatever may be my opinions upon the ab- 
stract question of slavery—and I am free to con- 
fess they are those of the people of Penngylvania— 


I shall never attempt to violate this fundamental :. 
«compact. The Union will be disgolved, and incal- || 


culable evils will rise from its.ashes, the moment 
any such attempt is seriously made by the free - 
States in Congress. . 
What, then, are the circumstances under which | 
these memorials are now presented? A number . 
of fanatics, led on by foreign incendiaries, have 
been scattering ‘‘ arrows, firebrands, and death” 
throughout the southern States, The natural 
tendency of their publications is to produce dis 
satisfaction and revolt among the slaves, and to i 
incite their wild passions to vengeance. All his- | 
tory,as well as the present condition of the slaves, | 
proves that there can be no danger of the final | 
-result of a servile war.. But, in the mean time, 
what dreadful scenes may be enacted before such : 


: nor sex, could be suppressed! What agony of 

: mind must be suffered, especially by the gentler 
sex, in consequence of these publications! Many 
a mother clasps her infant to her bosom, when 
she retires to rest, under dreadful apprehensions 
that she may be aroused from her slumbers by 
the savage yells of the slaves by whom she is 
surrounded. These are the works of the Aboli- 
tionists. That their motives may be honest, I do 
not doubt; but their zeal is without knowledge. 
The history of the human race presents numer- 
ous examples of ignorant enthusiasts, the purity 
of whose intentions cannot be doubted, who have 
spread devastation and bloodshed over the 
of the earth. 


t 


face ` 


These fanatics, instead of benefiting the slaves ` 


, who are the objects of their regard, have inflicted 
' serious injuries upon them. Self-preservation is 
: the first law of nature. The masters, for the sake 
of their wives and children—for the sake of all 
thatis near and dear to them on earth—must 


tighten the reigns of authority over their slaves. | 


They must thus counteract the efforis of the Ab- 
olitionists. The slaves are denied many indul- 
_gences which their masters would otherwise 
cheerfully grant; they must be kept in such a 
` State of bondasa as effectually to prevent their 
rising. These are the injurious effects produced 
by the Abolitionists upon the slave himself. 
Whilst, onthe one hand, they render his condi- 
tion miserable by presenting to his mind vague 
notions of freedom never to be realized, on the 
other, they make it doubly miserable by compel- 
ling the master to be severe, in order to preventany 
attempts at insurrection. They thus render itim- 
possible for the master to treat his slave according 
to the dictates of his heart and his feelings. 
_ _ Besides, do not the Abolitionists perceive that 
, the spirit which is thus roused must protract 
ito an indefinite period the emancipation of the 
, Slave? The necessary effect of their efforts is to 
ı render desperate those to whom the power of 
, emancipation exclusively belongs. I believe most 
conscientiously, in whatever light this subject can 
‘ be viewed, that the best interests of the 5 re- 
aur that the question should be left, where the 
| Constitution has left it, to the slaveholding States 
| themselves, without forcign interference. 

This being a true statement of the case, as 
applied to the States where slavery exists, what is 
now asked by these memorialists? That in this 
District of ten miles square—a District carved out 
| of two slaveholding States, and surrounded b 


What would be the effects of granting their rc- 
quest? You would thus erect a citadel in the very 
heart of these States, upon aterritory which they 
have ceded to you for a far different purpose, 
from which Abolitionists and incendiaries could 
securely attack the peace and safety of their 
citizens. You establish a spot, within the slave- 


for runaway. slaves. You create by law a central 
point from which trains of gunpowder may be 
securely laid, extending into the surrounding 


fearful and destructive explosion. By passing 
such a law, you introduce the enemy into the very 
bosom of these two States, and afford him every 
opportanity to produce a servile insurrection. Is 
the 


States, if they had ‘entertained the ‘slightest idea 
that Congress would ever use it for any such pur- 


and 
be abolished in the District of Columbia. . 


| not to receive these memorials. e would not at 


| present proceed to state his reasons, still hoping 


view, he maved that the whole subject be post- 
poned until Monday next, 

And after some further debate, it was so post- 
poned. 


holding States, which would be a city of refuge | 


States, which may, at any moment, produce a :; mar any. 
‘indicate its line of march. 


re any reasonable man who can for one mo- ; 
į Ment suppose that Virginia and Maryland would | 
have ceded the District of Columbia tothe United : 


pose? They ceded it for your use, for your con- | 
ii venience, and not for their owndestruction, When | ? D I 
slavery ceases to exist under the laws of Virginia abortive and fata} insurrections. 
ryland, then, and not till then, ought it to . 
| chiefs. 

Mr. B. said, that notwithstanding these were : 
his opinions, he could not vote for the motion of ` 
the Senator from South Carolina, [Mr. CatHoun,] ` 


the Senate could yet agree upon some course | 
which would prove satisfactory to all, With this | 


had been informed |l an insurrection, which would spare neither age il Mr. BENTON rose to express hi8 concurrence 


‘ 
i 


| 
i 


in the suggestion of the Senator frónt Pennsyl- 
vania, (Mr. Bucnanan,] that the consifferation of 
this subject be postponed until Monday. It had 


come up suddenly, and unexpectedly to-day, and 


the postponement would give an opportunity for 
Senators to reflect, and to confer together, and to 
conclude what was best to be done where all were 
united in wishing the same end, namcly, to allay, 
and not to produce excitement. He had risen for 
this purpose, but, being on his feet, he would say 
a few words on the general subject which the pre- 


, Sentation of these petitions had so suddenly and 


: unexpectedly brought up. 


With respect to the 
pentioners, and those with whom they acted, he 

ad no doubt but that many of them were good 
people, aiming at benevolent objects, and endeav- 
oring to ameliorate the condition of one part of 
the human race without inflicting calamities on 
another part; but they were mistakén in their 
mode of proceeding; and so far from accomplish- 
ing any part of their object, the whole effect of 
their interposition was to aggravate the condition 
of those in whose behalf they were interfering 
But there was another part, and he meant to 
speak of the Abolitionists generally, as the body 
containing the part of which he spoke—there 
was another part whom he could not qualify as 
good people seeking benevolent ends by mistaken 
means, but as incendiaries and agitators, with 
diabolical objects in view, to be accomplished by 
wicked and deplorable means. He did not go 
into the proofs now to establish the correctness 
of his opinion of this latter class; but he pre- 
sumed it would be admitted that every attempt to 
work upon the passions of the slaves, and to cx- 
cite them to murder their owners, was a wicked 
and diabolical attempt, and the work of a mid- 
night incendiary. Pictures of slave degradation 
and misery, and of the white man’s luxury and 
cruelty, were attempts of this kind; for they 
were appeals to the vengeance of slaves, and not 
to the intelligence or reason of those who legis- 
lated for them. He (Mr. B.) had had many pic- 
tures of this kind, as wel! as many diabolical 
publications, sent to him at St. Louis, during the 
past summer, the whole of which he had cast into 
the fire, and should not have thought of referring 
to the circumstance at this time, as displaying the 
character of the incendiary part of the Abolition- 


‘ists, had he not, within these few days past, and 
‘while abolition petitions: were pouring into the 
‘other end of the Capitol, received one of these 


i them on all sides—slavery shall be abolished. 


ictures, the design of which could be nothing 
ut mischief of the blackest dye. It was a print 


` from an engraving, [and Mr. B. exlribited it, artd 


' handed it to Senators near him,} representing a 


large and spreading tree of liberty, beneath whose 


‘| ample shade a slave owner was at one time lux- 
i uriously reposing, with slaves fanning him; at 
` another carried forth in a palanquin, to view the 


“i 


half-naked taborers in the cotton-field, whom 
drivers, with whips, were scourging to the task. 
The print was evidently from the abolition mint, 
and came to him by some other conveyance than 


' that of the mail, for there was no post-mark, or 


mark of any kind, to identify its origin, and to 
For what purpose 
could such a picture be intended, unless to in- 
flame the passions of slaves; and why engrave 
it, except to multiply copies for extensive distri- 


bution? But it was not pictures alone that oper- 


ated upon the passions of the slaves, but speeches, 


' publications, petitions presented in Congress, and 
the whole machinery of abolition societies. None 
' of these things went to the understandings of the 


slaves, but to their passions, all imperfectly under- 
stood, and inspiring vague hopes, and stimulating 
Societies, espe- 
cially, were the, foundation of the greatest mis- 
Whatever might be their objects, the 
slaves hever did, and nevercan, understand them 
but in one way—as allies organized for action, and 
ready to march to their aid on the first signal of 
insurrection! It was thus that the massacre of 
San Domingo was made. The Society in Paris, 
Les Amis des Noirs, Friends of the Blacks, with its 
affiliated societics throughout France and in Lon- 
don, made that massacre. And who composed 
that socicty? In the. beginning it comprised the 
extremes of virtue and of vice; it contained the 
best and the basest of humen kind !—Lafayette, 
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=] 
and the Abbé Gregoire, those purest of ee ! 
thropists, and Marat. and Anacharsis Chlootz, 
those imps of hell in human shape. In the end, 
for all such societies run the same carecr of de- 
generation, the good men, disgusted with their 
associates, retired from the scene, and the wicked 
ruled at pleasure. Declamations against sees 
publications in gazcttes, pictures, petitions to the 
Constituent Assembly, were the mode of proceed- 
ing; and the fish-women of Paris—he said it with 
humiliation, because American females had signed 
the petitions now before us—the fish-women, of 
Paris, the very poissardes from the quays of the 
Scine, became the obstreperous champions of 
West India emancipation. The effect upon the 
French islands is known to the world; but what 
is not known to the world, or not sufoiently 
known to it, is that the same societies whic 
wrapt in flames and drenched in blood the beau- 
tiful island which was then a garden, and now a 
wilderness, were the means of exciting an insur- 
rection upon our own continent—in Louisiana— 
where a French slave population existed, and 
where the language of Les Amis des Noirs could 
be understood, and where their emissaries could 
glide. The knowledge of this event (Mr. B. said) 
ought to be better known, both to show the danger 
of these societies, however distant, and though 
oceans may roll between them and their victims, 
the fate of the slaves who may be excited to 
insurrection by them on any part of the American 
continent. He would read the notice of the event 
from the work of Mr. Charles Gayarre, lately 
elected by his native State to a seat on this floor, 
and whose resignation of that honor he sincerely 
regretted, and particularly for the cause which 
occasioned it, and which abstracted talent from a 
station that it would have adorned. Mr. B. read 
from the work, ‘“‘Essai Historique sur la Louisi- 
ane:”? 
“The white population of Louisiana was not the only 
part of the population which was agitated by the French 
revolution. ‘The blacks, encouraged, without doubt, by the 
success which their race had obtained in San Domingo, 
dreamed of liberty, and sought to shake off the yoke. The 
insurrection was planned at Pointe-Coupeé, which was 
then an isolated parish, and of which the number of slaves 
was considerable. The conspiracy took birth on the ptan- 
tation of Mr. Julien Poydras, a rieh planter, who was then 
traveling in the United States, and spread itself rapidly 
throughout the parish. The death of all the whites was 
resolved. Happily, the conspirators could not agree upon 
the day for the massacre, and, from this disagreement, 
resulted a quarrel which led to the discovery of the plot. 
Tie militia of the parish immediately took arms, and the 
Baron de Carondelet caused them to be supported by the 
troops of the line. It was resolved to arrest and to punish 
the principal conspirators. The slaves opposed it; but they 
were quickly dispersed, with the loss of twenty of their 
_humber killed on the spot. Fifty of the insurgents were 
condemned to death. Sixteen were executed in different 
parts of the parish; the rest were put on board a galley, 
and hung, at intervals, all along the river, as far as New 
Orleans, (a distance of one hundred and fitty miles.) The 
severity of the chastisement intimidated the blacks, and all 
returned to perfect order.”? 


` Resuming his remarks, Mr. B. said he had read 


if 
Ll 


| 

| 
this passage to show that our white population | 
had a right to dread, nay, were bound to dread, | 
the mischievous influence of these societies, even 
when an ocean intervened, and much more when 


' had exerted a vigor beyond -all law. 


gration to the State; but that clause had remained 
a dead letter in the book until the agitation pro- - 
duced among the slaves by the distant rumbling 
of the abolition thunder, lcd to the knowledge in 
some instances, and to the belief in others, that 
these people were the antenne of the Abolitionists, 
and their medium for communicating with the 
slaves, and for exciting them to desertion first, 
and to insurrection eventually. Then ensued a 
painful scene. The people met, resolved, and 
prescribed thirty days for the exodus of the 
obnoxious caste. Under that decrece a general 
emigration had to take place at the commencement - 
of winter. Many worthy and industrious people 
had to quit their business and their homes, and 
to go forth under circumstances which rendered 
them objects of suspicion wherever they went, 
and sealed the door against the acquisition of new 
friends, while depriving them of the protection 
of old ones. He (Mr. B.) had witnessed many 
instances of this kind, and had given certificates 
to several, to show that they were banished, not 
for their offenses, but for their misfortunes—for 
the misfortune of beme allied to the race which 
the abolition socicties had made the object of their 
gratuitous philanthropy. ce esd 
Having said thus much of the abolition socie- 
ties in the non-slaveholdin States, Mr. B. turned 
with pride and exultatien to a different theme— 
the conduct of the great body of the peopie in 
all these States. Before he saw that conduct, and 
| while the black question, like a portentous cloud, 
| was gathering and ‘darkening on the northeastern 
| horizon, he trembled, not for the South, but for 
the Union. He feared that he saw the fatal work 
_ of dissolution about to begin, and the bonds of 
this glorious Confederacy about to snap; but the 
conduct of the great body of the people in all the 
non-slaveholding States quickly dispelled that 
fear, and in its place planted deep the strongest 
assurance of the harmony and indivisibility of 
the Union which he had felt for :aany years. "Their 
conduct was above all praise, above all thanks, 
above all gratitude. They had chased off the | 
foreign emissaries, silenced the gabbling tongués | 
of female dupes, and dispersed the assemblages, 
whether fanatical, visionary, or iicendiary, of all 
that congregated to preach against evils which 
afflicted others, not them, and to ‘propose reme- 
dies to aggravate the disease which they pretended 
to cure. They hadacted'with a noble spirit. They 
+ They had 


_ they stood upon the same hemisphere and within 
the bosam of the same country. He also read it 
to show the miserable fate of their victims, and to 
warn all that was good and virtuous—all that was 

_honest, but mistaken—in the three hundred and 

_Jifty affiliated societies vaunted by the individuals 
who style themselves their executive committee, 
and who date, from the commercial emporium of 
this Union, their high manifesto against the Presi- 
dent—to warn them at once to secede from asso- 
ciations which, whatever may be their designs, 
can have no other effect than to revive in the 
southern States the tragedy—not of San Domingo 
—but of the parish of Pointe-Coupeé. j 

Mr. B. went on to say that these societies had 
already perpetrated more mischief than the joint 
remainder of all their lives spent in prayers of 
contrition, and in works of retribution,. could 
ever atone for, They had thrown the state of the 
emancipation question fifty years back. They had 
subjected cvery traveler | every emigrant from 

_ the non-slavcholding States to be received with 
coldness and viewed with suspicion and jealousy, 
in the slaveholding States. They had occasioned 
neay slaves to lose their lives. They had caused 
the deportation of many ten‘thousands from the 


i from the reckless fanatic and the wicked inten- 
', diary, and put an end to publications and peti- 
., tions which, whatever may be their design, can 


obeyed the enactments, not of the’ statute-bdok, 


‘but of the heart; and while the spirit was in 


` the heart, he cared nothing for laws written in a 
‘book. He would rely upon that spirit to com- 


_ plete the good work it had begun—to dry up these 


_ Societies—to separate the mistaken philanthropist 


| 
have no other efféct than to impede the object ; 
‘which they invoke, and to’ aggravate the evil 
` which they deplore. `’ l 
' Turning to the immediate question before the 
: Senate, that of the rejection of the petitions, Mr. 
; B. said his wish was to give that vote which 
‘would have the greatest effect in putting down 
these societies. He thought the vote to be given 
i to be rather one of expediency than of constitu- 
: tional obligation. The clause in the Constitution | 


| 
| 
i 


, 80 often quoted in favor of the right of petitioning ` 


_ for a redress of grievances, would seem to hiin to | 
‘apply rather to the grievances felt by ourselves, | 
‘than to those felt by others, and :which others | 
i Might think an advantage, what we thought a | 


| grievance. . The petitioners from Ohio think it a | 


rievance that the peo 


a le of the District of Co- | 
umbia should suffer t SEEE 


e institution of slavery, i 


l liberation, would see the subj 


the latter would be at ease. i 
then, that the gentlemen of the non-slaveholding 
‘States were the proper persons to speak first. 
They knew the temper of their own constituents 
best, and what might have a good or an ill effect 
upon them, either to increase the abolition fever, 
or to allay it. He knew that the feeling of the 
Senate was general, that all wished for the same 
end, and the gentlemen of the North as cordially 
as those of the South. He wished the subject to 
` lie over till Monday, and then to hear thé opinions 
of those gentlemen after they had had time to coh- 
sider and to confer together. 
Mr. TYLER said he hat very few remarks to 
make. He was frank to declare, that he should 
' have preferred a different course to be pursued in 
‘reference to this petition to the one proposed by 
' the Senator from South Carolina. ‘Entertaining 
| the most profound respect for the opinions of that 
" eentleman, not only on this, but on all other ques- 
tions, he must, nevertheless, confess that he did 
not think his proposition fully met the importance 
of the ‘subject. He did not think it went far 
enough: the right to reject petitions, as well os 
' to receive them, was the right of every delibera- 
‘tive body. The reasons for refusing to receive 
“them were numerous.: They misht be insulting 
| to the body—slanderous of the States and their 
t institutionsrepulsive for various reasons. In 
refusing to recetve them nothing is established 
‘in regard to their prayer. Now, take tlie case 
| before the Senate. The honorable Senator from 
| South Carolina, in a spirit highly commendable, 
| objects to receiving these petitions, because they 
are couched in a at grossly insultingia the 
community in which he lives: he objects to them 
because they contain the most injurious reflections 
ona large number of the States of this Union. 
! Mr. T. wouldask, would these petitions be more 
acceptable to the South, if'they were less offensive 
“in their language; and mightit not hereafter be used 
‘as an argument for the reception of’ similar peti- 
` tions, ‘that they treated the South with a becoming 
$ delicacy and respect; though their ultimate objects 
“ wére equally dangerous? In his conception, the 
| course proposed by the Senator from South Caro- 
“lina would not reach the difficulty; it would. not 
putian end to abalition petitions.. He wanted 
| 


‘some course more emphatic—more pointed. He 
wanted an expression of opinion on the part of 


"| tte Senate, that it was not competent for Congress 


! to interfere with the question of slavery, either in 
| the States, or in the District of Columbia. I hope 
| (said Mr’ T.) that we ean obtain such an opinion 
by a unanimous vote, unless indeed the Senator 
from Ohio (Mr. Morras] objected, (which he 
should mueh regret,) that gentleman having ex- 
poe himself as if Congress, as the local legis- 
‘lature of the District, could-legislate on this sub- 
‘ject. Although he feared that the Senator from 
' Ohio might not go with them in the expression of 
l an opinion as'to the want of competent powerin 
; Congress to interfere with the subject, yet he did 
| hope that that gentleman, after more mature de- 
ect in the same hight 
ect of the gentleman from 
his- own were the same: it 
was to put an end to these petitions which were 
: calculated to kee the agitation in the a 


that he did. The. obj 
+ South Carolina and 


pu 
‘They only a os to the mode. Mr. 
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wanted a distinct expression of opinion on the 
art of the Senate; and how were they to get it 


jn any other way than in the usual form of a reso- ' 


lution? In order to attain this object, he would 
have permitted them to go the way that ali others 


of the same description shad gone—to the Com- | 


mittee on the District of Columbia. He, as 
chairman of the committee, had full confidence 
in his fellow-members on that committee. On 
this subject the committee might be regarded. as 
perfectly sound, and he would not doubt but that 
they would concur not only in a report, but ina 
snusfactory resolution. He bad prepared a re- 
port at the last session which had met the concur- 
rence ‘of the members, and which was not made, 
because of the suggestion that it might lead to 
some excitement in the country. The umes have 
ince altered; agitation had come, and:he had 
little doubt but that the committee would now 
concur with him in putting it to rest so far as any 
‘action on its part would avail. Let these miser- 
able pottions, then, go the way that all others like 
them have gone. All others heretofore had gone 
{as Mr. Presron said) into the ion’sden, and his 
honorable friend saw no-signs of their foot-prints 
coming out. Thatcourse would now be changed. 
He repeated the belief that in the committee there 
would be no difference of apinion among its mem- 
bers in reference to this subject. He hoped there 
would be none in the Senate. As tothe question 
‘involved, (said Mr. T:,) it is one on. which we of 
tthe South cannot divide; it.is avita] question. He 
did not mean to cant about it; he did not mean to 
ask the commiscration of the Senator from Penn- 
sylvania; for the South was stronger than.she was 
supposed to be. No man.was safe: from the in- 
eendiary, but the incendiary was not to be feared 
when the day broke upon him. | He would vanish 
away like a specter of the night, and inevitable 
destruction would await him on the return of 
day. -A servile war cannot be excited to endure 
fora day. It would surrender to the sword the 
black population, and an indiscriminate massacre 


might follow. I tell the Senator (said Mr. T.) that | 


Virginia ‘has no fear of her slaves. She stands 


prepared alike to crush rebellion in her bosom or . 


to resist oppression from abroad. Like ever 
other State, she may be in danger from the rk 
of the midnight incendiary, but with the first 
gleam of day the danger ceases. Standing there 
for that State, he scorned to ask for the com- 
miseration of any one.. He wanted justice for 
his State and constitutional nght—nothing more. 

’ He admitted that, byan emphatic decision -that 
‘Congress had no competent authority to interfere 


with slavery in the District, some degree of se- ` 


curity would be given to allay excitement on any 
report which would come from the District Com- 
mittee, and would be calm. Sir, (said Mr. T.;) 
I should feel that that committee was addressing 
` Americans—men' whose: fathers: fought by the 
side of ours in the war of independence-—men 
: who can no more exist without us than we can 
exist without thdm—identified with us in glory, 
and bound by the same destiny. He could have 
‘no fears from this body. He would not doubt 
‘bat that the Senate of the United States would be 
true to their oaths and faithful to the sovereign- 
: ties they represented. . If he was mistaken, then 
. (said he) Virginia can stand even if left alone, and 
‘she will stand boldly and fearlessly confident os 
to the result, He would say to his :friend from 
South Carolina, that if after having given consid- 
eration to these expressions on his part, he still 
thought. the proposition he had made the better 
course to be pursued, he (Mr. T.) would waive 
‘his own opinions, and go with him. He would 
‘do noring 1 
southern friends on this subject. Unanimity of 
opinion and action was all important to them. He 
had made these remarks principally because he 
‘was the chairman of the Committee on the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, feeling that the subject would 
be perfectly safe in their hands. 

Mr. BROWN said he felt himself constrained, 
by a sense of duty to the State from which he 
came, decply and vitally interested as she was 
in everything connected with the agitating ques- 
tion which had unexpectedly been brought into 
discussion that morning, to present in a few 
words his views as to the proper dircetion which 

‘whould be given to that and all other petitions 
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that would produce a division with his -. 
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| 


He felt himself more especially called on to do 
‘so from the aspect which the question had as- 
sumed in consequence of the motion of the gen- 
tleman from South Carolina, (Mr. Catnowun,] to 
refuse to receive the petition. He had believed, 
from the first time he had reflected on this sub- 
ject—and. subsequent events had but strength- 
ened that eonviction—thatthe most proper dispo- 
sition of all such petitions was to lay them on 
the table without printing. This course, while 
it indicated to the fanatics that Congress will 
yield no countenance to their designs, at the same 
time marks them with decided reprobation by a 
refusal to print. But, in his estimation, another 
reason. gave to the motion to lay them on the 
table a decided preference over any other pro- 
ceedings by which they should be met. The 
peculiar merit of this motion, as applicable to this 

uestion, is, that it precludes all debate, and would 
thus prevent the agitation of a subject in Con- 
gress which all should deprecate as fraught with 
mischief to every portion of this happy and 

flourishing Confederacy. l 

Mr. B. said that honorable gentlemen who ad- 
vocated this motion had disclaimed ail mtention 
to .produce: agitation on this question. He ‘did 
| not pretend to question’ the sincerity of their deo- 

Jaration;.and, while willing ta do every justice to 


their motives, he must be allowed to-say that no | 


method could be devised better calculated, in his 
judgment, to produce such a result. i 
Mr. B. mest sinecrely believed that the best 
interests ‘of the southern States would .be most 
consulted by pursuing sucha course here as would 
harmonize the feeling of every section, and avoid 
opening for discussion so dangerous and delicate 
‘a question. He believed all the Senators who 
were present a few days since, when a petition 
of similar character had ‘been presented by an 
‘ honorable member, had, by their votes to lay it on 
' the table, sanetioned the course which he now 
suggested. 
Mr. Carnoon, in explanation, said that him- 
‘self and his colleague were absent from the Senate 
on the oecasion alluded to. 


| Mr. B. resumed, and said that he had made no 


1 '| reference to the votes of any particular members . 
|| of that body; but what he had suid :was, that a | 


i| similar petition had been taid on the table with- 
out objection from any one, and consequently by 


then, was a most emphatic declaration by gentle- 


_ that they would entertain no attempt at legislation 
i; on the question of slavery in the 
u lumbia. Why, then, (asked Mr. B.,) should we 
ii now adopt a mode of proceeding calculated to 
disturb the harmonious action of the Senate, 
which had been produced by the former vote? 
Why and—he would respectfully ask of. honor- 
i, able gentlemen who press the motion to refuse to 
'.receive the petition—-for what beneficial purpose 
do they press it? By ersisting in such a course, 
| it would, beyond al doubt, open a widé range of 


{ 
i 
| 
i 
i 
| 


|| discussion; 1t would not fail to call forth a great `| 
i- diversity of opinion in relation:to the extent of | 


i the right to petition under the Constitution. Nor 


| would it be confined to that question alone, judg- | 
i ing from an expression which had fallen from an | 


: honorable gentleman from Virginia {Mr. Tyrer] 
: in the course of this debate. 
': had declared his preference for a direct negative 
|! vote by the Senate as to the constitutional power 


i| of Congress to emancipate slaves in the District | 


| of Columbia. He, for one, protested, politically 
i in the’ Halls of Congress. For all beneficial and 
| practical purposes, an overwhelming majority of 

the members representing the northern States 
| were with the South, in. opposition to any inter- 
‘| ference with slavery in the 


|! to any interference with slavery in this District 
‘| or elsewhere, he had yet ‘to learn it. Was it 
|| wise, was it pradent, was it magnanimous in gen- 
l! tlemen representing the southern States to urge 
|! this matter still further, and say to our northern 
il friends in Congress: “Gentlemen, we. all agree 


i 


il in the general conclusion that Congress should 


relating to slavery in the District of Columbia. | 


a unanimous vote of the Senators present. Here, | 


,, Men representing the northern States, as wellas ` 
those from other parts of the Union, by this vote, | 


istrict of Co- | 


That gentleman ; 


speaking, against opening this Pandora’s box | 


istrict of Columbia. |; 
|; If there was a half dozen in both branches of : 
‘| Congress who did not stand in entire opposition - 


| not interfere in this question , but we wish to know 
your reasons for arriving at this ‘conclusion; we 
| wish you to declare by your votes whether you 
| arrive at this result because you think it unconsti- 


tutional or not.” Mr. B. said, that he would 
yield to none in zeal in sustaining and supporting, 
! to the extent of his ability, what he belicved to 
: be the true interest of the South; but he should 
| take leave to say that, when the almost united will 
of both branches of Congressfor all practical pur- 
poses was with us against all interference on this 
subject, he should not hazard the. peace and quia 
‘ of the country by going en a Quixotic expedition 
‘in pursuit of abstraet constitutional qucstions. 
| He would not quarrel with gentlemen so long as 
: they continued in the determination not to inter- 
fere in this question, even if they did not come to 
that determination by preciscly the same made of 
reasoning with himself. Mr. b. said, it appeared 
to him that the true course of those representing 
the South here was.to occupy a defensive posi- 
tion, so long as others were disposed not to dis- 
cuss it, and Congress refused to exert any legis- 
lative authority over the sabject. When that 
attempt was made, if it ever should be, he should 
‘say the time for. discussion had passed, anda 
i period had arrived which called for other and more 
vigorous means of self-defense. 

Another, and not the least weighty reason, had 
operated on his mind in bringing it. to, the con- 
clusion, that the motion to reject the. petition 
was injudicious. If successful, nothing would, 

. perhaps, be more agreeable to the fanatics (he 
ihongit they should. be more .properly called 
fiends in human’ shape, who would endeavor to 
lay waste the happiness and liberties of thiscoun- 

i try) than the intelligenee-that. they had received 
this mark of notice and, to them, of consequence, 
from the Congress of the United States, Mr. B. 
said, in his judgment, that man was but little 
skilled in the passions of the human breast, who 

. did not know that. there was no. error, however 

|, great, nor no heresy, however abominable, either 
in religion or politics, which might not be aided 
by the cry of persecution, however unfounded it 

: might be in fact. Fanaticism would seize on it 

to enlist the sympathies of the weak and ignorant 
in their behalf. Wicked, and fanatical men had 
done thig, in all ages, and he doubted not but the 
malignant spirits who had been laboring in this 
detestable vocation would cunningly seek to avail 
themselves of any means to further their diabol- 
|| ical designs. Another, and, with him, equally 
decisive reason against any course calculated to 
throw the subject. open to discussion here, was 
|| the almost universal manifestation at the North, 
during the past summer and fall, of that fraternal 
|| and patriotic feeling towards the South which he 
|| trusted would continue to exert its happy effect 

'| in preserving, bagi aie the bonds of the Union 

i! of these States. e rejoiced at this strong de- 

' velopment of feeling, not only because it had 

| contributed to ap the movements of danger- 
j| ous enemies ta the peace and happiness of our 
|| country, in that quarter, but because: it had dis- 
i| pelled the insidious. misrepresentations in regard 
to the sentiments of the great body of northern 

ople, which certain presses had, as he believed, 

Poth in the North and South, most industriously 

used for the most sinister purposes. 
What were the facts, as.to the public opinion 
of the North, on this subject?) But a short time 
had passed by. since most of the active leaders of 
this fanatical band were contemptible fugitives 
| in different. parts of the North, where they had 
attempted to exhibit, from the insulted and gener- 
ous indignation of a patriotic people, who wished 
to preserve the peace of the country and their 

, obligations to us as members of the same Con- 

i| federacy. That an active and daring band of 

‘| these incendiaries existed, none could doubt, but 

| that they formed a very small portion of the great 
mass of the northern people, we not only had the 
assurances of public meetings, which had assem- 
bled almost throughout that quarter, attended by 
the most respectable and distinguished citizens, 
but we had here, but a short time since, the dec- 
larations of many of the Senators from the non- 
| alaveholding States, that this class of individuals 

', was but small, and that they were countenanced 

' by ne respectable portion of those States. He 

‘| had been assured, since his arrival here, by a 
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‘gentleman representing the northern States, that 
an abolition discourse could not be delivered 
among those whom t 
endangering the safety of the person attempt- 
ing it. : 
Tn addition to this he would say, that the action 
of the Federal Government through the Post 
Office Department was protective of the rights of 
the South against incendiary publications. If 
postmastersto the North and South did their duty, 
as sanctioned by the head of that Department, 
these enemies of our Government and of the hu- 
man race were cut off from circulating, through 
that medium, their firebrands of mischief. Under 
these circumstances, was this a time for us to 
throw open the door to discussion on this subject, 
and thus assist in exacerbating the feelings which 
had already been enough excited? He thought it 
only necessary to contrast the proceedings of the 
Senate on the petition to which he had before 
alluded, and which had been laid on the table by 
the unanimous vote of the Senators present, with 
the proceedings of to-day, to show the decided 
wisdom of taking the same course in relation to 


leman representing the northern States, that || 
| 


the present and all similar petitions. The petition » 


which had becn quietly inurned by the motion to 
lay on the table, had scarcely been thought of or 
heard of since, consigned, as it had been, to the 
insignificance and contempt of mortifying neglect 
and want of notice. 

‘What was the fact, in relation to the proposed 
mode of proceeding, as to the present petition? 
The Senate had already found itself engaged ina 
debate, which no one could foresee the direction 
of, thus producing agitation aud dignifying with 
undeserved, and, no doubt, gratifying notoriety 
to the fanatics a miserable effusion, which, but 
for this proceeding, would have fallen into obscu- 
‘rity and contempt. ' 

te (Mr. B.) had nothing to ask from the 

North, as one of the Representatives of a south- 
ern State, more than we were entitled to, under 
the compact with our sister States, and from that 
feeling of fraternal regard, which, for many pur- 
poses, made us the same people. . He, however, 
was disposed to act upon this, as upon all other 
occasions, in that spirit of conciliation in which 
our Federal Government had originated, and with- 
‘out which it could not survive. He would not 
quarrel with gentlemen so long as they took decid- 
ed ground against any interference on this ques- 
tion, even if they should differ as to some abstract 
questions in relation to it.. He believed most sin- 
cerely, that the almost universal sentiment of the 
intelligent and respectable portion of the North 
was against any interference either in the District 
of Columbia or elsewhere on this delicate sub- 
ject. In this feeling of confidence, he was in 
favor of.clinging to the Union of the States, as 
the great source of our’ safety, happiness, and 
“liberty. He would not for a moment believe that 
cither of the great sections of this country would 
so far forget its just obligations to the other, by 
such an outrage upon its constitutional rights as 
would end in the overthrow of a. Government 


won by the united valor and patriotism of their 


ancestors. i 


Mr. LEIGH thought it important that the con- | 


stitutional question’ on this subject should bedis- 
tinctly understood and expressed. He had said 
the other day that he had never conversed with 
one intelligent man from any of the non-slave- 
holding States whose opinions on this subject 
were calculated to give him dissatisfaction. He 
made this declaration, because he thought it was 


calculated to give a gratifying assurance to the | 


people he represented, and to produce a salutary 
effect in the South. Since then a pamphlet had 
been put in his hands purporting to be a review 
of another pamphlet, written by a clergyman of 
pret learning and piety, whom he had always 

een taught to respect. There were extracts in 
that pamphlet calculated deeply to injure the 
feelings of the South. This gentleman was at 
one time a resident of the Commonwealth of Vir- 
ginia, and ought to have known the state of her 
society better; yet it appeared.to him that the 
mind of the gentleman was entirely poisoned on 
the subject of slavery; and if his congregation 
thought as he did, this agitation which the gen- 
tleman from North Carolina (Mr. Brotwn] dep- 
racated so much had already commenced. fens 


hey represented, without fe 


in vain for gentlemen to deprecate agitation when 
‘it already was in existence. 
‘Give me leave to say to the gentleman from 
North Carolina, when he calls these Abolitionists 
; contemptible, and say that they have no means of 
doing mischief, that I differ with him toto celo. 
ln that gentleman’s love for this Union—in which 
the feelings of the heart, as well as of the under- 
standing were engaged—he entirely concurred; 
and it was because he entertained. those feelings 
that he wished the expression of some opinion 
as to the constitutional powers of Congress on 
the subject of slavery. He would not then pur- 
‘sue this subject—-when it came up again he 
l: should be prepared to enter more fully into the 
'! discussion. His object should be to conciliate 
‘as much as possible; but not for the purpose of 
conciliation would he forego what he conceived 
‘to be his duty in urging upon the Senate what 
was so necessary to the peace and tranquillity of 
the South—a distinct expression of opinion as to 
. the constitutional powers of Congress over the 
question. 

Mr. PRESTON said, there had been a petition 
on this subject presented a few days ago and laid 
on the table. Bi 
sented; and, thinking it had passed sub silentio, he 
had not thought proper to call it up. The gen- 


H discoveri 
| ready 
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il once the course of honorable gentlemen from the 


e was not in when it was pre- || 


tileman from North Carolina [Mr. Brown] had ` 
_ said there was a disposition to rake from the Cap- ` 


ulets causes for excitement upon this subject. 
Did the gentleman mean to say that there was 
nothing peculiarly emphatic in the southern States 


of South Carolina had recommended action. All 
‘parties there had been necessarily disturbed. 


ut the gentleman.says, be quiet—say nothing. | 
He sees the torch lit and ready to be applied, but - 


we are to say nathing. We see slanderous peti- 


tions, incendiary assemblies, and threatening de- ' 


nunciations on all sides, and we are told to be 
uiet. He was astonished. 
the remark he had made before, that this matter 
was mixed up with the poison of polities. The 

| petition now before them was the very child of 
| this poisonous subject. He felt, with the honor- 


fi able gentleman, a profound respect for the course `' 
the honorable gentlemen from the | 


|| pursued b 
'| North. He thanked the gentleman from Penn- 
| sylvania for the reprobation he had given. the 
etition here presented. He doubly thanked him, 
eing, as he was, from the Quaker State, that he 
had seen what the gentleman from North Caro- 

i! lina could not. We are tamely to stand here 
tt 
|| us; and it is'to.be extinguished by invoking those 
who have thrown it in upon us:to do it.. The 
proceedings of every Legislature.of thé South had 
deen. regretted the movements of the people to 
the North: ‘If there be fanatics (said Mr. P.) 
. who are: willing to light up the political torch of 


from the duty he owed to his constituents, He 


i here. 

Mr. BROWN begged leave to say one word 
The hon- 
orable gentleman from South Carolina [ Mr. Pres- 
i ¥6n] had asked, in a very emphatic manner, if, 
“when the burning torch was. thrown into the 
i, House, he as a southern man would not be ready 
:: to extinguish it? He would answer that he was 
|; ready; but he would also say that he was not 


|: more before the question was taken. 


‘i ready to pour oil on the torch, and increase the || 


` flame into a conflagration which might destroy 
the Union. 


enough, because he did not take the same course. 
He was, perhaps, not gifted with the keen per- 


| 
i 


' when the high-minded members from the south- 


| on this subject. 


j What was it? Why, they de- 
clared that it was a subject on which they would 
i not tolerate the slightest discussion. That was 


It might be, ns in’ 


The honorable gentleman had said | 


`: that he would not have discharged his duty to the | : Virgini i 
: South: kad Ne nol oxpiscd sod pedane fe tor froth: Virginia that one. of the most eminent 
| danger, and seemed to think him not vigilant | had come out in favor of abolition. 


(said Mr. P.) until the torch is thrown in upon || 


unhallowed partisanship, he would not shrink | 


| would not so dishonor the State that had sent him | 


i| nothing to do with it. 
| the 
to require action by Congress? The Governor | 


South on that floor. Butthat time had gone by; 
it appeared that new lights had sprung up, new 
ies had been made, and gentlemen were 
to go into the discussion of a subject that 
: once'was not permitted to be discussed at all. 
He, as one of the representatives of the southern 
States objected to any discussion which went 
to call in question the rights of the South. He 
was ready to go with southern gentlemen in any 
measures that would prevent such discussion. 
He would go further. Whenever our northern 
friends shall attempt in the slightest degree to 
interfere by legislative action with the rights of 
the South, (and he could with pleasure say, that 
they had shown every disposition to repress such 
interferences,) let us depart from them—let us 
depart peaceably. The gentleman had asked, 
why should they in the Senate not express their 
opinions on this subject, when the Governors and 
Legislatures of southern States had done so? It 
was true thatthe Executives of the southern States 
had recommended this subject to the considera- 
tion of their respective Legislatures. Thisit was 
their right and their duty to do; but he denied 
the right of conan to discuss or in any man- 
ner interfere with the subject. The gentleman 
from South Carolina would at once perceive the 
distinction between any action on this subject by 
the Legislatures of the States specially interested 
‘in it, and a discussion by Congress, which had 
That was his answer to 


entleman. Z l 
r. CALHOUN said he should be glad to say 
a few words more before the question was taken. 
He certainly should have no objection ‘that this 
question should be laid over till Monday. He 
wished to give all the Senators an eppor any to 
deliberate on the course they were about to pur- 
sue. But as to this particular motion, he must 
say that it had-been brought forward with great 
deliberation, and he could not abandon it. He 
| never could consent to receive these petitions. 
: Had he no other objections to it,.an imperious 
one with him was the language in which ‘they 
‘were couched. The Senate exhibitedan extraor- 
dinary spectacle—it was deliberating on receiv- 
ing a petition which denounces eleven of: these 
States as kidnappers and pirates. That. there 
could be a single individual from one of these 
States willing toreceive them, was to him wonder- 
: ful; and still more wonderful-was the argument. 
| Why hesitate-at all as to rejecting them at-once? 
Wasit out of delicacy towards these petitioners? 
If so, should: they not feel the same delicacy 


i: towards eleven of the States, and not receive 


| calumny (for such he regarded the petition) against 
| them? He prafoundly feared that the gentlemen 
i representing the States knew from whence these 


| 
‘| petitions came—knew that a feeling existed in 


them which rendered it not desirable to take a 
decided course in opposition to them. This was 
i the point of his alarm. If it was so, then mast 
| assuredly the people of the other section of the 
| Union should know the state of facts. 

| Mr. C. felt the greatest gratitude to those citi- 
| zens of the northern States: who had kindly inter- 
; fered towards these incendiaries; but he did not 


think they had succeeded in their efforts to put 


i spicacity of the gentleman from South Carolina; th oe ee Moped 


|i he admitted he was unable to discover the benefit : 
' that would result to the South, or any other por- į 


f ore alice tee ee | Constitution one thousand times,.and he could 
i : : : n: jecti 
nee daa subiet heres Sik, Ale eine hk g we see no such objections as-had been urged. He 


them down. A paper had been sent to him, 


i| drawn up by Arthur Tappan and others, protest- 


ing against the President’s message, for interfer- 
; Ing with the subject of abolition, in which it was 
declared that more than one hundred new socie- 
ties had been added to the abolition. cause since 
the message. It had been noticed by the Sena- 


i 


divines and learned men of the age and country 
1 These signs 
showed him that the danger. had not passed over, 
ed. But he had been told that 
; there were constitutional objections to refusing to 
receive these petitions. e wished gentlemen 
would point them out to him. He had read the 


wished gentlemen who were so liberal in quoting 


| cen States assumed an alaiude highly honéjuble ii the Constitution in favor of the Abolitionists, 


would be equally liberal towards the southern 


| States; and quote it to show that Congress had 
| not the. power to interfere with the questian agi- 
‘| tated by these petitioners. Noman who had read 
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the Constitution could find the authority for any 

euch interference. But he had been told that 

Congress had the right to abolish slavery in the 

District of Columbia, and that, having this con- ; 
stitutional right, these petitioners were justifiable 

in coming there. He denied that Congress pos- | 
sessed any such right. But still they ought not | 
to receive the petitions, because their language ; 
was highly disrespectful. The Senator from ; 
North Carolina [Mr. Brown] very much depre- 
cated agitation on the subject. He knew as well 
as that gentleman that there were two ways of : 
preventing agitation—the one was quietly to sub- 

mit, the other was to meet it boldly. e put it | 
to the gentleman from North Carolina, would he ! 
submit when called kidnapper and pirate, or , 
rather would he not, as a man of honor, knock 
the calumniator down. He denied the right of 
Congress to interfere with slave property in the 
District of Columbia. 


l 


jealousy and vigilance of those who caused them 
to be inserted) that no man shall be deprived of 
his liberty or property without due process of 
law. The property of the citizen cannot be taken | 
from him ae by process of law—-by a trial by | 
jury, and were not the slaves of this District : 
property? How were they to be taken but by 
due process of law? It had been said correctly, 
that Congress had exclusive jurisdiction over the 
District of Columbia; but what power had Con- 
gress there’ other than exclusive legislation, ac- 
cording to the forms of the Constitution? Con- . 
sz could not abolish the trial by jury in this 
istrict, nor could it abridge the liberty of the 
. His object (Mr. €. said) was not agitation; it | 
was to suppress it. He saw an agitation that was | 
working asunder the bonds of this Union, making | 
the South cling more closely to the means within ‘ 
themselves for their preservation, and poisoning | 
the minds of the peopie of the non-slaveholding 
Btates, making them believe that slavery was 
sinful, and that the people of the South were im- 
moral and corrupt. hile this agitation con- 
tinued, it was impossible but the ignorant slave 
population must believe that one half of the 
people of this Union were their friends, and that 


all they had to do was to organize a successful | 


insurrection for those friends to come to their aid. 


This agitation was unnecessary, and it was not || 


to be put an end to, unless by a deeisive refusal on | 


the part of the Senate to receive these petitions. 
But his friend from Virginia (Mr. Tyier] 

wished to go further than he had proposed to go. 

He thanked him for it. He had said that the 


Committee on the District of Columbia was Pre-|: President of the United States, delivered at the | 


pared to make a satisfactory report on the subject, 


and that every member of the Senate, with the | 


exception of the Senator from Ohio, was in favor 
of giving a distinct expression of opinion as to 
the constitutional powers of Congress on the 
question. He was glad to hear this. But if his 
motion had no other object than to protect the 
honor of the State he represented, it was enough 
to make him adhere to it. If the gentleman from || 
Virginia did not present such a resolution as the 
. one he had alluded to, he himself would lay a 
resolution on the table, affirming that Congress |i 
had no constitutional 
subject of the slaves in the District of Columbia. 
He was not disposed to create any difference of 
opinion with his southern friends; but when he | 
nad been compelled to act, he had put himself 


He found in the amend- | 
ments to the Constitution (and he rejoiced at the | 


power to legislate on the |; 


to understand the remarks of that gentleman as 
as to convey any reflection upon him, (Mr. 
! B? 
| Mr. CALHOUN said, he could assure the gen- 
- tleman from North Carolina that he had intended 
no personal reflection whatever. 

r. WEBSTER said it was evident that the 
proposition to receive or not to receive this peti- 
tion would run into a protracted discussion, and, 


as the day was far spent, he hoped that the motion , 


to postpone the further consideration of the sub- 
: ject until Monday would be agreed to. 
The question veing then taken, the motion to 
postpone until Monday was agreed to. 
THE SEMINOLE HOSTILITIES. 
The bill from the House making appropriations 
fo 
_ Seminoles, was read twice and referred. 
SEBASTIAN BUTLER, AND OTHERS. 
Mr. LINN, from the Committee on Private 
! Land Claims, reported, without amendment, the 


, bill for the relief of Sebastian Butler, and others. ` 


| The Senate then adjourned over to Monday. 


HOUSE. OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Tuurspar, January 7, 1836. 
As soon as the Journal was read, 


Mr. ADAMS rose and said, he wished, by per- 
mission of the House, to puta question to the 
honorable chairman of the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs. 

Mr. A. said he found in a paper of this morn- 
ing a statement in relation to an interruption of 
. our commerce with Mexico. [Mr. A. here read 
' the statement, which is contained in the National 
Intelligencer of this morning.) The question 
which he meant to ask was this: Whether the 
: Committee on Foreign Relations had received any 


official communication on the subject of the rela- | 


: tions, political or commercial, between the United 
| States and the Government of Mexico? The 
| article he had read (he said) was the grounds on 
| which he had founded this question, and he put 
it now because he perceived a motion would be 
made to adjourn over to Monday next. If there 
had not been acommunication made, he presumed 
there would be one from the Executive before that 
lj time, 

Mr. MASON, of Virginia, said, in reply, that 
the Committee on Foreign Affairs had received 
no communication from the State Department on 
' the subject of the relations of the United States 
: with Mexico, whether commercial or political; 

and that they had no information on that subject 
other than that contained in the message of the 


| 
{ 


commencement of this session. 

Having seen a statement in a morning news- 
! paper of yesterday’s date, founded on a commer- 
į cial letter, that the arbitrary measure alluded to 
| by the gentleman from Massachusetts had been 
: adopted by the Mexican Government, he [Mr. 
| meee! had called at the State Department, and 
: was informed that no intelligence had been re- 


; ceived on that subject. Mr. M. had no doubt |, 
| that, if the rumor proved to be true, information 
; would be promptly communicated to Congress. 


Mr. ADAMS said he had nothing further to 
| inquire of the Committee on Forcign Affairs; but 
; he gave notice that unless a communication was 
| made by the Executive between this and Monda 

i next, he should submit a proposition on the sub- 


boldly forward. When he found these petitions | ject to the louse on that day. 


coming on that floor, with unjust, false, and ma- 


licious language, as applied to the section of || 
is impe- || 


country he came from, he felt it to be h 
rious duty to move for their rejection. He feared 
that the gentleman from Virginia was mistaken; 
but if he was not, the expression of such an 


opinion as he contemplated would have a most |! 


beneficial effeet on the whole South. 
Mr. BROWN roseto ask the gentleman from 
South Carolina, [Mr. CaLnown,] whether he was 


6 


, TERRITORIAL GOVERNMENT OF WISCONSIN. 

Mr. JONES, of Michigan, asked the consent 
of the House to present the memorial of the 
: Legiglative Council of the Territory of Michigan, 
| praying the establishment of the territorial gov- 
| ernment of Wisconsin. This was the only op- 
, portunity which had been offered of presenting 
| this memorial. 

` PETITIONS, MEMORIALS, ETC. 

Mr. HARDIN moved to suspend the rule, for 


r repressing hostilities, commenced by the | 
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the purpose of calling for petitions from those 

States which were omitted at the last call: which 

was agreed to. 

|| Petitions and memorials were presented by 

li Mr. McKAY, of North Carolina; 

! Mr. PINCKNEY, of South Carolina; 

| Messrs. HAYNES and COFFEE, of Georgia; 

Messrs. HARDIN, HAWES, CALHOUN, 

; JOHNSON, UNDERWOOD, CHAMBERS, 
ALLAN, WILLIAMS, and HARLAN, of 

| Kentucky; 

|| Messrs. CRANE, HAMER, PATTERSON, 

i SLOANE, HOWELL, STORER, WEBSTER, 

|, WHITTLESEY, and KENNON, of Ohio; 

Messrs. JOHNSON, GARLAND, and RIP- 
LEY, of Louisiana; 
| Messrs. LANE, DAVIS, BOON, KINNARD, 
‘and HANNEGAN, of Indiana; 

:_[Mr. Kiywarp presented the claim of Bazil 
Brown ‘to be allowed compensation for certain’ 
horses furnished to the Commissioner of the 
United States to treat with the Miami Indians, in 
1834, and for the use of said Indians; referred to 
the Committee on Indian Affairs; also the memo- 
rial of the heirs of Dr. Samuel Kennedy, a senior 
hdspital surgeon of the revolutionary army, 
praying a full adjustment of their accounts. 

On motion of Mr. Lanz, the following peti- 

` tions were referred to the Committee on the Post 
Office and Post Roads: That the Committee on 
the Post Office and Post Roads be instructed to 

; inquire into the expediency of establishing the 

i, following post rout-s in the State of Indiana: 

i From Versailles, in Ripley county, to Burlington, 

} Boon county, Kentucky, via Hartsville, Dells- 

j borough, Guionvilles, Hartford, and Rising Sun; 

| from Napoleon, in Ripley county, to Louisville, 

|| in Henry county, via Clarksburgh, New Salem; 
and Smelsor’s Mills; from Aurora, in ‘Dearborn 

ii county, to Napoleon, in Ripley county, via Wil- 

| mington; from Harrison, Dear county, to Scipio, 

; in Ohio, via Drewersburgh, in Franklin county; 

|| from Lawrenceburgh, in Dearborn county, to 

| Brookville, in Franklin county, via Hubbles and 
| MeKenzey’s Cross Roads. 

Mr. Hawnecan presented memorials from a 

i| large number of the merchants, traders, and other 

citizens of the States of Indiana and Illinois, ask- 
ing an appropriation to construct a harbor or 
breakwater at Michigan City, in the State of 

Indiana; which were referred to the Committee 

on Commerce. And one to have Michigan City 

made a port of entry; which was referred to the 

|, Committee on Commerce. And one asking a 

|; sufficient sum for the construction of a light-house 

| at the same point; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. Also, a petition for a post 
| route from Indianapolis, through Danville, Bain- 
bridge, Rockville, Montezuma, and Newport, in 
| the State of Indiana, to Danville, in the State of 

i Illinois; which was referred to the Committee on 

| the Post Office and Post Roads; from Newtown, 

Fountain county, by the way of Rob Roy, Ath- 

| ica, Reinsville, in the State of Indiana, to Iro- 

| quois, in the State of Illinois. 

Mr. Davis presented the petition of Frederick 

| Slinkard, asking to. be allowed for certain moneys 

, destroyed (by the burning of his house) belong- 

ing to the Post Office Department; and the petition 

| of the citizens of Putnam county, Indiana, for a 

mail route. ] 

Messrs. CASEY, MAY, and REYNOLDS, 
: of Illinois; 

(The Speaker presented a petition from sundry 
inhabitants of Illinois, praying for the establish- 
ment of certain post routes therein designated. 

Mr. Casey presented the petition of sundry 
citizens of Wabash county, Illinois, praying the 
establishment of a mail-stage route from Louis- 
ville, Kentucky, by Albany, Camden, Leaven- 
worth, Jasper, and Petersburg, Indiana, Mount 


i 
| 
| 


| Carmel, Allein, Fairfield, &c., Illinois, to St, 
Louis, Missouri; which, on his motion, was rer 
ferred to the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads.} 
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a e e 
: it which had prevailed for 
Á seen te , memorial of the Legis- reference to preémptions. 
ee Sian. pene agrantof in his own istrict, where the Government had 
land ef the common of the vilage of Cahossia, sustained a loss of $10,000,000, by the location o 
to the county of St. Clair, in said State. And these floatiag preémption claims upon a valuable 
also a petition of the inhabitants of said village, .. tract ot country, ae ae wi 
praying a grant of said common in fee-simple to been recently surveyed and laid out.. nee 
themselves. And also the memorial of the Gen- the work of speculators and capitalists of New 
eral Assembly of the State of Ilinois, praying a Orleans, New York, Natchez, &e., who had in 
grant of some of the public lands to aid in con- this way become possessed of millions of the most 
structing a road from Shawneetown, by Frank- valuable portion of the public domain, He was 
fort, to St. Louis. not opposed to the honest yeoman who actually 

Mr. R. said, this memorial represents that the settled and cultivated the public Jands under a 
lands over which this road passes have been in preémption claim. He would even go furtner, 
market a long time, and much of these remam and give the lands to the honest cultivator of the 
unsold; and to construct the road over them soil; but he was opposed to their going into the 
would add much to their value, and thereby the hands of capitalists and speculators. e was in 
General Government will be benefited, rather favor of the motion to reconsider, h 
than injured, by the grant. The letter of the late Mr. WILLIAMS, of North Carolina, returned 
Posimaster General accompanies this memorial, his thanks to the gentleman from Ohio, Mr. 
which shows that this read is important in the Vinron,] for moving the recousideration of the 
transportation of the United States mails; which resolution. The facts exhibited by that gentleman 
was referred to the Committee on Roads and and by the honorable gentleman from Louisiana, 
Canals. : [Mr. Rivtey,] showed the House ought to be 

Mr. R, also presented the memorial of the Le- cautious in granting preémption rights. But if 
gislature of Ilinois, praying a survey to be made it had not been for these exhibitions of frauds, 
af Cash river in said State, The memorial states, he should have opposed the resolution, because 
that with a small expenditure of moncy, the nav- 
igation of that river could be much improved ; 
and as there is much public land adjacent to the 
river, the General Government will be much 
benefited by such improvement, as well as the 
citizens in the vicinity. 

The claim of Henry Whitton for property lost 
in the expedition against the hostile Indians in 
1832; which was referred to the Committee on 
Military Aifairs. 

The petition of Hezekiah Calst for a pension; 
which was referred to the Revolutionary Com- 
mittee. 

The petition of the citizens of Milwaukee, in 
the Michigan Territory, praying fora light-house, 
and the repair of the harbor on Lake Michigan, 
in said Territory.] 

Messrs. CHAPMAN, LYON, and LAWLER, 


a Sa 


pv Lug è 
Mr. REYNOLDS, of Illinois; 


principle. Itdig not propose to grant preëmption 
rights to the cultivators of tbe soil, or the laborer 
on the soil, but to the digger for lead; and held 
out false expectations. Whatever might be said 
of the preémption laws heretofore passed, the 
object of this resolution conflicted with every 
principle before recognized on this subject. 

Mr. ASHLEY wasin favor of the adoption of 


committce to inquire into the subject, and no fur- 
ther. With regardto the lead mines, he was pre» 
pared to prove that the Government did not realize 
sufficient from the leases to remunerate its officers 
engaged in the collection of the dues. Of one 
thing he assured the House, that his constituents 
were exempt from the charges brought by the 
two gentlemen who had spoken against the reso- 


of Alabama; lution, [Messrs. Vinton and Rrrtey.] Mr. A. 
Messrs. HARRISON and ASHLEY, of Mis- defended the character of the settlers on the public 
souri. ; ' lands on the right of preëmption, and the expe- 


diency of the law itself. The law was peculiarly 
for the benefit of the poor man, and the country 
reaped great benefit from it, for the wealthy man 
would never scttle those far distant lands. any 
a man had raised himself from a condition of ab- 
ject poverty to one of respectability and affluence 
through the preémption laws; and he was con- 


[Mr. Haratson, of Missouri, presenved the 
petition of sundry citizens, praying for a mail 
route from Fulton, Callaway county, Missouri, 
to the house of Henry Neile, in said county. 

[Mr. Asser, of Missouri, presented the fol- 
lowing petitions of sundry citizens of Missouri, 
- 'aying the establishment of a post route from 

-annibal, in Marion county, via Florida, Paris, 
{untavillc, and Fayette, to Franklin, in Howard 
ounty, and from the seat of government of Mis- 
ouri tothe Territory of Arkaneas; of Francia ; benefit that had resulted. He did not deny that 
Zooper, H. M. Shrieve, John Whilzett; of. the. frauds might „have been committed in some in- 
sitizens of Cole county, in relation to a new: land li stances; but were all to suffer for the frauds of a 
office; protest of certain citizens of Missouri, | 


in a pecuniary point of view, by ‘such men, with- 


Mr. A. also moved the reference of documents on `. the committee. 
file, proposing additional compensation for cer- |: 
tain surveys.) i 

Mr. JONES, of Michigan; . 

Mr. MANN, of New York, prese 
tion from an individual in Michigan; 
- Mr. WHITE, of Florida; 

Which petitions and memorials were 


from Ohio, [Mr. Vinroy.] The right of pre- 

o emption was nearly as old as the title to the land 
nted a peti- itself. The Government lost nothing, could lose 
‘i nothing, by the settlement of the unsold public 
: || lands. Mr. L. entered into a review of the cir- 
appropri- i cumstances under which the Pottawatomie and 
. ‘| other public lands were settled in Indiana, and 


ately referred. : 
PREEMPTION TO MINERS IN MICHIGAN. — ' defended the character of those settlers in his own 
od : State. He hoped the reference of the resolution 


Mr. VINTON moved to reconsider the vote would not be reconsidered. 
whereby the resolution offered by Mr. Jones, of | Mr. REYNOLDS moved to lay the motion to 
Michigan, granting the right of preémption to - reconsider on the table. aie 
the miners in the Territory of Michigan, was 
adopted. l 

¥ r. V. was opposed to sending even aresolution ` tion, if carried in the affirmative? ; 
of inquiry of this character to a committee, and | 
adyested to the frauds which had been committed i would lie over, to be brought up another day. 
apon the Government in consequence of the he Mr. WILLIAMS inquired whether the subject 
passage of the preémption acts of 1830. : would still go before the committee for inquiry? 

. Mr. JONES, of Michigan, briefly replied to:| The CHAIR was of opinion that the subject 
the remarks of the gentleman from Ohio, and | would be suspended. . aer 
advocated the peculiar propriety of granting pre-', Mr. WILLIAMS said- he thought the effaet 
emptions to that class of citizens pmbraced in his || òf a vote in the affirmative would be ta lay the 
resolution, As his proposition was one of meré j! whole subject on the table. se Vth 
inquiry, r hoped the enemy would permit it || 
to go to the committee, where he could regist it, || he would not then undertake to j 

Mr. RIPLEY protested against the principle |i point. Si aaa aa 


4 


it proposed the introduction of an entirely new: 


vinced the Government had never lost anything, | 


out taking into consideration the great moral 


Ep ge eee a0 AL ‘GLOBE. $ n reo 


BT 
the last few years. n |! 
He referred to n case | 


through which a railroad had.. 


the resolution, for it went only to instruct the’. 


i r | few? He really hoped, if nothing further was , 
against the confirmation of certain land claims. ‘| done, that the inquiry would be suffered to go ta : 


Mr. LANE differed in toto with the gentleman » 


© Mr. WILLIAMS, of North Carolina, inquired | 
: of the Chair what would be the effect of this mo- : 


The CHAIR said, in his opinion, the subject | 


The CHAIR said that was hisapinion, though | 


- January 7, 
= ge a 
Mr. REYNQLDS, of Illinois, said he was in-, 
formed by the chairman of the Committce on 
Public Lands, that the subject was already before 
that committee, and therefore it was of little con- 
sequence what would, be- the effect of the vote. 
‘He should, however, press. the mation, : 
The question was then taken and agreed to; 
and the motion to reconsider the resolution was 
laid on the table. 


RESOLUTIONS. , 
On motion by Mr. REYNOLDS, of Illinois, 


it was 


ae | : 
Resolved, That the rules of the House be suspended for 


the purpose of offering and considering resolutions instruct- 
ing committees to make inquiries; and for the purpose of 
offering and considering resohitions asking information from 
the executive departinents. 
Mr. JOHNSON, of Louisiana, submitted’ the 
following resolution: ETR 
Resolved, That the Committeeion the Public Landa bo in- 
structed to inquire into the expcdieney of odilying the 
different acts of Caugress. grantug preïmption rights to. 
settlers on the public lands, soas to. protect the rights of the 
settlers, and prevent fraud ngainst the United States. 
Mr. DAVIS, of Indiana, offered the following 
amendment to the resolution: 
And, also, into the expcdicucy of extending to the actual 
settler on all lands that have been in the market for five 
years, which preémption privilege shall be extended ior four 
years trom and after the 19th of June next. 
The amendment was advocated by Mr. DAVIS, 
and opposed by Mr. MAY. 
Mr. HANNEGAN moved to postpone 
resolution and amendment until to-morrow. 
Mr. HARRISON, of Missouri, said that the 

Committee on the Public Lands had the subject 

of preémptions before them. Considering, there- 

fore, that the propositions were ‘unnecessary, he 
moved to lay the whole subject on the table; but 

withdrew the motion at the request of + 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of North Carolina, who 
made a few remarks’ in favor of the passage of 

the original resolution. . 

Mr. HAMER moved to lay the resolution on 
thetable. Negatived -ayes 59, noes not counted. 
Mr; WILLIAMS then demanded the previous 
question. He wished, he said, to bring the vote 

: of the House directly upon the original resolu- 

tion, dispensing. with the amendment. 
The motion for the previous question was sec- 
onded by the House—ayes 81, noes 54. i 
The main question was then ordered to be puts 
and the resolution was adopted without a count. 
- Mr. REYNOLDS, of Ilknois, submitted the 
following resolution: . 
i Resolved, That te Committee on Commerce be mstructed 
to inquire anto the expediency of establishing a system of 
commercial hospitals on the western waters or te Ohioand 

Mississippi rivers and the Jakes, to be separate and apart 
from thoze on the Atlantic sea-board. : 

‘Mr. STORER moved ‘an amendment, so as to 
confine the hospitals to St. Louis, Louisville, Cin- 

, cinnati, and Pittsburg. i ' 

; Mr. BOND moved to add thé town of Ports- 
mouth, in Ohio; which wag accepted by Mr. 
Storer as a modification of his amendment. 

Mr. HAWES hoped the gentleman would 
accept, as a further motiification, the, town of 
Hendersonville, Kentucky. _ 

-© Mr. WHITE, of Florida, moved'to postpone 

' the further consideration of the resolution, as he 

i wished the House, to take up and act upon the 

| bill making appropriations ‘for repressing the 

| hostilities of the Seminole Indians; which was 

‘agreed to. ` 

i Me. PEYTON then offéréd the following reso- 

i; lation: : : : 

:| Resolved, That the Committee on Commerce be in- 

‘ | structed to inquire into the expediency of establiahing a port 

|| of entry at the mouth of Laurel, on the Cumberland rivery 

in the State of Kentucky. : 

Mr. PEYTON said, his object in offering this 
resolution was to extend the Constitution, Ag 
| the Constitution then stood, it did not reach above 

Nashville; and his object was to embrace it up to 

| the mouth. of ‘the Laurel. The House had that 

: matter im its awn hands, and his only. wish was 

, to live within the bounda of the Constitution. He 
lived above it, and, the commerce, of the coal mines 

|| would be as inaportant above as below Nashville. 

i He. wished the Gommittee on Commerce to grant 

his constituents. a porh of entry where he hdd 

designated, so that they.might have the benefits 


. the 


a 


| 
i 
i 

i 


of the Constitution. .... . 
The resolution was agreed to. 
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HOSTILITIES OF THE SEMINOLES. 

On motion by Mr. WHITE, of Florida, the | 
House then took up the bill making a propriations ; 
tor repressing hostilities commenced by the Sem- 
inole Indians; which was read the third time and 
passed. 

RESOLUTIONS—-AGAIN. 


On motion by Mr. TOUCEY, 

Resolved, That the report of the Secretary of War on the 
elaims of the State of Connecticut for services of militia 
and disbursements made during the late war with Great 
Britain, made in obedience to the order of the House of 
Representatives of the 6th of January, 183V, and the letter 
of the Secretary transmitting the same, be referred to the 
Committee on Mititary Affairs, with instructions to inquire 
whether any and what further legistation may be necessary 
for the adjustment and settlement of said claims. 


On motion by Mr. HANNEGAN, 


Resolved, That the Committee on Roads and Canala be 
instructed to inquire into the expediency of granting to the 
State of Indiana a quantity of land equat to the alternate 
sections heretofore reserved to the United States, along the 
Unc of the Wabash and Erie Canal, within the limits of 
said State, for the purpose of aiding her in the construction 
of said canal. 


Mr. HAWES submitted the following resolu- 
tion; which was postponed till to-morrow: 


Resolved, That a select committee of nine be appointed | 
to inquire what amendments, if any, are expedient to be | 
made to the laws relating to the Military Academy at West 
Point, in the State of New York ; and also, into the expedi - 
ency of modifying the organization of said institution ; and | 
also, whether it would not comport with the public inter- 
est. to abolish the same, with power to report by hill or 
otherwise. 

Mr. ALLAN, of Kentucky, submitted the 
following resolution; which was postponed till 
to-morrow: 


Resolved, That a select committee be appointed, whose 
duty it shail be to inquire into the expediency of extending 
the provisions of the act of Congress for the benefit of the 
surviving officers and soldiers of the revolutionary army, 
passed the “th of June, 1832, so as to embrace;those who 
were engaged in the wars of the United States which oe- 
curred between the treaty of peace with Great Britain, in 
1783, and the treaty of Greenville, with the Indians, in 1795; 
and that the said committee have leave to report by “ill or 
otherwise. à 

Mr. VINTON submitted the following resolu- 
tion; which, by the rule, ties over one day: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be directed 
„to communicate to this House any information in hia pos- 
_ Session of frauds or fraudul ent practices under tħe existing 
preémption laws ; and that Ke also inform the House what, | 
in his opinion, has been the effcet of the preémption laws 
now in force, or heretofore passed, upon the sale of the pub- | 
lic lands and upon that branch of the public revenue. 


On motion by Mr. HARDIN, 

Resolved, That the Committee on Revolutionary Claims 
inquire into the expediency of paying to the heirs of Thomas 
Lewis, a captain in the war of the Revolution on the conti- | 
nental establishment, from the State of Virginia, the half- 
pay provided by Government. 


On motion by Mr. FORESTER, 


Resolved, That the Committee on Revolutionary Claims 
inquire into the expediency of paying John Ditty, of the 
Pennsylvania line, for his services in the war of the Revo- 
lution- 


On motion by Mr. SIIIELDS, 


Resolved, That the Committee on Revolutionary Pen- 
sions be instructed to inquire into the propriety of estab- 
lishing an agency at Pulaski, Tennessee, for the purpose of ! 
paying all pensions which may at any time hereatter be due | 
from the United States to persons residing in the counties | 
of Lincoln, Giles, Lawrence, and Wayne, in said State; - 
and to make report thereon, 


On motion by Mr. KENNON, 


Resolved, That the Committee on Claims. be instructed 
to inquire into the expediency of allowing to the legal 
representatives of Benjamin H. Mackall the value of a 
horse destroyed by the British army during the late war, 
whilst in the possession of the American army, 


On motion by Mr. JONES, of Michigan, 


_ Resolved, That the Committee on Roads and Canals be 
_ instructed to inquire into the expediency of making an | 
appropriation for the specdy completion of a public 
‘McAdamised railroad from Milwaukie Bay, on Lake Michi- i; 
gan, through the United States lead mines in said Terri. | 
tory, to the Mississippi river, also in said Territory. 


On motion by Mr. JONES, of Michigan, 


Resolved, That the Committee on Roads and Canals be : 
instructed to inquire into the expediency of providing by 
iaw for the improvement of the navigation of the Missie- |, 
sippi river, from the mouth of the Des Moines river,in the 
Territory ef Michigan, to Fort Crawford, Prairie du Chien f 
in said Territory ; and that the same committee be further 
instructed to inquire into the expediency of making ap- 
Propriation in money and in land for the opening and con- |: 
structing of a MeAdamised or other road from the Missis- | 

‘sippi river, through the United States lead mines, in 
Towa county, Michigan Territory, to Milwaukie Bay, on 
Lake Michigan. 


li 


' establishing a post route from 


| Cassville, in the 


; Memorial of the Caln Quarter! 
i; Religious Socicty of Friends in 


On motion by Mr. JONES, of Michigan, 


Resolved, That the Committee on Commerce be instructed 
to inquire into the expediency of erecting light-houses on 


| Suitable sites at the mouth of Detroit river, of Lake Erie, at 


the mouth of Sagenaw river, of Lake Huron, at Wagoo- 
shance, or Fox point, on the Straits of Michillimackinae, 
and at the mouth of the Grand Kalamazoo and Milwaukie 


` rivers, of Lake Michigan. 


On motion by Mr. JONES, of Michigan, 


Resolved, That the Committee on Commerce be instructed 
to inquire into the expediency of making appropriations to 
improve the harbors at the mouths of St. Joseph, Kalama- 
200, and Milwaukie rivers, of Lake Michigan, and for re- 
moving the bar at the mouth of Clinton river, of Lake St. 
Clair, m Michigan. ` 


On motion by Mr. JONES, of Michigan, 


Resolved, That the Committee on the Public Lauds be 


instructed to inquire into the expediency of granting ahd H 
extending the right of preëmption to the miners and riggers | 


of the mining country situated in the Territory of Michi- 
gan. 
On motion by Mr. McKIM, 


Resolved, That the Committee on Commerec inquire into ' 


the expediency of requiring all registered vessels of the 
United States of the burden of two hundred tons and up- 
wards to take on board one or more boys, in proportion to 
their tonnage, as a part of their crew when bound to a for- 
cign port, cither as apprentices or on wages, as may. be 
agreed on by the par¢nts or guardians of said boys and the 
owners or agents of said vessels. 


On motion by Mr. WHITE, of Florida, 


Resolred, That the Committee on Roads and Canals be 


instructed to inquire into the expediency of making a grant | 
of land to aid in the construction of a railroad from Pensa- | 
; cola to Columbus, in Georgia, and from the Appalachicola i 
' river to St. John’s river, in Florida, upon the terms proposed 
: by said companies for the transportation of the United States | 


mail on said railroads. 


On motion by Mr. WHITE, 
Resolved, That the Committee on Naval Affairs be in- 


structed to inquire into the expediency of constructing a 
| dry-dock at or near the navy-yard at Pensacola, Florida, 
and of deepening the bar as recommended in the report of ; 
, Captain Chace, of the Engineer Department, soas tondmit 


the passage of vessels of war of the largest class. 
“On motion by Mr. JONES, of Michigan, _ 
Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Office aad 
Post Roads be instructed to oe ae into the expediency of 
almyra, in the State of Mis- 
souri, through Fort Des Moines, Fort Madison, and Bur- 
lington, Bellview, Dubuque, and Peru, to the town of 
Territory of Michigan. : 


On motion by Mr. JONES,- 

Resolved, That the Committee on Military Affairs be 
instructed to inquire into the expediency of passing an act 
to authorize a survey and making an appropriation for the 
construction of a military road from Fort Gratiot, by the 
seat of justice of the connty of Lapuar, to the rapids of the 
Grand river, in Michigan, and that the committee have 
leave to report by bill or otherwise. : 


On motion by Mr. EVANS, 
The House adjourned to Monday next. 


IN SENATE. 
Monar, January 11, 1836. 

Mr. Cutusent, of Georgia, appeared to-day, 
and took his seat. 

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 

The CHAIR announced a communication from 
the War Department, covering a report from the 
Second Auditor on the contingent expensés of the 
military establishment for the last year. 

Also, a report from the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury, containing the returns of the banks of the 
District of Columbia for the last year. 

PETITIONS, MEMORIALS, ETC. 

Mr. KENT presented the petition of the di- 
rectors of the Banera and Mechanics’ Bank of 
Georgetown, praying for a recharter. Laid on 


! the table. 


. Mr. TYLER presented the memorial of the 
Corporation of Georgetown, setting forth the pe- 


, cuniary embarrassments under which they labor, 


and praying Congress for relief. Referred to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. BUCHANAN presented the memorial of 
sundry citizens of Philadelphia, praying that an 
appropriation may be passed for the construction 
of piers at Reedy Island, on the Delaware, and 
for a ligh-thouse at the same place; also, fora 


: light-house on the Brandywine shoals. Referred 
_to the Committee on Commierce. 


SLAVERYIN THE DISTRICT. 
Mr. BUCHANAN said, he rose to present the 
Meeting of the 
ennsylvania, re- 
questing Congress to abolish slavery and the slave 


trade in the District of Columbia. On this sub- 
ject he had expressed his opinions to the Senate 
on Thursdaylast. Upon a review of these opin- 
ions, he was perfectly satisfied with them. All he 
should now say was, that the memorial which he 
i Was about to present was perfectly respectful in 
its language. Indeed, it could not possibly be 
| otherwise, considering the source from which it 
i emanated. 

It now became his duty to make some motion 
in regard to this memorial. On Thursday last he 
had suggested, that the best course, in his opin- 
iion, to pursue was, to refer all these memorials 
|; toa sclect committee, or to the Committee on the 
| District of Columbia. He now found that there 
: existed insurmountable obstacles to such a refer- 

ence; though he still inclined to think it the proper 

mode of proceeding. 
; „In presenting this memorial, and in exerting 
' himself, so far as in him lay, to secure for it that 
respectful reception by the Senate which it de- 
` served, he should do his duty to the memorialists; 
but he owed a duty to himself and to his country, 
which he would ‘perform. He was clearly of 
i; Opinion, for the reasons he had stated on Thurs- 
‘day last, that Congress ought not, at this time, to 
abolish slavery in the District of Columbia, and 
that itwas our duty promptly to place this exciting 
ucstion at rest. e shoulg therefore move that 
the memorial be read, and that the prayer of the 

memorialists be rejected. E 
| © Mr. PRESTON said, that, asa question had 
„been raised on the presentation of anotherpcetition, 
‘he hoped that the gentleman would suffer tha 
|| question to be decided first. : 

, Mr, CALHOUN said, he demanded that the 
| question be first taken whether the petition be 
received ornot. 

Mr. WEBSTER would suggest to gentlemen 
! whether they would permit this or any petition 
i to interfere with the ordinary business of the 
' Senate. Taking the example sct the other day 
| when the petition from Ohio was presented,a dis- 
cussion might commence which might consume 
the whole day. He thought it better to let the 
present petition lay over till the morning’s busi- 
-ness passed, and continuc the discussion on the 
‘motion not to receive the Ohio petition. 

Mr. CALHOUN entirely concurred with the 
i gentleman, and moved to postpone. the further 
consideration of the question till to-morrow, 

. Mr. KING, of Alabama, said he had no wish 
| to hasten the final disposition of a subject of so 
much importance.. He thought, however, if there 
was to be.a discussion on the subject at all, it had 
| better be on the memorial just presented, the lan- 
guage of which was entirely respectful, than ina 
memorial that had with such reason been objected 
to on account of its disrespectful language, 
| Mr. CALHOUN did not agree with the Sen- 
; ator from Alabama. There was no reason on 
earth why the discussion should be continued on 
this petition, rather than on the one first pre- 
sented. Were gentlemen afraid to meet the other 
petition, that they wished the discussion to be on 
one containing language of a milder character? 
He did not think such could be the feclings of 
j the gentleman from Alabama. He considered 
pentons similar to this, though less objectiona- 

le in their language than the one from Ohio, to 
be dangerous in their tendency. They contained 
| reflections injurious to the eelings of himself, 
jand those with whom he was connected, and 
injurious to the gentleman and those with whom 
he was connected. Let us (said he) mect the 

uestion boldly like men, and decide at once that 
these petitions are not to be received. He hoped 
i the mornings were not to be consumed in such 
discussions, and he therefore renewed his motion 
to lay the question on the table. 

Mr. KING, of Alabama, said the object of 
settling the main question would, in his opinion, 
be effected much more readily by the discussion 
i of the memorial presented by the gentleman frami 
! Pennsylvania, (Mr. Bocwanan, ]asit regarded the 
! great principle involved, than by a discussion of 
i the petitions presented by the gentleman from 

Ohio, [Mr. Mornss,] on Thursday last. He 
i thought the action of the Senate an the petition 
did not necessarily change tho ground ef discus- 
, Sion., The memorial presenied by the gentleman 


| from Pennaylvania looked directly ta the ques- 


84 


are t 
lavery in the District of 
hed in respectful lan- 
to shrink from a 
he subject in any 


tion of the abolition of s 
Columbia, and was couchec 
guage. He had no disposition 

iscussion or from voung upo. 2 
pape in which it might be presented to the Sen- 
ate. He would ask the gendeman from South 
Carolina, [Mr. Catnoun,] whether his object 
could not be as effectually accomplished in the 
discussion of this pe the other? He 


wuoen as i I 
trusted and hoped there was a large majority in 
the Senate determi 


ned to entertain no petition 

on this suvject any longer than to read and reject 
it. He knew those he represented were deeply 
interested in this question. But he would ask, 
would it put an end to it by refusing to receive 
titions couched in disrespectful language as was 
the petition presente 


d by the gentleman from 
Ohio? Would not the rejection of a petition of 
that character be attributed to the fact of the dis- 
respectful language contained in it? Such, in his 
opinion, would be the construction put upon the 
rejection of it; and the consequence would be 
that the petitioners wou 


jd persist in sending in 
their petitions for the same object, but couched 
in more respectful terms. (The pettion of the 

entleman from Pennsylvania brought the subject 

roadly and fairly before the Senate, and a rejec- 
tion of it would leave no room to doubt the opinion 
of that body in relation to it. A rejection of it 
would settle the question at once. He had made 
these few remarks without intending to take any 
part in this discussion. 

Mr. CLAY then, after a few remarks, moved 
to postpone the further consideration of the sub- 
ject ill to-morrow; which motion was agreed to. 

PETITIONS. 

Mr. GOLDSBOROUGH presented the petition 
of John M. Hepburn, a clerk in the War Office, 
praying for increase of salary; } 
to the Commies on Military Affairs. 
Petitions were further presented by Messrs. 
LER, WEBSTER, HENDRICKS 
MADGE. 


TY- 


REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES- ; 
Mr. EWING, from the Committee on Public 
Lands, to which had been referred the bill pro- 
viding for executing certain surveys of the public 
lands, reported the same without amendment. 
Mr. EWING, from the same committee, to 
which had been referred the bill for the relief of 
Andrew Knox, reported unfavorably thereon. 
Mr. EWING, from the same committee, to 
which had been referred the memorial of the Le- 
gislature of Missouri, praying that the registers 
of the public land offices may be furnished with 
the field notes of the surveyors, reported that, 
after a consultation with the head of the General 
Land Office, it was ascertained to be impracticable 
‘to grant the prayer of the petition. - 
Mr. WEBSTER, from the Committee on Fi- 


nance, to which had been réferred the bill making | 
opriations to suppress hostilities commenced : 


appr L 
by the Seminoles, reported the same with an 
general consent, ordered to be engrossed fora third 
reading. 


Mr. W., from the same committee, to which 


had been referred the petition of sundry citizens : 
“of New York, on the subject of the late fire in - 
that city, reported a bill extending relief; which | 


was read and ordered to a second reading. 


Mr. HENDRICKS, from the Committee on | 


Roads and Canals, to which had been referred 
the bill making an a ppropriation for the improve- 
ment of the river Wabash, reported the same 
without amendment. 


On motion by Mr. WHITE, the Committee 


on Indian Affairs was discharged from the further ` 


- consideration of the petition of Samuel Gilbert. 

Mr. PRESTON, from the Committee on the 

Judiciary, made an unfavorable report on the 
: petition of Thomas Cutts. 


Mr. TOMLINSON, from the Committee on - 


Pensions, made an unfavorable report on the 
petition of John R. Medwin. 
RETURNS FROM BANKS. 
Mr. WEBSTER submitted the following reso- 
- fution; which lies one day on the table: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury lay before 
the Senate the returns made by the Bank of the United 


which was referred | 
„and TALL- 


| 


| states, and also those made by the deposit ba 
returns were last communicatod to the Senate. 


BILL INTRODUCED ON LEAVE. 
Mr. HENDRICKS, in pursuance of notice 
iven, asked and obtained leave, and introduced a 
fin to authorize the Leavenworth and Blogming 
ton and other railroad companies to locate roads 
through the publie lands; which was read twice 
and referred. 
NOTICE OF A BILL. 


Mr. LINN gave notice that he would, to-mor- 
row, ask Jeave to bring in’a bill concerning pre- 
emption rights to actual settlers on the public 
lands; also, a bill for the extension of the Cum- 
berland road, in the State of Missouri. 

RELATIONS WITH FRANCE. 


Mr. CLAY, aftersome remarks, submitted the 
following resolutions, which lie on the table one 
day: 
| Resolved, That the President b 1 
. cate to the Senate, if it be not in his opinion incompatible 
with the public interest, whether, since the termination of 
the last Congress, any overture, formal or intormal, official - 
' or unofficial, has be 
' the Executive of the United States, to accommodate the 
. difficulties between the two Governments respecting the 
execution of the convention of the 4th day of July, 1834; | 
' and particularity whether a dispatch from the Duc de Brog- - 
| lie, the French Minister of Foreign Affairs, to the French 
: Chargé d'Affaires at Washington, was read, anda copy of j 
‘it furnished by him 
ose of indicating a m 
removed. 

Resolved, also, under the restriction above-mentioned, in 
the event of any such overture having been made, that the 
President be requested to inform the Senate what answer 
was given to it; and if a copy of any such dispatch were 
received, that he be further requested to communicate a 
_ copy of it to the Senate. 


DEFENSE OF THE COUNTRY. 


Mr, BENTON submitted the following reso- 
lutions; which lie on the table one day: 
Resolved, That the surplus revenue of the United Restes, 
, and the dividends of stoc 
United States, ought to be set apart, and applied to the 
general defense and permanent security of the country. 
"Resolved, That the President be requested to cause the 
Senate to be informed: 
1. The probable amount 
tifying the lake 


States, and suc 
permanent fortifications. 

2. The probable amount that would be necessary to con- 
| struct an adequate number of armories and arsenals in the 
' United States, and to supply the States with field artillery, 
, especially brass field-pieces, for their militia, and with side 
arms and pistols for their cavalry. 

‘3. The probable amount that would be necessary to sup- 


e requested to communi- 


| 


ode in which the difficulties might 


, maritime, and gulf frontier of the United 


i 
‘ 


ply the United States with the ordnance, arms, and muni- ' 


tions of war, which a proper regard to self-defense would 
require to be always on hand. 

4, The probable amount that would be necessary to place 
| the naval defenses of the United States (including the 


| increase of the navy-yards, dock-yands, and steam or float- 


en made by the French Government to a 


Jan 


vary 11, 


| Resolved, That the Committee on Naval Affairs be in- 
| atructed to inquire into the expediency of providing by law 
| for deepening the bar at the entrance to Pensacola bay, so 
| as to admit vessels of war of the largest class; and further, 
to inquire into the expediency of constructing a dry dock 
or marine railway for the repair of vessels of war at the 
navy-yard at Pensacola. 
MILITARY LAND WARRANTS. 

Mr. SWIFT submitted the following resolu- 
tion; which lies on the table one day: 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Public Lands be in- 
structed to inquire into the expediency of extending to the 
owners of military land warrants issued by the United States, 
in satisfaction of claims for bounty land for services durin 
the revolutionary war, the same benefits which they woul 
be entitled to by an act of Congress approved the 30th day 
of March, 1830, entitled “ An act for the reliet of certain 
officers and soldiers of the Virginia line and navy, and of 
the continental army during the revolutionary war,” had 
there been no limitation of thè provisions of said act. 


REPRESENTATIVES OF ROBERT JOUETT. 
The bill for the relief of the legal representatives 
of Robert Jouett, deceased, was read the third 
time, and passed. 
ALEXANDRIA FIRE INSURANCE COMPANY. 
“The bill from the House to incorporate the Fire 
Insurance Company of Alexandria, was read 
twice, and referred to the Committee oa the Dis- 
trict of Columbia. 


3 THE DISTRICT BANKS. 


to the Secretary of State, for the pur- ' 


The resolution submitted by Mr. Benton for 
the appointment of a select committee on the sub- 
ject of the banks in the District of Columbia, 
came up for consideration; and aftersome remarks 
from Messrs. SOUTH ARD and BENTON, it 
‘ was, on motion of the first-named gentleman, laid 


‘on the table. 


i; pray) 


|i Thursday last, 
receivable fram the Bank of the | 


|! as. to receivil 


SLAVERY IN THE DISTRICT. 

The petition from sundry citizens of Ohio, 
ing Congress to abolish slavery in the Dis- 
' trict of Columbia, presented by Mr. Morris on 

came up for consideration; the 
the one raised by Mr. CALHOUN, 
the petition; when 

moved to postpone the further 


. question being 


Mr. LEIG 


consideration of thé subject until to-morrow; 


that would be necessary for for- ` 


h points of the land frontier as may require © 


|| eng: 


| 


| ing batteries) upon the footing of strength and respecta- : 


i bility which is due tb the secu: and to the welfare of the | 


i Union. 
CHOCTAW CLAIMS. 
_Mr. BLACK submitted the following resolu- 
tion; which was considered and agreed to: 
Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury communi- 


amendment, which was read, and the bill was, by ‘| cate to the Senate the instructions given to the agent for the 


| location of Choctaw claims, and the registers and receiv- 
|| ers of public moneys of the different land offices in Missis- 
:; sippi, in relation to the location of the reservation and 


have been presented since the removal of the Choctaw 
Indians west of the Mississippi river, and the amount of 
‘| land so claimed, and whether any, and what, quantity of 
i| land has been reserved at the late sales proclaimed in Mis- 


| any claim has been sanctioned by the Department, under 
! the 14th article of the treaty, where the claimant’s name 


.; Mississippi or Alabama. 
COMMERCE OF THE STATES. 


| which was considered and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the Committee on the Judiciary be in- 
| structed to inquire whether the navigation and commerce 
among the several States, or in any of them,-are subjected 
to exactions or duties imposed by State legislation within 
the navigable rivers, bays, or other tide waters of any State 


PENSACOLA BAY. 
Mr, SOUTHARD submitted the following res- 
olutions; which lie on the table one day: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of War be directed to com- | 
municate to the Senate the report of the engineers on the 


i 


sissippi for the satisfaction. of those elaims; also whether ' 


| 


‘| claims of the Choctaw Indians, and the treaty made at |} 
i! Dancing Rabbit Creek, 27th of September, 1830; and, also, |: 
if any, and what, claims, under the lth article of the treaty, | 


! was not found registered by the agent as signifying his in- || 
i tention to remain and become a citizen of the States of || 


Mr. NILES submitted the following resolution; | 


mapect o deepening the bar at Pensacola bay, with the ii 
pinion of the Department as to its utility and practicability. |; could not say whether the remonstrance was a 


which motion was agreed. to. 
TERM OF OFFICE. 

The bill to repeal the first and second sections 
of the act to limit the term of office of certain 
officers therein named, waa taken up as the special 
order of the day; and after some remarks from 
Messrs. CALHOUN and CUTHBERT, 

Mr. WRIGHT called for the yeas and nays 
on the passage of the bill; which were accord- 
ingly ordered, and the bill was ordered to be 
rossed for a third reading—yeas 24, nays 18; 
as follows: 

YEAS—Measrs. Renton, Black, Calhoun, Clay, Clayton, 
| Crittenden, Ewing, Goldsborough, Kent, King of Georgia, 
| Leigh, McKean Mangum, Moore, Naudain, Prentiss, Pres- 
| ton, Robbins, Southard, Swift, Tomlinson, Tyler, Web- 
ster, and White —24. ‘ i 

NAYS-~—~Messrs. Brown, Buchanan, Cuthbert, Grundy, 
Hendricks, Hill, Hubbard, King of Alabama, Knight, Linn, 
Morris, Niles, Robinson, Ruggles, Shepley, Tallmadge, 
Wall, and Wright—18. 


The Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Mownpay, January 11, 1836. 


' Mr. ADAMS said it would be recollected that 
„on Thursday last, he made an inquiry of the 
chairman of the Committee on Foreign Affairs, 
with respect to our commercial relations with 
Mexico, At that time he stated that it was his 
intention, unless official information was received, 
to submit a proposition to the House. He had 
since been to the Department of State, and there 
ascertained, that in all probability there was no 
| ground for the statement on which he intended 
to predicate his proposition. He had therefore 
no proposition to make at present. He, however, 
had seen two artieles which exhibited our rela- 
tions in such a state as to make it necessary both 
for Congrese and the Executive to keep a watch- 
fal eye to that quarter. The one was that eleven 
‘citizens of the nited States had been taken by 
the Mexican forces, and shot by order of a court- 
martial, The other was a remonstrance from 
‘the Secretary of Foreign Affairs of Mexico to 
| this Government, in relation to the interference 
of American citizens in the affairs of Texas. He 


* 


1686... 
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genuine paper, 
munication would be sent to the House on the 
subject at a proper time. 


but if it was, he presumed a com- | 


Mr. GIDEON LEE said it was well known to | 
every member of the House that the works on ; 


the fortifications had been stopped during the last 
rear for want of appropriations to carry them on. 

t was also known that early appropriations were 
necessary for the support of our Army and Navy. 
The Committee on Ways and Means have laid 
on the table bills appropriating moneys for those 

urposes, Which may be taken up dt any time. 
fie would, therefore, suggest to the chairman of 
that committee the propriety of taking up these 
bills as early as possible. _ 

Mr. CAMBRELENG said he rose at the same 
moment his colleague did, to announce to the 
House, under instructions from the Committee 
on Ways and Means, that he should, with per- 
mission of the House, call up the bills making 
appropriations for the Army and Navy to-mor- 
row, atone o'clock. The committee would have 
called up these bills to-day, but some further 


communications were expected from the Depart- , 


ments. 

As regarded the other bill about which his col- 
league had inquired, Mr. C. hoped the presenta- 
tion of petitions would not take up the whole 
day; and if it did not, the bill, in its present 
shape, would not, he was quite sure, encounter 
much opposition, and if there was time, he should 
call it up to-day, and he trusted it would be 


passed. , 

Mr. LEE said he was perfectly satisfied. He 
only wished to call the attention of the House to 
matters of vastly more importance thanany other 
before it. 


MEMORIAL OF LEGISLATURE OF MICHIGAN. 


The memorial of the Legislature of the State 
of Michigan, presented on a former day by Mr. 
BearvsLey, came up in order. 

The question being the motion of Mr. Hanss- 
Gan to reject the petition, 

Mr. THOMSON, of Ohio, hoped that the gen- 
theman from Indiana would withdraw his motion, 
and permit the petition to go to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. It could certainly do no harm to 
Indiana or Ohio to refer it. 

Mr. HANNEGAN said he thanked the gentle- 
man for his suggestion, but he could not adopt it. 
He could not consistently with his own feelings 

of duty withdraw the motion. The memorial 

urports to come from a power which neither 
himself nor the House could recognize. Ifit came 
from the Territory of Michigan assuming no 
powers, he would willingly let it go to the com- 
‘mittee. In what situation would this House place 
itself by accepting this memorial, coming, as it 

urported, from the sovereign State of Michigan? 
t would be recognizing her right to send her 
communications here asa sovereign State. If we 
accept one communication, we must accept all she 
chooses to send us. There is something in this 
beyond the mere acceptance of the memorial. It 


was the ground-work to force Ohio before the `: 


„judicial tribunals of the country. Congress gave 
hio her boundary by admitting her into the 
Union; and now would she suffer herself to be 


igan. Now an inquiry had been made where was 
_the State of Michigan? He should not say that 


he say that Michigan wasone of the States of the 
Union; nor should he undertake to say—for to 
do so would be prejudging the question—that 
Michigan was in any sense a State. But they 


all knew from public report, and from documents | 


presented to that House, what had been doing in 
the Territory of Michigan. They knew that the 
_ inhabitants of that Territory had convened in the 
form of aconvention for the purpose of organizing 


a State constitution; that they had agreed upona 
State constitution, and had referred that consti- 
tution to the people of the Territory of Michigan 
for their adoption; and that the people had adopt- 
edit. That constitution had been sent to that 
House, and referred to one of its committees to 
act upon, and advise the House of their opinion 
upon it. Now all this was known to have occur- 
red. The Territory of Michigan had thus as- 
sumed the form of a State, had proceeded to elect 
Senators to Congress, and had chosen a member 
to represent what was designated as the State of 
Michigan to that House. All this they knew, and 
still he should not say—for he ought not to say— 


i 
| 
| 


: that Michigan in all, or in any part of its course, | 
had acted according to the Constitution or in con- | 


formity with her rights. She had not, however, 
proces to act in hostility to this Union, but 

ad been seeking, and was then seeking, either 
by right or wrong, to become a member of this 
Contederacy. Thus seeking to become one of 
the States of this Union, it seemed to him that 


liberality and fair dealing, and a spirit of har- į 


mony and good will, should have induced them 
to receive a communication from what purported 
to be the Legislature of that State. His object 
' was to send this memorial to the same committee 
to which the matter had already been referred, 
and not to invite discussion. He had presented 
it at the request of the gentleman who had been 
chosen to represent Michigan on that floor. 

Mr. B. would not say one word whether Mich- 
. igan was right or mote but he might be permitted 
tosay this much: that those persons who had con- 
vened as the Legislature of Michigan, and sought 
to bring that State intothe Union, were not acting 
in hostility, but in subordination, to the Union, 
and that their memorial should be treated in a 
respectful manner, even if the House should not 


agree with their views. The motion, then, was not |; 


to receive that paper. 

The CHAIR informed the gentleman that the 
motion was, that the petition be rejected. 

Mr. BEARDSLEY said: Well sir, the motions 
are identical. While he was up he wished to sa 
a word or two upon the general proposition 
rejecting petitions of this nature, as it pre- 

: tended that there was anything offensive in this 
| petition—anything reflecting upon the dignity and 
|| character of that House, or any member of it? It 
|! stood free from that difficulty, and the objection 
now taken to it was, that there was no such 
| body known to that House asthe Legislature of 
|| Michigan. Now, (said Mr. B.,) if these memo- 
ji rialists had misnamed themselves, but had chosen 
' to address that House in a respectful manner, it 
': did seem to him an objection against receiving 
their petition that was hardly a good one. 
| _ But on the general right of petition: How did 
' that right stand in England, a country from which 
i; we derived some of our notions of liberty. In 
| England, as they all very well knew, the legisla- 
‘| tive power was supposed to reside inherently in 
‘| the Chowne by the Crown all laws were enacted 
| by and with the consent and advice of the two 
ouses of Parliament. Petitions, therefore, upon 


i|: legislative subjects were addressed to the Crown, 


“and not to the Parliament. They all knew that 
! before the revolution of 1688, itwas no uncommon 
; exercise of the kingly prerogative for the Crown 
: to repel petitioners, and even to imprison them 
i for assuming the right to lay their grievances at 
the foot of the throne; but, in the bill of rights of 
| 1688, the subjects of Great Britain had taken care 
i to guard this right to petition, and tö guard it 
much more effectually than it was guarded here, 


had been asked to do. As the British bill of 


i| rights was peculiarly applicable atthe presenttime, 
since so much new light was coming in upon us, |! 


(he would beg leave to refer the House to a single 


e St c || clause of it. Mr. B. then read the clause setting | 
Michigan was rightfully a State; much less should | 


forth that was the right of the subject to petition 
the king, &c. Well, then, (said Mr. B.,) it was 
their right to petition, and the king was bound to 


chose to grant the prayer of them or not. This 
was the right of Englishmen. 

Now, what were the rights of citizens of the 
United States? If honorable gentlemen would 
take the trouble to look into their own State con- 


stitutions, they would find, without, he believed, 


if that House were to drive out petitions as they |j 


hear them and to receive petitions, whether he ; 


any exception, this right of petition was most 


sacredly and eee gutas in eath and all of 
these constitutions. The idea of driving petition- 
ers out of doors had never before been heard of. 
It was a new invention of the present day, which 
no one ever dreampt of before, except under the 
arbitrary kings of England, before the revolu- 
tion of 1688; certainly never heard of in this coun- 
try before the present session. It was true, that 
the Constitution of the United States contained 
no bill of rights when first adopted, but an amend- 
i ment of it contained a similar provision to the 
one he had read from the English bill of rights. 
; It would be recollected that when that Constitu- 
tion was subjected to the Virginia convention for 
| adoption, one of the objections on the part of Vir- 
|! ginia was, that it contained no bill of rights; and 
i; that convention recommended to the people of the 
‘several States the adoption of certain clausea 
i epecttvine what were the rights of citizens of the 
: United States; and one of those very clauses was 
‘ this amendment: ‘ That the people had the right 
t peaceably to assemble together to consult for 
‘the common good and instruct their Represent- 
| fatives; and that every freeman had the right to 
| £ petition to the Legislature fora redress of griev- 
; ances.” Virginia recommended the incorpora- 
|! tion of this clause into the Constitution of the 
| United States, and it was substantially the same 
| with the English bill of rights. Petitions on all 
' matters, whether grievances or not, if thé people 
|; held them to be so, they had the right to present, 
i and had the right to assemble together, and to 
‘instruct their Representatives. But in these lat- 
|, ter days—when the right of instruction, if not in 
| theory disregarded, was in practice, treated with 
i contempt—it might not be a matter of any sur- 
i! prise that gentlemen should be disposed to treat 
‘| with as little ceremony the right of petition. 
Mr. B. said, clauses of this kind were in all the 
| State constitutions, and essentially the same in 
i the Constitution of the United States; the prin- 
ciple was in conformity with the notions of lib- 
|! erty acted up to in England, and with what was 
i the declared will.of the people of Virginia, He 
| thought that the House should receive all peti- 
i tions from the citizens of the country which were 
` respectful in their terms, and not reflecting npon 
the body or some of its members. This was 
' his unqualified opinion. It was not because the 
| prayer of a petition might be deemed unconsti- 
! tutional that the petition should be rejected or 
| the petitioners treated with contempt. Many held 
it unconstitutional for Congress to make appro- 
priations for objeots of internal improvement; yet 
others believed the General Government possessed 
the power; but who ever heard of rejecting a 
| petition which pointed to some local improve- 
;ment? Who ever heard of rejecting such peti- 
|| tions from any quarter of the House, and drivin 
' them out of doors, because the petitioners aske: 
i| foran eppropriation for an object some gentlemen 
believed tobe unconstitutional? A large propor- 
| tion of the members of that Honse believed a 
Bank of the United States to be unconstitutional, 
but had they not received, year afrer year, peti- 
' tion after petition, for a Bank of the United 
States; and had these gentlemen, who believed 
the object unconstitutional, ever dreamed of reject- 
| ing those petitions?, Another mischievous ques- 
tion had been brought.there, and he had done in 
that case, as he had in this, what he.coneeived to 
i| be right. He repeated, that the House was, in 
his opinion, bound to receive every petition.from 
citizens of the United States, when they -were 
i: couched in respectful and proper terms. À 
With regard to the memorial then under con- 
| sideration, (Mr. B. said,) if they conceived that 
Michigan was an inchoate State, and that the 
citizens of that Territory had chosen to denom- 
i inate themselves the Legislature of Michigan, 
surely there was nothing offensive in that. He 
did trust that unless the new doctrine to which 
he had referred should prevail, that the House 
would receive this paper, order its reference and 
printing, so that if anything contained in it could 
threw any light upon the subject, the committee 
‘and the House might have the benefit of it. 
Whether it contained any or not, he did not 
know—he had read but a small part of it; but as 
|| it was a paper emanating from citizens of Michi- 
|i gan, he could see no reason for refusing to refer it. 
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Mr. BOND said he meant no disrespect to an 
party concerned, but he was very sure i a 
collcague had read the memorial, he wou itt 
have asked the gentleman from Indiana to with- 
draw his motion. He believed the motion ought 
not to be withdrawn. ‘The memorial did not 
purport to come from citizens of the Territory 
of Michigan, but from the Senate and House of 
Representatives of the State of Michigan. We 
ought to take care how we establish precedents. 
of ihis nature. If the memorial was from the 
citizens of the Territory of Michigan, he would 
admit their right to have it referred; but this 
memorial was not from the citizens of Michigan, 
it was from the Legislature of a State which had 
never been recognized by Congress. If there was 
such a State, it was unknown to the Constitution 
and laws. Let us, then, be mindful that we make 
no precedent in this case. Michigan has a Rep- 
resentative on this floor; and any petitions the 
people may have to present through that Repre- 
sentative, te would be ready to receive and refer. 

Mr. KENNON said he did not rise to make a 

eech, he would barely ask to have the memo- 
rral read. He said the memorialists did not come 
here claiming rights asa State, but they came 

raying to be admitted as a State into the Union. 
Te seemed to him that there was too much sensi- 
tiveness on this subject. 

Mr. LANE said it was truc, that no such State 
as Michigan did exist. It was also true that the 
citizens of Michigan have a right to petition Con- 
gress, and that Congress ought to receive their 
petitions. It was, however, his intention, if an 
opportunity offered, to submit a motion to obviate 
the difficulty; which motion was, that the petition 
be received and referred as from the people of the 
Territory of Michigan. 

- Mr. PINCKNEY said he would have no objec- 
tion to the memorial, if it came constitutionally 
before us. What does it purport to be? A me- 
morial from the Senate‘and House of Represent- 
atives of the State of Michigan. He would ask 
whether there was any such Legislature known 
-to the House? Is there any such State admitted 
into the Union? Can we recognize her as a State? 
Certainly not. Either she is a Territory or a 
State. {fa State, how comes it that she is repre- 
sented by a territorial Delegate in Congress? If 
she is a Territory, how comes this memorial 
from a State? Congress would be transcending 
its powers by receiving the memorial as coming 
-from a State. If we receive this memorial, we 
need not attempt to treat her as a Territory. If 
we receive it, it would be virtually settling the 
question of disputed boundary. He said, in 
making these remarks, it must not be inferred 


that his mind was made up on the boundary ques- | 


‘tion. His mind was open to conviction when 
‘that question came up; but he held Michigan to 
be a Territory, and not a State, and denied ‘the 
right to treat her as a State until she had been 
constitutionally admitted as such. i 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Ohio, said that, from the 
„remarks which had been made by the gentleman 
from Indiana, [Mr. Hawxecan,] as well as the 
remarks of his colle ; [Mr. Bonp,] whe had 


ust resumed his seat, he thought it necessary for | 


-him to nyake a short explanation to the House, 
‘as well as to his constituents, lest’ he might be 
“misunderstood by either as to the motives which 
‘governéd him in making the request of the gen- 
ftleman from ‘Indiana he had made. In order, 
“therefore, that ‘he should not ‘be considered as 
pons any of the rights of Ohio, Indiana, or 
Hindis, to all the territory which they claim, he 


“would : preface the few remarks he intended to ` 
maké'‘on the motion to reject the ‘petition, by | 


stating both to the House and to the people of 
those States, that, as to their right to all the ter- 
‘ritory which they claim, he had not the shadow 


of a doubt, and those rights he would never yield, | 


but‘would ever maintain while there was the 


- slightest hope of obtaining them, but hoped that | 


` when they contended for their rights they would 


‘be regulated in their struggle by the Constitution - 


and law. 
‘Mr: T. said, that when the motion was first 
made by the gentleman from Indiana to reject 
the petition, he thought at the moment it was 


re 


tanay || 


t 


the gentleman from Indiana 
tion to reject, that he (Mr. T.) and the House 
might be relieved from the necessity of voting to 
reject a petition; for he never had, and, so long 
as he might be honored with a seat on that floor, 
he never would vote toreject a petition, no matter 
from whence it came or from whom it came, 
whether it was from the humblest individual that 
treads your soil, Mr. Speaker, or from the high- 
est in authority in the land; but having received 
the petition and attended to its prayer, he would 
afterwards consider the expediency, propriety, 
and constitutionality of granting that prayer. _. 
Mr. T. said he had heard much said in this 
House about its dignity, and our dignity as its 
members, and that petitions ought to be in re- 
spectful language; but he would ask, if we have 
any dignity, where did we acquire it? from whom 
did we derive it? Was it not from the people 
who sent us here as their servants? And shall 
we now turn round to them and say, we are no 
longer your servants—we have become your lords, 
‘and you must come to us with your hats under 
your arms when you approach our dignity? Sir, 
ihis is not my doctrine—that is not my creed. 
` We have been taunted by the gentleman from 
Massachusetts [Mr. Apams] and others who ad- 
vocate the claims of the Territory, with our great 
numbers and power on this floor, compared with 
poor little Michigan; then why, in this prelimi- 
raed step of the presentation of a petition, attack 
er? 
No, sir, lct herbe heard; yes, let her have a fair, 
a full hearing, not only through a petition from 
| her citizens, by a petition from her Legislative 
Council, and even by a petition from what she 
| regards as a Senate and House of Representa- 
| tives, that she and her advocates on this floor, or 
| elsewhere, may have no reason to complain; forl 
have no fear as to the result of a thorough inves- 
tigation of this matter, so far as Ohio is concerned; 
for I am perfecily satisfied, the more the subject 
of boundary between Ohio and Michigan shall 
be. scrutinized and examined, the more apparent 
'i will be the right of that State to the territory she 
: claims. 
Mr. KINNARD said that he would be happy 
| to have it in his power to pursue that course, 
| with regard to the question before the House, 
| which might be generous to the people of Mich- 
|| igan,andatthe same time just to the State which 
|| he in part represented. From all the delibera- 
| tion which he had given to the subject, he felt it 
| his duty to sustain the motion of his colleague, 
and regretted that it was a case in which his 
feelings of respect for the people of Michigan, 
' and his sense of justice to his own State,were in 
|, collision. 
| The gentleman from New York [Mr. Bearps- 
|| Ler} has been careful to impress the House with 
‘| the opinion, that all the merits of the claims of 
i| Michigan, and of the controversy which she seeks 
‘with her neighbors, are already known to the 


+ tion of this paper? It cannot be for the purpose 
‘of shedding new light on the subject in general, 
for the gentleman says we know all about it. Be- 


Union, but that. she is a State with the limits and 


i boundaries which Congress cannot sanction— 


| iran is a free, sovereign, and independent State. 


il 


boundaries to which she is clearly not entitled— : 


| we are thus required to acknowledge that Mich- | 


‘tight and proper, and that he should vote for it, | 
because it purported tc be from the Senate and |: 


he completest evidence on record of such an 


admission on our part would be, to receive her | 
legislative enactments as such State, and to ac- | 


' effect less injur 


to prejudge 
admission 0 
present extraordinary demands—the most unex- 
ceptionable means of making herself heard would 
have been adopted; in all probability, the Terri 

tory, not the State, as in other instances, would 
have petitioned through the proper medium, her 
Delegate on this floor. If this paper had been 
thus presented, he would consider the object of 
its introduction far less questionable and the 
ious. 

Mr. K. professed himself as much attached to 
the interests of Michigan, and to her legitimate 
demands when properly pe as the gen- 
tleman from New York, but was surprised that 
the honorable gentleman had not manifested quite 
ag much regard for the interests of Indiana as for 
those of the Territory. 

Mr. K. considered the introduction of the paper 
at this time, and in its present shape, as peculiarly 
unfortunate and inexpedient. He hoped the 


‘House would reflect upon the deep anxiety and 
; excitement which would be produced in a portion 


: of the West if the doctrine is to be openly 
deliberately avowed in 
| is a State—a State entitled to c 


and 
d in this House that Michigan 
mbrace within her 
of Indiana. For one, he 
was prepared to say that the State of Indiana 
would, under all circumstances, adhere to her 
own constitution—to the soil within her just and 
constitutional limits. This duty and. right on 
her part, and the want of constitutional power 
on the part of Congress over any State to coerce 
her from her position, were so clearly sclf-evident, 
that he would not enter into the discussion of 
those points. A 

Mr. K. said, he felt as ardent an attachment to 
the right of petition as an other member; he 
would not surrender in behalf of his own con- 
stituents its fair and constitutional exercise; and 
he would not vote to deny the same sacred privi- 
lege to any portion of the American people. But 
in behalf of his constituents he claimed the au- 
thority to distinguish between the petitions of the 
people of the Territory of Michigan, and the 
illegal, unconstitutional demands of the self-styled 
Senate and House of Representatives of Michi- 
gan, particularly, as in the present case, when 
those demands are not only in contempt of the 
authority of the Union, in derogation of the in- 
dependence and vested rights of Indiana, but alto- 
gether mischievous and Inexpedient. 

Mr. K. said, the rule of comity or courtesy, 


limits a large portion 


| which was principally relied on by the gentleman 


from New York, [Mr. Bearpsier,] did not seem 
to apply to the question. If that argument justi- 
fies the introduction of this paper—and conse- 


` quently its reference to the committee and the 


action of the House upon it—there was no cxtent 
to which the House might not go. If, through 
comity, according to the argument of the honor- 
able gentleman, we must admit these illegal and 


unconstitutional demands from a_self-cxistent 


House. What, then, is intended by the introduc- ,, 


ing what 


legislative power unknown to the House, claim- 


ongress has never conceded, in the 


` next place we shall be called upon to admit the 


member who is waiting at your door; that ac- 
complished, the admission of the State .would 
follow. He denied the constitutional power of 
Congress to admit a State into the Union, propos- 


ing to dismember a State already formed; and he 


thought it very extraordinary that the House was 
disposed to entertain such a question. 
Mr. K. desired the House to observe, that the 


| paper to which the question refers alleges a fact 


| lieving, as he did, that Michigan intends, by the : Wael as no-exwtence. "I pupone to oa 


l! 

; introduction of this paper, to gain a point in her | 
; case, and, after its reception and the consequent | 
i reference to the committee, that she will contend ` 
; that a virtual recognition is given, not only that 
she is constitutionally and legally a State of the | 


from a State embracing certain limits. Those 
limits embrace a portion of the people of Indiana; 
and the inference is intended to follow, that those 


t Panpi were represented in the General Assembly 
o 


ichigan, and had an agency in sending this 
obnoxious paper, which he took occasion to deny 
Mr. SPANGLER, after a few remarks, said 
he should vote for the rejection of the memorial, 
for the single reason that it professed to emanate 
from a political body not known to that House. 
Mr. HOLSEY addressed the House in favor 
of receiving the petition and referring it to the 
Committee on the Judiciary, which had charge 
of the matter. . 
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~ Mr. McCARTY said,.as the discussion. of this 


memorial impeded the presentatign of. other peti- | 


tions and memorials, and as many gentlemen | 


charged with them were anxious to present them, 
he would move to postpone the subject till Tucs- 
day next, for that purpose. 
The motion was negatived—ayes 67, noes 72. 
Mr. BEARDSLEY begged leave to say a word 
or two in explanation... In reply to the question 
ut from one of the gentlemen. from Indiana, 
Mr. Kixnagp,]}.how it hap eped that this peti- 
tion had not been presented by the Delegate from 
Michigan, instead of being presented by himself, 
the reason was, as Mr. B. had been told since the 
uestion was put, that the Delegate was not in 
he city at the time, and hence it was handed to 
Mr. B. for presentation. This was the only rea- 
son, as far as he knew, for the paper being handed 
to him. Mr. B. wished to make a remark upon 
an objection urged by the gentleman from South 
Carolina, (Mr. Pincxney.] That gentleman said 
that Michigan, which was only a territory, had, 
in this paper, assumed to be a State. Hence 
he drew the inference that it would be unconsti- 
tutional to receive this petition, or give it any sort 
of countenance, and hence he would vote it out of 
doors. Now, sir, (said Mr. B.,) we have before 
heard of instances of attempts to nullify in order to 


get outof the Union, but thisscems to be an effort ; 


to nullify in order to getinto the Union! Michigan, 
as I understand the gentleman,is now attempting 
to violate the laws of the United States—in other 
words, to nullify them—in order ta become a 
member of the Union! Mr. B. said that he did 


not so understand the memorial, for it urged that | 


Congress should acquiesce and receive Michigan 
as a sister State; but the argument of the gentle- 
man himself was, that this movement by Michi- 
an was in derogation of the laws of the Union. 
his, upon the argument of the gentleman, was 
the first instance of an effort by a Territory to 
break into the Union, although they all knew that 
efforts had been heretofore made to break outof it! 
Mr. B. made some further remarks, to show 
that the case of Tennessee was analogous to the 
present one, except in reference to the boundary 
ionnam toa said the mere receiving and referring 
the memorial under consideration in no way com- 
mitted the House or any member who so voted. 
Mr. HARDIN followed on the other side,and, 
as one of the Committee on the Judiciary, dissent- 
ed from the view he understood to have been taken 
of the controversy by Mr. Bearpsiey. Mr. H. 
expressed hig opposition to the ratification of the 
Michigan constitution. | 
Mr. STORER also spoke in opposition to the 
memorial, and complained that the gentleman 
from New York had formed his opinion. Mr. 


“ 


S, also went into the history of the admissions of | 
Tennessee, Indiana, Alabama, Ohio, and Illinois, | 
to show that these cases were not analogous to | 


the present... ; 

Mr. BEARDSLEY explained, and said that the 
gentleman [Mr. Stronger}. must have misunder- 
-stood him. He had expressly stated that upon the 
‘boundary questions, and everything connected 
: with those questions, he 

he had come to no resu 
Ee hoped and expected that the gentleman would, 
-in this respect, neither misapprehend or misrep- 
resent him, and. he confidently believed he should 
„mot in this respect be mistaken.. ae 
:-: The honorable gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. 
: Harpin] had thought proper to rebuke him for 
having expressed the opinion he had done; yet 
that honorable member had gone much further, 
‘and announced his own opinion upon the bound- 
ary question in all its aspects and bearings. This 
he had not done; he had only said that, inde- 
ndent of the boundary questions, the case of 
Tennessee was a precedent for the present appli- 
cation of Michigan. He, however, made no 
complaint that hia colleague on the committee had 
made up a full opinion upon all matters; that was 
-# matter for him alone to decide. ' 


Mr. DAVIS was in favor of the rejection of the . 
petition, principally on the ground that it- pur- || 


“ported to. emanate from a State which did not 
exist; that one of its objects was to take fram the 
-State of Indiana a portion of its territory, without 


‘the consent not only of that State, but without the :| 
‘authority or consent of the.citizens of Indiana . 


'i Fairfield, 


gave no opinion—indeed | 
t upon those questions. | 


|| residing in ogee of her territor 
i 


which 
was claimed by Michigan. He was not disposed 
in this way to compromit-the rights and interests 
of the citizens of his State, while he would be the 
| last to entail or abridge the legitimate right of 
etition. When the people of the Territory of 
: Michigan should, in a proper manner, apply for 
admission into the Union, he should not object, 
but would hail herasa sister of the Confederacy. 


ii Shields, Slade, Sloane, Spangler, Standefer, Storer, 


May, McCarty, McKennon, McLane, Mercer, Milligan, 
Morris, Patter, Patterson, Patton, James A; Pearce, Petti- 
grew, Peyton, Pinckoey, Reed, Renchker, John Raynolds, 
Seymour, William B. Shepard, Augustine I. Shepperd, 

alia- 
| ferro, John Thomson, Underwood, Vinton, Wy ashi gron; 


‘| Webster, White, Whittlesey, Lewis Williams, Sherr 


Upon the proposition before the House, however, ; 


he felt bound by every consideration of duty and 
justice to enter his protest, and he had voted 
against the motion for its postponement, becanse 
he was prepared atonce to mect the question, and 
vote fur the rejection of the petition. 


Mr. HAWES disliked upon any occasion to |. 
He, however, felt | 


move the previous question. 
constrained in self-defense. to make the motion. 

Mr. LANE hoped the gentleman would with- 
draw the motion tor a moment. 


Mr. HAWES said he would do so most will- ` 


ingly, but that at least fifty speeches were in a 
state of preparation on the subject. . 
i ded—76 to 59. 


The previoua question was secon 


The House then determined that the main ques- | 


. tion should be now put. 
Mr. HANNEGAN asked for the yeas and 
' nays on the main question; which were ordered, 
and were as follows: ; 
. YEAS—Mesers. Chilton Allan, Heman Alen, Bond, 
Boon, Bunch, Bynum, John Calhoon, Carr, Carter, Casey, 


John Chambers, Chaney, Nathaniel H. Claiborne, Crane, 
: Davis, Evans, Rice Garland, Graves, Griffin, Hamer, Ham- 


i: Wiliams, and Wise—98. 


NAYS—Messrs. Adams, Ash, Beale, Beardsley, Beau- 
mont, Bockee, Borden, Boyd, Briggs, Brown, Chapman, 
: Chapin, John F. H. Claiborne, Clark, Cleveland, Conner, 
Craig, Cushing, Cushman, Darlington, Doubleday, Drom- 
goole, Fairfield, French, Fry, William K. Fuller, James 
: Garland, Glascock, Graham, Grantland, Haley, Joseph 

Hall, Aaron G. Harrigon, Hawes, Hawkins, Haynes, Hen- 

derson, Holsey, Howard, Hubley, Hunt, Huntington, Funts- 
‘man, Ingham, Joseph Jaekson, John W. Jones, Judson, 
| Kingensmith, Lansing, Laporte, Lawler, Joshua Lee, 
` Leonard, Loyall, Lyon, Job Mann, Manning, Martin, Joha 
Y. Mason, Moses Mason, McKay, McKeon, McKim, Mil- 
: ler, Montgomery, Morgan, Muhlenberg, Owens, Barks, 
: Dutee J. Pearce, Franklin Pierce, Phelps, Phillips, Potts, 


i Joseph Reynolds, Roane, Rogers, Russell, Smith, Speight, 


Sprague, Steele, Taylor, Towns, Turner, Turrill, Vander- 
poel, Wagener, and Wardwell—89. 

So the amendment was agreed to; and the me- 
morial was referred to the Committee on the 
. Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 
| INCREASE OF THE NAVY. 

Mr. JARVIS, from the Committee on Naval 
Affairs, asked the consent of the House to pre- 


„ıı sent a resolution. 


n 
mond, Hannegan, Hardin, Harlan, Harper, Howell, Hunts- | 


man, Cave Johnson, Henry Johnson, Kilgore, Kinnard, 
Lane, Lay, Luke Lea, Lucas, Sampson. Mason, Maury, 
May, McCarty, McLene, Mercer, Milligan, Moore, Patter- 
son, Pettigrew, Pinckney, Rencher, Reynolds, Shields, 
Sloane, Spangler, Standefer, Storer, Waddy Thompson, 
Turner, Vinton, Washi: n, Webster, White, Whittlesey, 
Sberrod Williams, and Wise—61. 

NAYS—Messrs. Adams, Ash, Barton, Beale, Bean, 
Beardsley, Beaumont, Bockee,Borden,Bovee, Boyd, Briggs, 
Brown, Buchanan, William B.{;Calhoun, Cambreleng, Chap- 


man, Chapin, John F. H. Claiborne, Clark, Cieveland, | 


Coffee, Coles, Connor, Craig, Cramer, Cushing, Cushman, 
Darlington, Denny, Doubleday, Dromgoole, Effner, Everett, 
Farlin, French, Fry, Philo C. Fuller, William K. 

| Faller, Galbraith, James Garland, Giascock, Graham, Gran- 
er, Grantland, Grennell, Haley, Joseph Hall, 
ard,Samuel S. Harrison, Aaron G. 

. kins, Haynes, Hazeltine, Henderson, 


Hiland Hail, | 
Marrison; Hawes,Haw- ! 
Jeister, Hoar, Holsey, : 


i Hopkins, Howard, Hunt, Huntington, Ingram, William | 


|! Jackson, Jabez Jackson, Janes, Joseph Johnson, John W. |; 
i Jones, Benjamin Jones, Judson, Kennon, Klingensmith, | 


| Lansing, Laporte, Lawler, Lawrence, Gideon Lee, Leon- 
| ard, Lincoln, Logan, Loyall, Lyon, Abijah Mann, Job 
‘| Mann, John Y. Mason, William Mason, Moses Mason, 


i| McKay, McKennan, McKeon, McKim, Miller, Mont- | 


gomery, Morgan, Morris, Muhlenberg, Owens, Page, Par- 
ker, Parks, Dutee J. Pearce, James A. Pearce, Franklin 
Pierce, Phelps, Phillips, Potts, Reed, Joseph Reynolds, 
Ripley, Roane, Rogers, Russell, Seymour, Augustine H. 
Shepperd, Shinn, Smith, Sprague, Steele, Sutherland, 
Taliaterro, Taylor, John Thomson, Toucey, Towns, Tur- 
i rill, Underwood, Vanderpocl, Wagener, Wardwell, Weeks, 
| and Lewis Williams—138. 

| So the motion torcject the petition was determ- 
|| ined in the negative. 

|| Mr. LANE moved to amend the motion to re- 
| fer the petition to the Committee on the Judiciary, 
: by adding that “it be considered as a memorial 
from the citizens of the Territory of Michigan.” 
i He was desirous that the petition should go to 


‘the committee in its true garb, and not in one į 


i which.it had no right to assume. : 
_ Mr. HANNEGAN moved to amend the 
amendment, by adding the following: 
.. This House in receiving the memoria} purporting to be 
; from the Senate and House of Representatives of the State 
' of Michigan, regard the same in no other light than as the 
: voluntary act of private individuals, who have, without 
authority, assumed a corparate capacity and name.’ 
: Mr, SLADE proposed to strike ont the words 
: of the amendment printed in italics. 

Mr. HANNEGAN accepted the amendment 
as a modification of his motion. 

The question was then taken on the amend- 
mentof Mr. Hannecan, and decided in the afirm- 
ative, as follows: 


| _ YEAS—Messrs. Chilton Allan, Heman Allen; Bean, 
.| Bell, Bond, Buchanan, Bunch, John Calhoon, William B. 


ney, Childs, Nathaniel H. Claiborne, Coles, Corwin, Crane, 
Davis, Denny, Everett, Farlin, Forester, Philo C. Fuller, 
Galbraith, Rice Garland, Gillet, Granger, Grayson, Gren- 


Hopkins, Howell, Ingersoll, William Jackson, Janes, Jar- 


Kennon, Kilgore, Kinnard, Lane, Lawrence, Luke Lea, 
Lincoln, Lucas, Abijah Mann, Sampson Mason, Maury, 


Calhoun, Casey, George Chambers, John Chambers, Cha- | 


nell, Griffin, Hiland Hall, Hamer, Hammond, Hannegan, |; 
Hardin, Harper, Samuel S. Harrison, Hazeltine, Heister, i 


l 


|| in favor of the resolution. > 
|; Virginia [Mr. Wise] was unwilling to take the 


Objection being made, Mr. JARVIS moved to 
suspend the ryle; which was agreed to. . 

Mr. JARVIS then submitted the following res- 
olution: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Naval Affairs be in- 
structed to inquire into the expediency of increasing the 
naval force in commission. 

He felt 


Mr. WISE was opposed to the call. 
it to be his duty to state, that the Committee on 
Naval Affairs had already determined that they 
would not, withoutacall from the executive depart- 
ment, recommend an increase of this branch of 
‘the service. The committee had authorized their 
‘chairman [Mr. Jarvis] to call for information 

from the Department on this head, witha view to 
: ascertain whether an increased appropriation was 
required. He had no idea. that a committce of 
this House should be over-active or zealous in 
this matter, where no cal] had been made by the 
i Executive for an increase of the naval service. If 
` there was any responsibility involved in the sub- 
i ject, he wanted the Executive to assume it. If it 
should turn out that there was no necessity for 
i this increase, he was unwilling that it should 
, hereafter be said that the executive department 
did not ask for it. He believed that some of the 
executive departments were very anxious. that 
Congress should assume this responsibility. For 
one, he could not agree to do so. 

Mr. JARVIS said, there was no doubt as to the 
sense of the Naval Committee on this subject, 
there being seven out of nine on the committee 
The gentleman from 


responsibility of acting on this subject, That 
' gentleman was disposed to place the committee 
and. the House in the attitude of the mere crea- 
tures—the mere organs of the Executive, tacarry 
into effect his will. He conceived that the rep- 
| resentatives of the people had the right to act an 
| this important subject, without waiting for the 
| views of the Executive or any other Department 
| of the Government. If the Executive acted with 
! too much haste it was their duty to check :him; 
if he was too slow, it was their duty to spur him 


up. . nee) 
Pr. WISE desired to know whether the honot- 
| able chairman of the Committee on Naval Affairs 
(Mr. Jarvis] had executed the trust confided to 
him by the committee? - ones 
(Mr. Jarvis here rose to respond to theinquiry; 
but other gentlemen claiming the floor, Mr. Wis 
refused to yield it, unless for the purpose indi- 
cated, i ‘ , 
Mr W. continued: He would state to the 
: House, that if the chairman of the committee had 
made the call upon the Department which he 
was requested to do, it had not been answered; 
: and for one, he was not disposed to act until it 
| was answered. However gentlemen might sup- 
pose he seemed to think that the House was the 
| mere organ of the Executive will, all who knew 


i i| hi s, in fact, utterly op- 
vis, Joseph Johnson, Henry Johnson, Benjamin Jones, || pose wo auy such doctine » in Jacl, y Op 


He had no idea of 
cing made the tool of the Fixecutive. At. one 
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time, when appropriations are strictly necessary, 
or will be Hibben, we are called on by message to | 


cause them to be made; and at another time, when 
the Executive wants the appropriations, but is! 
afraid to calt for them, we are made a tool to call : 
upon ourselves. There. are different modes of 
making calls for the public money—direct and 


indirect, open and covert. 
If it eas roper that this House should act 


upon this subject, the Exccutive should make 
that fact known—the nation, as well as this 
House, should know it. Gentlemen say, if the 
Executive is tardy, we should spur him on. All 
who were acquainted with General Jackson, well 
know that he never needed a spur. Some of the 
heads of Departments, however, did. f 
the rowels struck deep. He was disposed to wait 
farther movements. If there was, indeed, dan- 
ger, let the House be informed of it from the 
proper quarter. f . 
At the commencement of the session, the Sec- | 
retary of the Navy had recommended that two 
additional frigates an 
be built or fitted out. 0 
recommendation if we were to have a war with 
France. If danger was apprehended, let a call 
be made, not in a whisper, not in secret conver- 
gations out of doors; but let the fact be made 
known ina bold, direct manner, in the form of , 
an executive message. Let those assume the 
responsibility whose duty it was to do so. 
Mr. GLASCOCK thought there could be no: 
doubt as to the propriety of adopting the resolu- 
tion, as it was one of inquiry merely. That there 
should be some immediate action on this subject 
all would agree. The adoption of the resolution 
would not shield the Executive or the Navy De- 
partment from any responsibility; nor id it 
authorize a supposition that there was any dis- 
sea in that quarter to shrink from responsi- 
ility. This House should act for itself, not as | 
the creature of another Department of the Gov- , 
ernment. They should be willing to share the | 
responsibility resulting from this inquiry. 
‘was a mere inquiry into the expediency of 
measure; and in furtherance of that inqu 
committee would doubtless call on the Nav 


a | 


seen that there was no disposition on the 
of the Executive to avoid responsibility. This | 
should be done at once; and if the resolution 
was adopted, it was probable that they might 
expect a report in the morning. If they looked . 


to the preparations of a foreign Power, there was |: 


‘good reason to expect a serious difficulty was | 
Impending. . The time had arrived when this; 
‘House should show to the country a willingness | 


to act, and act promptly. Were they to consult | 


did—they wanted © 


d three sloops of war should |: 
This was a mostridiculous | 


iry, the i 
OS K y | 
Department for its views, and it would then be | 
art : 


l should not be entertained in any shapes without 
| all the information the Executive could give, and 


| should then be fully discussed and deliberately 


decided. For his part, he could sce nothing that 


had happened to change materially the relations | 


of this country with France since the opening of 
the session. The French Government had re- 
fused to pay the indemnity to Mr. Barton. It 
was not the first refusal. o man in this House 
or in this country could have expected its pay- 
ment on his demand, under the circumstances. 
The President himself could not have looked for 
it, when he instructed him to make the demand. 
Gentlemen spoke of the tardy movements of the 
Government, and that it required spurring. He 
' hoped the House would not suffer itself to be 

booted an cki 
this country into a war. There has been irrita- 
; tion enough already. This resolution was calcu- 
' lated to have that effect. There have been mes- 


plomatic, sufficient for that purpose; and he hoped 
this House would be disposed to allay rather 
than incréase the excitement. He saw no cause 
He believed a war would be entirely 
and were it not for the serious con- 
sequences it involved, he should say it would be 
utterly ridiculous in both parties. He looked 
upon the resolution as the commencement of a 
series of war measures. He should not, there- 


; for war. 
‘ unnecessary ; 


; fore, vote for it, nor would he at this time sup- | 


port any measures looking towards a war. 

Mr. HAWES said he was mortified, deeply 
mortified, at the remarks of the gentlemen from 
Virginia and South Carolina, (Mr. Wise and Mr. 
Hammonp.} Sir, (said he,) it is my individual 
opinion, and one which I believe is founded in 
fact, that it was owing to speeches of a similar 


i: character with these, that the Government of 


` France had not already discharged a debt which 
was due citizens of the United States, upon every 
j primile of justice, and which she had bound 
herself to discharge by a solemn treaty. It was 


Itii such speeches as these which had mainly con- |, 


i tributed to rob us of our just rights, and had en- 
| dangered the peace of this country with herancient 
i ally and friend. Could American citizens, could 
| members of an American Congress, utter senti- 


| ments which would be hailed in France. as evi- | 
| dences that we were unwilling to protect our coun- : 


try from the invasion of a hostile force? What 
possible objection, he would ask, could be properly 
m 
expediency of increasing the naval force in com- 
mission, when it was evident to all, that there was 
' at least some ground to believe that there might 
' be a rupture between the two nations? Sir, while 
France is actually making preparations for the 


the President in regard to their duty on this sub- |; worst that may happen—and if newspaper intelli- 
ject? Was this House afraid to act uporits own || gence was to be relied on, their fleets were actually 


responsibility? For one he was prepared to act 
—he was prepared to anticipate the course of the | 


Executive in this emergency, and to do what he ‘| invaded by a foreign ene 
“conceived to be his duty, leaving the Executive || gentleman from Virginia 


‘and the-other Departments to do theirs; and he : 
had no fears but they would act promptly and | 
‘avoid no responsibility, and he wished this House |! 
to do the same. Weare presumed (said Mr. G. 

‘to know our duties, and, knowing them, shoul 

not shrink from their performance. ; 

Mr. HAMMOND said, this was an extraordi- 

‘nary resolution, and the gentleman from Georgia 
[Mr. Guascock] had supported it with most-ex- 
‘traordinary arguments. He had said,’ that on 


the evidence around us he was for the immediate | 


‘action of this House upon this subje¢t I under- 


stand him to be for putting the country ina state || 


of hostile preparation. To what evidence does 
the gentleman allude? Were they the paragraphs 
of foreign newspapers, with which the count 
has been lately inundated? Did gentlemen call 
upon this House to legislate upon this kind of 
information? If, sir, we are to have war, let 
the proposition come to us from the proper quar- 
‘ter, and let us not be smuggled into one by reso- 
lutions such as this, predicated on the idle ru- 
“mors of the newspapers. Had a resolution been 
offered, calling for inforrhation from the Execu- 
‘tive, (Mr. H. said,) he would have voted for it 
„cheerfully; but without that imformation he could 
‘not consent to act, The question of war was a 
great question. It involved vast interests. It 


on their way to this country—shall we stand idly 
by and see our coast unprotected, and liable to be 
my? The course of the 
(Mr. Waise] was pecu- 
‘larly strange and unaccountable. Many of his 
| constituents, he believed, resided on the sea-board, 
: and were consequently exposed to invasions and 
| assaults from foreign naval powers; and when a 
proposition is now made to inquire into the expe- 
diency of preparing to repel invasion, and protect 
the lives and property of those whose Represent- 
ative he is, that wentleinad rises in his place here 
j and opposes it. It wasa matter between the gen- 
tleman and his constituents, but he hoped the 
House would be unanimous in their adoption of 
the resolution. : oe 
| Mr. McKEON asked the indulgence of the 
|; House for afew moments. It was well-known 
| that he was not in the habit of intruding himself, 
| and, but for the circumstances in which he found 
i himself placed, he should have remained a silent 
_ observer of the discussion. The gentleman from 
|| Kentucky (Mr. Hawes) informed us that he was 
|| mortified to hear the language of the gentlemen 
i from Virginia and from South Carolina, (Messrs. 
| Wise and Hammonp,] who addressed the House 
| in opposition to the resolution upon the table. 
He was not only mortified, but also astonished at 
their arguments at such a period—at such a crisis 
as that in which we find the country now placed. 
Representing, as he did in part, a portion of the 
: Union deeply interested in the question which 


t 


d spurred for the purpose of kicking ` 


sages and correspondence, diplomatic and undi- 


ade to a resolution ‘of mere inquiry into the | 


| now engrosses the public mind, he (Mr. McK.) 
could not but endeavor to give an impulse to an 
' investigation which had for its object the defense 
l: of our sea-coast, and the protection of our com- 
merce. Well might he be astonished to hear 
opposition to a measure of this nature with re- 
gard to the increase of our naval force, when the 
rumor is abroad that we have a squadron ap- 
proaching our very borders! when the noise is 
actually ringing in our ears of the armaments in 
hostile array! While everything portends diffi- 
culty, and points out the propriety and necessity 
of preparation, we must pause and discuss the 
expediency ofinquiry into the ropriety ofmoving 
forward in a work which relates to the public 
© defense. We must debate the question by whom 
the first step ought to be taken—on whom the 
responsibility ought to rest. For one, he was 
willing to assume the responsibility. 
Why, sir, (said Mr. McK.,) I wus sent here 
to take responsibility like that now under con- 
| sideration. Every member of this House was 
| bound to take similar responsibility. We are 
|| bound to our constituents, to the country, by 
every tie which can unite us to the honor and 
safety of the country, not to hesitate. The 
| present situation of our foreign affairs required 
‘the patriotism and action of every member of 
|: the Government. While around all was activity, 
| we ought not to be passive. It was well known 
that the Executive, as the head of the Govern- 
i ment, had been alive to the importance of this 
‘| question. To the Executive, the country, through- 
l out the long and difficult: negotiations to which 
'i gentlemen had alluded, loo ed with anxiety; 
"and thus far the movements of his patriotic ad- 
'i ministration had: received the grateful applause 
of ‘the country. The Chief Magistrate had 
i| thrown into the whole amim the powers of 
|: his mighty intellect, had called into action his 
| wonderful foresight, and with sleepless vigilance 
li had endeavored to obtain the rights of our citi- 
| zens, and to meihtäin the dignity of the countr 
With an Executive identified, as he is, with the 
history of the most brilliant periods of the coun- 
‘try, he had no fears but that in his hands the 
interest and character of our country would be 
entirely secure. While other branches of the 
Government were zealously engaged, must we 
hesitate to execute our portion "of the task im- 
': posed upon us by the peculiar state of things? 
|| It did not become us {said 'Mr. McK.) to hesi- 
tate about directing ah inquiry into the expediency 
of putting the country into a state of preparation 
| againstaggression. It cannot result in producing 
trouble—it cannot throw us into difficulty. The 
résolution should have been adopted without a 
question; but, sir, it appears obstacles must be 
thrown in the way—impedimentts interposed be- 
fore us to operate upon our minds and deter us 
from an attempt to overcome them. The gentle- 
man from South Carolina [Mr, Hammonp] threw 
out the suggestion that a war into which this 
country was about to be plunged would be a 
ridiculous war, and fatal to the liberties of the 
, country. Who talks of war? Who hassounded 
| the tocsin which is to give the alarm throughout 
' the country, to disturb the quiet of the land, and 
conjure up into timid minds the dire apparitions 
; of desolation and destruction, fhe concomitants 
of a belligerent state? No one but the gentleman 
, himself. If war must tome, it was a quéstion to 
‘be settled hereafter. That was not the question 
then under consideration, but merely whether it 
|| was expedient to inquire if the country should be 
pat in a state of preparation. The inquiry may 
: be necessary in other points totally separated 
; from our present difficulties. The gentleman from 
| South Carolina tells us we are to be driven into— 
x pay into a war with France, which he, if it 
{should happen, would term a ridiculous war 
Sir, I deprecate as muchas he does a state of 
hostility. I regret that he has used the term 
‘*ridiculous.’’ Much as I regret war, | prefer it to 
dishonorable peace. Ridiculous he may consider 
the war, if it must come; but there may be a 
pan which cannot be otherwise than degrading. 
ith robberies committed years, ago upon our 
| unoffending citizens, and presenting in the acts a 
gross violation of the code of civilized nations— 
with years of patient negotiation—with a treaty 
solemnly ratified—-added to all these injuries the 
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insult of demanding from the American people 
explanations (and those with a fleet before our 
harbor—with the rod hanging over our heads) 
which are incompatible with their self-respect 
and character as an independent people—if under 
such circumstances compelled to assume a hostile 
attitude, I cannot consider that attitude ridicu- 
lous. 

Mr. McK. regretted that this discussion had 
taken place. d ; 
our difficulties may be attributed. They give 
confidence to those who deny us justice, It is 


time these divisions should be healed. He had i 


hoped that, on an occasion like the present, but one 
fe ae pervaded their body, as was certain but 
one feeling animated the entire people of the coun- 
try. To refuse the inquiry would look like an 
indisposition on the part of the House to sustain 
the country. He could not believe that one would 
object to a course which was demanded by the 
exigency of the times, or that we should present, 
when the slightest speck was visible in the hori- 
zon portending the approaching storm, a divided 
people. Onthis question which had given rise to 
this debate, let us, whether it continues to retain 
its present aspect or assume any other character, 
rally around the altar of country, and be true to 
our motto—let us be in fact e pluribus unum. Let 
us be true to ourselves, and to our own character; 
and present to the civilized world but one front. 
Coming, as he before remarked, from a section of 
country, the lives and property of the citizens of 
which were most exposed, he (Mr. McK.) felt 
compelled to address those remarks to the House 
on this occasion, and ask the adoption of the 
resolution. 

Mr. REED observed, that the chairman of the 
Committee on Naval Affairs had stated that seven 
out of nine of the committee had instructed him 
to present the resolution. = 

ing one of the committee, (said Mr. R.,) I 
beg to state to the House the part I have taken. 
The chairman, a few hours ago, handed me, in 
my seat, the resolution now under consideration, 
and asked me, as one of that committee, if l would 
consent that he should offer it to the House? Af- 
ter I had read it, I replied that I did not know 
that I had any objection. On further reflection, 
apprehending that the resolution might lead to an 


excited debate, I called upon the chairman, and . 


expressed my fear to him, and retracted my ap- 

roval of thc resolution. I feared that it might 
lead to a debate which might be injurious to the 
country. I do not consider the resolution itself 
as one of great moment. J admit the subject is 
important; but it is only a resolution of ge ee 
It does not instruct the committee to act. Inmy 
opinion the whole subject is now before the com- 
mittee. They have powers at any time, without 
adopting the resolution before us, to report a bill 
to increase the Navy, and, of course, the appro- 
priations for that object. 3 
proving and increasing our Navy is one of vast 


importance, and deserves the deliberate consider- 
Our | 


ation of the committce and of this House. 
commerce needs protection everywhere. Itmay 
need protection more especially now against Mex- 
ico, and vesscls may be needed for that purpose, 


I regret that, upon a subject of mere inquiry, gen- | 


tlemen should indulge themselves in debating 
upon the danger and probability of a war wit 

rance. I regret that the debate should assume 
a tone and manner calculated to produce mischief. 
It is calculated, unnecessarily and unjustly, to 
alarm the country. It seems to me we are pre- 
cipitate. The debate is assuming a most unfor- 
tunate character. 

We are debating upon the all-important subject 
of peace and war with France. t 
have more light and knowledge upon this subject 
before we scriously engage in such debate. I fear 


the debate is ill-judged and unadvised, and calcu- ' 


lated to produce the evil which 1 am quite sure a 
great majority of this House and nation depre- 
cate and hope to avoid. I do not propose to 
engage in such a debate. It is altogether prema- 
ture. I bee the House to be calm and deliberate, 
and to avoid excitement, which may be injurious, 
but cannot be useful to the country. 
Mr. MILLER said he did not rise to discuss a 
uestion of peace or war, but simply to ask that 
the question might be taken by yeas and nays. 


To our divided councils many of ` 


The subject of im- | 


T hope we shall ; 


The gentleman from Virginia [Mr. Wise] had | 


observed very significantly, a day or two ago, in 
j relation to another question, that he would sce 
H 
' his amendment. He (Mr. M.) wished to see, 
: now, who would vote, under existing circum- 
stances, against a resolution directing inguiry 
into the expediency of putting the country in a 
state of defense. 
Mr. EVERETT said he was decidedly in favor 


who would move the previous question to cut off | 


of this resolution, for he could not but look around `, 


` him and see what was passing. He, for one, could 
not wait the tardy movements of the Executive; 


but when he saw gentlemen there rising in their ` 


laces, and say, with the gentleman from Georgia, 
; (Mr. Guascocx,] they were prepared to anticipate 
`: the course of the Executive, Mr. E. could not but 


feel some alarm; and when he saw the indications : 
he did, from other quarters, it left no doubt in his ` 


l mind that it was time for the House to take the 
inquiry to itself. At the commencement of the 
present session, the President had sent them a 
message, in which he said that, if any alteration in 


the state of our relations with France took place, ` 


„ atthe same time stating what he had already done,’ 


l| that he would communicate it to Congress. Now - 


i| every member of the House knew that communi- 


‘| cations had been at least five days in possession ` 
| of the Executive,and yet the House had received , 


' no message from him. It was an extraordinary 
‘crisis. When they saw that the Executive was 
bound by every pledge, as well as by his public 
duty, to make a communication to that House; 
when it was known that communications were in 
‘his possession; when it was rumored that Execu- 
tive councils had been held on the subject, and 


yet nothing had officially been sent to them, he . 
thought it was, in the language of the gentleman ` 


from Georgia, time for the House now to begin 
to anticipate the course of the Executive. 

Mr. 
the resolution, though he would then state what 
he believed would be its ulterior object. He 
would conclude by expressing his belief that they 


were to have no communication from the Execu- ; 


tive on this subject for some time, and therefore 
' it became the duty of that House to institute in- 
` qui He should vote for the adoption of the 
i| resolution. 
Mr. LANE rose (he said) with no intention of 
|: discussing this subject, but merely to state, for 
il the information of the House, what his under- 
'| standing was in relation to the course of the Ex- 
‘| ecutive on this occasion. He believed it was 
l only on Saturday or Sunday that Mr. Barton 
-i arrivedin Washington. [Several Voices. “ That 
; is not correct; he has not yet arrived.’’| Well, 
'; (said Mr. L.,) there was such a report, and he made 
no inquiries as to its foundation. He would ob- 
serve that he was weil assured that the President 
would communicate all the information in his 
possession at as early a period as possible. Of 
this Mr. L. had no doubt, and he could see no 
cause thus to arraign the Executive for want of 
vigilance, industry, or patriotism. 
u Mr. L. well recollected what had taken place 
‘ona former occasion. ‘He recollected that com- 
plaints long and loud were made, that the pro- 
posed measure of preparing the country for de- 
i fense at the last Congress was intrusting the 
‘| President with too much power. Mr. L. would 
' now say, that he rested under the firm conviction, 
and he would proclaim it here and elsewhere, that 
if the last Congress had sustained the President 
of the United States, by making appropriations 
to put the country in a reasonable state of defense, 
the provisions of the treaty with France would 
all have been complied with, and the money paid, 
;| and this dark and lowering cloud now hanging 
‘| around us would never have been seen. It wasthe 
maxim of the Father of his Country, ‘ In peace 


prepare for war.”” What was the situation of 
‘| this country compared with France? She had 
| been actively preparing and fitting out her fleets 
and armaments, which were hourly cxpected 
upon our coasts. What was the situation of the 
American people? Scarce a ship in a condition 
to defend them! Nota solitary regiment, per- 
haps, full! The very omitting to make that ap- 
propriation might involve this country in war, 
cost hundreds of millions of money, and tens of 
thousands of lives, all of which might have been 


. said he felt no alarm at the passage of | 


averted. Had this appropriation been adopted, | 
we should have had no war, nor apprehension of 

war, with a powerful and ancient ally. Mr. L, 

said he was 1n favor of the resolution, though, if 

he had been consulted, he would have preferred 

waiting for a communication from the President, 

who, he had no doubt, would, at as carly a period 

as possible, communicate all the information of 

which he was possessed; and then the House 
may be called upon to act ina very different man- 
ner and form. 

Mr. GRENNELL made a few remarks in op- 
position to the resolution. 

Mr. PEARCE, of Rhode Island, expressed his 
surprise that a difficulty should be madc of adopt- 
ing this resolution from one of the standing com- 
mittees of the House, until they heard from the 
Executive, or from one of the Executive Depart- 
ments of the Government, in relation to its subject 
matter. He was not disposed to wait in regard 
to that question, or in regard to any other ques- 
tion in rélation to which it might be competent 
for the House to act, until they heard from either 
one or the otherof the Departments. It was not 
his intention to enter into any argument on the 
proprie! of adopting this resolution. If it had 

en ordered in ordinary times there would not 
have been perhaps a single voice raised against it. 
The subject was simply one of inquiry, which 
might be offered for consideration at any time, 
involving in itself a mere question of expediency, 
whether the object was proper or not proper; and 
for the purpose of cutting the matter short, and 
to test the sense of the House in regard to it, he 
demanded the previous question. 

Mr. HOWELL mored that the House adjourn. 

Mr. GLASCOCK said, as that would be a vir- 
tual abandonment of the question, he asked for 
the yeas and nays; but at the request of several 
members he withdrew the call. 

The motion to adjourn was decided, by tellers. 
in the negative—ayes 80, noes 96. 

The previous question was then seconded by 
the House—ayes 104, noes not counted; and the 
main question was then ordered to be put. 

‘The question on the adoption of the resolution 
was then decided in the affirmative—yeas 164, 
noes 18; as follows: 


YEAS — Messrs. Adams, Ash, Bean,- Beardsley, Beru- 
moat, Bell, Bockee, Bond, Boon, Borden, Bouldin, Bovee, 


, Boyd, Briggs, Brown, Buchanan, Bunch, Burns, Bynum, 
; John Calthoon, William B. Cathoun, Cambreleng, Camp- 
: bell, Carr, Carter, Casey, George Chambers, Chaney, Chap- 


: rence, Joshua Lee, 


, man, Chapin, Childs, Nathaniel H. Claiborne, Jobn F, H, 
: ure & 


Clark, Cleveland, Coffee, Coles, Connor, Craig, 
Cramer, Cushing, Cushman, Darlington, Davis, Denny, 
Doubleday, Dromgoole, Everett, Fairfield, Farlin, Forester, 
French, Fry, Philo C. Fuller, William K. Fuller, Gal- 
braith, James Garland, Rice Garland, Gillet, Glascock, 
Graham, Granger, Grantland, Haley, Joseph Hall, Hamer, 
Hannegan, Harper, Aaron G. Harrison, Hawes, Haw- 
kins, Haynes, Heister, Holsey, Hopkins, Howard, {Tubley, 
Huntington, Huntsman, Ingham, Wiiliam Jackson, Joseph 
Jackson, Janes, Jarvis, Cave Johnson, Jolm W. Jones, 
Benjamin Jones, Judson, Kennon, Kilgore, Kinnard, 
Klingensmith, Lane, Lansing, Laporte, Lawler, Law- 

Luke Lea, Leonard, Lincoln, Logan, 


' Love, Lucas, Lyon, Abijah Mann, Job Mann, Manning, 


Martin, John Y. Mason, Moses Mason, Sampson Mason, 
Maury, McCarty, McKay, McKennon, McKeon, McKim, 
Miller, Milligan, Montgomery, Morgan, Morris, Mublen- 
berg, Page, Parker, Parks, Patterson, Patton, Franklin 
Pierce, Dutee J. Pearce, James A. Pearce, Pettigrew, Pey 
ton, Phelps, Phillips, Pinckney, Rencher, Jolm Reynolds, 
Ripley, Roane, Rogers, Russell, Seymour, Augustine H. 


' Shepperd, Shicids, Shinn, Slade, Smith, Spangler, Spraguc, 


Standifer, Steele, Storér, Suthertand, Taliatcrro, Taylor, 
Thomas, John Thomson, Toucey, Towns, Turner, Turrill, 
Underwood, Vinton, Wagener, Wardwell, Washington, 
Webster, White, Whittlesey, and Sherrod Williams-—166. 
NAYS — Messrs. Chilton Allan, Heman Allen, John 
Chambers, Corwin, Crane, Grennell, Hammond, Hardin, 
Harlin, Hazeltine, Hoar, Howell, Ingersoll, Mercer, Potts, 
Waddy Thompson, Lewis Williams, and Wise—18. 


So the resolution was agreed to. 
The House then, at five o'clock, adjourned. 


IN SENATE. 
Tuespar, January 12, 1836. 
A message was received from the President of 


i the United States, by Mr. Donexson, his Private 


Sccretary, containing reports from the Secretaries 
of State and War, relative to the controversy be- 
tween Ohio and Michigan on the subject of 
boundary; and, on motion by Mr. EWING, it 
was ordered to be printed. J 

The CHAIR announced a communication from 
the War Department, transmitting a report from 


0 _T 
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January- 42; 


the Topographical Bureau, made in compliance li 
with the resolution of the Senate of the 5th in- 
stant, in regard to the improvement of the harbor 
af East Thomastown, Mame; and, on motion by 
Mr. RUGGLES, it was referred to the Commit- 
lee on Commerce. 
PETITIONS, MEMORIALS, ETC. : 

Mr. LINN presented the following petitions: 

The petition of sundry citizens of Missouri, 

raving for the establishment of a post route from 
Tetani city, through the counties of Morgan, 
Polk, and Green, to the seat of government of 
the Territory of Arkansas; which was referred, 


to the Committee on the Post Office and Post 
Roads; , a: 

A petition numerously signed by sundry citi- 
zens of Missouri, asking for the establishment of 
a post route from Palmyra, to pass through Paris, 
Monroe county, to Columbia, Boone county, to 
Jefferson city; which was referred to the same: 
committee; : : 
` The petition of sundry citizens of Missouri, 
asking that the session of the district court of the 
United States for the district of Missouri may be 
held at St. Louis and Jefferson city; which was 
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary; and 

The petition of citizens of Missouri, praying 
for the establishment of a new land office in t re 
State of Missouri, to be located at Jefferson City; 
which was referred to the Committee on the Pub- 
lic Lands. 

Mr. TYLER presented the petition of the 
Trustees of the Georgetown Lancaster school, 
asking pecuniary aid from Congress; which was 
referred to the Committee on the District of Co- 
lumbia. 

Mr. NILES presented the petition of sundry 
citizens of Michigan, praying for an appropria- 
tion to improve the harbor of St. Joseph’s, on 
Lake Michigan; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. . 

Mr. WALL presented the petition of William 
P. Rathbone, of New Jersey, late a paymaster in 
the Army; which was referred to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

Petitions were also 


resented by Messrs. DA- 
VIS, CLAYTON, and LEIGH; names of peti- 
tioners not heard. 


On motion by Mr. WRIGHT, the petition and 
papers of the heirs of Henry Eckford, on the 
files of the last session, were again referred. 

REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 

Mr. PORTER, from the Committee on Private 
Land Claims, to which had been referred the 

etition and documents-of the heirs of Milan de | 

a Carrera, reported a bill confirming their title | 
to a tract of land. Ih 

Mr. LINN, from the same committee, to which |' 
had been referred the bill confirming certain claims |: 
to lands in Missouri, reported the same without | 
amendment. z f i 

Mr. TYLER, from the Committee on the Dis- || 
trict of Columbia, to which had been referred the | 
memorial of certain banks of the District on the ; 
subject, reported a bill to extend their several 
charters for one year; which was read, and or- 
dered to a second reading. : 

Mr. BENTON, from the Committee on Military . 
Affairs, to which had been referred the petition of 
the heirs of the late General. William Eaton, re- 
ported a bill for their relief; which was read, and - 
ordered to a second reading. 

BILLS INTRODUCED. x 

Mr. WEBSTER, in pursuance of notice riven, | 
asked and obtained leave and introduced the fol- ` 
lowing bills; which were severally read twice and | 
referred: 

A bill to fix the compensation of certain offi- | 
cers of the customs, and to alter certain collection 
districts; and : 

A bill in addition to the act of 24th May, 1828, ' 
entitled ‘* An act to authorize the licensing of ves- |! 
sels to be employed in the fisheries.” 

Mr. KING, of Alabama, in pursuance of notice 
permio and obtained leave and introduced a |: 

ill for the relief of John La Furettee; which was |: 


read twice and referred. . 5 ; 

Mr. RUGGLES, in pursuance of notice given, |! 
asked and obtained lcave, and introduced a joint |! 
resqlution providing for the employment of addi- |! 
fional clerks in the Patent Office; which was twice 


` and the dividends of stock receivable from the 


read, and referred to the Committee on the J udi- 
ciary. 
SUFFERERS BY NEW YORK FIRE. 
On motion by Mr. WEBSTER, the Senate 
proceeded to the consideration of the bill for the 
relief of the sufferers by fire in the city of New 


York; and, after some remarks from Messrs. : 


WEBSTER, CLAY, WRIGHT, and WEB- 
STER, the bill was laid on the table. ` 
RESOLUTIONS. : 
Mr. PRESTON submitted the following reso- 
lution; which was considered and agreed to: 
Resolved, That the Judiciary Committee be instructed 
to inquire into the propriety of erecting 8 court-house in 
Charteston, South Carolina, tor the use o: the United States 
courts. ‘ 
Mr. TALLMADGE submitted the following 
resolution; which lies on the table one day: 
Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads be instrueted to inquire into the expediency of 
furnishing the principal post offices im the several States and 
Territories with copies of the maps of the post offices and 
post roads prepared under the direction of the Post Office 
Department; and also into the expediency ot furnishing 


copies of the sane for the use of the other Departments ot 


the Government. 


Mr. LINN submitted the following resolutions; 


which lie on the table one day: 


Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Office and... 


Post Roads be instructed to inquire into the expediency of 
establishing the following post routes: 

From St. Charles to Dardeirc, Mixsouriter, Mathiasville, 
Pinckney, South Island, Big Spring, Portland, Hibernia, 
ouce a week; 


From Si. Charles, by Portage des Sioux, to Alton, twice | 


a week in two-horse post coaches 5 

From Palmyra, in Marion county, to pasa through Paris, 
Monroe county, Columbia, Boone county, to Jefferson city, 
twiec a week; 

From Richmond to Compton’s Store, on Grand River, 55 
miles, once a week; 

From St. Louis to Jefferson Barracks, Herenlaneum, St. 
Genevieve, Perryville, Jackson, to Cape Girardeau, twice a 
week 5 

From Jackson, Cape Girardenu county, to Fredericktown, 
Potosi, Old Mines, Herculaneum, Jefferson Barracks, twice 
a week, in four-horse post coaches. 

Resolved, Thet the Committee on Claims ba instructed to 
inquire into the expediency of making compensation to the 
recorder of land titles at St. Louis, Missouri, for extra 
clerk hire, office rent, and fuel for office, plotting instru- 
ments. furnished and paid tor by said recorder, between 
October 13, 1830, and September, 30, 1ER. 

Resolved, That the Committee on Pensions be instructed 
ta inquire into the expediency of placing the name of Jean 
Baptiste Janis, a French inhabitant of Missouri, on the pen- 
siou roil—the said Janis having served as an ensign ina 
eompany of volunteers at the siege and captare of Vin- 
eennes, in the year 1779, when said place was taken by 


Colone!t George Rogers Clarke; or to make such other pro- | 


vision for him as the justice of the case wonld seem to 
demand. 


Mr. CLAYTON submitted the following reso- . 


lution; which lies on the table one day: 

| Resolved, That the Committee on Military Affairs be 
instructed to inquire into tho expediency of providing for 
the creetion of a fortification for the defense of the Dela- 
Ware breakwater. 

The resolution submitted yesterday, by Mr. 
SwirtT, was, on motion of that gentleman, laid 
on the table. 

The resolutionssubmitted yesterday, by Messrs. 
WEBSTER and Soutnarp, were considered and 
adopted. 

` RELATIONS WITH FRANCE. 


The resolution submitted yesterday, by Mr. 
Cray, calling on the President for information 


relative to a_letter said to have been written by | 
the Duc de Broglie to the French Chargë d’Af- | 
faires, on the subject of our relations with France, | 


for consideration. Lars: 
EIGH submitted the following amend- 


came u 


Mr. 


. ment; which was agreed to: 
‘Resolved, alsa, Under the restriction before mentioned, | 
that the President be requested to conrmunicate to the | 
Senate a copy of the note of M. Serrurier, mentioned in | 


is message of the 25th of February, 1835, aad not then 
communicated for reasons stated in the report of the Sec- 
retary of State to the President of the same date. 


The resolution was then adopted. 


NATIONAL DEFENSE. 
The following resolution, submitted yesterday 
by Mr. Benroy, was taken up for consideration: 
Resolved, That the surplus revenue of the United States, 


i Bank of the 
United Siates, ought to be set apart and applicd to the 
gencrat defense and permanent security of the country. 
that the President be requested to cause the Senate to be 
informed— je 

_J. The probable amont that wouid bc necessary for for- 
tifying the lake, maritime, and gulf frontier of the United 


| States, and such poigts of the land frontier as may require 

: permanent fortifications. 

: "9. 'The probabic amount that would be necessary to con. 
struct an adequate number of armories and arsenals in the 
United States, and to supply the States with field artillery. 
especially brass ficld-pieces, for their militia, and with side 
arms and pistols for their cavalry. 

| 3. The probable amount that would be necessary to sup- 
ply the United States with the ordnance, arms, and muni- 
tions of war whieh a proper regard to self-defense would 
require to bo always on hand. | 

4. The probabie umount that would be neceasary to place 
the maval defenses of the United States (including the 
increase of the navy, navy-yards,dock-yards, and steam or 
floating batteries) upon the footing of strength and respoet- 
ability. which is due to the security and to the welfare of 
the Union. 

The resolution having been read, Mr. B. rose 
and said, that the objects contemplated by it were 
of a general and permanent nature, and required 
attention, without ‘regard ‘to existing circum- 
stances. 'To place itself in a state of defense was 
the duty of all countries which desired to preserve 
their independence, or to live with honor. The 
United States were not in a state of defense, and 
it was their duty to attend to that object. The 
present time was the proper time. The public 
debt was paid, a large surplus revenue was accu- 
mulating, and the country was every-way pros- 
perous. Projects were devised to distribute these 
surpluses among the States; but he was in favor 
of setting them apart, and dedicating them to the 
defense of the Union. Formerly, and by a law 
as old as the Republic, these surpluses were alt 
set apart, and constituted a separate fund, called 
the sinking fund, and inviolabty applied to the 
sacred purpose of extinguishing the national debt. 
By this means the debt had been paid. He was 
for reviving and continuing this policy, with a 
change of object, from the debt to the defenses 
of the Union, and would wish to see all the sur- 
plus revenue take that direction, until the country 
was as secure from receiving, as it is averse from 
offering offense. It would require all the sur- 
pluses and many years of exertion to accomplish 
the object. 

Mr. B. repeated, his motion was for objects of 
a general and permanent character, and he felt it 
to be his duty to make it, without regard to im- 

ending events, and to extrinsic circumstances 

But there were events and circumstances which 

should give emphasis to his motion, and stimu- 

late its Immediate adoption. A French fleet of 
sixty vesscls of war, to be followed by sixty 
more, now in commission, approaches our coast; 
and approaches it for the avowed purpose of ob; 
serving our conduct in rełation to France! It is 
styled in the French papers, a squadron of observ- 
` ation; and we are sufficiently acquainted with 
| the military vocabulary of France, to know what 
| that phrase means. In the days of the great Em- 
| pcror, we were accustomed to sce the armies 
which demolished empires at a blow wear that 
pacific title up to the moment that the blow was 
| ready to be struck. These grand armies assem- 
; bled on the frontiers of cmpires, gave emphasis 
to negotiation, and erushed what resisted. A 
squadron of observation, then, is 2 squadron of 
intimidation first, and of attack eventually; and 
nothing could be more palpable than that such 
was the character of the squadron in question. 
It leaves the French coast cotemporancously with 
the departure of our diplomatic agent, and thé 
assembling of our Congress; it arrives upon our 
coast at the very moment that we shall have to 
| vote upon French affairs; and it takes a position 
upon our southern border—that bonler abo ei alt 
| others, on which we are, at this time, peculiarly 
sensitive to hostile approach. 
_ _ What have we donc (continued Mr. B.)to draw 
| this squadron upon us? We have done no wrong 
| to France; we are making no preparations against 
her, and not even ordinary preparations for gen- 
eral and permanent security. We have treaties, 
and are exccuting them, even the treaty that she 
_ docs not execute! We have been executing that 
_treaty for five years, and may say that we have 
| paid France as much under it as we have in vain 
demanded from her as the first installment of the 
indemnity; not in fact by taking money out of our 
treasury, and delivering it to her, but, what is 
better for her, namely, leaving her own money 
‘inher own hands, in the shape of diminished 
| duties upon her wines, as provided for in this 
| same treaty, which we cxecute, and which she 
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of 


or two millions of dollars from us, 


sides the |; 
encouragement to her wine trade, On the article | 


of silks she is also gaining money from us in the , 


same way, not by treaty, but by law. Our dis- 
crimininating duties in favor of silks from this side 
the Cape of Good Hope, operate almost entirely 
in her favor. Our great supplies of silks are from 
France, England, and China. In ten years, and 
under the operation of this discriminating duty, 
our imports of French silks have risen from 
$2,000,000 per annum to $6,590,000; from Eng- 
land, they have risen from $250,000 to $750,000; 
from China they have sunk from $3,250,000 to 
$1,250,000. This discriminating duty has left 
between one and two millions of dollars in the 
pockets of Frenchmen, besides the encouragement 
to the silk manufacture and trade. Why, then, 
has she sent this squadron to observe us first, 
and to strike us eventually? She knows our 
pacific disposition towards her, not only from our 
own words and actions, but from the official re- 
port of her own officers; from the very officer sent 
out last spring, in a frigate, to carry back the 
recalled minister. Here is his report, made to 
the Minister of Marine, and communicated to the 
Chamber of Deputics in the month of April last. 
Listen to it, and see how fully it establishes, not 
only our pacific dispositions toward France, but 
the affection of our citizens for her, and the solici- 
tude of our officers to honor her flag and gratify 
Fer feelings: 
“ Brest, April 4, 1835. 

“I have the honor to inform you that the brig d'Assas 
sailed from New York on the Lith of March last, at the 
same time with the American packet ship Albany, in which 
M. Serrurier and his family are returning to Franée, and 
arrived in the roads of Brest on the l4th of this month, 
after a passage of twenty-four days. I remained in the 
United States until the Lith of March, as the Chargé d'Af- 
faites of France, at whose disposition your Excellency 
placed me, did not wish to dispatch me back until the rising 
of Congress, which took place on the 4th of that month. 
During my stay at New York, I found among the richest 
and best educated persons the greatest affection and sym- 
pathy for France. This they expressed to us by every pos- 
sible attention, and every delicate kindness, which their 
hospitable dispositions could suggest. Half an hoar after 
tay leaving the East river, an American sehooner of war, 
knowing the time at which I was to depart, got under sail. 
She crossed my way about a Icague from the place of an- 
chorage, and when about two cables’ length from us, she 
hoisted the French flag on her mizen-mast, and fired seven 
guns, which were immediately returned; she kept the tri- 
color flying as long as we were insight. I then saw the 
American trigate Constitution, towed by two steamboats on 
her way to New York. As soon as [ crossed her, I saluted 
her commodore with thirteen guns, which he immediately 
returned, gun for gun.” 

Mr. B. resuming, said this was the report made 
to the French Government, by a French officer, 
after the rise of the last session of Congrees, and 
after the departure of Mons. Serrurier; and how 
was it received in the Chamber of Deputies, to 
which itwas communicated? He (Mr. B.) would 
‘show one example of the manner in which it was 
received, and for that purpose would read a par- 
‘agraph from the speech of the Deputy, Mons. de 
Rance: 

-“ Gentlemen, we should put on one side of the tribune the 
twenty-five millions, on the other side the eword of France. 
When the Americans see this good long sword, this very 
long sword, gentlemen, (for it struck down everything from 


‘Lisbon to Moscow,) they will perhaps recollect what it did : 


for the independence of their country; they will perhaps, 
400, reflect upon what it could do to support and avenge the 


honor and dignity of France, when outraged by an ungrate- , 


ful people. [Cries of € Well said t°] Believe me, gentlemen, 
“they would sooner touch your money, than dare to touch 
-your sword; and for your twenty-five millions they will 
‘bring you back the satisfactory receipt which it is your duty 
toexact. [Great approbation from the extremities. }”? 


Another Deputy, Mons. Fleury de Chabaulon, 
allowed himself to discourse thus: 


“The insult of President Jackson comes from himself ` 
only. This is more evident, from the refusal of the Amer- | 


ican Congress to concur with him in it. 
ber, by interfering, would render the affair more serious, 
and make its arrangement more difficult and even danger- 
ous. Letus put the case to ourselves. Suppose the United 
States had taken part with General Jackson, we should 
have had to demand satisfaction not from him, but from the 


The French Cham- 


United States; and, instead of now talking about negotia- | 
tion, we should have had to make appropriations for a war, | 
and to intrust to our heroes of Navarino and Algiers the ` 


task of teaching the Americans, that France knows the 
way to Washington as well as England.” 


This was the language of the Deputies, and it 
-was thus received with applause, and that six 
‚weeks after the rise of our Congress, which had 


port of the captain of the frigate D’Assas, attest- 


‘agreement of the two Houses committed to its jj 
‘ charge, and could go into no detail as to what l; 


i upon the palpable ground that the opposition | 


a ; A which the Senate made to the three millions, the || 
shown itself pacific, and two weeks after the re- ` 
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iness of our officers to salute, with honor, the flag | 


been acted apon by the French Government. 
i 


ecember last; and 
under these ordinances, Admiral Mackau is to 
take command of the ‘‘ squadron of observation,” 
which was immediately to proceed to the West 
Indies; and the Constitutionnel, which is the semi- 
official paper of the Government, and nearly equal 
in authority to the Moniteur, after stating that this 
measure was warranted by the actual state of the 
difficulties with the United States, goes on to 
“ applaud the Government, for thus preparing, long 
beforehand, and concentrating the power in the hands 
of one who is firm and capable of using it to advan- 
tage when necessary.” Thus, the language of the 
Deputies, and the conduct of the Government, 
correspond; and the ficet must now be approach- 
ing our coast, which bears that long sword, at 
the sight of which our terrified hearts and falter- 


_ing tongues must deliver the satisfactory answer 


which French chivalry exacts! 
Mr. B. said, he had never spoken unkindly of 
the French nation—ncither in his place here as 


i Senator, nor in his private capacity elsewhere. 


Born since the American Révolution, bred upin , 
habitual affection for the French name, coming 
upon the stage of life when the glories of the Re- 
public and of the Empire were filling the world 
and dazzling the imagination, politically connected 
with the party which, a few years ago, was called 
French, his bosom had glowed with admiration 
for that great people, and youthful affection had 
ripened into manly friendship. He would not 
now permit himself to spcak unkindly, much Icss 
to use epithets; but he could not avoid fixing his 
attention upon the reason assigned in the Consti- 
tutionnel for the present advance of the French 
squadron upon us. Thatreason is this: “America 
will have no force capable of being opposed to it.” 
This is the reason. Our nakedness, Our destitu- 
tion, have drawn upon us the honor of this visit; 
and we are now to speak, and vote, and so demean 
ourselves, as men standing in the presence of a 
force which they cannot resist, and which had 
taught the lesson of submission to the Turk and 
the Arab! And here I change the theme; I turn 
from Frenchintimidation to American legislation; 
and I ask, how it comes that we have no force to 
opposc to this squadron, which comes here to take 
a position upon our borders, and to show us that 
it knows the way to Washington as well as the 
English? This is my future theme; and I have 
to present the American Senate, as the respons- 
ible party for leaving our country in this wretched 
condition. First, thercis the three million appro- 
riation which was lost by the opposition of the 
Renate, and which cafried down with it the 
whole fortification bill, to which it was attached. | 
That bill, besides the three millions, contained 
thirteen specific appropriations for works of de- 
fense, part originating in the House of Repre- ` 
sentatives, and part in the Senate, and the partic- 
ulars of which he would read. 
Mr. B. then read: 


For the fort on George’s Island.......0. 0000 seese -815,000 
For the repairs of Fort Independence............. 8,000 : 
For Fort Adams............6 PEET seveee aron n eaa 100,000 | 
For the fortat ‘hrog’s Neck... esssesseeereso 30,000 
Repairing Fort Cotumbus...... 2.2005 -creeo o ++~« 13,000 
Rebuilding Fort Delaware....... . 150,000 
For fortifications in Charleston harbor. < 29,090 | 
Fort atCockspur Island.......... tsss ocsas eserse 82,000 , 
Fort at Pensacola... ccc cccecec cece sete eens neuen . 26,000 j 
Fort on Foster’s bank ..s.esesessaa seee cssess eneee 65,000 
Repairs of Fort Mifflin..............0.006 ... 75,000 | 
Armament of fortifications...... Peroni 100,000 
Contingencies... a.. sees cece secre cccererevecs eese 10,000 


All these specific appropriations (continued | 
Mr. B.) were fost in the bill, which was sunk by | 
the opposition of the Senate to the three millions, |' 
which were attached to it by the House of Rep- ; 
resentatives, He (Mr. B.) was not a member | 
of the conference committee which had the dis- |; 


happened in that conference; he took his stand |! 
speeches which denounced it, and the prolongea |! 
Invectives against the President, which inflamed | 


| the defense of the country. 


the passions and consumed the pretious time at 
the Inst thoment of’ the session, Were the true 
causes of the loss of that bill, and so leaves the 
responsibility for the loss on the shoulders of the 
Senate. 

Of this three million appropriation (Mr. B. 
said) the country had heard much; but there was 
another matcrial appropriation lost in the Senate, 
of which nothing had been said; he alluded to the 
sum of $500,000, which originated in the Senate’s 
Committec on Military Affairs, and which, as the 
chairman of that committce, and under its direc- 
tion, he had recommended in a report, and pro- 

osed as an amendment to the same fortification 

il which was afterwards sunk under the three 
tnillions. The ‘report was made on the 18th of 
February, and he wotild read it: 

“ The Senate's Committee on Military Affairs, which has 
had the subject under consideration, réport: 

That it is expedient to increase the appropriations here- 
tofore made for the national defense; and that, in addition 
to the sums now contained in the bili for fortifications, and 
in addition to the two sums of $100,000, cach heretofore re- 
commended by this committec to be inserted in the said bill 
for fortifications, and the armament thereof, the further sum 
of 3500,000 be recommended to be inserted therein, for the 
repair, completion, and construction of fortifications, and 
to provide the necessary armament therefor. And the com 
mittee have directed their chairman to move an amendment 
accordingly, at the proper time, to the fortification appro- 
priation bill.” 

The motion was made in the Senate to insert 
this appropriation of $500,000. The sense of the 
Senate was so clearly against it, that he (Mr. B.) 
did not press it, nor call for a division. It was 
rejected when offered; and thus the Senate, some 
days before they objected to the three millions as 
being too large and general, had rejected a much 
smaller appropriation, and one that was specific. 

The third act of the Senate which Mr. B. 
brought forward to establish the responsibility of 
the Senate for the present condition of the coun- 
try, and the consequent visit of the French fleet, 
was the fact of laying on the table, and refusing 
even to consider, a resolution which he brought 
forward about the middle of February, calling on 
the President for plans and estimates for the gen- 
eral and permanent defense of the country by sea 
and land. It was a call for plans and estimates, 
and probable amounts of surplus revenue, with 
the sole view to the defense of the country; yet 
it was laid upon the table by the vote of the 
majority, and upon the motion of an opposition 


, Senator; and, of all theactsof the Senate, it seemed 
: to him to be the one which went further in show- 


ing the indisposition of this body to provide for 
It was not mercly a 
refusal to apply moncy, but a refusal to have in- 
formation by which money could be applied, and 
that while making it a standing topic of reproach 
that the President had not furnished plans and 
estimates. 

The fourth circumstance on which Mr. B. re- 
lied to show that the Senate was responsible for 
the present naked and defenseless condition of 


. the country, and for the humiliation to which we 


were now subjected in being superintended by the 
herocsof Algiers and Navarino, was the projectof 
certain Senators to apply the public moneys ina 
different direction, namely, to divide them among 
the States, and which required them to keep the 


‘ sum for distribution as large as possible, in order 


to present captivating dividends to each _ distrib- 
utee. The plan of putting the country in a pos- 
ture of defense was incompatible with these plans 
of distributing the revenues. The two plans can- 


‘not go on together; one or the other must give 


way; and he had purposely drawn the resolution 
under consideration to make an issue between 


i; them, and to draw the line between those who will 


put their country in a state of defense, and those 
who will leave it naked and helpless. 

Mr. B. had felt it his duty to bring to the notice 
of the Senate theapproach of the French squadron 
of observation, and to show that itcame, because 
“America had no force capable of being opposed to 
it.” It was a subsidiary argument, and a fair 
illustration of the dangers and humiliations of a 
defenseless position. It should stimulate us to 
instant and vigorous action—to the concentration 
of all our money, and all our hands, to the sacred 
task of national defense. For himself he did not 
believe there would be war, because he knew that 
there ought not to be war; but that belief would 


on his conduct. He went for 
because that policy was right 
rd to times and circum- | 
stances. He went for it now, because it was the 
response, and the my response, which American 
honor could give to the visit of Admiral Mackau. 
Above all, he went for it, because 1t was the way, 
and the only manly way, of letting France know 
that she had committed a mistake in sending this 
fleet upon us. In conclusion, he would call for 
the yeas and nays, and remark that our votes 
would have to be given under the guns of France, 
and under the eyes of Europe. 

Mr. WEBSTER said his duty was to take care 
that neithcr in nor out of the Senate there should 
be any mistake, the effect of which should be to 
produce an impression unfavorable or reproachful 
to the character and patriotism of the American 
people. He remembered the progress of that bill, 
‘the bill alluded to by Mr. Benron,) the incidents 
of its history, and the real cause of its loss; and 
he would satisfy any man that the loss of it was 
not attributable to any member or officer of the 
Senate. He would not, however, do so until the 
Senate should again have been in session on ex- 
ecutive business. As soon as that took place, he 
should undertake to show that it was not from 
any dereliction of duty on the part of the Senate 
that the loss of that bill was to be attributed to. 

Mr. LEIGH said there were one or two facts | 
in relation to this matter to which he would call 
the particular attention of the gentleman from 
Missouri, [Mr. Benron.] Mr. L. referred to a 
report of the Committee on Military Affairs at the 
last session on the expediency of providing for 
fortifications. He did not understand the gentle- 
man from Missouri [Mr. Benton] to say that 
that specific report was rejected. He (Mr. L.) | 
understood it was rejected with other appropria- 
tions. 

(ee Benton explained.} 

r. LEIGH continued: [have (said he) a par- 
ticular recollection. My mind was attracted to the 
subject Py the quarrel going on between France 
and the United States. He expected some means 
to be resorted to in order to strengthen the 
national arm. The bill to strengthen the fortifi- 
cations of the country had passed the House of 
nepen we on the 24th day of February, 
and so anxious was his mind on the subject, that 
he went to the Secretary’s table to examine 
whether particular appropriations were in the bill, 
He found none. he Committee on Finance 
reported a series of amendments to the bill; in no 
case diminishing appropriations, in some cases 
increasing them, sae in some instances making 
entirely new appropriations. All. the gentlemen 
of the Senate with whom he had familiar con- 
versations would remember his frequent expres- ` 
sion of anxiety on the subject of this bill, It | 
was sent back to the other House with agree- jj 
ments and disagrecments to the Senate amend- | 
ments; he did not now recolleet to which. After 
five o’clock in the evening of the 3d of March 
this bill was reported to the Senate. They had 
joint conferences with the different Departments 
on those new appropriations, and came to the 
conclusion to retain all the new appropriations. 
An amendment containing an appropriation of 

3,000,000, to be used under the direction of the 

resident of the United States, provided such 

expense was necessary to the defense of the Gov- 
ernment, was in it after it was returned from the 
House of Representatives. The objection to the 
appropriation was not on account of any distrust ' 
of the President. No, sir, (said he,) it was | 
merely: as to the constitutionality of it. The 
Senate disagreed to the amendment of the House 
—the House insisted, and refused to recede. He 
alluded to a practice of changing the time of the 
clock on the last night of the session; and not 
relying upon it, he took out his watch and ascer- ' 
tained by it, if it did not deceive him, that the 
committee of conference on the part of the 
Senate went out before eleven o'clock, and (said ` 
he) here we sat until twelve o’clock at night, 
waiting for theirreport. They sent a messcnger 
to keep the House in mind of the a propriation 
bill. For what reason the House did not take 
up the report of the committee of conference, it - 
would be improper, indecent, and disorderly in : 
-him to state. He had stated the facts, and every ' 


have no effect up 
national defense, 


| 
i 
in itself, without rega 


i 


1 


| whether these newspaper rumors respecting this 


| 


member who was present would remember them 
as stated. : 
Mr. PRESTON said the gentleman from Vir- , 
ginia (Mr. Lereu] had given a very clear view of : 
the facts. He (Mr. P.) did not feel called upon 
to explain, because he had voted for the rejection 
of a bill containing an undefined appropriation 
of $3,000,000. It was enough for him to know 
that it was an unconstitutional and indefinite ap- 
ropriation, and dangerous to be me into the 
fonds of the Executive. He would go further. 
If, instead of these vague rumors about the move- 
ments of the French fleet, the whole frontier had 
been laid in ruins, he would have voted against į 
it. How was it, that this appropriation had been | 
sprung upon them? They were not called upon | 
for it by the proper Department, and he did not feel 
called upon without the Department whose busi- 7 
ness it was to make recommendations requiring ; 
such appropriations. He was not then disposed ` 
to take the responsibility for what belonged to ; 
the proper departments, and he was not now dis- | 
osed to do it. Under the better opportunitics i 
of the Executive to acquire information, It was . 
the duty of the Department to keep the Senate | 


informed of the necessity and object of appropri- `; 


tions, and until that was donc the Senate was not : 
bound to act. The honorable Senator from Ken- | 
tucky [Mr. Cray] had introduced a resolution for 
the distribution of the surplus revenue arising 
from the sales of the public lands; and his col- 
league, the honorable gentleman from South Caro- 
lina, had reported a bill for the appropriation of 
the balance of the surplus revenue for purposes 
that were defined. But, in this case, the appro- 
priation is first made, and then the Executive is 
to be asked how much is. necessary. You ap- 
| propriate $30,000,000, and the Executive says 
$5,000,000 is all that is wanted; what comes of 


the rest? From these vague rumors, the gentle- 


man from Missouri [Mr. Benrow] had taken 
‘ occasion to remark, that he desired the exterior 
of the United States put into a state of defense. 
In all this he concurred. Every Senator had con- 
. curred in general appropriations to put the Navy 
‘and Army in a state of defense, This undefined 
| appropriation was not the only exception. The | 


. gentleman from Missouri had said this appropri- |: 


‘ation was intended to operate as a permanent | 
‘defense. He would ask for what purpose was 
this French fleet coming on our coast? Had he 

ı said for what purpose it was coming? Why 
were the breezes bringing this great armament? 
If it is coming in hostile array, why are we 

: (said Mr. P.) kept in the dark by the President of 


| the United States? They had been looking—anx- , 


iously looking for a message from the President 


ficet of observation were truc. 

The President ought to know—it was his duty 
to know. He trusted, however, the gentleman 
from Missouri had superseded the functions of 
the President. Could it be for the purpose of 
' overawing them outof their votes that this alarm 
: had been raised? 
‘lieved, did not doubt our valor. He believed she 
, had a due respect for us. Why, sir, (said Mr. P.,) | 

do they think that the approximation of a fleet 
i of France can alarm usintoa vote? No, sir, (said 
_he,) we would cover ourselves with a po ly for 
| our mutual defense. The President of the trite i 
! States in his message had informed them that he | 
| had ordered the representative of this country in | 
France (Mr. Barton) to receive the money due to ` 
us, or ask for his passports to return to the United 
States. We were not now represented in either 
| England or France. He did not say, however, 
. that we were cut off from all intercourse in Eng- 
land as in France. . i À i 
The President had recommended making re- ' 
. prisals, if France refused payment. France had | 
refused, but the remedy was not pursued. lti 
: may be, (said he,) hachis ficet is merely coming ` 
to protect the commerce of France. If the Presi- | 
; dent of the United States, at the last session of | 
, Congress, had suggested the necessity of making 
this appropriation, we would have poured out | 
‘the Treasury—we would have filled his hands for | 


‘j all necessary purposes. There was onc hundred | 


: thousand dollars appropriated that had not been ! 
i called for. He did not know whether he was | 
l permitted to go any further, and say to what | 
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France, our former ally, he be- | 
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| extent any of the Departments were disposed to 
| go inthis matter, At the opening of this session, 
! the President, in his message, entered into a 
detail of our affairs with France, and promised 
us, on the return of Mr. Barton, a special mes- 
sage. Mr. Barton had returned, if they were to 
rely upon the same source of intelligence upon 
which the gentleman from Missouri “had relied. 
We are asked, why has the Senate not done its 
duty? I ask, (sai Mr. P.,) why the President 
has not donc his duty? The Senator from Mis- 
souri had preferred a gencral indictment against 
the Senate, before the people of the United States. 
It was strange the gentleman should ask the De- 
artments for calculations to enable us to know 
ow much it was necessary to appropriate, when 
the information was not given to us when we 
the undefined appropriations. 

I rejoice (said Mr. P.) that the cntleman has 
said even to my fears there will be no French 
war. France was not going to squabble with 
America on a little point of honor—that might 
do for duelists to quarrel about, but not for ra- 
tions. 

There was no reason wh 7 blood should be 

oured out like water in righting this point of 

onor. Hf this matter was placed on its proper 
basis, his hopes would be lit up into a blaze of 
confidence. Who were the plaintiffs in this case ? 
| Not France. We are the plaintiffs. France is 
the defendant. Ifa ca. sa. should issue, it would 
be to levy upon the goods and chattels of France; 
or, in case of her insolvency, to levy on the bod 
of Louis Philippe. Ne, sir, (said he,) we sha ] 
have no war with France. { can imagine a state 
of things (said Mr. P.) calculated to make a war 
inevitable. 

If the Senate had wandcred so far from its du- 
- ties as had been intimated, and a war was to be 
waged with the Senate, that might make a war 
with France; but God forbid that such a state 
of things should exist! Ifa war of partisanship 
was to To waged, he deplored the consequences 
| He hoped no measures would be adopted here 
` that would lead to a war with France. 

If the real cause of apprehensions should occur 
he hoped for unanimity. Whether the resolution 
of the honorable gentleman from Missouri, [Mr 
Benton,] the propositions of the honorable gen- 
tleman from Kentucky, [Mr. Cray,] or from his 
colleague, [Mr. Carnoun,] should be taken up 
first, he would leave to be settled between them. 

Mr. CLAYTON was surprised at the sugges- 
tion of an idea that the American Senate was not 
i disposed to make the necessary a for 
the defense of the country; that they had endeav- 
ored to prevent the passage of a bill, the object 
of which was to make provision for large appro- 
priations for our defense, The Senator from Mis- 
souri had gone intoan illiberal attack of the Senate. 
He (Mr. C.) was not disposed to say anything 
; further of the events of the last night of the ses- 
' sion. He took occasion to say there were other 
i matters in connection with this appropriation. 
Before any Department or any friend of the Ad- 
ministration had named an appropriation for de- 
fense, he made the motion to appropriate $500,000. 
‘It was on his motion that the Committee on Mil- 
itary Affairs made the appropriation to increase 
the fortifications. Actuated by the very same 
motives which induced him to move that appro- 
priation he had moved an additional appropria- 
tion to Fort Delaware. The motion was to in- 
crease the seventy-five thousand to one hundred 
_and fifty thousand, and elicited a protracted de- 
bate. The next question was whether: in the 
general bill, $500,000 should-be appropriated. 

e recollected the honorable Chairman of the 
Committee on Finance told them there was an 
amendment before that committee of similar tenor. 
As Chairman of the Committee on Military Af- 
fairs, he felt disinclined to give itup. The amend- 
ment fell on the single ground, by one vote, that 
the Committee on Finance had before it the iden- 
tical proposition made by the Committee on Mil- 
itary Affairs. He appealed to the country whether, 
under those circumstances, they were to be at- 
raigned before the people of the country on a 
| charge of a want of patriotism? He had always 
' felt deeply affected when those general rena 


| 
' rejected 


i 
i 
i 
| 
| 
+ 
i 
) 


i 
i 


|| were made impugning the motives of patriotism 


‘of the Senators. He was willing to go ad far as 


1836. 


‘he who goes furthest in making appropria, 
for the national protection. Nay, he would 
in advance of the Administration. 


be | 


On motion by Mr. EWING, and withouttaking | 


the question on the resolution, 
The Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Tuespay, January 12, 1836. 
Mr. WARD said, as there was a bill before the 


House forthe relief of the sufferers by firein New | 


York, which it was necessary should be acted 
on, he would move that the further consideration 
of the memorial praying for the abolition of sla- 
very in the District of Columbia, presented by 
the gentleman from Massachusetts, [Mr. Apams,] 
be postponed to Monday next. 

Mr. ADAMS said he hoped the gentleman 
would allow the vote to be taken on the point of 
order, The question was upon the appeal which 
he took from the decision of the Speaker. If the 
House would come to a decision on the appeal, 
he would be willing to let the consideration of the 
memorial lie over, and he would be glad if the 
discussion of these memorials would also lie over, 

`- at least on the day appropriated for the receiving 
of petitions. Gentlemen had not an opportunity 
of getting in their petitions on account of these 
discussions. 
thrown in the way of petitions: motions were 
made to reject them—that they be not received. 
He should rather sce a multiplication of modes 
for getting in petitions than for getting rid, of 
them. Petitions appeared ta be in bad odor; 
and when he heard a gentleman commence a 
speech by saying that he was very much attached 
to the Union, he took it for granted he was going 
to end by a motion to exclude petitions. Peti- 
tions had been presented on other subjects than 
abolition, which took up much time to debate, 
and motions were made to reject them. 


momentous matter that can come before the 
House, or the nation. 


THE JONGRERSIONAL GLOBE. 


98 


; : 
f entwining of questiéns of order with the most i 


Mr, Speaker, the North and East are not at- : 


uainted with the effects of what they are doing; 


| they donot know whatis the feeling of the South. 


There were a great many obstacles ` 


He con- | 


cluded by expressing a wish that the House might | 
decide on the appeal, and he would acquiesce in . 


the motion to postpone the consideration of the 
memorial. 

Mr. WARD said, he would be glad to with- 
draw his motion, if he thought this memorial 
would have preference over all others; but he 
thought it would not, and there would ‘be much 
time spent in the discussion of them; and he was 
very anxious that the House should proceed to 
the consideration of the bill for the relief of the 
sufferers by fire in New York. 

Mr. GLASCOCK said, he was willing the 


question should be postponed; and his reasons | 


were, that resolutions were in possession of the 
House, which, if passed, as he hoped they would 
be, would put this question to rest. He thought 
the House had the right to say'that it would not 
receive these petitions. Theright was recognized 
by Mr. Jefferson; and certainly he would not have 
recognized itif it-was unconstitutional. It would 
be for.the House to say whether it would receive 
them. 

Mr. PATTON said, he regretted very much 
that the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. Guascocx] 
had expressed a readiness to acquiesce in the mo- 
tion to postpone. It was very evident that the 


|! I do not charge the whole fault of the agitation 


| 


effect would be to give the matter the go-by. The | 


gentleman is mistaken, if he thinks he is to get a i 
Our time is to be taken | 


| 


speedy and direct vote. 
up by discussing this matter every morning on 
which an opportunity offers. There was no way 
of getting a vote, unless we make it the special 


order until it isdecided. One gentlemen willask | 
purpose—another for `! 


it to be postponed for one 


another purpose; and by this means th 3 
would be evaded. y e question 


Mr. BOULDIN. Ido not wish to say much, 


Mr. Speaker, on this subject, but wish to say a |' 


word or two, particularly as to the manner in 
which this matter has come before the House, and 
how I have been compelled to vote upon it. It 
comes up upon various points of order, blended 
in some degree with the merits of the question. 


is read, and you know whatis in it—whether the 
language in which it is couched is such as ought 
to be received by the House—I have been com- 
pelled to give votes seemingly contradictory in 


relation to the merits, owing to this blending and | 


: are not advised; I know they cannot be; sir, 


Sir, if they did, their conduct would be different. 
Far be it from me to-do or say anything, or give 
i any vote, that will endanger this Union, I love 
| the Union as I love my life, and this makes me 
‘anxious that this matter should be understood. 
The SPEAKER said the point was, shall the 
, Subject be postponed? 
| Mr. BOULDIN. 
i deavoring to show the propriety of coming to an 
| understanding on this subject now, in preference 

to then. Sir, the question I wish to come to 3s 
< this: Do you mean to take measures to endanger 
|; our property or our lives? liberate our slaves, 
|. directly or indirectly, now or hereafter? I have 


‘ effects they are likely to produce. 
i sources o : 
| great measure on the representations of the 


i 


i 


and that, if it was still insisted on, hey would at 
last offer them.- I know this would be their 
course, as certainly as I can know anything de- 
pending on observation and familiar acquaintance 
with the common practice of man, and their ordi- 
nary action and motives in the common business 
of fife. They cannot be fully sensible of what 
Look to the 
their information. They rely ina 
adies, 
who appear to be the principal petitioners. 


; me cast no slur over any portion of the fair sex. 
| I wish them every good wish if they be single, 


I know that, sir; I am en- | 


which I must believe is generally their condition; 
if. they had husbands and children, they would 
find something else todo. I wish them all good 
husbands, and something better to do, and that 
they may spend their days and their nights in 


- some employment more likely to give them pleas- 


no doubt the liberation of the slaves of this Dis- <: 


trict by Congress is unconstitutional, and will, 
on any vote, say so. But this is not what I care 


for. He that is willing, professing to be friendly, : 


to use means, directly or indirectly, to endanger 
my life or rob me of my property, has little re- 
gard to constitutional scruples or difficulties. 
Sir, I am not disposed to weaken the tie of 
love that exists between all the members of this 
Union; but I wish, as soon as possible, to inform 
the North and East with what a tender hand they 


ure and do the world a benefit, than drawing their 
petitions, so well calculated to produce effects so 
ittle likely to give them satisfaction or comfort 
after they are produced. 


Whether they be married, maids, or widows, 
I wish not to wound them; and they must be very 


, different from any of their sex of any class that 


I have been acquainted with, if they would per- 
severe in any course that went to hazard every- 


_ thing dear to their sex. Sir, wore they informed 


ought to touch this subject; there are individuals | 


in this Union who I know love their country, and 
this Union is dear to them, as the heart’s blood 
of the dearest, tenderest object of their affec- 


: and tender o 


tions—in whose bosom a thorn has been planted į' 


by another project from the same quarter. Tmean 
the tribute of protecting duties. This thorn pained 
and wounde 
festered,and the wound is now ina festering state ; 


at the time, and has rankled and ` 


and this is not the time to open it and plant an- :: 


other more fatal still and more galling. ` 


It is this, sir, which causes me to urge that we ' 


come to a full understanding of this‘ matter be- 


tween North and South, East and West; for I` 
know that northern and eastern gentlemen do not | 


. know that there are feelings existing in the South 


| upon this subject that cannot be further agitated | 
; or pressed upon. Let me not be misunderstood; 


on this subject on the North, nor would I wish 
to say anything unkind or intemperate, calculated 
| to wound the feelings of any member of this 
: House or this Union. 
‘| they were apprised of what they were doing or 
likely to produce, they would act differently. 
They love the Union. And did I intimate that 
, the South did not equally? 


: mother of the purest hate; and I wish all members 


+ of the Union to be apprised of what is likely to be | 


the effect of pressing this matter upon us. any 
know our own conduct ought to be revised by us 
at home on this subject; let us inquire whether our 
| societies and fourth-of-July speeches on emanci- 
: pation, and other things in relation to negroes and 
| negro slavery, have not invited strangers to med- 
‘dle, and have not led to a misunderstanding on 
this subject. ee 
I am sure that, on reflection, our northern 


I am equally satisfied that the attention of the 


‘| South having been drawn to what they have them- 


; selves done, they will retrace some of their steps, 
and all will be willing to leave this subject—too 
: mysterious, deep, and dangerous for man’s man- 


I think I know that, if | 


brethren will admit of repentance on seeing error. | 


| agement, (or that of woman either)—to the oper- ; 


I 

ation of time and the providence of God, in whose 
' hands alone this subject must at last be left. 
` is impossible that gentlemen should be sensible 


| of what they are doing, or I do know by looking 


' into my own bosom, (a place I find the safest of 


| all to look, when i know that passion is absent 
: to find,) what others will do on any given point. 


vil ‘| I know, sir, by what I find in my own bosom, 
Whether the petition should be rejected before it | that if benileman knew what wae or would be 


| the effect of pushing this thing upon us, they 


' would, with all courtesy and humility to their | 


| constituents, return these numberless petitions, 
ea tell them that dangers of which they were 
not advised awaited the passing of this matter, 


i 


| 


i 


Sir, they love the | 
‘| Union equally; but insulted, injured love is the | 


Iti 


: to God. 


in what a situation they would plaee the maiden 
pride of their sex—if they were informed that 
they would hazard the life and safety of the dear 
r pens clinging to the bosoms of 

their own sisterhood, sympathizing with themin 
all the tender ties that bind the mother to her 
smiling infant, who @raws its vital being from her 
breast, Iam sure they would stay their hands. 
Could they be informed what effect they had pro- 
duced upon the ‘helpless, defenseless objects of 
their blind charity, they, being Christians, (as all 
women are, or should be,) would leave the thing 
It is immaterial whether you mean to do this 
thing by this means’ or. that: whether immedi- 
ately or indirectly, now or hereafter, the object is 


the same, and the eonsequences to us are the 


same; and it is obvious that this subject is pressed 
upon us of the South in some form or other. by 
societies formed, religious associations, political 
combinations, male and female, private and public, 
from day to day, and from week to week. Sir, 


| let us alone to ourselves in this matter. 


[Here the Speawer said the question wab 
whether this subject should be postponed until 
Monday, and the genilemaa was going into the 
whole merits.] ve . 

I think, Mr. Speaker, (continued Mr. B.,) that 
these reflections are directly in point, to show we 
should come to an immediate understanding on 
this matter. However, I will not urge any other 
remarks at this time; but when the main question 
comeg up, if we should ever be able to get to it, 
I will claim the attention of the House while 1 
give to them and to my constituents my views 
on the merits. I will simply add, that if the 
materials of civil war and discord are matured in 
this nation, it will be a matter of little consequence 
at which end of the Confederacy the flame com- 
menecs. The consequences to the whole Union 
will be the same. Ay, sir, and the horrors and 
the alarms of southern maids and matrons can 
only be equaled by the terrors and alarms, the 
horrors and calamities of the maids and matrons 
ofthe North. Rachels weeping for their children, 
who are not. 

Mr. CRAIG said, that in postponing this mat- 
ter it was not giving the subject the go-by. It 
would come up in a better shape when the reso- 
lutions were under consideration. .When the 
resolutions came up, let us march as one man to 
the point, and the matter will be ‘decided, and 
decided satisfactorily, he hoped, both to the South 
and to the North. 

Mr. R. M. JOHNSON said, he did not-rise to 
debate the question. He thought that, if we 
were to vote, and net to speak so much, we 
would be enabled to get throagh the business 
much more advantageously than at present. So 
far as the States were concerned we all agreed, 


and he would not say it was expedient to touch 


this matter even inthe District of Columbia. Mr. 


J. had risen for the purpose of asking the con- 
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sent of the House to report several bills from the 
Committce on Military Affairs. 

No objection being made, . 

Mr. R. M. JOHNSON, from the Committee 
on Military Affairs, reported the following bills; 
which were committed to a Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union; and, together 
with the reports and documents accompanying 
the same, ordered to be printed: . 

A bill making au appropriation for collecting 
matcrials preparatory to the commencement of 
certain fortifications; Lae 

A bill for the better organization of the corps 
of Topographical Engincers; and — 

A bill authoriziag the Chief Engineer to em- 
ploy clerks and a messenger. 

Mr. JOHNSON gave notice that he would call 
up the first-named bill on Thursday next. 

Mr. PEYTON then rose, and said, he had not 
intended to say one word upon the subject before 
the House at that time. However, if he under- 
stoed the honorable member from Kentuck i [Mr. 
R. M. Jonnson] aright—and Mr. P. wished, if 
he misunderstood the gentleman, that he would 
correct him—he understood the gentleman to say, 
substantially, that so far as the question of slavery 
was concerned in the States, he (Mr. J.) thought 
it agreed on all hands, that that House had no 
power to interfere, but that, so far as the District 
of Columbia was concerned, it was a mere matter 
ofe iency. : 

Mr. JOHNSON explained. What he said 
was, that he had much rather thatthe House 
should at once vote upon the question than discuss 
it; and that, if the House would come to a vote, 
he thought there was no member in the House 
who would vote that they had the power to inter- 
fere, so far as the States were concerned, nor a 
single member in the House who would say it 
was expedient to touch it even in the District of 
Columbia. . - , . 

The CHAIR said further remarks must be 
arrested. The question bafore the House was 
merely one of time, whether the subjeet should 
be postponed till Monday next? . 

Mr. PEYTON said he had nothing to say on 
that subject. Me cists ha as 

. Mr. CAMBRELENG: expressed a hope that ! 
the motion would prevail, as he wished to move 
that the House resolve itself into a Committee of 
the Whole on the state of the Union. 

The mation to postpone the further considera- 
tion of the memorial, and the motion to reject it, | 
were then agreed to. | 


REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 


Mr. CAMBRELENG, from the Committee of 

ays and Means, repotted the following bills; | 
which were read twice and committed: 

A bill to regulate the disbursement of the public 
mone yes and to prohibit allowancds not authorized 

w5 z ERT 
7a bill for the relief of Robert McClintock; 

A bill for the relief of Robert Dickey, of New 
York; and i 

A bill for the relief of John Frazer & Co., of | 
Charleston, South Carolina. i 


Mr. CAMBRELENG, from the same com- 
mittee, reported the following resolutions; which | 
‘were agreed ta: ree 2 

Resolved, That so much of the estimate of appropriations 
as relates to the salary of a clerk in the office of superin- 
tendent of Indian affairs at St. Louis, be referred to the | 
Committee on Indian Affairs. i 
- Resolved, Thatso much of the estimate of appropriations 
for clerks in the General Land Office not provided for by | 
law, be referred tothe Committee on Public Lands. 


Mr. EVANS, from the Committee on Invalid | 
Pensions, reported a bill for the relief of Thank- | 
ful Randai. 


Mr. GRAYSON, from the Committee on Naval | 


‘Affairs, reported a bill for the relief of Elizabeth ` 
Mayes, mother‘of Wilson Mayes, deceased, late 


of the naval service. 


Affairs, reported the following bills; which were | 


read twice and committed: .. - 


A bill for the relief of Jam 


es Tucker and John | 
Judge; and 


A bill to establish ratione for the Navy. | 


.. Mr. SMITH, from. the Committee of Ways 
and Means, reported the following bills; which 
were vead twice and committed: ew | 


| A bill for the relief of N. and L, Dana & Com- 
| pany; and : 
¿Abil for the relief of Philip and. Elizabeth 
i Greeley. r 
Mr. MAY, from the Committee on Private 


President to cause to beissued to Albert I. Smith 
and others, patents for certain reservations of 
lands in the Territory of Michigan; which was 
read twice and committed. . 

Mr. CASEY, from the Committee on Public 
Lands, reported a bill granting a: quantity of 

ublic lands to complete public buil ings in Ar- 

ansas 
. Mr. t 
Committee on Commerce, reported the following 
bills; which were read twice and committed: 

A bill for the relief of Francis R. Theobald; 
and 

A bill for the relief of Benjamin. F. Stone. . 

Mr. LOYALL, from the Committee of Ways 
and Means, reported a bill for the relief of Samuel 
D. Walker; which was read twice and committed. 

Mr. LAWRENCE, from the Committee of 


Ways and Means, reported a bill for the relief | 


of Ebenezer Breed, of Boston; which was read 
twice and committed. 


| 


5 
i 
j 
I 


‘Land Claims, reported a bill to authorize the 


‘PEARCE, of Rhode Island, from the 


Land Claims, reported the following bills; which 
were read twice and committed: 

A bill for the relief of Henry Stoddart; 

A bill for the relief of John Barkley; and 

A bill for the relicf of Amity Leach. 

Mr. INGERSOLL, from the Committee of 
Ways and Means, reported the following bills; 
which were read twice and committed: 

A bill making appropriations for the Military 
Academy of the Unite States for the year 1836; 
A bill for the relief of S. Morria Waln; and 

‘A bill for the relief of John F. Lewis. 

Mr. SUTHERLAND, from the Committee on 
Commerce, submitted the following resolution; 
which was considered and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Seerctary of the Treasury be requested 
to lay before the House the report.of the Fifth Auditor, to- 
gether with the correspondence growing out of the inquiry 
of the Treasury Department in relation to the best mode of 
managing the light-house establishment of the nation, 

Mr. MASON, of Virginia, from the Commit- 
tee on Foreign Affairs, submitted the following 
resolution; which was agreed tos : 

Resolved, That the message of the President of the United 


| States of the 25th January, 1834, with the accompanying 


Mr. FORESTER, from the Committee on; 


Claims, reported a bill for the relief of the legal ! inquire into the expediency of paying the claims of William 


representatives of Michael Fenwick, deceased; 
which was read twice and committed. 

Mr. THOMSON, of Ohio, from the Committee 
on Military Affairs, reported a bill for the relief 
of David Kilburn; which was read ‘twice and 
committed. 

Mr. LINCOLN, from the. Committee on Pub- 
lic Lands, reported a bill for the relief of the 
heirs. of John Brahan, late receiver of public 
moneys at Huntsville, Alabama; which was read 
twice and committed. 

Mr. MUHLENBERG, from the Committee on 


documents, concerning the claim for indemnification of the 
owners‘of the ship Frances and Eliza, now on the files of 
the House, be referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 


On motion by Mr. LAY, of New York, 
Resolved, That the Committee on Claims be required to 


Russell; and that the accompanying affidavit of Horace 


: Steele, in relation to the claim of William Russell for remu- 


! neration for property taken and appropriated to the use of the 


Revolutionary Claims, reported a bill for the relief , 
of Nancy Haggard; which was read twice and | 


committed. 


Mr. CHAMBERS, of Pennsylvania, from the . 
a. 
! bill for the relief of Robert Allison; which was ,. 


Committee on Private Land. Claims, reported 
read twice and committed. 
On motion by Mr. BEARDSLEY, several doc- 
uments relative to the boundary.between Ohio and 
Michigan, were ordered to be printed. 


| propos 


Army of the United States during the late war, be referred to 
the Committee on Claiins. ; 


On motion by Mr. PINCKNEY, 


Resolved, That the Committee on Naval Affairs be in- 
structed to inquire into the expediency of establishing a 
naval depot in Charleston harbor. 


On motion by Mr. JOHNSON, of Louisiana, 


Resolved, That the Committee on Claims be instructed to 
inquire into the expediency of providing by law for the pay- 
ment of the claim of John H. Holland, marshal of the eastern 
district of Louisiana, for the expenses incurred in the care, 
clothing, subsistence, and medical attendance of a number 
of Africans placed in his charge, under the laws of the 
United States relative to the slave trade. : 


On motion by Mr. PEARCE, of Rhode Island, 


Resolved, That the Secretary of War be directed to com- 
munjeate to this House the survey and estimate of Lieu- 
tenant P. Brown, of the Corps of Engineers, of the work 
ed to be constracted at the eastern termination of 


, Lake Erie, for the protection of commerce on the lakes: 


Mr. LAWLER, from the Committee on Private ` 


' Land Claims, reported a bill for the relicf of James 


Mr. JACKSON, of Georgia, from the Commit- 


ment the bill from the Senate authorizing an al- 
lowance in the accounts of the American Consul 
at London. ` 

Mr. HUNTSMAN, from the Committee on 
Private Land Claims, reported a bill for the re- 
lief of the heirs of T. F. Reddick; which was 
read twice and committed. - f 

Mr. HAMMOND, from the Committee on 


i Private Land Claims, reported a bill for the relief | 


| of Abraham Forbes, a spy inthe late war; which 


i! was read twice and committed. 


|... Unfavorable reports upon various petitions, 


&c., were made by Messrs. MAY, MUHLEN- 


| ASH, FRY, HAMMOND, and EVERETT, 


| from standing committees; which were ordered | 


| to lie on the table. 
Mr DAVIS, from the Committee on Claims, 


ich was read twice and committed. 


and sale of property brought into the United 
States in violation of the revenue laws in certain 


|| cases; which was read twice and committed. 
Mr. KENNON, from the Committee on Public ` 


į Lands, reported a bill granting preémption rights 
to certain lots in the town of Perrysburg, in the 
State of Ohio; which was read twice and com- 
| mitted. 
- Mr. CARR, from the Committee on Private 


ij 
Js 


and William Moore; whieh was read twice and 
|| committed. - j 


j tee on Foreign Affairs, reported without amend- | 


Mr. McKIM, from the Committee of Ways . 
and Means, reported a bill for the relief of Asa | 
Armington; which was read twice and committed. | 

Mr. GILLET, from the Committee on Com- | 


; i: merce, reported a bill t i i 
Mr. PARKER, from the Committee on Naval 7 ale a i bas ee n 


On motion by Mr. WISE, 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads be instriected to inquire into the expediency of 
establishing a post route from Princess Anne, in Somerset 
county, Maryland, via New Town Wind, Maryland, Mapp's 
tavern, Rijey’s store, Jenkin’s bridge, Guildford, and Bag- 
well’s mill, in Aecomack eounty, Virginia, to Drummond 
Towa, in Accomack county, Virginia. sy 

On motion by Mr. PEYTON, 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Office: and 
Post Roads be instructed to inquire into the expediency of 
establishing a post route from Monroe, via Locust Shade, 
in Overton county, Tennessee, by Selina, Jackson county, 
Tennessee, by Garrett Moore’s, Tennessee, to Tompkins- 
ville, Kentucky. ee 


Orí motion by Mr. HAMER, 

Resolved, That the Committee ‘on the Judiciary bė, and 
they are hereby, instructed to inquire into the expedieney 
of increasing the salary of the district judge of Ohio. 


On motion by Mr. STORER, 


Resolved, That the Committee on Roads and Canals be 
instructed to inquire into the expediency of authorizing by 


; law bseription to thi ital kof i 
| BERG, HAYNES, HAWES, HOWELL, Mew a subscription to the capital stock of the Ohio and 
: CARTY, CRANE, KENNON, ASHLEY, 


Charleston railroad, whenever the corporations created by 
the Legislatures of Kentucky, Tennessee, and North Caro- 
lina shall open the books for the subscription of stock. 

On' motion by. Mr. PEYTON, 


Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Office and 


i Post Rona; be instructed to inquire into the expediency of 
| ; A ; estabiishing a post route from Gainsboro’ 7 
i oy ean a bill for the relief of Andrew Hoover; || mas ing, tay Barkevik, Ken. 
bag 


Major Thomas Butler’s and Selina, to Burksville, 
tucky. 


On motion by Mr. HANNEGAN, 

Resolved, That the Committee on Commerce be in- 
structed to inquire into the expediency of making the town 
of Lafayette, on the river Wabash, a port of entry. 

On motion by Mr. HAWES, 

Resolved, That the Committee on Roads and Canals be 
instructed to inquire into the expediency of making an 
appropriation forthe improvement. of the navigation of 


en- 


j Green and Big Barron rivers, in the State of Kentucky. 


On motion by Mr. MANN, of New York, 


` Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Office and 


į Post Roada be instructed to inquire into the equity and 


expediency of releasing John Mahon and Asa ungree 


! from the payment of a judgment recovered by the United 


States against them, as bail for Daniel Holt, formerly a 
postmaster at Herkimer, in the State of New York. 
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APPROPRIATION BILL. 


An engrossed bill, making appropriations, in | 
part, for the support of Government for the year | 
1836, was read the third time. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Tennessee, said he wished 
this bill amended, so as to reduce the contingent 
expenses of the House to. the standard of 1333; 
and he hoped the House would afford its unani- 
mous consent for the purpose of enabling him, to 
make the motion. me 

Mr. CAMBRELENG expressed the same 
wish. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of North Carolina, should. 
move that the bill be reeommitted to; the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means, or toa Committee 
of the Whole on the state of the Union, with 
instructions to inquire. into the paruy of 
making the retrenchments. suggested by she.gem 
tleman from Tennessee. In that way the bill 
could be amended, and they could have the bene- 
fit of. a full discussion on the subject. He made 
the former motion, ; 

Mr. CAMBRELENG expressed a hope that 
the gentleman would withdraw the motion.. The 
object was to reduce the appropriations to the.. 
standard of four years ago,.and he trusted the | 
bill would not be delayed. © oe 
. Mr. WILLIAMS would assent to the request, 
but he wished the inquiry to go further than the 
gentleman proposed, and to inquire whether the 
amount of 1832 was itself not too large. ; 

Mr. ADAMS ‘said, it made, little difference 
whether this bill was amenddd ar not, for if it 
were, there would be a supplemental bill to‘the 
general appropriation bill. r. A. apposed the 
bil. : 


Mr. HARDIN entered into a statement to show 
the expenses for printing, &e., for 1833, 1834, and 
1835, and read a table which he had himself made || 
out. ae 

“Mr. CAMBRELENG moved that the’ bit be 
fecommitted to a Committee of the Whole on'the 
state of the Union. Mr. C. intimated his inten- 
tion shortly to propose a bill to make the appro- 

tiation year, in regard to all'the officers of the 
vernment, commence on March 31, if no other | 
enitleman did s0.: >- oe ni 
Mr. WILLIAMS then withdrew his motien to 
refer to the Committce of Ways and Means. __. 
“ Mr. UNDERWOOD renewed the-monon, for | 
the reason, he said, of instructing the Committee | 
of Ways and Means on the subject of mileage. | 
Mr. U. said this matter ought to be settled. Some | 
pf his own predecessors, coming from his own ; 
immediate ‘neighborhood, had charged 1,100, ; 
1,200, 1,300 miles, others 600, 700, and 800; | 
and it was time this matter was looked into. 

Mr. CAMBRELENG would suggest that the 
Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads 
would be the proper committee to refer this sub- 
ject to, and not to the Committee of Wa 
Means. 

Mt. WHITTLESEY said, to send the sub- || 
ject to the Committee of Ways and Means would | 


| 


ys and | 


greatly embarrass it... He thought it should go || 


either to the committee’ indicated by the gentle- | 
man from New York,‘or to a select committee. 
Mr. W. went on to show that the contingent ex: 
penses for printing were easily accounted for, by 
the fact of the extra number of copies ordered by |: 
the House, for which many members had voted ` 
who cxpressed themselves in favor of reform and |; 
economy. The former practice of the House'was | 
to print n^“ more than five thousand copies òf the |: 
President’s message and accompanying docu- || 
ments; now, ten, fifteen, and twenty thousand ji 
were printed. f | 
Mr. CRAIG preferred referring the bill to an- |; 
other committce than the Committee on the state 
ofthe Union. The great inequality in the mileage || 
of the members, though it might seem a small i 
matter, involved an important prinviple. 
Mr. WISE said le felt the rebuke of the gen- 
tleman from Ohio; for it was he himself who had |! 
made the motion this session to print the extra | 
number pf copies, and he hoped God would for- 
give him for that vote. He was wrong, and the |i 
gentleman from Ohio was right. Mr. W. again || 
reiterated the charge against the printers of the 
House for not having uscd due expedition in | 
furnishing those copies. Mr. W. also complained 


: causes of the delay that had taken place. 


l been in favor of the House. 


i Whsnixaton, IHA January, 1836. 


of thé printing of the House and that’ of the De- 
partments being given to the same printer. 
Mr. GILLET made a brief explanation of the 


in no wa 
the delay had not arisen from them. r. G.’s ex- 
planation was substantially the same as that which 

ppeara in the Globe a few days ago. 
r. LANE said, the only remedy that could 


a 
_be applied was to pass a law that the mileage of 


each member should be published to the world, in 
a manner to be: seen and read by the people—by 
the constituents of each member. 

Mr. L. voted for the motion of the gentleman 


Tt was ` 
assignable to the present printers, for 


from Virginia [Mr. Wise] to print an extra num- - 


ber of the.President’s message, and he neither. 
regretted nor.felt it his duty to confess his error 
for giving that vote. The extra numbers were 
not printed for, the. benefit of the members of thé, 
House, but..for-the people—their constituents. 
| The gentleman from Virginia [Mr. Wise] com- 
plained of the extra printing and the Government 
atronage to the public printer. When, (said 
r- L.,) did we ever hear of this complaint—now 


that an American-born citizen, one of the free- | 


born sons of Columbia has the printing—othc?- | 
showered upon `: 


: wise when the same favors were 
| aforeigner?....: : 
Mr. PARKER drew th 
tleman from Ohio [Mr. WaittLesey] to the post 
office minority report, twenty-five thousand copies 
of which were ordered, at his instance, to be 
printed last session, which cost a vast, deal moré 
than printing the President’s message, and which 
contained a large body of undigested evidence, 
that few ever read, andio one could understand. 
Mr. P. then referred to the mass of memorials, 
petitions epeeches, AT; of members of Congress, 
uring the “ panic” session, Which fairly blocked’ 


scote or two of persons to fold, and the very 

folding paper to one speech, he was credibly in- 

; formed, cost the country upwards of four hundred 
dollars. Mr. P. said it would be’ found, that, for 

eats -past, the balance of public printing, had 


Mr. WARDWELL was su 


gentleman from Ohio cotild put te hand. on na 


i| Other document than the President’s message, the 


| very, one, of all others, that ought to be distrib- 
/ated. Mr. W. had always strenuously opposed 


| the extra printing by that House. He would ask, ; 


who ever read the gentleman’s report, of which 
twenty-five thousand copies were printed? It 
: was strange that nothing had been said by gen- 
i tlemen of the expenses of printitig before the 
l prenont session, When, for the first time, a printer 

ad been clected favorable to the Administration, 
He hoped this bill would not be encumbered with 
the subject of milcage; but if the gentleman 


customary resolution. 

Mr. WISE said the public printer knew, be- 
yond a moral certainty, three or four months ago, 
that he would ‘be elected printer to the House. 
Mr. W. expressed his assent to a proposition fot 
employing their own printer; for he did not de- 
sire to make a contemptible issue between Galcs 
& Seaton, for whom he had never voted, and 
Blair & Rives.’ He intended hereafter. to movè 
for the appointment of a committee to inquire 
into the whole subject of public printing. l 

Mr. CRAIG moved that the House adjourn; 


rised ‘that the | 


but withdrew it, to enable the Speaker to present | 


the ‘following ‘communications: 
» NORTHERN BOUNDARY OF OHIO. N 
The SPEAKER laid before the House the fol- 
lowing message from the President of the United 
States; which was referred to the Committee on 


; the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed: 


To the House of Representatives of the United States: ` 
Having laid before Congress on the 9th ultimo, the corre- 


| spondence which had previously taken place relative to the 
, controversy between Ohio and Michigan, on the question 


of boundary between that State and Territory, T now trans- 
mit reports from the Secretaries of State and War on the 
subject, With the papers therein referred to. 

ANDREW JACKSON. 


`- EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 
The SPEAKER laid before the House the fol- 
lowing communications: tn 
I. Alletter from the Secretary of the Treasury 


e attention of the gen- ` 


up the avenues in’ the Capitol, employed some | 


wished an alteration in the law, let him move the | 


i in the different public offices. 


ij sident and Directors of the, 


on the subject.of the condition of the incorpo- 
rated banks iri the District of: Columbia. 
- Referred to the Select Comimittee on the Banks 
in the District, and ordered to be printed. 
II. A communication from the Secretary of 
‘the Treasury, relative to certain claims in the 
district of New Orleans, Louisiana. 
Laid on the table, and ordered to be printed. 
III. A letter from the Secretary:of the Treas- 
_ury, transmitting documents in reference to the 
| progress made in the construction of the bridge 
į across the Potomac at Washington. 
| Laid on the table, and ordered to be 
| IV. Avfetter from the Secretary of 
transmitting 
Department. ; 
aid ‘on the table, and ordered to be printed. 
>V: Anda letter from the! Secretary of War, 
transmitting a report of the Second Auditor on 
the contingent expenses of the Military Academy 
for 1835. i or PON Pae ay 
Laid on the table, and ordered to be 
The House then adjourned. 


rinted. - 
e Navy, 
a list of the clerks employed in his 


printed. = 


PEE 


IN SENATE: ' 
`o Wepvespar, January 13, 1836. 

On motion by Mr. WEBSTER, the bill makin 
appropriations to suppress hostilities commence 
by the Seminoles was taken- up, read the. third 
time, and passed, ‘ ae 

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. } 

. The CHAIR communicated a report from the 
: Navy Department, made in compliance with the 
provisions of thé ninth section of the act of the 
20th. April, 1818, showing the number of clerks 

| employed in that Departmeat and the Navy Come 
| missioners’ Office for the past’ year, with the 
compensation paid to each. ee A 

Also, a report from the ‘Treasury Department, 
prepared by the Register of the Treasury, in 
obedience to the provisions of the act to regulate 
and fix the compensation of the clerks employed 


o c PETITIONS, MEMORIALS, ETC. ~ 
Mr. TALLMADGE prèseited the pétition of 


| William A, Weaver, praying Congress to author- 
| ize the construction of certain. steam fire-shipsy 


which was referre 
Affaits. °° 0" cae 
Mr. SOUTHARD presented the memorial of 
the corporate authorities éf the town of Alexan- 
dria, praying: Congress to relieve them of their 
pecuniary embatrassmentsy which was réferred 
to the Committee- on the District of Colambia. `: 
Mr. TOMLINSON’ presented the petition of 
Isaac Bronson, prayittg to be allowed the 
mutation due him as surgeoh’s mate in the army 
| of the -Revolation; which was referred to the 
Committee on Revolutionery Claims, 
Mr. KENT presented the petition of the Pre- 
Bank .of Columbia, 
praying an extension pf their charter forg limited 
time, to enable them to wind up their business; 
which. was referred to the Committee on the Dis- 


å ‘to the Committee on Naval 


trict of. Columbia. ‘i 
a Mr. TYLER presented a petition, numerously 
signed by merchants of the District of Columbia, 
raying for the speedy recharter of the District 
anks; which was ordered, to be printed, and 
referred to the Committee ‘on the District of 
Columbia. AA T pti ee ay 

Mr. T., at the same time, gave notice that he 
would, at as ‘early a day as the business of the 
Senate would permit, call up the bill reported by 
the Committee on the District for the extension 
of the charters of the said banks. Au 

Mr. BENTON presented the petition of the 
representatives -of Henry Morfit, deceased, pray- 
ing compensation for his revolutionary services; 
which was.referred to the Committee on Revolu- 
tionary Claims. 

REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 

Mr. TALLMADGE, from the Committee on 
Naval Affairs, to which had beën referred the 
petition of A. B. Ostrander, reported a bill for his 
relief; which was read and ordered to a second 
Pai. ice arti AR 

Mr. HENDRICKS, from the Committee on 
Roads and Canals, to which the memorial on the 
subject ‘had been referred, reported a bill author- 
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izing the Achatita Railroad Company to locate | 
chee road through the lands of the United aita | 
which was read, and ordered to a second reading. | 

Mr. H., from the same committee, reported, | 
without amendment, the bill to authorize the Lea- | 
venworth and Bloomington, and other railroad 
companies, to locate their roads through the lands 
of the United States. . 

Mr. SOUTHARD, from the Committee on 
Naval Affairs, to which had been referred the 
petition of the heirs of Henry Eckford, deceased, 
reported a bill for their relief; which was read, 
and ordered to a second reading. 

Mr. ROBINSON, from the Committee on Roads 
and Canals, to which had been referred the peti- 
tion of the legal representatives of Moses Shep- 
herd, deceased, reported œ bill for their relief; 
which was read, and ordered to a second reading. 

Mr. WALL, from the Committee on Military 
Affairs, to which had been referred the bill for 
the better organization of the corps of Topo- 
graphical Engineers, reported the same without ' 
amendment. 

RESOLUTIONS. 


Mr. SOUTHARD submitted the following 
resolution; which lies on the table one day: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Naval Affairs be in- 
structed to inquire into the expediency of providing such 
defenses for Key West as shall render it a safe rendezvous 
and depot for the Navy.. 


Mr. ROBBINS submitted the following resolu- 
tions; which lie on the table one day: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Naval Affairs be in- 
structed to inquire into the expediency of establishing a | 
naval depot and port of expedition and rendezvous within ; 
the waters of Narragansett bay. i 

Resolved, That so much of the report of the Board of 
Navy Commissioners, made October 19, 1829, and of the 
report of the Seeretary of the Navy, made December 6, 
1830, as relates to the establishment of a depot within said 
waters, together with the report of the survey of the said 
bay, communicated to the Senate December 19, 1832, with 
the several charts relating to the same, be referred to the 
said committee. 


Mr. LINN submitted the following resolution; 
which lies on the table one day: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Claims be instructed 
to inquire into the expediency of making an appropriation 
to compensate Augustus Jones, marshal of Missouri, for 
services rendered the public in detecting and breaking up 
bands of counterfeiters, who were flooding the country 
with spurious money; and that said committee call on the 
Becretiry of the Treasury for information relating to this 
subject. 


BILL INTRODUCED. 


Mr. EWING, on leave, introduced a bill to 
authorize the selection of certain lands in lieu of 
those disposed of, which would have been the 

roperty of the State of Ohio, under the grant of 
ongress for the Miami and Erie canal; which 
was read twice and referred. 


: amendments as follows: 


: exceed that sum, it shalt be divided between the sufferers 
:, ratably, in proportion to their respective losses. i 


! amount of their respective bonds, it-shall be lawful, under 
' such rules and regulations as may be prescribed by the Sec- 


: warehouse system introduced, and the Govern- 


À might not meet, but in a general provision of this 
i; kind it was not to be expected that every case | 
| would be 


i make himself sure upon that point, he would ask 


SUFFERERS BY NEW YORK FIRE. 


On motion by Mr. WRIGHT, the Senate pro- 
ceeded to’ the consideration of the ‘bill for the 
relief of sufferers by fire in the city of New York. 

Mr. CALHOUN moved to strike out from the 
vill the second section. He was opposed to all 
that did not provide for the actual sufferers. He 
was opposed to becoming the general insurers for 
all losses, whether of an agricultural, manufactur- 
ing, or commercial community. 

‘Mr. WRIGHT held in his hand a statement 
showing the amount of bonds for duties to be 
$3,600,000. Mr. W. said if the second section 
should be stricken out, relief would then be ex- 
tended to only a portion of the sufferers. 

Mr. CLAY did not like either of the sections, 
and perhaps it was not possible to p.epare one to 
‘meet the views of all the other gentlemen of the 
Senate. He had, however, prepared two sections 
to meet his views, and wished the Senator from 
South Carolina (Mr. Carnoux] to withdraw his 
amendment for the prenant, in order that he might 
introduce it. He objected to the bill, as reported, 
on account of the inequality of its operation. 
The second section of the bill as reported provided 
for cases where no loss had been incurred by the 
persons who were to have the benefits of it, The 
mercantile community of New York were exceed- 
ingly sensitive, and the distinction taken by the 
gentleman from New York [Mr. Wricut] was 
entirely too refined. It was an old saying, that 


there was no friendship in trade. By the re- 
ported bill, relief was extended to all persons who 


had imported goods into the port of New York. 
Suppose (said Mr. C.) there are other persons who 
import into New York not citizens of that place— 
persons from Philadelphia—were they to be ex- 
cluded from the benefits of the provisions of the | 
bill? It is said (continued Mr. C.) that the Gov- i 
ernment may give relief to this man or to that | 
man, as the case may seem to require. It was the | 
want of universality in the bill that made it objec- |, 
tionable to him. He did not consider this like a | 
case of a poor debtor whose debt the Government 
were likely to lose. Here Mr. C. submitted his 


1. That in all cases where merchandise was consumed , 
by fire in the city of New York, on the 16th and 17th of © 
Decėémber, 1835, the duties paid or accruing thereon shall ' 
be refunded or remitted, under such rules and regulations 
in regard to evidence as the Secretary of the Treasury may 
prescribe: Provided, That the total amount to be allowed 
under the act shall not exceed dollars. And if 
the amount of the aforesaid daties shall be ascertained to 


2. That in all cases of bonds taken priar to the aforesaid | 
fire, for duties on merchandise imported into the port of | 


i New York by persons who have suffered loss by the said ; 


fire, in the destruction of their buildings or effects, to the : 


retary of the Treasury, to extend the time of payment of 
the aforesaid bonds to three, four, and five years, in equal 
installments, with the assent of the securities, or to take 
new bonds, with sufficient surety or sureties, provided that 
no such indulgence shall be given in the case of any bond 
which had fallen due before the fire aforesaid. 


Mr. CLAY resumed: If we had a Government || 


ment had lost the goods, there would be no doubt | 
of the liability aad, power. The amendment he : 
had offered would employ the vigilance of the `! 
merchants who had actually sustained losses, to 
prevent frauds upon the munificence of the Gov- 
ernment. They would know through the entries 
and clerks in the custom-house, and the regulations | 
of the port of entry, when fraudulent attempts |, 
were made to consume the sum appropriated for |! 
their benefit. There were cases which the bill |; 


rovided for. 

Mr. WRIGHT said he was compelled to trou- 
ble the Senate with a very few remarks, and he |! 
found himself very delicately situated, if he cor- 
rectly understood the state of the question. To |, 


if he was right in supposing that the honorable | 
Senator from South Carolina {Mr. Catnoun] had 
withdrawn his motion to strike out the second 
section of the bill? [Mr. Canuoun signified that 
he had withdrawn the motion.] Mr. W. con- 
tinued. He said the question was then upon the 
amendment offered by the honorable Senator from 
Kentucky," (Mr. Cray,] which was virtually to 
remit the duty upon the goods burned. This was 
EA ons of the relief prayed for by the citizens of 

ew York, in the memorial in their behalf which 
had been presented to the Senate, but a relief 
separate and distinct from that provided for in the 
bill under discussion, This bill merely provided 
for forbearance of the debts due to the Govern- 
ment for duties, in consequence of the calamitous - 
fire. Another bill, he felt authorized to say, 
would be presented, or would come from the 
other branch of Congress, proposing a remission 
or refunding of the duties upon the burned goods; 
and the delicacy of the situation of himself and 
his colleague arose from the fact, that if the 
should vote against the amendment now proposed, 
providing for this relief, they would be subject 
to the misrepresentation and misconstruction of 
voting against that part of the relief prayed for 
by their constituents; while, if they voted for the 
amendment, they necessarily, by its adoption, 
denied what he considered the more general, and, 
so far as that whole greatcommercial community 
was concerned, more important relief of a for- 
bearance of payment of the outstanding duty 
bonds. 

In this position, he knew but one course; and 
that was, to pursue singly the object proposed by 
the bill before the Senate, ant to postpone to 
some future occasion the remaining wishes of the 
sufferers. He would say, however, that neither 
himself nor his colleague had made up their 
minds that the relief proposed by the amendment 
coyld net be properly extended; and their votes 


‘ eigh 


‘capital thus destroyed. 


ainstthe amendment must be understood merely 
to indicate that they were unwilling to substitute 
that measure of relief forthe one provided for in 
the bill, and not that they were unwilling to grant 
both; not that they were opposed to the principle 
of the amendment, but that they could not consent 
to adopt it at the expense of sacrificing another 
measure of relief, equally important, and, in 
their judgment, more clear from objection. 

Mr. W. said he was not dispona to disguise 
or deny that the bill before the Senate granted to 
the merchants of New York the use, without in- 
terest, of an amount of capital equal to the 
amount of bonds the payment of which was for- 
borne, and for a time equal to that forbearance, 
This he understood to be the object of the bill. 
An immense amount of the capital of that com- 
mercial city had been annihilated by the fire, 
Property to the value of between seventeen and 
teen millions had been entirely destroyed in 
the period of a few hours; and he had supposed 
that the object of the bill was, by a forbearance 
of payment upon the duty bonds, to give to the 
city the temporary use of that portion of the 
In that case, but about 
one fifth of the loss would be thus supplied, and 
that would be done without asking the Govern- 
ment to give one cent beyond the mere use of 
this portion of its dues for a very short pened. 
The whole amount of bonds to be extended by 


' the bill exceeded, by a very trifle, $3,600,000, 


and a very large portion—more than two thirds of 


i the whole amount—were only to be forborne for 


six, nine, and twelve months. : 
He asked if this small measure of relief was 
not due to the occasion? Every man within the 


- hearing of his voice could appreciate the condition 


of such a community under such a loss of prop- 


erty. Every one must see that the business of: 


that city could not go on without material and 
substantial relief, or without immense changes 
among the business men. Every one must feel that 
hundreds upon hundreds of the most respectable 


i! and enterprising of the merchants of the city must 


be entirely ruined, unless some relief, speedy and 
efficient, shall be afforded. ; 

Still, (Mr. W.said,) he announced to the Senate, 
with the most heartfelt and proud gratification, 
that, as yet, nota single mercantile failure had 
been the consequence of this unexampled calam- 
ity. Why he would ask,-was he able to state 
this singular and cheering fact? . Because every 
effort of enterprise and faithfulness had been 
brought into action; while hope, confident hopem- 
the last support which leaves the sinking and de- 
spairing man—had hung upon the prompt and 
favorable action of Congress, of the State Legis- 
lature, and of the corporate authorities of the city, 
to sustain those exertions until the future opera- 
tions of trade might enable the worthy sufferers 
so far to retrieve their losses.as to be enabled to 
pay their debts, not only to their neighbors, but 
to the Government, and thus save the city froma 
scene of wide-spread and fatal bankruptcy, the 
extent of which, if ever it commences, no human 
foresight can measure. 

What, then, (said Mr. W.,) is asked by this 
billin furtherance of an object so important to that 
great commercial emporium, to its neighboring 
commercial cities, indeed to the whole country? 
A mere forbearance of payment upon debts due 
to the Government, to the amount of $3,500,000, 
and upon more than two thirds of that sum fora 
very limited period: six, nine, and twelve months. 
Might he not, then, hope that opposition would 
be withdrawn, and that this extension of credit 
would be given without further delay? 

He felt bound to repeat to the honorable Senator 
from Kentucky, [Mr. art and to the honorable 
gentleman from South. Carolina, (Mr. Ca.noun,] 
that propositions, embracing precisely the prin- 
ciples contained in the amendment proposed b 
the former gentleman as a substitute for this bill; 
will be laid before Congress. He would further 
say, that the question of a remission or refunding 
of the duties upon burned goods, had been one 
of doubt and difficulty. It had, to a greater or 
less extent, occupied the attention of Congress 
from the commencement of the Government to 
the present time; and, although he could not say 
that a uniformity of action would be found upon 
it, he believed he was right in the assertion that 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


BY BLAIR & RIVES. 


WEEKLY. 


First Sessron, 24tH CONGRESS. 


no remission had taken place upon such an appli- I to be canceled w 
| pose that, if Congress possessed the power to 


cation for many years now last past. He regarded 
that proposition of relief, therefore, as one of . 
doubiful result, and certainly calculated to excite 
long debate and to occupy much time, if ultimately 
successful. The present measure was not of that 
character, but was the one which had been uni- 
formly adopted in such cases; and for that reason 
had been put forward now, under the hope that it 
would not only meet the approbation of Congress, 
but its prompt adoption. 


Time (Mr. W. said) was everything to the suf- > 


fering merchants. He had been informed by the 
respectable committee who were here to repre- 
sent their interests, that something like forty thou- 
sand doilars in amount of these bonds were falling 
due daily; while a provision in the revenue laws 
positively prohibits the entering of goods by, and 
the reception of new bonds from, a merchant | 
whose former bond is due and unpaid in the hands 

of the coilector. Iimportations ordered before the | 
fire are daily arriving; and men whose all has been 
consumcd are compelled to raise the means to pay 


their existing bonds, to enable them to enter the | 


goods thus received. Delay, then, in the exten- | 
sion of the credits proposed by this bill might 
cause a commencement of mercantile failures, 
which, once commenced, could not be calculated, 
either as to their extent and number, or as to their 
effect upon the general mercantile community of 
the country. He did hope, therefore, that the 
bill might be acted upon without delay, and with- 
out being connected with other propositions of a 
more questionable character. u 
He never spoke of legislative precedents as 
binding upon legislative bodies, but he did speak 
of them as worthy of the most grave considera- 
tion when they were found to be uniform, and not 
conflicting with principle. He feared that the 
proposition to remit the duties upon the burned 
goods would be found to be against the prece- 
dents and practice of the Government for many 
years last past, and for that reason his own efforts, | 
with those of the committee representing the citi- , 
reas of New York, have been to have this bill | 
presented by itself, disconnected from any such | 
debatable question, It had been so presented by 
the Commitiee on Finance, and he hoped it would 
not now be exchanged for so doubtful a mode of ` 
relief, by the adoption of the amendment pro- 
sed by the honorable Senator from Kentucky, | 
Mr. Cuay,] or in any way connected with that | 
question. He wished each measure of relief | 
prayed for in tsa Ifəw York memorial might be | 
acted upon Fesarately and inde ndently by Con- | 
gress; and he mast entreat the Senate to adoptor | 
reject the o ocition to extend the time for the | 
payment of the duty bonds, and not to changeit | 
for anot'ser, as he feared it would prove a less | 
accepta a.e proposition. 
Mr. W. said it had been objected, to the second ~! 
sectior. of the bill, that it was unconstitutional, as | 
being, within the meaning of the Constitution, a - 
regu econ of commerce or revenue, not general ij 
toa! the ports of the country, but partial, and ' 
ro; osing to give an advantage to the port of New 
orx. He could not himself see any force in the | 
objzction. He could not view the bill as a regu- 
lat cn of commerce or revenue, in any manner to 
af'«ct importations hereafter to be made, or the : 
revenue to be collected from such importations, | 
It was a mere regulation between the Government : 
acd a certain portion of its debtors whose means ` 
o? payment had been swept away by a fire unex- | 
ampled upon this continent in ita extent, and the | 
destruction of property it had caused. Could || 
any gentleman consider a simple forbearance of | 
payment to debtors thus circumstanced as a reg- l 
ulation of commerce or revenue, and, as such, | 
partial, unequal, and unconstitutional? 
not think so; and surely he was entire 
to see how this position was tu be main 
gentlemen who proposed to remit the duties upon | 
the burned Pode, and thus, not to forbear 
ment upon the bonds merely, 


ly unable | 
tained by | 


; pay- | 
but to give them up 


i fering city whose interests it was his dut 


' resenting the interests of its citizens had not fe 


He could `! 


MONDAY, JANUARY 25, 1836. 


PRICE $1 FOR A SESSION. 


Votume 3....No. 7. 


ithout payment. He must sup- 
forbear payment upon any bonds taken for duties, 
they possessed equal power, so far as the Con- 
stitution was concerned, over all bonds so taken; 
and certainly he could not comprehend how it 


_ could be constitutional to give up a bond to be 


canceled without payment, and unconstitutional 
to forbear payment upon that same bond fora 


but the use of the money. : 
Any objection, however, to the second section 

of the bill of this character, might be easily re- 

moved by an amendment which should make that 


section general and applicable to all the outstand- |! 
ing duty bonds taken at all the ports of the coun- $ 


u ry. 


It was not for him to object to such an 
amendment. The bill, in that shape, would be 


ents, because relief to any commercial town in 
the country would consequently relieve the suf- 


resent in this debate. The present state of the 
national Treasury would permit the extension of 
time upon the existing duty bonds, without injury 
to the fiscal operations of the Government; and 
if any member of the Senate would propose such 
an amendment to the second section of the bill, 
he should most cheerfully assent to it. 
not felt, and the committee from New York rep- 
t, 
at liberty to ask that the bill should be extended 
beyond the suffering port; but he could not be 
mistaken in saying that, if made general, it would 


be even more acceptable and more beneficial to 


that city than in its present shape. 
But (Mr. W. said) the adoption of the amend- 


` term of years, or a few months, giving nothing 


made more acceptable to his suffering constitu- |: 


y to rep- : 


He had :' 


ment proposed by the honorable Senator from | 


proposition. What did 
he suppose would be the extent of the relief it 
would afford? He (Mr. W.) was able to say, 
l from the information given to him by the intelli. 


, Kentucky (Mr. Cray] as a substitute for this bill |' 
: would not afford the relicf required. He feared 
' the honorable Senator himself was not aware of 
| the practical effect of the 


gent gentlemen who composed the committee from | 


New York, that it could not exceed a million and 
| a half of dollars; thatthe whole amount of duties 
i to be remitted or refunded upon burned goods, in 
| case that measure should be adopted according 
; to the prayer of the memorial, could not great] 
exceed thatsum. This would furnish great and, 
in many instances, effectual relief to the immedi- 
ate sufferers by the fire; but it would be, more 
properly speaking, individual than general; it 
would act more emphatically upon individuals 
than upon that proat trading and commercial com- 
munity; it would distribute, eventually, and when 
the extent of the claims could be ascertained, a 
large sum of money among the actual sufferers, 
who were importers and dealers in dutiable goods, 
and in that sense was a most desirable measure of 
relief. The bill before the Senate, however, had 
a large scope, and proposed to accomplish a more 
general object. It proposed to relieve, so far as 
forbearance of payment could do it, the whole 
city; it was not opposed to the measure of relief 


of it; it was more specdy in its influence, and 
consequently would be more instantly beneficial. 


give that he expected business in that great com- 
mercial emporium would be continued without 
fatal interruption; it had become embarrassed by 
an unprecedented destruction of property, sweep- 
ing from thousands of individuals, as it were, 
instantly, the means of paying their debts and dis- 
charging their obligations ofa pecuniary character. 
The Government was a creditor to more than 
three and a half millions of dollars. We have our 
hand upon these oppressed merchants, and unless 
we raise it, by an extension of time for the pay- 
ment of this great sum of money, if we enforce 
payment in this hour of their affliction, hope must 


lid 


esert them, and mercantile failures must com- 


provided for by the amendment, but independent | 


mence, the extent of which no human foresight 


can measure. Will not the Senate, then, consent 
| to the forbearance proposed by this bill, and leave 
| for future consideration the relief provided for in 
i the amendment? 

i| Mr. W. had already observed that he did not 
i! quote legislative precedents as binding upon legis- 
| lative bodies, but that he did refer to them as 
|| Worthy of high regard in cases where the power 
to act was clear, and the practice of Congress had 
| been uniform and long sanctioned. In that sense 
; he was bound to refer to several acts of Congress 
|! applicable to cases of the nature, but not of the 
|| extent, of the case under consideration. These 
i! acts spread over a period from 1803 to 1820, and 
the relief afforded by each was an extension of 
‘time to the debtors of the Government for the 
f payment of their duty bonds. Theacts to which 
e would refer were— 

li An act for the relief of the su 
|| at Portsmouth; in the State of 
in 1803; 

| An act for the relief of the su 
‘| at the same place, in 1807; 

| An act for the relief of the s 
| Norfolk, in the State of Virgin 


fferers by the fire 
New Hampshire, 


fferers by the fire 


ufferers by fire at 
ia, in 1804; 

An act for the relief of the sufferers by the fire 
ii at Savannah, in the State of Georgia, in 1820; 
Together with sundry private acta for similar 
i relief in individual cases of loss by fire. It was 
l: a duty he owed to the Committee on Finance, of 
|| which he was a member, to refer to these prece- 
| dents as their justification in presenting the bill 
i! before the Senate. He was not aware that any 
question of partiality or favoritism towards these 
| afflicted ports had been raised, or that it had been 
for one moment supposed by any person that these 
laws were infractions of the Constitution, or that 
they disturbed, in any sense, the equality of the 
regulations of commerce or revenue. He would 
add no more upon this point, but, with a single 
| other remark, would submit the bill to the judg- 
ment and justice of the Senate. 

Was it not for the interest of the Government 
to grant this extension? The means of its debtors 
to pay had been swept away by the fire. Still 
they were struggling, by every ‘effort which en- 
terprise and courage could command, to sustain 
themselves, to sustain their credit as merchants, 
and to avoid bankruptcy, until the regular restora- 
tion of business and the gains of trade should en- 
| able them to pay their debts, If, in this state of 
, things, we press them with demands of immedi- ` 
_ ate payment of our $3,600,000 of bonds, is there 
not greater danger of loss to us than if we give 
them time, and permit them to make the struegle 
which they are now making with so much credit 
to themselves and to the mercantile character? 
He would give it as his most deliberate opinion, 
; that the bill was rather calculated to contribute to 
| the security of the Government than to subject it 
' to loss, and that it should be passed as a measure 
calculated to benefit the Treasury, even if the suf- 
ferers were not to be regarded. 

Mr. EWING confessed that his doubts had not 
been removed by the observations of the chair- 
man of the Committee on Finance. He believed 
that if the extension were made general, it would 


|| be considered a regulation in relation to revenue. 
| siete . $ 
Wo ii If, as a general proposition, then (said Mr. E.) it 
Mr. W. said it was not by anything we could | 


would be considered as a regulation in relation to 
revenue, when you make the extension apply to 
a particular port, contrary to that provision of the 
Constitution before referred to; this regulation ap- 
| plies to the port of New York alone, and gives that 
orta preference over the other ports of the Union. 
; The fire in New York gave Congress no power it 
did not possess before. Then, suppose there had 
been no fire there, and a bill was brought in to 
extend the credit on duty bonds one, two, three, 
four, or five years, touching New York, and no 
other city, would it not then be contended that 
you were giving a preference to New York over 
the other ports of the Union? The fact that there 
was a fire did not change the nature of the case 


98 
ee a 
ee 
atall, You are (said Mr. B.) giving oe 
to New York not given to others. It appeared 
to him that there were strong constitutional 0.- 
jections to the bill, and he, therefore, could not 
vote for it. He would with pleasure give It his 
support, if these constitutional objections were 
removed. The amendment proposed by the Sen- 
ator from Kentucky was equally objectionable. 
Mr. WEBSTER could not go for the amend- 
ment of the gentleman fram Ohio, [Mr. Ewe. ] 
It resolved itself into a question of constitutional 
power. Sveinga practice of the Government for 
a period of twenty years, we should be cautious 
(said Mr. W.) in hazarding an opinion agaist 
it. How did it happen that billsin 1803, in 1804, 
and in 1820, of similar tenor, passed Congress, ` 
and the question of unconstitutionality had not 
been discovered till thistime? Wasthisa law to 
regulate revenue, because it finds certain debtors 
-to the Governmen 
that a regulation of the revenue of the Govern 
ment? The Constitution goes on, (said Mr. W.) 
enumerating certain powers and restrictions. 
Congress had a right to regulate commerce with 
foreign powers. It conferred no power to give 
a preference to importations in one State over 
another. In this prov sion it had clearly a pros- 
pective view. ' l 
Congress gives him time. Was this regulating 
the revenue of the country? On the ground of 
rudence, he thought the bill ought to be passed. 
ft was an act of prudence for the Government to 
give relief as a prudent creditor. A prudent 
Creditor would always give time, rather than in-ur 
the risk of losing his debt. With respect to the 


proposition intended to be introduced in place of | 


this bill, first, it provides for a return of duties, 
and an appropriation of a million and a half of 
dollars. ‘t'hat law must find out the loss. 


relief? He did not say that was a case that might 
not be provided for, but it was a case that was 
not provided for, It was said that the original 
bill was unequal in its operations. He did not 
consider ita case of right; and it was, therefore, 
not necessary that an exact amount should be 
piven to cach according to his loss. If it should 
e more favorable to some than to others, no one 


had a right to complain. The Senator from | 
Kentucky, [Mr. Cuay,] scemed to regard this 


matter as a release. He thought thetruc state of 
the case had been stated by the gentleman from 
New York, (Mr. Wraicut.] 
lease, but an indulgence. 

Mr. KING, of Georgia, had no hesitation in 
saying that if there was any sea-port of this Union 


deserving the special favor of Congress, it was |, 


the port of New York. But on this, as well as on 
all other occasions, we should (said he) act on 
principle. The principle they should act on with 
regard to this bill was one which should govern 
them on all subsequent occasions of the like na- 


ture. The danger was of establishing a prece- | 
dent which they might hereafter be called on to `: 


follow. On the oe of constitutional power 
alone, he confessed he had no dificulties. The 


Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Wesster] had ; 


put that question on its true grounds. We are 


(said he) dealing as a creditor with our debtors, ` 


and we have the power to grant them the indul- 
gence contemplated in the bill... But (said Mr. K.) 
we should not on all occasions use the power we 
possess without due caution, lest weabuscit. The 
second section of the bill was liable to serious 
objections. It provided not only to extend the 
credit on the bonds of those who had suffered b 

the fire in New York, but on all other bonds. it 
might be carried over the whole continent, The 
credit might be extended to Liverpool, to Lyons, 
and to Leeds. The great difficulty was to extend 
the bounty of the Government to those who were 
the proper objects of its bounty, and not to those 
who had no claim on it. Now, as far as New 
York was concerned, he ventured to say that not 


one in a hundred would be the actual losers by the ` 


fire. Do we not know (said he) that the abstrac- 


tion of so many goods from the market will raise . 


the value of the rest? The value of the goods 
remaining on hand then will be enhanced, and 
thou 


will be 


benefited by their speculations, These 


TH 


advantages | results operated against 


il 
il 
t, and gives them time? Was i 


A man hasa bénd to pay, and 


Here 
is a man (said he) who has received the amount | 
of insurance on his goods; should he receive the . 


It was notare-, 


| 
| 
! 


gh some few may suffer bankruptcy, the mass ; 
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the second section of the 
bill, and supported the proposition of the Senator 
from South Carolina [Mr. CaLnoun] to strike 
out that section. The Senator from 3 Tassachu- 
setts agreed that it would be a matter of prudence 
in Congress, as creditors, to extend the credit on 
the debts due them; but by what stretch of argu- 
ment could the Senator make this apply to the 
provision in the first section of the bill, which 
renews bonds already paid? The arrangement 
that gentlemen contended for was that of a pru- 
dent creditor to secure his debt. The first section 

. was as follows: 


« Provided, That those who are in the provision of this 


; section, but who may have paid their bonds subsequent to 
| the late fire, shalt also be entitled to the benefit of this sec- 
; tion, and that the said bonds shall be renewed from the day 
t when the same were paid, and said payments refunded.” 


That is to say, (said Mr. K.,) that we are to 
take money out of our pockets, and lend it for 
`: four or five years without interest, for the pur- 
i pose of securing our debt. He admitted that the 

See from Massachusetts was perfectly correct 
in his constitutional argument, but he thought 
' there should be some reasonable affinity between 
the measures to be adopted and the end to be 
attained. He asked, therefore, if the bill was the 
rudent measure of a prudent creditor to secure 
tisdebt?. He should vote against the second sec- 
tion, which extended the credit on the bonds of 
those who had not suffered by the fire; and should 


also move to strike out that provision of the first : 


section which refunds the money and renews the 
bonds already paid. With these changes, he 
would vote for the bill. 

Mr. MANGUM was decidedly against the 
propositions to amend the bill. There was no 
|; gentleman there prepared to say what would be 
the scope of its influence, or the amount of money 
necessary to meet the cases that would occur. 


ments assumed the constitutional power of re- 

Icasing entirely. The honorable chairman of the 

Committee on Commerce had announced that if 

the power to release the whole could be assumed, 
i! we are well warranted in assuming the fact that, 
i| for the safety of the debt, we are justified in 
i| giving an extension of time. Ina conference of 
the Committee on Finance, they had come to that 
conclusion. This Government had one precedent 
much stronger than any one that had been referred 
to. It was the case of the earthquake in Vir- 
ginia, in the days of her greatness. 
vote for it, on the ground that it was to afford 
present and immediate relief to the whole com- 
|, mercial community in the city of New York, and 


| to others in different parts of the country. The | 


relief would be afforded to the whole community. 
| Was it not compatible with the beneficence of the 
' Government to extend relief wherever it could be 
| done constitutionally? He thought relief could 
| be best administere according to the opinion of 
| those who best understood the nature and-extent 
of the calamity; and he would vote against every 
amendment that was offered. Did the Constitu- 
` tion justify it? He did not doubt it. Did the 
; finances of the country justify it? They did— 
French war, or no French war 

Mr. LEIGH did not rise to enter into the de- 
bate on the subject of this bill, but to state his 
; opinions on the constitutional objections that had 


| been raised to it—not that his opinions were very _ 


‘important to any one but himself, but that they 
!, should be well understood. The question was, 


` whether this bill was contrary to that provision ` 


of the Constitution which declares that no pref- 
erence shall be given by any regulation of com- 
merce or revenue to one port of the Union over 
the others. Here, if this bill applied to New 
York alone, the objection would be well founded; 
but it gave relief not only to the merchants of that 
particular place, but to all others concerned in the 
trade of that place, for their losses in consequence 
of the fire. Now, he did not see how this was 
a general regulation as to the revenue; it applied 
to a particular place, and to those who were by 
business connected with it. This was his idea of 
tie Constitution, and he had no doubts as to the 
constitutional power of Congress to pass this bill. 
He considered it impossible so to contrive a bill 
by which relief might not be extended in some 
|} cases in which, adverting to the particular case, it 


LOBE. 


Both the gentlemen who had proposed amend- - 


He should | 


|! 
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{| ought not to be extended, and withheld in some 
|| cases in which, adverting to the particular case, it 
ought to be extended. 
© Mr. DAVIS believed there was a uniform 
desire in the Senate to afford relief, provided it 
could be done consistently with other duties. The 
| bill purported to be a bill for the relicf of sufferers 
by fire. He had some objections to the bill, but 
| he would not say that he would vote against it. It 
was his purpuse at present to throw out some 
objections that had occurred to him. Gentlemen 
argued that the bill was not to relieve sufferers by 
i: fire, but to relieve the commercial community. If 
so, then the title was wrong. Do you, said he, 
| propose that persons who have lost merchandise 
and property shall receive an extension of credit 
>on boade for duties? We had lately introduced a 
more speedy method for the collection of duties; 
' but by this` bill the time of collection was to be 
extended for four or five ycars, without paying 
interest. Who were those gentlemen to be 
benefited? The object all suppose to be for the 
relief of citizens of the city of New York. Buta 
‘| great amount of these goods were imported by 
foreigners, Suppose a man has his goods in- 
` sured in Liverpool; is he entitled to your benefi- 
cence? He would ask what proportion of this 
|| property was of foreign manufacture, and what 
proportion of American? You do not (said he) 
propose to give relief to the American manufac- 
‘turer. You extend it to a class of persons who have 
not asked it. It was not the principle he com- 
' plained of; it was the great inequality of distrib- 
uting the relief. You place (said Mr. D.) a fund 
| in the hands of individuals who have not suffered, 
| and to whom it is clear gain. As to the proposi- 
tion of the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Ewixc] to 
‘extend this relief to the whole country, it was 
' more objectionable than the other. Here was a 
` great suffering they all knew of; among those 
sufferers a large proportion were Americans. By 
; adopting the amendment of the gentleman from 
Ohio, [Mr. Ewrna,] you propose to throw into the 
hands of foreign persons a large amount to inun- 
date the country with goods. 

Mr. WEBSTER said a few words in reply to 
his colleague, (Mr. Davis.] The suffering of the 
commercial community was great and was gen- 
eral, and his colleague well understood how in 
such a community the losses of one affected 
another. In a large community, mixed up of 
buyers and venders, importers and retailers, all 
must have suffered more or less in such a calam- 
ity as thatat New York. Were those alone who 
came there the actual sufferers by this fire? The 

‘| Senate would see that if tl:e actual sufferers alone 
were interested, they would be debating about 
| returning the duties on the burnt goods, whereas 
they were discussing a bill to relieve the com- 
mercial community. The application was in be- 
half of the whole commercial community—those 
| who were scorched as well as those who were 
‘not. Did any man doubt that there were hun- 
|| dreds of sufferers who did not lose a bale of 
i| goods or the most considerable tenement? While 
‘| his colleague objected to this bill, he had not 
;; pointed out a more appropriate mode of relief. 
» This bill was a mode of relief which operated 
‘on the whole community, though perhaps more 
: on some than on others. It extended to those 
' who had domestic goods, and to those who had 
suffered by the fire; and those whose warehouses 
` were full of domestic goods would be among the 
most anxious to get this bill passed, in order to 
sustain the credit of those with whom they are 
n connected in trade. 
Mr. NILES rose to say that he had prepared 
an amendment, which he intended to offer if the 
'. several amendments then under consideration 
" should not be adopted. “He had listened with at- 
_ tention and with profit, so far as his own action 
‘on the bill might be concerned, to this discussion. 
| He felt that there was much weight in some of 
‘| the objections which had been urged against the 
| bill by the honorable gentlemen from Kentucky 
: and Massachusetts, [Mr. Cray and Mr. Davtis,] 
“and the amendment which he had prepared he 


i 


j; & proviso to the bill to secure the payment of in- 
|; terest on the bonds, the payment of which was 
to be extended.] There are two questions arising 


99 


was chairman of the committee who reported it, 
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aun this hill: one, whether the reliefit provides thousand dollars. And what does this bill—first : 


is reasonable and adapted to the case; and 


į and second sections and all—propose? To give 


whe her itis equitable and just in its distribution f them this amount, or any part of it? No, sir. 


so far as it is to benefit individuals. He thought 
there were objections to this part of the bill, and 
its benefits would probably be very unequally 
distributed; and what gave more force to this 
objection was the fact, that the greatest benefit 
could be shared by those least entitled to it— 
by the large and wealthy importers. What is 
the object of this bill, and the nature of the relief 
it provides for? Itis the extension of credit to 
the merchants who are the debtors of the United 
States for duties. It is not, as I understand, the 
object of the bill to remit an pärt of them; it 
seems not to be designed to afford any pecuniary 
relief further than by theextension of credit. This 
being the object of the bill, he was not willing to 
give it an operation by which it might put large 
sums of money into the pockets of merchants. 
All who have sustained a loss to the amount of 


; All that is asked is, that you shall not, in the 
midst of their distress, extort this sum from 
.them, which, at this moment, may save them 
from insolvency and ruin, for the purpose of 
placing it in an overflowing Treasury, where it is 


not wanted. You arc only asked to grant these . 
suffering merchants time to pay this money, pro- . 


vided they give you ample sccurity that the 
money shall-be paid. 


be in hisway? Not one. He certainly should 


not go into the argument of the constitutional , 


question, after what had been already said. He felt 
confident that a large majority of the Senate were 


already convinced that the Constitution had noth- 
ing to do with the question. After the merchant | 


Is there a single Senator . 
who would not most cheerfully comply with this , 
request, if he did not believe the Constitution to ' 


‘who was always attached to a strict construction 


of the Constitution, and it was approved by 


` Thomas Jefferson. With these precedents before 


him, added to the convictions produced by the 


; arguments of the gentlemen who had advocated 


the passage of the bill, he could not vote against - 
it. Mr. T. spoke of the respective merits of the 
first and second sections of the bill. It afforded 
relief to the whole commercial community in- 
volved in this sweeping calamity; said he, it is 
not alone the drawer, it is the indorser who stands 
in danger oflosing theamount. ‘The effect reached, 


; to a great extent, every person in the commercial 


community, There was one difference between 
the precedent he had cited and this bill. There 
it was not limited as this was. In this bill they 
had extended a guard over it, and as it now stood 
it was better guarded than the bill granting relief 
to the sufferers at Portsmouth and Norfolk, 

Mr. HENDRICKS observed that it was obvi- 


had entered his goods at the custom-house, and il 
given bonds for the payment of the dutics, he 


$1,000 will be entitled to an extension of three, 
became a debtor to the Government, with whom 


four, and five years’ credit on their bonds without 
interest, so that a merchant having bonds to the | we might make any fair and reasonable terms, as 
amount of $50,000, and having lost $1,000, would, |: we may do, and have done, with our other debt- 
by this bill, be a gainer to the amount of several | ors. This, he was yee clearly of opinion, would 
thousand dollars. i! not be giving any preference, by any regulation 
There was another question in relation to this || of commerce or revenue, to the ports of one State 
bill, which was, whether there was any constitu- |i over those of another. | or two in relation to the first section before taking 
tional or other general principle which stood in || What is the present condition of the mercantile |, the question on his amendment, as it was supposed 
its way. |! community of New York? He had observed in || there might be some discrepancy between them 
He had no difficulty as to the constitutional — the late public journals that money was now worth | which might be removed by another amendment 
uestion which had been raised; he had felt no one, one and’a half, and two per cent. a month. `: he would then suggest. The first section of the 
doubts at first on this point; and if he had, they The pressure was very great, The present state `, bill provided that the collector of the port of New 
would have been removed by the lucid and (tohis of tension could not long endure. Withoutsome York should be authorized to extend the erediton 
mind) conclusive argument of the honorable Sen- rclief—some speedy relief—it was probable the : the bonds payable in New York, of those who had 
ator from Massachusetts, [Mr. Wessrer.] But merchants must yield. Leta single failure take suffered by the fire. Now he proposed that cach 
this bill was by no means free from objection in place to the amount of a million, half a million, , collector in the different ports of the United States 
regard to the principle on which it rests. This . or a quarter of a million, and, in its consequences, | should have the same authority given him. It 
bill is a case of special or partial legislation, to : it would produce such ruin in New York as . would have this eflect. It would operate in favor 
which I have a strong objection, as all special would be felt to the very extremities of the. of none who had not suffered by the fire, and 
laws conferring either Bouts or immunities, or Union. We might then see that the forbearance : it would not give a preference to one port over 
other benefits on particular individuals, must op- _ which the bill proposes to extend to the mer- , another. To illustrate this, he would state a case. 
erate in derogation of the common rights and chants is the very best bargain for ourselves | A and B are sufferers by the firein New York, 
interests of the community. The law will, ashas which we can make. , and both have bonds becoming due; the one re- 


,, ous that the bill would be reported to the Senate 
:; without amendment, and that he was prepared to 
| vote for it as it was. He would resist all amend- 
i: ments that might be offered, believing that they 
;, would only tend to prolong discussion and eni- 
., barrass the passage of the bill. 

Mr. EWING thought itnecessary to say a word 


been observed, act on the debtors of the United 
States, yet not upon any general principle; it 
will not operate on all the public debtors, nor on 
all of any general class, as the debtors for the 
purchase of the public lands, or the debtors for 
duties on imported goods; but its operation will 
be local, and confined to a particular description 
of debtors in a single sea-port. This is, there- 
fore, a clear case of partial legislation, and objec- 
tionable in principle. The question in my nfind 
is, whether the extraordinary circumstances of 
this case art such as to form an exception to a 
sound general principle. If there can be any 


The Senator from Kentucky [Mr. Cray] has 
proposed, as a substitute for this bill, the remis- 
sion of the duties upon the goods destroyed b 
fire. In this proposition he entirely concurred. 
He had always been of opinion, that when mer- 
chandise had been destroyed by fire before it had 


gone into the consumption of the country, the | 


, Government ought not to exact the duties. He 
i certainly, however, could not vote that the gen- 
tleman’s amendment should take the place of the 
bill; and, more especially, as a remission of du- 
, ties on the goods destroyed by the fire was a dis- 
| tinct mode of relief, asked for by the citizens of 


‘| ond section still remained unchanged. 


sides in New York and the otherin Philadelphia, 


i so that the bill extends relief to the first and not 


to the last. Now he would ask what good reason 
there was for making this distinction? The 
amendments he had suggested would remove all 
his constitutional objections to the bill, and, if 
made, it would give him pleasure to vote for it. 
Mr. CALHOUN said he had listened with 
great attention to thosc gentlemen who had taken 
part in this debate, but his objections to the sec- 
It was 
admitted on all hands that this second section 


| contained a novel principle, and that no prece- 


“dent for it was to be found on our statute-books. 
i; Here indulgence was extended to those who had 
|; not suffered by the fire, and the argument in sup- 
|| port of it was, that it was nota regulation as to 
| revenue, but that we were as creditors dealing 
with our debtors. But might not this apply as 
well when the commercial community of a city 
had suffered by anyother calamity—by the break- 
age of banks, or by shipwrecks? You may st 
; mo time (said Mr. C.) say that this particular 


exception to this principle—and [ am not prc- 
paed to say there cannot be—this case must 
e one. It 19 not necessary to enlarge on that ; 


terrible calamity, or the consequences of it, which || 
in one night laid in desolation a large portion of 


i| New York, which would yet come before the 
Senate. 

To the Senator from Massachusetts, [Mr. Da- 
: vis,] he would say, that he felt as friendly to 
solati il American manufactures and American manufac- 
our greatest commercial city. I consider this, | turers as he or any other gentleman could do, 
sir, an extraordinary case, and I am, therefore, | and would go as far to relieve them. But what 
prepared to vote for this bill, although it will re- |. can we do for them on the present occasion? We 
quire a departure from a sound principle which |! have not the power to do anything. And shall 

am extremely unwilling to disregard. | we, because we cannot do all the good we desire, 
, Mr. BUCHANAN said, it had not been his do nothing at all? He trusted this bill would | city has suffered, and we must extend relief to it, 
Intention to say a single word upon this question. pass without any amendment. ;, Let it be recollected that it was not for the mis- 
He would not do so now, but he distinctly per- | Mr.CLAY said, he perceived what he was not i; fortunes of small towns that so much sympathy 
ceived if the friends of the bill yielded to any one i aware of when he offered his amendment; (Mr. | was excited, but that the calamities of large citics 
of the amendments which had been roposed,the . C. here mentioned some new light in which the : create our excitement, which is apt to cause the 
bill was lost. We must take the bill as itnow is, | matter had presented itself to his mind, not dis- | Constitution to be overlooked, and a dangerous 
or none, For hisown part, he took a much more | tinctly heard or understood by the reporter;] :! precedent established by giving a preference to 
liberal view of the question than some of those © and as there seemed to be a general disposition to .. that city over the other ports of the Union. You 
gentlemen who had addressed the Senate. What | grant the relief asked for, he would withdraw the ; must (said Mr. C.) extend relief only to those 
was the state of the case? On the 16th of De- ~-a | who have suffered, or you will establish a danger- 


! :* amendment he had offered. 
cember last, a capital of between seventeen and, Mr. TYLER considered it rather supereroga- || ous precedent. He felt deeply for the losses sus- 
eighteen millions of dollars had been, in one day, ` tory to extend this discussion further; but when ` tained by this great commercialcity, and he would 
annihilated by fire in our great commercial empo- :' a member of the Committee on Finance, he had ` with the greatest pleasure vote for the bill if its 
rium. Notwithstanding this calamity, not a sin- i; found, in investigating the matter, that it had been objectionable features were removed; but prin- 
gle failure had since taken place among the mer- | the uniform practice of the Government toextend ciple with him was stronger than feeling, and he 
chants of that city. He would say, that he did || indulgence to its debtors. He found in the year ` wascompelled to oppose it. He was not sent there 
not believe the history of the commercial world | 1403 an act for the relief of the sufferers by fire | to exercise his sympathies, but for a higher pur- 
presented an example of such punctuality and |: in Norfolk, and the first section of this bill was ` pose. He vould much refer leaving this money 
such ability to comply with all en agements in |j like it. He could not go against this bill when | in the hands of the Pe to placing it in the 
the midst of such distress. It wag highly honor- | his own fellow-citizens of Virginia had been re- ; monopolizing banks, which made such great pro- 
able, not anly to New York, but to the American 1, lieved in precisely the same case. Mr. T. men- fits by the use of it, for he believed the merchants 
character. t the time of this destructive fire, || tioned the na.nes of the committee to whom it ` would make a better use of it. He would vote 
the merchants of that city were indebted to the || had been referred in the Senate; and, (said he,) ; for the amendment of the gentleman from Ohio; 
United States about three million six hundred | in the House of Representatives, Mr. Randolph :i but eyen if that prevailed he must vote against 


100 


2b ities —_— a et ea T 2 ae 

Parmer en ty cee on nate intended to pass this bill '| 

the bill, unless his objections to the second section ra the nanai MRT R a hace | FULLER, and JANES, from standing commit- 
rere r moved. : 4 A À ; 

` Mr. KING, of Alabama, was entirely at a loss _ would he ie up shi eae ean ie “Mr Caan tau the Ce on Revo 

to sce what it was that caused the gentleman from millions to the city of New York, if 1 cou . x S a enon E the 

South Carolina [Mr. Caxnovy] to deprecate the done without any dangerous consequences. t tionary i: o pe a 

aa of he Government extending relief to had been said that this bill wasintended toextend petition of the heirs of James Campver, deceased, 

pene by fire orearthquakes Had they nota relief to those who had suffered by the fire, and which was laid on the table, and ordered to be 

Fanettitional power of extending relief to them? not to operate as a bounty to those who had sus- a ee Lond Be ine Tolesoine anfurorable 

He had no constitutional difficulties in his way, ` tained no loss. It had been stated that the capital n Te M LAY C bmitted ie following joint 
d would not, for his part, inquire whether the of New York was increased in value ; that was reports, Mr. LAY : | T gj 

rehti r one argument used to hurry the passage of the resolution; which lies over one day: 


e subject had been estab- 
ornot. He consulted his own 
n the subject. He had no 
he relief asked for wasaduty . 


right to legislate upon th oF 
: bill. 
of interest had increased, in addition to the en- 
hanced value of goods. ‘This, however, was not 
what he rose to speak of. He rose to fulfill his | 


lished by precedent 
common sense upo 
doubt that granting t 


they owed to themselves, to the country, and to : ] to 
the sufferers in this great calamity that had be- promise, to submit an amendment striking out the ; 
fallen that noble city. He would goas farasany provisoin the first section, to which he had before . 


| referred. 
Mr. K. here read the proviso, as follows: 


Provided, That those who are within the provision of this 
‘section, but who mty have piid their bonds subsequent to 
| the late fire, shall al-o be entitled to the benefit of this sec- 
i; tion, and thatthe said bonds shall be renewed from the day 
, When the same were paid, and said payments refunded. 


of the measure. He would not 
lief under technical objections. It" 
refer confining the relief 
to American citizens alone, and the objections 
suggested by the gentleman from Massachusetts, 
(Mr. Davis,] had some weight with him; but he 
was not going to oppose the bill because he di 


i i i i nd intri- | ; 
not see its operations m all itscomplex SA d L to lend for three, four, and five years, withoutin- | 
cate bearings. The commercial connection was y 


: ERE 48 "terest, and had been characterized by the Senator ' 
anune a exiens PERE chamei poner from Massachusetts as the measure of a prudent | 
single street in this g d tee givea sata} to the creditor to secure his debt. Now, he asked, did 


Boe ei Tea 4 vote for the bill ' not this debt lose its character eo instanti, fromthe 
; il 


i very moment i 
o . Ewrne’s | h 
The qnestion was then taken on Mr `i came into the 


amendment, and lost without a division. |! Uni : 
W . . pa) | United States, and they had just about as much ' 
Mr. WHITE had intended to vote for this bill, | right to lend it as to lend the whole seventeen | 


one in support 
withhold the re 
was true he would p 


Tt was admitted on all hands, that the rate `; 


This was taking money out of the Treasury, || 


t was paid? So soon as the debt | 
Treasury it was the property of the | 


and as the yeas and nays were called on the 
amendment by the gentleman from South Caro- 
lina, (Mr. CaLnoon,] he would state the reasons 
why he should vote against it. The first section 
rovided relief for those who had actually suffered 
iy the fire, and the second scction gave relief to 
those who had suffered a consequentialloss. Now, 
was it possible that they had the power to indulge 
their debtors in the first case and not in the second ? 
Here a great calamity had befallen a great city, 
and they were asked, not to forgive the debts of 
those indebted to them, but to grant indulgence 
by extending the time of payment to those who 
had actually suffered by this great calamity. This 
was proposed to be done by the first section. | 
There was another class of debtors (said Mr. W.) 
not immen sufferers, and we apply to them. 
for payment; they answer that they have lost by 
those who have suffered by the fire, and that if - 
we do not indulge them also, they would be put 


| 
| 


| 


: millions that had been lost by the fire. 

Mr. K. then moved to amend the bill, by 
striking out the proviso in the first section above 
quoted. 

. Mr. BUCHANAN said he had buta single re- | 
mark to make. Toadopt this amendment would | 
| be to punish those merchants who had paid their | 
bonds punctually, notwithstanding the distress, 
and to place them in a worse situation than others | 
, who had been either unable or unwilling to pay. | 
\ This he could never consent to do. 

The question being taken on Mr. Kina’s mo- | 

tion, it was lost without a division. 

The bill was then ordered to be engrossed for a | 

third reading. | 
EXECUTIVE BUSINESS. 


On motion by Mr. CLAYTON, the Senate pro- 
ceeded to the consideration of executive business; 


| 
| 


nate and House of Representatives, 
r be, and he is hereby, required 
to place the name of Benedict Aliord on the list of revolu- 
tionary pensions, at the rate of sixty dollars per annum, 
agreeably to the act approved by the President on the 30th 
day of June, 1834. 


Mr. WILLIAMS, of Kentucky, submitted the 


Resolved by the Sen 
That the Secretary of Wa 


| 


| following resolution, in reference to an adverse 


report in the case alluded to: 
. Resolved, That said petition is reasonable, and that the 
` game be referred back to said committce, and that said com- 
| mittee report a bill allowing said Alexander Nall full pay as 
a pensioner for the residue of his life. 


On motion by Mr. WHITTLESEY, the peti- 
tion, report, and the resolution of the gentleman 
from Kentucky, were committed to a Committee 
of the Whole House. 

SLAVERY IN THE DISTRICT. 

The following resolutions heretofore offered by 
| Mr. Jarvis, came up in order: 

Resolved, That, in the opinion of this Houte, the subject 
of the abolition of slavery in the District of Columbia ought 
not to be entertained by Congress. 

And he it further resolved, That in case any petition 
praying the abolition of slavery in the District of Columbia 
be hereafter presented, it is the deliberate opinion of the 
House that the same ought to be laid upon the table, with- 
out being referred or printed. 

The question pending was the following amend- 
ment, offered by Mr. Wise: Strike out all after 
‘Resolved,’ and insert— 

That there is no power of legislation granted by the Con- 
stitution to the Congress of the United States, to abolish 
slavery in the District of Columbia, and that any attempt 
by Congress to legislate upon the subject of slavery will 
b2 not only unauthorized, but dangerous to the union of the 


States. 
| Mr. JARVIS modified his resolutions as fol- 


‘lows: 
| Whereas any attempt in this House t> agitate the question 
| of stavery is calculated to disturb the compromises of the 
Constitution, to endanger the Union, and, it persisted in, to 
destroy the peace and prosperity of the country: Therefore, 
Resolved, That, in the opinion of this House, the subject 
of the abolition of slavery in the District of Columbia ought 


| 
| 
| 
i 
| 


| 


| 


| 


ii not to be entertained by Congress. 


And it is further resolved, That in case any petition pray- 


and, when the doors were opened, adjourned. 
to great inconvenience and distress. The loss of ` — 
the one class as much deserved relief as the other, | 
for in such a calamity no man could tell how far |, 
the losses extended. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Wennespay, January 13, 1836. 
Mr. HOWELL, from the Committee on In- 


valid Pensions, reported the following bills; 
which were read twice and committed: 


He confessed he had no || 
hesitation in extending relief in both cases, and | 
he had no constitutional scruples as to the bill. | 
Suppose the case of the commercial community | 
suffering by the breaking out of a war, or great 
losses having been occasioned by inundations of || Beckman; and 

the Mississippi; one half of your debtors under | A bill for the relicf of Colonel Gideon Morgan 
such circumstances apply for relief, and you grant |; of the State of Tennessee, aes 
it; the other half tell you that they have suffered | Mr. ASHLEY, from the Committee on Indian 


as much in consequence of the losses sustained |’ Affairs, reported a bill for the relief of James ` 


by those to whom you have granted relief;—how i Alexander and Ira Ashe; which was read twice 


would you make the distinction between them? |. and committed. 
As there was a direct loss, and also a probable loss || Mr. PHILLIPS, from the Committee on Com- 


in consequence of it, they hada right to grant the „| merce, reported a bill making appropriations for | 
relief, and he was prepared to vote for the bill, ; the erection of custom-houses at Gosport and | 


and against the amendment. t Plymouth; which was read twice and commit 

„Mr. PRESTON said the second section of the ' Mr. JOHNSON, of Kentucky, from the Coan? 
bill was virtually a regulation of commerce, and | mittee on Military Affairs, reported a bill allowing 
gave a preference over the port of New York. || rations to Brigadier General John E. Wool, 
Yt was, therefore, to his mind unconstitutional, ‘| Inspector General of the United States Army; 
and he could not vote for it. Mr. P. read the || which was read twice and committed. j 
clause of the Constitution on that subject, which | , Mr. STORER, from the Committee on Revolu- 
says: ‘“ No preference shall be given by any reg- | tionary Claims, reported a bill for the relief of 
ulation of commerce or revenue to the ports of | Israel Ingle; which was read twice and com- 
one State over those of another.’’ | mitted. 

The question was here taken on Mr. Carnovn’s — Mr. CHAMBERS, of Kentucky, from the 
motion; and it was lost—yeas 9, nays 34; as fol-' Committee on Claims, reported a bill for the ` 
lows: | relief of the heirs of William Forbes, deceased; 

YEAS—Messrs. Brown, Calhoun, Clay, Cuthbert, Davis, which was read twice and committed j : 
Ewing, King of Georgia, Moore, and Preston—9. || Mr. EVERETT, from theC itte ia 

NAYS—Mesers. Benton, Black, Buchanan, Clayton, | Affai d 4 e Committee on Indian 
Crittenden, Goldsborouzh, Grundy, Hendricks, Hill, Hub- | airs, made a report adverse to the assage of | 
bard, Kent, King of Alabama, Knizht, Leigh, Linn, Me- | the bill from the Senate for the relict of Benja- | 
Kean, Mangum, Morri:, Naudin, Niles, Porter, Prentiss, | min Murphy, of Arkansas. J 
Tomlinson, Tyler, Wall, Webster, White, and Wnight—34. | Unfavorable reports upon various petitions | 

eG ee et |; Were made by Messrs. GRENNELL, WHIT- | 
; 3 gia, said it was perfectly ' TLESEY, BOND, MUHLENBERG, LAY of ! 


i 
! 


Robbins, Robinson, Ruggles, Sheptey, Swift, ‘Tallmadge 


A bill granting a pension to Theophilus E. ` 


= der. 
i been introduced. 


i ing for the abolition of slavery in the District of Columbia 


Hi 
| 
| 


be hereafter presented, it is the deliberate opinion of the 
House that the same ought to he laid upon, the table, with- 
out being referred or printed. 


Mr. ALLAN, of Kentucky, moved to lay the 
|| resolution, as modified, and the amendment on 
il the table. 
| Mr. GARLAND, of Virginia, asked for the 
|| veas and nays on the motion, which were or- 
| dered. 

Mr. PARKER ealled for the reading of the 
resolution, as modified; which was done. 

Mr. HOLSEY rose to a question of order 
' He was upon the floor when this subject was last 
, before the House, and he supposed that-he was 
i entitled to the floor, and that the motion to lay 
i the subject on the table could not be received 
: under the circumstances. 
The CHAIR said, if the gentleman had claimed 
‘the floor when the subject was first announced, 
: he would have been entitled to it; but as he had 
: not done so before, several gentlemen had risen, 
' and a modification of the resolution had been 


i 
vt 
y 
i 
| 
i] 
1 


i1 


i made: it was now too late to press his right to the 


floor. 

| Mr. MANN, of New York, inquired whether 
' the motion to lay the subject on the table was in 
order, a similar one having been made on a former 
occasion? 

The CHAIR stated that the motion was in or- 
Since the vote referred to other matters had 
I . . : 
The question on the motion to lay the subject 
on the table was decided by yeas and nays; as 
| follows—yeas 58, nays 156: 

YEAS—Messrs. Adams, Chilton Allan, Heman Allen, 
i Ash, Bailey, Barton, Beaumont, Bond, Borden, Brigg’, 
Buchanan, Carr, George Chambers, Clark, Corwin, Crane, 


| Cushing, Darlington, Evans, Fowler, Gravee, Grennell, 
Hannegan, Hard, Harlan, Hazeltine, Henderson, Heister, 
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Hoar, Howell, Hunt, Ingersoll, Janes, Laporte, Lawrence, 
Lincoln, Samp-on Mason, McCarty, Mchennan, Milligan, 
Montgomery. Morris, Parker, Dutee J. Pearce. Phillips, 
Potts, Reed, Russell, Slade, Spangler, Sprague, Sutherland, 
Underwood, Vinton, Webster, Whittlesey, Lewis Williams, 
and Sherrod Wiltiams—53. 

NAYS —Mossrs. Anthony, Beale, Bean, Beardsley, Bell, 
Bockce, Bouldin, Bovve, Boyd, Brown, Bunch, Burns, 
Bynum, William B. Calhoun, Cambreleng, Campbell, Car- 
ter, Casey, John Chambers, Chaney, Chapman, Chapin, 
Childs, Nathaniel H. Claiborne, John F. H. Claiborne, 
Cleveland, Coffee, Coles, Connor, Craig, Cramer, Cushman, 
Davis, Deberry, Denny, Dickson, Doubleday, Dromgootc, 
Effner, Everett, Fairticld, Farlin, Forester, French, Fry, 
Philo C. Futler, Willian K. Fuller, James Garland, Rice 
Garland, Gillet, Glascock, Granger, Grantland, Grayson, 
Griffin, Hatey, Joseph Hall, Hiland Hal, Hamer, Ham 
mond, Hardin, Harp:r, Albert G. Harrison, Samuel S. Har- 
tison, Hawes, Hawkins, Haynes, Holsey, Hopkins, Howard, 
Hubley, Huntington, Nuatsman, [ngham, Jabez Jackson, 
Jarvis, Joseph Johnson, Richard M. Johnson, Cave John- 
son, Henry Johnson, John W. Jones, Benjamin Jones, 
Judson, Kennon, Kilgore, Kinnard, Klingensmith, Lane, 
Lansing, Lawler, Gideon Lee, Luke Lea, Leonard, Logan, 
Loyall, Lucas, Lyon, Abijah Mann, Job Mann, Manning, 
Martin, John Y. Mason, William Mason, Moses Mason, 
Maury, May, McComas, McKay, McKeon, McKim, Me- 
Leng, Mercer, Miller, Moore, Morgan, Muhlenberg, Owens, 
Page, Parks, Patterson, Patton, James A. Pearce, Franklin 
Pierce, Pettigrew, Peyton, Phelps, Pickens, Pinckney, 
Rencher, John Reynolds, Joseph Reynolds, Roane, Rogers, 
Seymour, William B. Shepard, Augustine H. Shepperd, 
Shields, Shinn, Speight, Steele, Siorer, Taliaferro, Taylor, 


John Thomzon, Waddy Thompson, Touce¥, Towns, Tur- | 


ner, Turrill, Vanderpoel, Wagener, Ward, Wardwell, 
Weeks, White, and Wise—156. 


table. 

Mr. HOLSEY obtained the floor. 

Mr. CAMLBRELENG suggested to the gentle- 
man to postpone his remarks, inasmuch as the 
morning hour was about to expire. 

Mr. HOLSEY said it was evident that it would 
be almost impossible to arrive at a decision on this 
subject, if they were to be restricted to a small 
portion of the morning hour. Under these cir- 
cumstances, he would move to postpone the further 
consideration of the subject until Tuesday next, 
and that it be made the special order for that day. 

Mr. PINCKNEY moved to print the resolution 
and amendment. 

Mr. PARAS moved to postpone the subject, 
and make it the special order for to-morrow. 

Mr. OWENS hoped his colleague [Mr. HoL- 
sey] would accept the latter proposition as a mod- 
ification of his motion. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Kentucky, reminded gen- 
tlemen that he contemplated asking the House to 
consider the fortification bill to-morrow. He 
hoped the motion to postpone until Tuesday 
wonld prevail, or that the gentleman from Maine 
would withdraw his motion. 

Mr. PARKS said he would be glad to comply 
with the request of the gentleman from Kentucky, 
-Mr. Jounson;] but he must be excused. The 
peace and quiet of the country required that this 
question should be speedily settled. 

Mr. CAMBRELENG was in favor of the post- 
ponement until Tuesday, with a view that the 
appropriation bills should be in the mean time 
taken up and acted on. 

The further consideration of the subject was 
then post 
special order for that day, and the propositions 
directed to be printed. 

RULES OF THE HOUSE. 
. Mr. BELL suggested the propriety of dispos- 
ing of the amendments to the rules of the House 
before the House proceeded to consider the ap- 
propnation bills, to prevent embarrassment to the 
peaker of the House. 

Mr. MANN, of New York, chairman of the 
Select Committee on the Rules, said that he should 
call up the amendments at an early day. 
mean time, the rules which had governed the 
House for some 
and would remedy the difficulties suggested by 
the gentleman from Tennessee. 

SENATE BILLS. 


A bill from the Senate for the relief of the rep- 


resentatives of Robert Jouett, deceased, was read 


twice and committed. 

The amendment of the Senate to the bill from 
the House making an appropriation to repress 
Indian hostilities was taken up, and the bill and 
amendment committed. 

APPR PRIATION BILLS. 
Mr. CAMBRELENG moved that the House 


So the House refused to lay the subject on the `’ 


ned until Tuesday next, made the ' 


In the © 


ears past were now in force, : 


i resolve itself into a Committee of the Whole on 


up certain appropriation bills. 

Mr. BELL hoped the amendments to the rules 
of the House would also be included in the mo- 
tion, the consideration of which would not occu- 
py, he thought, more than one hour. 


Mr. CAMBRELENG expressed his surprise ` 


at what the gentleman said; for the subject of the 
rules and orders of the House never came up that 
they did not excite more debate than any other 
question. Why, there was one single amen - 
ment relative to the previous question, that would 
occupy a fortnight, probably, in the discussion. 
Under these circumstances, the gentleman must 
pardon Mr. C. if he could not give way. 

The motion was then agreed to; and the House 
accordingly resolved itself intothe Committee of 


the Whole on the state of the Union, Mr. Cov- `: 


wor in the chair. 
SEMINOLE WAR. 


The committee took up the bill returned to the ` 


House from the Senate with amendments, making 
| appropriations to repress the hostilities of the Sem- 
j inole Indians in Florida. ; 
|, Mr. CAMBRELENG moved that the commit- 
tee concur in the amendments of the Senate; which 
was agreed to. 


NAVY APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The bill was then laid aside, and the commit- 
tee took up the bill making appropriations for the 
naval service for the year 1836. 

Mr. C. moved to insert an item of $15,000, to 
defray the extra services for surveying the coasts 
and harbors of the United States from 1830, &c.; 
which was agreed to. 

Mr. C. also moved to strike out the proposed 
appropriation of $200,000 for the purchase of sites, 
and erection of marine barracks, near Charles- 
town, Massachusetts, New York, Norfolk, and 
Pensacola. 

Mr.C. briefly advocated the propriety of striking 
out the item on the ground of its being, in itself, 
an innovation, and probably unnecessary. It was 
thought by many distinguished officers that the 


corps itself was an unnecessary appendage to the ` 


Navy, and only requisite to keep up subordina- 
i tion, where the system of impressment prevailed. 
| The money was also required for the repair of 
' fortifications, &c. 
Mr. WISE and Mr. SUTHERLAND briefly 
defended the character and utility of the marine 
: corps. 
Mr. VANDERPOEL said, if a vote in favor 
' of striking out was to be considered as the ex- 
pression of an opinionon his part, that the marine 
corps was unnecessary, and ought to be dispensed 
with, he would vote against the motion to strike 
i out the item in the bill for the building of marine 
‘| barracks. He was not prepared, unless blessed 
with more lights than he now possessed, to give a 
vote, from which it might be inferred that he con- 


‘' sidered the marine corps useless. His honorable |i 


i colleagues had represented these marines as being 
a sort of amphibious creatures, belonging not 
strictly to the land or the water. Still he was not 
| aware that the Navy Department had recom- 
:: mended a dispensation with this corps, or that 
| the Navy commissioners, or the Committee on 
Naval Affairs in this House, had expressed any 
opinion against the uiility of this corps. He was 
informed by a member of that committee near 
him, [Mr. Wise,] that the Committce on Naval 
Affairs were decidedly in favor of the retention 
of this marine corps. For his own part, he had 
always understood that they were extremely 
:| useful and efficient in time of engagement. He 
| knew very little about the details of their duty, 
but he believed that they carried small arms, and 
when two hostile ships came within musket-shot 
of each other, a faithful and well-disciplined ma- 
' understood that one of the most gallant officers, 
,, Whose loss this country had ever mourned, had 
|i been killed by a shot from one of the encmy’s 
"marine corps, and he could not vote to strike out 
the section under consideration if he was to be 
| considercd as thereby indicating his conviction 
t| that the marine corps was unnecessary, and ought, 
| therefore, to be dispensed with. 
© Mr. BELL drew the attention of the committee 


' the state of the Union, for the purpose of taking ` 


rine corps must be very efficient. He had always , 


i to the items for making additions and improve- 
ments to the various navy-yards, amounting, in 
the aggregate, to upwards of $630,000. He 
thought not a dollar beyond the absolute neces- 
sary repairs shouid be expended, for, in case of 
an exigency, such as rumored, men and ships, 
and not navy-yards, were wanted. He thought 
at least this $200,000 ought to be stricken out, 
and the $60,000 too, unless the exigencies of the 
naval service required it, with which Mr. B. con- 
fussed himself not to be sufficiently versed to be 
able to say himself, 

Mr. PARKER thought, in case of war, nothin 
required more attention than our navy-yards, an 
he maintained that this was one of the most neces- 
| sary and indispensable appropriations of the 
| whole bill. Te hoped atleast the $600,000 would 
‘not be stricken out. 

Mr. MASON, of Virginia, said the question 

was not to dispense with the marine corps at all, 
but whether they should postpone, to some future 
period, the proposition to accommodate the two 
different branches of the naval service with dis- 
tinct barracks. He hoped the amendment of the 
| gentleman from New York would be adopted, 
and the item stricken out. He also drew the 
attention of the committee to the necessity of 
passing this bill as speedily as was consistent with 
its full deliberation. 

Mr. MILLER said a few words in favor of the 
amendment, 

Mr. CAMBRELENG stated that the item had 
not undergone the full examination of the Com- 
mittce of Ways and Means, for, if it had, they 
never would have inserted it at all. It did not 
belong to that committec, but to the Committee 
on Naval Affairs. It was a new matter, not be- 
longing to an appropriation bill. 

Mr. HARPER, of Pennsylvania, would vote 
for the amendment, because he did not desire to 
sec the marine corps ton much separated from the 
Navy, nor made a distinct branch of the service. 
Besides, he thought the proposition in other re- 
spects unnecessary, because there was plenty of 
accommodation for them already provided. 

Mr. WISE should vote for theamendment, not 
because the marine corps were not desired, but 
because they were more efficient where they were. 

Mr. VANDERPOEL said he should support 
the amendment for the same reason. 

The amendment was then agreed to, and the 
item stricken out. 

Mr, CAMBRELENG then moved to strike out 
the sum of »95u,0U0 ‘for the repairs of vessels in 
ordinary, and the repairs and wear and tear of 
vessels in commission,” and insert in lieu thereof 
the sum of 92,000,000 for the same objects. 

` Mr. C. said he was instructed to move this 
amendment by the Committee of Ways and 
Means, with one single exception; but, in saying 
this, he begged also to observe, without reference 
to the question of war, that he feared not to as- 
i| same the responsibility of the measure. Mr. C. 
referred to the state of our relations with Mexico 
i and with France, as a reason for requiring this 
additional appropriation for the Navy. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of South Carolina, said 
that the honorable chairman of the Committee of 
Ways and Means need not have been so super- 
fluous as to have declarcd that he was willing to 
assume the responsibility of this recommenda- 
tion. These are times (said Mr. T.) when it is 
the fashion to assume some responsibility, and 
in no case certainly more striking than this, The 
gentleman from Massachusetts (Mr. Apams] said 
the other day that these were times of change. It 

‘istrue Not only the powers of one department 
of the Government are assumed by another, but 
the appropriate duties of one committee are as- 
sumed by another. As to all matters of finance, 
it is my duty to look to the Committee of Ways 

‘and Means; but I have yet to learn to what au- 
thority reports from that committee are entitled 

: upon subjects appropriate to the Committee on 

! Naval Affairs, and the still more important Com- 

: mittee on Foreign Relations. I repeat, sir, that 

: the Committec of Ways and Means, on matters 

: properly belonging to it, is entitled to our confi- 

' dence, and the more so because the chairman of 

| that committee is a practical and successful mer- 

‘chant. But, sir, as to other matters, we have had 

i to-day a practical illustration in the subject last 
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: where all the lights | 


enough to create distrust on the part of the French - 
Chambers—enough to make them doubt about 
the treaty, and require them to look fully into it 
—when there is added to all this that our Minister 
first demanded $70,000,000, gradually came down 
to §25,000,000—like a Jew selling a yard of cal- 
ico—atter the demand of $70,000,000 accepted 
$25,009,000, and boasted (with how much of 
dignity and justice Edo not say) that even this 
sum would pay every cent due American citizens, 
(thereby acknowledging that his demand of the 
higher sum was not just,) and farther, that not 
more than onc fifth of the “rench claims was con- 
ceded? 

L have known a horse jockey to boast that he 
had cheated a gentleman; but a boast like this I 
‘rather think occurs for the first time in the history 

of diplomacy. What, sir, a boast of an advan- 
tage obtained in the settlement of a pecuniary 
claim; and that advantage, too, obtained by us 
from France, above all nations on the earth from 
which we should have desired it! No such ad- 
‘vantage was obtained, and the President says, _ 
“that the settlement involved a sacrifice, was |, 
known at the time.” Not surely known by Mr. | 
’ Rives, because he could not then have made the |; 
boast; but it surely ought to have been known by 
him. 
' ‘Was it not enough to excite the suspicions of 
the French Government, that our own negotiator 
‘had thus boested of the advantage he had gained 
—whether with or without cause is not material? 
In this state of things, late in the discussion, the 
difficulty is suddenly sprung, that cight millions 
had already been paid by the Spanish Govern- 
ment in the Florida treaty. The Duc de Broglio 
was unable satisfactorily to answer it, and said 
that “he had but a confused recollection of that 
treaty.” He who had made the treaty of in- 
demnity, whose duty it was to have known all 
about the Florida treaty, was unable to explain 
satisfactorily the difficulty. Under these circum- 
stances, was it to be wondered at that the treaty 
was rejected, and only by six votes, ina body of 
more than three hundred and fifty? What, then, 
sir? Was the treaty abandoned No, far from 
it. A national vessel is fitted out. The King 6f :) 
' France would not trust to the ordinary convey- ' 
ance, but sent a national vesse! to convey to our | 
Government the assurance of his continued and 
faithful efforts to procure the ratification, and of 
his hopes of being able still to accomplish it, and 
entreating that nothing might be done to add to ' 
the difficulties already existing. 

In this stage of the matter, the President, in his 
l : l ‘annual message, very distinctly intimates his 
and issues so infinitely important and momentous. — opinion in favor of reprisals on the property of 
Although, I repeat, I have serious apprehensions . French citizens, to avenge a ational wrong by 
that we may be involved in war, Iwill do nothing © the seizure of the property of private citizens; |! 
that may lead to it. As matters now stand, there : and this, too, shortly followed by the recommend- li 
is no cause of war; nor do I believe there is the || ation of our Minister in France, that our Govern- | 
slightest reason to anticipate that France will I ment should assume a high tone, and use strong 
strike the first blow. Itis with us to choose both ` language—very distinctly intimating that threats `| 
whether we are to have that war, and the time | would extort from the French people that which . 
for it. Let us wait for intelligence of the recep- their sense of justice had refused. Sir, I was ` 


e House 
If these 


thout reference to 
tus have inform- 


If necessary with ref- 
erence to those let us wait for 
information from the Executive, if, as an ordinary 
appropriation, as at present advised, they seem 
too large: if, with reference to our relations with 
France, they are too small. Give us but light, and 
we will be able to act understandingly, and ina . 
way that becomes this Congress, the guardians 
of the interests and the honor of the American 
people. Why, sir, have we not that information? 
Some gentlemen seem to have it—all are entitled 
toit. Who are we, sir, that are thus called upon 
to take a step that may have a most important 
bearing upon the highest interests of any people— 
a bearing, sir, upon the great question of peace 
or war? 

The Representatives of the people are a part of 
the Government, without whose concurrence no 
measure connected with this deeply interesting 
question can be adopted. It is our right to have 
—to demand, sir—all the information which may 
bein the possession of the Executive. Unless fully 
advised, and under the most inexorable necessity, 
I will take no step which may weigh a feather in 
the now nicely-adjusted balance of peace or war. 
I do fear, sir, that we may yet be involved ina | 
war with France. I am determined, for one, 
(and, if only one, that determination shall not be 
shaken,) that I will have no share in bringing it 
on. No, sir; when it docs come, I am resolved 
that I will be able to say to my constituents and 
the country—my hands are clear of it; you shall 
not say that I did it. Let it not be said, that, 
whilst I admit the possibility of such a war, I 
will not vote to prepare for it; not so, sir. When 
that war is inevitable, when the interest or the 
honor of the nation (its honor is its interest) shall 
demand it, and when I am put in possession of 
all the information on the subject, then, sir—and 
not until then—will I take any such responsi- 
bility; and not, sir, until I am so advised by that 
Department of the Government whose duty it is 
to advise me on the subject. I will not make war 
in this indirect manner, on the discussion of a 
clause in the appropriation bill; nor will I doany- 
thing that may have the remotest tendency to that . 
end, War with France, sir! the very idea would 
be ridiculous, if it did not involve consequences 


i tion. 


tion of the President’s message in France: let us astonished when I read that communication. I 
not add to the existing difficulties of an adjust- was surprised that snch an idea ever could have 
ment. The controversy with France is narrowed | occurred to any one, still more, sir, toa gentle- 
down to a mere point of etiquette and punctilio— man whose judgment ought to have been matured, | 
so narrowed down, sir, that, in such a contre- and who had the reputation of wisdom and expe- 
versy between two gentlemen, if I, as the friend : rience, and with a thorough knowledge of the 
of one of them, were to allow them to go onthe French character—a people, brave, roud, and 
field of single combat, and either were to fall, I - warlike, to a proverb. feel, sir, the extreme 
should i myself guilty of murder. i difficulty in speaking of this matter, without sub- ' 
When I use this strong language, sir, it is due : jecting myself toa charge of a want of American | 
that I should glance—and the time and occasion feeling; but, sir, whilst | am an American citi- 
only admit of a glance —at the origin, progress, _zen—an American Representative, I cannot dis- ` 
and present position of the controversy. By a |, regard the claims of truth and candor. [am not:;' 
treaty concluded with the French ministry, in- ` the apologist of France. I am, sir, the vindicator H 
demnity is secured for certain spoliations upon ` of justice and right; and am constrained to say '' 
our commerce; and, what is more, an important that all the difficultics in which we are placed -i 
- stipulation, and of great advantage to France, of ` have, in my judgment, arisen from the indisereet | 
the treaty of 1803, is surrendercd—a stipulation | warmth* of our own Government, and a course :| 
so important that the most distinguished mem- : of measures which I will not say may have | 
ber of the French Chambers, opposed to the ‘| been prompted by the high temper, strong and ` 
treaty, declared that he regarded the indemnity | often high impulses of our own Execitive-a | 
of $25,000,000 as nothing to it. Two separate | course nothing less to be regretted. Why, sir, | 
commissions, appointed by the French Govern- ` j ecall '| 
ment to investigate these claims, had, after labor- | 
ious investigation, reported the amount due us: 
to be about $13,000,000. A sum is agreed to be | 
paid nearly double that amount. Was this not ' 


i let me ask, this most unwise haste in the recall | 
| of Mr. Barton at this particular time? Why re- | 


! 


| A 
| * Mr. Tuompson used the word ag i iverna] 
bi gressors in delivering | 
| the speech ; but after Mr. SUTHERLAND’s rep! i 
eT a k LAN Bu 
' indiscreet warmth. ply substituted | 


move the only possible medium of communication 
between the two Governments before the arrival 
in France of the President’s message, which, but 
for that recall, would in all probability have been 
regarded as a sufficient explanation, as most 
surely it ought to be regarded? France took ex- 
ception toa supposed threat in the communication 
of the President to Congress. Ina similar com- 
munication sucha threat is disavowed; and France 
is bound to notice the disclaimer, conveyed in the 
same manner as was the insult, and puts herself 
in the wrong if she does not. 

But, sir, this matter has at last reached a most 
nice and narrow point of etiquette. The Pres- 
ident scouts the idea of making any explanations 
of his message; and yet such an explanation is 
made by our diplomatic agent, with the President’s 
approval, which eh he authorizes to be com- 
municated to the French Government; in other 
words, I will not make the explengiion myself, 
but the explanation made AR agent I adopt. 
Now, sir, is not this a quibbling unworthy of 
both parties? I think it is going far enough, and 
ought to have been accepted. Butis it upon such 


a point that two great and powerful nations are 


to plunge their people into all the horrors of an 
interminable ‘war—interminable, because it will 
be a war upon a point of honor, which neither 
can yield? Are human happiness and human life 
nothing? Is war a mere pastime, that it is thus, 
and for such causes, to be brought on? 

As to the French fleet which is said to have 


` been sent upon our coast, it does not in the slight- 


est degree move me from “my propriety.” If 
that fleet was sent to overawe and intimidate us, 
it would be a very different affair: then, sir, I 
would not even treat with France until the whole 
nation wascladinarmor. Issuch the fact? Has 
France in any one instance threatened us? No, 
sir. That fleet is not professedly sent to intim- 
idate, but to secure the commerce of French cit- 


_izens from reprisals—reprisals threatened by one 
` whose power over the action of our Government 


is known every where—one of the least of all men 
living given to child’s play—one very apt to do 
whathe threatens. If that threat be of a bold and 
daring act, under such circumstances, every obli- 
gation of protection due by a Government to its 
people, demanded some such measure of precau- 
So far from threats, has not the whole 
course of France been marked by a forbearance 
that would have been proper in no people having. 
a less unquestionable Baraeter for courage? Has 
not the French Minister, over and over, replied 
to the charge of duplicity and bad faith, and ex- 
culpated his King from it, when he would have 


| been justified in repelling it with scorn? 


[I disclaim allarguments drawn from a calcula- 
tion of the comparative amount of the expenses 
of a hostile collision with France, and the amount 
secured by the treaty. I agree fully with gentle- 


| men, that if the national honor, and our ability 


or our willingness to protect our citizens in all 
their rights, are involved, considerations of the 
cost are unworthy and degrading.*] If such an 
issue is presented, I will not condescend to say, 


' nor permit it to be doubted, what will be the 
, course of the people of South Carolina, in a mat- 


ter of patriotism, of duty, of honor. The whole 
world already knows whatit will be. The history 


of the State in all time past renders it certain to 
all what that course will be. 
: country engaged in the last war, the great cause 


Sir, when this 


of which was the impressment of American sea- 
men, and but for which that war never would 


: have been declared, South Carolina had scarcely 


a seaman on the ocean; but it was northern sea- 
men who were impressed—the national honor 
assaile !; and what was the consequence? War, 
sir, war; and so will it ever be, for a like or a 
sufficient cause. I see none such now. I will 
not contribute, by any vote which I may give, 
to create such a necessity. 

Mr. SUTHERLAND said he had listened to 
the remarks of the gentleman from South Caro- 
lina, [Mr. Tuompson,] and was astonished to 
learn that we had been the aggressors. Thear- 
gument of the Duke de Broglio was one of great 
ability, and fully sustaincd the justice of our 
claims; and was an ample answer to the sugges- 


* The lines in brackets are not in the speech as delivered. 
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tion in relation to our having obtained an advan- 
tage in our diplomatic transactions with France, 
At present, however, the fairness of our claims 
was no longer open for discussion. Every branch 
of the French Government had passed upon 
them. The King, the Peers, and the Chamber 
of Deputies, had all given their sanction to their 
validity. 

The papers containing the debate in the French 
Chambers, laid on our tables last year, had been 
circulated throughout the whole nation, and the 
merits of the controversy were distinctly under- 
stood by our countrymen everywhere. And 
although there might be a reluctance on the part 
of all to go to war with our “ancient ally,” still 
he felt satisfied, that to sustain our honor in this 
dispute there would be but one sentiment in the 
eventof such an issue. It certainly wasa subject 
of gratulation to know that this matter was so 
well comprehended by the people at large. With 
the President’s message, at the opening of the 
session before them, which they had received 
with great unanimity, they were willing to intrust 
the most delicate question of peace or war to the 
Congress of the nation. 

The chairman of the Committee on Ways and 
Means had, under an impression that the con- 
dition of the country required it now, moved to 
enlarge one of the items in the appropriation bill, 
with the view of increasing the naval force of the 
country. A short time since the House passed a 
resolution directing an inquiry into the propriety 
of this measure. To this enlargement of the ap- 
propriation, the gentleman from South Carolina 
objected. For himself, Mr. S. said he would vote 
for the proposition with great cheerfulness. We 
must look to the organs of the House, in a great 
measure, for information; and we find in this 
instance the committee, through their chairman, 
ask for the increase. This is not the time for 
very precise calculations as to the amount we 
may be willing to put at the command of the 
Government for the defense of the Republic. 

The gentleman from South Carolina saw noth- 
ing improper, in the course of the French, in re- 
lation to the recent orders of that Government 
concerning their fleet. Mr. S. said, whatever 
might be the design of the French vessels in sail- 


with sound policy for us to look to our Navy, | 


and in yae (perhaps he might say upon the 
verge of hostilities) to prepare for war, Under 
these impressions, he promised his humble aid to 
the committee in support of all the appropriation 
bills that went for a prompt and efficient defense 
of the Union. The Chicf Magistrate ought to 
have ample means to meet any contingency; and 


he saw no danger in committing them to his dis- ° 


cretion. We could not find safer hands. He 
had, during our last contest, given us a sure pledge 
of his patriotism and ability to carry on the mili- 
tary operations of the nation. His great skill 


manifested in the darkest period of a war that ` 
he ended so gloriously, will, in the event of a con- ; 


test with the French, do much to bring it toa’ 


speedy termination. The appropriation now 


asked is to be put at the command of General | 
Jackson, and I am the more willing to commit it | 


to his discretion, because, in my judgment, I be- 


lieve he never will recommend war with the coun- | 
try of La Fayette, unless a just sense of national | 
Mr. S. said, he was convinced |; 


honor requires it. 
that every section of the Republic would ardently 
support the war if we should be forced into it by 
the French Government. France, it was true, 
was an early friend, and to raise arms against 
her would require great provocation; but if her 
course leaves us no other alternative, why we must 
and will enter the lists with her. We hear much 
about the strength and improvement of the French 
navy—of the science and skill of her officers. 
This is doubtless all true, but argues the propriety 
of granting the appro 

mittee of the Whole House, Whatever may be 
the advanced condition of the French marine, and 
however gallantly they may sustain their cause, 
I have no fear that our “ star-spangled banner” 
will not come out of every conflict beaming with 
renewed luster. But I do not wish for war, and 
least of all a war with France, if itcan be shunned 
with honor. Atpresent, I think the question of 
war is not properly open for debate upon the 


4 


. overwhelming votes which he had received at 


Lan ta ii i! Carolina (Mr. Tnomeson] had said, that in every | 
riations before the Com- 


j or any other 


l 
i 


is 


‘amendment. When that time should arrive, if | 


Mr. BYNUM resumed. He said he was glad 


any gentleman from South Carolina, or celse- | the gentleman had qualified the assertion, Then 
where, should feel disposed to enter upon the dis- | 


cussion of its propriety, they will find themsclves 
met on all quarters by gentlemen who are pre- ; 
pared to sustain the country in such a crisis. I‘ 
quit this debate, under a firm conviction that, if | 
we should be compelled to assume a warlike atti- 
tude, the sons of South Carolina will pour out, 
their blood as freely as any other State in the 
Union, in defense of their much-wronged country. 
Mr. BYNUM said that he had not expected an 
attack on the measures of the Administration 
generally, on the subject of the propricty of an 
appropriation of an inferior magnitude ; but it 
could not be unknown to the House that a simul- 
taneous attack had been made elsewherv; and he 
could not allow the declamations of the honorable 
gentleman from South Carolina [Mr. Toompson] 
against the President and the policy of an Admin- 
istration to which he, in part, had contributed his 
humble support, to pass unnoticed, when he 
believed the President had acted as became the 
Chief Magistrate of the American people. Ít was 
evident, both in this House and elsewhere, that, 
in the contest with France, we are to have here a 
French party and an American party, than which 
there was nothing that he morc sincerely regretted. 
The game was up—it had been started in another 
part of the Capitol. It could not be forgotten by 
any gentleman in Congress that, during our last 
contest with Great Britain, there was said to have 
been in this country an English party—a party 
which made bonfires, and rejoiced at the defvat 
ofthe American arms. God forbid (said Mr. B.) 
that there should be a party now springing up 
among us who would rejoice at our defeats in a’ 
contest with France, if we should be unfortu- 
nately involved in a war with that Power; but he 
asserted that, from what he had scen, the Amer- 
ican people had aright to expect this—the symp- 
toms indicating it too manifest to be misunder- 
stood. 
A few years ago, the distinguished sage who 
now occupics the White House, was assailed on ' 
another occasion, with equal acrimony and viru- 
lence, by the same party, for the purpose of es- 


ing in this direction, he thought it would comport SER a Eka baud geod en pone oe 
? i 


from him. That party acted then upon the pre- 
_ sumption, that the ignorance of the people would 

admit of their being led away from the President 

of their choice by mere clamor and unfounded dec- 

lamation. Mr. B. then had said the people would : 
not sustain them—they had not done it; and the , 
great majority then in that House, in favor of 

the measures of the Executive, was the best living 

evidence of the fact; and he rejoiced that he had 

lived to read the testimony of the American people 

themselves on the subject, by the appearance of 

such an overwhelming majority of their Repre- 
sentatives in that House. If we had been car- 

ried off by the eloquent tact and abuse of the 

superior leaders of the Opposition, and he confesscd ; 
many were, we shoul 
set of men who were conspiring against the feel- 

ings and wishes of a great majority of the Amer- ' 
ican people, without the least concurrence of | 
sentimentor principle amongstthemselves. Deing 

foiled, however, in their attempts heretofore, they . 
have agrced to try and get up another hobby, and | 
have seized this occasion to vent their gall against ` 
one of the most patriotic individuals that has ever 
: lived in this or any other country, and who had 
done more for the sccurity of American liberty 
than any man now breathing—the assertions of 
| the gentleman notwithstanding—whose character 
‘the whole American people stood pledged to sup- 
‘port, and which they had vouched for by the 


' their hands more than once, for the first office in : 
the gift of the nation. The gentleman from South | 


position taken in relation to France the President 
‘Rad acted falsely. If Mr. B. was to infer from : 
i that, that the President had acted falsely with 
| France he denied it. The American President 
had not, nor could not act, falsely with France, 
ower living. 


have been led off aftera ` 


In behalf of the; 


: American people he denied it. i 


, Mr. THOMPSON explained. He did not in- 
i tend to say the President had acted falsely, but ; 
‘had taken false positions. 


it was a mere matter of opinion between the gen- 


` leman from South Carolina and the President of 


: (said Mr. B.,) ‘t 


. was to be expected. ”? 


the United States; and it would be for the great 
body of the American people to say, whether the 
President of the United States was right in the 
position he had taken, or whether the gentleman 
from South Carolina was right in that which he 
had taken. Mr. D. said he most cordially agreed 
in the remarks of the gentleman from Kentucky, 
[Mr. Hawes,] a few days ago, when he said he 
believed that much mischicf had grown out of 
speeches made here and elsewhere, through a 
mere spirit of opposition to the Executive. He 
believed it candidly and honestly. France be- 
lieved it, and for this reason, she had acted more 
obstinately, he had no doubt, than she otherwise 
would have done, in her refusal to pay our peo- 
pe the just debt, that she had wrongfully with- 
neld from them for more than twenty years. 
The gentleman from South Carolina had said, 
too, that if we were to go to war with France it 
would be a ridiculous war. As much as he was 
Opposed to a war with France, or any other 
power, he could not believe that it would be a 
ridiculous war. The characters of the parties 
concerned forbid such anidea. It had been said 
elsewhere, and repeated here by the gentleman, 
shall we go to war with France for five millions 
of dollars?—he would say yes, and for five mil- 
lions of cents, if it were necessary to maintain 
the honor and independence of the nation. He 
was astonished that such a position should be 
taken by the gentleman, coming from the quarter 
that he d.d —that it was the amount of mone 
for which a nation should alone go to war ! e 
hazarded nothing in saying that time would 
show, that the course taken by the President in 
relation to France was not only right, but neces- 
sary, for the honor and security of the rights and 
dignity of the American people. The American. 
people had given as far as public sentiment could 
e ascertained their verdict already, on this sub- 
ject, in favor of the course of their Government, 
and still the Opposition were catching at this and 
other hobbies to bolster up their prostrate and 
exposed condition. Mr. B. wished to make one 
remark here to an honorable gentleman of another 
body,and it became him to make it, coming from 
the State from which he did. He saw, ina public 
journal a few days since, some remarks, repre- 
sented to have fallen from that honorable gentle- 
man, in another part of this building, which was, 
at the House of Representatives 
was not the part of the Capitol where fair play 
He did not wish particu- 
larly to remark on the character of the author of 
the assertion, as he thought it at this time polit- 
ically anexcecdingly unenviable one. He took 
occasion, however, to say that the assertion was 
a calumny on the Housc, and was devoid of all 
truth. The House of Representatives was the 
only Democratic branch of the National Legis- 
lature, and from it the people of the country had 
everyting to expect, and little from the opposite 
body. 

The Democracy of the land had nothing to ex- 
pect from that quarter of this Capitol. It was the 
only germ of an irresponsible aristocracy in the 
Government, and it had in more than one instance 
showed an entire disregard of the will of the peo- 
ple. The gentleman from South Carolina had 
said the House was not so pugnacious as to adopt 
the admonition, that in time of peace we should 
prepare for war, and had said much, ironically, 
he supposed, of the pugnacious spirit of the 
House. 

Mr. B. said, he should really like to know 
when the honorable gentleman from South Caro- 
lina had become so pacific, and the party with 
whom he had acted so long. Buta few years 
since, he recollected well, that the golden cord that 
bound this holy Union together was upon the eve 
of being bursted asunder by the warlike spirit 
that had prevailed in a certain quarter of this 
Republic, and it was as much as the whole fra- 
ternity of the States could effect to suppress this 
spirit without the horrors of bloodshed. i 

Mr. B. said, he stood there the representative 
of those who went for their whole country. He 
stuck to no party longer than that party stuck to 
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the rizhts and interests of the country. When- [l House of A E ee it wee ey 
ever ho should see a disposition in any party to untruc; and he assumed here, In his place, the 
inst th interests, he would leave it. He , responsibility of pronouncing it false, no matter 
a R belone tò a party which was from what source it came. The responsibility 
fe. holt cinoma: and if the gentleman never sup- | must rest on another body. He said ee 
ports an Administration until he gets a perfect ; was not responsible for the rejection a that : : 
one, he feared he would be found to be an oppo- ; It had done all that it could do under the ro iar 
sition man for life. The gentleman has stated : circumstances of the case to pass it, and t ae 
also, that he could not take a single step for the were many present who aide and contribute 
defense of the country. He (Mr. B.) said, he their mite towards effecting it. He had voted 
was for taking steps for the defense of the coun- for the bill, and gave it his humble support. The 
try when he saw a dark cloud lowering over us, responsibility of the rejection of that bill could 
which threatened to inundate the whole land with not justly rest on this body. 
ruin. He was for providing a shelter from this But (said Mr. B.) I will return to the gentleman 
ortentous storm that hovered over us; wisdom, who has just taken his seat, to notice afew more 
e thought, dictated it, whether it should finally of his extraordinary remarks. 
burst, and pour out its contents on our devoted 
heads or not. , 
The gentleman had taken off much of the bit- 
terness of his remarks, however, by his explana- 
tions, and had gone far out of his way to censure 
the Cabinet for the part it had taken in this con- 
troversy, and had declared in every instance our 
Government had been the aggressor in the contest 
with France. (Mr. T. again cxplained.) Mr. 
B. was astonished to hear this censure uttered 
by an American tongue on an occasion like the 
present, when a war is threatened us by one of 
the most powerful nations on the earth. He 
wou'd say, as he had said before, that, instead of 
the President and the Administration being the 
aggressors in this unfortunate controversy, they 
had acted with great moderation and precaution 
on every occasion relating to that subject. They 
had relinquished claims for the purpose of effect- 
ing an amicable adjustment of the matter to an 
enormous amount; but that was even misrepre- 
sented. The distinguished gentleman who was 
charged with the negotiation of this matter had 
relinquished this much to the French Government 
for the sake of procuring peace and amity with 
that Power. The course which that Minister 
ursucd, was to be seen on the records of the 
House, as well as on the records of the Executive 
Department, and he hoped to live to sce justice 
done that distinguished individual. He viewed ; 
him as being one of the purest patriots of the |. discernment too correct, to be misled by mere 
age, aud he hoped to live to sce him the occupant || abuse and declamation to the disparagement of 
of the house so much desired by some gentle- one whom they had honored with their highest 
men and their friends. He thought the friends confidence. 
of the Administration had suffered themselves to 
be placed in a false position here by the superior 
management and tact of their adversaries. What 
is the contest now going on inthis country? He 


was for acting on very different principles from 
that recommended by the Father of his Country, 
“ In peace prepare for war.’ He thought this 
advice came with peculiar applicability at present, 
and never was there a time when this House or 
this nation could with more propriety adopt it. 
He had said that he did not wish, nor would he 
at this time be drawn, upon a mere collateral 
uestion, into the discussion of peace or war with 
“rance; but whenever that time arrived he would 
be as willing to meet the question as the honor- 
able member from South Carolina. He did hope, 
in the sincerity of his heart, that the question of 
eare or war would never be agitated by this 
ouse with France. He had always hoped and 


tions would be amicably scttled, but he could not 


therefore, to provide for the worst. He was sorry 
to sce evidences manifesting themselves not only 
here, but in another part of the Capitol, to throw 
every obstacle in the way of Government; and 
he sincerely regretted to see it persevered in with 
such pertinacity from a certain quarter. He be- 
lieved the whole efforts'of the party doing it 
would prove, as heretofore they had, to be abor- 
tive, and contribute more to expose the motives 
of that party. The intelligence of the people 
was too general in this enlightened age, and their 


j` attacks upon the measures of the Administration 
| so long as he supported it. He was in hopes 
|| that gentlemen who felt it their duty to oppose it, 
said, unequivocally, he viewed it as a contest | under any and all circumstances, would bring in 
between the Democracy of the nation and the |; some measure of a general nature, and not give 
advocates of an aristocracy, and they were right, | vent to their indignant feelings upon every minor 
in his judgment. It was a plain, direct contest; |' collateral question. He was satisfied in bi 
it must be plain to every intelligent observer |; mind, that the party with whom he acted was 
whether or not the people shall have the power |, ready and willing to mect their adversaries on 
to rule the nation, or those who conspire to lead |! any and every occasion 
them. : ; | a verdict had been given by the people—yes, the 
Here he wished to be permitted to remark, that || republican Democratic people—in their favor. 
this body should never have permitted the char- 
acter of the Executive to be reproached, as it had |! make against the party with whom he had acted 
been by another branch of the Legislature, when , in this House; it was, that they had sat here si- 
they were equally culpable, if i all, and partici- ;. lently and lct an issue be made up by another 
pants in the same measures for which they had body with the Executive. This body, at which 


witnessed volleys of abuse against the Executive , much had been aimed by another in another part | 
alone. He could not omit to remark ona subject, ': of the Capitol, should not have left the President | 


recently agitated elsewhere, in relation toa certain | to have contended alone againstit. No, (said Mr. 
measure, which would have gone far to put the | B.,) this House should have made war against 
country in a state of defense, and ready to give, them as the true representatives of the people, 
their encmies a hearty welcome whenever they |! and have met them in tho very center of the 
choose to visit us as such. Every American |. rotunda of the Capitol, if necessary, and have 
heart must have burned with shame for the failure |; there decided the question, whether the people 
of that measure, the consequence of which was | through their Representatives, were to prevail in 
now about to be felt; and he feared that the ‘| ruling this country, or a body not clected by the 
injury already resulting from it would prove fatal | people, nor directly responsible to them for their 
to the best interest of the country. The failure | conduct? An issue was now about to be made 
to pass the bill which was rejected last session, | up with those who fancied themselves beyond 
appropriating $3,000,000 for the defense of the: the 
country in case of a war, has been attributed to ` in defiance of the public will, and sustain them- 
the House of Representatives; and he thought it | selves. By an association of daring leaders 
time that this House should make upan issue with || coöperating to sway public opinion the whole 
another, as well onthat as on other subjects, and ; Republic had been convulsed. If the y 
let at once the question be decided whether the | in his opinion the public voice was 
Democratic or aristocratic influence is to prevail 
in this Republic. It had been asserted in another 
body that it was this House which had rejected 
that bill. It had been attempted to shove the 
responsibility of the rejection of that bill on the 


 lican institutions. He thought the time had nearly 
, arrived when it was necessary that the people 
i should essay their sirength, and teach those re- 


fractory men that their power was neither to be 


s own | 


The honorable gentleman from South Carolina 


believed, that the difference between the two na- | 


know it, and he thought it the part of wisdom, ' 


Mr. B. said that he deprecated any insidious 


They had done so, and || 
i| ‘The CHAIR announced a communication from 


', journed. 


on the House, as the only representative bod 
of the nation—the only one where the immediate 
voice of the people could be directly heard—not 
to shrink from its part of a responsibility that 
was attempted to be shuffled off on the shoulders 
of the Executive. 

The Executive had done all that the people had 
asked, and it was their duty to sustain him, here 
and elsewhere. Heretofore, however, he had 
been literally sustained alone by the people, and 
had proven to be almost the only true reflector 
of the public will. 

Here Mr. JARVIS rose, and observed that he 
perceived that the gentleman from North Carolina 
was much exhausted; and, in order to give him 
time to continue his remarks, he moved an ad- 
journment of the House; which was carried. 

The committee then rose, and reported the 
Seminole appropriation bill to the House, and 
its progress on the Navy appropriation bill, and 
asked leave to sit again on the latter bill. 

The amendment of the Senate to the Seminole 
bill was then concurred in by the House; and the 

: bill, as amended, was passed. 
‘ The House then, at four o’clock, p. m., ad- 


| insulted nor put at defiance by them; and he called 
! 
| 


IN SENATE. 
Tuunspar, January 14, 1836. 


Mr. KING, of Alabama, presented a memorial, 
signed by sundry citizens of Alabama, praying 
for the establishment of a mail route; which was 
referred to the Committee on the Post Office and 

| Post Roads. 

Mr. TOMLINSON presented the petition of 
Colonel Samucl Dean, praying for arrears of pen 
sion; which was referred to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

Mr. TYLER presented the petitions of the 
president and directors of the Bank of Potomac, 
and the president and directors of the Bank of 
Alexandria, praying for a recharter; which were 
referred to the Committee on the District of Co- 
lumbia. 

Mr. EWING presented the memorial of sundr 
merchants of Ohio, praying indemnity for French 
spoliations pa to the year 1800; which was 
referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. LINN presented the petition of François 
' Chattillon, praying confirmation toa tract of land 
: in Missouri; which was referred to the same com- 
mittee. 

SUFFERERS BY NEW YORK FIRE. 

On motion by Mr. WRIGHT, the Senate took 

\ up the bill for the relief of the sufferers by fire in 


ithe city of New York; and it was read the third 
time and passed. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 


the Department of State, made in compliance 


Yet (Mr. B. said) he had cause of complaint to | 


power of the people, how far they could go || 


a a ! 
i ) hushed, and | 
it would be idle to talk longer of our free repub- . 


|; quested to communicate to the ‘Senate any information he 


with the act concerning patents and useful inven- 
tions, transmitting a list of patents which have 
i expired within the last year, with the names of 
the patentees. 

(| Also, a communication from the Treasury De- 
partment, made in compliance with a resolution 
of the Senate of the 12th instant, transmittin 
i the returns last made by the Bank of the United 
| States and the deposit banks. 


i 
| RESOLUTIONS. 


Mr. HENDRICKS submitted the following 
resolutions; which lie on the table one day: 


| Resolved, That the Committce on the Post Office and 
Post Roads be instructed to inquire into the expediency of 
establishing a post route in the State of Indiana, from Piy- 
_ mouth, by Oakland, to Laporte. Also, a post route from 
| Michigan City, by way of Bailytown, Deor river, Robinson's 
: prairie, and the crossing of Kankakee, to Peoria, in Hlinois. 
i Resolved, That the Secretary of War be directed to in- 
: form the Senate what progrese, ifany, has been made under 
i the various appropriations for improving the navigation of 
| the Ohio and Mississippi rivers, in romovia a ledge of 
! rocks on the Ohio river, immediately below Shippingnort. 
| Mr. MOORE submitted. the following resolu- 
tion; which lies on the table one day: 
| Resolved, That the President of the United States be re- 


; may possess relative to frauds or fraudulent practices com- 


mitted, or attempted to be committed, on the sales of public 


lands, or Indian reservations, under any of the treaties re- 


i cently made with any Indian tribe—the character of such 
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fraud or fraudulent practice, if any, with the name of any i] 

officer of the Government charged with being in any manner `! 

connected therewith. ; 
SLAVERY IN THE DISTRICT. 

The motion made by Mr. CaLmovuy not to re- 
ceive the petition from Ohio, praying to abolish 
slavery in the District of Columbia, was next 
taken up in the order of proceedings; and, after 
some few remarks from Messrs. CALHOUN, 
LEIGH, and CLAY, it was laid on the table. 

NATIONAL DEFENSE. 

The Senate took up Mr. Benron’s resolution 
to appropriate the surplus revenues for purposes 
of national defense. 

Mr. EWING observed, that in the discussion 
which had grown out of this resolution, the res- 
olution itself had been, in a great measure, lost 
sight of by an attack on the Senate, in reference 
to matters bearing, in some degree, on the part 
he had taken. He purposed to say a few words 
on the resolution itself, and to give the reasons 
why, in his opinion, it ought not to pass, It 
proposed that the surplus revenue of the country, 
that on hand as well as that accruing, should be 
applied to the fortification of the lake and mari- 
time frontier, to the construction of armories, 
and the supply of the States with arms, the sup- 
ply of the General Government with the neccs- 
sary ordnance, arms, and munitions of war, and 
to place our naval defenses, including an increase 
of the Navy, navy-yards, dock-yards, &c., upon 
a footing of strength and respectability. Now 
what were they to understand by the terms made 
use of in this resolution? Suppose everything 
appropriated necessary for keeping up the civil 
list, for the military and naval establishments, 
and for other necessary and proper expenses of 
the Government, and they could have no surplus, 
so long as these expenses were necessary. The 
resolution implicd simply this: after expending 
all that was necessary for the purposes of the 
Government, including the fortification of our 
coasts, for our military and naval defenses, then 
the residue shall be applicd to these latter objects. 
Surely there could be no surplus until these 
wants were fully supplied. Although disposed 
to go as far as ay gentleman in voting appro- 
priations for the defenses of the country, he 
wished first to learn from the proper source what 
was wanted. Let the President (said he) send us 
word what is necessary for these purposes, and I 
am ready to vote the money; but after having 
done this much, I am not disposed to go for a res- 
olution contemplating the appropriation of a 
surplus to the same objects. The wants of this 
Government were not to be measured either bya 
surplus or a deficiency. Whatever its wants | 
werc, the country had the means to supply them, 
if the Treasury was deficient; and more than 
necessary ought not to be supplicd, even when 
there was a surplus. The surplus, therefore, 
ought to have nothing to do with the object of 
placing our national defenses on a proper footing. 

He had another objection to this resolution. 
Its object was to get clear of the surplus revenue. 
It was not for the Army or Navy, but purely to 
get rid of the money. What, then, would it ask 
of the Executive? Why, to apply the money to 
the fortifications, the Army and Navy, &c.; and 
the faster it was applicd, the better. This was 
the leading object on the face of the resolution. 
He was prepared, as he before said, to go as far 
as any gentleman in voting for appropriations 
for the fortifications, &c.; but there was a limit . 
to governments, when they would expend money | 
toany tolerable advantage. If (said he) we make ` 
appropriations to any considerable amount, part | 
must necessarily lay over, The unexpended bal- 
ance of former appropriations already amounted |. 
to eight millions; and that unexpended balance 
must greatly increase, if thirty millions of surplus | 
should be appropriated. ‘The whole of this sur- 
plus was then to be left to the Executive, to be 
applied to such purposes and in such manner as |! 
he thought proper, provided it was forthcoming 
when wanted for the purposes contemplated in 
the resolution. It was to be intrusted in the hands |! 
of the Executive for five or six years, at least; : 
for it would not be in his power to expend all 
this money atonce. Estimates and surveys must | 
Le made—materials must be procured and pre- |, 


pared, and laborers hired; all of which would | 


l 
i 


| objects not mentioned in the bill, and these addi- 
: tional appropriations were sent to the House where 
i it rematned from the 24th of February to the 3d ` 


` that bill could be 


, when that bill came in—they were not ina situ- | 
‘ation for legislative action, except on matters ` 


: three hours of its close, this il alaees was | 


; pass it? 
, unheard-of appropriation—a general appropriation 


require some time. It was but the last year that l! 
the paaieerat of War was not able to apply the 
amount of the unexpended balance in his hands, 
because he could not get laborers, as he said in 
his report; and if we appropriate this thirty mil- 
lions, (said Mr. E.,) how many years will it be 
before it is applied. 

It had been said that our frontiers were defense- 
less, our forts dismantled, our ships out of repair, 
and that we were not prepared for defense in case 
of aggression fromabroad. Why wasit (heasked) 
—why was it that we were in this situation? It 
now seven years since the present Executive had 
had all these matters under his control; he had 
received all the appropriations asked for, and how 
came it that Congress was not informed, from the 
proper quarter, of this defenseless condition of 
the country? On the 3d of March last it was 
that this much complained of fortification bill was 
lost, and who were they at that time who ought 
to be charged with its failure? Why, the answer 
was easy. There was too much business on hand 


_in pulling down the institutions of the country to 


build up fortifications. Many things had been 
pulled down, but none built up. We are told 
(said Mr. E.) that our frontiers are in a defense- 
less situation; and for seven years the Executive 
who tells us so has had the defenses of the coun- 
try in his hands. It was not for the Executive 
to tell them this, when Congress had made every 
appropriation he had asked for. Indeed, there 
was not a single appropriation refused, when the 
responsible person had stepped forward and asked 
forit. The Senate had been charged with having 
been a party or privy to this defenseless situation 
of the country. Now, what was the real state of 
the case? Why, there was a fortification bill that 
came up from the other House containing nearly 
all the necessary appropriations, but some were 
left out, among which was the Military Academy. 
He did not see the reason why this had been left 
out, unless it was among those institutions of 


' the country that were to be pulled down, though - 


he was aware that petitions had been sent to Con- 
gressagainst it. However, in the billsent from the 
other House, there was no appropriation for that 
institution, and many things wanted for defense of ` 
the country were left out of the bill. He recol- | 


. lected going to the other House for the purpose ' 


of seeing any communication from the Depart- | 
ments that might come there containing estimates | 
for what was wanted. It was late in February |! 
when that bill was reported in the other House. 
Everything asked for by the Departments was |. 
aceorded in that bill, and it was passed and sent to |; 
the Senate. The Senate passed all these appro- || 
priations, and passed additional appropriations for |! 


of March, and it was at dusk in the evening of | 
the same day that it came back to the Senate with | 
this appropriation of $3,000,000 for undefined | 


' been appointed, and requesting an answer. 


that those who voted for the bill would have hes- 
itated long before they so voted, when the respons- 
ibility was to rest on them. 

The Senator from Missouri [Mr. Benton] had 
referred a bill of indictment against the Senate 
belies the whole American people, and declared 
that they should know why it was that the coun- 
try had been left without the means of defense in 
the present crisis of our affairs; that his resolu- 
tion for that object had been voted down in the 
Senate. He could tell the Senator that he might 
put another item to his bill of indictment, for he 
should vote against the present resolution; but 
that whenever he called for appropriations for 
proper objects he would go with him, for fortifi- 
cations, for the Navy, and for all objects contem- 
plated in his resolution. But he would vote for 
it to come out of the integral revenue, and not out 
of the surplus revenue, though the French guns 
were pointed against the Capitol. But the Sena- 
tor said he had asked for a second appropriation 
of $500,000, which was refused. When that, 
matter was examined into in the Senate, the gen- 
tleman admitted that it was withdrawn; but this 
admission did not go abroad among those to whom 
his speech went. There the charge would stand 
against the Senate; and although the Senator him- 
self withdrew it, the charge would still remain. 
One word more as to this $3,000,000. The bill 
came from the House to the Senate, and after 
it had passed that body with amendments, it was 
returned to the House, with this $3,000,000 ap- 
pended as an amendment to an amendment of 
the Senate, (for it could not otherwise have been 
introduced, according to the rules of the two 
Houses.) Thus an appropriation exceeding the 
whole amount of approrrinons in the bill came 
into the Senate appended as an amendment to an 
amendment at that late hour. It looked as if it 
had been got up for some political, or for some 
great and pressing emergency. There was no 
pressing emergency, and therefore he must sup- 
pose the former. Thc amendment was sent to 
the Senate, and promptly rejected. A committce 
of conference was asked by the House, and it 
was promptly given; the bill went back to the 
House, and nothing more was heard of it. Who 
were they that strangled the bill there? There 
were $800,000 of additional appropriations in the 
bill agreed to; and, after waiting a long time to 
hear from the House, a respectful message was 
sent to them, that a committee of conference had 

o 
answer was received. Was the Senate, then, 
undcr these circumstances, to blame for the loss 
of this bill? Was that body to be dragooned into 
voting for everything not recommended by the 
responsible officer, being charged with pertinacity 
or neglect of duty? It was not treating that body 
with becoming respect to make such charges 
against them. 

Mr. GOLDSBOROUGH said, that when this 
resolution was first introduced, he thought it was 


objects. Now, was it supposed by any one that || intended for some great national purpose; but 


ssed at that time? Leaving 
altogether out of the question the strong consti- | 


| when he saw it 
| tive attack on the Senate—an attack that had . 


erverted into a most vitupera- 


tutional objections to passing an appropriation of ‘| been accompanied with an air that comported 


such magnitude for undefined objects, and not |. 
recommended by the Executive, there were nota 


sufficient number of business hours remaining ‘i 


already matured. Why was this appropriation | 
thrust in at that late hour? If it was required for | 


;, the wants of the country, it was required three | 


weeks before. The Executive, who was ready to : 
take all responsibility on himself, did not require 
it—it was to be forced on him, as on the Senate; | 
but at the very last day of the session, and within | 


thrust in; and did they (said Mr. E. 


) expect us to f 
Surely not; no man did. It was an! 


for objects not defined, and not called for by the | 
Executive. Ifit had been for things authorized 
by act of Congress, it would have been mentioned, 
butit was.not. It would have been going quite as 
far as putting the power of making peace or war ; 
into the hands of the President as to have passed | 
this appro riation. The Senate could not do it; | 
and if the Senators, who had voted against it, had | 
been all Qut of their Chamber, he apprehended | 


with its character, he felt himself called on to 
notice it. 

The gentleman from Missouri [Mr. Benton] 
had accused them of a dereliction of duty in pro- 
hibiting this Government from adopting means of 
preparing a fleet to meet the squadron of France 
now approaching our shores. He pronounced 
the accusation entirely unfaithful to the Senate, 
and unfounded in fact and in truth. If the gen- 


: tleman’s proposition was intended to be national, 


he would make a proposition still more national. 
He then moved the following amendment: 
Strike out all of the first resolution after the word “ Re- 


This amendment (he said) had the advantage 
over the resolutions offered by the Senator from 


| Missouri, [Mr. Benron,] in not being confined 


to the surplus revenue, and would not interfere 
with the proposition of the Senator from Ken- 
tucky, [Mr. Cray,] and the Senator from South 
Carolina, [Mr. Carnoun,] to distribute the sur- 
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plus revenue among the States, which he believed | 
was a favorite measure of the people of the Uni- | 
ted States. The Senator from Missouri had com- 
menced his attack upon the Senate by telling 
them of a report made by a certain French officer 
to the Chamber of Deputies; and of its reception ° 
in the Chamber of Deputies: and of a certain 
French journal, in which we are told thata French 
fect is coming, which would, from its superior 
size compared with ours, overawe us} and then 
had told them significantly that the Senate had 
failed to make the necessary appropriation for our 
defense, and consequently our weakness would 
be exposed. There must have been something 
to elicit this project. Last year both branches of 
Congress had passed resolutions expressive of 
our peaceful relations with France. There was 
nothing that required any movement of this coun- 
try, and yet the Senator from Missouri had said | 
the Senate refused to grant an appropriation of | 
$3,000,000 to the national defense. How would | 
„they, within the past nine months, have appro- ; 
priated this $3,000,000? r 
than any that had been created before it., Mr. 
G. referred to the reports of the Secretaries of 
the Navy and War to show (he said) that the 
appropriations were equal to what was required. 
He then referred to the message of the President, 
where he speaks of the loss in consequence of the 
failure of the appropriation which passed one 
branch of Congress, and was lost in the other. 
Mr. G. said, if such were the views of the Exec- 
utive, they were not known to him, and were not 
communicated to the Senate. 

Mr. G. went into a detail of the progress of the 
appropriation bill. And (said he) when it was 
returned to the Senate with an appropriation 
of $3,000,000, the Senate were astonished; they 
wondered what news had arrived, and to what 
purpose it was to be applied, as there was nothing 
specific in it. At the dead of night a bill was 
returned from the House of Representatives 
containing an appropriation of $3,000,000, and 
the Senate gravely called on to vote for it! If, 


the Executive had wanted it, they would have | he had said against them? 


It was a humbug greater `` 


| The CHAIR (Mr. Kine, of Ababama) was not 
: aware that the Senator from Maryland had made 
any personal allusion to the Senator from Mis- 
souri, or he would have called him to order. The 


r Aissouri he con- . l : 
temari gk the Menata MOEA ii recommendation of the President that we should 


sidered were not in order. 

Mr. GOLDSBOROUGH rose to reply to the 
Senator from Missouri. If the gentleman means 
(he said) [Here the Cuair reminded the Sen- 


ator that he must keep within the rules of order.] ' 


' Then, sir, (said Mr. G.,) it is impossible for me 
to answer in order that which was said out of 
order. 

Mr. PORTER said, that it was with the deepest 
regret that he had witnessed the irritation that 


had taken place in the course of this discussion. ` 


_It was impossible for those who had been subject 
` to the charges made by the gentleman from Mis- 

souri to keep more within bounds in replying 

to them than the gentleman from Maryland 
had done. Very grave charges have been made 
: againstthem. The honorable gentleman from Mis- 
souri would recollect, he was sure, that charges 
» of this kind would fall hardly from any one, and 
ii more so from him. Must we (said Mr. P.) 


| humbly sit by when such charges are made, and |. 


say that every fact alleged was true to the letter? : 


|| But if (said he) we think they are not true, if we 
|, think the gentleman’s feelings have made him 
| mistaken, must we not endeavor to show him that 

he has been mistaken?—must we not endeavor to 

show to the American people, and to the whole 
_world, that the Senate of the United States was 
| God that it could be shown to the whole world, 
for the moment it was spoken there it would 
be taken down and sent abroad, wide as the region 
of letters. He was sure that as far as he was 
concerned, his only object was to show to the 
American people that he had performed his duty; 
and he would hold himself unworthy of the trust 
. reposed in him if he did notdoso. Did the hon- 
| orable gentleman expect that they would not show 

some warmth and sensibility with regard to what 
hey would be utterly 


voted for it. In ten minutes they might have |! unworthy of their trusts, if they were willing to 


had the information; but the Executive will was 
bolted up. The Senate would have been false to 
themselves to have voted for it. Theepithet had 
been applied to them, when the money was hang- 
ing on a hair and not asked for by the proper 
Department. He had thought it duc to himself 
and to the Senate to make this explanation. 

Mr. BENTON observed that the Senator from , 
Maryland, [Mr. Gotpsporoven,] who had just : 


|| sit down silently under the charges that had been 
|| gravely made against them. 
| The Senator from Missouri had read from his 
| place a speech made in the French Chamber of 
| Deputies, in which language highly reprehensible 
i had been used in reference to this country. 
could tell the gentleman that nothing could be 
` more calculated to produce irritation in the minds 
| of the people of one country towards another, 


resumed his seat, and himself, had some words | than for a member of a legislative body to read 
at the last session, which had placed him in a | in his place irritating expressions made use of in 
situation with respect to that gentleman of the |, the halis of another. Would peace, and ail the 
most scrupulous reserve. He believed it to be li virtues that were cultivated by it, long remain, 
the instinet of gentlemen, whenever anything had |, if such quotations were made? No; not even the 
happened between them of an unpleasant nature, || language of the highest officer of our Government 
to behave afterwards to each other with the most || ought to be carried to another country, to pro- 
ane Lae and scrupulous politeness. He be- | duce any lasting or abiding sentiments. As the 

ieved it to be the instinct of gentlemen to feel that :. gentleman had thought proper to refer to language 


from such atime they must stand upon a foot- || used in the French Chambers by a single mem- | 


- ing towards each other in which they could no | ber out of three or four hundred, would it not be 
longer give and take. Now, sir, the Senator as well (said Mr. P.) that we should refer to the 


from Maryland has repeated what he did at the 
last session; he has made a premeditated attack 
onme. He felt (Mr. B. said) no malice, nor 
any degree of irritation, for what was past; for 
if he was quick, he was at least free from malice. 
The gentleman at that time drew a picture which 
a thousand persons present believed to be drawn 
for him; which he (Mr. B.) felt to be drawn for | 
him; and he had been informed that the gentle- . 
man had then rehearsed the part he was about to : 
perform—the first part, but not the concluding 
part; for the gentleman denied that his picture 
was intended for him. From that time to the 
present, the gentleman has no right to make a 


personal allusion to me. If the gentleman choose | 


to wait a year, and then come forward to settle | 
an accountin which he may feel a balance against 
hin, it is for him, (said Mr. B.,) and not for me, 
to do so. 
brought out afterwards. The gentleman had now | 
made an affirmation contradicting what I have | 
said; but I tell the gentleman (said Mr. B.) that 
I know his affirmation to contain precisely as | 
mu truth now as I believed that his denial did ' 
then. 


I do not treasure up old things to be ` 


|| language used by the French Executive, who 
i might be supposed to know as much of the tem- 
:| per and feelings of the French people asany single 
‘| member of the Chamber of Deputies? Heasked 
‘if the language of the French Executive towards 
this country had not been kind and conciliating, 
and calculated to sooth the feelings of the Amer- 
ican people? These conciliatory feelings, he be- 
i lieved, were entertained by the whole French 

eople. It was impossible that the people of 
France could forget those ties of friendship and 
interest which bound the two countries together 


|| —it was impossible they could forget one of the | 
` brightest pages of their history, where the gallant `| 
nobles of France were found fighting side by side | 


with American freemen. It was impossible that 


` the gentleman could draw from the speech of a 


| single member of the French Chambers any- 
thing with regard to the general feeling of the 
ree people to this country. From this fleet 

ing 
hended that the Government of France was act- 
ing up to the hostile expressions made use of 
in the French Chamber. But he put it to the 


on our coasts, theegentleman had appre- | 


‘this French fleet might not have some rational 
object other than he had supposed? Why, our 
Executive, in his message, had recommended 
reprisals against France, in a certain cvent. 


Jow, it could not be believed that there was any 


seize upon the French property which came into 
the country relying on the faith of treaties. It 
was on the high seas that it was expected that the 
reprisals would be made; and it was apparent, 
therefore, that this fleet was sent to protect the 
French commerce in the West Indics, where they 
knew they werc vulnerable. Why should the 
French have any hostile feciing towards us? They 
had the money, and they did not want to pay it, 
Would they be so absurd as to send a fleet here 
to get rid of paying the money? Why, they had 
the money in their pockets already, without the 
aid of a ficet. The ficet was evidently sent from 
an apprehension that Congress would follow up 
the course recommended by the President, and 
not for any hostile purpose. He was anxious 
that the American people should know that there 
was nothing to excite the alarm that a French 
fleet was approaching our coasts. He did not 
exactly understand what was meant by our co: sts; 
but if it was supposed that the French islands of 
: Martinique cod Guadaloupe, to which this fleet 
was destined, was on our coasts, it was a wide 


‘| mistake; for they were full fifteen or sixteen hun- 


not guilty of a dereliction of duty? He thanked | 


He | 


| 
| 


| 
1 
Is 
it 
i 


dred miles off. But he was happy that he was 
able to say something to allay the apprehensions 
of the gentleman. We have received (said he) 
the Moniteur—the French ministerial paper—up 
to the 23d of last month, which contained matter 
that would satisfy the gentleman that this fleet 
was sent out to protect the French commerce, and 
that there was no cause to fear that the first act 
of aggression would come from France. [Here 
Mr. P. read extracts from the Moniteur.] It gave 
him (he said) pleasure to show this to the gentle- 
man from Missouri, to satisfy him that this ficet 
was purely defensive; that the French people 
considered there was no legitimate cause of war 
between the two countries; and that no act of 
aggression would come from France. 

Mr. P. here deprecated the evils of war, drew 
a vivid picture of the calamities attending it, and 
contrasted it with the biossings of peace. 

No one was more reluc tant than he was to press 
upon the time of the Scnate, but he was com- 
ieee to turn to the accusations made by the 

nator from Missouri. He must tell the gentle- 
man that he was mistaken as to facts. They did 
not bear him out in his assertions. He was not 
poor his assertions against the gentleman’s, 

ut he would turn to the records, which did not 


| Thank God (said Mr. P.) the American people 
shall know, for although truth might be obfus- 

cated fora time, and facts discolored through the 
i agency of newspapers, it was impossible but the 
, American people should ultimately know the truth 
‘at last. The gentleman said that his $500,000 
, was lost in the Senate—that the appropriation 
‘bill for fortifications was lost there. This he 
| (Mr. P.) denied. The bill was passed in the 

Senate, and the records would show that it was 
lost in the House of Representatives. It was 
‘sent down to that House with a committee of 
; conference, where it was lost; and how lost those 
‘who were the actors on that occasion could teil. 
| It was enough for him that the state of facts should 
: go to the American people, for them to judge of 
| them. Now it had been said that figures could 
not tell lies, and it was equally true that records 
could not tell lies. He could say that the records 
with the indorsements of the Senate could not 


i! ie, and he would proceed to show from them 


i that the bill was not lost in it. Mr. P. here ex- 
| plained the progress of the bill from the time it 
was reported in the House of Representatives, 
‘and its amendments, until it was sent back by 
the Senate. 

How was it (he asked) that the avowed friends 
of the Administration in the Twenty-Third Con- 


gress refused to use the $1,650,000 appropriated 


l: good sense and feeling of the gentleman, whether i! in the bill? If the danger was pressing, and the 


J 
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could not get all they wanted, why did they not | 
take less? This $1,650,000 could have been very 

rofitably employed on the fortifications, if they 
had thought proper to take it. It was not for 
him to explain the motives which occasioned the 
loss of this appropriation; but if an ill-natured 
man was to account for it, he would say for them 
something like this: ** Let us send this $3,000,000 
to the Senate, which is making war on the 
President, and is directed by party motives, and 
they will reject it at once. We can then put the 
responsibility upon them.” He himself did not 
say that such was the motive of the gentlemen 
who occasioned the loss of this bill, but he would 
say, that their conduct was utterly incomprehen- 
sible. 

Mr. P. concluded by saying, that he had been 
very unwillingly drawn into this debate; but he 
could not sit down under the accusations of the 
Senator from Missouri, without endeavoring to 
disabuse the mind of that gentleman as well as 
others. With respect to the particular measure 
brought forward by the gentleman, he could not 
give it his support in its present form; but when 
specific appropriations for the objects contem- 
p ated in the resolution should be recommended 

y the Executive, he would be prepared to give | 
them the most respectful attention. He was pre- 
pared to receive everything coming from that high 
quarter with the highest respect; and he would 
go as far as any man to put our national defenses 
upon a footing of strength and respectability. 

Mr. WEBSTER was not disposed to discuss 
our affairs with France. He was determined to 
wait for the receipt of information which, at a 
proper time, would be produced. He did not in- 
tend to anticipate the message on that subject 
from the exccutive department. What he was 
going to say was a mere analysis of the histor 
and progress of this appropriation bill. Mr. W. 
then gave a minute account of the circumstances 
connected with it, until its return from the House 
of Representatives with an amendment contain- ' 
ing this appropriation of $3,000,000. He re- 
membered the state of excited feeling when it was 
read. They had just opened the door from ex- 
ecutive business. He felt a degree of surprise; 
and, (said he,) under these feelings, I dare say I 
expressed myself with warmth. 


ure. I claim (said he) the merit of it, and when ` 
the expunging process begins, (said he,) I pray in 
mercy that my name may be left on the record of 
that vote by which it was rejected. A Senator | 
had said, that if the enemy had been approaching 
our country, he would not have voted for it. g 
say, (said Mr. W..,) if the enemy was at the door | 
of the Capitol, I would not have voted for it. į 


' was the session of that day. 


was as to fixing the time attwo years. The day 


They assembled at 


GLOBE. 


: twelve o’clock at noon, and it was the session | 


until the termination of the session of that day, 
if it should even be prolonged beyond the hour 
of twelve o'clock at night. Mr. W. referred to 
the President’s message, and said he (the Pres- 
ident) was not well informed when he said the 
bill had passed one branch of Congress and failed 
in the other. The bill was not lost in the Senate. 
It passed the Senate, and went into the House of 
Representatives, where it died in the hands of the 
House of Representatives, and it was there where 
its bones must be looked for. The President had 
said in his message that this failure to make an 
appropriation had delayed the progress of the 
national defense; a measure which was, to use 


_his own words, ‘‘in accordance with the views 


of the Executive. 


” 


Were they to suppose he 
had any other views than those connected with 
the public service. The injunctions of the Con- 
stitution were that he should give to Congress 
such information and such recommendations as 
he shall judge necessary and expedient. And 


' where was this recommendation to be found? 


Nowhere! The case had been strongly put by 
the gentleman from Maryland, [Mr. Gotpsspor- 
oven.) The President had not taken upon him- 
self the responsibility of telling them this meas- 
ure was necessary; and were they, therefore, to 
be told they were acting in alliance with the 
French flect, because they refused to act without 
such recommendation? He remembered well, 
that in the speech of the respectable member 
from Tennessee, [Mr. Wuite,}] he had asked 
where was the recommendation of the President 
for this measure? Were they, then, unsolicited, 
to be pouring out the treasury into the Presi- 
dent’s lap? It was no recommendation to him 
that there was such a rush of confidence as was 
manifested by the House of Representatives to 
pass anything. He objected to the propriety of 
the expressions used in the President’s message. 
If he had recommended this measure, and recom- 
mended it in that form, (said Mr. W.,) I would 
not have voted for it. Such an enormous sum of 


, Money was not to be trusted in the hands of 


A : eing chairman || 
of the Committee on Finance, I took the respons- || 
ibility then of moving the rejection of this meas- |; 


There were considerations which, when com- | 


He re- ; 
ported the agreement of the committees of the 
ouse and Senate on theamendments to that bill, 
and moved a resolution that the House be re- 
minded of the bill. The Journal of the House | 
was to be seen, and he would make no reference 
toit. There was no shuffling on the part of the ` 
Senate. He was not now speaking of the merits 
of the bill. The Journal would show that every- 
thing was done by the Senate to make it become | 
alaw. He would state what took place in exec- | 
utive business, as it might have some connection 
with the loss of this bill, In the course of the 
evening they were in executive session on the ` 
nomination ofa judge of the Supreme Court. The | 
nomination was rejected. The President said he | 
would make no further communication to the 
Senate that night. If the President could not re- | 
ceive any communication from the Senate, he | 
would not have received any bill. There was an ‘i 
idea entertained by some, that the President can || 
have no connection of an official character with || 
Congress after twelve o’clock of the last night of : 
the session, All members who had experiencc 
in former legislation would recollect that a great 
many of our laws had received the signature of 
the presiding officers of that Senate and House of 
Representatives, and of the President, aficr twelve 

o’clock. 


pared with this, did not weigh a feather. 


How was it that the power of the House of ; 
Representatives in Congress expired at midnight : 


any man, to use at his discretion. At the session 
before last he (the President) suggested the pro- 

riety of leaving the power with the President to 
issue letters of marque or reprisal at discretion. 
If these two contingent powers had been vested in 


` the hands of the President, we should at this time 
have been up to the ears ina war with France. Is i 


the voice of Mr. Jefferson forever silenced among 
his friends? Was this a specific appropriation ? 


Was an appropriation to military service gener- `: 


ally to be expended in whole or in part for mili- 
tary or naval service? Does not appropriation, 
as lawycrs say, ex vi termini, mean some specific 
purpose? He (the President) might raise an 
army out of the whole of it. It was in no just 
sense an appropriation. He dare not prophesy 


fare; but, Mr. President, (said he,) unless there be 
an adhesion to the principles, in and out of doors, 
that the Senate have sustained, then there are 


among the living those in the land who will record ` 


the last days of the Constitution under which 
you and I were born. 
Mr. CUTHBERT observed, that after the ex- 


abolished at Rome. The great dread at Rome 


‘was the dread of the kingly name, from which 


the Romans thought the greatcst danger to the 


, Republic was to be apprehended. The danger to 
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desire icone why did they refuse it? If they | on the 3d of March? All the Constitution said ‘Headers, who were men of established character, 


| of intellectual acquirements, and acknowledged 
standing in society; yet the course of these lead- 
ers was not to be impugned, lest (said Mr. C.) 
‘ we infringe the rules of order. 


: Here Mr. C. yielded the floor to a motion for 


adjournment, 
And the Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Tuorspar, January 14, 1836. 


Mr. CHAMBERS, of Pennsylvania, from the 
Committee on Private Land Claims, reported a 
bill for the relief of John McCarroll; which was 
read twice and committed. 

Mr. MAY, from the Committee on Private Land 
Claims, reported the following bills; which were 
read twice and committed: 

A bill for the relief of James Trumble; and 

A bill fot the relief of Michael Thornton. 

Mr. HUNTSMAN, from the Committee on 
Private Land Claims, reported a bill for the relief 
of Joscph Nerbert; which was read twice and 
committed. 

Mr. LEA, of Tennessee, reported the following 
bills; which were read twice and committed: 

A bill for the relief of Jesse Sykes; and 

A bill for the relief of William Hewes. 

Mr. MUHLENBERG, from the Committee 
on Revolutionary Claims, reported a bill for the 
relief of the representatives of Colonel Anthony 
Walton White; which was read twice and com- 
mitted, 

Mr. JANES, from the Committee on Revolu- 
tionary Claims, reported a bill for the relief of 
Elisha Lucas; which was read twice and com- 
mitted. 

Mr. TURRILL, from the Committee on Rev- 
olutionary Claims, reported a bill for the relief 
of the legal representatives of Tristram Cofin, 
deceased; which was read twice and committed. 

Mr. CALHOON, of Kentucky, from the Com- 
mittce on Roads and Canals, reported a bill for 
the improvement of the harbor of St. Louis; which 
was read twice and committed. 

Mr. LAWRENCE, from the Committee of 
Ways and Means, reported the following resolu- 
tion; which was agreed to: 

Resolved, That so much of the communication from the 
Seerctary of the Treasury of the J5th December last, as 
relates to the purchase of site and building a custom-house 
in Boston; to certain proposed improvements on the cus- 
tom-house lot at New Orleans; to opening a road through 

| the hospital grounds at Chelsea, Massachuzetts; and to 
building a wharf, and making other improvements con- 


nected with the custom-house at New London, be referred 
to the Committee on Commerce. 


Mr. LAWRENCE presented a petition in 
reference to the subjects embraced in the foregoing 
` resolution; which was referred to the Committee 

on Commerce. 

i Mr. BEALE, from the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, reported the following bills; which were 
read twice and committed: 


how long the Senate could bear this partisan war- ‘. A bill for the relicf of Henry Keefer; 


A bill for the relief of Bernard Pompilly; and 
A bill for the relief of Francis Bashford. 
Unfavorable reports upon various petitions 

were made by Messrs. CRAIG, BEALE, LAW- 

LER, CARR, HUNTSMAN, LEA of Tennes- 


' sece, MUHLENBERG, PATTERSON, and 


n EVERETT. 


: pulsion of the Tarquins, the kingly power was : 


Rome, however, was not in the kingly name, for : 


so odious had the name become, that in the very 
worst days cf the Republic it could never have 
been revived. Here was the error committed by 
the gentleman from Massachusetts—the dread of 


the kingly power, from which no danger could | 


be apprehended in this Government. - It was the 
patrician ciass, a moneyed aristocracy,.a combi- 
nation of their political leaders, seeking to estab- 
lish an aristocratic Government, regardless of the 


WEST POINT ACADEMY. 


The following resolution, submitted by Mr. 
. Hawes, of Kentucky, on the 7th instant, was 
| taken up: 

Resolved, That a select committee of nine be appointed 
‘to inquire what amendments, if any, are expedient to be 
. made to the laws relating to the Military Academy at 


i; West Point, in the State of New York, and also into the 


| expediency of modifying the organization of said institu- 


-| tion ; and, also, whether it would not comport with the 


i public interest to abolish the same, with power so report by 
bill or otherwise. 


Mr. HAWES said it would be recollected that, 


i them, but their report was made at so late a period 


| of the session, that it was impossible for the 
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rticular 
poe f last 


w submitted varied but in o 
the committee o 


the one adopted ite the 
that was in reducmg ) 
T. From the number of that committee, 
it was almost impossible to get them collected for 
business. The number was entircly too great. 
As this was a mere resolution of inquiry, he 
would say nothing of the abuses which existed 
in that department of the Government, but hoped 
the resolution might be adopted without debate, 
so that the committee might proceed to the duty 
ig them. 
senei ARDWELL said he thought that this 
subject ought to be referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. He believed that the committee 
of twenty-four which was appointed last session 
had investigated the subject fully. Their report 
was brought into the House, and it set forth all 
the facts which we wanted to know. He would 
therefore move to amend the resolution, so that 
the subject might be referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 


Mr. SMITH wished the gentleman from New | 


York (Mr. Warpwett] would give some sub- 
stantial reasons wh 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. It 
seemed to him that a special committee ought to 
be raised; but if the friends of the institution 
thought that a special committee would not do 
them the same justice which the Committee on 
Military Affairs would, and they would offer that 
as areason, he would withdraw his objections. 
As there were doubts about the organization of 
this Academy, it was desirable that a committee 
should be raised, which could devote as much time 
as possible in bringing out the merits or demerits 
of the institution. He believed that the Committee 
on Military Affairs would not have time, although 
they might have the disposition, to do the subject 
justice. He believed a special committee would 

o ample justice. 
New York would withdraw his motion, or that it 
would not prevail. 

Mr. BRIGGS thought that the subject had 
already been referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs by the general resolutions referring the 
different items of the President’s message to 
committees; and therefore inquired whether the 
present resolution was in order? 

The SPEAKER said that the present resolu- 
tion was one of inquiry, and he considered the 
reference of the President’s message as not ap- 
plying to the case. 

Ma BRIGGS then said he would vote for the 
amendment of the gentleman from New York, 
because he thought the subject ought to go to one 
of tae standing committees. It had been said by 
the gentleman from Kentucky (Mr. Hawes] 
that, in consequence of the number of the com- 
mittee of last session, it was almost impossible 
to get them to business. He thought the gentle- 
man labored under a mistake. That committee 
had a mecting early in the session, and appointed 
a sub-committee to investigate the whole matter, 
and that committce went industriously to work. 
After their investigation was completed, they 


made an elaborate report. The committee adopted : 
the report, which report was now on the files of | 
the House; and if gentlemen wished information ` 


from it, they could order it tobe printed. It was 
because this subject had been so recently and 


sity for further investigation. He would vote 
Sas ue amendment of the gentleman from New 
ork. 

Mr. REYNOLDS, of Illinois, remarked that 
the people he had the honor to represent in the 
State of Illinois took a deep interest in this sub- 
ject, and were he to remain silent on the occasion 
they would consider him derelict in his duty. 
They expected him, on all occasions, to advocate 
such measures as would tend to reform this 


institution, or to abolish it entirely. This was | 


the reason which induced him to rise on this 
occasion. 

It was astonishing to him (Mr. R.) that gentle- 
men, friends to this institution, were so strenuous 
and so much opposed to an investigation of this 
subject. If it be an institution founded on a 
proper basis, and conducted on sound republican 
principles, they need not fear an investigation; if 


it be of this character, an investigation will not || sent among them, there might be some fine offices |! 1 


the number of the | 


the subject ought to be ; 


He hoped the gentleman from ; 


iil 
fi injure it; neither time nor talents can prevail | 
l! against it. But the great dread of an investigation 


thing wrong in the institution. ` 

Mr. R. said his honorable friend [Mr. Briees] 
tried to stifle this investigation by his attempt to 
satisfy the Speaker that the subject was already 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
This was strong circumstantial proof that there 
was in this affair something notright. The other 
gentleman [Mr. Warpwe Lt, of New York] 
wished to have the subject referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. Mr. R. said he had 
he highest respect for that committee; but somet 
of them, and perhaps all of them, had already 
expressed an opinion on the subject, in a report 
favorable to that institution, and from this consid- 
eration were not so impartial asa select committee 
raised expressly for the occasion. _ a 

Mr. R. remarked, that an official investigation, 
and that made known to the people, would cause 
the institution at West Point to wither and die. 
Under its present organization, the young men, 
who ought not to be educated there, were the ex- 
clusive individuals that were educated in it; and, 
what is still worse, it was made a kind of monop- 


oly. The cadets educated there were the exclu- i| 8 


sive officers in our Army, right or wrong; they 
were the officers who were to conduct our armies 
to glory or disgrace; and it mattered not what 
deeds of valor the privates in the Army might do, 
they could not rise, as there were no places for 
them; the cadets filled all. A private soldier in 
the war which seems to be approaching us might 
do as noble a deed as the character of antiquity 
did who slew Goliah, still he could not rise one 

_foot in the Army. 

i He would appeal to the House, if every indi- 
vidual did not expect to rise by his merits? The 
gentlemen, (Messrs. Warpwe tt and Brices,] | 
like others in Congress, would expect to be re- 
warded for their meritorious conduct. His friend | 
from Massachusetts [Mr. Brices] nodoubt would 

_ be supported by his constituents for his moral 

‘and orderly course of conduct in Congress and 

| his assiduity to business. The same would a 

| ply to the gentleman from New York, (Mr. 

‘| Warpwe.t..] The principle was correct to re- 

: ward meritorious actions, and an institution or 

|; measures that opposed this principle were in them- ' 

‘selves wrong. 


Any person that would look at the report made |, 


| at the last Congress on this subject, would be | 
li satisfied that there was something not right in the 
| institution. If the friends of the Academy would 
| let that report be printed, and officially presented 
‘ to the people, that would be satisfactory. 

| Mr. R. said, he hoped, under all the cireum- | 
| stances, the motion of the gentleman from New | 
| York (Mr. Panonna) wona not prevail; but 
that the subject would be submitted to a select 
committee, under the resolution of the gentleman 
from Kentuck 


| 


| 
| 


ji question, but his friend from Illinois [Mr. Rer- . 
' notps} had said that the Committee on Military 
Affairs had expressed an opinion on the matter. | 
It was not the committee of the last session which 


` expressed that opinion, but the one preceding ; 


The committee of the present body had expressed | 


| lect committee had expressed opinions adverse to | 
i the institution. The last Congress had refused ; 
‘to print the report. He protested against having | 


i ought to go to standing committees. He was 

le to have the institution examined—yes, 
| probed to the core—but let it be done by the 

roper committee. He would say a few words 
|in reply to the gentleman from Illinois. Why 
; was it that all this objection came from the west- 
| ern States? It was, he thought, because all per- 
| sons in those States who had any topographical : 
|| knowledge, might expect some employment from | 
i| Government, which business is now done by the | 
| graduates of the institution at West Point, with- | 
; Out cost to the Government. If, however, that | 
|, institution was abolished, and those engineers not | 


was almost positive proof that there was some- : 


;, country. 


‘| that, which was a different committee entirely. |! 
thoroughly investigated, that there was no neces- | | 
i! no opinion on the subject; but it was very prob- j: 
ii able that some of those who would be on the se- |: 


` so many select committees on subjects which `| ee A 
y J i| communications from the State Department, in 
| 


for the young gentlemen of the western coun- 


try. No wonder that western gentlemen’s con- 
: stituents were in favor of abolishing that institu- 


! tion. 

© Mr. HANNEGAN hada few remarks to make 
‘on the subject. He wasa member of the sclect 
committee of the last session, and would say that 
it was not in the power of the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs to give the subject the attention which 
it required. The committce of last session made 
their report to the House, and the gentleman from 
New York, [Mr. WarpweE.t,] tells us that the 
House refused to print that report, Why did the 
House refuse? Because it required two thirds to 
make the motion to print, and the friends of the 
institution rallicd around it, and refused to print. 
That gentleman said that the West alone opposed 
that institution. He (Mr. H.) knew gentlemen 


. from the East, the South, and the North, who 


opposed it. That gentleman also said that the 
young gentlemen of the West expected good 
offices if the institution is abolished. He (Mr. H.) 
would be glad to have the offices given to those 
į who came from the ranks of the people, and not 
| to the sons of those who were now in high office. 
He hoped and trusted that the resolution of the 
entleman from Kentucky would be adopted, and 


that a thorough investigation might be had. 
Mr. HAMER said he could not see what possi- 
- ble objection there could be to the resolution of 
the gentleman from Kentucky. On one hand it 
was contended that it was one of the most aristo- 
cratic, and on the other that it was one of the best 
i institutions that ever was established. Why, 
then, not allow us to collect facts, so that we may 
be enabled to make up an impartial judgment on 
the subject? A large portion of the people of the 
‘ country believe that the institution ought to be 
‘abolished; then let an investigation be fully had. 
Mr. H. would say a word to the gentleman from 
New York, (Mr. Warpwe.t ] He is mistaken; 
the people of the West are governed by no such 
motives as those attributed to them by that gen- 
tleman. That gentleman admits that a band of 
men are sent out to fill all the important offices — 
men who are the friends and relatives of those 
who are in high station, and who have political 
influence. The sons of men high in office are 
educated at that institution, and those men are 
sent out to fill all the high offices in the western 
If the people of the Mississippi valley 
educate their sons at their own expense, why 
should they not be appointed to those offices? If 
they are capable, let them have the offices. He 
objected, and his constituents objected, to the ex- 
_istence of the institution in its present form. He 
therefore hoped there would be no objection to an 
investigation. 
Mr. MANN, of New York, desired to make a 
few remarks upon the subject before the House, 
but, as the morning hour had expired, he called 


‘| for the orders of the day. 
5 ‘| ‘The motion was agreed to. 
Mr. WARDWELL did not wish to take up | 

: the time of the House in discussing a preliminary | 


SUFFERERS BY NEW YORK FIRE. 


| oA bill from the Senate for the relief of sufferers 
by fire in the city of New York was read twice. 


(| Mr. CAMBRELENG said this bill was the 


i Same in substance, and differed only in words 
| from the one which was reported by the Com- 
i mittee of Ways and Means. It would not, there- 
. fore, be necessary to refer this bill to that com- 

mittee. He moved that it be committed to the 
, Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union; 
: which was agreed to. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 
The SPEAKER laid before the House two 


| reference to the expiration of patents for useful 
i inventions, and the applications for new ones; 
| which were laid on the table, and ordered to be 
printed. 


DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The bill making partial appropriations for the 
support of the Government for the year 1836, 
was, on motion by Mr. Camsrecene, further 
postponed until to-morrow. 


SUFFERERS BY NEW YORK FIRE—AGAIN- 


The House then, on motion by Mr. CAMBRE- 
ENG, resolved itself into the Committee of the 


in the chair.) 


Mr. CAMBRELENG said he felt it his duty ` 


to throw himself upon the indulgence of the com- 
mittee, and ask them to take up and consider the 
bill from the Senate for the rehef of the sufferers 
by the late fire in New York. His reason for 
doing so he explained to be, that the whole busi- 
ness of the custom-house at New York was ob- 
structed, and must remain obstructed so long as 
that bill was not passed, for every bond due was 
lying over, and no entrics could be made until 
those bonds were canceled. 

The bill (he said) as it then stood, and was sent 
from the Senate, did not embrace that provision 
which had before excited opposition in the House 
in relation to the surplus revenue. Its object was 
simply to extend accommodation to the debtors 
of the Government, who had been unable to pay 
their debts, from the loss of not less than twen- 
ty-five millions of capital in the city of New York. 
He therefore moved that the committee take up 
the bill from the Senate in relation to that sub- 
ject. 

The motion was agreed to; and the bill was 
read from the Clerk’s table, as follows: 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of ‘esentatives 
of the United States of America in Congress assembled, That 
the collector of the port of New York be, and he is hereby, 
authorized, as he may deem best calculated to secure the 
interests of the United States, to cause to be extended (with 
the assent of the sureties thereon) to all persons who have 
suffered loss of property by the conflagration at that place 
on the lôth day of December fast, by the burning of their 
buildings or merchandise, the time of payment of all bonds 
heretofore given by them for duties, to periods not exceed- 
ing three, four, and five years, in equal annual installments, 
from and niter the day of payment sp-cified in the bonds ; 
or to allow the said bonds to be canceled upon giving to 
the said collector, for the sums of the former, bunds re- 
spectively, payable in equal installments in three, four, and 
five years, from and after the day of payment specified in 
th: bonds to be taken up or canceled as aforesaid; and the 
said collector is hereby authorized and directed to give up, 
or cancel, all such bonds upon the receipt of others de- 
seribed in this section; which last-mentioned bends shall 
be proceeded with, in all respects, like other bonds which 
are taken by coilectors for duties duc to the United States, 
and shall have the same force aud validity : Provided, That 
those who are within the provision of this section, but who 
may have paid their bonds subsequent to the late fire, shail 
aiso b: entitled to the benefit of this section, and that the 
said bonds shall b2 renewed from the day when the same 
were paid, and said bebe refunded: And provided also, 
That the benefits of this section shall not be extended to 


any person whose loss shail not be proved to the satisfac- - 


tion of the collector to have exceeded the sum of 31,000. 
Sec. 2. And be it further enacted, That the collector of 
the port of New York is hereby authorized and directed to 
extend the payment, in the manner prescribed in the first 
section of this act, of all other bonds given for duties at the 
port of New York, prior to the late fire, and not provided 
for in the first section, as aforesaid, for six, nine, and twelve 
months, from and after the day of payment specified in the 
bonds: Provided, however, That nothing contained in this 


act shall extend to bonds which had fallen due betore the ' 


17th day of December last. 


Mr. CAMBRELENG explained that the only 
variation between this bill and that reported in 


the House, was as to the limitations, and the: 


more specific designation of the kind of property 
destroyed. Under former acts of this character, 
the amount of property destroyed merely was set 
forth; the Senate had, he thought, very properly 
inserted the qualification of property, and he 
hoped it would be approved of by the House. 
Mr. HARDIN said, as the Senate had made the 
alteration, none would be entitled to any benefit 
who had not sustained a loss to the amount of 
$1,000; and sufferers to that extent were to have 
a credit to the extentof three, four, or five years, 
without interest, that he understood. But he did 
not understand the proviso in the same clause, 
because it appeared to authorize loaning money 
out of the public Treasury, by way of renewing 
the old bonds. The money to be returned, with- 
out interest, upon three, or four, or five years, 
upon the canceled bonds, was nothing more nor 
less, he maintained, than loaning so much money 
to the merchants of New York who had goods 
destroyed to the amount of $1,000. The poor 
mechanic, the widow, the orphan, could derive 
no benefit from this bill. But he objected to it 
also on principle. He was opposed to loaning the 
public money, either with or without interest; 
and he denied the power of the Government to 
loan its public treasure in this way. He knew 
that bills had heretofore been passed for the relief 


. posed, was indeed to have been expected. It was 
_ to have been expected, that that jealous vigilance 


. would, in any event, occasion some opposition to 


| i: the bill ; but the friends of the bill still hoped that, 
of sufferers under a dreadful calamity at Carac- | 


cas, Alexandria, &c.; but that was done under | 


There were said to be some fifteen millions of 
roperty destroyed at New York; but the chicf 
oss had fallen upon the insurance offices, not 

upon the merchants. Probably not more than 

three, four, or five millions were lost by the mer- 
chants. The gentleman had said that more than 
one half the revenue was collected in New York 

—more than five millions of dollars. Well, all 
that moncy remained there, deposited in pet banks, 
and used for the benefit of the merchants of New 
York, without the Government deriving a dollar’s 

benefit. Mr. H. moved to strike out the proviso 
tothe first section. He said, also, he should move 
to strike out the second section, and then he in- 
tended to vote against the bill. 

Mr. GIDEON LEE, of New York, expressed 
his surprise at the unexpected objections he „had 
heard against the bill. Mr. L. entered intoa full 
detail of the particulars of the bill. The splendid 
city of New York, in the space of one brief day, 
had lost one fourth of her assessable property, 
not sixteen millions, as the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky insisted, but twenty-five millions at least, 
and what was asked? Not to restore this prop- 
erty, but merely the exercise of the common ob- 
ligations between debtor and creditor. Not to 
give them money, not to loan it, but they asked 
a rich creditor to postpone, for a time, its claims 
upon a debtor afflicted with an unforeseen and 
almost overwhelming calamity. Allthat the city 
of New York asked was accommodation till she 
could get the means of repayment. They asked 
it also on the relation of principal and agent. He 
could not believe that this magnanimous nation, 
with upwards of twenty idle millions in her 
Treasury, could refuse this small measure of re- 
lief now asked. 

Mr. CHAMBERS, of Pennsylvania, said, the 
only power existing in the Government, by which 
this bill could pass under the Constitution and the 


‘ laws, was the relation between debtor and credi- 
_ tor. He maintained that the money paid, the Gov- 


ernment was not only bound to hold it, but had 
no right to return it. Mr. C. should vote in favor , 
of the motion of the gentleman from Kentucky, 
UMr. Haroiy.] i 
Mr. VANDERPOEL said, that, appreciating ' 
and admiring, as he did, that humane, liberal, 
and high-minded feeling, which should ever char- | 
acterize an assembly composed of the Represent- 
atives of a greatand magnanimous nation, he had |; 
not permitted himself to doubt that the bill under į; 
consideration would pass, if there was no consti- 
tutional objection in the way of its passage. The 
greatest calamity with which the elements had 


n ever scourged any city on this continent formed 
|! the occasion for the appeal which was made in 
. behalf of many of the enterprising and ill-fated 
_ citizens of one of your commercial cities. 


The 
disaster was one of unprecedented violence, and 
gentlemen should nut too readily have been star- 
tled, if the remedies proposed had even exhibited 
some extraordinary characteristics, which he 
humbly conceived that the provisions contained in 
the bill did not do. To call.for chapter, and rule, : 
and precedent, and section, to justify means of | 
relief in such an emergency, would (he spoke it |: 
with all duc deference) be too stoical a requisition ; 
for the occasion. It would be a libel upon legis- | 
lation under free and constitutional Govern- `; 
ments, for it would be virtually saying, that, in 
legislation, the head could never approve what the `` 
heart most eloquently dictated. 

That the bill for the relief of the New York 
sufferers, frame it as you might, would be op-: 


over the public interest and the national Treasury 
which, salutary as it was in the main, so often |, 
detected objections and bugbears, which its own i; 
creative energies only produced —it was to have į 
been expected that this never-sleeping principle 


when honorable gentlemen came to weigh all the . 
arguments and considerations derivable, not only 


to him who had 


‘hopes, and annihilated the 


Were gentlemen aware that the statute-books 
abounded with precedents to justify the relicf 
proposed to be given by the first section of the 

ill, extending the credit upon the revenue bonds? 
He had collected a few, and he belicved only a 
few, of the acts which Congress had passed to 
relieve those who had been overtaken by such a 
calamity. In 1803, the town of Portsmouth, in 
New Hampshire, was visited with a destructive 
fire, and Congress on that occasion promptly in- 
terposed, and passed an act for the relief of the 
sufferers, similar in principle to the first section 
of the bill now under consideration, It author- 
ized the collector at Portsmouth to cancel the old 
bonds, and take new ones, and to extend the 
credit given by the old bonds. In 1807, it scems 
that Portsmouth was again visited by a similar 
calamity, and the like relief was given by Con- 
gress. In March, 1804,an act was passed for 
the relief of the sufferers by fire in Norfolk, sim- 
ilar to those which were passed in the cases of 
Portsmouth. It will be recollected that, in 1820, 
a fire swept away a considerable portion of the 
city of Savannah, and you will find, in your 
statute-book, a similar act for the relief of the 
Savannah sufferers on that occasion. Here, then, 
were precedents in abundance to justify the inter- 
ference of this House, if there was any weight 
in precedents, 

But, by examining these same statute-books, it 
would be found that Congress had not limited 
their relief against such calamities to the mere 
extension of the bonds given for duties, but had 
also, on various occasions, wholly remitted the 
duties on the goods destroyed, and that, too, on a 
principle that he considered to be entircly defens- 
ible. Under our system of indirect taxation, it 
was intended that the consumer should actually 
pay the duties ‘upon goods imported into the 
country, and if those goods were destroyed be- 
fore they went into the hands of the actual tax 
payer, it was right that they should be refunded 
thus, in anticipation, paid them 
to the Government. If Congress had then, ashe 
asserted on a varicty of occasions, remitted the 
duties, and the principle of such interpositions 
could be supported, he could imagine no difficulty 


: in supporting this bill on the ground of principle; 


a bill which did not at all propose to relinquish 
the debt to the Government, but only to extend 


' the time for payment of it. 


The gentleman from Kentucky, [Mr. Harpin,] 
and the gentleman from Pennsylvania, [Mr. 
Cuampers,] had objected to the bill because, as 
they scemed to suppose, it dispensed charity. 
He (Mr. V.) did not consider that the bill at all 


‘involved this principle of charity, Your great 
importing merchants were your agents to bring 


into the country the means of raising revenue. 
You were the.principal. The arm of your agent 
was crippled by a certain catastrophe, which no 
human skill could guard against; and the ques- 
tion was, whether you would let him sink, and 
be disabled from bringing into the country any 
more means to enlarge your revenue; or whether 
you would, by a little indulgence, encourage and 


; enable him to go on in his occupation of enter- 


prise, and bring from abroad new means of swell- 
ing your Treasury? All gentlemen would agree 
with him, that not one single dollar’s worth the 


‘less of forcign goods would be consumed in the 


reason of the immense mass of goods 


country, b 
A bein destroyed in New York. The 


that had 


“vacuum occasioned by the devouring element 


must, and would most assuredly, be filled up; 
not a coat less would be worn, not a cent’s worth 
of groceries the less would be consumed. What, 
then, would be the consequence to the Govern- 
ment? Why, sir, the Government would actually 
make money out of that which had blasted the 

propery, of so many 
enterprising individuals. It would realize the 
duty upon the goods destroyed, upon the goods 


; for which the bonds in question were given, and 


this, and be apt to go further, and make a new 
loan. Self-interest, if no better motive, would 
prompt him to do this; and was the arm of Gov- 
ernment so tied up, that it could not, in sucha 
case, do for its own interest what an individual 
would do? He did not believe that we were so 
lamentably impotent. 

Tt had heen remarked by gentlemen, that the 
proviso to the first section of the bill was objec- 
tionable, because it provided for cases where bonds 
had already been paid. He did not consider this 
objection at all sound. If we legislated at all, we 
should do it in such a way as at least not to be 
subject to the imputation of partiality. Why 
should not those sufferers who had been compelled 
to pay their bonds, participate in the bencfits in- 
tended to be secured by the bill, equally with 
those whose bonds were unpaid? They had paid 
because they could not enter their goods when 
their bonds laid over. Was this compulsory 
promptness—this inconvenient abstraction from 
those funds which were necessary to enable them 
to further prosecute their business, was this to 
operate against them? He hoped and confidently: 
believed that the bill would pass this House with- 
out amendment. 

Mr. McKEON said this was a national ques- 
tion, for it was a national calamity—a calamity 
that would be felt in the remotest sections of the 
country. And where could the sufferers go for 
relief or assistance, if they could not come there? 
The bill itself under consideration would only || 
afford partial relief. It provided neither for the i! 
remission of duties, nor for the loan of any of the |! 
surplus revenue. It provided for nothing more || 
than the relief which an individual standing in || 
the relation of a debtor, suddenly overtaken by an || 
unforeseen misfortune, would ask ofa rich creditor. | 
Mr. McK. referred to the report of the committee 
of merchants of New York, and read an estimate 
showing that $18,000,000 of property had been 
destroyed, not one half of which would be rcim- i 
bursed to the sufferers by the insurance companies, ; 
($8,759,000;) and little of that under a period of | 
six months. He defended the provisions of the 
bill, not merely on the grounds of justice, but ` 
of interest and policy to the country generally. 
New York had been a faithful agent in the collec- 
tion of the revenue, a statement of the amount 
of which he read to the House. Mr. McK. also 
replied at length to the objections to the bill. 

Mr. PICKIENS said no one felt more deeply 
than he did the catastrophe that had fallen upon ` 
the city of New York, the pride and ornament of 
the country; and he regretted that the obligations 
he owed to the country compelled him to subdue | 
his feelings of sympathy, and oppose the bill | 
presented for the relief of her citizens. The bill : 
was unconstitutional in two points of view. It | 
conflicted with two provisions of the Constitution. 
It first provided for the passage of arevenuc law, ` 
or, to a certain extent, an ex post facto law; and ` 
1t, moreover, gave one State a preference over 
another It encroached upon the provisions of ` 
the Constitution. Mr. P. maintained that the | 
case of Caraccas was not in point, for the Gov- `: 
ernment had no power, So in the case of Alex- | 
andria, the Government could only have consti- 
tutionally granted relief in that case out of its i! 


local treasury, and not out of the public Treasury. || 


: people of New York did not come to ask for | 


i the course that had always 


i, be afforded, he should vote against this bill in i| 


` with regard to local regulations of duties and ton- 


: passed to authorize the City Council of Charleston : 


: riotic and benevolent motives undertaken at their | yesterday, when this resolution was under con- 


` sideration, that he desired to 


the merchants of Cincinnati or Boston could come 
before the House with the same claims, under 
similar circumstances. The loss in New York, 
in reality, fell chiefly upon the insurance offices; 
and, if relief were extended at all, it should be to 
them, and not to the merchants alone. He again 
regretted that his sense of duty compelled him 


to vote against the bill; but it would be setting a 
precedent that would be dangerous in its conse- 
quences, and whose practical operation would 
have no end. Mr. P. referred to the practice of | 
the British Government, which never extended 
relief in the way contemplated by this bill since 
the great fire of 1666. . : 
Mr. MANN, of New York, replied to Mr. 
Harpy. He had hoped that this bill would have 
been discussed without sectional feeling. The 


charity at the hands of that House. She asked : 
only for common, simple, plain justice, not for `, 
charity—for that common justice meted out to ` 
every other part of the on Mr. M. defended 
een pursued by the 
State of New York, for her liberal policy and gen- ; 
erous and enlightened principles. Because, from 
her geographical situation, she was the largest 
commercial State in the Union, it did not follow 
that she should not have justice done toher. The 
bill under consideration proposed no bounty, as 
in the case of Caraccas, but provided nothing 
more than she had a right to ask, and what was 
as much for the interest of the country generally 
as for New York. Mr. M. defended the provis- 
ions of the bill, and replied at length to Mr. Har- 
pin. Mr. M. said it was well known that the 
larger share of the banking capital of the gentle- 
man’s own State came from New York. | 
Mr. UNDERWOOD felt a warm sentiment for |; 
the people of New York, and he was prepared |; 
to give them relief. He was prepared to remit | 
the duties on goods actually destroyed by fire, and |; 
that he believed to be the only relief that ought ;! 
to be granted. He did not look upon the import- |! 
ing merchants as paying the duties. The con- 
sumer paid; the importing merchant was the mere 
agent of the Government. Dutics were generally 
an advantage to the latter, who invariably pay 
more for the imported goods in proportion to the 
tax levied upon them. Believing the measure he 
had indicated to be the only relicf that ought to ;; 


every step, but the other he would cheerfully 
sustain; or he would vote for this bill if it was 
modified according to what he considered the only | 
proper mode of relief. ! 

Mr. BEARDSLEY did not believe there was i 
any constitutional objection to this bill, Mr. B. | 
read the two clauses of the Constitution before | 
referred to, and argued that there was no inequal- | 


on Bev lubonery 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
Friwayr, January 15, 1836. 


Mr. WHITTLESEY, from the Committee on 
Ciaims, reported a bill for the relief of John Cow- 
per; which was read twice and committed. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Tennessee, from the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means, reported a bill for 
the relief of the Lexington and Ohio Railroad 
Company; which was read twice and committed. 

Mr. HARRISON, of Pennsylvania, from the 


‘ Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported a bill 


granting pensions to certain persons therein 

named; which was read twice and committed. 
Mr. MUHLENBERG, from the Committee 

Claims, reported a bill for the 


relief of the legal represeutatives of Captain John 


: Winston, deceased; which was read twice and 


committed. 

Mr. MILLIGAN, from the Committee on Na- 
val Affairs, reported a bill for the relief of John 
S. Devlin; which was read twice and committed. 

Mr. CONNOR, from the Committee on the 


` Post Office and Post Roads, reported a bill for the 


relief of Patrick G:een; which was read twice 
and committed. 

Mr. LINCOLN, from the Committee on the 
Public Lands, reported a bill authorizing the Com- 
missioner of the General Land Office to issue to 
David J. Talbot, a patent for a quarter section of 
land in the State of Missouri; which was read 
twice and committed. 

Mr. FRY, from the Committee on Revolution- 
ary Pensions, reported a bill for the relief of 
Thaddeus Tuttle; which was read twice and com- 
mitted. 

Mr. LEA, of Tennessee, from the Committee 
on Revolutionary Pensions, reported a bill to pro- 
vide for paying certain pensioners of the United 
Statesat Pulaski, in the State of Tennessee; which 
was read twice and committed. 

Mr. LAY, from the Committee on Revolution- 
ary Pensions, reported a Fill for the relief of James 
Steel; which was read twice and committed. 

Mr. WHITTLESEY, from the Committee on 


_ Claims; Messrs. HARRISON, of Pennsylvania, 


and HOWELL, from the Committce on Invalid 
Pensions; Mr. HAYNES, from the Committee 
on Indian Affairs; and Mr. OWENS, from the 
Committee of Ways and Means—made unfavor- 
able reports upon various petitions; which were 
laid on the table. 

Mr. BELL, from the Committee on Indian 


rected to inquire whether any, or what, abuses or irregular- 
ities have taken place, or now exist, ia that branch of the 
public service which relates to Indian affairs; and that said 
committee, if they find it necessary toa full investigation, 


: have power to send for persons and papers. 


ity or local preference given to New York by this ` 


bill, Neither the remission of duties, nor an cx- | 
tension of time for their payment, applied to the 
prohibition of that instrument. The Constitution 
applied to the law imposing the duties that they 
“shall be uniform,” and that no preference was - 


given by this bill to the port of New York over | 


any other. 
Mr. SUTHERLAND referred to the case of a ` 


law passed several years ago relative to certain |: 


importations into the port of Charleston, South | 


‘Carolina, by which a duty of ten cents tonnage 


was imposed on all ships entering that port. This 
casc he adduced to show that for a long time past 
Congress had been in the habit of passing#laws |! 


nage. By the law Mr. S. referred to, the city | 
council of Charleston were authorized to impose `i 
a duty of ten cents a ton, for the temporary relief | 
of the sick there, &c. | 
, Mr. PICKNEY was in favor of the bill, and ` 
intended to vote for it. He gave a history to the | 
law cited by Mr. Sutwertann, which he said was | 


to complete a Federal work they had from pat- :) 


own cost. 

Mr. EVERETT moved that the committee rise ` 
and ask leave to sit again; which was agreed to. 
The committee then rose, and at a quarter to four 
o’clock, p. m., the House adjourned. 


following resolution, 


i league to 
H subject to a standing committee, and to suffer it 
| to undergo the investigation of a sclect committee. 


Mr. JOHNSON, of Tennessee, from the Com- 
mittee of Waysand Means, reported the following 
resolution; which was agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Clerk of the House cause to be pre- 
pared for the use of the Houses a tabular statement, show- 
ing the expenditure of the contingent fund of the House of 
Representatives trom the year 1820 to 1835 inclusive, under 
each material head of expenditure. 


Mr. HANNEGAN moved to suspend the rules 
for the purpose of allowing the presentation of 
resolutions of inquiry; which was objected to. 


WEST POINT ACADEMY. 


The House resumed the consideration of the 


submitted by Mr. Hawes 
on the 7th instant: 


Resolved, That a select committee of nine be appointed 
to inquire what amendments, if any, are expedient to be 
made to the Jaws relating to the Military Academy at West 
Point, in the State of New York, and also into the expedi- 


| ency of modifying the organization of said institution ; and, 


also, whether it would not comport with the publie interest 
to abolish the same, with power to report by biil or other- 


Wise. 

The question pending was the amendment of 
Mr. WrpWELLt, proposing to substitute the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs for a select committee. 

Mr. MANN, of New York, said he intimated 


? say a few words 
upon it. In the first place he wished his col- 
withdraw his amendment to refer the 


1836. 


In regard to this institution, (Mr. M. said,) 
there was a great disparity of opinions; and the 
subject was one of very considerable interest to 
the State he had the honor in part to represent. 
It was also of considerable interest to the various 
States surrounding this institution; and he found, 
to his surprise, during the last session, a strong 
disposition manifested by that portion of the 
Representatives coming from those States, thus 
located, to maintain this institution in every one 
of the charges made against it. At the last ses- 
sion of Congress a committee of twenty-four 
members, consisting of one from each State, was 
raiscd on the motion of the gentleman from Ken- 


j 
i 


i 


tucky, [Mr. Hawes,] to investigate the affairs . 


of this institution. ‘That committee appointed a 
sub-committee, whose labors had not been yet 
officially promulgated to this House or to the 


country. He had the honor to be a member of _ 


that committee of twenty-four, but not of the sub- 
committee; but he concurred partially with the 
views contained in that report, which was, to say 
the least of it, an elaborate examination of the 
institution from its earliest time. He knew that 
in doing that he incurred some censure froma 
portion of his own State, but he never had, and 
never would, flinch from any important duty he 
felt it incumbent upon him to perform there. 

Mr. M. said, in the examination of the trans- 
actions of this institution he had found much to 
censure. He believed if its friends on that floor 
would take the trouble to investigate it in the 
same way the committee did last year, they would 
find in it more to censure, in the principle of the 
establishment, than they were aware of. He 
knew very well that it was necessary to have 
military officers—they were highly useful at all 
times; but that was not the inquiry at present. 
The inquiry was, whether this institution should 
continue under its present organization? Now, 
there were abuses in this institution developed in 
that report—abuses of a character that would not 
find, he presumed, a single advocate on that floor, 
when they come to be promulgated. 

In his opinion, (said Mr. M.,) the 
on which this institution was established 
ganized was utterly inconsistent with the princi- 

le of all the other institutions in the country; 
out, because he thought so, he did not therefore 
desire to see its extermination. It was at variance 
with all our other institutions, because it was ex- 
clusive. It formed the only avenue by which the 
people of this country could approach the offices 
of the Army. 


rinciple 


could alone reach them, and that was not right. 


had perceived any reason—why a single individ- 
soar 
ual out of any part of this Union should be se- 


lected by a member representing that district upon |: 


this floor to be educated exclusively at the public 
expense; although he knew gentlemen would 
say,as they had heretofore said, that this was 
necessary, in order to acquire the best amount of 
military information in the country. There was 
no doubt that it was necessary to have this in- 
formation in the country, both in time of war and 
in time of peace; but could it not be secured by 
some other means? There was no reason why 
one individual should be taken and educated at 
the public expense. But, besides the principle, 
what wasitin practice? Why, we saw individuals 
continually pressing the Government in every 


quarter for admission into this institution, to be | 


educated professedly for the military service, but 
very frequently, too generally, with the secret 
design in their hearts of devoting themselves to 
the civil pursuits of society. This was another 
ground of objection in his mind, even if the insti- 
tution bestowed the military education required, 
because you sent a young man there witha fraud 
in his heart; and the course of education unfitted 
him for the performance of those duties incumbent 
upon civil life. You sapand destroy the founda- 
tions which should form the basis of his future 


system as prepared a young man, not for civil, 


but for a military life; and the first thing he had | 


to do was to unlearn almost everything he had 
learnt there. These were some of the objections 
that presented themselves to his mind. The 


and or- |: 


objection, however, to selecting an individual out 
of a population of forty-seven thousand seven 
hundred, and educating him at the public ex- 
pense, was one that he never had seen satifacto- 
"iy answered, for it could not be answered. 

ut (said Mr. M.) gentlemen might ask him 
what system could be adopted by this Govern- 
ment, in regard to that institution, so as to pro- 
cure that degree of military education they all 
agreed as requisite and necessary? Why, he 
thought it very simple, indeed. He granted that 
it was necessary this profession should be in the 
country at all times; but, in granting this, he 
did not grant that it should be procured by the 
means then existing. He would do this and then 
stop. He would support an institution like that 
at West Point, established perhaps on somewhat 
similar principles, and provide that the Govern- 
ment should erect all the necessary buildings, and 
establish the professorships, which should be sup- 
ported at the expense of the Government, and 


: there he would stop. He would leave it open as 
‘ every other institution of the country was, of a 


| literar 


character. He would do away entirely 
with the privileges which the present institution 


‘conferred upon the individuals who had passed 


; always 


a young man was e: 


throughit. He would leave the offices of the Army 
open to honorable competition, so that those best 
qualified should be selected by whatever means 
they have acquired their military knowledge. 
This would excite a proper competition, and the 
country would be benefited by it, and, in his 
judgment, better served than at present. He 
could see no reason why a man educated at this 
institution should be more peculiarly fitted for the 
offices of the Army than any other. What did 
experience—whatdid history show? Was it not 
that, whenever the country required the exercise 
or taae powers individuals possessing them were 

ound and elected by their confederates to 
defend their country, and those made the very 
best officers? iad did not follow that, because 

u 


the military schools at Paris, he, therefore, pos- 


: sessed more courage than any other. 


As the thing then stood, and as the report, ` 
when it came to be promulgated, which he hoped , 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


‘make a short explanation. 


111 


itself would vote for the original motion, and that 
his colleague would withdraw his amendment. 
Mr. PIERCE, of New Hampshire, addressed 
the House for a short time; but, without con- 
cluding, gave way to a call for the orders of the 


day. 
IMr. P.’s remarks will be given hereafter in a 
consecutive form.] 


DISTRICT BANKS. 


Mr. THOMAS, of Maryland, from a select 
committee, reported a bill to extend the charters 
of certain banks in the District of Columbia until 
the Ist of October, 1836; which was read twice. 

Mr. T. said, he was about to ask a favor of 
the House, before doing which he desired to 
The interests of the 
people of the District required that the bill should 

c acted on speedily. The extension of the 
charter of the banks would afford the select com- 
mittee time to get through with their investigation, 
make their report to Congress, and for Congress 
to act on it, and at the same time it would pro- 
vide for the wants of the community. It was 
almost indispensably necessary that the biltshould 
be acted on immediately, and it was one on which 
no debate could arise. He would, therefore, ask 
that the House now give the bill a third reading. 

Mr. WHITTLESEY said, that as the bill 
would elicit no discussion, it could not be neces- 
sary to go into committee; he would therefore 
move that it be now read. 

Mr. HAWES said, that the gentleman from 
Maryland [Mr. Tuomas] had stated that his ob- 
ject in extending the charters of these banks till 
October next was, that Congress might have an 
opportunity of acting on them. If the gentleman 


_ meant that this Congress was to act on the sub- 
: ject, he had extended the time longer than was 


cated at West Point, or in | i 
' guar e 


iit would, would show, this institution cost the |; 


| 
{| 
|i 


|! 


j 
i 
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; ment or misfortune—he cared not; 


i 


l 
t 


| 


- sary for the investigation of this object; in addi- 
course. Moreover, the system was just such a: 


young men; whether it sprung from abuse or not, : 


|, such was the fact when they looked at the utility 


produced by the expenditure. This, taken in | 
connection with another fact, offered an additional | 


It was the gateway, and the only |! ground of objection to the institution as it then ; 
gateway, by which any citizen of this country , existed. If Mr. M. recollected the reportaright, 
! it proved that not more than two out of five of all 
It was again objectionable to Mr. M.’s mind, », the persons who ever entered the institution had 


because he could perceive no reason—he never | 


stayed there long enough to graduate; and nottwo 
out of five who had graduated ever entered the 
Army; and when it was recollected that not two 
out of five who entered the Army stayed in it more 


| country by far too much for the education of these | 


necessary; and if it was the next session, the 
charter would expire before its next meeting. 

Mr. THOMAS said, that the time which the 
committee had adopted was a time which might 
inst all possible difficulty which might 
arise. He could not anticipate what the report of 
the investigating committee might be. It might 
be in favor of some institutions, and against 
others. In that event, it was necessary to have 
some time, so that new institutions might be put 
in operation. The present bill only extended the 
time ninety days after the termination of the ses- 
sion of Congress. He thought that under these 
considerations gentlemen would sec that the com- 
mittee could not have done otherwise. 

Mr. McKENNON said, he did not rise to pro- 
long debate, but he rose to congratulate the Com- 
mittee for the District of Columbia, because the 
select committee had reported a bill similar to the 


; one which that committee had reported last ses- 


: sion. 
i Committee thought that the charters should be 


than two years, he thought it conclusive that the :, 


utility of the institution was not commensurate 
with its expenditure. If Mr. M.’s memory served 
him aright, the report showed that every graduate 
coming from that institution had cost the United 
States more than five thousand dollars within the 
last ten years, and previously amuch larger sum; 
and he believed, within one year, the graduates of 
that institution had cost upwards of thirty thou- 
sand dollars. He did not know the cause of that 
immense expenditure. It mightbe by mismanage- 
ut it showed ; 
there were some extraordinary abuses in regard ' 
to the institution. Now, if there be any truth in , 
these statements—any truth in the reports that | 
extensively prevailed in the country, the institu- | 
tion was mismanaged and misconducted, and | 
ought to be investigated into and reformed. ! 
therefore, made an earnest appeal to his colleague | 
that he would withdraw his amendment, and per- | 
mit the subject to go to a select committee. 


He, !: 


Mr. M. made some further remarks in relation j; 


to the duties of the Military Committee, which | 


were too onerous to afford them the time neces- | 


He hoped the House would send it to a select ` 
committee, so that the institution, in all its bear- | 
ings, should undergo a full and complete investi- . 
gation. He hoped the friends of the institution ' 


| 


The only difference was, that the District 


extended one year, so that they might be pre- 
pared to wind up their affairs. 

Mr. PARKER asked, if the bill was now be- 
forc the House on its third reading? 

The CHAIR said that the unanimous consent 
of the House having been obtained, the bill was 
now before the House. 

Mr. PARKER said, that the bill would require 
more time than could be given to it to-day; he 
would, therefore, move that the further considera- 
tion of it be postponed till Thursday next; which 
motion was disagreed to. 

Mr. HARDIN madea few remarks in opposi- 
ion to the bill. Some of the banks (he said) had 
wound up their affairs, and in his opinion a good 
many of them ought to wind up. 

Mr. THOMAS said, that the select committee 
had not yet commenced their examination. They 
had waited to sec the wishes of Congress on the 
subject. If the House determined not to extend 
the charters of these banks, he was authorized 
by the committee to ask leave to sit during the 
session of the House. 

Mr. LANE said, that he recollected that one 


' of the reasons assigned for sending this subject 
tion to which many of the gentlemen on that | 
i committee had predispositions in relation to it. |. 


to a select committee was, that that committee 
would act more promptly than the Committeegpr 
the District of Columbia, . 
The select committee had now been raised 
some weeks, and nothing done. He believed the 
business would have been as promptly done by 
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the Committecfor the District. antic 
something more on the passage of this bill; and 
that was, that the committee would ask for a 
summer’s job, for the purpose of giving these 
bank affairs an investigation. ae i 

Mr WHITTLESEY said, as this discussion 
was likely to interfere with thc business set apart 
for to-day, he would move to lay the bill on the 
table; which motion was disagreed to. 

Mr. HAWES said, the gentleman from Mary- 
land had stated that the object of continuing the 
charters, was to afford the banks time to wind up 
their affairs. 

Mr. THOMAS explained. He did not say 
time to wind up their affairs, but to continue 
them in operation until Congress should act on 


them. s e 

Mr. HAWES said, that if the gentleman from 
Maryland did not give that as a reason, some 
other gentleman must have done so. He was 


willing to give them time, but he was opposed to | 
giving more than was actually necessary for an ' 


investigation. He would therefore move to amend 
the bill by inserting the 1st of July, instead of the 
Ist of October; which amendment was disagreed 


to. 
Mr. VANDERPOEL demanded the previous | 


question, which was not seconded. — ; 
Mr. PARKER was glad the previous question 
was not seconded. There was no reason why 
this bill should be hurricd through. He called 
upon gentlemen to show why the bill should be 
assed to day. The gentleman from Maryland 
fad let us into a secret which we did not know 


before; and that was, that Congress would be kept ' 


in session until July next—whether for the pur- 
pose of allowing the committee to examine the 
state of the banks, he could not tell. The gentle- 
man wants the committec to sit during sessions of 
the House. 
up a bill and pass it in this way. Why not post- 
pone it until next week. The bill had got before 
the House without his knowledge, otherwise he 
would have objected to its being taken up in this 


way. 
Mr. PEARCE, of Rhode Island, said this was 
an important question; and he hoped that there 


Mr. P. thought it was wrong to take _ 


would be no attempt to apply what was vulgarly . 


called the gag. Perhaps no question, involvin 
more important considerations, could be presented 
to the people of the District of Columbia. When 
the gentleman reported the bill, he must have had 
some object in view; and he thought it was this, 
that all thas charters expire in March, and ought 
to be continued until Congress could act on the 
subject. If this was the gentleman’s object, he 
would be willing to extend the charters till Octo- 
ber. Congress met in December; but every per- 
son knew that no action could be had for four or 
five weeks after the meeting. In the mean time, 
bankruptcies mightensuc. ¥f the institutionswere 
not to be rechartered, the sooner the public knows 
itthe better for all concerned. If there could be 
no action at this session of Congress, then some- 
thing like this bill was necessary. He had, how- 


ever, understood, from a person connected with | 


one of the banks, that they had all their papers |: 
ready which the committee would want to exam- |: 


ine, and if the committee would go to work, the 
whole business of that institution might be done 
in three hours. 

Mr. HUNTSMAN said, the gentleman from 
Rhode Island [Mr. Pearce] had supposed thata 
three hours’ examination was all that was neces- 


upon anything unless he gave it a thorough ex- 
amination, He was not of opinion that the banks 
of the District were more exquisitely nice in their 


manner of doing business than other banks. | 


There might be five or six banks which would 
require but little investigation, but then there 


more attention to ascertain whether individuals 


who had been debtors to the banks had not put | 


down their credit for the purpose of speculating. 
He would not say this was so, but it might be so. 


He would not desire such an investigation gone | 


through with in three hours. He neither had 
RE against the banks nor for them. Per- 


aps the gentleman from Maryland :hinks he will | 


stand a better chance in getting charters for these 


oi 


twenty years old, which was as it should be. If 


i ` z 1 
But heanticipated || banks at the next session of Congress. He be- | 
i lieved there was not a bank whose charter was | 


it should be the sense of the House to recharter | 


these institutions, it would take the committee 
some time to get matters in a proper condition to 
lay before the House. In that event, it would be 
necessary to have leave to sit during the sessions 
of the House. We would then be taken away 
from our business in the House. c 
a great disadvantage. Mr. H. had resolutions 
which had been drawn up for three weeks, and 
there had been no opportunity to offer them; 
sometimes the abolition question prevented it; at 
other times something else. Suppose we do pass 
bills rechartering those banks, then the Senate 
has got to act on them, and all this required time. 

The amendment of Mr. Hawes was then neg- 
atived. 

Mr. GILLET moved to amend the bill by 
reserving to Congress the right at any time to 
repeal the act; which was disagreed to. 

Mr. BROWN asked for the yeas and nays on 


This would be ` 


the question of engrossment; which were not 


ordered. 


Mr. HARLAN moved to amend the bill by : 
substituting the 4th of March, 1837, for the Ist `: 


of October, 1836, as the period to which the bank 
charters should be extended; which was nega- 
tived—ayes 61—noes not counted. 

The bill was then ordered to be engrossed, and 
read a third time this day. 

LIGHT-HOUSES. 

The SPEAKER laid before the House a com- 
munication from the Secretary of the Treasury, 
on the subject of light-houses; which was referred 
to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to 
be printed. 

SUFFERERS BY NEW YORK FIRE. 

Mr. CAMBRELENG expressed a hope that 
the House would suspend private business, in 
order to proceed with the bill 
sufferers by the late fire in the city of New York. 

Mr. WHITTLESEY said he should be very 
happy to gratify the gentleman, but he could not 
consent to lay aside the business of the day—the 
only one in which private business could be con- 
sidered. 

Mr. CAMBRELENG then moved a suspen- 


|, sion of the rules; which was negatived without 


a count. 
PRIVATE BILLS. 


The House then went into Committee of the | 


Whole (Mr. Warp in the chair) upon the fol- 
lowing bills: 


A bill for the relief of James Talford; 
A bill for the relief of Joseph Cooper; 


A bill for the relief of Thomas T. Townsley; | 


A bill for the relief of the heirs of Franzoni 
and Jardella; 


A bill for the relief of the representatives of | 


William Findlay; 
A bill for the relief of Marinus W. Gilbert; 
A bill for the relief of Jesse Smith and others; 
A bill for the relief of Richard Hardesty; 
A bill for the relief of Dayid Bartlett; 


A bill for the relief of William Baker, of New | 
, York; and 


A bill for the relief of Doctor William Baker, 


: of the District of Columbia. 


After the bills were considered, (one of which 


wa 9 |; was amended, ) the committee rose, and reported 
sary. Mr. H. was not willing to put his hand | 


to the House; when the amendment to the bill 


; for the benefit of Jesse Smith and others, was 
: agreed to; and the several bills were ordered to be 


engrossed, and read a third time to-morrow. 
The House again went into Committee of the 
Whole (Mr. Pierce, of New Hampshire, in the 


; chair) upon the following bills: 
were some three or four who had not been quite || 


so fortunate as their neighbors, and would require |: 


A bill for the relief of Daniel Whitney; 

A bill for the relief of Andrew Dodge; 

A bill for the relief of George Bender; 

A bill for the relief of Nathan P. Tatum; 

A bill for the relief of Benjamin F. Stickney; 
A bill for the relief of John McDonell; 

A bill for the relief of Henry Knowles, sen.; 
A bill for the relief of John Pollock; 

A bill for the relief of Danic! Homans; 


sentatives of Everly; 


A bill for the relief of Lieutenant Washington 


i} Seawell; 


A bill for the relief of Russ & Roach; and 

A bill for the relief of Jane Taylor and children, 

The committee rose, reported the bills to the 
House, and they were ordered to be engrossed 
and read a third time to-morrow. 

The House again resolved itself into a Com- 
mittee of the Whole, (Mr. Brigas in the chair,) 
and proceeded to consider the following bills: 

A bill for the relief of the representatives of 
Willie Blount; ` 

A bill for the relief of Laurentius M, Eiler; 

A bill for the relief of Moses Bliss; 

A bill for the relief of David S. Campbell; 

A bill for the relief of Saunders & Putnam; 

A bill for the relief of the executors of Charles 
Wilkins; 

A bill for the relief of Commodore John Downes; 

A bill for the relief of Stephen Crittenden; 

A bill for the relief of Jacob B. Gilbert; 

A bill for the relief of Jocl Sartain; 

A bill for the relief of the representatives of 

Thomas Beaucham; 
' A bill for the relief of Joshua Cullumber; 
A bill for the relief of Abner Stetson; and 
A bill for the relief of the Springfield Manu- 
‘facturing Company. ; 
The consideration of the bill for the relief of 
Commodore John Downes, after a few remarks 
by Messrs. Parker and GRENNELL, Was post- 


; poned; and the bill for the relief of the representa- 
! tives of Thomas Beaucham was amended, when 


The committee rose, reported the bills to the 
House, with the exception of the bill for the relief 
of Commodore Downes, (upon which the commit- 

, tee asked and obtained leave to sit again.) 


‘| The amendment to the bill for the relief of 


‘Thomas Beaucham’s representatives was con- 


' curred in; and the several bills reported from ` 


for the relief of the | 


i 
| 


|! To the Senate and House o 


| sion, I 


A bill for the relief of Pierce and Van Voorhis; |! 


‘ the Committee of the Whole were ordered to be 
engrossed and read a third time to-morrow. 


AMERICAN CONSUL AT LONDON. 


On motion by Mr. MASON, of Virginia, the 
House went into Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union, (Mr. Haynes in the chair,) 
upon the bill from the Senate allowing certain 
charges in the accounts of the American consul 
at London, 

After a few remarks of an explanatory char- 
acter, by Messrs. MANN, of New York, and 


, MASON, of Virginia, the committce-rose, re- 


ported the bill to the House, when it was read a 


| third time and passed. 
| ADJOURNMENT TO MONDAY. 


Mr. HANNEGAN askcd the consent of the 
; House to submit a motion for an adjournment 
! over to Monday. 

Objection being made, Mr. H. moved a sus- 
pension of the rule; which was agreed to—yeas 
107, nays 30. 

Mr. HANNEGAN then moved, that when the 
House adjourn, it would adjourn to Monday. 

Mr. GARLAND, of Louisiana, asked for the 
yeas and nays; which were not ordered. 


DISTRICT BANKS. 

_ An engrossed bill, extending the charters of 
| certain banks in the District of Columbia to the 

i Ist of October, 1836, was read the third time. 
_ Mr. BROWN asked for the yeas and nays on 
i its paana which were refused. 
Mr. PARKER moved an adjournment—ayes 
79, noes 63. 
The House then adjourned until Monday. 


IN SENATE. 
Monpay, January 18, 1836. 


| The following message was received from the 
' President of the United States, by Mr. Donez- 
; 80N, his Private Secretary: 


of Representatives : 

GENTLEMEN: In my message at the opening of your ses- 
| informed you that our Chargé d’Affaires at Paris had 

been instructed to ask for the final determination of the 


French Government in relation to the payment of the in- 
Í 
i| and that when advices of the result should be received, it 
A bill for the relief of Owen Rice, et al., repre- i] 


demnification secured by the treaty of the 4th of July, 1831, 


would be made the subject of a special communication. 
In execution of this design, I now transmit to you the 
papers numbered from } to 13, inclusive, containing, among 


i| other things, the correspondence on this subject between 
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our Chargé d'Affaires and the French Minister of Foreign 
Affairs, from which it will be seen that France requires as 
a condition precedent to the execution of a treaty uncon- 


ditionally ratified, and to the payment of a debt acknowl- | 


edged by ali the branches of her Government to be due, 
that certain explanations shall be made, of which she dic- 
tates the terms. These termsare such as that Government 
has already been officially informed cannot be complied 
with; and, if persisted in, they must be considered as a 
deliberate refusal oa the part of France to fulfili engage- 
ments binding by the laws of nations, and held sacred by 
the whole civilized world. The nature of the act which 
France requires from this Government is clearly set forth 
in the letter of the French Minister, marked No. 4. We 
will pay the money, says he, “ when the Government of the 
United States is ready, on its part, to declare to us, by ad- 
dressing its claim to us officially, in writing, that it regrets 
the misunderstanding which has arisen between the wo coun- 
tries; that this misunderstanding is founded on a mistake; 
that tt never entered into its intention to call in question the 
good faith of the French Government, nor to take a menac- 
ang altitude towards France ;” and he adds, “ if the Gor- 
ernment of the United States does not give this assurance, 
we shall be obliged to think that this misunderstandinz is not 


the result of an error.” In the detter marked No. 6, the ` 


French Minister also remarks, “that the Government of the 
United States knows that upon itself depends henceforward 
the execution of the treaty of July 4, 1831.” 

Obliged by the precise language thus used by the French 
Minister to view it as a peremptory refusal to execute the 
treaty, except on terms Incompatible with the honor and 
independence of the United States, and persuaded that, on 
considering the correspondence now subinitted to you, you 
can regard it in no other light, it becomes my duty to call 
your attention tosuch measures as the exigency of the case 
demands, if the claim of interfering in the communications 
detween the different branches of our Government shall be 
persisted in. This pretensioti is rendered the more unrea- 
sonable by the fact, that the substance of the required ex- 
planation has been repeatedly and voluntarily given before 
it was insisted on as a condition—a condition the more hu- 
miliating because it is demanded as the equivalent of a 
pecuniary consideration. Does France desire only a dec- 
laration that we had no intention to obtain our rights by an 
address to her fears rather than to her justice? She has 
already hadit, frankly and explicitly given by our Minister 
accredited to her Government, his act ratified by me, and my 
confirmation of it officiaty communicated by him in his 
letter to the French Minister of Foreign Affairs of the 25th 
of April, 1835, and repeated by my published approval of 
that letter after the passage of the bill of ijudemnification. 
Does France wanta degrading, servile repetition of this act, 
in terms whieh she shall dictate, and which will involve an 
acknowledgment of her assumed right to interfere in our 
domestic councils? She will never obtain it. The spirit 
of the American people, the dignity of the Legislature, and 
the firm resolve of their Executive Government forbid it. 

As the answer of the French Minister to our Chargé d'Af- 
faires.at Paris contains an allusion to a letter addressed by 
him to the representative of France at this place, it now 
becomes proper to lay before you the correspondence had 
between that functionary and the Scerctary of State, rela- 
five to that letter, and to accompany the same with such 
explanations as will enable you to understand the course 
ofthe Executive in regard toit. Recurring to the historical 
statement made at the commencement of your session, of 
the origin and progress of our difficulties with France, it 
wili be recollected that, on the return of our Minister to the 
United States, I caused my official approval of the expia- 
nations he had given to the French Minister of Foreign 
Affairs to be made public. As the Franch Government 
had noticed the message without its being officially com- 
municated, it was not doubted that, if they were disposed 
to pay the money due to us, they would notice any public 
explanation of the Government of the United States in the 
same way. But, contrary to these well-founded expecta- 
tions, the French Ministry did not take this fair opportunity 
to relieve themselves from their unfortunate Position, and 
to do justice to the United States. 

Whilst, however, the Government of the United States 
was awaiting the movements 
in perfect confidence that the 


mitted. | It was an attempt to make known to the Govern- 
ment of the United States, Privately, in what manner it 
could make explanations, apparently voluntary, but really 
dictated by France, acceptable to her, and thus obtain pay- 
ment of the twenty-five millions of frances. No exception 
was taken to this mode of communication, which is often 
used to prepare the way for official intercourse, but the 
suggestions made in it were 
inadmissible. Not being in the shape of an official com. 
munication to this Government, it did not admit of reply 
or official notice, nor could it safely be made the basis 
of any action by the Executive or the L 
Secretary of State did not think pro; 
because he could have no use for it. Copies of Papers 
marked Nos. 9,10, and 11 shew an attempt on the part of 
the French Chargé d’Affaires, many weeks afterwards, to 
place a copy of this paper among the archives of this 


8 


per to ask a copy, 


egislature ; and the | 


© ments of her Government, has acknowledged the validity 


| 


i| Government, which, tor obvious reasons, was not allowe 


‚į important to our existence as an independent nation, it is 


|| the people, must determine. I recommend the former, in 


i 
, in their substance, wholly | 


“Votume 3....No0. 8. 


d 

| to be done ; but the assurance before given was repeated, 
that any officia! commucicationwhich he might be author- 
ized to make, in the accustomed form, would receive a 
prompt and just consideration. The indiscretion of this. | 
attempt was made more manifest, by the subsequent avowal 
of the French Chargé d'Affaires that the object was to 
bring the lettcr before Congress and the American people. 
If foreign agents, on a subject of disagreement between 
their Government and this, wish to prefer an appeal to the 
American people, they will hereafter, it is hoped, better ap- 
preciate their own rights, and the respect due to others, 
than to attempt to use the Executive as the passive organ 
of their communications. It is due to the character of our 
institutions, that the diplomatic intercourse of this Govern- 
ment should be conducted with the utmost directness and 
simplicity, and that, in all eases of importance, the com- 
munications reccived or made by the Executive should as- 
sume the accustomed official form. It is only by insisting 
on this form, that foreign Powers can be held to full respons- 
ibility ; that their communications can be officially replied 
to; or that the advice or intcr.erence of the Legislature can, 
with propricty, be invited by the President. This course is 
also best calculated, on the ore hand, to shield that officer 
from unjust suspicions, and, on the other, to subject this 
portion of his acts to pubfic scrutiny, and, if occasion shall 
require it, to constitutional animadversion. It was the 
more necessary to adhere to these principles in the instance 
in question, inasmuch as, in addition to other important 
interests, it very intimately concerned the national honor 3 
a matter, in my judgment, much too sacred to be made the 
subject of private and unofficial negotiation. 

It will be perceived that this letter of the French Minis- 
ter of Forcim Affairs was read to the Secretary of State 
on the llth of September last. This was the first authen- 
tic indication of the specific views of the French Govern- 
ment received by the Government of the United States 
after the passage of the bill of indemnification. Inasmuch 
as the letter had been written before the official notice of 
my approval of Mr. Livingston’s last explanation and 
remonstrance could have reached Paris, just ground of 
hope was left, as had been before stated, that the French 
Government on receiving that information in the same 
manner the alleged offending message had reached them, 


would desist from their extraordinary demand, and pay the ` 


money at once. To give them an opportunity tv do so, 
and, at all events, to elicit their final determination, and the 
ground they intended to occupy, the instructions were 
| given to our Chargé d’Affaires, which were adverted to at 
| the commencement of the present session of Congress, 
' The result, as you have seen, is a demand of an official 
| written expression of regrets, and a direet explanation ad- 
| dressed to France, with a distinct intimation that this is a 
sine qua non. 
| Mr. Barton having, in pursuance of his instructions, 
„| returned to the United States, and the Chargé d'Affaires 
| of France having been recalled, all diplomatie intercourse 
' between the two countries is suspended—a state of things 
| Originating in an unreasonable susceptibility on the part of 
the French Government, and rendered necessary on our 
part by their refusal to perform engagements contained in 
, a treaty, from the faithful performance of which by us they 
: are to this day enjoying many important commercial advant- 
i| ages. ` 
|| “It is time thatthis unequal position of affairs should cease, 
| and that legislative action should be brought to sustain 
| executive exertion in such measures as the case requires. 
| While France persists in her refusal to comply with the 
| terms of a treaty, the object of which was, by removing all 
| causes of mutual complaint, to renew ancient feelings of 
| friendship, and to unite the two nations in the bonds of 
| amity and of a mutually bencficial commerce, she cannot 
| justly complain if we adopt such peaceful remedies as the 
| law of nations and the circumstances of the case may 
, authorize and demand. Of the nature of these remedies, 


i 


|, I have heretofore had occasion to speak ; and, in reference || 
_, to a particular contingency, to express my conviction that 
|| reprisals would be best adapted to the emergency then con- | 


| templated. Since that period, France, by all the depart- 


; of our claims and the obligations of the treaty, and has 
appropriated the moneys which are necessary to its execu- 
| tions and, though payment is withheld on grounds vitally 


| not to be believed that she can have determined perma- 
nently to retain a position so utterly indefensible. In the 
altered state of the questions in controversy, and under all 
existing circumstances, it appears to me that, until such a 

determination shall have become evident, it will be proper | 
| and sufficient to retaliate ber present refusal to comply with 
; her engagements, by prohibiting the introduction of French 
| products and the entry of French vessels into our ports. 
; Between this and the interdiction of all commercial inter- 


| 
| 


the French Minister, the Due de Bro 


I] and to the public; but whatever may be their object, we are 

|; not at liberty to regard them as unconnected with the meas- 

i| ures which hostile movements on the part of France may 

' compel us to pursue. They at least deserve to be met by 
adequate preparation on our part, and I therefore strongly 
urge large and speedy appropriations for the increase of the 
Navy, and the completion of our coast defenses. 

If this array of military force be really designed to affect 
the action of the Government and people of the United 
States on the question now pending between the two na- 
tious, then indeed would it be dishonorable to pause a mo- 
ment on the alternative which such a state of things would 
present to us. Come what may, the explanation which 
France demands can never be accorded 3 and noarmament, 
however powerful and imposing, at a distance, or on our 
coast, will, I trust, deter us trom discharging the high duties 
which we owe to our constituents, to our national charac- 
ter, and to the world. 

The House of Representatives, at the close of the last 
session of Congress, unanimously resolved that the treaty 
of the 4th of July, 1831, should be maintained, and its exe- 
cution insisted on by the United States. Itis due to the 
welfare of the human race, not less than to our own in- 
terests and honor, that this resolution should, at all hazardg, 
be adhered to. If, after so signal an example as that given 
by the American people, during their long-protracted diffi- 
eulties with France, of forbearance under accumulated 
wrongea, and of gencrous confidence in her ultimate return 
to justice, she shall now be permitted to withhold from ua 
the tardy and imperfect indemnification which, after years 
of remonstrance and discussion, had at length been solemn- 

. ly agreed on by the treaty of 1831, and to set at nought the 
obligation it imposes, the United States will not be the only 
| sufferers. The efforts of humanity and religion, to substi- 
' tate the appeals of justice and the arbitrament of reason 
for the cocreive measures usually resorted to by injured 
nations, will receive ‘little encouragement from such an 
issuc. By the selection and enforcement of such lawful 
and expedient measures as may be necessary to prevent a 
result so injurious to oursclves and 60 fatal to the hopes of 
‘ the philanthropist, we shall, therefore, not only preserve 
the pecuniary interests of our citizens, the independence 
of our Government, and the honor of our country, but do 
much, it may be hoped, to vindicate the faith of treaties, 
and to promote the general interests of peace, civilization, 
and improvement. ANDREW JACKSON. 
WASHINGTON, January 15, 1836. 


| A message was also received from the Pres- 
, ident of the United States, by Mr. Downexson, 
, his Private Secretary, transmitting, in compliance 


|! with a resolution of the Senate, a report from the 


; Sceretary of State, relative to a letter written by 
glie, to 
; Mr. Pageot, the French Chargë d'Affaires in this 
i: country; also, transmitting the copy of a letter 
ii written to Mr. Forsyth, by the French Minister 
‘to this country, M. Serrurier, which contained 
i| exceptionable expressions, and was, therefore, 
|| hot communicated to Congress, together with the 
|; correspondence that took place on that occasion. 
page 22.) 


| . [For accompanying documents, see Appendix, 

Mr. CLAY moved that the messages, with the 

į accompanying documents, be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations; whereupon, 

Mr. BUCHANAN said that he had been so 

much gratified with the message which had just 


been read, that he could not, and he thought he 
ought not, at this the very first moment, to refrain 


|| from expressing his entire approbation of its 


general tone and spirit. He had watched with 
j Intense anxiety the progress of our unfortunate 
controversy with Franee. He had hoped, sin- 
cerely hoped, that the explanations which had 
becn made by Mr. Livingston, and officially ap+ 
proved by the President of the United States, 
would have proved satisfactory to the French 


; Government. In this he had found his hopes to 
li be vain. After this effort had failed, ho felt a 


i! degree of confidence, almost amounting to moral 


| assurance, that the last message to Congress 
| would have been hailed by France, as it was b 
. the American people, as the olive-branch which 


| course, or other remedies, you, as the representatives of 


| the present posture of our affairs, as being the least inju- 
rious to our commerce, and as attended with the least diffi- 
culty of returning to the usual state of friendly intercourse, 
if the Government of France shall render us the justice that 
is due; and, also, as a proper preliminary step to stronger 
measures, should their adoption be rendered necessary by 
subsequent events. 

The return of our Chargé d'Affaires is attended with 
; public notices of nava! preparations on the part of France, 
| destined for our seas. Of the cause and intent of these 
| armaments, I have no authentic information, nor any other 
| means of Judging, except such as are common to yourselves 


; would have restored amity and good understand- 
‘ing between us and our ancient ally. Even in 
_ this, he feared, he was again doomed to be dis- 
, appointed. The Government of France, unless 
i they change their determination, will not consider 
| this message as sufficient. We have the terms 
| clearly prescribed by the Duc de Broglie, upon 
; which, and upon which alone, the French Govern- 


| ment will consent to comply with the treaty, and 


| to pay the five millions of dollars to our injured 
' fellow-citizens. Speculation is now at an end 


have hung over y} not against a foreign Power, but against one of 
It is now made "' the sovercign members of this Confederacy. He 
ev will not be paid, came there with a deep conviction that there 
overnment, unless would be no war with our ancient. ally—not 
ates shalladdress because he did not see any, oe of an 
its clai wially in writing to France, accompa- approaching contest, but that the cause was too 
a ae to him, and he believed frivolous for two nations living under conne 
would appear to the whole American people with- tions, at this enlightened period, to be pies 

out distinction of party, to beadegrading apolozy. into war. He could not look at the sma | mag- 
Thestriking peculiarity ofthe case—the one which nitude of the claim involved, and, the extreme 
he would undertake to say distinguished it from frivolousness of the controversy, without indulg- 
any other case which had arisenin modern times— ing the hope that the peace of the country would 
in the intercourse betwcen independent nations, be preserved—that that greatest of all calamities, 
was, that the very termsof this apology were dic- a war with our ancient ally, with whom, on all 
tated to the American Government by the French considerations, the most friendly relations ought 
Secretary for Foreign Affairs. One of these terms tobe preserved, would be avoided. This message 
was, that ithad never entered into the intention— had dispelled those hopes; and the speech of the 
the thought—of this Government to callin Senator from Pennsylvania had confirmed the 


says tl 
the Governmen 


nsée A : . 
Pestin the good faith of the Government of apprehensions it excited. He would not say that 
tance. war was intended; but he would say, that the 


conduct of the Executive, as far as he was capable 


But the French Government proceed still fur- 
A of comprehending it, had been calculated to pro- 


ther. Upon the refusal to make this apology, 
which they ought to have known would never 
be made—could never be madce—they are not 
content to leave the question where it then was. ‘ : 
They have given us notice, in advance, that they delusions were dispelled. He must say, 
will consider our refusal to make this degrading 
apology an evidence that the misunderstanding 
did not proceed on our part from mere error and 
mistake, 

In addition to all this, the last note of the Duc 
de Broglie to Mr. Barton declares that the Gov- 
ernment of the United States knows that hence- 
forward the execution of the treaty must depend 
upon itself. They thus leave us to decide whether 
we shall make the apology in the prescribed terms, 
or abandon our claim to the fuliillment of the 


eign States, and was compelled to say that his 
that the 


eace of the country has been put in jeopardy. 
f war comes, with all its attendant calamities, 
truth impelled him, love of country impelled him, 
and love of justice impelled him, to declare who 
were the authors of it. 
sensible how painful it was, in a contest such as 
this, to stand on the side he did. He well re- 
membered that, twenty-four years ago, he raised 
his voice for war, because he believed that it was 
just, necessary, and unavoidable, without an 
treaty. utter sacrifice of everything we held sacred. The 
He would not allow himself to express the feel- reasons that then impelled him to raise his voice 
ings which were excited in his mind upon hearing for war now impelled him to wish for peace— 
these letters of the Duc de Broglie read. Most justice, the honor of the nation, and the interests 
sincerely, most ardently, did he hope that the of the country, were deeply involved. 
French Government, when this message reaches 
them, if not before, might reconsider their de- with France, to show how little cause there was 
termination, and that all our difficulties might yet to involve the country in a war. From the very 
passaway. Buttheir language is now clear, spe- beginning of the negotiations, after the present 
cific, incapable of ambiguity or doubt. It would King of France came to the throne, the French 
then become our duty calmly, but firmly, to take . Ministry took the ground that, although they 
guch a stand as the interests and the honor of — themselves were well disposed to pay the indem- 
the country may require. nity, there were some apprehensions that the 
Mr. B. had already said much more than he Legislative Chambers might not be willing to 
intended when he rose. He would, however, make the necessary appropriation. We all re- 
iake another remark before he took his seat. He member (said Mr. C.) that Louis Philippe had 
felt a proper degree of confidence—he might add ; just come into power. He came in on popular 
a greatdegree of confidence—in the President of || principles, and the very man who had most con- 
the United States. He knew him to be honest |; tributed to his elevation, General La Fayette, was 
and firm, and faithful to his country; prompt to || our warmest friend. But from the very first open- 
resent its injuries and avenge its wrongs. He ‘| ing of the negotiations, we were warned that the 
confessed he had anticipated a message of a | Legislative Chambers might not make the appro- 
. stronger character. He had supposed that a gen- || priations. This was notall. In the last stage 
eral non-intercourse with France would, at least, 
have been recommended. But the recommenda- 
tion was confined to the mere refusal to admit || feared the result would be, instead of putting the 
French ships or French productions to enter our || relations of the two countries on a more friendly 
ports. It left France free to receive her supplies : footing, that of involving them in still greater 
of cotton from the United States, without which | difficulties; for they feared that the Chambers 
the manufactures of that country could not exist. || would not make the appropriations to carry the 
This was wise, it was prudent; it left to France ` treaty into effect. If he Mr. C.) had had the 
to judge for herself, if this unnatural contest must : slightest expectation that there would bea dis- 
still continue, whether she would close her ports ‘ cussion on the message this morning, he would 
against our vessels and our productions. i have been prepared with the necessary documents 
In the spring of 1832, (Mr. B. did not recollect | from which to quote the correspondence verbatim; 
precisely the time,) Congress passed an act to : but, as it was, he pledged himself for the truth of 
carry into effect our part of the treaty. Under | what he stated in substance. Under such cir- 
this treaty, the wines of France had ever since | cumstances, the French Minister begged Mr. 
been admitted into the United States upon the | Rives to wait until the French Chambers were 
favorable terms therein stipulated. Her silks : consulted, before concluding the treaty; but to 
were imported free of duty, in contradistinction |, this request Mr. Rives was not willing to accede 
to those which came from beyond the Cape of :: Now, he put it to every man of honor, whether, 
Good Hope. She had ever been enjoying «| in accepting this treaty, at the time and under the 
these privileges. Nothing milder, then, could pos: : circumstances we did, we did not take it with the 
sibly be recommended than to withdraw these 
advantages from her, and to exclude her vessels _ j the appropriation? He submitted it to the judg- 
and her productions from our ports. — ‘i ment of every man, whether this was not the ex- 
Mr. CALHOUN had been constrained to hear ` tent of the obligations of the French Ministry? 
this message with far different sentiments than | Again: what was the implied obligation on ee 
those expressed by the Senator from Pennsyl- ` part? It was, that no impediment should be 
vania, [Mr. Bucnanan.] The gentleman declared | 
that he had never heard a message with greater | circumstances; but ho sooner was the treaty 
pleasure. For my part, (said Mr. C.,) I have | made,than our Minister makes a communication 
never heard one with more profound regret from | to this Government, in which he speaks in the 


only course has been pursued, by which the © s olo d 
‘| duty to sustain the French Ministry; but instead 


No man could be more ' 


of the negotiations, when Mr. Rives urged the | 
conclusion of the treaty, he was told that they |. 


| condition, that the French Chambers would make | 


thrown in the way of a treaty made under such | 


duce that result. He was bound to speak with, 
candor, representing, as he did, one of the sov- : 


: GLOBE.” 


__ January 8, 


SS 
erhaps, natural; but what does our Executive? 
Fie published this correspondence to the world, 


thereby creating the first and principal imped- 


: iment in the way of obtaining the appropriations 


fromthe French Chambers. What next? Before 
the French Chambers had appropriated the money 
our Secretary of the Treasury drew a bill for the 
first installment of the indemnity, knowing that 
the Chambers had not ear the appropriation 
bill, and knowing that the draft must, therefore, 
necessarily be protested. Under these adverse 
circumstances, the trenty was brought before the 
Chambers, and, aftcr a most powerful struggle, 
the Ministers lost the appropriation bill by about 
eight votes—a fact casily accounted for by the 
publication of Mr. Rives*s correspondence. 

The Chambers not having madc the appropria- 
tion, who was responsible for the failure? Cer- 
tainly not the French Ministers; forso determined 
were they on this matter, and of such importance 
was it considered, that the Ministry was dis- 
solved, and the Duc de Broglie retired from office. 
The French Ministry having again and again 
acknowledged that there was an immense aver- 


‘ sion in the Chambers to making the treaty, we 
; should have made great allowances for their sit- 


uation; it was our duty to apologize; it was our 


of this, at the opening of the next Congress was 
that unfortunate message, which has created the 
present difficulty. It advised the strongest meas- 
ure next to war, to compel the French to make 
the payment. The French Chambers then made 
the appropriation, with the condition annexed, 
that this message should be explained by our 
Government. e (Mr. C.) regretted that this 
condition had been inserted in the appropriation 


` bill; and the French Minister could not be justi- 


fied in accepting it but by the belicf that, without 
it, the appropriation could not be made. What, 
then, had been the proceedings of our Executive 


: under such circumstances? He would not under- 


He would go no further back than the treaty ` 


take, on such voluminous documents as have just 
been read, to make up an opinion at once. He 
had not the advantage possesscd by the Senator 
from Pennsylvania, [Mr. Brocuanan,] of being 
acquainted with the contents of these documents 
beforehand 

{Here Mr. Bucuawan said, he had had no 
other means of being acquainted with the con- 
tents of the documents than those possessed by 


i the gentleman from South Carolina—the hearing 


the same high quarter, except the one leveled, | most exulting terms of his success. This was, 


. the message was received in France. 


if 


| dishonorable peace. 
the longest in the contest, or which will suffer 


them read from the Secretary’s table.} __ 
_ Mr. C. continued. He would suspend his opin- 
ion for the present; but there were circumstances 


: connected with this message to which there could 


be no difficulty in referring. He was dissatisfied 


| at not having the letter from the French Chargé, 


referred to by the President. Why had they not 


| been put in possession of a copy of it? It wasa 


most important letter, and he regretted that they 
had it not. There was another circumstance 
necessary to advert to,, The President. indicated 
in his message, at the opening of the present ses- 
sion, that he had still hopes that the French would 


| pay the money. “Why, then, was not the commu- 
i nication then before them withheld until he heard 


how the French Government received his open- 
ing message? Why was our Chargé recalled 
from France before this information could be had? 
Would gentlemen answer? It was certainly a 


| matter of course that he should direct our Chargé 
| to remain until the annual message was received 


in France. It was certainly a matter of course 
that he should suspend this message, which was 
certainly a warlike one, until we had heard how 
Bat if this 
message reached France before the final determ- 


| ination was made there, he (Mr. C.) feared that 


the worst would happen. Of all calamities, he 
feared a war with France, and on the points at 
issue between the two countries, as one of the 
reatest that could befallus. Wego to war (said 
e) for this $5,000,000, and how isit to terminate? 
How, then.can this debt honorably be discharged? 
The first cannon that is fired will be a receipt in 
full, though we shall be compelled, in honor, to 
continue the war till the debt is paid, or make a 
Which nation can hold out 


the most? Our means of annoyance against 
France were perhaps equal to those of France 


1886.: 


THE CONGRESSION 


AL GL 


inst us; but the contest would cost France 
but little, while it would cost us much. We 
could inflict on France but little injury, while she 


could inflict on us a great deal. Mr.C.rcgarded | 


a war with France as a greater evil than a war | 
with England. We could inflict greater injuries : 
on England than on France. What greater ca- 
lamity could befall us than a war with France, 
while England remained neutral? By our neu- 
trality, while England was plunged in war, our 
commerce was built up; and in the same way, 
if we go to war with France, will our commerce 
pass into the hands of England, and her navi- 
ating interest will be built up at our expense. 
În a war necessary for the honor of the country, 
he would put all these considerations aside; it 
was in such a war that the muscles and sinews 
af a country should be stretched to the utmost; 
but in such a war, where the difficulties in the way 
of amicable adjùstment were so frivolous, where 
the sum of money withheld was only five mil- 
lions of dollars, shall we (said he) put in jeop- 
ardy our most important interests? Shall we, 
(said he,) at a time when our institutions are in | 
danger, when it isso important to maintain them, 
hazard a war with a foreign power? Therenever | 
was aà time (he said) when a war would be so | 
calamitous to this country as the present. If he 
truly understood the dangers in which our insti- 
tations were involved, he was notextravagant in 


l 
| 
saying that, if we go into war, it may end in 


their destruction. ti 


He was content to refer the message and docu- ` 
ments to the Committee on Foreign Relations, |, 


and he hoped that they would consider it with | 
the utmost care, and be able to recommend.some | 
course by which the peace of the country might , 
be preserved. He would remind them, however, | 
of one thing, that, to arm, would amount to a | 
declaration of war; it would put us ina hostile | 
attitude towards France. France had sent out a | 
ficet, but she had not intended it asa hostile meas- 
ure; and, if we regarded the expressions in the 
official papers of her Government, we should sce |: 
that she believed there was no legitimate cause | 
of war. He (Mr. C.) regarded the situation in | 
which the parties stood. As his colleague [Mr. | 
Preston] had observed the other day, why | 
should the defendant be the first to commit an 

act of ageression? If we arm, (said Mr. C.,) 

France will further arm; and, between the two 

countries arming, there will be further cause for 
war. He could not (he said) sit still in his place, 
after hearing a message of that character, and 
after what had been said by the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania, without making these few remarks. | 


He trusted that war would not take place and he || 


deemed it due to his station there to say that he 
did not belicve there wasa legitimate cause for it. 
Mr. CUTHBERT observed, that in the con- 
cluding remarks of the gentleman who had just 
taken fis seat, [Mr. CaLnoun,] he had said that 
“‘ war must inevitably follow the adoption of the 
measures proposed in the message of the Presi- | 
dent.” War must follow; and how did the 
gentleman express his sentiments with regard to | 
this result? 


|i: 


| from all sources since the 25th of September last; 


ij to the Committee on Commerce. 


t f you arm, said the gentleman, war | 
is to follow. Then an American Legislature was | 


provocation which we had rece 


general debate upon the French question, and he 
would not be drawn into it now by the remarks : 
of the Senator from South Carolina. He must, | 
however, be permitted to say, he was sorry, very 
sorry, that the gentleman had proclaimed that, if | 
war should come, we are the authors of that war; 
and it would be the fault, not of the French, but 
of the American Government. Such a declara- 
tion, proceeding from such a source, from a voice | 
so powerful and so potent, would be heard upon 
the other side of the Atlantic, and there might | 
produce a most injurious effect. He was happy 
to say, that this sentiment was directiy at war 
with that of our Committec on Foreign Relations, |, 
who, in their report of last session, had expressed j 
their decided opinion that the American Govern- . 
ment, should it become necessary, must insist | 
upon the execution of the treaty. It was at war i 
with the unanimous resolution of the House of t 
Representatives of the same session, declaring || 
: that the treaty must be maintained. He believed | 
it was equally at war with the feclings and opin- 
; ions of the American people. 
Whilst he expressed his hopeand his belief that 
' this message would prove to be the olive branch |! 
of peace, still there was so much uncertainty in 
the event, that it now became our imperative duty || 
to prepare for the worst. Shall we, (said Mr. B.,) 
whilst a powerful ficet is hovering along our 
southern coast, in a menacing attitude, sit here, 
and withhold from the President the means which 
are necessary to place the country in a state of || 
defense ? e trusted this would never, never be f 
the case. É 
The message and documents were then referred | 
to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 


OTHER EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 
The Chair announced a report from the Secre- || 
tary of the Treasury, made in compliance with 
the resolution of the Senate of the 31st instant, 
showing the amount of revenue that has accrued 


| 


; which, on motion by Mr. Carnous, was ordered 
to be printed. 

The Chair also communicated a report from the 

| Secretary of the Treasury, on the subject of the 

į accounts of Daniel Vanpelt; which was referred 


PETITIONS, MEMORIALS, ETC. 

Mr. LINN presented the petition of Beverly 
Allen, praying that an act of Congress be passed 
to authorize him to locate a confirmed tract of 
land on any unappropriated public land; which 
was referred to the Committee on Private Land 
Claims. 

Mr. BUCHANAN presented a memorial from 


a number of the officers of the insurance compa- | 


of that city, praying that an appropriation may 
be passed for the repairs of the piers at New 
Castle, and to clear out its harbor; and also pray- 


told that we must remain in a state of passive in- 
activity !—another nation arming!—that for the ` 
defense of our national honor and interests we | 
dare not arm lest war might follow! Did not the | 
blood boil in every American bosom when senti- ; 
ments such as these were heard in an American 
Legislature? What! not arm when a powerful 
fleet was approaching our coasts! Not arm when 
the rights and dignity of the country were in- | 
volved! Oh! shame, shame! that such language . 
should be heard from the ton Dwin 
eloquence once kindled a pa 
American bosom, when the rights of his countr 

were assailed as they are now! He could not sit 
still and be silent when he heard such language 
coming from such a quarter, : z 
. Mr. BUCHANAN said, when he made the ob- 
servations which had called forth the remarks of 
the Senator from South Carolina, [Mr. CALHOUN 
he had believed the message to be the h 
of peace and not of war. This wasstill hisopin- | 
ion. In this regpect he differed entirel from | 
the gentleman. Grader this impression, h 


; e had | 
then risen merely to remark, that, considering the 


1 


1 
i 
| 
i 


triotic flame in every ` 


| 


arbinger | 


‘Ing that it may be made a port of entry; which lio improve aie hathor a 


gue whose glowing |: 


; dry citizens of Quincy, Illinois, praying for the 


was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 
Mr. McKEAN presented a petition from sun- 
dry merchants of the city of Philadelphia, pray- 
ing for an appropriation to construct anew the | 
piers at Reedy Island, and to erect a light-house | 
on the same; and also to erecta light-house on! 
Brandywine Shoals, in the river Delaware; which 
was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 
Mr. KENT presented a petition from sundry | 
citizens of Georgetown, District of Columbia, : 
praying for the recharter of the District banks; | 
: which was referred to the Committce on the Dis- | 
trict of Columbia. 
Mr. ROBINSON presented the petition of sun- | 


j 
i 
| 
i 


| establishment of a post route; which was re- 
| ferred to the Committee on the Post Office and | 
| Post Roads. 

Mr. R. also presented sundry resolutions of 
the Legislature of the State of Illinois on the sub- 
| Jectof therelinquishment of the sixteenth sections 
| appropriated for school lands and the location of 
' other lands in lieu thereof; on the subject of an! 


| 


li 


nies of Philadelphia, and a number of merchants /! 


appropriation for the improvement of the Illinois 
and Kaskaskias rivers; on the subject of surveys; 
and on the subject of pensioning those who fought 
in the Indian wars previous to the treaty of 
Greenville; all of which were severally referred. 

Mr. BENTON presented the memorial of Co- 
lonel Richard Madison, of Missouri, praying to 
be remunerated for a horse lost in the ast Indian 
campaign, for which he became responsible, and 
for which he had been compelled to pay; which 
was referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. RUGGLES presented two petitions from 
sundry citizens of Monroe, praying for the es- 
tablishment of mail routes; which were referred 
to the Committee on the Post Office and Post 
Roads. 5 

Petitions were also presented by Messrs. 


SOUTHARD, PORTER, CLAYTON, SWIFT, 


: NAUDAIN, PRENTISS, SHEPLEY, and 


WRIGHT. 
HARBOR OF PENSACOLA. 


Mr. SOUTHARD, from the Committee on 
Naval Affairs, reported a bill making an appro- 


' priation for deepening the harbor of Pensacola, 


and for constructing a dry-dock at that place; 


: which was read, and ordered to a second reading. 


NOTICE OF BILLS. 


Mr. DAVIS gave notice that he would to- 
morrow ask leave to bring in a bill for the relief 
of Christopher T. Baily. 

Mr. CLAYTON gave notice that he would to- 
morrow ask leave to bring in a bill to establish 
the Territory of Wisconsin. 


RESOLUTIONS SUBMITTED. 
The following resolutions were submitted, and 
lie on the table one day: 
By Mr. SOUTHARD: 


Resolved, That so much of the resolution of the Senate 
of the 14th April, 1834, as makes the execution of any 
orders of the Senate for the printing of documents for its 


; use depend upon a similar order on the part of the other 


House, be, and the same is hereby, rescinded. 
By Mr. LINN: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Roads and Canals be 
instructed to inquire into the expediency of providing by 
law for the improvement of the navigation of the Mississi pi 
river, from the mouth of the Des Moines river, in the Tèr- 
ritory of Michigan, to Fort Crawford, Prairie du Chien, in 
said Territory. 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Public Lands ba 
instructed to inquire into the expediency of granting and 
extending the right of preëmption to the miners of the lead 
mines in the Territory of Michigan. 

Resolved, That the Committee on Roads and Canals be 
instructed to inquire into the expediency of making an 
appropriation for the speedy completion of a public rail road 
from Milwaukie bay, on Lake Michigan, through the Uni- 
ted States lead mines, in said Territory, to the Mississippi 
river, in said Territory. 

Resolved, That the Committee on Commerce be instruet- 
ed to inquire into the expedicncy of erecting light-houses 
on suitable sites at the mouth of the Detroit river, of lake 
Erie, at the mouths of Saginaw river, of lake Huron, at 
Wagooshance, or Fox Point, in the strait of Michilimacki. 
nac, and at the mouths of the Grand Kalamazoo, Milwaukie, 
and Root rivers, of lake Michigan, and also for the improve- 
ment of the harbors at the two latter points. 

Resolved, That the committee inquire into the expedi- 
ency of causing the. lead mines of the United States to be 
sold as other public lands are. 

Resolved, That the Committee on Commerce be instruct- 
ed to inquire into the expediency of making appropriations 
tthe mouths of St. Joseph, Kalama- 
z00, Milwaukie, and Root rivers of Lake Michigan, and for 
removing the bar at the mouth of Clinton river, of Lake St. 


| Clair, in Michigan Territory. 


Resolved, Thet the Secretary of War be directed to com- 
municate to the Senate the report of the engineer detailed, 
during the last summer, to survey the mouth of Christiana 
river, at the city of Wilmington, in the State of Delaware, 
together with the estimates of the said engineer for the im- 
provement of the said river. 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads be instructed to inquire into the expediency of 
establishing a mail route from Butler, in Butler county, to 
Franklin, in Venango county, in the State of Pennsylvania. 


Mr. WHITE prefaced the introduction of hig 
resolution with some remarks, which were fol- 
lowed by Mr. GRUNDY, in reply: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of W 
is, requested to inform the Senate wh 
Carry holds in the Cherokee nation ; 
Was appointed, and at what time, what 
and whether he has at any time receiy 
addition to his salary, and how much ; 
the whole amount be has received cach 


On motion by Mr. CLAY 
adjourned. 


ar be, and he hereby 
at office Benjamin F, 
under what law he 
salary he receives, 
ed any allowanee in 
stating particularly 
year. 


; the Senate then 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Mownpar, January 18, 1836. 

The petition heretofore presented by Mr. 
Apams, from citizens of Massachusetts, 
ing for the abolition of slavery 1n the Pen 

dlumbia, and the questions growing out of the 
aes were, on ated by Mr. HAWES, further 
postponed unul Thursday next. 

Petitions and memorials were presented by 
Messrs. EVANS, HALL, JARVIS, and MA- 
SON, of Maine; ; 

Mr. CUSHMAN, of New Hampshire. 

MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT. 

A message was reccived from the President of 
the United States by Mr. Donexson, his Private 
Secretary. want f 

Mr. MASON, of Virginia, asked the unani- 
mous consent of the House to take up the message 
from the President. 

No objection being made, the Speaker laid 
before the House a message from the President 
of the United States. [Same as published in the 
Senate proceedings, p. 113.] 

Mr. McKEON submitted a preamble and reso- 
lutions referring the message and documents to 
the Committee on Foreign Affairs, &c. 

Before the resolutions were read— 

Mr. MERCER inquired whether they were in 
order? 

The CHAIR replicd in the affirmative. 

Mr. PINCKNEY asked for the reading of the 
documents accompanying the message, but sub- 
sequently withdrew the request. 


pray- 


Mr. MASON, of Virginia, said, it was his 


intention to move that the message and docu- 
ments be referred to the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs, and printed. The House could not be 
sufficiently advised on the subject by merely 
hearing the papers read; and he thought every 
step which was taken on this subject should be 
marked by the most mature deliberation. 

Mr. McKEON remarked, that his resolution 
contemplated a reference to the proper committee, 


Mr. WILLIAMS, of North Carolina, requested | 


that the documents accompanying the message be 
tead; which was done. 

After the documents had been read by the 
Clerk, 


- had thought proper to present the memorial.. 


Mr. MASON, of Virginia, moved that the ` 


message, and accompanying documents, be re- 


ferred to the Committee on Foreign Affairs, and 


inted. : 


pr 
` Mr. McKEON said, he should not embarrass | 


| chusctts; 
io Mr. PEARCE, of Rhode Island; 
|! 


|| JUDSON, of Connecticut. : 


that motion by then offering his resolutions, but, 
as soon as the question of reference was decided, 
he would ask the House to take up the resolutions. 

Mr. HAWES moved that twenty thousand 
extra copies be printed. 

Mr. MASON moved to take the : 
reference and printing separately. 

The motion to refer was then agreed to, as was 
that of Mr. Hawes, to print twenty thousand 
extra copies. 


questions of 


to submit his resolutions. 


Objection being made, Mr. McCKEON moved n 


| 


to suspend the rules of the House, and asked ; 


leave to have the resolution read. 
This was objected to. f 
Mr. McKEON then remarked that he was 


desirous of submitting the resolutions he had sent . 


to the Chair. 


He was aware that the rules of | 


the House did not permit him to offer them at the | thirty-six’male citizens of McConnellsville, in the 


present moment; but, as they related to our affairs 
with France, the House might be disposed to 
have them read. It was the day for presentation 


of petitions—he had but little prospect—but he ` 


informed the House the resolutions approved the 


determination of the executive branch of this 


Government not to submit to giving explanations, 
and he should take an early opportunity of pre- 
senting them to the House. e then withdrew 
the motion to suspend the rules. 


PETITIONS, MEMORIALS, ETC. 


Columbia. 
Mr. HAMMOND regretted that the nann 

e 
felt constrained to move the question of consid- 
eration. 

Mr. ADAMS said he presumed that the ques- 
tion was subject to the decision upon the appeal 
taken by him, on a former occasion, from the 
decision of the Chair. 

Mr. PINCKNEY wished, in order that gentle-. 
men might have an opportunity of presenting 
their petitions, to make the motion that the pre- 
liminary question be laid on the table. = 

Mr. ADAMS said, the appeal which he had 
taken from the decision of the Chair, on a former 
occasion, was founded on a desire, on his part, 
that the subject should not be discussed so as to 
consume the whole of the day set apart for the 
presentation of petitions. ith these views, he 
. was willing to allow the gentleman from South 


Carolina to make the motion that the subject be , 
laid on the table, to be taken up and decided onat , 


the same time with the other petitions, 
Mr. PINCKNEY then moved to lay the motion 
on the table. 
Mr. HAMMOND inquired whether the motion 
of his colleague was in order? The petition not 


having been received, there was nothing to lay on | 


the table. 

The CHAIR said that the motion was in order. 
The gentleman from Massachusetts had moved 
that the petition be received. It was competent to 
lay that motion on the table. 

Mr. ADAMS presented a similar petition to the 
foregoing, for the abolition of slavery in the Dis- 
trict of Columbia. 

Mr. HAMMOND again moved the question of 
reconsideration. He gave notice that he would 
make the same motion in every similar case, until 
he could procure a direct vote on the subject. — 

The preliminary question was postponed until 
to-morrow. HESI 

Similar petitions were n prerie b Messrs 

i CALHOUN, LINCOLN, GRENNELL, and 
. JACKSON, of. Massachusetts, upon which the 
‘ question of reception was made; and, on motion 
by Mr. GIDEON LEE, postponed until to-mor- 
row. . i 
Petitions were also presented by 
Messrs. REED and LAWRENCE, of Massa- 


Messrs. PHELPS, INGHAM, HALEY, and | 


{Mr. Jupsow presented the following petitions, 
and on motion the same were referred, viz: Jed: | 
athim Simons, praying a pension for revolution- | 
ary services; Benjamin Smith, for the same; 


t, for the same. ] 


Messrs: ALLAN, SLADE, and JANES, of 


SLAVERY IN THE DISTRICT. 


{Mr. Suave presented memorials, praying for ` 


the abolition of slavery and the slave trade in the ; 
District of Columbia, of one hundred females of 
Cornwall, in the State of Vermont; of four hun- 
dred and twenty-six females in the county of 
Madison, in said State; of three hundred and ` 


State of New York; and of the officers and stu- 
dents of Oneida Institute, in said State, which he ' 
, moved should be referred to a select committee.] ` 
Mr. GLASCOCK moved that the 
ceived, 
Mr. GIDEON LEE moved to la 
on the table; which was agreed to. i 
Mr. JANES, of Vermont, presented a petition 
for the abolition of slavery in the District of Col- , 


i 
y the motion . 


i umbia. 


The House then resumed the presentation-of . 


petitions and memorials. 


ry 
Mr. BEAN, of New Hampshire; 


: P. C. FULLER, VANDERPOEL, TURRILL, | 


' Messrs. GRENNELL, CUSHING, PHIL- 


LIPS, and ADAMS, of Massachusetts, 


Mr. HAMMOND demanded the preliminary 
question of reception, which motion was laid on | 


on -+ | the table. | 
Petitions and memorials were further presented 


Messrs. WARDWELL, CHAPIN, PAGE, | 
CAMBRELENG, GILLET, LAY, RUSSELL, || 
McKEON, and HAZELTIN E, of New York.” i 

(Mr. WannowELL presented a memorial of run- ` 


Benjamin Bebbins, for the same; Stephen Ben- | 
il ne 


Mr. McICEON then asked leave of the House ` Vermont. 


y be not re- | 


__—  Jamary ‘18, 


bitants of the State of New York, asking 
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petition of William Wickham, of Wayne county, 
New York, asking to be remunerated for a dwell- 
ing house destroyed by the cnemy. ses 
Mr. TURRILL presented several petitions, 
asking an appropriation to conatruct a ship canal 
round the Falls of Niagara. a è 
Mr. RUSSELL presented a petition from sun- 
dry individuals, praying the abolition of slavery 
in.the District of Columbia. i 
Mr. HAMMOND demanded the question òf 
consideration. ; f 
Mr. GIDEON LEE moved tħat the prelimi- 
nary question of non-reception be laid on the 
table; which was agreed to. . 
. Messrs. PARKER, SCHENCK, and DICK- 
ERSON, of New Jersey. : > 
Messrs. POTTS and McKENNAN, of Penn- 
, Sylvania. ; 
| Mr. MeKENNAN presented two memorials 
from citizens of Pennsylvania; one of which 
prayed for the abolition of slavery, and the other 
for the suppression of the slave trade in the Dis- 
trict of Columbia. 
Mr. HAMMOND moved that they be not re- 
i ceived, i 
Mr. GIDEON LEE moved to lay the motion 
on the table. 
Mr. McKENNAN asked for the yeas and 
| nays on the question. 
..Mr, WISE moved a call of the 
was lost. ; a 
Upon counting for the purpose of ascertaining 
whether the call for the yeas and nays was sec- 
: ended, there appeared to be no quorum voting. 
Mr: WISE again moved a call of the House; 
which was lost, 
' Upon a second count, a quorum was found to 
be in attendance, and the yeas and nays were 
ordered. . f 
Upon the question to lay the motion, that the 
petitions be not received, on the table, (which 
' was understood merely as & postponement of the 
; subject until to-morrow,) the vote was as fol- 
lows: i = 
YEAS—Mesgrs. Adams, Chilton Allan, Anthony, Asi; 
aiey, Barton; Beale, Bean, Beardsley, Beaumont, Bell, 
jockee, Bond, Boon, Bouldin, Bovce, Brown, Bunch, 
Bynum, William B. Calhoun, Canbreleng, Campbell, Carr, 
| Casey, Chaney, Chapman, Chapin, Nathanicl H. Claiborne, 
John F; H. Claiborne, Cleveland, Coffee, Coles, Connor, 
Corwin, Craig, Cramer,Cushing, Cushman, Davis, Deberry, 
' Dickerson, Dickson, Doubleday, Dramgoolc, Effner, Evans, 
Fairfield, Parlin, Fowler, French, Fry, Philo C. Fuller, 
William K. Fuller, Galbraith, James Garidnd, Rice Garland, 
Gillet, Granger, Grantiand, Graves, Haley, Hall, Hamer, 
Hanncgan, Harlan, Samuel 8. Harrisan, Albert G. Harrison, 
Hawes, Hawkins, Haynes, Henderson, Hoar, Hopkins, 
Howard, Howell, Hubley, Hunt, Huntington, Huntsman, 
Ingersoll, Inghàm, Jabez Jackson, Jarvis, Joseph Johnsons 
Cave Johnson, Henry Johnson, John W. Jones, Benjamin 
Jones, Judson, Keunon, Kiigore, Kinnard, Klingensmith, 
| Lane, panes Laporte, Lawler, Lawrence, Lay, Gideon 
Lee, ‘Joshua Lee, Luke Lea, Leonard, Logan, Loyall, 
` Lucas, Lyon, Abijah Mann, Job Mann, Manning, Martin, 
John Y. Mason, William Mason, Moses Mason, Sampson 
| Mason, Maury, May, McCarty, McComas, McKay, Mc- 
: Keon, McKim, Mercer, Miller, Milligan, Montgomery, 
Moore, Morgan, Muhlenberg, Owens, Page, Parks, Patter- 
son, James A. Pearce, Franklin Pierce, Pettigrew, Peyton, 
Phelps, Pinckney, Rencher, John Reynolds, Joseph Rey- 
; nolds, Ripley, Roane, Robertson, Rogers, Schenck, Sey- 
mour, William B. Shepard, Augustine H. Shepperd, Shields, 
Shinn, Smith, Spangler, Standefer, Steete, Storer, Suther- 
| land, Taliaferro, Taylor, Thomas J. Thomson, Toucey, 
; Towns, Turner, Turrill, Underwood, Vanderpoel, Vintan, 
Wagener, Ward, Wardwell, Washington, Lewis Williams, 
| Sherrod Williams, and Wise—177. 
| NAYS—Messrs. Banks, Borden, Briggs, John Calhoon, 
| George Chambers, John Chambers, Ctark, Darlington, 
Denny, Everett, Forester, Glaseock, Grennell, Griffin, 
Hammond, Harg, Harper, Hazeltine, Heister, Holsey, 
| Janes, Lincoln, McKennan, MeLene, Morris, Parker, 
| Phillips, Pickens, Potts, Reed, Russelli, Slade, Sloane, 
Sprague, Webster, White, and Whittlesey—37. 
| Mr. HEISTER, of Pennsylvania, presented 
several petitions praying the abolition of slavery 
i in the District of Columbia. 
Mr. HAMMOND moved 
ceived. 


Mr. LER, of New York, moved to lay the mo- 


House; which 


that they be not re- 


‘| tion on the table. 


Mr. L. said, he deemed it proper to explain 


1886. 0°. 


Hy 


eo 


his motives. This day is especially appropriated 
to the presentation of petitions from our constit- 
uents. Several members have not had an oF 
portunity to present the petitions they had brought 
from home with them. Every county and town 
in the nation is interested, and should at least be 
permitted to have their petitions before the appro- 
priate committees. Gentlemen know this class | 
of petitions have already provoked excited and |: 
protracted discussions. I know they will continue | 
to de so whenever they come into discussion. : 
The object of my motion is to prevent such dis- 
cussion to-day, in exclusion of all other petitions. 

I wish it distinetly understood that I am in favor 
of the reception of every petition, whatever may 
be the prayer, provided the language be deco» 
tous, and free from immorality. [will vote for | 
the reception of them to-morrow. f 

The motion to lay the preliminary question on : 
the table was agreed to. 


OTHER PETITIONS. 


Petitions were also nted by Messrs. GAL- 
BRAITH, MILLER, HARPER, SUTHER- 
LAND, DARLINGTON, MORRIS, CHAM- | 
BEk&kS, HUBLEY, ASH, BEAUMONT, FRY, |: 
BANKS, KLINGENSMITH, INGERSOLL, || 
LAPORTE, MANN, and DENNY of Pennsyl- |: 
vania. l 

. (Messrs. Dartıiwerox, Morais, CuamseRs, | 
and Denny, presented various petitions, praying | 
the abolition of slavery in the District of Co- | 
lumbia; upon each of which Mr. Hammon : 
demanded the question of consideration; and, on ' 
motion by Mr. Gipgon Lee, the preliminary ques- | 
tion of reception on each petition was laid on the || 
table.] 

{Mr. Many, of Pennsylvania, presented the |: 
petition of Frederick Rice, of ford county, || 
praying compensation for services rendered dur- 
ing the revolutionary war; which, on his motion, j 
was referred to the Committee on Revolutionary | 
Claims. : 

Mr. M. asked the unanimous consent of the || 
House to submit a resolution of inquiry; which |: 
was objected to.) - ; 

Mr. MILLIGAN, of Delaware; f 

Messrs. PIERCE, STEELE, WASHING. |; 
TON, McKIM, TURNER, HOWARD, and 
THOMAS, of Maryland; 

Messrs. MASON, JONES, WISE, MERCER, 
DROMGOOLE, MORGAN, CRAIG, COLES, 
LUCAS, GARLAND, JOHNSON, ROBERT- 
SON, and TALIAFERRO, of Virginia; 

Meesre. W. B. SHEPARD and DEBERRY, 
of North Carolina; : sil 

Messrs. GRIFFIN, PINCKNEY, and MAN- |' 
NING, of South Carolina; 

Messrs. OWENS, TOWNS, and GRANT- 
LAND, of Georgia; 

Messrs. HARLAN,GRAVES, WILLIAMS, 
and CHAMBERS, of Kentucky. 

Messrs. JOHNSON, STANDEFER, and the 
SPEAKER, of Tennessee; 

Messrs. STORER, KILGORE, WEBSTER, 
KENNON, CHANEY, McLENE, MASON, 
PATTERSON, and WHITTLESEY, of Ohio. 

(Mr. Parrersow presented the survey and esti- 
mate for improving the harbor at Vermilion river, 
on Lake Erie, in the State of Ohio. 

Also, the petition for a beacon light on Cedar 
Point, at the mouth of Sandusky bay.) 

Mr. WHITTLESEY presented an abolition 
memorial. i 

Mr. HAMMOND moved 
ceived. : 

Mr. G. LEE moved to hiy the motion on the 
table; which was agreed to: 

{Mr. Kewwon presented a petition for the erec- 
tion of a bridge deress the Ohio river, at Wheel- 
‘ing; which was referred to the Committee on 
Roads and Canals; also, a petition for a route 
from Cambridge to Plainfield, and from New 
Washington to Port Washington; which was 
referred to the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads. ] $ 

Messrs. JOHNSON, GARLAND, and RIP- 
LEY, of Louisiana. 
` Messrs. CARR, HANNEGAN, McCARTY, 
“DAVIS, BOON, and KINNARD, of Indiana. 

Mr. CARR presented the following joint res- 
olution of the General Assembly of the State of li 


that it be not re- 


| Representatives requested, to unite their efforts with the 


at the mouth of St. Joseph’s river, on Lake 
| Michigan; which was referred to the Committee 


| the revolutionary war. 


| Ilinois. 


| Part county, Indiana, to Bloomfield, Illinois; also, '| Post Roads be instructed to inquire into the expediency of 


. for sale, will not sell for one dollar and thirty-five 


; referred to the Committee on the Public Lands; | 
; also, papers in relation to the claims of sundry | 


THE. CONGRESHONAL ‘GLOBR: 


| property lost in, the service of the United States; 


Indiana; which was received, and upon his mo- 
tion ordered to be printed. 


A Joint Resolution on’the subject of admission of Michigan 
Territory into the Union. 


Resolved, That our Senators in Congress be instructed, 
and our Representatives requested, to oppose the admission 
of the people of Michigan as a State of the Union, unless 
they by their constitution shall acknowledge the northern 
boundary of Indiana. 

Resolved, That the said Senators be instructed, and our 


Senators and Representatives in Congress from Ohio, to 
obtain a permanent establishment of the northern bound- 
ary of Ohio, on a parallel line with the northern boundary 
of Indiana. % 

Be it further resolved, That his Excellency the Govern- 


or be requested to forward a copy of the foregoing resa- 
lutions to each of aur Senatersand Representatives in Çon- |; 


ress. 
g CALEB B. SMITH, 
Speaker House of Representatives. 


i 


DAVID WALLACE, : 
President Senate. | 
Approven January 6, 1836. N. NOBLE. 


By order the Governor transmitted, ~ 
. J. L. KETCHAM. 


On motion by Mr. DAVIS, the foregoing reso- | 
lution was referred to the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary. 

{Mr. Hawweean presented petitions for a post 
route from Newtown, by the way of Rob Roy, 
Williamsport, and Parish Groye, in the State of | 
Indiana, to Iroquois, in Jindis; and for a post | 
route from Newtown to Rob Roy, Attica, Wil- |: 
liamsport, Warren Post Office, and Parish’sGrove, 


in Indiana, to Iroquois, in Ilinois; which were || 
referred to the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads. li 

Mr. Kiynarp presented the following petitions; 


ate committees: 

The petition of Thomas Fitsimmons, praying || 
for the bounty promised to revolutionary soldiers | 
during the war; which was referred to the Com: | 
mittee On Revolutionory Claims; also, i | 

The petition of inhabitants of the State of In- | 
diana and of the Territory of Michigan, praying | 
that an appropriation be made to erect a harbor 


on Commerce; and : 
` The petition of Wiltiam Morgan, praying: for || 
the bounty promised to private soldiers during | 


On motion by Mr. kinnar, the petition | 
and claim of Lewis Wernedag & Co., for com- 
pensation for extra work on the Cumberland || 
road, Indiana, were referred to the Committee on 
Claims. l 

Messrs. MAY, CASEY, and REYNOLDS, of 


‘ General Assemb! 
, ing that a survey 
iin the State of Illinois. 
'; Legislature of the State of Illinois, praying a re- 


(Mr. Casey introduced the petition of sundr 


citizens of Vermilion county, in the State of Hh- | 


nois, praying the establishment of a mail route 


November in each and every year, on the route 
from Indianapolis by way of Crawfordsville, and ! 
Covington, Indiana, Danville, Urbana, and Deca- 
tur, to Springfield, Illinois; also the petition of | 
sundry citizens of Iroquois county, praying the 

establishmentof a mail route from Crawfordsville, | 
Indiana, by Newton, Robroy, Williamsport, |! 
Warten P. O., or Rawsville and Pereshes Grove, 
to Iroquois, in Illinois; alse, the petition of sundry 
citizens of Edgar county, Illinois, praying the 
establishment of a post route from Dixon’s Mills, 


the petition of sundry citizens of Mount Vep- 
non, Jefferson county, in the State of Illinois, 
praying the establishment of a mail route from | 
Carmel, by Albion Lucky Mills, Fairfield, and | 
Maulding’s Mills, to Mount Vernon, in Illinois; 
referred to the Committee on the Post Office and | 
Post Roads; also,a resolution of the Legislature of 
Illinois, praying the passage of a law authorizing 
the relinquishment of section sixteen in every 
township, when these sections, upon being offered 


cents per acre, and the selection of an equal quan- 
‘tity of land in quarter sections, in leu thereof; | 


citizens of Shelby county, for horses and other | 


referred tọ the Committee on Claims, 

Mr. Rernoxps, of Illinois, moved that all peti- 
tions and memorials on file in the Clerk’s office in 
the House of Representatives be referred to the 
Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 
Presented the case of Major Hall, of Washing- 
ton county, Illinois, praying remuneration for à 
horse and gan, lost in the battle of New Orleans, 
in 1815. The petition of the inhabitants of Mil- 
waukie, Michigan Territory, praying that the 
preemption laws be continued. The petition of 
the inhabitants of Milwaukie, praying a light- 
house and harbor to þe established on Lake 
Michigan, at Milwaukie. The memorial of the 
yor the State of Illinois, pray- 

e made of the Kaskaskia river, 
A memorial from the 


|| survey of certain public lands, so as-the precise 
H quanaity of certain tracts may be ascertained, 


The petition‘of the inhabitants of Milwaukie and 
its vicinity, in Michigan Territory, praying a 
‘road to be made from Milwaukie to Rock river. 
This petition states that Milwaukie is the near- 


cost pean on the lakes to the mining district in the 


sai Territory, and as the transportation of lead 
eastward is necessary and desirable to the citizens 
and miners, it becomes necessary that a road 
should be made by the General Government.] 
Messrs. MARTIN, LAWLER, CHAPMAN, 
and LYON, of Alabama; . 
Messrs. ASHLEY and HARRISON, of Mis- 


! souri. 


[Mr. Harpisow presented the petitions of Jesse 


V 4 € ons; | Watkins and others, praying forremuneration for 
| which, on his motion, were referred to appropri- : 


Indian depredations committed during the war. 


i Also, the petition of sundry citizens of the State 


of Missouri, praying Congress to pass a law ex- 
tending the right of preémption to actual settlers.] 
Mr. JONES, of Michigan; ; f 
[Mr. Joxes, of Michigan Territory, presented 
the following, to wit: 
Petition of citizens of Burlington, Des Moines 


i; county, Michigan Territory, praying of Congréss 


the passage of a law for the. perféction of their 
titles to their lots in said town of Burlington, and 
that commissioners be appointed to survey the 
same; referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 
A memorial of the citizens of Michigan Terri- 
tory, praying for the construction of a ship and 
steamboat canal around the Falls of Niagara; 
referred to the Committee on Roads and Canals. 
Petition of citizens of Michigan Territory, pray- 
ing for an appropriation of $10,000 for buildinga 
bridge across the St. Joseph river at Berrien, and 
for the completion of the road from the city of 
St. Joseph to Niles; referred to the Committee on 
Roads and Canals. Petition of George Cubbage, 
praying the establishment by Congress of a board 


i| Of commissioners to investigate and pay the 
i from Danville to Springfield once in each and : 
| every week, and that the mail be transported in 
| stages from the first day of May to the first day of 


claims of individuals for property lost in ‘the 
Indian war or 1832, in Michigan erritory; re- 
ferred to the Committee on Claims, Petition of 
the inhabitants of Michigan Territory, praying 
of Congress an appropriation for the impreve- 
ment of the harbor at the mouth of St Joseph’s 
river; referred to the Committee on Commerce] 
Mr. SEVIER, of Arkansas; : 
Mr. WHITE, of Florida. i 
Which petitions and memorials (with the ex- 
ceptions stated) were appropriately referred. 
RESOLUTIONS SUBMITTED. 


Qn motion by Mr. GILLET, 
Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Office and 


so changing the rates of postage on letters as to adapt the 


, same to the denominations of our national currency. 


: On motion by Mr. CRAIG, 
Resolved, That the Committee on Revolationery Pensions 


‘ inquire into the propriety of granting a pension to Francis 


Forgus, of the county of Montgomery, and State of Virginia, 


for his services in the war of the Revolution. 


On motion by Mr. TURRILL, 


Resolved, That the Committee on Commerce be requested 
to inquire into the expediency of causing a survey to be 
taken of the coast of Lake Ontario, including the river St. 
Lawrence, to the forty-fifth degree ‘of north latitude, and 
also of Lake Erie; in which shall be designated the islands 
and shoals, with the places of anchorage, and alse the 
courses and distances between the harbors, capes, or head- 
lands, together with sich other matters as may be deemed 

r for completing an accurate chart of every part of 
said coast. 
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On motion by Mr. FRENCH, 

Resolved, That the Committee on Revolutionary Pensions 
inquire into the propricty of granting to Valentine Pierrot, 
of Kentucky, a pension. 

On motion by Mr. RIPLEY, 

Resolved, That n > 1 
instructed to inquire into the expediency of deepening the 
bar at the mouth of the river Mississippi. 

On motion by Mr. CLAIBORNE, of Missis- 
sippi, i 

Resolved, That the Committee on Revolutionary Pensions 
be instructed to inquire into the expediency of placing David 
Burney, of Mississippi, a revolutionary soldier, on the pen- 
sion Jist, or of affording such other relief to him as the 
justice of the case may seem to require. o 

On motion by Mr. CLAIBORNE, of Missis- 
sippi, 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Judiciary be in- 
structed to inquire into the expediency of changing the 
time of bolding the United States district courts for the dis- 
trict of Mississippi, from the first Monday in January and 

July, to the first Monday in April and November. 

On motion by Mr. CLAIBORNE, of Missis- 
sippi, 

Resolved, That the Committee on Commerce be instructed 
to iaquire into the expediency of establishing a hospital at 
Natchez, for the use and accommodation of sick and dis- 
abled persons navigating the Mississippi and its tributaries, 

On motion by Mr. CLAIBORNE, of Missis- 
sippi, 

Resolved, That the Committee on Public Lands he in- 
structed to inquire into the expediency of making a dana- 
tion to the State of Mississippi of ten thousand acres of land 
in that State, for the purpose of establishing and endowing 
a manual labor semigary at some point in the interior of 
the same, with the privilege of locating the said land by 
quarter sections. i a, 

On motion by Mr. CLAIBORNE, of Missis- 
sippi, 

Resolved, That the Committee on Military Affairs be in- 
structed to inquire into the expediency of establishing an 
‘arsenal at Vicksburg, in the State of Mississippi. 


On motion by Mr. CLAIBORNE, 
Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Office and 


Post Roads be instructed to inquire into the expediency of ` 


establishing the following post routes : 

From Vicksburg, by Benton, Lexington, Black Hawk, 
Carrollton, Grenada, Coffeevilie, Ho-toc-co-fa, Nesho-bo- 
wa, Mitchell’s Bluffs, Chulahoma, and Holly Springs, Mis- 


sissippi, by La Grange, to Bolivar, Tennessee, twice a | 


week. 

From La Grange, Tennessee, by Spring Hill, Matthews’ 
store, and Foster's store, to Pontatoc, in the Chickasaw 
session. 


From Carollton, by Shongolo, Choetaw ‘Court-house, | 


Starkville, and Mayhew, to Columbus. ‘ 
From Mitchell’s Bluffs, by Sardina, Pharsalia, Fanning’s 


store, Tillitoly, Tuseahona, Chocchuma, Point Veto, La 


Fiore, Braca or Pine Bluffs, and Chula, to Manchester. 

From Winchester, by Paulding’s and Nechoba Court- 
house, to Louisville, Winston county. 

From Pauldings, by Smith’s Court-house, Westville, and 
Georgetown, to Gallatin. 

From Livingston, by Puckett’s store, in the State of Ala- 
bama, through the Shugunachee Valey, in the State of 
Mississippi, by Lauderdale and Scott Court-howse, and 
Brandon, to Jackson. . . 


On motion by Mr. ASHLEY, 


Resolved, That the Secretary of War be required to fur- 
nish this House with a statement of the amount received 
-on account of mineral Jands leased by the United States 
within the limits of the State of Missouri, during the whole 
period for which the leasing of said lands was authorized 
. bylaw ; and showing also the expenses accrued thereon for 
_ collecting rents, making leases, &c. 


And be it further resolved, That the Commissioner of the `. 
General Land Office be required to furnish this House with | 


a statement, showing, of the mineral lands which were re.. 
served from sale in the State of Missouri, what quahtitics 
thereof were sold at the first public sale after the age 
of the act subjecting them to be sold as other pubiic lands 
are sold; and also the price for which they were sold. 


On motion by Mr. LYON, 
Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Office and 


» Post Roads be instructed to inquire into the expedieney of | 


establishing, by law, a post route from Burnt Corn, in Ala- 
bama, by way of Gadbold’s old store, to Allentown, in Wil- 
cox county. 

Resolved, further, That the same committee inquire into 
the expediency of establishing by law a post route from 


Demopolis, by way of Belmont, to Livingston, in Sumter : 


Prat | 


county ; and also, into the expediency of establishing a 
_ Toute from Linden, in Marengo county, by way of the 
Settlement, Moscow, and Pennyman’s store, to Livingston, 


in Sumter county ; and also, into the ial Soman of estab- | 


lishing a post route. from Livingstoh, in Bumter eounty, by 
: way of Horner’s store, Hodge’s store, near Jugauz Bluff, 

McCarty’s Bluff, and Carrollton, to Washington Court- 

house, in Alabama, $ : 


On motion by Mr. WHITE, : 
Resolved, That the Committee on Foreign Affairs be in- 
structed to inquire into the expediency of so amending the 


- act for the relief of the inhabitants of East Florida, as to 
extend to them the provision of the 9th article of the treaty 


+ 


of the 22d of February, 1819, and to provide for all losses | 


fi of ISIL 


the Committee on Roads and Canals be — 


occasioned by the invasion and aceypetion of East Floridà 
by the troops of the United States, under the instructions 
of the President, in pursuance of a secret actof Congress, 


| On motion by Mr. MAURY, 


Resolved, That the Committee on Revolutionary Claims 
be instructed to inquire into the expediency of extending 
the benefit of the commutatien act to the heirs of William 


Cunningham, a major in the Continental linc of Virginia, ` 


during the revolutionary war. 
Mr. HARRISON submitted the following res- 
olution; which was postponed until to-morrow: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Publie Lands be in- 
structed to inquire into the expediency of authorizing the 
sale of the saline lands as other public lands of the United 
States now are. 


Mr. HARRISON, of Missouri, submitted the 
following resolution, which was postponed till 
to-morrow: g 

Resolved, That the Committee on Public Lands be in- 
structed to inquire into the expediency of granting bounties 
in land to the mounted militia men, organized militia men, 
and rangers, who entered the service of the United States 
under the several acts of Congress providing for the defense 
of the frontier during the late war with Great Britain. 


Mr. LAWLER submitted the following reso- 


lution : 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Judiciary be in- 
structed to inquire into the expediency of establishing a 
third district of the United States Federal ‘court, to be 
held at the town of Tuscaloosa, to consist of the counties 
of Marion, Fayette, Walker, Pickens, Sumter, Marengo, 
Green, Perry, Bibb, Autauga, Uoosa, Talapoosa, Randolph, 
Chambers, Benton, Talladega, Shelby, Jefferson, and Tus- 
caloosa. 


Mr. HUNTSMAN offered the following amend- 
ment; which was agreed to: f 
And that the Committee on the Judiciary be instructed 
: to inquire into the expediency of establishing a district 
Federal court, in the western district of Tennessee, at 
the town of Jackson, to be composed of all the counties, 
established and to be established between the rivers Ten- 
nessee and Mississippi, and also the counties of Perry and 
Hardin, of said State; said court to be holden by the dis- 
trict Federal judge now assigned for the State of Ten- 
nessee. on 


The House adjourned. 


IN SENATE. 
‘Turspay January 19, 1836. 
! Mr. PRESTON presented the petition of John 


l 


i 


of Ohio to abolish slavery in the District of Co- 
lumbia; the question being, ‘‘ Shall the petition 
be received ?’’ 

Mr. LEIGH felt it to be his duty to discuss 


| the question on the petition from sundry citizens 
| 
| 


i! the question upon the motion of the gentleman 


i from South Carolina, and it was with painful 
reluctance he entered upon the performance of 
that duty. As to himself, he did not feel dis- 
posed te create any excitement on this subject, 
and he certainly had no party feelings. So far 
from being disposed to increase the excitement, 
he was anxious to allay it. 

There had been three memorials presented to 
the Senate—two from Ohio, which the gentleman 
from South Carolina had moved should not be 
received; and ‘one from Pennaylvania, which the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania, who had presente 
ed it, {Mr.: Bucwanan,] had moved to reject. 
They were all of the same tenor—all praying for 
the abolition of slavery in the District of Colum- 
bia—but widely different in their style. The 
memorial from Pennsylvania said that holding 

` slaves was unchristian and inhuman. The same 

| class of Christians would deprecate a. war. as 
unchristian and inhuman. They had been 

i using this language in their neighborhoods, in 

i! their counties, and had sent it-into.other States 
i from the States in which they reside. Yet from 

., their known peaceable character they never gave 
' cause of provocation. There was nothing in 
this petition to give it a different treatment from 
others. : ae 

One of these memorials presented by the gen- 
tleman from Ohio, was signed by men, and the 
other by women. As to the one signed by fe- 
males, he considered it the most offensive. It 
was likely that whoever had framed it expected 
` to find indulgence for these ladies; but (said Mr. 


i L.) they have unsexed themselves. These peo- 
i. ple (said Mr. L.) complain of being oppressed 


The resolution as amended was then agreed to. ° 


with a load of sin and grief which we have incur- 


| red, and have applied to Congress to relieve them 


from this load of sin and this grievance. The 


. gentleman from Ohio: [Mr. Morais] had. sgaid 


1 
rf e hoped some of these people were actuated by 
! honest intentions; and & distinction is taken that, 


$ Kirkpatrick; which was referred to the Commit- . 


tee on the Judiciary. ; 

Also, the petition of the heirs of David Hop- 
kins; which was treferted to the Committee on 
Revolutionary Claims. : 

Mr. McKEAN presented the petition of sun- 
dry citizens of Schuylkill county, Pennsylvania, 
, setting forth that the property consumed by the 
date fire in New York 1s a national ¢alamity, and 
| must be severely felt in every State and Territory 
‘in the Union, and suggesting as a remedy the 
| creation by Congress of two hundred millions of 
five per cent. stock to be divided between the 
‘States and Territories and District of Columbia, 
and that the receipts from the sales of the public 
| lands be pledged for the gradual redemption of the 
; same; which was referred to the Committee on 
: Finance. 


» REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 


_ trict of Columbia, reported a bill making an 


| appropriation of $8,000, in addition to the unex- | 


| 

-pended balance of the appropriation of the last 
‘ year, for the support of the penitentiary in- the 
| District of Columbia; which was read.and ordered 
‘to a second reading. 

Mr. TYLER, from the same committee, to 
whieh had been referred the bill from the House 
| to ‘Incorporate a fire insurance cémpany in the 
i; town of Alexandria, reported the same with sev- 
eral amendments; which were read. $ 

Mr. TOMLINSON, from the Committee on 
l} Pensions, madë'an unfavorable report on the peti- 

tion of John Bosworth. 
THE POTOMAC BRIDGE. 

Mr. KING, of Alabama, gave notice that he 
would, to-morrow, ask leave to introduce a joint 
resolution appropriating the balance of the appro- 
| priation for constructing a bridge across the Poto- 
mac, to the making of a road or street leading 
from the Capitol to the said bridge. 


SLAVERY IN THE DISTRICT. 
The Senate procecded to the consideration of 


Mr. TYLER, from the Committee for the Dis- | 


|| vent their petitioning. It had been suppos 
', the gentleman from Ohio that the Constitution 


whatever their conduct may be, if they are actu- 

ated by honest motives, they are entitled to some 
‘degree of respect. If he could believe they were 
, actuated by fanaticisrh alone, he might think so. 
, But of all the passions of tho human heart, none 
| was so dangerous as hypocrisy. . The petition 
| from Pennsylvania he understood was not now 
i the order of the dag, and therefore not now un- 
. der consideration. Shall we, then, (said Mr. L.) 
| reckive the petitions presented by the gentleman 
| from Ohio, [Mr. Morris?] The rejection of 


|| these petitions he did not consider as decisive of 
|| the question involved. 
|| Vote to reject them on account of the language 


Some gentlemen’ might 


|, contained in them; some from motives of policy 
ji might think it best not to entertain them; and 
|; Some might think it both unwise and impolitie. 
l What was ‘the difference? To admit them ac- 
i: Knowledges right to be heard—to reject them, 
|, that there was something in them thet from the 
| offensive nature of it they ought not to be heard. 
l if they were received, then (said Mr. Iu.) our 
i tables will be loaded with them. If they were 
i’ rejected, possibly this might for the gies a 


by 


' guarantied a right to these petitioners to be heard 
-under the clauge which says, the people shall 
: Meet together peaceably for the redress of griew- 
| ances, &¢. But this was not their “own griev- 
‘ance for which they had asked relief. Under 
-pretext of this sacred right, they were intermed- 
ling with the constitutional right of property, at 
| the imminent danger of a separation of the Unioa. 
, Their conduct was injurious, offensive, and cal- 
| culated to produce agitation in our social relations 
| and to jeopard the Union. He hardly felt the 
‘disrespect to him by those petitions that were 
rejected as soon as they were presented. He 
could not possibly foresee that this duty or right 
to petition imposed upon Congress the duty of 
receiving them.’ They mugt judge of the right 
to receive or rejegt from the contents of the peti- 
tions themselves. , a 


|. Mr. L. knew enoygh of the feelings of the slave- 


1886. i 


ii 
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holding States to satisfy him that it was neces- |! States, it could not exercise any more power 


sary that they should come to a direct vote, and | 
that the power of Congress should be distinctly | 
defined. He hoped that some time during the | 
session, this Congress would, by some mode, : 
settle this point, What is the constitutional ques- | 
tion? (said Mr. L.) No one doubted that the own- 
ers of slaves in the District of Columbia could 
emancipate their slaves. The question is, (said 
he,) can slavery be abolished without the consent 
of the owners of the slaves?) (Mr. L. here read 
that part of the Constitution of the United States 
which relates to the location of the seat of Gov- 
ernment, and the jurisdiction of Congress over 
the place of its location.} By this provision 
(szid he) Congress was to have exclusive juris- 
diction, not only in the ten-mile square, but also 
in all places ceded to the United States for the 
erection of forts, magazines, arsenals, and dock- 
yards. If taken in absolute terms, then, Con- 
gress had a right not only to abolish slavery in 
all places ceded to the United. States, but it hada 
right to enlist in its service regiments of free ne- 
groes—a power of most fearful import. The 
Constitution vests in Congress (said he) all the : 
power over this District which the States have over | 
their territories.) Congress had that extent of | 
power, and no more. 
Congress the local Legislature over slavery, (he 
meant in property,) as Virginia and other slave- 
holding States have over their States. Congress 
was bound by a compact, the same as any two 
States of this Union would be. He would illus- 
trate. A compactis entered into between Vir- 
ginia and Maryland over the use of the Potomac; 
seither of those States could use the river so as 
to exclude the other from the use of it. Mr. L. 
rought to the view of the Senate other cases to 
illustrate his position. I conclude (said he) that 
Congress has no right, upon a com with 
Virginia, to violate it-in regard to this District 
of Columbia. He then read the act of cession 
by the Virginia Legislature. He presumed it was 
not contended that Congress could: pass an agra- 
rian law, or abolish the right to the land in Vir- 
inia. By the solemn provision of this law, (said , 
r. L.,) Congress is interdicted from abolighin 
any right of individuals. He had heard wit 
surprise that recently doubts were entertained , 
by some, when he well knew of the guards put 
upon this law. He had no idea that, when this 
proviso was incorporated in the act of cession, 
any citizenof Virginia ever thought of their rights 
not-being well secured. The caution and wisdom 
‘that had always marked the course of'the Vir- 
ginia Legislature was a sufficient guarantee for 
the security of their rights. He had looked into 
the act of cession of Maryland, to see if it was 
equally cautious, but did not find it so. He 
would, however, be able to. show that it was not 
‘necessary. Congress had delegated to it the 
same extent of powers Virginia or Maryland 
possessed themselves, and Congress could not 
exercise rights that either of those States could | 
could not exercise themselves. : 
Within my recollection, (said Mr. L.;) men | 
were more wise then than these disturbers of our | 


ou make (said Mr. L.) |! 


! chan they themselves had. If it could, then there 
i was no limit to its powers. It may then (said 
: Mr. L.) not only abolish slavery, but all property 


‘in the District—they might form the inhabitants 


into regiments, and establish an hereditary aris- 


tocracy. He here went into historical illustrations 


at some length. The power demanded (said he) 
is the abolition of slavery in this District. The 
effect would be to embody in the heart of this 
District all the free negroes in this District which 


our laws can make. ‘It would be to make this 
District a receptacle of all the free negroes in this: 


Union—to put them then in a situation by which 
they could circulate every species of incendiary 
publications which human ingenuity could invent, 
and to supply the means of insurrection. On the 
Maryland line you find, not (said Mr. L.) the 
free negroes—the white of the Anglo-Saxon race 
were there. He spoke of the tendency to insur- 
rection in the two adjoining States. The Pres- 
ident had a right to call out the militia to suppress 
isurrection. Then, has Congress (said he) a 
right to adopt means to produce insurrection? 
| The object is to compel the emancipation of sla- 


| very in our States by provoking insurrection, and | 


' by making our property valueless. To compel 
emancipation in Virginia and Maryland, and ‘ali 
khtw what would follow. 


which they had no right to do directly they had 
no right to do indirectly. He would have to be 
brief, becausc gentlemen who had preceded him 
had been very full in their expositions. 


The sweeping clause vesting the power in Con- | 


gress to provide for the general welfare was re- 


sorted to as applicable to the power of Congress | 
in this question, and also the clause authorizing | 
the raising of taxes. The question was, whether ` 
Congress could raise taxes for any other purpose | 


than is defined inthe Constitution? He was not 


a strict constructionist, and he was certainly nota :' 


latitudinarian. He was fora fair construction of 
the Constitution. Inali matters relating to foreign 
nations you give (said he) a liberal construction, 


because it was evidently so intended by the framers || 
of it; but as to that which related to our citizens, | 
; a strict construction was necessary. ` Was there | 
| aman who could seriously believe that Congress i 


could appropriate the money of the Government 
to the purchase of their slaves?+—that it can em- 
ploy the revenue to that purpose? Sometimes, by 
| a very bold construction an inference was given; 


i! resorted to, onty for an extension; and never for 
i` a limitation of power. All powers were trusts, 
: and it was right to look at the extent of the trust 
j and limit the power. The power or right of 


| opportunity to come here and hear the debates. 


! this subject was before the Legislature, he had 
| -occasion to mention it. Since that debate he had 


j| read a book entitled “ Slavery,” bya Mr. E. Chan- 


; ning, at Boston. He had never read any paper 


peace, the Abolitionists. The emancipation of | 
slaves had been encouraged and facilitated by | 
their laws, ( Virginia.) 
tioned it. Mr. Jefferson had early proposed a | 
lan of gradual abolition, and a pamphlet had | 
en published in which a detailed scheme was 
laid down. In these movements the question of 


the right to abolish it had. never been discussed. | 
_ Until very recently, it had never been admitted |: 


by one single man that the State possessed the | 
poet to abolish slavery. He did not know | 
ow Maryland regarded it. In Maryland the | 
constitution regarded slaves as lawful property. | 
Was it to be that these constitutions, protecting | 
rty in its broadest sense, were to be disre- 
garded by Congress? There was one way in | 
which slavery could be abolished. The States | 
of Maryland and Virginia had power to abolish 
slavery, not by laws, but by an alteration of their 
- eonstitations—by the sovereignty of the power | 
“that framed them. The two Sta 
` and Virginia stood preeisely on the same footing. 
- Mr. L. did not know the opinions of the lawyers 
of Maryland. Congress having derived its whole 


authority from the acts of cession by these two || 


heir courts had sanc- ` 


y 
tates of Maryland | 


! that filled his mind with a deeper sorrow. Before 
he came here he had believed there was a dis 

i sition pretty strongly manifested in the northern 
: States to suppress these mischievous associations, 
; last man to find fault with the conduct of other 
: States. It was the habit of his mind, and those 
, who knew him well would. bear him out that it 
was the habit of his conversation. It was his 
: desire that they would do their duty with modera- 
: tion, but with firmness. This book (said Mr. L.) 


: ed on the belief deduced from conversations with 
| intelligent gentlemen from non -slaveholding States 
| that that intelligence and good. sense would be 
| exercised to suppress this cause of mischief and 
‘agitation throughout the Union, and (it was in 
| vain to disguise it) which was weakening the 
' bond of this Union. This book was written, as 
| was manifest in every line and page, with the 
“design t counteract the efforts of the wise, the 
good, and the prudent. It was distinctly avowed 
in the book itself. Here Mr. L. read several 
parongos from the book,and commented at some 
ength on each of them. 

comments he remarked that the authorentertained 


It was as clear as 
any principle in ethics or in politics, that that | 


‘ but when argument was used, construction was | 


| petitioning gave to those females who could not i 
| abide the pestilential atmosphere of slavery, an ` 


| He would advert to one otherthing, because, when | 


to disturb our peace and happiness. He was the | 


_ has ured in my breast the strong hope found- |. 


Tn the course: of his | 


no sympathy for. the whitesfor his own race, 
He would say of the whole book, sapientia cetes 
‘| sapientia Dei. ; eke 
‘| “There was one expression which Mr. L. thought 
i; peculiarly offensive, and upon which he com- 
| mented with some emphasis—which was that, 
“in a slave country they breathed in a pestilenee 
‘more deadly than the plague.” . There are men 
(said he) in the slaveholding States as vicious as 
in other countries, and it may have-ocedrred that 
a few of the crimes enumerated in the book have 
been committed; but the description was not 
_ applicable to the general moral condition of the 
slaveholding States. He cited cases in the. city 
of New York, where the parent had exposed the 
life of his child, and was there any man who, it 
his sound sense, would apply this circumstance 
as eviderice of the moral condition of the whole 
State of New York? Fé had remarked that the 
number and atrocity of crimes in the non-slave- 
holding States far exceeded the number and atro- 
city of those in the slaveholding States.. He 
attributed this to a natural consequence of a more 
dense population. He hoped, and confidently 
believed, that among the operatives in the man- 
ufacturing establishments of the northern States 
the ‘moral eondition of those employed was np 
worse. than. the slaves of the South. His heart 
would wot lrt him say, the declaimer of this 
Christian monitor, (the author of the book,) who 
reached good will to all men, was insincere ip 
fis design. If he did not understand the effect 
of his writings, he was not a competent person 
to write upon the subject. If he did understand 
their effect, then his design was obvious. For 
the great.respeet he had for the reverend clergy, 
he would not believe his design was to incite in- 
surrection; but he has done more to weaken 
the confidence in the brotherly love of our north- 
ern bretliren than the whole exertions cf that 
i; despicable Tappan and company put together. 
They think. Sar minds are prejudiced by our 
|. interests. They do not, and they cannot know 
| that, at the distance they are from us. Let them 
'| first inquire into the evils of emaneipatian or into 
the evils of insurrection, before they: decide that 
oint: Insurrections excited no alarm, when the 
khowlédge of them was developed. They were 
like a clap of thunder: the moment qona of 
it all fear is over... The sword would soon settle 
|it. Did they suppose that that race of Anglo- 
Saxons living on this side.of Mason and Dixon’s 
i| line, had other feninga than they had? Mr. L. 
spoke of Ireland as being held in slavery by the 
British; and (said he) the difference between the 
' East India negroes, in the employ of.the British, 
‘ and our slaves, is, that they are not bound to pro- 
| vide for their laborers when they get old, and we 
are. The labor and treatment were the same in 
other respects. Mr. L. alluded to the massacre 
of the aborigines, and adverted to the fact of there 
being but one marriage between them and the 
| whites, and (said he) that was an iHustrious one. 
| It was wonderful to how small a compass that 
i, amalgamation had been confined. Was therea 
more healthy race than the black population, of 
; the South? Did it not increase with more rapidity 
l than the whites, aided by constant immigration 
i. from Europe? : oy 
© Mr. L. had done everything in his power to 
cultivate and preserve, not only the political, but 
‘the really affectionate relations between the people 
_ of the several States of the Union. He inculcated 
‘ the disposition in his children to do it. But (said 
| he) l will teach neither son nor daughter to be- 
lieve they are living in an atmosphere more pes- 
| tilential than the plague. : 
Mr. CALHOUN called for the reading of the 
| petition, and it was accordingly read. Spi 
Mr. CALHOUN then observed, thathe did oe 
y 


| rise to say one word on the subject of these pe 
' elucidated by the very able argument just heard of 


tions, whieh he considered had been sufficient 


| his friend from Virginia. He did not kmow when he 
|| had heard an argument more forcible, more full, 
; more modest,and more comprehensible. He rose 
| to make some remarks on the poga petition 
| then before the Senate, which been selected 
ii from the others to induce a part of the southern 
|| delegation to consent to receiving it.. It wascer- 
tainly (he.admitted) less objectionable in its lan- 
than the petition coming from the ladies pf 


i 


l; guage 


the mme State. This memorial, howe 
tained language highly reprehensible. It spoke 
of © dealing ap human tesh.” Will our friends 
of the South (said Mr. C.) agree that they keep 
shambles, and deal in human flesh? And this 
peution was selected trom the others, and pushed 
forward in order to obtain the votes of gentlemen 
from the South. There was another phrase in 
the petition to which he objeeted. It speaks of 
nz (said Mr. C.) as pirates. Strange language! 
Piracy and butchery! We must not (said Mr. 
C permit those we represent to be thus insulted 
on chal floor. He stood prepared, whenever peti- 
tions like this were presented, to call for their 
reading, and to demand that they be not received. 
Hia object was to prevent a dangerous agitation, 
which threatened to burst asunder the bond of 
this Union. The only question was, how was 
agitation to be avoided? He held that receiving 
these petitions encouraged agitation—the most 
etfectual mode to destroy the peace and harmony 
of the Umon. 

Mr. WRIGHT said he considered it to be his 
duty to trouble the Senate with a very few te- 
marks before the pending question was put. He 
did so with extreme reluctance, arising from the 
deepest conviction that this whole subject had 
better not have been debated at all; that these peti- 
tions had better have been suffered to take their 
usual eourse—the course they had taken every 
year when he had beena member of either House 
of Congress—the course of other petitions—of 
of being permitted to be read at the Clerk’s table, 
and referred to the appropriate committee. His 
reluctance was greatly, and perhaps he might say 
principally, increased by the consciousness that 
the whole subject was surrounded with difficul- 
ties; that it was cxeitable in every aspect; that 
the different sections of the Union were liable to 
aifferentaffections from the expression of the same 
sentiment; and that some unmeasured phrase, or 
some imprudent remark, might fall from him, 
which, unintentionally on his part, might inerease, 
rather than allay, excitement in the one portion 
or the other of the country. 

Yet Mr. W. felt that he should not discharge the 
duty incumbent upon him, or properly represent 
his constituents, if he permitted this question to 
be decided without saying anything. Had he 
been able, otherwise, to content himself to give a 
silent vote, he could not do so now since the 
extracts read by the honorable Senator from Vir- 
ginia (Mr. Leicn] from the late publication of 
the Rev. Dr. Channing, a book he had never 
been, and of the contents of which he was wholly 
ignorant, any further than the very limited quo- 
tations of that honorable Senator had made him 
acquainted with them. He was prepared, how- 
ever, from those extracts alone, to say, that how- 
ever distinguished, however pure, however pious, 
and however well-intentioned the author of that 
work might be, in issuing to the public such a 
book he had shown himself as ignorant of the 
opinions and feclings of the great mass of the 
citizens of the non-slaveholding States as he had, 
in the quotations made, of the merits and virtues 
of the people of the South. He (Mr. W.) was 
ready to pronounce, in his place, that the publi- 
cation, in the spirit in which it scemed to be writ- 
‘ten, as grossly abused the northern feeling as its 
language did the southern morals. 

en such representations of the sentiment of 
the North come from such sources, it was incum- 
bent upon him to convince the Senator from Vir- 
ginia, the Senate and the public, that a belief in 
them as the sentiments of the non-slaveholding 
States would be doing vietent injustice to those 
States, and to the patriotism and opinions of their 
citizens, 

Mr. W. said he was not to discuss the subject 
of slavery in the abstract. He knew it—and the 
‘people of the North, as a body, knew it—only as 
it existed under the Constitution of the United 
States, did was sanctioned byit. They thought 


of it in that light, and in that light only, so far as | 


its existence in these States is concerned, and so 

“far as the quiet of the country and the préessrva- 
tion of the Union are involved in any agitation 
of the subject. In that sense, it was not a ques- 
tion for discussion in that body. 

.__ Neither (said Mr. W.) was he to debate the 
‘question of slavery in the sovereign States of this 


| Abolidonists, as manifested and published to || 


constitutes us one people, had not given to Con- 
gress the jurisdiction over that question, It was 
left solely and exclusively to those States, and, 
in his humble judgment, it ought never to be 
debated here in any manner whatever. 

Mr. W. said he would go further, and say that 
he did not purpose to trouble the Senate with a 
discussion upon the propriety of any action on 
the part of Congress in reference to the abolition 
of slavery in the District of Columbia, or in 
regard to the constitutional power of Congress 
over that subject. He had listened with pleasure 
and profit tu the able argument of the honurable 
Senator from Virginia [Mr. Leren] upon the 
powers of Congress, and had marked his conces- 
siona of power equal to that possessed by the 
Legislatures of the respective States of Maryland 
and Virginia over the same subject within those 
States. He had not studied the question himself, 
because he was able to mark out his own course, 
with perfect satisfaction to his own mind, without 
examining either the constitutional powers of 
Congress or the powers of those State Legisla- 
tures. He was ready to declare his opinion to 
be, that Congress ought not to act in this matter, 
but upon the impulse of the two States surround- 
ing the District, and then in a manner precisely 
graduated by the action of those States upon the 
same subject. Had the Constitution, in terms, 
given to Congress all power in the matter, this 
would, with his present views and feelings, be 
his opinion of the expedient rule of action; and, 
entertaining this opinion, an examination into the 
pow te act had been unnecessary to determine 

tis vote upon the prayer of these petitions. He 
was ready promptly to reject their prayer, and he 
deeply regretted that he was not permitted so to 
vote without debate. 

The refusal to receive the petitions (Mr. W. 
said) was, to his mind, a very different question, 
That was the question now presented. If the 
refusal should be sanctioned by the Senate upon 
the broad ground of the subject prayed for, and 
not upon the distinct objection of indecorous 
language or matter in the petition itself, it would 
be considered and felt, in many sections of the 
country, as a denial of the constitutional right to 
petition, and, as such, would be infinitely more 
calculated to produce and increase, than to allay, 
excitement, The prompt rejection of the prayer 
of these petitions would express the sense of the 
Senate, in the most marked and decisive manner, 
against the objects of the petitioners. The re- 
fusal to receive the petitions would raise a new 
issue imfinitely more favorable, as he deeply 
feared, to the schemes of these mad incendiarics 
tban all which had gone befere this proposed step. 

He entreated (he said) his brethren of the South 
to reflect before they gave this immense advant- 
age to the agitators. He was aware that the 

_ southern feeling must be sensitive, perhaps be- 
yond his ability to estimate, upon this subject 
of domestic slavery. The constitutional ehis, 
the personal and private interests, the domestic 

ce and domestic security of the people of the 
slavcholding States, compelled them to feel deeply 
and keenly upon every agitation of this delicate 
question. He could not be insensible to the 
existence of these feelings, or to their justice. 


Yet, might be not appeal to members of this :' 


body from those States,and ask them to remem- 
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ver, con: | Unai The sacred and inviolablo compact which ! 


ber that excitement, growing out ef the same . 
subject, was also prevailing in the non-slave- : 
holding States ?—that the public mind in those | 
States had become aroused to the subject >—that ` 
a limited number of individuals, from what mo- | 
tives he would not attempt to say, were making | 
it their calling and- business to increase that | 
excitement, and to make it universal? And might | 
he not claim that the action of the Senate should | 


be such as would be most likely to calm the 
excitement im all the States and in every seetion 
of the Union? , 
What, then, (Mr. W. asked,) was the aetion 
most likely to produce this result—a result, he 
noust believe, most highly desired by every member 
‘of the Senate? To answer this inquity he must 
i detain the Senate with a short examination of the 
true state of public opinion in the non-slavehold- 
i ing States, in relation te the movements of the 


: mon Council of the city. 


i 
i 
} 


i 
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the world since the last adjournment of Cons 
gress. He should confine his statements upon 
this point, to the State which he had the honor, 
in part, to represent here, because his informa- 
tion in referenee to that portion of the North 
was more minute and authentic, and because he 
was satisfied that the general fveling of the citi- 
zens of his State, upon this point, was cqually 
the general feeling of all the nou-slavehulding 
States. ; 
Mr. W. would then say that he did not know 
of a single meeting of citizens in his State, cone 
vened for the purpose of considering the civil 
and political Faitian of the country, during 
the whole summer and autumn now — pust, 
of whatever political party the meeting might 
be, one single instaace to which he should have 
occasion hereafter to refer being alone excepted, 
which had not made the most distinct and firm 
expressions against the efforts of these agitators, 
In addition to this evidence of the almost entire 
feeling of the citizens of the State, obtained fron 
these ordinary assemblages of citizens, he nocd 
only remiad the Senate, to bring the fact to the 
distinct recollection of every member of the body, 
that immense public meetings, composed of men 
of all grades, of talent and influence, ef all par- 
ties in politics, and of all seota in religion, had 
been held in almost every populous town iu New 
York, for the express purpose of giving to the 
country, and especially te their brethren of the 
South, the public sentiment and public reproba- 
tion of the efforts of the few fanatics whose ex- 
ertions to agitate the question of slavery were 
considered as infringing upon the constitutional 
rights of the slaveholding States, as calculated to 
disturb the peace of those States, and, what wag 
considered of infinitely more importance, to en- 
danger the harmony and perpetuity of the Unien. 
The expressions of these meetings (Mr. W. said) 
had neither been weak vor equivocal. They had 
breathed a spirit of patriotism, of generous feel- 
ing towards their brethren of the South, and of 
attachment to the Union, whieh he waa sure his 
southern friends woald appreciate and recipro- 
cate, ‘ 
It became now his duty, and he performed it 
with no small degree of mortification, to speak 
of the exception to which he had referred. All 
within the hearing of his voke would recollect 
that, during the summer on fall, notice was given 
to the publie of a State convention of Abolition- 
ists, to be held at. the city of Utica, in the State 
of New York, in the month of October last, ao- 
cording to, hie present recollection of the time. 
The notice appeared formidable, from the array 
of names appended to it, they being several hun- 
dred in number, and exhibiting among them a 
large proportion of the names of preachers of the 
gospel of peace., It gave him uafeigned pleasupe 
to say ,that time proved that many of these nameg, 
and those of individuals by no means the least 
respectable in character and standing and influ- 
ence, had been appended to the notice without 
the consent or authority of the persona whose 
names they were, and, in many instances, ingpen 
and direct opposition to the wishes and feelings 
of the individuals. AR, 
Still the notice had the effect of causing dele- 
, gates to be appointed to attend the proposed con- 
vention, feom too many places in the State, and 
the design of holding the convention was perse- 
vered in. A short time before the day fixed for 
assembling this body of agitators, application on 
their behalf was made to the municipal author- 
ities of the city of Utica, for leave ta usc a public 
: building within the city, erected at the expense of 
the citizens of the town, as the place for the meet- 
ing of the convention. Through an excess of 
complaisance, or a mistaken feeling of indulgence, 
i the required permission was given by the Com 
No sooner was this fect 
; made known tothe citizens, than a public meet- 


i ing was ¢alled, and resolutions of the most dis- 
, tinct and deeisive character passed, declaring that 
: the public building in question, erected at their 
| expense, and for their usc, should net be prosti- 

tuted to so misehicvous a purpose; and. that. the 
| proposed convention should not occupy it., This 
| meeting wasr. voluntar y assemblage ef the inhab- 
| itanta ofthe town, and of course, unauthoritative; 
but to make themselves sure of their object, and 
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to carry their resolves into certain effect, themeet- 
ing was adjourned to reassemble .in the same 
public building proposed to be oveupied by the 
ABolition convention, and on the same Gay when 
that convention was to mect. Atan early hour 


of the day designated, the public building in ques- | 
tion was filled with the citizens of the town, and | 


viot an Abolitionist was known to enter it. Seon, 
however, thé assemblage was informed that the 
roposed convention was assembling at a chureh 
m the vicinity, for the purpose, as it was believed, 
of showing upon paper the proceedings of a State 
convention of that character. A committee, con- 
sisting of twenty-five members, selected from the 
most respectable and influential inhabitants of the 
town, was instantly appointed, and instructed by 
the meeting of citizens to repair to the chure 
and inform the convention of the wishes and 
determination of the inhabitants of Utica, that 
their city should not be made the headquarters 


for their mischievous movements. The commit- 


tee obeyed the order of the meeting, made their 
way into the church, and announced their errand 
and their instructions to the assembled convention, 
when, fortunately for the peace of the commu- 


nity, the convention dispersed, without attempt- ; 


ing to proceed with their business. 
Such, (Mr. W. said,) substantially, was the 
history which had been given to him by eye-wit- 
nesses, of the most respectable character, of the 
attempt to hold a State convention of Abolition- 
ists at Utica, and of its results; and for the credit 
of his usually orderly and peaceable constituents, 
he wished he could stop here, and give the full 
evidence of the feeling manifested on that occa- 
sion. The whole truth, however, went further; 
and he believed it due to the present occasion, to 
give the whole truth. During the night of the 
ay on whick the convention had been thus dis- 
persed, he had been further informed that somé 
disorderly persons forced their way into a print- 
ing office in Utica, supposed to be owned by some 
of the: agitators, and certainly devoted to their 
cause, and committed depredations upon the prop- 
erty of the office; among other acts of violence, 
throwing the types into the street. . These per- 
sons, for this offense, had been brought before 
the magistracy, and put under recognizance to 
appear at the then next court to be held for the 
county, and answer for the act. Recent inform- 


ation told him they had appeared; that theircases | 
had been presented to the grand jury, and that , 


that jury, acting upon their oaths, had reported 
no bills against them. ` 

There was one further fact (Mr. W. said) he 
ought not to omit, in giving the evidences of the 
correct state of public opinion, elicited by this 
attempt to hold an abolition State ¢onvention at 
Utica. One member of the committee of twenty- 
five appointed by the citizens to repair, and who 


did repair to the’ church and aid in dispersing | 


this convention, was, at the time, before.the peo- 
ple as a candidate for the State Senate. In about 
two weeks from the time of the transaetions he 
had detailed, the name of this gentleman was 
presented at the polls throughout his Senate dis- 
trict—a district comprising from two hundred and 
fifty to three hundred thousand of the population 


of the State—and not a shadow of -opposition || 


was made against his election from any quarter, 
Could this have happened if these agitators had 
possessed any hold upon the feelings of that peo- 
ple—the very people among whom they had pro- 
posed to raise the standard and commence thoir 
proceedings as a State society? . Most assuredly 
it could not. 

Again: another individual of that eommittce 
was a distinguished member of the, New York 
delegation in the other branch of Congress, and 


information just received announced his appoint- ` 


ment by the Legislature of the State, by a strong, 
an almost unanimous vote,to the highly-respons- 
ible and important office of attorney 
the State. Such had already been the expres- 
sions of public opinion as to two of the members 
of the committee of the citizens of Utica, who 
were put forward, at an important moment, to 
suppress the agitators. Could there be anything 
equivocal in expressions like these? Would the 
honorable Senator from Virginia—would any 
member of the Senate, or any citizen of the 


country, after such manifestations, permit their | 


neral of || 


confidence in the soundness of the public feeling 
at the North to be shaken by such a publication. 
as that referred to by Dr. Channing? He could 
not think they would. He most earnestly hoped 
i| they would not. . 
‘| Mr. W. said he had mentioned these facts, and 
he might mention many others of a somewhat 
‘n similar character, to show that the determined 
feeling of resistancc to these dangerous and wicked 
i agitators in the North had already reached a 
point above and beyond the law, and, if left to its 
own voluntary action, decisive of the fate of ab- 
olitionism in that quarter. Why, he would ask, 
were such manifestations of feeling found among 
those who were wholly uninterested. in ‘slave 
roperty? The answer was single and palpable. 
Their attachment to the Constitution and the 
Union prompted it; and, if left to govern them- 
selves by that attachment, there was no cause to 
apprehend danger. He appealed, then, in the 
kindest manner, and with great confidence, to the 
Representatives of the slaveholding States, to say 
whether it was now desirable, whether it was 
now wise, to attempt to force this feeling further? 
For himself, (Mr. W. said,) he must say he: 
considered it immensely important that the action, 
i of the Senate should be calm and considerate; that 
nothing shauld be done rashly; that no stepshould 
be taken which could by:any, the most sensitive, 
be considered violent. He must repeat, that any — 
such action would put a weapon into the hands 
of the agitators more powerful, and much more 
to be feared, than all their efforts of a voluntary ` 
character. Such, he most deeply feared, would 
be a vote of the Senate, that petitions upon this 
subject, without regard to their language and 
character, should not be received by the body. 
He was not disposed, at the present time, even 
to discuss the question of the extent of the con- 
stitutional right to petition Congress, so strongly 
did he feel that discussion or debate of any sort 
; upon this topic would produce only anmixed evil 
to every portion of the country. He was willing, 
for his present purpose, to place the question of 
reception or rejeetion upon the ground taken by 
the honorable Senator from Virginia, [Mr., Leren,] 
and toconsider it aa a question of mere expediency; 
and -he hoped that, in that sense, he had said 
enough to satisfy every member of the Senate. 
| that there would be great danger in the course , 
propored by the motion under consideration. 
ithout discussing the question, he thought 
every Senator would concede that a general im- ; 
pression prevailed among our whole people, of , 
every portion of the Union, that the right to peti- 
tion Congress in respectful terms and a respectful | 
; manner was one of the broadest rights secured 
by the Constitution. Refuse it upon the broad | 
i! principle, as relating to this subject, and these 
ıı Malignant agitators will seize upon the act to 
draw to themselves and their cause the public ' 
sympathy. They will represent themselves as 
| having’ been demied their constitutional rights, 
' and as being the subjects of unjust and unrea- |; 
:, sonable persecution; and, once able to occupy that 
ground plausibly, they will become vastly more 
ii dangerous than they can ever make themselves by 
|| any efforts of their own. 
Mr. W. said, it appeared to him that a unani- 
|| mous expression of the Senate, if that could be 
;| secured, was of the greatest importance, as being 
' much more calculated to allay excitement in every 
i| portion of the country, than any pecuiiar form 
i! ef expression which might be preferred by any 
{į sectional interest. Under this impression, he had 
hopa that the liberal and patriotic proposition 
of his friend from Pennsylvania [Mr. Benak 
would have been adopted by universal consent; 
‘| that these petitions, and all others upon the same 
subject, if not clearly unexceptionable in their | 
:; language and manner, would be received, be per- 
| mitted to be read at the Clerk’s table if desired, 
and then that the prayer of each would be promptly |, 
|| rejected, without one word of debate, and by the |: 
|i vote of every Senator. He yet hoped the Senate | 
ji would consent to take that course. Its effect would 
i be, in his judgment, most eminently calculated ` 
i to allay excitement everywhere, and every where 
| that effect was most desirable. A political or geo- 
| graphical vote could not have that effectany where; 
i| and therefore he hoped not to see such a vote, | 
A single other remark, (Mr. W. said,) and he -| 


; him to hear these assurances. 


would occupy: the attention of: the Senate no: 
longer. The gentlemen from the South assure us, 
they have noapprehension for their safety, and for 
the safety of their respective States, let the present 
excitement result- as it may. It was pleasant to 
They were calcu-. 


. lated to do good everywhere; but he must say, 
.in-sheer justice to the non-slaveholding States;' 


that they should not be made. in a manner te 
carry with them the implication that our fellow- 
citizens of the South are to meet enemies in the 
great body; of the citizens of the North. Such is 
not the fact—they are friends to the South; friends 
ta the constitutional rights of the South; friends 
to the pence of the country; friends to the pres- 
ervation of the Union of these States; and they 
will, upon all occasions and in every place, perz, 
form all their constitutional duties, as pointed 
out by the honorable Senator from Virginia, [Mr. 
Lescu.]} They will, upon every call, most cheer- 
fully lend their aid to quell insurrection, not 
promote it; they will open their arms, not present 
their bayonets, to all their fellow-citizens of 
whatever section of the Union. E 

Mr. CALHOUN could not concur with the 
gentleman from New York, that so much delicacy 
was to be shown to the very amall part of hig 
own State he referred to, that these petitions were 
to be rejected, lest the refusal to receive them 
might be considered-as a violation of the right of 
the citizen to petition Congress. But (said Mr. 
C.) does the gentleman look at our side of the 
question? If his constituents (continued Mr.C.) 
are to be treated with so much respect that their 
petitions are to be received, what is to be eon- 
sidered as due to our constituents? The Senator, 
considered the petition before the Senate as mod- 
erate in its lang —he did not say otherwise— 
language (said Mr. C.) which treats us as butchera 
and pirates. The Senator said that they must 
receive this petition, and reject it, lest it might 
be conaidaród. as violating the right of petition. 
To receive it, and immediately reject it-—this 
looked something like juggling., Was the peti» 
tion of sufficient consequence to be reegived, and 
at the same time of so little consequence as to be 
immediately rejected? Was it intended merely 
that this petition was to be put on the files of the 
Senate, as a record to show the opinion cntertained 
of the people of the South by these Abolitionists? 
The Senator told them that this abolition spirit 
had subsided at the North. He told them that 
this convention of Utica, which he spoke of as an 
exception to the general rule in his State, was 


', compelled to disperse, Well, within afew days a 


newspaper, published at Utica, had been handed 
to him, called the Oneida Standard and Democrat, 
He supposed the gentleman was acquainted with 
its character; it was headed ‘“ For President, 
Martin Van Buren, of New York; for Vice Pres- 
ident, Richard M. Johnson, of Kentucky.” This 
paper contained a most violent attack on the 


i southern States and their institutions. 


' sirable. 


we can obtain unanimity of opinion. 


Mr. WRIGHT explained: he only wished to 
state that it was the office where this paper was 


` published which had been forcibly entered, and 


the types thrown into the street, as he had before 
related; that it was for that offense against this 
paper when the grand jury of the county re- 


' fused to find bills of indictment; that neither him- 
. self nor his friends could be responsible for the 


names which such a paper might choose to place 
at its head; but that of this one fact he could 
assure the Senator of his own knowledge, that no 
other party in the whole State was more univer- 
sally or distinctly understood to be hostile to the 
political party to which he belonged than this 
paper, aad he did not doubt that its columns would 
establish his position. |. - 3 

Mr. CALHOUN continued: He had always 


: supposed that there was something inexplicable 


in the politics of New York, and the explanation 
of the gentleman confirmed the opinion, But to 
return te the petitions. The gentleman said that 
unanimity of opinion in the Senate was very de- 
He said so too. Let the gentleman and 
his friends join us, (said Mr, C.,) and in that way 
If, as the 
gentleman said, the petition was to he immediately 
rejected, why receive it;at all? _ Would the gen- 
gleman say that a refusal to, receive the petition 
would press in the slightest degree on the consti- 
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tutional right of the people x 
and petition for a Aae of grievances? If the 
gentleman had made up his mind to reject the peti- 
tion, he could have no insuperable objection to 
refuse to receive it. He repeated, that so long as 
these petitions could be received in the Senate, so 
long would agitation on the subject continue. 
The question must be met on constitutional 


, or not at all. 
err. CGOLDSBOROUGH said, it seemed to be 


the wish, on all sides, to dispose of this subject. 
And the question was, what peeve most 
likely to effect that object? Ifthey received these 
petitions, they would be flooded with others of 
the same kind. If they rejected them, it might be 
imputed to something offensive in their language, 
and others would come in differently framed. 
When these petitioners see (said Mr. G.) that we 
act upon a proposition over which you cannot 
leap, they will say, here is erected an msuperable 
barrier to our applications, and our further efforts 
will be vain, and would end it. It is the desire 
of the gentleman from South Carolina (Mr. CaL- 
Hovs] to meet this proposition (said Mr. G.) on 
his motion not to receive these petitions. He was 
willing to vote so as to meet this pap proposi- 
tion; but notif it was to be considered as decisive 
of the action of the Senate upon the whole sub- 
ject. He had another proposition which he 
Intendcd to bring forward for that purpose. 

Mr. CALHOUN would only remark, that these 

titions might be rejected on various grounds. 

irst, on the unconstitutionality of their object; 
second, for containing inyproper and disrespectful 
language; third, for the impropriety and unrea- 
sonableness of their prayers, and for the inex- 
pediency of granting their requests. 

Mr. MORRIS observed that, in presenting 
these petitions, it was his ‘sincere desire to avoid 
anything like agitation or excitement in that body. 
Although he had had these petitions in his pos- 
session for some days, he refrained from pre- 
senting them until he had an opportunity of ob- 
serving what was done with others of a like tenor. 
The question now assumed a grave aspect. The 
constitutional rights of the people peaceably to 
assemble and petition for a redress of grievances 
were involved. On the subject of these petitions 
it was not his desire at present to say one word; 
his wish was, that the great question, as to the 
right of the people of this Union te petition Con- 
gress, might come up unembarrassed by the ob- 
jections as to the language in which the petition 
was drawn. It seemed that these objections did 
not apply to the petition presented by the Senator 
from Pennsylvania, {Mr. Bucnanan;] and he 
wished the question to be taken on that petition. 
He concurred with the Senator from South Caro- 
lina, [Mr. Ca.uoun, | that there was no difference, ° 
in substance, between the last-named petition and 
thosc he (Mr. M.) had presented; that those who 
voted against receiving the one ought to vote 

ainst receiving the other. His wish was to 
disembarrass this question of the right of petition 
of the difficulties as to the language of the peti- 
tions; and he would therefore ask leave of the 
Senate to withdraw the one he had presented. 

Mr. CALHOUN said the petition could not be 
withdrawn, if the yeas and nays had been ordered. 

The Seerctary (who was referred to) replied 
that the yeas and nays had: been called for, but 
had not been ordered by the Senate. 

The CHAIR said that the Senator from Ohio 


could undoubtedly withdraw a petition presented 

by himself, before any question had been taken ` 
on receiving it. The yeas and nays, he under- 
stood the Secretary to say, had not been ordered. | 


Mr. MORRIS then withdrew the petition. 
CALN QUARTERLY MEETING PETITION. 

On motion by Mr. BUCHANAN, the Senate 
took up the petitition presented by that gentleman 
from the ‘Caln Quarterly Meeting of Friends of 
Lancastet county, Pennsylvania, 
Se to abolish slaver 
olumbia, together with the motion by Mr. B. | 
that the petition be rejected. The question pend- 
ing was the one raised by Mr. Catnoun—" Shall | 
the petition be received?’ - 
r. CALHOUN called for the reading of the | 
petition, and it was read accordingly. | 
On motion by Mr. MORRIS, the yeas and | 
nays were ordered. - : 


ceubhy:to assemble l 
peaonibir | of this petition was very strange. 


` petitions to abolish slavery in the nav 


} raying Con- | 
within the District of | 


If the right to have petitions received was com- 


Mr. CALHOUN said that the language. 

It Feld up the 
buying and selling of slaves in the southern 
States to be as flagrant a wrong as the slave trade 
itself on the coast of Africa; declaring, “that it 
was as inconsistent in principle, as inhuman in 
practice, as the foreign slave trade.’ The foreign 
slave trade (Mr. C. said) consisted in seizing on 
the Atricans by violence, und selling them into 
slavery. Now, he was not willing to admit the 
parallel between slavery in the southern States 
and this foreign slave trade. We ourselves (said 
he) have denounced this African slave trade, and 
made it piracy; though he did not himself believe 
thatthe offense could be properly designated as 

iracy, and ever should regret that this term had 
been applied to it in our laws. With regard to 
the petition, if he had no other objection to it 
than that of its using this language, he would 
not on that account reccive it. 

Mr. KING, of Alabama, said the question was 
now upon the reception or rejection of the petition 
prosena by the gentleman from Pennsylvania 

rom the Society of Friends. Ever since he had 

' known of this society, he had considered them an 

orderly and peaceable people, and their petition 

was couched in respectful terms. He wished, as 
an individual and as a representative, to give alt 


the individuals of the Union, of. every class, a | 


full enjoyment of the rights secured to them by 
the Constitution. If we, (said Mr. K.,) from the 
whim or excitement of the moment, refuse to 
receive these memorials, might we not abridge 
the right of petitioning? When the language was 
decent and respectful, it was the duty of every 
Senator to show it every mark of respect due to 
its character. And, then, when it was received, 
if it was found to ask for an intermedling with 
the constitutional rights of any of the States, to 
stamp it with the disapprobation it deserved. 

The book of Mr. Channing to the contrary 
notwithstanding, he believed that the nineteen- 
twentieths of the people of the non-slaveholding 
States were as decidedly 
of this subject as those 
ately mterested in the subject. 


he now entertained. He would then take a very 
different course in common with the people of ‘the 


i ren 
f r. 


to move its 


even i sach petitions, what was to prevent him from 


receiving petitions to abolish slavery in every 
arsenal and navy-yard in every State in the 
Union? 

Mr. C. confessed he was astonished at the gen- 
tleman’s argument. The right of petition was 
cautiously guarded in the Constitution: ‘Con- 
gress'shall make no law prohibiting the right of 

' the people peaceably to assemble and petition for 
a redress of grievances.” By these plain terms 
it was expressly limited; and yet, when gentle- 
men came to the petitions of these fanatics for 
abolishing slavery in this District, they were dis~ 

osed to enlarge the construction. I know (said 

r. C.) that the Senator from Alabama repre- 
sents constituents more deeply interested in this 
question than mine. The southwestern States 
were more: deeply interested than the south 
Atlantic States, as the former had a growing 
stave population, continually augmenting by pur- 
chases from Maryland, Virginia, North and South 
Carolina, and Georgia; and he was therefore the 

` more astonished at his argument. 

. Not to receive these petitions was considered 
wonderfully disrespectful to these petitioners; but 
to receive and reject them immediately was con- 
sidered entirely respectful. What did gentlemen 
mean? “He could not, for the life of him, make 
out why gentlemen were so anxious to receive 
these petitions, when they were determined to 
reject them. Hoge: 

Mr. MOORE did not rise to procrastinate this 
discussion. He desired more time for reflection 
before he recorded his views, particularly smee 
his colleague had indicated the course he intended 
to pursue. He could not see the propii of the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania in offering the peti- 
tion he had presented, and forthwith moving to 

tit. If [had a petition to present here, (said 

M..,) the consideration that would induce me 

rejection would induce me to with- 


': hold it. : 


H paaa to the agitation `: 
who were more immedi- , 


If he doubted it, | 
he would have very different feelings from what |: 


i 


i © Mr. MOORE then moved an adjournment; and 
The Senate adjourned. we 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
i Tuespay, January 19, 1836., 
Mr. CRAIG, from the Committee on Reyo 


South to sustain theirrights, and the matter would | lutionary Claims, reported the following bilis; 
not be settled on this floor. He was happy, how- || which were read twice, and committed: : 


ever, to say that he believed that day was far off. 


He believed those miserable fanatics would-yet 
' become enlightened, and the spell of their delusion 
would yet be dispelled. ft might be philanthropy 
that actuated them, but if it was, it was philan- 
thropy run mad. Anxiods as he was that no 
excitement should grow‘ ‘out of this matter, his 
design was to give every individual his rights; 
hé would vote for the reception of this’ petition. 


the Senator if he | 
was aware of the extent to which this doctrine | 
would carry him? Was he prepared to receive 
} y-yards and | 
arsenals of the United States, in the southern | 

section of the Union? Was he prepared to receive | 
; petitions couched in abusive and indecorous lan- | 
| guage? [Mr. Kine said, no.] The Senator an- | 

swered no. Then, I ask him (said Mr. C.) to | 
show me the distinction between such petitions | 
| as he had described and the one before the Senate. 


| stitutional, then there could be no qualification 
, of that right. The Senator from Alabama, by 
: saying no, surrendered the ground he had taken. 
Then, by what possibility (he asked: him) was 
he prepared to receive petitions to abolish slavery 


| 


| 


‘in this District? If he was prepared to receive 


| A bill for the relief of the legal re 
| of William Boyce, deceased; and ; 
| A bill for the relief of the legal representatives 
j of Captain T. White, deceased. 

Mr. CARR, from the Committee on Private 
Land Claims, reported a bill for the relief of 
| Daniel Whitney and others; which was read 


presentatives 


li twice, and committed. ` : 


i Mr. GARLAND, from the Committee on Pri- 


by || vate Land Claims, reported a bill for the relief 


| of Jean Baptiste Granger; which was read twice: 
i and committed. 

Mr. SMITH, from the Committee of Ways 
and Means, reported certain documents from the 


i: Treasury Department, in relation to return duties 


under the tariff act of 1828: which were laid on 


|| the table, and ordered to be printed. ` ` 


Mr. REYNOLDS, of Ilinois, from the Com: 
| mittee on Roads and Canals, reported the follow- 
ing bills; which were read twice and committed: 
A bill to continue the national road from Vani 
| dalia to the Mississippi river, in the State of Ili- 
j nois; and ane 
| A bill to continue the national road from the 
| Mississippi river to Jefferson City, in the State 
i of Missouri. f 
; . Mr. CHAMBERS, of Pennsylvania, from the 
i Committee on Private. Land Claims, reported a 
| bill for the relief of the heirs and legal represent- 
atives of William Graham, deceased; which was 
read twice and committed. : 
Mr. WASHINGTON, from the Committee on 
the Distriet of Columbia, reported a bill te amend 
the charter of the Potomac Fire Insurance Coms 
pany; which was read twice.and committed. .. », 
: “Mr. JARVIS, from the Committee on Naval 
Affairs, reported a bill for the relief of the widows 
and orphans of the officers, seamen, and marines 


of the United States schooner Wild Cat; whieh 
was read twice and committed. - eg cage 


ji 
H 
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Mr. STORER, from the Committee on Revo- 
lutionary Pensions, reported the following bills; 
which were read twice and committed: 

A bill for the relief of Davis Hunt; 

A bill for the relief of William York; and | 

A bill for the relief of Relief Harris. i i 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Kentucky, from the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs, reported a bill to au- 
thorize the appointment of additional Poymer: 
which was read twice and committed. | 

Mr. KINNARD, from the Committee on Rev- 
olutionary Claims, reported a bill for the relief | 
of the legal representatives of Captain Lathrop ` 
Allen; which was read twice and committed. 

Mr. HARLAN, from the Committee on Re- i: 
visal and Unfinished Business, reported & bill to | 
extend the time for issuing certificates of scrip on 
military land warrants to the officers and soldiers . 
of the Revolution; which was read twice and 
committed. 

Mr. HARLAN, from the same committee, re- 
ported a bill to continue in force, for a limited | 
time, the act authorizing certain soldiers of the 
late war to surrender the bounty lands drawn b 
them, and to locate other lands in lieu thereof ; 
which was read twice. -j 

Mr. SEVIER moved that the bill be engrossed | 
and read a third time. me 

Mr. VINTON was opposed to the engrossment : 
of the bill, and moved that it be committed. | 

Messrs. SEVIER and HARLAN explained | 
the provisions of the bill, and urged its engross- : 
mènt at this time. | 

Mr. VINTON, after a few remarks, moved ta 
postpone the further consideration of the bill 
until Tuesday next; which was agreed to. ; 

Mr. ADAMS, from a select committee, made ' 
a report, accompanied by a bill, to authorize the 
President to assert and prosecute the right of the 
United States to the bequest of Mr. James Smith- 
son, late of London, deceased, for the purpose 
of founding at Washington an institution for the 
diffusion of knowledge among men. i 

The bill was read twice and committed. 

_ Mr. CHAPIN, of New York, said, that as the 

foundation of an institution at Washington for ; 
the increase and diffusion of knowledge among | 
men must be deeply interesting to the people of |. 
the United States, he would, therefore, move that |: 
five thousand extra copics of the report submit- 
ted by the honorable chairman of the committee, 
together with the President’s message, corre- 
spondence, and will, relating to the bequest of 
Temes Smithson, of London, be printed for the 
use of the House. | 

The motion, by the rules of the House, lies | 
on the table for one day. l 


i 
| 


Mr. MARTIN, from the Committee on the |; 


Judiciary, reported a bill making further compen- 
sation to the clerks of the circuit and district |! 
courts of the United States; which was read twice 
and committed. l 
Messrs. P. C. FULLER, CHAMBERS, of 

Kentucky, and WHITTLESEY, from the Com- 
mittee on Claims; Messrs. CRAIG, CHAPIN, 
MUHLENBERG, KINNARD, and BEAU- | 
MONT, from the Committee on Revolutionary | 


Claims; Messrs. CARR, GARLAND of Vir- ; 
ginia, and HUNTSMAN, from the Commit- | 
tee on Private Land Claims; Messrs. WARD- 
WELL, STORER, and FRY, from the Com- 
mittee on Revolutionary Pensions; and Mr. 


| of the abolition of slavery in the District of Columbia ought 
| not to be entertained by Congress. 


JARVIS, from the Committee on Naval Affairs; 
made unfavorable reporis upon various petitions; 
which were laid on the table. 

Mr. JUDSON, from the select. committee 
appointed on the subject, made a report, accom- 
panied by the following joint resolution, which 
was read twice: ot 

Resolved, by the Senate and House of Representatives of |i 


the United States of America, in Congress assembled, That 
the Governor of the State of Connecticut be, and he is || 


hereby, authorized to employ some suitable person to erect |! 
a monument, with appropriate inscriptions, within the pub- |: 
lic cemetery in the town of Coventry, Connecticut, com- 
meinorating the services and death of Captain Nathan Hale 

in the war ofthe Revolution: Provided, The expense thereot 
shall not exceed the sum of one thousand dollars., : 


Mr. PEARCE, of Rhode Island moved to print 
five thousand copies of the report accompanying 
the foregoing joint resolution. 

: The motion lies over one day. 


Mr. ADAMS, from the Committee on Manu- 


| be hereafter presented, it is the deliberate opinion of the 


` out being referred or printed. 


; He was willing to meet the constitutional ques- 
| tion whenéver it should be presented in a proper 
; manner, but. it was not his intention to go into 


factures, reported the following resolution; whieh’ ` 


was agreed to: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Mannfactures be in- 


structed to inquire what plates ordered by the House of 
Representatives, in the publication of Dr. Mease’s Silk 
Manual, are now not in use, and upon what terms the said 


. plates may be used by the Biographer of Samuel Slater; or 


to inquire into the expediency of authorizing the sale of 
said plates. ? 

Mr. MERCER, from the Committee on Roads 
and Canals, reported the following resolution; 
which lies on the table one day, under the rule: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of War be directed to lay: 
before the House a statement of the length and cost of the 
several portiens of the national road west of the river Ohio 
which have been completed; also the length and cost, so 
far as any expense has been incurred upon the same, of such 
other portions ofthe said road as have heen located, opened, 
and graduated, or, in part, constructed; distinguishing, re- 
spectively, in such statement, the cost of the location, 
opening, graduation, bridges, masonry and stone covering of 


| the various parts of the said road ; that he add to the above 


statement an estimate of the probable cost of the residue 
of the said road as far as the river Mississippi ; and, also, 
of the relative expenses of graduating and covering with 
stone such part of the said road as may not have been . 
definitively located and graduated, with reference to the 
future use of the same, as an ordinary Macadamized road 
and a railway; and that he inform the House by whatreg- : 
ulations the economy of the public. expenditure on the 
said road is now secured, and especially whether the said 
road is constructed by public contracts or otherwise; and 
if by contracts; how the execution of those contracts is 
snpervised. 

Mr. LAWRENCE, from the Committee on 
Ways and Means, reported the following resolu- 
tion; which was agreed to: . 


Resolved, That the Committee on Commerce be instructed 
to inquire into the expediency of directing the Secretary 
of the Treasury to cause tobe constructed by the same 
establishment in which the standard weights and measures 
for the custom-houses are now making, foreach State and 
Territory of the Union, a complete set of standard weights 
and measures, equal to those now constructing for the 


custom-houses, and upon the same principles and means : 


of adjustment. 

On motion by Mr.. WISE, the House pro- 
ceeded to the consideration of the orders of the 
day. i 

ABOLITION OF SLAVERY IN THE DISTRICT. 

The special order of the day was taken up, 
being the following resolutions heretofore offered 
by Mr. Jarvis, of Maine: 

Resolved, That, in the opinion of this House, the subject . 
of the abolition of slavery in the District of Columbia, : 
ought not to be entertained by Congress. 

And beit farther resolved, That in case any petition pray- | 


ing the abolition of slavery in the District of Columbia be | 
hereafter presented, itis the deliberate opinion of the House ; 


that the same ought to be laid upon the table, without being |i 


referred or printed. 


To which Mr. Wise submitted the following 


amendment: 
Strike out all after the word “ Resolved,” and insert: 
That there is no power of legisiation granted by the Con- 
stitution to the Congress of the United States to abolish 


by Congress to legislate upon the subject of slavery will be 
not only unauthorized, but dangcrous, to the union of the 
States. 


Mr. Jarvis subsequently modified the original 


' resolution, as follows: 


Whereas any attempt in this House to agitate the ques- 
tion of slavery is calculated to disturb the compromises of 
the Constitution, to endanger the Union, and, if persisted 
in, to destroy the peace and prosperity of the country: 
Therefore, 

Resolved, That, in the opinion of this House, the subject 


And it is further resolved, That in case any petition pray- 
ing for the abolition of slavery in the District of Columbia 


House that the same ought to be laid upon the table, with- 


The question before the House being the amend- 
ment of Mr. Wise, 

Mr. HOLSEY said he would have supported 
the motion of the gentleman from Virginia, [Mr. 
Wise,] had it been presented at a proper time. 


the merits of the question at present. ‘The peo- 
ple he had the honor to represent, and he belicved 
the whole people of the South, believed the Con- 
stitution of the United States granted no power 
té legislate on this subject. The position his own 
State occupied prevented him from going further 
in this matter. He was of opinion that the sub- 
ject should be disposed of by calling for the yeas 
and nays without discussion. It ought to be 


| 


recoHected that this was a deep and pervading: 
question. The South knew the rights which be- 
longed to them, and it was hardly necessary for 
him to say that they would maintain those rights. 
We have the voice of history to warn us how to. 

roceed inthis matter. The discussions in the 
French Legislature had: their influence in the in- 
sarrection ‘in the West Indies. He had noticed 
this circumstance merely as an additional motive 
for drawing this exciting and agitating question 
to a close. . 

The resolution of the gentleman from Maine, 
[Mr. ele vg would have a conciliating influ- 
ence on the South—the terms of the resolution 
being, that the agitation of the question was cal- 
culated to disturb the compromises of the Con- 
stitution. It was not inconsistent with the reso- 
lution of the gentleman from Virginia; and he 
was willing to go for that resolution also at the 
proper time. . There could be but one opinion in 
relation to the resolution of the gentleman from 
Maine, and he thought that by adopting it we 


. would discharge our obligations to our country. 


He did not think ‘that the amendment of the gen- 
tileman from Virginia could be sustained in its 
present shape, because it would: be striking out 
the language of the gentleman from Mainc, and 
inserting the constitutional question. . God for- 
bid that the existence of this great: Confederacy 
should be disturbed by a mere matter of pro- 
priety! He would say, in conclusion, that he 
would support the original resolution of the gen- 
tleman from Maine; but whenever gentlemen 
should see proper to present the constitutional 

uestion in a proper manner he would sustain 
their views. r: í ‘ 

Mr. HAWES said the people he had the honor 
to represent viewed the subject now before the 
House with as great attention and deep interest 
as, perhaps, any of the people. He had regretted 
that the discussion of the subject should be carried 
on, because in his view every speech made was 
calculated to create an inipression in the minds of 
the Abolitionists that they were persecuted. He 
believed the consequences to be deleterious, let 
discussion come from whatever quarter it might, 
whether from the East, North, South, or West. 
Viewing the discussion as deleterious to every part 
of this great Confederacy, he felt himaelf bound 
to demand the previous question. -> yee 

Mr. PEYTON rose and asked the gentleman 
to withdraw the motion. ra ; 

Mr. HAWES said, I cannot withdraw, sir; } 
have given my reasons for the motion, and I feel 
gompren to insist upon it. .: i ; 

The motion for the previous. question was not 
seconded by the House-—ayes 90, noes 100. 

Mr. PEYTON had hoped the gentlemen of the 


: on : | South would mect the only question they ever 
slavery in the District of Columbia; and that any attempt |! wished to see presented there, that was, the ques- 


|: tion of power, not of expediency. Would any 


gentleman go home to the South and tell his con- 
stituents that they might enjoy life, liberty, and 

roperty, because it was not expedient to touch 
it? He would assure gentlemen that the mere 


; declaration of inexpediency, with regard to the 


i 
i 
t 
i 
1 
i 
i 


j from northern feeling and northern people. 


District of Columbia, would be insufficient to tran- 
quilize the South, and they deccived themselves 
if they thought so. . Mr. P. then referred to the 
recent speech of Mr. Adams, and the message of 
Governor Marcy, in relation to the special message 
of Governor Gayle, partof which heread. This 
(he said) would show what the south had to expect 
He 
would put the case of the guilt of the incendiary 
being clear beyond a doubt, and that murders 
without number had been committed through him 
or his agency; yet, upon the position assumed by 
the Governor of New York,he could not be pan- 


' ished, : because he did not commit the crimes 


within the limita of the State in which he resided. 
Mr. P. contended that this conflicted with that 
clause of the Constitution of the. United States 


| which previded for the surrender of fugitives from 


justice. -The case of an incendiary firing from. a 


| mortar across a State line could be done with 
| impunity according to that position, if there was 


no law in the State of New York to meet that 


; particular case. - 


Mr. P. maintained that the man who commit- 
ted crime at a distance against a State, was just 
as amenable to the laws of the State be had out- 
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reged, as if he had committed the act withia the 
limits of the State. He just as much fled from 
justice as the criminal who ran from the State. 
Mr. P. then read the opinions of Mr. Van Buren 


on an amendment to the Constitution, in relation 
to the abolition of slavery within the District of 
Columbia, contained in the letter from the Hon. 
Silas Wright to Thomas Ritchie, Esq.; and also, 
the letter of Mr. Van Buren to Samuel Gwin, of 
Mississippi, to show that Mr. V.B. reserved. the 

ower in the States over this species of property; 
and that it could not be touched without an amend- 
ment to the Constitution. Mr. P. denied that it 
could beso amended under any circumstances, 
and the time was now come when they must 
eome up and meet this question. He then read 
an extract from a letter of Mr. Butler, the At- 
torney-General, to Hugh A. Garland, of Virginia, 
respecting the meeting at Albany on the subject 
of alaverv west of the Mississippi, in the year 
1819, and Mr. Van Buren’s course on that occa- 
sion. He also dilated on the proceedings of the 
New York Legislature in 1830, on the admission 
ef Missouri into the Union, so far as regarded 
the question of slavery, in whieh Mr. Van Buren 
voted for the preamble and resolution, declaring 
that Congress might exclude slavery from new 
States, before their admission into the Union. 
Mr. P. then: referred to a publication he had re- 
ceived a few days since, entitled “Supplement to 
the Pioneer,” from which he read sundry long 


extracts, maintaining the right of Congress to` 


suppress slavery in the Territories, and in the 
District of Columbia.’ There were hundreds of 


thousands of abolition publications isaued from | 


the State of New York, an act which was pun- 
ishable in the southern States, but the criminal 
could not be reached, beeause he resided within 
the limits of other States; yet gentlemen from 
the South told us that the North was sound on 
this subject. He compared the conduct of the 


Abclitionists with that of an armament of private . 


citizens against one of the republics of South 
America. When such a thing was about to take 
place, with regard to Texas, (he said,) the Presi- 
dent of the United States promptly issucd his 
proclamation against the design, but no proclama- 
tion, no message, no letter had been sent forth 
against these societies, who were conspiring a 
warfare against the institutions of the South. 

Mr. P. drew a picture of the condition of the 
slaves of the South, contrasted with the laborers 
of the North, and commented at great length 
upon the above publication or address of the anti- 
slavery society. He maintaincd that the only 
way to meet the question was, to vote for the 
amendment of the gentleman from Virginia. Any- 
thing less than this would he “ shirking’’ the 
question—would be evading it. The question of 
expediency would not now do. He believed 
there was a fixed determination to bafite the ques- 
tion; and he called upon the gentlemen of the 
South. not to suffer ıt to be baffled. 

Mr. BOULDIN said the difference was more 
in form than in substance; for no onc could doubt 
what every southern man believed on this sub- 
jeet. There was fanaticism both North and 
South; and he knew there was a general crusade 
against slavery at that time, and argument was 
almost useless. Upon the question of constitu- 
tionality, he felt no great concern, beeause he 
knew, that if any man made any attack upon his 
life or property, on whatever grounds, in church 
er out of church, here or hereafter, there could 
arise no difficulty as to what he woulddo; Why 


was it that the compromise was madc in the Con- | 


stitution? Beeause the: southern people had a 
property over which they intended to retain the 
sole control. This was the strongest reason why 
auch State reservations had. been made as were 
found in that instrument. Patrick Henry 
lifted up the veil of futurity, aud foresaw it. The 
Constitution expressly provided that no man 


could be deprived of his property, but under cer- — 


tain cireumstanees; aud he regarded one descrip- 
tion of property ae he did another: 


As to the resolutions, he had little hope they 
would ever be able to get rid-of this question with- 


out meeting it. He hoped this question would net 


be embarrassed by a certain election now so mach |: 


talked about. All he would say on that subject 
ax, that onthe presidential election, should itever 


! 


had | 


| any particular section of country on that ground 

I 

: alene. If the South were not to vote for a man 
because he eame from north of Mason and Dixon’s 


line, it amounted at once to a dissolution of the : 


Union. Mr. B. referred to his own recommend- 
ation on a petition on this subject, sent to the 
House two years ago. He was willing that that 
petition should be printed, but his colleagues 
differed with him, and he assented. He then 
referred to what had followed the.emancipation 
of slaves in St. Domingo, and to the character of 
thepresent Abolitionists in this country. They 
were the only aristocrats in thecountry. It was 
the moneyed aristocracy of the North who med- 
died in this business, for no industrious man or 
woman ever busied themselves about the subject. 
Mr. B. entered at large into the whole character- 
istics of the colored population, and their intel- 
lectual qualities, quoting both sacred and profane 
history. The complaints of these Abolitionists 
he compared to a man having a cancer near his 
i heart. The only remedy would be to cut it out; 


| that was certain death, but still an officious inter- | 


’meddicr insisted upon probing it. He also con- 
demncd the policy of sending the colored people 
to Liberia, an unhealthy country, ia which a large 


moiety of them invariably dicd off. Mr. B.spoke | 


at great length, and, without concluding, gave 
, way te 

Mr. CRAIG, on whose motion the House 
' adjourned. 


WepNespar, January 20, 1836. 
Tbe CHAIR announced a communication fron 
the Secretary of War, containing a report of the 
Chief Engineer, ordered by the resolution of the 


Senate of the 12th instant, on the subject of deep- ` 
ening the harbor of Pensacola; and on motion by 


Mr. Sovrmanrn, it was ordered to be printed. 

The CHAIR also communicated a report from 
the Treasury Deparancit, transmitling a report 
from the Commissioner of the Gencral Land Of- 
fiec, made in compliance with a resolution of the 
Senate of the 11th instant. 

Mr. McKEAN presented some documents in 
support of the claim of Gegree Dalon; which 
were referred to the Committee on Roads and 
Canals. f 

Mr. HILL presented the petition of sundry 


© citizens of New Hampshire, prayingfor the cstab- ; 


Ushmeat of a mail route; which was referred- to 
the Committee on the Post Omes and Post Roads, 
Mr. TIPTON presented certain resolutions of 

i the General Assembly of the State of Indiana, 
requesting the Representatives, and instreeting 
: the Senators in Congress from that State, to op- 
pose the ddmission of Michigan into the Union 
until shé alters her constitution on the subject of 

© boundary. a 
Mr. BUCHANAN prescnted the petition of 


Margaret Wilson, widow of Benjamin Marshall, 


who represents herself to be one hundred years . 


; old, praying the aid of Congress, in consideration 
of the sufferings and services of her husband in 
the revolutionary war; which was referred to the 
Committee on Revolutionary Claims. 

Mr. PORTER presented. the petition of the 
surveyor and inspector of the customa at Lake 

i Pontchartrain, praying for an inerease of salary; 

i which was referred to the Committee on Come 
merce. a 

Mr. BENTON presented the petition of-¢he 
; heirs of Aguste Choteau and John Mullanphy, 
praying that a eertain tract of land on the Upper 
, Missouri, claimed by them, may be exempted 

© from sale until their title can be adjudicated, and 
that Congress will provide the means of adjudi- 

_cating it; which was referred to the Committee 

_on Private Land Claims. E 

_Mr. EWING presented. the petition of sundry 
: itizens of Ohio, praying for the establishment of 

» & new mail route; which was referred to the Com- 

mittee an the Post Office.and Pest Roads. _. 

Petitions werc also presented by Messrs. TOM- 

- HINSON and MANGUM. 

! REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. n 

| - Mr. NAUDAIN, from the Committee on Rev- 

 olutionaty Claims, made: an- unfavorable report 


i 
si 
| 


| Mr. HENDRICKS, from the Committee on 
| Roads and Canals, reported a bill making appro- 
priations for the completion of certain roads in 
the Territory of Florida; which was read, and 
` ordered to a second reading. : ; 
. Mr. DAVIS, from the Committee on Com- 
merce, reported a bill making an appropriation to 
perfect the title of the United States, to the site of 
a-light-houee at Roanoke Inlet, North Carolina; 
which was read, and ordered to a second read- 


ing. 

: RESOLUTIONS. É 

Mr. SOUTHARD submitted the following 
olution; which lies on the table one day. 

Resolved, That the Committee on the District of Colum- 
bia, to whom have been referred the petitions of the banks 
in said District for the renewal of their chasterg, bo in- 
structed to examine into the preseut state ofthe eurrency 
in Said District, and into the conduct and condition of the 
said banks, and the necessity for the rechartering of the 
whole or any number of them ; with power tv send far per- 
sens and papers, to inspect the books of said bank, exam- 
ine witnesses on oath, employ a clerk, and repart by bijl or 
; otherwise. 

‘| Mr, CLAYTON submitted the following reso- 
lution; which was considered and agréed to: 

: Resolved, That the Secretary of War be requested to re- 

; port to the Senate on the expediency of constructing a mole 
or pier at or near Cape Henlopen, to facilitate the commu- 
nication between the Delaware breakwater and the main 
land, with an estimate of the probable expense of the same 3 
also on the expediency of establishing some fortifications 
or means of defense for the protection of the sajd break- 
water. ; 

On motion by Mr. CLAY, the Committee on 
Foreign Relations was discharged from the further 

: consideration of such parts of the President’s late 

i| message on the subject of our relations with 

-| France, as relates to the strengthening of naval 

and military defenses; and > , mate 

' On motion by Mr. WEBSTER, thé portion of 
the message relating to our naval defensés was 
referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs, and 
that part relating to the ‘strengthening of our for- 
tifications was referred to the Committee on Mil- 
itary Affairs. 

On motion by Mr. RUGGLES, the report of 
the chief engineer of the survey of East Thom- 
aston harbor, lately presented to the Senate, was 
ordcred to be sand, D Pease: 3 ; 

On motion by Mr. RUGGLES, the joitt'res- 
olution introduced by him, appropriating the 
balance of an appropriation of last year matle for 
the Patent Offee to the employment of additional 
tenyporary clerks in said office, was taken up; 
and, after some remarks in explanation from Mr. 
R., the resolution was ordered to be engrossed 
and read a third time. ; 

NOTICE OF A BILL... a 

Mr. TYLER gave notice that he would to-mor- 

row ask leave to introduce a bill for the relief of 
, William Ramsay. 
BILLS INTRODUCED. ae: 

Mr. KING, of Alabama, on leave, introduced 
a joint resolution, appropriating the balance of 

_ the. appropriation for constructing a bridge across 
the Potomac; to the grading and graveling atd 
r pms with trees of Maryiand avenue, leading 
| "te snid bridge; which was read twice and referred. 
= . My. KING, also, on leave, introduced a bill for 
i the relief of David McCall; which was read 
'| twiee and referred. Da 

| Mr. PRESTON, on leave, introduced a bill far 
|| the relief of Doctor Thomas Cooper; which waa 
read twice and referred., . ` an 

i| - Mr. DAVIS, on leave, introduced a bill for the 
relief of Christopher T. Bailey; which was read 
twice and referred. , 

Mr. LINN, on leave, intraduced a bill making 

an appropriation for the completion of the Cum- 
berland road from the Mississippi river to the 
western boundary of Missouri; which was read 
twice and referred. C, 
. Mr. DAVIS introduced a resolution directing 
a certain number of copies of Gordon’s Digest, 
for the use of the standing commitiees of the 
Benate; which was considered and ogreed to. ° 

On motion by Mr, SOUTHARD, the Senate 
took up the resolution submitted. by him some 


res- 


1 


i 
1i 
H 
li 
i! 


days since, on the subject of the printing of the 
' Senasé; and, after a short discussion, it was, on 


1BBO | 
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motion by Mr. WRIGHT, referred to the Com+ 
mittee on the Contingent Expenses of the Senate. 
PRIVILEGES OF THE SENATE. 

On motion by Mr. KING, of Alabama, the `` 
Senate took up and considered the following res- 
olution, submitted by him: _ 

Resolved, That the resolution adopted on the 7th ultimo 
admitting certain public officers of the United States, an 
others, to the floer of the Senate as spectators, be amended 
by inserting “ the Solicitor of the Treasury.” 

Mr. KING offered to add the following nimes 
as an amendment to the resolation: the Paymas- 
ter General, Quartermaster General, Commis- 
sary General, Principal of the Topographical Bu- 
reau, Principal Geologist, Principal of the Engi- 
neer Bureau, Clerk of the Supreme Court; and 
Reporter of the Supreme Court; which was 
agreed to, and the resolution adopted. 

DISTRICT BANKS. 
“On motion by Mr. SOUTHARD, the Senate’ 
took up the resolution proposed by Mr, Bexton 
for the appointment of a select committee to ex- 
amine into the condition of the banks and. the 
circulation of this District; when i l 

Mr. SOUTHARD submitted the foflowing 
amendment: . ` . us OS 

Strike out as follsws: “ To whom shall be referred all the ; 
petitions now presented to the Senate for the renewal of! 
bank charters in the District of Columbia, with authority 
to'examine into the canduct ahd condition of said banks ; 
and for that purpose to have authority to send for persons 


and papers, to inspect books, and to examine witnesses on 
oath also.” 


On motion by Mr. WRIGHT, the resolution 
was laid on the table. i 
GOMMUNICATION FROM WAR DEPARTMENT. 
The CHAIR announced a communication from 
the War Department, transmitting, in compliance 
witha resolution of the Senate, a report relative. 
to the survey of a road from Maumee Bay to the 
rapids of the Mississippi river. 
CALN QUARTERLY MEETING PETITION. - 
The Senate took up, as the unfinished business, 
the petition presented by Mr. Bucnanan from 
the Caln Quarterly Mecting of Friends in Penn- 
aylvania, for abolishing slavery in the District of | 
olumbia; and, = 
On motion by Mr. CLAY, the further consid- | 
eration of the subject was postponed till to-mor- 
row. i 


3 NATIONAL DEFENSE. 

The resolution submitted by Mr. Benton, for |; 
appropriating the surplus revenue to permanent ' 
o fecta of national defense, was taken up as the | 
order of the day; and, after some remarks at 
length from Messrs. CUTHBERT and HUB- ' 


BARD, the resolution was laid on the table. t) 


| 
EXECUTIVE BUSINESS. | 


“On motion, by Mr. BUCHANAN; the Senate |! 


. live. 


' the motion to ‘print would be adopted 
: House withouta dissenting voice. 


proceeded to the consideration of executive busi- 
ness. i 

When the doors were, opened, the Senate ad- | 
journed. aN | 
| 
i 


l 

| 
HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. | 
: Wepnespax, January 20, 1836. 
Mr. CHAPIN moved to consider the motion ' 
which he submitted yesterday, for printing five ‘| 
thousand copies of the report submitted yester» || 
day by Mr. Apams, from a select committee, to- i 
gether with the President’s message, correspond: | 
ence, and will, relating to the bequest of James | 
Smithson, late of London, deceased. i 
: Objection being made, | 
Mr. MANN, of New York, said the report i 
was in referenee to a subject of considerable in- | 
terest, not only to the House, but to the country | 
generally. As the report was in the hands of the | 
printer, it was. proper that, if an extra number of ` 
copies was ordered, it should be done at this | 
time. He moved to suspend the rule, for the | 
purpose of entertaining the motion to print; which | 
was agreed to—ayes 107, noes 46. 
‘ Mr. HOWARD desired ta know from séme | 
member of the committee the purport of the re- | 
port, and what disposition was proposed to be ` 
made of the bequest. 
on the subject. - | 
Mr. CHAPIN, of New York, said he would, |: 
as a member of the committee to which the sub- |; 
ject of the Smithson bequest had been referred, `! 


He was. entirely ignorant |; 
| 


answer the try of thé honorable gentleman 
from Maryland (Mr. Howarp.] It was not pro- 
posed either by the report or bill which the hon- 


erable chairman of the select committee [Mr.- 


Apams} had submitted, to indicate the plan or 
organization of the institution tobe founded. At 
present, it would be entirely premature to daso, 
because the first-step was to obtain the funds, 
leaving the ap lication of them to future legisla- 
tion. The tl provides that the President of the 
United States shall appoint an agent to prosecute 
the claim in the Court of Chancery in England, 
where the funds are locked up in behalf of the 
United States, and on the reccipt of them, to give 
the proper discharge or acquittance for the same. 

Sir, the bequest of James Smithson, amounting 


; to nearly half ‘a million of dollars, is among the 
‚i most liberal benefactions upon récord. Coming, 


too, as it does froma citizen of Great Britain, who 


‘is not known to have visited the United States, or 
: to have had any friends residing here, it may be 


regarded as a distinguished tribute of respect paid 
by a foreigner and stranger to the free institutions 
of our country. It is due to the memory and 
character of the donor that suitable publicit: 
should be given to this noble and generous act of 
public munificence; it is due, also, as the acknowl- 
edgement of the grateful sense of Congress, in 


behaif of the people of the United States, for, 


whose bencfit the bequest was made; and it is in 
an especial manner nécessary, in order to call the 
attention of men distinguished for Iéarning and 
talents in all parts of the Union tothe subject, for 
the purpose of obtaining an expression of their 


: views and opinions in regard to the plan and or- 


ganization of the institution proposed to be estab- 
lished.’ This spléndid benefaction confers immor- 
tality upon the individual by whofn it was be- 
stowed, and does honor to the age in whieh we 

Mr. 'C 


. concluded by expressing the Hope that 


Mr. PARKER said the House had not entire? 
got out of a debate which had arisen upon a bi 
whith was intended to provide for their own pay, 
in rèferèńec to the alleged excessive expenditures 


of the contingent fand of the House for the item 
| of printing. A great deal of complaint was made 


on the occasion alluded to, because of the num- 
ber of the President’s messages ordered to be 
printed by the House. :He was so ease-hardened 
that he would, tipon a like occasion, do the same 
thing again. He was, however, not prepared to 
vote for the proposition before the House. 


The ||. ne that iz ; y 
i| ing for the abolition of slavery in the Diftrict of Columbia 
report was doubtless an able one, but he could |! | h rate ¢ nets 


| Mir. THOMSON, of Olid; fom the: Commit! 
| tee on Military Affairs, reportéd a bill for the 
! relief of Doctors J. E. B. Findley and A. E. Deas; 
: which was read twiee and committed. 

Mr. MUHLENBERG, from the Committee on 
Revolgtionary Claims, reported a bill for the re- 
lief of Licutenant John McDowell; which was 
read twice and committed. f 

Mr. CHAPMAN, from the Committee on the 
Publie Lands, reported a bill for the relief of Wil- 
liam Walker, Aiirv¥ham Woodall, and the heirs of 
Samucl Brown; which was read twice and com 
mitted. : 

Mr. SUTHERLAND, from the Committee on 
Commerce, reported a bill-for the relief of Josepb 

R. Folsom, and the owners and crew of the 
schooner Galaxy, of Bucksport, in the State of 
Maine; which was read twice and committed. 

Messrs. MUHLENBERG, CHAPIN, and 
TURRIL, from the Committee on Revolutionary 
Claims; Mr. CASEY, from the Committee on the 
Public Lands; Mr. TAYLOR, from the Commit 
tee on Invalid Pensions: Mr. MARTIN, fromm the 
Committee on the Judiciary; and Mr. WHIT- 
TLESEY, from the Committee on Claim, made 
unfavorable reports upon various petitions: and 
memorials; which were Jatd on the table. 
ABOLITION OF SLAVERY IN THE DISTRICT. 

The House then resumed the consideration of 
the following resolutions heretofore offered by Mr. 
Jarvis, of Maine: : 

Resolved, That in the opinion of this House, the sub- 
ject of the abolition of slavery in the District of Columbia 
ought not to be entertained by Congress. 

ind be it further resolved, That in case any petition pray- 
ing the abolition of slavery in the District of Columpia be 
hereafter presented, itis the deliberate opinion of the House 
that the same ought to be Taid on the table, without being 
referred or printed. i i 


To which Mr. Wise submitted the following 


i amendment: Strike dut all after the word t“ Re- 
' solved,” and insert: 


y the | 


g 


That there is no. power, of lagislation ed by the Gon- 
stitution to the Congress of the United grates to abolish sla- 
very in the District of Columbia, ond that any attempt by 
Congrese to legislate upon the subject ofslavery will be not 


, only undutsorized, byt dangerous to the union of the States. 


‘ resolution, as follows: 


! Constitution, to endanger the ek 


see no reason why five times the number which | 
werc necessary for the information of the House ‘ 


should be printed. It would be recollected that a 
report had been made in the Senate on this sub- 
ject; which had been published in all the néws+ 
papers he had seen. T 

upon:to make any disposition ef these funds, 


because they, had not yet received them; and if 
id, it would perhaps. be. fifteen: or | 


they ‘ever 


hey would not be calet. 


twenty years first. Upon the whole, he did not ` 


consider it at all important that an extra namber 
of this report should be published. 


The motion to print five thousand extra copies | 


of the report was then agreed to. ` 
REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 


Mr. LAY, from the Committee on Revolution- 
ary Pensions, reported a bill for the relief of James 
Taylor; which was read twice and committed. 

Mr. L., from the same committee, reported a 
bill for the relief John Dal; which was read twice 
and committed. ` . 

Mr. PHILO C. FULLER, from the Committee 
on Claims, reported a bill for the relief of Nathaniel 
Platt; which was read twice and committed. 

Mr. DAVIS, from the Committee on Claims; 

orted a bill for the relief of Scioto Evans; 


re 
i which was read twice and committed. 


Mr. PINCKNEY, from the Committee on Com- — 


merce, reported a bill making an appropriation for 
a marine hospital in or near Wilmington, in the 
State of North Carolina; which was read twice 


: and committed. 


Mr. BANKS, from the Committee on Claims, 
reported a bill for the relief of the sureties of Nich- 


that was in the sufferings of the slaves. 


' subject. 


, ation. 
, the traveler or the resident was more secure than 
‘in the South both in life aad in property. 


- Mr. Jarvis subsequently modified the original 


Whereas, any altemnpt in this Howse to agitate the ques 
tion vfstavery is calculated to disturb the compromises of the 
l and if persisted in, to 
destroy the peace and prosperity of the country : Therefore, 

Resolved, That, in the opinion of this House, the subject 
of the abolition of stavery in thé District of Columbia ought 
not to be entertained by C: s.. . vhs 

And it is further resolved, ‘That in case apy petition. pray- 
be hereafter presented, it is the deliberate opinion of the 
House that the same ought to be laid on the table, without 
being reterred or printed. 

` The question before the House being the amend“ 
| ment of Mr. Wise, 
Mr. BOULDIN ceneluded his remarks on the 
He hoped: there was no serious inten- 
tion of pressing this leg bie upon Congress. He 
threw back the charges brought against the char- 
acter of the slaveholders. The memorials mis- 
represented them: The negroes were not ill used 
in the South; and so far from having had injustice 
doné to them by their removal from Africa, all 
investigation proved that the presentcolored race 


‘in the South were far better off than their breth- 


ren were in Africa, or than their ancestors ever 
were. The memorialists complained of insecurit 

of residence in the South.” It was without found- 
There wab'no part of the world where 


They 
were also misrepresented in another thing; and 
He 


. would appeal to the heart-rending picture drawn 


of the condition of the poor in the city of New 


: York, bya gentleman from that State, last session, 
| (Mr. Ferris,) on account of the high price of 


‘coal, where 


oor ercatures, during the most in- 
clement weather,.could gather only a little saw- 
dust for fuel. Nothing of that kind wasever seen 
in the South. He knew ladies who often visited 
their sick slaves, and sat up with them from mid- 


-night to daybreak. There was more security for 


ji property in the South than in the North; and Mr. 


. referred to a number of instances in proof of 


this position. He said there was a great mistake 


elas Kern; which was read twice and committed. : inregard to the dishonesty of the slave population. 
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He did rot deny that th 
so generally and desper: 


railed in other places. 1 
nasil and slave combined many blessings. He f 
. would not defend slavery in the abstract. If it | 
could be got rid of to the benefit of the slaves ' 
themselves, to the preservation of the rights of 
the owners, and without infringing on the Con- , 
stitution, he would cheerfully accede to it; but it - 
was impossible. What could be done with the 
slaves hemselves? Mr, B. gave way for a mo- 
ment to adhe 
Mr. WISE, who then modified his amendment 
go as to make it an additional resolution, instead 
of asubstitute for Mr. Jarzvis’s modified resolu- 


ey would. steal; but not 
ately as that vice pre-. 
The relation between 


| 
| 


"Mr. BOULDIN then made a few additional re- 
marks on thesubject, and concluded by an earnest 
hope that the Abolitionists would pause ere they 
proceeded further in their attempts to break down 
the bulwark of the Constitution, and bring a civil. 
war upon the country. > : 

Mr. PICKENS asked if this subject was the | 
order of the day ?. i i i 

The CHAIR said, the resolution was in order 
till one o’clock, and until. then the question of 
order could not be raised. 

Mr.. PICKENS alluded to the attacks tha’ had 
been made upon him, in reference to his course a 
few weeks ago on this subject, and reprobated it. 
He then went on to describe the power possessed 
by the Abolitionists of the North, which he main- 
tained to be greater than was generally imagined. 
In New York, where all parties were almost 
equally divided between the Anti-Masonic party, | 
the Whig party, and the Regency party, ashe 


termed it, they already held the balance of power, | 
and this would be their situation in a very short ; 
P.' agreed to—ayes 126, noes not counted. 


time throughout the northern States. r. 


proceeded till one o’clock, when 


Mr. CAMBRELENG nioved the orders of the ; 
day. 
Mr. PICKENS raised the question of order, | 


that, under the 43d rule, this was the first unfin- 


ished business on the Speaker’s table, and was | 


therefore, in his opinion, the order of the day. 
The CHAIR said the House must first determ- 
ine whether it would proceed to the orders of the 
day. His opinion was, that the resolution claimed 
precedence only during the morning hour, and 
could be laid aside for the orders of the day with- 
out a majority of two thirds. 
;, Mr. HAMMOND called for the yeas and nays 
on the motion for the orders of the da . Or- 
dered=ayes 32, noes 120; being one fifth in the 
affirmative. 
» The vote was as follows: yeas 105, nays 105. 
YEAS—Messrs. Adams, Heman Allen, Ash, Banks, Bar- 
ton, Bean,, Bokee, Bond, Be Borden, Boyd, Briggs, 
Brown, Cambreleng, Casey, George Chambers, Chaney, 
Chapin, Childs, Clark, Coles, Cramer, ‘Cushman, ‘Davie, 
Denny, Dicketson, ther Fairfield, Fattin, Fatiow, Philo 
C. Faller, William: K. Faller, Galbraith, Gillet, Granger, 
Grantland, Graves, Grayson, fale A Joseph Hall, Hanne- 
gan, Hard, Samuel 8. Harrison, Hawes, Hazeltine, Hop- 
kins, Howard, Howell, Hubley, Huntington, Ingersoll, 
Janes, Cave Johnson, Benjamin Jones, Judson, Kemon, 
Kilgere, Kinnard, Lane, Lansing, Laporte; Lawrence, 
Gideon Lee, Joshua, Lee, Leonard, Logan, Loyall, Abijah 
Mann, Job Mann, William Mason, Moses Mason, 
McKim, Miller, Milligan, Moore, Page, Parker, Parks, 
Patterson, Dutee J. Pearce, Phelps, Phillips, Potts, Reed, 
John Reynolds, Joseph Reynolds, Russell, Schenck, Sey- 
mour, Shinn, Smith, Spangler, Sutherland, Taylor, John 
Thompson, Toucey, Vanderpoel, Vinton, Wagener, Ward, 
Wardwell, Webster, and Whittlesey—165. 


NAYS~—Messra. Chilton Allan, Anthony, Ashley, Beale, : 
Bell, Bouldin, Bunch, Bynum, John Cathoon, William B. , 


Calhoun, Campbell, John Chambers, Chapman, Nathaniel, 
H. Claiborne 
Conner, Craig, Crane, Cushing, Darlington, Deberry, Dick- 
son, Dromgooie, Evans, Everett, Forester, French, James 
Garland, Rice Garland, Glascock, Grennell, Griffin, Hiland. 
Hall, Hamer, Hammond, Hardin, Harlan, Harper, Albert 
G. Harrison, Hawkins, Haynes, Hiester, Hoar, Holsey, 
Hunt, Huntsman, Ingham, William Jackson, Joseph Jack- 
son, Jarvis, Henry Johnson, Jobn W- Jones, Lawler, Lay, 
Luke Lea, Lincoln, Lucas, Lyon, Manning, Martin, JohnY. 
Mason, Sampson Mason, Maury, May, McCarty, McComas, 
McKay, McKennan, McLene, Mercer, Montgomery, Mor- 
gan, Morris, Owens, Patton, Pranklin Pierce, James A. 
Pearce, Pettigrew, Peyton, Pickins, Pinckney, Rencher, 
Roane, Robertson, Rogers, William B. Shepard Augustine 
IL. Shepperd, Slade, Sloane, Standefer, Steele Storer, Tal- 
iaferro, Thomas, Waddy Thompson, Towns, Tumer, Un- 
derwood, Weeks, White, Lewis Williams, Sherrod Wil- 
liams, and Wise—105. 


i The CHAIR then voted in the affirmative, mak- 
ing yeas 106, nays 105. So the House proceeded 
to the orders of the day; 


McKeon, H 


) John F. H. Claiborne, Cleveland, Coffee, || 


“| fifte 


-= - HOUSE CONTINGENT FUND. 

The SPEAKER laid before the House a letter 
from the Clerk transmitting, pursuant to the order 
of the House, a tabular statement of the expend- i 
iture of the contingent fund under each material : 
head tor several years; which was referred to the 
Committee on Accounts, and ordered to be printed. 

is THE DISTRICT BANKS. 

The bill extending the charters of certain banks 
in the District ot Columbia until the first of Oc- 
tober next, was read the third time and passed. 

APPROPRIATION BILL. 
The bill making appropriations in part for the 


commonly called the House contingent bill, was . 
then taken up for its third reading. 
Mr. CAMBRELENG moved its postponement | 
till to-morrow. ae 
: Mr. ADAMS begged to inquire of the chair- | 
' man of the Committee of Ways and Means when . 
' it was intended to report the general appropria- ; 
_ tion bill? 
Mr. CAMBRELENG said it would have been 


one of the chief clerks in one of the Departments. | 
It would be reported on Tuesday next at all | 
events. i 
The House then postponed the above bill till 
to-morrow—ayes 94, noes not counted. 
SUFFERERS BY NEW YORK FIRE. 
Mr. CAMBRELENG then moved to postpone 
the various bills on the Speaker’s table, upon 
, their third reading, till to-morrow, except the bill 
for the relief of the sufferers by the late firein New 
`. York, which motion, after a few words from 


WHITTLESEY, and LEE, of New York, was | 


On motion by Mr. CAMBRELENG the House 
then resolved itself intoa Committee of the Whole 
; on the state of the Union, (Mr. Connor in the 

Chair,) and resumed the consideration of the bilt | 
for the relief of the sufferers by the late fire in 
: New York. 


Mr. EVERETT, after a few remarks, pro- | 
posed sundry amendments to the bill, chiefly of | 


a verbal character. The principal was, that the 
bonds should bear interest to the. time of their 
payment, l 
r. DENNEY said his chief objection to the 
j; bill arose from its conflicting with that clause of 
| the Constitution which provided that there should 
be no preference given to one port over another. 
The second section of the bill did go to alter, to 
a certain extent, the present revenue regulations. 
The first section of the bill provided for the relief 
of individuals who had suffered by the fire; but 
the second section was too general, for it extended 
to all the importations in the port of New York, 


the country. It was partial legislation, in direct 
violation of that clause of the Constitution. 
also conflicted, he thought, with the act of 1832, 
commonly called the compromise bill. These | 


‘| been glad if the bill had been more specific, had | 
| Classified the sufferers, and discriminated between 
those who were the citizensand the foreign agents, 

Mr. PEARCE, of Rhode Island, said the bill 
was already so incumbered with the amendments 
that.he should not offer then what he intended to 
at a future period of its consideration. The bill | 
was too partial in its operations, and left alto- | 
' gether unprovided for those who had most claim 
| upon the community and upon Congress. There 
_ was but one portion of thatcommunity who ought 
| to be relieved. It was those who had imported 
| goods, had them in packages, and lost them by: 
‘the fire. Mr. P. said, at the ‘proper time he, 
' should move a third section to the bill, providing | 
| that the Secretary of the Treasury be authorized | 
|; and directed to pay, out of any money in the ` 
j Treasury not otherwise appropriated, to all other 
i. persons who had suffered loss of roperty by the 
|| late conflagration in the city of New York, not 


i provided for in either of the sections of the bill, 
en per centum on such loss. 
||. Mr. P. urged another objection to the bill, | 
|| which was that of giving up the power of Cons 
'! gress over this matter to the collector of New. 


Messrs. CAMBRELENG, HARDIN, WISE, || 


prior to the late fire, and to that extent gave a! 
preference to New York over every other port in | 


It! 


were his objections to the bill. He would have | 


| 


j 


: amount to the sum of one thousand dollars. 
_ also referred to various analogous acts of relief, 
‘| and argued at length against the provisions of the 
: present bill. 


| mittee on Naval. Affairs 


York. No man esteemed that gentleman mone 
highly than he did, but he never would consent te 

ive up such control to any man, as was proposed 
In this bill. Another feature of the bill was øb- 
jectionable. It provided that no sufferer could 
receive any benefit from it whose loss did not 
He 


Let those (he said) who had suffered, bring 


! their claims individually before Congress, and let 
i them be investigated; but this bill was in viola- 
„i tion of all existing precedents, and conflicted with 
support of the Government for the year 1836, |. 


the principle on which alone relief should be af- 
forded. It provided for the most wealthy, and 
omitted the most needy. The bill was not what 
it purported to be. It was not “a bill for the 


‘| relief of the sufferers of New York,” but a bill 


extending accommodation to the mercantile in- 
terest of New York. | ` ; 
Mr. PHILLIPS said he was desirous of ad- 


' dressing the House on this bill, but as the hour 
youl ve | was late, he moved that the committee would rise; 
reported before now but for the indisposition of , 


which was agreed to, and the committee accord- 
ingly rose. 
On motion by Mr. RENCHER, the bill and 


| proposed amendments were ordered to be printed, 


and, 


On motion by Mr. EVANS, the House ad- 


| journed. 


‘IN SENATE. | 
Tuurspay, January 21, 1836. 
- On motfon by Mt. TALLMADGE, a petition 
on the files of the last session, from sundry citi- 
zens of New York, for the establishment of a poat 
route, was again referred to the Committee on the 


| Post Office and Post Roads. 


Mr. T. presented the petition of Commodore 
Woolsey; which was referred to the Committee 
on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. TYLER presented the petition of Charles 
D. Waddy, praying te be compensated for his in- 
vention for the repair of vesselsinjured by worms, 
which has been used for several years past in the. 
public service; which was referred to the Com- 


REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. ; 

Mr. McKEAN, from the Committee on Public 
Lands, reported the bill for the relief of Susan 
Marlow, without amendment. E6 

Mr. McK., from the Committee on. Naval Af- 
fairs, reported a bill regulating the pay of officers 
of the marine corps; which was read and ordered 
to a second reading. 

Mr. PRENTISS, from the Committee on Pub- 
lic Lands, to which had been referred the bill for 
the relief of Samuel Smith Linn McGee, and. 
Semoice, Creek Indians, reported the same with- 
out amendment. 

Mr. EWING, from the Committee on Public 
Lands, reported without amendment the bill ex- 
tending the time for issuing scrip on United States 
military land warrants. 

Mr. E., from the same committee, also reported 
the bill to give: effeet to patents for public larids 
issued to deceased persons, with amendments; 
whieh were read. i 3 rae 

Mr. BENTON, from the Committee: on Mili~ 
tary Affairs, to which had been referred the res- 
olution of the Senate, directing that committee to 
inquire into the expediency of constructing float- 
Ing steam batteries for the public service, reported 
a bill appropriating $660,000 for that object, to 
be expended under the direction of the Secretary 
of War; which was read and ordered to a second 
sen ee: 

Mr. B., from the same committee, reported a bill 
making an appropriation for opening a military 
road from Fort Leavenworth to the river Des 
Moines; which was read and ordered to a second 
reading. 7 

Mr. B., from the same committee, reported 
witbout amendment the bill roviding for the in- 
crease of the corps of United States engineers. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN, from the Committee on 
the Public Lands, reported without amendment, 
the bill for the relief of Elijah Simmons. - 

, Mr. TYLER, on leave, introduced a bill author- 
izing the accounting officers of the Treasury to 


1886... 


fie 


E 


settle the accounts of William Ramsey, deteased; 
which was read, and ordered to a second reading.. 
RESOLUTIONS SUBMITTED. 

Mr. TIPTON submitted the following resolu- 
tion; which lies on the table one day: 

Resolred, That the Committee on Military Affairs be | 
instructed to inquire into the expediency of an appropria- | 
tion to pay a coeipany of volunteers, commanded by Captain ` 
Daniel Sigtor, of the State of Indiana, for services rendered. 
the United States against the hostile Indians, in the year 
188. 


Mr. TYLER submitted the following resolu- | 
tions; which lie on the table one day, and which 
were ordered to be printed: 


Resolved, That to alter, change, or abolish the rights of 
property in the District of Columbia, without the consent of 
the owners, would be unjust and despotic, and in violation 
af the Constitution of the United States. — eg? 

_ Resolved, further, That, even with such consent, tointer- 
fere with the subject of slavery, not only without but against . 
the consent of the people of Maryland and Virginia, would 
be in flagrant violation of the public faith, aa abuse of the 
trust conferred on Congress by the cession, and hazagdous 
to the peace and security of those two States. é 

Resolved, further, That such proceeding would sap the 
foundation òf the conventional system, which is on! 
the condition of things as they existed at the time of the f 
adoption of the Constitution, aad which cannot be altered | 
in so material a point without disturbing the principle of 
compromise out of which the Government originated. 


NOTICE OF A BILL. | 


Mr. BLACK gave notice that he would, to- | 
morrow, ask leave to introduce a hill providing | 
for the removal of the land office from Clinton to. : 


Jackson, in the State of Mississippi. -i 
RESOLUTIONS AGREED TO. 

The resolutions lying on the table, submitted 
by Messrs. Linn, NAUDAIN, SOUTHARD, CLAYTON, `; 
Ropsins, Moore, Tirron, Hewpricxs, McKean, | 
and Ewina, were severally considered, and agreed’ 
to. $ 

NEW TERRITORY. i 

Mr. CLAYTON, on leave, introduced a bill to | 
establish the Territory of Wisconsin; which was :. 
read twice, and referred. 

ADJOURNMENT TO MONDAY. J 

On motion by Mr. BUCHANAN, it was $ 

Ordered, That when the Senate adjourns, it adjourn to | 
meet again on Monday next. 

NATIONAL DEFENSE. ... : 
On motion by Mr. HUBBARD, the Senate 
then proceeded tothe consideration of the resolu- 
tion introduced by Mr. Bentos for appropriating | 
rae surplus revenue to purposes of national de- | 
ense. | 

Mr. HUBBARD continued his remarks begun | 
yesterday; and when he concluded, | 

Mr. GOLDSBOROUGH withdrew the amend- | 
ment submitted him; after which, 


1 
| of Elihu Hall Bay and others; which was read 
twice and committed. LORE 
| _Mr. CAMBRELENG, from the Committee of | 
Ways and Means, reported a bill for the rclicf 
of James Robcrtson, of Charleston, South Caro- 
lina; which was read twice and committed. l 
‚Mr. JOHNSON, of Kentucky, from the Com- , 
mittee on Military Affairs, reported a bill making: 
| appropriations for the collection of information, 


b | 
Mr. GRUNDY moved to modify the resolu- || 


tion, by making it read ‘that so much of the 
surplus revenue as may be necessary shall be 
appropriated,” &c. 

his modification 


being accepted by Mr. Bex- | 
TON, . 


Mr. EWING proposed that the subject belaid || 


on the table, and that the resolution as modified | 
be. printed. a 

Mr. WHITE suggested that the best course: 
would be to postpone the resolution until the 
next day of the Senate’s session, (Monda ») and. |; 
that the printing be also ordered. Mr. W. made li 
a motion to that effect, which was carried; and |! 

On motion by Mr. PORTER the Senate ad- 
journed over to Monday next. i 
| 
| 


j 
j 


" HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. | 
Tuurspay, January 21, 1836. i 
The SPEAKER announced the first business [i 
in order to be the question of order upon the i! 
appeal from the decision of the Chair, in refer- || 
ence toa petition praying the abolition of slavery | 
in the District of Columbia, presented heretofore ` 
by Mr. Apams, upon which Mr. Giascocx had |! 
raised the question of reception. 
Mr. MANN, of New York, said the House 
had, from time to time, manifested a disposition ; 
to postpone this subject. He could see no pro- i 
pricty in disposing of it now, inasmuch as a 
eee of more importance was before the- 
ouse, and undecided, which was connected with ; 
the same subject. Congress had been seven 
weeks in session, and but two bills had passed | 


; ayes 94, noes 59. 


: Pensions, reported a bill granting a pension to 


i Private Land Claims, reported a bill for the relief 


i Pensions, reported a bill for the relief of Samuel 
| Hunt; which was read twice and committed. : 


the House, one of whieh was in relation to the 
accounts of the American consul at London, and 
the other in regard to the hostilities of the Indians 
in Florida. There existed manifest necessity for 
action upon various measures of importance; and || 
he therefore moved to postpone the further con- 
sideration of the subject before the House until 
Saturday week. A 

Mr. ADAMS said he was desirous of having |; 


| the question taken on the appeal from the decision 
' stood, there was no possibility of the people 
having a chance of presenting ihor petitions to 
the House. On the last petition day, it was with 
difficulty that a discussion, which would have 
occupied the House the whole day, was avoided, 
and the people precluded from having their 
petitions received. If the question was decided 
that a motion not to receive a petition was not 
subject to the 45th rule, he would pledge himself 
to offer an amendment to the rules, because it 
would be in the power of any óne member to get 
up and move that a petition be not received, and : 
then, according to the decision of the Speaker, 
the whale day might be consumed in discussin 
| that petition. He haped that the House would 
j decide the question at once, If the House decide 
‘that the decision of the Speaker was wrong, it 
would be equivalent toan amendment of the rules, 
Gentlemen were mistaken, if they thought. that, 
by putting this question off from week to week, 
they would get rid of it. He believed, if the 
Speaker would reconsider his decision, he would 
reverse it; but if he would not, he (Mr. A.) 
would ask the House to decide whether the people 
shoyld have the right to have their petitions re- 
ceived or not., 
-"Fhe motion to 


| 


postpone was then agreed to— 


REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 
Mr. EVANS, from the Committee on Invalid 


William Lawrence, latc a colonel in the Army; 
which was read twice and committed. Log 
Mr. HAMMOND, from the Committce on | 


| 
| 
and the commencement of certain fortifications, | 
and for other purposes. 

Mr. J. stated that this bill was intended by the 
| committee asa substitute for the one heretofore 
reported of a similar character. 

The bill was read twice and committed. 

Mr. PINCKNEY, from the Committee. on `' 
Commerce, reported a bill for the relief of Theo- | 
dore Stanwood, Samuel W. Brawn, and John || 
Woodbury, Jr., owners of two schooners engaged, ! 
in the fisheries; which was read twice and com- , 
mitted. i . d 

Mr. GRAYSON, from the Committee on Naval 
Affairs, reported a bill to establish a navy-yard | 


{ 


in the harbor of Charleston, South Carolina; | 
which was read twice and committed. f 
On motion by Mr. PINCKNEY, certain docu- | 
ments on file in the Clerk’s office of the House, | 
in reference to the last-named bill, were ordered 
to be printed. i 
Mr. HARRISON, of Missouri, from the Com- 
mittee on the Public Lands, reported the following 
bills; which were read twice and committed: i 
A bill for the relief of John Howell; and 
A bill for the relief of W. W. Stephenson and 
Joseph Henderson. 


Mr. BEALE, from the Committee on Invalid J 


Messrs.. EVANS and TAYLOR, from the i 
Committee on Invalid Pensions; Mr. HAM-' 
MOND, from.the Committee on Private Land | 
Claims; Messrs. CASEY, HARRISON of. Mis- | 
souri, WILLIAMS of North Carolina, and |, 


LINCOLN, from the Committee on the Public ‘| 


i Lands; and Messrs. MUHLENBERG and» 


i the following resolution 
' Jarvis, of Maine: 


' of the abolition of 
| Not to be entertained by Congress. 


‘| discuss it. 


{| 28 $0, : seek 
‘| into it, and discuss so far as regarded the District 


: of Columbia. 
: Causes which had induced the cession of the Dis- 


: Mises of the 
: ground, for this property, as private property, 
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BEAUMONT, from the: Committee: on Revolu- 


tionary Claims, made unfavorable reports upon. 
various petitions and memorials; which were or- 
dered to lie upon the table. 

Mr. EVERETT moved to suspend the rules 
of the House, for the purpose of calling the States 
for resolutions referring claims to committees. 

Mr. MERCER moved to strike from the mo- 
tion the words in italics; negatived—ayes 65, 


à i ; noes 80. 
' of the Chair, because, so long as that decision | 


The original motion was then disagreed to. 
ABOLITION OF SLAVERY IN THE DISTRICT. 

The House then resumed the consideration of 
, heretofore offered by Mr 


Resolved, That, in the opinion of this House, the subject 
of the abolition of slavery in the District of Columbia ought 
not to be entertained by Congress. 

And be it further resolved, Thatin case any petition pray- 
ing the abolition of slavery in the Distriet of Columbia be 
hereafter presented, it is the deliberate opinion of the 
House that the same ought to be laid on the table, without 
being referred or printed. 


To which Mr. Wise submitted the following 
amendment: Strike out all after the word ‘‘Re- 


_solved,’’ and insert— 


That there is no power of legislation granted hy the Con- 
stitution to the Congress of the United States to abolish 
slavery in the District of Columbia, and that any attempt by 
Congress to legislate apon the subject of slavery will be not 
only unauthorized, but dangerous to the union of the States. 


Mr. Jarvis subsequently modified the original 
resolution, as follows: 
Whereas, any attempt in this House to agitate the ques- 


: tion of slavery is calculated to disturb the compromises of 


the Constitution, to endanger the Union, and, if persisted in, 
to destroy the peace and prosperity of the country: There- 
fore 

Resolved, That, in the opinion of this House, the subject 
stavery in the District of Columbia ought 


And it is further resolved, That in case any petition pray- 


| ing tor the abolition of slavery in the District of Columbia be 
i hereafter presented, itis the deliberate opinion ofthe House 


that the same ought to be taid on the table, without being 


` referred or printed. 

| The question before the House béing: Mr. 
; Wise’samendment,whieh he subsequently moved 
, as an additional resolution to Mr. J 


ARVIS’s— 
. Mr. PICKENS, who was entitled to the floor, 
cantinued his remarks from yesterday. He se- 


| verely reprobated the writings of Jeremy Bentham, 
| the: 


nunciations of O’Connell, and the recent 
pamphiet of Dr. Channing. He referred to the 
roceedings of the Legislatures of South Caro- 
ina, Georgia, and Virginia on the subject of 
slavery, and regretted that any southern man 
should be.found willing not to meet:the question. 
As to the constitutional question, he disdained to 
. But while he disdained the discussion 
as to the States, he held it right and proper to go 


He then took a review of the 


trict by the States of Maryland and Virginia, and 


| argued that the grant of exclusive legislation did 


not- bestow power to interfere on the question of 
slavery. It gave Congress “like authority ” to 
that which it had in the States over the fortifica~ 
tions, arsenals,..écc., which was nothing more 
than the power to proteet its property. The very 
terms of the clause in the Constitution showed 
that no other power was ever intended to be cone 


|| ferred by the grantors. Again: Congress could 


not deprive a citizen of his private property but 
under certain limitations prescribed by the Con- 
stitution. Jthad been contended that slaves were 
held as private property only under the compro- 

Constiniion: this was untenable 


was anterior to the Constitution itself. He con- 
tended that by the bills of rights of both Mary- 


‘land and Virginia, neither of those States could 


have granted to Congress the right to-abolish 
slavery in the ceded territory. Tohave done so; 
would. have violated their own constitutions. 
Even the slaveholding States themselves could 


`: not doit, under their own constitutions. Itcould 


only be done by each State calling a convention 
for this express purpose. No Legislature could 


i intrude upon the rights of property. 


Mr. P. then read portions of the act of cession 
of Virginia in, support of his argument, and re- 


; plied to that position assumed by a portion of the 


Abolitionists of gradual abolition, onthe post nate 
principle. He appealed to the gentlemen of the 
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North, that they ought'to vote on the ; 
tional ground, and thereby crect a barrier against 
the attempts of these fanatical men, 4 : 
never be arrested by the mere question of expe- 
diency. The declaration, that all men were by 
nature born equal, referred to political privileges; 
for the history of man, from the earliest ages, 
showed that there were always a chosen few se- 
lected by the designs of an overruling Providence. 
This abstract truth, that all men were by nature 
born equal, put into practical operation, would 
bring ruin and desolation upon the land. This 
was the case in the first French Revolution, and 
which produced the Dantons and Robespierres 
of that day. He maintained also, that the great 
classification of capitalists and laborers was anal- 
ogous to that of master and slave, and was iden- 
tical in both in its effects and results. This was 
the principle of all the civilized governments of 
the earth. The capitalists possessed the power, 
and used it for the purpose of making the laborers 
pay as much as possible, which the former divided 
among themselves. The only distinction was, 
in the one case the laborer was held in direct sub- 
jection by domestic slavery, and in the other they 
were indirectly held in the aggregate by the Gov- 
ernment. He then took a review of the condition 
of society in England, and that visible at the Five 
Points in New York, which more required ame- . 
lioration than the institutionsin the South. Look 
at the political condition of the State of New York. 
No party was ever more despotic than the present 
dominant party that now ruled that State—not 
even in France, at the conclusion of the last 
century, when a man scarce dare whisper in the 
bosom of the partner of his heart. 

Mr. P. concluded. by repelling the charges 
brought against the party to which he belonged, 
as disunionists, and inst himself. 

As soon as Mr. P. had concluded, 

Mr. HOAR, of Massachusetts, obtained the 
floor; and 

Mr. CAMBRELENG called for the orders of 
the day; but the House did not sustain the mo- 
tion—ayes 84, noes 90. 

_ Mr. HOAR then addressed the House at length. 
He did not design (he said) to go over the whole 


unds of discussion on this subject that had , 


en already opened; but as he came from th 
game section of the country some of those peti 
tions did, he considered it his duty to reply toa 
few positions and remarks that had been made. 
They would seem to invitethe inquiry, what was 
the meaning of the Constitution, and what was 
the intention of the framers of that instrument? 
Very little had been said in relation to this sub- | 
ject. They had much elegant declamation, but | 
Yery little argument. Mr. H. said, in relation to | 
the power of the General Government to abolish 
slavery in the States, there was not a pretense of 
nght on its part to interfere with, to abolish, or 
to touch it. He would consider such a pretense 
on the part of the Union with a single State, an- 
alogous to that of a foreign Power making an 
attempt to change the form of government of 
those States. He had never yetmet.a single man 
in the North who had maintained or pretended to 
maintain that the General Government had any 
such right. He had heard of such men, but he 
had yet to see.the first man. For himself, if he | 
thought the Union was destined to last till the 
northern States wished to interfere with slave 
in the southern States, he believed it would be 
perpetual. He believed there was no such idea | 
entertained there. He could assure southern ' 
gentlemen that. there was no feeling of reproach 
towards them because they were slaveholders, 
and, if any did use that language, they reproached 
their own forefathers. With regard to the reso- 
lutions before the House, he observed that the 
question relating to the Territories was not then 
under consideration. In interpreting the Consti- 
tution, Mr. H. contended that we must be gorv- 
erned by the instrument itself, and not by remote 
probable consequences. The language of the 
clause of the Constitution relative to the District 
was general, and gave the power to Congress, as 
clear as the English language could convey it, to 
legislate on the subject of slavery within the Dis- 
trict. The language was clear, ‘intelligible, and 
unambiguous. To show it was not so, it must 
be shown to be inconsistent with other parts of ` 


the constitu- l 


which would. | 


peti- ; 


the Constitution. He would look at the circum- 
| Stances under which the instrument was formed. 
Slavery had been abolished in one or more of the 
: States before its adoption; it was in progress in 
` several other States, and the subject had excited 
much discussion at that time. He contended that 
the clause giving Congress exclusive legislation 
over this District gave it ample power to legislate 
on the subject of slavery. If this were not so, it 
was inevitable that, if the States of Maryland and 
Virginia should abolish slavery within their limits, 
nothing short of an amendment of the Constitu- 
tion could authorize the General Government to 
follow their example. 
ft was said this power was not unlimited; he 
granted this; but, at the same time, he appealed 
to what had been done by the States themselves 
on other subjects, and the powers they had exer- 
cised. He believed, if any limitation had been 
` intended by the two States which ceded the Dis- 
_ trict, it would have been expressed in distin¢t 
and positive terms, and not have been left to im- 
‘plication. Portions of the acts of cession had 
Peen quoted to show that there were limitations, 


1 


but they were by inference only, though he him- ; 


` self could not see itevenby inference. It did not 
follow that, because the State of Virginia did not 
grant the right of property, therefore she did not 
intend to grant the right of government. Mr. 
H. then defended the character of Dr. Channing, 
and passed a high eulogy upon his learning, his 


labors, and his mental qualifications, in which he - 


. was second to no man living. He again assured 
the gentlemen of the South, that there was not the 
slightest desire on the part of any portion of the 
intelligent people of the North to interfere with 

i the rights of the South. It would be easy énough 
to take an article from a newspaper which might 
go to this, but then it did not follow that all the 

j people were of the same opinion. He expressed 

himself surprised at the argument made use of by 
the gentleman from Tennessee, [Mr. Peyron,] or 

; rather the complaint made by the gentleman, that 
the Governor of New York refused to deliver up 

| for punishment, in Alabama, a citizen of New 

| York. He was surprised at this coming from 

the quarter it did. 


. to the particular case. 
Mr. HOAR said, nordid he. It was the prin- | 
. ciple he was referring to. It was the making a 


man amenable to laws in which he had no inter- 
' est or voice, or had never set his foot within the 
limits of the State, and yet was to be punished 
by that State. The gentleman would make a 
citizen of another State subject to punishment, 
even to death, although he had never seen a citi- 
zen of the State whose laws he was said to have 
infringed. The idea was preposterous. Mr. H. 
replied in detail to the remarks of Mr. Peyton, 


and proceeded until half-past three o’clock, when | 


he gave wake to 
Mr. GRENNELL, who moved an adjourn- 
ment, but gave way for the Speaker to present 
the following message from the President of the 
United States: 
WASHINGTON, January 20, 1836. 

, Sır: I herewith transmit to the House of Representa- 
tives, a report from the Director of the Mint, exhibiting the 
Operations of that institution during the year 1835. 

The report contains also some very useful suggestions as 
to certain changes in the laws connected with our coinage, 


your early attention. 


ings, from each of the agents appointed to superintend their 
erection. 

| ; ANDREW JAC * 

; Hon. James K. Pox, ESON 
Speaker of the House of Representatives. 


age was referred to the Committee of Wa 
Means, and ordered to be printed; and th 


en 
The House adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Frivay, January 22, 1836. 


Mr. CAMBRELENG rose and said: Mr.Speak- 
er, I must ask the indulgence of the House for 


one of the morning papers of this city to-day. 


Mr. PEYTON explained, that he did not allude 


and with that: establishment, which are recommended to ` 
Besides some remarks in iton the progress made in the ` 
‘| erection of Branch Mints, and procuring machinery there- | 


for, I inclose a report from the Secretary of the Treasury, | 
submitting more detailed statements, as to the new build- | 


` On motion by Mr. CAMBRELENG, the mes- | 
ysand ; 


one moment, to noti¢e an attack made on me in 


- The CHAIR said it could only be done by the 
unanimous consent of the House. 
i! No objection was made; and 
‘| Mr. CAMBRELENG proceeded. Mr. Speak- 
„er, the attack I would not notice were it not, sir, 
that it ig an attack also upon this House, and in- 
‘ volves the question now before the Senate of the 
United States. That attack is, that the remarks 
I made upon the three million appropriation bill 
at the last session were not published until after 
the adjournment of Congress, following it up 
with the insinuation that these remarks never 
were made. Itis not my purpose, sir, on aques- 
tion like this, when I have so much higher game, 
to run a tilt with the editor of the United States 
Telegraph. I merely notice it to pronounce the 
statement and the insinuation both false, and to 
state that when the opportunity does arrive to dis- 
cuss this question, there would not only be found 
‘one, but more than one member of this House, 
not only on one side, but on both sides of the 
House, who will vindicate the poer of 
this House in relation to that bill, froma the attacks 
of the other body. as f S 

The SPEAKER said it was not in order to 
allude to the other body. 

Mr. ADAMS asked the consent of the House 
|! to submit a resolution in connection with the 
a Sa i i , 
$ he resolution was read for the information of 
the House, as follows: 

Resolved, That sé much of the messagè of the President 
of the United States to Congress at the commencement of 
the present session as relates to the failure at the last ses- 
sion of Congress of the bill containing the ordinary appro- 
priation for fortifications, be referred to a select committee, 
| With instructions to inquire into and report to the Housa 
the causes and circumstances of the failure of that bill. 

Objection being made, Mr. MILLER moved to 

_ suspend the rule of the House to enable the gen- 
i: tleman from Massachusetts to offer his resolution. 
‘| Mr. VANDERPOEL asked for the yeas and, 
‘| nays on the motion to suspend the rules; which. 
|. were ordered, and were as follows: _ 

YEAS—Messrs. Adams, Heman Allen, Anthony, Ash, 
| Barton, Bean, Beardsley, Beaumont, Bockee, Boon, Bor- 
den, Bovee, Boyd, Briggs, Brown, Cambreleng, Campbell, 
Carr, Casey, Chaney, Chapman, Chapin, Childs, Nathaniel 
H. Claiborne, Clark, Cleveland, Coles, Craig, Crainer, Cush 
man, Deberry, Denny, Dickerson, Dickson, Dromgoole, 
Effner, Evans, Fairfield, Farlin, French, Fry, Philo C. Ful- 
ler, James Garland, Rice Garland, Gillet, Glascock, Granger, 
Grantland, Haley, Hamer, Hannegan, Harper, Samuel 8. 
Harrison, Albert G. Harrison, Hawes, Hawkins, Haynes, 
i! Henderson, Heister, Holaey, Hopkins, Hubley, Huntsman, 
|| Ingham, Jabez Jackson, Joseph Johnson, Richard M. Jobn-, 
| son, Cave Johnson, Joha W. Jones, Judson, Kilgore, Lane, 
|| Lansing, Laporte’, Lawler, Lay, Gideon Lee, Leonard, 
i| Lincoln, Loyall, Lucas, Abijah Mann, Manning, Martin, 
jį Jobn Y. Mason, William Mason, May, McCarty, McKay, 
McKeon, McKim, McLene, Miller, Montgomery, Morgan, 
‘| Morris, Muhlenberg, Owens, Page, Parker, Patterson, 
Dutee J. Pearce, Franklin Pierce, Phelps, Phillips, Johu 
Reynolds, Joseph Reynolds, Robertson, Rogers, Schenck, 
Seymour, Shields, Shinn, Sloan, Smith, Spangler, Sprague, 
Storer, John Thomson, Toucey, Towns, Turner, Turrill 
i| Vanderpoel, Wagener, Wardwell, Webster, Weeks, and 
i| Lewis Williams—199. 
‘| NAYS—Messrs. Chilton Allan, Banks, Bell, Bond, Bol- 
| din, Buneh, John Caihoon, Wiliam B. Calhoun, George 
‘| Chambers, John Chambers, Corwin, Crane, Cushing, Dar- 
lington, Davis, Everett, Forester,Grayson, Grennell Griffin, 
Hammond, Hard, Hardin,Harlan, Hazeltine, Hoar,Howard, 
| Howell, Ingersoll, Janes, Jarvis, Lawrence, Luke Lea, 

Sampson, Mason, Maury, McComas, McKennan, Milligan, 
| Parks, James A. carce, Pettigrew, Peyton, Pinckne , Reed, 
i Roane, Russell, Wittiam B. Shepard, Augustine H. Shep- 
perd; Slade, Standefer, Talieférro, Thomas, Waddy Thomp- 
son, Underwood, Vinton, Washington, White, Whittlesey, 
Sherrod Williams, ang Wise—60. ; 

Mr. ADAMS then submitted the foregoing 
:| resolution. . 

Mr. WILLLAMS, of North Carolina, moved 
to amend’ the’ resolution, by giving the select 
| committee power to send for persons and papers. 
ii Mr.ADAMS said, that the portion of the Presi- 
i dent’s message which referred to this subject was 
1 


| 


iin these words: 


, “ Much loss and inconvenience have been experienced 
im consequence of the failure of the bill containing the ordi- 
| nary appropriations for fortifications, which passed one 
| branch of the National Legislature at the last session, but 
: was lost in the other. This failure was the more regretted, 
; not only because it necessarily interrupted and delayed the 

progress of a system of national defense projected immedi- 
ately after the last war, and since steadily pursued, but also 
because it contained a contingent appropriation inserted in 
|| accordance with the views of the Executive in aid of this 
‘į Important object, and other branches of the national de- 
| fense, some portions of which might have been most use- 

fully applied during the past season. I invite your early 
attention to that part of the report of the Secretary of War 
which relates to this subject, aud recommend an appropri- 
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ation sufficiently liberal te accelerate the armament of the | 
fortifications agreeably to the proposition submitted by him, 
and to place our whole Atlantic sea-board in a complete | 
state of defense. 
of the country evidently requires this measure, but there | 
are also other reasons which, at the present juncture, give 
ft peculiar force, and make it my duty to call to the subject 
your special consideration.” 


Mr. A. thought that was all that related to the 
subject; and he offered the resolution for the ap- 
pointment of a committee with instructions to 
Inquire and report as to the facts relating to the 
loss of the three million appropriation bill, prin- 
cipally in consequence of what had taken place 
in another quarter upon this subject. 

The CH AIR reminded the gentleman from Mas- 
sachusetts that it was not in order to allude to the 
Senate. 

Mr. ADAMS said he was perfectly well dis- . 
posed to observe the rules established, and would | 
go no further in reference to what had taken place 
in the Senate than the rules would authorize. He 
said that he had offered the resolution in conse- 

uence of what had occurred in another place. 
He had not said that that place was the Senate of 
the United States. That was a matter which any 
gentleman was competent to determine for him- 
self where the place was. He said this because, 
although perfectly aware that in point of form, 
there was a rule, never observed, that no allusion 
shall be made in debate, in either House, to what 
is passing in the other; yetunless allusion to what 
was going forward in the other branch of the Legis- 
fature should be permitted, it would take from him 
the possibility of stating the real groundson which 
he asked a committee of the House. He did not 
refer nominally to anything that had taken place 
in the Senate, but he did refer to what had taken 
place elsewhere; and he should proceed, and have 
reference to what had occurred in another place, . 
as long as it should be the pleasure of the Speaker 
or the House to permit him. 

The SPEAKER here read the rule which ap- , 
plied to the case, and Mr. Apams was about pro- | 
ceeding; when | 

Mr. MERCER called him to order. 
tleman from Massachusetts had not nominally 
alluded to the Senate, but he had intentionally, 
and was therefore out of order. 

The SPEAKER said, that, according to par- 


| 
| 
| 


j 
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' and there its bones are to be sought. He found 
i it also charged, that in the progress of the passage 


'A just regard to the permanent interests of that bill the most violent outrages were com- 


mitted on the Constitution of the United States 


had been appealed to, as warnings against that 


resolution. The image of war, in all its terrors 
and with all its calamities, had been held up 
before us to deter the House from the assertion 


by the President and by the House, in conspiracy | of the nation’s rights and of the nation’s honor 


, together. It was admitted, on all hands, that the 


| tion of a section into it, appropriating three mil- 
i lions of dollars for the de 


i 


: and the President now tells us that the failure of 


that appropriation was a subject of great incon- | 
venience to the people of the country. On this | 
subject an issue has been taken in the National : 
‘| Intelligencer; and that issue involved not merely | 


' the President of the United States, but it involved 
| the House of Representatives. 


tee to inquire into the matter. That reason, he 
_ hoped, would be sufficient for every member who 
‘and have the subject examined, to show where 
‘the failure of that bill was to be charged. He 
had, he repeated, said that he considered it the 
first duty of every branch of Government to har- 
monize with the other branches of the Govern- 
ment in doing the business of the people. It was 
the duty of the members of the House of Repre- 
sentatives to support the President of the United 
States and the executive Government of the 
country in every measure appropriately belonging 
to his high office; and, in like manner, it was equal- 


ly his duty to support the other branches of the | 
overnment; and that hisduty was obligatory and | 
reciprocal upon the Senateand President. Thishe | 


had always considered as the first duty of every 


person concerned in administering the Govern- || 
ment, whether of the executive or legislative de- | h nt! 
; reduce the eo words to writing. 


| partments. It was a subsequent duty that each 


| of these powers was to be a watchman and sentinel || 
: over the proceedings of the other. This, between | 
| the two branches of the Legislature, was a matter | 


| of extreme importance, and was scarcely less im- 
| portant in the relations between both and each of 
| the branches of the Legislature and the President. 


The gen- | The appropriation of three millions of dollars for 


| the defense of the country was inserted in the 
| general fortification bill by amendment proposed 
|; by thegentl eman from New York, (Mr. CAMBRE- 
© LENG,] in consequence of a resolution which had 


tiamentary usage, the objectionable words must : passed unanimously in the House, and by which 


be reduced to writing. 

Mr. MERCER declined reducing the words to 
writing, and withdrew the call te order. 

Mr. ADAMS resumed. He would endeavor, 
as far as was in his ability, to avoid any collision, 
not only with the letter, but with the spirit of the 
rules, to which the gentleman from Virginia [Mr. 
Mercer] had appealed; and would, therefore, 
transfer the location of the place where these 
things had happened from the Senate of the | 
United States to the office of the National Intelli- | 
gencer; and would ask the gentleman if he had | 
any objection to that? i 

r. MERCER said he objected to a quibble, | 
with a view of reaching another branch of Con- | 
gress, contrary to the rules of order. 


Mr. ADAMS. In the National Intelligencer, l: 


the official printer to the Senate of the United | 


States, there was published a report of proceed- |: 


ings which had taken place in a certain body; and | 


in that newapaper he found it charged, not only |, 
that the statement in the message of the President || 


of the United States was not true, but that the | 
failure of that bill was not caused by the Senate 
of the United States; that it did not fail there, but 
that it failed in another House. Where was that? 
Was it this House? No, sir; that House exists no 
longer. But it was in this Hall; and the House 
which is now here consists, in a great measure, of 
the identicalindividualswho composed that House. 
One hundred and forty members of that House 

are also members of this House. i 
same National Intelligencer he found the charge, 
not only that the failure of that bill was owing to 
the fault of that House, but that it died there, 


And in that | 


| unanimous vote the House declared that the exe- 
cution of the treaty of the 4th of July, 1831, with 
France, should be insisted on. It was well known 
' to every member of the House—and he believed 


to every person out of the House—that the appro- || 


; priation of three millions was introduced in conse- 
j 


i: quence of the vote on that resolution the night 
j| before. It was well known that the resolution, 


| which finally passed by that vote, had been con- 
| tested by a debate of several days immediately 
| before its passage, upon grounds that such a reso- 
| lution would occasion war. 
to the Journals of the House for the resolution 
which passed, and to the several resolutions pro- 
posed as substitutes for it, you will see thatit was 
admitted with extreme reluctance by many mem- 
bers of the House, that it was ardently and per- 
severingly contested, and upon the grounds that 
it would occasion a war. 
stances, although the House werè not of opinion 
that it would give just cause for war, still how 
was it possible for a statesman, looking to the in- 
, terests of our common country, not to see that 
these reasons so pressed upon the consideration 
of the House, and, looking to the action of another 


|; Government, might have that tendency. The 


, conduct of a foreign Government to be predicated 
| upon this act of our own was matter of foresight 
jand conjecture. There was misunderstanding 
| and irritation between our Government and that 
| of France. The members of the House who had 
resisted the passage of the resolution—intelligent 
; and patriotic men—had urged the House against 


it, and all the tender sympathies of our nature, 


| and all the seutiments of humanity in our bosoms, |! 


: contained in that resolution. 
; failure of the bill was occasioned by the introduc- | 


ense of the country; . 


That was an 
‘additional reason why he wished for a commit- 


felt his honor implicated to call for investigation, 


nder these circum- | 


Conscious that the 
resolution could not give any just cause of of- 
fense, the House did not believe that it would 
offend or endanger the peace of the country; yet 
in deference to the fears of the minority, and as 
an earnest of their sincerity in the determination 
to insist upon the execution of the treaty, it was 
deemed fitting that the country should put itself 
in an attitude of defense, to meet the worst possible 
contingency, and to sustain that resolution which 
they unanimously passed. These were the 
grounds upon which that item was introduced on 
the last day of the session. And why onthe last 
day? Because it was only the night before that 
the unanimous vote had passed. 

In all the debate in the National Intelligencer, 
to which he had referred, there was no more trace 
of such a resolution as having passed the House 
than if it had never existed; no more trace than 
could be found on the Journal of the Senate of 


_ what they would do for the defense of the country, 


or to insist upon the execution of the treaty of 
July. But in that debate in the National Inielli- 
gencer he found a prodigious display of eloquence 
against the constitutionality of the section appro- 
riating $3,000,000 for the defense of the country, 
use it had not been recommended by the 
Executive. 


Mr. MERCER again roseto order. He charged 


| that the gentleman was alluding to a debate in the 


Senate. 
The SPEAKER said that the gentleman must 


Mr. MERCER reduced to writing, and pro- 
ceeded to read, the words which he alleged were 
used by the gentleman from Massachusetts. He 


j did this (he remarked) with reluctance; but it 
| was for the purpose of preserving that comity 
| and harmony between the two bodies that the 


gentleman had referred to, and which he, no doubt, 
desired to maintain, that he had felt called upon 
by a sense of duty to raise the question of order. 

The words taken down by Mr. Mercer were 
read at the Clerk’s table, and the Speaker in- 
quired of the gentleman from Massachusetts 
whether he admitted their correctness. 

Mr. ADAMS. The gentleman from Virginia 
(Mr. Mercer] had expressed great aversion to 
quibbling. 

Mr. PARKER here rose and urged that order 
should be maintained, as it was impossible to 
understand what was going on while the mem- 
bers were standing or moving about. 

Mr. MERCER sgaid the gentleman from Mas- 


| Sachusetts might modify the language which he 
: had reduced to writing. 
If you look, said he, |; 


Mr. ADAMS proceeded to state wherein the 
gentleman from Virginia had not correctly stated 


: the words which he had used. 


Mr. MERCER said the evident meaning of the 


i gentleman, in his opinion, authorized the terms 
| which he had employed in reference to the excep- 


tion he had taken. 
Mr. ADAMS said, as he understood the rule, 


| exception must be taken to the words of a mem- 


ber—not to any meaning which any gentleman 
might think proper to attach to his words. He 
entered into a further explanation of the terms 
which he had employed. ae À 

Mr. MERCER. expressed his dissatisfaction 
with the explanation, and he felt bound to perse- 
vere in the motion which he had made. 

Mr. WISE hoped the gentleman from Massa- 
chusetts would be permitted to proceed, whether 
in order or out of order. If ever there was a case 
where members should be permitted to speak 
frankly on both sides, in order that the truth and 
the whole truth might be elicited, this was one, 

After some conversation between the Speaker 
and Messrs, HARDIN, MERCER and ADAMS, 
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the question was puf, and the House decided by 
a larre majority, that the words taken down RY 
Mr. MERCER were not used by Mr. ADAMS. 

Mr. WHITTLESEY called for the orders of 

k TIGHAIR decided the motion out of order, 
the House having suspended all its rules to enable 
the gentleman from Massachusetts to submit his 
resojn. i ; : 
' Nir. ADAMS continued. He said his object 
in uttering the resolution was precisely the same 
wit) that which had induced his honorable friend 
from Virginia to interpose this objection of mere 
formality against it; namely, to restore harmony 
between all the departments of the Government, 
not only between the House and_the Senate, 
but also between both Houses of Congress and 
the executive departments of the Government; 
for if there ever was a time when harmony, per- 
fect and complete, between the different depart- 
ments of the Government was necessary, now 
was the time. The people of the country called 
for it—the interests of the nation demanded it. 
Mr. A. said these were his motives for offering 
the resolution; and he trusted that, if the House 
would indulge him in the appointment of the 
committee he demanded, that committee would 
have it in their power to report that all the charges 
made against the House were utterly groundless 
and unfounded; and believing that that would be 
the result of the investigation, he hoped that it 
would contribute to restore the harmony which 
no longer exists. between the two branches of the 
Legislature of the country. The restoration of 
harmony depended upon the vindication of the 
honor of the House of Representatives at the last 
session of Congress; for if that vindication could 
not be made complete, there was no prospect of 
any harmony at the present session of Congress, 
and especially upon that most important subject, 
our foreign relations—the question of peace or 
war. The foundation of the resolution offered 
was, on his part, entirely defensive; its object was 
to vindicate the House of Representatives from 
reflections which were entirely undeserved. 

Mr. A. said, it was difficult for him to recon- 
nect together the train of thought, after so much 
interruption, which he had wished to present to 
the House. He would, however, revert to one or 
two points which required notice. Itwas against 
the introduction of the section appropriating 
$3,000,000 for the defense of the country, that 
the ery of unconstitutionality, against both the 
Executive and House of Representatives, had 
been raised. One of the great charges was, that , 
the House of Representatives had inserted that 
section without recommendation from the Presi- 
dent. That was the great offense on which was | 


i} 


priation for the defense of the country. 

Observe, sir, once more, the terms, the object, | 
and the condition of that appropriation. It was 
to be expended, in whole or in part, under the 
direction of the President of the United States— 
the executive head of the nation, sworn to the 
faithful execution of the laws; sworn especially 
and intrusted with the superintendence of all the 
defenses of the country against the ravages of a 
foreign invader; it was to be expended for the 
‘s military and naval service, including fortifica- 
tions, and ordnance, and increase of the Navy.” 
These, sir, the natural and appropriate instru- 
ments of national defense against a foreign foe, 
were the sole and exclusive objects of this appro- 
priation. Not one dollar of it could have been 
applied to any other purpose by the President 
without a violation of his official oath and of his 
official trust—not one dollar of it could have been 
applied by him to any other purposes without 
ee himself liable to impeachment; not b 
that House of Representatives, but by us, their 
succesaors, fresh from the constituent body, the : 
people; yet, before that same Senate for his judges, 
a majority of whom were surely not of his friends, 
not one dollar of it could he have expended with- 
out giving a publie account of it to the Repre- 
sentatives of the people and the nation. Nor was 
this all, Thus confined to specific objects, it was ` 
to be expended, not unconditionally, but only in 
the event that it should be rendered necessary for 


of France. 
And this is the appropriation following close 
upon that unanimous vote of two hundred and 
seventeen members of the House, thatthe execu- 
tion of the treaty of 1831 should be maintained 
This is the appropriation so 
tainted with man-worship, so corrupt, so uncon- 
stitutional, that the indignant and patriotic elo- 
quence of the National Intelligencer would sooner 
see a foreign enemy battering down the walls of 
the Capitol than agree to it. Sir, for aman utter- 
ing such sentiments there would be but one step 
more, a natural and easy one to take, and that 
would be, with the enemy at the walls of the 
tol, to join him in battering them down. 
ere Mr. A. was interrupted by a spontaneous 
burst of feeling and applause from members on 
the floor. The Speaker immediately called to 
order. The indiscretion was momentary, and the 
most respectful silence tollowed.] 
Mr. A. resumed. He hoped he had shown that ' 
the section making the appropriation of three mil- 
lions was introduced from absolute necessity on 
the last day of the session, because it was in con- 
uence of the unanimous vote of the day pre- 
ing. Was he now to be told that thisand the 
other House must not appropriate money unless 
by recommendation from the Executive? Why, 
sir, the Executive has told us now, that that ap- 
riation was perfectly in accordance with his 
es. Yet here thecharge is inverted, and un- 
constitutional conspiracy and man-worship are 
imputed to this House on account of that appro- 
priation, because it was approved and desired by 
Where waè the possibility of a 
recommendation from the Executive; of statements 
from the departments; of messages between this 
and the other House, when the resolution of the 
House had been passed but the day before? That | 
resolution was itself passed in consequence of a 
communication from the Executive, and in fur- 
therance of the views of that officer. 
was the charge of man-worship made? He would 
appeal to the House to say whether he was a 
worshipper of the present Executive. He had 
voted for that appropriation, and he gloried in the 
Was he chargeable with man-worship 
in voting for that appropriation? He had not 
approved the special measures which had been 
recommended by the Executive at the commence- 
ment of that session of Congress. 
measure of issuing letters of marque and reprisals, | 
founded the bursts of indignant cloquence which :' nor the measures of commercia 
would rather see the enemy battering down the || striction—neither had that House of Represent- | 
walls of the Capitol than agree to such an appro-  atives approved them; but the House,and, thank 
God! the people of the country, had done homage 
to the spirit which had urged to the recommenda- 
tion, even of those measures which they did not 
He again repeated, why was it that 
the House must be charged with man-worship 
and unconstitutional conspiracy, because they 
passed an appropriation of three millions for the 
defense of the country, ata time when imminent 
danger of war was urged, as resulting from that 

‘very resolution which, but the night before, ' 
passed by a unanimous vote? Because, forsooth, | 
that appropriation had not been called for by the . 
Executive; and yet, because it was approved by 
the Executive. 

Sir, there were at the last session of Congress 
three systems of policy to be pursued with regard 
to our then controversy with France, which had 
marked the proceedings of the three branches of 
our Government, charged with the duties and the 
responsibilitics of legislation. 
President was contained in the recommendations 
of his annual message. 
Senate is disclosed by their resolution unani- | 

-mously adopted on the 14th of January, 1834, 
in these words, as appears upon their journals: 

ai Resolved, That it is inexpedient at present to adopt 
: any legislative measure in regard’ to the state of affairs 

between the United States and France.” 

` A resolution not only declining to do that: 
which the President had recommended to vindi- 
cate the rights and the honor of the nation, but : 


and insisted on. 


the Executive. 


Neither the 


interdict or re- | 


The system of the 


The system of the 
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Relations had reported three resolutions; ag 
substitutes for which, I had the honor of sub- 
mitting to the consideration of the House thres 
others. The minority of the Committee on For- 
eign Relations had presented a report, concluding 
witha sentence which, at the suggestion of the 
chairman of the committee, I adopted as a mod- 
ification of my first resolution, and which the 
chairman of the committee consented to take as 
a substitute for the first reported by him. This 
sentence, from which, with the general assent of 
the House, the words ‘at all hazards” had been 
withdrawn, was finally moved by me, and every 
member present, two hundred and seventeen in 
number, answered at the call of his name, ay. 

The resolution was in these words— 

“ Resolved, That in the opinion of this House, the treaty 
with France of the 4th of July, 1831, should be maintained, 
and its execution insisted on.” 

I then withdrew the second and third of the 
resolutions which I had proposed. 

The second of the resolutions reported by the 
chairman of the Committee on Foreign Relations 
was that the committee should be discharged from 
the further consideration of so much of the Pres- 
ident’s message as related to commercial restric- 
tions, or to reprisals on the commerce of France. 

It was unanimously adopted by the House. 

The third resolution reported by the chairman 


: of the committee was— 


“ Resolred, That contingent preparation ought to be made 
to mect any emergency growing out of our relations with 
France.” 

This was the resolution intended to sustain at 
once the spirit of the President’s recommendation, 
and the sincerity of the resolution just adopted by 
the House. 

But there was only one day left of existence to 
the House; and, therefore, no possibility of wait- 
ing for a message from the President for estimates 
from the War and Navy Department, or for the 
slow progress of a bill through allits usual stages 
in both Houses of Congress. Such proceedings, 
highly proper for the usual and ordinary expend- 
itures of the year, were not only unnccessary, 
but would have been, to say the least, useless for 
an appropriation contingent upon events then 
uncertain, and the amount necessary for which 
could not, with any approximation to precision, 
be estimated or foreseen. 

The resolution was laid on the table at the mo- 
tion of the chairman of the committee who had 
reported it, and who then, in my hearing, and in 
the hearing of all in the House who chose to 
hear him, gave notice that he should in its stead 
move an additional appropriation in the fortifica- 
tion bill then before the House. Whether he 
named the sum of $3,000,000 as that which he 
should propose or not, I do not recollect. He 


: had openly spoke in the House before, as con- 


templating a larger sum. Considering the contin- 
gent and possible danger against which it was to 
provide, I thought the sum certainly not too large. 
_ And now, sir, where is all this scaffolding of 
indignation and horror at an appropriation for 
specific purposes for the defense of the country, be- 
cause, forsooth, it had not been recommended by 
special message from the Exeeutive. Gone, sir! 
gone! You shall look for it, and you shall not 
find it. You shall find no more trace of it than, 
in the tales of the National Intelligencer, you 
shall find of that vote of 217 yeas—which was the 


‚Teal voucher for the purity and genuine patriot- 


ism of that appropriation of $3,000,000—de- 
nounced to the world, by the eloquent orators of 
the senatorial press, as so profligate and corrupt, 
that an enemy at the gates of this Capitol could 
not have justified a vote in its favor to arrest hia 
arm, and stay his hand in the act of battering 
down these walls. You shall find no more trace 
of it than upon the Journals of the Senate of the 
last session of Congress you shall find of sensi- 
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bility to the wrongs which our country was en- 
during from France; and if upon those Journals 


i (Mr. A.) said he should vote to recede from the 
i! appropriation, because from the temper of the 


such a trace can be found, it must be by clearer : 


and more searching eyes than mine. 

Then why are we told, that nobody knew any- 
thing of the reasons of the House for adopting that 
amendment to the fortification bill? Nothing 
passed in the House but what was known in the 
other portion of the Capitol. Nothing was to be 


|| object of the bill was for the ordinary appropri- | 


found on the Journals of the other body, that ` 


would go to sustain the Executive and the coun- 
try. In anotherbody there were resolutions passed 
very explicitly declaring that they would not do 
what the Executive recommended, but no resolu- 
tions were passed saying what they woulddo. A 
different course of policy was pursued by the 
House. It adopted unanimous resolutions, and 
showed that, although the measures recommended 
by the President did not entirely meet their appro- 
bation; yet, that the rights of the country andthe 
execution of the treaty were to be insisted on. In 
another branch of the Capitol, at the same time, it 
was not known what the House were doing; yet 
217 names answering “‘yea,’’ stood recorded on 
the Journals ofthis House. These were the facts, 
and an impartial history of that bill would show, 
that there was sufficient and ample cause for the 
appropriation of three millions. But the three 
million appropriation was received by the Senate 
in a most unfortunate temper, and as proof of this 


it became absolutely necessary for him to refer to ; 


their proceedings. In the first place, the motion 
‘for the three milion section was submitted in the 
House, and little objection was made to it. It was 
perfectly understood by gentlemen on both sides 
of the House, that it was founded on the vote of 
the night preceding, and no one, so far as he 
recollected, objected to it because there was no 
recommendation from the Executive. The votes 
were taken on it by yeas and nays, and it was 
adopted. One hundred and nine names, (said Mr. 
Apams,) the first of which in alphabetical order 
was my own, are recorded upon the Journals in 


favor of that amendment, and of those names, | 


seventy-two belong to members of this House; 
seventy-seven names appear on the Journal re- 
corded against the amendment, forty-five of which 
are of members of this House. The proportion 
of rélected members is rather larger of the names 
in the affirmative, than of those in the negative. 
But, 1 have said the amendment was received by 
the Senate in a bad temper, and now for the proof. 
The resolution as recorded on the Journals of the 
House was as follows: 


“ And be it, §c., That the sum of $3,000,000 be, and the 
fame is hereby appropriated, out of any money in the Treas- 
ury not otherwise appropriated, to be expended, in whole 
or in part, under the direction of the President of the 
United States, for the military and naval service, including 
fortifications and ordnance, and increase of the Navy : Pro- 
vided, Such expenditure should be rendered necessary for 
the defense of the country prior to the next meeting of 
Congress.” 

Observe what were the purposes of the appro- 
priation. Was the House wasting and squan- 
dering the public money, when it made that ap- 
propriation? No, sir. 
appropriation, if made, must have been wasted ? 
When an enemy is at the walls of the Capitol, 
it will be but a sorry objection to make, that you 
have no confidence in the man at the head of the 
Government, He hoped that the matter might 
be fully exposed; and whatever might be his rela- 
tions with the head of the Goverament, he did 
not think that that vote would be charged to man- 
worship. Upon thatresolution, one hundred and 
nine names were recorded in the affirmative, and 
were there one hundred and nine members to be 
charged with being man-worshipers and cou- 
spirators against the Constitution of their coun- 
try? Among these names were several, if they 
were capable of anything like man-worship, 
(which he did not believe,) the object of whose 
worship would be some other than the present 
tenantofthe White House;eventhe very men who 
now made these charges against them.” He said, 
that the section was received in bad temper by the 
Senate. They immediately disagreed to the amend- 


“mont, it was said, with little debate, and sent their : 


‘disagreement down to the House. He recollected 
thar the present Speaker, who was then chairman 
of the Committee of Ways and Means, did him 


| 


`: House adhere, the bill is lost. 


Senate it was evident, if that course was not pur- 
sued, the whole bill would be lost. Mr. A. said 
he did, accordingly, vote to recede, but it was 
not to recall the vote he had before given; it was 
solely because he believed that, if the House did 
not recede, the whole bill would be lost. As the 


ations for fortifications, he was unwilling to lose 
it, and therefore gave up the three million appro- 
priation to save the remainder of the bill. Boe it 
was not the sense of the House to recede, and the 
vote to recede stood 87 to 110. The sense of the 
House was strong; it was earnest, but it was rc- 
spectful. How wasit with the Senate? The next 


communication which the House received fromit : 


was, that the Senate had adhered to their disagree- 
ment. 
every person knew that adhering was the very last 
resort—that it scarcely ever was recurred to ex- 


cept as a challenge of defiance to the other House. | 
are always | 


hat are its consequences? They 


In the intercourse between the two Houses . 


to hazard the loss of the whole bill; if the other . 


The Senate said, 


‘and that at the earliest stage at which they could 
| pass such a vote. It was well known to every 


man that the vote to adhere never passes between | 


-the two Houses in good temper. It was always 
considered as a challenge, ‘‘ Lose your bill, or 
agree to what we think will we right.” Mr. A. 
here read the following extract from Jefferson’s 
Manual, in support of his views: 

“ When either House sends a bill to the other, the other 
may pass it with amendment. ‘The regular progression in 
this case ix, the Commons disagree to the amendment; the 
Lords insist upon it; the Commons insist on their disagree- 
ment; the Lords adhere to their amendment; the Com- 
mons adhere to their disagreement. The term of insisting 
may be repeated as often as they choose, to kecp the ques- 
tion open. But the first adherence by cither renders it 
necessary for the other side to reecde or adhere also; when 

| the matter is usually suffered to fall. T'he term of insisting 
; Was certainly (in 1679) a happy innovation, as it multiplies 
the opportunities of trying modifications which may bring 

, the Houses to a concurrence. Either House, however, is 
free to pass over the term of insisting and to adhere ia the 
first instance, BUT IT 1S NOT RESPECTFUL TO THE OTHER.” 
Mr. A.said he doubted whether, in the whole 
intercourse between the two Houses of Congress, 
an adherence was ever before resorted to at so 
| early a stage of a difference between them. 
was sure there never had been such an instance 


lt was a special disposition to cast odium upon 
i the House, a special bravado that induced the 

Senate thus to draw thé sword and throw awa 

the scabbard, and they apHErep. Notwithstand: 
į ing, the natural feeling was, when the bill came to 


'| the House, to adhere on their part, and that mo- 
'; tion was actually made; yet so anxious was the 


| House to save the bill that they did not adhere, 


|, neither did they recede: they insisted again, and 


i asked of the Senate a conference, to which the | 
‘ twelve in real time. 


Shall it be said that the 


the honor to ask him what we should do, and he - 


i Senate agreed, although at that time the hour was 
That clock, (pointing to 
the clock in the Hall,) to be sure, so far as a clock 
could show, said it was not twelve, but it was not 
possessed of the power of Joshua of old, who 
commanded the sun and moon to stand still; old 
Time submitted to no such power, but moved 
along regardless of what was doing here. The 
committee of conference of the House went out, 
and that committee felt themselves constrained to 


‘consent to a reduction of the $3,000,000 down |! 


to $890,000. 


Thus, sir, this horrible conspiracy against the | 


Constitution melted down to a mere question of 


dollars and cents—whether the appropriation | 


; Take back yourappropriation,or lose your bill,’’ | 


unless at a time of bad temper between the Houses. | 


| 
| 


1 


theless, true the House was de facto dead. The 
Journalshows that from that time it wasimpossible 
| to make a quorum. It was a few minutes before 
i that a large quorum was found. He said this 
because, in the National Intelligencer, the exem- 
Mary assiduity of the members of the Senate, in 


|. the discharge of their duties, was invidiously con- 


' trasted with the insinuated neglect of the members 
. of the House, where it was insinuated that busi- 
ness could not be done for want of a quorum. 
. But why was the House found without a quorum? 
’ Because sixty or seventy members, conscientious- 

ly believing that they were no longer the Rep- 


' resentatives of the people, refused or forbore to 


, answer to theirnames. Your Journals will show 
that motion after motion was made to that effect. 
Many members declined answering on these 


_ grounds, and no motion was made to compel them 


_ hour of noon on the 4th of March. 
|. that to be the true construction of the constitu- 


to vote as by the rules of the House, had it still 
existed, there would have been. He wasnot one 
of those who believed that the session ended at 
midnight. In his opinion the two years’ duration 
of Congress was from the time of day at which 
the House commenced its session—say to the 
He believed 


tional term of two years; but it was a constitu- 
tional question, and it was not for him to judge 
of the motives of men who conscientiously be- 
lieved that the period of their political existence 
had expired. When the Cumberland road bill 


|| passed, the question was taken by yeasand nays, 
i and the vote was 94 to 80, making 174 votes. Here 


was a quorum voting, which showed that the 


| House, at twelve o’clock, was doing business; 
` but in ten minutes after no quorum could be 


found—not in consequence of there not being 


, members present, but in consequence of their 


conscientious scruples. He recollected the in- 
stance of a gentleman from Georgia, [Mr. Gik- 


, MER,] a man as conscientious and as intelligent as 
any member of that or the present House who, 


: door and never returned. 
| the want of a sufficient number of members pres- 
i ent, but from the conscientious conviction of so 
He | 


‘and what was the reason? 


upon being called, refused to answer, and gave 
as his reason, that he was no longer a Represent- 
ative of the people, and immediately after the 
vote was taken went out of the House at that 
It was not, therefore, 


large a number of the members as reduced the 
remainder to less than a quorum, that they had 
no right to vote on anything in the House. After 


| that took place, the committee of conference re- 


turned to the House, but no report was made, 
Because there was no 
House. The roll was called, and no quorum was 
to be found. 

He said that he did not consider the constitu- 
tional term of two years, assigned to the members 
of the Housc of Representatives, and the term of 
four years, during which the President of the 
United States holds his office, commences or ex- 
pires at midnight. The services of two, and o° 
four years commenced running from the time when ` 
the members of the first Congress assembled to 
commence the operations of this Government 
under the Constitution of the United States, which 
was on the 4th of March, 1789, at noon. Thetwo 

ears from that time expired, not on the 3d of 
March, 1791,at midnight, but onthe 4th of March, 
at noon. The expiration of a year is not from 
noon to midnight, but from noon to noon. It is 
so, astronomically, by the law of nature. The 


‘ time at which a day shall commence and termin- 


: tional. 


should be $3,000,000 or $800,000. The appro- ` 


priation was made positive instead of being con- 
tingent upon a necessity not certain to come, and 
it was confined to two objects of permanent ordi- 
nary appropriation, still leaving the possible con- 
tingent danger unprovided for. He had said, 
and believed, that the conferees on the part of 
the House had been constrained to acecpt this 
, compromise for the purpose of saving the bill; 
but it was too late: when the conferees on the 
part of the House returned, that House was no 
more—it was a lifeless corpse. A fricnd and col- 
league of his, now in his cye, had indeed said it 
was the noisiest dead body that he had ever seen 
or heard of. F 


That was true, yet it was, never- | 


ate is a matter altogether arbitrary and conven- 
Some nations have in their civil compu- 
tation commenced the day at sunrise, and some 
at sunset—some at midnight, and some at noon. 
Astronomers and navigators always reckon the 


i day from noon to noon; and why should not the 


constitutional computation of time follow the same 


‘Jaw, which is the law of nature? The principle 


i; noon to midnight must be subject once ever 


once established could be attended with no sort 
of inconvenience; whereas the computation from 
y two 
ears to a solution of continuity for twelve outs 
by the non-cxistence of a House of Representa- 
tives, and once in every four years, to an inter- 
regnum or vacancy in the office of President of 
the United States. Emergencies might easily be 
foreseen, perhaps even precontrived, in which 
either of those events would be attended with very 


. 
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aimen o hee ee 


le in T : ical Gov- || referred to such messages never were sent, unless 
k e a o “ihe utmost || there was a violent misunderstanding between the 
: i ion of continuity. i; two Houses, and when the neglect of the bill was 
ossible ae ee a. Sia be a radical de: extremely injurious. Such was the nature of the 
ae ee ae sublican Government not to be message which he hoped never would be repeated 
ie sed wit ie same official immortality—the inthe intercourse between the two Houses of Con- 
office al ee s filled ‘however fre uently the indi- gress. But to complete the true character of that 
alcade may be anat It was, thcre- message, he must inquire at what time it was sent? 
fore, my opinion that the House might have sat It was sent at two o'clock in the morning; it vee 
transacting business till noon of the 4th of March, sent ata time when it was known, both in the 
and accordingly my name will be found and re- - House and the Senate, that no quorum was to be 
corded on every taking of the yeas and nays until - found. When that message was delivered, he must 
the adjournment, after it was announced that the confess, if evera feeling of shame and indignation 
Senate had adjourned. had filled his bosom, it was at that moment. He 
Mr. A. said that was his opinion then, and he | felt itas an insult to the immediate representatives 
had then expressed it to the House, but it was: of the people; and if it had been sent at a moment 
not the opinion of a large number of members of _ when the House yet existed, with the power to 
the House. The members were in the House  resentunprovoked insult, he verily believed that, 
ready to vote, but in their opinion the time had imitating the example of our Congress in a some- 
assed. Now, whatever was doing at that time | what similar case during the revolutionary war, 
in the House might have been known to every he should have moved that a message be sent by 
member of the Senate, if they had seen fit to make | two members of the House to cast the Senate mes- 
the inquiry. It was perfectly known that after sage on their floor, and tell them that it was not 
that time no quorum of the House could be found. the custom of the House to receive insolent rnes- 
Novote was taken. The House was de facto dcad. sages. It was, perhaps, well that he had no op- 
But in that state of things, after the House was : portunity to give vent to those feelings. What 
a lifeless corpse, the following message was sent . were the feelings of the other members, it was not 
from the Senate, which Mr. A. requested the clerk - for him to say; and he did not know that he had 
to read: :' ever communicated his own to any member of the 
“ Resolved, That a message be sent to the honorable the '; House ; for he saw thatthe insult was committed on 
House of Representatives, respectfully to remind the House ` a dead body—another Achilles dragging around 


of the report of the committee of conference appointed on th lls of T his prostrate and lifeless foe ! 
i i e ses on the amendment e walls 0 AA p ete : 
the disagreeing votes of the two Houses he ame n either had been thrilling and 


af the Senate to the bill respecting the fortifications of the Tt was said, sir, t jaa I 
United States.” unexampled eloquence of indignation at this con- 

Mr. A. appealed to the Speaker as one of the  spiracy of nian woni p: servility, and corrup- 
oldest members of the House, and in his official tion, displayed by the House of Representatives, 
capacity, as the guardian and vindicator of the in that appropriation of $3,000,000 for the con- 
honor of the House, whetherin hisexperience in tingent necessary defense of the country from 
the legislation of this country he had any recol- foreign aggression; but I trust I have aleeey 
lection of such a message having passed between shown to the satisfaction of this House that all 
the Housc of Representatives and the Senate?— that eloquence was gratuitous, and all that indig- 
a message reminding the House of their duty; nation wastefully squandered away, some small 
reminding the House of what they had to do; portion of which might have been profitably ex- 
reminding the House of the particular business pended upon the forcign treaty-breakers, under 
which it was their duty to take up and act upon. whose injustice our own country was smarting. 
He asked the oldest member in the House,whether This indignation and the temper with which it 
he had any recollection of any such message hav- | was manifested by these repeated insults to the 
ing passed between the House of Representatives | House did strike me as so extraordinary, and I 
and the Senate? He asked the youngest member, | must add, so unreasonable, that it was impossible 
and paused for a reply. He heard none, and | to avoid the inquiry where the real sting of that 
under these circumstances he took upon himself — $3,000,000 appropriation did lay, and what it was 


great pub 
ernments have always 


to say, that no such message was to be foundon that had excited this tempest of passion against . 


the Journals of Congress since the foundation of ' it; and I thought the true motive was discern- 
the Government. Ifere was one branch of the | ible in that unanimous vote of two hundred and 


Legislature ee task-masters of the other. ,; seventeen ayes in the House, demanding that the | 


We read in Holy Writ of a judge of Israel who || execution of the treaty should be insisted on. 
undertook to teach the men of Succoth; and it |! That vote, however overlooked then or now, had 
was by scourging them with the briers of the | been neither unseen nor unfelt. It was not only 
wilderness. Since the days of Abimelech there || a departure from the do-nothing policy of the 
has been no such teaching as this by the Senate || Senate, but might be felt to contain a pungent 
to the House of Representatives of the United || though tacit rebuke upon that paralytic policy. 
States. || The $3,000,000 appropriation was the complement 
He dwelt on this subject, because, if there was ` and efficient cnergy of the unanimous vote of the 
to be any such thing as harmony between the two | preceding day. Phat vote was exclusively the 
Houses in the discharge of their duty to the peo- | act of the House. The appropriation required 
ple of the country, he hoped that that message . the concurring vote of the Senate, and that vote 
would stand as asolitary monumentand warning would have madc the Senate the unwilling acces- 
never to be repeated. He hoped that such ames- sary to implied censure upon its own quictism 
sage would never go from the House to the Sen- under foreign wrong. The vote of the House 
ate. He hoped the House would always be could not be nullified, but its efficient operation 
courteous enough to suppose that the Senate of might be unnerved by the refusal of the appro- 
the United States knew what was their duty,and  priation; and so the bloodless ghosts of exccutive 
would discharge it accordingly. dictation and man-worship and scrvility were 
Mr. A. said that no such example existed on , conjured up; and the overbearing arrogance of 
the Journals of the House of Representatives, but votes to adhere, and messages to remind, were 
he was aware that there had been instances of substituted for the deficiency of better reasons 
the kind in the Parliament of Great Britain; and for refusing the appropriation. 
they were referred to in Mr. Jefferson’s Manual, Great horror was manifested at the conspir- 
as follows: ‘* When a bill is sent hy one House acy and man-worship of appropriating these 
‘to the other, AND Is NEGLECTED, the may send $3,000,000, and that was the source of the triumph- 
‘a message to remind them of it, ine if it be ant message to remind. Perhaps, strictly speak- 
‘mere inattention, it is better to have it done ing, the bill containing that appropriation did fail 
‘informally, by communications between the in the House; but, if it did fail at all, it failed 
‘ Speakers or members of the two Houses.” , before the appointment of the committee of con- 
_From this, it would be seen that the only cases ference. Its death-blow was the senatorial vote to 
given in the Manual were where the House had adhere. It failed because it did please the Senate 
neglected to act on a bill; he had consulted ajl the in their wisdom and Patriotism, to strike out that 
cases in Hatzell and Gray, and others referred to appropriation, and to cast away the whole fortifi- 
by Mr. Jefferson in his Manual; andhefound that cation bill to exclude that single item. Between 
the last instance adduced of that kind, even in that day and the present we have all had time to 
the British Parliament, was in 1721, one hundred ._ suffer our feelings to cooldown. He had submit- 
and fifty years ago; and in all the cases severally . ted in silence to the bad temper manifested on the 


part of the Senate. That bad temper was mani- 
' fested not only to the President, but to the House 
of Representatives. If it had not been now re- 
newed with redoubled vigor, and by the tran- 
scendant ability which belonged to those who lead 
the Senate, he would have remained silent for the 
sake of peace and harmony; but now, under such 
charges, enforced with all the arguments which 
nine or ten months of meditation could bring to 
minds of the highest order—when such charges 
went forth to the nation, accusing the House of 
Representatives of an unconstitutional conspiracy 
with the President on that bill—he could no longer 
remain silent. He therefore moved the resolu- 
tion, so that the House might not trust entirely 
to the statement of facts which he had submitted 
to them; but that the committee might inquire 
and report to the House what were the true causes 
and circumstances which produced the failure of 
the bill. 

Mr. WISE. Mr. Speaker, I have not much to 
say; but what I have to say are puneipelly facts, 
and I shall be confined to facts. I did not expect, 

‘gir, that this discussion upon this very important 

“matter would come up to-day. I was in the midst 

of preparation for this discussion on another oc- 

| casion, and, if I should not be so well prepared 

‘or as well arranged in my facts as I could wish, 

| I hope the House will pardon me. I will endeavor 
to have the whole case, at all events, in print. 

Mr. Speaker, this is an important question. 
The fate of the presidential canvass is in part 
made to depend upon it. It has been discussed 
during the last summer in all the public prints in 
the country. It has been discussed clsewhcre 
since the meeting of Congress, and the discussion 
has commenced here; and, permit me to say, sir, 

' the discussion thus far has been conducted blind- 
fold. I say, sir, the true issue of the failure of 
the fortification bill is not between the Senate of 
the United States and the House of Representa- 
tives; that, sir, is not the issue. I say it, and 
I will prove it from this Journal, and from facts 
in addition to this Journal, that neither the Sen- 
ate nor the House is responsible for the failure 
of that bill. The gentleman must pardon me, but, 
as Nathan said unto David, (pointing to Mr. Cam- 
BRELENG,) ‘* Thou art the man!” 

Mr. Speaker, I feel no excitement when I make 
this charge. I feel, sir, no personal ill-will to- 
wards the gentleman from New York when I 

. make this charge. I must say that that gentle- 
,, man has ever been courteous and even kind to- 
ij wards me, and my feelings towards him are 
' certainly of the same description. Sir, I respect 
| him. But the question is up, and here is the 
place to discuss it; and here it may be fairly 
made known that he was one of the committee 
' of conference on the part of this House on that 
` memorable occasion, and another member of that 
same committee is now in another body. From 
both ends of this Capitol let the truth, the whole 
truth, and nothing but the truth, go out to the 
country. Let us tell it as gentlemen. I shall give 
this gentleman a fair opportunity naw to try and 
tell it. I shall charge him in part—ay, sir, almost 
. in whole—with being responsible for the failure 
_ of that bill. I have charges, too, Mr. Speaker, 
` to make against others; and when the gentleman 
from North Carolina [Mr. Bynum] the other day 
was so particular as to throw stumbling-blocks 
in the way of those who should be inclined to 
forestall the truth, he tendered the issue. Hold- 
ing them to the facts, here they are: 

On Tuesday, the 3d of March, 1835, the three 
million amendment to the bill No. 600, entitled 
‘* An act making appropriations for certain forti- 
fications,” was concurred in—see Journal, page 
509; one hundred and eighty-six members present, 
and the vote being yeas 109,nays77. I beg gentle- 
men to note the number of members then present 
and voting when this amendment was offered, 
was one hundred and eighty-six. The Senate 
disagreed to this amendment, and the House re- 
fused to recede, by a vote of yeas 87, nays 110-- 
one hundred and nincty-seven members being 
then present and voting. On motion by Mr, Cam- 
BRELENG, (I use the gentleman’s name as a mente 
ber of the last Congress, which, I presume, is in 
order,) the House insisted on its amendment, and 

: the Senate was made acquainted therewith. The 
: Senate then returned a message that they adhered 
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to theit disagreement. Mr. Campre.enc then 


moved that the House adhere: and on the ques- |: 
tion that the House recede, the yeas were 88, ' 


nays 107—one hundred and ninety-five members 
then present. 
ence; and Mr. Camprertene of New York, Mr. 
Lewis of Alabama, and Mr. Hessarp of New 
Hampshire, were appointed a committee of con- 
ference. Here I regret, sir, that the gentleman 
from Alabama is sick. Mr. Lewts is not here to 
testify, and [am sorry for it. At this point I 
beg the House to notice the proceedings as re- 
corded on the Journals. A number of enrolled 
bills were then reported, and then immediately 
passed the Cumberland road bill. And here, let 
me add, that, before the vote on the Cumberland 
road bill was taken, Mr. Gilmer, of Georgia, 


rose in his seat—he sat near me—took out his ` 
watch, and announcing that the hour of twelve 


had arrived, departed from the House, Before 
Mr. Giumen did this, if I recollect right, this 
committee of conference had returned. 

Mr. CAMBRELENG said that the vote on the 
Cumberland road bill was taken before the com- 
mittee of conference left the House. 


when Mr. Gitmer declined voting. 

Mr. WISE proceeded. 
then, that the gentleman should have remained 
till twelve o’clock before going out to meet the 
committee of conference on the part of the Senate. 
However, be that as it may, Í can testify, Mr. 
Speaker, that the vote on the Cumberland road bill 
was after twelve o’clock at night. I can testify 
that the gentleman whose name reads CHURCHILL 
C. CamBRELENG, in the last Congress, is recorded 
as voting on that bill, after twelve o’clock at 
night. ark the fact; I will show it. 

Another name I will mention here, and I beg 
the House to note that fact also, that reads 
Samvet Bearpstey, who voted on that bill after 
twelve o’clock that night. I beg the House to 
remember that fact. 

Mr. BEARDSLEY explained. He said it was 
true that he voted upon that bill, and it was the 
last vote he gave. He should not undertake to 


say whether the gentleman’s time-piece indicated , 


twelve o’clock or not; but Mr. B’s watch did not 
at that time. He repeated that that was the last 
vote he gave; and shortly after, another question 
being presented, he declined voting, because he 


was then satisfied that the hour of twelve had 
arrived. The gentleman might suppose that the 
Cumberland road bill was voted upon after twelve 
o’clock. Mr. B. would not say that it was not 
so; but this he would say, he had not satisfac- 


evidence to his mind that the hour of twelve 
arrived. He recollected that Mr. GILMER 


tor 
ha 


rose and declined voting, alleging that twelve , 


o'clock had arrived; but it was not surprising 
that a diversity of opinion should exist on a few 
moments of time. The gentleman from Virginia 
might prove that Mr. B. voted after that hour, but 
really his mere assertion would hardly establish 
the fact. 


Mr. WISE. I will put a question to the gen- | 
efore after twelve ` 


tleman. Did he never vote 
o’clock at night on the last night of the session? 
Mr. BEARDSLEY said he had no recollection 
of having ever done so. 
Mr. WISE. Well, I state the fact, or I know 
the fact, that Mr. Gitmen, of Georgia, did, before 


that bill was announced to the House—and it was ` 


the first notice the House had that twelve o’clock 
had arrived —take his watch from his pocket, and 
declare it. I can prove it by a gentleman who 
perliapn recollects it, though I have not conversed 
with him en the subject; a leading man on that 
bill, who sat by me, and held me down, ina good- 


natured kind of manner, from making any oppo- | 


sition to the bill. He, perhaps, may have for- 
gotten it, but I remember it well. 
call the attention of the House to the fact that it 


was after twelve o’clock, and it struck me that | 


we were defunct. 

Mr. Speaker, this is not all. Two enrolled bills 
were afterwards reported, and then Mr. Jarvis, 
of Maine, moved a resolution to adjourn on ac- 
count of the time of night: see page 523 of the 
Journal. This, sir, was after Mr. Gimer had 
retired, and after the vote on the Cumberland 
road bill, for which Mr. Brarpsxey voted. 


The House then asked a confer- ` 


They re- 
mained to vote; and Mr. Husparp was present - 


It is a strange fact, : 


I intended to : 


| The CHAIR said, if the gentleman from Vir- 
| ginia referred to members of the last Congress, 
who were members of the present, it would be 
courteous and proper to refer to the State from 
which they came. 

Mr. WISE. I read from the Journals. Well, 
I beg the attention of the House to that fact, that 
Mr. Jarvis, of Maine, moved a resolution to ad- 
journ, on account of the time of night, thereby 
directly calling the attention of the House to the 

fact that the session had expired, that the hour 
had come, and that we were dead. The resolu- 
tion then came up; and upon a vote, there was 
‘no quorum of a sudden—only one hundred and 
thirteen members being present. Still, we find 
: Mr. Cuurcuiy C. Camsre ene still voting. 

The CHAIR again interposed, and said, if the 
gentleman read from the Journal, it was proper 
to use the name of a member; but if not, it was 
only in order to refer to the State from whence he 

. came. 

Mr. WISE. Well, [ will take the Speaker’s 
course, and not my own; I will read kom the 
Journal. The previous question was moved, and 
on the question, ‘‘ Shall the main question be now 
put?” there were found 111 in the affirmative and 

! Qin the negative—being only one hundred and 
thirteen, and no quorum. Here, sir, I find the 
names of Jonn Quincy Apams and CHURCHILL 
C. CaAMBRELENG, both voting after twelve o’clock 
at night, and after they said the House was de- 
funct. Where were theirconsciences? Where 

The CHAIR said it was not in order to indulge 
in personalities, or to refer to the motives of other 
members of the House. 

Mr. WISE. Why, the gentleman before me 
[Mr. Campretenc] 1s continually assuring me, 
sir, that he does not object to it; and I hope the 
Speaker will permit me to proceed. The gentle- 
man from Massachusetts has said that gentleman 
refused to vote after twelve %’clock on ‘‘ con- 
seientious scruples.” I put the question, then, 
in a more charitable phrase: where were their 
“ scruples??? Not only had Mr. Grumer retired 
from the House, but a resolution had been ex- 
pressly offered to adjourn, assigning as a reason 
that the hour had expired—notice given verbally 
: andin writing, and the reason of the notice given 
|, before this vote was taken. Mr. Speaker, where 
ji were gentlemen’s “ scruples” then? 

Then, sir, camea report from the President of 
the United States, of bills signed by him. The 


| 
| room. I know the fact, that, after twelve o’clock, 
the President was in the Speaker’s room, signing 


: bills, and that billssigned by him did not come in | 


until after Mr. Gitmer had retired, and after Mr. 

ii Jarvis had offered his resolution. 

The CHAIR stated to the gentleman, that, by 
li the law by whick the proceedings of that House 
|| had always been governed, no gentleman address- 
|| ing the Chair could mention a member by name, 
|i but must designate him by his State; and the 
i| gentleman was not in order to do so, unless he 
|! was reading from the Journal. 
Mr. WISE. What name, sir? 
The CHAIR. The name of Mr. Jarvis. 
Mr. WISE. Iam reading from the Journal. 
|| The CHAIR said he did not so understand the 
i! gentleman. 
‘| Mr. WISE. Why those members were dead | 
: last session of Congress! 

The CHAIR said he had made the suggestion 
., to the gentleman, and it was for the House to 
ʻi permit it or not. 
‘| .Mr. MERCER said, if his colleague referred to | 
ii members of the last Congress, he must, of neces- | 
-| sity, use their names, for he could not otherwise 
` designate whom he meant. 
Mr. WISE. I claim the right to do so, and I 
' protest against the interruption of the Speaker. 
: No gentleman can proceed with a train of thought ' 
‘af he is continually interrupted. 
i| The CHAIR said he had no intention of inter- | 
| rupting the gentleman from Virginia. The gen- 
! tleman must be aware that the rules were as im- 
| perative on the presiding officer of the House to 
| enforce order as on its members. 
| Mr. WISE. I will then proceed. I say, then, ! 


President, at this time, was in the Speaker’s | 
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tion of the hour had been offered, so that the 
House had received double notice. A motion 
| was then again made b Mr. Jarvis, of Maine, 
| to adjourn, and, in deciding the question by yeas 
|! and nays, SamveL Bearpsuey of the last Con- 
|: gress declined voting then for the first time. His 
| name was passed over, and the yeas were 15, nays 
_ 103; Mr. Jarvis, of the last House of Repre- 
` sentatives, voting in the affirmative, after his 
previous announcement that twelve o’clock had 
passed, by two separate resolutions to adjourn; 
and CHURCHILL d. CamBRELENG voting in the 
_ negative against ‘adjournment. All this after 
. two separate resolutions had been offered to ad- 
. journ, assigning that the hour had expired, and 
i after it was notorious that a member had left his 
seat for the same reason. Now, sir, gentlemen 
may excuse themselves for voting in the affirm- 
ative for adjourning, but I am at an utter loss to 
see what ‘conscientious scruples” can justify 
their voting in the negative after the House no 
longer existed in law, and possessed no legisla- 
tive functions or power. r. Speaker, I intend 
to travel through the whole record, so that the 
whole truth may be known, even to the pointing 
rae the crossing of the t’s, and the dotting of 
the 1’s. 

Sir, after this resolution to adjourn failed for 
want of a quorum, Mr. Wituiam Cost Jonnson 
made a report from a committee, which was read, 
and the Speaker laid before the House various 
communications from the Departments, which 
were received, and the Postmaster General’s let- 
ter read in part, and all ordered to be printed. 
Every species of legislative functions were per- 

' formed—every one voting; the Speaker sitting 
there, the House sitting here, after the two reso- 
lutions had been offered assigning as a reason for 
adjourning, and that the hour had expired. Nor 

‘isthisall. Mr. Wuire, of Florida, laid an act of 
' the legislative body of that Territory before the 
House, which was laid on the table; and then came 

' a message from the Senate, which was read, to 
notify the House that the Senate were waiting, 
&c. That was as much as to say to the House, 
we do not wish this bill to fall, and we call upon 

| you to vote; we ask you to save the interests of the 

_ country, so far as it regards this bill. I now beg 

! the attention of the House to this part of the Jour- 

nal. A message was received from the Senate 

‘by Mr. Lownie, their Secretary, as follows: 

| Mr. Speaker, I am directed to bring to this House a 
resolution, as follows: 

|| «c Resolved, That a message be sent to the honorable the 

| House of Representatives, respectfully to remind the House 

of the report of the committee of conference appointed on 
the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on the amendment 
of the House to the amendment of the Senate to the bill 
| respecting the fortifications of the United States.” 

| This resolution having been read the Secretary 

| withdrew, and Mr. CamBrevenc, chairman of 

k the committee of conference on the part of this 

.; House, then rose and stated that he declined to 

i: make a report. Now, sir, mark the two reasons, 

! and compare them with the facts onthe Journals: 

‘“ On the ground that from the vote granting com- 

pensation to the Hon. Robert P. Letcher’’—he 
| fixes the time here antecedent to his votes on 
| other questions—‘ on the ground that it was as- 

: certained that a quorum was not present.” Why, 

sir, were not a quorum present? That is what 
| I wish to come to. Up to a given mark, up toa 
given line, to a particular point, you can trace it; 
| see from page 174 to page 198 of the Journal. 

: Why were not a quorum present? Were mem- 

i bers not here? Sir, were they not standing in 

every direction about the chair, and behind the 
| pillars? Were there not two or more members 

! present when the one hundred and eighteen voted? 

| We wanted but three more to make a quorum? 
| Were there not two gentlemen here, one sittin 

| before me, who excused himself from voting, an 

| another who refused to vote? Sir, were there not 

| twenty here who could vote as circumstances 

‘ happened to please? Now, this is thetruth. They 


i 


‘| were here, and they would not vote. Who were 
|| they? 


I will not be invidious, but read the Jour- 
| nal for yourself, sir. Look at the names. It was 
not this House that was to blame. We were 
ready, ay, a majority were ready, to pass that 


"| came a report of bills signed by the President, || 


i after Mr. Gimer had left his seat, and after the 
= resolution to adjourn on account of the expira- 


bill. The House of Representatives did its duty, 
the last night of that session. 
some were—I beg 


| in all respects, 
: Some, it is true, were sleepy, 
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say some were drunk; 
re ready to vole, | 
he chairman of . 


ardon, l was about to 
ut, drunk or eae wT hee 
dy to pass that bill, bu 
Cr conference would not vote, be- 
cause there was no quorum. NOW, how did we 
know there was no quorum without a call of the 
ise? 2 
ath CAMBRELENG. I knew it. ; 

Mr. WISE. Yes, I know you knew it; but 
how long did you know it? Where were those 
who were ordered to be deficit on that occasion? 

Look at the gentleman's other reason. It is 
ton the ground that the constitutional term for 
which this House was chosen had expired ;”’ and 
yet immediately following this, there 1s the name 
of Caurcuitt C. CaMBRELENG voting in the 
House—even after he had assigned this reason 
that the existence of the House was at an end. 
Sir, I cannot understand this. The gentleman 

ot explain this. 
ar. CAMBRELENG. Yes, I will. 

Mr. WISE. You will attempt it, but you can- 
not explain it. i i 

Well, sir, a motion is then made to adjourn, 
and the following is the vote—ayes 35, noes 76; 
only one hundred and eleven voting, and still no 
quorum. Among the list of negatives, on the 
very last night, at the fage end of all the votes, is 
found the name of Jonn Quincy Apams. 

Mr. ADAMS begged leave to explain. The 

ntleman had referred to his votes. Now, (Mr. 

. said,) he did stay in the House and vote upon 
every question till the last. He voted under the 
impression, as he thought he had sufficiently ex- 
plained that morning, that the power of Congress 
continued, under the Constitution, till noon of the 
4th of March. He did not concur with those 
gentlemen who would not vote after twelve o'clock 
that night. He would have stayed and voiced till 
noon, if the House had so desired it. 
the gentleman would find his name upon every 
vote of the night of the 3d of March, up to the 
very last vote taken. 

Mr. WISE. Sol understood the gentleman, 
and I also understood him then to debate the 
question with my colleague as to the hour, and to 
entertain the same opinion now as he did then, 
and yet the gentleman was found voting against 
adjournment, and not for it, although he believed 
the constitutional existence of the House had 
ceased. 

_ Mr. MERCER said his colleague had totally 
misapprehended the gentleman from Massachu- 
eetts. (Mr. M. then in substance repeated Mr. 
Apams’s explanation. ] 

Mr. WISE. Then I have misunderstood the 

I thought he had argued all day to- 


senor 
ay that the House was defunct at twelve o’clock 
The distance of the gentleman’s seat , 


that night. 
prevented my hearing him distinctly. Glad Iam 
to know it 19 the reverse, for the gentleman’s 
opinion is one I regard highly on such questions. 
. But, sir, there was another name that must not 
be forgotten by the side of the towering name of 
the gentleman from Massachusetts. That name 
reads Cuurcnitt C. Campretene. Nor is this 
all, sir. Mr. Francis O. J. Smitu then moved a 
message to the Senate, to oy that body that 
the House had completed all its business. “After 
the Senate had sent us.a notice to bring to our 
notice the fortification bill, and to beg us to act 
upon it, Mr. Francis O. J. Smiru, one of the 
most faithful on the list, moved a message to the 
Senate to notify that body that this body had 
completed its business. Pending this, and an 
amendment assigning the want of a quorum, the 
House, on motion by Mr. Mason, of Virginia, 
adjourned, without the usual act of courtesy. 
Sir, I say it was one of the most disgraceful scenes 
I ever witnessed, the adjournment of the last 
House of Representatives. It was more like 
barbarians and savages than the representatives 
of a civilized nation. Sleepy, tired, drunk—— 
Mr. BYNUM rose to a question of order. He 


would ask whether it was in order for a gentle- : 
man to rise in his seat, and traduce the House . 


of Representatives in this way? 

Mr. WISE. I do not pretend to say, Mr. 
Speaker, that all were drunk, or that one half 
were, or one third, or even a fifth, or a tenth, but 
I know that some were drunk, and that I was not 
ef the number, : 


et 
i 


Therefore 


January 21, 


Mr. WISE. The gentleman might be un- : 
happy, sir,if I were to mention names. __ 

o go back a little, sir, after this motion to 
adjourn, in which we find the names of the members 
I have mentioned, another message was received 
from the Senate, by Mr. Lownie, their Secretary, 
informing the House that the Senate had finished 
its legislative business. Now, it is well known, 
both by this House of Representatives and the 
last, that I was not an advocate of the Senate; nor 
do I now pretend to stand up in this contest 
between the Senate and the House; but, sir, I say, 
‘give the devil his duc.” Let the truth be told. 
The Senate had passed its bills, and had finished 
its business; but, when the resolution was offered 
by Mr. Smitu, of Maine, stating the fact that we 
had completed our business, we had not done any 
such thing,and had left this very bill unacted upon. 
CurrcHniLL C. CamsBRELENG did not report it from 
the committee of conferees; and Mr. Lewis had 
to report it, long, long after the committee had 
returned to the House. The Journal says so. 
That gentleman made the report, and it was 
entered upon the Journals. I was sitting by, and 
knew the factalso; though I cannot exactly ascer- , 
tain when he returned to the House. I must say, i 
that never did I see a gentleman more astonished 
than he was when Mr. CuurcuILL C. CAMBRE- ; 
LENG refused to make the report; and Mr. Lewts 
was then called upon to make it; and I saw him 
rise in his seat, take the report, and hand it to the 
Clerk, who has recorded it on the Journals. He 
would make the report, though the hour had 
passed; and that he did makc it, the Journals show. 
No quorum! Why do we count the House here 
- when we are about to receive the report of a com- 
mittee? Do we sct about counting noses before 
we receive reports from committees? Sir, there 
“was a quorum; they were in that lobby and in 
every direction of the House. I would say, if 
there was one, there were one hundred and fifty 
members in this Hall when that report was made. | 
Gentlemen would not vote; they refused to vote; 
they knew their meaning and intention; it is not 
for me, sir, to divine into the-human heart. These 

are facts. 

But, Mr. Speaker, there are other important 
facts. Out with them; come, rise in your high 
places all, and tell the truth, the whole truth, and 
nothing but the truth, here and clsewhere. There | 
were two statements; I cannot vouch for them. i 

They say it failed in this House; that is not true. | 
| 
| 
| 


f 
| 
names. | 


i It dropped before it got here; it dropped near that 
ii door. Did no gentleman receive a billetdoux | 
| after he resumed his seat? I put it to the honor- | 

able chairman of that committee of conferees, 
when he left that room, did he not intend to make 


| 


' reasons, and not for war reasons. 


: him the President did desire it. 


i| that report? I put it to the gentleman, whether, |. 


: after he returned to this House, and sat down b 

the gentleman from Ohio, side by side, with the 

‘| report before him, if he did not then intend to 
make that report? Why did the intention fail? 
What was in the way? Sir, there were spirits 
haunting the Capitol, and whisperings, and 
ghosts, (as I am told, for I did not see them,)and 
blue devils, and imps. Is it true, sir? I do not , 
know it. Ido not say it is true, sir. 
Tell us. I pause. Tell us, and let the blame fall | 

i where it will—where it ought. 

Mr. CAMBRELENG. |I can tell you. 

Mr. WISE. I shall be glad if you do tell us. 


| Must come out, 


Out with all, Tsay. Ay, you, 
Mr. Speaker, are concerned in that very inquiry. 
i Sir, I voted for this amendment; and I see a gen- ` 
tleman before me who well knows it, for I believe 
I saw him making “ apologies to the table” that _ 
į night, and I have to make some apologies for that 
; vote too. But, sir, ander the impressions I had |: 
at the time I gave that vote, I would give the same || 
, vote again, with the same information I then pos- || 
sessed. Now, be it known, by the way, that that | 
gentleman—the gentleman from New Yok- da | 
_ notify the House, and notify me personally, I be- | 
, lieve, one or two days before; I recollect well you | 
did notify me for one, and asked me to vote for | 
it. I told Ps that, without reference to a state |! 
of war at all, for a peace establishment I would | 
„< vote even five or six millions for the Navy and | 


Army. I knew a fact in relation ta the officers || 


Ts it true? | 


of the Navy and Army, most disgraceful to those 
who have been superintending our affairs, that not 
one of bur fortifications, left since the last war, 


' was inastate of repair. I knew that some twent 


millions had been spent in commenced works—for 
not one has been completed—but commenced for 
electioneering purposes, or for purposes of patron- 
age. I knew that, from Florida to Maine, there 
was not one single fort in a condition to mount a 
gun upon, and the guns we had were unfit for use. 
I knew we had but one ship of the line in commis- 
sion. 1 knew that the inspector of the naval ord- 
nance had reported to us that seven hundred and 
fifty guns of the Navy were totally unfit for ser- 
vice, and were now so on the decks of the ships, 
in such a condition that, I am told, even the men 
themselves are afraid to use them. I knew, with 
all this immense want of appropriation, that three 
millions would be but asa drop in the bucket. 
Knowing all this, I voted for that amendment; 
not with reference towar. [t was, sir, but the day 


< before—ay, but twenty-four hours before—that 


the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. Apams] 
had withdrawn his resolution to make a contin- 
gent appropriation for war, after telling us to-day 
that the next step of those who voted against that 
amendment was to join the enemy. Yes, sir; the 
gentleman himself withdrew that resolution, and 
on the very next day voted for the three million 
appropriation. The gentleman from New York 
(Mr. AMBRELENG] also withdrew a similar res- 
olution, and himself proposed this appropriation. 
Could I then doubt, sir, that these three millions 
were not proposed in reference to war? I designed 
to vote what a state of peace required—for the 
repair of our fortifications and to fix the Navy as it 
should be. I voted for the amendment for peace 
I thought it 
the best way to keep peace to be in a state of 
readiness for war, and that it would be no waste 
of the public money to appropriate twice the sum 
for the fortifications and the navy. For these 
reasons I wanted no estimates from the President. 
But, sir, there were members in this House who 
did vote because the President desired it. There 
were some who knew the President desired it, and 
had called for it, and some did not. Mr. Speaker, 
I charge you with that fact. You may deny it in 
your place ornot. If you deny it, lam ready with 
a witness to prove that on the last night of the last 
session of Congress, pending the question of the 
three million appropriation, two members of Con- 
gress werc hesitating about the propriety of votin 
for that appropriation, when one of them propose 
to the other that he would make the inquiry of the 
then chairman of the Committee of Ways and 
Means, (the present Speaker,) and you informed 
(Mr. W. was 
understood to read from some written memoranda 
he held inhishand.] Sir, I charge you with being 
that member who —— [Loud cries of “Order! 
Order!’’] 

The CHAIR said, if itwas desired of the pres- 


; ent incumbent of the Chair to make any statement 


i 
j 


| 


, Mr. Speaker, there isanother importantfact which | 


of any fact within his knowledge, he was ready 
to make it. [Cries of “ No! eet 

Mr. MERCER said he considered the call upon 
the Speaker as such to be out of order; but the 
call, with reference to him as a member of the last 
Congress, not to be out of order. 

Mr. WISE. I make the reference to the chair- 
man of the Committee of Ways and Means of 
the last Congress. 

The CHAIR said, if the House wished it, or 
would permit him, he would, with pleasure, make 
a brief statement. [Cries of “ No!” « Agreed !’’} 

Mr. ADAMS said he would thank the gentle- 
man from Virginia to rectify another mistake he 
had made with reference to him. The gentleman 


_ had stated that Mr. A. offered aresolution, declar- 


ing that means should be made for arming the 
country in a certain contingency. 
Mr. WISE. Yes, I read it from the Journals. 
Mr. ADAMS. I offered no such resolution. 
Mr. MERCER said he thought the Speaker 
ought to be allowed to explain; and he hoped the 
House would gen its unanimous consent. 

_Mr. VINTON wished to know if the Speaker 
himself desired it; because, if not, he should 
object to it. ; 

he CHAIR said he considered the whole pro- 
ceeding out of order; but as he had been person- 
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pe eee 


ally alluded to, he had not arrested it; and that it | 
would afford him sincere pleasure, if the House |: 
would permit him, to make a statement. 
No objection being made— . 
The SPEAKER (the House having given its 
permission, and many members expressing a de- 
sire that he should do so) said, that the Chair 
took great pleasure in stating to the House, that 
upon that occasion he had felt great solicitude for 
the safety of the appropriation bills, which had 
not been acted on; perhaps the more solicitude, 
from the position he at that time had the honor to 
occupy in the House, as chairman of the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means—having, as he had, 
charge of some of these bills, and feeling that 
some responsibility devolved upon him. His 
attention Rad been closely directed to them. He 
did remember, upon that occasion, when the three 
million appropriation was moved, that, ina casual 
conversation, two members of the House, two of 
his own colleagues from Tennessee, who were 
also members of the present House, and who at 
that time occupied seats immediately in his rear, 
asked him some question in relation to that ap- 
propriation, and that he replied that he thought it 
a proper appropriation, and one that ought to pass. 
He had (he said) no recollection of the precise 
language he made use of, but he had said, in an- 
swer to the inquiry of his colleagues, substantially, 
that he thought the appropriation proper, that the 
Executive had been consulted, and that it met the 
Executive’s wishes—or something to that effect. 
As chairman of the Committee of Ways and 
Means, inquiries had often been made of him in 
conversation, by members of the House, in rela- 
tion todifferentappropriations; and he had always 
given the information in his possession, as he had“ 
in this instance. 
The Chair would then state what he had not 
perhaps thought it necessary, at that time, to be 
stated to the House, and it was this: That he had 
conferred with the chairman of the Committee on 
Foreign Affairs, and with some of the members 
of the different executive branches of the Gov- 
ernment, upon the subject of this appropriation. 
As chairman of the Committee of Ways and 
Means, it was his duty, if a heavy appropriation 
was proposed, to ascertain, and to be able to give 
the information to the House, if it was required, | 
whether the Treasury was in a condition to bear į 
it. He had always felt it to be his duty, whilst || 
chairman of that committee, to consult different |! 
members of the executive branches of the Gov- |; 
ernment, when he thought it necessary to obtain 
information in regard to all appropriations for the | 
public service. And when the question was asked 
of him by his colléagues, in regard to this appro- 
prianon, the individual now occupying the chair ; 
ad answered, in substance, that he thought the į 
appropriation altogether proper, and that it met : 
the approbation of the Executive. He did not | 
remember adding anything of the purport stated | 
by the gentleman from Virginia, though he may ; 
have done so, and would not say he had not; ' 
though, if he had, it had escaped his recollection. |: 
The Chair would respectfully remark, that he | 
was really unable to conceive how this could be | 
a matter of any sort of importance. If it had an | 
important bearing, he was at a loss to perceive it. | 
The Chair felt a deep sense of obligation to the ` 
House for the opportunity offered him of giving | 
this brief statement. | 
If the House would permit him, he would add i 
a single suggestion. It must be evident that the | 
debate which had sprung up that day had given 
rise to great excitement and feeling, and would 
require great forbearance, on the part of the House ; 
and the Chair, to enable him to preserve order. `: 
He would repeat to the gentleman from Virginia, 
that in reminding him, a few moments ago, that 
it was against order to refer to honorable mem- 
bers of the last Congress who were also members 
of the present House, and in their seats, by their 
names, it was far from the intention of the Chair `; 
to interfere with any of the rights of the gentle- 
man from Virginia, and he would exceedingly | 
regret to interfere with the rights of any member |: 
upon the floor. The Chair thought it out of |: 
order, and supposed such a course of debate, if 
suffered to proceed, was likely to produce excite- 
ment and collision, and he had therefore wished 
to arrest it. He felt assured that the gentleman 


i 


from Virginia, and every other member, would 
see the necessity of such a course, and would 


House. 


Mr. LEA, of Tennessec, rose to make an ex- | 


lanation. 


colleague who sat near him, [Mr. Bowcn,] and 
they determined to inquire of their colleague, who 


Upon the occasion to which allusion ` 
ad been made, he had a conversation with a ! 


was the chairman of the Committee of Waysand , 


Means, [Mr. Porx,] whether he thought it was 
re appropriation, and whether it was de- 
sired by the President? 

for the appropriation in any event; but in order 
more fully to satisfy his own mind on the subject, 
and at the suggestion of the colleague to whom 
he had referred, he applied to the chairman of 
the Committee of Ways and Means, in order to 
ascertain the President’s views; and also whether, 
in the estimation of his colleague, (Mr. Potx,] 
the appropriation was proper. He was informed, 
in reply, that his colleague thought it proper, 
and that the appropriation met the approbation of 
the President. He was under the impression 


that his colleague added, that it was not worth ` 
! while to say anything about the views of the 


He was inclined to vote : 


President. This information formed an additional : 


reason with his colleague [Mr. Buncu] and him- 
self for the vote they gave on that occasion. 
The statement just made by the Speaker was 
substantially correct. 

Mr. WISE. Now, sir, I consider this a most 
important fact. Permit me, however, to say, 
before I come upon this fact, that I truly sym- 

athize with the situation of the Chair, for I know 
its difficulties in preserving order, and I shall at 
all times be prepared to sustain its efforts to do so. 

Mr. Speaker, is not this an important fact? 
What, sir, that the chairman of the Committee of 
Ways and Meansshall come to the seats of mem- 
bers in this House, and disclose the fact that the 
executive department of the Government wants 
En OM but it is to be kept secret? Great 

od, sir, and this not a matter of importance! 
I wish not to come upon this fact till I have a fair 


opportunity. 
Phe CHAIR said, that he had stated that he 


had no recollection of adding, in the conversation , 


alluded to with his colleague, that nothing was to 


be said of his statement in regard to the Execu- ; 


tive’s views or wishes in relation to the appropri- 
ation. It was acasual conversation, and he may 
have done so, and it may have escaped him; but 
if he had done so, no inference was to be drawn 
from it that any intimation or wish had been ex- 
pressed to him by any member of the Executive, 
that it was the desire of the Executive, or any 
member of it, that their views or wishes should be 
concealed. . Such was not the fact; he did not so 
understand the Executive. 
was made, it was, probably, from an impression 
that it was unnecessary to express the wishes of 
the Executive to the House. 

Mr. WISE then rose to proceed, but gave way 


to 
Mr. PEYTON, on whose motion the House 
adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Saturpay, January 23, 1835. 


Mr. JARVIS, from the Committee on Naval i Legislature of Illinois a Senator of that State, to 


Affairs, reported a bill making appropriations for 
completing vessels of war on the stocks, and re- 
pairing and equipping those in ordinary; which 
was read twice and committed. 

Mr. CASEY, from the Committee on Public 


Lands, reported a bill for the relief of certain | 
citizens of Arkansas for their improvements, | 
which were lost in consequence of a treaty with | 


the Choctaw Indians; which was read twice and 
committed. 
Mr. CRAIG, from the Committee on Revolu- 


tionary Claims, reported a bill for the relief of || 
Simon Summers; which was read twice and com- | 


mitted. 

Mr. STORER, from the Committee on Revolu- 
tionary Pensions, reported a bill for the relief of 
John Pickard; which was read twice and com- 
mitted. i 

Mr. LEA, of Tennessee; from the Committee 


on Revolutionary Pensions, reported a bill for 
the relief of Richard Martin; which was read 


| sustain the Chair in his efforts to preserve the || twice and committed. 
order and harmony of the proceedings of the |! 


Mr. PARKER, from the Committee on Naval 
: Affairs; Messrs. PHILO C. FULLER, and 
WHITTLESEY, from the Committee on Claims 
Mr. BOND, from the Committee on Revolution- 
ary Pensions; and Mr. HOWELL, from the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions; made unfavor- 
able reports upon petitions; which were laid on 
the table. 
LOSS OF THE FORTIFICATION BILL. 

The House then resumed the consideration of 

the following resolution, offered on Friday, Jan- 


, wary 22, by Mr. Apams: 


Resolved, That so much of the message of the President 
of the United States to Congress, at the commencement 
of the present session, as relates to the failure, at the last 
session of Congress, of the bill containing the ordinary ap- 
propriation for fortifications, be referred to a select commit- 
tee, with instructions to inquire into, and report to the 
Honi the causes and circumstances of the failure of that 

ill. 


Andtheamendment of Mr. WiıLtiams, of North 
Carolina, giving the select committee power to 
send for persons and papers. 

Mr. WISE concluded his remarks in reply to 
Mr. Apams, and maintained that the fault of 
the loss of the fortification bill was neither with 
the House nor the Senate, but with the committee 
of conferees on the part of the former. 

Mr. W. warmly opposed the appointment of 
any committee of investigation on the subject. As 
soon as he had concluded, 

Mr. CAMBRELENG obtained the floor. Mr. 
C. said he had not half as much to say upon this 
subject as the gentleman from Virginia, but at 
that late hour of the day he did not feel disposed 
to go into an argument upon it. It would take 
some time, however, to convince the House and 
the country of the extraordinary mistakes that 

entleman had made; and, if the House should 
indulge him in the motion to adjourn, he would 
take the first opportunity that might be afforded 
him to vindicate himself, Not, sir, (said Mr. 
C.,) to reply. I shall not try so much to reply 
to the gentleman from Virginia, as I shall to 
reach thet gentleman who first began this war 
upon me at the close of the last session of Con- 
gress. What the gentleman from Virginia has 
stated is no novelty; because, sir, it has been in 
every opposition paper throughout the Union for 


i more than twelve months; and when that time 


And if the remark ': 


1 gress of July, 1832, 


arrives, I shall show a document to the gentleman 
from Virginia, published in the city of Philadel- 
phia, at the time when an honorable Senator was 
in the city of Philadelphia, pronouncing one of 
the stories current to be unequivocally false. I 
announce thus much, sir, to show the House that 
my object is to reach that Senator in the various 
attacks he has made, which began here, and were 
afterwards followed up in Philadelphia. I, sir, 
! shall disguise no fact, nor shrink from any re- 
sponsibility. ‘‘ Let the galled jade wince, my withers 
! are unwrung.’? Mr. Speaker, I move that the 
| House do now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to, and the House ad- 
 journed. 


IN SENATE. 
Mowpar, January 25, 1836. 


| Mr. ROBINSON presented the credentials of 
ithe Hon. Wiuiam D. Ewrne, elected by the 


: supply the vacancy occasioned by the death of the 
Hon. Extas K. Kane; and the usual oath to sup- 
| port the Constitution of the United States having 
(een administered to Mr. Ewe by the Vice 
President, he took his seat in the Senate. 
REPORT FROM THE LAND OFFICE. 

The CHAIR announced a communication from 
the Treasury Department, covering a report from 
the Commissioner of the General Land Office, 
made in compliance with a resolution of the Sen- 
ate of the 5th instant; and . 

On motion by Mr. EWING, of Ohio, the re- 
port and documents were ordered to be printed. 

INVALID NAVY PENSIONERS. f 

The CHAIR also communicated a report from 
the Navy Department, made in pursuance of the 
provision in the third section of the act of Con- 
showing the names of the 
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invalid pe 
sums allow 


ed to cach, and the law under which 
such pensions have been granted; also, a similar 
statement respecting pensions granted to widows 
of deccased officers and seamen; which were re- 
ferred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 
PETITIONS, MEMORIALS, ETC. 

Mr. WEBSTER presented a memorial respect- 
ing compensations alowed toinspectors and other 
officers of the customs; which was referred to the 
Committee on Commerce. = 

Mr. HENDRICKS presented a petition from 
a railroad company in the Territory of Florida, 
praying permission to locate their road through 
the public lands; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Roads and Canals. 

Mr. LINN presented two petitions from sun- 
dry citizens of Detroit and other parts of Mich- 
igan, praying that an appropriation may be made 
for the improvement of the harbor of Kalamazoo 
river, of Lake Michigan; also, the petition of 
sundry citizens of Erie county, Pennsylvania, 
praying that an appropriation may be made for 
the improvement of the harbor of the river St. 

Joseph’s, of Lake Michigan; all of which were 
referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. TOMLINSON presented the petition of 
Phineas Meigs, praying to be remunerated for 
property destroyed by the enemy during the late 
war; which was referred to the Committee on 
Claims. 

Mr. GOLDSBOROUGH presented the petition 
of George Washington Parke Custis, praying to 
be remunerated for damages alleged to be done 
his fishing ground, opposite Washington city, 
by the operations of the dredging machine em- 
ployed by the Corporation of Georgetown, under 
authority of an act of Congress; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. DAVIS presented a memorial from the 
Executive of Massachusetts, praying for an ap- 
propriation for the improvement of the harbor 
of Boston; which was referred to the Committee 
on Commerce. 

Mr. HUBBARD presented a memorial from 
certain merchants of Portsmouth, New Hamp- 
shire, praying indemnity for French spoliations ` 
prior to 1800; which was laid on the table, and 
ordered to be printed. 

Mr. BUCHANAN presented a memorial from 
sundry merchants and other citizens of Phila- 
delphia, praying for an Sppropriarion for con- 
structing anew the piers at 
Delaware, and for the building a light-house at | 
that place; also, for the construction of a light- ' 
house on Brandywine shoals, in the Delaware; 
which was referred to the Committee on Com- | 


merce. i 
Mr. BUCHANAN also presented the proceed- | 
ings of a large and respectable meeting of ciuzena. 


of Fayette county, Pennsylvania, held at Con- 
nellsville, on the subject of the abolition of slavery 
in the District of Columbia; entering largely into 
an argument to show that Congress does not pos- 
sess the power, under the Constitution, of eman- 
cipating the slaves of said District without the 
cones of the owners; which was laid on the 
table. 

Mr. MOORE presented the petition of sundry 
citizens of Alabama, praying for the establish- : 
ment of a mail route; which was referred to the i 
Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

Mr. MOORE also presented the petition of cer- - 
tain citizens of Alabama, praying that preémption 
rights may be granted them on certain fractional 
sections of land acquired in the treaty with the ; 
Creek Indians; which was referred to the Com- ; 
mittee on Public Lands. i 

Mr. KING, of Alabama, presented the petition 
of Cyrus Sibley, of Alabama; which was referred 
to the Committee on Commerce. ' 

Mr. PRESTON presented the petition of sun- 


may be made a port of'entry; which was referred 
to the Committee on. Commerce, 
REPORTS FROM COMMITTEE. 

Mr. DAVIS, from the Committee on Com- || 
merce, to which had been referred the bill in |: 
addition to the act to regulate the licensing of | 
vessels employed in the mackerel fisheries, re- 
ported the same without amendment. 


| 


t 
Fi 
ti 


:i ments to be made at the United 


| ance of Dr. Barton;” whieh amendment was 
|| agreed to, and the resolution was ordered to be 


dry citizens of Indian Key, praying that that place | purpose of ascertainin 


of sundry citizens of Clay county, Missouri, | 


praying for the removal of the superintendency 
of Indian Affairs from St. Louis, made an unfa- 
vorable report thereon. 

Mr. WHITE, from the Committee on Revo- 
lutionary Claims, to which had been referred the 
petition of the representatives of Jacob Hall, made 
an unfavorable report thereon. 

Mr. W., from the same committee, to which 
had been referred the petition of James and Eliz- 
abeth Robinson, reported a bill for their relief; 
which was read, and ordered to a second reading. 

Mr. HUBBARD, from the same committee, 


made an unfavorable report on the petition of the 


representatives of Ezekiel Taylor. 


Ar. ROBBINS, in pursuance of notice given, . 


asked and obtained leave, and introduced the fol- 
lowing joint resolutions; which were severally 
read twice and referred: 

A joint resolution directing the purchase of a 
certain number of copics of a continuation of the 
statistical tables of Van Zandt and Watterston, 
for the use of the Library of Congress; 

A joint resolution authorizing the purchase, for 
distribution, of a certain number of copies of the 


History of Congress, now preparing by Carey & — 


Blanchard; and 

A joint resolution authorizing the purchase of 

copies of Elliot’s Diplomatic Code. 
BILLS INTRODUCED. 

Mr. TIPTON, in pursuance of notice given, 
asked and obtained lcave, and introduced a bill 
authorizing the Secretary of War to correct cer- 
tain errors in the location of certain reservations 
of land provided for in the treaty of the Pottawat- 
omies; which was read twice and referred. 


Mr. BLACK, in pursuance of notice given, ' 
asked and obtained leave, and introduced a bill | 


providing for the removal of the Land Office from 


Clinton to Jackson, in the State of Mississippi; ` 


which was read twice and referred. 


RESOLUTIONS SUBMITTED. 


Mr. TIPTON submitted the following resolu- 


tion; which lies on the table one day: 
Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Office and Post 


` Roads be instructed to inquire into the expediency of estab- 
` lishing the following post routes, viz: 


From Peru to Wilkinson’s settlementon Eel river, thence 
by Rochester, Chippewa, and Plymouth, to Laporte ; 
From Greenville, Ohio, via Huntington and Turkey Creek 


eedy Island, in the ;} Prairie, to Goshen, Indiana ; 


From Strawtown to Logansport; 

From Fort Wayne. 
Illinois ; 

From Delphi to Monticello, thence to Laporte ; a 

From Lafayette, via the Battle-ground, Pleasant Run, | 
Barnes’s, and Georgetown, to Logansport; 

From Crawfordsville, via Rob Roy, Attica, Williamsport, 
and Parisha’s Grove, to Iroquois, Iliinois. 


Mr. LINN submitted the following resolutions 


which He on'the table one day: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of War inform the Senate 
what number of Indians now occupy the frontier on the 
southwest, north, and northeast of the United States, and 


> 


| what number it is probable will be transferred from the 
| States and Territories tothe frontiers of the United States. 


Resolved, That the Secretary of War also inform the 
Senate whether, in his opinion, the present military force 
of the United States is sufficient to garrison the fortifica- 
tions on the sea-board, and at the same time give protection ' 
to the inhabitants residing in the States and Territories bor- | 


dering on the Indian frontier ; if not, what force will, in his |! 
, Opinion, be necessary to afford such protection. 


NOTICE OF A BILL. 


Mr. KNIGHT gave notice that he would to- 
morrow ask leave to bring in a bill to renew the 
patent of Joseph Grant. | 


DEBASEMENT OF THE GOLD COIN. 


On motion by Mr. WRIGHT, the Senate took 
up the joint resolution directing certain experi- ` 
States Mint, under ; 
f Virginia, for the ' 
} g the practicability of pre- | 
ean T debasement of the gold and silver coins | 
of the United States. 

Mr. W. then moved to amend the resolution b 
striking out the words ‘accord 
and under the direction of Dr. 
inserting the words “ with th 


the direction of Dr. Barton, o 


i Ai y| 
ing to the advice, | 
J.D. Barton,” and 
e advice and assist- 


l 
1 
| 


engrossed for a third reading. | 


s via Chippewa, Indiana, to Ottawa, 
| 


am > es 3 i E 
: 5 Ç. ion roll, the i Mr. WHITE, from the Committee on Indian 
neon one ey Pe ; ' Affairs, to which had been referred the memorial | 


| Massachusetts was entitled to the floor. 
‘| petition which the gentleman proposed to present 
| was still in his possession. 


BUREAU OF ENGINEER CORPS. 

On motion by Mr. BENTON, the Senate took 
up for consideration the bill providing for the 
increase of the corps of the United States engi- 

neers; and the same having been read the second 
‘time, and considered as in Committee of the 
. Whole, was, after a brief explanation from Mr. 
Benton, ordered to be engrossed for a third read- 
ing. 


TOPOGRAPHICAL ENGINEERS. 


On motion by Mr. WALL, the Senate took up 
for consideration the bill providing for the better 
organization of the corps of topographical en- 
gineers; and the same having been read the second 
time and considered as in Committee of the 
Whole, was, after a brief explanation from Mr. 
Watt, ordered to be engrossed for a third read- 
ing. 


PETER H. GREEN. 


y On motion by Mr. SHEPLEY, the bill for the 
| relief of Peter H. Green was taken up, and con- 


sidered as in Committee of the Whole; and, after 
having beer explained and advocated by Mr. 
SHEPLEY, it was ordered to be engrossed for a 
third reading. 

NATIONAL DEFENSE. 

On motion by Mr. WHITE, the resolution in- 
troduced by Mr. Bewron for appropriating the 
surplus revenue to objects of permanent national 
defense, was taken up for consideration. 

Mr. SOUTHARD addressed the Senate at 
length in opposition to the resolution, and con- 
tinued speaking until after three o’clock, when, 
without concluding, he gave way to 

Mr. DAVIS, on whose motion the Senate ad- 
_ journed. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Monpay, January 25, 1836. 


Petitions and memorials were presented by 
Messrs. PARKS and SMITH, of Maine; 
Messrs. CUSHMAN and BEAN, of New 
Hampshire; 
` Mr. ADAMS presented the petition of one 
‘hundred and seven females, residing in his con- 
; gressional district, praying the abolition of slavery 
and the slave trade in the District of Columbia. 
| Mr. HAMMOND addressed the Chair. 
| Mr. ADAMS. I claim the floor, and shall not 
| yield it. I move thatthe petition be referred to a 
' select committee, with instructions-— 
Mr. GLASCOCK hoped that the gentleman 
would not 
Mr. ADAMS. [I call to order. 
The CHAIR said that the gentleman from 
The 


Mr. ADAMS moved that the petition be re- 
ceived; and was proceeding to discuss the pro- 
priety of its reception, when 

Mr. HARDIN rose to a question of order. It 


‘| was not in order, in his estimation, to discuss the 


i 


i: motion of the gentleman atthis time. The order 
:: of business seemed now to be—first, prayers, then 
|! the Journal was read, and afterwa S, on almost 


every morning, the gentleman from Massachusetts 
[Mr. Apams] made a speech. 

The SPEAKER said that the gentleman from 
| Massachusetts had made a motion to receive a 
| petition, and was proceeding to discuss that mo- 
tion. The Chair had heretofore decided that it 


| was competent to do so. The gentleman was, 
i therefore, not out of order. 


č a CRAIG appealed from the decision of the 
air, 

Mr. ADAMS in 
identical with the 
motion? 

The SPEAKER replied in the affirmative. 

Mr. EVANS ached for the yeas and nays on 
the appeal; which were ordered : 

The SPEAKER stated the question. The 
Chair decided that it was competent, under the 
rules, upon a motion to receive a petition to dis- 
cuss the propriety of its reception at the time it 
was offered—the 45th rule not applying to a peti- 
tion not in Se rece of the House. 


Mr. CAVE JOHNSON moved to postpone the 


quired if this appeal was not 
one which was pending on his 


question of order and the matters connected with 


1836. 


it until Saturday next. His object was to enable 
members to present petitions. 

After a few remarks by Mr. HARDIN, 

Mr. WHITTLESEY moved to amend the 
motion by substituting Monday next for Satur- 


day. 

Mr. HARPER was opposed to a postponement. 
He was prepared to vote upon the appeal at this 
time. 

Mr. REED suggested that the subject should 
be postponed until Tuesday week. 


Mr. WHITTLESEY accepted the suggestion 


as a modification of his motion. 


Mr. CAVE JOHNSON then modified his mo- ` 
tion so as to postpone the appeal, &c., until Tues- ; 


day week. ‘ 

Mr. MILLER thought the sooner the question 
upon the appeal was decided the better; he, there- 
fore moved the previous question, the effect of 
which, he understood, would be a direct vote upon 
the appeal from the decision of the Chair. 

The previous question was seconded—85 to 73. 

Mr. MERCER asked for the yeas and nays on 
ordering the main question to be put, which were 


refused; and the House decided that the question | 


should be put without a count. ; 

The question, ‘‘ Shall the decision of the Chair 
stand as the judgment of the House?’’ was de- 
cided in the affirmative by yeas and nays; as fol- 
lows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Anthony, Ash, Banks, Barton, Beale, 
Bean, Bockee, Boon, Bovee, Boyd, Bunch, Bynum, John 
Calboon, Wiliam B. Calhoun, Cambreleng, Campbell, Carr, 


Carter, Casey, Chaney, Chapman, Chapin, Nathaniel H. : 


Claiborne, Jobn F. H. Claiborne, Cleveland, Coffee, Coles, 
Connor, Corwin, Cramer, Cushman, Darlington, Davis, 
Deberry, Dickerson, Dromgoole, Fairfield, Farlin, Forester, 
Fowler, French, Fry, William K. Fuller, Gatbraith, James 
Garland, Rice Garland, Gillet, Giascock, Grantland, Griffin, 
Haley, Hamer, Hammond, Harlan, Samuel S. Harrison, 
Albert G. Harrison, Hawes, Hawkins, Haynes, Henderson, 
Heister, Hoilsey, Hopkins, Howard, Hubley, Huntington, 
Huntsman, Ingersoll, Ingham, Jabez Jackson, Joseph Jobn- 
son, Richard M. Johnson, Cave Johnson, Henry Johnson, 
John W. Jones, Benjamin Jones, Judson, Kennon, Kilgore, 
Kionard, Lane, Lansing, Lawler, Joshua Lee, Luke Lea, 
Leonard, Logan, Love, Loyall, Abijah Mann, Job Mann, 
Manning, Martin, John Y. Mason, William Mason, Moses 
Mason, aury,M 

McLene, Miller, Montgomery, Morgan, Morri 
berg, Owens, Page, Parks, Patterson, Dutee 


3. 


Pearce, 


James A. Pearce, Pettigrew, Phelps, Pinckney, John Rey- || 


nolds, Joseph Reynolds, Ripley, Roane, Rogers, Seymour, 
Shields, Shinn, Smith, Spangler, Standifer, Storer, Taylor, 
Thomas, John Thomson, Waddy Thompson, Toucey, 
Towns, Turrill, Underwood, Wagener, Ward, Wardweil, 
Weeks, White, Whittlesey, and Lewis Williams—142. 
NAYS —Messrs. Adams, Chilton Allan, Heman Allen, 
Bell, Bond, Briggs, Brown, George Chambers, John Cham- 
bera, Childs, Clark, Craig, Denny, Evans, Everett, Philo C. 
Fuller, Granger, Graves, Grayson, Grennell, Hiland Hall, 
Hannegan, Hard, Hardin, Harper, Hazeltine, Hoar, Howell, 
Hunt, William Jackson, Janes, Laporte, Lawrence, Lay, 
Lincoln, Lucas, Sampson Mason, McCarty, McKennon, 
Mercer, Moore, Parker, Franklin Pierce, Peyton, Phillips, 
Reed, Rencher, Robertson, Russell, Schenck, William B. 
Shephard, Augustine H. Shepperd, Slade, Sloan, Steele, 
Taliaferro, Vanderpoel, Vinton, and Sherrod Williams—59. 


Mr. ADAMS said, he was glad the question had 
been at lastdecided. By the decision, every mem- 
ber of the House having a petition to present is 
authorized to debate, as long as he shall think 
proper, the question of reception, whether on sla- 
very or any other subject. He had heretofore 


endeavored to keep a discussion of the question | 


out of the House, and should not now take up 
the time of the House longer than to state the 
reasons why he had moved the reference of the 
petition to a select commitee. Mr. A. said, his 
special reason was that the petition just pre- 
sented came from his own immediate constituents. 
Heretofore, until the present session, he had 
never received but one single petition frem his 
own immediate constituents, and that one signed 


by but very few, because it was weli known, from 
the time that he presented the fifteen petitions 
from citizens of the commonwealth of Pennsyl- 


vania, that he should not support the prayer of 
such petition. But since the commencement of 
the present Congress he had received one or two 
petitions from his own constituents, and the one 
which he had offered to the House was indorsed— 
‘* The within petition of the ladies of Marshfield, 
Massachusetts, is committed to the hands of 
Joun Quincy Apams, with a request that he shall 
prenent it, and further its object.” Mr. A. said, 
he was requested to present it, and from a por- 
tion of his constituents for whom every defer- 
cnce was due—he meant from ladies. It was sent 


ay, McComas, McKay, McKeon, McKim, | 
Muhlen- ' 
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to him, not only with a request that he should | 
present it to the House, but that he should fur- | 
| ther its object. He wished the petition received ' 

‘and referred to a select committee; but if referred | 

' to the Committee on the District of Columbia : 

: he would be satisfied. But he wished it referred 
to a committee which would make a report that 

: would satisfy the petitioners that their prayer 
ought not to be granted. He begged of those who 
could command a majority in the House, and 
who were unwilling as he was to make the aboli- 
tion question a stumbling block, to take a course 
which would treat the petitions with respect; to 
examine and present with the utmost force the 
reasons which would justify the House in not 
granting the prayer of the petitioners. 

He believed that to be the best course to effect 
the desired object. He believed it to be the true 
course to let error be tolerated, to grant freedom : 
of speech, and freedom of the press, and apply 

:, reason to put it down. He had no sort of doubt 
but that a committee of the House could furnish 
reasons why the prayer of these petitions should 
_ not be granted, which would satisfy every rea- 

sonable and humane individual in the country. 

:| He begged the majority of the House, North and’ 

| South, to consider whether it was not most just 

, and likely to soothe and compose the feelings of the 

i; people of the country. It appeared to him, that 

‘: would be the proper course, and that it would be 
an easy matter to show why the prayer of the 
petitioners should not be granted. 

_ The Speaker of the House had the appoint- , 
ment of the committees of the House, and he 
came from that portion of the country which was 
most deeply interested against the prayer of the 
petitioners; and he must be permitted to say, 
that portion which must be of one opinion, and . 
cannot, dare not, express any other opinion. 

. The Speaker had already appointed the Commit- , 
tee on the District of Columbia, the chairman of 

which, and a majority of the members, were also 

from that portion of the Union. If the Speaker 
of the House appoints a special committee, he 
will appoint such committee as he shall think 
best suited to give sound and solid reasons for 
' the refusal of the House to grant the prayer of 
the petitioners. That would leave the right of, 
peen unimpaired, and still secured to the | 
ouse. No Abolitionists, nor any person fa- |. 
vorable to the views of the petitioners, could 
lead that this destroyed the right of petition. 
e hoped, for the peace and harmony of the com- | 

.| munity, and for the peace and harmony of the 

| House, that the petition might be received. He 

i| hoped that the sacred right of petition would 
remain unimpaired, and that nothing appearing 

i to conflict with that right would be the course of 

the House. These were the reasons why he | 

moved that the petition be received. | 
Mr. MILLER concurred very fully in the views 
expressed by the gentleman from Massachusetts. 

When petitions of this character were first pre- 

i sented, he was of opinion that there were two 

|, modes in whicirthey might be disposed of. The 

i first was to lay them on the table without debate, 


1 
t 
j 
i 


j 
1 
| 
| 


i 


i 


a majority of the House, then that they should be 
‘referred. If the present course was persevered 
: in, it would preclude the presentation of every 
other petition during the day set apart for the 
presentation of petitions. Besides, resolutions į 
were pending involving the whole subject. Under | 
this view, and to enable other gentlemen to pre- 

; sent their petitions, he moved to lay the prelimi- 
: nary question of the reception of the petition on 
| the table. 

Mr. McKENNAN asked for the yeas and 
nays; which were not ordered. 

he motion to lay the preliminary question on 
the table was agreed to. 

Mr. Jenirer, of Maryland, attended and was 
qualified. 

Mr. ADAMS presented a petition from one 
hundred and sixty or one hundred and seventy 
citizens of western Pennsylvania, praying the 
abolition of slavery and the slave trade in the 
District of Columbia; which he moved be received. 

Mr. GLASCOCK said he had hoped that gen- 
tlemen would have paused before they proceeded 
to introduce other petitions of the same character, 
particularly after the vote which had just been | 


j 
| 
in 
j 
! | 
i 


į 
{ 
i 


:, Bynum, Cambrelen; 


i| and if this course was not deemed advisable by |; 


taken, and also when it was known that a similar 
petition had been made the order of the day for 
Saturday next, and that the resolutions embracing 
the whole subject-matter were in the possession 
of the House, and would soon be finally acted 
on. To press these petitions now under circum- 
stances like these seemed to him to be intended 
to produce excitement, and wound the feelings of 
the southern members. 

The SPEAKER reminded the gentleman that 
it was not in order to impugn the motives of any 
member of the House. 

Mr. GLASCOCK said his remark was a gen- 
eral one. 

Mr. HARDIN rose toa question of order. He 
understood the gentleman to present a petition 
from citizens of the State of Pennsylvania; and 
as the rule required the States to be called in 
their order, he did not think the gentleman from 
Massachusetts was in order. If this principle 
were carried out, Mr. H. could hand all his 
papers to a member from Maine, and thus get a 
preference. 

The CHAIR said the rule was not limited to 
petitionsand memorials from the State from which 
the member presenting them came. - Every mem- 
ber had a right to present the petition of any cit- 
izen from another State. 

Mr. GLASCOCK again appealed to gentlemen 
charged with these petitions to withhold them, at 
least for the present, and to wait the result of the 
resolutions he had just referred to; and then 
took a view of the constitutional question of the 
right of petition, and proceeded to show that not 
to receive a petition was no violation of the Con- 
stitution, and did not abridge or encroach upon 
the right of petition, as contended by gentlemen, 
under the amended Constitution. A continuation 
of his remarks hereafter. 

Mr. MILLER said he would make one more 
effort to arrest the debate at this time. He moved 
to lay the preliminary question on the table. 


Mr. GRANGER asked for the yeas and nays; 


' which were ordered, and were as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Chilton Allan, Ash, Ashley, Barton, 
Beale, Bean, Bockee, Bond, Bovee, Boyd, Brown, Bunch, 
g Campbell, Carr, Casey, Chaney, 

Chapman, Chapin, Nathaniel H. Claiborne, John F. Jl. 
Claiborne, Cleveland, Coffee, Coles, Conner, Craig, Cramer, 
Crane, Cushman, Davis, Deberry, Dickerson, Dromgoole, 
Effner, Fairfield, Farlin, French, Fry, William K. Fuller, 
Galbraith, James Garland, Rice Garland, Gillet, Glascock, 
Grantland, Grayson, Griffin, Haley, Hamer, Hammond, 
Hannegan, Hardin, Samuc! S. Harrison, Albert G. Harrison, 
Hawes, Hawkins, Haynes, Holsey, Hopkins, Howard, 
Hubley, Huntington, Huntsman, Ingersoll, Ingham, Jabez 
Jackson, Jenifer, Joseph Johnson, Richard M. Johnson, 
Cave Johnson, Henry Johnson, John W. Jones, Benjamin 
Jones, Judson, Kinnard, Lane, Lansing, Laporte, Lawler, 
Gideon Lee, Leonard, Logan, Loyatl, Lucas, Lyon, Abijah 


|; Mann, Job Mann, Manning, Martin, Jolin Y. Mason, 


William Mason, Moses Mason, Sampson Mason, Maury, 
May, McCarty, McComas, McKay, McKeon, McKim, Me- 
Lene, Mercer, Miller, Milligan, Montgomery, Morgan, 
Owens, Page, Parks, Patterson, Franklin Pierce, Pettigrew, 
Phelps, Pinckney, Rencher, John Reynolds, Joseph Rey- 
` nolds, Ripley, Roane, Robertson, Rogers, Shenck, Seymour, 
| Wiliam B. Shepard, Augustine H. Shepperd, Shields, 
i Shinn, Smith, Spangler, Standefer, Storer, Sutherland, 
: Taliaferro, Taylor, John Thompson, Toucey, Towns, Tur- 
| rill, Underwood, Vanderpoel, ies ay Ward, Wardwell, 
Washington, Webster, Weeks, White, Lewis Williams, 
: and Sherrod Williams—143. 
NAYS—Messrs. Adams, Heman Allen, Banks, Borden, 
Briggs, William B. Calhoun, George Chambers, Jobn 
Chambers, Childs, Ciark, Corwin, Cushing, Darlington, 
Denny, Evans, Everett, Fowler, Philo C. Fuller, Granger, 
Grennell, Hiland Hall, Hard, Harper, Hazeltine, Heister, 
Hoar, Howell, William Jackson, Janes, Kilgore, Lawrence, 
Lay, Lincoln, McKennan, Morris, Parker, Dutee J. Pearce, 
Peyton, Phillips, Reed, Russell, Sprague, and Whittlesey 
—44. 


So the preliminary question was laid on the 
table. 

Mr. ADAMS presented the petition of four 
hundred citizens of Indiana and Westmoreland 
counties, State of Pennsylvania, praying the abo- 


‘ lition of slavery and the slave trade in the District 


of Columbia. “The petitioners were unknown to 
him, and the motives which had induced them to 
request him to present their petitions he knew 
not. He had from time to time stated that he was 
opposed to the prayer of similar petitions. He 
was also unacquainted with any of the persons 
whose names appeared upon the petition which 
he this day presented from his own district., He 
' had no agency in procuring either of the petitions 
| to be sent to him. It was perhaps done in conse- 
quence of his declaration that he would present 
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H 
iti i ose from | 

an tition sent to him for that purp I 

cians of the United States, pone in respectful 


This he should continue to do, and : 


language. y the particular 


he should not scan very closel 
guage used by petitioners. eA 
lang objection to ake reception of ei team Se 
was placed upon the ground that t e : anguage 
was disrespectful, as was intimated by the gentle- 
man from Georgia, [Mr. Grascock,} that objec- 
tion should be entered on the Journal. If the 
eople should be apprised that this was the ob- 
ection, there would be petitions enough sent here, 
where no objection of this sort could be urged. - 
Indeed, it would be difficult to use language on 
this subject which would be deemed respectful by 
slaveholders. Congress had declared the slave 
trade, when carried on out of the United States, ' 
iracy. He was opposed to that act, because he 
did not think it proper that this traffic without 
our boundaries should be called piracy, while there 
was no constitutional right to interdict it within our 
borders. It was not only not considered piracy, 
but it was carried on in sight of the windows of 
the Capitol. Mr. A. referred in strong terms to 
the evils of the domestic slave trade; and con- 
cluded by assuring the House that whatever might 
be the character of the resolutions which might 
be passed, if it should be declared that Congress 
did not possess the power under the Constitution 
to abolish slavery and the slave trade, he should 
still feel it to be his duty to present every petition ` 
on the subject which might come to his hands, 
upon the fundamental principle that the House 
had no right to take away or abridge the consti- 
tutional right of petition. 

Mr. MANN, of New York, said he should 
make no such promises as were made by the gen- 
tleman from Massachusetts, to trouble the House 
a few moments, and make a speech of half an 
hour. He wished to make a single remark or 
two, however they might be spun out. The gen- | 
tleman said he saw, in the motion made by him 
(Mr. M.) the other day, to postpone the consider- ` 
ation of the question of order, “ a cat in a meal |: 
iub,” and he saw a great many things besides. 
Mr. M. said, so far as he himself was concerned, 
he could assure the gentleman that on his (Mr. 
M.’s) part, and so far as he knew the opinions of 
his colleagues, there was no indisposition what- 
ever on their part to meet that question distinctly 
and fairly, as well as every other appertaining to 
this subject, and to give their votes and opinions, 
not only to that House, but to the country. He |, 
well remembered, that at the commencement of 7 
the session the gentleman from Massachusetts || 
most distinctly, and with great emphasis, declared || 
that every speech made in that House would be, | 
to all intents and purposes, an abolition pamphlet |, 
to be sent into the southern States. The gentle- |: 
man had also professed to be opposed to that por- $ 
tion of his constituents who desired to agitate this |Ì 
subject; and yet the gentleman himself had taken | 
occasion, upon every petition he brought there f 
upon this subject, to append an abolition speech | 
toit. Mr. M. left it to the gentleman himseif,to ` 
that House, and to his constituents to decide how 
far the remarks of the gentleman, at that early |. 
day of the session, were consistent with the gen- 
tleman’s subsequent course. Why, this matter 
might be carried on to an indefinite extent. The 
gentleman had seen the disposition manifested on ` 
every occasion; he had seen the votes in regard 
to laying the motion to receive on the table; he ` 
had scen the action of the House, not only by 
ayes and noes, but by all its various forms. Mr. | 
M. would, therefore, add his simple, his most 
humble request, to the gentleman that he would | 
not be quite so zealous to perform the duties he 
felt so constitutionally incumbent upon him on `: 
every Monday morning, until either the House i; 
should manifest a disposition to “ dodge the ques- ;; 
tion,” or to decide and vote upon it. f 

As to the right of petition, Mr. M. agreed, in | 

{ 
| 


general, with the venerable gentleman from Mas- 
sachusetts. He should vote, whenever called | 
upon to vote there, to sustain that constitutional | 
right. Mr. M. had no disguises on that subject. |: 
He had never voted against that right, and never | 
should. But why bring this subject, here every 
day, every hour, after the decisions that had been 
given there again and again? Was not the gentle- | 
man satisfied? Had not the votes of that morning 


i: 


| petition. 


:mestic government or institutions of Virginia?! 


embrace entire legislation; and illustrated it also 
: by reference to the acts of cession. 


| 


satisfied him? He trusted it was not | 
fi 


to reiterate those decisions. $ 

Mr. ADAMS said, asthe gentleman ’s discourse |; 
appeared to have been addressed to him, he would : 
not trouble the House with any reply. 

Mr. TURRILL moved to lay the preliminary 
motion on receiving on the table; which was 
agreed to. “ z 

Mr. CUSHING said, he was charged with ' 
three petitions of a similar character, from sundry 
citizens of Massachusetts; and moved the pre- 
liminary question upon one of them, that the pe- 
tition be received. Mr. C. was proceeding to 
state the contents of the petition, and to eulogize : 
the subscribers to it, when f 

Mr. HOWARD raised the question of order, 
whether the motion could be debated. 

The SPEAKER said, by the decision of the ` 
House, it could; but he would put the question 
whether its acceptance was objected to. 

Mr. HAMMOND objected. | 

Mr. CUSHING then proceeded briefiy to con- 
tend for the right of petition, and referred to his 


necessary 


- own course on the subject, which had always been | 


in opposition to the designs of the Abolitionists. 
He condemned the resolutions of Mr. Jarvis, 
with the amendments both of Messrs. Guascock 
and Wise, and said he should give his opinions 
at length when the subject came up fully for con- 
sideration. 

Mr. HAMMOND briefly replied, and main- ' 
tained that the discussion and excitement were 
kept up by, as well as originated with, those who 
presented petitions of this character. 

Mr. HOWARD moved to lay the preliminary 
motion, on the reception of the petition, on the | 
table; which was agreed to. i 

Mr. CUSHING then presented another peti- ; 
tion, of a similar character, from citizens of Mas- |' 
sachusetts. 

Mr. HAMMOND objected to receiving the 


Mr. CUSHING then argued at length in sup- ` 
port of the right of petition. He traced the exist- : 
ence of that right from the times of the Saxons . 
down to the present day, and that the right was 
brought over by the first pilgrims to this country; 
and also quoted various extracts from the debates 
and proceedings on the adoption of the Constitu- 
tion, and since, so far as related to this right and 
the present question involved init. Mr. C. was 
in favor of referring all petitions to a committee; $, 
and contended that the preliminary question of |! 
receiving petitions was, or ought to be, subse- |: 
quent to that of their consideration. He would |! 
be regulated in his future course by the course of || 
the House. ' 

Mr. GARLAND replied to Mr. Cusuie, and | 
maintained that the right of petition to Congress 
was limited only to a redress of grievances, and ' 
of guch grievances as were within the constitu- 
tional authority of Congress. Could the people ` 
of Massachusetts petition for a change in the do- | 


Certainly not—no more than Frante or England | 
could. ‘These petitioners from Massachusetts had 
no grievances from slavery, for theirs was a free |! 
State. Mr.G. then reviewed the clause in the H 
Constitution of the United States giving Congress |; 
exclusive legislation, and contended that it did not 


jl 


Mr. G. moved to lay the preliminary motion of 
reception on the table. 

Before the question was taken, at the request 
of Mr. HAMMOND, who expressed a wish to | 
address the House on the subject, Mr. G. with- |! 
drew it; and, on motion by Mr. H 

The House adjourned. 


ii 


i 

IN SENATE. l 

Tuespay, January 26, 1836. 4 

The CHAIR communicated a letter from the |: 

Hon. Lucius Lyon, one of the Senators elect | 

from Michigan, inclosing a memorial from the | 
Legislature of that State on the subject of her 

admission into the Union. 

Mr. HENDRICKS moved to lay the memorial | 

on the table; but subsequently, on the suggestion || 

of Mr. Kiva, of Alabama, withdrew the motion, /! 

and moved that the Senate take the former course | 


that had been taken by the House of Represent- | 


i 


: themselves, 


: should be followed on this occasion. 


: the order of the Senate. 
' act and report, at all events, and the gentlemen, 
l: by refusing the reference of this memorial, would 
; hot prevent the subject of the admission of Mich- 


je 


atives in reference to a similar memorial from the 
same State; that is— 
Resolved, That the memorial be referred to the select 


: committee appointed to consider the President’s message 


on the subject of the admission of Michigan into the Union, 
and question as to boundary in dispute between Ohio; and 
that this paper shall be considered in no other light than 
as a memorial coming from individual citizens of M ichigan. 


Mr. KING, of Alabama, suggested the giving 
the memorial the same direction that had been 
given to a memorial having reference to the ad- 
mission of Michigan into the Union in the other 
House. He would refer it to the committee ap- 
pointed to consider the President’s message on 
the same subject, and the question of boundary 
between the State of Ohio and Michigan. This 
direction would not commit the Senate, and would 
allow to the memorialists an opportunity, to which 
they were undoubtedly entitled, of being heard. 

Mr. HENDRIC*® | vould be the last to oppose 
the giving a heari. ‘he memorialists; but cer- 
tainly the Senate h | ot progressed so far as to 
be prepared+to rec '': a communication from 
Michigan as a State. If she wished to become a 
State, she ought to proceed in the constitutional 
manner that other States had done. 

Mr. TIPTON said he was extremely ing 


| that it should be supposed he was capable o 
| taking any course denying the right of the people 


of Michigan to approach either branch of the 
National Legislature by petition or remonstrance. 
He hoped he had shown sufficiently, on a former 
occasion, to the satisfaction of the Senate, that, 
under the present form of her constitution, assum- 
ing a boundary she was not entitled to, Michigan 


‘could not rightfully be admitted into the Union. 


His colleague and himself could not admit that 
she was a State under present circumstances, 
claiming, as she did,a portion of their State. On 
that occasion the subject was referred to a com- 


| mittee, and he and his colleague were content to 
| wait until they 


heard that committee’s report, 
before acting further on the subject. While the 
matter remained in this situation, it was unne- 
cessary as well as vexatious to be receiving peti- 
tions and discussing them. He was anxious to 
hear the report of the select committee, from 
which the Senate might make up a correct decis- 
ion on this delicate question. 

Mr. KING, of Alabama, was not disposed to 
interfere unnecessarily in this matter, but as one 
of the Senators of the United States he felt it to 


' be his duty to endeavor to give such a direction 


to the memorial as would enable those who framed 
it to present their views to the Senate, and, at the 
same time, enable Senators to examine carefully 
and deliberately their claims, without committing 
He would therefore prefer that the 
course taken by the House of Representatives 
He should 
like to know why the gentlemen from Indiana 
were opposed to giving the memorial this direc- 
tion. If they were in favor of the admission of 
Michigan into the Union, on the condition that 
she made the proper change in her constitution 
respecting boundary, why not refer the memorial 
to the committee, who would report distinctly 
what it would be necessary for Michigan to do? 
The subject was already before the committee, 
and to enable them to have the whole subject be- 
fore them they ought also to have this memorial. 
They could not ask for it, nor act on it, without 
The committee would 


igan from being discussed at this session. It 
was customary to refer memorials of this nature 


_ to the Committee on the Judiciary; but as there 
‘had been a select committee constituted to con- 


sider the President’s message on this subject and 
the disputed boundary question, and as Michigan 
had, since the appointment of the committee, 
given her views more at large in the document 
just read, it would be more appropriate to refer 
it to the same committee, in order that they might 
have the whole subject before them. He wanted 
a report at length, after a full and fair investiga- 
tion by the committee, that Senators, having such 
a report on their tables, might carefully examine 
it, and come to a direct decision. 

Mr. EWING, of Ohio, observed that the ob- 
ctions of the Senators from Indiana were not 
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as to the examination of the memorial by a com- : 


mittee, nor to the admission of Michigan into the | 


Union, Their objections, as he understood them, 
were, that by receiving this petition it would be 
admitting that Michigan was a State, and that 
she had a Legislature as such. Now he (Mr. E.) 
did not admit that Michigan was a State and had 
a Legislature. He knew very well that every 
citizen of the United States and every State of the 
Union had a right to memoralize Congress and to 
be heard; but the question was, was Michigan a 
Siate? If there be not such a State, (said Mr. 
E.,) then we cannot accept the memorial in its 
present shape. We concede -the point that she 
is a State (continued Mr. E.) if we accept this 
memorial, purporting as it does to come from the 
Legislature of the State of Michigan. 

Mr. TIPTON observed that the constitution 
submitted by the people of Michigan had been 
sent, as the Senator from Alabama observed, to a 
sclect committee. To that he had no objection, 
It was well known that for two years he had 
been advocating the rights of that people; and 
when they brought themselves before Congress 
in a constitutional form, he would readily agree , 
to admit them into the Union. This, however, 
they had not done. _ If it was possible to admit 
them without doing injustice to the other States 
whose boundaries they had attempted to over- 
step, he would be the first to do it; 
the document before them declare? It was not 
the constitution of Michigan, nor coming from 
the people of that Territory, but it purported to 
be a memorial coming from the Legislature of 
the State of Michigan. There was no such pol- , 
itical body as that assumed in the memorial, and 
he and his colleague were not willing to admit - 
there was. He did not wish to reject the memo- 
rial, He was contented with the motion of his 
colleague to lay it on the table; and on that ques- . 
tion he would ask the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were accordingly ordered. : 

Mr. KING, of Alabama, referred to the course | 
taken with a similar memorial from Michigan in ; 
the House of Representatives, and hoped the | 
Senators from Indiana would consent to let this , 
memorial take the same course. A motion was | 
made in the House of Representatives (he said) , 


to reject the memorial, and the motion was not |, 


sustained. A motion was then made to reject it | 
and refer it to a committee, declaring, at the same | 
time, that the paper was not reccived as the 
memorial of the Legislature of a State, but as the 
memorial of individuals. 

Mr. CLAYTON observed, that by general con- 


sent, the motion to lay the memorial on the table ; 


might be withdrawn; and he hoped the Senators 
from Indiana would consent to that course, and 
let the memorial take the same direction that had 
been given to the one in the other House. He 
did not perceive that anything could be gained by 
the opposers of the admission of Michigan by 
refusing to refer their memorial. The Senator | 


from Indiana proposcd to receive the document j' 


and then lay it on the table; for it would be as | 
much received by laying it on the table as by | 
referring it to a committee. The course taken 
by, the other House did .not commit them as to j 
Michigan being a State. They resolved that they 


memorial of private individuals. 


it would be more calculated to satisfy the people 
of Ohio, Indiana, and Michigan, than by refusing 
to receive the memorial. It would certainly be the | 
most unexceptionable course to refer the memo- | 
rial, with the qualification made in the other | 
House; and a reference to the select committee, 
who already had the subject before them, was pre- | 
ferable to a reference to the Judiciary Committee. 

Mr. HENDRICKS then withdrew his motion 
to lay the memorial on the table, with the general 
consent of the Senators, as the yeas and nays had 
been ordered; and submitted a motion in the fol- 
lowing form : 

Ordered, That the memorial purporting to be from the 
Senate and Housé of Rapeese ntatives of the State of Mich- 
igan, be referred to the select committee, appointed on the 
22d December, in relation to the admission of Michigan into 
the Union; and that the Senate regard the same in no other 
.ight than as the voluntary act of individuals. 


Mr. DAVIS was in favor of giving the petition || 


ut what did |: 


the usual direction. A petition from a man rep- 
resenting himself to be aship-owner did not prove 
him to be a ship-owner, nor did the petition of a 
manufacturer representing himself as such prove 
him to be one; and we are not bound to recognize 
their character. Now these persons represent 
themselves to be, I suppose, a political body. As 
a matter of 
in respectful terms, it ought to be treated in a 
respectful manner. He would be satisfied to 
consider the petition as containing a faithful de- 
scription of themselves, and was disposed to let it 
take the ordinary course. 

Mr. NILES said, that aside from matters of 
form, he was disposed to regard the petition as 
coming from the people of Michigan, claiming 


rinciple, when a petition came here . 


political rights of the highest magnitude; and he ; 
could not refuse to hear them, and least of all a ' 


memorial coming froma whole people claiming i; 
Have they | 


admission into the Federal Union. 


(said Mr. N.) not aright to select their own mode | 


of application? They came here notasking a mat- ` 
Had they not : 


ter of favor, but a matter of right. 
aright to select their own committee to represent 
those rights? For his part, he was disposed to 
‘hearthem. If there ever was a people who claimed 
; rights of a high character, it was those who had 
: political rights and were not represented. He 
regretted to sce a disposition manifested to shut 
out the inquiry, and to prevent them from being 
heard. 5 
Mr. EWING, of Ohio, said he would assure 
the Senator from Connecticut that there had been 
no attempt made there to shut this people out 
from a hearing. There were ways enough of 
presenting this communication to Congress, with- 
out the petitioners presenting themselves as the 
Legislature of a State. His objection was to the 
form in which the memorial came, and not to 
giving the people of Michigan a hearing. Gen- 
tlemen, therefore, were mistaken and misstated 
them in saying t 
the people of Michigan an opportunity of being 
heard. The true question before the Senate was, 
` whether this memorial came from a State— 
whether the Senate could address Michigan as a 
State, and receive communications from her as 
such? The gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. 
Davis] had compared this memorial to one com- 
ing from a person declaring himself to be a man- 
ufacturer or ship-owner, &c., and contended that 
Congress, having no right to inquire into the 
occupation of individuals, but bound to receive 
; petitions coming from them, ought not to reject 
: them merely because they did not give a true 
description of themselves. This was very truc 
as regarded individuals; we do not inquire (said 


n Mr. E.) what is the occupation of the petitioner, 


but whether he is a citizen of the United States, 
for he presumed the gentleman would not receive 
| a petition from the Emperor of Japan or the 
: Governor of Upper or Lower Canada. It was, 
however, absolutcly necessary, when a com- 
munication came from an association of people 
styling themselves the Legislature of a State, 
that their designation should be a true one, other- 
wise they could not properly be heard. Now, 
the people of Michigan had an undoubted right 


;, to petition Congress, but could they delegate this 
would hear the memorial as they would hear the |: 
If the Senate |: 
should adopt this course, it appeared to him that į; 


right to a body called a Legislature? They could 
not do it without the authority of Congress, and 
if (said Mr. E.) we receive this petition from 
: them, we admit, in some measure, (he did not 
say it would be an absolute measurc,) that Mich- 
igan was a State. He was content with the 
course pursued by the House of Representatives, 
and hoped that it might be followed in the 
Senate. 

Mr. TIPTON conceived the section of country 
he represented was intended to be affected by 
this application. He could perceive that honor- 
able Senators, who were not immediately con- 
cerned in this question, had not examined the 
case in all its bearings, and he would ask them 
seriously so to examine it. Mr. T. would refer 
them to the third section of the fourth article of 
i the Constitution, which had reference to the 
terms of admission of new States. 
of Michigan had informed them that they had 
formed a State Government, and that two persons 
had been elected as Senators to represent them in 
the Senate of the United States, who were here, 


hat they were opposed to giving ! 


The people : 


f 
I 


j 


1 
1 
i 


and claimed seats as such. By the decision of 
the Senate, seats were not granted tothem. His 
colleague and himself could dono act that, by 
any possibility, might be construed into a recog- 
nition of Michigan as a State. The people of 
Michigan claimed many miles of the territory 
of the State he represented; and until that claim 
was adjusted, the Foundaries could not be defined, 
so as to entitle her to be admitted into the Union. 
All the rights of the people of Michigan would 
come up fairly before the committee to whom the 
subject was referred; and he had no objection to 
the petition being received, and referred to that 
committee, who would then have the whole sub- 
ject before them, provided it was referred in the 
manner proposed by his colleague—as a memo- 
rial coming from the people of Michigan, and not 
as coming from her Legislature as a State. He 
denied the possibility of the existence of that 
body {the Meane]: as a political body, and it 
could not become such until, by their acts, they 
brought themselves within the provisions of the 
Constitution and laws of the United States, which 
they had not done. i 
Mr. PORTER intended to vote for the propo- 
sition of the Senator from Indiana, but some re- 
marks had been made by the Senator from Con- 
; necticut, to which he would reply. The gentleman 
: was opposed to the qualification in the motion of 
' the Senator from Indiana, because the right of 
; petition might be infringed by it. Now, he did 
not understand any such thing. The reference, in 
, the manner proposed, did not preclude the peti- 
| tioners from being heard, but simply declared that 
i the Senate was not yet renard to decide that 
Michigan was a State. e was not one of those 
who thought that petitions could be received there 
about anything and everything. He thought 


i; they ought to be about such things as Congress 


j could act on, and from some known person or 
| corporate body, before they could properly pe 
received. He did not wish to waste time on mat- 
| ters that seemed to be of trifling import, but it did 
appear to him that the receiving a petition from 

| Michigan as a State would be an admission of 
' the fact that she was what she called herself. He 
, did not intend to interfere with the controversy 
i between Michigan and the States of Ohio, Indiana, 
| and Illinois, as to boundary, but it seemed to him 

i that no Territory could come before them asa 
State until the consent of Congress had been given 

to her admission into the Union. He assured 

his honorable friend from Connecticut, [Mr. 

Nixes,] that he was ready to give the most delib- 
crate attention to the affairs of Michigan, and to 
| decide upon them according to the best of his 
| judgment. The number of inhabitants in that 

i Territory and the adjoining States would make no 
: difference with him, nor prevent him from decid- 
: ing impartially between them. 


| Mr. CALHOUN regarded the political exist- 


i ence of Michigan as a State as a nonentity. The 
| gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. Davis] had 
said that we were not bound to recognize a peti- 

tioncras a manufacturer because he called himself 
one in the petition. That case did not apply to 
a corporate body, and especially to a political 
body. The petition must or must not be received, 
The position it assumed was strongly illustrative 
of the position some gentlemen had assumed on 
| this floor. To receive this petition would amount 
| toa recognition of Michigan as a State, and he 
| could therefore not agree to receive it. 

Mr. CLAYTON, in reply to Mr. CALHOUN, 
said, he hoped the Senator from Indiana would 
nct vary his motion. It appeared to him that the 
course now proposed was the very one to prevent 
all dissatisfaction on either side. By referring the 
subject to a select committee, with the qualifica- 
tion proposed, we do not (said he) commit our- 
selves at all as to whether Michigan is or is not 
a State. We send the memorial (said he) to the 
committee, to inquire into the fact. Besides, in 
| the very language of the order contemplated in 
the motion, it was provided that the Senate re- 
ceived this document from a particular section of 
the country, as a memorial coming from the people 
of that Territory, and not as a memorial from a 
State. How, then, could it be contended, that 
by receiving and referring the memorial the 
Senate would be committed as to Michigan's 
being a State? Todecide at once that this was 


140 


a State, or to do any act recognizing her as such, 
without reference to the boundaries of Ohio, Indi- 
ana, and Illinois, would create a great a of 
unnecessary excitement. On the other han ; it 
was just and right that everything said by this 


people, 


mittee, to consider the subjectcalmly and deliber- 
ately, and to report all the facts necessary for the 
information of the Senate. , 
Mr. DAVIS did not feel any great anxiety 
about this matter. He had understood, till the 
Senator from South Carolina arose, that no ob- 
jection had been made to receiving the memorial, 
and that it was already in the possession of the 
Senate. His worthy friend from Ohio [Mr. Ew- 
Iwe] asked whether he would receive a petition 
from the Emperor of Japan. That question he was 
not called on to answer, because the gentleman 
went further, and said that when petitions were 
presented, the inquiry was not made whether the 
petitioner had correctly designated himself as a 
manufacturer or a ship-owner, but whether he 
was a citizen of the United States. Now, did not 
this settle the very question before the Senate? 


Were not these memorialists citizens of the Uni- | 


ted States, and falling within the description of 
those entitled to petition Congress given by the 
gentleman from Ohio? While up, he would ask 
of the Senators from Indiana whether it was 
more profitable to have the inquiry then made 
whether Michigan was a State, or to have the 
same inquiry made by a committee? This seemed 
to be a mere question of expediency. The Sena- 
tor from South Carolina had stated the true ques- 
tion, which was, whether the petition should be 
received or not. That question had been settled; 
and it was too late then to raise it, and it would 
be inexpedient to do so. 

Mr. RUGGLES moved a division of the ques- 
tion on Mr. Henpricxs’s motion, so as to take 
it first on the reference, without the accompany- 
ing qualification. 

r. CLAYTON said, the effect of a division 
of the question would be to.make those who were 
anxious to give Michigan a hearing vote against 
the reference altogether, under the apprehension 
that the qualification declaring that the Senate did 


not receive the memorial as one coming from al 
State might not be carried. Now the proposi- | 


tion made by the Senator from Indiana was one 
that would give to the memorialists a full and fair 
hearing, without committing any Senator who 
voted for it. 

Mr. LEIGH said, if the call for a division was 
insisted upon, it would place the Senators in the 
position mentioned by the gentleman from Del- 
aware, [Mr. Cuayron;] and he hoped the gentle- 
man from Maine [Mr. Rugexes] would not insist 
upon it. He suggested to the gentleman from 

aine (Mr. RuceLes] that he could get at his 
object by moving to strike out the qualification 
in the motion of the Senator from Indiana. 

Mr. RUGGLES. If the petition was con- 
sidered by this body as coming from individuals 
simply, the objection would seem to be obviated 


Michigan State, or whatever name it was called 
by—they called themselves a Legislature. It was 


immaterial to him by what named they were called, ' 


as regarded this petition. Were the Senate au- 
thorized to say, we shall not hear them as a 
people? If they had called themselves a conven- 


tion of the people of Michigan, would the question ' 


arise whether we should receive their memorial ? 
We do not make the inquiry (said Mr. R.) when 
the proceedings of an assembly, calling’ them- 
selves a convention, are presented to us, whether 
they are what they import to be or not. 

Mr. NILES said, that the object, as he appre- 


hended, was to ask an expression of the Senate, | 


that the organization of Michigan was improper 
and unlawful. He was not prepared to do so. 
They did not claim to be a State—they came for 
the consent of Congress to become a State. (Mr. 
Crayron here rose to correct the misapprehen- 
sion of the Senator from Connecticut, Mr. Nites, 
and said they claimed the Territory as a State.] 
Mr. N. understood it. The only question was, 
whether the Senate should enter into a preliminary 
measure. Did the Constitution provide any par- 


fl. 
l 
! 


as a people, should be heard. Let the - 
memorial, therefore, (said Mr. C.,) go to a com- : 


ticular mode for that? No. They were bound 
—it was their duty to receive new States under 
the proper restrictions. They could not have 
Federal rights without the consent of Congress 
They must have their constitution framed, and 
submit it to Congress, to see that it was republi- 
can, and notincompatible with our Government. 
He was willing to let them take what preliminary 
steps now they pleased, and when the question 
of their rights came before the Senate, they would 
take care that there was no violation of the rights 
or principles of the Government of the Union. 


Mr. CALHOUN moved to lay the memorial | 
on the table, in order to take up the unfinished ' 
It was half past one ` 


business of yesterday. 
o’clock, he said, and the Senator from New Jer- 
sey [Mr. Sournarp] was expected to go on with 
his remarks. 

This motion was decided in the negative. 

Mr. RUGGLES wished to say one word before 
the question on his motion was taken. By 
making the declaration he proposed to strike out, 


the Senate would be committed on one important `' 


_ point. The question of the admission of Mich- 
igan as a State was before a committee, and it 
was not known what their report would be. If 
they reported to-morrow that Michigan is to be 
admitted into the Union on certain conditions, 


then the question would arise, ‘‘ Had she asked ` 


for admission?” If the Senate declared that this 
paper was the act of individuals only—that those 
who called themselves the Legislature of Michi- 
gan were not authorized to speak for her—then 
the Senate committed themselves; and if they 
received a report from their committee to-morrow, 
they could not say that Michigan had asked to be 
admitted into the Union, for they would have 
declared that those who presented this memorial 
were not a public body, and had no authority 
from Michigan to ask for her admission into the 
Union. 

Mr. HENDRICKS said, that adisposition had 


been imputed to him on this occasion to exclude | 


the memorial altogether, but that nothing could 


be further from his purpose; and if this had been ` 


‘inferred from his motion, in the first instance, to 
|i lay it, for the time being, on the table, he had 
|| been wholly misunderstood. 
been presented by the President of the Senate, 
peepee ne to be a memorial from the Senate and 


ouse of Representatives of the State of Michi- 


| Secretary as informed us that it was a paper 


‘į taking ground upon the ordinance of 1787, and | 


|; claiming for Michigan the right of admission into 
: the Union as a sovereign and 
| He had felt it his duty to resist this pretension; 
_ and denying that any such case existed; denying 
: that Michigan was, or ought to be, considered a 


i! sovereign and independent State, he had moved 


| the table. This motion had been made, that time 
| might be afforded to look into the disposition that 
i had been made elsewhere of a similar memorial. 


to turn to our files, and he then had before him a 


with the same memorial, as he believed, in the 


,: fore, had withdrawn the proposition to lay on the 
' table, and offered the proposition which had been 


remotest wish to exclude the document referred 


|: committee, no sanction should be given to the 
_ character it assumed for the people of Michigan. 
1. He contended that in no sense of the word could 
|, they be considered a State. The laws of Con- 
| gress for the government of Michigan Territory 
. were in full force; and the Senate, in another ca- 
. pacity, had before them a Proposition lookin 
: to the due extension of the laws of the United 
| States in and over that Territory. The charac- 
i ter in which the people of Michigan represented 
themselves in this memorial seemed to have been 
basing AE aa by some Senators who had fa- 
_ vored the Senate with their views. They seem 
; to understand the people of Michigan as asking 
| permission to become a State, but the memorial 
‘affirmed the fact that they were already in the 


A memorial had | 


gan. Its contents were very partially known. ' 
So much of it, however, had been read by the | 


independent State. | 


| that the memorial, for the time being, be laid upon - 


} The discussion that had ensued had given time ' 
as to its reception. He was not prepared to Say | 


these individuals were the representatives of | document which showed what had been done ` 


| House of Representatives. He wished the thing | 
to take the same course here; and, when up be- |; 
read at the Secretary’s table. He had not the ' 


. to, but he was anxious that, in referring it toa 


l 


The Senator from Massachusetts (said Mr, 
H.) thinks it an unimportant fact what character 
a petitioner assumes when he comes upon this 
floor. He says that a man representing himself 
to be aship-owner in his petition will not be 
inquired of whether he be a ship-owner or not; 
that the Senate will pass this by as immaterial, 
and only inquire into the prayer of his petition. 
But suppose the prayer of his petition to be that 
Congress, for some important purpose connected 
with the interest of this Government, should 
recognize his character as ship-owner, would not 
| this then be the very fact to be inquired into? If 

so, this is the very case before us. It is, that 

Michigan may be recognized with her Senate and 

House of Representatives, and in the capacity of 

a sovereign and independent State. It is for thie 

purpose that she presents herself here. She asks 
i to be admitted into the Union, and the first and 

most important inquiry is, is she a State? And 
if she be a State, under all the circumstances in 
which she presents herself, boundaries and all, 

there would probably be no hesitation in the 

mind of any Senator about her admission into the 
i Union. er character, then, State or no State, 
was the point in controversy. The right of 
petition (Mr. H. said) had very little to do with 
the present case. Every citizen of Michigan had 
aright to petition, and the people of Michigan 
Territory had, unquestionably, this right in their 
proper character, or in almost any other char- 
acter that did not array itself against the laws 
and authority of the United States. 

But the people of Michigan, in presenting their 
Senate and House of Representatives as the legis- 
lative power existing there, showed that they had 
i, trampled upon and violated the laws of the Uni- 
, ted States, establishing a territorial government 

in Michigan. These “laws were or ought to be 
in full force there, but by the character and posi- 
tion assumed they had set up a government 
antagonist to that of the United States. If, before 
| they had put their government in motion, they 
: had. presented themselves here, and asked admis- 
sion into the Union, the matter of boundary out of 
the question, there would have been no difficulty 
in the case; and if they wished now to become 
a member of the Union, and are content to come 
in at the right door, it is probable they will have 
no difficulty. Let them ask Congress, as they did 
| two years ago, to pass a law authorizing them to 
: form for themselves a constitution and State gov- 
ernment, and designating proper boundaries; or 
let them amend their present constitution, adopt- 
| ing proper boundaries, and their admission will 
be almost a matter of course. And this (said Mr. 
H.) is, in my opinion, the easiest and speediest 
, mode of getting into the Union they can adopt. 
This is the first time (said Mr. H.) that the 
: Senate has been asked to receive any paper recog- 
nizing them as a State, for, although their consti- 
tution, and perhaps other documents, have been 
received and referred to the select committee, the y 
;, came as accompaniments to the President’s mes- 
|| 8age, which being referred, they were also referred 
|as part of it. Before he resumed his seat, he 
| would put a question to the Senator from Maine, 
l; who had asked a division of the question about 
: to be propounded to the Senate. The purpose, 
| however, of asking for a division had for the 
eae been abandoned, and the Senator from 
aine had moved to strike out that [art of the 
: proposition which asserts ‘that the Senate re- 
i gard the memorial in no other light than as the 
‘| voluntary act of individuals.” This motion had 
doubtless for its object the reception of the me- 
_morial, and the rejection of the declaration with 
which it is accompanied. If it be the object, on 
the failure of this motion, to renew the call for a 
i division of the question, the proposition being 
_ my own, (said Mr. H.,) it is in my power so to 
; Modify it, as to avert the result isle for by the 
|, Senator from Maine. s 
|| Here Mr. RUGGLES remwatited, that it was 
|, not his intention to renew his call for a division 
|| of the question, and that he would be satisfied 
ii With the decision of the Senate on his motion to 
| strike out. 
| On taking the question, the motion of Mr. 


|: 
ii 
i 


il 


1836. 


Rvecies was lost—yeas 12, nays 30; as fol- |: 
lows: 

YEAS—Mesers. Benton, Brown, Buchanan 
Grandy. Hill, Hubbard, Niles, Ruggles, Shepley, T. 
and Wali—]2. ne , 

NAYS—Messrs. Black, Clay, Clayton, Crittenden, Davis, 
Ewing of Obio, Ewing of Illinois, Goldsborough, Hendricks, 
Kent, King of Alabama, Knight, Leigh, Linn, McKean, 
Mangum, Moore, Morris, Naudain, Porter, Prentiss, Rob- 
bins, Robinson, Southard, Swift, Tipton, Tomlinson, Tyler, 
Webster, and White—30. 

Mr. Henpricx’s motion was then adopted, 
and the memorial was accordingly referred to the 
select committee appointed on the same subject. 

Mr. Bewrton’s resolution on the subject of the 
appropriation of the surplus revenue was then 
taken up as the unfinished business; and 

Mr. SOUTHARD, after descanting upon the 


Cuthbert, 
alimadge, | 


tenor of the resolution offered, said there was an_, 


avowed object in this resolution, and that was, to 
counteract two great objects; one brought before 
the Senate by the gentleman from Kentucky, 
(Mr. Cray,] for the disposition of a portion of 
the surplus revenue; and the other by the gentle- 
man from South Carolina, {Mr. Catuoun,] for 
the appropriation of the whole of the balance of | 
it. These two objects were to be met and deteated, 
right or wrong, by this resolution; and he could | 
not come into the measure. He objected to it | 
from the motives avowed in the arguments of its 
supporters, that they should have war, and that | 
the Senate was guilty of being the cause of our 
state of unpreparedness. 

The foundation on which the resolution was 
offered was, that we should have a war with 
France. He was incapable of anticipating what 
would be the result ofour negotiations with France. 
It might be that a war was approaching, and if it 
did come, it would show that the power of the 
Executive had been strong enough to force the 
country into it. The framers of the Constitution 
had seen how war had been incurred elsewhere, 
and had wisely conferred the power to declare 
war on Congress alone. He would not say now 
whether warwas right or wrong. But he would 
say that the violence of one man, and the petu- 
lence of another, met on one side by mistaken 
notions of national honor, was the cause to which ` 
it' whould be attributed. He hoped war would not : 
come. He knew the result if it did. He knew | 
modern France. If it did come, oceans of blood 


would be shed; and if it did come, it was the fault |, 
of one man, and I (said Mr. S.) would not have |: 


the guilt of it for all the crowns and honors of the 


was as well known in Franceas here. [Here Mr. 
S. adverted to the defenseless condition of our | 
Navy, and enumerated the number and character | 
of the United States vessels in the East Indies, 
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and to-day (said Mr. S.) I will make mine. He | the 15th of January, when the bill was under 


. referred to a resolution offered last year, request- || 


ing information from the President relative to the |' 
revenue, fortifications, &c., to be laid before Con- | 


' gress at the next session. These (said Mr. S.) 


are the precursors of the present resolution, and ` 
the treatment of them the firstitem of accusation. 
They were solely a matter of inquiry, and ex- 
pressed no opinion. How, then, could. the Sen- 
ator from Missouri [Mr. Benton] draw from 
them the inference he had drawn? 

The resolution calling for this information from 
the President was, on motion by Mr. Pornpex- 
TER, ordered to lie on the table, and had never 
afterwards been called up. 

The next item was the loss of the half million 
appropriation. The chairman of the Committee 
on Military Affairs, who is not strongly suspected : 
of being in favor of the Administration, moved, ', 
himself, as an amendment, an appropriation of 
half a million. He put it to the Senator from 


- Missouri [Mr. Benton] if, when a member of a 


‘ation of the expression of the Senate that any- ' 
world. The condition of our Army and Navy | 


‘sary. This discretionary plan, which would have 


| 


Brazil, West Indies, &c.] Are we (said Mr. S.) |; 


prepared, then, for a war? No, sir. i 
rance know it? Yes, as well as we do. Look |; 
(said he) zt the Delaware, without a single fort! ,, 
Look at Key West! The enemy (said he) can | 
sail directly into the gulf there, and from thence 
can reach, without notice, any pointon the coast. 
I yield (said he) to the gentleman from Missouri, 
{Mr. Benron,] that we are not prepared. And ` 
whose fault was it? It was for those in power | 
for the last seven years to answer. 

But we are told (said Mr. S.) that the Senate, 
at the last session, refused an appropriation of 
$3,000,000, and defeated appropriations to other 
objects. That appropriation could not have been '' 
used in a war, unless it depended on the Execu- 
tive will, and not on the will of Congress, to 
declare it. Count up the expense of a war, 
(said he,) leaving out of the aceount the suffer- | 
ings of the country, and fifty millions would not |: 
pr it. Who was it offered the stock of the |; 

nited States for sale? Wasit offered in order ` 
to let France know that we would not suffer by ‘| 
burdens and taxes if we went into a war with 
her? 

I know (said Mr. S.) the way was prepared | 
for this war upon the Senate. “The accusation ` 
was made from the highest human source—the 
Executive of a free people; and when he has 
declared a purpose, that purpose will be followed | 
out by others, because they think as he does. He 
spoke for himself. They made no charge against , 
the President; the charge was made by him against 
the Senate, and they were put upon their defense; 


Does not | | 


‘ required. 


: was all that he thought necessary, he was false || 


, President sent a message to Congress, showing 


| atives of the precise amount recommended by the 


, average of the annual appropriations for this 


; of the appropriation was 


, make 


Wh 


majority of this body offers a resolution, and it 
is laid on the table, and not called up, whether 
that should be made ground of attack. The loss 
of a necessary appropriation, whether from party 
servility or party hostility, was a source of grief. 
This matter ha assumed on important character, 
because the Chief Magistrate had made it the basis | 
of an accusation against the Senate, and the people ‘ 
of the country might say the Senate were not i 
willing to make provision for their defense. He | 


' was willing to abide the result, let the criminality 


be with the one or the other. 

Reprisals had been recommended as a measure 
of peace, and the message recommending it closed 
with submitting the measure to the wisdom of 
Congress. There was no statement of facts or es- 
timates that looked to the approach of war, and it 
was not regarded as preparatory to war, by friend 
or foe. And it was too late to turn round now to | 
give it that bearing. If reprisals had been made, 
we would have been involved ina war with France. 

And what would your musty law books say 
then about reprisals being a peaceful remedy? ; 
Long before the three million appropriation had ‘| 
come up, a resolution had been passed unani- 
mously, declaring that it was inexpedient to adopt || 
any legislative measures in regard to our affairs | 
with France; and in the House of Representa- | 
tives the chairman of the Committee on Foreign | 
Relations moved to lay it on the table in confirm- | 


i 


thing more than peace appropriations were neces- | 


put it into the power of the Executive to have us 
in a war, was taken out of his hands. 

He called for the attention of the Senator from 
New Hampshire, [Mr. Hussarp,] who was then 
a member of the House of Representatives. The 
estimate sent by the Executive last year recom- |; 
mended $439,000 for defense. Did he do his 
duty? Ifhe did, then that sum was all that was 
It was the duty of the President to |! 
give an estimate, and if, in view of a war, this 


| 
H 
it 
i 


te Congress and to the country to report that 
amount to carry us through the war. When 
these documents had been some time in the hands |! 
of the committee in the House of Representatives, 
of which the present Speaker was chairman, the 


the condition of our affairs with France. On the | 
2d of January, 1835, the chairman of that com- į 
mittee made a report to the House of Represent- 


President. 

They had had the annual and special message | 
before them, and the committee reported $439,000 | 
as all that was necessary to the defense of the 
nation. He 

During the administration of Mr. Adams, the |; 


purpose was $762,000; year before last, for that 
single year, under this Administration, theamount 
000. How did it 
happen that last year (said Mr. S.) only half that 
amount was appropriāted, and then turn round, 
and ask the Senate, why its unwillingness to 
preparation for the defense of the country ? 
: Were the friends of the Administration sat- 
isfied with that appropriation of $439,000? On 


' $75,000 for 


4 


and on the 2d of March, when they were over- 


! the columns of the Globe for debates. 


consideration in the House of Representatives, a 
proposition was made by Mr. Everett to amend 
it by adding $67,000, and by other gentlemen, 
by adding appropriations to Fort McHenry, Fort 

arion, an Throgs Neck, which were all nega- 
tived by the friends of the Administration, among 
whom he found the names of Mr. CamBre.ene, 
Mr. Hussard, &c. If the Senate had passed 
that amendment, the fortifications would have 


: been left as they are now. After it came from 


the House of Representatives, the Senate added 
$75,000 for Castle Island, $125,000 for the de- 
tense of Maryland, $80,000 for Fort Delaware, 

Fort Mifflin, and to other objects, 
$100,000; doubling (said he) the amount recom- 
mended by the President. 

They had put these appropriations in against 
the executive will, against the executive recom- 
mendation, and still they were charged with a 
want of fidelity to the country. 

In the House of Representatives, when the 
had a large and manageable majority in favor o 
the Administration, they had ‘the bill in their 
power, and suffered it to lie until the 3d of March, 

efore it was ever touched. Mr. S. referred the 
Senate to the Journal, for the action of the House 
upon the different Senate amendments. 

The House of Representatives had introduced 
a new section, appropriating $3,000,000, which 
was added to a bill about which there was no dis- 
pute; and the adding of that section (said he) 
was the cause of the failure of that bill. Congress 
had been in session three months, and this three 
million appropriation had never been thought of 
till eight o’clock in the evening of the 3d March. 
In the Senate it created profound astonishment, 
and was resisted, and he was one that resisted it. 
He felt deep indignation, and in a short expres- 
sion of his feelings he put himself upon that rejec- 
tion, and if history puthim upon it he was willing 
to stand there. ne regarded it as opposed to the 


' whole spirit of the Constitution, which did not 


mean to put money at the discretion of the Pres- 
ident. It was against the doctrine contained in 
the message of Mr. Jefferson in 1804. Give that 


| treasury (said he) to Andrew Jackson, or an 


other man in his place, and the use of it may e 
in the loss of our liberties. 

We have not angels in the garbof men. The 
power of war and peace is with us, and when we 
give such discretion we surrender it. If that sec- 
tion had passed, the blood of American citizens 
would now be flowing im conflict with France. 


; It would have vested dictatorial power in the 


hands of the President. The language by which 
the dictator of Rome was created was (literally 
translated) to see ‘‘ that the Republic suffered no 
injury.” He was not prepared then, and was not 

repared now, to repose that confidence in the 
President: his history had failed to inspire him 
with it. It had been said there was some recom- 
mendation for this appropriation in our contro- 
versy with France. 

Me. S. read the instructions to Mr. Livingston, 
and referred to the special message of the Pres- 


i ident, from which nothing could be inferred of a 
| hostile character in our relations with France. 


The chairman of the Committee on Foreign Rela- 
tions in the House of Representatives, it was 


' said, had given notice that when the bill for for- 


tifications came up he would move this three mil- 
lion appropriation as‘an amendment. This was 
an extraordinary mode of giving notice. He did 
not often search the columns of the Globe for the 
roceedings of the House of Representatives, and 
id not expect to find much there to gratify him; 


whelmed in business, they had not time toexamine 
For one, 
he did not choose to accept such notice. The 
notice was, that he would move $1,000,000 for 
fortifications, and $2,000,000 for the Navy. If 
that notice of the form of the amendment had been 
earried out, it would have been in accordance with 
the Constitution. But the amendment offered was 
not like it. If it was known that it was the wish 
of the President it should pass, it was by com- 
municating it to confidential members; and if he 
did so it was a base shrinking from a faithful dis- 
charge of his duty. In the House of Represent- 
atives, when a resolution was offered by the Com- 
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mittee on Foreign Relations, that no further legis- 
lation in fecal to our affairs with France was 
necessary, a distinguished member [ Mr. Apams] 
moved that, if compatible with the interest of the 
Government, the negotiation be continued. That 
very resolution was, on motion by the chair- 
man of the Committee on Foreign Relations, laid 
on the table, which was giving up all idea of con- 
tingent preparations for war. The Senate said no 
further legislation was necessary; and the House, 
that the treaty must be maintained, and that no 
preparations were necessary. There was, there- 
fore, no difference between the House and Sen- 
ate. The view he had taken was confirmed by 
the debates of the chairman of the Committee on 
Foreign Relations. [Here Mr. S. quoted passages 
from the speech of Mr. CaMBRELENG. | On the 
4th of February it was explicitly declared in 
official documents, that there was no danger of 
awar. [Here Mr.S. gave way to a motion to 
adjourn.] 

January 26.—Mr. SOUTHARD proceeded. 
When the Senate adjourned yesterday, he was 
endeavoring to exhibit his understanding of the 
progress of the fortification bill. Mr. S. went 
minutely into a detailed account of the circum- 
stances connected with the fortification bill, and 
also the diplomatic bill. 

The House of Representatives had refused to 
recede from their amendment, and the chairman 
of the Committee on Foreign Relations hoped 
the House would not recede, and said that the 
Senate had chosen to take the responsibility, and 
to let them have it; he would take no part in it. 
If the House had asked for a committee of con- 
ference, that bill might have been saved. The 
motion of the chairman of the Committee on 
Foreign Relations operated as a defeat of the bill. 
A question was raised, whether a motion to re- 
cede, or a motion to adhere had precedence; the 
chairman of the Committee on Foreign Relations 
insisting on the motion to adhere. The Senator 
from Massachusetts, then a member of the House, 
(Mr. Puepane | mores a conference, which was 
unsuccessful. The Senator had a perfect parli- 
amentary right, when the committee of confer- 
ence came in, to refuse, inasmuch as the House 
had voted to adhere. In support of this position, 
Mr. S. referred to the proceedings of Congress on 
the judiciary bill in 1825-26. In that case, the 
Senate even refused a conference; and at the last 


session, if the Senate had desired, they could have | 


defeated the fortification bill in the same way; 
but by waiving its adherence, and granting a con- 


ference, the Senate showed its disposition not to | 


defeat the bill. The result of the conference was 
reported to the Senate with the consent of the 
Senator from New York, who was on the confer- 
ence, and it would have been confirmed by the 
Senate if the House had permitted it. The Sen- 
ate were prepared to vote for the bill embracing 
appropriations amounting to $1,667,000; but it 
had assumed a specific form, and the moment it 
assumed that form, every effort was made to de- 
feat it in the House of Representatives. If, in 


ete. of the failure of this bill, our cities | 
be sacked, and our Navy suffer, the Sen- ` 


shoul 
ate was innocent, or the records were false. Mr.S. 
adverted to various circumstances to show at what 
hour the conference took place, and said that no 


member of that conference objected to it, on ac- ` 


count of the hour. 
The Senate had sent a message to remind the 


House of the report of the committee of con- 


ference. For their right todo so, he referred to 
Jefferson’s Manual. hey had done it; and there 
was the record of it, which could not be expunged. 
The language of Mr. Parxer,of the House, was. 
“How can we pretend to say we have concluded 
the business without passing the fortification bill? 
Can we leave this bill when there isan apprehen- 
sion of war?’’ And (said Mr. S.) he ought to 
have added, “Shall we charge the failure on the 
Senate, and have the President make the accusa- 
tion?” There was not one recorded vote of any 
opponent of the Administration in the House of 
Representatives against the bill. Itwas said the 
President would not have signed it. His con- 
astitutional term had not expired. The matter is ex- 
plained (said Mr. S.) in a memorandum on your 
table, granting him a discretionary power which 
would have been a substitute for the three million 


appropriation. Jefferson, Madison, or Monroe, 
‘found no difficulty in signing bills after twelve 


o’clock at night; and Washington had signed | 


them at two o’clock in the morning, in his wrap- 

er and slippers, after being waked up out of his 
Ped: and there was no difficulty in getting bills 
signed after twelve o’clock until this “second 
Washington” had raised the objection. The 
President had thought it his duty to come into the 
halls of legislation and make an accusation; but 
the firm and fearless check of the Senate could be 


applied to the simple machine of executive power. | 


Mr. S. closed his remarks by giving vent to some 
expressions of his own patriotic feelings. 

r. SOUTHARD having concluded, a few 
remarks were made by Mr. LEIGH and Mr. 
HUBBARD, when 

On motion by Mr. WHITE, the Senate went 
into the consideration of executive business; 
After which the Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
TueEspay, January 26, 1836. 


Mr. HARDIN moved to suspend the rules in 
otder to enable members to present petitions. 

The motion was negatived—ayes 97, noes 62; 
two thirds being necessary. 


Mr. WARDWELL, from the Committee on ` 


Revolutionary Pensions, reported a bill extending 
the provisions of the act supplementary to the act 
to provide for certain soldiers of the revolutionary 
war; which was read twice and committed. 

Mr. CRAIG, from the Committee on Revolu- 
tionary Claims, reported a bill for the relief of the 
legal representatives of Captain Thomas Cook, 
decease; which was read twice and committed. 

Mr. MASON, of Virginia, from the Committee 
on Foreign Affairs, reported a bill for the relief 
of John Randolph Clay; which was read twice 
and committeed. 

Unfavorable reports apon petitions were made 
by Mr. WHITTLESEY, from the Committee 
on Claims, and Mr. HOWARD, from the Com- 


mittee on Foreign Affairs; which were laid on | 


the table. : 
RESOLUTIONS SUBMITTED. 


Mr. ADAMS, from the Committee on Manu- 


factures, reported the following resolution; which <; 


| was agreed to. 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he 
| is hereby, authorized to make sale of the plates engraved 
for the treatise of the growth and manufacture of silk by 
| Dr. James Mease, under a resolution of the House of Rep- 
resentatives of lith May, 1826, being document No. 158 of 
the first session of the Twentieth Congress, and to deposit 
the proceeds of the sale in the Treasury of the United 
States. 


THE APPROPRIATION BILLS. 


Mr. MASON, of Virginia, from the Committee 
on Foreign Affairs, reported the following resolu- 
tion: 

Resolved, That from and after Tuesday, the 2d day of 
February, the several bills making appropriations for the 
support of Government, the naval and military service, for- 
tifications, and the Indian Department, at the hour of one 
o’elock each day, except on Fridays and Saturdays, shall 
take precedence in the order of business, and shall be con- 
sidered until the same shail have passed the House. 


Mr. HARDIN rose to a point of order. He 
contended that it was incompetent for the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Affairs to present this resolu- 
| tion, inasmuch as it transcended their jurisdiction 
' and changed the rules of the House. 

Pe MASON, of Virginia, briefly explained, 
when 

The SPEAKER decided that the resolution 
: was in order, but that it must receive the appro- 
i| bation of two thirds of the House, as it proposed 
| to give a precedence to certain business. 
i| Mr. BELL opposed the resolution, and it was 
advocated by Messrs. SUTHERLAND, PAT- 
TON, MASON of Virginia, CAMBRELENG, 
WADDY THOMPSON, and HOWARD. 

Mr. HOWARD moved the previous question, 
ar m the motion. 

e resolution was further opposed b r. 
HARDIN, when ee ae 

Mr. VANDERPOEL moved the previous 

greban; which was seconded—ayes 113, noes 


i 


The question, ‘Shall the main question be 
now put ?’’ was decided in the affirmative. 


January 26, 


| My. CRAIG asked for the yeas and nays on the 
i adoption of the resolution; which were ordered. 

The question was then taken, and the resolu- 
tion was adopted—yeas 159, nays 59; as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Adams, Anthony, Ash, Ashley, Banks, 
Barton, Beale, Bean, Beaumont, Bockee, Boon, Borden 
Bouldin, Bovee, Boyd, Briggs, Brown, Bynum, William B. 
Calhoun, Cambreleng, Carr, Casey, Chancy, Chapman, 
Chapin, Childs, John F. H. Claiborne, Cleveland, Coffee, 
Coles, Connor, Craig, Cramer, Cushing, Cushman, Darling- 
ton, Denny, Dickerson, Dickson, Dromgoole, Effner, Fair- 
field, Farlin, Fowler, French, Fry, Philo C. Fuller, William 
K. Fuller, Galbraith, James Garland, Gillet, Glascock, 
Grantland, Haley, Hamer, Hannegan, Hard, Albert G. Har- 
rison, Samuel S. Harrison, Hawes, Hawkins, Haynes, Hen- 
derson, Heister, Hoar, Holsey, Hopkins, Howard, Hubley, 
Hunt, Huntington, Huntsman, Ingham, William Jackson, 
Jabez Jackson, Janes, Jarvis, Joseph Johnson, Richard M. 

| Johnson, Cave Johnson, John W. Jones, Benjamin Jones, 
` Judson, Kennon, Kilgore, Kinnard, Klingensmith, Lane, 
i! Lansing, Laporte, Lawler, Lawrence, Lay, Gideon Lee, 
Joshua Lee, Leonard, Logan, Loyall, Lucas, Lyon, Abijah 
‘| Mann, Job Mann, Manning, Martin, John Y. Mason, Wil- 
i' liam Mason, Moses Mason, May, McKay, McKeon, McKim, 
' MeLene, Miller, Montgomery, Moore, Morgan, Morris, 


|. Muhlenberg, Owens, Page, Parker, Parks, Patterson, Pat- 
ton, Dutee J. Pearce, Franklin Pierce, James A. Pearce, 


’ Pettigrew, Phelps, Phillips, John Reynolds, Joseph Rey- 
nolds, Ripley, Roane, Rogers, Schenck, Seymour, Augus- 
tine H. Shepperd, Shinn, Smith, Spangler, Sprague, Steele, 

_ Storer, Sutherland, Taliaferro, Taylor, John Thomson, 

ii Toucey, Towns, Turner, Turrill, Vanderpoel, Wagener, 

| Ward, Wardwell, Washington, Webster, and Weeks—159, 

: _ NAYS—Messrs. Chilton Allan, Heman Allen, Bell, Bond, 
Bunch, John Calhoon, Carter, George Chambers, John 
Chambers, Nathaniel H. Claiborne, Clark, Corwin, Crane, 
Deberry, Dunlap, Evans, Everett, Rice Garland, Granger, 
Graves, Grayson, Grennell, Griffin, Hammond, Hardin, Har- 
lan, Harper, Hazeltine, Howell, Ingersoll, Jenifer, Henry 
Johnson, Luke Lea, Lincoln, Love, Sampson Mason, 
Maury, McKennan, Mercer, Milligan, Peyton, Pickens, 
Pinckney, Potts, Reed, Rencher, Robertson, Russell, Shields, 
Slade, Sloan, Standefer, Waddy Thompson, Underwood, 
Vinton, White, Whittlesey, Lewis Williams, and Sherrod 

_ Williams—59. 

i INDIAN HOSTILITIES IN FLORIDA. 

|| Mr. CAMBRELENG, from the Committee of 

|| Ways and Means, reported a bill making an addi- 

tional appropriation of $500,000, for repressing 

|| hostilities on the part of the Indians in Florida. 
Mr. C. adverted to the propriety of a speedy 

action on the bill; and, by unanimous consent, 

‘ moved that the House go into Committee of the 

|| Whole on the state of the Union upon the same; 

|| which was agreed to. 

|| The House then went into Committee, Mr. 

| Howarp in the chair, upon the foregoin bil. 

Mr. WHITE moved toamend the bill by add- 
ing a section authorizing the President of the 

United States to cause to be enlisted a regiment 

of one thousand mounted riflemen, by and with 

the consent of the Senate, for twelve months, if, 

in his discretion, he should deem it necessary. 
Mr. W. briefly supported the amendment. He 

said all accounts from Florida represented the 

; Territory to be ina most distressing condition. 

` Three entire counties were already desolated by 

‘the Indians. Their numbers were not known, 
and the melancholy information received from the 

: inhabitants of those counties, as well as the de- 

‘| struction of the detachment of United States troops, 

|! showed that these men had been equipped for ac- 

| tion fora long time. A portion of them had been 
armed by the Government of the United States, 
with a view of their going to the west of the Mis- 
sissippi river; and another portion had received 
arms from smugglers and others. Mr. W. knew 
that the number of Seminole Indians had been 
greatly underrated; and it was known that there 
were not less than twelve hundred or fifteen hun- 
dred men, who had captured already about two 
hundred and fifty slaves, and those slaves who 
would not operate with them they intended to 

; transport to the Island of Cuba. 

|| Now, the first question was, what was the best 

mode of putting an end to these disorders? It 

was impossible to draw the militia in the south- 

į ern States this season, nor in the spring of the 
ear; and if the Indians were not entirely sub- 

Jugated before the warm season it would then be 

i rendered impossible. He believed, that in the 

course of three or four weeks a sufficient force 

might be raised to put an end to these hostilities 
by June or July; and if these troops should be 
unemployed he understood that other portions of 
the United States wanted them at that time. In- 
formation had been received by the Secretary of 

War that the Creeks were in a very troubled 

state. He could assure the House that the whole 

ii Territory of Florida would be desolated in a very 


I 


1836. 


short time, unless the Indians were repressed. |] number of clerks employed by that Department, | 


Under these circumstances he hoped there would 
be no opposition to the amendment. He believed 
it proposed the best and most efficient means of 
putting an end to a war which had already caused 
a great sacrifice of lives, both of officers and men, 
on their march from Tampa Bay to join General 
Clinch. Mr. W. had himself received letters 
from officers at Tampa Bay, stating that the 
attack was made by no less a force than eight 
hundred Indians. 

Mr. HUNTSMAN was for receiving volun- 
teers as well as regulars, and spoke of the advant- 
ages of that description of troops over persons 
enlisted. His own county would raise five hun- 
dred men. 

Mr. HARDIN offered a proviso authorizing 
the President of the United States to disband the 
force at an earlier period than twelve months, in 
case their services should be no longer required. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of North Carolina, moved 
to add the word ‘‘required ” to the amendment, 
which Mr. HARDIN accepted as a modification. 


Mr. ADAMS opposed the modification as an , 


unprecedented requisition upon the Executive. 

Mr. VANDERPOEL begged to inquire if the 
amendment of the gentleman from Florida had 
the consent of the Secretary of War? 


Mr. WHITE believed’ it would have, and ' 
pledged himself to withdraw it when the bill came | 


into the House, if it had not. 

Messrs. ASHLEY, RIPLEY, and UNDER- 
WOOD, opposed the amendment, and, after a 
few words 1n its favor by Mr. GLASCOCK, Mr. 
WHITE withdrew it. 

Mr. SHIELDS then moved an amendment 
authorizing the President of the United States to 
accept the services of one thousand volunteers, 
for the period of nine months; which, after some 
remarks from Messrs. SHIELDS, CA VEJOHN- 
SON, CRAIG, and WHITE, of Florida, was 
negatived. 


he committee then rose, and reported the bill : 


without amendment to the House; and it was 
ordered to be engrossed and read a third time. 

The bill having been engrossed, was then read 
a third time and passed. 


REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 


Mr. CAMBRELENG, from the Committee of ; ham Van Bibber, administrator of Isaac Garret- | 


Ways and Means, reported a bill making appro- 
priations for the civil and diplomatic expenses of 
the United States for the year 1836; which was 
read twice and committed. 

Mr. PARKS, from the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs, reported a bill for the relief of Henr 
Wheaton; which was read twice and committed. 

Mr. JARVIS, from the Committee on Naval 
Affairs, reported a bill amendatory of the several 


acts establishing and regulating the Treasury, ' 
War, and Navy Departments; which was read | 


twice and committed. 
RESOLUTION SUBMITTED. 
Mr. WHITE, of Florida, by consent, sub- 


mitted the following resolution; which was agreed . 


to: 
Resolved, That the Committee on Military Affairs be in- 
structed to inquire into the expediency of organizing a regi- 


ment of mounted riflemen or dragoons, to operate against ' 


the Indians, if, in the opinion of the President, the pubiic 
service requires it. 
Mr. RIPLEY asked the consent of the House 
to submit a resolution of a similar character. 
Mr. GRIFFIN moved an adjournment, which 
was carried; and at five o’clock, p. m., the House 
adjourned. 


IN SENATE. 
Wepnespar, January 27, 1836. 

A message was received from the House of 
Representatives, by Mr. Frankin, their Clerk, 
stating that the House had passed a bill making 
an additional appropriation to repress hostilities 
commenced by the Seminoles, and asking the 
concurrence of the Senate therein. 

On motion by Mr. WEBSTER, the bill was 
read the first time, and referred to the Committee 
on Finance. 


CLERKS IN GENERAL POST OFFICE. 


The CHAIR communicated a report from the 
General Post Office Department, showing the 
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i and the salaries paid to each; and 

| Onmotion by Mr.GRUNDY, it was referred to 

. the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads, 
and ordered to be printed. 


PETITIONS, MEMORIALS, ETC. 


Mr. EWING, of Ohio, presented the memorial | 
of the Mad river and Lake Erie Railroad Com- ` 
_ pany, praying preémption rights of public lands ;' 


over whic the road passes; which was referred 
to the Committee on Public Lands. 


Mr. ROBINSON presented the memorial of — 


sundry citizens of Illinois, praying to be remu- 
nerated for lands claimed by them, which have 


been sold by the United States; which was re- ` 


ferred to the Committee on Public Lands. 
Mr. McKEAN presented the petition of a num- 
ber of citizens of Schuylkill county, Pennsylvania, 


deploring the loss of property in the city of New ' 


York by a recent fire as a national calamity that 
must be felt in every portion of the Union; and as 
a measure of relief praying Congress to create two 
hundred millions of dollars of five per cent. stock 
` to be divided among the several States, Territo- 
ries, and District of Columbia; and that the pro- 
' ceeds of the sales of the public lands be pledged 
| for the payment of the interest and gradual re- 
demption of the same; which was referred to the 
| Committee on Finance. 
| Mr. LINN presented the petition of a number 
I 
| 


of citizens of Missouri, praying for the establish- `’ 


ment of post routes; also a petition from sundry 
citizens of Michigan on the same subject; both of 
which were referred to the Committee on the Post 
Office and Post Roads. 

Mr. L. also presented the petition of sundry 
shipowners and masters of vessels, navigating 
Lake Michigan, praying that an appropriation 
may be made for the building of piers and the 
construction of a light-house at the mouth of 

: Grand river, of Lake Michigan; which was refer- 
red to the Committee on Commerce. 


; McMillan, and the petition of Brevet Major Wil- 


liam T. Cobb, the first of which was referred to : 


| the Committee on Public Lands, and the latter to 
i| the Committee on Military Affairs. 
: Mr. TYLER presented the petition of Abra- 


` son, deceased, praying that an act may be passed 
|, for the settlement of the accounts of the deceased; 
|, which was referred to the Committee on Naval 
Affairs. 


Also, the petitions of the heirs of Captain Jo- `| 
noch R. | 
ithers, deceased; the heirs of Doctor William | 
praying for the com- : 


seph Blackwell, deceased; the heirs of 


: Ramsey, deceased, several 
| mutation of half pay due their ancestors; which 
was referred to the Committee on Revolutionary 
Claims. 
Mr. GOLDSBOROUGH presentcd the petition 


i: of the heirs of Samuel Jones, deceased; which |; 
', was referred to the Committee on Revolutionary , 


: Claims. 

Mr. DAVIS presented the petition of sundry 
citizens of Massachusetts, engaged in the manu- 
facture of cordage, remonstrating against an 
diminution of the duty on foreign articles; whic 


: was referred to the Committee on Manufactures. i! 
: Mr. LEIGH presented the petition of the heirs ` 
i of Samuel Claggett, praying to be allowed the | 


commutation of half pay to which their deceased 


ancestor was entitled; which was refcrred to the i 


Committee on Revolutionary Claims. 


i _ Mr. CLAYTON presented the petition of sun- ` 


| dry citizens of Delaware, praying that New Cas- 


; tle may be made a port of entry; which was re- S 


| ferred to the Committee on Commerce. 


On motion by Mr. BROWN, the petition of 


Lieutenant James Parkinson, presented at the last .' 
session, was again referred to the Committee on ` 


Revolutionary Claims. 


Mr. MANGUM presented the petition of sun- | 
ashington, North Carolina, i 


dry citizens of 
praying that an appropriation may be made for 


the removal of the obstructions in the Pamlico ` 


; river, 
Mr. KING, of Alabama, presented certain res- 


„ an appropriation for a light-house at St. Joseph ’s 
: point; that St. Joseph’s may be made a port of 


| Mr. L. also presented the petition of Alexander | 


i; Olutions of the Legislature of Florida, praying for | 


entry; and that a survey may be made of the 
harbor of St. Joseph’s; also praying for the 
| establishment of certain post routes; which were 
| appropriately referred. 
r. BENTON presented the memorial of the 
: Mississippi and Missouri Railroad Company, 
i asking a grant of land and the right o way 
| through the public lands; which was referred to 
; the Committee on Pyblic Lands, and ordered to 
be printed. 

Mr. CLAYTON presented the memorial of 
© William Thorp; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 


REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 


Mr. WEBSTER, from the Committee on the 
Judiciary, to which had been referred the petition 
of Charles J. Catlett, reported a bill for his relief; 
which was read, and ordered to a second reading. 

Mr. SWIFT, from the Committee on Claims, 
to which had been referred the petition of Martin 

: Prindle, reported a bill for his relief; which was 
‘read, and ordered to a second reading. 

: Mr. SHEPLEY, from the Committee on Rev- 
' olutionary Claims, to which had been referred 
the petition of Theodore W. Morris, reported a 
_ bill for his relief; which was read, and ordered to 
: a second reading. 

5) Mr. SHEPLEY, from the Committee on Claims, 

|, made an unfavorable report on the petition of John 
: Kurtz and others. 

Mr. NAUDAIN, from the select committee to 

i which had been referred the memorial of Dr. 

| Boyd Reilley, reported a bill granting him $10,000 
for the right to use his improvement for the ap- 
plication of steam to the human body in the hos- 
pitals of the United States; which was read, and 
ordered to a second reading. 

Mr. LINN, from the Committee on Private 
Land Claims, reported the bill for the relief of 
Robert Abbott, and the other heirs of James 
Abbott, without amendment. 

Mr. KNIGHT, from the Committee on Manu- 
factures, to which had becn referred the resolu- 

| tion in relation to such duties as might be reduced 
without injury to the manufacturers, reported a 
ʻi bill reducing the duties on a number of articles 
therein named; which was read, and ordered toa 
second Ee . 

Mr. TYLER, from the Committee on the Dis- 
| trict of Columbia, to which had been referred the 
| bill to extend the charters of certain banks in 
. the District of Columbia, reported the same with- 

out amendment. 

Mr. GOLDSBOROUGH, from the Committee 
on Revolutionary Claims, reported a bill provid- 
ing for the payment of a company of Vermont 
militia, who served at the battle of Plattsburgh; 
also, a bill to increase the salary of the rincipal 

. clerk in the office of the Adjutant General; which 
were severally read, and ordered to a second 
i: reading. 

Mr. RUGGLES, from the Committee on Pri- 
vate Land Claims, to which had been referred the 
petition of Arthur Bronson, reported a bill for 
his relief; which was read, and ordered to a second 
j; reading. 

Mr. KNIGHT, on leave, introduced a bill to 
renew the patent of Joseph Grant; which was 
read twice and referred. 


RESOLUTIONS SUBMITTED. 
Mr. BENTON submitted the following resolu- 
tion; which lies on the table one day: 


Resolved, That the Connnittee on the District of Colum- 
bia be instructed to inquire into the expediency of abolish- 
' Ing lottery drawings and the sale of lottery tickets in the 
| District of Columbia. 

Mr. DAVIS submitted the following resolu- 
tion; which was considered and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the Committee on the Judiciary be in- 
' structed to inquire into the expediency of refunding to Ebe - 


i. nezer Spaulding the sum of thirty dollars, paid by him into 
|; the Treasury for a patent, which patent has never been 
issued. 


Mr. SWIFT submitted the following resolu- 
; tion; which lies on the table one day: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Commerce be instructed 
to inquire into the expediency of making an appropriation 
for the purpose of deepening the channel between the 
islands of North and South Hero, in Lake Champlain, agree- 
ii ably to an estimate contained in a survey uf said channel 
‘| as appears by the report of the Secretary of War, referre 
i; to said committec, 
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A Peai] 
Mr. TOMLINSON submitted the following | 
resolution; which was considered and agreed to: | 


Resolved, That the Committee on Commerce be ns ucid $ 
to inquire into the expediency of making an appropria on i 
for the improvement of Bridgeport harbor, in the e : 
Connecticut. : . i 

Mr. LINN submitted the following resolution: 

d, That the Committee on Indian Affairs be in- 
Sees to inquire Tto the expediency of extinguishing the 
Indian title to the lands lying north of the Wisconsin, and 
the reservation on Iowa river in Des Moines county, all in 


Michigan Territory. 

PROCEEDS OF SALES OF PUBLIC LANDS. 

Mr. EWING, of Ohio, from the Committee 
on Public Lands, to which had been referred the 
bill to appropriate for a limited time the pro- 
ceeds of the sales of the public lands among the 
States, and for other purposes, reported the same 
with amendments, which were read; and 

On motion of Mr. CLAY, five thousand extra 
copies of the report were ordered to be printed. 

INDIAN HOSTILITIES IN FLORIDA. 

Mr. WEBSTER, from the Committee on Fi- | 
nance, to which had been referred the bill that | 
came this morning from the House, making addi- 
tional appropriations to repress hostilities com- 
menced ie the Seminoles, reported the same with- 
out amendment, and expressed the hope that the 
bill would, by general consent, be carried through | 
its different stages and passed to-day. i 

Mr. CLAY observed, that as the war had com- | 
menced, it was no doubt the duty of Congress to 
do all in their power to put an end to it. But it 
was not the least extraordinary of the events, 
marking the present times, that a war should have 
been raging in one of the Territories for near two 
months without any information as to the cause 
of it having been communicated to Congress by 
the Executive, and without any information on 
the subject having been sought by either branch 
of the National Legislature. He would be glad 
if the chairman of the Committee on Finance, or 
the chairman of the Committee on Indian Affairs 

would give him such information as they might 
possess on the subject. 

Mr. WEBSTER was surprised that no official 
communication had been made before this from 
the Secretary of War. All he had heard upon 
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country where they could find game to subsist 
on; and treaties for that purpose had been made 


the time came round that they were to go, in 
pursuance of the or they would, instead of 
going, shoot the chiefs who were to be their 
leaders. This, he understood, had lately been 
done, and from this shooting of chiefs broke out 
those disorders which have been carried to the 


: extent of a serious disturbance. 


He saw, from the letter of Major Belton, who 
made a report to the War Department from in- 
formation derived from three of the soldiers who 
escaped the late massacre, that the most active, 
the most ferocious, the most cruel and unrelent- 
ing of those engafed in the massacre were the 


runaway negroes of the South. He had also seen - 


a letter from Lieutenant Grayson, of the Army, 
published at New Orleans, confirming this state- 
ment; and one account stated that, after the field 
of battle was covered with the dead and dying, 


: it was the business of these negroes to hunt for 


those who yet breathed, for the purpose of cutting 
| their throats. He did not wish to go further; but 
i he would remind the Senate that, two or three 
' weeks ago, when he spoke upon the abolition 


petitions, he had remarked, and he would now | 


repeat the sentiment, that what had lately re- 
sulted from the movements of the Abolitionists 
| had brought upon themselves a load of guilt and 


sin, in causing many slaves and some white men : 


to lose their lives in the South, for which they 
could never atone, although the whole remainder 
of their lives should be spent in prayers of con- 


trition and works of retribution. As great as that ` 


mass of guilt and sin was, there might yet be 
another mass to account for, compared to which 
what now existed was asa drop to the ocean, and 
as a grain of sand to the mountain. 
say no more, for he had nothing but the public 
fact to go upon, that southern runaway negroes 
were among the hostile Indians, and the most 
active, cruel, and relentless of those engaged in 
the massacres. 

The bill was then read the third time and 
passed. . 

The Senate then proceeded to the special order, 
which was Mr. Benron’s resolution for the ap- 


He would | 


January 27, 


There are circumstances in which, although 
the President cannot declare war, it may yet be 


' with them two or three years ago; but when |; necessary to sustain the interest and the honor 


| of the country. If we were told that it must 
l; come, for one he was ready and willing to meet 
~ the crisis, whatever it might be. He hoped and 
believed we would have no war; and that these 
threatening clouds would disappear. The hon- 
orable mover of this resolution had given it a 
retrospective influence upon the last session. He 
had said there was a prospect of war, and that a 
fleet of observation of France was approaching 
our coast; that we were in an unprepared state; 
and that the Senate had defeated the $3,000,000 
appropriation, which was the cause of the de- 
fenseless state of the country. Iwas one (said 
he) who voted against that appropriation; and I 
do not feel as if J am answerable, or as if those 
who voted with me are answerable, for the de- 
fenseless condition of the country. As to the fleet 
of observation, there was no certainty about its 
object. The French fleet, with that long sword, 
could not awe him into a vote. I do not (said 
‘he) take upon myself to show that A, B, or C 
has neglected his duty; it was enough for his pur- 
pose to establish his own innocence. He might 
plead a former acquittal in bar, as far as he was 
concerned. He had been tried on this very qués- 
tion by those who had a right to try him, and he 

'| was acquitted by their unanimous verdict. 
But, notwithstanding his acquittal, he was dis- 
posed to waive his plea in bar, and meet the ques- 
tion on its merits. The Executive had recom- 
mended $439,000, and the Senate had added 
$420,000 more. Ifthe House of Representatives 
hag agreed to these amendments, a bill would 
_ have passed appropriating $859,000 to be placed 
i! at the disposal of the Executive, to be applied to 
|! the several objects embraced in it. The House 
| of Representatives, in place of agreeing to this 
: amendment, proposed to amend that amendment 
i| by a new section appropriating $3,000,000, to be 
| applied to the Army and Navy, with a proviso 
|| to expend the whole or in part at discretion. We 
| were called upon at eight o’clock to act upon it. 
:, For one, he declared, in the presence of this assem- 
“ bly and his God, he never was more surprised 
| than on this occasion. He voted against it. He 


the subject was from the gazettes of that part of propriation of the surplus revenue to objects of | had not the most distant opinion as to who offered 


the country which was the seat of the war. He 
had inferred that the cause of hostilities had 


rown out of the undertaking to remove the In- : 


ians. The forces for such an enemy he thought | 
a very considerable force. 

Mr. WHITE was very sorry it was not in his 
power, as chairman of the Committee on Indian 
Affairs, to answer the inquiry of the gentleman 
from Kentucky, [Mr. Ciay.] The committee 
had had no communication directly or indirectly 
upon the subject from any quarter. He had 
heard of these Indian hostilities, but had been 
under the impression that they had grown out of 
the removal of them. 

Mr. BENTON observed that he had received 
no communication from any source by which he 
could make known to the Senate anything in re- 
lation to the late disturbances in Florida; but 
some years he wasa member of the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs, and as such it became | 
his duty to be informed of the situation-of the | 
Florida Indians. In the course of that duty it | 
had been communicated to the committee that | 
these Indians were in a state of starvation; that | 
their country would afford no game; that they | 
would not work, and must starve unless they 
were fed where they were by the Government, or | 
kept themselves alive by plundering the inhabit- | 
ants of the Territory. Under the pressure of | 
these circumstances, appropriations had been 
made by Congress of large sums—say something 
like $30,000 or more—just to keep them from 
dying of hunger or plundering the inhabitants to 
get something to eat. These Indians had a bad 
character, as their name implied. Seminole, in 
the Indian tongue, meant wild Indian, runaway 
Indian, or what the Indians themselves called 
‘bad fellows.” He was in the Committee on 
Indian Affairs when appropriations were made in 
two or three instances, just to keep these Indians 

from starvation. The policy of removing them 
was so obvious, that measures were adopted to 
induce them to go beyond the Mississippi, to a 


` were to have a war with France, to vote for any 


national defense. 


Mr. WHITE said an amendment had been | 


offered that so much should be set apart as would 
be necessary for the defense of the.country. Not 
being able to comprehend the meaning perhaps, 
the difficulty, in his mind, was acreased: by the 
| amendment. Under it they could proceed to 
apes every dollar in the Treasury to other 
objects than those contemplated in the resolution. 
Who was to be the judge how much was neces- 
sary? It might be the means of inducing the 
public to believe that large funds were set apart 
for this great object, when, in fact, there might 
not be any. When the information sought for 
on that subject. was received from the Depart- 
| ments by the Senate, they would be able to come 
: to some definite conclusion, and could act more 

understandingly. For one, he was willing, if we 


, additional sum for the purpose of putting ina 
state of defense the present or any additional 
: fortifications that may be deemed necessary, and 


, to make liberal appropriations to arm these fortifi- | 


cations after they were put into a suitable state 
of defense. And I am willing, also, if necessary, 
(said he,) to vote an increase of the Army—willing 
: to go to any reasonable extent in making appro- 
| priations for the Army and Navy. For one, I 
, think, (said Mr. W.,) on so great a question the 
Executive will have no objection to come out and 
| put usin possession of the necessary information, 
, and the proper recommendation as to what prep- : 
| arations will be necessary. 
: acquire the necessary information, 
; fore Congress. Whenever we are told in a proper | 
| way (said he) that the attitude of the country is | 
| likely to be changed, he was prepared to meet 
| the emergency promptly. For one, he would use 
| every means in his power to avoid that great 
| calamity; but if it must come, I will (said he) go | 
for my country against every other—would even 
waive my own opinion as to the propriety of the 


It was his duty to | 
and lay it be- i 


‘it. He believed, then, that the House, having 
the matter under their serious consideration, the 
moment they knew we disagreed to it, would 
at once recede. He felt a most anxious desire 
then, and he hoped he always would feel, to do 

j| all in his power to assist the Government in the 

i discharge of its duties. He was deceived in his 

|i anticipations of what the House would do, and 
| was called upon the second time to vote. J con- 

| eluded (said he) the Executive had not asked this 

', appropriation, and that he did not need it, and 1 

| 80 expressed myself. He was then honestly a 

| friend to the Administration, whatever might be 

charged to him now; spoke of the influence that 

.| would have been exerted to induce the Executive 

ʻi to expend the $3,000,000 if it had passed. The 

| whole influence of the Army and Navy would 
have been brought to bear on the President, to 
induce him to expend the whole amount. The 

President would conclude, that if he resisted their 

importanities, and the country be involved in a 

: war, he would have to bear the responsibility. 

| And nippa we should then have had no war, 
(said Mr. W.,) and he had expended it, then 

these same individuals would be the first to cast 
i| the blame upon him. He did not converse upon 
|| this subject with any person that evening; and 
|| except with his colleague behind that colonade, 
|| Who said I had put the matter in a new light to 
|, him, I had no conversation with a single individ- 

'| ual on the subject. 

The gentleman from New Hampshire the other 
day adverted to the publication of debates in 
the newspaper in the interest of the Administra- 
i tion, in which a member of the House had given 
notice of his intention to move this appropriation. 
If I wished to know, (said he,) whether a fact 
was true or not true, that newspaper (the Globe) 
would be the very last place on God’s earth to 
which I would go to ascertain it. He then re- 
ferred to the transactions in the House, to show 
that, if the fact was known to afew that the Pres- 


i 
i 


| cause of the war. 


ident wished it, yet it was a matter to be kept 
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concealed. He stated that it appeared in the other i 
House, that the then chajrman of the Committee | 
on Ways and Means, the present Speaker of the p 
House, told twa members from Tennessee, that ji 
the President did wish the appropriation; but that |. 
they need not say anything about it. He had not 
respect enough for any one member of either . 
branch of Congress to feel bound to believe any - 
statement as to what was the Executive will. Mr. 
W. objected to the undefined character of the three 
million amendment. He was led to conclude that i 
the chairman of the Committee on Foreign Re- | 
lations had not offered the amendmentas chairman 
of that committee, but on his own responsibility 
as a Representative of his constituents. ! 
But it was said, thatif the publication in the 


papers of the 28th of February was read by some i) 


of the members, it would be naturally asu 
conversation, and the notice of the intention of the j; 
chairman of the Committee on Foreign Relations ij 
would reach us in that way. He could notspeak | 
for others, but as for himself he knew nothing of |i 
it. He had a degrec of confidence in the Executive ji 
from his youth up that he never had in any other. j: 
He had that confidence in him then, and knowing |; 
he was never disposed to shun any duty, he (Mr. | 
W.) expressed his belief at the time that he | 
thought the President did not want it. 
his predecessor had recommended such an appro- 
priation—lI put it to those with whom I have been | 
m the habit of acting, whether they would not 
have rebelled against it, He belonged to that 
school which goes for specific appropriationg— 
and had believed that was the settled republican 
doctrine from the time of Jefferson down, and it 4 
waseven to be found in the message of the pres- i 
ent Chief Magistrate. 7 
He said the application of a specific sum to a l 
. given object was a specific appropriation, and i 
adverted to appropriations under former Adminis- 
trations as being of that character; the dangerous 
tendency of the precedent of making undefined | 
„pPropriations was such as ought to put them on ; 
their guard. He voted against it then, and he ; 
would now vote against a similar one. This bill | 
was lost, and the public had sustained an injury; | 
but the fault did not lie at the door of those with , 
whom he voted, and he went at some length into 
a history of the progress of the bill, to show that 
the whole blame belonged to the House of Rep- | 
resentatives. The committee of conference, after f 
the vote of disagreement, ought to have brought l 
the papers back. If they had done so, it might || 
have produced a different result. Mr. W. referred f 
to the Manual, to show that it was their duty to i 
t 
do so. But they had left the papers on the table 
in the conference room. The different branches 
were entitled to alternative votes on the bill, and |, 
each branch should kecp the other informed of ` 
their action upon it. Sometimes men had not : 
their wits about them, as well after dinner as be- 
fore. He would not say what was the cause of 
it, but from some cause the committee of the other 
House had neglected their duty. He recurred to 
the action of Congress on the bill, for the relief 
of Mr. Monroe, in 1825-26, to illustrate his posi- `: 
tion in regard to the duty of the committee of | 
conference. The Senate had given the last vote, | 
and had voted a committee of conference whose 
- duty it was to take the papers to the other House; 
and if the papers had been taken therc, they | 
would have had it in their power to have saved ; 
the bill, and if the papers had been brought back |, 
to the Senate, they might have reconsidered their |! 
vote. Here was another branch of the subiect H 
that might be more fully discussed than it la : 
been. After the bil! was returned to the House, ` 
a vote was taken on the resolution in favor of R. | 
P. Letcher, and no quorum, and the lateness of 
the hour was the ground alleged why the House |: 
did not act on the report of the committee. He | 
referred to the vote on Mr. Johnson’s resolution i 
in the House, to show that there was a quorum, | 
after the committee of conference had had their || 
conference. How did that committee know there i 


10 


Suppose `; 


iH 
| 


ep- || 


‘ 
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was no quorum? On the Journal, it appeared 
that, on the vote on a resolution offered by Mr. 
Johnson, there was very nearly a quorum, which 
was very soon after. 

As to the idea that Congress was dead, or dis- 
solved on account of the hour of twelve having 
arrived, he thought the best evidence on that 
point was the recollection of the gentleman from 
Virginia, (Mr. Letcu,] whose attention was di- 
rectly called to the subject. 

But if the constitutional term of Congress was 


expired at twelve o’clock, then the constitutional 


term of the President, for the four years for which | 


j he was elected, expired at that hour also. He 
| objected to no one’s opinion, founded on conscien- 
: tous scruples. He respected the scruples of any 


menced; ascertain that point of time, and the mo- 
ment at which the two years elapsed from that 
period, completed the term, and not before it. 
The First Congress, by resolution, met on the 
first Wednesday of March, whieh was then the 
fourth day of the month, and did any body pre- 


tend to say that the First Congress met at mid- | 


night? They met, probably, not before twelve 


at noon of the 4th of March, and if a9, that was : 


man, but he differed in opinion with some, as to | 
bject of |; what time on the 4th of March the term com- 


! . . 
i| Navy; which was read twice, 
l 


tionary Pensions, reported a bill for the relief of 
Peter Dimick, of the State of New York; which 
was read twice and committed. 

Mr. INGERSOLL, from the Committee of 
Waysand Means, reported a bill for the relief of 
the president and directors of the Union Gold 
Mining Company; which was read twice and 
| committed. 

Mr. JARVIS, from the Committee on Naval 
Affairs, reported a bill for the relief of Melanc- 
j thon Taylor Woolsey; which was read twice and 
committed. 

„Mr. J., from the same committee, reported a 
| bill to reward the captors of the Tripolitan frigate, 
| late the frigate Philadelphia; which was read 
| twice and committed. 

Mr. J., from the same committee, 
bill to change the title of certain off 


t 
‘ 
1 
i 


reported a 
cers of the 
and its further con- 
sideration postponed until to-morrow. 

Mr. HOWELL, from the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions, reported a bill, providing that 
John Smith be placed on the list of invalid pen- 
sioners; which was read twice and committed. 


Mr. PEARCE, of Rhode island, from the 


the time when the term runs out, and by estab- | 


lishing that time they brought back the good old 
days when the evening and the morning were the 
first day. Suppose the doctrine eontended-for be 
correct, it would dien follow, that between twelve 
o’clock of the 3d of March and the time he is 


sworn in you have no. President; and if a man is | 


ordered to be executed for a violation of the laws 
of the United States, during the interim, under 
what authority would he. be*executed? There 
were no fractions of a day in law. 

The gentleman from New Hampshire [Mr. 
Hvszarp]-had referred to the fact of a commit- 
tee of Congress reportin 
members of Congress had been elected expired on 
the 4th day of March. But the question still re- 
curred, at what hour of the 4th of March? He 
adverted to the practice of Congress in transacting 
business after midnight; and on one occasion he 
recollected it was broad daylight before he left the 
Senate Chamber to go to his lodgings. He had 
no doubt that there were members enough in the 
lobby of the House at the time the committee of 
conference ought to have reported, together with | 
those in their seats, to have made up a quorum. 
He would ask whether gentlemen would be in any 
better humor to vote liberal appropriations when | 
recrimination was resorted to and based upon | 
matters that had been past? He alluded to the 
apparent pacific character of our relations with 
France at and prior to the close of the last ses- 
sion. There was nothing in those relations from 


making preparations fora war; and he never gave | 
a vote with which he was better satisfied than the 
vote rejecting the three million appropriation; 
and, in the language of a worthy and celebrated 
man who was now no more, he wished that vote 
could be written in the very center of heaven, in 
characters as bright as the sun. 

On motion by Mr. GRUNDY, the Senate ad- 
journed. 
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Mr. WILLIAMS, of North Carolin 
the Committee on Public Lands, 


for the relief of James Baldridge; 
twice and committed. 


a, from 


aims, 
bill for the relief of James L. Stokes; 
read twice and committed. 

Mr. C., from the same committee, reported a 
bill for the relief of Daniel Bush; which was read 
twice and committed. 

Mr. BOND, from the Committee on Revolu- 


reported a 
which was 


that the term for which | 


| 
| 
which could be inferred the remotest necessity of | 


| 


| the ventilator of ships; which was read twice and 


reported a bill |; 
which was read |! 
i Louisiana. ; 
Mr. CHAMBERS, of Pennsylvania, from the | 
| Committee on Private Land Cl 


' 
i 


, and read a third time to-morrow. 


| 
H 
{ 
H 
i 
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Committee on Commerce, reported a bill for the 
rclief of the representatives of Jacob Shoemaker, 
deceased; which was read twice and committed. 
| Mr. HARRISON, of Pennsylvania, from the 
' Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported a bill 
| for the relicf of Peter Cook, a soldier of the late 
: war: which was read twice and committed. 
; Mr. MUHLENBERG, from the Committee 
on Revolutionary Claims, reported a bill for the 
| relief of the heirs and legal representatives of 
| Garland Burnley, deceased; which was read 
twice and committed. - : 
Mr. TAYLOR, from the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, reported a bill for the relief of Samvel 
Kincaid; which was read twice and committed. 
Mr. WHITTLESEY, from the Committee on 
Claims, reported a bill for the relief of John W. 
Howard; which was read twice and committed. 
Mr. CAMBRELENG, from the Committee of 
Ways and Means, reported a bill to exempt mer- 
chandise imported under certain circumstances 
from the operations of the act of 19th of May, 
1828, in alteration of the several ‘acts imposing 
duties on imports; which was read twice and 
committed. 
Mr. WISE, from the Committee on Naval Af- 
fairs, reported a bill to provide compensation to 
James Barron, for the use of his invention called 


committed. ‘ 

Mr. GRANTLAND, from the Committee on 
Naval Affairs, reported a bill for the relief of 
Philip F. Voorhees; which was read twice and 
committed. 

Mr. DUNLAP, from the Committee on Public 
Lands, reported the following bills; which were 
read twice and committed: 


A bill to increase the price of surveying the 


| public lands in certain cases; and 


A bill for the relief of Mary Tucker, 
Mr. D., from the Committee on Public Lands, 


i reported a bill for the relief of James M. Tutile; 


which was read twice, and ordered to be engrossed 


Mr. CHAPMAN, from the Committee on 


| Public Lands, reported the following bills; which 
| were read twice and committed: 


A bill for the relief of Isaac Wilbourne, Jr., and 


; William Wilbourne; 


A bill for the relief of John Jeffers; and 
A bill to establish an additional land offic 


ein 
Mr. LYON, from the Committee on Indian 
Affairs, reported a bill for the relicf of Joshua 
Pitcher; which was read twice and committed. 
Messrs. P. C. FULLER, TALIAFERRO, 
BANKS, and WHITTLESEY, from the Com- 
mittee on Claims; Mr. CRAMER, from the Com- 


|! mittee on Foreign Affairs; Messrs. LAY, STO- 


RER, FRY, and LEA of Tennessee, from the 
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Committee on Revolutionary Pensions; Messrs. 
CUSHMAN and PEARCE of Rhode Islan, 
from the Committee on Commerce; Messrs CA- 
SEY and CHAPMAN, from the Committee on 
Publie Lands; Mr. HARRISON of Pennsylva- 
nia, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions; 
and Messrs. BEAUMONT, CHAPIN, and KIN- 
NARD, from the Committee on Revolutionary 
Claims, made unfavorable reports upon various 
petitions; which were laid on the table. 
On motion of Mr. WHITE, of Florida, the 
roceedings of a public meeting at St. Augustine, 
ìn relation to the depredations of the Indians, and 
several letters on the same subject, were referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered 
to be printed. 
SUSPENSION OF RULES. 


. Mr. EVERETT moved to suspend the rules, 
go as to permit the States to be called for resolu- 
tions referring matters of inquiry to committees, 
and calls upon the Departments for information. 

Mr. VINTON moved to amend the motion, by 
including the consideration of resolutions of a 
similar character upon the Speaker’s table. 

Mr. EVERETT accepted the amendment asa 
modification of his motion. The proposition was 
then negatived. 2 

Mr. PARKS made an ineffectual attempt to 
submit a resolution directing an inquiry into the 
situation of the Patent Office. 


LOSS OF THE FORTIFICATION BILL. 


The House resumed the consideration of the 
fallowing resolution offered by Mr. Apams on 
Friday last: 

Reso!ved, T iat so much of the message of the President 
of the United States to Congress at the commencement o? 
the present session 93 relates to the failure at the last session 
of Congress of the bill containing the ordinary appropzittion 
for foriifications, be referred to a select committ22,with in- 
structions o inquire into, and report to the House, the 
cau:e and circum stances of the failure or this bill. 

Mr.CAMBRELENG said it was not his design 
to take up the time of the House with a lengthy 
inquiry into the grave question of who caused 
the loss of the $3,090,900 appropriation, made 
last session by that House fdr the defense of the 
country, nor would he be drawn from the true 
issue. The true issue was, not who lost the 
fortification bill, but who defeated the $3,000,000 
which that House had unanimously determined 
to be necessary, in order to defend the country in 
case of assault. Mr.C. then entered into a minute 
statement of the proceedings of the last Congress 
the last night of the session, in vindication of his 
own course from the charges brought against 
him. He pronounced the whole rumor respecting | 
the Vice President and the Secretary of State to | 
be false in every particular; and he took the 
occasion to express the pleasure he had of, being | 
authorized to state, that the narrative published | 


in the National Gazette, as he at first understood | 
it was, was not written by the Senator from | 


Massachusetts, (Mr. Wesster.} 

To prove that the appropriation was not pro- 
posed without the knowledge of Congress, Mr. 
C. referred to the President’s message, and to his 
own remarks delivered in the House and pub- 
lished in the papers, before he moved it. He then 
produced the original draft of the amendment in 


his own handwriting, which had variations upon '° 
it in the handwriting of Mr. Archer, of Virginia, ` 


a mem!er of the last Congress. The proceedings 
of the Senate proved their determination to kill 
the appropriation altogether. When it was sent 
from the House, the Senate, in no instance, 
adopted the usual forms of parliamentary courtesy. 
‘Instead of referring the amendment to a com- 
mittee, which was the ordinary rule, it was at 
once rejected; and on the second time of its being 
“sent to them, they adhered to their own amend- 
ment, and thereby effectually closed the door 
against any concession on their own part. [The 


report of the National Intelligencer was then read . 


from the Clerk’s table, at Mr. C.’s request, as 
containing sundry incidental matters omitted in 
the Journal of the House.] After the committee 


of conference had been appointed, the message | 


had to be sent to the Senate, they had to act 
upon it, and Mr. C. and his colleagues had to 
wait in the House a short time till that was done; 
and during that time he voted upon the Cumber- 
land road bill; and it:was on that bill that Mr. 


i Grumer, of Georgia, refused to vote. Ht was, | 
“therefore, past midnight when the committee | 
Mr. C. then went through the proceed- ' 
ings recorded on the Journal of the House, and ; 


retired. 


polated out sundry parts passed over by Mr. 
Wise. 


n 
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message had been sustained war would have been 
inevitable. It was a question of war to the House, 
ahd all considered it so. What was the message 
in the hands of the House? What did it do? 
Why, the chairman of the Committee of Ways 


‘and Means reported a bill appropriating $439,000 


Mr. PHILLIPS, of Massachusetts, referred ` 


to the report in the Globe, which (he said) was, 
in one particular, more correct than the House 
Journal; for the report of the conferees was not 
made by Mr. Lewis, as the Intelligencer reported, 


‘and Mr. Mercer pronounced the latter to be — 


false. 


for the fortifications of the country; a gentleman 
from Massachusetts moved an amendment making 
an additional appropriation; and we were then 
told that we were wasting the treasure of the 


: country, and bringing the nation into disrepute, 


‘Mr. CAMBRELENG said he did return to his ` 


seat with the intention of making the report of 
the committee of conferees; but it was distinctly 
announced, both on the floor and from the Speak- 
er’s chair, that there was no quorum in the House. 
The Speaker counted the House, and could not 
count a quorum; and Mr. C. and Mr. Lewis, of 
Alabama, were appointed tellers to go round the 
House and count it;and Mr. Lewrs himself could 
‘not find a quorum. No one would accuse that 


gentleman of want of keenness; and if members |: V 7 ; | 
li tration men voted to strike it out. This was 


had been standing about the Chair, or in the 
lobbies, he would have counted them, or have re- 
ported the fact to the House; buteven Mr. Lewis 
-eould not make a quorum. It was not in that 
House the bill died, but the death-blow was given 
to it when the Senator from Massachusetts moved 
that the Senate adhere to its own amendment, 
and its poor, miserable remains were brought to 
the House by the committee of conferees. 
Mr. C. said, to show what short memories dis- 
tinguished statesmen sometimes possessed, he 
could refer toa volume of precedents, ifnecessary. 
At the organization of this Government, it was 
the uniform practice to put all the civiland diplo- 
matic expenses into one line; and also all the ex- 
penses of the Army into one line, without the 
slightest specification whatever. He certainly ad- 
“mired, in some respects, the modern practice; but 
he very much doubted whether the country saved 
much by it, for, from two or three hundred thot- 


sand dollars, the appropriations had risen to three | 


:. times as many mittions. Mr. C. then cited a vast 
; number of acts of Congress appropriating large 
‘i sams of money, varying from half a million to 
1| one and two millionsand upwards, without desig- 
- nation or specification, under the administrations 

of General Washington, Mr. Jefferson, Mr. Mun- 

roe, &c. In 1794, $1,000,000 and upwards; in 

1798, $250,000, and another in the same year 
-amounting to $800,000, as well as a clause for 
‘| raising ten thousand men by the President, and 
another item in the same year for $909,000; in 


and the yeas and nays were called on the amend- 
ment, and were 87 yeas, 120 nays; the Admin- 
istration men voting against the amendment. 
Again, a gentleman from Maryland moved an 


‘amendment making additional appropriations for 


the defense of Baltimore; the vote was 87 for the 
amendment, 120 against it; and the yeas and nays 
will show how the Administration men voted. 
A gentleman from Georgia moved an amendment 
making additional appropriations; the vote was 
67 for, 115 against, the amendment. A motion 
was made appropriating $50,000 for some im- 
provements at Throgg’s Neck, and the Adminis- 


| strange conduct in gentlemen who were so de- 
i sirous that the cotintry should be defended, and 
|| that, too, with the war specch of the President 


t 


i before them. The bill 


li 
H 


assed the House, was 
sent to the Senate, and came back with two 
amendments making additional appropriations. 


: They did not oppose that bill; they added now 


: 


i 1799, for $2,000,009; in 1803, during Mr. Jeffer- | 
: son’s administration, $2,000,000. Mr. C. also | 


| quoted many other cases of appropriation, placed, 
i without specifieation, under the direction of the 
President of the United States, down to the yéar 


i| ber, were analogous in form, in substance, lan- 


i 


1812, all of which, some forty or fifty in num- : 


| guage, and every particular, with the proposed | 


| $3,000,000 appropriation of the lastsession. After 
some further remarks, Mr. C: concluded by 
hoping that, in a crisis like the present, the legis- 
‘lative bodies of the nation would not be driven 
‘into a petty, trifling controversy as tó which lost 
this bill. He, himself, should have taken no part 
‘in the discussion, if he had not been driven to it 
in self-defense. This was no time for the Amer- 
ican Congress to be deliberating upon petty ques- 
tions, and upon a petty inquiry of this character. 


| the ocean ready to approach our shores. That 
country had exacted conditions which this coun- 


_ not even if she were desolated with blood from | 


: Maine to Louisiana. 

, [The foregoing brief sketch of Mr. Camsre- 

' LÈNG’s remarks will be given in an extended 

| form at a future day.] 

| Mr. REED said that the President was equall 

. to blame in the loss of the appropriation bill. 

‘| He charged the loss of it to him, and the majority 
_ of the House, who were friends of the President. 


_, The message of the President of the Ist Decem- 
|i ber; 1835, was a declaration of waritself. Ifthat- 


i 
1 
i 


: tleman from New 


appropriations tu it. The Senate sent the bill 
back, and we might have passed it if we had 
accepted it; but on the last night of the session, 
the extraordinary appropriation of $3,000,000 
must be added to it! The President had not rec- 
ommended it, unless his message calling for war, 
called for that appropriation. The Committee 
of Ways and Means did not recommend it. No 
statements to the House recommended it. He 
sald it was contrary to all precedent. The gen- 

ork, {Mr. aera an to 
be sure, had adduced some instances, but they 
were for secret servicé money and the purchase 
of Florida. The chairman of the Committee on 


` Foreign Affairs, on the last night of the session, 
‘proposed the amendment of $3,000,000, and it 


asséd;'and that, too, by the same House which 
ad before refused to add $509,000 to the same ap- 


` propriation bill. Wasthat not enough to astonish 
: gentlemen? What under heaven had produced 


the change? The resolution of the gentleman 
from Massachusetts, [Mr. Apams,] was stated to 
be the foundation of that unprecedented amend- 
ment. He considered that resolution as a, most 
harmless one, and voted for it as such. That 
resolution only said that the treaty must be in- 


‘sisted on; and was that the foundation for the 


appropriation? The gentleman from Massachu- 
setts [Mr. Apams] had said that the bill was 
reveived in bad temper by the Senate. Mr. R. 


' said, that at the time the Senate sent back their 


' thought now, 


adherence to the House, he had the feelings of 


' other men; but he suppressed that feeling. He 


knew the responsibility of his situation, and that 
there were duties which were paramount to that 
feeling. He was not for war with the Senate, 
but for preparing the country for defense. He 
was for adhering to the bill, and for passing it. 
There was a quorum in the House after twelve 


' o'clock on the last night of the session; and the 
: bill might have been’ passed, had there been a 
; |! disposition to 
' There were great national objects in view. We | 

- already had an Indian war; we were this moment | 
| threatened with a frontier war on our Mexican ‘| 
| boundary; and a French fleet was known to be on ` 


pess it. He thought then, as he 
that there was a movement of the 
Administration party to defeat the bill. f 

Mr. R. contended, that they had the right to 
sit after twelve o’clock, and do business. He 
said, that General Washington had been in the 


y | habit of signing bills after twelve o’clock. The 
try never could, never would comply with; no, | 


elder Adams had been abused for making ap- 
pointments to office after that hour. Mr. Jeffer- 


, Son arid Mr. Madison had signed bills after that 


hour; and, if he mistuok not, the gentleman from 
Massachusetts himself had done so. There was 


no time when the Government did not exist. He 
‘| was in favor of the bill for oa 
j tions, and voted for it, but he vote 


appropria- 
against the 
three million amendment, and that because he 


considered it a violation of the Constitution. The 
propaan bill was 


paa -on January 2d, 


e committee und the House had it under ton- 


1836... : 
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sideration for fifty-two, days, and yet the Senate | 
M ' cught to be abolished here or not, but, in pre- 

„ senting the petition, simply to discharge his uty 
© to his constituents; but he would here remark, 
that it appeared to him, that while gentlemen from ` 


is reproached with not passing it, with an unpre- 
eedented amendment attached to it, on the last 
night of the session. He hoped, in conclusion, 
the recriminating debate might be got through 
with, and that they might 
take up the appropriation bills, maturely weigh 
and discuss them, and pass such as the exigen- 
cies of the times demanded. 
The House then adjourned. 


IN SENATE. 
Tuvurspay, January 28, 1836. 


The CHAIR communicated a letter fram the 
Secretary of War, inclosing a report of thé chief 
engineer on the subject of the removal of obstruc- 


tions in the Ohio river below Shippingsport, made ; 


in compliance with the resolution of the Senate 
of the 2]st instant; also, a report from the same 
officer, on the subject of constructinga mole near 
Cape Henlopen, for the protection of the Dela- 
ware breakwater, made in answer to a resolution 
of the Senate. 

PETITIONS, MEMORIALS, ETC. 

Mr. McKEAN presented the memorial of citi- 
zens of Philadelphia, setting forth the commercial 
importance of erecting piers in the river Delaware 
at or near the mouth of the Delaware and Chesa- 
peake canal, and praying Congress to make an 
appropriation to that object; which was referred 
to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. TOMLINSON presented the petition of 


Committee on Claims. : 
Petitions were also presented by Messrs. CRIT- 
TENDEN and WHITE. 


SLAVERY IN THE DISTRICT. 


Mr. SWIFT rose and said, he had had in his ` 


possession for some days a petition to abolish 
slavery in the District of Columbia. He was re- 
luctant to add to the excitement already existing 
on the subject; but having waited for some days, 
and no final action having been witnessed on the 
petition relative to the same subject presented by 
the Senator from Pennsylvania, IMr. BUcHANAN,)] 
‘he did not fecl himself at liberty to dela 
sentation of this petition any longer. 

more induced to 
consequence of t 


the pre- 
y er e was the 
present this petition at once, in 
5) 


the petition from the people of his State, to reject 
it, inasmuch as such a course would not be agree- 
able to those whose petition he was now about to 
present. It was a matter of perfect indifference 
to them whether the motion of the Senator from 
Pennsylvania, or that of the Senator from South 
Carolina, [Mr. Catnovun,] should prevail, for they 
considered the rejection of a petition in the same 
light as a refusal to receive it. There appeared 
to be no differcuce whatever between the {wo 
courses. The right of petition was of no value 
unless the petition was referred and the reason- 
ableness of the prayer ihvestigated by a commit- 
tee. With this preface, he would say one or two 
words in reference to the petition itself, and then 
ask for the reading of it, that gentlemen, after 
hearing it read, might have an opportunity of 


The petitioners believed that Congress had the 
power over this subject; they believed also that 
Congress not only had the power, but that it 
ought to exercise it, or to pass some law by which 
the evils of slavery in this District might be 
mitigated. The language of the 
stroug—very much so; but he believed they used 
such language no further than they conceived 
themselves Justified in using by the ‘evils which 
they sought to remedy, They did not speak in 


disrespectful terms towards Congress, nor did | 


they attempt to interfere with slavery elsewhere 
than in this District, They did not know how 
to present the subject on which they treated other- 
wise than by speaking of evils as they existed; 
and they presented it as it was presented to the 
Legislatures of the non-slaveholding States at the 
time slavery was abolished in them. The peti- 
tioners believed that, from the relation in w ich 
this District stood to the Union, they were in 
some measure implicated by the continuance of 
Slavery in it, and that the Government might be 


charged with being slaveholders. He did_not || argument wit 


roceed to business, ' 


e motion made by the gentle- || 
man from Pennsylvania at the time ‘he presented : 


etitioners was ` 


p = eae 
i 
i 


mean to discuss the question, whether slavery 


the slaveholding States deprecated excitement, 
they were taking an unwise course to avoid it by 
refusing to give the petitioners a fair hearing. 


. These petitioners had an undoubted right to pre- 


sent their petitions here; but they did not desire 
to do so if Congress refused to listen to them or 
rejected them instantly without a proper investi- 
gation. They would speak as long as they had 
a hope of being heard, and there was no power 
‘on earth that would prevent the people of the 
North from claiming the right of petition and the 
, freedom of speech. Petitions of this kind had 
usually been sent to a committee, with a view to 
_ à fair investigation. and report; and he thought 
that this course was not only the most proper, 
_ but one that would be satisfactory. 
He would now tell the Senate who these peti- 
tioners were. Gentlemen were mistaken if they 
supposed them to be such as petitioners for the 
“same object had lately been designated on that 
floor. They were neither fanatics or incendiaries, 

unless they might be deemed so from the fact of 
heir petitioning for the abolition of slavery. They 
, Were as respectable a body of men as any in the 


' Union, and were opposed to some of the meas- i: 
| ures of the Abolitionists. They felt, it was true, ` 
i; a deep interest in the subject they presented to the |. 


. / s ; consideration of Congress, but to charge them ` 
‘Captain Francis Allen; which was referred to the | 


with being incendiaries or fanatics was very little 


calculated to allay the excitement of which gen- ' 


„ HOU 


| tlemen complained. The people of the North 


‘" were not disposed to interfere with the institutions 


of the slaveholding States; but where they thought 
they had the right to interfere, they would not be 
prevented from so doing by being termed fanatics 
or incendiaries. ; 

He (Mr. S.) gave no opinion as'to the views 


of Snes nor as to those of the petitions | 
by the gentlemen from Ohio and Penn- | 


presente 
sylvania, [Mr. Morris and Mr. Bucnanan.] Of 


the lapguage in which the petition was couched | 


gentlemen might judge for themselves. He would 


., only add that the petitioners requested a special 


committee, but this he did not for himself think 
it necessary to ask, deeming a refcrence to the 
ordinary committee all suflicicnt. 
Mr. 8. then presented the petition of sundry 
citizens of Vermont, praying for the abolition 
_ of slavery in the District of Columbia; which he 
requested might be read. 
Mr. KING, of Alabama, said, that before the 
' reading of the petition, he desired to know of the 


disrespectful to those to whom it was addressed. 
Mr. CALHOUN desired to know if the lan- 


4 hear the petition read. 
1 ‘| Here the petition was read b 
taking what course they pleased with regard to it. |! 


the ‘Secretary. 
Mr. CALHOUN demanded the reliminary 
| question on recciving the petition. The Senator 


from Vermont (he said) objected to the calling iÍ the Senate a copy ofa note, if there be one, from Mr. Liv- 
these petitioners incendiaries, and yet (said Mr. `i ingston to the French Minister of Foreign Affairs, under 


i| date the 27th of April, 1835 ; and copies of any other official 


C.) he does not object to the language uscd by 
: them towards those who sent us here. 
Mr. SWIFT had only said that gentlemen 


,, could judge of the language of the petition for 


themselves. The petitioners, he had said, were 


;, entirely respectable, were influenced by the! 
| purest motives, and believed themselves justified | i 
iP > ig wee || Resolved, That the Committee on Pensions be instructed 
i} to inquire into the expediency of allowing tò Jonathan 


i In speaking of evils as they supposed them to 
| exist. 

| Mr. CALHOUN cared not what their motives 
; Were—he cared not whether they acted from igno- 


_ rance or design—he only judged of the effect. ‘| 
| Those persons who presented this petition knew 


of the existence of the southern institutions, and 
, yet they spoke of them as unjust, wicked, and 


z diabolical, Whatever might be the design of 
ii these men, the course ey 


were pursuing was 


nion and subvert its 


i calculated to destroy this 
institutions. 


i he demanded the preliminary question; and on it 
- he asked for the yeas and nays. 


l 
i] 
j! gentleman who presented it, if it was entirely re- '; 
|, Spectful to that body? Parliamentary usage re- 
i, quired that, before a gentleman presented a peti- 
į; Won or paper of any kind to a deliberative body, 
|, he should satisfy himself that it contained nothing | 


it 


|| France, either to the French 


He did not mean to enter into any ; 
h the gentleman from Vermont, but |! 


The yeas and nays were accordingly ordered. 
| Mr. BUCHANAN was not only willing but 
anxious that a question should be distinctly taken 
before the Senate of the United States, and, as far 
asit wasin his power to putit at rest, he was pre- 
pared to go. It would seem that on one morning 
the Senate were to have a dish of Mr. Benron’s 
resolutions served up, and the next morning the 
abolition question. He hoped they would dis- 
pose of one thing at atime, and would, therefore, 
move to lay the question on the table. He made 
this motion with a view that it might be called 
up hercafter, when the Senate were prepared to 
make a final disposition of it. 

Mr. LEIGH read parts of the petition, from 
which he inferred that there was a design in the 
petitioners to act not only upon the rights of the 

. people of the District of Columbia, but upon the 
rights of the slaveholding States enerally, as it 
argued generally against slavcholders, 

| Mr. SWIFT said it was difficult to find expres- 
sions in any memorial to which some exception 

. might not be taken. Let me (said he) illustrate 

this by calling the attention of gentlemen to 
another question. Suppose a petition presented 

‘there to prohibit the sale of lottery tickets in this 

; District, calling the practice immoral gambling, 

&c., would gentlemen consider this language im- 

proper, because the sale of lottery ticksts was 
tolerated elsewhere? This case was perfectly 
similar tothe one treated of in the petition he had 

, just presented. 

After some additional remarks from Mr. CAL- 

N, ry 

Mr. BUCHANAN moved to lay the question 

_ on the table, and it was agreed to. 
RESOLUTIONS OF GEORGIA LEGISLATURE. 

Mr. KING, of Georgia, presented certain res- 
olutions of the Legislature of Georgia, asking for 

‘the establishment of certain post routes; which 

| was referred to the Committee on the Post Office 
and Post Roads. 
REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 

Mr. CLAYTON, from the Committee on the 

Judiciary, reported a bill to compensate John 

Howard Kyan, of England, for the right to use 

| his invention to prevent the dry rot in vessels of 

i the United States; which was read, and ordered 


ij to a second reading. 


Mr. WEBSTER, from the Committee on Fi- 
Wain- 


| nance, reported a bill for the relief of 


ii right; which was read, and ordered to a second 


; reading. ; 

Mr. CLAY, under the instructions of the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations, submitted the fol- 
i lowing resolution; which lies on the table one 
i day: 
| Resolved, That the President be requested to communi- 
cate to the Senate, if they be at his command, copies of the 
erposé Which accompanied the French bill of Indemnity 
from the Chamber of Deputies to the Chamber of Pecrs 
of France, on the 27th of April, 1835; and of the report of 
the committce presented to the Chamber of Peers on the 
5th of June, 1835; and, also, a copy.of the original note in 
the French language from the Duc de Broglie to Mr. Barton, 


i] under date the 26th of October, 1835, a translation of which 


was communicated to Congress with the President’s special 
i message of the 18th of January, 1836. : 

Resolved, also, That the President be requested (if not 
incompatible with the public interests) to communicate to 


, note addressed by Mr. Livingston, during his mission to 
inister of Foreign Affairs 
! or to the Secretary of State, not heretofore communicate 
į to Congress. 
Mr. PRENTISS submitted the following res- 
olution; which lies over one day: ; 


; Elkins an increase of the pension he now receives, in con- 
sideration of his services and his imprisonment by the 
, enemy in the revotutionary war. 


Mr. KING, of Georgia, from the Committee 
on Foreign Relations, to which was referred the 
resolutions of the Legislature of Louisiana on 
the subject, reported a bill for the settlement of 
| the claims of sundry citizens of that State against 
the Spanish Government; which was read, and 
ordered to a second reading; and the report ac- 
companying the bill was, on motion by Mr. 
Porter, ordered to be printed. S 
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lands. 

Mr. BENTON said he should be glad to havea 
written report from the committee, on the subject 
of some of these memorials, especially the one 
from Missouri for a grant of land for internal 
improvement, which the committee had disposed 


ofin such a summary way. He objected to this 
compendious process and wholesale condemna- 
tion, by which a dozen memorials were disposed 
of at once, ona mere motion to be discharged 
from their consideration, and without a word in 
writing. 
showing that the State from which the chairman 
of the committee came (Ohio) had received above 
a million of acres of public land for internal im- 
provement, while many of the new States had 
received not an acre. ft was not convenient to 
go into this subject this morning, (Mr. B. said,) 
when other business was pressing; and he would 
prefer that it should be lard over for the present. 
Other States besides Missouri were about to be 
injured ; and there were other gentlemen who 
would not sit still and sec the Senate, by. á sub 


silentio proceeding, ou an ore tenus report, dosuch . 


wrong to their States. He would wish the com- 
mittee to take back their motion, or that it be laid 
upon the table for the present. 

Mr. PORTER hoped the course ‘suggested by 
the Senator from Missouri [Mr. Benton} would 
be followed by the chairman of the Committee 
on Public Lands, and adverted to the immense 
sums of money expended by the people of Lou- 
isiana in extending the levee, And to the benefit 
of those lands. An ae had been made 
to the Secretary of the Navy for information re- 
lating to this subject, and he hoped that, before 


so decided a disposition was made of those appli- | 


cations, the committee would wait until that in- 
formation was received. These petitions were not 
‘bottomed upon the generosity; {ut the interest of 
the Government. f 


Mr. EWING, of Ohio, observed that he felt |: 


no anxiety that the question should be taken on 
the proposition of the committee at that time. He 
certainly was not disposed to get rid of the papers 
that had been referred to them, otherwise than in 
a direct mode, and that mode he had supposed 


had been adopted by him: The othér day he had | 


presented a detailed report, in which all these 
eu had been fully discussed and examined, 
and he would, therefore, be willing to lay this 


report on the table till the gentleman had time to ` 
look into that report, atid to decide whether the ` 
views he had taken on it were sound or unsound. | 


A bill of the same nature of these petitions, which 
had been referred to the committee, would have 
been reported back on thé same day that he made 
the detailed report, but he did not lay his hands 
on it atthe time. In that detailed report he had 
‘said what he now repeated, ‘ore tenus,” that it 
was better to make grants of moncy than of lands. 
He was asked why the committee did not re- 
port money in lieu of lands? Now, thegentleman 

. who asked that question had been a member of 
that body for many years, and knew very well 

. that it was not customary for the Committee on 
_ Public Lands to report money bills. Such a re- 
pi would come more appropriately from the 
ommittee on Roads and ‘Canals, or of Finance. 

In the general bill he had before referred to there 
was a grant of this very five hundred thousand 
acres of land the State of Missouri asked for. 
: Whenever the subject fairly came up, he was dis- 
posed to present his views and those of the com- 


mittee fully; and if the Senate was not satisfied | 


with them they would cheerfully acquiesce in its 
decision. In the general bill reported the other 
day, the object was to place all the ‘new States 

was, that 


on the same footing; but his opinion 


He wished to have an opportunity of | 


{ 


‘ation, did Ohio great injustice. As that bill, how- : 


ever, was net then undcr consideration, he would 

not discuss it further. Te was satisfied that the 

subjeet should be laid on the table till the report 
: was printed, and the bill was brought up before 
“them. 

Mr. BENTON observed that the Senator from 
Ohio, who had just taken his seat, had said that 
it was not regular for his committee to report a 
bill granting money. Now he (Mr. B.) presumed 
it would be perfectly regular for them to recom- 
mend money, and alse competent for the gentle- 
man himself to say that he would vote formoncy 
in leu of the land asked for. The gentleman 
remarked that they had decided, on principle, that 
it was better for the Government to grant money 

‘than land, and in the same breath said that the 
commitice had reported favorably for granting 
five hundred thousand acres of land to the State 
of Missouri, in the distributive land bill. This 

isa poy way to establish principle; a report for 
it; and a bill against it. So much for the princi- 


‘| ple decided on by the committee. But what {asked | 
Mr. B.) is this five hundred thousand acres that, 


; is to be thus granted to the State of Missouri? It 


‘is (said he) the same five hundred thousand acres |; 
which T proposed myself long before this land - 


bill was brought in, which proposition received 
the favorable consideration of the Senate, having 
passed toa third reading, and reached its third 
stage before that gencral land bill was conecived 
of. In this stage of its progress, this bill that he 
had brought in was hid on the table, and after- 
wards seized upon and taken away from him, the 
father of it, and put into a bill, which afterwards 
received the veto of the President. Nay, more, 
‘jt was continued in the same bill of this year, 
| with the knowledge, on the part of those who 
|! framed it, of the President’s message on the veto 


_ of the bill, and that he would, on principle, adhere | 


` to his objections given in that message. Where, 
then, was the friendship to Missouri which the 


gentleman boasts of when he speaks of the grant ; 


to be in a bill, the principles of which the Pres- 
' ident has vetoed, and must veto again? Was the 
|! State of Missouri to be treated'in this manner? 
‘| Were the new States to be treated in this way? 


And was he, a Senator, to be treated in this way, : 
to have his bill that he had introduced session 


_after session taken from him, and embodied in 
another that could never become a law? 

| Sir, (said Mr. B.,) I mean when this land dis- 

‘| tribution bill comes up to move to have it disem- 

boweled, and to take my child out of it. T-want 


{ 

li p 
| 4 
i| he- voted against this distribution land bill, con- 
| taining his own in its stomach, every press in his 


| against him with the declaration that he had voted 
against his own bill; that he (Mr. B.] had voted 


J 
1 


of land to the State of Missouri. He did not 
,, taken his bill and put it into another; but such 
$ was the use that had been made of what they 
“had done. The attempt to make the people of 


; respected the land, the State had lost it; and 


had been treated, and the people of Missouri 
‘had been treated, by taking his bill from him 
and putting it in another—that this attempt—he 
| would not say attempt—but that this procceding 
“having the effect to make the people of Missouri 
“believe that there were those here who were 
willing to grant her five hundred thousand acres 
i of land, while they placed the grant in a position 
|, which would prevent the possibility of its pass- 
:, Ing, should be fully known and understood. He 
: not to lay the reports for the present on the 
,, table. ; 

i i Mr. MOORE adverted to the position in which 
| he 


| Lands. 


He was notin his 


the child would not be killed, and that the gen- 
|! tleman from Missouri (Mr. Benton] would ‘have 


‘ that bill, taking all circumstances into consider- | 


i it taken from the guardianship of those who are | 
ressing it to death, and to be delivered to me, :: 
its own father. The bill thus taken from him had | 
| been used digainst him in his own State; for when | 


State on a certain side of the political line came out : 


against a grant of five hundred thousand acres `` 


say that such was the design of those who had |: 


ï Missouri misunderstand him had failed; but, as :' 


* he was determined that the manner in which he | 


stood in relation to the principles involved in | 
this matter, as one of the Committee on Public i` 
ag place when the report | 
_ was made; but, if a bill was reported, he hoped ; 


it in his power, as father, guardian, or author, to 
give it all the support and nutriment he wished. 
Mr. EWING said he had been charged by the 
Senator from Missouri (Mr. Benton] with incon- 
sistency. It was not easy to discuss a report 
not before the Senate. The committec intended, 
in making their report, to treat the new States 
alike, and to place them all on an equality. It 
was the opinion of the committee, that grants of 
lands should not be made for these particular 
purposes. The grant of the ten per cent. was so 
far a grant for those purposes. The committee 
did not know of the veto of the bill alluded to 
; by the gentleman from Missouri, and, for one, he 
! could never consent, as a member of this body, 
to. be swerved from his course by the exercise of 
it. He would not consent to mold his course 
: to meet the executive approbation. He would 
not be held to act in obedience to executive will, 
_If the motion prevailcd to lay the report upon 
the table, it would place it in the power of the 
gentleman from Missouri [Mr. Benton] to take 
such course in reference to it as he thought proper. 
He had nothing to do with his [Mr. Benton’s] 
State, to effect any object here, or any purpose 
‘ there, but intended to act upon broad principles. 
| Mr. BENTON certainly hed no objection that 
the Senator from Ohio, or any other Senator, 
should go on with their business, either public or 
rivate, without regarding the action of the Pres- 
ident; but he hoped now that he might be under- 
stood, and that there would be no necessity for 
him again to repeat it. What he objected to, 
particularly, was the taking his bill, which had 
received the favorable action of the Senate, which 
had precedent to sanction it, which had nothing 
extraneous in it, which rested on its own merits, 
and putting it in another bill which. had received 
the veto of the President, and which, taking into 
consideration the President’s message, it must be 
‘known would receive his veto again. The gen- 
‘tleman said he had ho objectin acting on the State 
of Missouri; but what was the state of things 
there some ‘years ago, at the time the vote was 
taken on this, distribution land bill, into which 
his bill had been’so irregularly embodicd? There 
was an election pending there for United States 
' Senator, and his vote on this bill was used against 
him from one end of the State to the other. To 
be sure, when the subject came before the Gen- 
eral Assembly, they saw and fully understood 
i! the circumstances under which he acted, and ap- 
preciated the feelings which influenced him to 
vote against a measure to which they as well as 
he was opposed on principle, though it did pro- 
pose to give five hundred thousand acres of land 
to the State he represented. Now, as to the bill 
for this grant to Missouri, which he had intro- 
duced at the very beginning of this session, and 
which, though referred to the committee long be- 
fore this distributive iand bill came limping in 
after it. aa wey 
© Sir, (said Mr. B.,) my Legislature has adopted 
' that bill; and in asking for this grant of five hun- 
dred thousand acres condemns this general bill 
| into which the grant is now put; and, having their 
approbation, he should again vote against this 
general bill, which, in_his opinion, contained so 
, much to condemn. Whatever was the design of 
' gentlemen in making the grant in this way, it 
:, Was entirely delusive while it was attached toa 
|, measure whose fate it must share. Now, with 
i respect to the nurture of those land bills which 
had been sent to the Committee on the Public 
Lands. “That committee had never, since the 
_ organization of the Government, been constituted 
` so unfavorably for the new States as now. How 
‘stood that committee? It consisted of Mr. Ewine 
of Ohio, Mr. Moore of Alabama, Mr. Crirren- 
DEN of Kentucky, Mr. Prentiss of Vermont, 
‘and Mr. McKean of Pennsylvania—a majority 
‘from the old States; the first time this commit- 
tee had been-so organized since hé had been in 
the Senate. The gentleman from Alabama was 
‘the only member on it from the new States; for 
i he considered Ohio, in all that respected the pub- 
lic lands, as an old State. She [Ohio] had re- 
ceived large grants of land from the Government, 
upwards of a million of acres, while the chair- 
man of the committee was from that State, and 
_ Was Opposed to making similar granis’ to the new 
| States who had received nothing. She had but 


l 
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little public land remaining to be sold. She was 
with the young States, which had received no : 
grants, or but small grants for internal improve- 
ment, and whose population was thin and re- 
sources weak. The real new States had but one 
representative on the committee. It was a com- 
mittee strangely and strongly organized against 
the new States, and could not speak and act for 
them with any knowledge of their feelings and 
interests. He should not submit in silence to the 
summary and compendious mode in which that 
committee had undertaken to dispose of all the 
petitions and memorials of the new States. He 
would take the proper time to contest their con- 
duct; to oppose all that they had done against 
reducing the price of the public lands; against 
ranting them lands for internal improvement, as 
fiad been granted to Ohio and some others; against 
a delusive report for money without any bill to ` 
grant money; against the land distribution bill; : 
and above all, he should take the proper time to 
endeavor to extract his own bill for five hundred 
thousand acres to Missouri from the stemach of 
the monster which had swallowed it, and from 
the guardianship of self-constituted protectors, 


who have put it where it must die, and whose | 


gratuitous protection had deprived the State of ; 
the grant in the bill for four years past. i 


Mr. EWING said the Senator complained that | 


this bill had been thrust into the land bill which |; 


had been vetoed. This bill related to the lands of 
one State. The committee had first provided for 
lands generally, and then attended to particular 
eases, which accounted for the circumstance of 
this bill coming limping in one day after the gen- 
eral bill. - : 
The reports were then laid on the table. 
COMMUNICATIONS FROM THE WAR DE- 


PARTMENT. : 
_ The CHAIR communicated a report from the 
War Department, in reply.to the resolution of the 
18th instant, stating the office held by Benjamin 
F. Curry in the Cherokee nation, the compensa- | 
tion paid him, and the act under which he was 
appointed; and 
n motion by Mr. WHITE, the report was . 
ordered to be printed. 

The CHAIR also communicated a report from | 
the same Department, showing the amount of | 
eth ee under the appropriations for the 

itary service for the year 1835, and the balance 
remaining in hand at the end of the year. 
; LANDS TO MISSOURI. 

Mr. EWING, from the Committee on Public 
Lands, reported without amendment, the bill 
granting five hundred thousand acres of land to | 
the State of Missouri for purposes of internal | 
improvement; and stated that it was the opinion | 
of the committee that the bill ought not to pass. 

NATIONAL DEFENSE. 4 

The Senate then proceeded to.the consideration 
of the resolution of Mr. Benton, for the appro- 
priation of the surplus revenue to objects of 
national defense; when f 

Messrs. GRUNDY, HILL, and LINN sev- | 
erally addressed the Senate on the subject; after 
which, ; 

On motion by Mr. CLAY, the resolution was | 
postponed till Monday, and ordered that when ` 
Ne nate adjourns, it adjourn to meet on that 

ay. 


f NEERS. | 

On motion by Mr. WALL, the Senate took up | 
the bill for the better organization of the corps of | 
topographical engineers; and the bill having been | 
read the third time, was passed. j 
INCREASE OF ENGINEERS. 

On motion by Mr. BENTON, the Senate took 


up the bill providing for the increase of the oe j 
e : 


of engineers; and the bill having been read t 
third time, was 
The Senate 

next. i 
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Mr. JARVIS, from the Committee on Naval 
Afairs, reported, without amendment, the bill 


perea 
em adjourned over to Monday f 


| from the Senate supplementary to the act to regu- | The SPEAKER said he had received a com- 
rich and populous, and not at all in the condition ` late and fix the compensation of the clerks in the || munication from a member of the Historical So- 


public Departinen!s, passed 20th of April, 1318. 
Mr. J. stated that the committee recommended 
that the bill be rejected. 


i ciety, making a request similar to the 


` present at that time, 


Mr. CRANE, from the Committee an Revo- | 


lutionary Claims, reported the following bills; 
which were read twice and committed: © ` 

A bill for the relief of the children and heirs of 
Colonel Thomas Knowlton, deceased; and 

A bill for the relicf of the legal representatives 
of Dr. William Johonnet, deceased. 

Mr. CONNOR, from the Committee on the 
Post Office and Post Roads, reported a bill to 
change the organization of the Post Office De- 
partment, and to provide more effectually for the 
settlement of the accounts thereof; which was 
read twice and committed. ; 

Mr. CONNOR said he was instructed by the 
committee to move that an extra number of one 
thousand copies of the bill be printed. 

The SPEAKER said the motion, under the : 
rule, would lie over one day. 

Mr. CONNOR moved to suspend the rule, for 
the purpose of considering the motion at this 
time; which was lost—two thirds not voting in 
the affirmative. : 

Mr. CARR, from the Committee on Private 
Land Claims, reported the following bills; which 
were read twice and committed: A biil for the 
relief of J. Elor Rachal; and a bill for the relief 
of Paul Poissot. 

Mr. INGHAM, from the Committee on Com- 
merce, reported a bill for the relief of Samucl 
Gilbert and others; which was read twice and 
committed ; 

Mr. WARDWELL, from the Committee on 


:' Revolutionary Pensions, reported a bill for the 


relief of Wcltha Barker, widow of Isaac Barker, ` 


i; deceased; which was read twice and committed. 


Mr. GARLAND, of Virginia, from the Com- 

mittee on Private Land Claims, -reported a bill 
' for the relief of William Marbury; which was 
read twice and committed. 

Mr. HOAR, from the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, reported the following billa, which 
were read twice and commitied: A bill for the | 
relief of John Bennett; a bill for the relief of Job 

| Wood; and a bill for the relief of George Elliott. 
|. Mr. CUSHMAN, from the Committee on Com- 

|| merce, reported a bill for the relief of Nathaniel 

H| Dennison; which was read twice and committed. 
|| Mr. PATTON, from the Committee on Terri- , 
|; tories, reported, with an amendment, the bill au- 
' thorizing the President to cause to be run and 
marked the boundary line between the territor 
of the United States and the State of Missourl; 
which was read twice and committed. 

Mr. JARVIS, from the select committee on the 
public buildings, reported a bill to provide for 
erecting a fire-proof building for the accommoda- | 
tion of the Departments of the Treasury and State; | 
which was read twice and committed. i 

Messrs. EVANS, MILLER, and BEALE, |: 
from the Committee on Invalid Pensions; Mr. 


| JARVIS, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, i 


| Messrs. CARR, and GARLAND of Virginia, 
from the Committee on Private Land Claims; 


‘| Messrs. SLADE, and WILLIAMS of North 


| Carolina, from the Committee on Public Lands; 
; and Messrs. UNDERWOOD, MUHLENBERG, 
| and BEAUMONT, from the Committee on Rev- 


OLGANLAR OFA f , l olutionary Claims—made unfavorable reports 
o OPOGRAPHICAL ENGI- | 


upon various petitions; which were laid on the 
| table. : 

Mr. JENIFER, by consent, presented several 
| petitions; which were appropriately referred. 


USE OF THE HALL. 


Mr. McKENNAN asked the consent of the 
House to presenta resolution, granting the use of 
the Hall of Representatives to the Historical So- 
ciety, on Saturday evening next, for the purpose 
of holding a meeting of said society. 

Mr. McK. said it was understood that the Sec- 
retary of War would deliver an address on the 
occasion. 

Objection being made, Mr. McKennan moved 
te ea the rule, which was agreed to—114 
to 42. - 

Mr. McK. then submitted t 
cated in his motion. 


he resolution indi- i 


roposition 


before the House, which, if ermited, he would 
E 3 


It was objected to. 

The question being on the adopti 
olution, 

Mr. HAWES said he had always given his vote 
against every proposition granting the use of this 
Hall, which was built with the people’s money, 
and for the exclusive use of their Representatives, 
for the purpose of holding meetings of certain 
societies. He should continue to oppose these 
indirect inroads upon the public Treasury. He 
understood the object of the members of these 
societies in asking permission to hold their meet- 
ings in this Hall. [twas to save their own pockets. 
There was another building in this city which 
was peculiarly suited for such meetings; but by 


on of the res- 


' procuring permission to use this Hall, two or 


three hundred dollars were taken from the public 
Treasury on every evening of such meeting to pay 
for candles, wood, &c., which ought to come out of- 
the pockets of the members of these societies. If 
it was an object to these gentlemen to save this 
expense, it was also his right and duty to object 
thatit should be paid out of the public Treasury. 
It was perhaps a small matter; but if the House 
yielded to these applications for the use of the Hall 
they might expect after awhile an application from 
a dancing socicty. He was opposed to.granting 
this privilege to temperance, colonization, abo- 
lition, or historical societies. He considered them 
all upon a par. He concluded by calling for the 
yeas and nays on the adoption of the resolutoin, 
which were not ordered. 
.The resolution was then agreed to. 


LOSS OF THE FORTIFICATION BILL. 


The House resumed the consideration of the 
following resolution, offered by Mr. Apams on 
Friday last: í , 

Resalvel, That sa much of the message of the President of 
the United States to Congress at the commencement of the 
present session, as reles to the fuildre at'the fast session 
of Congress of the bifl containing the ordinary appropria- 
tion for tortifications,be referred to a select committee, with 
instructions to inquire into and report to the House the 
cause and circumstances of the failure of this bill. 

The question pending being the amendment of 
Mr. Wiixtams, of North Carolina, giving the 
committee power to send for persons and papers, 

Mr. HARDIN said, he was somewhat struck 
with the strange course of the parliamentary pro- 


|| ceedings of the present session for the last two or 


three weeks, especially when he compared it with 


‘ the repeated speeches and declarations of honor- 


, able gentlemen. 


Some two weeks ago, or nearly 
that, an appropriation bill was called up, appro- 
priating the necessary means for the Navy of the 
United States. The House was in Committee of 
the Whole, when a proposition was made by the 
honorable chairman of the Committee of Ways 
and Means, [Mr. CAMBRELENG,} to. appropriate 
the sum of 92,000,000 over and above the ordinary 
appropriation for the Navy. - These $2,000,000, 
Mr. H. considered, were what might be called a 
war appropriation, and they were then pressed to 
act as speedily as possible on account of the exi- 
gency of our affairs in relation t> France. One 
honorable gentleman, whom he was proud tp call 
his personal friend, [Mr. Byxum,] had upon that 
occasion finished something like one half or two 
thirds of a very able and eloquent speech, in 
which they had been told that there was an 
American party and a French party, and that 
the true issue was between the aristocracy and 
the democracy of the country; and he was sorry 


| the gentleman had not had an opportunity of fin- 


ishing his speech. Well, the next morning, that 


| Measure, so much needed on account of the state 


of our affairs with France, was put by and the 
New York fire bill was called up at the special 
instance of the honorable chairman of the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means, who seemed to inti- 
mate yesterday that he would not have called up 
that bill but that he considered it a small matter, 
which would not occupy more than the mornin 

hour of business. Well, that business was le 

about one third finished; he said about one third, 
because he hoped before it was finally finished 


' that both the gentleman and himself would be 
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heard en the subject. Some day or two after ‘| any action of Congress proposed to grow out of | 
this, when the business in charge of the indefat- © it? No. Such a proceeding seemed to him to be: 
jendle gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Wuirtiesey] , 6 nondescript, the like of which was not to be. 
was the order of the day, the chairman of the found “in the heavens above, nor in the earth 

Committee of Ways and Means gets up to make beneath, nor in the waters under the earth;” : 
an explanation in reply to an atiack made upon never. It might answer the objects of those who 

him in a paragraph in the Telegraph; and after | had their cue. What use could there be in rais- , 
doing this, the gentleman seemed to throw outan | ing a committee, when no act of legislation of 
intimation thatit was to be followed up by an any kind could grow out of it? As the inquiry 
inquiry into the loss of this three million appro- ; was then before the House, and as gentlemen 
priation and the fortification bill. In an instant | who had prece 
up rose the gentleman from Massachusetts, [Mr. ', a certain latitu . 
Apams,] and took the floor with the resolution deavoring to follow them a little through the 
now beforesthe House. Mr H. would not say mazes of their arguments, Mr. H. happened 
there was any understanding between those two - 


to have the good or ill fortune to be there on the 
entlemen, by no means, for he was not author- 


occasion referred to, 
ized to say so, but it did seem to him that the 


scene. 
circumstance looked that way. All the business, Now Jet him inquire how, and in what manner, 
then, was to stand still; the Navy appropriation 


p the three million appropria on came up. Had 
biil was to stand still; the New York Fre illwas the President of the United States sent a message 
to stand still for this. He did not know what to 


to Congress, informing them that he wanted to 
call it; he had heard of Government inquisitions make war preparations against France? Had the 
and instructions, but he scarcely knew what to 


` war officer of the Government, the Secretary of 
“call this. Well, all business was stopped for 


War, the Secretary of the Navy 
that. They were every day informed—he could nication to the Senate upon the subject? No~ 
not tell how much was in the information—that , Had they any intimation, in any form or shape, 
France was arming and sending a large fleet; and `, on this subject? Not any. A bill had been 
they all knew—for it was a matter of factthat the | brought into that House at the commencement 
Indians and runaways in Florida were at that 


of the session, and, according to the computation 
moment desolating that Territory—one little army — of the honorable gentleman from Massachusetts, 
had been cut to pieces, another was gone, the 


had been before the House some fifty-two or 
women and children were falling victims to the 


fifty-three days. Well, it was sent to the Senate, 
tomahawk, and whole countries, as it were, and they added somcthing like one hundred and 
swept from the face of the earth. Just at the 


fifty thousand dollars to the bill. It had origin- 
very time all those things were going on what 


did they hear. Motion after motion was made 
every morning, for what purpose? To dispense 
with the rules of the House and take up the time 
of the House, that the great war minister of the 
nation should deliver them a lecture upon ancient 
history! He would declare that it presented the 
‘most ridiculous ‘spectacle he ever saw. How- 
ever, he had no hand in any business before the 
House, having a very humble and very obscure 
part to perform, and he therefore felt no share of 
responsibility at the course that body had taken. 
They had heard a speech from the gentleman 
from Massachusetts last Friday of great anima- 
tion, and, in the opinion of some, of great abil- 
ity, for it was cheered and huzzaed in the Housc, 
a thing never known in any parliamentary body, 
except in the bloody days of the French conven- 
tion. ‘Well, after that gentleman sat down, Mr. 
H.’s friend from Virginia (Mr. Wise] got the 
‘floor,and addressed the House something like an 
hour on Friday, and about two hours and a half 
‘on Saturday. It gave Mr H. pleasure to say 
that the gentleman acquitted himself well, bothas ` 
to ability and industry, in developing and inquir- 


dred and fifty thousand dollars of appro 
and something like one hundred ane fifty thou- 
sand dollars in addition. Now, whenever the 
House had agreed to the Senate’s amendment, 
the bill was that moment a law, as soon as the 
President of the United States had signed it. The 
House then concurred in that amendment, with 
an additional one, on the last day of the session, 
of three millions more. This was done in the 
„i latter part of the last day of the session. Did any 
‘| member of that House officially—no, nor secretly, 
| either to him, for he never knew it, nor ever 
'| heard of it until it was offered—say the Secretary 


Let him ask them, was it a thing remarkable, 
and one deserving the denunciation of the gentle- 
man from Massachusetts, because they were 
ignorant, in the dark, and uninformed of the sub- 


Certainly not. They were not in the Cabinet 
secret. They did not know the President wanted 
them to assume the responsibility. 

The bill of indictment framed by the gentleman 
L: from Massachusetts had two or three counts. One 
ing into this ne hc but his efforts deserved | was against the Senate, another against the mem- 
still higher compliment. It showed in these |, bers of the House who voted egainst the bill— 
degencrate days a bold and noble daring. Such || though the count against the Senate was rather 
men were rare; and when he saw the gentleman || narrowed down against a prominent candidate for 
from New York [Mr. Campnerenc] getup, and | the presidential chair. The count against Mr. 
after a few remarks move an adjournment, he '| H., for he was included in it as voting against 
intimated clearly what would happen at some | the bill, he would endeavor to answer. He voted 
future day; and he intimated at the same time i| against the $3,000,000 appropriation because he 
that the gentleman from Virginia would receive || was uninformed upon it; that was one reason. 
acarcely a pemg notice. He seemed to con-' He voted against it, also, because from his soul 
sider that the member from Virginia was acham- ‘| he believed it, from its genoral character, to be 


‘pion unworthy of esteem, and also intimating | unconstitutional. Itconflicted with that clause of 
that he had higher game elsewhere. 


I On yester- |: the Constitution providing that no money sh 
‘day what did they hear? He had expected to || be drawn from tile public Treasury unless a ne 
hear something like Jupiter thundering from ‘| priated by law; and no appropriation could: be 
Olympus; but instead of that it was the misera- |! said to be in compliance with that provision which 
ble squeaking of a jew’s harp. 
Mr. H. said he was little acquainted with par- |! a of appropriation. 


liamentary rules; for, though he had been in Con- li 
“gress, off and on, for nearly twenty years, and |! 
-mn legislative bodies for nearly twenty-five years, | 
che had never had any aspirations for the Chair; |! 
buthe would appealto every member of the House, 
-he would appeal to the father of the House, 
whether ey ever saw anything like the present | 
resolution? Whatdid it propose? Nothing upon 
‘which that House—nothing upon which the Sen- | 
ate—nothing upon which any of the Departments 
‘could act. Tt was an idle, a ridiculous inquiry, 
why and wherefore the fortification bill did not pass 
«at the last session of Congress. Were articles of 
Hmpeachiment proposed against the members of the 
tast Congress, or against the Senate? No. Was 


not state. How much for the Navy? It did not 
state. What proportion for the fortifications? It 
did not state. It was neither more nor less than : 
giving the President $3,000,000, either to expend 
the whole, or any part, and telling him, “ You 
may expend this for the Army, or the Navy, or 
for fortifications—just as you choose!’’ Mr. 
H. would again ask, if this was appropriating 
money within the true meaning and spirit of the 
Constitution? Gentlemen might say they had 
confidence in General Jackson; but that was ne 
argument. Mr. H. would sy he would not put 


| be just as reasonable. 


ded him, had been indulged with : 
de, he must be pardoned in en- ; 


from the opening to the last : 


sent a commu- . 


ally passed the House with perhaps four hun- ' 
riation, | 


| of War or the Secretary of the Navy wanted it? : 


ject, that they did not think proper to vote for it? | 


li did not specify—which did not designate—the | 


ji term commenced. The 
Mr. H. then read the amendment.] Howmuch : 


(he asked) was designed for the Army? It did |! inate? Supposing a m 


ig 


if 


‘ton, if he were President. It was a dangerous 
precedent. Why, they might as well give Gen- 
eral Jackson $3,000,000, and tell him to expend 
it under the head of ‘ general welfare;’’ it would 

He catled upon them to 

look at the tremendous power of the Executive 

of this country, even within the pale of the Con- 
stitution. The President of the United States 
wiclded a more tremendous power at this time 
than any crowned head in Europe, not even 
excepting the Emperor of Russia; and there was 
no means of keeping it within bounds but by 

' Congress: It was a growing, an alarming power; 

and that House, having the control ef the nation’s 

' purse, offered the only check to ite 

The proposed amendment was a violation (Mr.. 

© H. said) of the spirit of the Constitution. It 

was the only republican feature preserved in the 

British constitution, from which we had derived 

it. That feature offered the' only barrier which 

the people of England could interpose against any 
unpopular ministry, and by which they could 

check the king on his throne.” Nay, even a 

favorite ike Lord Wellington, the conqueror of 

a thousand pitched battles, was compelled to yield 

before it. Then, he hoped American citizens 

would never forget nor resign it. He would now 
recur a little to the history of this bill. 
The gentleman from New York [Mr. Cam- 

BRELENG,] had entertained the House, from time 

to time, about what moment the bili had been sent 

tothe Senate. Phe bill came back fron the Senate, 
with their disagreeing to the amendment of the 

House. A motion was made for the House to 

recede, which failed; and then it went back to the 

Senate, with a message, informing them that we 

refused to recede. The Senate again sent it back 

to the House, for the purpose of throwing the 

, responsibility upon it; and a eommittce of con- 

ference was appointed, &c. Mr. H. then went 

into the history of the bill, as recorded on the 

Journal of the House. He said there wasa great 

l: deal of business transacted, contrary to thè recol- 

i) lection of the gentleman f: om New York, between 

|| the appointment of the committee and the passage 

| of the Cumberland road bill; and if the committee 
| did not retire till then, they were negligent of their 

'duty. The ycas and nays were twice called— 
sundry other busincas was done—and a varicty of 

i: motions made, which must have taken at least an 

| houranda half. Mr. H. said he himself saw the 

' clock put back at least an hour and eighteen min- 

|| utes on that night, during a discussion on the 

; Judicial circuit bill. Mr. H. went into a minute 

u history of this part of the proceedings. It was 

| true there were some gentlemen who had consti- 

|! tutional scruples about voting aftertwelve o’clock; 
and he had been given to understand the Presi- 
| dent took the same ground. 

‘| _ Mr. H. said he took the same ground with the 

|| President of the United States, that the’ eonstitu- 
| tional term of Congress expired at twelve o’clock 

| on that night. He then read, in support of that 

: ground, the resolution of the convention for adopt- 

| ing the Constitution, authorizing the old Congress 

ito fix the day of meeting. The old Congress 

| fixed it on Wednesday, the 4th of March, 1789, 

| and the first presidential term commenced on the 

| same day of that year. To him it was incontro- 
| vertible that the expiration of the’ congressional 
| term was on the 3d of March every two years, 
| and the presidential term on the same day every 

H! four years. The law took no notice of a fraction 

i of a day. Mr. H. then quoted from Blackstone 3 

l; Commentaries to show that the year was always, 

i in law, held to be campleted the day before the 
t uestion then resolved 

| itself into this, when did the 3d'of March term- 

an were indicted for a erime 
done on Saturday, when it was proved he did it 
after daybreak on Sunday, would it stand? He 
was positive that the committee could have re- 
orted before twelve o’clock, if they had pleased. 
as the Senate of the nation to be arraigned at 
the bar of public opinion, and censured, because 
they refused to vote an appropriation of three 
millions, when they heard nothing of it till. after 
dark? The gentlemen from Massachusetts said 
they knew of it, on account of the resolution 
unanimously adopted, but that resolution was 
not unanimously adopted. It was amended after 


i 
| 


ie 

i 
l 
i 
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money even into the hands of General Washing- 


Messrs. Archer, Binney, and Mr. H. himself hal 


1686... 


THE GONGRESSIONAL. GLOBE: 


151 


severally addressed the House against it, and the 
words “atallhaza-ds,’’—that the “ House would 


| desirous to see the public business progressing as | 


! any man, and his course heretofore would show 


abide by the treaty at all kazards,” were struck | it; but he would say that wùcu gentlemen sec 


out. lt was opposed as a menace, a threat, little 
less than an insult, to a proud and noble nation, 
and was opposed by those gentlemen and siruck 
out. Thisamendmenthe knew was adopted after 
Mr. H. had himself addressed the House. He 
well recollected the three or four speeches of the 
gentleman from Massachusetts, Bir. Apams,] 
whose sentiments were Janus-like, the face same- 
times one way and sometimes anather, and Mr. 
H. had asked him, upon that occasion, which 
was his last will and testament. i 

Mr. H. then went into a brief review of the 
present condition of the French question. He 
could not censure the conduct of the King of the 
French, who had done everything that could be 


expected from him up to the last session. Let: 
him ask why it was that the gentleman from | 


Massachusetts had not displayed his chivalry 
under Charles X.? The organization of the 
French Government gave to,the Deputies of the 
people the right over all appropriations, That 


republican feature was precisely the same in | 


France as in our own country. 
cated any war with that nation; but whenever our 
honor was involved he would be willing to fight 
France or any other country. 


Mr. H. depre- ' 


Who was it that ; 


really insulted us? Bonaparte, Louis XVIII., 


and perhaps Charles X.; but not Louis Philippe. 
The French nation may have broken faith with 
us, and Mr. H. would insist upon the ents 
but it was a mere money bond transaction. If 
France were to insult us, to menace us, he would 
instantly arm; but on a money transaction he 
would first weigh the costs of the suit. Were 
our one hundred and fifty millions of imporis, 
one hundred and twenty millions of exports, our 
thousand ships engaged. in the fisheries, &c., all 
to be hazarded for the sake of about five millions, 
a great portion of which would & into the in- 
surance companics of England? Until something 
more took place than he now knew of, he would 
not vote one dollar of appropriation for war prep- 
aration. He would not, however, that the Amer- 


ican Government should make an apology for a | 


hundred millions, nor a hundred to that, for he 
was utter] 
thing to injure her proud stand among the nations 
of the earth, 

Mr. H. hoped the question would not be dis- 
cussed with reference to the presidential election; 
but that they should consider it apart from all 
party considerations. He hoped, however, that 
the nation would not be dragooncd into a war by 
the cry of French party. He was opposed to 
any war with France; but if we should become 
involved in a contest, he would. consider himself 
a traitor if he did not vote far every war measure. 
It was extraordinary that the friends of one gen- 
tleman, who had never smelt powder in his life, 
should be striving to drive us into a war; whercas 
the friends of one who had been a soldier from 
his youth—for Mr. H. avowed himself in favor 
of General Elarrison—were for peace, and were 
denounced asthe French party. It was all done 
for the benefit of the officeholders and the ofice- 
hunters. 

Mr. H. indignantly repelled the imputation cast 
upon those who voted against the three million 
appropriation, of being man-worshipers as insin- 
uated in the speech of the gentleman from Massa- 
chusetts, and quoted Mr. Adams’s letter in reply 
to an invitation toa dinner in August, 1634, in 
which he eulogized the Senate for their opposi- 
tion to the Executive, and the removal of the 
deposits, contrasting it with his remarks in the 
House the other day. Mr. H. concluded by re- 
ferring to the gentleman’s course on the abolition 
question, and by an earnest appeal to that God 
who had protected our country in the revolution- 
ary struggle, to dispel the dark cloud now impend- 
ing over us. 

Mr. EVANS said, he was very glad, after sev- 
eral ineffectual efforts, to have got an opportunit 
to address the House, because he was fearful, 
from indications, that the present debate would 
be cut short. . He was one of those who voted to 
suspend the rules, to admit the resolution, and he 
did it, not because he had desired discussion, but 
because he would not shrink from it. . He was as 


opposed to this nation doing any- | 


i proper to make charges, he would meet them. 


: He thought the manner in which the resolution 
_ under consideration was got up looked very much 
lke a concert between the gentleman from New 
York [Mr. Campretene] and the gentleman from 
Massachusetts, [Mr. Apams.] When it came 
up, the great business of the nation was to be 
laid aside, and the honorable member must have 
been aware that the resolution would clicita warm 
debate. Thegentlemanfrom New York has been 
charged with the loss of the appropriation bill of 
last year. Let him meet that charge, and not try 
to get off from it by making a new issue. The 


President of the United States had alluded to this . 


matter. Why does he go to our Journal, and 
endeavor to show where the bill was lost. It 
was extremely singular that the gentleman from 
Massachusetts should have offered sucha resolu- 
i tion, and that he should have examined the par- 
liamentary practice in England for the last hun- 
dred years to show that the Senate had treated 
the House with disrespect; and then called on the 
Speaker, and the oldest member, and the youngest 
member in the House, to know whether there 
i had ever been such a message sent from one: 
House to the other. Did the honorable gentle- 
man find a precedent for the resolution which he 
had offered, instituting an inquiry into the conduct 
of a preceding Congress? He did not say that 
he had not; but he asked the question. If he did 
not find a precedent, then it would stand alonc, 
‘ like the honorable gentleman said the Senate mes- 
sage stood. But most extraordinary of all was, 
that the gentleman should accompany the resolu- 
tton with a speech; and in that speech he said it 
_ was all for the sake of harmony; and the gentle- 
maa said, before the House and the country, that 
he would keep within the spirit of the rules, 
which rules. said that.allusion must not be made 
to any transaction of the other body. He left it 
to the gentleman himsclf to say how sincere he 
was in his declaration. He d.d not, to be sure, 
‘ allude directly to that body, but transferred it to 
a printing-office, and made it a personification of 
sentiment. 
Mr. E: certainly had not expected such a res- 
: olution from the genileman from Massachusetts. 
| The loss.of the fortification billhad nothing to do 
with the present House. If the gentlemen go on 


|, gresses, where would it stop? How far should 
nı they go back? The gentleman not only made a 
p general charge against the Senate, but went into 

a specification. 
i was bad. 
i that was an instance of want of temper. Did the 
: gentleman not know that it was a late hour in the 
evening when the bill went to them? Decorum 
| might have given way to save the bill. 
i lieved the Senate had come to the determination 
i never to grant the $3,000,000, and the sooner the 
| House knew it, the better; because it enabled the 
| House to put it in a shape that the Senate could 
vote for it. The gentleman from Massachusetts 


! ing on the fuifillment of the treaty; that it was 
‘ carrying out what that resolution contemplated; 
_and that every member of the House knew it. 


of its specific character. 
; reported was exceptionable. 
'on the treaty at all hazards. But the House 
struck out ‘‘ all hazards.” It was then adopted, 
because it was tapered down and softened until it 
suited all partics. If it had been avowed that 
that resolution was to be the forerunner of a 
| $3.000,000 appropriation, it could never have 
passed unanimously. We voted for it because it 
did not permit us to do anything. The gentle- 
man from New York said, that when we voted 
that resolution we were bound to go one step 
further, and vote moncy to accomplish it. If 
gentlemen had avowed that on the passage of the 
resolution, it would not have got through; one 
i Speech against it would have defeated it. At 


It spoke of ins‘sting 


what time did the gentleman from Massachusetts 
come to the conclusion that exteusive appropri- 


| The House adopted that resolution on the ground | 
The resolution as first 


‘He said the temper of the Senate ; 
He says they voted to adhere, and , 


‘ with a vindication of the character of former Con- | 


He be- |! 


: had said that the clause appropriating $3,000,000 |; 
was introduced in consequence of the unanimous , 
vote of the day previous, on the resolution insist- ; 


‘the Joss of this bill 


| ations ought to be made for the defense of the 
country? We were favored during the last scs- 
sion with several speeches from the gentleman 
on the same subject. The committee had sub- 
1 mitted a plan for the defense of the country, 
| which was, to sell the government stock in the 
. United States Bank, amounting to $7,000,000, and 
apply the money to that object. When the sub- 
ject came up in the Committee of the Whole, 
| the gentleman from Massachusetts said that it 
; Was a most extraordinary proceeding, by which 
: $7,000,000 were to be expended in a windmill war 
with France. In another part of that speech he 
said he would pledge himself to the nation there 
would be no war. Well, there was no war, but 
the principal reason was, because the $3,000,000 
had not been appropriated. Three days after- 
wards the gentleman said the nation was in im- 
minent peril. Ifthe nation was in imminent peril, 
why did he not say so three days before, The 
gentleman, in his charge on the Senate, was ex- 
tremely respectful to members of the House—their 
Motives were not to be questioned. He vindi- 
cated the motives of those who disappeared be- 
hind the pillars, so that no quorum could be 
formed. They were treated respectfully, yet the 
Senate had no right to constitutional scruples. 
Ou the 7th of February (he said) the Senate had 
“dodged the question, and on the 14th he explained 
‘what he mcant;and so far from censuring it, if he 
had his way, he would move the House to come 
to the same resolution. The Senate (he said) 
had acted, and he blamed the House for not acting. 
There was anything but a charge against the 
Senate. 
Mr. E. had becn astonished to see the contra- 
dictory specclics of the gentleman from Massa- 
chusetts, (Mr. Apams.] The gentleman said the 
constitutional scruples of the Senate dwindled 
down to a mere maiter of-dollars and cents. The 
objections were not to the amount, but to the 
form of theappropriation. It was voting $3,000,000 
without object; throwing it into the hands of the 
President to be used at his discretion. . The Sen- 
ate thought it was unconstitutional, and that was 
enough for him. They acted up to their under- 
standing of the Constitution. Mr. E. voted against 
the three million appropriation, and should do so 
again— not because he was unwilling to defend the 
‘country, |The Journal would show that he had 
voted for every defense of the country, and for 
the highest sum. He had voted in the minority 
for appropriations when the majority were the 
very same men who are now charging us with 
A gentleman from South 
Carolina desired an increase of appropriation for 
fortifications, and the argument used in opposition 
to it was ancconomical Administration. They did 
i not pride themselves upon what they had done, 
but upon what they had left undone. When we 
told them the time might come when these forti- 
fications might be needed, they talked about econ- 
omy and retrenchment. About three years since 
i he wished to get an appropriation for the defense 
of the State of Mainc, but he could not get an Ad- 
ministration man to stand by him. He saw when 
danger came it would be but a poor time to act; a 
midnight vote could not build up impregnable 
defenses. He had voted against the three million 
appropriation, but he must confess that he was 
at a loss to know how to vote at present. Ifthe 
country was in peril, he would go as far as him 
who went farthest; but if it was not, he would 
not vote a dollar. He knew not which was best, 
whether to vote for appropriations, or to take up 
| opinions, which were somewhat current, that the 
country was in no peril—that there was no dan- 
‘ger at all. He would now say afew words with 
i respect to the loss of the fortification bill. The 
, Senate did not cause its failure. It was lost by 
| adding $3,000,000 to it. The House had the 
| right to make the addition, but the Senate had 
i the right to not vote for it. When the bill came 
: back from the Senate, the gentleman from New 
i York [Mr. CamsrRELENG] moved that the House 
adhere, and said he would let the Senate take the 
responsibility of defeating it Was it the fault 
of the Senate alone? As to thathe had only to say 
| that each House was to be the judge for itself. 
But the Senate must be brought down; it must 


‘| vote the appropriation in any shape the House 


i| and the President might choose to receive it, 


OBE. 


J 


anuary 28, 


After the conferees returned, all of a sudden there 


soomed to be a great desire to defeat the bill. 
it got into the House he would not pretend to 
sav, Did the member from Alabama snow any 
desire to defeat it? Did the Senate show any 
desire to defeat it? Did we, who voted to recede, 
show a desire to defeat it? Ceriainly not. We 
tried to get it through, but we tried in vain. 
Read the names of those who voted before twelve 
o'clock, and of those who voted after that hour, 
and it will be scen who defeated the bill. But 
gentlemen say they had constitutional scruples. 
Very few expressed such scruples—certainly not 
more than four or five. The gentleman from 
Georgia [Mr. Gitmer] did express such scruples; 
but he did not remain in the Hall to embarrass 
the business. No, sir, he went out of the door 
and never returned. He went out like an hon- 
orable man, and left others to act. He had no 
art or lot in the disturbances of that night. 
Ervery man knows we had a quorum whencver 
we wanted one. There was a quorum when the 
Letcher and Moore resolution was taken up. 
The resolution was to pay Mr. Letcher for his 
services in Congress, to which was added an 
amendment to pay Mr. Moore also; the previous 
uestion was got on the resolution, which cut off 
ihe amendment to pay Mr. Moore, and then 


How ` 


suddenly no quorum was to be found. There ` 


was another experiment resorted to to get the bill 
through. A call of the House was demanded; 
but the gentleman from New York protested 
against a call, saying, who would answer to their 
names? It was the pride of the party not to an- 
swer to their names. 
tlemer were afraid that the bill would pass, but 
it looked very much like it. When the motion 
was made that the House adjourn, in consequence 
of having finished its business, the gentleman 
from New Jersey [Mr. Parker] rose in his place, 
and said the House had not finished its business; 
that the fortification bill had not passed; and he 
pod the House to take it up and pass it. The 
Fouse had it in its power to have passed the bill 
atthat time. The gentleman from Massachusetts 
rosc, and said there was a quorum inthe House, 
and that the bill could be passed; but he was an- 
swered with loud cries of “ order,” order!” Dis- 
disorder prevailed, and the bill was lost. 
Mr. E. said it was extremely painful to him to 
be compelled to make the remarks which he did. 
He could not, however, sit still and hear charges 


made against a high-minded, honorable man, and | 
It was not | 


that, too, by personified sentiments. 
for him to defend him; his life, his services, and 
his history belonged tothe country. Such charges 
will not shake the firmness of his friends; they 
will rally around him, let who will desert him. 

When Mr. E. concluded his remarks, several 
membcrs rose and addressed the Chair. 

Mr. DYNUM obtained the floor, but the hour 
being late, he moved an adjournment. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 


At the request of the Chair, Mr. B. withdrew 
his motion, and, by unanimous consent, the fol- 
lowing communications were presented by the 
Speaker: 

I. A message from the President of the United 
States, transmitting the annual report of the In- 


spectors of the Penitentiary in the District of Co- | 


lumbia; which was laid on'the table, and ordered 
to be printed. 
‘ TI. A Ictter from the Secretary of War, trans- 


Mitting,in pursuance of a resolution of the House |. 


of the 12th instant, a report of the engineer in 
reference to the works at the eastern termination 
of Lake Erie; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 
IH. A communication trom the Postmaster 
General, transmitting a list of the clerks employed 


in his Department, and the compensation of each; į 


which was laid on the table, and ordered to be 
printed. 

IV. A letter from the Secretary of the Navy 
transmitting a list of pensioners; which was laid 
on the table, and ordered to be printed. 

vV. A letter from the Secretary of War, com- 
municating a report, pursuant to the act of May 
1, 1920, from the Second Comptroller, exhibit- 
ing the amount of certain expenditures for the 
year 1835, and the balances on hand at the close 


He did not say that gen- | 


lof that year; which was laid on the table, and 
ordered to be printed. 


The House then (at half past four o’clock, p. 


m.) adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Fripay, January 29, 1836. 


Mr. WHITTLESEY, from the Committee on 
Claims, reported a bill for the relief of James 
Heron; which was read twice and committed. 

Mr. STANDEFER, from the Committee on 
Revolutionary Claims, reported a bill for the re- 
lief of the heirs and legal representatives of Cap- 
tain Pressly Thornton, deceased; which was read 
twice and committed. 

Mr. W. B. SHEPARD, from the Committee 
on the District of Columbia, reported a bill to 
extend the jurisdiction of the corporation of the 
city of Washington; which was read twice and 
committed. 

Mr. INGERSOLL, from the Committee of 
Ways and Means, reported a bill making an ap- 
propriation for the Military Academy of the 
United States for the year 136; which was read 
twice and committed. 

Mr. HAMMOND, from the Committee on 
Private Land Claims, reported a bill for the relief 


of John Borey; which was read twice and com- , 


mitted. 

Mr. CHAPIN, from the Committee on Revo- 
lutionary Claims, reported a bill for the relief of 
Joseph Prescott; which was read twice and com- 
mitted. 

Mr. WASHINGTON, from the Committee on 
‘ the District of Columbia, reported a bill amend- 

atory of the act to incorporate the Provident As- 
sociation of Clerks in the civil departments of 
the Government of the United States, in the Dis 
trict of Columbia; which was read twice and 
committed. 


Mr. HAWES, from the Committee on Indian . 


Affairs, reported a bill for the relief of the legal 
representatives of William Anderson, deceased; 
which was read twice and committed. 

Messrs. WHITTLESEY and DAVIS, from 
the Committee on Claims; Messrs. STORER, 
BOND, and FRY, from the Committee on Rev- 
olutionary Pensions; and Mr. LAWLER, from 
the Committee on Private Land Claims, made 
unfavorable reports on various petitions; which 
were laid on the table. 

LOSS OF THE FORTIFICATION BILL. 

The House resumed the consideration of the 


i following resolution, offered by Mr. Apams on | 


| Friday last: 

' dent of the United States to Congress at the commence- 
| ment of the present session as relates to tiie failure at the 
| Jast session of Congress of the bill containing the ordinary 
: appropriation for fortifications, be referred to a select com- 
mittee, with instructions to inquire into and report to the 
ae the éause and circumstances of the failure of that 

ill. 


The question pending being the amendment of 
‘Mr. Wixurams, of North Carolina, giving theecom- 


; mittee power to send for persons and papers. 


io Mr. BYNUM said it was with sinecre regret | 


House on the present occasion; but he had rights 
which he was bound to sustain whenever they 
were invaded by friend or by enemy. 


, an electionecring speech., 


t í He protested against 
ii electioneering for Presiden 


ts in the House, and 


i had the exclusive right to do that; and the House 
_dent. He knew that there wasan opinion abroad 


; combined the greater part of the intelligence, and 
some had thought that it contained the greater 
part of the virtue of the country; but he was not 
one of those who subscribed to that doctrine. 
| He believed there was to be found more virtue 
and intelligence out of Congress than in it; and 
he felt proud that it was so. 

So long as the people were intelligent and virtu- 
ous, Mr.B. feaiednd usurper in the White House; 
norleague of demagogues inany other branch of the 
| Legislature. He would not be the Cato on that 


: floor to clectioncer ‘or any man for President, nor 


| Resolved, That so much of the message of the Presi- ` 


that he found himself compelled to address the || 


i He had || 
| not risen for the purpose of making anything like 


in every other legislative body. The people of | 
the United States, in their sovereign capacity, , 
of Representatives never should make a Presi- 


i that in the Congress of the United States was 


i did he believe that any effort made there would 

‘make one. The present Congress stood redeemed 
on that subject. Not many years since, a Pres- 
ident was attempted to be made in another quarter, 
Denunciations of a serious nature were made 
against him, and the people were called’ upon to 
sustain them. What did the pcople say? They 
said, “Away with your denunciations; we call for 
facts, and will be governed by facts; and the people 
did decide. But nothing daunted with that, they 
are trying to play the same game over again. The 
batteries had been opened on that floor, for the 
purpose of firing away on public opinion. He 
came here for the purpose of discharging his duty 
as a Representative of the peopic, and would do 
that fearlessly; but he did not come here to make 
a President, or to unmake one. The gentleman 
from Virginia had told us, that, apon the issue of 

. the question under consideration, depended the 

‘presidential election. He admitted the superior 
sagacity of that gentleman, but for the life of him 
he could not determine how its termination would 
either make Judge White or Martin Van Buren 
President. The gentleman from Virginia had 
said, that he [Mr. Bynum] had thrown obstacles 
in the way of an examination to prove corruption 
in certain gentlemen of the House. He was ata 
loss to know what the gentleman meant. He 
would go into an investigation ag ‘far as that gen- 
tleman dare go. 

Mr. WISE said he did not charge the gentle- 
man with throwing obstacles in his way. The 
gentleman could throw no stumbling block in his 
way. He did say that the gentleman had been 
very particular to say that it was not proved that 
the House was responsible for the failure of the 
appropriation bill. He did not know whether 

: that was meant or was not meant; and he was 
, Not disposed to join issue with the gentleman. 

i Mr. BYNUM was glad to find that the gentle- 
man did ‘not accuse him of throwing obstacles in 
his way. He was opposed to no investigation. 
' But the gentlernan from Virginia had made a 

serious charge aguinst some of the most promi- 
‘nent members of the ‘House, and against the 

President of thé United States. He understood 

the gentleman to say that the $3,000,000 appro- 

priation was procured, or attempted to be pro- 

cured, by certain individuals in:the House, for 
, Secret service Money: -- ` 
| Mr. WISE said he repeated, that he understood 
| that the chairmitn of the Committee of Ways and 
Means knew that tlie’ President desired it, and 
the chairman of the Committee on Foreign Affairs 
had told us that he knew of it; but, instead of 
|| communicating it to the Hotise officially, they 
only informéd a few individuals of it, and told 
them to say nothing about it. 

Mr. BYNUM said the gentleman had not an- 
swered him at all. He would go with the gen- 
tleman, if he would accept of his feeble company, 
in the investigation. He'gsked him. again if he 
understood him right when hé said the eppro- 
priation was to be procured fof secret service 
money? bat ne 

Mr. WISE said he had answeréd the question, 
|| and he thought the gentleman from North Càr- 
olina was in the secret: but, as he was not, he 
i| would ask the honorable Speaker of the House, 
ii who ought to tell; he would dsk ‘honorable mem- 
bers of the House ifthe appropriation was wanted 
| for secret service money, or was it wanted for the 
| defense of the country? - ee 
| Mr. BYNUM said he asked föra 


direct’ an- 
swer. He had undetstood the ¢entleman:- to Have 
, made the assertion diveétly. - Ifthe President had 
| attempted to: impose on tiie House for the pur- 
| pose of extractins $3,009,000 for neerct ‘service 
money, he was fot carrying the investigation to 
| the White House. He was for probing it to the 
|; bottom. H he tnderstedd the gentleman right, 
' he was for purging the House of corruption, and 
. the White House for despotism. Mr. B. said he 
| had not the ability, he had not the intellectual 


_ power to do that; ang if the geiitleman from Vir- 
| ginia had, Judge White might step aside, and he 
i| would go for him for President, because he could 
| do more than any other man in Arherica. But he 
:i thought he understood the gentleman to oppose 
| the resolutién under'consideration: He thought 
ji the géntleman ought to have seen the necessity 
i| of addpting tli¢-resolution, or someth ing hke it, 


ei. 
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for the purpose of enabling him to carry on his 
investigation. The gentleman from Virginia had 
also said that there was a trained band in the 
House, but the gentleman did not tell us who be- 
longed to that trained band. It was but a short | 
time since the gentleman professed to belong to | 
that same band. | 

Mr. WISE said, let me plead not guilty of be- 
longing to that band—never in my life. 

Mr. BYNUM said that the gentleman had been | 
elected by professing to belong to that party; and : 
if Mr. B. understood him rightly, he was favor- | 
abi- to the principles of the present Administra- | 
tion, and came to Congress a supporter of the | 
President; and he appealed to the members who 
were in Congress at that time to sustain him in | 
the assertion. i 

Mr. WISE said, when he spoke of the trained 
band, he meant the trained band of the party on `: 
the night of the 3d of March, 1835; and he begged :: 
leave to make a distinction between the friends of ` 
the President and the friends of the party. 

Mr. BYNUM said he confessed that the gentle- 
man had got into an inexplicable difficulty. He 
had divided the friends of the President from the ` 
friends of the party. He saw that the gente- `: 
man’s perspicacity was too keen for him to follow, `i 
The gentleman had stated, in the commencement | 
of his harangue, that he would tell the whole ' 
truth; but he had not toldeus that there were 

residential partisans on the other side of the 
Pious. There were other parties besides the ' 
Van Buren party. There were a number of gen- 
tlemen elected under the influence of the Presi- 
dent’s name, but when they came to Congress 
they were suddenly changed to the other side. 


ORDERS OF THE DAY. 


Mr. B. was proceeding in his remarks, when 

Mr. ASHLEY moved that the House proceed 
to the orders of the day. k 

Some conversation took place between Messrs. 
WHITTLESEY, BELL, PATTON, WISE, ; 
PEYTON, ADAMS, EVANS, and the CHAIR, |, 
as to the right of the gentleman from Missouri || 
to submit the motion for the orders of the day, | 
the House having suspended the rules, in order ‘| 
to enable the gentleman from Massachusetts to 4 
introduce the resolution under discussion. il 


The SPEAKER decided that the motion was || 


| - Engroesed bille of the following titles were then 


| Jardella; f 


read the third time and passed : 
A bill for the relief of James ‘Tilford; | 
A bill forthe relief of Pierce and Van Voorhees; i 
A bill for the relief Joseph Cooper; j 
A bill for the relief of Thomas F. Townsley; 
A bill for the relief of the heirs of Franzoni and 


A bill for the relief of the representatives of 
William Findlay; 

A bill for the relief of Marinus W. Gilbert; 

A bill for the relief of Richard Hardesty; 

A bill for the relief of David Bartlett; 
oe bill for the relief of William Baker, of New 

ork; à 

A bill for the relief of Doctor William Baker, of | 
the District of Columbia; 

A bill for the relief of Daniel Whitney; 

A bill for the relief of Andrew Dodge; 

A bill for the relief of Nathan P. Tatum; 

A bill for the relief of Benjamin F. Stickney; 

A bill for the relief of John McDonnell; 

A bill for the relief of Henry Knowles, sen.; 

A bill for the relief of John Pollock; 

A bill for the relief of Daniel Homans; 

A bill for the relief of Owen Rice, and others, 
representatives of Jacob Eyerly; 

A bill for the relief of Lieutenant Washington | 
Seawell; : 

A bill for the relief of Russ and Roach; ‘i 

A bill for the relief of Jane Taylor and children; :, 

A bill for the relief of the representatives of 
Wille Blount; 

A bill for the relief of Laurentius M. Eiler; - 

A bill for the relief of Moses Bliss; 

A bill for the relicf of David S. Campbell; 

A bill for the relief of Saunders and Putnam; |, 

A bill for the relief of the executors of Charles | 
Wilkins; ` ' : 

A bill for the relief. of Stephen Crittenden; i 

A bill for the relief of Jacob B: Gilbert; =. '| 

A bill for the relief of Joel Sartain; and 

A bill for the relief of the representatives of 
Thomas Beaucham. i 


Mr. UNDERWOOD moved to recònsidėr ‘the |! 
vote on the passage of the bill for the relief of | 
Nathaniel P. Tatum; which motion was post- 
poned until Friday next. : 

Mr. HAWES moved to suspend the rules in | 


|: 


l 


; contemplated and so imperiously needed. 


` order to enable him to submit a motion for an /! 

; AoC a 
in order, and that the pending debate, under the i| adjournment over to Monday. Lost—84 to 61; 
rales, could only be continued ut that time by a : 


EA wo ris ping requisite. 
. i Mr. ANTHONY moved dj nt; which 
Mr. WISE then moved to suspend the rules, | ieee | 


ed € t was carried—ayes 62, nocs 59. ! 
for the purpose of permitting the dicussion on the 


resolution to progress, and called for the yeas : 
and nays on his’ motion; which were ordered, || 


and were as follows, ij HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. | 
YEAS—Mesars. Chitton Allan, Bell, Bond, Bunch, John | Sarurpay, January 30, 1836. i 


Calhoon, Cambreleng, Campbell, Carter, Childs, Nathaniel |; ' . an | 
H. Claiborne, Clark, Cleveland, Cushing, Denny, Rice Gar- | . The question of order arising on the appeal ij 
taken by Mr. 


tand, Granger, Graysen, Griffin, Hammond, Hardin, Har |: from a decision of the Chair, J Vv 
' Apams on the presentation of a petition praying 


gen Inguain, igre Lincoln, Love, Sampson Mason, i 
the abolition of slavery and the slave trade in the 


j 
| 
i 
i 
i 


The House then adjourned. | 


Taury, McComas, McKay, McKennan, McKeon, Mercer, 
Miller, Milligan, Muħlenburg, Franklin Pierce, Pettigrew, | p. C? . : 
Peyton, Rencher, Robinson, Russell, Shields, Spangler, | District of Columbia, having been postponed to 
Storer, Waddy Thompson, White, Lewis Williams, and | this day, tee 
Wise—48. Mr. ADAMS said, that the House had already 


NAYS — Mesars. Adams, Ileman Allen, Anthony, Ash | : : 
Ashley, Banks, Barton, Beate, Bean, Beaumont, Boon : decided the question of appeal upon another peti- 
j tion.’ He should 


Borden, Bouldin, Bovee, Boyd, Briggs, Brown, Burns, By- s 
num, William B. Calhoun, Carr, Casey, George Chambers, ‘| tion on the table. 


John Chambers, Chaney, Chapman, Chapin, John F. H. ; fte. onv: i : 
pe A S aan A He; 8 con a 
Claiborne, Coles, Conner, Corwin, Craig, Cramer, Crane, After some uversation between Messrs 


Cushman, Davis, Deberry, Philemon Dickerson, Dickson, |: BRIGGS, ADAMS, and the CHAIR, Mr. 
Drbmgeole, Dunlap, Effner, Evans, Everett, Fairfield, Par. |; ADAMS withdrew his appeal, and the question 
lin Fowter, French, Fry, PhiloC. Fulter, William K. Fuller, |: on the reception of the petition was laid over to ‘! 


j 


, therefore, move to lay his mo- | 


i} 
i 


Jaines Garland, Gillet, Glascock, Graham, Graves, Gren- | Mond: ji 
nell, Haley, Joseph Hall, Hamer, Hanncgan, Hard, Harlan, || `k Aan 
Samuct 8. Harison, Albert G. Harrison. Hawes, Hawkins? l Mr. R. M. JOHNSON, from the Committee |! 


Hoar, Holsey, |, On Military Affairs, reported a bill authorizing |! 


Hopkins, Haweil, Hubley, Hunt, Huntington, Ingereoil, | the President of the United States to accept the |! 
Joseph Jackson, Janes, Joseph Johnson, Richard M. John- l; service of volunteers cpt i 
son, Cave Johnson, Henry Johnson, John W., Jones, Benja- |: . ; : : hi 
inin Jones, Judson, Kennon, Kilgore, Kinnard, Klingen- į. The bill was read twice; and, on motion. by , 
mith, Lane, Lansing, Lawler, Lawrence, Gideon Lee, | Mr. Jounson, committed to the Committee of the i 


Johna Lee, Luke Lea, Leonard, Logan, Loyall, Lucas, |: i 

Lyon, Abijah Mann, Job Mann, Martin, William’ Mason, wire a the atate ofthe Unionis Mid ordered te 
Moses Mason, May, McKim, McLene, Montgomery, : p y H 
Moore, Mo:gan, Mortis, Owens, Page, Parker, Patterson, ‘| Mr. DROMGOOLE, from the Committee o 
‘Patton, Datre J- Pearce, James A. Pearce, Pheips, Phillips, | Military Affairs, 
Pinckney, Potts, Reed, John Reynolds, Joseph Reynolds, `, 
Ripley, Roane, Rogers, Schenck, Seymour, Wiliam B. | 


Haynvs, Hazekine, Henderson, Heister, 


H 
1 
i 


-q 
li 
1 n 
Teported a bill forthe relief of 
at Lee; which was read twice and com- !: 
Shepard, Augustine H. Shépperd, Shinn, Sloane, Smith, |: mitted. K «aii 
Sprague, Standefer, Steele, Sutherl nd, Tatinferro, Taylor, | Mr. MILLER, from the Committee on Invalid || 
:John ae; Toucey, Toana, Tarnet, Tann, Under- | Pensions, reported a bill granting a pension to | 
woed, r agener. ari ardwe: ashirig- | A : : l 
ton, Weeks, Whicteses. and Williams—160. E : Su 1 Cole; which wa read twice and com- 


Sa the House refused to suspend the rules. Mr. PINCKNEY; from tho Committee on 


‘ta give them 


| and protect itself from abuse. 


Commerce, made a report, accompanied by a 
resolution, on the subject of weights and measures; 
which was committed to the Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union, and ordered to 
be printed. 

Mr. WILLIAM B. SHEPARD, from the 
Committee on the District of Columbia, reported 
the following bills; which were read twice and 
committed: A bill to amend an act to incorporate 
the Medical Society of the District of Columbia; 


and a bill relating to the orphans’ court of Alex- 


andria county, in the District of Columbia. ; 
Mr. BEALE, from the Committee on Invalid 


, Pensions, reported a bill for the relief of John F. 
| Wiley; which was read twice and committed. 


Mr. HUNTSMAN, from the Committee on 
Private Land Claims, reported a bill for the relief’ 


| of Louis Durett; which was read twice and com- 
. mitted. 


Mr. TAYLOR, from the Committee on Invalid 


: Pensions, reported a bill granting a pension to 
_ James Stevens; which was read twice and com- 
` mitted. 


SUFFERERS IN FLORIDA, 


Mr. WHITE, of Florida, asked the consent 
of the House to submit the following joint reso- 
lution: . 

Resolved by the Senate and 


1 House of Representatives of 
the United States of America, T 


in Congress assembled, That 


! the President of the United States. he authorized to cause 


rations to be delivered from the public stores to the unfor- 
tunate sufferers who have been driven from their homes by 
Indian depredations in Florida, until they can be reëstab- 
lished in their possessions, and enabled to procure provis- 
ions for the sustenance of themselves and families. 


Objections being made, Mr. WHITE moved 
to suspend the rules, in order to enable him to 
submit his proposition; which was agreed to. 

The resolution was then read. 

Mr. WHITE said it was. not bis intention to 
occupy the time of the House further than to say 
that five hundred families were, by the last ac- 
counts, driven from their homes, and were utterly 
destitute. He could not persuade himself that 
there was a member on that floor who would 
refuse to vote for this resolution, because, by the 
bill passed the other day the President of the 
United States had no power to afford the mie 

e 
would take that opportunity to express his grate- 


i ful acknowledgments for the unanimity, the 
; almost Spear san unanimity displayed on that 
i occasion; and 


e hoped the same feeling would 
be displayed on the present. Mr. W. then went 
on to describe the late action in Florida, and the 


| Situation of the inhabitants’ there, substantially 


the same as has heretofore ap 
of the day, and moved that 
grossed for a third reading. 

Mr. W. added that he had called upon the 
Executive to know whether, under the former 
appropriation, he considered himself authorized 
to give the order required by this resolution, and 
the President answered he could not, but that it 
would afford him great pleasure to give the order 
if Congress would give him authority. to do so. 
Under these circumstances Mr. W. felt the ne- 
cessity of pressing the passage of the resolution 
without delay. 

Mr. WHITTLESEY did not design to oppose 


edin the papers 
e resolution be en- 


;| the resolution, though he would remark that the 


power had been before assumed by the officers 
of the Government, particularly in the case of 
Michigan Territory, but he could. not avoid sayir 

he thought the resolution was too indefinite, an 

made provision equally for the distressed and the 
wealthy, where he thought there should be a dis- 
tinction. Jt was also indefinite as to time, and 
he thought some discretion should be vested in 
the Executive as to when the sufferers should 
return to their homes. So long as they were in 
indigent cireumstances, for one he was desirous 
rovision from the public stores, 
ouse did that, they ought to guard 
e hoped, there- 
fore, that the gentleman from Florida would him- 
self propose an amendment to the resolution, so 
as to limit its operation to those who were unable 
to provide for thespaclves, and either fix a time, 
or leave it to the discretion of the Executive, when 


but while the 


i it should cease. 


. Mr. BOON was not opposed in principle to the 
relief sought for, but he really thought the latter 
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clause of the resolution entirely too indefinite. 
The people of Florida were to be provi'ed for 
until they should be able to sustain themselves. 
It seemed to him that’ such a clause as that was 
little short of making life pensioners, for some 
of them might say they were never able to sus- 
tain thomselres. He would not go so far as to 
say this would be the case, but that the clause 
was open to that objection was obvious. 

Mr. BEALE moved to strike out all after the 
word “possessions.” i 

Mr. WHITE assented to that as a modification 
of the resolution. and moved a limitation in the 
following words: “Orso long as the President 
shall consider it necessary.” 

Mr. PARKER would still suggest that the 
time be made more definite—say two or three 
months, when the present necessity would either , 
he relieved, or Congress have had an opportunity | 
to act advisedly upon the subject. i 

Mr. WHITE hoped the gentleman trom New 
Jersey [Mr. Parker] would not press such an 
amendment, for it was impossible to say how 
long these people might be kept from their houses. 
The last advices informed us, that morc than five 
hundred families were now in this distressed situa- 
tion, already reduced almost to a state of starva- 
‘tion, and the officers of the United States had no 
power to relieve them. General Scott was on his 
way to the scene of warfare, and the most effective 
measures would be adopted by the Government 
to put down the Indians; but ıt was impossible 
to calcul:.te how long it would take todo so. He 
hoped the resolution would not be delayed; and 
he was sure that, in confiding the subject to the 
present Chief Magistrate, he would provide for 
the sufferers onty so long as they should be really 
in want of it. 

Mr. PARKER would still suggest to the gen- 
tleman to modify his resolution by some limita- 
tion as to time. Mr. P. did not desire to throw 
any obstacle in the way of its passage; but, on 
the contrary, to facilitate it by rendcring it free 
from objection. He presumed, of course, there 
were enly the quantity of rations sent for the 
troops now there, and it-might be that the call, in 
consequence of this resolution, woald be the 
means of redueing the army itself toa state of 
starvation. “He wag willing to vote for any spe- 
cific: measure for the telief of the inhabitants of 


į 


man, but he deemed it worthy of consideration, |! 
that we should not act without a precedent. He |; 
thought the Housc ought to reflect, and take time + 
to consider the matter; and he therefore hoped : 
the consideration of the resolution might be laid | 
over at leasttill Monday next. 
Mr. PATTON was glad the gentleman from 
Maine had made the inquiry; but it was ne¢cs- 
sary to make still further inquiry—not whether 
there was any precedent for such resolution, but 
whether there was any principle upon which it 
could be sustained. He believed that there was 
no conceivable object, no motion for which gen- 
tlemen might not find a precedent, or make an 
argument which would: afford a precedent. It 
seemed to him that, instead of searching after 
precedents+instead of ‘being carried away with 
sympathetic appeals, we ought to look to prece- 
dents as beacons of warning. A savage war had 
broken out, carrying with it all the calamities 
which war usually brought, and a proposition 
brought before Congress, not only to take away 
the public stores from their proper destination, 
but that it shall provide means of sustaining those — 
people who have suffered from the calamity, until 
they shall be restored to their possessions. He 
admitted that the exigencies of the case might ' 
demand something tobe done for their relief; but 
we ought to be careful how we dispose of the 
public property. It was but a few years ago 
when the bill for the relicf of the inhabitants on 
the Niagara frontier was before the House, and 
it was opposed by many of the most talented men 
then in Congress. It eventually passed for their 
lief, but with such restrictions and limitations as 
made it entirely free from objections. Every one 
must agree, that everything should be done which 
can safely be done for the relicf of the people of 
Florida; but before we do it we ought to ex- 
amine the resolution, so that we may not go be- 
yond what we are called upon by:our oaths to, 
sanction. 
Mr. GRANGER said, that in the little time he 
had been in Congress there was nothing which 
had gratified him so much as the prompt manner 
in which the House had stepped forth in making 
ppropr alons for carrying on the war in Flor- 
ida, and that, too, without any communication 
being made to it. While a newspaper discussion 


Florida, and he would recommend ‘the introduc- | had been going on, as to whether censure should * 


tion of a ‘bill for $50,000 at once for that purpose. 
Mr. EVERETT wished the resolution amended 


so as to include the friendly Indians in its bene-' the House, on its own responsibility, stepped | 


fits, a considerable body of whom, he was given 
to understand, had joined our forces. 
- Mr. WHITE said he would accept such a mod- 


If 


ification, but that the friendly Indians now te- || 


ceived rations from the army, with whom they | 
weré operating, as they had declared war against | 
the hostile’ party. 


The former, however, were | subject. The House had received information 


rest with the Departments of the General Gov- 
ernment, for the breaking out of the Indian war, | 


forth to make provision for carrying on that war, | 
although no requisition had been made by the ` 
Chief Magistrate. 


Mr. CAMBRELENG explained. He thought _ 


great injustice had been done to the Departments 
by the press and elsewhere iñ relation to this 


only a small body, amounting to about sixty in ` from the War Department, and they acted upon | 


number, and not ao large a force as the gentleman 'i the very first document sent in. 


‘supposed. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Kentucky, proposed a 
‘further amendment, to insert after the word “ suf- 
AAS ‘ who- ate unable to provide ‘for them- 
selves.” 


amendment would present a difficulty in conse- 
quence of the want of a tribunal. 


“the amendment if the spirit of it was not already 
sufficiently provided for in the resolution. 
Mr. WILLIAMS, of Kentucky, said it was 


} 
| 
| 
| 


y _ They had also | 
received a subsequent communication from the | 


1 same Department, with all the documents in rela- | 
Mr. C. had seen, with |! 


tion to this Indian war. 
very great surprisc, that, from the debate which 


Mr. BOON ; soci edt ahaa: pe | occurred in the Senate the other day, those doc- . 
r. sugges fat the adoption of this ; 


uments did not go with the bill from that House. 
He could only say, they came into the House 


: with the bill; they contained every detail, and all 
Mr. WHITE remarked, that he would accept 4 ; i 


the circumstances relating to this war; and if they 
did not go to the Senate with the bill, he was 


| greatly surprised at it, for they ought to have 


‘, gone. 


“well known that'there were sufferers to a certain 
extent, and it should be the objectof Congress to 


afford them relief; but, then, relief should only 


extend to those who were unable to provide for | 


themselves. He wanted to restrict the commis- 


. found that the President would not have been cen- 


sary from issuing rations but to those only who | 


had suffered, and were without the means of re- 
lieving themselves. The resolution, as it stood, 


was too general, and a hundred thousand might; subject. 


grt the benefit of it, rich as well as poor. 
The amendment was then agreed to without a | 
count. | 


Mr. PARKS asked, whether there was any 
precedent for such resolution? 


precedents which might be the means of taking ` 
away thousands and millions from our treasury. | 


ny ; munication had been laid before the H 
It seemed tohim | lation tothe Seminole war, whether as a commu- |: 
to be important that they should not establish nication from the Secretary of War, or from the |! 


There was no fault with the Executive, 
nor with the War Department, nor with the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means. 

Mr. GRANGER resumed. He said, if the 
gentleman had heard him out, he would have |' 


sured; but as he had chose to challenge it, he | 
would say that the history of the nation presented ` 
nothing like the silence of the Executive on the | 
He would say that, while the halls of ` 
Congress had been ringing with eulogiums of the _ 

resent Administration, and while searches had ‘: 

een made after the bones of dead bills, no com- ` 
ouse in re- 


chairmen of any of the committees. We have: 
been engaged in hunting up pretexts for a foreign ` 


: sustain him in this House. 


' He felt aa much for those sufferers as any other | war, while we have war enough of our own upon 


our hands. The war-cry is upon our frontier; 
women and children are slaughtered, and death 
and devastation are scattered along the plain; and 
the Government have been silent. Te would not 
have said thus much if the gentleman had noteut 
short what he intended to say. If he understood 
the sitaation of Florida, it was but sparscly sct- 
tled, and had -no fertile and luxuriant country 
surrounding it, as was the case on tho Niagara 
frontier; and when those sufferers had been driven 
from their homes by a savage foc, they had to 
fall in with the army for protection; and, unless 
the arm of Government was extended to their 
relief, they must inevitably starve: He wanted 
no precedent in Jegislating for a suffering people. 
He believed the Constitution provided for the re- 
lief and protection of the citizens of the United 
States; and when that protection was extended 
the people would feel that they were members of 
one common family. 

Mr. LANE said he regretted the gentleman 
from New York, (Mr. Grancer,] for whom he 


entertained the kindest feelings of respect, had 


not sought a more fit occasion to indulge in bitter 
remarks against the Executive and those who 
The resolution has 
for its object the immediate relief of the citizens 
of Florida, whose country has been desolated, 
whose houses and pwoperty have been destroyed, 
by an unexpected savage war upon its innocent 
and defenseless inhabitants—men, women, and 
children, in a state of starvation—a scene that 
can but call for the commiseration of every sym- 
pathetic bosom. Yes, sir, upon this resolution, 
calling for action and unanimity, the honorable 
gentleman from New York has decmcd it his duty 
to arraign the Executive for negleet of duty, for 


_being deaf to the cries of women and children, 
‘while the scalping-knife is urged to its bloody 


office—that this House, instead of suppressing 
this war, and defending the country, have been 
seeking other cause of war, and hunting for the 
buried of the last session.. Mr. Speaker, with 
what justice are those charges made? The hon- 
orable gentleman from Florida [Mr. W uire] has 
informed the House again: and again, that the 
President of the United States has promptly done 
all in his power to suppress the savage and relieve 
the country. And whenever the subject has been 
presented to this House, it has been taken up and 
acted upon with a promptness unknown to legis- 
laion. To consider the present. resolution, the 
rules of the House have. been suspended. No 
matter, however, what the subject or the occasion, 


adash ot the Executive or his friends is to he 


expected from some one of the Opposition. Bir, 
if ever there was a time or an occasion in legis- 
lation when men might indulge in all the nobler 


| feelings of the soul—when, to pause for prece- 
-. dents in legislation, or to consult the letter of the 


Constitution, would be cruel—this is that time 
and that occasion. If ought could have dried up 
the sympathies of my heart, always, and I trust 
ever will be, open to the cries of distress, the 
remarks of the honorable gentleman from New 
York would have done it. But he trusted neither 
the injustice of the remarks nor the spirit of 
party itwas so well calculated to awaken, will 
influence a single vote on the adoption of the res- 
olution. 

Mr. HOLSEY said, when a suffering people 


_ had been driven from their homes and left without 


the means of sustaining themselves, that then it 


: was the duty of the Government to extend to 
them relief. 
_ of a portion of Florida were cut off by the savages 


In the present case, the inhabitants 


from any settlement where they could have an 
opportunity of supporting themselves by their 


' own exertions, and surrounced on all parts bya 


wilderness. In such state of the case he considered 
it to be the duty of the Government to support 


_ those people until they could be restored to their 


homes. If the inhabitants of Florida had. been 


thrown back on a frontier teeming with all the 


luxuries of the earth, then the application of the 
strength given them by their Creator would have 
been sufficient for their sustenance without the 
aid of Government.. If the inhabitants had been 
thrown on the frontiers of Georgia and Alabama, 
then we might apply the principle of the gentle- 
man from Virginia, [Mr. Parros.) These are 
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about five hundred soldiers im that country;and 
they cannot procure the necessaries of life; and 
when men, with arms in their hands, cannot pro~ 
cure subsistence, how was it to be supposed that 
the suffering inhabitants could survive without 
the aid of the Government? A Government that 


will not extend protection and relief to its own . 
citizens is unworthy the name of a government. 


Mr. HAWES proposed to amend the resolu- 
tion by striking out the word “ sufferers,” and 
inserting in lieu thereof “ women, children, and 
men, unable to bear arms.”’ : 

Mr. H. said, it would be apparent that his ob- 


ject was to confine the operation of the resolution | 


to those who were incapable of bearing arms in 
defense of their country. If individuals capable 
of bearing arms were in the field, rations would 
be issued to them as a matter of course, and they 
should be nowhere but in the field of battle in 
defense of their firesides and their homes. Feed 
men up and stuff them with rations, and my word 
for it (said Mr. H.) there is no fighting; but 
let them depend upon themselves; let them have 
the soldicr’s rations as the soldier gets them in 
the field; let them be hungry at times, and then 
they will fight fast enough. Those who were 
unable to arm in defense of their country he 
would relieve; those capable of bearing arms 
should earn their rations by being found on the 
field of battle. 


Mr. BOULDIN said he wished to relieve these — 


people from their deplorable condition, but was 
not willing to violate the Constitution, or trans- 
ecnd the powers of the Government about it. He 
should never give a vote predicated on the idea 
that this House was a charitable institution. . He 
had often felt his heart warmed with the mere 
imagination of what he would do for the relief 
of the suffering, were these splendid resources 
his. They not being his to dispose of, he could 
give nothing from them on the ground of sympa- 
thy or charity. This Government is bound to 
protect its citizens against mvading enemies—the 


people of Florida, just as much as any others— | 


no morc, no less. If, from the suddenness of the 
attacks, or want of men or arms, we are not 
able to protect them in their houses and at home, 


where we are bound to do it, we must do it | 


when we can. Take them under the immediate 
wing of the army. This protection must be real 


—not only from the tomahawk and scalping knife, | 


but from inevitable starvation caused by the 
enemy The richest man might starve, if chased 
into the wilderness by the scalping knife. Shall 
we be bound to save him from the scalping-knife, 
and let him starve in the wilderness before he can 


return to his means? if these people are driven | 


from their homes by an invading foe, and unable 
to sustain themselves in any other way,I feel 
confident it is our literal duty to defend them in 
that way; not only from death at the hand of the 
savage, but from starvation, the immediate con- 


sequence of the pursuit of the savage; and if the | 
resolution as now framed shall be altercd so as | 


that none will be provided for but such as we 
arc bound to defend, and cannot: otherwise de- 
fend, and who cannot: protect or provide for 
themselves, I will vote for it. : 
Mr. GLASCOCK had hoped, at least, that, 
upon a subject like this, nothing would have trans- 
ircd to have disturbed the harmony of this dc- 
te, and that they should have had immediate 
action uponit. He regretted thatanything should 
Jave been thrown out in the way of censure upon 
the Government; and he had no hesitation in 
expressing his firm belief that, so far as related to 
depredations in Florida, and all which had grown 
out of it, no department of the Government was 
in any way to blame. He believed that, through- 
out the whole transaction, each department had 


faithfully performed its duty. Mr. G.felt but. 
little disposed to say anything on a question like | 


that; nor should he have said a word but for the 
remarks of the gentleman from New York, {Mr. 
Grancer.] He would, however, tell that gentle- 
mau that, whatever he might Suppose to influence 
the members of the Administration on questions 
of this kind; yet if a war came, whether forcign, 
domestic, ov otherwise, the friends of the Admin- 
istration would be found as ready and as willing 
to protect the Government and their fellow-citi- 
tensas any of the gentlemen of the opposite side. 


| The time might yet come wheii the country would | Mr. WHITE oxplained. He'did not say that 
_ see which would and which would not be ready ' any fault rested with the Government or its De- 

. and willing to step forward in her defense. li partments. He said they had taken every meas- 

With regard to the resolution, he hopedit would | ure they could since the hostilities had broken 
be adopted immediately. He did not.know that ` out. He was not prepared to speak of anything 
it was aetually necessary, for, if the Commissary before that; but that it was due to his constituents 
General, or the person authorized to issue rations, that investigation should be made. 

_ had acted as Mr. G. would -have done under the Mr. TURRILL said, that after what had fallen 
same circumstances, he had not waited for any from the honorable gentleman from Florida, dur- 
preliminary action on the part of the Government. | ing this debate, taken in connection with the at- 

f the necessities of the inhabitants demanded it, tack made by bis colleague [Mr. GRANGER] upon 
he should, without consulting any Department of | the Administration, if he were to vote for the res- 
the Gavernment, promptly have dealt outtothem, olutlon without giving any explanation, it might 
trusting to the magnanimity and liberality. of the | be construed into a tacit admission that there 
Government for his vindication. ‘The ¢ase, how- was some foundation for the charges which have 
ever, would be hopeless should this resolution be been preferred against the Executive Department 
delayed or rejected. The knowledge of sucha of the Government. Mr. T. felt as much sym- 
disposition of it would reach that section of the © pathy for thc unfortunate sufferers as the honor- 
country in a short time, and the consequence able gentleman from Florida, and would go as 
would be, that those who had charge of the public far as any gentleman to extend to them that 
supplies there would refuse allaid; for they would prompt and efficient relief which their ‘peculiar 
say Congress had refused them the power; or, if situation demands, but he should not vote for the 
they did, they must do it at their own expense. resolution, because he supposed that the Gov- 
He hoped, therefore, that. there would be no ernment was in fault, or because he believed the 
further delay. There could be no necessity for situation of the citizens of Florida to be such as 
postponing it. It was a plain question which to place them ina relation to the Government 

: needed no time for reflection, and he felt perfectly diferent from that of all other pioneers along our 
satisfied, in his own mind, conflicted with no pro- | western frontiers, whose spirit of enterprise has 
vision of the Constitution. stimulated them, with the hope of gain, to press 

Mr. BOND had no recollection (he said) of any ` their settlements into the wilderness, where sav- 
communications to the House on;the subject of | age tribes-still linger. They locate with a full 
this loan, and he should be glad to know what knowledge of the hardships and privations, of the 
they were. t difficulties and dangers they have to encounter; 

Mr. WHITE, of Florida, rose again, (he said,) they are all alike entitled to the protection of the 
not to protract the debate, but to appeal to those Government, andthe eitizens of Florida had no 
gentlemen who intended voting for the resolution peculiar claims over other pioncers. 
to do so without further discussion. He had hoped Mr. T. said the House ought not to act upon 
this was one of the very last subjects on which a; the impulse of the moment without some inves- 
debate could have been gotten up. He would say ` tigation. He apprehended that the true state of 
of the Government, that sinice the war had broken |. things in Florida was not correctly understood. 
out, every measure which could be taken by the He believed that the numerical strength of the 
Government had been taken by the President and _ hostile force. was graly. overrated. It would be 
by the Secretary of War. . This was a matter of | found, that instead of having been remiss the Ex 
justice which he took pleasure in stating.. But, . ecutive had done more, much more than the exi- 

| with respect to the war itself, he begged to say ences seemed to require. Long since, and 

ii that the people of Florida had,in no manner,any ; befare any serious. apprehensions were enter- 

ij connection whatever with it. It was a wargrew- |; taincd, even in Florida, that there would be any 

| ing-entirely out of a treaty made by the Govern- | hostile movements by the Seminoles, fourteen 
ment with the Seminole Indians, for their removal companies of regular troops were placed at the 
west of the Mississippi. A complaint was made ; disposal of General Clinch. In addition to this 
by the Indians, and the Government gave them | that officer was authorized by the President to call 
another year, which agreement those Indians re- |: upon the Governor of Florida for any force which 
fused to abide by, and thus commenced this war |: might be necessary to meet any emergency, and 
|| upon the defenseless inhabitants of Florida. Mr. || by a prompt and decisive blow to put an cffeet- 
| W. then again reiterated the desolations com- |! ual termination to hostilities, should the Indians 
mitted by the Indians, and referred to the case. of | attempt to:make war upon the inhabitants. Or- 
the Michigan boundary, which was a strong pre- |! ders had also been given to call upon the Gov- 
cedént, for it embraced the operation of this res- |, ernors of Georgia, Alabama, and South Carolina, 
olution under a general law for suppressing hos- |’ for any additional force that might be required 
tilities. | The time has been when seven hundred undisci- 

Mr. TURRILL did not rise to discuss this || plined militia, under a skillful commander, con- 

subject, but merely to mase a few remarks, that |: tended successfully against this very tribe of Fn- 
he might be dist.nctly understood in the vo‘e he |! dians; and Mr. T. said, from the best information 

i was about to give. ith the honorable gentle- |, he could obtain, he was satisfied that nt the battle 

i; man from Florida, he sincerely hoped that a party | of Withlacoochie there were troops. enough in 

i| discussion would notagain grow out of any prop- |, Sight to have gained a decisive victory—a victory 

‘| osition similar to the one before the House. Such |, which would have put an end tothe war; but, for 

|; a discussion was at all times to be deprecated, ` some cause or other, the militia did not cross the 

,, and it was to be hoped that the honorable gentle- ': small ereek:which separated them from the battle- 

‘| man hereafter would not adopta course caleulated |. ground. They remained idle spectators of the 
_to provoke sucha discussion. If I understand ;: bloody contest.. There has (said Mr. T.) been no 
‘ him correctly, (said Mr. T.,) the honorable gen- | fault, I repeat—no omission of duty on the part . 

'! teman commenced his remarks by saying that, of the Executive; all has been done, and more 

:, whatever may have been the fault of Government, | than cowld have been expected or required. If 

‘it was evident that now was not the time to censureis merited, it must rest elsewhere, and not 

.; inquire into the eauses which have produced the | on the Exccutive. In voting for the resolution, 

ıı unfortunate state of things in Florida. He be- | he would do so, because he believed that the relief 

i! lieved, however, that it was due to his cunstit- asked for should be.granted in all cases where 

;; uents that the inquiry should be made; but that .: citizens have been expelled from their homes, and 

2 inquiry ought to be left for another occasion; and, : made penniless by any hostile force. __ 

sir, (said Mr. T.,) for the last two or three days, Mr. HARPER could not permit himself to 

whenever this subject has been before the House, i; doubt that this resolution would pass unani- 

i the honorable gentleman has repeatedly stated, : mously, and he was astonished that anything like 

|| and with great emphasis too, that the citizens of | party discussion should have grown out of such 

! Florida have been placed in their present unfor- a subject as this. He would not stop to inquire 

| tunate situation by the acts of this Government, :. who was right or who was wrong. Precedents 

:| and without any fault of theirown. Mr.T. said, | were numcrous; and it was only yesterday that 

|| if he voted for the resolution, he should not do so | they passed a bill to pay a man in Virginia for a 

i; because he believed the Executive justly charge- barn which had been destroyed in the late war. 

‘i able with any, the slightest omission of duty, or | He referred to:this case the more because ìt was 

|; because he supposed the.citizens of Florida had ; the most recent, and to draw the attention of the 

' any peculiar claims. U gentleman- from Virginia (Mr. Parron] to it. 
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Mr. REYNOLDS, of Illinois, then moved the 
previous penom 

Mr. P ; 

whether the resolution, being one of appropria- 
tion, must not pass through the forms necessary 
for all appropriations, viz: that it could not be 
passed on the day of its introduction, and must 
first be considered in Committee of the Whole. 

The CHAIR decided otherwise, on the ground 
that it was not an original appropriation, but 
directed the application of a sum already appro- 

riated; whereupon sa 

Mr. PARKS appealed from the decision of the 
Chair, and after a few words from Mr. MANN, 
of New York, in support of the Chair’s decision, 
and Mr. PARKS against it, the decision of the 
Speaker was sustained by the House. 

The previous question was then seconded— 
ayes 95, noes 56; and the main question, which 
was on the engrossment of the resolution as mod- 
ified and amended, was then ordered to be put; 
and on the main question 

Mr. PINCKNEY asked for the yeas and nays, 
which were ordered, and the result was—ycas 178, 
nays 14. 


So the resolution was ordered to be engrossed; | 


and the same having been engrossed, was then 
read the third time and passed. 

Engrossed bills of the following titles were read 
the third time and passed: 

A bill for the relief of Joshua Cullumber; 

A bill for the relicf of Abner Stelson; 


A bill for the relief of the Springfield Manu- | 


facturing Company; and 
A bill for the relief of James M. Suttle. 
On motion by Mr. CRAIG, the House ad- 


journed. 


IN SENATE. 
Monpay, February 1, 1836. 


The CHAIR communicated a report from the 
Solicitor of the Treasury, made in compliance 
with a resolution of the Senate of the last session, 
relative to the claim of the heirs of Silas Elliott, 
deceased; which was. referred to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

Mr. McK EAN presented the memorial of the 
Chambcr of Commerce of the city of Philadel- 

hia, soliciting the attention of Congress to that 
important public work, the breakwater in the 
Delaware bay, and praying that such appropria- 
tions shall be made as to insure its completion; 


merce. 

Mr. PORTER presented the petition of sundry 
citizens of New Orleans, praying for an appro- 
priation for a light-house on ‘Lake Ponchartrain; 
which was referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce. 

Mr. NAUDAIN presented the petition of Wil- 
liam Arnold; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Revolutionary Claims. 

Mr. TYLER presented the petition of George 
Smith, of Winchester; which was referred to the 
Committee on Commerce. : 

Mr. CLAYTON presented the petition of sun- 
dry citizens of Delaware, praying that New Castle 
may be made a port of entry; which was referred 
to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. GOLDSBOROUGH presented the petition 
of George W. Howard, late a lieutenant of the 
Baltimore Riflemen, who was wounded at the 
battle of North Point during the last war with 
Great Britain; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. _ 

Mr. WRIGHT presented the petition of Julian 

Chastellan and others, of New York; which was 
referred to the Committee on Commerce. Also, the 
petitions of sundry citizens of New York, prayiag 
indemnity for French spoliations prior to 1800; 
which was laid on the table. Also, the petition 
of sundry merchants of the same city in behalf 
-of certain officers of the customs, particularly the 
weighcrs and measurers, praying for an increase 
of their compensation; which was referred to the 
Committee on Commerce. 

‘Mr. KNIGHT presented the petitions of sun- 
-dry merchants of Rhode Island, praying indem- 
nity for French spoliations prior to 1800; which 
owas laid on the table, and ordered to be printed. 

‘Mr. WALL presented the petition of the heirs 


RKS raised the question of order, | 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


|} of Colonel Philip Johnson, of New Jersey, who 

|i was killed at the battle of Long Island; which 
was referred to the Committee on Military Af- 
fairs. s 

i Mr. EWING, of Illinois, presented the pe- 
tition of sundry citizens of Ilinois, praying for 
the establishment of a new post route; whith was 
referred to the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads. 

Mr. HUBBARD presented the petition of 
Samuel White, of Vermont, a surgeon of the 
revolutionary Army; and also the petition of 
Philip Taylor; both of which were referred to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. TAYLOR presented the petition of the 
Eastern Branch Bridge Company, praying thata 
law may be passed to regulate their tolls; which 
was referred tothe Committee on the District of 
Columbia. i 

Mr. BUCHANAN presented the petition of 
the Rev. Bishop White, and the rector and church- 
wardens of church, Philadelphia, praying 
permission to import a bell for said church, ay 
| free, to replace one that has been broken; whic 
: was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. KING, of Alabama, presented the memo- 
‘vial of sundry citizens of Alabama, protesting 
“against any treaty being made with the Chero- 

kces recognizing reservations, as detrimental to 
; the settlers on the public lands, and producing no 
: benefit to the Indians themselves; which was re- 
', ferred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 


CAPTAIN NATHAN HALE. 


Mr. NILES presented the petition of sundry 
citizens of New fawets Connecticut, setting forth 
- the extraordinary services, the great merits, and 
the untimely fate of Captain Nathan Hale of the 
; revolutionary army, and praying that a mòn- 
‘| ument may be erected to his memory. 


‘| Mr. N. said, I hold in my hand two petitions | 


'| signed by some of' the first citizens of Connecti- 
! cut; among the names are six gentlemen who have 
, been members of Congress, the Chief Justice, and 
Governor of the State. These petitions present, 
| for the consideration of Congress, the extraordi- 
i, nary services and untimely and melancholy fate 
| of 
olution, praying Congress to erect a moument to 

, his memory near the sepulcher of his fathers. 


| [ understand that a similar petition was pre- | 
; sented to the last Congress, and referred to the 
) ‘| Committee on Military Affairs, who reported fa- | 
which was referred to the Committee on Com- | 


vorably in respect to the facts, and the great merits 
i; of Captain Hale; but deemed it inexpedient then 
|| to recommend any action on the part of Congress. 

But at this time, when a cloud hangs over our 
country, when we are threatened with the lon 
sword of Francc, when there is some danger— 
trust not much—of our being involved in war, 
there may, perhaps, be more disposition to cher- 
ish, in the breasts of American youths, that spirit 
of patriotism, that devotion to country, and that 
love of fame which constitute so large a portion 
of the means of national defense. 

However this may be, it is my duty to pre- 
i Sent these petitions. I had thoughts of moving 

fora oa committee, but fearing that may be 

i deemed as asking too much, I shall move a refer- 
“ence to the Committee on Military Affairs, and 
‘have to beseech that committee to give to the sub- 
i ject further consideration. 


| Was it not that a petition on this subjcet ap- ` 


s p to have been presented to the Senate the 
ast session, I should suppose that honorable 
Senators. might inquire who is Nathan Hale? As 


this is acase of somewhat an unusual character, | 


I hope to be excused for offering a few sugges- 
tions on the subject. 

Captain Hale was one of those youthful patri- 
ots and heroes, who, when the first gan was fired 
in a neighboring colony, when the first blood of 
American freemen was shed in the streets of Lex- 

; ington, abandoned his home, his studies, and all 
: the prospects of peaceful pursuits, and repaired 
' to the scene of danger. 
|| The first intelligence of these events: was re- 
_ ceived in the towns on the eastern border-of Con- 
"necticut on Saturday; and General Putnam re- 
ceived the news when plowing in his field. This 
| American Cincinnatus immediately lefthis work, 
i and repaired to Boston, leaving his plow in the 


athan Hale, a youthful patriot of the Rev- | 


February 1, 
i! furrow, where it remained until he returned from 
| the war. Further west, in the towns on the.Con- 
i necticut river, this news was reccived on the Sab. 
‘bath, and during the hours of public worship, In 
many instances, notwithstanding the devotional 
character of that people, the public worship was 
suspended and the meetings dissolved. In other 
places, individuals more ardent than others pro- 
' cured drums, and appearing in front of the 
church, beat the drum as a signal to arms; when, 
sir, it might be truly said that there were no Sab- 
baths in revolutionary times. 

Among the youth who were aroused by these 
appeals was Nathan Hale, then only twenty years 
of age, and a recciit graduate at Yale College, He 
received a Jieutenant’s commission, and during 
his service at Boston was promoted to the rank 
of a captain, in Colonel Webb’s regiment. He 
accompanied the American army to New York, 
and such was the confidence which General Wash- 
ington had in his valor and discretion, that he 
selected him for the hazardous and difficult center- 

rise of passing within the enemy’s lines on Long 
| Îsland, to ascertain their situation and designs. 
: This was an enterprise in which no laurels were 
| to be won, and great risk incurred. But it was 
` readily accepted by Captain Hale. He performed 

his mission, and had got nearly back to his quar- 
ters, when he was stopped by a picket guard, and 
being recognized by a former friend, he betrayed 
; him, and he was immediately hanged as a spy, 
without even the form of atrial. I had supposed 
that at that time there were no Tories in Connec- 
ticut, but it seems there was one malignant enough 
to betray a friend and relative. Thus perished 
Nathan Hale, in the morning of life, and at the 
commencing of a carecr promising so much glory 
: to himself and so much advantage to his country; 
‘thus perished Nathan Hale, and lamenting that 
he had but one. life to lose for his country. 

I also hold a document, which I offer to accom- 
pany these petitions. It has no particular refer- 
encé to the case of Captain Hale, except so far as 

| it goes to show the general Whig spirit which at 
i that early period prevailed in Connecticut, and 
which, no doubt, contributed to inspire in the 
breast of this noble youth that ardent love of 
liberty, and that daring patriotism, which led him 
into the field of danger, and inscribed his name 
| on the list of the first martyrs in that glorious 
struggle. : ie 
This document consists of copies of sundry acts 
and resolutions of the General Assembly of the 
Colony, passed in May and Junc, 1776, which 
proye that before the first motion for independ- 
ence was made in Congress, the Colony of Con- 
necticut had virtually separated. itself from the 
: dominion and authority of the British Crown. 
' One is an act repealing the law in relation to 
i high treason, by conspiring against the life or 
authority of the British monarch. The other 
i changes the forms of all legal proceedings, direct- 
| ing that the name of his majesty be no longer 
‘used in any writ or other civil process. The 
| third is a resolution instructing the delegates of 
' the Colony in Congress to propose the independ- 
i ence of the several Colonies, and the establish- 
; ment of a confederation among the Colonics. This 
: was adopted in. June; and, it would seem, before 
_ the subject had been brought before Congress. 
| That, in the adoption of these resolutions, Con- 
necticut was in advance of some of the other Col- 
_onies, I would by no means assert; for I believe 
! some of them had adopted similar resolutions, 
i but none, I presume, had gone further or taken 
/a more bold and decided stand. 
' Ido not find these resolutions, or any reference 
; to them, on the Journals of the old Congress; nor 
: do I find any resolutions or instructions from 
i any of the Colonies, except that, on the 27th of 
May, 1776, it is entered on the Journal, that in- 
structions to the delegates of thase States were 
‘presented from Virginia and North Carolina, 
: which probably related to the question of inde- 
i pendence. The instructions are not entered on 
; the Journal. 
As these acts and resolutions are short, I move 
i thet they be read; and they should be preserved 
jin the archives of this Government, as they be- 
| łong to the history of the Union. Perhaps we 
, May catch some of the Whig spirit of ’76. Sir, 
the Whigs of that day did not fear to arm; when 


and unable to do it, but because they believe it 
belongs to Congress. He was pot in the service 
of the State; he was not’ defending his native 
soil; he was in the service of the country, and 
in. that service periled and lost his life. The 
State has erected a monument in honor of those 
brave men who were massacred on the heights of 
Groton, after a most gallant defense. 

-Lmove the reading of the petition and docu- 
ment, and that they ‘he referred. 

The motion was agreed to. 

SUFFERERS IN FLORIDA. 

The joint resolution from the House of Rep- 
resentatives, authorizing the President of the 
United States to cause rations from the public 
stores to be delivered to the sufferers in F orida 
who-have been driven from their homes by the 


{ 
| 
| 
j 


Indian hostilities, was read the first time, and or- | 
| 


dered to a second reading; and 

On motion by Mr, BENTO 
mous consent, the resolution was then passed 
through its second and third readings, and passcd. 


i HOUSE BILLS RÈFERRED. 

The following bills from the House were gev- 
erally read twice, and referred to appropriate com- 
mittees; ` 

A bill for the relief of James Tilfords 

A bill for the relief of Pierce and Van Voorhees; 

A bill for the relief of Joseph C r; 

A bill for the relief of Thomas T, Townsley; 

A bill forthe relief of the heirs of Franzoni and 
Jardella. 

A bill for the relief of the re 
-William Findlay; iy in Aa SA 
-> AVill for the relief of Marinus W. Gilbert; : 
A bill for the relief of Richard Hardesty; - 

A bill for the relief of David Bartlett; ao 


A bill for the relief of William Baker, of New | 


ork. 
A bill for the relief of Doctor William Baker, | the question of the reception of a pet 


of the District of Columbia; ; 
A bill for the relief of Daniel Whitney; 
A bill for the relief of Andrew Dodge; 
A bill for the relief of Nathan R. Tatum; 
A bill for the rclief of Benjamin F. Stickney; 
“A bill for the relief of John McDonnell; 
A’bill for the relief of Henry Knowles, Sr.; 
A bill for the relicf of John Pollock; 
VA bill for the rolief of Daniel: Homans; | 


‘A bill for the relief of Owen-Rice and others, 


representatives of Jacob Everly; 
A bill fer the relief of Lieutenant Washington 
Seawell; ' 
‘A bill for the relief of 'Russ-and Roach; 
A bill forthe relief of Jane Taylor and ehild- 


ren; 
_ A Bil for the 
Wilttc Blount; 
: bill for the relief of Laurentius M. Eiler; 
A bill for the relief of Mosés Bliss; © 
A bill for the relief of David $. Campbell; 
A bil for the relief of Saunders avid ntnam; 
‘A bill for the relief of the executors of Charles 
Wilkins; ` Sieg neh 
A bill for the relief of Stephen Chittenden; 
A bill for the relief of Jaco’ B. Gilbert; 
A bilt for the relief of Joel Sartain; and. 


cece 
relief of the representatives of 
alt ear! ca 


N, and by unani- 


presentatives of | 


1 


i 
| 
ji 
\ 
| 


i Mr. MANGUM, from the Committee on Fi- 
nance, to which had been referred the memorial 
of sundry hardware merchants of Philadelphia, 


praying for the repeal of certain provisoes-in the i 
tariff act of 1830, in relation to the duties on hard- 


' Ware, reported a bill for ihat purpose; which was - 
read, and ordered to a secotid readiag. 

_Mr. MOORE, from the Contiiittee on Revolu- 
tionary Claims, to which'the same had béen re- 
ferred, reported unfavorably on ‘the petition of 
Everand Mead and Ephraim Whitaker. 

Mr. CLAYTON, from the Conimittee on the 
Judiċidry, to which was reforred: the bill to estab- 


lish the territorial government of Wisconsin, re- |. 


ported the same with amendments; which were 
read. 


RESOLUTION SUBMITTED. 


Mr, GOLDSBOROUGH submitted the follow- 

ing resolution; which lies on the table one day: 

‘Resolved, That the President of the United States be re- 
quested to communicate to the Senate any information that 
may be in his possession relating to the origin and causes of. 
the existing war in Florida with the Seminole Indians; and, 
; also, any other-inteHigence in relation to the same that be 

may have it in his power to give, and may think useful to 
impart. - i 

NATIONAL DEFENSE. 


The special order ‘of the day, being the bill to 
. regulate the deposits of the public moneys, was 


announced by the Chair, when, t 


On motion by Mr. HUBBARD, it was post- | 
poned till to-morrow, and the Senate took up the 
resolution submitted by Mr. Benton for appro- 
priating the surplus revenue to the national de- 
fense. ; 

Mr. BUCHANAN, who had the floor, ad- 
dressed the Senate until a late hour, when, with- 
out concluding, he gave way to : 

Mr. CLAYTON, on whose motion the Senate 
adjourned. 


j 


' Monar, February 1, 1836. 


the unfinished business of last: Monday, being 


iton pre- 


ing the abolition of slavery and the slave trade 
in the District of Columbia, 


| Mr. HAMMOND (who was entitled to the | 


| 


he had made the motion for the preliminary 


i 


| been taken without debate; but from what had |! 
‘| taken place on last petition day it must be obvi- 
|i ous th 


at debate was inevitable. 


! was evident that’ there would be no more aboli- 
; tion petitions presented, unless accompanied by 
a preliminary ‘speech; and he thought it would 
| facilitate business by saying all that they had to 
say atonce. Thegentleman from Massachusetts, 
: (Mr. Cusnine,] had enlarged upon the constitu- 


| tional right of petition; and he concurred in the | 


“A bill for the relief of the representatives: of | 


Thomas Beauchim; l 
REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES, 


Mr. DAVIS, from the Committee on Com- 


merce, to which had been referred the bill for the 
‘relief of Christopher T. Ealy, reported the same 
without amendment... |. fn 
Mr. KING, from the Committee. on Private 
Land Claims, to which the same had been refer- 
red, reported, with amendments, the bill for the 
relicf of Duncan S. Clinch, which were read. 


On motion by Mr. KING, of Georgia, the Com- : 


mittee on Foreign Relations, to which had been 
referred the petition uf Jannet Taylor, niece and 


heir of Commodore Paul Jones, moved that the | so, the Constitution never could have been adopt- 
“committee be discharged from the further consid- |! 


ii their contents. 


gentleman’s views on that point, He said it was i 
not his object to argue against the right of the 
j pegpte to asserinble'and petition Congress. They | 

had assembled, and their petitions had been pre- | 
sented, and the House was in full possession of | 
The petitioners had done their | 
duty, and it devolved upon the House to do its | 


i 
| 
three without infringing upon the saered right, of | 
| would become a part of the records of the 


| House; | 
| and he thetefore called upon the Fouse t 


o refuse | 


‘The House procceded to the consideration of | 


sented by Mr. Cusntne, of Massachusetts, pray- ; 


i floor) addressed the House. He said that when | 
k EEA | 
; question of reception, it was done with the hope i 
,; and expectation that the question might have || by any other labor'than slave labor 


H the 


! 
duty. The House can refuse to receive them; | 
, can receive and report upon them, or can lay 
1 them‘on the table.” They can do either of the 


Legislation 
was intended to protect property, not to destroy 
it; to protect life and liberty, and not to destroy 
them,” It was a palpable usurpation to take away 
: any one of these. He objected to the reception 

of these petitions, because they were not only 

dangerous to the interests of the people he repre- 
_ sented, but ruinous to all the interests of the Con- 
federacy. It had been said by some on that floor, 
that there were but very few Abolitionists at the 
North; and others had said that’ the excitement 
was tremendous. But to show the House that 
there were considerable numbers of them there, 
he would exhibit some of the pamphlets and tracts 
which he had been honored with, by those soei- 
eties in the northern States. It wonld be recol- 
lected that there had been: but one day on which 
those petitions were presented to the iame soi 
on that day their numbers amounted to fifty-eight, 
signed by some six or cight thousand individuals. 


_, There were at the present time, he believed, about 


three hundred an 

States, an 
1832. 

Mr. H. here exhibited various documents of 
the anti-slavery socicties, such as newspapers, 
: tracts, pamphicts, almanacs, school books, prints, 
_&c., showing that they must at least be possessed 
of considerable wealth, if not of great numbers. 
He said it was apparent, from one of the extracts 
which he read, that it was the intention of the 
Abolitionists to connect themselves with some 
political party; but he did hot charge them with 

being connected with any political party in that 
: House. His colleague (he said) had been at- 
' tacked for saying that Dr. Channing had been 


fifty socictics in the northern 
d all these societies had sprung up since 


i playing a second part toan Irish demagogue; but 
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e would say more: he would say that he played 
‘a second part to Dr. Coxe, Arthur Tappan, and 
: the notorious Phompson, in calumniating the 
southern people, and in such temper as was un- 
worthy of a geiitléman and a divine. He begged 
pardon for using strong Janguage, but when he, 
in common with the southern people, had heen 
attacked and slandered, he must express the just 
indignation of'an honest heart, Slavery (he said) 
might be an evil, but it was ah evil which the 
southern people were willing to endure. With- 
out it their lands would be uscless, They could 
not till them to any extent, nor with any profit, 


` 


But Congress had no right to legislate on the 


4 subject of slavery; and if ever the Government 
When the gen- | 
i tleman from Massachusctts presented his peti- |! a civil war, If ever the 
| tions, he prefaced them with an argument, and it | 


i dared to take it up and act on it, there would be 
roposition should come 
into that House, while Be was there, he would 
not even remain to record his vote onit, bùt would 
go home and preach and practice disunion. He 
| contended that the slaves were ps happy and as 
contented a people as were’ tipon earth, if left 
i alone; they had everything to make them, so; 
| they had hght work; were, benerally speaking, 
| well fud—far better than a large majority of the 
| operatives of England. Hedid not know how 
i they would compare with the operatives of the 
| North; but they had a plenty; and they wereina 
i better situation than they could be in their own 
country, even if they were sent there. 
. It had been said that families were separated 
and sold, and sent to distant places; but it was a 
mere flourish, and ‘no truth in it. No southern 


i man, Who had any regard for his reputation, 
| would dgr¢ to.separate man and wife, except by 


consént of themsclves, or unless. he was forced 


i petition. Ifthey reecive them, however, they || to it from hecessity; if he did, he would be truly 
| disgraced; and the same might be said with regard 
to the separation of parents and children. 
i; to receive and enrol them. He did so because | 


He 
‘did not believe that there was half the amount of 


he believed the petitioners askcd Congress to do |! Séparation of the southern slaves, that there was 


: what was unconstitutional. There was no dif- | 
ference betwern taking from the southern people | 


their slaves, and taking from them their property. | 


of the northern and eastern people by emigratior 
i tothe western States. Butsuppose the southern 
“people would agree to emancipate their slaves, 


_, The Constitution guarantied to them both their || What would be the result? For that he would 


property and their slaves; and if it had not done | 


ed; if it had even been ‘avowed, that it was the 


‘refer the House to an account of a free colony in 
‘Brown county, Ohio; which was read, and was 
subatantially, that their land, which had been 
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pought for them, was in a very bad state of cul- 
tivation; the timber stripped off of it; their houses 
in a miserable condition, and that they were des- 
titute of everything like the comforts of lite. He 
would ask another class of AboliGenists whether 
they could reconcile it to their consciences to see 
the negrocs of the South or of the North aspir- 
ing to seats on that floor? Would they wish to 
see a black man occupying the Speaker’s chair; 
or to see some Othello who might be gifted with 
genius, grasping at the presidential chair? Would 
they wish to sce such a picture? Set 

Mr. H. said that upon the subject of abolition 
the people of the southern States were united as 
one man, and were prepared when the attack 
should be made to roll back the tide. If he was 
called upon to know what he desired, his answer 
would be to suppress the abolition societies and _ 
stop the crusade which was going on. Did free- 
dom of speech or freedom of the press allow of 
licentiousness? If a man in New York were to 
say of his neighbor what those papers say of the 
southern people, would he not be indicted as a 
slanderer? (ee if he wrote the slanders would 
he not be indicted as a libeler? Then are not the 

cople of the South entitled to the same protection? 
That had been established as a point of inter- 
national law. When Bonaparte called upon Eng- 
land to suppress the slanders which were in- 
serted in the English press, what did she do? 
She indicted one of her editors, because he had 
abused her greatest cnemy. Then are not the 
people of the South entitled to the same protection 
which was give to the Corsican usurper. 

The southern people, however, were prepared 
to mect the crisis when it should come; and all 
he asked was simply that the subject should be 
kept out of the halls of Congress; he wished that 
place to be a sanctuary ofpeace. He wished to 
sit there and do the work of his constituents, 
without being subject to the odious and insulting 
language held by some of the Abolitiontsts. He 
thought it the wisest and safest plan not to re- 
ccive those petitions, so that they might not be 
scandalizcd in their own halls of legislations and 
that he thought would not be evading any right 
either human or divine. 

Mr. HOLSEY then moved to lay the motion 
under consideration on the table; which was 
agreed to. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Kentucky, moved to sus- 
pend the rules, so as to lay aside the other aboli- . 
tion petitions, and to commence with the call for 
petitions and memorials with the Territories, and 
reverse the usual order. He said the Flouse would 
never reach the western States, if all these aboli- || 
tion petitions were to be discussed. 

Mr. MILLER called for the yeas and nays; but |: 
they were not ordered; and the question being then | 

taken by tellers, was decided in the affirmative— 
ayes 115, noes 50. ; 

So the rules were suspended, and the House | 
proceeded with the call for petitions and memor- |! 


lads. 

Petitions and memorials were then 

Mr. SEVIER, of Arkansas; 

Mr. JONES, of Michigan; 

Messrs. HARRISON and ASHLEY, of Mis- 
souri; 

[Mr. Harrison presented the petition of Alfred 
George, praying compensation for a horse Jost in 
“service during the difficulties with the Indians in 
1832; the petition of sundry citizens praying for 
a mail route from Jefferson City, in Missouri, 

‘rough the counties of Morgan, Benton, Polk, 

Greene, and Barry, to Little Rock, in Arkansas ` 
Territory; the petition of sundry citizens, pray- 


presented by 


ing for a mail route from Fulton, Callaway county, | justice at your hands. I acknowledge, sir, that 


Missouri, to Paris, Monroe county. 


Messrs. LAWLER and LYON, of Alabama; |! 
Messrs. CASEY, REYNOLDS, and MAY, of ` 


Tlinois; 


Legislature of Hlinois, praying that competent 
engineers of the United States corps ma be ap- 
pointed to make a survey of the Great Wabash | 
river, to ascertain the probable amount that will | 
be necessary to remove the obstructions to the | 
navigation of said river, and asking a donation in | 
land to aid in said improvement; which, on his 
motion, was referred to the Committee on Public |: 
Lands.] D i 


: +t 3 conviction in 
[Mr. Casey introduced a joint resolution of the |! 


counties, praying for the establishment of an 
additional land office at Peoria, Illinois; also, a 


joint resolution of the Legislature of Illinois, © 


asking that a corps of United States engineers be 
detailed to make a survey of the Illinois river, 
and an estimate of the. expense necessary to 
remove the obstructions to the navigation of said 
river. ] 


Mr. CLAIBORNE, of Mississippi, said, that 


he held in his hand two papers, of some import- 
ance to the country geneially. One was a 
memorial from certain Mingoes of the Choctaw 
nation, remaining in the limits of the State of 
Mississippi, praying a grant of unappropriated 
lands in lieu of those to which they say they 
were entitled, under the fourteenth article of the 
treaty of Dancing Rabbit crcek, and of which they 
declare they have been unjustly deprived... 

The other was a memorial or remonstrante of a 


numerous and respectable portion of his constit- i: 


uents, against the validity of these claims, de- 
nauncing the whole proceeding as fraudulent, and 
calling on Congress to protect them in thcir settle- 
mentand rights, and the country against the most 
stupendous fraud that was ever sct on foot. .. 

I will not now, sir, pronounce any opinion on 


| the validity of these claims. . Ata proper time I 


shall consider it my duty and my privilege to do 
so. I understand that additional memorials and 
statements of facts are now being prepared on 


|| both sides, and will shortly be submitted. I wish 


the whole subject to go before the appropriate 
committee, and must respectfully ask the House 
not to prejudge the case. Let there be no ex parte 


statements—no wholesale denunciations of fraud. ; 


Let justice be done to all parties. It is a matter 
in which we fecl a common interest. Whether 


we consider the magnitude of the claim, the re- | 
i spectability of the parties, or the dcep, absorbing 


interest felt in the State of Mississippi, the sub- 


> ject is alike worthy of a full and fair investiga- : 


tion. , On one side are these Choctaw claimants, 
their agents and asstgnces, citizens of different 
States, of every political party, and many of them 
gentlemen of the highest respectability, upon 
whose integrity heretofore not one shadow of 
suspicion has ever rested, and who come here, not 


_ Shrinking from, but, as they say, seeking investi- 
` gation. 


On the other side are many of the settlers 
of the State of Mississippi—a valuable class of 
men, entitled to the highest credit, and claiming 


have buta limited acquaintance with the subject. 

I candidly confess, however, to the House, that 
if I have any Tepara, any prejudice, any 
e matter, it is against these claims. 

Whether just or unjust, if they be confirmed, the 
fairest portion of Mississippi will be desolated; 
the stability of property will be shaken; the tide 
of prosperi y will 
of.my best constituents—the men who support 
their Government in peace, and fight its battles 


i: in war—will be driven from their homes ta other 
and distant lands. Mr.C. said he could not con- ` 
template such a result without the deepest regret, !' 

-and he. could not sanction any step going to pro- |: 


e rolled back; and hundreds : 


| ability and experience, aided by its distinguished 

| chairman (Bet, ]furnisha guarantee to the House 

i that the subject-matter will be ably and impar- 
i! tially investigated. Mr. C. hoped the memorials 
` would be referred and printed. 

Mr. VINTON moved that these memorials 
be referred to the Committee on Private Land 
Claims. f , 

Mr. CLAIBORNE rejoined, and urged the pro- 
priety of the reference to the Committee on Indian 
Affairs. , Je 

The question was put; and the House decided 
to refer them to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Messrs. HANNEGAN, KINNARD, DAVIS, 
MeCARTY, and CARR, of Indiana. 

(Mr. Hanyecan presented the petition of Zeb- 
ulon Sheets, asking relicf from the effects of a 
mistake in the entry of certain lands; which was 
referred to the Committee on Private Land 
Claims. A petition for the establishment of a 
mail route from Rockville, in Park county, by the 
Narrows of Sugar creck, and Jacksonville, to 
Hillsborough; which was referred 'to the Com- 
mittee on the Post Office and Post Roads. A me- 
motial from the President arid Dircctors of the 
Michigan City and Kankakee Railroad Company; 
which was referred to the Committee on Public 
Lands. A petition asking an appropriation forthe 
construction of a harbor at the mouth of the St. 
Joseph, on Lake Michigan; which was referred 
to the Committee on Commerce. y 
- Mr. Kinnarp presented the petition of Aaron 
Stout, a soldicr of the late war, praying to be 
allowed hounty land. Also, the petition of citi- 
zens of Miami and Fulton counties, in the State 
of Indiana, for the estahlishment of a post route 
from Peru to Chippeway.] i 

Messrs. JOHNSON, GARLAND, and RIP- 
LEY, of Louisiana; ` 

Messrs. THOMSON, STORER, PATTER- 
SON, JONES, KENNON, CRANE, SLOANE, 
© HAMER, McLENE; WEBSTER, MASON, 
, VINTON, BOND, KILGORE, and WHIT- 
TLESEY, of Ohio. 

{Mr. Storer presented the proceedings of a 
; public meeting in Cincinnati, deprecating the 
| course of the Auslitionivs: which he moved be 
i| received, and read. 

| Mr, Hammonp opposed the reception: of the 
| proceedings. He should object to any inter- 
| ference on, this subject, whether in favor of, or in 
l| opposition to, the abolition of slavery. > 
| Mr. Wairusams, of Kentucky, moved to lay 
| the preliminary question of reception on’ the 
| table; which was agreed to. ] 

{Messrs. Jones and Kircore of Ohio presented 
petitions praying the abolition of slavery and the 
slave trade in the District of Columbia; the recep- 
tion of which was objected to, and the prelimi- 

_ nary question of reception was laid on the table. 

Mr. PATTERSON presented the petition of the 
Mad River and Lake Erie Railroad Company, 
praying for preémption rights on certain lands in 
‘the State of Ohio; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands; also, petitions for a mail 
route from Paris, in Richland county, by Gam- 
ble’s Mills, Martin’s Mills, and Lexington, to 
Frederick, in Knox county, Ohio. 

Mr. Hamer presented petitions from citizens 
of Ohio, praying for a branch of the national road 
to run from Columbus, Ohio, to Frankfort, Ken- 
tucky; also, remonstrances against any change. 
in the mail route from Zanesville, Ohio, to Mays- 
ville, Kentucky; also, a resolution asking the 
establishment of a post route from Winchester to 
| West Union, in Adams county, Ohio. 

ii Messrs. PEYTON, STANDEFER, DUN- 
1 LAP, CARTER, and the SPEAKER, of Ten- 
i| Messee; 
‘| Messrs. WILLIAMS, CALHOON,GRAVES, 
' HAWES, ALLAN, UNDERWOOD, JOHN- 
| SON, WHITE, BOYD, FRENCH, and CHAM- 
: BERS, of Kentucky; Í 
Mr. CLEVELAND, of Georgia; ` 
Mr. HAMMOND, of South Carolina; < 
Messrs. SHEPARD, McK AY, BYNUM, and 
: PETTIGREW, of North Carolina. 
, RESOLUTIONS ADOPTED. 

On motion by Mr. BOON, it was i 

ived, That. the Committee on the Post Office and 


THR. CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


169 


Post Roads be instructed to inquire inte the expediency of i 
establishing a post road from Evansville, via Diamond | 
Island, to Mount Vernon, Indiana ; also, to inquire into the 
exprhiency of establishing a post route from New Harmony, 
via Cynthiana, to Evansville, Indiana. i 


_On motion by Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky, it |! 


i 
a 

was 4 
| 

i 


be instructed to inquire into the propriety of allowing to 
John Emerson ititerest npon his commutation pay as arev- 
| olutionary officer; and that the First Auditor be required 
to furnish said committee with a copy of all the papers on 
file in his office in the case on application of said Emerson 
for commutation pay. : 


On motion by Mr. GRAHAM, it was 


ji Resolved, That the Committee of Ways and Means be 
Post Roads, be instructed to inquire into the expediency of | instructed to inquire into the expediency of causing each 
establixhing a post route from Richmond, Madison county, ofthe mints of the United States to make a legal gold coin, 
Kentucky, to London, Laurel county, Kentucky, and post : of the value of one dollar. . 


offices on said route ; also to inquire tuto the expediency of å 

establishing 2 post route from Perry Court-honse to Russell On motion by Mr. GRAYSON, it was | 

Court-hou-c, Virginia, and post offiecs on said route. Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Office and 
P ion by Mr. HARLAN, it was ` Post Roads be instructed to inquire into the expediency of 
On motion by Mr. H2 » it wa . establishing a mail route from Pocotaligo, South Carolina, 
Resolved, Thatthe Committee on Revolutionary Pensions - by the way of Hickory Hill, to the Augusta road, and a post 

be instructed to inquire into the expediency of placing the - office at Hickory Iit. 


name of Hugh McBrayer, of Kentucky, a soldier of the On motion by Mr. OWENS, it was 
» > 


Revolution, om the pension list. = ora a $ 
f : NI; i; esolved, That the Judiciary Committee be instructed to 
On motion by Mr. HARDIN, ut was d :. inquire into the expediency of annexing a salary to, and 
puBioaiped That Seo. hs Paah mesenger dA feed increasing the fees of the offize of marshal of the district of 
instruc’ inquire e y of | ; Georgia. 
half pay, and the bounty land promised by Virginia, tothe : R x 
heirs and representatives of John Roberts, a lieutenant in On motion by Mr. GRAHAM, it was 
the Virginia State line, and who continued in the service to Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Office and 
: Post Roads be instructed to inquire into the expediency 


the end of the revolutionary war. 
Í i X RTY, it was of establishing a mail route from Morgantown, in Burke 
On motion by Mr. MeCA 7 : county, North Carolina, up. John’s river, to John Most’s, 


Resolred, That the Committee on the Post Office and a oes 
Post Roads be instructed to inquire into the expediency of .. °? Watauga, in Ashe county. ’ 
establishing the following post routes in Indiana, to wit: | On motion by Mr. PINCKNEY, it was 
From Richmond, by Newport and Winchester, to Fort į 
Wayne; froin Connersville, by Harrisburg, Louisville, and `: 
Newcastle, to Muncytown ; trom Fairfietd. by West Union, 
Columbia, and Danville, to Rushville; from Fort Wayne, by | 
McCormick’s and Noblesville, to Indianapolis ; and from 
Toledo, by Mungoquinon, South Bend, and Laporte, to 
Ottawa, in Hlinois; and, also, from Grant Court-house to 
Legrass. 


On motion by Mr. HAWES, it was 

Resolved, That the Committee on Commerce inquire into 
the expediency of cstablishing ports of entry at Bowling 
Green and Morgantown, in the State of Kentucky. 


On motion by Mr. HUNTSMAN, it was 


Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Office and 


Resolre?, That the Committee on the Post Uffice and 


inquire into the expediency of allowing a salary to the dis- 


South Carolina. 
Resolved, That the Judiciary Committee be instructed to 


Charleston. South Carolina, or of making some other pro- 
vision for the accoinmodation of the Federal court in that 
State. $ 


On motion by Mr. GRANTLAND, it was 


Resolved, That the Committee on- the Post Office and 
Post Roads be instructed to inquire into'the expediency of 
establishing a post road from Centerville, or Turner’s store, 
in Wilkos county, by tie way p Wright store, on the 
Post Roads be instructed to inquire into the expediency of j Skull=hoal road; thence by the Bowling Green, John M. 
establishing a post roure from wie town of wae, Madi- , Coxe’s store, and Poullan’s bridge, to Salem, Clark county, 
son county, by Trenton, Gibson county, to Troy, in Obion |. in the State of Georgia. 
county, Tennessec, and to Mills’ Point, in Kentucky. i' On motion by Mr. WILLIAMS, of Kentucky, 

On motion by Mr. LUKE LEA, it was it was a 

Resolved, That the Coruinittee on the Post Office and . _ Resolved, That the declaration of Barnaby. Haley, made 
Post Roads be instructed to inquire into the expediency of for a pension, under the act of Jane-7, 183%, and rejected 
establishing a post route from Marysville, in the county . by the Commissioner of Pensions, be referred to the Com- 
of Blount, and State of Tennessee, by way of Montvail , mittee on Revolutionary Pensions, with instructions to in- 
Springs, to Hugh Gormley’s, on the Tennessee river, in | quire into the expediency of passing a special act for the 
Monroe county. : il benefit of said Haley, allowing and giving him a pension. 


On motion by Mr. SHIELDS, it was ` || Ón motion by Mr. FORESTER, it was 


Resolved, That the Committee on Revolutionary Pen- |; Resolved, That the Committee on Revolutionary Pen- 
sions be instructed to inquire into the expediency of increas- | sions inquire into the expediency of placing James Francher, 
ing the pension of Major William Smith, a soldier of the || of Tennessee, on the pension roll. . 
revolutionary war, who now receives a pension asa private, | On motion by Mr. MAY, it was 


but who served in the said war in the various capacities of | i a 
Resolved, That the Committee on Claims be instructed 
to inquire into the expediency of making an appropriation 


private, ensign, licutenant, and captain. i 
E , Í 

On motion by Mr. FORESTER, it was ; for the payment of Captain Pearcer’s company of mounted 

, Volunteers, who were called into service during the late 


Resolved, That the Committee on Claims inquire into l 
Indian disturbances in Illinois, and who were not paid. 


the expediency of paying the widow of Andrew Stewart 
On motion by Mr. CARTER, it was 


deceased, five years’ half’ pay. 
On motion by Mr. HAMER, it was Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads inquire into the expodieucy of establishing a 


Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Office and | 
mail route from Leesburg, in Washington county, Tennes- 


Post Roads be instructed to inquire into the expediency of | 
establizhing a post route from Winchester to West Union, see, via Newmansville,in Greene county, to Rogersville, 
| in Hawkins county. : 


in Adams county, Ohio. | 
On motion ‘by Mr. LYON, it was 


+i 
i 


On motion by Mr. KILGORE, it was I 


Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Office and | 


Post Roads be instructed to inquire into the expediency of . 

establishing a post route from Massillon, in Ohio, to Canal | 

Dover, in the same State. || taining the evidence of certain claima to reservations under 
On motion by Mr. FRENCH, itwas - |i the fourteenth article of the treaty of 1830 with the Choc- 
Resoived, That the Committee on the Post Office and ' i 

Pot Roads be instructed to inquire into the expediency of | Committees me Indian Atala: ; 

establishing a post route from Louisia, in Lawrence county, | On motion by Mr. WILLIAMS, of Kentucky, 

Kentucky, to West Liberty, in Morgan county, ofthe same | it was i 


State ; and, also, into the propriety of establishing a post Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Offi Sl 
ud, > ) J A 2 5 ce and Pest 
office on said route, on Big Plain. ‘| Roads be instructed to inquire into the expedieney of es- 
On motion by Mr. MAURY, it was i 
Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Office and '| 
Post Roads be instructed to inquire into the expediency of `! 
establishing a post route from Witliamsport, in Maury | 
county, by the way of True’s store and Snow Creek, to | 
Franklin, in Williamson county, Tennessee. | 


On motion by Mr. SHIELDS, it was 
Resolved, That the Committee on Indian Affairs be in- 
structed to inquire into the expediency of allowing interest - 
on the amount of a ctaim granted to the legal representa- 
tives of James Brown, deceased, by an act of Congress of 
the 30th June, 1834. 
On motion by Mr. STANDEFER, it was 
Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads inquire into the expediency of establishing a 
post route from Datlax, Tennessee, passing through Look- | 
out and Wile’s Valleys, to Ashville, Alabama. 
On motion by Mr. WILLIAMS, of Kentucky, : 
it was : ; : i 
Resolved, That the Committee on Revolutionary Claims 


Slaughter’s salt works, Mount Vernon, to Somerset,Pulaski 
county, Kentucky. i 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Office and Post 
Roads be instructed to inquire into the expediency of ex- 
tending the mail route to Monticello, in the State of Ken- 
tucky, (which now passes from Monroe, in Overton county, 
to Jamestown, in Fentress county,in the State of Tennes- 
sec, where it now stops,) passing Abraham Vinwinkle’s. 

Resolved, That t'ie Committee on the Post Office and Post 
Roads be instructed to inquire into the expediency of es- 
tablishing a post route, leaving the present route, leading 
from Barboursville, in the county of Knox, Kentucky, to 


i 
t 


hold’s; thence by the mouth of Laurel river, the Stone coal 
mines, Somerset, Mount Vernon, and Slaughter’s salt 
works, to Richmond, in Madison county, Kentucky; and 
that the petitions and papers referred at the last session of 
, Congress to said committee, in relation to so much of said 
contemplated route as lies between Richmond, in Madison 
county, and Somerset, in Pulaski county, be again referred 
to said committee; and that the petitions and papers referred 
|| to said commitee, at the last session, relating to post routes 


Resolved, That the Judiciary Committee be instructed to : 


trict attorney, and also to the United States marshals, for , 


inquire into the expediency of erecting.a court-bouse in , 


Resolved, That the communication from ‘the President of | 
the United States to Congress, under date of the 6th of Febru- | 
ary, 1835, together with the accompanying documents, con- - 
i 


| taws, and printed with document No. 138, be referred tothe : 


tablishing a mail route from Richmond, Kentucky, passing | 


Williamsburg, in Whitley county, at Major Charles Rock- | 


from Monroe, Tennessee, by Jamestown; fo. Montiéello, 
Kentucky, and from Monroe, Tennessee, by Locust Shade, 
to Burksville, Kentucky, and from Burksville to Gainsbo- 
rough, Tennessee, be also referred to thé same ¢bonimittee. 


On motion by Mr. MUHLENBERG, the House 
then (at four o’clock) adjourned. i 


IN SENATE. 

Tvuespay, Febrwary 2, 1836. . 
The CHAIR communicated a report from the 
: War Department, transmitting the annual list of 
the officers and other persons employed in the 
| Indian departments, f 
|. Also, a report from the same Department, made 
:; in obedience to the first section of the act of March, 
': 1803, containing abstracts of the general returns 
of the militia of the United States, with their arms 

, and equipments, for the year 1836. 


J MEMORIALS, PETITIONS, ETC. 


` Mr. SOUTHARD presented a communication 
from the Governor of the State of New Jersey, 
inclosing certain resolutions of the Legislature of 
that State, instructing their Senators in Congress 
to vote for expunging from the Journal of the 
i Senate the resolution of the 28th of March, 1834, 
| declaring that the President, in the late executive 
proceeding in relation to the removal of the pub- 
ic deposits from the Bank of the United States, 
had assumed powers not warranted by law; and, 
also, instructing them to vote against the renewal 
of the charter of the Bank of the United States, or 
‘any similar bank; and further requesting them to 
resign their seats in the Senate of the United States, 
in case they should not think proper to vote as 
above directed. 
The resolutions were read and taid on the table. 
Mr. McKEAN presented a memorial from the 

Select and Common Councils of the city of Phila- 

delphia, stating that the city of Philadelphia, under 

the will of the late Stephen Girard, have an in- 
, terest in certain lands in the State of Louisiana, 
i: the title to which is derived through the Baron 
; Bastrop; that doubts have been suggestefl in re- 
| gard to the validity of said title; and praying for 
| the passage-of a law confirming the same or pro- 
viding for the legal adjudication thereof; which 
was referred to the Committee on Private Land 
Claiiis. eS : 

Mr. EWING, of Ohio, presented the memorial 
; of sundry citizens of Ohio, praying for an appro- 
|i priation for the construetion of a bridge’ across 
| the Ohio, near Wheeling; which. was referred to 
the Committee on Roads and Canals. 
| Mr. WHITE presented the petitions of John 
! A. Rogers and of William Thorp; which were 
i] referred, the first to the Committee on Pensions, 
! the second to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
Mr. TYLER presented the petition of John 
‘Good, praying remuneration for damages sus- 
' tained by him in consequence of ‘the passage of 
ii the Cumberland road t rough his land; which 
i| was referred to the Committee on Roads and 
| Canals. 

'| Mr. ROBINSON presented the petition of Jo- 
I| sette Baubier; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. CUTHBERT presented the petition of 
Brevet Major J. S. McIntosh, of the United 
States Army; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

Mr. TALLMAN presented the petition of 
| Thomas Harrison, praying for increast of pen- 
i sion; which was referred to the same committee. 

Mr. SOUTHARD presented the petition éf the 
yearly meeting of the Society of Friends,: held in 
|| the city of New York, for Vermont, and parts of 
p the States of Massachusetts, Connecticut, New 
i York, and New Jersey, praying Congress to 
i abolish slavery in the District of Columbia; the 
'| petition having been read, hae 
i Mr. CALHOUN demanded the preliminary 
: question on the reception of the petition. i 

Mr. CUTHBERT moved to lay the question 
on the table. There was no room, he said, to 
‘| give reasons for a motion of this kind; but it was 
evident that they must decide on some course 
-| with regard to these petitions. The state-of 
| things required that some decision should be 
í| made. e hoped that the question would, for 
i| the present, be laid on the table. 

i} This motion was agreed to. 


i 

1 

| 
i 
| 
i 


| 
al 
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iti iaquire the expedi : ishing a 

Mr. CLAYTON presented the petition of sun- | ron Bossa ioguire niet : expediency of rare abies 
dry citizens of the State of Delaware, praying |! Cross Roads, Wilson Mebane’s store, Wellhorne’s meeting- 
that New Castle may be made a port of entry. | house, Red Mountain, and Turney Mills, to Hillsboro’, in 
Mr. KING, of Alabama, presented a commu- :. said State. 7 ; 
nication from the Mayor of the city of Mobile, © Mr, SOUTHARD submitted the foltowing res- 
inclosing certain resolutions of the City Councils olution; which lies on the table one day: 
of that city, expressing their sympathy for their 
fellow-citizens who have suffered by the late ca- 
lamitous fire in the city of New York, and asking 
Congress to extend to the sufferers some relief; 
which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 


REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 


Mr. LEIGH, from the Committee on Revolu- 
tionary Claims, to which had been referred the 
etition of the legal representatives of George 
Fiurlbert, deceased, and the petition of the widow 
and heirs of Gustavus B. Horner, deceased, re- 
ported bills for their relief; which were severally 
read and ordered to a second reading. 

Mr. LEIGH, from the same committee, to 
which had been referred the petition of the heirs 
of Colonel William Douglass, deceased, reported 
a bill for their relief; which was also read and 
ordered to a sccond reading. 

Mr. TYLER, from the Committee on the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, to which had been referred 
the memorial of the various corporations in the 
District of Columbia, asking pecuniary relief, 
made a report accompanied by a bill for their re- 
lief; which was read and ordered to a second 
reading, and the report was ordered to be printed. 

Mr. HENDRICKS, from the Committee on 
Roads and Canals, reported, with amendments, 


the bill for the continuation of the Cumberland . ; : : : 
road, in Missouri; which was réad. considerable length, in continuation of hisremarks 
, NOTICE OF A BILL :: begun yesterday. When he concluded, 
° | Mr. CRITTENDEN took the floor, and spoke 
| 


printed the documents connected with the cession of the 
District of Columbia to the United States; the purchase of 
the lands therein by the Government from the origigai pro- 
prietors; the adoption and execution of the plan. of the city 
of Washington, and the erection of the public buildings 
thercin ; the laws passed by Congress in relation to said 
District; and all such papers of a public character as relate 
to a connection of said District with the Government of the 
United States. 

The resolution lying on the table, submitted by 
Mr. Tyrer, on the subject of the petitions for 
the abolition ‘of slavery in the District of Colum- 
bia, came up in its order; and, on motion of Mr. 
Ty er, was laid on the table, in order to allow 
Mr. Bucuanan, who had the floor on Mr. Bex- 
ron’s resolution, an opportunity of continuing 
his remarks; Mr. Tyrer giving notice that, he 
should call up this resolution at the earliest op- 
portunity. 


were then severaily considered and agreed to. 
NATIONAL DEFENSE. 


The Senate then proceeded to the consideration 
of the resolution introduced by Mr. Benton for 
appropriating tlie surplus revenuc to the national 

, defense. . 

Mr. BUCHANAN addressed the Senate at 


Mr. GOLDSBOROUGH gave, notice that he | until the usual hour of adjournment; when, 


would to-morrow ask leave to bring ina bill pre- eee 
viding for the payment to certain States of their ! aS by Mr. MANGUM, the Senate 


claims for interest on their advances during the eria 
MENA -© HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
_, Tuespay, February 2, 1836. 


RESOLUTIONS SUBMITTED. 
T $ ti ` i . . pi 

Mr. LINN submitted the following resolutions; Mr. CAMBRELENG, from the Committee of 

Ways and Means, reported various estimates 


‘which lie on the table one day: 
Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Office and from the Departments for l fortifications, &c.; 
which were ordered to be printed. 


Post Roads be instructed to inquire into the expediency of 
ostablishing the following post routes: from Columbia, via 
Rochetort, Boonville, Jonesboro’, and Lexington, to Inde- 
peudence, Missouri ; : 

From Fayctte to Boonville ; 

-From Liberty to Fort Leavenworth; and from Liberty to 
Plattsburgh, Clinton county. 

Resolved, That the resolution adopted on the 7th of De- |; 
cember last, admitting certain public officers of the United 
States, and others, to the floor of the Senate, as spectators, 
be further amended by inserting the Inspectors General, | 
the Adjutant General, the Chief of the Ordnance Depart- 
mon the Surgeon General, and the head of the Indian 

ureau. 


__ Mr. SOUTHARD submitted the following res- 
olution; which lies on the table one day: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Navy be directed to | 
communicate to the Senate: 
1. The present amount of the Navy hospital fund. | 
2. The average annual receipts for that fund, in the pres- 
ent condition and extent of the Navy. '_ [Mr. Howarp 
- . 3. The number, situation, and exjent of the'Navy hospital | Maygr and.City 
establixhmcuts, and the quantity of land connected with | 7 
each of them. ` 
., 4. The amount which will be required to‘ complete the 
* Naval Asylum at Philadelphia, and the hospitals at Charles- 
town, Massachusetts, New York, Norfolk, and Pensacola; 
together with the necessary and proper improvements of 
the grounds connected with each of them. : 
5. The time within which those hospitals, establishments, 
‘and the necessary appendages thereto, and the improve- 
mienta of the several lots on which they stand, may be com- 
pleted, if sufficient money far that purpose be appropriated. 


Mr. PRESTON submitted the following reso- 
lution; which was considered and agreed to: ; _ On motion by Mr. MANN, of Pennsylvania, 

Resoicdi, That the communication from the Presidentof | the petition and papers of William Kellar, of 
Feet ase a Congress, under date of ane 6th of Bedford county, Pennsylvania, an officer of the 

lary 4 her with the accompanying documents zour i i f 

containing the evidence of. cprtain claims tO reservations ! late war, w ounded spree thnks R ON the files of the 
under the 14th articte of the treaty of 1830, with the Choe- | House, praying for an merrase of his pension, 
taws, and printed with document No. 1% of the House of , Were referred to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
Representatives, be referred to the Committde of the Senate ; sions. 


on Private Land Claims, || Mr. HARPER, of Pennsylvania, presented an 


Mr. CLAYTON submitted the following res- |: abolition petition from three hundred and sixty- 
olution; which was considered and agrecd to: ; 


eight ladies of the city and county of Philadelphia, 
Resolved, That the Committee on Commerce be instructed ct 


is iaire i ahh ; which he moved be received. 
o inquire into the expediency of establishing marine bos- |. Mr. HAMMOND obj i i 
pitals far sick and distressed seamen at ewer, in the State objected to its reception, and 


of Delaware. :: moved to lay the preliminary motion on the table; 


z P bg ii which was agreed to. 
. Mr. MANGUM submitted the following reso- Messrs CAM 

lution; which lies on the table one day: wa J : 
Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Office and 


i; the York, House suspended the rule for an hour, 
', for the purpose of calling the States not called 
| yesterday for petitions, with the limitation that 
all petitions upon which any debate might arise 
should lie over. 


sented b 

Mr. DEBERRY, of North Carolina; f 

Messrs. HOPKINS, MORGAN, MASON, 
LOYALL, JOHNSON, GARLAND, CLAI- 
BORNE, WISE, PATTON, MERCER, and 
TALIAFERRO, of Virginia; — 

Messrs, WASHINGTON, HOWARD, and 
THOMAS, of Maryland. 


ouncils of Baltimore; which 


of establishing a navy-yard in said city ] 
Mr. MILLIGAN, of Delaware; 
Messrs. 
ASH, DARLINGTON, BANKS, MUHLEN- 
BERG, GALBRAITH, CHAMBERS, MANN, 
, WAGENER, LAPORTE, MILLER, HEN- 
|| DERSON, INGERSOLL, and DENNY, of 
Í Pennsylvania. 


| McKEON, CHAPIN, PHILO C. PULLER, 
GIDEON LEE, and TURRILL, of New York. 


Petitions and memorials were accordingly pre- 


resented resolutions of the | 
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Resolved, That the Secretary of the Senate be, and he is ` 
hereby, authorized to cause to be collected, arranged, and | 


The remaining resolutions lying on the table 


February 2. 


. The SPEAKER announced that the hour set 
apart for the reception of petitions had expired. 
Mr. WHITE, of Florida, by consent, -pre- 
sented sundry petitions, which, together with the 
foregoing, were appropriately referred. 
Mr. RILL presented seven petitions, 
signed by a large number of inhabitants of the 
counties of Oswego, Oneida, and Jefferson, in the 
State of New York, asking for an appropriation 
to construct 9 harbor at the mouth of Salmon 
river, on Lake Ontario; also, a petition for the 
construction of a harbor at the mouth of the river 
St. Joseph, on Lake Michigan; a petition for the 
construction of a harbor at the mouth of Eighteen 
Mile creek, in Niagara county, New York; the 
petition of Oliver Davis, for compensation for 
services during the late war; of Satterle Clark, for 
services during the late war; of Job J. Campbell, 
for services during the revolutionary war; and of 
Catharine Schuyler, asking compensation for the 
services of her husband daring the revolutionary 


war. 

Mr. CHAPIN presented the petition of divers 
inhabitants of the western part of New York, 
asking an appropriation for the improvement of 
the harbor at the mouth of Oak Orchard creek, 
on Lake Ontario. 


NORTH CAROLINA CONTESTED ELECTION. 
The SPEAKER laid before the House addi- 
tional testimony in the contested election in 
ı North Carolina. Referred to the Committee of 
. Elections. ' 
: RESOLUTIONS. 
On motion by Mr. JOSEPH JOHNSON, it was 


Resalved, That the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads be instructed to inquire into the expediency of 
establishing a post route from Weston, in the county of 
Lewis, to Charleston, inthe ‘cousty o Kanawha, in the 
State of Virgiaia. 


On motion by Mr. JOSEPH JOHNSON, it was 


Resolved, That the Committer on the Judiciary be in- 


` structed to inquiré into the expediency of changing the time 


On motion by Mr. GIDEON LEE, of New | On motion by Mr. WASHINGTON, it was 


: of holding the United States courts for the western district 
of Virginia, at Clarksburg, ° Rs 

i On motion by Mr. McKIM,it was 

| Resolved, That the Committee for the District of Colum- 

; bia inquire into. the expediency of prohibiting the sale of 

| lottery tickets of every description within the District of 

i Columbia. f 


'| Resəlved, That the Committee for the District of Colum- 


were referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs, , 
' with instructions to inquire into the expediency | 


SUTHERLAND, McKENNON, | 


BRELENG, MANN, BROWN, | 


| bia be instructed to inquire into the expediency of reporting 
| a bill for the improvement of Pennsylvania avenue, by 
j paving or Macadamizing, from the War Department to its 
| western termination, and the erection of a substantial stone 
| bridge over Rock Creek. 


On motion by Mr. TURNER, it was 


l, . Resolved, That the Committee on Military Affairs be 
i: instructed ta inquire into the expediency of making an ap- 


; propriation for the defense of Havre De Grace, in the State 
; of Maryland. f 


| On motion by Mr. ROBERTSON, it was 


i Resolved, That the claims of the heirs or representatives 

of Benjamin Harrison, deceased, deputy paymaster of the 
: southern army of the Revolution, be referred to the Com- 
| mittee on Revolutionary Claims. 


On motion by Mr. DICKERSON, it was 


_ Resolved, That the Cominıtteg on Revolutionary Pen- 
sions be instructed to inquire into the expediency of grant- 
ing a pension to Job Daniels, of New Jersey. 


On motion by Mr. PARKER, it was 


Resolved, That the Committce on the Post Office and 
Post Roads be instructed to inquire into the expediency of 
ee the foilowing post routes in the State of New 

ersey: 

From Princeton, through Hightstown, to Freehold. 

From Highstown, through Ewingville, Clarksburg, Hor- 
nerstown, Cassville, Charleston, Smithfield, to Freehold, 
and back. 3 ; 

. Resolced, That the Commiitee on the Pest Office and 
Poat Roads be instructed to inquire into the expediency of 
; establishing a post route from Philadelphia, through Cam- 
; den, Burlington, Iighstown, and South Amboy, in New 

Jersey, to the city of New York. 
| On motion by Mr. CHAMBERS, it was 

Resolved, That it be referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary to inquire into the expediency of reporting a bill 
limiting the term of prosecuting suits against the sureties 
of deceased, resigned, or removed publie officers, or any 
bend or other security to the United States. 


On motion by Mr. HEISTER, it was- + 
| Resolved, That the Committee for the District of Colum- 
, bia be instructed to inquire into the expediency of amend- 
ing the penal laws of the said District, so as more effectually 
to suppress the practice of gambling within the same. 
;, On motion by Mr. POTTS, it was 
` Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Office and 


i Post-Roads, be insfructed to inquire into the expediency of 
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establishing a mail route from Coatesville, by way of Doe 
Rua, Chatam, Westgrove, Roscommon, and Bovd's store, i 
to Strickersviile, all in the county of Chester, and State of ! 
Pennsylvania. 


On motion by Mr. CHAPIN, it was 


Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads be instructed to inquire into the expediency of 
establishing a mail route from Columbia, via Cabean, 
E-core-a-Falie, to Washington, in Hemstead county, Ark- 
ansas; aad from Calumbia, via mouth of Arkansas river, 
mouth of White river, Hetena, Greenock, and the county 
seat of Mississippi county, in Arkansas, to New Madrid, in 
the Siate of Missouri. 


On motion by Mr. BEAUMONT, it was 


Resolved, That the Committee on Revolutionary Pensions 
be instructed to inquire into the expediency of making some 
provision tor the widows of revolutionary officers and sol- 
diers wbo were married bafore or during the term of the 
service of their husbands. 


On motion by Mr. DENNY, it was 


Resolved, That the memorials relative to the extension of 
the circuit court syatem to the western district of Pennsyl- 
vania, and prayiag that appeals to the Supreme Court may 
se autirorized, in cases where the sam in controversy may | 
execed the sum of $1,000, be referred to the Committee on d 
the Judiciary; and that said committee be instructed to in- ` 
quire into the expediency of making an appropriation to aid 
in the erection of suitable buildings at Pittsburg, for the | 


accommodation of the United States court in and for the `| 
Wester district of Pennsylvania. | 


On motion by Mr. DENNY, it was i 

Resolved, That the Committee on Revolutionary Pensions 
be instructed to inquire into the expediency of piacing Cap- 
tain John Turner, of Penasylvania, on the pension roll. 

On motion by Mr. STEELE, it was 

Resolved, That the Committee on Commerce be instructed 
to inquire into the expediency of making a further appro- 
priation for placing buoys in the rivers Great Choptank, 
Nanticoke, Wicomico, Manokin, Annamessic, and Poko- 
moke, and in Tangicr Sound; and an ap jativn for 
erecting light-houses on Hooper’s Island and Sharp’s Island. 

Mr. TURRILL submitted the following reso- 
lution; which, by the rule, lies over one day: ' 

Resolved, That the Secretary of War be requested to 
communicate to this House, if in possession of the War 
Department. a copy of the survey, plan, and estimates for : 
the construction of a ship canal to connect the waters of | 
Lake Erie and Lake Ontario, or any iaformation he may 
possess in relation thereto. 

Mr. GALBRAITH submitted the following 
resolution; which, by the rule, lies over one day: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of War be requested to 
furnish to this House the report of Lieutena 


to the harbor of Presque Isle, 
ings and estimates. 
APPROPRIATION BILLS. 

The first bill in order on the Speaker’s table 
was the bill making appropriations in part for the 
expenses of the Government for the year 1836, 
commonly called the House contingent bill. 


. The bill was on its third reading, and there | 


were two motions pending—one by Mr. Jony- 
son, of Tennessee, to recommit the bill to aCom- 
mitiee of the Whole; and the other, by Mr. Ux- | 
DERWOOD, to recommit to the Committee of Ways 
and Means, with instructions to adopt some uni- 
form regulation relating to the pay and mileage | 


I It came under the cognizance of a different com- 


nt Thompson | 
8. Brown, of the United States Corps of Engineers, relative | 
with the accompanying draw- ; 


| bill a Zood provision came, 


| mittee, to whom he wished to send the whole 
i subject for investigation. He trusted the bill 

would be recommitted to a Committee of the 
` Whole on the state of the Union, to amend it in 


the particulars he had indieated when the bill was | 


last under consideration. 

Mr. LANE made a brief explanation of the 
charges for mileage made by himself and other 
members from Indiana. 
ulating the pay, or for reducing it. 

Mr. McKENNAN thought the present bill the 


best place for an amendment to regulate this mat- | 


ter. He knew there was much irregularity, if : 


not abuse, in the mode of charging mileage. In- 
stead of charging by the mail route, gentlemen 
were too generally in the habit of consulting their 
:| own convenience for business or comfort, and 


!, going a long way by steamboat or railroad. He | 
| hoped the motion to recommit with instructions 


would prevail. 

Mr. WARD would go as far as any gentleman 
i to correct abuses; but the present bill was not, in 
his opinion, the proper place to do it. 

Mr. ADAMS should vote for the motion of the 
gentleman from Kentucky, [Mr. Uyperwoop,] 
though he was greatly opposed to delaying the 
passage of the bill. 

Mr. HARDIN said it was impossible to limit 
an appropriation for printing before they knew 
what it would come to; and he could not sce how 
, the Committee of Ways and Means were to reg- 
ulate the question of mileage. Could it be by 

latitude and longitude from Washington city? 
The present regulation, prescribing the mode to 
be by the ‘usual route,” was the best, and to 
leave it to the honor of gentlemen to say they had 
so traveled. The members from Kentucky still 
pursued the same route they had traveled for 
thirty or forty years. He was for passing the bill 
as it was, and to regulate the matter of rinting 
.. hereafter by not ordering so much work to bedene 
|! Mr. PEYTON hoped the motion would prevail. 

The rule of honor was subject to various con- 
j! structions; and his own State presented the case 
' of one gentleman who placed a different con- 
, struction upon the meaning of the law from all 

his colleagues, for he pursued all the turnings 
and meandcrings of the Ohio river, by taking the 
|, river route. Two gentlemen came from the same 
| city, traveled in the same stage together, and one 
charged two hundred dollars more than the other. 

Mr. GIDEON LEE was opposed to the re- 

committal of the bill. The people of the city were 
| suffering, or would suffer, for the want of this 
bill being passed, if the deposit bank had not made 
| advances on account of it. 


{ 


i| Mr. UNDERWOOD said the balance of the 


| bill need not be delayed. 

Mr. MANN, of New York, cared not in what 
so that they got it; 
j and the best way to correct abuses was, to hold 


of members of Congress. : 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Tennessee, recommended ` 
that the bill should pass by consent as it stood, 
reserving the items respecting the pay and mile- | 
age of members of Congress to future considera- 
tion in a separate bill. He expressed himself as | 
desirous as any other gentleman that this subject 
should be regulated in a uniform manner. i 

Mr. UNDERWOOD feared that, if the bill | 
was now passed without the deductions he 
‘posed, that the subject would not come up arain | 
for consideration during this session. Me U.: 
referred to a serics of statements to show that, | 
by the present regulations, the mileage of mem- | 
bers was exceedingly uncqual. There was no 
difficulty in ascertaining the facts, so as to adopt 
a uniform rule: the post office routes would 
sufficient. 

Mr. JOHNSON said, that had always beenhis | 
rule since he had been a member of Congress. 
He doubted wiether such a measure could prop- 
erly be introduced into an appropriation bill forex- | 
penses of mileage under the existing regulations. | 


J] 


pro- |. 


i and that some regulation would be 


fast by the money. For this reason, among 
others, he should vote to recommit the bill, with 
instructions. Appropriation bills were the proper 
place to correct cvils, and nowhere else could this 
be done so effectually. 

Mr. ANTHONY said it would not be amiss 
to establish a geographical society, to assist the 
Committee on Accounts in this matter. He drew 
the attention of the House to the great disparity 
in the case of members coming from a short 
distance, and those who were able to travel two 
hundred miles a day in steamboats, 
twenty miles a day, 
for forty. The members who came from the far 

. Westreceived more than double what was received 
. by those who had a shorter distance, and all b 
‘land. He hoped the bill would be recom mitte 


’ 
adopted to do 
rule was, that 


y with this inequality. His 
be done, mere form should 


| Whenever a thing could 
: be set aside. 
© Mr. MERCER 


. said he should vote for the ìn- 
structions. 


Instead of | 
the day’s mileage should be | 


He would vote for reg- |. 


, to be unsuccessful. 
| was long settled and establishe 
| that existing statute that the Com 
: and Means had re 

: now here had a ri 


‘gratify the gentle 


„ıng was 80 great as to re 
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Mr. CAMBRELENG said the Committce of 
Ways and Means had reported this bill for the 
convenience of the House; and if the other mem- 


bers of the committee felt as he did, they cared 
very little what disposition the House made of 
the bill. He hoped, however, the House would 
man from Kentucky; but he 
trusted the gentleman would modify the motion, 
by referring the bill and instructions to a select 
committee. The Speaker and Clerk were the 
executive officers of the House, and notthe Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means, which he hoped 
would be released from the proposed duty under 
these instructions. He hoped the gentleman from 
Kentucky (Mr. Unperwoop] would accept the 
modification. 

Mr. ANTHONY moved to amend the instruc- 
tions by inserting the word “ equalize” the mile- 
age of members of Congress. 

Mr. HARPER said, the change that had taken 
place since the regulation in the mode of travel- 
nder it indispensable 
that a new regulation should be adopted; and he 
hoped a remedy would be instantly applied. 

Mr. PATTON said, this same thing had hap- 
pened during every session he had been in Con- 
gress, and he never knew an attempt of the kind 
The law already in force 
d; and it was under 
mittee of Ways 

rted this bill, The member¢ 
ght to their pay and mileage 
under that law. No doubt there were many 
abuses, but the considcration of them did not 


‘come within the province of the Committee of 


| 


Ways and Means. If there was time to intro- 
duce a separate law on this subject, he should 
have no objection to postpone the bill until that 
could be done; but he was at a loss tn nerceive 
how it could be done in the present bili. “He was 
for going to the matter so as to have a full and 
fair inquiry into the whole subject, and to pass 
some law by which the abuses at present existing 
might be in future avoided. ; 

Mr. DUNLAP was strongly in favor of some 
uniform method, and that that House should put 
its own construction upon the law. He should, 
therefore, vote for the instructions, 

Mr. HANNEGAN centered into a warm defense 
of the Representatives of the West, in reply to 
Messrs. Malrincan and ANTHoyy. 

Mr. ANTHONY moved to insert the words, 
“ the propriety of regulating,” &c. 

Mr. D. J. PEARCE could not see the pro- 
priety of legislating in this bill. It was proposed 
to insert a new law, which should endure for a 
length of time, into an appropiation bill, which 
was in force only for one year. He was not op- 
posed to legislating on this subject, but to legis- 
ating in an improper manner. ` He alluded to the 
same thing having been donc in former appro- 
priation bils, and the result had been productive 
of endless disputes as to what was the true con- 
struction of those laws. He was in favor of the 
appointment of a committee who could investirate 
the subject and bring forward a bill upon which 
the House might act advisedly, and legislate per- 
manently. He was opposed ‘to this kind of in- 
cidental and temporary legislation; it wasentirely 
out of place and improper, and never produced 
any benefit, 

Without taking the question the House, on 
motion by Mr. GRENNELL, adjourned. é 


IN SENATE. 
Weopnesnar, February 3, 1836. 

Mr. NAUDAIN, from the Committee on 
Claims, to which had been referred the bills from 
the House for the relief of William Findley; for 
the relief of Marinus W. Gilbert; for the relief 
of William Baker, of New York; and for the relief 


of Doctor William Baker, of the City of Wash- 


ington, reported them severally, without amend-. 
ment. 
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Mr. SWIFT, from the Committee on Claims, 
to which had been referred the bill from the 
House for the relief of D. W. Whitney 
the same without amendment. 

Mr. HENDRICKS, from the Committee on 
Roads and Canals, to which the subject had been || 
referred, reported a bill authorizing the purchase |; 
of the stock in the Louisville and Portland Canal; 
which was read, and ordered to a second reading. 

DISTRICT BANKS. 

Mr. TYLER, from the Committee on the Dis- | 
trict of Columbia, to which the petitions of the 
Bank of Coluinbia and the Bank of Alexan- 
dria, asking an extension of their charters, was 


referred, reported a bill to extend said charters 
for three years to enable said banks to wind up - practicable to prevent the debasement of the gold 
i | and silver coins of the United States; and 


their affairs; which was read, and ordered toa, n Jn; 
second reading; and The resolution authorizing the temporary em- 
fice. 


On motion by Mr. TYLER, and by unanimous 
consent, read a second time and ordered to be : 
engrossed for a third reading. 

BILLS INTRODUCED ON LEAVE. 

Mr. EWING, of Ohio, on leave, introduced a 
bill authorizing the University of Mra to! 
convey to William Oliver certain Jands therein | 
mentioned. li approved March 3, 197. 

RESOLUTIONS SUBMITTED. RESOLUTIONS. 


Mr. EWING, of Ohio, submitted the follow- |, 
ing resolution; which was considered, and agreed | 


I! tiss, Preston, Robbins, Southard, Swift, Tomlinson, Tyler, 
$ and White—23. 
1 NAYS—Messrs. Brown, Buchanan, Cuthbert, Ewing of 
’ reported ` Minois, Grandy, Hendricks, Hill, Hubbard, King of Ata- 
L bama, Knigit, Linn, Morris, Niles, Robinson, 
Shepley, Tallmadge, Tipton, Wall, and Wright—20. 
BILLS PASSED. 
| The following bills were also severally read 
. the third time and passed: 
| _ The bill for the relief of Peter H. Gree 
i, William Emerson. 
The bill in addition to the act for the better 
organization of the district courts of the United 
States for the District of Alabama. i 
The resolutions directing certain experiments 


, to be tri 


n and 


Hj 


i ployment of additional clerks inthe Patent 
NOTICES OF BILLS. 


which lies on the table one day. 


|| Resolved, That the President cause to be communicated 


to: 
Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be directed | 
to inform ihe Senate what particular balances of former | 
appropriations enter into, and make up, the unexpended | 


balance remaining in the Treasury on the lst of January, . 


Mr. TOMLINSON submitted the following | 

+ resolution; which was considered, and agreed to: | 

Resolved, That the Committee on Commerce beinstruct- | 

ed to inquire into the expediency of making a further ap- 

propriation to preserve Fairweather Island and Black Rock 
rbor, on the northerly side of Long Island Sound. 


On motion by Mr. SOUTHARD, the resolu- 
tions presented by him yesterday, from the Legis- | 
lature of New Jersey, instructing their Senators 
to vote for expunging certain resolutions from 
the Journal of the Senate, werc ordered to be 
printed. 


Department of State, the number and amount of claims for 
epoliations presented to the Commissioners under the 
French treaty of 1831, which were rejected, and the rea- 
sons for said objection. 


Mr. BENTON submitted the following resolu- 
tion; which was considered and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the President be requested to cause the 
`. Senate to be informed of all the measures taken by the Ad- 
‘| ministration to suppress the Indian hostilities in Florida ; 


relative to the cause of those hostilities. 
NATIONAL DEFENSE. 


|| © 

'| Benton for appropriating the surplus revenue to 
ii the national defense. 

RELATIONS WITH FRANCE. | Mr. MANGUM, who wasentitied to the floor, 

On motion by Mr. CLAY, the resolution sub- . rose and addressed the Senate on the subject, and 

| continued his remarks till the usual hour of ad- 


mitted by him ‘from the Committee on Foreign | < K a 
Relations, calling on the Department of State for Jeon when, without having concluded, he 
'| gave way to 


certain documents connected with our French . 
relations, was takenup; when | Mr. YLER, on whose motion the Senate ad- 
` journed. 


Mr. KING, of Georgia, submitted the follow- 
ing amendment: 

E HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Wepnespar, February 3, 1836. 


Resolved, also, That the President be requested to com- i 
municate to the Senate, an analytical abstract of the awards 

On motion by Mr. HUNT, the rule was sus- 

, pended for onc hour, for. the purpose of calling 


of the commissioners under the convention with France, 
of July 4, 1831, with the amounts respectively awarded to ` 
those States for petitions not heretofore called 
during the present week. 


each category tor which indemnification was acknowledged | 
Petitions and memorials were then presented 


to be due by Mr. Dumon, in his report to the French Cham- | 
ber of Deputies on the 28th March, 1835. 
Resolved further, That the President be requested to | 
by Messrs. HUNT, GILLET, WARDWELL, 
CRAMER, MASON, HAZELTINE, HARD, 
WARD, LOVE, CAMBRELENG, HUNT- 


cause an estimate to be furnished to the Senate, showing l' 

the probable advantages al ready derived by France from the 
INGTON, LEONARD, CHAPIN, an& RUS- 
SELL, of New York; 


execution of the treaty of July 4, 1831, on the part of the 
United States, and also under the laws of the United 
States favoring French commerce. i 

Resolved further, That the President cause to be com- - 
municated to the Senate any information, under the control 
of the Executive, on the subject of discriminating duties 
imposed by France unfavorable to the commerce of the 
United States. 

Mr. CLAY accepted this amendment as a ` 
modification of his resolution; and the resolution 


thus modified was agreed to. 
ADVANCES TO THE GOVERNMENT. 

Mr. GOLDSBOROUGH, on leave, introduced 
a bill providing for the payment to certain persons | 
of interest on advances made by them during the |; Messrs. PHILLIPS, GRENNELL, LAW- 
late war; which was read twice and referred. : RENCE, BORDEN, and REED, of Masuachu- 

CALEB STARK. | setts, 

Mr. HUBBARD, on leave, introduced a bill |: 
for the relief of Caleb Stark; which was also 
read twice and referred. 

TERM OF OFFICE. 

The bill to repeal the first and second sections 
of the act to limit the term of office of certain 
officers therein named, and for other purposes, 
was read the third time and passed—yeas 23, 
nays 20, as follows: 

YEAS —Messrs. Black, Calhoun, Clay, Clayton, Davis, | 
Ewing of Ohio, Goldsborough, Kent, King of Georgia, 
Leigh, McKean, Mangum, Moore, Naudain, Porter, Pren- 


- tion petition from sundry inhabitants of Vermont; 
which he moved be received. 

{Mr. Parron objected to the reception of the 
petition, and the preliminary motion of reception 
was laid on the table. 

_ Messrs. INGHAM and JUDSON, of Connec- 


ticut; 
_ Mr. PEARCE, of Rhode Island; 


the abolition of slavery in the District of Co- 
lumbia; 

[Mr. Parron objected to its reception, and the 
preliminary question was laid on the table.] 

Messrs. JACKSON and ADAMS, of Massa- 
chusetts, presented similar petitions, to the recep- 
tion of which objection was made, and the pre- 
hanay question of reception was laid on the 
table; 


SON, of Maine. 


Ruggles, | 


ed at the Mint, to determine how far itis . 


Mr. HILL submitted the following resolution; | 


, to the Senate, so far as there may be information in the | 


i! and, also, to communicate all the information ia his power |; 


The Senate then proceeded tothe consideration '| 
f the special order, being the resolution of Mr. || 


Mr. ALLEN, of Vermont, presented an aboli- 


Mr. BORDEN presented a memorial, praying | 


Messrs. EVANS, HALL, SMITH, and MA- | 


| RESOLUTIONS ADOPTED. 


'| The following resolution, submitted yesterday 
| by Mr. TurriLL, was considered and agreed to: 

! Resolved, That the Secretary of War be requested to 
:; communicate to this House, if in possession of the War 
Ji Department, & cop; of the survey, plan, and estimates for 
' the construction of a ship canal, to connect the waters of 
| Lake Erie and Lake Ontario, or any information he may 
_| possess in relation thereto. 


| On motion by Mr. HUNT, it was 


Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads be instructed to inquire into the expediency 
| and propriety of reducing the present rate of postage upon 
j all pamphlets not published periodically. 


‘| On motion by Mr. GILLET, it was 

! Resolved, That the Committee on Revolutionary Pensions 

; be instructed to inquire into the expediency ot allowing to 

ii Jacob Redington, of Madrid, New York, his pay us a revo- 
lutionary pensioner from the time his name was stricken 
from the pension roll, in 1820, to the time he was restored, 
in 1828. 

| On motion by Mr. EVERETT, it was 

| Resolved, That the Committee on Revolutionary Claims 

be instructed to inquire into the cxpediency of allowing 

Captain Benjamin Durkee, an ofiicer of the revolutionary 

army, commutation pay under the resolve of Congress of 

1780 i 


On motion by Mr. EVERETT, it was 


Resolved, That the Committee on Military Afairs be in- 
structed to inquire into the expediency of allowing to Sam- 
uel Cleaveland, Jr., a soldier of the late war, bounty lands. 


On motion by Mr. EVERETT, it was 


|| Resolved, That the Committee on Revolutionary Pen- 
; sions be instructed to inquire into the expediency of estab- 
lishing a pension agency at Windrose, in the State of Ver- 
i mont, for the payment of all pensioners resident in the 
counties of Windham, Windion, Orange, Caledonia, and 
li Essex, and of providing that such agency shall provide for 
i| the payment of pensioners resident in said counties of Cal- 
i! edonia and Essex, at Danville, in said county of Cale- 
i| donia. 
On motion by Mr. EVERETT, it was 
‘| Resolved, That the Committee on Roads and Canals be 
instructed to inquire into the expediency of making an 
appropriation for the survey of a railroad from Harttord, 
pelt head through the State of Connecticut, to the Can- 
‘| ada line. . 


‘| Qn motion by Mr. JANES, it was - 


Resolved, That the Committee on Revolutionary Pen- 
sions be instructed to inquire into the expedicncy of plac- 
ing the names of James Cummings, Benjamin Parkhurst, 
‘| Daniel Hamny, and Eleazer Denny, on the roll of revolu- 
i| tionary pensioners. 


if . y 

‘| On motion by Mr. INGHAM, it was 

'| Resolved, That the Committee on Commerce be in- 
i; structed to inquire into the expediency of making an appro- 
‘| priation for improving the harbor, and removing the bar at 
i the mouth of the Connecticut river, in the State of Con- 
| necticut, and that the papers relating to that subject, now 
| on file in the Clerk’s office, be referred to the same com- 
| mittee. 


i On motion by Mr. JUDSON, it was 


| | Resolved, That the Committee on Revolutionary Pensions 


i be instructed to inquire into the expediency of granting a 
pension to Benjamin Coit, of Norwich, Connecticut, who 

: served in the war of the Revolution. i 

| On motion by Mr. JUDSON, it was 

, | Resolved, That the Committee on Revolutionary Pensions 

: be instructed to inquire into the expediency of granting a 

pension to David Walden, a soldier in the continental army. 


_ On motion by Mr. PEARCE, of Rhode Island, 
It was : 

Resolved, That the Committee on Commerce be instract- 
ed to inquire into the expediency of placing a beacon on 
the south White Rock, and a buoy on Charley’s Rock, near 
the harbor of Wickford, in the State of Rhode Island. 


| On motion by Mr. LINCOLN, it was 


|| _ Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Office and 

'! Post Roads be instructed to inquire into the expediency of 

|: establishing a mail route from Worcester, in the State of 
Massachusetts, by the way of Charlton and Southbridge, 
to Tolland, in the State of Connecticut. 


_ On motion by Mr. CUSHMAN, it was 
|, __ Resolved, That the Committee on Naval Affairs be in- 


|! structed to inquire into the expedicncy of making an appro- 
. priation for the purpose of erecting one or more wharves 


4 at the navy-yard, Portsmouth, New Hampshire. 
‘| On motion by Mr. HOAR, it was 


Resolved, That the Committee on Military Affairs be in- 
‘structed to inquire into the propriety and expediency of 
;; allowing to Mary Coburn, late of the State of Maine, de- 
|. ceased, the half pay provided for officers and soldiers by 
: the first section of the act of Congress, passed 16th of April, 
ii 1816, chapter fifty-five. 


On motion by Mr. JARVIS, it was 


t Office sad 
yof estab- 
Chariote, 


On motion by Mr. FAIRFIELD, it was 


Resolved, That the Committee on the Past Office and Kost 
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Roads be instructed to inquire into the expediency of estab- | 


lishing a post route from Saco to Salmon Falls, in Hollis; | 


the Bar mills; thence to Moderation Fats, in :; ? : 
tience to : z nce :' the most serious and elaborate examination. 


| Wasa most extraordinary fact, that, notwithstand- 
-ing that House was the popular branch of the 
i Legislature, yet, by the operation ofits rules, and 
the construction and decisions put upon them, 
no Opportunity was afforded to any one member 
of the House to bring forward a resolution or | 
proposition upon which he could express his own 
i These were new days, and a new era. 
He did not know that he could trace it back; but 
he had also consulted older members; and never ` 
before was it known in the popular branch of the 
Legislature that everything was ruled down as it 
now was, by forms and decisions upon the rules. 
, No opportunity was afforded for the consider- 
reat and fundamental principles, and 
only be got at indirectly. Mr. B. had | 
himself held a proposition of this description in 
his drawer for the last six or seven weeks, but no 
` Opportunity had presented. Mr. B. extended his 
complaint upon the present operation of the rules. 
į It was discussion, light, that was wanted by the 
u country; and he hoped an opportunity would be - 
|, afforded to the minority to express their views. 
ii Therefore, to test the sense of the House, he 
jį moved that the bill be committed toa select com- 


Buckston ; thence to Bonny, Eagle Falls, in Hollis: thence 
to Steep Falis, in Standish, and thence to East Baldwin, in 
the State of Maine, 


On motion by Mr. PARKS, it was 


Resolved, That a committee of five members be appainted 
to inquire whether any modifications are required in the 
patent laws, and whether any further accominedations are 
necessary tor the reception and preservation of models. 


Mr. ADAMS submitted the following resolu- 
tion; which, by the rules, lies over one day: 


Resolved, That the President of the United States be re- 
quested to communicate to this House, if not incompatible 
With the public interest, a copy and translation of the act 
of the Legislative Chambers of France, making appropria- 
tions for carrying into effect the indemnity stipulated for 
claims of citizens of the United States by the treaty of the 
4th of July, 1831; and also copics of all the caramunicetions 
from the French Government and their representatives in 
the United States, in relation tothe execution of that treaty, 
in the French language. 

Mr. SMITH, of Maine, by unanimous consent, 
submitted the following resolution: 

Resolved, That the letter of the late Hon. W. T. Barry, 
formerly Postmaster Gencral of the United States, received 
by the Speaker of the House of Representatives at the last 
session of Congress, on the last day of said session, be taken 
trom the files of the House, laid upon the table, and printed. 


Mr. WHITTLESEY moved to lay the resolu- 
tion on the table. 


Mr. SMITH called for the yeas and nays on | 


the motion; which were ordered, and were as fol- 
lows: 


YEAS — Messrs. Chilton Allan, Heman Allen, Ashley, : 
Bauks, Bond, John Calhoon, Carter, George Chambers, | 


Nathaniel H. Claiborne, Clark, Corwin, Crane, Davis, De- 
berry, Dromgoole, Evans, Everett, Rice Garland, Graham, 
Granger, Graves, Grayson, Griffin, Hiland Hall, Hard, 
Hardin, Harlan, Harper, Hazeltine, Heister, Howell, Hunt, 
Ingersoll, Janes, Henry Johnson, Lawrence, Lay, Luke 
Lev, Lincoln, Loyal, Sampson Mason, McKay, McKennan, 
Mercer, Milligan, Morris, Patton, James A. Pearce, Phillips, 
Reed, Robert:on, Russell, William B. Shepard, Sloane, 
Spangler, Steele, Storer, Taliaferro, Underwood, Vinton, 
White, Whittlesey, Lewis Williams, Sherrod Wiitiams, and 
Wise—65. 

NAYS — Messrs. Adams Anthony, Ash, Barton, Beale, 
Bean, Beaumont, Boon, Borden, Bovee, Boyd, Briggs, 
Brown, Bunch, Burns, Bynuin, William B. Calhoun, Cam- 
breleng, Campbell, Carr, Casey, Chaney, Chapman, Chapin, 
John F. H. Claiborne, Coffee, Connor, Craig, Cramer, Cush- 
man, Denny, Dickerson Dickson, Fairfield, Farlin, Fores- 
ter, Fowler, French, Fry, Philo C. Fuller, William K. 
Fuller, Galbraith, James Garland, Gillet, Glascock, Grant- 
land, Haley, Joseph Halt, Hamer, Hannegan, Samuel S. 
Harrison, Albert G. Harrison, Hawes, Hawkins, Haynes, 
Henderson, Hoar, Hopkins, Hubley Huntington, Huntsman, 
Joseph Jackson, Jarvis, Joseph Johnson, Cave Jolmson, 
Benjamin Jones, Kilgore, Kinnard, Lanc, Lansing, Laporte, 
Lawler, Gideon Lee, Leonard, Logan, Love, Abijali Mann, 
Job Mann, Manning, Martin, John Y. Mason, William Ma- 
son, Moses Ma.on, Maury, May, McCarty, McKeon, Me- 
Kim, McLene, Milter, Montgomery, Moore, Morgan, Muh- 
lenberg, Page, Parker, Parks, Patterson, Dutee J. Pearce, 
Pettigrew, Peyton, Phelps, Pinckney, John Reynolds, Joseph 
Reynold-, Ripley, Roane, Rogers, Schenck, Seymour, Au- 
gustine H. Shepperd. Shields, Shinn, Smith, Sprague, Stan- 
defer, Sutherland, Taylor, Thomas, John Thomson, Toucey, 
Towns, Turner, Turri), Vanderpoel, Wagener, and Ward 
well— 128, 

So the House refused to lay the resolution on 
the table. 

The hour of one having arrived, the further 


consideration of the resolution was arrested. 
SPECIAL ORDERS. ; 
R The SPEAKER announced the special order; 
ut 
On motion by Mr. BRIGGS, and by unanimous 


consent, the House determined to dispose of sev- 


eral bills from the Senate. 
SENATE BILLS. 

The following bills from the Senate, were read 
twice and committed: 

A bill providing for the increase of the corps of 

, engineers, and for other purposes; and, 

A bill for the better organization of the corps of 
topographical engineers, 

TERMS OF OFTICE. 

A bill from the Senate to repeal the first and 
aecond sections of the act ta kimit the term of 
Office of certain officers therein named, and for 
other purposes, was read twice, 

A motion having been made by Mr. MANN, 

-of New York, to refer the bill to the Committee 
on the Judiciary, : 

Mr. BELL said this was a subject of very great 
importance to the country, and demanded the 
most serious consideration of the American Con- 
gress. He saw no peculiar fitness in committing 


House; and he should move to refer it toa 
committee, as he wished the question to undergo l 
It | upon it; and then gentlemen would have an op- 


Mr. ADAMS hoped the motion of the gentle- 
|| man from Tennessee [Mr. BeLL] would prevail. 
Nothing but the consciousness of the time which 
he had occupied in the House had prevented him 
. from making the same motion. 
‘the gentleman from Tennessee, that this was a 
, Most important subject. He had seen it stated 
. i) a morning paper that this bill proposed to 
; amend the Constitution. 
; attempt to alter the Constitution. 
; discussed to the utmost extent, and decided upon 
i in the most mature deliberation. He should vote 
, to refer the bill to a select committee. 
_ Mr. HAMER did not agree with the senti- 
ments expressed by the two gentlemen who had 
| just addressed the House, that this bill should 
', go, tu a select committee, A great deal had been 
_ Said in the House during the present session with 
regard to the appropriate dutics of the various 
committees of the 
. would take the trouble to turn to th 
would perceive 
, made to change 
_ tutional questio 
laws, and subst 


He agreed with 


He viewed it as an 
It should be 


ouse, and if an 
c rules, he 
» that when a proposition was 
a law, which involved a consti- 
m, proposing to repeal existing 
itute others in their 
roperly to go to the standing 
udiciary. What did this bill propose? Was it 
: not a bill, as had been remarked, of the utmost 
eople of this country, pro- ` 
aws that had been long in 
e so exceedingly 
a partisan character, | 
cither the majority or 
ct committee might ad- 


place, it ought | 
Committee on the 


|; Importance to the 
'j posing to change 
:| existence? If gentlemen wer 
ji desirous to get up a report of 
į or of a political character, 
the minority of the sele 
“vance all their doctrines in a speech. There had i 
. been precedents for this during the present session, , 
< as well as previously. 
Mr. H. did not well understand the lectures |: 
' delivered there from day toda 
‘of the rules of the House. 
| gentleman from Tennessee, [Mr. Bett 
the present construction of t 
decisions of the Chair, 


upon the subject | 
was said by 


he rules, and by the | 
and the majority of the | 
3 no opportunity was afforded of discus- 
sing great principles, This was a strange senti- 
hat had. they been doing the 
sion but discussing great princi- 
les? Congress had been in session something 
ke two months, and they had passed, he was 
' given to understand, Lut ihree bills, and those of 
They had been constantly 
rs and things i 


whole of the ses 


a private character. 
engaged in discussing matte 
Had they no resolutions there? 
there were two or three resolutions pendi 
same moment, and some two or three unfinished 
specches, which gentlemen were waiting to con- 
of light pouring forth 
over the community; and he 
to say, that if they spent all the 
sion, as they had spent it thus far, 
y be a constitutional question 
perfectly understood by every ake 
e hoped this bill would | rules, was not unprecedented; and therefore it 


There was a blaze 
from this quarter, 
would venture 
time of the ses 

, there would sc 

: that would not be 


this bill to any of the standing committees of the man in the country. H 


select | take the usual course, and go to the standing 


; Committee on the Judiciary, who would report 


: portunity of expressing their views uponit. With 
` regard to the rules, he hoped an opportunity would 
|; soon be afforded of adopting such as would be 
best calculated to facilitate the business of the 
. House. Ifthe rules were wrong, let them be 
amended; if the decisions of the Speaker were 
: wrong, let them be reversed. He should vote for 
|, the bill taking the usual reference to the Commit- 
.. tec on the Judiciary. 
Mr. VANDERPOEL said that he had heard 
no good reason fora reference of this bill to a 
, Sclectcommittee. The honorable gentleman from 
Massachusetts [Mr. Apams] had observed that 
', this was a bill to change the Constitution, and 
_ therefore he would vote to refer it toa select com- 
i; mittee, Another honorable gentleman [Mr. Bett] 
had observed that it was a very important bill; 
it was one in which the people took great interest, 
_ and therefore it ought to go to a select committee, 
that a report might be speedily made, and gentle- 
men might have an opportunity of discussing this 
subject. Mr. V. said he hardly thought the gentle- 
man from Tennessee would hazard the assertion, 
made by the gentleman from Massachusetts, that 
; this wasa bill to change the Constitution, It origi- 
nated in the Senate; and many gentlemen would 
, doubtless deem it uncharitable to that body to say 
_ that they would, by means of a mere law, change 
i the Constitution. “If it was not a proposition to 
change the Constitution, it was only a proposition 
tochange the existing law, and therefore belonged 
. most appropriately to the Judiciary Committee. 
The mere importance of the subject, upon which 
the gentleman from Tennessee had dwelt with so 
, much force, was certainly no reason for referring 
this bill to a select committee, The Judiciary 
, Committee was surely one of the most important 
;; committees recognized by the rules of this House. 
It required great ability and learning, and its 
p members were always selected, he supposed, in 
i; reference to their requisite talents and qualifica- 
tions. He did not believe that the select commit- 
tees engrossed all the wisdom and capacity of the 
|| House, but was rather disposed to think that a 
ji body of gentlemen, who were permanent and 
| chosen for the investigation of great and interest- 
ing subjects, would be apt to be quite as select for 
| their wisdom, in reference to the subjects that 
! came within their province, as another body, 
i which we dignified with the appellation of a ‘select 
committee.” The gentleman from Tennessee had 
‘| not ventured to say, that the subject matter of 
|, the bill did not most naturally belong to the Judi- 
|, ciary Committee, butit was an important subject, 
and ipso facto, in the opinion of that honorable 
gentleman, it ought to be referred to a select com- 
. mittee. This was, to his (Mr. V.’s) mind, a very 
unsatisfactory reason for a special reference. It 
; was, he believed, a very important law, and one 
| which proposed to sécure to the incumbents of 


office a freehold title in office. 

Mr. V. said the honorable gentleman from 
| Tennessce [Mr. Bet] had given the House 
another lecture about the mischicfs resulting from 
; our rules, or from the administration of them. 
| He did not understand the honorable gentleman 
, to impute any blame to the presiding officer of 

the House; but the grievance of which he most 
complained was, that the discussion of no one 
i; important subject was finished before another 
was obtruded upon our consideration. This was 
‘no new mischief. He (Mr. V.) had felt the 
annoying influence of it under former auspices, 
; and very shortly after he became a member of 
| this House, Two years ago he undertook to 
Make a speech upon an important subject, pro- 
, ceeded with his argument for about half an hour, 
“and then gave way to.a motion to adjourn. Next 
morning he resumed his seat, with notes in hand, 
to continue his argument; and, much to his annoy- 
ance, the subject was not again announced from 
the Chair till the expiration of some weeks !—and 
most of the gentlemen here would bear witness 
to the agony which resulted froin being laden for 
whole weeks with a half delivered speech, His 
past experience, therefore, enabled him to bear 
_ Witness, that the confusion in-which the business 
of the House was involved, by means of our 
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was not a fit subject of rebuke to the majority of 
this House. He did not know that the honorable 
gentleman intende 
he at least took good care t 
often of the evils of their rules. 

The honorable gentleman from Tennessce 
s-emed to think, that it was vitally important to 
the people that this, and other subjects of im- 

ortance, to which he had adverted, should be 
foe discussed. He (Mr. V.) had not, for some 
time past, so far as the enlightening of the people was 
concerned, been in the habit of attaching quite as 
much importance to eee made here, and in 
the other end of the Capitol, as was ascribed to 
them by many other gentlemen. He did not be- 
lieve that this was the fountain, the source of all 
light for the people. No; he believed that the 
people of this country had wisdom enough to un- 
derstand their political rights and interests, and 
independence enough to asscrt and vindicate them; 
and if gentlemen here would more freyuently 
yield to, or profit by, the lessons which the people 
taught them, they would be more apt to perpet- 
uate the confidence, and subserve the interests of 
the people. But, if gentlemen wanted to make 
speeches to enlighten the people, they could as 
well perform that duty after the report of a stand- 
ing committee as after the report of a select com- 


mittee. They might make their two hours’ speech, , 


print it in the Globe or Sun, and thus illuminate 
the benighted people. The argument of the hon- 
orable gentleman (Mr. Bett] in favor of a select 
committee, because of the facility that might be 
afforded to make speeches, was as unsound as 
the argument that it ought ta be referred to a se- 
lect committee on account of its importance. 

Mr. BELL briefly rejoined, and denied that he 
was impelled by any party or partisan views in 
the cones he hoald taire A thie subject. 

Mr. MANN explained that he had made the 
motion to refer the bill to the Committee on the 
Judiciary, because he believed that to be the 
proper course, and he saw no reason to deviate 
from that course, unless there was some great 


principle that could be brought to bear against ' 


the propriety of doing so. He agrecd that the 
subject was one of the highest importance, and. 
one that required the most deliberate considera- 
tion. 
was as early as the first Congress. 


had manifested a very commendable zeal in re- 
gard to the business of the House, and told them 
that times had changed—strangely changed. Mr. 


M. would ask, was it not rather a change of the } 


gentleman than achange of the times? With 
regard to the complaints made about the rules of 
the House, he could not perceive theirapplication 
to the present question of referring this bill to a 
standing committee. 
cipal organ of the committee of the House on the 
subject of the rules, made a report thereon, and 


had purposed to call it up; but he had, as yct, || 


been unable to do so. If he waited till it became 
the regular order, he feared the report would not 
be considered during the present session; and for 


the purpose of endeavoring to discharge his duty, | 


he would ask the House to take it up every day, 
from that day henceforward, until a decided man- 
ifestation of the House rejected his motion. Mr. 
M. complained of the disingenuous imputation 
cast upon the majority by the gentleman from 
Tennessee, of wishing to evade the question. 

Mr. BELL said it was in answer to charges of 
that description against himself. 

Mr. MANN said that did not alter the case at 
all, for it was equally disengenuous. Mr. M. 


made some further remarks in relation to the rules |; 


of the House; and concluded by saying, that he 
had heard and saw no objection whatever to re- 
ferring this bill to the Committee on the Judiciary. 


Mr. BELL wished to say a word in reply to the l 


gentleman from New York, (Mr. Mann,] who, 
no doubt, intended to be severe in saying that 
‘ men have changed as well as times.” Mr. B. 
said, however men may change, principles do not 
change. 

Mr. MANN, in reply, said that he only asserted 
a general proposition that men change as well as 
“ times.” The gentleman from Tennessee says, 
“that principles nevcr change.” I know that, 


ic i, 
d to rebuke the majority; but |! d re‘ 
o remind them very || Committce on the Judiciary could act promptly | 


But it was not a new proposition, for it i 
Mr. M.had | 
heard no reason why the usual course should be | 
departed from. The gentleman from Tennessee |! 


Mr. M. had, as the prin- || 
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| sir, (said Mr. M.,) but I know that men sometimes 


‘| change principles. 


Mr. MERCER desired to know whether the 


| on the bill? $ 


|| Mr. REYNOLDS, of Illinois, asked for the ` 


l yeas and nays; which were ordered. . 

:” Mr. THOMAS, asa member of the Committee 
on the Judiciary, in reply to Mr. Mercer’s in- 
terrogatory, said, thatit would be taking too much 
upon him for any member of the committee to 
answer the question. He said the House would 
certainly not be prepared to take it up in less than 
ninety days. 

Mr. INGERSOLL said the main reason given 
for sending this bill to the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary—viz: because itchanged an existing law— 
would send every proposition for a new law, or 
to change an old one, to thatcommittee. He was 
in favor of referring it to a select committee. 

Mr. SUTHERLAND adverted to the rule in 
regard to the reference of subjects to committees, 
and contended that the present bill involved legal 
and constitutional questions, which rendered its 
reference to the Committee on the Judiciary pe- 
culiarly proper. 
examination of the subject, and, when a report 
should be made, that it should be discussed fully 
and freely. There was other business, however, 
of paramount importance to the nation, which 
he would not lay down for the purpose of first 
decidine whether John Doe or Richard Roe 
should hold the offices of the country. 

Mr. PHILLIPS said, if it could be mada ap- 


parent that this bill cane within the province of | 


i the Committee on the Judiciary, he would vote 
to send it to that committee; but it was not mere- 
ly a legal question. Itinvolved questions which 
did not come within the province of that commit- 
tee. He was strongly in favor of sending the 
subject to a select committee. 

Mr. HAMER rose to reply to the gentleman 
from Tennessee, [Mr. Bexx.} It was not his in- 
tention to prevent discussion on the present ques- 
tion, and he hoped his course had not been such 
as to prevent it, He was against a reference to 


would compose that committee must be taken 
from the standing committees; and by that means 


ing committees. 
Mr. MERCER said, he had understood from 


report might be had from that committce on the 
subject before the House would be prepared to 
act upon it. 


had said that the committee had several questions 
before it; bug he was of opinion that a report 


; would not be prepared to act upon the subject. 
Mr. MERCER said he did not misunderstand 
the gentleman. He was aware, from the amount 
‘| of business before the House, that it would not 
be prepared to act on that subject before that time. 
r. McKIM demanded the previous question, 
i!l but subsequently withdrew the motion. 


i Mr. BELL made a few remarks in reply to the , 


' gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. Hamer.] He thought 
: they ought to consider the question as far as was 
|! possible to do so, or as far as human nature per- 
| mitted of, apart from party feelings. 

| Mr. ROBINSON said that there was a mass of 


i and such was the condition of things that it wou 
in consequence 
_ of the Ohio boundary and other questions before 
j; them, to act speedily on the present subject, if it 
i Should be referred to them. 
| fore, oppose it. 

Mr. DUTEE J. PEARCE said, as the bil 
under discussion involved constitutional rights, 
‘he thought the Committee on the Judiciary was 
| the most appropriate reference it could have. 
Mr. ADAMS said, as the yeas and nays were 


| be impossible for the committee, 


to the Committee on the J udiciary. Tt was not 
; because he had less confidence in that committee 
i than any other, but because all questions coming 


He did not object to a thorough | 


|i a select committce, because the members who | 
it would interfere with the business of the stand- | 


the chairman of the Judiciary Committee, that a , 


Mr. THOMAS said the gentleman from Vir- | 
ginia [Mr. Mercer] had misunderstood him. He , 


might be made in the course of sixty or ninety || 
days; before which time he presumed the House || 


' business before the Committee on the step fi f 
d 


He should, there- 


to be called on the question, he wished ‘to give. 
his reasons for voting against sending the subject ` 


ji through 


before the House, relative to alterations or amend- 
ments of the Constitution, were referred to a se- 
|| lect committee. The present subject being of that 
‘| nature, he was in favor of its having the same 
reference, and would, therefore, vote for sending 
it to a select committee. 
| The subject was further discussed at some 
length by Mr. PEYTON and Mr. GLASCOCK, 
when 

Mr. PATTON moved that the House adjourn. 

Mr. VANDERPOEL called for the yeas and 
nays; which were not ordered; and 

he House then adjourned. 


IN SENATE. 
Tnourspar, February 4, 1836. 


The CHAIR communicated a report from the 
Navy Department, made in pursuance of the sec- 
ond section of the act of May, 1820, containing a 
statementof the appropriations made for the.naval 
service for the year 1835. 

Also, a letter from the War Department, with 

a report from the Adjutant General’s office, and 
fifty copies of the Army Register for the year 
1835, for the use of the Senate. 


PETITIONS, MEMORIALS, ETC. 

Mr. McKEAN presented the memorial and 
documents of William B. Foster, of the city of ` 
Pittsburg, a deputy, commissary of purchases for 
the Army of the United States during the late 
war, praying compensation for extra services; 
. which was referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Mr. LINN presented the petition of sundry 
citizens of Missouri, praying for the establish- 
: ment of a post route from the seat of government 

of the State of Missouri, to the seat of govern- 

iment of the Territory of Arkansas; which was 

| referred to the Committee on the Post Office and 
| Post Roads. ts i 

Also, the petition of sundry citizens of Mis- 

' souri, asking for the creation of a new land office; 

which was referred ta the Committee on Public 


Lands. a 
Mr. TOMLINSON presented the petition of 
sundry citizens of Connecticut, praying for the 
| establishment of a new post route; which was 
referred to the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads. 

Mr. EWING, of Illinois, presented the reso- 
lutions of the General Assembly of the State of 
Illinois, instructing their Senators, and requesting 
| their Representatives in Congress, to use their 

exertions to procure the passage of a law making 
‘| an appropriation forthe building of an hospital at 
or near the confluence of the Ohio and Mississippi 
rivers; which were referred to the Committee on 
Commerce. 

REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 

Mr. NAUDAIN, from the Committee. on 
| Claims, to which had been referred the petitions 
_ of James F. Southoron and William A. Gordon, 
reported bills for their relief; which were sever- 
ally read, and ordered to a second reading. 
| Mr. ROBBINS, from the Committce on Naval 
| Affairs, to which had been referred the petition 
| of John M. Gamble, reported a bill for his relief; 
| which was read, and ordered to a second reading. 
Mr. LINN, from the Committee on Private 
i Land Claims, to which had been referred the pe- 
_ tition of Beverly Allen, reported a bill for the 
! relief of the legal representatives of Nathaniel 
` Shaver, deceased; which was read, and ordered- 
_to-a second reading. ; 
: Mr. TIPTON, from the Committee on Claims, 
: to which had been referred the bill for the relief 

of Joseph Hertick, reported the same without 
amendment. 

Mr. WHITE, from the Committee on Indian 
: Affairs, to which had been referred the bill for the 
| relief of Benjamin Franklin Stickney, reported the 
, Same without amendment. 

Mr. SWIFT, from the Committee on Claims, 
‘ made an unfavorable report on the petition of the 
i heirs of Richard Mason. 


INCENDIARY PUBLICATIONS. 

Mr. CALHOUN, from the select committee to 
which was referred that portion of the President’s 
Message relating to the attempts to circulate 
the public mails publications calculated 
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to excite insurrection among the slaves of the 


slaveholding States, made a report thercon, ac- | 


companied by a bill. 


The report, which is a very long one, having ` 
been read, the bill was read the firat time, and or- 


dered to a second reading. P 

The following is a synopsis of the bill: 

Sec. l provides, that it shall not be lawful for 
any deputy postmaster knowingly to receive and 
put into mail any pamphlet, newspaper, handbill, 
or other printed, written, or pictorial representa- 
tion touching the subject of slavery, directed to 
any person or post office where, by the laws 
thereof, their circulation is prohibited; nor to 
deliver the same to any person whatsoever, except 
such persons as may be authorized by the proper 
authority of such State, &c. 

Sec. 2 authorizes the Postmaster General to 
dismiss deputies offending in the premises; and 
persons so offending are, on conviction, to be 
fined not less than „and not more than ——, 
at the discretion of the court. 

Sec. 3 provides, that it shall be the duty of 
deputy postmasters, &c., to codperate in prevent- 
ing the circulation of pamphlets; and that nothing 
in former acts of Congress shall be so construe 
as to protect those convicted as above mentioned. 

Sec. 4 makes it the duty of the Postmaster 
General to furnish to the deputies the laws of the 
several States prohibiting the publication or cir- 
culation, &c., for their government; and makes 
regulations to carry the act into effect. i 

Sec. 5 provides, that deputies shall give notice 
tu the Postmaster Gencral where pamphlets are 
deposited, that they may be withdrawn by the 

rsons depositing them; and, if not withdrawn 
m the space of one month, they are to be burnt 
or destroyed. 

Mr. MANGUM moved that five thousand 
extra copics of the report be printed. 

Mr. DAVIS said, that asa motion had been 
made to print the paper purporting to be a report 
from the select committee of which he was a 
member, he would remark that the views con- 
tained in it did not entirely mect his approbation, 
though it contained many things which he ap- 
proved of. He had risen for no other purpose 


than to make this statement, lest the impression | 


should go abroad with the report that he assented 
to those portions of it which did not meet his 
approbation. 


Mr. KING, of Georgia, said, that lest the same | 
misunderstanding should go forth with respect 
to his views, he must state that the report was 
owever, 
the gentleman from South Carolina, [Mr. CaL- 


not entirely assented to by himself. 


|! to include the printing of the bill with the report. 


It would be seen, by comparing both together, 
that there was no non sequiturin the bill, coming 
as it did after this report. 

Mr. KING, of Alabama, had only stated his 


impressions from hearing the repart and bill read. | 
It appeared to him unusual that a report should | 
be made by a minority, and merely acquiesced in | 


by the committee, and that the bill should be ad- 
verse to it. 

Mr. DAVIS said the report was, as he under- 
stood it to be read from the chair, the report of 
the committee. He had spoken for himself only, 
and for nobody else, lest the impression might go 
abroad that he concurred in all parts of the report, 
when he dissented from some of them. 

: Mr. CALHOUN said, that a majority of the 
‘committee did not concur in the report, though 
there were two members of it—himself and the 
gentleman from North Carolina—who concurred 
_ throughout; three other gentlemen concurred with 
the greater part of the report, though they dis- 
sented from some parts of it, and two gentlemen 
concurred also with some parts of it. As to the 
bill, two of the committee would have preferred 
_a different one, though they had rather have-that 
: than none at all; another gentleman was opposed 
i to italtogether. The bill, however, was a natural 
consequence of the repert, and the two did not 
. disagree with cach other. : 
i Mr.CLAY said reports were merely argument- 
ative papers, and were not considered as adopted 
paragraph by paragraph by the Senate, in or- 
dering them to be printed. Ifa bill embracing 
the principles of a report was adopted, the reason- 
ing of the report might, so far as applicable, be 
considered as adopted. 

Mr. LEIGH rose merely to state to the Senator 
from Alabama, that the bill did not contradict the 
reasoning of the report, and was confirmatory of 
that portion of it to which it referred. This the 
gentleman would see when he came to read the 
report and bill together. 

Mr. MANGUM then modified his motion by 

| moving to print five thousand copies of the report, 
| together with the bill; which motion wasagreed to. 


| G RESOLUTIONS. 
Mr RUGGLES submitted the following reso- 
lution; which lics on the table one day: 


Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Office and Post 
. Roads be instructed to inquire into the expediency of estab- 
.| lishing, by law, a post route from Thomastown, through 
Cushing and Friendship, in the State of Maine ; also, from 
East Thomastown to Owlshead, in the same State. 


Mr. WHITE submitted the following resolu- 


i 
i| 
li 


noux,}) in making this report, had already stated : tion; which lics on the table one day: 


that the majority of the:committee did not agree | 
to the whole of it, though many parts of it were ,; requested to inform the Senate what number of the Cher- į 


concurred in by all. : 
Mr. DAVIS said he would add further, that 
he might have taken the usual course, and made 


Resoleed, That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, 


okee Indians residing cast of the river Mississippi enrolled 
:, themseives for removal to the western side of said river, 
| from the 4th day of March, 1829, to the Ist day of January 
' last; stating particularly the number enrolled each year, 


an additional report containing all his views on i! likewise the number of improvements valued for each emi- 


the subject, but thought it hardly worth while, | 


and he had contented himself with makin 
statement that he had just made. 

Mr. KING, of Alabama, said this was a de- 
parture from the usual course—by it a majority 
might dissent; and yet, when the report was 
published, it would seem to be a report of the 
committee of the Senate, and not a report of two 
members of it. It was proper that the whole 
matter should go togcther with the bill, that the 
report submitted by the majority might be read 
with the bill, to show that the reading of the 
report was in conflict with the principles of the 
bill reported. He'thought the Senator from North 
Carolina (Mr. Manevm] had better modify his 
motion, so as to have the report and bill published 
together. 

- Mr. LINN remarked that, being a member of 


g the 


the committee, it was but proper for him to say, ` 
that he had assented to several parts of the report, ` 


though he did not concur with it in all its parts. 
Should it become necessary, he would, when the 
subject again came before the Senate, explain in 
what particular he had coincjded with the views 
given in the report, and how far he had dissented 
from them. 

approbation. 


Mr. CALHOUN said he hoped his friend from | 


North Carolina would modify his motion, so as 


The bill (he said) had met with his 


| grant in each year, giving the name of each [ndian for whom 
a reservation was made,a description of the place valued, 
, the sum at which it was vatued, and the name of each per- 


|: son who received the valuation money ; and also whether | 


the business of cnroliment was suspended for any portion 


of the time within the periods before mentioned, and how | 


jong. 
Mr. BUCHANAN submitted the following 
resolution; which lies on the table one day: 
Resolved, That the rules of the Senate be so modified that 


each Senator may introduce not exceeding three ladics |: 


daily into the circular lobby, under such regulatious as the 
| Vice President may direct. 


NATIONAL DEFENSE. 


_ The Senate then took up Mr. Benton’s resolu- ` 
tion for appropriating the surplus revenue to 


national defense; when 

Mr. MANGUM, who was entitled to the floor, 
yielded to 

Mr. CLAYTON, who addressed the Senate 


till the usual hour of adjournment; when, without | 


concluding, he gave way to 


Mr. PORTER, on whose motion the Senate 


adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Tuurspar, February 4, 1836. 


Mr. PINC KNEY, by unanimous consent, pre- 
sented a communieatian from the Secretary of the 


Navy, in relation to a naval depot in the harbor 
of Charleston; which was ordered to be printed. 


SLAVERY IN THE DISTRICT. 


Mr. PINCKNEY asked the unanimous con- 
sent of the House to submit a resolution, relative 
to the abolition of slavery in the District of Co- 
lumbia. His object was, to have the resolution 
printed; and when the pending resolutions on the 
subject should be taken up, he should offer his 
proposition in lieu of the same. 

Mr. GRANGER called for the reading of the 
resolution; which was read accordingly, as fol- 
i lows: 


| Resolved, That all the memorials which have been of- 
fered, or mey hereafter be presented to this House, prayin 

for the abolition of slavery in the District of Columbia, an 

also the resolutions offered by an honorable member from 
| Maine, [Mr. Janvis,} with the amendment thereto, pro- 
posed by an honorable member from Virginia, {Mr. Wise, 
and every otber paper or proposition that may be submitte 

in relation to that subject, be referred to a select commit- 
tee, with instructions to report that Congress possesses no 
; constitutional authority to interfere in any way with the 
: institutions of slavery in any of the States of this Confeder- 
| acy ; and that, in the opinion of this House, Congress ought 


not to interfere in any way with slavery in the District of 

Cotumbia, because it would be a violation of the public 

faith, unwise, impolitic, and dangerous to the Union; as- 

signing such reasons for these conclusious as in the judg- 

ment of the committee may be best calculated to enlighten 
| the public mind, to repress agitation, to allay excitement, 
| to sustain and preserve the just rights of the slaveholding 
| States and of the people of this District, and to reéstablish 
harmony and tranquillity amongst the various sections of 
the Union. 


Mr. WISE then rose and objected to its recep- 
tion. 
| Mr. PINCKNEY moved to suspend the rules, 
in order to enable him to offer the resolution. 

Mr. MANN, of New York, asked for the yeas 
‘and nays on the motion to suspend the rules; 
which were ordered. 

Mr. W. B. SHEPARD inquired whether, if 
the rule wassuspended, and the resolution offered, 
it would not open the whole subject for debate at 

‘ this time. 

| Mr. PINCKNEY repeated tha* his only object 
‘ was to present his resolution, for the porer of 
: having tt printed for the information of members; 
` and that when the subject should again come up, 
ii he contemplated moving it as a substitute forthe 
| propositions before the House. F 

: Mr. WILLIAMS, of North Carolina, n 
il called for the reading of the resolution; which 
i, being done, 

Mr. MORGAN moved to lay the motion to 
suspend the rules on the table. 

Mr. HAWES called for the yeas and nays; 
which were not ordered. 

The motion to lay the motion to suspend the 
rules on the table was negatived. 

The question on the suspension of the rules was 
i: then taken by yeas and nays, as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Adams, Anthony, Ash, Barton, Beale, 
Bean, Beaumont, Bockee, Bond, Boyd, Briggs, Brown, 
Burns, Bynum, Cambreleng, Carr, Casey, George Cham- 
bers, John Chambers, Chapin, Chaney, John F. H. Clai- 
borne, Cleveland, Coffee, Coles, Connor, Craig, Cushing, 

|! Cushman, Deberry, Denny, Dickson Effner. Evans, Ever- 
ett, Fairfield, Farlin, Fowler, Fry, Philo €. Fuller, Gal- 
braith, James Garland, Gillet, Granger, Grantland, Graves, 
Hamer, Hannegan, Harper, Samuel S. Harrison, Hawes, 
Haynes, Hazeltine, Henderson, Holsey, Hopkins, Howard, 
Hubiey, Hunt, Huntington, Huntsman, Ingram, Joseph 
Jackson, Jarvis, Cave Johnson, Benjamin Jones, Kilgore, 
Kinnard, Lane, Lawrence, Joshua Lee, Leonard, Logan, 
Abijah Mann, Job Mann, Manning, William Mason, Moses 
il Mason, Sampson Mason, May, McKay, McKim, McLene, 
Miller, Moore, Muhlenberg, Owens, Page, Parker, Parks, 
Patterson, Patton, Dutee J. Pearce, Franklin Pierce, Phelps, 
Pinckney, Rencher, John Reynolds, Joseph Reynolds, 
i Roane, Rogers, Schenck, Seymour, Augustine H. Shep- 
: perd, Sloane, Smith, Spangler, Storer, Sutherland, Taylor, 
Thomas, John Thomson, Toucey, Turner, Turrill, Vander- 
pocl, Vinton, Wagener, Ward, Wardwell,Weeks, and Lewis 
Williams—124. 
NAYS—Messrs. Chilton Allan, Heman Alien, Ashley, 
‘| Banks, Boon, Borden, Bovee, Bunch, John Caihoon, Wil- 
‘| liam B. Calhoun, Carter, Chapman, Childs, Nathaniel H. 
i| Claiborne, Clark, Crane, Darlington, Dickerson, Dunlap, 
ii Forester, French, Rice Garland, Glascock, Grayson, Gren- 
: nell, Griffia, Haley, Hiland Hall, James H. Hammond, Hard, 
Hardin, Harlan, Heister, Hoar, Howell, Ingersoll, William 
Jackson, Janes, Judson, Laporte, Lawler, Lay, Luke Lea, 
Lincoln, Love, Lyon, Martin, John Y. Mason, Maury, 
McKennan, Mercer, Morgan, Marris, James A. Pearce, 
Pettigrew, Peyton, Pickens, Potts, Robertson, Russell, Wil- 
tiam B. Shepard, Shields, Shinn, Standefer, Steele, Tali- 
aferro, Waddy Thompson, Towns, Underwood, Webster, 
White, Whittlesey, Sherrod Williams, and Wise—75. 


So the House refused to suspend the rules, two 
. thirds being necessary. 


ji 


February 4, 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 


lowing communications: E 

I. A letter from the Secretary of War, trans- 
mirting an abstract of the gencral returns of the 
militia of the United States; which was laid on 
the table, and ordered to be printed. 

H. A letter from the Secretary of War, trans- 
mitinga list of the personsemployed in the Indian 
Department; which was referred to the Committee 
on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

If. A communication from the Secretary of 
the Navy, transmitting a statement of the expend- 
itures of appropriations for the naval service for 
the year 1835; which was laid on the table, and 
ordered to be printed. 

IV. A letter from the Secretary of War, trans- 
mitting two hundred and fifty copies of the offi- 
cial Army Register for 1835; which was laid on 
the table, and ordered to be printed. 

V. A report from the Commissioner of the 
Public Buildings, of the expenditures on the 

ublic buildings, and other objects under his care, 
or the year 1835; which was laid on the table, 
and ordered to be printed. 


REPORT ON THE RULES. 

Mr. MANN, of New York, asked the unan- 
imous consent of the House to take up and con- 
sider the report of the select committee on the 
rules. 

Objection being made, 

Mr. MANN moved a suspension of the rules 
for this purpose. 

Mr. BELL called for the yeas and nays on the 
motion; which were ordered, and were as follows: 


YEAS—Meessrs. Chilton Allan, Heman Allen, Ashley, 
Bealc, Bell, Bockee, Bond, Boon, Borden, Boyd, Briggs, 
Bunch, Bynum, John Calhoon, William B. Calhoun, Camp- 
belt, Carter, Casey, George Chambers, John Chambers, 
Childs, Ciark, Cleveland, Conner, Corwin, Crane, Cushing, 
Davis. Deberry. Denny, Dickson, Dunlap, Everett, Forester, 
Fry, Philo C. Faller, Rice Gartand, Graham, Granger, Gray- 
son, Grennell, Griffin, Joseph Hail, Hiland Hall, Hamer, 
Hard, Hardin, Harlan, Harper, Hazeltine, Heister, Howell, 
Hunt, Huntsman, Ingersoll, Janes, Henry Johnson, Kin- 
nard, Lane, Laporte, Lawrence, Gideon Lee, Luke Lea, 
Lincoin, Love, Lyon, Abijah Mann, Sampon Mason, 
Maury, May, McKay, McKennan, McKeon, Mercer, Milli- 

n, Moore, Morris, Parker, James A. Pearce, Pettigrew, 

Peyton, Phillips, Pickens, Potts, Rencher, John Reynolds, 
Ripley, Roane, Robertson, Russell, Schenck, William B. 
‘Shepard, Augustine H. Shepperd, Shields, Sloane, Spangicr, 
Sprague, Standefer, Steele, Storer, Taliaferro, Turner, Un- 
derwood, Vinton, White, Whittlesey, Lewis Williams, and 

Vise—1R, 

NAYS—Messrs. Adams, Anthony, Ash, Banks, Barton, 
Bean, Beaumont, Bovee, Brown, Burns, Cambreleng, Carr, 
Chaney, Chapman, Chapin, John F. H. Claiborne, Coffee, 
Coles, Craig, Cramer, Cushman. Darlington, Dickerson, 
Doubleday, Dromgoole, Effner, Fairfield, Farlin, Fowler, 


THE CONGRESSIONA 


SPEAKER laid before the House the fol- 


‘French, William K. Fuller, Galbraith, James Garland, Gil- ; 
let, Glascock, Grantland, Haley, Hannegan, Samuel S. Har- | 
rison, Albert G. Harrison, Hawes, Hawkins, Haynes, Hen- i 
derson. Hoar, Holsey, Hopkins, Howard. Hubley, Hunting- ` 


ton, Ingham, Wiiliam Jackson, Joseph Jackson, Jarvis, 
Joseph Johnson, Benjamin Jones, Judson, Kennon, Kilgore, 
Lansing, Lawler, Lay, Joseph Lee, Leonard, Logan, Loy- 
all, Job Mann, Manning, Martin, John Y. Mason, William 
Mason, Moses Mason, McKim, MeLene, Miller, Morgan, 
Muhlenberg, Owens, Page, Parks, Patterson, Patton. Dutce 
J. Pearce, Franklin Pierce, Phelp:, Pinckney, Joseph Rey- 
nolds, Rogers, Seymour, Shinn, Smith, Sutherland, Taylor, 
John Thompson, Towns, Turrill, Vanderpocl, Wagener, 
Ward, Wardwell, Webster, Wceks, and Sherrod Williams 
—103. 


So the House refused to suspend the rules, two- ` 


thirds being necessary. 

On motion by Mr. W.B. SHEPARD, the rules 
were suspended for the purpose of calling for 
reports from committees. 


SUFFERERS BY NEW YORK FIRE. 


Mr. CAMBRELENG, from the Committee of - 


Ways and Means, reported the following resolu- 
ton: 

Resolved, That so much ofthe nineteenth rule of the House 
which appropriates Friday and Saturday in each week to 
the consideration of private bills, be suspended on Saturday 
next, and that the bill for the relief of the sufferers by fire, 


in the city of New York, be made the special order of the F 


day, at one o’clock on that day. 


i 
The resolution was rejected—ayes 109, noes 66; , 


two thirds being necessary. 
REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. WHITTLESEY, from the Committee on `` 


Claims, reported a bill for the relief of Major Gen- 
-eral Alexander Macomb; which was read twice, 
and committed. 

Mr. ASHLEY, from the Committee on Indian 


Affairs, reported a bill for the relief of Reuben E. -: 


Mr. P. C. FULLER, from the Committee on 
Claims, reported a bill for the relief of Samuel 
Sanderson; which was read twice and committed. 

Mr. WILLIAM B. SHEPARD, from the 
Committee on the District of Columbia, reported 
a bill for the relief of the several corporate cities 
of the District of Columbia; which was read 
twice and committed. 

Mr. PARKER, from the Committee on Naval 
Affairs, reported a bill for the relief of John 
Rudd, and the representatives of Samuel Stout, 
deceased: which was read twice and committed. 

Mr. THOMSON, from the Committee on Mil- 
itary Affairs, reported, without amendment, bills 
from the Senate, providing for the increase of the 
corps of engineers, and for other purposes, and 
for the better organization of the corps of topo- 
graphical engineers; and the same were commit- 
ted to the Committee of the Whole on the state 
of the Union. 

Mr. WHITTLESEY, from the Committee on 
Claims, reported a bill for the relief of William 
Christy; which was read twice and committed. 


Mr. GARLAND, of Virginia, from the Com- ` 


mittee on Private Land Claims, reported a bill 
for the relief of John Borey, of Arkansas; which 
was read twice and committed. 

Mr. CRANE, from the Committee on Revolu- 
tionary Claims, reported the following bills; 
which were read twice and committed: 

A bill for the relief of the legal representatives 
of Joseph Young, deceased; and 

A bill for the relief of the legal representatives 
of Coloncl Willis Reddick, deceased. 

Mr. LAY, from the Committee on Revolution- 
ary Pensions, reported the following bills; which 
were read twice and committed: 

A bill for the relief of James Mullings; and 

A bill for the relief of Stephen Talmadge. 


Mr. BEALE, from the Committee on Invalid l 


Pensions, reported the following bills; which were 
read twice and committed: 

A bill for thè relief of Francis S. St. Clair; 
and 

A bill for the relief of Luke Voorhees.. 

Mr. ASH, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, 
reported a bill for the relief of Captain F. A. Par- 
ker; which was read twice and committed. 

Mr. JANES, from the Committee on Revolu- 
tionary Pensions, reported a bill granting a pen- 


sion to John Collins; which was read twice and | 


committed. 

Messrs. WuitTLesey and Paito C. FULLER, 
from the Committee on Claims; Messrs. WiL- 
Liams of North Carolina, Boon, and Caser, from 
the Committee on Public Lands; Messrs. PARKER 
and Jarvis, from the Committce on Naval Affairs; 
Messrs. THomson of Ohio, Correr, Buncn, and 
McKay, from the Committee on Military Affairs; 
Messrs. Harrison of Pennsylvania, BEALE, 
Sunn, and Tayor, from the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions; Messrs. Mun_ensere and Kın- 


NARD, from the Committee on Revolutionary ` 


Claims; Mr. McKeon, from the Committee on 
the Library; Mr. Apams, from the Committee 
on Manufactures; and Messrs. STORER, Lea, 
Morgan, and Janes, from the Committee on 
Revolutionary Pensions—made unfavorable re- 
ports upon various petitions and memorials; 
which were ordcred to lie on the table. 
* RESOLUTIONS SUBMITTED. 
Mr. J. Y. MASON submitted the following 
resolution; which, by the rule, lies over one day: 


Resolved, That the President of the United States be re- 
quested to communicate to this House a statement showing 
the amount of duties received into the Treasury of the 
United States, on wines and silks of the production of 
France, since the passage of the act entitled, “An act to carry 
into effect the convention betwecn the United States and 
his Majesty the King of the French,” concluded at Paris on 
the 4th of July, 1831, approved the 13th of July, 1832; and 
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| Gentry William Monroe, and others; which was |! nish, for the use of this Honse, any information in his De- 
i Y, a x > : 


A A k : partment in relation to the progress and present condition 
read twice, and committed. 


‘ofthe improvement of the Tennessee river at the Musele 


: to their homes and families, 


and Colbert's shoals ; and particularly the report made by 

Colonel James Kearney, under an order requiring him to 

examine and report the state of the said work. 
INCENDIARY PUBLICATIONS. 

Mr, WISE rose and said he wished to make 
an inquiry of the chairman of the Committee on 
the Post Office and Post Roads. Whether they 
would soon make a report on that part of the 
President’s message relating to the transmission 
of incendiary publications by the mail ? 

Mr. CONNOR could only reply to the gentle- 
man’s interrogatory, by stating that the subject 
was now undcr the advisement of the committee, 
who would decide upon it as soon as possible— 
perhaps at an early, perhaps at a late day. It 
rested with a majority of the committee to say 
when, in their judgment, it would be most ex- 
pedient and proper to bring it before the House. 

Mr. MANN, of New York, inquired of the 
Chair whether it was competent for him, at that 
time, to move to take up and consider the report 
of the select committce on the rules, and whether 
it was not in the power of the majority to take 
up that report? . 

The CHAIR replied in the negative. The rules 
having been suspended for the purpose of recciv- 
ing reports, it would require two thirds to take 
up a report upon the table. 

APPROPRIATION BILLS. 

The House then resumed the considcration of 
the bill making appropriations in part for the sup- 
port of the Government for the ycar 1836, com- 
monly called the House contingent bill. 

The bill was on its third reading, with two 
pending motions, one by Mr. Jounson, of Ten- 
nessee, to recommitto the Committee of the Whole 


‘on the state of the Union; and the other by Mr. 


Unperwoop, of Kentucky, to recommit to the 
Committce of Ways and Means, with the follow- 
ing instructions: 

With instructions to report one uniform mode of paying 
the mileage of the members of this House and the Senate, 
or to ascertain the mileage of each member of Congress, 
and to report an item for paying the mileage of the members 
of the House, and a separate item tor paying the mileage of 
the members of the Senate, which items shall not exceed 
the aggregate of the sums allowed each Senator and Repre- 
sentative respectively, according to some uniform rule to 
be fixed by the committee. 


The motion pending on the instructions was 
Mr. AntHonr‘s amendment to insert after the 
word ‘‘discretion,”’ the ‘ propriety of regula- 
ting,” &c. 

Mr. EVERETT hoped the House would pro- 
ceed to pass the bill this day, without recommit- 


ting it. - 
Mr. HANNEGAN then offered thë following 


amendment: 

That the said committee be further instructed 
to inquirc— 

Ist. Into the expediency of removing the seat of the Fed- 
aral covernment irom Washington to Cincinnati or Lou- 
isville. 

2d. Into the propriety of so amending the rules of the 
House, as to cause a list of the absentees, whenever the 
ycas and nays are taken, to be entered on tbe Jou rnal, and 
published as a part of each day’s proceedings in the morn- 
ing papers. 

3d. Of compelling all members who may hereafter ab- 
sent themselves during the sittings of the House, on visits 
l mes ; or for the purpose of attending 
their practice in thè courts of this district and the adjacent 
States, to relinquish their pay during the period of such ab- 
sence. 

4th. Of requiringarelinquishmentin like manner of their 
compensation from members during the time lost from the 
business of the House, in excursions to the neighboring 
cities, or in pleasure parties about this city and the surround 
ing country, or from any other cause whatever, except sick- 


- hess and the order of the House. 


the amount of duties which would have been chargeable on `: 


the same importations under the 
isted at the time of the passage of that act, with the amount 
of importations of those articles j 


ast; that he be also requested to communicate to this 


revenue laws as they ex- | 


n cach year for five years `i 
‘i 


ouse a statement showing in analytical form the awards < 
made by the commissioners who acted under the act afore- || 
said in exccution of the said convention, their amount, the 


several classes or categories in which they are arranged, and ' 
_ the amount of the awards belonging to ; 


each class. 


On motion by Mr. CHAPMAN, it was 


Resolved, That the Seerctary of War be directed to fur- 2 Beale, Bean, 


,_ 5th. Of establishing a rule to prevent members from draw- 
ing their pay up to the close of the session, who leave sev- 


: eral days prior to the adjournment. 


Mr. HARDIN asked if it would be in order to 
move to lay the amendment on the table ? 

The CHAIR, (temporarily occupied by Mr. 
Patton,) said that it would not. 
_ Mr. BOON then demanded the previous ques- 
tion, which was seconded—yeas 74, nays 56; and 
on ordering the main question to be put— 


Mr. PARKER asked for the yeas and nays, 


: Which were ordered; and the result was as fol- 


lows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Heman Allen, Anthony, Ash, Ashley, 
Beaumont, Bockee, Boon, Borden, Bovee, 
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———— 
: Nae. lt 

Brown, Burns, Bynum, Cambreleng, Campbell, Carr, i IN SENATE. 

Casey, Chaney, Chapman, Chapin, Childs, John F. H. i 

Claiborne, Cleveland, Coffee, Coles, Conner, Cramer, | Fripay, February 5, 1836. 

Cushman, Davis, Deberry, Dickerson, Doubleday, Drom- + Mv. TIPTON presented a memorial in behalf 


goole, Effner, Fairfield, Farlin, Fowler, Fry, Philo C. Ful- of the widows and orphans of the officers and 
ler, Wiliam K. Fuller, Galbraith, James Garland, Rice : 19; p : y 
Gatland, Gillet, Glascock, Grantland, Grayson, Raley, Jo- Soldiers who had fallen in the different engage- 
seph Hall, Hiland Hall, Hamer, Hard, Harlan, Samuel S. ments with the Seminole Indians, in Florida, in 
Harrison. Hawkins, Haynes, Hazeltine, Henderson, Hol- 1835 and 1836; which was referred to the Com- 
sey, Howard, Huber Huntington, Hontsimin, Ingersoll; mittee on Pensions. 
Ingham, Wiltiam Jackson, Joseph Jackson, Janes, Jarvis $ 
Richard M. Johnson, Cave Johnson, Henry Johnson, Ben- © | Mr, TIPTON also presented the memorial of 
jamin Jones, Judzon, Kennon, Kilgore, Kinnard, Klingen- the General Assembly of the State of Indiana, 
smith, Lane, Lansing, Laporte, Lawler, Joshua Lee, praying for an appropriation for the formation of 
Thomas Lee, Leonard, Logan, Loyal, Lucas, Job Mann, a harbor at Trail creek; which was referred to the 
Manning, Martin, William Mason, Moses Mason, May, C itt c , 
McKeon, McKim. McLene, Miller, Milligan, Montgomery, ommiutice on Commerce. A . 
Moog, Morgan, Muhtenberg, Owens, Page, Parks, Patter- -Ţ Mr. PORTER presented the petition of Miles 
son, Dutee J. Pearce, Franklin Pierce, James A. Pearce, | Taylor; which was referred to the Committee on 
Pinckney, Jonu Reynolds, Josephi Reynotds, Ripley, Bogers, Roads and Canals 
Schenck, Seymour, Shinn, Smith, Sprague, Steele, Suther- | s A 
land, Taylor, John Thomson, Toucey, Towns, Turril, © Mr. NAUDAIN presented the memorial of 
Vanderpoel, Ward, Wardwell, Washington, Webster, and | sundry citizens of Kentcounty, Delaware, and of 
Weeks—133. | Queen Ann county, Maryland, praying for the 
NAYS — Messrs. Adams, Chilton Allan, Banks, Bell, | Aneen Anns ar RO i Se » praying 
Bond, Boyd, Briggs, Bunch, John Calhoon, William B. |. S UGH . dth P 
Calhoun, Carter, George Chambers, John Chambers, Na- ' Mr. GOLDSBOR presented the petition 
thaniel H. Claiborne, Clark, Craig, Crane, Cushing, Denny, | of the heirs of William Sands; which was referred 
Dunlap, Evans, French, Graham, Granger, Graves, Gren- ‘| to the Committee on Revolutionary Affairs. 
nell, Griffin, Hannegan, Hardin, Harper, Hawes, Heister, || M}, HILL.presented the petition of John G. 


Hoar, Hopkins, Howell, Hunt, Joseph Johnson, Lawrence, || 2 L 
Lay, Luke Lea, Lincoln, Love, Lyon, John Y. Mason, ' Moore; which was referred to the Committee on 


Sampson Mason, Maury, McComas, McKay, McKennan, || Claims. 
Mercer, Morris, Parker, Patton, Peyton, Phillips, Potts, |} Wr, HENDRICKS presented the memorial of 


Reed, Rencher, Roane, Robertson, Russell illiam B. | ‘4 
Shepard. Spangler, Standefer, Storer, Taliaferro, Thomas, | the General Assembly of the State of Indiana, on 


Turner, Underwood, Vinton, Wagener, White, Whittlesey, | the subject of making additional appropriations 


Lewis Williams, Sherrod Williams, and Wise—76. |i for the Cumberland road; which’ was read, and 
So the House determined that the main ques- |. referred to the Committee on Roads and Canals. 
tion, which was on the passage of the bill, should |; Also, a memorial and resolutions from the same, 
be put; and the bill was then read the third time, || praying for a law authorizing the purchase of a 
and passed. partion of the public lands, onan extended credit, 
Mr. RENCHER asked leave of the House to | !r 4 contemplated rail route from White Water 


canal to Fort Wayne. And also a resolution 


ti ting the mileage, &c., of h Y . 
offer à resolution respecting reer : requesting the President of the United States to 


members of poner è į. reserve from salea strip of land near Fort Wayne. 

J AVEJ CAINS ON dt d.th il The first part of the memorial was referred to the 

Mr. CAVE moved to suspend the '' Committee on Roads and Canals, and the second 
rules; and |, part to the President of the United States. 


Mr. WILLIAMS, of North Carolina, asked 


f d hich bei dered. M |” Mr. WHITE presented some additional doc- 
© e PEE p E S mT: |; umentsin support of theclaim of John A. Rogers; 


l: which ferred. 
Mr. HAWES renewed it, and asked for the Y Me ‘HUBBARD presented the petition of 
yeas and nays, which were ordered; and the ques- || James Ladien; which was referred to: the Com- 
tion being taken, was decided in the affirmative; | mittee on Pensions. 


yeas 158, nays 42, as follows: Mr. MOORE presented the resolutions of the 
YEAS—Messrs. Adami Chilton Allan, Heman Allen» \ Legislature of Alabama, protesting against the 


Anthony, Banks, Bean, Beaumont, Bell, Bond, Borden all Gi 2 
Boyd, Brown, Bunch, Bynum, John 'Calhoon, Cambreleng, passage of the bill (introduced by Mr. Cray) ap 


Carr, Carter, Casey, George Chambers, Chaney, Chapman, || Propriating for a limited time the proceeds of the 
Chapin, Childs, Nathaniel H. Claiborne, John F. H. Clai- || sales of the public lands, and for other purposes, 
borne, Clark, Cleveland, Coffee, Conner, Corwin, Craig, || and praying for the reduction and graduation 
Cushing, Darlington, Deberry, Denny, Dickerson, Double- |; o¢ the prices of the public lands, and the exten- 


day, Evans, Everett, Fairfield, Forester, Fowler, French, ` x : : 
Fry, Galbraith, James Garland, Glascock, Graham, Gran- || 810n of preémption rights; which were referred to 


ger, Grantland, Graves, Grennell, Griffin, Haley, Hiland |; the Committee on Public Lands. 
Hail, Joseph Hall, Hamer, Hammond, Hannegan, Samuel Also, a memorial from the same, remonstrating 


S. Harrison, Hawes, Hawkins, Hazeltine, Henderson 5 ; : 
Hiester, Holsey, Hopkins, Howell, Hunt, Huntsman, In. || against any interference by Congress with the 


gersoll, Ingham, Joseph Z l 
Henry Johnson, Joseph Johnsen, Richard M. Johnson, || which was laid on the table, and ordered to be 
Benjamin Jones, Judson, Kilgore, Klingensmith, Lane, printed, 


Lansing, Laporte, Lawler, Lawrence, Lay, Joshua Lee à : 
Luke Lea, Lincoln, Losa Loyal, Lucas, Lyon, Mr. McKEAN, on the 3d instant, presented a 


Love yon $ : : x 
Abijah Mann, Job Mann, Manning, Martin, John Y. Mason, || memorial from the City Councils of Philadelphia, 
Moses Mason, Sampson Mason, Maury, McComas, McKay, || relative to lands in Louisiana under the will of 


McKennon, McKim, Miller, Milligan, Montgomery, Moore. ë i . i 

Morgan, Morris, Owens, Parker, Parks, Patterson, Patton, he 3 te al baka piste La hich was referred: to 
Pettigrew, Peyton, Phelps, Phillips, Pickins, Franklin Committee on Eune Hands. 

Pierce, Pinckney, Potts, Reed, Rencher, John Reynolds, REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 


Roane, Robertson, Rogers, Russell, Shields, Soane, Smith ENT i ili 
Spangler, 8 rague, Standefer Steele, Storer, Thomas, John Mr. B ON, from the Committee on Mili- 


Thomson, Toucey, Turner, Underwood, Vanderpoel,Wage- | tary Affairs, to which had been referred that por- 

ner, Ward, ‚Washington, Webster, Weeks, White, Whit- || tion of the President’s message relating to militar 

tlesey, Lewis Williams, and Wise—~158. | preparations, reported the following bill, whic 
NAYS—Mesers. Ash, Barton, Beale, Bockee, Boon, Bo- || was read, and ordered toa second reading: A bill 


vee, Burns, Campbell, Coles, Cramer, Cushman, Davis, : ose : 
Dickson, Dromgoole, Dunlap, Wiiliam K. Fuller, Gillet, | making appropriations for the collection of ma- 


Grayson, Hard, Hardin, Haynes, Howard, Hubley, Hun- |, terials,and for the purchase of sites, and to com- 
tington, Jarvis, Leonard, May, McLene, Muhlenberg, Page, || mence the construction of certain fortifications, ` 


James A. Pearce, Joseph Reynolds, Ripley, Schenck, Sey- |: 
mour, Shinn, Sutherland, Taliaferro, Taylor, Turrill, Vin- ji and for other purposes. 
ton, Wardwell, and Sherrod Williams—43. || Mr. BENTON gave notice that he had been 


So the rule of the House was suspended. The | instructed b y i oam 1o aak me Renate 
resolution was then read as follows: Ea AEA a ae ata aan Sae Tni a em A aS 
: ___,__ E therefore, move to take it up at an early day next 
Resolved, That a select committee he appointed toinquire `! k ` 
whether any, and what, alteration is necessary to be made | WEEN. 


relative tu the pay and mileage of members of Congress; | hy : 
whether any, and what, legislation is necessary to limitand || made from the standing committees by Messrs. 


curtail the contingent expenses of this House. | TIPTON, NAUDAIN, SHEPLEY, SWIFT, 
Mr. HEISTER moved to insert in place of i, DAVIS, and BLACK. 

“ select committee” ‘4 Committee on Accounts,” RESOLUTIONS. 

which Mr. Rencuer accepted as a modification. || Mr. TIPTON submitted the following resolu- 


Mr. GRENNELL moved that the committee |: tions: 
consist of twenty-four—one from each State; || Resolved, That the Committee on Military Affairs be in- 


i =< ; structed to inquire whether the Army is sufficiently numer- 
which was agreed to ayes 89, noes 74. | ous for the duties they are required to periorm, and for the 
And then, on moticn, the House adjourned. |! occupation of our various forts 


Reports of bills, without amendment, were | 


| 


ackson, Janes, Cave Johnson, || question of slavery in the District of Columbia; i 


Resolved, also, That the Committee on Military Affairs 
inquire and report to the Senate whether in their opinion 
the pay and emoluments to the officers of the Army is suf- 
ficent compensation for the services they are required to 

orform. 

. Mr. TIPTON said, that in submitting these res- 
olutions to the consideration of the Senate he felt it 
to be his duty to accompany them with a few brief 
remarks, explaining his motives for moving this 
inquiry. Ho did not wish to be considered an 
alarmist—his fears had not been operated on by 
anything said here or elsewhere about war, or 
the rumors of wars, nor was he influenced by a 
_ hope of raising men to terminate the war now 
raging between us and the Seminole Indians; but 
purely by a wish to put our peace establishment 
on a more respectable footing, and to prevent the 
recurrence of these conflicts with the Indians. 
He was unable to see any just cause for war, 
unless it was the unfortunate collision occasionally 
happening between our border inhabitants and 
the neighboring tribes of Indians. If we wish 
i peace with them, (said Mr. T.,) we must be pre- 
pared for war, and keep a sufficient force sta- 
tioned in their vicinity to awe them into submis- 
sion. He had waited until two months of the 
session had passed away, hoping that some gen- 
tleman better qualificd than himself would move 
this inquiry. He made it with great diffidence, 
considering it a measure of some consequence, 
and that the mover should possess more ability 
than he did to bring to its support. It was a 
matter about which he had consulted no one. Be 
it for good or for evil, (said Mr. T.,) it is mine, 
and the censure must fall on me, if any is attached 
to it. He was aware that the people looked with 
| a jealous cyc on every step taken to augment the 
military force; but when rightly informed, the 
people were always right; the Army was theirs, 
the money to support it theirs, the Government 
theirs; and he was confident they wished the 
| Army to be sufficiently strong to answer the pur- 
pose for which it was created, and no more. 
|! Before he sat down, he would exhibit to the 
Senate a tabular statement showing the number 
of forts on our sea-coast as well as on the north- 
west and southwest frontier, some of which were 
occupied, others were not. After stating the facts, 
he would leave it to Senators representing the sea- 
board to determine whether an additional force 
was wanted for that part of the frontier or not. 

He, of course, did not pretend to know anything 

on this subject; he had made this motion under a 
| conviction that a more efficient force was neces- 
sary to keep our Indians peaceable. He was not 
|, an advocate for raising new regiments, nor for 
j; increasing the number of commissioned officers. 
They were sufficiently numerous; but he was of 
opinion that the rank and file of the Army should 
be increased. We can make our Army (said he) 
much more efficient without incurring heavy addi- 
tional expenses. He had prepared tables showing 
the present positions occupied by our troops, and 
i; the condition that our forts and military property 
are left in, for want of a sufficient number of men 
| to preserve them. 

r. T. here read the statements. 
These tables showed, that in the eastern de- 
| partment, on the lakes and along the sea-board, 


' there were thirty-three military posts, fourteen 


| of which were unoccupied. In the western de- 
‘partment there were twenty-two military posts, 
nine of whith were unoccupied, and amongst 
them were Jefferson Barracks, and Fort Arm- 
strong, on the upper Mississippi, and, being 
unoccupied, were liable to fall speedily to ruin. 
The rank and file of the Army, as at present 
organized, could be increased, without increasin 
the number of the regiments, or of commissione 
officers. The companies now consisting of about 
fifty privates should, in his opinion, be increased 
to sixty or eighty, as it would be impossible to 
garrison all our forts without more men. Several 
companies had been recently removed from their 
former station to do duty in Florida. Two of 
these companies had been cut off by the Indians, 
thereby reducing our former strength below what 
it now is. By concentrating this forcein Florida, 
he understood that most of the forts in Louisiana 
were without troops. . 
The unsettled state of affairs in Mexico, with 
the actual war in Texas, had produced a restive- 
ness among the Indians along our southwestern 
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frontier. General Gaines, we are told (said he) 
has been ordered to take the southwest to prevent 
an improper interference by our Indians, and 
others, with the concerns of our neighbors. It 
was probable, that the cad now doing duty on 
the bipper Mississippi and Missouri would be 
withdrawn and sent South. If so, the northwest 
frontier would be exposed to the innumerable 
tribes of Indians in that quarter. i 

Nothing but the presence of a sufficient force 
to crush ail opposition would keep the Indians - 
peaceable long; and he was of opinion that it 
was a wise policy to provide that force at this 
time. 

The presence of a respectable military force at 
Forts Snelling, Crawford, Armstrong, in 1834, 
would have prevented the Black Hawk war, that 
had cost us $2,500,000. 

A strong military force at Fort King and 
Tampa Bay, in Florida, last summer and fall, 
would have prevented the war now raging be- 
tween us and the Seminole Indians, that would 
cost us, besides the loss of valuable lives, some 
millions of dollars, and would probably be the 
means of annihilaung the poor deluded Semi- 
noles. 

Mr. T. said, in relation to the second resolu- 
tion for increasing the pay of the officers of our 
Army, he was not preparcd to give an opinion 
that such increase was necessary. Some, he 
knew, were of opinion that the compensation of 
some grades in the Army should be increased. 
He considered the officers of the Army a most 
meritorious class of men, who bore the dangers 
of every clime when duty called them—whorisked 
their health, their lives, their all, in our detense. 
He felt confident that every cjtizen of our coun- 
try would concur in giving them an ample com- 
pensation—he would say a liberal one. He hoped 
the Committee on Military Affairs would give the 
saot acareful investigation, and report the facts 
to the Senate; and he felt confident the Senate and 
country would do this valuable class of men jus- 
tice; and he knew the officers would be content 
with a just reward for their valuable services. 

These (said Mr. T.) are some of the reasons 
that have induced me to offer the resolution which 
I hope will be adopted. 

Mr. LINN wished the resolutions might be again 
read, to see whether they were not analogous to 
some he (Mr. L.) had already offered. 

The resolutions were again read, and laid on 
the table. 

Mr. LINN submitted the following resolution; 
which lies on the table one day: j 


| 

Resolved, That the Committee on Public Lands be in- | 
structed to inquire into the expediency of establishing a 
Surveyor General’s Office in the Terntory of Michigan, 
west of Lake Michigan ; and, also, that the same committee 
inquire into the expediency of authorizing the survey and 


i 


sale of the lands included in the purehase made of the Sac |: 


and Fox nations of Indians, at the treaty of Rock Island, į 
made on the 21st day of September, 1832, | 
i 


BILLS PASSED. 


On motion by Mr. NAUDAIN, the bills from | 


the House for the relief of Jane Taylor, and for 
the relief of the heirs of Guiseppe Franzoni, and 


for the relief of Francis Iardella, were read the ; 


second and third times and passed. 

The bill to extend the charters of the Bank of 
Columbia and the Bank of Alexandria for three 
years, to enable said banks to wind up their con- 
cerns; 

The bill toextend the charters of certain banks 
in the District of Columbia; and 

The bill to incorporate a fire insurance company 
in the town of Alexandria, were severally read 
the third time, and passed. 

UNITED STATES PENITENTIARY. 
On motion by Mr. TYLER, the bill making 


appropriations for the support of the Penitentiary _ 


of the District of Columbia was read the second 
time, and ordered to a third reading. 
BILLS REFERRED. 


The bill from the House, making appropria- .| 


tions in part for the support of the Government 
for the year 1836, was read twice and referred. 
The following bills were severally read the sec- 
ond time, and considered as in Committee of the 
Whole, and. ordered to a third reading: 
_ The bill authorizing the relinquishment of the 
sixteenth sections of public lands granted for the 


' House to submit a series of instructions to the 


i Mr. WILLIAMS, of North Carolina, moved 


‘lieu thereof ; 

The bill to provide for the settlement of the ac- 
counts of Mary O’Sullivan; 

The bill to provide for opening certain roads in 
the Territory of Arkansas; 

The bill for the relief of Captain Augustus A. 
Nicholson; 

The bill for the relief of Hiram A. Hunter; 

The bill to provide for the legal adjudication and 
settlement of claims to lands therein mentioned; 

The bill for the relief of David Beard; 

The bill for the relief of James Thomas; and 

The bill to revive and continue in force an act 


passed the 24th of May, 1834, for the relief of | 


John Donelson and Stephen Heard. 


CUMBERLAND ROAD. 


The bill for the continuation of the Cumberland 
road in the States af Ohio, Indiana, Illinois, and 
Missouri, which was considered, and, after de- 
bate, 

Mr. CALHOUN moved to lay it on the table; 
but, before the question was taken, 


The Senate adjourned over to Monday next. j! 


ca | 

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. i. 
Frinay, February 5, 1836. 

Mr. REYNOLDS, of Illinois, asked the con- 

sent of the House to submit a resolution; which 
was read for information, as follows: 


Resolved, That the House of Representatives of the Con- 
' gress of the United States, in regard to the execution of the 
treaty of the 4th of July, 183], by France, approve of the 


President’s late message recommending the prohibition “of . 


French products, and the entry of French vessels into our 
ports.” 
Objeetion being made, 
Mr. REYNOLDS moved to suspend the rule, 
and called for the yeas and nays on his motion. 
Mr. MASON, of Ohio, moved to lay the motion 
to suspend the rule on the table. i 
: Mr. REYNOLDS demanded the yeas and nays |; 
` on the motion; which were not ordered. i 
The motion of Mr. Mason was then agreed to || 
—ayes 119, noes not counted. | 
Mr. HANNEGAN asked the consent of the 


select committee appointed on the subject of the | 
mileage of members, (being the same which he | 
offered yesterday in reference to the commitment | 
_ of the partial appropriation bill, and which were | 
| published in our Hroepedings poterla -) 
| Objections being made, . HANNEGAN 
: moved to suspend the rule, and asked for the yeas | 


Mr. JARVIS, from the Committee on Naval 

Affairs reported, without amendment, the bill from 

: the Senate for the reliefof Irvine Shubrick; and the 
same was committed. 

i Mr. EVERETT, from the Committee‘on Indian 

© Affairs, reported a bill for the relief of James and 

John Brown; which was read twice and committed. 

Mr. HARRISON, of Missouri, from the Com- 

' mittee on Public Lands, made a report, accom- 

panied by a bill to grant the right of preémption 

to actual settlers; which was read twice and com- 

mitted. 

Mr. H., fromthe same committee, reported a bill 

’ toestablish an additional land district in the State 

of Missouri; which was read twice and committed, 

Mr. LAWLER, from the Committee on Private 

| Land Claims, reported a bill for the relief of Oli- 

| ver Welsh; which was read twice and committed. 

i Mr. CARR, from the Committee on Private 

| Land Claims, reported a bill for the relief of the 

i legal representatives of Isaac Williams, deceased; 


| and nays on his motion; which were ordered. 


| to lay the motion to suspend the rule on the table. | 
| Mr. BOON called for the yeas and nays; which | 
' were not ordered. 

The motion to suspend the rule was then laid 
on the table. 


i |! 


i: made at the Mint as to the 


i REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 

Mr. DUNLAP, from the Committee on Public 
: Lands, reported a bill for the relief of Green -; 
, Prior and the heirs of Peter Prior; which was read || 
: twice and committed. 
: Mr. CAMBRELENG, from the Committee of `! 
| Ways and Means, reported an amendment tothe | 
` bill to credit the Treasurer of the United States | 


: with unavailable funds, &c.; which was ordered `` 
| to be printed. | 
‘| Mr. C., from the same committee, reported a |! 
i, bill for the relief of Chastelain and Pouvert; which || 
|| was read twice and committed. i} 

‘| 
I 


| Mr. C., from the same committee, reported 
| certain estimates from the War Department, ': 
|| asking additional appropriations for the Quarter- | 
i. master’s Department, &c.; which were ordered |; 
; to be printed. : 
Mr. OWENS, from the Committee of Ways 
: and Means, reported a bill for the relief of Lewis 
ii H. Bates and William Lason 

ii twice and committed. 
Mr. CASEY, from the Committee on Public | 
:| Lands, reported a bill for the relief of Samuel 
| Dickerson; which was read twice and committed. i; 
| Mr. W. B. SHEPARD, from the Committee | 
4 on the District of Columbia, reported a bill to! 
|, organize the several fire companies within the | 
< District of Columbia; which was read twice and ` 
* committed. | 


; which was read | 


employment of additional clerks in the 


| the following resolution, offered some da 


which was read twice and committed. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Kentucky, from the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs, reported a bill for the 
settlement of a claim of the State of Connecticut 
against the United States, for the service of her 
militia during the late war; which was read twice 


: and committed. 


Mr. INGERSOLL, from the Committee of 
Ways and Means, reported the following bills; 
which were read twice and committed: 

A bill to repeal certain provisions of an act to 
alter and amend the several acts imposing duties 
on imports, passed 14th July, 1832; and 

A bill for the relief of the rector, charch-war- 
dens, and vestry-men of Christ Church. i 

Messrs. CHAPIN and MUHLENBERG, 
from the Committee on. relationer Chinin. 
Mr. McKIM, from the Committee-of Ways and 
Means; Messrs. HOWELL, FRY, and MOR- 
GAN, from the Committee on Revolutionary 
Pensions; Mr. HUNTSMAN, from the Com- 
mittee on Private Land Claims, and Mr. CHAM, 
BERS, of Kentucky, from the Committee on 
Claims—made adverse reports upon various peti- 
tions, &c.; which were ordered to lie on the table. 

RESOLUTION. 

On motion by Mr. BOON, 


Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads be instructed to inquire into the expediency of 
establishing a new mail route from New Albany, Indiana, 
via Georgetown, Salisbury, Milltown, Mount Prospect, Jas- 
per, Petersburg, Princetan, and Columbia, in said State, 


; to Mount Carmel, in the State of IMinois. 


SENATE BILLS READ. 
The following bills and joint resolutions from 
the Senate were read twice and committed: 
A bill to amend an act for the further organiza- 
tion of the district courts of the United States, in 


. the State of Alabama, approved March 10, 1834; 


A bill for the relief of Peter H. Greene and 
William Emerson; 
A joint resolution, directing experiments to be 
pena, of pre- 
venting debasements of gold and silver coins; and 
A joint resolution, providing for the temporary 
atent 
Office. . 
LATE HON. WILLIAM T. BARRY. 


The House then resumed the consideration of 
ys since 
by Mr. Smirn, of Maine: 


Resolved, That ‘the letter of the Jate Hon. William T 
Barry, formerly Postmaster General of the United States 


: recvived by the Speaker of the House of Representatives 


at the last session of Congress, on the last day of suid ses- 


|; sion, be taken from the files of the House, laid upon the 


table, and printed. 


Mr. BOND begged to inquire of the mover of 
this resolution, if he intended to predicate any 


© legislation upon it? 


Mr. SMITH explained that he had moved the 
resolution as a simple act of justice to a late exec- 
utive officer of the Government. He (Major 
Barry) had considered the letter as of importance 
to himself and to his own reputation; and it was 
understood that the only reason why the letter 
was not printed by the last Congress, in the ordi- 
nary mode of printing documents of this descrip- 
tion, was on account of the lateness of the hour 
at which it was received, and the utter impracti- 
cability, at that time, of obtaining a quorum of 
the House to vote upon it. Every member of the 
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last Congress well recollected that this letter came 
in at the very last moments of the session; the 
Journals show this fact. Mr. S., therefore, as he | sideration of the bill until Friday next. 
before remarked, offered this resolution as a sim- The motion to postpone was advocated by 
ple act of justice, nécessary, or supposed to be || Messrs. GILLET, WILLIAMS of North Car- 
necessary by the writer of the letter, to his de- || olina, and PARKER, and opposed by Messrs. 
fense before the countr © CHAMBERS of Kentucky, HUNT, 
Mr. BOND felt compelled to oppose the adoption | WHITTLESEY; when it was lost. 
of the resolution. Since it was first moved he had | 
made inquiry, and had ascertained that the paper KER, and advocated by Mr. HUN 
to which the resolution referred had preety been ` 
ublished, and receiveda very general circulation. ; 
e knew this, for he had seen it himself. Why, ` t 1 > 
then, would they now order its printing? lt was `; to postpone the further consideration of the bill 
not addressed to that House particularly, but was |! until to-morrow; which was not carried. 


Mr. GILLET, in order to give further time for 
examination, moved to postpone the further con- 


was lost. 


somewhatof the character of another matter intro- || | The bill was further opposed by Messrs. GIL- 


duced there the other day, of the ‘ resurrection || 


LETT and PARKS, and advocated by Mr. 


and : 
The bill was further opposed by Mr PAR- 
Mr. PARKS moved an adjournment; which 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of North Carolina, moved | 


order,” and wascalculated to produce much ill-will . 
and an excited debate. Mr. B further objected to | 
it on the ground of the expense; and concluded by ' 
moving to lay the resolution on the table. 

Mr. BRIGGS asked the gentleman to withdraw 
that motion; to which 

Mr. BON Dassented, on the understanding that 
Mr. Briecs would renew it. 

Mr BRIGGS said he should vote for the reso- 
lution, though he did not agree with the gentleman 
from Maine [Mr. Smitn] in the reason assigned 


by him for not printing this document at the last — 


session of Congress. Several gentlemen made , 
remarks upon it, and Mr. B.’s friend from Maine į 
[Mr. Evans] raised an objection toitthatthe paper | 
itself, or the terms of it, were disrespectful to the | 
committee of the House who had made a report | 
upon the subject of the letter. | 
Mr. B. should vote for printing the paper as | 
an act of justice—or, if they pleased, as an act of ; 
nerosity—to an individual, late a high officer of 
this Government, who is now no more. He would | 
not withhold himself from publishing this letter. 
It was known that two reports were made by a 
committee appointed to investigate the concerns 
of the Department over which that officer pre- 
sided, and that both reports brought the transac- | 
tions of that Department into a notice inno ways 
complimentary to that officer, or to those who 
were engaged in its management. That officer 


was implicated; and, believing that he could vin- || 


dicate himself before the country from the impli- 
cation of error, or wrong, or dishonor, he drew 
up the paper now asked to be printed, communi- 
cated it to the House, and asked that it might be 
laid before the country. From circumstances not 
necessary then to go into, the motion to print was 
not agreed to; but the individual had left a family 
behind him, who were not beyond the reach of 
censure or praise, though he himself was. Was 


it then anything more than an act of justice— | 
simple, naked justice, not to say of liberality and || 


magnanimity—that they should print this com- ! 


; STORER. 

; Mr. PARKS moved a suspension of the rules, 

‘ in order to submit a motion, that when the House 

i| adjourns to-day, it adjourn to mect on Monday; 

which was agreed to—ayes 112, noes 44. 
Mr. PARKS then submitted the above motion; 

which was agreed to; and, on Mr. P.’s motion, 
The House then adjourned. 


IN SENATE. 
Tucrspay, February 8, 1836. 


The following message was received from the 
President of the United States, by. Mr. Downex- 
son, his Private Secretary: 

To the Senate and House of Represcntutives : 


The Government of Great Britain has offered its media- 
tion for the adjustment of the dispute betwcen the United 
States and France. Carefully guarding that point in the 
controversy, which, as it involves our honor and independ- 
ence, admits of no compromise, I have cheerfully accepted 
the offer. lt will be obviously improper to resort even to 
the mildest measures of a compulsory character, until it is 
ı ascertained whether France has declined or accepted the 

mediation. I therefore recommend a suspension of alt pro- 

ceedings on that part of my special message of the 15th of 
| January last, which proposes a partial non-intercourse with 
i France. White we cannot too highly appreciate the ele- 
vated and disinterested motives ot the offer of Great Britain, 


| Power to restore the relations of ancient friendship between 
the United States and France, and know, too, that our pa- 


prepare for an adverse result. The peace of a nation does 


|| which is found totally unprepared for the exigencies and 
dangers of war, although it come without having given 
warning of its approach, is criminally negligent of its honor 
and its duty. I cannot too strongly repeat the recommend- 
ation already made to place the seaboard in a proper state 
of defense, and promptly to provide the means for amply 
jj protecting our commerce. ANDREW JACKSON. 
Wasuinoton, February 8, 1836. 


by Mr. CLAY, referred to the Committee on 


munication by order of the House, and let it go 

forth to the country, and let the individual be | 
tried by the presentation offered by the committee | 
of the House and by himself? i 

In pursuance of his promise to the gentleman | 
from Ohio, [Mr. Boxp,] he renewed the motion to | 
lay the resolution on the table, but at the same | 
time he hoped it would not prevail. 

The motion was then negatived withouta count, 
and the question again recurring on the adoption | 
of the resolution, 

Mr. MASON, of Ohio, called for the reading | 
of the document. 


to call for the reading of the paper, as it was not | 
before the House. i 

The CHAIR decided in favor of the right to 
call for the reading. 

Mr. HAMER moved to postpone the further 
consideration of the resolution till Friday next; 
which was negatived—aycs 69, noes 80. 

Mr. MASON, of Ohio, then again demanded 
the reading of the papcr, and the Clerk proceeded 
for about ten minutes; when, on motion of 

Mr. WHITTLESEY, the House passed to the | 
consideration of the orders of the day. 

JESSE SMITH AND OTHERS. 

The House then resumed the consideration of | 
the bill for the relief of Jesse Smith and others. 

The question being on the passage of the bill, 
it was opposed by Mr. MANN, of New York, 
and advocated by Mr. WARDW ELL; when 


Mr. MILLER asked if a member had a right | 


Foreign Relations, and ordered to be printed. 
The CHAIR communicated a report from the 
Commissioners of the Sinking Fund, concluding 


tinued, and that some disposition be made of its 


be printed. 
the War Department, transmitting surveys and 


| houSe on Brandywine shoals; which was referred 
| te the Committee on Commerce. 


PETITIONS, MEMORIALS, ETC. 


merchants and citizens of Philadelphia, praying 
for an appropriatión for the improvement of the 
navigation of the Christiana river; also, the peti- 
tion of sundry inhabitants of Sussex county, Del- 


Kiln creeks, praying that an appropriation may 
be made for a light-house and buoys at the mouth 
of said crecks; also, a petition from the inhabitants 


navigating the Delaware bay and river, praying 
that New Castle may be made a port of entry: all 
Jon- 


of which were referred to the Committee on 
merce. . 
Mr. KENT presented the memorial of the City 


appropriation to aid in the preservation of their 


and have a just reliance upon the great influence of that |: 


cific policy will be strictly adhered to until the national | 
honor compels us to depart from it, we should be insensible ' 
to the exposed condition of our country, and forget the les- , 
sons of experience, if we did not efficiently and sedulously | 


not depend exclusively upon its own will, nor upon the ; 
beneficent policy of neighboring Powers; and that nation ` 


The message having been read was, on motion ` 


| with a recommendation that the board be discon- , 


papers and records; which was referred to the | 
' Committce on Foreign Relations, and ordered to 


The CHAIR also communicated a report from i 


| estimates of the expenses for rebuilding the light- 


Mr. CLAYTON presented the petition of the 


aware, interested in the trade of Lewis and Broad |: 


of Milford, Delaware, and of masters of vessels | 


Council of the city of Baltimore, praying for an; 


harbor; which was referred to the Committee on 
Commerce. , 

Mr. KING. of Alabama, presented a memorial 
from the Legislature of Alabama, asking Congress 
to devise some mode by which the land over 
which a contemplated railroad to connect the 
waters of the Tennessee with those of the Ala- 
bama, may be passed, and to determine the mode 
in which it shall be paid for; which was referred 
to the Committee on the Post Office and Post 
Roads. 

Mr. KING, of Alabama, also presented two 
memorials from the same, on the subject of the 
preémption laws and Indian reservations, repre- 
senting the evils of the latter, and praying that 
the system may be discontinued; whic was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Public Lands and the 
Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. McKEAN presented a memorial from a 
number of merchants of Philadelphia, praying 
that an appropriation may be made for the erec- 
tion of a new custom-housc in that city; which 
was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

On motion by Mr. TYLER, the petition and 
papers of the heirs of Captain John Hawkins, 
presented at the last session, were again referred 
to the Committee on Revolutionary Claims. 

Mr. TOMLINSON presented the petition of 
John C. Howard; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

Mr. MOORE presented two resolutions of the 
Legislature of Alabama, one asking that the six- 
teenth sections of school lands may be relinquished 
where they are unproductive, and other lands 
entered in lieu thereof; and the other asking that 
the circuit court. system may be extended to Ala- 
bama and the other new States; which were re- 
ferred, and ordered to be printed. 

REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 

Mr. WEBSTER, from the Committee on Fi- 
nance, to which had been referred the bill making 
appropriations in part for the support of the Gov- 
ernment for the year 1836, reported the same 
without amendment, 

Mr. WEBSTER, from the same committce, 
to which the memorial on the subject had been 
referred, reported a bill authorizing the authoritics 
of Christ Church, Philadelphia, to import a new 
bell free of duty; which was read, and ordered to 
a second reading. 

Messrs. LEI 


| 


g 

GH and SHEPLEY, from the 

; Committee on Revolutionary Claims, made un- 
favorable reports on several memorials referred to 
that committee. 

Mr. LEIGH, from the Committee on Revolu- 
‘tionary Claims, to which the subjects had been 
$ referred, reported bills for the relief of the legal 
l! representatives of James Beall, and for the relief 

of the heirs of Thornton Taylor; which were 
read, and ordered to a second reading. 

Mr. WHITE, from the Committee on Indian 
‘| Affairs, to which had been referred the petition 
of Josette Beaumanier, reported a bill for her 
‘relief; which was read, and ordered to a second 
reading. 

Mr. WHITE, from the Committee on Revo- 
lutionary Claims, to which the petitions on the 
subjects had been referred, reported bills for the 
relicf of James Sutherland and Rebecca his wife, 
for the relief of Patrick McGivens, and for the 
relicf of the representatives of Coloncl David 
Hopkins, deceased; which were severally read, 
and ordered to a second reading. 

Mr. WHITE, from the same committee, re- 
ported unfavorably on the petitions of Hans 
Hamilton, and of the representatives of the late 
Lord Stirling; and the committee was discharged 
from the further consideration thereof. 

Mr. TIPTON, from the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs, reported a bill making an appro- 

riation for the payment of two companics of 
Missouri and Indiana militia, who were called into 
service for the protection of the frontiers against 
the Indians in 1832; which was read, and ordered 
to a second reading. 

RESOLUTIONS. 

Mr. KENT submitted the following resolution; 
which lies on the table one day: 

Resolzed, That the Committee on Naval Affairs be in- 
structed to inquire into the propriety of establishing a navy- 
yard at Baltimore, ia the State of Maryland, and that they 
report their opinion to the Sonate 
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Mr. SH x nee 
lution; which was considered, and agree to: 
Resolved, That the Committee on Military Affairs be 


i inquire i adieacy of authorizing the 
instructed to inquire iuto the expediency © c i 
laying out and making of a street across the arsenal lot in 


EPLEY submitted the following reso- | Mr. W. said 


Augusta, Maine, for the accommodation of the Insane , 


Hospital. 


Mr. SWIFT submitted the following resolu- ` 


tion; which was also considered, and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Military Affairs be 
instructed to inquire into the expediency of making pro- 
vision to extend to the officers and soldiers of the Army 
the benefits of moral and religious instruction. 


Mr. BENTON submitted the following resolu- 
tion; which lies on the table one day: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be directed 


to inform the Senate whether the Mint of the United States 
is regularly and amply supplied with bullion zad foreign 
coins for the gold coinage; and, if not, that he communi- 
eate his opinion to the Senate on the measures proper to be 
adopted to insure such supply in future. 


BILL INTRODUCED. z 

Mr. WRIGHT, in pursuance of notice given, 
asked and obtained leave, and introduced a bill 
to amend the act to provide more effectually for 
the settlement of accounts between the United 
States and reccivers of public moneys, approved 
March 3, 1797; which was read twice, and re- 
ferred. 

EXTENSION OF DUTY BONDS. 


Mr. WRIGHT presented the memorial of the 
Chamber of Commerce of the city of New York, 


urging the passage of the bill now before the - 


House of Representatives, for the extension of 
the time of payment of the duty bonds, falling 
due in the city of New York, subsequent to the 


great conflagration of the 16th of December last; | 


and said he felt bound to occupy a few moments 
of the time of the Senate in bringing to their at- 
tention the suggestions contained in this memo- 
rial. The memorial stated that the importance of 
the passage of the bill had been vastly increased 
by the delay which had already taken place— 
Ist. Because, by the expectation of time for 
payment excited by the passage of the bill inthe 


Senate, a large amount of bonds had been suf- | 


fered to pass the time of payment, and to remain 


unpaid, and that a call now for the immediate | 


payment of these deferred bonds would produce 


great additional distress, and immenscly endan- | 


ger the solvency of the debtor merchants. 

2d. Because the merchauts who have bonds due 
and unpaid on, by a provision of the revenue 
laws of the United States, are prohibited from 
entering their goods daily arriving from foreign 
countries until the outstanding bonds are paid; 
and those merchants have, therefore, been com- 
pelled to place their goods, thus arriving, in the 
public stores, without the usual entry for the pay- 
ment of duties; that their goods, to the amount of 
many millions in value, remain in the public 
stores ‘Suninsured;’’ that these goods, thus stored, 
are unusually exposed to destruction by fire, in 
consequence of the great severity of the winter, 
the almost obstructed condition of the streets by 
snow and ice, and the necessarily resulting dif- 
ficulty of extinguishing fires if once lighted, 


Mr. W. said, he must remark that he was ` 


convinced the failure to insure these goods, thus 
situated, proceeded solcly from the almost entire 
destruction of the insurance companies of New 
York by the fire referred to; and the memorial 


represents that the owners of these goods are | 


imminently exposed to the danger of the further 


loss of the millions thus invested, and that the ` 


Government is equally exposed to the loss of the 


dutics upon these goods, inasmuch as all hope of ` 


responsibility for the payment of duties must 


cease if this further loss should be heaped upon | 
the alrcady severe misfortunes of that afflicted city. | 


3d. Because a further deposit of the importa- 
tions daily arriving in the public stores will, when 
a decision upon the bill shall be finally had, im- 
pose upon the officers of the customs in the cit 
of New York such a load of accumulated dutics 
as to cause great and injurious delay in placing 
the goods in a condition for advantageous sale. 

4th. Because this mode of importation, in ad- 
dition to the danger of exposure and delay, neces- 
sarily imposes upon the importing merchant great 
additional expense and trouble; and every delay 
increases this just cause of complaint. 


, he did not pretend to have used | 

: the language of the memorial in his statement of | 

- its substance; that he had received it since he had | 
come into the Chamber; that he believed he had: 
given a just view of its material suggestions; in 
any event he had given the views which a hasty 
reading of the memorial had impressed upon his 
mind. He was aware that the memorial did not 
concern any bill now in the possession of the 
Senate. The Senate had passed the bill very 
many days since, and he made the remarks in 
the hope that they might reach the notice of the 
members of the other branch of Congress, in case 
it should be impossible to present this same me- 
morial to that body on this day. He did hope 
this bill might meet an early and definitive action 
in that body. He would not speak of the result 
of that action, but decision was immensely im- 
portant to the interests of his valued constituents, 
who, by an unexampled calamity, had been com- 
pelled to represent their embarrassments to the 

egislature of the nation, and ask relief. 

Mr. W. then moved that the memorial, with- 
out reading, be laid on the table and printed; 
which motion prevailed without a division. 

The bill for the continuation of the Cumberland 
road in the States of Ohio, Indiana, and Illinois, 
was taken up as the order of the day; and ii 

On motion by Mr. KING, of Alabama, the fur- 
ther consideration thereof was postponed until 
to-morrow. 


NATIONAL DEFENSE. 

The resolution submitted by Mr. Benton, on 
the appropriation of the surplus revenue, was 
taken up as unfinished business; and, after some 
remarks from Messrs. CLAYTON, WHITE, 
GRUNDY, WEBSTER, BENTON, KING, and 
LEIGH, 

On motion by Mr. LEIGH, the Senate ad- 
journed. : 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Monpar, February 8, 1836. 


Mr. PINCKNEY again asked the unanimous 
consent of the House to submit the following 
resolution: 

Resolved, That all the memorials which have been offered li 
or may hereatter be presented to this House, praying forthe |: 
abolition of slavery in the District of Columbia, and also the || 
resolutions offered by an honorable member trom Maine, || 
(Mr. Jarvis,] with the amendment thereto proposed by an 

; honorable member from Virginia, [Mr. Wise.) and every 
i other paper or proposition that may be submitted in relation 
| to that subject, be referred to a select committee, with in- 
structions to report that Congress possesses no constitutional 
i authority to interfere in any way with the institutions of 
į slavery in any of the States of this Confederacy ; and that, 
in the opinion of this House, Congress ought not to interfere 
| inany way with slavery in the District of Columbia, because 
it would be a violation of the public faith, unwise, impolitic, | 
and dangerous to the Union; assigning such reasons for | 
these conclusions as in the judgment of the committce may 
be best calculated to enlighten the public mind, to repress , 
agitation, to allay excitement, to sustain and preserve the 
just rights of the slaveholding States and of the people of 
this District, and to reéstablish harmony and tranquillity 
among the various sections of the Union. 


Objection being made, Mr. PINCKNEY moved ` 
to suspend the rules for the purpose of enabling 
him to offer the resolution. 

On this motion Mr. BROWN asked for the i 
yeas and nays; which were ordered. È 

Mr. PARKER inquired, whether the gentle- 
man from South Carolina contemplated an imme- ` 
: diate consideration of the resolution? 


| Mr. PINCKNEY said he wished to submit the |. 
' resolution, and have it disposed of by the House. || 
! The question on the suspension of the rules: 
| was then taken by yeas and nays; and were as 
follows: 


YEAS — Messrs. Adams, Anthony, Ash, Bean, Beau- : 
: mont, Bockee, Bovee, Boyd, Briggs, Brown, Bynum, Cam. : 
breleng, Carr, Casey, George Chambers, Chaney, Chapin, |: 
Cleveland, Coffee, Connor, Craig, Cramer, Cushing, Cush- i! 
man, Darlington, Deberry, Dickerson, Doubleday, Drom- |! 
goole, Dunlap, Effner, Fairfield, Farin, Fry, William K. j 
, Fuller, Galbraith, James Garland, Gillet, Granger, Grant- 
land, Hiley, Joseph Hall, Hamer, Hannegan, Samuel S. 
. Harrison, Albert G. Harrison, Hawes, Hawkins, Haynes, 
Holsey, Hopkins, Howard, Howell, Hubley, Hunt, Hunt- `| 
ington, Huntsman, Ingham, Jabez Jackson, Jarvis, Jenifer, | 
| Cave Johnson, Joseph Johnson, Richard M. Johnson, Ben- 
| jamin Jones, Judson, Kennon, Kilgore, Kinnard, Lane, 
; Lansing, Laporte, Lawrence, Lay, Gideon Lee, Joshua 
! Lee, Leonard, Logan, Loyall, Abijah Mann, Job Mann, 
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Pearce, Franklin Pierce, Pettigrew, Phelps, Pinckney, 
John Reynolds, Joseph Reynolds, Ripley, Roane, Rogers, 
Seymour, Augustine H. Shepperd, Shinn, Sickles, Smith, 
Spangler, Sprague, Storer, Sutherland, Taylor, Thomas, 
John Thomson, Toucey, Turner, Turrill, Vanderpoel, Vin- 
ton, Wagener, Wardwell, Weeks, Whittlesey, and Lewis 
Williams— 135. 

NAYS — Messrs. Chilton Allan, Heman Allen, Ashley, 
Bailey, Bell, Bond, Boon, Borden, Bunch, Jobn Caihoon, 
William B. Calhoun, Campbell, éarter, Jomm Chambers, 
Chapman, Childs, Nathaniel H. Claiborne, Clark, Corwin, 
Crane, Davis, Dickson, Everett, Forester, French, Philo C. 
Fuller, Rice Garland, Glascock, Graham, Graves, Grayson, 
Griffin, Hammond, Hard, Harlan, Hoar, Ingersoll, Janes, 
Henry Johnson, Lawler, Luke Lea, Lincoln, Lyon, Mar- 
tin, Maury, Milligan, Peyton, Phillips, Pickens, Potts, Reed, 
Robertson, Russell, Wiliam B. Shepard, Shields, Stande- 
fer, Steele, Taliaferro, Waddy Thompson, Tuwns, Under- 
wood, Webster, White, Sherrod Williams, and Wise—65. 


So the motion to suspend the rules was agrced 
to. ; 

Mr. PINCKNEY said he would trouble the 
House with but a few remarks. He had offered 
the resolution before the House with the most 
temperate reflection, and with the firm conviction 
that it was the best course to be pursued, He 
was well aware of the responsibility which he 
incurred, but he did so cheerfully and readily. 
He had done so for the good of his constituents, 
for the welfare of the State he represented, and 


< for the interests of the South; and he was not 


afraid or ashamed to own that he had done so for 
the safety and prescrvation of the Union. But 
because he had taken that course, he had been 
bitterly assailed by a print of the city [the Tel- 
egraph] before he had had an opportunity to 
explain his motives; but, once for all, he would 
say that he was not to be driven from his pur- 

ose by newspaper assaults. He had no fear of 
its producing any effect among his constituents; 
he was too well known by the people of South 
Carolina to fear any such assaults. He had 
offered the resolution because he was anxious to 
have that delicate matter adjusted, and he thought 
that course best for the South, and best for the 
Union. He did plead guilty of endeavoring to 
pursue a course which was likely to produce har- 
mony on that exciting subject; not by avoiding 
the resolution of the gentleman from Maine, 
[Mr. Jarvis,] or that of the gentleman from Vir- 
ginia, [Mr. age or any other resolution or 
motion; and all who knew him, cither in the 
House or elsewhere, knew that he was utterly 
incapable of avoiding any question on which he 
might be called to act; but he did desire to pro- 
duce harmonious, united action, by taking higher 
grounds than had yet been taken. 

He desired to produce a direct vote and prac- 
tical result upon the subject. Was it treason to 
the southern States that the House should say, 

y a solemn and temperate vote, that Congress 
had no constitutional authority to act on the sub- 


, ject of slavery? Was it treason to the country 
‘to say that it would not act on that subject in 
| the 


istrict of Columbia? Was it treason to put 
down the great excitement existing in the coun- 
try? If that was treason to the South, his con- 
stitucnts must judge him. If it was treagoi to 
the Union, the American people must judge him. 
But whether it be treason or not, in the opinion 
of a certain individual, he had the concurrence of 
a large number of members from the southern 
States. Several had told him that they wished 
the subject disposed of in that way, and he had 
reason to believe that the resolution would be 
sustained by almost the unanimous southern vote. 
Mr. P. felt that he ought to ask pardon for 
speaking in the manner he had. It was painful 
for him to speak thus of himself, but he could 
not, with justice to his character and motives, do 
s He wished his constituents to understand 
him, and he wished them to understand him dis- 
tinctly, so that they might judge him correctly. 
He had three objects in view in offering that 


resolution: the first was, if possible, to arrest 


discussion of the question of slavery on that floor, 
and throughout the country, because he belicved 
it useless—worse than uscless; the second was, to 
bring the whole matter to a practical result satis- 
factory to the North, satisfactory to the South, 
and calculated to harmonize the Union; the third 
and great object was, to put down fanaticism and 


| 


: Manning, Moses Mason, Sampson Mason, William Mason 
| May, McComas, McKay, Mckeon, McKim, McLene, M er 
| cer, Miller, Montgomery, Moore, Morgan, Morris, Mublen- 
' berg, Owens, Page, Parker, Parks, 


| produce harmony and tranquillity, and for that 
|| reason he had comprised the States in his resolu- 
| Bon as well as the District of Columbia. The 
Patterson, Dutee J.!' course he had pursued was similar to that pur- 
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- sued in 1780, whi e 
unanimous sanction of the southern delegation at 
that time. Thus far, they had been contending 


which, he believed, had received the 


about the right of petition on the subject, wasting ` 


and dissipating their strength upon mere abstrac- 
tions, to the extreme excitement of the South, and 
danger to the Union. His object now was, to get 
a direct vote upon the whole subject. The Abo- 
litionists aim at universal emancipation, and Con- 
gress ought to cut off their hopes at once. They 
should be told that it had no constitutional au- 
thority over slavery in the States, and satisfy them 
that they can have no hope in future. He would 
show them that there was no hope of effecting 
their object, and you put an end to agitation at 
once. He believed that vote would check fanati- 
cism, and have a good effect in the non-slavehold- 
ing States. If the House adopted the resolution, 


he believed it would be sustained by every honest, . 


patriotic man in the non-slavcholding States. In 
those States the fanatics were on one side, and 
the grcat body of the people on the other. . He 
would allow them to fight thcir batiles in their own 
way;and he firmly and conscientiously believed 
that they would succeed in putting down the 
spirit of agitation. He hoped he was distinctly 
understood by friends, and by foes, if he had any. 
He went for the suppression of abolition; he went 
for the just rights of the slaveholding States, 
without impairing the rights of any other portion 
of the Union. He firmly and conscientiously 
believed that, if the resolution was adopted, ac- 
companicd by a calm, argumentative report, it 
would go far to produce those blessed results; and 
if he could be the instrument of producing. those 
results, he would be willing to incur any respons- 
ibility which might fall upon him. 

Mr. HAMMOND said it was extremely un- 
pleasant at all times to see gentlemen, coming 
from the same scction of country, and members 
of the same delegation, so utterly opposed to each 
other as his colleague and himself. 

Mr. PINCKNEY begged to explain, and to 
correct the misapprehension under which his col- 
league labored. They did not differ, radically or 
essentially, upon principles. In feelings, motives, 
and principles he entirely and cordially concurred 
with his colleague. They only differed as to the 
mode of proceeding. 
was natural, in the first place; and secondly, be- 
cause he thought it went further than any other, 
and covered the whole ground. 


Mr. HAMMOND considered their difference ` 


as to the modc of proceeding a vital and essential 
difference, involving the deepest and most im- 
portant principles. He should say nothing with 
regard to his colleague’s principles there; that was 
not the place to impeach them. 


What the gentleman had said in reference to an | 


article in a certain print in this city, Mr. H. beggcd |: 


leave to say that, so far as he was concerned, he 
had nothing to do with it, and knew nothing of it 


till he saw it in the paper. This he would say: ‘| 
that, as far as his recollection went in reference ' 


to that article, he believed the paper had neither 
calumniated the gentleman, nor done injustice to 
him. It was well known that the very motion 
now introduced was one that the whole northern 
party would have been glad, at any moment dur- 


Mr. P. preferred his, as | 
| 
i 
| 


ing the present session, to have adopted. Should ` 


a southern man, then, a Representative from the 
State of South Carolina, come there with a res- 
olution granting peace, or asking peace, from the 
Abolitionists of the North, upon the very terms 
` that any Abolitionist, in the House or out of it, 
would have been glad to give at any moment if 
they had condescended to have accepted it. 
Why should they want a vote of that House, 
declaring that they had no power over the subject 
in the States? Whoever anticipated it? hy, 
was that gentleman so grossly ignorant as not to 
know that Arthur Tappan himself had over and 
over again denied that Congress had any power 
over that subject in the States? There was nota 


. tion declaring: 


man from beyond the northern line that had a: 


doubt upon that subject; and were they to invite 


an attack upon the South upon that ground? But 


he would leave the gentleman and his constituents 
to reconcile themselves on this subject. Mr. H. 
would himself laugh to scorn—would contemn 
and despise any settlement of the question by 
that House. lt was a question of arms, to be 


j 
il 
il 
i 
J 
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settled by blood, when it came there. The gen- |i it had this principle in it he might vote for it, 


tleman’s profession of love and veneration for the 
Union was a profession he always respected, 
come from whatever quarter it might. 


‘loved the Union, but he would never sacrifice his ; 
rights upon its altar. The gentleman wished, it l l 
i stand every resolution read in that House; for 


seemed, to make a report. 

Mr. PINCKNEY explained. He had no ma- 
terials for such a report; he had never contem- 
plated such a report; and it was his intention to 
propose that it should be deputed to hands from 
a different section of the country than that from 
which he came. 


Mr. HAMMOND said he wished, then, the 


gentleman had left the whole matter to some mem- 
ber from a different section of the country; but 
now he had introduced it Mr. H. hoped it would 
be left entirely to him. But what necessity was 
there for any report? Had not everything been 

. said on the subject thatcould be said? Theonly 
way to meet the question was, to reject the peti- 
tions. Anything short of this would be only 
calculated to excite the fanatics of the North; and 
a report of that House would stimulate them to 
new exertions, 

Mr. H. adverted to the report of 1798, and said 
it was at that time a mere speculative question; 
but he entered his solemn protest against a similar 
course at the present day. Whatever might be 
the report of the House, it would act as the enter- 
ing wedge for future legislation, and would be a 
means to encourage the fanatics to renewed at- 
tempts to embroil the peace of the South. 

r. BOYD then demanded the previous ques- 
tion. 

Mr. HUNT hoped the gentleman would with- 
draw his motion, as he wished to move an amend- 
mént to the resolution. 


Mr. WISE expressed the same wish, as he also ; 


| desired an opportunity to reply to certain news- 
paper attacks that had been made upon him. 
Mr. BOYD said he should be happy to gratify 
the gentlemen who had desired him to withdraw 
the motion for the previous question; he must, 
however, be excused, believing, as he did, that 


l Johnson, Lawler, Lawrence, Lay, Luke Lea, 


i discussion on this subject should not be further | 


; indulged in. 


House; which was negatived—ayes 76, noes 91. 

The demand for the previous question was then 
seconded by the House—ayes 102, noes 86; and 
on the question, ‘‘ Shall the main question be 
now put ?”’ 


which were ordered. 

Mr. PATTON moved a call of the House; 
which was negatived without a count. 

Mr. MERCER inquired of the Chair, what 
would be the effect of the previous question? 

The CHAIR replied, if the previous question 


before. the House for that day. 

Mr. McCARTY asked for the reading of the 
resolution; which was then read. 

Mr. WISE inquired, if there were any instruc- 
| tions to the sclect committee to report? 
1 The CHAIR called the gentleman to order. 
© Mr. WISE. I appeal to the House. I say 
. before any member 1s compelled to vote he has a 

right to understand what it is he has to vote about. 

` Mr. W. said he merely wished to inquire what 
was the character of the resolution, and the Chair 
, said he had no right to make this inquiry! He 


| was negatived, it would remove the subject from 
i 
i 
| 
| 


ii would then ask the House what was the charac- 


; ter, the object, and the intention of the resolution 


| before he would give his vote ay or no. If they 
| were called upon to vote blindfold there, then 


| order! order! order! in the sense of the Chair 
| would be reason, and paramount to law! Mr. 
: W. wished to know whether the resolution in- 
| structed the select committee to report a resolu- 


Mr. BYNUM. Is thegentleman from Virginia 
' now in order? 

The CHAIR said the gentleman from Virginia 
was speaking to a question of order. 

Mr. WISE. Isay I wish to know whether 
| this resolution instructed the committee to report 
: that Congress has not the power, under the con- 
_ Stitution, to abolish slavery in the District of Co- 
,lumbia. If the resolution did not so instruct the 


Mr. MANN, of New York, moved a call of the 


Mr. H.. 


| Rencher, Robertson, 


Mr. GRANGER asked for the yeas and nays; `| 


though there was enough in it besides to prevent 


his voting for it. He wished to know, also, 
whether he was not to understand the resolution 
before he did vote either way? It was true the 
resolution had been read, but he could not under- 


there was sometimes more meant than met the 
ear, and sometimes more meant than could be 
understood from what was written. In the name 
of God (said Mr. W.) give us light—give us in- 
formation—give us understanding before we are 
dragged up here to vote like mules. 

The CHAIR then commenced stating the ques- 
tion of order, when 

Mr. WISE withdrew his appeal. 

The question was then taken by yeas and nays; 
and determined in the afirmative —yeas 118, nays 
97; as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Ash, Ashley, Barton, Bean, Beaumont, 
Bockee, Bond, Boon, Bovec, Boyd, Brown, Bynum, Caw- 
breleng, Carr, Casey, Chaney, Chapman, Chapin, John F. 
H. Ciaiborne, Cleveland, Coffce, Coles, Connor, Craig, 
Cramer, Cushman, Darlington, Davis, Dickerson, Double- 
day, Dromgoole, Dunlap, Effner, Fairficld, Farlin, Forester, 
Fowler, Fry, Willian K. Fuller, Galbraith Gitlet,Grantland, 
Haley, Joseph Hall, Hamer, Haunegan, Albert G. Harri- 
son, Samucl S. Harrison, Hawes, Hawkins, Haynes, Hen- 
derson, Hopkins, Howard, Hudicy, Huntington, Huntsman, 
Ingham, Jabez Jackson, Jarvis, Joseph Johnson, Richard 
M. Johnson, Cave Johnson, Benjamin Jones, Judson, Ken- 
non, Kilgore, Kinnard, Lane, Lansing, Laporte, Gidcon 
Lee, Joshua Lee, Leonard, Logan, Lucas, Abijah Mann, 
Job Mann, Manning, William Mason, Moses Mason, May, 
McCarty, McKcon, McKim, McLene, Miller, Montgomery, 
Moore, Morgan, Muhlenberg, Owens, Page, Parks, Patter- 
son, Phelps, John Reynolds, Joseph Reynolds, Ripley, 
Roane, Schenck, Seymour, Shinn, Sickles, Smith, Suther- 
land, Taylor, Thomas, John Thomson, Toucey, Turner, 
Turrill, Vanderpoc!, Wagener, Ward, Wardwell, Weeks, 
and Sherrod Williams-—-118. 

NAYS—Messrs. Adams, Chilton Allan, Heman Allen, 
Bailey, Bell, Gorden, Briggs, Bunch, John Calhoon, Wil- 
liam B. Calhoun, Campbell, George Chambers, John Chani- 
bers, Childs, Nathaniel H. Claiborne, Clark, Corwin, Cush- 
ing, Deberry, Denny, Evans, Everctt, French, Philo C. 
Fuller, James Garland, Rice Garland, Glascock, Graham, 
Granger, Graves, Grayson, Griffin, Hammond, Hard, Har- 
din, Harlan, Ffazeltine, Heister, Hoar, Holsey, Howell, 
Hunt, Tagersoll, William Jackson, Janes, Jenifer, Henry 
Lincoln, 
Love, Loyall, Lyon, Martin, Sampson Mason, Maury, Me 
Comas, McKay, McKennan, Mercer, Milligan, Morris, 
Parker, Patton, Dutee J. Pearce, James A. Pearce, Petti- 
grew, Peyton, Philips, Pickens, Pinckney, Potts, Recd, 

togers, Russell, William B. Shepard, 

Augustine If. Shepperd, Shields,Spangler, Sprague, Stande- 
fer, Steele, Storer, Taliaferro, Waddy Thompson, Towns, 
Underwood, Vinton, Webster, White, Whittlesey, Lewis 
Williams, and Wise—97. 


So the House determined that ‘‘ the main ques- 
tion shall now be put.” 

Mr. VINTON then called for certain divisions 
of the question on the main question, the adop- 


tion of the resolution. 


Mr. HEISTER asked for the yeas and nays on 
all the divisions of the resolution; which were 
ordered. 

Mr. HOLSEY then asked fora further division 
to conclude with the word ‘‘Maine”’ in the reso- 


i lution. 


The CHAIR said that branch of the resolution 
did not embrace a substantive proposition, and 
therefore such a division could not be made. 

Mr. HOLSEY explained that he wished the 
subsequent part, ‘‘instructions,’’ &c., to follow 
his division. : 

The CHAIR intimated that to be in order, in- 


‘asmuch as the resolution embraced the reference 


of all the propositions contained in it to.a select 


. committee, and therefore any one proposition was 
` of itsclf susceptible of the same reference. 


Mr. WISE appealed from the decision of the 
Chair, and briefly addressed the House; but | 

The CHAIR rose and stated that, upon again 
referring to the authorities and the lex parliamen- 


' taria, and upon again recurring to the resolution 


and division, asked for by the gentleman from 
Georgia, [Mr. Hoxsey,] he was satisfied such a 


: division as that asked for by the gentleman from 
| Georgia would not be in order, because of itself it 


committee, Mr. W. was against it toto celo. If. 


did not contain a substantive proposition: 

Mr. BELL wished to know whether the effect 
of the resolution would be to refer the resolutions 
now before the House, and all memorials hereto- 
fore proposed to be offered on the same subject, 
but not reccived, to the same committee ? 

The CHAIR said that question was not now 
before the House for decision. The previous 
question having been moved and seconded, the 
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Chair could not entertain these collateral ques- | 
tions, but would decide them when they were | 
properly made. . y n 

Mr. HOLSEY again urged his call for the di- 
vision he had moved, appealing from the Chair’s 
decision, and, after a few words from Messrs. 
HOLSEY, BRIGGS, and EVERETT, the de- 
cision of the Chair was sustained by the House 
without a count, 

The question was then taken by ycas and nays 
on the first branch of the resoiution; which is as 
follows: 

Resolved, That all the memorials which have been of- 
fered, or may hereafter be presented to this House, praying 
for the abolition of slavery in the District of Columbia, and 
also the resolutions offered by an honorable member from 
Maine, (Mr. Jarvrs,] with the amendment thereto proposed 
by an honorable member from Virginia, (Mr. Wise, ] and 
every other paper or proposition that may be submitted in 
relation to the subject, be referred to a select committee. 


YEAS—Messrs. Adams, Heman Allen, Anthony, Ash, 
Ashley, Bailey, Banks, Barton, Beale, Bean, Beaumont, 
Bockee, Bond, Boon, Borden, Bovee, Boyd, Briggs, Brown, 
William B. Cathoun, Cambreleng, Carr, Casey, George 
Chambers, Chaney, Chapin, Childs, Join F. H. Claiborne, 
Clark, Cleveland, Coffee, Coles, Connor, Corwin, Craig, 
Cramer, Crane, Cushing, Cushman, Darlington, Davis, 
Deberry, Denny, Dickerson, Doubleday, Dunlap, Effner, 
Evans, Everett, Fairfield, Farlin, Fowler, Fry, Philo C. 
Fuller, William K. Fuller, Galbraith, Gillet, Granger, 
Grantland, Graves, Haley, Joseph Hall, Hamer, Hannegan, 
Hard, Hardin, Samuel S. Harrison, Albert G. Harrison, 
Hawes, Hawkins, Haynes, Hazeltine, Henderson, Heister, 
Hoar, Hopkins, Howard, Howell, Hubley, Huntington, 
Huntsman, Ingersoll, Ingham, William Jackson, Jabez 
Jackson, Janes, Jarvis, Jenifer, Joseph Johnson, Richard 
M. Johnson, Cave Johnson, Benjamin Jones, Judson, Ken- 
non, Kilgore, Kinnard, Klingensmith, Lane, Lansing, La- 

orte, Lawrence, Lay, Gideon Lee, Joshua Lee, Leonard, 

incoln, Logan, Abijah Mann, Job Mann, Manning, Wil- 
liam Mason, Moses Mason, Sampson Mason, May, Mc- 
Carty, McComas, McKay, McKennan, McKeon, McKim, 
McLene, Miller, Milligan, Montgomery, Moore, Morgan, 
Morris, Mublenberg, Owens, Page, Parker, Parks, Patter- 
son, Dutee J. Pearce, Franklin Pierce, Phelps, Phillips, 
Pinckney, Potts, Reed, Rencher, John Reynolds, Joseph 
Reynolds, Ripley, Rogers, Russell, Schenck, Seymour, 
Augustine H. Shepperd, Shinn, Sickles, Sloane, Smith, 
Spangler, Sprague, Storer, Sutherland, Taylor, Thomas, 
John Thomson, Touccy, Turner, Underwood, Vanderpoel, 
Vinton, Wagencr, Ward, Wardwell, Washington, Webster, 
Weeks, Whitdesey, Lewis Williams, and Sherrod Wil- 
Yiams—114. 

NAYS—Messrs. Chilton Allan, Bell, Bouldin, Bunch, 
Bynum, John Cathoon, Campbell, Carter, John Chambers, 
Chapman, Nathaniel H. Claiborne, Dickson, Dromgoole, 
Forester, French, James Garland, Rice Garland. Glascock 
Graham, Grayson, Griffin, Hammond, Holsey, Henry Jobn 
son, Lawler, Luke Lea, Loyall, Lucas, Lyon, Martin, 
John Y. Mason, Maury, Mercer, Patton, James A. Pearce, 


> 


Pettigrew, Peyton, Pickens, Roane, Robertson, Wuliam |: 
B. Shepard, Standefer, Steele, Taliaferro, Waddy Thomp- ‘| 


son, Towns, White, and Wise—48. 
So the first division of the resolution was agreed | 
to. 
The question was next taken by yeas and nays, 


on the adoption of the second division of the res- || 


olution, which is as follows: 


‘‘ With instructions to report that Congress possesses no | 
constitutional authority to interfere in any way with the | 
institution of slavery in any of the States of this Confed- 
eracy.” 


li NAYS—Messrs. Adams, Denny, Everett, Rice Garland, 


Glascock, William Jackson, and Robertson—7. 


When the namc of Mr. Wiss was called in the 
last vote, that gentleman refused to answer, on 
the ground that he had no constitutional right to 
vote on the question. 

Mr. PINCKNEY moved that the gentleman 
be excused from voting. 

Mr. BOON said, that this was an important 
question; he therefore moved the yeas and nays; 
which were not ordered. 

Mr. WISE was then excused from voting. 

The vote was then announced; and the second 
branch of the resolution was determined in the 
affirmative, 

Mr. GARLAND, of Louisiana, said, that as 
the vote which he had just given might be sub- 
ject to misinterpretation, he asked the consent of 
the House to state the reasons for his vote upon 
the Journal. 

The CHAIR said the gentleman could not at- 
tain his object at present. 

The third division of the resolution was then 
read, as follows: 

“ And that, in the opinion of this House, Congress ought , 
not to interfere in any way with slavery in the District of | 


Columbia, because it would be a violation of the public faith, ` 
unwise, tinpolitic, and dangerous to the Union.” 


Mr. UNDERWOOD called for a further divi- 
sion of the foregoing, so as to exclude, inthe first 
instance, the words in italics. 

The CHAIR decided that the proposition was 
susceptible of this division. 

Mr. BOULDIN took an appeal from the de- 
cision of the Chair, on the ground that, if the first 
branch of this proposition should be negatived 
and the second agreed to, the second branch would 
then apply to the one just adopted, and would in- 
volve a principle at variance with the intention of 
the mover of the resolution, and the intention of 
those who voted in favor of the second division , 
of the question. 

Mr. MASON, of Virginia, took the same 
ground. He said the rule prescribed that a di- 

‘vision of a question could be called for, when 
each division embraced per se a substantive pro- 
position, which was not so in the division called 

, for by the gentleman from Kentucky. The sec- ` 

` ond part of this third proposition wasa resintegra, 
an essential portion, indissolubly, inseparably i 
connected with it, and could, in no case, form a | 
substantive proposition. 

Mr. BELL thought the decision of the Chair | 


Taylor, Thomas, John Thoutpon, Toucey, Towns, Turrill, 
| Underwood, Vanderpoel, Wagener, Wardwell, Washing- 
` ton, Weeks, White, Lewis Williams, and Sherrod Wi- 
| liams-—163. 

NAYS —Messrs. Adams, Heman Allen, Bailey, Banks, 
Bond, Borden, Briggs, William B. Calhoun, George Cham 
: bers, Childs, Clark, Corwin, Crane, Cushing, Darlington, 
Denny, Evans, Everett, Philo C. Fuller, Granger, Hard, 
Hazeltine, Heister, Hoar, Hunt, Ingham, William Jackson, 
Janes, Lawrence, Lay, Lincoin, Love, Sampson Mason, 
: McCarty, McKennan, Morris, Parker, Dutce J. Pearce, 
: Phillips, Potts, Reed, Russell, Sloane, Sprague, Vinton, 
: Webster, and Whittlesey—47. 


The question recurred on the second branch of 
the sentence, being the words in italics, and was 
decided in the affirmative, as follows : 


YEAS—Messrs. Ash, Ashley, Barton, Beale, Bean, Bell, 
Bockee, Bouldin, Bovec, Boyd, Bench, Bynum, John Cal- 
hoon, Cambreleng, Campbell, Carter, Casey, John Cham- 
bers, Chapman, Chapin, Nathaniel H. Claiborne, John PF. 
H. Claiborne, Cleveland, Coffee, Coles, Connor, Craig, Cra- 
mer, Cushman, Davis, Deberry, Doubleday, Dromgoole, 
Dunlap, Effner, Fairfield, Farlin, Forester, Freneh, Wil- 
liam K. Fuller, Galbraith, James Garland, Rice Garland, 
Gillet, Graham, Grantland, Graves, Joseph Hall, Hamer, 
Hannegan, Hardin, Albert G. Harrison, Hawes, Hawkins, 
Haynes, Holsey, Hopkins, Howard, Huntington, Hunts- 
man, Ingham, Joseph Jackson, Jarvis, Jenifer, Joseph John- 
son, Richard M. Johnson, Cave Johnson, Henry Johnson, 
Kinnard, Klingensmith, Lansing, Lawler, Joshua Lee, 
Luke Lea, Leonard, Logan, Loyall, Lyon, Abijah Mann, 
Manning, Martin, John Y. Mason, William Mason, Moses 
Mason, Maury, May, McComas, McKay, McKeon, McKim, 
McLene, Mercer, Montgomery, Moore, Morgan, Muhlen- 
berg, Owens, Page, Parks, Patterson, Patton, Franklin 
Pierce, Pettigrew, Peyton, Phelps, Pinckney, Rencher, 
Reynolds Ripley, Roane, Robertson, Rogers, Seymour, Au- 
gustine. H. Shepperd, Shields, Standefer, Stecle, Taliaferro, 
Taylor, Waddy Thompson, Toucey, Towns, Turrill, Van- 


| derpoel, Ward, Washington, Weeks, White, and Lewis 


Williams—127. 

NAYS—Messrs. Adams, Chilton Allan, Heman Alten, 
Anthony, Banks, Beaumont, Bond, Boon, Borden, Briggs, 
Brown, William B. Calhoun, Carr, George Chambers, 
Chaney, Childs, William Clark, Corwin, Crane, Cushing, 
Darlington, Denny, Dickerson, Evans, Everett, Philo C. 

: Fuller, Granger, Haley, Hard, Harlan, Hazeltine, Hender- 
son, Heister, Hoar, Howell, Hunt, Ingersoll, Wiliam Jack- 
son, Janes, Judson, Kilgore, Lane, Laporte, Lawrence, 
Lay, Lincoln, Love, Job Mann, Sampson Mason, McCarty, 
McKennan, Miller, Milligan, Morris, Parker, Dutee J. 
Pearce, Phillips, Potts, Reed, Russell, Schenck, Shinn, 
Sloane, Smith, Spangler, Sprague, Storcr, John Thomson, 
Underwood, Vinton, Wardwell, Webster, Whittlesey, and 
Sherrod Williams—76. 


The latter clause of the resolution was read as 
follows: 
‘ Assigning such reasons for these conclusions as, in the 


| judgment of the committee, may be best calculated to en- 


lighten the public mind, to repress agitation, to allay excite- 
ment, to sustain and preserve the just rights of the slave- 
holding States, and of the people of this District, and to 
reéstablish harmony and tranquillity amongst the vanous 
sections of the Union.” 


correct; and it was with the House to vote down ` 
the second branch of the proposition, if they 
feared to be entangled. The whole difficulty 
arose from ordering the previous question upona 
; complicated resolution, without debate or amend- 
ment; but the House, having done that, were 
bound by the Chair’s decision, which, he re- 
| peated, was correct, and according to precedent. 


YEAS—Messrs. Chilton Allan, Heman Allen, Anthony, 
Ash, Ashley, Bailey, Banks, Barton, Beale, Bean, Beat- 
mont, Bell, Bockee, Bond, Boon, Borden, Bouldin, Bovee, 
Boyd, Briggs, Brown, Bunch, Bynum, William B. Calhoun, 
Cambreleng, Carr, Carter, Casey, George Chambers, John 
Chambers, Chaney, Chapman, Chapin, Childs, Nathaniel 
H. Claiborne, John F. H. Claiborne, Clark, Cleveland, Cof- 
fee, Coles, Connor, Corwin, Craig, Cramer, Crane, Cush- 
man, Darlington, Davis, Deberry, Dickerson, Dickson, 
Doubleday, Dromgoole, Dunlap, Effuer, Evans, Fairfield, 
Farlin, Forester, Fowler, French, Fry, Philo C. Fuller, Wil- 
tiam K. Fuller, Galbraith, James Garland, Gille 
Granger, Grantland, Graves, Hale’ 
Hammond, Hannegan, Hard, Hardin, Albert G. Harrison, 
Samuel S. Harrison, Hawes, Hawkins, Haynes, Hazeltine, 
Henderson, Heister, Hoar, Holsey, Hopkins, Howard, 
‘Howell, Hubley, Hunt, Huntington, Huntsman, Ingersoll, 
Ingham, Jabez Jackson, Jarvis, Jenifer, Joseph Johnson, 
Richard M. Johnson, Cave Johnson, F 
min Jones, Judson, Kennon, Kilgore 
smith, Lane, Lansing, Laporte, Law 
Gideon Lee, Joshua Lee, Luke Lea, Leonard, Lincoln, 
Logan, Love, Loyall, Lyon, Abijah Mann, Job Mann, Man- 
ning, Martin, John Y. Mason, William Mason, Moses 
Mason, Sampson Mason, Maury, May, McCarty, McKay, 
McKennan, McKeon, McKim, McLene, Mercer, Miller, 
Milligan, Montgomery, Moore, Morgan, Morris, Muhten- 

erg, Owens, Page, Parker, Parks, 
Franklin Pierce, Dutee J. Pearce, 
grew, Phelps, È 


Kinnard, Klingen- 
er, Lawrence, Lay, 


Patterson, Patton, | 
Jut James A. Pearce, Petti- | 
hillips, Pinckney, Potts, Reed, Rencher, 
John Reynolds, Joseph Reynolds, Ripley, Roane, Rogers, | 


t, Graham, | 
y, Joseph Hall, Hamer, : 


fenry Johnson, Benja- | 


|! jamin Jones, Judson, Ken 


| The decision of the Chair was-bricfly sustained 

|| by Messrs. SUTHERLAND, UNDERWOOD, 

i| and HARDIN, opposed by Messrs. BOULDIN 

‘and RIPLEY, and affirmed by the House; taken 
by tellers—ayes 114, noes not counted. 

The question was then taken on the first clause 
| of the third division of the proposition, exclud- 
ing the words in italics, and decided in the afirm- 
ative—yeas 163, nays 47; as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Chilton Allan, Anthony, Ash, Ashley, 
Barton, Beale, Bean, Beaumont, Bell, Bockee, Boon, Boul- 
| din, Bovee, Boyd, Brown, Bunch, Bynum, Jolin Calhoon, 

' Cambreleng, Carr, Carter, Casey, Jonn Chambers, Chaney, ` 
l Chapman, Chapin, Nathaniel H. Claiborne, John F. H. 
l! Claiborne, Clevjand, Coffee, Cotes, Conner, Craig, Cramer, 
| Cushman, Davis, Deberry, Dickerson, Doubleday, Drom- 

_ Goole, Dunlap, Effner, Fairfield, Farlin, Forester, French, 
i Fry, William K. Fuller, Gaibraith, James Garland, Rice 
j Garland, Gillet, Graham, Grantland, Graves, Haley, Joseph 
: Hall, Hamer, Hannegan, Hardin, Harlan, Albert G. Harri- 
|. son, Hawes, Hawkins, Haynes, Henderson, Holsey, Hop- 

; kins, Howard, Howell, Hubley, ‘Huntington, Huntsman, 
|, Ingersoll, Joseph Jackson, Jarvis, Jenifer, Joseph Johnson 
il Richard M. Johnson, Cave Johnson, Henry Jolnson, Ben. 

! jan non, Kilgore, Kinnard, Klingen- |! 
! smith, Lane, Lansing, Laporte, Lawler, Gideon Lee, Joshea |! 
| Lee, Luke Lea, Leonard, Logan, Loyall, Lyon, Abijah 
' Mann, Job Mann, Manning, Martin John Y. Mason, Vilijam 
| Mason, Moses Mason, Maury, May, McComas, McKay, 


I 


Russell, Schenck, Seymour, William B. Shepard, Augus- 
tine H. Shepperd, Shields, Shinn, Sickles, Smith, Spangler, ` 
Sprague, Standefer, Steele, Storer, Sutherland, Taliaferro, | 
Taylor, Thomas, John Thomson, Toucey, Towns, Turrill 
Underwood, Vanderpoel, Vinton, Wagener, Ward, Ward 
well, Washington, Weeks, White, Whittlesey, Lewis Wil- | 
liams, Sherrod Wiliama, and Wise—201. i 


i 
| 


'' son, Patton, Franklin Pierce, James 


iy 
ry, | 

A Page, Parks, Patter- 
) A. Pearce, Pettigrew. 

' Phelps, Pinckney, Rencher, Reynolds Ripley, Roane, Rob: 
: ertson, Rogers, Schenck, Seymour, William B. Shepard, 
, Augustine H. Shepperd, Shields, Shinn, Sickles, Smith, 


McKeon, McKim, MecLene, Mercer, Miller. Montgome 
Moore, Morgan, Muhlenberg, Owens 


| 


! Moses Mason, Samp:on Mason, M: 


The question on the adoption of the foregoing 
was decided in the affirmative, as follows: 


YEAS—Mesers. Adams, Chilton Allan, Anthony, Ash, 
Banks, Beate, Bean, Beaumont, Bell, Bond, Boon, Borden, 
Bouldin, Boyd, Brown, Buchanan, Bunch, Bynum. John 
Calhoon, William B. Cathoun, Cambreleng, Carr, Carter, 
Casey, George Chambers, John Chambers, Chaney, Chap- 
man, Chapin, Nathanicl H. Wlaiborne, John PF. H. Clai- 
borne, Cleveland, Coffee, Coles, Connor, Corwin, Craig. 
Cramer, Crane, Cushing, Cushman, Darlington, Deberry, 
Dickerson, Doubleday, Dromgoole, Dunlap, Fairfield, For- 
ester, French, Fry, Philo C. Fuller, William K. Fuller, 
; Galbraith, James Garland, Rice Garland, Gillet, Graham, 

Grantland, Graves, Haley, Joseph Hall, Hamer, Hannegan, 
| Hardin, Harlan, Albert G. Harrison, Hawkins, Haynes, 
| Hazeltine, Henderson, Holsey, Hopkins, Howard, Howell, 
. Hubley, Huntington, Huntsman, Ingersoll, Ingham, Joseph 

Jackson, Janes, Jarvis, Jenifer, Richard M. Johnson, Cave 
| Johnson, Judson, Kilgore, Kinnard, Klingensmith, Lane, 
| Lansing, Laporte, Lawler, Joshua Lee, Luke Lea, Leon- 
ard, Lincoln, Logan, Love, Loyall, Abijah Mann, Job 

Mann, Manning, Martin. Jobn Y. Mason, William Mason, 
aury, McComas, McCay, 
€ Miller, Miltigin, Montgomery, 
Morris, Muhlenberg, Owens, Page, Parker, Parks, Patter- 
son, Dutee J. Pearce, Franklin Pierce, Pettigrew, Peyton, 
Phelps, Pinckney, Rencher, Joseph Reynolds, Roane, Rob- 
ertson, Rogers, Schenck, Seymour, William B. Shepard, 
Augustine H. Shepperd, Shields, Shinn, Smith, Spangler, 
Sprague, Standefer, Steele, Storer. Sutherland, Taliaferro, 
Taylor, Thomas, Johri Thomzon, Toucey, Towns, Turrill, 
Underwood, Vanderpoel, Vinton, Wagener, Ward, Ward- 
well, Washington, Webster, Weeks, White, Whittlesey, 
Lewis Williams, and Sherrod Williams—168, 

NAYS—Messrs. Heman Allen, Evans, Wiiliam Jackson, 
Lawrence, Phillips, and Sloane—6. 


Mr. GARLAND, of Louisiana, asked the con- 
sent of the House to permit him, and also the 
gentlemen from Georgia and Virginia, {Messrs. 
Gu.ascockand Rogerson, ] to enter their reasons 
on the Journals for the vote given by them on the 
resolution just adopted. > 

Objection being made, Mr. GLASCOCK moved 
to suspend the rules for that purpose; which was 


| 
| 


McKeon, McKim, Mercer, 


| Spangler, Standefer, Steele, Storer, Sutherland, Taliaferro, 


disagreed to. 
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MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT. 
The SPEAKER laid before the Honse the fol- 
lowing message from the President of the United 
States: 


To the Senate and House of Representatives : 

The Government of Great Britnin has offered ita media- 
tion for the adjustment of the dispute between the United 
States and France. Carefully guarding that point in the 
controversy which, as it involves our honor and independ- 


ence, admits of no compromise, Í have cheerfully aecepted | 


the offer. [t will be obviously improper to resort ever to 
the mildest measures of a compulsory character, until it is 


ascertained whether France has declined or accepted the | 


mediation. I therefore recommend a suspension of all pro- 


ceedings on that part of my special message of the 15th of : 
January last, which proposes a partial non-intercourse with Ţ 


France. While we cannot too highly appreciate the ele- 
vated and disinterested motives of the offer of Great Britain, 


and have a just reliance upon the great influence of that | 


wer to restore the relations of ancient friendship between 
the United States and France, and know, too, that our own 
pacific policy will be strictly adhered to until the national 
honor compels us to depart trom it, we should be insensible 
to the exposed condition of our country, and forget the 
Tessons of experience, if we did not efficiently and sedu- 
lousty prepare for an adverse result. Tke peace of a nation 
does not depend exclusively upon its own will, nor upon 
the beneficent policy of neighboring powers; and that na- 


tion which is found totally unprepared for the exigencies | 


and dangers of war, although it come without having given 
warming of its approach, is criminally negligent of its honor 
and its duty. I cannot too strongly repeat the recommenda- 
tion already made to place the sea-board ina proper state of 
defense, and promptly to provide the means for ampl po- 


tecting our commerce. ANDREW JACKS 

Wasnrnaton, February 8, 1836. 

On motion by Mr. MASON, of Virginia, the 
message was referred to the Committee on For- 
eign Affairs, and ordered to be-printed. 

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House the 
following communications: 

I, The annual report of the Commissioners of 
the Sinking Fund. Laid upon the table, and or- 
dered to be printed. 


II. A communication from the Secretary of 


‘War, transmitting a report of the Topographical | 
Bureau in reference to a light-house on Brandy- ' 


wine Shoal.. Referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce, and ordered to be printed. 
HI. A letter from the Secretary of War, com- 


municating a report in reference to the mineral | 


lands in Missouri, Laid upon the table, and 
ordered to be printed. 

The House then (at a quarter after five o’clock, 
p- m,) adjourned. i 


1N SENATE. 
Turspay, February 9, 1836. 


On motion by Mr. PORTER, the petition of 
Don Carlos Dehault de Lassus, presented at the 


last session, was referred to the Committee on |, 


Claims. 

Mr. LINN presented the petition of Anna H. 
‘Penrose, praying for the payment of interest on 
aclaim heretofore allowed by Congress; which 
wes referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. HILL presented the petition of Elijah 
Harris, praying for a pension; which was referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. BUCHANAN presented the memorial of 
Ovid J. Johnson and six others, who ‘had been 
appointed a committee by a large and respectable 
meeting of the citizens of Dauphin county, con- 


vencd in the borough of Harrisburg, on the 28th | 


day of August last, ‘to prepare a memorial to 


each House of Congress, praying the appropria- | 
tion by the General Government of a sum suff- | 


cient to remove to Africa free negroes willing to 
remove, and manumitted slaves, equal inamount 


to the whole annual increase of the colored popu- |’ sary. 
: Mr. SHEPLEY submitted the following res- `i 


lation of this country; and also such additional 
number as in the wisdom of Congress the finances 
of the nation and other considerations may justify; 
if in their opinion the Constitution of the United 
States will justify such appropriations; and if not, 
then to adopt measures to effect such an alteration 
of it as will authorize the measure.” 


Mr. B. said the committee, in their memorial, <; 


had gone at length into the subject, and had 
treated it with much ability. A proper degrec of 
respect for them, and those whom they represent, 
required that this memorial should be printed for 
the use of the Senate. He would, therefore, move 
for its printing;. and, for the present, that the 
memorial be laid upon the table. 
These motions were adopted. 


| Mr. BENTON presented the petition of a num- | 


ber of the citizens of the town of Alexandria, in 

| the District of Columbia, representing the moral 

| evils and pecuniary cmbarrassments produced by 

: the drawing of lotteries, and praying for their 

‘abolishment; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia. 

On motion by Mr. BENTON, the resolution . 
submitted by him, directing the Committee on 
the District of Columbia to inquire into the expe- 
diency of abolishing lottery drawings and the 
sale of Jottery tickets in the District of Columbia, 
was then taken up and agreed to. 

Mr. KING, of Alabama, presented a memorial 
from a number of citizens from the State of Ala- 
bama, on the subject of the commissions for 

' adjusting private land claims in that State; which 
was referred to the Committce on Private Land 
Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

| Mr. KING, of Alabama, also presented a me- 
morial from sundry citizens of Alabama, praying 
for the establishment of a mail route from Tus- 

` keaga, passing through Wetumpka, &c., to Tus- 

| ealoosa; which was referred to the Committee on , 
' the Post Office and Post Roads. : 
| Mr. BENTON presented the petition of the 

| trustees of the French college of St. Louis, Mis- | 
i souri, praying for a grant of land; which was 

i referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 
' Mr. PRESTON presented the petition of Wil- 
liam Easby; which was referred to the Committee 
on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. BUCHANAN presented the petition of 
Elizabeth Flicker, widow of Henry Richardson, 
a seaman who was lost in the Wasp, stating that | 
she had neglected to avail herself, within the 

eriod limited, of the benefits of the law passed 
in favor of the widows and orphans of the officers 
and crew of the Wasp, and praying that the 
proper allowance may now be granted to her; | 
which was referred to the Committee on Naval `i 
Affairs. 7 
REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. ! 

Mr. EWING, of Ohio, from the Committee ` 
oa Public Lands, to which the same had been ' 
referred, reported without amendment the bill to 
remove the United States land office from Clinton 
to Jackson, in the State of Mississippi. 


Mr. E., from the same committee, reported | 
unfavorably on several memorials from the Legis- |: 
i lature of Missouri and citizens of that State, | 


| Praying for a division of certain land districts, 
and for the establishment of a new land office in 
that State. 
Mr. PORTER, from the Committee on Private 
Land Claims, to which had been referred the 
etition of Antonio Segura and others, reported a ' 
: Pi for their relief; which was read, and ordered 
to a second reading. “ii 
| Mr. LINN, from the Committee on Private 
| Land Claims, to which had been referred the bill 


j 


' confirming the claims of Joseph Lorin, alias La : 


` Rochelle, and those claiming under him, toa tract 


‘of land in Missouri, reported the same without 
amendment. | 
RESOLUTIONS. i 
- Mr. GOLDSBOROUGH submitted the follow- , 
` ing resolution; which was considered and agreed 
to: 

Resolred, That the Committee on Commerce be request- ;| 
ed to inquire into the practicability and usefulness of placing `: 
buoys at proper sites in the channels of the rivers Nanti- ,; 
coke, Monokin, Annamessex, Pocomoke, and Wicomico; || 
in the straits of Hooper and Casy; and in the sounds of `; 
Tangier and Pocomoke, to render them more safely navil- | 
gable; and an estimate of the cost of such buoys, if neces- ` 


` olution; which was considered and agreed to: : 


Resolved, That the Committee on the Judiciary be in- | 

structed to inquire into the expediency of prohibiting by |: 
| law all persons receiving salaries as officers or clerks to the || 
| two-Houses of Congress, from acting as agents, or from re- 

' ceiving in any manuer compensation for services rendered 
to persons, or to their agents, having claims against the 
United States. | 

Mr. SHEPLEY said it was proper for him to |! 
remark that, in submitting this resolution, he had |! 
no reference whatever to the officers and clerks |: 
of the Senate. On the contrary, so far as he was | 
informed and believed, they never had engaged | 


; in any such agencies as were referred to in the 
resolution, and had always performed their duties |: 


with the utmost fidelity and ability. 


Mr. ROBINSON submitted the following res- 
olution; which lics on the table one day: 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads be instructed to inquire into the expediency of 
establishing a mail route from Terre Haute, Indiana, to 
Vandalia, lHinois. 

Mr. LINN submitted the following resolution; 
which lics on the table one day: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of War be directed to send 
to the Senate the official report of the expedition of the 
United States dragoons, under the command of Colonel 
Dodge, during the last summer to the Rocky mountains, 
with the journal and nrap accompanying said journal; mak- 
ing such change in the map as will show the position of the 
different Indian tribes situated on the frontiers of Louisiana, 
Arkansas, Missouri, and the northwest frontier. 

BILLS PASSED. 

The following bills were severally read the 
' third time and passed: 

_ The bill authorizing the relinquishment of the 
sixteenth sections granted for the use of schools, 
and the entry of other lands in lieu thereof; 

The bill for the relief of David Beard; 

The bill making appropriations for the payment 
of charges incurred for the support of the Pen- 
itentiary in the District of Columbia for the year 
1835; 

The bill to provide for the opening of certain 

: roads in the Territory of Arkansas; 

The bill for the relief of Captain Augustus A. 
Nicholson; i 

The bill for the relief of James Thomas; 

The bill to continue in force the act for the fina! 


| 
| 
| 
| 
| 


' adjustment of private land claims in Missouri, 


approved 9th July, 1832; ` 
he bill for the relief of Walter Loomis and 
Abcl Gay; 
The bill to revive the act of 24th May, 1832, 


' for the relief of John Donnelson, Stephen Heard, 


and others; : 

The bill for the relief of Hiram A. Hunter; 

The bill providing for the sctilement of the 
claims of Mary O. Sullivan; 

The bill to provide for the legal adjudication. 
and settlement of claims to lands therein men- 
toned: end 4 ' ree 

he bill making appropriations in part for the 
support of Government ‘or the year 1836. 
NATIONAL DEFENSE. 

The resolution of Mr. Benron was then taken 

up; and the Senate was addressed at length on 


| this subject by Messrs. LEIGH and BROWN; 


bat before Mr. Broww concluded he gave way to 
Mr. GRUNDY, on whose motion the Senate 
adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Turspay, February 9, 1836, 


Mr. GARLAND, of Louisiana, asked the 
unanimous consent of the House to submit and 
i have entered upon the Journal a protest of him- 
i self, Mr. Giascocx, of Georgia, and Mr. Ros- 
ERTSON, of Virginia, assigning the reasons for 
their votes against the first branch of the instruc- 
tions in Mr. Pincxney’s resolution, as adopted 
yesterday. 

Objection being made, Mr. GARLAND moved 
to suspend the rule for the purpose indicated, 


' and asked for the yeas and nays on his motion; 


which were ordered. f 
The Protest was then read for information, as 
follows: 


The undersigned, who. voted in the House of Represent- 
atives on Monday, the 8th inatant, against the first clause 


; of the instructions to the select committee proposed to be 


raised under the resolution offered by Mr. PINCKNEY, to 
which “all the memorials which have been offered, or may 
hereafter be presented to this House, praying for the aboli- 
tion of slavery in the District of Columbia,” and also the 


i! resolution offered by an honorable member from Mainc, 


Mr. Janvis,] with the amendment thereto proposed by an 
onorable member from Virginia, [Mr. Wise,] ‘together 


| with every other paper or proposition that may be submitted 
: ia relation to the subject,” are to be referred, which clausc 


is æ follows: “ That Congress possesses no constitutional 
authority to interfere in any way with tbe institution of 
slavery in any of the States of this Confederacy’’—did so 
vote, and now protest against said clause. 

1. Because the constitutional power of Congress ‘to in 
terfere in any way with the institution of slavery in any of 
the States of this Confederacy” is not brought in question, 
or in any manner referred to, in any memorial that has been 
presented, or in the resolution mentioned, or the amendment 
thereto ; and we will not consent to have so vital and im- 
portant a proposition brought forward gratuitously, referred 
to a committee of the House, reported on, and reasons given 
for a conclusion not open for discussion, thereby, as we 
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conceive, admitting the power of Congress 
question, and asking its opinion upon a subjec 
i s no right to express one. be . 
z 3 Because; believing as we do, that it is undeniable, 
& Congress possesses no constitutional authority to incepere 
in any way with the institution or slavery in any ot ‘ ie 
States of this Confederacy,” it is our intention to prev ent 
any discussion of that question, so far as it is in our power, 
or even its submission as a proposition to Congress; and 
being determined now, and at all other times, to resist any 
such assumption of authority, we will not permit any doubt 
of such absence of constitutional power to be questioned or 
inferred, by consenting to refer it to the committee of a 
body having no jurisdiction, and obtaining from it a dis- 
claimer of a want of such authority. ; i 

The undersigned having been prevented from stating their 
objections in the House to the aforesaid clause in the in- 
structions, by the previous question having been called for 
and sustained within one hour after this most important . 
resolution was submitted—now, to prevent all misconcep- 
tion or misconstruction as to their motives and opinions, 
submit this solemn protest against this House entertaining 
any such proposition, and respectfully ask that it, and their 
reasons, as herein briefly stated, may be entered on the 
Journal. RICE GARLAND, 
THOS. GLASCOCK, 
JOHN ROBERTSON. 
House or REPRESENTATIVES, February 9, 1836. 


to entertain the 
t about which 


The question on suspending the rule for the 
presentation of the foregoing protest was then 
decided in the negative; as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Heman Allen, Anthony, Briggs, Bunch, 
John Calhoon, William B. Calhoun, Campbell, Carr, Carter, 
John Chambers, Chapman, Childs, Nathaniel H. Claiborne, 
Jobn F. H. Claiborne, Cleveland, Coffee, Corwin, Deberry, 
Denny, Everett, Forester, Philo C. Fuller, James Garland, 
Rice Garland, Glascock, Graham, Granger, Grantland, Gray- 
son, Griffin, Hammond, Hannegan, Haynes, Hoar, Holsey, 
Hunt, Huntsman, Jabez Jackson, Lawler, Lawrence, Luke 
Lea, Lincoln, Love, Lucas, Lyon, Abijah Mann, Manning, 
Martin, John Y. Mason, Moses Mason, Maury, McComas, 
Millcr, Moore, Page, Patton, James A. Pearce, Pettigrew, 
Peyton, Phillips, Pickens, Reed, Rencher, Rogers, Russell, 


Schenck, William B. Shepard, Augustine H. Shepperd, ` 


Shields, Sloane, Smith, Spangfer, Standefer, Steele, Jolin 
Thomson, Waddy Thompson, Towns, Vinton, Washing- 
ton, White, and Wise—81. 

NAYS—Messrs. Adams, Ash, Ashley, Bailey, Bean, 
Bond, Boon, Bovee, Brown, Bynum, Cambreleng, Casey, 
George Chambers, Chapin, Clark, doles, Connor, Craig, 
Cramer, Crane, Cushing, Cushman, Darlington, Davis, 
Dickerson, Doubleday, Dromgoole, Dunlap, Effner, Evans, 
Fairfield, Farlin, Fowler, French, Fry, William K. Fuller. 
Gillet, Haley, Joseph Hall, Hamer, Hardin, Harlan, Samue 
S. Harrison, Hawes, Hawkins, Hazeltine, Heister, Howard, 


Howell, Hubley, Huntington, Ingersoll, Ingham, William | 


Jackson, Janes, Jarvis, Joseph Johnson, Richard M. John- ` 
son, Cave Johnson, Benjamin Jones, Judson, Kennon, Kil- 

ore, Kinnard, Klingensmith, Lane, Lansing, Lay, Gideon 

ce, Joshua Lee, Leonard, Loyall, Job Mann, William 
Mason, Sampson Mason, May, McKay, McKennan, 
McKeon, McKim, McLene, Mercer, Milligan, Montgomery, 
Morgan, Morris, Muhlenberg, Owens, Parker, Parks, Pat- , 
terson, Dutee J. Pearce, Phelps, Potts, John Reynolds, Jo- : 
seph Reynolds, Roane, Seymour, Shinn, Sprague, Storer, i 
Sutherland, Taliaferro, Taylor, Thomas, Turrill 
wood, Vanderpoel, Wagener, Wardwell, Weeks, Whittle- 
sey, Lewis Williams, and Sherrod Wiliams—113. 

Mr. WASHINGTON moved to suspend the 
rule until two o’clock, for the purpose of calling 
the States for petitions; which was decided in 
the negative—ayes 98, noes 79; two thirds being 
necessary, 

Mr. PATTON, from the Committee on Terri- | 
tories, reported a bill authorizing a special term of 
the court of appeals of the Territory of Florida, 
and for other purposes; which was read twice, 
and ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
time, 

Mr. PARKER, from the Committee on Naval ` 
Affairs, reported a bill for the relief of Charles | 
W. Pickering; which was read twice and com- 
mitted. : 

Mr. MASON, of Virginia, from the Commit- 
tee on Foreign Affairs, reported a bill for the 
relief of Thomas P. Barton 
and committed. 

Mr. CAMBRELENG, from the Committee of 
Ways and Means, reported the following bills; 
which were read twice and committed. 

A bill to repeal so much of an act entitled “An j 
uct transferring the duties of Commissioner of l 
Loans to the Bank of the United States, and | 
abolishing the office of Commissioner of Loans,” | 
as requires the Bank of the United States to per- : 
form the duties of Commissioner of Loans for ` 
the several States; | 

A bill to prescribe the mode of paying pensions 
heretofore granted by the United States; and 

A bill to suspend the duties and powers of the 
Commissioner of the Sinking Fund. 

‘The further presentation of reports from com- 
mittees was here cut off by the expiration of the | 
morning hour. | 


i 
i 


Under- |; 


| that he considered necessary, 


; which was read twice ` 
ji 


j; under any state of things. 


APPROPRIATION BILLS. 

On motion by Mr. CAMBRELENG, the 
House then resolved itself into the Committee of 
the Whole on the state of the Union, Mr. MILLER 
in the chair. 


On motion by Mr. CAMBRELENG, the com- ; 
: mittee took up the bill making appropriations for | 


the naval service for the year 1836. 

The bill had before been under the considera- 
tion of the Committee of the Whole, and the 
pending amendment was Mr. CAMBRELENG’s, to 
strike out $950,000, and insert the sum of 
$2,000,000, for repairs of vessels in ordinary, and 
the repairs and wear and tear of vessels in com- 
mission, and completing those on the stocks. 

Mr. CAMBRELENG withdrew the amend- 
ment, so as not to embarrass the passage of the 
present bill, and especially as the subject would 
come up in a separate bill to be reported by the 
Committee on Naval Affairs. This being the or- 
dinary appropriation bill, and Mr. C. having 


withdrawn the only amendment pending, he . 


hoped it would pass without delay. 

Mr. BELL moved to reduce the several appro- 
priations for the navy-yards one half the amount 
proposed in the bill. Mr. ] 
items proposed, and maintained that such large 
appropriations should not be passed, in the pros- 

ect of a contingency that might probably ensue. 
he items were as follows: 

For improvements and necessary repairs of the navy- 
yard at Portsmouth, New Hampshire, $67,000 ; at Charles- 
town, Massachusetts, $199,000 ; at Brooklyn, New York, 
$84,300 ; at Philadelphia, Pennsylvania, $11,750 ; at Wash- 
ington, $37,500; at Gosport, Virginia, $167,000; at Pensa- 
cola, $64,000. 

Mr. JARVIS thought the gentleman should at 
least examine whether the appropriations were 


necessary or not, before he made a sweeping mo- | 


tion to reduce the whole of them indiscriminately 
one half. Mr.J. then read various estimates and 


details from the officers of the Department in re- :. 


‘ference to the proposed items. Mr. J. said, 
whether there was peace or war, these works 
, Should be completed. 
| Mr. BELL again opposed the items, on the 
' ground that this was not the time to make such 
an extraordinary outlay of the public money, 
when the public resources might be wanted for 
other objects. He then modified his motion, in 
order to test the question, by confining the amend- 
ment at present to the first item, and moved that 
the appropriation for the improvement and repairs 
¡of Portsmouth, New Hampshire, be reduced 
| $33,500, being one half the amount proposed in 
the bill. 
Mr. SUTHERLAND said he would vote for 
the yo eas appropriations, unless gentlemen 
could’ show that they were unnecessary, or in- 
correct. In the first place, an appropriation was 
asked, for the purpose of making a timber shed: 
for the preservation 
Another was for a mast and boat 


| of the timber. 


"house: that he also considered necessary, whether | 


there should be war or not. A timber dock was 
also asked for: that the officers whose duty it was 
to attend to that business had thought neces- 
sary; and he would take their word, unless gen- 
tlemen could show that they were incorrect. 
Mr. CUSHMAN hoped the motion of the gen- 
tleman from Tennessee (Mr. Bex] would not 
prevail. It was his intention, if the pending 
amendment was negatived, to ask for any addi- 
tional sum for the navy-yard at Portsmouth, New 
Hampshire. The improvements proposed by the 
_ Naval Committee were absolutely necessary in 
time of peace, and no remark which he should 
make would be predicated upon the supposition 
i of a war with France. That Power, he was per- 
suaded, would not persist in her refusal to carry 
into effect the treaty of 1831. The appropria- 
tion asked for was not made upon the ground 
supposed by the gentleman from Tennessee; it 
had no reference toa war with France. It was 
ja wise saying, and a correct principle, which 
; Should never ‘be lost sight of, that in peace we 
should prepare for war. He repeated, that the 
| proposed improvements and repair of the navy- 
| yard at Portsmouth, were absolutely necessary 
| ` 
! i He had, three weeks 
| ago, submitted a resolution, directing an inquiry 
l into the expediency of erecting one or more 


. 


Mr. B. read the various | 


wharves at this navy-yard, and it was for this 

object he contemplated asking for an additional 

sum tothat contained in the bif. 
| Mr. PARKER replied to Mr. BeLL, and re- 

cited the clauses of an act of Congress author- 
l| izing the construction of certain navy-yards, and 
| the reportof the Department made to Congress, 
Mr. P. maintained, at length, that the proposed 
appropriations were necessary, and it was false 
economy to suppose anything would be saved by 
reducing them one half. — , 

Mr. WHITE, of Florida, said, so far from the 
reduction of the navy-yard at Pensacola bein 
| possible, he intended to move to double that pro- 
l; posed appropriation as soon as the proper time 
ʻ arrived. . 
| The CHAIR said that point was not under 
. consideration. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD said, he had looked into 
the appropriations of Portsmouth for the last two 
years. e found that in 1834 it was $40,700, and 
in 1835 $39,925, while $67,000 was proposed for 
the present year, the only explanation of which 
was, that a large portion of it was required for 
erecting sheds to preserve the live-oak timber. 
© He thought, at least, the appropriation should be 
|| reduced to the limit of the last two years, and 
| not contain an excess of between $20,000 and 
|i $30,000. He said the House was very econom- 
|; ical in small matters, and a trifling proposition 
” handed in by himself to the Committee on the 

Rules to furnish lists of yeas and nays for the 

people, was returned to hım by the chairman of 

that committee [Mr. Mann, of New York] on 

the ground of the expense. Mr. U. complained 

of the extravagance of the proposed items in this 

bill, and hope@they would be amended. The 
i, members of the committees in charge of this bill 
l came generally from the large cities, and they 
‘were therefore more interested in the proposed 
| appropriations. ee 

Mr. PEARCE, of Rhode Island, said, it was 

argued, that they ought to curtail these appro- 
; priations, because there was a surplus on hand 
i| from last year. All the money on hand, he con- 
| ceived, was pledged; some portions for the pay- 
|, ment of the crews of vessels on long voyages, 
' and for timber and other materials contracted 
for. There was, at the end of every fiscal year, 
an unexpended balance, but that balance was 
pledged, and could not be transferred, for any 
other purpose whatsoever. He was in favor of 
making appropriations speedily to finish the 
works already commenced; because delaying 
, the completion of the kind of work contemplated 
: in this, item generally resulted in a loss of twent 
| per cent. He would take the estimates and red- 
' ommendations of the Navy Board, or the Secre- 
tary of the Navy as correct, unless gentlemen 
"i could show that those statements were erroneous. 
i| Mr. PHILLIPS should vote for this appro- 
|| priation, as he should vote for every other for a 
| public object, where nothing could be adduced 
against its propriety and necessity. He was 
| satisfied that, from the increase of materials, and 
‘| for other reasons, the estimated amount was not 
too large. Mr. P. entered at length into sundry 
,, Statements connected with the subject, and the 
;, unexpended balances under the acts of 1897 and 
| 1833: Mr. P. should like to know from the 
' chairman of the Naval Committee, what amount 
|| remained ofthe unexpended balance on thisnavy- 
|, yard for the last year. 
| Mr. JARVIS replied, that it was impossible 
for him to say what amount remained unexpended 
' of a balance of $1,750. 
| Mr. PHILLIPS admitted the item was very 
| trifling, but he should apply the same principle 
to all the unexpended balances of the other items, 
| and he should renew the same inquiry upon each 
, of them. He complained that no statements of 
| those balances had been furnished from th? De- 
|| partments. He thought the chairman of the 
| committee should be prepared with them. 
| Mr. DUNLAP said. it could not be expected 
, that those who come from a different section of 
the country than that where these works were 
| Situated, should vote for them without statements 
or estimates. He was ever ready to vote for 
appropriations ‘that were requisite, but he could 
Not conceive that it was necessary to vote a sum 
of $18,000 to erect a shed to protect timber, at 
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indispensable: he never should vote to appropri- i| asked the chairman of the Committee on Naval 
ate the people’s money for this purpose. f r ) f 
hoped the amendment would prevail. ii witha statement of the amount of the unexpended | notice that he would move to insert it as a par- 
Mr. BELL explained, that he was not so much , balance of last year, as he could not ascertain | i I 
opposed to the appropriation itself, as hc was to from the documents whether it had been expended | came up. Mr. B. then laid the following on the 
such large appropriations at this time. It was, or not; and he thought the House was getting | table; which was ordered to be printed: 
with him, a mere question of expediency; for, in intoaloose way of making appropriations. With. — gecrion ——. And be it further enacted, That no bank 
case of war, the money would be wanted tocquip regard to the Navy, he was in favor of the most note ofa Jess denomination than twenty dollars shall here- 
ships of war, and put the country ina state of liberal expenditure; but he did not wish to expend after be offered in payment, in any ee hesipeersrele Ba pels 
defense. He did not want to delay this bill, but ` money unless it was actually necessary. If they POE IS IO PEPE A e United Sraten or cne Soat Oea 
: M : * 4 f £ epa ant; y bank note of any other denom 
he pledged himself at a future day to go into the would give him the information, he would proba- ination be so offered, unless the same shall be payable and 
whole subject, not only of our foreign relations, bly go as far in favor of appropriations for the paid on demand in gold or silver coin at the place where 
fortifications, &c., but of the whole civil estab- defense of the country as any other gentleman. issued, and which shall not be equivalent to specie at the 
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5 7 . Na place where offered, and convertible into gold and silver 
lishment of the Government. On motion by Mr. MANN, of New York, the upon the spot, at the will of the bolder, and without delay 
_ Mr. CAMBRELENG was happy to hear that _ committee then rose, and reported progress or loss to him. 
it was not the gentleman's [Mr. BELL’s] purpose The House adjourned. NATIONAL DEFENSE. 


to oppose the passage of the ordinary appropria- ` 3 . a 
tion bill, for Mr. C. thought he knew thatgentle- ; Mr. Benton's resolution for the appropria 


man too well to suppose he would waste his fire i IN SENATE. _ tion of the surplus revenue was then taken up as 


upon so small an oceasion, The gentleman had © Wennespay, February 10, 1836. the special onies vom ou and conche hié 
told them, that on a proper occasion he would © A message was received from the President of remarka besun veaterds 

come forward, Mr. C. hoped the gentleman would the United States, by Mr. Donetson, his Private Ä fier some akana from Messrs. EWING, of 
then give them his views, and he hoped when | Secretary, transmitting, in compliance with the Ohio, WEBSTER, and PRESTON , 
he did so, that he would be more successful in ' resolution of the Senate of the 3d instant, a report Mr. PRESTON submitted the following amend- 


explaining them than he had becn on the present ' from the Secretary of War on the subject of the 
occasion, for to this hour Mr. C. had born un- © Indian war in Florida. 
able to understand what the gentleman had been | On motion by Mr GRUNDY, it was referred 

ENV : : A pe nie :! "That such appropriations as may be necessary for the 
driving at. The gentleman said, whether war or < to the Committce on Military Affairs; and ordered ‘| purpose, ought to bè made to carry on the system or general 
peace was to ensue, he wished to reserve our ' to be printed. |' defense and permanent protection of the country. 


funds, in order, if called upon for large appropria- | 5 i ‘ 
tions, they might apply them tothe Prone objek, ! PETITIONS, MEMORIALS, ETC. Mr. WRIGHT made a few observations, ex- 
£ > 


ment as a substitute to the original resolution, to 
come in after the word ‘‘ Resolved.” 


Well, taking this for granted, suppose they should Mr. KING, of Georgia, presented the petition pressing his intention of addressing the Senate 
“be called upon to make large appropriations dur- | of John Carr; which was referred to the Com- on the general question before taking the question 
ing the present session, to defend ourselves from mittee on Revolutionary Claims. = on the amendments; but as the hour was late he 
war with France, was this the place the gentle- Mr. TOMLINSON presented the petition of woud yield the floor to any gentleman who de- 
; A b d it F 

man proposes to save the means to do it? Vould James Glentworth; which was referred to the SCAN e 

he propose to diminish the convenicnces of the Committee on Pensions. On moton a erates freon 
navy-yards in such a crisis? Let any man look SES considera a pos'pon 

yey y REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. uill to-morrow: 


to the present condition of our navy-yards, and : : „Ai 
: Simin : Mr. McKEAN, from the Committee on Roads + ELATIONS WITH FRANCE. 
compare them with the most insignificant Power i and Canals, to which had been referred the peti- R IT c 


of Europe—Sweden, Denmark, or any other petty į |. : À Mr. CLAY said that the C itt Forei 

i the i tion of George Dawson, reported a bill for his r, 7 said that the Committee on Foreign 

Pay eror ie ee Wee ele ye ed relief: N wae read, and ordered to a second Relations, being peo of ascortainin E 

Mr. C. then referred to the acts by whicha grad- evra eee from the Committee on Claims, M Paroni, a a ea ian or ilis Sonne: 

i i e Mr. , Be À 

ual inercaee of the Navy hadheena miaon sind to which had been referred the petition of Francis addressed a letter to the Department of State on 

Those at forme: vilars to clhourtbacak ith ‘Allen, reported a bill making an appropriation of the subject, and he begged to lay the correspond- 
IS la hey varied || four thousand dollars, to compensate him and the ence on the table, and that it might be printed. 


He had Roped, when he withdrew the amendment | owners of the ship Cadmus for bringing General | This motion was agreed to. 
of $2,000,000, that the bill would have gone speed. | La Fayette to this country in 1824; which was | HOUSE BILLS PASSED. 


ily through the committee. He had withdrawn || read, ani riota eet Dare AA Sithe ‘| 

that proposition for the purpose of facilitating the | Judiciary to which had been referi the bill con- |, severally read the second time, and considered as 

phd 1 OF the ed ionty appropriation oill, and, cerning writs of error and appeals in the Supreme |: in Committee of the Whole, and ordered to a 
e did not anticipate the opposition of the gentle- 5 | third reading: ; 


° its in relation to th venue laws of ; h ; y 
man from Tennessee, [Mr. Bett.] Mr.C. said, A ae E ae ane with an | The bill for the relief of Joseph Russ and 
‘that be the result of our foreign relations what ` aenaachk » rep , Stephen Roach; 


they might, he should vote to put this country in | On motion by Mr. TYLER, leave was granted | = pedal fee the relief of Lieutenant Washing- 


an attitude for war, not only upon the ground of! : othe 3 ‘ = 
to Captain William Rogers to withdraw his peti The bill for the relief of Laurentius M. Eiler; 
The bill for the relief of Owen Rice and others, 


The following bills from the House were then 


expediency, but upon the ground of policy, not |, |. 3 x 
to suffer this nation to be insulted by every Power |. tion and papers, presented two years ago. 


oncarth. He hoped the bill would pass as it stood. || BILL INTRODUCED. representatives of Jacob Eyerby; 

Mr. HARDIN said, he could not but admire |° Mr. EWING, of Ohio, on leave, introduced a '; he bill for the relief of Daniel Homans; 

7 i 3 ’ , ij i, å 
the largeness of the views of the gentleman from ` bill authorizing the Secretary of the Treasury to | The bill for the relief of John McDonell; 
New York [Mr. Camprecenc] upon the subject - compromise the claims of the United States ‘| The bill for the relief of David Bartlett; 
of those appropriations. A bill, amounting alto- ` against the Bank of Steubenville andthe German ` The bill for the relief of the heirs of Thomas 
gether to the sum of about four hundred thousand |. Bank of Wooster, Ohio; which was twice read | F. Townley; 
dollars, was considered so small a matter in his! and referred. © The bill for the relief of Joseph Cooper; 
eyes ans could not perceive how gentlemen ‘i RESOLUTIONS. i The bill for the relief of John Pollock; 
sylvania (Mr. Sutuervanp] had said that they -i 3 i g i i The bill for the relief of Henry Knowles 
could object to it; and a euros from Poni- © Mr. NILES submitted tie following resolution; © senior; j i 
ought to take all the estimates and recommenda- | which was considered ana agreed to: _ The bill for the relief of Andrew Dodge; 
tions of the Departments as correct, until the _ | Resolved, That the Committee on Finance ba arenas | The bill for the relief of Benjamin Franklin 
R H a o inquire whether, Dy In: Li 1 a i n . 6 

conirary Wk pau He thought if that gentle laws, a duty is aid on anthracite and other fossil coal im- ; Stickne 2 F ‘ i 
man would lool around, he would see that it was. ported into the United States from foreign countries; also, `; The bill for the relief of Daniel ie 
almost impossible for members on that floor to ifa duty is paid, to inquire into the expediency of repealing The bill for the relief of Doctor William Baker, 
show that those estimates were not correct, even moram s foal fariben to ui iuto He expediency or of the Distriet of Columbia; 
i A o : adding coal screening Charcoal, culm, and coke to the ls : < np 
H that anou t oe the eats and according to that , of articles imported free of duty, provided this can be done , The bill for the relief of William Baker, of the 
loctrine e House would have to give all that i' without interfering with the principles of compromise re- State of New York; 
the Departments asked. He thought, however, ` cognized in the act in relation to the*revenue, passed in The bill for the relief of Richard Hardesty; 
he saw the object of gentlemen in recommending 1833. The bill to authorize the settlement of the ac- 
large appropriations. He thought they were in: Mr. PRENTISS submitted the following reso-' counts of Marinus W. Gilbert, an army sutler; 
reality nothing but a trick to get all the surplus lution; which was considered and agreed to: The bill for the relief of Marinus W. Gilbert; 
revenue expended on the sea-board, and not to Resolved, That the Committee on Pensions be instructed The bill for the relief of the legal representa- 


give the western country a cent of it. ; to inquire into the expediency of granting a pension to . tives of William Findlay; 
Mr. PARKER said that a part of the increase | Mills de Forrest, a soldier in the revolutionary war. || The bill for the relief of James Tilford; 
of expenditure was on account of the increase in |; BANK NOTES. || The bill for the relief of Abner Stetson; 
py of officers of the Navy, and the greater num- Mr. BENTON rose and said, he had intended `: ‘The bill for the relief of Joshua Cullumber; 
cr of men required this year over the last; and ' yesterday, when the general appropriation bill. The bill for the relief of the legal representa- 
he hoped the committee was ready to vote on the : came up, to introduce an amendment, to which he ; tives of Thomas Beacham; 
subject, and that the original appropriation would |! would then call the attention of the Senate;buthav-:. The bill for the relief of Joel Sartain; 
be sustained. | ing leftit accidentally at his lodging, he went forit, | The bill for the relief of Jacob B. Gilbert; 
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Putnam; 


Purley ; 
‘The bill for the relief of David 8. Campbell; 


The 
and : 

The bill for the relief of the legal representa- 
tives of Willie Blount. 

On motion by Mr. CLAY, and by general con- 
sent, the above bills were then severally read the 
third time and passed. . 

On motion, the Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Wepxespar, February 10, 1336. 


Mr. WHITTLESEY, from the Committee of 
Claims, reported a bill for the relief of Jerah Fen- 
ner; which was read twice and committed. 

Mr. SMITH, from the Committee of Ways 
and Means, reported the following bills; which 
were read twice and committed; 

A bill making additional appropriations for the 
Delaware break water and for certain harbors, and 
for removing obstructions inand at the mouths of 
certain rivers, and for other purposes, for the 
year 1836; and 

A bill directing the Secretary of War to report 
annually certain information in relation to works 
of internal improvements. 

Mr. CAMBRELENG, from the Committee of 
Ways and Means, reported the following bills; 
which were read twice and committed: 

A bill for the relief of H.and D. Cotheal, of 
New York; and 

A bill for the relief of Peter Harmony, of New 
York. 

Mr. C., from the same committee, reported a 
letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, in ref- 
erence to the relief of the sufferers by the late fire 
in New York; which was committed, and ordered 
to be printed. 

Mr. JUDSON, from the Committee on Manu- 
factures, reported the following resolution; which, 
by the rule lies over one day: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be directed 
to transmit to this House the tables indicated in a note to 
his annual report, showing the progress in the cultivation 


and manufacture of cotton in the United States, and in 
other countries; also, showing the comparative quality and | 


value of exports and imports of cotton and cotton manufac- 
tures in the United States and other countries. 


Mr. STANDEFER, from the Committee on 


Revolutionary Claims, reported a bill for the re- `j 


lief of the heirs and legal representatives of Philip 


‘of Mr. 


! a =. 
| relief of the heirs of the Marquis de Rochambeau; 
| which was read twice and committed. 


Mr. JOHNSON, of Kentucky, from the Com- 


“mittee on Military Affairs, reported a bill fixing 


the compensation of the officers of the Army em- 
loyed on duty in the military bureaus of the 
War Department; which was read twice and 
committed. 
Mr. CORWIN, from the Committce of Ways 


and Means, reported a bill making appropria- | 


tions for certain military and other roads, and 


or cXaminations and surveys, for the year 1836; | r 
encase be aie ee necessary repairs of the navy-yard at Portsmouth, 


which was read twice and committed. 


Mr. HUNTSMAN, from the Committee on ` 


Private Land Claims, reported a bill for the re- 
lief of Zebulon Sheets; which was read twice and 
committed. 

Mr. JARVIS, from the Select Committee on 
the Public Buildings, reported a bill making ap- 
propriations for the public buildings, public 
grounds, and for other purposes; which was read 
twice and committed. 

Mr. WHITTLESEY, from the Committee of 
Claims; Messrs. STORER and MORGAN, from 
the Committee on Revolutionary Pensions; Mr. 
THOMAS, from the Committee on the Judiciary; 
Mr. ASH, from the Committee on Naval Affairs; 


Mr. CHAMBERS, of Pennsylvania, from the | 


Committce on Private Land Claims; Mr. BEAU- 
MONT, from the Committee on Revolutionary 
Claims; and Mr. EVERETT, from the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs; made unfavorable reports 
upon various petitions and memorials; which 
were laid on the table. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD moved to suspend the 
rules for one hour, for the purpose exclusively 
of submitting joint resolutions and resolutions of 
inquiry and of reference. 


Ar. HEISTER moved to amend the motion so | 


as to include the presentation of petitions; which 
was disagreed to. i : 
Mr. VINTON moved to inclade in the propo- 


_ sition similar resolutions heretofore submitted and 


not disposed of. . 


. ted thi d (A 
Mr NDERWOODacecp ed thas amendmen |; under the law of 3d of March, 1827, much still 


as a modification of his motion. 
The 
NDERWOOD was negatived. 


SENATE BILLS REFERRED. 


The foltowing bills from the Senate were read 
twice, and referred to appropriate committees: 


A bill extending for a limited time the charters | 
' of the Bank of 


olumbia, in Georgetown, and 


Turner, deceased; which was read twice and com- || the Bank of Alexandria, in the city of Alexandria; 


Mr. MILLER, from the Committee on Invalid | 


mitted. | 


. 


A bill authorizing the relinquishment of the | 
sixteenth sections granted for the use of schools, . 


Pensions, reported the following bills; which were || and the entry of others in lieu thereof; 


read twice and committed: 
A bill for the relief of Peter L. Allen; and 
A bill for the relief of Ebenezer Hickox. 
Mr. STORER, from the Committee on Revo- ! 


lutionary Pensions, reported a bill for the relief |: 


of John Logan; which was read twice and com- 
mitted, ; 


Mr. KENNON, from the Committee on the 


Public Lands, reported a bill granting the right 
of preémption to the president and directors of 
the Mad river and Lake Erie canal company in 
certain lands, when the Indian title to the same 


shall be extinguished; which was read twice and n 


committed. 


Mr. HARRISON, of Missouri, from the Com- | 
mittee on Publie Lands, reported a bill for the 


relief of Johu Wiley and Jefferson Greer; which 
was read twice and committed. 

Mr. ROBERTSON, from the Committee on 
the Judiciary, reported the following bills; which 
were read twice and committed: 

A bill for the relief of Thomas Cooper; and 

A bill to refund the fine imposed on the late 
Matthew Lyon. | 

Mr. FRY, from the Committee on Revolution- 


ary Pensions, reported a bill for the relief of ; 


‘Benjamin Price; which was read twice and com- 
mitted. : 


` Mr. MUHLENBERG, from the Committee 


on Revolutionary Claims, reported a bill for the 


relief of John Clark; which was read twice and ` 


committed. > 


Mr. BEAUMONT, from the Committee on. 
Revolutionary Claims, reported a* bill for the’ 


A bill for the relief of Hiram A. Hunter; ° 


A bill to revive and extend the provisions of an | 
| act, of 24th May, 1834, for the relief of the repre- | 
sentatives of John Thompson, Stephen Heard, | 


and others; 


A bill for the relief of Walter Loomis and Abel , ; dow 
_ protection in the Gulf of Mexico than is now af- 


Sari : woe 
bill to provide for the settlement of the claim 
of Mary O’Sullivan; 
A bill to provide for opening certain roads in 
the Territory of Arkansas, and for other pur- 
oses; 


A bill for the relief of Captain Augustus A. | 


Nicholson; 
A bill for the relief of David Beard; 
A bill for the relief of James Thomas; 
A bill to continue in force the act for the final 


adjustment of land claims in the State of Mis- | 
souri, approved 9th July, 1832, and the act sup- , 


plementary thereto, approved March 2, 1833; 
A bill to provide for the legal adjudication and 


` gettlement of claims to land therein mentioned; 


and 
A bill making an appropriation for the ayment 
of charges incurred for the support of t 


1835. 
The amendments of the Senate to the bill in- 


of Alexandria, were considered and agreed to. 
A bill authorizing a special term ofthe court 
of appeals for the Territory of Florida, and for 
other fel ae was read the third time and 
passed. 


uestion was then taken; and the motion '. i J 
% | the preservation of the materials which a prudent 


|; foresight has directed to be collected for future 


ji for myself, sir, (sai 
j; Propriety of agreeing to the motion of the gentle- 
' man from Tennessee [Mr, Bex} to reduce the 
| appropriation for the improvement and repair of 


harge red 1 e peni- į 
tentiary in the District of Columbia, for the year | b 


The House then, on motion by Mr. CAM- 
BRELENG, resolved itself into the Committee 
of the Whole on the state of the Union, (Mr 
Mixcer in the chair.) 

NAVY APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The committee resumed the consideration of 
the bill making appropriations for the naval scr- 
vice for the year 1626. The question pending 
was the proposed amendment of Mr. BELL, to 
reduce the appropriation for the improvement and 


New Hampshire, from cy to $33,000. 

Mr. MANN, of New York, said that when he 
made the motion yesterday, that the committee 
rise, it was not with a view to cnter into this de- 
bate, and he would not trouble the committee with 


, but a very few general remarks. On looking into 


the estimates for the current year for the Navy, 
it will be perceived that the whole increase asked 
for by the navy board, constituted for the express 
purpose of supervising this important arm of the 
public service, combining great experience and 
fidelity, “ having seen some service,’ amounts to 
the sum of $622,151 75; a sum certainly very 


' moderate, considering the state of the country, 


and its proud financial condition. This increase, 
we are Informed, is occasioned by the proposed 
addition to the force to be employed in commis- 
sion, and in consequence of the increased pay of 
the officers under the law of the last session. As 
to the immediate question before the committee— 
the improvement and repair of the navy-yard at, 
Portsmouth, and the other navy-yards of the 
United States—it seems to me, Mr. Chairman, 
that its importance must be apparent to the com- 
mittee and to the country, whether we contem- 
plate the contingencies of our forcign relations or 
not. For this purpose the increase of appropria- 
| tion asked for is $287,010. The commissioners 
deem this necessary to mect the immediate wants 
of the public service. The commissioners remark 
that, ‘* although much has been done in the dif- 
ferent yards since the adoption of approved plans 


, remains to be donce to provide adequate means for 


use, or to prepare the necessary conveniences for 
building, repairing, and equipping ships with 
proper economy and dispatch.’? This recom- 
mendation is clear and explicit, emanating froma 


_ Source entitled to great respect, and which, E pre- 
, sume, will not be suspected ofe‘ executive dicta- 


tion to Congress,” to use the favorite language of 
some gentlemen. The importance of these great 
naval depots, for the construction and repair of 


| the Navy, must be eee even to gentlemen 


representing the great West; for they are equally 
so, in truth, to every part of this wide country. 
Sir, let me ask those gentlemen to reflect upon 
their vast interests; their immense commerce 
floating down the Mississippi, and requiring more 


forded to it, and that, too, from the Navy. That 
portion of our coast seems to me to require more 
adequate provision for its defense; and I would 
vote without scruple an appropriation fora dry- 
dock, to be constructed at the navy-yard at Pen- 
sacola, to enable our ships cruising there, and in 


| the West Indies, to repair and refit; toenlarge that 
_havy-yard, and supply it with every requisite to 
: be useful and efficient. The true policy of the 


country requires that these great naval depots 
should be well prepared and supplied with all the 
materials of naval a ara Pursuing this, 

Mr. M.,) I do not see the 


the navy-yard at Portsmouth. 
Generally, sir, (said Mr. M.,) I believe I have 
een considercd as radical in respect to appropria- 


_ tons of the public money. True, sir, [havealways 


; ; t ii endeavored, as far as my vote would go, to with- 
corporating a fire insurance company in the city | 


hold appropriations of a personal character, made 
for individual and personal objects of aggrandize- 


j ment to the officers of the Government. So, too, 
; for local and sectional purposes. 


In respect to public objects—great purposes of 


li national defense—objects confided to the national 
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Government by the Constitution, f have endeav- || —a body of gentlemen selected as being the best on the east and those on the south coast, and 


ored to distinguish in my action. Believing these | 
distinctions to exist, and that they are apparent, 
it will not be necessary for me to defend myself , 
against any charges of seeming inconsistency in 
voting for this appropriation, and such others of | 
the same character as may appear necessary and | 
proper. 
hese estimates (said Mr. M.) are made upon 
the basis of peace, with a prudent foresight, how- 
ever, to any contingencies which await us. Itis 
not necessary now to consider or debate our rela- | 
tions with other nations. Those relations are in 
a delicate condition at present, but we have aright 
to hope they will not be more seriously disturbed. 
‘Whether they are so or not, the measure now | 
under consideration scems to be required by all | 
the motives of prudence and patriotism. 

Mr. EVERETT inquired of the Chair if it | 
would be in order to move to strike out the whole | 
clause? 

The CHAIR replied, not at that stage of the bill. | 
The motion would be in order after the amend- | 
ment had been acted on. 

Mr EVERETT said, if it had been in order 
he should move to strike out the whole appropri- 
ation. There were only four navy-yards at all 
worthy the consideration of the country, viz: | 
Charlestown, Massachusetts; Brooklyn, New | 
York; Norfolk, Virginia; and Pensacola, Florida; 
but the reasons were especially strong why the 
navy-yard at Portsmouth should be abolished | 
altogether. He complained that the statements | 
furnished by the Department were not sufficiently | 
full so as to enable the great body of the House 
to judge of the propriety of these appropriations. 
Gentlemen residing in the immediate vicinity | 
might be informed on the subject, but it was im- 
possible for those residing at a distance to judge | 
of them with accuracy. He further objected to | 
the too much discretionary power left to the ex- | 

ecutive officers; and instanced the case of an act 
passed by Congress appropriating the sum of | 
$200,000 for building the bridge across the Poto- 
mac, under which the President of the United 
States had considered himself authorized to make 
a contract for $1,350,000, a contract, the condi- | 
tions of which, if it had gone on, would, in the 


i yard at Charlestown. 
; turned the other way, his vision would extend |, 
over three hundred miles of sea-coast, without the : 


qualified in the country, and conversant with the 
subject from their youth. 
he works were proved to be indispensable, 
and the onus was upon the mover of the amend- 
ment to prove that one half the sum proposed in 
the bill would be sufficient for their completion. 
Mr. L. did not believe there would be war, 
and he was mistaken if he did not see the lower- 
ing cloud dispelled by the President’s recent mes- 
sage. He did not believe war was contemplated 
or anticipated; and the very appropriations now 


i asked for justified that conclusion. He believed, 


if war had been apprehended, more direct spe- 


` cific measures would, long ere this, have been 


recommended. This he believed, too, in view of 


terday, that he would put this country into a 
state of defense. If war should come, Mr. L. 
would stand by his country to the last, buthe had 
no anticipations of anything but peace at the 
present. He hoped the bill would pass without 
reduction. 

Mr. SMITH replied mainly to the gentleman 


! from Vermont, [Mr. Everetr.] The gentleman 
‘looked but one way, saying there was no neces- 
: sity for a navy-yard at Portsmouth, because on 


one side there was, within sixty miles, a navy- 
If the gentleman had 


provision of a dollar for that whole extent, and 


the whole of which was altogether unprotected | 
and without a naval depot. Portsmouth was the 


only depot for all this coast, and was absolutely 
necessary. Objections were raised on the ground 
of economy; but those gentlemen who did so 


could easily satisfy themselves, by referring to | 


the estimates and the nature of the works con- 
templated, and see if the proposed outlay was too 
much or not. That the buildings were necessary 
was evidenced by the reports already referred to; 
and the question then arose, whether they should 
be constructed of durable and permanent mate- 
rials, or of those which would be rotten at one 
end before they were completed at the other, like 
many of the works heretofore constructed? Mr. 


opinion of the most eminent engineers in the | 
country, have involved an expenditure upon the 
public Treasury of $4,791, This grew out 
of the neglect of Congress to specify the mode 
of expending the public money. 

Mr. E. declared he should be as careful of the 
purlic Treasury at this time as he should if the 

ill to divide the surplus revenue among the 
several States were the law of the land—a bill that 
he hoped would pass. He would go for any 
reasonable appropriatioñ for objects of utility, 
but he hoped the House would not pass these 
large appropriations for navy-yards, the utility | 
or expediency of which was a matter of very | 
great doubt. Understanding his motion would 
not then be in order, he gave notice that he should 
move it when the proper opportunity arrived. 

Mr. LINCOLN was in favor of the whole bill 
as it stood, and contended at length for the ne- | 
cessity of keeping the navy-yards in a state of | 
complete repair, for both in time of war and in | 
time of peace they were indispensable. It was | 
an error to say that no statements had been fur- | 
nished to the House, for a report had been sent | 
in embracing the very subject under considera- 
tion, both from the Seire ary of the Navy, in 
general terms, and from the Commissioners of 
the Navy, in detail. Better authority, better evi- 
dence, could not be adduced. Would any gen- 
tleman in the House, or the gentlemen from 
Tennessee and Kentucky in particular, [Messrs. 
Bet and Haropin,] oe to say that they un- 
derstood the subject better than the head of the 
Navy Department, or the Commissioners of the | 
Navy? Mr. L. then referred to the report of the | 
Secretary of the Navy and the statements and 


S. was at a loss to see any connection between 
this appropriation and a war with France, as 
intimated by the gentleman from Tennessee; but, 
in either case, our public works ought to be kept 
in a state of repair. 

Mr. JENIFER thought the estimates of the 
proper Department, sustained as they were by the 
Committee of Ways and Means, were sufficient, 
in the absence of any evidence against their pro- 
priety, to justify him in voting for all these appro- 
priations. He was entirely opposed to the pro- 
posed reduction, whether with reference to war 
or peace, though Mr. J. did not consider war to 
be at all improbable; for the acceptance of the 
mediation of England was so conditional, that no 
one could say what would be the result, though 
he, from his heart, hoped such a crisis would be 
averted. 

Mr. WISE wished to make known a fact of 
which the House was uninformed. A commu- 
nication had been made from the Navy Depart- 
ment to the Committee on Naval Affairs, some 
days or a week ago, recommending a large appro- 
priation, in reference to our present foreign rela- 
tions. That committee had ordered this commu- 
nication to be reported to the House; and it would 
be done, doubtless, as soon as the chairman had 
an opportunity. That communication expressly 
stated that when the Secretary of the Navy made 
his recommendation at the commencement of the 
session for an increase of two frigates and three 
sloops of war, he made it solely with a view toa 
peace establishment. He now recommended an 
Increase of appropriations to the enormous sum 
of $6,337,000. 

Mr. W. supported the motion of Mr. Bett, 


recommendations of the board of commissioners | 


12 


and drew a contrast between the sums expended 


the admonition of the chairman of the Committee | 
. of Ways and Means, [Mr. CamBreLEeNa,] yes- 


condemned the whole policy of the Government 
in constructing navy-yards near the large cities. 
There was not a single navy-yard in the country 
but what was defenseless. e was opposed to 
the item under consideration; and said that while 
i| so large a sum was proposed for Portsmouth 
navy-yard, which was not necessary, Charleston, 
South Carolina, would require at least $250,000. 
and Pensacola $500,000, to put them in a fit con- 
dition. With regard to war, it was not a war. 
| with France—with Louis Phillippe—but it was a 
| war on our own public Treasur 

| Mr. CUSHMAN said the navy-yard at Ports- 


: mouth was not only one of the oldest in the coun- 
| try, but one of the most important for its locality. 
| It was approachable at all seasons of the year, 
| which was not the case of any one yard south of 
| the Potomac. Even from four to six weeks in 

the winter, Boston harbor was frozen up, while 
| there was not a day in the whole year that ships 
| could not enter Portsmouth. 

Mr. CAMBRELENG said, he had made ap- 
| plication at the proper Department to ascertain 
| whether the appropriations for the yard at Porta- 
| mouth were necessary, and had ascertained that 
'| the estimate submitted by the naval officer of that 
| station was $111,000 which the Navy Commis- 
| sioners had reduced to $67,000. 
|| Mr. JARVIS said thatthe navy-yard at Ports- 
mouth had been long in existence and was a very 
important one. In consequence of its situation 
‘| it was to be approached at all seasons of the year. 
Efforts had heretofore been made to abolish that 
station, which proved unsuccessful for that very 
reason. Oneargument made use of against these’ 
: Appropriations was, that gentlemen could not de- 
pend on the estimates submitted by the Depart- 
ments. He thought those estimates were to be 
relied on, because they came through the hands 
of persons of long experience. In the first place, 
the estimates were submitted by the commanders 
of those stations, who were always old and ex- 
i| perienced officers, to the Navy Commissioners. 

hen it was the duty of the commissioners to 
visit those stations yearly to ascertain whether 
those estimates were correct, and, if se, to concur 
in them. They were then laid before the Sec- 
retary of the Navy, and had to pass his inspec- 
tion; and from him they came to the House. 
Another objection to the appropriation was, that 
there was an unexpended balance in the Treasury. 
| Mr. J. said, there must necessarily be a balance 
in the Treasury on the Ist of December, other- 
wise there would have to bea suspension of oper- 
ations in the navy-yards between that time and 
the time that our appropriations would be avail- 
able. : 

Mr. BELL had, in the first instance, risen to 
propound an inquiry, whether this appropriation 
was necessary or not, without going into the 
general question; for on that he would take the 
very authorities adduced by gentlemen on the 
other side, which went to demonstrate that the 
| navy-yard at Portsmouth ought to be abolished 
altogether. He had not got a specific answer to 
his inquiry. But with regard to the general ques- 
tion—the propriety of having seven navy-yards— 
it was generally admitted by competent officers 
| that a single station was better. England, with 
her thousand ships of war, had but two naval 
stations; by which means she was enabled to _ 
concentrate the best talent, and to carry on her 
works with more vigor. He had made the mo- 
tion he had to test the sense of the House, and 
see whether or not, with a view to a probable con- 
tingency, they were inclined to dispense with 
what he believed to be unnecessary buildings. 
He could not himself conceive them to be neces- 
sary. He could not see the necessity of erecting 
a timber-shed to preserve the accumulated timber 
in the yard. But it was not so much into this 
inquiry he wished to go,as whether or not some 
part of these large appropriations might not be 
wisely and prudently dispensed with during the 
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present year. He intended to apply the same : 
principle to every part of this bill, to an amount !: 
of three or four hundred thousand dollars. Mr. 
B. referred to the unexpended balances, and said it . 
appeared that the estimates of the Navy Depart- 
ment had been made without reference to those — 
unexpended balances made for the same objects 

st year. 
I CA MBRELENG would inform the gen- 
tleman from Tennessee that, on the first of De- 
cember the whole of the unexpended balance 
remaining on hand was $135,000, the whole of 
which would probably be expended before this 
bill passed both Houses. The argument of the 

ntleman, that only two navy-yards existed in 

ngland, would, if carried out, create at least 
thirty on our three thousand miles of coast— 
Plymouth and Portsmouth, Jn England, being 
only one hundred and fifty miles apart. Mr. C. 
agreed with the gentleman from Virginia, that the 
southern coast had been neglected; and he would 
cheerfully go with the gentleman from Florida 
to inerease the appropriation for Pensacola. 

Mr. PEARCE, of Rhode Island, then moved 
that the committee rise. 

Agreed to—ayes 83, noes 48. 

The committee accordingly rose, reported pro- 
gress, and asked leave to sit again. 

On motion, the House adjourned. 


SELECT COMMITTEES. 

The following gentlemen compose the commit- 
tee of the House on the subject of the mileage of 
members of Congress: Mr. Rencner of North 
Carolina, Mr. Farrriecp of Maine, Mr. Dean 
of New Hampshire, Mr. Grenne.ut of Massa- 
chusetts, Mr. Toucey of Connecticut, Mr. Pearce 
of Rhode Island, Mr. Arren of Vermont, Mr. 
W. K. Furrer of New York, Mr. Dickerson 
of New Jersey, Mr. Hetster of Pennsylvania, 
Mr. Miuuean of Delaware, Mr. Jenirer of Ma- 
ryland, Mr. Horxms of Virginia, Mr. MANNING 
of South Carolina, Mr. Grascocx of Georgia, 
Mr. Unperwoop of Kentucky, Mr. Jounson of 
Tennessee, Mr. Wuittiesey of Ohio, Mr. Rir- 
LEY of Louisiana, Mr. Kinwarp of Indiana, Mr. ; 
Reywnoxps of Illinois, Mr. Dickson of Missis- |! 
ppt Mr. Lyon of Alabama, and Mr. Harrison 
or vn 


ssouri. 

The following gentlemen compose the select 
committee of the Flouse of Representatives, ap- j; 
pointed under the resolution of Mr. Pinckney, | 
on the subject of the abolition of slavery: Mr. | 
Pinckney of South Carolina, Mr. Hamer of | 
Ohio, Mr. Pierce of New Hampshire, Mr. Har- 
DiN of Kentucky, Mr. Jarvis of Maine, Mr. | 
Owens of Georgia, Mr. Munvensenrc of Penn- | 

| 
| 


aylanis, Mr. Dromcoore of Virginia, and Mr. 
4 
U 


RRILL of New York. 


IN SENATE. 
Tuurspar, February 11, 1836. 


Mr. TYLER presented the petition of John |! 
Broane, asking that the land warrant due to John | 
Allan for his services during the late war may be 
granted to him. 

On motion by Mr. LEIGH, the petition of the 
heirs of William Sanford, presented at the last 
session, was again refcrred to the Committec on | 
Revolutionary Claims. 

Mr. LINN presented additional documents in `, 
support of the claim of Ensign John Baptiste 
Jarvis; which was referred. 

Mr. ROBINSON presented the petition of 
sundry citizens of Champaign county, Illinois, 
praying for the establishment of a new post route; 

` which was referred to the Committee on the Post 
Office and Post Roads. 

Mr. CLAYTON presented the petition of | 
James Brobson, late marshal of the district of 
Delaware, praying for the passage of a law au- |: 
thorizing the Secretary of the Treasury to settle 
his accounts on the principles of equity; which 
was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. l 


De 


catur, and the widows and children of th 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


lf. 


February 11, 


Mr. TIPTON ther withdrew his first resolu- 
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officers and seamen who served under them, fer H tion; and the one calling for information relative 


the destruction of the frigate Philadelphia in the : 


harbor of Tripoli; which was read, and ordered 
to a second reading. 

Mr.SOUTHARD, fromthe Committee on Naval 
Affairs, to which had been referred the memorial 
of Melancthon T. Woolsey, reported a bill for 
his relief; which was read, and ordered to a second 
reading. 

RESOLUTIONS. 


Mr. TOMLINSON, by unanimous consent, 
submitted the following resolution; which was 


` considered and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Navy be directed to 


: communicate to the Senate a report of the topographical _ 
‘ survey and the soundings of Bridgeport harbor, made by - 


the officers employed under his direction in executing the | 


coast survey during last session. 
Mr. ROBINSON submitted the following res- 
olution; which was considered and agreed to: 
Resolved, That the Committee on the Public Lands be 
instructed to inquire into the propriety of authorizing the 


executors of James O*flara, deceased, to locate certain 
lands confirmed to him by the Governor of Indiana Territory. 


Mr. BLACK submitted the following resolu- 


tion; which was also considered and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the Committee on the Judiciary be. in- 


structed to inquire into the expediency of making an ap- | 


propriation for the building of a court-house for the accom- 
modation of the courts of the United States in the district 
of Mississippi. 

Mr. EWING, of Ohio, submitted the following 
resolution; which was considered and laid on the 
table: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be directed 
to inform the Senate whether he has construed the act of 
Congress of the 29th of May, 1830, entitled “ An act to grant 
preémption rights to actual settlers,” and an act of June 
19, 1834, to revive said act, so ay to authorize or recognize 
as lawful assignments of such claims made before the issu- 
ing of the patents, and if he have, that he communicate 
to the Senate any legal opinion or authority, on file in the 
Department, warranting such construction. 

Mr. KING, of Alabama, submitted the follow- 
ing resolution; which lies on the table one day: 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads be instructed to inquire into the expediency of 
establishing a post route from Columbus, Georgia, via 
Chamber’s Court-House, Randolph Court-House, Benton 
Court-House, to Huntsville; Alabaina; also, a route from 
Wetumpka, Alabama, via Chambers’s Court-House, to La 
Grange, Georgia, thence to Milledgeville. 

Mr. DAVIS, on leave, introduced a joint reso- 
lution, authorizing the Secretary of War to receive 
additional evidence in support of the claims of 
the State of Massachusetts for services, disburse- 
ments, and expenditures during the late war with 


Great Britain; which was read twice, and referred | 


to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
THE ARMY. 


The resolutions submitted some days since by 
Mr. Tipton—the first directing the Committee on 


Military Affairs to inquire how far the Army of | 


the United States, as at present constituted, was 


| Sufficient for the protection of the frontiers and to 


garrison the forts of the United States; and the 
second directing an inquiry, whether the pay and 
emoluments of the officers of the Army wasa suf- 


ficient remuneration for the duties performed by |: 
, them—werc taken up for consideration. 


Mr. LINN said, that the first resolution was 
the same, almost word for word, with one on the 
same subject oflered by him some days since, and 
adopted by the Senate. It had been sent to the 


| War Department, from which no answer had yet 
: been received. 


The CHAIR read the resolution, which was 
adopted on the motion of Mr. Linn, and remarked 


‘that there was a slight difference between that 
‘and the one just offered. The inquiry in the first 
! Was directed. 

of the second was directed to the Committee on :| 
, Military Affairs. 


to the War Department, while that 


„Mr. PRESTON observed, that the two resolu- 
tions were in substance the same, the mode of 
inquiry only being different. That introduced 


' by the Senator from Missouri [Mr. Linn] was 
: directed to the Secretary of War, who, in pur- 


suance of it, would give the neccssary inform- 


olution, the committee would necessarily have to 
obtain the same information from the War De- 
partment. It seemed to him, therefore, that the 
second resolution was unnecessary. 


‘ation to the Senate; while under the present res- - 


to the pay of the officers of the Army was adopted. 
RELIEF OF THE DISTRICT CITIES. 


On motion by Mr. TYLER, the Senate then 
proceeded to the consideration of the bill for the 
relicf of the three corporations of the District of 
Columbia. 

[The bill, as reported, ones to pay the 
Holland debt incurred by the three cities of the 
District for the construction of the Chesapeake 
and Ohio canal, with the interest and charge due 
thereon, amounting to nearly two millions of dol- 
lars. 

Ales a debate, in which Messrs. TYLER, 
CLAY, BENTON, SOUTHARD, SHEPLEY, 
PORTER, NILES, LEIGH, CALHOUN, 
GOLDSBOROUGH, DAVIS, KING of Ala- 
bama and WRIGHT, took part—in the course 
of which Mr. SOUTHARD submitted an amend- 
ment, providing for the transfer to the United 
States of the stock held. by the corporations of 
the District in the Chesapeake and Ohio canal, 
as a condition for the payment of their debts, and 
an amendment offered by Mr. NILES, providing 

i for the sale of said stock within twelve months 
from the passage of the act for whatever it will 
bring in the market—the bill was, on motion by 
Mr. CALHOUN, recommitted to the Committee 

- on the District of Columbia, to be remodeled. 

The Senate then adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Tuorspay, February 11, 1836. 


Mr. CARR, from the Committee on Private 
Land Claims, reported a bill for the relief of 
James Keytes; which was read twice and com- 
mitted. 

RESOLUTIONS ADOPTED. 


On motion by Mr. ADAMS, the following res- 
: olution, submitted yesterday by the Committee 
on Manufactures, was considered and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be directed 
to transmit to this House the tables indicated in a note to 
hia annual report, showing the. progress in the cultivation 
and manufacture of cotton in the United States and in 

: other countries; also, showing the comparative quality and 
|, value of exports and imports of cotton, and cotton manufac- 
\i tures in the United States and other countries. 


A resolution, heretofore reported from the Com- 
mittee on Roads and Canals, was, on motion by 
Mr. MERCER, taken up, amended, and agreed 
to, as follows: : 

Resolved, That the Secretary of War be directed to lay 
before this House a statement of the length and cost of the 
: several portions of the national road west of the river Ohio, 
|: Which have been completed ; also, the length and cost, so 
| far as any expense has been incurred upon the same, of 
; such other portions of the said road as have been located, 
|; opened, and graduated, or in part constructed; distinguish- 
ing respectively in such statement the cost of the location, 
opening, graduation, bridges, masonry, and stone eovering 
of the various parts of the said road; that he add to the 
| above statement an estimate of the probable cost of the 
| residue of the said road as far as the river Mississippi ; and, 
: also, of the relative expense of graduating and covering 
i With stone such parts of the said road as may not have been 
definitively located and graduated with reference to the fu- 
: ture use of the same as an ordinary Macadamized road anda 
:: ræilway ; also, the relative cost of substituting a railway tor 

"a Macadamized road on the said graduated surface, and the 
; relative expense of the future repairs of such railway and 
; road; and that he inform the House by what regulations 
: the economy of the public expenditure on the said road is 
. now. secured; and especially whether the said road is con- 
structed by public contracts or otherwise; and, if by con- 
tracts, how the execution of those contracts are supervised. 


Mr. TALIAFERRO, by consent, submitted 
the following resolution; which was agreed to: 


Resolved, That the committee to whom the subject touch- 
ing the construction of the publie building consequent on 
the destruction of the Treasury office was referred, be in- 
structed to accompany any bill ur report presented to the 
House with a statement to show the comparative cost of 
` the contemplated building if constructed of freestone, gran- 
; ite, or brick; the capacity of each of those materials to 

stand fire with the least injury; what is the comparative 
; hazard between freestone and granite to firemen in case 
| of fire; and whether the durability of freestone, as tested 
by experience, forms a recommendation to it as a suitable 
material for building. 


The following regolution, heretofore submitted 
by Mr. VINTON, was, by consent, taken up: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be directed 
; to communicate to this House, any information in his pos- 


:, Session of frauds or fraudulent practices, under the exist- 


: ing preémption laws; and that he also inform the House 
' What has been the effect of the preéinption laws now in 
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force, or heretofore passed, upon the sales of the public 
lands, and upon that branch of the public revenue. ` 

Mr. GARLAND, of Louisiana, offered the fol- 
lowing amendment; which was accepted as a 
modification by Mr. Vinton: 


Also, the quantity of land entered or purchased in the 
State of Louisiana, under the preémption law approved 
the 19th June, 1834, designating the quantity entercd or 


purchased in each land district, and the quantity entered as - 


floats in each district, undcr the several sections of the pre- 
emption law, approved May 29, 1830, revised by the pre- 
emption law of June 19, 1834; together with copies of all 
documents and papers on file in the Department relating to 
the official conduct of the late register of the land office 
and receiver of public moneys at Opelousas, in the afore- 
said State, or either of them; also, copies of all letters 
written by the late 
Office, and Gideon Fitz, Esq., formerly register of the 
land office at Mount 
sissippi, upon the subject of allowing preémption on floats 
under the second section of the preémption law, approved 
May 29, 1830, together with copies of ali the instructions 
that have been given to the registers of land offices and 
receivers of public moneys for their government, in exe- 
cuting the preémption laws of May 29, 1830, and the 19th 
June, 1834. 


Mr. VINTON farther modified his recolution, 
by adding the following: 

Also, that he communicate to the House any information 
in his possession respecting combinations of persons, by 
force or otherwise, to prevent or obstruct the sales of the 
public lands, either at public sale or private entry. 

Mr. BOON moved to strike out so much of the 
resolution as called for the ‘* opinion”’ of the head 
of the Department. Mr. B. was willing to vote 


cidedly opposed to asking the opinion of that 


officer. 
Mr. VINTON had no objection to modify that 


clause, so as to inquire of the Department what | 


had been the “effect” of the preémption laws. 


Mr. BOON assented; and, after a few remarks ji 
from Mr. HOWARD, the resolution, as modi- ' 


fied, was agreed to. 
REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 


_ Mr. THOMAS, from the Committee on the 
Judiciary, reported the following resolution; 
which was agreed to: 


Resolved, That the Committee on the Judiciary be dis- 


eharged from the further consideration of all petitions, me- j 


morials, and resolutions, asking for an extension of patents, 
which have been committed to it by the House, and that the 
same be referred to the select committee appointed “ to 
inquire whether any modifications are required in the pat- 
ent laws, and whether any further accommodations are 
necessary for the reception and preservation of models.’? 


Mr. PATTON, from the Committee on the 
Territories, reported a bill establishing the ter- 


ritorial government of Wisconsin; which was | 
i 


read twice and committed. 


Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported the fol- 
lowing bills; which were read twice and com- 
mitted: 

A bill for the relief of William Kellar; and 

A bill for the relief of John Conkin. 

Mr, KINNARD, from the Committee on Rev- 
olutionary Claims, reported a bill for the relief 
of Colonel Francis Vigo; which was read twice 
and committed. 

Mr. COFFEE, from the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs, Mr. CASEY, from the Committee 
on the Public Lands, and Messrs. BEALE and 
DOUBLEDAY, from the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, made unfavorable reports upon various 
petitions; which were laid on the table. 


FRENCH WINES AND SILKS. 


The following resolution, heretofore submitted 
by Mr. Mason, of Virginia, was, on his motion, 
taken up: 

Resolved, That the President of the United States be re- 
quested to communicate to this House a statement showing 
the amount of duties received into the Treasury of the 
United States on wines and silks of the production of 
France, since the passuge of the act entitled ‘“ An act to 
carry into effect the convention between the United States 
and his Majesty the King of the French, concluded at Paris 
on the 4th of July, 1831,” approved the 13th July, 1832, and 
the amount of duties which wouid have been Chargeable 
on the same importations under the revenue laws as they 
existed at the time of the passage of that act, with the 
amount of importations of those articles in each year for 
five years past; that he be also requested to communicate 
to this House a statement showing, in analytieal form, the 
awards made by the commissioners who acted under the 
act aforesaid, in execution of the said convention, their 
‘amount, the several classes of categories in which they are 
arranged, and the amount of the awards belonging to each 
Pane i and the persons and companies, and the sums awarded 

ea 


Commissioner of the General Land ° 


‘Salus or Clinton, in the State of Mis- | 


| 


| by adding the following proposition, which he, 
some days since, offered as a distinct resolution: 


That the President of the United States be also requested ` 


| to communicate to this House, if not incompatible with 
! the public interest, a copy and translation of the act of the 
| Legislative Chambers of France, making appropriations for 
carrying into effect the indemnity stipulated for claims of 
citizens of the United States by the treaty of the 4th of 
: July, 1831 ; and also copies of all the communications from 
| the French Government and their representatives in the 
| United States in relation to the execution of that treaty, in 
the French language. 


| Mr. EVANS offered the following amend- 
| 


ment to the amendment; which was agreed to: 


And, atso, to commun 
patible with the public interests, 80 much of the several 


letters of Mr. Livingston, addressed to the 


i 
t 
} 


icate, if it be in his opinion com- ` 


Secretary of | 


. State, of October 4, 1833, of November 22, 1834, of De- :: 


cember t 
heretofore communicated to Congress ; and, also, the incto- 
sure referred to in the letter of October 4, 1833; and, also, 


pointment as Minister to France, as relates to the execu- 
tion of the treaty of July 4, 1831. 

The amendment of Mr. Apams, as amended, 
> was then concurred in. 

Mr. MASON further modified his resolution, 
„at the suggestion of Mr. ALLAN, of Kentucky, 
ib 
ed, it was agrecd to. 

WESTERN COMMERCE. 


Resolved, That the Committee on Commerce be instruct- 


6, 1834, and of December 22, 1834, as have not been | FJa also contended that so far from diminishing 


so much of the instructions to Mr. Livingstou, on his ap- , 


Mr. JOHNSON, of Louisiana, submitted the 


hae , ; © following resolution; which was agreed to: 
for any requisition for information, but was de- |; > 4 = 


United States, 


contrasting it-with the disadvan- 
tages of Bostonand Brooklyn. He likewise went 
into numerous statements to prove that the money 
expended on those two places was thrown away, 
and cited the reports and opinions of various 
engineers and others, who were competent judges, 
in support of his argument. 

Mr. CUSHING followed in reply, principally 
so far as regarded the navy-yard at Charlestown, 
Massachusetts. Mr. C. said, with regard to local- 
ity, the point most worthy of consideration, next 
to natural advantages, was the contiguity of a 
dense population. 1t would be folly to establish 
a navy-yard, which was of the character of a 

reat manufactory, in a locality without a large, 
ense,and industrious population. This was one 
reason why navy-yards were found in the North. 


‘ our naval depots, their number should be made 


inserting the words in italics; and, thus amend- : 


ed to inquire into the expediency of opening a passage for © 
‘ the navigation of vessels from the Mississippi river, on its | 


| left side, opposite Le Breton Island, to the Guif of Mexico. 


MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House the fol- 
: lowing message from the President: 

WASHINGTON, February 10, 1833. 
To the House of Representatives: 

I transmit herewith a report from the Secretary of War, 
with copies 
Indian affairs, called for by the resolution of the House of 
' January 23, 1835, as can be furnished by that Department. 
; I transmit also a report on the same subject from the 
Treasury Department, from which it appears that, without 
‘a special appropriation, or the suspension for a consider- 
able period of 
i the General Land Office, it is impracticable to take copies 
of all the papers described in the resolution. Under these 
circumstances, the subject is again respectfully submitted 
to the consideration of the House of Representatives. 

ANDREW JACKSON. 


On motion by Mr. McCARTY, the message and 


Committee on Indian Affairs, and the message 
ordered to be printed. 


ij APPROPRIATION BILLS. 
Mr. HARRISON, of Pennsylvania, from the || 


| The House then, on motion by Mr. CAM- 
i BRELENG, resolved itsəlf into the Committee of 
i the Whole on the state of the Union, (Mr. MiL- 
LER in the chair.) 

NAVY APPROPRIATION BILL. 


i The committee resumed the consideration of 
l 


the bill making appropriations for the naval service 
for the year 1836. The question pending was 


sary repairs of the navy-yard at Portsmouth, New 
Hampshire, from $67,000 to $33,500. 

Mr. PEARCE, of Rhode Island, addressed the 
: House at length, on the whole system of our navy- 
ards. He was in favor of the proposed item as 


of so much of the correspondence relating to | 


much of the urgent and current business of , 


accompanying documents were referred to the | 


the proposed amendment of Mr. BELL, to reduce . 
the appropriation for the improvement and neces- | 


| subject. 
: tions in the present 


' commensurate with the extent of our sea-board. 


He admitted that Narragansett bay possessed all 
the geographical advantages described by the 


_ gentleman from Rhode Island, nor would he dis- 
: pute with the gentleman that a naval depot ought 


to be established there; but it did not follow that 
there should not be one in Massachusetts bay or 
at Brooklyn. It was a mistake, as stated yester- 
day, that Boston harbor was often inaccessible in 
the winter. On the contrary, it was very rarely 


' the case, more than aday or two in the year. 


He then entered into an argument at length to 
prove that in case of war our naval depots ought 
to be fostered, and hoped the bill would pass or 
it stood. Mr. C. also referred to the sectional 
attack made by an honorable gentleman from 
Kentucky upon the appropriations and expendi- 
tures in the eastern States. 

Mr. HARDIN rejoined. He intended to ad- 


‘dress the House at length (he said) when the 
. subject of fortifications came up, and had prepared 


various statements from the Departments upon the 
He had complained that the appropria- 
ill exceeded, by about a 
million of dollars, the estimates of former years. 
He said he had made up a table partially exhibit- 
ing the expenditures for fortifications since thewar, 
and they amounted altogether to about fourteen 


; millions of dollars. Some system of defense must 


The remarks of Mr. 
were rather of a personal character, and at the 
conclusion of Mr. Cusnine’s remarks, some in- 
dividual in the ladies’ gallery applauded; when 

Mr. REED and Mr. HAN NEGAN rose simul- 


: taneously. 


Mr. REED moved that the gallery be cleared; 


| butunderstanding it came from asingle individual, 


‘he withdrew the motion. 


it stood, although the whole system required re- | 


: vision, and he believed some of them ought to be 
| abolished entirely, and new sites chosen for others. 
The sum of $67,000 proposed for the navy-yard 
at Portsmouth, without reference even to its per- 
manency, was by no means extravagant or im- 
moderate. He also replied to the remarks of the 
gentleman from Tennessee, {Mr. BELL,] and con- 
tended, that whether the appropriation be pro- 
posed with reference to war or peace, it should 
pass. He then went at large into the whole sub- 
ject, and detailed various actions and encounters 
to prove that New York harbor was not such a 
lace of ingress and egress as justified the estab- 
ishment originally, or the maintenance now, of 
‘a naval depot there. He also read various extracts 
in reference to the same subject, and cited a 
large mass of documentary evidence, reports, and 
papers, for the purpose ofshowing that Narragan- 


such an establishment than any other place in the 


sett bay possessed greater natural advantages for |! 


Mr. HANNEGAN then renewed it. 
Mr. LEE, of New York, moved that the com- 


; mittce rise; which was agreed to. 


The committee rose, and the chairman having 
reported progress, l . 
Mr. HANNEGAN renewed the motion he 


:! made in Committee of the Whole. 


Mr. WILLIAMS, of North Carolina, moved 
that the rule be enforced; which was agreed to, 
and the south gallery was ordered ‘to be cleared. 

Mr. MERCER said, as he was given to under- 


| stand that the individual who caused the disturb- 


ance was recognized by a member of the House, 
he moved that he be taken into custody. 
Pending this motion, the House adjourned. 


IN SENATE. 
Frivay, February 12, 1836. 


A message was received from the President of 
the United States, returning the resolutions of the 
General Assembly of Indiana, requesting him ta 
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sive from sale a strip of larid near Fort Wayne 
theréin déseribed, and giving the reason why the 

President tannot ‘act in this matter without being 
aithofized by law. ; Ay 

“Phe CHATR communicated a'teport from the 
War Department, transmitting the information: 
required by the resolution of the Senate of: the 
gist January last; relative to the improvements of 
Chéistiana river; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee‘on'Commerce. ` > 

| > “PETITIONS, MEMORIALS, ETC. i 

Mr. McKEAN presented the memorial of a, 
‘large number of citizens of the United States, 
being merchanis and ship-owners interested in 
navigating the Atlantic ocean, and east of the 
United States southward of Sandy Hook, pray- 
ing Congress to authorize the erection of a light- 
House néar Abicon inlet, on the sea-coast, in the 
State of New Jersey; which was referred to the 
Committee on Commerce. . 

“Mr, PORTER presented the petition of A. & 
J. Dennistown & Co., merchants of New Orleans; 
which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 
pois REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 

“Mr. BENTON, from the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affars, toported unfavorably on the petition 
of ‘Lieuteratit Vinton; and the committee was 
discharged from the further consideration thereof. 

“My. ‘TOMLINSON, from the Committee on 
Pensions, to which had been referred the më- 
mortal of William: W: Hall, made an unfavorable 
report thereon; and the committee was discharged 
from the further consideration thereof. 

Mr. BENTON, from the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs, to which the same had been referred, 
reported, without amendment, the joint resolu- 
tion authorizing the Secretary of War to receive 
additional evidence in support of the claims of the 
State: of Massachusetts for disbursements, ser- 
vos Ges dete the late war with Great Britain; 
and fice 2 H 
> On motión by Mr. DAVIS, the resolution was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole; and 
ordercd to be engrossed and read the third time. 

“SALES OF THE PUBLIC LANDS. 
` Mr. EWING, of Ohio, moved to take up the 
bill appropriating for a limited time the proceeds 
of the sales of the public lands among tho States, 
and for other purposes, for the purpose of fixing 
a day for its consideration; which motion having 
been agreed to, 

Mr. EWING moved to postpone it until 
Wednesday next, and make it the special order 
ofthe day for that day. 

Mr. BENTON said he would prefer next 
Wednesday week, as the bill, if taken up at an 
earlier day, might interfere with other important 
business of.the Senate. He had been instructed 
by the Committee on Military Affairs (as he in- 
formed the Senate the other day) to move to take 
up. the bill, lately reported, making appropria- 
tions for the fortifications of the Unitcd States, 
and he had been waiting daily to see some open- 
ing in the business of the Senate to make that 
motion, 

. Mr. EWING expressed his unwillingness to 
delay the land bill to a later day than Wednesday 
next, 

And the question being taken, Mr. Ewma’s mo- 
tion was agreed to. 

THE QUAKER MEMORIAL. 

The memorial of the Society of Friends, of Lan- 
caster county, Pennsylvania, was taken up as the 
order of the day; the question being ‘ Shall the 
petition be received 7.’” : 

* Alter some remarks. from Messrs. MOORE, 
KING of Georgia, CALHOUN, HILL, LEIGH, 
and BUCHANAN, 

The Senate adjourned over to Monday. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Fray, February 12, 1836. 


The motion of Mr. MERCER, pending at the 
adjournment yesterday, directing the Speaker to 
issue hia warrant for the arrest of the individual 
who caused the disturbance in the south gallery 
of the House, was taken up, 

Mr. MORGAN moved to lay the motion on 
the table; which was agreed to, 


Mr. WHITTLESEY; from the Committeen 


Claims, reported a bill for the relief of Ebenezer” 
A. Lester; which was read twice and committed. 


«Mr. W. B. SHEPARD, from the Committee 
on the District of Columbia, reported a bill to 
provide for the superintendence of the free bridge 


lately erected“ across the Potomac river; which 


was read ‘twice and committed. 


Mr. JOHNSON, of Kentucky, from the Com-. 


mittee on Military. Affairs, reported a bill for-the 
relief of William S. Colquhoun; which was read 
twice and committed. ; 

Mr. KENNON, from the. Committee on the 
Public Lands, reported a bill to authorize thé 
conveyance of certain lands belonging. to the 
University of Michigan; which was read twice, 
and ordered to be engrossed and read a third time. 

Mr. DUNLAP, from the Committee on Public 
Lands, reported a bill for the relief of James 
Cochran; which was read twice and committed. 

Mr. LAY, from the Committee on Revolu- 
tionary Pensions, reported a bill for the relief of 
James J. Coffin; which was read twice and com- 
mitted, : 

Petitions and. memorials were, by consent, 
presented by Messrs. KINNARD, LYON, and 
HANNEGAN, and appropriately referred. 

Mr. KINNARD made an unfavorable report, 
from the Committee on Revolutionary Claims, on 
the petition of the heirs of Richard Apperson. 
Mr. K. also presented a memorial of the General 
Assembly of Indiana, requesting that evidences 
of title may issue from the United States to the 


Michigan road lands in said State; which was: 


referred to the Committee on Public Lands; and 
a memorial from the General Assembly of the 
same State, recommending increased and annual 
appropriations for the further progress and com- 
pletion of the Cumberland road; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee of Ways and Means. 
Mr. HANNEGAN presented the memorial of 
the General Assembly of the State of Indiana, on 
the subject of a harbor at Michigan City; which 
was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 


THE NEW YORK FIRE. 


Mr. CAMBRELENG, from the Committee of 
‘Ways and Means, reported three letters on the 
subject of the late fire in the city of New York. 
The first, from sundry merchants to the collector 
of the port; the second, from the collector to the 
Secretary of the Treasury; and the third from 
the Sceretary of the Treasury to the Committee 
of Waysand Means. Mr. C. read extracts from 
the letters, and remarked that, while he was 
unwilling to trespass upon the business of the 
House, yet he desired to make an appeal to those 
gentlemen who were opposed to hs bill for the 
relief of the sufferers by the late fire in New 
York, to give the friends of the measure a hearing, 
with a view to a decision one way or the other. 
He was instructed by the committee to move that 
this bill be made the special order of the day for 
Friday next; and he honed the motion would 
mect the approbation of the House. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of North Carolina, sug- 
gested Tuesday week. He was opposed to inter- 
fering with private bills, which, under the rules, 
were considered on Fridays and Saturdays. 

Mr. WARD oxpressed an earnest request that 
the House would fix upon some day. 

Mr. PEYTON remarked, thatif it wasin order, 
he would move to take up this fire bill on the day 
succeeding that on which the resolution offered 
by Mr. Apams should be determined. - The gen- 
tleman from Massachusetts supposed that his 
proposition would not. be decided before the 1st 


j of June. This fire bilt having been made to give 


place to the resolution to which he referred, he 
would move to make the bill the special order for 
the Ist day of June next. - 

Mr. McKEON named to-morrow. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of North Carolina, pro- 
posed Tuesday week. 

Mr. EVANS named Tuesday next. 

The motions of Messrs. CAMBRELENG, PEY- 
roy, and Wit.tams were negatived. 


Mr. McKEON acquiesced in the motion. of | 
Mr. Evans; which was then agreed to—ayes | 


136, noes not counted, 


Messrs. MUHLENBERG and KINNARD, 
from the Committee on Revolutionary Claims; 


H 
i 
i 
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Mr. DUNLAP; from the Committee on the Pub-~- 
lie Lands} Mt: CONNOR, from ‘the’ Committed’ 
on thie Post Office and Post Roads; Mr. JARVIS, 
from the Committee on Naval Affairs; and Mr. 
FRY, from the Committee'on Revolutionary Pen- 
sions—made unfavorable reports upon. various 
petitions and memorials; which were laid on the. 
table. ` is ere eee ee 
REVOLUTIONARY SOLDIERS... `; z 


On motion by Mr. ALLAN, of Kentucky, the. 
following ‘resolution, submitted by him on the 
ith ultimo, was again ‘taken up: ~ f 

Resolved, That a select committee be appointed, whose. 
duty it shall be to inquire into the expediency of extending. 
the provisions of the act of Congress, for the. benefit of the 
surviving officers and soldiers. of the revolutionary army, 
passed the 7th of June, 1832, so as to embrace those- wha. 
were engaged in the wars of the United States which oe- 
curred between the treaty of peace with Great. Britain, in, 
j 1783, and the treaty of Greenville, with the Indians, in: 

1795; and that the said .committee have. leave to report by: 
bill or otherwise. VON ; ae : 

The motion pending was the amendment of- 
Mr: Mann, of New ¥ ork, to strike out £a sélect 
committee,” and insert “ the Committee on Rev- 
olutionary Pensions.” --.. beng o 

Mr. MANN, of New York, said, while he as 
highly appreciated’ the. meritorious ‘services of 
those contemplated’ under this resolution, as any 
other gentleman, yet, considering the operations 
of the pension system, its vast extent, and the 
vast amount of the public funds it involved, he 
was utterly and entirely opposed to ‘any further 
extension of it at this time. Thére weré. evils 
enough resulting from the system in the section 
of country he had the honor to represent, and he 
himself had séen so much of it, that he was per- 
fectly satisfied, if the whole case could be prop- 
erly presented and fully understood, there vould 
be very little difficulty in confining its operations 
to that class of individuals alone who had sacri- 
ficed their all in the revolutionary straggle. 

The CHAIR intimated to the gentleman, that 
on the question of reference the merits of the 
resolution were not open to debate. E 

Mr. MANN said he withdrew hismotion. He 
did not design to debate the merits of the resolu- 
tion, but to make a few remarks in explanation or 
justification of the motion he had made at a for- 
mer day, and which, under the peculiar state of 
the case, he now saw fit to withdraw. ~ ; 

Mr. VANDERPOEL believed, if-he recol- 
lected right, this whole subject was ‘before. the 
House some two or three weeks last year, and its 
whole merits were very fully discussed, If Mr. 
V. were now called upon to vote, he had no hesita- 
tion in saying that he should vote against it, 
without more light than he had upon the subject, 
The only question now before them was, whether 
they should appoint a select committee, for which 
he was perfectly willing to vote, so that the merits 
and claims of those individuals might be laid be- 
fore the House. But, in so voting, he was not to 
be considered as committing himself upon the 
merits of the case ultimately, when the subject 
came fully before the House, though he would 
give to the subject the best consideration in his 
power, 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Kentucky, moved to 
amend the resolution by instructing the commit- 
tee to inquire into the. expediency of extending 
the provisions of the act of the 7th of June, 
1832, so as to include those in the service of the 
United States in the revolutionary war for a 
| shorter period than six months. S 
| Mr. WARDWELL informed the gentleman 
from Kentucky that, if e would refer to the pro- 
| ceedings of the House, he would find that a bill 
| was already oe gs ernbracing the very pro- 

vision contemplated. by the gentleman’s amend- 
ment. 

Mr. WILLIAMS thereupon ‘withdrew his 
amendment. : . . ; 

Mr. DEBERRY moved that the committee be 
further instructed to inquire into the expediency 
| of so extending the act of the 7th of June, 1832, 
| as to embrace the wagoners, mechanics, &c., dur- 
ing the revolutionary war. = = ' 

Mr. WARDWELE säggested that the adop- 
tion of this Amendment would confound two òb- 
| jects, that of the revolutionary soldiers, and those 
i 


i engaged in the Indian wars, which ought to-be 
‘ kept distinct; besides which there was a consti- 
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tuted committee of the House appointed to take 
charge of the former already. Loe 
Mr. REYNOLDS, of Hlinois, for the pepon i 
(as he said) of keeping the two subjects distinct, | 
moved the previous question; but the motion was : 
not seconded by the House. SEA 
Mr. ADAMS hoped the gentleman from North | 
Carolina [Mr. Deserrr] would withdraw his: 
amendment, and allow the resolution to stand on | 
its own merits. The subject was before the last. 
Congress, and was fully discussed; and the.more 
it was discussed the more satisfactory it was to 


hia mind that the bill then reported ought to have .. 


passed. He hoped that no gentleman would 
encumber the present resolution with any amend- - 
ments, and that the House would now consider 
and adopt it. a EON 
The amendment of Mr. Deserrr was the 
negatived; and the resolution was agreed to with- : 
out a count; and, Sa 
On motion by Mr. LANE, the select commit- 
tee was ordered to consist of nine. 
RESOLUTIONS. 


‘Resolved, That the Committee on ttre Post Office and 
Post Roads be instructed to inquire into the expediency of 
establishing a post route from Grecncastie, in- Putuam 
county, Indiana, by Manhattan, Bowlingreecn, to Bloom- 
field, in Green coanty; also, of establishing a post route 
from Mount Pleasant, Martin county, Indiana, by Scotland, : 
Clark’s Prairie, to Bloomfield, Indiana; also, of establish- 
ing a post route irom Merom, Sullivan county, Indiana, to 


x On motion by Mr. DUNLAP, it was 


“Resolved, Thatthe Commnittee on the Post Office and Post 
Roads be instructed to inquire into the expediency of estab- 


Uytsonville, in Clark county, Ilinvis. , | 


lishing the tollowmg post one to wit: From Perryville, | 


in Perry county, Tennessee, by Morgan’s Creek, to Chalk 


Level, in Humphrey’s county; also, trom Huntingdon, in ': 
Carroll county, Tennessee, by Picasant, Exchange, Lex- ! 


ington, Jack’s Creek, to Purdy, in McNairy county; also, 
from Bolivar, Tennessee, by Nubbin Ridge, Simpson’s 
Bridge, on Hatchce river, Cypress, Chamberland, Wolf's: 
Ferry, on Tennessee river, to William Lilly’s, ix Harden 
county.; alao, frem Columbus, in Hickman county, Ken- 
tacky, by Troy, Dyersburg, Lauderdale Court-house, Cov- 
ington, Somervilfe, to La Grange, Tennessee; also, from 
Jackson, Tennessee, Mount Penron, to Purdy, McNairy. 
county; also, from Randolph Tennessee, by Portersville, 
Concordia, to Bell Mont, in Fayette county, Tennessee ;’ 
also, from Somerville, Tennessee, to Egypt, in Fayette 
county, Tennessee; and from Mount Picasant, Tennessee, 
by Rock House Creek, J. C. Gallick’s, Perryville, Living- 
ston, Independence, to Jackson, Tennessee; and from 
Durhamsvilje, Lauderdale county, to Ashport,.on the Mis- 
eissippi river, in said county. 


Qn motion by Mr. MANN, of New York, it ij 


was : 
Resolved, That the Committee on the Judiciary be in- 


structed to inquire into the expediency of prescribing the | 


ge of judgments in the circuit and district courts of the 
nited States, and regulating the fees of the clerks of said 
courts in respect to searches for judgments. 


: On motion by Mr. HOWARD, it was ge 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Office and Post 
Roads be instructed to inquire into the expediency of estab- 
lishing a post route from Davidsonvitle, in Maryland, by 
Higgins’s store, to Patuxent Forge.. © 


_ On motion by 
1t was . 

Resolved, That the Committee on the District of Colum- 
bia be instructed to inquire into the expediency of making 
an appropriation for the ereetion of a lunatic asytum. in 
the city of Washington. i KA 


On motion by Mr. FRENCH, it was 
Resoived, That the Committee on the Post Office and Post 
Roads be instructed to inquire into the expediency of cstab- 
lishing a mail route trom. Terre Haute. in indiana, to Paris, 
Decatur, Springfield, Sylvan Grove, Beardstown, Rushville, 
and Quincy, in the State of Illinois. we 
Qn motion by Mr. ASHLEY, it was 
Resolved, That the Committee on Indian Affairs be in- 
structed to inquire whether the Indian title is, or is not ex- 
tinguished, to the slip of land lying between. the western 
boundary of the State of Missouri and the Missouri river, 
and if not, to inquire into the expediency of providing by 
law for its entire extinguishment... 
_ On motion by Mr. HIESTER, it was’ i 
.Resalved, That the Committee on the District of Columbia 
be instructed. to inquire into the expediency of macadam» 
izing the streets bordering on.the Capitol square. . 


- Mr. LOVE submitted the following resolution; 


which, by the rules, lies over one day: ` i 
ResolWwed, That the Secretary of War be directed to trans- 
mit to tbis House all surveys, maps, plans, and estimates 
on file in the War Department, relating to the construction 
of abarbor at New Buffalo, in. Michigan. sae noe 
Mr. JOHNSON, of Louisiana, submitted the 
following resolution; which, by the rule, lies over 
one day: f 
Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be directed 


|} to lay before this House a éopy of the i 


i 
A 
j 


" On motion by Mr. DAVIS, it was |! 


Mr. JOHNSON, of Louisiana, | 


cotrrespomience De- 
tween the Executive of the State of Louisiana and the 
Treasury Department, relative to the location of two town- 
ships of land granted to the State of Louisiana by an act 
of Congress passed on the 3d of March, 1827, for the use of 
a seminary of learning therein ; and that he also be directed 
to transmit, at the same time, copies of all communications 
made tothe said Department from other persons, in relation 


to that subject. 5 

Mr. INGERSOLL, on leave, submittet the 
following resolution: Sig tes oz wih E 
| Resolved, That the Committee on the Library be in- 
_ structed to cause a marble bust of the late Chief Justice 
' Marshall to be prepared by an artist of merit-and reputation 
and to be placed in the Chamber of the Supreme Court o! 
i the United States, in a position corresponding with that of 
* the bust of the late Chief Justice Jay. ` Angee 
| Mr. INGERSOLL was not, he said, about to 
| pronounce an eulogium on the character of John 
' Marshall. His merits were already recorded in 
- the hearts and judgments of his countrymen. 
: recollection of them would be cherished as long . 


'' asa just estimate could be formed of brilliant i 
| talents and unspotted integrity—as long as grati- . 
ew men, | 


tude should continue to be a virtue, 
sinee the formation of this Government, had ` 


| the administration of the laws, under a. Govern- . 


i ment of laws, he was for nearly five and thirty `; 
| years supreme in station, in abilities, and in use- `: 
fulness. It had been the peculiar fortune of this |, 
| 
H 


ti 


Republic that it had found, on different occasions, 
when it had called its eminent citizens to posts of 

ublic duty, a happy fitness in the individual to | 
his station, a devotion of purpose in the man, 
and a confidence in his designs on the part of the 


i 


id 


tude—properties which justified the feeling uni- 
versally entertained for him as the pride and the | 
boast of his countrymen. When that, and much 
more, should be 
sterity would continue to be immeasurably his 
ebtors. Mr. I. said, he submitted the resolution 
|| as a cheerful acknowledgment of the debt they 
owed, and as the pledge of an effort to repay it in 
the emulation of his virtues. f 
The resolution was then ed to.. 
On motion by Mr. WHITTLESEY, 
i| House proceeded to the consideration of the 
ORDERS OF THE DAY. 
The bill for the relief of Jesse Smith and others 
' was again taken up. The question being on its 
assage, it was opposed by Messrs. MANN of 
ew York, HAR. IN, WILLIAMS, of North 
Carolina, and HAWES; and advocated b 
Messrs. VANDERPOEL and WHITTLESEY. 
Mr. OWENS moved an adjournment—nega- 
i} tived—ayes 45, noes 89. 

The bill was then further opposed by Mr. 
OWENS; but before he had concluded his re- 
marks he gave way to Conen a 

Mr. HOWARD, who moved to suspend the 
rule for the purpose of submitting a motion for 
j an adjournment over to Monday. ee 

Mr. GARLAND, of Louisiana, asked for the 
yeas and nayson the motion to suspend the rule; 
which were ordered. j 


the: 


served it so well, and none more faithfully. In |: 


f 
'| 
people; an union and an aptitude from which |: 
nothing but lasting benefits could arise. Many `: 
|: shining properties were combined in the eminent | 
person to whom it was the object of this resolu- |: 
tion to offer a feeble tribute of respect and grati- ‘| 


one by them, the nation and |; 


Mr. EVERETT moved an adjournment; which 
was negatived. 

The question was then taken, and the motion 
to suspend the rule was disagreed to—yeas 71, 
mye 104. ‘ary 


_ On motion by Mr. HAWES, the House ad- 
journed. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Saturpar, February 13, 1836. Lots 
‘Mr. HAWES, of Kentucky, made an ineffeet- 
ual attempt to take up his resolution on the sub- 
ject of the West Point Academy. ©, ss... 
_ MEMORIALS, PETITIONS, ETC... u 
‘Memorials and petitions. were presented. on 
leave by Messrs. GarLaND; of Virginia, and Mci 
Canrr, of Indiana, and appropriately referred. ` 
©“ THADDEUS PORTER. te 
_ Mr. BOND, from the Committee-on’ Revolu- 
tionary Pensions, reported a bill for the relief of 


Thaddeus Porter; which was read twice, and 
committed. 


ates 


RESOLUTIONS AGREED TO. = x 
On motion by Mr. UNDERWOOD, the fule: 
was suspended for one hour for the E se òf 
dis osing of resolutions on the Speeker’s table, 
and. calling the States for resolutions, with the 
understanding that any resolution which should 
give rise to debate should lie over. _- ` 

The following resolutions heretofore offered 
Were then Serce to: a : 


By Mr. GALBRAITH: has 
Resolved, That the Secretary of War be requested to 
famish to thia House the report of Lieutenant Thompson 
S. Brown, of the United States corps of engineers, relative 
to the harbor of Presque Island, with the accompanying 
drawings and estimates. oiy 2 . 
By Mr. LOVE: `; O E 
Resolved, That the Seeretary of War be directed to trans- 
mit to this House ail surveys, maps, plans, and estimates. 
on file in the War Department, relating to the construction 
of a harbor at New Buffalo, in Michigan. $ 


By Mr. JOHNSON, of Louisiana: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be directed 
to lay before this House a copy of the correspondence be- 
tween the Executive of the State of Louisiana and the 
Treasury Department, relating to the location of the town- 
ships of land granted to the State of Louisiana by an act 
of Congress passed on the 3d of March, 1827, for the use of 
a seminary of learning therein ; and that he also be directed 
to transmit, at the same time, copies of all communications 
made to the said Department from other persons in rela- 
tion to that subject. ee 


The motion heretofore submitted by Mr. Cons 
wor, for printing one thousand copies of the bilt 
for the reorganization of the Post Office Depart- 
ment, was considered and agreed to. pant 

Mr. DICKERSON submitted an amendment to 
the bill to prevent evasions of the revenue laws, 
and for other purposes; which was ordered to be 
printed. ` e ra 


On motion by Mr. TURNER, it was 


Resolved, That the Committee on Commerce be is- 
structed to inquire into the expediency of making an appro- 
riation for the survey of the harbor of Havre de Grace, in 
faryland, with a view to the removal of any sand bars, or 
other obstructions in or near said harbor, and for effecting 
such removal, if practicable. s ti 
On motion by Mr. GIDEON LEE, it was- 
Resolved, That it be referred to the Committee on Mani- 
ufactures to inquire and report to this House on the expe» 


diency of discontinuing the duty on the several articles of 
merchandise enumerated in the annua! report of the Secre» 


er! 


em 


tary of the Treasury as not interfering with the com 

mise act of 1832; and that the article of foreign be 

embraced in such inquiry and report. i = 
we mats? 


On motion by Mr. LAWLER, it was aar 

Resolved, That the Secretary of War be directed to in« 
form this House whether, in his judgment, an additional 
armed force be necessary to prevent the Creek tribe of In- 
dians from aiding the Seminole Indians in the war of 
Florida, and from the commission of other depredations ; 
and, if so, whether any legislation by Congress will be ne- 


cessary. : . : wan 
by Mr. WILLIAMS, of Kentucky, 


On motion 
it was 

Resolved, That the Committee of Ways and Means be 
instructed to inquire into the expediency and propriety of 
paseing a jaw distributing the surplus revenue now in the 
Treazury, and the surplus revenue that may hereafter be id 
the Treasury, among the several States, according to the 
Federal population of each State, for the purposes of in- 
ternal improvements and education. a” 


On motion by Mr. McKAY, it was tg 
Resolved, That the Committee on Military Affairs be in- 


structed to inquire into the expediency of establishing an 
arsenal in North Carolina. : 
On motion by Mr. HAWES, it was. : ' 
Resolved, That the Committee on Military Affairs be in, 
structed to inquire into the expediency of establishing a 
public armory on the waters of Greene river, in the State 


of Kentucky ; and that said committee be instructed to re- 
port on or before the lst of March next, 


On motion by Mr. GILLET, it was s. 


Resolved, That a select committee be appointed to- in- 
quire. into the expediency of providing by law for coini 
gold coins of the. denominations of one, two, three, and 
four dollars; and also whether any addition to the number 
of branch mints is required by the interests of the country; 
and that the committee have leave to report by bill ar o 


erwise. H R $ E E ae 
On motion by Mr. JOHNSON, of Kentucky; 
it was ; ` 


Resolved, That the Committee on the District of Ootum- 
bia be instructed to.inquire: into the expediency of abolish. 
ing imprisonment for debt within the District. et heat 3 
On motion by Mr.. JOHNSON, of Virginia, it 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Public Lands.be 
instructed to inquire into the expediency of making an ad- 
ditional appropriation of land to satisty the warrants in scrip 
which have been issued, or which may hereafter issue, 


182 


according ta the resolutions and laws of the United States 
and of Virginia, for revolutionary services. 


sateen Aly 


therefor. : 


-On motion by Mr. FRENCH, it was oon 


Resolved, That the Committee on Roads and Canals de’ 


instructed to inquire into the expediency of causing to be 
a route for the. construction of a nationa! road 
from Washington city to the mouth of the Big Sandy river ; 
from thence through the States of Kentucky, Tennessee, 
Alabama, Mississippi, and on through the country below— 
sach route to be so run as to afford (in case the road be 
constructed) the greatest possible convenience to the popu- 
bation and: business 
On motion by Mr. SMITH, it was 
` Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads be instructed to inquire into the expediency of 
establishing a mail route from Buckfield to Portland, and 
frou Brunswick to Harpswell, in the State of Maine, and 
tat the petitions on the files of the House relating thereto 
be referred to said committee. 


` On motion by Mr. WARDWELL, it was- 


Resolved, That the Committee on Revolutionary Pensions | 


of the country through whieh it will- 


‘On motion by Mr. STORER, it was 


“Resolved, That the Committee on Roads and Canals be ` 


instructed to inquire into the expediency of ascertaining, 
by a survey under the direction of the War Department, 


the practicability and the expense of erecting a bridge over 


the Ohio river, from Cincinnati to Newport or Covington, 
in Kentucky. 


On motion by Mr. INGHAM, it was 


Resoived, That the Committee on Commerce be instructed 


to inquire inte the expediency of making an appropriation 
for the erection of a light-house at the mouth of Connecticut 
river, in the State of Connecticut. 

,On motion by Mr. GARLAND, of Virginia, 
it was 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads be instructed to inquire into the expediency of 
reéstablishing the mail route froin Charlottesville, by Scotts- 


: ville, to Buckingham Court-House, in the State of Virginia. 


On motion by Mr. JARVIS, it was 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads be instructed to inquire into the expediency of 
authorizing the Postmaster Genera) to make arrangements 
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for establishing a communication by maii with the British ` 


Prevince of New Brunswick, through Holton, in the State 


: of Maine. - 


_ On motion by Mr. SUTHERLAND, it was 
Resolved, That the usual number of copies of the report 
of the Secretary of the Treasury, in relation to marine hos- 


: pitals, be printed. 


be instructed to inquire into the expediency of authorizing ` 


the Secretary of War to establish pension agencies, not ex- 
eeeding three in each State, provided the same can be done 
Without expense tothe Government... ,- 
_ On motion by Mr. GARLAND, of Louisiana, 
it was ae : ` a f 
+ Resolwdds That the Committee on the Post Office’ and 
Post Roads be instructed to inquire into the expediency of 
establishing and extending the following post routes in the 
State of Louisiana: © - >: * : D cis 
` 1. From the town of Opelousas, to pass by Washington, 
Holmesville, and the Prairic kouge, to St. Francisville. 

2. From Lake Providence, ‘in the parish of Carroll, by 
Monroe, in the parish of Ouachita, Russellville, and Dreww’s 

ing, in the parish of Claiborne, to the Loggy Bayou, 

on Red river. - -- bie o t oosa Pee 
~ 3. OF extending the existing route from 
settlement on the Calcasien, to the Sabinenver. - 

On motion by Mr. VANDERPOEL, it was’ 

Resolved, That ‘the Committee on Invalid Pensions in- 


gue. into the expedieucy of placing the name of Lambert 
~ Vaa Volkenburgh on the luvalid pension ro. -xp 


‘On motion by Mr. REYNOLDS, of Hlinois, it 


+ Resolved, That the Committee on Roads and Canals be 
instructed to inquire into the expediency of waking anap- 
propriation of money or land to improve the great mail 
etage road from Louisville, in Kentucky, by Vincennes, in 
the State of Indiana, througir the State of Minois, to.Bt. 
Lonis, in Missouri ; sad of making an appropriation of land, 
or the preemption to tand, to the Central Railroad Cam- 
pany, in the State of Illinois, to aid in the construction of 
said road from the Illinois river, at the termination of the 
canal, to the mouth of the Ohio rivers. titii M Ce ri 


On motion by Mr. CONNOR, it was 


. Resolved, That thé Comittee onthe Post Office and | 


Post Roads be instructed to inquire into the expediency of. 
establishing a. poat route from South Point, in Lincoln 
county, North Carolina, to Failsville; thence to William 


QOdes’s, ing Bufialo post office, Joshua Bean’s, Bushy 
Creek, Hamilton’s store, and Alfred Webb’s, to Ruther- 
fordton.. . ; 


ve a. “$ s : seen oe 
- On motion by Mr. ROBERTSON, it was”: 
Resolved, That the claim of the heirs and representatives 
of Colonel Wiltiam Hetb, deceased, an officer of the Vir- 
ginia continental line during the war of the Revolution, for 
compensation for his revolutionary services, be referred to 
the Committee on Revolutionary Claims. 


On motion by Mr. DROMGOOLE, it was . 

Resolved, That the Committee on Invalid Pensions.be 
instructed to inquire into the expediency of allowing Major 
General Winfield Scott the same rate of pension as a lieu- 
temant colonel of amiller, as if the testimony in support 
of the disability sastained by him in the battle of Niagara, 
July 25, 1814, had been completed and filed at that date. 

On motion by Mr. CRANE, it was” Š 
` Resolved, That the Committee on Commerce be instructed 
to inquire into the expediency of placing additional buoys 
tomark the channel at the mouth of the Miami of Lake Erie, 


BCTOSE the Maumee bay. 0 ene Re em A 
‘On motion by. Mr. BOND, it was a o: sa 
Resolved, That the Committee on Commerce be instructed 
to inquire into the expediency of erecting a marine hospital 


at the town of Portsinouth, in the State-of Ohio. 


On motion by Mr. MAY, it wag ~ p. es 
. * Resolved, Thatthe Committee on Commerce be instructed 
to inquire into the expediency of establishing a port of entry 
at Chicago, IHinois. tye fit tte Pe tad} 
` On motion by Mr. DARLINGTON, it wag. 

« .Resolved, That. the-memorial of. David Lewis, praying 
compensation for property destroyed by the British troops 
at St, Mary's, in 1815, and now on the. files of the ;House, 
be referred to the Cunimittee on Claims. 


Opclousas to the ji 


On motion by Mr. CUSHMAN, it was 


Resolved, That the Committee on Commerce be instructed 
to inquire into the expediency of repealing so much of an 


: act of the United States, passed 28th February, 1803, “ con- 
: ceming consuls and vice-consuls,’’ as makes it the duty of 


every master or commander of a ship or vessel belonging 
to citizens of the United States, on his arrival at a foreign 


: port, to deposit his register with the consul, commercial 


H 


agent, or vice-commercial agent, if any there be at such 
port. A 
On motion by Mr. CHANEY, it was 
Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Office and 


` Post Roads be instructed to inquire into the expediency of | 
| establishing a mail route from Pickringto 


n,in the county 

of Fairfield, by Waterloo, Winchester, Middletown, and 

Kenady’s store, to Circleville, in Pickaway county, Ohio. 
On motion by Mr..CASEY, it was 

` Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be directed 

to cause to be laid before the House a statement showing 


; the number of claims for horses and other property lost in 


1831-2, on the frontiers of Illinois and Michigan, that have 
been presented for allowance, under ‘an act for the pay- 
ment of horses and arms lost in the military service of the 
United States against the Indians on the frontiers of Illinois 
and Michigan Territory,”? approved 19th February, 1833, 


: and an act to provide for the paymentof claims for property 


| 
im 
i 
| 


lost, captured, or destroyed by the enemy, while in the 
military service of the United States, during the late war 
with the Indians on the frontiers of Ilinois and Michigan 
Territory, approved. 30th of June, 1834; the number that 
have been allowed, and the number that have been rejected 


| or suspended, and the reason for such rejection or suspen- 


sion, ` 

‘On motion by Mr. HARLAN, it was 
- Resoivéd, That the- Committee of Claims be instructed 
to inquire into the expediency of paying to Samuel Tillet, 
of’ Kentucky, the amount of a draft drawn by William 
Sterman, and payable to said Tillet, for the services of said 
Sterman asa teacher.of the Cherokee Indians west of the 
Mississippi. 
< On motion by Mr. KENNON, it was j 


Resolved, That the Committee of Claims be instructed 
to inquire into the expediency of authorizing the Secretary 
of War to settle the accounts of Peter Comoyn and Arthur 
T and pay to them the amount which may, upon 
such settlement, be found to be due to them for work done 
or materials found in the construction of the Cumberland 
road in Ohio. 

On motion by Mr. GRAVES, it was 


Resolved, That the petitions and all the other documents 
upon the subject of the Government purchasing up the 
private stock in the Louisville and Portland Canal, referred 
last year to the Committee on Roads and Canals, be recom- 
mitted to that committee. 


On motion by Mr. HUNTINGTON, it was 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads be instructed to inquire into the expediency of 
the establishment of a post route from Jamaica to Rock- 
away, in Queen’s county, New York. 

On motion by Mr. CHAMBERS, of Penn- 
sylvania, it was feceo Ae, 

Resolved, That it be referred to the Committee on the 
District or waambia to consider the expediency of reporting 
a bil! prohibiting the sale and purchase of 1 r 
within the District of Columbia! - j S oey Hem ad 

On motion by Mr. MASON, of Virginia, it was 
‘Resolved, That the Committee on ‘the Post Office and 


Post Reads inquire into the expediency of establishing a 
mail route from Belfield, in Greenville pubes 3 Virginia, to 


Newcémer’s Depot, in Southampton county, Virginia; also 
a mail route from Burry Court-house to Wall ‘ar Bridge, in 
Surry county, in Virginia. eet eee 

. On motion by Mr. GRAHAM, it was ~- 
i: Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Office and Post 
Roads be instructed to inquire into the expediency of estab- 


1 


February 12, 


lishing a mai? route from Ashville, North Carolina, by Ed- 
nysville, Mill’s Gap, and E. S. Porter’s, to Spartansburg 
Court-house, in South Carolina. 


On motion by Mr. DEBERRY, it was 


Resolved, That the Committee on Revolutionary Pensions 
be instructed to inquire into the expediency of so amending 
the act of the 7th of June, 1832, entitled “an act supple- 
mentary to the act for the relief of certain surviving officers 
and soldiers of the Revolution,” so as to extend the benefits 
of said act to such persons as performed the requisite ser- 
vice in the capacity of mechanics, wagoners, and boatmen, 
who were put to such service by the officers in command. 


On motion by Mr. HAYNES, it was 


Resolved, That the Committee on Revolutionary Pensions 
be instructed to inquire into the expediency of so altering 
the pension act of the 7th of June, 1832, as to authorize the 
paymentof arrears of pension due to Robert Lard, late of the 
State of Georgia, deceased, to the qualified executor of said 
deceased, to be distributed in conformity to his last will and 
testament. se iy g : 

On motion by Mr. COFFEE, it was 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Publie Lands be 
instructed to inquire into the propriety of authorizing the 
Secretary of the Treasury, in cases where serip may have 
been or shall be issued on military land warrants, and all 


| the heirs or others interested therein shall not appear or join 


in receiving the scrip, to issue to those who shal! appear or 
join, or their attorney or attorneys, their proper proportion, 
reserving in the Treasury the portion due to those who do 
not appear or join as aforesaid. tS 


On motion by Mr. DUNLAP, it was 


Resolved, That the Committee on Military Affairs be in- 
structed to inquire into the expediency of establishing an 
arsenal at Memphis, Tennessee. 

On motion by Mr. HALL, of Maine, it was 

Resolved, That the Committee on Revolutionary Claims 
be instructed to inquire into the expediency of allowing 
commutation to Benjamin Jones Porter, a surveyor in the 
revolutionary army. 


On motion by Mr. PEARCE, of Maryland, it 


was 

Resolved, That the memorial of Samuel Hambleton, a 
purser in the Navy of the United States, with the accom- 
panying documents, now on the filcs of the House, be re- 
ferred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. A 


On motion by Mr. CUSHING, it was 


Resolved, That sundry memorials où the files of the House, 
and two hundred and twenty-one memorials taken from tha 
files of the Senate, all presented at past sessione, and not 
yet fully disposed of, praying Congress to indemnify the 
memorialista for spoliations of their property committed by 
France prior to 1800, be referred to the Committee on For- 
eign Affairs. . 

On motion by Mr. WILLIAMS, of North 
Carolina, it was ae 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Office aud Post 
Roads be instructed to inquire into the expediency of es- 
tablishing a mail roate from the Little Yadkin post office, in 
Stokes county, North Carolina, by William Wolff ’s, Reeves 
and Johnson Clemont’s, to Rockford, in Surry county. 

On motion by Mr. BROWN, it was at 

Resolced, That the Committee on the Post Office and Past 
Roads be instructed to inquire into the expediency of es- 
tablishing a new mail route from the village of Goshen, in 
the county of Grange, in the Btate of New York, by way 
of Philipsburgh, Muldietown, Mount Hope,Caddebeckville,. 
Forrestburgh, big Eday, Honesdale and Carbondale, to 
Wilkesbarre, in the State of Pennsylvania. - 


On motion by Mr. SHINN, it was 


Resolved, That the Committee on Revolutionary Claims 
be instructed to inquire into the expediency of granting to 
the heirs of Barney Monrow, deceased, a private soldier in 
the revolutionary war, one hundred acres of the public land, 
and that the papers now on the files of the House relating 
to that subject be referred to said committee. 


On motion by Mr. CRAIG, it was 


Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Office and 
Poet Roads be instructed to inquire into the expediency of 
reéatablishing the post route from Staunton, in Virginia, by 
Buffalo Gap, to Millborough, in the county of Bath. 


On motion by Mr. TALIAFERRO, it was. 


Resolved, That the Committee on Revolutionary Pen- 
sions be instructed to inquire into the expediency of pro- 
viding, by law, that in all cases in which pensioners of the 
United States have, at any time, been stricken from the 
pension rolls, and havé been subsequently restored by order 
of the Secretary of War, it shall be lawful for the Secreta- 
ry of War to cause the pensions accruing to all pensioners 
between the time of their suspension and restoration, to be 

id, provided, in the opinion of the Secretary of War, it 

jast and properto make such payment, consistently with 
the principles and provisions of the law ander which each 
pensioner, thus situated, shall have been pensioned—such 
arrears ‘of pensions to be paid out of any money: in the 
Treasury not otherwise appropriated. Peseta A Ns 
On motion by Mr. PATTERSON, it was 


` Resolved, That the Committee on Indian Affairs be in- 
structed to inquire into the expediency of making further 
appropriations for carrying on the treaty with the Wyandott 
Indians, at Upper Sandusky, in the State of Ohio. .. 

. On motion by Mr. McKENNAN, it was 


Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads be instructed to inquire into the expediency of 


1836. 
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route from Buckland’s Cross Roads, in 
Washington county, Pennsylvania, by Mill Creek Meeting: 
house, East Liverpool, Foutkstown, Clarkson, East Fair- 
field, and Lima, in Columbiana county, to Portland, in 
Trumbull county, Ohio; also, from Cross-Creek village, | 
Washington county, 3 ! 
Ohio county, Virginia ; also from West Alexander, Wash- 
ington county, to Waynesburg, in Green county, Pennsyl- 
vania ; and that the petitions and papers on file tn relation 
30 those routes be referred to the said committee. 


On motion by Mr. JOHNSON, of Louisiana, 
it was 

Resolved, Thatthe Committee on Commerce be instructed : 
to inquire into the expediency of making an appropriation 
for the erection of a custom-house and a public store-house 
in the city of New Orleans. 


On motion by Mr. CHAMBERS, of Kentucky, 
it was 

Resolved, That the Committee on Revolutionary Pen- 
sions be directed to inquire into the expediency of restoring 
the name of Alexander Gibson, of Kentucky, to the pension 
rall, and directing the payment of the arrearages of his pen- 
sion since its suspension by the Commissioner of Pensions. 


On motion by Mr. LYON, it was 
Resolved, That the Committee on Public Lands inquire 


establishing a post 


into the expediency of authorizing the Secretary of the | 


Treasury to allow and pay to the register and receiver of 
the land office at Demopolis, Alabama, the amount actually 
expended by them, in the hire of clerks in their respective 
offices, rendered necessary in the execution of the preémp- 
tion laws of 19th June, 1834, and in keeping up the business 
of their offices. 


On motion by Mr. CHAPMAN, it was 


Resolved, That the Secretary of War be directed to re- 
port to this House the papers in his office relating to the 
claim of Jubel B. Hancock to a reservation of land under 
the fourteenth article of the treaty of Dancing Rabbit creek ` 
with the Choctaws, if in his opinion the claim requires the 
action of Congress. 


On motion by Mr. KINNARD, it was 


Resolved, That the Committee on Public Lands be in- 
structed to inquire into the expediency of establishing the 
office of surveyor-general at the seat of government of each | 
State and Territory iu which any of the public lands are ; 
situated, and of making it the duty of such surveyor to copy, 
and deposit with the Executive thereof, all the field-notes 
or surveys of the public lands soid or unsold, and of all 
reservations of Indians, and private grants from foreign | 
Governments within the State or Territory in which his 
office may be situated; and that said committee inquire | 
into the expediency of making provision for a more speedy ` 
issue of land patents to the purchasers of the public lands. 

On motion by Mr. LOYALL, it was 

Resolved, That the Committee on Naval Affairs be in- 
structed to inquire into the expediency of placing the mas- 
ter workmen at the several navy-yards upon a more per- 
manent footing as to appointment and pay. 


On motion by Mr. PEARCE, of Rhode Island, 
it was 
Resolved, That the Committee on the Judiciary be in- 


structed to inquire iuto the expediency of making an appro- 
priation for the erection or purchase of convenient and 


| 
| 


poper buildings, within the State of Rhode Island, for the $ 


nited States courts holden in that State. 
On motion by Mr. LINCOLN, it was 


Resolved, That the Committee on Naval Affairs be in- 
structed to consider the propriety of continuing to Mary J. 
Babbit, of Massachusetts, the widowed mother of Fitz 
Henry Babbit, late a lieutenant in the Navy of the United 
States on board the frigate President, Stephen Decatur, | 
Esquire, Commander, who was killed in action with a 
squadron of the enemy on the 15th of January, 1815, the . 
benefit of the pension granted toher for five years, from the 
19th of November. 1830, now expired by an act of Congress 
of 2d March, 1833. 


On motion by Mr. JUDSON, it was 


Resolved, That the Committee on Manufactures be in- | 
structed to inquire into the expediency of promoting the | 
culture and manufacture of silk in the United States. 


On motion by Mr. CARTER, it was 


Resolved, That the Committee on Roads and Canals be |: 


instructed to inquire into the expediency of continuing the 
improvement commenced by the Government at the Muscle : 
Shoals, in the Tennessee river, in the State of Alabama, up 
the said Tennessee river, thence up the Holston river, to 
Kingsport, in the State of Tennessee ; and that said com- 
mittee require the Secretary of War to transmit such in- 
formation as inay be in the possession of the War Depart- 
ment, in relation to the survey of said rivers by the United | 
Btates engineers. 


On motion by Mr. LANE, it was 


Resolved, That the Committee on Public Lands be 
instructed to inquire into the expediency of amending the 
act of Congress of Apfil 5, 1832, so as to authorize any per- 
son or persans who shall have entered a quarter quarter- | 

ce ar kani, to enter any other forty acre tract, provided | 
feed e shall be subject to entry. 


On motion by Mr. PINCKNEY, it was 


Resolved, That the Committee on Military Affairs be in- 
structed to inquire into the expediency of establishing an 
arsenal of construction at or in the vicinity of Charleston, 
‘South Carolina. 


On motion by Mr. SPRAGUE, it was 


Resolved, That the Committee on Private Land Claims 


Pennsylvania, to West Liberty, in |! 


i: required to furnish the new members of the. 


be instructed to inquire into the expediene ues a 
land warrant to the legal representatives of David Warner, 
deceased, a soldier of the late war. 


Onmotion by Mr. ALLAN, of Kentucky, it was 


Resolved, That the Committee of Claims be Instructed to 
inquire into the expediency of reporting a bill allowing the 


same amount to William Rufus Taylor, administrator of the , : 


estate of Jonathan Taylor, as has been allowed by an act 
of this session to B. W. Dudley, as the executor of Charles 
Wilkins, deceased ; and that the annexed petition of said 
W. R. Taylor, and that the said petition of said B. W. Dud- 


. Jey, now on the files of the House, be referred to said com- | 


mittee. i 
On motion by Mr. JONES, of Michigan, it was 


Resolved, That the Committee on Publie Lands be 
instructed to inquire into the expediency of establishing a 
surveyor general’s office west of Lake Michigan, in the 


| into the expediency of authorizing the survey and sale of - 
the lands purchased from the Sacs and Fox Indians, at the 
l; treaty concluded at Rock Istand, on the 2ist day of Sep- 
i! tember, 1832; and that an appropriation be made for the 
above object. : 


On motion by Mr. A. H. SHEPPERD, it was 


Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Office and Post 
Roads be instructed to inquire into the expediency of es- 
tablishing a post route from Bethania, Stokes county, North 
Carolina, by Vienna and Shore’s Ferry, to Doweltown, in 
Surry county ; from Greensboro’, Guildford county, North 
Carolina, by Thompson’s Store, to Mooresville, in Orange | 
county; and, also, from Milton, Caswell county, by Sat- 
geantsville, and Blackwell’s Store, to Rawlingsburg, in ` 

ockingham county, North Carolina. 


On motion by Mr. W. B. SHEPARD, it was 


Resolved, That the papers now on file, relating to Roan- 
oke Inlet, be referred to the Committee on Commerce ; and 
that said committee be instructed to inquire into the expe- 


'- diency of a resurvey of said inlet. 


On motion by Mr. MORGAN, it was 


Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads be instructed to inquire into the expediency of 
establishing a post route from Polstey’s Mills, in Monanga- 
lia county, Virginia, via Arnett’s store and George Goust’s, 
to. Blacksville, in said county. 


On motion by Mr. COLES, it was 
Resolved, That the Committee on Revolutionary Pen- i 


sions be instructed to inquire intu the expediency of granting 
to John Crump a pension for revolutionary services. 


On motion by Mr. MASON, of Ohio, it was | 


together with certain other papers relating to the claim o! 
James McPherson, be referred back to the said committee. | 


| On motion by Mr. BANKS, it was 
| Resolved, That the Committee on Revolutionary Claime | 


1i be instructed to inquire into the expediency of providing 
| by law for the payment of commutation pay to William 
\ 
| 


Amberson, of Pennsylvania, an officer in the army of the 
Revolution. 


On motion by Mr. W. K. FULLER, it was 
_ Resolved, That the Committee on Invalid Pensions be 
; instructed to inquire into the expediency of granting an 


| arrearage of pension to Daniel Shippey, a private soldier in 
the late war with Great Britain. 


\ 
I 
} 
| 


. Territory of Michigan ; and that the committee also inquire |: 


Resolved, That the report, and papers accompanying the |i 
sane, from the Committee of Claims, at the present session, || 


i 


| 


Post Roads be instructed to inquire into the expediency of 
authorizing the Postmaster General to make reasonable 
compensation to postmasters in cases where commissions 
on the postages allowed by law are grossly inadequate, 
arising from extraordinary labor in distributing the mails. 


By Mr. WISE: 
Resolved, That a select committee, consisting of —— 
, members, with power to send for persons and papers, be 
' appointed to inquire into the emountof Government pat- 
| ronage to the public press in the District of Columbia, and 
into the policy and expediency of separating the Govern- 

ment patronage from the pote press, and to report by bill 
: or otherwise the means of so doing. 


By Mr. MERCER: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be directed 
to lay before this House a statement of the disbursemcnts 
which have been made for building the Washington bridge 
across the Potomac; discriminating therein the cost of vari- 
ous works upon the same, in wood, earth, rubble stone, or 
masonry, and all extra work contracted for or added to the 
structure of the said bridge, hy order or permission of the 
Department, subsequent to tlhe original contract therefor 
distinguishing in like manner the description and cost of 
all such extra work; and that he also state the relative ele- 
vation, above ordinary high tide, of the present bridge, com- 
pared with that which stood on the same site. 


By Mr. WASHINGTON: 


Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives of 
the United States of America in Congress assembled, That 
; Mrs. Susan Decatur, widow of the late Commodore Stephen 
Decatur, be paid from the Navy pension fund a pension 
: for five years, commencing from the 30th June, 1834, in 
| conformity with the provisions of the act concerning naval 
, pensions and the Navy pension fund, passed 30th June, 1834; 
the said pension not to be liable for her responsibilities on 
account of the debts of her late husband: Provided, That 
the said pension shail cease on the death or marriage of the 
said Susan Decatur. 


By Mr. DENNY: 
i Be it resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives 
of the United States of America in Congress assembled, 
hat there be, and is hereby, granted unto the several uni- 
versities and colleges authorized by law in the several 
States, a portion of the public lands, equal in quantity to 
one township for each institution, and to consist of sec- 
i tions, which the Secretary of the Treasury is hereby directed 
to select, in any district where the lands have been surveyed. 
And when the Governor of any State shall make, or cause 
to be made, a report of the names and situations of said ın- 
- stitutions in such State to the Secretary of the Treasury, he 
i shall proceed to select and designate tie sections to com- 
pose the quantity of land hereby granted to each institution; 
shall reserve the same from public sale and private entry, 
give public notice thereof, and transmit patents severally 
therefor to the saidinstitutions respectively. 

Be it further resolved by the authority aforesaid, That if 
the said lands, or any part thereof, hereby granted, or in- 
i tended so to be, unto the several universities and colleges 
i aforesaid, shall remain unsold at the expiration of ten years 
i from the delivery of the patents, the Secretary of the Treas- 


| | ury, if he at that time should deem it to be expedient, shall 


| 


cause the land so remaining unsold to be disposed of at 
public sale in the usual manner, and pay over the amount 
| of such sales to the institutions respectively interested in 
the same. X 


By Mr. DICKSON: 


Resolved, That the Committee on the Judiciary be in- 
| structed to inquire into the expediency of providing by law 
; for the State of Mississippi an equivalent in land or money 


Mr. ASHLEY submitted the following joint 


Congress assembled, That such additional post routes as 


eation from Fort Towson, on Red River, via the seat of 
justice of each county in the Territory of Arkansas and ' 
State of Missouri, bordering on the western frontier, and 
the several intermediate military posts, to Fort Des Moines 
on the Des Moines river, and thence to the town of Dubuque 
on the Mississippi river, be, and the same are hereby, estab- 
: lished, to be put in operation as soon as practicable. 
RESOLUTIONS INTRODUCED. 

The following resolutions were submitted. 
Those calling for information from the Depart- 
ments were laid over for one day under a stand- | 
. Ing rule of the House, and the remainder were 
i laid on the table on the motion of Mr. Unper- 
woop, objection being made to their considera- | 
tion and adoption, to wit: 

By Mr. INGERSOLL: 

Resolved, That the Clerk of this House be authoriged and 


cee Fourth 
e members of 


Congress with the same books furnished tp 
: the Twenty-Third Congress. i 


By Mr. BRIGGS: 

Resolved, That two thgusand extra copies of the report 
of the committee for the monument to Captain Nathan : 
Hale, be printed for the use of the House. 

By Mr. HOWARD: 

Resolved: That the Committee on Naval Affairs be in- 


| structed to inquire into the expediency of establishing a | 
naval academy. i 


i 
! 


resolution; which was read twice, and referred to : 
the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads: ` 
Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives in 


may be necessary to connect and form a line of communi- | 


1i for the sixteenth sections which have been guarantied to said 
State within her limits by an act to authorize her to form a 
constitution and State government, and from which she ia 
wholly excluded in the district of country lately ceded to 
the United States by the Chickasaw tribe of Indians. 


By Mr. HAMER: ; 
Resolved, That the Committee on the Judiciary be m- 


structed to inquire into the expediency of so amending the 
Constitution of the United States as to limit the service of 


‘' the judges of the supreme and inferior courts to a term of 


years, and also to fix an age after which they shall be inet- 
igible to such offices. 


By Mr. CARR: 


| Resolved, That the Committee on Publio Lands be in- 
structed to inquire into the expediency-of the granting a 
small bounty or donation in lands to the organized militi- 
: men, rangers, and volunteers, who served in defense of 
their country for the term of —— months on the frontier, 
during the late war with Great Britain, and to the widows 
: and orphans of those who so served ; and, also, into the ex- 
pediency of making like provision for those who served: in 
the Tippecanoe campaign on the Wabash, in the year 1811. 


By Mr. McCARTY: 


. Resolved, That the Committee on Roads and Canals be 
' instructed to inquire into the expediency of a grant te the 
i State of Indiana of each alternate section of unappro- 
priated public lands for five mites on each side of a rail or 
turnpike road or canal, to be located upon the Detroit and 
` Chicago road, at or near White Pigeon, in Michigan, to the 
: northern extremity ef the White Water canal, in the county 
of Wayne, Indiana, to be applicd to the construction. of 
such road or canal. 


By Mr. HANNEGAN: 


Resolved, That the Committee on. Public. Lands he 
instruéted to inquire into.the expediency of granting to the 
actual settler who shall, with his family, reside upon and 


'By Mr. GARLAND, of Virginia: 


3” Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Office and 


cultivate the same for a period of five years continaously 
ome quarter section of the unsold lands of the United 


States. 
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By Mr. DAVIS: Pees | 

Resolve?, That the Committee on Public Lands be |; 
instructed to inquire into the expediency of granting to the j; 
States of Indiana and Ilinois all the public lands for ten 
miles in width on each side of the Wabash river, from 
Terre [Haute to its confluence with the Ohio river, that 
shall remain unsold after the 10th of May next; the pro- 
cecds of such Jands to be applied to the improvement of the ; 
navigation of said river, under the direction of the above- 
mentioned States. 


By Mr. CORWIN: 


Resolred, That the Secretary of the Treasury be required 
to furnish to the House of Representatives a statement to 
show what is the amount of the unsatisfied military land 
warrants issued by the United States and the State of Vir- 

inia respectively, and filed in the land office of the Uni- 

ed States, prior to the first day of September, 1835; also, - 
to state the amount of the land warrants of the same de- 
scription which have been filed in the land office afore- 
said since the first day of September, 1835; and, also, what 
is the probable amount of the outstanding claims to mil- 
itary land warrants on the United States and the State of 
Virginia respectively, according to the best means in pos- 
session of the Secretary for making an estimate thereof. 


By Mr. BIGGS, (at the request of Mr. Wuire, 
of Florida, who was absent:) 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Navy be directed to 
furnish to this House a statement exhibiting the amount 
annually expended at the navy-yard of Pensacola, under 
the respective heads of appropriation, from the establish- 
ment of said yard to the end of the year 1835; also, to state 
the present condition of the wharves at said yard; also, 
the number and condition of the houses, stores, shops, 
sheds, powder-magazines, barracks, and all other fixtures 
appertaining to said yard, and the uses to which the said 
buildings, fixtures, &c., are at present applied ; and that he 
be further directed to furnish an estimate exhibiting the 
amount necessary for the construction of timber-docks, 
wharves, walls of inclosures, marine barracks, aud all other 
fixtures necessary to place the said navy-yard of Pensacola 
on a footing with the most extensive navy-yard on the 
North Atlantic coast,so that vessels of war of the United 
States may be laid up in ordinary, refitted, repaired, and 
constructed at said navy-yard; and that the Secretary of 
the Navy be further directed to state the number ot years 
in which the above can be accomplished. 


AMENDMENTS TO THE CONSTITUTION. 


By Mr. UNDERWOOD: 


Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives of | 
the Congress of the United States of America, That the fol- 
lowing amendments to the Constitution thereof be proposed | 
and recommended to the Legislatures of the several States | 
for their ratification, to wit: 

Amend the seventh section of the first article by striking |: 
out the words “two thirds of,” wherever they occur, an i! 
insert the words, ‘a majority of all the members elected to.” | 

Amend the second section of the second article, by in- | 
serting after the words ‘and which shall be established by || 
law,” in the second paragraph of that section, the following |: 
words: “ Except the Secretary of the Treasury, and such `` 
officers whose principal dutjes consist in collecting, or in re- 
ceiving, or in disbursing, or in keeping accounts concerning 
the revenue of the United States, or any part thereof.” 

Under the general head of amendments, add the follow- 
ing articles, to wit: 


| 
i 
| 


j 
tl 


Fi 


| 
Arnicie XIM. j 
Sec. 1. A Secretary of the Treasury shali be annually, |j 
or oftener, if needful, appointed by the joint vote of the | 
Senate and House of Representatives, each Senator and || 
Representative having one vote. | 
Bec. 2. The Secretary of the Treasury shal] nominate 
and, by and with the advice and consent of the Senate, shal} |; 
appoint all officers whose principal duties consist either in 
collecting, or in receiving, or in disbursing, or in keeping 
accounts concerning the revenue or any part thereof. But 
Congress may, by law, vest the appointment of such inferior H 
ofüecera, whose duties pertain to the collection, receipt, or j; 
disbursement of the revenue, or any part of it, as shall be |! 
deemed proper, in the Secretary of the Treasury alone. | 
Sec. 3. In case of the death, removal, resignation, or |i 
disability of the Secretary of the Treasury, the President `` 
of the United States shall designate some officer of the :: 
Treasury Department to perform the duties of the Secretary `; 
of the Treasury, until a successor shall have been duly 
eleeted, or until the disability is removed. li 
Src. 4. In case of the death, removal, resignation, or |. 
disability of any inferior oficer connected with the Troas- |. 
ury Departinent, in the collection, or receipt, or disburse- |' 
-ment of, or in keeping accounts concerning, the revenue, or 
any part of it, during the recess of the Senate, the Secre- |! 
tary of the Treasury shall have power to fill the vacancy, |i 
-by granting commissions which shall expire at the end of |! 
the next ensuing session of Congress, unless the appoint- ‘| 
ment to the vacant office had been exclusively conferred on 
him by law. 


ARTICLE XIV. 

“The tenure of all offices, except such as are specially pro- 
vided for in the Constitution, and the mode of removal from | 
_ Office, shall be regulated by Congress. 
-  ÅRTICLE XV. 7 
Benators and Representatives shal! not be eligible to any |; 
office on the nomination of the President, or on the nom- ji 
ination of the Secretary of the Treasury, during the time 
for which they were respeetivel 
Congress ofthe United States, 

‘ing the expiration thereof. 
Resolved, That whenever three fourths of the Legisla- 
tures af the several States shall ratify the foregoing pro- 
posed amendments, or any one or more of them, the same, |; 
as thus ratified, shall be valid, to ail intents and purposes, |! 

as part of the Constitution. 


y elected to serve in the |; 
and for two years next ensu- || 


| 


; of the President and Vice President of the United States,” i 


| such majority, 


id 


, be fixed by law, or resolution of Congress ; and the 


l. or if the person who shall have received a m 


Mr. PEYTON 
resolution: 


Resolved, That the committee, to whom was referred so 
much of the President’s message as relates to “amending 
that part of the Constitution which provides for the election 


submitted the following joint | 
H 


| 


be instructed to report to this House the following joint res- | 
olutions to amend the Constitution of the United States, -| 
in relation to the election of President and Vice President il 
of the United States, and for other purposes: 

Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives of 
the United States of America in Congress assembled, two 
thirds of both Houses concurring, That the following amend- 
ments to the Constitution of the United States be proposed : 
tothe Legislatures of the several States, which, when rat- j.i 


| 
‘ 
i 
f 
i 


ified by the Legislatures of three fourths ofthe States, shall | 
be valid to all intents and purposes as part of the Constitu- 
tion, to wit: 

lst. The President and Vice President of the United States `: 
shall be elected for and during the term’of six years ; and no 
person who shall have been elected President of the United | 
States shall be again eligible to that office. 

2d. Hereafter the President and Vice President of the 
United States shail be chosen by the people of the respective || 
States in the manner following: On the first Monday and 
succeeding Tuesday and Wednesday, in the month of Au- | 
gusi, eighteen hundred and——, and the same days in every || 
sixth year thereafter, an election shall be held for President 
and Vice President of the United States, at such places and 
insuch manner as elections are held by the laws in each 
State for members of the most numerous branch of the Legis- 
lature thereof. And the citizens of each State, who possess 
tie qualifications of electors of the most numerous branch 
of the State Legislature, shall then and there, directly and 
without the intervention of electors to be appointed by the 
States, vote for President and Vice President of the United 
States, one of whom shail not be an inhabitant of the same 
State with themselves. And the superintendents or persons 
holding elections in each election district shall immedi- 
ately thereafter make returns thereof to the governor of the 
State. And it shall be the duty of the Governor, together 
with such other persons asshali be appointed by the author- 
ity of each State, to ascertain the result of said returns; 
which returns shall be immediately certified by the Gov- 
ernor, and sent to the seat of the Government of the United 
States, to each of the Senators in Congress from each State, 
to the President of the Senate, and to the Speaker of the 
House of Representatives. The places and manner of 
holding such elections, of canvassing the votes, making re- 
turns thereof, and ascertaining their result, shall be pre- 
scribed in each State by the Legislature thereof. Congress 
shall have the power of altering the times of holding the 
elections, (but they shall be held on the same days through- 
out the United States,) and of altering the time herein after- 
wards prescribed for the assembling of Congress every sixth 
year. The Congress of the United States shall be in ses- 
sion on the second Monday in October, in the year one 
thousand eight hundred and thirty , and on the same 
day in every sixth year thereafter ; and the President of the ` 
Senate, in the presence of the Senate and House of Repre- , 
sentatives, shall, as soon as convenient and practicable, | 
proceed to open all the certificates and returns, and the |! 
electoral votes of the: States shall be thereupon counted. 
The person having the greatest number of votes for Presi- 
deut shall be President, if such number be a majority of 
the whole number of votes given; but if no person have 


| 


or if the person having the majority of the í 
whole number of votes given shall have died before the ! 
counting of the votes, then a second election shall be held | 
on the first Monday and succeeding Tuesday and Wednes- | 
ay in the month of December then next ensuing; which : 
second election shall be conducted, the returns made, the 
votes counted, and the result of the election in each State 
certified by the Governor, in the same. manner as in the | 
first, and the final result of the election shall be ascertained : i 
in the same manner as the first, and at such time as shail 
person 
having the greatest number of votes for President shall be 
President, if such number be a majority of the whole num- 
ber of votes given; but if two or more persons shall have |: 
received an equal and the highest number of votes at the F 
second election, or if the person who sball have received || 
the majority of the whole number of votes given at the | 
second election shall have died before the counting of the ` 
votes, then the House of Representatives shall choose one || 
of the remaining number of the persons voted for for Presi- | 
dent, in the manner now prescribed by the Constitution. 
The person having the greatest number of votes for Vice 
President at the first clection shall be Vice President, if . 
such number be a majority of the-whole number of votes `| 
given; and if no person shall have received such majority, 
ajority of the || 
ed before the | 
of the person having the two | 
highest number of votes the Senate shall choose one for |! 
Vice President; but if two or more persons shall have the || 
highest, and an equal number of votes, then the Senate 
shall choose a Vice President from the persons having the | 
highest number of votes. ; f 
d. No Senator or Representative shall, during the time 
for which he was elected, and the continuance in office of ` 
a President in whose term of service he shall have acted, 
be appointed to any office or employment, or hold or make 
any contract, with or under the authority of the United 
tates, 
4th. When the House of Representatives shall choose a 
President, no person who shall have been a member of, or 
elected to, that House at the time of making the choice, 
shall, during the continuance in office of the President so 
chosen, be appointed to any office or employment, or hold 
or make any contract with or under the authority of the 
United States. ~ 


Mr. DROMGOOLE referred to the fact that | 
the subject embraced in the foregoing resolutions | 


whole number of votes given shall have di 
counting of the votes, then, 


| 
i 
| 
| 


and foreign gold coins for the 


; be 


was already before a select committee of the 
House, of which he was chairman. That com- 
mittee had made some progress in the considera- 
tion of the matterunder their charge. He thought, 
therefore, that the proposition of the gentleman 


i from Tennessee ought to be laid on the table. 


The resolutions were then laid on the table, 
REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 


Mr. JOHNSON, of Kentucky, from the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs, reported a bill pro- 


‘viding for the payment of the volunteer and 


militia corps in the service of the United States, 


; and for other purposes; which was read twice, 


and committed. 

Mr. THOMAS, from the select committee on 
the banks of the District of Columbia, reported 
with an amendment the bill from the Senate to pro- 
long the charters of the Bank of Columbia, of 


i Georgetown, and the Bank of Alexandria, of th. 


city of Alexandria; which was committed. 
On motion by Mr. REYNOLDS, of Illinois, 
the House adjourned. 


IN SENATE. 
Monpay, February 15, 1836. 


A message was received from the President of 
the United States, by Mr. Donetson, his Private 
Secretary, transmitting a report from the Secre- 
tary of State relative to our relations with France, 
made in compliance with a resolution of the 
Senate; which was referred to the Committee on 
Foreign Relations. 

The CHAIR communicated a report from the 
Secretary of the Treasury, made in compliance 
with a resolution-of the Senate, inquiring whether 


-the supply of gold at the Mint of the United 


States is sufficient. The report says the supply 

is not sufficient, and recommends the passage of 

an act authorizing the purchase of gold bullion 
urpose; and, 

On motion by Mr. WEBST R, it was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Finance. 

The CHAIR also communicated a report from 
the Treasury Department, made in compliance 
with the resolution of the Senate of the 3d instant, 
showing what balances of former appropriations 
constituted the unexpendcd balances of appropri- 
ations at the end of the last year; which was also 
referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. NAUDAIN presented the memorial of & 
number of owners of vessels navigating the Del- 
aware, praying for an appropriation for deepen- 
ing the entrance of Christiana river; which was 
referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. HENDRICKS presented memorials of 
the Indiana Legislature, praying that an act may 
passed making an appropriation for horses 
lost in the late Indian campaigns, and praying for 


: a donation of land for the construction of a rail- 


road; which were referred to the appropriate com- 


' mittees. 


Mr. TALLMADGE presented the petition of 


‘Thomas Ketchum; which was referred to the 


Committee on the Judiciary. 
Mr. EWING, of Ohio, presented the petition 
of sundry citizens of Ohio, praying for the re- 


i moval of a land office; which was laid on the table. 


Mr. DAVIS presented the memorial of Means 


Clark; which was referred to the Committee on 


Commerce. 
Mr. WHITE presented the petition of Non- 


' deshaman, alias Peter Naggs, a Chippewa Indian; 


which was referred to the Committee on Indian 


| Affairs. 


Mr. WRIGHT presented the petition of Albert 
Pauling, praying for arrears of pension; which 
was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. WRIGHT also presented the memorial of 


the Board of Trade of the ¢ity of New York, 
: praying further and speedy legislation on the 


subject of the relief of the sufferers by the late fire 


, in that city; which was referred to the Committee 


on Finance. 

Mr. EWING, of Ilinois, presented the memo- 
rial of sundry citizens of hicago, praying for 
the construction of a light-house at the mouth of 
Grand Calumet; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. 

Mr. NILES presented the petition of W. H. 
Freeman, lieutenant colonel of the marine corps, 
setting forth the evils and grievances which the 


1836. 


THD. CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


185 


petitioners and other officers of that corps suffer 
from the act of Congress of the 30th June, 1834, 
and praying for the repeal or alteration of the 
game; which was referred to the Committee on | 
Naval Affairs. A N 

Mr. BUCHANAN presented the memorial of |; 
sundry inspectors of the port of Philadelphia, and 
of several merchants of that city, praying that 
the salaries of said inspectors may be increased; 
which was referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce. i 

Mr. LEIGH presented the petition of Stephen ` 
McCormick, praying for the renewal of a patent; 
which was referred to the Committeé on the Ju- | 
diciary. N i 

Mr. TOMLINSON presented the petition of 
John Powell; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Pensions. 

Mr. BENTON presented the petition of Bar- 
bara Bosworth; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. | 

REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 

Mr. LEIGH, from the Committee on Revolu- 
tionary Claims, made unfavorable reports on 
several petitions that had been referred to that 
committee. 

Mr. L., from the same committee, to which had , 
been referred the petition of the legal represent- 
atives of William Ramsey, reported a bill for 
their relicf; which was read, and ordered to a 
second reading. 

Mr. HUBBARD, from the same committee, to 
which had been referred the petition of the legal 
representatives of Captain Robert White, re- 
ported a bill for their relief; which was read, and 
ordered to a second reading. 

Mr. H., from the same committee, reported, 
without amendment, the bill for the relicf of the 
legal representatives of Robert Stark. 

Mr. WHITE, from the same committee, to 
which the petition of the heirs of Captain Samuel 
Jones had been referred, made an unfavorable 
report thereon; and the committee was discharged 
from the further consideration thereof. i 

RESOLUTIONS. ij 
- Mr. WEBSTER submitted the following reso- || 
lution; which lies on the table one day: i 

Resolved, That the Committee on Pensions be instrncted || 
to inquire into the expediency of granting to Stephen Bo- |; 
hanan a pension, on account of the disability incurred by | 
him in the service of the United States in the late war. 

Mr. TIPTON submitted the following resolu- 
tion; which was considered and agreed to: | 

Resolved, That the Secretary of War be requested to pre- l 
pare and transmit to the Senate a statement showing the 
effective force of the Army of the United States, and the 
pay and the emoluments allowed by law to each. i 

Mr. PORTER submitted the following resolu- ; 
tion; which was rejected : 


: occasion, trespassed on the 


the Friday of cach week shall be devoted to the consider- 
ation of bills. 


CLAIMS OF MASSACHUSETTS. 

. The bill authorizing the Secretary of War to 
receive additional evidence in support of the claims 
of the State of Massachusetts for services, dis- 
bursements, andexpenditures during the late war, 
was read the third time and passed. 

STEPHEN CRITTENDEN. 
The bill for the relief of Stephen Crittenden was | 
also read the third time, and passed. 


RESOLUTIONS AGREED TO. 


The resolutions submitted by Messrs. LINN 
and PRENTISS, and lying on the table, were 
severally considered and agreed to. 

HISTORY OF THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 

The resolution submitted by Mr. SOUTH- | 
ARD, directing the Secretary of the Senate to 
cause to be compiled and printed, for the use of 
the Senate, the documentary history of the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, was considered. 

Mr. KING moved to refer it to the Committee 
on the Contingent Fund of the Senate, with in- 
structions to report what documents are necessary 
to be printed, and the probable expense to be in- 
eurred ; and after a debate in which Messrs. | 
KING, SOUTHARD, BENTON, WRIGHT, | 
and BLACK took part, the motion to refer was 
carried. 


SLAVERY IN THE DISTRICT. 


gar 
re 


Li 


| 


ofthe petition. of the Society of Friends of Lancas- 
ter county, Pennsylvania, praying for the aboli- 
tion of slavery in the District of Columbia; the 
estion being the preliminary one demanded b 
r. CaLuoun, ‘ Shall the petition be received ?’’ 
Mesers. TALLMADGE, MOORE, SWIFT, 
and NILES severally addressed the Senate on 
the subject; after which, 


journed. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Mownnay, February 15, 1836. 


Mr. PIERCE, of New Hampshire, rose (he 
said) to ask the indulgence of the House for per- 


mission to repel an assault which had been made | 
| upon his personal character and impugning his 

i veracity. Mr. P. said that he rarely, on any . 
tience of the House, : 


' nor should he have asked the present indulgence, : 


had the assault been confined to the columns of 

‘a newspaper. Butit had been read in the Sen- 

‘ate of the United States. Mr. P. would, how- 

' ever, take that occasion to say, that so far as the 

Senator who brought that 
concerned, that gentleman (Mr. Catnoun] had 
made to Mr. P. all the apology he deemed neces- 

3; and he now asked 

to the attack made upon him. 

r. MERCER rose in his place and objected. 
Mr. PIERCE moved asuspension of the rules. 
Mr. UNDERWOOD asked for the yeas and 

nays; but the House refused to order them, and 

the rules were suspended without a count. 
Mr. PIERCE then proceeded, and returne 


fested towards him, personally, on that occasion. 


There were a variety of reasons that should | 


deter him from long trespassing upon the pa- 
tience of the House; one was, that the state of 


his health that morning was such, that he was | 
utterly unable to speak for any considerable , 


length of time. He considered the vote taken 


on Monday last, upon the resolutions of the | 
honorable member from South Carolina, (Mr. ! 


Pincuney] as declaratory of the indisposition of 


that House to entertain debate upon the unfor- | 
tunate and deeply-exciting question of the aboli- || 


tion of slavery. This was the reason why he 
had taken the present course, instead of waiting 
for amore favorable opportunity to express what 


| House, and due to his constituents as their 
representative. 

| The article to which Mr. P. referred was con- 

i tained in an abolition paper, printed at the capital 

, of the State he had de honor, in part, to repre- 

. sent. The paper(said Mr. P.) was too insignifi- 


Resolved, That for the remainder of the present session, || cant and too odious, in the eyes of his constit- 


|| uents, to claim the slightest attention from him 


i for any statement which might appear in its col- 
umns, but for the circumstance that it had been 
read in another branch of Congress, at the in- 
stance of an honorable member of the United 
States Senate. So far as that gentleman was con- 


| cerned, he would again take occasion to say that 
‘| the explanations made by him, both promptly in 


his place, and to Mr. P. subsequently, were per- 
fectly satisfactory. The gentleman had no design 
of attacking Mr. P., but in rushing to the partic- 
ular object, he had swept him along with it. 
From the course Mr. P. had taken upon this ques- 
tion, not only in that House, but everywhere else, 
at all times, and on all occasions, he could net 
but anticipate the denunciation of the northern 


[| Abolitionists. But he had a right to expect that 
‘| at least no southern gentleman would have, in 


any way, become instrumental in publishing an 
incendiary article, which was equally unjust both 
to Mr. P. and to his constituents. Whether, as 
has been said, there be incidentally a conjunction 
between two partics of this Union, to shake it to 
its center, it was not for him to say, but he would 
express his belief that there was sufficient patriot- 
ism and moral firmness in the sunny South, and 
patriotism and moral firmness enough among the 
snow-capped hills of the North, to put down 


e country, and to transmit an unbroken Union 
to posterity, with all the rights and privileges 


The Senate then proceeded ta the consideration 


secured by the Constitution, and now happily 
enjoyed under it, That he might be perfectly 


he thought due to himself, as a member of the | 


1 


agitators, if they existed in both sections of | 
t 


aper forward was || 


permission. merely to |; 
‘| Closes. Large petitions have already been sent on, and others 


waderstood, ha would send to the clerk’s table 
the paper which had been read in the Senate: 

[The article was then read by the Clerk, as fol- 
lows:] 


“ Hon. Franx Pierncs.—An honorable member from 
New Hampshire (Mr. Pierce) bas said that not one in 


i five hundred of his constituents were in favor of the objeet 


: of these petitions,” [for the abolition of slavery in the Dis- 


: people sometimes do. 


f ! trict of Columbia.J—Mr. Slade’s speech. 
On motion by Mr. BLACK, the Senate ad-  \c: Figures w ia JMr. Stade a apee 


“¢ Figures will not lie,” though the Representatives of the 
s Facts are stubborn things,’ even 


: when opposed by the magisterial ipse dirit of lawyers and 


' legislators. The truth of these apo 
member from New Hampshire’ 


thegms, ‘the honorable 
as undoubtedly learned 


: before now. The present, however, ia an occasion when 


: he may be taught another lesson. 


e asserts ‘ that notone 
in five hundred of his constituents are in favor’ of peti- 


|} tioning Congress to abolish slavery in the District of Colum- 
| bia. 


e wonder where his constituents reside. Not, cer- 
tainly, in New Hampshire, if this account of them is correct. 
Such an assertion is a libel on the views and feelings of the 


. people of this State ; facts and figures will prove it so. 


“The number of inhabitants in New Hampshire, in 1830, 
over twenty years of age, was 133,313, Now, we have lying 
before us, from some six towns only, petitions, to which are 
affixed, by their own sign manual, the names of more than 


: seven hundred individuals. Besides these, there bave been 


procured, in a single town in Strafford county, the signatures 


; of more than three hundred legal voters. Another town in 


the same county will furnish nearly six hundred, another 


‘| about three hundred, and others upwards of two hundred 


each. These signatures have been obtained with compar- 
atively but little exertion. But these are not all, as Mr. 
Prerce will find before the present session of Congress 


are still in circulation. From these facts we may safely cal- 
culate that more than four thousand persons will send in their 
petitions, not, however, by a dough-face like Mr. PIERCE, 


- for the abolition of slavery in the District of Columbia. Let 


ai 


his thanks to the House for the kindness mani- | 


| 


| 
| 


us, then, test the correctness of the honorable gentleman’s 
assertion by the following calculations: The present popu- 
lation over twenty vears of age being 133,313; then 133,313: 
4,000 =33; thus showing that, instead of only one in five hun- 
dred being in favor of such petitions, one in thirty-three 
has already signed them, besides numerous others who are 
ready to do the same. If Mr. Prence is as grossly ignorant 
of the general interests of his constituents as he is of their 
feelings and views in regard to slavery, we advise him to 
resign his seat immediately and prepare himself to repre- 
sent them by spending the ensuing year in traveling among 
them, and making inquiry into their condition and opinions. 
If he should do this, and if he should faithfully portray, in 
the course of his tour, the various scenes he has witnessed 
at the capital of this Republic, and under the very banner 
of our freedom, the prison-house in which human beings 
are incarcerated for the crime of color—the auction scene, 
where men, women, and children are sold like brutes to 
the highest bidder—the violent and ruthless breaking up of 
families, aud ali the social relations of life—the separation 
of husband and wife, parent and child—the gloomy coffle— 
he heart -breaking procession of victims bending their way 
in chains to the far South—the bloody Jash and savage 
voice of the foul driver—the tear, the groan, and the clank- 
ing manacle—if he will portray all this, and then, a3 a 
peroratian, recount his own conduct in regard to abolishing 
the accursed system of which the above incidents consti- 
tute only n part, we assure him, from our knowledge of hu- 
man nature, that ‘ his constituents’ wil! never trouble him 
to represent them again, but will permit him to retire in 
otium cum dignitate, to private life.” 


Mr. P. proceeded. The text of this article 
purported to have been taken from the speech of 


: an honorable member of that Hause, [Mr. SLADE, 
‘of Vermont.] It so happened that Mr. P. was 


not present at the time that declaration was made, 
and he was first made acquainted with it by an 
honorable member from South Carolina, but it 
was then too late to do what he would have done 
on the occasion had he been present. If the gen- 
tleman who made that remark had any evidence 
in his possession upon which the conviction of 
Mr.‘P.’s error was made, he should be glad to 
have that evidence. If not, until that gentleman 
had associated as freely with Mr. P’s constitu- 
ents as he had done, and consequently had the 
same opportunity of knowing their opinions and 
sentiments as he had, he must be permitted to 
take his own judgment in preference to the gen- 
tleman’s. $ 

Mr. P. said he was not mistaken: It was diffi- 
cult in any case to prove a negative; it would be. 
impossible in this. But while the yeomanry of 
New Hampshire refuse to entertain, refusc to hear 
incendiary lectures, and while they refuse to send 
in petitions for the abolition of slavery in this 
District or elsewhere, what is the inference? Are 
they to be charged with a disposition to invade 

our rights and wrest from you your property? 
ir, (said Mr. P.,) it would be a strange deduction; 
and yet itis the only logic by which his constitu- 
entscould be made to entertain incendiary designs, 
or their Representative be charged with a false 
statement. No age or country had ever been free 
from fanatics; no age or country had ever been 
without enthusiasts; and, consequently, no doc- 
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reposterous, would be without 

their advocates, ana ati too A S 
upport; and with equal justice and pr 

ah the whole people of New York be charged 
with being followers of Matthias, as the people 
of New Hampshire for favoring the designs of the 
Knapps, and Garrisons, and Thompsons, because 
some one or two adherents of those individuals 
might be found among t 


trines, however p 


hem. The feelings of his | 


constituents were strong, and had been fully de- 


monstrated. 


What were the remarks for which he had been 


arraigned, not only before the public, but before 


the Senate of the United States, as having been | 


uilty of untruth in his place cn that floor? What 


f 


e said was, that there was no such disposition ` 


i 


i article was read in the Senate on Friday last. 


not aware that such a petition was here as the 
one he held in his hand, until since the abusive 


| was any connecti 


intended in any pari of the remarks he had just 
made to charge, directly or indirectly, that there 
ion between any two parties in 


i lt was from the town of Plymouth, in the county | this country, of one of which he (Mr. H.) was 
` of Grafton, and was sent to his colleague, [Mr. 


among the people of his section of the country — 


as that indicated by the gentleman, [Mr. Srape;] 


and that not one ina hundred of Mr. P.’s con- . 


stituents who did not entertain the most sacred 
regard for the rights of their southern brethren, 
and not one in five hundred who would not have 
those rights 
When he made thatremark, he did not, of course, 
intend to include the children, who knew not what 
they did, nor the ladies, who, in their proper 


sphere, had his highest respect and veneration. `’ 


e meant to speak of the yeomanry of his coun- 
try, the legal voters. With this qualification, he 
was prepared to reassert all he said before. He 
would go further. Within the last six months, 
as every one there must know, the subject of 


roteeted at any and every hazard. | 7 
| township had been represented, and the 


li 


abolition had been much agitated in public, and : 


he had never seen yct the first Abolitionist, man, 
woman, or child, within his kiiowledge, in the 
district in which he resided. 


Mr. P. also understood, that since he had made l: 


this statement, a report had gone forth from 


Brrys,) then and now confined to his room by 
sickness. ; : i 
Mr. P. then referred to the signers of the peti- 


'a member, for the purpose of dissolving the 


Union? i 
` Mr.. PIERCE replied that he had not said so, 


and had not intended to say so. 


tion—about two hundred and thirty in number— - 
all of whom were females and children, not one : 


: male signature among them; and, to show how 


they must have been got up, there were fifteen 
signatures all of the name of George! And he 
learned from his sick colleague that the greater 
portion of them were children. He would. be 
much surprised if the petition presented by the 
gentleman from Massachusetts was not of the 
same character. 


. | 
Mr. P. took that occasion to state another fact. |: 


Since he had the honor to address the House at 
‘an early period of the session, primary meetings 
of the people of New Hampshire had been held 
in every single county, in which almost Ney 
' there investigated his statements and passed upon 
this subject. Strong resolutions had been adopted 
at all of them upon this very subject, with, as he 
believed, but three dissenting voices; and those 
of his own county had been adopted unanimously. 
Mr. P. then read them, as follows: _ 
“ Resolved, That the regulation of master and slave is a 


matter exclusively within the regulation of the States in 
| Which it exists, and that any interference by the inhabitants 


of other States iu regard to it is not only unauthorized and : 


; intrusive, but faithless and dishonorable, as being against 


`i the letter and spirit of the sacred compact which binds us 


member to member of the House prejudicial to i 


his character. It was this, that petitions had 


been received there, and were there, with a large : 


number of names upon them, praying the aboli- 
tion of slavery in this District, and that his col- 


leagues and himself had held them back. He | 


now had a member in his cye who, he under- : 


stood, had heard that statement, and he called 
upon that gentleman to state how the fact was. 

Mr. HEISTER explained, that the report he 
had heard was, that there would be petitions sent 
on from the gentleman’s district, with four or five 
thousand signatures attached to them. Mr. H. 
had heard nothing of their having come on. 


Mr. PIERCE said, that was partly what he | 


understood—that petitions had been signed by four | 
or five thousand names for the abolition of slavery |: 


within the District of Columbia. He should regret 
execedingly if any member, or any man living, 
could suppose him capable of stating in his place 
in that House, or anywhere else, what was an 
untruth. Before, however, he proceeded to the 
“mathematics” of this article, he would propound 
asingleinguiry. He wanted to know if he wasin 
error, and if any gentleman had in his possession, 


or had sent to him, any petition from New Hamp- | 
shire for the abolition of slavery in this District? | 
If he had, Mr. P. trusted he would do him the | 


justice to state the fact. 

Mr. BO 
character. 

Mr. PIERCE wished to sec it. 

Mr. BORDEN said it was on the Clerk’s table, 
having been presented on a former day. 

Mr. PIERCE wished to know the number of 
signatures on it, and whether they were males, 
females, or children ? 

Mr. BORDEN replied that he could not tell. 

Mr. PIERCE desired the Clerk to send for it. 
-He again called the attention of the House to the 
article before referred to. The.editor said he had 
already seven hundred signatures, and then went 
on to add that, in all human probability, six hun- 
dred legal voters would sign it in one township, 
and in another three hundred, in another two 
hundred, &c. Then, what does he do? He 
takes the number of individuals in the State over 


b 


RDEN said, he had-a petition of that 


twenty years of age, and then assumes his pre- |: 


sumptive divisor to show that one out of ever 
thirty-three in that State were in favor of Aboli- 
tionism,. i 

With regard to the petition alread presented, 
he should have supposed that it would have been 
sent to some member of the delegation. He was 


|! had been read, he had never seen it. 
|| only to remark that the reading of it in-the Sen- 


|i from New Hampshire 


| together. 


“Resolved, That those who promote inflammatory discus- 
sions, aud are guilty of disseminating among the slaves of 
the South publications, the tendency of which is to excite 


servile insurrection, are regarded by us as persons prompted | 
i| to debate his motion ? 


by the most reckless wickedness, or by an insane fanati- 
cism, fully as mischievous in its consequences.” 

Let him ask, then, whether, after such an ex- 
pression from his own county, and from the 


people of his State generally, he wag to be held: 


up as having stated what was untrue? After such 
testimony as this, was the State he had the honor 
in part to represent to be arraigned upon the 
authority of a worthlessand miserable incendiary 
editor? Mr, P. then referred to the other petition 
presented by Mr. Borpen, and it was found, with 
the exception of about thirty, to be all signed by 
females. Mr. P. said heeould adduce many other 
facts, that would show conclusively that there 
was hardly a difference among the yeomanry of 
his State. 
| Mr. P. was not only charged in this article with 
, an inaccuracy of statement, but there was applicd 
to him an epithet that had been made notorious 


in consequence of having been used on a memor- ; 


: able occasion by one of the ablest debaters of 


any age; at the North it was understood to desig- 
j Nate a “ craven-spirited man.” Mr. P. said he 
: would not intentionally injure the feelings of any 
man; he would not provoke an assault; but he 
would take occasion to say in his place there, 
once for all, that if any gentleman chose to take 
; that statement as correct, he might put Mr. P.’s 


‘pleased. Mr. P. said he was too unwell to pro- . 


_ ceed, and he would conclude by expressing a hope 
' that, if ever hereafter his character should be ar- 


|; raigned, intentionally or unintentionally, it would 


"be upon no better authority than that of a worth- 
less editor of an incendiary abolition publica- 
: tion. 

Mr. PICKENS said, as to the paper which 
He had 


ate had, he understood, been only with a view to 

show presumptively that the Abolitionists were 

| more numerous than an honorable Senator {Mr. 
: Hitt} declared them to be. 

Mr. HAMMOND asked the permission of the 

House to put a single question to the gentleman 


It being objected to, Mr. 

| the rule, and stated that the point he wished to 
inquire about concerned himself personally. 

| The motion was agreed to, and 

: pended. 

, Mr. HAMMOND then said he wished to 


l ask the gentleman from New Hampshire if he 


H. moved to suspend | 


the rule was sus- | 


i; People the resolutions they wished ! 


sa but still 


:| South were actin 


Mr. HAMMOND said he was perfectly satis- 


fied. 

The SPEAKER announced the special order, 
: being the appropriation bills. 
| Mr. MASON, of Virginia, moved to suspend 
| the rules, for the purpose of calling the States 


' for petitions; which was agreed to. 
PETITIONS, MEMORIALS, ETC. 


| Petitions and memorials were then presented 


YMessrs. EVANS, JARVIS, HALL, BAI- 
| LEY, and MASON, of Maine. 
Mr. CUSHMAN, of New Hampshire. 


` SLAVERY IN THE DISTRICT. 


Mr. BRIGGS presented a petition, praying the 
abolition of slavery in the District of Columbia. 
Mr. WISE demanded the question of reception, 
and inquired whether it was the understanding 
of the Chair, that all the memorials heretofore 
presented, and those to be hereafter offered, were, 
as a matter of course, to be referred to the select 
committee, under Mr. Pincxney’s resolution? 
The CHAIR replied, that the memorials here- 
tofore received had been referred to the select 
committee. As it regarded those to be hereafter 
offered, that question was not now before the 
House. The motion of the gentleman from Vir- 
ginia, not to receive the present petition, was in 
(order, ` 
Mr. WISE inquired whether it was competent 


The CHAIR said it was. i 
| Mr. WISE said that they could not turn the 
| wheels of time backward; an understanding of 
i the question of the abolition of slavery must be 
: had now or never. He did not consider that the 
: question of abolition was settled, or could be set- 

tled, by any evasive measures. Be it remem- 
' bered by the people of this country, that it was 
į not the people of the South, or their Representa- 
, tives, who introduced this subject before the Con- 
gress of the United States. Be it remembered, 
that it was the people of the North who got up 
abolition petitions, and their Representatives who 

resented them, that introduced that subject; and, 
| if there be agitation and agitators, the people and 
Representatives of the South are not concerned 
init. They deprecate the agitation of that sub- 
ject in Congress and elsewhere. The people of 
the South have protested against itin every form; 
you will receive those petitions, refer, 


t 


‘and legislate upon them; and it is time that the 


At the beginning of the 
: session, when the States were first called for reg- 
olutions, be it remembered by all, that a gentle- 
man from Maine [Mr. Janvis] offered resolutions 


F 
sS- 


upon the subject; and when the whole subject 


; that, | was brought before the House by the northern 
| Spirit to the test when, and where, and how he | 


Representatives, were southern men to be silent? 
Ift e Representatives of the South had remained 
| silent when the subject of legislation upon south- 
| ern rights was brought up by northern Repre- 
; sentatives, they would have been recreant to their 
| constituents and to the whole South. Strange, in- . 
deed, was it that a southern man should make a 


| charge of agitation against the South, and come 


_ forward with an evasive proposition, at a time 
ı When gentlemen were ready to give the southern 


That a 


| southern Representative should have done so was 
| astonishing, and he hissed him and spurned him 


‘| as a deserter from the 


i 


principles of the South ! 

The SPEAKER called Mr. Wise to order, 
and said that the gentleman must take his seat. 
Mr. Wise remained standing, and the Speaker 
repeated that he was called to order, and he must 
be seated. Mr. Wise still remained on the floor, 
and the Speaker, in reiterating the call to order, 
Appeoa to the House to sustain the deaorum of 
the body. 

Various members in every part of the Houso 
EO calléd to order, and Mr. Wise resumed his 
seat. ws 
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Mr. WILLIAM B. SHEPARD moved thatthe || nor to insult him personally; but he had a right 


gentleman have leave to proceed. 
Mr. GARLAND, of 


as and nays; which were ordered. l 


to characterize his acts in what terms he pleased. ` 


wisiana, called for the || Mr. W. said he did usç the words, ‘‘ hiss him as 


a deserter from the principles of the South;” and 


Mr. ADAMS said he understood the usual | if he could not characterize his measures in such 


course to be, that the words of the gentleman 
must be taken down, and then he must be asked 
whether he acknowledged those to be his words; 
and he moved that the words be taken down, and 
the gentleman so interrogated. 

The CHAIR said he had directed the Clerk to 
take down the words of the gentleman, and they 
would be read. 

The words were then read by the Clerk, as 
follows: ‘He hissed him and spurned him as a: 
deserter from the principles of the South.” j 


Mr. WISE denied having used those words. `, 


Mr. GRANGER asked if the House must not » 
then pass upon those words, and say whether they | 
were the words of the gentleman or not? | 

The CHAIR said yes. j 

Mr. PATTON said he must hear witnesses | 
before he could decide, as he did not hear the | 
gentleman. ; 

Mr. WISE then asked leave to explain; which 
leave being granted, 

Mr. W. said he thanked the House most kindly 
for their indulgence. He thanked them, and was 
gratified to see that there was no power upon the 
throne, nor beneath the throne, that could tie the 
tongue of debate. He would not pretend to say 
what words he did utter; but he would say what 
he did not; and there were words taken down 
which he was reminded he had not said. He 
hoped the House would take the usual course, 
and that it would not make an. example of so 
humble a person as himself. 

Mr. ADAMS said he understood the gentle- 
man to deny the words taken down; but, if Mr. 
A. understood the gentleman correctly, he said he 
was not able to say what words he had uttered. 

Mr. WISE remarked that, although he could 
not undertake to say, precisely, the words he had 
used, he did undertake to say that he had not | 
used the words taken down. J 

Mr. PATTON did not deny the right of the | 
House to take the question, but he could not vote 
on the question pro or con. 

Mr. BOULDIN asked to be excused from vot- | 
ing, because he was not within hearing when the 
words were spoken. He did not expect to get by | 
testimony the exact words spoken with the con- 
text, withouft which the meaning of no wordscan | 
he sufficiently understood to say certainly whether 
they be in order or out of order. 

Mr. ADAMS said he was under the necessity ` 
of asking to be excused from voting on the ques- 
tion, because he could not say whether they were ; 
the words of the gentleman or not. As the gen- 
tleman had denied them, his impression would be | 
that they were not his words; but the rights of 
two members were involved in the question: the 
rights of the gentleman from Virginia, | 
and the rights of the member injured and insulte 
if the words were used. If in denying the words ; 
the gentleman had stated that he meant nothing ' 
personal, he would have been satisfied. 

Mr. WISE said he did not know th 


at he had | 


a right to explain, as the right had been refused |; 


him by the Chair. 
The CHAIR said the gentleman had a right to 
explain, if he chose to avail himself of it. ‘ 
Mr. WISE thanked the Chair most graciously. | 
He meant to make no personal attack upon the ! 
gentleman from South Carolina, [Mr. PincrNer.] | 


He meant to attack his resolution—to maintain `! 


tke principles of his own (Mr. W’s.) resolution, 
and the principles of the South. He meant to! 


characterize the course of the gentleman as trea- |; 


son to the South. He did not attack his motives; i 
God only knew his motives. If there be in this : 
House a Judas Iscariot, who has received his ; 
thirty pieces of silver, he knew it not. 

Mr. PINCKNEY here rose and interrupted the | 
remarks of Mr. Wise. Sir, (said he,) this mat-.. 
ter is progressing rather too far. Task the per- , 
mission of the House to say a word or two. 

The CHAIR called to order. The gentleman | 
from Virginia was in possession of the floor. 

Mr. WISE continued: He wished to be dis- | 


i terms, he could not understand what was the 
freedom of speech. If there was anything odious 
in the terms he had used towards the gentleman, 
he disclaimed it. - 

The CHAIR then varied the words according 
to the terms just avowed by the gentleman, viz: 
‘* He hissed him as a deserter from the principles 


> of the South.’’ 


After some further explanations by the Speak- | 
: er, in answer to inquiries by Messrs. Wisg, Pat- 
Ton, and Vinton, 
Mr. PINCKNEY expressed the hope that the | 
i gentleman from Virginia would be permitted to 
proceed. 
'” The CHAIR said that the pending question 
: could not be debated. 
| Mr. INGERSOLL next attempted to address 
! the House, but was called to order, and took his 


' seat. id 
_ Mr. W. B. SHEPARD withdrew his motion. 
to permit the gentleman from Virginia to proceed. 
r. WISE again repeated that the words . 
, which he had used were, ‘that in reference to 
the course of the member from South Carolina, 
{Mr. Pincxney,] he hissed him as a deserter from ` 
the principles of the South on the abolition ques- | 
tion.” 
The SPEAKER decided these remarks out of 
order. 

Mr. WISE appealed from the decision of the 
Chair, but subsequently withdrew the appeal. 
Mr. BELL moved that Mr. Wise be permitted 

to proceed with his remarks. ` 
i r. GARLAND, of Virginia, called for the 
. yeas and nays; which were ordered; and were 
as follows: 
YEAS + Messrs. Hemay Allen, Ashley, Bailey, Beale, 
Bell, Bond, Bouldin, Boyd, Briggs 
William B. Calhoun, Campbell, Garter, ohn Chambers, | 
; Childs, Nathaniel H. Claiborne, Clark, Cleveland, Coffee, 
: Coles, Conner, Corwin, Cushing, Deberry, Denny, Drom- 
| goole, Everett, Forester, French, William K. Fuller, Gal- 
| braith, James Garland, Rice Garland, Glascock, Graham, 
| pranger Graves, Grennell, Griffin, Hiland Hall, H 
ard 
i kins, Haynes, Heister, Holsey, Howard, Hunt, Huntsman, 
Ingersoll, Jenifer, Joseph Johnson, Henry Johnson, Kin- 
nard, Lawler, Lawrence, Lay, Love, Loyall, Lucas, Lyon, 
John Y. Mason, Maury, McComas, McKay, McKennan, 
Mercer, Milligan, Morgan, Morris, Owens, Patton, James 
A. Pearce, Pettigrew, Peyton, Phillips, Pickens, Pinckney, | 
| Potts, Reed, Rencher, Roane, Robertson, Russell, William | 


i! defer, Steele, Storer, Taliaferro, Thomas, John Thomson, | 
Waddy Thompson, Towns, Turner, Underwood, Vinton, 
| Webster, White, Lewis Williams, and Sherrod Williams— 


i NAYS — Messrs. Adams, Ash, Bean, Beanmont, Boon, 
Brown, Bynum, Cambreleng, Carr, Casey, Bovee, George 
Chambers, Chaney, Chapin, Craig, Cramer, Crane, Cush- 

| man, Darlington, Dickerson, Doubleday, Dunlap, Effner, ` 

| Fairfield, Farlin, Fowler, Fry, Philo C. Fuller, Gillet, 

! Grantland, Haley, Joseph Hall, Hamer, Samuel 8. Harri- 

; Son, Hazeltine, Henderson, Hoar, Hubley, Huntington, 

| Ingham, William Jackson, Jabe:. Jackson, Janes, Jarvis, 

| Richard M. Johnson, Cave Johnson, Benjamin Jones, Jud- : 

! son, Kennon, Kilgore, Lane, Lansing, Gideon Lee, Joshua : 

į Lee, Thornas Lee, Leonard, Lincoln, Abijah Mann, Job : 

! Mann, Manning, Martin, William Mason, Moses Mason, . 

| Sampson Mason, May, McKeon, McKim, McLene, Miller, 

Montgomery, Muhlenberg, Page, Parker, Parks, Patterson, 

| Dutee J. Pearce, Phelps, John Reynolds, Joseph Reynolds, 

| Schenck, Seymour, Shinn, Sickles, Sprague, Sutherland, ' 

Taylor, Toucey, Turrili, Wagener, Wardwell, Weeks, and : 

Whittlesey—92. ' 

So the House decided that Mr. Wrse should | 
be permitted to proceed in his remarks, | 
Mr. WISE rose to address the House, but | 
Mr. VINTON made a question of order. He | 
eontended that, under the resolution of Mr. 
| Pinckney, it was incompetent for the gentleman 
from Virginia to raise the question of the recep- ` 
tion of this petition, that resolution having de- : 
clared that all petitions which should hereafter be 
presented should be referred to the select com- | 
mittee appointed on the subject. | 
The SPEAKER explained the grounds of his , 
decision. Under the resolution adopted by the 

House, the Chair considered that ali the petitions 

which had heretofore been received or offered, 

and their contents stated, were referred to the ` 
select committee. The present petition had been | 
proposed to be offered for the first time; and the | 


tinctly understood that he did not attack the | 
motives of the gentleman from South Carolina, | 


Chair proceeded to assign the reasons which, 
under the peculiar state of the case, had induced . 


Bunei Jobn Calhoon, |; 


ammond, | 
Hardin, Harlan Harper, Albert G. Harrison, Haw- j 
? d 


i B. Shepard, Augustine H. Shepperd, Shields, Sloane, Stan- |; 


ł 


‘the Union. 
' refer every petition on this subject te a select 


` acce 


the decision, ‘that it was competent to make the 

uestion Which had been raised by the gentleman 
Roin Virginia [Mr. Wise] on the presentation of 
this memorial. 

The decision of the Chair was sustained by 
Messrs. WISE, JENIFER, and PEYTON; and 
opposed by Messrs. BYNUM, CHAMBERS | 
of Pennsylvania, BRIGGS, FRENCH, and 
HAWES. 

In the discussion of the point of order, Mr. 
Pinckney was called upon by Mr. Bynum to 
state the objects which he had in view in offer- 
ing his resolution, and in reply, Mr. P. stated, 
that he meant to embrace all the petitions which 
had been offered, and which should hereafter be 
presented or proposed to be offered, with the 
especial object of putting a stop to a discussion 
which he decmed exceedingly dangerous to the 
interests of the South, and to the perpetuity of 
He intended by his resolution to 


committee, in order that a report should be made, 
which would he satisfactory to the South, and 

pliable to the North. He hoped the House 
would act consistently, and send all the petitions 
which might be offered to the committee. If the 
decision of the Chair should be sustained, his 
object in offering the resolution would be frus- 
trated, and the House would be thrown into con- 
fusion, and the discussion which he contemplated 
to arrest would be continued. Had he supposed 
that this interpretation would have been put upon 


‘his resolution, he should never have submitted it. 


: should be discussed in Congress. 


While on the floor, Mr. P. hoped (he said) 
that he would be permitted to reply to an unpro- 
voked, wanton, and unjustifiable assault, made 
upon him by a member from Virginia, [Mr. Wise.] 

The CHAIR said the question pending was a 
point of order on an appeal from a decision of 
the Speaker. The gentleman from South Caro- 
lina [Mr. Prycxney] could not be permitted, at 
this time, to reply to remarks made on another 
subject... 

Mr. PEYTON suggested that the gentleman, 
from South Carolina should be permitted by the 
House to proceed in his contemplated remarks. 

Objection being made, 

Mr. PINCKNEY said this was a matter per- 
sonal to himself. His own self-respect would 


‘ induce him to refrain from replying to the extreme 
‘ and violent 


ersonalities of the gentleman from 
Virginia, unless agreeable to the House. 

Further objection being made, Mr. Pincgyer 
resumed his seat. ; 

Before any question was taken on the appeal 
from the decisien of the Chair, 

Mr. GILLET (who had obtained the floor) 
remarked, that he did not desire, nor did his con- 
stituents desire, that the question of abolition 
He did not, 
therefore, rise to make a speech; but as the ques- 


; tions of order, growing out of the presentation of 


an abolition petition, had occupied the House 

until the sia. hour of adjournment, he moved 

that the House adjourn; which was agreed to. 
The House then adjourned. 


_ INSENATE. 
Tuespar, February 16, 1836. 
Mr. TYLER presented the petition of William 


' B. Chamberlayne; which was referred to the 


Committee on Revolutionary Claims. 

Mr. CLAYTON presented the memorial of 
sundry citizens of Delaware, praying for the erec- 
tion of piers for the protection of the Chesapeake 
and Ohio canal; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on. Commerce. 

Mr. TIPTON presented the memorial of the 
General Assembly of Indiana, praying Congress 
to grant lands to the militia and rangers who 
served in the late Indian wars; which was referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a memorial from the same, on the subject 
of asurvey for a railroad; which was referred to 
the Committee on Roads and Canals. 

Also, the memorial of sundry citizens of Indi- 
ana, praying for the cntension of the benefits of 
the preempuee laws; also, the petition of Adam 

eel. 


Mr. LINN said, I hold in my hand, which I 
am requested to present to the Senate, certain 
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thousand dollars, for which he wishes relief. The 
situation of this gallant man is truly deplorable. 
He is now entirely ruined in fortune; his property 
all sold by the sheriff and constable, and deprived 
by a construction of our laws of that pension for 


his support which was awarded him for his ser- . 


vices in defense of his aay His feelings are 
so vividly portrayed in the foliowing letter to me, 
that I would claim the indulgence of the Senate 
while I read it: 

“ My story is a short one. F tost the money, and the con- 
stable and the shcviff have recently sold all my goods and 
chattels. The pension whieh Iam entitled to by law I have 
not drawn for several years. T served the country in com- 


mission twenty-one years. I entered the Army with two | 


arms, and came out with oae. All I ask of the Government 
is to have my accounts balanced, and I will relinquish all | 
claims to the end of the chapter for a pension. If this 
cannot be granted. Fhave nothing to pay with but flesh ~how 
many pounds I will not undertake to say. What Ihave 
however, is now, as it always has been, at the service of my 
country, either in the field, or in jail, as those in authority 
may please to direct. If there is to be a fight with the 
French, I will work out the balance I owe in the war, or pay 
it off by installments of arms and legs, at as reasonable a 
rate as the state of the market wil justify. My intellectual 
properties are to be filed in on the score of patriotism and 
fame. There may appear something like levity in my style, 
but, in substance, there is truth and gravity of a painful 
character. 

“ Will you be pleased te write me aline or two, and give 
me your opinion in the case? 

“Tam organizing an emigrating 
Texas. They may get a league o 
tract six feet by twa.” 


The documents were then referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 


REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 


Mr. TYLER, from the Committee on the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, to which had been recommitted 
the bill for the relief of the corporations of the 
District of Columbia, reported a bill in lieu there- 
of; which was read, and ordered to a second 
reading. 

Mr. BUCHANAN, from the Committee on the 
Judiciary, made an unfavorable report on the | 
petition of Thomas Tenant, and others, ef Bal- | 
timore. i 

Mr. B. said this was a claim that had been | 
several times before the Senate. It had been be- 
fore the board of commissioners, and they had ` 
reported against it; and now to open that report, 
there waa no telling what it would lead to. 

Mr. CLAYTON, from the Committee on the 
Judiciary, to which the subject had been referred 


Party of young men for 
land each, or enter a 


by a resolution of the Senate, reported a joint . 


resolution, fixing the succeeding terms of the 

- meeting and adjournment of Congress; which 
was read, and ordered to a second reading, 

(The resolution provides that the annual meet- 

ings of Congress shall hereafter be on the first 

Mondays of November in each year, and that 


the adjournments of each session shall be on the | 


second Mondays of May.) 

Mr. DAVIS, from the Committee on Com- 
merce, reported a bill for the relief of A. & J. 
Dennistown, of New Orleans; which was read, 
and ordered to a second reading. 


RESOLUTIONS. 
_ Mr. EWING, of Illinois, submitted the follow- 
ing resolution; which was considered and agreed 
to: 
Resolved, That the Secretary of War communicate to 
the Senate the report of a survey of a toad, made during 


the summer of 1835, from Chicago, in the State of Illinois, 
to Green Bay, in the Territory of Michigan. 


Mr. KING, of Alabama, submitted the fol- 


lowing resolution; which was considered and j! 


agreed to: 


Resolved, That the President of the United States be re- 
quested to cause the Senate to be informed, whether any 
firther defenses are proposed to be erected at Key West 
and Mobile Bay ; and, if so, whether it is expedient to com- 
mence such works this year, and the amount necessary to 
be appropriated for these ebjects. > 


| The resolution submitted by Mr. Porres, con- | 


. templating the setting apart of the Friday of 
each week for the consideration of bills, was laid 
on the table. 

LADIES IN THE LOBBY. 


The resolution submitted by Mr. BUCHANAN, | 


for giving each Senator the privilege to introduce | 


three ladies into the circular lobby, was taken up | 


for consideration. 
Mr. 

which motion was lost. 

` Mr. KNIGHT moved to amend it by striking 


: out the word “ ladies, ”” and inserting ‘* persons.” | 
After some remarks from Messrs. BUCHAN- :; 
AN, KNIGHT, KING of Alabama, and POR- | 


TER, 

Mr. LINN moved to amend the amendment 
by providing that the circular gallery be appro- 
priated to ladies and persons accompanying them, 

and allowing to each Senator the privilege of 
| admitting three persons into the lobby. 
| After some further conversation between 

Messrs. BUCHANAN, KNIGHT, and TIP- 
TON 

Mr. BUCHANAN modified his resolution so 
as to allow each Senator to admit two ladies 
instead of three. 

Mr. PORTER then moved to refer the subject 
to a committee of three members; which motion 
i was lost—yeas 13, nays 22. 


The question being taken on the amendment of 


Mr. Kyicut, it was lost—yeas 19, nays 20. 


TIPTON moved to lay it on the table; ` 


The question being on Mr. Linw’s amendment, | 


Mr. NAUDAIN moved to amend it by striking 
‘ out the latter part, which allows each Senator to 


admit three persons; and aftcr some remarks’ 


from 
i Messrs. NILES, WRIGHT, and CALHOUN, 
‘ the question was taken, and decided in the nega- 
| tive—yeas 19, nays 25; as follows: 


YEAS — Messrs. Benton, Clayton, Grundy, Hendricks, | 


i Hill, Hubbard, Linn, McKean, Moore, Morris, Porter, Pren- 
tiss, Ruggles, Shepley, Tallmadge, Tipton, Webster, White, 
and Wright—19. 


Clay, Crittenden, Davis, Ewing of Hlinois, Ewing of Ohio, 
Goldsborough, Kent, King of Alabama, King of Georgia, 
Knight, Leigh, Mangum, Naudain, Niles, Preston, Robbins, 
Southard, Swift, Tomlinson, Tyler, and Wal!—95. 
The question was next taken on Mr. Linn’s 
i amendment; and it was lost—yeas 12, nays 31; 
_as follows: 
YEAS—Messrs. Benton, Hendricks, Hill, Hubbard, Linn, 
Porter, Prentiss, Ruggles, Shepicy, Tallmadge, Tipton, and 
| Wright—12. 
| 
i 


NAYS— Messrs. Black, Brown, Buchanan, Calhoun, 


Clay, Clayton, Crittenden, Davis, Ewing of Oiio, Ewing 


of Hlinois, Goldsborough, Grundy, Kent, King of Alabama, ; 


King of Georgia, Knight, Leigh, McKean, Mangum, Moore, 
Naudain, Niles, Preston, Robbins, Southard, Swift, Tomlin- 
| son, Tyler, Wail, Webster, and White—31. 


nays 24; as follows: 


YEAS — Messrs. Black, Brown, Buchanan, Cathoun, 
; Clay, Crittenden, Davis, Ewing of Ohio, Ewing of Iitinois, 
: Goldshorough, Kent, King of Alabama, King of Georgia. 
' Knight, Mangum, Preston, Robbing, ‘Tomlinson, Tyler, an 
|: Wall—29. 
NAYS — Messrs. Benton, Clayton, Grundy, Hendricks, 
| Hill, Hubbard, Leigh, Linn, McKean, Moore, Morris, Nau- 
' dain, Niles 
: Swit, Tallmadge, Tipton, Webster, White, and Wright 


SLAVERY IN THE DISTRICT. 


| The order of the day, being the petition of the 
j ey of Friends of Lancaster, Poikani 
i to abolish slavery in the District of Columbia, 
: was then taken up. ; i 
Mr. LEIGH said he had seen in a morning 
i paper a gt odd account of an accident that oe- 
| curred at t 


| sages: 

“ Mr. N. proceeded till he got to Mr. Leieu, to whom he 

; ascribed an expression in regard to abolition at the North. 
‘ Mr. LEIGH explained. He had uttered no such words 

: aad no such sentiment. 

“Mr. N. waived a reply, and proceeded through his 
|| manuscript, interspersing and closing it with various ex- 
{, temporaneous comments. When he had done, at half-past 
i| four o'clock, 

“ Mr. LEIGH again repeated that he had uttered nosuch 


NAYS — Messrs. Black, Brown, Buchanan, Calboun, 


The question was then taken on the original | 
‘ resolution; and decided in the negative—yeas 20, | 


> Porter, Preston, Ruggles, Shepicy, Southard, : 


e close of yesterday’s debate. He | 
| then read from the Telegraph the following pas- | 


According to this account (said Mr. Leren) 
the grossest of all insults was intentionally given 
to me, and patiently submitted to, I cannot suffer 
this account to pass unnoticed. The substance 
of the conversation was this: 

After the Senator from Connecticut concluded 
his remarks, I rosc, and, referring to that passage 


‘in hia speech in which he professed to state what 
‘had said in the debate on this subject—the pas- 


iof my remarks. 


1 


| 


i words 


| though I did not then (nor do I now) believe the 


‘what I did sa 


sage ending with attributing to me a declaration 
that Dr. Channing’s book had convinced me that 
there was something rotten in Denmark—I said 
that I had understood the Senator from Connec- 
ticut to say he had not heard my speech; and he 
signified that I had understood him aright. Ithen 
said, that I supposed he must have found the sen- 
timents he imputed to me in some printed account 
He assented. I asked him 
where?. He answered, in the Globe. I then re- 
marked, that I had hardly ever taken the trouble 
to correct misrepresentations of my conductor lan- 
guage in the newspapers, simply becausc, what- 
ever public man should undertake that task would 
have to devote his whole time to it; but that, when 
language and sentiments which I never uttered 
were imputed to me by a Senator in his place, 
and in my hearing, to permit such a misstatement 
to pass without correction would be to acknowl- 
edge its justness. That, therefore, I desired of 
the Senator from Connecticut, as an act of justice 
to me, that when he should publish his speech 
he would put a note on the passage alluded to, 
informing his readers that I declared in my place 
that I had uttered no such words and no such sen- 
timents, 

The Senator from Connecticut said, he had 
taken his information as to what I had said from 
a report in the Globe, which he took to bea very 
honest paper; and that, if I would satisfy him that 
I had not delivered such sentiments, he would 
run his pen through the whole passage; he would 
expunge it. 

The requisition on me to satisfy him (after what 
had passed) was, to be sure, taking the Senator’s 
in their natural import, offensive enough, 


offense was intended. But I rose, and said I had 
not intended to take, and certainly should not 


| take, the least pains to satisfy him; that all I desired 


was, not to be misunderstood by the public; and 
that, if the language and sentiments which the 
Senator had ascribed to me were imputed to me 
by the report of my speech in the Globe, it was 
a gross, and, I did not doubt, a willful misrepre- 


‘sentation; that it imputed to me that which was 


not. only never said by me, but the reverse of 
A as every gentleman who heard. 
the speech could avouch; and, in truth, I had not 
supposed it possible that any human being could 
misunderstand the temper of that speech. 

After some remarks from Mr. N LES, 

Mr. LEIGH rose and asked the gentleman to 
say, explicitly, whether he intended to doubt the 
sincerity of his disclaimer of the language and 
sentiments ascribed to him? 

Mr. NILES said that he already denied having 
any such intention; that he never pretended to 
give the precise words made use of by the gentle- 
man, but only the construction which he thought 
they were fairly susceptible of. 

Mr. LEIGH replied that in that case he had 
no further remark to make, except that he was 
wonder-struck that any human being could put, 


. such aconstruction upon the portion of his remarks 
in 


uestion. 


r. MANGUM move 


I i d to postpone the further 
consideration of th Í 


e order of the day, as Mr: 


: Buacx, who had the floor, was too much indis- 
: posed to address the Senate; which motion was. 
: agreed to. 


REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 
The reports of several of the standing commit- 
tees, unfavorable to various petitions that had 
been referred to them, were severally considered 


| and agreed to. 
| The bill to authorize George Whitman and John 


1886. ` 


B. Lamar, to import free óf duty an iron steam- 
boat in detached parts; : ; 

The bill for the relief of Sebastian Butcher and 
others; — ed . ` 

The bill providing for the execution of the sur- 
"r of certain public lands; and 

he bill for the relief of Andrew Knox; were | 
severally read the second time, and considered 
as in Committee of the Whole, and ordered to a 
third reading. 

The Senate then adjourned. 

Note by the Reporter.—The words, “there is something 
rotten in mark,” were not used in the report of the 
Globe; and Mr. Nixes explicitly said at the time, when first 
requested by Mr. Leren to explain, that he did not attempt 
to give that gentleman’s language, but was only expressing 
his understanding of the import of it. An extract from the 
full report of the National Intelligencer, understood to have 
been made out by Mr. Leta himself, with an extract from 


the brief synopsis of the same speech given in the Globe, | 


is annexed, that Mr. L. may judge whether in this instance 
there has been a willful misrepresentation of bis language. 
Extract from the Intelligencer. 

t T have since read the book itself; its title is ‘ Slavery 
by William E. Channing,’ printed at Boston, 1835; and i 
must say that I have never risen from the perusal of any 
hook with a feeling of deeper sorrow. It has had the effect 
of weakening the chief remaining ground of ho a 
mind, that the incendiary schemes of the Abolitonists in - 
the northern States—the system of agitation they have 
organized—the war they are kindling against the peace and 
happiness of the South and the harmony of the Union— 
would be effectually counteracted and suppressed by the ' 
efforts of our feliow-citizcos of the non-slaveholding 
States.” 

Extract from the Globe. 

` & Since that debate he had read a book, entitled ‘ Slavery,’ 
by a Mr. E. Channing, of Boston. He had never read any 
paper that fillad his mind with a deeper sorrow. * *. * 
"his book (said Mr. L.) has impaired in my breast the strong 
hepe founded on the belief, deduced from conversations 
with intelligent gentlemen from non-slaveholding States, 
that that intelligence and good sense would be exerted to 
suppress this cause of mischief and agitation throughout 
the Union.” 


HOUSE OE REPRESENTATIVES. | 
Twespay, February 16, 1836. 


Lands, reported a bill granting a quantity of land 
to aid the States of iifinois and Indiana in the, 
improvement of the Great Wabash river; which | 
was read twice and committed. i 

Mr. DUNLAP, from the Committee on Public | 
Lands, reported a bill for the relief of John Dav- | 
lin; which was read twice and committed. | 

Mr. CAMBRELENG, from the Committee of | 
Ways and Means, reported the following bills; | 
which were read twice and committed: 

A bill authorizing the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury to act as the agent of the United States in all 
matters relating to their stock in the Bank of the | 
United States; and 

A bill to repeal the fourteenth section of the | 


act incorporating the subscribers to the Bank of | 
the United States, approved April 10, 1816. | 
Mr. HOAR, from the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, reported the following bills; which i 
were read twice and committed: 
A bill for the relief of Margaret Reynolds; 
A bill for the relief of John Casey; and 
A bill for the relief of Coleman A. Collier. l 


Mr. MILLIGAN, from the Committee on Na- | 


val Affairs, reported a bill for the relief of Sam- 
uel Hambleton; which was read twice and com- | 
mitted. ! 
Mr. STORER, from the Committee on Revo- | 
lutionary Pensions, reported a bill for the relief i 
of William Foxworthy; which was read twice | 
and committed. | 
. Mr. HOWARD, from the Committee on For- | 
eign Affairs, reported a bill respecting discrimin- | 
ating duties upon Belgian vessels, and to refund . 


part of the duties paid by Belgian vessels; which |; should he stop here, but he should go on to ex- |) 


was read twice and committed. | 

Mr. MASON, of Virginia, from the Committee | 
on Foreign Affairs, reported without amendment | 
the bill from the Senate for the relief of Mary | 


O’Sullivan; and the same was committed. |i 
Mr. MUHLENBERG, from the Committee on /| 


Revolutionary Claims, reported a bill for the relief | 
of Elizabeth Hunt, heir of Captain William Hen- | 
dricks; which was read twice and committed. | 

Mr. TAYLOR, from the Committee on Invalid | 
Pensions, reported a bill granting arrearages of 
pension to Ellen Ahern Schmuck; which was 
read twice and committed. l 


in my ` 


t] 
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Mr. MILLER, from the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, reported a bill granting a pension to 
William C. Beard, late a captain in the United 
States Army; which was read twice and com- 
mitted. 

On motion by Mr. GRAYSON, and at the in- 
stance of the Committee on Naval Affairs, the 


‘ Committee of the Whole House was discharged 


from the further consideration of the bill for the 
. establishmentof anavy-yard at Charleston, South 


‘| Carolina; and the same was committed to the 
‘| Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union. 


Mr. PEARCE, of Rhode Island, from the select 
' committee appointed on the subject, reported a 
‘bill for the relief of the officers and soldiers who 


served in the Rhode Island brigade in the revo- | 
lutionary war, their heirs and assigns; which was | 


: read twice and committed. 
Mr. ALLAN, of Kentucky, from the select 


! committee raised on the subject, made a report, | 


` accompanied by a bill to extend the provisions 
` of the act supplementary to the act for the relief 
of certain surviving officers and soldiers of the rev- 


olutionary war, approved 7th June, 1832; which | 


; was read twice and committed. 


to print five thousand extra copies of the last 
‘ report and bill; which was agreed to. 


Mr. WHITTLESEY, from the Committee of ` 
Claims; Messrs. CRAIG and TURRILL, from | 


the Committee on Revolutionary Claims; Messrs. 


© STORER, and HARRISON of Pennsylvania, 


| from the Committee on Revolutionary Pensions; 


Mr. LINCOLN, from the Committee on the Public | 


Lands; Mr. BEAUMONT, from the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions; and Mr. LYON, from the 
Committee on Indian Affairs, made unfavorable 
reports upon various memorials and petitions; 
iw hich were laid on the table. 
| POST OFFICE DEPARTMENT. 


The House resumed the consideration of the 


| resolution offered by Mr. Smiru, of Maine, pro- 
Mr. CASEY, from the Committee on Public | 


posing to take from the files of the House and 
print the letter of the late Hon. William T. Barry, 


ast day of the last session of Congress. 

Mr. MASON, of Ohio, withdrew his motion | 
for the reading of the letter. 

Mr. HAWES renewed the motion, but subse- 
quently withdrew it. 

Mr. EVERETT regretted being under the ne- | 
cessity of making any remarks on this letter, but 
|| he felt compelled to oppose the motion to print 
this paper. It was not addressed to that House, 
and required no action of that body, being in the 
| form of an appeal to the people. He put to the 
| House this suggestion, whether they would print 
| the reply of an individual to the report of one of 
Mr. E. cited some para- 


| its own committees? 


i cerned. (Mr. E. was a member of the Select 
Committee on the Post Office.) 

Mr. HAWES said this was indeed a singular 
Maine, [Mr. Smirn;] and in the discussion o 
this question Mr. H. should neither spare his | 
feelings, nor the feelings of any member upon | 
that floor, or any one in the House, or out of it, l 
| so long as he could keep himself within the rules | 
| of order. 
In order that this question might be plainly | 
‘understood by every member of the House, he | 
i should give a brief relation of it, and of the part | 
| token by the gentleman from Maine during the | 
: recess of Congressin relation to this matter. Nor : 


ee ae the world the part that gentleman had | 
‘acted. 

i __It was generally known that the Post Office 
Department of this Government was considered ; 
mismanaged, and its funds misapplied, and that, 
by order of that House, a committee had been 
appointed to investigate its concerns. During ; 
the recess of the last Congress, he, together with 
the gentleman who had just addressed the House, | 
i and other members who had been appointed the 
committee on that occasion, made a laborious 
investigation, and two reports of the majority 


Mr. CARTER, on leave, submitted a motion | 


resented to the House of Representatives on the | 


| graphs in the letter, the purport of which was to || 
censure the proceedings of the committee, and | 
| replied thereto, so far as he himself was con- | 


| proceeding on the part of the gentleman from | 
f| 
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and scattered through the nation. The people, 
therefore, were as well informed of the facts cone 
tained in those reports as their Representatives 
After the committee had made their reports, and 
| a large number of them had been printed by order 
: of the House, and circulated throughout the coun- 
try, the then Postmaster General of the United 
States, now no more, whose friend Mr. H. was 
while living, and whose memory he held dear, 
now dead, upon the last night of the last session 
` of Congress addressed a communication, not to 
, that House, but to the people of this country, 
| justifying himself against what he was pleased 
to call an attack made upon him by the commit- 
‘tee. A proposition was now made by the gentle- 
_man from Maine, that this communication, which 
had been already printed in nearly all the public 
| journals of the United States, should be printed 
y order of that House, and that the House should 
become the organ through which anattack was to 
be made upon a committee constituted by itself, and 
appointed by its Speaker. When the gentleman 
first offered this proposition, amounting to no 
more nor less than that the House should sub- 
| scribe to the doctrines therein contained, and 
thus tear up the bones of the dead, Mr. H. felt 
it his duty, as an individual member of the House 
| implicated in the charges and instrumental in 
making the report, to ask that gentleman to with- 
draw it. Mr. H. did so, as the late Postmaster 
General slept in his grave, and it wag not the part 
li of afriend to wish to arraign his bones again before 
‘| the people of the country. What the gentleman 
expected to gain by this, and what he expected 
to gain by an elaborate letter addressed by him» 
: self (Mr. 8.) to the people of the United States, 
| Mr. H. would not pretend to say If he wished 
|: to be considered the defender of the dead, Mr. 
| H. would tell him he would fail of his object. 
| Nothing of that kind could happen; and the gen- 
|; tleman would find, before he got through, that 
| he had subjected, not only himself, but bis as- 
|| severations to an ordeal in which they would 
proclaimed as false ! yas 

The CHAIR called the gentleman to order. 

Mr. HAWES. I obey, sir; I beg pardon; I 
was led away by my feelings. 

By the requirement of the Chair, Mr. H. took 
his seat. 

Mr. PATTON moved that the 
Kentucky be permitted to procee 

Agreed to. 

Mr. HAWES assured the House, that he waa 
unwilling, upon any debate, ta trespass upon the 
feelings of the House generally, or upon any in- 
dividual member of it. But, God knows, every 
member of the post office committee of investi- 
gation could lay their hands upon their hearts 
' and say that in the report they made they did 
justice to the Post Office Department, to the indi- 
vidual head of it, and to the great body of the 
people of the United States. hen every indi- 
| vidual member of the committee knew they had 
done this justice, then to be charged by an indi- 
vidual member of the House with partiality, miss 
understanding, with ignorance, and with every 
thing almost within the human language of a 
denunciatory character, was more than he could 
bear. Let him ask, where did the gentleman from 
Maine obtain the vast body of information he 
professed to be in possession of in relation to this 


gentlemen from 


|| subject? Was he engaged in the Post Office De- 


partment day after day, week after week, and 
month after month, rummaging for, and wading 
through, a vast mass of documents from the com- 
mencement of the Government to the present 
time? Had he done all this, that he was to be 
permitted to put the brand of falsehood upon the 
report of the committee? He promounced the 
gentleman’s own report to be false, grossly false. 

The CHAIR called the gentleman to order for 
being personal to a member of the House. 

Mr. HAWES explained that he was not then 
speaking of the gentleman as a member of the 
House, the pamphlet to which he referred having 
been published before the present Congress was 
in esse. 

Mr. SMITH hoped the gentleman would be 


allowed to proceed. 


and minority of the committee had been made, 


The CHAIR said the rule was aa 
which he read. The gentleman had indulged in 
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a personality towards a member of the House 
and the eentieman could not proceed. 
Mr. THOMPSON, aa Carolina, appealed 
he decision of the Chair. È 
a HAWES briefly explained. After the 
cammittes on the Post Office Department had 
made their report, the gentleman from Maine had 
published a paper purporting to be (it Mr. H. 
recollected correctly )a comment upon that report 
as a private ind:vidual, and net as a member of 
that House, attempting to prove thatthe Depart- 
ment was right and theeommittee wrong. It was 
in that way Mr. H. had thrown back the impu- 
tation cast upon the report. p 

The decision of the Chair was briefly opposed 
by Messrs. EVANS, WISE, MERCER, and 
PEYTON, and sustained by 

Mr. SMITH, who, for himself, (he said,) had 
no objection that the gentleman from Kentucky 
should be allowed the utmost latitude. Ir that 
gentleman chooses to make the pamphlet to which 
he alludes the platform of a speech upon this 
floor, he (Mr. S.) would improve the opportunity 
which he hoped to have of showing that not a 
paragraph, nora sentence of the pamphict, was 
without the authority and support of the records 
of the Post Office Department itself. He would not 
travel out of that record for any proof. He hoped 
the gentleman from Kentucky would be allowed 
all the latitude that order would admit of, and the 
records of the Post Office Department shall furnish 
his (Mr. S.'s)defense to the country. 

Mr. BYNUM said he did not come there to 
settle political quarrels. If the course was to be 
continued which had been commenced, they 
should in a short time have to come to the House 
prepared to protect themselves and their charac- 
ters, as it would be out of the power of the Chair 
to protect them. If the position assumed by the 
gentleman from Tennessee {Mr. Perron] and 
the gentleman from Virginia [Mr. Wisg) be cor- 
rect, they would have scenes of confusion and 
violence on that floor, before long, which would 
be a disgrace to the country and to the American 
Congress. For his own part, he must say that, 
feeble as his health was, whenever he found that 
the Chair could not protect him in the House, he 
must come prepared to protect himself. He con- 
ceived that, whenever a remark was made per- 
sonal to any member of the House, that remark 


was out of order. Gentlernen did not come there | 


to settle questions of veracity, but to do the busi- 
ness of the nation. He thought the House had 
seen enough to be convinced that this state of 


things must be put an end to; and he conceived | 
it to be the duty of the House to sustain the | 


Chair in his effort to preserve order. 


Mr. BELL expressed a wish that the words of | 


the gentleman from Kentucky be taken down, so 
that the House might know what he was called 
to order for. 

The CHAIR said he was not bound to take 
down the words of the gentleman from Kentucky; 
but he would state that he understood him in sub- 
stance to say, that he pronounced a certain paper 
false, and attributed that paper to a member of 
the House, and stated that that member had been 
guilty of a falsehood in publishing that paper. 

Mr. HAWES said he was as much in favor of 
supporting theexertions of the Chair to preserve 
order as any member, and must say that he con- 
curred in every remark made by the gentleman 
from North Carolina, (Mr. Byycm.] Jn alluding 
to the paper published by the gentleman from 
Maine, he had said that it was “ grossly false,” 
but that paper was neither published at the ex- 
pense of the Government, nor by any member 
of that House as such; and on that account only 


he conceived the Chair took it to be a personal 
insult to a member of the House. Mr. } ay 
in allusion to that paper, and pronounced it false. 


Perhaps the gentleman did not know it to be false; | 


ang he might not have written the paper, although 
his name was signed to it; and ME H. had an 
idea that that paper was not written by the gen- 
tleman, but was written in the Post Office De- 
partment, by an officer of that Department. 

Mr. WISE moved that the House give the 
go eman from Maine (Mr. SmırH] leave to ex- 

ain. 


Mr. SMITH said, he did write the pamphlet 


alluded to, every word of it, ard was responsible ` 
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n for its and ever sentence of it would be found li Mr. HAWES, on leave, remarked, that the 


based upon, and supported by, the recorda of the | House having decided, by a large majority, that 


Post Office Department. 

The SPEAKER called for order, and Mr. S. 
thereupon took his seat. 

Mr. GILLET objeceted to the motion being re- 
ceived, 

Mr. WISE said, as the gentleman from New 
York objected, he was satisfied. ; 

Mr. HAWES believed the Speaker was right 
in calling him to order, as he understood his re- 
marks; but he again repeated, that he did not 
allude to a member of this louse; and he must 
be understood to be out of order, in assailing the 
papers of that member, when he acted as a pri- 
vate individual in publishing that paper. 

Mr. MILLER contended that the Chair was 
pertectly correct, and that it was the duty of every 
member of the House to sustain hin. A false 
issue was made to the House; and if gentemen 
were permitted to refer to written papers, with 
the names of members of Congress attached to 
them, they might attack and denounce every doc- 
ument published by gentlemen as false; and if 
that state of things was to be admitted, you might 
as weil blot out your rules. 

Mr. WADDY THOMPSON called for the 
yeas and nays; which were ordered. 

Mr. PATTON hoped the appeal would be 
withdrawn. 

Mr. WISE understood that the gentleman from 
Kentucky was called to order, first, for the irrel- 
evance of his remarks to the subject under dis- 
cussion; and second, for indecorum in debate; 
and he wished to know whether there could not 
be a division of the question? 

The CHAIR said the question could not be di- 
vided. 

Mr. WISE then asked if the words of the gen- 
tleman were taken down? 

The CHAIR said they were not; but that the 
gentleman from Virginia [Mr. Wise] could take 
them down, and send them to the Clerk’s table to 
be read. 

After some further remarks by Messrs. UN- 
DERWOOD, EVANS, WISE, HAWES, and 
BYNUM, 

Mr. GRENNELL presented the following, 


which he believed to be the words of the gentle- d 


man from Kentucky: 


“ A letter published during the recess of Congress, to 
which the name of the gentleman from Maine [Mr. Sxrrn]} 
was signed, containing a statement which, in truth and 
in fact, was grossly false.” 


The question was then put upon the appeal 


| follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Anthony, Ash, Bailey, Barton, Beale, 
| Bean, Beardsley, Beaumont, Bockee, Boon, Bovee, Boyd, 
| Briggs, Brown, bynum, Cainbreleng, Campbell, Carr, Ca- 
sey, Chaney, Chapman, Chapin, Nathaniet H. Claiborne, 
Clark, Coffee, Coles, Connor, Corwin, Cramer, Crane, 
Cushing, Cushman, Darlingion, Davis, Deberry, Denny, 
Dickerson, Doubleday, Dunlap, Effner, Fairfield, Farlin, 
Fowler, French, Pry, Philo C. Fuller, William K. Fuller, 
Galbraith, James Garland. Gillet, Grantland ‚Grayson, Gren- 
nell, Haley, Joseph Hali, Hiland fall, Hamer, Hard, Hardin, 
Harlan, Harper, Albert G. Harrison, Samuel S. Harrison, 
Hawkins, Haynes, Hazeltine, Henderson, Heister, Hoar, 
Holsey, Howard, Hubley, Hunt, Huntington, Huntsman, 
Jabez Jackson, Janes, Jarvis, Joseph Johnson, Richard M. 
Johnson, Cave Johnson, John W. Jones, Benjamin Jones, 
Judson, Kennon, Kilgore, Kinnard, Klingensmith, Lane, 
Lansing, Laporte, Lawrence, Lay, Gideon Lee, Joshua 
Lee, Thomas Lee, Leonard, Lincoin, Lucas, Lyon, Abijah 
Mann, Job Mann, Manning, Martin, William Mason, Moses 
Mason, Maury, May, McCarty, McComas, McKay, McKen- 
: non, McKeon, McKim, MeLene, Miller, Milligan, Mont- 
gomery, Moore, Morgan, Morris, Muhlenberg, Owens, 
| Page, Parker, Patterson, Dutee J. Pearce, James A. Pearce, 
| Pettigrew, Phelps, Phillips, Pinckney, Potts, John Reynolds, 
; Joseph Reynolds, Roane, Rogers, 
mour, Augustine H. 
Spangler, Sprague, 
_ Thomas, John T 
Vanderpoel, 
' Weeks—159. 
NAYS — Messrs. Adams, Heman Allen, Banks, Bell, 
Bond, Bouldin, Bunch, John Calhoon, William B. Calhoun, 
' Carter, John Chambers, Dromgoole, Evans, Everett, Rice 
_ Garland, Glascock, Graham, Granger, 
"mond, Hannegan, Henry Johnson, 
` Love, Loyall, Sampson Mason, Mercer, Patton, Peyton, 
Pickens, Robertson, Slade, Standefer, Taliaferro, Waddy 
. Thompson, Vinton, White, Whittlesey, Sherrod Williama, 
and Wise —42. 

' So the decision of the Chair was sustained. 
Mr. WISE moved that the gentleman from 
< Kentucky [Mr. Hawes] be permitted to proceed, 
in order. 


Shepperd, Shinn, Sickles, Sloan, 
Steele, Storer, Sutherland, Taylor, 
homson, Toucey, Turner, Underwood 
Wagener, Ward, Wardwell, Webster, an 


i from the decision of the Chair, and deci ; ; : : 
ae = decided as: firmation of certain land titles; which was refer- 


Russell, Schenck, Sey- ` 


Graves, Griffin, Ham- : 
Lawler, Luke Lea, : 
' agreed to, 


} 


the words used by him were out of order, he 
submitted cheerfully to that decision. So far as 
he was concerned, he would in future endeavor 
not to infringe those rules of order and proceed- 
ing, so essential to the transaction of the public 
business. If it should be the pleasure of the 
House to permit him to procced with the discus- 
sion to-morrow, he should carefully guard against 
any infringement of the rule of order. 
he House determined that the gentleman from 
Kentucky should be permitted to proceed, when 
the subject next came up for consideration. 
The CHAIR then announced the special order, 
being the bill from the Senate forthe relief of the 


SUFFERERS BY THE FIRE IN NEW YORK. 


The question pending was the motion of Mr. 
Harpw, to strike out the first proviso in the first 
section, which is in the following words: 

Provided, That those who are within the provision of 
this section, but who may have paid their bonds subsequent 
to the late fire, shall also be entitled to the benefit of this 
section, and that the said bouds shall be renewed from tho 
day when the same were paid, and said payments refunded.’; 

Mr. PHILLIPSaddressed the House at length 
in favor of the general principles of the bill, and 
in opposition to the pending amendment. He 
also replied to the remarks made on a former day 
by the gentlemen from Kentucky and Rhode 
Island, [Messrs. Harpy and Pearce.] 

When Mr. P. had concluded, on motion by Mr. 
GRAVES, the committee rose; and the Speaker 
having resumed the chair, 

Mr. CAMBRELENG moved that the said bill 
be made the special order for to-morrow at one 
o'clock; which was agreed to. 

ST. LOUIS LAND OFFICE. 

The SPEAKER laid before the House a letter 
from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting, 
in pursuance of a resolution of the House, a re- 
port of the register and receiver of the land office 
at St. Louis, in relation to certain claim to land 
therein mentioned. 

The House then adjourned. 


IN SENATE. 
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' On motion by Mr. KENT, the petitionson the 

files of the last session of the administrator of 

| Philip Moore were referred to the Committee on 
i the Judiciary. 

Mr. BENTON presented the petition of James 

i Evans and others, remonstrating against the con- 


red to the Committee on Private Land Claims. 
CAPTAIN HENRY SMITH. 
Mr. BENTON, from the Committee on Mili- 
: tary Affairs, to which had heen referred the peti- 
tion of Captain Henry Smith, made an unfavor- 
able report thereon, 
NOTICE OF A BILL. 

Mr. McKEAN gave notice that he would to- 
morrow ask leave to introduce a bill authorizing 
Daniel Tyler to import, free of duty, an iron 
canal boat in detached parts. 

i BILLS PASSED. 

The following bills were severally read the 
third time and passed: 

The bill to authorize George Whitman to im- 

_ port, free of duty, an iron steamboat in detached 
. parts; 

The bill providing for the execution of the sur- 
vey. of certain public lands; and 

he bill for the relief of Sebastian Butcher 

and the heirs of Bartholomew Butcher, Michael 
Butcher, and Peter Broom. 
i LADIES’ GALLERY. 
The resolution submitted yesterday by Mr. 
! Kiva, of Alabama, appropriating one third of the 
circular gallery for the exclusive accommodation 
of the ladies, was considered, and unanimously 


ANNA ROYALL. 


Í 

! The report of the Committee on Revolutionary 
| Claims, adverse to the petition of Mrs. Anna 
| 


TYLER moved to lay the report on the 
table. This case (he said) involved the question 


pEr 
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of interest on a commutation elaim; and he made 
the motion he did, preferring to discuss the ques- 
tion on a bill from the other House, involving a 
similar principle. 
The motion was agreed to. 

REPORTS DISPOSED OF. 


The reports of the Committee on the Judiciary, 
unfavorable to the memorials of Sommerville : 
Pinckney, executor of J. Williams, and of Tho- 
mas ‘Tenant and others, were severally concurred 
in. 

The reports ofthe Committee on Revolutionary 
Claims, unfavorable to the memorials of the rep- 
resentatives of Samuel Elbert, deceased; the heirs 
of Samuel Jones, deceased; Ebenezer Banks; and 
David Brooks, were severally concurred in. 

The reports of the same committee, adverse to | 
the petitions of the heirs of Enoch K. Withers, 
deceased ; the representatives of William Rumney, 
deceased; the heirs of Everard Meade, deceased; ` 
the representatives of James Crain and William _ 
Tecis, deceased; Ephraim Whitaker;and William | 
Arnel, were, on motion by Mr. Leica, laid on 
the table. 

The joint resolution, authorizing a subscription 
for a certain number of copies of Van Zandt and 
Watterston’s Statistical Tables, was considered. 

On motion by Mr. ROBBINS, it was referred 
to the Committee on the Library. 


NEW ORLEANS CUSTOM-HOUSE. 


Mr. PORTER submitted two presentments of 
the grand jury of the district court of the United | 
States for the district of Louisiana, held at New 
Orleans, representing the state of dilapidation into 
which the custom-house of that city has fallen, 
and the importance to the vastand growing com- | 
merce of that city of erecting a new and suitable 
one; which were referred to the Committee on 
Commerce. 

NATIONAL DEFENSE. 


The Senate then proceeded to the consideration 
of the special order, being the resolution intro- 


| 
i 
I 


i fellow-citizens, an 


citizens of Georgia and the Creek Indians; and | 
although there had been a partial adjustment of | 
the difficulties between the commanding officer in | 
that quarter (General McDugald) and some of the 
principal chiefs, yet he felt assured there were 
many turbulent and disaffected Indians of the 


‘ nation who could not be controlled by any meas- 
: ure, but would continue to commit their dep- 


redations on our citizens, and keep them in a 
continued state of alarm and excitement. Mr. 
G. said he had just been apprised, too, that the 


: Executive of the State had found it necessary to : 


organize a battalion of volunteers for the imme- 


. diate defense and protection of our citizens in that 
: quarter, the great expense of which might well 
: be conceived; but it was due to that section of the 
“© State that it should be done, and he was grati- 


fied to find such a measure had been promptly 


‘adopted. But Mr. G. said he felt satisfied perma- 


nent peace and security would never be given to 
our frontier citizens until there was a final re- 
moval of the whole nation to their allotted terri- 
tory, under the treaty of 1824; and it was with 
this view he offered the resolution suggesting the 


‘inquiry, and felt assured that some measures 
might be adopted 


by the present Congress to give 

ge ried and exasperated ` 
enable them again to pursue | 

in peace and tranquillity their usual -avocations. | 


satisfaction to our 


: He therefore hoped the House would vote for the | 
' adoption of the resolution, that some immediate '' 
‘action might be had on the subject. 


The SPEAKER reminded the gentleman that 
the resolution was not before the House; and that 
the consent of the House to its reception must 


be first obtained before it could be debated. 


Objection being made, Mr. G. moved a suspen- 


sion of the rule, in order to enable him to submit 
‘ his proposition; which was negatived. 


PAYMENTS TO VOLUNTEERS. 
Mr. JOHNSON, of Kentucky, moved to sus- 


end the rule for the purpose of considering the 
ill providing for the payment of the volunteers 


b 


considered an improper praetice which had ob- 
tained in reference to the mode. of proceeding 
upon measures before the House. 

Mr. EVANS coincided in the remarks of the 
| gentleman from Ohio. In the present instance, 
' he contended that it was incompetent for the gen- 
_tleman fram Connecticut (Mr. Junson] to submit 
` this motion, under the authority of the select com- 

mittee raised on the subject referred to. The 
-committee had reported. Their functions had 
_ therefore ceased. 
| The hour devoted to morning business having 
expired, the Chair announced the special order, 
being the bill for the relief of 


SUFFERERS BY THE FIRE IN NEW YORK. 


On motion by Mr. CAMBRELENG, the House 
then resolved itself into the Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union, and took up the 
said bill. 

The question pending was the motion of Mr. 
Harorn to strike out the first proviso in the first 

: section, which is in the following words: 
i Proviled, That those who are within the provision of 


: this section, but who may have paid their bonds subsequent 
| to the late fire, shall also be entitled to the benefit of this 
section, and that the said bonds shall be renewed from the 

. day when the same were paid, and said payments refunded. 
Mr. GRAVES, who was entitled to the floor, 
addressed the committee at length in opposition 

to the bill, and in reply to Mr. Paiturrs. Mr. G. 
maintained the ground that the principle involved, 
‘ as to the relation between the Government and the 
_ importer, was that of creditor and debtor, and not, 
| as the gentleman from Massachusetts argued, that 
of principal andagent. The importing merchants 
had no more right to look for assistance in this 

i misfortune than they had to their individual cred- 
' itors. They knew all their risks and: liabilities, 
‘and invariably made their profits in proportion 
thereto. Theargumentthat the eity of New York 
had paid between two and three hundred millions’ 
i into the public Treasury, in no sense bore on the 
| merits of the question, because the importer 
‘ charged in proportion to what he paid, and the 


duced by Mr. Benton for appropriating the sur- and military corps in the service of the United ! whole came from the pockets of the consumer. 


plus revenue to objects of permanent national 
defense. j! 

Mr. WRIGHT, who had the floor, addressed | 
the Senate in favor of the resolution; and, after 
he had concluded, the debate was further con- 
tinued by Messrs. CALHOUN, WALL, PRES- 
TON, and NILES. 

On motion by Mr. ROBBINS, the Senate ad- 
journed. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Wenpnespar, February 17, 1836. 
Mr. WHITTLESEY, from the Committee on 
Claims, reported the following bills; which were | 
read twice and committed: 
A bill for the relief of Jesse E. Dow; and 
A bill for the relief of Edmund Burgess. 


Mr. MUHLENBERG, from the Committee 


| 
| 
if 
| 
i 
| 


States; which was negatived. 
Mr. J. subsequently moved to suspend the rule 
in order to enable him to submita motion, making 


| the foregoing bill the special order for one hour | 


to-morrow morning, after the reception of reports 
from committees. 

Mr. ASHLEY moved to amend the motion so 
as to include the bill authorizing the President of 
the United States to accept the service of volun- | 
! teers; which was negatived. 

The motion to suspend the rules was agrecd | 
to—ayes 112, noes 38. 

Mr. JOHNSON then submitted the motion | 
' indicated, which was carried. 


SUSPENSION OF RULES. 


Mr. MANN, of. New York, moved to suspend 
the rules until one o’clock, for the purpose of. 
receiving petitions, excepting petitions for the | 


on Revolutionary Claims, reported a bill for the | 
relief of the legal representatives of Colonel | 
George Gibson, deceased; which was read twice 


abolition of slavery in the District of Columbia;:; 
which was negatived. 


CAPTAIN NATHAN HALE. 


and committed. A 
Mr. DARLINGTON, from the Committee on ` 
the Expenditures on the Public Buildings, made |. 
a report; which was laid on the table, and ordered | 
to be printed. il 
Messrs. WHITTLESEY, PHILO C. FUL- || 
LER, and CHAMBERS of Kentucky, from the || 
Committee on Claims; Mr. GILLET. from the `; 
Committee on Commerce; Mr. MERCER, from || 
the Committee on Roads and Canals; and Mr. i 
MORGAN, from the Committee on Revolution- 'j 
ary Pensions, made unfavorable reports upon var- f 
ious petitions and memorials; which were laid on |! 
the table. | 
REMOVAL OF CREEK INDIANS. 


Mr. GLASCOCK asked the consent of the 
House to submit the following resolution; which 
was read for information: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Indian Affairs be in- 
structed to inquire into the expediency of adopting measures 
for the immediate removal of the Creek Indians to the ai-- 
lotted territory in the treaty of the 24th March, 1832. 

_ Mr. G. said, in offering the resolution, he was 
“influenced by circumstances and events which 
hed recently transpired between a portion of the 


Mr. JUDSON, from the select committee on 
that subject, moved to take up the joint resolution 
in relation to the monument proposed to be erect- ' 
ed to the memory of Captain Nathan Hale, for 
the purpose of reading it a second time by its 
title, and committing it; which was agreed to. 

The resolution was then read a second time, 
when Mr. JUDSON moved that it be committed ` 
to the Committee of the Whole on the state of 
the Union. 

Mr. VINTON moved to commit the resolution 
to a Committee of the Whole House. He dep- ! 
recated the practice of sending ordinary matters : 
to the Committee on the state of the Unioh. He | 
was not op 
had made the motion to refer it to a Committee 
of the Whole House, in order, if possible, to 
arrest the improper practice to which he had re- 
ferred. 

Mr. JUDSON adverted to the patriotic charac- 
ter of the resolution, and urged the propriety of 
the motion which he had submitted. e regret- 
ted that the gentleman from Ohio (Mr. Vinton] 
should have selected this resolution as the occa- 
sion upon which to oppose what that gentleman 


osed to the present resolution, but |! 


He should like to know how was the information 
i derived, that the loss in goods, property, books, 
apers, &c., would amount to :000,000; and 
| how the city could sustain herself under such an 
| immense loss, and yet be prostrated, unless she 
could get an allowance of interest upon four or 
five millions? He contended that this bill was of 
a novel character, and the cases of Alexandria 
and Norfolk were not analogous, because in these 
the actual sufferers only were relieved; whereas, 
in the present bill, its provisions were limited to 
merchants of the more wealthy class—those who 
had suffered loss to the amount of one thousand 
ij dollars and upwards. It proposed what was 
|| always objectionable, unequal legislation, leaving 

altogether unprovided for those who had as much 
claim upon the Government as any other citizens, 
and far higher claims on the ground of charity 
than the merchants. - 

Mr. G. was above any sectional jealousy, or 


‘| any prejudice against New York, though he had 
|| no desire to see concentrated in her a majority of 


the trade and commerce of the country, but that 
: it should be diffused among other large cities of 
| the East. 

Mr. CUSHMAN said it appeared to him there 
were but two principles involved, first, whether 
| they ought to grant the relief solicited by the un- 
: fortunate sufferers of the city of New York; and 
i next, whether it was expedient todo so? The 
| question of expediency had been much discussed, 
‘and it had been argued that the bill was without 
| precedent. This was not so; and he instanced 
the case of Portsmouth, New Hampshire, where, 
under similar circumstances, relief of the same 
character had been extended by Congress. He 
then cited the case of Portland, Maine, which in 
| the early days of the Government had becn de- 

stroyed by a cruel and vindictive foe. This of- 
fered a precedent why the motion to strike out 
| this proviso should prevail; for the Continental 
i Congressstruck outa similar prayer on the ground 
! that it would then be establishing a dangerous pre- 
cedent, and placing the Government in the situa- 
tion of underwriters. He could not vote in favor 
of this bill, unless the motion now pending should 
prevail. He believed it not only wrong 1n prin- 


192 


ciple and in detail, so far as the first section was 
concerned, but unconstitutional. 
Mr. BROWN made an earnest appeal to the 
committee to act promptly onthe bill, He thought 
the class of sufferers referred to by the gentle- 
men from Kentucky and Rhode Island (Messrs. 
Graves and Pearce] were beyond the legisla- 
tion of Congress. It was not on that ground he 
should support the bill, though he was as sensi- 
ble to their sufferings and losses as any one else. 
That House had no power to relieve individual 
suffering. The provisions of this bill were not 
of that character, but merely proposcd an exten- 
sion of credit on the bonds. Mr. B. gave his 
reasons at length in favor of the bill. 

Mr. PARKER was in favor of the bill, and 
would have even gone further, if possible, and 

iven relief to any of the sufferers who were | 

ebtors to the Government, whether they had | 
suffered by houses, land, merchandise, or any- , 
thing else. He was in favor of any measure of 
relief within the limits of the Constitution. The 
distress consequent on the New York cunflagra- 
tion had been felt through every portion of the 
mercantile community. He conceived the pre- 
sent bill to be entirely within the constitutional 
limits, for it proposed nothing more than an ex- 
tension of time to a suffering debtor, and he could 
not conceive it possible to make any further dis- 
crimination of classes of sufferers. He gave 
notice that he should propose an amendment to 
the bill when it was in order. 

Mr. CAMBRELENG said that the pending 
motion was an important. one, being simply 
whether a merchant, having paid his bonds, 
should be placed on a worse feoting than those 
who had not paid them. In order to meet the ob- 
jections of gentlemen to the pending question, he 
would offer an amendment. He said the money , 
was not in the Treasury. No money was in the 
Treasury except such as was put there by war- | 
rant at the end of each quarter. 
the hands of the collector could not be considered 
in the Treasury, and could be paid back to the 
merchants without the 
for that purpose. i 

Mr. C. then moved to amend the proviso pro- | 
posed to be stricken out by Mr. Harpin, by the 
addition of the following words: ‘If not pre- 
viously carried into the Treasury of the United 
States by a warrant.” Mr. C. hoped this amend- 
ment would meet the object of the gentleman, 
and briefly replied to the arguments of that gen- ; 
tleman against the bill. He said, at a future time | 
he should call the attention of the gentlemen of | 
the West to various bills in favor of their section 
of the country, which went a great way further 
than the present bill. 

Mr. HARDIN again opposed the bill at length; | 
and cited various acts of relief heretofore passed, 
pointing out the variations in the provisions of |! 
those acts and the present bill. By the acts for 
the relief of Portsmouth and Norfolk, the credit | 
was extended to only a year’s indulgence, and 
its benefits were confined to the actual sufferers. 


| instead of the Government being indebted to New 


Mr. H. also went into the proceedings on those | 


acts, and urged his objections in detail to the pres- || 


ent bill. He was strongly opposed to the clause | 
relinquishing the interest, which he contended | 


was in violation of the true spirit and intent of | 
the Constitution. It was giving the importers of ` 


: York for collecting the revenue, she had been 


Any money in | 


passage of a special law | 


i Ordnance Department, and now in the city of | 
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benefited not less than from twenty to twenty- 
five millions of dollars. 


She made from ten to, 
fifteen cents on every dollar received there of the ' 
public revenue; and he drew the attention of the 
committee to the great outlays already made, and 
proposed to be made, on the public works, the 
custom-house, fortifications, the navy-yards, &c., 
amounting to about five millions of dollars. The 
bill proposed to place the Government in the 
character of an insurance office, but it went no 
further than the wealthy merchant. If it could 
be shown that any one of the great leading inter- | 
ests of the country had been prostrated, he might 
then vote for it, but until that could be shown he | 
should oppose it at every stage. Mr. H. alluded | 
to instructions that had been sent on from some | 
of the large cities to their Representatives to sup- | 
port the bill. He said, if a bill had been brought |, 


forward to refund the duty on packages unopened . 
and not offered in the market, he would have | 
gone for it. He referred to the appropriations | 
proposed for the current year, which werealready | 
about four millions more than in former years. | 
Besides these, there was to be a special appro- 
priation for the increase of the Navy to the 
amount of about six millions four hundred thou- ; 
sand dollars. 

Mr. WISE explained, that the Committee on 
Naval Affairs had come to a resolution to fill up 
the blank in that bill with $2,000,000. 

Mr. STORER moved that the committee rise. 
Agreed to—ayes 82, noes not counted. i 

. The committee accordingly rose; and the chair- 
man having reported progress, 

Mr. CAMBRELENG moved that the bill be 
again made the special order at one o’clock to- | 
morrow, which was agreed to; and then, 
| On motion by Mr. HOWELL, the House ad- 


į journed. 


| IN SENATE. 
! Tuorspay, February 18, 1836. 


Mr. BENTON presented the petition of Wil- | 
liam H. Bell, of North Carolina, a captain in the ` 


Washington, stating that he has made some val- | 
‘ uable improvements in the firing and pointing of | 
cannon, and proposing that the Carai shall | 
i have, the advantage of his improvements on terms | 
, that may be just to himself; which was referred | 
| to the Committce on Military Affairs. | 

Mr. BENTON also presented the petition of | 
John H. Jacocks, late inspector of the customs ` 
for the port of New Haven, praying to be com- 
pensait for extra services performed by him; 
which was referred to the Committec on Com- | 
merce. 

Mr. TIPTON presented the petition of Charles `; 
O. Ermertinger; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. i 

Mr. WALL presented the resolutions of the 
General Assembly of the State of New Jersey, : 
approving the course of the Executive in relation 
ito our recent difficulties with France, and in- 


i 


| structing the Senators, and requesting the Repre- 
| sentatives of that State in Congress, to vote for | 
į Such appropriations for national defense as may 
be necessary to sustain the honor and dignity of 
the United States. 


New York a preference over the importing mer- | 


chants of Boston, Philadelphia, Baltimore, and | 
other cities, conflicting with that clause of the : 
Constitution which provided that all imposts, | 
&c., ‘should be uniform through the United 
States.” 

He contended the money was in the Treasury 
the moment it was paid to one of the. officers of : 


the Government, whether collector, receiver, or | 


a deposit bank. The provision he was opposed . 
to was neither more nor less than taking money 

out.of the public Treasury, and lending it to an 

individual who had suffered by fire. The gen-' 
tleman from Massachusetts [Mr. Paitures] had | 
referred to the allowance of drawbacks, but Mr. ' 
H. contended the principle of drawbacks did not | 
meet this case. The allowance of drawbacks was ` 
within the legitimate powers of Congress, under | 
the Constitution, to regulate commerce. New 

York enjoyed immense advantages from the | 
amount of public money received there; and | 


| The time had passed (Mr. Waru said) when 
‘it would be necessary for him to make any obser- | 
, vations on the subject of these resolutions. He 
i would, therefore, merely move, that the resolu- `; 
tions be read, printed, and laid on the table; ` 
; which motion was agreed to. 
REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 
Mr. McKEAN, from the Committee on the ; 
, Contingent Fund, to whom was referred the res- 
olution submitted by Mr. Sourmarp, providing 
_ that ‘so much of the resolution of the 14th April, ` 
' 1834, as makes the execution of any order of the ` 
| Senate for the printing of documents for its use 
` depend upon a similar order of the House, be re- | 
| scinded,” made a special report thereon; which ` 
i was ordered to be printed. 
Mr. BENTON, from the Committee on Mili- 
i tary Affairs, to which had been referred a reso- | 


| lution of the Senate instructing them to inquire 
i inte the expediency of establishing a depot of | 


arms and munitions of war on the frontiers of 
Missouri, made à report, accompanied by a bill 
making an appropriation for that object. 

The bill was read, and ordered to a second 
reading; and the report and papers were ordered 
to be printed. 

BILL INTRODUCED. 


Mr. McKEAN, in pursuance of notice given, 
asked and obtained leave, and introduced a bill 
to authorize Daniel Tyler, of Pennsylvania, to 
import, free from duty, an iron canal passage 
boat, in detached parts, with the necessary ma- 
chinery, tools, and working utensils therefor; 


. which was read twice, and referred to the Com- 


mittee on Finance. 
WILLIAM THORP. 
Mr. GOLDSBOROUGH presented some addi- 
tional documents in support of the claim of Wil- 
liam Thorp; which were referred to the Committee 


‘on Military Affairs. 


RESOLUTIONS. 
Mr. PRESTON submitted the following reso- 
lution; which lies on the table one day: 


Resolved, That the Committee on the Library be instructed 
to inquire into the expediency of purchasing the library of 


‘ the late Count Bourtourlin, at Florence, for the Library of 


Congress. 

Mr. BLACK submitted the following resolu- 
tion; which lies on the table one day. 

Resolved, That the expenses incurred during the last 


: Congress in the taking of testimony by order of the Com- 


mittee on Publie Lands, in relation to frauds said to have 


; been committed in the sales of the public lands, be paid 


by the Secretary of the Senate, as certified by the late chair- 


' man of that committee. 


REPORTS DISPOSED OF. 

The reports of the Committee on Revolutionary 
Claims, unfavorable to the petitions of the heirs 
of James Davis and Patience Babcock, were sev- 
erally considered; the first was agreed to, and the 


| latter laid on the table. 


On motion by Mr. SWIFT, the report of the 


; Committee on Military Affairs, unfavorable to 


the petition of Captain Henry Smith, was con- 


‘| sidered and concurred in. 


THE WABASH RIVER. 

The bill making an appropriation for the im- 
provement of the Wabash river was read the 
second time, and considered as in Committee of 
the Whole. 

Mr. HILL moved to lay it on the table; when 

Mr. HENDRICKS explained and advocated 
the bill in a speech of some length; after which 
it was ordered to be engrossed fora third reading. 

Mr. KING, of Georgia, gave notice that he 
would to-morrow ask leave to bring in a bill to 
provide for the opening of certain roads in the 
Territory of Florida. 

THOMAS RHODES AND JEREMIAH AUSTIN. 

A bill for the relief of Thomas Rhodes and Jere- 


| miah Austin was, after some remarks from Mr. 
| Kine, of Alabama, in its support, and from 


Messrs. Rosrnson and Davis, in opposition to it, 
laid on the table, on Mr. Krna’s motion. 
NATIONAL DEFENSE. 

Mr. Benron’s resolution for appropriating the 
surplus revenue to national defense was taken up 
as the special order. 

Mr. ROBBINS addressed the Senate ina speech 
of some length in opposition to the resolution; 


| and, after he had concluded, 


Mr. CALHOUN moved to lay the whole sub- 
ject on the table. The change (he said) in the 
state of our relations with France rendered the 
resolutions unnecessary, and the appropriations 
for national defense would more appropriately be 
made in the general appropriation bills. 

Mr. BENTON said, as this motion wasto put 


': a final conclusion to the debate, he would ask for 


the yeas and nays; which were accordingly or- 
dered, and the question was taken and decided in 
the negative—yeas 15, nays 23; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Black, Calhoun, Clay, Crittenden, Davis, 
Ewing of Ohio, Goldsborough, Kent, Knight, Leigh, Moore, 
Naudain, Porter, Swift, and Tyler—15. 

NAYS—Messrs. Benton, Brown, Buchanan, Clayton, 
Ewing of Filinois, Hendricks, Hill, Hubbard, King of Ala- 
bama, King of Georgia, Linn, McKean, Morris, Niles, 
Prentiss, Robbins, Ruggies, Tallmadge, Tomlinson, Wall, 
Webster, White, and Wright—23. 

The question was then taken on Mr. Gronpr’s 
amendment to strike out the word ‘surplus, 
30 as to leave the contemplated appropriation to 
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be made out of the revenue generally; and the j Private Land Claims; Mr. BEAUMONT, from | of residence to the place of general rondezvous, and from 
question was decided in the affirmative—yeas 23, || the Committee on Revolutionary Claims; Mr. |! the place of discharge biek to their rasidenee. ' 
ois + 5 ji) Bec. 4. And beit further enacted, That the volunteers or 
nays 17; as follows: | FRENCH, from the Committee on the Post Office ii militia who may be received iato the service of the United 
YEAS—Mesars. Black. Calhoun, Clay, Clayton, Critten- |! and Post Roads; and Mr. HOAR, from the Com- States by virtue of the provisions of this act, shall be 
den, Davis, Ewing or Ohio, Goldsboroügh, Hendricks, Kent, |; mittee on Invalid Pensions—made unfavorable entitled to: a the benefits whiti anay be conferred on per- 
ing of Georgia, Knight, Leigh, MeKcan, Moore, Naudain, |. r ts A titions: which were laid  ®2%”S W or otherwise disabled in the service of the 
‘Porter, Prentiss, Robbins, Swit, Tomlinson, Tyler, and | epar pti VATIOUY PELCONS W Wer _ United States. 
Webster—23, on the table. © Sec.5, And be it further enacted, That when any officer, 
NAYS—Messrs. Benton, Brown, Buchanan, Ewing of : SENATE BILLS, ETC. ` non-commissioned officer, artificer, or private of said mili- 
Illinois, Hil, Hubbard, King of Alabama, Linn, Morris, |; : nee : d bills fr i` Ua, or volunteer corps, who shall cie at any time in conse- 
Niles, Ruggies, Shepley, Tallmadge, Tipton, Wall, White,” | The following joint resolution an puis Irom quence of wounds received in service, and shal! leave a 
and Wright.—17. A the Senate were read twice and committed. 1 widow, or if no widow, a child or children under sixteen 
The amendment of Mr. Preston, to strike out |: _ A joint resolution authorizing the Secretary of : yenn or es aetna a or if no ioi; sieh enid ae 
1 li g si : . X i shall be ceive ha 1e mo 4 
the whole resolution after the word ‘“ Resolved,” | War to receive additional evidence in support of |! to whicl the doeextntwas entided atthe Ter ar Nts AONE 
and insert “ that such appropriations as are neces- ` the claim of Massachusetts for services, disburs- || for and during the term of five years; and in case of the 
-sary shall be made to carry on the system of ` ements, and expenditures during the fate war; ,! death or intermarriage of such widow before the expiration 


general defense for the protection of the country,” © A bill for the relief of Sebastian Butcher and | of five years, the half pay for the remainder of the time 


shall go to the child or children of said decedent: Provided, 


was next considered, and rejected. | others; . l! atwuus, That the Secretary of War shall adopt such forms 
Mr. EWING, of Ohio, offered an amendment, i A bill providing for the exccution of certain of evidence, in app'ications under this act, as the President 

to come inas an additional section, but withdrew |, surveys of the public lands; and f ` of the United States may prescribe. 

it at the suggestion of Mr. Preston. | A bill to authorize George Whitman and John Mr. JOHNSON, of Kentucky, moved the fol- 
Mr. CALHOUN then offered an amendment, | B. Lamar to import, free of duty, an iron steam-, lowing amendment to the second section, to come 

to come in as an additional section, but subse- |! boat in detached parts. - in after the word * companies,” where it first 

quently withdrew it. | - The amendments of the Senate to the bill for occurs, to wit: ‘who have been, or who ma 
After some remarks from ‘the relief of Stephen Crittenton were considered _ hereafter be, in the service of the United States;”’ 
Messrs. SHEPLEY, MANGUM, LEIGH, | and agreed to. | which amendment was agreed to. 

PORTER, BUCHANAN, DAVIS, and BEN- i RESOLUTIONS. ; Mr. WILLIAMS moved the following amend- 

TON, the question was taken on the first of Mr. ` On motion by Mr. LAWLER, it was j; ments to the second section, in both places where 


Benton’s resolutions, and it was decided in the Resolved, That the Committee on Indian Affairs be in- the word “‘ use ” occurs, so as to read in the first 

afirmative by yeas and nays, unanimously— structed to inquire into the exprdiency of passing a law: Place, 

yeas 42. authorizing the sale of reservations of land belonging to —‘or the use and risk of each horse, execpt horses killed 
On taking the question on the remaining reso- the heirs of deceased reservecs of the Creek nation of In- ` in battle, or dying of wounds received in battle ; 


i ~ $ 5 dians, east of the Mississippi, acquired by the treaty of | : 
lutions, they were also unanimously adopted. March 24, 1892; as also the expediency of permitting such And in the second place, 


After the consideration of executive business, ', reservees under the said treaty to sei) their reservations, © —for the use and risk thereof, except such horses killed 
the Senate adjourned. as were, by mistake, omitted to be placed on the census ` in battle, or dying of wounds received in battle ; 


roll by the agents of the United States. i Which amendments were agreed to. 
HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. i. On motion by Mr. MAY, it was | The fourth section was then amended by Mr. 
Tuourspar, February 18, 1336. |. Resolved, That the Committee on Claims be instructed | JOHNSON, of Kentucky, and Mr. WHIT- 
Mr. BOULDIN, from the Committee on the „į to inquire into the expediency of allowing compensation; TLESEY, to read as follows: 
. A 9 


to Daniel Sherwood aud Wiiliam IL. Spilicr for horses lost ' s A r 
te A # ; efi. : : nea : ert eh Ec. 4. And be it further enacted, That the volunteers 
District of Columbia, reported a bill for the relief |i by them during the late Indian disturbances in Illinois; 9. militia who have boén ar w ho. inay be fenelveu ito ake 


of Frederick C. Dekraflt; which was read twice ji and, also, that the same committee inquire into the expe- | service of the United States to suppress Indian depreda- 
and committed. | diency of compensating Epuraim Sprague for a lost horse 


š , and a two-horse wagon and two sets of harness, taken by |! tions in Florida shall be te to.all. che see which 
Mr. BOULDIN, from the same committee, re- Colonel Jacob Fry for the usc of the United States, whilst || 2°° conferred on persons wounded or otherwise disabled in 


ported, with sundry amendments, the biil from || engaged in an expedition to suppress the said Indian dis- | Se Service of the United States ; 


the Senate, making an appropriation for the sup- || turbances. . 4, Which amendments were agreed to. ; 

ort of the Penitentiary in the District of Co- || On motion by Mr. JOHNSON, of Louisiana, | , Mr. JOHNSON then added the following sec- 
umbia, for the year 1830; and the same was com- || it was ij tion to the bill; which was agreed to: 
mitted. | Resoleed, That the Committee on Commerce be in- || Sec. 6. Be it further enacted, That the volunteers and 


Mr. SHIELDS, from the Committee on the | structed to inquire into the expediency of making an appro- ;| militia mentioned in the foregoing provisions of this act, 
Post Office and Post Roads reported a joint res- jj priation for the erection of a marine hospital in the city of | called into service b>fore its passage, and who are directe 
Ps a ’ i ` es- |} New Orleans. ii to be paid, shall cınbracce those only ordered into service by 
olution, authorizing the Postmaster General to i : MT. ~ R: 7 ‘| the commanding general, or the Governors of States and 
establish certain post roads in Missouri and Ar- eee hoes henna Warce and | 9E We Teritory of Florida, under authority of the War 
: whi i resolved, That the Committec on the Post Office and '; Department, for repressing tie hostilities of the Florida In- 
kansas; which was read twice, and ordered to be Post Roads inquire ‘into the expediency of establishing a ' dians. d > 


engrossed and read a third time. Subsequently, post route from McMinnvillc, Tennessee, to Liberty, Smith `; A S i 
the said resolution was read the third time and || eounty, ‘Tennessce. ý f ‘ ave 7 HAWES then offered the following amend 
passed. | PAYMENTS TO VOLUNTEERS. ! : 


. And be it further enacted, That the officers to be pro- 
(Mr. SHIELDS asked and obtained leave to ii _Onmotionby Mr. JOHNSON, of Kentucky, the | vided for in dn shall not exceed a numb of Zn- 
reter certain documentary evidence in the case |: House then resolved itself into a Committee of i Cer aeae a ery a or regiments in the iufantry 
of Major William Smith, of Tennessee, to the || the Whole on the state of the Unioh, (Mr. Lin | RE Ne ee MES DATOS, : 

Committee on Revolutionary Pensions, to whom i! corn in the chair,) on the bill to provide for the ‘i Messrs. JOHNSON of Kentucky, WHITE 
that subject had been referred. ] | of Florida, and WHITTLESEY, objecting ta 


' payment of volunteers and militia corps in the 


Mr. LAWLER, from the Committee on Pri- i! Service of the United States. i: theamendment, - ' : 
vate Land Claims, reported a bill for the relief of +” The bill was then read, as follows: i Mr. HAWES then modified hisamendment by 
the heirs and legal representatives of the late Ati aera ont of volunteers and militia: Pe following proviso: 
Robert Farmer, deceased; which was read twice |; “4 '° Sorpa in the service of the United ‘States. HIHA i. Provided, It shalt not be in violation of the laws of the 
and committed. f Beit enacted by the Sente and House of Representatives ` States or Territories from which suc. troops may be called. 


Mr. TAYLOR, from the Committee on Invalid |: of the Unitel States of America in Conqress ascenhled,'' Mr. JOHNSON, of Kentucky, objected to the 
Pensions, reported the following bills; which were :; ‘hat the officers, non-commissioned officers, musicians, |; whole proposition of the gentleman from Ken- 
read twice and committed: || artificers, and privates of volunteer and militia corp, who tucky, [Mr. Hawes,} as -he was confident that 


` - ` , ii have been, or may hereafter be, in the servicc of the United a veer 
A bill for the relief of Ephraim F. Gilbert; and ` States, shall be evtitied to dud-veouive: tiie aie monthiy: the authorities of the States and Territories from 


A bill granting arrearage of pension to Noah i| pay, rations, and forage, and be furnished with the same: which the troops would be drawn would make 
Miller. |; camp equipage, ineluding knapsacks, asare or may be pro- į} provision for the number of- officers: to be sent, 
Mr. MUHLENBERG, from the Committee on :; vided by law tor the officers, musicians, artificers, and pri- and that they would not send more than were ac- 


7 ; ` : - a`; Vates of the infantry of the Army of the United States. 
Revolutionary Claims, reported a bill for the relief (| See. 2. And be it further enacted, ‘That the officers of ati) tually required. 


of the legal representatives of Thomas Baytop; || mounted companies shall each be entitled toreecive forare, Mr. HAWES said his amendment provided 
which was read twice and committed. ii Or money in lieu thereof, for two horses, when they actually that the officers were to be paid agrecably to the 
Mr. SUTHERLAND, from the Committee on Keep private servants, and for one horse when without, Jawa of the States and Territories from which 


X ; : i eens ; private servants; and that forty cents per day be allowed ` : ie : 
Commerce, reported a bill making appropriations |! for the use of each horse. That each non-commissioned `. they were drawn. He was for having more 
for building light-houses, light-boats, buoys, 


d : : officer, musician, artificer, and private of all mounted com- fighting men and fewer officers. À, 
beacon-lights, and for making surveys, for the jj panies shall be entitled to receive forage in kind for one Mr. WHITTLESEY did not believe that 
year 1836; which was read twice and committed. li nore; mim forty Sei per ny for the Me thereof, and | House to be the only place where patriotism was 

Mr. BEALE, from the Committee on Invalid | wherahia. shail be furnished by Ane DAAC ANT to be found. He believed the States and Terri- 
Pensiens, reported a bill for the relief of Alpheus |; a half cents per day for cither, as the case may be. i: tories would make ample provision to secure the 
Hutehkins; which wasread twice and committed, : Sec. 3. And be it further enacted, That the officers, non- United States from any danger of paying more 


Messrs. CHAMBERS of Pennsylvania, and |; Commissioned officers, musicians, artificers, and privates. Sa cers than were necessary. 
x Capers: ` : Shall be entitled to one day's pay, subsistence, and other ` © 
GARLAND of Virginia, from the Committee on `! atiowances for every swenty miles? travel from iheir places’ Mr. JOHNSON, of Kentuelry, hoped gentle- 
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men would allow the question to be taken, as it 
was highly imporiant that the bill should be 
assed with the least possible delay. 

Mr. WHITE, of tlorida, hoped the gentleman 
from Kentucky [Mr. Hawes] would withdraw 
hisamendment. He wassatisfied that there would 
not be more officers than the laws of the States 
and Territories called for. i 

Mr. Hawes’samendment wasthen disagreed to. 

On motion by Mr. JOHNSON, of Kentucky, 
the committee rose and reported the bill to the 
House. 

The amendments were then concurred in by 
the House, and the bill ordered to be engrossed, 
and read a third time to-day, 

The House then proceeded to the execution of 
the special order, being the bill for the relief of the 


SUFFERERS BY THE FIRE IN NEW YORK. 


On motion by Mr. CAMBRELING, the House 
resolved itself into a Committee of the Whole on 
the state of the Union, (Mr. Connor in the 
chair,) and took up the said bill. : 

The question pending was the motion of Mr. | 
Haron, to strike out the first proviso in the first 
section, Which is in the following words: 

% Provided, That those who are within the provision of 
this section, but who may have paid their bonds subsequent 
to the late fire, shall also be entitled to the benefit of this 
section, and that the said bonds shail be renewed from the 
day when the same were paid, and said payinents re- 
funded?— 
as amended yesterday, on motion by Mr. Cam- 
BRELENG, by the addition of the following words: 
— if not previously carried into the Treasury of the United 
States by warrant.” 


Mr. STORER was in favor of the principles of 
the bill, and was satisfied it would mect with the 
unanimity of his constituents, though he thought 
it did not go far enough. It had been urged 
against the bill that it was partial; but the same 
remark applied, with more or less force, to all 
legislation. It had also been contended that the 
mechanical interest was not provided for by the 
bill. Mr. S regarded the interests of the mechanic 
and merchant as identical; and that which insured 
prosperity to the one was equally felt by the 
other. Mr. S. replied prineipally to Mr. Pickens, , 
of South Carolina,and Mr. Haris, of Kentucky, | 
supported the bill at length, and reviewed the | 
various analogous acts heretofore referred to. He 
could find a hundred acts the same in principle, but 
no parallel one, for the event itself was unparal- 
leled. He supported the bill for its own merits, i| 
and because he felt assured that it met the appro- |! 
bation of his constituents. 

Mr. HUNT also addressed the committee in 
favor of the bill, and in reply to Messrs. Pick- || 
ENS, of South Carolina, and Pearce, of Rhode |! 
Island, on the ground mainly that it was simply | 
a regulation of the debts of the Government. 

r. LANE said, the bill under consideration 
was one he desired to sustain by his vote, and had |: 
intended to give a silent one. ‘The extraordinary |. 
resistance, however, made to it from a certain || 
quarter, has rendered it a duty he owes to him- ` 
self and those whom he has the honor of repre- 
senting, to detain the committee a few moments `, 
in giving some of the reasons which influence ` 
that vote. Sir, were the shipping merchants of 
the city of New York the only class of persons 
to be relieved by the provisions of the bill, his || 
vote would be a differentone. Twenty ortwenty- | 
five millions of mercantile capital has been anni- `. 
hilated by a fire that set all human exertions and 
human skill at defiance—a calamity as fearful and 
alarming as unlooked for and extensive in its” 
effects; not only an individual, but a national 
calamity, extending its effects to every portion 
of this extended country. 

Sir, whatis the effect of thislosstotheimmediate . 
individuals concerned, the Treasury, the com- . 
merce of the country, and the people? 

The individual shipper has given his bond for ` 
the duty; the goods are destroyed; to'him it isa) 
clear loss; he must either fold his arms and yield ; 
his business in despair, or ship a like quantity to 
supply the place of those consumed. Upon these 
he pays the duty; it passes into the Treasury; the 
individual loses; the Government receives doable 
duty, and is the only gainer. 

The bill asks not to remit the duty, but to ex- |! 
tend the payments. Thisis said by the gentleman 


at 


‘partial in its operation—tha 


` without law. 


from Kentucky (Mr. Graves] to be unjust and 
it the cotton planter 
nugat, with the same propriety, if his crop should 
be blasted by an early frost, call upon Congress 
for relief. Phe case has no analogy; the planter 
owes the Government nothing for his crop; the 
Government has no control over it. Not so with 
the goods; the custom-house officer takes posses- 
sion of the goods—puts his seal upon them until 
bonded. But, sir, suppose the cotton planter a 
tenant, and his cntire crop destroyed by the fury 
of the clements, what would be said of the land- 


lord who would refuse time for the payment of — 


rent or relinquish the whole or a part. 
In order to show how it affects the commerce 


; of the country, it is proper to notice the usual 


course of trade. The New York merchant ships 
the goods, and has given bend for the duty. 


The goods are sold toa western merchant, who =: 
Upon what termsare , 
‘they sold and retailed? The western merchant 


retatis them to the people. 


buys at two, six, or nine months, and retails 
them to the people, his customers, at twelve 
months’ credit. Itis the policy and interest of 
the western merchant to kee 
as large as possible, money being worth more in 
the West than in the East. 


it enables him to purchase the produce of the 


country. They desire no relief, but the usual 
and ordinary indulgence. Press the New York 
merchant—he urges payment earlier and more 
earnestly from the western retailer; he presses 
his customer; and the entire distress eventually 
falls upon the people of every class and condition 
in life. 
York merchant from this calamity, you relieve 
the whole people—the whole nation—by a con- 
tinuance of the usual credit, commerce, and con- 
fidence. 
the relief in the bill we shall relieve the humblest 
citizen in his district, he should accord his sup- 
ort, 
i Mr. UNDERWOOD again opposed the bill. 
Mr. JOHNSON of Tennessee, advocated the 
general principles of the bill; so far as they were 


consistent with the acts passed for the relief of - 
Portsmouth and Norfolk, and with the modifica- | 


tions of which he had himself given notice ata 
former day. 

Mr. REED advocated the bill. He saidit was 
apparent that the New York fire had been an ad- 


; vantage to the Government, because it would re- 


ceive the duties twice over on the same amount 
of goods, viz: on those destroyed and on those 


i imported to supply the loss. 
Mr. CAMBRELENG replied briefly to the ` 


opposers of the bill, and referred to sundry acts 
heretofore passed on the same subject, and for 
the postponement of time and relinquishment of 


, Interest in the purchase of poor land in the West. , 
Mr. C. assured the House that if the bill were |: 


not adopted, the Government would lose three 
times the amount of the interest proposed to be 
relinquished. 

Mr. WISE begged to inquire of the gentleman 
from New York, [Mr. Camprecena,]if the pro- 


viso, as amended yesterday, was meant to say or | 
to assert that the money in the hands of the col- | 


lector or receiver, ‘was not in the Treasury of the 
United States already ? 

Mr. CAMBRELENG replied, that he did not 
so consider it. 

Mr. WISE said, that was the point he wished 
the country to understand. He maintained that the 
money wasin the public Treasury as soonasit was 
paid. Ifnot, there was no security for the public 


money, as the individual might either “filh” | 


from it, or use itfor party purposes. If the public 
moncy, the moment it was received, was consid- 
ered as in the Treasury, then, under the Consti- 
tution, not a cent of it could be appropriated 
i But, by the converse doctrine, it 
might be used for all sorts of party purposes, 
corruption, and patronage, and portions of it eke 
out at every step in transitu. 

Mr. CAMBRELENG should be very happy 


to unite with the gentleman whenever a measure ` 
_ Should be brought to regulate the periodsat which 
the receivers of the public lands and the collectors 


of customs should make their returns to the Treas- 
ury. At present it was either law or usage, and 
so long as the public money remained in the 
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his New York debt i 


The possession of j' 


In proportion as you relieve the New | 


Hence, sir, inasmuch as in voting for . 


Februa 


ry 19, 


fi hands of the receivers of the public lands and col- 
l! lectors of the customs, so long was itliable to the 
D correction of errors. 

Mr. WISE and Mr. LANE made a few addi- 
tional remarks, when 

Mr. CHAMBERS, of Kentucky, moved that 
the committee rise; which was negatived without 
acount. 

The question was then taken on the motion of 
Mr. Harbiy, tostrike out the proviso as amended 
to the first section; and it was decided in the neg- 
ative —ayes 59, noes 100. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of North Carolina, then 
moved that the committee rise; which was nega- 
tived. 

Mr. CAMBRELENG hoped the committee 
would indulge him with the motion that the com- 
mittee rise and report the bill to the House, when 
it could be amended ia the House. 

' Objection being made, and the question recur- 
,, ring upon the amendments of Mr. Everetr, Mr. 
' E. withdrew them. 

' Mr. CAVE JOHNSON then moved the follow- 
ing amendment to the first section: 

That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, 
authorized, as he may decem best calculated to secure the 
interest of the United States, to cause to be extended the 
, time of payment on all bonds hereto‘ore given for duties on 
imported merchandise at the custom house in the city of 
New York, and which was consumed in the late conflagra- 
tion at New York by fire, and the owners of which had not 
been indemnified by insurance, to three, four, and five years, 
. in equal payments: Provided always, That in all cases where, 

in the opinion of the collector at New York, said debts, or 

any of them, be rendered insecure by such indulgences, that 
further and additional surety be required before the indul- 
gence be allowed: nd provide:l, also, That nothing in this 
act contained shall extend to bonds which bad fallen due 
before the sixteenth of December last. And provided, also, 

That the assent of the sureties on all said bonds so extended, 

be first had and indorsed on said bonds respectively. 


Mr. HOWELL moved the committee rise; 
which was negatived—ayes 58, noes not counted. 

The amendment was then negatived—ayes 60, 
noes not counted. 

Mr. PEARCE, of Rhode Island, then moved 
an amendment, allowing fifteen per cent. out of the 
public Treasury, upon the actual loss; which was 
negatived without a count. 

Mr. HARDIN gave notice that in the House 

i he should renew some of the amendments with- 
| drawn by the gentleman from Vermont. 
| Mr. GARLAND moved a further proviso, to 
'| confine the operations of the bill to citizens and 
|! residents in New York; which was rejected. 
i| On motion by Mr. CAMBRELENG, the com- 
| mittee then rose; and the bill, as amended, being 
|! reported to the House, was, on motion by Mr. 

C., made the special order for to-morrow—ayes 
' 86, noes 39. ` 
i! The SPEAKER laid before the House two 
| communications from the Secretary of War—the 
first in answer to a resolution of the House in 
reference to the Seminole hostilities, and the 
‘ second transmitting a report and papers from the 
i. Indian Bureau in the case of J. B. Hancock. 
The House then (at a quarter after five o’clock) 
i: adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
i Fripay, February 19, 1836. 


Mr. WHITTLESEY, from the Committee on 

li Claims, reported a bill for the relief of William 

| Bailey, surviving partner of Bailey & De Lord; 

< which was read twice and committed. 

'! © Mr. EVERETT, from the Committee on Indian 
Affairs, reported a bill to provide for the security 

; and protection of the emigrant and other Indians 


"west of the State of Missouri and Territory of 
j Arkansas; which was read twice and commit- 
1! ted. 


© On motion by Mr. EVERETT, one thousand 
' extra copies of the foregoing bill were ordered to 
: be printed. : 

Mr. EVERETT, from the same committee, 
ii reported the following resolution; which was 
' agreed to: f 

$ Resolved, That the Clerk of this House be directed to 
į Procure, for the use of this House, one thousand copies of 
|; the map of the western territory app2uded to the report of 
; the Committee on Indian Affairs (No. 474) of 1834. 


; Mr. PARKER, from.the Committee on Naval 


| Affairs, reported a bill for the relief of Spencer C. 
| Guest; which was read twice and committed. 


1836. 
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CUMBERLAND ROAD. 


Mr. VINTON, from the Committee on Roads 
and Canals, reported a bill amendatory of the act 
for the continuation of the Cumberland road; 
which was read twice. 

Mr. V. said that the bill proposed no appro- 
oriation. It had reference exclusively to a change 
in the location of the road in the State of Ohio. It 
was not necessary, therefore, that the bill should. 
be committed. lt was important, both to those 
who opposed and advocated it, that it should be 
speedily determined, so that the work upon the 
road might progress. Those who intended to 
object to the passage of the bill, had no objection 
that it be ordered toa third reading, and they 
contemplated opposing it on its passage. He 
hoped, therefore, that the bill would be ordered 
to be engrossed, and thatits further consideration 
be postponed until the second Tuesday in March. 

Mr. MASON, of Ohio, was opposed to the bill, 
but had no objection to dispose of itat present as 
proposed by his colleague [Mr. Vinton.} The 
people who were interested in opposition to the 
proposed change in the route of the road, were 
now moving, and their remonstrance would be 
sent in at an early day. 
was necessary to afford them an opportunity of 
being heard on the subject. The day to which 
his colleague had proposed to postpone the bill 
would give the desired time, and he had no ob- 
jection, under the circumstances, that the bill 
should be ordered to be engrossed. An important 
report of Lieutenant Canfield, accompanied by a 
plat, on this subject, was ordered to be printed 
some six weeks since. He was sorry that this 
printing had not been executed; and, without 
intending to cast any censure upon the printer, 
he was in hopes that the report to which he re- 
ferred would be laid on their tables before the bill 
was finally acted on, as it would facilitate and 
lead to a correct decision of the subject. 


Mr. MERCER said a few words, which—as | 


usual, from his manner of speaking—were not 
distinctly understood by the reporter. He was 
one to be opposed to the bill. 

- DUNLAP was opposed to giving prece- 
dence to this bill over other matters of more im- 
portance to other sections of the Union. 

Mr. WARDWELL could see no reason why 
this bill should have priority over other bills. He 
therefore moved to commit it to a Committee of 


the Whole House, and make it the order of the || ¢Xtend the charters of the Bank of Columbia, of 


day for to-morrow. 

r. VINTON said that, by ordering the bill 
to be engrossed no, person’s rights were compro- 
mitted; and he thought it strange that objection 
should be made from a quarter not interested, 
when those who were opposed to the bill did not 
oppose the course which he had proposed. 

r. JUDSON was in favor of the commitment 
of the bill; its merits should be discussed in com- 
mittee. The motion of the gentleman from Ohio 
he considered premature and improper. 

Mr. CRANE opposed the commitment; noth- 
ing could be gained by such a course. 

Mr. WARDWELL adverted to the history of 
the controversy in relation to the proposed change 
in the location of the Cumberland road, and con- 
tended that it was an ordinary proposition, and 
not entitled to any precedence or extraordinary 
consideration, at the expense of other measures 
before the House. 
create a great deal of debate, and he desired that 
it should take the usual course. 


Mr. VINTON again urged the adoption of his ` 


motion, and opposed the one to commit. 


The motion to commit was then negatived— ` 


yeas 46, nays not counted. 


The motion of Mr. VINTON was agreed to; | 
and the bill was ordered to be read a third time | 


on the second Tuesday in March next. 
REPORTS—AGAIN. 
Mr. CAMBRELENG, from the Committee of 


Ways and Means, to which had been referred |; 


the joint resolution from the Senate, directing 
experiments to be madeat the Mint, with the view 


of preventing the debasement of gold and silver `: 
cos, made a repart, recommending that the | 


enacting clause of said resolution be stricken out; 
and the same was committed: 


Mr. UNDERWOOD, from the Committee on. 


Some time, however, | 


It was likely, however, to ` 


i Revolutionary Claims, reported a bill for the re- 
;| lief of the legal representatives of John B. Ash, . 


1 deceaved; which was read twice and committed. 

| Mr. CASEY, from the Committee on the Public 

|, Lands, reported a bill providing for the establish- 

: ment of the Peoria land district in Minois; which 
was read twice and committed. 


Mr. HARRISON, of Missouri, from the Com- 


mittee on the Public Lands, reported a bill for 
the relief of John Whitsett; which was read twice 
and committed. 

Mr. PHILO C. FULLER, from the Commit- 
tee on Claims, reported a bill for the relief of John 
McCarty; which was read twice and committed. 

Mr. CHAPMAN, from the Committee on the 
Public Lands, reported without amendment the 


bill from the Senate to revive and extend the pro- . 


visions of an act of May, 1834, for the relief of 


the representatives of John Donelson, Stephen . 


` Heard, and others; which was committed. 
Mr. HUNTSMAN, from the Committce on 

Private Land Claims, reported a bill for the relief 

; of certain settiers in what is termed the Salt Lick 
| reservation in the western district of Tennessee; 
‘| which was read twice and committed. 

Mr. LAY, from the Committee on Revolution- 
ary Pensions, reported a bill for the relief of 
Godfrey Vaught; which was read twice and com- 
mitted. 

Messrs.WHITTLESEY and PHILO C. FUL- 
LER, from the Committce of Claims; Mr. TUR- 
'RILL, from the Committee on Revolutionary 

Claims; Mr. BOND, from the Committee on Rev- 
i olutionary Pensions, and Mr. HARRISON of 

Missouri, from the Committee on the Public 

Lands,—made unfavorable reports upon various 

petitions and memorials; which were laid on the 

table. 


Hy 
i 


INCENDIARY PUBLICATIONS. 


Mr. INGERSOLL asked the consent of the 
House to submita resolution to print ten thousand 
extra copies of the report made in the Senate by 
Mr. Carnoun, from a select committee, in rela- 
tion to the transmission of abolition incendiary 
papers through the mails. 

Objection being made, Mr. INGERSOLL moved 


i a count. 
| DISTRICT BANKS. 
| The amendments to the bill from the Senate to 


ii Georgetown, and the Bank of Alexandria, of 
+ Alexandria, were considered and agreed to; and 
i. thus amended the bill was read a third time and 
|, passed, 


I 
i 
| 
| 
| 


of the day, being the bill for the 
SUFFERERS BY THE NEW YORK FIRE. 


the Whole on the state of the Union, is as follows: 
the words printed in italics being the only amend- 
ment adopted by the committce: 


A BILL for the relief of the sufferers by the fire inthe city 
of New York. 

: Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives 
li of the United States of America in Congress assembled, That 
‘| the collector of the port of New York be, and he isherehy, 
; authorized, as he may deem best calculated to secure the 
i interests of the United States, to cause to be extended, 
with the assent of the surcties thereon, to all persons who 


| 


have suffered loss of property by the conflagration at that | 


place, on the sixteenth day of December last, by the burn 
` ing of their buildings, or merchandise, the time of pay 
, ment of all bonds heretofore given by thein for duties, to 
periods not excceding three, four, and five years, in equal 
installments from and after the day of payment specified in 
the bonds; or to allow the said bonds tobe canceled, upon 


|; sureties, to the satisfaciion of the said collector, for the 
sums of the former bonds, respectively, payable in equal 


1 
į or canceled as aforesaid: and the said collector is hereby 
authorized and directed to give up or cancel all such 
'! bonds, upon the receipt of others described in this section; 
i, which last-mentioned bonds shall be proceeded with, in aii 
.| respects, like other honds which are taken by collectors tor 
duties due to the United States, and shall have the same 
| force and validity: Provided, That those who are within 
| the provision of this section, but who may have paid their 
: bonds subsequent to the late fire, shail alzo be entitled to 
the benefit of this section, and that the said bonds shall be 
renewed from the day when the same were paid, and said 
payments refunded, if not previous!y carried into the Treas- 
ury of the United States, by warrant: And providel, olsa, 
‘| Phat the benefits of this section shall not be extended to 
auy person whose loss shall not be proved, to the satisfac- 


to suspend the rule; which was negatived without 


The House then proceeded to the special order 


The bill, as reported from the Committee of : 


giving to the said collector new bonds, with one or more `. 


installments in three, four, and five years, from and after - 
the day of payment specified in the bonds to be taken up | 


i tion of the collector, to have exceeded the sum of one 
' thousand dollars. 

Sec. 2. And be it further enacted, That the collector of 
the port of New York is hereby authorized and directed to 
extend the payment. in the manner prescribed in the first 
section of this act, of all other bonds given for duties at the 

` port of New York prior to the late fire, and not provided 
tor in the first section, as aforesaid, for six, nine, and twelve 
months from and atter the day of payment : pecified in the 

_ bonds: Provided, ha-verer, That nothing contained in this 
act, shall extend to bonds which had fallen due bevore the 
seventeenth day of December last. 

Mr. CAMBRELENG moved that the House 
concur in the amendment of the committee; and 

-on this question, 

Mr. HOWELL asked for the yeas and nays; 
` which were not ordered—ayes 23, noes 117, not 
one fifth. 

Mr. ROBERTSON moved to amend the amend- 
ment, by striking out the whole after the word 
t previously,” and inserting in its place the fol- 
lowing words: ‘‘If not previously paid into the 
bank to the credit of the Treasurer of the United 
_States.’’ 

Mr. CAMBRELENG said he had no objection 
to that amendment; and it was then agreed to by 

_ the House. 

The question then recurring on the amendment 
as amended, 

Mr. EVERETT inguired if it would not defeat 
the object of the section? 

Mr. CAMBRELENG replied that it would not. 

Mr. PARKER desircd to know how the amount 
in bank, or in the hands of collectors, could be 
ascertained or discriminated? He thought the 
amended amendment was making a distinction 
without a difference; for he held that the moment 
a collector had money in his hands, it was the 

‘ property of the Government, and held by himin 
trust. 

Mr. CAMBRELENG thought, himself, the 
amendment was of very little importance, for the 
provision of the first section was just as good 
without it as with it. Other gentlemen thought 
differently, and he interposed no objection; but 
he was indifferent whether it was concurred in or 


not. 
Mr. ROBERTSON made a. brief explanation. 

He said his object was to defeat the whole pro- 
: vision as it stood. 
© Mr. EVERETT thought it would defeat the 
: provision altogether, and he should, therefore, 
| vote against it. 
| Mr. McKAY 
; tleman from Virginia was substantially the same 
| as the proviso of the gentleman from New York, 
| 


said the amendment of the gen- 


[Mr. CamsrRELENG.]) He was opposcd to the 
notion that the public money was in the Treasury 
: as soon as paid to the collector; for, if so, that 
| would make the Treasurer of the United States 
' liable for all loss, error, or deficiency. It was not 
in the Treasury till it was deposited. 
Mr. WISE was certain his friend from North 
Carolina [Mr. McKay] was incorrect, or that 
|| provision of the Constitution Mr. W. had before 
| qucied= wiz: that no money should be taken froin 
t 
{ 


iy 
if 


ne Treasury, without appropriation by law—was 
'a nullity. He maintained that the Treasury was 
| a unity, without any space between the first rc- 
i| ceipt and the deposit, and between the Treas- 
.| urerand the disbursing officer. The public money 
', Was not paid to the collector as an individual, but, 
being due to the United States, was paid to one 
i; of its own officers. He expressed his sarprise 
| that the gentleman from North Carolina—for 
| whose opinion on such subjects Mr. W. enter- 
| tained a high respect—should have advancedsuch 
| a construction as he had. The collector, receiv- 
er, treasurer, disburser, &c., were all officers of 


i the Treasury, acting as checks on each other, 


i accountable from the one to the other, and each 
could be sued on their bond. If this was not so, 
the Constitution could be set aside; for if there 
wasa point of time when the public money was 
not in the Treasury, then it could be appropriated 
without law during that intermission. 
Mr LANE understood the Treasury to be at 
. bottom an ideal thing, and he held the receivers 
and deposit banks to be the agents of the Treas- 
;ury. The receivers were no longer liable than 
i for the time the money was actually in their hands; 
and so with the deposit banks. He held the money 
| to be in the Treasury whenever it was received 
i by one of its agents. 
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sponsible. . ’ l 

Mr. WISE did not say so. Hesaid the money 
was then in the Treasury, and the Treasury offi- 
cer was that instant responsible for it, as was the 
Treasurer when it came under his control. 

Mr. VANDERPOEL said the gentleman’s doc- 
trine still invoived an incongruity, because he 
would make the money to be in the possession ofa 
Department, and yet the chief oficer of that De- 
partment in no way responsible. Mr. V. held that ' 
after the money was once in the Treasury, neither | 
the Treasurer, the Seerctary, nor the President 
had any power to appropriate or disburse it, cX- 
cept by virtue of appropriations by law. If the 
money, as soon as received, was to be regarded 
in the Treasury, the Treasurer ought to be held 
accountable for it. But this doctrine Mr. V. 
wholly dissented from. 

Mr. ROBERTSON offered a verbal amendment, 
which he thought would remove the difficulty. 
He was informed that the bank entry of the pub- 
lic money was to the credit of the United States, 
and, to obviate any inconvenience, he proposed 
to insert after the words ‘‘to the credit,” ‘of the 
United States, or of the Treasurer of the United 
States.’’ There seemed to be some difficulty in 
ascertaining where lay the Treasury of the United 
States. This wasamatter which he believed the 
public had known very little about for the last 
two years, and was a question he should like to 
hear answered. f 

Mr. CAMBRELENG could not consent to this 
amendment; it was in opposition to a vote of the 
House on yesterday, of one hundred and fifty- 
nine, and would nullify the proviso altogether. 

Mr.GIDEON LEE rose to ask the question — 
would that House extend the relief, asked by all 
the bond-payers, to that class only who had 
availed themselves of the indulgence granted by 
the Secretary of the Treasury, and have suffered 
their bonds to lic over duc these two months, and 
deny the same relief to that other class, who, 

- from a sensitiveness of their credit—from their 
high sense of honor, perhaps—could not consent 
to lie under the appearance of default, and have 
promptly paid their bonds? 


The gentleman from Virginia [Mr. RogERT- 


son] declared that his amendment was intended 


to have this effect: All who have paid promptly, | 


many of whom were not actual sufferers, and 
extended the time for the payment of their bonds - 
six, nine, and twelve months only, he would 
still insist that, if interest was charged, it should 
not exceed four per cent. He would therefore 
move to amend the motion of the honorable gen- 
tleman from Kentucky by striking out five and 
inserting four per cent. 

The question was then taken on Mr. Harpin’s 
amendment; and the result was—yeas 101, nays 
96. 

So the amendment was agrecd to. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Tennessce, then renewed 
the amendment offered by him in Committee of the 


' Whole, to strike out all the first section before 


the word “ provided,” in the twenty-fifth line, and 
insert the following: 

That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, 
authorized, as be may deem best calculated to secure the 
interest of the United States, to cause to be extended the 
time of payment on all bonds heretofore given for dutics on 
imported merchandise at the custom house in the city of 
Now York, and which was consumed in the late conflagra- 
tion at New York by fire, and the owners of which had not 
been indemnified by insurance, to three, four, and five years 
in equal payments: Provided always, ‘That in all cases 
where, in the opinion of the collector at New York, said 
debts, or any of them, be rendered insecure by such indul- 
gence, that further and additional surety be required before 
the indulgence be allowed: And provided also, That noth- 
ing in this act contained shall extend to bonds which had 
fallen due before the seventeenth of Deeember last: And 
provided also, That the assent of the surcties on all said 
bonds so extended be first had and indorsed on said bonds 
respectively. 

Mr. J. bricfly explained the object of his 
amendment. 

Mr. CAMBRELENG referred to the acts of 
1803,-°4 and °7, and said that in those acts no 
discrimination of property would be found. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Tennessec, asked for the 


, yeas and nays, but they were not ordered; and 
` the amendment was disagreed to—ayes 66, noes 


; Savannah, where credit had been extended to |; 


were cut off from relief totally, while all those ' 


who had failed or refused to pay, came in for the 
fall benefit of the bill. 

Mr. Rosertson’s last amendment was then 
disagreed to; and the original amendment, as 
amended, was agrecd to. 


Mr. HARDIN proposed to amend the first sec- `` 


tion, by inserting im the sixteenth line, after the 
word ‘ payable,” ‘with interestat the rate of five 
per centum per annum,” and asked for the yeas 
and nays upon the question; which were ordered. 


Mr. CAMBRELENG said there was no in- 


stance, since the adoption of the Constitution, 
where interest had been charged under similar 
circumstances; and he did, therefore, hope the 
amendment would be rejected. 

Mr. HARDIN hoped the amendment would 
prevail. 

Mr. TOUCEY said this money would be safer 
than if now exacted, or attempted to be exacted; 
and he should voteagainst the charge of interest, 
because he was well aware that, if the money 
were at once collected, it would lic in the Treas- 
ury without interest. 

r. JENIFER was in favor of the amend- 
ment, and opposed to many parts of the bill, 
against which, in consequence, he should becom- 
pelled to vote. 

The question was then taken on Mr. Harprn’s 
amendment; which was disagreed to—yeas 85, 
nays 117. 

r. HARDIN then proposed a eimilaramend- 
ment to the second section of the bill, for the pay- 
ment of interest at five per cent. cn the bonds 
therein provided for; and also called for the yeas 
and nays; which were ordered. 

Mr. BROWN said, he had voted for the 
amendment which had just been rejected with a ' 


tion. 


_ to having such a proposition adopted by the Rep- ` 
i Tesentatives of a liberal and commercial people, : 


, 115. 


Mr. EVERETT then proposed to amend the : 


' first section by striking out, wherever they oc- . 


curred, the words “three, four, and five,” years, 
and insert ‘‘ one, two, and three” years, and asked . 
for the yeas and nayson his amendment; which | 
were ordered. | 

Mr. CAMBRELENG referred to the case of i 


four years on the whole amount of bonds. This | 
bill had extended it less than at any former | 


period. i 


Mr. HARDIN said all the cases he had cxam- 
ined never went further than one ycar, as in 
Portsmouth and Norfolk It was now admitted 
that those who had insured would be fully in- 
demnified. 

Mr. CAMBRELENG made a brief statement, 
showing that, by the operation of the former 
acts, under the old system of credits, the credit 
extended to the whole amount of bonds for four 
years. 

Mr. GIDEON LEE hoped the House would 
not suffer itsclf to be puilleuientinely by precedent 
in a case which was without a parallel. 

The question was then taken; and the amend- 
ment was rejected—yeas 96, nays 111. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Kentucky, then moved 
that the House adjourn; which was negatived. 

Mr. GARLAND, of Louisiana, moved an 


amendment to the first section of the bil', so as | 


to restrict its provisions to citizens of the United 
States and foreigners only residing in the city 
of New York; and explained in a few words the 
object he had in view. 


Mr. GIDEON LEE hoped the amendment pro- ` 


` posed by the gentleman from Virginia would not 
prevail: first, because the amount to be excluded 


from the proposed relief would be very small; 
and, second, because it would rnise interminable 


difficultics in the settlement of the complicated 
; questions which would arise; and finally ie 


, because 


. He would not make this very invidious distinc- 


He was not thus inimical to foreigners, 


amendment would not prevail. He wag opposed 


: ber of citizens of 


; a . . . St. 
Mr. MeKEON remarked. that he bored thi. Toe riation to build a bridge across the 


who had their merchants in every foreign country 


amendment offered by him in Committee of the 
Whole, to allow fifteen per cent. to the sufferers 
on the actual loss; which was rejected. 

Mr. ROBERTSON moved to strike out the 

first proviso of the first section, as amended. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of North Carolina, asked 

for the yeas and nays; which was not ordered, 

Theamendment was negatived without a count, 

Mr. GRAVES proposed to amend the bill by 
; inserting before the words, ‘three, four, or five 
; years,’’ wherever they occurred, “a period not 

exceeding; which was rejected. 

Mr. McK AY moved to insert in the ninth line, 
„after the word ‘ merchandise,” the following: 
; “who were not indemnified by insurance.” 

Mr. EVANS asked the censent of the House 

to submit a motion for an aujournment over to 

, Monday. 

Objection being made, Mr. CHAPIN moved 
, to suspend the rule for that purpose. 

; Mr. GARLAND, of Louisiana, asked for the 
yeas and nays on the motion, which were not 
ordered; and the motion to suspend the rule was 

_agrecd to. 

Mr. EVANS then submitted his motion. 

Mr. MASON, of Virginia, moved to strike out 
Monday, and insert Tucsday; which was carried 
—ayes 105, noes not counted. 

he motion, as amended, was then agrecd to. 

The question then recurring on the amendment 
of Mr. McKay, that gentleman asked for the yeas 
and nays; which were ordered. 

Mr. WISE moved that the House adjourn; 
negatived—ayes 69, noes not counted. 

After a few words from Mr. PHILLIPS and 
Mr. McKAY, the question was taken; and the 
amendment was disagreed to-yeas 83, nays 110. 

Mr. GRAVES moved a proviso to come in at 
the end of the bill: 

That no individual shal realize a benefit under the pro- 


i; Visions of the first section of this bil, greater, than the 


amount of his Joss, upon the calculation that the use of the 
; amount he owes the Government is worth to him six per 
| cent per annum. 


Mr. MORGAN asked for the yeas and nays; 
; which were not ordered, 
| The amendment was negatived. 
Mr. CHAMBERS, of Kentucky, moved to 
' strike out the second section of the bill, and ad- 
dressed the House for some time in opposition to 
the bill. f 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Kentucky, asked for the 
yeas and nays; which were ordered. 

Mr. WISE moved that the House adj 
which was agreed to—ayes 92, noes 84. 

And, ata quarter before six o’clock, the House 
adjourned over to Tuesday next. 


ourn; 


IN SENATE. 


a Fripar, February 19, 1836. 


Mr. McKEAN presented a memorial from sun- 
dry citizens of Philadelphia, praying that the pre- 
sent rates of postage may be reduced to what 

‘they were prior to the late war; which was refer- 
| red to the Committee on the Post Office and Post 
‘Roads. 

Mr. TOMLINSON presented the petition of 
the Washington City Society for the establish- 
ment ofa Manual Labor School and Orphan Asy- 
lum, praying for an act of incorporation; which 


` was read, and referred to the Committee on the 


: District of Columbia. 
Mr. LINN presented the petition of a number 
`of citizens of Michigan, praying for an appropri- 
ation for the improvement of the harbor at the 


| mouth of the St. Joseph’s river; which was refer- 
| red to the Committee on Commerce. 


Mr. TIPTON presented the petition of a num- 
iles, Michigan, praying for an 


oseph’s, at that place; which was referred to the 
same committee. 

Mr. CLAYTON presented the petition of sun- 
dry citizens of Delaware, praying that New Castle 


1836. T 


7 i 
may be made a port of entry; which was referred ll 
to the Committee on Commerce. a 

Mr. EWING, of Ohio, presented the memorial |: 
of sundry citizens of Ohio, praying that the Uni- 
ted States land office at Wooster may be dis- 
continued, and that the small quantity of public 
land remaining unsold in that land district may 
be given to the State of Ohio, to be applied to the 
construction of a harbor at the mouth of Black 
river; which was refereed to the Committce on 
Public Lands. ; 

Mr. BUCHANAN presented the petition of 
Russel! Jarvis, stating that he has made a valu- 
able improvement in the construction of steam 
boilers, and obtained a patent for the samc; and 
asking for an appropriation for the purpose of 
testing its usefulness, with a view to its being 
used in the Navy; which was referred to the Com- | 
mittee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. HENDRICKS presented the petition of a 


railroad company in Florida; which was refer- : 


red to the Committee on Roads and Canals. 
Mr. BENTON presented the petition of Lieu- 
tenant Colonel Kearney, of the United States 
dragoons, praying to be reimbursed for two . 
horses lost in the service of the United States; | 
which was referred to the Committee on Military .' 
Affairs. 
REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 


Mr. PORTER, from the Committee on Private 
Land Claims, to which had been referred the pe- 
tion of the heirs and legal representatives of 
William Conway, deceased, reported a bill for 
their relief; which was read, and ordered to asec- 
ond reading. 

Mr. EWING, of Ohio, from the Committee on | 
Public Lands, to which had been referred the | 
memorial of the Legislature of Illinois, praying 
for the establishment of a surveyor general’s of- 
fice, made an unfavorable report thereon. 

The committee (Mr. E. said) had communi- 
cated with the Commissioner of the General Land 
Office on this subject, who was of opinion that i 
the complying with the request of the memorial- 
ists would cause great delays in the public busi- 
ness, and would not effect the object of the mem- 
orialists at all. ij 

_ The report was laid on the table,and, on mo- | 
tion of Mr. EWING, of Illinois, ordered to be ʻi 
printed. 


tee, made unfavorable reports on the petitions of | 
Miles Taylor, Adam Peale, and of sundry citi- 
zens by Indiana, praying for the extension of 
preémption rights. 

Mr. BENTON, from the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs, to which the subject had been re- 
ferred by a resolution of the Senate, reported a ; 
bill making an appropriation for the establishment ! 
of an armory on the western waters; which was | 
read, and ordered to a second reading. fi 

Mr. BLACK, from the Committee on Private || 
Land Claims, to which had been referred the |; 


| 
I 
i 


: was read, and ordered to a second reading. 


| was offered for. 
Mr. EWING, of Ohio, from the same commit- ! 

| value of it, and that it would be a 
| tion to the library of Congress. È 
| would never perhaps occur again to purchase such 
‘a one. 


} 
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Mr. BENTON submitted the following resolu- 


| 


tion; which lies on the table one day: 


Carrera was read the second time, and considered 
as in Committee of the Whole, and ordered to be 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be directed | engrossed for a third reading. 


with the month of January; so as to show the condition of , 
said banks and the state of public moneys therein, as fully 

as the condition of the Bank of the United States and its . 
branches, and the state of the public moneys therein, have | 
been heretofore shown in the monthly returns of that in- | 
stitution. 


RESOLUTION AGREED TO. 


The resolution submitted by Mr. Ewrng, call- 
ing on the Secretary of the Treasury for inform- ` 
ation as to the construction placed by the Depart- 
ment on certain preémption laws, was considered 
and adopted. 

FRAUDS ON THE LAND OFFICES. 

Mr. BLACK, on leave, introduced a joint reso- | 
lution, directing the payment, out of the contin- | 
gent fund of the Senate, of the expenses incurred . 
in taking testimony during the last Congress on , 
the subject of frauds alleged to have been com- 
mitted on the United States land offices; which 


NOTICES OF BILLS. 
Mr. KING, of Alabama, gave notice that he 


| would to-morrow ask leave to introduce bills to 
| authorize two railroad companies in Florida to 


locate their roads through the lands of the United 


States, 


Mr. KING, of Georgia, on leave, and in pur- 
suance of previous notice, introduced a bill making . 
an appropriation for the completion of certain , 
roads, and the improvement of certain rivers, in 
the Territory of Florida; which was redd twice 
and referred. 

LIBRARY OF COUNT BOURTONLIN. 

The resolution submitted yesterday by Mr. 
Preston, directing the Committee onthe Library 
to inquire into the expediency of purchasing the 
library of the late Count Bourtoulin, of Florence, 
was considered. 

Mr. PRESTON said, this library had been ex- 
amined by a late distinguished member of Con- 
gress from Georgia, (Mr. Wilde,) who was a 
gentleman of great literary attainments, and emi- 
nently qualified to judge of its value, and who had 
strongly recommended to this country the pur- , 
chase of it. It was worth much more than it 
He (Mr. P.) believed there was | 
no difference of opinion in regard to the great | 
roper acquisi- 
n Opportunity 


various languages; and many yearsof his life had 
been devoted to the collection of this vast library. | 


Mr. WEBSTER had a high opinion himself ` 


of the great value of thislibrary. It was one of , 
those collections rarely found, and such as he : 
believed did not exist in any library of any of the | 
United States, public or private. He understood | 


petition of William Pollock, made an unfavorable ! the expense would not be very great. He thought | 
report thereon. |: this was a favorable opportunity to make a valu- | 

Mr. TOMLINSON, from the Committee on | able addition, if Congress saw fit to make such ` 
Pensions, to which had been referred the bill for ,, addition, to their library. | 


the relief of General Daniel Newman, reported `| 
the same without amendment, and stated it asthe |; 
opinion of the committee that the bill ought not |! 
to pass. ' 

RESOLUTIONS. 


Mr. McKEAN offered the following resolution; : i 
which was considered and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads be instructed to inquire into the expediency of | 
establishing a post route from Honesdale, in Wayne county, ‘| 
Pennsylvania, by way of Big Eddy, Forrestburg, and Cudde- |: 
backsville, to Goshen, in Orange county, in the State of New | 


j 
i 
i 


York. 


Mr. LINN submitted the following resolution; ‘| 
which was considered and agreed to: : 
Resolved, That the Secretary of War be requested to 
transmit to the Senate a copy of the reports, survey, plan 
and estimate for improving the harbor at the mouth of Kala- | 
mazoo river, of Lake Michigan. i 
Mr. DAVIS submitted the following resolution; | 
which was considered and agrecd to: ; 
Resolved, That the Committee on Commerce be instructed : 
to inquire into the eapediency of aiding William B. Barney | 
in the publication of a chart called “ Par of Exchang-,” de- | 


|| be referred in the usual way, and made a motion 


‘| agreed to. 


i| provement of the river Wabash was read the : 


signed to designate with accuracy the value of foreign coin. | 


The resolution was then adopted. 


POST ROUTES. 

The joint resolution from the House providing 
for the establishment of certain post routes in 
Missouri and Arkansas, was read the first time. 

Mr. LINN said that this was a resolution of : 


:i some importance, about which there could be no : 


objection; and as it had already been examined 
and passed in the other Hooac he hoped it would 
be permitted to pass through its diferent stages 
at once. The object of the resolution was to give 
a necessary facility of intercourse between the 
different military posts on the frontiers. 

Mr. CALHOUN thought that the bill ought to | 


to that effect; which (Mr. Linn assenting) was | 


WABASH RIVER. 
The bill making an appropriation for the im- 


third time and passed. 
HEIRS OF MILAN DE LA CARRERA. | 
The bill for the relief of the heirs of Milan dela ` 


. to communicate to the Senate, during the session, mouthly |: 
:. abstracts of the affairs of the deposit banks, commencing | 


FORTIFICATIONS. 

Mr. BENTON gave notice that he would, on 
Monday next, immediately after the morning 
business, move to take up the bill making appro- 
priations for fortifications, reported by him from 
the Military Committee some days since. 


ABOLITION OF SLAVERY. 

Mr. MANGUM said that it was on his motion 
that the memorial of the Society of Friends on 
the subject of abolition had been laid on the table, 
and that he gave a pledge at the time to move to 
take it up at an early day. 

He had madc the motion in consequence of the 
indisposition of the gentleman from Mississippi, 
who was entitled to the floor, and who was unable 
to go on with the discussion. He now, for the 
purpose of redeeming his pledge, moved to take 
up the memorial. Gentlemen might then make 
such disposition of it as they pleased. 

Mr. PORTER asked why the motion could 


i notbe delayed until Monday? He hoped the Sen- 


ate would not, by its vote, postpone the consid- 
eration of the general orders, which, it seemed, it 
was the general consent of the Senate to consider 
on one day of the weck, for the purpose of acceler- 
ating the debate ona subject that had already 


' been sufficiently discussed. 


Mr. CALHOUN observed, that it never was 
his wish to bring on the debate on this subject. - 
His whole object had been, from the beginning, 
defensive—to resist. He had not any agency in 


' bringing on the debate in the first instance; for 


he had restricted himself simply to demanding 
the question, without argument. While up, he 
would remind the Chair of the parliamentary rule 
which had hitherto been lost sight of. He held 
it to be the duty of the Chair, when any doubt 
existed as to a petition being unanimously re- 
ceived, to present to the House the question: 
‘ Shall the petition be received ?”’ without waiting 
for a member to demand it. This was the cor- 
rect parliamentary rule, as laid down by Mr. Jef- 
ferson in his Manual; and the Chair, by adhering 
to it, would relieve him from the necessity of de- 
manding the preliminary question when such 
petitions were presented. 

Mr. KING, of Alabama, said that he differed 
entirely with the gentleman from South Carolina, 


. We require (said he) that the member presenting 


It was by mere accident that the oppor- |; 
j tunity had presented itself. Itembraced books in 


a petition shall state the substance of it in order 
| that any member objecting to receiving it may 
| make his objections known. He recollected the 
parliamentary rule; but (said he) it is not our rule, 
but the rule of the British Parliament. He had 
no disposition to accelerate the discussion of the 
question. Had his inclination been consulted, 
the discussion would never have commenced at 
ail, for he would have given the petitions the usual 
reference, and waited for a report, in order that 
the Senate might take such a course as would put 
the subject to rest. Jt was the question made by 
the gentleman from South Carolina that brought 
on the discussion. Gentlemen who felt that the 
right of petition was involved by it considered 
themselves bound to go into the discussion. He 
was not prepared, the moment a petition for abo- 
lition came 1n, to refuse to receive it, although he 
knew the petitioners asked what he could not 


' constitutionally do. The proper course would 


be, when such petitions came in, to give to them 


| the usual action, and then such an expression of 
` opinion might be had as would put the subject 


at rest. 


‘ though they were as much a ate as any one 
- could be to the objects of t 


Other gentlemen coming from the same 
section of country that he did, thought, with him, 
that the right of petition ought not to be infringed, 


e petitioners. If, 
when the motion of the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania to reject the petition came up, the petition 
should be unanimously rejected, it would have a 
greater effect in putting an end to discussion on 


| the subject than the question of the gentleman 
: from South Carolina, which, in fact, he thought 


i; tion of what the parliamentary rule was. 


had brought it on. . 
Mr. CALHOUN had made no question of 
He had merely suggested his co 
wi 


' the duty of the Chair not to put any question of 


r 


i order. Z 


1 
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: ae Pane t 
reeciving a petition until a regular motion was [i 
made. There was cither a rule to recerve or not l; 
to reevive. If there was no such rule, he had no |: 
right to insist. He considered it put down as 
one of the rules applicable to this country. | He 
wished it to be settled that when a petition Js to 
be received hereafter, the question should be 
made by the Chair as to receiving it. 

Mr. Č. here read from Jefferson’s Manual the 
rule ia substance that, when petititions are pre- 
sented, the preliminary question is, whether they 
shall be received. f 

Mr. WALL apprehended that this was not a 
time for a discussion of questions involving a 
great constitutional principle. Whenever that 
tme should arrive, he would undertake to show 
there was no such rule, requiring the question 
first to be made whether a petition should be 
received; and that the Senate had no right to 
make such a rule. He should endeavor to show 
that the rule was adapted to the meridian of the 
country where it was made, and where the right 
of petition was abridged by the laws. He would 
undertake to show that it was not applicable to 
our legislation, but directly in the tecth of our 
Constitution, He would undertake to show that 
the whole Congress could not make a rule by 
which petitions might not be received; and if 
Congress could not, that the Senate could not do 
it. Every deliberative body might require that pe- 
titions presented to them should be drawn up in | 
proper and respectful language. This the Senate 
hed a right to judge of; but he held that no par- ' 
liamentary rule could interfere with the sacred 
right of petition, which was secured by the Con- ‘ 
stitution, 

The memorial was then taken up, and post- 
poned to Monday next. 

LAND CLAIMS IN MISSOURI. : 

The bill confirming certain claims to land in the 
State of Missouri, was taken up; and, on motion 
by Mr LINN, postponed till this day week. 

BILLS READ TWICE. 

The following bills were severally read the 
second time, and considered as in Committee of 
the Whole; and ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading: 

The bill for the relief of the heirs of the late 
General William Eaton; 

` The bill for the relief of A. B. Ostrander; 

The bill to authorize the Archipelago Railroad 
and Banking Company, to locate their road 
through the lands of the United States; and 

The bill for the relicf of the heirs and legal rep- 
resentatives of Henry Eckford, deceased. 

REPRESENTATIVES OF MOSES SHEPHERD. 

The bill for the relicf of the legal representa- 
tives of Moses Shepherd, deceased, was consid- | 
ered; and, after a debate, in which it was supported 
by Messrs. HENDRICKS, TYLER, KNIGHT, || 
and PRENTISS, and opposed by Messrs. SHEP- 
LEY, BLACK, and EWING of Ohio, was re- | 
jected by the following vote: 

YEAS — Messrs. Clay, Ewing of Winois, Hendricks, 
Kent, Knight, Leigh, Linn, McKean, Prentiss, Robbins, ' 
Robinson, Southard, and Tyler—13. 


NAYS— Messrs. Benton, Black, Brown, Buchanan, Cal- |; 


houn, Cuthbert, Ewing of Ohio, Hill, Hubbard, King of : 
Alabama, King of Georgia, Mangum, Morris, Niles, 
Preston, Ruggles, Shepley, Switt, Tallmadge, Tipton, Tom- | 
tinson, White, and Wright—24. 
DISTRICT BANKS. 

‘The amendment of the House of Represent- : 
atives to the bill to extend the charters of the | 
Bank of Columbia and the Bank of Alexandria, 
to enable them to wind up their concerns, was | 
agreed to. 

` PAYMENT OF VOLUNTEERS. 

The bill from the House, to provide for the 
payment of the services of the volunteers and ` 
militia corps in the service of the United States | 
in Florida, was read twice by unanimous consent, | 
and referred. 

The Senate then adjourned over to Monday. 


IN SENATE. 


Monpay, February 22, 1836. 

Mr. BENTON presented the credentials of the 
Hon. Ropert J. Wanker, clected by the Legis- 
lature of Mississippi a Senator from that State, 
to serve for six years from the 4th of March last. 


* which the history of every other nation abounds. 


Porter, |: 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


The usual oath to support the Constitution of 
the United States was then administered to Mr. 
W. by the Vice President, and he took his scat 


': in the Senate. 


MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT. 
- The following message was received from the 
President of the United States, by Mr. Donet- 
son, his Private Secretary; which was read: 


To the Senate and House of Representatives : 

I transmit, herewith, to Congress copies of the corre- 
spondence between the Secretary of State and the Chargé 
@ Affaires of his Britannic Majesty, relative to the media- 
tion of Great Britain in our disagreement with France, and 
to.the determination of the French Government to execute 
the treaty of indemnification, without further delay, on the 
application for payment by the agent of the United States. 


The grounds upon whieh the mediation was accepted , 


will be round fully developed in the correspondence. On 
the part of France the mediation had been publicly accepted 
bevore the offer of it could be reccived here. Whilst each 
of the two Governments bas thus discovered a just solici- 
tude to resort to all honorable means of adjusting amicably 


the controversy between them, it isa matter of congratu- : 


lation that the mediation has been rendered unnecessary. 


_ Under such circumstances the anticipation may be conti- 


dently indulged that the disagreement between the United 
States and France will not have produced more than a 
temporary estrangement. 
just consideration of the powertn] motives for a cordial 
good understanding between the two nations, the strong 
iuducements each has to respect and esteem the other, will 


The healing effects of time, a | 


no doubt soon ubliterate frem their remembrance all traces | 


of that disagreement. 

Of the elevated and disinterested part the Government of 
Great Britain has acted, and was prepared to act, I have 
already bad occasion to cypress my high scuse. Universal 
respect, and the consciousness of meriting it, are, with Gov- 
ernments as with men, the just rewards of those who faith- 
fully exert their power to preserve peace, restore harmony, 
and perpetuate good will. 

I may be permitted, I trust, at this time, without a sus- 
Picion of the most remote desire to throw off censure from 
the Exccutive, or to point it to any other department or 
branch of the Government, to refer to the want of effective 
preparation in which our country was found at the late 
crisis. From the nature of our institutions, the movements 
ofthe Government in preparation for hostilities must ever 
be too stow for the exigencies of unexpected war. J sub- 
mit it, then, to you, whether the first duty we owe to the 


: people who have confided to us their power is not to place 


our country in such an attitude as always to be so amply 
supplied with the means of seli-defense as to afford no in- 
ducements to other nations to presume upon our forbear- 


ance, or to expect important advantages trom a sudden į 
. assault, either upon our commerce, our sea-coast, or our 


interior frontier. (n case of the commencement of hostilities 
during the recess of Congress, the time necessarily elapsing 
before that body could be called together, even under the 
most favorable circumstances, would be pregnant with 


! danger, and if we escaped without signal disaster or national 


dishonor, the hazard of both unnecessarily incurred could 
not fail to excite a feeling of deep reproach. I earnestly 
recommend to you, theretore, to make sush provisions that 
in no future time shall we be found without ample means 


, to repel aggression, even although it may come upon us 
| Without a note of warning. We are now fortunately so 


situated that the expenditure for this purpose will not be 
felt, and if it were, it would be approved by those trom 


, whom all its means are derived, and for whose benefit only 


it should be used with a liberal economy and enlightened 
forecast. 


In behalf of these suggestions I cannot forbear repeating | 


the wise precepts of one whose counsels cannot be forgot- 
ten: * The United States ought not to indulge a persuasion 
that, contrary to the order of human events, they will for- 
ever keep at a distance those painful appeals to arms with 
There 


| is a rank duc to the United States among nations which 


will be withheld, if not absolutely Jost, by the reputation of 
weakness. 
to repelit. If we desire to secure peace, one of the most 
powertul instruments of our rising prosperity, it must be 
known that we are at all times ready for war.?? 
-ANDREW JACKSON, 
February 22, 1836. 


Wasurineron, January 27, 1833. 
The undersigned, his Britannic Majesty’s Chargé d’Af- 
faires, has been instructed to state to Mr. Forsyth, the Sec- 
retary of State of the United States, tbat the British Gov- 
ernment has witnessed with the greatest pain and regret 
the progress of the misunderstanding which has lately grown 
up between the Governments of France and of 


: British Cabinet has been to maintain uninterrupted the re- 
. lations of peace between Great Britain and the other nations 
| of the world, without any abandonment of national inter- | 
ests, and without any sacrifice of national honor. The | 


; to heal dissensions which may ha 
boring Powers 


next object to which their anxious 
tions have been directed has been, 


je by an appropriate exer- 
cise of the good offices and moral in Pa 


fluence of Great Britain, 
ve arisen among neigh- 
I and to preserve for other nations those bless- 
ings of peace which Great Britain is so desirous of securing 
for herself. 

_The steady efforts of his Majesty’s Government have 
hitherto been fortunately successful in the accomplishment 
of both these ends; and while Euro 
years, has passed through a crisis of extraordinary hazard 
without any disturbance of the general peace, his Majesty’s 
Government has the satisfaction of thinking that it has on 
More than one oceasion been instrumental in reconciling 


pe, during the last five ` 


and in cementing union between fricudly Powers. 

But, if ever there could be an oceasion on which it would 
be painful to the British Government to sce the relations of 
amity broken off between two friendly States, that occasion 
is undoubtedly the present, when a rupture is apprehended 
between two great Powers, with boih of which Great Brit- 
ain is united by the closest ties; with one of which she is 
engaged in active alliance; with the other of which she is 
joined by community of interest and by the bonds of kindred. 

Nor would the grounds of difference on the present oc- 
casion reconcile the friends and well-wishers of the differ. 
ing parties to the misfortune of an open rupture between 
them. 

When the conflicting interests of two nations are so op- 
posed on a particular question as to admit of no possibie 
compromise, the sword may be required tu cut the knot 
which reason is unable io untie. 

When passions have heen so excited on both sides that 
no common standard of justice can be found, and what one 
party insists on asa right the other denounces as a wrong, 
prejudice may become too headstrong to yield to the voice 
of equity ; and those who can agree on nothing clse may 
consent to abide the fate of arms, and to allow that the 

: party which shall prove the weakest in the war shali be 

deemed to have been wrong in the dispute. 

But in the present case there is no question of national 
interest at issue between France and the United States. In 
the present case there is no demand of justice made by one 
party, and denied bythe other. Tne disputed claims of 
America on France, which were founded upon transactions 
in the carly part of the present century, and were for many 
years in litigation, have at length been established by mu~ 
tual consent, and are admitted by a treaty concluded be- 
tween the two Governments. The money duc by Franee 
has been provided by the Chambers, and has been placed 
at the disposal of the French Government, for the purpose 
of being paid to the United States. But questions have 
arisen between the two Governments in the progress of 
those transactions, affecting on both sides the feclings of 
national honor; and itis on this ground that the relations be- 
tween the parties have been, for the moment, suspended, 
and are in danger of being more scriously interrupted. 

In this state of things, the British Government is led to 

. think that the good offices of a third Power, equally the 
triend of France and of the United States, and prompted by 
considerations of the highest order most earnestly to wish 
for the continuance of peace, might be useful in restoring a 
good understanding between the two parties, on a footing 
consistent with the nicest feelings of national honor in both. 

The undersigned has, therefore, been instructed by his 
Majesty’s Government formally to tender to the Govern- 
ment of the United States the mediation of Great Britain, 
for the settlement of the differences between the United 


! differences which might otherwise have Icd to quarrels, 
i 


': States and France; and to say that a note precisely similar 


and unremitting exer- | 


Ii we desire to avoid insult, we must be able : 


u e the United |. 
States. The first object of the undeviating policy of the ` 


; to the present has been delivered to the French Govern- 
ment by his Majesty’s Embassador at Paris. ‘The under- 
signed has, at the same tiime, to express the confident hope 
of his Majesty’s Government, that if the two parties would 
agree to refer to the British Government the settlement of ` 

| the point at issue between them, and to abide by the opin- 

| ion which that Government might, aiter due consideration, 

; communicate to the two parties thereupon, means might 

be found to satisfy the honor of each, without incurring 

those great and manifold evils which a rupture between 
two such Powers must inevitably entail on both. 
Tic undersigned has the honor to renew to Mr. Forsyth 
the assurance of his most distinguished consideration. 
CHARLES BANKHEAD. 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE, 
WASHINGTON, February 3, 1836. 
The undersigned, Secretary of State of the United States, 

_ has had the honor to receive the note, of the 27th ultimo, of 
Mr. Charles Bankhead, his Britannic Majesty’s Chargé 
d’Affaires, offering to the Government of the United States 
the mediation of his Britannic Majesty’s Government for 
the settlement of the differences unhappily existing between 
the United States and France. That communication hav- 
ing been submitted to the President, and considered with 
all the care belonging to the importance of the subject and 
the source from which it emanated, tle undersigned has 
been instructed to assure Mr. Bankhead that the disinter- 
ested and honorable motives which have dictated the pro- 
posal are fully appreciated. The pacific policy of his 
Britannic Majesty’s Cabinet, and their efforts to héal dis- 
scnsions arising among nations, are worthy of the character 
and commanding influence of Great Britain; and the sus- 
cess of those efforts is as honorable to the Gavernment by 
whose instrumentality it was secured, as it has been bene- 
ficial to the parties more immediately interested and to the 

: World at large. 

The sentiments upon which this policy is founded, and 


ʻi Which are so forcibly displayed in the offer that has been 


: Made, are deeply impressed upon the mind of the President. 
. They are congenial with the institutions and principles, as. 
Well as with the interests and habits, of the people of the 
Uuited States; and it has been the constant aim of their 
' Government, in its conduct towards other Powers, to ob- 
- serve and illustrate them. Cordially approving the general 
views of his Britannic Majesty's Government, the President 
regards, with peculiar satisfaction, the enlightened and dis- 
interested solicitude manifested by it forthe welfare of the. 
nations to whom its good offices are now tendered, and has 
seen with great sensibility, in the exhibition of that feeling, 
the recognition of that community of interests and those 
ties of kindred by which the United States and Great 


ii Britain are united. 


If circumstances did not render it certain, it would have 
been obvious, from the langu age of Mr. Bankhead’s note to 
the undersigned, that the Government of bis Britannic Mu- 
jesty, when the instructions under which it was prepared 
were given, could not have been apprised of all the steps 
taken in the controversy between the United States and 
France. It was necessarily ignorant of the tenor of the two 
recent messazes of the President to Congress—the first com- 


1836. 
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muunicated at the commencement of the present session, 

under date of the 7th of December, 1835, and the second 

under that of the Lith of January, 1833. Could these doc- 

uments have been within the knowledge of his Britannic | 
Majesty’s Govcrament, the President dues not doubt that it | 
would have beeu fully satisfied that the disposition of the 

United Siates, notwithstanding their well-grounded and 
serious causes of complaint against France, to restore 
friendly relations and cultivate a good understanding with 
the Government of that country, Was undiminisbed, and 
that all had already been done, on their part, that could in 
reason be expected of them to secure that result. The first 
of these documents, although it gave such a history of the 
origin and progress of tae ciaims of the United States, and 
of the proceedings of France borore and since the treaty of 
1831, as to vindicate the statements and recominendations 
of the message or the Ist of December, 1834, yet expressly 


disclaimed tue offensive interpretation put upon it by the || 


Government of France; and, while it insisted on the ac- | 
knowledged rights of the United States, aud the obligations ; 
of the treaty, and maintained the honor and independence 
of the American Government, evinced an anxious desire to 
do all that constitutional duty and strict justice would per- 
mit, to remove every cause of irritation and excitement. 
The special message of the 15th January last, being called 
for by the extraordinary and inadmissible demands of the 
Government of France, as defined in the last official com- 
munications at Paris, and by the continued refusal of 
France to execute a treaty, from the faithtul performance 
of which by the United States it was teanquilly enjoying 
important advantages, it became the duty of the President 
to recominend suca nieasures as might be adapted to the 
exigencies of the occasion. Unwilling to beleve that a , 
nation distinguished tor honor and intelligence could have 
determined perma ‘ 
ible, and anxious stil to leave open the door of reconcilia- ' 
tion, the President contented himself with proposing to 


Congress the mildest of the remedies given by the law aud `` 


praciiee of nations; in connection with such propositions 
tor defense as were evidentiy required by the condition of 
the United States. and the attitude assumed by France. In 
all these proceedings, as welt as in every stage of these dif- : 
ficulties with I'rauce, it is confidently believed that the 
course of the United States, when duly considered by other 
Governments aud the world, will be found to have been 
marked, not only by a pacific disposition, but by a spirit of 
forbearance and conciliation. 

For a further illustratioa of this point, as well as for the 
parpose of presenting a lucid view of the whole subject, the 
undersigned has the honor to transmit to Mr. Bankhead 
copies of all that part of the message of December 7, 1835, 
which relates to it, and of the correspondence referred to 
therein; and also copies of the message and accompanying 
documents of the Loth of January, 18833, and of another 
message of the 18th of the same month, transmitting a re- ` 
port or the Sverctary of State, and certaia documents con- | 
nected with the subject. 

These papers, wile they bring down the history of the 
misunderstanding between the United States and France to 
the present date, will also remove an erroneous impression 

which appears to be entertained by his Britannic Majesty’s 
Government. Itit suggested in Mr. Bankhead’s note that | 
there is no question or national interest at issue between | 
France and the United States; and that there is no demand 
of justice made by the one party and deuied by the other. 
This suggestion appears to be founded on the facts, that the 
claims uc the United States have buen admitted by a treaty 
concluded between the two Governments, and that the 
money due by France has been provided by the Chambers 
and piaced at the disposal of the French Government for 
the purpose of being paid to the United States. But itis to 
be observed, that the payment of the inoney thus appropri- 
ated is refused by the French Government, unless the Uni- 
ted States will first comply with a condition not contained 
in the treaty, and not assented to by them. This refu- 
sal to make payment is, in the view of the United States, 
a denial of justice; and has not only been accompanied by 
acts and language of which they have great reason to coin- 
plain, but the delay of payment is highly injurious to those 
American citizens who are entitled to share in the indem- 
nification provided by the treaty, and to the interests of the 
United States; inasmuch as the reduction of the duties 
levied on French wines, in pursuance of that treaty, has 
diminished the public revenue, and has been, and yet is, 
enjoyed by France, with all the other benefits of the treaty, | 
without the consideration and equivalents for which 
they were granted. Butthere are other national interests— 
and, in the judgment of this Government, national interests | 
of the higaest order—involved in the condition prescribed 
and insisted on by France, which it has been, by the Pres- 
ident, made the duty of the undersigned to bring distinctly 
intoview. Thatcondition proceed; on the assumption, that 
a foreign Power, w»ose acts are spoken of by the President 
of the United States in a message to Congress, transmitted 
in obedience to his constitutional duties, and which deemed 
itself aggrieved by the tanguage thus held by him, may, as 
a matter of right, require from the Governmentot the United | 
States a dircct official explanation of such langaage, to be 
given in such forin, and expressed in such terms, as shall 
incet the requirements and satisfy the feelings of the of- 
tended party; ad may, in default of such explanation, 
annul or suspend a solemn treaty daly executed by its con- 
stitutional organ. Whatever may be the responsibility of 
those nations whose Executives possess the power of de- 
elaring war, and of adopting other coercive remedies, with- 
out the intervention of the legislative department, for the 
language held by the Executive in addressing that depart- 
ment, itis obvious that, under the Constitution of the United 
States, which gives to the Executive no such powers, but 
vests them exclusively in the Legislature, while at the same | 
time it imposes on the Executive the duty of laying before the 
Legislature the state of the nation, with such recommend- 
ations as he may deem proper, no such responsibility can 
be admitted without impairing that freedom of intercom- 


| 
i 


itly to maintain a ground so indefens- || 


government. In accordance with this view of the Federal 
Constitution, has been the practicg under it. The state- 
ments and recommendations of the President to Congress 
are regarded by this Govemment as a part of the purely 
domestic consultations heid by its different Departincnts—- 
consultations in wiich nothing is addressed to foreign 
Powers, and in which they cannot be permitted to interfere, 
and for which, until consuminated and carried out by acts 
emanating from the proper constitutional organs, the nation 


| 


- is not responsible, and tie Government not Hable to account | 


to other States. 


| It will be seen from the accompanying correspondence, 


; that when the condition referred to was first proposed inthe | 


i Chamber of Deputies, the insuperable objections to it were 
fully communicated by the American Minister at Paris to 


‘! the French Government; and that he distinctly informed it 


' that the condition, if prescribed, could never be complicd 
| with. The views expressed by him were approved by the 
i President, and have been since twice asscrteu and eniorced 
: by him in his message to Congress, in terms proportioned, 


| in their explicitness and solemnity, to the conviction he en- | 


| involved. 

| The United States cannot yield this principle, nor can 

; they do, or consent to any measure by which its influence 
in the action of their political system can be obstructed or 

| diminished. Under these circumstances, the President feels 

that he may rely on the intelligence and liberality of his 


tertains of the importance and inviolability of the principle | 


Britannic Majesty’s Government for a correct estimation . 


_ of the imperative obligations which leave him no power to 


subinit this point to the control of any foreign State, wiat- ` 


ever may be his confideuce in its justice and impartiality — 
a confidence whieh he has taken picasure iit instructing the 


© undersigned to state is fully reposed by hiin in the Govern- 


ment or his Britannie Majesty. 
i $o great, however, is ue desire of the President for the 
restoration of a good understanding with the Govornment 
of France, provided it can be effected on terms compatible 
with the houor and independence of tire United States, that 
| id, after the irank avowal of bis sentiments upon the point 
` last referred to, and the explicit reservation of that point, 
| the Government of his Britannic Majesty shall believe that 
i its mediation can bo use:ul in adjusting the differeuces 
which exist between the two countries,and in restoring all 
their relations to a triendly footing, he instructs the under- 
signed to inform Mr. Bankhead that, in such case, the offer 
; of modiation mad: ia his note is cuveriully accepted. 
The United States desire nothing but equal aud exact 
justice; and they cannot but hope, that the good offices of 
l a third Power, friendly to both parties, and prompted by the 
elevated considerations miniiesied in Mr. Bankhead’s note, 
| may promote the attainment of this end. 
| Influenced by these motives, the President will cordially 
| Cooperate, so tar as his constitutional powers may enable 
| him, ia such step3 as may be requisite, on the part o/ the 
' United States, to give etivct to the proposed mediation. Ile 


+; trusts that no unnecessary delay will be allowed to occur; 


and instructs the undersigned to request, that the earliest 


their result, may be communicated to this Government. 
The undersigned avails himself of the occasion to renew 

to.Mr. Bankhead the assurances of his distinguished con- 

sideration. JOHN FORSYTH. 


WASHINGTON, February 15, 1833. 

The undersigned, his Britannic Majesty’s Chargé d’Af- 
faires, with reference to his note of the 27th of Jast month, 
has the honor to inform Mr. Forsyth, Secretary of State of 
|| the United States, that he has been instructed by his Gov- 
' ernment to state, that the British Government has received 
L a communication trom that of France, which fulfills the 
! wishes that impelled his Britannic Majesty to offer his 
į mediation for the purpose of effecting an amicable adju_t- 
ment of the difference between France and the United 
States. 

The French Government has stated to that of his Majesty, 


| to the points of difference between the Governments of 
France and of the United States, has removed those diffi- 
culties, upon the score of national honor, which hitherto 
stood in the way of the prompt execution by Franee of the 


French Government is now ready to pay the installment 


ever the payment of that installment shali be claimed by the 
Government of the United States. 


communication to that of Great Britain, not regarding the 
British Government as a formal mediator, since its offer of 
| mediation had then reached only the Government of France, 

by which it had been accepted ; but looking upon the British 
Governnient as a common friend of the two parties, and, 


them. 


cëre pleasure which is felt by the British Government at the 
prospect thus afforded of an amicable termination of a dif- 


plete restoration of friendly relations between the United 
States and France. 


The undersigned has great pleasure in renewing to Mr. 


tion. CHARLES BANKHEAD. 
The Hon. Joun FORSYTH, &c. 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE, 
Wasuineton, February 16, 1838. 


munication which is essential to the system, and without 
surrendering, in this important particular, the right of self- 


The undersigned, Secretary of State of the United States, 


which ia due on account of the American indemnity, wien- i 


| 


15th instant, in which he states, by the instructions of his 
Government, that the British Government have received a 


! communication from thatof France, which falfills the wis hes 


: that impelled his Britannic Majesty to offer his mediation 


| information of the measures taken by Great Britain, and of ` 


that the frank and honorable inannerin which the President , 
i} has, in his recent message, expressed himself with regard 


The French Government has also stated that it made this ` 


therefore, as a natural channel of communication between , 


The undersigned is further instructed to express the sin- i 


ference which has produced a temporary estrangement be- | 
tween two nations who have so many interests in common, | 
and who are so entitled to the friendship and esteerfPof each | 

other ; and the undersigned has also to assure Mr. Forsyth | 

that it has afforded the British Government the most lively |: 
satisfaction to have been, upon this occasion, the channel | 
of a communication which, they trust, will lead to the com- | 


Forsyth the assurance of his most distinguished considera- : 


has had the bonor to receive Mr. Bankhead’s note of the ' 


treaty of the 4th July, 1331, and that, consequently, the |: 


for the purpose of effecting an amicable adjustment of the 
difference botween France and the United States—that the 
French Government, being satisfied with the frank and hon- 
orabie manner in which the President has, in his recent mes- 
sage, expressed himself in regard to the points of difference 
between the two Governments, iaready to pay the install- 
ment due on account of the indemnity, whenever it shall 

2claimed by the Government of the United States, and 
that this communication is made to the Government of Great 
Britain, not as a formal mediator, but as a common friend 
of both parties. 

Tae uadersigned has submitted thia note of his Britannic 
Majesty’s Charg3 d?Affaires to the Proident, and is in- 
structed to reply, that the President has received this in- 
formation with the highest satisiaction—a salisfaction as 
sincere as was his regretat the unexpected occurrence of the 
difficulty created by the crroncous impressions heretofore 
made upon the national sensibility of France. By the ful- 
fillment of the obligations of the convention between the 
two Governments, the great cause of difference will be re- 
moved; and the President anticipates thatthe benevolent 
and magnanimous wishes of his Britannic Majesty’s Gov- 
ernment will be speedily realized, as the temporary estrange- 
ment between the two nations, who have so many common 
interests, will no doubt be tollowed by the restoration of 
their ancient ties of fricndship and esteem. 

The President has further instructed the undersigned to 
express to his Britannic Majesty’s Government his sen: ibility 
ut the anxious desire it has displayed to preserve the rela- 
tions of peace between the United States and France, and 
the excitions it was preparcd to make to effectuate that 
object, so essential to the pro: perity and congenial to the 
wishes of th: two nations, and to the repose of the world. 

Leaving his Majesty’s Government to the consciousness 
of the elevated motives which have governed its conduct, 
and to the universal respect which must be secured to it, 
the Presidentis satisfied that no expressions, however strong. 
of bis own feelings, can be appropriately uzed, which could 
add to the gratification afforded to his Majesty’s Govern- 
ment at being the channel of communication to preserve 
peace, and restore goodwill between differing nations, each 
of whom i: its friend. 

The undersigned avails himself of this occasion to renew 
to Mr. Bankhead the assurance of his distinguished consid- 
eration. JOHN FORSYTH. 
CHARLES BANKHEAD, Esq. 


Mr. CLAY said he rosc to propose, as the course 
most proper and agreeable to the Senate, that the 
message and documents just read be laid on the 
table and printed; but before 1 make any motion, 
(said he,) allow me to express my satisfaction at 
the happy termination of the unfortunate differ- 
ences between two nations who had so little cause 
for enmity towards each other. He could not (he 
said) withhold the expression of his cordial con- 
gratulation to the Senate for the agency it had in 

roducing this happy termination of the difficulty. 
f the Senate had not, by its unanimous vote of 
last September, declared that it was inexpedient 
to adopt any legislative action upon the subject of 
our relations with France—if it had yielded to the 
recommendations of the Executive in ordering 


‘reprisals against that Power—it could not be 
‘ doubted but that war would exist atthis momentin 


its most serious state. Nay, further: if the Senate 


` had not, at the close of the last session, refused the 


unconstitutional appropriation of $3,000,000, pro- 


; posed under extraordinary circumstances, and 


without any specific limitations, could there be any 
doubt that at this moment war would be raging be- 
tween the two countries? The correspondence 
between the two Governmentsdisclosed great mis- 
takes on both sides; but it was not his purpose, 
under the present happy circumstances, to throw 
any censure on either party. Upon one point 
of the correspondence, however, he trusted he 
would be excused for making a few observations. 
The great principle which created an obstacle to 
the settlement of the controversy was, as avowed 
by the President, that, for any communication 
made by him, publicly made, made in the presence 
of the world, made in the presence of the diplomat- 
ic corps assembled at the seat of Government, no 
matter what the official character of the commu- 
nication, foreign Governments have no right to 
demand an explanation of it. He must be per- 
mitted to observe that, if this principle be correct, 
we must hold it towards other nations. If we 
have the right to use offensive language towards 


` other nations, they have the right to speak of us 


in like manner. The King of France and other 
foreign potentates, in their communications to 
their Legislatures, have the right to use offensive 
language to us—to menace us, and to charge us 


. with want of good faith. If the principle be true, 
, that we have no right toask expl 


anations of affens- 
be true that for- 


ive language towards us, if it 
k the same of us, 


eign nations have no right to as 


200 


eee 


it ought to inculcate on all the greatest caution in | 
speaking of each other; but it was a little re- . 


yet 


marka've, that, ware this principle was claimed 
co strongly by the 


ted in more tnan one instance, The first violation | 


of it was in a communication of our Secretary of 


State to our Minister at the Court of Great Brit- ; 


ain, in which he apologizes for a claim made by 
this Government, which he was instructed to 
abandon. And what was this right claimed? Ht 
was no other than the right to carry our own pro- 


had acted, the part which his predecessors had 
acted; and, in short, the part which his party 
had acted in reference to this matter. It was a 
liule remarkable, too, that this Secretary himself 
had, in March, 1823, voted for the very principle 


to carry our products to the ports of a foreign - 
nation which he thus condemned and instructed | 


our Minister to abandon. But again: Mr. Liv- 
ingston made an unauthorized expansion to the 
French Government, which the President sanc- 


tioned; and he should like to know the d'fference | 


between an unauthorized explanation that was 
sanctioned by the Executive, and one made by 
himself; the former he should think was the 
most objectionable, because it was establishing a 
dangerous principle, if our Ministers abroad were 
permitted to assume such a discretion. The prin- 
ciple inculcated by the President had been viola- 
ted in another instance. The letter of the Duc 
de Broglie to Mr. Pageat was presented to Mr. 
Forsyth in September last, and he refused to 


receive it; and in three days afterwards he ad- ` 


dressed a note to Mr. Barton, in which he said 


not one word about the letter to Mr. Pageot. | 
Yet in his message of December last he made an | 


explanation almost in the very language required 
by the Duc de Broglie. This explanation was 
made with two objects in view. The first was to 
get with France all the merit of making an ex- 
planation; and the next was to get with the peo- 
ple of the United States the merit of not making 
any explanation at all. He was truly glad that 
France saw the subject in its true light. The 
moment she saw the explanation he made ar- 
rangements to pay the money. France saw that, 
while the President protested that he would not 
explain, he did explain; and that, while protest- 


ing that he,would not apologize, he did apologize. | 


Mr. C. was filled with joy and satisfaction that 
the calamities of war had been averted; and al- 
though he was not one of those who believed that 
war would ensue, yet it was impossible, from the 
course of the two Governments, or rather of their 


agents, not to feel apprehensions. If, unfortu- 


nately, we had been involved in war, what would 
have been its character? It would not have been 
a war for the defense of civil liberty, or of our 
national honor or national rights; but it would 
have been a war for the recovery of a debt can- 
ccled by the very act; a war for offensive language 
used towards France by our Chief Magistrate, dis- 
approved by both Houscs of Congress and by the 
peuple; a war, the result of false translations on |! 
the one side, and of false positions on the other. || 
He had one regret to express, which came in as i! 
some alloy to his feelings of joy and satisfaction i 
on this occasion. Itwas that our good old Pres- i; 
ident would not suffer us for one moment to be || 
at peace. The prospect of a war with France | 
was hardly over, before he wages a new war upon i 
the surplus fund, which he is very anxious to | 
diatribute. He hoped that he, and 4 

the Senate, would suffer that fund to be applied 
to those peaceful Pirar more calculated for , 
the prosperity and happiness of thecountry. He 

concurred most heartily in the praise the Presi- 


dent had so july bestowed on. the disinterested || 
Great Britain. A war between this |, 


mediation o 
country and France would have given the carry- 
ing trade to Great Britain, enriching her commerce 
and building up her navigatinginterest. She had 
magnanimously overlooked all these advantages, 


! i 
| 
and had nobly stepped forward to restore harmon | 


Executive, it had been viola- ` 


} 
, journed. 
f 

ducts to the ports of the British colonies. There $ 
was also an invitation to the British Government J 
to look into the part which the Secretary himself : 


i Kalamazoo river, 


is friends in į) 


between two countries, whose hostility to eac 
other would have so greatly redounded te her |! 
commercial advantage. i 

He conelyded by moving that the message and 
documents be laid on the table and printed. hi 


i 


i 
+ 
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Mr. BUCHANAN suggested the printing of 
five thousand additional copies, to which Mr. 
Cray assented, and the printing was ordered ac- 
cordingly. 

Mr. PRESTON said, as this was an interest- 


ing day to the nation, he would move that the ; p 
The House of Representatives, | 
` that, as the State of 


Senate adjourn. 
he said, had already adjourned over. 
The motion was agreed to; and the Senate ad- 


IN SENATE. 
Tuespar, February 23, 1836. 


- improvements of the harbor at the mouth of the 


Senate. : 

Mr. EWING, of Ilinois, presented the peti- 
tion of Pierre Menard; which was referred to 
the Committee on Claims. And the petition of 


tee on Public Lands. 


|! Anthony Paradise; which was referred to the 
| Commiitee of Claims. i 
‘| On motion by Mr. WALL, leave was given to 


William G. Foster to withdraw his petition and | 


papers, presented at this session, 


‘pier somewhere near the point of Cape May 
roads, for the protection of the coasting trade 


mittee on Commerce. 
Mr. SOUTHARD presented the memorial of 
| sundry citizens of New Jersey, praying that some 
change may be made in the naturalization laws; 
‘which was referred to the Committee on the Ju- 
_ diciary. 


Mr, SOUTHARD presented the petition of : 


| Charles G. Hunter, of the Navy, pra ing to be 


`. paid for the time he was suspended from duty; | 
'| which was referred to the Committee on Naval i 


|| Affairs. f 
Also, the petition of sundry citizens of Patter- 


? f 


t gon, New Jersey, praying for the revision and ; 
ne 


i| amendment of t 
| referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 
‘Mr. KENT presented the petition of the rep- 
resentatives of the late Lieutenant John Trueman, 
of the revolutionary army; the petition of the 
_representatives of the late Lieutenant Golds- 
borough, of the revolutionary army; and the ti- 
tion of the widow and son of the late Luke Mer- 
ryman, a soldier of the revolutionar army, 
i severally praying for the commutation o half pay 
and bounty land; which were referred to the 
Committee on Revolutionary Claims. 
Also, the petition of Elizabeth Merryman, the 
widow of a revolutionary soldier, praying for a 
i selena which was referred to the Committee on 
«© Pensions. 
i| Mr. BENTON presented the proceedings and 
memorial of the citizens of St. Louis, praying 


| 


that the Cumberland road may be located so as |; 
to pass through that place to Jefferson City; . 
which was referred to the Committee on Roads :, 


and Canals, and ordered to be printed. 
REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 
Mr. WHITE, from the Committee on Indian 


Affairs, made a report on the petition of Nonda- | 


shema, alias Peter W. Knaggs, a Chi pewa 


The veport was ordered to be printed. 


Mr. LEIGH, from the Committee on Revolu- | 


tionary Claims, to which had been referred the 


dito of the legal representatives of Henry. 


isher, deceased, reported a bill for their relief; 
which was read,and ordered to a second read- 


ing. 

Mr. TALLMADGE, from the Committee on 
Naval Affairs, to which had been referred the 
petition of Marinus W. Gilbert, reported a bill 
for his relief; which was read, and ordered to a 
second reading. - 

Mr. TOMLINSON, from the Committee on 


`: Wilmington, a deputy 


The Chair announced a communication from : 
the War Department, transmitting a report from , 
the Topographical Bureau on the subject of the , 


called for by a resolution of the ` 


Isaac King; which was referred to the Commit- į 


Mr. WALL presented the petition of William | 


|" Mr. WALL presented the petition of a num- i 
ber of citizens of Cape May, New Jersey, pray- ‘| 
ing for an appropriation for the crection of a stone ' 


of the Delaware; which was referred to the Com- 5 


naturalization laws; which was | i 
i| and charts as the Senate may order to be printed. 


presets from sales of the pu 
| 


February 23, 


Pensions, to which had been referred the petition 
of Daniel Stoddard, reported a bill for his relief; 


'! which was read, and ordered to a second reading. 


Mr. DAVIS, from the Committee on Commerce, 


i to which various memorials had been referred, 


raying that New Castle, in Delaware, may be 
made a port of ony made a report on the same, 

elaware is established as one 
collection district, the port of entry to which is 
collector be appointed to 


reside at New Castle, and ending with a resolu- 


tion directing the reference of the subject to the 


Secretary of the Treasury; and the report being 
considered by the Senate, the reference was or- 
dered accordingly. 

Mr. KING, of Alabama, from the Committee 
for the District of Columbia, to which had been 
referred the bill appropriating the surplus of the 


. appropriation for the construction of the bridge 


across the Potomac to the improvement of the 
Maryland avenue leading to sai bridge, reported 


' the same with amendments; which were read. 


BILLS INTRODUCED ON LEAVE. 

Mr. KING, of Alabama, in pursuance of notice 
given, asked and obtained leave, and introduced 
the following bills; which were severally read 
twice, and referred to the Committee on Roads 
and Canals: 

A bill to authorize the East Florida Railroad 
Company to construct a road through the public 
lands; and 

‘A bill to authorize the Pensacola and Perdido 


` Railroad and Canal Company to construct a road 
ii and cut a canal through the public lands. 


RESOLUTIONS. 
Mr. LINN submitted the foliowing resolutions; 
which lie on the table one day: 
Resolved, That the Committee on Pensions be instructed 


` to inquire whether any existing law justifics the War De- 


piriment in withholding money from those to whom it was 


i granted for pensions. 


Resolved, That the Committee on the Judiciary be in- 
structed to inquire into the cxpediency of extending the 
northern boundary line of the State of Missouri westward 


| to the Missouri river, and eastward from the Rapids of the 
Í Des Moines to the Mississippi; and whether such extension 
| of the line would conflict with the fourth article in the 
' treaty of Prairie du Chien, made in the year 1830, between 


the United States and the Sioux, Toways, Ottors 

Missouries, and confederated tribes of Sacs and Foxes. 
Resolved, That the Committee to Audit and Control the 

Contingent Expenses of the Senate inquire into the expedi- 


ency of employing a lithographer for executing such maps 


Omahas, 


Resolved, That the Committee on Indian Affairs inquire 
into the expediency of making an appropriation to extin- 
guish the [ndian title to that portion ot country situated 
between the western boundary line of the State of Mis- 
souri and the Arkansas river; and that the said committee 
call on the Secretary of War for all the information in his 
possession touching this subject, and also for his opinion of 
the policy of this measure as connected with the permanent 
peace and tranquillity of the white and red men in that 
quarter of the country. 


Mr SWIFT submitted the following resolu- 


‘ tion; which lies on the table one day: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of Warbe directed to cause 
to be surveyed the most cligible site for fortifications on 
Lake Champlain, near the Province of Lower Canada, 
suitable for the defense of the commerce of said lake, 


| within the United. States; and that he cauze to be made 


the proper estimates of the expense necessary for the erec- 
tion and arming such fortifications, and that he make re- 
port thereof to the Senate at the next session of Congress. 


_ Mr. PORTER submitted the following resolu- 
tion; which was considered and agreed to: 
Resolved, That the Committee on Military Affairs be in- 


i structed to inquire into the expediency of providing by law 


for an equitabte settlement of the claims of the late John 


: Hudrey, of Louisiana, for his services and advances for the 
: defense of New Orleans, in 1814 and 1815; and that the 


documents on the files of the Senate, in relation to that 


i > s ; subject, be referred to the same committee. 
Indian; accompanied by the following resolution: |; 


Resolved, That the committee be discharged from the | 
| further consideration ofthe petition. 


PROCEEDS OF THE PUBLIC LANDS. 
Mr. KNIGHT presented certain resolutions 


| adopted by the General Assembly of the State of 
‘Rhode Island, instructing their Senators an 
; requesting their Representatives in Congress to 


use their exertions and influence to procure, at 


| the present session of Congress, or as early as 


may be, the enactment of a law providing for the 
distribution, in time of peace, in just and equi- 
table proportions, to and amongst the several 
States, of the moneys annually accruing as net 
lic lands of the 
nited States, and to aid the passage of such law 


| by their votes. 


The resolutions were laid on the table, and or- 


i! dered to be printed. 


1836. 


PRINTING OF THE SENATE. 


The report of the Committee on the Contingent |! 
Fund of the Senate, to which had been referred | 
the resolution submitted by Mr. Sournarp on the | 
subject of printing, was considered. ‘The report ' 
recommends the adoption of the resolution which ` 
provides for rescinding a rule of the Senate re- ` 
quiring the Secretary, when the same document 
is ordered to be printed by both Houses, to make 
such an arrangement with the Clerk of the House 
as will prevent the paying for its double compo- 
sition. 

The question being on concurring with the 
report of the committce, 

Mr. BENTON observed, that as that report 
and resolution went to undo a very wholesome | 
and necessary regulation adopted by the Senate | 
with a view of preventing great mischief, he. 
wished to call the particular attention of the Sén- 
ate to it. He should be very unwilling to see the 
present rule changed, and the mischievous conse- 

uences of the former practice again ensuing. 
We all know (said he) that, when the present rule 
was agopted, what vast quantities of printing was 
ordered, and paid double for, at both ends of the 
Capitol, and that, after a distribution by tons, 
weight among the truak makers, the domestic 
market was glutted. Before that time, the docu- | 
ments were sold in the city at four to five cents | 
per pound, to the trunk makers and grocers; but | 
after the great panic session, at which double sets | 
of documents were printed by cart-loads, with '. 
the names, too, of men both alive and dead, the 
domestic market was glutted; and he had been 
told by theservanis, whose perquisites these doc- 
uments generally werc, that they fel! to about two - 
cents per pound; they fell like the prices of butter 
and eggs in the interior of New York, which 
they were so feelingly told of in one of these 

anic memorials. Now, he hoped that the reso- ` 
ution which would introduce a practice so mis- `! 
chievous, opening the floodgates to a great deal |: 
of useless printing, would not prevail. If, how- 
ever, the Senate should, contrary to his expecta- 
tion, adopt it at the present moment, he gave 
notice, that he should consider it his bounden 
duty, at the earliest opportunity that he saw a 
chance of succeeding, to move to rescind it. 

Mr. SOUTHARD did not think three or four 
thousand dollars for printing extravagant. The 
whole object he had in view was sct forth in the 
report of thecommittce which had just been read, || 
and to whom the subject on his motion had been |! 
referred. Documents sent to the Senate, and or- | 
dered by it to be printed, the Secretary of the || 
Senate had first to go to the House of Represent- | 


atives, and ascertain whether it had been ordered |. 
by that House. If ordered there, he could not 
get it printed, and it never appeared in the bound 
volumes of the Senate. The printer of the House ; 
of Representatives was not under the control of | 
the Senate, and the result was, that the printing 
which had been ordered by the Senate, was done 
under the direction and superintendence of an | 
officer of the House of Representatives, who was 

not amenable to the Senate. The Senate might | 
order the printing of an important document, and. | 
the committee be ready to act upon it, but could |: 
not do so until printed under the order of the 
House of Representatives, and the committee | 
would, consequently, have to wait for it. The 
committee of the Senate must wait on the will of || 
the officer of that House, who would be sure to ` 
give a preference to the committee of that branch | 
to which he belonged. The delay in his (Mr. | 
S.’s) opinion caused the loss of more money than 
if printed under the order of the Senate. If a 
Senator wished a document of a preceding ses- 
sion, ordered to be printed by the Senate, he goes 
to look for it in the books of the Senate, and itis 
not to be found anywhere among the Senate docu- 
ments. He, therefore, must scarch for them || 
among the House documents. The Senate docu- || 
ments, therefore, did not give a faithful history. of 
the Senate proceedings. As tothat part of the re- | 
port relating tothe panier themselves, the Senate 
must actas it felt. The printers of the Senate have 
to be in readiness to do the printing promptly. 
They had to have in their employment a great || 


number of hands, at great expense, to enable them 
speedily to do the printing of the Senate, and he || 


thought it not fair treatment under their contract 
to withhold from them the printing that especially 
belonged to them. The printing was not enor- 
mous:in amount; and the amount of money re- 
quired to have it done would not hinder him from 
voting for what he conceived necessary to enable 
him to perform his duties promptly and feithfully. 

Mr. LINN said, that as some difference of 
opinion on this subject seemed to exist among 
gentlemen of greater experience than himself, he 
should like to have an opportunity of inquiring 
into it further. If it was necessary for the public 
service that the resolution should pass, he would 
cheerfully give it his support; but if, on the con- 
trary, the resolution would introduce a wasteful 
and extravagant expenditure, he must oppose it. 
He was, however, entirely unacquainted with the 
subject, and would be pleased if the resolution 
could be laid on the table for a few days, to give 


him an opportunity of'examining into it. Mr. L. : 


then made a motion to that effect; which was 
agreed to. 

Mr. BENTON said, that as it was one o’clock, 
he would avail himself of that opportunity—the 


carliest that had been afforded him—to move to | 


take up the fortification bill, in pursuance of the 
instructions of the committee. He hoped there 
would be no objection on the part of the Senate 
to take up the bill at this time. 

Mr. EWING had been anxious to get up the 
land bill, and it would be recollected that it was 
on his motion that that bill had been made the 
order for Monday last. Inasmuch, however, as 
the fortification bill had been waiting for some 
days, and as the public service required that the 
subject should receive an early attention, there 
would be no objection to taking it up on his part. 


. The bill was then taken up and read; after | 
‘which Mr. BENTON addressed the Senate ina 


lengthy and able exposition of the principles and 

objects of the bill; and when he had concluded, 
r. PRESTON referred to some amendments 

he intended to propose, relative to the provision 

for steam-batteries, and to the provisions for the 

fortifications for which surveys and estimates 

have not yet been made. 

The Senate then adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Tuespay, February 23, 1836. 


Several messages from the President of the 
United States were received by the hands of Mr. 
Done son, his Private Secretary; which were laid 


i before the House by the Speaker. 


The message in reference to the French treaty 


: (as published on page 198,) having been read, 


Mr. JOHNSON, of Tennessee, moved that it 
be laid on the table and printed, together with the 
accompanying documents. 

Mr. DAVIS moved that ten thousand extra 
copies be printed. 

Mr. GILLET named twenty-five thousand. 


The CHAIR said that the motion for an extra | 


number of copics must, under the rule, lie over 
one day. 

Mr. ADAMS moved to referthe message, &c., 
to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

Mr. JOHNSON then withdrew his motion to 
lay the message on the table; and it was referred 


‘| to the Committee on Foreign Affairs, and ordered 


to be printed. 

Mr. PARKER moved to suspend the rule for 
the purpose of considering, at that time, the mo- 
tion to print an extra number of copies of the 
President’s message. te 

Mr. WHITTLESEY asked for the yeas and 


nays on the motion to suspend the rule; which 


were not ordered. 
The motion of Mr. Parker was agreed to— 


| ayes 112, noes 41. 


So the House determined to consider the mo- 
tion to print additional copies of the message. 

Mr. JOHNSON stated that the ordering of 
extra numbers of public documents accounted in 
part for the extraordinary increase in the contin- 
gent expenses of the House within the last few 
years; that a few. years ago the contingent ex- 
penses of both Houses of Congress were less 
than twenty thousand dollars, and during the last 
year amounted to about three hundred thousand 
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dollars, and the expenses of the House alone to 
| more than two hundred thousand. 

Mr. LAY said that they had now laid on their 
tables, for the first time, documents which had 

| been ordered at the commencement of the session; 
. he would, therefore, move that the message and 
‘documents be printed, and furnished to members 
, before the first of June next. 

The question was taken on this motion; and it 
was disagrecd to. 

Mr. PARKER said that this was the most 
important document, and one in which the com- 
munity felt a greater interest, than any message 
which had been sent to Congress the present 
session, and the House should: publish it for dis- 


tribution in every hamlet in the country. It an- 
nouncces to us that the money which was justly 
due from France, and has been wrongfully with- 
held, is about to be paid; and it also announced 
that our national honor has been sustained. The 
gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. Jonnson] had 


|, said that the message would be published in every 


i paper in the United States. That was true; but 
“many of the papers were of a small size, and it 
would be some time before they could publish it; 
‘and then the shape in which it would be placed 
was objectionable. If there was a document on 
which he should place his frank, the present 
message was the one; and he did not want it in 
' a newspaper, but in a book, so that it would be 
laid up and preserved. 
| Mr. ADAMS said there was an additional rea- 
: son to those which were suggested by the gentle- 
; man from New Jersey, [Mr. Parker,] and it was 
; at least an equally powerful one with him for wish- 
‘ing the document to be distributed to its utmost 
‘ possible extent. He meant what he conceived to 
e the moral of this controversy with F'rance—the 
| recommendation with which it closed, and the 
queen from the almost inspired words of the 
ather of his Country. 


ii Mr. BOON said that there were but few of his 


| constituents who could get the message through 
the newspapers; he therefore moved that forty 
| thousand copies be printed. 
| The question was taken on Mr. Boow’s motion 
to print forty thousand copies; which was decided 
in the negative. Š 

The question wasthen taken on Mr. GILLET’s 
motion to print twenty-five thousand copies; 
which was decided in the affirmative—yeas 103, 
nays 72. 

RELATIONS WITH FRANCE. 


The following message from the President was 
| then read: 


To the House of Representatives of the United States: ; 
I transmit to the House of Representatives, in answer to 

their resolution of the —— of February instant, reports 

| from the Secretary of State and the Secretary of the Treas- 

ury, with accompanying documents, relating to the rela- 

tions between the United States and France. For reasons 

adverted to by the Secretary of State, the resolutions of 

| the House have not been more fully complied with. 

| ANDREW JACKSON. 

| 


Wasuineron, February 18, 1836. : 
Mr. MASON, of Virginia, said that as ther 


was, then, no necessity of referring these docu- 
ments to a committee, he moved that they be laid 


i| on the table and printed; whicly was agreed to, 


The CHAIR proceeded to call for reports from © 
standing committees, when 

Mr. ADAMS reminded the Chair that the rule 
required that after the first thirty days of the ses- 
sion, petitions should be called for on the first 
day of the meeting of the House in each week. 

The SPEAKER, on referring to the rule, an- 
nounced that petitions were in order. 

The question pending on the last petition day 


was a point of order arising on an. appeal taken 
by Mr. Vinton from the decision of the Chair, 
on the presentation of an abolition petition by 
Mr. Brices. F 

Mr. MILLER moved that the question of or- 
der be postponed until Monday next. 

Mr. VINTON said, that if the motion to post- 
pone should prevail, it would apply only to the 
solitary case under consideration; for there were 
many other cases of a similar character that would 
immediately come up. g : 

Mr. MILLER explained, that his object was 
that all petitions which might give rise to debate 
should Piei de be postponed; but he hoped the 
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| 


good feeling of members having abolition peti- || rein. Job Mann, Sampson Mason, May, MeKen- 


tions would induce them to withhold them. 

Mr. WISE, as a southern man, as àa slave- 
holder, did hope the House would act upon the 
subject of the abolition of slavery, and no longer l 
evade or dodge the subject. i 

The motion to postpone till Monday next was 
then agreed to. 

PETITIONS, MEMORIALS, ETC. 


Petitions and memorials were then presented 
by Messrs. LAWRENCE, CUSHING, PHIL- 
LIPS, BRIGGS, and ADAMS, of Massachu- 
setts. 

SLAVERY IN THE DISTRICT. 


Mr. ADAMS presented a petition for the abo- 
lition of slavery within the District of Columbia, 
and moved that it be referred to the select com- 
mittee on that subject. 

Mr. W. B. SHEPARD objected to its recep- 
tion; and moved to postpone the further consid- 
eration of the preliminary question on the peti- 
tion till Monday next, 

Mr. ADAMS objected; and 

Mr. DAVIS then moved to lay that prelimi- 
nary motion on the table. 

Mr. BRIGGS asked for the ycas and nays; 
which were ordered. 

The hour of one o’clock having arrived, 

Mr. CAMBRELENG inquired of the Chair ` 
what were the orders of the day? 

The CHAIR replied that, by a resolution 
adopted some days since, the appropriation bills 
were made the special order of every day, after , 
one hour being devoted to the considcration of | 
the morning business, except on Fridays and 
Saturdays. 

Mr. CAMBRELENG moved that the rules be 


suspended in order to procced with the call for , 


petitions and memorials, with the exce 
those which would give rise to debate, b 
quently withdrew the motion; and 

Mr. LYON renewed it in a different form, viz: 


ut sub- 


to suspend the rules for the same purpose, for this 


day, commencing at the Territories. 
to proceed in the order already commenced ; agreed 
to—ayes 84, nocs 79. i 

The motion as amended; was then agreed to— 
ayes 122, noes 38; and the rules were accordingly 
suspended. 

The question then recurring on the motion of 
Mr. Davis, to lay the preliminary motion on the 
reception of the petition presented by Mr. Apams 
this morning on the table, 

Mr. MANN appealed to the gentleman from 
Indiana to withdraw his motion, so that the vote 
of the House might be taken on the question of | 


order. 

Mr. DAVIS said he could not assent to the | 
request, as he wished to preclude this debate, in 
order to give members an opportunity of present- | 
ing petitions from their constituents. i 


The question was then taken, and decided in | 


the affirmative, as follows—yeas 120, nays 86: 


YEAS — Messrs. Barton, Bean, Beardsley, Beaumont, 
Bell, Bockee, Boon, Bovee, Boyd, Buchanan, Bunch, Cam- 
breleng, Carter, Casey, Chaney, Chapman, Chapin, Nathan- 
iel H. Claiborne, Cleveland, Coffee, Coles, Conner, Corwin, 
Cramer, Cushman, Davis, Deberry, Dickerson, Doubleday, 
Dunlap, Effner, Fairfield, French, Fry, Wiltiam K. Fuller, 
Galbraith, James Garland, Rice Garland, Graham, Grant- 
land, Grayson, Hammond, Albert G. Harrison, Hawkins, 
Haynes, Holsey, Howard, Huntsman, Jabez Jackson, Jen- 


ifer, Joseph Johnson, Richard M. Johnson, Cave Johnson, f 
Henry Johnson, John W. Jones, Benjamin Jones, Kling- | 


ensmith, Lane, Lansing, Lawler, Thomas Lee, Luke Lea, 
Leonard, Logan, Loyal, Lyon, 
Mason, Wiliam Mason, Moses Mason, 
McKay, McKeon, McKim, McLene, Montgomery, Mor- 
gan, Muhienberg, Owens, Page, Parks 

Franklin Pierce, Pinckney, Rencher, j 


Shinn, Sickles, Smith, Spangler, 
lor, Thomas, John Thomson, Toucey, 
Vanderpoel, Wagener, Ward, Washington, Webster, Weeks, 
White, Lewis Williams, Sherrod Williams, and Wise—120. 

NAYS — Messrs. Adams, Chilton Allan, Heman Allen, 
Bailey, Banks, Bond, Borden, Briggs, Brown, Bynum, 
John Calhoon, William B. Calhoun, Campbell, Carr, George 
Chambers, John Chambers, Childs, Clark, Crane, Cushing 


‘owns, Turriil, 


? 


Denny, Dickson, Dromgoole, Evans, Everett, Farlin, Philo . 


C. Fuller, Granger, Grennell, Griffin, Haley, Hiland Hall, 
Hannegan, Hard, Hardin, Harian, Harper, Samuel! S. Har- 
risan, Hazeltine, Henderson, Heister, Hoar, Howell, Hub- 
ley, Hunt, Huntington, Ingersoll, Ingham, William Jack- 
sun, Janes, Jarvis, Judson, Kennon, Kilgore, Kinnard, 


tion of | 


r. REED moved to amend that motion, so as | 


anning, Martin, John Y. : 
aury, McComas, . 


Patterson, Patton, || 
ohn Reynolds, Jo- i 
sep} Reynolds, Ripley, Roane, Robertson, Rogers, Sey- | 
mour, William B. Shepard, Augustine H. Shepperd, Shields, `; 
Perey Ane Tay- i 
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| Lawrence, Lay, Gideon Lee, Joseph Lee, Lincoln, Love, 


nan, Miller, Milligan, Morris, Parker, Dutee J. Pearce, 

: James A. Pearce, Pettigrew. Phetps, Phillips, Potts, Reed, 
Russell, Schenck, Sloane, Sprague, Storer, Underwood, 
Vinton, Wardwell, and Whittlesey—86. 


Mr. MANN, of New York, moved to recon- 
sider the vote of this day postponing, until Mon- 
day next, the appeal from the decision of the 
Chair, in reference to the abolition petition pre- 


sented on Monday of last week by Mr. Barices. ' 
Mr. M. said, he was induced to make this motion ' 
in order that the question might be at once de- | 


cided, and that the House should not be blocked 
up with similar questions, thereby excluding the 


presentation of all petitions of a different char- ' 


acter. He thought there was no more appropri- 


ate time than the present to decide this question. | 


It was due to the importance of the subject that 
it should be met and decided promptly; it was 
due to the country, that itshould know what dis- 
position Congress intended to make of this ques- 
tion. 


plishing his object, in submitting his motion to 
postpone, he acquiesced in the motion of the gen- 
tleman from New York to reconsider, and was in 
favor of disposing of the question of order at this 
time. 

Mr. WISE rose to make a prediction. When 
the gentleman from New York made the motion 
to reconsider, Mr. W. well knew that his appeal 
would be answered, and he expected that the gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania {Mr. MıLLER] would 
fully concur with the gentleman from New York. 
He begged the House to look.at the fact that, 
when an appeal came from the South on the sub- 
ject of slavery, it was unhceded—it was unsuc- 
cessful. Let it come from the gentleman from 
New York, and the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
i would be found fully to coneur with him. 

Mr. BROWN rose to say that, so far as the 
remark of the honorable gentleman from Virginia 
(Mr. Wise} had any application, it could not 
embrace him. He had resisted the motion to 
postpone, because he wished the question of order 
settled now. It must be settled soon; for it was 
i; impossible the House should remain in its present 
: State any length of time. Why not settle it now 

as well as next week, or any other time? He saw 
nothing to be obtained by procrastination. He 
came from a district which had not troubled the 
House upon the angry and engrossing question 
| of slavery; and in sitting in silence in his seat for 
| more than two months while the discussions were 
i| going on—in avoiding all agitation within their 
walls, as far as his influence could go, he believed 
he obeyed their wishes. The last thing he desired 


to do here was to debate the-subject of the aboli- | 


tion of slavery in this District. In maintaining 


the most studied silence, he believed he obeyed || 


| the will of his constituents, as well as the dictates 
of his own judgment. 


Carolina [Mr. Pinckney] submitted his resolu- 
| tions, he voted for them in the hope that all future 
_ petitions, praying for the abolition of slavery, 
‘ would go to the sclect committce of which that 
' honorable gentleman was chairman; and that the 
: business of the House would be permitted to pro- 
ceed in the usual manner. In what situation did 
| the House find itsclf now? It was manifest that 
i petitions could not be presented, so long as the 
question of order remained undetermined, and 
the right of petition, for the time being, was.sub- 
stantially denied. It was for these reasons he 
had voted against the motion to postpone; and it 
was for these reasons he should now vote for the 
| motion of his honorable colleague [Mr. 


: ayes 101, noes not counted. 
‘| Mr.MILLER withdrew the motion to 
‘| pone. 
|| The question then recurred on the 
li order, which was as follows: on Mon 


post- 


Mr. MILLER said that, having failed inaccom- 


When the honorable gentleman from South | 


The motion to reconsider was then agreed to— ; 


week a petition for the aboliticn of slavery within 
the District of Columbia was presented by Mr. 
Brices, of Massachusetts. Mr. Wise raised 
the question of its reception. The Chair enter- 
tained that motion; and Mr. Vinton took an 
appeal from the decision of the Chair, on the 
round that, by the adoption of the resolution of 
| Mr. Pinceney, to refer all petitions heretofore 
| offered, and which should thercafter be presented 
on that subject, to a select committee, it was not 
in order to entertain the question of reception, 

Mr. SHIELDS asked for the yeas and nays; 
which were ordered. : 

The point of order was discussed at length; 
and the decision of the Chair was sustained b 
Messrs. LAWLER, CUSHING, WISE, GAR- 
LAND of Virginia, and opposed by Messrs. 
BEARDSLEY, GRENNELL, VANDERPO- 
EL, and MANNING. 

Mr. GALBRAITH demanded the previous 
question; which was seconded by the House— 
ayes 104, noes 70. i , 

On the question, “ Shall the main question be 
‘now put?’ 
| Mr. GRANGER asked for the yeas and nays, 
| which were ordered; and the question being taken, 

was decided in the affirmative—ycas 123, nays 84; 
| as follows: 


l| YEAS—Messrs. Adams, Chilton Allan, Banks, Barton, 
| Bean, Beardsley, Beaumont, Bockee, Boon, Bovec, Boyd, 
il Brown, Burns, Bynum, Cambrcteng, Carr, Casey, George 
| Chambers, Chaney, Chapin, Cleveland, Coffee, Connor, 
! Craig, Cramer, Cusiiman, Davis, Deberry, Dickerson, Dick- 
: son, Doubleday, Dunlap, Effner, Fairficld, Farlin, French, 
|! Fry, Philo C. Fuller, William K. Fuller, Galbraith, Gillet, 
‘| Grantland, Hatey, Joseph Hall, Hitand Hall, Hamer, Har- 
per, Samuel S. Harrison, Albert G. Harrison, Hawkins, 
, Haynes, Henderson, Heister, Wolsey, Howard, Hubley, 
Huntington, Huntsman, Ingham, William Jackson, Jabez 
Jackson, Janes, Joseph Johnson, Richard M. Johnson, 
Cave Johnson, Benjamin Jones, Judson, Kennon, Kilgore, 
Kinnard, Lane, Lansing, Gideon Lee, Joshua Lee, Leon- 
ard, Logan, Abijah Mann, Job Mann, Manning, Martin, 
i John Y. Mason, William Mason, Moses Mason, May, Mc- 
| Keon, McKim, McLene, Miller, Montgomery, Moore, Mor- 
i gan, Muhlenberg, Owens, Page, Parker, Parks, Patterson, 
| Dutee J. Pearce, Phelp:, Pinckney, John Reynolds, Joseph 
Reynolds, Roune, Rogers, Schenck, Seymour, Shinn, 
Sickles, Smith, Sprague, Sutherland, Taylor, Thomas, 
: John Thomson, Toucey, Turrill, Vanderpoe!, Wagener, 
Ward, Wardwell, Washington, Wecks, and Sherrod Wil- 
liams—123. ‘ : 
; NAYS — Messrs. Heman Allen, Ashley, Bailey, Bell, 
| Bond, Bouldin, Briggs, Bunch, John Cathoon, William B. 
| Calhoun, Campbell, Carter, John Chambers, Chapman, 
Childs, Nathaniel H. Claiborne, Clark, Corwin, Crane, 
Cushing. Denny, Dromgoole, Evans, Everett, Forester, 
James Garland, Rice Garland, Granger, Grayson, Grennell, 
Griffin, Hammond, Hard, Hardin, Harlan, Hazeltine, Hoar, 
Howell, Ingersoll, Jenifer, Henry Johnson, John W. Jones, 
Lawler, Lawrence, Lay, Luke Lea, Lincoln, Love, Loyal), 
Lyon, Sampson Mason, Maury, McKay, McKennan, Mil- 
ligan, Morris, Patton, James A. Pearce, Pettigrew, Peyton, 
Phillips, Potts, Reed, Rencher, Robertson, Russell, William 
B. Shepard, Augustine H. Shepperd, Shields, Siade, Sloane, 
Spangler, Standefer, Storcr, Taliaferro, Waddy Thompson, 
Towns, Underwood, Vinton, Webster, White, Whittlesey, 
Lewis Williams, and Wise—84. 


| , So the House determined that ‘ the main ques- 
| tion shall be now put.” 

i The main question, which was, ‘Shall the 
' decision of the Chair stand as the judgment of the 
| House,” was then taken, and decided in the neg- 
=; ative, as follows—ycas 56, nays 147: 


| _ YEAS—Messrs. Bouldin, Bunch, John Calhoon, William 
B. Calhoun, Campbell, Carter, Jolin Chambers, Cha man, 
| Childs, Nathaniel H. Claiborne, Cushing, Dickson, Drom- 
| goole, Everett, James Garland, Rice Garland, Graham, 
i Grayson, Griffin, Hamer, Hammond, Hardin, Hoar, Holsey, 
| Huntsman, John W. Jones, Kinnard, Lawier, Luke Lea, 
i Loyall, Lyon, Martin, John Y. Mason, Maury, McComas, 
; McKay, McKim, Morgan, Parks, Patton, James A. Pearce, 
; Pettigrew, Phillips, Potts, Reed, Roane, Robertson, William 
_ B. Shepard, Shields, Spangler, Standefer, Taliaferro, Wad- 
: dy Thompson, Towns, White, and Wise—36. 
| NAYS—Messrs. Adams, Chilton Allan, Heman Allen, 
; Ashley, Bailey, Banks, Barton, Bean, Beardsley, Beau- 
; mont, Bockee, Bond, Boon, Bovee, Boyd, Briggs, Brown, 
Burns, Bynum, Cambreleng, Carr, Casey, George Cham- 
| bers, Chaney, Chapin, Clark, Cleveland, Coffce, Coles, 
|; Conner, Corwin, Craig, Cramer, Crane, Cushman, Dayis, 
|| Deberry, Denny, Dickerson, Doubleday, Dunlap, Effner, 
` Fairficid, Farlin, French, Fry, Philo C. Fuhler, William K. 
„| Fuller, Galbraith, Gillet, Granger, Grantland, Grennell, 
‘| Haley, Joseph Hall, Hiland Hall, Hard, Harper, Samuel S. 
: Harrison, Albert G. Harrison, Hawkins. Haynes, Hazeltine, 
Henderson, Heister, Howard, Howell, Hubley, Huntington, 
; Angersoll, Ingham, William Jackson, Jabez Jackson, Janes, 
Jarvis, Jenifer, Joseph Johnson, Richard M. Johnzon, Cave 
Johnson, Benjamin Jones, Judson, Kennon, Kilgore, Lane, 
Lansing, Lawrence, Lay, Gideon Lee, Joshua Lee, Leon- 
ard, Lincoln, Logan, Love, Abijah Mann, Job Mann, Man- 


;. Bing, William Mason, Moses Mason, Sampson Mason, May, 


uestion of | 
ay of last - 


McKennan, McKeon, McLene, Miller, Milligan, Montgom- 
ery, Moore, Morris, Muhlenberg, Owens, Page, Parker, 
Patterson, Dutee J. Pearce, Phelps, Pinckney, Rencher, 


1836. 
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John Reynolds, Joseph Reynolds, Rogers, Russell, Shenck, 
Seymour, Augustine H, Shepperd, Shinn, Sickles, Slade, 
Stoane, Smith, Storer, Taylor, ‘Thomas, John Thomson, | 
Toucey, Turrili. Underwood, Vanderpoel, Vinton, Wagen- | 
er, Ward. Wardwell, Washington, Webster, Weeks, Whit- ` 
tiesey, Lewis Williams, and Sherrod Williams—147. 
So the decision of the Chair was reversed; and | 
the memorial presented by Mr. Brices, which 
was the subject of the point of order, was thereby 
referred to the select committee on the subject 
of slavery within the District of Columbia. 
The memorial presented by Mr. Apams this 
day also tonk the same reference. 
Mr. LAWLER sent to the Chair certain in- ` 
structions, which he desired to go to the same 
committee, and proposed that they be read, which 
was objected to; and, aftcr some conversation be- 
tween the Chair and Mr. Lawer, as to the right , 
to offer these instructions, the House, f 
On motion by Mr. McKIM, (at half-past four 
o’clock,) adjourned. 


IN SENATE. 
Wepvespar, February 24, 1836. 


A message was received from the President of 
the United States, by Mr. Dovexson, his Private 
Secretary, transmitting a report from the Sec- 
retary of War on the progress of the improve- : 
ments of Red river; and, 

On motion by Mr. NAUDAIN, it was ordered 
to be printed. : 
The CHAIR communicated a report from the 

State Department, on the petition of Janet Tay- 
lor, niece and legat representative of Commodore 
John Paul Jones, made in compliance with a res- 
olution of the Senate of the Ist instant; and, 
’ On motion by Mr. KING, of Georgia, it was 
ordered to be printed. 

Mr. LINN presented the petition of Joseph 
Roulette; which was referred to the Committee on 
Private Land Claims. 

Mr. BLACK presented the petition of the 
trustees of the common schools in the State of 
Mississippi, on the subject of sixteenth sections 
granted for school purposes; which was referred 
to the Committee or Public Lands. 

Mr. BLACK also presented the petition of sun- || 
dry inhabitants of several counties of the State of |; 
Mississippi, on the subject of alleged frauds under il 
the late Choctaw treaty; which was referred to the | 
Committee on Private Land Claims, and ordered |! 
to be printed. j 

Mr. MeKEAN presented the petition of sundry 
citizens of the State of Ohio, remonstrating against ` 
the proposed alteration in the location of the na- | 
tional road between Springficld, in the State of ` 
Ohio, and Richmond, in the State of Indiana; 
which was referred to the Committee on Roads 
and Canals. 

Mr. LINN presented two memorials from the | 


Legislative Council of Michigan; one praying for |, _ 


the establishment of a new Territory west of ! 
Lake Michigan, and the other on the subject of |, 
interna. improvements; which were laid on the 
table. : 

Mr. BUCHANAN presented the memorial of ` 
sundry importers of linens in the city of Phil- 
adelphia, praying that the article denominated in 
commerce, ‘* browned linens,” may be placed | 
on the same footing, with respect to duty, as 
bleached’ linens; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Finance. : 

Mr. TOMLINSON presented the petition of | 
the heirs of John Dennan; which was referred to 
the Committee on Revolutionary Claims. 


REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 


Mr.GRUNDY, from the Committee on the Post `: 
Office and Post Roads, to which had been referred 
the joint resolution from the House of Represent- ` 
atives to establish certain post routes in Missouri i| 
and Arkansas, reported the same with amend- `: 
ments, which were concurred in; and by general | 
consent the resolution was ordered to ie en- || 
grossed for a third reading. § 

Mr. HENDRICKS, from the Committee on | 
Roads and Canals, to which had been referred | 
the bills supplementary to the act to authorize the `: 
Legislature of the Territory of Florida to open | 
a canal to connect the Apallachicola river and St. 
Andrews bay, and from Matanzas to Halifax; | 
and the bill to authorize the Pensacola and Per- | 


‘i mittee on Pensions was discharged from the fur- |: 


i remarks from Mr. BENTON, 


dido Railroad Company to open a canal through l 
the roads of the United States; reported the same |: 
with amendments, which were read. : 

On motion by Mr. TOMLINSON, the Com- |: 


ther consideration of the memorial in behalf of 
the widow and children of Major Dade, who was 
killed in the late action with the Indians in Flor- 
ida, and those who served under him; and the 
same was referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Mr. ROBINSON, from the Committee on 
Roads and Canals, to which had been referred the 
bill for the completion of certain roads, and the | 
improvement of certain rivers in Florida, report- | 
ed the same without amendment. 

BILLS PASSED. 
The following bills were severally read the 


third time and passed: 
The bill for the relief of the legal represente- 


` tives of Henry Eckford, deceased; : 


The bill to authorize the Atchafalaya Railroad - 
and Banking Company to locate their road through 
the territory of the United States; 

The bill for the relief of A. B. Ostrander; 

The bill for the relief of the heirs of General 
William Eaton, deceased; and 

The bill confirming the title of Milas de la Car- 
rera, and those claiming under him, to a tract of 
land. $ 

The bill to divide the Green bay land district 
in Michigan was read a second time, and con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole, and order- 
ed to a third reading. i 


RESOLUTIONS. 


é oe 

Mr. HENDRICKS submitted the following 
resolution; which lies over one day for consider- . 
ation: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Public Lands be in- 
structed to inquire into the expediency of authorizing, with- 
out restriction or limitation, the entry of the public lands | 
after the public sales in forty-acre tracts. 

_ Mr. EWING submitted the following resolu-, 
tion; which was considered and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be directed 
to inform the Senate what was the balance of money in the | 
Treaty on the last day to which that balance was asccr- | 
tained. 


NATIONAL DEFENSE. 


The Senate then proceeded to the consideration | 
of the unfinished business, being the bill making | 
appropriations for the fortifications of the United | 

tates. 

Mr. BENTON addressed the Senate in support |! 


of the bill, making various explanations in addi- |: 


tion to those made yesterday; after which i 
Mr. PRESTON followed in reply in a speech 
of considerable length; and after some further 


The Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Wennespay, February 24, 1836. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Kentucky, from the Com- ` 

mittee on Military Affairs, reported the following | 

bills; which were read twice and committed: 

A bill to establish an arsenal of construction in | 

the State of North Carolina; 


' . A bill for the erection of a national armory on ` 


the western waters; 
A bill for the purchase of certain rights or in- 
ventions of William FI. Beall, of North Carolina; 


‘and 


A bill for the benefit of John H. Hall. 


Mr. WARDWELL, from the Committee on : 
Revolutionary Pensions, reported a bill for the 
relief of John P. Becker; which was read twice | 
and committed. 

Mr. W., from the same committee, reported a |: 
billto provide for the payment of certain pensions | 
at Windsor and Danville, in the State of Vermont; : 
which was read twice. i i 


Mr.W. moved thatit be ordered to be engrosse 
and read the third time. ! 
Mr. ALLEN, of Vermont, moved to commit | 
the bill to a Committee of the Whole House. 
Messrs. EVERETT and WARDWELL op- | 
posed the commitment; and, on motion by the ` 
tormi the bill was postponed to this day three | 
WEEKS. 


. cial order for 


Mr. LAY, from the Committeeen Revolution- 
ary Pensions, reported a bill for the relief of 
John Lent; which was read twice and committed. 


NORTH CAROLINA CONTESTED ELECTION. 


Mr. BOYD, from the Committee of Elections, 
made a report in the case of the contested elec- 
tion of the Hon. James Grauam, of North Caro- 
lina, which he moved to be printed, together with 
the accompanying documents, and made the spe- 
ednesday next. 

[The majority of the committee reported ad- 
verscly to the sitting member, and that Mr. Da- 
vip NEWLAND was entitled to his seat.] 

Mr. W.B. SHEPARD moved to postpone the 
farther consideration of the subject until Wed- 
nesday three weeks. 

Mr. BYNUM remarked that this contested 
election had been before Congress for nearly four 
months. Ifit be a fact, that the present incum- 
bent was not entitled to a seat on this floor, he 
had been there already a sufficient length of time; 
and it became them, as an act of justice to the 
people of that district, and of the State of North 
Carolina, to see that the contest should be settled 
as soon as possible, and that the legitimate rep- 
resentative should take his seat. He hoped, 
therefore, that no time would be lost in deciding 
on the question, more than was absolutely neces- 
sary to ascertain who was entitled to the seat. He 
thought one week was time enough to come to a 
correct understanding, and make a just and cor- 
rect decision on the subject. He hoped the mo- 
tion to postpone for three weeks, would not pre- 


| vail. 


Mr. CLAIBORNE, of Virginia, felt very little 
interest, for his own part, as to the time assigned 
for the investigation of this matter, but he desired 
that justice should be done to both parties. -The 

entleman [Mr. Bynum] had observed that the 
State of North Carolina, in this particular, had 
been long enough misrepresented. Mr. C. would 


' inform the gentleman that the committee were 


divided as to who was entitled to the seat on this 


| occasion, and that a counter-report to the one 


presented that morning, exhibiting the case in an 
entirely different way, would be made, as soon 
as the former should be disposed of. Mr. C.’s 
anxiety on the present occasion was not to 
smother this case in any way whatever, but to 
give a fair and full opportunity to every gentle- 
man disposed to go into it to do so. Itthen be- 


‚came necessary to print both reports, and the 


whole of the testimony, upon the construction of 
some portion of which it was readily and freely 
admitted that different views must of necessity 
be taken by different persons. The time first 
mentioned was, perhaps, too short, for it ought 
certainly to be long enough to permit the print- 
ing of both reports and the whole of the testi- 
mony, and to give an opportunity to the members 
of the House to examine it for themselves, and to 


| compare it with the view taken of it by the differ- 
ent members of the committee. 


Mr. A. H. SHEPPERD said, that the present 
subject was a matter of interest not only to the 
House, but to the district immediately concerned, 


: and also to the State of North Carolina; and he re- 


gretted very much to hear the remarks which fell 
from his colleague upon this subject. He hoped 
the House would not enter into any other than 
the question, which of the candidates were entitled 
to the seat. There was a motion before the House 
that the documents be printed, and some days 
must elapse before the printing could be executed. 


-i He thought he understood from the gentleman 


from Virginia [Mr. CLarsorne] that another re- 
port was to be presented. Wasit not, therefore, 
right that all this matter should be laid before the 
House ?s—and that could not be done hastily. It 
had been intimated to him that one of the parties 
in the contested election wanted time to make 
out the question and prepare the evidence of his 
being entitled to a seat. ould it not, therefore, 
be better to make the simple order for printing 
the documents, and let them have a few days to 
determine whether it might not be necessary to 
recommit the subject to hear other testimony? 
Let the matter be amply, discreetly, and dispas- 
sionately considered,and decided by the facts of 
the case. 

Mr. HARDIN thought that all the members 
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subject, so a c 
standingly. He had cast his eye on the report, 
and he very much doubted whether it could be 
printed before next Tuesday or Wednesday; 
therefore, to take it up at that time would most 
certainly be too soon. The decision was to be 
made from an investigation into the laws of North 
Carolina, of which laws few knew anything but 
the members from that State; and time must be 
had to examine those laws after the documents 
were printed. Gentlemen well knew the trouble 
and embarrassmentexperienced in the case of the 
Moore and Letcher contestedclection, Although 
he was intimately acquainted with the laws in 
that case, he must say that he never met with 
anything which gave him more embarrassment. 
than to apply those laws. Whether the district 
was misrepresented or not, he could not determine; 
but the presumption was, that the gentleman who 
had obtained a certificate of election was entitled 
tothe seat. Yet there was a probability that he 
might not be entitled to it. He was satisfied that 
Wednesday was too short a time, although three 
weeks might be too long. In relation to having 


a lawyer come before the House to plead the | 


cause of either of the gentlemen, he must protest 
against it. He could never consent to 
lawyer come there who was not a member of 
Congress. 


Mr. GRAHAM (the sitting member) present- 


ed a written communication to the House, in ref- 
erence to the subject, which by unanimous con- 
sent was read, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. HARD moved to recommit the report to 
the same committee, with instructions to give time, 
for the purpose of taking further. evidence, until 
the first day of April next. 


The CHAIR remarked that the motion to post- | 


pone took precedence; but when it was disposed 
of, the motion of the gentleman from New York 
could be entertained. 

Mr. BELL said, as he understood the rules, the 
motion to recommit had precedence of the motion 
to postpone. 

he CHAIR decided that the motion to post- 
pone took precedence. 

Mr. BELL then appealed from the decision of 
the Chair, but subsequently withdrew the appeal. 

Mr. BELL said it-was of greatimportance that 
the rules of the House should be correctly under- 


stood. All men of experience must know that || 


important questions were often carried by their 
having a priority over other questions. It was 
unfortunate that the question had not been brought 
up earlier in the session; but he did not mean to 
enter into the merits of the question now. He 
had, however, a word or two to say on the sub- 
ject of its being made the order of the day for 
this day week. re wasa proposition to make 
the present question the order of the day for Wed- 
nesday next. They had already a standing order 
to proceed at the hour of one o’clock to the con- 
sideration of the appropriation bills; and on yes- 


terday a gentleman from New York [Mr. Bears- | 


Ler] had said that that resolution had precisely 


the same effectas the standing rules of the House. | 
That measure was adopted for great and wise . 
considerations, The reasons urged in its favor - 


were that the appropriation bills must be disposed 
of speedily. d 
ORDERS OF THE DAY. 
The hour of one having arrived, Mr. BeELL’s 


remarks were arrested by the annunciation of the 
special orders of the day. 


REPORT OF COMMITTEE OF ELECTIONS. 

Mr. BOYD asked the unanimous consent of 
the House to submit a motion for the printing of 
the report of the Committee of Elections; which 
was agreed to, when 

Mr. CLAIBORNE, of Virginia, from the mi- 
nority of the committee, made a counter report; 
which was also ordered to be printed. 


Mr. MANN, of New York, moved to suspend 
the rules for the purpose of calling the States for 
tpetitions; which was negatived—yeas 113, nays 
58, two thirds being necessary. 

EXECUTIVE MESSAGES. ; 

The SPEAKER laid before the House a mes- 
sage from the President of the United States, 


ave a : 


dered to be printed. i 

The CHAIR also laid before the House the 
following communications: 

I. A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, 
in answer to a resolution of the 13th instant, in 
relation to the location of two townships of land 
granted to the State of Louisiana, for the purpose 
of education; laid on the table and ordered to be 
printed. 

HH. A letter from the Secretary of War, in re- 
sponse to a resolution of the 13th instant, respect- 
ing the construction of a harbor at New Buffalo, 
on Lake Michigan; referred to the Committee on 
Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 


NEW YORK RELIEF BILL. 


Mr. CAMBRELENG moved that the special 
order be postponed for the purpose of proceeding 
with the consideration of the bill for the relief 
of the sufferers by the fire in the city of New York; 
which was agreed to—ayes 120, noes 41. 

_ The bill was on its third reading, and the 
‘| question pending was the motion of . 
Mr. CHAMBERS, of Kentucky, to strike 
; out the second section of the bill, which is in 
i. the following words: 

Sec, 2. vind be it further enacted, That the collector of 
the port of New York is hereby authorized and directed to 
extend the payment, in the manner prescribed in the first 
section of this act, of all other bonds given for duties at the 
port of New York, prior to the Jate fire, and not provided 
for in the first section, as aforesaid, for six, nine, and twelve 
months, from and after the day of payment specified in the 
bonds: Provided, however, That nothing contained in this 
act shall extend to bonds which had fallen due before the 
seventeenth day of December last. 

Mr. CAMBRELENG explained that, under 
this section, about $2,700,000 would be included; 
that of this amount $2,000,000 have already fallen 
due; and that the prosecution of these bonds, at 
this time, would probably cost the Government 
between one and two hundred thousand dollars; 
that by extending the interest the Government 
would gain $80,000 in interest, which would oth- 
erwise be lost; for if the money could be collected 


‘at once, it would remain in the deposit banks | 


| the friends of the measure and the House would 


excuse him for trespassing upon a few moments 


of their time and patience. It had been said in the 
course of the debate, and not contradicted, that 
the meetings which were held in the commercial 
cities to express public opinion, were the result 
of management originating in New York. As far 
as Baltimore was concerned, he undertook to say 
that the meeting was the spontancous impulse of 
sympathy, and that it occurred before the ashes in 
New York had cooled; and every one knew that 
the firemen of Philadelphia had hastened with 
such alacrity to the assistance of their friends, 
that they aided in the extinguishment of the 
fire itself. There was another point which had 
been urged by the gentleman from Kentucky, 
[Mr. Wituiams,] who had just taken his scat, 
and which was not a new objection, that the 
prolongation of the credit upon the bonds 
would be equivalent to a loan of money from the 
Treasury, and therefore unconstitutional. But 
how did the case stand? We had $2,700,000 
worth of bonds in the hands of the collector, but 
no money—and it would be difficult to maintain 
the identity between a Fi bonds, which 
might never be paid. Mr. H. said he had heard 


: ofa man who, when pressed for payment ofa debt, 


without interest, in addition to the risk of losing | 


a large portion of the principal by attempting to |: 
i debtors for 


enforce immediate payment of the bonds. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Kentucky, opposed the 
l; section at length, and maintained that the bill 
provided for the loan of the public money to the 
merchants in New York and elsewhere to the 
amount of $2,700,000. One argument of the gen- 
tleman he could not assent to the force of, viz: 


posit banks without interest. He was opposed 
to their having the use of any of the public money 


argument, that the provisions of the second sec- 


' doubtful whether the Government had the con- 
stitutional power to loan out the public money in 
_ the way proposed. The bill was also objection- 
able to him in another point of view, by drawing 


a distinction between those who had Iost to the 


, thereby bestowing its advantages upon those who 
|| possessed most, and had been most fortunate, 
|, eavin 

|: for. i 
| 


n reply to the gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. 


i of the West would be benefited by this bill. 
| There was no provision in the bill giving the 
|| western merchants any indulgence under it, nor 
ij had any pledge been given, or an understanding 


| that the public money would remain in the de- ` 


held out, that they would be indulged by the mer- 


ji chants of New York. He was at a loss to sce 
|| wherein lay the claims of New York over any 
|, other section of country, and yet the bill was 
' exclusively for the relict of that city. ; 
li Mr. HOWARD said that, although friendly to 
., the bill, he had refrained from taking any part in | 
|| the discussion, from an apprehension that the : 
| measure of relief might be endangered by con- | 


| that he had a duty to perform towards those 

| whom he had the honor of representing, by ex- 

| pressing very briefly what he believed to be their 
: opinion upon the bill. He hoped, therefore, that ` 


1 


, without paying for it. He again recurred to his : 


tion were an effectual loan, and said it was very | 


amount of $1,000, and those who had lost less, _ 


at length gave his bond for it, and then thanked 
heaven that ‘‘ that debt was paid.” Those who 
considered the present bill as a loan of moncy 
seemed to argue much in the same way. But it 
was thought unreasonable to indulge those who 
had not actually lost property by the fire. Those 
who knew the intimate fiscal connection between 
classes of merchants in a city, must be aware 
that the ability of a large portion of them to 
meet their engagements could not be lessened, 
without in some degree impairing the power of 
the rest. They were like bees, when swarming, 
so close was dicir dependence upon each other. 
As to the preference given by this measure to one 
ort over another, he thought the merchants might 
ie safely left to their own protection, without the 
gratuitous care of others; and it appeared, from 
their general friendship for this measure of relicf, 
as if it could fairly be considered nothing more 
than a restoration of New York to that equality 
which she might otherwise lose by the recent ca- 
jamity. Mr. H. insisted that the analogy derived 
from the indulgence heretofore ended to the 
ublic lands, had not been success- 

fully refuted. When gentlemen said that this 
extension of credit was owing to the reduction 
of the price of public lands, they forgot dates, for 


; that alteration did not take place until 1820; and 
i from 1809 downwards the statute-book was full 
| of laws, extending the time of payment to those 


| 


_and meritorious class of public debtors. 


who had purchased public lands on credit. The 
merchant purchases, citherin cash or on time, the 
pieces of introducing goods for consumption, 
and when he becomes a debtor to Government 
ought to be treated with the same indulgence 
which had heretofore been extended to another 
Mr. H. 
said that he thought and hoped the bill would 
pass, and would not consume any more time in 


. 1ts discussion. 


Mr. DUNLAP said, that he did not doubt 
there were many gentlemen in the House who in- 


_ tended to vote for the bill with the second section 
„in it, who had not given the subject a full exam- 


the poor and needy altogetherunprovided | 


| Stores,] he denied that the mercantile interest | 


ination, and who believed they were only voting 
relief to those persons indebted to the Govern- 
ment who were injured by the fire in the city of 
New York. Mr. Speaker, (said he,) if the mem- 


_ bers of this House will but take the trouble to 


read thesecond section, they will find that it gives 
a credit to all persons who have given bonds for 
duties on merchandise imported into the city of 
New York prior to the 17th day of December 
last. The first section gives a credit of three, four, 
and five years to all those who have sustained 


„an injury by the fire, and the second section gives 
a credit of six, ninc, and twelve months to all 


: suming too much time in the debate; but he felt :- 


others. Now this would be establishing a prin- 
ciple of giving a credit to persons who had met 
with no loss, and in fact had been benefited by 
the fire. Their rival merchants had been burnt 


out, and all their goods destroyed, and they still 


_had all their goods on hand, and the competition 


was greatly lessened. They no doubt had ad- 
vanced the price of their goods, owing to the scar- 


tae ® 


1836: ` 


——— 
city and the demand for them. In what had they 
been injured, or what reason had been given for 


| 


this unprecedented section? Not that the Gov- : 


ernment was likely to lose any part of her debt. 
But it was said that Congress had heretofore cx- 
tended relief to purchasers of public lands, and 
that western gentlemen had not shown the differ- 
ence between the relief extended to the purchasers 
of public lands, and the relief granted by the sec- 
oni section of the bill to the merchants of New 
York. Mr. D. said that when it was looked into 
it would be found that, prior to April, 1820, the 
United States had sold, on credit, a large quan- 
tity of her lands at very high prices, and that 
there was due to the Government upwards of 
twenty millions of dollars under the credit sys- 
tem. Congress changed the system of selling 
her lands in April, 1820, from a credit to cash 
sales, and reduced the price to $1.25 per acre. 


The desideratum with Congress, in 1821, was, || 


how to save the debt due from the purchases of 

ublic lands; and in their wisdom they passed a 
law authorizing the purchasers to relinquish part 
of their lands, and apply what had been paid there- 
for to the payment of the part not relinquished. 
It was also provided in said act that those who 
paid the debt due to the United States prior to the 
thirtieth day of September, 1822, should be al- 
lowed a deduction of thirty-seven and a half per 
cent. on the amount paid. Now, Mr. Speaker, I 
would ask the friends of this bill to examine one 
other provision of the bill of 1821, and say if they 
have the same provision in their bill. I allude par- 
ticularly to the fifth section. Thatsection provides 
that those who have laid off towns, part or whole 
of the lots whereof have been sold, are entitled to 
the benefits of the act, on condition of a remission 
of interest and a discount of twenty per cent. to 
the purchasers of them, with a right to discharge 
their debts by bond with security, in equal annual 
payments of four years. Here, Mr. Speaker, was 
acondition imposed on all those persons who were 
indebted to the United States for bonds, and who 
had been benefited by their purchase. No such 


condition is imposed on the persons who receive | 


the benefit of the second section of this bill. They 


debted to them; they have evidently received a 
benefit from the fire, and sustained no injury. 
For what purpose was the relief granted to the 
urchasers of public lands? To secure the debt. 
t was known to every person that, at the time 


of the sale of the public lands, whereby so large | 
a debt had become due to the United States, it was : 
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thereby been injured, and are unable to pay at 
resent, and that the United States would en- 
anger her debt to attempt to collect it. J believe, 
sir, the argument is much stronger, from the 


value of $15,060,000 has been burnt. It does | 


not follow, as a just conclusion, that they have || 


nature of the property burnt, and that owned by : 


the importing merchant, that the persons in- 
tended to be benefited by the second section have 
been benefited by the fire. 
vote to strike out the second section. 

Mr. CHAMBERS, of Kentucky, moved a call 
of the House; which was ordered. 

After the cali had been proceeded with for 
' some time, on motion of 
| Mr. ROBERTSON it was dispensed with. 
j 
| 
| 


The question was then taken on the motion to 
i in the negative—yeas 89, nays 116; as follows: 


i Boon, Borden, Bouldin, Boyd, 


I shall, therefore, , 


i 


Miller, Milligan, Moore, Muhtenberg, Owens, Page, Parker, 

Parks, Patterson, James A. Pearce, Pettigrew, Phelps, 

Phillis, Pinckney, Potts, Reed, Joseph Reynolds, Rogers, 

' Russcil, Schenck, Seymour, Shinn, Sickles, Sloane, Smith, 

Spangler, Storer, Sutherland, Taylor, John Thomson, 

! Toucey, Towns, Turrill, Vanderpoel, Vinton, Ward, Ward- 
well, and Washington—125. 

NAYS — Messrs. Chilton Allan, Bean, Beaumont, Bell, 
Bond, Boon, Borden, Boyd, Bunch, John Calhoon, Camp- 
belt, Carr, Carter, Casey, George Chambers, John Chambers, 
Chapman, Nathaniel H. Claiborne, Coles, Connor, Craig, 
Cushman, Davis, Deberry, Denny, Dickson, Dromgoole, 
Dunlap, Everett, French, Fry, James Garland, Graham, 
Graves, Grayson, Griffin, Hiland Hall, Hamer, Hammond, 
Hannegan, Hardin, Harlan, Albert G. Harrison, Hawkins, 
Jenifer, Joseph Johnson, John W. Jones, Kinnard, Klingen- 

` smith, Lawler, Luke Lea, Logan, Lucas, Job Mann, Martin, 
John Y. Mason, May, McComas, McLene, Montgomery, 


. Morgan, Morris, Dutee J. Pearce, Franklin Pierce, Peyton, 
| Rencher, John Reynolds, Roane, Robertson, Augustine H. 


strike out the second section, and it was decided . 


YEAS — Messrs. Chilton Allan, Beaumont, Bell, Bond, | 
Bunch, Campbell, Carr, | 


.| Carter, Casey, George Chambers, John Chambers, Chap- ` 


i! man, Nathaniel H. Claiborne, Clark, Connor, Craig, Cush- 
man, Davis, Deberry, Denny, Dickson, Dunlap, Effner, 
Forester, French, Fry, James Garland, Graham, Graves, 

| Grayson, Griffin, Hamer, Hammond, Hannegan, Hardin, 

| Harlan, Samuel S. Harrison, Hawkins, Huntsman, Jenifer, 

' Cave Johnson, Joseph Johnson, John W. Jones, Kinnard, 
Klingensmith, Lawler, Luke Lea, Logan, Lucas, Job 


: Mann, Martin, Sampson Mason, Maury, May, McComas, | 


McKay, McLene, Morgan, Morris, Patterson, Dutee J. 
Pearce, James A. Pearce, Franklin Pierce, Peyton, Pickens, 
Rencher, John Reynolds, Roane, Robertson, William B. 
Shepard, Augustine H. Shepperd, Shields, Sprague, Stand- 
efer, Taliaferro, Thomas, Waddy Thompson, Underwood, 
` Webster, Weeks, White, Whittlesey, Lewis Williams, 
' Sherrod Williams, and Wise—89. 
i NAYS — Messrs. Adams, Heman Altei 


Bailey, Barton, 
Bockee, Bovee, Briggs, Brown, Buchanan, 


ynum, Wiliam | 


Shepperd, Shields, Sprague, Standefer, Taliaferro, Thomas, 
Waddy Thompson, Underwood, Webster, Weeks, White, 
Whittlesey, Lewis Wiliams, Sherrod Williams, and Wise 


. 


So the bill was ordered to a third reading. 
BANK OF THE UNITED STATES. 


Mr. CAMBRELENG moved that the House 
resolve itself into the Committee of the Whole on 
the state of the Union, for the purpose of taking 
up and considering certain bills relating to the 
| Bank of the United States. 

Mr. C. explained that the Committee of Ways 
| and Means had unanimously instructed him to 
| make the motion, and it was indispensable that the 
| bills in question should be acted upon before the 
3d of March. 
|| ‘The motion was negatived, and the House then 


B. Calhoun, Cambreleng, Chaney, Chapin, Childs, Cleve- - 


land, Coffee, Corwin 
: Doubleday, Evans, 

Fuller, Willian K. Fuller, Galbraith, Rice Garland, Gillet, 
! Glascock, Granger, Grantland, Grennell, Haley, Hiland 
, Hall, Joseph Hall, Hard, Albert G. Harrison, Hazeltine, 
' Henderson, Heister, Hoar, Holsey, Howard, Howell, Hub- 
! ley, Hunt Huntington, Ingersoll. tngham, Jabez Jackson, 
| William J; ackson, Janes, Jarvis, Henry Johnson, Richard M. 


3 Oramo, Crane, Cushing, Dickerson, 


ii Johnson, Judson, Kennon, Kilgore, Lane, Lansing, Law- 


; rence, Lay, Gideon Lee, Joshua Lee,Thomas Lee, Leonard, 
Lincoln, Love, Loyall, Lyon, Abijah Mann, Manning, John 
Y. Mason, Moses Mason, William Mason, 


lenberg, Owens, Page, Parker, Parks, Pettigrew, Phelps, 
Schenck, Seymour, Shinn, Sloane, Smith, Spangler, Storer, 


Sutherland, Taylor, John Thomson, Toucey, Towns, Tur- 
rill, Vanderpoel, Vinton, Ward, and Wardwell—116. 


| proviso: 


Provided, That the indulgence authorized under the 


in consequence of the then very high prices of ` and sufficient security be given, when in the opinion of the 


all articles of agriculture. 


Cotton was selling at ii collector it shall be necessary to secure the sum due by the 


from twenty-five to thirty dollars per hundred; :, person or persons who ask indulgence. 


and the great amount of paper money put into 
circulation after the close of the war, when no 
bank pretended to pay specie, the great facility 
with which every p 
modations at the bank, had advaneed the price of 
every article of property, and particularly the 


lands in the southern section of the Union, where || 


erson could procure accom- || 


|| 
f gentleman from Kentucky. 


il of the bill did not seem to embrace his provision. 


ji 
li 


they sold at from fifty to one hundred dollars per |; viso to the second section: 


acre, and greatly over their real value. When || 


the banks broke, money became scarce. All pro- 
duce raised by the farmer fell in value. 
was reduced from thirty to eight or ten dollars 
per hundred. The Government had received 
only one fourth of the purchase-moncy for her 
lands, and she was in danger of having them 
forfeited, and there was no hopes of their ever 
selling for one fourth of what they had sold for. 
It was a matter of policy, therefure, in the Gov- 
ernment to grant the relief she did to the pur- 
chasers, She made money by granting the relief. 

How was it with persons intended to be re- 
lieved by this bill? The first section provided 
for those who suffered by the fire, and if payment | 
was attempted to be coerced, the Government | 
was in danger of losing its debts; and, as a matter | 
of policy, the credit should be extended on the 
debts being secured. I have no doubt but that : 
the Government will save money by the relief | 
granted in the first section. Not so as to the 

rsons relieved by the second section. They | 
have sustained no injury, and have not shown 
that they are, in any respect whatever, unable to | 
pay the United States the money they owe. The ` 
only 


argument I have heard in their favor is, | 
that they reside in a city where property to the ` 


Cotton |: 


i! Abijah Mann, Manning, William Mason, 


ii aforesaid, any of the bonds which may be given under this 
il act, payment of which may be postponed, shall at any time 
l! be insecure, it shall be the duty of the said collector to 
‘| require such additional security as shall be satisfactory to 
nished, the payment thereof shall be enforced forthwith. 


Which was agreed to. 


provisions of this bill shall in no case be given without other 


|| Mr. CAMBRELENG suggested that the bill || 
already provided for the object proposed by the |; 


Mr. WILLIAMS remarked that the language 


Provided also, That if, in the opinion of the collector 


verett, Fairfield, Farlin, Philo C. . 


| E son, Mosar m m EKennan Me K 
: g : “Y || Keon, McKim, Milter, Milligan, Montgomery, Moore, Muh- 
are not required to give a credit to all persons in- | 4 i a E Parke, Peak B 


Phillips, Pinckney, Potts, Reed, Joseph Reynolds, Russell, | Mr. EWING, of Hlinois presente d the petition 
i * ’ Sy 


‘| Mr. WILLIAMS then offered the following ; 


The amendment wasnegatived withoutacount. | 
Mr. BRIGGS then moved the following pro- | 


` him; and on failure of such additional security being fur- 


f The question then recurring on engrossing the ' 


:; amendments agreed to, and ordering the bill to 
i be read the third time, 

. Mr. JOHNSON, of Virginia, asked for the 
yeas and nays; which were ordered; and the 


| nays 84; as follows: 


YEAS ~— Messrs. Adams, Heman Alien, Bailey, Banks, 
Barton, Beardsley, Bockee, Bovee, Briggs, Brown, Buch- 
anan, Bynum, William B. Calhoun, Cainbreleng, Chaney, 
Chapin, Childs, Clark, Cleveland, Coffee, Corwin, Cramer, 
Crane, Cushing, Dickerson, Doubleday, Effner, Evans, 


; Fairfield, Tarin, Philo C. Fuller, William K. Fuller, Gal- 


braith, Ri ce Garland, Gillet, Glascock, Granger, Grantland, 
Grennell, Haley, Joseph Hall, Hard, Har r, Haynes, Ha- 
zeltine, Henderson, Heister, Hoar, Holsey, Howard, Howell, 
Hubley, Hunt, Huntington, Huntsman, Ingersoll, Ingham, 
William Jackson, Jabez Jackson, Janes, Jarvis, Richard 
M. Johnson, Cave Johnson, Henry Johnson, Judson, Kil- 
gore, Lane, Lansing, Lawrence, Lay, Gideon Lee, Joshua 

ee, Thomas Lee, Leonard, Lincoln, Love, Loyall, Lyon, 
Moses Mason, 
Sampson Mason, Maury, McKennan, McKeon, McKim, 


', question being then taken, resulted—yeas 125, | 


ij adjourned. 


IN SENATE. 
Tuurspay, February 25, 1836. 


The CHAIR communicated a report from the 
Treasury Department, made in pursuance of the 
: resolutioh of the Senate of the 19th instant, show- 
i ing the construction placed by the Department on 

the act of May, 1830, granting preémption rights 
|, to actual settlers on the public lands, with regard 
| to assignments of preémption rights ; and, 
On motion by Mr. EWING, of Ohio, it was 
|i referred to the Committee on Public Lands, and 
| ordered to be printed. 


of a number of citizens of Illinois, praying for the 
i establishment of a new post route. 

Mr. BLACK presented the resolutions of the 
i Legislature of Mississippi in relation to alleged 
frauds practiced under the provisions of the treaty 
of Dancing Rabbit Creek for Indian reservations; 
which, with the documentary testimony accom- 
panying the same, was referred to the Committee 
| on Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. 

| Mr. GRUNDY presented the petition of George 
© F. Strother, late receiver of public moneys in the 
State of Missouri, praying, for reasons therein 
i stated, that a judgment obtained against him by 
the United States may be reopened; which was 
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. TIPTON presented the petition of the 
widow of James Leomaster, praying compensa- 
tion for supplies with which a number of volun- 
teer mounted rangers were furnished by her hus- 
band; which was referred to the Committee on 
Claims. 

Mr. WEBSTER, from. the Committee on Fi- 
nance, reported the bill authorizing the Secretary 
of the Treasury to compromise the claims of the 


‘| United States on certain banks; and the bill to 


authorize Daniel Tyler to import an iron canal 
passage boat, in detached parts, with the neces- 
sary machinery, tools, and working utensils, free 
from duty, severally, without amendment. 

On motion by Mr. WEBSTER, the Commit- 
tee on Finance was discharged from the further 
consideration of the petition from sundry mer- 
chants of Philadelphia on the subject of the duty 
on linens; and the same was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Manufactures. 

Mr. ROBBINS, on leave, introduced a joint 
resolution, providing for the purchase of three 
hundred copies of the History of Congress, com- 
piled by Carey, Lea & Blanchard; which was 
read the first time, and on the question, ‘‘ Shall 
this resolution be read a second time?’” 

Mr. BENTON wished to know if this was the 
history of the panic session; and if this was the 


— 


Mr. PORTER had not known who the authors 
were, and thought it was not necessary to know. 
All books ought to be judged of by their merits, 
without regard to the authors. He was in favor 
of the motion to lay the resolution on the table, 
until they could sce a specimen number of the 
work. 

RESOLUTION. 

Mr, LINN submitted the following resolution; 

which lies on the table one day: 


Resolred, That the Committee on the Publie Lands be 
instructed to inquire into the expediency of amending the 
actentitied * An act laying off a town on Bean river, in the 
State of Linois, and tor other purposes,”* so as to extend 
the privileges granted by this act to the citizens of the towns 
of Fort Madivon and Burlington, im the county of Des 
Moines, and the towns of Bellvue, Du Bozue, and Peru, 
in the county of Du Bogue, and Territory of Michigan. 


BILLS PASSED. 


The following bills were severally read the 
third ume, and passed: 

The bill for the relief of William Hogan, ad- 
ministrator of Michael Hogan, deceased, 

The bill to divide the Green Bay land district 
in Michigan, and for other purposes; and 

The jomt resolution for the establishment of 
certain post routes in Missouri and Arkansas. 


RESOLUTIONS AGREED TO. 


The resolutions lying on the table, submitted 
by Messrs. Bentox, Lisy and Henpricks, were 
severally considered and adopted. 


FORTIFICATION ON LAKE CHAMPLAIN. 


The resolution submitted by Mr. Swirt, di- 
recting the Secretary of War to cause a survey 
to be made of a site for a fortification on Lake 
Champlain, was considered. 

Mr. PRESTON thought this resolution ought 
to be referred to one of the committees. It neces- 
sarily involved the expenditure of a considerable 
sum of money. He would, therefore, move that 
it be referred to the Committee on Military Af- 
fairs. 

Mr. SWIFT said, that at a former period this 
survey had been ordered, and for want of being 
able to procure a competent engineer to make | 
the survey at the time, it had necessarily been || 


no reason why the debate could not go on. 


a speech of séme length, in opposition to Mr. 
Preston’s amendment, showing the exposed 
state of Maine to hostile attacks, the importance 


Mr. SHEPLEY then addressed the Senate in 


of her commercial and navigating interests, and 
the necessity of affording them adequate pro- 
tection. 

Mr. BENTON (after Mr. SuerLer had con- 
cluded) said that if it was the pleasure of the 
Senate to order the printing of the papers, he had 
ascertained that the printing could be done by 
Monday next. 


the Senate adjourned. 


The bill was then laid on the table. 
Mr. BENTON gave notice that he should call 


it up the first thing after the transaction of the 
morning’s business on Monday. 


After the consideration of cxecutive business, 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Tuurspay, February 25, 1936. 


The House resumed the unfinished business 
of the morning hour of yesterday, being the sub- 
ject of the contested election from North Car- 
olina. 

Mr. BOYD having moved to make the report 
of the Committee on Elections the special order 
for Wednesday next; and, ; 

Mr. W. B. SHEPARD having proposed to 
extend the time to three weeks, 

Mr. HARD moved to recommit the report to 
the same committee, with instructions to give 
time, for the purpose of taking further evidence, 
until the Ist of April next. 

The SPEAKER decided that the motion to i 
postpone the report had precedence of the one ' 
to recommit. | 

Mr. BELL resumed the remarks which he com- | 
menced yesterday. When he rose yesterday, he 
did not rise to argue the propriety of negativing 
the motion of the gentleman from Kentucky, (Mr. 
Boyp;]} he left that part of the question to other 
gentlemen. His main object was to make a 
question for the decision of the House, whieh he 
considered of the greatest importance. He al- i 
luded to the resolution making the appropriation 
bills the special order of the day. When the gen- 


i 


| 


7 essa z 7 ; | 
dulayed. “He had, however, no objection to the || tleman from New York [Mr. CamBrELENG] | 


reference, 
The resolution was then referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 


| 
FORTIFICATION BILL. | 


The Senate took up the fortification bill, re- 
ported by the Committee on Military Affairs, as 
the unfinished business of yesterday. 

Mr. PRESTON addressed the Senate in con- | 
tinuation of his remarks begun yesterday, and 
ended by moving to strike out the appropriation 
for the fortification in Kennebeck, which he said 
was to try the sense of the Senate as to the ex- 
tent of appropriations for fortifications of a cer- 
tain class, 

Mr. CLAY suggested the laying the bill on the 
table, and the printing the tabular statements 
referred to by the chairman of the Military Com- 
mittee, [Mr. Benron,] and the gentleman from 
South Carolina, [Mr. Presron.] He thought it 
desirable that every Scnator should be possessed 
of the whole of this valuable and uscful informa- 
tion contained in these statements, before giving 
his vote. 
motion if any gentleman wished to go on with 
the debate. 

Mr. PRESTON concurred with the Senator 
from Kentucky, as to the importance of having 
the tables printed; and if no gentleman wished 
to go on with the debate, he would move to lay 
the bill on the table until the printing could be 
executed. Th motion he had made to strike out ʻ 
certain fortifications was not to limit the debate, ` 
but merely to test a principle. 

Mr. BENTON observed that the statementused - 
in his argument was an abstract made by himself ; 
of the more enlarged and gencral statements of |! 


On the 27th of January last, the House came to 
i the resolution that each succeeding day, except ' 


x of its 


i| moved to make the New York fire bill the order of , 
the day for a certain day, he must say that al- ` 
though he was favorable to the speedy passage of 
that bill, still, had he been in his placeat that time, 
he must have objected to its being made the special 
|! order. He would have felt it his duty to object to 
it, as he now felt it his duty to object to making 
: this contested election the order of the day for 


Wednesday next, because he believed it to be a | 
violation of the rules and orders of the Elouse. : 


Friday and Saturday, should be set apart for the 
consideration of the appropriation bills, That | 
resolution was adopted by a vote of two thirds, i' 
and he yielded respectfully, though reluctantly, || 
to the decision of the House. When the subject |! 
of another resolution was under consideration, |: 
the right construction was put upon that resolu- 
tion, which was, that it was precisely the sameas | 
the rules of the House. Although that was the 

right construction, he begged leave to show that 


| that was not the construction put upon them ;; 
He would not, however, make any 


by the House; they considered them in the | 
light of standing orders of the House, for the ` 


` execution of which any onc member was entitled f 


to call for. By that construction the orders ` 
might be changed as often as gentlemen thought | 


| proper. He thought he could demonstrate this. 
' After one 


‘| 


hourshould haveclapsed,a motion might | 
be made that the House procecd to the order of | 
the day; and the question shall be put, ‘* Will the ` 
House proceed to the orders of the day?” What i 
then were the orders of the day? It was to take up | 
the business on the Speaker’s table and dispose |! 
bills from the Senate were to be read; en- i 


grossed bills read; executive commnnieations |! 


i more than five minutes’ time. 


exccute it. It was the standing order by the con- 
struction placed upon it by the Chair itself. He 
had submitted to the decision of the Chair, bat, as 
he had said before, reluctantly. We know that a 
resolution pending of great interest to the country 
was cut off by the operation of it; and on a late 
occasion, the Chair was under the necessity of 


. asking the consent of the House to proceed to put 
‘ some bills lying on the Speaker’s table toa third 


reading; that had to be done from the necessity of 
the case. The House found that it had passed a 
resolution which would cut off its ordinary busi- 
ness. Well, on the first day that this was done, 
there happened tocome upa bill in relation to exec- 
utive patronage, which excited considerable dis- 
cussion, and consumed the whole of the day. On 
the next morning the Chair did not ask the con- 
sent of the House, but announced the orders of 
the day. A gentleman from Ohio asked the unan- 
imous consent of the House to have those bills 
read and disposed of which would not excite 
debate; which was agrecd to. Mr. B. said, he 
had gone into the explanation to show, by the con- 
struction given the resolution by the Chair and 
the House, that the orders could not be set aside 
but by unanimous consent; however, he did not 
mean to interpose his veto. Whatever might 


“have been the motives of gentlemen for adopting 
' the resolution, he would not pretend to say; but 


he called upon them to look at their Journal, and 
see the inconsistencies and contradictory orders 
with which it was filled. Did any gentleman 


' know, when he arrived atthe House in the morn- 


ing, what business would be taken up? The 


i gentleman from New York, (Mr. CAMBRELENG,] 


on yesterday, instead of calling on the House to 
proceed to the consideraiion of the appropriation 

ills, intimated that he desired the House to take 
up another subject. Again, a motion was pend- 
ing to make the North Carolina contested clection 


‘the special order for Wednesday next. That 
` motion came from one of the majority in the 
' House, with whom would rest the responsibility 


of the measure. 

Mr. CAMBRELENG rose to make a brief 
explanation. After the New York fire bill had 
heen ordered to a third reading, he had asked the 


ı House to go into Committee of the Whole on 


bills which he did not think would have occupied 
He would say, 
however, for the future, that he would relinquish 
all other measures for the purpose of getting 
through with the appropriation bills. 

Mr. BELL was glad to hear the annunciation. 
Then we should not make the question of the 


- contested election the ordcr of the day for Wednes- 


day next. But he wished to make a further 
appeal to the House. It had been scen that the 
order of the 27th January was unnecessary. Gen- 
tlemen had seen that of the twenty days which 
had expired since that order took effect, not one 
half of the time had been appropriated to the con- 
sideration of the appropriation bills. He hoped 
the House would do the justice to rescind that 
order, and then, if they chose to make the ques- 
tion of the North Carolina contested election the 
special order of the day fora day certain, he would 
agrec to it. He called upon the honorable gen- 
tleman from Virginia, [Mr. Mason,] who had 
introduced that resolution, and had enforced its 
passage by an appeal to the message of the Pres- 
ident, to unite ai him in his efforts to unshackle 
the freedom of debate; he called upon him in the 
spirit of liberality to give him his aid. The 
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House had shown, by its votes since, 
was no necessity for that measure. 

gentlemen would not think that he had any party 
interest in view in this matter. He appealed to 
the liberality, to the patriotism, and to tie candor 
of gentlemen, since it had been demonstrated that 
the measure was no longer necessary, and when 
the pressing occasion which had brought it for- 
ward had passed, to rescind the resolution. Did 
gentlemen fear that the appropriation bills would 
not be taken up? He conceived there would be 
no opposition to taking them up. There never 
had been any opposition to takıng up those bills, 
whenever the motion to take them up came from 
the proper quarter—he meant the chairman of the 
Committee of Ways and Means. He remem- 
bered no case of objection being made, except on 
one occasion, and that Mr. B. had made himself, 
for the purpose of amending the rules and orders 


of the House, which he conceived to be of the | 
utmost importance in any deliberative body. If. 


any other opposition had been made to taking up 
those bills, he had no recollection of it; and he 
undertook further to say, that no opposition 
would be made. He had always yielded to the 
regularly constituted organs of the Government, 
and he believed, if the gentleman from New 
York [Mr. Camprevene] should move to take 
up the appropriation bills, he could venture to 

redict that he would mcet with no opposition. 

hen would gentlemen not repeal the resolution 
he had spoken of? If it was not repealed, the 
effect would be that any one member might call 
for the execution of it. 

As to the North Carolina contested-election 
question, he left it to others to say whether it 
should be made the order of the day for Wed- 
nesday or not, 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of North Carolina, said that 
it might be necessary to recommit the subject to 
a committee, and he believed the gencral course 
to be, to lay the subject on the table until the re- 
port and documents could be printed. He thought 
there would be no opposition to laying the sub- 
ject on the table. It could then be taken up at 
any time, and acted upon during the morning 
hour. He moved to lay the subject on the table, 
but subsequently withdrew it. 

Mr. MASO ; 


marks which he felt himself called upon to make 
had no necessary connection with the subject be- 
fore the House. The gentleman from Tennessee 
(Mr. Bert} had made allusion not only to the 
resolution which he had the honor to submit to 
the House, but had alluded to Mr. M. person- 
ally, which made it necessary for him to reply. 
He did not think at the time that he introduced 
the resolution, nor did he think now, that the 
resolution had the effect the gentleman described. 
He could not conceive how the resolution tended 
to disturb or cut off debate. It would be remem- 
bered by the House, that when that resolution 
was brought before it, our foreign relations were 
ona very different footing from what they were 
at present. He agreed with the gentleman from 
Tennessee, (Mr. Bexx,] that the reasons urged in 


its favor had, in a great measure, disappeared. |! 


We had at that time no indications of the media- 
tion of Great Britain, nor of the happy effect pro- 


that there | was time that the appropriation bills were dis- 
He hoped ‘| posed of. Let the appropriation bills be disposed 


i of speedily, hut with all the examination gentle- 
men may wish to give them, and with all the 
freedom of discussion asked for; and then he 
would be willing to rescind that resolution, unless 
an unlooked-for state of things should occur. 

Mr. BELL said he saw already what was to 

-be looked for. The public service was suffering, 

; and that was to be the argument until the appro- 
priation bills were passed. He called upon the 

‘gentleman from Virginia [Mr. Mason] to say 


i whether the House had not, instead of going into 
| the consideration of those bills, gone to other : 


' business which had taken days to discuss ? 
| Mr. MASON said he was not responsible for 
the acts of other gentlemen. On one occasion he 
had made the motion to suspend the rule, for 
l: the purpose of receiving petitions; and, as the 
: operations of the Treasury Department had ex- 
perienced considerable embarrassment in conse- 
quence of the fire in New York, he had concurred 
with the gentleman from New York [Mr. Cam- 
BRELENG] in his efforts to get that bill through 
. the House. He had, however, always been anx- 
ious, and was still anxious, to have the appro- 

` priation bills disposed of. 

Mr. MANN, of New York, said, for the pur- 
pose of disposing of this question, and, at the 
suggestion of several gentlemen near him, that 
it might be approached at some convenient time, 
if in order, he should move that it be postponed 
till Tuesday week, with a view of giving longer 
time than had been proposed on the one side, and 
shorter than had been asked for on the other. 
He would prefer that to laying it on the table, for 
the question was an important one to the State 
interested, and ought to be settled speedily. It 
usually happened, that cases of this kind were 

; postponed to a remote period, or till nearly the 


‘| termination of the session before they were defin- 


i 


|l 


of Virginia, said, that the re- || to many gentlemen there, that the knowledge of 


| itively acted on; but he hoped that course would 

not be followed in future. He knew nothing of 

i the present case, and had scarcely heard one 

: word on the subject. He understood, however, 

‘that the report and documents were not very 
voluminous. 

It was a matter of deep regret (said Mr. M.) 


the rules and proceedings of the House pos- 
sessed by the konorable gentleman from Ten- 
nessee [Mr. BELL] should be the cause of giving 
him so much affliction—an affliction which 
|; seemed to press upon him daily, hourly, and con- 
i; tinually, and which-broke out sometimes to the 
|; affliction of the gentleman’s own friends. Why, 
;; Mr. M. had been an observer of the 
ings there, under different administrations of the 
', Chair, since he had had the honor of a seat there, 
and he had always observed that the first and 
regular business in order on that floor was to 


to be applied with regard to the various subjects 
' that came before them, he had heard none sug- 


duced by the President’s message on the coun- : 


cils of France. The committee were of opinion 


at that time that immediate action was necessary ` 


on the appropriation bills. The gentleman from 
had passed by when any extraordinory appro- 
panaon: would be necessary; but Mr. M. must 

e permitted to say that the ordinary appropria- 
tion bills did require speedy action. Some of 
the appropriations were already needed, and the 
punue service must suffer until the appropriation 

ills were pasoa: There were ships of war now 
which could not be manned until some of those 
bills pass. . It was a matter of vast importance 
that those bills should be speedily passed; and he 
thought the resolution adopted by the Committee 
on Foreign Affairs was well calculated to effect 
the object. 
little progress; but, without meaning to cast re- 
proach anywhere, he appealed to the gentleman 
from Tennessee to say whether the protracted 
discussion on the Navy bill had not sprung from 
the motion made by the gentleman himself? It 


It was true that we had made but ` 


gested b 

i a chataniding his great erudition in the rules and 

orders and course of proceedings of that House. 
That gentleman had seen fit to complain, in 


I| no very measured terms, of the decisions of the 


present Chair in reference to the execution of the 


tleman informed them, not in accordance with 


' the practice of the House when the gentleman | 


proceed- | 


ask the unanimous consent of the House to make ! 
a motion to suspend the rules. That, he thought, | 
was always business in order. As to the remedy | 


the gentleman from Tennessee, not- į 


ion b : i Special order of the House—a decision, the gen- ; 
Tennessee was right in supposing that the time | 


+ himself had a seat in that chair. Now, so far as ' 


‘that chair, and who had found it necessary to 
ive a construction to the various orders of the 
| House in regard to their own proceeding. 
| only knew this, that so far as his own observa- 
' tion extended during the present session, com- 
paring it with the two preceding sessions, he had 
;, not found greater or more confusion in the order 
; of business now than heretofore. He was not, 
l| therefore, to attribute what confusion had arisen 
‘| to the decisions of the Chair. Those decisions 
;, had been usually in accordance with the express 


i 


i orders of the House. 


i the correct proceeding might be concerned, Mr. ‘| 
: M. would not profess to be qualified to decide |! 
‘| between the various gentlemen who had occupied ; 


He! 


| 


| the House had made an express special order, it 
i| became the duty of the Chair first to take up cer- 
' tain business on the Speaker’s table before that 
i special order was executed, If so, then there 
: would be very little use in making a special order 
‘at ail. 

Mr. CRAIG rose to a point of order, on the 
ground that the gentleman’s remarks were not 
pertinent to the question before the House. 

The CHAIR was of opinion that the debate 
| was taking too wide a range. It was understood, 
however, to be the object of the gentleman from 
. Tennessee, and other gentlemen, to show that 

the House should or should not make this special 
order, because there were other special orders, 
and any reason why the House should or should 
not adopt any special order would be in order. 

Mr. MANN expressed his obligations to his 
friend from Virginia [Mr. Craic] for admonish- 
ing him that they were debating a very different 
question, and he would endeavor to conform him- 
self somewhat toit. He was only replying to the 
remarks of the gentleman from Tennessee, who, 
while he was complaining of want of ordcr in the 
proceedings of the House, was, as Mr. M. con- 
sidered, at the time as widely out of order as any- 
thing that could be found upon the records and 
Journals of either that or the former session of 
the House. That being so, with the admonition 

| of his friend from Virginia, he would resume his 


; Seat. 
i Mr. WILLIAMS, of North Carolina, moved 
! to lay the whole subject on the table. 
| Mr. BOYD asked for the yeas and nays; which 
_ were ordered. 

Mr. ADAMS hoped the gentleman from North 

Carolina would withdraw the motion, as the sit- 
, ting member had asked for more time to take fur- 

ther testimony; and it was therefore necessary to 
' appoint some definite time for the consideration 
of the report. 

i Mr. MERCER hoped the call for the yeas and 
nays would be withdrawn, as about half the time 
` of the session was consumed ın taking them. 

Mr. WILLIAMS then withdrew his motion to 
lay on the table. 

Mr. BELL denied that he had spoken disre- 
spectfully of the Chair; andas the gentleman from 

ew York [Mr. Many] had thrown no new light 
upon the subject, Mr. B. must say that what had 
fallen from the gentleman was impertinent. 

Mr. MANN said he might have misunderstood 
the gentleman. He did not understand him to 
speak disrespectfully of the Chair, or in a spirit 
of complaint towards the Chair, but only in a 
spirit of complaint of the decisions of the Chair 
in regard to the order of business. Ifit was ‘‘im- 
pertinent’’ to speak of the gentleman’s complaint, 
| then, surely, the gentleman himsclf must have 
| been ‘* impertinent” in making the complaint of 
those decisions. 

The CHAIR pronounced the motion of the gen- 
tleman from New York, to postpone until Tues- 
day week, not to be then in order. 

r. BOYD said he was willing to accept it as 
i| a modification of his own motion. : 

The CHAIR informed the gentleman that he 
could not do it without an order of instruction 
from the Committee on Elections, the original 
motion being so made to the House. 


| Mr. W. B. SHEPARD then withdrew his mo- 
‘| tion to postpone till Wednesday three weeks. 


The CHAIR announced the orders of the day, 
the hour of one o’clock having arrived. 
Mr. McKAY moved to suspend the rules, in 
order to proceed with the consideration of the re- 
ort before the House, and modified it for one 
hour, at the suggestion of Mr. Camsnerene, but 
ithe motion was lost without a count; and the 
| House proceeded to the 


) _ ORDERS OF THE DAY. 


i The SPEAKER laid before the House the fol- 
! lowing communications: 

' J. A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, 
| correcting a material clerical error in the tabular 
; statements of expenditures from 1816 to 1834, 


|; heretofore transmitted to the House in answer to 


Í a resolution of the 31st of December last; which 
was laid on the table and ordered to be printed. 
If. A letter from the Secretary of War, trans- 


The gentleman from Tennessee said, that when i mitting a list of the clerks in the Wer Depart- 
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ment for the year 1835; which was laid on the | 


table and ordered to be printed. 

IIL. A letter from the Secretary of War, trans- 
mitting a report from the Commissioner of Pen- 
sions, pursuant to a resolution of the 17th De- 
cember; which was laid on 
to be printed. 

SENATE BILLS READ. 


The following bills from the Senate were, by | 


consent, read twice and committed: 

A bill to divide the Green Bay land district, in 
Michigan Territory, and for other purposes; 

‘A bill to improve the navigation of the Wabash 
river; 

‘A bill to confirm the title of the heirs of M. de 
ia Carrera to a tract of land; 

A bill for the relief of the heirs of General Wil- 
liam Eaton; : 

‘A bill for the relief of A. D. Ostrander; 

‘A bill to authorize the Atchafalaya Railroad 
and Banking Company to locate a road through 
the public lands; 

A bill for the relief of the heirs and legal repre- 
sentatives of Henry Eckford, deceased; and 

‘A bill for the relief of William Hogan, admin- 
istrator of Michael Hogan, deceased. 


LIMITATION OF THE TERM OF OFFICE. 


Mr. PATTON moved that the House proceed 
to dispose of the bill on the Speaker’s table from 
the Senate, repealing the first and second sections 
of the act to limit the term of office of certain offi- 
cers therein named, and for other purposes. 

Mr. P. asked for the yeas and nays; which 


were ordered; and the question on taking up the | 
bill was decided in the affirmative—yeas 104, | 


nays 104, the Speaker voting in the affirmative, 
making the yeas 105. 


YEAS—Messrs. Adams, Chilton Allan, Heman Allen, 
Ashiey, Bailey, Banks, Barton, Bell, Boon, Borden, Boul- 
dia, Briggs, Bunch, Bond, John Calhoon, William B. Cal- 
boun, Campbell, Carter, George Chambers, John Chambers, 
Nathaniel H. Claiborne, Clark, Corwin, Crane, Cushing, 
Deberry, Denny, Dickerson, Dickson, Dunlap, Evans, Ev- 
erett, Forester, French, Philo C. Fuller, Rice Garland, 
Graham, Granger, Grenaell, Griffin, Hiland Hall, Ham- 
mond, Hard, Hardin, Harlan, Harper, Albert G. Harrison, 
Hazeltine, Heister, Hoar, Howard, Howell, Huntsman, 
Ingersoll, Janes, Jenifer, Richard M. Johnson, Cave John- 
zon, Henry Johnson, Lawler, Lawrence, Lay, Luke Lea, 
Lincoln, Love, Lyon, John Y. Mason, Sampson Mason, 
Maury, McCarty, McComas, McKay, M cKennan, McKim, 
McLenc, Mercer, Milligan, Morris, Parker, Patton, James 
A. Pearce, Pettigrew, Peyton, Phelps, Philtips, Pickens, 
Reed, Nencher, 
Shields, Sloane, Spangler, Standefer, Storer, Taliaterro, 
Waddy Thompson, Underwood, Vinton, Washington, 
White, Whittlesey, Lewis Williains, 
Wise—104. 

NAYS — Messrs. Ash, Bean, Beardsley, Beaumont, 
Bockee, Bovee, Boyd, Brown, 
leng, Carr, Casey, Chaney, Chapman, Chapin, Coles, Con- 
nor, Craig, Cramer, Cashman, Davis, Doubleday, Effner, 
Fairfield, Fartin, Fry, William K. Fuiler, Galbraith, James 
Garland, Gillet, Glascock, Grantland, Haley, Joseph Hall, 
Hamer, Hannegan, Samuel S. Harrison, Hawkins, Haynes, 
Holsey, Hubley, Ingham, William Jackson, Jabez Jackson, 
Jarvis, Joseph Johnson, John W. Jones, Benjamin Jones, 
‘indson. Kennon, Kilgore, Kinnard, Klingensmith, Lane, 
Lansing, Gideon Lee, Joshua Lee, Thomas Lee, Leonard, 
Mann, Job Mann, Martin, William 
May, McKeon, Miller, Montgomery, 
enberg, Owens, Page, Parks, Patter- 


Logan, Loyall, Abijah 
Mason, Moses Mason 
Aloore, Morgan, Muh 
sou. Dutee J. Pearee, 
acph Reynolds, Roane, 
Sunith, Sprague, Suthertand, Taylor, Thomas, John Thom- 
son, Toucey, Towne, Turrill, Vanderpoel, Wagener, Ward, 
Wardwell, Webster, and Weeks—104. 


Mr. PATTON remarked, that in moving to 
adjourn when the subject was last before the 
House, 
the House, as to arrest what he 
irrelevant discussion upon a simple question of 


commitment—a question not involving the merits | 


of the bill, nor the consistency or inconsistency 
of partics or men heretofore. In order, however, 
that his motives and views might not be misun- 
derstood, he would remark, that he entertained 
strong prepossessions against this bill. 

The CHAIR reminded the gentleman that the 
merits of the bill could not be discussed upon the 
pending motions; and that the range which the 
debate had taken on a former day would not be 
furthes permitted. 

Mr. PATTON resumed : He did not intend to 
discuss the merits of the billat this time. He had 
merely desired to say thathis prepossessions were 
against the bill, which mightbe changed by circum- 
stances. He hada few wordsto say in reference to 


the table and ordered |; 


Robertson, Russell, Augustine H.Shepperd, . 
Sherrod Williams, and 


Buchanan, Burns, Cambre- , 


Franklin Pierce, John Reynolds, Jo- | 
Schenck, Seymour, Shinn, Sickles, | 


his object was not so much to address | 
considered an | 


| what committee the subject ought to be referred. 
i In doing this, it was necessary that he should 
“advert to the character of the bill. It was a 
` measure of vast magnitude, involving serious and 
important fundamental principles. It involved 
not only the question of constitutionality, 
expediency, of the power of removal from office 
' by the President of the United States—questions 
-which had excited and agitated the country as 
i: much as any others which had ever been brought 
‘before it. It wasa bill which ought to receive 
the most solemn, deliberate, and thorough exam- 
| ination possible. Could it be so well examined 
il bya committee which had already before ita vast 
l! burden of important business, as by a select com- 
j! mittee raised for the special purpose? There 
‘could be but one response to the inquiry. Sup- 
| posing everything else out of the way, was there 
| anything appropriate or apposite in referring this 
i subject to the Committee on the Judiciary? It 
; was absolutely amazing to hear gentlemen con- 
‘tend, as had been done there, that this subject 
|, came within the functions of the Judiciary Com- 
i` mittee by the express terms of the rule. 


i 


mittee would draw within the vortex of its duties 


If the | 
ground assumed should be sustained, that com- : 


|| the reasons 


i nine tenths of the business which came before the ! 


ıı House. Without desiring to detract in the least 
| . . 
from the eulogiums which had been made upon 


j 


but the ` alc 
| War Department, containing a list of the clerks 


j 


the Committee on the Judiciary for their intelli- i 
gence and legal attainments, he denied that there ' 
was anything in the character of the committee | 
or the materials of which it was composed which | 
befitted them more than others to examine this ` 


question of constitutional law, or any other ques- 
tion. The subject was one which, from its broad 
! character, did not peculiarly belong to any com- 
mittee of the House. There was a special reason 
for not sending it to the Judiciary Committee, 
. which, he repeated, was burdened with a mass 
of business greater than any other committee of 
the House, and could not, consequently, act 
the subject as speedily as a sclect committee. 
was desirable that the question should be disposed 
| of one way or the other, in order that the country 
might decide upon the course of the Senate and 
this branch of Congress. He should, therefore, 
vote to commit the bill to a sclect committee, not 


l 


| only as an appropriate reference, but with the || 
| the bill of the 


| view of insuring a speedy examination of the im- 
‘| portant sla baie connected with it. 
Mr. DR 


on | 
It. 


to the Committee of the Whole on the state of the ; 


ferring the bill to a select committee. A report 

| from such a committee, one way or another, was 
a matter of no consequence. By the adoption of 
his motion, an opportunity would be afforded to 

` discuss the subject in. the most free and ample 

i| manner. It ought to be so discussed. It was in 
this mode that gentlemen of all parties, and of no 
party, (if any such there were,) would have 

, every facility for a full discussion. 

The question was then taken on the last mo- 


i count. 
So the bill was committed to the Committee of 
the Whole on the state of the Union. 


NEW YORK RELIEF BILL. 


On motion by Mr. CAMBRELENG, the House 
then took up, for a third reading, the en rossed 
bill from the Senate, as amended by the House, 
for the relief of the sufferers by the fire in the 
sa Pig New York. 

r. PEARCE, of Rhode Island, addressed the 
House, at great length, in opposition to the whole 
bill, and reviewed the variousargumentsand pre- 
cedents that had been urged and adduced in its 
support. 

efore Mr. P. had concluded, he gave way to 
| Mr. JOHNSON, of Virginia, on whose motion 
the House adjourned. 


i 
i 
if 
1 


IN SENATE. 
Fripay, February 26, 1836. 

A message was received from the President of 
the United States, by Mr. Donexson, his Private 
Secretary, transmitting a report from the Secre- 
tary of State, complying, as far as practicable, 
with the resolution of the Senate of the 16th 


Union. There could be nothing gained by re- | 


| tion; and decided in the affirmative, without a | 


MGOOLE moved to commit the bill : $300,000 


! country provided for them west of that river, 


instant, asking information as to the number of 
claims under the French treaty which have been 
rejected by the Board of Commissioners, with 
for such rejection ; and, on motion 
by Mr. Grunpy, it was ordered to be printed. 

The CHAIR ‘communicated a report from the 


employed in that Department, with the compen- 
sation paid to each, for the ycar 1830. 

On motion by Mr. WHITE, leave was granted 
to Lieutenant Colonel Erwin, to withdraw his 
petition and papers. 

RESOLUTIONS. 
Mr. LINN submitted the following resolutions; 


' which were considered and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Indian Affairs be 
instructed to inquire into the expediency of making an 
appropriation for extinguishing the Indian titles. to lands 
in the vicinity of Green Bay, to those north of the Wiscon- 
sin, and the reservation on the Jowa river, in the county 


| of Des Moines, all in the Territory of Michigan; aiso, that 


the Secretary of War be instructed to turnish to Congress 
any information in the War Departacnt touching these 
subjects; also, that the Secretary of War be instructed to 
report to the Senate any information in the War Depart- 
ment, showing the number of the Winnebago Indians now 
living on lands ceded to the United States in that part of 
the Territory of Michigan between Lake Michigan and the 
Mississippi river, the expediency of their removal to the 
the best mode 
of effecting it, and the probable co.t. 


Mr. EWING, of Hlinois, submitted the follow- 
ing resolution; which lies on the table one day: 


Resolved, That the Committes on Cominerce be instructed 
to inquire into the expedicncy of establishing ports of entry 
at the towns of Chicago and Alton, in the State of Lblinois. 


REPORT FROM A COMMITTEE. 
Mr. DAVIS, from the Committee on Com- 


merce, to whom the petition on the subject had 
been referred, reported a bill for the relief of 


' Joshua Hatten and others, and the owner, officers, 


and crew of the schooner Joseph; which was read 
and referred to a second reading. 
CUMBERLAND ROAD. 
On motion by Mr. HENDRICKS, the bill for 
the continuation of the Cumberland road in Ohio, 
Indiana, Hlinois, and Missouri was taken up; 


| and, after some remarks from Messrs. CLA 


and TIPTON, 

Mr. CLAY moved to amend the bill by re- 
ducing the appropriations to the amount made in 
ast session. The amendment 
reduces the appropriation from $670,000 to 


ported by Messrs. CLAY, 
DAVIS, and opposed by 


, 
This motion was su 


CRITTENDEN, an 


| Messrs. TIPTON, HENDRICKS, ROBINSON, 
| EWING, BUCHANAN, LINN, BENTON, 


and NILES; but, before taking any question, 
The Senate adjourned over to Monday next. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Faway, February 26, 1836. 


Mr. EVERETT, (by consent,) from the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs, reported a bill to ex- 
tend the western boundary of the State of Mis- 
souri to the Missouri river; which was read 
twice, and its further consideration postponed 
saree crore metal 

Mr. WHITTLESEY moved to suspend the 
rules, for the purpose of enabling the standing 
committees to report; which was negatived—ayes 
75, noes 48, two thirds being necessary. 

Mr. LANE moved to suspend the rules for 
one hour, for the purpose of calling the States for 
petitions; which was negatived without a count. 

NORTH CAROLINA CONTESTED ELECTION. 

The House resumed the consideration of the 
report of the Committee of Elections on the con- 
tested election from North Carolina. 

The SPEAKER stated the question to be, first, 
on making the report the special order for Wed- 
nesday next, the motion of Mr. W. B. SHEPARD 
being understood by the Chair to have been with- 


drawn. 

. Mr. SHEPARD reminded the Chair that he 
had not withdrawn his motion, although he had 
intimated an intention of so doing. 

The CHAIR said that the Journal so stated; 
and it was also his own impression that the gen- 
tleman had withdrawn his motion. TheJ ournal 
could, however, be corrected. 


BY BLAIR & RIVES. p 


Finsr Sessiox, Hru CONGRESS. 


Motion to postpone the subject for three weeks, 
he did so because the Chair was about to put the 
vesuon on the motion of the gendeman from 
entueky, (Mr. Borr,] to make it the order of 
the day for Wednesday next. He felt sensible that 
Ht was impossible in that short space of time for gen- 
tlemen to give the documents that careful exam- 
ination which they required to come to a correct 
decision. Every gentleman must be familiar with 
the difficul:y of examining into such a matter. 
He had, however, since learned from his col- 
league, the sitting member, that his motion had, 
in some degree, interfered with the disposition 
which was intended to be made of the matter. It 
appeared that a gentleman from the Committee 
of Elections had made a proposition, which he 
enderstood to come from the minority of that 
committee, that the subject ahould be recommitted 
to that committee for the parposeor taking further 
testimony in the ease. He therefore mtended 
to withdraw his proposition to postpone for three 
weeks, but he did so with thedistinct understand- 
mg that the sitting member should be permitted 
to procure all the testimony nece » and have 
his claims to his seat clearly stated before the 
House came to act upon it. He hoped the House 
would send the matter back to the committee, 
and give the sitting member time to make out his 
ease as fully aa possible; and there was nothing 
mMeonsistent in giving the subject that direction. 
He confessed he was mortified to hear his col- 
league (Mr. Bryom] say, that the sitting mem- 
ber had misrepresented his district on that floor. 
Did he mean that the sitting member was wast- 
iag the time of the House in unprofitable discus- 
sion, which served only to fill the columns of a 
filthy newspaper? If bis colleague meant to say 
that when a gentleman came to the House of 
Representatives by the vote of a majority of the 
ple of his district, and attested by the proper 
Officers, that that man misrepresented his con- 
sutaencs, be thanked God that he misrepresented 
hia in the same way. How did the situng mem- 
ber come there? He came with the certificate of 
election from the proper officers. Then, if you 
refuse to give him an opportunity to show that 
he is enutled to his seat, you stamp the charge of 
falsehood upon the returning oficera. Mr. S. 
said, he had made these remarks with no under- 
standing with the sitting member, or with the 
membera of the Comraittee of Elections. He did 
not know the nature of their report, and he had 
not the facility of intellect of his colleague, (Mr. 
Brwum, | toenable him to jumptoconclusions with- 
ou: examination, He was willing the characters 
of gentlemen there should stand unimpeached 
until they were proved to be otherwise. He did 
not know the nature either of the majority or 
minority report, and he would not express an 
opinion in the case until he could examine it. He 
aeither knew nor cared who they said wasentitled 
tothe seat;all he asked was, that the House would 
not testimony 


rejudge it before the necessary 
could ba procured. If the House took up this 


matter at an early day, it would deny the right of . 


being heard toa large and respectable district of 
North Carolina, and on this subject they ought to 
hear everything. His colleague (Mr. Bryum) 
had told them that the present subject had been 
before the House for four months. The House 
bad not yet been in session four months; and 
during the time it had been in session, the subject 
was before the Committee of Elections; and how 
could any one there have ascertained anything 
of the matter, except by going before the com- 
mittee? And that would not have been the par- 
liamentary course. It was utterly impossible to 
get the facts of the case, except by having time 
to examine it. 

Mr. BYNUM said he sincerely regretted the 
coarse he perceived the discussion was likely to 
take. His honorable friend and colleague, Mr 
W. B. Surpann,} a “i 
surprise and regret at t 


14 


or two since, expressed 
e course taken in relation 


Mr. W. B. SHEPARD said, when he made the ' 


to this matter. He must confess that that gen- 
teman entertained no more surprise and regret 


at the course he (Mr. B.) was about to pursue, ' 


than he felt at the course and proposition which 
that gentleman himself had made. He then 
thought, and he still thought, that upon that oc- 
casion gentlemen had manifested extraordinary 
and unnecessary sensibility. A gentleman who 
spoke the other day, and his colleague who had 
just addressed the House, had expressed their 
astonishment at a statement which he had made, 
wishing a speedy termination of that question. 
He thought they had done him a little injustice 
in supposing that he was actuated by any mo- 
tive less honorable and patriotic than themselves. 
They had also done him injustice—no doubt un- 
intentionally—in misrepresenting his motives in 
respect to his colleague, the sitting member. He 
never intended to be understood as saying that 
that gentleman had misrepresented his district. 
What he had said was this, that if that zentleman 
was not the legitimate Representative on that 
floor, the people of that district had been long 
enough misrepresented. He had not expresse 
an opinion, but he again repeated, that if that 
penteman was not entitled to a seat on that floor, 

had been long enough there. He agreed most 
fully with his colleague when he said they should 
not act until they had all the lights in the case 
which could be had, and until the documents were 

blished and laid before the House. He should 

the last man to urge the matter, until the doc- 
uments were printed and laid upon the table of 
every member of the House. He again repeated, 
that he was astonished at the remarks of his 
friend on the right, {Mr. A. H. Saeprerp,} and 
his colleague on the left, [Mr. W. B. Smeparp,} 
when they endeavored to impeach him of having 
brought a charge against the sitting member. 
The simple statement was, that if he was not the 
legitimate Representative, there had been a suffi- 
ciency of misrepresentation. He himself was not 
decjded upon the subject; he wanted to have 
more light, as wellas the gentleman himself; but, 
from what he had understood, if he might be per- 
mitted to express an opinion, he was predisposed 
to believe that the sitting member was not entitled 
to his seat. 

The CHAIR remarked that the gentleman was 
not in order in entering into the merits of the 
question before the main question came up. 

Mr. BYNUM said he should endeavor to con- 
fine himself to the question before the House. 
He did believe that the motion of his colleague 


(Mr. W. B. Sueparp] went to postpone the ques- . 
tion longer than was absolutely necessary to have ; 


the House placed in possession of all the inform- | 


ation necessary. For that reason he had opposed 
that motion and still opposed it. He had been 


informed by those who had conversed with the | 


printers to the House on the subject, that the 
documents would be printed and laid on the 
tables within eight or ten days; and they had 
also been told that when the documents were laid 
on the tables, the whole subject could be investi- 
gated in a few hours. Then, where could be the 
necessity for postponing the subject three weeks? 
The gentleman who had just taken his seat had 
made some remarks which he did not distinctly 
understand. He supposed a case, and supposed 
that if he (Mr. B.) meant to say that the individ- 
ual who occupied a seat on that floor did so for 
the purpose of filling the filthy columns of a 
newspaper, that he had made an erroneous 
charge. He did not understand the gentleman’s 
allusion, and should like to be correctly informed. 

Mr. W. B. SHEPARD said, the remarks he 


, had made were general. He had said that he did 


not exactly understand what his colleague [Mr. 
Bynum) meant when he said the sitting member 
misrepresented his constituents on that floor. He 


farther said, that if his colleague meant that any | 
. individual used his station there to 


à : get up uselcas 
discussions and unnecessary squabbics, to fill 
the columns of a newspaper, such an allusion 
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! . ` 
would make any gentleman feel uneasy in his 
! seat. 


Mr. BYNUM said he would, on all proper oc- 
casions, express his opinions; but asto consump- 
tion of the time of the House, he believed him 
and his colleague were on about an equal fonting. 
He did not say, however, that he hind consumed 
too much time, for Mr. B. had always heard 
him with the greatest pleasure. His colleague 
seemed to regret that he was not possessed with 
the facility of intellect to judge of the present ques- 
tion without time. He believed that after the doc- 
uments were printed and laid on the tables, every 
gentleman would be possessed of sufficient facility 
of intellect to judge of the case without a post- 
ponement of three or four weeks. He believed 
that most of the information which would be 
brought in them, was known now to the majority 
of the members of the House. Mr. B. would be 
the last man in the House to do an act of injustice 
to the sitting member ; but while he would notdo 
that gentleman injustice, he would be unworthy 
of maintaining a seat on that floor was he to be 
guilty of committing an act of injustice to the gen- 
tileman who was petitioning for his seat. He was 
disposed to do both justice. His colleague had 
said that Mr. B. had stated that the subject had 
been before the House for four months. Mr. B. 
had remarked that if the motion was made and 
carried to postpone for three weeks, then it would 
have been before the House between three and 
four months. He hoped the House would not 
follow the example set them last winter, but that 
they would decide upon the subject speedily. In 
the case of the Moore and Letcher contested elec- 
tion, the documents were much more voluminous, 
and yet only one week was allowed for consider- 
ing it after the documents were printed. With 
regard to his friend from North Carolina, (Mr. 
Wirusams,] he had always had the profoundest 
respect for his opinions, and he approved hie 
course, apart from his political views ; but it did 
appear to him that, to lay that subject on the table, 
was rather undignified. He had looked over the 
Journal, and had höver seen any disposition made 
of the report of a committee but by making it the 
order fora particular day. He believed that the 
motion of the gentleman from New York, (Mr. 
Mann, ] to postpone ituntil Tuesday week, would 
allow ample time to examine the subject ; and he 
hoped that motion would prevail. 

Ar. SHEPARD then withdrew his proposition. 

Mr. MANN, of New York, then renewed his 
motion to postpone the subject till Tuesday week. 

Mr. GRAHAM (the sitting member) begged 
to inquire if the pending question was not the mo- 
tion of the gentleman from New York, a member 
of the Committee on Elections, (Mr. Harp,] to 
recommit? 

The CHAIR stated that, under the 32d rule, 
that motion gave way to the motion to postpone. 
The Chair had made the same decision a few days 
ago, and in that opinion, independent of the rule, 
upon examination, he found himself sustained by 
the lex parliamenteria. 

Mr. GRAHAM was desirous (he said) that the 
motion submitted by the gentleman from New 
York (Mr. Harp] should be decided Ly the House 
before the question was taken on the postpone- 
menttoagivenday. It was truc, as his colleague 
who had just taken his seat had remarked, that 
this was an important case; but it was more im- 
portant that whenever a caus: was about to be 
tried, it should be tried impartially, in such a way 
as to do justice between the parties, and to give 
satisfaction to the district interested in the issue. 
That was all he asked, and nothing more; and to 
which he humbly conceived he was entitled. He 
would not ask the House to try the cause without 


_ hearing the evidence, for he held the House to be 


in the situation of judges and jurors. It would. 
be thought very strange fora judge or juror, about 
to go into the investigation of a cause, out of court 
or on the bench, before he had heard one word of 
the testimony, to express his opinion. It would 


pee eee el 


be said he was forestalling the verdict, or, at least, 
that he had strong’ prejudices, and would not be 


considered as competent to give an impartial de- 
cision. ; 

Mr. G. assured the House that he desired no 
delay, but sought for justice; and he would give 
to the 
nience to which the sitting member had been sub- 
jected. places t was 
ihe situauon of a plaintiff in a court of justice, 
who was necessarily in advance of the defendant 
with his testimony, and could not be taken by 
surprise. The defendant, like the sitting member 
in the present case, had no opportunity of know- 
ing what testimony he should have to huat up, 
por what he should have to make replication to. 
Now, the elections in North Carolina were held 
on the second Thursday in Angust. The peti- 
tioner (Mr. Newland) being one of the three can- 
didates before the people, did not give the sitting 
member notice until the second day of October 
of his intention to contest the seat, having had 
nearly two months to ascertain, as well as he 
could, the nature and character of his testimony. 
Before that he did not think proper to take any 
stand, contrary to the general rule of contested 


elections, where notice was very often given at: 


the moment, though they were afterwards aban- 
doned. The sitting member did not deem it his 
duty to take any active steps until the petitioner 


had commenced taking hia depositions. On Thurs- ` 


day, the 29th of October, the petitioner com- 
menced, and continued through Thursday, Fri- 
day, and Saturday. He then went to another 
place thirty-eight miles off, and commenced taking 
depositions on the Monday following, continuing 
through Tuesday, Wednesday, and Thursday. 
The notices were so arranged that the sitting 
member attended with the petitioner. He then 
received a notice to attend some sixty-seven or 
sixty-eight miles on the Monday following; and 
he attended accordingly, 

Mr. BYNUM begged to inquire if it was in 
order for his colleague to go into a detailed state- 
ment of the case at that stage of the proceeding? 
_ The CHAIR replied that, though the merits 
of the question were not open, the gentleman had 
a right to state the grounds upon which he urged 
that the House should not postpone the subject 
to a day certain, or why he desired further time, 
with a view that the House should act on the 
motion to commit, 

Mr. BYNUM would then ask if it would not 
be an act of justice to admit the petitioner to a 
seat on the floor, either in person or by counsel, 
to reply to the statements made by the gentleman 
himself, which, it was evident, must be prejudi- 
cial to the petitioner? 

The CHAIR replied that that was a matter for 
the decision of the House. : l 

Mr. GRAHAM proceeded. He was about to 
ştate the reasons, and he was borne out'by the 
facts, why the sitting member should have an op- 
portunity of placing the whole evidence before 
the House. . 

The depositions commenced on the 29th of Oc- 
tober, and continued step by step, day after day, 
in constant succession, keeping the sitting member 
in constant attendance for upwards of twenty 
days, until he was compelled to take his departure 
for Washington city. 

The mountain district which Mr. G. had the 
honor to represent, was not only one of the 
most populous in point of numbers, but for extent 
of territory, was, perhaps, the largest in the 
United States. The population was sparse, but 
the district was nearly two hundred miles in 
length, and about eighty or ninety in width, being 
shaped like a bell. Now, how was it possible 
for mortal man to have traveled over the whole 
space, and collect and investigate testimony in s0 
shortatime? This was one reason why, in justice, 
he asked for further time to enable him to lay the 
whole of the evidence before the House. ` 

Mr. G. then entered into a lengthy statement 
of the proceedings before the Committec on Elec- 


tions on the subject of a protest he had offered, ` 


and of his application to be heard on the princi- 
ae of that paper. From the Christmas holidays 

e had heard nothing from the committee, until 
about the ith or 16th of January, when the 
committee assembled ang desired ta know if the 


House a few facts, to show the inconve- . 


Inthe first place, the petitioner was in | 


i 

i| parties had anything further to say. The sitting 
i member then informed them that he had anx- 
iously and confidently hoped that his protest 
would have been passed upon, and an extension 
of time given him to collect further testimony. 


Some time afterward he was notified by the chair- 


man of the committee that further time would» 


not be allowed; and Mr. G. supposed he had then 
no right to make the motion in the House, be- 
cause it had referred the whole subject to the 
committee. These were substantially the facts 
upon which he grounded his appeal to the House, 
that further time should be given him to take 
depositions. 

Mr. HOWARD desired to make an inquiry of 
the committee, the necessity of which sprung from 
the remarks of the gentleman who had just taken 
his scat. It was proper that the inquiry should 
be made, and promptly answered, becauze some- 
thing like censure had been imputed to the com- 
mittee. A report had been brought in from a 
standing committee of the House, after two months 
of inquiry; and upon the very same day that that 
report was brought in the House was called upon- 
to grant further time to take depositions. From 
the remarks of the gentleman from North Caro- 


or 16th of January last, he applied to that com- 
mittee for the privilege he then sought to obtain 
‘at the hands of the House. Now, if the House 
should undertake to grant that time, it struck Mr. 
H. that it would be entertaining an appeal from 
the decision of that committec, and reversing its 


opinions. They would be casting an implied i 


censure upon the committee for refusing to do, 


after mature deliberation, what the House itself . 


saw fit to do the moment it was called upon. 

i The inquiry Mr. H. desired to make was this: 
He wished to know from the committee what 
were their reasons for refusing, about the 15th or 


16th of January, further time to the sitting mem- © 


berto take depositions? Being himselfaltogether 
ignorant of the merits of the case, and anxious to 
keep himself so until he was in possession of the 
testimony, he put this inquiry in order that he 
might judge if the committee had erred or not in 
refusing to grant what the House was then called 
upon to grant. ; : 

Mr. BOYD (in reply to the inquiry of the gen- 
tleman from Maryland, [Mr. Howarp,] and, to 


the remarks of the sitting member) said he had : 
‘ to state that the evidence before the committee | 


' showed that the petitioner gave notice sixty-six 


| days before the meeting of Congress of his in- | 
| tention to contest the election of the sitting mem- | 
the gentleman : 


lj ber. It was true, as stated by 
:| from North Carolina, that the first depositions 
lj were taken on the 29th of October, and from that 
‘| time up to the meeting of Congress, the parties 
'! were each engaged in taking depositions; and as 


| to the inconvenience complained of by the sitting | 
|; member, that he was notified to take depositions | 
| at one point to-day, and at another seventy miles |! 


|| distant to-morrow, Mr. B. had only to say, that 


i that inconvenience, if it could be called such, | 


; operated reciprocally. The fact was, each of the 


‘gentlemen attended, either by themselves or by | 
| their agents, all the appointments for taking de- | 
' positions; and they examined and cross-exam- |: 
j; med all the witnesses, except in one solitary ` 


:| instance; and in that case, the sitting member, 


‘| who failed to attend, had twenty-four or twenty- `: 


‘five days’ notice given him. The committee 
| thought an equal opportunity had been given the 
' parties for taking testimony, and that sixty-six 

days was a sufficient time to collect all the evi- 
: dence necessary to enable that House to determine 
` who was entitled to the contested seat. These 


: were some of the reasons which induced the | 


| committee to reject the application of the sitting 


. member for time to take additional testimony. -: 


: It seemed to Mr. B. singular that gentlemen who 
, thought further time should be given for taking 
‘| testimony, should be found also urging the pro- 


i priety of putting off the examination of the whole | 


| Subject for more than three weeks. Ought they 


act as soon as the testimony is printed and laid 


‘| upon our tables? This course seemed to him to | 


| be the proper one, unless gentlemen were dis- 
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lina, [Mr. Granam,] it appeared that, on the Lith | 


. not rather (said Mr. B.) to join in making this | 
, subject the special order of the day for Wednes- | 
; day next, or some other early day, that we may | 
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Í posed to act without evidence, except such as 


{| should be furnished by the sitting member and the 


i individual members of the committee. He (Mr. 

© B.) had no feeling on this subject, and in the 

© whole investigation of this case he had been in- 
fluenced alone bya desire todo justice to all con- 
cerned, and he had no-doubt all the members of 
the committee had been actuated by a similar 
desire. 

Mr. HARD merely wished to remark, in an- 
swer to the gentleman from Kentucky, [Mr. 
Boyp,] that the minority of the committee desired 
to put this matter off. He also wished to explain 
why he had submitted his motion to recommit. 
It would be recollected, that when the gentleman 
from Kentucky made this report of the majority 
of the committee, the sitting member obtained 
the unanimous consent of the House to submit 
his protest, and it was also unanimously ordered 
to be printed; and Mr. H. had supposed that that 

per furnished subject-matter upon which the 
PE ase could act. With that view, he had sub- 

: mitted the motion that the prayer or application 
i of the sitting member might be granted. It also 
then occurred. to him, and he still believed that 
motion to be in order, the House having granted. 
their consent that he should submit his applica- 
tion—and he should still insist upon his motion, 
and renew it—that the sitting member have fur- 
ther time to make an examination of the evidence, 
Mr. BOYD again rose. but the Speaker an- 

' nounced that the hour devoted to morning busi- 

ness had expired. 

Mr. RENCHER remarked that it was exceed- 

i ingly important that this subjectshould Bonrompe 
ly decided; and, in order to effect that object, he 
moved that the rules of the House be suspended, 
with a view to make some disposition of it; but 
the motion was rejected—ayes 105, noes 58, . not 

` two thirds voting in the affirmative. . : 
.Mr. CAMBRELENG then made a similar 
motion, with a view to proceed to the considera: 
tion of the unfinished business of yesterday, being 
' the bill for the relief of the sufferers by fire in 
i the city of New York; which was lost without @ 
: count. ` : ie tee 
ORDERS OF THE DAY. - : 
- The House resumed the consideration of the 
i bill for the relief of Jesse Smith and other.” ` 
` Mr. OWENS concluded the remarks agatnat 
the bill which he had commenced on a former 


TLESEY, and opposed by Mr. CRAIG, when ` 
Mr. DUNLAP moved the previous question; 

| and, upon seconding the same, there appeared— 

|| ayes 79, noes 31—no quorum voting. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of North Carolina, moved 

'\ a call of the House; which was agreed to. 

|| “The Clerk proceeded to call the roll; but before 

ii the same was gone through with, : 

Mr. GARLAND moved to suspend further 

. proceedings under the call; which was agreed 

|| to—ayes 79, noes 53. f 

The previous question was then seeonded— 

:, ayes 95, noes not counted. 

The question, “ Shall the main question be now 
put?” was decided in the affirmative. = ` 
Mr. WILLIAMS, of North Carolina, asked 
~ fer the yeas and nays on the passage of the bill; 
i aie were ordered; and were—yeas 111, nays 
So the bill was passed. 


PRIVATE BILLS. ao 78 


! The House then resolved itself into the Com- 
~ mittee of the Whole (Mr. Pui.iips in the chair) 
,, upon the following bills: 
__ A bill for the relief of the heirs of James 
Latham; wae 
: A bill for the relief of Archibald Small; 
‘| A bill for the relief of Reuben Colburn; 
| Abill for the relief of Isaac Champlin and others, 
: owners, &c., of the schooner Buftalo; 
; A bill for the relief of Henry Darling; 
| A bill for the relief of Charles M. Frazier; 
| 


|| day. 
Phe bill was further advocated by Mr. WHIT- 
| 


i 


_A bill granting pensions and arrearage of pen- 
, sions to persons therein named; 
A bill for the relief of Joseph M. Wormstead; 
‘| A bill for the relief of Abiel Roads and others; 
re bill for the relief of Ebenezer Phillips and 
others; 


is 


vë 
zA a 
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A bill for the relief of Joseph 
others; 

A bill for the relief of George Gott and others; 

A bill for the relicf of Benjamin and Nancy 
Merrill; 

A bill for the relief of Joseph Gresham; 

A bill for the relief of William Bowman; 

A bill for the relief of citizens of the reserved 
township, Monroe county, Indiana; 

A bill for the relief of Thomas Dixon & Co., 
New York; 

A bill for the relief of Amy Wilson; and 

A bill for the relief of Doxtator & Weaver. 

The committee rose and reported the bill for 
the relief of the heirs of James Latham, deceased, 
with an amendment; and the bills for the relief of 
Archibald Small, Reuben Colburn, Isaac Cham- 


plin and others, and Henry Darling, without | 


amendment. 


Upon the other bills referred the committee | 


asked and obtained leave to sit again; when 
The House adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
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Mr. MARTIN moved to suspend the rules to 
enable him to present certain memorials. 

Mr. WARDWELL moved to amend the mo- | 
tion, so as to enable him also to submit various | 
petitions; which was negatived. | 

The motion of Mr. Martin was also nega- 
tived. 

Mr. WHITE, moved to suspend the rule for 
one hour for the purpose of receiving petitions; 
which was disagreed to. 


NORTH CAROLINA CONTESTED ELECTION. 


The report of the Committee of Elections on 
the contested election from North Carolina, came 
up as the anfinished business of the morning hour 
of yesterday. 

_ The question pending was the amendment of 

Mr. Many, of New York, proposing to make 

the report the special order for Tuesday week, | 
instend of Wednesday next, as moved by the . 
Committee of Elections. 

Mr. VANDERPOEL said he understood the 
question now before the House to be a motion 
to fix a day certain for the consideration of the 
report preseated by the Committee of Elections; 
and he also understood that the sitting member 
[Mr. Grawam] and other honorable gentlemen 
contended that the sitting member ought to have 
longer time for the taking of testimony; and he 
had already beard of a motion to recommit this 
case to the Committee of Elections, to the end that 
he might have further time. He was for taking 
up the case after the lapse of the shortest period 
of time within which the testimony and report 
could be printed, and gentlemen could possess 
themselves of the ease. 

The prominent facts of this case, as he had 
heard them from gentlemen of the Committee of 
Elections who had addressed the House yester- 
day, and also from the sitting member, were 
these: In October last, and more than sixty days 
before the commencement of the present session 
af Congress, the petitioner gave notice to the 
sitting member that he would contest his right 
to aseat in this House; the parties some time 
afterwards took testimony; the petitioner came 
here with his petition, and it was referred to the | 
Committee of Elections. They proceeded to act 
upon the case; and about the ‘eddie of January, 
and after more than six weeks had 
the committee had entered u 
sitting member applied to th 


on the case, the 
e committee for 


refused to give such time, and have reported to | 
us that the petitioner is entitled to his seat. The 
sitting member has addressed to us a paper, in 
the shape of a petition, for further time to take ! 
testimony. 
He humbly conceived, that this application | 
could not be granted consistently with the rights | 
of the petitioner, and, what were more important, | 
the rights of the electors of the district to which 
the gentleman belonged. He objected, wholly | 
objected to the position urged by the honorable | 
sitting member on yesterday, that he was not | 
obliged to commence taking his evidence until | 


the petitioner had commenced taking his testi- | 


mony. The sitting member was notified that his 
seat would be contested; he knew what evidence, 


what materials, he could command to fortify his | y 
‘thirty, but then there was onl 


: claim toa scat; and it was his duty to secure them 
, with all reasonable diligence. He need not have 
waited till after the other party had taken his 
incipient steps. The law and reason, in matters 
of this kind, favored only the diligent. The 
sitting. member had told us that his district was 
very large. Mr. V. thought that, if it was as 
large as represented, sixty-four days were, in all 
conscience, time enough to have procured his tes- 
timony. The gentleman ’s State was very large, 
but he ventured to say that the laws and courts 
of his State did not require more than fourteen or 
`. twenty days’ notice of trial in civil cases, though 
a party might have witnesses in the extremest 
; portion of the State. But this was not all: not 
only had the sitting member had abundance of 
: time to take his testimony before the meeting of 
Congress, but he was chargeable with the most 
fatal laches for not making an earlier application 
|, for an extended time, for taking testimony. In- 
ii stead of making this application, when the com- 
mittee first entered upon their dutics, it seemed 
he had waited till the middle of January, and then 
made this application to the grace and favor of 
the House. This application, after this lapse of 
time, was not only unprecedented, but he (Mr. 


| 


1 V.) had found a precedent very much against 


| allowing such indulgence. He ‘here referred to 
‘the case of Taliaferro vs. Hungerford, reported 
in a book of contested elections in Congress, page 
248. There, the sitting member, before the ex- 
amination of the evidence was gone into, asked 
for time to take testimony. The Committee of 
Elections reported a resolution to allow him far- 
ther time. The House refused to concur in this 


resolution, by a vote of 46 to 65. A motion to. 


recommit the subject to the Committee of Elec- 


tions was lost, and the House then passed a res- | 


olution, that the petitioner was entitled to a seat 


in this House, by a vote of 67 to 29. The sitting || 
member here, it will be erceived, does not make | 
out as strong a case as did the sitting member in | 


the case reported. There, the sitting member, 
| before the examination of the case was gone into 


|| the indulgence here asked for? Why,a party 


_ late first upon the chance of 
report from the committee; and then, upon ascer- 
| taining that the report would be adverse to him, 
he might come here, and ask for and receive fur- 
ther time to take testimony, and thus protract the 
| final decision of the case till near the end of the 
: session. There was a time in all tribunals when 
| testimony was to be considered as closed; and if, 
after the parties had had sixty-four days’ notice 
| to take evidence, and after having been six weeks 
before the first tribunal ,(the committee) we should 
grant an application to take supplemental testi- 
mony, he would only say it would be an instance 
| of indulgence as extraordinary as it was unpre- 


i! cedented. Mr. V. said, that the remarks he had 
| submitted were made with a feeling of entire | 


| kindness and respect for the honorable sitting 


:, member; and without knowing anything of the | 
| merits of the case, or how he should vote on the | 
|: merits, he had felt constrained to say what he 

x had said in relation to this 
elapsed since <; 


preliminary question, 
Mr. CLAIBORNE, of Virginia, begged leave 
to make a res 


| HLowarp]—an inquiry that might be expected to 
come from every member disposed to give this 


‘| matter a candid and impartial consideration. The 


| inquiry would be distinctly recollected, and it was 
| to this effect: what were the reasons which influ- 
| enced the committee—both the majority and mi- 
| nority, the latter in agrecing, and the former refus- 
i 1D. 
| himself. He had voted for giving additional time 
| for reasons that were perfectly satisfactory to his 
| own mind; and he thought he should be able to 

House that additional time ought, un- 


| satisfy the 
g circumstances, indispensably to be 


! der existin 


onse to an inquiry put yesterday | 
1 : , by an honorable member from Maryland, [Mr. |; 
further time to take testimony. The committee | 


g—to grant further time to take testimony ? Mr. 
C. would not answer for others, but he could for ; 


‘, by the committee, asked for time to take tes- | 
|. timony. Here, it seems, that he waited more ; 
| than six weeks before he made such application. ; 
, What might be the consequence if we granted | 


| might first wait two or three months, and specu- | 
getting a favorable | 


i 


iven, to advance the great cause of truth and 
justice. It was true that the petitioner gave the 
adverse party sixty-six days’ notiee, when, by the 
laws of North Carolina, he might only have given 
an interval of 
thirty days from October 29th till the sitting 
member was under a moral obligation to set out 
to attend to his dutics in Congress. If the House 
would examine the proceedings of the parties, 
they would find that the petitioner had monopo- 
lized to himself almost the whole of the time, and 
left to the sitting member only a few days tocol- 
lect his testimony. Mr. C. assimilated the present 
case to a suitin chancery, where further time 
under the circumstances, was always given; ang 
he earnestly appealed to the House to grant the 
application of the sitting member. : 
r- BOYD regretted the difference of opinion 
that existed on the part of the Committee of 
Elections, especially on the subject of the pres- 
ent application. Before he proceeded, he wished, 
if wrong, to be set right, and he begged respect- 
fully to make an inquiry of the honorable chair- 


“man of the committee, (Mr. Cuarsorne.] In re- 
, lation to the notices given by the petitioner to the 
_ sitting member for taking testimony. the gentle- 


| man from Virginia and himself agreed, together 


| with four other members of the committee, that 


the notices were sufficient. He believed this was 
so, and he desired to know if he was correct or 


i not; for, if his memory failed him in this instance, 
, he would never undertake to recollect anything 


again. 
Mr. CLAIBORNE replied that he recollected 


_ not only the decision of the committee, but also 
| the words in which he had expressed his own 
' opinion. He stated that the first notice was a suffi- 


| cient intimation of,the intention of the petitioner 


to dispute the election; and he also signified his 
opinion that the other notices were a sufficient 
indication of the intention of the petitioner to take 
depositions; and he said so still. E 

r. BOYD had understood the poaae as 
complaining that there was no sort of specification 
in the notices given to the sitting member. He 
recollected very well, that the gentleman said in 
committee that it was necessary, in cases of con- 
tested elections in the State of Virginia, that the 
names of the voters should appear.in the notices, 
but that it had never been adhered to, there. They 
all agreed, then, that the notices of the petitioner 
to the sitting member had been sufficient, and it 
was admitted that the facts Mr. B. had stated yes- 
terday, in relation to taking the depositions, we 
also correct. The notices were reciprocal, an 
equally inconvenient to both parties; or, if there 
was a balance on any side, the hardship was great- 
est on the petitioner. Mr. B. then read at length 
memoranda of the various notices given on both 
sides, to prove that the sitting member had no 
ground of complaint to make on that head with 
reference to the petitioner, but that the petitioner 
had been subject to most inconvenience and hard- 
ship. It would be found, however, that both par- 
ties attended, either by themselves or deputy, 
every meeting except one, and that exception 
was the fault of the sitting member himself, who 
had received ample notice. Mr. B.’s recollection 
also was, that nothing was heard abouteither part 
wanting further time till the testimony was all 
submitted. Then, would it have beenreasonable, 
when the case was closed, for the committee to 
allow further time? Could it be reasonable that 
the House should allow further time? He had 
hoped no discussion would have arisen before the 
testimony was in possession of the House. He 
had hoped that an early day would have been 
fixed for its consideration, and he had an assur- 
ance that the documents would be laid on the 
table in the course of a few days. He would only 
remark, in conclusion, that, if the House should 
grant further time in this case, he was perfectly 
satisfied that it would never be decided; and he 
would not give one single groat for the. privilege 
of contesting an election. 

Mr. BEARDSLEY desired to know whether 
the application for further time was to search out 
and fad evidence that might be supposed to have 
a bearing in the case; or whether it was for time to 
take testimony of which the sitting member was 
already cognizant? If the latter, he would also 
like to know what was the evidence the gentle- 
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man had a knowledge of, and why it had not been 
heretofore taken? f 
Mr. McKENNAN said 
made by the gentleman 
Born] had perfectly satisfi 
of granting the time request 
ber to procure further testimony, so as to enable 
the House to come to a correct and satisfactory 
conclusion. From that statement it appeared that 
the parties had been diligently engaged from the 
commencementof the contest in taking testimony 
to support their respective claims, and had con- 
tinued their efforts down till the very meeting of 
Congress. The sitting member, after thus using 
due and extraordinary diligence, now comes be- 
fore the House, and declares, upon his word of 
honor, that with all his industry he has not been 
able to obtain all the evidence which is necessary 
to enable the House to act correctly and under- 
standingly on the subject. He put it to the gen- 
tleman from Kentucky, (presuming that he was 
alawyer,) and to the ouse, to say whether, 
even in a court of law, there would be any hesi- 
tation in granting similar indulgence? On an 
application before that tribunal to postpone the 


ed him of the propriety 


that the statement just || jury of the country. c ] 
from Kentucky [Mr. ; it was impossible to say which of the two claim- 


ted by the sitting mem- , 


trial of a cause, the first inquiry made is, whether , 


due and reasonable diligence has been used by 
the applicant to prepare for trial; and if satisfac- 
tory evidence is furnished upon that point, and 
the court are satisfied that there is no affectation 
of delay, he submitted that no court would refuse 
the application for a continuance. In the case 
before the House, there was, no allegation that 
the sitting member had not been most diligently 
employed between the 29th of October, when the 
petitioner commenced the taking of his testimony, 
and the time when the discharge of his public 
duties demanded his presence here. 
comes forward and declares that he is not pre- 
pared, and there is no ground for the pretense 
that there is any disposition on his part unneces- 
sarily and improperly to delay a decision upon 


 Carolina{Mr. Byncm] yesterday declare his opin- |; 


He now | 


the case. He thought, upon principle, and from | 


analogy to proceedings in judicial tribunals, just- 
ice to the parties and to the people of the district 
from which they came, as well as an anxious 
wish on the part of the House to come to a cor- 


rect decision, ought to induce them at once to i 


give the time required for taking additional testi- 
mony. i 

But in resisting this WY dae which to him 
seemed so reasonable, t 
York, (Mr. Vanperpoe.,| who had just ad- 
dressed the House, had cited some precedents to 
show that similar applications had been refused 
by former Congresses. The first case he referred 
to was the contested election between Hungerford 
and Taliaferro, of Virginia; and from the reading 
of the case, it was very apparent that it bore no 


analogy to the one now before the House, and of | 
course ought to have no bearing upon the ques- | 


tion. The election in Virginia took place in April; 
notice that the seat would be contested was given 
to the sitting member in May, and the depositions 
were commenced in September. In the case now 
before the House, the election was held in August; 


i 
| 


e gentleman from New | 


notice of the. intention to contest was not given ` 


by the petitioner till some time in September or :| 
October, and he did not commence the taking of || 


his testimony till the 29th of the latter month, 


leaving only about one month for the inquiry after, || 


and examination of, all the witnesses on both 
sides who were to be collected in that mountain- 
ous and very extensive district. As he said before, 
there was not the most distant analogy between 
the two cases. But the gentleman from New 
York, to bear him out in his position, had cited 
the case of Moore and Letcher in the last Con- 
gress. 
member of the Committee of Elections, and one 
of the majority who reported on that case. This 
was a most unfortunate reference, and he (Mr. 
McK.) concurred entirely with the gentleman 
from North Carolina [Mr. Bynuxs] in deprecating 


the course pursued in that case, and in express- `: 


ing a hope that neither this nor any future Con- 

press should feel a prepoeiuen to consider jt a 
ding precedent, What 

ease? A majority of the committee, of whom the 

gentleman from New York was one, reported, 

after a very elaborate examination of the testi- 

mony, a resolution that Thomas P. Moore was 


entitled to his seat, and the House came to a 
conclusion that would have disgraced an illiterate 
That conclusion was, that 


‘ ants was elecied, that no election had been made, 


and that hey should, therefore, go back to the 
what was still more extraordinary 


people. An 
was the fact, that the gentleman from New York, 
after having, with the Committee of Elections, 
declared that Mr. Moore was clearly entitled to 


his seat, united with the majority of the House — 


in the conclusion that the testimony was too 
voluminous and the case too intricate for de- 
cision, and should, therefore, be sent back to the 


cople, 

e hoped that such a case would not be set up 
as a precedent for future action, and particularly 
by the gentleman from New York. 


The SPEAKER here intimating that he was 


taking too wide a range, 

Mr. McKENNAN said, he submitted to the 
correction of the Chair, and would pursue that 
case no further. 


Before he sat down, however, he must be per- .; 
mitted to say, that it was with no little surprise | 


and regret thathe heard the gentleman from North 


jon that the sitting member was not entitled to his 
' seat, although no opportunity has been afforded 
for the examination of the case. For his part, he 
knew nothing of the merits of the controversy, 
and he wished to know nothing till the testimony 
was laid before the members, and he could have 
an opportunity of fairly and fully examining that 
testimony. He would then endeavor to make 
such a decision on the questions presented as 
would satisfy his own conscience. 
He concluded by expressing a hope that the 
proposition to make the report the special order 
for Wednesday next would not prevail, and that 


the House would grant the indulgence requested | 


by the sitting member to enable him to take fur- 
ther testimony. 
i Mr. WHITTLESEY here called for the orders 
| of the day, the hour of one having arrived; but 
| gave way to Mr. Granam, who asked leave to 
! address the House; whereupon 
| Mr. BOYD moved that the rules of the’ House 
| be suspended, in order to proceed with the con- 


i sideration of the subject; but the motion was not ; 


i sustained—ayes 104, noes 67; not two thirds. 
Mr. GRAHAM then, by leave of the House, 
replied to the interrogatories of the gentleman 
from New York, [Mr. Bearpstey.] The gentle- 
man had inquired if the sitting member was able 
to answer whether he knew the names of the 
voters alleged to be illegal, or whether he had yet 
to look for them? To thatinquiry he had to an- 
swer that he was able to put his finger on some- 
thing like ten, fifteen, or twenty illegal voters. 
Mr. G. here read over the names of several per- 
sons alleged to be illegal voters, and stated that 
he wished to take the evidence of the sheriff of 


ford and Taliaferro was not a case in point. In 
i the State of Virginia, the elections came on in 
April, and notice was given of the intention of 
one of the parties to contest the election in May; 
so that there was much more time in that case 
than in the present for the collection of testimony. 


| for the petitioner to exhibit the names of the illegal 
voters, and the place at which they voted; but it 
had not been so in hiscase. Whenever he called 


| on the petitioner to give the names, he received 


,, no answer, and was left in the dark; and in the 
| Virginia case alluded to, it was almost within 
,, cannon shot of the Capitol, while his district was 


The gentleman from New York was a i five hundred miles from it; one portion of it on | 


:| the frontier of Georgia and South Carolina, and 
| another on the frontier of Tennessee. He sin- 


‘| eerely trusted that Congress would give him such 


i 
‘ 


were the facts in that | 


his seat in Congress, and he had instructed his ; 
‘| agents to get the testimony as soon as it could be |: 


|, time as might be necessary in bringing the evi- |! 


| dence before them. 
Mr. BOYD inquired at what time the informa- 


: tion reached the gentleman from North Carolina |! 


| of the additional testimony in the case? 


Mr. GRAHAM replied that it was about the 


i time that he was leaving home to come to take | 


| procured. 


a 


Haywood county. He said the case of Hunger- 


In the State of Virginia, also, it was the practice | 


I| Mr. BOYD inquired whether the testimony of 

| the sheriff mentioned by the gentleman had not 

i| already been taken? 

‘| Mr. GRAHAM said he was not aware that it 
: had been taken; if it had, he had never seen it. 

Mr. BOYD said that it had been taken. 

Mr. GRAHAM replied that he had never been 
examined when he was present; but he had been 
called from home for some time, and it might have 
been taken during that time. 

HARBOR OF PRESQUE ISLE. .- 

The CHAIR laid before the House a commu- 
nieation from the Secretary of War, transmitting 
a report of the chief engineer, in-reference to the 
harbor of Presque Isle; which was referred to 
the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be 
printed, 

PRIVATE BILLS. : 5 


The following bills, reported’ from the Com- 
mittee of the Whole yesterday were ordered to 
be engrossed and read a third time: 

A bill for the relief of Archibald Small; 

A bill for the relief of Reuben Colburn; 

A bill for the relief of Isaac Champlin, and 
ii others, owners, &c., of the schooner Buffalo; and 
! A bill for the relief of Henry Darling. 

i The House took up the bill for the relief of 
| the heirs of James Latham, deceased, reported 
| with an amendment from the Committee of the 
|| Whole. 
| Mr. REYNOLDS, of Ilinois, opposed the 
| amendment, and, in conclusion, submitted certain 
': provisoes which he intended offering, if the 
ii amendment of the Committee of the Whole should 
, be negatived. 
| Mr. MAY, in order to give time for a further 
‘| examination of the subject, moved to postpone 
the bill and amendment until Friday next; which 
' was agreed to. 

The House then, on motion by Mr. Warrtie- 
sey, resolved itself into a Committee of the Whole 
(Mr. Puicurs in the chair) upon the bills unacted 
on by the committee yesterday, and upon which 
_ leave was granted to sit again. 

After some time spent therein, the committee 
rose, and reported the following bills without 
i: amendment; and the same were ordered to be 
' engrossed and read a third time: 
A bill granting A per and arrearage of pen- 
‘| sions to persons therein named; 
A bill for the relief of Joseph M. Wormstead; 
|| A bill for the relief of Abie} Roads and othérs; 
\| A bill for the relief of Ebenezer Phillips and 
|| others; 
‘(| A bill for the relief of Joseph W. Green and 
| others; 
A bill for the relief of George Gott and others; 
A bill for the relief of Benjamin and Nancy 
Merrill; ‘ 
A bill for the relief of Joseph Gresham; 
A bill for the relief of Wiliam Bowman; . -- 
A bill for the relief of citizens of the reserved 
township, Monroe county, Indiana; 
A bill for the relief of Thomas Dixon & Co., 
i New York; 
A bill for the relief of Amy Wilson; and 
A bill for the relief of Doxtator & Weaver. 
The House again went into committee (Mr. 
Warpwetz in the chair) on the following bills: 
1. A bill for the relief of the representatives of 
Thomas Haliday; 
2. A bill for the relief of William Woodward 
and William Mitchell; 
|. _ 3. A bill for the relief of the representatives of 
i: Josias Thompson; 
‘| 4, A bill for the relief of Gilbert A. Smith and 
others; l 
5. A bill for the relief of Clark Allen; 

:, 6. A bill for the relief of Samuel W. Ruff; 

` 7, A bill for the relief of Thomas P. Eskridge 
‘| and Alvariz Fisk; 
8. A bill for the relief of thel 
|i tives of Dr. Absalom Baird; 
i| 9. A bill for the relief of Daniel Smith; 

10. A bill for the relief of John Dement; 
! 11. A bill for the relief of Farish Carter, and 
| the heirs of Charles Williamson; 
a 12. A bill for the relief of the heirs of Nathaniel 
: ler; 

43. A bill for the relief of Thomas McClelland 
and James Smith; 
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14. A bill for the relief of Dayid Brownings 
15. A bill for the relief of Jonathan Boone; 
16. A bill for the relief of James Caulfield; 

17. A bill for the relief of James Wiltbank; 
18. A bill for the relief of D. L. R. Oriilion; and 
19. A bill for the relief of Wiliam Stannard 
end others. 

The committee rose and reported the Ist, 2d, 
3d, 4th, Sth, 6th, 7th, 8th, 9th, lOth, and 12th 
bills to the House~—the 7th with an amendment; 
and the same were (with the exception of the 7th) 
ordered to be engrossed and read a third time. 

Upon the residue of the bills referred, the com- 
mittee asked and obtained leave to sit again. 

On motion, the House adjourned. 


IN SENATE. 
Monpar, February 29, 1836. 


The CHAIR communicated the following letter 
from the Hon. Joun Tyrer, a Senator from the 
State of Virginia, which was read: 

Wasuaineton, February 29, 1836. 

Sir: I beg leave, through you, to inform the Senate that : 
I have, on this day, resigned into the hands of the General ;` 
Assembly of Virginia, for reasons fully made known to it, | 


my seat in the Senate of the United States as a Senator | 
from that State. This apnunciation is now made, so as to || 
enable the Senate, at its earliest pleasure, to fill such va- i 
cancies on the several committees as may be created by ny f 
resignation. 4 

In takin 
should be faithless to.the feelings of my heart if I did not | 
frankly confess that I do so with no ordinary emotions. I 
look to the body itself as the representative of those fede- , 
rative features of our system, to preserve. which, unimpaired, 
has been the unceasing object of my public life. I separate 
from many with whom [ have been associated for years, 
and part with friends whose recollection I shall cherish to 
the close of my life. These are sacrifices which it gives 
me pain to make. Be pleased to assure the Senate that I 
carry with me into retirement sentiments of respect towards 
its members, and that, in bidding them adieu, 1 extend to 
each and all my best wishes for their health and happiness 
and long life. 

1 have the honor to be, sir, your most obedient servant, 


HN TYLER. 
Hon. M. Van Buren. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, 


. The CHAIR communicated a report from the 
Secretary of War, in compliance with a resolu- | 
tion of the Senate of the 15th instant, showing '' 
the effective force of the Army; which was ordered | 
to be printed. | 

Also, a letter from the Secretary of the Navy, 
transmitting a chart of the topographical survey | 
and soundings of Bridgeport harbor, in compli- | 
ance with a resolution of the Senate of the 11th | 
instant. : 

Also, a report from the Secretary of War, made 
in compliance with a resolution of the Senate of 
the. 16th instant, together with the Journal of | 
Colonel Dodge of his expedition into the Indian | 
country. 

The report was read; and five hundred addi- ; 
tional copies were ordered to be printed. 


PETITIONS, MEMORIALS, ETC. 


Mr. WEBSTER presented the petition of B. 
Adams and Co., and others, merchants of Boston, | 
praying the remission of certain duties; which | 
was referred to the Committee on Finance. li 

Mr. GOLDSBOROUGH presented the petition ` 
of John C. Gerrish; which was referred to the 
Committee on Commerce. ` | 

Mr. TALLMADGE presented the petition of ‘| 
William D. Cheevers; which was referred to the |! 
Committee on Claims. - 

Mr. LINN presented the following petitions: 

The petition of sundry eitizens of 
praying for the establishment of a post route from | 

ontiac, by way of Shiawasse, Etinton county | 
site, the mouth of Looking Glass river, &., to || 
the rapids of Grand river; which was referred to || 
the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads, | 

The petition of Peter Moore, raying for a pre- i 
émption right to a tract of land; which was re- | 
ferred to the Committee on Public Lands. i 

The petition of sundry citizens of Michigan, | 
‘praying for the construction of a light-house at | 
‘the mouth of Saginaw river, and for the removal | 
of obstructions to the navigation of Shiawasse |! 
and Maple rivers; which wasreferred to the Com- |! 
mittee on Commerce. 

. The petition of sundry citizens of Michigan, |! 
praying for a road fram Monroe, Monroe county, 
through Smooth Rock, to Dearbonville, in W | 


issouri, |} 


; seditious and inéendiary 


H 
‘| to 


| county; which was referred to the Committee on 
! Rogds and Canals. 
The petition of Doctor Thomas B. Clark, pray- 
ing for confirmation of title to a tract of land; 
|! which was referred to the Committee on Private 
' Land Claims. 
Mr. BLACK presented the petition of Thomas 
. Mullens; which was referred to the Committee on 
i Claims. 
Mr. KNIGHT presented the petition of the 
widow of Isaac Angell; which was referred to the 
Committee on Revolutionary Claims. 


Mr. KENT presented the petitionof Robert P. |; 


: Brown and others, merchants of Baltimore, pray- 
| ing that brown linens may be placed on the same 


; footing, as respects duty, as bleached linens; |! 
i which was referred to the Committee on Com- | 


| merce. 
. Mr. TOMLINSON presented the petition of 


sundry ship-owners and masters of vessels nav- 
igating Long Island Sound, praying that an 


appropriation may be made for the improvement |! 


ii 


Black Rock; which was re- | 


of the harbors of Ẹ 
ferred to the Committee on Commerce. 


Mr. MANGUM presented the petition of Eliz- |; 
abeth Cleveland; which was referred to the Com- | 


mittee on Military Affairs. 
Mr. BUCHANAN 


from sundry citizens o 


the sea-coast of New Jersey; which were referred 
to the Committee on Commerce. 


RESOLUTIONS OF THE STATE OF VIRGINIA. 
Mr. LEIGH presented resolutions from the 


Legislature of the State of Virginia, in relation || 


o the abolition of slavery, in substance as fol- 
ows: 

1. That she claims prompt and efficient legis- 
lation by her co-States to restrain and punish 
those citizens engaged in printing, publishing, 
and circulating, through the mail or otherwise, 
blications. 

2. That non-slaveholdi 
be requested to adopt petal enactments, to sup- 
mg to have the character of abolition societies, 
and to make it highly penal to print, publish, or 
distribute newspapers and pamphlets to farther 
their views. 

3. That they have seen, with satisfaction, the 
expressions of opinions of their northern brethren, 
condemning the conduct and motives of the Abo- 
litionists among them. 

4. That Congress has no constitutional power 
abolish slavery in the District of Columbia, 
: or Territories of the United States. 

5. That they would regard an act of Congress 
for the abolition of slavery in the District of Co- 
lumbia as bringing the Union into imminent peril. 

6. That it would be highly expedient for slave- 
holding States to enact laws to suppress and pre- 
vent the circulation of incendiary publications. 

7. Requiring the Executive of Virginia to trans- 


i mit copies of the above to their Senators and Rep- 


resentatives in Congress from that State, and to the 
Executives of each of the other States, to lay them 
before their Legislatures. 


THE QUAKER MEMORIAL. 

The memorial of the Society of Friends of Lan- 
caster county, Pennsylvania, praying for the abo- 
lition of slavery in the District of Colmmbia: was 
taken upas the order of theday, the question being 
on the reception of the petition. 

On this question a debate ensued, in which 
Messrs. WALL, BLACK, KING of Georgia, 
and PORTER, took part; but without coming to 
a decision, 

The Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Monpay, February 29, 1836. 


The unfinished business of the last petition day, 
being an appeal taken by Mr. Law er from the 
decision of the Chair in reference te instructions 
moved by the former to the select committee on the 
makeer of the abolition of slavery, was taken up. 

-he CHAIR stated the question. Under the 
decision of the House, the Chair was of opinion 
that, upon the presentation of an abolition petition, 


THH CONGRESSIONAL’ GLORE: 
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: advocated by Messrs. MERCER, VINTON, 


218: 

virtually committed, without further question. - 

The Chair felt. bound to conform. to. the.arder of 

| the Hause, and therefore decided that the instruc- 

i tions moved were not in order. From that de- 

| cision an appeal had been taken; and the question 

| was, ‘ Shall the decision of the Chair stand as 

| the judgment of the House?” 

| Mr. LAWLER modified the form of his in- 

structions, requiring the select committee to report 
“ that there was no power granted by the Consti- 
tution to Congress to abolish slavery in the Dis- 

, trict of Columbia.” 

‘The CHAIR decided that, under the order of 

_the House, the modified instructions were also 

out of order. 

From this decision Mr. Lawen appealed. 

decision of the Chair was opposed by 
. LAWLER and W.B. SHEPARD, and 


presented two memorials | 
y ci New Jersey, praying for || SON, of Massachusetts. 
leave of the body over which you preside,1 |! an appropriation for building.a light-house on | 


States of the Union | 


press all associations within their limits purport- || 


lacs . 
ayne i! it was, under the resolution of Mr. Pinckney, li 


- BRIGGS, and PATTON; when Mr. LAwLER 
| withdrew his appeal. 


PETITIONS, MEMORIALS, ETC. 


The SPEAKER proceeded to call for petitions 
and memorials, commencing with Massachusetts. 
Petitions and memorials were accordingly pre- 
| sented by Messrs. ADAMS, LINCOLN, GRIN- 
NELL, LAWRENCE, BORDEN, and JACK- 


The hour of one having arrived, on motion by 
; Mr. CAMBRELENG, the special orders were 
i| postponed for the purpose of calling the remain-. 
|; der of. the States for petitions. 
|| Petitions and memorials were further presented 
|| by Mr. PEARCE, of Rhode Island; 
i| _ Messrs. TOUCEY, PHELPS, INGHAM and. 
ii JUDSON, of Connecticut; 
i! _ [Mr. Jupsow presented the following petitions: 
|! Daniel Dewey, referred to the Committee on Rev- 
. olutionary Claims; White and Pomeroy, referred 
ito the Committee on the Post Office and Post 
| Roads; Pamelia Chase and others, referred to the 
|| Select Committee on the Abolition of Slavery; 
Arba Covil and others, referred to the Select 
Committee on the Abolition of Slavery. 

Mr. J. offered a resolution to establish a mail 


| route from Southbridge to Cepachet; which was 


referred to the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads. 

Mr. Incuam presented a memorial praying for 
an appropriation for the purpose of erecting spin- 
dles, and placing buoys on certain rocks, in the 
harbors of Greenwich, in the State of Connecti- 
cut, and Sawpits, in the State of New York.] 

Mr. JANES of Vermont; 

Messrs. WARDWELL, P. C. FULLER, 
CHAPIN, CRAMER, LAY, MOORE, GRAN- 
! GER, G. LEE, HUNT, LOVE, LANSING, 
MANN, PAGE, McKEON, CAMBRELENG, 
| RUSSELL, TERRILL, DOUBLEDA ¥, TAY- 
LOR, LEONARD, VANDERPOEL, HARD, 
HAZELTINE, WARD, SICKLES, GILLET, 
HUNTINGTON, REYNOLDS, and FARLIN, 
of New York; , 

[Mr. TurriLL presented the petition of a large 
number of inhabitants in the city and county of 
Schenectady, New York, praying for an appro- 
priation to construct a ship canal around the falle 
of Niagara; the petition of the heirs of Captain’ 
Nathaniel Adams, for services during the revolu- 
tionary war; the petition of the inhabitants of the 
village of Oswega, being shipowners. and for- 
warding merchants, asking for an appropriation 
to construct a harbor at the mouth of Eighteen- 
mile creek, on Lake Ontario; the petition of the 
masters of vessels on Lake Ontario, for a harbor 
at the mouth of Eighteen-mile creek; the, peti- 
tion of inhabitants of the Wisconsin Territory, 
relative to preémption rights; also the petition 
of inhabitants of Lockport, being merchants and 
traders of that place, asking for an appropriation 
to construct a harbor at Eighteen-mile creek; also 
several petitions for a harbor at the mouth of Sal- 
mon river, on Lake Ontario; also of Job Robinson, 
asking compensation for property destroyed by 
the British during the last war. ee: 

Mr. Cuapi presented a petition of certain cit- 
izens of Wayne county, New York, asking an 
appropriation for the removal of the. bar, and the 
construction of piers, at the entrance of Port Bay, 
on Lake Ontario; also, a petition for the improve- 
ment of the navigation of Little Sodua bay, on 


A4 
ke Ontario; also, a petition of t ; 
E of David Beard, of Buffalo, New York, 
raying that the bill granting relief to David 
card be so framed as to secure the benefits of 
such relief to his fal; also, documentary evi- 
dence relating to the claim of the heirs of Silas 
Drew, deceased; and, also, two petitions asking 
an appropriation to improve the harbor at the 
mouth of Oak Orchard creek. — . 
Mr. Pace presented a petition askin 
propriation to improve the channel of the 


river at its mouth. 
Mr. GRANGE 


v 


presented a petition for the 


abolition of slavery in the District of Columbia; ` 


and was proceeding to comment upon the char- 
acter of the petitioners, when 

The SPEAKER said it was not strictly in 
order, if it was an abolition petition, to discuss 
the character of the petitioners. 

Mr. GRANGER further proceeded. 

Mr. CHAPIN called him to order. 

Mr. WISE inquired whether it was not in 
order for a member to speak of the character of 
the petitioners on presenting a memorial? 

The SPEAKER said it was not strictly in or- 
der, as all abolition petitions were to be referred 
without debate, under the resolution adopted. by 
the House, and the standing rule admitted only 
of abricf statement of the contents of the petition 
on the presentation thcreof. 

The petition was then received and referred, 
under the resolution. 

j Messrs. PARKER and DICKERSON, of New 
ersey. 

Messrs. GALBRAITH, HEISTER, POTTS, 
McKENNAN, HARPER, BANKS, MORRIS, 
CHAMBERS, BEAUMONT, INGERSOLL, 
HARRISON, MILLER, CLARK, SUTHER- 
LAND, FRY, KLINGENSMITH, and HUB- 
LEY, of Pennsylvania. 

Mr. Beacmonr presented the petition of the 
heirs of Benjamin Harvey, deceased; which was 
referred to the Committee on Revolutionary 
Claims. 


Mr. Ciarx presented the memorial of a public ; 
mecting of sundry citizens of Dauphin county, : 


Pennsylvania, held at Harrisburg, praying Con- 
gress to make an appropriation for the purpose 
of removing to the coast of Africa free negroes 


and manumitted slaves; and thatif, in the opinion | 


of Congress, the Constitution should not author- 
ize the appropriation, such measures may be taken 
to procure an amendment of that instrument as 
may be calculated to insure the objects of the me- 
morialists. 

Mr. Ciark moved that the memorial be referred 
to a select committee, and printed. 

Mr. Patron moved to lay the memorial on 
the table, together with the motion to print and 
commit. f r . 

Mr. Crank called for the reading of the me- 
morial, which was done. 

A debate being likely to arise upon the memo- 
rial, it was, under the rule, laid over to Monday 
next. 

Mr. MILLIGAN, of Delaware; 

Messrs. PIERCE, JENIFER, HOWARD, 
and McKIM, of Maryland; and 

Messrs. MORGAN and PATTON, of Virginia. 


SLAVERY IN THE DISTRICT. 


Mr. PATTON submitted ‘certain resolutions 
of the Legislature of Virginia on the subject of 
abolition, which he moved be referred to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia, with the 
following instructions: 

That the resolutions be referred to the Committee on 
the District of Columbia, with instructions to report forth- 
with the resolutions: A 

1. Resolved, That Congress has no constitutional power 
to abolish slavery in the District of Columbia, or in the 
Territories of the United States. 

2. Resolved, That any aet of Congress, having for its 
object the abolition of slavery in the District of Columbia. 
or the Territories of the United States, ought to be r arded 
as affording great cause of alarm to the slaveholding States, 
and bringing the Union into imminent peril. 

The CHAIR decided that the instructions were 
not in order, and that the resolutions of the Vir- 
ginia Legislature, under the order of the House, 
must go to the select committee raised upon the 
resolution of Mr. PINCKNEY. 

Mr. PATTON appealed from the decision of 
the Chair, on the ground that the instructions 
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submitted by him were not identical, and went 
further in their principle, as applying to the Ter- 
ritories of the United States, than the resolution 
of Mr. Pinckney, which was limited in its oper- 
! ation to the subject of the abolition of slavery in 
: the Distret of Columbia and the States. Mr. P. 
also contended that the decision of the House in 
reference to Mr. Pixcxney’s resolution did not 
apply to the instructions moved by himself, for 
the same reason that the object was not the same. 
Mr. WISE also opposed the decision of the 
Chair in this instance, admitting it to be correct 
under the order of the House and the decision 
of the House on Tuesday last, on which the 
Chair’s decision was founded; and appealed to 
the House to reverse that vote, by which the 
Chair considered itself imperatively governed. 
Mr. W. was several times called to order by the 
| Chair for remarks not pertinent to the question 
i of order then before the House; upon the last of 
which occasions, 
Mr. WISE said that the Chair, in calling him 
to order, merely expressed his opinion. Enter- 


taining a different opinion, he (Mr. W.) should `; 


continue the course of his remarks, unless the : 
Chair should appeal to the House to decide be- 
tween them. 


The CHAIR said the gentleman must resume : 
his seat, and it was for the House to decide |: 


whether he should proceed, as intimated. 
Mr. MASON, of Visginia, moved that leave be 
granted to Mr. W. to proceed. 


Mr. CALHOON, of Kentucky, asked for the . 


eas and nays; which were ordered. 
i Mr. WISE.appealed from the decision of the 
Chair, that he (Mr. W.) was out of order. 
The SPEAKER said that the latter appeal must 
be decided without debate. 
'' Mr, WISE rose, and was about addressing the 
‘ Chair, but was called to order by various mem- 
bers. He continued in his position until he had 
© announced his determination to withdraw his ap- 
' peal from the decision of the Chair. 


The CHAIR. The decision of the Chair is 


then acquiesced in by the member from Virginia, 
and the question to be determined is the motion 
> to po the gentleman to proceed, 

' The question was taken by yeas and nays, as 
follows: 


YEAS — Messrs. Chilton Allan, Bell, Borden, Bouldin, 
Bunch, John Calhoon, Campbell, Carter, John Chambers, 
Craig, Cushing, Darlington, Deberry, Dickson, Dromgoole, 
Evans, Everett, Forester, French, James Garland, Rice Gar- 
. land, Glascock, Graves, Grenneil, Griffin, Hannegan, Hard, 
| Hardin, Harlan, Albert G. Harrison, Hazeltine, Holsey, 
| Howell, Ingersoll, Jenifcr, Henry Johnson, Lawter, Luke 
t Lea, Love, Loyall, Lyon, Martin, John y. Mason, Mc- 
| Carty, McComas, McKay, McKennan, Mercer, Milligan, 
: Morgan, Morris, Patton, James A. Pearce, Pettigrew, Pey- 
_ ton, Pickens, Pinckney; Reed, Roane, Robertson, Rogers, 
William B. Shepard, Shields, Sloane, Spangler, Standefer, 
Storer, Taliaferro, Waddy Thompson, Underwood, Vinton, 
i White, Lewis Williams, and Sherrod Williams—78. 
| NAYS—Messrs. Adams, Ash, Ashley, Bailey, Banks, 
i Barton, Bean, Beardsley, Beaumont, Bond, Boon, Boyd, 
Briggs, Brown, Bynum, Cambreleng, Carr, Casey, George 
Chambers, Chaney, Chapin, Connor, Cramer, Crane, Cush- 
man, Davis, Dickerson, Fairfield, Farlin, Fry, Philo C. Ful- 
ler,Galbraith, Gillet, Grantiand, Haley, Joseph Hall, Hamer, 
: Samuel S. Harrison, Hawkins, Henderson, Hoar, Howard, 
Hubley, Huntington, Ingham, Jabez Jackson, Janes, Jarvis, 
i Richard M. Johnson, Cave Johnson, Benjamin Jones, Jud- 
son, Kennon, Klingensmith, Lane, Lansing, Lawrence, 
Gideon Lee, Joshua Lee, Thomas Lee, Leonard, Lincoln, 
| Logan, Lucas, Abijah Mann, Job Mann, William Mason, 
Moses Magon, Sampson Mason, May, McKeon, McKim, 
McLene, Miller, Montgomery, Owens, Page, Parker, Parks, 
Patterson, Dutee J. Pearce, Phelps, Potts, John Reynolds, 
| Schenck, Shinn, Sickles, Smith, Sutherland, Taylor, John 


Webster, Weeks, and Whittlescy—1l00. 
So the House determined that Mr. Wise should 
not be permitted to proceed. 
| . Mr. HOLSEY addressed the House in opposi- 
tion to the decision of the Chair; but, before he 
concluded, he gave way to 


| petitions, moved to postpone the point of order 
and the questions connected with it until Monday | 
‘next. 
Mr. PATTON proposed to-morrow; and, also, 
that it be made the special order of that day. 
Mr. FRENCH had no objection to the latter | 
motion. : 
i Messrs. CAMBRELENG and LANE simulta- | 
l neously moved to postpone the subject to Monday ! 
i next. 


Thomson, Toucey, Turril!, Vanderpoci, Ward, Wardwell, | 


Mr. FRENCH, who, in order to give an oppor- ; 14 
tunity of calling the remainder of the States for ` 


i 
| Pearce, Pettigrew, Peyton, Pickins, Robertson, William B. 


| Mr. WILLIAMS, of Kentucky, moved to 
|! postpone until thé Ist of July. 

|" Mr. PATTON called for the ycas and nays on 
the latter motion; which were ordered. 

| Mr. WILLIAMS then qithdrew his motion. 

Mr. ROBERTSON asked for the ycas and nays 
on the motion to postpone until Monday next; 
which were ordered, 

Mr. PINCKNEY inquired, what would be the 
effect of the previous question? 

The CHAIR said the question would be on 
the appeal from the decision of the Speaker. 

Mr. PINCKNEY then moved the previous 
question; which was seconded—ayes 93, noes 
65. 

Mr. EVANS moved an adjournment. Lost. 

Mr. PATTON asked for the yeas and nays on 
the previous question; which were ordered, and 
were as follows: 

YEAS — Messrs. Adama, Heman Allen, Ash, Ashley, 
Banks, Barton, Bean, Beardstey, Beaumont, Boon, Borden, 
Boyd, Brown, Bynum, Cambreleng, Carr, Casey, Chaney, 
Chapin, Coles, Connor, Craig, Cramer, Crane, Cushman, 
Darlington, Davis, Denny, Dickerson, Doubleday, Dunlap, 
Fairfield, Farlin, Fry, Philo C. Futter, Galbraith, Gillet, 
| Grantland, Haley, Hamer, Hannegan, Hard, Harper, Albert 
| G. Harrison, Samuel S. Harrison, Hawkins, Haynes, Hen- 
| derson, Heister, Howard, Hubley, Huntington, Huntsman, 

Ingham, Jabez. Jackson, Jarvis, Joseph Johnson, Richard 
| M. Johnson, Cave Johnson, Benjamin Jones, Judson, Ken- 

non, Kilgore, Kinnard, Klingensmith, Lane, Lansing, 
Gideon Lce, Joshua Lee, Leonard, Logan, Love, Lucas, 
` Abijah Mann, Job Mann, William Mason, Moses Mason, 

Sampson Mason, May, McKeon, McKim, McLene, Miller, 

Montgomery, Moore, Owens, Page, Parker, Patterson, 

Dutee J. Pearce, Phelps, Binckney, John Reynolds, 

Schenck, Shinn, Sloane, Sutherland, Taylor, Thomas, 
' John Thomson, Touccy, Turriil, Vanderpoel, Ward, Ward- 
' well, Webster, Weeks, and Sherrod Williams—110. 

NAYS — Messrs. Chilton Allan, Bailey, Bond, Bouldin, 
Briggs, Bunch, John Calhoon, William B. Calhoun, Camp- 
bell, Carter, John Chambers, Chapman, Claiborne, Corwin, 
Cushing, Deberry, Dickson, Dromgoole, Evans, Everett, 
Forester, French, James Garland, Rice Garland, Glascock, 
Granger, Graves, Grennell, Griffin, Hiland Hall, Hardin, 
Hazeltine, Hoar, Holsey, Howell, Ingersoll, Janes, Jenifer, 
Henry Johnson, Lawler, Lawrence, Luke Lea, Lincoln, 
Loyall, Lyon, Martin, John Y. Mason, Maury, McCarty, 
McComas, McKay, McKennan, Mercer, Milligan, Morgan, 
Morris, Patton, James A. Pearce, Pettigrew, Peyton, 
Pickens, Potts, Reed, Roane, Robertson, Russell, William 
B. Shepard, Shields, Spangler, Standefer, Storer, Talia- 
ferro, Waddy Thompson, Towns, Underwood, Vinton, 
Whittlesey, Lewis Williams, and Wise—76. i 

So the House determined that the main ques- 


tion be now put. ; E 
Shall the decigion of the Chair 


The question, “ 

stand as the judgment of the House?” was then 
propounded. o 
| Mr. PATTON called for the. yeas. and nays; 
| which were ordered. ; 
Mr. WILLIAMS, of North Carolina, moved 
, an adjournment; which was negatived. ies 
| The question was then taken on the appeal 
`i from the decision of the Chair, by yeas ‘and nays, 
‘| as follows: 
‘| YEAS—Messrs. Adams, Chilton Allan, Heman AH 
it Ash, Ashley, Bailey, Banks, Barton, Beale, Bean, Beards- 
| ley, Beaumont, Bond, Boon, Boyd, Briggs, Brown, Bynum, 
William B. Calhoun, Cambreleng, Carr, Casey, Chaney, 
.| Chapin, Clark, Clevcland, Coles, Corwin, Craig, Cramer, 
| Crane, Cushing, Cushman, Dartington, Davis, Deberry, 
‘| Denny, Dickersén, Doubleday, Dunlap, Effnet, Evans, 
ii Everett, Fairfield, Farlin, Fry, Philo C. Fuller, Galbraith, 
` Gillet, Granger, Grantland, Grennell, Haley, Hiland Hall, 
| Hamer, Hannegan, Harlin, Harper, Samuel S. Harrison, 
'; Albert G. Harrison, Hawkins, Haynes, Hazeltine, Hender. 
i: gon, Hiester, Hoar, Howard, Howell, Hubley, Huntingtor, 
© Huntsman, Ingersoll, Ingham, Jabez Jackson, Janes, Jar 
i vis, Jenifer, Cave Johnson, Joseph Johnson, Richard M. 
‘+ Johnson, Benjamin Jones, Judson, Kennon, Kilgore, Kin 
: nard, Klingensmith, Lane, Lansing, Lawrence, Gideon 
ii Lee, Leonard, Lincoln, Logan, Love, Lucas, Abijah Manm, 
:: Job Mann, Wiiliam Mason, Moses Mason, Sampean Mason, 


i 
{ 


en, 


‘| May, McCarty, McKay, McKennon, McKeon, McKim, 
i: McLene, Mercer, Miller, Milligan, Montgomery, Moore, 
| Morgan, Morris, Owens, Page, Parker, Parks, Patterson, 
|i Dutee j. Pearce, Phelps, Pinckney, Potts, keed, John 
i, Reynolds, Roane, Rogers, Russell, Schenck, Shinn, Sloane, 
: Storer, Sutherland, Taylor, Thomas, John Thomson, Tou- 
‘| cey, Turrill, Vanderpoel, Vinton, Ward, Wardwell, Web- 
ji ster, Weeks, White, Whittlesey, and Sherrod Williams— 


3. 

| NAYS—Messra. Bouldin, Bunch, John Calhoon, Cam 
‘| bell, Carter, John. Chambers, Chapman, Nathaniel H. 
,| Claiborne, Conner, Dickson, Dromgoole, French, James 
Garland, Rice Garland, Glascock, Graves, Griffin, 
i Holsey, Henry Johnson, Lawler, Luke Ler, Loyall, Lyon, 
i John Y. Mason, Maury, McComas, Patton, James 


Hardin, 


Shepard, Shields, Spangler, Standefer, Taliaferro, Waddy 
Thompson, and Wise—40. 

So the House sustained the decision of the Chair, 
i and consequently determined that the motion of 
| Mr. Parron to refer the resolutions of the Le- 
gislature of Virginia, on the subject of abolition, 


r 


1836. 
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to the Committee on the District of Columbia, 
with instructions, was not in order, and that they 
must be referred to the committee raised under 
the resolution of Mr. PINCKNEY, conformably to 
adecision made by the House on the same sub- 
ject on Tuesday last. 

Mr. PATTON asked the permission of the 
House to withdraw the resolutions. 

Mr. MASON, of Virginia,asked the unanimous 
consent of the House to submit amo 
resolutions take the usual course of such commu- 
nications, by being laid on the table and poe 

Mr. ADAMS objected, on the ground that such 
a disposition of these papers would counteract the 
decision of the House referring all matters on the 
subject of the abolition of slavery to the select 


committee thereon; ‘and he inquired of the Chair 
if the gentleman from 


Virginia [Mr. Patron] 
could withdraw the 


apers? 

The CHAIR decided that if the objection was 
persisted in, the gentleman could not of right 
withdraw the resolutions. 

Mr. PATTON then move 
rules, to enable him to su 
on the table and print. , 

_ Pending this question, on motion by Mr. 
BRIGGS, the House, at five o’clock, 
journed. 


d to suspend the 
bmit the motion to lay 


nd 


IN SENATE. 
Tusspay, Marck 1, 1836. 


A message was received from the President of 
the United States, by Mr. Downexson his Private 
Secretary, transmitting a report from the Secre- 
aiy of State, correcting an error recentl 
in the report relative to claims under the 
treaty, rejected by 

The CHAIR communicated a report from the 
Treasury Department, made in compliance with 
a resolution of the Senate, adopted two or three 
years since, containing information collected by 
the Department relative to the improvement of 
steam boilers, and the means of preventing their 
bursting; i 

Also, a report from the same Department, in 
answer to the resolution of the Senate of the 24th 
ultimo, inquiring what was the balance in the 
Treasury on the last day on which that balance 
was ascertained. The report shows that the 
balance, so far as ascertained, was, on the 20th 
September last, $17,885,824; on the 31st Decem- 
ber last, PRESS and on the 
$27,907,418 

On motion 
Mentioned report was ordered to be printed. 

PETITIONS, MEMORIALS, ETC. 
“Mr. CRITTENDEN presented the petition of 
the heirs of Samuel W. Key; which was referred 
to the Committee on Revolutionary Claims. 

Mr. McKEAN 
ber of citizens of 


made 


French 


preyin for the establishment of a post route from 
onesdale, Pennsylvania, to Goshen, New York; 
which was referred to the Committee on the Post 
Office and Post Roads. 

Mr. CALHOUN presented the petition of James 
Nicholson, of Charleston; which was referred to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 


RELATIONS WITH FRANCE . 


- Mr. MORRIS presented certain resolutions of || 


the Legislature of Ohio, on the subject of our late 
differences with France. 


. : Mr. M. observed, that although these difficulties | 


had been amicably adjusted, it was a consolatory 
reflection, censured as the Executive had been 
for his conduct with regard to them, to find that 
his course had been approved of by a vast majority 
of the people. It was due to the President, due 
to the State he represented, and due to the country, 
that these resolutions should form a portion of its 
history. He therefore moved that the resolutions 
be read, printed, and laid on the table, which 
motion was adopted. — 


. NORTHERN BOUNDARY OF OHIO. 


`- Mr. CLAYTON, from the Committee on the 
Judiciary, to which had been referred the-bill to 
wéttle and establish the northern boundary line of 
Ohio, and a joint resolution on the same subject, 
made a report thereon; which was read and 
ordered to be printed. 


tion that those | 


p- m. ad- ` 


the Board of Commissioners. | 


22d ulttimo, i 


by Mr. EWING of Ohio, the last- | 


resented the petition of a num- | . 
ayne county, Pennsylvania, | 


Mr. EWING moved that five thousand addi- 
tional copies of tha report be printed for the use 
i| of the Senate. 
|) Mr. BUCHANAN said, that although he con- 
i! curred with the Judiciary Committee, of which 
he was a member, in reporting this bill, yet from 
i one point of the reasoning contained in the report 
' he felt it to be his duty to express his dissent. He 
; thought it expedient, under all the circumstances, 

to give the territory in dispute to the State of 
, Ohio, and indemnify Michigan for its loss by 
| ceding to her a portion of the vast Territory of 
|| ‘Wisconsin. He did not believe, with a majority 
| of the committee, that the proviso added to the 
constitution of Ohio, and the subsequent action 
of Congress in admitting that State into the Union, 
ve to Ohio any claim, as a matter of right, 
| whether legal or equitable, to demand from Con- 
| gress the territory in dispute, any more than that | 
| the law establishing the Territory of Michigan 
ives to that State any such right. He held it to 
|| be altogether a question of expediency on both 
li sides, in which no right whatever was involved. 
Mr. CLAYTON said, that the report did not 
, profess to express the unanimous opinions of the 
L committee. Every member of it, however, be- 
i lieves that Congress possessed the right to pass the 
| bill, and concurs in the expediency of the meas- 
ure. 
‘| The printing of the extra copies of the report | 
li was then ordered. 
| RESOLU 
‘| 
| which hi 
Resolved, That the C 
structed to inquire into 


arsenal at St. Louis, Miesouri, 
tion. 


i 
i 


À 
i 


. 


1 
if 


i 
| 
| 
f 
| 
i 


- 
TION SUBMITTED. 


es on the table one day: i 


t} 


ommitteė' on Military Affairs be in- | 


into an arsenal of construc- 


|| Mr. ROBINSON 


i 
i 


gave notice that he would to- i 
morrow ask leave to introduce a bill for the relief ! 
il of Henry Hall. 


EAST FLORIDA RAILROAD COMPANY. : 


On motion by Mr..KING, of Alabama, the bill | 
to authorize the East Florida Railroad Company | 
|| to locate their road through the territory of the | 
United States, was taken up; and after some re- | 
marks from Messrs. DAVIS, KING, and HEN- | 
DRICKS, the bill was laid on the table. 


THE QUAKER MEMORIAL. 


The Senate proceeded to the consideration of 
| the petition of the Society of Friends of Lancas- 
i! ter, Pennsylvania, for the abolishment of slavery 
|| in the District of Columbia. 
Messrs. PRENTISSand PRESTON addressed 
'i the Senate on the subject at considerable length; | 
' after which, on motion by Mr. BUCHANAN, 
| -The Senate adjourned. 


Si 
| 
i 


a a a 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. i 
' Turspary, March 1, 1836. f 
| Pending the reading of the Journal yesterday, 
|| Mr. PEYTON moved to amend the same by | 
., adding to the motion of Mr. Mason, of Virginia, | 
! that Mr. Wise “ be permitted to proceed in his | 
_ speech,” (after being called to order,) the words | 
“in order.” . 
|| Mr. MASON, of Virginia, 
i; in his seat, some conversation took place between | 
| the CHAIR.and. Messrs. PEYTON, J. CAL- | 
HOON, -DROMGOOLE, BYNUM, BELL, | 
MERCER, ASHLEY, BOON, MILLER, and | 
HOAR, as to the terms of the motion of Mr. MA- | 
SON; when i 
“Mr. MASON, of Virginia, (having taken his i 
seat in the House, ) rose and remarked, that his || 
motion was that his colleague “< be permitted to `! 
roceed.’? This he conceived to be the usual par- | 
iamentary form; and he sup osed that his col- ; 
league would of course procee , subject to the re- | 
straints and rules of order adopted by the House, 
Mr. PEYTON then withdrew his motion to | 
amend the Journal in this particular, and proposed 
to. strike out the words, ‘‘ in his speech, > so asto 
make it conform to the motion of Mr. Mason, as 
stated by that gentleman; which, after some | 


ii 
ti 


| 
not being at the time 


Mr. LINN submitted the following resolution; || 


il committee on that subject. 
the expediency of converting the | House to act consistently, 
‘| set of papers to that committee, an 

i ji 
NOTICE OF A BILL. : ij 


| under the order of the House, 


Mr. BRIGGS moved to suspend the rules fo 
the purpose of calling for petitions’ from the 
States not called yesterday; which was agreed to. 

Petitions and memorials were then presented 
| by Messrs.. COLES, JOHNSON, LUCAS, and 

ISE of Virginia. 
SLAVERY IN THE DISTRICT. 

Mr. WISE presented a memorial from an indi- 
vidual named John A. Smith, who represented 
himself to be a resident of the District of Colum- 
bia, protesting against the course of the northern 
Abolitionists ina legal and constitutional argu- 
ment of some length, and insisting that all aboli- 
tion petitions should be forthwith rejected. 

Mr. W. moved that this paper be referred to 
the select committee raised on the subject, with 
instructions to report the following resolution: 

Resolved, That Congress has no constitutional power to 
abolish slavery in the District of Columbia, or in the Terri- 
tories of the United States. 

The CHAIR decided that, on the construction 
given by the House to its own order, the motion 
of the gentleman from Virginia in reference to 
the instructions was notin order. He considered 
the quest involved the same principles before 
acte upon br the House. . St 

Mr. WISE took an appeal from the decision 
| of the Chair, on the ground that the resolution of 
| Mr. Pixcxney embraced “every paper,” and 
i Mr. W.’s motion being written, was embraced 
‘in that order. It was as much a “ aper”. as 
| the resolutions and acts of the Virginia Legisla- 
ture; and he contended that everything within 
“the vortex of abolition must go to the select 

He called upon the 
and not to send one 
d refuse tosend 
another. If the House did refuse to send these 
instructions, it would act inconsistently. 

Mr. W. assured the House that the memorial 
was a bona fide one, and that he had been re- 
quested, in a letter from the memorialist, whom 
he knew not, to present it. Mr. W. then read 
the letter. 

Mr. LANE sai 
had been expe 
sideration 0 


d that something like six weeks 
nded in~the presentation and con- 
memorials and resolutions on the 
subject of abolition from the North, to the entire 
exclusion of all petitions and memorials from 
the western States and Territories. Having, after 
this protracted period, passed Mason and Dixon’s 
line, it was fondly hoped no further delay would 
have occurred from this all exciting subject. In 
this it seems we are mistaken. The firebrands 
of abolition seem to thicken around us from the 
South, and threaten equal, if not more, delay. 
T'o avert this storm, and to enable the people of 
the West to be heard in this House, he would 


1 
| 
l 


‘| move the previous question. 


The previous question was seconded. 

Tellers being appointed, there were—ayes 98, 
i noes 63. ‘3 
i. The main question was then ordered to be put 


| without a count; and, on Mr. Wise’s motions 


| the memorial, resolution, &., were read at length 


| from the Clerk’s table. 

_ Mr. CHAPIN then asked for the yeas and 
nays on the main question; which were ordered. 
he main question, ‘‘ Shall the decision of the 
Chair stand as the judgment of the House r 

was about to be propounded; when 
Mr. ASHLEY asked if the motion to lay the 
memorial and the motion of the gentleman from 
Virginia on the table would be in order? 
he CHAIR, after a few words from Messrs. 
CRAIG, WISE, and ADAMS, decided that, 
viz: the adoption 
of Mr..Pincuney’s resolution, the motion would 
then taken; and the 
38; as follows: ; 
YEAS—Mesars. Chilton Allan, Heman Allen, Anthony, 
eardsley, 
oyd, 
Bynum. 
Chapin, Childs, Clark, 


pou 
a 
Grant- 


| farther remarks by Messrs. PARKER, PEY- 
|| TON, ADAMS, and MANN of New York, was || 


~ agreed to. i 


i Albert G. Harrison 
Hard, Hardin, Harper, + Nace Moar, Holser, Top. 
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cee 


ing, Howell, Hubley, Hunt, Huntington, 
me Howard WV Tam Jackson, Jabez Jackson, Janes, Jar- : 
vis, Jenifer, Richard M. Johason, Cave Johnson, zone f 

Jones, Judson, Kennon, Kilgore, Kinnard, Klingensmit ny | 
Lane, Lansing, Lawrence, Lay, Gideon Lee, Joshua Tee, 
Thomas Lee, Leonard, Lincoln, Logan, Lucas, Abijah 
Mann, Job Mann, William Mason, Moses Mason, Sampson 
Mason, May, MeCarty, SMeKennan, McKeon, McKim, 
MeLene. Mercer, Miller, Milligan, Montgomery, Moore, 
Morgan, Morris, duntenberg, Owens. Page. Parker, Parks, 
Patterson, Dutee J. Pearce, Phelps, Fotw, Reed, Rencher, 
John Reynolds. Jaseph Reynolds, Roane, H ussell, Schenck, 
Seymour, Augustine H. Sbepperd, Shinn, Sickles, Sloane, 
Smith. Spangler, Storer, Sutherland, Taylor. Thomas, Joha 
Thomson, Toucey. Tarn, Underwood, V anderpoel, Vinton, 
Wardwell, Webster, Weeks, Lewis Williams, aad Sherrod 
Williams— 103. 

WAYS—Messrs. Adams, Bell, Bunch, John _Cathoon, 
William R. Calhoun, Campbell, Carter, John Chambers, 
Nathaniel H. Claiborne, James Garand, Rice Garland, 
Glascock,Grakam,Gmyson Griffin, Hannegan, Henry Joha- 
son, Lawler, Luke Lea, Leyal!l, Lyon, Martin, John 7. Ma- 
son. Maury, McComas, James A. Pearce, Pettigrew. Peyton, 
Phillips, Pickens, Robertson, William B. Shepard, Stande- 
fer, Taliaferro, Waddy Thompeon, Towns, White, and 
Wise—k. 

So the House determined that the decision of 
the Chair shall stand as the judgment of the 
House; and the memorial was consequently re- 
ferred to the select committec on the subject of 


abolition, but without the instructions. 
VIRGINIA RESOLUTIONS ON SLAVERY. 


Mr. WISE then rose to present certain joint 
resolutions on the Legislature of Virginia on the 
subject of the abolition of slavery, and was pro- 
ceeding to read them, when 
. Mr. BROWN rose to a question of order. He 
desired to know whether the rules of the House 
had not been suspended merely for the purpose of 
presenting memorials and petitions, and whether 
those resolutions came under that character? 

The CHAIR replied that it had always been 
usual to present joint resolutions of State Legis- 
latures when the States were called for petitions 
and memorials, and under that rule these resolu- 
tions were in order. 

Mr. PARKS begged to inquire of the gentle- 
man from Virginia whether a similar paper had 
not been presented by another member from Vir- 

inia (Mr. Parron] yesterday? And, if it were 
the same, he would inquire of the Chair if it was 
in order to present the same paper twice? 

The CHAIR replied that it was not in his 
power to say whether those resolutions were the 
same or not, until they were sent to the Chair for 
examination. 

Mr. WISE replied that the gentleman from 
Maine could not make that point of order until 
he knew whether the paper was the same or not, 
but he would answer the gentleman’s inquiry by 
reading the paper itself. ; 
- Mr. W. then proceeded with the reading of the | 
resolutions; and, on concluding, remarked that he ` 
had done his duty by submitting them to the ! 
House, but he should not present them to be 
carried to the select committee. 


PETITIONS, MEMORIALS, ETC. 


Petitions and memorials were presented by ` 
Messrs. GARLAND, CLAIBORNE, ROBERT: 
SON, TALIAFERRO, MERCER, and MOR- 
GAN, of Virginia. 

[Mr. Garran, of Virginia, presented the fol- 
lowing petitions: of the widowand surviving heirs 
of Lieutenant William Lewis, for compensation 
for revolutionar 
termaster John Moore, for compensation for revo- 
lutionary services; of the heirs of Colonel Charles 
Lewis, for compensation for revolutionary ser- 
vices; of sundry citizens of Albemarle and Flu- 


vanna counties, in the State of Virginia, for the : 


establishment of a mail route from Colambia to 
Lynchburg, on a prescribed linc.] 

Messrs. CONNER, McKAY, BYNUM, and 
MONTGOMERY, of North Carolina; 

Messrs. GRIFFIN and THOMPSON 
Carolina; 

Messrs. GRANTLAND, TOWNES, JACK- 
SON, and CLEVELAND, of Georgia. 

(Mr. Crevetawp presented the petition of 
James Wood, of Heard county, Georgia, heir and 
administrator upon the estate of Captain Edward 
‘Wood, deceased, praying compensation for revo- 
lutionary services; which was referred to the 
Committee on Revolutionary Claims.] 


»of South 


Messrs. JOHNSON, CHAMBERS, HAR- | also, 


Hunts- f 


services; of the heirs of Quar- | 


! LAN, ALLAN, FRENCH, and WHITE, of 
Kentucky. 

{On motion by Mr. Harran, the 
William McBride, on the files of the 
referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Messrs. DUNLAP, CARTER, HUNTSMAN, 
SHIELDS, and the SPEAKER, of Tennessee. 

[Mr. Dresuar gave notice that on Thursday 
week he should ask leave of the House to resolve 
itself into a Committee of the Whole on the bill 
to amend the act to authorize the State of Ten- 
nessee to issue grants for certain land, &c. 

Messrs. VINTON, BOND, HAMER, PAT- 
TERSON, SLOANE, THOMSON, STORER, 
WHITTLESEY, JONES, SPANGLER, KIL- 
GORE, CRANE, WEBSTER, McLENE, MA- 
SON, KENNON, and CORWIN, of Ohio. 

(Mr. Parrerson presented six petitions from 
the citizens of Huron and Richland counties, 
praying for the construction of the harbor of Ver- 
milion, in the State of Ohio; also, a petition for 
a post route from Norwalk, in Huron county, to 
Runners, in Richland county, Ohio. 

Mr. Tuomson, of Ohio, said he had been 
charged with the presentation to this House of 
petitions of sundry inhabitants of the State of 
Ohio, praying for the abolition of slavery and the 
slave trade in the District of Columbia, and signed 
by about seven hundred men and about three hun- 
dred ladies, as appears by the names; which peti- 
tions he moved might be referred to the select 
committee raised by the House on that subject. 

Mr. Spancer presented the following memo- 
rials: of Levi Chadwick, a soldier of the Rev- 
olution, for a land warrant; of Robert Fulton, for 
the allowance of a claim; of citizens of Ohio, for 
a post route from Fairview, in Guernsey county, 
to Eastport, in Tuscarawas county; of citizens of 
Ohio, for a post route from Cadiz, in Harrison 
county, to Millersburgh, in Holmes county; of 
citizens of Ohio, for a post route from Chester- 
ville, in Knox county, to Johnsville, in Richland 
county; of citizens of Knox county, Ohio, foran 
appropriation of money for the erection of a 
bridge across the Ohio river at Wheeling; of citi- 
zens of Tuscarawas county, Ohio, for the aboli- 
tion of slavery and the slave trade in the District 
of Columbia. 

Mr. Wesster presented petitions of sundry 
citizens, praying a change in the national road 
between Springfield, Ohio, and Richmond, Indi- 
ana, with the proceedings of several public meet- 
ings; which were laid on the table with the bill 
on that subject. 

He said he held in his hand a petition signed 
by a number of very respectable citizens, on the 

` subject which had produced so much agitation in 
this House. The object of the petilioners he 
could not better state, than by reading a brief para- 
graph from the petition: ‘That your petitioners 
would take no measures for the abolition of 
slavery which are not reasonable, and sanctioned 


etition of 


‘ both by the Constitution of our country and the | 


dictates of an enlightened humanity. They do 
not, therefore, ask your honorable body to inter- 
fere with the laws which in the several States go 
to establish and regulate property in human be- 
ings; but as Congress has the exclusive power of 
legislation in and over the District of Columbia, 
they ask for the exercise of that power totally to 
; abolish slavery within said District.” He said 
| the petition contained another proposition—the 
|; abolition of the slave trade. _ ‘*T'o such a magni- 
.. tude,” say the petitioners, ‘‘has this trade grown 
| under the exclusive legislation of Congress, that, 
' if the citizens of the District themselves are to be 
believed, the capital of our republic is one of the 
| greatest slave marts in the world,” 
P Messrs. JOHNSON and GARLAND, of Lou- 
isiana; ; 
Messrs. DAVIS, HANNEGAN,McCARTY, 
BOON, CARR, LANE, and KINNARD, of 
' Indiana. 
| (Mr. Davis presented the petition of William 
‘| Purcell, of Vincennes, for horses lost in the late 
| the establishment of a post route from Blooming- 
|; ton to Merom, Indiana, in a direction to Vandalia, 
| Illinois; also, the joint resolution of the Legis- 
|! lature of Indiana, relative to certain unreclaimed 
| land on the Wabash river, below Vincennes; 
the petition of sundry citizens, praying the 


ouse, Was |: 


|, war; also, the petition of sundry citizens, praying | 


| Ment of a’mait route from Indianapolis, in 
` Btate of Indiana, to Peoria, in JHinois; also, a 


establishment of a post route from, Washingtor. 
to Emison’s Milla, Indiana. 

Mr. McCarry presented a memorial from the 
General Assembly of the State of Indiana, asking 
a grant of a strip of the public lands along the line 
ofa contemplated turnpike road from Fort Wayne 
to Richmond. : 

Mr. McC. also presented a memorial from the 
same Legislature, asking permission on the part 
of the State to enter, at a reduced price, a portion 
of the public lands along the Jine of a railroaa 
from a point where the Whitewater canal crosse, 
the Cumberland road, by way of Newcastle anc 
Munceytown, to Fort Wayne. A 

Mr. Mec. also presented the petition of Ben. 
jamin Sayer; praying indemnity for work done 
in the building a bridge on the Cumberland roat 
in Indiana; and also the petition of Chening 
Madson, praying, in like manner, to be indem: 
nified for work done by him in the constructior 
of a bridge on the Cumberland road. 

Mr. Lave presented the petition of J. Thrasu 
praying for a pension; the petition of Mr. Leop 
a revolutionary soldicr, praying to be placed or 
the pension roll; the petition of Albert Vander. 
veer, of Wayne county, New York, a revolu- 
tionary soldicr, praying for a pension; the me- 
morial of the General Assembly of Indiana, pray- 
ing relief for Margaret Nation, an aged and ine. 
firm woman, having a large family of deaf and 
dumb children; a petition for a post route from 
Brookville to Versailles, via Sumner; and one 
from Napoleon, via Aurora, to Bowlington, Ken- 
tucky. : 

Me Kinnarp presented the claims of Joha 
Brewer, William Jacobs, John J. Smòck, John 
C. Jacobs, Robert Farnsworth, Elzey Matthews, 
Hance Sturgeon, and John L. Dunn, for com- 
pensation for horses and other property ugavoid- 
ably last by them in an. expedition of Indiane 
` volunteer mounted riflemen, under command of 

Colonel. Russell, in. 1832; also, the claims on 
several other persons for supplies furnished said 
troops; which were referred to the Committee of.. 
Claims; also, a joint resolution of the General 
Assembly. of Indiana, in favor.of an examination 
and survey of a route for a railroad from Michi- 
gan City, in the State of Indiana, to Charleston, 
; South Carolina; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Roads and. Canals; also, a memorial 
in favor of allowing compensation for horses un- 
' avoidably lost by.the United States rangers in the 
public service; which was referred to the Com- 
', mittee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. | 
Mr. Carr presented a memorial and joint reso- 
| lution from the General Assembly of the State q 
| Indiana, on the subject of granting a bounty o 
| land to ‘the organized militja-men and rangers 
'' who so success aly protested the frontier dutie 
the late war, with Great Britain; which, on he 
; motion, was referred to the Cbmmittee on Publi¢ 
' Lands, and ordered to be printed.) 
Mr. DICKSON, of Mississippi; ` i 
| Messrs. CASEY, MAY, and REYNOLDS, of 
' Hlinois. ; 3 : 
{Mr. Reynoxps presented the claim of widow 
| Bowman, of St, Clair county, Ilinois, fara pen- 
sion, on account of her husband, a lieutenant, 
_ being killed in battle by the hostile Indians in the 
es 1832; also, a petition for a post route from 
' Frankfort by Brownsville, to Gill’s Ferry, in the 
State of Illinois, and thence to Jackson, in Mis- 
; souri; also, the claim of E. Wise, of Randolph 
; county, Illinois, for a horse lost in the late dig- 
‘ turbance with the Indians in the year 1832; the 
‘claim of Harry Welton, for horses and 4 wagon 
lost in the Black Hawk war in. 1832; and the 
| petition of General Willis Hargrow, of Gallatin 
< county, llinois. This petition states that Gens 
, eral Hargrow now receives a pension, and that 
| he received the wound for which he has now the 
_ benefit of the pension some time before he made 
application for his pension, and that he incurred 
, expenses in his affliction which he paid out of 
` his own funds; and now prays Congress to. place 
him on the pension roll from, the time he was 
| disabled from attending to his ordinary business, 
| and to refund the amount of money paid tò pHysi- 


| cians and others to effect his cure. 


| Mr. May presented’a petition for the establish- 
e 


i 
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tition from the citizens: of Fulton: county, for 
e establishment of a'mail route from Peoria, to 
intersect the route from Springfield, dirough 
Lewistown and Knoxville, to Monmouth; also, 
a petition from the citizens of Hancock county, 
for the establishment of a mail route from Car- 
thage, via Bear creck, to Warsaw, and to the 
Des Moines post office, in Missouri; also, a peti- | 
tion from the citizens of Knox and Henry coun- : 
ties, for the establishment of a mail route from | 
Knoxville, via Henderson’s Grove, Henryville, 
Prophetstown, to Galena; also, a petition from | 
the citizens of Peoria, for the establishment of a 
mail route from Peoria to Quincy; also, a peti- 
tion from the citizens of Peoria, Tazewell, and 
Putnam counties, praying for the establishment 
of a post route from Peoria to Hennepin; also, a 
petition from a number of citizens of Green 
county, for the establishment of a mail route 
from Alton to the Piasaw, Delaware, Greenfield, 
and Brown’s Point, to Jacksonville; also, a peti- 
tion from the citizens of Cook county, for the 
establishment of a post route from Chicago, north- 
westwardly to Fox river, at or near George Mc- ` 
Clure’s; also, a petition of a number of citizens of 
Cook and Lasilee counties, for the establishment 
of a post route from Ottawa, up the Fox river, to 


a point intersecting the State road from Chicago '' 


to Galena; also, a petition for the establishment 
of a mail route from Chicago to Galena; also, a 
petition of the trustees of the town of Chicago, 
and other inhabitants of said town, and of the. 
county of Cook, praying that the tract of land 
upon which Fort Dearborn is situated, adjacent 
to said town, may be given to the trustees of 
Chicago, and their successors in office, to be dis- 
posed of for the use and benefit of the corpora- 
tion; also, the petition of the trustees of the ; 
Franklin Manual Labor College, praying for a | 
donation of land for the use of said college; || 
apost ont resolution of the Legislature of the | 
State of Illinois, asking for an appropriation to |: 
remove the obstructions to the navigation of the 


Minois river.] 
Messrs. LYON, CHAPMAN, LAWLER, | 
and MARTIN, of Alabama. : | 
_ Messrs. HARRISON and ASHLEY, of Mis- 
souri. 

[Mr. Harrison presented the petition of John 
Wilson, praying compensation for services ren- 
dered during the call of the Missouri militia in 
1832; the petition of the heirs of William Young, 
praying compensation for services rendered by 
their father in taking the census of certain Indian 
tribes; the memorial of the citizens of St. Louis, 
praying that the Cumberland road may pass 
through St. Louis. Mr. H. moved that the de- 
cisions of the Supreme Court, made on some pri- 
vate land claims from the State of Missouri, be | 

Bee and referred to the Committee on Public 
nds. 

Mr. JONES, of Michigan Territory. 


(Mr. Jones presented the folowing petitions, 
memorials, and resolutions: 

1. Petition of the inhabitants of the county of | 
Milwaukie, Michigan Territory, praying for the : 
establishment of a land office in that county, for 
the sale of the public lands. 

2. Petition of the inhabitants of Des, Moine | 
county, Michigan Territory, praying for the es- 
tablishment of certain post routes, i 

3. Petition of Jesse Morrison, praying of Con- 
p remuneration for a horse lost by him in the 

n 
and Michigan. 


|: ject of the abolition of slavery in the District of | 


: counties in Ohio. 
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Michigan Territory. 
oértait mail routes. 
10. Petitions of inhabitants of Fort Madison, 
Des Moine county, Michigan Territory, praying 
the establishment of mail routes. i 
11. Memorials of the Legislative Council of ` 
Michigan Territory, praying the pasaage of laws 
for the establishment of the territorial govern- ; 
ment west of Lake Michigan, for the survey and 
sale of mineral and other lands in Michigan Ter- 


, praying the establishment of | 


7 ritory; the establishment of land offices in said 


Territory; the extension of the preémption law to 
occupants of all the public lands on the 1st Janu- 
ary, 1836; the construction of light-houses, &c., 


i: on Lake Michigan; the improvement of the navi- 


gation of rivers; the making of roads, and for other 


dian lands in Des Moine county. 

12. Resolutions of the Legislative Council 
asking and making appropriation for pay of its 
members, officers, printers, &c. 

13. Petition asking a donation of one section ` 
of land, to be made to James Clyman. 

14, Petition of the inhabitants of Des Moine.. 


On motion by Mr. HAYNES, it was 

Resolcdd; That the Committee on Révotationary Pensions 
be instructed to inquire into the expediency of replacing 
Benjamin Thompson, of Géorgia, on the pehsion roll, atan 


H increase of pension. 


On motion by Mr. WILLIAMS, of Kentucky, 
it was 
Resolved, That the declaration of Simeon Clutter, made 


` for the purpose of obtaining a pension under the act of June 


7, 1832, be referred to the Committee on Revolutionary 
Pensions, with instructions to inquire into the propriety of 
placing his name on the pension list, and giving him the 
benefit of the provisions of the aforesaid act. 

On motion by Mr. OWENS, it was 

Resolved, That the Committee on Revolutionary Claims 
be instructed to inquire into the expediency of providing by 
law for the payment of commutation pay to the heirs and 
legal representatives of James Batlock, deceased, late of 


purposes; and the extinguishment of the title of Georgia, an officer in the army of the Revolution. 
n 


On motion by Mr. GARLAND, of Virginia, 
it was 


Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads be instructed to inquire into the expediency of _ 
establishing a mail route from the main stage route between 
Richmond and Charlottesville, in the county of Goochland, 
by Columbia m Fiuvanna, Scottsville, in Albemarle, War- 
minster, and Tye River Warehouse, in the county of Nel- 


county, praying the establishment of a surveyor ' son, to Lynchburg. 


genera ’s office in Michigan Territory, west of ' 
ake Michigan. 


1. A resolution to inquire into the expediency 
of establishing numerous post routes in the Ter- 
ritory of Michigan, west of Lake Michigan. 


2. A resolution to inquire into the expediency `. 


of constructing military roads between several 
places in Michigan Territory, west of the Lake. ;: 
3. A resolution to inquire into the expediency 
of granting to the citizens of Fort Madison, Bur- ' 
lington, Belleview, Dubuque, and Peru, in Mich- | 
igan Territory, west of the Mississippi river, 
titles to their town lots in those towns. j ji 
Mr. SEVIER, of Arkansas. 
(Mr. S. presented the constitution adopted by 
a convention of the citizens of Arkansas, &c.} 
Mr. WHITE, of Florida. 
Messrs. EVANS and JARVIS, of Maine. 
Mr. BEAN, of New Hampshire. 
. [Mr. Bean presented two petitions on the sub- | 


: Columbia; which were referred to the committee 
i eppoimed on that subject. 
| r. Lronarp, of New York, yesterday pre- 
| sented a petition from sundry inhabitants of the || 
| county of Tioga, in the State of New York, pray- ‘| 
|| ing for the establishment of a mail route from the | 
| village of Smithsboro’ to the village of Spencer, 
j in the county and State aforesaid. 
| Mr. Leonarp also presented the petition of 
sundry inhabitants of the county of Cortlandt, in 
the State of New York, praying for the abolition 
! of slavery and the slave trade in the District of 
į Columbia.] 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATION. 


The SPEAKER presented a communication 
from the Secretary of the Treasury, in pursuance 
: of a resolution of May, 1830, on the subject of 
navigation by steamboats and steam vessels. 


RESOLUTIONS. 
On motion by Mr. MORGAN, it was 


Resolved, That the Committee on Revolutionary Pen- | 
sions be instructed to inquire into the expediency of estab- || 
lishing a pension agency in the city of Wheeling, Virginia, 
for the payment of all pensioners resident in the counties || 
of Brooke, Ohio, Marshall, Tyler, Wood, Lewis, Harrison, || 
Randolph, Preston, and Monongalia, in Virginia, and —— į 


| 
Li 
1i 
j 
i 


On motion by Mr. UNDERWOOD, it was 


dian war of 1822, on the frontiers of Illinois |; 

4; Petition praying the establishment of a post | 
route from Marshall, via Lyon lake, Wirt, ber- 
ard, to Cold Water, Michigan Territory. ` 

5. Petition of Sally Hale, praying relief for | 
loss in the. war of 1812, on the frontiers of Illinois || 
and Michigan Territory. 

6. Petitions of the citizens of Du Buque, pray- 
ing the. passage of a law to perfect their titles to 
their lots in that town. 

7. Petition of Captain Joseph Dickson, pray- 
ing relief as a pensioner. ae 

3. Petition of George Č. Willard, praying the 
passage of a law to authorize him to enter.as 4 
preémption the southeast quarter, section 16, 2 
north, range 1 cast, of the 4th meridian. 


| Post Roads be instructed to inquire into the expediency of 


| Moore’s X Roads, in said county. 


Reaolaed, That the Committee on the Post Office and | 
Post Roads be instructed to inquire into the expediency of 
establishing a post road from Bowling Green to Scottsville, 
by way of the Alium Spring. 


On motion by Mr. DUNLAP, it was 
Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Office and | 


establishing a post route from the town of Van Buren, in 
the county. of Hardeman, and State of Tenne. ee, to 


_ On motion by Mr. WILLIAMS, of Kentucky, 
lt was he i 
Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Office and Post 
Roads be instructed to inquire into the expediency of es- 
tablishing a post. route from Stanford, in Lincoln county, 
Kentucky, via Colonel Jesse Coffey’s, thence, via Liberty, 


} 


_9. Petitions of citizens of Du Buque county, |; 


; structed to inquire into the expediency of adoptin 


i! bury, same county, Mount yi 
j ville, in Richland county, thence to New Haven, in Huron 


; Michigan City, on Lake Michi 


On motion by Mr. HAMER, it was 

Resolved, That the Committee on Military Affairs be 
instructed to inquire into the expediency of establishing an 
arsenal of depot and repair for the public arms at some 
suitable point in the State of Ohio. 
On motion by Mr. JOHNSON, of 
was 


Resolved, That the Committee on Commerce be instructed, 
to inquire into the expediency of making an appropriation 


Louisiana, 


: for the erection of a ligbt-house on Lake Ponchartrain, at™ 
| the mouth of the Bayou St. John, in the State of Louisiana. 


On motion b 
it was 


Resolved, That the Committee on Naval Affairs be in- 
some . 
measure for testing the utility of a discovery made by Col- 
one! Charles Morgan, of the parish of Point Coupee, Lou- . 
isiana, for preventing dry rot in timber, for which he has 
obtained a patent. 


On motion by Mr. GARLAND, of Louisiana, 
it was 

Resolved, That the account of Colonel Washington Sea- 
well against the United States, and the documents in sup- 
port thereof herewith presented, be referred to the Com- 
mittee of Claims, with instructions to inquire into the , 
expediency of paying the same. 


On motion by Mr. LYON, it was 


Resolved, That so much of report No. 2 of the register 
and receiver of the land office at St. Stephens, Alabama, 
acting as commissioners under the third section of the act 
of the 7th March, 1829, and dated 3d May, 1832, and alsoso , 
much of the report of the same commissioners under date ~ 
of the 3d July, 1834, as relates to the claims of the heirs of 


y Mr. GARLAND, of Louisiana, 


| Aliguel Eslava, deceased, together with the several docu- 


ments relating thereto, which were heretofore transmitted 
to Congress from the Treasury Department, be referred to 
the Committee on Public Lands. 


On motion by Mr. McLENE, it was 


Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads.be instructed to inquire into the expediency of 
establishing a mail route from the town of Delaware, by 
Radnor, in Delaware county, and Big Island, in Marion 


| county, to Upper Sandusky, in Crawford county; also, a 


mail route froin Delaware, through Maysville and Milford, 
in Union county, to Arbana, in Champaign county; also, 
a post route from Sunbury, in Delaware county, Wood- 

Gilead in Marion county, Lees- 


county; and also, a mail route from Reynoldsburg, on 
the Nationa] road, in Franklin. county, passing Headley’s 
mill and Plain Four Corners, in Franklin county, Harlaem 
and Genoa, in Delaware county, to Galena post office, in 
said county of Delaware ; also, ą post route from Dublin, 
in Franklin county, up. west side Scioto to Bellepoint, in 
Delaware county, and continued to Middletown, in said 
Delawarc county, thence to Big Island, in Marion county. 


On motion by Mr. MARTIN, it was 


Resolved, That the Committee on Public Lands be in- 
structed to inquire imto the expediency of authorizing the 


; Legislature of. the State of Alabama to reduce the minimum 


price of the unsold part of the four hundred thousand acres 


| of land granted to the said State for the improvement of the 


Tennessee river, and for other purposes. 
On motion by Mr. KINNARD, it was 


Resolved, That the Committee on Roads and Canals be 
instructed to inquire into the expediency of providing by law 
for the examination and survey of a route fora railroad from 
: n, in the State of Indiana, 
to the city of Charleston , South Carolina. . 

On motion by Mr. WHITE, it was ` 

Resolved, That the Committee on Public Lands be in- 
structed to inquire into the expediency of authorizing pat- 


ents to be issued to the Polish exiles for land granted to them 
under the law of the 30th of June, 1834, on their paying to 


in Passy county, to Jamestown, in Russell county, Ken- 
tucky. ' Š 


the Government the minimum price of said lands, or of 


authorizing such other disfogition of streh lands aswill gite || 
ief to said exiles in their unfortunate and embarrassed 
condition. i 
On motion by Mr. LYON, it was 
Resolved, That the Committee on Indian Affairs be in- | 
structed to inquire into the expediency of repealing somuch ;: 
of an act, approved May 29, 1830, entitled “An act to rehin- | 
quish the reversionary interest of the-Unitcd States in cer- ;: 
tain Indian reservations, in the State of Alabama,” as re- ; 
uires as a condition to such relinquisbment that George : 
Stiggins, with his family, shall remove west of the Missis- ; 


8 L, . . : reer) 
FResolved further, That the same committee inquire into 
the expediency of relinquishing the reversionary interest of | 
the United States in the reservatian of land claimed and | 
posscased by Latchliew Durant, of Alabama. 
On motion by Mr. WHITE, it was 
Resolved, That the Committee on Territories be instructed | 
to inquire into the expediency of providing by law for the |: 
erecting a court-hquse aid, jailad Pensacola, in Florida, for |: 
thre use of the United States district court. 


On motion by Mr. SEVIER, it was 


Resolved, ‘That the Committee on-the Post Office and | 
Post Roads be instructed to inquire into the expediency of i 
establishing n post route. from Dardanelles, by the county |. 
seat of Scott county, to Zebulon, in the county of Pike, in jj 
the Territory of Arkansas; and, also, for an extension of 
the mail route from Batesville, in Arkansas, by Clinton, to 
Lewisburg. a re oe ee ee ; 

On motion by Mr. KILGORE, it was 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Office and | 
Post Roads be instructed.to inquire into the expediency of | 
establishing a post route from New Richmond, via Knox- 
ville, to the mouth of Big-Ycllow creek, Ohio. 


On motion by Mr. VINTON, it was 


Resolved, That the Committoe on. Military Affairs be in |" 
structed to inquire into the: cxpedigncy of granting to Ed- 
ward Ferguson, of Lawrence county, Ohio, a soldier in the 
late war with Great Britain, and ta the only child and heir- 
at-law of Hosea Neal,also a soldier in the late war, military ': 
bounty land. . A P 

On motion by Mr. MAY, it was 5 

Resolved, ‘Phat the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads be ittstructed to inquire jnto the expediency of 
establishing a post route from Danville, in Vermilion county, 
to Ottawa, Tlinois ; algo, that the sume committee inquire 
into the expediency of establishing à post route from Dan- 
ville, via Decatur, to Springfield, Illinois; also, that the ` 
same committee inquire into thé etpediéncy of establishing | 
a post route from Carrollton, Ilinois, via Gratton, to St. || 
Charles, in Missouri. i 


On motion by Mr. TOWNS, it was i 


i 

\ 
Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Office and i 
Post Roads be instrueted to inquire into the expediency of | 
| 

4 


establishing a mail route from Talboton, in the State of | 
Georgia, by way of Uchee Village, in Marion county, Pond | 
Town, in Sumpter county, to Americus. 

Resolved, ‘That the Cominittee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads be instructed to inquire into the expediency of | 
establishing a mail route fram Luinpkin, in Stewart county, | 
to Starksvi:le, in Lee county, Georgia. : 

On motion by Mr. WHITE, it was 

Resoired, That the Committee on Public Lands be in- | 
structed to inquire into the expediéncy of making a domn- 
tion of public lands to the Territory of Florida, to enabte thie | 
said Territory to ercct a suitable publie building for the | 
Legislative Council, asd fox ather public purposes. i 


“On motion by Mr. LYON, it was 


Resolved; That the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads be instructed to inquire into the expediency of |: 
establishing a post route from Monticello, in Pike county, 
Alabama, to Tuskeega, in Macon county. 


“On motion by Mr. CARTER, it was 


Resolved, That the Committce on Invalid Pensions be | 
instructed. to inquire into the expediency of placing Jacob 
Hedderick, of Jefferson county, Tennessee, a soldier of the 
late war, upon the pension roll. 


On motion by Mr. CARTER, it was 


Resolved, That the Committee on Revolutionary Pen- tj 
sions be instructed to inquire into the propriety of extend- 
ing the provisions of the act of Congress of the 7th June, 
1832, to Hugh Carter, Sr., of Greenc county, Tennessee, 
for revolutionary services. 

_ On motion by Mr. HARRISON, of Missouri, 
at was foe i 

Resoleed, That the Committee on Public Lands be in- | 
structed to inquire into the expediency of making a grant 
of the public lands, for the purpose of constructing a road | 
from Jefferson City, the sent of government for the State of |, 
Missouri, by the way of Little Rock, the seat of govern- 
ment for the Territory of Arkansas, on a direct line from 
the point of beginning to where the same would strik thee . 
Mississippi river. 


On motion by Mr: ST ANDEFER, it was | 
| 
f 


Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads be instructed to inquire into the expediency of 
establishing the following pogt routes; to Wit:. Ist. From Ton 
Mile Stand, in Rheacounty, Tennessee, passing George Got- , 
don’s iron works, and from thence through the Grassy Cove, | 
to George Dawson’s, on Cumberland mountain. 2d. From | 
Pikeville, in Bledsoc county, Tennessee, by Blythe's Ferry, | 
ot Tennessec river, to David MeNare’s, on Conassauga. 
3d. From McMinnville, Warren county, Tennessec, hy | 


! 


James Gardner's, Esq., to Dalias, in Hamilton county:: 4th 
From Calhoun, Tennessee, toWalker Court-house, Georgia, 
down Chittooga Valicy, by Cherokee Court-house, to Jack- 
senville, Alabama. : 


On motion by Mr. JONES, of Michigan, it 
was. . i 

Resolved, That the Committee on Public Lands be in- 
structed to inquire into the expediency of passing a law for 
the benefit and relief of the citizens of the towns of Tort 
Madison, Burlington, 


Belleview, Dubuque, and Peru, re- , 


spectively, as passed in tbe year ——, for the relief and ben- ; 


eit of the citizens of Galena, on Bean river, Ilinois. 
On motion by Mr. WHITE, it was 
Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Office and 


establishing a mail route by Florida Town, Alengrante, Pit- 


- man’s Ferry, to Campbellton, in the Territory of Florida, 
: and from Mariana to the town of St. Joscph. 


' On motion by Mr. JONES, of Michigan, it 
was 


| 


. Post Roads be instructed to inquire into the expediency of ` 


Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Office and 


- Post Roads be instructed to inquire into the expediency of 


establishing the following post routes: From the Rapids on 
the Des Moines river to Burlington; from Richlandtown to 
Burlington; from Mount Pleasant, Michigan Territory, 


through Burlington, to Macomb, Illinois ; from Burlington ' 


Illinois; atso, from Dubuque, via the Maco- 
queta and the settlement on Turks, to Cassville, and thence 
through the county of lowa, via Blue Mounds or Wiota, to 
Milwaukie bay; from Galena, Illinois, via Sinsinawa post 


to Monmouth, 


office and Gibraltar, Cassville and Prairie du Chien, to Fort | 


Snelling; 
Point, to intersect the Galena and Green Bay route; from 
Galena, Illinois, via White Oak Springs and Gratiot’s Grove, 


to Wiota, and to i 
Galena, Hlinois, to Dubuque. 


On motion by Mr. HARRISON, of Missouri, $ 


it was 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads be instructed to inquire into the expediency of 
establishing the following post routes in the State of Mis- 
gouri: From Jefferson City, the scat of government, through 


! the seats of justice for the counties of Morgan, Benton, 


Polk, and Greene, to the seat of government of the Terri- 


: tory of Arkansas ; from the seat of justice of Greene county, 


in €rawford county ; from Cassville to. Mineral : 


ntersect the route to Milwaukic; from `: 


through the seats of justice of Polk, Benton, Rives, Van ‘ 


Buren, and the seats of justice of Pettis and Jolinson, 


` to Jackson ; from Booneville, Cooper county, through the 


seat of justice in Van Buren; from the seat of justice of 


by Massey’s iron works, in Crawford county 
seat of justice of Franklin county; from j 
through the seats of justice of Gasconade, Crawford, Wash- 


i: 1834. 


Greene caunty, through the seats of justice of Pulaski, and ‘| has taken place on the subject 


to Union, the | 
efferson. City, ` 


ington, and. St. Francis counties, to Jackson, the seat of | 
justice for Cape Girardeau county, twice à weck ; from | 


the seat of justice ot Stoddard county to Greenville, the 


seat of justice for Wayne county; from Potosi, the seat of į 


justice for Washington county, through the seat of justice 
in Ripley county, to Jackson, in Arkansas; from Kaskas- 


: kia, in [linois, to St. Genevieve, in Missouri; from St. ' 


Genevieve, through Farmington, to Potosi, seat of justice 


of Washington county; trom the town of Cape Girardeau . 


j. to Commerce, in Scott county; from St. Louis to the seats 


of justice of Franklin and Gasconade, to the city of Jeffer- 
gon, twice a week, in a two-horse post coach; from Jef- 


i. over those from other countrics, inc 


fetson City to Boonville, in Cooper county, through the | 


seats of justice of Saline and Latayctte, to Independence, 
the seat of justice of Jackson county, in a four-horse post 


coach twice a week; from St. Louis, through the seats of | 
justice of St. Charles, Warren, Montgomery, Calloway, | 
Boone, Howard, Charitan, Carroll, and Ray, to Liberty, | 


: the seat of justice of Clay county, three times a week, in 
‘a four-horse post coach: from Louisiana, Pike county, 


through Bowling Green, to Fulton, in Catloway county, in 
two-horse post coaches; from St. Genevieve, by Bolivia, 
to Fredericktown, the seat of justice of Madison county 5 
from Jackson, the sent of justice of Cape Girardeau county, 
by the town of Cape Girardeau, and through the scat of 
justice of Scott county, to New Madrid, the’seat of justice 
of New Madrid county; from Fulton, the seat of justice 
of Calloway county, by the town of Portland, to Mount 


: Sterling, the seat of justice of Gasconade county; from 
| Keytevile, the seat of justice of Chauton county, to Gre- 
: sham Compton’s store, on the North Graud river, and from 


thence to Richmond, the seat of justice of Ray county; 


| from Carrollton, the seat of justice of Carroll county, to 
| Mr. —— Nove’s store, on North Grand river, thence to Gre- 
: sham Compton’s store, on the said river; from Fulton, 
“the seat of justice of Calloway county, to Henry Neile’s, 
li at or near Cote Sans- Dessein, ia said county; from the 

` city of Jefferson, through the seats of justice of Boone 


and Monrne, to Palmyra, in Marion county; from Fulton, 
in Calloway county, to Paris, the seat of justice in Monroe 
county; from Palmyra, by St. Francisville, on the Des 


. Moines river, to Burlington, on the Mississippi river, twice | 


a week, in a four-horse post coach. 
On motion by Mr. KINNARD, it was 


Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads be instructed to inquire into the expediency of 


establishing the following post routes in the State of In- , 


diana: From Indianapolis, via Beaver’s mills, in Marion 


Strawtown, in the county of Hamilton; from Strawtown 
to Peru, in the county of Miami; from Peru to the county 
seat of Fulton 5 fron 
Bale’s Bridge, to Salem, in Washington county ; from Shel- 
byville,in Shelby county, via Manwaring’s, on Sugar creek, 


_ Grecn post office, Far West, and Mooresville, to Monrovia, 


in Monroe county; from Mount Tabor, in Monroe r. 
) > COW n a h count: 
to Stilesville,in Hendrick county; from Martinsville, 2 


Morgan county, by the way of Lyon's mills, Mooresville, ' 


Bloomington, in Monroe county, via | 
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Daiivitdj und: Lebanon, to’ Frankfort, in Clinton county ; 
from -Indisiapolis, the capitat of the State of Indiana, 
upon the Cumberland road, to Terre Haute; from Thorn- 
town, in Boone county, to Kirk’s Cross Roads,in Clinton 
county; from Noblesville, in the county of Hamilton, to 
Montezuma, in Parke county, via Westficld, Northfield, 
Lebanon, Jamestown, and Russeliville. 


On motion by Mr. JONES, of Michigan, it was 


- Resolved, That the Committee on Military Affairs be in- 
structed to inquire into the expediency of making appro- 
priation for the improvement of the croseing at the ferry on 
the river Wisconsin, on the military road between Prairie 
du Chien and Fort Winnebago, either by a bridge across 
said river or otherwise, as may appear most expedient; 
and that the said committee also inquire into the expe- 
diency of providing for the construction of a military road 
from Milwaukie, on Root river, on Lake Michigan, to the 
Mississippi river, in the Territory of Michigan ; also, for 
the construction of military roads, from Fort Des Moines, 
through Des Moines and Dubuque counties, to Cassville 


' and Prairie du Chien ; also for military roads from the Blue 


: municating an application from the C hargé 


Mound to the nearest navigable point on the Mississippi 
river, by the most eligible route from Cassville, to intersect 
the military road leading from Prairie du Chien to Fort 
Winnebago, and from Cassville to Galena, on the most éli- 
gible routes. 


The House adjourned. 


IN SENATE. 
__ .Wepnespar, March 2, 1836. 


The following message was received from the 
President of the United States, by Mr. Donet- 
son, his Secretary, which was read: 


. WABHINGTON, February 29, 1836. 


To the Senate, f 
and Howse of Representatives of the United States : 

T transmit a report of the Becretary of the State, com- 

d’Affaires of Por- 


; tugal, for the passage by Congress of a special act abolishing 


duties upon the cargoes of Portuguese ves- 
gels imported into the United States from those parts of the 
dominions of Portuzal in which no discriminating duties 
are charged upon the vessels of the United States or their 
cargoes; and providing for a return of the discriminating 
duties which have been exacted upon the cargoes of Portu- 


discriminating 


, guese vessels thus circumstanced, since the 13th of April, 


`of the Gencral Land Office; which was read 


Lalso transmit a copy of the correspondence which 
between the Department of 
State and the Chargé d'Affaires of Portugal. 

The whole matter is submitted to the discretion of Con- 
gresa, with this suggestion, that if an act should be passed, 
placing the cargocs of Portuguese vessels coming from cer- 
tain parts of the ‘territories of Portugal on the footing of 
those imported in vessels of the United States, or deciding 
upon the propriety of restoring the dutics heretofore levied 
and the time to which they shail be restored, regard should 
be had to the fact, that the decree of the 18th of April, 1834, 
which is made the basis of the present application, took 
effect in the islands of Madeiraand the Azores many months 
atter ita promulgation; and to the more important fact that, 
until the first of February instant, an indirect advantage 
was allowed by Portugal to importations from Great Britain 
luding the United States. 
ANDREW JACKSON. 


On motion by Mr. KING, of Georgia, the 
message and documents were referred to the 
Committee on Commerce. 


PETITIONS, MEMORIALS, ETC. 


Mr. TIPTON presented certain resolutions of 
the Legislature of Indiana, asking the establish- 
ment of a mail route; which was referred to the 
Commitice on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

Mr. NAUDAIN presented the petition of the 
heirs of Colonel John Hasilett, who was killed 


-at the battle of Princeton; which was referred to- 


the Committee on Revolutionary Claims. 
REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 


Mr. NAUDAIN, from the Committee on 
Claims, to which had been referred the petition 
of the heirs of Nathanicl Cassedy, reported a bill 
for their relief; which was read and ordered to 
a second reading. 

Mr. N., from the same committee, to which 
had been referred the petition of Lieutenant John 
M. Gilbert, praying remuneration for a horse 
lost in the service of the United States, made an 
unfavorable report thereon. 

Mr. EWING, of Ohio, from the Committee 


‘on Public Lands, to which the subject had been 


6th Janu 
county, Pendleton and Huntsville, in Madison county, to ` ary, 


_and volunteer corps called into 


referred by the resolution of the Senate of the 
reported a bill for the reorganization 
an 
ordered to a second reading. 

Mr. WALL, from.the Committee on Military 
Affairs, to which had been referred the bill from 
the House providing for the payment of milita 

the service of the 
United States, reported the same with several 
amendments; which were read and concurred 1n; 


_ THECOONGRESSIONAL:- GDOBET 


Wes then eor- f| what different form, Hë hoped he would accppt 
Whale, and of || anamefidment. Mr. B: then moved an amendment 
that the petitioner be heard, on the main ques- | 

Mr. ROBINSON, in pursuance of notice given, | tion, by himself or by counsel. 
asked and obtained leave, and introduced a bill!) Mr. ARD said he had consulted both the 
for the relief of Henry H. Hall; which was read | majority and minority of the committee in rela- ' 
twice and referred. i tion- to the suggestion of the gentleman from | 
Mr. CLAYTON, from the Committee on the ` North Carolina, [Mr. Bynum,] and he could not | 
Judiciary, to which the subject had been referred, accept the amendment of that gentleman. i 
reported a bill to authorize the Secretar of the r. MANN, of New York, said, by Icave of , 
Treasury to compromise and scttle the claims of . the gentleman from North Carolina, (Mr. By- 
the United States acainst the Alleghany Bank of! num,] and his colleague, (Mr. Harp,] he would | 
Pennsylvania; which was read and ordered to a ', submit a motion which he conceived would meet $ 
second reading. s | the I er Bot those modemi Me aa en 
E ni : moved that the petitioner, Davi ewland, have į 
RESOLUTIONS ADOPTED. | leave to appear naa also that he have leave to! 
The resolutions lying on the table were sever- | address the House on the subject of his petition. | 
ally considered and agreed to. ` Mr. HARD accepted the motionof the gentle- ; 
FRAUDS ON LAND OFFICES. | man from New York, (Mr. Mann.] 


O er Mr. B : Mr. BYNUM did not understand the motion - 
sate ee Per ie einen a |: precisely. If it extended only to the preliminary ` 
ng ior pay o relationto frauds | Westion, he must object to it. His object was to 

curred in taking testimony in relation to frauds ` haye the petitioner heard on the main question. 
alleged to have becn committed on the public land Mr. MANN replied that it embraced the hear- 
offices, was, on motion by Mr. Kine, of Ala- ; ing of the petitioner himself in every stage of the 
bama, referred to the Committee on the Contin- ;. question, but not the hearing of him by counsel. 
gent Fund of the Serate. Mr. McKAY said the request of a petitioner, | 
JESSE SMITH. ! in the oase of a contested election, to be heard | 


The bill fram the House fer the relief of Jesse by counsel, had never, he believed, been refused, 


: : when asked for. He cited the case from Georgia 
Smith and others was read the first time and of General Jackson and General Wayne, where 


onc of the parties, not being a lawyer, was heard 
' THE QUAKER MEMORIAL. pa > 5 yer, 


, : by counsel. He also cited the case of a contested 
‘The petition of the Society of Friends of Lan- election fram the State of Virginia, where the 
caster, Pennsylvania, for the abolition of slavery 


1 etitioncr was heard by counsel. He therefore | 
in the District of Columbia, was taken up as the ` hoped, if the. petitioner was desirous of being 
special order; and, after some remarks at con- 


heard by counsel, that he would not be refused 
siderable length from Messrs. BUCHANAN, the privilege. He believed such application had 
WALKER, and WHITE, i 


f >. never been refused when asked. ` - 
On motion by Mr. GOLDSBOROUGH, the Mr. DAVIS thought the motion should be, 


Senate adjourned. ' that the petitioner be permitted to address the | 


and by general consent the bill 
sidered as in Committee’ of ‘the 
dered to a third reading. 


E 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
‘Weonespay, March 2, 1836. 


Mr. DENNY, by consent, submitted a motion 
to print five thousand extra copies of the report 
of the Franklin Institute of Pennsylvania, on the 
subject of the explosion of steam boilers, trans- 
mitted to the House yesterday I 
of the Treasury. 

The CHAIR said the motion must, under the 
tule, lie over one day. l 

Mr. DENNY moved to suspend the rule, in 
order to consider his motion at that time; which 
was agreed to—ayes 88, noes 44. 

Mr. PARKS said a copy of this report had just : 


_, by counsel an the main question, if he desired it. 


there had beeir two cases of contested elections 


i; before the House, charged with having committed 
‘1 an offense, then he would grant him counsel, 
by the Secretary || Such had been the course in ‘the case of General 
{| Houston. Here; however, was a member from | 
| North Carolina, who had been qualified, and was 
| acting as amember of the House; another person 
|] contests his election; they were to go by the dep- 
‘| ositions in the case, and make up, their minda 
| from them, and not from the arguments which 
might be made. They were called upon to settle 
bcen laid on their tables. No opportunity had ` a great constitutional question, and the Consti- 
been afforded tocxamine it, ortoascertain whether , tútion gave to them the exclusive jurisdiction over 
it was of any valuc, when a motion was made ‘| that matter. They were the judges. When they 
and pressed to print an cxtra number of copies. ;| were settling great national principles growing 
He was opposed, under the circumstances, to | out of the election. of members, where was the 


forcing the motion through the House at this itere x 
time. ʻi prineiples upon any other subject? And had it 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of North Carolina, moved | come to this, that they were to have lawyers 
to postpone the motion until to-morrow; which || brought into that House to assist them out in 
was agreed to—ayes 70, noes 64. lI their deliberations? He did not say it as a dispar- 


NORTH CAROLINA CONTESTED ELECTION. {; one of the profession. But he would as soon hear 


The report of the Committee of Elections on | any other set of men speak as that profession; | 
the contested election from North Carolina, came | because, when they spoke as lawyers, they would 
up as the unfinished business of the morning hour |; argue foran hour to distinguish between the south 
of yesterday. i ‘| and southwest side of a hair. He would ask 

The question pending was the amendment of i! his honorable friend from North Carolina, [Mr. 
Mr. Mann, of New Ok propoaing to make the | Bynum,] whether there was not some hundred 
report the special order of Tuesday next, instead | lawyers on that floor, any of whom might com- | 
of Wednesday, (this day,) as moved by the Com- `: pare with the lawyer who might be brought there 
mittee of Elections. — || asa counsel for the petitioner; and were they not | 

Mr. HARD said, with a view to have the {| disposed to do him justice,—strict, full, and 
House extend the usual courtesy tothe petitioner, || ample justice? He recollected that, in the con- 
and understanding it to be the usual course, he || 
moved that the petitioner, David Newland, have 
a seat assigned him on the floor of the House, and | 
that he have leave to address it in his own behalf. 

Mr. BYNUM was sorry the gentleman had 
made the motion. A similar motion had been 
made a few days ago by one of the majority of 
the Committee of Elections. That motion was, 
that the petitioner have leave to be heard on the | 
floor of the House, by himself or by counsel. 
As the gentleman representing the minority of 
the committee had made the motion in a some- 


j had lawyers to advocate his cause, and he had no 
doubt it would be the case on the present occasion. 
' He had no doubt, if there were to arise any 
difficulty, lawyers enough would be found in the 
House to engage on both sides. Was a lawyer 
to be introduced on that floor, because the gentle- 
man petitioning was notalawyer? He hoped not. 

Mr. BROWN begged to make an inquiry be- 
fore he voted upon the question. He wanted to 
|| know if this motion, that the petitioning member 
l! have leavé to appear by counsel, was made upon 


| not blessed with the faculty of debatin 


SS ee 


t House himself on the preliminary question, ang ` 


Mr. HARDIN said he was in the House when || 


t before it, and he had never heard even an appli- | 
ii cation for counsel.. When a man was brought | 


ii difference between that ahd settling great national || 


i ‘| counsel in that House. 
i! agement of that class of men, for he himself was <; 


tested election year before last, each of the parties || 


a9: 


| his aubhiorty atid at Kid Waúest? “Ef such was 
. the fact he khodfd hardly feel himself at liberty to 
‘refuse an application so just and reasonable. A 
‘resolution of that kind might be necessary to 
place the petitioner upon something like a footing 
of equality with the sitting member. There was 
no petition for leave to appear by counsel, and it 
might be that the tema Se claiming the seat did 
not desire any such privilege. He might be will- 
ing to trust his claims to their own merits, to his 
own efforts, and the efforts of such friends as he 
might find upon this floor. He therefore begged 
thé honorable gentleman who made the motion 
would furnish the House with this necessary in- 
formation. 
‘Mr. PEARCE, of Rhode Island, said he felt 
authorized in saying that, from the foundation of 
the Government to the present time, whenever 


: either of the parties in a contested election re- 


quested to be heard by counsel, it was granted 
him. Hecited the case from Georgia, of General , 
Jackson and General Wayne, in which one of 
the parties had been heard by counsel. The gen- 
tleman from Kentucky [Mr. Harpin] had taken 
the ground that there wére lawyers enough in the 
House to advocate the claims of either of the gen- 
tlemen., They ought not to act on the supposi- 
tion that one halt would go on one side, ane the 
other half on the other, Ifa gentleman who iš 
, wishes 
` to be placed on an equal footing with the other, 
‘ let him have some person to do for him what he 
i cannot do for himself. Neither ought they togo 
| upon the ground that every gentleman would read 
over the whole of the testimony, and examine 
i into it; then how could one claimant be on an 
equal footing with the other claimant, unless he 
be heard by counsel? It might be necessary to 
collate the testimony and make a synopsis of the 
case; then, if counsel be necessary, let it be fur- 
nished. 

Mr. CONNOR stated that he was authorized 
by the petitioner himself to say, he only desired 
a seat on the floor to be heard; and that he did 
i not desire counsel, He therefore hoped his col- 
league [Mr. Bynum] would withdraw his motion. 

Mr. BYNUM begged leave to set the gentle- 
man from Kentucky, [Mr. Fe ae spoke 
' from memory, right. The cases which he was 


l about calling attention to were not from memory 


| He then read the case of a contested election from 
| New Jersey, in 1789, in which Mr. Madison ad- 
| vocated the hearing the petitioner by counsel, and 

the petitioner was heard by counsel. He cited 

another case in 1804, in which a petitioner was 
i heard by counsel. He mentioned those as addi- 
| tional evidence in support of those already men- 
| tioned. There were other cases which might be 
|! enumerated; and in the whole book of elections 
| there was not an instance where counsel had been 
denied when asked for; and he was sorry to hear 
such sentiments come from the gentleman from 
Kentucky, who represented a farming people; and 
were the farming people not to be heard by coun- 


'| sel on constitutional questions? It was doing in- 


justice to that people to exclude them from having 
He wished to reply to 
some remarks which fell from the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania [Mr. MeK enan] the other day. 
That gentleman did not know Mr. B., and he 
must be permitted to tell that gentleman, when he 
became acquainted with him, he would be amon: 

: the last members in that House whom he woul 
‘attempt to misrepresent. The gentleman from 
| Pennsylvania was reported to have said ‘‘ that it 
‘was with no little surprise and regret that he 
‘heard the gentleman from North Carolina [Mr. 
‘ Bynum] yesterday declare his opinion, that the 
‘ sitting member was not entitled to his seat, 
‘although no opportunity had been offered for 
‘the examination of the case.’ Mr. B. asked’ 
the House and the honorable gentleman if he had 
| made such declaration? In reply to some remarks 
which had fallen from his two colleagues on that 
subject, he'did make use of the following words, 
as he distinctly recollected: “He himself was not 
‘decided on the subject; he wanted to have more 
‘light as well as the gentleman himself; but from 
‘ what he had understood, if he mightbe permitted 
| ‘to express an opinion, he was predisposed to 
‘ believe that the sitting member was not entitled 
| € to his seat.” The gentleman from Pennsylvania 
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had put words in his mouth which he had never 
said. When some gentlemen have not subject- 
matter to make a display of parliamentary talents, , 
they fancy some monstrous object to show them- i. 
selves off to advantage. Mr. B. said he had not » 
made such a statement, and the attributing it to ' 

im was gratuitous. E 

MM. McKENNAN said he would be the last 
man who would aemp! to misrepresent any gen- 
tleman. But as to what be had stated, he sub- 
mitted it to the House to say whether there was 
any material difference between what he had said 
and the languagcadmitted by the gentleman him- ,Ț 
self. He had said that he had not means of 
examining into the case; and as other gentlemen | 
had not had an opportunity to dogo, he only said 
that gentlemen ought not to prindere it. Asim- 
partial jurors, they would be cal ed upon todecide 
the case; and they should do so without any pre- 
disposition of it. : 

Mr. BYNUM rose to reply, but his remarks 
were arrested by the expiration of the hour. 

The CHAIR announced the special orders, 
being the appropriation bills. oi 

Mr. HARDIN moved to suspend the rules, in |! 
order to proceed with the preliminary discussion ! 
on the contested election. 

‘Mr. CAMBRELENG was compelled to ask 
for the yeas and nays on the motion to suspend 
the rules. The public interest was suffering in 
consequence of the delay in the passage of the , 
appropriation bills, and he could no longer remain | 
quiescent. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and were— 

yeas 66, nays 132. 

So the House refused to suspend the rules. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATION. | 


j 
i 


The SPEAKER laid before the House a mes- | 
sage from the President of the United States, rela- 
cargoes of Portuguese vessels; which was referred |: 
to the Committee on Foreign Affairs, and ordered 

Mr. CAMBRELENG said, presuming it to be | 
the desire of the House to terminate the discus- `: 
sion on the New York relief bill that day, he, | 
with that view, moved to suspend the rules of the | 
to without a count. 

NORTHERN BOUNDARY OF OHIO. 
Judiciary, asked leave to make a report from that |: 
committee, on the subject of the application of || 
Union, and onthe message of the President of the. 
United States, in relation to the disputed. bound- 
explained that he made the request. of the House |! 
merely that the report and documents should be | 
would take several days to print; and not to dis- | 
cuss or even read the report at that time. | 

Mr. THOMAS moved to suspend the rules; 
which was agreed to, 
report, accompanied. by a bill to establish the 
northern boundary line-of the State of Ohio, and - 
igan into the Union on. certain conditions; which 
bill was twice read, and committed to a Committee 

Mr. T. then gave notice that on to-morrow he _ 
should ask leave to-move; that the, bill be made 
present month. ; 

SUFFERERS BY NEW YORK FIRE. 
of the sufferers by the fire in the city of New 
York; which was on its final passage. 
remarks, and, addressed the House at. length in’ 
opposition to. the provisions of the bill. 
last gentleman, demanded the previous question, ` 

Mr. EVERETT hoped the gentleman would not. 

Mr. VANDERPOEL moved acall ofthe House; 

which was. ordered; and, after proceeding some 


tive to abolishing discriminating duties on the | 
to be printed. 
House for that purpose; which motion was agreed 
Mr. THOMAS, from the Committee on the f 
the Territory of Michigan for admission into the | 
ary line between Ohio and Michigan. Mr. T. | 
put in the hands of the public printer, as they | 
Mr. BRIGGS objectin 
Mr. THOMAS then presented the foregoing | 
to provide for the admission of the State of Mich- ` 
of the Whole on the state of the Union. 
the special order of the.day for the 15th of the - 
The House then took up the bill for the relief 
“Mr. PEARCE, of Rhode Island, concluded hig : 
Mr. LANE, after a few remarks in reply to the | 
press that motion after making a speech himself, ` 
time, was, gn motion by Mr. Howe t, suspended, i: 


. rill, Vanderpoel, Ward, Wardwell, and Webster—95. 


h 
:: Calhoon, William B. Calhoun, Campbell, Carter, é 


~ So the House determined that the main 


- vice for the year. | 


© eulogized, 


the United States could not be an idle spectator, 
; but would probably be compelled to take an active 


: as it had gone, it had not been carricd on with : 
' justice. 


., estimates for the various naval appropriations, as | 


i ment, in the north Atlantic, south Atlantic, and 
: the Gulf sections, to 


The previous question was then seconded by 
the House, taken by tellers—ayes 81, noes 78. 

Mr. EVERETT asked for lera and nays 
on the question, ‘‘Shall the main question be now 
put?” which were ordered, and the result was— 
yeas 95, nays 110; as follows: 


YEAS — Messrs. Adams, Heman Allen, Anthony, Ash, 
Bailey, Barton, Bean, Beardsley, Beaumont, Bockee, 
Boon, Bovee, Boyd, Brown, Cambreleng, Carr, Casey, 
Chapin, Childs, Cleveland, Coffee, Connor, Craig, Cramer, ' 
Cushman, Darlington, Dickerson, Doubleday, Dunlap, Eff- 


ner, Fairfield, Farlin, Philo C. Fuller, William K. Fuller, ': 


James Garland, Glascock, Grantland, Haley, Joseph Hail, 


Hannegan, Hard, Albert G. Harrison, Haynes, Howard, |: 


Hunt, Huntington, Huntsman, Ingham, William Jackson, 
Jabez Jackson, Richard M. Johnson, Cave Johnson, Henry 


Johnson, Judson, Kennon, Kilgore, Lane, Lansing, Lay, |: 


Gideon Lee, Joshua Lee, Thomas Lee, Leonard, Love, 
Lucas, Abijah Mann, John Y. Mason, William Mason, ; 
Moses Mason, May, McKeon, McKim, McLene, Moore, 
Muhlenberg, Owens, Page, Parker, Patterson, Phelps, John į 
Reynolds, Joseph Reynolds, Schenck, Seymour, Shinn, 

Sickles, Smith, Sutherland, Taylor, John Thomson, Tur- ‘ 


NAYS — Messrs. Chilton Allan, Ashley, Banks, Bell, 
Bond, Borden, Bouldin, Briggs, Buchanan, Bunch, John | 
eorge | 
Chambers, John Chambers, Chaney, Chapman, Nathaniel | 
H. Claiborne, Clark, Corwin, Crane,Cushing, Davis, Denny, : 
Dromgoole, Evans, Everett, Forester, French, Fry, Gal- | 


i braith, Rice Garland, Graham, Granger, Graves, Grayson, | 


Grennell, Griffin, Hamer, Hardin, Harlan, Harper, Samuel — 
S. Harrison, Hawkins, Hazeltine, Henderson, Heister, 
Hopkin=, Howell, Ingersoll, Janes, Jarvis, Jenifer, Joseph „i 
Johnson, John W. Jones, Benjamin Jones, Klingensmith, 
Lawler, Lawrence, Luke Lea, Lincoln, Logan, Loyall, 
Lyon, Job Mann, Martin, Sampson Mason, Maury, Mc- 
Carty, McComas, McKay, McKennan, Mercer, Miller, Mil- 
ligan, Montgomery, Morgan, Morris, Parks, Patten, Dutee J. 
Pearce, James A. Pearce, Peyton, Phillips, Pickens, Potts, 
Reed, Rencher, Roane, Robertson, Russell, Augustine H. 


‘| Shepperd, Shields, Sloane, Spangler, Standefer, Steele, 


Storer, Taliaferro, Thomas, Waddy Thompson, Turner, 


, Underwood, Vinton, Weeks, White, Whittlesey, and Sher- 


rod Williams—110. 


ques- 
tion shall not be now put, and the effect of the 
vote was to put the subject from before the House | 
this day 


. 


NAVAL APPROPRIATION BILL. Loh 


On motion by Mr. CAMBRELENG, the House |: 
then resolved itself into the Committee of -the.; 


i 


Whole on the state of the Union, (Mr. MILLER |. 


in the chair,) and resumed the consideration of 
the bill making Spee profans for the naval ser- 
6. 
The question pending was. the motion of Mr. | 
BEL, to reduce the item for the improvement and 
necessary repairs of the navy-yard at Portsmouth, 
~ era ae one half, viz: from $67,000 to 
’ : - 
Mr. THOMPSON, of South Carolina, said he 
could not support the bill as reported, because 
the estimates had not been furnished by the proper 
Department, nor examined by the proper. organ 
of that Hoyse—the Naval Committee. 


Mr. T. referred to the situation of our relations |: 


with France, and the correspondence between 
the two countries, the former of which he highly 
He then referred to the system of 
fortifications recommended by a former adminis- | 
tration, and avowed himself prepared to carry it ` 
out with the utmost liberality. A great contest į 
was approaching between the northern powers of | 
Europe—between despotism on the one hand, and 
constitutional governments on the other—to which 


part. The signs of the times portended this.con- 
test, and, believing this, he was willing that the | 
system of fortifications should be: carried out ‘' 
with liberality. But he complained, that so far | 


i The expenditure had been made in one : 
section of the. country, while the means were . 
drained from another. Mr. T. ther read from a, 
tẹbular statement he had himself made out. the 


contained in the report from the Navy Depart- f 


à prove the great disparity in j| 
disbursenjent. Theestimate of expenditure was, 
for the northern Atlantic, $7,547,000, south Atlan- 
tic, $7,000, and the Gulf frontier and south Atlan- i 
tic PE only $393,000; so that the North had | 
the advantage of the difference between upwards į 
of seven millions and a half and less than four | 
hundred thousand dollars. It so happened, too, 


HH 
iJ 
tE 


_ Sundry citizens of Laporte county, in 
i Indiana, praying for the establisment of a new 


that the heads of thase very Departments, havin, 

the control ‘of those eee, were selec 

from the North; the Secretary of State (Mr. 
| Forsyth) having charge onl of the foreign rela- 
l| tions of the country. Mr. T. referred also to the 
| expenditures in other branches ofthe Government, 
i In the North there were two armories and twelve 
‘arsenals; the whole South and West had four 
arsenals and no armory. In the North, six 
navy-yards; in the South, on the Gulf, one. In 
the North, onemilitary school; in the South, none, 
In the North, sixteen forts and twenty-five gar- 
risons;in the South, only seven forts and gar-, 
:risons. In the North there was less occasion for 
: forts, garrisons, or soldiers, for they had neither 
slaves nor Indians to contend with. The whole 
amount proposed to be expended at the North was 
eleven million of dollars, and only about half a 
million to the residue of the Union. Mr. T. read 
the various items and particulars upon which his 
statements were founded, and contended that the 


: Union was resolving itself into a Union oftribute- 
payers and tribute-receivers. 


He warned gen- 
tlemen not to press this too far, nor rely too long 
‘upon the endurance of a generous and willing 
people, at all times ready to expend their money 
and their blood in defense of their common coun- 
try. . 
Mr. T. referred to an estimate furnished to 
himself by Captain Chace, whieh stated that it 
would require at least $2,950,000 to put Pensa- 
coloa on a footing with the least respectable of 
northern navy-yards, while only $64,000 was 
proposed by the present bill. e then quoted 
the opinions of Captain Dallas, Colonel Gratiot, 
the board of engineers, Commodore Porter, Com- 
modore. Ridgley, &c., showing the importance 
of Pensacola harbor for a naval station in the 
eventof a war. Mr. T. said he himself believed 
it of greater importance than all the other har- 
bors put together, and entered into a detailed 
argument to show its capabilities and natural ad- 
vantages over our other stations. BeforeMr.T 
concluded, he gave way to 
Mr. WISE, on‘ whose motion the committec 
rose, reported progress, and asked leave to sit 
again. 


| The SPEAKER laid before the House a com- 


| munication from the Secretary of the Treasury, 


; in relation to military land warrants; which was 
i laid on the table and ordered to be printed. 
Also, a communication from the same, trans- 
i mitting, in obedience to a resolution of the 13th. 
| ultimo, a statement showing the number of 
claims for horses lost on the western frontier in 
1831, in the Black Hawk war; which was referred 
| to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be 
printed. 
On motion by Mr. BROWN, the House then 
adjourned, at half-past four o’clock, p. m. 


IN SENATE. 
Tuurspay, March 3, 1836. 


The CHAIR announced a communication from 
_ the War. Department, transmitting, in obedience 
_ to the resolution of the Senate of the 26th ultimo, 
`a report from Mr. Gratiot on the present, condi- 
tion of the Winnebago Indians; and also a report 
from Mr. Brush, who was selected last year to 
visit the Indians residing between the Mississippi 


i and Lake Michigan; and, 


On motion by Mr. WHITE, the reports were 
referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and 
ordered to be printed. i 

Mr. HENDRICKS presented the petition of 


State of. 


', post route; which was referred to the Committee 


on the Post Office and Post Roads. 
REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 


Mr. NAUDAIN, from the Committee on 

aims, to which had been referred the. petition 
of the widow.of James Leomaster, reported a bill 
for her relief; which was read and ordered to a 
second reading.. 

Mr. N., from the same committee, made unfa- 
vorable reports on the petitions of Alphonso 
Wetmore and of Richard Boon; and the commit- 
tee. was discharged from the further considera- 
tion of the same. : 


PAYMENT oF VOLÖNTEERS. 9° | 

The bill providing payment for the militia and ' 
volunteer corps in the service of the United States 
was read the third time and passed, ' attachment of the slaves, and the friendship and 


__ FLORIDA RAILROAD. . munificence of masters in return, until this inter- 
The bill to authorize the Pensacola and Per- . ference of the Abolitionists had changed the char- 


placed a greater restriction upon them. Their 
condition had been much improved from what it 
; was under the colonial government of Great Brit- 
am. He described the happiness, fidelity, and 


Și 


TH UONGRESIONAL GLOBE. 


dido Canal and Railroad Company to construct 
aroad through the lands of the United States, 
was, after being amended, on motion by Mr. ` 
Davis, ordered to be engrossed fora third reading. 
DUTIES ON IMPORTS. 

The bill to repeal the provisoes in the frst and : 
second sedtions of the act in alteration of the 
several acts imposing duties on imports, was also 
ordered to be engrossed for a third reading. 


RESOLUTIONS. 


Mr. DAVIS submitted the following resolu- 
tion; which was considered and agreed te: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Military Affairs be in- 
structed to inquire into the expediency of providing for the 
appointment of chaplains for the Army of the United States. 


Mr. NILES submitted the following resolution; 
which was considered and agreed. to: 


., Resolved, That, the Committee on the Post Office and ; 
Post Roads be instructed to inquire into the expediency of ; 
establishing a fost route from Hartford, Connecticut, via ; 
Windsor, Poquoneek, East Granby, West Suffield, and : 
Feeding Hitis, to Westfield, Massachusetts. i 
Mr. EWING, of Ohio, submitted the follow- ! 
ing resolution; which was considered and agreed 
to: i m 


Resolved, That the Committee on Commerce be instructed 


acter of their relations. He hoped measures would 
be speedily adopted that would put this matter at 
rest, that they might proceed in future in the path 
of their duty, without excitement and with good 
feelings. a: 
Mr. KING, of Alabama, next took the floor, 
and in a speech of some length advocated the re- 
ception; of the petition. He was one of those 
who, when the subject was first introduced, was 
opposed to any discussion on it, believing that 
the inevitable tendency of a protracted discussion 
would be to add to the excitement unfortunately 

‘ prevailing. He thought that it would have been 
. far preferable to follow the practice of former 
! Congresses in either referring these abolition 
memorials, or laying them on the table, where 
they slept, and were not again heard of. By such 
à course excitement was prevented, and the fanat- 

; icism of the Abolitionists was rebuked and dis- 
| couraged by them, seeing how little noti¢e was 
| taken of ‘their wild and visionary projects, and 
| what little prospect there ever was of being 
| favorably listencd to. He was not disposed to 
' find fault with those gentlemen coming from sec- 
i tions of the country equally interested in the 
` subject with the one he represented, who differed 
with him in regard to the manner in which these 


Q0F 


the ‘prayer of the petition. This ton¢se would 
areal of all thenbjectionsthat had beeh urged 
onthe constitutional question. ` We take (said he) 
|| from the citizens of the United States, be they 
‘| fanatics or whatever they may be called, the peti- 
., tion expressive of their wishes, but we go no 
further: we then tell them that- their request is 
unreasonable, and cannot be granted; to grant 
their prayer would be contrary to the obligations 
` of our duty; it would be a violation of the Con- 
stitution, and against every principle of justice 
and humanity, and we, therefore, stamp it with 
our unqualified reprobation. ; 

Mr. K. dissented from the eloquent Senator 
from South Carolina, in apprehending any danger 
from the spirit of abolition in France and Pacland 
crossing the Atlantic, and adding to that spirit on 
this side of the water. So long as he had the 
Christian world in America with, him—so langas 
he had with him so strong a party of wise, zealous, 
disinterested and generous friends at the North 
making every exertion to put down that spirit, he 
cared little for what was thought or said in France 
or England. He expressed the strongest reliance 
on the exertions of his northern friends, upon the 
messages of the Governors of States, and the well 
ordered presses: operating on public opinion, to 

‘put down the dangerous spirit of abolition; and 
: spoke in the highest terms of the message of Gov- 
ernor Marcy on that subject; but he warned his 
northern friends, and he wished them to believe 
that, if ever public sentiment should approach 
that point so as to induce legislation in Congress 
on the subject of the abolition of slavery in the 


‘memorials should be disposed of; he knew that 
i they were as strongly urged both by interest, 
ii feeling, and sense of duty to the course they 
‘| thought it proper to pursue as hé was; but, dif- 


to inquire into the expediency of making an appropriation | 
for thie improvement of the harbor at the mouth of Black 
river, in the State of Obio. 


VACANCY FILLED. 


On motion by Mr. KING, of. Alabama, and || 
by unanimous consent, the vaeancy in the Com- | 
mittee on the District of Columbia, occasioned | 
by the resignation of Mr. Tyrer, was ordered to | 
be filled by the Chair. ae 

THE QUAKER PETITION. 


The petition of the Society of Friends of Lan- | 
easter, Pennsylvania, for the abolishment of | 
slavery in the District of Columbia, was taken 
up as the special order. ji 

Mr. GOLDSBOROUGH said that, coming from `! 


a State so deeply interested, he could not be silent. i 


It was not surprising that there was an excite- 
ment when they had so much atstake. He spoke 
of the anxiety to hear what would be done in | 
Washington. It would be better to have.a ten 
pos foreign war, than to have this excitement 
ept up; he disclaimed all intention to mingle it , 
with politics. When the subject was up at a | 
former time, he was disposed to have as little said `` 
on it as possible. He was willing then to receive | 
the petitions, and Jet them quietly lie on the table | 
until some course should be agreed upon; until 
an. appeal by report should be made to that great | 
arbiter, publie opinion, that irresistible monarch | 
to which all must submit. He would eddress 
himself to the gentlemen of non-slaveholding 
States, and through them the people. of those ;; 
Statos. This little government of ten miles square | 
was ceded to the United States to enable Congress ‘| 
to prorcet themselves from being overawed by |; 
mobs, &c.,in Philadelphia. The spot was selected ‘' 
from the midst of the slaveholding States. The | 
citizens of Maryland and Virginia consented to it i 
from patriotic motives, and did not dream that ;! 
measures would be attempted to subvert their 
happiness in consequence of it. The North had ` 
nothing to gain, and the South everything to lose, `: 
in case of the interference by Congress. THe read | 
a report made on the subject some years ago, to ` 
show that the Representatives from the North and ` 
East had fixed the boundaries of legislation on |, 
this question themselves, and which he was will- | 
ing to adhere to. The committee who made the | 
report was composed of gentlemen from those 
States. lt was very natural that citizens from 
different sections should be desirous to promul- ` 
pate their peculiar opinions through Congress; 
ut when the promulgation of those opinions led ' 
to a revolution, there ought to be some reasonable 
eheckinterposed. The Abolitionists had mistaken | 
the effect of their labors; instead of causing a re- | 
laxation in the rigorous treatment of slaves, it | 


a 


fering with them, though he was cqually anxious 
to take the strongest course in opposition to the 
memorials, yet he could not consent to mix up a 
subject so important to the State he represented, 
and to the whole southern country, with another, 


i which, by creating a sympathy among the virtu- 


ous and well-disposed for those in whose case the 
right of petition might be abridged, would, per- 
haps, add to the number of the dchided followers 
of the feading Abolitionists. As had been well 
argued by’ his friend from Pennsylvania, [Mr, 
Bucuanan,] the right of. petition was admitted, 
on all hands, to be an inherent right previous to 
| the adoption of the Constitution, secured by that 
| instrament, and not to be set aside under any 
į circumstances. Should they, then, for the pur- 
| pose of putting an end to the machinations ‘of the 
, Abolitionists, (though, indeed, it was the opinion 
' of many that the refusal to receive the petitions 
would not produce that effect,) give occasion to 
many well-disposed persons to believe that the 
sacred right of petition had been violated, and 
induce them to unite with the Abolitionists in 
continuing the existing excitement? Even if he | 


had no doubts of the constitutionality of the pro- 


¢edure, he would, on the grounds of expediency, 


| hesitate before he would give rise to any appre- i 
hensions that Congress was willing to infringe | 


on the right of petition. 

It was not to be doubted, that, since the meeting 
of Congress these individuals, associated together 
for the purpose of disturbing the peace and tran- | 
quillity of the southern States, had increased be- 
yond all calculation. The agitators were pourin 
out their treasure with a lavish hand in subsid- | 
izing presses, and distributing papers for the pur- ; 
ose of producing some action in Congress. He: 
ad no hesitation in expressing the opinion, that | 
the discussion that had taken place in Congress 
had had the effect of stimulating these fanatics to 
greater exertions. If this was not so, why were 
theit efforts greater now than at any former pe- 
riode? They had not heretofore persevered to | 
the extent that they now did, because Congréss | 
gave no consequence to their memorials by pro- | 
tracted discussion, but passed them by with si- | 
lent contempt. , 

After some further remarks, showing why he |: 
could not vote against the reception of the peti- | 
tion, Mr. K, said he would go with his friend | 
from Mississippi [Mr. WaLxer] in the strongest || 
measure that could be adopted, and that; he felt || 
| assured, was the one proposed by the Senator. 

from Pennsylvania, (Mr. Bucwanan,] to reject |; 


| York, however, had ‘pass 


‘in the District might be taxed so hi 


' District of Columbia, the cords ‘of the Union 
would be severed. It was disavowed on the part 
of a majority of these Abolitionists that there was 
any intention of interfering with the question of 
slavery in the States. The District was to be the 
battle-ground. He knew that many gentlemen 
entertained the opinion that Congress possessed 
the constitutional powcr to legislate on the subject 
in the ten miles square; and the Senator from 
Vermont (Mr. Prentiss] entered into a constitu- 

‘tional argument to show that Congress did not 
possess the power. Sóme' years ago a report was 
made in the other House, on a bill before that 
body, claiming remuneration fot a slave killed in 
the public service, in which the doctrine was ad- 
vanced; that slaves were not property. [Marigny 
D’Antetive’s case.] The gentleman from New 

é pral the barriers 

of the Constitution, it support of ‘his argume 

by the position, that iP Coneress elnancipated the 

waves of the Disttict; it Gould te done Pt the pub- 

lic use. Mr, K. here replied gt length to that 
part of Mr, Prenriss’s argument, showing how 
impossible it was to reconcile it with the clause in 
| the Constitution; and also replied to another part 
of the argument of the same gentleman, that slaves 
git as to com- 
pel their owners to part with them, urging th 

strong mns there Wotild be in such‘a tax, an 

its matiifest violation of good faith towards the 

States who ceded the ten miles square to the 
United States for a far different purpose. 

Mr. K., after shone how impossible it was 
for the Abolitionists to benefit the slaves of the 

District, even if they sueceeded in producing their 

desired effect on Congress, éalled upon all friends 

of the Union to lénd their anlin putting downthe 
alarming and dangerous excitement prevailing on 
the subject, and ended by assuring his brethren 
of the Bonth: that although he could not, con- 
sistently with his sense of duty, vote against 
receiving the pefition, yet he would cordially 
unite with them in the strongest measures for 


| protecting the constitutional nights and interests 


of the South. : 

After Mr. K. had concluded, _ 

Mr, CUTHBERT expressed a wish to address 
the Sénate on the stibject, before the question was 
taken. Ashe then felt somewhat indisposed, he 
hoped the Senate would not com el him to goon 
at that late hour, but would indulge him by post- 
poning the guestion until to-morrow. 

Mr. PORTER suggested that as Fridays were 
usually devoted to the consideration of bills, it 
would be better to postpone the subject until 
Monday; if agreeable to the gentleman from 
Georgia; ind Mr. Cortigerr assenting, 

On motion by Mr. HUBBARD, the farther 


222 
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TAE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE: 


consideration of the memorial -was postponed 
until Monday next. ee 
HOUSE. BILLS. 

The following bills from the House were sev- 
erally read twice and referred: 

A bill authorizing the Secretary of War to 
transfer a part of the appropriation for the sup- 
pression of Indian hostilities in Florida to the 
credit of subsistence; 


A bill authorizing the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury to act as the agent of the United States in all 
matters relating to their stock in the Bank of the 
United States; and . X 

pey ing penarine; 
States. 


A bill to prescribe the mode of 

heretofore granted by the United Ste i 
After the consideration of executive business, 

The Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Tuurspay, March 3, 1836. 

Mr. CHAPIN, by consent, reported from the 
Committee on Revolutionary Claims, the follow- 
ing resolution; which, under the rule, lies over 
one day: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be directed 


| 


to cause to be made out and furnished to this House, from : 


the books and files of the Department, a full and accurate 
transcript of the accounts of Silas Deane, deceased, and 
of all agreements, vouchers, and evidences in support of 
the same, or relating thereto, which accrued while Mr. 
Deane was acting as the commercial and political agent of 
the United States in France, or elsewhere, and also while 
he was commissioner and embassador at the court of 
France ; and subsequently, while he was required to be in 
attendance upon the continental Congress, or acting in any 
public capacity for the United States, together with all 
statements and evidences of the settlement, adjustment, 
liquidation, or payment of such accounts, or any part there- 


| 


of; and also all information in the possession of the De- . 


partment touching the validity and equity of the claims of 
the heirs-at-law of Silas Deane, deceased, now pending 
before Congress. 

On motion by Mr. BOON, the rule was sus- 
pended, for the purpose of receiving reports from 
committees, 


REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 


On motion by Mr. SUTHERLAND, the Com- | 


mittee on Commerce was discharged from the 
further consideration of the bill from the Senate, 
making an appropriation for the improvement of 
the river Wabash; and, on motion by Mr. Davis, 
the same was committed to the Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union. . : 

` Mr. FORESTER, from the Committee on 
Claims, reported a bill for the relief of Captain 
W. H. Bell; which was read twice and com- 
mitted. 

Mr. WARDWELL, from the Committee on 
Revolutionary Pensions, reported a bill for the 
relief of William Allen; which was read twice 
and committed. 

Mr. BOON, from the Committce on Public 
Lands, reported a bill to authorize the Michigan 
City and Kankakee Railroad Company te con- 
struct a canal through the public lands, and for 
other which was read twice and com- 
mitted. 

Mr. B., from the same committee, reported, 
without amendment, the bill from the Senate to 
divide the Green Bay land district, and for other 
purposes; and the same was committed. 

Mr. REYNOLDS, of Illinois, from the Com- 
mittee on Roads and Canals, reported a bill pro- 
viding for the survey of certain rivers and roads 
therein named; which was read twice and com- 
mitted. 

Mr. HARRISON, of Missouri, from the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands, reported a bill toauthorize 
the Missouri and Mississippi Railroad Company 
to locate and construct a railroad through the 
public lands, and for other purposes; which was 
read twice and committed. 

Mr. SMITH, from the Committee of Ways 
and Means, reported certain documents from the 
War Department relating to Plymouth beach; 
which were laid on the table and ordered to be 
printed. 

On motion by Mr. CAMBRELENG, the Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union 
was discharged from the further consideration of 

the following bill, and the same was amended, 
read a third time, and passed: abillauthorizing the 


Secretary of the Treasury to act as the agent of | 


i 
| 


the United States in all matters relating to their 
stock in the Bank of the United States. 

Mr. C., from the same committee, reported a 
bill authorizing the Secretary of War to transfer 


:: a part of the appropriation for suppressing In- 
. dian hostilities in Florida, to the credit of sub- 


sistence; which was read twice and ordered to be 
engrossed and read a third time; and subse- 
quently the bill was passed. 


Mr. DUNLAP, from the Committee on Pub- ' 


lic Lands, reported a bill granting to Henry 
M. Shreve the right of preémption to eighteen 
sections of public land lying on the line of the 


great raft on Red river; which was read twice, | 


and committed. 
. Mr. CRAIG, from the Committee on Revolu- 


tionary Claims, reported a bill for the relief of ` 
> the legal representatives of William Boyce, de- 


ceased; which was read twice, and committed. 

On motion by Mr. CAMBRELENG, the Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union, 
was discharged from the further consideration of 
the following bill, and the same was read the 
third time and passed: A bill to prescribe the 
mode of paying pensions heretofore granted by 
the United States. 

Mr. GALBRAITH, from the Committee on 


Private Land Claims, reported the following bills; | 


which were read twice, and committed: 
A bill for the relief of William C. Hazard, of 
Rhode Island; and 
_ A bill for the relief of James Bradford, of Lou- 
_ isiana. 
Mr. SUTHERLAND, from the Committee 
on Commerce, reported a bill providing for the 


, erection of public hospitals; which was read | 


i twice and committed. ; 

Mr. MUHLENBERG, from the Committee 
on Revolutionary Claims, reported a bill for the 
relief of the children and heirs-at-law of John 
Chilton, deceased; which was read twice and 
' committed. 
|© Mr. FRY, from the Committee on Revolution- 


| ar 
William Farris; which was read twice and com- 
mitted. 


| Mr. LINCOLN, from the Committee on the 


| Public Lands, reported a bill for the relief of the 
‘| heirs and assignees of Peter Alba, deceased; 
i} which was read twice and committed. 


| Mr. BANKS, from the Committee on Claims, 
| reported a bill for the relief of the legal repre- 
sentatives of David Caldwell, deceased; which 
was read twice and committed. 

Mr. LEA, of Tennessee, from the. Committee 
on Revolutionary Pensions, reported a bill for 
the relief of Patrick McEwen; which was read 
twice and committed. ; 

Mr. LAWRENCE, from the Committee of 
Ways and Means, reported a bill for the relief 
of Benjamin Adams & Co., and others; which 
was read twice and committed. 

Mr. PATTON, from the Committeee on Ter- 
ritories, reported a resolution setting apart the 
fourth Thursday and Friday of this month for 
the consideration of bills and resolutions relating 
to the Territories of the United States. 

Mr. BELL moved to amend the resolution by 
adding the following proviso: i 


bills should be disposed of by the House. 


Mr. CAMBRELENG said heho 
ment would be agreed to. 

The amendment was concurred in, when the 
resolution was rejected. 

Mr. CHAPMAN, from the Committee on the 
Public Lands, reported a bill to allow such pur- 
chasers of public lands in the years 1818 and 1819 
as omitted to take the credit allowed by law, the 
same relief which has been extended to those who 
availed themselves of the credit system; which 
was read twice and committed. 

Mr. CHAPIN, from the Committee on Revo- 
lutionary Claims, reported a bill for the relief of 
the heirs-at-law of John D. Treville, deceased; 
which was read twice and committed. 

_ Mr. KILGORE, from the Committee on Elec- 
tions, reported a bill for the relief of Robert P. 
Letcher and Thomas P. Moore; which was read 
twice and committed. 

Mr. CRANE, from the Committee on Revo- 
lutionary Claims, reported a bill far the relief of 


ped the amend- 


Pensions, reported a bill for the. relief of | 


Provided, That before that time theseveral appropnation | 


March 3, 
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James Witherell; which was read twice and com- 
mitted. d 

Mr. DAVIS, from the Committee on Claims, 
| reported a bill for the relief of Benjamin H. Mc- 
' Call; which was read twice and committed. 
i! Mr. CARR, from the Committee on Private 
| Land Claims, reported a bill for the relief of the 
i legal representatives of Daniel Warner, deceased; 
‘ ehh was read twice and committed. 
Mr. UNDERWOOD, from the Committee on 
| Revolutionary Claims, reported a bill for the re- 
' lief of Major William Loughburn; which wag 
read twice and committed. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Kentucky, from the Com- 
, mittee on Military Affairs, reported the followin, 
bills, which were read twice and committed: 

A bill to fix the pay of the officers of the na- 
i: tional armories; and 7 

A bill to provide for the better protection of 
the western frontier. f 

Mr. BEARDSLEY, from the Committee on 
the J udiciary, reported a bill declaring the effect 
| of judgments in the circuit and district courts of 
the United States, and for other purposes; which 
was read twice and committed. 

'. Mr. ROBERTSON, from the Committee on 
| the Judiciary, reported a bill to change the time 
of holding the district court of the United States 
i, for the western district of Virginia, holden in 
Clarksburg; which was read twice and committed. 
| Mr. THOMAS, from the Committee on the Ju- 
; diciary, reported a bill for the relief of certain heirs 
and representatives of J; ames Wilson, deceased, 
| late of the city of Alexandria; which was read 
|, twice and committed. Pe 
| Mr. THOMAS, from the same committee, re- 
| ported a resolution providing, that the bill to es- 
| tablish the northern boundary line of the State 
‘| of Ohio, and to provide for the admission of the 
|| State of Michigan into the Union on certain con- 
| ditions, be made the special order of the day for 
the 15th of the present month. 

Mr. BELL moved the same amendment maved 
by him to the resolution reported this morning, 
from the Committee on Territories: 

Provided, That hefore that time the several appropriation 
bills shoutd be disposed of by the House. 

The amendment was agreed to; and on the res- 
olution as amended, 

Mr. THOMAS asked for th 
which were ordered. 

Mr. MERCER inquired of the Chair if the 
motion required a majority of two thirds for its 
adoption? 3 

he CHAIR replied, that inasmuch as its ob- 
ject was to change the order of business, and con- 
erty the rules of the House, so far as that 
order was concerned, it would require a majority 
of two-thirds. i 

The resolution as amended was rejected—yeas 
124, nays 79; not being two thirds in the afirma- 
tive. 

YEAS — Messrs. Adams, Ash, Ashley, Banks, Barton, 
Bean, Beardsley, Bockee, Bond, Borden, Bovee, Buchanan, 
Buneh, Cambreleng, Carr, George Chambers, Chaney, Cha- 
pin, Coffee, Coles, Corwin,Craig, Cramer, Crane, Cushing, 
Cushman, Darlington, Davis, Denny, Dickerson, Double- 
day, Fairfield, Farlin, French ) Fry, Wiliam K. Fuller, Gal- 
braith, James Garland, Gillet, Glascock, Granger, Joseph 
Hall, Hamer, Hannegan, Samuel S. Harrison, Albert G. Har- 
rison, Hawkins, Haynes, Heister, Holsey, Hopkins, How- 
ard, Howell, Hubley, Hunt, Huntington, Huntsman, Jabez 
Jackson, Janes, Joseph Johnson, Richard M. Johnson, Cave 
: Johnson, John W. Jones, Benjamin Jones, Kilgore, Kin- 
| nard, Klingensmith, Lane, Lansing, Lawler, Joshua Lee, 
Thomas Lee, Leonard, Logan, Loyall, Job Mann, Martin, 
John Y. Mason, Moses Mason, Sampson Mason, William 
Mason, May, MeCarty, McKennan, McKeon, McKim, Mc- 
Lene, Montgomery, Moore, Morgan, Muhlenberg, Owens, 
Page, Patterson, Dutce J. Pearce, James A. Pearce, Peyton, 
Joseph Reynolds, Roane, Robertson, Schenck, Seymour, 
Shields, Shinn, Sickles, Slade, Sloane, Smith, Spangler, 
Steele, Storer, Sutherland, Taylor, Thomas, John Thom- 
son, Toucey, Towns, Turner, Vanderpoel, Vinton, Ward, 
Wardwell, Weeks, and Whittlesey—124, 

NAYS—Messrs. Heman Allen, eaumont, Bell, Bouldin, 
Boyd, Briggs, Brown, Bynum, John Calhoon, William B. 
Calhoun, Campbell, Carter, Casey, John Chambers, Chap- 
man, Nathaniel H. Claiborne, Clark, Connor, Deberry, 
Dickson, Dromgoole, Evans, Everett, Forester, Philo C. 
Fuller, Rice Garland, Graham, Grantland, Graves, Grayson, 
|| Grennell, Griffin, Haley, Hardin, Harlan, Harper, Hazcl- 
tine, Henderson, Hoar, Ingersoll, William Jackson, Jarvis, 
Jenifer, Henry Johnson, Judson, Lawrence, Lay, Luke 
Lea, Lincoin, Love, Lyon, Abijah Mann, Maury, McUo- 
mas, McKay, Mercer, Miller, illigan, Morris, Parker, 
Parks, Patton, Phelps, Phillips, Pickens, Potts, Reed, 
Rencher, John Reynolds, Russell, Augustine H. Shepperd, 
j Standefer, Taliaferro, Waddy Thompson, TurriH, Under- 
1 wood, White, Lewis Williams, and Sherrod Wiiliams—79. 


e yeas and nays; 
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Mr. EVANS, from the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, reported a bill for the relief of Gharles 
Blake; alsa, a bill granting a pension to Robert 
Lucas; which were read twice and comntiitred. 

Mr. P. C. FULLER, from the Committee en || 
Claims, reported a bill for the relief of James J. |: 
Pattison; which was read twice and committed, | 
. Mr. MERCER, fromthe Committee on Roads - 
and Canals, reported the following bills; which 
were read twice and committed: -. : on 

A bill to authorize the removal of the bar at or 
near the mouth: of the river Mississippi; and i 

A bill further to amend the act incorporating | 
the Chesapeake and Ohio Canal Company. |. 

Mr. MILLER, from the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, reported the following bills; which 
were read twice and committed: 

A bill granti 
Westlake: maS 

A bill granting a pension to Walter Dyer. 

:Mr. JARVIS, from the Committee on Naval! 
Affairs, made an adverse report on the bill from ` 
the Senate for the relief of Captain Augustus A. 
Nicholson. : 

Mr. J., from the same committee, reported a | 
bill making appropriations for removing the bar | 
at the mouth of Pensacola Bay, and for construct- | 
ing an hydraulic dock, or an inclined plane, at | 
Pensacola; which was read twice and committed: 
Mr. J., from the same committee, reported the |; 
following resolution; which, by consent, was con- | H 
sidered and agreed to: i 
` Resotved, That the Secretary of the Navy be ditected to | 
eause a course of experiments to be instituted, for the pur- 
pose of aseertaining the-efficiency and testirig the safety of | 
the medium or light guns of the Navy, and of comparing | 
their effect with the guns for which they were proposed to 
be substituted. : : 
Mr. STORER, from the Committee on Revo- :: 
lutionary Claims, reported the following bills; ;' 
which were read twice and committed: i 

A bill for the relief of Jeremiah Goldsmith; |, 
an i 


A bill for the relief of Joseph Tuttle. ji following resolution: 


Mr. GRANTLAND, from, the Committee on i 
Naval Affairs, reported a bill for the relief of |; 


Dudley Walker; which was read twice and com- |} 


mitted., ; 

Mr. MORGAN, from the Committee on Revo- | 
lutionary Pensions, reported a bill for the relief of | 
Matthias Travers; which was read twice and 
committed, f 

Mr. WHITTLESEY, from the Committee on 
Claims, reported the following bills; which were 
read twice and committed: 7 

A bill for the relief of Daniel Davis; 

A bill for the relief of James Baker; and i 

A bill granting half-pay to the widows and , 
orphans, where their husbands and fathers have | 
died, or shall hereafter die, in the military service | 
of the United States, in certain cases. : 

Messrs. BOON and WILLIAMS, o 
Carolina, from the Committee on Public Lands; i; 
Mr. PARKER, from the Committee on Naval || 
Affairs; Messrs. CRAIG, MUHLENBERG, | 
KINNARD, and BEAUMONT, from the Com- |! 
mittee on Revolutionary Claims; Messrs. FRY | 
and BOND, from the Committee on Revolution- | 
ary Pensions; Mr. TOUCEY, from the Commit- 
tee on the Judiciary; Messrs. HOWELL and i 
DOUBLEDAY, from the Committee on Invalid :' 
Pensions; Messrs. CHAMBERS, of Pennsy)- || 
vania, CARR, and PATTERSON, from the |! 
Committee on Private Land Claims; and Mr. | 
WHITTLESEY, from the Committee on Claims |; 
—made unfavorable reports upon various resolu- || 
tions, memorials, and petitions; which, with one 
or two exceptions, were laid on the table. 

_{Mr. Warttiesey, from the Committee on 
Claims, reported adversely in the case of John 
Campbell, Nathan Winteringer, James Adams, 
Thomas Foster, Jr., and Aquilla Bishop.] 

Mr. SEVIER, on leave, presented a statement 
containing the census of the population of Ark- | 
ansas; which was laid on the table,and ordered 
to be printed. 

RESOLUTIONS ADOPTED. 

The following resolution, heretofore submitted 
by Mr. Mercer, was, on his motion, considered 
and agreed to: 


arrearage of pension to Josiah ; 


f North i 


which bave beer made for building the Washington bridge 
across the Potomae; diseriminating therein the cost of 
various works upon the same, in wood, earth, rubbie stone, 
or masonry, and all extra work contracted for or added to 
; the structure of the said bridge, by order or permission of 
the Department, subsequent to the. original. contract there- 
for, distinguishing in like manner the description and cost 


of AH such extra work; and that he also state the relative | 
elevation, above ordinary high tide, of the present bridge, : ee ; 
‘| people of the former he described as aliens to all 


compared with that which stood on the same site. 


. The following resolution, heretofére offered by 
Mr. Dickson, was, on his motion, considered and 
agreed to: 
~ Resolved, That the Committee on the Judiciary be in- 
structed to inquire into the expediency of providing by law 
for the State of Mississippi an equivalent iu land or. money 
for the sixteenth sections which have been guarantied to 
said State within her limits, by an act to authorize her to 
form a constitution and State government, and from which 
she is wholly excluded in the district of country lately 
ceded to the United States by the Chickasaw tribe of Ins 
dians. 


On motion by Mr. BOON, it was 


| Resalved, That the Committee on the Public Lands be 
instructed to inquire into the expediency of authorizing 
incorporated railroad and canal companies to construct 
railroads and canals through the public lands of the United 
i States. ž 


| On motin by Mr. PEYTON, it was 


| Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Office and 
! Post Roads be instructed to inquire into the expediency of 
| establishing a post route from Gallatin, Tennessee, to Tomp- 
| kinsville, Kentucky, passing by Duncy Cross Loads, in 
i Smith county, Tennessee, down the Long Fork of Barren 
river, by John B. Lamery’s store, thence to Tompkinsville, 
Kentucky. 


SUFFERERS BY NEW YORK FIRE. 


ceedingly important that the New York relief bill 
should be disposed of; and he moved a suspen- 
sion of the rule, for the purpose of proceeding 


- with its consideration. 


Mr. PARKS called for the yeas and nays; 
which were ordered; and the motion to suspend 


_ the rules was rejected—yens 129, nays 66; not 


two thirds. 


Mr. HANNEGAN asked leave to submit the 


Resolved, That the report of the select committee, ap- 
pointed during the last Congress, to investigate the affairs 
of the West Point Military "Academy, be withdrawn from 
the files, and that ten thousand copies thereof be printed. 
~ Objection being made, Mr. H. moved to sus- 
| pend the rule; which was negatived without a 
| count. 

Mr. ASHLEY moved a suspension of the rule 
for the purpose of taking up an amendment of 


Arkansas; which was negatived—ayes 97, noes 
54; not two thirds, 


NAVAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


On motion by Mr. CAMBRELENG, the House 
then -resolved itself into the Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union, (Mr. Mitter 
in the chair,) and resumed the consideration of 
the bill making appropriations for the naval ser- 
vice for the year 1836. f 

The question pending was the motion by Mr. 
BeLL to reduce the item for the improvement 
and necessary repairs of the navy-yard at Ports- 
mouth, New Hamp 
$67,000 to $33,500. ` 


it 


Mr. THOMPSON, of South Carolina, resumed | 


the Senate to a joint resolution of the House, ; 
i; establishing ccrtain post roads in Missouri and | 


shire, one half, viz: from | 


his remarks in opposition to the general principles : 


of the bill, on the ground of the inequality of || 
expenditure on the northern and southern sèa- | 


board, and entered again into various details to 
show the advantages of the latter section for naval 
stations. Labor could be procured much cheaper 
at the South and West than at the North, where 
the system of society was complex and artificial, 


at the breaking up of the tariff system. Mr. T. 
again recurred to the testimonies of Colonel Gra- 
tiot, Commodore Dallas, the board of engineers, 
&c., in favor of the advantages of Pensacola har- 
bor for a naval station, and reiterated the charges 
of inequality comprised in the recommendations 


the South. He complained of the pitiful bill in- 


i troduced that morning by the chairman of the 
raulic | 


Naval Committee [Mr. Jarvis] for an h 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be directed 
to lay before this House a statement of the disbursements 


dock or an inclined plane at Pensacola. 
say, make Pensacola equal to the most respectable 


and which would be disbanded in the year 1842, | 


| of the Secretary of the Navy which appropriated , 
: $7,000,000 to the North, and about $300,000 for | 


e would | 


of the other paral ptations,. or axpend nothing 
upon it. The measure proposed-m the bill just 
reported, if carried ont, provided only for vessels 
of a small class, and not those of a first-rate. He 
contrasted the amount of productions in the South 
and West with the North. The former was the 
great well-spring; the latter the reservoir. The 


the bounty of the Government, in comparison with 
the share of disbursements that fell to the latter. 
Mr. T. referred to the surplus revenue, and avowed 
himself willing to go to any reasonable lengths in 
‘disposing of it, for he regarded it as one of the 
, Most terrible impending calamities hanging over 
' the liberties and-inatitutions of the country. He 
entered intoa statement to show that it was several 
i millions more than was set down by the Secretary 
‘of the Treasury, exclusive of the bank stock and 
an estimate of $25,000,000 for the fiscal year. 


. He regarded this subject a more conclusive one 


| 


- committee took up and considered the bill makin 


_ than all the existing measures that had hithertd 
occurred, the Missouri question, tariff, compro- 
‘mise, and all united. There would be no less than 
between forty and fifty millions of surplus rev- 
enue next year. After some further remarks Mr, 
T. concluded, and 
Mr. EVANS obtained the floor, but gave way to 
Mr. CAMBRELENG, on whose motion the 
| appropriations for payment of revolutionary aad 
‘ other pensions for the year 1836. . l x 
On motion by Mr. CAMBRELENG, the come 


k ; ‘: mittee took up and considered the following bill: 
Mr. LAWRENCE remarked, that it was ex- `! p BER GPEC aut P An 


A bill to repeal so much of the act entitled “An 
i act transferring the duties of Commissioner of 
‘Loans to the Bank of the United States, and 
' abolishing the office of Commissioner of Loans,” 
‘ as requires the. Bank of the United States to per- 
form the duties of commissioner of loans for thé 


| several States. 


1 


| CONVENTION WITH SPAIN. 

On motion by Mr. MASON, of Virginia, the 
committee took up for consideration the bill to 
| earry into effect the convention with Spain. 

Mr. M. said he was ‘instructed by the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Affairs to move a substitute 
for the bill, omitting only the enacting clause; 
which he did, and briefly explained its provisions, 
showing that the bill and'the amendment differed 
énly in the fornt and structure of the commission 
appointed under the bill. i 

-Mr. ADAMS made a few remarks ‘in favor of 
the amendment. , ; à 
` Mr. CUSHING ‘aid, that he desired to avail 
himself of this occasion to express ‘his stro: 


i| sense of the justice and honor exhibited by the 


Government of Spain in the treaty of which this 
bill was the consummation. In the midst of 
national calamities, which she met with her char- 
acteristic fortitude, with a deadly civil war ragin 
in her bosom, and weighed down with financi 
embarrassments, Spain has acknowledged and 
satisfied the claims of our citizens in a spirit of 
manly promptitude and frankness strikingly con- 
trasted with the conduct of some ether European 
powers in a similar matter. “This procedure on 
the part of that gallant and high-minded nation 
did honor to the liberal policy which actuates her 
present rulers; and united as- Spain and the Uni- 
ted States are by the ties of a close intercourse, 
reciprocally beneficial to both, he felt that it was 
the duty of the: American Congress, in passing 
this bill, to bear emphatic testimony to the integ- 
rity and. dignified sentiment of self-respect mani- 
fested in this affair by the Queen Regent of Spain. 

On motion by Mr. BRIGGS, the committee 
rose; and reported the foregoing bills to the 
House. at As Shey see 

The two bills reported without amendment, 
were then read the third time and passed. : 

The amendment of the Committee of the Whole 
to the bill to carry into effect a convention with 
Spain, was then concurred in by the House, and 
the bill, as amended, ordered to be engroased for 
a third reading to-morrow; and, on motion by Mr. 
TOUCEY, the House adjourned. 
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Friar, March 4, 1836. 
-The following resolution, submitted yesterday 
by Mr. CHAPIN, was considered and agreed to: 
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Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasw be directed 
to cause to be made out and furnished to this: House, from 
the books and files of the Department. a full and accurate 
transcript of the accounts of Silas Deane, deceased, and of 
all agreements, vouchers, and evidences in support of the 
same, or relating thereto, which accrued while Mr. Deane ; 
was acting as the commercial and political agent of the | 
United States in France or ëlséwhere, aud also while he | 
was commissioner and embassador at the court of France, 
and. subsequently, while he was required to de in attend- 
ance upon the continental Congress, or acting in any public 
eapacity tor the United States ; together with all statements 
and evidences of the settlement, adjustment, liquidation, 
or payment of such accounts, or any part thereof; and also 
all information in the possession of the Department, touch- 
ing the validity and equity of the claims of the heirs-at-law 
of Silas Deane, deceased, now pending before Congress. 


STATE OF ARKANSAS. 


Mr. SEVIER, on leave, presented an ordinance 
of the convention lately assembled in Arkansas 
for the purpose of forming a State constitution; 
which was referred to the Committee on Territo- 
ries, and ordered to be printed. 


WEST POINT ACADEMY. 


Mr. HANNEGAN rose, and remarked that he 
had seen with regret a settled determination on 
the part of the majority of the House to resist 
any attempt to expose the abuses of the Military 
Academy at West Point. He warned the House 
that they could not smother the truth, and that, 
one way or another, the facts should be made - 

nown. 

Here Mr. H. was loudly called to order both 
by the Chair and by several members, and he 
moved a suspension of the rule for the purpose 
of offering the following resolution, which was 
read for information: . 

Resolved, That the report of the select committee ap- 
pointed daring the last Congress to investigate the affairs of 
the West Point Military Academy, be withdrawn from the 
files, and that ten thousand copies thereof be printed. 

Mr. H. again rose, and was again called to 
order. He said it was easy to teach a starling to 
cry order, but he desired to have the yeas and 
nays which motion he hoped was in order. 

he yeas and nays were accordingly ordered. , 

Mr. BROWN begged leave to make an inquiry . 
of the Chair. 

The CHAIR informed the 
tion was not debatable. 

Mr. BROWN said he did not desire to discuss | 
the question; he only wished to know whether | 
the report of the select committee, to which the 
resolution referred, had ever been received by the | 
House? 

The CHAIR replied that he could not answer 

e question, It wasa report made by a com- 
mittee at the last Congress. i 

Mr. WHITTLESEY inquired if the motion 
was intended to suspend the rule generally, so 
as to set aside the ordinary business of the day? 

Mr. HANNEGAN explained, that his motion 
contemplated only an application to the morning | 

our. 

The question was then taken; and decided in| 
the affirmative—yeas 112, nays 83; as follows: 

YEAS—Mesers. Adams, Ash, Bailey, Barton, Beale, Bell, ; 
Bockee, Bond, Bovee, Boyd, Buchanan, Bunch, Jobn Cal- : 
hoon, Cambreleng, Carr, Carter, Vasey, John Chambers, | 
Chauey, Chapin, Nathaniel H. Claiborne, Connor, Crane, | 
Cushing, Cushman, Dartington, Davis, Deberry, Dickson, | 
Doubleday, Dunlap, Effner, Fairfield, Fariin, | 


Forester, | 
French, Fry, Galbraith, James Garland, Gillet, Granger, | 
Grantland, G i 


rayson, Grennell, Griffin, Haley, Hamer, 
negan, Samuel S. Harrison, Albert . Harrison, Hawkins, 
Haynes, Holsey, Hubley, Hunt, Huntington, Ingham, Wil- 
liam Jackson, Joseph Jackson, Jenifer, Cave Johnson, 
Benjamin Jones, Kinnard, Klingensmith, Lawler, Joshua 
Lee, Thomas Lee, Luke Lea, Lo 
Mann, Martin, John Y. Mason, 
Mason, Sampson Mason, Maury, Ma. 
McKeon, McKim, McLene, Miller, Montgomery, Moore, 
Morgan, Muhlenberg, Parker, Parks, Patterson, Phelps, 
Potts, Rencher, John Reynolds, Robertson, Schenck, Au- 
gustine H. Shepperd, Shields, Shinn, Sickles, Sloane, 
Smith, Spangler, Standefer, Storer, John Thomsen, Tou- 
cey, Farner, Wardwell, Weeks, 
AYS—Mesars. Chilton Allan, Heman Allen, Ashley, 
Banks, Beardsley, 
lam B. Calhoun, 


gentleman the ques- | 


illiam Mason, Moses 
, McKay, McKennan, 


George Chambers, Chapman, Childs, 
Clark, Cleveland, Corwin, Craig, Cramer, Denny, Dicker- 
1p0} Dromgoole, Evans, Everett, Philo C. Fuller, William 
K. Fuller, Glascock, Graham, Graves, Hiland Hall, Hard, 
Harlan, Harper, Hazeltine, Heister, Hoer,Hopkins,Howard, 
Howeil, Huntsman, Ingersoll, Janes, Jarvis, Joseph John- 
son, Richard M. Johnson Henry Johnson, John W. Jones, 
Judson, Lane, Lansing, L 
Lincoln, Loyal, Lucas, McComas, Mercer; Milligan, Mor- 
ris, Owens, Pagd, Patton, Dutee J. Pearce, Philips. Pickens, 
Resd, aoe Reynolds, Roine, Rogers, Russel}, William B. 
Shepard, Sprague, Sutherland, Taliaferro, Taylor, Towns, 


Han- || gentleman had very truly said that there were |) 


an, Abijab Mann, Job |: 


and Lewis Williams—112. |. 


Borden, Briggs, Brown, Bynum, Wil- |i 


awrence, Gideon Lee, Leonard, |; 


| Tursill, Underwood, Vanderpoot, Washington, Webster, 
| Whittlesey, and Sherrod Williams—&3, 
| So the House refused to suspend the rule, two 
thirds not voting in the affirmative. 

NORTH CAROLINA CONTESTED ELECTION. 

The House proceeded to the consideration of 
the report of the Committee of Elections in the 
case of the North Carolina contested election. 

Mr. HARD, on a former day, made a motion, 
(which was modified on the suggestion of Mr. 
Mann, of New York,) that the petitioner, Davip 
New ann, have leave to appear, and also to ad- 
dress the House on the subject of his petition. 

The question pending was the amendment pro- 
posed by Mr. Byxum, that the petitioner be per- 
mitted to appear by himself or by counsel. 

Mr. BYNUM said, when he made the motion, 
he had done so because he understood, in private 
conversation, that the petitioner wished counsel; 
and also in accordance with the views expressed 
by. the majority of the Committee of Elections. 

i 


was authorized by the petitioner to state that he 
did not wish counsel. Mr. B. had since had a 
conversation with the petitioner, and with his col- 
league, and had ascertained that the petitioner 
had made such declaration; but the reason why 
he had done so was, that at that time the peti- 
tioner was unconscious that such a request had 
ever been asked by any petitioner of the House 
of Representatives, and he was unwilling to ask 
anything that had not been granted to others 
under similar circumstances. Upon mature re- 
flection, however, the petitioner had stated to 
Mr. B. that he would ask for counsel; ascertain- 
ing that it had been the uniform practice of the 
House to hear petitioners in such cases by coun- 
sel, and that that privilege had been in no one 
instance denied when asked. Mr. B. said, in 
reciting the case he had the other day of a con- 
tested election from New Jersey, in 1789, he had 
shown that it was the opinion of Mr. Madison, 
Mr. Stone, and various others, that the petitioner 
in such cases should have counsel. It appeared 
to be admitted by all parties that the petitioner 
should be heard ty counsel on the main question, 


butit was doubted by some whether he should be 
heard on the preliminary question. He had un- | 


derstood it to be the almost invariable practice in 
the British Parliamentto grant petitioners in such 
cases a hearing by counsel. He had found other 
cases in our own country than those already men- 
| tioned, and in one of those cases the sitting mem- 
ber had been allowed counsel; and he had not 
, discovered a single case where counsel had been 
refused. He took the liberty of dissenting from 
i the broad ground taken by the gentleman from 
Kentucky, [Mr. Harpw.] That gentleman had 


í stated that he thought it would be highly impoli- 


tic to admit lawyers on that floor to argue the 
eases of petitioners, in the case of contested elec- 
tions. Mr. B. thought it would be politic to have 
counsel. He believed it would be better for each 
Payo have counsel, and not have members of 
the House advocating each individual’s claims; 
selves from becoming judges of the matter, which 
they were bound to settle. For that reason, he 


. they were not admitted. 
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man’s statement. He hoped the vote would be 
taken on allowing the petitioner counsel, and that 
the preliminary question might be at once settled. 
r. MERCER did notrise to discuss the sub- 
ject, but merely to state, in reply to the gentleman 
from North Carolina, [Mr. Bynum,]} that counsel 
had not been admitted in such cases into the 
British Parliament since the passage of the Gren- 
ville act. : 
Mr. REED said he believed that counsel had 
not been admitted into Congress in the case of a 
contested election for thirty years past. At the 


. commencement of the Government, when the 


House was small, counsel had been admitted; but 
time had become so precious of late years, that 
If they were to admit 


`. counsel, there ought to be good reason for it, and 


i 


` believed the true policy would be to grant the | 


; petitioner counsel on the main question.. The 


s colleague [Mr. Connor] had stated that he | 


because, in so doing, gentlemen disqualified them- j 
; pendent of this, he believed that, unless where 


he did not think there was good reason for such 
admission on the present occasion. The mattér 
had been before a committee of nine members, 


‘| whose duty it was to examine into all constitu- 


tional and legal questions in relation thereto. The 
had, after examining the question, and hearing 
the testimony from the respective parties for the 
last three months, made two reports to the House. 
After that, was the examination to stop? No; it 
would be still further examined, and there were 


. enough of members to discuss the subjeet. There 
: Was no difficulty in finding a sufficiency of speak. 


ers. 


There were many lawyers on the floor 
competent and willing to discuss any legal mat- 
ters which might come before them; but he 
found other gentlemen, who were. not lawyers, 
competent to discusa the present question, and ta 
discuss it ably, too; and, therefore, he could not 
see the necessity of introducing lawyers to argud 
the case, and consume the time of the House. 
They might as well ask to have lawyers to come 
into the Moise to advocate the cause of the suf- 
ferers by the late fire in New York. Those suf- 
ferers certainly were as much in need of counsel 


‘as the petitioners, but his principal objection was 


to the time that would be wasted. . If a lawyer 


‘was to be heard, he would take two days in 


, the 


, enough of distinguished lawyers in the House to | 


_advocate either of the gentlemen’s causes; but 
_he must tell the gentleman that those lawyers 
: Were not going to pay that attention to the case 

that one would who was employed e 
; that purpose. The members of the 
not going to make that search into the laws of 
| yer would whose business it was todo so. He 
new from his little experience that the practice 
; Was to give the documents a mere casual perusal. 
While up, he could not 
the remarks made the other day b 
man from Pennsylvania, [Mr. McKe 
did think that the gentleman ’s stateme 
; represented his views; 
| would justify him (Mr. 
| 


nt had mis- 


wards that gentleman that he had too much re- 
: gard for the dignity of the House to use in its 
presence; but he was willing to let the countr 
judge between what he had said and the gentle- 


pry for : l 
ouse were | testimony was now introduced, and could it be 
| for a moment presumed, that individual members 


the gentle- : 
NNAN.] He | 


and his persisting in it | 
B ) in using language to- | 


i 
I 
! 
| 


i} 
i 
| 
| 


making an argument. If the gentleman was not 
capable of advozating his claim to his seat, he 
would find plenty of friends in the House who 
would do it for him; and he ventured that no mem- 
ber would express an opinion which would make 
him incapable of acting afterwards as a judge in 
the case. He objected to it from want of time, 
and that it might be the means of introducing 
lawyers on the floor on other subjects. ' 

r. HARD expressed a hope that the gentle- 
man from North Carolina [Mr. Bynum] would 
withdraw his amendment, and permit the peti- 
tioner to take his seat, until this preliminar 

uestion was settled. He could not but thin 
that the debate had taken a wide and unnecessary 


‘range at this stage. 


D 


Mr. GLASCOCK would be very unwilling 


| himself to adopt, under any circumstances, the 
| amendment proposed by the gentleman from 
| North Carolina, that counsel should be allowed, 


even if he could bring himself for a moment to 
believe that there was any necessity for it. Inde- 


there was an absolute necessity, the precedent 
was a dangerous and bad one. But why should 

epee! wish for counsel, when the report 
of the committee was in his favor? Mr. G. did 
not look upon the question as a mere legal one, 
or as involving only a legal question. It was 
true, that it depended in a great measure upon 


:, the law of North Carolina, regulating the pro- 


but express his regret at . 


the State in relation to the matter, which a law- || 


j 


ceedings of elections in that State, but the whole 


of the House were not fully qualified to decide 
upon that evidence? Where, then, could exist 
the necessity for the employment of counsel, if 
there be no difficult points involved? Or even if 
there were difficult points involved, it appeared to 
him that it was both prudent and proper for the 
House to decide for itself, without the interfer- 
ence of counsel. He could not believe that any 
difficulties could arise in the discussion of this 
question, nor could he be induced to believe that 
any individual member of the House would un 
dertake to decide a question of such importance 
without making himself porfectly qualified to do 
s0, by fully informing himself of all the facts upon 
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which he would have to vote. He would venture 
to assert, that no individual member on that floor 
would vote upon this question without reading all 
the evidence, and without listening to all the ar- 
gumena that might be advanced by gentlemen on 
oth sides of the question. : 

Independent of this, Mr.G. must be permitted 
to observe that, wherever counsel was employed 
for a specific purpose, for the purpose of advo- 


cating the particular cause of a particular individ- |; 


ual, he was expected, from the very nature of his 
station, from the duty a counsel owed his clent, 
to bring forward the strong points only, those 
calculated to operate exclusively for the benefit 
of the individual he represented, and not to touch 
upon those that woul k 
side. It did appear to Mr. G., then, that, taking | 
a general view of the subject, both as to policy 
and precedent, believing that House competent | 
to investigate, for itself, this question, that i 
there was no propriety on the present occasion, | 
of allowing counsel to the petitioner. He was 
opposed to the motion upon general principles, ; 
and he concurred with the gentleman from Mas- | 
sachusetts (Mr. Reen] that this principle, once 


adopted, would have to be carried ou: on all sub- ,, 


jects involving a legal point which might come 
up there for discussion. It was wrong; it was , 
nnproper; and he could never consent to it. 
r. WHITTLESEY here called for the orders | 
of the day. i 
Mr. BOYD moved to suspend the orders of the | 


day, for the purpose of proceeding with the con- |} 


sideration of this subject. 
Mr. BYNUM wished to move simply to pro- 


seed with the discussion, as he conceived that |; 


motion required only a bare majority. 


The CHAIR decided that that motion would ,; REPORT FROM THE TREASURY. 


require two thirds, consistent with the precedents | 
that had been long established by the 


decided upon at Teast twenty times. The effect 


of the motion was to suspend the rules of the |; 


House, so far as private business was concerned. | 


Mr. BOYD then modificd his motion, by |' Co 
|. printed. 


moving that the House procced with the consid- 
cration of the report of the Committee of Elections. 
The motion was decided as follows: ayes 87, noes 
83, whereupon, 

The CHAIR decided that, in conformity with 
what he understood to be the declared sense of 
the House, by long-established precedents, the 
motion was not agreed to, because it required a 
majority of two thirds. 

ir. BYNUM then took an appeal from the 
decision of the Chair, on the ground that a bare 


majority was sufficient to proceed with the busi- || 


ness under consideration, and that Friday and 


Saturday were not so absolutely set apart tor the |; 


consideration of private business, as to make that 
subject the special order for those days. The 19th 
rule is as follows: 

Friday and Saturday in every week shall be set apart for | 
the consideration of private bills and private business, in 
preference to any other, uniesa otherwise deterinined bya 
majority of the House. 

And the point was, whether it required a bare 
“majority, ”” or a “majority” of two thirds. The 
decisions of the Chair, and former precedents for | 
more than sıx years, were in favor of the latter. | 

The point of order was debated at some length, ; 
and the decision of the Chair was sustained by 
Messrs. MERCER, BRIGGS, WILLIAMS of 
Kentucky, CUSHING, EVERETT, WHIT- | 
TLESEY, and SUTHERLAND, opposed by | 
Messrs. BYNUM, BEARDSLEY, ARPER, 
VINTON, MANN of New York, BELL, VAN- 
DERPOEL and TOUCEY. f 

. Mr. HAMER demanded 
ton; which was seconded 
counted; and the main question was ardered to 
be u without a count. ; 

€ mun question was, ‘* Shall the decisio 
the Chair stand as the j a 
and thereon, 


the previous ques- 
—ayes 108, noes not 


. i 
go to sustain the other f 


ouse, and i The SPEAKER presented a com 


udgment of the Houge ??" | 


Mr. MANN, of New 


15 


York, asked for the yeas 


and nays; which were ordered, and the question i 

being taken, was decided in theafirmative—yeas ; 
| 132, nays 61; as follows: | 
| YEAS—Messrs. Adams, Chilton Allan, Ash, Raitey, | 
! Banks, Beaumont, Bell, Bockee, Boon, Borden, Brigz:, l 
| Buchanan, Bunch, John Caihoon, Wiliam B. Calhoun, i 
| Campbell, Carr, Carter, Casey, George Chambers, John | 
: Chambers, Chaney, Nathaniel H. Claiborne, Cleveland, | 

Coffee, Coles, Corwin, Crane, Cushing, Darlington, De | 
berry, Denny, Dickerson, Doubleday, Dunlap, Effner, 
Everett, Fairfield, French, Fry, Philo C. Fulter, Galbraith, ; 


| Griffin, Haley, Hiland Hatt, Hamer, Hard, Harlan, Samuel | 
| S. Harrison, Hawkins, Hazeitine, Heister, Howett, Hub- i 

ley, Huntington, Huntsman, Ingham, William Jackson, | 

Joseph Jackson, Janes, Jenifer, Joseph Johnson, Henry 
i Johnson, John W. Jones, Judson, Kennon, Kilgore, Kin- 
{ 
| 


; nard, Lane, Lansing, Lawler, Lawrence, Lay, Joshua Lee, ; 
Thomas Lee, Luke Lea, Lincoln, Logan, Lyon, Job Mann, ; 
Martin, JohnY. Mason. Moses Mason,Maury.May,McCarty, . 
: McKennan, Mercer, Miller, Milligan, Montgomery, Moore, 


| Phillips, Pickens, Potts, Reed, Rencher, John Reynolds, 
Roane, Russell, William B. Shepard, Augustine H. Shop- 
perd, Shiclds, Sickles, Slade, Spanzter, Standefer, Steele, 
Storer, Su:herfand. Talia erro, Taylor, Thomas, John 


uesey, Lewis Williams, and Sherrod Williams-—122. i 
NAYS—Messrs. Anthony, Barton, Bean, Beardsley, 
Bond, Bovee, Boyd, Brown, Bynum, Cambreleng, Chapin, 


, epa Hall, Hannegan, Harper, Albert G. Harrison, Haynes, 
| Hotsey. Hopkins, Ingersoll, Jarvis, Richard M. Johnson, 


‘| Cave Johnson,Gideon Lee, Leonard, Abijah Mann, William 
I| Mazon, Sampson Mason, McComas, McKay, McKeon, | 


| MeKim, McLene, Muhlenberg, Owens, Page, Parker, 
Patterson, Joseph Reynolds, Ripley, Robertson, Rogers, 
| Schenck, Smith, Toucey, Underwood, Vanderpoel, Vinton, 
Webster, and Weeks—6l. fr : 

So the House determined that the decision of 


' the Chair should stand as the judgment of the 


House. í 
ded to the orders ofthe 


i _ The House then procee 
day. sow 


munication 
from the Secretary of the Treasury, inclosing a 
statement relative to the growth, cultivation, and 
manufacture of cotton; which was referred to the 
Committee on Manufactures, and ordered to be 
BILLS PASSED. a 

The following engrossed bills were read the 
third time and passed: : 
| A bill for the relief of Archibald Small; 

A bill for the relief of Reuben Colburn; 

A bill for the relicf of Isaac Champlin and 
others, owner, &c., of the schooner Buffalo; 

A bill for the relief of Hen Darling; 

_A bill granting pensions and arrearage of pen- 

, Sions to persons thercin named; 

A bill for the relicf of Joseph M. Wormstead 
and others; ; 

A bill for the relief of Abiel Roads anit othera; 

A bill for the relief of Ebenezer Philips and 
: others; 

A bill for the relief of Joseph W. Green and 
others; f 

A bill for the relief of 

A bill for the relief 


of Benjamin ard Nancy 


|i Merrill; 


A bill for the relief of Joseph Greshım; 

A bill for the relief of William Bow nan; 

A bill for the relief of citizens of the reserved 
township, Monroe county, Indiana; 

A bill for the relief of Thomas Dixon & Co., 
New York; . 

A bill for the relief of Amy Wilson; 

A bill for the relief of Doxtator acd Weaver; 

A bill for the relief of the representatives of 
i Thomas Haliday; hee i 
| __A bill for the relief of William Woodward and 
William Mitchell ; sce 

A bill for the relief of the representatives of 


Josias Thompson; 3 
A bill for the relief of Gilbert. A. Smith and 
| others; io i : a 
A bill for the relief of Clark Allen; 
A bill for the relief of Samuel W. Ruff; 


James Garland, Rice Garland, Giascock, Granger, Grennell, |; 


Conner, Crain, Cramer, Cushman, Davis, Dickson, Farlin, | 
William K. Fuller, Gillet, Grantland, Graves, Graysan, Jo- :! 


George Gott ard others; | 


| 
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A bill for the relief of Daniel Smith; 
A bill for the relief of John Dement; 


A bill for the relief of the heirs of Nathaniel 
Tyler, deceased; : 

A bill to authorize the conveyance of certain 
lands belonging to the Territory of Michigan; 
áh i 

A bill to carry into effect the convention with 
Spain. 

SENATE BILLS. 

The following bills from the Senate were- read 
twice and committed: . 

A bill to repeal parts of the acts to alter and 
amend the severalacts imposing duties onimports, 
approved July 14, 1832; A : 

A bill to authorize the East Florida Railroad 


| Company to construct a rai 
Morgan, Morris, Dutce J. Pearce, James A. Pearce, Phelps, | pany railroad through the 


public lands in the Territory of Florida; and, 
A bill to authorize the Pensacola and Perdido 


' Railroad and Canal Company to construct a rail- 


i; road and cut a canal through the i ci 
Tuomson, Tumer, Turrill, Ward, Wardwell; White, Whit- || ; gh the public lands. ; 


POST ROUTES. 


The amendment to the Senate to the joint res- 
olution of the House, for the establishment of 
certain post routes in Missouri, Arkansas, and 
Wisconsin, was concùrred in. 

` THOMAS P. ESKRIDGE. | 7.17" io 

The House procceded to consider the amend- 
ment reported by the Committee of the Whole 
to the bill for the relief of Thomas P. Eskridge 
and Alvarez Fisk; and pending the same, `” 

The House, on motion by Mr. MANN, of New 
York, adjourned. i EE ae 


Nae 


modus 
a 


IN SENATE, ain 0s 
Farmar, March 4, 1836. 71" S 
Mr. PORTER presented the credentials of the 
; Hon. Rosert Carrer Nicwovas, elected a Sen- 
ator from the State of Louisiana to serve for six 
| years from the 4th of March last; which were 
read. : ; 
The usual oath to support the Constitution of 
the United States was then administered to Mr. 
Nıcuotas by the Vice President, and he took his 
seat in the Senate. hai 


VACANCY FILLED. 


The CHAIR announced that he had, in pur- 
suance of the order of the Senate yesterday , ap- 
‘pointed Mr. Wargenr to fill the vacancy in the 
Committee on the District of Columbia, occa- 
sioned by the resignation of Mr. Trier, but with 
the understanding that the member next to Mr. 
Tyer in order on the committee shall be the 
chairman. This was agreed to by general con- 
sent; and Mr. Kent is, therefore, the chairman 
of the committee. ey nee A 


VACANCY IN FINANCE COMMITTEE. 
On motion by Mr. WEBSTER, it was 


Ordered, That the vacancy in the Committce on Finance, 
occasioned by the resignation of Mr. Tyr, be filled by the 
Chair. á 


oa 


woe re 
ia 


© 


PETITIONS, MEMORIALS, ETC. ` |" 


Mr. HENDRICKS presented the petition of 
sundry citizens of Michigan, praying for an ad- 
ditional appropriation for the military road from 
Detroit; which was referred to the Committee on 
Roads and Canals. * ey r EAN 

Mr. EWING, of Ohio, presented the petition 
of sundry citizens of Ohio, praying for an appro- 

riation for building a bridge across the Ohio at 
Wheeling; which was referred to the same com- 
mittee. l E td E a oad 

Mr. MORRIS presented the memorial of sundry 
inhabitants of Michigan, praying for the establish- 
ment of sundry post routes; also,:the memorial 
of sundry citizens of the same Territory, praying 


A bill for the relief of the legal representatives 
of Dr. Absalom Baird, deceased; nae ii 


for an appropriation for the improvement of the 
harbor at the mouth of St. J oseph’s; the first of 
which was referred tothe Committee on the Post 


226 


es 


Office and Post Reads 
mittee on Commerce. ~ ` 
"REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 

Mr. KNIGHT, from the Committee on Man- ` 
ufactures, to which had been referred the petition 
of. sundry citizens of Philadciphia and Baliimore,~ 
made a report thereon; which, wiihout a reading, 
was ordered to be printed. y i 

Mr. EWING, of Ohio, from the Committee on 
the Public Lands, made an unfavorable report on 
the petition of Peter Moore, and on ve petition 
of sundry citizens of Erie county, Pennsylvania, 
praying for a donation of public lands, on condi- 
tion of settling the same. | : : 

T Mr. E., from the same committer, also made 
an unfavorable report on the m morlal of the- 
Legislature of Alabina, askine for pre:mption 
‘Nights for settlers on pablic lands who were de- 

rived of their improvements in consequence of ; 
Andian reservations. : i 
1 Mr. E. said he had been instructed by the com- :' 
mittee to repart against these preinmten claims ` 
on the round that, in the opinion of ike commit- ` 
tee, the grant of presmption was a mero gratuity, 
and that the petitioners had no legal right what- - 
ever to the lands they had been deprived of. 

Mr. KING, of Alabama, frecly admitted that 
the laws granting preemption righ!s gave mere 
gratuities, and that the individuals had no legal 
right to the land they had been deprived of; but: 
the Government had, in a spirit of wise liberality, ' 
made grants to those mdividuals who had settled 
‘on, and improved the lands, educated their chil- ' 
dren, and added to the resonrers and population 
of agrowingcountry. ‘These grants were general; , 
and in pursuance of the Indian treaty the indi- 
viduals were deprived of their trapravements for 
the purpose of cating floating Lidia reserva- 
tións. ft was extremely hard thatihese individ- 
nis, after having made their improvoments, and 
believed that they had secured to chomsilves a 
home, shouid be deprived of thoin by flouting || 
ludian reservations, of which they could not > 
possibly have anticipated when they souled on | 
their lands. He shouid move to lay the report’, 
on the table;and when it came up again he hoped 
he should be able to satisfy the Senate, that this | 
-wise gratuity of Congress towards these individ- `i 
nals should not be departed from because they || 
had unfortunately come under the operation of ` 
circumstances which were unforeseen and unex- n 
pected, = >> : i | 
- The report was then laid on the table. o] 

~ BILLS INTRODUCCD. i 


Mr. TIPTON, in pursuance of notice given, i 
asked and obtained Idave, and iatrodue d a bill’ 
Supplementary to the act to provide for we ex- 
change of lands with the Indians residing ia the 
several States and ‘Territorics, and for tacie re- |: 
moval beyond the Mississippi. This bill was 
read the first time, and by geucral consent read 
the second time, and referred to ihe Commitice on '; 
Indian Affairs. — feel 
_. Mr. WEBSTER, on leave, introduced a bill | 
to allowa drawback on the exportation of cordage | 
manufactured from foreign hemp; which wastwice ., 
read and referred. ti 


ik RESOLUTIONS. 


Mr. EWING, of Ohio, submitted the follow- | 
ing resolution; which was considered and agreed 
k EIE a Í 
to: : 
Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be directed ` 
to iniorm the Senate what part of the whole-expcnditure 
“oder the bead of tae Indian department, trem the com 
mencement of the Government to the Bt) September, 1635, 
as stated in bis report to the Senate of the Qi! o. January | 
last, was paid to the tudians ior Pud; purchased of thein j 
by the Unused States. Also, tat he transmit to tac Senate | 
a statement of the balance oy public moneys in ened oF the | 
deposit banks on the latest day to witiell he has received i! 
tavir accounts current. i! 
ls 


“Mr. PRESTON submitted the following reso- ` 
lution; which lics on the table one day: vie 


‘Resoiced, That it is expedient, the States of Maryland ` 
and Virginia ussenting thereto, to recede the District of | 
Columbia to those States, with such reservations as maybe ` 
necessary ror this Government. j 


‘Mr. TOMLINSON submitted the following 
resolution, which was considered and agreed to: |: 


Resvized, Taat the Committee on Pensions be instructed | 
to inquire into the expediency or allowiug to the widow of | 
Capraia Samucl Gibbs tie amount wiici would have be- i 
eome due to her late husband, aa an invalid pensioner |! 


fig o i E 


ee 3 pe V 
„and the latter to the Com- `' 


awe e 


| Was to go to grading the road in Tilinois. 
: was to be macadamized with material to be hauled 
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daring the time he was entitled ta an annuity under the act 


tov the purpose oF being placed on the list of revolutionary 
poncioners. 

EXPUNGING RESOLUTIONS. 
~~ Mr. BENTON remarked that he was under-a 
pledge to the American people to bring forward 


.; a motion for expunging from the Journals of the `: 
` Senate certain resolutions which had. passed that 


body. He had not made this motion up to the 
present time, because he thought it.wasa motion 
of that character requiring the Senate to be full 
when it was made. The Senate was pot entirely 


< full; there was still a vacancy, but it would prob- |; 
` ably be filled in the course of two weeks.. 


He, 
therefore, thought proper now to give notice, 


` (though he was not called on’ by any rule of the 


Senate to give such notice,) that, as soon as that 
vacancy was filled, he should bring forward. his 


' motion to expunge the resolutions he had referred 


to. ; i i 
n BILLS PASSED; : 
The following bils were severally read the third 


time and passed: 3 ; 
The bill to repeal certain provisions in the act 

in alteration of the several acts imposing duties 

on imports, approved 14th July, 1832; = -: - 

- The bill to authorizethe East Florida Railroad 


: eoa 


Š < i 2 Se a 
7 Vey gt be: een 
thin : va ee TS 
road from Maysville in Kentucky had Soatonly 
e 


+ we- p for the refief of the surviving officers and soldiers’ of thet tthe 3 ate of ae A $ 
È} Rovoiution, if he had not relinquished his invalid pension | 2 the rate of five thousand dollars per mile. 


, Was opposed to commencing a system in INinois 
jį that would incur an cxpenditure of from ten to 
| fifteen thousand. dollars per mile. He had an 
i amendment he intended to offer at some future 
Sage of the OM 
! -- Mr. HENDRICKS went into an argument to 
_ show the advantages of a large appropriation over 
`a small one. There was onl about half the dis- 
` tance to work upon the road in Ohio there was in 
ii Indiana.” The difficulty in procuring stone’ was 
not so great as some gentlemen had imagined, as 
; there were gravel beds of considerable extefit con- 
: venient to the road. _ See ee ed 
i'. After some remarks fiom Mr, NILES, | 
"Mv BENTON referted t9 some of thea 


,aTSN 
i ments used by him the other day to show that it 
Was really wasteful to make these ‘small appro- 
| priations. "7. ' E E 

ji- Mr. KING, of Alabama, said the road had ‘cost 
| more than it was really warth, He would prefer 
ʻi that a reasonable estimate ‘should be made of the 
-expense necessary to complete it, and that com- 
I poses ‘should be incorporated by the State Legis- 


n 


atures, through which it passed; to make it, and 
- that Congress should make an ap řoprintion: to 
assist them in doing it.: He had no doa jt it- would 
cost less in that way. , He advertcd to the man- 


Company to construct a railroad through the i ‘per‘in which it was pressed’ upon the Senate by 
lands of the United States, in the Territory of |, the members immediately interested, They. would 


Plorida; and non 
-The bill to authorize the Pensacolaand Perdido 

Railroad and Canal Company to constract aroad, 

and cut a canal through the publig lande. va 


VESSELS IN THE MACKEREL FISHERY: 
On motion by Mr. DAVIS, the bill in-addition 


, to the act of the 24th May, 1828, entitled an act 


to authorize the Eeensing of ships and vessels to 
be employed in the mackerel fis ncry, Was taken 


; up and considered, and ordered to a third reading. ; 


THE CUMBERLAND ROAD.:. ii 


On motion by Mr. HENDRICKS, the Senate 
resumed the consideration of the bill for the com- 
pletion of the Cumberland road in the States of 
Ohio, Indiana, Illinois, and Missouri;.and. the 
quesuon was then taken on the first part of Mr. 
Cray’s amendment, to strike: out: $320,000, the 
appropriation for the road in. Ohio, and insert 
$2UJ,UU0; and carried by the following vote: ::; 


YEAS — Messrs. Black, Calhoun, Clay, Crittenden, 
Gold. bvougss, Mill, Kent, King of Alabama, King of Geor- 
gia. Knight, Leigh, Mangum, Moore, Naudain, Porter, 


; Prentiss, Preston, Switt, Tonmdinson, Walker, and White 


NAYS—Messra. Benton, Buchanan, Ewing of Illinois, 
Ewing of Ohio, Grundy, Hendricks, Hubbard, Linn, Me- 
Kean, Morria, Nites, Robbins, Robinson, Shepley, Tall- 


t wadze, Tipton, Wail, Webster, and Wright—19. 


Mr. HENDRICKS stated the effect of this vote. 


! There was 182,000 appropriated last year; “and 
‘if tae amendment of the Senator from Kentucky 


(Mr. Crar] prevailed, it would reduce the appro- 
priauion now toa less amount than was: appro- 
praed to the road in the State of Indiana at the 


Jast session. : 


Mr. KNIGHT, in voting, had went. on the 
Principle that $200,000 was as much as could be 


,, economically expended in one year; but, after ; 
“hearing the statement of the Senator from In- | 


diana, (Mr. Hewpnicss,] he would change his 
vote. ` 


Mr. KING, of Alabama, had not been in his 
place when this bii) was up before. He thought 


: the sum of $200,000 an amount which was, if vx- 


pended as i: ought to be, sufficient for one season. 
He thought they ought ta complete a part of the 
road as far as they went, and not. Icave any of 
it in an unfinished state, so that it might be trans- 
ferred to the States. v 
ject he should vote for the ‘reduction 
amount appropriated to $200,000. ` ~- 


beyond it; and went into a detail of the several 
smounts that had becn appropriated and expended 
onthe road. He had supposed the appropriation 
f it 


some thirteen miles, the road from the Wabash 
to the Mississippi would cost from ten to fifteen 
thousand dollars per mile. For one, he was not 
willing to put such an expenditure upon it. The 


With that view of the sub- !: 
of ‘the ; 


Hi Mr. CLAY could go for the $200,000, but not | 


, be glad in his State to have an ‘appropriation even 


i Nberal, but not lavish. He had no disposition to 
‘embarrass any of the new States. “He lived in 
! one Himself, - He would vote to limit the appro- 
' priation to 8800000. '*8 "tS E E 

Mr. ROBINSON said the system of. making 
!, this road“had_been changed, and the expense of 
| construction greatly reduced. , He ventured to as- 
| seyt there was no one place where: stones would 


‘have tø be drawn the distance of twenty-five 
miles. ` There was one place where a, bridge was 
to. be built, to"which stones would be drawa thir- 
; téen miles. . He spoke of the greaijmportance of 
|| the road, and would feel sorry if Nocasures should 
|{;be taken to prevent its being macadamized. The 
''Governnient liad’ induced people tọ believe. it 
i! Would go on and make this road, in consequence 
| 6f which they had been induced to purchase the 
|| Government ands at an advanecd price, and not 
| to go on with it would be doing injustice tu them. 
i Its importance jp a national point of view would 
| be enhanced by the inercased expedition in trans- 
, porting the mails. yy). ei y 
Mr. TIPTON said the argumeni founded on the 
|| scarcity of stone did not apply to Indiana,: where 
i itwasabundant. The engineers, in theirestimate, 
j! had reported that the greatest amount, that could 
| be advantageously expended in. one season was 
{| $600,000, and the smallest, $350,000, which. was 
jj in the bill, They did {not ask a pledge to. make 
| it at the expense which the genileman from Ken- 
tucky [Mi. Cray] had said it would cost, by 
hauling stone twenty-five miles.. CHE 

Mr. KING, of Alabama, would ask the Sona- 
tor from Indiana if this road did not pass through 
; an extensive prairie? If it did, he well knew the 
‘difficulty and expense in’ making toads throdgh 
them, and explaincd the nature of them at some 
length. A railroad would, in his opinion, through 
that level country, answer a better purpose, and 
cost less than a macadamized road, and he would 
prefer that it might be changed to a railroad... ; 
l -; Mx. HENDRICKS said, the-remarks of the 
:, gentleman, would apply. to IWinois, but pot to 
idian, As the road had. been graded, with a 
‘| view to:macadamizing it, the grading would have 
|| to; be -shanged, and nearly all the expense . of 
grading, that had-been.dane would be lost. 1.: T 
`: The: question was. tien taken. on: the. secaud 
part of Mr.; Cray’s amendment to strike out 
$350,000 for the road: in: Indiana, ‘and: insert 
$100,000, and lost—yeas 22, nays 22; as follows: 

AS—Messrs. Black, Brown, Calhoun, Clay, Critten- 

|; den, ‘Goldsborough, Hill, Kent, King of Alabama, King of 
|| Georgia, Leigh, Mangum, Moore, Naudain, Nilee, Porter, 
Erentiss; Preston, Switt, Tomlinson, Walker, and White— 

NAYS Messrs. Benton, Buchanan, Cuthbert, ‘Davis, 
Ewing of IHinois, Ewine of Ohio, Grundy, Hendricks, 
|; Hubbard, Knight, Linn, McKean, Mcrris, Nicholas, Rob- 
i| bins, Robinson, Shepley, Tallmadge, Tipton, Wall, Web- 
ster, and (Vright—2. “oe 


os 


:; for their common’ roads. “He was disposed tq be . 
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ak Keene 


1 ROR sy 


is 


1836.’ 


Mr. CLAY then submitted the following amend- road on which the great southern mail is ttans- 
|| ported from Washington to New Orleans.” 
| After some furtherremarks from Mr. MOORE, 


ment: 
Provided, The expenditure of that portion of the appro- 


priation to be made in the State of Illinois, shall be limited ` 


to the graduation and bridging of said road, and shall not 
be construcd as pledging Congress for future appropriations 
for mavadamizing said road. 
He would add a single remark: If the object 
was to make this.a macadamized road, it would 
_ be cheaper to make both a railroad and macad- 
amized road—a railroad 4p transport the stone 
-upon for the macadamized goad.. He hoped they 
would be content with the $200,000. 
Mr. ROBINSON answered the objection, that 
stone was scarce in Illinois. Portions of the 


country abounded there with limestone. He op- `; 


posed the amendment offered by Mr. Cray. 

Mr. CLAY had hoped that an amendment so 
innocent in its character would not have been op- 
posed. Ifthe amendment was not adopted, the 

. Government would stand pledged to go on and 
macadamize the whole road. He hoped the amend- 
ment would be adopted, and demanded the yeas 
and nays. . 

The yeasand nays werc ordered; and on taking 
the question, Mr. Cray’s last amendment was 
carried—yeas 30, nays 14; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Black, Calhoun, Clay, Clayton, Critten- 
; den, Guldsborough, Hiil, Kent, King of Alabama, King of 
Goorgia, Kuight, Leigh, McKean, Mangum, Moore, Nau- 

| dain, Nicholas, Niles, Porter, Prentiss, Preston, Robbins, 

` Shepley, Swit, Tallmadge, Tomlinson, Walker, Wall, 
Webster, tùd White—30. 

NAYS—Messrs. Benton, Brown, Buchanan, Cuthbert, 
Ewing of Ilinois, Ewing of Ohio, Gtuudy ltendricks, 
Hubbard, Linu, Morris, Kobinson, Tipton, and Wright—1l4. 

Mr. BLACK moved to amend the bill by an 
appropriation of g150,000 for the repair of the 
road fram Chattahoochee to Coshocton, and from 
Mobile to New Orleans. 

Mr. B. contended that the road embraced in 
his amendment had as much of a national char- 

-acter as the road throngh Ohio, Indiana, and Ili- 
: nois. The transportation of the great southern 
- mail was upon it. 

. would be agreed to. The population was so sparse 


in places along these roads, that they were not | 


able to keep them in repair. ; 
Mr. EWING, of Ohio, thought there was 
merit in the amendment offered by the gentleman 
. from Mississippi, [Mr. Biacg,] and if he would 
- offer it in a separate bill, he would be disposed to 
vote in favor of it. : 


Mr. LINN did not wish to see the bill clogged, 


to break it down ‘by the amendment offered by 
. the gentleman from Mississippi. 


Mr. PORTER waa not sure that his friend | 


from Mississippi was serious in. offering: this 
amendment, but he was. inclined. to give it his 
strenuous support, for there never was a meas- 
ure more imperiously called for. He thought. it 
was of equal importance with the bill itself. Mr. 
P., in reply to Mr. Ewine, vindicated the expe- 
diency, as well as the constitutionality of the 


tacked to so strong a measure.as the great Cum- 
berland road, in order to seeure it from the Presi- 
dent’s veto. He felt-confident, though, that when 
the President came to examine into the matter, 
and saw that this road was as national even as 
-the one from New York to Washington, that he 
would give it his approval. He trusted that the 


friends of the bill would not object to the amend- | 
ment.. The claims of his section of the country | 


were so strong, and the injustice of refusing it so | 
manifest, that he had every hope that gentle- 
men, On a proper consideration, would give it 
their support. : 
Mr. MOORE was very glad that the amend- | 
“ment had been introduced. He thought, so fur 
from clogging the bill, that it would render it more 
palatable in some quarters, and only regretted that 
the appropriation proposed had not been larger. 
Mr. M. then spoke of the difficulti¢s in trans- 


orting the mail; and suggested to the gentleman i 
Pp 55 8 i 


to modify the amendment, so as to make it read 
“ for repairing and constructing the main post 
road leading from Washington to New Orleans.” 
This, by making the object more national, would 
go some wuy towards removing the objections to 


it. 
Mr. BLACK accepted the suggestion, and mod- 
ified his motion by adding the words, “being the 


He hoped his amendment , 


‘| Michigan into the 


Mr. BLACK did not offer the amendment with 
a view to clog the bill; He thought it as proper 
| a place for it as to make ita separate bill: 


r. KING, of Alabama, could not vote for | 


i the amendment offered by the gentleman from 
i Mississippi. He was not aware that he was 
going to offer it. No considerations of local in- 


terest could induce him to vote for an unconsti®” 
tutionalappropriation, “He hoped the gentleman © 


_ from Mississippi would withdraw the amend- 
- ment, and not incumber the Cumberland road 
: bill with it. 


: ment proposed by the gentleman from Mississippi; 
i and although compelled to vote against it, yet if 
: gentlemen coming from the southwest will pro- 
| pose to apply the two per cent. fund of their States 
i to this object, he would: make no objection to it. 
: One objection to the amendment was, that they 
- had no estimates, and knew not the length of the 
| road, or how it was to be constructed. He must 
i| oppose this new proposition, coming in at this 
‘| late stage of an important bill. Let gentlemen 
|| propose a bill for making the surveys, and he 
' should vote for it, and when full inforination was 
+ obtained, he had no doubt but the measure would 
| pass on a proper application 
Mr. BLACK observed, that the proposition 
was barely for repairing a road already laid out, 
; on whieh the mail had long been carried. It had 
: been said that this project would expend ten mil- 
- lions of dollars. This could not be so, for the 
: two per cent. fund had long been expended. If 
: this appropriation was to be madein Ohio and In- 
diana, and was constitutional, it certainly was not 
unconstitutional to make this road in the south- 
western States, It certainly was of far greater 
importance than any road contemplated in the 
bill, and he was surprised at gentlemen’s opposi- 
tion to it. : 
After some remarks from Messrs. MORRIS, 
CRITTENDEN, and PORTER, 
On taking the question; Mr. Bracx’s motion 


: to amend was lost—yeas 6, nays 34, as follows: ` 
YEAS—Messrs. Black, Clay, Crittenden, Goldsborough, | 


Moore, and Porter—6. 

i „7 NAYS-Messrs. Renton, Brown, Buchanan, 
1 Cuthbert, Ewing of Illinois, Ewing of Ohio, Grundy, Hen- 
| dricks, Hin, Hubbard, Kent, King of Alabama, King of 
i Georgia, Knight, Leigh, Linn, McKean, Morris, Nicholas, 
| 


i and Wrigitt—s4. 
i 


On motion by Mr. NAUDAIN, the bill was 
| further amended by providing that the money 
|| appropriated for the completion of the road in the 
| States of Ohio, Indians, and Ilinois, shall be 
' expended for the completion of the greatest con- 


pectively. > 
Mr. CRITTENDEN then moved to amend the 
| bill by striking out the words “ to be repaid out 


| of the fund reserved for making roads leading to | 


: paid States.’’ 

i: After some further remarks from ‘Messrs. 
i CRITTENDEN and NILES, 

The Senate adjourned over to Monday. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Saryrpay, March 5, 1836. 


. The motion heretofore submitted by Mr. Ha- 
| MER, to print ten thousand extra copies of the re- 
; port and bill, fixing the northern boundary of the 
! State of Ohio, and providing for the admission of 

Jnion, was taken up. 
Mr. HAMER modified his resolution by pro- 


the Ohio delegation. 


ferred to in the brief be also printed. 
Mr. HAMER acquiesced in the suggestion, 
; and modified his motion accordingly. 


an extra number of the report and bill, but the 


i number proposed he believed to be too large. 
He therefore moved to amend the proposition by 


Mr. VINTON suggested that the papers re- : 


Mr, RENCHER had no objection to printing | 
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Mr. TIPTON was not prepared for the amend- | 


Niles, Robbins, Robinson, Ruggles, Shepley, Switt, Tall- : 
madge, Tipton, Tomlinson, Walker, Wall, Webster, White, | 


Ht tinuous portion of such road possible, so that such |} 
‘i finished parts shall be surrendercd to said States 
2 la C ‘i res 
amendment, and said he was anxious to. have it . 


Catoun, || a8 follows: 


E. 


ii substituting five thousand for ten thousand copics; 
| which was agreed to. PR 

| Mr. BEARDSLEY suggested that the brief 
presented on behalf of Michigan, and the papers 
|, therein referred to, should algo be printed. 

» Mr. HAMER had no objection,‘and further 
modified his resolution, in’ accordanee with the 
' suggestion of the gentleman from New York. 

' Some conversation took place between Messts, 
MANN of New York, HAMER, PARKER, 
THOMAS, and GRENNELL,»s tothe character 
and extent of the briefs; and the papers therein 
referred to, when the resolution was further 
amended by excepting such papers ‘as had been 
| previously directed to be appended td the report 

of the Committee, on too’ Sadda, and thus 
amended, it was agreed to. ‘ 


NORTH CAROLINA CONTESTED ELECTION. 


! The House then resumed the consideration of 
the report of the Committee of Elections on the 

contested election from one of the districts of 

: North Carolina. 

Mr. Harp, on a former day, made a. motion, 

. (which was modificd on the suggestion of Mr. 
Manny, of New York,) that the petitioner, David 
Newland, have leave toappeat,and also to address 
the House on the subject of his petition. 

The question pending was the amendment pro- 
posed by Mr. Bynum, that the petitioner be per- 
mitted to appear by himself or by counsel. 

Mr. GRIFFIN called for the yeas and nays; 
wh.ch were ordered. 

Mr. RENCHER wished to state one fact which 
ought to induce the House to grant counsel; and 
that was, that the petitioner had the benefit of 
counsel before the committee; and he could sec 
no good reason why he should nat be entitled. to 
the same benefit on the floor of the House. He 
would. vote for the motion that. the, petitioner be 
allowed counsel, because he had asked for it; and 
he would have granted the sitting member coun- 
i sel if he had desired it. He agrecd with his col- 
‘league [Mr, Brnuas] that it more became them to 

listen to the arguments of others thin to engage 
in the discussion themselves. . fi | gest 

The question was then put on the motion that 
the petitioner be permitted to appear by counsel, 
; and decided in the negative—yeas 67,.nays 112; 


‘|. YEAS—Messrs. Barton, Bean, ‘Boon, Bontiin, Bovee, 
Boyd, Brown, Buchanan, Bynum, Chapman, Nathamiel 41. 
Claiborne, Clevclaud, Connor, Corwin, Craig, Crane, Davis, 
Denny, Dickerson, Dick on, Falin, French, William K. 
Fuller, Gaibraith, Joseph Hatt, Hannegan, Harper, Albèrt 
G. Harrison, Hawkins, Iayacs, Holsey, Hopkins, Howard, 
Hubley, Huntington, Jabez Jacksen, Cave John:on, Ken- 
non, Kilgore, Lansing, Thomas Les Jab Mann, Willian 
Mazon, MeKay, MeKim, Merecr, Montgomery, Morgan, 
Muhlenberg, Page, Patterson, Phelp:, Rencher, John Rey- 
‘ noids, Joseph Reynolds, Roane, Schenck, Augustine H, 
| Shepperd, Shinn, Sutherland, Thomas, Join Thomson, 
Turacr, Vanderpocl, Ward, Wardwell, and Weeks ~ 67. 

NAYS—Messrs. Chilton Allan, Anthony, Avh, Banks, 
i} Beaumont, Bell, Bockee, Bond, Borden, Briggs, Bunch, 
|| John Calhoon, William B. Calhoun, Cambreieng, Camp- 
| bell,Carr, Carter, Casey, George Chambers, John Chambers, 
i Childs, Coffee, Coles, Cushman, Deberry,, Doubleday, 
! Dromgoole, Dunlap, Effner, Evans, Everett, Fairfiold, For- 
| rester, Fry, Philo C. Faller, Gartand, Gillet, Glascock, 
! Granger, Grantland, Graves, Grayson, Grennell, Griffin, 
Haley, Hiland Hail, Hard, Hardin, Harlan, Samucl S. Har- 
rison, Hazeltine, Henderson, Heister, Hoar, Hows, Kunt, 
Huntsman, Ingersoll, Ingham, William Jackson, Janes, 
Jarvis, Jenifer, Joseph Johnson, Henry Johnson, John W. 
: Jones, Benjamin Jones, Kinnard, Lane, Lawler, Lawrence, 
. Lay, Gideon Lee, Luke Lea, Leanard, Lingoly, Logan, 
! Loyall, Abijah Mann, Martin, Mazes Mason, Sampzon 
Mason, Maury, MeCatty, MeComas, McKeon, MeLene, 
Miller, Morris, Owens, Parker, Parks, Patton, Phillips, 
Potts, Reed, Robertson, Rogers, Russell, Shield“, Siektes, 
Smith, Spangler, Standcter, Storer, ‘Taliaferro, ‘Taylor, 
Towns, Underwood, Webster, Whittlesey, and Sherrod 
Wiltiams—112. 


| Mr. BYNUM said he was in hopes that since 
| the House had, by the vote which it had just given, 
: refused the petitioner leave to be heard’ by coun- 


i 


f 2 -’ sel, that it would act its principle out, and ‘reject 
posing to print the usual number of copies of the | 
brief on the same subject, presented on behalf of `’ 


the motion offered by the gentleman from New 
York (Mr. Harp] to allow the petitioner the 
: privilege to appear at the bar of the House, and 
to speak in h's own defense,.as it was a request 
: that the petitioner had not made. 
| The vote which had just been taken was one 
' to which he begged the liberty of the House to 
| call the earnest attention of every farmer, mechanic 
| workingman, and tradesman in this nation. T was 
; one in which, in the sincerity of his heart, he be- 
i lieved their most solemn rights es freemen had 
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beei invaded and Galatea: For the first time it E pect of success. Had this been a new case, so 


was that ever a freeman aad an American citizen ` 
had been refused the right or privilege to be heard 
‘in the Congress of the Uniwd States, the pro- 
fessed assealuge of the representatives of the only 
truly free nation on earth, in defense not only of 
his own rights and interest, which is involved in 
his seat on this floor, but in defense of the rights |, 
and interest of forty-seven thousand four hundred ' 
souls of the district whose Representative he 
claimed the right to be in that House. He was + 
glad that some honorable geutleman had called | 
for the yeas and nays on that question, as the 
farmers and workingmen of the country might see : 
what they had a right to expect from their Rep- 
resentatives here. 

Here the Speaker called Mr. B. to order; and 
said it was not in order to speak on a subject that 
had been decided. 

Mr. BYNUM said he would submit, with great 
respect, to the correction of the Chair; but that, 
by the vote of the House, an act of injustice had 
been done the petitioner, and that it could not be 
repaired by the passage of the resolution of the 
gentleman from New York. He, as a freeman, 
and an American citizen, had been denied the 

rivilege of being heard by counsel in defense of 
fis rights, and the rights of his constituents, on 
that floor; and he wished it to be marked and 
well noted by that class of citizens of this coun- 
try who were not lawyers, and who were not 
professed speech-makers. Sir, (said Mr. B.,) the 
act of injustice done to that portion of tue com- 
munity is gross, and violative of every spiril of 
freedom; the decision that has been made is in 
the very face of every preccdent that has ever 
occurred in this House. I protest against it as 
being fraught with the grossest injustice towards 
every petitioner that may hereafter come before 
this House, who is not a lawyer by profession, 
ora hackneyed public speaker. Surely gentle- 
men have not considered the consequences of the 

vote that has just been given; the vitai rights of | 
the great class of farmers and workingmen that it | 
so seriously affects; the great advantage that it | 
must give to the lawyers over every other class 

of men that have not been bred to speech-mak- 

ing. Can that class of the community who are | 
not of the legal profession, sanction so enormous 

a breach of their dearest rights in a place where 

they should be so tenaciously guarded? Sir, the 

working class of society cannot look with indif- | 
ference at this act. He hoped their attention , 
would be called to it in every section of the coun- | 
try; the denial of the privilege to be heard by | 
counsel was against the uniform practice of the | 
House in every case where it had been asked, 
since the formation of the Government until the 
present time. There had not been a single in- 
stance where it had ever been before refused, and | 
he thought the House assumed an awful respons- | 
ibility in setting aside the precedent at this late 
day of the Republic, in opposition to a practice | 
so long acquiesced in. It was against the spirit . 
and genius of the Constituton. i 

Mr. B. said the case operated with peculiar 
hardship on the present occasion, The petitioner 
was no public speaker, and did not ask to be 
heard, except by counscl, and the House had 
made a most singular decision, that he should not ` 
be heard by counsel, and was about to decide 
that he should or might be heard by himself. 
Now, this is what the petitioner did not ask. He ` 
is no debater, and is, comparatively, a perfect | 
stranger in this House; and no man could do 
himself justice that was a stranger, however 
much he might be accustomed to public speak- | 
ing, who might in his first attempt undertake to 
address this ‘House; but for one unaccustomed to 
public speaking to attempt it, it was utterly im- 
possible that he could do it with that composure 
and deliberation that was necessary in the dis- . 
cussion of a great legal or constitutional question. . 
Yet, by the vote of the House, it had decided 
that the petitioner, however illy competent to 


exposure of himself, and the great prejudice to 
his claim, and to the interest of all others inter- 
ested in the decision. It was giving too great an 
advantage to the lawycrs over every other class. 
No man in future might think of contesting a 
seat here who was not a Jawyer, with any pros- 


strong were the reasons to his mind, he should, 
without the least hesitation, have granted coun- 
sel, if desired by cither the petitioner or the st- 
ting member. Such had been the constant and 
uniform practice of the House, which he had 
taken pains to ascertain; and it certainly offered 
the strongest reasons at this time against devia- 
ting from_a precedent so long held_ sacred, and 
founded, in his judgment, in the strictest policy 
and propriety. But he had said it had operated 
with peculiar hardship on the petitioner. The 
sitting member had been a member near three 
years of this House, a lawyer of eminence, who 
had formed many acquaintances and connections 
. of different kinds, and had had an opportunity, 
both in private and in public, of placing in pos- 


session of the strongest points of his case most | 


of those with whom he had formed an acquaint- 

ance during this time; he had also made two 

lengthy arguments to the House, while the peti- 

tioner was excluded from the House both in him- 

self and in counsel. Was such a couse not cal- 
_ culated to bias the House in his favor, and give 

their prepossessions in the justness of his claim? 
| It certainly appeared so to him. 
But the gentleman fram New York has moved 
to permit the petitioner on the floor with the priv- 
ilege to speak in his own defense. Sir, the gen- 
tleman from New York represents the minority of 
. the committee that was opposed to the claim of 

the petitioner. The petitioner will ask nothing at 
| the hands of those who are opposed to him: he 
: is old enough to know what danger there has ever 

been found in the gifts of an enemy. The peti- 

tioner as not asked this from the gentleman from 
, New York—the petitioner is aware that he has 
| noting toexpect from that quarter. Sir, I think 
| | see tarough the design of the gentleman from 
| New York, and so does the petitioncr. That 
: gentleman thinks, no doubt, if his resolution is 


., adopted, that it will supersede the resolution 


offered by the majority of the committee, who 
; were friendly to the claims of the petitioner. Sir, 
is this not, by indirection, an attempt of mon- 
| Strous injustice toward the petitioner, who has 


already had the strongest cause of complaint : 


against the House? He certainly viewed sucha 
‘ course as being most unjustifiable. 

Again, sir, has not evidence been presented, 
‘and ordered to be printed and laid on the desk of 
_ each member of this House, in favor of the sitting 
| member, which was taken after the committee 


which nobod 
tioner not being represented on the floor, either 
in person or by counsel? Can such a course be 
compatible with any principle of justice or equity? 

Sir, (said Mr. B.,) I am not a little astonished 
at the course it is manifest that the House is dis- 
posed to take already on this subject, and I hope 


that the decision it has this day made against 


, the rights and interests of a certain class of the 
communit ney ene be remembered, and not 
| overlooked by them at a future day. The res- 
; olution that the House was about to adopt had 
‘ come from one hostile to the pretensions of the 
| petitioner, and was, he was authorized to say, 
| entirely gratuitous; and he viewed it as being 
wholly delusive, and, if adopted, could afford no 
substantial relief to the petitioner, and he thought 
it unnecessary to adopt it with any view of the 
kind. Jt would be adding insult to injury. He 
i had asked for one thin ; you will, by the adoption 
of the gratuitous scaalulon of the member from 
New York, with his known hostility towards the 
: petitioner, have giyen him another.* 


* Book of Conte-ted Ele-tians in Concress, 


1789. The cases te waich Mr. Byxea had referred in his 
: former remarks was ease the second, of the New Jersey 
members, page 42. 

On motion by Mr. Lucy, that the 


ies appear, and be 
heard by their counsel before the Tae, ene 


USE, 


Mr. Livermore said, I have no objection that counse . 


should be heard upon the merits of the principal question. 


$ f i Mr. Mapison thought it would be properto hear counsel. 
address it, was to be forced to attempt it, to the i 
: tioned, the parties h 


Mr. Pace. If the jurisdiction of the House was ques- 
an indulitable right to be heard by 
‘counsel, and he hoped no gentleman would refuse the 
poople of the United States a privilese of this important 
nature, Which had always been enjoyed by the subjects of 
Great Britain. F 
Mr. Stone had no objection to admitting a limited num- 
_ ber, if it was required. 


1792. Page 49.—in case 11, Jackson vs. Wayne, from 


had decided they would receive no more evidence, | 
was here to object to—the peti- ' 


'| Mr. HARDIN said the motion was, that the 
i petitioner have leave to appear and to address 
‘| the House; but if that gentleman did not choose 
to avail himself of the privilege there was no 
i harm done. The resolution was not mandatory 
' that the petitioner shall come and speak, but that 
he have leave if he choose to do so. If, how- 
ever, the gentleman did not avail himself of the 
privilege, he expected the members of the House 
would do himample and impartial justice. The 
were to decide the cage partly as members of the 

House, and partly in'the character of a court of 

adjudication, and it was to be settled by the evi- 
idence which every member had on his table. 
| The resolution proposed to give the petitioner a 
i seat on that floor; he if that gentleman says he 
i will not avail himself of those rights because the 
House would not give him more, let him do so. 
But the gentleman from North Carolina [Mr. 
Bynum] had said that, because the House had 
negatived the motion to grant the petitioner coun- 
sel, it ought not to pass the resolution granting 
him a seat. The House (Mr. H. said) ought 
, still to pass the resolution, and if the petitioner 
| did not avail himself of the privilege it was his 
i| own look-out. He had voted against the amend- 
| Ment granting counsel, and should do so again. 
i When a man spoke on that floor on great consti- 
tutional questions, he wanted him to speak aś a 
‘member of that House, impressed with the high 
‘responsibility which rested upon him. It had 
not been from any disposition not to hear the 
i counsel the gentleman might produce; he would 
be willing to hear everything that could throw 
light on the matter; but he could not consent to 
‘have the time of the House consumed by the 
arguments of a lawyer. In relation to the motion 
coming from the gentleman from New York, 
(Mr. Harp,] he thought it was perfectly correct. 
Was that gentleman an enemy of the petitioner ? 
- He believed not? Was he an opponent of the 
etitioner? He believed he wasnot. Themem- 
: bers of the committee might have made up their 
| minds that one was entitled to the seat, and an- 
other was not, but he was far from believing that 
either of them were opponents of the petitioner 
or of the sitting member. He would vote for the 
|| resolution, and then it would be optional with the 
petitioner to take his seat or not. 
Mr. HARD said he wished to make a few re- 
'| marks in explanation. If he understood the 
gentleman from North Carolina (Mr. Bynum] 
correctly, he had said the motion came froma 
quarter unfriendly to the petitioncr. Te did not 
know what the gentleman from North Carolina 
considered a want of friendship in the members 
of the committee towards the petitioner, but he 
| trusted, so far as he was concerned, and so far as 
i he had acted, and in the course he intended to 
pe that he would not be governed by party, 
, but by principle. He had been induced to bring 
ithe motion before the House at the instance 
and request of an honorable gentleman from Vir- 

ginia; and if they were to judge from votes, that 
‘gentleman was the political friend of the peti- 
' tioner. It was argued by that gentleman and 
| others, that the sitting member had the privilege 
of making statements to the House, which the 
i petitioner himself was better qualified to answer 
i thanany other individual. It was also urged by 
‘some of the petitioner’s friends, that it was the 

duty of the committee to bring forward the motion. 

He had consulted both the members of the ma- 

: jority and minority of the committee, and he had 
to say to the gentleman from North Carolina, 

[Mr. Bynuss,] that he disclaimed all unfriendly 
feclings towards the petitioner. 

JE ee eo le 
Georgia, it was posiponed to the 27th of February, and on 
that day it was further continued, on the suzgestion of the 
sitting member, to the 10th of March, on which day leave 

| Was granted to the silting member to be heard by his coun- 
sel at the bar of the House. 
"i _ 1804. Page 129.—Case 20. Moore vs. Lewis, from Vir- 


ginia. March 1, 1804, the committee was discharged, and 
; resolved that the memoriatist and the sitting member shall, 
$ y they desire it, be heard by counsel before the bar of the 
ause, 

i _Mr. Moore appeared at the bar, and spoke in favor of 

his memorial, claiming the seat of Major Lewis. ‘ 
Mr. Jones, the counsel of Major Lewis, then spoke in 

` favor of his right to his seat. 

Mr. Bynom also referred to the case in the British Par- 
liament of John Luurel, petitioner, vs. Sir Abrahain Hume 
‘; and William Joliff, when both the sitting member and peti- 


‘ tioner were heard by counsel. 


1830.: 
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Mr. FRY, of Pennsylvania, said he was amon 


g || counsél, but had not the faculty of speaking? The || WE 


LL, by adding a provision for the relief of 


those who had voted against the petitioner being | right of the member was the right of his constit- | Robert Brush; and, after some debate, the further 


heard upon this floor by counsel, and he should | uents, and he did not know of any law which ' 


also vote against his being heard in person; and ` required thata member of Congress should be a 


he had done so under the fultest conviction that the 
House were amply competent, and that the 
House would do the claim of the petitioner ample 
justice upon the final action of the House upon 
the subject. 


port—a minority report upon the subject; and 
what member of this House would hazard the 


public speaker. That was a matter for theircon- . 


stituents to determine for themselves. And every 
gentleman knew full well that there were many 
members of that [fouse who had not the peculiar 


faculty of speaking, but who were as useful: 
Sir, we have not only the report of the standing members as any others in the House. 
Committce of Elections, but we have a double re- gentlemen going to admit the petitioner, who was | 


But were 


consideration of the resolution was postponed 
until Friday next, 

Mr. DAVIS moved an adjournment. 

Mr. PHILO C. FULLER asked for the yeas 
and nays on the motion; which were not ordered. 

The question on the adjournment was taken by 
tellers—ayrs 82, nocs 61; and at 3 o’clock, p. m., 
the House adjourned. 


no lawyer himself, to plead his own cause, when |: 


his friends have told them that he was not capable 


opinion, that the reports did not embrace all the ` of pleadingit? and that, too, when his compttitor 


facts in the case? 


nd if they do, do we wanta was a debater equal to almost any gentleman on 


lawyer to read and expound that report to the | that floor? The proposition was fallacious. It 


Does the House want a lawyer to dis- 
I have full confidence in the 


House? D 
tort the evidence? 


had the appearance of placing the petitioner on an 
equality with his compctitor, and at the same time 


ability of the committee who have made the re- | amounted to nothing at all, It was a refusal of 


having their reports, I want the opinion or ad- 
vice of no lawyer to tell me what that report is, 
and whether it does justice or injustice to either 
of the parties. 


cannot make a distinction between claimants. | the resolution. 


I make 


Precedents have been referred to. rece- | 


rt to do justice to the contending parties; and his rights, together with the pretension of grant- 


ing him his nghts. So far as a resolution went, 
taking it abstractly, he should vote for it, for the 
House had declined what he beheved to have 


: been the petitioner ’s rights; but he found the peti- 

I cannot see, if this petitioner is entitled to be | tioner’s friends were not willing to aceept of it; and 
heard upon this floor, why every person who has `; therefore he labored under some embarrassment, 
a claim is not entitled to be heard by counsel. I ' and he should rather be inclined to vote against 


Gentlemen might consider it a 
sort of indemnity for what they had refused the 


dents the rule of my conduct only so far as I con- |' petitioner; and it would be so, were it not for the 


sider them good and sound. I make precedents | 


fact that it was absolutely a delusive privilege; 


the rule of my conduct no further than I approve || and it was better.to say atonce that he should 


of them. 


I said I voted against allowing the pe- |' not have a seat, and submit his case tothe justice 


titioner to be heard by counsel upon this floor,’ of the House. He begged not to be suspected of 


and I repeat it, because I believed the House amply 


entertaining any hostile feelings tewards either of 


competent, and! cannot doubt but that the House |, thegentlemen. He hadahigh regard forthe sitting 
will do him full justice; and I was sorry to hear |. member, and of his competitor he knew nothing. 


the insinuation of the gentleman from North Car- 
olina, that a disposition was manifested by the 


Not being in the House to record his vote on the 
subject, he had taken the opportunity of giving 


vote of the House to do the petitioner injustice. i. the reasons why he should vote against the prop- 
T have troubled the House with these few  osition to allow the gentleman to plead his own 


observations in justification of the vote I gave | cause, which he considered a delusive appearance 


upon the amendment, and in justification of the ' of justice, and no reality. 


vote I should give upon the proposition of the | 
gentleman from New York; and with these ob- | 
servations I dismiss the subject. 

Mr. ADAMS said he felt some embarrassment | 
on the present occasion as to the course he ‘ought | 
to pursue. It had happencd that he was absent 
when the yeas and nays Were taken, and he had 
not had an opportunity of recording his vote. It 
had not deen his intention to enter into the present 
question at all; and he sheuld have been satisfied 
by an opportunity of voting, which would have ! 


been in favor of admitting counsel on the part of |! 
the petitioner. He woukl have donë so, because |, 


he conceived it to be the right of a‘citizen of the 
United States, sent there liy torty thousand voters, 
or claiming to be sent by them. Hé should have 
considered it as one of the rights of the petitioner 
and of his constituents to be heard by counsel, 
if he had thought proper to ask it. It was the 
only principle on which he could be placed onan | 
equality with his competitor, because no one was 
ae of speaking for himself’ in such a case. 
hat was the result? Go into a court of justice, 
and see on onë side one of the first lawyers of! 
the land, and on the other á man who had nothing 
but the justice of his cause to sustain him: let the 
judges and jurors be as honest and capable as | 
they might be, and, nine times out of ten, the suit | 
would be decided in favor of the man who had 
the great lawyer. To den 
away the e 
petitioner. 

Mr. BOON rose to a point of order. He did 
not think the gentleman in order in reflecting on | 
the decision of House. 

Mr. ADAMS resumed. Ithad not been his inten- 
tion to trouble the House with any remarks; but 
he wished to give his reason for voting against | 
the motion then before the House. The present 
motion was a substitute for the one which the 
House had refused to grant. It was now pro- 
posed that the petitioner should be admitted on 
the floor of the House, and that he should have 

ermission of the Howse to use a faculty which | 
bis friends said he did not possess. Now, it 
seemed to him, if that principle was established, 
the question might be asked, have the people the 
right to send a man to Congress who was nota 


; counsel was to take |: 
quality which should be given to the |! 


l 


profound lawyer; a man who might be good in 


r. WHITTLESEY called for the orders of 
the day, but withdrew it at thë request of 
Mr. HAMER, whe, by consent of the House, 


: moved a reconsideration of the vote of this morn- ; 
i ing on the resolution directing extra copies of the |; 
; report on the Ohio ahd Michigan boundary ques- |' 


| tion, &c., to be printed, as he wished to move to 
| strike out that pa 
| briefs. Mr. a said, that b 
he had ascertained that under the resolution, as 
adopted, there was no document or brief that 
could be printed on behalf of Michigan. To print 
one on behalf of Ohio, under such circumstances, 
might seem like taking an advantage of Michigan. 
This Ohio did not want; and he desired a recon- 
sideration for the purpose of striking out all that 
| part of the resolution which related to the print- 
ing of briefs on either side. 

The House reconsidered the vote. Mr. H. 
modified the resolution as proposed, and it was 


| then adopted. 


PRIVATE BILLS. 


Alvarez Fisk. 


essrs. LIN- 
ocated by the 


a 


PARKER, it was opposed b 
COLN and SEVIER, and ady 


mover; when 


to recommit the bill tothe Committee on the 
Lands, with instructions. 

After some further remarks by Messrs. SE- 
VIER, BOON, VINTON, PARKER, MASON 
of Virginia, LINCOLN, WHITTLESEY, and 
KENNON, . 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of North Carolina, called 
for a division of the question; and it was first 
put upon committing, and decided in the nega- 
tive; the second branch of the motion fell, as a 
matter of course. 

The amendment of Mr. Parker to strike out 
the allowance of interest was then disagrecd to, 


ublic 


third time. 


A joint resolution for the relicf of Benedict 
Alford was amended on motion by Mr. WARD- 


rt directing the printing of the |! 
: a conversation i 
with some members of the Judiciary Committee, | 


The House resumed the consideration of the | 
bill for the relief of Thomas P. Eskridge and | 


An amendment having been proposed by Mr. i 


Mr. PARKER varied his motion, by proposing ! 


IN SENATE. 
Monpar, March ~, 1836. 


The CHAIR communicated a report from the 

Navy Department, transmitting a statement of 

` the contracts made by the Navy Commissioners 
for the last year. 

Mr. BROWN presented the petition of the rep- 
resentatives of General James Moore, deceased, 
praying remuneration for the revolutionary ser- 
vices of the deceased; which was referred to the 

_ Committee on Revolutionary Claims. 

Oa motion by Mr. WHITE, the petition and 
papers of the heirs of the late Lord Sterling were 

_ referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

._ Mr. BUCHANAN presented the petition of 
John Gardner, praying remuneration for horses 
lost in the service of the United State during the 
last war; which was referred to the Committee 
on Claims. 

_ Mr. GOLDSBOROUGH presented the petition 
of the heirs of Wiliam Ramsay; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Revolutionary Claims. 

Mr. TOMLINSON presented the petition of 
Ransom Mix; which was referred to the Come 
mittee on Pensions. 

Mr. BENTON presented the memorial of sun- 
dry expatriated Poles, praying that the sale of 
public lands, heretofore made them, may be 
changed into a donation; and that a like provis- 

. ion may be made for others of their countrymen 
who have lately arrived in this country; which 
was referred to the Committee on Public Lands, 

Mr. WALL presented three petitions—one 
from sundry citizens of New Jersey, and two 
from certain inhabitants of the town of Cape 
May—praying for the erection of stone piers at 

| the point of Cape May Island; which were re- 

|: ferred to the Committee on Commerce. 


RESOLUTIONS. 


Mr. KENT submitted the following resolution; 
'| which lies on the table one day: 
\| Resolved, That the Committee on the Judiciary inquire 
i; into the expediency oF piving to the District of Columbia a 
l| Delegate on the floor of the House of Representatives, and 

thereby place them on an equal footing with the other Ter- 
\: ritories of the United States. 


Mr. CALHOUN submitted the following reso- 
lution; which was considered and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads be instructed to inquire into the expediency of 
i establishing a mail roate trom Pendleton, South Carolina, 


"| by Clarke-ville, to Dayton, Georgia. 


| . Mr. CRITTENDEN submitted the following 
i! resolution; which was considered and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Pensions be instructed 
to inquire into the expediency and justice of granting a 
pension to Leslie Combs, of Kentucky. 

Mr. CLAY submitted the following resolution; 
which was considered and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be direeted 
to communicate to the Senate the total amount expended 
in constructing and repairing the Cumberland road, (in- 
!] eluding bridging,) and di:tinguishing the sums expended 
east of Wheeling, and in the three States of Ohio, Indiana, 
and Illinois; and that he also communicate to the Senate 


{ 
if 
li 
iH 
i 


i| tae total amount of the two per cent. fund which, by the 


| compacts with the States of Ohio, Indiana, Illinois, and 
Misvouri, respectively, was reserved, and of the net pro- 
ceeds of the sales of the public lands, for making roads or 
canals leading to those several States, distinguishing be- 
tween the amounts of that fund which have accrued in each 
of those States. 


REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 
Mr. WEBSTER, from the Committee on 
Finance, to which had been referred the ball 


authorizing the Secretary of War to transfer a 
part of the appropriations made for the suppres- 


: | sion of hostilities in Florida to the credit of sub- 
and the bill ordered to be engrossed and read a’ 


sistence, and the bill prescribing the modeof paying 
| the pensions heretofore allowed by Cengress, re- 
ported the frst without amendment, and the latter 
with an amendment. 


Ma NAUDAIN, from the Committee on Chims, | 
ta which had been referred the petition of Noah 
Browa and others, reported a bill for their relief; | 
waich was read and ordered to æ second reading. 

Mr. N., from the same committee, reported un- |. 
favorably on the petition of Thomas Mullens. 

"Oa motion by Mr. PRENTISS, the Committee 
of Public Lunds was discharged from the further 
consideration of the petition of the Mad river and 
Lake Erie Canal Company. 

Mr. CRIFTENDEN, from the Committee on 
Public Lands, to which had been referred the | 
petition of the executors of James O'Hara, late į 
of Pittsburg, reported a bill for his relief; which ` 
was read, and, | 

On motion by Mr. CRITTENDEN, and by © 
unanimous consent, the bill was read the second . 
time, and ordered to a third reading. 

Mr. CLAYTON, from the Committee on the 
Judiciary, to whieh had been referred the peti- « 
tlon of Exveuczer Spalding, reported a bill for his 
r,licf; which. was read and ordered to a second 
roading. i 
REPORT FROM THE TREASURY. 


The CHAIR communicated a report from the | 
Treasury Department, containing a statement of | 
the expenditures under contracts for the year 1835, | 
for tigit-houses, for expenditures out of the ma- ; 
rive-hospital fund, and for miscellaneous expen- 
ses; which, on moiton by Mr. Davis, was ordered 
to ve printed. 


“DISTRIBUTION OF THE PUBLIC LANDS. 


Mr.‘ EWING, : f Ohio, moved to take up the 
biii to-distrivute, for a limited time, the proceeds 
of. the sales of the public lands; which motion |; 
was lost—ayes 18, noes 22. j 


` MACKEREL FISHERY. 


The. bil in addition to the act. of the 24th May,- 
1828, providing for the licensing of vessels to be | 
emplayed in the mackerel fisheries, was read the 
third time and passed, 


THE QUAKER MEMORIAL. 


The special order was then taken up, being the | 
memorial of the Society of Friends of Lancaster /' 
county, Pennsylvania, on the suject of the aboli- į: 
tion of slavery in the District of Columbia. 

Mr. CUTHBERT (who was entitled to the 
floor) first addressed the Senate on the pending :: 
question, giving the reasons which would induce || 
him to vote.against the reception of the memorial. '' 
In the course of his observations he declared that.:, 
he did not share in the apprehension felt by some |: 
gentlemen, that the spirit of abolition would | 
dangerously increase and spread to any great |) 
extend throughout the country; and he expressed /) 
the strongest reliance on the influences which | 
were pawerfully. operating in quelling this gpirit. 
He viewed it as one of foreign origin, caught b 
contagion from Europe. Mr. C. drew a compari- 
son between the state of society and the state of 
slavery as iț existed in the British West Indies 
prior to the emancipating laws of the British 
Parliament, and the condition, as it respected | 
both, of the slaveholding Statcs; showing that 
from the absence of those moral influences which 
injuriously affected the British islands, and of 
that dependence and state of subjection in which 
they stood towards the mother country, the de- 
signs of the Abolitionists could never be carried 
into effect here. He would vote against the re- 
ception of these memorials as the strongest meas- 
ure,.and because he had been able to sce no 
constitutional objection to such a course. The 
clause of .the Constitution requiring that the 
people should not be prevented from peaccably 
assembling and petitioning for a redress of griev- 
anegs, would be in- nowise abridged, for these 
itiémorialists had petitioned, and had had a full 
hearing 

Mr. C. showed that this question, whieh had | 
aiveady produced su¢han excitement in the south- | 


` 


k 


i 


` the other day on t 


a remote danger that the schemes of these. Aboli- 
tionists, if not put a stop to, might produce mis- 
chiefs that he, though he did not pretend to infal- 


who came from that section of country whence 


' these memorials sprung, to aid in putting them | 


down while they were yet powerless. | 
Mr. BROWN dwelt at some length upon the | 
exciting effect of exciting speeches. If asouthern 
planter had by chance entered the Capitol when 
the honorable Senator from South Carolina [Mr. ' 
Preston] was addressing the Senate, he would 
have supposed a direct proposition to abolish” 
slavery throughout the Union had been made. 


| Before Congress met southern feelings had been 


greatly tranquilized, but had changed since this 
exciting discussion had taken place. He intro- 


discussion. ‘The honorable Senator from Ver- 
mont [Mr. a) had omitted, in his statement 

his subject, to mention the rejec- 
tion of abolition resolutions by the Legislature of 


‘that State. He regretted the honorable Senator 
|: from South Carolina [Mr. Preston] had confined 
ii himself to evidence furnished by the Abolitionists 


sentiment in the North, and also that he had con- 
nected it with a political party. 
Mr. PRESTON disclaimed any intention of | 
reflecting upon any political party.. « 
Mr. BROWN continued: Fe. adverted to the | 
attempt in certain public prints opposed to the | 


in opposition to other and better evidence of public | 
| 
| 


publications, and embody them in their speeches, 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE: 


1 
} 
| 
i 


|. ator from North Carolina, [Mr. Brown, 
|: livility, did not anticipate, he urged his friends, |; 
| 
| 


March 7; 


Columbia, but that it was their bowniden duty tó do 
so. As to the resolutions referred to by the Sen- 
which. 
were introduced into the Legislature of Vermont, 
declarative of the propriety of abolishing slavery 
in the District, and which were rejected, he thought 
that such rejection did not express the true state 
of sentiment in the Legislature; for they were 
rejected more on the ground of expediency than 
from any opinion that the resolutions were im- 
proper in their tendency. The opinion in Vir- 
mont, that Congress not only had the power, but 
that it ought to abolish slavery in this District, 


: was very prevalentin Vermont; and this opinion 


was not confined to the lower classes of society, 
but prevailed among the wealthy ,the well informed 


‘ and influential. 


| duced, by way of similitude, the effect of the panic ` : 
South were alarmed unnecessarily. 


Mr. HUBBARD thonght the gentlemen of the 
They would 


' be satisfied, before Congress adjourned, with the 
_sufficiency of the moral power in the North to 


: Administration to give it a political bearing. “He | 
' thought it did not comport with the dignity of | 
' Senators to quote from these libelous abolition 


to be distributed throughout the country, and | 
especially the South. He thought they only gave | 


dignity and importance to the abolition cause by 
noticing their libels. He did not believe the | 
whole Christian world was | 


had ‘been represented by the gentleman from ; 


ae the South, as |; 
t 


South Carolina, [Mr. Preston.). He believed, if I: 


lian attempt was. made to invade the southern | 


States, the North would rally to their aid, and 
the whale Christian sympathies of the northern 


States would impel them to the rescue. He drew ʻi 
a line of distinction between Christianity and fa- `! 
i naticism. 
l; was against the fanatics. Petitions on this sub- į 
ject had heretofore been received, without objec- į; 


In the. South the spirit of Christianity | 


. . . 1 
tion or discussion, from the southern Representa- | 
tives, and were even referred to the Committee on | 


the District of Columbia, and it was strange that ji 


some of the southern gentlemen should: be so 
suddenly aroused to a sense of their dignity. It 
had, however, been represented that abolitionism 
was growing to an ajarming extent; but he was 
satisfied that the accounts were exaggerated. He. 
had taken great pains to satisfy himself on. that 
point. A portion of the southern members had 
been charged with dividing the South on this 
question; Those of the South who acted with 
him.were pursuing the course invariably pursued | 
by the South, and, if a division was created, it 
was by those who varied from that course. 


Mr. SWIFT observed, that as the remarks he || 


had made some days since, on the subject of the | 
spirit of abolition in the State of Vermont, had not 
been understood, and had been in some manner 
misrepresented, he would repeat his’ statement | 
again. -He had said that, as regarded the section 
of the State from whence he'‘éame, prior to his 
leaving home, abolition was very. little thought 
of there, and but little said on the subject; but he 
had lately received the information that several 
abolition societies had sprung up, which had no 
existence. before. 
of the formation of five or six:secieties in his 
neighborhood. He believed, with the gentleman 
from North Carolina, [Mr. Brown,] that the ex- 
citement had, iw some measure, been produced 
by the discussion here; but he would tell the 
gentleman that his speech, if circulated in his 


ern States, shoukl never be touched in Congress; 
that poliey, justiec, and good faith, as well as 
the obligations imposed by the Constitution, de- 
maadcd that Congress should never legislate on 
tuis subject with regard to the District of Colum- 
lias and that any attempt to earry their legislation 
farther-into twe States would lead to dye most 
foarfal and rainbas consequences. Ast there was 


country, (Vermont,) would add very much to 
that excitement. To call respectable members 
of these societies vile incendiaries, fanatics, and 
apply to them other such violent epithets, would 
be little calculated to soothe their feelings. He 
believed that a great majority of the people :of. 
Vermont thought. that Congress not only bad 
tha power to abolish slavery in the District of | 


He had received information |j 


keep the spirit of abolition in check. . If meas- 
ures should be taken to set at large the six thou- 
sand slaves in the District of Columbia, it would 
not have the effect intended; for the slaveholders 
would, before the law would go into force, sell’ 


| their slaves to the slaveholders in Mississippi, 


or some other slaveholding State. If Congress 
should do all the petitioners asked, it would not 
make one slave less in the Union. It would 
make the District an asylum for all the, runaway 
ses ae and free blacks in the: Union. ~ 

e would be sorry to see the blacks compet- 
ing with the free white laborer of the North. To 
abolish slavery in the District would be produc- 
tive of great mischief. He would adopt the very 
strongest measures that could be taken to prevent 
it. The condition of the blacks in the South was 


; better than the ‘free blacks in the North. - He was 


in Virginia on one occasion, and it was common 
then for slaveholders, in speaking of a bad slave, 
to say he was worse than a free negro.: He spoke 
of the affectionate relations, between slaves and 
their masters. He had received a pictorial rep- 
resentation of slavery in the South, which was: 
a gross misrepresentation. He would go for 
the motion of the gentleman from South Caro- 
lina, [Mr. Caruoun,] if he thought: it the better 
way to.put down the cause of the Abolitionists. 
He did not, however, think it was; and went into- 
an argument at some length, involving the right 
of petitioning, to show. that it was not the better 
way to accomplish the object. He thought well 
of the proposition of the gentleman from Massa- 
chusetts. © |. : 

The most effectual way, however, was to take 
their petition, and say to- them ‘‘ We cannot grant 
your request, as it would, put in jeopardy the peace 
and tranquillity of thecountry.’’ Hebelieved the 
sentiments of the Senate were unanimous against 
abolitionism. . The measure calculated to make 
the strongest impression, on the public mind was 
the best. His State (New Hampshire). was 
sound. If the Senate, with unanimity, voted for 
the motion of the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
(Mr. Bucnanay] it would satisfy the North, and 
he thought it ought to satisfy the South. 

Mr. GRUNDY expressed a wish to address 
the Senate on the subject before taking the ques- 
tion; and, as the hour was late, the Senate went 
into the consideration of executive business; after 
which it 

Adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
Monpar, March T; 1836. 


The CHAIR announced the unfinished busi- 
ness of the last petition day first in order to be the 
motion of Mr. Patron to suspend the rule of the 
House, for the purpose of enabling him to submit 
a motion for leave to withdraw the joint resolu- 
tions of the General Assembly of ihe State of 
Virginia (presented by him) on the subject of the 
abolition of slavery. 

„Mr. PATTON called for the yeas and nays on 
his motion; which were ordered. l $ 
_.Mr. ADAMS moved to lay the motion to sus- 
pend the rule on the table, -- 
` On tbis motion Mr. MORGAN asked for the 
eas.ahd nays, which.were ordered; and were as 


1836... / l 231: 


YEAS -- Messrs. Adams, Chilton Allan, Heman Allen, 
Anthony, Bailey, 
Brown, Uarr, Casey, George Chambers, 
Cramer, 
Philo C. 
Hail, Wiland Hall, 
kins, Hazeltiney 
ton, William Jackson, 
nard, Lawrence, Gideon 
Mann, William Mason, Moses Mason, Sampson Mason, 
McKennan, McKim, McLene, Miller, Milligan, Montgom- 
ery, Morris, Muhlenberg, Page, Parks, Patterson, 
‘Pearce, Potts, Reed, Rencher, 
William B. Shepard, Shinn, Sickles, Smith, Storer, 
ferro, John Thomson, 
Williams—&0. 

NAYS — Messrs. Ash, Beale, Beaumont, Bell 
Bond, Boyd, Buchanan, 
Calhoun, Cambreleng, 
Chaney, Childs, Claiborne, Cleveland, Coffee, Coles, 
nor, Davis, Deberry, Dickson, Doubleday, Dromgoole, Dun- 
.ap, Everett, Fairfield, Forester, French, 


Corwin, Craig, 


Hardin, Albert G. Harrison, 
Howard, Hunt Huntsman, | 
son, Jenifer. Joseph Johnson, John W 
Luke Lea, Leonard, Loyal, Lyon, Martin, Maury, Mc- 
Phelps, Phillips, Pickens. 
Spangler, Standefer, Steele, 
derpoel, and Ward—€3. 


The question 
motion to suspend the rules for the purpose stated; 
and decided in the negative 
follows: 


YEAS — Messrs. Ach, Bailey, Beate, Beaumont, Bell, 
Boyd, Buchanan, Bynum, Joka Calhoon, Cainbreleng, 
Campbell, Carter, Nathaniel JI. Claiborne, Cleveland, 
Coffze, Coles, Connor, Darlington, Davis, Deberry, Dickson, 
Doubleday, Dromzoole, Dunlap, Everett, Fairfield, For- 
ester, Fry, James Garland, Rice Garland, Glascock, Gran- 
ger, Graves, Grayson, Grithn, Ilaley, lamer, Albert G. Har- 
rison, Haynes, Holsey, Hopkins, 
man, Ingersolf, Ingham, Jabez Jackson, Jenifer, Joseph 
Johnson, Richard M. Jobnson, John W. Jones, Lawicr, 
Lay, Joshua Lee, Thomas Lee, Luke Lea, Leonard, Loyall, 
Lyon, Martin, Maury, McComas, McKim, Mercer, Morgan, 
Muhlenberg, Owens, Parker, Patton, Pearce, Phillips, Pick- 
ens, Joun Reynolds, Ripley, Roane, Robertson, Rogers, 
William B. Shepard, Augustine H. Shepperd, Shields, 
Spangler, Standefer, 
Turrill, Washington, and Wise—89, 

NAYS — Messrs. Adams, Chilton Allan, 
Anthony, Banks, Barton, Bean, Beardsley 
Borden, Briggs, Brown, 
Chamberz, John Chambers, Childs, Corwin, Craig, Cramer, 
Cushing, Cushman, Denny, Dickerson, Effner, Evans, 
Farlin, french, Philo C. Fuller, William K. Fuller, Gillet, 
Grennell, Joseph Hall; Hiland Hall, Hannegan, Hard, Har- 
din, Harlan, Samuel S. Harrison, Hawkins, Hazeltine, 
Henderson, Heister, Hoar, Howell, Hubley, William Jack- 
son, Janes, Jarvis, Cave Johnson, Benjamin Jones, Kinnard, 
Lane, Lansing, Lawrence, Gideon Lee, Lincoln, Abijah 
Mann, Job Mann, WiHiam Mason, Moses Mason, Sampson 
Mason, May, McKennan, McLane, Milter, Milligan, Mont- 
pomery, Moore, Morris, Page, Parks, Patterson, Phelps, 

otts, Reed, Rencher, Joseph Reynolds, Russell, Shinn, 
Sickles, Slade, Smith, Storer, Taylor, John Thomson, Tou- 
cey, Underwood, Vanderpoel, Wardwell, Webster, Weeks, 
White, Whittlesey, and Sherrod Williams—%. 


Mr. SPANGLER (who voted in the majority) 
moved to reconsider the vote respecting the mo- 
tion made by Mr. Bynum, to allow Mr. Newland 
to appear before the House 


Roane, Robertson, Shiclds, 
Towns, Turner, Turrill, Van- 


, Bond, Boon, 


Mr. GranaM, of North Carolina. | bt 
The motion to reconsider was received and laid 
over. 


NEW YORK TRADES’ UNION. 


The motion heretofore made by Mr. HEISTER, | 


to reconsider the vute referring to the Committee 
on Roads and Canals the memorial of the New 
York Trades’ Union, in reference to the hours 
of labor required by the superintendence of the 
public works, was taken up. | -. , 

Mr. HEISTER said, that in explanation of 
the vote he intended to give on the motion now 
pending, he thought it proper, to state, that he 
made the motion at the solicitation of an honor- 
able member of the House, as an act of courtesy 
to the gentleman from New York, [Mr. Moone,] 
in order that he might again have the vote of the 
House on the reference he desired. 

When, on Monday last, that gentleman pre- 
sented the memorial in question, and asked its 
reference to a select committee, apprehending that 
if it was so referred a report would probably be 
made calculated to foster and encourage the 
agrarian and leveling spirit which, in my o in- 
ion, is already too prevalent in the country, I, in 
order to arrest in its incipiency what I believed 
to be an evil, moved to lay the petition on the 
table. This motion having failed, and the gen- 
tleman’s motion also failing, I voted for its refor» 


Barton, Bean, Beardstey, Borden, Briggs, |: 


Crane, Cusnman, Denny, Efiner, Evans, Farlin, . 
Puller, Gatbraith, Gillet, Graves, Grennell, Joseph | 
Hard, Harlan, Samuel S. Harrison, Haw- ! 
Uci-ter, Hoar, Howell, Hubley, Hunting- j 
Janes, Jarvis, Cave Johnson, Kin- | 
Lee, Joshua Lee, Lincoln, Job | 


Dutee J. | 
Joseph Reynolds, Russch, | 
Talia- | 
Toucey, Underwood, Whittlesey, aud |. 
Bockee, `: 
Bynum, John Calhoon, William B.. 
Campbell, Carter, John Chamier, -i 

On- : 


was then taken on Mr. Parron’s | 


by yeas and nays; as | 


Hunt, Huntington, Munts- ; 


Steele, Taliaferro, ‘owns, Turner, | 
Heman Allen, | 


William B. Cathoun, Casey, George 


by counsel, on the | 
subject of his petition for a seat in the place of || 


| 


i 
i 
i 

| 


sideration. . 


sider on the table; which was agreed to. 
ORDERS OF THE DAY. 
` The hour of one o’clock having arrived, 


i the appropriation bills. 
: Mr. BOYD moved to suspend the rule for the 
; purpose of considering the report of the Commit- 
‘tee of Elections on the contested election from 
North Carolina. 

Mr. GRAYSON moved to amend the motion 
: by suspending the rules, for the purpose of pro- 


- eceding with the reception and disposition of peti- i ington, to Plausburgh, in the county of Clinton, 


| tions; which was agreed to. 
PETITIONS, MEMORIALS, ETC. 
Mr. CLARK presented the memorial of a pub- 


lic meeting of sundry citizens of Dauphin county, | 


Pennsylvania, held at Harrisburg, praying Con- 
gress to make an appropriation for the purpose 
of removing to the coast of Africa free negroes 
and manumitted slaves; and thatif, in the opinion 


‘ize the appropriation, such measures may be 
_ taken to procure an amendment of that instrument 
| as may be calculated to insure the objects of the 
| memorialists. 

| Mr. C. moved that the memorial be referred to 
|! select committee and printed. 

| Mr. PATTON move 

| the table, together with the motion to print and 
| commit; and that motion was the pending one. 

i! Mr. DENNY asked the general consent of the 
‘| House to move that the whole subject be post- 
| poned till Monday next, as his colonels EMtr. 
|. Ciarg] was unavoidably absent; which was ac- 
corded, and the motion was agreed to. 

Petitions and memorials were then presented by 
| Messrs, EVANS, SMITH, MASON, FAIR- 
| FIELD, JARVIS, and BAILEY, of Maine; 

Messrs. PHILLIPS, CUSHING, ADAMS, 


' JACKSON, BORDEN, and REED, of Massa- |, 


chusetts; 

Mr. PEARCE of Rhode Island; 

Mr. TOUCEY of Connécticut; 

Mr. ALLEN of Vermont; 

Messrs. P. C. FULLER, WARDWELL, 
': GILLET, L 
|i RUSSEL, CA 
| TINE, CHILDS, 

[ 
asking 
ment of the harbor at the mouth of Big Sandy 
creek, in Mexico Bay, on Lake Ontario; also, a 
memorial for an appropriation for the improve- 
ment of the harbor at Cape Vincent, 

Jefferson, New York; also, for an a propriation 
for the erection of a light-house on Stony Point, 
in the county of Jefferson. 

Mr. Grier presented the petition of Andrew 
McCollum, praying indemnity for losses sus- 
tained during the last war; also, the petition of 
Amos W. Brown, praying the payment of his 
back pay as a Canadian volunteer. Mr. GILLET 
also presented the resolutions of the Legislature 
of the State of New York, instructing the Sena- 
tors from that State to vote for expunging the 
resolution of the Senate, condemning the Presi- 
dent of the United States for removing the pub- 
lic deposits; which resolutions were laid on the 
table, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. Cups presented a memorial praying for 
the abolition of slavery and the slave trade in the 
District of Columbia, signed by 1,557 persons, 
inhabitants of the county of Monroe, State of 
New York. 


MBRELENG, HARD, HAZEL- 
and LEE, of New York; - 


mately belonged to that committee. I still en- i 
tertain the same opinion. 
I doubt, Mr. Speaker, whether there is a gen- 


ao} 
c 
com 
ja 
is) 
5 
gsi 
= 
° 
a 
D 
3 
© 
5 
mA 
77) 
i=] 
EN 
~ 
feg 
D 
tr) 
i} 
= 
f=] 
of 
ot 
< 
ee 
>E 
S 
3 
a 
= 
© 
O 
BS 
2 
a. 
en 
i 


Fry, James’ Gar- f Mr. EVANS moved to lay the motion to recon- 


land, Glascock, Graham, Granger, Grayson, Griffin, Haley, ; 
Haynes, tlenderson, Hopkins, | 
ngersoll, Ingham, Jabez Jack- | 
¢ Jones, Lawler, | 


| of Congress, the Constitution should not author- ; 


i set, Yates, East a 
+ the county of Orleans 


l 
| 
| The CHAIR announced the special order, being i 


Comas, McKeon, Mercer, Morgan, Owens, Parker, Patton, | 


i; George Innes, praying 


| gara county, through Wilson, Kempville, Somer- 


t bi . 
ants i the counties o 


© erecek, on Lake Ontario. 


Mr. Russet presented a petition of Charles 
Hatch and others, of the county of Essex, in the 
State of New York, praying an appropriation for 


i the construction of a military road from White- 


| hall to Plattsburgh, in said State; and, also, pray- 


' ingan appropriation for improving the navigation 
of Lake Champlain; which was referred to the 
Committee on Commerce‘and the Committee on 
Roads and Canals, with instructions that the 
Committce on Roads and Canals inquire into the 
expediency of making an apropriation for con- 
structing a military or public road on the west 
side of Lake Champlain, upon the most direct 
route from Whitehall, in the county of Wash- 


| in the’ State of New York. 
| Mr. Gincoy Lee moved that the document- 
now on the files of the House relative to the erec- 
tion of an additional public store, a sea-walls 
breakwater, and other improvements on the 
' public property on Staten Island, in the port of 
New York, be referred to the Committce of Ways 
and Means; which motion was adopted. 
Mr. Gweon Les presented the petition of 
for compensation for ser- 


med by him in the collection of the 


vice perfor 
a 


i revenue; which was referred to the Committee on 


| Messrs. BANKS, MUHLE 


d to lay the memorial on. ` 


;, observed, the memori 


`: JENIFER, of Maryland. 
ANSING, TURRILL, BROWN, `i 
. and respectable porti 
`; county, Maryland, p 
Mr. Warpwe t presented several memorials, k 
for an appropriation for the improve- | 
u Grace, and eausing the channe 


county of | 


< citizens of Havre 


NBERG, ANTHO- 
: NY, BUCHANAN, and BEAUMONT, of Penn- 
sylvania. 

_ " (Mr. Bremanan presented a memorial adopted 
ata mecting at Connellsville, of a large and re- 
spectable number of the citizens of Fayette 
county, Pennsylvania, on the subject of the abo- 
lition of slavery in the District of Columbia. He 

ial had been in his posses- 
gion for some time, but he was prevented from 
presenting it before this time on account of per- 
sonal indisposition. He further stated that, what 
might appear extradrdinar in a paper of this 

kind, coming from the north of Mason and Dix- 

on’s line, it was decidedly in favor of rejecting all 

petitions on the subject coming from any quarter 

without the bounds of the District, and contained 

some cogent arguments in favor of that postion 
Mossrs. TURNER, HOWARD, McKIM, an 


i Commerce. ] 


Mr. Turner presented the memorial of a large 
on of the citizens of Harford 
raying that an appropriation 
may be made for removing obstructions at or near 
the head of the bay below the port of Havre De 
| to be deepened. 
Mr. T. said: Mr. Speaker, the substance of this 
! memorial is of such a character, that it speaks 
for itself; but I cannot forbear saying that the 
: magnitude and importance of its object are such 
` as redound to the credit of the memorialists. The 
enterprise is one which, if carried into effect, will 
' do much to promote the interest, not only of the 
De Grace and its vicinity, but 
of the citizens of the great States of Pennsylvania 
i and New York, by creating an export market 
immediately at the mouth of this magnificent 
river, where all the great mass of produce that 
descends the Susquehanna for hundreds of miles 
from the interior of a rich and fertile country 
abounding in wealth must concentrate, aud ulti- 
mately make the town of Havre De Grace what 
it ought to have been years ago. I therefore move 
that the memorial be referred, without reading» 
to the Committee on Commerce, under a fu 
assurance that they will give it that due consid- 
demands.) 
N, LOYALL, TAL- 
of Virgina. 


[ 


' eration that its importance 
Messrs. JOHN Y. MASO 


| IFAFERRO, and MERCER, 


` 


232 


a A 


Mr. ROBERTSON asked the consent of the 
House to submit the following resolution: 

Resoired, Thatthe Committee for the District of Colum. | 
bit bo iastruet sd to inquise iuto the expediency of ceding 
tates of Virginia and Mary- ; 
peialiy— T : 
to the validity of 


tue aid Disirict back to the © 
wand re pee 


tively; and to repart spe 
bjeciions, it any, 


“ton. 
2. The 
this measure (if adopted) id à; 
iiselr and its iuliabitants, or to the U nited States. 

3. Tne reservatious and provi. ions that should accom- 
piny ruch cession, with a view to the permanent continu- | 
ance of tue seat o. Government in the said District, the en- : 
lire protection and preservation of the property of the 
United States therein, aud the attainment ot such other ; 
objects as the committee may deem necessary and proper : 
to guid the rights aad interests of all; and that the said 
cominittee have power to send for persons and papers. i 

Objection being made, Mr. 
to suspend the rules, in orde 
submit his resolution. 

yfr. GARLAND, of Louisiana, calle 
eas and nays; which were ordered. 
Mr. BOULDLN said, as the question was an 
important one and the House was thin, he would : 
move a call of the House, | 

The motion was negatived—ayes 40, noes 68. 

. a 

No quorum voting, Mr. WHITTLESEY re- ' 
newed the motion for a call of the House; which 
was ordered. 


After proceed 
VANDERPOE 


iu 


to the said States, to the District 


r to enable him to | 


d for the 
y i 


ingsome time, on motion by Mr. 
L, the further proceedings under 


the call were suspended. 
hen taken on suspending 
din the negative—yeas 71, 


The question was t 
the rules; and decide 


tiam. ard Wre—“h, 

NAYS — Musers. Adams, IJeman Allen, Ash, Ashley, 
Banks, barton, Beard ley, Bond, 
Brown, Buchanan, Bynum, William B. Calhoun, Carr, 
Casey, George Chambers. John Cnambers, Chancy, 
tand. Col =, Cu hing, Cu hman, Deberry, Denny, Dickson, | 
Dunlap, Effner, Evans, Everett, Farlin, French, Fry, Wil- : 
tiam K. Fuiler, Gaibraith, Gillet, Granger, Graves, Grennell, 
Haley, Jo-eph Mail, Hamer, samuel 8. Harrison, Hawkins, 
Hazoitine, Henderson, Hoar, Howard, Howell, Hubicy. 
Hurt, Huntington, Ingersoll, Ingham, Jabez Jackson, 
Janes, Jarvis, Jenifer, Joseph Joinson, Cave Johnson, 
Beujamin Jones, Kennon, Kilgore, Kinnard, Klingensmith, 
Lane, Lansing, Lawrence, Gideon Lee, Joshna Le, 
Thonas Lee, Leonard, Lincoln, Logan, Love, Job Mann, | 
Wiiliain Maan, Bamp-on Mason, May, McCarty, McKen- 
nan, MeKim, Mercer, Miiler, Milligan, Morris, Muhlenberg, 
Parks, Pattcrson, Dutee J. Pearce, Phillips, Potts, Reed, 
John Reynolds, Schenck, Augustine H. Shepperd, Shinn, | 
Sickle-, Slade, Sloane, Smith, Spangler, Storer, Suther- 
land, Taylor, John Thomson, Toucey, Underwood, Van- 
derpoel, Vinton, Washington, Weeks, Whittlesey, and 
Sherrod Wikiams—114. 


Petitions and memorials were then further pre- 
sented by 

Mr. CONNOR, of North Carolina; 

Messrs. PICKENS and GRAYSON, of South 
Carolina; 


_Measrs. COFFEE and GLASCOCK, of Geor- 


gia; 
Messrs. UNDERWOOD and ALLAN, of 
Kentucky; 


advantages of disadvantages likely to tesut from |: 


HE 


i 


RoseERrTsON moved | 


Boon, Borden, Brigg; |) 


‘| Qn motion by Mr. CLEVELAND, it was 


Cleve- '! 


Mareh 7, 


Chirty, asked to be placed on the invalid pension 
list.] 
Mr. DICKSON, of Mississippi; 


Messrs. CASEY, MAY, and REYNOLDS, of 
etition of sundry in- 


Iinois. 

(Mr. May presented a P 
habitants of the State of Illinois, for the estab- 
lishment of a post route from Macomb to Rock 
Island. 

Mr. Rernorps presented the petition of Wil- 
liam Morrison, of Kaskaskia, Illinois, praying 

yment for rations furnished the troops o the 
Dred States Army in 1816 and 1817; also, the 
etition of Damel Malone, of Randolph county, 


CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


establishing a post route from the Fishdam post office, on 
Broad river. in Union district, to Pinckneyvilie, in the same 


| district. Also, into the expediency of establishing a post 


illinois, praying relief for a mistake in the entry : 


of a tract of land. 

Mr. Casey presented various petitions for mail 
routes in Illinois; which were referred to the 
Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads; 
also, the petition of sundry citizens of the south- 
eastern countics of Illinois, bordering upon the 
Ohio and Wabash rivers, praying the establish- 
ment of a hospital at Shawneetown, in the State 
of Nlinois. On his motion it was referred to the 
Comunittee ov Commerce. ] 

Messrs. LYON and LAWLER, of Alabama; 

Messrs. HARKISON and ASHLEY, of Mis- 
souri; 

Mr JONES, of Michigan; 

[Mr. Jones presented a petition of the inhab- 
itants of Rost river and Wisconsin city, praying 
the establishment of a post route from Rost river, 
by Wisconsin city, to Carsville, Michigan Ter- 
ritory; also, the petition of John Bell, of Belle- 
vicud.scriet, Bergen county, Michigan Territory.] 

Mr. SEVIER, of Arkansas; 

Mr. WHITE, of Florida. 

[Mr. Stave presented memorials, praying for 
the abolition of slavery and the slave trade in the 
District of Columbia, from 487 females, and 19 
male citizens of the State of Vermont; from 548 
‘ females, and 274 male citizens of Dover, in the 
State of New Hampshire; and from 66 females, 
and 54 male citizens of Derry, in the same State; 
which were referred to the committee appointed 
| under the resolutions offered by Mr. Pincxner, of 
South Carolina.) 


Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Office and 
Pot Roads be instructed to inquire into the expediency or 
establishing the roiiowing post routes in the State of Geor- 
gia: 1, A route irom Villariea, in Carroll county, via Pauld- 


route from Jtraytonsville, by the Lime stone springs, Sinith 
Lipscomb’s, Rowland’s store, and the Roiiing Rill, to Spar- 


 tanburgh Court house, in South Carolina. 


: establishing the foilowi 
: Court-house, Virginia, 
' Esq , to the Blue 
: Bickley’s Mills, 
‘to Pendicton post oi 


' of extending a post route from the Laurel post o 


On motion by Mr. MANN, of New York, it 
was 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads be instructed to inquire into the expediency of 
establishing a post road trom Herkimer to Utica, on the 
south side of the Mohawk river, by the villages ot Mohawk, - 
German Flatts, and Frankfort, in the State of New York. 


On motion by Mr. MANN, of New York, it 


was 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads be instructed to inquire into the expediency of 
providing by law for the purchase or construction of guit- 
able fire proof buildings, tor the use of the principal dis- 
tributing post offices in the several large cities of the United 
States. 


On motion by Mr. HOPKINS, it was 


Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads be instructed to inquire into the expediency of 
ug post routes, viz: From Wythe 

via the house of James H. Piper, 
Springs, Smyth county, Virginia; trom 
in the county of Russell, via Osbornesford, 
ffice, in the county of Scott; from 
Broadiord post office, in the county of Smyth, via Cox's 
store, to Sharon post office, in the county of Wythe; and 
ce, in the 


‘! couaty of Wasiiington, to the house of Capiain Levi Bishop, 


in the counsy of Sinyth. 


On motion by Mr. SPANGLER, it was 


Resolved, That the Committee on the Public Lands be 


instructed to inquire into the expediency of providing by 
' law tor refunding to James Brewer, of Tuscarawas county, 
| Ohio, the stm of one hundred dollars, by him herctofore 
paid to the United States tor the west hali or the southwest 
quarter of section No. 14, in township No. 8, range No. 3, 
military, in the Zanesville district. 7 


On motion by Mr. JONES, of Ohio, it was 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads be instructed to inquire into the expediency of 
establishing a post route trom the town of Minerva, in Stuk 
, county, Oiio, by the way of Franklin, Mount Union, Wil- 
i liam: port, Lexington, Mahoning post office, and Lima, to 
Atwater, in the county of Portage, Onio. 

On motion by Mr. BOON, it was 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads be instructed to inquire into the expediency of 
establishing a post road from Leavenworth, in Crawiord 
county, by Mount Prospect, in said county, to Jasper, in 


, Dubois county. 


‘ ing Court-bou‘e, Paulding eouuty, Rome, in Floyd county, : 


to Waiker Court-hou e.in Walker couuty. 2, A route rom 


i Clayton, in Rabon county, viz Blairsville, in Union county, , 


Bilejay, ia Gilmer county, Sprinz Piace, in Murray county, 
to Watker Court bou, in Walker county. 3.. A route 
from Dahlonega, in Lumpkm county, vie Harnageville, in 
Cherokee county, Canton, in Cherokee caunty, to Casevilley 
in Ca:3 county. 4. A route from Dahtonega, in Lumpkin 
county, to Bhirsville, in Union county. 
Canton, in Cherokee county, vie. Lebanon, Marictta, in 
Cobb county, Paulding Court-house, in Paulding county, to 
Cedar Town, Pauldingcounty. 6. A route from Dahlonega, 
in Lumpkin county, via Cumming, in Forsyth county, Ma- 
rietta, in Cobb county, Sweet Water Town, in Cobb county, 
to Campbeliton, in Campbell county. 


Mr. DAVIS submitted the followingresolution, 
which was considered and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the Sccretary of War be directed tò trans- 
mit to this House a copy of the report of Howard Stans- 


summer) for roads and canals in Indiana. 


On motion by Mr. GARLAND, of Virginia, 
it was 
Resolved, That the Committee on Revolutionary Claims 


Messrs. DUNLAP, STANDEFER and CAR- 
TER, of Tennessec; 

Messrs. WHITTLESEY, HAMER, PAT- 
TERSON, SPANGLER, JONES, MASON,and 
CRANE, of Ohio. 

[Mr. Hamer presented the petition of Josiah 
Curtis, praying for a pension on account of a 
wound received in the service of the United 
Siates.] 

Mr. GARLAND, of Louisiana; 

_ Messrs. LANE, DAVIS, BOON, HANNE- 
GAN, and CARR, of Indiana. 


{Mr. Hawwecaw presented a petition for a post 
route ani stages from Indianapolis, by Frankfort, 
Delphi, Monticello, and through the counties of 
Jasper, Porter, and Laporte, to Michigan city; 
which was referred to the Cornmittce on the Post 


Ofsce and Post Roads.] 
Mr. Datis presented the petition of David 


be instructed to inquire into the expediency of se amending 
the act of July 5, 1832, in relation to the haif pay of the 
officers of the Revolution of the Virginia State line, so as to 
embrace claims of commutation, or five years’ full pay, in 
licu of half pay ; and to provide for the refunding of such 
sums of moncy advanccd by the State of Virginia in satis- 
faction of claims for half pay; also to provide for the 


hereafter be recovered against the State of Virginia for such 
claims. 


On motion by Mr. DENNY, it was 


| establishing a post route from Johnstown, via Legonia, to 
Pittsburg. 
On motion by Mr. CRAIG, it was 


Resolved, That the Committee on Revolutionary Pensions 
be instructed to inquire into the propriety of increasing the 
pension of William Matheny, of Virginia. 


On motion by Mr. ROGERS, it was 
Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Office and 


| Post Roads be instructed to inquire into the expediency of 


adjustment and satisfaction of such judgments as may | 


Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Office and | 
Post Roads be instructed to inquire into the expediency of | 


5. A route irom ' 


froin the 25th day o: September, 1820, 


:| lost in the serv 


berry, made upon certain surveys (had during the past i! 


On motion by Mr. STORER, it was : 

Revived, Taat the Committee on Revolutionary Pensions 
be instructed to innuire into the expediency of allowing to 
Elijah Borden the, arrears of pay ai a revautionary soldier, 
when he wasstricken 
trom tho pension.roil, until the 19th day of January, 1832, 
witen his naime was restored to the roil, 


On motion by Mr. LAY, it was 

Resolved, That the Committce on Invalid Pensions be 
instructed to inquire into the ¢xpedicncy of granting a pen 
sion to Sylvester Tiffany. / 

On motion by Mr. MAY, it was 

Resolved, That the Committee on Claims inquire into the 
expediency of compensntiny James flobison for a borse 
ide of the United States during the tate India) 
disturbances in Illinoia. i 


On motion by Mr. MILLER, it was. 

Resolved, That the Committee on Invalid Pensions be 
instructed to inquire into the expediency oi reviving and 
continuing in force for a further period the Jaws lately in 
force providing for placing persons wounded in the service 
of the United States during the revolutionary war, on the 
invalid pension roll. 


On motion by Mr. LAWLER, it was 


Resplved,; That the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads be instructed to inquire into the expediency of 
establishing a mail route froin Jacksonvilte, by way of Tal- 
edega, Mardiavillo, Lafayette, and Casseten, in Alabama, 
to Columbus, Georgia; that the same committee be in- 
strueted to inquire into the expediency of establishing a 
mail route from Wetumpka, by way of ‘Tallassee and Cas- 
seton, in Alabama, to West Point, Georgia ; that the same 
committee be instructed to inquire inté the expediency of 
establishing a mail route from Tuskaga, by way of Tallas- 
see, Oakta:ka, Shropshing, and Spragginsville, to Mardis- 


| ville, in Alabama. 


On motion by Mr. LYON, it was 

Resoleed, That the Committee on Pablic, Lands be in- 
structed to inquire into the expediency of amending the 
act of Congress, passed on the 23d of May, 1898, entitled 
“ An act for the relief of the purchasers of the public jands 
that have reverted for the non. payment of the purchase 
money ;” and the act on the same subject, passed in June 
1832, so as to enable the heirs or legal representatives 0 
deceased persons to draw scrip on all forfeited land stock 
remaining in the name of such deceased persons, upou the 
heirs or lega! repeesentatives of such deceased persons 
giving a refunding bond, to be approved of by the register 
of the Land Office, in double the améunt of the scrip 
issued, and under such other restriction as may 5e, thought 
propet and necessary, in all cases where the original cer- 


1826. 


destroyed. 
On motion by Mr. FRY, it was ; 


Resoived, That the Committee on Revolutionary Pen- 
sions be instructed to inquire mta the expedieney of placing 
the name or Robert McSuane, of Fayette county, Pennsyl- 
vaaia, upon the roll of pensioners, under the act of June 7, 
1832, grauting pensions to officers and soldiers of the revo- 
lutionary war. 


On motion by Mr. WILLIAMS, of Kentucky, 
it was i 
Resoived, That the Committee on Revolutionary Claims 
be instructed to inquire nto the propriety of allowing to the 
heirs of Captain Nachan Faris, and to the heirs of Major 
Robert Powell, the pay that they were entitled to as officers 
of the Revolution, and for any other military services ren- 
dered by the said Captain Nathan aris and Major Robert | 
orwell, | 


On motion by Mr. DUNLAP, it was 


Resolved, That the Committee on Revolutionary Claims 
be instructed to inquire iuto the expediency of paying Col- 
one! Clement McDaniel, or Shelby county, Tennessee, for 
his services as an officer in the revolutionary war. 


On motion by Mr. SHIELDS, it was 


Resolved, That the Coninittce on the Post Office and Post 
Roads be jastrucied to inquire into the expediency of estab- 
lishing a post road {rom Waynesborough, Tennessee, by 
David Galiaher’s and Pin Hook, in Wayne county, in said . 
State, to the Brick House in Hardin county, in said State, 
On the stage road trom Savannah, Tennessee, to Florence, 
Alabama. i 


On motion by Mr. GARLAND, of Louisiana, ` 
it was 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads be instructed to inquire into the expediency of 
establishing a post route trom Harrisonburg, in the parish 
of Catahoola, by Deer creek and the Bayou Macon, to Lake 
Providence, im the parish of Carroll, in the State of Louisi- 
ana. f 


Mr. CARTER submitted the following resolu- 
tion; which, under the rule, lies over one day: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of War be requested to 
communicate to this House such information as may be in 
his possession in relation to the different sites or location of 
iron ore fit for casting military and naval ordnance; and | 
also bis opinion and views on the policy and expediency 
of instituting asurvey of the different sections of the United 
States, to ascertain the loeation or sites of such iron ore fit | 
for such purposes. | 


On motion by Mr. JONES, of Michigan, it 
was 


_ Resolved, That the Committee on Roads and Canals be | 
instructed to juquire into the expediency of making appro- | 
priations tor the surveys of the following rivers, preparatory | 
to the improvement thereof for the purposes of navigation, | 
to wit: the Mississippi river at the rapids of the Des Moine, 
and the rapids at Rock Island; the Des Moine river, from 
its mouth to the head of the rapids thereof; of the Skunk 


tidicates, given to such deceased persons, have been lost or | 
| 
t 
i 


| 
{i 
| 
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ferred to the Committee on Revolutionary Claims. 


On motion by Mr. TOMLINSON, the report 
of the Secretary of the Navy, on the subject of 


| Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be 
printed. 


| 


the harbor of Bridgeport, was referred to the : 


THE PENNSYLVANIA QUAKERS MEMORIAL. | 
The Senate proceeded to the consideration. of : 
the memorial of the Society of Friends of Lan- ` 
caster county, Pennsylvania, on the subject of , 
the abolition of slavery in the District of Colum- 


: bias: i 

: Mr. GRUNDY observed that he did not intend 
to go into a full examination of the subject. His 
design was barely to express his opinions upon 

: the dierent topics that fad been discussed, and 

assign some of the reasons upon which those 


, opinions were founded. At the commencement ` 


i of the present session of Congress, it was his 


impression that no discussion on the subject ` 


ought to take place, and he had acted under that 
impression, and had accordingly, when the first 
| petition for the abolition of slavery in the Dis- 
| trict of Columbia was presented by the Senator 
‘from Ohio, [Mr. Ewine,] he (Mr. G.) had 
i moved to lay it on the table; which motion was 
‘ sustained by the Senate. His intention then was 
to prevent debate or discussion, and he still en- 


| proceeding been acquiesced in by ather Senators, 
it would have been the wisest and most prudent 
course that could have been pursued. e was 
aware that great excitement had existed during 
the last summer in the slayeholding States; but 
so strong.and emphatic had been the language 
' and conduct of the citizens of the non-slavehold- 


to excite the Abolitionists to further action, and 
: produce alarm in the slaveholding States. 
| The citizens of Boston, New York, Utica, Al- 


non-slaveholding States, had come forward and 


river, from its mouth to the mills of Jones & Co.; of the : tion to prevent injury to the slaveholding States, 


lowa river, trom its mouth to the western boundary of the 


purchase or: 1802; of me Rock river, from its mouth to the | 


mouth of the Picketonica; of the Picketonica, trom its | 
mouth to the forks thereof; of the Wisconsin and Fox rivers 


to the portage of the two rivers. i 


_ On motion by Mr. JOHNSON, of Louisiana, 
it was 

Resolved, That the Committee on Public Lands be in- 
structed to inquire into the expediency of extending the pro- 
visions of an act entitled “An act to authorize the inhabitants | 
or the State of Louisiana to enter the back lands,” approved | 
on the loth of June, 182, for.the term of one year trom the 
15th of June next; and into the expediency of modifying 
the said act so as to authorize those claimants who may not 
be able to obtain the quantity of land embraced in their 
frout tracta, by reason of bends in the water courses, bor- 
dering on their said front tracts, or from other cause, to lo- 


cate the quantity of land of which they may beso deprived |! 


on other lands of the United States, in the vicinity of those 
elaims. 


On motion by Mr. LAY, the House adjourned. 


IN SENATE. 
Tuespvay, March 8, 1836. 


The CHAIR communicated a report from the | 
Treasury Department, transmitting, in compli- 
ance with the resolution of the Senate, a state- 
ment prepared by the Treasurer, of the balances | 
in the deposit banks. j 

Also, a report from the same Department, 
transmitting statements of the affairs of the de- 
posit banks up to the 1st of February last. 


Mr. CLAY presented a memorial from a com- | 
mittee of managers of the marine hospital at 
Louisville, Kentucky, praying for aid from Con- 
gress for that and other institutions of a similar 
character on the western waters; and after a few | 
remarks from Messrs. CLAY, DAVIS, BEN- | 
TON, and PORTER, the memorial was referred ! 
to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to 


| as to afford a sufficient guarantee that they would 
: discharge all the duties and obligations which 
they owed to the citizens of the slave States. 
Shortly after the commencement of the session, 


proper that he should depart from his original 


excitement which this debate had produced, either 
here or elsewhere. So far as was practicable, 
he would avoid irritating either members here or 
| these not entitled to a seat on this floor. The 
| people of the United States enjoy more liberty 


; and prosperity than any other people on earth. 
All the benefits possessed by them have grown 
up under the Constitution and form of.Govern- 
ment under which they live. Any act which will 
endanger the Government or Constitution should 
be carefully avoided. í 


| when he declared, that the moment the citizens of 
the non-slaveholding States should, in violation 
of the Constitution, lay their hands on the prop- 
erty of the slaveholding States, the citizens of 
the latter would instantly consider the Union dis- 
solved and the Government at an end. They 
could no longer confide in aGovernment which, 
instead of protecting, plundered them of their 
property. The right of property in slaves is 
| guarantied to the citizens of the States where 
| slavery exists by the Constitution, as fully as the 
right to any other species of property; and should 
the non-slaveholding States at any time violate 
these guarantees in so important a particular as 
this, it would be such a departure from the 
| great principles of the compact, that the injured 
| party would at once be absolved from all the ob- 


be printed. 


' ligations it imposes on them. It would be impos- 


placed themselves in opposition to the mad | 
|| Schemes of the Abolitionists, “Mr. G. was of 
opinion that they had manifested such a disposi- | 


determination, and participate in a debate which ; 
had been introduced and persevered in by others. ; 
| But he should studiously avoid increasing that ` 


| bany, Philadelphia, and all the principal cities to | 
| the Boat, as well as the cities of the West, inthe | 


| 
| 
| 


Mr. LEIGH presented the etition of the heirs |; sible tamely to submit to it. ‘Fhe citizens of the 
te General William Campbell; which was re- 


slaveholding States, therefore, intreat those of 
the non-slaveholding States to step forward and 
put down this spirit of abolition, before it pro- 
duces the ruin of this Government. Mr. G. re- 
marked, that, while speaking thus freely and 
frankly, he did not, wish to be understood as 
chiding them for not having done their duty. 
He had seen with pleasure—he had rejoiced and 
exulted at the evidence which had been af- 
forded by the citizens of every non-slaveholding 
State during the last fall, of their determination 
to discharge their duty to the citizens of the 
slaveholding States by putting down, by all 
means in. their power, every effort that might be 
made by mistaken or misguided men upon this 
subject. They had manifested a soundness of 
public opinion, and a determination to preserve 
the union of the States and the rights of citizens 
as enjoined by the Constitution of the country. 
Mr. G. admitted that the duty which had already 


‘ been performed and still to be performed by them, 


_tionists reside among them. 


|| tertained the opinion that, had that course of | 


These Aboli- 
They are their 
neighbors—still. they, and they only, have the 
power to put down that spirit which endangers 
the prosperity and safety of the slaveholdine 
States. The Abolitionists are amongst them. 
There they have to be met. There the battle has 
to be fought. They are beyond our reach. Ifa 
straggler comes amongst us propagating his in- 
surrectionary and incendiary doctrines, he is sent 


was a hard and unpleasant one. 


: away with an admonition which will prevent his 


‘return. , This is done in defense of ourselves. 


i 
| 
1 
| 


|| @ discussion, contrary to his wishes, had com- | 
menced and been carried on; and it was therefore | 


l 


No other way is known by which the mischief, 
growing out of this plan of abolition, can be pre- 
vented. Therefore, as we have no power to 
reach these Abolitionists, as we cannot prevent 
their incendiary publications, we ask our brethren 
of the North and East to persevere in their efforts 
in putting down the labors of these men, which 
must terminate, unless they are arrested, in the 
destruction of ourselves and families. Ifa man, 
whether madman, fanatic, or worse than either, 
shall be seen approaching a neighbor’s house 
with a lighted torch to consume it, ought not all 
good men to arrest him and prevent the mischief? 
It therefore seems (said Mr. G.) that too much is 
not asked, when we say to our friends at the 
North that it is their duty to adopt, such means as 
will prevent the threatened danger. 

Congress can do little on this subject, It may, 
and itis hoped will, prevent the c:rculation of 


| these incendiary publications, and pictorial repre- 
| Sentations, through the medium of the public 
| mails; but still there are other means by which 


they can be circulated. That this Government, 
designed for the protection of the States and their 


, citizens, does not possess a competent power to 


prevent the circulation of these publications 
through the mail, is an opinion which I cannot 
entertain, That it does possess this power he 
hoped to be able to demonstrate whenever the 


; bill upon that subject came up for consideration. 
| [t seems to be yielded, that the States possess the 


entire control over the subject of slavery within 
their respective limits. But. it, is insisted that 
Congress ought to interfere and abolish slavery 
within the District of Columbia, and this is the 
object prayed for by these petitioners. He would 
not go into an examination of the constitutional 


| power of Congress, For his own part, he should 
| consider himself as culpable were he to vote for 
' Mr. G. said he thought he was not mistaken | 


such.a measure, if the constitutional power ex- 
isted, as were he to vote for it in the absence of 
such power. He considered the faith of the Gov- 
ernment pledged not to interfere with this subject 
in this District, and the faith of the Government 
should be preserved as sacredly as the Consti- Š 
tution. | ae 
When application was made to Virginia and 
Maryland for a cession of this District, was it sup- 


| posed by either of those States, or any citizen in 


them, that the abolition of slavery was to take 
place here, or that. this. District was to be used 
as a means of rendering of no value this species 
of property? Could it be believed that, if the 
General Government had intimated such an inten- 
tion, a cession from either of the States could ever 
have been obtained? This no man can believe. 
If this be so, would not this Government be justly 
chargeable with Punic faith? Were they now to 
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dé ntact so vitally injurious to the citizens of these | 
States, of which, at the'time of obtaining the ces- 
sion, it gave no intimation? . He- would appeal to 
that sense of justice which inhabits every honest | 
man's bosom;‘whether sucha proceeding would |; 
not be glaringly unjust?” When the citizens of |! 
this: District! acquired ‘this property, they did it | 
under the:sanction of existing laws. : To deprive 
them of this property now would be a violation | 
oftheir constitutional rights, unless compensation 
were niade; and that compensation Congress pos- 
sesses no power to make. When the Constitu- | 
tion ‘provides. that private property shall not be || 
taken ‘for public use without compensation, he i 
(MroG.) understood it to mean that, where an || 
individual owned property which the Government | 
nceded for its own use,it might be taken, and the 
ownership: might: be- changed, and ‘that which 
belonged to an individual might thereby cease to 
be his, and be-owned by-the Government. But | 
it certainly cannot hea sound or safe construction || 
of 'the Constitution to Say that the public treasure 
may ‘be’expendeéd ‘for the visionary purpose of 
buying’ slaves to make theiy'free: Besides, these 
petitioners wholly mistake ‘their object, as has || 
hee shown ‘already by the Senator from New |! 
Hampshire; [Mr. Hussparn.] Were Congress 
to grant their petition, there would not exist a 
single slave less, although much loss might be 
produced to the owners, and misery to the slaves. 
Were Congress to attempt to pass such a law, ij 
with a probability of success, every slave would |j 
be immediately removed out of the District to 
Virginia and’ Maryland; and the further conse- i! 
quences would be, that the slaves would be sold || 
lo strangers, and sent to distant parts of the coun- || 
try, where they would be less: happy, and be |! 
deprived of many of the comforts and associations | 
they now enjoy. | 
Mr. G. asked what would be the condition of |; 
this District when all this should be effected? It) 
would then be a habitation and harbor for free , 
neésrocs and fugitive slaves from the States of Vir- | 
ginia'and Maryland. H would be wholly unfitfor || 
the seat of the General Government, and those | 
who.are now urging these petitions would find that | 
were they to succeed in their wishes not one of | 
the objects desired by them would be accomplished. || 
Mr. G. proeceded to say that ignorance ora want | 
of knowledge of the subjects on which men act, |; 
had at all times done more mischief than anything | 
else. These Abolitionists say they are the friends || 
of the’slaves, and that a principle of philanthropy |! 
nrompis them to act the part they are performing. |: 
Gatate effects already produced upon the slaves 
by their efforts be examined, and it will be readily | 
discerned that they have produced much injury to || 
the slaves themselves. Before they commenced ;i 
their doings, pious men and women in different | 
parts of the slaveholding States felt it their duty || 
to attend Sunday schools ‘established for the in- | 
struction ofslaves, to learn them toread the Scrip- | 
tures and become acquainted with the history of | 
man’s redemption. There were separate places | 
of worship established, where learned and pious || 
ministers of the Gospel dispensed the word of truth | 
to them. “All of these are now abandoned and || 
broken up, and in addition the privileges of the} 
slaves are curtailed and restraints imposed upon | 
them’, which never would have been thought of had |} 
these Abolitionists never commenced their labors. | 
Where perfect and entire confidence existed, jeal- | 
ousies and distrust now prevail, and liberal and || 
kind indulgences have been changed into neces- | 


sary and rigoruus restraints. This has been ren- | 
dered indispensable by the interference of these 
men, who are wholly ignorant of the true relations 
that exist between master and slave in the slave- 
holding States. 


more happy and contented than thousands of their | 
own poor neighbors, and would confine their acts 
of beneficence to those nearerto them, they would | 
do less mischief and add much more to the sum || 
of human happiness. These Abolitionists seem | 
to think that itisa religious duty to interfere with || 
this subject. |The Scriptures afford no warrant || 
for such an opinion. The Prince of Peace, who, | 
when on earth, reproved men ofall sin, and who | 
countenanéed nothing wicked, at no time enjoined || 


| Sunday schools, the best institutions in the coun- 


i tion of the question more immediately before the 


| ment of the memorial as a matter of course, no notice 


if these men would only reflect |: 
that our slaves are better fed, better clothed, and j 


‘ton masters to liberatetheir slaves. Slaverythen |; 
éxisted,and within his knowledge, ina much more 


rigorous form than it now does, and he taught || 
slaves to be obedient to their masters. The teach- |j 


ngs of these Abolitionists are, in effect, (although 
without the desigh,): to cause’ slaves to-cut their 


that it was a want of knowledge as. to. the true 
state. of things in the slaveholding States, which 
had produced this misguided zeal, and that, so. 
soon as the truth came to be fully understood, the 
whole scheme of abolition would be abandoned | 
as unprofitable and mischievous. Mr. G. said | 
he was struck forcibly with the character of these 
petitions. They were mostly signed by women 
and children. Artful and designing men probably 
had obtained their signatures to these memorials, 
to which they would not affix their own names. 
try, had been resorted to, and signatures obtained 
doubtless by false representations. 

Mr. G. said he intended not-to be tedious, and | 
would, therefore, proceed directly to an examina- | 


Senate. He differed*from the Senator from South | 
Carolina [Mr. Catnoun] as to the manner of treat- | 
ing this petition. He should adopt and pursue 
the opinion acted-upon by the Congress of the 
United States in 1790, and which had been sub- 
stantially pursucd from that period down to the 
present. Petitions similar to the present, and from | 
the sanie society, had been presented to Congress | 
at each session, and Congress had, at no time, 


refused to receive them; and a departure from the 
| 


ordinary usage on this subject, he apprehended, || 


might produce, rather than allay, excitement. It 
would be recollected, that by the Constitution of | 
the United States Congress is expressly prohibit- | 
ed from interfering with the slave trade which | 
might be carried on by the citizens of the different 
States for the space of twenty-one years; yet in į 
1790, the Society of Quakers or Friends forwarded | 
their petition to Congress, praying their interfer- | 
ence upon that subject. This petition, although in 
direct opposition to the Constitution, was reecived, 
and a motion was made to send itto a committee. 
This was opposed, and a proposition made to lay 
it upon the table. Those most opposed to the į 
object of the petition sustained the latter prop- 
osition. Mr. Madison, of Virginia, a slave- 
holding State, advocated the reference to a com- 
mittee, and used the argument which he would 
read to the Senate: 

6 Mr. Madison thought the question before the committee 


was not otherwise important than as gentlemen made itso 
by their serious opposition. Did they permit the commit- 


would be taken of it out of doors. It couid never be blown 
up foto a decision ofthe question respecting the discourage- 
ment of the African slave trade, nor alarm the owners with 
an apprehension that the General Government were about 
to abolish slavery in all the southern States. Such things 
are not contemplated by any gentleman. But to appearance 
they decidé the question more against themselves than 
would be the case if it was determined on‘its real merits 5 
because gentlemen may be disposed to vote for the commit- 
ment of the petition without any intention of supporting the 
prayer of it”? 

Mr. GRUNDY proceeded by remarking that 
everything that Mr. Madison apprehended had 
been realized by the debate in which the Senate 
was engaged. Alarm had been produced by this 
discussion; the Abolitionists had been encouraged 
by it, and were redoubling their efforts; whereas, 
had the petitions been received and laid on the 
table, or had they been received and referred to 
the Committee on the District of Columbia, as 
heretofore, at this time the country would have 
been in a state of tranquillity. The decision that 
is to take place upon this motion may be a source 
of misapprehension to many citizens who may 


1 
infer that all, or at least some, of those who vote |} 
| 


for the reception of the petition are favorable to 
its prayer, when in fact there is not one Senator 
here favorable to it. 


tion in opposition to this petition, and at the same | 
time have declared their conviction that the Con- | 
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| before the formation of the Constitution. 


g ; | not depart now from the established usage. 
Many Senators have declared their determina- |! 


prayer, A vote of that kind would discounte- 
nance and discourage the Abolitionists, and give 
confidence to the citizens of the slave-holding 


| States; and:as'so much has been said on this sub- 
masters’ throats, Mr. G. said he. must believe |) 


ject, he (Mr. G.) was desirous that the opinion 
‘of the Senate should be fully expressed by a vote 
upon the main question. ‘The Senators from the 
North have told us they will abide our fate—that 
they will hazard everything to secure to: us -the 
guarantees of the Constitution in relation to this 
species of property; but they tell us, at the same 
time, that neither they nor thetr constituents en- 
tertain opinions upon the subject of the great right 
of petition which wouid justify them in refusing 
to receive this or any other petition couched in 
decorous and respectful language; that were they 
to vote not to receive the petition, they could'not 
sustain themselves at home, and the Abolitionists 
would thereby obtain an advantage over them, 
Mr. G. said he would ask whether it was right or 
reasonable for Senators of the slaveholding States, 
whenthey were asking those of the non-slavehold- 
ing States to wage a war with the Abolitionists, 
who were their neighbors, for the security of the 
property of the South and Southwest, to arm their 
adversaries with dangerous weapons, and thereby 
enable them to conquer their friends? So far as 
he was concerned, he would aid the Abolitionists 
with no weapon or argument which they could 
use successfully against the friends of the Union 
and the Constitution. Therefore, if there were 
no constitutional doubts existing, he would, as 
a matter of expediency, vote to receive the peti- 
tions, to be followed up by a vote rejecting their 
prayer. But he confessed that the constitutional 
right to refuse to receive a petion was very far 
from being clear. The right of petition existed » 
It was 
wellunderstood by the framers of that instrument; 
and although it only declares that Congress shall 
pass no law to prevent citizens from peaceably 
assembling and petitioning for a redress of griev- 
ances, it never could have entered into their minds 
that those to whom the petitions were addressed 
would refuse to receive them. Of what value is 
the right of petition if those to whom petitions 
are addressed will not receive them and act upon 
them? The framers of the Constitution remem- 
bered that the Parliament of Great Britain had 
passed laws prohibiting citizens from assembling; 
consulting, and petitioning for a redress of griev- ` 
ances. They recollected the acts commonly called 
the riot acts, and. therefore they inserted. the pro- 


i vision contained in the Constitution; but it never 


entered into their minds that petitions, when 


i signed, would not be reecived by those to whom 


they were addressed. 3 

It is a matter of very little consequence tò cit- 
izens that they are permitted to assemble and 
petition for a redress of grievances, if, after they 
have done so, their petitions are not to be received 
or considered by those who have the power to 
act upon the subject-matter of the petition. 'To 
his mind these arguments were too strong.to be 
disregarded, and he was unwilling to give the 
Abohitionists the benefit of them. At present they 
have no foundation on which to stand. They 
are giving way to the pressure of the public intel- 
ligence in the non-slaveholding States. But if we 


| shall enable them to. blend the right of petition 
with their abolition schemes, they may raise a 


storm which will shake the very foundations of 
this Government. 

From the year 1790, down to the present day, 
all petitions have been received by this body 
which were respectful and decorous, whatever 
the subject-matter of the petition might be; and 
at every session the petition of the Society of 
Friends, clothed in similar language with the 
present one, has been received. Mr. G. would 
He 
considered the reception of the petition, and the 
rejection of its prayer, as the strongest course 


| against abolition that could be adopted. It would 
|| unite more voices and convey a clearer expres- 
| sion of the sentiments of the Senate than any other 
i| mode that could be proposed, and would there- 


fore operate asa greate discouragement to those 
who were engaged in this wild and unconstitu- 
tional scheme of akolishing slavery in the United 


i} States. 


Mr. G. said he regretted to learn that the Ohio 
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Synod of the Presbyterian church had adopted a | 
resolution debarring from church privileges those | 
who owncd slaves. He hoped thers was: some | 
mistake upon this subject; but if it were so, he 
could only say that, in his judgment, it would be . 


an injury instead of a benefit to that church; and- | 


should the General Assembly of the Presbyterian. 
church confirm and enforce that resolution or de- 
cision, he believed the consequence would be a 
division of that church by a geographical ‘line, 
which would be a result much to be lamented. 

Mr. HUBBARD said that the paper from which 
he obtained the information alluded to was in the 
hands of the Senator from South Carolina nearest. 
tohim. He would, however, refer to the Sena- 
tor from Ohio, [Mr. Mornis,] and he requested 
that gentleman to state, for the information of the; 
Senate, what he knew in relation to the resolu- 
tions of the Ohio Presbytery. 

Mr. MORRIS said he had a distinct recollection 
of secing some procecdings of the Ohio Synod ` 
and also some: recollection of the tenor of their 
resolutions. They came to him during the ses- 
sion of that body, and they attracted his attention 
because some of his. friends were members of it. 
These resolutions, after condemning slavery as a. 
moral evil, not to be tolerated in a Christian world, 
declared that they would not permit their meet- ; 
ing-houses to be opencd to preachers who were 
slaveholders, and that they would not permit any 
thembers of the church who held: slaves to hold 
communion with them. He had not these pro- 
ceedings with him then; but if they were neces- 
sary for the information. of the Senate before 
‘taking the question, he would bring them to the 


Chamber, and put them into the hands of some | 


Senator, in order that they might be made known. 
He felt this to be of some consequence, as fre- 


quent declarations had been made in the course |; 


of the debate, that a dissolution of the Union 
would be the result of legislation im a certain. 
way on the subject of the abolition of slavery, 
As he deemed the subject of some-importance to | 
the section of the country he represented, as well | 
as to the Union, he would take o¢casion to ex-.' 
press his views on it before taking the question. 
Mr. KENT had no doubt that the prayer of | 
these petitioners would not be granted. He main- | 
tained that the guarantce of the right to petition 
implied the right that it should be received, other- 
wise the.guarantee of the right to petition would 
be but a mockery. At the first session of Con- | 
gress, they had not been in session six wecks ; 
before they were petitioned upon this subject. 
Congress then thought proper to receive the pe- | 


titions, but decided that they had no power over |} 
the subject. He relied upon the are bea and jj 


patriotism of the good people of this Union, by 
the exercise of reason, to put a stop to the causes 
of this excitement. After much reflection, he 
had come.to the conclusion that Congress had no 
power to gont the prayer of this petition, and 
commented at some length on the deeds of cès- 
sion and the Constitution in support of that posi- | 
tion. Giving Congress legislative jurisdiction | 
meant, that it should not be interfered with by the 
States of Virginia and Maryland, and was intend- ' 
ed as an unrestricted power in other respects, In | 
support of which he cited the opinion of Mr. 
Madison, and sundry decisions of courts. 
He thought, if they adopted the motion of the 
entleman from Pennsylvania, [Mr. Bucnanan,] 
which was a strong measure, with some degree | 
of unanimity, it would go far towards guicting | 
these people, and prevent them from sending any | 
further memorials to Congress. He alluded to | 
the apprehensions entertained of the increase of | 
abolitionism—the open declarations of the Aboli- 
tionists, that their object was to direct their efforts | 
so as to reach the slaveholding States, and the | 
painful events of last year. He adverted to the | 
fact, that in some of the States north of the Poto- | 
mac there were yet a number of slaves, to show 
the great difficulty in getting rid of the few they 
had had in those States. In the county ia the 
State of Maryland where he lived, and which 
adjoined the District of Columbia, there were 
about 1,100 slaves, 1,100 whites, and 1,200 free 
negroes. Their property in slaves was of great 
value, and he thought it unreasonable that they 
should be asked to yield it up to gratify the | 
peculiar notions of the Abolitionists. If it were 


i| from 
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yielded up, it would be placing the whites at the 
disposal of the blacks. If the six thousand slaves 
in this District, who were valuable to their own- 


i ers, and whose condition was now as good and 


comfortable as it could be, were liberated, they 
would be placed in a worse condition, as there 
. was no cultivation here, or any means of employ- 
: ment by which they could live. He alluded to a 
| paper signed by Arthur Tappan and others, in 
| opposition to the message of the President. : They 


i] informed them that-they had three hundred and 


| fifty societies, a press, and the means of circula- 
: ting their publications and pictorial representa- 
į tions, placing them in the most odious point-of 
view, in defiance of the Post Office regulations. 
: He thought Congress should not hesitate to come 

to some decision to. check these people in their 
“med carcer. In doing so he thought the better 


© way would be to follow in the footstcps of the 


| patriots that had gone before them, and say to 
them that Congress had no power to interfere in 
the matter. Far be it from me (said Mr. K.) to 


i implicate our northern fellow-citizens in an im- ` 


: proper course. He gave full credenge. to the dec- 


. larations of honorable Senators here, and intelli- 


i gent gentlemen elsewhere, that they would not i 


| interfere on this subject. It was for the enact- 
| ments of each State to provide for the ameliora- 
tion of the condition of slaves within its limits, if 


' there was any need of such amelioration. 
| K, closed with a few remarks, and by citing the 
' cases of McCowen and of Loughborough, in re- 
: Jation to the extent.of the jurisdiction of Congress 


‘ as the local Legislature of the District of Colum- | 


! bia. - 
Mr. EWING, of Ohio, was satisfied that the 
: opinions of a majority of the people of Ohio on 
j the subject of abolition. were such as would. be 
considcred -sound in the estimation of the Sen- 
‘ators from the South. 
that the. opinions of Ohio were against slavery in 
the: abstract; but the opinion was almost unan- 
imous there that Congress had not the 
interfere with the subject of avay in the slave- 
holding States.. A few of the people of that State 


‘| believed that Congress possessed the power to 


abolish slavery. in the District; but these consti- 
tuted but a’very small minority. He did not be- 
lieve that one fiftieth part of the population of 
Ohio were in favor of either of the two projects, 


prevalent among them, that he regretted to say 

some outrages had been committed against the 

i| Abolitionists. This had happened, though, in 
only one or two instances. .. : 
With respect to the two propositions hefore the 


morial, he could not concur with the one of the 
Senator from South Carolina, because it was not 
in;aecerdance with the opinions of the people of 
his: State, and involved constitutional objections. 


‘| The right of petition was secufed by the Consti- | 
tation, and the rejection of the one before them | 


would be a violation of that right; at all events, 
even if the- question was doubtful, the refusal to 
receive would .presént a new issue, and lead to 
mischief. He therefore could not vote for it. He 
was equally opposed to the motion of the Senator 
eunsylvania, to reject the petition without 
assigning the reasons for so doing; because such 


not be treating them with proper respect. He 
thought, therefore, that, with the rejection of the 
memorial, there ought to be the reasons for it dis» 
tinetly given and spread upon the journal, in 
order that the memorialists might see distinctly 
the unreasonableness of their request, and the 
mischief that would result from granting it. 

Mr. EWING, after speaking of the peculiar 
situation of the District, governed so differently 
from any other portion of the Union, having even 
no Representative here, and depending upon the 
good faith of Congress impliedly pledged, de- 


one contemplated b 
did not interfere with the -feelings of the people 
secured by theact of cession... It would have the 
effect to drive off the present inhabitants froin the 


Mr. . 


It was well . understood. 


ower to |: 


In short, the sentiment against abolition was so | 


Senate.as to the manner of disposing of the me- ' 


|| there appea: 


of: the South, or with the rights of the people 


2 if the people of the South joined with the North 


‘in asking it. His impressions were that there 
was one remedy for the evils produced by these 
abolition memorials, and that was the one sug- 
gested by the resolution of the Senator from South: 
Carolina, [Mr. Prestow,] to retrocede the Dis- 
trict to the States who gave it.. This course would 
effectually put an end to the evil, but he doubted 
whether it would meet the approbation of -Con- 
gress. He would suggest that to permit the peo- 
ple of this District to meet in convention, and 
to form a constitution under certain regulations, 
would perhaps be a better plan. He would at the 
proper time submit a proposition to that effect. , 

On motion by Mr. CALHOUN, the Senate 
adjourned. ; 7 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. - 
Turspar, March 8, 1836. 
“Hop. Dixon H. Lewis, of Alabama, appeared, 
was qualified, and tools his seat. 
Mr. BOON moved to suspend the rule for one 
, hour, for the purpose of enabling the standing 
- comntittees to report. 
Mr. HALEY moved to amend the motion b 
i including the presentation of resolutions; which 
was negatived. 
Mr. Boon’s motion was also disagreed to. 
Mr. BOON then moved to suspend the rule, in 
order to enable him to make a report from the 
Committee on the Public Lands; which was neg- 
atived. f 
ADJOURNMENT TO THURSDAY. 


Mr. JARVIS said that it had been announced 
in the morning papers, that the frigate Columbia 
would be launched-from the navy-yard in this 
city, to-morrow, at eleven o’clock. As many of 
the members had never witnessed the launch of 
a ship, and particularly of a vessel of war, and 
might desire to do so, he would move to suspend 
the rule, in order: to enable’ him to submit a mo- 
tion, that when the House adjourns to-day it 
' would adjourn to meet to-morrow, at two o’clock, 

. m. e’ 

R The motion sto: suspend the rule was agreed to; 
Meese Mr. JARVIS submitted the motion indi- 
cated. =o 

. Mr. HEISTER moved to amend by substitut- 
ing ate for two o’clock; which was negatived. 

. Mr HALL, of Vermont; moved to amend the 
‘motion by proposing to adjourn over from this 
‘day to Thursday. HD Byles BAG a : 
| Mr. HOPKINS said that it had been announced 
‘in tho morning papers that the ship Columbia 
‘would be launched at the navy-yard to-morrow 
' morning, at eleven o’clock. There could then be 

no necessity for the adoption of the resolution 
itself, and still less forthe amendment proposed 


$ 


_ by the gentleman from Maine, [Mr. Harr.}] On 


| the contrary, those members who chose to do so 
would have an opportunity of seeing the vessel 
launched, without an; adjournment, and might 
, Feturn to:their seats in. this House without pre- 
| judice to the. public’ business. : He could not, 
: therefore, justify it. to himself to vote for the 
ak ied and hoped that the question might 
` be taken by yeas and nays. - 

| © Mr. BROWN moved to. lay the resolution and 


2 1 e such | amendment on the table; which was negatived. 
‘| @ course, taken with a reasoning and.thinking | 


:| people, such as these memorialists were, would 


Mr: Haxv’s amendment was then agreed to— 


` ayes 118, nacs not couuted.- - 
| Messrs. CONNOR and CUSHMAN simulta- 


neously called for the yeas and nays on the adopt- 


`i ion of the resolution as amended. 
‘| + On a count by the:Chair, there appeared 28 


for, and 141 opposed to, taking the question by 


| yeas and nays; but :before the decision was an- 


nouncedy ~ 9.0 + ho 

Mr. SHEPPERD asked for tellera; and the 
i same: being appaintéd, and a count being had, 
T in favor, and 155 against, taking 
the question’ by yeas and nays; and they were 


i i| accordingly not ordered. 
clared that we would not pass such a law as the | 


the petitioners, even if it. 


-The-resolution was then agreed to. .- 
WEST POINT ACADEMY. 


Mr. HANNEGAN moved a sus>ension of the 
| rules, for the purpose of offering the following 
| resolution, which. was read from the Clerk’s 


District, and people it with another population. |, table. Mr. H. remarked, that he did not expect 


‘| He would not commit such an actef injustice,even ` 


| many votes in favor of it from gentlemen who 
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= - = i 
were in the habit of having their sons, brothers, l 
and kingmen educated at West Point. 

Rested, That the report of the select committee ap- 
pointed during the last Congress to investigate the affairs 
of the West Point Military Academy, be withdrawn from 
the files, and that ten thousand copies thereof be printed. 

Mr. II. asked for the yeas and nays on his 
motion to suspend, which the House refused to 
order; and the motion was negatived without a 
count. 

NORTH CAROLINA CONTESTED ELECTION. 


The House took up the motion of Mr. Spasse- . 
ter to reconsider the vote whereby the motion 
of Mr. Bynum, that the petitioner, David New- 
land, have leave to appear and address the House 
by counsel, was rejected. 

“Mr. SPANGLER called for the yeas and nays 
on his motion; which were ordered. , 

Mr. S. said it had not been his intention to de- 
bate the question of the contested clection before 
the House, nor wasit then his intention to do so, |! 
further than to state, in a few words, the reasons ; 
which had induced him to make the motion fora 
reconsideration of the vote whereby the House 
had determined, on Saturday last, that it would | 
not permit the petitioner to be heard by counsel. 
As he had stated, when he made the motion to 
reconsider, he had voted with the majority on 
that occasion. He had done so without having 
given much examination and but little reflection 
on the subject. He had since become satisfied 
that he had voted erroneously, and he wished to 
have an opportunity of making known to the 
House and to his constituents the conviction that 
he had voted erroneously on that question. He 
had not the vanity to suppose that, with that 
motion, or anything he could say, he could in- 
fluence the opinions of any gentleman. He was 
too humble and obscure an individual to influence 
the opinions of gentlemen upon that or any other 
question, but he wished to change his vote and 
make known to the House that he had changed 
his opinion. After the vote had been taken on 
Saturday, upon the proposition to allow the peti- 
tioner to be heard by counsel, and it had been re- 
jected, a gentleman from North Carolina [Mr. 
Bynum] rose, and stated to the House, and no 
doubt correctly, that the precedents showed that 
in evevy case like the one before the House, 
where counsel had been asked, it was always 
granted. He took it for granted that that gen- 
tleman wascorrect, and if suchbe th “act, he was 
unwilling, by any act of his, to reverse the decis- |, 
ions of the House, heretofore made in cases simi- | 
lar to the one then before them. He saw no good Ji 
reason ior departing from precedents heretofore 
had on similar occasions. One reason why he had | 
changed his opinion was, that he had no doubt that | 
the decisions heretofore had were made from good | 
and sufficient reasons, and until some reason could | 
be shown for departing ‘rom those precedents, he | 
was unwilling to make the pending case an ex- 
ception from all others. But there was another 
fact disclosed, which, to his mind, furnished 
additional reasons why the House should adhere 
to former practices, and one of which he was not 
apprised, which was, that the petitioner did not 
belong to that profession which would place him 
on something near an equality with the sitting 
member, provided he could be admitted. And it 
had been truly remarked on a former day, that | 
if the petitioning gentleman did not possess that 
qualification, the privilege of being heard would . 
be useless to himself and useless to his constit- 
uents. Such being the case, he confessed that 
he was dissatisfied with the vote which had been 
given; he honestly believed that he had voted 
erroneously, and he wished to let his constituents 
know that he was dissatisfied with that vote. He 
would embrace the present opportunity of stating 
to the House that on yesterday, after he had sub- 


mitted the motion for a reconsideration, he was ;: 


requested by the petitioner to withdraw it, the 
petitioner stating to him that he had informed his 
counsel that his services would not longer be re- 
quired, and had discharged him. He made that 
statement in fairness to the petitioning gentleman; 
but nevertheless he could not withdraw his mo- 
tion. He had two objects in submitting the mo- 
tion: one was, so far as his vote was concerned, 
to extend to the petitioning gentleman the benefit 
of being heard by counsel; the other was, as he 


i not attempt to inquire. 


: client. 


recorded on the Journals by yeas and nays, and 
would go to posterity as the decision of the House 
on that very important question. 
willing, so far as his vote was concerned, that 
that decision should remain, and therefore he 
wished it reversed. His feelings would have in- : 
duced him to comply with the request of the 
petitioner in withdrawing his motion to recon- 
sider, if he could have done so with propriety; 
but as it was, he could not consent to do so. He. 
had not risen for the purpose of detaining the 
House with a speech; it was what he had never 
yetdone. He had stated the reasons why he 
could not withdraw his motion to reconsider. He 
wished an opportunity of changing his vote, and _ 
it would be for other gentlemen to determine : 


He was un-! 


whether the vote of Saturday last was right or |: 


wrons. 


Mr. GRENNELL said the vote upon the ques- `: 


tion was so full, and apparently so decided, that 
he had supposed it would stand as the judgment 
of the House deliberately formed. That vote had 
been taken not without consideration, and not until 
reference had been made to parliamentary prece- 
dents. It had been taken after all those measures 
of inquiry, investigation, and argument usually 
resorted to on such occasions. He would have 
no objection toa reconsideration of the vote, if the 
object was to enable the gentleman from Ohio 
(Mr. SeaxncLER] to have an opportunity to change 
his vote; but it seemed to him, that a due regard 
to the public business required them to stand by 
the decision of the House on Saturday last, unless 
for good and sufficient reasons. It had been said 
that former decisions were in favor of giving 
counsel to persons petitioning in such cases. He 
must say, however, that since he had the honor 
of a seat in that House, many cases of contested 
elections had been before them, and in some of 


he would demurat once. He would say he was not 


` to say whether it would be decorous, not only to 
‘ themselves, but to the constituents whom they 
‘represented, to permit such a relation to exist. 


When constitutional questions were to be dis- 
cussed by them, they had no interest to bias 
them, and the presumption was that there were 
enough to discuss every question of constitution 
and law, without the aid of retained counselors, 

The more he looked at it, the more he was sat- 
isfied that they should not permit the petitioner 
to have counsel. Was the petitioner to suffer in 
consequence of the refusal? He wanted to know 
how? Ithad been said, that the sitting member 
was a lawyer, and able to advocate his own cause, 
while the petitioner was not. He thought nothing 
the less of the petitioner because of that. It had 
been remarked truly, the other day, that there 
were gentlemen eminently qualified to argue and 
settle any constitutional question which might 
come before them, without going through a legal 
course of study and practice. The petitioning 
gentleman had nothing to fear, as there were 
enough of his friends to debate any constitutional 
question. 

The CHAIR here informed the House, that the 
hour had arrived for proceeding to the special 
order of the day. 

Mr. A. H. SHEPPERD moved that the rules 
be suspended for the purpose of proceeding to the 
consideration of the contested-election question; 


which was disagreed to, 


those cases both parties were not of that profes- `` 


Sion which it was argued gave peculiar advant- 
‘ages, and he had never known the request made; 
and he had never known it extended to either 


party. Butgentlemen had gone back for twenty- |: 


five or thirty years to find precedents. 
might have been the policy of granting counsel 
at an early period of he Government, he would 
A gentleman ona former 
day had given reasons which he considered good 
ones; that at that time the House was not com- 
posed of so many members, and not having such 
a press of business upon their hands as at pres- 
ent. Was it any reason why counsel should 
be admitted, because the petitioner was not a! 
member of the legal profession? He had yet ' 
to learn that belonging to that profession con- 


fers upon him or takes from him anything which | 


belonged to him.” The petitioner, of whom he 
would spedk with respect, came there with the 


Whatever ji 


_ bill had no desire to debate it further. 


NEW YORK RELIEF BILL. 

Mr. LAWRENCE said it was now between 
two and three months since a bill had been re- 
pond to that House for the relief of the sufferers 

y fire in the city of New York, and it was 
hoped by the friends of the measure that it would 
have been acted upon long ago. The time had 
now arrived, as he remarked the other day, that 
those who had suffered by that calamity should 
know what they had to depend upon from that 
House; and he now rose, throwing himself upon 
its indulgence, in behalf of these sufferers, asking 
the House to sustain him in the motion he was 
about to make, for the purpose of taking up that 


, bill, and making, he hoped, a final disposition of 


it that day. He was assured the friends of the 
Mr. L. 


i then made the motion indicated, that the rules 


voice of but one half of the legal voters of his | 
district, and it was decidedly wrong to suppose `! 


that he came there as the legal Representative 
of forty or fifty thousand voters. He came there 


claiming a seat, because it was an honorable sta- | 


tion; a more honorable one he did not know of. 
But if he took his seat, he would be a law-ma- 
ker, not merely for his own district, but for the 


whole people. He would not merely be the rep- ` 


. resentative of that district, but would also in a- 
' measure be the representative of Mr. G.’s con- 


stituents. It was taking a very narrow view to 


, Suppose that it wasa mere personal matter be- ` 
_ tween the petitioner and the sitting member. He 


was apprised that a seat on that floor gave hima 
character and dignity greater than his being the 
organ of forty thousand of his constituents. He 
took a more extended view of the matter than 
that. He did not wish to see the relation of 
client and advocate on the floor, as in the case of 
a court and jury, and for that House to listen ` 
day after day to the arguments of a retained and 
hired counselor. He wished to hear no gentle- 
man there who did not owe fidelity to that Con- 
stitution which, asa member of that House, he , 
had sworn to maintain. He would not, by his | 
vote, permit a man to come there to address that | 
House who owed no other fidelity than to his | 
They might find it unpleasant, if not 


of the House be suspended for the purpose of 


, taking up the bill for the relief of the sufferers by 
fire in the city of New York. 


Mr. PEARCE, of Rhode Island, was under- 
stood to express a hope that the House would 
delay acting on the bill till some further informa- 
tion had been furnished. 

Mr. CAMBRELENG would only remark that 
the public interest was as deeply interested in 
this bill as in the special order, and he hoped the 
motion would prevail. 

Mr. HARDIN asked for the yeas and nays, 
which were ordered; and the result of the vote 
was—yeas 138, nays 67; as follows: 

YEAS — Messrs. Adams, Chilton Allan, Heman Allen, 
Anthony, Ash, Ashley, Bailey, Banks, Barton, Beardsley, 
Bockee, Bond, Boon, Borden, Bouidin, Briggs, Brown, Bu- 
chanan, William B. Caihoun, Cambreleng, Carr, George 
Chambers, John Chambers, Chapin, Childs, Cleveland, Cof- 
fer, Corwin, Craig, Cramer, Crane, Cushing, Davis, Dicker- 
son, Dickson, Doubleday, Dromgoole, Dunlap, Evans, Ever- 
ett, Fairfield, Farlin, French, Philo C. Fuller, William K. 
Fuller, James Garland, Rice Garland, Gillet, Glascock, 
Granger, Grennell, Haley, Hiland Hall, Hamer, Hard, Har- 
per, Albert G. Harrison, Haynes, Hazeltine, Henderson, 
Heister, Hoar, Howard. Howell, Hubley, Hunt, Huntington, 
Huntsman, Ingersoll, Ingham, William Jackson, Jo-eph 
Jackson, Janes, Jarvis, Richard M. Johnson, Cave Johnson, 
Henry Johnson, Judson, Kennon, Kilgore, Lane, Lansing, 


: Lawrence. Lay, Gideon Lee, Joshua Lee, Thomas Lee, 


Leonard. Lincoln, Love, Lyon. Abijah Mann, Manning, 
Wiltiam Mason, Moses Mason, Sampson Mason, McKen- 
non, McKeon, McKim, Mercer, Miller, Milligan, Moore, 
Muhlenberg, Page, Pat xer Tatterson, Phelps, Phitlips.Potts, 
Reed, Joseph Reynolds, Ripley, Russctl, Schenck. William 
B. Shepard, Augustine H. Shepperd, Shinn, Sickles, Slade, 
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Smith, Spangter, Steele, Storer, Suthedand, 'Fayibr, Jobn || 
Taomson, Toucey, Towns, Turner, Turrill, Vanderpoel, || 
Vinton, Ward, Wardwell, Washington, Webster, White, , 
and Whittlesey —139. an : 
NAYS—Messrs. Beale, Beaumont, Bovee, Boyd, Bunch, 
Bynum. John Cahoon, Campbell, Carter, Casey, Chaney, 
Chapman, Coles, Connor, Cushman, Darlington, Deberry, 


Effaer, Fry. Galbraith, Graham, Graves, Grayson, Griffin, 
Hannegan, Hardin, Samucl S. Harrison, Hawes, Hawkins, 


Hopkins, Joseph Johnson, John W. Jones, Benjamin Jones, 
Kinnard, Klingensmith, Lawler, Luke Lea, Lewis, Logan, 
Lucas, Job Mann, Martin, John Y. Maxon, Maury, May, 
McCarty, MeComas, McKay, McLene, Montgomery, Mor- 
gan, Morris, Owens, Parks, Patton, Dutee J. Pearce, Frank- 
lin Pierce, Rencher, John Beynolds, Roane, Robertson, 
Shields, Standefer, Thomas, Cuderwood, Lewis Williams, 
and Sherrod Williams— 67. 

So the motion to suspend the rule was carried 
in the affirmative. 

The bill was then taken up, the question being 
on its final passage, and 

Mr. CRAIG demanded the previous question. ` 

Mr. PATTON moved a call of the House. 

Mr. VINTON said he had voted in the afirm- 
ative for the motion to suspend the rules, on the 
understanding that the bill should be debated; 
but if the previous question should be insisted 
on, he would move a reconsideration of the vote : 
to suspend the rules; whereupon j 

Mr. CRAIG withdrew his demond for the pre- | 
vious question. 

Mr. EVERETT, after some explanatory re- | 
marks, moved to recommit the bill to the Com- ! 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union, 
with the following instructions: 

Strike out all after the enacting clause, and insert the 

Ww 

That os account of the late destructive fire in the city of 
New York, on the sixteenth day of December last, the col- | 
lector of the port of New York is hereby authorized ta ex- | 
tend to ali persons the time of payment of all duties secured 
at that port, by bonds given before and falling due on and 
after that day, aud to cancel such bonds; and in casesuch ‘| 
bonds have been paid, to refund the money so paid out of | 
any money in his hands, upon their giving to said ¢ollector | 
new bonds, with one or more sureties, to. the satisfaction | 
of said collector, for the sums of the former bonds, payable | 
with interest, (after the time of payment specified in such |i 
former bonds,) at the rate of three per cent. per annum, in 
equal installments, in one, two, and three years from the 
aaid time of payment, or in one year from such time of pay- 
ment without interest, at their election, which new bonds 
shall be proceeded with, in all respects, like other bonds 
taken by collectors for duties due to the United States, and 
shall have the same force and validity. 

Mr. HARDIN oppored the instructions. They 
were, in his opinion, far more objectionable than 
‘the original bill, proposing, as they did, to extend 
the credit twelve months, without any interest, 
and for one, two, and three years, at an interest of 
three per cent. He was at a loss to perceive 
why the gentleman from Vermont should have 
opposed the original bill, for his amendment was | 
ten times more favorable to those interested than 
the bill itself. Mr. H. should vote to recommit 
the bill, but without these instructions. 

Mr. BOULDIN remarked, he would not say 
anything upon this subject, if it were not that he 
had voted to take up the billashorttimeago. This, 
he said, might be misunderstood by the friends 
of the bill and his constituents to be an intimation 
that he would vote for the bill on its passage. He 
said he would not vote for it in its present shape, 
or as it was proposed to be ainended: or in an 
shape that he had any hope it would be amended, 
He merely Aci it was time the question was | 
settled. e would vote for itif so amended as to | 
provide, first, for such cases as those in which | 
the United States were about to lose a debt, in 
whole or in part, by reason of the fire. This was 
what any prudent creditor would do. If there 
were any goods imported liable to drawback, he 
was willing to give up the duty on those goods 
if they were burnt. He said he was an inland 
man, and not well acquainted with commerce; but 
had understood that goods brought into this coun- 
try, and intended to be exported, although the 
duty was charged on their being brought into the 
country, yet it was given up if the goods were ex- 

orted. ere there ‘any goods in this condition 
te would give up the duty, but he would go no 
further. The right to duty liable to drawback was 
one not perfect. The bargain was conditional, and 
the fire put it out of the power of the merchant 
to perform his part, if he wished te export the 
goods. The Government had to take the chances 
against it, and was entitled’ to the chances in 
its favor. They stood on the same ground as 
other creditors. They were mere créditors: their 


being debtors had been ‘relied on as a ground to 
authorize the interference of this House. The 
money proposed to be loaned out or given away 
was money of the people of the United States, 
and not of this House. This House had no right 
to give it away upon objects of charity, whether 
their debtors or not. We had nothing to do (Mr. 
B. said) with the money of the people, except to 
lay it out for their benefit under the law and Con- 
stitution. We had no right to lay it out in a char- 
itable way. He could see no distinction between 
this and any case of private misfortune. Whether 


one or a thousand suffered by accident or provi- '' 


dential occurtence, or otherwise, made no differ- 
ence; onl r this—if one single individual suffered, 
he felt solitary and lonely in his misfortune. If 


many suffered together, there was something like | 
He did not mean | 
ple of New York had not the sympa- | 


sympathy to console them. 


that the peo 

thy of this House. They had the sympathy 
of this House and. of the country, and he was 
conscious they had his. But we had no right to 
gratify our charitable and sympathetic feelings at 
the expense of the public. He said he had ad- 
mired the exposition given by Chancellor Wythe, 
of Virginia, of this text so much admired, and 
often quoted, ‘‘ Charity begins at home.’ That 
is, said Mr. Wythe, we are te be charitable with 
our own money, and let other people’s alone. A 
guardian had spent his ward’s money, and his 


: counsel replied that he was a generous, hospita- 


ble, and charitable man. ‘He said we had no right 
to be charitable with the public money; but if we 
had, we ought to be equally so to all. We had 
no more right to give money or indulgence to the 
debtors of the United States than to others. 
Where (he asked) is the difference between the 
misfortune of the sufferers by fire in New York, 
and the sufferers by frost in thé south? Thousands 
lost their crops of tobacco and cotton last fall, and 


i! why not relieve them? We had (he said) no right 
; or power to relieve either; yet all have the sym- 


pathy of the benevolent and kind, and many have 
shown, and many willshow, their sympathy and 
kindness, in the way least of all liable to misun- 
derstanding or reproach—by giving their own 
money to the sufferers. 

Mr. PARKS wished to inquire of the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means, if it was not the in- 
tention of that committee to bring forward any 
other proposition on this subject? 

Mr. CAMBRELENG replied that his own im- 
pression had been, from the inning, that the 
duties upon the merchandise destroyed by the 
fire in New York, in cases of failure of the in- 
surance companies, should have been remitted. 
From his own experience, however, and looking 
back to a period of thirty or forty years, he be- 
came convinced that no other bill would meet the 
approbation of that House or the other; and he 
therefore believed this would be the only one. 

Mr. PARKS considered it due to the House 
that this fact should be khown, for rumor had 
stated that some other measure was to be brought 
forward; and, if this report were correct, it-was 
not treating the Heuse fairly. He hoped this bill 
never would have the sanction of that House until 
it was understood to be a final measure. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD should vote to recommit 
the bill, so that it might be amended in such a 
form as would be acceptable to him, for he was 
willing to extend such relief as he thought was 
merited. Mr. U. read a provision he should, in 
that case, propose. 

Mr. JUDSON aaid, the bill on your table pur- 
ports to relieve the debtors of the Government 
who suffered by the unexampled conflagration of 
December last, in New York. At this late stage 
of the debate, it will not be my business to detain 
the House by adding to the arguments already 
addressed to its consideration. My only object 
now is, areply to some of the objections raised by 
an honorabie member from Rhode Island. 

_The other day, when this sabjéect was under 
discussion, I listened with much pleasure to an 
argument from that honorable gentleman, ad- 
dreased to us with great ingenuity and force. He 
had brought into the discussion the result of great 
industry and ability; and yet, sir, it is impossible 
for my own mind to subscribe to certain parts of 
the argument, 

While I would most cordially unite with him 


: factthatan 
i influence, 
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pen uponthe agriculturists 
do also agree most fully that the 


in theeulogium 
of the country, 


: class of our fellow-citizens thus alluded to are 
‘highly meritorious, and their interests should 


always be regardedasimportant. The honorable 
member has told us that he will not say anything 
against individuals of the mercantile class; but, us 
a body, I did understand him to allege that the 
merchants living in New York were not entitled 
to relief, because Arthur Tappan resided in that 
city. Now, let me ask, is that a valid objection 
or a legitimate argument against the relief pro- 

osed to the suffering community by this bill? 

t it be tested. ` . 

Suppose a member should rise in his place, and 
urge as an objection that the city of New York 
was visited with the yellow fever or small pox, 
would that be a good reason against our legisla- 
tion? oe 

Should a portion of the debtors of this Govern- 


ment, living in New Orleans, be visited by a ca- 


lamity like the present, and relief being proposed 
for them, would this House be influenced by the 
y loathaome disease, with its pestilential 
ad swept over that city? and would 
that constitute argument against their relief? 
As much as I detest Arthur Tappan, or his 


' hypocritical cant, I would not vote against this 


bill because he has seen fit to locate himself in 
that city. 

‘Another objection urged is the fact, that the 
members of the Hartford Convention assembled 
at the house of a merchant in Boston the night 
before their departure. This is a charge brought 
against the mercantile community as a body! 

It does appear to me that this objection is ad- 
dressed to our prejudices, and not tp our judg- 
ment. Ido not agree to this course of debate. 
It is doing great injustice to the mercantile com- 
munity. hoever may be entitled to the honor 
or the odium of that assembly, it certainly does 
not belong to the merchants as a body. If you 
trace ittoits true origin, it will probably be found 
to rest with the statesmen and partisans of that 
day, whose object probably might have been to 
overturn a particular administration, and get into 
power themselves." If this were the principal 
object, as many believe, even this is by no means 
chargeable to the merchants. In looking over 
the names of the members, I am not able to rec- 
ognize more than two merchants. 

To say, then, that this bill shall not become a 
law because two or three merchants were mem- 
bers of the Hartford Convention, is great injug- 
tice to them as a class. It would be very much 
such justice as was administered in a State 
adjoining to the State represented by the honor- 
able gentleman whose arguments have called for 
these remarks. There, an eminent judge was 
thrust out of office because he attended the Hart- 
ford Convention, and another was appointed who 
actually voted for the bill calling the convention, 
and, as I believe, one who, by his vote, sent his 
predecessor to that body ! 

According to my estiniation, arguments like 
these should not influence us inthe discharge of 
our duty. They have a tendency to create a 
jealousy and distrust between the three great 

ranches of national wealth and national pros- 
perity. Commerce, agriculture, and manufactures 
are these great national resources. They have 
equal interests, and shall have equal support from 
the Government. Commerce is the channel 
through which passes all our agricultural pro- 
ducts and our manufactured goods to: their final 
destination, and through that same channel also 
returns to the agriculturist and the manafacturer 
the results of honest industry. There is, then, a 
mutual interest between these highly respectable 
classes, and no discussion here should tend to 
separate those interests. Pass this bill, and you 
wil enable those who have suffered by this ca- 
lamity to go on in their business, discharge their 
debts to the Government, and also enable themto 
pay the manufacturers, farmers, and mechanias 
whatis due them. When it shall became the 
settled policy to break down the mercantile in- 
terest, you will inflict a blow upon agriculture 
and manufactures which will be equally injuri- 
ous to the whole country. 

Mr. SUTHERLAND warmly and at length 
supported the bill. The country generally, he 
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rI 
was assured, was in favor of it. The very factof | On motion by Mr. VINTON, 
the large cities coming forward only with resolu- „The House adjourned, at quarter past five 
tions instead of money was a proof that they o’clock, p. m. 
their representatives to act upon the 
subject, for they had sent those resolutions to 
them. Mr. S. also replied to the arguments of 
Mr. Pearce. and entered into a succinct defense 
of the principles and provisions of the bil. 

Mr. PEARCE, of Rhode Island, replied to 
Messrs. Jupson and ScTHERLAND, and those gen- 
tlemen briefly rejoined. f 

Mr. CHAMBERS again opposed the bill at 
considerable length, on the ground he before main- 
tained, that the bill provided for those who had 
sustained no loss, and entered into a minute ex- 
amination of its various details. 

Mr. TOUCEY said he was convinced that the 
discussion had been protracted to an unprofitable 
length, and that it was time it was disposed of; 
and he therefore demanded the previous question. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of North Carolina, moved 
an adjournment; which was not carried—ayes 66, 
noes not counted. 

The previous question was then seconded by 
the House, tellers being appointed; which was 
carried—ayes 106, nues 58. 

On ordering the main question to be put, 

Mr. EVERETT called for the ycas and nays; 
but they were not ordered, and the main question 
was ordered to be put without a count. 

The main question was on the passage of the 
bill, and on that question 

Mr. HOPKINS asked for the yeas and nays; 
which were ordered. 

‘The question was then taken, and decided in 
the affirmative—yeas 114, nays 94; as follows: 

YEAS — Messrs. Adams, Heman Allen, Anthony, Ash, 
Bailey, Banks, Barton, Beardsley, Bockee, Briggs, Brown, 
Wilian B. Calhoun, Caimbreleng, Chapin, Childs, Cleve- 
land, Coffee, Corwin, Cramer, Crane, Cushing, Darlington, | 
Dickerson, Doubleday, Evans, Fairfield, Fartin, Philo C. 


expected 
IN SENATE. 
Wepvespay, March 9, 1836. 

The CHAIR communicated a report from the 
War Department, in answer to the resolution of 
the Senate of the 26th ultimo, containing the 
information required in relation to the extinguish- 
ment of the Indian title to lands in the vicinity of 
Green Bay. 

Also, a report from the same Department, in 
answer to a resolution of the Senate, inquiring 
the number and situation of the Indians on the 
frontiers, and the opinion of the Department as 
to the expediency of increasing the present mili- 


desired information. 

On motion by Mr. WHITE, that portion of 
the reports with respect to Indian affairs was 
referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs; and 
that portion relating to the increase of the mili- 
tary force, to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 


The following bills from the House were sev- 
erally read twice and referred: 

A bill for the relief of Archibald Small; 

A bill for the relief of Reuben Colburn; 

A bill for the relief of Isaac Chaplin and others, 
owners, &c., of the schooner Buffalo; 

A bill for the relief of Henry Darling; 

A bill granting pensions and arrearage of pen- 
sions to persons therein named; 

A bill for the relief of Joseph M. Wormstead 
and others; 

A bill for the relief of Abiel Roads and others; 

A bill for the relief of Ebenezer Phillips and 


Fuller, William K. Fuller, Rice Garland, Gillett, Glas- others; p 
cock, Granger, Grantland, Grennell, Haley, Hard, Harper, A bill for the relief of Joseph W. Green and 
Haynes, Hazeltine, Henderson, Heister, Hoar, Holsey, others; 


Howard, Howch, Hubley, Hunt, Huntington, Huntsman, 
Ingersoll, Ingham, Jabez Jackson, Janes, Jarvis, Richard 
M. Johnson, Cave Johnson, Henry Johnson, Judson, Ken- 
non, Kilgore, Lane, Lansing, Lawrence, Lay, Gideon Lee, 
Josiua Lee, Thomas Lee, Leonard, Lincoln, Love, Lovatl, 
Lyon, Abijah Mann, Manning, William Mason, Moses 
Mason, Sampson Mason, MeKennan, MeKeon, McKim, 
Mercer, Miller, Milligan, Moore, Muilenberg, Owens, 
Page, Varker, atterson, Phelps, Phillips, Potts, Reed, Jo- 
seph Reynolds, Rogers, Russell, Shinn, Sickles, Slade, 
Smith, Spangler, Steele, Storer, Sutherland, Taylor, John | N York: 
Thomson, Toucey, Towns, Turrill, Vanderpocl, Vinton, | ANEW 2 ork; . ' 
Ward, and Wardweli—114. i A bill for the relief of Amy Wilson; 
NAYS — Messrs. Chilton Allan, Ashley, Beale, Bean, A bill for the relief of Doxtator and Weaver; 


Beaunont, Bell, Bond, Boon, Borden, Bouldin, Boyd : ai ; 
Bunch, Joun Calhoon, Campbell, Carr, Carter, Casey, N Halidey of the representatives of 
4 


George Chambers, John Chambers, Chapman, Nathaniel | 
H. Ciaiborne, Coles, Connor, Craig, Cushman, Davis, De- |: 
berry, Denny, Dickson, Dromgoole, Dunlap, Everett, For- 
ester, French, Fry, Galbraith, James Garland, Graham, | 
Graves, Grayson, Griffin, Joseph Hall, Hamer, Hannegan, > 
Hardin, Harlin, Samuel S. Harrison, Albert G. Harrison, | Josias Thompson; g : . 
Hawes, Hawkins, Hopkins, Jenifer, Joseph Johnson, John A bill for the relief of Gilbert A. Smith and 
be Jones, Kinnart, Singenemitis FANIEN Luke Lea, | others; 
ewis, Logan, Job Mann, Martin, John Y. Mason, Maury, ` 4 ‘ > vrie EA 

MeCarty, Nicttomas, MeKay, Mchene, Montgomery, Mor- A an Ae T See ue eas An R 

A bill for the relief of Samuc . huti; 


gau, Morris, Parks, Patton, Dutee J. Pearce, Franklin È : g : 
Pierce, Peyton, Pickens, Rencher, John Revuolds, Roane, | A bill for the relief of the legal representatives 
_of Dr. Absalom Baird, deceased; 


abana Augusnne M: Supper, Shields, Standeter, 

romas, Turner, Underwoo ebs reeks, Whi ue ` ` . 
Whittlesey, Lewis Williams, Sherrod Winam nnd Wise A bill for the relief of Danicl Smith; 
—94. i A bill for the relief of John Dement; 

So the bill was passed. A bill for the relief of the heirs of Nathaniel 

Mr. PEARCE, of Rhode Island then moved Tyler, deceased; 
to amend the title of the bill, by striking out “ An A bill to authorize the conveyance of certain 
act for the relief of the sufferers by fire in the city lands belonging to Michigan; and 
of New York,” and inserting the following: ‘ An A bill to carry into effect the convention with 
act to relieve and confer exclusive benefits upon | Spain. 
certain merchants and importers in the city of 
New York.” 

Mr. WISE inquired of the Chair if that was a 
debatable question? 

The CHAIR replied that he supposed it was. 

Mr. WISE then moved an adjournment; which 
was negatived. 

Mr. KENNON rose to a question of order. 
The previous question having been moved and 
seconded, and the main question carricd, he could ` 
not conceive how any part of the bill could be 
amended thereafter. 

The CHAIR said it was the first time within 
his recollection that the question had been raised, 
but his impression was that the title was a distinct 
part of the bill. 

The amendment was then rejected, and the 
original title agreed to. 


A bill for the relief of George Gott and others; 


Merril; 
A bill for the relief of Joseph Gresham; 
A bill for the relief of William Bowman; 


township, Monroe county, Indiana; 


William Mitchell; 


BILLS PASSED. 


The bill for the relief of the legal representa- 
. tives of James O’Hara, of Pittsburg; and 
The bill authorizing the Secretary of War to 
transfer a part of the appropriations for the sup- 
pression of Indian hostilities in Florida to the 
credit of subsistence, were read the third time and 
passed. 


REPORTS AGREED TO. 


: The reports of the Committee on the Public 
i! Landsunfavorable to the petitions of Peter Moore, 
' of certain inhabitants of Erie county, Pennsy!l- 
| vania, praying for a donation of land; the reports 
: of the Committee on Claims unfavorable to the 
petitions of Alphonso and of Richard Boon; and 

. the report of the Committee on Revolutionary 
< Claims unfavorable to the petition of the widow 


tary force for frontier defense, containing the | 


A bill for the relief of Benjamin and Nancy 


A bill for the relief of citizens of the reserved | 


A bill for the relief of ‘Thomas Dixon & Co., ` 


A bill for the relief of William Woodward and 


A bill for the relief of the representatives of ` 


i of Colonel D. Pendleton, were severally consid- 
; ered and agreed to. 
RETROCESSION OF THE DISTRICT. 


The resolution submitted by Mr. Presrox, on 
the subject of arctrocession of the District of Co- 
lumbia to the States of Virginia and Maryland, 
was, on motion by Mr. P., postponed to, and 
mate the order of the day for, the first Monday 
in April next. 

DELEGATE FOR THE DISTRICT. 

The resolution of Mr. Kest, directing an in- 
quiry into the expediency of allowing the District 
to be represented by a Delegate in Congress was 
considered and agreed to. 

RESOLUTIONS. 


Mr. LINN submitted the following resolution; 
which lies on the table one day: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Commerce be instruet- 
ed to inquire into the expediency of making an appropria- 
tion for placing buoys in the channel of the Fox river, 
through the flats at its entrance into Green bay. 


Mr. BLACK submitted the following resolu- 
tion; which was considered and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the Seerctary of the Treasury inform the 

. Senate whether the acts of Congress granting rights of pre- 

emption to settlers inhabiting and cultivating the public 

lands, at certain periods, have been so construed as to cx- 

tend to such of the public lands as had been offered for 

sale, and were subject to entry at privaic sale; and, if so, 
to communicate such instructions to the Scnate. 


Mr. HUBBARD submitted the following reso- 
lutions; which were considered and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Pensions be instructed 
to inquire into the expediency of restoring all those now 
living to the pension list under the act of March, 1818, who 
were stricken from said list in pursuance of the act of May 
1, 1820; and in case any of said persons have obtained an- 
nuities under the act of June 7, 1852, that said committee 
be instructed to inquire into the expediency of providing 
by law for the payment to such persons the pensions to 
which they would have been entitled if they had not been 
stricken from said pension list, alter deducting the amount 
which they have reccived hy virtue of the act of June 7, 
132. 

Resolved, That said committee be instructed to inquire 
into the expediency of providing, by law, in case any per- 
sons who were strieken from the pension list, in pursu- 
ance of the act of May 1, 1830, have since that period died, 
for the payment to their heirs of all arrearages to which they 


i, would have been entitled had said persons not been stricken 


from said list. 

Mr. BLACK presented resolutions of the Le- 
gislature of the State of Mississippi, asking for 
the establishment of certain new mail routes; 
which were referred to the Committee on the 
Post Office and Post Roads. 


BILLS ORDERED TO A THIRD READING. 


The following bills were severally read the 
second time, and considered as in Committee of 
the Whole, and ordered to a third reading: 

The hill making appropriations for decpening 
the bar, and for the construction of a dry dock 
at Pensacola; 

The bill to authorize the selection of certain 
lands in lieu of those granted to the State of Ohio, 

, and sold at public sale by the United States; 

The bill for the completion of certain roads in 
the Territory of Florida; 

The resolution providing for the settlement of 
the claims of John S. Sules; and 

The bill making an appropriation for the com- 
pletion of the title of the United States to the 
site for a light-house on Roanoke inlet. 


THE PENNSYLVANIA QUAKER MEMORIAL. 


The Senate then proceeded to the unfinished 
business, which was the question on receiving 
the petition of the Society of Friends of Lancus- 
ter, Pennsylvania, praying for the abolition of 
slavery inthe District of Columbia. 

Mr. CALHOUN addressed the Senate atlength, 
and contended against the doctrine of the consti- 
tutional injunction to receive petitions as a matter 
of right; and drew a distinction between the right 
of presentation and the reception of petitions; 

_ that, strictly, the parliamentary rule required a 
motion to be made to receive petitions pri s 'nted; 
but, as a matter of convenience, the Chair usually 
dispensed with the necessity of that motion. The 
right of petitioning could not be urged one inch 
beyond the right of presentation: with this action 
of the Senate commenced the rights of the Senate; 
and to urge the right of petitioning beyond pre- 

: sentation was expressly to encroach upon the 
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a more full discussion than this. He denied the 
application of the precedent cited in opposition 
to his motion. e wished Mr. Madison had 


pursued the same course pursued by Mr. Jackson, ` 


of Georgia, and Mr. Smith, of South Carolina, 
and many others. A petition had been presented 
at a subsequent period, when the South had be- 
come more awakened, and had met the ques- 
tion as he had done; but the brave, the gallant, 
and ever-to-be-remembered Senator from South 
Carolina, General Sumpter, had been quoted, 
who had unguardedly voted wrong. 

Here Mr. BUCHANAN asked permission of 
the gentleman from South Carolina [Mr. CaL- 


Hovy] to read the names of the other Senators ` 


from the South who had voted with General 
Sumpter; which, being granted, Mr. B. read them 
accordingly. 

Mr. CALHOUN referred to the construction put 
upon the rule by the British Parliament, not only 
refusing a single petition, but throwing out of Par- 
liament a whole class of petitions. He regretted 
the decision made by the gentleman from Tennes- 
see, (Mr. Grunpy;] and, from the capability of 
that gentleman in deciding great questions, he pre- 
sumed he had decided hastily and without exam- 
ination. He adverted to a case in 1834, in which 
‘Mr. Cray was sustained by the Senate ina motion 
thatacertain preamble and resolutions from York, 
Pennsylvania, respecting the public deposits, 
should not be received. The Senate had the right 
to select and discriminate between what they 
should act upon and what they should not. If 
they had not, everything that was frivolous, rash, 
criminal, and blasphemous would pour into this 
Hall, and convert it into a Nassau hall; and, by 
yielding this right of refusing to receive petitions, 
the South surrendered all their outworks, and 
even the citadel itself. The Abolitionists did not 
expect merety to abolish slavery in the District 


of Columbia; they only expected to get a lodg- | 
ment there to act with greater efficiency in ac- | 


complishing their general object. He did not 
expect the Abolitionists were coming with arms 
in their hands to wage a war with them, but it was 
to be a moral and religious war, the most dan- 
gerous of all wars. He could not consent to 
change his course to secure a strong majority 
which he thought was a fatal majority; not a ma- 
jority for, but against the interests of the South. 
if they were bound to receive a petition, they 
were bound to consider it. The motion of the 


entleman from Pennsylvania, although not so | 


intended, looked like trick—deception—jugglery. 


He would feel a profound gratitude towards his | 


northern friends, if they give that strong majority 
in favor of the motion he had made. 

The only hope Mr. C. had that: abolitionism 
could be arrested, was, that the two political 
partics at the North would not be divided. Butif 
they did divide, it was impossible to prevent this 
question from running into politics. He believed 
‘the virtuous and patriotic were with them, but he 
‘despaired of success, unless both political parties 


glory and anticipations of it were nothing com- 
‘pared to this question, which was not only acase 
of liberty, but of existence itself. The capacit 
of the South was able to defend their rights; their 
résources were almost unequaled, and th 
that surrounded them would unite them. The 
alternative with them would be, todo or die. He 
had intended at one time to move to refuse the 
reception of these petitions one by one, but it 
won d have been worrying to him, and undigni- 

ed. 

Mr. CLAY rose to make an explanation with 
regard to the precedents cited by the Senator from 
South Carolina, one of which cases had been 


| Moria Naudain, Niles, 


e dangers |. 


deliberative body, having power over the subject : 


of which the petition treated. Another qualifica- 
tion was, that the petition should not be insulting 
to the body to which it was addressed. This 
was the case with the petition from the town of 
York, Pennsylvania, which the Senate refused to 
receive. It would be recollected that this petition 


was nat intended to complain of a grievance in ` 


the power of Congress to redress, but was in fact 
an insult on the Senate. Hence the rejection was 
not founded on the ground that Congress had no 
power over the subject treated of in the petition, 
ut on the ground that the matter contained, in 
it was offensive. He differed with the Senator 
‘from South Carolina as to the right of Congress 
to refuse the reccption of a petition. He well 
. knew that every deliberative body had the right 
. to determine the time when petitions should be 
ii received; but this was under a mere regulation 
i having in view the convenience of the body. as 
; well as of the petitioners. 
His idea was, that the right of petition carried 
‘with it the right of being heard on any subject 
‘| that the body addressed had the power to act on. 
i: He thought that there was enough in the constitu- 
tional provisions which related to the District of 
_ Columbia, to justify their. considering it. 
_ Subject of the right of Congress to abolish slavery 
, in the District he. was inclined to think, and can- 
| dor required the avowal, that the right did exist; 
though he should ‘take a future opportunity of 
expressing his views in opposition to the expedi- 
i ency of the exercise of that power. The Consti- 
‘i tution gave to Congress, with respect to the 
‘i District of Columbia, all the powers not prohibited 
‘| by it, and was directly contrary to that provigion 
‘| of the same instrument, with respect to the States, 
‘which prohibited the exercise of powers not 


i| granted, and reserved them to the States and their | 


|| people. os 
j r. C. algo expressed his disapprobation of 
the motion to receive and immediately reject the 
petition made by the Senator from Pennsylvania. 

e did not think it a safe, substantial, and effi- 
cient enjoyment of the right of petition to reject 
it, without its passing through the usual forms. 
| He thought that the right of petition required of 
the servants of the people to examine, deliberate, 


a petition, giving the reasons for such decision. 
He thought accompanying the rejection of the 
| petition with a clear and distinct expression of 
the reasons of the Senate would carry conviction 
to every mind, satisfy the petitioners of the im- 
propriety of granting their request, and thus leave 
the best effects in putting an end'to the agitation 
of the public on the subject. ` 

The question was here taken, ‘‘ Shall the peti- 
tion be received ?” and it was decided in the af- 
firmative—yeas 36, nays 10; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Benton, Brown, Buchanan, Clay, Clay- 
ton, Crittenden, Davis, Ewing of Ohio, Ewing of Hiinois, 
Goldsborough, Grundy, Hendricks, Hill, Hubbard, Kent, 
King of Alabama, King of Georgia, Knight, Linn, McKean, 
Prentiss, Robbins, Robinson, Rug- 
gies, Shepley, Southard, Swift, Tallmadge, Tipton, Tom- 
| linson, Wall, Webster, and Wright—36. 

NAYS—Mesers. Black,Calhoun,Cuthbert, 


Leigh, Moore, 


i| Nicholas, Porter, Preston, Walker, and White—10. 
i > $ 
|| Mr. CLAY said this was a motion susceptible 


of amendment; and before he sat down he would 


:| offer one. He had thought a reference to a com- 


could unite. They loved the Union, but all this | mittee, and a report of the reasons against grant- į 


i ing the prayer of these petitioners, would be the 
better way to dispose of the subject; but he feared 
a majority could not be had for that course. 
There were certain great subjects that ought to 
| be kept out of the scope of political action—they 
| were the tariff, the great pablic domain, slavery, 
and the Union. Mr.C. commented briefly upon 
the importance of each of these heads, and con- 
demned the movements in a certain quarter on the 
‘subject of slavery. 

| Mr. C., after arguing at some length in favor 
j| of receiving the petition, contending that the 
| Tefusal to receive it would be a violation of the 
| right of petition as secured by the Constitution, 


On the | 


and decide, either to grant or refuse the prayer of | 


ual emancipation of the black race, if it could he 


dom, yet the retaining the black race in saray 
was justified by the necessity of the measure. Íf 
he was a southern man, he would resist emanci- 
pation in every form, either gradual or otherwise, 
cause he would go for his own race, which was 
the superior race of the two; and because eman- 
cipation must necessarily give the inferior race, 
in the course of time, a numerical preponderance. 
Mr. C., after some further remarks, submitted 
the following amendment: 
Resolved, That the prayer of the petitioners be rejected. 
For the Senate, without now affirming or denying the 
constitutional power of Congress to grant the prayer of the 
petition, believes, even supposing the power uncontested, 
which itis not, that the cxercise of it would be inexpedient: 
Ist. Because the people of the District of Columbia bave 
not themselves petitioned for the abolition of stavery within 
the District... ‘ ` 
2d. Because the States of Virginia and Maryland would 
be injuriously affected by such a measure, whilst the insti 
, tution of slavery continues to subsist within their respect- 
ive jurisdictions ; and neither of those States would prob- 
ably have ceded to the United States the territory. now 
l. forming the District, if it had anticipated the adoption of 
any such measure, without clearly and expressly guarding 
| against it. 
3d. Because the injury which would be inflicted by excit- 
ing alarm and apprehension in the States tolerating slavery, 
and by disturbing the harmony between them and the other 
members of the Confederacy, would far ¢xceed any prac- 
tical benefit which could possibly flow from the abolition 
of slavery within the District. 
Mr. PORTER made some remarks, expressive 
of his disapprobation of the amendment. 
i) Mr. BUCHANAN said that some remarks, 
i both of the Senator from South Carolina, (Mr. 
': Catnowun,] and of the Senator from Kentucky, 
|: [Mr. Ciay,] compelled him to make a few observ- 
ations in his own defense. 
| Sir, (said Mr. B.,) I rejoice at the result of the 
vote which has this day been recorded. It will 
; forever secure to the citizens of this country the 
i sacred right of petition. “The question has now 
been finally settled by-a-decisive vote of the Sen- 
ate. The memorial which I presented from a 
ortion of the highly respectable Soeiety of 
riends has been received by a triumphant ma- 
jority. Another happy consequence of this vote 
1s, that abolition is forever separated from the 
right of petition. The Abolitionists will now 
| never be able to connect their cause with the vio- 
lation of a right so justly dear to the people. 
, They must now stand alone. This is the ver 
; position in which every friend of the Union, both 
|, In the North and the South, ought to desire to’see 
; them placed. i 
| From the remarks which have just been made 
by the Senators from South Carolina and Ken- 
i tacky, it might almost be supposed that my mo- 
| tion to reject the prayer of the memorialists was 
i trifling with the right of petition, which, in the 
‘course of debate, | have defended with all m 
‘power. Isthere the slightest foundation for suc 
| an imputation ? 
The memorial has been received by the Senate, 
‘and has been read. If this body are in doubt 
| whether they will grant its prayer—if they wish 
: further information upon this subject than what 
|| they already possess, then they ought to refer it. 
! On the other hand, if every Senator has already 
|. determined how he will vote upon the question, 
-why send the memorial to a committee? It pre- 
, sents but one simple question for our decision. 
Ft asks ‘us to abolish slavery in the District of 
i‘ Columbia.’ My motion proposes that this prayer 
, shall be rejected. Now, is it not self-evident to 
every Senator upon this floor, that any committee 
-which can be formed out of this body will arrive 
‘at the sarie conclusion? Why, then, refer this 
“memorial to obtain a report, when we already 
i: know what that report will be? Why keep the 
uestion open for further agitation and debate? 
1 Should it be referred to a committee, upon their 
report we shall have the sane ground to travel 
‘ over again which we have been treading for so 
I have yet to learn that, when a 


‘long a time. 


petition is presente fy ee 
clear as not to require deliberation, Itas either urs- 
the petitioners, or that i intringes 


respectful to i : . 
iton, to decide against Us prayer 


the right of pet 
without delay, 

But in this case powerful reasons exist why 
the memorial ought not to be referred. Although 
we allagree that slavery ought not to be abolished 
in the Distriet of Columbia, vet we arrive atthis 
conclusion by different courses of reasoning, 
Jefore L presented this memorial, 1 endeavored 
to ascertain from Senators whether it would be 
possible to obtain a strong vote in favor of any 
proposition more specific in its terms than that 
now before the Senate. [ found this would be 
impossible. T then made the motion to reject the 
praver of the memorial after much deliberation. 

Ltfound the Senate divided upon this subject 
into four sections. One portion was opposed to 
the prayer of the memorial, because, in their 
opinion, it would be unconstitutional to grant it; 
another, because it would violate our compacts 
ef cession with Virginia and Maryland: a third, 
because it would be inexpedient and unjust to 
abolish slavery in this District, while it exists 
in the surrounding States; and a fourth, who 
were unwilling to go even to this extent, but who 
equally condemned its abolition at the present 
moment. Here were the elements of discord. 
While all, or nearly all, are harmonious in their 
conclusion that the prayer of the petition ought 
not to be granted, their premises are far different, 
My object was to get the strongest vote, for the 
purpose of calming the agitation both in the 
South and in the North. In order to accomplish 
this purpose, my motion must be one on which 
the largest majority could agree, and on which 
each member might vote for his own peculiar 
reasons. I ask what motion could I have made 
so well calculated to attain the end as the one 
now before the Senate? 

The amendment which has just been proposed 
by the Senator from Kentucky will, L fear, prove 
to be the apple of discord in this body. It 1s too 
strong a measure for one portion of the Senate; 
whilst it is too weak for another. Those who 
believe that we have no power, under the Con- 
stitution, to abolish slavery in this District, will 
not vote for the amendment, because it does not 
recognize this principle; whilst such gentlemen 
as deem it inexpedient at the present time to act 
upon the subjeet, but who do not wish to commit 
themselves for the future, will be equally opposed 
to the reasons which this amendment assigns. 
For my own part, individually, I should not ob- 
ject to the amendment. I could most cheerfully 
vote for all the principles which it contains. If [ 
believed it would unite in its favor as large a 
majority of the Senate as the motion which I have 
made, unaccompanied by these reasons, it should 
have my support. But this, I am convinced, will 
not be the case; and my purpose is to obtain the 
largest vote possible, because this will have the 
strongest influence upon public opinion. It would 
most cffectually check the agitation upon this 
subject. 


Sir, (said Mr. B.,) this question of domestic 


slavery is the weak point in our institutions. 
Tarifts may be raised almost to prohibition, and 
then they may be reduced so as to yield no ade- 
quate protection to the manufacturer—our Union 
is sufficiently strong to endure the shock. Fierce 
political storms may arise; the moral elements 
of the country may be convulsed by the struggles 
of ambitious men for the highest honors of the 
Government—the sunshine does not more cer- 
tainly succeed the storm than that all will again 
be peace. Touch this question of slavery seri- 
ously; let it once be made manifest to the people 
of the South that they cannotlive with us except 
in a state of continual apprehension and alarm for 
their wives and their children, for all that is near 
and dear to them upon the earth—and the Union 
is from that moment dissolved. It does not then 
become a question of expediency, but of self- 
preservation. It is a question brought home to 


the fireside, to the domestic circle, of every white ` 
This day—thisdark | 


man in the southern States. 
and gloomy day for the Republic, will, I most de- 
voutly trust and believe, neverarrive, Although 
in Pennsylvania we are all opposed to slavery in 
the abstract, yet we will never violate the consti- 


ted to any tribunal, in a case so ` 
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tutional compact which we have made with our 


sister States. Their rights will be held sacred by 
us, Under the Constituuon itis their own ques- 
tion; and there let it remain. 
On motion by Mr. MORRIS, the Senate ad- 
jeurned. f 
IN SENATE. 
Trrrepary, March 10, 1836. 


A message was received from the President of 
the United States, by Mr. Doxrnson, his Private 
Secretary, tielosing a report from the Seeretery 
of State, with the proceedings of a convention 
held at Little Rock, in Arkansas, for the purpose 
of forming a constitution and State government 
for Arkansas, together with the constitution and 
several accompanying documents, 

Mr. BUCHANAN, at the request of the Dele- 
gate from Arkansas, moved to refer the papers to 
a select committee, to be raised for the purpose. 

Mr. CLAYTON thought a reference to the 
select committee appointed to consider the subject 
of the admission of Michigan into the Union 
would be preferable. 

Mr. BUCHANAN pressed his motion, and 
asked for the yeas and nays on it, which were 
ordered; and the question was taken and decided 
as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Benton, Brown, Buchanan, Cuthbert, 
Ewing of Ilinois, Grundy, Hendricks, Hill, Hubbard, King 
of Georgia, Linn, MeKean, Morris, Nicholas, Niles. Robin- 
son, Ruggles, Shepley, Talmadge, Tipton, Wall, and 
White—22. 

NAYS—Messrs. Black, Calhoun, Clay, Clayton, Davis, 
Ewing of Ohio, Gold<borough, Knight, Leigh, Naudain, 
Porter, Prentiss, Preston, Robbins, Southard, Switt, and 
Tomlinson—17. 

Mr. BUCHANAN then, for the purpose of 
postponing the balloting for the committee till to- 
morrow, moved to lay the subject on the table; 
which motion was agreed to. 


AMERICAN REGISTERED SEAMEN. 
The CHAIR communicated a report from the 
Department of State, showing the number of 
American seamen registered in cach port of the 
United States for the year 1836; and which, on 
motion by Mr. DAVIS, was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 


PETITIONS, MEMORIALS, ETC. 

Mr. EWING, of Ohio, presented several peti- 
tions from citizens of Ohio, praying that a change 
may be made in the location of the Cumberland 
road; and 

Mr. MORRIS presented several memorials on 
the same subject; both of which were referred to 


: the Committee on Roads and Canals. 


Mr. EWING, of Illinois, presented the peti- 
tion of sundry citizens of that State, praying for 


: the establishment of certain post routes; also, the 
petition of sundry citizens of Galena, on the sub- 


ject of preémption rights; the first of which was 
referred to the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads, and the second to the Committee on 
Public Lands. 

Mr. NILES presented the memorial and re- 
monstrance of sundry citizens of Danbury, Con- 
necticut, engaged in the manufacture of hats, 
against the renewal of the patent of Joseph Grant; 
which was referred to the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary. 

REPRESENTATIVES OF C. C. B. THOMPSON. 

Mr. BLACK, from the Committee on Naval 
Affairs, to which had been referred the petition 
of the legal representatives of the late Captain 
Charles C. B. Thompsen reported a bill for their 
relicf; which was read, and ordered to a second 
reading. 

SUFFERERS BY THE NEW YORK FIRE. 


A message was received from the House of 
Representatives, by Mr. Fraykuin, their Clerk, 
stating that the House had passed the bill of the 


. Senate for the relief of the sufferers by the late 
; fire in the city of New York, with certain amend- 


ments, to which they asked the concurrence of 
the Senate; and 


On motionby Mr. WRIGHT, the bill was taken | 


up, and considered asin Committee of the Whole, 
when Mr. W. moved that the Senate concur in 
said amendments. 

Mr. SOUTH ARD wishing to have an o 


d i ; or- 
tunity of making himself acquainted wit 


the 


nature of the bill as modifed by the House, it 

‘was laid on the table, with an understanding to 
take it up at as carly a day as the business of the 
Senate would permit. 

Mr. CLAYTON moved to take up the bill to 
scttle and establish the northern boundary of the 
State of Ohio. 

Mr. KING, of Alabama, opposed the motion, 
on the ground that the Senate, after the vote taken 
yesterday to receive the petidon praying to abolish 
slavery in the District of Columbia, was pledged 
to take the vote on the question pending to re- 
ject the prayer of the petitioner, in order that 
‘those who from a sense of duty voted to receive, 
might now give the strongest vote in opposition 
to its object. He showed the urgent neeessity 
there was for settling this agitating question in 
the speediest and most decided manner; and sug- 
gested that the Ohio bill could be taken up the 
next day, as the abolition question, having been 
sufficiently discussed, only required the vote on 
the second and most important question (the first 
having been taken) to end the subject. 

Mr. EWING, after referring to the numerous 
delays both in this and the other Elouse, of the 
Ohio bill, and the powertul reasons that existed 
for settling the distracting controversy between 
Ohio and Michigan, said that a strong sense of 
duty constrained him to press the motion of the 
Senator from Delaware. There was no danger of 
this bill not passing both Houses of Congress if 
it could be brought fairly before them, but it had 
always been lost by being sent too late in the ses- 
sion to the other House. 

Mr. BROWN observed that gentlemen ex- 
pressed great anxiety to allay the excitement in 
the southern country, by giving some decided 
vote on the question that had so long been dis- 
cussed. Yesterday the debate was brought to a 
close, the preliminary question taken, and the 
one most important to the South yet remained to 
be disposed of. He confessed he had heard with 
no little surprise the motion of the Senator from 
Delaware. Was there no way by which this 
country was to be relieved from this agitating 
subject of Abolition; and was it still to be kept 
up Without making one effort to put anend to it? 
He hoped that the Senate would sce the necessity 
of going on with the unfinished business, and 
taking the question on the motion of the Senator 
from Pennsylvania, which all expected when they 
voted to reccive the petition. 

Mr. CLAYTON had no idea. thag the Ohio bill 
would give rise to any discussion. It had been 
sufficiently discussed at the last session; and, after 
the two concurring reports that had been made 
on it, he was not aware of any cause for appre- 
hending a debate that would delay or defeat the 
object of the gentleman from Alabama, 

Mr. MORRIS, after a few remarks, expressed 
his intention of submitting an amendment to the 
bill to establish the Ohio boundary, if it should 
be taken up. He did not concur with the cum- 
mittee in their report, nor was he satisfied with 
all the provisions of the bill. 

Mr. LEIGH observed, that it had been urged 
by the Senator from Alabama that he was anxious 
to proceed to the consideration of the unfinished 
business, in order to put an end to the excitement 
that had grown out of the subject so long dis- 
cussed there. Whenever that subject came up, 
there would be the proposition of the Senator 
from Kentucky, which was most probable would 
lead to a further discussion To that proposition 
he intended to submit another, by way of amend- 
ment, and he wished the Senate to be full, when 

‘it was made, which was not then the case. 
There surely was no good reason why they should 
lay aside a subject which had been debated for 

‘months, and could be settled without discussion, 
to hasten the action on one that would most 
probably give rise to a debate. 

Mr. BROWN remarked, that as to the Senate 
being full at a particular time was a very uncer- 
tain matter. It was true that some Senators 

;, were then absent, but others might leave there on 
‘their return, Indeed, he knew of some then there 
i who would necessarily be absent in a few days. 
: He thought the expectation of having a fuller 
Senate was not a sufficient reason for delaying 
7 a oporem question that remained to be de- 
i| cided. 
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Mr. BENTON observed, that this was one of 
those times for the application of the rules of par- 
liamentary proceedings. Jefferson’s Manualspoke 
of the necessity of finishing what business was 
begun, before proceeding to any other, ‘‘ because 
in this way time was not wasted in debating what 
business should be commenced, and business was 
prevented from accumulating towards the end of 
the session.” (Mr. B. quoted the rule from the 
Manual relating to this practice.) If ever there 
was a time (observed Mr. B.) for the application 
of this rule, it was now. ig? Ao been discuss- 
ing this subject of abolition for weeks; and fre- 
quently, when they seemed to be coming to the 
end of the debate, something would come up that 
would carry it on still further. Last evening there 
seemed to be a determination to put an end to the 
subject, and the first question was taken, which 
was supposed would be immediately followed by 
the final question. A new proposition, however, 
was now before them, which, with other addi- 
tional branches that might come up, might pro- 
tract the discussion to an indefinite period. He 
thought it would be best for the Senate to proceed 
at once to the unfinished business, and settle itas 
apeedily as possible. 

Mr. CLAYTON said, if all the business of the 
Senate was to have the preference over this bill, 
it would not be disposed of this session. He had 
arrived at the conclusion that there was danger 
in delaying this matter any longer, and he wished 
his hands clear of the responsibility of further 
delay. 


to taking his share of the responsibility of voting 
against the motion to take up the bill to settle the 
northern boundary line of the State of Ohio; and 
i€ any consequences were to follow he was willing 
to bear so much of the blame as might justly be 
imputed to him. He said this, not from a reck- 
fess disregard of the interests of Ohio, but froma 
strong sense of duty.. We have (said he) been 
for weeks engaged in the discussion of a subject 
pregnant with danger, involving the peace and 
security of one half the States, and threatening, 
as they had been told in the course of the dis- 
cussion, a dissolution of the Union. He asked 
gentlemen if there could be a question of greater 
importance before them? Every gentleman had 


had an opportunity of becoming acquainted with | 


the whole subject, and was prepared to decide it 
in some way or other. Let us then (said he) put 
an end to thie exciting’subject; let us by a prompt 
decision carry balm to the wounded feelings of 
the slaveholding States, and convince them that 
they have no cause to apprehend danger from 
here. If (said he) we do not end this question at 
once, what is to be the consequence? He heard 
yesterday that this Senate was to be converted 
to a Nassau hall, for the discussion of the 
subject of abolition. Was this to be the case; 


or were they to carry out the understanding of | 


yesterday, to take a decisive vote on it? He 
oped that no other question would supersede 
this most important one; and, with a view to the 
coming to a speedy decision, he would move to 
lay the motion of the Senator from Delaware on 
the table. 

Mr. CLAYTON called for the 
which were ordered; and the que 
Mr. Crayron’s motion on the table was decided 


yeas and nays, 


in the affirmative—yeas 22, noes 20; as follows: | 


YEAS—Messrs. Benton, Black, ` Brown, 
Cuthbert, Grundy, Hilt, Hubbard, King of Ala 
of Georgia, Linn, Morris, Nicholas, Niles, Port 
Shepley, ‘Talimadge, Walker, Wall, White, and Wright—22. 

NAYs—Messrs. Clay, Clayton, Crittenden, Davis, Ew- 
ing of Hlinois, Ewing of Ohio, Goldsborough, Hendricks, 
Knight, Leigh, MciCean, Moore, Naudain, Prentiss, Rob- 
bins, Robinson, Southard, Swift, Tipton, and Tomlinson— 
20. 


Buchanan, 
bama, King 
er, Ruggles, 


THE PENNSYLVANIA QUAKER MEMORIAL. 


The unfinished business was then taken up, be- 
ing the petition of the Society of Friends to abol- 


ish slavery in the District of Columbia; the ques- || 


tion being on Mr. Crayron’s motion to amend 


16 


Mr. WALL observed that he had no objections |! 


stion of laying | 


the motion of Mr. Bucnanay, to reject the prayer 
of the petition. 
Mr. PORTER had moved yesterday to lay the 
: motion of the Senator from Kentuck tmr. Chay] 
‘on the table, in order that he might have time for 
reflection. While that motion was pending, on- 
motion by the Senator from Ohio (Mr. Morris] 
. the Senate adjourned, which fully embraced the 
| object of his (Mr. P.’s) motion. He was anxious 
:; to pursue that course best calculated to accomplish 
; the object. He had reflected last night upon the 
|, Matter, and had come to the conclusion that it 
| was better for the southern Senators to vote for 
», the naked proposition of the Senator from Penn- 
| sylvania, Me Bucuanan.] Without additional 
i reasons being assigned, he thought it better not 
_to go for the proposition of the Senator from 
l! Kentucky, [Mr. Cuay.] There was such a con- 
| trariety of opinion in the Senate as to the proper 
| mede of disposing of this exciting subject, that | 
the proposition of the Senator from Pennsylvania | 
[Mr. Bucuanan] was the only one on whieh they | 
ii could hope to get anything like a united vote;.and | 
‘as the subject had been discussed so long, and | 
i the minds of Senators made up, he believed the ' 
I best thing they could now do was to vote for the | 
| motion of the 
' the prayer of the petition. 
a r. LEIGH moved to amend the amendment | 
. of Mr. Cray, by striking out all after the first | 


|. word, and inserting the words ‘‘ That, in the opin- |! 
ii ion of the Senate, Congress has not the power to |; 


istrict of Columbia.” 
Mr. CUTHBERT said he thought that the 


| abolish slavery in the D 


i 


' Senator from Kentucky would now perceive the || 


' danger of opening the discussion still more ex- | 
tensively by the motion he had made. If the | 
gentleman said (Mr. C.) will withdraw that mo- 
tion, and allow us to take the question on the | 
proposition of the Senator from Pennsylvania, 
they would have an opportunity of giving a de- 
cisive vote, in which every member could unite. | 
The gentleman from Kentucky must see that there 
was great difference of opinion with regard te his 
motion, and that it must draw with it the propo- 
sitions equally calculated to bring on debate. 

Mr. LEIGH observed that he had no desire to 
press the subject at present, much less a desire 
to produce agitation. He had directed every word 
and expression of his, from the very commence- 
ment, with the view of avoiding excitement; and 
it was with unspeakable pain that he felt himself 


f 
i 
t 
i 
i 


on account of the propositionof the Senator from 
accompanied. He was willing that the whole 
larly, as it was desirable that the most deliberate 


would persist in now pressing the subject he 
would persist in the amendment. 

Mr. L. inquired of the Chair (it having been | 
suggested that Mr. Cray, by withdrawing his 
amendment, could defeat his substitute) if this 
could be done; and, being answered in the affirm- | 
ative, said that he would, in that case; feel it his | 
duty to offer his amendment as a new proposi- 
tion, 

Mr. CLAY said, the amendment submitted by 
him was offered with the best motives. He could | 
|| not assent that Congress had no constitutional | 
power to legislate on the prayer of the petition. | 

e was ready to express his opinion onthat,as he | 
wasonallsubjects. The first clause of hisamend- | 
ment was in reference to his feelings as it went | 
against abolition, without affirming any opinion 
as to the constitutionality of the measure. The 
next, in the absence of its constitutionality, re- | 

cognized the inexpediency of it. | 
| In the reasons assigned, the fitst was, that the | 
people of the District of Columbia had not peti- | 


| they had petitioned their prayer would bhe granted, | 
The next reason offered (he thought) ought to | 
have been reeeived by the Senators ftom the South | 


enator from Pennsylvania to reject | 


tt 


constrained to offer the amendment, not so mach | 
Kentucky, as of the argument by which it was | 
subject should be laid over; he wished it particu- | 


consideration should be given to it. If gentlemen | 


|, tioned; and that (he said) did not imply, that if | 


with avery different feeling than was evinced, 
which was, that the States of Maryland and 
Virginia would be injuriously affected by it; and 
j if they had anticipated it, they would not have 
; made the cession. In that he had asserted a 
: principle of faith coeval with the cession itself. 
ii The third reason was, the degree with which 
|: the injury would be inflicted would far exceed 
|, any practical benefits resulting to the Govern: 
ment. This was a substantial reason, which 
, must exist as long as the Government. 
| _ These views would suppress abolition in the 
North, and, in moments when the minds of the 
| South were calm and unagitated, would quiet 
: their alarms; but, as they had not been received 
in the spirit in which he expected they would be, 
he was willing to withdraw his amendment. 
| Mr.C. had listened attentively to the arguments 
| of the Senator from Virginia, [Mr. Leran,] and, 
if any one could have convinced him that it was 
unconstitutional, that gentleman could; but he 
‘had heard no argument that had changed his 
opinion. He contended that, as neither Virginia 
nor Maryland, or both combined, could abolish 
slavery in the District of Columbia, the power 
without limitation or restriction existed only in 
Congress. He had intended to say but little, 
He had 
risen for the purpose of withdrawing his amend-. 
i ment. 
Mr. LEIGH, in assigning the reasons which 
induced him to press his amendment, referred to 
the resolutions of the General Assembly of the 
| State of Virginia, lately presented by him, ex- 
pressly declaring that Congress had not the power 
to abolish slavery in the District of Columbia. 
He did not expect, when he presented these res- 
| olutions, that there would have been an occasion 
so soon to submit a proposition on them; but as 
the Senator from Kentucky took the ground, 
when he submitted his amendment, that Congress 
did possess this power, he felt that it was a fit 
; occasion to bring the views of his Legislature dis- 
| tinctly before the Senate. Mr. L. entered into a 
| lengthy argument to refute the position of Mr,, 
; Cray, that Congress possessed under the Consti-' 
| tution unlimited sovercign power with regard to 
this District, under the clause of that instrument 
| giving. Congress exclusive legislation over it; 
| drawing the distinction between exclusive legis- 
| lation and exclusive sovereignty; and further, he 
j| contended that Congress was prohibited from the 
exercise of this power by the clause in the Con- 
stitution providing that private property shall not 
be taken for public use, without just compensa- 
tion, showing that to abolish property was not 
for “ public use.?’ Mr. L. deprecated the dòc- 
trines advanced by Mr. Cray as to the evils of 
slavery, denying that slavery, as it now existed, 
was an evil. Such sentiments as the Senator 


|; and that little in the spirit of kindness. 


| 
3 


i| from Kentucky had avowed were calculated to 


impose—most grievously impose, on all those 
who did not understand the subject. Mr. L., 
after some remarks at length, said he would be 
| willing to delay the question so as to give further 
| time for the consideration of the subject; but if 
gentlemen would press it he must press his mo- 
tion to call for the yeas and nays. 

Mr. CUTHBERT said the Senator from Ken- 
tucky had, in the plenitude of his frankness, 
yielded his amendment, for the purpose of en- 
abling the Senate to come to a final and united 
vote; and now, when, by universal consent, the. 
moment was about to arrive to take thet vote, 
another amendment was interposed, He there- 
i fore conjured the Senator from Virginia [Mr. 
Lercu] to withdraw his amendment also. The 
vote on the mation of the Senator from Pennsyl- 
vania [Mr. Beenanan] would hot preclude him 
| (Mr. L.] from offering his amendment at any 
' time after this vote was taken, if he should feel 
it his duty to offer it, 

i Mr. LEIGH replied that he was ealled on to 
i act on this subject without a moment’s delibera- 
i tion. He had warned the Senate of the course 


242 


he should be compelled to take, if this subject 
was pressed. ! 
to deliberate, he would pursue that course which 
then seemed to him to be the best. Mr. L. then 
moved to lay the subject on the table, and called 
for the yeas and nays, but withdrew the motion 
at the request of XY í 

Mr. CRITTENDEN, who anticipated with 
confidence that the Senate would come to some 
unanimous vote. He had reluctantly voted to 
receive this petition yesterday, with a view at all 
times of giving it the most decided rejection; and 
in doing so he would desire to conform to the de- 
sires of southern gentlemen. He hoped, how- 
ever, that the Senator from Virginia [Mr. Lzien] 
would find it consistent with his feelings and the 
interests of his constituents not to press the ques- 
tion of the constitutionality of this measure at 
this time. $ 

Mr. BROWN was not willing, by any vote of 
his, to procrastinate this subject, and demanded 
the yeas and nays. 

Mr. KING, of Alabama, felt very desirous of 
giving the Senator from Virginia an opportunity 
of giving as much time as might be necessary to 
enable him to determine whether an imperious 
duty required him to press his motion. It was 
not his desire to hasten him into a decision. He 
suggested to the Senator from Virginia, that there 
were resolutions among the orders of the Senate 
which had been proposed by his late colleague, 
(Mr. Tyler,) involving the very question pro- 
posed in hisamendment. Theseresolutions must 
come up before the Senate, and the whole subject 
relating to the powers of Congress, with regard 
to slavery in this District, would be a fair matter 
for discussion. [Mr. Kine here read Mr. Ty- 
ler’s resolutions, affirming that Congress did not 
possess the power to abolish slavery in the Dis- 


trict, and that the assumption of it would bea, 


breach of faith towards the States of Virginia and 
Maryland, who ceded the ten miles square, and a 
violation of the rights of private property.] The 
Senator from Virginia cM . K. said) would there- 
fore perceive that delay was not desirable, either 
to enable him to carry out the instructions of his 
Legislature, or to get the constitutional question 
before the Senate, as the subject must come up in 
the resolutions of his late colleague. 

Mr. LEIGH renewed his motion to lay the sub- 
ject on the table; and 


The question was taken, and decided as fol- 


lows: 
YEAS—Messrs. Black, Calhoun, Clay, Clayton, Critten- 


den, Cuthbert, Davis, Ewing of Ohio, Goldsborough, King . 
of Alabama, Knight, Leigh, McKean, Moore, Naudain, ‘ 
Nicholas, Porter, Prentiss, Preston, Robbins, Southard, ` 


Switt, Tomlinson, and White—24. 
NAYS—Messrs. Benton, Brown, Buchanan, Ewing of 
Ilinois, Grundy, Hill, Hubbard, King of Georgia, Linn, 


Morris, Niles, Robinson, Ruggles, Shepley, Tallmadge, : 


Tipton, Walker, Wall, and Wright—20. 
NORTHERN BOUNDARY OF OHIO. 


to settle and establish the northern boundary of 
hio was taken up; when 

Mr. MORRIS submitted the following amend- 
ment: 

Strike out after the enacting clause, to the word Ohio in- 
elusive, and insert, 

‘The assent of the Congress of the United States is 
hereby fully declared and given to the proviso contained in 
the sixth section of the seventh article of the constitutiva 
of Ohio, and the northern boundary of said State as therein 
described.” 

Mr. MORRIS then addressed the Senate upon 
the amendment as offered. 

Mr. CLAYTON supported the report of the 
committee at some length, and opposed the 
amendment offered by the gentleman from Ohio, 
(Mr. Morris. ] 

Mr. EWING, of Ohio, thought the report of 
the committee everything Ohio would desire; al- 
though he thought the amendment offered by his 
colleague would do no harm. He also thought it 
would be productive of no substantial benefit. 

Mr. MORRIS had offered the amendment under 
solemn convictions of duty, to carry out a princi- 

le in which he belieyed every citizen of Ohio was 

eeply interested, and which, he believed, would 

a @ this difficulty as it related to the people of 
lo, 


The question was then taken; and the amend- | 


If the Senate would give him time |i ing vote: 


YEAS—Messrs. Morris, Niles, and Wall—3. 

NAYS—Messrs. Black, Buchanan, Calhoun, Clay, Clay- 
ton, Crittenden, Cuthbert, Davis, Ewing of [linois, Ewing 
of Ohio, Goldsborough, Hendricks, Hill, Hubbard, King of 
Alabama, King of Georgia, Knight, Leigh, Linn, McKean, 
Naudain, Nicholas, Porter. Prentiss, Preston, Robbins, 
Robinson, Shepley, Southard, Tipton, Tomlinson, Walker, 
White, and Wright—34. 

The question was then taken on ordering the 
bill to be engrosscd for a third reading, and de- 


cided in the affirmative; as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Benton, Black, Buchanan, Calhoun, 


Clay, Clayton, Crittenden, Cuthbert, Davis, Ewing of Hli- 
nois, Ewing of Ohio, Goldsborough, Grundy, Hendricks, 
Hill, Hubbard, King of Alabama, King of Georgia, Knight, 
Leigh, Linn, McKean, Morris, Naudain, Nicholas, Porter, 
Prentiss, Preston, Robbins, Robinson, Southard, Tallmadge, 
Tipton, Tomlinson, Walker, Wall, and White—37. 
NAYS—Messrs. Niles, Ruggles, and Shepiey—3. 


The Senate then adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Tucrspar, March 10, 1836. 


Mr. HEISTER stated that his vote was incor- 
rectly recorded, on the passage of the bill for the 
relief of the sufferers by the fire at New York. 
He voted in the negative on that question; and 
he moved that the Journal be corrected accord- 
ingly, which, by unanimous consent, was done. 

Mr. HOW ARD askcd a suspension of the rule, 
for the purpose of enabling him to submit a res- 
olution, setting apart a day, commencing at eleven 
o’clock, for the purpose of presenting resolutions, 
and disposing of the same, together with the res- 
olutions on the Speaker’s table. ' 

The motion to suspend the rule was negatived. 


NORTH CAROLINA CONTESTED ELECTION. 
The SPEAKER, by consent, laid before the 
House additional testimony (received through 
the post office) in the case of the contested elec- 
tion from North Carolina; which was laid on the 
table, and ordered to be printed. 
The House then resumed the consideration of 
the motion made by Mr. Spane ier, to reconsider 


: the vote rejecting the proposition to allow Mr. 
' Newland leave to appear by counsel, in the 


prosecution of his claim to the seat in the House 
at present occupied by Mr. GRAHAM. 

Mr. GRENNELL, who was entitled to the 
floor, said he had but little to say after what he 
had said on a preceding day. In reference to the 
motion to admit counsel he remarked, although 


the decision might interest the parties personally, | 


yet there were higher considerations which they 
should secure for the House. An office was in 


: view—a high public trust, which was to be exer- 


$ 


cised for the good of the whole people, which 
made it of much higher consideration than a mere 
personal matter. The evidence was all before 
the House, and the House had the ability to un- 


' derstand and apply the law and the Constitution 
On motion by Mr. EWING, of Ohio, the bill 


in the case; and the members were sworn to 


' decide the question truly and justly, according to 


the requirements of the Constitution. But, in re- 
lation to placing the parties on a footing of equal- 


‘ity, it was said the other day, in order to show 


the inequality which existed, that the sitting 
member was a member of the bar, and that the 
petitioner was neither a member of the bar nora 


' debater, and hence it was argued that there was 


a disparity between the parties. It was a dis- 
parity, however, of which the House could take 
no cognizance; it was unknown to the Constitu- 
tion. He asked if the House felt the necessity 
of counsel for that purpose? If so, the House 
should employ counsel, and theablest counsel. If, 
then, the House did not need counsel, it was not 
needed for the petitioner; but, if equality was the 
object, it would be a difficult matter to settle, even 
if both the parties were lawyers; one might be 


: eminent, accustomed to make arguments and dis- 


sussions in courts of law, and the other might be 
a silent counsel, and there would be an inequality, 
although both belonged to the same profession. 


Inequality would exist, and how was it to be. 
remedied? They could not take professions as . 
decisive. If they were to endeavor to place gen- . 
' tlemen on an equality, the House would be in- ` 


volved in an inextricable difficulty. It seemed 


ito him that the proposition must satisfy every 


one that the object was unattainable. 


‘were different. On the contrary, he had often 
‘witnessed the weakest party, with nothing but 
the justice of their cause, opposed to the ablest 
counsel, and prevailing under all those appa- 
rent disadvantages. Butthe petitioner need not 
apprehend any want of counsel in the House, 
because he would be done ample and impartial 
justice. Did the facts prove that counsel was of 
no use? He would remark that counsel was 
mainly important to see that his client’s case was 
clearly drawn up and presented to the House, 
And after the facts were drawn up, he would ask 
where was the vast importance of able counsel? 
The House had been told that precedents were in 
favor of counsel; but he must say that for the 
last thirty years no counsel had been admitted. 
Cases had occurred more than once where per- 
sons had been brought before the bar of the 
House for trial, and counsel was granted then; 
but that had been for the best of reasons. Coun- 
sel was always allowed in cases of a breach of 
the peace, in assaulting and beating a member of 
the House, or for the like offenses. The House, 
of necessity, had to grant counsel in such cases, be- 
cause they themsclves were the judges and jurors 
to determine the matter. To deny counsel in 
such cases would be taking away that liberty 
which belonged to anaccused. In such cases, it 
was right. But the present was one of a far dif- 
ferent complexion. An office of honor, dignity, 
and responsibility was sought; and if his argu- 
ments were correct, which he took them to be, 
the cases were dissimilar. It seemed to him that 
the petitioning member had had all the advocates 
: that could, with propriety, be accorded to him, 
as he had been heard before the committee by 
eminent counsel. Having been so heard before 
the committee, and that committee having reported 
favorably to the petitioner, what more could he 
ask? Was not the committee able to present to 
the House all the facts which the petitioner’s 
counsel spread before them? It seemed to him 
that all that could reasonably be asked had been 
granted to the petitioner. If he supposed his 
rights were invaded he would be the last man to 
raise his voice against him. 
: Mr. MILLER said it was not his purpose to 
- prolong the debate, which had already been too 
| protracted. He was one of those who had voted 
against allowing the petitioner counsel, and he 
did so under the apprehension that counsel was 
not desirable. If he was not mistaken, it had 
been stated by a gentleman from North Carolina 
: [Mr. Connor] that the petitioner himself did not 
desire counsel. That had influenced his vote 
i morc than anything else. He now understood 
that the petitioner did desire counsel, and that he 
did not feel himself competent to argue his own 
cause on that floor. That was sufficient for him; 
and he would not enter into an argument of the 
matter, because he considered, when the petitioner 
admitted that he was not competent to argue his 
` cause, it would be doing him gross injustice to 
refuse him counsel. He hoped the House would 
dispose of the question then, so that they might 
have the morning hour for other business, which 
was then lying back. 

Mr. PEARCE, of Rhode Island, said he was 

not in the House at the time the vote was taken, 
otherwise he should have voted in favor of the 
petitioner having counsel, because it had never 
been denied on former occasions when asked for. 

As, however, there was a great difference of 
opinion on the subject, which would lead to a 
protracted discussion, he moved to lay the motion 
to reconsider on the table. 

The CHAIR stated that the motion would lay 
the subject on the table. 

Mr. PEARCE then withdrew his motion. 

Mr. A. H. SHEPPERD said, to have a cor- 
rect knowledge of the matter, it would be neces- 
sary to review the circumstances attending the 
proposition then under consideration. ‘The gen- 
tleman from Kentucky made a report from the 
Committee of Elections, accompanied by a mo- 
tion, that the subject be made the order for a 
certain day, and that the gentleman petitioning 
for the seat be permitted to appear, and be 

i heard cither by himself, or by counsel. Some 


doubts arose as to the prepriety of the motion; 
and in the mean time a report came in from the 
minority of the committee, and a paper from the 
sitting member. Some debate ensued, when the 
gentleman from New York [Mr. Harp] moved 
that the petitioner be permitted ta take his seat 
within the bar of the House. His colleague [Mr. | 
Bynum] then moved an additional proposition, 
that upon the main question the petitioner have 
leave to be heard by counsel. On the next morn- 
ing after this, a friend of the petitioner informed 
the House that the petitioner did not wish counsel; 
and on the next day again his colleague, [Mr. 
Brwnoum,] after consulting with the petitioner, as- 
certained that he had changed his opinion. In that 
state of the case the vote was taken and decided 
gainst admitting counsel; and at the earliest pos- 
sible moment the gentleman from Ohio (Mr. 
SpancLer] came forward and moved a reconsid- 
eration. As a matter of justice and consistency 
to the petitioner, Mr. S. wished the broadest res- 
olution offered which the House could adopt. He 
was in favor of giving him the greatest privilege; 
and if a legal question should arise then he would 
ive him counsel if he wished it. He would let 
im have it whenever it was needed. If counsel 
was needed, he would give it without searching 
aver musty records for a precedent. He h 
great respect for the petitioner, and he knew he 
was nota lawyer by profession. He sincerely 
hoped that the House would reconsider its vote, 
as he did not wish that this negative should apply 


for the first time to an individual from his own i! 


State. | 
Mr. VANDERPOEL szid, he was one of those 
who, a few days ago, voted to allow the petitioner 
the privilege of appearing by counsel; and with 
all due respect for a majority of the House, which 
negatived his request, he must be permitted to 
say that he was surprised at the result on that 
occasion. Some very queer arguments had been 
urged in the progress of this discussion; and if 
he had not the utmost confidence in the modesty, 
as well as the patriotism of honorable gentlemen, 
he would almost be induced to suspect that they 


were the offspring of self-sufficiency. The sub- || 


stance of the arguments against 
application of the petitioner was, “ 
enough of ourselves; we want no instruction from 
any extrinsic quarter upon any questions, how- 
ever important, that may come before us; we 
will depart from precedents established and 
adhered to by our predecessors ever since the 
foundation of the Government, because we are 
wiser than they were, and will deny to the peti- 
tioner a privilege which, when requested, has 
always been granted to every petitioner for a seat 
here.” For, be it distinctly remembered, sir, 
that there is not a case on record where this 
privilege, to appear by counsel, has been denied. 
» within the last twenty or thirty years, peti- 
tioners in cases of this description have not ap- 
peared by counsel, it is only because they have 
not asked the privilege of doine 80. 
tending parties have either, in most instances, 


ranting the: 


both been lawyers, or the points involved have |: 
been, few and simple, so that neither party deemed ;; 


it an object to ask for the privilege of appearing ; 
by counsel. 

What are the principal objections which are | 
urged against the application of the petitioner in ` 
this case? It is said lawyers will make long : 
speeches, and we cannot spare time enough to. 
hear these speeches. In his (Mr. V.’s) humble 
opinion, we shall not be relieved from long | 
speeches, whether we admitlawyers or not. The | 
talking disease rages so violently here as to pre- 


clude the hope that we shall gain the great desid- | 
eratum of less talk from the exclusion of lawyers |; 


in this case; nor need honorable gentlemen appre- 
hend that counsel, if admitted,. will preoccupy | 
the whole ground, and thus leave. us nothing to : 
talk about. Who ever knew a subject exhausted | 
here? Arter forty speeches, pro and con., topics 


lenty as blackberries still spring up before the | 


imaginations uf honorable gentlemen, and enable 
us but coo often to prove that we were never con- 
verted to tke maxim, that “ brevity is the soul 
of wit.” ; 

1? we admit ccunsel, we might be pretty sure 
that ‘ke controlling points in the case would be 


e are wise | 


The con- 
| 


‘| people had sent him there to claim his scat. 
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of responsibility would induce honorable gentle- | 


men to listen to counsel; and if the attainment of 
truth was our object, it would be far more profit- 
able to listen to a methodical, well-digested argu- 
| ment of counsel, learned and respectable, as 
| counsel always were who appeared at the bar of 


i! this House, than to‘crude and desultory lucubra- 


i tions from other quarters, however honorable. 
What pledge had we that the points involved in 
this case Were so simple and easy to be disposed 

_of? The honorable chairman of the Committee 

| of Elections [Mr. Crarporne] a few days ago had 
admonished him, (Mr. V.,) most eloquently, not 
to come to a precipitate conclusion upon the merits 
of this case; and warned the House, that the 


, questions presented by the two reports were con- ` 
‘plicated and multifarious; and if judges learned ` 
ement to their . 


i! in the law deemed it no disparag 
ij understanding to hear counsel in all matters upon 


| which they were called to adjudicate, he could | 


i 


| see no good reason in favor of our wrapping our- 
: selves in our robes of self-sufficiency, and saying, 
' inacase of such interest, not only to the petitioner, 

but to the electors of the district where the con- 
< tending gentlemen reside, ‘‘ We are too wise to 
: be illuminated by counsel.” There was no doubt 


| that the vote a few days ago resulted from the 


j 
li 


! unprecedented to refuse to gratify him. 


_ (Mr. Grennext] had stated an objection to the 
allowance of counscl, which, to his mind, was 
wholly unsound. 

would be peculiarly privileged, and would not be 
subject to the rules of order. This certainly 

i could not be so. If we made an order to admit 

| counsel, it was implied that such counsel should 

| be subject to the rules of order prescribed for the 
| members ofthe House. Headdresses the Speaker 
or chairman ofthe Committee of the Whole House, 


i rules of order as any member here. 
have been admitted in parliamentary bodies from 
time immemorial, and we could not learn that 
they had ever claimed to be exempt from rules of 
‘| order, or that they had ever discovered a refrac- 
tory eps unbecoming a member of a legislative 
assembly. He felt the House called upon, both 
| by principle and precedent, to grant the reason- 
|| able request of the petitioner. 
Mr. ANTHONY said he was present, and had 
l! voted that the petitioner should not be permitted 


counsel; first, that he did not desire it; and sec- | 


i; ondly, that he did not need it. He viewed the 
l; case in a different light from some other gentle- 
ji men. If the gentleman was brought there on a 
j; charge of breach of the peace, it would then be 
|) Proper that he should be heard by counsel. But 
¡i the present was a different case. They stood in 
the relation of counsel to the petitioner, and the 
had taken an oath to that effect. 


1 to They were also 
i| counsel for the sitting member. 


He was 
Jacie entitled to his seat, and had taken it. hey 
would give the other gentleman the same privilege 
| on that question, because a certain portion of the 
It 
| was the people they were to decide for, because 
the petitioner was the agent and representative 
of those people. It was not a personal matter 
: they had to settle, but a matter of interest to the 


Gentlemen might as well argue that counsel should 
gress as in the present. Some gentlemen might 


say they did not understand the laws and the 
Constitution in relation to that case. That ques- 


they ought to have an expounder of the Consti- 
tution to tell them what were the law and the 
Constitution. Two thirds of the speakers in the 


have counsel, he asked if he would be listened to? 
Mr. A. said he was counsel, and so was every 
: gentleman counsel, in that case, and they would 
i; decide, not only for the petitioner, but for the peo- 
ji ple of his district. Tne petitioner did not ask 


I| 


praseuted to us oy chem. Courtesy and a sense 


: of the people. 


There were man persons. who 
il came t 


ere in the same way, and might on the 


| belief that the petitioner did not want counsel. ; 
‘| He now tells you, through gentlemen on this . 
|| floor, that he is desirous to have the aid of coun- , 
‘i sel, and it would be as unreasonable as it was | 


he honorable gentleman from Massachusetts | 


He says that counsel here ; 


and is, for the time being, as much subject to the ' 
Counsel ; 


rina i 


people of the district the petitioner represented, |; 


į be employed in every case coming before Con- | 


tion was brought up every day, and therefore | 


House were not listened to at all, and, if they did |} 


anything for himself, but as the Representative || 


—_— 


same grounda ask for counsel. They might say 
that there was.no one to take care of their inter- 
ests; and why not carry out the principle, and’ 
allow every one who had claims on the Government 
to be heard by counsel? It was paying a poor 
compliment to gentlemen to say that they cannot 
understand a question of law in North Carolina, 
without having feed counsel to give them in- 
formation and advice. He protested against it. 
| He believed the petitioner would not be deprived 
of what sous gas necessary from gentlemen 
‘who were not only schooled in the laws of the 
: United States, but also schooled in the laws of 
~ North Carolina. But the principal reason why 
: he protested against it was, that they would have 
a long-winded argument to consume the time of 
the House, when they were sworn to decide the 
case from their own information. He thought 
they might as well allow a gentleman to say, 
when a matter came before the House in which 
i his constituents were interested, that he was not 
able to argue the question, and must be permitted 
< to have counsel. He considered it the right and 
the duty of the House to settle the matter; and, 
‘if they allowed the petitioner counsel, they might 
„as well allow any other gentleman on that floor 
‘to ask for counsel to argue the cause cf his con- 
stituents. 

Mr. BOULDIN rose to address the House, 


but— 

The CHAIR announced the arrival of the hour 
i: for proceeding to the special order of the day. 

Mr. DUNLAP rose and said that, by the spe- 
cial orders of the House, no measure could now 
l be brought before the House but bya vote of 
two thirds. He had heretofore voted against 
' making the special orders of the House, because 

it was placing a bill in which his immediate con- 
‘, stituents were interested in a situation that a 
| majority of the House could not act upon it, but 
| it would require of him to get a vote of two thirds 
‘of the House, which he did not believe he could 
: do but by courtesy. He had risen this morning 
to ask of the House the favor to suspend the rule 
and special orders, to enable him to make a mo- 
‘ tion that the House resolve itself into a Commit- 
tee of the Whole on bill No. 68—the Tennessee 
land bill. The bill was one in which his State 
i! and immediate constituents were, interested; and 
not one hour of the time of this House had been 
' occupied in the consideration of this subject 
i, since 1829. The House surely would now ex- 
tend the favor to him of taking up this bill: a 
i| small portion of the time of this House was due 
|| to Tennessee. It not being in order. to discuss 
this motion, he thanked the House for their in- 
dulgence in permitting him to make this short 
| statement. e therefore moved that the rule be 
i suspended, to enable him to make his motion. 
Mr. WILLIAMS, of North Carolina, ex- 
‘| pressed a hope that the rule would not be sus- 
| pended. 


Yi; The motion was then negatived without a 


i 
|| count. 
SEMINOLE HOSTILITIES. 


Mr. JOHNSON, of Kentucky, asked the con- 
| sent to go into Committee of the Whole on the 
|| state of the Union, for the purpose of considering 
i! certain amendments of the Senate to a bill from 
ithe House entitled an “ Act for the payment of 
ii volunteers and militia corps in the service of the 
i: United States.” ; 

Mr. J. briefly explained that the amendments 
|, in question provided for the appointment of three 
| additional paymasters of the Army, a measure 
|i proposed in a bill already reported from the Mil- 
i itary Committee of the House. 

Mr. CAMBRELENG asked the genticmar from 
Kentucky to withdraw the motion for the present, 
/as.he wished to make a report from the Commit- 
| tee of Waysand Means: connected with the same 
i Subject. : 

Mr. JOHNSON assented; and Mr. C. asked 
the consent of the House to make the report in- 
! dicated by him. i 
| Mr. BOON wished to amend the motion, so as 
| to enable the standing committees of the House 
; to repor gen ar, E 

The CHAIR said it was not then in order to 
'make that motion. 


i Mr. CAMBRELENG then asked the consent 
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f the House, briefly explaining t 
was an additional sae a of $590,000 for 
repressing the hostilities of the Indians in Flor- 
ida, which was imperiously required, from the 
fact thatthe funds already appropriated were ex- 
hausted, and drafts were constantly coming in 
which could not be paid. 

Mr. BOND objected. 
Mr. CAMBRELENG then moved to suspend 
the rule; which was agreed to without a count; 


and : : 
Er. C. then, from the Committee of Ways and 


Means, reported a bill making a further appro- 
riation for the repression of Indian hostilities in 
lorida; which was read twice and committed. 


PAYMENT OF VOLUNTEERS. 


Mr. JOHNSON, of Kentucky, then moved that 
the House resolve itself into the Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union, for the purpose 
of considering the amendments from the Senate 
to the bill providing for the payment of volun- 
teers and militia corps in the service of the United 
States, &e., and also the bill just reported. 

Objection being made, 

Mr. CAMBRELENG moved a suspension of 
the rule; which was agreed to; and the motion 
of Mr. Jounsown being also concurred in, 

The House accordingly went into committee, 
Mr. Mason, of Virginia, in the chair, on the 
foregoing bills. 

The amendments of the Senate to the bill from 
the House to provide for the payment of volun- 
teers and militia received into the service of the 
United States, were first considered. 

After a brief explanation by Mr. JOHNSON, 
the amendments were concurred in, with the ex- 
ception of that which provided for the appoinment 
of three additional paymasters of the army. 

Upon adopting the latter amendment, Mr. 
UNDERWOOD called for a count. 

Mr. JOHNSON urged the necessity of adopt- 
ing the amendment, as it was required by the 
public service. 

Mr, DUNLAP inquired whether there was not 
a bill before the House providing for the appoint- 
ment of three additional paymasters? He be- 
lieved that such was the fact, and he thought the 
House ought to non-concur in the amendment, 
as its retention might induce some members to 
oppose a bill which was required by the neces- 
sities of the country, and which should be imme- 
diately acted on. If there wasa necessity, which 
he did not admit, for an additional number of 
paymasters, let that proposition be considered 
separately, and decided upon its own merits. He 
hoped the House would disagree to this amend- 


ment of the Senate. k 
Mr. CAMBRELENG hoped the gentleman | 


from Kentucky (Mr. Jonnsox] would not press 
this amendment. He concurred entirely in the 
remarks of the gentleman from Tennessee, [Mr. 
Denvap,] that, as this proposition had been re- 
ported to the House by the Military Committee 
In a distinet form, it should not have been attached 
to the present bill, which should be immediately 
passed. He was thercfore opposed to the amend- 
ment. 

Mr. WARD said the House was already in 
possession of all the facts necessary to arrive at 
a decision on the amendment. He referred to 
the circumstance that the present number of pay- 
masters had been found insufficient to pay off the 
troops promptly, and that frequent delays on that 
account had taken place, and the officers and troops 
had gone without their pay for months together, 
In case of the sickness or death of a paymaster, 
the duties required of him could not be discharged 
by any other person, and a vacancy could only 
be filied by the President with the consent of the 
Senate. He was satisfied thatthe amendment was 
not only proper, but absolutely necessary, and he 
therefore hoped it would be concurred in. 


Mr. JOHNSON, of Kentucky, could see no | 


reason for disagreeing to this amendment. He. 
adverted to the fact that the subject of the present ` 
amendment had been urged by the Departmentat 
a former session as absolutely necessary, and that 
it had been favorably considered by the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs. It had, however, fallen 
among the unfinished business, and having, by , 
chance of good luck, come up in the shape of | 


hat the report [ 


an amendment by the Senate to a bill from the 
House, he could sce no reason for setting it aside. | 
The amendment was a literal copy of the biil re- 
ported in the House at the last and the present 
session. He was no more interested in the pro- 
position than other gentlemen. He hoped the 
report of the Military Committee in relation to it 
would be read, and if a majority of the committee 
should be in favor of non-coneurringin the amend- 
ment, he would cheerfully acquiesce. 

The report having been read, 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of North Carolina, remarked 
that he had originally two objections to this 
amendment, the first of which was removed in 
some degree, if not entirely, by the reading of the 
report; the second, however, remained, and that 
was the mingling of different subjects inthe same 
bill. He thought the amendment should be con- 
sidered in a separate bill, and he hoped it would 
not be concurred in by the committee. 

The question was then taken on the amend- 
ment, and there appeared—yeas 50, noes 6l; no 
quorum voting. 

Mr. ADAMS moved that the committee rise 
and report that fact to the House; which was 
negatived. 

Tellers were then appointed; and the amend- 
ment was concurred in—ayes 72, noes 59. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Tennessee, said itappeared 
that this Florida war was to be made a pretext 
for the appointment of three additional permanent 
paymasters. 

r. JOHNSON, of Kentucky, rose to explain. 
It was not on account of the war in Florida that 
this amendment had been made. For the last 
two years the Paymaster General had urged upon 
Congress the absolute necessity for an increase 
in the number of paymasters. The Florida war 
was an additional reason for urging the speedy 
action of the House on the subject. It had not, 
he repeated, originated the proposition, 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Tennessee, resumed. He 
thought fourteen paymasters (the present nuni- 
ber)amply sufficient to pay anarmy of six or seven 
thousand troops. If it should be determined to 
increase the number, they would have an army of 
paymasters after a while. As the Seminole war 
would enhance the duties of those officers fora 
limited time, he would move toamend the amend- 
ment by providing that the three additional pay- 
masters should hold their offices for one year, and | 
no longer. j 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Kentucky, was opposed to | 
the amendment last proposed, and urged at some | 
length the propriety and necessity of increasing 


: permanently the number of paymasters of the | 


Army. The Paymaster General, a distinguished | 
and honorable officer, had informed them that he 
could not, with the present force, pay off the 


‘ troops promptly and punectually. He had called 


for this increase, and he (Mr. J.) felt bound to 
take the word of the Paymaster General, that it 
was required by the public service. He trusted, 
therefore, that the amendment of the gentleman 
from Tennessee [Mr. Jonnson] would not pre- 
vail. 

Mr. SMITH said the amendment of the gen- 
tleman from Tennessee [Mr. Jonxsox] was well 
worthy of consideration; for, in a bill for an 
appropriation of a temporary character, the Sen- 
ate had appended a permanent proposition, with- 
out, at the same time, furnishing a single fact of 
its propriety or necessity. He therefore thought 
at least the limit ought to be somewhat commen- 
surate with the occasion giving rise to it. If it 
was a proposition to add those three paymasters 
for a short period, or to a period approximating 
the time of the present emergency of the appro- 
priation, objections to it, strong as they then 
would be, might be waived; but this was not the 
proper place or occasion to provide for these 
permanent officers. It was entailing an expense 
of nearly $6,000 a year upon the country—. 
$1,934 66 being the pay for each of those officers. 
If he were as convinced of the necessity of these 
additional paymasters as the gentleman from 
Kentucky himself, he should vote against their 
being provided for in the present bill, though he 
might be in favor of a distinct proposition. If 
the House should, however, concur in the Sen- 
| ate’samendment, he hoped atleast the provision of 
i the gentleman from Tennessee would be adopted, |! 


Mr. MANN, of New York, followed in reply 
to the gentleman from Kentucky, [Mr. Jounson.] 
He could not see the necessity of this additional 
foree. There were already six hundred and sev- 
enty-one officers of the Army, whose pay alone 
amounted to $860,706, leaving alone the Army 
itself. He was not disposed to put such hich 
confidence in the head of a Department as the 
gentleman did. There were continual calls for 
the increase of officers, paymasters, topographical 
engineers, &e. Why, if the present number of 
paymasters was insufficient for our little Army, 
what would be the consequence if circumstances 
should ever require the country to raise a force 
of a hundred thousand men? They would want 
one paymaster to every other man. There were 
now between six and seven hundred officers to 
five thousand men, and he was at a loss to see 
the necessity for more officers. He hoped the 
amendment of the Senate would be rejected. 

Mr. WHITE, of Florida, said, so far from this 
being a temporary appropriation bill, it was no 
appropriation at all, for it merely provided per- 
manent regulations for the payment of militia in 
the service of the United States, whenever they 
were called out; and the amendment could be as 
well added to this bill asto any other. With re- 
gard to the expense, he believed a larger sum of 
monety would be disbursed without the appoint- 
ment of these additional paymasters, than their 
salaries would amount to. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD was convinced the pro- 
posed addition to the Army ought not to be made. 
He was not disposed, like his honorable colleague, 
[Mr. Jounson,] to take the mere assertion of any 
head of a bureau as his authority, unless that of- 
ficer at the same time furnished all the facts and 
data upon which his assertion was based, and 
then Mr. U. would form his own judgment. 
There were now fourteen paymasters, and each 
of them had no more than eight or nine stations 
to attend to, which, with the great facilities for 
traveling, were surcly not more than they could 
do. He was satisfied the requisition ought not 
to be complied with, and he hoped the amend- 
ment of the Senate would not be concurred in. 

Mr. PARKER remarked that the provisions 
of this amendment had been before the House 
for the last two years; and the only reason they 
had never been acted on and passed was because 
the House, from the load of business before it, 
had never reached them. Mr. P. was disposed 
to take the evidence of an officer of the Govern- 
ment, whose high character and official qualifica- 
tions were unquestionable, and his integrity un- 
impeached; and any measure recommended by 
such a man should have with him its due weight. 
Mr. P. then read some extracts from the report 
of the Military Committee of the last Congress, 
recommending the appointment of three addi- 
tional paymasters, and expressed a hope that the 
amendment would be concurred in. 

Mr. CAMBRELENG could not vote for this 
proposition in its present shape, even if he was 
in favor of the object, for he objected to the prin- 
ciple of adding such riders to bills, or rather bills 
upon bills, which had no connection with each 
other. The gentleman from Kentucky had told 
them that the proposition had no reference to the 
campaign in Florida, and had objected to the 
amendment of the gentleman from Tennessee on 
that very ground. Mr. C. had no more idea that 
a measure which, if separately taken up, would 
occupy a weck’s discussion, would have come 
before the House that day, than that a proposi- 
tion to double the Army would have been intro- 
‘duced. Had he thought this measure would have 
been discussed he never would have consented 
to waive the special order on the appropriation 
bills, nor would the House have gone into com- 
mittee with such unanimity. 

Mr. DUNLAP also complained of the manner 
in which this proposition had been appended to 
an extraordinary appropriation bill, thereby com- 
pelling the House to adopt it, or jeopardize the 
bill. He warmly opposed the amendment. 
_Mr. ANTHONY th ought, ifa measure that was 
right in itself could be brought in, it mattered 
little in what bill it was introduced, or in what 
place it was found. This was a matter that could 
as well be passed in this present billas anywhere 
else. It was well known that the duties of this 
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setting forth the provision for the additienal pay- 
masters was stricken out, and the bill was then 
laid aside. 


branch of the service had greatly increased; and 
every necessary data had Besa furnished by the | 
paymaster general, whose report to the present : 
Congress Mr. A. read. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Tennessee, opposed the 
amendment on the ground of the principle of in- 
troducing such a measure in a bill having no ne- 
cessary connection with it, and for this reason, 
if his own proposition was disagreed to he should 
be compelled to vote against the whole bill: He 
could not bring himself to believe that the addi- 
tional force was necessary, for he thought it did 


mittee took up and considered the bill making 
further appropriations for the repression of Indian 
hostilities in Florida. 

The committce then rose; and the two fore+ 
going bills were reported to the House. 

The House concurred in the report of the Com- 


| 


_ ordered to be engrossed and read the third time 


not require seventeen paymastera to pay some six | to-morrow. ; 
or seven thousand men. | Fhe amendments of the Senate to the bill pro- 
Mr. FRENCH wasin favor of the amendment, | viding for the payment of volunteer and militia ` 


corps i 

‘| to in the Committee of the Whole, were con- 

duties of the paymasters extended, and the time || curred in by the House; and the House also con- 
uired—three months—to make the payments. j curred with the Committee of the Whole in their 

Mr. ADAMS should vote for the amendment | disagreement, to the other amendments of the 

of the gentleman from Tennessee, for he was Senate. ; 

satisfied that fourteen paymasters were quite STATE GOVERNMENT IN ARKANSAS. 


enough to pay five thousand men; but, if an ad- © The SPEAKER laid before the House a mes- 
dition was asked for, he should like to see the sage from the President of the United States, 
reasons for the requisition, The great objection, | transmitting the constitution adopted by a con- 
however, to the amendment was, that it did not | yontion held in the Territory of Arkansas, to- 


belong to the bill. It was an attempt to ‘‘smug- | ether with various documents, in relation to the 
gle’? in a permanent law a- temporary appro- | 


priation bill, and was entailing an additional 

charge upon the people. He strongly condemned 

the mode by which it was introduced, as it would 

‘be the means. of compelling members who dis- 
agreed to the amendment to vote, against their 
wishes and intention, against the whole bill. He 
yet hoped, however, thatin the House the amend- 
ment would not be concurred in, although a small 
vote in its favor had been taken in the committee. 
Mr. A. called the attention of the House to former 
precedents in tacking on new matters to appro- 
priation bills, particularly one with reference to 
sending a Minister to Great Britain. In the item 
of a general appropriation bill providing for the 
salary of a Minister to that country, the Senate 
introduced a provision, that, if he was appointed 

during the recess, he should not be paid unless 

his nomination was ratified by the Senate, which 
was a direct violation of the law and the Consti- 
tution. Mr. A. entered into the history of the 
proceedings on this ease at some length, by wa 
of illustration to the present, which he contended, 
te a certain extent, was pee on the same | 
ground, because it gave the Senate the power to 
frustrate the legislation of the House. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Kentucky, contended there 
was no incongruity in the introduction of this 
'přoponnon in the present bill, for it was neces- 
sarily identified with the military regulations of | 
the Government. 

. Mr. J. supported the amendment at some | 
length, and denied that there had been any smug- 
gling in thecase. There was General Towson’s 
report, the report of the Committee on Militar 
Affairs, and the bill the latter had reported, ail | 
before the House. Mr. J. passed a high eulogy | 
on the present Paymaster General. 


on the ground of the great increase of duties, and 
the immense extent of territory over which the 


‘| tory; which on motion by Mr. Brown, were re- 
' ferred tothe Committee on Territories and ordered 
to be printed. 
REGISTERED SEAMEN. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the Houge a 
report from the Secretary of State, in relation to 


in the United States, &c.; which was laid on the 
table, and ordered to be printed. 


expediency of changing a post route in Maryland. | 


the resolution at this time, in consequence of the | 
uncourteous manner in which his applications had | 


, Postmaster Genera], on the subject. 
Objection being made, Mr. J. moved to suspend 
the rules. ee We 
ene this motion, 
Mr. WILLIAMS, of North Carolina, moved 
an adjournment, whieh was carried; and 
The House adjourned at five o’clock, p. m. 


IN SENATE. 
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The CHAIR communicated a report from the 
Treasury Department, showing, in compliance 
with the resolution of the Senate of the 7th in- 
stant, the total amount expended on the construc- 
tion and repairs of the Cumberland road; and on 
motion b Mr. Cay, it was ordered to be printed. | 
a BUCHANAN presented the petition of 
Bae A . || the administrators of Brigadier General Jolin P. 
Mr. MANN, of New York, again opposed the || de Haas; which was refered to the Committee | 
amendment, The gentleman from Kentucky had | on Revolutionary Claims. ; 
himself distinctly stated that the first amendment j, Mr. GOLDSBOROUGH presented the petition 
of the Senate reaking the provision for the ap- || of John Keitt; which was referred to the Com- | 
pointment of additional paymasters, was not mittee on Claims 
made with reference to the present situation of || Mr. TOMLINSON presented the petition of 
Pei perenne it was no argument with || Abel Turney, praying for arrears of pension; | 

- M. that the head of a bureau required it, ||- which was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 
whatever might be his character for honor and Mr. WRIGHT presented the petition of sundr 


integrity. 5 : y i 
Mr. TANE said a few words in reply. | merchants of the city of New York, praying for | 


a repeal of the duty on brown linens; which was | 


The amendment of Mr. JOHNSON, of Ken- referred to the Committee on Manufactures, 


tucky, was then agreed to without a count. 


; : l Mr. TIPTON presented the documents of John 
ou AAE T N words va exp anatian Smith, the petition of Wiliam T. Lewis and | 
9 s waca was merely to change | Hiram H. Lewis, and the petition of Joseph Le- 


i the tenure of office to one year. 

The amendment of the Senate, as amended, 
was then non-cancurred in. __ 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Kentucky, then moved a 
reconsideration of the vote of the committee con- 
curring in the first amendment of the Senate, 
providing for the appointment of three additional | 
paymasters, which was agreed to; and the amend- 
ment of the Senate was non-concurred in. 

A further amendment, providing for the ap- 
pointment and pay of the clerks, was then non- 


‘franbois, third head chief of the Pottawatomie 
Indians; all of which were referred to the appro- 
priate committee. 


REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 

Mr. KNIGHT, from the Committee on Manu- 
factures, to which was referred the bill allowing 
a drawback on foreign hemp, manufactured into 
cordage when exported, reported the same with- 
out amendment. ; 

Mr. KING, of Georgia, from the Committee 


.On motion by Mr. CAMBRELENG, the com- l| 


mittee of the Whole on the last bill; and it was ` 


n the service of the United States, agreed . 


formation of a State government by that Terri- | 


the number of seamen entered at the several ports | 


Mr. JENIFER asked the consent of the House <; 
to offer a resolution directing an inquiry into the || 
Mr. J. explained that he was compelled to offer || 


' been treated by the Post Office Department; and |' 
i he read a letter from Mr. Hobbie, the Assistant |: 
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refereed the petitien of the heirs of Gpippel John 
Stone, of Maryland, reported uafavorably on the 
same. ithe 

Mr. PORTER, from the Committee on Foteign 
|' Relations, to which had been referred the petition 
of Margaret Meade, widew and executrix of Rich- 
ard W. Meade, deceased, reported a bill for her 
relief; which was read. and ordered toa second 
reading, and the report was ordered to be printed, 


NOTICE OF A BILL. 


Mr. KING, of Georgia, gave notice that he 
would to-morrow ask leave to introduce a bill au- 
thorizing a railroad in Florida. 


RESOLUTIONS. 

Mr. LINN submitted the following resolution; 
which lies on the table one day: ; 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Public Lands be 
instructed to inquire into the expediency of sttrrendeting to 
the State of Missouri that portion of the public lands lying 
. inthe counties of Cape Girardeau, Scott, New Madrid, Stod- 

dard, and Wayne, which has been reported by the deputy 
surveyors to the surveyor generalas not worth the expense 
of survey, on condition that alf money arising from the sale 
of such lands be expended under the direction of the Legis- 
lature of Missouri, for the purpose of draining the swamps, 
preventing its inundation, and removing obstructions to the 
navigation of such water-courses as take their way through 
said lands. 

Mr. MORRIS submitted the following resolu- 
' tion; which lies on the table one day: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Public Lands inquire 
|| into the expediency of ceding to the State of Ohio the reei- 
: due of the public lands in that State which have been offered 
for sale for the term of fourteen years; and also of ceding 
| the residue of said lands which have been offered for sale 

for a less term of time, or of permitting the State to become 
the purchaser of the last-mentioned lands, at the price of 
ene dolar per acre, on a credit of fourteen years, except in 
case of foreign war; in which case the same shall be paid 
for by the State at such time as the Congress of the United 
States shall require; and that the same principle be ex- 
| tended to each of the new States in which the public lands 
of the United States are situated, by extending the sales to, 
or reserving for future sale, the same quantity of land as 
has been sold in the State of Ohio, in proportion to the 
whole quantity of lend in each of said States. 
Mr. ROBBINS submitted the following resolu- 
tion; which lies on the table one day: 
Resolved, That the Committee on Pensions he instructed 
to inquire into the expediency of making and pawing em 
act explanatory of the aet entitled ‘An act ‘for the relief 
| of eertain surviving offiecrs and soldiers of the Revolution,” 
| approved the 7th day of June, 1832, whereby persons in the 
| Raval service of the United States on board privateéra comi- 
, missimed by the United States: in the revolutionary war, 
| be included in the provisions of said pension act, in like 
, manner as persons engaged in ssid naval service on-board 
| vessels of war commissioned by the United, States, and to 
| report thereon. k : 
| SUFFERERS BY THE NEW YORK FIRE, | 
On motion by Mr. WRIGHT, the Senate took 
‘up the bill for the relief of the sufferers by the 
| : . . 
| late fire in New York, the question being on con- 
| curring in the amendments made by the House 
;, of Representatives; and the said amendments 
; having been considered, were concurred in. 


| BILLS PASSED. 
| The following bills were: severally read the 
| third time and passed: : 

The bill making appropriations for deepening 
i the bar and constructing a dry-dock at: Pensa- 
cola; 

The bill making appropriations for the con 
tion of certain internal improvements in the Ter- 
ritory of Florida; ie 

The joint resolution providing for the settle- 
ment of the claims of John 8, Stiles; 

The bill for the relief of John Laforet; 

The bill to authorize the selection of certaîn 
lands in lieu of those disposed of by the United 
States on the Miami, and which were previously 
| granted to the State of Ohio; en 

The bill making an Sate mae for the conje 
pletion of the sale of the United States to the site 
of a light-house on Roanoke marshes, North Car- 
olina; and pE 

The bill to settle and establish the northern 
boundary line of the State of Ohio. 

LAND CLAIMS IN MISSOURI, 

Mr. KING, of Alabama, presented the memo- 
rial of several individuals residing in Arkansas, 
remonstrating against the confirmation of the re- 
port of the commissioners appointed to settle and 
confirm claims ta lands in Missouri, on the ground 
that they are entitled to lands confirmed to othera 


| 


le- 


concurred in; and that part of the title of the bill |! on Revolutionary Claims, to which had been 


| by said report. 
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Mr. KING moved for the printing of the me- 
morial, and its reference to the Committee on 
Private Land Claims. i f 

Mr. LINN expressed his surprise at the pre- 
sentation of the memorial to the Senate after such 
a lapse of time, and after the report of the com- 
missioners, which was about to be acted on by 
Congress. The bill to confirm this report was 
in such a situation on the general orders, that it 
would have been reached before this but for the 

rotracted discussions which had occupied the 
Beane on important matters; and he intended to 
have moved to take it up to-day, but would be 
prevented from doing so hy the understanding 
that a final action was to be had on the abolition 
memorial, which would most probably consume 
the remainder of the day. He could not give his 
assent that this memorial should interfere with 
the passage of a bill so important to those he rep- 
resented; indecd it ought not to have been pre- 
sented to the Senate at all. It was the duty of 
these memorialists to have presented their claims, 
with the evidence in support of them, to the board 
of commissioners while in session, who would 
have given every attention to the subject that it 
merited. Their failure to pursue this plain and 
obvious course was certainly a good and sufficient 
reason why the Senate should not listen to their 
prayer. 

Mr. KING, of Alabama, replied, that he owed 
itto himself to say, that he had no idea that 
there was any fault belonging to this memorial, 
or any reason why it should not be presented. It 
had been handed to him by the memorialists, 
who were residents of Arkansas, and consequent- 
ly had no representative on that floor, with a 
request that he would present it. Had they been 
citizens of a State, he should certainly have sent 
them to their representative; but, inasmuch as 
they had no representative in that body, he felt 
it his duty to comply with their request. They 
represented to him that they had offered to sub- 
mit their claims, with the evidence, to the board 
of commissioners while in session, but were in- 
formed that that was not the proper time to receive 
them, and that, when the time arrived, they would 
have due notice of it. This notice, perhaps in 
consequence of the distance at which they lived 
from the place of sitting of the board, they never 
received. Atall events, the commissioners ad- 
journed without acting on their claims. 

Mr. LINN said he had no intention of impu- 
ting blame to the Senators from Alabama for pre- 
senting the memorial; but he would observe that 
the memorialists had stated what was not the 
fact. He himself was a member of the board of 
commissioners, and he knew that the memorial- 
ists made no application to be permitted to pre- 
sent testimony to rebut that before the commis- 
sioners, but wanted to have an argument by 
counsel. He had informed them that the com- 
missioners would cheerfully receive all the testi- 
mony they might offer, together with a written 
argument, and give to them the most deliberate 
consideration; but that they would not waste 
time in listening for weeks to the arguments of 
counsel about a matter they wanted to close at 
once. 


The petition was then referred, and ordered to | 


be printed. 
CUMBERLAND ROAD. 


On motion by Mr. HENDRICKS, the Senate 
proceeded to the consideration, as in Committee 
of the Whole, of the bill making appropriations 
for the repairs and continuation of the Cumber- 
land road, in the States of Ohio, Indiana, Illinois, 
and Missouri; the question being on Mr. Crit- 


TENDEN’S motion to strike out those words in the | 
bill declaring that the appropriation is made out : 


of the two per cent. fun 
roads in the above States. 

Mr. CLAY suggested to Mr. CRITTENDEN to 
withdraw his amendment, which wasdone; when 
Mr. C. offered an amendment making the appro- 


reserved for making 


priation for Indiana $250,000, and reducing the | 


appropriation for Illinois to $150,000, so that the 
sum appropriated in the whole bill would be 
$600,000. 

Mr. C. adverted to the amount of appropria- 
tions made in several preceding years, and stated 
that the largest amount appropriated to this road 


|" in any one year was $450,000, and the appropri- 
ation about to be made now was $150,000 more 
than that sum. 

These amendments having been agreed to as 
in Committee of the Whole, the bill was reported 
to the Senate; and the question recurred on con- 
curring with the amendments as agreed to in 
Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. BENTON observed that the State of Mis- 
souri was as deeply interested in the bill as the 
States of Ohio and Indiana. His State (he said) 
was much dissatisfied with the slow progress 


made in carrying this road to the Mississippi. | 


He was much surprised at the manner in which 
gentlemen had agreed to the reduction of these 
appropriations. He meant to record his vote in 
opposition to the retardation of the road towards 
the Mississippi; and on that question he called 
for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were accordingly ordered. 

Mr. PORTER said, there was also consider- 
able dissatisfaction among his constituents; but 
it was caused by very different views from those 
entertained by the constituents of the Senator 
from Missouri, [Mr. Benton.) They were in 
Louisiana against taking the public funds for this 


road, unless an appropriation was made in which | 
They of the ; 


all the States could participate. 
Southwest were called upon to vote for an appro- 


priation of $600,000 for a road in which they had | 


an interest so weak as to be virtually no interest 
atall. The gentleman from Kentucky had said 
he would bring forward a motion to make this 
gun of eppropriation general throughout the 

nited States. He was glad ta hear it; and hoped 
he would do it now, as this was as good a time 
as any to do it. Voting upon the two per cent. 
fund was a mere delusion. He hoped the Sen- 
ator from Kentucky [Mr. Cray] would oppose 
this bill now, unless it was made general. 

Mr. CLAY said, the question now before the 
Senate was only a question of reduction from a 
large to a smaller amount, and hoped the gentle- 
man from Louisiana (Mr. Porter} would not 
i vote against that. But when the question came 
| to be taken upon the bill itself, perhaps it would 
' be well enough if the gentleman continued of the 
| Same mind to vote against it. 


quainted with the rules as the gentleman from 
Kentucky, (Mr. Cray,] and had labored under 
a misapprehension; but, if he had not confined 
: himself to the question before the Senate, he had 
many illustrious examples before him. 
|} Mr. LINN. My friend from Louisiana [Mr. 
| Porter] complains of a vote given some days 
since against an amendment offered to this bill 
by an honorable member from Mississippi, [Mr. 
: Brack,] which had for its object the making of a 
greatroad through the States of Alabama and 


. Mississippi. The policy, expediency, or power | 


of Congress to make such an appropriation for 
such an object was not, if I remember right, called 
in question on that occasion. The question was, 


ment, and others that would probably have been 
proposed, consent so to load the bill as ultimately 
to insure its defeat ?—for, if the amendment offered 
by the Senator from Mississippi had prevailed, 


appropriation to make the road through the State 
of Missouri to its western boundary. Other 
mmebers doubtless would have felt themselves 
: constrained to have pursueda similar course. It 
became apparent to every friend of this great na- 
© tional work that this course would have insured 
' its certain defeat. 


Louisiana is anxious his constituents should 
enjoy a portion of the benefits of this road, all 


he has to do is to vote a continuance of this great | 


i. highway through Missouri, Arkansas, and Lou- 


isiana, on to the Gulf of Mexico, in the course |; 


' of which route it is or will be much wanted for 
: military purposes on account of our proximity 
to the Mexicans, and the vast hordes of Indians 


thrown along our borders by the policy of the ! 


| General Government. 

‘| Mr. BENTON observed that the question was 
‘now to concur in the amendments made as in 

:| Committee of the Whole. He did not concurin 

‘ them. He had been laboring for years to get the 


Mr. PORTER said, he was not so well ac- 


simply, will the Senate, by adopting this amend- : 


my duty to my constituents would have obliged : 
me to propose another, having for its object an | 


Now, if the gentleman from | 


| annual appropriation for this road increased, that 

| its progress might be accelerated, so as to arrive 
at the Mississippi within the time of those now 
living. Heretofore the money was not in the 
Treasury to be spared to a sufficient amount to 

| accomplish the object in view; but now, that the 

! Treasury was full, there was no earthly reason 

| why this great and necessary work should be de- 

: layed. The people of Missouri were becoming 

i impatient on the subject; and he and his colleague 

i' had for years been receiving petitions and memo- 
rials of citizens, and resolves of their Legisla- 
ture, earnestly asking for the completion of the 
road. They had been endeavoring to act on 
them, so as to carry these views into effect; and 
now that they thought themselves safe, and 
nearly at a successful termination of their labors, 
they found the appropriations reduced by some 
arrangement of which he knew nothing. If there 
had been no arrangement, he mistook the signs 
evinced, and would take back his words. 

‘ The question was taken on concurring with the 
amendments offered by Mr. Chay, and made in 
committee, and decided in the affirmative—yeas 
29, nays 11; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Black, Brown, Calhoun, Clay, Clayton, 
Crittenden, Davis, Ewing of Illinois, Ewing of Ohio, Golds- 
borough, Hendricks, Hill, King of Alabama, King of Georgia, 
Knight, Leigh, McKean, Naudain, Niles, Porter, Prentiss, 
Robbins, Robinson, Swift, Tipton, Tomlinson, Walker, 
Webster, and White—29. 

NAYS—Miessrs. Benton, Buchanan, Cuthbert, Hubbard, 
Linn, Morris, Ruggies, Shepley, Tallmadge, Wall, and 

| Wright—1. 

The question on concurring in the remaining 
amendments made in committee was taken, and 
carried in the affirmative. 

Mr. PORTER here submitted an amendment, 
in substance the same as the one withdrawn by 
Mr. CritTenpDEN, viz: striking out the words in 
the bill expressing that the appropriation was 
made out of the two per cent. fund, reserved for 
making roads in the said States. 

Mr. P. said he would, at all events, try the 
sense of the Senate by this motion. It had been 
admitted on all hands, that this two per cent. fund 
had long ago been exhausted, and there seemec 
to imply an absurdity that the money was ap- 
propriated out of this fund. 

Mr. KING, of Alabama, said that he had neve 

i admitted it. 

|| Mr. PORTER and Mr. KING made some re. 

marks in opposition to each other in relation ta 

the exhaustion of the two per cent. fund. 
Mr. HENDRICKS contended that the two per 

_ cent. fund would go far beyond the amount ex- 

' pended on this road in the State of Indiana. And 
as the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. Kine] had 
said the road east of Wheeling was made more 
for Kentucky and Tennessee than for Indiana, 
he could not sce the object of this amendment, 
unless it was to make the bill less acceptable to 

; some gentlemen on the grounds of the com- 

act. 

Mr. CLAY said, as there seemed to be some 
inaccuracy in the minds of the Senators on this 
subjeet, he would give a history of its origin and 
progress. He then went into a detailed estimate 
of the appropriations to the road, and the two 
per cent. fund, for the purpose of showing that 
the fund was exhausted. 

Mr. EWING, of Ohio, said the gentleman from 
| Kentucky [Mr. Cay] had fallen into the common 
|; error of jumbling all the States immediately inter- 
'; ested in this road together in making his applica- 
;, tion of the two per cent. fund. Mr. E. advanced 
| Some reasons to show that there should be a dis- 
tinction made, and that a separate calculation 
should be made in reference to each State, which 
:, would show a very different result from that to 
|: which the Senator from Kentucky had arrived. 

Mr. Porter’s amendment was then rejected 
: by the following vote: 


‘| YEAS—Messrs. Black, Buchanan, Calhoun, Clay, Clay- 
|| ton, Crittenden, Davis, Goldsborough, Hill, Hubbard, King 
1: of Georgia, Knight, Leigh, McKean, Naudain, Porter, 
; Prentiss, Freston, Robbins, Swift, and Webster—21. y 

ij NAYS—Messrs. Benton, Brown, Cuthbert, Ewing of Nli- 
i nois, Ewing of Ohio, Grundy, Hendricks, King of Alabama, 
Linn, Morris, Nicholas, Niles, Robinson, Ruggies. Shepley 

| Tallmadge, ‘Tipton, Tomlinson, Walker, Wall, Whitc, and 
|! Wright—22. 


| The question was then taken on ordering the 
li bill to be engrossed for a third reading; and 
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oe 
decided in the affirmative—yeos 27, nays 16; as | 
follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Benton, Buchanan, Clay, Clayton, Crit- 
tendcn, Cuthbert, Davis, Ewing of Ilinois, Ewing of Ohio, | 
Goldsborough, Grundy, Hendricks, King of Alabama, | 
Knight, Linn, McKean, Morris, Nicholas, Niles, Robbins, i 
Robinson, Tallmadge, Tipton, Tomlinson, Wall, Webster, 
and Wright—27. 

NAYS—Messrs. Black, Brown, Calhoun, Hill, Hubbard, 
Wing of Georgia, Leigh, Naudain, Porter, Prentiss, Preston, - 
Buggles, Shepley, Switt, Walker, and White—16. 

PENNSYLVANIA QUAKER MEMORIAL. ' 


On motion by Mr. LEIGH, the Senate pro- 
ceeded to the consideration of the memorial of | 
the Society of Friends to abolish slavery in the 
District of Columbia. The question being on | 
Mr. Leicu’s amendment to the motion of Mr. i 
Bucnanan to reject the prayer of the memorial, | 
declaring that, in the opinion of the Senate, : 


1 


Distriet of Columbia; when 
Mr. LEIGH withdrew his amendment; and 


motion, 


Mr. McKEAN moved to amend the motion by | 
striking out the words, ‘‘that the prayer of the ; 


petition be rejected,” and inserting the words, i 
$‘ that it is inexpedient to legislate on the subject i 
of slavery in the District of Columbia.’’ 

This motion was rejected by the following vote: `; 

YEAS—Messrs. Hendricks and McKean—2. 

_NAYS—Messrs. Benton, Black, Brown, Buchanan, Clay, | 
Crittenden, Cuthbert, Davis, Ewing of Thinois, Ewing of |: 
Ohio, Goldsborough, Grundy, Hilt, Hubbard, King of Ala- 
bama,King of Georgia, Knight, Leigh Linn, Nicholas, Niles, 
Porter, Prentiss, Preston, Robbins, Robinson, Ruggies,Shep- 
ley, Swift, Tallmadge, Tipton, Tomlinson, Walker, Wall, 
Webster, White, and Wright—37. 

Mr. McKEAN submitted another amendment, 
go as to make Mr. Bucuanan’s motion read as 
follows: ‘| 

Resolved, That it is inexpedient to legislate on the subject | 
of slavery in the District of Columbia, and that the prayer |i 
of the petition be rejected. : 

This amendment was also rejected by yeas and | 
nays, as follows: l; 
ATEAN heme. Ewing of Ohio, Hendricks, and Mce- | 

ean—3. i 

NAYS~—Messrs. Benton, Black, Brown, Buchanan, Clay, 
Crittenden, Cuthbert, Davis, Ewing of Illinois, Goldsbor- 
ough, Grundy, Hill, Hubbard, King of Alabama, King of | 
Georgia, Knight, Leigh, Linn, Nicholas, Niles, Porter, Pren- | 
tiss, Preston, Robbins, Robinson, Ruggles, Shepley, Swift, 
Tallmadge, Tipton, Tomlinson, Walker, Wall, Webster, 
White, and Wright—36. 

Mr. McK. coald not say that he was in the 
least disappointed at the result of the vote just : 
taken. e had offered his amendments, so that 
his vote on the motion of his colleague should not 
be so construed as to 
seeming to be opposed to slavery in the abstract, | 
or as manifesting an opinion that Congress had ; 
no constitutional power to legislate upon the | 

subject in this District. He had not assigned the || 
reasons for his amendment in detail, because it || 
might produce excitement. After all he had | 
heard, he was of the same opinion he had been at |; 
first, that it was inexpedient at this time to legis- | 
late on the subject. He had satisfied his wishes | 
for the present by having his vote recorded on 
the Journals. He was now prepared to vote for | 
the motion made by his colleague. 

Mr. CALHOUN rose, to give the reasons 
which induced him to avoid voting on the last | 
two questions. The Senate, in deciding that this 
petition should be received, established the prin- 
ciple that they were bound to receive petitions | 
on the subject, no matter what their language 
might be, on all occasions. This was a prin- 
ciple to which he could not give his consent. It 
gave a fatal stab at our liberties, and neutralized 
the effect of all the balm that had been attempted 
to be poured on the wounded feelings of the 
South. What they had done on that occasion 
was pregnant with disastrous consequences; and | 
he foresaw that they of the South were fated to | 
come there for years, and have their feelings out- | 
raged by the abusive epithets heaped on them by | 
these petitions; to be humbled and debased by | 
their constant repetition, until they almost felt |! 
themselves to be what they were called. Feeling | 
as he did, he would not by any act of his, give 
the slightest countenance to the assumption that || 


: moved it because of the 


that body could entertain jurisdiction over the 
subject of slavery in the District of Columbia. || 
Taking the two votes together, the one to receive 'i 


the petition, and the other to reject its prayer, it 
would be the most disastrous blow that the South 
could receive. The one demolished the out-works 
of its defenses, and the other is to lull the South 
into a false security. He did not believe that, so 
far'as the North was concerned, these votes would 


have the slightest effect in putting a stop to the | 


1 
i 
i 
| 
‘| 
| 


abolition petitions. They had, by this vote, given |; 


a dangerous blow to the South, which in after ‘ 
It had | 


times would be quoted as a precedent. 
had the effect of dividing the South. We of the 
South are unanimous in the opinion that Con- 
gress has no jurisdiction over the subject; buta 


Since the question had come into this Hall; it 
had acquired à consequence it did not deserve 
He saw nothing in the petition that called for the 
excitement he had witnessed. Here wzs a few 
humble citizens asking to abolish slavery—and’ 
where? He would have supposed from the argu- 
ments that it was a proposition to abolish slavery 
throughout the United States. The vote talcen 
showed the sense of the Senate, and the petition 
was now in the custody of the Senate. They 


had substantially decided that it contained matter 


i proper for their consideration. 


majority of the Senate believed that Congress; 


possessed that power, and the vote just taken 
sustained them. The question, then, for the Abo- 
litionists would only be as to numbers. All they 


n € | had to do was to get sufficient numbers to control 
Congress has no power to abolish slavery in the `! 
‘i to carry out their designs. They saw the advan- 
A A | tage of their position, and would be sure to main- 
The question recurring on Mr. Bucwanan’s | 


the electors, and place abolition members there, 


tain it; and they would endcavor to turn out these 
members here who would not go for abolition, 


The gentleman 
from Pennsylvania, [Mr. Bucuaway |: on pre- 
senting the petition, had given notice of what his 
intention was; which was, after its being re- 


: ceived, to deny the expediency of all the meas- 


‘ ures in it. 


: tion was calculated to distur 


and get others in their places that would. Any | 


one who understood human nature, could not be 
deceived as to the effect this vote would have in 

romoting their plans. They saw their way; the 
Foots of the Hall were thrown open to them; and 
they knew that a majority of that body was of 


; the opinion that Congress possessed the power to ` 


abolish slavery in the District of Columbia. Will 


from Pennsylvania to reject the prayer of the pe- 
tition? It is unnecessafy for me to say, no. 


tive of refusing to vote at all. 

Mr. KNIGHT said that the vote he should 
give on this question might be different from that 
of many of his friends, and probably variant from 
the expectations of some of his constituents. He 
would, therefore, state one reason, and one only, 
that governed him in the vote he should give. 
The petitioners prayed for two things; one the 
abolition of slavery, and the other a suppression 


! of the slave trade in the District of Columbia. 


Now, believing as he did, that there was a slave 
trade carried on in this District which he believed 
improper, unjust, and inhuman, and which, if 
examined and brought to light, would not be 
justified by any Senator on that floor, he could 
not vote to reject the petition. He would have 

referred the reference to a committee, and to 


ave this slave trade inquired into, with a report | 
colle | of the facts to the Senate; but as no Senator had 
pie him in the attitude of :' 


moved the reference, he would not at that stage 
of the business make the motion. He would con- 
tent himself with voting against the motion to re- 
ject the prayer of the petition. 


Mr. PRESTON felt bound in his judgment to | 


adopt that species of action which was the next 
strongest to the motion made by his colleague. 
He had had the misfortune to differ from many 
gentlemen from the South as to the proper course 
to be taken. Buta majority had decided to re- 
ceive the petition. He had thought the matter 
over, whether he should retain his seat in this 
body if it had claimed jurisdiction in this matter? 
As long as he did retain his seat he felt it his 
duty to oppose these petitions. He would take 
his seat, and vote on all questions relating to this 
matter as usual. 

Mr. BENTON observed that, as the Senator 


! from Rhode Island (Mr. Kyicur] had mentioned 


the slave trade in the District of Columbia, he 
wished to show him one of the effects of the in- 
terference with the subject of slavery by those 
who had noright to meddle with it. He had had 
upon his memorandum book for several years a 
memorandum for bringing in a bill to prohibit the 
traffic in slaves in this District, and he had not 


of abolition kept up by these petitions to Con- 
gress. He had not yet brought forward this 
measure, nor would he do it, while the agitation 
was kept up. 

Mr. bavis had been a patient and somewhat 
attentive listener to this debate. It was not his 
intention to engage in it. As the question to re- 
ceive this petition was decided, he would saya 
few words in explanation of the vote he was about 
to give. 


itation on the subject | 


e had looked with anxiety to the 
subject to accord to him his opinion; but although 
he had always thought the agitation of this ques- 

ad the peace and har- 
mony of the country, yet he had not been able 
to reach the conclusion he (Mr. B.) had. He 
(Mr. D.) thought this petition ought to pass 
through the usual business channe! to accomplish 
the object the gentleman from Pennsylvania hat 
in view. With the present information before 
the people, a vast majority would entertain oppo- 
site opinions to the gentleman from South Caro- 
lina, [Mr. CaLuous,] as to the constitutional 
power of Congress. He (Mr. D.) had seen peti- 


1 . tions on this subject presented from time to time, 
I vote (said he) against the motion of the Senator | 


zi 
; would not put himself in a false position, and 


and never before heard the conatitntional power 
brought in question. Although (said Mr. D.) 
we do not by this vote say that we have a con- - 


. gtitutional power, yet it is generally understood 


` therefore he was reduced to the painful alterna- |: 


i 
iad 


as making a distinction between the District of 
Columbia and the slaveholding States. He had 
heard it repeated on this floor, that we would 
treat this matter with the contempt it deserves. 
He did not suppose this epithet was used in its 
literal sense, but as a deliberate opinion. Why 
have organized committees, as the regular chan- 
nels through which business was prepared fot 


Í the action of the Senate? Why have rules that 


roaitire bills to be read the first time on one day, 
and the second time on the next day, &c.? The 


| answer was obvious: because this body was what 


it purported to be, a deliberative body, and was not 
designed to act precipitately and in haste, or with 
excited feelings. To give power and efficiency 
to this matter they ought to send it to a commit- 
tee, and let the report of that committee out 
under the sanction of the Senate. He had voted 
towards this object; and, being willing to let the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania have a direct vote 
on a proposition he seemed to have so much at 
heart, he had refrained from offering the amend: 
ment he had intended to offer, embracing his 
(Mr. D.’s) views. The course pursued by the 
Senate was a voluntary one. No one had advo- 


' cated the prayer of the petition, and did they want 


a stronger expression of public sentiment than 
was evinced by that fact? 

The motion of the gentleman from Pennsyfva- 
nia was seeking to obtain that which made it no 
stronger. Every one must vote according to the 


| dictates of his own judgment. He believed, with 


the Senator from Kentucky, [Mr. Crar,] that 
there was no disposition to any extent, any- 
where, to interfere with this question, nor did 
he believe in the existence of any settled object 
to get hold of this ten miles square as a footin; 
to operate against the slaveholding States. e 
thought they had better send the petition to a 
committee. He feared the vote about to be taken 
would not have the happy influence anticipated. 
Mr. WALKER did not rise to renew the dis- 
cussion, but for the sole purpose of stating the 
reasons which should induce him to remain in his 


| seat, and record his vote upon the motion now 


before us, to reject the prayer of this petition. It 
was true that he had voted with the Senator from 
South Carolina [Mr. CaLnoux] upon the previous 
motion for the rejection of the petition. After 
much deliberation and painful solicitude, he had 
arrived at the conclusion that the Senate might 
reject the petition, without any violation of the 
Constitution. He had not only voted for the 
motion to reject the petition, but had advocated 
its rejection in his remarks upon this floor; an 

his opinion upon this question was unchanged. 
The Senator from South Carolina (Mr. Catuouw} 
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course. i 
assuming jurisdiction over the question ofslavery, 
Į would remain no longer in my seat upon this 
floor, amid the broken columns of the Constitu- 
tion, but return to my constitucnts to act with 
them, and for them, as the emergency might de- 
mand. But the Senate has taken no jurisdiction 
over the question of slavery. The question upon 
which alone the Senate has decided is the ques- 
tion of the right of petition. When the Senator 
from South Carolina calmly deliberates upon the 
vote by which this petition was received, can he 
for a moment believe that it was a vote upon the 
question of slavery? Upon the only question de- 
cided by the Senate, (in opposition tomy vote,) 
the South was equally divided; very many Sen- 
ators voting for the reception of the petition who 
had avowed their conviction that Congress had 
no constitutional power over this subject, and 
who were as much opposed to the assumption of 
any jurisdiction by the Senate over this question, 
as the Senator from South Carolina himself. The 
South was not only equally divided in the vote 
given upon the reception of the petition, but the 
vote was neither a sectional nor a party vote. 
The Senate has decided only the constitutional 
question of the right of petition; and now we are, 
for the first time, called"upon to give the first vote 
upon the main question of the abolition of slavery 
in this District. Upon this question the Senate 
have given no vote; they have made no decision; 
for as well might it be contended, that the Senate, 
by receiving, unanimously, a petition to incor- 
porate a bauk of the United States, had asserted 
their constitutional power to establish such an in- 
stitution. The question now presented for our 
determination is, shall we grant the prayer of 
these petitioners for the abolition of slavery in 
this District? And shall I join the Senator from 
South Carolina in leaving my seat, and refusing 
to vote upon this vital question? Shall I remain 
asilent spectator in the lobby, when this moment- 
ous question is decided, and return here after the 
vote 1s taken, when the battle for the South is lost 
or won? Should I retreat trom that conflict, my 


constituents might charge me with reereancy to ` 


their interests; and, what is worse, my conscience 


would accuse me of a gross dereliction of duty. . 


We are now about to vote upon the question of 
the abolition of slavery in this District. None 
but Omniscience can throw its forecasting vision 
into futurity and predict, with absolute certainty, 
how this question will be decided here. Suppose 
itis decided against us, and that this decision is 
obtained by the want of my opposing vote? What 
answer could I give tomy constituents for desert- 
ing my post at such a period, and thus yielding 
to our adversaries this victory over the Constitu- 
tion and the Union? 
to such a question. I shall therefore remain in 
my seat, and record my vote for the rejection of 
the payer of these petitioners. 

The final question was then taken on Mr. 
Bucuanan’s motion to reject the prayer of the 
memorial; and it was decided in the affirmative— 
yeas 34, nays 6; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Benton, Black, Brown, Buchanan, Clay, 
Crittenden, Cuthbert, Ewing of Mlinois, Ewing of Ohio, 
Goldsborough, Grundy, Hil, Hubbard, King of Alabama, 
King of Georgia, Leigh, Linn, Meccan, Morris, Nicholas, 
Niles, Porter, Preston, Robbins, Robinson, Ruggles, Shep- 
ley, Tallmadge, Tipton, Tomlinson, Walker, Wall, White, 
and Wright—34. 

NAYS—Messrs. Davis, Hendricks, Knight, Prentiss, 
Swift, and Webster—6. 

Mr. WEBSTER said, he had several petitions 
on the subject of abolishing slavery in the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, which he had delayed present- 
ing until the decision of this question. He said, 
he should take an early opportunity of laying 
them before the Senate, and he would, probably, 

at the samc time, express the views he entertained 
in relation to the subject 

After the consideration of cxecutive business, 

The Senate adjourned. 


Sir, I could give no answer | 


Frmay, March 11, 1836. 


Mr. HAWES, by consent, laid before the 
House certain joint resolutions of the Legislature 
of Kentucky, in behalf of the officers and soldiers 
who served for a less period than five years dur- 
ing the late war; and in favor of a distribution, 
for a limited time, of the net proceeds of the public 
lands among the several States. 

The resolutions were, on motion by Mr H., 
laid on the table, and ordered to be printed. 

The SPEAKER remarked, that the first busi- 
ness in order was the report of the Committee of 
Elections upon the contested clection from North 
Carolina. At the adjournment of the House on 
yesterday, a gentleman from Maryland [Mr. 
Jexirer} had moved to suspend the rule for the 
purpose of enabling him to submit a resolution; 
and the question would be on the suspension of 
the rule for the purpose stated. 

Mr. JENIFER called for the reading of the res- 
olution; and the same was read as follows: 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Office and Post 
Roads be instructed to inquire into the expediency of 
making an altcration in the transportation of the mail bet- 


tween Prince Frederick and St. Leonard's, Calvert county, 
Maryland. 


Mr. TURRILL asked for the yeas and nays 
on the motion to suspend the rules; which were 
ordered, and were—yeas 68, nays 115. 

So the motion of Mr. Jeniren was negatived. 


MANUFACTURE OF COTTON. 


Mr. ADAMS, instructed by the Committee on 
Manufactures, asked theconsent of the House to 
submit the following resolution: 

Resolved, That twenty-five thousand copies of the letter 
ofthe Seerctary of the ‘Treasury relating to the cultivation 
and manufacture of cotton, with the tabular statements an- 
nexed thercto, be printed under the direction of the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury, for the use of the House. 

Objection being made, Mr. A. moved to sus- 
pend the rule to enable him to offer his resolution; 
which was agreed to—ayes 104, nocs 36. 

The resolution was then received,and the Chair 
stated that, under the rule, it would lie over one 


day. 
Mir. ADAMS adverted to the importance of the 
report, it being ona subject interesting to every 
ortion of the country. As the papers were now 
in the hands of the printer, and if an additional 


tion of Mr. H., were suspended, and he subinitted 
the following resolution: 
Resolved, That the Committee onthe Judiciary inquire 


“into the expediency of granting to the incorporated Ken- 


number should be ordered, it should be done at ;, 


once, he moved to consider the resolution at that 
time; which was agreed to. 
Mr. WILLIAMS moved to strike out twenty- 


five thousand and insert ten thousand copies; 


which was negatived. 
Mr. HOWELL called for the reading of the re- 
port of the Secretary of the Treasury and the ac- 


i companying documents; but the House negatived 
' the call, 


Mr. WILLIAMS, of North Carolina, moved 
to amend the resolution by striking out twenty- 
five thousand and inserting fifteen thousand copies; 
which was agreed to. 

Mr. DUNLAP moved further to amend the res- 
olution by proposing to print ten thousand copies 
of the report of the select committee of the last 
session, on the subject of the West Point Acad- 
emy. 

The CHAIR decided this motion out of order. 

The resolution of Mr. Apams was then agreed 
to as amended. 


KENTUCKY DEAF AND DUMB ASYLUM. 


Mr. HARLAN asked the indulgence of the 
House to permit him to submit a resolution of 
inquiry. Some years since, (said Mr. H.,) Con- 
gress granted to the Kentucky asylum for teach- 
ing the deaf and dumb, a township of land, to be 
located under the direction of the Secretary of the 


Treasury, in cither of the territories on lands to 


which the Indian title had been extinguished. 
The locations had been made in the Territory of 
Florida. The time allowed by the act for making 
sale of the lands thus granted and located, was 
about expiring, but from causes not necessary to 
be then mentioned, (but which, he doubted not, 


‘when known would be entirely satisfactory,) 


more than one fourth of the grant remained un- 
sold. _ It was the desire of the trustees of that in- 
stitution that further time be allowed for the sale 


' of the remainder of the grant. 


_an inquiry into the matter. 


[l 


tucky asylum for teaching the deaf and dumb, further time 
to make sale of the lands granted to said institution by Con- 
gress. 

Objection being made, Mr. H. moved a sus- 
pension of the rule; which was carried, and the 
resolution was submitted. 

Mr. WHITE, of Florida, objected to the adop- 
tion of the resolution; when it was agreed to. 

Mr. KINNARD (by consent) presented the 
claims of Thomas Tyner, Harry Pierson, John 
Walker, Morris Pierson, and Nathaniel Teal, 
for compensation for work performed on the Cum- 
berland road; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Claims. 

Mr. JARVIS rose to submit a motion. He 
was opposed to making fish of one and flesh of 
another. He voted against suspending the rules 
in order to enable the gentleman from Maryland 
[Mr. JENIFER] to submit his resolution. Since 
that vote, however, the House had indulged sev- 
eral gentlemen in similar motions. He moved, 
therefore, to reconsider the vote whereby the 
House had refused to suspend the rales on the 
motion of Mr. JENIFER. 

The motion was received and laid over. 


NORTH CAROLINA CONTESTED ELECTION, 


The House then resumed the consideration of 
the motion made by Mr. Spaneuer, to reconsider 
the vote rejecting the proposition to allow Mr. 
Newland leave to appear by counsel in the pros- 
ecution of his claim to the scatin the House at 
present occupicd by Mr. Graham. 

Mr. BOULDIN said it had not been, nor was 
it then, his design to detain the House more than 
a very few minutes, and he would not have 
spoken at all had it not been to reply to some re- 
marks which fell from the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania [Mr. AnrHony] yesterday, which were that 
every gentleman who had voted for counsel on that 
oceasion gave a vote to disparage the petitioner, 
Mr. B. had before voted for counscl, and would 
again vote for it, buthe protested against the idea 
that that vote was a disparagement of the peti- 


, tioner. He did not consider it a disparagement 


of any gentleman to want counsel. He might 
need counsel himself in some cases—he might 
need it in relation to the laws of North Carolina, 


| because he had never been under the necessity of 


examining those laws, and was unprepared to 
make a decision in relation to them. They had 
a vast deal of business on hand, besides the con- 
tested election, which called for their investiga- 


ition. That being the case, he thought nogentle- 


_of any counsel that might be introduced. 


man should be unwilling to hear the arguments 
A gen- 
tleman might not be able toargue a legal question, 
and still he might do ample justice to his constit- 
uents. He did not understand that Mr. Jefferson 
wasa great debater, yet he did not think any gen- 
tleman would say that he was not able to repre- 
sent his constituents. Again, Lord Coke says, 
that a man is not so wise in his own matters as 
in those of other persons. It had been said that 
they were the counsel for the petitioner, as well 
as the judges. He would ask gentlemen if they 
would go into a court of justice and trust to the 
judges to be their counsel altogether? Did judges 
prepare themselves for every case which came 
before them? He thought not; he thought there 
was no better way of proceeding in such cases, 
than by hearing the arguments on both sides; 


‘they would then be able to decide between them, 


and decide correctly. He thought that much the 
best and safest plan, because when gentlemen 
became hianeled in an argument, they seldom 
ever gave it up, whether it was right or wrong. 
They were then better capable, in his opinion, to 
judge of the case after hearing each of the parties 
setting forth their own pretensions in the best 
possible light. He did not consider it a dispar- 
agement to say that they had not time to make 
It was, to be sure, 
their duty to examine every question which came 
before them; but there were other questions 
which claimed their attention of more importance 
to the people generally, than the one pending. 
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He did not know whether the petitioning gentle- 
man did or did not want counsel, but if he did, 
Mr. B. would rather hear a gentleman argue the 
cause who had made it his particular business to 
study the laws of North Carolina, than any one 
elsc. He did not wish to disparageany one,and 
he considered it no disparagement to say, thatthe 


etitioncr was not able to argue his cause on the , 


oor. If the sitting member was to ask for coun- 
scl, he would grantitto him. Butif the House 
would not allow the petitioner counsel, he would 
say this much, that he would appropriate as much 


of his time as he conveniently could to the con- 


sideration of his case. These contested elections 
were supposed to be as much political questions, 
as any others which came before the House, and 
in which party feelings were as likely to become 
enlisted as in any others. In such cases, when 
counsel was admitted, and they heard the ar 
ment on both sides, those who sat still and 
tened to the arguments, were much more capable 
of judging correctly, than those who might parti- 
cipate in the debate. He had no doubt but that 
by hearing the argument of men who had made 
the laws of North Carolina their particular study, 
gentlemen could come to a satisfactory conclusion, 
which could scarcely be arrived at in any other 
way. He was acquainted with the sitting mem- 
ber, but the petitioner was a stranger to him; 
although, if they look to party, the petitioner be- 
longed to the party with which he. generally 
voted. Between those two gentlemen he was 
prepared to judge impartially, and he should like 
to hear the argument of some one whose business 
it was to.set the matterina proper light; he would 
then be able to judge. 


question aright, it was simply whether the House 
would reconsider the vote whereby counsel had 
been rejected. That question had taken up the 
time of the House day after day, when it might 
have been encompassed in a nut-shcll. He there- | 
fore moved the previous question. i 

Mr. PARKER inquired of the Chair what the | 
main question would be? | 

The CHAIR stated the case substantially as | 
follows: A member from New York, by the unan- 
imous consent of the House, submitted a motion i 
that the petitioner be heard at the bar of the 
House. Anamendment was offered thereto, and 
upon this amendmenta vote was taken, and it was 
rejected. The question now pending was a mo- 
tion to reconsider the vote by which the amend- | 
ment was rejected. The Chair was therefore of 
opinion that the previous question, if sustained, 
would cut off the amendment and the motion to | 
reconsider, and bring the House to a direct vote 
upon the original proposition. 

. Mr. HUNT 
for the previous question, and expressed a hope | 
that the question would be taken without further 
discussion. . 

Mr. BYNUM addressed the House at some 
length in reply to other gentlemen, and in support 
of the motion which he had submitted to allow 
Mr, Newland to appear by counsel. [His re- | 
marks will be given hereafter.] 

_ Mr. HARD remarked that he would not have 
added one word to this debate if, in some meas- 
ure, he did not feel himsclf responsible for the 
introduction of this discussion, and the interrup- 
tion of the other branch of the subject, which 


ought, in justice to both parties, and in justice to | 


the House, to have been decided some days ago. 
When he rose to make the motion he did, though 
he had intended to address the House in the first 
instance, he felt bound not to do so, from a pledge 
he had given to the petitioner and his friends. 
When the gentleman from North Carolina [Mr. 
Byxcm] addressed the House a few days ago, Mr. 
H. was so situated that he did not Dear tie gen- 
tleman’s. remarks, but on reading them, as he 
found them published in the journals of the next 


io 


Mr. HUNTSMAN said, if he understood the | 


ii te 


SMAN then withdrew his demand || O’Hara, late of Pittsburg, deceased; i] 


ji and 


| parliamentary, and without foundation. He knew 
it did not become any gentleman to contend in 
| personal conflicts on that floor, and he would 


‘therefore only say that his intentions were dic- | 


tated, or, rather, the motion was dictated and 


| political friends of the petitioner himself. 
i The gentleman from North Carolina [Mr. 
+ Bynum] b 


and the Senate, and also of the British-Parliament. 


To this he begged to make but one remark; the | 


|i cases adduced were not parallel cases. If the 
|, gentleman. would cxamine the history of the par- 


| 


|; connecte 


d with and involved in it, were not only 


l their report was final and conclustve, More than 


| allow counsel to both sides. . The report, of the 


H 


riably took his scat instanter. Now, the proceed- 
ings in our House of Representatives were very 
different from this. 
ceedings in such cascs here, they.were disposed, 
as was natural, to adopt the proccedings of the 
British House of Commons. 

Mr. WHITTLESEY here.called for the orders 
f the day; and 

Mr. A. H 


| proceeding with the case of the contested election 
from North Carolina; but. the motion was. not 
agrecd to, the vatebeing taken twice,asannounced 
by the Speaker—ayes 101,.nocs 51; and taken by 
llers—ayes 104; noes 53—not two-thirds in the ; 
, affirmative. X 
The House then proceeded to 


THE ORDERS OF THE DAY. - 


The SPEAKER laid before the House a com- | 
munication from the Secretary of the Treaty 
transmitting, in answer to a resolution of the., 

| House, a statement of the disbursements made in | 
‘the erection of the bridge across tlie Potomac at 
i Washington; which was referred to the Commit- 
| tee on Roads and Canals, and ordered to be printed. 


SENATE BILLS. 


The following bills and joint resolution from 
| the Senate were read twice and committed : 
A bill for the relief of the executors of James | 


| A joint resolution providing for the settlement ` 
| of the claim of John S. Stiles, under a contract for 
| navy bread; 

A bill making appropri 
bar, and for the construction of a dry 
Pensacola; 

A billto authorize the selection of certain lands 
in lieu of those granted to the State of Ohio, and | 
i sold at public sale by the United States; l 

A bill for the completion of certain roads in the 
Territory of Florida; 

A bill making an appropriation for the com- | 
letion of the title of the United States to the site 
or alight-house on Roanokeinlet, North Carolina; 

A bill, in addition to the act of the 24th of May, 
1828, entitled an act to authorize the licensing of | 
vessels to be employed in the mackerel fisheries; | 


ations for deepening the 
-dock at 


l 


j 


! A bill for the rolief of John La Tourette. 


BILL PASSED. 


The bill for the relief of Alvarez Fisk and the 
legal representatives of Thomas P. Eskridge, was 


day, [the Globe,] he found that the gentleman 
had charged him and the minority of the commit- 
tee withunkind and a ke motives in bringi 

forward this motion. If he (Mr. H.) recollected 
the amount of the gentleman’s remarks on that 
point, it was that he had intraduced this resolu- 
tion or. motion for, the purpose of forestalling the 
opinion of the House upon the question of au- 
thorizing or permitting the petitioner to appear 


read the third time and passed. 
NATHANIEL P. TATUM. 


The House procecded to consider the motion 
heretofore made by Mr. UnpERwoon, to recon; 
sider the vote whereby the bill for the relicf of 
Nathaniel P. Tatum was passed. 

After a few remarks by Messrs. UNDER- 


there by counsel. Now, in regard to that, he | 
would say, that such a remark was unkind, un- | 


made by him, at the instance of the personal and — 


] ad displayed a grcat deal of research : 
into the precedents and,practices of that House , 


| iamentary procecdings of the British House of : 
| Commons, in cases of contested clections, he ` 
oe li would find that the whole matter, and every point ` 
is- 


| referred to their committee of elections, but that ' 


| this, it was.their practice to take testimony viva 
voce; and thence it became a matter of justice to : 


committee of the British House of Commons, as , 
he just .remarked,, was final and conclusive, ang | 
the individual in whose favor they reported inva- ' 


In the early history of pro- : 


_SHEPPERD moved that the rules f 
| be suspended for this day, for the purpose of. | 


ij 
ji 


BENEDICT ALFORD. - 

The joint resolution for the relief of Benedict 
| Alford, was next taken up. The question pend- 
| ing was a motion to amend, by adding a pro- 
i! vision for the benefit of Robert Brush. 

Mr. WARDWELL moved to. commit the 
` resolution to a Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. BROWN suggested the propriety of re- 
< ferring the resolution to the Committee on Revo- 
.lationary Pensions. 

After some remarks by Messrs. LAY, UN- 
' DERWOOD, MASON of Virginia, and WHIT- 
` TLESEY, the latter moved torefer the resolution 
to the Committee on Revolutionary Pensions. 

Mr. WARDWELL then withdrew his motion. 

‘Some further discassion ensued, in which 
Messrs. JANES, LAY, VINTON, ADAMS, 
BOND, GARLAND of Virginia, STORER, 
GRENNELL, GLASCOCK, BEARDSLEY, 
HOLSEY, and HOAR took a part, when, with- 
out taking the question, 

-On motion by Mr. HANNEGAN, the House 
adjourned. 


1 


i | HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Sarorpar, March 12, 1836. 


Messrs. TURNER and. JOHNSON, of Lou- 
isiana, presented certain papers and resolutions; 
' which were referred to appropriate committees. 

Mr. TURNER asked and@ obtained the unani- 
mous consent of the House to submit some ad- 
ditional testimony.in the application of Benjamin 
McCulloch, a soldier in the late war, asking to be 
placed on the pension list; which was submitted. 


NORTH CAROLINA CONTESTED ELECTION. 


The House resumed the consideration of the 
‘ motion made by Mr. Spancterto reconsider the 
vote rejecting the proposition to allow Mr. New- 
land leave to appear by counsel in the prosecution 
of his claim to the seatin the House at present 
occupied fe Sake Graham. 

.Mr. HARD remarked that he 


{! 


would not have 
added one word to protract this debate, if he. did 
not deem himself measurably respansible for its 
introduction, and the interruption thereby of the 
action of this House upon the question of further 
time;.a. question. which, in justice to both the 
parties interested, ought to; hava been decided 
some days ago. At the time he made the motion, 
he had risen to address the House on the ques- 
tion of postponement, and to urge the propriety 
of granting further time to the sitting member ta 
collect his defensive evidence. But as.he had 
intimated. to the petitioner that he would mova 
his admission on the. floor of this House before 
any further discussion should be had in relation 
to his petition, he had, therefore, submitted his 
| motion at that particular time; he had done so, 
' too, with a reasonable expectation that the motion 
would have been received by the unanimous vote 
of the House. . ie hoe thee 
. When the gentleman from North Carolina [Mr. 
Bynum] addressed the House on this queation 9 
few days since, he (Mr. H.) was so situated that 
he did not listinctly hear his remarks, but on 
reading them as he- found them published in the 
| Globe on the next morning, he perceived that 
that gentleman had charged him with improper 
motives in bringing forward this motion. 

If Mr. H. recollected the substance of those 
reraarks, they charged him with having intros 
duced it with a view to forestall the opinion of 
this House on the question of admitting counsel, 
| and with the intention of defeating the resolution 
reported by the majority of the Committee of 
Elections. In answer to such a charge, he would 
barely remark, that come from what source it 
might, it was unkind, unparliamentary, and with- 
out a shadow of foundation. He was aware it 
did not beeome any gentleman to indulge in per- 
sonal contests on this floor; he would therefore 
only add, so far as he had been concerned, he had 
entertained the kindest personal feelings towards 
the petitioner, and in this matter, had acted in 
accordance with his expressed desire, and at the 
advice and request of his warmest and more dis- 
creet political friends. What, (said Mr. H.) was 
the origin of the motion which had given rise to 


| 
i 


WOOD, WHITTLESEY, and MANN of New 
York, the motion to reconsider was negatived. 


4 


so much debate? How did it acquire its present 


il form? When he submitted it, if he rightly rec- 
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given it. lt was the amendment proposed by his 
coheague, [Mr. Mawny,] whose political ortho- 
doxy none will quesuon, that had thrown the orl- 
inal motion into its present shape, by modify - 
ing it in such a manner as to permit the peti- 
tioner to be heard in his own defenseon the final 
question. He would ask gentlemen, then, who 
was the author of that portion of the proposition 
which supersedes the resolution reported by the 
gendemen composing the majority of the com- 
mittee? Was he the political enemy or friend of 
the petitioner? Why has the gentleman from 
North Carolina had so much to say about asking 
nothing from his (the petitioner's) enemies? Mr. 
H. thought he could see, in this course, a desire 
to give this question a political turn, with a view 
to prejudice the rights of the sitting member. He 
[Mr. Brxem.] had charged all those who had ex- 
pressed anopinion against the expediency of ad- 
mitting counsel on this floor, of entertaining feel- 
ings unfriendly to the petitioner; and in answering 
the remarks of the gentlemen from Massachusetts 
(Mr. Reen, and his colleague, Mr. Grixnewt,] 
he protested against submitting the case to such 
hands, as the petitioner had nothing to expect 
from such a quarter. If he (Mr. H.) had kept 
the run of the debate, as many of the political 
Jriends as the enemies had opposed the amend- 
ment. He hoped the House would never consent 
to treat this asa party question; as nothing could 
be more destructive to the rights of the parties 
concerned and the freedom and safety of the 
elective franchise than to turn our legislation on 
such subjects into mere partisan squabbles. If 
he were to follow the dictates of his own private 
feelings and inclination, without consulting the 
permanency of long-established parliamentary 
usage, he should most cheerfully accord his as- 
sent to the proposed amendment. This he would 
do, however, as a matter of grace— not of any 
right which the petitioner might claim. But he 
considered the amendment,if it should be adopted, 
as doing something more than extending an in- 
dividual courtesy. It would be setting a prece- 
dent, prospective in its tendency, and as durable 
as your records, and as permanentas that instru- 
ment which holds this body in existence. He 
was unwilling to lend his vote out of mere cour- 
tesy to any individual, to introduce an innovation 
so mischievous in its tendency. 


The application to be heard by counsel at the . 


bar of this House must, as Mr. H. conceived, 


be either addressed to its courtesy, or founded : 
If they |: 


upon some legal or constitutional right. 
were to credit the concurring testimony of a num- 
ber of the friends and colleagues of the petitioner, 
he did not desire counsel on the main question, 
It could not therefore be addressed to the cour- 
tesy of the House, as it certainly would not 
extend its courtesy to a case where it was not 
desired. Butit had been said that the claim was 
a matter of imprescriptable right, sanctioned b 
precedent and universal practice. This he denied, 
as what had been the former practice of this body 
was, by the showing of the Journals, long since 
discontinued, 

The gentleman from North Carolina [Mr. 
Bynum] has discovered great research into the 
practices and precedents of not only this House 
and the Senate, but of those of the Commons of 
Great Britain, and from thence had adduced cases 
to which he had referred us as authority, bind- 
ing upon this House; but he begged to remind 
the gentleman, if he would but examine those 
cases carefully, and inquire into the history of 
the parliamentary proceedings of both Govern- 
ments In cases of contested elections, and mark 


the change that had been introduced into this | 


House since the year 1804, he must be satisfied 


he had not furnished us with a solitary parallel 


case. In the House of Commons the petition of 
the claimant is referred in the first instance to a 


before them witnesses to testify, viva voce, of the 
matters relating tu the petition. This committee 
are empowered to hear and determine the whole 


case, and their decision is conclusive upon both ; 


parties as to the right to the seat; before this com- 


| been permitted to furnish, by themse 


i sel, their written arguments, which were appended | 
select committee, who are authorized to summon | 


i the information of every member. 


Similar to this had been 
the early practice of this House; and in the first 


case referred to by the gentleman—the ease of the | 


New Jersey member, in 1797—the petition of a 
number of citizens of that State, complaining of 
the illegality of the election, was referred to the 
standing committee, without any evidence ac- 
companying it. That committee finding that the 
extent of territory embraced in the United States 
would, in some instances, render it impossible to 
obtain vivra voce testimony before a committee, in 
order to establish some convenient rule by which 
in future the House might be directed in collect- 
ing this kind of evidence, asked leave of the 
House, by resolution, to send ont a commission 
to the State of New Jersey to take depositions to 
be read before the House. ` This course, although 
warmly resisted in the House by some members, 
was finally adopted; and from that time until 
1804, the practice had uniformly been to take the 
depositions of witnesses at their residence, and 
to commit those depositions to a Committee of 
the Whole House for their consideration. This 
was a partial change in the mode of conducting 
contested elections, though not such a one as 
wholly dispensed with the necessity or propriety 
of permitting the parties to appear by counsel at 
the bar of the House; and hence it was, that 
prior to 1804, the gentleman had found three cases 
where counsel had been applied for and granted, 
though there were but two cases where counsel 
actually appeared. But (said Mr. H.) it was 
worthy of remark, that in the first case cited— 
the New Jersey casc--the jurisdiction of Congress 
was questioned to send out a commission to in- 
quire into the proceedings of the State election, 
and the parties asked that counsel might be heard 
on that point, and Mr. Madison very properly 
remarked, that where its jurisdiction was ques- 
tioned, it would be indelicate for the House to 
deny counsel. Counsel, however, did not ap- 
pear even in this case. But since the year 1804, 
(Mr.H. said,) another material change has been 
introduced into this branch of parliamentary prac- 
tice. From that time to this, it had been the 
practice for the parties, on regular notices scrved, 
to take all their evidence before the case was pre- 
sented to the House, in which case all the papers, 


evidence, and other documents, were, by the rules | 


of this House, referred to the standing Committce 
of Elections, whose duty it was to admit the 
parties to a hearing, either by themselves or by 
counsel, and to hear, examine, and sift the evi- 
dence, and report their proceedings to the House, 
accompanied by the arguments, brief, and points 
presented by the parties. Here it would be per- 
ceived that, by the present practice, the parties 
have the full benefit of counsel in that stage of 
the proceedings where it is most needed. 
the consideration of these facts, Mr. H. con- 
tended that it was but fair to infer, that from the 
change of the mode of conducting contested clec- 
tions resulted that change in the practice of ad- 
mitting counsel at the bar of the House. But it 
was not necessary to rely upon deductive evidence 


to satisfy this House that the practice had been | 
He had a case in his mind which | 


discontinued. 
would establish it affirmatively. He alluded to 


‘the very first case which arose after this change 


of practice—the case of Philip B. Key, of Mary- 
land. All the evidence in his case was sent to 
the standing committee, where he was permitted 
to be heard by counsel; and we hear no more, 


although twelve cases had since been reported, of | 


counsel being heard at the bar of the House in 
cases of contested elections. 


From these considerations he had been irresist- | 
ibly brought to the conclusion, that it had been | 
the settled intention of this House, from its earliest || 
history, to admit counsel where the evidence was 
to be collected and sifted. And this rule he consid- 
ered could not, as had been urged, operate oppres- | 
had always |: 


sively toeither party concerned, asthe 
res or coun- 


to and formed a part of the committec’s report, for 
This privilege 
had been extended to the petitioner in the case 
before the House, of which he had availed him- 
self; this he (Mr. H.) thought was all that any 
person could reasonably ask, and with this the 


From : 


pariy question. 


March 12, 


petitioner seemed himsclf to be contented, He 
should, therefore, vote against the reconsideration 
of the vote by which the amendment was rejected, 

Mr. MANN, of New York, said he felt called 
upon to say a word or two in a to his eol- 
league, (Mr. Harp,} who had just taken his seat. 
His colleague had scen proper to sustain his argu- 
ment by reference to him (Mr. M.) in holding 
him up to the view of the House as a standard 
of political and party orthodoxy on all party ques- 
tions. He makes the remark in reply to the argu- 
ment of the honorable gentleman from North 
Carolina, (Mr. Byxem,] which he had not the 
pleasure to hear. He had never aspired to the 
distinction which his colleague, he must say, so 
gratuitously conferred upon him; and in offering 
the substitute, the other day, for the motion of his 
colleague, he was influenced singly by a desire to 
aid him in his momentary embarrassment, in re- 
ducing his motion to clear and distinct terms. It 
was no part of his purpose to assert a principle, 
though he confessed he could not distinguish so 
satisfactorily as some gentlemen had done, be- 
tween the Be ete of counsel in this and similar 
cases, and other questions of mere private right. 
On questions of public right they never heard coun- 
sel, except such as were here in the representative 
capacity. He had voted against the admission of 
counsel in this case the other day, because the 
petitioner, after authorizing an honorable member 
to ask leave to appear by counsel, had changed 
his mind and authorized another, his worthy 
friend, [Mr. Conyer,] to say in his place that he 
did not wish counsel, 

On this ground, Mr. M. presumed, many gen- 
tlemen voted on that occasion. The right of 
counsel Mr. M. regarded in most cases asa great 
constitutional right not to be abridged for light 
or transient causes: and if the petitioner had 
adopted the usual course of asking seriously by 
petition, Mr. M. could not doubt that the House 
would have granted it by favor, if not as of right. 
The petitioner, however, had fallen into some 
inconsistency in respect to these preliminary mat- 
ters, no doubt in consequence of his want of ex- 
perience in controversies before this House, and 
these preliminary questions in consequence had 
occupied much more time than had been antici- 
pated, : 

Mr. M. had regretted to see his friend from 
North Carolina [Mr. Bynum] spend so much of 
his ammunition upon the small game of the out- 
posts, instead of reserving it for use upon the 
main question presented by the committee. Mr. 


_M. had not discovered a disposition to make this 
ia party question in any respect, and certainly, 


for himself, had in no way indulged such a dis- 
position; but, Mr. M. would say to the friends 
of the sitting member, that if they continued a 

reat while longer to resist the coming toa decis- 
lon, it might ere long be deemed, in this House, 
and in the country, a party question, even against 
the dispositions which now exist here. He there- 


i fore hoped that the House would come to a de- 
| cision upon these preliminary questions without 
further delay, and set an carly day for the con- 


sideration of the resolutions reported by the Com- 
mittee of Elections in faver of the ‘petitioner. 


, Justice to him and to the State of North Carolina 


required this. He had leaned over the bar of 
this House, asking their decision every day since 
the meeting of Congress. As to the remark of his 


` colleague [Mr. Harp] to prove that this was not 
_ with him a party question—that he (Mr. M.) had 


suggested the terms of a resolution, and that it 
was well understood that he (Mr. M.) was the 
very essence of orthodoxy on political questions 
-he must be permitted to say that he did not 
fecl himself complimented, (however intended,) 
for it came in ashape too questionable, too * ghost- 
like,” to be so understood. Moreover, the judg- 
ment of his colleague on questions of party ortho- 
doxy had been so Jong “infected,” that in his 
State his conclusions might not pass as hard coin; 


| and he would consider himself obliged if his 


worthy friend would spare his certificates in these 


© matters. 


Mr. PEYTON was sorry to hear a threat 
thrown out of making this contested election a 
He did hope this never would 
e the case, though he himself did not sec how 


it was possible. He understood the gentleman 
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from New York [Mr. Mawn) to intimatè 


lainly that, unless gentlemen took a particular 
Tiresia, they could and would have this a party 

question. But how was that possible? Did the 

gentleman from New York mean to be understood | 
as intimating that these gentlemen [Messrs. | 
Graham avd Newland] were not both of the | 
same politics? Did the gentleman intend to be | 
understood as charging that there had been any 

change in their politics since their canvass before 

the people? How, then, was it possible for the 

gentleman from New York to intimate and hold 

up a threat to that body that unless a certain 

course be taken by certain gentlemen on that 

floor, it would result in making this a party ques- 

tion? Why, he did the gentleman whose cause | 
he advocated great injustice, for the two gentle- | 
men before the people declared themselves to be | 
of the same party. Mr. P. denied, then, that a 
party question could arise out of this case under 
any circumstances, and he hoped this was the 
last they should hear on that subject. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of North Carolina, asked 
for the yeas and nays onthe motion to reconsider; 
which were ordered. 

Mr. MANN, of New York, rose and remarked, | 
he merely wished to say a word in reply to the 
gentleman from Tennessee, [Mr. Perron,] which 
was, that he (Mr. M.) considered himself lectured. 

The question was then taken; and decided in 
the negative—yeas 91, nays 97; as follows: 

YEAS — Messrs. Adams, Chilton Allan, Ash, Barton, | 
Bean, Bond, Bouldin, Bovee, Boyd, Brown, zurna, Bynum, 


pretty 


the question being taken, was decided in the 
affirmative—yeas 143, nays 54. 


So the rules of the House were suspended for | 


| the purpose indicated. 
: The CHAIR then explained the pending ques- 
: tions. The first sea upin the motion made by 
i the gentleman from Kentucky, [Mr. Borp,} from 


if 


Mr. Mavry’s motion; which were ordered; and || ask farther Gme? If ft shoukl appear that he 


hed not difigently searched for y, could 


| he come there, and, in justice, ask more time? 


It seemed to him (Mr. B.) unreasonable. He 


| had shown that the petitioner gave the sitting 
' member notice on the 2d of October; and from 


the Committee of Elections, viz: that the report of 


that committee be postponed until Wednesday, 
the 2d of March, and be made the special order of 
that day. A motion to amend was then made bya 
member from North Carolina, proposing a more 
distant day, but that motion was subsequently 
withdrawn. A motion was then made by a gen- 
tleman from New York, [Mr. Mane] to amend 
: the original motion by striking out Wednesday, 
i the 2d of March, and inserting Tuesday, the 8th 
of March. There was also a motion to recommit 
| the whole report to the Committee of Elections, 


at this time before the House was the amendment 

of Mr. Many, of New York, to strike out Wed- 
| nesday, the 2d of March, and insert Tuesday; 
| the 8th of March. 7 
| Mr. MANN then withdrew his motion, and 

remarked that he had intended, when the House 
| had decided the other preliminary question, to 
move a postponement to some day not far distant, 


take it up and act upon it. If the present waa 
the proper time, he would now move to postpone 


Cambreleng, Carr, John Chambers, Chaney, Chapman, 
Chapin, Nathaniel H. Claiborne, Cleveland, Connor, Cot- | 
win, Craig, Crane, Cushman Darlington, Davis, Denny, : 
Dickerson, Farlin, French, William K. Fuller, Galbraith, | 
Grantland, Joseph Hall, Hamer, Harper, Hawkins, Haynes, | 
Heister, Holsey, Hopkins, Howard, Huntington, Jabez ; 
Jackson, Richard M. Johnson, Cave Johnson, Kennon, Kil- : 
pe Lansing, Gideon Lee, Joshua Lee, Thomas . Lee, | 

eonard, Job Mann, Sampson Mason, May, McKay, Mc- , 
Kennan, McKim, Mercer, Miller, Montgomery, Morgan, 
Morris, Muhlenberg, Page, Patterson, Franklin Pierce, 
Duiee J. Pearce, Phelpa, Pinckney, Potts, Rencher, John | 
Reynolds, Joseph Reynolds, Schenck, Augustine H. Shep- 
perd, Shion, Spangler, Storer, Sutherland, Taylor, John | 
Thomson, Turner, Vanderpoel, Ward, Wardwell, Webster, | 
Wecks, and Lewis Williams—91. | 

NAYS—Messrs. Heman Allen, Anthony, Bailey, Banks, | 
Beardsley, Beaumont, Bell, Bockee, Borden, Briggs, Bunch, 
William B. Calhoun, Campbell, Carter, Casey, Childs, | 
Coles, Deberry, Doubleday, Dromgoote, Duntap, Evans, 
Everett, Fairfield, Forester, Fry, Philo C. Fuller, James 
Garland, Gillet, Glaseock, Granger, Graves, Grayson, Gren- 
nell, Griffin, Haley, Hiland Hall, Hannegan, Hard, Hardin, 
Harlan, Samuel 8. Harrison, Hawes, Hazeltine, Henderson, 
Howell, Hunt, Huntsman, Ingersoll, Ingham, Janes, Jen- 
ifer, Joseph Johnson, Henry Johnson, John W. Jones, Jud- 
eon, Kinnard, Lane, Lawler, Lawrence, Lay, Luke Lea, 
Lincoin, Logan, Love, Loyall, Lucas, Lyon, Abijah Mann, 
Martin, Moses Mason, Maury, McCarty, McComas, Mc- 
Lene, Milligan, Owens, Parker, Parks, James A. Pearce, 
Peyton, Phillips, Reed, Roane, Shields, Sickles, Slade, 
Sloane, Smith, Steele, Toucey, Towns, Underwood, White, 
Whittlesey, Sherrod Williams, and Wise—97. 


So the House refused to reconsider their vote. 


-The question then recurred upon the motion 
made by Mr. Harp, that the petitioner have 
leave to appear at the bar of the House, in his 
own behalf, upon the subject of his petition.. 

The hour for proceeding to the orders of the 
day Four arrived, 

r. GALBRAITH moved to suspend the rules ! 

for the purpose of proceeding with the consider- 

ation of this subject, but withdrew it at the re- į 


Mr. WHITTLESEY, who expressed a hope 
that the House was prepared to take the question | 
without further discussion. 

Mr. MORGAN asked for the yeas and nays, 
but they were not ordered; and the motion of Mr. 
Harp was agreed to without a count. 

Mr. MAURY then moved to suspend the rules, : 
for the purpose of proceeding with the considera- | 
tion of the other motions relating to the report 
of the Committee of Elections: 

Mr. CAMBRELENG hoped the motion would 
be agreed to, so that some disposition might be 


made of the subject that day, for it had already | 


precluded reports from the standing committees 
for about three weeks. 
i 


Mr. MERCER moved to amend the motion b 
striking out “ the purpose therein mentioned, 
and inserting “that the rules be suspended for 
the purpose of calling for reports of committees,” 
but subsequently withdrew the motion. 


‘| state some of the grounds whic 


quest of f 


the subject till next Wednesday week. 
Mr. MAURY hoped that motion would not 
be sustained, as he was in favor of tecommitting 


: with instructions, by another gentleman from ; 
|! New York, [Mr. Harp.] The question pending | 


. on the 30th of October. 


that time he might have been taking testimony, 
if he had thought of it; but it appeared that, from 
the 2d of October until the 30th of that month, the 
sitting member never moved in the subject at all. 
Let gentlemen turn to the testimony, and examine 
the facts, and not trust to his arguments, as he 
did not expect to convince gentlemen by argu- 
ments, but by the facts of the case. The first 
notice that was given by the sitting member was 
Now, what was he doing 


in those twenty-eight days? If he wasnot taking 


testimony, he might have been doing so. But 
gentlemen had told them that the sitting member 
ought not to consider his election as contested 
until the petitioner acted in the matter. Did not 
the sitting member believe the petitioner, when 
he gave him notice in writing of his intention to 
contest his election? Such being the case, Mr. 


© B. asked if the sitting member should not at once 


when it would be convenient for the House to ' 


the report of the Committee of Elections to the : 
said committee, with instructions to allow further : 


time to the sitting member to take depositions. 
Mr. M., at some length, proceeded to argue in 
favor of the latter course; and gave a detailed 
account of the proceedings of the committee of 
which he was a member to show that further 
time ought to be afforded to the sitting member 
i to take depositions, &c. He hoped the motion 
, before the House would be rejected, so that a 
, vote might be taken upon the proposition to re- 
| commit. 
| Mr. BOYD did. not rise to make a speech, 
| but, being of the majority of the Committee of 
| Elections, it would be neecusary for him ‘to 
S n induced the 
committee to refuse the sitting member further 
| time to take testimony. It appeared by the 
j documents which the committee had examined, 
| that the petitioner had given written notice to 
! the sitting member on the second day of Octo- 
i ber last, that he would contest his clection. 
That notice was given in compliance with the 
| laws of North Carolina, and the very words of 
the law were embraced in the notice. No gentle- 


that it was not given-in good time to take all the 
depositions which might be needed. The simple 
question then before the House was, shall the 
sitting member have more time to take testimony 
to lay before the House? From the time notice 
was given the sitting member to the meeting of 
Congress, there were sixty-six full days to take 
testimony, and he seriously asked that House 
whether sixty-six days were not sufficient time 
for taking all the testimony which could possibly 
be necessary? But it had been remarked that 
there were only twenty-nine days allowed for 


had been occupied by the petitioner. He had 
only to remark, in reply to that, that the sit- 
ting member had the same opportunities that 
the petitioner had, if he had chosen to avail him- 
self of them. He had stated, on a former occa- 
sion, that the sitting member had given as many 


: sitions as the petitioner; that he had given the 
petitioner notice of his intention to take deposi- 
tions at places one hundred and fifty miles apart 
on the same day; and this had occurred in more 
than one instance. If gentlemen would turn to 


cient notice had been given to take all the testi- 
mony necessary; but if it should be shown that 


Mr. HAMER asked for the yeas and nays on 


the sitting member had not employed himself in 
«the collection of testimony, could he, in justice, 


taking testimony, and that nearly all of that time | 


notices of places where he intended to take depo- | 


| the printed documents, they would see that sufti- | 


man would doubt the legality of the notice, or | 


have applied himself to the taking of testimony? 
Or, if fc failed to do so, why should he come to 
the House now to ask further time? He hoped 
he had been understood. It was a fact (and he 
repeated in) thàt twenty-eight days of the sixty- 
six allowed the sitting member for taking testi- 
mony had not been employed by him at all in 
that business. If the sitting member had come 
there, and showed that he had been employed 
all this time, and that was not sufficient, then 


i they might allow him further time; but the facts 


were otherwise, and the notices would show them 
to be otherwise. He would not enter into an 


| argument with the gentleman from Tennessee 
‘in relation to the protest of the sitting member. 


His recollection was simply this, that, at the 


‘earliest stage of the question, the committee did 


virtually and in fact decide against the sitting 
member’s protest, and in favor of the sufficiency 
of all the notices. He meant pronar what he 
said, so that no gentleman could be deceived. He 
stated further, that, if any application had been 
made to the committee for further time, before the 
middle of January, he never had heard of it, and 
he was regular in attendance at the meetings of 


i the committee. This wasa simple history of the 


question. When the subject was before the com- 
mittee, the chairman had gone in favor of the 
validity of the notices; he had stated that, not- 
withstanding it was required in Virginia that the 
names of all voters charged as illegal should ap- 
pear in the notices for taking depositions—not- 
withstanding that was the express law, it had 
never been observed by former committees, and 
the House had never thought it necessary to re- 
quire it. At that time a majority of the commit- 
tee decided against the gentleman’s protest, and 
in favor of the sufficiency of the notices. The 
committee went on and examined the testimony 


| clear through, and took notes of such parts as 


were necessary. His recollection went further, 
that, about the 14th of January, the parties were 
admitted before the committee, and that the sitting 
member was asked whether further time was 
needed; but he would not determine, and never 
did determine, until he had examined the evidence 
entirely through; and on the 16th of Janua: 

he came forward and asked further time. e 
believed that this subject ought to take precedence 
of all others. Every consideration prompted them 
to settle it as soon as the facts could be ascertain- 
ed; and a very strong case should be made out 
before they should grant further time for taking 
testimony. Well, when the application was made 
för further time, what were the grounds—the writ- 
ten grounds? Turn to them, and you will discover 
that the most important one was the evidence of 


the sheriff of Haywood county, which evidence 


was to prove that some six or eight illegal votes 
had been given to the petitioner, and by two other 
gentlemen’s evidence six other illegal votes were 
to be proved. But upon examination of the doc- 
uments it would be discovered that the testimony 
of the sheriff of Haywood county had already 
been taken, and the agents of both the parties had 
attended the examination; and,asto the remainder 


| of the testimony alluded to, it could not affect the 
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final result. He considered that sixty-six daya l 
were suflicient time for the parties to take all the | 
depositions necessary; or, having failed to do so, 
they could not, injustice, come forward now, and 
ask for further time. His own judgment was, 
that there was sufficient time for taking testimony 
before the mecting of Congress, and he waived 
all other objections. He could not perceive in 
what stage of the proceeding the committee had 
done injustice to either of the parties. If gentle- 
men would look at the documents, they would 
see that the asking further time would have been, 
in the first place, an unreasonable request; but it 
was made doubly so by the fact, that it was not 
asked unul the middle of January, yet still more 
so, to be asked at this time. Why did the sitting 
membcr not appeal, in the first place, to the 
House for further time? He had looked into 
the ex parte testimony which the gentleman from ` 
Tennessee [Mr. Maury] had complained of. The 
facts were these: the sitting member objected to 
the testimony taken at Morgantown, because he 
had no agent there to cross-examine the wit- 
nesses. Mr. B, asked gentlemen to turn to the 
records, and they would discover that the sitting 
member had twenty-seven days’ notice of the in- 
tention to take depositions at that place, and, if he 
failed to attend, whose fault was it? This wasa 
strange sort of argument. 

Mr. MAURY said the gentleman had misun- 
derstood him. He did not object to the notice 
which had been given; but he had stated that the 
sitting member had a moral obligation, of a para- 
mount nature, which called him to Washington, 
and that he could not be in Washington at the | 
niceting of Congress, and in Morgantown at the 
time specified. i 

Mr. BOYD resumed: The petitioner had given | 
the sitting member sufficient notice, and he might 
have attended, either by himself or by counsel. 
The sitting member, too, had made it mm possible 
for the petitioner to attend at the times and places 
at whica he had notified him to attend. If he 
recollected right, the sitting member might have 
attended at Morgantown, and then come on to | 
Washington; but certain it was that twenty-seven 
days was sufficient notice, so that he might either ` 
have attended himself, or had an agent to attend 
for him. But he believed, in some of the written 
communications of the sitting member, it would 
be found that he had himself stated that he had 
an agent in every county in his district. In Mr. 
B.’s judgment, the committee had done right, | 
and he belicved the House would do wrong if it | 
granted further time. As to party feelings, which | 
had been spoken of, he had only to say that he 
had not turned back and examined himself thor- 
oughly, to sce if party had any influence in the 
course he had taken, because he should be sorry, 
extremely sorry, to ascertain hereafter that he 
had been swayed in his decision by party feelings. 

Mr. MASON, of Ohio, followed in reply, and 
contended that the sitting member had not been 
allowed sufficient time, and that the time that had : 
been allowed was almost entirely engrossed by | 
the petitioner, for the former could not proceed 
to take testimony until the latter had closed, who 
occupied the time till the sitting member was ` 
compelled to set out for Washington. He was, 
in favor of both parties having all the time they | 

would say, upon their honors, was necessary. | 

Mr. PEARCE, of Rhode Island, contended 
that it was indispensable for the House to go into 
the merits of the report before they could possi- 
bly come to a conclusion whether further time 
ought to be allowed or not, and he was conse- 
quently opposed to the discussion of this prelim- 
inary question at that time, 

Mr. GRAHAM (the sitting member 
at length to Mr. Boyp, and disapproved of the 
course taken by the committce in not allowing 
him more time to take testimony. 

Mr. NEWLAND (the petitioner) then rose and 
returned his acknowledgments to the House for | 
the unanimous vote by which he was permitted ` 
to appear on the floor in his own behalf. It had | 
been truly said of him, (remarked Mr. N.,) that ' 
he was a plain farmer, unaccustomed to public | 
speaking, which must be evident from the visible 
embarrassment he felt on the present occasion. | 
He trusted, however, if the House would conde- ; 
scend to hear him on Monday or Tuesday next, || 


r 
i 
Fi 


| 


) replied 


to hurl back much that had heen said of him. It 
was due to his own character, and to the rights 
of those who sent him there, that he should seek 
the earliest opportunity to do this; at the same 
time he begged leave to assure the House that he 
had no hostile motive or intent to accomplish, 
and no latent ambition to gratify. He presented 
himself there—sent, as he solemnly averred, and 
hoped to be able to convince that body, by a 
majority of his constituents—to contend for and 
maintain, to the best of his humble ability, their 
rights, and not his own. He again expressed his _ 
deep and unfeigned obligations to the House, and 
a hope that Monday or Tuesday would be as- | 
signed him to address them at length. 

On motion by Mr. HOWARD, the House then 
adjourned. 


he should be able not only to overcome that, but : 
| 


IN SENATE. 
Mownpay, March 14, 1836. 


Mr. LEIGH presented the credentials of the 
Hon. Wirrram C. Rives, elected by the Legis- 
lature of the State of Virginia a Senator from that | 
State, to supply the vacancy occasioned by the 
resignation of Mr. Tyler. 

The usual oath to support the Constitution 
was then administered to Mr. Rives by the Vice | 
President, and he took his seat in the Senate. | 

The CHAIR communicated a report from the 
Secretary of the Treasury, inclosing a report 
from the Commissioner of the General Land 
Office, made in compliance with a resolution of | 
the Senate of the 9th instant; and, on motion by 
Mr. BLACK, it was ordered to be printed. 


PETITIONS, MEMORIALS, ETC. | 
| 
| 
| 


Mr. PORTER presented the memorial of the | 
New Orleans and Carrolton Railroad Company, 
praying permission to construct their road through 
the public lands; which was referred to the Com- | 
mittee on Roads and Canals. 

Mr. P. presented two scts of resolutions of the | 
General Assembly of the State of Louisiana; the | 
first, instructing their Senators, and requesting 
their Representatives, to use their exertions to 
get a law passed to establish an additional land 
office in that State, to be named the Red river 
land office; and the second, instructing and re- 
questing their said Senators and Representatives 
to use their exertions to obtain the passage of a | 
law providing for the increase of the salaries of 
the officers of the United States land offices and 
the surveyors of the public lands in that State; 


| 

$ z | 

and also for the increase of the number of clerks; | 
| 


which were referred to the Committee on the 
Public Lands. 

Mr. WHITE presented the memorial of the 
Legislature of the State of Tennessee, praying 
for the establishment of an hospital for sick and 
disabled seamen at Memphis, in that State; which 
was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. KING, of Alabama, presented the peti- 
tion of Alexander Jones; which was referred to 
the Committee on Private Land Claims. 

Mr. K. also presented the memorial of a com- | 
pany about to construct a railroad from Mobile 
to Pascagoula, praying for a donation of the | 
public land over which the road is to pass, and | 


offering, in consideration of such grant, to trans- li 
port on the said road the United States mail, and È 


the troops and munitions of war of the United : 


States, when necessary, free of expense for thirty |; 


ie which was referred to the Committee on 


ublic Lands. U 


Mr. MORRIS presented some additional peti- | 
tions from citizens of Ohio, praying for an alter- . 
ation of the location of the Cumberland road in: 
the States of Ohio and Indiana; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. PRESTON presented the petition of John 
Russell, praying for a pension; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. RUGGLES presented the petition of John 
Watts; which was referred to the Committee on 
Commerce, i 

_Mr. WALL presented several petitions from 
citizens of New Jersey and Pennsylvania, and 
from individuals engaged in the navigation of the 
Delaware, praying for the erection of piers on the |, 
Brandywine shoals; which was referred to the. 
Committee on Commerce. | 


Judiciary, reported a bill for the relief of the 
suretics of James Brobson; which was read, and 
ordered to a second reading. 

Mr. TOMLINSON, from the Committce on 
Pensions, reported without amendment the bill 
for the relief of Amy Wilson. 

Mr. SHEPLEY, from the Committee of Claims, 
reported a bill for the reliefof Samuel Y. Keene; 
which was read, and ordered to a second read- 
i 


| Mr. CLAYTON, from the Committee on the 


ng. 

Mr. PRESTON, from the Committee on the 
Library, to which was referred the resolution 
directing an inquiry into the expediency of pur- 
chasing the library of the late Count Barlotine, 
made a report thereon; which, without reading, 
was ordered to be printed. 


RESOLUTIONS. 
Mr. PRENTISS submitted the following res- 
olution; which was considered and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Pensions be instructed 
to inquire into the expendiency of directing the Seerctary 
of War to allow and pay to the heirs of Richard Anderson, 
deceased, late a pensioner on the revolutionary invalid pen- 
sion roll, the amount of the said Richard’s invalid pension, 
from the 3d day of March, 1826, to the 31st day of May, 1830, 
during which time the said pension was withheld or dis- 
continued in consequence of the said Richard taking the 
benefit of the act for the relief ot certain surviving officers 
and soldiers of the army of the Revolution, passed May 15, 
1828, 


Mr. KING, of Alabama, submitted the fol- 
lowing resolution; which les on the table one 
day: 

Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives of 
the United States of America in Congress assembled, That 
the President of the Senate and Speaker of the House of 
i Representatives close the present session of Congress by an 
| adjournment of their respective Houses on the —— day of 
May next. 

CONSTITUTION OF ARKANSAS. 

On motion by Mr. BUCHANAN, the Senate 
proceeded to ballot for a select committee to con- 
sider the constitution submitted by the convention 
held by the people of Arkansas, for the purpose 
of forming a constitution and State government; 


'' and Messrs. Bucuanan, Waricut, Kent, Benton, 


| and CRITTENDEN, were chosen. 
| PROCEEDS OF THE PUBLIC LANDS. 
| 


Mr. EWING, of Ohio, moved to take up the 
| bill appropriating, for a limited time, the proceeds 
of the sales of the public lands amone the States; 
and after some remarks by Messrs. NAUDAIN, 
EWING, and CALHOUN, in favor, and from 
Messrs. WALL and BENTON, in opposition 
to the motion, it was negatived—ycas 20, nays 26; 
as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Calhoun, Clay, 
Davis, Ewing of Ohio, Hendricks, Knight, Leigh, McKean, 
Mangum, Naudain, Porter, Prentiss, Preston, Robbins, 
Southard, Swift, Tomlinson, and Webster—20. 

NAYS—Messrs. Benton, Black, Brown, Buchanan, Cuth- 
bert; Ewing of Illinois, Grundy, Hill, Hubbard, King of Ala- 
bama, King of Georgia, Linn, Moore, Morris, Nicholas, 

' Niles. Rives, Robinson, Ruggles, Shepley, Tallmadge, Tip- 
ton, Walker, Wall, White, and Wright—26. 
CUMBERLAND ROAD. 

The bill making appropriations for the Cumber- 
land road, in the States of Ohio, Indiana, Ilinois, 
and Missouri, was read the third time and passed. 

After the consideration of Executive business, 
the Senate adjourned. 


Clayton, Crittenden, 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Monpay, March 14, 1836. 

The House proceeded to consider the resolu- 
tions of the Legislature of the State of New York 
on the subject of the organization of the militia, 
presented on a former day by Mr. GiLLer, who 
moved to refer them to the Committee on the 
Militia, with the following instructions: 

To inquire into the expediency of so altering the laws 
relating to the militia as to provide: 

lst, That all free white, able-bodied male citizens of 
the United States, between twenty-one and forty-five years 
of age, shall be enrolled in the militia. 

2d. That of the persons so enrolled all who are under 
twenty-seven years of age shall, once in each year, be 
called out for a period not less than six days, and remain 
under arms during that period, with the view of improve- 
mentin military discipline and martial exercise; and such 
persons to be minute men, and first called upon in case of 
Insurrection or invasion. : 

3d. That the persons who are so called out, and remain 
under arms, shall receive a reasonable compensation for 


' their time, 


1836: rts? 
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| imprisonment for neglect of duty, and all for 


nothing. 


4th. That the Government of the Unite: Sextes shell 
furnish, at proper depositories, for thé ded Of the persons 
thus called out, all needful tents, arms, and Reconterments. | 


Sth. That there shall be deposited at the proper points | Mr. LINCOLN opposed the amendment at | 
on the frontiers and sea-board, all necessary and proper | 


| some length, and was in favor of the instructions 
arms, including brass cannon, and accouterments, andam- | of the gentleman from New York. He was en- 
munition, to supply the enrolled militia when called into 


irely opposed to any provision for ing the | 
actual service in defense of the country. tirely oppos a yy v for paying 


militia, as it would tend to degrade the character |! 
Mr. GILLET addressed the House at some 


I of the free-born citizen of thts country, and as- 
length on the pe ea embraced in the proposed similate itim to the mercenary tools of despotic 
instructions. [His remarks will be given in full 


tyrants. He designated the proposition as in ` 

hereafter.] effect nothing more nor less than one to get rid af 
Mr. HAMER understéod that this whole sub- the surplus revenue. Mr. L. bestowed a high . 

ject was already before the Committee on the eulogium upon the character of the militia, citing 
Militia; and, before he was called upon to vote various instances of their conduct, and hoped a : 
instructions for that cortittee to report, he measure would be introduced for its better organ- `' 
desired an opportunity of examining them. ization. i 
Mr. GILLET explained that the instructions At one o’clock the Speaker announced the 
extended no further than to direct the committee special order, being the consideration of the ap- 
Ot TAMER b i to ha , PS EVANS! he en eee af d the rules `: 

r. h was about to move to have r. z » the House suspende e rules 
them laid on the table and printed; but, as they for the purpose of proceeding with the call for 
did not instruct the committee to report, he would petitions and memorials — ayes 112, noes not 
not press the motion. o counted. 

r. GLASCOCK, as chairthai of the Com- ; Mr. HAMER did not rise for the purpose of | 
wittee on the Militia, stated, that all the facts | discussing the subject at present, although to him | 
sought to be inquired into, and embraced in the i it was one of as much interèst as, perhaps, to 
instructions intended to be given to that commit- || any other gentleman. He trasted, however, an | 
tee, were already before that committee. He had, || opportunity would be afforded at the present. | 
however, no objection himself to the adoption of i| session of Congress for a full discussion of the 
the resolution. . All the bills hitherto. reported to ' question; he would then embrace the opportunity 
that Hease, at former sessions, and which, un- | of giving his views to the House. He would say, 


| 


i 


fertunatel 
then in possession of the committee. f 

Mr. G. further stated, that he himself consid- 
ered this a very important question, aad believed 
that some measure should be enacted for the 
purpase of organizing the militia throughout the 
country. owing, and feeling the importance 
of this question, he informed the House that a bill 
would be prepared before the adjournment of the 
present session, and presented to the considera- 
tion of the House. The bill would be presented: 
after great deliberation, and important matters 
taken from the bills heretofore introduced would 
be incorporated in it., He believed such a bill 
would be reported as would meet the viewsof the 
majority. hether it would be reported intimre : 
to be actéd on daring the present session of Con- 
gress. was somewhat doubtful, from the press of 

usiness before the House; but it would, at all 
events, be reported in eight or ten days, and might 

acted on during the coming session. 

would suggest to the gentleman trom New York, 
[Mr. Gitrer,} that any amendment he might 


bill came up for action, {t had beeeme somewhat 


fashionable to instruct committees as to what they | 


were todo. This Mr. G. thought unnecessary. 
If gentlemen had any suggéstions to make with“ 
régard to ahy plans they might wish to incorpo- | 


rate in any bill, they would dhways be listened to || 


with attention by the chairman ‘or any member! 
of the committee; but, independent of this, fet | 


him ask, if the fact was not well known, that || 


every individual had it in his power to offer any’! 
amendment, or any additional clause. he might | 
think proper, at certain stages. Bearing this fact 
in mind, it did seem to him that it was altogether’ 
unnecessary toinstruct the committee on the pres- 
ent otcasion. He conceived it wholly unnecessary, | 
per icularly as the very object of the inquiry et- | 
raced in the instructions was before the commit: | 
tee, and at the same time he begged it to be dis- 
tinctly understood, that he hud 
their adoption. 

Mr. HALEY moved the follow 
t6 come in as an additional instru 
structions of Mr. Gutter: 

And that the Committee on the Militia be instructed to | 
inquire into the expédiency pf paying the militia of the | 
United States, when ecalied out for military exercise, in- 
spection, and review, as now organized. : 

Mr. H. explained that he introduced the amend- ! 
ment at this time in, orter that the committee, be- | 
fore reporting the bill, might, be in pogsession of 
the views of others.in relation to the subject. He 
was of opinion that the militia ought té he paid. 
The Government found ways and means to pay | 
everybody else who performed any duty with the 
single exception of the militia. They compelled | 
the militia to perform services for three or four 
days in the year, subjected them to fine and 


ction to the in- | 


i; appre 


no objection to || 
|| 
ng amendment | 


; gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. Lincoun] 


y, had never been acted on, were also ; further, that he admired the high grounds the |’ 


in regard to details. He would say that there was | 


no better material in any eountry for public de- 


fense thana well organized militia; and no coun- | 


try ever was free, or ever could be free, which , 


depended upon a standing army for defense. But `| Banks, Barton, Bond, Borden, Bouldin, Briggs, William D. 


: that was not the time for discussion, the rules 
having been suspended for the purpose of pre- 


| Senting petitions. He moved that the whole | 


' subject be laid on the table for the present, and 
| the instructions printed; but withdrew the motion 
i at the request of 
' Mr. GLASCOCK, who stated that, when he 
| was i before, he had only remarked that he wax 
ensive that the bill would not have an 
| opportunity of heing brought up for considera- 
| tion at the present session, as there were so many 
, other subjects of importance before the House 
| which would take precedence over it. It would, 
:, however, be reported in eight. or ten days, and it 


i: would then be for the House to determine whether !: 
think proper to offer might be offered when..the | 


| it should be considered at the present session or 
| not. He wauld go with gentlemen in their efforts 
i to gét it up and dispose of it at the present ses 
| ston. g 

| Mr.G. then renewed the motion to lay on the 
| table and print; which was agreed to. 

| The bill making @ further appropriation for 
| the third time. 

Mr. STORER said he did not rise to oppose 
| the bill, but merely to ask for some light on the 
| subject. If it were necessary he w 


| they-had already voted half & million of dollars 
: for the suppression of Indian hostilitics in Florida, 
‘and to feed all the suffering inhabitants thereof; 
i and he asked the chairman of the Committee of 
Ways and Means if he could show ‘any reasons 
why they should vote more monay. He said it 
was the practice with the committee of whith 


the appropriations of the House introduced bills 
without a solitary reason to sustain them. He 
wished to know what were the grounds for the 
| appropriation at 
r. CAMBRELENG called for the reading of 


i gentleman from Ghio. 


i The letter of the Secretary of War was then |) 


read, and the bill passed. 

Mr. HAMER gave notice that, on Monday 
next, or as soon thereafter as Ohio should be called 
for the presentation of petitions, he would ask 
leave to Introduce a bill, entitled “A bill to dispose 


| suppressing Indian hostilitics in Florida was read 


: ould vote for | 
, ten times the amount aslicd,for, but he could not |! 
: doso unless it was actuall necessary. He said | 


' Mr. 8. was a member, to give the reasons, when | 
i they reported a bill, for so doing; but there the | 
ommittee which had the whole management of | 


resent asked for? od 


a letter frotn the Sceretary of War, which (he | 
remarked) would probably be satisfactory to thc | 


il 
if 


|i 
|l 


| 


t; 


| of Connecticut. : 


of the waste ‘and ‘wiappropdintéd nds in the 

Virginia military district in the State of Ohio.” 
COLONIZATION OF FREE BLACKS. 

The House took up the memorial heretofore 


presented by Mr. Crank, of certain citizens of 
Deuphin county, Pennsylvania, asking an appro- 


: priation of-money for the purpose of removing 


to the coast of Africa free persons of color and 
manumitted slaves. 

Mr. CLARK having moved to refer the memo- 
rial to a select committee, and that it be printed, 
the qnestion pending was the motion of Mr. 
Patton to lay the memorial and the motion to 
refer and print on the table. 

Mr. CLARK asked for the yeas and nays on the 


motion of Mr. Patron; which were ordered, and 


were as follows: . 


YEAS—-Mossrs. Anthony, Beale, Bean, Beaumont, Boc- 
kee, Boon, Bovee, Boyd, Brawn, Bunch, Bynum, Cambre- 
leng, Campbell, Carter, Chaney, Chapman, Chapin, Na- 
thaniel H. Claiborne, Èleveland. Coffee, Coles, Connor, 
Craig, Cushman, Davis, Deberry, Dickerson, Doubleday, 


! Dromgoole, Dunlap, Effner, Fairfield, Farlin, Forester, 


Freneh, Fry, William K. Futter, James Garland, Gillet, 
Glascock, Graham, Grantland, Grayson, Griffin, Haley, Jo 
seph Hall, Hamer, Hannegan, Hardin, Hawes, Hawkins, 
Haynes, Henderson, Hotsey, Hopkins, Howard, Hubley, 
Huntington, Huntsman, Ingham, Jabez Jackson, Jarvis, 
Jenifer, Joseph Johnson, Richard M. Johnson, Cave Jobn- 
son, Henry Johnson, John W. Jones, Benjamin. Jones, 
Judson, Kennon, Kilgore, Klingensmith, Lansing, Lawler, 
Gideon Lee, Joshua Lee, Luke Lea, Logan, Loyal, Lyon, 


', Abijah Mann, Jeb Mann, Martin, John ¥.Mason, William 


Mason, Moses Mason, Maury, May, McComas, McKay; 
McKeon, McKim, McLene, Montgomery, Morgan, Muhlen- 


3 ] | berg, Owens, Page, Parks, Franklin Pierce, Peyton, Phelps, 
had taken, although he could not agree with him ; 


Pickens, Rencher, John Reynolds, Joseph Reynolds, Roane, 
Robertson, Rogers, Augustine H.Shepperd, Shields, Sickles, 
Smith, Standefer, Steele; Taliaferro, Thomas, Waddy 
Thompson, Toucey, Towns, Turrill, Vanderpocl, Ward, 
Washington, Webster, Weeks, White, and Sherrod Will- 
iams— 

NAYS—Messre. Adams, Heman Alten, Ash, Bailey, 


Calhoun, Carr, Casey, George Chambers, Childs, Clark, 


` Corwin, Crane, Darlirffton, Denny, Evans, Everett, Philo 


O. Fuler, Granger, Graves, Grennell, Hiland Wall, Hard, 
Harlan, Harper, Samuel S.-Harrison, Hazletino, Heister, 
Hoar, Howell, lagersoll, William Jacksan, Janes, Kinnard, 
Lane, Lawrence, Lay, Thomas Lee, Leonard, Lincoln, 
Love, Sampson Mason, McCarty, MeKennon, Mercer, 
Miller, Milligan, Morris, Parker, Patterson, Dutee J. Pearce, 
Phillips, Potts, Reed, Russell, Schenck, Shinn, Stade 
Sloane, Spangler, Storer, John Thomson, Underwood, and 
Vinton—69. 
So the memorial was laid an the table. 


Petitions and memorials werethen presented by 
Messrs. HALL, PARKS, and SMITH, of 


Maine; . 
Mr. COSHMAN, of New Hampshire; 
Messrs. LAWRENCE, BORDEN, and AD- 
AMS, of Massachusetts; c 
Meagsrs. ALLEN and SLADE, of Vermont; 


Messrs. TOUCEY, INGHAM, and JUDSON, 


{Mr. Junson presented the petition of Lieuten- 


: ant Stephen Chamberlin, of ‘the United States 


Navy; which was referred to tha Committee on 


' Invalid Pensions. ] ‘ 


Messrs. P. C. FULLER, WARDWELL; 


| CAMBRELENG, CHAPIN, TURRILL, HA- 


ZLETINE, LOVE, REYNOLDS, FARLIN; 
HARD, RUSSELL, and DOUBLEDAY, of New 
York... a 

(Mr. Many, of New York, asked leave to in- 
troduce the following resolution: 

Resolved, ‘Phat after Wednesday next 
meeting of this House shail be 
otherwise ordered. : 


Leave was refused. 


Mr. Doustepay presented the: petition of in- 
habitanta of the county of Cayuga, in the State 
of New York, praying for an appro riation for 
the improvement of Little Sodus harbor, in said 
State; which was referred to the Committee on 
Commerce. l 

Mr. Russert presehted- the petition of Platt 
Halstead and others, inhabitants of the county 
of Essex, in the State of New York, praying an 
appropriation for. constructing a military or pub- 
lic road from White Hall to Plattsburg, in the. 
State of New York; also, the petition of George 
Burnett and others, inhabitants of the county of 
Washington, in the State of New York, praying 
an appropriation fer the construetion of the atore- 
said road; algo, the petition of the inhabitants of 
the countiés of Clinton and Essex, in the State. 
of New York, praying the like appropriation for 


; the daily hour of 
eteven o’clock, a. m., until 
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the aforesaid object; also, the petition of C. F. 
Hammond and others, inhabitants of the said 
counties of Clinton and Essex, in said State of 
New York, praying the like appropriation for 
the aforesaid object; and also, the petition of 
Wiliam H. Maury and others, inhabitants of the 
town of Greenwich, in the county of Washing- 
ton, and State of New York, praying the aboli- 
tion of slavery and the slave trade in the District 
of Columbia, and within the Territories of the 
United States. ] 

Mr. LEE, of New Jersey; 

Messrs. BEAUMONT, MILLER, DENNY, 
and HENDERSON, of Pennsylvania; 

Messrs. HOWARD, McKIM, STEEL, and 
JENIFER, of Maryland; 

Messrs. CRAIG, BEALE, MORGAN, LOY- 
ALL, and TALIAFERRO, of Virginia; 

Messrs. RENCHER, GRAHAM, McKAY, 
CONNOR, and BYNUM, of North Carolina; 

Messrs. PINCKNEY and ROGERS, of South 
Carolina; 

Mr. CLEVELAND, of Georgia. 

(Mr. CLeveLanp presented the petition of sun- 
dry citizens of Baker county, praying compensa- 
tion for spoliations committed by the Creek In- 
dians within the jurisdictional limits of Georgia.] 

Messrs. BOYD, WILLIAMS, and JOHN- 
SON, of Kentucky; 

Messrs. DUNLAP, JOHNSON, HUNTS- 
MAN, STANDEFER, and BELL, of Tennes- 
sec; 

Messrs. JONES, MASON, BOND, WHIT- 
TLESEY, HAMER, WEBSTER, STORER, 
VINTON, and CORWIN, of Ohio. 

[Mr. Hamer presented the petition of P. W. 
Todd, praying compensation for a horse lost in 
the service of the United States; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Claims. Also, a me- 
morial from citizens of Ohio and Kentucky, 
adopted at a meeting held in Aygusta, Kentucky, 
praying for a branch of the national road from 
Columbus, Ohio, to Frankfort, Kentucky; which 
was referred to the Committee on Roads and 
Canals. | 

Mr. HANNEGAN, of Indiana. 

[Mr. Hannecan presented the memorial of 
Major James H. Hook, asking compensation for 
services rendered in the subsistence department; 
which was referred to the Committee on Claims.] 

Messrs. MAY and REYNOLDS, of Illinois. 

(Mr. May presented a memorial from the mi- 
ners of the Upper Mississippi, in the State of 
Ilinois, and western part of Michigan Territory, | 

raying that the right of way be extended to all 

awful occupiers of the mineral grounds; 

Also, petitions for post routes from Knoxville, 
Ilinois, te Galena. 

Mr. Reynoxps, presented the claim of Daniel | 
Atkinson, praying a pension for wounds re- | 
ceived while he was in the military service of the 
United States, and occasioned by said service; | 
which was referred to the Committee on Invalid ` 
Pensions. ] ! 
i Messrs. MARTIN and CHAPMAN, of Ala- 

ama. 


On motion by Mr. JUDSON, it was 


Resolved, That the Committee on Revolutionary Pen- 
gions be instructed to inquire into the expediency of grant- 
ing a pension to Abner Green, a soldier of the Revolution. 


On motion by Mr. McKENNAN, it was i 


Resolved, That the accompanying papers be referred to | 
the Committee on Claims, who are instructed to inquire 
into the expediency of passing a special law, directing the 
settlement of the accounts of John Krepps, late a contractor 
on the Cumberland road. 


On motion by Mr. BEAUMONT, it was 


Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads be instructed to inquire into the expediency of 
establishing a post route from Danville to Cattawissa, in 
Pennsylvania, 


On motion by Mr. LOVE, it was 


f 
| 
li 


Resolved, That the Committee on Public Lands be, 


and they are hereby, instructed to inquire into the expe- 
diency of permitting the Maumee Branch Railroad Com- 
pany, chartered by the Legislative Council of Michigan, in 
August, 1835, to locate the said road over any of the public 
lands it may become necessary for the said company to 
pass in extending the same from Manhattan, at the mouth . 
ofthe Maumee river, to New Buffalo, at the mouth of the 
Gallatin river, on Lake Michigan. 


On motion by Mr. COFFEE, it was 


Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Office and ' 
Post Roads be instructed to inquire into the expediency of 


7 
t 
| 
i 
i 


the establishment of a post route from Jacksonville, Telfair 
county, by Holmesville, Appling county, Wayne Court- 
house, to Waresboro‘, Ware county. 

On motion by Mr. FRENCH, it was 


Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Office and 


| 
| 


i 
ti 
H 
i 
i 


Post Roads inquire into the expediency of establishing a |: 
post route from Greenupsburg in Greenup county, Ken- ` 
tucky, via Old Town, to the cross roads at the Little Sandy | 


Saline, in the same county. 


On motion by Mr. HOPKINS, it was 


Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads be instructed to inquire into the expediency of 
establishing a post route from Greenville, Grayson county, 
Virginia, to Jeffersonville, in the State of North Carolina. 


On motion by Mr. RUSSELL, it was 


Resolved, That the Committee on Revolutionary Claims 
be instructed to inquire into the expediency of providing by 
law for the payment of commutation pay, and for bounty 
land, to the heirs and legal representatives of James Dole, 


structed to inquire into the expediency of making provision 
for the payment of two notes, held by H.C. Schnebley, 
and given by Thomas B. Hall for land purchased by him 
from Henry Lewis; which land was sold by the United 
States to pay a claim due to the same from said Hall, as 
' collector of the direct tax for the year 1816. 


On motion by Mr. McK AY, it was 


Resolved, That the Committee on Naval Affairs be in- 
structed to inquire into the expediency of causing the coast 


deceased, late of the State ot New York, an officer in the | 


army of the Revolution. 


On motion by Mr. JOHNSON, of Virginia, it 


was 


be instructed to inquire into the expediency of so amending 
the act of the 7thof June, 1832, as to extend its benefits to 
those spies and rangers who served six months or more 
during the war of the Revolution, whether such services 
were performed in an imbodied corps or otherwise. 


On motion by Mr. JONES, of Ohio, it was 


Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Office and Post 
Roads be instructed to inquire into the expediency of estab- 
lishing a mail route from Bakersville in Wayne county, by 
Millbrook, Moorland, Shreene’s Mills, to Nashville, in 
Holmes county, Ohio. 


On motion by Mr. KENNON, it was 


Resolved, That the Committee on Revolutionary Pensions 
be instructed to inquire into the expediency of placing the 
name of William Beard on the pension roll. 


On motion by Mr. MAURY, it was 


Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Office and Post 
Roads be instructed to inquire into the expediency of estab- 
lishing a post route from Murfreesboro’ to Salem >4 roads, 
in Rutherford county, Tennessee. 


On motion by Mr. CARTER, it was 
Resolved, That the Committee on Roads and Canals be 
directed to inquire into the expediency of authorizing a re- 
connoissance and survey of the route of the Cincinnati and 
' Charleston railroad. 


On motion by Mr. CARTER, it was 


Resolved, That the Committee on Commerce be in- ` 
structed to inquire into the expediency of establishing a | 


port of entry at King’s Port, on the Holston river, in the |! 


State of Tennessee. 


On motion by Mr. UNDERWOOD, it was 


Resolved, That the Committee on Invalid Pensions be 
instructed to inquire into the expediency of establishing a 


Resolved, That the Committee on Revolutionary Pensions a 


pension agency in the town of Bowling Green, Kentucky. | 


On motion by Mr. HAWES, it was 


| Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Office and 
| Post Roads be instructed to inquire into the expediency of 
| establishing a post route from Cloverport, Breckenridge 

county, by John Hayne’s, Taylor’s Mil, Hartford, Wiliam 


Brown’s, in Ohio county, to Worthington, in Muhlenberg | 


county, Kentucky; and from Hawesville, in Hancock coun- 
ty, to Nettsville, in Davies county ; and from Clarksville, 
Tennessee, by Lafayette, to Clayton, in Kentucky. 


On motion by Mr. HARDIN, it was 


_ Resolved, That the Committee on Claims be instructed to 
| Inquire into the expediency of paying Bernard Fowler, 


Samuel Overton, and James Green, for horses lost during | 
| the last war, when in the service of the United States, under 


: the command of General McArthur, and that the papers in 
| support of said claims be also referred to said committee. 


‘| On motion by Mr. McLENE, it was 


| Resolved, That the Committee on Revolutionary Pensions 
| be instructed to inquire into the expediency of allowing to 
| Elias Pegg the arrears of pay, asa revolutionary soldier, from 

the 6th day of May, 1820, when he was stricken from the 


. pension roll, until the 5th day of March, 1830, when his : 


; name was restored to the roll. 


_ On motion by Mr. JOHNSON, of Louisiana, 

| 1t was 

|, _ Resolved, That the Committee oi 

: structed to inquire into the expedie 
securing, in addition to a copyright, 
formance of dramatic compositions b 

: States. 


On motion by Mr. LAWLER, it was 


Resolved, That the Committe 
` Post Roads be instructed to inquire into the expediency of 
| establishing a post route from Erie, by way of Daniel's prai- 
; rie and John’s Bluff, to Livingston, in Alabama. 


On motion by Mr. SEVIER, it was 


i 


n the Judiciary be in- 


a privilege for the per- 


Post Roads be instructed to in 
establishing a mail route from Izard Court-house to Dar- 
danell, and from the mouth of the Arkansas river, by the 
mouth of White river, to Helena, in Arkansas Territory. 
On motion by Mr. THOMAS, it was 
Resolved, That the Committee on the Judiciary be in- 


quire into the expediency of 


| 
| 


ncy of enacting a law ; 


y citizens of the United 


e on the Post Office and : 


Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Office and : 


| 


' of the United States, between the Chesapeake and the 
southern part of Florida, to be examined with a view tothe 
selection of one or more sites for the estabiishment of a 
navy-yard or yards. 


On motion by Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky, 


it was 

Resolved, That the Committee on Roads and Canals be 
instructed to inquire into the expediency of establishing a 
national road, leading from Portsmouth, in the State of 
Ohio, by way of Prestonsburgand Pikeville, in the State of 
Kentucky, through Virginia and Tennessee, and to the 
southwest extremity of Lirville mountain, in the State of 
North Carolina ; and that the reconnoissance and survey of 
said route, executed in 1831, by Lieutenant Colonel S. H. 
Long, Topographical Engineer, be referred to said com- 
mittee. 

Resolved, That said committee be instructed to inquire 
into the expediency of making an appropriation. 


On motion by Mr. CASEY, it was 

Resolved, That the Committee on Roads and Canals be 
instructed to inquire into the expediency of making an ap- 
propriation for the improvement of the great post road from 
the bank of the Wabash river, opposite Vincennes, Indiana, 
by Palestine, Darwin, Paris, and Danville, to Chicago, on 
Lake Michigan, in Illinois. 


On motion by Mr. MARTIN, it was 


Resolved, That the Committee on Roads and Canals be 
instructed to inquire into the expediency of permitting the 
Legislature of the State of Alabama to impose such tolls for 

i the use of the canal round the Muscle and Colbert’s shoals, 
in‘the Tennessee river, as will be sufficient to keep the 
same in repair. 


On motion by Mr. DAVIS, it was 


Resolved, That the Committee on Revolutionary Pensions 
be instructed to inquire into the expediency of revising and 
consolidating the pension laws. 


On motion by Mr. WHITE, of Florida, it was 


Resolved, That the Secretary of War be directed to com- 
municate to this House the report of Major J. D. Graham, 
and the documents referred to in said report, upon the 
examination of the route of a railroad from Pensacola to 
Columbus, in Georgia. 


On motion by Mr. ASHLEY, it was 


Resolved, That the Committee on the Public Lands be 
| instructed to inquire into the expediency of providing, by 
law, for the issuing a patent in favor of the legal represent- 
atives of Gregois Sarpcy, for a tract of 7,056 arpents of land 
granted to said Sarpey by the Spanish Government. 


On motion by Mr. MAY, it was 


Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads be instructed to inquire into the expediency of 
establishing a post route from Princeton, in Putnam county, 
` Ilinois, by Brigham’s and Dimick’s Grove, to the Paupan 
i Grove. 


RAILROAD IN FLORIDA. 


A bill from the Senate, authorizing the East 
: Florida Railroad Company to construct a road 
through the public lands in Florida, was, on 
motion by Mr. Wurre, taken up. The question 

| was on its third reading. 

Mr. HARDIN wished further time to make an 
examination of this bill, and he therefore moved 
an adjournment, but withdrew it at the sugges- 
tion of 

Mr. WHITE, of Florida, who explained that 

: the bill did not embrace an appropriation of a foot 
: of public land, but only the use of way through 
‘it, and that the operations of the company were 
opende for want of the bill. The contemplated 

roa | connected the Gulf of Mexico with the At- 
antic. 
| Mr. CAMBRELENG replied, that the bill 
; Ought to be committed; for it not only gave the 
‘right of way through the public lands, but also 

all the materials thereon necessary for the con- 
| struction of the road, buildings, &c. He moved 
that it be postponed till to-morrow. 

Before the motion was taken, 

On motion by Mr. HARDIN, the House ad- 
journed. 


ii 


IN SENATE. 
Turspay, March 15, 1836. 


Mr. CLAYTON, from the Committee on the 
Judiciary, to which had been referred the petition 
of the widow of Philip Moore, made an unfavor- 
i able report thereon. 

Mr. DAVIS, from the Committee on Com- 
merce, to which had been referred the bills from 


1886. 


the House for the relief of Reuben Colburn, Jo- ! 
seph W. Wormstead and Abiel Roads, reported i 
them severally without amendment., 

Mr. TOMLINSON, from the Committee on! 
Pensions, to which had been referred the petition 
of Thomas Halliday, reported a bill for his relief; 
which was read, and ordered to a second reading. 

Mr. EWING, of Ohio, from the Committee on 
Public Lands, to which had been referred the 
bill authorizing the trustees of the University 
of Michigan to convey certain lands, reported the 
same without amendment; and, on motion by 
Mr. E., the bill was considered as in Committee 
of the Whole, and ordered to a third reading. 

Mr. WALKER gave notice, that he would to- 
morrow ask leave to introduce a bill to extend 


the benefits of the preémption act of 1824 to cer- , 


tain individuals in certain cases; also, a bill to 
enable those individuals who have been deprived 
of the benefits of the preémption of 1834, by the 
location of Choctaw reservations, to prove and 
substantiate their claims. 


RESOLUTION. 


Mr. KING submitted the following resolution; — 


which was considered and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Committee on tue Post Office and 
Post Roads be instructed to inquire into the expediency of | 
establishing a post route from Tuscaloosa to Fairfield, in 
the county of Pickens, Alabama. 

BILL INTRODUCED. 

Mr. KING, of Georgia, in pursuance of notice 
given, asked, and obtained leave, and introduced ' 
a bill to authorize the construction of a railroad 
in the Territory of Florida; which was read twice, 
and referred to the Committee on Roads and 
Canals, i 

PROCEEDS OF THE PUBLIC LANDS. 

Mr. EWING moved to take up the bill to ap- 
propriate, for a limited time, the proceeds of the 
sales of the public lands among the States, and | 
for other purposes. 

Mr. BUCHANAN said he had intended, as 
soon as the morning’s business had been got 
through with, to move that the Senate proceed ` 
to the consideration of executive business. i 

After some remarks from Messrs. EWING, 
BENTON, and BLACK, Mr. EWING called : 


for the yeas and nays on the question; which i 


t 
| 


l 


the bill by the following vote: 

YEAS—Me8srs. Black, Calhoun, Ciay, Clayton, Critten- 
den, Davis, Ewing of Ohio, Goldsborough, Hendricks, Kent, 
Knight, Leigh, McKean, Mangum, Naudain, Porter, Pren- 
tiss, Preston, Robbins, Southard, Swift, Tomlinson, Web- 
ster, and White—24. 

NAYS—Messrs. Benton, Brown, Buchanan, Cuthbert, 
Ewing of HMlinois, Grundy, Hill, Hubbard, King of Ala- 
bama, King of Georgia, 
Rives, Robinson, Ruggles, Shepley, Tallmadge, Tipton, 
Walker, Wall, and Wright—23. R 

Mr. EWING, of Ohio, after some remarks on 
the amendments to the bill, entered into a discus- 
sion of its general merits. [t had been twice dis- , 
cussed, but the situation of the country was differ- | 
ent now from what it was when it was up before. | 
The public debt was not then paid, and there was , 
xo surplus revenue in the Treasury; at least it was 
not conceded, although the friends of the Admin- 
istration contended there was. There was no 
reason why this bill should be made a party ques- 
tion. Ona former occasion, several Senators who 
were party men and friends of the Administration 
had voted for it. The amount of revenue in the 
Treasury had been a matter of controversy. Mr. 
E. referred to a report of the Secretary of the 
Treasury, and details of other reports, to show 
the amount of revenue. He included in his esti- 
mate the amount of stock in the United States 
Bank, which (he said) had ceased toexist as a na- 
tional bank, and he estimated the amount to be 
received by the Government from that institution 
at $8,000,000. Difficulties had heen suggested in 
regard to obtaining that stock. He knew of none. 


But if the stock should be reduced half a million |/ 


ora million lesa in the adjustment of the diffi- | 
culty, it was a small matter as related to the main 
question. In reply to what had been alleged by | 
the gentleman from Georgia, [Mr. Kine, ] that the 
same sum was calculated twice, he admitted that, 


if they could mark each $100 bill, and each eagle, |i 


to be applied to each particular object, or if the 
Administration was defunct, and they were about 


. pressure would follow, which could only 


Linn, Morris, Nicholas, Niles, ` 


ji was wl 
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gentleman would apply. But the demands againat 
the Government were not all made at once; and 


‘| if about two millions were retained in the Treas- 


'ury as a kind of safety fund, it would be suffi- 
: cient—all above that amount might be safely 
appropriated without at all embarrassing the 
concerns of the Government. He coincided with 
the gentleman from Missouri, [Mr. Benron,] that 
the moneyed affairs of the country were in a 
diseased state, and alleged that there was a spirit 
; of speculation abroad in consequence of the great 
‘increase of paper money. He wentinto a calcu- 


‘lation, from which he estimated the amount that 'i 
would be in the Treasury at the end of the cur- | 


rent year at $51,273,000, after deducting all ap- 
propriations, ordinary and extraordinary. He 
said, from an examination of the reports of the 
p Secretary of the Treasury of last year, it would 
| be seen that his estimates were not to be relied 


j on, They had fallen far shortofthe actual receipts. 


. He attributed it to negligence. It looked like as 
' if he wanted to hide the true state of the matter 
: from the people, to effect the political objects of 
those in power, though he did not say positively 
that it was so. He referred to a statement he 
; had made from the Commissioner of the General 


| Land Office to show the average receipts into the |: 


Treasury, at different periods, from lands which 


:- would give in the aggregate twenty-seven millions , 


for the whole year; at all events, at the lowest 


‘possible estimate, it would exceed twenty mil- ;; 
He attributed the ppt of speculation to 


ions. 
the increased number of banks, loaning large 
sums of money to speculating companies to in- 
vest in lands, and predicted that there must neces- 
sarily be a crash among them; and that ruin and 
be 
averted by the passage of this bill, which would 


now draw the money out of these banks before , 
the mischief could be done. Although the Bank ; 
of the United States had expired, yet this dead |: 
bank, as he termed it, was charged with blowing | 
; up this balloon—this bubble of paper money— 


into this vast amount that is flooding the country. 
He adverted to the frauds that were committed 


: in obtaining certificates, and the great number of | 
in the anxiety | 


applications that rested on perjury 
w 


' to obtain the public lands, an ich the passage 


were ordered; and the Senate decided to take up | Sf this bill would put astop 19, às these Bpecula- 


|i money from these banks to speculate upon, and 
|. their interest would prevent them from making a 
ʻi run on these banks. Onan average calculation for 
i! thirty-five years which he had made, there would 
:. be $15,000,000 received annually from the public 
;, lands, and, under the most inauspicious circum- 

stances, there was no doubt of $10,000,000 being 
, received. At present, these lands were specu- 
‚į lated upon, and. he could not blame persons for 


|i speculating upon them; but it was the duty of a 


| wise Legislature to place these lands in the hands 
: of the cultivator, and suffer no middle man to 
| come between him and the Government. Here- 
| tofore the regular appropriations for fortifications 
: were about three millions per annum, and that 
sum had been more than could be expended. He 
illing to appropriate even more than that 
: sum, but he did not believe as much could be 
expended this year as in former years. The 
Government had not been able to procure a suffi- 
cient number of competent engineers to direct the 
; to work on the fortifications, and had been unable 
; expend the whole of the sumsappropriated. The 
: improvements going on in Indiana, Ohio, and 
| Pennsylvania, would occupy the labor of a vast 


and materials used in the South, would be brought 
from the North, and reduce the number of hands, 
&c., there. Although a bill had been reported to 
į increase the corps of engineers, the passage of 
| the bill could not make engineers; that must take 
i time. It had been said that persons who had 
been engaged in building canals, bridges, roads, 
&c., could be called to the aid of the engineers; 
but he thought that class of individ were 
| incompetent to superintend the erection of fortifi- 
cations. He never knew ofany particular country 
being profited by maintaining armies. He was 
willing, however, to maintain as many soldiers 
as were necessary to keep the public arms in 
order, or as many as were necessary for a peace 


settling up its concerns, the argument of the 


establishment. - 


_ tors could not, im the event of its passage, obtain | 


| number of hands. The mass of labor, provisions, | 


This measure, (the fortification bill,) antago- 
nistical to this bill, he thought would net satisfy 
the people; they would not agree to have their 
money taken and appropria to these purposes. 
They could not bring the revenue down within 
the limits of the ordinary expenses of the Gov- 
ernment without distributing it. The reduction 
of the price of the public lands would only increase 
| the purchases, and give rise to greater speculation; 
and the very attempt to get clear of these difficul- 
ties by means of fortifications would increase 
, them. The great accumulation of bank paper 
was the cause of the instability of the price of 
property. He had foreseen this state of things. 
As the Administration was on the brink of the 
(| gulf, ready to shoot over the cataract down the 
| eeepc they now cry out ‘* Bank of the United 
; States,” and charge it with being the cause of this 
|, diseased state of the currency. 

Here Mr. E. gave way to a motion by Mr. 
ii Sourmarp to adjourn. 

|, On this motion the yeas and nays were ordered; 
|i and were as follows: 

|| YEAS—Meesrs. Black, Calhoun, Clay, Crittenden, Davis, 
, Ewing of Ohio, Hendricks, Knight, Leigh, Mangum, Moore, 
', Nauduin, Porter, Prentiss, Preston, Robbins, Swift, Tom- 
1} linson, Webster, and White—19. 

NAYS—Messrs. Benton, Brown, Buchanan, Cuthbert, 

Ewing of Illinois, Grundy, Hill, Hubbard, King of Georgia, 
King of Alabama, Linn, McKean, Morris, Nichols, Rivers 
Robinson, Ruggles, Shepley, Tallmadge, Walker, Wall, and 
| Wright—22. 
The motion being lost, was, after some re- 
| marks from Messrs. WEBSTER, BENTON, 
Il and BUCHANAN, again renewed by Mr. MAN- 
: GUM; and the yeas and nays being ordered were 
‘| —yeas 19, nays 26. 

After some further remarks from Messrs. EW- 
|| ING, PRESTON, BENTON, and BUCHAN- 
| AN, the former gave way to a motion by the 
‘| latter to go into the consideration of executive 


rt 


4 


` business; which was agreed to; and after which 
The Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Tuespay, March 15, 1836. 


Mr. BELL asked the unanimous consent of the 
House to submit a resolution providing that, here- 
after, the hour to which the House shall stand 
| adjourned shall be eleven o’clock, a. m., each 
` day, until otherwise ordered. 

i Objection being made, Mr. BELL moved to 
suspend the rule, in order to enable him to offer 
his resolution. ; 

Mr. GRENNELL asked for the yeas and nays 
on the motion; which were ordered. i 

Mr. MERCER moved to amend the motion to 
suspend, so as to afford the standing committees 
an opportunity to report. i 
i Aher some conversation between Messrs. 
| EVANS, MERCER, ADAMS, MILLER, and 

the CHAIR, the motion of Mr. Mercer was 
ij decided to be out of order. 

The question was then taken on suspending 
the rules; and decided in the affirmative—yeas 
144, nays 43; as follows: ` 


YEAS—Messrs. Adams, Chilton Allan, Heman Allen, 
Anthony, Ashley, Bailey, Barton, Bean, Bell, Bond, Boon, 
; Borden, Bouldin, Boyd, Briggs, Bunch, Burns, Bynum, 
| John Calhoon, William B. Calhoun, Cambreleng, Carr, 
! Carter, Casey, George Chambers, Jehn Chambers, Chaney, 
| Claiborne, Coles, Connor, Corwin, Craig, Crane, Cushman, 
| Darlington, Davis, Deberry, Denny, Dickerson, Doubleday, 
i: Dunlap, Everett, Fairfield, Farlin, French, PhiloC. Fuller, ° 
' James Garland, Glascock, Graham, Granger, Grantland, 

Graves,Grenneli, Haley, Hiland Hall, Hamer, Hard, Harlan, 

Harper, Samuel S. Harrison, Hawkins, Haynes, Heister, 
| Hoar, Hopkins, Howard, Huntsman, Ingersoll, Ingham, . 
Witliam Jackson, Janes, Jenifer, Cave Johnson, Joseph 
| Johnson, John W. Jones, Benjamin Jones, Judson, Kilgore, 
Kinnard, Klingensmith, ane, Lansing, Lawier, Law- 

rence; Luke Lea, Lincoln, Logan, Love, Loyal], Abijah 
| Mann, Martin, John Y. Mason Moses Mason, William 
į Mason, Sampson Mason, Maury, May, McCarty, McComas, 
McKay, McKennan, McKeon, McKim, Mercer, Miller, 
Milligan, Montgomery, Morgan, Morris, Owens, Page, Par- 
ker, Patterson, Patton, Peyton, Phelps, Phillipsi ‘otts, 
Reed, John Reynolds, Hoane, Robertson, Rogers, Russell, 
Augustine H. Shepperd, Shields, Sickles, Smith, Standefer, 
Steele, Storer, Sutherland, ‘Taliaferro, Thomas.. John 
Thomson, Waddy Thompson, Toucey, Towns, Turrill, 
Underwood, Vanderpoel, Vinton, Weeks, White, Whittle- 
sey, and Williams—144. 

NAY8—Mesers. Ash, Banks, Beardsiey, Bovee, Brown, 
Campbell, Childs, Clark, Cleveland, Coffee, Dromgonle, 
Evans, Forester, Fry, William K. Fuler, Galsraim illet, 


Grayson, Griffin, Joseph Hall, Hardin, Hawes, Hazeltine, 
Holsey, Howell, Hubley, Jabez Jackson, Jarvis, Henry 


Johnson, Lay, Gideon Lee, Job Mann, McLene, 
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So the rule was suspended; and Mr. BELL sub- 
mitted the resolution above referred to. ‘ 

Mr. HARDIN moved to amend the resolution, 
by proposing that, instead of meeting at eleven 
o'clock from and after the present day, the House 
will meet at that hour, commencing on the first 
day of April next. 

Mr. CAMBRELENG thought they had no 
time to spare, and the sooner they commenced 
their sessions at an earlier hour the better. He 
therefore called for the yeas and nays on the 
motion to amend; which were ordered, and were 


as follows: 

YEAS — Messrs. Heman Alten, Anthony, Ash, Bai- 
ley, Banks, Barton, Beale, Beaumont, Boon, Borden 
Bovee, Boyd, Brown, Bums, Bynum, John Calhoon, Wil- 
liam B. Cathoun, Campbell, Chaney, Clark, Cleveland, 
Coffee, Coles, Connor, Crane, Darlington, Deberry, Denny, 
Dickerson, Doubleday, Dromgoote, Etfner, Evans, Forester, 
Fry, Philo C. Fuller, Wiliam K. Fuller, Galbraith, Gilet, 
Grayson, Gridin, Hard, Hardin, Samuel S. Harrison, Hawes, 
Haynes, Holsey, Hubley. Ingham, William Jackson, Jabez 
Jackson. Jarvis, Joseph Johnson, Henry Johnson, Benjamin 
Jones, Klingensmith, Lay, Job Manu, McCarty, MecKennan, 
MeLene. Miller, Muhlenberg, Page, Parker, Parks, Patter- 
son, Paiton, Phelps, Pinckney, Potts, Reed, Rencher, John 
Reynolds, Joseph Reynolds, Russell, Schenck, Shinn, 
Spangler, Toucey, Towns, Ward, and Wardweltt—s2. 

NAYS—Messrs. Adams, Chilton Allan, Ashley, Bean, 
Bell, Bond, Bunch, Cambreleng, Carr, Carter, Casey, 
George Chambers, John Chambers, Chapin, Nathaniel H. 
Claiborne, Corwin, Craig, Cushing, Cushman, Davis, Dun- 
tap, Evereit, Fairfield, Farlin, French, James Garland, 
Glascock, Graham, Granger, Grantland, Graves, Grennell, 
Haley, Joseph Hall, Hiland Ilall, Hamer, Harlan, Harper, 
Hawkins, Hazeltine, Heister, Hoar, Hopkins, Howard, 
Howell, Huntsman, Ingersoll, Janes, Jenifer, Richard M. , 
Johnson, Cave Johnson, John W. Jones, Judson, Kennon, 
Kilgore, Kinnard, Lane, Lansing, Lawler, Lawrence, Gid- 
eon Lee, Luke Lea, Lincoln, Logan, Love, Loyall, Lucas, 
Abijah Mann, Martin, John Y. Mason, William Mason, 
Moses Mason, Sampson Mason, Maury, May, McKay, 
McKeon, McKim, Mercer, Milligan, Montgomery, Mor- 
gan, Morris, Owens, Franklin Pierce, Peyton, Phillips, 
Pickens, Roane, Robertson, Rogers, Augustine H. Shep- 
perd, Shiclds, Sickles, Smith, Standefer, Steele, Storer, 
Sutherland, Taliaferro, Thomas, John Thomson, Turner, 
Turrill, Underwood, Vanderpoel, Vinton, Webster, Weeks, 
White, Whittlesey, and Sherrod Williams—112. 

So the amendment of Mr. Harprn was nega- 
tived. 

Mr. HAWES moved to postpone the further con- 
sideration of the resolution until Monday next. 

Mr. MANN, of New York, hoped the consid- 
eration of this resolution would not be postponed. 
When on yesterday he had the honor to ask leave 
to submit a similar motion, which was not then 
received, he presumed, because at the moment it 


was feared it might interfere with the presenta- | 


tion of petitions, he (Mr. M.) had examined the ' 
Journals of several previous long sessions, and | 
he had found the practice of the House nearly | 
uniform to commence their daily sessions at eleven 
o’clock from the twelfth to the fifteenth day of 
March. This was, therefore, among the induce- 
ments influencing him to ask leave to submit such 
a resolution. He believed thatthe public business 
required the immediate adoption of this resolution | 
now introduced by the honorable gentleman from 
Tennessee, (Mr. Betu,] in his (Mr. M.’s) mo- ` 
mentary absence from his seat. He, therefore, 
repeated that he hoped it would not be postponed. 
he motion to postpone was then negatived, , 
and the resolution adopted. ; 
Mr. JENIFER rose and remarked that he 


would suggest to the gentleman from Maine [Mr. ' 


Jarvis} not to press his motion to reconsider the 


resolution submitted by him, (Mr. J.,) in relation | 
e had received, since the : 


to the post office, as 
adjournment of the House on yesterday, a com- 


munication from the General Post Office Depart- ` 


ment, which was satisfactory, and precluded the 
necessity for the adoption of the resolution. 


Mr. BEARDSLE 


mittee on the Judiciary. 


Objection being made, Mr. B. moved to sus- 


pend the rule in order to permit the standing and 
select committecs generally to report. The mo- 
tion was negatived. 

Mr. BOYD moved to suspend the rule for the 
purpose of proceeding with the preliminary ques- 


tions connected with the contested election from ` 


North Carolina; which was negatived—yeas 121, 
nays 77—two thirds being necessary. 
NAVAL SERVICE BILL. 
On motion by Mr. CAMBRELENG, the House, 


asked the consent of the ` 
House to make several reports from the Com- ` 


The question pending was the motion of Mr. | 


Bet to reduce the item for the improvement and 
necessary repairs of the navy-yard at Portsmouth, 
New Hampshire, one half, viz.: from $67,000 to 
433,500. 


Mr. EVANS, who was entitled to the floor, | 


spoke at considerable length. He was aware, as 
had just been stated by the Chair, that the im- 
mediate question pending was the motion of the 
gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. Bent] to reduce 
the appropriation proposed by the bill for the con- 
tingent expenditures of the navy-yard at Ports- 
mouth, New Hampshire. If that had been the 
only question brought into discussion, he should 
have remained silent; but occasion had been taken 
to go somewhat at large into the expenditures 
made in all parts of the country, and also upon 
the question of revenues. He was not very much 
disposed to complain of that, although the pres- 
ent was not a very fit occasion for debate. The 
bill then under consideration was a bill of an or- 
dinary character; a bill for paying seamen and 
for the necessary expenditures in the navy-yards, 
and for the wantof which appropriation he had 
no doubt the public service was suffering. In 
that view he would not be in favor of debate; but, 
notwithstanding, he could not forego the first 
privilege of a deliberative body. They were not 
sent there merely to register what had been sent 
them from other Departments of Government. It 
was one of the highest duties of a deliberative 
body to discuss and examine into such matters 
as came before them. ‘The present bill, it would 
be seen, was for carrying on the most necessary 
public works connected with the Navy. He 
thought it their duty to take up the matter as 
they found it, and consider it. It was well known 
they had ships requiring repair, and that they 
were bound to attend to the public interest. The 
question admitted of but one answer; they were 
bound to do it, and they must do it. 

The gentleman from Vermont [Mr. Everett] 
had said it was his intention to move to dispense 
with the navy-yard at Portsmouth. 
he (Mr. E.) would say, that the Government had 
property to a considerable amount there, and it 
was their duty to take care of it. If Portsmouth 
was nota suitable place for a navy-yard, he would 
| be in favor of abandoning it, and he would do so 
; by the passage of a law to that effect; but until that 
, was done they must preserve the property, and 
provide for the interests of the country. If there 
was any just reasoa why that yard should be 
abandoned, he would not be for enlarging it; but 
if there be no such just reason it was their duty 
to protect, preserve, and repair it. One of the 
items of appropriation was for a timber shed. 


tion for the House to decide was, does the public 
interest require that to be done? They had the 
opinion of the Navy commissioners in favor of 
those sheds; but as to the great importance of 
those works every gentleman would have to de- 
termine for himsclf; and minds would differ on 
such subjects. Still, those commissioners were to 


attached more reliance on those commissioners’ 
estimates than estimates coming from any other 
quarter of the Government, because the Navy 


‘he thought estimates coming from them’ came 
more forcibly than from any other quarter. He 
had looked into those statements, and could see 
nothing objectionable in them. As to the expe- 
diency of abandoning some of the navy-yards 
now established, and establishing others, he was 

i. not prepared to decide. s 
opinion, that they had too many yards of con- 


pose of abolishing any of them the matter would 
have to undergo the most mature deliberation. 


; lic property already at those yards. 
! he gentleman from South Carolina [Mr. 


As to that, ; 


Well, they had timber there; and the only ques- | 


be taken as judges in the matter; and, for onc, he ` 


officers had looked with an eye single tothe pros- ` 
perity of their country. They were the last men | 
who would be found negligent of their duty, and | 


It was, however, his | 


struction; but before steps were taken for the pur- : 


During that time they must take care of the pub- ©: 


| 
| 


y saying 
mit to its 
Mr. E. 
regretted exceedingly to hear a discussion of a 
. geographical character springing up there, and to 
- hear the perpetual allusion to the one sovereign 
remedy in such an emergency—disunion. He 
! thought no good could come from a discussion 
i of that sort, and that they would be better em- 
|. ployed in fulfilling their duty to the public in- 
: terests, and endeavoring to reconcile those feelings 
', of dissatisfaction in a Government, which had 
| poured down such blessings on the people of 
‘America. The gentleman from South Carolina 
had said that almost the whole revenue of the 
nation was paid by the South and West. That 
(Mr. E. said) was not a new doctrine on that floor; 
it was a doctrine which they had heard asserted 
there with transcendent ability; yet the doctrine 
had never been asserted but it had been refuted, 
It never had been maintained, and never could be. 
It had been stated that when a southern exporter 
sent a certain quantity of cotton to a foreign 
market, in his return cargo he lost a portion b 
the operation of the duties thereon. But Mr. RA 
contended that the assessment was the same on 
the northern exporter as on the southern; because, 
ifa northern exporter sends out money for a cargo 
from a foreign market, he lost precisely the same 
amount by the operation of the duty. In relation 
to the revenue from public lands, he conceived 
the old States paid as much as the new, and that 
the new States not only took away the money of 
the old States, but also took away their inhabit- 
ants. The inhabitants of the old States moved 
to the West and bought land, and that mouey was 
paid into the Treasury. Now he could not see, 
in that state of the case, but that the old States 
paid as much of the revenue as the new States, 
Mr, E. was at a loss to see what obligation 
‘ there was in the Government to expend the pro- 
ceeds of the public lands in the South and 
West, since the money was originally-draincd of 
: the East. But if this were so, that the revenue 
was originally derived from one section of the 
country, did it not belong equally to all? Was 
it not a part of the general public Treasury, to be 
expended only where the publicintcrest required ? 
The gentleman from South Carolina [Mr. THomp- 
son] had contended that there should be an 
equality of expenditure. Mr. E. was at a loss 
to know by what rule the gentleman would be 
' governed; whether by geographical position, pop- 
ulation, or what. The only rule Mr. E. would 
establish was to lay out the public money wher- 
ever the public interest required it. If equality 
of disbursement was to be regarded, the question 
would then arise, to what extent should it be car- 
ried? Mr. E. would go as far as the gentleman 
from South Carolina for equality of defense, but not 
for equality of expense of disbursements. If the 
gentleman would devise a grand scheme of equali- 
ity of defense,or ofinternalimprovement, he would 
go with him, keeping in view the public interest 
and exigency. The gentleman had brought for- 
ward a large mass of data showing the public 
expenditure north of a given point. Mr. E. 
would ask the gentleman to lay his finger upon a 
single disbursement or estimate which the public 
interest did not require, and he would go with 
' the gentleman against it. Let him point out a 
single place in the South which required dis- 
bursement, and Mr. E. would vote for it; but he 
could not go with the gentleman for his princi- 
ple of equality of disbursement. The gentleman 
had also brought forward sundry propositions 
for the erection of public works, armorics, &c., 
but he had failed to show that the public in- 
terest required them at those points, or that the 
existing armories were insufficient, but proposed 
them merely because they had been erected in 
the North. “ With regard to arsenals, the South 
: and West had as many as were necessary tosup- 
ply the exigencies of the troops under any cir- 
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Mr. E. then went over various 
items in Mr. Tuompson’s speech, and at great 
length pppoe that gentleman’s principle of 


cumstances. 


equality of expenditure. Mr. E. avowed him- 
self in favor of a navy-yard on a large scale at 
Pensacola, though not on the preponderating 

rinciple of the gentleman from South Carolina; 
But he denied that the Government was open to 
the charge of neglect in that quarter. 

Mr. E. read various tabular statements of the 
expenditures of the Government on our fortifica- 
tions, by way of reply to the argument of the 
gentleman from South Carolina, that the disburse- 
ments were unequal in the North and South, and 
in favor of the former. These statements showed 


that much more had been disbursed in the South | 


than in the North. In the second session of the 
Twenty-First Congress, a complete statement 
had been made out of all the expenses of the Gov- 
ernment up to that time; and, under the head of 
fortifications alone, the expenditure in the South 
was eight millions and forty odd thousand dollars, 
while in the North it was a little over five mil- 
lions. He also produced tables of disbursements 
between 1812 and 1835, all of which showed the 
advantage to be decidedly in favor of the South. 
There were many cases of expenditure in the 
South from which the North could derive no 
corresponding benefit; but should the Govern- 
ment therefore withhold it? 
inole war, which would cost the country some- 
where about six millions. On the gentleman’s 
principle of equality of expenditure, the North 
might oppose this appropriation, unless an Indian 
war of asimilar character, and equally expensive, 
could be gotupinthe North! He then adduced, 
as peculiar items of southern disbursement, the 
Indian annuities, treaties and wars, and the mints 
established there last year, all for the exclusive 
use of the South, and in which the North were 
little or no way interested. Mr. E. avowed him- 
self prepared to support a general system of 
expenditure; that so much should annually be 
appropriated for certain specific objects, such as 
the Navy, fortifications, &c. He referred to the 
course of Mr, Caruoun in originating and fos- 
tering the very system of which his friends now 
complained ; comparing him to Phalaris, who was 
the frst to be immolated in the machine he had 
constructed. Mr. E. concluded his remarks a few 
minutes before four o’clock. 

On motion by Mr. CHAMBERS, of Kentucky, 
the committee rose and reported progress. 

On motion by Mr. MILLER, the House then 
adjourned. 


IN SENATE. 
Wreonrspay, March 16, 1836. 


Mr. WEBSTER said that, in pursuance of 
notice given by him the other day, he wished to 
present several petitions on the subject of the 
abolition of slavery within the District of Colum- 
bia, and to move their reference to the Committee 
for the District of Columbia. He had four peti- 
tions of this nature: the first, purporting to be 
signed by two thousand four hundred and twenty- 
five of the female inhabitants of the city of Bos- 
ton, was in the usual printed form, was entirely 
respectful in its language to that body, and prayed 
for the abolition of the slave trade in the District, 
as well as of slavery; the second was sent by 
other citizens of Boston, of the number of one 
hundred and upwards, and was of the same pur- 
port; the third was signed by a large number of 
the inhabitants of Wayne county, in the Terri- 
tory of Michigan—itcontained no harsh language, 
no reproaches, but treated the evils of which it 
complained with calmnessand decorum; the fourth 
was like the first two, both in substance and form; 
it was signed by a large number of the citizens 
of Boston—clergymen, merchants, professional 
men, and, in short, by nearly all classes of the 
community. He offered these petitions, and, 
conaidering that gentlemen did not wish to raise 


Here was the Sem- ! 


the question as to their reception, he would move 
to refer them to the Committee for the District of 
Columbia. He would only observe that this was 
the most proper course to take with regard to the 
next object of the petitions, which was the su 

pression or restraint of the traffic in slaves. He 
concurred entirely in the propriety of the conduct 
of those gentlemen who voted against the recep- 
tion of the abolition memorials on the ground that 
they asked of Congress to do that which it had 
no constituted power to do; for undoubtedly, if 
petitions came there praying for any measure 
acknowledged to be unconstitutional, they should 
not be received. For instance: if a petition came 
there asking Congress to pass a law abridging 
the liberty of the press, or a law for the support 
of any religious establishment, it should not be 
received; for Congress had no authority to legis- 
late for any such objects. In doubtful cases, how- 
ever, they should receive petitions and consider 
them; but he did not say that this was a doubtful 
case, for he believed that Congress did possess 
the power to abolish slavery in this District, and, 
consequently, to suppress or restrain the traffic 
in slaves. e had often expressed the opinion 
that, with respect to the States, Congress pos- 
sessed no power over the subject; and that while 
it possessed no such power, it was its duty to act 
in good faith towards the two States who made 
the cession, and to take care that this Govern- 
ment did not indirectly bring to bear its own 
weight in this subject. He believed that a great 
majority of the people of the North entertained 
the opinion, first, that Congress had no power to 
interfere with slaveryin thestates; and, secondly, 
that it had the power to abolish slavery or restrain 
the slave trade in this District. The question 
was, then, of justice and of expediency. It might 
be expedient to act on one branch of the subject, 
and neither expedient nor just to touch the other; 
heneg the propriety of a reference to the appro- 
priat® committee, who would enter into all the 
necessary investigations and report what, in their 
opinion, appeared the most desirable course to be 
pursued, and thus avoid any agitation of the sub- 
ject by adiscussion. He recollected that, within 
a few years past—in 1824—a resolution passed 
the other House instructing one of its commit- 
tees to take up the subject and examine it in both 
of its branches; and it was well known that, at 
an earlier period—in 1816—Mr. Randolph, of 
Virginia, raised a resolution to take into consid- 


eration the state of the slave trade in the District || 


—using the strong terms of the ‘slave trade.” 
It was well known that the State of Pennsylvania, 
through both Houses of her Legislature, had 
strongly urged upon Congress the propriety of 
taking up this subject, and instructed her Sen-’ 
ators and Representatives to use their best en- 
deavors to get some favorable action upon it. 
Some resolutions had also passed the General 
Assembly of the State of New York, having the 
same objects in view. Now, these proceedings 
were well known, and he thought the country 
was not prepared to hear that petitions on this sub- 
ject had either not beenreceived at all, or that the 
prayers of them had been rejected without inquiry 
or consideration. One of the subjects embraced 
in them certainly did demand inquiry. He, him- 
self, knew nothing of it, and would not under- 
take to say that the slave trade existed in the 
District, as it was represented; but certainly he 
was not prepared to say that it should not be in- 
quired into. For these reasons, he thought it 
better to give the reference to the Committee for 
the District of Columbia, who were not only the 


aa 


appropriate committee, but were constituted of 
members, a majority of whom were from States 
mostimmediately interested in the question. They 
would be very competent to state the grounds 
and reasons of the conclusion to which they might 
arrive, both on constitutional points, as well as on 
points of justice and expediency. As there were 
many of those petitioners who meant well, he 
thought they were entitled to have their petitions 


received and reasoned with; and if there were 
those who desired nothing but excitement and 
agitation, it appeared to him that it was the part 
of prudence not to give them the advantage by 
allowing them to complain that they had been re- 
fused a Fearne. He wished, therefore, that there 
should be a reference toa committee, who would 
fully investigate the subject, and let their argu- 
ments upon itgo forth to the country, and he had 
no doubt but that this course would tend much to 
produce harmony, good feeling, and mutual con- 
fidence, both in and out of Congress. Mr. W. 
then moved to refer the petitions to the Commit- 


: tee for the District of Columbia. 


Mr. MANGUM said he wished to have an op- 
portunity of recording his vote in opposition to 
the reception of these petitions; and te therefore 
demanded the preliminary question as to their 
reception. f 

r. RIVES said he did not wish, by any re- 
marks of his, to open anew a discussion which 
had already occupied much of the time of the 
Senate, and agitated the feelings of a large por- 


' tion of the country. He rose only to submit a 
| motion. 
‘ conceded by the Senator from Massachusetts, 
' he could, with perfect propriety, vote not even 
| to receive these petitions; for it was the deliberate 
i result of his best judgment, that Congress had 


Under the influence of the principle 


no constitutional authority to abolish slavery in 
the District of Columbia, the object aimed at by 
the petitioners. The grounds of his opinion on 
this subject it would be inappropriate for him to 
go into at the present moment; nor did he wish, 
at any time, to obtrude his views on the Senate, 


i already enlightened by much abler discussion, 


unless the question should be opened again by 
others. Although he held that the Senate had 
the constitutional right to meet these petitions, on 
their first presentation, by a refusal to receive 
then, it dif not follow that it was expedient to 
exercise that right. After the decision alread 
pronounced by this body, it was evident that it 
would be at least useless to renew the attempt. It 
might be that some of the gentlemen who had 
originally voted in favor of the motion not to 
receive these petitions, considering the motion 
now as res judicate, would be inclined to take 
some other course better calculated to attain a 
practical result. Various courses were open to 
consideration. The petitions might be referred 
to the Committee on the District of Columbia, as 
proposed by the gentleman from Massachusetts, 
or to a select committee; they might be referred 
with or without instructions; or they might be 
disposed of bya summary rejection of the prayer 
of the petitioners, as had heretofore been done on 
the motion of the honorable Senator from Penn- 
sylvania, [Mr. Bucuanan.] All these were ques- 
tions. involving a complex consideration of the 
comparative advantages and disadvantages at- 
tending each, which, having so recently taken 
his seat in the Senate, he had yet had no oppor- 
tunity of making up his mind upon, by an inter- 
change of views with other gentlemen standin; 
in the same relation to the subject as himself. 
He, therefore, moved to lay the whole matter, 
for the present, on the table. 

Mr. MANGUM said it was not his purpose 
to open this subject for discussion. He rose for 
the purpose of reiterating that he had been con- 
fined by indisposition when it was up before, 
and desired an opportunity of recording his vote 
ona subject he deemed vital to the existence of 
the South. He gave an unequivocal opinion 

gainst the constitutional power of Congress over 
ihe question, and declared that he would vote 
against every motion to receive a petition that 
should be made. 

Mr. WEBSTER did not wish to hasten the 
decision of this question. If it could be taken up 
somé time next week, he would have na objection: 
to its lying on the table for the present, 

Mr. KING, of Alabama, said that he had hoped, 
when this question was decided by so large a 


xzk_ TOS: i ae 
majority of the Senate, that no entleman wou 
have felt himself bound to have brought forward 
memorials of a similar character to those whose | 
prayers had been rejected. He thought he un- 
derstood the gentleman from Massachusetts as 
saying that he was waiting for the decision of the 
question then pending, in order to determine what , 
course to take with regard to the memorials he 
had in his possession. Could the gentleman have » 
supposed, after the Senate’s deciding by a large | 
majority, on the motion of the gentleman from | 
Pennsylvania, to ae 
them, that any carthly object was to be accom- , 
lished by presenting petitions of the same nature? : 
Fhe gentleman from Massachusetts, by present- 
ing these petititions, and by the opinions he had 
delivered in presenting them, had placed himself | 
at the head of these individuals. He was pre- 
pared after the vote just taken, and he thought 
every other gentleman was also, to let this sub- 
ject, which had created too much excitement 
throughout the country, sleep; and he thought 
they Rad taken a ste 
citement, at least for the remainder of the session. | 
Indeed, from the very first, he was opposed to | 
any agitation or excitement on the subject; and | 


though he had been drawn very reluctantly into the - 
discussion by the force of circumstances, yet he , 


had not promoted the excitement—had thrown 
out no denunciations or reproaches, but, treating 
the subject calmly and rationally, was anxious 
that it should be put to rest as specdily as possi- 
ble. If, however, any decision was again to be 
had, let us (said Mr. K.) decide it at once. One | 
word as to the reference to the Committee on the | 
District of Columbia, proposed by the Scnator 

from Massachusetts. Did the Senator believe ` 
that a report from that committee, constituted as | 
it was, would have the effect to allay the excite- , 
ment in a certain quarter, he would not say how | 
gotten up? Would a report from a committee, ` 
the majority of whom were slaveholders, be sat- ` 
isfactory to these petitioners? The Senator would, - 


he thought, hardly say that it would. iF 


He wished this question, which had been set- | 


the petition then before |: 


that would allay that ex- © 


© satisfie 


oa ae -P 
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the session, entertain the opinion that a report | 


; could be had from the Committee onthe District of | 


. Columbia that would be satisfactory to all parties; 
but that he had, after further information, and 
subsequent conversations with the members of 


. the Senate, come to the conclusion that a report, 


such as he contemplated, would do more harm 


than good, and he had accordingly submitted the | 


resolution referred to b 


table. 
' Mr. MANGUM hoped this question would 
‘ not be laid on the table. 
his vote against it; although, in his opinion, no 
action of this body could put the spirit of aboli- 
‘tion at rest. He expressed, in strong terms, his 
- apprehensions of the evil consequences that would 
grow out of it. 
Mr. HUBBARD expressed a wish that the 
Senator from Virginia would not press his mo- 


the gentleman from | 
© Massachusetts, and which was then lying on the 


eA Tae ES. 
and moved ta refer. it_to the Committee for the, 
District of Cclumbia. l i 
Mr. PORTER demanded the question on the 
reception of the petition; and 
r. LEIGH moved to lay that question on the 
table. For the reasons stated by his colleague, 


aed 


“(Mr. Rives,] this was the proper disposition to 


make of all such petitions as had been presented, 
or might be presented, to-day. 
The motion to lay the question, as to the recep- 


` tion of the petition, on the table, was decided In 


He wished to record - 


the affirmative. 

Various petitions of a similar character to the 
one just considered were then presented b 
Messrs. SOUTHARD, BUCHANAN, SWIFT, 


i and McKEAN, the preliminary question on all 


-of which were demanded by 


essrs. MAN- 


> GUM and PORTER, and were laid on the table. 


tion to lay upon the table the proposition not to. 


_ receive the memorial. He hoped that the Senate 


sion at this time; and should the Senate, as he 
had no doubt they would, vote to receive the 
petition, he presumed that some one Senator 


would move to lay the motion of the Senator |: 


from Massachusetts and the petition on the 
table. 
The proceedings of the Senate on Friday last 
a his mind that it is not the intention of 
this body, at this session, further to agitate the 
question of slavery within the District of Colum- 
. bia. 
and 
* deci 


ed by a very large majority of its members 


would at one proceed to the vote upon the ques- | 
tion of reception, and prevent any further discus- | 


He was entirely satisfied as to the policy ' 
propriety of such a course. The Senate then | 


‘and vicinity, and from two thousand three 


h 
District of Columbia and Territories of 
ted States. 


Mr. McKEAN presented memorials from citi- 
zens of Pittsburg, managers of the Anti-Slavery 
Society of Philadelphia, citizens of gee tau 

un- 
dred and sixty-three resident females in Philadel- _ 
ia, praying Congress to abolish tarer in the 
the Uni- . 


Mr. CRITTENDEN presented the resolu- 
tions of the Legislature of the State of Kentucky; 


and : 
` Mr. EWING, of Ohio, presented the proceed- i 


ings of a large town meeting öf the citizens of 
Cincinnati, both strongly disapproving the course 


' of the Abolitionists; which were read, and laid on. 


: the table. 


to reject the prayer of a similar petition to the one | 


now presented by the Senator from Massachusetts. 
He was anxious to wait and see what effect shall 
be produced by the adoption of the vote of the 


to agitate this question again. 


Senate on Friday last, and he was very unwilling | 
He was in hopes :: 
that we should not have been asked to take any | 


! course with these petitions which would render | 


Mr. PRESTON moved, as there seemed to 
have been a general disemboguing of abolition 
petitions, that the Secretary be directed to pre- 
pare a statement showing the number of such 
petitions, and the number of the petitioners, and 


' that the statement be printed for the information 


tled by the Constitution, settled by the practice |} further consideration and debate necessary. He | 
of the Government, and settled by the solemn |' had on his table a petition committed to his care, 
decision of the Senate, by a large majority, laid || and if no objection should be made to the mep- 
over, not tobe again revived. If this matter was | tion of the petition, he would move that it be laid ' 
pressed, he should be compelled to give his ob- > on the table. Butif the motion of the Senator | 


jections more at length; but he greatly preferred | from Massachusetts should be adopted, he might | 


aa , if possible, any further discussion. 
r, 
bama had no right to place him at the head of these ; 
people. Heas much desired to take the proper ! 
course to quiet the | 


from Alabama himself; and the gentleman had no | 


authority for saying that he (Mr. W.) had placed |' 


himself at the head of these people. He had | 
given notice of his having these petitions in his 
possession some time ago. It was the opinion 
of the ne from Virginia, (Mr. Tyler,) 

who had recently resigned his seat, that if all the | 
petitions relating to this subject were referred to 
the Committee on the District of Columbia, and | 
reported upon by that committee, it would give 
better satisfaction than anything that could be 
done. Inthat opinion, Mr. W. fully concurred. | 
Senators were mistaken as to the character and | 
object of these petitioners. They were actuated | 
by no political or party motives. Their petition- 
ing arose out of solemn convictions of a religious 
duty. They might be mistaken motives, but it 


aplation, as the gentleman ': 


ji on ig 


A ', finditnecessary to give a different direction to that ' 
EBSTER said the gentleman from Ala- . 


etition from the one he had contemplated. He | 


oped the Senator from Virginia would not press 
! his motion; that the Senate would receive the 
memorials, and that the whole subject would at 
| once be laid upon the table; and that the Senate 
would suspend all further action upon this subject 
! until the Senate shall first ascertain the effect upon 
| the public mind of the proceedings of the Senate 
last upon this subject. 
; Mr. RIVES, in reference to the remarks of the 
| Senator from New Hampshire, begged leave to 
| say that his purpose seemed to have been misap- 
i prehended by that gentleman. It was not his 
i wish to revive the discussion, nor to create any 


| additional excitement; butas he had stated, when ji 


' he moved to lay the question on the table, (hav- 
| ing just taken his scat in the Senate, and had no 
| opportunity of comparing views with his south- 


‘| ern friends on this subject,) he wished to be en- 
There were various modes of ; 


| abled to do so. 
disposing of these petitions, all of which he had 


of the Senate. 

Mr. KING, of Alabama, opposed this motion, 
on the ground of its circulation with the names, 
giving too much consequence to the Abolitionists, 
and of its creating further excitement. 

Mr. PRESTON said, the gentleman was mis- 


: taken in supposing that he wished to print this 


statement with the names, or that he wished to 
give it any circulation. All he wanted was to 
ascertain the number of the petitioners and the | 
sections of the country from whence they came, . 
for the information and guidance of the Senate. . 
Mr. LINN said ke was not certain but this 
motion to print these memorials, if followed up 
by a motion to print the names of the individuals 


i signing them, would be a judicious course. His 


impression was that one half the signaturés were 
fictitious names placed there to give fictitious im- 


; portance to the subject; the greater part of the 


other half, he had good reason to believe, con- 
sisted of the names of womenand children, who, | 
in all probability, were unconscious of the wrong’ 
they were doing. His honorable friend from 
South Carolina, [Mr. Presron,] some two years 
since, for the purpose of preventing frauds on the 
pension laws, moved the printing of the names 
of all those who were on the pension list; this list 


' was widely scattered through the country, and 


' made, one member of society a check on another. 


He was not certain but similar effects would fol- 


|, low the printing of these documents. Such is 


was a feeling not to be removed by hasty action, || named, and all of which he considered as present- 
but might be reasoned with. He had no expect- |! ing questions of expediency only; it was that he ‘| 
ation that the Senate would adopt this motion; :: might, with the light of experience reflected by |! 
but whether they did or not, he wished an op-: other gentlemen whe had been here through the 
portunity to express his views. He thoughta whole session, make up a clear opinion as to | 
fair exposition of the reasons embodied in a re- |; which of those modes was most eligible, that he | 
port would do more good than all the indignant :; wished the subject laid over. Though he be- | 
rejections or summary dispositions that could be | lieved Congress might refuse to receive a petition 
made, The point that it was inexpedient, suppos- : without violating the constitutional guarantee on 
ing it to be constitutional, was not much known | the subject of petitioning, he was not prepared to | 
or understood; and to make it so, the origin, and i; say it was expedient under the present aspect of 
progress, and peculiar circumstances connected ' this case to exercise the right. It was far from | 
with it, should he explained, He wished all the | his wish to raise any discussion again on the sub- 
petitions might go to the committee, and at the | ject, and he regretted that his motion had given 
proper time ey would gera report which would © rise to it. 
roductive of much good. ij ees 
vir, PRESTON. ia Lars said tha his friend | PETITIONS, MEMORIALS, ETC. | 
ash , ; Bale pi i € “J: | 

from Virginia, who was no longer amemberofthet || Mr, EWING, of Ohio, presented a petition of | 
body,(Mr, Tyler,) did, at the commencement of | g similar character from sundry citizens of Ohio, ': 


` the abhorrence with which society at large view 
i the attempts of the Abolitionists to disturb the 
| compromise of the Constitution, and unhinge the 


relations of property secured under that Con- 
stitution, that the names of the disturbers have 


only to be known to bring down upon ‘heir heads 
‘| almost universal condemnation. 


1 He, however, 
believed no course was necessary to their destruc- 
tion but silence. By discussing the subject of 
slavery here no good canbe done, but much harm, 
by keeping the country excited, and giving an 1m- 
portance to the Abolitionists which they do not 
merit. Although representing a slave State here, 
he at no time had ever felt the slightest fear that 
the efforts of the Abolitionists would prove suc- 
cessful. In their memorials they had called slave~ 
holders many hard names; but he had not been 
able to lash himself into a passion for such foolish: 
epithets. Let them alone, and their schemes of 
visions, like a thousand other schemes of visions 
which have had their day, will pass off and be 
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forgotten, or only remembered for theit extrava- 
ance and folly. 
Mr. WALKER exp 


| 


| 


the purpose of a public d 
misnamed philanthropy. Í 
dignify these petitions by printing the names 
of the memorialists. 


setts, who had presented most of these memorials 
this morning. He had also stated the number 
of female subscribers to most of these petitions; 
from which it appeared that about four fifths 
of these memdrialists were females; and no good 
object could be accomplished by publishing their 
names. Could it be ascertained by the mere pub- 
lication of these names how many of these sub- 


scribers were Sunday-school children, some good |; 


object might possibly be accomplished by such 
ublication. Mr. W. said he had hoped that abo- 
Érionism. so far as the action of this body was 


concerned, had been buried by the vote of the Sen- `! 


ate a few days since. The Senate had given it a 
Christian burial, accompanying its interment with 
higher honors than Mr. W. thought it merited. 
The funeral had been accompanied by the Senate 
almost in a body. But Mr. W. deeply regretted 
that the distinguished Senator from Massachu- 
setts (Mr. Wessren] was not one of the pall- 
bearers on that occasion. Butalthough that Sen- 
ator—from a difference of opinion, he hoped, 
rather as to the mode of proceeding than as to the 
main question—had refused to attend this inter- 


ment; yet even his great powers, were he dis- ' 


posed to exert them, could not reanimate this dead 
ody, and produce it for redissection here. Not 
only could he not reanimate it, but he could not 


even galvanize this putrid and putrifying corpse, | 


so as to give to it the horrid motions of a seeming 
existence. 
vote, had informed the abolition memorialists that 
it was utterly vain and nugatory to present any 


further similar petitions to this body, and that i 
the Government of the Union never would inter- ; 


fere with the question of slavery in this District, 
or elsewhere. 


They had refused to place their action against | 


abolition upon the ground of mere inexpediency 


by an almost unanimous vote rejecting a resolu- || 


tion to that effect. The Senate had left their 
action to repose upon the broad basis of the Con- 
stitution, or of the implied faith of the Govern- 
ment, inviolably pledged in the cession of this 
District. The South might now rest perfectly 
secure that Congress never would abolish slavery 
in this District. Mr. W. said that the renewal | 
of this discussion could be productive of no good; : 
that no southern man cou 
northern man ought to desire, to rediscuss the 
question, whether the institutions of the South 
were or were not so disgraceful that they ought 
no longer to be permitted to contaminate the soil 
where now stands the Capitol of the Union. Let 
us not, then, renew or prolong this excitement. : 
Let us not tear open to bleed afresh those wounds 
which are now healing, under the balm a lied, 
by the recent vote of this body, Mr. W. did 
hope that the honorable Senator from Massachu- 
setts (Mr. Wensrer] would withdraw his motion 
to refer these petitions to the Committee on the 
District of Columbia. 
mittee, Mr. W. knew that it would report against 
granting the prayer of these petitioners; but that 
port would only renew and prolong the discussion, 
and eventuate in the same vote already dopted by 
the Senate. Seeing, then, that no good could be 
accomplished by pressing these motions, Mr. W. 
hoped, not only that they would be withdrawn, 
but that the Senator from Massachusetts would 
withdraw the petitions altogether. 


isplay of a false and | 
Mr. W. would not |. 


Their number has been | 
already stated by the Senator from Massachu- ` 


The Senate, by an almost unanimous ; 


fa desire, and that no |! 


As a member of that com- | 
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The motion of Mr. Preston was laid on the 
table. 

Mr. LEIGH presented three petitions from the 
heirs of revolutionary officers, praying for the 
commutation pay of their ancestors; which were 
referred to the Committee on Revolutionary — 
Claims. . 

Mr. BUCHANAN presented the petition of - 
| Charles De Haas, administrator of John Phillip 

; de Haas, an officer of the revolutionary army; 
‘| which was referred to the same committee. i 
| Mr. RUGGLES presented the petition of sun- | 
:| dry merchants of Maine, praying for an appro- | 
|| priation for the improvement of a certain harbor 
l| in that State; which was referred to the Commit- , 
tee on Commerce. 

Mr. WALKER, on leave, and in pursuance | 
i of previous notice, introduced two bills, extend- 
ing the benefits of the preémption laws to certain 
individuals in certain cases; both of which were 
: twice read, and referred to the Committee on 

Private Land Claims. - 

Mr. WALL presented several petitions from 
citizens of New Jersey, remonstrating against the 
passage of the law to renew the parent of Joseph | 


| Grant for making hat bodies; which was laid on 
` the table, and ordered to be printed. 
Mr. WALL also presented resolutions of the | 
Legislature of the State of New Jersey, calling ` 
the attention of Congress to the various petitions 


| pa T 


i 


yr an appropriation for the erection of 
int elaware, on the shoals near Cape | 
, roads; which was referred to the Committee on `; 
| Commerce. 7 

Mr. BENTON, from the Committee on Mili- ' 
tary Affairs, made a report on the resolution on 
the subject of a survey for fortifications on Lake | 
Champlain. 

Mr. BENTON submitted a resolution to ex- ` 
punge from the Journal of the Senate the resolu- `i 
tion of the 28th day of March, 1834, censuring 
the conduct of the Executive in relation to the 
i| removal of the public deposits from the Bank of 
i| the United States. 

Mr. WALKER, in pursuance of notice given, `i 
asked and obtained leave, and introduced two `` 
bills, one providing for the extension of the time | 
|| of proving certain preémptions granted under the | 
j act of 19th June, 1834, where such proof had ` 
been prevented by the want of public surveys; | 


and the other bill to extend the time for proving | 
| certain preémption claims granted by the same | 


; act, where such proof had been prevented by the | 
opposing location of certain pretended Choctaw 
reservations. 

These bills were severally read twice by gen- : 
| eral consent, and i 
| Mr. WALKER moved to refer them to the. 
i Committee on Private Land Claims. ! 

Mr. CALHOUN moved to refer them to the | 
Committee on the Public Lands; and advocated 
this motion by contending that they involved the i 
| policy of the Government in regard to the pre- ` 
H empren law, to the further extension of which, ' 

e 


' the sale and re 


' vailed. 


‘| against making this a part 


“ree a large majority of the Senate was ; 
sed. | 
r. WALKER replied, that the present bills |! 
did not involve an extension of the preémption j 
system; that the claims embraced in the bills now |; 
offered were already vested rights under the act ` 
of 19th June, 1834, and were now obstructed in | 
the proof by no fault or neglect upon the part of | 
the owners; that, after these claims had been | 
| vested by an act of Congress, the proprietors had; | 
|| in many cases, made extensive and valuable im- |; 
i| provements; that gins, Mr. W. believed, had in | 
i] some cases been erected; and that, after all this | 
" had taken place, to set up these lands again at 


op 


public auction; or tolocate otherclaime over them, 
would be an act of spoliation which ke hoped this 
Government would never commit; that these were 


‘| private land claims; and that the committee on 
': such claims was the proper one to which to refer 
| these bills; that to send them to the Committee on 
| Public Lands, upon the principle already reported 
. by that committee, would be to insure a report 

` against some, if not all, of these bills. 

‘ took this occasion to declare that, although these 


Mr. W. 


bills did not involve the general preémption sys- 


i tem, yet he should press the adoption at this ses- 


sion of a standing preémption law so guarded aw 
to prevent the perpetration of any future frauds 
on the Government; that he should also press the 
reduction and graduation of the price of the pub- 
lic lands in favor only of the actual settlers; and 
f all the public lands in forty- 
’s motion to refer these bills 
e Land Claims pre- 


acre lots. Mr. 
to the Committee on Privat 


PROCEEDS OF THE PUBLIC LANDS. 
On motion by Mr. EWING, of Ohio, 
The Senate took up the bill to appropriate, for 
a limited time, the proceeds of the sales of the 
public lands among the States. 
Mr. EWING, after adverting to some of the 


| points made yesterday, went into an argument in 


support of the constitutional power of Congress 
to make the distribution provided for in the bill. 
He went into, and commented upon, the deeds 
of cession from Virginia. The Government was 


: the cestui que trust—the mere trustee of the States 
, in the Confederacy—for the receipt of the money 
| arising from the sales of those lands. The early 


history of the country would show the proceeds 
of the lands were not intended merely to defray 
the expenses of the Government, but contem- 
plated a private distribution. Mr. E. made a 
detailed estimate of the amount the States would 
severally receive in the distribution. Hedid not 
understand the allegation, that this was a bribe to 
the people, as at all applicable, unless the hand- 
ing over of money by a trustee to the persons for 
whom he held in trust could be called a bribe. 
All good government might, with ag much pro- 

riety, be called a bribe. No one man was to 
be the gainer by it over another; all would be 
benefited equally by it. Congress could not dis- 
tribute this money so advantagcously as the Le- 
gislatures of the respective States. He spoke 
question, and of the 


| peoferableness of this mode of disposition over 
g 


aving the money in the pet banks. He hoped 
the bill would pass in its present shape, or be 
amended, if necessary, so as to make it more 
acceptable. 

After Mr. EWING concluded, 

Mr. HILL expressed his wish to address the 
Senate on the subject. He would, at the pleas- 
ure of the Senate, either go on then, or move to 
adjourn, or move to postpone the further conaid- 
eration of the bill, with a view of going into ex- 


‘| ecutive business; and, having ascertained the 


sense of the Senate, Mr. H. moved the postpone- 


|| ment of the bill; which was agreed to. 


On motion by Mr. KING, of Georgia, the Sen- 


:, ate proceeded to the consideration of executive 


business; after which it adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Wepnespay, March 16, 1836. 
Pursuant to the resolution adopted yesterday, 


; the House was called to order at eleven o’clock. 


Mr. EVANS objected to the reading of the 
Journal, on the ground that no quorum was in 
attendance. 

The CHAIR counted the members, when it 


: appeared that only seventy-three were present— 


no quorum. 
r. HAWES moved that the House take a 
recess until twelve o’clock, for want of a quorum. 
Mr. ANTHONY moved a call of the House, 
which was agreed to. f 
The roll was then called; and one hundred and 
twenty-three members having answered, 
Mr. EVANS moved to suspend all further pro» 
ceedings under the call; which was negatived. : 
The absentees were then called in part; when 
Mr. HAWES moved to suspend farther ag 
ceedings under the call; which was negatived. 


The call of the absent members was proceeded 
in; but before it was concluded, 
Mr. GRENNELL m 
ceedings under the call. n 
. Mr. ANTHONY objected to suspending the 
call. Many of the members who had voted in 
favor of meeting at eleven o'clock had not an- 
swered to their names, and he thought the ab- 
sentees should ali be called. f 
The motion to suspend the call was negatived; 
and, when it was completed, it appeared that one 
hundred and fifty-nine members were in attend- 


ance. 

Mr. EVANS said the object of adopting the 
resolution to meet at eleven o’clock was for the 
dispatch of the public business. For that pur- 

he would move that ali further proceedings 
under the call be suspend=0. 

Mr. WARDWELL was opposed to the reso- 
lution for meeting at eleven o'clock, under the 
belicf that the hour would from day to day be oc- 

upied in calls of the House. In order, if possible, 
to prevent the frequent recurrence of these calls, 
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|| be ascertained were considered as unsettled, both NAVAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


| throughout France and in this country; that the 


he hoped the present one would be gone through 


with, and that the further proceedings under the 
call would not be suspended. . 

The motion to suspend was again negatived. 

The doors were then closed,and the members 
still absent were called, a portion of whom were 
excused on account of sickness or unavoidable 
absence. 

Mr. ANTHONY then moved to suspend all 
further proceedings under the call. 

Mr. MERCER asked for the yeas and nays on 
the motion; which were not ordered. 

The motion of Mr. Anrnony was carricd— 


ayes 92, noes not counted; and the doors, at twelve 


o'clock m., were opened. 
Mr. HAWES withdrew his motion for a recess, 
when the Journal of yesterday was read. 


NORTH CAROLINA CONTESTED ELECTION. 


Mr. DAVIS moved to suspend the rule for this 
day, after the hour of one o’clock, for the purpose 
of continuing the consideration of the contested 
election from North Carolina, (it being the first 
business in Order until that hour.) 

On this motion Mr. PATTERSON asked for 
the yeas and nays; which were ordered—ycas 
122, nays 66. 

So the motion to suspend the rules for the 
purpose indicated was decided in the negative, 
two-thirds being necessary. 


INDEMNITY FROM FRANCE. 


The rule was sus 
INGERSOLL, for th 
motion heretofore offered by Mr. Mason, of Vir- 
ginia, as follows: 


Resolved, That five thousaud extra eopies be printed of : 


the report made by the Secretary of State, in answer to a 


euil of this House, on the decrees of the commissioners ap- : 


pointed under the treaty of indemnity with France. 

` Mr. JOHNSON, of Tennessee, was compelled 
reluctantly to oppose the resolution. The awards 
of the commissioners under the French treaty 


oved to suspend further || greatest differences of opinion had existed on the 


i 


subject; and that, up to the last moment, it had | 
been considered that the French Government had 
been overreached. The great object of having 
the present document published was to show in 
a compendious form that after cutting down the 


American claims by striking off every doubtful — 


one, still they excecded the amount stipulated for 
in the convention. Ít- appeared to him that the , 
publication of the document would have a most, 
salutary influence, not only in our own country, ' 
but abroad. It showed that the claims were just, 
and to a greater extent than stipulated for in the 
convention, and therefore ought to be satisfactory. 
The great object of the resolution was to dissem- 
inate a most valuable document in relation to the 
treaty with France. So faras Mr. M. was con- 
cerned, he did not believe he had a constituent 
interested in the claims; but he thought the doc- : 
ument one of great public importance, and in that | 
view had offered the resolution. 

Mr. INGERSOLL observed that it was the 
policy of the Government to give important in- 


' formation like the present to the people. It was . 


vastly important that their constituents should 
have all the information on such subjects which 
could be given them. He did not know the size 
of the work, but he understood it was in the 
hands of the printer to the House and in type; 
therefore, that was the time to have it printed. 
The present was a matter of deep national interest. 


“It was highly important that the principles on 


! known. 


ended, on motion by Mr. | 
e purpose of considering a |; 


were for the benefit of individuals, and they | 


might, with equal propriety, print an extra num- 
her of the reports of the commissioners upon pri- 


vate land claims, or the decisions of the Supreme | 


Court. 
and had no idea of the expense to which the 

might be subjected by printing the proposed ad- 
ditional number of copies. 


He had not looked into the documents, ' 


they knew, require as great an expenditure as ' 
some of the books authorized to be printed here- : 


tofore by Clark & Force, or Gales & Seaton. It 


might possibly cost thousands of dollars, and, : 
under the circumstances, he hoped the resolution | 


would not preyail. 


, amount promptly. 


: wment in relation to. the awards under the French | 


which the convention was based should be made 
He therefore hoped the motion to print 
would be agreed to. : 

Mr. LEE, of New York, said, although he. 
trusted that the argument of the gentleman from 
Virginia would be conclusive, with a majority 
of the House in favor of printing five thousand 
extra copies of this important document, he would 
give some minor reasons for the measure, besides’ 
the great motive of correcting the errors of Eu- 
rope and the errors of America in relation to the 
amount of the spoliations, which this document 
was so well calculated todo. It was due to the 
claimants that they informed them of the amount 
of the dividend they might expect. For thirt 
years these sufferers had been deprived of their 
property. New generations had grown up; chil- 
den and grandchildren, and very aged persons, 
were the recipients of these awards. In man 


:; eases, it was their sole dependence; and small 


as it might be, they ought to be informed of the 


ʻi if the motion prevailed, the 


Mr. MASON, of Virginia, said the gentleman i 


from Tennessee had mistaken the character of the 


document. The document intended to be printed. . 


wasa list of the names of the individual claimants, 
with the amount of money awarded to each, and 


he believed the number of individuals did not : 
exceed three hundred and sixty. But there waa ` 


another and a much more i 
attained by the publication o 


PARETA ebjeet to be ` 
fthe doeument, which ` 


was, that in the negotiation which pregeded the | 
adoption of the convention of July, -183J, the `: 


principles upon which the indemnification was to 


. ::- The motion to postpone was then negatived; | 


Mr. JOHNSON, of Tennessee, remarked, that 
would next be asked 
to print large numbers of the awards of the com- 


missioners under the Neapolitan, S anish, and 
i various other treaties, and also the adjudications 
. of the Supreme Court. 


It would be just as proper | 
to publish them in one case as the other. This! 


- would subject them to considerable expense, 


which he deemed wholly unnecessary. If the doc- 


treaty was of so much importance,it would prob- 
ably be published in the Globe, which would . 


answer the purpose of gentlemen, and save the ex- i 
. pense of printing additional copies by the House. 


At any rate, he could see no propriety in publish- 
ing five thousand extra copies, when they had 


€ ., been informed that only three hundred and sixty ` 
It might, for aught :, persons were personally interested in the de- | 


` cisions. 


Mr. RENCHER understood that this docu- 
ment had not been laid on their tables, and con- 
sequently they were not able to judge of its im- 
portance; he therefore moved to post 
consideration of the resolution until Monday next. | 

Mr. MERCER hoped that the motion to post- ' 
pone would not prevail, and that the resolution 
would be adopted. | 


and the resolution was agreed to. 
- The hour of one having arrived, 

Mr. W. B. SHEPARD again moved to sus- 
pend the rule for this day, for the 
ceeding with the consideration o 
the contested election from North Carolina. | 

The motion was hegatived—yeas 106, nays $7; | 


| two thirds being necessary. i 


| war, 


|i and cri 
|! ades of 


ne the | 


|, ament? 
pome of pro- `: 
the aubject of : 


March86; 


On motion by Mr. CAMBRELENG, the 
House, pursuant to the special order of the 26th 
January, then resolved itself into a Committee of 


.| the Whole on the state of the Union, (Mr. Hamer 


| in thechair,) and resumed the consideration of the 
' bill making appropriations for the naval service 
' for the year 1836. 

The question pending was the motion of Mr. 
Berg, to reduce the item for the improvement 
and necessary repairs of the navy-yard at Ports- 
mouth, New Hampshire, one half—namely, from 
$67,000 to $33,500. 

Mr. CHAMBERS, of Pennsylvania, who was 
entitled to the floor, addressed the House at 
length. He said he would not confine himself to 
the mere item under consideration, but should 
embrace the great and more important question 
of an increase of the Navy. He was for the in- 
crease of our Navy, though notas a war measure. 
He never believed either France or our own Gov- 
ernment intended to involve the two nations in 
That cloud having happily passed off, he 

was now for increasing the Navy to the extent, 
of our wants and resources. 

The next question was, to what extent the in- 
crease should be carricd. Our ships now navi- 
gated every sea and visited every maritime nation 
on earth. Look at our commerce and internal 
wealth at the present time, contrasted with former 
periods of our history. In 1790, the population 
of the United States was only four millions; it 
is now about fifteen millions—nearly quadrupled. 
In 1790, our imports amounted to $23-000,000; in 
1835, so far as the returns had been made up, the 
showed the enormous amount of $151,000,000. 
In 1825, our exports were but $20,205,000; in 
1835, an interval of ten years only, they amounted 
to $118,955,000, and the increase under every 

' branch was advancing further and further every 
day. This alone afforded ample proof that an 
increased and efficient naval armament was indis- 
pensable. 

Look, besides, at the practice of other nations— 
the nations of Europe. In 1833, Great Britain 
had thirty-three ships of the line, two hundred 
and seventeen frigates, one hundred and twenty- 
four brigs, &c., and fourteen steam vessels; 
France had thirty-nine ships of the line, fifty-odd 

' frigates, and two hundred and thirteen sloops, 
brigs, and small vessels of war; Russia had 
thirty-two ships of the line, twenty-five frigates, 

` and one hundred and seven smaller vessels; the 
| Otteman Empire had eighteen ships of the line, 
twenty-four frigates, and ninety smaller vessels; 


', Holland twelve ships of the linc, thirty-three. 


frigates, and fifty-six smaller vessels, &c. The 
. United States, which ought to be a second naval 
' Power at least, was only a seventh or eighth. 
The nations of Europe, overwhelmed with debt, 
' strained every nerve to foster and keep up their 


j naval power. ; : 

| _ But 1t was not only for security in time of peace 
| that an efficient Navy was indispensable, Ent it 
| was the best bulwark in time ot war—the most 
efficient and the cheapest. The United States had 


'. no other enemy to fear, but what would approach 


them from the ocean. 
immense advan 


A naval armament ha 
es over fortifications, forif they 


', could not be used advantageously at one piace, 


, they could with facility be removed to another, 
, Another advantage was, that it protected our trade 
to a certain extent during way, as well as during 
peace, while, at the same time, it could harass 
ple the commerce of the enemy. Block- 
our own, ports might be opened, and the 
 enemy’s ports blockaded. Look at what we suf- 
, fered during the last war for want of a Navy; 
our coasting trade and fisheries were destroyed, 
and even our Intercourse from port to port at one 
time ToT suspended. We entered that war 
with only four hundred guns, exclusive of gun- 

boats, and captured from the enemy about the 

same number as we set out with, and about treble 
the number captured fromus. What would have 
been the effect if we had had a suitable naval arm- 
0 Many a blockade would have been 
raised, millions have been captured, and the cap- 
; ita} of the nation would have escaped the ruthless 

; destruction of a barbarous enemy, who spare 

| Reither the nation’s.archives nor its literary col. 
l echons. 


Mr. C. then adverted to and recited some eX» || firmed in that belief, that war with France -was 
tracts from the report of the Committee on Naval || never contemplated—he did not mgan in that 
Affairs of the Senate, and the reports of the Sec- || House, but elsewhere. He now withdrew the 
retaries of the Navy of former years. He then || motion that had been so long pending, and moved 
referred to the law of 1816, appropriating the sum || to strike out the whole appropriation for the im- 
of $1,000,000 annually for eight years for the in- | provement of the navy-yard at Portsmouth. , 
crease of the existing Navy. This, too, wasdone |: Mr. B. admitted this to be a subject in which 


at a time when the country was burdened with a : he had no experience; but he took the reports of | 


debt of $120,000,000. More than this, our naval those who were conversant with the subject—the 
foree was much greater then than at the present | naval commissioners andengineers. These gen- 
time. We had then seventy-four vessels of war ` tlemen had condemned the locations of our naval 
in commission; we had now only eighteen in | stations, and declared that the distribution of the 


commission; and including what were in ordinary | navy-yards was neither as economical nor as use- | 
ful as it might be if they were differently located. ` 
altogether, amounted to no more than fifty-one in , These officers also laid it down that two navy- 


and on the stocks, our present naval force, taken 


number. This force he contrasted with that of ; yards were sufficient. He referred to the report 
the enemy, with whom it was supposed we were | of the Navy Çommissioners of 1829. The re- 
about to cope. In 1835, France had the follow- | sponsibility had been thrown upon Congress, but 
ing naval force armed, manned, and equipped: |, not justly, for there had always been paris 
three ships of the line, twelve brigs, fourteen |, subjects interposing. The fault was not wit 

sloops, twenty-six frigates, thirty-one smaller |: Congress. It was well known that the influence 
vessels, eighteen transports amd store-ships, and |. of the Executive was able to set aside any sub- 
gix steam vessels. ject proposed for legislation, or could procure the 

Mr. C. then referred to the mode in which our action of the House upon any subject. f 

fleets were manned, and condemned the practice Mr. B. was not so much opposed to the item 
of employing alien seamen in our Navy. He | for the navy-yard at Portsmouth, but he would 
hoped the proposition before one of the cammit- |; vote for it if it should be shown that it was ex- 
tees of the House for training up boys in the |i pedient. He, however, could not bring himself 
@ervice would be agreed to, and that eventually i to see the necessity of four navy-yards within a 
the service would be confined to American sea- |! distance of only three hundred and sixty miles— 
| viz: between Philadelphia and Portsmouth—while 
|! Great Britain, with her thousand ships of war, 


n. 
He then adverted to the trifling increase pro- 
and an extent of coast, including that of Ireland, 


osed in the estimates of the navalcommissioners : 

or the present year. He was not for limiting so ` 
indispensable a branch of the service to three, four, 
or even five millions, when a trade of some three 
hundred millions was involved, and more than 
this, the preservation of national honor and na- : and dwelt at length on the injustice that had been 
tional character. He was, however, disposed to done to the latter. The rich and productive val- 
rely upon the estimates for the navy-yards. kt! ley ofthe Mississippi, which produced everything 
might be, that we had too many navy-yards, and | in abundance required for the naval service, was 
that three would have been sufficient in the first never called for in any of the contracts. Even 
instance; but taking the high character of the sugar and molasses required for the service on 
members of the naval board, their responsibility, | the Gulf of Mexico were brought from the North. 
and their experience, he placed the highest confi- ; In the matter of defenses, nothing was done for 
dence in their estimates, and should vote for the | the Gulf of Mexico; and sofar from the navy-yard 
appropriation for the oe as they at | at Pensacola being kept up, there was: not- cven 
present stood in the bill. He hoped nothing of a |a wharf there, nor were there materials sufficient 
sectional feeling would operate on the present bill, |, for the repairs of a ship. He denied that Con- 
for it must be borne in mind that one part of the |. gress was responsible for all this.. For years 
country was as much interested as another. The || past there had been an appropriation of upwards 
navy-yards were the property of the nation, con- || $100,000 left to the discretion of the Executive, 
structed for the interest of the nation, and kept |; which had never been expended. Mr. B. referred 
up for the service of the nation. Still, he hoped |..to the very large appropriations contemplated at 
justice would be done to the West, and that the |. the present session, and the defense made of them 
great highway of sovereign States, the Ohio river, | in that House by the opponents of the Adminis- 
upon whose bosom floated annually two hundred | tration, showing a strange and -extraordinary 
steamboats, besides other vessels, would be im- | combination. of parties; and he dwelt at some 
proved by the General Government. He sup- | length upon the almost boundiess money power 
ported the estimates in this bill, not because it | 


h enjoyed A this Government. Without con- 
would peculiarly benefit his section of the coun- | cluding, Mr. B. gave way to 
try, for it was too distant to be benefited a dollar | 
‘by any one of them; but because he believed the ‘i. tee rose and reported 
interest of the nation demanded that our navy- |; :On motion by Mr. 
yards should be kept in good repair. It was im- |: adjourned. 
ible to do without them, and they were aom- |; 
pelled to rely, in a great measure, at all times, | 
upon the integrity of the estimates of executive 
officers. 
_ Mr. C. again adverted to the necessity of an 
increase of the Nev and recurred to the neglect | 
of this branch of the service for several years | 
back. It began with the radical spirit of economy 
of 1829, which had effected no good, and con- 
tinued throughout the present Bamio strion, 
In 1817, $3,000,000 were expended on the Navy. || ee "4 
-In 1834, during a period of seventeen years, the |i Carroll county and Michigan City, praying 
-increase had only been $4,000,000. After some || the establishment of a post route from Kirk’s | 
‘further remarks, Mr. C. concluded by again |! Cross Roads, via Frankfort, Delphi, and Monti- | 
avowing his intention to support the bill, and also | cello, to Michigan City; which was referred to | 
“to vote for a proposition to increase the Navy to | the Committee on the Post Office and:Post Roads. | 
an extent commensurate with the interests and REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 
resources of the country. _ Mr. NAUDAIN, from the Committee on Naval 
Mr. BELL briefly explained, before he with- ffairs, to which the same had been referred, re- 
drew the motion to reduce the item under con- || ported the bill far the relief of Jesse Smith, with- 
sideration to one half the amount reported, why || out.amendment. : a 
he had made that motion. He had done itto i| Mr. SWIFT, from the Committee on Claims, 
test the sincerity of those who seemed to appre- || tø which the same had been referred, reported 
` hend a French war. He never supposed such a ||. unfavorably on the petition of George Armstrong. 
‘lengthy discussion would have grown out of it, Mr. WEBSTER moved that three thousand 
and he had deprecated it at the outset. He be- || additional copies of the communication of the 
lieved then, and he was now more and.more con- y ofthe Treasury, showing the condition ; 


had on 


two navy-yards, 
Mr. 


$. 


BROWN, the House then 


IN SENATE. 
Tuurspay, Maroh 17, 1836. 


Mr. TIPTON presented a petition from sundry 
citizensof Allen county, Indiana, praying for the 
_ sale of certain sections of lands on the Hne of the 
| Wabash canal, reserved from sale by act of Con- 
ress; which was referred to the Committee on 
| Public Lands. : 
Also, a petition from am inhabitants of 

it ing for | 


} 
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little, if at all, less than that of ibe United States, ` 


also took up the argument of inequality 
of expenditure between the North and the South, : 


Mr. LINCOLN, on whose motion the commit- | 


of the deposit baska, he printed for the use of the 


"Mr. W. remarked, that this statement seemed 
to exhibit a state of things, with respect to the 
|: public moneys, that might very well be supposed 
|; to require the attention and consideration of Con- 
‘gress. He found, on looking at the statement, 
that the public deposits in these banks, amounted 
to thirty millions of dollars; that the deposits of 
individuals amounted to upwards of fifteen mil- 
lions; and that the amount of their bills in circu- 
lation, payable on demand, was upwards of 
twenty-six millions, The whole amount of their 
liabilities was- seventy-one millions; and it ap- 
peard that their specie on hand was only ten 
millions: that is, there was less than one dollar 
in specie for six dollars of debt; and there was 
due to the Government alone three times as much 
as the amount of their specie. It was true that 
there was something on the other side, such as 
notes discounted, and debts due to and from other 
banks, but these were equal on both sides, and 
were of no consequence so far asthe Government 
` was concerned. here was another thing which 
had drawn his attention, and he should ‘be glad 
if some gentleman more conversant with the sub- 
ject would give him some light upon it. 
. In the abstracts. showing the capacity of these 
banks to meet their liabilities, there. were credits 
described as ‘‘ other investments.’’ No less a 
sum than eight millions of dollars was described 
as being “in other investments.” He was very 
anxious to know what these other investments 
were. His suspicion was that there were none 
; at all, except that one credit balanced another 
debt. His opinion was, that many of these banks 
were unsafe. He would call the attention of the 
i Senate to one remarkable case. The Farmers 
‘and Mechanics’ Bank of Michigan had a capital 
i: of $150,000; it owed $800,000 to the United States, 
| or $784,000 to the Treasury, and $16,000 to other 
|; public offices. It had received $800,000 of the 
|| public money, and where was it? It certainly 
;| could not be in specie, because the specie in that 
ii bank was but $1,000. Could it be in notes dis- 
i: counted? No; for the whole amount of notes, 
|, discounted and exchange, was only $400,000. 
|| Here was a bank owing to the United States 
ii $800,000, and where was the money? lt was not 
inits notes, liens, and discounts; and where, then, 
could it possibly be? He had anidea that, when 
j an investigation was made, other facts equally 
as remarkable would come out. He thought the 
system began to develop itself. It is apparent 
. (said he) that we have arrived ata very remark- 
able crisis in the money concerns of the country, 
not to be trifled with. He held it to be indispens- 
able that they should not delay the distribution 
of these surplus-funds much longer. He held 
| that every wise and discreet man should be anx- 
i ious. so to regulate the public money as to prevent 
total loss and misapplication. 

Suppose (said hey these banks go on receivin, 
the public money until July next; the amount ò 
their deposits will then be upwards of forty or 
fifty millions of dollars—a sum equal to every 
j dollar of specie in the country; a sum at the áb- 
solute disposal of the Government. What did 
gentlemen propose to do under such circum- 
| stances, if they did not mean to. vote for the bills 
for distribution? How would they propose to 
dispose of this vast amount of money? e had 
made up his mind to vote for the fortification bill, 
every part and parcel of it; but this could not by 
any means absorb the vast amount of surplus in 
the Treasury. Appropriations for internal im- 
provements coyld not remedy the evil, for they 
would be arrested by.the veto of the Executive. 
Were gentlemen willing that ‘* things should re- 
main as they were?’ There was a bill before 
the Senate, introduced by the Senator from South 
Carolina early in the session, and he hoped that 
that bill would be soon brought. up, that they 
might have an opportunity of showing what they 
would do both with regard to the surplus on 
hand and that accruing. As to the land bill, they 
could not shut their eyes to the sources from 
whence flowed the vast amount accumulated from 
the sales of the public lands.. The lands had 
changed hands, but the public had not been ben- 
efited thereby. They had gone from the posses- 
sion of one great proprietor, the Government, to 


| 
I 
l 
| 
i 
H 


262 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


March 17, 


i 
many great proprictors, who knew nothing of 
minimums, He would not dwell further on this 
subject then, but should, at a more favorable 
opportunity, go more at length into an examina- 
tion of it. For the present, he would only move 
the printing ofan additional number of copies of 
the statement—say, three thousand. 

Me. RENTON’ seconded the motion of Mr. 
Weester, and assigned his reasons for so doing; 
whieh will appear hereafter. 

Mr. CLAY had, like the gentleman from Mas- 
sachusetts, been very seriously impressed by an 
examination of the document to which the atten- 
tion of the Senate had been called; and in refer- 
to that document he had directed certain 
pepers to be made out, which he should, at a 
proper time, lay before the Senate. He was 
struck with the total insecurity of the vast treas- 
ure in the keeping of these deposit banks, and 
the creat disproportion between their liabilities 
and their capacity to mect them. They might be 
called on for seventy-seven or seventy-cight mil- 
licas of dollars in any one of the three hundred 
aul sixty-five days of the year, and they had only 
about ten millions to mect that demand—ahout 
one eighth of what they might be called on to pay; 
and if there was any truth in the signs of the 
times, they were on the eve of a great paper crisis; 
and could any man say how soon that day would 
arrive when this demand would be made? These 
deposit banks were, in fact, only the nominal 
debtars to the United States. The real, substan- 
tial debtors to the United States were those per- 
sons to whom the banks had loaned this public 
money. And who were they? The Secretary 
of the Treasury did not, nor did anybody else, 
know. We have (said Mr. C.) collected the peo- 
ple’ money to a vast amount, and this moncy 

as been loaned out to individuals who were not 
known to the officers of Government. We are 
(said Mr. C.) the actual creditors, and we do not 
know our debtors. In one institution in his own 
State, called a savings institution, having a cap- 
ital of ninety-six thousand dollars, there were 
upwards of three hundred and twenty thousand 
dollars of the public money deposited. Let us go 
(said he) to the metropolis of the country—the 
great city of New York. In each of the three 

eposit banks of that city the moncy deposited 
by the Government cxceeded its capital. Now, 
what security had they for this money? Suppose 
a great deficiency of southern crops, or any other 
crisis, creating a necessity for the exportation of 
specie to Europe instead of the ordinary ship- 
ments, each of these banks would be compelled 
to call in; this would compel other banks to call 
in in like manner, and a panic and general want 
of confidence would ensue. Then what would 
become of the public moncy? You have not (said 
Mr. C.) even the power to make the periodical 
returns of your debtors; for these banks are not 


ence 


real debtors, as the money has been drawn from '' 


the people, and loaned out to persons whom you ' 
do not know. The distribution of this vast treas- 
ure must challenge the attention of every man. 
There was no other way to remedy the evil. He 
would invite the attention of the Senate to the 
distribution of this fund. 

In the single city of New York there was de- 
posited one third of the whole of the public money; 
while in the State of Kentucky $300,000 was de- ` 
posited in a savings institution. He knew well 
that it would be said that the principal part of this 
money was deposited in places where it wasprin- 
cipally collected; but let him ask if other circum- 
atances were not to be taken into view as wellas 
the collection of the revenue? This ten millions 
deposited in the city of New York was equiva- 
lent to a grant of $600,000; and the deposit of 
the whole surplus was equivalent to a grant of 
$1,800,000. There was some advantage derived 
to the United States from the deposit of the pub- 
lic money with the Bank of the United States, 
because the Government was a large stockholder 
of that institution; but in the distribution of this 
surplus it ought to be so deposited that the whole 
country should share alike in the disposal of the 
deposits. 

Mr. CALHOUN said that, confident as his im- 
pressions were of the diseased state of the cur- 
rency of the country, he had not believed it to be 
of s9 great magnitude. It had commenced three 


rears ago. He would not enter into the causes, 
at would consider the fearful responsibility of 
the remedy. Something must be done, and that 
speedily, or a deep wound would be inflicted on 
the body-politic. If they permitted this session 
to pass without doing something, ruin must fol- 
low, which would enlist on the part of the Gov- 
ernment a system of speculation and swindling. 
They had scen what gold had done; it had cor- 
rupted the country. He understood this increas- 
ing of the Army. Gold comes into the country 
first, (said he,) and stecl settles the conflict. He 
ut it to the Senater from New York, [Mr. 
ricut.}] Is he contented that his constituents 
in New York should have fifteen millions of the 
money of his (Mr. C.’s) constituents, and of the 
constituents of other Senators? Was he a friend 
to his country; and would he, as a man of jus- 
tice, assent to this species of robbery?—for he 
could call it by no other name. He had hoped 
there was still virtue and patriotism left to cor- 
rect this evil. All party spirit ought to be dis- 
carded, and now was the time to see who were 
friends of the country and above party feelings, 
and who were yoked down and chained to it. 
He hoped a number of these documents might 
be printed, that the public might sec the state of 
things they were in. The public funds given 
away to private individuals called corporations 
presented to the country an anomaly. He hoped 
the Senate would adopt the motion. 
Mr. WRIGHT observed, that the Senator from 


South Carolina had asked him a most important . 


question, andas he conceived a most improper one. 
The gentleman had asked him, “was he a friend 
to this country ?” That was an insinuation, the 
answer to which rested not with him. His coun- 
try must answer; and proudly and fearlessly 
would he place his public actions there by the side 
of those of that Senator, and let the public answer. 
He would not put that question to the gentleman 
from South Carolina, or to any other gentleman. 
So much for the application to his humble self; 
he would not trouble the Senate further with it. 
The honorable Senator complained of the ine- 
uality of the deposits of the public money. 
ould he carry his recollections a little back? 

: Did he recollect a little more than two years ago, 
when they were told by himself that the transfer 
of these public deposits, for the purpose of equal- 
izing them in different parts of the country, was 
denounced as a corrupt abuse of power? Yet 
now he complained that these transfers were not 
made, and that the public moncy was suffered to 
‘accumulate in particular places. Was there any 
‘money in the banks of New York which had 
been collected there? The gentleman did not say 


‘there was. How, then, was the Department to be | 
‘ complained of for this accumulation of money in = 


| New York? 
ions expressed on that floor two years ago, that 
the money was suffered to remain in New York, 
which had been collected there. There was a 
‘ vast amount collected in that city, and hence the 
; accumulation. 
astonished at hearing this complaint, treading on 


two years ago, and which every gentleman must 
‘recollect. If there was no law regulating the de- 
posits of the public money, was the executive 
, officer in fault for this accumulation? It was far 
; from his purpose, never having seen the statement 
i till that morning, to attempt to argue upon the 
i security or insecurity of the public money. He 
7 could say that he had not so much apprehension 

of a loss as some gentlemen, and it might not be 

as much as he ought to have; but he must say 
| that the executive branch of this Government 
; was not in fault, if the deposits of the public 
‘money were not regulated by law. 


York [Mr. Wrieurt] had on this, as on other oc- 
casions, displayed his ingenuity by changing the 
ground. e (Mr. C.) had stated as the existing 
‘evil the accumulating of $15,000,000 in New York 

belonging to his (Mr. C.’s) constituents, and the 
‘ constituents of other gentlemen, and had put the 


| Wricut] not as questioning his patriotism. Mr. 
C. Tea of the pernicious political effects of trans- 
' fer drafts, and of the report he had made on that 


gm to the gentleman from New York [Mr. : 


It was in conformity with the opin- , 


He confessed that he had been’ 


the heels of complaints the very reverse made there . 


Mr. CALHOUN said, the Senator from New : 


| atives. A plan ought to have been digested, and 

l a uniform system adopted, of transferring these 

' deposits. He was willing to go into a compar- 
ison of his political life with that of the gentle- 
man from New York, [Mr. W..,} if he desired it, 
as related to the past orthe future. The majority 
in the Senate had changed, and in some respects 
he was glad of it. A responsibility had in some 
measure, rested upon these opposed to the Ad- 
ministration, although their views were thwarted 
by vetoes from the Executive, and opposed by 
the other branch. Now the Executive and his 
friends had the entire control. 

Mr. WRIGHT, in reply, said he had only in- 
tended to answer the questions of the Senator 
from South Carolina. As to a personal compar- 
ison, he had intended none; for it would be a 
vanity he had never indulged in to compare his 
public services with the long political life of that 
gentleman. He did understand the Senator as 
complaining of the accumulatiou of the public 
money in certain places, and as calling that accu- 
mulation of money which belonged not to New 
York alone, but to his constituents, and those of 
other gentlemen, a robbery. Now, suppose the 

. bill which the gentleman introduced had become 
‘a law, would the state of things he complained 
_ of have experienced any possible alteration? He 
would read one section of the bill, in order that 
the Senator might judge of its effects. 

Mr. W. here read the section which provides 
that the public money shall not be removed from 
the banks in which it shall be deposited, with- 
out the consent of Congress, unless the Secretary 
of the Treasury shall have good reason to appre- 
hend that such moncy is not safe in said banks, 
or the banks shall fail to comply with the regula- 
tions instituted byhim. Now, (he asked,) if this 
section had prevailed, would the present state of 
things have been altered? As to where the fault 
was, that regulations for the security of the public 
deposits had not been made, he could not say; 
but certainly the fault was not in the Executive. 

Mr. CALHOUN said that the Executive was 
known to have a fixed and decided majority in 
the other House. We Senators (said he) have 
been called a factious body. Why did not the 
House pass this bill? The Senator, who was 
well acquainted with the discipline of the party, 
surely knew why this was not done. The Sena- 
tor would recollect that this was one of three 
‘measures which he (Mr. C.) had brought for- 
ward; and it was to take out of the hands of the 
Executive the power of controlling the currency. 
This had not the sanction of the Senate. The 
other two were sent down to the other House, 
and there they slept the sleep of death. The 
Senator would recollect that there was another 
proposition, which was to send hack to the peo- 
ple the surplus revenue not wanted for the current 
i expenses of the Government; and that, when this 
‘was brought forward, it was declared by the 
i friends of the Administration that there would be 
‘no surplus, and that all his figures and calcula- 
| tions were considered the wildest delusions. The 
‘time had now come round, and his calculations 
were proved not to have come up to the amount 
of surplus on hand. The Senator, with his usual 

ingenuity, wishes to turn the eyes of the Senate to 
. the future. Now he wished to turn their eyes to 
i the future. The danger which he had predicted 
` had arrived, and he was not aware that the Sena- 
i tor, and those with whom he had acted, had made 
‘any effort to present it. He believed that when 

this question came up it would present two of the 
. greatest questions that had ever been before any 
: Government; one that would carry this Govern- 
ment from the present state of things to a military 
despotism, and the other that would restore it to 
its former purity. 
: Mr. BENTON could not let the debate go off 
i without pointing out tothe Senate and the people 
: that what was called here a surplus of thirty 
i millions was a mere delusion. He then went into 


‘i a speech of considerable length, which will appear 


| hereafter. 


4 Mr. EWING, of Ohio, believed that there never 


_ had been before known to be in the Treasury a sum 


‘l sufficient to cover all the appropriations at the 
., time they were made. 


t For instance, (said he,) 
‘if we had not more than five or six millions in the 


| point, which was lost in the House of Represent- |i Treasury now, would not the gentleman from 


Missouri feel perfectly safe in making all the ap- 
propriations for fortifications he contemplaws, 
and relying on the aceruing revenue to pay them ? 
Woe ee on smd he) making the appropriations, 
but they will not lessen the surplusin the Treasury 
n dolar. There would sull be a vast increase 
beyond the appropriations. With regard to the 
aporeoriation bills haring been kept back, how 
was it che asked) that these appropriations had 
not been made in the other House, which was 
the proper place for them to originate in? Did the 
Senator from Missouri suppose that the other 
House had any object in keeping back these ap- 
propriation bills? “The Administration had the 
majority there, and the Senator from Missouri 
said that the responsibility rested with them. 

With resnect to the money of the people de- 

ited in these banks, it was exposed to great 
anger andloss. Out of these thirty-five deposit 
banks, there were only eight who had it in their 
wer to pay prompily the pablic money in their 
Fanas. It was in the power of the Secretary of 
the Treasury to crush at once seventeen of them, 
who had not the means to pay on demand the 
ublic money in their hands. Mark (said Mr. 

-X the power and influence that an officer of the 
Government has over the money concerns of the 
country’ Was this a state of things that any 
patriot would wish to continue? Let this money 
accumulate as it would, still the Executive would 
have the power to control it. It would be like 
the state of things onder Pharaoh, who, taking 
advantage of the famine, got all the property of 
his people in his own hands; and they finally had 
to sell themselves for bread. 

Mr. WALKER did not rise to embark in this 
discussion, but to state a fact. The gentleman 
from Ohio (Mr. Ewe} had stated, that the 
moncy deposited in these banks might be used 
for political s. He could state, and ap- 
gea to his co'league as to the deposit bank in his 
Stare, (Mississippi,) that a large majority of the 
directors and stockholders were opposed to this 
Administration. The president of a principal 
branch of it ran at the head of the opposition for 
Governor, and the president of it headed the op- 

ition ticket for Co ; and failing in that, 

e was run asa candidate for the United States 
Senate. 

It would be found, on examination, that the 
whole paper system was against the Administra- 
tion, and azainst the people. He believed the 
deposit banks in other States would, on exam- 
ination, be found to correspond with the statement 
he had made in relation to the one in Mississippi. 
Tf dollars and cents alone were to control our po- 
litical relations, instead of the votes of freemen, 
this Administration would not now be in power. 

Mr. BLACK rose to confirm the statement 
made by his colleague (Mr. Warner] with re- 
spect to the banks in the State of Mississippi. A 
majority of those who held stock in these banks 
were not (he said) in favor of the Administration. 
Wich respect to the paper currency, his colleague 
would recollect that a proposition was before the 
Legislature of Mississippi to extend the bankin 
capital of the State to EReen millions more; an 
that this proposition, so far from being favored 
by the opposers of the Administration, was more 
peculiarly favored by the other party. Money 
matters (he said) had never been made a test of 
political influence in his State. He was sorry to 
see a disposition in Mississippi to extend the 
paper system, and he looked upon it as the inev- 
itable consequence of measures pursued here two 


years ngo, 

Mr. WALKER wished to be distinetly under- 
stood as not having made the slightest char 
against the Planters’ Bank of Mississippi. He 
had risen only to show that, so far as the State 
which he had the honor in part to represent was 
concerned, the deposit bank was controlled by 
those who were opposed to the Administration. 

The question was then taken; and the motion 


to print three thousand additional copies of the ` 


statement was agreed to. 
MAIL BE RAILROADS. 


Mr. GRUNDY submitted the following reso- 
lution; which lies on the table one day: 


Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Office and 


brin 
Post Roada br tnatraected to inquire into the expediency of ti dence, and where the evidence was cross-exam- || request the Clerk to read the passages 


THD. DONGRESHONAL (ELOBB: 


authorising permanent eanwects to be made for the trans- 

of the mail with ihe different railroad companies, 
or such of them as may be willing to make contracts for 
that purpose. upon such terms and under such restrictions 
as may be prescribed by law. 


NEW LAND OFFICE. 

Mr. EWING, of Ohio, presented a petition 
from sundry ciuzens of Ohio, praying for the 
establishment of an additional land office; which 
waa referred to the Committee on the Public 
Lands. 

PROCEEDS OF THE PUBLIC LANDS. 

On motion by Mr. HILL, the Senate proceeded 
to the consideration of the bill to appropriate, for 
a limited time, the proceeds of the public lands 
among the States; and 

Mr. H. addressed the Senate at length in op- 
position to the bill; after which 

The Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Tuurspar, March 17, 1836. 


Mr. HAWES asked the unanimous consent of 


the House to take up and consider a resolution, 


heretofore offered by him, for the appointment of 


a select committee to examine and report the situ- 
ation of the West Point Academy. 

Objection being made, Mr. HA WES moved to 
suspend the rule for that day, in order to dispose 
of his resolution; which was negatived. 

Mr. MILLER moved to suspend the rule for 
one hour, for the purpose of enabling the com- 
mittees to report; which was negatived. 


NORTH CAROLINA CONTESTED ELECTION, 


The House resumed the consideration of the 
contested election from North Carolina. 

Two motions were pending; the first in order 
was thatot Mr. Mawn,ot New York, making 
the report of the Committee of Elections the spc- 
cial order of the day for Wednesday next; and 
the second proposition was that of Mr. Harp, to 
recommit the report with instructions, to allow 
further time to the sitting member for taking ad- 
ditional pene y 

Mr. NEWLAND, (the petitioner,) having per- 
mission to appear in his own behalf, addressed 
the House: As he had before stated, he was but 
a plain cultivator of the soil, and made no pre- 
- tensions to high learning; therefore, if he trans- 

essed the rules of order, he hoped it would not 

imputed to any other motive than the proper 
one. He wished merely to lay the plain, simple 
state of facts before the House. From the state- 
ments which had been made in that House the 
inference was to be drawn that the petitioner had 
endeavored to take advantage of the sitting mem- 
‘ber. He denied any such charge, and merely 
' wished to call the attention of gentlemen to the 
facts. 
that the petitioner had occupied nearly all the 
time for taking testimony, so that he (the sitting 
member) hed not an opportunity of getting his 


It had been said by the sitting member 


: of that month, when the 


testimony. Now, Mr. N. had to remark, that ' 
the election was held in August, and on the 2th . 
lis were compared, he 

had addressed many of his friends, in the pres- : 


‘ence of hia honorable opponent, and had stated | 


ined, either by the sitting member or hia agenta. 
He wished to call the attention of the House to 
' another fact, that on the 2d of November he 
` (the petitioner) had notified his opponent of hia 
intention to take testimony at Morgantown on 
the 30th of that month, and at Flat Rock on 
the 26th of the same month; but, after that notice 
had been served, the sitting member had notified 
the petitioner of his intention to take testimony 
| on those same days at other places. The peti- 
- tioner had also been notified to attend examina- 
tions in places two hundred miles apart on the 
same day. If gentlemen will examine the notices 
they will find that, so far from the petitioner throw- 
ing obstacles in the way of taking testimony, 
it was the sitting member who threw the obstacics 
in the way of the petitioner. He remarked, that 
the notices were in conformity with the laws of 
North Carolina. When the subject was before 
the committee, the petitioner had expressed his 
readiness to trust his fate to the testimony then in 
his possession. After the committee had exam- 
ined the testimony, they were informed that the 
would be heard by the committee. Mr. N. recol- 
lected (he said) he was content with the testimony 
then in their posseasion. Ele recollected a motion 
was made in the committee, that the testimony 
be submitted to them, that they might make out 
an abstract. He tell to work to make out his 
abstract; but although the sitting member was 
there, and had the evidence in his possession, he 
declined making out any. When the committee 
next met, he (the petitioner) submitted his ab- 
stract, but there had not one word been said about 
further time until they had examined the docu- 
ments. He did not wish to detain the House, but 
he wished to correct a statement which had been 
made there. It had been stated that, in the case 
of Talifer and Hungerford, there was more time 
than in the present for taking depositions, It 
had been stated that the parties then commenced 
taking depositions in September, but it had been 
carefully kept out of view that Congress met at 
that time a month earlier than they do now. Con- 
gress then met in November; so that the time 
allowed in the present case was longer than the 
time then allowed. He had again to state to the 
House that he had no sinister motive to bring him 
there, but that he came, as he conceived, by the 
will of a majority of the freemen of his district, 
not to maintain his own rightsalone, but to main- 
tain the rights of his constituents. He wished, 
in all due deference to the House, to state that 
their forefathers, in the adoption of the Constitu- 
tion, had said that each House shall be the judge 
| of their own elections, evidently intending that 
they were the guardians of the rights of the people. 
Therefore, if he was rightfully entitled to the seat 
he ought to have it; and all he asked was stern 
justice. 
Mr. N.’s ee will appear hereafter. ] 

r. HOWARD said that, as both the candi- 
dates for membership had now addressed the 
House, it seemed asif the argument was closed, 
and the judicial functions of the House about to 
commence. The question under consideration 
was one of time, as the sitting member had re- 
quested a postponement of the final trial until he 
could have an opportunity of collecting further 


: his intention to contest his election, if it was the 
wish of the people that he should do so. On the 


fourth Monday of September, the court met in || many considerations of great weight. 
i ting member alleged that he could not proceed 
n Wit 

“ity o 
| indulgence should be 
li inte the case so far, an 
i himself to give a correct vote upon the question 


Burke county; and at that time his honorable op- 
ponent was aware of the petitioner’s intention to 
contest his Aiha to his seat, and he might have been 
: engaged in taking testimony throughout the coun- 
:| ties at the eourts which followed, if he had been 
| so disposed. The sitting member attended all 


e | these courts, where he might have been employed 


| in the collection of evidence. 
Mr. N. said he served notice on his opponent 


. testimony. Whencalled upon to vote upon this 
| prayer, Mr. H. said that he found it sustained by 
The sit- 


prayed to himself; and a respectable minor- 
the committee had recommended that the 
granted: He had looked 

so far only, as to enable 


| of time, and regretted to say that he could not 
| grant it. Fora vote, apparently so unkind aod 
: harsh, he begged leave to assign his reasons, 


| atthe September court. How, then, could the |i which, if not well-founded, could be shown to be 
| petitioner have been receiving evidence without || so, and he would cheerfully change hia vate, It 


1i the knowledge of the sitting member? The peti- 
. tioner’s object was, in taking the course of going 
|i to the different county courts, to give the sitting 
ii member an opporumty of obtaining testimony. 
\| If gentlemen would only take the trouble to look 
i| at the documents, they would see which was en- 
ii titled to the most credit. Mr. N. stated several 

places in his district at which he had taken evi- 


į seemed to him that, if the testimony was in an 
imperfect state, it was the fault of the sitting 
| member that it was so; and if he should jose his 
| seat in consequence of this imperfeotion, the re- 
sult must be attributed to the error of judgment 
| into which the sitting member had fallen, respect- 


ing his duty to his district and to the House. In 
| order to bring the point Gistinetly up, he would 
which he 


264 


had marked in the report of th 
Elections. 

{The Clerk accordingly read two extracts, show- 
ing that the sitting member and minority of the 
committee were of opinion that the evidence was 
left imperfect from the necessity of his attending 
to his duty at Washington atthe opening of Con- 

ress. 
: Me H 


opinion just 


_said that he wholly dissented from the 
read, It seemed to him that one of 
the first duties of the House, after its organiza- 
tion, was to inspect the validity of the utes of 
those who presented themselves as members, in 
order to settle all conflicting claims which might 
arise, and this duty was in its nature preliminary 
to the performance of all other duties. The 
nation at large hada right to require that those 
only who had been legally elected should sit and 
vote upon matters of deep public interest, which 
were often decided by a single vote. If this were 
true, it became the duty of every member to in- 
crease the facilitics of the House for the decision 
of conflicting claims with as much promptness 
as justice would admit. The collection of testi- 
mony was therefore in the direct discharge of the 
first duty which the sitting member owed to the 
House, and he erred in judgment when he aban- 
doned the field in the midst of the investigation, 
trusting the prosecution of the inquiry to friends 
or agents who had omitted to fulfill it. The per- 
sonal superintendence of the sitting member 
ought to have been given to the scrutiny, because 
there was no duty which he could have been 
called upon to perform in Washington of such 
urgency as the investigation of his own title to a 
seat. The consequence of the error was, that 
now, in the middle of March, the House was 
called upon to postpone its final inquiry into the 
case, in order that the sitting member might either 
leave his seat and repair to his district to obtain 
additional testimony, or again trust those agents 
who had already disappointed him. Mr. H.said 
that he meant no disrespect to the sitting mem- 
ber; but it was one of those cases where a public 
man must construe his duty for himself, and abide 
by the consequences if he judged erroncously. 
If he had moved into his building before exam- 
ining whether its foundations were secure, and it 
should tumble upon him, the misfortune could be 
attributed only to the hasty zeal with which he 
had taken possession. Had it been his own case, 
(Mr. H. said,) he would not have left his adver- 
sary in possession of the field, but remained as 
long as the combat went on. It was the case of 
two generals who had fought a battle, in which 
one appeared to be worsted, but the victor had 
gone too soon into winter-quartcrs. His oppo- 
nent had continued the contest, and captured post 
after post; and now this House, a neutral party, 
is asked to interpose, and obtain a postponement 
of further operations, until the field can again be 


taken and the lost ground recovered. Justice to ` 


the parties, to the people: of the district, and to 
the nation, forbade it. Itwas now the middle of 
March; and if the defective state of the evidence 
‘was owing to the error of the sitting member, 
what was the condition of the petitioner? 
three months and a half he had prosecuted his 
claim; and if the friends of the sitting member had 
consulted together to devise a plan by which 
` most effectually to baffle the petitioner, none could 


have been peas He more likely to succeed than to | 


procrastinate the inquiry during the whole winter, 
and in the spring obtain a further grant of time. 
But, he again said, that he imputed nothing of 
the kind to the sitting member or his friends, who 
were no doubt convinced of the justice of his 
cause, and disposed to uphold it by the fairest 
proceedings. He compared the House to pas- 
sengers in a stage-coach, for a journey of thirty 
miles, empowered to decide upon the rights to 
seats. One of these. being claimed, the petitioner 


was told to run along for ten miles, and then the | 


case would be decided; but at the end of that time 
he is told that the passengers have been talking 


about other things, and he must continue his | 


pursuit for ten miles more—when, two thirds of 
the journey being over, he shall be allowed to 
come in, if his right shall be confirmed. 

Mr. H. said he had thus presented, as briefly 
as possible, his reasons for declining to grant 
further time; but was willing to take up the case 


For | 


March 17, 


upon the evidence before the House, which he | 

l 

Mr. GRAHAM said it must be borne in mind . 
by the House that, at each time that he had ad- 
dressed them, it was a matter of sheer duty to 
himself. It had been said by the petitioner that 
he had given notice at the comparing of the polls 
of his intention to contest the election. Mr. G. 
knew that the petitioner had made such a state- 
ment, but it had been made to an assembly of 
ersons, and not to him personally, and it was 
impossible for him to say whether he intended 
to do so or not, from that assertion. The peti- 
tioner had also stated that he had given notice 
that he would take testimony on days which had 
already been sct apart for that purpose. Mr. G. 
asked how he was to take testimony in any other 
way, when the petitioner had every day appro- 
priated to himself? With regard to what had 
fallen from the gentleman from Maryland, [Mr. 
Howarp,] he had only to say that, whatever 
might be his notion, Mr. G. was bound to con- 
form to the opinion of his constituents; and how- 
ever much he might respect that gentleman’s 
opinions, still he respected the opinion of his 


constituents more. Mr. G. then read letters from |: 
three of the persons which he had appointed | 


agents to take testimony and cross-examine wit- 
nesses, stating that for various reasons they had 
not been enabled to perform that duty. 

Mr. NEWLAND, in reply, remarked that, if 


he were disposed to pursue the same course | 


adopted by the sitting member, he could have 


produced a large number of letters of the same | 


tenor, but he had resolved to abide by the usual 
action of that House and the laws of the State of 
North Carolina. This observation applied equally 
to additional depositions which had been tendered 
to him, but he had refrained from availing him- 
sclf of them for the same reason. 
Mr. BOYD adverted toa few facts in the report 
of the committee, showing that full and sufficient 
i notices had in all cases been given to the sitting 
member, and that any complaint on that ground 
would have come with far more propricty or 
reason from the petitioncr than his opponent. 
The former had not only served the latter with 
notices in due time, but with even more time than 
the strict requisition of the laws of North Caro- 
lina required. Mr. B. also entered into a state- 
ment of sundry facts which occurred in the Com- 
mittee of Elections. 
Mr. MAURY explained that he had distinctly 
: recollected, at one meeting of the committee, at 
which all the members were not present, that a 
: majority of those present deemed the notice in- 
| sufficient, and that the sitting member ought to 
: be allowed more time. 


Mr. BOYD had not charged any one with mis- 7 


representation; but where so many meetings were 
; held it was natural to expect a discrepancy of 
‘recollection. The sitting member had not made 


‘| the application in time, and the committee had | 
i passed on the sufficiency of the notices before | 


| they entered on the testimony. His recollection 
: varied from that of the gentleman from Tennessee. 

Mr. MAURY said the 
member had been overruled, and he was not ap- 
_ prised of it in time. He called upon the honor- 
- able chairman of the committec to state what his 
:. recollection was on this point. 

Mr. CLAIBORNE could not undertake to re- 
late everything that occurred in the committee, 
but he would say he was not in the habit of com- 
municating anything to either of the parties, un- 
less under instructions of the committee. He did 
communicate to Mr. Graham the action on his 
ij protest. He recollected, also, a meeting of the 
i| committee, at which a majority of those present 
ii were of opinion the notices were sufficient; that 
‘| is, that they contained a sufficient indication of an 
` intent to dispute the election, and a sufficient in- 
dication of an intention to take depositions. 


i 
i 
i 
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li 
j 
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|i day, but the motion was negatived. 


middle of January. 
| Mr. HARD next obtained the floor, but gave 
| way to 


fl 
$ 


rotest of the sitting ` 


| Mr. WISE here called for the orders of the 


r. BOYD again proceeded, and said he hada 
most distinct recollection that the committee did ` 
act on the preliminary question long before the ` 


Mr. MAURY, who desired to explain. The | 


which he had made by the recollections of several 
| members of the committee. He (Mr. M.) was 
| satisfied that the facts which he had submitted 
‘were substantially set forth in the report which 
was signed by four members of the minority. 
He repeated that his recollection was distinct, 
that on the 15th of January the chairman was 
instructed to notify Mr. Graham that his protest 
had been overruled, and, in point of fact, no de- 
cision was made before the day to which he had 
referred. Several days previous to that time he 
had been asked by the sitting member, if they 
had come to any decision upon his protest, and 
he informed him that they had not, but were 
waiting for a full meeting of the committee. 

Mr. HARD again addressed the House, and 
contended that the notices given to the sittin 
member by Mr. Newland, were informal an 
insufficient, both as to time and substance. He 
urged the propriety of granting further time to the 
sitting membcr to take testimony essential to his 

' defense, and to a correct decision of the casc; and 
entered into a particular description of the notices, 
to show not only their insufficiency, but that their 
general character was so indefinite and vague as 
to preclude the sitting member from the opportu- 
i nity of taking all the testimony which he deemed 
| necessary. 

Before Mr. H. concluded his remarks, the hour 
arrived for proceeding to the consideration of the 
special order. 

Mr. BOYD moved to suspend the rule, for the 
purpose of proceeding with the consideration of 
i the contested election. 

Mr. GALBRAITH called for the yeas and 
nays, which were ordered; and were as follows: 

YEAS — Messrs. Adams, Anthony, Ash, Barton, Beale, 
! Bean, Beardstey, Beaumont, Bockee, Boon, Borden, Boul- 
i din, Bovec, Boyd, Brown, Burns, Bynum, Carr, Casey, 

Chaney, Chapman, Chapin, Nathaniel H. Claiborne, Cleve- 
land, Coffee, Coles, Conner, Craig, Cushman, Davis, De- 
berry, Dickerson, Doubleday, Dromgoote, Effner, Fairfield, 
Farlin, French, Fry, William K. Fuller, Galbraith, James 
Garland, Gillet, Graham, Grantland, Grayson, Griffin, Ha- 
ley, Joseph Hall, Hamer, Hannegan, Samuel! S. Harrison, 
Hawes, Hawkins, Haynes, Henderson, Holsey, Hopkins, 
Howard, Hubley, Huntington, Ingham, Jabez Jackson, Jar- 
vis, Joseph Johnson, Richard M. Johnson, Cave Johnson, 
John W. Jones, Benjamin Jones, Judson, Kennon, Kilgore, 
Kinnard, Lane, Lansing, Gideon Lee, Joshua Lee, Thomas 
Lee, Leonard, Logan, Loyall, Lyon, Abijah Mann, Job 
Mann, Martin, John Y. Mason, William Mason, Moses 
Mason, May, McKay, McKeon, McKim, McLene, Miller, 
Montgomery, Morgan, Muhlenberg, Owens, Parker, Parks, 
Patterson, Dutee J. Pearce, Franklin Pierce, Phelps, Pinck- 
ney, John Reynolds, Roane, Robertson, Schenck, Augustine 
H. Shepperd, Shinn, Sickles, Smith, Sutherland, Thomas, 
! Toucey, Towns, Turner, Turrill, Vanderpoel, Wagener, 
Ward, Wardwell, Webster, and Weeks—125. 

NAYS — Messrs. Chilton Allan, Heman Allen, Bailey, 
| Bell, Bond, Briggs, John Cathoon, William B. Cathoun, 
Cambreleng, Campbejl, Carter, George Chambers, John 
Chambers, Childs, Clark, Corwin, Crane, Cushing, Darling- 
ton, Denny, Dunlap, Evans, Everctt, Forester, Philo C. 
| Fuller, Granger, Graves, Grennell, Hiland Hall, Harlan, 
Harper, Hazeltine, Heister, Hoar, Howell, Huntsman, In- 
gersoll, Janes, Henry Johnson, Lawler, Lawrence, Lay, 
Luke Lea, Lincoln, Sampson Mason, Maury, McKennan, 
Mercer, Milligan, Morris, Peyton, Phillips, Pickens, Reed, 
Rencher, Russell, William B. Shepard, Shields, Sloane, 
Spangiecr, Standefer, Steele, Storer, Taliaferro, Waddy 
Thompson, Underwood, Vinton, Washington, White, Whit- 
tlesey, Sherrod Williams, and Wise—72. 


| So the House refused to suspend the rules. 
Mr. HAWES moved to suspend the rules, in 
' order to enable him to submit a motion to rescind 
the order of the House making the appropria- 
tion bills the special order for each day, and called 
for the yeas and nayson his motion; which were 
| not ordered. 

' The motion of Mr. Hawes was then nega- 
' tived without a count. 


NAVAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


| On motion by Mr. CAMBRELENG, the 
, House, pursuant to the special order of the 26th 
|; January, then resolved itself into the Committee of 
i| the Whole on the state of the Union. (Mr. Hamer 
in the chair,) and resumed the consideration of the 
bill making appropriations for the naval service 
of the United States for the year 1836. The 
i guestion pending was the motion of Mr. BELL, 
to strike out the following item from the bill: 

For improvement and necessary repairs of the navy- 


; yard at Portsmouth, New Hampshire, sixty-seven thousand 
i| dollars. 


Mr. B. having withdrawn his previous motion 


THY. CONAKINMONAY, ‘GLOBE, 


to reduce the said item one: half, and wobstitated effet: "He theh referred me aeh 


the foregoing. í 
Mr. BELL, who was entitled to the ffoor, rose 
and addressed the House at length. He said he || 
had long desired to state, in justice to himself, |! 
that he had no hostility to this branch of the ser- |; 
vice, but, on the contrary, he was for an increase 
of it; and the remarks of the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania [Mr. Cuamsers] on that point had | 
his most hearty concurrence. What he wished ` 
was a full investigation of the subject. With 
regard to the number of navy-yards, although 
experienced officers had expressly laid it down 
‘that two would be a sufficient number, Mr. 
was willing to concede four, which number ‘he 
deemed amply enough. He said there was but | 
one way to settle this subject, and that was by 
bringing the influence of the Executive to bear | 
upon it. He inquired why it was that no special 
messages had been sent in on this subject? It had ` 
been thrown out that there were political reasons : 
why some of these navy-yards were kept up, and 
that the naval station at Portsmouth was to be | 
fostered, because the people of New Hampshire 
had remained firm tothe Democratic party. He 
again recurred to the neglect of Pensacola by the i 
General Government, and complained that no |i 
special message had ever been forwarded thereon. |; 
Mr. B. then said he should proceed with ageneral | 
inquiry into the state and condition of the Gov- | 
ernment, and the policy of the present Adminis- © 
tration. He would have preferred doing this on ; 
the fortification bill; but he had reason to appre- :, 
hend that the bill under consideration was the | 
only one which would be debated in committee, 
till near the close of the session. The present 
bill, however, provided for a very considerable 
increase from former appropriations, he believed 
about $1,000,000; but if its principles were car- 
ried out an expenditure of $100,000,000 would 
beinvolvedin it. Besides this, such a discussion 
as was desired could not be got up in any other ` 
“way but on appropriation bills. He dwelt atsome 
length upon the resolution adopted on the 26th of ' 
January, making these bills the special order of | 
every day at one o’clock. That resolution was | 
adopted on the very day the news was supposed || 
to have arrived here of the proffered mediation || 
of Great Britain: and the introducer of the reso- | 
lution, [Mr. Mason, of Virginia, from the pecu- 
liar station he occupicd, (chairman of the Com- | 
mittee on Foreign Relations,) must have been | 
rivy to the news at the time he introduced it. |. 
he resolution was intended to suppress dis- ,| 


: than the 


, , jedings ef 
dhe Hote on the resolution of Mr. Aaa re- 
specting the loss of the fortification bill of the last 


| session, and condemned the course of certain gen- 


tlemen on that subject. 


Mr. B. then read a variety of extracts from the 


‘ report of the Secretary of the Navy to the Presi- 


dent of the United States in the year 1798, from 
a memorial from certain citizens of Pennsylvania, 
after the passage of the alien and sedition laws, 
from the publications of the late William B. 


Giles, of Virginia, to show the analogy existing 
between the:party in power in 1798, and the party | 


now in power. Their leading ‘principles (he said) 


Were the same, and they were vindicated preeisely — 
| on the same grounds, and with similar arguments. | 
He, however, expressed it as his decided belief, | 
that the present party was more to be dreaded 
arty of 1798, because the latter were . 
open in their warfare, and avowed their princi- : 
ples; while-the present party acted without that | 
avowal, and professed one set of principles, while ` 
they were governed by others totally at variance i: 
them. Mr. B. remarked, that the Constite | 
i tion gave to Congress the exclusive right to’ 


wit 


clare war or make peace, but recent practice had 
shown that provision to be a dead letter. That 


wer was really in the hands of one man; and ' 


if the President had said it was expedient to de- 


clare war, he would ask what man of the party | 


would have gainsayed it? 
Mr. B., recurring to the increased ap 

ations of the present year, and to the 

demand for the augmentation of the 


ri- 


sourees of the country would be entirely drained; 
believing, as he did, in three years from this 
time the revenue from the public lands would be 
diminished down to less than a million. The 
proposition of the party in power contemplated a 


- standing army of not less than twenty thousand 
men, and one hundred ships of the line: alt this ; 
would lead to an increased annual taxation of not | 

|; Isaac Garrettson, deceased. ; : 

| Mr: MORRIS gave ‘notiee that he would -to- 


less than $5,000,000. With regard to his present 
position towards the Administration, and the 
relation he bore to the party in power, and the 
President of the United $ States, 

considered himself a supperter of the Administra- 
tion, and of the distinguished man now in power, 
in reference to every prominent feature and prin- 


ciple of his administration, exeept those which had |! 


grown out of the illegitimate desire to elect a 
favorite successor to the President. Í 


Mr. B. then quoted a passage from the special |, 


——— 


prop 

robable | 
avy and ; 
the erection of fortifications, asserted that the re- | 


r. B. said he | dhe: 
' of lands except. to actual setélers, and in limited 
'| quantities. a a 


cussion. | message of the President of the United States, 

Mr. MASON said, he regretted very much that | communicating the acceptance of the mediation of 
the gentleman from Tennessee should indirectly :- England, ad recommending to the attention of 
impute an intention to him which he (Mr. M.) .| Comgréss the defenseless condition of the ‘coun- 
had heretofore, so far as he was concerned, most || try. On the latter point he commented at great 

ositively disclaimed. In offéring that resolution, ` length, and argued that its intent was to subserve 

r. M. had no intention to trammel the House, 
or to preclude debate or discussion upon any par- 
ticular subject or class of subjects. 

Inregard to the knowledge, or supposed knowl- | per organization of the civil department. They 
edge, of the intelligence referred to, Mr. M. had || should first set their own House ia order, and 
only to say, and at once to relieve the gentleman `! then the proper time would arrive to prepare the 
from Tennessce from going into such proof, that ' military defenses of the country. He called the 
at the time that proposition was submitted in the || attention of the House again to many of the prac- 
committee of which he had the honor to be chair- |, tices of the present Administration, of an inter- 


man—at the time it was there adopted—at the |! ferenve by Government officers in the elections of 


time it was reported to the House and passed upon | members of that and the other branch of Con- 


by the House—Mr. M. had held no communi- !' gress. Tt was notoriously true, that nearly every |. 


cation with any member of the Administration, :| Government officer, openly and without restraint, 
and had received no information, official or unof- | was now engaged in efforts for the success of a 
ficial, direct or indirect, that there was any rea- |, certain individual as sueccssor to the 
son to believe that the mediation of Great Britain '| 


or that any such purpose was in contemplation. ii 
At no period of time, prior to the adoption of that |! 
résolution, was there in Mr, M.’s possession any | 

_ circumstance to justify such anidea, ` | surplus revenue. Even gentlemen who professed 
Mr. BELL said, the gentleman’a explanation || the doctrines of Jefferson, State-rights men—even 


only proved that he was not in possession of the || gentlemen'from the Commonwealth of Virginia— 
information the position he oeeupied demanded. | 


presidency, having not'enly the personal influ- 
‘ence of the Government officers, but also wield- 


preset Boala ey o to which 
e had beldtiedé;-6t the’ : ma elevated 
General Jackson to the executive tWalr; though 
many ‘of the individuals were the sante; - 

Mr. BELL, without concluding, gave way to 

Mr. BRIGGS, on whowe motion the committee 
rose and reported progress; and then, on motioh 
| by Mr. WARD, the 


ouse adjourned. 
_.,. IN SENATE. 
Farmar, March 18, 1836. : 

Mr. MORRIS presented the petition of sundry 
: citizens of Clermont county, Ohio, praying for 
the alteration of a certain post route; which was 
referred to the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads, > e e i 

Mr. NILES presented the petition of sun 
citizens of Connecticut, engaged in the wha 
fisheries, praying the aid of Congress to fit out an 
exploring expedition; which was referred to the 
Committee on Commerce. 


REPORTS PROM COMMITTEES.. 
Mr. SHEPLEY, fram the Committee on 


‘ 
| Claims, reported, without amendment, the bill 
i 


from the House for the relief of Thomas Ffaliday. 

Also, from the same committee, untavorable 
reports on the petitiona of. Augustus Jones and 
Hugh Barton, administrators of Andrew Stewart. 

Mr. BENTON, from te Committee on Mili- 
: tary Affairs, to which the subject had-been- re- 

ferred, reported a bill providing for the purchase 

of the right to use certain inventions of William 

H. Bell.to facilitate the firing of ordnance; which 
| was read, and ordered to a second reading. 

Mr. DAVIS, from the Committee an Com- 
merce, reported unfavorably on. the bill from the 
House for the relief af Gilbert A. Smith and 
others. eae : 
| Mr. BLACK, from the Committee on Naval 
Affairs, made an unfavorable report on the peti- 
tion of Andrew A. Van Bibber, administrator of 


| morrow ask leave to bring ina bill to reduce: the 
price of the public landsjand to prohibit the sales 


| 
f RESOLUTIONS. 
Mr. NICHOLS submitted the folowing reso- 


i lutions; which lie on the table one day: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Public Lands }e, ip- 

| structed to inquire into the justice of granting to the State 

| of Louisiana five hundred thousand acres of the pit 

; lands within the limits of that State, in consideratiow'of the 
great benefit derived from the levecs: made aud kept. ap at 

individual expense, and the improvements, at the cost ofthe 

State, of the water courses, which hy act of Congress are 


mar views in the coming presidential election. |: 
: : 

| The best way to Carry, out the maxim, ‘in peace, i| for building or purchasing and equipping one or more steam 
|| to prepare for war,” was to provide for the pro- j ile, to bee oa in gimi re ete i 
i| tothe tra tween New Orleans @ several porta bi 


ing, uncontrolled, the enormous power of the || 


‘Mr. B. was assured of the fact that the news had | 
` been unofficially reccived in this city the day be- 
fore the special ‘messenger, with the proffered 
mediation of England, had arrived. e was in 
possano of the evidence to substantiate this 
fact. With regard to the resolution of the gen- 
tleman from Virginia, [Mr. Masen,] its spirit 
“was to suppress debate, and sach had been its 


were all found arranged on the side of the Gov- 
ernment candidate for the presidency. At first, 
scarce an individual would avow himself; bata 
few short months wrought a wonderful change, 
and gentlemen now thought the whole influence 
of the sei phages should be brought to bear to 
perpetuate the power of the present party, under 
the plea of principle. For himself, ie denied that 
he had swerved from his principles, or that the 


| declared common highways, forever free from any tax or 
l: toll imposed by said State. : 
ii Resolved, That the Committee on Naval Afairs be in- 
|, structed to inquire into the expediency of an appropriatian 


vessdis, to be employed in giving more effectual protection 


i Mexico. . 

: Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be directed 

| to communicate to the Senate any information in his pos- 

! session as to the expediency ant: prebable cost Gf erecting 
a suitable building for the custom-house and district court 

; inthe city of New Orleans. 


Mr. SOUTHARD submitted the following 
resolution; which lies on the table one day: 
Resolved, ening sapere Commerce be instructed 
: to.inquire into the expediency o i islative 
‘ion for the employment of boys in mere! nant eela or the 


á :i United States in proportion to their tonnage. 
d presidency. | i i 

t ) | It was notorious that, to every effect and sub- | 
would be offered or accepted by this Government, || stance, they had a Government candidate for the || 


Pid BILL PASSED. 

w The-bill to authorize the conveyance. of certain 
landa- belonging to the University of Michigan, 
: was read the third time, aad passed. 
“SILLS REFERRED. 
i The following bills from the House were sev- 
erally read twice and referred: =, Re 

The bill making additional appropriations for 
i the suppression of Indian hostilities in Florida; 
|. The Bat for the reljef of Nathaniel P. Tatum; 


. The bill for the relief'of Alvarez Fisk, and the 
heirs and legal representatives. of Thomas B. 
Eskridge. - 
; za ADJOURNMENT SINE DIE. 


- "Fe resolution eubmitted: by Mr. Kine, of Ala- 


oS 


bama, the adjournment of Congress for 
aome day in May next, was taken up, when 
Mr. KING moved to lay it for the present on 


the table, and said that when this resolution came 
to be finally acted on he would move to insert In 
the blank the 30th day of May. This motion 
was agreed to. i 

The remainder of the resolutions lying on the 
table, except that submitted by Mr. Benton, 
were considered and agreed to. 


EXPUNGING RESOLUTION. 


The resolution submitted by Mr. Bewrow, to 
expunge from the Journal of the Senate the reso- 
lution of Mr. Curar, condemnatory of the Presi- 
dent of the United States, was taken up for con- 
sideration. 

Mr. BENTON then addressed the Senate in a 

ch of great length, in support of the resolu- 
tion; but before concluding he gave way to 

Mr. HUBBARD, on whose motion it was 

Ordered, That when the Senate adjaurns, it adjourn to 
meet on Monday next. 

On motion by Mr. DAVIS, leave of absence 
was granted to Mr. Wessrer for ten days from 
to-day. 

The Senate then adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Farmar, March 18, 1836. 


Mr. BOON moved to suspend the rules for one 
hour to enable the standing and select committees 
to report. 

Upon a count there appeared to be—ayes 49, 
noes 64; no quoram voting. 

Mr. CONNOR moved a call of the House; 
which was negatived. Sas 

Mr. BOON waived his motion to suspend the 
ae and the House resumed the consideration 
of the 


NORTH CAROLINA CONTESTED ELECTION. 


Two motions were pending. The first in order 
was that of Mr. Mawn, of New York, making the 
report of the Committee of Elections the special 
order of the day for Wednesday next; and the 
second proposition was that of Mr: Harp, to 
recommit the report with instructions, to allow 
further time to the sitting members for taking 
additional testimony. 

Mr. HARD continued, at considerable length, 
the remarks which he commenced yesterday. He 
wished to call the attention of the House to some 
of the facts which ought to induce them to grant 
further time to the sitting member to take testi- 
mony. In the first place, the notice given the 
sitting member was not sufficient, either as to 
length of time, or as to form; and the sitting mem- 
ber had scarcely any of the time allowed him for 
taking evidence, after notice was given, because 
the petitioner occupied nearly the whole of it him- 
self. That fact alone ought to induce the House 
to grant further time. As he was one of the mi- 
nority of the committee who had recommended 
further time to be given the sitting member, he felt 
called upon to show the reasons which had led them 
to thatconclusion. The gentleman from Maryland, 
(Mr. Howanp,] who addressed the House yes- 
terday, had stated it as his opinion, that it was 
the paramount duty of the sitting member to have 
remained in his district, and that he should not have 
left it even to attend to a duty which was deemed 
perui by the committee to every other. Mr. 

. did not agree with the honorable gentleman. 
He considered it the duty of the sitting member 
to have attended at the meeting of Congress, if 
for no other Porp than to maintain his right to 
his seat there. The same remark might apply to 
the petitioner. The-petitioner had thought proper 
to be there himself to attend to his own trial in 
propria persona. Well, if it became a matter of 
so much importance that the petitioner had re- 
mained there at his own expense, was it not of 
importance that the sitting member should be there 
also for the purpose of explaining and being heard 
before the committeejn his own defense? The 
opinion of the kertoman from Maryland could 
not have proceeded from due reflection in the case. 
The question for the House to decide presented 

itself in one simple undivided point, which was 
this, has the sitting member had sufficient time for 


Marck 


RUD. CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE: 


| the collection of his evidence? He-wauld appeal 

to the gnod sense of the House, whether the great 

extent of the districtand the short time allowed— 

‘not more than thirty days, for the collection of 
testimony, and that time employed almost exclu- 
sively by the petitioner—should not induce them 
to grant the sitting member further time to allow 
him to take his defensive evidence? He then re- 
curred to some of the occurrences in committee on 
the subject. 

On the 15th of Deeember last was the first day 
on which the Committee of Elections met and 
were organized; at least, it was the first day that 
the parties had an opportunity of having their 
claims considered. The committee found a mags 
of testimony before them, and they permitted the 
petitioner to be heard by counsel, so that he had 
all his points laid clearly before the committee. 
When the counsel had closed his remarks, the 
sitting member rose and offered his protest, pro- 
testing against receiving the evidence, and o ered 
reasons for rejecting it which were considered 
sound reasons by a portion of the committee; 
and the committee were then unwilling to decide, 

; because they might be liable to decide wro At 
the next meeting of the committee the member of 


the committee from North Carolina was absent. . 


It was found that the committee were divided in 
opinion as to the legality of the testimony. It 


was proposed that they should postpone the con- || 
Piai $ Ap th ' a resident of the county in which he votes one 


sideration of the case until the member from 
North Carolina returned; but, as there was a 


great deal on the hands of the committee, it was , a 
State Legislature, and showed that cach voter 


agreed that they should go on examining the tes- 
timony, and not come to a decision of the matter 
until the gentleman from North Carolina returned. 
Unfortunately, however, for the committee at that 
time, the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Bu- 
CHANAN] was taken sick, and they continued still 
to examine the evidence in the case. Ata subse- 
men day, however, a vote was taken, and it was 
ound that a majority of the committee present 
overruled the receiving of the protest; but the 
report would show that the decision was not made 
until the 14th day of January. 

Mr. BOYD said he had stated, on the first day 
that the preliminary question was before the 
House, what he again intended to state—which 
was, that the sitting member had offered a protest, 
wishing to set aside the whole of the testimony ; 


and that the only vote which was taken was the |; 


vote which overruled that protest, and that was 
among the first acts of the committee in investi- 
gating that case. : 

Mr. HARD resumed, and again stated that the 
first decision of the committee was made known 
to the sitting member on the 14th day of January. 
He contended that the sitting member was not 
bound to take any action in the matter wntil that 
decision was made known to him. Soon after 


; the 14th day of January, the sitting member , 


applied for further time, which was as soon as he 
was bound to do so. In reply to what had been 
said about the sitting member applying to the 
House for further time, he had only to remark, 


that that would not have been the parliamentary ‘: 


course, and he had no doubt it would have been 


objected to. But, supposing he had presented a | 
i aaa the Ua E ; rules for this day, for the purpose of proceedin 


petition to the House, the usual course would be 
to refer it to the committee that had charge of 
the subject; and it would have gone back to the 
committee, there to sleep. He would only ask, 
in reply to the charge of unnecessary and eppres- 
sive delay, on whom was the charge to rest? The 
committee were ready to act at any time, and on 
- whom the fault was to fall he would leave gentle- 
men to answer. NE 
Mr. MAURY did net rise for the purpose of 
. Making a speech, but for the purpose of making 
| a Statement to the House; and he called upon the 
i; gentleman from Kentucky to admit or deny the 
: correctness of it; because it was proper that this 


;; matter should be truly presented to the House. | 
i: About the middle of December, the protest of the | 
j, Sitting member was presented to the committee. ; 


i; At that time there were seven members of the 


|; Committee present out of nine; the vote was. 


|| taken, and of the seven members four were of 
i| opinion ‘that the protest ought to be overruled; 
and there were three of opinion that it ought to 
be sustained, so that four was a minority of nine. | 


‘It was then suggested, as two members were. 


i Beardsley, Beaumont, Boon, Bovee, 
: Bynum, Cambreleng, Carr, 
: thaniel H. Claiborne, Cleveland, Coffee, 


t 
Vi 


18, 


absent, and ag the majority of the whole number 
of the committee had not concurred in overruling 
the protest, that the matter might lie over, and a 
full session of the committee did not take place 
until the middle of January. At that time, it 
appeared that the protest was overruled, and no 
sooner; and at that time the chairman of the com- . 
mittee informed the sitting member that his pro- 
test was overruled. He knew the fact was not 
made known formally to the sitting member, and 
he belicved it had not been made known inform- 
ally at an earlier day. 

Xt. RENCHER said he did not wish to pro- 
tract the debate, but he wished to present some 
views which were necessary to come finally toa 
correct decision. He was satisfied that, by both 
the reports, the laws and constitution of North 
Carolina had been misconccived so far, that it 
was impossible for the House to decide with ref- 
erence to them. He would ask any gentleman 
to tell him by the reports what constituted a legal 
voter for the lower Baach of the North Carolina 
Legislature? The report of the majority was 
silent as the grave on the subject, and the minor- 
ity had evcn done worse, for they had made 
a misstatement of the facts. If the petitioning 
gentleman obtained a scat on that floor, he must 
obtain it on grounds strictly technical and legal. 
Mr. R. here read an extract from the constitution 
of North Carolina, showing that a votcr must be 


ear preceding the clection. He said it would be 
orne in mind that that provision related to the 


shall vote in the county in which he resides, and 
that he shall have resided therein twelve months 
immediately preceding the election. It was sup- 
posed that provision did not apply in practice for 
members of Congress; and although a voter could 
not vote out of his county for members of the 
Legislature, yet he might vote out of the county, 
provided he voted in the district, for members of 
Congress. Well, it appeared that thirteen votes 
had been stricken from the sitting member’s list 
which were legal votes, but which had voted by 
the prevailing practice there in another county, 
but within his district. 

The CHAIR remarked that it would not be in 
order to discuss the merits of the report on the 
preliminary question. ; = 

Mr. RENCHER resumed. He merely wished 
to state his reasons, by referring to the report 


: for recommitting that report to the Committee of 
: Elections, for the gepot of allowing the sitting 
e 


member time to take further testimony. He was 
going to show, that, although it was against the 


: constitution, yet it was customary, and that they 
had not only custom to sanction it, but that even 


one of the brothers of the petitioner had voted out 
of the county of which he was a resident; but 
they had even more: the petitioner himself, whom 
he held in high esteem, had done so; therefore he 
considered it a reasonable mistake. It was a 
reasonable mistake for the people to make, when 
the petitioner himself made the same mistake. 
r. WHITTLESEY called for the orders of 
the day. 
Mr. CAMBRELENG moved to suspend the 


with the consideration of the subject then pend- 


‘ing, and intimated, at the same time, that if it 


was not disposed of to-day he should renew a 


' similar motion to-morrow. 


Mr. MANN, of New York, asked for the yeas 


. and nays, which were ordered; and the vote was 
| yeas 111, nays 74. 


YEAS — Messrs. Adains, Anthony, Ash, Barton, Bean, 

boyd, Brown, Burns, 
Casey, Chaney, Chapin, Na- 
n Coles, Connor, 
Craig, Cushman, Davis, Dickerson, Dickson, Doubleday, 


; Dromgoole, Effaer, Fairfield, Fowler, French, William K. 
i, Fujler,Gillet, Glascock, Graham, Grantland, Haley, Samuel 


8S. Harrison, Hawes, Hawkins, Haynes, Henderson, Hol- 
‘sey, Hopkins, Howard, Hubley, Huntington, Ingham, Jabez 
Jackson, Jarvis, Joseph Johnson, Cave Johnson, Benja- 
min Jones, Judson, Kennon, Kilgore, Kinnard, kiin en- 
smith, Lane, Lansing, Lawler, Gideon uee, Thomas Lee, 
Leonard, Logan, Loyalt, Abijah Mann, Job Mann, Martin, 
John Y. Mason, William Mason, Moses Mason, Maury, 
May, emer McKim, MeLene, Montgomery, Morgan, 


Mublenberg, Owens, Parker, Parks, Patterson, Dutee J. 
Pearce, Franklin Pierce, Phelps, Reed, Reacher, Jobn 
ogers, 


Reynolds, Joseph Reynolds, Roane, Robertson, 
Schenck, Augestine H. Shepperd, Shinn, Sickles, Smith, 
Sutherland, Thomas, Waddy Thompson, Toucey, Turner, 


ig 
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Vanderpoel, Vinton, Wagener, Werd, Wsadweli, Webster, 
and Wecks—I11. : 

NAYS — Messrs. Chilton Allan, Heman Allen, Bailey, 
Banks, Beale, Bond, Bouldin, Briggs, Bunch, John Cal- 
hoon, William B. Calhoun, Campbell, Carter, George 
Chambers, John Chambers, Childs, Clark, Corwin, Crane, 
Cushing, Darlington, Deberry, Denny, Dunlap, Evans, 
Everett, Forester, Philo C. Fuller, James Gartand, G ry 
Graves, Grennell, Griffin, Hiland Hall, Hard, Hardin, Har- 
lan, Harper, Hazeltine, Heister, Hoar, Howell, Huntsman, 
Ingersoll, Janes, Henry Johnson, Lawrence, Lay, Luke 
Lea, Lincoln, Love, Sampson Mason, McCarty, McComas, 
McKennon, Mercer, Milligan, Morris, Phillips, Pickens, 
Russell, William B. Shepard, Shields, Standefer, Steele, 
Storer, Taliaferro, Underwood, Whittlesey, Sherrod Wil- 
liams, and Wise—74. 


So the House refused to suspend the rules. 
Mr. BYNUM inquired of the Chair, what 


would be the effect of the motion for the previous |! 


estion? . 

The CHAIR replied, that the subject had passed 
from before the House that day by the vote just 
taken. 

Mr. BYNUM then gave notice—premising that 
he asked for nothing but what was right, and 
was not disposed to submit to what was wrong— 
that he should move the previous question. 

3 The House then proceeded to the orders of the 
ay. 

BENEDICT ALFORD AND ROBERT BRUSH. 


. The House resumed the consideration of the 
joint resolution for the relief of Benedict Alford 
and Robert Brush. 
` The resolution was presented under the follow- 
ing circumstances: At the first session of the 
Twenty-Third Congress, a bill passed the House 


of Representatives, granting pensions to Benedict |: 


Alford and Robert Brush, soldiers of the revolu- 
tionary war. By the Journals of the Senate, it 
appears that this bill was indefinitely postponed 


in that body, and the House of Representatives | 


was so notified; and itis also so entered in the 
Journal of the House. The postponement of the 
bill in the Senate in the hurry of business at the 
last hour of the session was inadvertently over- 
looked by the enrolling clerk, as well as by the 


Committee on Enrolled Bills in the House, and it |, 
was enrolled and signed by the officers of the two |: 


Houses, and presented to and approved by the 
President. A few days after the adjournment of 
Congress, the error was discovered in the Clerk’s 
office of the House of Representatives, and notice 
of the fact was immediately given to the War 
Department. The Secretary of War thereupon 
declined complying with the provisions of the 


bill, under the conviction that it was not a valid | 


statute. At the last session of Congress the 


President communicated the fact to the Senate by |: 
No action in the case was, however, |: 


message. 
had in either House at the last session. At the 
present session Benedict Alford again presented 
is petition, which was referred to the Committee 
on Revolutionary Pensions. The committee re- 
ported that, in its opinion, the act was a valid 
one, and that no further legislation was necessar 
to give a pension to the petitioner, which, in their 


opinion, the Secretary of War was bound to pay |: 


him. A member of the committee, differing from 
the majority, after the report was made, moved 
the resolution directing the Secretary of War to 
execute the act, which had passed in the manner 
herein stated; and the discussion on a former day, 
and on the present occasion, was mainly, whether 
or not the bill of the first session of the Twenty- 
Third Congress was, under the circumstances 
above stated, a valid act or not. 

The motion pending, was that of Mr. Vinton, 
to refer the joint resolution to the Committee on 
the Judiciary, with instructions to report whether 
the act mentioned in the resolution was a law of 
the Jand or not. 

Mr. WHITTLESEY expressed the hope that 
.the instructions would be withdrawn, and the 
resolution referred to the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary without further debate. 


Mr. WISE made a few remarks in opposition 
to the validity of the act; when 

Mr. WHITTLESEY moved to postpone the 
we to Friday next; but withdrew the motion 
at the request of 

Mr. INGERSOLL, who offered a substitute for 
the motion of Mr. Vinron, directing the Com- 


mittee on the Judiciary to report a bill, if they 


should deem it proper, for the relief of the 
sons mentioned in the resolution. . 


After some remarks by Messrs. INGERSOLL |! said, at the same time, that he would. demand 


and DICKERSON, 
Mr. WHITTLESEY renewed the motion to 
ostpone the whole subject until Friday next; 
Pat subsequently withdrew it. 
The discussion was further continued b 
! Messrs. TOUCEY, INGERSOLL, ROBERT- 
, SON, MERCER, LANE, McKEON,JUDSON, 
i and CRAIG. 
| Atthe suggestion of Mr.HoLrser, Mr. Inazn- 


‘to change the reference of the subject from the 
: Judiciary Committee to the Committee on Revo- 
lutionary Pensions. 
l ‘The discussion was then further continued by 
| Mr. Horsey, when 
Mr. GILLET moved the previous question. 
Mr. VINTON modified his motion, by direct- 
| ing the Committee onthe Judiciary, if they should 
| be of opinion that the act was not a valid one, to 
| report a bill for the benefit of the persons named 
‘in the same, if they should be of opinion that 
i relief ought to be granted to them. 4 
The motion for the previous question was not 
seconded. . 
After various propositions to amend, and some 
| further remarks and suggestions by Messrs. 
: BEARDSLEY,SUTHERLAND,ANTHONY, 
! ADAMS, INGERSOLL, GRENNELL, KEN- 


by Mr. Incersott, for the motion of Mr. Vinton, 
: was negatived—ayes 63, noes 65. 
Mr. ADAMS then moved a substitute for the 
i motion of Mr. Vinton, in substance that the 
: Committee on Revolutionary Pensions be in- 


! Alford and Robert Brush; which was agreed to 
—ayes 80, noes not counted. 
So the joint resolution was committed to the 


|, Committee on Revolutionary Pensions, with the 
: instructions moved by Mr. Apams. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATION. 


The CHAIR laid before the House a letter 
from the Secretary of War, transmitting a report 
from the Topographical Burcau, of the survey of 
| a railroad from Pensacola to Columbus, Georgia; 
| which was laid on the table and ordered to be 
printed. 
i| ‘The House then adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
| - SATURDAY, March 19, 1836. 


The House was called to orderat eleven o’clock, 
; when it appeared that only cighty-eight members 
| (no quorum) were in attendance. 
| Mr. CRAIG moved a call of the House, and 
!-asked for the yeas and nays oh his motion; which 
were ordered, and were—ycas 40, nays 90. 

So the motion for a eall of the House was neg- 
-atived. 

quorum being present, the Journal was then 
i read. 
The House resumed the consideration of the 


NORTH CAROLINA CONTESTED ELECTION. 


_ Two motions were pending. The first in order 
was that of Mr. Mann, of New York, makin 
| the report from the Committee of Elections the 
| special order of the day for Wednesday next; and 
the second proposition was that of Mr. Harp, 
| to recommit the report, with instructions to allow 
further time to the sitting member for taking 
additional testimony. 

Mr. RENCHER, who was entitled to the floor, 
spoke at considerable length in support of the 
motion to recommit the report to the committee. 
Before he proceeded to the argument, he wished 
to reply to the annunciation of his colleague, [Mr. 
Brnum,] who (he said) had deemed it necessary 
to rise in his place, and state distinctly to the 
House that he would, on Tuesday next, call for 
the previous question. Mr. R. was surprised to 
hear such an annunciation come from that par- 
| ticular quarter. It would be borne in mind by the 

House that his colleague had made four speeches 
on that question, and consumed more time than 
all his colleagues put together; and now, when his 
other colleagues wanted to lay their views before 


i 


BULL accepted a modification of his amendment, | 


NON, and EVERETT, the substitute proposed | 


| structed to report a bill for the relief of Benedict ' 


| 
| 


| the House, atlomian deems it nocsesary to 


| enforce the gag law. His honerablewolies 


nothing but what was right, and he would sub- 
mit to nothing wrong; which being interpreted, 
he presumed, meant that his colleague [Mr 
Byxum] should not ask to speak more than a 
half dozen of times, and that his other colleagues 
should not speak a single time. Mr. R. was 


: anxious that this question should be decided 


i 
i 
j 
I 
| 
i 


i 
i 


speedily, but he was more anxious that it should 
be decided correctly. He was one of those who 
moved at an early period of the session that the 
rules should be suspended, so that the House 
might have an opportunity to decide it; but after 
his colleague (Mr. Brnum] had made four or five 
speeches, he deemed it his duty to submit his 
. views, humble as they might be, for the consid- 
eration of the House. It was true he had voted 
against a suspension of the rules, but he did so 
because some of his colleagues were absent. He 


j. had no other object in view, except justice and 


| truth, and in the pursuit of that he hoped he 
' would be respectful to the committee and to the 
' House, and conform himself to the rules of the 
| House. 
| When he was arrested yesterday, he was en- 
: deavoring to show that the reports of both the 
| majority and the minority of the committee had 
' failed to give the constitutional grounds on which 
they had declared votes illegal. He then took 
occasion to ask what was the qualification of a 
: voter for the lower branch of the: Legislature of 
that State. He had desired to present extracts 
from the constitution of North Carolina to the 
House, and it was with difficulty that he could 
find a single copy of the constitution of that State 
in the Capitol; then, how was it possible for the 
House to examine into the constitution and laws 
i of North Carolina, unless copies had been laid 
| on the tables of the members? His object in the 
remarks he had made was to show that no man 
was entitled to vote for a member of Congress in 
North Carolina who had not been a resident in 
the county for‘twelve months immediately pre- 
ceding the election; and he had taken occasion 
to say, that there was a practice existing there 
by which they voted in any county in the dis- 
trict. Many of the voters supposed the purposes 
of the constitution were answered if they were 
ualified voters, no matter where they voted in 
their district. He had shown that this was a 
i mistake which prevailed. among them; that the 
| petitione: himself fell into the same mistake; that 
| he gave his vote not in the -county in whick he 
| resided, but in a different county, in which he 
| happened to beat the time; and thatthe petition- 
| er’s brother had fell into the same error. Yet it 
| appeared, from the motion of the petitioner, that 
| the sitting member was to be deprived of votes 
| given in this very way; the petitioner at the same 
| time was asking a seat there on grounds strictly 
i technical and legal. Mr. R. said he should vote 
, to strike all those votes from the sitting member's 
' poll, because the constitution was peremptory 
| and absolute. He regretted exceedingly that he 
| Should be called upon to disfranchise some of the 
‘ qualified voters because of that mistake. He 
‘ regretted that he was called upon to do so, but 
‘the law was imperative, and he should do it. 


& |! Whether it was generous in the petitioner to ask 


| this to be done, was for his own conscience to 
: settle, but Mr. R. would do what he conceived 
| to be right. The petitioner had given the sitting 
member the notice the law had required. But he 
did not intend to discuss the validity of the notice 


| but only wished to ascertain whether further time 
| was not necessa. 


sto show that the sitting mem- 
ber was not sufficiently on his guard, and that 
the House should extend to him some indulgence 

Why did the petitioner lie by for two months 


: after the election? The petitioning gentleman had 
| laid by from the time the election was held in Au- 


gust until the 2d of October; and then what dic 


! he do? He gave notice that he intended to con 
| teat the election because ille; 


votes had been 
given the sitting member, and legal votcs had beer 
refused the petitioner. Mr. R. asked if any notice 
could be more vague? Who were the illega/ 


voters who had voted for the sitting member? and 
who were the legal voters that had been refused 
the petitioner ? and where were they to be found 


in a district twe hundred and fifty miles in 
He wished to present to the consideration 

House another view of 
wished to impress it on th 
came from States whose elections were vtva voce. 
In Virginia and Kentucky they vote viva voce. 
Each name is called out and registered, and oppo- 
aite to the name of the voter is placed the name 
of the candidate for whom he votes; and when an 
election is there contested, all the sitting member 
has to do is to see the poll-book, and he can as- 
sertein who voted wil now he voted. That, 
however, was not the case in North Carolina; 
there the sitting member could see who voted, but 
how he voted would have to be ascertained in 
a different way. There you have to go into the 
precincts and ascertain by inquiry how. each per- 
gon voted. On the 2d of October the petitioner 
ve the sitting member natice of an intention te 
contest the election. The sitting member from 
that time was to procure the poll-books and go 
through an extent of country upwards of two 
hundred miles in length to ascertain how his con- 


eth? 


stituents had voted; and at the same time the | 
grounds on which his election wascontested were | 


THD. 00 


l| anewar te it at present that both parties. dill nok relation te the evidence of those two gentle- 
the || apply for time. 
the question, and he ' 1 
those members who | was the petitioner afraid of hearing the trath in ; 


If one 0 to it, tt | 
was evidently taking advantage of the other; and | 
this case? He knew not that this was the fact; ` 
but he was in favor of letting the twelfth district 
speak her own voice, and:not put a voice into her 
mouth. In the Moore and Letcher case, the par- 
ties had six months to collect evidence; and the 
committee were not then able to decide which of 
the parties werc entitled to the seat; yet, in the 
t case, gentlemen had intimated that it 
might- be settled in a few hours. He knew. the 
present was a difficult question to settle, because 
the report of the committee was a perfect insolv- 
able riddle. Did the gentleman from Kentucky 
[Mr. Boxp] suppose the House was to take his 
report upon faith? It would seem so. He would 
ak if theve were any one who could tell the prin- 
ciples on which that report was founded? Then, 
if the members of the ‘present House could not 
tell, how much more difficult wonld it be for 
members of future Congresses to tell? 
A genileman from New York (Mr. Vanper- . 
POEL) had said that the question might be đe- 


concealed from him. The notices would have | cided in a single hour; yet the gentleman from | 


been definite, if the names of the -persons who 
were charged ns illegal voters had been stated to 
him; but no such thiag was intimated to-him. I 
even the witnesses by whom the petitioner ex- 


to prove these illegal votes had been stated from Kentucky two months’ arduous labor. 


to the sitting member, he would. have known what 
to do. Mr. R. wouldask the House, if it had been 
the intention of the petitioner to devise a plan to 
keep the sitting member in the dark, if one could 
have been more cunningly devised? The peti- 
‘tioner passes through the distriet, and ascertains 


that illegal votes had been given to the sitting as he could, and he had no sort of d 
member, and legal. vates refused the petitioner, that the sitting member would be sus 


Kentucky [Mr. Boyp] had not been able to. make | 
a report in the case in less than two months. ‘He 


f thought it would be difficult for the House to dė- 


cide in ene hour what had cost the iaaperr 
e 
said it was not as the gentleman from Maryland 
[Mr. Howarp] supposed. It was not because 
the sitting member did not consider his ease 
strong enough that he made the application, but 
it was because he wanted te put it beyond all sort 
of doubt. Mr. R. had examined the case as well 
oubt but 
tained in | 


and then, after two montha, he gave notice of his his seat, and he would stake his all upon the | 


intention to contest the election, and that notice 
:as Vague as it possibly could be. The votes that 
were to be disclosed as illegal were kept from the 
aon rrr ar that he could not tell what to 
do, while the 


the matter. 


issue, that he would be sustained by incontro- || 


vertible evidence; but if the sitting member and 
the petitioner can take further testimony, let it be 
done. Gentlemen had said that this case ought | 


titioner knew how to proceed in | to be decided at once. It would be recollected 
e would ask the House, tf two : that, in the case of Moore and Letcher, although 


` swore that they were all 
i: and the poll-book showed t! 


months could be considered reasonable notice in |: Kentucky was deprived of one of her Represent- 
a large congressional district, where they voteby | atives, yet they did not press a conclusion until 
ballot, and where the sitting member was to as- the facts in the case could be ascertained. The i 
certain how the votes were given by going and petitioner had received at the hands of tie com- |, 
examining evidence. Why did the petitioner not mittee and of the House all the indulgence it was || 
give notice atonce? Why were those two months possible to receive. He had been entitled to the |; 
-occupied by him in hunting up those illegal votea? benefit of able counsel in the committee-room; || 
That was the difficulty. i and, if the committee had gone by. the strict rules |; 
Mr. B. said the case of Taliferand Hungerford of parliamentary law, they would have decided '! 
had been referred to, and he would take occasion . every question in favor of the sitting member, ;' 
-alao to make some reference to it. That case was || for a majority of the committee were at all times | 
from the State of Virginia, where they voted viva : in favor of the sitting member. | 
‘ace, and where you ean ascertain theillegal votes |: All the important questions had been decided | 
by referring tot ll book. The election took ; by a meniber of the committee in his sick cham- | 
place in April, and in May Mr. Talifergave notice : ber. Here was a most unparliamentary proceed- | 
to Mr. Hungerford of his intention to contest the . ing, yet it had been allowed. They have taken | 
election; he specified the grounds on which he | the vote of a member of the committee inhis sick ` 
‘contested the election; he specified the votes | chamber; and wasit possible, under these circum- | 
‘given illegally, and specified all the witnesses by ,, stances, that the House can refuse the application | 
whom he was to prove those iHegal votes; but it |! of the sitting member for further time, to take |; 
appeared that Hungerford pepini to procure |: testimony, when the reasons and authority he | 
evidence, ae Talifer had given him ample |; had assigned were all so favorable to the appli- | 
notice; yet the Committee of Elections, notwith- | cation for further time? He wished now to ex- f 
atanding Hungerford’s neglect, decided that he |: amine some parts of the report of the committee, 
should have more time to take testimony. They || for the purpose of showing that, in point of fact, | 
‘reported in favorof granting time; but the House, |, it did not state what actually existed, and that it | 
in r S of Hungerford’s entire neglect, | stated that which did not exist; and he thought 
refused, by a small majority, to grant further || if he could show this, the House would not refuse ': 
time. There wasa case in which the Commit- | to recommit the report to the committee to be cor- | 
tee of Elections agreed that further time should ` rected, and to put thé House in the possession of 
be given, notwithstanding the assertion in the |! the means to decide the question for themselves. 
report of the present committee, that granting of | The Committee of Elections had stated in their 
further time was unprecedented. Ina recent case, |: report that, if the application had been made at 
too, that of Moore and Letcher, the House || the commencement of the session, it would not | 
agreed that further time should be given to both '| have been granted; and state that no authority 
“parties. In this case, too, the vote was taken | could be found for doing so. Mr.R. said he had | 
viva voce, and notice was given immediately, so | just cited the case of Talifer and Hungerford, in |; 


that both parties went to taking testimony at | which the Committee of Elections had decided that || 
onee. He conceived that a stronger case than |: further time should be allowed, but the House | 
this could not be presented, for both arties ‘had || 

been taking testimony for four: months; yet the 1 case of Moore and Letcher to show thatthe House |: 
parties and the House conceived that they had |/:hud granted further time. | 


‘had refused to grant time; and he had cited the |i 


not taken enoagh to do justice to their district, EMr. R. here had extracts read from the má- 
„and the House sent both parties back to take || jority’s report, and from the evidence of Robert 
testimony. They did not consider the applice- Haii and James W. Kilian, to show that the 
tion unreasonable ixy.both parties; and it was no || committee had made an erroneous statement in 
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men.] a , 
Mr. R. said, that it would be seen that the report 
stated that Robert Hall swore that it was cus- 


'! tomary to correct such mistakes. Now, (Mr. R. 
` said,) Robert Hall swore no such thing; he swore 


that it was customary for men who live in the 
district to vote at whatevcr county in the district 
they might be at; and he swore nothing else. 
The report said there was no positive proof to 
show how many ballots were exchanged. The 
evidence of Killian showed that there were six, 
and those six were given for Newland; yet the 
“report said there were some for Newland and 
some for Graham. “The report stated, it was not 
known how many votes were exchanged; yet 
Killian had sworn that there were five or six. 
There was, therefore, a material misstatement 
of facts in one short sentence. The committee 
had stated, that it was impossible to decidé 
whether these five or six votes should be taken 
from the petitioner’s poll, as there might have 
been some for the sitting member; yet the witness 
giron to the petitioner; 
at there were five votes 


more counted than were given in. He asked the 


| House to bear in mind thata great constitutional 


pestion was hanging upon that misstatement of 

acts. He appealed to the House to say whether 
i they would allow a report.to go down to their 

successors, when the principles on which it was 
founded were grossly mistaken. The gentleman 
from Kentucky (Mr. Boyp] had stated to the 

House, that he examined himself to discover if 

he had erred; but, notwithstanding that, the gen- 
‘ tlemen had done the sitting member gross injus- 
_tice. The law of North Carolina gave no power 
| tojudges to strike off votes, The committee have, 
however, added five votes, which they state were 
i legally offered and illegally refused. 
Mr. HAMER rose to a point of order. He 
' understood that there were two motions before the 
i House: one to fix a day for the consideration of 
the report, and the other a motion to recommit 
, the report to the committee, to allow the sitting 
member further time to take testimony. His 
question of order was this: Whether, upon a mo- 
tion to recommit to a committee, it was in order 
to discuss the proposition whether the committee 
had correctly stated the facts already laid before 
them, or drawn proper deductions from those 
facts? 

The CHAIR stated, that to discuss the merits 
of the question was not in order. He had, how- 
ever, not arrested the gentleman’s remarks, be- 
cause others had gone somewhat into the merits 
of the question, and the Chair found a difficulty in 
restraining those remarks. 

Mr. HARDIN said that there was nothing 
stronger in favor of recommitting the subject to 
the committee than that the report was erroneous 
in point of fact. 

Mr. RENCHER resumed. He had gone into 
the examination of the report to show that the 
facts were misstated. He hoped it would not be 
considered out of order that a member should set 
the committee right. He had gone into the ex- 
amination to show that the committee were mig- 
led themselves, and being so misled, they also 
misled the House. He thought it the duty of the 
House, when it was made to appear that the 
committee had represented facts which were not 
true, that they should recommitit, as the least that 
could be done. He presumed that if the House 
suppose that this statement was not made in good 


“faith, it would do something more. He had taken 
_ oscasion to 
-had added 


ut the committee right, where the 
ve votes as having een legally of 
fered for the petitioner and illegally refused. In 


| the State of North Carolina, when a man comes 
` to the polls and desires to vote, and that vote is re- 


fused him, he has the right to demand to be sworn 


i to his qualifications; but if he refuse to be sworn, 


no matter what his qualifications may be, the 
judges have a right to reject his vote, and this 

ouse has no right to receive that vote. The 
committee say that votes were legally tendered for 
the petitioner and illegally refused. Have the 
committee any proof of that? No. Have they 


|.shown you the law on the subject? No, sir. 
| Then he would ask gentlemen to read the law. 
: The judges, by the law, have the right to require 


ese 7 


every voter to be qualified; and-if the voter refite: 
to swearto his own qualifications; the jadges have 
the right to refuse his vote, ` 

The CHAIR informed the House that the hour | 
had arrived for proceeding to the orders of the | 


day. 

Nir. HARD moved a suspension of the rales : 
for the day, for the purpose of proceeding in the : 
consideration of the present a Pe eer as: 

The question was taken by, tellers; and decided 
in the affirmative —yeas 129, nays not counted. 


Mr. RENCHER then proceeded. The com- ` 


mittee have reported (said he) that the peed l 
votes were legally tendered; and Mr. R. hoped 
he had fully shown the fallacy of this. There was | 
no proof that the voters were qualified, nor were” 
they called upon to prove their own qualification | 
at the election before the judges in the only legal. 
and proper mode. On the contrary, the judges | 
had said the voters were not qualified, and the : 
only evidence opposed to this was that of a single | 
witness, a relative of the petitioner, who swore | 
they were qualified. Mr. R. then reviewed the 
testimony of several of the petitioner’s witnesses, 
ai.d contended that by the law and constitution: | 
of the State of North Carolina, their votes were | 
properly rejected: first, from not being legally | 
tendered; and, secondly, from a want of qualifi- 
eation—the former a necessary consequence 
wing out of the latter. These were John A. | 
Satton, ohn S. Small, Jonathan Sells, and two | 
others. | 


{ 
. Mr. R. said, that upon this subject he had no | 
party predilections. He knew no party in the 
controversy but his country, and he would submit | 
to no dictation. It had been said that both these | 
gentlemen had hoisted the same flag; and what 
right, then, would he have to entertain a party 
feeling upon this subject? He could not believe 
that either of those men had pulled down that fiag. | 
Anxious and ambitious as the petitioner might į 
be—and it was a laudable ambition to hold a seat 
on that floor—Mr. R. could not bring himself to 
believe that he would do it by sacrificing his polit- į 
ical principles, and much less that he would 
barter away the rights and political principles of 
the twelfth congressional distriet of North Car- 
ólina. But if any man could be found willing to 
do that, Mr. R. could not bring himself to beleve 
that any party could be found willing, by bribery 
and bargain, to procure support by trampling upon 
the cønstitution and the elective franchise of a 
sovereign State. Mr. R. concluded by repeating 
that he had no party predilections upon this gub- 
ject, and that upon every 
this contested election, he should give his vote, 
to the best of his judgment, in support of what he 
believed to be consistent with the law and the 
constitution of the State he had the honor in part 
to represent. 
Mr. NEWLAND then addressed the House 
at some length. He said, he was sorry it had 


again become his duty to trouble the House with |! 


any further remarks. When the House did him 
the honor to permit him to appear, on Wednes- || 
day last, in his own behalf, he first addressed the 
Chair, and inquired the nature of the’ motions 
then pending. The Chair was kind enough to 
explain, and informed him that it would be out of |, 
order to discuss the main question. Mr. N., on 
that eccasion, endeavored strictly to observe the 
landmarks laid down by the Chair, carefully 
avoiding any explanation of the testimony, and || 
confining himself to a plain and simple statement 
of facts in regard to the notices he had served on 
his honorable opponent, and the notices served 
en himself by 1s opponent. If, on that occa- 
sion, he was happy enough to be understood, and 
gentlemen had examined the dates he then referred 
to, he trusted the House was now fully satis- 
fied that, so far from the petitioner having any 
intention to seek any advantages of the sitting 
member, he had manifested every disposition to 
afford that gentleman all the facilities a reagon- 
able man could ask for. He had given him more 
than double the time the laws of their State re- 
ired, serving the original notice on him at the 
eptember court in Burke county, the first court 
in the district, and continuing, week. after week, 
from one county to another, until it passed 
through the whole district, at each and all of 


: (Mr. Rencner} had indulged in a very wide 


;' the House would extend the same courtesy to- 


uestion involved in |: 


| tleman had a right to proceed in reply. 


all oe drtunity he could ‘have asked for td 
collect and embody his testimony. 

| Mr. N. said, these facts spoke for themselves; 
‘and gentlemen surely must Te satisfied that the | 
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| 
| 


sitting member had occupied more time in taking © 


depositions than he had, coupled aé this was with 1 

the fact that the sitting member had notified him: 

she petitioner) that he would continue taking 
epositions up to the 15th of December, having : 


served notices to that effect prior to his (Mr. |. € : n e i 
` the interpretation given to the section relating to 


. Graham ’s) leaving home. 
By permission of the House, Mr. N. would turn | 
for a moment to the remarks that had fallen from 


. several honorable gentlemen who had spoken, but ‘ 


‘ more particularly to what had just fallen from one 


of the Representatives from his own State, (Mr. er r : oth 4 
; tion was so plain and explicit, that it seemed to 


Rencner.} As to the honorable gentleman from 

New York, [Mr. Harp,] Mr. N. could not pre- : 
tend to answer him, for the reason that much of . 
what he said was in an unknown tongue, or, at : 
least, in Janguage Mr. N. was not conversant 
in. The 
Rencrer] presumed he would, under no ciream- 
stances, permit him to call the gentleman his ¢el- 
league—had said a good deal about prejudging his 
case, and about predilections. Now he({Myg. N.) 


gentleman from North Carolina [Mr. i; 


i would appeal to the candor of the House. to say. 


whether the gentleman himself had not prejudged : 
this case? Before coneluding his remarks, the : 
gentleman had taken occasion to refer to the pol- | 
itics of the two contending gentlemen, (Mr. Gra- : 
ham and Mr. Newland. T 
‘ dered it incumbent upon him that he should give | 
him by the direction of the Speaker, or than he 
‘had originally intended; and as the gentleman | 


| range of argument and discussion, Mr. N. hoped 


i wards himself. So faras politics were concerned, : 
, he had no secrets to keep. His politics wereand 


i| ever had been known, both in the Legislature of | 


hese remarks ren- |; 


| his native State and to the people of his whole |: 


; district. They had been inculcated into his youth- | 
fal mind, and were in accordance with the views | 
‘of one-who made bare his bosom to achieve the 
liberties he then enjoyed. His early opinions he 
had never abandoned, nor would he; and if gen- 
tlemen wished to investigate his polities, he not 
| only challenged, but should court it. He held 
| himself ready to give a full, a fair, and impartial | 
| history of his whole course, if it was désired. He | 
j had nothing to conecal, little to regret, and still 
| less to retract. 
| Mr. N. then proceeded to say that he had been | 
an humble supporter of the present Administra- | 
tion, which had, in his opinion, carried out the 
| pons he verily believed to have been intended | 
i by the framers of the great charter of our rights. : 
| “The CHAIR here interposed, and informed the | 
: gentleman that the course he was pursuing was | 
| Not strictly in order. 


| leave to proses 
Mr. BYNUM thought, as the petitioner’s poli- | 

tics had been first brought into question by his | 

colleague, (Mr. Rencuen,] that the former gen- 


The House then agreed to the motion of Mr. 
Maorr. 

Mr. NEWLAND thanked the House for the 
indulgence, but having been rebuked, he would | 
not proceed further on that subject. He hoped, | 
however, he might be ‘permitted to say to the 
honorable gentleman (Mr. Rencuer] that he 

Mr. N.) was not.one of those who fought under 

ifferent colors. He would merely ask the gen- 
tleman to take the beam from his own eye, ere 
he could flatter himself with possessing that dis- 
tinet perception to be able to take the mote from 
his brother’s. Sir, (said Mr. N ,) ‘‘ straws show 
which way the wind blows;” and it is easy to 
perceive from the gentleman’s argument what he 
is aiming at. You know the maxim, sir, that 
* dog will not eat dog,” and from.the highest 
authority we are told that “he that is nat for me 
is against me.'’ .The gentleman, in his elaborate 
speech, had, as:must be apparent to all who heard 
him, taken but one side. of the case. 

The gentleman had given the House one rea- 


which his opponent saw all his friends, and had 


son why this report should be recommitted, viz: 
that the committee had wholly misconstrued the 


i| some further explanation than was prescribed to ;; 


26S 


constitutien:of North Carolina ibi rejod to.the: 
qualifications of voters. Now, withell- das def-. 
erence fo the ‘legal-epinions of thit’ gentle nbi, 
Mr. N. must be permitted to: say that he was 
himself wholly wrong, and that the gentleman’s 
opinion totally conflicted with the construction 
given to that section by the most able, expert- 
enced, and Jearned men of their State. Mr. N.. 
then read that part of the constitution of North 
Carolina, and commented at some length upon 


elections: by Mr. Rencher, whose argument, he 
said, was an absurdity, being totally at variance 
with the common meaning of simple language, 
unless the clause was intended to consist of 
empty words, and mean nothing. The constitu- 


him strange indeed that the 
have given it the construction 
Mr. N. then referred to the letters and state- 
ments of the sitting member, and said “ out of 
his own mouth let him be judged.” Lawyer as 
his opponest-was, Mr. N. was at a loss to per-. 
ceive how the gentleman could get out. of the dif- 
ficulty. The gentleman thaught, perhaps, ‘he 
was playing a safe game, by objecting to Mr. 
N.a testimony, yet he was willing to avail him- 
self of the very same kind of testimony to that 
he objected to on Mr. N.’s part; if he could sus- 
tain himself by testimeny, he would do so; if 
not, then the gentleman would set the wliole 
aside. ‘ 
Mr. N, made some farther remarks, priacipally 
in reply to the speech of the sitting member; 


eenllenes should 
e had. 


: which will be given in extense hereafter. 


‘motion by insertin 


| post 
‘| till the 


i] for further time. 
! Mr. MAURY moved that the gentleman have ‘| 4 
|| question, and as yet they had not progressed a 
| single step. 


At the suggestion of Mr. CAMBRELENG, 
Mr. MANN, of New York, then modified his 
Thursday, the 24th of 
March, instead of Wednesday, the 23d, go 8$ to 
make the subject the special order for that day;. 
which was agreed to by the House. 

The question then recurring upon the motion 
as amended, oe 

Mr. RENCHER said he still wished to take. 
the sense of the House upon the application of 
the sitting member for further time to take testi- 
mony. If, however, the House should reject shat 


| application, he was indifferent on what day the 
: consideration of the subject was brought 
|| said he saw that, if the amendment should be 


up. . He. 


adopted by the House, it would then be out of- 
order tò move an amendment to the effect he had 
indicated, or, perhaps, any other. : í 
The CHAIR said that when the subject should. 
come up on Thursday next, it would thea be in 
order for the gentleman to make that motien, 
Mr. RENCHER expressed a wish to: move to 
ne the further consideration of the subject 
third Wednesday in April. 
Mr. McKAY hoped the House would decide 


| to-day on the application of the sitting member 


A month had already been. 


wasted in the discussion of this preliminary, 


Suppose the motion of: postpone- 
ment, in its amended form, were adopted, and the 
subject was made the special order for Thursday 
next; they would then be where they were, since 
he understood from his colleague that he still 
intended to submit the very motion now pending,: 
for further time. Mr. McK. did hope that, inas- 
much ag. the rules had been suspended that morn- 
ing for the purpose of proceeding in the considera- . 
tion of this case, at least this preliminary question 
would be disposed of. 

Mr. MANN had no objection to withdraw his 
motion for the present, if he could do so, so as 
to enable the House to reach the other ques- 
tion. 

The CHAIR having stated the question, said 
that could only be done by a reconsideration of 
the vote by which the. House had adopted the 
amendment of the gentleman from New York. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD then made the motion to 
reeonsider. `. 

Mr. BYNUM wished to know the object of 
the reconsideration. . 

Mr. RENCHER explained that it was to obtain 
the vote of the House upon the application of the 
sitting member for further time to take testimony. 
He also wished to obtain that vote at this time, 
so that the preliminary question should not be in 
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the way of the House when it eame to aet on the | 

main question. : j 
Mr. McKAY again expressed a hope that the | 

House would act on that question without further 


ay. 

arte GILLET thought, if the motion to recon- 
sider prevailed, they would stand precisely in the 
same situation they had been for the last month; 
and it was not in the power of man to tell when 
they would proceed with it. There were several 
other propositions, subsequent to the one already 
decided, before the House, upon which decisions 
would be likewise called for; and as he was op- 

sed to wasting any more time in these prelim- 
inary questions, he moved to lay the motion to 
reconsider on the table. 

Mr. BYNUM inquired of the Chair what would 
be the effect of that motion, if it prevailed ? 

The CHAIR replied, that the motion to lay a 
motion to reconsider on the table, would cohere 
to the main proposition; and if agreed to by the 
House, would carry the main subject with it, and 
lay the whole on the table; whereupon, 

Mar. GILLET withdrew the motion. 
Mr. BYNUM remarked that it appeared to hi 
there was something more than met the eye in 
this motion to reconsider. His colleague now 
wanted to move for further time to be allowed 
the sitting member, and not to recommit; which 
seemed to Mr. B. to be an entire change of the 


original ground. 
Mr. RENCHER open his previous state- 
ment, that he desired a decision of the House upon 


the application of the sitting member for further 
time. If that application should prevail, the sub- 
ject would be recommitted as a matter of course. 

e could assure his colleague that he would do 
or say nothing there but what was clear. 

Mr. VANDERPOEL thought the object rep- 
resented by the gentleman to be very reasonable, 
and one that ought to be concurred in, otherwise 
they had gained nothing at all; and had been 
making speeches for the last month to no pur- 

whatever. He thought they were emphat- 
ically called upon to dispose of that application 
at once, one way or the other. 

The motion was then agreed to, without a 
count; and the House reconsidered its vote, 
gat the amendment of Mr. Many. 

r. RENCHER then moved to strike out ‘‘the 
2d of March,’’ as in the original motion of the 
committee, and insert ‘‘the third Thursday in 
April next; and that the parties have leave, until 
that time, to take further testimony.” 


I| ker, Parks, Patterson, Dutec J. Pearce, Phelps, John Rey- 


i nolds, Joseph Reynolds, Ripley, Roane, Schenck, Shinn, 
Sickles, Speight, Sutherland, Thomas, John Thomsen, 
Toucey, Towns, Tarih 


Wardwell, Webster, and Weeks—103, 


The question then recurring upon the modified / : . 
i tion of his colleague, (Mr. Speicut.] There was 


amendment of Mr. Mann, of New York, to strike 
out ‘the 2d,’ and insert ‘the 24th of March.” 

Mr. MANN, with a view (he said) to test the 
sense of the House upon procecding at once with 
the subject, withdrew his motion for the 24th, 
and moved to insert ‘‘ thisday,’’stating thatifany 
objection were made he should withdraw it, 

r. RENCHER hoped a few daya’ further 
time at least would be allowed. 

Mr. MANN thereupon withdrew the latter mo- 
tion, and renewed the former. 

Mr. RENCHER desired also to take the sense 
of the House on the propriety of recommitting the 
report, as he wished the law and qualifications of 
electors to be so represented to the House as to 
enable it to act understandingly. If there was 
any way by which that object could be accom- 

lished, he desired the sense of the House upon it. 

Mr. SPEIGHT hoped the committee would 
report upon what they conceived the strict and 
legal interpretation of that part of the constitution 
and laws of North Carolina bearing u 
subject of elections, and that object could be at- 
tained, by his colleague, by moving to have the 
constitution and all the acts of North Carolina 
regulating elections in that State printed. Mr. 
S. expressed his surprise at one remark that fell 
from his colleague (Mr. Rencuer] that day, in 
reference tothe qualification of voters of the House 
of Commons and Representatives in Congress 
from North Carolina. He understood his col- 
le 
residence in the county before an individual was 
entitled to vote. Surely, a gentleman so distin- 
guished and learned in the law as his colleague 
would not contend for such an interpretation of 
the ninth section of their constitution as that. It 
had been correctly read, and very correctly com- 
mented upon by the petitioner, and his interpre- 
tation was in conformity with the construction 

| given to that clause by the most learned men of 
their State. Any man otherwise qualified to vote, 
moving into another county, and swearing that 
that had become his bona fide place of reai dence; 
was entitled to vote. It required no particular 
time of residence, if a voter had paid his taxes, 
and his residence was in the county. 


Vanderpoel, Wagener, Ward, || °° 
|; tions. 


Mr. UNDERWOOD remarked that, since the : 


report had been made, additional testimony had 


Mr. MANN, of New York, asked for the yeas i! been laid on the tables of the House, and it 


and nays on this motion; which were ordered. 


Mr. CAMBRELENG inquired, if this motion | 
should be rejected, whether the motion would still 
be open to insert “ Thursday next?” 

The CHAIR replied that would be the next | 
question in order, the vote being taken on the | 
most distant time first, which was the present 
motion. _ 

The question was then taken; and the amend- 
ment of Mr. Rencner was rejected—yeas 87, 


nays 103; as follows: 

YEAS — Messrs. Adams, Chilton Allan, Hemaa Allen, 
Astley, Bailey, Banks. Bell, Bond, Borden, Bunch, John 

alhoon, William B. Calhoun, Campbell, Carter, 
Chambers, John Chambers, Chapman, Childs, Nathaniel 
H. Claiborne, Clark, Connor, Corwis, Crane, Darlington, 
Deberry, Denny, Dickson, Dunlap, Evans, Everett, For- 
ester, Philo C. Fuller Graham, Granger, Graves, Grennell, 
Griffin, Hiland Hall, Hard, Hardin, Harian, Harper, Hazel 
tine, Hoar, Howell, Huntsman, Ingersoll, Janes, Henry 


Johnson, Lawicr, Lawrence, Lay, Luke Lea, Lewis, | 


Lincoln, Love, Lyon, Sampson Mason, Maury, McCart: 

McKennan, Milligan, Morris, Patton, Pettigrew, Peyton, 
Phillips, Pickens, Reed, Réncher, Robertson, Rogers, Rus- 
aell, Augustine H. Shepperd, Shields, Spangler, Standefer, 
Steele, Storer, Taliaferro, Turner, Underwood, Vinton, 
Whittlesey, Lewis Williams, Sherrod Williams, and Wise 


NAYS — Messrs. Anthony, Ash, Barton, Bean, Beau- 
mont, Bockee, Bouldin, Bayd, Burns, Bynum, Cambre- 


leng, Carr, Casey, Chaney, Cieveland, Coffee, Coles, Craig, | 


Cushman, Davis, Dickerson, Doubleday, Dromgoole, Fair- 
field, Parlin, French, Fry, Wiliam 

James Garland, Gillet, Glascock, Grantland, Haley, Hamer, 
Hannegan, Samuei S. Harrison; Albert G, Harrison, Hawes, 
Hawkins, Haynes, Holsey, Hopkins, Howard, Hubley, 
Huntington, Jabez Jackson, Joseph Johnson, Richard x 
Jobnson, Cave Jobnson, Jom W. Jones, Benjamin Jones, 
Kilgore, Kinnard, Klingensmith, Lane, Lansing, Gideon 
Lee, Jeshua Lee, Thomas Lee, Leonard, Logan, all, 
Abijah Mann, Job Mann, Martin, John Y. Mason, Wiliam 
Madsda, Moses Mason, May, McKay, McKeon, McKim, 
MeLene, Montgomery, Morgan, Muhlenberg, Owens, Par- 


George i 


. Fuller, Galbraith, | 


|, seemed to him proper that the committee shauld 


; report thereupon. Upon that ground he should 
! vote for the recommittal of the report. 
| Mr. MAURY moved to insert “ Thursday two 


; weeks, and that in the mean time the additional : 
| testimony be recommitted to the committee, with | 


instructions to report thereon,” 
| 
4 


l: not then in order; but if the House should now 


|: refuse to postpone to a day certain, the next ques- | 


| tion would be the motion to recommit. 


one to a day certain, sir? 

i e CHAIR. Ifthe House agrce to postpane 
| to a day certain, then on that day it would be in 
|| order to make the motion indicated by the gen- 
i; tleman. 


; post 
T 


| the recommittal of the report, for he was satis- 
i fed that the suggestion of his colleague [Mr. 
| Spercut] would obviate the necessity of doing 
| so. The section of the constitution, and the laws 
regulating elections in North Carolina, were em- 
|| bodied in a very small compass, and could be 
|| conveniently printed in a day or so. 

_As to the additional testimony taken by the 
sitting member, since the report of the committee 
| was made, all he had to say was this: ithad been 
pi and laid on their tables; and when the 

ouse went into the consideration of the whole 
subject, it would then. be competent for any gen- 
tleman to call fur the reading of that testimony, 
and it was not so voluminous but that the House 
could extract the proof from it as well as the 
committee. It had never been Mr. 8.’s purpose 
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n the ` 


ue to say that it required twelve months’ | } . 
| port upon it; and, for himself, he was not pre- 


The House might then proceed to act | 
| upon the report of the committee, or postpone ` 
|; further, or recommit with or without instructions, ` 
Mr. A. H. SHEPPERD should not vote for: 


i mittee should be 
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to throw difficulties in the way of any question; 
and he should, therefore, make no motion tend- 
ing to embarrass any of the preliminary ques- 


Mr. RENCHER was satisfied with the sugges- 


only a portion of the constitution, and one or two 
sections of the law, that it would be necessary to 


rint. 
g Mr. SPEIGHT spggested to his colleague to 
amend his motion by directing the same to be 
rinted under the direction of the committee, 

Mr. RENCHER was also (he said) about to - 
propose a more distant day, and he hoped the 
gentleman from New York would consent to a 
modification for Tuesday two weeks. 

Mr. MANN replied that the chairman of the 
Committee of Ways and Means, as well as other 
gentlemen, wished to occupy Tuesday in peeve 
business; and Mr. M. therefore proposed Thurs- 
day and the two succeeding days. 

Mr. GLASCOCK said it appeared to him that 
the motion to recommit these proceedings to the 
committee was all-important, and would save the 
House a great deal of trouble and much time. 
When the subject came up for final action, the 
most important question that would then be pre- 
sented, would be with regard to the propriety of 
admitting or rejecting the additional testimony, 
presented to the House through the Chair, subse- 
quently to the report of the committee. He was 
clearly of opinion, that the sense of the Houge. 
ought now to be taken, with a view to ascertain 
what disposition should be made of it. .He be- 
lieved it indispensably necessary that the com- 
ut in possession of the testi- 
mony recently arrived, and that they should re- 


ared to exclude it. If that testimony should 
nave. the cffect of changing the report of the com- 
mittee, he should feel it his duty not to sustain 
the report, though he should certainly sustain it, 


| if the testimony warrarted him in so doing. His 


main question, however, in wishing the commit- 
tee to report upon it was to prevent the discus- 
sion that would necessarily arise in the House 
upon the propriety of the reception or rejection 
of the additional testimony. It was true that it 
had been printed and laid on their tables, but no 
decision had been had, whether it should be re- 
ceived or not. He hoped, therefore, that the mo- 
tion would be sustained; that the testimony which 
had been recently received should be committed 
to the Committee of Elections; and that the com- 
mittee be instructed to report thereon as speedily: 
as possible. Mr. G., in conclusion, hesitated not 
to say, that he was prepared to receive all the 
testimony now in possession of the House, if 


‘| taken in conformity with the constitution and 


laws of North Carolina; and if that additional 
testimony would authorize the sitting member to 


| i retain his seat, Mr. G. would so record his vote, 
|| The CHAIR said the motion in that form was 


Mr. G. then made the above motion. 
Mr. HARDIN had as yet been unable to lay 
his hand upon the constitution of North Carolina, 


‘| or any law of that State upon the subject of elec- 
l! Mr. MAURY. But if the House agree to ` 


tions. Mr. H. concurred entirely in the remarke 
of the gentleman from Georgia, (Mr. Grascock,]} 
and he should take the whole testimony into 
consideration, as well that which had been before 
the committee, as that which had subsequently 
been presented and laid on the tables of the House. 
With that understanding, he did not know of any 
particular necessity to call upon the Committee 
of Elections to report upon it. 

Mr. GLASCOCK then withdrew his motion; 
and the modified amendment of Mr. Mann, to 
insert the 24th instead of the 2d of March, was 
agreed to without a count. 

- The question then recurring on agreeing to the 
moran of the Committee of Elections as amend- 
ed, i i 

Mr. MANN, at the suggestion of Mr. Rex- 
CHER, withdrew his motion to make the sub- 
ject also the special order for the two suceeeding 

“ys to Thursday the 24th, : 

‘The motion, as amended, was then agreed to 
without a count. 

The CHAIR said, to avoid a questien of order 
he would understand it to be the pleasure of two 
thirds of the House when Thursday arrived, un- 
less otherwise determined by the House, that 


1886: ite 


order (the appropriation bills) on that day. 
Mr. WISE. Then, sir, I call for a dirion of 
the House on that question. | 
The vote was then taken by tellers; and the | 
result was—ayes 124, noes 49, being two thirds 
in the affirmative; and so the subject was post- 
poned, and made the special order for Thursday 
next, the 24th of Match. Se 
The question then recarréd on Mr. Spercnr’s | 
motion, that that portion of the constitution and , 
laws of North Carolina relating to the elections.’ 
of that State be printed for the use of the House. 
Mr. HARDIN suggested a modification to the ` 
following effect: as much as'may be pointed out 
by the sitting member and the petitioner; which | 
Mr. Speicut accepted, and the motion was agreed 
to by the House. 
r. ANTHONY moved that the House ad- | 
ourn. 
a Mr. WHITTLESEY asked for the yeas and ` 
nays; which were ordered, and the yeas were— | 
104, nays 86; and so Posey 
The 


t 
eh 


ouse adjourned. 


i 
IN SENATE. i 


Monpay, March 21, 1836. 


‘fhe CHAIR communicated a report from the 
Secretary of the Treasury, in answer to the reso- 
lution of the Senate of the 4th instant, requiring 
information as to what part of the whole expendi- 
tures under the head of the Indian department, 
from the commencement of the Government to 
the 30th September, 1835, as stated in his report |. 
of the 25th of January last, was paid to the In- 
dians for lands purchased of them by the United | 
States, inclosing a letter from the Secretary of the | 
Treasury, containing all the information in the ' 
Department on the subject. 

he CHAIR also communicated a report from | 
the Secretary of the Navy, in answer to the reso- ` 
lution of the Senate of the 16th ultimo, Ponne j 
the present state of the Navy hospital fund, an 
inclosing a letter from the president of the Board 
of Navy Commissioners, showing the number 
and condition of the naval hospital establish- 


ments. 

Mr. KNIGHT presented the petition of Samuel 
Warner, praying for a pension; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. TOMLINSON presented the petition of 
certain importing merchants of New York; which 
was referred to the Committee on Finance. 


REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. H 

Mr. SOUTHARD, from the Committee on 
Naval Affairs, to which a memorial on the subject 
had been ‘referred, reported a bill authorizing the | 
Sting out a sloop of war, and such other smaller 
vessels as the President may deem necessary, for |, 


i 


an expedition to the South seas; which was read, | 


re 


l 


| 


| 


and ordered to a second reading. | 

Mr. CLAYTON, from the Committee on the i 
Judiciary, reported ‘unfavorably on the petitions: 
of Thomas Triplett and Cyrus Sibley. | 

Mr. WHITE, from the Committee on 
Affairs, to which had been referred the 
of Joseph Leframbois, a Pottawatomie 
reported unfavorably thereon. | 

On motion by Mr. WHITE, the Committee oni | 
Indian Affairs was discharged from the further 
consideration of the resolution directing an in- 
quiry into the expediency of making an appro- 
priation to. extinguish the Indian title to lands in. 
the vicinity of Green bay. - 

Mr. WALKER presented certain papers in 
relation to the claim of Alexander Talley; which 
were referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. WRIGHT, from the Committee on Fi- 
nance, reported without amendment the bill from 
the House making additional appropriations for 
the suppression of Indian hostilities in Florida; 
and the same having been read the second time, 
and considered as in Committee of the Whole, 
was ordered to a third reading. 

BILL INTRODUCED ON LEAVE. 

Mr. TOMLINSON, on leave, introduced a bill | 
for the relief of Carey Clark; which was twice 
read and referred. 

RESOLUTIONS AGREED TO. 


Indian 
ae 
ndian, 


| i 


The resolutions submitted by Messrs. GRUNDY, 


THE OONGRESSTONAT CDORET 


at 


were severally cohsidered and agreed to. 
THE EXPUNGING RESOLUTION. 
Mr. RIVES laid on the table the resolution of 


| the General Assembly of the State of Virginia, 


instructing their Senators to vote for expunging 
from the Journal of the Senate certain resolutions 
of that body censuring the conduct of the Pres- 
ident in relation to the removal of the public 


i deposits from the Bank of the United States. 


PROCEEDS OF THE PUBLIC LANDS. 


Mr. BUCHANAN laid on the table resolutions | 


of the Legislature of the State of Pennsylvania, 
instructing their Senators, and requesting their 
Representatives, in Congress to vote for the bill to 
appropriate the proceeds of the sales of the public 
lands among the States; and also instructing and 
requesting them to vote for liberal appropriations 
for fortifications for the permanent 
country. - 


BILLS ORDERED TO A THIRD READING. 
The bill for the relief of Susan Marlow; and ` 


this subject would take precedence’ bf the special | Niewotas, and SovrHarp, and lying oh the table, | 


fe f the | . 
ee E : h _ to say something to that effect. 


The bill for the relief of Samuel Smith, Lina: 


Magee, and Semorici,. Creek Indians, were séev- 


erally read the second time, and ordered to a third 


reading. 
THE EXPUNGING RESOLUTION. 


On motion by Mr. KING, of Alabama, the | 
| Senate proceeded to the consideration of the res- 


certain resolution from the Journal of the Senate, 
as the special order. 

Mr. BENTON then, in continuation of his 
speech commenced on Friday, addressed the Sen- 


ate at great length, in support of his resolution, | 


continuing his remarks until the usual hour of 
adjournment; when, having concluded, and 

r. PORTER having expressed a wish to ad- 
dress the. Senate on the subject, the further con- 
sideration of the resolution was postponed until 


eration of executive business; after which 
The Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Mownpar, March 21, 1836. 


Mr. HAWES made an ineffectual effort to take- 


up and consider the resolution in relation to. th 
West Point Academy. ; 


TRADES’ UNION—HOURS OF LABOR. 
The memorial presented on Monday last, by 


| Mr. Howarp, from the Trades’ Union of Balti- 


more, asking Congress to reguiate the hours of.. 


labor of the operatives on the public works, so 


| ag to confine the time of such labor to ten hours in 


each day, was taken up. ; 
There were three motions pending: the first to 


|| refer the memorial to aselect committee; the second 
to refer it to the Committee on Roads and Canals; 


and the third, that it be referred to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 
The first. question in order was to refer the 
memorial to the Committee on Roads and Canals. 
Mr. HOWARD had not supposed that the me- 


‘| morial would give rise to any debate, and less did 


he suppose that discussion could have arisen on 


| the mere question ofits reference. It was a prayer 


from about three thousand of the laboring classes 
of the community; and Mr. H. detailed the sub- 
stance of the contents of the memorial, and the 


reasons assigned by the memorialists for the legis-. 


lation of Congress on the subject. Mr. H. thought 
the Committee on Roads and Canals was not the 
proper reference, for they had but a compar- 


atively small branch of the public works under 


their charge. For a similar reason he was op- 
posed to referring it to the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary; and if any reference was necessary, he 
thought a select committee should be raised on 
the subject. The memorial was a reasonable one, 


| and might be acted on by the House itself. 


Mr. PARKER thought the subject itself one 
in which Congress had neither the right nor the 
power to interfere. It should be left to the reg- 
ulations of the parties themselves—the workman 
and his employer. PARRE. 
Mr. W WELL was inclined to believe 


this question was not ene of such small import- 


| olution submitted by Mr. BENTON, to expunge a || 


ance as the gentlénisn froni New Jersey seemed 
to su pode.” Certainty the Conhittes bn Roads" 
and Canals was not; in Mr. W.’s opitiion, the 
proper reference, nor the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary, for it was not a question of law, but of 
expediency. He wasin fiver of having a special 
committee raised on the subject. Every other 
subject sent there was certain of a reference; but 


‘these men who labored with their hands, and 
‘toiled for their bread by the sweat of their brow, 


who were the bone and sinew of the country,. 


|. were to be denied having even thcir memorial 


referred toa committee. He expressed his sur- 
prise at the remark of the gentleman, that this 


: was a small matter. 


. was a small matter. 


Mr. PARKER explained. He did not say it 
At first he did not know. 
the subject of the memorial, until he asked the. 


gentleman from Maryland, (Mr. Howarp.] 
Mr. WARDWELL 


understood the gentleman 
lt was notori- 


: ous that there were many abuscs which these 


‘ into. 


men suffered, and which ought to be inquired 
It was notorious, that the men employed 
for the Government worked not only from sun- 


' rise to Bunset every week-day, but often on Sun- 


, days too, 


Mr. 


. said he should vote against 


'every other proposition than that to refer tha 


memorial to a select committee. 
Mr. PARKER was misunderstood in saying 


' that he was opposed to the object of the memo- 


|; Monday next. 


! H.,) we might just as well prescribe 


rial, as it had been explained. All the petitioners. 
asked was, that they should not be compelled to 


i work on the public works more than ten hours a 
i day. Now, 


r. P. was not aware that there was 
any law to compel them to work longer, nor ought. 
there to be. He was not opposed to the interest 


i of the working man, but was always prepared to 
i| Maintain it. ; 
‘| rial, but he questioned the power of Congress to 


e had no objection to this memo- 


interfere with the subject at all; and he thought 


| it much wiser to leave it to the parties themselves 


' to-morrow, and the Senate went into the consid- || for regulation. 


Mr. BEARDSLEY moved that the further. 
consideration of the memorial be postponed until 
He explained that he made this, 
motion on account of the indisposition of one of , 
his colleagues, [Mr. Moore,] who was confined, 
to his room, and who wished to address the House 


| on the subject. . The motion also was in accord- 


ance with the wish of. the gentleman who pre-, 
sented the memorial. : 

Mr. HAMER announced his intention of mov- 
ing to lay the memorial on the table. He meant. 
no reflectian on any gentleman, when he said 
that there were some politicians in this country, 
who seemed to think that everything ought to 
be regulated by law. Now he was against that 
doctrine. Every man should be left free, being 
prevented from encroaching on the rights of his 


i| fellow-man, and ought to be left free to manage 


his own affairs in his own way, without restric- 
tion. l l 

_ Mr. ADAMS rose toa question of order. The 
gentleman had given notice that he intended to 
move to lay the memorial on the table, which 
motion was not debatable; and ‘from the gentle-, 
man’s exordium, Mr. A, apprehended a long. 
speech from him. Now, Mr. A. inquired if it 
was in order for the gentleman to make a speech, 
after the intimation of his intention to make a 
motion to lay the memorial on the table? f 

The CHAIR replied that the motion to lay on 
the table was not debatable; but that motion had 
not been made. , ipi 

Mr. HAMER had no intention of making a 
long speech. : g 
Mr. BEARDSLEY would inquire, then, if the 
remarks of the gentleman were pertinent to the 
question under consideration, which was merely 
to postpone? : 

. Fhe CHAIR replied that the motion to post- 
pone was debatable, though within very narrow 
limits. l 

Mr. HAMER said he should have been ronga 
by that time, if he had not been interrupted. He 
was against the whole proposition, and eonse- 

uently he was opposed to its postponement. 

e did not believe it was a subject that ought to 
be entertained by Congress, and he thought they 


should dispose of it at once. hie Os Coma 


NA 
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sert of clothes a man should . 
time he should eat his dinner! A man who is | 
free should be left to make his own contract. He 
therefore moved to lay the memorial on the table; 
which motion was agreed ta by the House—ayes 
102, nees not counted. 


PROCEEDS OF THE PUBLIC LANDS. 


The House resumed the consideration of the 

reamble and resolutions (presented by Mr, 

Tutiams, of Rontnely) of the Legislature of 
Kentucky, in favor of the distribution of the 
proceeds of the sales of the public lands among 
the several States. . 

Two motions were pending: the firat, that of 
Mr. WiLpla{s, of Kentucky, to refer the subject 
to the Committee of Ways and Means, with in- 
structions to report a bill to distribute among the 
States the preceeds of the sales of the public 
lands, for the purposes of education and internal 
improvements; the second motion was that of 
Mr. Boos, to refer the preamble and resolutions 
to the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. ALLAN, of Kentucky, rose (he said) to 
discharge the duty requested of him by the Legis- 
lature of Kentucky, to use his best exertions to 
procure the passage of a law for the distribution 
of the proceeds of the public lands, for the pur- 
pa indicated in the resolutions; and he was 

appy to say that the subject was in accordance 
with his own views. He rejoiced that the sub- 
ject had been sent there by one of the sovereign 
States of the Union, and that at last that House 
was brought to the consideration of the great 
fundamental, vital question of the surplus revenue. 
They had arrived at a point of history of unusual 
importance, with a surplus revenue of $30,000,000, 
and probably not less, by the end of the year, 
than $50,000,000. They occupied an entirely 
new position, and must be compelled to adopt a 
new line of policy. One of these plans must be 
adopted. Either it must be suffered to accumu- 
late in the Treasury from year to year, or it must 
be swallowed up in the increased expenditures of 
the Federal Government; or it must be distributed 
among the people of the several States. Where 
was it now? Loaned out, without interest, to 
whom no one could tell. A great contest was 
approaching—a contest between the tax-gatherers 
and tax-payers, 

` Mr. A. said he should at length enter into a 
retrospect of the principles and policy of the 
present Administration, and refer to a number of 
documents to show the ground that had been 
taken. He sent to the Clerk’s table, to be read, 
an extract of the letter from Gencral Jackson to 


Mr. Monroe, and commented on the manner in ' 


which the principles laid down in that letter had 
been carried out by the administration of Presi- 
dent Jackson. Aes 

Mr. HAMER rose to a question of order. He, 
‘was not (he said) one of the friends of the Admin- 
istration who was disposed to shrink from an 
investigation, but was willing ‘to go. into it then, 
if proper, or at any other time, on these resolu- 


tions. The question he propounded was this: - 


Whether it was in order, on a proposition from 
the Legislature of Kentucky to divide the surplus 
revenue, to go into and examine the manner in 
which the General Government had been admin- 
istered, in relation to removals from and appoint- 
ments to office for the last eight years? 

The CHAIR decided the course of the gentle- ` 
man’s remarks to be in order, as illustrative of : 
the proposition and the peremptory instructions 
by which it was accompanied, though the remarks 
would not bė in order as an abstract proposition. 


Mr. ALLAN proceeded: What he said was 


most strictly in order, because it was a question 
whether these $30,000,000 should be retained in 
the hands of the central agency, the Federal 
Government, or distributed among the people of 


the several States. Let him ask, had party spirit ; 


been suppressed? or, on the contrary, was not 
every aspirant to office compelled to bow the knee 
to the monster, the idol of party spirit? ° — 
Mr. A. then desired the Clerk to read a letter 
from Andrew Jackson to the Tennessee Legisla- 
ture, some years sinice, stating that the appoint-’ 
ment of members of Congress was the manner in | 
which the Legislature was to be corrupted; and | 
then, as a commentary upoa that letter, he had | 


tf 
wear, or at what 


: those sections. 
‘ten millions, and in Michigan there was about 
' a million of dollars in the possession of two small 


, half an hour. 
i Mr. MANN, of New York, moved toamend the | 
‘motion of Mr. Hawes, by 

': pend the rules for the purpose o 


read a statement from the Register of the Treas- | 
ury, to show that members of Congress had been 
appointed to office under the present Administra- '; 
tion, whose salaries amounted to nearly half a 
million of dollars. He also alluded to the promise 
of the Administration of bringing back the coun- 
try to a metallic currency; and then read extracts 
to show that, at the present time, there was in 
existence upwards of five hundred banks, with a 
r circulation much more extensive than it 
eretofore has been; and that, too, after the Ad- 
ministration had broken down a banking institu- 
tion, whose paper was everywhere current. He 
also had extracts read from letters from the De- 
partment of State in 1830, and from the Presi- 
dent’s message in 1835, in relation to the French 
question, to show that the Administration had 
not acted consistently. He also adverted to the 
avowals made in the early part of the Adminis- 
tration, in relation to retrenchment; and then 
read extracts to show that the expenditures of the 
Administration far exceeded that of any former 
Administration; but he said it had heen argued 
that the present had paid off more of the public 
debt than any former Administration, To this, 
Mr. A. dissented; and, by a comparison of the 
amount of public debt paid by the present and ` 
former Administration, showed that a former 
Administration had paid more of the public debt 
than the present. He contended that the power 
of the Treasury could raise and depress property | 
and stocks by the appointment of its agencies 
through the country, and that that power would 
not only remain with the present, but would be 
transmitted to succeeding Administrations. The 
money (he contended) was unsafe in the situation 
in which it now was, on account of the small i; 
amount of specie at present in the deposit banks; `; 
and stated that, if the public money was now 
called for, it would blow up the paper system, 
and create general bankruptcy. The present was 
an unjust and unequal system, because the money 
was now loaned out without intercst, and that 
in particular sections, for the exclusive benefit of - 
In New York, there were about 


banking institutions, which he conceived was 
entirely unsafe; while in Kentucky there was |, 
scarcely any of the public money. These were 
some of Mr. A.’s objections to the public noncys 
remaining where they are. | 
The hour of one having arrived, the remarks 
of Mr. ALLAN were arrested by the communi- l 
F of the special order, being the appropriation 
bills. Ra 
Mr. HAWES moved to suspend the tules for ‘| 
the purpose of proceeding in the discussion of i 
the subject before the House. a2 
Mr. CAMBRELENG suggested, as there were | 
memorials in the hands of gentlemen which they |! 
desired to present, that the rules be suspended for || 
that purpose, and that the subject before the | 
House, which was likely to elicit much. debate, | 
be laid over until Monday next. i 
Mr. ALLAN, of Kentucky, said, he would |, 
conclude his remarks in thirty minutes. 
` Mr. HAWES proposed to suspend the rules for | 


proposing to sus- `; 
receiving petitions || 
and the reports of committees, excluding the sub- <i 
ject before the House. if 
i Mr. HAWES, in making his last motion, was `i 
| not aware that this subject would lay over until |: 
| Monday next. This would enable his colleague | 


(Mr. Atay] to send out his speech one week in | 
; advance of any reply. He would, therefore, |; 
| modify his motion, by moving to suspend the | 
, rule for that day, for the purpose of continuing | 
the consideration of the subject before the House. | 
Mr. SPEIGHT remarked, that if this subject 

i was laid over, it would probably occupy the time | 
i alloted to petitions for the balance of the session. | 
Mr. ADAMS rose to make an inquiry of the | 

| Chair. It would be recollected that, about two | 
| months since, he had submitted a resolution, 
which was undisposed of, and remained among 
the unfinished busincss. He was very desirous 
that his resolution should again come up for | 


consideration during the present’ session. He /! 


‘well submit another amendment providin 


; yeas 93, nays 61; two thirds bein 


desired to know of the Chair, whether the resolu- 
tion to which he had referred, did not take prece- 
dence of the subject under discussion? 

The CHAIR replied, that the subject before the 
House was certain resolutions of the Legislature 
of Kentucky, presented on the last petition day, 
and a motion had been made to refer them to a 
committee with certain instructions, involving the 
merits of the whole subject. This discussion, 
however, was confined to the day allotted to the 
reception of petitions, and therefore could not 
interfere with, or take precedence of, the resolu- 
tion of the gentleman from Massachusetts, on any 
other day. 

The motion of Mr. MANN toamend was neg- 
atived—aycs 69, noes not counted. 

Mr. VINTON moved to amend the motion of 
Mr. Hawes by proposing to rescind so much of 
the resolution AR 26th January as directs that 
the appropriation bills shall be the special order 
for Mondays. : 

ae CHAIR decided the motion to be out of | 
order. 

The motion of Mr. Hawes to suspend the rules‘ 
for the day was then negatived—ayces 68, noes 
not counted. : 

Mr. HAWES asked the consent of the House 


: to submit, in a substantive form, a motion similar 


to that proposed by Mr. Vinrow, as an amend- 
ment to the last proposition. ‘ 
Objection being made, Mr. HAWES moved 
to suspend the rule for the purpose indicated. 
Mr. DAVIS adverted to the confusion and dif- 
ficulty which had, as he contended, grown out 
of the adoption of the resolution of the 26th of 
January, making the appropriation bills the spe- 
cial order for each day, except Fridays and Sat- 
urdays. He moved to amend the motion of the 


‘gentleman from Kentucky by proposing to sus- 


pend the rules for the purpose of submitting a 
motion to rescind the entire resolution of the 26th 


„of January, referred to. 


Mr. CAMBRELENG suggested to the gentle- 
man from Indiana [Mr. Davis] that he ar 
that 
no appropriation bills should be passed during 
the session. : 
The amendment of Mr. Davis was negatived. 
The motion of Mr. Hawes was also negatived— 
g necessary. 
Mr. REED moved to suspend the rules for the 
purpose of calling the States for petitions, includ- 
ing the consideration of the Kentucky resolu- 
tions; which was agreed to—ycas 131, nays not 
counted. 

Petitions ‘and memorials were then presented 
b ie 

Mr. SMITH, of Maine; ` 7 

Messrs. BRIGGS, REED, LAWRENCE, 
CUSHING, PHILLIPS, HOAR, and ADAMS, 
of Massachusetts; 

Mr. HALEY, of Connecticut; 

Mr. HALL, of Vermont; 

Messrs. LOVE; SEYMOUR, LAY, WARD- 
WELL, CHAPIN, CAMBRELENG, LEON- 
ARD, RUSSELL, BOVEE, and HUNTING- 
TON, of New York; 

(Mr. Cuar presented the petition of sundry 
inhabitants of the State of New York, asking the 
establishment of a mail route from the village of 
Franklin, in the county of Delaware, to Oneonta, 
in the county of Otsego. ' 

Mr. Lrownarp presented the petition of the heirs- 
at-law of Major Barnabas Tuthill, asoldier in the 
war of the Revolution, praying compensation for 
services in said war. Mr. L. also presented the 
petition of the heirs-at-law of Elisha Ely, an 
officer in the Connecticut continental line in the’ 
revolutionary war, asking commutation pay and 
interest for services’rendcred in said war. i 

Mr. Russel presented the petition of Isaac 
Norton, of the State of Ohio, praying permission 
to select, enter upon, and improve, a quarter see- 
tion of the’ public land in one of the four north- 
western counties of the State of Ohio, for the. 
purpose of cultivating the mulberry tree and pro+: 
moting the manufacture of silk; and that-a credit 


of ten years be allowed him for the purchase 
moniy under such qualifications as Congress 
shall dee f 


m politic and just; which, on motjon by 
Mr. R. was referred to the Committee on Agri- 
culture. Also, the petition of Chester Stephens, 


WEEK 


AS 


` purpose of taxation; which was ordered to be laid 
‘on the table, and he printed. 

Also, sundry remonstrances and memorials of 
citizens of Ghio, protesting against a change in 
the line of the same road between Springfield and 
Richmond. : 

Messrs, HANNEGAN, CARR, and McCAR- 
TY, of Indiana; 

[Mr. Hannecan presented the petition of nu- 
merous citizens of Indiana, asking the extension 
of a certain mail route from Kirk’s Cross-roads, 
through Frankfort, Delphi, Monticello, and La- 
porte, to Michigan city; and a petition for a post 
route from Burlingtoi to Delphi, to intersect said 


and about one hundred and sixty others, inha- 
bitants of the town of Moriah, in the county 
of Essex, in the State of New York, praying an : 
appropriation for the construction of a military . 
or public road from Whitehall, in the county of 
Washington, to Plattsburg, in the county of 
Clinton, and State of New York; which, on , 
motion by Mr. R., was referred to the: Committec 
on Roads and Canals. ; 

Also, ten petitions, purporting to have been 
signed by more than six hundred inhabitants of 
the county of Oneida, in the State of New York, 
praying the abolition of slavery and the slave 
trade in the District of Columbia. Also, five pe- 

- titions, purporting to have been signed by about 
six hundred and fifty inhabitants of the city of 
Utica, in the State of New York, also praying — 
the abolition of slavery and the slave trade in the i, . (Mr. Reynoups presented the petition of the 
District of Columbia. Also, nine petitions; pur- © Minois Central Railroad Company, which stated 
porting to have heen signed by five hundred ladies, i. that said company was incorporated by the Gen- 

‘anhohitants of the county of Oneida, in the State | cral Assembly of the State of Illinois, for the 
of New York, also praying the abolition of sla- |! purpose of constructing a railroad from the mouth 
very and the slave trade inthe District of Colum- | of the Ohio river to the termination of the Ii- 
bia. Also, the petition of six hundred ladies, © nois and Michigan canal, in the Illinois river, 
-inhabitants of the city of Utica, in the State of ' with the right to extend the same to Galena. 
New York, praying for the abolition of slavery “The memonial further stated, that the length of 
and the slave trade in the District of ‘Columbia. . this railroad would be four or five hundred milcs, 
The soveral petitions praying the abolition of extending north and south through the center of 
slavery and the slave trade, were referred to the the State of Ilinois, and near, for the most part, 
select committee on that subject, of which Mr. the public lands of the United States. This road 
Pivcener is chairman.] i would connect the North with the South in com- 

Messrs. HARPER, ASH, INGERSOLL, merce, and the same also for the transportation 
BANKS, and DARLINGTON, of Pennsylvania; ' of munitions of war and military stores; and 

Messrs. JENIFER and HOWARD, of Mary- | would expedite the sale of the public lands in the 


and; ' vicinity of said roud. In consideration of the 
Messrs. BEALE, ROBERTSON, and MA- ; premises, the memorial prays areasonable dona- 
ON, of Virginia; 


i. tion of the public lands to aid in the construction 
Mr. HAWKINS, of North Carolina; 


Mr. THOMPSON, of South Carolina; 
Messrs. CLEVELAND and JACKSON, of | 
Georgia. i | 


the Post Office and Post Roads. 


' purchase of the alternate sections of public lands 
| over which said road may pass.] 


Messrs. LEWIS, LAWLER, and LYON , of 


(Mr. CLevecanp presented the petition of sun- |! Alabama; 
dry citizens of the county of Henry, in the State | Messrs. HARRISON and ASHLEY, of Mis- 
of Georgia, praying the establishment of a mail | souri; 
route from McDonough, via Tucker’s Cabin, to i Mr. JONES, of Michigan. 
Decatur.] (Mr. Jowes presented a petition of officers and 


Messrs. WILLIAMS, HARLAN, HAWES,  ciuzens at Fort Snelling, 


and WHITE, of Kentucky; | praying the establishment ofa post route from that 

(Mr. Wiirtasts, of Kentucky, presented a || place to Prairie du Chien; the proceedings of a 
prrambie and resolutions of the Legislature of |; meeting of the citizens of Joe Davies’ county, Illi- 

entucky, on the subject of slavery. The reso- nois, and of Iowa county, Michigan Territory, 
lutions were as follows: praying for the extension of the preémption law to 

“ Resolved bythe General Assembly of the Commonwealth 
of Kentu ‘ky, ‘That this Commonwealth alone bas power to i 
regulate and control the subject of domestic slavery as it | 
exists within her territory, and any attempt on the part of Ji 
the Federal Governnent to interfere with it in any manner | z i A 
would be at war with the solemn sanctions of that instru- || of the seat of government for Wisconsin Terri tory, 
ment which binds as together. i| at the town of Dubuque, in that Territory; a peti 


“ Resaive?, That the General Assembly views with un- ee A : AG 
qua'ified r2ptobation the formation of abolition socicties at |! tion of C. A. Grignon, praying to be perfected an 
i a title to six hund 


tiie North for the purpose of circulating incendiary publica- 
ona amon the ue States of the Union, as a vio- 
ation of the original basis of the Federal compact, and |, i l 
calculated to endanger the integrity of this Union. f l for a mail Toute aE 
t Resolved, That any attempt by Congress to abolish do- |; S¥&4- : 
mestie slavery within the District of Columbia would be The States having been gone through, the fol- 
regarded by this Commonweatth asa breach of the implied ;| lowing gentlemen, having been temporarily ab- 
ait of te nation towards the citizens of that District, and sent when the States were called in their order, 


as au u:urpation of power which, if acquiesced in b th oes ith 

slaveholding States, must end in the ultimate disregard, by |; by permission of the House TE esented petitions 
thay body, o! the constitutional tenure by which they now ` and memorials, viz: Messrs. LEE of New York, 
! EVANS, and MUHLENBERG. 


hold their property. 3 
“ Resolved, ‘That our sister States, where domestic slavery |! (Mr. Lee presented the petition of John G 


exists, be, and they are hercby, assured of the earnest co- 
operation of the State of Kentucky ta resist, at all hazards, 
every cffort to interfere with that subject, either by Con- i 


gress, auy Btate, or combination of private persons.” | Was referred to the Committee o 
{ 


The preambie and resolutions were referred to |; 


Michigan Territory, 


igan Territory, praying for the survey of the lands 


Michigan Territory, Penin- 


n Claims. 
Mr. Lee also presented the petition of the 


the select committee on the subject.] ' custom-house measurers of the port of New York, | 


Messrs. FORESTER, HUNTSMAN, LEA. || Praying that the office of measurer may not be 
STANDEFER, and the SPEAKER, of Ten. , abolished; which was referred to the Committee 
nessec; > > on Commerce.) 

Messrs. WHITTLESEY, KENNON, STOR- : Mr. PHILLIPS, from the Committee on Com- 
ER, JONES, MASON, and WEBSTER, of Ohio; ‘merce, submitted the following resolution; which 

{Mr. Mason presented an affidavit of the Hon. ;. Was considered and agreed to; 

Tra Paige, of Clark county, Ohio, respecting the i! Resolved, That the Connnittee on Commerce be dis- 


He neers of the lands lying on the line of | chants aud other citizens of the district of Boston and 
the national road in that county, in 1843, for the |, Charlestown, iu favor of su increased appropriation for 


18 


route; which were referred to the Committee on ; 


Messrs. REYNOLDS and MAY, of Illinois; 


; of said road, and to allow a preëmption in the ` 


the miners of those countics; the proceedings of a ; 
meeting of the citizens of Dubuque county, Mich- :; 


west of the Mississippiriver,and theestablishment | 


t undred and forty acres of land on | 
i, Fox river, Michigan Territory; also, a petition |! 


Pray, for compensation for services performed i 
by him during the years 1814 and 1815; which | 


charged from the consideration of the memorialof the iner- | 


the erection of a custom -kouse at Boston: and that the 
5 sail memorial be referred to the Committee of Ways and 
Means. 


| On motion by Mr. RUSSELL, it was 


Resolved, That: the Committee on Revolutionary Pen- 
sions be instructed to inquire into the expediency ofallow- 
ing a pension to Gcorge Robh, of the State of New York, 
equal to the full pay of a captain of infantry in the Massa- 

~ chusetts line, in lieu of the pension for revolutionary ser- 
vices which he now receives. 


On motion by Mr. CUSHING, it was 


Resolved, That the Committee of Ways and Means be 

: instructed to inquire into the expediency of allowing a 

drawback on the exportation of cizars manufactured in the 
United States of imported leaf tobacco. 


On motion by Mr. EVERETT, it was 


Resolved, That the Committee on Revolutionary Claims 

be instructed to inquire into the expediency of allowing to 

' the legal representatives of Cornelius Russell, deceased, an 
officer in the army of the Revolution, his commutation pay 
and bounty lands. 


On motion by Mr. LAWRENCE, it was 


Resolved, That the Committee on Forcigu Affairs be in- 
structed to inquire into the expediency of aljowiug an an- 
nual salary to the consul of the United States at Alexandria, 
in Egypt. 

Mr. REED submitted the following resolution; 
which, by consent, was considered and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Seerctary of War be directed to lay 
hefore this House a chart or map of the harbor and land of 


Provincetown, in the State of Massachusetts, in a reduced 
orm. 


Mr. JANES submitted the following resolution; 
: which, by consent, was considered and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of War be directed to lay 
p beʻore tbis House the report of the United States engineer 
relative to the survey of a canal from Wells river to Bur- 


: lington, Vermont. l 
_ On motion by Mr. PEARCE, of Rbade Island, 
the Judigiary. be in- 


| it was 
Resolved, That the Committee on 
| structed to inquire into the expediency of amending the 
law of the United States which gives to the district judges 
thereof the right to appointthe clerks of the United States 
district and circuit courts. S : 


| On motion by Mr. PETIGREV, it was 


Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads be instructed to ixquire into the expediency of 
establi hing a post route from Washington to. Derhani’s 
creck, in North Carolina. 


On motion by Mr. RUSSELL, it was 


Resolved, That the Commi:tze on Revolutionary Pensions 
be instructed to inquire into the expedicney of allowing a 
pension to Alexander Gillis, of the State of New York, for 
|; Services rendered during the war of the Revolution as an 
į; Indian spy. 


l| On motion by Mr. BROWN, it was 


Resolved, That the Committee on Revolutionary Claims 
be instructed to inquire into the expadiency of providing 
by Jaw forthe payment of Jobn Woodward, of the county 
oi Sullivan, in the State of New York, of the sum of thirty- 
four pounds fourteen shilling-, with the interest alleged to 

c due to him for services rendered to the United States 
during the war of the Revolution; and that the papers here- 
; With submitted be referred to the said committee. 


On motion by Mr. FORESTER, it was 


Resolved, That the Committee on Revolutionary Claims 
inquire into the expediency of extending the benefit of the 
pension law of the 7th of June, 1832, to such revolutionary 
i, soldicrs as served three months at ope or nore times during 
‘| the war of the Revolution. 
a 
$ 


Mr. ADAMS submitted the following resolu- 
tion; which was considered and agreed to: 


j| Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury, under 
:| Whoee direction the printing of ecrtain tables and notes on 
|} the subject of cotton has been placed by this Mouse. beau- 
thorized to add any further explanatory notes on that subject 
which may oceur to him in the progress of the printing. 


On motion by Mr. MASON, of Ohio, it was 


Resolved, That the papers relating to the claim of ‘Thomar 
| Todd, a soldier of the war of 1812, to bounty land, be re- 
.: ferred to the Committee on Private Land Claims. 


| On motion by Mr. JONES, of Ohio, it was 


i Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Office and Post 
Roads be instructed to inquire into the expediency of es- 
tablishing a post route from Lexington, by New Baijtiimore, 

: Midway, Manchester, Doylestown, Milton, Jackson, Ca- 

l! naan, to Waynesburg, in Wayne couzny, Ohio. 

| On motion by Mr. FORESTER, it-was 

| Resolred, That the Committee on Claims inquire iuto the 


expediency of paying Jolin B. Perkins for the loss of two 
horses, lost by him in the Seminole campaign. 
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On motion by Mr. PEYTON, it was 
Resolved, That the Committee on the Po-t Office and 
Post Roads be instructed to inquire inte the expediency at 
establishing a post route from Gaynesboro,” up the € umber- 
land river, via Meigstown, (Amos Kirkpatrick's.) Thomas 
Butler's, and Selina, Tennessee, to, Burksville, Kentuckys 
and also to establish a post route trom Locust Shade, in 
Overton county, Tennessee, via Fox spring, Selina, and 
Garrett Moore's, Tennessee, to ‘Tompkinsville, Kentucky. 


On motion by Mr. MASON, of Virginia, it was 


Resolved, That the Committee on the Judiciary inquire 
into the expediency of making it criminal, within the limits | 
of the United States, to counterfeit the current coin of any ; 
foreign nation. i 

On motion by Mr. HAWES, it was 

Resolved, That the Committee on Invalid Pensions be 
instructed to inquire into the expediency of establishing a 
pension agency at Hopkinsville, in Kentucky. 


On motion by Mr. BOYD, it was 


Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads be instructed to inquire into the expediency of 
establishing a post route trom the mouth of Sandy, in Henry 
county, Tennessee, by the way of Concord, to Waydsboro’, 
in Callaway county, Kentacky. 


On motionby Mr. JONES, of Michigan, it was 


Resolved, That the Committee on Roads and Canals be 
instructed to inquire into the expediency of making an 
appropriation for the survey of the Fox and Manitowoc 
rivers, and to Winnebagolake, preparatory to the improve- 
ment thereof. 

On motion by Mr. JONES, of Michigan, it was 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads be instructed to inquire into the expediency of 
establishing post routes from Bellevieu, Dubuque county, 
Michigan Territory, to Galena, Minois; from Pine river, ' 
via Antoine Le Clere’s, to Rock Island, Illinois; and from 
Mineral Point, via T. J. Parish’s, to the English prairie, on 
the Wisconsin river. 


On motion by Mr. JONES, of Michigan, it 


was 

Resolced, That five thousand extra copies of a report of 
the Secretary of War, made in compliance with a resolu- 
tion of the Senate, transmitting a report of the expedition 
of the dragoons under the command of Colonel Henry Dodge | 
to the Rocky Mountains, during the summer of 1835, be 
printed for the use of this House. 


On motion by Mr. JENIFER, it was 


Resolved, That the Committee on Foreign Affairs be in- 
structed to inquire into the expediency of making compen- 
sation to Cornelius Manning for the loss of a servant, taken 
by the British during the late war, out of the surplus fund, 
if the treaty of Ghent be applicable to such claims. 


On motion by Mr. McKIM, it was 


Resolved, That the Committee of Ways and Means inquire 
into the expediency of repealing so much of the act of Con- 
gress of the 2d of March, 1799, as requires the issuing of 
certificates by the collector to the importers of all wines in 
casks, boxes, or otherwise. 


On motion by Mr. TURNER, it was | 


Resolved, That the Committee on Revolutionary Claims | 
be instructed to inquire into the propricty of allowing to 
the heirs of Edward Pannel, the amount due on a certifi- 
cate signed by Lord Berkley, Assistant Deputy Quarter- 
master General of the Army of the United States, in the 
war of the Revolution. 


On motion by Mr. HARRISON, of Missouri, 
it was i 

Resolved, That the Committee on Commerce be instructed | 
to inquire into the expediency of making Green’s Landing, | 
in the county of Marion, State of Missouri, a port of entry; | 
and that the Committee on Roads and Canals be instructed i 
to inquire into the expediency of making an appropriation 
for the purpose of clearing out the obstructions of the Mis- 
souri and Mississippi rivers, within the State of Missouri. i 


On motion by Mr. CHAPMAN, it was 


Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads be instructed to inquire into the expediency of 
establishing a post route from Jacksonville, in Benton 
county, Alabama, by the way of Fort Armstrong, Chattooza 
village, Major Dougherty’s mills, Morgan’s store, Wilham | 
Henry’s, at the Big Spring, Walker Court-house, William 
Falkner’s, and thence to Rossville, in Georgia. ; 


On motion by Mr. CONNOR, it was |: 
Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Office and `i 


Post Roads be instructed to inquire into the expediency of 

- establishing a post rowie from Beattic’s Ford, North Caro- 
lina, to Sherrill’s Ford post office, [oxesvilic, to Fisher’s 
post office, returning by Eavesville, the neighborhod of 
Thomas L. May's, to Dry Pond; also, that said committee 
inquire into the expediency of establishing a post route from 
Salisbury, North Carolina, to Mount Pleasunt, in Cabarras 
county, to Coburn’s store, in Mechlenburg county. 


On motion by Mr. ASHLEY, it was 


Resolced, That the Committee on Roads and Canals be 
instructed to inquire into the expediency of providing by 


Jaw for the improvement of the navigation of the Marimeck |: 


river, trom its mouth to the iron works at the Big Spring. 


On motion by Mr. MARTIN, it was 


Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Offic 
Post Roads be instructed to inquire into the expediency of : 
establishing a post route from Elkton, in the State of Ten- 
nessee, to Decatur, in the State of Alabama. 


Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads be instructed to inquire into the expediency of 
establishing a pest route from Port Hudson, in Lawrence, 


by the way of Jackson, Clinton, Greenborough, to intersect : 


tie Holmesviile and New Orleans route at or near Colonel ° 


Edwards’, in the parish of St. Tammany. 
On motion by Mr. MAY, it was 


Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads be instructed to inquire into the expediency of 
establishing a post route from Chicago to Elgm, on Fox 


river, thence to Rockford, on Rock river, thence to Wyota, | 


on the Pecatoolica, thence to Galena. 
On motion by Mr. PATTON, it was 


Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads be directed tu inquire into the expediency of 
establishing a post route from Orange Court-house, Orange 
county, Virginia, to Stannardsville, in said county. 


On motion by Mr. CRAIG, it was 


Resoleed, That the Committee on Revolutionary Claims 
inquire into the expediency of allowing Lewis Webb, late 
a captain in the war of the Revolution, the five years’ full 
pay, in lieu of half pay for life, promised by the resolution 


, of Congress of 1783 
On motion by Mr. LANE, it was 
Resolved, That the Committee on Revolutionary Pen- 


sions be instructed to inquire into the propricty of estab- 
lishing a pension office at Lawrenceburg, Indiana. 


On motion by Mr. LAWLER, it was 


Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Office and Post 
Roads be instructed to inquire into the expediency of estab- 


lishing a post route from Tuscalvosa, via Foster’s mills, ;' 


Thornton's, Clinton, and Gainville, Alabama, and Narke- 
tah, Yanaby old town, Mozclusha old town; Killing’s, Scott 


Court-house, Myers’, and Brandon’s, to Jackson, Missis- 
sippi. 

On motion by Mr. SEVIER, it was 

Resolved, That the Committee on Public Lands be in- 
structed to inquire into the expediency of affirming the 


sales of certain tracts of lands in Arkansas, which land, by |; 


fa 


| 


_ the mistake of the land officers, was allowed to be entered | 


before the same was proclaimed for sale. 


On motion by Mr. DAVIS, of Indiana, it was 


Resolved, That the Committee on Claims be instructed to ` 


inquire into the expediency of allowing to Elijah Milam and 

the legal representatives of George W. Milam, deceased, 

compensation for two horses lost during their services as 

rangers in the late Indian depredations on the western fron- 
, tier of [llinois. 


i On motion by Mr. ADAMS, it was 


Resolved, That the Committee on Poreign Relations be 


‘instructed to inquire into the expediency of making some 


additional compensation for extra services and charges to 
David L. Brent, consul of the United States at Paris, and 
to report thereon by bill or otherwise. 


On motion by Mr. CASEY, it was 


Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Office and Post 


Roads be instructed to inquire into the expediency of estab- 
lishing the following post routes, viz: From Mount Carmel, 
by Alhou, Lecch’s Milis, Fairfield, and Malding’s Mills, to 


Fairfield to Salem; from Crawfordviile, Indiana, by New- 
ton, Rob Roy, Williamsport, Marion, and Parksgrove, to 


froquois, in Hlinois; from Dixon’s Mills, Indiana, west to į 


Blooomficld, in Edgar county, Ilinois; from Terre Haute, 
Indiana, to Vandalia, Illinois, on the national road; trom 
McLaneshoro’, by Croches, to Malding’s Mill; from Law 
renceville to Palestine; from Mourt Vernon to Nashville, 


in Illinois; from Charleston to Greenups, in Coles county, - 


Ilinois. 


| On motion by Mr. ALLAN, of Kentucky, it l 


1 was 


Resolved, That the Committee on Publie Lands be in 
structed to inquire into the justice and expediency of in- 


demnifying all persons and their heirs out of the public lands i 


: which were ceded by the State of Virginia to the Mnited 
, State, who have lost, or may hereatter lose, land, the 
title to which was derived from the laws of Virginia, either 
by patent or entry, on the western waters, prior to the Ist 


* day of May, 1792, in all those cases where the lands so lost `! x 
y y : Os 50 Ost i the Whole on the state of the Union from the 
| 


| have been taken or covered by claims, and so derived from 
. the Commonwealth of Virginia. 


On motion by Mr. LYON, it was 


` of land around the town of Eagleville, and within the four 
„| townships granted to the Tombeekbe association of French 
emigrants, for the cultivation of the vine and olive; and 
into the expediency. of making provizion by taw for the 
: granting of titles to such of the alluttecs as may have 
complied with the terms of the contract between the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury and Charles Villar, agent of the 
French Emigrant Association, and the several acts of Con. 


i On motion by Mr. JARVIS, it was 


Resolved, That the Committee on Commerce be instructed 

to inquire into the expediency of providing by law that all 

| ships or vessels of the United States, of twenty tons or up- 
| tons shall be enrolled, and that the registers and enroll- 
| ments be required to contain, in addition to the names of 
i the owners of the vessels, the share which each owner may 


cand: wards, shall be registered, and all vessels under twenty ! 


| 


! 
i 


_ Resolved, That the Committee on Public Lands inquire || 
into the situation of the titie to the four reserved sections | 
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i | have therein; the sàid documents to be issued, instead of 


veasels; and also that every vessel of the United States, of 
| twenty tons and upwards, shall be furnished with a docu- 
| ment, by which she shall be licensed to engage in the for- 
eign or coasting trade, or in the fisheries, as the case may 
be; and that all vessels under twenty tons shall in like 
manner be furnished with a license for the coasting trade 
or fisherics, no license for a foreign voyage being available for 
more than one voyage * and no license for the coasting trade 
or fisheries being available for more than one year. And 
' that the said committee be also instructed to inquire into 
the expediency of providing by law for ascertaining the 
number of seamen engaged in the foreign trade, the coast- 
ing trade, and the fisheries of the Unite States. 


| REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 


Mr. GRENNELL, from the Committee on 
Claims, reported a bill for the relief of the legal 
representatives of Roswell Lee; which was read 
twice and committed. 

Mr. BOULDIN, from the Committee on the 
District of Columbia, reported a bill to amend 
the charter of the city of Alexandria, so far as 
respects the mode of choosing a mayor; which 
was read twice and committed. 
| Mr. FORESTER, from the Committee on 
i Claims, reported a bill for the relief of Thomas 
| McCandless; which was read twice and com- 

mitted. 

Mr. REYNOLDS, of Illinois, from the Com- 
| mittee on Roadsand Canals, reported the follow- 
| ing bills; which were read twice and committed: 
| A bill providing for the opening of a road from 
| Milwaukie, in Michigan, to the Mississippiriver; 
| and ; 
| 


| those now in use, without expense to the owners of the 
i 
i 


A bill for the improvement of the mail road be- 
tween Louisville and St. Louis. 

Mr. REYNOLDS, from the same committee, 
reported amendments to the bills to provide for 
' the improvement of the navigation of the Missis- 
| sippi river, and providing for the surveys of cer- 
| tain rivers; which were committed. 
| Mr. WISE, from the Committee on Naval Af- 

fairs, reported a bill to allow additional compen- 
, sation to William Easby; which was read twice 
and committed. 

Mr. CRAIG, from the Committec on Revolu- 
tionary Claims, reported the following bills; which 
were read twice and committed: 

A bill for the relief of the legal representatives 
of James Burton, deceased; and - 

i A bill for the relief of the legal representatives 
| of William Vause, deceased. : 

| Mr. CAMBRELENG, from the Committee of 
: Ways and Means, reported the following bills; 
which were read twice and committed: 


y A bill regulating the deposits of the money of 
Mount Vernon; from Mount Carmel to Maysville; from | 


the United States in certain local banks; 

A bill to authorize the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury to adjust the claim of the Bank of the United 
States for damages on a protested bill of ex- 
change on the French Government, and to recover 
the dividends due by the Bank of the United 
States to the Government; and 

_ A bill to explain and amend the act for the re- 
lief of the sufferers by fire in the city of New 
York. 

Mr. CAMBRELENG, from the same com- 
mittce, reported certain estimates from the ord- 
nance department; which were ordered to be 

Tinted. 
| Mr. CAMBRELENG, instructed by the same 
committee, moved to discharge the Committee of 


| further consideration of the bill repealing the 14th 
; Section of the act to incorporate the subscribers 
| to the Bank of the United States. ; 

| _ After a few remarks by Messrs. CAMBRE- 
i LENG and ADAMS, the motion was postponed 
| until to-morrow. 

i Mr. PATTON, from the Committee-on Terri- 


, tories, reported the following bills; which were 


t 


i; read twice and committed: 
. __A bill for the admission of Arkansas into the 


| lishment of the, territorial governments for the 
everal Territories in the United. States. 

Mr. EVERETT, from the Committee on In: 
dian Affairs, reported a bill for the relicf of J ubal 
B. Hancock; which was read twice and com- 
mitted. 

Mr. JARVIS, from the Committee on Naval 
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Affairs, reported a bill concerning pensions 
chargeable to the navy pension fand; which was | 
read twice and committed. F 

Mr. STORER, from the Committee on Revo- - 
lutionary Pensions, reported the following bills; 
which were read twice and committed: 

A bill for the relief of Joseph Danforth; 

A bill for the relief of. Jacob Wallace. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Louisiana, from the Com- 
mittee on Commerce, reported the following bills; 
which were read twice and committed: 

A bill for the relief of L. B. Willis, formerly 
acting deputy surveyor for the district of Mis- 
sissippi; and or tua re 

A bill making an appropriation for the erection 
‘of a marine hospital in New Orleans. 

Mr. LAWRENCE, from the Committee of 


and 


Ways and Means, reported a bill for the relief of į 


Samuel! D. Walker, of Baltimore; which was read 
twice and committed. ` 
Mr. BEARDSLEY, from the Committee on 
the Judiciary, reported a bill to extend the time ' 
for selling the lands granted to the incorporated , 
Kentucky asylum for the deaf and dumb; which | 
was read twice and ordered to be printed. i 

Mr. ROBERTSON, from the Committee on i! 
the Judiciary, reported a bill for the relief of |! 
William Sanders and William R. Porter; which 
was read twice and committed. | 

Mr. MORGAN, from the Committee on Rev- | 
olutionary Pensions, reported the following bills; | 


which were read twice and committed: i 
A bill to provide for the payment of certain | 
ensioners of the United States at Wheeling, in 
irginia; and i 
A. bill for the relief of Jonathan Dow. ; 


| from th 
Mr. HAWES, from the Committee on Indian .. 


a 


Chelsea, in the State of Massachusetts; which was 
read twice and committed. 

Mr. LEA, of Tennessee, from the Committee 
on Revolutionary Pensions, reported a bill for the 
relicf of John Boon; which was read twice and 
committed. 

Mr. HAYNES, from the Committee on Indian 
Affairs, reported a bill for the relief of Milly . 


Yates; which was read twice and committed 


T 
i 


tionary Claims; Mr. JARVIS, from the Com- 


mittee on Naval Affairs; Messrs. FRY, STOR- ; 
ER, and MORGAN, from the Committee on ; 
Revolutionary Pensions; Messrs. BEARDSLEY ` 


and ROBERTSON, from the Committee on the 
Judiciary; Messrs. KENNON and DUNLAP, 
e Committee on the Public Lands; and . 


Affairs, made unfavorable reports upon various 
petitions, a portion of which were Jaid on the 
‘ table, and the residue committed to a Committee 
' of the Whole House. 
| The House then, ata quarter past four o’clock, 
djourned. 


_ IN SENATE. 
Tuespay, March 22, 1836. i 
. Mr. EWING, of Ohio, presented two petitions 


from sundry citizens of that State, praying fora 
change in the location of the Cumberland road; 


i| which was referred to the Committee on Roads 


and Canals. 

Mr. KING, of Georgia, presented the memorial 
of the grand jury of Wayne county, Michigan, 
praying for an appropriation for the erection of 
a new court-house and jail; which was referred 


Mr. FRY, from the Committee on Revolution. H 
ary Pensions reported the following bills; which i! 
were read twice and committed: i 

A bill for the relief of Richard Severson; 

A bill for the relef of Frederick Wilheid; 

A bill for the relief of Lot Leonard; and 

A bill for the relief of James Scott. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Tennessee, from the,Com- H 
mittee of Ways and Means, reported a bill pro- i 
viding for the salaries of certain officers therein | 
named; which was read twice and committed. | 

Mr. KENNON, from the Committee on Pub- | 
iie Lands, reported a bill for the relief of Solo- : 
mon Sturges; which was read twice and com- | 
mitted. 

Mr. PARKER, from the Committee on Naval 
Affairs, reported a bill for the relief of the repre- ` 
sentatives of Henry Richards, deceased; which 
was read twice and committed. i 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Kentucky, from the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs, reported the follow- 
ing bills; which were read twice and commit- 
ted: ; 

A bill to provide more efiectually for the de- 
fense of the Arkansas frontier; 

A bill for the relief of Major Freeman Cross; 
an 

A bill to repair and extend the United States 
arsenal at Charleston, South Carolina. 

Mr. JOHNSON, from the same committee, 
made a report on the subject of arsenals of con- 
struction; which was ordercd to be printed. | 

Mr. TALIAFERRO, from the ommittee on |! 
Claims, reported a bill for the relief of T. Savage, 
administrator of Boletha Laws; which was reau 
twice and committed, 

Mr. W. B. SHEPARD, from the Committee 
for the District of Columbia, reported the follow- l; 
ing bills; which were read twice and committed: || 

A bill for the Suppression of lotteries and the | 
sale of lottery tickets in the District of Colum- 
bia; and 

A bill iving the assent of Congress to an act 
of the Virginia Legislature amendatory of the 

. act incorporating the Portsmouth and Alexandria |! 
Railroad Company. ! 

Mr. SHEP. RD, from the same committee, 
reported a resolution Setting apart Tuesday and 

ednesday, the 26th and 27th ays of Aprilnext, 
for the consideration of business relating to the 
District of Columbia; which was rejected without | 
a count. 

Mr. PHILLIPS, from the Committee on Com- 
merce, reported a bill authorizing the Winnis- 
simmet company to lay out and make a wa 
through the property of the United States at 


| 
a 
|: 


th 
vy 


| of 


| be made the order of the day for Friday next, 


ING, BENTON, BUCHANAN, and CLAY- | 
| TON, Mr. BENTON modified his motion soas 
| to change the day to Saturday; 


to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. WHITE presented the petition of the 
heirs of Captain Richard McCarty, praying to 
be allowed the commutation due the deceased; 
which was referred to the Committee on Revolu- 
tionary Claims. ! 
Mr. DAVIS presented the petition and papers | 
Alexander J. Dallas, praying to be allowed the | 
difference between a depreciated coin in which | 
he was paid at Rio, and the current money of i 
the United States; which was referred to the Com: ! 
mittee on Naval Affairs, 

Mr. BENTON, from the select committee to: 
which was referred the message of the President | 

communicating the constitution of Michigan, and | 

| another message on the subject of the northern 

boundary line of Ohio, reported a bill for the ad- 
mission of Michigan into the Union, and estab- 
lishing her boundaries; which wag read, and į 
ordered to a second reading. 

Mr. BUCHANAN, frow the select committee | 
-appointed to consider the message of the Presi- 
dent communicating the constitution of Arkansas, | 
reported a bill providing for her admission into 
the Union; which was read, and ordered to a sec- | 


ond reading. 4 
- Mr. BENTON moved that the above two bills 


Mr. EWING, of Ohio, suggesting the absence | 
of several Senators, moved that the bills be made _ 
the order of the day for Wednesday next. 

After some conversation between Messrs. EW- 


and the question , 
being first taken on postponing the bills to Wed- i 
nesday, (the longest day,) was lost—ayes 19, 
noes 20, | 
Mr. EWING then moved to make the bills the . 
order of the day for Tuesday next; and this mo- 
noa was decided in the affirmative—ayes 21, noes | 
18. i 
Mr. BLACK, from the Committee on Private :| 
Land Claims, to which had been submitted sev- , 
eral petitions from citizens 


D i of Mississippi, com- |j 
plaining of grievances and frauds practiced under | 
ndian reservation, made a report thereon; which 
was ordered to be printed. 


RESOLUTION. 
Mr. HENDRICKS suhmitted the following ʻi 
resolution; which lies on the table one day: 


_ Resolved, That the Committee on Roads and Canals be ; 
instructed to inquire into the expediency of making an ap- 
Propriation to remove the obstructions trom the navigable 


ree: 


i 
Mr. CRAIG, from the Committee on Revolu- . 


: from the necessit 


| waters of the Maple, Sheawassee, Fjint, and Cat rivers, in 
| the peninsula of Michigan. 
| 
l 


REPORT FROM A COMMITTEB. 


j Mr. WHITE, from the Committee on Revo- 


' lutionary Claims, reported a bill for the relief of 
| the heirs of the late Colonel John Haslitt; which 
i was read, and ordered to a second reading. 
BILLS PASSED. 

The following bills were severally read the third 
' time and passed: 

The bill making further a 


ppropriations for the 

' suppression of Indian hostilities in Florida; 

The bill for the relief of Samuel Smith, Linn 

ngec and Semoice, friendly Creek Indians; and 
he bill for the relief of Susan Marlow. 


EXPUNGING RESOLUTION. 
On motion by Mr, EWING, of Ohio, the Senate 
took up the unfinished business, being the reso- 
į lution submitted by Mr. Benton to expunge a 


M 


J certain resolution from the Journal of the Senate. 


Mr. PORTER took the ground that this reso- 


: lution of the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. Bex- 


Ton] was unsound, illegal, and unconstitutional. 
: It was not an attempt to impair the records of 


|| this, but the records of a former Senate. It wasa 


į momentous question, that must seriously impress 


i| the mind of every Senator present; and if the prin- 


ciple involved in the resolution should be carried 


„ out, it must place the records of the country since 


| the formation of the Government at the mercy of 
' those who, from time to time, might be sent here. 
; The gentleman from Missouri [Mr. Benton] had 

labored to show that the resolution roposed to 
, be expunged was unconstitutional. Mr. P. said 
i the Constitution did not say that a record should 
; be kept of the constitutional acts alone; and the 
| unconstitutional acts were guartled by it as much 
| as acts that were constitutional. The framers of 
| the Constitution intended the records of the Sen- 
| ate should be a beacon to warn, as well asa light 
| to direct. It was his purpose to discuss the merits 


|| of this question, which were in a small com Sy 


and to leave out of view the panic makers, Bank 
of the United States, the President and all his 
gory, as subjects entirely unconnected. with it. 
Here Mr. P. quoted that clause in the Constitu- 
tion relating to the keeping of a Journal. The 
more learned people became, the more difficult 
they were of comprehension. An ordinary, plain 
man would immediately give an answer, if asked, 
what was meant by keeping a journal; but let a 
learned lawyer or a judge answer, and he will 
give you thirty-six meanings to a single word. 
is (Mr. P.’s) understanding of the words “ keep 
a Journal of the Senate,” was to record and pre- 
serve the proceedings of the Senate, and it had no 
other meaning, and that was the idiomatic sense 
of the term. He assimilated it to the minutes 
taken by a clerk of the proceedings of a court, 
The gentleman from Missouri (Mr. Benton] 
had told them what the word “ keep” did not, but 


|| not what it did, mean. In England, in Scotland, 


and even in Ireland, where they were not fanied 
for the correctness of their expressions, it had 
uniformly received a meaning such as he had 
given it. If, then, the meaning of the term was to 
record and preserve their proceedings, it followed 
that the object of the gentleman’s resolution was 
to deface and obliterate them, which was dis- 
obeying that Constitution which they were sworn 
to support. And if the principle was established 
and carried out, it would lace the power to ob- 
literate the Journals in the Randa ofany party that 
might be in power, and might be resorted to asa 
means of revenge. The meaning of the word 
“ keep’? was regulated by the object to which it 
was applied. Keeping a house, a horse, a book, or 
a journal, had their special meanings; and Mr. 
P. here instituted several humorous comparisons, 
illustrative ofits meaning. If the thousand copies 


| of the printed Journal were originals, they had 


many keepers. But he contended there was but 
one original, which was the manuscript copy, 
taken by the Secretary at his desk. The rest 
were only copies of copies. Courts had decided 
that printed copies of the jouraals might be re- 
ceived as evidence on grounds of convenience, 
of the case. The gentleman 
from Missouri [Mr. Benron] had said this prac- 


tice of expunging prevailed in England for many 
years back, and that we have the authority of 
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parliamentary practice for it. He (Mr. P.) ad- 
mitted it to be the practice there, but contended 
that they had no constitutional injunction, that 
each House should keepa journal of its proceed- 
ings there, as was the case here. And if the par- 
liamentary practice of Engiand was deemed au- 
hority for expu 
ee Sia he pleased expunged. If we were to 
have English rules, he wanted them in their 
urity. The expunging | i rs 
by the hand of the chic? magistrate, or the King 


himself He hoped, if the expunging took place ` 


here, it would be done according to their method 
of doing it there. i 

Mr. P. cited the cases of James I. of England, 
as the first; and from that time down it had been 
invariably done by the chief magistrate of Eng- 


land in person; and he submitted it to the honor- 


able gentleman from Missouri, [Mr. BExNTON,] ` 


whether he had not better amend his resoiution so 
as to have the President do the expunging him- 
self in person? It was true, he (Mr. P.) could 


not vote for it even then; but, if it was to be ex- : 


punged, that mode would be following out the 
precedent. : : 

Mr. P. ironically described the scene of the 
President coming into the Senate Chamber, the 
address that would be delivered to him on his 
coming in, the account given of it in the Globe 


the next morning, embracing the interview be- `: 


tween the President and Vice President, and the 

raise awarded to the gentleman from Missourt 
EM. Benton] for his instrumentality in accom- 
plishing the object of expunging. He maintained 
that the Senate, as a legislative body, existed in 
fact but two years; and he denied the existence 


of uny right or power to touch the journals of a’ 
body that had gone before them, wiatever opin- | 


ions might be entertained in regard to altering 
their own Journal, and quoted the language of 
the Constitution which used the term ‘“ House of 
Representatives and a Senate,’’and not tre Senate; 
and also adverted to the fact of the annual clec- 
tion of a portion of the Senate in support of his 
position. They had, in his opinion, just as much 
right to take a leaf out of the Journal. of the 
ouse of Representatives as out of the Senate. 
If there was any law in this District, punishing 
as a criminal act the defacing of records, and the 
Secreta 
it, what law could be cited in his defense? They 
would find no law to justify him. 
~Mr. P. remarked that he was much exhausted, 
and gave way for a motion to postpone the further 
consideration of the subject until to-morrow, 
which was agreed to; and the Senate went into 
the consideration of other business. 


JOHN M’CARTY. 


The bill for the relief of John MeCarty was 
taken up and considered as in Committce of the 
Whole. 

Mr. SHEPLEY moved to postpone the bill in- 
definitely; and after some remarks in opposition 
to the motion by Messrs. MOORE, KING of 


Alabama, and W HITE, and in support of it by | 


Mr. SHEPLEY, the question was put; and it 


was decided in the negative—yeas 17, nays 22. , 
The bill was then ordered to be engrossed and | 


read a third time. 
The Senate then adjourncd. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Tuespay, March 22, 1836. 


Mr. DENNY moved to take up and consider i 


a resolution heretofore offered by him for print- | 

ing five thousand extra -copies of the report of: 

the Franklin Institute of Pennsylvania, on the 

subject of the bursting of steam boilers. i 
The motion was objected to. 


BANK OF THE UNITED STATES. . 


The House procecded to consider the motion 
made yesterday by Mr. CAMBRELENG, from the 
Committee of 
the Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union from the further consideration of the fol- 
lowing bill, in order to bring it before the House 
for a third reading: 

- Be it enacted, §c., That the 14th s¢ction of the act enti- 
ded “ An act to incorporate the subscribers to the Bank of , 


nging, any gentleman here could ; 


there was done in person ' 


of the Senate should be prosecuted for | 


ays and Mears, to discharge :; 
© by the Committee of Ways and Means. 


the United States,” approved April 19, 1816, shall be, and 
the same is, hereby rep cated. 

Mr. CAMBRELENG called for the reading 
of the section proposed to be repealed, which 
was donc, as follows: 

“Sec. 14. And be it further enacted, That the bills or 
notes of the said corporation originally made payable, or 
which shall have become payable, on demand, shall be re- 
ccivable in.all payments to the United States, unless other- 
wise directed by act of Congzess.”’ 


liberty to state the reasons which had induced 
the Committee of Ways and Means to ask the 


Committee of the Whole to be discharged from ' 


© the subject? 
The C 1 
. give his reasons for so moving; but that on the 
resent motion the merits of the case could not 

e discussed. 
Mr. CAMBRELENG then said that the rea- 
‘sons why the Committee of Ways and Means 
' had instructed their chairman to make the motion 


read a third time. 


i to show what had taken place on a former occa- 
sion in relation to the same subject: 
Extract from the proceedings of the House of Representa- 


tional Intelligencer of February 13, 1812. 
“UNITED STATES BANK NOTES. 


« On motion by Mr. Bacos, the House went into a Com- 
mittee of the Whole, (Mr. Buackiepce inthe chair,) on the 
bill to repeal the 10th section of the act establishing the Bank 
of the United States. 
and Means had thought it necessary to bring forward this 
` bill in cansequence of a deci:ion which had been made in 


i! the circuit court of Virginia, that the notes issucd by the |: 
Bank of the United States are still a tender in payments to |" 
The; 


the collectors and other officers of the United States. 
committee do not know oa what ground this opinion was 


'| had expired, no part or it could still have force. But, as 
1| this opinion has been given by the Chief Justice: ofthe United 
© States, it produces great inconvenience to the officers oï the 
United States, as the notes of the several branches, say 
' Charleston, Savannah, New Orleans, &c., will be paid only 
atthe branches trom which they i+ ue.” 

“ Som? irregular debate took place on the propriety of 
passing the bill atall. lt was contended that, the whole 
law having expired, it was altogether unaccessary, not to 
say improper, to pass a bill to repeal a section of that law. 
It was reptied by the chairman of the Committee of Ways 
and Means, and others, that, as the passing of the bill would 
‘| prevent any further trouble to the public officers, and it 

cou'd have no iafluence on anything which had heretoiore 
. taken place, its passage was desirable. The committee 
rose, and the House ordered the bill toa third reading.” 


| of the House, that the provision in the old charter 


[i sion. It did not end as the prescnt one does, 
i “until otherwise ordered by act of Con-gress.”’ 
i Another fact was, that the old bank had two years 
‘i to wind up its concerns, and was going on so to 
|| do: with the present bank it was very different. 
|} The CHAIR reminded the gentleman that the 
i; merits of the question could not be discussed. 
| Mr. INGERSOLL said he rose yesterday for 
ij the purpose of giving a word of explanation. 
ii He had understood the chairman of the Commit- 
tee of Ways and Means (Mr. Camprerene] to 
say that the instruction of the committee was a 
unanimous-one,. 
of entering his protest against that assertion. 
i Mr. CAMBRELENG said he did not state 
|| that he was unanimously instructed to make the 
|| motion. 
ii when the subject was first brought before the 
i committee, there was some objection to it; but 
i after they had the opinion of the chief justice 
| on a former occasion on the subject, he did not 
| hear any decided objection to it. 
Mr. INGERSOLL reminded the honorable 
, chairman of the Committee of Ways and Means 
| that, when the subject was first before them, he 
| had expressed his opinion that it would be un- 
necessary for Congress to act in the matter at ail. 
i It was propcr, however, for him to say a word 
; in relation to the precedent. If ke understood 
the language of it, so far as it was a precedent, it 
was a precedent against the course now proposed 
He 
į could conceive of no reason for action unless the 
one intimated yesterday by the gentleman from 
; New York, [Mr. Camprerene,] that the bank 
; was still, notwithstanding it had become a State 
| institution, issuing notes of the old bank. Mr. I. 


Mr. CAMBRELENG inquired if he was at 


HAIR stated that the gentleman could 


_ was, that they wished the bill to be engrossed and | 
In addition to that reason, he ` 
- would ask the clerk to read the following extract 


tives on the 12th of Februa y, 1612, as published in the Na- `: 


Mr. B. said the Committec of Ways ; 


given; they had conceived that, as the limitation of the law , 


< of the peo 
‘| "Phe C 
Mr. E. would only remark, for the information | 


|, was different in one respect to the present provi- | 


He rose merely for the purpose i 


What he intended to state was, that, | 


i! knew of no such fact; and if it had come to the 
l knowledge of the gentleman from New York he 
wished to know it. 

Mr. ADAMS observed that it was the unusual 
course of the chairman of the Committee of 
| Ways and Means yesterday that had induced 
‘him to make objection. He wished the present 
to have the benefit of all the discussion which 
i important bills were entitled to in the House; and 
‘he did not know that the chairman of the Com- 

mittee of Ways and Means had assigned any 
‘| reason for taking it away from the Committee of 
‘the Whole. He had, to be sure, said that the 
object was to have the bill brought to a third 
‘reading. Every bill must do that: it was no 
reason for taking it from the Committce of the 
Whole, because it was the only place in which 
subjects of importance could be fully discussed. 
‘The Committee of the Whole was the only place 
in that House in which subjects could be fully 
considered; and every other mode of proceeding 
should either be by unanimous consent, or for 
some good reason; and it appeared to him that 
a worse reason than thatthe bill should be brought 
| to a third reading, could hardly have been given. 
He knew of no reason why the bill should pass 
at all, and he was wholly unprepared to discuss 
it. It was totally unexpected to him; and he con- 
' fessed that it was with some distrust that he had 
| objected to it. It might be to discredit the paper 
| of the United States Bank, or a continuation of 
: the war on the Bank of the United States. He 
l hoped, however, that war was at an end—he did 
| not like stabs upon dead bodies. If that was the 
|, intention, he hoped they might have an oppor- 
tunity for full deliberation upon the subject in 
' that House. No reason had been assigned for 
' discrediting the bills of the United States Bank. 
He believed their credit was of great advantage to 
‘ the people of the country.. They were the only 
currency existing that had full and complete 
credit; they were better than goldand silver—the 
' best of all currencies. Well, sir, what was the 
‘necessity of passing an act of Congress discred- 
iting those bills? as Congress going to do all 
' in its power to discredit the Dills of that bank, to 
act out its little spite against that institution? He 
‘deemed it the duty of Congress rather to keep up 
‘the credit of the bank as much as possible, be- 
‘ cause there were yet seven millions of the money 
le in that institution. 5 me 
AIR remarked that the merits of the 
question were not open for discussion. : 

Mr. A. observed that he only mentioned those 
things to show the importance of the subject and 
| the great necessity for keeping it in the Commit- 
i| tee of the Whole. He did not know but that, 
‘when the subject came up, the chairman of the 
‘| Committee of Ways and Means might find sub- 
|l! stantial reasons for the passage of the bil, but 

' he did not think that the paper the gentleman had 
i! read was any good reason; for, as the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania had observed, it was against 
_the course the gentleman was pursuing. He 
hoped, therefore, the House would adhere, not 
to the motion of the gentleman from New York, 
| but to the precedent he had produced. 
Mr. PATTON said the present was merely a 
' question of time and of form. As tothe question 
_of time, it was simply whether they should pro- 
' ceed at once and in a way to enable the House to 
come toa speedy conclusion, or whether they 
‘should adhere to the forms of legislation which 
‘were prescribed; which, perhaps, would detain 
_the question from being decided for three or four 
‘weeks, He, for one, was not disposed to dis- 
pense with those forms to precipitate and hurry 
legislation on that or any other subject, unless 
‘ some good reasons could be shown tor so doing; 
‘and therefore, although he did not know that he 
! should object to the passage of the bill, yet he 
: had heard no good reason for hurry in the matter. 
: Were not the notes of that bank as good and as 
:' safe as the notes of any bank? Was any danger 
:to be apprehended of the country suffering by 
|, postponing the subject three or four weeks? He 
‘could see no reason why the usual forms of pro- 
i. ceeding should be dispensed with; and he thought 
they ought not to be deprived of an opporiunity 
‘of discussing the present question, unless there 
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‘was some good reason for dispensing with the 


usual forms. 
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tion of expediency entirely, and would require | a considerable discount to a broker or to a Gov- 
deliberate consideration; and the Committee of i ernment agent, in order to pay his debt to the 


Mr. BROWN said, if the fourteenth section of 
the act which makes the bills of the Bank of the 
United States reccivable in payment of debts due 
to the Government, be inoperative since the 4th 
of March, as had been intimated, he was ata loss 
to know why the present motion should be re- 
sisted. The bill to repeal that sectian had been 
committed to the Committee of the Whole on the | 
state of the Union, and, unless it could be brought : 
back into the House, there.was no prospect of 
reaching it unul near the close of the session. 
There was a special rule making all the appropri- 
ation bills the special order for every day in. the 
week, except Fridays and Saturdays those days 
were appropriated to the consideration of private 
business. e repeated, therefore, thatif this bill 
remained in committee it could not be reached 
until near the close of the session. During all 
this time, the bills of the bank would have a de- : 
cided preference over the bills of every other 
institution in the country. In payments to the 
Government, they were equivalent to silver and 
gold. He was unwilling the bank should have 
this advantage one moment longer. He denied- 
that the effect of the bill would be to digcredit the : 
notes.of the bank. Its effect would be to place 
them upon an equality with the paper of every 
other banking institution in the country, and 
nothing more. But if such should be its effect, 
he, for one, would gladly give his assent to it. A 
bank, such as that of the United States, renewed 
as it had been by the State Legislature after its 
condemnation had been repeatedly pronounced by 
the people, was not entitled to any favor from 
this Government, and should receive none from 
him. At a meeting of the stockholders of the 
bank the other day in Philadelphia, the President, 
Mr. Biddle, enumerated, amongst the advantages | 
which the new institution enjoyed over the old, | 
“its total separation from all the. officers of the 
General Government, an.yanatural connection, 
beneficial neither to the bank nor Government.” . 
He would hold him to his word, and annihilate |! 
whatever remained of this unnatural, and he might. |! 
add, odious connection. ; ; i 

Here the SPEAKER called Mr. B. to order, | 
stating that he could not, upon a: motion to dis- | 
charge the. committee, go into the. merits of the | 
bill which was the subject of the motion. 

Mr. BROWN said he would not draw the || 
merits-of the bill in controversy, as he did not || 
wish to transgress the rules of order. He had | 
been led to say this much in answer to some | 
observations which had fallen from honorable : 
gentlemen upon the other side of the House. He |, 
believed it had become.essential to the best inter- : 
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eae he would vote for its burial with all 


mittee of Ways and Means, who reported the ` 
bill, originally moved to refer it to the Committee | 

of the Whole on the state of the Union, and that |: 
they now moved to discharge that committee from ` 
the subject, and bring it directly before the House. 
He asked, as the gentleman from Massachusetts 
[Mr. Apams] and the gentleman from Virginia | 
(Mr. Parron] had done, what were the pressing | 
reascns for immediate action on that bill? Had | 
anything occurred, since the bill was reported and | 
referred to the Committee of the Whole, which | 
would make it necessary for the House to act on ` 
the subject? The chairman of the Committee of 

Ways and Means had given no reason why the | 
bill should be hurried through. It was a ques. '! 


‘had expired. The notes of the institution, credited 
| as they were by the legislation of the country, 


| to receive them in payment of public dues. This 


the Whole was the place where all questions of Government. 


importance ought to be discussed, and where a 
free discussion could not be cut off by tne opera- 
tion of the gag law. 


Tt was a question of expe- | 


diency whether the notes of the Bank of the 
United States should be discredited or not; and ` 


for his part, when the question came up, he 
would say it was entirely inexpedient, because he 
believed that no better currency could be procured. 

The CHAIR remarked, that this discussion 
would be in order when the main question came 
up, but was not now inorder. 

Mr. McKENNAN only threw out these sug- 
gestions to show the importance of the bill, and. 
to show that it ought to remain in the Committee | 
of the Whole. 

Mr. SPEIGHT would say, that, so far as he 
was concerned, gentlemen might have full oppor- 
tunity of discussion without the application of 
the previous question. The House had, how- 
ever, passed a resolution making the appropria- 
tion bills the special arder for every day, except 
private bill days; and, judging from what had 
passed, the greater part of the session would be 


' taken up by the discussion of those bills; so that 


there.would be no opportunity for getting up the 
present subject in Committee of the Whole. By 
the first of June, too, he hoped the majority of 


that House would be turning their faces home-_: 


wards. Anather reason why the bill should be 
passed was, that the bank was literally dead, yet 


| its notes are a lawful tender to the Government 


for all payments thereto. lt cannot make loans 
on individuals, but still, by the law proposed to 
be repealed, it is the only bank in the country 
whose. bills are a legal tender for payments to the 
Treasyry. He conceived the merits of the bill 
could be as well discussed in the House as in the 
committee; and it is presumed, judging from what 
had passed,rthat they would not be able to dis- 
cuss it in committee during the present session. 
He hoped it would be speedily brougat before the 


i House and passed. 


Mr. DENNY expected to be enlightened when 
the gentleman from Indiana rose to address the 
House, particularly as the chairman of the Com- 
mittee of Waysand Means had given no reasons 
for the motion which le had madein reference to 
a matter of so much importance. The gentleman 
from Indiana had, however, wisely tuken his seat 
and left them in the dark. 


had gone abroad. They were in the pockets of 
individuals at a distance, who desired to give 
them in exchange forthe public lands, &c. Itwas 
now proposed to discredit them, by authorizing | 
the receivers of the customs and land offices not | 
course, if adopted, would compel many of the | 
honest holders of the notes to dispose of them at 


He was opposed to such a course. 
The passage of the bill would operate decep- 
tively, These notes were redeemed in specie, 
when demanded. They were at par. The Gov- 
ernment had nothing to fear by continuing to re- 
ceive them. If, as had been intimated, other 
subjects should come up in connection with this — 
bill, it would form an additional reason for a full 
and free discussionin committee. Te, therefore, 
hoped that the House would permit this bill to 
take the usual course, and that the motion to dis- 
charge the Committee of the Whole would not 
proval. ' 
Mr. JUDSON said the proposition from the 
Committee of Ways and Meansunder immediate 
discussion was to take a bill, now before the 
Committee of the Whole, and bring it before the 
House, to accelerate action upon it. The four- 
teenth section of the act creating the Bank of the 
United States made the bills of that bank a law- 
ful tender to the Government. This, in its ver 
nature, was an odious monopoly, against which 
the people had long since passed their decisive 
judgment. There were some who claimed that, 
although the bank itself had expired, and ceased 
to exist on the 4th of March last, yet this right 
; pertained to this bank; and the bills might here- 
| after, by virtue of this clause, still continue to be 
what they were before the expiration of the bank. 
The object of this bill was to repeal that four- 
teenth section, and settle the question. He was 
in favor of the motion, and desired to see the 
business of that House progress: it was due to 
the interest of the country. Did gentlemen de- 
sire to continue a useless debate upon mere first 
principles, wether such an odious monopoly as was 
here claimed should longer exist in a free country, 
where the principles of legislation should be pre- 
served on equal terms? Gentlemen say that the 
previous question may be applied, and cut off 
discussion. He did not say, that he should call 
that question, but he did say, that the people of 
i this country would always justify the application 
| of that rule, when useless and unimportant debate 
' was carried on for the mere purpose of prevent- 
_ ing the transaction of the public business. When- 
i ever that became the case, he would always be 


i ready to do the business of the House, instead 


the construction of the charter, a declaratory sec- 
tion was necessary, and he hoped the motion 
would prevail. = i 

Mr. WISE said the question arising under the 
present motioñ was notas to what mischief would 
result from its rejection, but what possible good 
would be secured by its adoption. 

The gentleman from New York [Mr. CAMBRE- 
LENG] had the honor of starting a doubt whether 
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rter of a bank operated a 
ofits term. There coun be no doubt uy 
The bani wasdead, and the gentieman 
Me. Laxe] migat bury the ‘ mon- 
o IIe coukl, therefare, see no necessity for 
speedy action on this bill. He adverted to the 
unsettled state of the currency, and avowed that 
Leyen the Secretary of the Treasury did not know 
what kind of money would be received in pay- 
ment of the public lands. He applied to that 
officer for information on the subject. The Sec- 
retary, he repeated, could tell him nothing about 
it, and had referred him to the receivers for in- 
formation. Mr. W. remarked, in conclusion, 
that there was an object, and but one object, for 
the repeal af this fourteenth section, and that 
was to array the Government on the side of one 
set of bank capitalists. The question had all 
along been kept up by different and conflicting 
banking interests, 

Mr. SMITH, of Mainc, said, the proposition 
before the House was one of simple expediency. 
Is it, or is it not, expedient for the House to dis- 
charge the Committee of the Whole on the state 
of tae Union from the further consideration of the 
bil! to repeal the L{th section of the bank charter? 
The honorable gentleman from Pennsylvania, 
(Mr. Dexsy,] who last addressed the House, ' 
thinks it is not exnedient; and assigns certain 
reasons which are, to his mind, no doubt entirely 
satisfactory for this conclusion. The gentleman 
from Virginia [Mr. Wise] also thinks it is not ex- 
pedient; and assizns fora reason, as does another 
gentleman from Pennsylvania over the way, [Mr. 
McKewvan,] that if the subject be brought before 
the House the previous question will be applied, 
and a protracted discussion of the subject as in 
Committee of the Whole will be cut of. This 
is probably the most important reason that influ- 
ences gentlemen in opposition to the proposition 
before the House. Why. sir, the previous ques- 
tion can only be applied when a majority of the 
House shall think it necessary and expedient to 
bring the subject to a decision. And all whoare | 
opposed to the application of the previous ques- 
tion, or of placing the bill in 
House, are unwilling to confide in the judgment 
and discretion of a majority of the House in rela- 
tion to the order and disposition of business 
before the House. To those gentlemen who are 
disposed to distrust the judgment and discretion 
of the House—I mean of the majority—in relation 


1 


the cha 
sugpoct 
from Tadiana [ 


EUn 


to the arrangement and disposition of the business ;: 1 
i; payment of the demands of the Government, !s `! 


before us—to as many as are opposed to the ap- 
plication of the previous question to a subject, | 
when in the opinion of a majority such applica- 


tion becomes necessary to the dispatch of busi- ;' 


ness, the reasons of the gentlemen from Virginia | 
and Pennsylvania must be satisfactory. But, sir, | 
no person having confidence in the good sense, 

judginent, and discretion of a majority to control 

properly the business before the House, can be 

deterred, by any apprehension of the previous 

uestion, from giving his support to the proposi- 

tion to discharge the Committee of the Whole 

from the ferther consideration of the biil, in order 
to bring the bill directly within the reach of the 

House. 

` The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Deyyy] 


li 
1 
i 
i 
i 


wants light upon this proposition—he wants rea- | 


sons for it. What to his mind may stem to be | 
light, or a sufficient reason for the measure, may 
not be so to another mind; and what to another 
mind may be light, or reason, may not be so to 
his. But, sir, to my mind, there are sufficient 
reasons in support of the proposition of the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means, and in favor of the 
expediency of discharging the Committec of the 
Whole from further action upon the repealing 
bill. It is expedient to bring the bill out of com- 
mittee, because thirty-four days have clapsed since 
it was reported to the House, and referred to the 
Committee of the Whole, and such has been its 
position before that committee as not to have been 
reached at all during the whole period. Such has 
been the arrangement of the business before the 
tommnittee, it has been, and still is, impossible to 
teach the bill there for action, or to have it taken 
tp. This, sir, to my mind, is one good and suf- 
ficient reason for the proposition now before the 
Homse, and for a change of the position of the 


tee ee = 


uestion before the ; 


| 


eration 
he bill 


reach the bill there. 

The order of the House, giving precedence to 
the principal appropriation bills on every day at 
one o'clock, is another reason in support of the 


expediency of the proposition before the House. © 


This debate which has already taken place, and 
is still pending on one of the appro riation bills, 
(the navy appropriation,) and the debate that is 
yet to take place, judging from what has passed, 
on that and each of the other appro riation bills, 
shut out all prospect of reaching this bill, rela- 
ting to the bank charter, for weeks and weeks to 
come, if itis to remain in the Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union, where it now 
is. Unless the committee be discharged from 


the further consideration of it, and it be brought `! 


within the range and control of the House, no 
one can tell when it will come up for considera- 
tion. This, sir, to my mind, is a substantial 
reason for the measure proposed by the Commit- 
tee of Ways and Means. 

Again: doubts exist in the community relative to 
the character of the 14th section of the bank char- | 
ter proposed to be repealed. It is truethe gentle- 
man from Virginia [Mr. wer says no doubts 
exist npon this subject—that the friends of the 
bank do not consider the 14th section as longer 
operative; but, sir, before the gentleman con- 
cluded his remarks, he informed the House, that 
the Secretary of the Treasury himself was unable 
to tell whether the bills of the Bank of the United 

: States are orare not receivable in payment of the 
| public lands. One would think that this fact was 
| evidence enough of existing doubts in relation to 
| the 14th section of the charter. It is true again, 
the honorable gentleman from Pennsylvania, [ Mr. 
IxcersoLL,] who is alsa a member of the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means, is quoted for the 
opinion, that the 14th section of the bank charter, 
making the United States Bank bills a tender in | 


| no longer in forec—that it expired with the bank 
charter. 

But another gentleman from Pennsylvania, | 
‘ who last addressed the House, (Mr. Denyy,] en- j 
tertains the opposite opinion, and thinks the sec- | 
tion still to be in force, and offers, as a reason 


| 


| zens have at this time pockets-full of the United 

States Bank money wherewith to make payments 

to the Government for public lands. ow, sir, 
I think we have evidence enough before us that 
doubts do actually exist in the community, and 
serious doubts, too, as to the force and operation 
‘ of the section of the bank charter proposed to be 
‘repealed. Two opinions are evidently abroad ` 


| 
| 
\ 
| 
| 


‘upon the subject; and these adverse opinions, to — 


i my mind, constitute the best reasons for an early 
action of the House upon the subject; they are 
substantial reasons in support of the expediency 


| of the measute proposed; they are reasons for the |, 
‘| earliest possible action of the House, which can- © 


ii not be had unless the bill be brought out of the | 
|! Committee of the Whole. 


i 
i 
'| the House for examination and discussion; not to | 
i apply to it the previous question without exam- | 
ination. My object is to take it from a position | 


il once. If, after discussion to the satisfaction of | 
the House, the House, or a majority of the | 
House, in the exercise of their discretion, shall i 
desire the previous question, then a different prop- | 
osition from the present one will be presented. | 
The expediency of the previous question will then 
be considered. The expediency of bringing the | 
subject before the House at once-is the simple | 


LOBE. 


against the repeal of the charter, that many citi- | 


Sir, the proposition is to bring the bill before | 


| where it cannot be examined or discussed for || 
|; weeks to come, and place it within the range of |; 
‘the House for cxamination and discussion at: 


March 22, 


| proposition now to be considered. I am satisfied, 
for one, on this question of expediency, and for 
the reasons stated. If, after discussion of the 
subject in the House, the previous question shall 
be desired, and there shall be evidence enough to 
my mind to support Is expediency, as on the 
present question, then, sir, I will vote for the 
previous question. 

Mr. REEDremarked that the gentleman last up, 
had inquired if they could not trust the majority? 
Most assuredly; but at the same time he was in 
favor of pursuing the forms adopted by the ma- 
jority for disposing of the public business, which 
were to consider, in the first instance, particular 
measures in the Committee of the Whole. This 
course was due to the majority itsclf, in order to 

; guard against hasty and inconsiderate action on 
uestions involving difficult points. He admitted 
that there was much useless debate in that body; 
but he could see no reason in this instance for 
departing from the rules and usages of the House, 
and he was opposed to discharging the Commit- 
, tee of the Whole from the bill under considera- 
; tuon. 
Mr. MANN, of New York, said that a single 
| reason operated with him to favor the motion, to 
| discharge the Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union, and bring this bill into the 
House, and to a prompt decision. This reason 
had not, he belicved, been alluded to -by gentle- 
men. The charter of the bank has expired, but 
it is too well known that it had run into a State 
bank by the power of one of the States of this 
Union. It had ‘inherited,’’ to use the language 
of the high priest of its oracle, “ the circulation 
of its noble progenitor.” Now, if this 14th sec- 
tion of its charter, making the notes of what was 
the Bank of the United States receivable in all 
payments to the United States, is now operative 
as the law of the land, (and Mr. M. said, what- 
ever other gentlemen might think on this: point, 
for himself he had very little doubt,) then it 
would happen that in virtue of this ‘¢ inheritance,” 
the United States Bank of the State of Pehnsy!- 
vania would have preference over all the other 
State banks of the several States of the Union, 
and that, too, by the laws of the Union. Are gen- 
tlemen, friends of the Bank of the United States, 
| prepared to prefer by our laws one State bank 
over all others, and those of their own’ States? 
And for what reason? I trust, sir, that by * in- 
heritance’’ the Bank of the United States of the 
State of Pennsylvania is not to obtain an advan- 
tage over all other banks in the credit and cur- 
rency of its old notes, used by this inheritance. 
Why should the Government receive the notes 
of this bank, merely’ because of its name, which 
now indicates anything else than truth? 

Mr. M. had intimated his opinion, or rather 
fear, that this 14th section, making the notes of 
the bank receivable by the United States, had not 
expired with the general attributes of the corpora- 
tion. This was grounded upén the doctrine, ex- 
pressed by a maxim in the quaint language of Lord 
Coke, “that corporations have no souls; albeit 
they have immortality.” They do not dic s> 
easily as gentlemen imagine m respect to ad 
their attributes. Other clauses of the charter are 
now operative by their own terms; they have 
not expired. This 14th section isin general terms. 
| If a citizen had held the notes of the bank in good 
' faith on the 3d of March, and had offered them 

in payment of the revenue on the 5th, will it be 
contended that the Government would not- have 
been bound to receive them, although the bank 
might have failed inthe mean time? Mr. M. sgaid 
he presumed not. 

_Mr. HAWES said that, whenever any propo- 
sition came up which looked to expediting the 
public business, there were certain gentlemen 
who uniformly opposed it; and the same persons 
were always the first to charge others with neg- 
lecting the necessary business of the country and 
of lengthening the session. They were yesterday 
told, that the majority would be held responsible 
to the country for the action, or the want of 
action, on the part of the House; and upon the 
present occasion the party friends of the gentle- 
man who made the remark to which he referred 
were the very same who had again interposed to 
prevent the dispatch of the business of the ses 
sion. 
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‘Tf, as had been admitted by the friends of the 


\ 


bank, the operation of this fourteenth section of |’ upon. One of the most obnoxious acts of the 


its charter had ceased and expired on the 4th of 


' President in Tennessee was taking away the 


March, why should any person object to its re-' privilege of publishing the laws, and giving it to 


peal? There could be none. There were doubts 
on the subject. Asa Kentuckian, he felt bound 
to urge the repeal of this section. He would never 
consent to give privileges and immunities to a 


State bank of Pennsylvania which were not pos- | 2 
5 certainly 1 
esides this, the amount of Executive , 


sessed by the banks in his own State. 
Gentlemen were afraid of the us q 
tion. He had moved it, and would again, if by 


so doing he could facilitate the transaction of the , 


public business. . 
Mr. BOND made a few remarks, which were 
mostly inaudible to the reporter. 


justly chargeable for any delay in the dispatch of 
the business of the House. 


Mr. PEARCE, of Rhode Island, obtained the | 


floor; but, the hour of one having arrived, the 
Chair announced the special order. 

Mr. RIPLEY moved to suspend the rule for 
the purpose of proceeding with the consideration 
of the subject before the House; which was nega- 
tived without a count. 


NAVAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


On motion by Mr. CAMBRELENG, the House, 
pursuant to the special order of the 26th January, 
then resolved itself into the Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union, (Mr. Hamer 
in the chair,) and resumed the consideration of 
the bill making appropriations for the naval ser- 
vice of the United States for the year 1836. 

The question pending was the motion by Mr. 
Bett, to strike out the following item of the bill: 

For improvements and necessary repairs of the navy-yard 


revious ques- ` 


He was under- | 
stood to contend that, as the majority made its; 
own rules of proceeding, the minority were not | c ‘ 
| side in this city, (Mr. Whitney,) by which mil- | 
. lions were gratuitously used tocorrupt the people | 
He called the attention of the | 


the Nashville Republican. Lately the Secretary 
of State had taken it away from the Nashville 
Republican, and given it to a partisan newspaper 
in the same town, (the Union,) a paper of the 
highest partisan cast, possessing not a quarter, 
not one half the circulation of the for- 
mer. 
patronage upon the press, both in this city and 
elsewhere, had enormously increased. 

‘ Mr. B. then referred to the vast increase of 
, power and influence in the Executive resulting 
trom the present mode of keeping and distributing 
the public deposits, indirectly wielded through 
the agency of an individual who was said to re- 


in their elections. 
House to the indisposition of the party there to 
act on any subject embracing, or having the ef- 
fect of curtailing, executive patronage; and gave 
‘a detail of the course pursued there during the 
|| present session, when a bill for that purpose came 
i from the Senate. That bill now slept the sleep 
f of death. It was a measure in unison with the 


l; principles of the party that brought General Jack- 


| son into power; whereas now a distinguished - 
l: Senator, who advocated it, had been assailed and 
| denounced for his course on that occasion. 


The 
Senate of the United States had now become a. 
body yielding to the principle of passive obe- 
dience and non-resistance to executive author- 
ity. A profound regard to the rights of the States 


. was professed and avowed by the original Jack- 


son party. Need he recurto recent interferences 


! North Carolina, and the debate that ensued there- Il These 


; 2 ro- 

at Portsmouth, New Hampshire, $67,000. i a a gë e C a. vith ehe pro 
Mr. BELL resumed his remarks. He adverted | An opposition to works of internal improve- 
to the sketch of his remarks which appeared in | ment was one of the principles of the original 
the National Intelligencer the other day, in which | Jackson party. To show the departure from this, 
he was represented to have ‘‘ridiculed”’ the special | he cited the various appropriations for such ob- 
message of the President. He had neither done ;. jects from 1830 upwards, showing a gradual in- 
_8o, nor intended to do so; he had only remarked || crease from year to year. In 1830, there was 
on the inconsistency of certain portions of that | appropriated for the improvement of harbors, 
document. He still avowed himself a supporter iH rivers, and breakwaters, the sum of $367,000; 
of all the prominent and legitimate measures of | and for the surveys of roads and certain works 


. for the discussion of a resolution 


the Administration, and all the early principles 
of the party that supported the present Chief 
Magistrate. He had never departed from them, 
nor ever should. This declaration he again re- 
iterated. 

Mr. B. then adverted to the mode of caucus or 
convention nominations, which he held to be 
synonymous, the tendency of which was, and 
atways had been, to defeat the free will of the 
people. Hostility to these was one of the early 


| of internal improvement, $158,000; for the pres- 


_ ent year, there were proposed to be appropriated 
‘ by standing committees of the House, organized 
|i to carry out the will of the majority, for the first 
| sia $876,000, and for the second, $1,090,000. 


| to what he considered the most exceptionable 
| principle of the party in power, the practice of 
|: governing the country and sustaining party as- 

cendency by an artful system of popular delusion 


e then called the attention of the committee | 


principles of the present party. Now, all who |’ and excitement, by treating the people more like 
did not subscribe to the absolute acquiescence of | children than as men. He referred to the delu- 
these caucus nominations—such a one, for ex- || sion about the gold and silver currency, the ‘‘ ex- 
ample, as was held a few months ago in Balti- |! punging, which was not so much intended to 
more—were held upand hunted down as enemies | 
regard to the prevention of an election by the 


', of the Senate of the United States. But the great 


l i vindicate the character of the President of the | 
to the Democracy, anti-Jackson men, &e. With | United States as to change the political character | 


House of Representatives, the party now in power `. 


had invariably evaded the recommendations of 
the President. He recurred to the practice of 
electing the Vice President of the United States 
to the presidency.: This was at first an early 
principle of the Government, but it was soon 
departed from. Then it was thought the office 
of the Secretary of State was the line of succes- 
sion. No party opposed this practice with more 
vehemence, especially in the case of Mr. Clay, 
then the present party in power. Did not the 
same reasons exist at this. moment? Was it 
necessary to show how the present party had 


disregarded and abandoned all their former decla- 


rations on this subject? Where was their con- 
sistency—where their adherence to rinciple ? 


In the canvass immediately prece ing the pres- ` 


ent Administration, it was thought indispensable 


opic of the last year was the late French war, 
which had been got up as one of the topics of 
public excitement. He adverted to a paragraph 
, relative to himself in the Globe of the 28th of 
January, to show that this was the design of the 
French war, and that his course had been directly 


misrepresented. It was false that he had opposed `: 


appropriations for putting the country in a state 
of defense; and, after quoting sundry other para- 
graphie and reading some passages from Governor 

helby’s address, Mr. B. said he was prepared 


to demonstrate what he then affirmed—in the first ` 
place, that either there never was any danger of : 


a war with France, or, if there was, the public 


functionaries of this country had been guilty of ; 
the most gross and culpable neglect of their pub- | 
lic duties; and he should furthermore undertake : 


to state and demonstrate that, if at an 


` and popularity of 


: Á period 
to preserve the purity of the press, and to keep it 
disconnected with the executive branch of the 
Government. Then the disbursement of $30,000 
by the Secretary of State, for printing and pub- 
lishing the laws of the United States, wasthought 


,, during the preceding year, there existed danger of 
a war with France, then had the gentleman from 


|, of Ways and Means, [Mr. Campretene,] and 
. those with whom he acted out of that House, the 
enough to corrupt the whole press of the country | leaders of the party, paltered with the honor and 
ina most dangerous and alarming degree. He ` safety of the'country. Either alternative, either 
recurred’ to the resolution of Mr. Sanders, of ' horn of the dilemma, might be selected by them. 


_ New York, who was atthe head of the Committee | 


positions Mr. B. set about to prove by 
the absence of any executive calls for those vigor- 
ous and speedy measures which the alleged exi- 
gency would have required, between the 3d of 
March, 1834, and the 26th of January, 1836, and 
the absence of any movements to that end by the 
party in power in the House. He recited sundry 
remarks during the present session ar Messrs. 
CAMBRELENG, Apams, Masoy, and MILLER, in 
relation to this point, and commented thereon at 
some length, referring also to the denunciations 
upon the character of the French King and people 
in the leading administration presses of the coun- 
try. If, then, war had been apprehended by the 
party in power, they were guilty of gross negli- 
gence, for the country was in the most defenseless 
state, and no one solitary measure taken for its 
improvement in that respect. ff war was really 
contemplated, those having the charge of that 
branch of the public service must have been cither 
ina state of lunacy or guilty of treachery, neither 
of which was the case. Therefore war was never 
anticipated. What was the condition of our 
maritime fronticr? Men of the highest military 
skill in the country were of opinion that three 
French frigates, with an equipment of only ‘five 
thousand men, ably commanded, could have laid 
any city on the coast of the United States under 
contribution, and could have captured the whole 
of the public property, including every ship on the 
stocks, in every navy-yard of the United States. 
Nay, more, a single French frigate could have 
sailed up the Potomac with impunity, and not 
only have possessed itself of our navy-yard here 
and allits contents, but have battered down the 
walls of the Capito! itself. In this state of the 
public defenses, could it be possible that a war 
with France was contemplated ? 

Another fact in proofof this point was derived 
from the circumstance that the apprapriation bill, 
embodying the items for the diplomatic expenses 


. of the Government, was reported at an early day 


of the session, and contained the usual annual 
appropriation for a minister’s salary and outfit to 
France,—not omitted, not in blank, as might 
have been expected, if a war with that nation had 
been apprehended. The course of the House in 
setting aside the proposed Navy appro riation 

which never 
proposed an act of legislation, was another proof 


i that war was never anticipated. He believed at 
: the time, there would be no war, and he believed 
i the party were in possession of some indirect in- 
i formation, although of a positive character, either 


that the French Government would not insist 
upon an apology, or that the message of the Pres- 
ident would be satisfactory, or that the media- 
tion of another Power would be tendered and 
accepted. 

He did not censure the Chief Executive only 
for the neglect of the public defenses of the coun- 
try. His lieutenants, the heads of Departments 
and bureaus, should share some of it. here had 
becn gross neglect in all the Departments. The 
charge attached to the whole corps, though not to 
individuals of it. Nor was the charge of neglect 
and abuse confined to the War Department. It 
extended equally, if not in a greater degree, 
through the civil Departments, and he need onl 
to refer to the present condition of the Land Of- 
fice, the Indian Department, and the Post Office. 
This arose, not so much from the organization of 
those Departments, as from the incompetency and 
utter incapability of most of those appointed to 
the offices. This was the cause, and the only 
remedy was the removal of the officers—the in- 
competent agents. The system, too, was so 
managed and contrived that the responsibility was 
thrown entirely upon the President. The name 
eneral Jackson were made the 
shield and buckler for every abuse and enormity 
of the officers of the Government, from the head 
of a Department down to an Indian agent. The 
moment an abuse was touched, it was held up as 
a direct attack upon the President—as bringing in 

uestion the honor or integrity of the hero of New 
Orleans! Nor was this all. Even the secret re- 


‘cesses of the most intimate domestic relations 
` were pryed into, 


for the purpose of searching for 
something to hunt down .those who attacked 
abuses. He thanked his God, however, that 


i such things could not long exist in a free Govern- 
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ment, for no Government where they did exist 
sould long be free. 

Without concluding, Mr. B. gave way to Mr. 
FORESTER, on whose motion the committee 
rose, and having reported progress, 


On motion by Mr. EVANS, the House ad- 
journed. 


IN SENATE. 
Wepvespar, March 23, 1836. 


Mr. GRUNDY presented a memorial from a 
committee appointed by the clerks of the Execu- 
tive Departments of the Gencral Government, 
praying for a gencral increase of their compensa- 
tion; also, a memorial on the same subject, signed 


by several individual clerks, accompanied with g 
which were referred to the Committee | 


estimates; 
on Finance. 

Mr. GRUNDY gave notice that he would to- 
morrow ask leave to bring in a bill to authorize 
contracts for carrying the mails and public prop- 
erty on railroads. i 

Mr. EWING, of Ohio, presented the petition 
of sundry citizens of Ohio, protesting againstany 
change in the location of the Cumberland road; 
which was referred to the Committee on the Post 
Office and Post Roads. 

Mr. BUCHANAN presented the petition of 
the custom-house officers of Philadelphia, pray- 
ing for an increase of their salaries; also, a recom- 
mendation of such increase, signed by a great 
number of the importing merchants of said city; 


which were referred to the Committee on Finance. | 


Mr. WRIGHT presented the petition of Archi- 
bald W. Hamilton, of New York, praying that a 
law may be passed, authorizing the settlement of 
his accounts on the principles of equity; which 
was referred to the Committee on Claims. 


Mr. DAVIS presented the resolutions of the | 


Legislature of Massachusetts on the subject of 
the unsettled controversy with Great Britain rela- 
tive to the northeastern boundary, asking that 


measures may be taken by the Government of the |, 
United States for the speedy settlement of the | 


controversy, or that an agent may be appointed 
on the part of the United States to reside on the 
disputed territory, and prevent trespassers and 
waste of timber; and, after some remarks from 
Messrs. DAVIS and SHEPLEY, on motion by 
Mr. CLAY, the resolutions were laid on the table 
and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. WALKER presented three sets of resolu- 


tions adopted by the Legislature of the State of |! 


Mississippi: the two first on the subject of estab- 
sishing new post routes in that State; which were 
referred to the Committce on the Post Office and 
Post Roads; and. the last, instructing their Sen- 
ators and Representatives in Congress to en- 
deavor to obtain the passage of a law to establish 
a military depot at Columbus, on the Tombigbee 
river; which was referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 
EXPUNGING RESOLUTION, 
The Senate resumed the consideration of the 


resolution introduced by Mr. Benton, toexpunge |! 


acertain resolution from the Journal of the Senate. 
- Mr. PORTER further illustrated his position 
assumed yesterday, that the Journal of the pro- 
ceedings kept by the Secretary was strictly the 
only Journal; and made some further allusions to 
decisions of courts in relation to printed copies 
being received in evidence. 
if the Clerk did not record their proceedings, they 
would have no Journal in accordance with the 
constitutional injunction to keep a Journal of their 
proceedings. He also maintained that the ex- 
punging of the proceedings in 1806, cited by the 
gentleman from Missouri, [Mr. Benron,] was 
not at all appliedble, and argued that the minutes 
of the Secretary did not become the Journal of 


the Senate until they were read by him the next 


morning under the sanction of the Senate. Inthe 
ease'cited, the proceedings were expunged on the 
same day they were minuted down by the Secre- 
tary, and had not yet received the sanction of the 
Senate. He argited, fromanalogy, that courts have 
pora over their records at each day, up to the 
ast day of their term, to correct clerical errors, 
and thereforé the Senate for that purpose had a 
similar power up to the last day of the session. 
The gentleman from Missouri [Mr. Berton] 


He contended that, | 


7 
l! had said the gentlemen in the opposition could } 
| not shelter themselves under a plea that there was |, 
| no wrong or criminal motive imputed to the Pres- ,, 
` ident by their resolution charging him with acting : 
` in derogation of the Constitutionand laws. As for 
himself, (Mr. P.,) he never for one moment in- ` 
tended in the vote he gave on that resolution to | 
i ascribe to the Presidenta false or a bad motive; but | 
| believed he (the President) had done it under the 
: influence of strong passions, wrought up by others 
i, less pure than himself,and that he no doubt neuen 
he was doing right. He (Mr. P.) had deemed it 
‘of the highest importance that the people of the 
| United States should, on that occasion, be told 
the opinion of the Senate—that the removal of the 
deposits was in derogation of the Constitution and 
‘laws of the United States. It was urged by the 
'; gentleman that this was prejudging the President, 
i! and that if he had been impeached on that charge `! 
‘by the House of Representatives, the Senate by 
+ that vote had disqualified themselves to sit as the 
constitutional tribunal upon his trial. i. 
Mr, P. said it was utterly impossible that they 
should not,in the multifarious subjects that came | 
before them, in some instances act in a legislative 
capacity upon matters which might afterwards 
‘come before them in a judicial capacity; and as 
they could not foresce everything, those powers 
would sometimes run into each other. [In illus- 
| tration of this fact, he brought to view various ` 
examples. 
In regard to the motives of the President, he | 
said there might be remissness of duty, but no 
malfeasance without improper motives, and con- ; 
| troverted the position that a judicial officer could 
be impeached for crrors of opinion in matters of 
| law, unless they were accompanied by criminal | 
i: motives; and he did not think the position of the 
gentleman from Missouri sustained by the case ; 
of Judge Chase, and read extracts from his trial |: 
L to show that improper motives were charged in i! 
all the accusations except one, upon which he ji 
was unanimously acquitted. The apee of the 
i| gentleman from Missouri [Mr. Benton] he | 
i| thought might be divided into two parts; one of | 
jį which was in praise of General Jackson, and the 
other in the vituperation of the United States 
Bank. He (Mr. P.) found no fault in that part 
praising the President. He, himself, had found ; 
the utmost difficulty in secing anything wrong in į; 
those to whom he was attached. But he did not | 
carry his feelings quite so faras the gentleman from |; 
Missouri, who seemed to have adopted thel; 
| adage, that to lay the plaster on thick was sure to ;| 
make some stick. He (Mr. P.) had no respect | 
for hackneyed politicians, if that was what the 
gentleman from Missouri had said; butif he meant | 
that General Jackson had done more good than 
all the politicians in the world, he could not agree 
with him, and thereupon instituted a comparison 
between the President and Cicero, Hampden, : 
Chatham, Randolph, Henry, Jefferson, and 
Franklin, all of whom he said were politicians, 
and certainly all of them put together had ren- |, 
dered as much service as him, whatever compar- || 


ison he might bear with them individually. He |: 
li gnoke of the discussion over the dead body | 
l: of the United States Bank. In the quarrel be- | 
' tween the President and the United States Bank, |; 
he thought the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. | 
Benton] ought to come in for a share of the credit | 
of the victory, as he had fought, shoulder to | 
shoulder, with the President. But he doubted, |: 
i| after the part the gentleman had taken against `: 
$ the bank, whether he was an impartial judge |; 
iin this matter. For his part, he believed the | 
‘| history of this globe did not present an instance 
| where an institution of the magnitude of the | 
| United States Bank, and with the same extent of 
i! powers, had pona its functions with greater . 
| propriety. But, instead of being brought before 
‘a court of justice, where the evidence could | 


i 
į 
t 
i 
i 
i 


pl have been heard in its defense, its deposits were || 
; taken from it in a manner unauthorized by either || 
| the Constitution or the laws of the country. | 
| He (Mr. P.) had never any transactions with the 
| bank, and never borrowed a dollar from it; and, 

so far as that matter stood, he was impartial, and 

he never saw anything that destro his confi- | 

dence in it. The defense of that institution by | 
| the Seuators opposed to the President was not |i 
i with a view to gain popularity. If they had | 


H 
if 


| from the Committee of 


wished to gain popularity, they would never have 
touched the subject of the United States Lank, for 
the popular fecling was always against moucyed 
institutions. When a bank, which, from a want 


_of prudence and discretion, made nothing, and its 


stock was of little value, applied to the Legisla- 
ture for a recharter, it immediately got it, But if 


i it had managed its matters prudently, and made 


money, a cry was raised against it, and a charter 
refused. Mr. P. said he, and those who acted 
with him believed a national bank was neces- 
sary to the interests of the country, and did not 


‘wish to change the old bank for any other, 
' They saw what its destruction would lead to, and 
; foretold the present state of things. But their anu- 


thority was overruled, and the responsibility was 
assumed by another branch of the Government. 


‘The Governor of Pennsylvania had swallowed 


the great monster bank, but could not swallow 
any more, and rejected a little monster that was 


: offered him, the Girard Bank. 


He alluded to the course pursued in the State of 
Ohio, and attempted to be pursucd in New York, 
in relation to the notes of the United States Bank. 


: On the demise of the United States Bank, every 
i bank was interested in issuing as much paper as 


was possible; and hence the great amount of pa- 
erin circulation. The gentleman from Missouri 
Mr. Benton] had told them that the President 
was going to give them a gold—a good metallic— 


: currency. Since then, he (Mr. P.) had had trans- 


actions to the amount of forty or fifty thousand 
dollars, and had but ten half eagles during the 
whole summer, which he carried in his pocket as 
a matter of curiosity. He did not recollect what 
had beeume of them; but he supposed that, having 
no more bank notes to spend, he had spent them. 
He then went into an examination of the increased 
amount of banking capital from 1830 to 1835, and 
also of the number of banks within that period; 
and as a consequence, property, although high in 
price, was not increased, but that paper was de- 
creased in value, and placed it in the power of 
speculators to speculate upon the poor. He asked 
the Senator from Missouri [Mr. Benton] whether 
he did not think it would have been better to have 
continued the United States Bank, [Mr. Benromw 


. shook his head,] or a Bank of the United States? 


[Mr. Benron again shook his head.) Mr. P. 
then predicted an alteration. of the Constitution, 
as a means of merging all these small banks in 
aae national bank, and urged the entire futility 
of establishing a metallic currency, although he 
believed many of the friends of the Administration 
had worked up their minds into the belief that 
we could have a gold currency. He controverted 
the position that the people, in sustaining General 
Jackson, condemned the bank. They had sus- 
tained him from other motives, in spite of his 
opposition to the bank. That doctrine amounted 
to this: that if a President adopts a particular 
measure, no matter how erroneous, and was afier- 
wards reélected, it was to be regarded as an ap- 
proval of itby the people. General Jackson was 
elected by them from an appreciation of all his 
qualifications together, As evidence of the fluc- 


- tuation of public opinion, he spoke of the gun- 


boat system, and remembered when in the good 
old days of Democracy, he thought a Navy the 
greatest curse that could be brought upon the 
country. In short, human actions were nothing 
but a collection of errors, notwithstanding public 


|, opinion, in the opinion of the gentleman from 


Missouri, [Mr. Benron,] was infallible. 
After the consideration of executive business, 
the Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Weonrspay, March 23, 1836. 
The House resumed the consideration of the 


« Motion made on Monday by Mr. CAMBRELENG, 


! ays and Means, to dis- 
charge the Committee of the Whole on the state 


| of the Union from the further consideration of the 
| bill to repeal the fourteenth section of the act to 
_incorporate the subscribers to the Bank of the 


United States, approved April 10, 1816—the ob- 
ject being to bring the bill before the House for 
a third reading. 
i The section proposed to be repealed is as fol- 
ows: 

“ Sec. 14. And be it further enacted, That the bills or 
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notes of the said corporation originelly made payable, 
waieh shall have became pryable, on demand, shail be 
receivable in all payments to the United States, unless 
otherwise directed by act of Congress.” 

Mr. PEARCE, of Rhode Island, who was en- 
titled to the floor, addressed the House. . 

It would be improper, (he said,) on a question 
which required the speedy action of the House, 
to consume much time in its discussiou, and if 
there was to beas much discussion in Committee 
of the Whole as there was a prospect of being, it 
was one of the best reasons why the committee 
should be discharged from the present subject: 
It was one of those bills which, according to his 
motion, might have been acted on without going , 
to the Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union, because it was nota bill involving an 
appropriation of money. It was merely one with 
regard to the expediency of revealing a section ; 
of the charter of the Bank of the United States, 
ornotacting at all on the subject. It was proper : 
enough that it should have been referred to the 
Committee of the Whole, although it was not 
absolutely necessary; and its having been so 
referred, the question now was whether that com- 


tion of the subject, and let it come back into the 
House, and be speedily acted on... If it should . 
remain where itnow was, could any one tell when 
it could be acted on? He conccived that no one 
was prepared to say that it could receive the 
action of the House during the present session. 
Then, if it was.a subject of such importance, 
which to his mind it was,and perhaps none more. 
so, it should be brought before the House for 
speedy action. Suppose it remained where it then 
was, could they act upon-it? Four months had. 
already elapsed, and they had not moved an inch 
in regard to one of the important appropriation 
bills. Four days had already been consumed by 
one distinguished gentleman (Mr. BeLL] in de- | 
bating not only the items of the bill, but in re- 
viewing the presidential question. . 

The CHAIR said it was not in order on the 
present question to refer to what was taking place 
on another subject before the House. i 

Mr. PEARCE resumed. He had only done 
so for the purpose of showing the improbability 
of getting the present subject up in Committee of 
the Whole during the present session. He had i; 
said that four days were consumed discussing one | 
item of the bill; and if two other gentlemen should | 
take the same range, who stood in different rela- 


days consumed by each; and if it was lawful for 
one gentleman to consume four days, it certainly 
was lawful for another to consume the same num- 
ber; and the 
each week; then there would be four weeks con- 
sumed by those gentlemen. When, then, would ' 
they get through with the appropriation bills, and 
when would they .get an. opportunity to take up i; 
the bill now before the House in Committee of |; 
the Whole? To his mind they ought to settle | 
the question immediately. Was the bank dead? i! 
Certainly not. Then they ought to act most effi- `! 
ciently and expeditiously. Suppose the clause 
to be in operation, not only authorizing, but com- - 
manding, the receiving officers of the Government 
to take thosc notes. : 
The CHAIR was of opinion that the gentleman | 
was discussing the merits of the bill, which could | 
not be done on a motion to discharge the Comi- |; 
mittee of the Whole from the further considera- : 
tion of the subject. 
’ Mr. PEARCE resumed. He had merely made | 
the reference for the purpose of showing the im- || 
portance of immediate action, and to show that, | 
unless the Committee of the Whole was dis- ; 
charged, no action at all could be had during the || 
present session. He would further state that, if | 
there be any doubt on this 
sary that the House should decide and dissipate || 
it. It was singular, however, that gentlemen who |! 
had contended that there was no doubt but that 
the section expired with the bili should still be 
go unwilling for action. He would state another 
thing to show the necessity of action. Suppose | 
Congress was to rise without action, the Treasury 
Department might refuse to receive those notes, 
lawsuits would rise from the very circumstance 
of the bill lying over, and no one could tell the 


estion, it was neces- |; 


had but three working days in - 


= = wa 
or: | namber of litigations which might so arise. No ii 
be"; ane was prepared to say what the decision of the 


courts might be onthe subject; then, if there was 
doubt in regard to it, hénce arises the necessity 
of deciding it at once. Without pretending to 
go into the merits of the question, he had sub- 
mitted these remarks to show. the necessity for 
action, and to show that, if the question remained 
where it now was, it could never be reached this 
session. The question then was, shall the sub- 
jeet remain where it cannot be reached this ses- 
sion, or shall the committee be discharged, and let 
it receive the immediate action of the House? 
Mr. MORRIS, of Pennsylvania, said that the 
yeas and nays being now about to be called, he 
could not forego the opportunity of saying a few 


words in explanation of the vote which he ex- ; 


cted to give upon this question. Much time 
kas been already consumed in the debate upon 
this question, and he would not occupy any fur- 
ther the time of the House, werc it not that he 


differed from some of his friends who had spoken 


upon the propriety of the disposition which was 
to be given to this proposition.. The question is, 


: ‘ 3 ` whether you will discharge the Committee of the 
mittee should be discharged from the. considera- ` 


Whole from the consideration of a bill propos- 


iing to repeal the 14th section of the act of 


Congress, of the year 1816, incorporating the 
subscribers to the Bank of the United States, #0 
that it may come directly into the House for their 


action; er whether you will keep the subject, to ;: 


be deliberated upon and discussed, first in the 
committec, and afterwards leave it to be discussed 
and acted upon, a second time, in the House. 
Sir, Lam in favor of this proposition. 1t has been 
indicated from the Chair that it is not in order to 
go into the merits of this question, further than 
to show the reasons for the proper direction of 


this simple proposition. Iam in favor of the mo- -i 
tion to discharge the Committee of the Whole— ` 
, first and principally, to the end that it may facili- 


tate the dispatch of the business of this House. 


| He said, we have now been in session between: i 
| three and four months, and he had yet to learn ` 


what important bills of a gencral import had re- 
ceived the final action of. this- House. 
is rapidly approaching when jt has been more 


than once declared upon this floor, and when it is | 
expected, according to the custom of the Housa, | 


that Congress will adjourn, and he could not -by: 
his vote consent that the time of the House should 


! be exhausted. upon this motion, to the exclusion |: 
£ i of other more important business, interesting to 
tions to that gentleman, there would be four more |; the nation at large. 


: opinion of the time which the prolonged discus- 


If (said he) we can form an 


sion of the subject in the Committee of the Whole 


would - occupy, from the readiness, and if he j; 


might be allowed to say so, the eagerness which 


was already manifested to go into the whole merits |; 


of the.yexed question connected with the bank, 
it wag impossible to foresee to what extent the 
debate may be carried out. 

But again: Where is the pressing necossity for 


i refusing to bring this bill immediately into the 


House for their deliberation? There is a rule, 
that all proceedings touching the appropriation 


: of moncy, shall be first diseussed in Committee 
of the Whole, in order that the greatest latitude 
; may be given to the consideration of that class of 
| gubjeets; but there is another rule, that the pro- 


ceedings of the committee shall be subject to the 


' government of the same rules that the House is, 


except so far as they relate to the limitation of 
the time of speaking, and except that the previous 
question cannot be called in the committee. 


House, as { apprehend, the bencfit of all the dis- 
cussion and explanation which will be necessary 


to the full and proper understanding of the bear- ; 


ings and merits of the billin question. Various 
opinions are entertained as to the importance of 
the bill to be acted on; some gentlemen being 
of opinion that the passage of it is altogether un- 
necessary. That is a matter which I waive for 


the present; but whether important or not, there | 


is not a member who may not be able to form his 
opinion, and to give his vote, from a brief exam- 
ination of the matter, and from the discussion to 
be given in the House. The fourteenth section 
of the act proposed to be repealed is in the fol- 
lowing words: “ That the bills or notes of the 
‘said incorporation, (the bank,) originally made 


The time ; 


d i another bank, however favorable he.might be to 
The operation of these rules will give to the |i 


‘payable, or which shall have become payable 

‘on demand, shall be receivable in all paymenta 

i ¢to the United States, unless otherwise directed 
‘by actof Congress.” The bank charter having. 
expired on the 3d of March last, it is suppos 
that those bills of the old Bank of the United 
States ought not to be considered any longer a 
legal tender to the Governments tor debts which 
may be due and owing from individuals, but that 
those bills should remain upon the same footing 
with the notes of other banks as to the legality 
of the tender; and in order to remove all doubts 

_whieh may exist as to the effect of that section, 

‘the bill under consideration is introduced, pro- 

' viding that the ssid fourtecnth section shall be 
repealed. Believing that the merits of this bill 
will be reached, and that ample opportunity will 
be afforded in the House, with some economy of 
time, to understand and deliberate upon the sub- 
ject, and not being at liberty to examine and dis- 

, cuss further the use or propricty of the bill itself, 

| in this stage of its consideration, I leave it, with 

' this short explanation of my views upon the im- 
mediate question before the House. 

: Mr. BRIGGS had thought of voting against the 
proposition before the House, but a little reflec- 
tion had. brought him to the conclusion that he 
should vote. the other way. He was of opinion 
that it was nota matter of so much consequence, 

| because he did not think the bills of the late Bank 

of.the United States a legal tender by virtuc of 
| the 14th section of the bank charter. So believ- 

“ing, he thought it of no sort of cansequence 

whether they passed the bill or not. On the other 

hand, if the officers of the Government were in 


doubt, and it was likely to create any confusion 
it might be necessary to pass it. He had not 


heard any particular reasons urged why it should 
be taken from the Committee of the Whole, and 
no very strong one in favor of its remaining with 
them. Various reasons which had been urged 
i were of very little consequence; and the hard 

names which had been used against the bank 

had as little influence with him.now as hereto- 

fore. Some had said that. the bank was a mon- 

ster; others, that it was not dead; and the gentle- 
| man from New York (Mr. Mann] had quoted a 
very high authority to prove that itcould not die, 
because it had no soul. This was the first time 
i he had been informed that a body could not die 
‘| without being possessed of asoul. Another gen- 
tleman had told them that the ghost of the old 
i| monster had returned. What! the ghost of a 
| being who ha no soul! The bank could not die, 
|| says one gentleman, because it had no goul; but, 
|| Says another, itis dead, and its ghost is here in 
this Hall. But, says one, the old lady is here 
‘again. Why, this bank had only been chartered 
i| twenty years, and he hoped no gentleman would 
i! be so uncourteous.as to apply that odious word, 
i; «old lady,” to a being who had not existed over 
|; twenty years. The gentleman from Connecticut 
| [Mr. Jupson] had told them that the bank was 
i! an ndious monopoly, and it ought to be put down. 
i| Yes, it was dead, and its ghost here; and it was 
'! an odious monopoly, and gentlemen wished still 
|| to put it down, because it wasin accordance with 
i| the people’s will. It was true the people had 
i| willed its death, but it was not permitted to rest 
‘| at peace in its grave, but was still pursued by its 
'| desperate persecutors. ,But the people willed its 
| death, it was true, and the people also willed its 
i: life; yet so much respect had he for the will of the 
people, that he would not now vote to recharter 


onc, because the pubie voice was against it. But, 
sir, this thing which was killed by the voice of 
the people was made by it. 


The CHAIR remarked, that the present was 


j! simply a motion to discharge the Committee of 
| h 


i the ole from the subject, and that the gentle- 
man was evidently taking too widea range in his 
remarks. ; 

Mr. BRIGGS resumed. Well, sir, the mon- 
ster was dead, and the charter expired, and he 
held that the section which made these bills a 
legal tender had expired with the other provisions 
of the charter and there was no reason why the 
bill should have a preference over other bills; but 
as there were some doubts on the subject, it 
might be well to act on the question, and settle 


those doubts, and it might ds well be acted o» 
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now asat any other time. He had, therefore, 
came to the conclusion to vote to take it out of 
Committee of the Whole; but he hoped that those 
who might differ from him in opinion, and those - 
who might differ in opinion from other gentle- 
men, mizht be permitted to express their views 
on the bill without being cut off by that familiar 
monster, more dangerous to the freedom of de- 
bate than the old bank ever could be to the free- 
dom of the country. He was somewhat sur- 
rised to hear gentlemen say, they were ready 
and willing to move the previous question. When 
the previous question was perverted by the power 
of party, it was one of the most odious and de- 
testable instruments ever introduced into any 
deliberative body on earth. 

Mr. HARPER wished merely to state his rea- 
sons, as the yeas and nays had been ordered, for 
voting against bringing the subject out of the 
Committee of the Whole. It was this eternal 
attempt to ride one portion of the business over 
another which created so much confusion, and 
consumed so much of the time of the House. As 
tothe present subject, he conceived the law had 
been dead for n month, and he could see no rea- 


toe 7 
i vious question to be to cut off useless debate, be- 


cause even the freedom of debate might be abused, 
and whenever it was in the deliberate opinion of 
the House, then it should be applied. The pres- 
ent bill was necessary, so that the United States | 
Bank should have noother corporate powers than 
that of any other bank; therefore, he should vote 
for bringing the subject immediately before the 
House, and acting on it. 

Mr. BEARDSLEY said, that the fourteenth 
section of the bank charter made the notes of the 
Bank of the United States a legal tender in all 
payments to the Government. The charter had 
expired, and perhaps the operation of that section 
expired with it; but upon that subject doubts 
seemed to exist, in consequence of a decision 
said to have been made by Judge Marshall. There 
seemed to be some rcason to doubt, then, whether 
the section had expired with the bill; therefore, 
it was necessary to pass a law to clear up those 
doubts. ‘The House should not leave the coun- 
try under the supposition that these bills were a 
legal tender, and that they would be received by 
the collectors and receivers. There should be no 
hesitation; the doubts should be dissipated, and | 


‘GLOBE. 
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shone to-day and yesterday. Upona former oc- 
_ casion a pledge had been made in committee that 
the previous question would not be moved in the 
, House on a particular bill. That pledge had been 
violated. A gentleman, when the bill came into 
the House, after having spoken an hour, had de- 
clared that the question was very plain, and con- 
cluded by very politely moving the previous 
question. 
After a few additional remarks in opposition to 
the principle of the previous question, and the 
manner in which it had been exercised, he con- 
cluded by expressing the hope that the motion to 
discharge the Committec of the Whole would not 
prevail. 
>” Mr. BOON remarked, that notwithstanding the 
lecture which had just been delivered by the gen- 
tleman from Kentucky, (Mr. Wiite,] he (Mr. 
B.) was a previous-question man; and as to the 
pledges to which reference was made, that the 
previous question should not be demanded upon 
a particular bill, he knew nothing of it, and de- 
sired to be excluded from all such pledges. There 
never was, in his opinion, a more fit occasion 
than the present for enforcing the previous ques- 


| 
| 


son why the notes should be offered as a legal | the public officers should know what to do; and |! tion. If the people of the country could be pres- 


teder for anything. Believing that the public 
could sustain no loss, he could sce no necessity 
for speedy action on the question. A bill of the 
utmost importance was now before them, and yet 
it was desired to make this bill ride over that. 
He repeated, that this sort of procedure was cal- 
culated to delay the business of the House, and 
to create confusion; and hence the reason that 
the House had done nothing; and so long as that 
aystem continued the House would do nothing. 
This dead monster, who had called forth the whole 
influence of one party to wage war against it, 
could not be permitted to rest inits grave; it must 
have the last kick. 

The CHAIR reminded the gentleman that he 
could not enter into the merits of the question. 

Mr. HARPER resumed. Would the country 
sustain any injury? It could sustain none, and 
all that could eden was to give a few additional 
blows to the bank. But his principal objection 
was that the business of the House ought to go 
on in regular order; the interests of the country 
called for it. He had voted against all motions 
to suspend the rules of the House: he was anx- 
ious that the House should go on regular with its 
business. For these reasons he should vote 
against taking the subject out of the Committee 
of the Whole. . 

Mr. GALBRAITH wished to give one or two ; 
reasons for the vote he should give. He thought | 
he ought to act on the subject tmmediately. One | 
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| if these notes were not entitled to a preference, 

the subject ought to be disposed of by a vote of 

| Congress. It was said a great principle was in- 

volved in the fourteenth section, and that it ought ; 

to be kept ina place where it could have full | 
discussion. 

Mr. REED rose to a point of ordcr. He said, 

if the gentleman went on with his remarks, the 


whole subject would be opencd up for discussion. | 


The CHAIR said he was just about informing 
the gentleman that the merits of the question could 
not be discussed. 

Mr. B. did not intend to violate the rules. He 
intended mercly to suggest what seemed to him 
good reasons why they should act on the subject 
promptly, and dissipate those doubts in relation 
to the construction of the fourteenth section. If 
the subject remained in committee, there was no 
opportunity to get it speedily passed. He had 
heard complaints there of the application of the 
previous question. In relation to that, he had | 
only to remark that those who had been in the | 
House for a few years would recollect that there 
was not so much dread of the previous question 
when those gentlemen who now complained of it 

, were in the majority. All would recollect that 

i; the bill to recharter this very same bank was 
| passed under the previous question, and by the 
| very same gentlemen who now complained of the | 
operation of the previous question. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky, warned a certain 


of his colleagues [Mr. Ivcersort] had said that |! interest in that House of the danger-to be appre- | 
the 14th section was entirely inoperative, yet he || hended from the adoption of this precedent. It | 
argued that the present bill ought not to pass. |; would be the entering wedge for similar motions 
But Mr. G. thought, as there was doubt about || upon questions of vital importance, and the rights 
it, the bill should pass. Some had said that the j of the minority would be subverted by the exer- 
bank was dead, but others thought differently; |; cise of that engine of tyranny, the previous ques- 
and the people of the country might colleet up the © tion. 
notes of that bank under the impression that they | What good,hc would ask, could possibly result 
were a legal tender, and might in consequence |. fromthe adoption ofthe motion? The only reason 
suffer inconvenience. This being the case, he | given was, that the passage of the bill might be 
thought the bill ought to pass, and withoutdelay. | expedited. The chairman of the Committee of 
The different arguments of gentlemen had made i Ways and Means, and the gentleman who last 
it satisfactory tò him that the bill should be taken | addressed the House, had not explained how and 
up and passed speedily; and, also, as it should do || in what manner this bill was to be carried through. 
no harm, and might do a great deal of good, it: Why did they not tell the whole tale? Why did 
ought to pass. : | they not show their hands, and admit the real in- 
r. DAVIS regretted that this debate had taken | tention in moving, to discharge the committee? 
so wide a range, for it did seem to him to be a | He repeated that the object contemplated was to | 
simple question whether the subject should be || hurry this bill through by calling that odious en- | 
taken from the Committee of the Whole and |: gine of tyranny, the previous question,- which | 
brought into the House. The bill could be acted | operated as an abridgment of the constitutional 
on just as well in the House as in Committee of ; rights of the minority. The previous question 
the Whole, and would be subject to the very same could not be moved in Committee of the Whole. 
fules. If it was necessary to act at all, they | It was there, and there alone, that free:discussion 
should act speedily. There appeared to be a great || could be had, and it was intended very properly 
disposition with some gentlemen to debate in that | as a check upon the caprice of the House; and it 
House, and agreat dread of the gag-law—the pre- || was there that all important measures should be 
vious question. Now, if those eae would || first deliberately considered and prepared for the 
turn their eyes to their own side of the House, || final action of the House. 
they would find that at least two thirds of the || - The gentleman from North Carolina [Mr. 
time of the House was occupied by Opposition | Sreicnr] had asked, what- reason there was to 
speakers; yet the majority were accused of spring- | suppose that the previous question would be de- 
ing the previous question, and also of allowing || manded upon this occasion? He would ask that 
ho business to be done. This was a strange con- |! gentleman why they expected that the sun would 
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ient, and witness the useless debates in that 

House, they would themsclves demand the pre- 
i vious question more than it was done by mem- 
` berson that floor. The motion before the House 
“was a preliminary one. It was simply whether 


|; a measure should be discussed, if at all, in com- 


` mittee or in the House. He was for coming up 
to the point—he would toe the mark; and, in order 
at once to settle this unimportant preliminary 
question; which was occupying unnecessarily the 
time of the House, he moved the previous ques- 
tion. 
The motion was seconded—ayes 115, noes 66. 
Mr. ROBERTSON called for the yeas: and 
‘nays on the previous question; which were or- 
dered, and were— ` 


YEAS—Messrs. Adams, Anthony, Ash, Barton, Peale, 
Bean, Beardsley, Bockee, Boon, Borden, Bouldin, Bovee, 
Boyd, Brown, Bunch, Burns, Bynum, Cambreleng, Carr, 
Casey, Chaney, Chapin, Cleveland, Coffee, Coles, Connor, 
Craig, Cushman, Davis, Dickerson, Doubleday, Dromgoole, 
'. Effaer, Fairfield, Farlin, Forester, French, William K. 
' Fuller, Galbraith, Gillet, Grantland, Hatey, Joseph Hall, 
Hamer, Hannegan, Samuel S. Harrison, Albert G. Harrison, 
Hawes, Hawkins, Haynes, Henderson, Heister, Holsey, 
Hopkins, Howard, Hubley, Huntington, Huriteman Ingbam, 
| Jabez Jackson, Jarvis, Joseph Johnson, Richard M., John- 
i son, Cave Johnson, Henry Johnson, Benjamin Jones, Ken- 

non, Kilgore, Klingensmith, Lane, Lansing, Gideon Lee, 

Joshua Lee, Thomas Lee, Leonard, Logan, Loyall, Lucas, 
' Abijah Mann, Job Mann, Manning, Martin, John Y. 
' Mason, Wiliam Mason, Moses Mason, May, McCarty, 
| McKay, McKeon, McKim, McLene, Montgomery, Mor- 
| gan, Muhlenberg, Owens, Parker, Parks, Patterson, Frank- 
lin Pierce, Dutee J. Pearce, Pettigrew, Phetps, John Rey- 
nolds, Joseph Reynolds, Ripley, Roane, Rogers, Schenck, 
Seymour, Shinn, Sickles, Smith, Speight, Thomas, John 
Thomson, Towns,. Turner, Turrill, Underwood, Vander- 
poeh, Wagener, Ward, Wardwell, Webster, and Weeks 


| 
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NAYS—Messrs. Chilton Allan, Heman Allen, Ashley, 
| Bailey, Banks, Bell, Bond, Briggs, John Calhoon, William 
B. Calhoun, Carter, George Chambers, John Chambers, 
| Nathaniel H. Claiborne, Clark, Corwin, Crane, Darlington, 
| Deberry, Denny, Evans, Everett, Philo C. Fuller, James 
Garland, Rice Garland, Glascock, Granger, Graves, Gray- 
son, Grennell, Griffin, Hitland Hall, Hard, Hardin, Harlan, 
Harper, Hazelline, Hoar, Howell, Ingersoll, Janes, Jenifer, 
John W. Jones, Lawrence, Lay, Luke Lea, Lincoln, Lyon, 
Sampson Mason, Maury, McComas, McKennan, Milligan, 
i Morris, Patton, Phillips, Pickens, Reed, Robertson, Russell, 
| Augustine H. Shepperd, Spangler, Steele, Storer, Taliaferro, 
Waddy Thompson, Vinton, White, Whittlesey, Lewis 
| Williams, Sherrod Williams, and Wise—72. 
So the House determined that the main question 
be now put; which was decided as follows: 


YEAS-Messrs. Anthony, Ash, Barton, Beale, Bean, 
! Bockee, Boon, Borden, Bouldin, Bovee, Boyd, Briggs, 
, Brown, Bunch, Burns, Bynum, Cambreleng, Carr, Casey, 

Chaney, Chapman, Chapin, Childs, Cleveland, Coffee, 
| Coles, Connor, Craig, Cramer, Cushman, Davis, Dickerson, 
Doubleday, Dromgoole, Effner, Fairfield, Farlin, Forester, 

French, P. C. Fuller, William K. Futler, Galbraith, James 
| Garland, Gillet, Glaseock, Grantland, Haley, Joseph Hall, 
Hiland Hali, Hamer, Hannegan, Samuel S. [larrison, Albert 
G. Harrisan, Hawes, Hawkins, Haynes, Henderson, Heis- 
ter, Holsey, Hopkins, Howard, Hubley, Huntington, Hunts- 
man, Ingham, Jabez Jackson, Jarvis, Joseph Johnson, 
Riehard M. Johnson, Cave Johnson, John W. Jones, Ben- 
jamin Jones, Kennon, Kilgore, Klingenemith, Lane, Lan- 
: sing, Lawler, Gideon Lee, Joshua Lee, Thomas Lee 
Leonard, Logan, Loyall, Lucas, Lyon, Abijah Mann, Job 
Mann, Manning, Martin, John Y. Mason, William Mason, 


i 
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Y 
Moses Mason, May, McCarty, McKay, McKeon, McKim, 
McLene, Montgomery, Morgan, Morris, Muhlenberg, 
Owens, Page, Parker, Parks, Patterson, Franklin Picrce, 


tradietion. He understood the nature of the pre- i! shine to-morrow? Why, simply because it had 


Datee J. Pearce, Pettigrew, Phelps, John Reynolds, Joseph 
Reynolds, Ripley, Roane, Rogers, Schenck, Seymour, 
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Augustine I. Shepperd, Shinn, Siektes, Smith, Spangler, 
Speight, Standefer, Storer, Thomas, John Thomson, 
Towns. Turner, Turrill, Vanderpoecl, Wagener, Ward, | 
Wardwell, Webster, and Weeks—-109, | 
NAYsS—Moessrs. Adims, Chilton Allan, Ashley, Bailey, | 
Bond, John Cathoon, William B. Calhoun, Carter, George | 
Chambers, Jolin Chambers, Nathaniel H, Claiborne, Clark, 
Corwin, Cushing, Darlington, Deberry, Denny, Evans, 
Everett, Rice Garland? Granger, Graves, Grayson, Griffin, 
Hard, Hardin, Harlan, {azeltine, Hoar, Howell, Ingersoll, 
Janes, Jenifer, Henry Johnson, Lawrence, Lay, Luke Lea, 
Lincoln, Sampson Mason, Maury, McComas, McKennan, 
Milligan, Patian, Phillips, Reed, Robertson, Russell, Steele, 
Taliaterro, Waddy Thompson, Underwood, Vinton, White, 
Whittlesey, Lewis Williams, and Sherrod Wiltiams—57. | 


So the Committee of the Whole on the state of , 
the Union was discharged from the further con- , 
sideration of the bill referred to. ; 

Mr. CAMBRELENG asked that the Clerk | 
should read a letter which he sent to the Chair ` 
from the cashicr of one of the deposit banks in ` 
Boston tothe Secretary ofthe Treasury. It would : 
be seen that the branch bank at Boston had re- 
fused to redeem the notes of the other branches of 
the Bank of the United States, while the deposit 
banks were compclled to reccive them in payment 
of bonds. He said he had not been permitted 
under the rule to go into this explanation before; 
but he would now state, that if other branches : 


should act in the same way the notes of the inte- 


rior branches must soon be in the hands of the | 
brokers, from whom they would be purchased at 
a discount, and merely for the purpose of paying 

bonds. If the other branches followed this exam- 

ple, the notes of the United States issued in the 

interior would be employed entirely for this pur- 

pose. If such may be the condition of things on 

the Atlantic, it might well be imagined what em- 

barrassments would exist at our land offices in the 

interior. Butif all the branches act as the branch | 
in Boston is represented to have done, and refuse 

to redeem all notes except those issued at their 

offices, where, he askcd of the gentleman from | 
Massachusetts, (Mr. Apams,] and of the gentle- 

man from Pennsylvania, [Mr. Inczrso.t,] were 

the notes of branches no longer in existence to 

be redeemed? He was surprised at the oppo- 
sition to this measure: a similar one was adopted | 
in 1812, almost, he might even say quite, wnan- 
Guay but he hoped that, when the question was 
properly understood, the House would see the 
propriety of acting Promeny in repealing the 
section, and removing all doubt upon the subject. 

The following is the letter referred to: 

Copy of a letter from the Cashier of the Commonwealth 
' Bank of Boston, ta the Secretary o, the Treasury; dated 
` Boston, Marck 18, 1836. 


Bin: Yours of the 14th instant is at hand. In answer to 
the last viż: “1 will thank you to inform me 


bow, and in what case, the question can arise in your bank, H to 
‘| 


as it has been presumed that the payments for duties have 
been, and will be, paid chiefly, if not entirely, by checks on 
your own or other city banks.” 

Heretofore, the braach bank in this city has redeemed the 
bills of the United States Bank, drawn here by regular course 
of business; consequently making them equal to the city bank 
bills. Being therefore no difference in value, the payments 
to Government have been made generally in checks and 
bilis:of the city banks. But this branch of the United States 
Bank now refuses to redeem any bill but of their own issue, 
and consequently every other city bank refuses to receive 
them. This deprecistes in value all the United States bills 
issued elsewhere, and they must be negotiated by brokers, 
and purchased for the purpose of paying debts due to the 
Government. The rate of exchange will probably cause 
them to be remitted from one city to anether, when money 
is scarce, and to be placed in the hands of the bond payers, 
to-whom they will be equal to specie, although payable at | 
s distant part of the country, and for all other purposes of | 


less value. -It was to guard, if possible, against this prob- | | 


able contingency that.{ addressed the Department. 
., Respectfully, _ 
After some conversation between Messrs. 
ADAMS, CAMBRELENG, and the CHAIR, 
as to the position which the bill occupied since 
the vote discharging the Committee of the Whole 
from its consideration, the hour arrived for pro- 
ceeding with the special order of the day. ` 
On’ motion. by Mr. CAMBRELENG, the 
House then resolved itself into the Committee of 
the Whole on the state of the Union, (Mr. Hamer 
in the chair,) and resumed the consideration of 
the - 


NAVAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


` ‘Mr. BELL resumed his remarks. He pro- 
ceeded to review the causes which led to the de- 
feat of the $3,000,000 appropriation of last yéar, 


CHARLES HOOD, Cashier. |! 


of the Senators from Tennessee [Judge Wurrt] 
than to have any real bearing upon the existing 


| France. If there had been any real apprchen- 
: sion of war, ought not some steps to have been 
taken for its provision before the 3d of March, 
1835, the day that appropriation was proposed? 
He adverted again to some paragraphs in the 
semi-official organ of the Government (the Globe) 
which ascribed the loss of that appropriation to 
a ‘* factious cabal’’—the Opposition; and com- 
mented upon the same by referring to the course 
of the then chairman of the Committce of Ways 
and Means, [Mr. Porx,] who had moved numer- 
ous reductions to the reported appropriations for 
the defenses in the appropriation bills, which 
were concurred in by ie majority of the House. 
Motions had also been made by various members 
for increased appropriations for the defense of 
Castle Island, Fotts Warren and Independence, 
and for the city of Baltimore, all of which were 
‘ resisted by the chairman of the Committee of 
Ways and Means, [then Mr. Porx,] and voted 
down by the House. This was only three short 
wecks before the 3d of March, and therefore it 
was not possible that the party, at that time, 
could have had any apprehension of a war. In 
his remarks upon that occasion, that gentleman 
(Mr. Pork] urged the keeping down all the ap- 
' propriations within the limits of the estimates of 
the Departments and its officers; and so important 
did he deem that doctrine, and the necessity of 
having the full sense of the House upon it, that 
the gentleman moved and obtained a call of the 
House, and the proposed amendments were voted 
, down by a large majority. This was only a few 
‘ days before the 3d of March. The fact was, that 
| the real cause of the loss of the fortification bill 
arose from the design to make the Senate respons- 
ible for it, and'to make an issue between the Sen-, 
‘ate, and particularly a distinguished Senator, 
| [Judge Wuire,] and the country. He wasaware 
‘ that some professed constitutional scruples about 
voting after twelve o’clock at night, and that they 
; acted upon them; but had not Gencral Washing- 
| ton acted, and Mr. Jefferson, in the Louisiana 
case, and the present Chief Magistrate, after 
twelve o’clock? Ought they not to have setaside 
minor constitutional scruples? Would they not 
have done so if a war with France had been 
really apprehended ? 

Mr. B. then referred to the reported debate of 
the last night of the last session of Congress, and 
| the remarks and the various motions of Messrs. 
Guo1son, PoLg, LYTLE, CAMBRELENG, and Hus- 
BARD, to show that the. loss of that bill was not 


. the Vice President in the House. 
i they preferred the loss of the whole bill, rather 


| responsibility of that loss upon the Senate. He 
‘alluded to the whispers then current in the 


|, Hall, that Judge Wuire had voted, against the 


| $3,000,000, and that the President had taken a 
! position’that he would sign no more bills on that 
‘night. He thought the proceedings of the usual 


| from responsibility, whose inflexibility of char- 
_ acter was well known to him, though he knew it 
was not always unyiclding. 
| certain knowledge that the rumor respecting the 
` President’s determination not to sign an 


| wasa settled determination on the part of certain 
| individuals to destroy the whole bill. 
| then entered into an analysis of the votes taken 
by yeas and nays on that night, so classifying 
| them as to show that there wasan evident design 
on the part of those who now supported the Vice 
| President for the Presidency to defeat the fortifi- 
cation bill, and then throw the responsibility of 
its failure upon the Senate of the United States. 
He also entered into a very minute and succinct 
statement of the proceedings of the House during 
the last night of the last session, to substantiate 


which, he contended, had been brought about by 
acertain party, more to affect the standing of one 


pe harge of the failure of that bill upon the 
friends of the Vice President, and quoted also the 
letter of Mr: Camsretenc to the editor's of the 


Mr. B. H 


! relations or pretended exigency of a war with | 


But Mr. B. had tio | 


be ascribed to the Senate, but to the party of . 
The tenor of | 
: the passages.quoted by Mr. B..wentto show that »: 


| than accept a part of it, so as to throw the whole . 


| National Intelligencer, published shortly after the 


adjournment of Congress, contrasting it with the 
record on the Journal of the House. 

Mr. CAMBRELENG briefly exphiined that 
| neither his own recollection, nor any one of the 
‘ statements made by any member who had ad- 
| verted to the circumstances of that night, corre- 

sponded with the Journal. : 
Mr. BELL, referring to the confusion of that 
` night, said; the presiding officer ought not to be 
held responsible for the fidelity of the record in 
wer minute point. ‘All hehad shown from the 
gentleman’s letter was this—and itshould be borne 
in mind ‘that the letter was written a few days 
after the occurrence~that the gentleman then said 
. that he retired with the committee of conference 
immediately, which was what he ought to have 
done; whereas, hè now assumed the ground, and 
rested his defense upon it, that he did not leave 
the House till after the vote was taken on the 
Cumberland road bill. The gentleman’s first 
recollection, a few days afterwards, asserted dis- 
tinetly that he had left the: House with the com- 
mittee of conferees immediately. The Journal 
testified that the gentleman did vote on the Cum- 
berland road bill; and taking the two statements 
together, the gentleman’s first recollection and 
the record, it was evident that he had been out, and 
' réturned between the appointment of the commit- 
| tee of conferees and the vote on the Cumberland 
road bill. Mr. B. then referred to the declaration 
‘made by Mr. Camuretenc on that night, that 
i there was no quorum, which he referred to asa 
| party movement, disrespectful to the Chair at the 
| time and to the House, and of which Mr. C. could 
i have had no certain knowledge. | ° ; 
Mr. CAMBRELENG explained that he knew 
_ it from the vote just then taken by yeas and nays. 
i Mr. BELL said, still it was perfectly gratuitous 
| on Mr. C.’s part to call the attention of the House 


or the Chair to it. The fact of tkere being a 

quorum or not was the business of the presiding 

officer; and it was without a precedent for a 
! member to get up and refuse to make a report of 
‘a committce because a quorum ‘was not present: 

The Chair on that occasion (Mr. Bert himself) 

was prepared to reecive the report, beeause he 

conscientiously believed a- quorum was in the 
: House. Nay, more, he believed that, at the final 
j adjournment or dissoltition of the House, there 
were not less than one hundred and fifty or sixty, 
or one hundred and ‘seventy members present. 
Of one thing he felt assured, that if, at any time 
there was not a quorum within the: bar, the gen- 
tleman from New York [Mr. Campretewe] could 
have called in one at any moment. ‘Mr. B. èx- 
plained that he had very reluctantly entered into 
this controversy, but it had become necessary, 
from the violent and slanderous aspersions cast 
upon the character and motives of Judge Wire, 
who had been charged with treasonable designs, 


i analogousanly to those of Benedict Arnold, for 


| ‘© whippers-in’’ becoming at the time * whippers- | 
out,” was a fair party movement, if the latter , 
: rumor was a veritable.one, to shicld the President | 


more | 
i| bills on that night was correct. The evidence, : 
; however, was distinct and explicit, that there | 


i his course on that bill, and those very as a 
| sent under the frank of the President (in the Globe) 


i 
i| to members of the Legislature of Temnéssee. 


Mr. B. then recurred to the charge brought against 
the Wirite party for an intent to bring the presi- 
dential election into the House. This charge (he 
went on to maintain) should be justly retorted 
upon the Van Buren party. ae i 

It would be recollected that a-proposition was 
laid before the last Congress, by Mr. Gilmer, of 
Georgia, to so amend the Constitution. of the 
; United: States as to prevent an election by the 
House. That proposition was referred to a select 
committee, consisting of nine members, six of 
whom were the friends and partisans of the Vice 
President, and one of them nominated for that 
station by the Baltimore convention—and thus it 
became defeated. Again: the presentChief Magis- 
trate had not omitted, in all his annual messages, 
to call and press this subject upon the considera- 
tion of Congress, urging them to propound a 
measure to prevent a recurrence of the events of 
the year 1825. He also quoted the paragraphs 
from the several mere of General Jackson, 
recommending an amendment to that effect; and 
he contrasted the course of the party with the 
violent and abusive ‘articles that had appeared m 
the Richmond Enquirer and the Globe as a proof 
of their insifcerity, and that they really contem- 
plated a recurrence of such an election. If they 
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where had beenexhibited 
the evidences of any party attempt to carry these 
recommendations of the President through the 
House? On the contrary, their direct influence 
had prevented action upon the subject. Upon 
several occasions attempts were made during the 
last session to act upon Mr. Gilmer’s resolution. 
Upon one occasion the vote to take up the sub- 
ject was—yeas 151, nays 56; and of the negatives 
thirty-seven were the friends of the Vice Presi- 
dent, On another occasion there werc—ycas 112, 
nays 92; of the negatives forty-nine were friends 
of the same distinguished gentleman, and twenty- 
four of them from the State of New York. On 
the 27th of February a motion was again made to 
take up the subject, which was again lost—yeas 
99, nays 104; of these 104 negatives sixty were 
friends of the Vice President, and of those sixty 
twenty-four were from the State of New York. 
On a motion to lay the subject on the table there 
were—ycas 39, nays 129; of the former, thirty 
were of the party, and thirteen of these were 
members from New York. These were only a 
few facts that might be cited to show-that the 


were sincere as a party, 


'| certain duties paid by them be refunded; which l making speeches; but the Senate could transact 


“ party” were responsible for the defeat of a. 


proposition te prevent an election of the President 
by the House. Had thcy been sincere or in 
earnest in their professions, surely some declar- 
ation might long before this have been introduced 
during the present session. He referred to his 
speech last summer at Nashville, wherein he had 
charged the defeat of this proposition upon the 
party belonging to the Administration. He be- 
lieved it might have been carricd through the Sen- 
ate last session; and would have been ratified by 
three fourths of the State Legislatures, if the 
friends of the Vice President in that House had 
not evaded that subject. 

Mr. B. then returned his acknowledgments to 
the majority of the House for the attention af- 
forded to him, and his duty to the House and to 


i was referred to the Committee on Finance. 


himself would compel him to conclude, not so . 
much from having exhausted his materials, as ` 


from physical debility, and an indisposition to 
trespass too long. upon their indulgence. He 
again explained the present position in which he 
stood towards the Administration, substantially 
the same as on the first day he addressed the com- 
Miittce, and gave a review of his course on all the 
leading measures of the Administration, the tariff, 
nullification, the United States Bank, the removal 
of the deposits, internal improvements, the veto 
messages, &c.; all of which he had supported 
from the first, though he had never given in his 
adhesion to the principles of the party, as removal 


from office on political grounds, executive patron- ; 


l; read the third time and passed. 


i 
j 
l 


| 
| 
j 
i 
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REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 


Mr. SOUTHARD, from the Committee on 
Naval Affairs, to which had been referred the 
petition of Captain Alexander J. Dallas, of the 
United States Navy, reported a bill for the relicf 
of the officers of the United States sloop of war 
Boston; which was read and ordered to a second 
reading. 

Mr. TOMLINSON, from the Committee on 
Pensions, to which had been referred the bill from 
the House granting pensions and arrearages of 
pensions to certain persons thercin named, report- 
ed the same without amendment. 

Mr. LINN, from the same committee, reported 
a bill for the relief of Orris Gray; which was read 
and ordered to a second reading. 

RESOLUTION. 

Mr. CALHOUN submitted the following res- 
olution; which lies on the table one day: 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Judiciary be in- 
structed to inquire into the expediency of providing proper 
measures for the sate-keeping of the Journals of the two 
llouses and other public records, and of protecting then by 
proper Iegal cnactments from being mutilated, obliterated, 


erased, defaced, expunged, disfigured, altered, or otherwise . 
destroyed or injured. 


BILL INTRODUCED ON LEAVE. 


Mr. GRUNDY, in pursuance of notice given” 
yesterday, asked and obtained leave to introduce 
abill to authorize contracts for carrying the mails 
and publie property on railroads; which was read 
twice, and referred to the Committee on the Post 
Office and Post Roads. 


MEDICAL HOSPITALS. 
Mr. BENTON presented a report adopted by 
, the Medical Convention of Ohio, on the subject 
! of medical hospitals; which was referred to the 
Committee on Commerce. 


FORTIFICATIONS. i 

Mr. BENTON called the attention of the Sen- | 
ate to the important bill making appropriations 

for fortifications. He was not able to call it up’ 

then, in consequence of the absence of a Senator ! 

: who was detained at home by indisposition, and | 

who wished to address the Senate on the subject. 

| He gave notice that he would call up this bill at 

, the earliest possible opportunity. 


JOHN M‘CARTY. 
The bill for the relief of John McCarty was 


JOHN. CUMMINS. 
Mr. EWING, of Ohio, on leave, introduced a 


i 
i 
i 
i 
j 
i 
| 
{ 
i 


age, succession to the presidency, &c. He had || bill for the relief of John Cummins; which was 


early given a distinct declaration, that, if called || read and ordered to a third reading. y 


upon to give-his support to such party principles, | 
he should. be Aviven to abandou it and male an, 
appeal to those. te whom he was immediately re- 
sponsible-—the: people who sent himghere. As 
soon as Mr. B. had concluded, 

Mr. GARLAND obtained the floor; 
being late, the committec rose; and, 
. On motion by Mr. EVANS, the House ad- 
journed. : 

IN SENATE. 

Tuurspay, March 24, 1836. 


The CHAIR communicated a report from the | 


Treasury Department in answer to the resolution 
of the 21st instant, requiring information of that 


Department as to the expediency and cost of; 


erecting suitable: buildings for the custom-house 
and district courts at New Orleans. 

‘Also, a report from the same in compliance 
with the resolution of the 25th February last, 
transmitting statements of the deposit banks. up 
-to-the Ist instant. 

F ` PETITIONS, MEMORIALS, ETC. 


Mr. MORRIS presented the petition of sundry 
citizens of Ohio, praying for a change in the lo- 
cation of the Cumberland road; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Roads and Canals. 

Mr. DAVIS presented the petition of William 
Fettyplace and others; which was referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. BUCHANAN presented the petition of 
Morris Waln & Co., of the city of Philadelphia, 
praying, for reasons stated in the petition, that 


j an early adjournment of the 


$ . 
‘which they were occu 


t 


ADJOURNMENT SINE DIf. 


On motion by Mr. KING, of Alabama, the | 
joint resolution submitted by him designating the 
day for the adjournment of the two Houses of 


and it | Congress wastaken up. 


Mr. KING then moved to fill the blank in the 

ll with the words, ‘the 30th day of May next.” 

Mr. CLAY said, that he was very desirous of 

po session, and 
a 


bi 


‘indeed would be glad if the 
could be made earlier than the one proposed. So 
‘anxious was he individually on the subject, that, 
if Congress did not adjourn before that time, he 
thought he would be obliged to adjourn himself. 
He was not sure, however, that they could close 
the session so soon asthe 30th of May, if they 
, were to discuss the several important questions 
that were before them. One single question on 
c y Pied yesterday (Mr. Bex- 

i ToN’s resolution) would engross five or six weeks 


. of their time, for that was a resolution present- 
‘| ing an ample field for the most claborate discus- 


‘sion. If the other great subjects before the Senate 
were to be discussed at all, he did not think that 
they could get through with them by the 30th of | 
May; and he therefore suggested to the gentle- 
man from Alabama, whether it would not be more 

i advisable for him to let the resolution lie for the 
present on the table. 


- hasten the decision now if he could see the sli 


! not estimate the time that 


' nature during this session? 


i! in another bill. 


y of adjournment . 


: all the business now before them by the 30th of 
May. It might make a difference in the House 
of Representatives. He knew from experience, 
that, when a day certain was fixed upon, business 
went on with more expedition, and legislation: 
was conducted with equal propriety. For him- 
self, he was anxious to get away as early as pos- 
sible. With a view that gentlemen might turn 
their attention to the amount of business on hand, 
to enable them to bring their minds to a conclu- 
sion, he would consent to lay the motion on the 
table, to be taken up again at as carly a day as 

ossible. 

Mr. BUCHANAN suggested to the Senator 
from Alabama the expediency of postponing the 
further considcration of his resolution until Mon- 
day next. For his own part, (Mr. B. said,) he 
knew, from what little experience he had had in 
legislation, that when a day of adjournment was 
fixed, all accommodated themselves tu that day, 


--and the business of legislation went on more rap- 


idly and more regularly than if no day had been 
i fixed. It appeared to him that they might, with 
propriety, adopt the resolution fixing the adjourn- 
ment at between two and three months from this 
time; and if the business of the House of Repre- 


` sentatives required more time they could amend 
`: the resolution to suit themselves. For the present, 


he thought the subject had better be postponed 
until Monday next. E 

Mr. HENDRICKS would ask whether it would 
not be better to take up the bill on the genera} 
subject of the commencement and termination of 
the sessions of Congress, and act upon it? 

Mr. LINN suggested the propricty of adopting 
the principle of the bill referred to by the Senator 
from Indiana, [Mr. Henpricks,] by amending 
the resolution. He only, however, threw out this 
as a suggestion to the mover of the résolution. 

Mr. KING, of Alabama, replied, that when the 
subject came up again gentlemen were at liberty 
to offer such amendments as they pleased. The. 
bill, however, did not conflict with the resolution 
as it applied to the future meetings, as well as 
future adjournments of Congress, while the res- 
olution had reference only to the present session. 
He had no objection, when the resolution came 
up again, to an amendment making the meetings 
of Congress carlier than under the present regu- 
‘lation; for the present, however, he was willing 

to postpone the further consideration of the reso- 
lution till Monday next. 
Mr. BENTON asked if any Senator knew the 
number of bills that had been passed of a public 
t was a fact, that 
| they had passed only six, and one of them was 
| for the transfer of pori of an appropriation made 
hey were near the end of the 


i 


: fourth month of the session, and had: passed but 


six public bills. Although it was good to adjourn 
' and go home, it was not good to adjourn and go 
‘home till they had done cke public business. 
' ‘The resolution was then postponed to Monday 
` next. í 


The resolution of inquiry, submitted by Mr. 
: Henpricks, relative to certain internal improve- 
ments in Michigan, was agreed to. 


DISTRICT CORPORATIONS. 

On motion by Mr. KING, of Alabama, the 
Senate took up the bill for the relief of the three 
corporate cities of the District of Columbia. 

Mr. KING then gave a brief statement of the 
nature and objects of the bill, and moved to fill 
the blanks with the following sums, which he 
said was the precise amount of the debts severall 
incurred by these corporations to certain indi- 
viduals in Holland, being principal and interest, 
and incidental expenses: 

: For the city of Washington, $449,685; 

| For the town of Alexandria, $114,640 44; and 

i For the town of Georgetown, $116,795 48. 

| [The bill provides that the stock held by these 
corporations in the Chesapeake and Ohio canal 

: shall be placed in the hands of the Secretary of 


., the Treasury, as security for the above advances, 


` ` as that it i 
Mr. KING, of Alabama, had no disposition to | hee ee 


: ; ht- `| 
, est inconvenience resulting from it. He could + 
would be occupied in ` 


within ten years.] . 
The above amendments having been agreed to, 
Mr. CALHOUN called for the yeas and nays 

on the question of ordering the bill to be engrossed 
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for a third reading; and the call has 
tained, the question was decided in the afirma- 
tive by the following vote: 


YEAS—Moesers. Clay, Cuthbert, Ewing of Hlinois, Ew- : 
ingot Ohio, Gold borough, Kent, King of Alabama, King 
of Georgia. Lian, Nichoias, Porter, Preston, Rives, Robbins, 
Southard, Tallmadge, and Walker—17. j 

NAYS—Moessrs. Black, Buchanan, Calhoun, Davis, Hill, 
Hubbard, Mangum, Moure, Morris, Niles, Robinson, Shep- ` 
ley, Swift, Tomlinson, Wall, and Wright —16. 


aving been sus- | 


i 
1 
t 
! 


! who inhabited on the 20th of December, 1803,and |: this claim was not disputed by its ó 


hundred and forty acres to the head of the ‘amily | in any lands in Arkansas. The genuineness of 
ponents 

| but, on the contrary, distinctly concede? and the 
The next class of claims is marked by those opposition to this claim was based on the alleged 

_ based on French and Spanish concessions, many `: non-performance of certain conditions annexed 
of which were rejected by former boards of com-, to the grant. Mr. W. wished to be distinctly 


: cultivated within eight months after. 


: missioners by reason of their being located on understood as expressing no opinion for or 


lead mines, salt springs, for want of power inthe |: against the propriety of a further confirmation 
officer to grant more than a league square, or for: of this grant; and he had risen to state, that lav- 
reasons long since considered untenable. Thei. ing several years since purchased an interest in 


LAND CLAIMS IN MISSOURI. - board of commissioners, of which he (Mr. Lins) |, this grant; whenever the Senate should proceed 
The Senate proceeded, as the special order of A was a member, labored assiduously to bring this ` to act upon the bill, he should ask to be excused 


the day, to the consideration of the bill confirm- 
ing claims to lands in Missouri; and for other | 
purposes. 

Mr. L 
“the Senate two sessions in succession, and failed in 
the House of Representatives for want of time to 
consider its provisions. Towards the closing hour 
of the session before last, it was referred, by a 
resolution of the House, to the Secretary of the 
Treasury for his supervision, the result of which 
examination he was to report to Congress at its 
next meeting. The Secretary of the Treasury 
called on the Attorney General for his opinion 
on the merits of the claims. ‘That officer, fora 
variety of reasons, was unable to go into a critical 
examination of the claims, and returned them, 
with an opinion, as far as it went, in favor of the 
claimants. With this opinion of the law officer : 
of the Government, they were sent to the House 
of Representatives about the middle of January 
last. 


INN observed that this bill had passed ; 


Matter to a satisfactory conclusion, so import- 
ant in its results to the prosperity of the State 
: and to the happiness of the ancient inhabitants 
| of the country, who differed from us in laws, 
‘language, and customs, and to whom so much is 
due for the honesty and simplicity of their lives, 
and who were transferred to this Government 
| without being consulted. From a deliberate ex- 
amination of all the Spanish law, to which they 
had access, and the usages and customs that were : 
practiced on in Louisiana, they came to the con- 
clusion that these claims would have been con- 
firmed if France or Spain had retained the sover- 
eignty of the country; but it was not his intention 
to go into a discussion of the subject, unless it 
became necessary in the course of the debate. 
Mr. CLAY remarked that this bill was one of 
very considerable importance, and ought to at- 
tract the attention of the Senate. He should like 
to be informed of the total number of the claims 
confirmed, with the number of acres; and he 


j : . : ; i had not materially erred. There might 
The commission to which these claims were should like to know whether the Committee on (he said) be errors'in the report, but he 


by the Senate from voting upon the question. On 
the very day that Mr. W. took his seat in the 
Senate, the Senator from Missouri, {Mr. Linw,] 
now before him, not being apprised of his (Mr. 
W.’s) situation, had asked him to aid in the 
discussion which might arise upon the passage of 
this bill, when he (Mr. W.) then immediately 
informed the Senator from Missouri that he had 
an interest in this grant, and that he coul] take 
no part in the discussion, or express any opinion, 
either in the Senate or elsewhere, to any member 
| of either House, as regarded the propriety of any 
further confirmation of this grant; but whenever 
the question came up before the Senate, he would 
ask to be excused from voting upon it. 

Mr. BLACK agreed with the Senator from 
Missouri that the decisions of the board of com- 
missioners were, as far as we could ascertain, 
very correct. He had every reason to believe, 
i from the principles laid Jown by them, that they 
i possibly 

elieved 


i 


submitted for examination was appointed under `. Private Land Claims had given this subject a ' they were as few as in any report ever before 
the act of July 9, 1832, and 2d of March, 1833. ‘| thorough examination, and were satisfied that. Congress. The cases confirmed in this report 


The first step taken after the organization of the ' 
board was to cause the publication of a notice in | 


the decisions of the board of commissioners were 
correct. Congress, in the act appointing this 


were of two descriptions—those in Missouri and 
‘those in Arkansas, the latter of which it was not 


all the newspapers of the State, requesting all || board, reserved to itself the power to revise these ` the intention of the committee to embrace in the 


those who were interested in these claims to come | decisions, and it was their duty to do it carefully. | bill. 


forward with their testimony, as they were then | 
ready to receive evidence. ‘To prevent all cause | 
of cavil or complaint, they were repeated from | 
time to time. The commissioners found that, 
from great age and infirmity, many important 
witnesses could not attend at St. Louis, their | 


place of sitting, without great inconvenience to |; 


these old people, and oppression to the claimants. 
The commissioners adjourned to various places, 
as best suited the public convenience. In taking 
testimony, for the purpose of preventing impo- 
sition, they were particularly careful to ascertain 
the standing and respectability of the witnesses 
examined. When an individual, who, from age 


' These decisions ought to be subjected to such 
scrutiny as to satisfy eonere that they werc 
not giving away these lands in the dark. He 
would thank some member of the committee for 
information on these several heads—the number 
of claims, the quantity of acres confirmed, and 
whether the committee had satisfied themselves 
of the correctness of the decision of the board of : 
commissioners. 

Mr. LINN observed that the committee were | 
satisfied, from the investigations they had gone 
into, that the decisions of the board of commis- | 
sioners were generally correct. In reply to the 


ll 
i 


and long residence in the country, was called 
upon to testify in these cases, the commissioners 


uniformly made out a certificate of the good char- |; 
his |! 
le in || 


acter of the witness, which was signed b 
neighbors. These certificates are now on 
the recorder’s office at St. Louis. Notice was also 
published in the newspapers, calling on all ad- | 
verse claimants to come forward and attend to 
their interests, the great object of the commis- 
sioners being to make the law final and satisfac- | 
tory in its results. | 


ing the confirmation of the claims now presented 
by the bill for the decision of Congress. 

One set of claims in these reports of the com- | 
missioners, and embraced in this bill, are called | 
donation or settlement rights, and are based on! 
acts of Congress, passed March 2, 1805, April 
24, 1806, March 3, 1807, and June 13, 1812. aE 
* = * * The first law gave six hundred and | 
forty acres of land to the head of the family, one 


hundred arpens to the wife, fifty for each ‘child, |! 


and twenty-five arpens for each slave, to all those 
who inhabited and cultivated prior to the 20th of 
December, 1803. This law was in many respects 
liberal in its provisions to the early settlers in 
Louisiana, who had not reéeived grants of land | 
either from France or Spain. But this law was | 
modified by the act of April 24, 1806, which re- | 
quired the commissioners to conform in their de- 
cisions to the instructions of the Secretary of the 
Treasury. These instructions were to 


rant no | 


more to the head of the family than one hundred ` 


arpens, one hundred arpens for the wife, fifty for | 
each child, and twenty-five foreach slave. These | 


i 


instructions were very illiberal, and prevented aj h 


great many individuals from obtaining the advant- 


; ; But little attention was paid || 
to this notice by those most interested in prevent- || 


i| 


other point of the inquiries of the gentleman from 
, Kentucky, he would state: 


The commissioners reported in the year 1833, favorably 


j 
| 


i 


founded on donation or settlement right claims. 
Amountin the reports confirmed by the decision 
of the Supreme Court is— 


. 10,000 arpens. | 


Of which amount thirty-five thousand acres is ;; 


But, inasmuch as doubts existed whether 
' the bill, in its present shape, would not cover the 
` cases in Arkansas, he would suggest to his friend 
from Missouri the propriety of making an amend- 
‘ment so as to exclude them. 
, Mr. PORTER was one of the members of the 
, committee before whom this subject had been, 
| and had given a great deal ofattention to it. There 
_ was not a single claim embraced in the bill that 
i he did not examine minutely. He had satisfied 
i himself of the injustness of all of them, and could 
see no good reason why Arkansas should be 
taken out of the bill. 

Mr. KING, of Alabama, said that he could see 
no propriety in acting now in those cases which 
were in dispute. He, himself, knew nothing of 
them except from the documents which had been 
put in his possession, and which were now be- 
fore the Committee on Public Lands, who had 
not yet reported on them. The Senator from 
Louisiana might himself be satisfied as to these 
disputed cases, but when he came to see the re- 
por! of the committee, he might change his mind. 

e put it to the gentleman whether, as a lawyer 
or as a judge, he would decide on cases before he 
| had examined all that might be said on either 
| side With regard to the other cases in Arkan- 
l sas, which were not disputed, he saw no reason 


| 
Total..... EE Saute eoes 574,000 arpens. | 


Boulard caster inerent kenaeeie rrura reani a7 | 
La Sus... se ceeeserseseeees 7,056 i 
Thomas Mackey....c.eessseeeeeeeeee Sosis 800 i 


Rejected by the Supreme Court— 


Smith, John T.ssssessosseseressopesee soea 10,000 
Makay, WherTy..ssssessso sse 1.609 


To ssssesoseeoessseseoereceao 37,793 arpens. 
Total number of claimants, 351. 

Mr. WALKER did not rise to discuss the :| 
merits of any of these claims, but to designate the `! 
: course which he should feel it his duty to pur- , 
‘sue when the Senate should vote on the bill re- || 
` ported confirming these claims., Among these i 
: claims, in favor of the confirmation of which the |! 
' board of commissioners have reported, and which 
! report is now recommended by the committee of || 
! the Senate for our sanction, is embraced one ‘| 
claim in which Mr. W. had purchased an interest i 
; several years ago. This was the claim granted i 
: to Governor Villemont, embracing Point Chicot, į! 


OTETI 


i 


| in the Territory of Arkansas. Mr. W.’sinterest : 
‘ in this claim amounted to several hundred Amer- j 
‘jean acres, and had been acquired by him before ‘| 
e became a candidate for the Senate of the. 


ages of the act of June 13, 1812, which gave aix '' 


it 


| why they should not be confirmed with the claims 
: in Missouri. He would not be very strict as to 


|| the performance of the conditions where the grarits 


| were genuine and made in good faith. To obvi- 
i ate all objections to the bill, and to do equal jus- 
tice to all the claimants, he would offer an amend- 


| ment that would take out the case of De Villemont, 


and save the rights of those claiming under him. 
He would observe that a portion of these lands, 
in De Villemont’s case, had been sold by the Gov- 
ernment, and if this case was confirmed, there 
would not be lands enough left for all the other 
cases. i 

Mr. K. then submitted the following amend- 
ment: i 

Provided, That nothing in this act contained shall apply 
to-or be in confirmation of the claim of Don Carlos de Vihe- 
mont for a tract of land at Point Chicot. . 

Mr. PORTER observed that tho whole subject 
had already been examined and reported on by 
the Committee on Private Land Claims, and 
there was no good reason why they should wait 
for a report from another committee. Did the 


; United States, and it was the only interest, direct | 
or indirect, that he now he!d, or ever had held, ' 


Senator from Alabama suppose that confirming 


i these claims would confer a good title to the 


eke ne 
that such confirmation | 


flicting claims could have recourse to the courts 
of justice. € 
mont's grant (he said) go to the courts, and con- 
test the claims of those holding the lands, Tf,the 
Senate refused to confirm these claims, it would 
(Mr. P. said) be going directly contrary to the 
practice of Congress for the last twenty-two 
years. st 

Mr. LINN observed, that the persons claiming 
in opposition to this grant of De Villemont had, 
as he had stated on a former occasion, ample 
opportunity allowed them of presenting their 
testimony at St. Louis to the board of commis- 
sioners, and had failed todo so. He himself had 
given them the information that the board would 
receive and give every necessary cXamination to 
their claims. Since the commencement of this 
session, (he said,) and since the petition pre- 
sented by these claimants, he had been informed 
by a gentleman from Missouri, whose attention 
was accidentally called to the subject, that if 
these people had presented their testimony to the 
board, it would have been met by counter testi- 
mony fully sufficient to oversct it. They did 
not, however, avail themselves of the opportunity 
offered at St. Louis, but came here to interfere 
with the passage of a law so important to the 
people of Missouri. They had wanted him to 
embrace their views in an amendment to the bill; 
but this, for good reasons, he had declined doing. 
He considered that there was a provision for 
these persons in this bill, which protects their 
rights in the same manner as was done in Sou- 
iard’s case. 7 

Mr. LINN here read the provision and the 
decision of the Supreme Court, as follows: 

* The Court doth, therefore, finally order, adjudge, and 
tecree, that the decree ofthe district court of Missouri be, 
‘nd the same is hercby, annulled and reversed, except as 
«© such part or parts of the land surveyed to the said Sou- 
tard, pursuant to the aforesaid concession, as had been sold 
by the United States before the filing of the petitions in this 
ease ; as to which the decree of the district court is hereby 
affirmed, and the land so sold confirmed to the United 
States. And this Court, proceeding to render such decree 
as the district court ought to have rendered, doth further 
order, adjudge, and decree, that the title of the petitioners 
to all of the said land embraced in said concession and sur- 
vey, which has not been so sold by the United States, is 
valid by the laws and treaty aforesaid, and is hereby con- 
firmed to them, agreeably to said concession and survey. 
And the Court doth further order, adjudge, and decree, that 
the surveyor of the public lands‘ in the State af Missouri 
shall cause the Jand specified therein, and in this decree, | 
to be surveyed, at the expense of the petitioners, and to do | 
euch other acts thereto as are enjoincd by law on such sur- : 
veyor. Also, that such surveyor shall certify on the plats | 
and certificates of such survey, to be so made, what part or 
parts of the original survey of such land has been sold as 
aforesaid by the United States, together with the quantity | 
thereof; which being ascertained, the said petitioners, their ‘| 
heirs, or legal representatives, shall have the right to enter ij 
the same quantity of land as shall be so certified to have |! 
been sold by the United States in any land office in the | 
. State of Missouri, after the same shall have been offered for | 
sale, which entry shall be made conformably to the act of 
_ Congress in such case made and provided.” 

He had no doubt but this would be a consola- 
tory decision for those who have taken up land, 
and would go to settle many cases now considered 
doubtful.. The honorable Senators from Ken- 
tucky, (Mr. L. said,) who were well acquainted 
with the manner in which the energies of the 
people of Kentucky had been crippled and par- 


| 


alyzed by the unsettled state of their land titles, © 


could very well sympathize with the people of 
_ Missouri, who were ina similar situation. This 
much he was certain of—the protracting of the | 
confirmation of these claims would only have the 
effect of enabling the lawyers to reap a rich 
harvest. He did not think it necessary to go . 
further into this subject. 
these people had come here for the purpose of ' 
. d0isoning the minds. of the members of Congress | 
against a measure so just and necessary, instead ` 


of having presented their claims, with the neces- | 


sary evidence, at a proper time, and before the 
proper tribunal. Now, he appealed to every gen- 


- tleman if it was just that this ugtimely applica- F 


tion should interfere with the settlement of a sub- ` 
ject so long delayed, and in which so many im- | 
ortant interests were involved? 


Mr. EWING, of Ohio, said it was some time `: 
since he had turned his attention to this matter; . 


but, according to his recollection of the case, in | 
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He only regretted that ‘| 


BD. 


1795, a grant was made to Villemont,on-express 


' conditions, that the land should be settled within 


three years, and a road cleared outin one. It 
was a grant of nine square miles, and was a 
naked grant on that donton: 

Villemont did not contend that they ever settled 


The heirs under ` 


on it, although sixteen years had elapsed since 


the grant was made. It had appearcd in evidence, 
that Villemont had offered an individual a choice 
part of it, if he would settle on it, and thereby 
preserve the title in Villemont. He (Mr. E.) 


had read the Spanish laws relating to settlements, 


which held the scttlers to as exacta fulfillment of 
conditions as ours. With the impressions now 
upon his mind, he cou!d not vote for this claim, 
or for the bill, if it should be retained in it. 

Mr. LINN said that he held in his hand a letter 
from a distinguished gentleman’of Missouri, which 
gave the following information: that De Ville- 
mont at an early period had improved this prop- 
erty; his wife al family still reside thereon; and 
that much difficulty existed, from the inroads of 
the Indians, in making settlements in that remote 

_and unprotected region, The Supreme Court in 
Arrodondo’s case had laid it down that the right 
of the claimant under a Spanish grant was not 


invalidated by the non-performance of the con- ` 


ditions, when he could satisfactorily make it 
appear that he had been prevented from fulfilling 
this condition, either by the King’s enemies, or 
by any other imperative cause. The testimony 
went on to show that, in De Villemont’s case, the 
land had in the first instance been held in pos- 
session by hostile Indians; and secondly, that De 
Villemonthad been removed from that part of the 
country by the order of his superior officer, and 


sent to another and distant command; by both of | 


which means he was prevented from fulfilling 
the condition of occupancy. Mr. L. said that, for 
the reasons he had stated on a former occasion, 
he could not accept the amendment of the Sena- 
tor from Alabama, but he would not oppose it. 
Mr. KING, of Alabama, was sorry his friend 


from Missouri had thought it necessary to refuse | 


this amendment. He knew the board of com- 
missioners had done all in their power to do justice 
and to give satisfaction; but the honorable Sena- 
' tor had mistaken the object of the action of the 
commissioners. He (Mr. K.) had, ata former 


gale apprised the Senator from Missauri [Mr. | 
1 The delay in ; 


NN] of the state of the matter. 

, presenting the claim and certificate was. caused by 
sickness. 
view of the laws of Spain. The: case of. Arro- 
dondo was to settle the land and put on so many 

| settlers; but the moment of the Florida transfer 


reply to the gentleman from Louisiana [Mr. Por- 
TER] he gave his reasons why he thought the 
course proposed to be pursued was no departure 
from parliamentary rules. As the Senate seemed 


' dividual case, he thought they had better go on 
' with the bill, without including it, and take it up 
` again. ; 
Mr. EWING; of Ohio, said, so far as he had 
: information, his opinion was against this claim, 
and without further information, or until he was 
better satisfied, he must vote against it. 
The question was then taken; and the amend- 
; ment of Mr. Kine, of Alabama, was agreed to. 
Mr. PORTER then submitted an amendment, 
i to come in after the amendment of Mr. Kine, in 


t 


the following words: 

And provided also, ‘That nothing in this act contained 
| shall apply to, or be in confirmation of, the following claims: 
A Arpens. 

Manuel Lisa.......0-cccccescecees creces cesses 6,000 

F. Coonts and Hempstead............... PO 450 

Matthew Sanicer.......... ccc cccesecessees «+ 1,200 

Charles Tarpen.....0.ccccccseseeeccee's seees e+ 1,600 
i Sons of Joseph M. Pepin........0.. eses.. 3,600 
: Louis Lorimoore.... sses cee sseses cece cece ces 39,000 
_ Bartholomew Consin..... deseeees ies TA 10,000 

Manuel Gonsales Mori.......... 800 

Seneca Rolling ...... 0.020.006. 400 

William Long... 400 
: James Journey.. 400 

Joachim Lica...... cc. cece eee ceeee ce ceee cece 6,090 
| François Lacom LEE EET E A 400 
| Israeil Dodge..... brrsesossosesessesnesodenee is 1055 
i Andrew Chevallicr...... cece csueseso peos e... 409 

Joseph Silvani...... the 250 

John P. Curbanis. A 

Wiliam Hartley............ 

Wiliam MOtTiSOn....sessseossecsoeasssecsaeve 


The case was decided. on a mistaken j 


i| the- terms of the condition were at an end. In | 


| to be all satisfied, with the exception of this in- :; 


I Baptiste ANNnUrE..sssssesreeas 


“ Sbidmon Bellew.... 
Pascal Ditchemendi 


l| Alexander Maurice ........... 


Tsrael Dodge.... 
Walter Fenwick 


Total. cvcccsrceecces 


ee eeeeeeee cess LI7,722 


' This amendment was agrecd to. 


Mr. EWING, after some remarks, offered the 
following resolution: 7 
This act shall confer no title to such tand, in opposition 
‘to the rights required by such location or purchase; but the 
individual or individuals whose claims arc hereby con- 
. firmed shalt be permitted to locate so much thereof as in- 
terferes with such location or purchase, 
Mr. PORTER did not see any reason wh 
squatters on the public lands should be Sraa, 
Mr. EWING, of Ohio, was not himself dis- 
` posed to favor squatters, although they had here- 
tofore, he thought, been treated very liberally for 
squatting. He would do no act that would con- 
firm titles to lands claimed by them, for which 
patents had issued to others; as it would be pro- 
ductive of litigation, and give rise to claims for 
i damages against the United States. 

Mr. Ewrxe’s amendment was then agreed to; 
and the bill was ordered to be angrossed for a 
third reading. 

U. 8. REVOLUTIONARY LAND WARRANTS. 

The bill to extend thetime for issuing scrip for 
the satisfaction of the United States revolutionary 
land warrants was taken up; and after a short 
debate was, on motion by Mr. Kine, of Georgia, 
laid on the table. 

The Senate then adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Tuurspay, March 24, 1836. 
Mr. WHITTLESEY, from the Committee on 
Claims, reported a bill for the relief of Joseph 
| Hall; which was read twice and committed. 

Mr. EVANS, from the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, reported the following bills; which were 
'' read twice and committed: 

A bill for the relief of John Herrick; and 

A bill for the relief of Ann Evans. 

Mr. BOON, from the Committee on Public 
Lands, a pa a bill to reorganize the General 

n ce: 

Mr. MUHLENBERG, from the Committee 
on Revolutionary Claims, reported the following 
bills; which were read twice and committed: 

' A bill for the relief of the heirs-at-law of Joshua 
Fanning, deceased ; and 

A bill for the relief of the heirs of Lieutenant 
Colonel Campbell. ; 

Mr. CASEY, from the Commitee on Public 
i, Lands, reported the following bills; which were 
: read twice and committed: 

1, A bill to authorize the sale of a certain section 
‘i of land in the State of Illinois; 
| a bill for the relief of James Brewer, of Ohio, 
“an 
. _ A bill to create the office of Surveyor of the 
Public Lands in that part of the Territory of 
_ Michigan west of Lake Michigan. 

Mr. WARDWELL, from the Committee on 
,, Revolutionary Pensions, reported a bill for the re- 
' lief of Benedict Alford and Robert Brush; which 
| was read twice and committed. 
| Mr. CHAPIN, from the Committee on Revo- 
ij lutionary Claims, reported a bill for the relief of 
i the heirs and- legal representatives of Captain 
,, John Marks, deceased; which was read twice 
; and committed. ; 

Mr. FAIRFIELD, from the Committee on the 
| District of Columbia, reported a bill for reviving 
-| and extending the charter of the Eastern Branch 
| Bridge Company; which was read twice and cop- 
|; mitted. . 
| Mr. CUSHMAN, from the Committee on 
| Commerce, reported a bill for the relief of Moses 
i Treadwell; which was read twice and committed. 

Mr. HOAR, from the Committee on Invalid 
i Pensions, reported the following bills; which were 
| read twice and committed: 

A bill for the relief of James McFarland; and 

A bill for the relief of Josiah Strong. 

Mr. EVERETT, from the Committee on In- 
dian Affairs, reported.a bill for the relief of certain 
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: re Jl 
persons entitled to reservations-of lahd under the || 


treaty of 1830 with the Choctaws. 
Mr. JONES, of Virginia, from the Committee 


on the Judiciary, reported, with an amendment, | 
the bill from the Senate for the better organization | 


of the United States courts in the State of Ala- 
bama. 
The amendment was agreed to; and, having 
been engrossed, the bill was read the third time. 
After some remarks, mostly of an explanator 
character, by Messrs. WILLIAMS of Nort 
Carolina, LAWLER, UNDERWOOD, MAR- 
TIN, HUNTSMAN, EVERETT, BEARDS- 
LEY, and MERCER, the latter gentleman moved 
to postpone the further consideration of the bill 
until to-morrow; which was agreed to. 

Mr. GILLET, from the Committee on Com- 


merce, reported a bill to fix the number and com- ` 


pensation of officers of the customs, and to alter 
certain collection districts,and for other purposes; 
which was read twice and committed. 


Mr. MERCER, from the Committee on Roads ` 


and Canals, reported the following bills; which 
were read twice and committed: 

A bill to authorize the New Orleans and Car- 
rollton Railroad Company to construct a road 
through the public lands from Carrollton to Bayou 
Sarah, in the State of Louisiana; 

A bill to provide for the construction of a road 
from Helena to Jackson, in Arkansas; and 

_A bill to improve the navigation of certain 
rivers, 


Mr. P. C. FULLER, from the Committee on i 


Claims, reported a bill for the relief of Jonathan 
Davis; which was read twice and committed. 
Mr. LANE, from the Committee for the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, reported a bill authoring the 
officers and managers of the Washington Monu- 
ment Society to erect the same on the public 
grounds; which was read twice and committed. 
Mr. STORER, from the Committee on Revo- 
lutionary Pensions; Messrs. EVANSand HOAR, 
from the Committee. on Invalid Pensiom; Mr. 
MUHLENBERG, from the Committee on Rev- 
olutionary Claims; and Mr. GILLET, from the 


ports upon various petitions. 

On motion by Mr. WHITTLESEY, the Com- 
mittee on Claims were discharged from the further 
consideration of the petitions of Charles Good- 


speed and Ebenczer Wilcox, and the same were | 


referred to the Third Auditor. 

Mr. W., from the same committee, made unfa- 
vorable reports in the cases of William Eaton, 
James Clyman, William McBride, Amos W. 
Brown, Elisha Foster, Daniel Sherwood, and 
William Cox; which were laid on the table. 

On motion by Mr. W., the committee were 


further discharged from the consideration of the i 


petition of the widow Bowman, and the same 
was referred to the Committee of the Whole, to 
whom a bill involving the matter in the petition 
had been referred. : í 

Mr. BOYD called for the order of the day, and 


asked the consent of the House, preliminary to | 


the consideration of the same, to introduce a res- 
olution making the contested election from North 
Carolina the special order for Friday and Satur- 
day as well as this day, in order to dispose of the 
subject as speedily as possible. 

Objection being made, Mr: BOYD moved to 
‘suspend the rules to enable him to submit his reso- 
lution; which was agreed to—yeas 134, nays not 
counted. 2 
j Theresolution was then submitted and agreed to. 
“NORTH CAROLINA CONTESTED ELECTION. 

The House then, pursuant to the resolution 
sea on Saturday, the 19th of March, pro- 
cecded to the consideration of the special order, 
being the report of the Committee of Elections 
on the contested election for the twelfth conercs- 
sional district of North Carolina. = 

The report of the majority of the committee 
was in favor of the petitioner, David Newland 
and concluded with he following resolution: , 


Resolved, That James Graham is not entitled to a seat 
in this House, and that David Newland is entitled to a seat’ 
in this House. 


Mr. GRAHAM moved the following amend- 
ment thereto. Strike out all after the word “ re- 
solved,” and insert the following: 

"That the depositions which have been communicated to 


| examine the witnesses. 


i fact; but he (Mr. N.) frankly informed him that | 


. testimony in this case,” [concluding by the names of the 
voters. J 
Mr. NEWLAND (the 
honorable opponent would Farnish some reasons 
why the resolution should be stricken out. He 
' did not rise to make a speech, but merely to in- 


etitioner) hoped his | 


voke the House not to adopt the resolution of ; 


the sitting member, unless good and sufficient 
| reasons could be given by him for so doing. 


| Mr. WILLIAMS, of North Carolina, called 


i for the ycas and nays on the question; which’ 


were ordcred, 

Mr. McK AY inquired if those depositions had 
all been taken since the committee refused the 
application for further time, because if it was 
; taken subsequently to that refusal, he should 
| think the House would not be disposed to con- 
| sider it as part of the evidence in the case. He 


for taking that testimony were given before the 
decision of the committce or subsequently. 


should also be glad to know whether the notices : 


Mr. GRAHAM (the sitting member) stated ' 


that the notice was given after the committee had 
refused further time. The committee refused 
; time about the middle of January. The com- 
| mittee said the application for time must be made 
‘in writing. He gave itin writing; but during the 
: time it was under consideration, he (Mr. G.) was 
taken sick, and remained sick about ten days or 


two weeks, and about the last of January, he ` 


was informed that no more depositions would 
be received by the committee. e considered it 
an act of gross injustice, not only to himself, but 


‘to the people of his district, and he resolved on 


taking further depositions, and gave notice accord- 


ingly to his agents; and he was ready and will- 
ing to prove that the petitioner not only had 
ample notice, but that he instructed his agents 
not to cross-examine the witnesses. He asked 
nothing but strict justice. He did not ask any 
testimony to be received, unless the petitioner 


, had full, ample, and satisfactory notice of the 
Committee on Commerce—made unfavorable re- 
:: there full and complete, and he did hope that, 


time and place of taking it. The testimony was 


under those circumstances, the House would 
not reject the testimony of the people speaking 
in their own behalf. . 


|| ting member had served on him in this case was 


would not receive any further testimony, and that 
ij notice called upon him to be at home in eleven 
| days from that time, for the purpose of cross- 
| examining those witnesses. The sitting member 
had told the committee and the House that a par- 


| first of the session: He (the petitioner) came on 
| also, expecting that no further testimony would 
be taken; the subject came up in committee, and 
not a word was said by the sitting member about 


ined the testimony, he objected to it; and he (Mr. |. 
N.) never knew a lawyer to object to testimony |: 
unless it was against him. The committee told i; 
the gentleman he could not have further time; |: 
but after a half month had elapsed, the sitting | 
member gave him notice that he intended to take 


| i 


| further depositions, and to take depositions, too, |’ 


at places some hundred miles apart on the same || 
day. He thought no precedent could be found `' 
for this kind of procedure. The gentleman had |: 


; referred to depositions on your table which were | 
| 


to him (Mr. N.) perfectly strange; for he never '' 
had seen them, by which he was going to prove 
that the petitioner had not only ample notice, but || 
that he had instructed his agents not to cross- 
Now, the truth was, |: 
when the committee decided that they would |: 
receive no further testimony, he (Mr. N.) had 
received a letter from a friend of his, who said 
that he had discovered several illegal votes which 
were given to the sitting member, and’ asked to; 
be authorized to take depositions to prove the 


il 


he could not authorize him to take further testi- ` 
mony. This was the truth, and the whole truth; i: 
and if he was to be censured for acting honestly, |} 
it was his misfortune, not his fault. be ah 


Mr. NEWLAND said, the notice that the sit- i 


| received about the 24th of Janiary—a full half i: 
: month after the committee had decided that they | 


ji amount duty called him to Washington at the <; 


{ 


further time; but after the gentleman had cxam- |: 


. the fact. 
<: verse to the sitting member, and then the honor- 


and the committee refused to grant that specific 
application. They did not decide that additional 
testimony would not be received; but that further 
time to the first of March would not be allowed, 
because it would be doing injustice to the peti- 
tioner to keep him on expenses. They did not 
decide that, if testimony came forward in the 
mean time, taken under the laws of North Car- 
olina, it would be rejected. Some time in Jan- 
uary—he did not know whether before or after 
the decision of the committee—depositions taken 
in behalf of the petitioner were received by the 
committee. But suppose the committee decided 
that no further time would be allowed; the com- 
_mittce was not the ultimate arbiter of questione 
‘of that kind; the House of Representatives was 
the tribunal before whom that question was to 
be decided. Sir, there are depositions which 
had been lying three or four weeks on your table, 
which were communicated from the Speaker’s 
chair, and the House had ordered them to be print- 
ed; there was testimony which the sitting member 
had asserted was taken in conformity to the laws 
of North Carolina, and with due notice given— 
depositions of men of chararter, not to be im- 
peached, asserting positive facts, and facts in 
which themselves were conecrned; and would 
, the House refuse to receive it? Would the House 
sanction a thing of this kind? He asked, why 
had the petitioner written to his agents not to at- 
tend to cross-examine the witnesses? Was he 
apprehensive that-he might be estopped? If the 
petitioner came there claiming a seat, he must 
think he was legally entitled to it; then he ought 
to be in favor of giving ample range to the taking 
of depositions. 3 
Mr. WILLIAMS, of Kentucky, said, if the 
present amendment was adopted ‚it would cut off 
the conclusion to which the committee had come. 
He wanted to hear all the testimony he possibly 
could, to come to a correct conclusion; but he 
wax not in favor of cutting off the conclusion to 
which the committee had come by this amend- 
ment. He hoped a separate proposition would 
| be made, so as to leave the committce’sreport as 
it was.. He wanted to vote that all the deposi- 
tions be taken which could be taken; but he 
| wanted to vote ona separate proposition, so that 
, they would have something left after that vote was 
i taken. The subject ought certainty to be left in 
some tangible manner, so that they might refer it 
back to the committee, if necessary. 
i Mr. VANDERPOEL said, it seemed to him, 
that the resolution now offered by the honorable 
_ sitting member could not be adopted consistently 
with the decision made by the House a few days 
ago. The resolution proposed that we should 
receive testimony taken after the Committee of 
Elections had decided that they would not receive 
any additional testimony. It would be recol- 
lected that, shortly after the commencement of 
the session of Congress, the pctitioner addressed 
his petition here, claiming his right to a seat in 
this House. The petition, with the depositions 
in the case, werc referred to the Committee of 
Elections. The parties proceeded to try their 
cause before the committee, and about the middle 
of January, after six weeks of the session of 
Congress had elapsed, the sitting member applied 
for time to take further testimony. The commit- 


i tee denied, and, as he thought, very properly de- 


nied, this application. Whether the sitting mem- 
ber was induced to make this application at that 
late day, from a presentiment that the report. of 
the committee would be unfavorable to him, he 
would not undertake to say, as he did not know 
A report was made to the House ad- 


able sitting member, or some other gentleman, 


ii by way of appeal from the decision of that com- 
i mittee refusing to give him farther time, moved 


to recommit the whole subject tə the Committee 
of Elections, to the end that the sitting member 
might have further time to take testimony. 

he justice and injustice, the reasonableness 


= 
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and unreasonableness of recommitting the case, I mittee of Elections [Mr. Crarnorne] had, a few 
for the purpose of receiving supplemental testi- i days ago, told us whata court of chancery would 
mony, was here debat d for several days, and the , do in sucha case as this. He knew not whatsuch 
House, by a large majority, refused to recommit ` courts would do in Virginia; but he could say that, 
the case for the purpose of hearing new testimony, © in the State which he had the honor in part to rep- 
and thus most clearly and emphatically confirmed : resent,a party in chancery was obliged, before he 
the previous decision of the committec. The case commenced taking his testimony, to serve his ad- 
was then set dawn as a special order for this day. versary with a notice containing the names of all his 
There ports and the evidence of the parties, as witnesses, so as to prevent him from speculating 
adduced before the committee and received by upon the chance of getting along with one portion 
them, together with such extracts from the con- of testimony before he resorted to another, and 
stitution and laws of North Carolina as relate to to prevent the delay consequent upon the practice 
the matter, were ordered to be printed and laid of hunting, at alate stage, new testimony, accord- 
upon our tables; and gentlemen, when they came ing as the case pinches. He certainly could not 
here this morning, had aright to suppose that see that the committee had made a hard or op- 
they were to try the case under the law and the pressive decision to. the sitting member, when 
testimony before them, when, all at once, the they refused to receive new testimony, or give 
honorable sitting member introduced the resolu- time to take new testimony after the middle of 
tion now under consideration. January; and he would in conclusion repeat that 
Mr. V. said, he could not see how, if we had _ he could not perceive how we could, consistently 
any regard to consistency, we could adopt the with our former decision, receive these deposi- 
resolution. Tbey proposed that certain deposi- tions thus taken, after the decision of the com- 
tions should here be received which were not ` mittee was announced. 
only taken after the decision of the committec, Mr. HARDIN said, if he understood the ques- 
(which had thus been sanctioned by the House,) tion, it was whether the depositions printed b 
that no further testimony should bereceived, but order of the House, and on every gentleman's 
had been promulgated; but the notice for taking table, were to be considered by each member as 
which was served upon the petitioner after the evidence now before him, and as evidence to 
decision of the committee against taking further make up an opinion by? 
testimony was made public. The noticethen was receive evidence from any quarter he could obtain 
given, and the depositions were taken inthe very it, if he belicved in its truth; and whether he got 
teeth of the decision of the committee—a decision, it from the arguments of gentlemen or from evi- 
too, which this House had held to be just and dence legally taken, he was willing to receive it, 
proper, What would we say by adopting the . before they decided it would be necessary to cali 
resolutions under consideration? Why, sir, we attention to the facts. The notice for taking 
would exhibit ourselves in the most inconsistent testimony, served by the petitioner on the sitting 
and unenviable position, of first declaring thatthe member, was on the 2d of October, which left 
parties should not have further time after the about two months for taking testimony up to the 
middle of January to take additional testimony, ` meeting of Congress."' It was not certainly to be 
and then deciding that if the parties, after the expected that the sitting member should take 
middle of January, and in defiance of a decision depositions until the petitioner began to take 
of the committee which we had confirmed, pro- them. Now, he would ask the gentleman from 
ceeded to take additional testimony, we would ; New York, [Mr. Vanpereort,] whose State had 
here receive it! He hardly supposed that a ma- ` a more enlightened judiciary than any other, 
jority of this House was prepared to exhibit such | whether it was incumbent on a defendant to take 
a spectacle of instability and inconsistency tothe any depositions until the complainant should take 
nation. He could not conceive howany gentleman rule? ‘he first notice the sitting member received 
who voted with the majority on the motion to for taking depositions was on the 19th of October, 
recommit, could with the least semblance of con- . and on the 29th of that month the first depositions 
pene vote for the resolution now before the were taken, leaving but a little over a month for 
ouse. 
He knew that many arguments, popular at first `. notice was for the 4th of November; and the 
blush, would be urged against the view he was , next for the 23d day of November; and the fourth 


t 
‘ 
i 
i 


orable gentleman from Tennessee, [Mr. Mavry,] |: gentlemen would examine, they would discover 
who said it was hard, very hard, that depositions I the situation of the sitting member. He would 
which told the truth should be excluded. If this as 
Arume in the naked abstract form in which it | member had for taking testimony, when the first 
is urged here, should be deemed sound in con- |: notice for taking evidence was not given until a 
tests, either here or in courts of justice, it would |; month before the meeting òf- Congress? 
be more than idle longer to talk about the exist- || Mr. H. said these facts proved the hardship of 
ence of salutary rules of practice and proceedings, || the case of the sitting member, for he was com- 
which promote the great ends of justice. Every i| pelled to set out for Washington at a given time; 
oe Nagel m T goed required |; we Ae poe ee rA i as 
ome time in every contro- ` long as he pleased, so long as he came here an 
versy when testimony should be considera as || time within the two years. . OF this ailvantase 
closed; otherwise a party might enter upon trial, | he availed himself, for he continued to take testi- 
params rage va of a heen f vag iad ie mune eee a same: see 
; then, isappointed as to the | hoped they should find the genticman from New 
pee of it, he might move for further time to : York carrying out the principle he had laid down, 
take testimony in order to atone for the too san- ; which was a correct one; and then all the testi- 
guine temperament with which he commenced the || mony under the head of “ sundries,” or “ sundry 
ties The ARAA ea hi mover! oe ‘| other persons,” in the petitioner’s notices would 
e in some cascs, had not much force here, when 
we recurred to the prominent circumstances of || down, must be specified, so said Mr, H., and that 
‘the case, so far as they regarded this question. |, was sound doctrine. Apply it, and all the peti- 
The sitting member had had more than sixty ;, tioner’s depositions but four must then be stricken 
Causai. He bad bad sle wasters before (ot ae deter Ged ue Venere 
d . 2 + 3 } Cee i 7 
expressed a desire to take other evidence, and all i 
that time proceeding with his case before the `, member had not been allowed sufficient time. - 
committee. He waited until the matter should, ; He denied that the House had, by its vote to 
in justice to the electors of the district, have been | refuse further time, or to recommit for further 
poa E ae were ee nee ven || time, indicated its LTE receive the de- 
eason and justice protested against the new |. positions sent in and laid on the table since the 
movement made by him after such a lapse of time. |: report of the committee was made. On the con- 
It was the policy of all intelligent equity tribunals :; trary, if anything was indicated by that vote, it 
to guard against the mischievous protraction of | was that they would receive it; and such was the 


controversies which would ensue, if partiescould, | express tenor of the remarks made at the time | 


in the last stages of a cause, be permitted to go (on Saturday last) by a geatleman from Georgia, 
back and take evidence according to the exigency ` {Mr. Grascocx,] who said he 
-of the case. The honorable chairman of the Com- `. 


He, for one, would , 


taking all the depositions necessary. The next | 


k the House, where was the time the sitting |: 


be excluded. Each witness, the gentleman laid | 


and his being compelled to leave ' 
home to take his seat in Congress, the sitting | 


; was prepared to | 
receive and consider all the depositions since sent ||.no other construction could be put upon the 


| in; provided they had been taken agrecally to 

‘| the constitution and laws of North Carolina. He 

| hoped the House would receive the testimony, 

‘and, in deciding upon the merits of thecontroversy, 

: would bear in mind that it wasa question with the 

' people of North Carolina rather than between the 
two gentlemen contesting for the seat. 

Mr. HAWES replied by contending that the 
notice given by the petitioner to the sitting mem- 
ber was sufficient. He thought this the plainest 

roposition ever submitted to u deliberative body. 
he whole subject had been referred to an organ- 
ized standing committee of the House, whose 
decision he felt bound to respect. Besides, the sit- 
ting member made no application for further time 
to take additional depositions until he had ascer- 
tained that the testimony already before the com- 
mittee would give his opponent the seat. He con 
trasted the conduct of the two candidates, While 
one disregarded the decision of the committee, the 
other (the petitioner) submitted to it, and imme- 
diately wrote off to his agents to take no more 
_testimony for him. These were the facts: on the 
14th January the committee informed both gentle- 
‘men that they should take no further testimony; 
i and sixteen deve after that, on the 30th of Jan- 
uary, the sitting member gave notice that he 
should proceed to take further testimony, eleven 
days afterwards, in North Carolina. Mr. H. 
should vote against the reception of this testimony 
by the House, and sustain the report of the com- 
mittee, which he believed was founded on the 
strictest justice. 

Mr. GRAHAM explained that he made his 
application to the committee for an extension of 
time before he had made a review of the testi- 
mony. 

Mr. LOVE adverted to the decision of the com- 
mittee, which, according to his understanding of 
it, was this: not that the sitting member should 
not take additional depositions, but that no fur- 
ther time should be allowed by the committee 
upon which they would act. The committee had 

‘not decided that further testimony should not be 
taken, but that they would give no further time, 
and that the party would run the hazard of taking 
it without having the action of the committee 
thereon. He should be glad to know from some 
i one of the committee if he was correct or not? 
Mr. MAURY confirmed this interpretation of 
the committce’s decision, and referred to the re- 
‘| port of the minority as indicative of that sense 


n Of it. 
taking. Some had already been urged by the hon- |, notice was for the 27th day of November. If | 


Mr. SPEIGHT adverted to the equity practice 
in North Carolina, which was, that, whenever a 
‘| cause was set down for hearing, each party was 
thereafter barred from taking further testimony 
without leave of court. He also stated the fact, 
ij that the petitioner had, in consequence of the 
.| committee’s decision, replied to and rejected the 
, tender of additional depositions which had been 
'i offered to him. 

| Mr. NEWLAND gave a statement of the fact, 
| that a gentleman of Haywood cuunty had written 
_; to him, and informed him that he could procure 
_ evidence of bad votes in the sitting member’s poll; 
| but Mr. N. had replied, that, in consequence of 
i the committee’s decision that the case was closed, 
| he refused it. He had left no agents to act for 
`: him, as had been stated, except in one instance. 
i| The letter in: question was a spontancous offer. 

| Mr. SPEIGHT hoped the House would not 
_ delay the main question by a lengthy discussion 
on a mere incidental one, or, if a decision of the 
| House was required, that it would be considered 
| asa substantive proposition, and not mixed up 
|| with the other and more material question, 

Mr. CHAMBERS, of Kentucky, could not as- 
sent to the interpretation of the vote of the House 
made by the gentleman from New York, [Mr. 
VANDERPOEL,] nor to that gentleman’s view on 
|| the decision of the committee, for the refusal to 
| give further time did not reject the consideration 
of additional testimony, and he was in favor of 
i| receiving it. 

Mr. PEARCE, of Rhode Island, would ask if 
j any court ever did admit testimony taken under 
Such circumstances as this? He cared not so 
‘much what the law or practice of North Carolina 
i; or any other State might be; but, judging it by the 
common law, or by the rules of common sense, 
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| would make the House a mere court of errors, | 
of the application for further time closed the case, | instead of possessing the original and sole juris- i 
‘and no testimony taken after that ought to bere- ; diction. The proceedings before the committee | 
ceived. A contrary interpretation would keep. were merely preliminary, growing out of the order 
` open this investigation to an unlimited extent, and of business; but the only tribunal before which 
it could never be decided at all; for, as it stood, . the matter could be fully and finally acted on was 
the additional testimony was purely of an ex parte ,. the House. So.said the Constitution. That in- | 
character, and opportanity would have to begiven | strument said not a word about the committec, | 
| 


decision of the committee than that their rejection 


| 
| 


‘to the petitioner to rebut it. The decision, that no |; but that the House should be the judge. Why, 
farther time would be given to take additional |: the House might have taken up the subject at any 
testimony, inevitably carried with it the decision | moment, or have discharged the committee from 
that no further testimony would be received. ; its further consideration, and taken the subject | 
They were, in fact, one and the same decision. » into its own hands. Everything that took place | 
Mr. A. H. SHEPPERD io ht the additional ;; in the committee was strictly and jackal i 
testimony should be considered with the report ; prior to the commencement of the tria » Which | 
itself, He should have preferred a different course ‘| began for the first time when it was taken up in 
to what the House was taking, namely, to have |j that House. 
considered and decided upon each deposition, || Mr. LANE had yet heard no argument by 
without being trammeled by the resolutions, and || which this testimony should be received according 
also, if possible, to have avoided all technical | to the known rules of evidence. If it could not 
points. Mr. S. argued the.point at some length, || be so received, then it ought to be rejected. He i 
that the additional testimony ought to be allowed |j contended that this testimony had not been taken 
to come in, and that it would be an act of great |; in pursuance of those rules, and cited the practice 
Injustice to the sitting member to-reject it. He |, of the courts of Kentucky and other States in 
also referred to the depositions, and the informal | proof of that fact, entering also into a review of 
character of the notices served on the sitting mem- i the circumstances under which it was taken. Mr. | 
ber by the petitioner. — i L. was opposed to the reception of this testimony, | 
Mr. UNDERWOOD remarked that, because it would be in violation of all the known 
no law of Congress, and the Constitu ] |, rules of law, at variance with the judgment of the | 
gaed en Meas er on the eee she i! Hare? and contrary to the decision of the 
ouse was boun a fair construction of the ouse a few days ago. 
` constitution and awa of the State wherein acon- Mr. GRAVES then obtained the floor, and 
tested elon dorure: They Basar the mat- || moved an adjournment, but withdrew it to enable 
ter, as they did all others, to one of their own the Speaker to present a communication from the | 
committees, who were directed to examine the Sraa pis of the Treasury ‘informing the House 


there being 
tion of the 


n public records. 


i| thentic accounts of t! 


| attention to be turned to the unprotected state of the 
He had entered into a diligent 
‘examination of the laws, to sec if there were any 
! legal enactments for the protection of the public 


| journals, and found that, with a slight exception 


| in one unimportant particular, there was nothing 
| to protect them from being expunged, obliterated, 
| defaced, or destroyed. This wasa state of things 
Which he presumed no Senator would wish to 
; continue. As it now was, any individual, whether 
| the public records were in his custody, or other- 
| wise, might deface or destroy the most important 
| records with perfect impunity. A leaf might be 
i torn out, or the record might be disfigured or de- 
faced, and no punishment would follow. Setting 
i aside the constitutional injunction on them to 
' preserve a correct journal of their proceedings, 
the importance of some law of the kind must be 
‘evident. These public records were the only au- 
he history of this Govern- 
ment in all its branches—legislative, judicial, and 
executive. If theyaddedto that, that they involved 
| the important interests of individuals, there was 
the most powerful obligation on both Houses of 
| Congress to preserve them from injury, and to 
i keepthem. Yes, sir, (said he,) to keep them; for, 
i in spite of the sophistry used to obscure the mean- 
‘ing of the word, * keep ” them meant to nreserve 
them from injury. There was no word in the 


j! English language less susceptible of døuhtfal con- 


struction than the word *“ keep.” It imolied not 
only to record their proceedings in their Journals, 
but to preserve them. It would be in vain that 
the Constitution required them to record their 
| proceedings, if it did not also require them to 


testimony and report upon it; but where was 
the law or rule of the House in which such a doc- 


i that the second volume o 


0 f the Commercial Digest 
i, had been printed, and tw 


o hundred and fifty cop- 
the use of the members; which 


protect and preserve them from injury. Was the 
injunction in the. Constitution merely for the 


trine was laid down as that the House must be || ies forwarded for 
bound by any decision of the committee? There | 


committe was referred to the Committee on the Library. 
was none, neither express, by implication, nor by || 


The House then adjourned. 


eae pat upon what ground had the com- c 
mittee decided? Upon mere technical grounds | 
only. He was at i | IN SENATE. 


Frivar, March 25, 1836. 


| Mr. DAVIS, from the Committee on Com- 
i, merce, reported a bill for the relief of the late 
“owners of the schooner Elizabeth; which was 
i: read, and ordered to a second reading, 

Mr. CLAYTON presented a communication 
from the Secretary of the Treasury relative to 
the establishment of a port of entry at New Cas- 
i tle; which was referred to the Committee on 


ground the subseq 
jected, for 


a loss to sce upon what just 
ucnt testimony should be re- | 
it had not only all the solemnities of 
an oath, sworn also before a competent tribunal, 
but had been taken, so far as he elieved, agree- 
ably to the requisitions of the law of the State in- 
terested in the controversy. Mr. U. cited various 
Supposed cases applicable to the point in question, 
and in support of the argument, that the testi- 
mony ought to be received. 

He said he considered that the committee had 


| 
ti 
i 


childish purpose, that they should record their pro- 
ceedings, that they miglit afterwards be thrown 
away, or defaced, obliterated, or disfizured ? No. 
| It was that they might go down to the latest pos- 
terity as a faithful and authentic history of the 
times. These meanings of the word * keep,” 
as used in the Constitution, to record, to preserve, 
to protect, were enforced on them by the sacred 
obligations of an oath. Ele knew that this obli- 
tion could not prevent the Senate from passing the 
resolution which had given rise to-his motion; but 
the Senate could not perform the act of oblitera- 
tion—it must be performed by some individual, 
by their order; and if they passed an act making 
i Or obliterate the Jour. 


departed from its duty in not reporting the appli- 
cation of the sitting member for further time to 
the House, and that they had gone beyond their 
powers in deciding the question. He could, how- 
ever, never consent to the doctrine, that the 
Honse wore to be bound and tied up by the action 
of its own committees, all of whose proceedings 
were, at most, only of are commendatory or in- 
cipient character, 
Mr. LINCOLN considered the amendment of 
Mr. Grauam to be entirely out of order as an 
amendment to- the resolutio 
because it might prevent the 
altogether on the latter, 
siderable length, to the 
cases of contested electio 
the House was different 
since their power was not a delegated legislation 
on the subject, the Constitution making them the 
sole judges. Assuming the fact that the additional 
testimony was ee in point of form; 
and in conformity with the laws of North Caro- 
lina, he had heard no reason, nor could he con- 
ceive any, why it should be excluded. If the 
peanonty had not investigated it, the fault was 
his own, for there was -nothing to show that he 
had not had every opportunity that he could de- 
sire. The question then arose, when was the 
commencement of the trial? It was not in the 
investigation before the committee, but in that 
House. The committee were not the triers, but 


the Hou 


action of the House 


ractice of Congress in 
ns, where the power of 


19 


n of the committee, | 


Mr. L. referred, at con- | 


than in all other matters; | 


se. The opponents to this argument |i ceedings of 


it penal to deface, destroy 
| nals, the individual who did it would be subject 
C.,) we can give 


Commerce. 
| to the penalty. Sir, (said Mr. 


| 
| Mr. BLACK, from the Committee on Private | 
|; Land Claims, reported two bills from the House 


| . A : : 
| no dispensation to any one to violate the Consti- 
;| on the subject of preimption rights, with amend |i tution. If he had given the true construction to 
i 
ments 
f : 
d 


i 
| the word ‘ keep,” no order of that body, in any 
| ` Mr. CLAYTON gave notice that he would, at |! shape or form, could exempt the Seeretary froin 
ran early day, move to take up the bill to estab- i; the sicred obligations of his oath; and if the order 
| lish the territorial governmentof Wisconsin, and |; should be given him to deface or obliterate the 
`: atthe same time laid on the table an amendment | Journals, he would have to turn his eyes to the 
l which he said he intended to offer as a substitute |; Constitution, which he was sworn not to violate. 


|| for the whole bill. i He trusted that no Secretary of that body would 


Mr. HENDRICKS submitted the following |, ever dare to violate his oath, and the obligations 
on; which lies on the table one day: > || imposed by the Constitution, by obliterating or 


i A b - > 
Resolved, That the Committee’an Revolutionary Claims || defacing the public records. He had but little 
: be instructed to inquire into the expediency of granting || fears for the present Secretary; but he knew not 


l rešoluti 


: land to the officers of the staff in the army of the Revolu” | who might hereafter fill that office, and who, in- 

tion, as well as the officers and soldiersof the line. fluenced by the force of party discipline, might be 

The following resolution, submitted yesterday | willing to plead the order of a majórity of that 
by Mr. Carnoux, was taken up for consideration: |! body for a violation of the Constitution. 


Resalved, That the Committee on the Judiciary be in. | 
structed to inquire into the expediency of 
Measures for the 
| Houses and other 


c The framers of the Constitution, in putting in 
asfeKeepiie of the S Podins propor || the provision that the Journals should be kept, 
e- ng ne Journal of the two `! aay i I g- 
publie records, end of protectins them, by |; foresaw the danger tat might pe aaa ane 
el, ee en feing maiilated, obiiterated, See from pay. ee pipet Pyrat $ o DE A 
erased, defaced, expunged, disfigured, akered, or otherwise | vi e against it. Now, he wished to go one ste} 
dsstroyed or injured. ° i ; further—to sustain the Consttution—to make it 
Mr. CALHOUN observed thatit had been said ‘| penal in any one, whether ordered by that body 
at there was no evil under the san without a | or otherwise, to obliterate or disfigure the public 
| remedy, and that the truth of this proposition was `. records. It is in vain (said Mr. C.) for us to rip- 
| Very strongly illustrated in the ease which occa- || pose that we have the slightest property in these 
|, Sioned the introduction of this resolution. Un- | Journals. They are called, it is true, our ponr 
| constitutional and odious as ‚was the attempt |, nals; but they arc the records of what we do; an 
| that had been made to expunge the recorded pro- I are not our property, but the property of the peo- 
that body, yet it had caused their |! ple of the United States. We are sent here, (con- 


i 
i 
i 
l 
i 
i 


lth 


tere gb g ee 
tinued Mr. C:,) among other titings, to preserve | 
these precious records of our history from be- ! 
ing obluerated, disdgared, or destroyed; anu we 
have no more property in tiem taun we have ia ' 
the records of the otuer House. Dovs it mke it 
a leas heinous oifense in us (asked Mr. C.) to 
destroy these records because we are their guar- 
dians? On the contrary, the crime would be 
greater, beeause they were intrusted to their care. 
As well might the guardian waste or destroy 
the property of his ward under the plea of his 
guardianship. Upon every view he could take 
of the subject, whether with regard to the injunc- 
tions of the Constitution, the ovligations of their 
oaths, or the importance of preserving, in the 
utmost purity, tho authentic originals of the his- 
tory of the country, there seemed to be an impe- 
rious obligation on them to provide such legal 
enactments for the protection and preservatian, 
not only of the Journals of the two Houses of 
Congress, but of the other public records, as, he 
regretted to say, were not now to be found on the - 
records of their siatute-book. Ft was with these 
views that he had submitted his resolution, and 
` he hoped the committee would give to it its most 
serious consideration. ; 
Mr. NILES said, that, as the resolution was 
merely one of inquiry, he felt reluctant to object 
to its passage, althouzh he could not perceive the 
farce of the reasons the honorable Senator [Mr. 
Caxruocn] had urged in its support; neither had 
he any objection to the gentleman’s discussing, 
on this question, the resolution before the Senate 
offered by the Senator from Missouri. He could, 
if so disposed, go into that inquiry, and examine 
the power of the Senate over its Journal, and its 
right to correct or alter the same; but he was 
not disposed to follow the gentleman in this 
course, or to reply to his arguments on that sub- 
ject. At the proper time he proposed to offer his 
sentiments on that resoiution. Hedid not per- 
ceive either the force or consistency of the gentle- 
man’s reasons for the adoption of his resolution. 
At one moment he informs us that therc are no |. 
legal provisions whatever for the security of the | 
public records and the Journals of Congress; that 
there is no obligation to preserve them; and. that 
they may be destroyed by any one, by the Sec- 
retary of the Senate himself, with impunity. 
Then again we are told, that the provisions of the 
Constitution are so clear and strong, that they 
cannot be mistaken or perverted, and that they 
impose on the Senate the most sacred obligation, | 
not only to kecp a Journal, or cause their pro- ': 
ceedings to be recorded by the Secretary from day | 
to day, but likewise to take care of and preserve | 
the Journal. If the gentleman is right in his con- | 
“struction of the Constitation—and Í am not:now 
‘disposed to deny that he is—it appears to me that 
-therc is an obligation of the highest nature, so 
far, at least, as the Senate is concerned. The 
Journal of the Senate is a public record of the 
highest authority, and is so regarded in courts 
and elsewhere—a record which we-are enjoined 


to make and preserve by the Constitution, accord- | 


ing to the gentleman’s construction of the pro- | 
vision relating to this question, How, then, ean ! 
it be said that there is no sccurity for these rec- ` 
ords? Is there no authority in the Constitution? , 
If it imposes so sacred an obligation on the body, | 
can it be said there is not protection or- security | 
for the preservation of our Journal? But, per- ,; 
haps the gentleman means that there is no legal i 
sanction; that there can be no punishment for | 
mutilating, defacing, or destroying ithe Journal? 
If the Journal of the Scnate is a public record, 
and made such by the Constitution, is it nota 
crime to destroy it, upon general principles, upon 
the pone of the common law? To violate 
the Constitution must be an offense. He felti 


reluctant to oppose a resolution of jiaquiry only. ` 


but could not perceive, from the gentleman's own | 
view of the subject, that thera was that necessity | 
for legislation which he professed to feel, and 
which he so earnestly pressed on the Senate. 
Mr. CALHOUN, in reply to the Senator from | 
Connecticut, said, that it had been long since | 
established that the common-law formed no part | 
of the law of the Union. In reply to another part | 
of the gentleman’s argument, he would observe, | 
that there were other persons into whose posses- |, 
siga the Journal might fall who could injure eri 


: feeling, from tampering with records of so sacred 


Adi Gh 


+ ta 
> 


any punishment. 
They saw the force of party discipline, and how 
the judgment was warped by party feeling. At- 
tempts lad been made by the mest respectable 
men, by Legislatures of the States, acting under 
the force of party, to mutilate the Journal, showing 


-to what an extent party fecting might be carried, © 
The act |! 


and the necessity of guarding against it. 
of mutilation could not be performed by twenty- : 
five persons, the majority of the Senate; it must ' 
be performed by onc single person, under the ' 
orders of the majority; and he would answer for ' 
it, if they passed a law making it penal to mutilate 


. the public records, no person would be found to `: 
plead the order of the Senate in justification of ' 
My object (said Mr. C.) is to pass ʻi 


such an act. 
a law containing checks and guards against our- 
selves, to prevent us, under the influence of party 


a nature. The Committee on the Judiciary were 
all legal men; and, by giving their attention to the ` 
subject, they would no doubt sec how necessary 
it was that some legal enactments should be | 
framed as would cffectually sustain the particular | 
provision in the Constitution in question. f 


Mr. SHEPLEY said, ordinarily, Í should not ʻi 
be disposed to make any objection toa resolution ` 


of inquiry; and if [ regarded this as coming prop- = 
erly within that class of resolutions, I would most 


readily consent that it should go to the committee. © 
From the language of the resolution, as well as 


from the remarks of the Senator who introduced 


_ it, we may understand the object of it. The object 
. thus understood is, by indirection, to withdraw 


from the regular action of the Senate the resolu- 
tion of the Senator from Missouri, proposing to 
expunge a resolution now upon the Journal of 
the Senate. The resolution of the Senator from 


. Missouri is now regularly befote the Senate for 


consideration, and all the Senators have full oppor- 
tunity to express their opinions upon it. ftis 
right and proper thatsuch onnortunity should be 
given, and that a decision in the usual course 
should be haduponit, Itis ofacharacter to require 
that it should be sent to a committee to report upon 
it. The Senate isalready in possession of all that 
relates to its proper action upon it, If, however, 
it was to be sent to a committee, it ought to be 
done by a direct motion to commit it, instead of 
attempting, by the introduction of another reso- 
lution, using the very term “expunge,” to strike |; 
a side blow at that resolution. 

The Senator from South Carolina seems dis- 
posed to dictate to the officers of this body whether 
they should or should not obey the orders of a 
majority of the body. The propriety of one 


i! 


. member of the Senate assuming to prescribe to 


an officer of the Senate, before that officeris called 


‘upon to act, what ought to be his course, when 


called upon by a majority of the body to do an 


act ift obedience to it, must bo left to the judg- |: 
' ment of the Senate. 


It seems to me, to say-the 
least of it, to be a most extraordinary proceeding, ; 
l think this resolution should be Jaid upon the 
table; bnt, as some other Senators may desire to 


express their opinions upon it, I.will not now ; 


make that motion. i 

Mr. BENTON observed, that in looking over ` 
the Directory he found that the Committee on the 
Judiciary, like all the other important committees ` 
of that body, was composed of a majority of 
those members who were in the majority in the | 
Senate when the committecs were chosen. He 
found that committee to be Mr. Clayton, chair- 
man, Messrs. Buchanan, Leigh, Preston, and 
Crittenden. i 


Now cvorybody knew, if this resolution should |: 
he sent to them, what the rénért-of that committee | 
: would be. 


The report would, in fact, be the 
speech of one of thes: gentlemen on the floor;and | 
the only difference there would be between them 


would consist in.the one being dignified with the | 


namo of a report, while the other would be simply | 
called a specch. The only object of referring the 
resolution would be to geta report from the com- 
‘mittee adverse to the exnunging resoltition he had 
introduced. He should look upon such a report |; 
in no other light than the speeches of members 
of the committee made up in the committee-rodm. 
He did not know whether it was perfeetly teg- i 
ular, according to parliamentary practice, to take .' 
one’ subject already under the consideration of the |! 


1 GNOp 


vi OO i : - , i 
i Scivate out of its hands, by sending anot 
H mediately relating to itto one of the committees. 


i tion, as had been well remarked b 


ithe Senator from South 


ar 


ch 


25, 


her im- 


E 


He was not disposed to make any formal motion 
upon the subject; but he would observe that cx- 
punging seemed to be one part of the business, 
and the right and justice of the condemnation an- 
‘other; ant gentlemen were ‘called upon to con- 
' sider how far the sentence they had pronounced 
was consistent with truth and justicc, and how 
far they could intrench themselves behind tech- 
‘ nicalities, to avoid going before the country on 
the merits of the case. They were aware (Mr. 
B. said) that the country had decided on the 
merits of the sentence they had pronounced, and 
decided against them, They had better, in his 
opinion, meet the subject on its merits, than rely 
: on their speeches worked up into the form of a 


‘report in one of the committee-rooms of the 
:, Senate. 


Mr. CLAYTON was not anxious for the. pas- 


` sage of this resolution; but, inanswer to a remark 


from the gentleman from Missouri, [Mr. Bex- 


| ron,] that it was casy to tell what kind of a re- 
| port the Committee on the Judiciary, to whom 


the resolution was proposed to be referred, would 
i make, he could say, for his own part, that, if the 
gentleman could tell, it was more than he him- 
self could. The question involved in this reso- 
‘ lution was totally distinct and separate from the 
one that had received the action of the Senate, 
and did not necessarily involve the right of ex- 
punging. It was to inquire whether any legisla- 
' tion was necessary for the safe-keeping and pro- 
tection of the Journals. : The gentleman from 


"4 Missouri said that the Judiciary Committee was 


‘ divided as four to one. The division to which 
+ the gentleman alluded was well understood. He 
i referred, doubtless, to the honorable Senator from 
| Pennsylvania, (Mr. Bucwanan,]as the dissenting 
‘one. He did'not know what evidence the gen- 
tleman from Missouri had of the opinion of the 
gentleman from ‘Pennsylvania on the subject. 
‘That gentleman, at the last session, had voted in 
‘ favor of striking out the word “expunge” from 

the expunging resolution; and if the Senator from 
| Missouri [Mr. Benton] knew that he was pre- 
' pared to reverse his vote now, it was' more than 
l fe (Mr. C.) was aware of. He (Mr. C.) did not 
think the Senator from Missouri could point out 
| where any gentleman on the committee had ex- 
pressed himself on the point embraced in this 


- resolution, relative to legal enactments. 


Mr. CALHOUN observed, that this proposi- 
the Senator 
‘from Delaware, was totally dissimilar to the ex- 
‘pungine resolution introduced by the Senator 
from Missouri. It proposed an examination by 
the Committee on the Judiciary into the expe- 
diency, not only of protecting the Journals of the 
Senate, but of all the other public records; and. it 
was to protect them, not only against the action 
of this body, but agđãinst that of every other per- 
son. As it was, any stranger. might deface or 
obliterate the public records with perfect impu- 
‘nity. lt was true that the movement óf the 
Senator from Missouri was the occasion of his 


| offering this resolution; but this was no reason 


why the deficiency he had alluded to should not 
now be supplied. He wished to call the attention 
of the Senate and the public to the subject. He 
had no idea that this resolution cduld arrest the 
-one offered by the Senator from Missouri, which 
must come up long before it; his object was a 
: general one, and applicd to all the public records 


i as well as thé Journals of the, Sonato. . He had 


no reference to the resolution of the Senator from 
Missouri in offering his resolution; but at the 
same time he must say that he had no idea that 


the Senate had the slightest power to mutilate the 


Journal, which belonged, not to them, but to the 
people of the United States. By ; . 
Mr. WALKER said that there was at least 
one objection to the motion, as it now stood, of 
} Carolina, (Mr. - CaL- 
_Hown,] which he thought it proper to statc,to the 


. Senate. That motion asked to be considered, by 
; & committee of the Senate, ‘the expediency of 


providing proper measures for the safe-keeping 


| of the Journals of the two Houses.” Now, are 


we notattempting by this motion to assume juris- 
diction in relation toa matter over. which we have 
no constitutional control? The Constitution says: 


71886.’ 


t Each House shall keep a Journal of its proceed- | teman from Mississippi [Mr. WALKER] as a I 


ings.” What right, then, has the Senate to direct violation of the Constitution. ; 
the proper measures for the safe-kecping of the 


Journal of the other House? Each Elouse isto of the gentleman from South Carolina went fur- 


keep a Journal only of its own proceedings; what ` ther, at Icast to the safe-keeping of the Journals | 


right, then, have we to direct the method in which | of the other House, with which we had nothing 
the other House shall keep its Journal? The Con- to do; and as regards any legal enactments in re- 
stitution requires two Journals tobe kept,one by gard to our own Journal, it was conceded by the 
each House; Journals that are distinct and sepa- gentleman from South Carolina that his object in 
rate; Journals that the Constitution requires to be ` 
kept distinct and separate, and by different journ- ` punging of our own Journal by any order even of 


alists; and yet we arc asked to blend these Journals | this body; that he sought to regulate by law the - 
into one by anew species of political fusion, and | manner in which we should keep our own Journal; | 


direct the mode in which the other House shall '' and, therefure, the object thus embraced in this 
keep its own Journal, in defiance of a clear con- -' resolution was at least so far unconstitutional. 
stitutional provision, conferring upon each House 


Journal. This distinction cuts deeper into the | general law for the preservation of their Journal 
uestion of the expunging resolutions now before 


ed by this motion, than perhaps the gentleman `: there was no provision in the common law which 


from South Carolina supposes. This distinction, | protected the public records from injury, because ‘i eee 
sought to be broken down by the adoption of : the common law did not apply to the Union. An '' whereby the bill from the Senate to regulate the 


this motion, demonstrates that each House has : individual might be punished for destroying the 


the exclusive control over its own Journal, and :: records of that body, but as for a contempt; and ` 
can alone direct the manner of keeping the Journal , that could not be done if the act was committed ° 
of its own proceedings. The manner of keeping || while they were not in session. The views of the ` 


each of these Journals is to some extent desig- “ Senator from South Carolina and his resolttion 
nated by the Constitution; and the ver distinction | did not affeet the expunging resolution of the 
which Mr. W. said he had alluded to demon- . Senator from Missouri. With regard to what had 


strated that, to keep a Journal of our proceedings, | been urged by the Senator from Mississippi, he ` 


meant only to note down an account of our pro- - would say that neither the Sehate nor the other 
~ ceedings from day to day; for, had the constitu- ' House could pass a resolution affirming or deny- 
tional provision related tb the preservation of a ing the correctness of the Journals of either; but 
Journal of both Houses after it was madc, it would |. how a law, passed by both Houses for the mutual 
not have left this direction to the mere naked opc- | security of their records, could be considered a 
ration of a separate rule of each House, aftet the violation of the Constitution, he was yet to learn. 
Journal of the two Houses was made. The whole If the Senate had the constitutional power to ob- 
direction is to make a Journal, and the manner in ‘ literate their Journals,their order to their Secretary 
which that shall be done is directed by the Con- : would justify him in doing so; but if the Senate 
stitution; each House is to make its own Journal : possessed no such power, then their order would 
of its awa proe pines; it is then to publish that : not exempt him from punishment for the obliter- 
Journal. The direction is to publish, not to pre- 
serve, unless, indeed, publishing the Journal : the Senator from South Carolina be passed. The 
was considered the best: mode of preserving the ! public records of all the States (Mr. E. said) were 


Journal, Had the direction, indeed, been to Con- | protected by statutes; and, if it was thought ne- | mittee on Claims, in consequence of the accumu- 
[| cessary to preserve them m such a manner, it | 


surely would be thowsht more necessary to pro- 


gress to keep a Journal of its proceedings by 
the operation of some law to be made in purru- 
ance of a constitutional injunction, then, indeed, 
might there have been some ground to contend 
that, to keep a Journal, meant to preserve a Jour- 


| tect the records of the General Government. 
_ Mr. SHEPLEY here moved to lay the resolu- 
‘| tion on the table; and this question was decided 


Mr. WALKER explained that the resolution |' 


this resolution was to prevent by law any ex- 


| Mr. EWING, ofOhio,inreply toMr Watker, - 
separately the sole prerogative of keeping its own || observed that it was not very easy to see how a `| 


ation, should such a law as that contemplated by | 


nal already made. But, as the Constitution 
now stands, every moment that the Secretary is 
noting down our. proceedings herc, from day to 
day, he is fulfilling for us the constitutional in- 
junction upon the subject of keeping a Journal. 
f this clause in the Censtitution had any other : 
meaning, and some Jaw were required upon a sub- 
ject that is confided to the exclusive separate 
authority of each House, it is most extraordinary 
that the discovery is just now made, after the 
apr of nearly half a century since the adoption 
of the Constitution. No law is required; none 
can be made, to direct the manner in which we 
shall keep our own Journal. . But the resolution 
of the gentleman from South Carolina contem- ;; 


plates “legal enactments ’’—enaetments which |: 


that gentleman has conceded are designed to ope- |; 
rate upon this body, and to prescribe the mode | 
in which it shall keep its own Journal—legal en- || 
actments to interfere with a subject confided by ' 
. the Constitution to the exclusive separate control || 
of cach House. Mr. W. denied the constitution- , 
ality of any such enactment. This direction as | 
. regards keeping a Journal was, in that section of 
_ the Constitution, designating only the separate 
nica each of the two Houses, not their legis- | 
ative powers in their joint capacity as the Con- 
„gress of the United States. As well might you 
‘attempt to legislate as regards our sole power to | 
_ judge. of the qualifications of. our own members, | 
or the determination of our own rules of procecd- | 
ing, as to regulate by law the manner in which | 
.we shall keep our own Journal. Mr. W. said he 
should therefore oppese the adoption of this reso- 
lation. : 
Mr. EWING, of Ohio, rose and said that the | 
resolurion of the Senator from South Carolina 


proposed to inquire into the propricty of prevent- 
ing, by legal enactments, the expunging or dis- 
- figuring of our Journal by. any person whatever, 
and surely this could not-be regarded by the gen- | 


‘iin the affirmative—yeas 19, nays 15; as follows: | 


YEAS—Messrs. Benton, Cuthbert, Ewing of Illinois, 
Hendrieks, Hill, Hubbard, King of Alabama, King of Geor- 
gia, Linn, Morris, Nicholas, Niles, Rive:, Robinson, Shep- 
ley. Tallmadge, Walker, Wall, and Weight—19. 

NAY3-~Messrs. Black, Calhoun, Clay, Crittenden, Davis, 
Ewing of Ohio, Kent, Knight. Mantum, Moore, Robbins, 
Southard, Swilt, Tomlinson, and White—15. 


LAND CLAIMS IN MISSOURI. 


“The bill to confirm certain land claims in Mis- 
souri, and for other purposes, was read the third 
time and passed. : i 

DISTRICT CITIES. 


The bill for the relief of the three ‘corporations 
of the District of Columbia was read the third 


: time, when. : i 


Mr. NORRIS observed, that this was a measure 
which he looked upon to be one of some import- 


| ance, and he was desirous of recording his vote 


on the final question taken on it. He therefore 
asked for the yeas and nays on the passage of the 
bill. 

The yeas and nays haying been accordingly 
ordered, the bill was passed by the following 
vote: 


YEAS—Messrs. Clay, Crittenden, Cuthbert, Ewing of 
Ilinois, Ewing of Ohio, Kent, King of Alabama, King of 


Georgia, Linn, Nicholas, Porter, Preston, Rives, Robbins, | 


Sontnard, rama and Walker—17. 
NAYS—Measrs. Bi 
Niles, Shepley, Swift, Tomlinson, and Wright—10. 


BILLS ORDERED TO BE ENGROSSED. 


The bill to authorize the Bloomington, Leaven- 
worth, and other railroad eompanies, to locate 
nee roads through the lands of the United States, 
‘ani ; i 

The bill to extend the time for issuing scrip to 
satisfy revolutionary bounty land warrants, were 
severally considered as in Commtttee of the 


| Whole, and ordered to be engrossed: for a third 


reading. © 


ack, Calhoun, Hill, Hubbard, Morris, j 


PATENTS FOR PUBLIC LANDS. — 

The bill to give effect to patents for the public 
lands issued in the names of deceased persons, was 
considered: but after a debate, in which Messrs. 
EWING, BLACK, CLAY, and WALKER, 
took part, and before taking any question, 

On motion by Mr. BLACK, the Senate ad- 
journed over to Monday. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Frivar, March 25, 1836. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of North Carolina, from 
the Committee on Public Lands, reported the fol- 
lowing bills; which were read twice and commit- 
| ted: ‘ 

: A bill for the relief of certain exiles of Poland; 


ii : ; a „ and 
‘| could be a violation of the Constitution. As was ` 


this body, and conceded to be sought to be reach- : well said by the Senator from South Carolina, Kio satisfy Virginia military land warrants, &c 
it ’ ° 


A bill granting an additional quantity of land 
Mr. MARTIN moved to reconsider the vote 


| United States courts in Alabama was ordered to 
‘a third reading, fur the purpose of having the 
bill recommitted to the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary, soto amend it as to remove existing ob- 
jections. So ys 

The motion to reconsider was, agreed to, and 
the bill was recommitted. 

Mr. HAYNES, from the Committee on Indian 
. Affairs, reported a bill for the relief of Poas Had- 
i go; which was- read twice and committed. 3 
. Mr. CASEY, from the Committee on Public 
| Lands, reported a bill for the relief of Daniel 
! Malone; which was read twice and committed. 
| Mr. JARVIS, from the Committee on Naval 
i Affairs, reported a bill authorizing the President 
i of the United States to cause experiments to be 

made to test the practicability and utility of.a 
. fire ship invented by Uriah Brown; which was 
read twice and committed. 

Mr. WHITTLESEY, fromthe Committee on 
Claims, reported a bill for the relief of A. T. 
' Crew; which was read twice and committed. 

On motion by Mr. WHITTLESEY, the Com- 


i lation of business, obtained leave to sit during 
| the sessions of the House. : 


INCENDIARY PUBLICATIONS. 


Mr, HALL, of Vermont, (a member of the 
Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads,) 
rose to submit a report, previous to which he 
wished to make’a remark or two. It would be 
recollected, (said Mr. H.,) that the President, in 
his last annual message, had called the attention 
of Congress to the subject of transmitting incen- 
| diary documents through the United States mails. 
That part of the message had been referred to the 
| Post Office Committee, and a decided majority of 
| the committee had come to the conclusion that 

Congress had the constitutional pon: ta act 
upon this subject. The majority, however, had 
not agreed to recommend any particular measure, 
| some preferring to await the action of the Senate, 
i who had the same matter whder consideration, 
and others differing in the pretise mode in which 
a report should be made to the House. He did 
not complain of the course of the majority.- The 
minority were of opinion, that Congress pos- 
sessed no constitutional power over the subject, 
and were prepared to submit their views to the 


i House. ; ; 
| he minority were peculiarly situated. The 
the Postmaster Gen- 


| arguments of the President, 
| eral,anda distinguished Senator, (Mr. CALHOUN] 


| had gone out to the community. No opportunity 


"had offered to those entertaining different views 


to reply to this official and senatorial array. For 
reasons stated, no report had been made by the 
Post Office Committee; and, lest the motives of 
the minority of that committee should be mis- 
construed, he would send to the Chair the views 
of that minority, and would move that the paper 
| be laid on the table and printed. 

Mr. SPEIGHT inquired of his colleague, the 
chairman of the committee, (Mr. Coxxons] if 
| the majority of the committee had determined to 


make a report on this subject; or whether any 


| action had taken place in committee which would 


authorize the repart proposed to be offered by the 
gentleman from Vermont? 


2 


92 


A bill for the relief of Winthrop Sears and - 
others. 


Mr. GILLET, from the Committee on Com- | 


He repeated, that the course which t 5 Í } : 
the gentleman from Vermont (Mr. HarL] had Public Lands, reported the following bills; which 


to report. 
1 
were read twice and committed. 
A bill for the relief of Joel Chandler; and 
A bill to repeal in part, and amend an- act ap- |; 
propriating certain relinquished and unappropri- 
Nothing had been said in the committee about a ated lands granted to the State of Alabama, for 
‘report from the minority. He wasdesirousthat the purpose of improving the navigation of the - 
something should be done. Six of the nine mem- | Tennessee, Coosa, Cahawba, and Black Warrior 
bers of the committee were of the opinion that : rivers, f > 
the Constitution warranted legislation on the sub- Unfavorable reports upon various petitions 
ject; and the only difficulty which had occurred were made by Mr. MARTIN, from the Commit- 
was as to the details of the bill which should be tee oa the Judiciary; Mr. OWENS, from the 
reported. The course of the gentleman from Committee of Ways and Means; Mr. JARVIS, 


taken was unknown to him until he had heard a 
partof his remarks that day. He believed it 
was also unknown to the other members of the 
committee, with perhaps two or three exceptions. 


Mart 25, 


on its face the distinctive legal propositions:affirm- 
ing on what the committee came to their decision. 
He considered such a course not only due to the 
committee, but to the House, who were acting in 
the capacity of the highest judicial tribunal known 


‘under the Constitution. They were acting in the 


character of a judicial body; and, while acting in 
that character, was it not important that the 
decisions which they were to make should: be on 

ropositions distinetly and clearly set forth? Mr. 
Fi. here referred to the. opinions of Chancellor 
Keat in respect to legislative bodies acting on 


_ known principles and laws in the decision of such 


cases. As the House was acting in a judicial 
capacity, their decision ought to be given with 


, clearness; and he considered the report of the 


committee very defective in many ofits parts. He 
did not make this motion out of any disrcepect to 
the majority of the committee, and ‘he calfcd upon 
them, as members of the committee, to assist him 
in presenting it before the House in such a man- 


. ner as the House, in deciding, might. establish 
| principles of law which would reflect honor on 
| the House and on the committee. 


He called on 
gentlemen to look at the situation of the report 
before them, and they would see its defects. He 
said, unfortunately for all, the committee-in their 


Vermont was novel and unprecedented in legisla- 
tion, so far as his experience went. In conclu- 
sion, he repeated the hope, that a majority of the 
committee would ere long be able to unite upon 
some specific measure, and report the same to the 
House. oe 

Mr. SPEIGHT had accomplished his object. 
The course of the gentleman from Vermont was 
most unprecedented. A minority, before any final 
-action on the part of the committee, had siepped 
forth with a report, not only in advance of any 
report from the majority, but beforeany decision 
of the committee upon the subjcet before it. 


He, „lie Land 


from the Committee on Naval Affairs; Messrs. 
CHAMBERS, of Pennsylvania, and HUNTS- 
MAN, from the Committee on Private Land 
Ciaums; Messrs. LAY and JANES, from the 
,Committec on Revolutionary Pensions; Messrs. 
WHITTLESEY and BANKS, from the Com- 
mittee on Claims; Messrs. CRANE and MUH- 
LENBERG, from the Committee on Revolu- 
tionary Claims; Mr. MASON, of Virginia, from 
the Committee on Foreign Affairs; Mr. BEALE, 
from the Committee on Invalid Pensionsy and by 
Mr. CHAPMAN, from the Committee on Pub- 
s. 


Mr. 


therefore, objected to the reception of this paper. | > CHAPMAN, from the Committee on 

Mr. BRIGGS, being a member of ‘thé’ com- : Public Lands, reported, without amendment, the | 
mittee, desired to say a few words, in order to ;. bill from the Senate to authorize the Pensacola 
remove any false impressions-as to the action of , and Perdido Railroad and Canal Company to open 
the committee on this subjcet. There had'been a road and cut a canal through the public lands. 


examination had not kept that systematic record 
which they ought to have kept, and the House 
was kept somewhat in the dark in consequence 
thereof. Mr. H. said he had taken a brief minute 
of their proceedings, and would call attention to 
.afew of the facts. The first decision which the 
committee came to was, that all hearsay evidence 
should be excluded. Now,ievery one knew that 
that proposition was the best and the only one 
that could be adopted in the taking of evidence; 
` buthe had searched the report in vain to discover 
that proposition, although all well knew that it 
was described before the committee. Now, sup- 
pose, at the next session of Congress, a contest 
should arise from the same State, and subject to 
the same laws, they would look to the present as 
a precedent, and they should want to point to the 
laws to establish facts—where would they find 


no collisions, no discord, nothing to interrupt the 
ood feelings which had existed in the committee. 
e was proceeding to state particularly the course 

of the committee upon the subject to whith refer- 

ence had been made; when i 


| 
i 


Mr. WILLIAMS, of North Carolina, rose toa `! 


question of order. He desired to know what , 
was the question before the House? ` I 
.. The CHAIR said that no question could be |! 
debated unless in possession of the House; and ‘| 
this document, not having been received, could |i 
not be discussed. The paper, not being in the © 
character of a report from a commitiec, could 
only be received by leave of the House. | 

Mr. BRIGGS asked leave to proceed in his | 
remarks; which was objected to. 

Mr. HALL moved to suspend the rules, to | 
enable him to submit the paper to which he had | 
referred; which was negatived, 


REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES—-aGAIN. 


Mr. UNDERWOOD, from the Committee oa 
Revolutionary Claims, reported a bill for the re- 
lief of the legal representatives of Francis Tay- 
lor, deceased; which was read twice and commit- 


Mr. CRANE, from the Cammittce on Revolu- -| 
; to the House by the Speaker, and laid on the table, since `| 


tionary Claims, reported a bill for the relicf of the 


-legal representatives of William H. Smith, de- |: 


ceased; which was read twice and committed. | 


Mr. HUNTSMAN, from the Committee on ` 


Private Land Claims,reported a bill for the relief 
of the heirs of William Pollard; which was read 
twice and committed. . 


Mr. JANES, from the Committee on Revolu- l 


tionary Pensions, reported the following bills; 
which were read twice and committed: |. 
A bill granting a pension to Ebenezer Dewey; 


and Diniel Havens; and : 
A bill granting a pension to Jonas Comins. | 
Mr. INGHAM, from the Committee on Com- 

merce, reported the following bills; which were , 

read twice and committed: a oi l 


-a third time, 


Mr. CHAPMAN moved t 


hat the bill be read 


Mr. WILLIAMS, of North Carolina, mióvéd 


‘to commit the bill tọ a Cominiitee of the Whole 


| House. 
After a few explanatory remarks by Mr. 
. CHAPMAN, on motion by 
Mr. BYNUM, the House proceeded to the 
consideration of the orders of the day. 
NORTH CAROLINA CONTESTED ELECTION. 
The House then, pursuant to the resolution 


Adopted onSaturday „the 19th of March, proceeded 


‘to the consideration of the special order, being 
i the report of the Committee of Elections on the 
; contested clection for the twelfth congressional 
, district of North Carolina. 

| The report of a majority of the committee was 
| in favor of the petitioner, David Newland, and 
: concluded by the following resolution: 


‘i... Resgleed, ‘Pnat James Graham is not entitled to a seat in 
a mis House, and that. David Newland is entitled to a seat in 
th 


is House.” 


|. Mr. GRAHAM moved the following amond- 


ment thereto: 

Strike out all after the word “ Resolved 
, following: , pees i 
“nat the depositions which have been communicated 


Pid and insert the 


the report of the Committee of Elections was made, wher- 
(+ evor taken upon due notice, shall be reccived by tiye House 
|; as testimony ia this casey” 
"i the voters.] ; 
| Mr. G. modified his motion by moving the fore- 
i going amendment as an addition to the resolution 
of the committee. 

_ Mr. GRAVES was entitled to the floor, but 
o gave WAY AO, oT : j : 

© Mr. HARD, who, moved that the report be 


Mr. HARD addressed the House at length in 


: support of his motion, and in opposition tò the || 


| views of the majority of the Committee of Elec- 
i tions. He. thought that the motion would be 
, sustained not only by the minority of the Com- 
i mittee of Elections, bat by the honorable gentle- 


1 i r venezer D , committed to a Committee of the Whole House. | 
A bill granting pensions to Benjamin Parkhurst ‘| : 


them? They would find ‘hearsay evidence, but 
no distinctive laws. f eas aap eee a 

| Anotheref-the decisions of the committee was, 
that where disqualified’ voters were discovercd 


‚i they were to be stricken from the poll, yetin the 


‘report of the majority no such principle or prop- 
osition could be discovered as presented to the 
| committee, or settled by them. Another propo- 
:| sition was submitted and decided, which he had 
n Searched for in. vain in the report, which was, 
.; that no person's vote was to be received who had 
voted out of the county in which he resided. 
‘(i Now, Mr. H. contended, that, if the House 
‘adopted this report, they would leave all the 
‘| pois of law in doubtand uncertainty.’ He had 
« heard it said on that floor and elsewhere, by mem- 
i| bers of that body, that the report of the majority 
‘| of a committee was prima jacie evidence of the 
) facts contained in it; and that when such report 
+; was made it carried on ‘its face high authority — 
| Buch authority as to enable them tonct and decide. 
i If the teport was of that high eharaeter, was it not 
‘absolutely necessary thatit should be clearly and 
‘{ distinctly made out? -If the report should’ mis- 
, state the state of facts, and if important:facts were 
| left out, would the House not be led astray by 
| the statements contained therein? might they not 
i be led into errors? Mr. H. here went into an 
n examination to show that thé majority of the 


[conciuding with ue names of |: committee in their report had’ mistaken and mis- 


|| Stated a fact in relatio 
į the sitting member. 

| The committee, also, in their report, state, 
"when the sitting member asked for farther time, 
| that they could find no precedent for granting fur- 
ther time, therefore they refused the application. 
: Now, Mr. H. had béen go fortunate as to find 
some six or eight cases in which further time had 
been granted to take testimony; in some cases 
‘| one month had been allowed, in others two, and 
| in others again three months had been allowed. 
ji Such misstatements, he contended, were caleu- 
| lated to mislead the House: Another reason why 
‘lat should be amended was, that the committee had 


n toa protest submitted by 


f 


THH CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE! 


. 


Dit 


stated and appended to their report alist of votes | 
which they say had been proven by hearsay to 


made. He submitted ,then, to the House, whether 
the report should nat be committed to a Commit- 
tee of the Whole, both to save time, and to have 
it corrected and settled judiciously and legally. 


| 


be bad votes given to Graham; and when you look |; mittee having recognized the polls 
to the report of a majority you ought to expect ' the highest authority. These (said Mr. B.) were 
a fair and full disclosure of the facts, as well for ` the register of the votes, called scrolls; arid, being 
one as the other of the parties. These were, no’ imperfect, had not been regarded alone as the 
doubt, unintentional errors, but still they were highest description of authority. 


ear | 


Mr. BOYD resumed. The gehtleman (Mr. | ask the dbitiniitfee whether, withoat a pl.ysicat 
Harp] had complained of the peerey of the com- | passibility of knowing the evidence against him, 


j 


Mr. B. hoped the subject would not be commit- 
ted, for such a course was only desighed to cause 
delay. He desired the fullest and strictest inves- | 
tigation’ into the testimony relicd upon by the 


Į 
! 
l 


Mr. BOYD rose to reply to some matters of committee; and he was well assured that butone 


fact. ‘The 
‘was not ma 
cision that no votes would be received of a 


genid mni had stated that mentian 
e in the committee’s report of a de- 
er- ` 


son voting out of the county in which he resided. | neither that session nor in the ensuing one. 


Now Mr. B. believed it was in the report, with | 


result would ensuc—a confirmation of their re-” 
port. If it were committed to the Committee of | 
the Whole House, it never would be terminated, 


Mr. B. was about, he said, to go intoa bricf 


the reference to the laws of North Carolina on history of the case, when 


the subject. In relation to the hearsay eum 
the petitioner wished to have stricken from the 


Mr. MAURY interposed, and raised a question. 
of order, whetliera motion to commit, which was 


sitting member’s poll certain voters of this de- : the pending one, opened the whole merits of the 


scription, but the committee refused this as inad- ' 
missible, The committee sct aside all testimony ` 


question ? i 
Mr. SPEIGHT remarked, that the gentleman | 


that came before them in the character ofhearsay | was probably not aware that the motion was to | 


evidence, and received none except such as was 
positive. 


ti 


commit with sundry instructions, and these in- ` 


The gentleman had complained of a!’ structions probably opened the whole merits of 
discrepancy in relation to the protest of the sit- |' the case. ; : bee 
ng member. Mr. B. had only’ to remark that, |: The CHAIR so dov'+4. that the instructions 


if the majority of the committee had not done’: did open the merits of the case. 


the sitting member greater injustice than in rela- ‘ 
tion to this, he should feel gratified indeed. The 


Mr. BOYD proceeded, and entéred into ajbrief | 
statement of the acts of both parties, from thé., 


gentleman had also said that the majority had |' time the petitioner gave the sitting member notice i 
appended to their report a statement from the of his intention to contest his seat, on the 2d of, 
petitioner ofa number of votes which he claimed . October, up to the time of the testimony being ' 


ought to be stricken from the_sitting nyember’s 
oll, under hearsay testimony. Mr. B. said the 


submitted to the committee. With regard tothe | 
admissibility of the testimony taxen subsequently 


ist was appended, and he wished tobe permitted to the report, he was opposed to it; and was 
to state that not only the list, but every other further of opinion that no testimony should have , 
document which they could get hold of, was in- . been consiuered which was taken after the meeting 


serted into the report, both for and against the 


of Congress: but no application was made for 


petitioner. In the committee they went on with — further time till about the middle of January. 


their examination from the commencement under 
the rule laid down, that none but positive testi- 


mony should be received, leaving out all other; ' tunity of examining all the testimony, and know- 


they went on taking notes, but not deciding in 
the case, until at length it was agreed that the 
documents should be submitted to the parties for 
the purpose of their makin 
such testimony as they could 
after they had investigated the testimony, 
ting member came forward and aske 


the case. The petitioner furnished an abstract, 


g out an abstract of for his opinion was, that neither pg 
r rely upon. Before |, have been made acquainted with what the report 
that nothing was heard about further time; but | would be, 


This application was made, it should be borne in. 
mind, after the party making it had had an oppor- : 


ing that it was insufficient to enable him to retain. 
his seat. This was one act of the committee 
which Mr. B. thought they were censurable for; 
party should’ 


The sitting member had suffered ‘ 


the sit- |, upwards of sixty days to elapse before he made 
further | his application for further time. until he discov- 
time. The object iu submitting the testimony to |! ered what the report or tae comuntice would be. |! 
them was to have them make out an abstract of | His request was then unreasonable, and ought || 
i| not to have becn complied with. 


The case having ji 


but the. sitting member was taken sick; and the ' been therefore closed, he thought the additional ' 


committee waited upon him in the hopeof getting | testimony ought not now to be received. That 
anabstract. He wastoo weak at thattime.to make || motion had for its object, and was in effect nothing 
it out, and it was delayed ten days ot two weeks, || else than to procure further time to hunt up tes- ` 


the committee still waiting. The sitting member '| timony, aa application the House had refused by | 


came in eventually with another protest instead ‘| its vote of Saturday last. 


of an abstract, and this protest was the one the 
gentleman had complained of as not being added 
to the report. They had searched for that and | 
some other testimony at the time the report was 
made up, but it was nowhere to be found. Mr. | 
B. wanted to append that very document to the 
Tepon, but could not find it. v a el 
r. HARD wished to call the attention of the | 
House to another fact. The committee had re- | 
ceived some five or six votes as legal votes which 
were not on the poll-book at all. : | 
Mr. BOYD resumed. ‘Phe gentleman hall com- | 
plained about hearsay testimony. Now it was | 
well known that the committee did not investigate ‘ 
hearsay testimony at all. The committee had | 
decided against every description of hearsay evi- 
dence. At the time the petitioner presented his | 
abstract, the sitting member, instead of present- | 
ing an abstract, presented another protest against ` 
the receivability of some of the evidence; and he” 
had said that that protest could not be &étten hold 1 
of by him, or it would have been appended to his ` 
report. The gentleman from New York (Mr. 
Harp) had infermed him afterwards that he had 
it, and would append it to the report of the mi~‘ 
nority. : 
_ Mr. HARD said he recollected the 
in. his ‘possession. - He. had: taken 


papers were ` 


them “to his |; 


August, and on the 29th of October the petitioner | 


| With all these disadvantages, the sitting member | 


regm for the purpose of examining jhen, butdid | 
not recollect of the ggntlgman’siaquiry ofhimin 
regard to them. a 


| 


Mr. HOAR desired further information on cer- | 
tain points he had not heard touched upon, before : 
he was able to give a reason for his vote. He con- | 
fessed that he was unable to perceive any good i 
ground on which the question, from the facts be- :! 
fore the House, could be settled. What were || 
they? The election took place on the 13th of |! 


gave notice that he should contest the sitting |: 
member’s seat, ; . i 

Mr. BOYD said, the 2d of October. 

Mr. HOAR, We'll, he gave notice on the 2d |! 
that he should proceed on the 29th of October. || 
Look at the character of this notice. It stated |! 
neither the reason nor the grounds for the con- |. 
test. Nor did it contain the names of the wit- |! 


nesses, or the kind of testimony expected from |: 
them? Upon referring to the report, he found || 
that the petitioner had continued taking deposi- `| 
tions up to the 2d day of December, after the sit- 
ting member must have left for Washington., 
Again, the election taking place on the 13th of |i 
August, the petitioner had the advantage of all, 
the interval of time hetween the day of election | 
and the close (the 29th) of the month of October.: 


entered into , the investigation,.and presented a.'! 
protest against the admission of certain testimgny,:! 
which was. not decided. upon by. the committee | 
till the 14th of Jaiyary, and then that gentlempn, 
asked for further time. He (Mr. EZ.) would then! 


Is as evidence of | 


the sitting member should be debarred from pro- 
ducing all the testimony he could in his own 
favor? He was at a loss to understand the prin: 


' ciple upon which the majority of the committee 


had ¢ome to the conclusion they had; and, until 
he did, hè could not sustain it. Testimony had 
been taken by the petitioner since the sitting 
member lefthome; and some oppurtunity should 
be afforded to rebut it, otherwise great injustice 
vould’ be done him. © | : 

Mr. BEARDSLEY said there might be great. 
force in the remark of the gentleman from Mas- 
sachusetts, that the sitting member’s case had 
suffered by the petitioner having taken evidence 
since he (the sitting member) left home, if that 
gentioman had rested his defense upon that ground., 
If he had tome to the House, and stated that he 
was taken by surprise by the evidence taken since 
he left home, that would have presented a.differ- 
entcace. But the sitting member was asked, when 
the subject of time was up some time ago for dis- 
cussion, whethcr he desired time to take new 
evidence of which he had knowledge, or to hunt” 
up evidence; and the ‘gentleman distinctly an- 
swered, that he did hot ask time to discover new 
evidence, but to take evidence of which he was 
privy. No complaint hag ever been heard from ` 
the gentleman, that he was taken by surprise at 
the depositions taker. since his departure from 
home. No complaint’ of this nature had been 
heard from him in the House, nor, as far as the 
report sowed, in the committee, 

Mr. WISE remarked, that politicians were not 
good judges of contested clections; but when law- 
yer politicians became judges then there was no 
expectation ef ciiner uath or justice. He was 
himself not swayed by party in this case; indeed 
he could not be, for he understood that both gentle- 
men came out before the peonle for the same candi- 
date he supported, (Jndge White.) He complained 
that the most material partyin this case was for- 
gotten, tlie people; and the whole'had been treated 
as a case of meum and ttum, between A Band C 
D. Now, the question was}not one between Gra-: 
ham: and Newland, but whom had the people 
elected? Heunderstood the object of the motion’ 


‘thon pending to be, t9 bring in the testimony 


taken since the report of the committee Was made. 
These depositions were understood to vary, ma- 
terially vary, the report of the majority of tne 
committee, and hë could conceive no treason why 
they should not be admitted. Could a decision 
of the Committce of Elections set aside the con- 
stitution and laws of North Carolina? That would 
be the effect of affirming the decision of the com- 


‘mittee if the additional testimony were taken 


pursuant to those laws. But the decision of the 
committee, that these gentlemen should not have 


: further time, did not assert that they should take: 


no further depositions. He asked the gentleman 
at the head of the majority of the committee if 
such were not the fact? ; 

Mr. BOYD admitted that the decision of the 
committee applied oniy to the application for 
further time. woe, 

Mr. WISE then proceeded atlength to contend 
for the admiesibility of the subsequent testimony; 
and referred to the practice of Jaw and equity 
courts. which, under analogous circumstances, 
would, he contended, decide inits favor. Justice 
to the people of North Carolina required that the 
House should. not pronounce ydeeision, in; which 
their rights and interests were involved, without 
having all the evidence before them. Mr, W. 
stated that he had heard from good authority that 
there were tens and fifties. of bad, votes, nat re- 
ported either by the majority or minority of the 
committee: and this was another reason why the. 
House should have every tittle of the testimony, 
before them. , He reiterated that.that House was 
an unfit place to,try the case of a contested elec: 
tion, especially in view of a- presidential elections, 
and he could already fọresoc aid prophesy how, 
every vote would, be regorded in the present case. 
He referred to the case of Moore and Letcher, 
as- having, been debated’ exclusively on part 
gtaunds., He admitted that he was himself unfit 

decide the question; and it was from that con- 
5 eusnese al frow the geenes he witnessed, 
around him on that ‘oééasiin, that he had voted 
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to refer it back to the people. What he did in , 
that case, he should do in the present—vote to 
refor it back to the people, and let them decide. 

Mr. ANTHONY remarked, that it had been 
evident for some time, that tiere wasa continued 
and labored attempt to make this a party question 
by some gentlemen there; and he need only refer 
to the various motions that had been made from 
time to ime, in proof of the fact; but he earnestly 
appealed to the House to set aside party feelings 
on this question, ; , 

Mr. A. went into a history of the proceedings 
as detailed in the report of the committee, at some 
length, to show that there was no necessity to 
commit or recommit the subject, and entered into 
an elaborate argument in support of the views of 
the majority. 

Mr. PEYTON appealed to the gentleman from 
New York to withdraw his motion, and thus 
bring the question on the additional testimony 
immediately before the House. 

Mr. HARD accordingly withdrew it. 

The question then recurred on the amendment | 
of Mr. Granas to add the resolution before in- . 
dicated to admit the additional testimony. 

Mr. GRAVES moved an adjournment, but 
withdrew it, to enable the Chair to present a 
communication from the Secretary of War, in 
answer to a resolution of the House of the 2Ist 
stant, transmitting a report of the Topograph- 
ical bureau, containing a survey of the route of a 
canal from Well’s river to Burlington, Vermont; 
which was referred to the Committee on Roads 
and Canals. 

The House then adjourned. 


Mr. RIPLEY said,asthere were severalsimilar | 
applications from Louisiana for the privilege of 
constructing railroads through the public lands, 
he hoped tnat the present question would not be 
decided in a manner to make it an injurious pre- , 
cedent. Experience had shown that considerable ; 
more space than the mere width of the railways | 

was necessary, in order to erect depots, &c. The ` 

committee had reported in favor of granting a, 

width of two hundred feet to the Carrolton rail- , 

road in Louisiana, This, he contended, was not | 

too much. The lands in the vicinity of the Per- | 
dido were comparatively worthless; and to stickle 

about a proposition which looked to the construc- , 

tion of a great thoroughfare like the one pro- ; 
_ posed, was unworthy of Congress. 
' Mr. R. adverted to the enhanced value of the | 
adjacent public lands, owing to the construction i 
of railroads. The lands in the vicinity of the ` 
Atchafalaya railroad were not previously worth | 
one dollar per acre. Since the location of the |. 
road, they had risen to fifteen or twenty dollars. | 
He would not say that there was any jealousy on 
tue part of members, but particular scruples 
seemed to exist on this subject. He was de- ` 
cidedly opposed to the proposed amendment, |: 
unless the Delegate from Florida preferred that it 
should prevail. j 

Mr. HARDIN remarked that the bill gave to 
this company, in the character of an ‘“‘ incorpo- ' 
rated hereditament,” a tract of country sixty 
yards in width, and, perhaps, two or three han- ` 
dred miles in length. If there was only one’ 
project of the kind, it might not be an ‘object of |. 
so much importance; but there were numerous” 
applications for similar grants. fn this case the ` 
charter gave a width of eighty feet, when twenty ` 
: were enough. The Delegate from Florida was 

content with eighty fect. 

Mr. H. desired to see this charter. He wished 
to hnow if it afforded the United States a fair 
chance to transmit the mails, munitions of war, `; 
&c. He did not want these to be carried free, 
but upon reasonable terms, and without the power 
of extortion, This was ‘a charter, not of that 
House, but was granted by the Legislative Coun- 
"i cil of Florida. Perhaps not five members in the ' 
| House had ever seen this charter, and they ought | 
‘ not to act without knowing whether it sufficienily `; 

guarded the interests of the United States. He: 
concluded by calling for the yeas and nays on his 
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The House resumed the consideration of the 
bill from the Senate to authorize the Pensacola 
and Perdido Railroad and Canal Company to con- 
struct a railroad through the public lands; the 
motion pending being thatof Mr. Witiiams, of 
North Carolina, to. commit the bill to a Commit- 
tee of the Whole House. : 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of North Carolina, said 
that, having had some conversation with the gen- 
teman who had reported the bill from the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands, {Mr. Cuapman,] he had 


come to the conclusion to withdraw his motion : 
to commit motion to amend. 


; on ga). Mr. MERCER was authorized by the Delegate 4: 
che e question to fom Florida to move the same amendment as the 


: ° A i hic! 4 
< Mr. PARKER inquired if there was a quorum j e etae S proposed: by: the eenvemen i 
inthe House. p! 


Mr. RIPLE i 
- The CHAIR counted the members; when it `; PE EE 


are that 117 were within the bar—no | M: HARDIN withdrew the call for the yeas | 
a ji and nays. : A 

E PARKER mora a call of the House; | Mr. PARKER thought that time had been ` 
Uras cond en : hundred i i wasted in discussing a bill which had never been 

, pon Aa Rane wee undred and twenty- |) before the committee to which it rightly belonged. `! 
wo members, being a quorum, were found to be ;| He would therefore move, that the bill be com- |; 
mitted to the Committee on Roads and Canals, || 


in attendance. 

_ The bill above referred to was then read for: There was another bill, on the same subject, 
i b ee 

information, || which he should also move be committed to the 

same committee. 


Mr. HARDIN moved to amend the bill by ` 
striking out one hundred and eighty fect as the ' Mr. CHAPMAN opposed the commitment. | 
; He had not seen the charter of this company, ‘| 


width granted fer the construction of the road, 
and inserting eighty feet in lieu thereof. Mr. H.: 5 i 
: : : ut presumed it was properly guarded, so far as |! 
stated that the amendment which he had proposed | the rights of those immediately interested were `; 
» ‘concerned. ffe entered into a defense of the | 


[M pona to by the Delegate from Florida 
r. Wurte,} who was not then present. ii system of improvements, by means of railroads, |: 
_ Mr. CHAPMAN should have objected to the |. 4 the South. which he considered had been aa- | 
amendment, as calculated to defeat the objects of ; sailed by the gentleman from Kentucky, [Mr. | 
the bill; but as the Delegate from Florida was || Hanorn,] and al:o into the propriety of comply- 
understood to acquiesce in the amendment, he `: ing with thé applications for right of way through’: | 
would be disposed to yield his own opinion on |: tte public domain. f mick 
the subject. He repeated, however, that he con- |! r. MERCER was opposed to thé commit- : 
sidered the amendment as fatal to the objects of j: ment. He believed the subject should not origin- ` 
the company. ` j. ally have been referred to the Committee on the -| 
* Mr. MERCER remarked that the charter of | Public Lands; but to send it now to a different | 
the company required that the road Should be only || one would be a reflection upon’ the ‘committee |! 
eighty feet in width. The argument of the gentle- || which heretofore had charge of it. | 
man from Alabama [Mr. Cuapman] would only '; Mr. BOON (chairman of the Committee on || 
go to show that the company had accepted an im- || Public Lands) had no pride in reference to the | 
cognizance of this bill. He felt particular in- ' 


racticable charter. The Baltimore and Ohio 
Railroad company occupied a width of only || terest in regard to the precedent which might | 
tw be made in this case. Mr. B. adverted to the 


twenty fect. It was proposed to give the com- 
large appropriations for railroads and other im- | 
provements which had been made by the' Legis- |! 


, after the i 


i 


ny, under the bill before the House, eighty 
fet, which he deemed amply sufficient. 
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lature of Indiana. If the views of the gentleman | 
from Kentucky [Mr. Harpy] were to prevail, 
it would be tantamount to denying to the new 
States the privilege of opening such communica- 
tions as were demanded by the commercial opera-. 
tions and the growing prosperity of that portion 
of the country. The committce had, in several 
cases, reported bills granting a width of one hun- 
dred and fifty feet for those thoroughfares, This, 
he contended, was nottoo much, particularly when 
it was recollected that the value of the lands in the 
vicinity were greatly enhanced by the improve- 
ment. , 
Mr. GRENNELL said that the bill involved 


important interests, and should not be passed in 


‘a hurry, without such information as to enable 


them to vote intelligently. -He adverted to the 
large grant which was proposed in the bill, as a 
reason why they should act understandingly on 
the subject. He desired to know from the chaire. 
man of the committee whether the charter of this 


, company was before the committee; and, if so,. 


what were its provisions, as it waste form the 
basis of legislation. ER hes 

Mr. BOON, in reply, said, that the charter was’ 
not before the committee. The bill had, in com- 
mittee, been given in chargé to the gentlemin from, 


: Alabama, [Mr. Cuapmaw,]. whe was best ac- 


quainted with the proposition. . 
„Mr. DAVIS moved to commit the bill to the 
Committee on Roads and Canals, with instruċ-; 
tions to provide for the transportation of the, 
United States mail on the proposed railroad, by 
an amendment not contravening the rights ‘of the! 
company. Ge a A N F 
Mr. RIPLEY felt considerable solicitude on 
this subject, representing, as he did, apart of the 
country where three of these companies had been 
incorporated, and had made similar applications 
for the privilege of constructing their yoads 
c public lands. ey were now 
the order of the day in the South. He contended 
that two hundred feet in width was not too much; 
in that section, when it was recollected that the 
products transported upon those roads were of a. 
oulky description. He again adverted to the en- 
hanced value of the public lands on account of 
the opening of railroads, and the unprecedented 
amount of revenue now derived from, that source.. 
He apprehended it was believed, by many of the 
members, that a part of these grants would 
applied to other objects, for the erection of houses, 
ei off towns, or other speculating purposes, 
This could be easily remedied by an amendment 
prohibiting the uge of the lands granted for any 
other than public purposes. 0 0 
Messrs. PARKER 


After a few DR a by 
, the bill was, on motion by 


and DICKERSO' 
Mr. CASEY, committed to the same Committee 
of the Whole to which a similar bill from tke. 
Senate had been committed. 

REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. . 

Mr. LAY, from the Committee on: Revolution- 
ary Pensions, reported the following bils; which 
were read twice and committed: — . . 

A bill for the relief of Job Daniel; and - 

A bill for the relief of Daniel Trabue... > 

Mr. JARVIS, fromthe Committee on Naval 
Affairs, reported a bill in addition to an act enti- 
tled ‘* An act to regulate the pay of the Navy of the: 
United, States;’’ which was read twice and com- 


Mr. CARR, from the Committee on Private 
Land Claims, reported a bill fot the. relief of . 
Stephen Lalanda; which was read twice and com- 
mitted. 4 PR LR Se eee y aes er ` 

Mr, GILLET, from thp select committee .on 
gold coins, reported a bill direotiag the fabrication: 
of certain gold coins;: which: wag read twice, itè- 
further consideration postponed until Monday 
week, and ordered to be printed, o:i; 0-0 

Mr. CARTER, on leave, predented ‘certain’ 
testimony in a case pending before: a committee. 
of the oase; which was referred, 

On motion by Mr. A. H..SHBPPERD, the 
House proceeded to. the consideration of the orders 
of the day, the contested election for North Car-. 
olina. : : i KN a 

NORTH CAROLINA CONTESTED RLECTION. 


The House then; pursuant- to the resolution 
adopted- on Saturday, the 19th of March, pro- 
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ceeded. to the consideration of the special orders 
being the report of the Committee of Elections 
on the contested election for the twelfth congres- | 
sional district of North Carolina. | 

The report of a majority of the committee was | 
in favor of the petitioner, David ‘Newland, and | 
concluded by the following resolution: i 

« Resolved, That James Grotram is not entitted to a seat | 
in this House, and that David. Newland is entitled to @ | 
seat ia this House.” 

Mr. GRAHAM mo 
ment thereto: 

Surike opt ajl after the 
following : 

“That the depositions which have been- gommunicated . 
to the House by the Speaker, and Itid onthe fable, since | 
the report of the Committee of Elections wis made, wher- | 
ever taken upon duc notice, shal be received by the House | 
as testimony in this case,” (concluding with the names of | 


ved the following amend- 
$ ¥ -u K } 
> and insert the | 


word “ Resaived, 


the voters.} 

Mr. G. having modified his motion by moving | 
the foregoing amendment as an addition to the | 
resolution of the committee, and i 

Mr. HARD having, withdrawn his motion,to į 
commit the two reports_and the additional testi- , 
mony to a Conimittee of the Whole House, : 

Mr. GRAVES, who was entitled to the floor, : 
gave way to S ; 

Mr. RENCHER, who said he had a series of , 
resolutions to propose as an amendment to the 
resolution of the committee, which would’ bring | 
the whole subject substantially and in detail be- | 
fore the House; and he asked his colleague [Mr. , 
Graan] to withdraw his amendment, as the 
propositions he (Mr. R.) intended to submit : 
would embrace it. ‘ f 

Mr. GRAHA 
amendment: and É ; 

Mr. RENCHER submitted the following: 

1. Resolved, That the depositions which have been com- ; 
mumicated to the House by the Speaker, and laid on the H 
table since the report of the Committee of Elections was ` 
mede, whenever taken upon dué notice, will He reeeived | 
by the House as testimony. in this ease. aote d 

9, Resolved, That the five votes taken from the commons? 
box at the Franklin ptecinct in Buncombe county, and 
counted for the petitioner, ought not Be counted. ’ 

3. Resolved, ‘Chat the thiree. votea winch were: striekén 
from the petitioner’s roll by the judges at Asbeville, in. Bun- 
combe county, because it appeared by the return of the 
judges from the Henderson precinct, that those of thé votes 
given the petitioner were given by voters living in Yancey 
county, and which have now been added to his poll by the | 
committee, ought not tobe allowed. : 

4. Resolved, That two votes, (to wit: Robert Lankford 
and George Barkley,) stricken from the ‘roll of the sitting 
member by the committee, on the ground that they vote 
opt of their proper county, ought to be restored, beeause 
there is no prooi that they lived out of the county in which 
they voted. ; , | 

5. Resolved, That two votes, (to wit: Moses Pace and ` 
Andrew Morrison,) which were proven by parol testimony | 
to have been given for James Graham, out of the county 
in which they reside, and on that account have been stricken ; 
from his poll by the committee, oughtto be restored, because ' 
it does not appear from the poll books themselves that either 
of these men voted at the clection. : : 

6. Resolved That William H. Milton ought to be stricken 
from the poll of the petitioner, because it appears that he 
had not paid a public tax. : . 

7. Resəlved, That the five votes found on page six of the 
report, which have been counted for -the petitioner; but 
which were not given in at the pails, ought. not, ta. be ; 
counted. a. SP i Borg 1 

8. Resolred, That there is no evidence that these men 
were qualified to vote, not having lived in- the eounty | 
where they offered to vate tweive months immediately | 
preceding the day of election, as required by the constitu- 
tion of North Carolina, or that they tendered their votes as 
required by the law of that State. 

9. Resotved, therefore, That ene > is entitled toa | 
seat upon this floor as a Representative from the twelfth ! 
congres:ional district of North Carolina. i 


Mr. RENCHER did not submit these resolu- 
tions for the purpose of making a speech thereon, 
but simply for the purpose of bringing the subject: 
before the House in such a manner, as they might 
vote on each separate proposition. He there- 
fore asked a division of the question so as to take 
the sense of the House on each of the resolutions; | 
and by the time they came to the ninth resolution | 
it would be decided who was entitled to the, seat. 
He hoped that the House would take each prop- 
osition by yeas and. nays, so that the country 
might know the opinion of the House on each of: 
the propositions submitted... 

‘Mr. BYN UM hoped the House woyld not re- 
cejve an individual one of the propositions. sub-, 
mitted.by his.colleague, (Mr, Rencuer.] If the 
House had any regard for its own dignity or the 
interests of the country, it would not consent to 
receive those propositions. , If gentlemen look 


M accordingly withdrew’ his , 


i 
li 
1 
} 


1 


. sumed in the committee, 


;, attempt to san 


Z || posed they should follow, by attempting to exam- 


| jority’s report was erro 


|| to draw them off from 
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but one moment, they would perceive: that the 
! case presented a striking similitude to one of 
the most extraordinary cases ever before the 


House: he meant the case of Moore and Letcher. i 


It was within the recollection of the members of 
that House what were the consequences of de- 
parting from the known rules of parliamentary 
precedents. He asked what committces. were 
formed for, if not to examine subjects of that kind 
in detail, and after examining the various details, 
to come to one genera 
- to the House, 

sanction or reject their report? 

House would attempt.to deviate from that rule? 
‘If they did they would find-it perfectly impracti- 
i cable to. get through with the subject. If the 

House had commenced examining the subject in 
detail, he ventured to predict that two thirds of 
the session would have been consumed in the 


He asked if the į 


i consideration of that one single subject. 
i propositions were to be kept before the House, 
‘and each one in the House was to. consume ag] 
; much time in arguments thereon aş had already | 
been consumed in committee, they -would not 
adjourn before the meeting of the next Congress. | 
Every one must recollect the immense time ton- 


nine members to raise 
ject. wae tp be examine 
where there were twa hundred and forty, 
what.the consequence would be? Much had been 
said about responsibility in the House, and he 


arguments; andif the sub- 
d in detail in the House, | 


now called on gentlemen to. come up to meet the; 


responsibility.. 
ati 
` merely calling off attention from the main ques- 
tion. ; IE 
The CHAI 
the motives o 
motion. À 
Mr...BYNUM said he merely: spoke of the 
proposition, without reference to the motives of 
the gentleman. aie Ss i 
Mr. RENCHER inquired if hiş motion to 
amend was out-of order? fie athe Wl 
The CHAIR said it was not out of order. 
.Mr. BYNUM resume 


d. „He-knew the gentle- , 

| man had a p 

| precedent had met the uniyersal disapprobation 

! y impartial. member. of that House.. The 
ad set the precedent which it was pro- 


He hoped the House would not] 


AIR said.it was not in-order to impugn 
f the gentleman who submitted the 


| 


| of ever 
' House 


| inein detail the Moore and Letcher casc, and after 


l result, to report the facts || 
and thencall upon the House to) 


f 


If those | 


where. there were only | 


he asked | 


on a proposition withia.view. of |, 


recedent for his. motion, but that! 


|i 


4 
the committee had given to: the petitioner, not 
because these persons did actually vote for him, 
| but because they intended to vote for him, and 
were refused the privilege by the judges of the 
election, Would the dignity of the House be 
| compremaitted by considering a proposition to. 
strike themoff? He thought,not. Again, atone 
of the election precincts, it appeared there were 
five yotes received for the petitioner, which were 
not on the poll-book at_all... There were only one 
hundred and. forty-five votes polled, yet there 
were counted one:handred and fifty, in conse- 
quence. of. there being fve votea.in the commons’ 
| box fur the peiniioues. 4 hese votes were admitted 
by the committee. But, he contended, if such 
votes were to be reeeived, then almost every man 
` might vote twice. Another was, that the. com. 
mittee had set out with the intention of receiving 
no hearsay testimony; yet some. of their most . 
material. facts.,weve decided upon hearsay evi- 
dence;.and if was -necessary for the House to 
have some such propositions as those then before 
them, to come to a correct conclusion. They had 
the right to make such propositions, and they 
would claim the right te have a-vote of the House 
‘upon them unless cut off by the previous ques- 
tioay.and they were. all equally mindful of the 
honar aud digaity of the House and the nation. 
Mr. H. referred to the: ganeof the Moore and. 
' Letcher contested election of last year, stating that 
some genuemen had voted inconsistently. 

Mr. HAWES rose to a point of order. He did 
not consider the gentleman in order in alluding to 
votes of gentleman on a former occasion, and he 
took down and sent to the Chair the words of the. 
i gentleman. ; 

The- ÇHAIR decided that the gentleman had a 
right to. refor to the case of Moore and Letcher, 
if by so doing he intended to apply it to the 

resent case. . . : 

Mr. HARDIN was. glad to hear that he was 
not out of order. He was merely replying to the 
remarks of the gentleman from North Carolina, 
_[My. Brno.) Mr. He then went on to state- 


|: several instances in the Moore and Letcher case, 


‘in which the committee had. stricken out votes 
given for Mr. Letcher, but the House afterwards: 
Paserted tua; after which it was found that Mr. 
, Letcher was ahead. After this, Mr. H. said, 
some gentlemen who were on that committee 
voted that they could not decide which of the. 
entlemon were entitled to. the seat. 

The CHAIR said if it was the gentleman’s 


taking the yeas and nays some half a dozen or a 
' dozen times, they found themselves involved in an 
inextricable dificulty, and their 
perfect medley of inconsistency.. 
result? In order. 
ject, they agreed t 
and refer the subject back to the pcople of Ken- 
-tucky. He hoped this would not be the case on 
the present occasion. He hoped the House would 
` decide, as a body of its character ought to decide, 
i upon the validity or invalidity of these reports. 
If the majority in their report had drawn wrong 
| conclusions, let the minority show that the ma- 
neous, and the Ho 
endence enough to decide t 
‘it was erroneaus; but he hoped the House would 
‘ not go back, and retrace the grounds the commit- 
i tee had just passed over. He said he was pre- 
| pared to show some of the most extraordinary 
“inconsistencies of the.minarity of the committee 
‘ever committed by any sct of men; then, 
| intended to act, let them compare the reports, and 
| judge of them, and if the report of the majority , 
: Gould be substantiated, then they could strike out: 
the majority’s report. He antieipated a motion., 
the gencral conclusion, and ; 
i render action on the. reports nugatory. Sucha : 
| course might be adopted when the House thought 
| the committee had done wrongs ‘but he hoped the 
House would not sanction this proceeding in this | 
| instance. Mr, B. inquired if the question could | 
‘be further divided? . g T i 
The CHAIR said the motion to strike out and 
insert was indivisible. 4 l 
Mr, HARDIN said, the gentle 


Nhat was the 


_ would have indep 


i 
i 


| purpose to apply 
roceedings .a | 


to get clear of the whole sub- , 
o ward off the responsibility, , 


hat 


if they.: 


the former to the present case, 
i it would be in order, but that it would not be in 
order to re2xam‘ne the case of Moore and Letcher. 
Mr. HARDIN resumed. It did seem to him 
that it was utterly impossible to decide the pres- 
ent case in any way unless in the manner pro- 
posed. Some ofthe propositions he would vote 
for, and perhaps some of them he could not vote 
for. It appeared that there were several grave 
legal questions settled by the committee, and it 
was necessary that. the House should examine 
‘ them, and see if they were correctly settled; be- 
sides, he did not want any evidence taken, except 
sucir as was.of the. most positive character. 
"Mr. MERCER said they were then sitting, as 
a.court of justice, for the purpose of deciding an 
important cause—a cause in which, not only the 
rights of the people of North Carolina, but the 
rights and dignity of the. people of the United 
States, were involved. He considered the prop- 
ositiong, before the Hause as the -best-that cond 
, beadopted. He did not consider that they could: 
arrive at just conclusions in any other way than. 
by a and deciding upon independent 
propositions. He alluded to. the Virgima Legis- 
lature,in which similar propositions were brought 
forward in similar cases,and there they never 
had any difficulty in coming to just conclusions, - 


oe them speedily. He wished for 
o 


i 
1 
ii 


1 


; and in comi 


i might succeed the 


Mr. THOMPSO 


m. . 
N, of South Carolina, would be 
| glad if the House should take the course indicated 


man from North | 
Carolina [Mr. Bynum] seemed to be anprehen: 
sive that the dignity o the House would 
promitted by adopting the propositions then 
them. : Now, theré Cocina to be Gve votes W 


e com- || to have an oppo 
before `| tions separately 


hich. : 


|| by the resolutions then before them. He wished 
rtunity of voting an those proposi- 
; on some of them he might vote 


‘i för the pgldGoner, but on others he could not, and, 


TM: 
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therefore, he: desired tb hawe: the:opportunity of: 
voting on them ‘separately. He was astonished 
thatury gentleman should object to the first res- 
olution, for it appeared to him that they ought to 
receive all the evidence legally taken. He com- 
pared the report of the committee to the report 
of a commissioner ih chancery: and argued that 
the better manner would have been to refer it back 
to the committee. It was not the parties there 
which were concerned,’ but the people of the 
twelfth congressional district of North Carolina 
who were interested, and. on these grounds he 
argued that, no matter how great the laches of 
the sitting member might have been, yet they 
ought to grant further time. But the sitting mem- 
ber had shown that he had written to some of his 
agents, in which he was disappointed in getting 
their services, therefore he would receive the in- 
dulgence of any righteous judge upon earth. But 
the application was, that the testimony now on 
your tables be received, so that every man might 
make up his mind understandingly and justly. 
This he considered a most just and reasonable 
proposition. Thecommittee, no doubt, had done 
their duty with ali the information in their power, 
but here was new testimony which had come in 
since the report had been made, and he wanted 
all the evidence which could be procured. The 
evidence might make him decide in favor of the 
petitioner, or it might make him decide in favor 
of the sitting member. However that might be, 
he wanted to receive it. He also wanted to vote 
separately on the five votes spoken of; and if the 
final result was ta be effected by those five votes, | 
he should be in favor of sending the election back | 
to the people. : 
Mr. MciCAY was glad these distinct proposi- | 
tions had been presented, for he supposed he | 
might infer that they presented the points upon | 
which the sitting member’s case relied. Mr. 
McK. referred to a brief of the testimony. distrib- 
uted by the sitting member, and to various deposi- | 
tions in the report of the committee, intoa minute 
examination of which he went, and produced the 
original poll-book, or scroll, of Buncombe county. 
It appeared that the latter was imperfect, and that | 
persons had voted whose names were not now 


} 


found on it. The returns showed that Graham | 
reecived onè hundred and twenty at Flat Roek; ` 
Newland, ninety-five; whereas the poll-book con- ` 


tained only two hundred and fourteen names. 
He also pointed out some other discrepancies or 
hiatus therein. l 
‘Mr. RENCHER asked if that was the original | 
ll-book, ora mere copy? 
‘Mr. McK AY replied that he understood it was 
the original. ` 
‘Mr. RENCHER thought they were the sheriff’s 
copies. a 
Ar. GRAHAM remarked that they had pro- 
tested against the admissibility of those poll- | 
books. 
-Mr. McKAY replied that they were the ori- | 
ginal records, taken out of the clerk’s office. 


or authenticity some gentlemen seemed to think, : 
for they were never preserved by the clerk. Mr. 
MeK. then proceeded into a minute examination 
of several cases embraced in the report, and the 
dépositions relating to Moses Pace, Samuel Black- | 
well, Thomas Dofton, Robert Lankford, George | 
rklay, Andrew Morrison, and William H. 
Riinion, ` 
‘Mr. WISE, having examined the poll of Flat 

Rock, interposed, and remarked there was a still 


more’ material variation which the gentleman had 
overlooked. It stated that Graham had received 


He p 
remarked that thése records were not of the value || 


! and that: was, that the frve votes found in: the 


commans box, having the name of David New- 
land, should be strieken off the petitioner’s poll. ! 
He had no doubt the jadges. had done it inno- | 
cently and conscientiously, but they had done | 
wrong, and wore not authorized to do so by the 
constitution and laws of North Carolina. 

He also concurred with his colleague, that the 
constitution required a résidenee in the county | 
tweivé months preceding the day of election. - 
He agreed, in sum, with his colleague, [Mr. | 
Rencner,}] that the above-named five votes : 
should be stricken from the petitioner’s poll; | 
also, the three votes for Newland in Yancy coun- | 
ty, stricken off by the judges at Ashville; and | 
that a twelve months’ residence in the county | 
was indispensable. Mr. McK. then entered into | 
a detailed reference to the depositions, applying || 
the principles of the foregoing propositions of | 
Mr. Rencuer, which brought out a majority for | 
the petitioner, testing it by one rule of four and | 
by another of two votes. If, however, the sub- | 
sequent testimony should: be held admissible by | 
the House, the sitting member would then have 
a majority and be entitled to the seat. 

Mr. HAMER remarked that gentlemen had 
expressed their surprise at the course taken there | 
by others, but Mr. H. was equally sarprised at 
some remarks that had fallen from gentlemen ' 
themselves. One gentleman had said‘ he did not ' 
consider himself qualified to-decide this question. ' 
He believed he was not misrepresenting the geir- | 
tleman, and he found it ṣo reported in one of the 
morning papers, [the Globe.) 

Mr. WISE. What I maid was this: I do not | 
consider myself “ fit ° to decide this question, 
nor do I consider the gentleman from Ohio “ fit’? ' 
to decide it. , DRS 

Mr. HAMER, then, aia‘ not misunderstand 
the gentleman. A grcat deal (remarked Mr. II.) 
had been said about party, and party considera- 
tions. He would ask any gentleman to look over 


| 


| case, and in the-case of Moore and Letcher, or 
any other case of a contested election in high 
part times, and he would appeal to his candor 
to T whether party considerations were to be 
found on one- side alone? It would, however, be 
` sufficient to turn to the yeas and nayson the prop- | 
osition to fix Thursday last for the time of going | 
| into the considcation-of this subject. If gentle- 
men would talk about party, it would be seen 
which side it was who voted to a man on party | 
considerations, and which it was that crossed the | 
line. He himself held, that party'considerations | 
ought not to weigh in a case like this; and they 
all agrecd in this, though theré were ‘parties in 


t 


j 
l 


one thing and practiced another. Why should 
they be so repeatedly told by gentlemen on one 
side that party considerations were to govern 
them, while it was said in the same breath that : 
both gentlemen were on one side, and in favor of | 
the same candidate for the Presidency ? 

Mr. WISE explained. He had spoken cau- 
tiously and guardedly. He had understood that, 
in their canvass before the people, both gentlemen 
had avowed the same principles, but he knew not 
what might have been the effect of the magician’s 
wand since then. 

Mr. HAMER knew only from what he had 
heard, that he himself stood in the potitical re- 
lation to both parties, they being both politically | 
opposed to Mr. H. He had, then, no party in- . 
fluence to govern him, and he could not conceive | 


| 


one hundred ahd twenty votes, and Newland 


ninety-five; making two hundred and fifteen; but |! 
tke sum total at the end, stated the number of | 


véte's to be two hundred and fourteen, being one 
less than the number returned. But this was not 
all: Mr. W. had counted over the names, and 
found there were énly one hundred and fourteen; 
the numbers opposite the names were correct up! 


to fifty-six; but the next number began with one |: 


hundred and fifty-seven, and so ran on, making | 
thé return one hundred of one hundred and one 
rydre than it should have been. ` 


{ 
| 
j 


i 
I 


| why party considerations should govern any one | 
in deciding this question. 
To recur to the history of this question since 
it had come from the committee: altezcther 


Suar 


| ruary; and they had already been one or two ! 
| weeks engaged in the 


> 


a single question, or progressed one step 
had not. He held this to be a question that 


: ought | 
to be decided before any other, being one 


i 
i 


“Mv. McKAY proceeded: That made no differ- 
ce in the result. He agreed with one of the | 
omtions of his’ colleague, (Mr. Rexcnen,] | 


; Most grave and weighty that could come up for 
| considcration. Suppose an: important measure 
: Were'to be decided by the vote of the gentleman 


i 


the lists of yeas and nays already ‘taken in this | 


this country, as‘ well as in others, who professed ‘|| 


< he application for farther time 
. from sade ace 
it 
had been before the House nearly four months, `' 
and from the committee since some time in Feb- H 


: discussion of prelimin- | 
ary points. Now, let him ask, had they decided i 
They ` 


of the |. 


Marck 26, 


| from North Carolina‘now in his seat; and the de- 
| cision the next day’should be against him; that 


l land on them, which were taken therefrom, placed | law would go into force without having the sanc- 
, in the coneressional box, and counted for New- 


tion of the majority of the popular branch of 
Congress. This he mentioned as a case that might 
happen; and it certainly: showed the importance 
: of as speedy a decision upon questions bearing 


` upon the organization or the vitality of their body 


‘as possible, or as was consistent with a due ex- 
amination of the testimony adduced. 
Mr. RENCHER raised a question of order, on 
the ground of the irrelevancy of the gentleman’s 
course of remarks on the propositions then pend- 


ing. 

The CHAIR said it was impossible for him to 
see in what manner the gentleman intended to 
illustrate the subject; but the whole merits of the 
case being open, he conceived the gentleman to be 
strictly in order. 

Mr. HAMER proceeded. He was replying to 
what had been thrown out by gentlemen who had 
preceded him. . Mr. H. then ‘entered upon a re- 
view of the resolutions of Mr. Rencuer, which 
were said tq be intended to show on what prin- | 
ciple the House should come to its decisions. 
This he showed to be impossible, from their vague 

i and indefinite character; and even what they did 
| express were mere truisms. `. 

r. H. then proceeded to examine the addi- 
tional testimony pried on the part of the sitting 
member, which he argued to be inadmissible in 
any court of law in the country, not only for, 
want cf due form, but from being purely ex parte. 
Its reception would militate against every principle | 
of law established and recognized throughout the 
country. 

Mr. WISE here rose to a point of order, on the 
ground that any argument on the subsequent de- 
poani was irrelevant to the point before the 

House at that time. 
The CHAIR was of opinion thatthe gentleman 
| was in order, inasmuch as one of the propositions“ 
' then before the House referred to the reception of 
| this very testimony. 
‘Mr. HAMER proceeded to show the er parte 
| character of the testimony in question. This was 
‘ the very ground assumed by the sitting member 
„in hia protest, (p. 21, 22,) and by the minority 
| of the committee, (p. 18,) in objecting to a portion 
| of the petitioner’s testimony, In one place the: 

sitting member set forth the hardship of his being 

compeiled, by amoral obligation, to be here at 

the commencerhent‘of the session, and objected 
| to any testimony taker after he set out; and yet, 
| after this, he applied for time to take further tes- 
| timony, which must necessarily have been in his 
absence, and taken under the very circumstances 


;, against which he had previously protested. Now, 


the petitioner had a right to be governed by the 
same moral obligation to come here, believing 
' himself to be the true representative of the peopue 


|, of the twelfth congressional district, as the sitting 


iraember, Thetestumony then subsequently taken 
was purely of anex parte character, and ought not’ 
to be received. He mentioned ancther cireum- 
‘Stance, It was well known that, in ali ordinary 
cases of taking testimony,aday’s journey varied- 
from twenty to thimy miles; while the sitting 
‘member had served ‘notices on the petitioner to 
take testimony, five hundred and fifty miles dis- 
tant, in eleven-days.from time of serving of the 
notice, and this in the very depth: of winter. Bat 
the petitioner was not bound to regard the notices 
‘atall; for Mr. H. held- that, from the moment 
the proceedings-‘commenced in the Committee of 
Elections, that moment the trial commenced, and 
` the subsequent acts of the committee were a pro- 
‘ gression of the trial. He adverted to the fact of 
having been heard 
member, until he knew the report 
was made, and madè unfavorable to him. r. 
H. was willing and dėsirous to have all the light 
that was possible; but'let it come from all sides, 
| and let each party be placed on an equal footing. ` 
The sitting member came away from North Car- 
olina, refusing to attend farther to his own case, 
and then objected to alf testimony taken in his 
absence, though’ he now wished to-bring in tes- 
tmony taken, not’ only dyring the petitioner’s' 
| absence, but taken at a time wien the petitioner 
| could not possibly have-been present. Surely 
' tirat was“ not a correct principle. He was for 


' 


i 


186d I7 


of taking depositions and cross-examining wi». 
nesses. i 

A great deal had been said about the House 
being governed by legal rutes-of evidetice.’ Tits, 
Mr. H: admitted, to a certain extent should be: 
the casé} bút their NEAL Bint MAAA De todo ' 
justices and that próniptly.. This duty. devolved : 
upon them bythe Consttttion; ard the House! 
had not yet acted with that promptltide.required. 
of them. He then dwelt -at some length wpon: 
the character of the resolutions of the gentlemat 
from North Carolina, [Mr. Rencuny} and con»: 
cluded by expressing.a hope that no further.time 
would be wasted in discussing mere incidental 
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ouse- to adopt.: ‘It was bs; 
follows: 


, Resolved, That the contested clection from the twelfth | 
congressional district in the State of North Carolina,: be. | 


made the order of the day fur Monday uext, to the exclusion ` 
of all other business for that day, for the especial purpose | 
of affording to the sitting member And petitioner a farther ` 


opportunity of subinitting-to this House sach renvarks in 
relation to the said contested election as they, or either: of 
them, may think, proper. r gs SFS 
Mr. GRAVES refused to yield the floor for the : 
purpose indieated, and replied that,. from: the 


manifest indisposition of the House to adjourn, ` 


he-wished to conclude the very few: remarks he 
had to make, and the gentleman might then make: 
his motions: Mr. G: then proceeded to address 


{ 


points about the admissibility of evidence, bat’ the House;.and expressed’ a hope that party con . 
that they would come up and mect the main ques- ` siderations would not be brought to: bear upon it,- 
tion itself. He made.this appeal to gentlemen’ but that it would be decided: aceording to the | 
on all sides. Mr. H.then adverted to the case of) principles of right and jastiee. . He ap 
Moore and Letcher, which had been decided upon’) the majority of the. House, after suffering some 
grounds different from those assumed by some weeks to be spent on the preliminary question, . 
gentlemen. [Mr. H.’sremarks wil be published to allow this discussion.to go an at least two or | 


ed to”. 


in extenso as soon as they can be written out. ] 
Mr. WILLIAMS, of North Carolina, here 
moved an adjournment; and_ 
Mr. VANDERPOEL asked for the yeas and | 
nays; which. were ordered. - : 
Me: MERCER hoped the hour woult be noted 
on the Journal, : 
[It was then four o’clock. ooi 
At the request of Mr. BYNUM, Mr. WIL- |! 
LIAMS withdréw his motion to adjourn;and | 
Mr. BYNUM inquired of the Chair what wouid i` 
be the situation of this question if they adjourned i 
without taking it that night? and if it would not : 
give place to all the other business on the Speak- 
er’a table? 
The CHAIR replied that that would. be the: 


case. - f i ; 

Mr. GRAVES said: Whilst I claim to be in»: 
fluenced by proper motives, and feel that Fam as: 
much bound to deal out equal justice to both par: 
ties as though I had gone to the table of your 


Clerks sir, and taken a-solemn oath in thè pres 
enoe of my God to try: this case according to law’, 
and.evidence; yet I candidly admit what I believe | 
to-be tate in reference to the feelings of every: 
member of. this House, that I have desired, since | 
my attention was first directed to this subject, to 
be enabled irom tire testimony in this: cage, :if I 
could conscientiously, to give my vate in favor of | 
him whose opinions approach nearest mine on the’ | 
subject-of tho presidential election, inasmuch as | 
that election may come into this House, and the 
vote of North Carolina may depend on who shall , 
filbthe contested seat. bs ae 

Mr, WILLIAMS, of Kentucky, then moved | 


ta suspend the rules for the purpose of proceed- |; 


ing with the’ consideration of the: report of the | 
Committee of Elections, giving it the preference, 
from day to day, over all other business, until.it: 
Was pey hei of, | SE ee 
‘Mr. BRIGGS’ asked for the yeas and nays, 
which'were wot ordered; and: the motion: to sug- 
pend, taken by tellers, was: negativedwayes 92, 
noes 77; not-two thirds voting in the affirtaative. 
Mr. MERCER then renewed the same motion; 
and asked te peas and nays théreon; i 
‘Mr, UNDERWOOD moved an adjournment, 
remarking that the motion could as well be made‘: 
on Monden ae a RSE eee Se j 
Mr. VANDERPOEL asked for the yeas agd | 
nays; which were ordered; and the motion to ad- 
joura was negatived—yeas 83, nays 110. 
Mr. MERCER then moved the suspension of! 
the rules for the purpose of enabling-hirh to offer ` 
a resolution giving this subject the preference! 
over alf other business on Monday and Tuesday , 
next, unless sooner disposed of; and on ‘that mo<'| 
tion- Mr, M.. asked the yeas and naya; which | 
Me at pai eA tn ato: Cate 
“This question was also decided in the néga- | 
tive—yeas 96, nays 92; not two thirds votine in 
the affirmative. — P À a 
Mr. GRAVES béing thertentitied to the floor— | 
Mr. HOPKINS asked’ thé gentleman t yield | 
it for a moment ‘while he’ nade a motion which | 
he thought would meet the apptobstion of all 
sides of the Housed. ` If the gentleman would give” 
way fora moment, he (Mr. H.) would move'a, 
stspension of the-rules for the purpose of submit-: 
ting & proposiden which he hoped it would be | 


j 


|; an adjournment; and 


; when -he again gave 


j| nays; which, being ordered, 


three days longer. Mr. G. was ptroceeding to 

ropiy to:Mr: McK ay, when he gave way to 
; r. CHAMBERS, of Kentucky, who moved ; 
a call of the House; which was ordered--ayes' 
| 74, noes 67.. Mo Phe í 

‘Mr. WILLIAMS, of North Carolina, moved 
Mr. LANE asked for the 
ere ordered; whereupon ; 
Mr. WILLIAMS withdrew his motion. 
The call of the Heuse was then préceeded in 
for some time; when, on motion by ``: 

Mr. HAWES, its further procesdings were : 

dispensed with; taken: by tellers~ayes 92, noes | 


yeas‘and nays; which 
w f : 


Mr. GRAVES then resumed; and proceeded | 


to reply to Messrs: McKay and Hamer, and in | 
opposition to the report of the Committee of 
Elections; and, after proceeding a short time, he 
again gave re to ; 
Mr. CALHOON, of Kentuck 
an adjournment; and 
. Mr. ‘HAWES asked for the 
which were orderedį ‘dnd ‘the. 
taken; the House a 
79, nays ‘103. $ | 
Mr. MASON, of Virginia, then moved a sus- | 
pension of the rules, forthe purpose of offering 
| a resolution to make this subject the special order 
of the day for Monday next; from ahd after 
twelve o’clock on that day. Mr. M. briefly ex- | 
plained that he had been given to understand that’! 
: the sitting member wished toaddress the House, | 
but that he was thenindisposed. (Mr. Ganam | 
was in his seat on the floor.}: ; 
| ‘ The motion to suspend the rules was not agreed 
| to--ayves 86, noes 85; not two thirds in the af- 
firmative. 
Mr. GRAVES tesumed his:remarks, and, af- 
ter: proceeding some time; agaih gave Way’ to | 
Mr. HARD, who moved anadjournment; and | 
-Mt. HAWKINS asked for the yeas and nays; | 
which: were’ ordered; and the House dgain re- 
fused to adjourh—yeas 74, nays 101.  ' 
Mr: GRAVES then resumed, ah 


‘yeas'and :nays; 
question’ being 
gain refused toadjourn—yeas | 


| 
| 


! the House till twenty minutes after eight é’clock; |) 


Ta 
Mr. CALHOON, Kentacky, who moved 
ah adjournment. re cr 


-Mr. VANDERPOEL asked for the 


yeas'and 


Mr. CALHOON wi 
journ. © ` oe 
: Mr. GARLAND, of Virginia, moved ‘a. sus- | 
pension of the rules for the purpose of enabling |; 
m tö move that this subject be'made the special `; 
order for Monday next. ` He remarked that hei 
made this: motion to ‘accommodate the sitting | 
member, who was then indisposed; ay he was 
informed, and wished to address the Hause. 
'(Mr. Granam was still in hia 
thé motion was submitted.] œ 
Mr. PEYTON wished the ‘gentleman sò- to 
modify his motion as to-permit the aitting mém- 
ber and the petitioner oaly:to address the House 
on Monday, and that, as soon as they ‘had con: 
claded, the quention shoal be’ taken! on each | 
prepositibn bal eae fap SES oe 
‘Mr; GARLAND replied, thaphe woul nvetdly: 
make the motion to suspend, and, if permitted bp- 


thdtew-the motion: to ad. 


soat at the time | 


Perry 


Frit 


y, who moved `; 


wi! 


ii report of the Committee of Elections. 


. || possession of the floor; after a: 
d dddressed || wa : 


|| another gentlenian. `. 


PPI: 


| 


thé. Howse toisvbmit his resolution the gentleman 
might then move his amendment. 
Mr. PEYTON asked for the yeas and nay 
the motion; which were ordered. 
The motion to. suspend was then negatived— 
yeas 9}, nays 95. : : 
Mr:-GALHOON, of Kentucky, then renewed: 
the motion that the House adjourn, and asked. 
- for the yeas and nays; which were ordered; but 
the House again refuset to adjourn—yeas 8], 
nays 105; and , : 
r. GRAVES continued his remarks for a 
few moments, chiefly in reply to Mr. Antuony;- 
and then sent a-decument te the Clerk’s table to: 
be read. The document’ in 
election case in Maine. - 
Mr. CAMBRELENG objected to the reading; 
an mes f Ways 
Mr. GRAVES: moved for the reading, and 
asked for the yeas and nays; which were ordered; 
and the motion was agreed to—yeas 106, nays 76. 
Mr. ANTHONY raised a question of order, 
whether the gentleman could read, or cause ta be 
read, such a document as this in refutation of an 
argument of Mr. A.’s yesterday, on the main 
question before the House. . The document was 
a case from Maine, and did net ‘apply to his ar- 
i sumet in reference to the course pursued in 
ennsylvania. 
The CHAIR said, the gentleman: had sent: a 


! son 


i 


question was some 


', book to the Clerk’s table containing a roport, 


which he desired to have read, or in part, and the 
House had determined by its voto that it should: 
be read, and the Clerk would read it under that 
order. i i 
The Clerk accordingly read an extract fro 
case: 

Mr. GRAVES then resumed, and was pro» 
ceeding to comment, with some severity, on the 
conduct of those gentlemen who had voted against 


mi the’ 


‘| the mation he had made, when he was called to 


' order by. several members, and the ‘Chair 
nounced him to be out of order. __ $ 
Mr. G. then proceeded, and again recurred to 


pros 


‘ the arguments of Messrs. Hamer aad Vinpgr- 


i POEL; &c.; but very little of what he said could 
be heard. At the end of about half an hour, he 
again gave way to >’ 

. Mr. JOHNSON 
adjournment; and ba 
; Mr. GILLET asked for the yeas and’ nays; 
| which were ordered; and the motion was rejected 
| yeas 82, nays 107; so the House refused again’ 
| toadjourn; and - > ; oo 
| Mr. GRAVES again proceeded, and rdad va- 
; rious extracts from the printed depositions iw the 
At eleven 

o’clock Mr. G. gave way, arently without’ 
‘ concluding, to ME Caradon, ol Kentucky. who 


„of Louisiana; who moved an: 


| 


> commenced addressing the Chair.’ The speech 


: of Mr. Graves, and the various motions to ad- 
| journ, taken by yeas and nays, had occupied the 
ouse upwards of seven hours, Mr. G. having 
commenced at half-past three’ o’clock: ee ih 
Mr. CALHOON, Arii who ‘was: in 


remarka'guyé 
to ' Me so pi Met 
r. WISE, who remarked, that as the gentle~ 
ember, he would move an 


4 
y 

M 
man was a young m 
! adjournment. - : 
| r. PEYTON asked for the yeas and: nays, 
which were ordered; and upon taking the question 
there were—yeas 80, nays 107; so the House re- 
fused to adjourn. ' Tey ae eae 

Mr. CUSHMAN rose and addressed tho Chair, 


| 


| for the parpose; he said; of demanding the ‘pre- 


vious question. ' ae 
The CHAIR decided the gentleman from Ken- 
tacky {Mr. Cazwoon} to’ be entitled to the'floor. - 
Mr. CUSHMAN remarked, ties the gentleman 
from Kentucky had spoken and. giver way to 


The CHAIR said, that to give the gentleman 
from Kentucky ‘the floor under thetircihigtances, 
was in conformity with the courtesy and prac- 
tice of the House, and he therefore reiterated his 
decision in favor of that gentleman, et 

“Mr. CUSHMAN said he would hot press the: 
point, and withdrew his motion. Pe at 
hW past cleven 

he: Housa: 


‘Mr, CALHOON then, at about! 
He said he: thaveceio' party predilections in 


| @olock pu m., proceeded to address t 


i 6, for he was equally o 
an eaters s onilemen, AS he was equally appoi 
to Judge White and Mr. Van Buren. He then 
went into an examination and review of the pro- 
ceedings in the committee, and the details of their 
report: and, though believing that the sitting mem- 
ber had a clear and decided majority, he preferred 
sending the election back to the people, so as to 

lace it out of the reach of presidént-makers and 

rty influences. Mr. C. spoke till within a few 
minutes of twelve o’clock; when . 

Mr. LAWLER raised a point of order, that it 
was not lawful to continue the sessions of the 
House after twelve o'clock on Saturday night, so 
as to break in upon the Sabbath. : 

The CHAIR replied, that this question had 
ance before been raised within his recollection, 
and decided. At the first session of the Nine- 
teenth Congress the question was raised at twelve 
o'clock on the last night of the session, which 
was ona Saturday; and it was within the memory 
of the Chair, as well as of other members present, 
that the then Speaker decided that, as a question 

of order, there was no difficulty about it; that, 
during the war, Congvecs had in fact sat all day, 
or through all the day, £2 the Sabbath, and passed 
a large number of impertant bills. The Chair, 
however, upon the present occasion, would not 
undertake to say whether it was in order or not 
for this discussion to continue, and would leave 
it for the House to determine. 

Mr. LAWLER then took an appeal from what 
he understood to be the decision of the Chair, and 
asked the reading of the resolation fixing the 
hour of meeting at eleven o’clock each day. Mr. 
L. argued the point for some ten or fifteen min- 
utes, that twelve o'clock having elapsed, it was 
then the Sabbath; and being a dies non for legis- 
lation, further discussion ought to be arrested at 
that time. 

The point was debated for some time between 
Messrs. LAWLER, UNDERWOOD, PEY- 
TON, and ADAMS, the last gentleman conclud- 
ing by a motion to adjourn. 

‘Mr. WISE then raised another point of order, 
that, as the gentleman from Kentucky (Mr. CaL- 
oon] was in possession of the floor when he 

was arrested by the other point of order, no mo- 
tion could be made to adjourn until that gentleman 
yielded the floor. 

The CHAIR overruled the last point, on the 

nd that a question of order always interposed, 
if made, in the discussion of every question, and 


Mr. REED then asked for the yeas and nays 
on the motion to adjourn; which were ordered. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD hoped the hour would be 
recorded on the Journal; and he moved an amend- 
ment to the matian to that effect. 

The CHAIR remarked that a motion to ad- 
journ was not susceptible of amendment; but he 


time of night being entered on the Journal, and 
he would direct the Clerk to note it. 

Mr. MASON, of Virginia, appealed to Mr. 
Apams to withdraw his motion, to enable Mr. 
M. to renew the motion he had before attempted 
to make, to proceed with this subject on Monday 
next. i : 

Mr. ADAMS refused; and the question being 
taken, the House rejected the motion to adjourn— 
yeas 83, nays 95. 

The question then recurring upon Mr. Law- 
LER’s appeal from the decision of the Chair, 

Mr. HAWES moved to lay it on the table. 


Mr. CALHOUN, of Massachusetts, asked for 


the yeas and oe which were ordered. 


r. LAWL 
: Mr. LAWLER renewed his appeal; but the 


Chair decided that now the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky [Mr. CatHoon] was entitled to the floor on 


the previous subject. - : 
. Mr, ADAMS appealed from that decision, and 
Mr. HAWES moved 
table. ie oe woe eo 
The CHAIR having stated the grounds.of his 
decision, and Mr. ADAMS hang withdrawn 
his appeal, . : ; 
: Mr. LAWLER renewed his original appeal 
inst.the power of the House to continue its 
witings after twelve-o’clock on Saturday night, 


R then withdrew his appeal; con- | 
sequently the motion of Mr. Hawes fell; and then 


to lay that appeal on the 


to the poli- | and argued the point for some ten or fifteen min- 


utes. 


on the appeal; and 

Mr. ! DAMS made a few remarks against the 
right of the House, or of the majority, under the 
circumstances, to continue -in business at that 
hour. i ; 

Mr. EVANS them moved an 
and i . 

Mr: PEYTON called for the yeas and nays; 
which were ordered—(it was then one o’clock, a. 


adjournment; 


m.)—and the House again refused to adjourn— | 


yeas 80, nays 95. s 
The question then recurred on seconding the 
motion for the previous question on the appeal, 


which was taken by tellers; and ninety-six gen- : 


tlemen being counted off in the affirmative, a wish 


was expressed from several quarters of the House : 


that the noes be not counted; when 


would be counted, and it would then be een if a 
quorum would vote. : 
Accordingly; only nineteen gentlemen then 


THE: CONGRESHONAL GLOBE.) 
THe ee a Ee ee 


March 28, 


} 


Mr. HAWES demanded the previous question || 


In the course of his remarks he was called to 
order by the latter gentleman, and an altercation 
of an angry and painfully personal character 
ensued, which was arrested by the House. 

Mr. MERCER interposed; and after a few 


‘remarks and suggestions by Messrs. MER- 


passed between the tellers, making—ayes86, noes — 


19; no quorum. 

Mr. 
said he denied the right of this House to compel 
him to vote on the Sabbath day. 

Mr. HAWES moved that the gentleman from 
Massachusetts be excused from voting. 

Mr. ADAMS. Fda not ask to be excused. 

Mr. LAWLER then moved an adjournment. 

Mr. BOYD asked. for the yeas and nays; which 
were ordered. 

The question was then taken, (but in conse- 
quence of what took place, the vote was not an- 
nounced till long afterwards, ) and the motion was 
again rejected by the House—yeas 54, nays 95. 

On calling over the roll, Mr. Anass had refused 
to answer to his name, and 


DAMS, who had not voted, rose and 


Mr. WISE rose and moved that the rules of : 


the House be enforced, and that the member from 


; Massachusetts be thereupon compelled to vote. - : 


Afier some conversation between the CHAIR, 
Mr. HAMER, and Mr. WISE, on the point, 


Mr. BEARDSLEY remarked that, understand- - 
ing the gentleman from Massachusetts had cow- | 


scientious scruples about voting at that time, he 


CER, PEYTON, THOMAS, JOHNSON of 
Kentucky, ADAMS, ALLAN of Kentucky, 
LAWLER, THOMPSON of South Carolina, 
and HOWARD, both the gentlemen explained, 
and made their acknowledgments to the House, 
which had unanimously required that the contro- 
versy should there end. 

Mr. LAWLER then withdrew his appeal; and 

Mr. DAVIS asked leave to move that the sub- 
ject:of the contested election for North Carolina 
be made the spccial order of the day, in prefer- 
ence to all other business, from and after one 
o’clock on Monday, and twelve o’clock on Tues- 


. | day, unless sooner disposed of; which motion, b 
.Mr. ADAMS rose, and said he hoped they - 


general consent, was put and agreed to. 
On motion by Mr. BRIGGS, the House then 
adjourned at half past four, a. m. . 


IN SENATE. 
Mownoay, March 28, 1836.. 


Mr. GRUNDY presented some additional tes- 
timony in support of the claim of John Hogan for ` 
a pension; which was referred to the Committee 
on Pensions. 

Mr. BUCHANAN presented the petition of a 
number of citizens of Philadelphia, praying’ for 
the erection of a new custem-house; which was! 
referred to the Committee on Commerce. ; 

Mr. B. also presented the petition of Charles 
Frazier Sebbald, of Philadelphia; which was re» 
ferred to the Committee on Claims. `’ 
Mr. McKEAN presented the memorial of sun- 


` dry merchants aiid others ofthe city’ of Philadel- 


moved that the gentleman be excused by the | 


House. : 
Mr. ADAMS said he did not desire to be ex- 


} .i cused, nor did he refuse to vote upon the ground | 
that the motion to adjourn was always in order. : 


assumed by the gentleman from New York. He 
|| had no conscientious scruples on the subject; for 
i; if the public business demanded, he would sit 


'i there throughout, and till midnight of the Sab- | 


.| bath: but he held that the House had no right to 
|, Sit there at that hour, without first passing an 
| express order, setting forth that the public busi- 


i: ness demanded it, or could not bedispensed with. | 
supposed there would be. no objection to the . 


Mr. PEYTON then addressed the House for 


about half an hour, commenting with great severi- | 


ty upon the motion of the gentleman from New 


ork, and the inconsistency of his course in being 


there then after midnight, and his refusal to vote i 


after that hour, on thelast night of the last session 

of Congress. 

order, both by the Chair and by the House. He 
, spoke till a few minutes after two o’clock. 


© he had misapprehegded the member from Massa- 


ii chusetts, and as the gentleman did not refuse to 
|, vote upon conscientious scruples, he withdrew | 


; his motion in relation thereto; whereupon 


‘| Mr. MERCER moved that the member from || 


: Massachusetts be not required to yote, e 
Mr. BYNUM then rose, and, after a few- re- 
-` marks, renewed. the motion to make the sahject 
: of the contested election the special.order of the. 
:: day, in preference to all other busin 
day and Tuesday. next. - 
r. WISE. I obj 
_ wish the motion pending before the House to be 
= decided. before any other. i. | i 
| .Mr. MERCER then withdrew 
,, the purpose of submitting the 
H bits fas Me oe 
Mr. WISE. moved that the gentleman from 
; Massachusetts be required (subsequently modi- 
. fied by him.“ compelled”) to vote, and a 


his motion for 
latter motion; 


eas,on Mon- | 


ect to that motien, sir; I ; 


dressed ` 
` the House at some length in-reply to Mr. Brnon. | 


phia, praying for an increaseof the compensations 
of the custom-house officers; which was roforred: 
to the Committee on Commerce. |: ve 
¢Mr. McK. also presented the resolutions of the‘ 
Legislature of Pennsylvania, instructing their 
Senators, and requesting their Representatives, to. 
vote for the bill to distribute the proceeds of the. 
sales of the public lands among the States; which - 
was laid on the table. i 4 
‘Mr. McK. also presented the proceedings and 


| resolutions of a publie mecting, held at Union 


i Town, Pennsylvania, on the subject of the Balti- 


more and Ohio railroad; which was ordered to be- 
printed, and referred to the Committee on the 
Post Office and Post Roads. : 


Mr. HENDRICKS presented a remonstranicéi 


; of three hundred and forty citizens of Wayne 
| county, Indiana, against the proposed change in 


the Cumberland road, by way of Dayton ant 
Eaton; which was referred to the Committee on 
Roads and Canals. : : 
Mr. WRIGHT presented the petition of sun- 
dry citizens of Brooklyn, New York, praying a 
repeal of the duty on coals; which was referred: 
to the Committee on Finance. 


Mr. PORTER presented the memorial from a. 


: number of merchants of New Orleavis, praying 


Mr. P, was several times called to |' for the erection of a new custom-house. for that ~ 


| city; which was referred to the Committees ‘én 


: Co X 
Mr. BEARDSLEY said that, as he perceived į; mmerce, 


s> jà 


REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 
Mr. BENTON, from the Committee on Mil- 
itary Affairs, reported a bill to increase the mil- 
itary establishment of the United States; which - 
was read, and ordered to 4 second reading. 
„Mr. BLACK, from the Committee on Naval'' 
Affairs, reported a bill for the relief of Elizabeth“ 
Richards; which was read, and ordered to a sec- 
ond sere : is . 
Mr. MORRIS, on leave, introduced a bill ‘to 
peobibrt the sales of the public lands, except ih’ 
imited quantities to actual scttiers; which Yvas 
read twice and referred. 7 Pe 
ap. aitan RESOLUTIONS. ps 5, 
„Mr. WHITE submitted the folowing resolu- 
tion; which lies on the table one day: aa 
Resolved, That the papers and documenta presented to the 
Senate for the parpare of procuring compensation to Dr., 
Alexander Tally, for'eqrn arið other supplies farnfshed to’ 
the emigrating Choctaw Indians, an Ifor advances of money. 
made by him be transmitteti to the Secretaryof War, witit 
instructione to ascertain whether anything-is due to the said 


og lf 
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Tally, andi'anything; how mach; and whether the-sam us |! 
ascertained to be dus, nugit to be paid by the United States 1: 
orby the Choctaw Enadians out of their annuity. ji 
Mr. SOUTHARD submitted the following res- ; 
olution; which lies on the table one day: : 
Resolved, That tie Postmaster General be directed to re- 
part ta. the Senase, whether the cause of the discrepancy 
of 240,470 91 stated im reports of the accountants to the | 
eommitiee of tie Senate, dated 34 March, 1835, as then er- 
isting in the accounts of the Treasurer of the General Post 
Office, has been diseuvered,and the said accounts finally : 
adjusted; and if so, further to report the cause of said dis- 
ercpancy, and who was the occasion thereof; atid whether 
the balance, if any, has been paid. D 


BILLS PASSED. 


The bill to authorize the Leavenworth and 
Bloomington, and other railroad companies, to:. 
locate their road through the public lands, was , 
read the third time and passed. a 

The bill extending the time for issuing scrip , 
for the satisfaction of military baunty land war- 
rants, was also read the third time and passed. 


TERRITORIAL GOVERNMENT OF WISCONSIN. | 


On motion by Mr. CLAYTON, the Senate pro- , 
cecded to the consideration of the bill to establish ; 
the territorial government of Wisconsin, as in ;; 
Committee of the Whole, when | 

Mr. C. submitted as an amendment, a substi- 
tute for the whole bill; and after a brief explaha- 
tion from Mr. C. the amendment was accepted, 


for the delay of those bills? Sir, (said Mr.- 
no member of this body has retarded the appro- 
priation biils more than the Senator himself. The 
debate on his fortification resolution, and on his 
expunging resolation, had almostexpunged every- 
thing else in the Senate. There was no way that 
he knew of, of getting at the appropriation bills. 
He was agreed: to lay the resolution of the Sen- 


ator from Alabama, for the present, on the table; . 


he 


for‘he did not believe that they could consistent! 
with a due tegard to the public service, fix on t 
day of adjournment at this stage of the session. 
He sunposed that this expunging resolution must: 
have its full share of debate; and he thought they 
had better go on,.and debate it; and, when they 
had done, proceed carnestly with the dispatch of : 
the public business. 

Mr. CLAYTON then moved to lay the resolu- 
tion on the table, but withdrew the motion at the : 
request of Mr. Maneum- 

‘Mr. MANGUM hoped the resolution would 
not be laid on the table. -Hae thought their former 
experience. put it beyond aH question, that the 
subject introduced by the Senator from Missouri 
would occupy them until next Christmas day, if 
gentlemen indulged themselves in long speeches, 


i| instead of attending to the public business. Com- 
i| plaints had been made, that at'this late period of -. 
|, the session, the appropriation. bills had not been - 
|: acted on. . But he would ask why this was so? 


and the bill was orddred to be engrossed fora | The iation bills had aga; becn brought 


third reading. H raat : 
- y . |: there; and the responsibility was neither on that 
ADIOVENMENT’ SINE. DIE: l` body, nor with thoan willy wham iw deta, What, 
. The Senate proceeded to the consideration of : had delayed the. public business-??. First, the res- 
the joint resolution, submitted by Mr. Kine, of i' olution òf the Senator from Missouri; resolving 
Alabama, assigning the:30th of May next as the ; that the surplus revenue should be appropriated 
end of the present session of Congress. to the defense of the country. Tho mere resolv- 
Mr. CRITTENDEN moved to amend the res- ing this proposition did not:expcdite the public 
olution, by making the day of adjournment the- business;and it would have been much better to 
20th instead of the 30th of May. i. bring in a bill that could -have been acted on at 
Mr. BENTON. could not consent: to adjourn, i: once. . He thought that by fixing the day of ad- 
and leave nearly the whole busineasiof the ses- journment, they would expedite the business of 
sion undisposed of. Experience would enable , ihe Senete. He was much gratified atthe quarter. 
every gentleman to know that in the vastamount from which this resolution for adjournment came. : 


of business. before them, there were particular 

subjects: which alone. would occupy a whole 

month. Except these seven bills mentioned by - 
him the other day, they might say they had 

been here about four months without doing any 

business. There was not a dollar yet appropri- 
ated for fortifications. He read an extract from 
a newspaper published in Pennsylvania, to show 
how the people were deluded by the ct ( of 
these appropriations; from which it appeared by 
a calculation in relation to the distribution of the 
surplus funds, that it was expected the propor- 
tion of that State would be upwards of two mil-- 
lions of dollars, - This great accumulation of 
public moneys was on the same principle as wa- 
ter dammed up, in which case therc. would be 
more water above than below. . Mr. B, enumer- 
ated some of the most important subjects that 
were to be acted on, some of which would take 
up half, and one or twe the whole of the time 
allowed by the resolution, There was upwards 
of twenty millions te fortifications, &c., that 
ought alone to have been appropriated before thig. 
times and on another subject there was five-and- 
three quarter millions, which, if the Senate car- 

ried out their pledge, must be appropriated, , 
making a. total of about twenty-seven millions; 
and were they to go on fixing an arbitrary day 
within which they could not possibly.do the busi-- 
ness? They were sent here to do the public busi- 
ness, and it was their duty to-do it... They were’ 
not sent here to adjourn when, they got tired, but 


to dispose. of the business eatrusted te them, Ha, 


would join: hands-with geatlemen for as early an 
adjournment as possible, and would pledge him- 
self tọ go to work as industriously as any one te 
effect it. But he was ot willing himself, and as 


the friende of the Administration were now in the : 
majority, he hoped they would not consent to | 


adjourn and leave the business undone. He 
wished, to go. op aad-work.industriously: at the 
business, and as soon as they got done with 
it to adjourn, 


“Mr. CLAYTON was glad to hear, that. the 


Senator from Missouri wag se anxious to go to;| 


work on the public business. The 


tl 
dad: thath gentleman. 
been passed 


e. appropriation bills ought to have. 
before this; but who was to blame 


He looked upon it as an Administration measure, 
,, and as an evidence that they were disposed to 
i| proceed earnestly to dispatch of business, instead 
|! of wasting time in long wire-drawn debates, that 
ii were only calculated to drill political parties. 
; Letus (said he) vy fixing the day of adjournment, 
i bring‘back the practice of Congress to those good 
| old. times, when the sessions were shorter 
| more business was done in them. , : 
|' Mr. KING, of Alabama, had fixed upon the, 
time without consulting the Administration or any. 

_ other party. Ifthe Senate had occupied a great 
deal of time in debate, he would ask whether the- 

, honorable Senator from North Carolina (Mr. 
`i Mawaum] had not had his full share of it? He 
ii wanted to fix an early day, and then adapt their 
‘| work to it; and in so doing he cared not where: 
' the responsibility. rested. He would repeat what 
i he had: bofore.observed, that when an early day 
| Wes fixed on; speeches were shorter, and business 
| was done.as well, and with greater dispatch. He 
: had fixed on the 30th as the earliest period within 
: whieh he hadthought they could get through with 
i the business, and was rather surprised that-any 


., Senator should fix an earlier day, Had Senators; - 


in doing so, any political object in view? ‘He was 
“not certain that they could get through.the busi- 
ness by that time, (the 30th,) but he could seeno 
| reason why it should not pass the Senate; and if, | 
: when it came to receive the action of the Housey. 
it was ascertained that. it was impossible to get 


| day. He thought they ought to: goon and get; 
| through with the business without regard to party’ | 


|; considerations. They owed it to themselves and 
i| to thé country, to dispatch tho business as soon 


i; as possible, and adjourn. eo 
Mr. MANGUM referred to the Journals of last | 
session to show that, on the last day of January, | 
they had passed only sixtoen bills; and, although : 
it was the short session, they passed one hundred 
and forty bills before tke adjournment: -Their | 
whole experience showed that business could be. 
done iin less time than it usually was done. 
- Mr, CLAYTON  than,cenewed his motion; an 
the question was taken, and decided as follows: 
YEAS—Mosers. Bentoa, Cathoun, Clayton, Grundy, | 


| 


| 


| 


d: 


, ang i 


| 


| through the business by that time, the period of... 
| adjournment could then be fixed at a more distant `: 


i! of the- House to pe 


C.,) || Kent, Morris, Rives; Robbins, Buggies, Southard; and Talj- 


1| madge—tl. : . ; 
NAYS—Messrs. Black, Bachanan, Clay, (Crittenden, 
'! Cutlrbert, Davis, Ewing of Obio, Ewing of Hinois, Hen- 
|. dricks, Hih, Hubbard, King of Alabama, King of Gcorgiay, 
Knight, McKean, Mangum, Moore, Nicholas, Niles, Porter, 
Prentiss, Preston, Robiusnn, Shepley, Swift, Tomlinson, 
; Walker, Wall, White, and Wright—30. 

The question was then taken on Mr. Carr- 
TENDEN’s motion, and decided in the negative 
—yeas 21, nays 21—the Chair voting in the nega- 
tive: | ° ee a y 

YEAS—Messrs. Black, Calhoun, Clay, Crittenden, Ew- 
ing of IHinois, Hill, Hubbard, King of Georgia, Knight, 
Leigh, McKean, Mangum, Moore, Morris, Nicholas, Porter, 
Prentiss, Preston, Rives, Robinson, and Southard—2h. 

NAYS—Messrs, Benton, Buchanan, Clayton, Cuthbert, 
Davis, Ewing of Ohio, Grundy, Hendricks, Kent, King of 
Alabama, Niles, Robbins, Ruagics, Shepley, Swiit, Tall- 
madge, Tomlinson, Walker, Wall, i hite, and Wright—21. 

‘Mr. CLAY then moved to amend the resolution 

by making the 23d of May the day of adjourn- 

ment; which motion prevailed—yeas 28, nays 143. 
as follows: ` 


YEAS~—Messrs. Black, Calhoun, Clay, Clayton, Critten-' 
den, Davis, Ewing of Ohio, Ewing of Illinois, Hill, Hub- 
_ bard, King of Georgia, Knight, Leigh, McKean, Mangum, 
Moore, Morris, Nicholas, Porter, Prentiss, Preston, Rives 
kohinson, Southard, Swift, Tomlinson, Walker, and Wail 

-NAYS—Messrs. Denton, Buchanan, Cuthbert, Grundy, 
Hendricks, Kent, King of Atabama, Niles. Robbins, Rug- 
gles, Shepley, Tallmadge, White, and Wright—14. : 

The resolutian, as amended, was:then adopted 
—yeas 34, nays 8, as follows: A 

YEAS—Messrs. Diack, Buchanan, Calhoun, Clay, Orit- 
tenden, Cuthbert, Davis, Ewing of Ohio, Ewing of Ilinois, 
Hill, Hubbard, King of Alabama, King of Georgia, Knight, 
Linn, Leigh, McKean, Mangum, Moore, Morris, Nicholas, 
Niles, Porter, Prentiss, Preston, Rives, tlobingon, Shepley, 
Southard, Swin, Tomlinson, Walker, Wall, and Wright— 


NAYS—Mesers. Benton, Claytoa, dy, Hendricks. 

Robbins, Ruggles, o ay wit” maga 
EXPUNGING RESOLUTION. 

The resolution submitted by Mr. Benton to 
expunge a certain resolution from the Journal of 
the Senate, was taken up; when 

Mr. RIVES addressed the Senate at length in 
support of the resolution; after which, 

Mr. LEIGH expressed his desire to address 
| the Senate on the subject, and in order‘that he 
‘might have time to examine the precedents cited 

by Mr. Rrves, moved” to postpone the further 
consideration of the subject until Monday next; 
; which motion was agreed to. si ar 
BILLS ORDERED TO A THIRD READING. 
_ . The bill for the relief of the legal representa- 
‘tives and sureties of James Brobson, deceased; 
and i i 
The bill to authorize the Secretary of the Trea- 
‘sury to compromise the claims of.the United 
‘States against the Alleghany Bank of Pennsyl- 
! vania; were severally read the second time, and 
considered as in Committee of the Whole, and 
ordered to a third reading. 
REVOLUTIONARY PENSIONS—-SPECIE 
‘PAYMENTS. 

The Senate took up the-bill making appropria- 
tions for the payment of the revolutionary pen- 
sever of the United States for the year 1836; 
ahd: $ po beaga aye $ 

Mr. BENTON movéd to amend: the bill by 
adding the following as an additional section: 

| Sec. —. And be it further enacted, That no bank-note of 
; less denomination than twenty dolars shall hereafter be 
; offered in Paymentin any çare whatsoeyer in which money 
' is to bé paid by the United Sates or the’ Post Office Depart- 
ment; noz shall any bank-rote of any othet denomination 
beso offtred, unless the sams shall be payAbte and paid on 
| demand, in gold or silver coin, at the place whare issued, 
and which shall not be equivalent to "pecie at; the -place 
gold or silver upon the 
the bolder, and without delay or los to 


: where offered, and convertible into 
: spot, at the will of 
hin. : ` 
: On this motiona debate ensuedyin which Messrs.: 
BENTON, CLAYTON, NILES, WRIGHT, 
TALLMADGE; BUCHANAN, and: DAVIS, 
took part; but without taking any question. 
: The Sonme adjourned. - a 


ages 


i 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
.Moxnay, March 28, 1836. 


Mr. STORER asked the unanimous consent 
rmit him to offer uae following 

resolutions vo e E 
Resobeed; Tiat the seleet vommistee of the rules be in- 
structed to inquire intoa expediency of. ae- the 


Marchi 28. 


SHU: a 


be their duty to pass resolutions similar in char- 
hen he had offered the resolu- 


Objection being made, Mr. 


suspend the rules; 
nays ‘on the subject; 
were as follows: : 
YEAS—Messrs. Adams, Heman Allen, Bailey, Banks, 
Bond, Briggs, Buchanan, Bunch, John Calhoun, William 
B. Calhoon, Carter, George Chambers, Ciar Corwin, 
Crane, Cushing, Darlington, Deberry, Denny, Evans, Ev- 
erett, Philo C. Fuller, Galbraith, Rice Garland, Granger, 
Grayson, Grennell, Hiland Hall, Hard, Hardin, Harper, 
Hazeltine, Henderson, Heister, Hoar, Howell, Huntsman, 
Ingersoll, Ingham, Janes, Lawler, Lawrence, Lay, Luke 
Lea, Lincoln, Love, Sampson Mason, Maury, Mercer, 
Morris, Pettigrew, Pinckney, Reed, Robertson, Russell, 
Augustine H. Shepperd, Spangler, Standefer, Storer, Talia- 
ferro, John Thomson, Vintun, Wardwell, Whittlesey, and 
wig Williams—64. 
MAYS Messrs. Chilton Allan, Anthony, Ash, Barton, 
Bean, Beardstey, Boon, Cambreleng, Campbell, Carr, 
Casey, Chaney, Chapin, Cleveland, Conner, Craig, Cramer, 
Cushman, Davis, Dickerson, Efiner, Fairfield, Fariin, 
French, Fry, William K. Fuller, Gillet, Grantland, Haley, 
Joseph Hall, Humer, Hannegan, Samuel S. Harrison, 
Albert: G. Harrison, flawes, Hawkin Haynes, Holsey, 
Hubley, Jabez Jackson, Jarvis; Cave Johnson, John W. | 


Jones, Benjamin Jones, Lane, Lansing, Gideon Lee, | 


Thomes Lee, Leonard, Logan, Loyall, Lyon, Job Mann, 
Manning, Martin, William Mason; Moses Mason, McKay, - 
McKeon, McKim, McLene, Montgomery, Morgan, Muh- 
lenberg, Owens, Page, Parks, Dutee J. Pearce, Franklin 
ree, Phelps, John Reynolds, Joseph Reynolds, Ripley, 
Roane, Seymour, Shinn, Sickles, Smith, Speight, Waddy 
Thompson, ‘owns,. Turrill, Underwood, Vanderpoel, 
Weeks, and Sherrod Witliams—87 i 
So the House refused to suspend the rules. 
l ’ MEMOIRS OF LA FAYETTE. ! 
The SPEAKER, on leave, laid before the House 
a letter from Leavitt, Lord & Co., of New York, 
presenting a printed copy. of the private life of 
General La Fayette, with a request that the same 
be placed in the library of Congress. 
Mr. CHILDS moved that the books be accept- 
ed by the House, that an entry of the acceptance 
_ be made on the Journal, and that the Speaker 
cause them to be deposited in the Library of 
Congress; which was agreed to. ‘ 
_ PROCEEDS OF THE PUBLIC LANDS. 
‘The House resumed the consideration of the | 
unfinished business of Monday last, being the mo- | 
tion of Mr. S.. WiLLiams, of Kentucky, to refer 
certain resolutions of. the Kentucky Legislature, 
in relation. to-the .surplus revenue, to the Com- , 


mittee of Ways and Means, with instructions to || 


report a bill distributing among the several States 
the proceeds of the sales of the public lands for 
the purpose of internal improvement and educa- 
tion. 


li 
f 
|! 


try. He apreed with the gentleman from Maine | 
[Mr. Evans] on'abstract principles, but did not | 
come to the samé conclusions which that gentle- ' 
man had. He'believed the taxes weve bollected 
equally, but that-the benefits to be:derived there- 
from were not equally distributed... Atthe-adop-: 
| tion of the Constitution, the States were all Atlantic 
| States, and Wokeå to a trade across the ocean; 
Pandit vzs natural enough for them to adopt the 
porn system; but thatit was far different now. 
he benefits then were more equally: dispensed ` 
‘than now. The West was now called upon for 
the collection of her money, and for her quota of 
men in time of war; but when there came to beai | 
disbursement of the publie money: she received 
but a small share. . i 
Mr. A. said, at the commencement of the pres- | 
! ent Administration the President had said that r 
| the public debt would shortly be paid off, when 
‘it would be necessary to provide for a distribution: 
ii of the public revenue. The time (said Mr. A.) | 
had come, and why had the President not sub=. j 
mitted a plan for its distribution? He said the | 
President had, even in that message, recom- | 
mended its distribution among the States. In | 
| 1833 Congress took up the subject, and decided || 
by a large majority to distribute, in a measure, | 
the public revenues; yet the President decided : 
that such a disposition’ would not be most safe. `| 
When the Treasury was full, the President did 
not consider it the proper mode; but when it was | 
fi yo ‘was considered by him to be the most |: 
Federal disposition of the revenues to divide | 
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i Kentucky (he said) had been grossly neglected; 


i: they would not withhold any appropriation which ' 
|| was for the public good. 


them between the States. He'said the interests | 
| of the country called for the construction of great | 
' highways for the carrying their produce to mar- | 
| ket’ in time of peace, and for the transportation | 
| of troops and munitions of war: in time of war. || 


' yet still they came there with a liberal spirit, and | 


: he time had come (he |) 


| 


lin the eri 


said) fora speedy settlement of this question. ` 
| Fhe time had come 'when it was in their power to | 


-to move to refer them to the same ¢éommittee to 
i: which the bill should be referred. There were 


then two propositions before the House; one to. 
refer these resolutions to the Committee on Pub- 
liç Lands, and the other to refer them to the 
Committee of Ways und Means. He had ob-, 
served, a moment ago, that this was not the only 
time when the Legislature of the State of Ken- 


tutky had thought it to be their duty to instruct 
their Senators to vote for certain measures, when 


they know that their Senators intended to vote in 


that particular way, and to request their Repre- 
. sentatives, when they knew that a portion of them. 
would vote in the same way, and when a portion’ 
of them intended to vote in a directly different’ 
manner. Se ae ae ee 


He remembered a time which wag past, when 


the Legislature of Kentucky, by an almost unan-, 
imous vote, if not a unanimous one, requested her . 


Representatives on that floor to vote for the pres-- 
ent Chief Magistrate of the United States. The 
then Representatives were almost unanimously , 
requested to vote for an individual who had re-. 
ceived more votes than every other candidate put. 
together, yet they disobeyed that request, and 
elected another man Chief Magistrate. He asked 
the gentleman who had just resumed his seat, [Mr. 
Atvaw; vf Kentucky,] what was hia course on tliat 
oceasion, and the course of his colleagues? They: 
said the Legislature had no right to request their 
resentatives to vote.in a particular mannér,* 
if they did request them to do so, that they 
were not bound to obey that request. They con-. 
tended that their Representatives were account: 


) 


: able only to the people of their districts for thóir 


conduct, and should abide by their decision. He 
asked if these were not their views? The Rep»: 


| resentatives then looked to the people toisustain 


them, and disregarded the instructions of the Le. 
gislature. It was mostsingular that the Legislature 
should send resolutions instructing meh to vote: 
manner in which every one: knew. 
y would vote before they were requested. 

e remembered another time ek the Legis. : 
lature of Kentucky agaih thought it to be'theix. 
duty to request their Representatives to prostrate” 
the liberties of the States and the -liberties of 
Kentucky, and bow in humble submission to the 
Bank of‘ the United States, by voting to restore 
the deposits which had been removed. Yea, 
Kentucky, which the gentleman had said, and it 
was true, had done so much for the preservation: 
of this Union, had done all this. 


| of the maj 


people be given ‘up to an |; the Legislature had taken up about one day i 


:| ite candidate for the Presidency, and the reniain-' 
> ut iv | der of the time to pérforny their duty to their 
d instructed thóir 


there : ; constituents and provide for the interests of thé! 
upon fortifications, and $22,000,000 for the Navy. ; Senators, and requested their Representatives, in| State. j : He E 


|! Mr H. understood why the Legislature had 
;, Sent on those resdiutions, and it wae not for the! 
object stated on their face. Did not the Beyis- 
| laturé of Keritucky Riww thar their Senators in 
|| Congress intended to vate for the land bill > They 
t 


the resolutions irr 


ing the Navy establishment; and from that time | tucky, as would be seen ae 
a 


| did; because one of those Senators was thé author 
|| of that bill, and the Legislature had-takea up the’ 
time of the people in-diseussing the ATS 


which wadd have heen obeyed? without sbeding 
eent. Did not the Legislature know that every 
oppesition nian on that floor would votefor Clay’s 
land bill just as certain as that the sun would rise 
to-morrow? Did they suppose that Mr. H. or 
any of his colleagues, sustaining the same opin- 
ions he did, would vote for this monstrous prop- 
osition? Did not the Legislature knaw that they 


“were too regardful of the interests of the States 


:to sll and manaele and prostrate:the country 
they hold so dear? Mr. H. said the-resolations 
«were sent there for political purposes, .and he 


intended, before he got through, to give thema :- 


tench in relation to the election of the man they 
i were striving so'hard to make President. 

The remarks of Mr. Hawes were here arrested 
by a call from Mr. Harp for the special ordervf 
the da : : 

= The 
of the : 

NORTH CAROLINA CONTESTED ELECTION. 


House then proceeded to: the consigeration 


The motion pending was the proposition of Mr. ` 


Rencuer to amend the resolution reported by the 
‘Committee of Elections. [See the proceedings 
of Saturda Í 

Mr. CA 

titled to the floor, continued his remarks from 
Saturday night last. He adverted to the proceed- 
ings on that occasion, and defended the course of 
the minority, whose only purpose and object was 
to prevent the question being taken then, withqut 
taking a vote upon the various principles em- 
‘braced in the amendment. That amendinent, he 
maintained, embodied the very principles upon 
which the main question ought to be decided; and 
he yet expressed a hope that the Housé would 
vote on cach proposition respectively, after hear- 
ing the sitting member and the petitioner. He 
felt authorized to pledge the House that those 
with whom he ioii would refrain from further 
discussion. Mr. C. ten proceeded to examine 
the report of the committee, and to controvert 
their conclusions in favor of the petitioner; sup- 
porting also, at considerable length, the accu 
ment of Mr. Rencner, 

Mr. GRAHAM, the sitting member, then ad- 
dressed the House at length in his own support. 
He said he concicntiously believed and averred, 
that he had received a majority of the votes of 

. the freemen of the twelfth congressional district 
of North Carolina, and in that belief, supporting 
their rights, he stood there. He then went into 
a history of the whole proceedings of the contest, 
from the first notice he received from the peti- 
tioner. He complained that the notices served on 

‘him were insufficient, for want of s 
being general in their terms, and he h 

been dragged into it blindfolded. He cited vari- 


ous precedents to show that the petitioner was : 


bound to specify, in all cases, not only the name 


of the illegal voter, but also the grounds of ob- : 


jection to him. This the petitioner was bound 
to do. Inreply to Mr. Anthony, Mr. G. said, 
he was not bound to do the same thing, for he 
was only bound to actin defense, as the peti- 
tioner had in his attack. He then entered into a 
review of the testimony adduced in the report, 
against the reception of most of which he pro- 
tested, on the ground of informality, and referred 
to the whole in detail. As soon as Mr. G. con- 
cluded, 

Mr. NEWLAND obtained the floor, and gaye 


way to 
:- Mr. GARLAND 
adjournment, : 
r. CHAPIN asked for the yeas and nays, but 
they were not ordered; and the vote being taken 
by tellers, was carried in the affirmative—ayes 94, 

“noes 29. ` 

` So the House adjourned at half past four o’clock, 
“pom. o 
| IN SENATE, `’ 
Tuespar, March 29, 1836. 


The CHAIR announced acommunication from 
the War Department, inclosing a report from the 
Topographical Bureau, of a survey of the con- 
templated road from Chicago to Green Bay, made 

. İn compliance with the resolution of the Senate. 
+}, Mr. WHITE presented two memorials, one 
rom a delegation of certain Indian tribes on the 


Vitoon, of Kentucky, who was en- 


ecification, ` 
imself had :! 


, of Louisiana,who moved an ` 


THE. \OONGREBHON AL GLOBE. 


au 


: western side of. the Mississippi, the other from | 
. Indians residing on the eastern side, on the sub- | 
. ject of the western boundary line of Arkansas; 


which-Mr. W.,moved to lay on the table, saying `: 


that he would call for their reading when the bill ` 


‘fer the admission of Arkansas into the Union, i 


„eame before the Se 
$Me Fa N 

Mr. MORRIS presented additional petitions 
„frem citizens.gf Ohio, on the subject of the change 


nate. Themotion was agreed 


„af. location, of the Cumberland road; which were . 


refetred to the Committee on Roads and Canals. 
REPORTS PROM COMMITTEES. 


- Mr. GRUNDY, from the Committee on the 
Post Office and Post Roads, reported a bill for the 
relief of Joel Crawford and Seaborn Jones; which 
was read, and ordered to a second reading. 

‘Mr. PRENTISS, from the Committee on Pub- 

i lic Lands, reported unfavorably on several bills 

_and petitions that had been referred to that com- 
mittee. 

Mr. EWING, of Ohio, from the same com-: 
mittee, reported the bill for the relief of Daniel 

. Smith, without amendment. 

Mr. E., from the same committee, also reported 

: unfavorably on the bills from the House. for the 
‘ relief of Alexander Small, John Demot, and on 
the memorial of the Legislature of Alabama, pray- 

' ing for grants of lands in licu of the sixteenth sec- 

:| tion, where found to be unproductive, or taken up 
‘by Indian reservations, This last report was 

made on the ground that the subject was provided 
for in a bill before the Senate. 

Mr. E., from the same cammittee, also reported, 
without amendment, the’ biil for the relief of 
Alvarez Fisk, and the legal representatives of 

. Thomas P. Eskridge. . 

Mr. CRITTEN BEN , from the same commit- 

_ tee, reported unfavorably on the resolution of the 

Senate, directing an inquiry into the expediency 
of ceding to the State of Ohio certain lands; also, 
reported unfavorably on the resolution directing 
an inquiry into the expediency of making grants 

, of lands‘to colleges: = ` f 
|! Mr. C., from the game committee, reported, 
' without amendment, the bills from the House 

i| authorizing the issuing of scrip to Daniel Tyler, 

jand the biil for the relief of the citizens of the 
i| reserved township in Monroe county, Indiana, 
| recommending the passage of the latter. 

Mr. SHEPLEY, from the Committee on Rev- 

_olutionary Claims, reported unfavorably in the ; 

' case of William Woodcock. : i 

Mr. LINN presented a letter reeeived by him, | 

' froma gentleman in Missouri, containing informa- | 
tion relative to the claim of De Villemont, and 
`: moved to refer it to the Committee on the Public | 
| Lands; which was agreed to. ! 
i| The resolution submitted yesterday by Mr. 
i| SOUTHARD was considered and agreed to. 

‘| The report of the Committee on Indian Affairs, 

|| concluding with a resolution to refer the papers i 

|| relative to the claim of Alexander Tally tp the | 


i War Department, was adapted. 
i BILLS PASSED. ; 
The following bills were severally. read- th 
| third time and passed: E 
| © The bill to establish the territorial governm 
: of Wisconsin; ae ine : | 
: The bill for the relief of the legal representa- | 
.| tives and sureties of James Brobson, late marshal ' 
ii of the district of Delaware; and. > af 
The bill authorizing the Secretary of the Treas- | 
i; ury to compromise and settle the claim of the | 
United States against the Alleghany Bank of | 
. Pennsylvania. E : : | 
r The bill to provide for opening the road: from |; 
ıl Fort Leavenworth to some point on the right } 
ii bank of the Mississippi, above the State of Mis- || 
| Rouri, was, after being amended, on motion by | 
, Mr. LINN, ordered to be engrossed for a third . 
| reading. . f 
. BILLS ORDERED TO A THIRD READING. il 
| The following bills were severally read the | 
|| second time, and considered as in Committee of | 
|| the Whole, and ordered to be engrossed for a 
i third reading: na z 

-. "The bill for the relief of Elijah Simmons; 
li The bill for the relief of Elizabeth Robinson, | 
i daughter:and only sur.iving heir of Lieutenant : 


cl 
e| 


ent | 
i 
! 


i 
! 
fi 
1 


‘The bill for the relief of Martin 


‘this bill. 
i; reported it, and had assented to the report under 


i| enit with the principles of civil govgrame 


|Richard Wild, of 


| ceased; ‘ 


tha tevolptionary.army, de- 
i Prindle; 
The bill for the relief of Theodore W. Morr 
‘and . t : ne sad 
The bill to purchase the right to use the inven- 
tion of Boyd Reilly, far the application of vapor 
to the human body, in the Army and Navy hog- 


ìs; 


‘pitals. | 
NORTHERN BOUNDARY OF OHIO. 

Mr. BENTON moved to postpone the previous 
orders, and to take up the bill to establish the 
northern boundary line of Ohio, and for the ad- 
mission of Michigan into the Union; which motion 
“was agreed to. 

Mr. B. said the committee who reported . this 
‘bill, and of which he was a member, consid- 
ered the southern boundary line as virtually 
established. They had included in the proposed 
limits a considerable portion of territory on the 
northwest, and had estimated the whole amount 
‘of territory embraced within the territorial limits 
‘of the whole State at sixty thousand square miles. 
The Territory attached contained a very small 
portion of the Indian population. He spoke of the 
trade on the river between Lakes Michigan and 
Superior. As Michigan presented an extended 
frontier, both as related to the Indians and for- 
eign Powers, it was desirable that it should be as 
strong and defensible a State as possible. Mr. B. 
moved to strike out the words in the third sec 
tion, ‘* be authorized to,” so as to make it read, 
ithe President ‘* shall’? announce the fact of the 
‘acceptance by the Legislature; also, to strike out 
the words, ‘shall receive the approbation of the 
Senators and members of the House of Repre 
sentatives elected to represent the said State in 
the Congress of the United States,’ which were 
agreed to. He offered some other amendments of 
minor importance, which were also agreed to., 
Mr. CLAYTON gaye the reasons which (he 
i said) constrained him to oppose the pas of 

He was one of the committee who 


the hope that in the course of the: discussion 
| something might,be elicited which would obviate 
the difficulties that now appeared to him of a ver 

serious nature. In assenting to this report, he fek 
that this was a proposition which might be dis- 
, cussed before the whole Senate, and not smothered 
in the committee, inasmuch as the supporters of 
the measure ought, in justice, to be allowed to 
submit their whole plan, and as some plan might 
be offered in the course of the discussion, which 
would reconcile all parties to the passage of the 
‘bill, He did not then say that he would not vate 
for the bill, though there were difficulties in the 
, way of serious magnitude; indeed, he was anxious 
: for the admission of Michigan, believing that she 
i had a sufficient population to entitle her toit; but 


| his object was to elicit discussion, in order that 


| his objections and those of other gentlemen might, 
if possible, be overcome. The bill proposed the 


ratification and confirmation of the constitution 
|| formed by the convention elected by the people of 


Michigan, but it changed the boundaries: claimed 
by that constitution in the most essential partic- 
ulars. The bill, in the third section, provided that 
this act shall receive the assent of the Legislature 
of the State acting under the authority of the 
convention elected by its people; and thereupon, 
and without further proceedings on the part of 
Congress, the President shall announce that the 
conditions of her admission are complied with, 
and her Senators and Representatives shall be 
allowed to take their seats in Congress without 
further delay. Gentlemen would perceive that 
the condition reauitad by the bill for so important 
a change of the boundaries of the new State was 
nat the assent of.the people of Michigan, but the 
assent of her Legislature, acting under the author- 
ity of the before-named convention. He wished 
to call the attention of gentlemen to this point: 
Michigan was to be admitted into the Union as 
soonas her Législature, acting under the authority 
of the convention, assented to the boundaries 
given in the bill, Was this a proper way to 
admit a State into the Union? Was this ¢onsist- 
nt, or of 
the origin of civil gavernmcats, which required 


the assent of the governed to the forh and manner 
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of their government? ] ! 
the people living on the north side of the lake 
given, either expressed or implied ? Congress by 
this bill added twenty thousand square miles to 
Michigan, notembraced in the boundaries defined 
in the constitution adopted by them; and how 
was the assent of the people living in that portion 
of the Territory, who took no part in forming this 
constitution, given to these boundaries? How 
would gentlemen extend the jurisdiction of the 
new State over these twenty thousand square 
miles, without asking the assent of the People 
living there? Again: this bill struck out five 
hundred square miles contained within the bound- 
aries claimed by this constitution. The constitu- 
tion runs thus: ‘* We, the pope of the Territory 
of Michigan, as established by the act of Congress 
of the llth of January, 1805.” Now this bill 
extended the jurisdiction of this constitution over 
the people of an immense tract of country, who 
are not within the limits of this Territory as 
established by the act of Congress of 11th Jan- 
uary, 1805; and how this could be done, without 
violating the principle that all governments were 
founded on the consent of the governed, he was 
at a loss to conceive. 

It was nowhere provided in the ordinance of 
the convention that this Legislature should have 
the power to alter or change the constitution or 
boundaries of the State; how, then, could the 
assent of this Legislature make this change of 
boundary binding on the State? Atalarge meet- 
ing lately held at the city of Detroit, it was as- 
serted that the people of Michigan had given no 


ower to any set of men to alter or change their ` 


oundaries. By the constitution framed by the 
convention, it was made a pre-requisite that the 
people should assent to it, and the manner in 
which such assent should be given was clearly 
defined. Now this assent had been given, and 
the constitution had been sent to Congress. Now 
he did not betieve that the people of Ohio and 
Indiana who lived within the line claithed by 
Michigan ever gave theif assent to this constitu- 
tion; but he did not choose to go behind the evi- 
dence. They say that all who live within the 
line established by the act of Congress of Janu- 
ary 11, 1935, voted for it; and how, then, could 
this Legislature give their assent to the subtrac- 
tion of this territory claimed to be within’ the 
limits of Michigan by this constitution? He was 
anxious to hear what gentlemen would say in 
relation to these difficultics; and he put itto them 
whether it would not be necessary to ask the as- 
sent of the people living on the north and west 
side of the fake to this constitution, to make it 
binding on them? 
` Mr. CLAYTON gave his objections at length 
to another part of the constitution of Michigan, 
which provides that every white male inhabitant 
residing in the Territory at the time’ of the udop- 
tion of the constitution, or for a period of six 
‘months, shall be entitled to a vote. This clause, 
he contended, wasin violation of the Constitution, 
which gives to Congress alone the power to pre- 
scribe a uniform rule of naturalization. 
concluded by saying that he was anxious for the 
admission of Michigan into the Union; and if 
this bill should be rejected, as he thought it ought, 
another bill might be brought forward and passed 
at this session, providing for obtaining in the 
proper form the assent of all the people within 
the prescribed boundaries to the constitution, and 
thus Michigan might come into the Union with 
her sistcr, Arkansas, on the first day of the next 
session. She would only be deprived of the 
privilege of being represented in Congress for the 
short period yct remaining of this session, which 
would be fully compensated by coming into the 
Union as all the other States had done. 

Mr. BENTON replied to Mr. Crayton, that 
both the points raised by him had been debated 
and acquiesced in by Congress for ncarly a quar- 
ter of a century, and cited the acts of Congress of 
6th and 14th April, 1812, in relation to the admis- 
sion of Louisiana into the Union, which, he con- 
tended, were parallel with the present case, and 
went into a minute history of the circumstances 
connected with it, to show its exact similarity to 
the case of Michigan. 

Mr. CLAYTON replicd, that the assent of the 
Legislature was required to this material change 


Mr.C.. 


, cepted the additional territory. 


How was the assent of ‘tof boundary, and, it wae said, the assent of the 


traction of five hundred square miles from it? Or 
did the gentleman suppose that the Legislature, 
acting under the authority of this ordinance, were 
authorized to give the assent of the people living 
within this twenty thousand square miles? How 
could any man stand up for an instant, and sup- 

ose that the ordinance gave any such power? 
He asked of gentlemen who intended to vote for 
this billto examine this constitution over, and 
see whether the provisions of the bill comported 
with it. 

Mr. HENDRICKS thought the case cited in 
regard to the admission of Michigan not exactly 
in point. There was no question of citizenship 
in Eonisianas and it was more than a year after 
her boundaries were prescribed and fixed, before 
the new acquisition was made to her territory; 
and she had the right of rejection, although it ac- 
In this case the 

cople of Michigan had no right of rejection. 

he people within the territory that was added 
had not participated in the formation of the con- 
stitution submitted to Congress; and, if they had, 
it is not known that the constitution would have 
been what it is. He did not wish to debate the 
question, but merely to show the difference be- 
tween this and the case cited by the gentleman 
from Missouri. i 

Mr. WRIGHT addressed the Senate in reply 
to Mr. Crayton. His remarks will be given 
hereafter. 

. On motion by Mr. DAVIS, and by general 
consent, the further consideration of the bill was 


__postponed till to-morrow, and the Senate pro- 


“ cceded to the consideration of executive business; 


` after which, it adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Terspay, March 29, 1836. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House a letter 
from the Hon. Samus. Bearbswey, stating that 
he had resigned his seat in the House of Repre- 

` sentativés; which was laid on the table. 

Mr. McKIM, on leave, presented several peti- 

tions; which were referred. 

On motion by Mr. GILLET, the, resolution 
heretofore reported from the Committee on Com- 
merce, for printing two thousand extra copics of 
the bill fixing the pay of the offiters of the cus- 
toms, was taken u p and agreed to. 


REPORT FROM COMMITTEE. 
‘Mr. WARDWELL, from the Committee on 


` Revolutionary Claims, reported a bill: for the.re- 


lief of Benjamin Coyt; which was read twice and 
committed. 
JACKSON CITY, DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 
Mr. FAIRFIELD, from the Committee on the 
District of Columbia, reported a bill to incorpo- 
| rate the Jackson City Association, in the District 


`. of Columbia; which was read the first time. 


:. Objection being made to its second reading, the 
Speaker said, the question would be on the re- 
| jection of the bill. 


Mr. FAIRFIELD said, that, from remarks 


which he had heard- from gentlemen in his vicin- 
. ity, the nature of the bill was entirely misappre- 
; hended; and he presumed that was the case with 
‘gentlemen on the other side of the House. It 
-seemed to be regarded as a charter for a city. 
| Now, sir, it is very far from this. The facts 
: are these. A number of gentlemen, some of them 


residing in this District, having become associ- 


ated in the purchase of a large tract of land on 
the other side of the Potomac, in this District, 


with the expectation that, from its peculiar posi- `: 
tion and other circumstances, not necessary now | 


to enumerate, a commercial city will soon be 
‘established there, and intending themselves to 
‘make a beginning, now ask for an act of incorp- 
‘oration to enable them to manage this common 
property with more facility and convenience than 
they otherwise could. The powers granted are 
few, and no more than are absolutely necessary 


- for the purposes of the association. If the gen- 
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tlemen succeed’ as they now anticipate, in indu- 
' cing gentlemen not now connected with the asso- 
li ciation to come here and establish themselves in 
; commercial pursuits, they will by and by ask us 
' to grant them a city charter. Now, they ask fur 

no such thing; but for a few simple corporate 
powers. But, however well or ill grounded are 
the expectations of these gentlemen, or whatever 
may be the merits or defects of the bill, itis hoped 
that the usual courtesy will be extended towards 
it, of permitting it to pass to a second reading. 

Mr. WARDWELL remarked that, in his 

opinion, if there ever was a humbug, this is em- 
phaticalty one; and he hoped that the House 
would at once reject the bill. Whatare the facts 
attending this most singular application? Several 
gentlemen have purchased a farm at the south end 
of the Long Bridge over the Potomac, in this Dis- 
trict. Their ostensible object is to build acity; but 
in my opinion, the real object is to make money 
out of it at the-expense of the community. Should 
we incorporate this company, what will be the 
consequence? The lots will be advertised in New 
, York, and the different cities of the Union: per 
will be sold at a large price; the company will 


pocket the money, and those who purchase will 
\ lise it. This will be the result of this humbug. 
He hoped the House would reject the bill at once, 
and not give countenance to a project so well cal- 
culated to deceive the people. 
Mr, SPEIGHT had heard of taking time by 
_the forelock, but the present motion looked like 
taking legislation by the forelock. “Why did'not 
' gentlemen wait until the proper time for objecting 
. to this, bill? The course indicated on the present 
occasian was, to his mind, more odious than the 
_ previous question, about which so much had been 
said. He hoped the bill would be permitted to 
` take the usual coursc, and be referred to a Com- 
. mittee of the Whole, where, in the present state 
| of the business, it would probably sleep for the 
|, remainder of the session. The proposition to 
|, reject at that stage, would give to the bill more 
i; importance than it deserved. Mr. S. asked for 
the reading of the bill; which. was accordingly 
read in part, when f o 
Mr. ALLAN, of Kentucky, moved to suspend 
, the further reading of the same; which was agreed 


to. p 
. Mr. VANDERPOEL said tbat this bill was 
‘reported by one of the standing committees of 
this House, and he would ask whether it was en- 
tirely courteous to the committee to make the 
' summary disposition of the bil which was now 
, proposed. He did not know that he should ulti- 
: mately vote for the bill; he was at least open to 
-|.comviction as to 1ts merits and demerits; but he 
_did not believe that the bill was on its face so 
preposterous and so outrageous in principle, as to 
| require the desperate expedient now proposed to 
, be adopted in reference to it. Why not Ict it go 
| through the ordinary routine of lugislation?. It 
_ did not propose to charter a city before a city was 
erected; but to grant to an association of gentle- 
men corporate powers to facilitate the effort to 
, build a city on the other side of the Potomac, 
© which the petitioners told us they contemplated 
doing. If the petitioners or proprietors really.in- 
; tended to build, or to commence building a city 
, there, an- act of incorporation like the one now 
under consideration, might be very convenient 
. and useful. It would at least guard against the 
inconveniences that would result from the death 
| of any one or more of the proprietors, and the 
probable minority of those who might succeed 
, them.. He was not, in principle, favorable to the 
. unnecessary increase of corporations, but this bill 
| was certainly not so flagrantly objectionable. as 
‘to destroy all claim to that courtesy which was 
extended to most, if not all, other bills that were 
, reported to this House. He hoped, therefore, 
that the motion now to reject, would not prevail. 
Mr. BOND said, that this was a novel propo- 
sition. When it was attempted ta.grant an act 
; of incorporation to deal in lands, it was time to 
take the alarm. In relation to the inconvenience 
‘to which reference had been made, about the 
: management of the property of this company, It 
' was the same which was experienced by every 
‘partnership; and he inqtired whether there was 
{a gentleman present, who had heard the bill read, 
` who would vote for it? 3 


` show that the case had merits, and that the bill |) 


' politically and otherwisc, at any time during the | 
„past year or two. 


-wish to treat this bill with any disrespect; he 
‘would treat it with more kindness than abso- | 
_ hately rejecting it, by moving to lay it-on the 


its merits fairly and fully discussed. 


. District, neither of which could get along without 


— +e O 


ee a e ee e 


Mr. PEYTON was $ 
which were made of the name of the President. — 
He did not object to the political speculations 
which were carried on in his name; but he did 
object to the pecuniary speculations which con- 
nected his name with the bogs, and swamps, and 
frogs of Jackson City. This city reminded him 
of the reply of a Georgian who had visited a tract 
of land which he had purchased in the western 
part of Tennessee, in answer to a question as to 
the production of his plantation. He said that 
it produced sixty bushels of frogs to the acre, and 
a sufficiency of alligators to fence in the premiscs. 


. The gentlemen from New York were not content 
-with approprinlng to their use the military fame ` 


of Andrew Jackson, but were alsé disposed to 
connect it with this bull-frog speculation, for the : 
purpose of advancing the original price of the ` 
property. He objected to the use of the Pres- 
ident’s name for any such purpose. ` 
Mr. FAIRFIELD said that he rose to say only 
a word in reply. The bill now presented had not ` 
been drafted by himself. It was originally very 
voluminous, and granted very extensive powers; 
but on his motion in committee it had been razecd, 
and no greater powers retained than were essen- 
tial‘to enable the association to manage this prop- 
erty with convenience, and progress witlr their 
‘design. When the subject had been first pre- 


_gented to the committee, he entertained the same 


opinion that some other gentlemen now appear 
to entertain, to wit: that it was a mere matter of 
speculation. But he had since been led to change 
that opinion. He was nowsatisfied thatthe gen- . 
tlemen of this association had other objects; that 
they not only intended to proceed immediately in 
the erection of stores, wharves, and other con- 


-weniences for commercial operations, but that 


they had appropriated the sum of $60,000, and 
held it ready to invest in this enterprise, as soon 
as they-could obtain an act of incorporation to 
enable them to proceed with safety. But he said 
he was not prepared to go into a discussion of the 
merits of the bill, He had been instructed by the 
committee to present it only about fifteen minutes 
before it was presented to this House. But when |: 
‘the proper, time arrived, he would endeavor to 


ought to pass, notwithstanding the remarks of I| 
the gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. Bonn.] The op- | 
position to this bill in this stage of its progress, |i 

e believed to be entirely novel, though he had not |, 
much experience in Irgislation; and he believed |, 


-it must arise principally from the association of | 


the illustrious name of the President in the title ; 
of the corporation, judging from the quarter 
of the House from which the objections came. 
The gentleman from Tennessee (Mr. Perron] 
soemed disposed to be merry upon the occasion, . 
and had moreover manifested some solicitude, lest ; 
the President’s name should suffer by its con- 
nection with “ swamps and bogs.” Sir, I wish 
the gentleman had always manifested the same 
regard for the President; but it appears to me, | 
from the course pursued by that gentleman, and | 
those with whom he is associated in support of a ; 
particular candidate for the presidency, that they ` 
would not have felt any great degree of reluctance 
at sceing the President’s name and fame swamped, | 


He repeated that the course ; 
pursued by those who objected to the bill was |. 
novel, and to him entircly unexpected. He had |! 
not the remotest idea on presenting it, that he |! 
should be called upon to say a word 1n its favor, it 
and he now trusted that it would be permitted to |! 
take the usual course, and ata suitable time have 


Mr. REED said there were three cities in this | 


the aid of the Government. He was opposed to 
any act by Congress which would countenance 
this speculation. He adverted to the locality and 
unfitness of this position for a city. He did not |! 


t 
i 
| 


table. i 
Mr. FAIRFIELD asked for the yeas and nays 
on the resolution; which were not ordered. 


orry ta withess the trses I 


- road, in Indiana, Illinois, and Missouri; 


' and concluded by the following resolution: 


: in this House, and that David Newland is entitled to a seat 


! from the poll of the petitioner, because it appears that he : 


‘ report, which have been counted for the petitioner, but : 


Tue bill wae thea laid on the table—ayes 80, 
noes 64. f 


3 
5 
Be 
oO 
3 
i=] 
5 
3 
=. 
= 
QO 
a 


committed. a 

Messrs. CASEY and CHAPMAN, from the 
Committee on the Public Lands; Mr. CRAIG, 
from the Committee on Revolutionary Claims; 
Mr. WARDWELL, from the Committee on 
Revolutionary Pensions;and Messrs. HAYNES 
and LYON, from the Committee on Indian Af- 
fairs, made unfavorable reports upon various 
petitions; which were laid on the table. 

The following bills from the Senate were read 
twice and committed: 

A bill for the continuation of the Cumberland 


A bill for the relicf of Susan Marlow; , 

A bill for the relief of Samuel Smith, Lynn 
Magu, and Semoaise, Creek Indians, 

A bill to settle and establish the northern bound- 
ary line of the State of Ohio was read twice, , 
when 

Mr. VINTON expressed a hope that the bill 
would be put upon its passage. The delegation `: 
from Ohio (he understood) had no desire to dis- 
cuss it. Rs 

The hour of twelve having arrived, the Caan ' 
announced the special order of the day. 


NORTH CAROLINA CONTESTED ELECTION. 


The House then proceeded to the consideration 
of the special order, being the report of the Com- 
mittee of Elections on the contested election for 
he twelfth congressional district of North Caro- , 
ina. : i 

The report of the majority of the committec 
was in favor of the petitioner, David Newland, 


“Resolved, That James Graham is not entitled to a seat 


in this House.” 


Mr. RENCHER submitted the following 
amendment, which is the pending question: 


1. Resolved, That the depositions which have been com- 
municated to the House by the Speaker, and laid on the 
table since the report of the Committee of Elections was | 
made, whenever taken upon due notice, will be received 


2. Resolved, That the five votes taken fromthe commons 
box, at tbe Franklin precinet in Buncombe county, and ; 
counted for the petitioner, ought not to be counted. i 

3. Resolved, That the three votes which were stricken 
from the petitioner’s roll by the judges at Asheville, in Bun- |: 
combe county, because it appeared by the return of the 
judges from the Henderson precinct that three of the votes `, 
given the petitioner were given by votens living in Yancey 
county, and which have now been added to his poll by the 
committee, ought not to be allowed. ` 

4. Resolved, That two votes, (to wit: Robert Lankford 

and George Barkley,) stricken from the roll of the sifting ` 
member by the committee, on the ground that they voted 
outof their proper county, ought to be restored, because 
there is no proof that they lived out of the county in which `i 
they voted. 
_ 5. Resolved, That two votes, (to wit: Moses Pace and |! 
Andrew Morrison,) which were proven by parol testimony | | 
to have been given for James Graham, out of the county |; 
in which they reside, and on that account have been stricken `, 
from his poll by the committee, ought to be restored, be- `| 
cause it does not appear from the poll books themselves k 
that either of these men voted at ttie election. i 

6. Resolved, That William H. Milton ought to be stricken | 


by the House as testimony in this case. | 
i 
{ 
{ 


had not paid a public tax. 
7. Resolved, That the five votes found on page six of the 


which were not given in atthe polls, ought not to be counted. | 

8. Resolved, That there is no evidence that these men | 
were qualified to vote, not havinglived in the county where | 
they offered to vote twelve months immediately preceding | 
the day of election, as required by the constitutidn of Notti 
Carolina, or that they tendered their votes as required by 
the law of that State. , 

9. Resolved, therefore, That is entiticd to a 
gent upon this floor as a Representative from the twelfth ! 
congressionaj} district of North Carolina. ~ -- 


Mr. NEWLAND, who was entitled to the 
floor, rosc and addressed the House for some time || 
in reply to the sitting membet. At the conclu- 
sion of his remarks, ees: i 

Mr.CUSHMAN rose and said: Mr. Speaker, © 
Congress has now been in session almost four |, 
months; yet the contested election between Mr. '- 


i 


| ehanan, Burns, 


Mr. 


Graham id! undeviged. But, 
these parties. have hid a full hear- 
Committee of Elections by them- 
embraced 


of the documents I presume that every gentleman 
has long since satisfied himself how he ought to 
record his vote; therefore, I, move the previous 
question. 

Mr. HAWKINS asked the gentleman to with- 
draw his motion, to enable him to make an ex- 
planation relative to the five votes which were 


. taken from the commons box, alluded to yester- 
: day by the gentleman from Kentucky, [Mr. Car- 
"© woon,] which was refused, for the rcason that 


ree question precluded debate. 
Mr. PEYTON rose to a point of order: ‘That 


'| the previous question could not be moved upon 


resolutions purporting to be reported by a com- 
mittee, but which, in fact, were never reported by 
the committee, because a majotity never agreed 
thereto, and the report was never made in com- 


/ mittee; and, also, that the document purporting 


to be the report of a majority of the committee is 
inconsistentand contradictory in its different facts, 
and presents no result on which the previous ques- 
tion can be called; inasmuch as in the body of the 


. report it leaves to the House to decide the propri- 
„ety of allowing to the petitioner the votes found 
in the commons box, and in schedule.A, which 


is annexed as a part thereof, it includes the said 
votes among the three thousand seven hundred 


' and twenty-six stated to have been given for the 


petitioner.” ' : o 
The SPEAKER decided that the report of the 


- Committee of Elections, signed by a maoniy of 
of 


the committee, made to the House on the 24t 

February, was the subject before'the House; that 
the previous question could be moved; and that, 
if demanded by a majority of the House, the main 
question would be on agreeing to the resolutions 


‘appended to said report, and constituting á part 


thereof, to wit: i 


“1, Resolved, That James Graham is not entitled to a seat 
in this Housc. nie cams : 

“Q. Resolved, That David Newland is entitled to aseat in 
this House.” a 


From this decision Mr. PEYTON took an ap- 
peal to the House, and was debating the same, 


‘when 


Mr. RIPLEY rose and called him to order, on 
the following grounds: “That the majority of the 


ii committee having signed the report, notwith- 


standing the member from Tenhessee [Mr. Per- 
Ton] alleged that General Hawgiss, from North 


-, Carolina, had not agreed to it, which allegation 
_ is disproved by the statement of General Haw- 
` gins, who explicitly declares that he did sign it, 
and agreed to the resolutions, although he dis- 
| sented in relation to the five votes put into the 
i commons box; that, under these circumstances, 


onan appin from the decision of the Chair on a 
point of order, the honorable member from Tep- 


' nessee has no right to go into the facts of the case 
: involved in the report, after the motion for the 


previous question.” 


The SPEAKER decided that, on the appeal 
from the decision of the Chair on the point of 
order, pending a motion for the previous quts- 
tion, it was not in order to go into the facts of 
the case involved in the report. 

From this decision Mr. PEYTON took an- 
other appeal to the House, and the question was 
put: “Shall the decision of the Chair om the 
point of order raised by Mr. Rire stand as the 
judgment of the House??? and passed in the affirm- 

124, nays 68. nei 

YEAS — Messrs. Anthony, Ash, 
Bean, Bockee, Boon, Bouldin, Bovee, Boyd, Brown, Bu- 
à Bynum, Cambreleng, Carr, Casey, Chaney, 
Cleveland ,Coftce, Coles, Cannor, Craig, 
Doubleday, Dromgoote, Effner, 


French, William K. Fuller, Gal- 
Grantland. Grayson, Haley, 


Ashley, Barton, Beale, 


Chapman, Chopia, ; 
Cramer, Cushman, Davis, 
Everett, Fairfield, Farlin, 
braith, James Garland, Gillet, 
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rt G Harrison, Hawes, 
‘alsey, Hopkins, Howard, 
eman. Jabez Jackson, 


Hamer, Samuel S. Harrison, 
Hawkins, Haynes, Henderson, 
WWublev, Huatington, Huntsman, In n i 
Jarvis, Joseph Johnson, Richard M. Johanson Cave Johnson, 
‘John W. Jones, Benjamin Jones, Kennon, Kilgore, Kin- 
nard, Kiingeasmith, Lane, Lansing, Gideon Lye, Joshua 
Lee, Taomas Lee, Leonard, Logan, Loyall, Lucas, Lyon, 
Job Mann, Marming, Martin, Moses Mason, Sampson Ma- 
aon, Wiliam Mason, MeKay, McKeon, MeKim,-McLene, 
Montgomery, Morgan, Muhlenberg, Owens, Page, Parker, 
Parks, Patterson, Patton, Dutee J. Pearee, Franklin Pierce, 
Pettigrew, Paelps, Pinckney, John Reynolds, Joseph Rey- 
nold:, Ripley. Roane. Rogers, Schenek, Seymour, Shinn, 
Sickios, Smith, Spangler, Speight, Steele, Taylor, Thomas, 
John Thomson, Tawas, ‘furcill, Vanderpool, Wagener, 
Ward, Wardwell, Webster, and Weeks—124. 
NAYS—Messrs. Adams, Chilton Allen, Heman Allen, 
Bailev. Bell, Bond, Briggs. Bunch, John Cathoon, William 
B. Calhoun, Carter, George Chambers, John Chambers, 
Childs, Nathaniel H. Claiborne, Clark, Corwin, Crane, 
Cushing, Darlington, Deberry, Denny, Evaus, Philo C. 
Fuller, Rice Garland. Granger, Graves, Grennell, Griffin, 
Hiland Hall. Hard, Hardin, Harlan, Hazeltine, Hoar, How- 
eil, Ingersoll, Janez, Henry Johnson, Lawler, Lawrence, 
Lay, Luke Lea, Lewis, Lincola, Love, Maury, McComas, 
Mekennon, Mercer, Milligan, Morris, Peyton, Reed, 
Rencher, Robertson, Russell, Augustine H. Shepperd, 
Slade, Standefer, Storer, Waddy Thompson, Underwood, 
Vintan, White, Lewis Williams, Sherrod Wiliams, and 
Wise. 
Mr. PEYTON resumed, and was addressing 
the House on the appeal from the decision of the 


THE ICONGROSHQ 


Chair on the question of order, raised by himself, : 


when 

Mr. THOMAS rose and called him to order, 
on the ground ‘that there is no question before 
‘the House which is debatable: the previous 
‘question having been called for, which is not 
‘debatable; that it is not in order for any member 
“to enter into debate on a question of fact, about 
*‘ which the Speaker and a member may disagree.”’ 

The SPEAKER decided that, as the previous 
question had been moved, and as, by the rules of 
the Housc, pending the demand for the previous 
question, ‘further debate of the main question” 
is preclnded; and ‘‘ on a previous question there 
shall be no debate;”’ that debate on the point of 
order, if objected to, could not be entertained; as, 
if permitted, the operation of the rules of the 
House, which preauaed debate on the previous 
question, would be defeated; and that conse- 
quently, no member could enter into debate on a 

uestion of fact as set forth in the point raised by 
Mr. Tuomas. 

The question was then put, ‘‘ Shall the decision 
of the Chair on the question of order first raised 

Mr. Perron, stand as the judgment of the 

ouse?” and passed in the affirmative—yeas 136, 
nays 46; as follows: 

YEAS — Messrs. Adams, Anthony, Ash, Ashley, Bar- 
ton, Bean, Bockee, Boun, Borden, Bovee, Boyd, Briggs, 
Brown, Buchanan, Burns, Bynum, Cambreleng, Carr, 
Casey, Chaney, Chapman, Chapin, Cleveland, Coffee, 
Coles, Connor, Craig, Cramer, Cushing, Cushman, Davis, 
Doubleday, Dromgoole, Effuer, Evans, Fairfield, Farlin, 


French, Philo C. Fuller, William K. Fuller, Galbraith, : 


, James Garland, Gillet, Grantland, Graysen, Grennell, Ha- 
ley, Joseph Hatt, Hiland Hall, Hamer, Hannegan, Samuel 
R. Harrison, Albert G. Harrison, Hawes, Hawkins, Haynes, 

- Henderson, Hoar, Holsey, Hopkins, Howard, Hubley, 
Huntington, Ingham, Jabez Jackson, Janes, Jarvis, Joseph 
Joimson, Richard M. Johnson, Cave Johnson, John W. 
Jones, Benjamin Jones, Kennon, Kilgore, Kinnard, Klin- 
gensmith, Lane, Lansing, Lawler, Lawrence, Gideon Lee, 
Joshua Lee, Thomas Lee, Leonard, Logan, Loyai!, Lucas, 
Lyon, Job Mann, Manning, Martin, John Y. Mason, Wil- 
liam Mason, Moses Mason, KcKay, McKennon, McKeon, 
McKim, McLene, Montgomery, Morgan, Morris, Muhlen- 
berg, Owens, Page, Parker, Parks, Patterson, Patton, Dutee 
J. Pearce, Franklin Pierce, Pettigrew, Phelps, John Rey- 
nolds, Joseph Reynolds, Ripley, Roane, Rogers, Schenck, 
Seymour, Shinn, Sickles, Smith, Spangler, Speight. Steele, 
Taliaferro, Thomas, John Thomson, Towns, Turrill, Van- 


derpoel, Wagener, Ward, Wardwell, Webster, Weeks, ` 


and Sherrod Williams—135. 


NAYS — Messrs. Chilton Allan, Heman Allen, Bailey, ` 


Bond, Bunch, John Calboon, William B. Calhoun, Camp- 
bell, Carter, George Chambers, John Chambers, Childs, 
Nathaniel H. Claiborne, Clark, Corwin, Crane, Darlington, 
Deberry, Denny. Everett, Forester, Granger, Graves, Grif- 
fin, Hardin, Harlan, Huzeltine, Howell, Ingersoll, Luke 


Lea, Lewis, Lincoln, Sampson Mason, Maury, McComas, | 


Mercer, Milligan, Peyton, Russell, Slade, Standefer, Storer, 


Waddy Thompson, Underwood, White, Lewis Williams, | 


and Wise—46. _ 
A motion was then made by Mr. PEYTON 


that the House do now adjourn; on the question | 


being put, it was decided in the n 
50, nays 130; as follows: 


YEAS — Messrs. Chilton Alisa, Heman Allen, Ashley, 
Bailey, Bell, Bond, John Cathoon, Campbell, Carter, 
. George Chambers, John Chambers, Childs, Nathaniel H. 
Ctaiborne, Corwin, Crane, Darlington, Deberry, Denny, 
Forester, Philo €. Fuller, Granger, Grennell, Griffin, Hard, 
Hardin, Harlan, Howell, Ingersoll, Luke Lea, Lewis, 
, Lyon, Maury, McComas, McKennan, Mercer, Milligan, 


egative—yeas 


‘| That pending a call for the previous question, it is in or- | 
| der to move to suspend the rules of the House, for the pur- | 


; Russell, 


| Mortis, Peyton, Rencber, Rabertson 
, Under 


Spangler, Standefer, Storer, Waddy Enon pon 
wood, Vinton, Lewis Wiliams, and Wise—3). 
NAYS — Messrs. Adams, Anthony, Ash, Barton, Beale, 

Beau, Bockee, Boon, Borden, Bouldin, Bovee, Boyd, 
Briggs, Brown, Buchanan, Burns, Bynum, Wiliam B. 
Calhoun, Cambreleng, Carr, Casey, Chaney, Chapman, 
Chapin, Cleveland, Cotfee, Coles, Connor, Craig, Cramer, 
Cushman, Davis, Doubleday, Dromgoole, Effner, Fairfield, 
Farlin, French, William K. Fuller, Galbraith, James Gar- 
land, Rice Garland, Gillet, Grantland, Haley, Joseph Hall, 
Vitand Hall, Hannegan, Albert G. Harrison, Samuel S. 
Harrison, Hawes, Hawkins, Haynes, Henderson, [lolsey, 
Hopkins, Howard, Hubley, Huntington, Huntsman, Ing- : 
ham, Jabez Jackson, Janes, Jarvis, Joseph Johnsen, Rich- 
ard M. Johnson, Cave Johnson, John W. Jones, Benjamin 
Jones, Kilgore, Kinnard, Klingensmith, Lane, Lansing, 
Lawrence, Lay, Gideon Lee, Joshua Lee, Thomas Lee, 
Leonard, Lincom, Logan, Love, Lovall, Lucas, Job Maun, 
Manning, Martin, John Y. Mason, William Mason, Moses 
Mason, McKay, McKeon, MeLene, Montgomery, Morgan, 
Muhlenberg, Owens, Page, Parker, Parks, Patterson, Pat- 
ton, Dutee J. Pearce, Franklin Pierce, Pettigrew, Phelps, 
John Reynolds, Joseph Reyaolds, Ripley, Roane, Schenck, 
Seymour, Shinn, Sickles, Smith, Spcigit, Taliaferro, 

’ Thomas, John Thomson, Towns, Turrill, Vanderpoal, 
Wagener, Ward, Wardwell, Webster, Weeks, Whittlesey, 
and Sherrod Williams—130. 


A motion was made by Mr. Cnamsers, of 
Kentucky, that there be a call of the House; and 
the question being put, it was decided in the neg- 


ative—yeas 60, nays 117; as follows: j 


YEAS—Messrs. Adams, Chilton Allan, Heman Allen, | 
` Ashley, Bond, Bunch, John Cathoon, William B. Calhoun, | 
Carter, George Chambers, John Chambers, Nathaniel H. 
Claiborne, Corwin, Crane, Darlington, Deberry, Denny, 
Evans, Forester, Philo C. Fuller, Rice Garland, Granger, 
Graves, Grennell, Hannegan, Hardin, Harlan, Howell, 
Janes, Lawler, Luke Lea, Lewis, Lincotn, Love, Lyon, 
Sampsen Mason, Maury, McKay, McKennan, Mercer, 
Milligan, Morris, Patton, Pettigrew, Peyton, Reed, Rencher, 
Robertson, Russell, Augustine H. Shepperd, Slade, Stande- 
fer, Storer, Taliaferro, 
Vinton, Lewis Williams, Sherrod Williams, and Wise—60. 
NAYS—Messrs. Anthony, Ash, Bailey, Barton, Beale, 
' Bean, Bockee, Boon, Borden, Bovee, Boyd, Briggs, Brown, 
Buchanan, Burns, Bynum, Cambreleng, Carr, Casey, 
Chaney, Chapman, Chapin, Cleveland, Coffee, Connor, 
Craig, Cramer, Cushing. Cushman, Davis, Dromgoole, 
Effner, Fairfield, Farlin, French, William K. Fuller, Gal- 
braith, James Garland, Gillet, Grantland, Haley, Hiland 
Hall, Joseph Hall, Hamer, Hard, Samuel S. Harrison, Albert 
G. Harrison, Hawes, Hawkins, Haynes, Hazeltine, Hen- 
derson, Hoar, Hoigey, Hopkins, Howard, Huntington, 
Huntsman, Ingham, Jabez Jackson, Jarvis, Cave Jobnson, 
Joseph Johnson, Richard M. Johnson, Benjamin Jones, 
; John W. Jones, Kilgore, Kionard, Klingensmith, Line, 
Lansing, Lawrence, Lay, Gideon Lee, Joshua Lee, Thomas 
Lee, Leonard, Logan, Loyall, Lucas, Jeb Mann, Manning, 
' Martin, Moses Mason, William Mason, McComas, McKeon, 
1! McLene, Montgomery, Morgan, Muhienberg, Owens, Page, 
Parker, Parks, Patterson, Dutee J. Pearce, Franklin Pierce, 
Phelps, John Reynolds, Joseph Reynolds, Ripley, Roane, 
Schenck, Sevmour, Shinn, Sickles, Smith, Thomas, John 
Thomson, Towns, Turrill, Vanderpoel, Wagener, Ward, 
| Wardwell, Weeks, and Whittlesey—J17. 


A motion was made by Mr. Rencuenr, that the 
| rules of the House be suspended, to enable him 
| to submit a resolution touching the subject-matter 


From this decision of the Speaker, Mr. Ren- 
| cer took an appeal tothe House, and stated his 
| point of order in writing, as follows: 


| pose of offering such a resolution as the foflowing, to wit: 


' — Resolved, That by general agreement, there shall be no 
| further debate upon the resolutioas of the committee, or the 
; resolutions proposed thereto, in the form of an amendment. 
| Resolved, therefore, That the call for the previous ques- 

tion ought to be withdrawn ; and that the House,procecd to | 
| vote on each resolution contained in the amendment; and 
; that it be done without debate. 


The SPEAKER stated that if, by “general 
i agreement,” the motion was entertained, rio ques- | 
tion of order could arise; but objection being made, | 


: it was not in order to entertain the motionat this |! 


state of the proceeding, and whilst the motion.for | 
the previous question was pending. ee dl 

i r. PATTON rose to debate this appeal, | 
The SPEAKER decided that it was not in or- | 

i! der to debate the said appeal, the previous ques- 

| tion having been moved. ; 

', From this decision Mr. Patron took an appeal 

to the House—and the question was put on this 


i| the judgment of the House?” and passed im the | 
| affirmative; yeas 108, nays 58. 
YEAS—Mesers. Adams, Anthony, Ash, Barton, Beale- 

‘| Bean, Bockee, Boon, Bouldin, Bovec, Boyd, Brown, Buch, | 
|; anan, Burns, Bynum, Cainbreleng, Carr, Casey, Chaney, 
| Chapin, Cleveland, Coffee, Coles, Conner, Craig; Cramer, ; 

Cushman, Davis, Doubleday, Dromgoole, Effner, Fairfield, 
Farlin, French, Ww 


illiam K, Fuller, Galbraitb, James-Gar- | 


Waddy Thompson, Underwood, ' 


of the said contested election. j: 
The SPEAKER decided that pending the mo- | 


: tion for the previous question, it was notin order. ‘| 


' | Hopkins, Howard, Hubley,Hu 


| appeal, “ Shall the decision ef the-Chair stand as | 


ij Johnson, Lawler, Lawrence, Lay, 


Jand, Gillet, Grantland, Grayson, J oseph Hal, Hamer, Han- 
negan, Samuel S. Harrison, Albert G. Harrison, Hawes, 
Hawkins, Haynes, Hopkins, Howard, Huntington, Hunts- 
! man, Jabez Jackson, Cave Johnson, Joseph Johnson, Rich- 
: ard M. Johnson, John W. Joues, Benjamin Jones, Kilgore, 
Kiunard, Klinggusmith, Lanc, Lansing, Joshua Lee, Leon- 
ard, Loyall, Lucas, Job Mann, Manning, Martin, John Y. 
Ma-on, Wiliam Mason, Moses Maxon, McKay, McKeon, 
McKim, MecLenc, Montgomery, Morgan, Muhlenberg, 
Owens, Page, Parker. Parks, Paiterson, Dutee J. Pearce, 
Franklin Pierce, Phelps. John Reynolds, Joseph Reynolds, 
Ripley, Roane, Rogers, Schenck, Seymour, Shinn, Sickles, 
Smith, Speight, Thomas, John Thomson, Towns, Turrill, 
Wagener, Ward, Wardwell, Webster, and Weeks—108. 
NAYS—Messrs. Chilton Allan, Heman Allen, Bell, Bond, 
Briggs, Bunch, John Calhoon Willian B. Calhoun, George 
Chambers, Jonn Chambers, Nathaniel H. Claiborne, Clark, 
Corwin, Cranc, Cushing, Denny. Evans, Forester, Philo 
C. Fuller, Rice Garland, Graves, Grenuell, Griffin, Hardin, 
Harlan, Hazeltine, Hoar, Howell, Janes, Lawrence, Lay, 
Luke Lea, Lewis, Lincoln, Love, Sampson Mason, Maury, 
McComas, McKennon, Morris, Patton, Pettigrew, Reed, 
Rencher, Robertson, Russell. Augustine H. Sheperd, Stade, 
Spangler, Standefer, Stecie, Taliaferro, Waddy Thompson, 
Underwood, Vinton, Whittlesey, Lewis Williams, Sherrod 
Wiltiams, and Wise—3?. A wo 
The question then recurred on the appeal moved 
by Mr. Rencner; and being put, Shall the de- 
cision of the Chair stand as the judgment of the 
‘ House? it passed in the affirmative—yeas 107, 
` nays 48; as follows: 
YEAS—Messrs. Adams, Anthony, Ash, Bartan, Beale, 
i Bean, Bockee, Boon, Borden, Bouldin. Bovee, Boyd, 
Buchanan, Burns, Bynum, Cambreleng, Carr, Casey, Cha- 
‘ ney, Chapman, Chapin, Coffee, Coles, Connor, Craig, Cra- 
. mer, Cushman, Doubleday, Dromgoole, Effner, Fairfield, 
| Farlin, Freach, Wiliam K. Fuller, Galbraith, James Gar- 
| dand, Giles, Joseph Hall, Wamer, Hannegan, Samuel 8. 
‘Harrison, Albert G. Harrison, Hawes, Hawkins, Haynes, 
| Henderson, Holsey, Hopkins. Howard, Iubley, Hunting- 
i ton, Hantsman, Ingham, Jabez Jackson, Jarvis, Cave 
' Johnson, Joseph Johnron, Richard M. Johnson, John W. 
' Jones, Benjamin Jones, Kilgore, Kinnard, Klingensmith, 
| Lane, Lansing, Joshua Lee, Thomas Lee, Leonard, Lo- 
gan, Loyali, Lucas, Job Mann, John Y. Mason, Moses 

Mason, William Mason, McKay, McKim, McLene, Mont- 
; gomery, Morgan, Mulilenberg, Owens, Page, Parks, Patter- 

son, Dutee J. Pearce, Franklin Pierce, Phelps, John Rey- 
‘| nolds, Joseph Reynolds, Ripley, Roané, Schenck, Sey- 
i mour, Shinn, Sickles, Smith, Spangler, Speight, Thomas, 
1! John Thomsen, Towns. Turrill, Vauderpoel, Wagener, 

Wardwell, and Weeks—107. 

NAYS—Messrs. Chilton Allan, Bond, Briggs, Bunch, 

John Calhoon, William B. Calhoun, Carter, John Cham- 
: bers, Nathaniel H. Claiborne, Clark, Corwin, Crane, Cush- 

ing, Denny, Evans Forester, Rice Garland, Granger, 
_ Graves, Grennell, Hardin, Harlan, Toar, Howell, Inger- 

sal, Luke Lea, Lewis, Lincoln, Love, Sampson Mason, 
| Maury, McCarty, McComas, McKennan, Mercer, Milligan, 
| Morris, Patton; Rencher, Robertson, Augustine H. Shep- 
|| perd, Slade, Standefer, Storer, Taliaierro, Waddy Thomp- 
'| son, Underwoad, Lewis Williams, and Wise—48. 
| 

A call.of the House was then ordered, on mo- 
tion by Mr. WILLIAMS, of North Carolina; 
and the roll being called over, all the members 
answered to their names except—— 

On motion by Mr.. ALLAN, of Kentucky, 
į further proceedings under the call were dispensed 
with. : 

And it was then ascertained that the previous 
question, which had been moved by Mr. CUSHMAN, 
: was demanded by a majority of the members 
i! present, 

The said previous question was then put, viz: 
Shall the mam question be now put? 

And passed in the affirmative—yeas 112, nays 
‘| 87; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Anthony, Ash, Barton, Bean, Bockee, 
: Boon, Bouldin, Bovee, Boyd, Brown, Buchanan, Bums, 
Bynum, Cambreleng, Carr, Casey, Chaney, Chapin, Cleve- 
land, Coffee, Coles, Connor, Craig, Cramer, Cushman, 
Davis, Doubleday, Dromgoole, Effner, Fairfield, Farlin, 


| Fren¢h, William K. Fuller, Galbraith, Gillet, Grantland, 


| Haley, Joseph Hall, Hamer, Hannegan, Samuel S. Harrison, 
Albert G. Harrison, Hawes, Haynes, Henderson, Holsey, 
i utiagton, Huntsman, Ingham, 
Jabez Jackson, Jarvis, Joseph Johnson, Richard M. John- 
i son, Cave Johnson, John W. Jones, Benjamin Jones, Kil- 
gore, Kinnard, Klingensmith, Lane, Lan-ing, Gideon Lee, 
Joshua Lee, Thomas Lee, Leonard, Lozan, Luyall, Lucas, 
| Job Mann, Manning, Martin, Johu Y. Masou, William Ma- 
| son, Moses Mason, McKeon, McKim, McLene, Mont- 

gomery, Morgan, Muiatenberg, Owens, Page, Parker, Parks, 
Pattergon, Dutee J. Pearce, Franklin Pierce, Phelps, John 


if Reynalds, Joseph Reynolds, Ripley, Roane, Schenck, Sey- 


mour, Shinn, Sickles, Smith, Speight, Thomas, John 
| Thomson, Towns, Turrill, Vanderpoel, Wagener, Ward, 
Wardwell, Webster, and Wecks.— 112. 
{ ‘NAYS+Mesars. Adams, Chilton Allan, Heman Allen, 
į. Ashley, Baily, Beale, Beli, Bond, Borden, Briggs, Bunch, 
obn Galhoan, William B. Calboun, Campbell, Carter, 
George Chambers, John Chambets, Chapman, Childs, Na- 
thamwel H. Claiborne, Clark, Corwin, Crane, Cushing, 
Darlington, Deberry, Denny, Evans, Evercit, Forester, 
Philo C. Fuller, Rice Garland, Granger, Graves, Grayson, 
Grennell, Griffin, Hiland Hall, Hard, fardin, Harlan, 
! Hawkins, Hazeltine, Hoar, Howell, Ingersoll, Janes, Henry 
7] Luke Lea, Lewis 
Lincoln, Love, Lyon, Samson Mason, Maury, McCarty, 


~ THE CO 


VES. 


NGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


“WEEKLY. 


BY BLAIR & RI 


First Session, Hru Coneress. 
kd 


PRICE $1 FO 


RA SESSION, _ 


MONDAY, APRIL 4, 1836. 


MeComnas, McKay, McKenna, Mercer, Milligan, Morris, |! din, Harlan, 


Paton, Pottigrew, Peyton, Reed, Reneher, Robertson, 


Rogers, Russell, Angustine H. Shepperd. Snie, Spangler, . 
Srande.er, Steele, Storer. Tiliaierro, Waddy Thompson, | 
Underwood, Vinton, White, Whittesey, Lewis W iliams, 


Sherrod Wiltliaws, aud Wise. -87. 

The previous question having been thus put 
and carried in the affirmative, and the main ques- 
tion ordered to be put, the amendment moved by 
Mr. Reycuen, to the resolutions reported by the 
Committee of Elections, was thereby put aside, 
and the main question was stated, to wit: That 
the House do agree to the resolutions reported 
by the Committee of Elections, which are as fol- 
lows: 


1. Resolved, That James Graham isnot entitled toaseat ` 


in this House. 
2. Resolved, That David Newland is entitled to a seat in 
this House. 


A division of the said main question being called |! 


for, 
The question was 
to the first of the sai 
l. Resolved, 
in this House; 
And passed in the affirmative— 
87; as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Authany, Ash, Barton, Bean, Bockee, 
Boon, Bouldin, Bovee, Boyd, Brown, Buchanan, Burns, 
Bynum, Cambreleng, Carr, Casey, Chaney, Chapman, Cha 

pin, Cleveland, Coffee, Cotes, Conner, Craig, Cramer, 
.Sustunan, Davis, Doubleday, Dromgoole, Efner, Fairfield, 
Farin, french, Wiliam K. Fuller, Galbraith. James Gar 
land, Gillet, Grantland, Haley, Joseph Hall, Hamer, Han- 
negun Samuel S. Hartison, Albert G. Harrison, Hawes, 
Hiwiios, Haynes, Henderson, Holsey, Hopkins, Uoward, 
Hadley, Huntington, Ingham, Jabez Jackson, Jarvis, Jo 
seph Johson, Richard M. Johnson, Cave Johnson, John ' 
W. Jones, Benjamin Jones, Kennon, Kilgore, Kinnard, | 
Kiingensmith, Lane, Lansi 
Thomas Lee, Leouard, Logan, Loyal, Job Manu, Man- 
ning, Martin, John Y. Mason, William Mason, Moses Ma- 
zon, McKay, McKeon, McKim, McLenec, Moutgomery, 
son, Datee i. Pearce, Franklin Pierce, Pieips, 
Morgan, Muhlenberg, Owens 
nold:, Joseph Reynaids, Ripley, Roane, 
nour, Shinu, Sickles, Smith, S 
Thomson, Towns, Turrill, Vanderpocl, 
Wardwell, Webster, and Weeks—] 14. 

NAY — Messrs. ‘Adams, Chilton Allan, Ho 
Ashley, Bailey, Beale, Beil, Bond, Borden, Bri 
John Calhoun, William B. Calhoon, € 
George Chambers, Jolm Chambers, 


ut, that the House da agree 
resolutions, viz: 


i 


yeas 114, nays 


Digit, Thomas, John 


Wagener, Ward, 


z2: Bunch, 
ampbell, Carter, 


berry, Denny, Evans 
Rice Garland, Ganter, Graves 
Hifand Hall, Rard, Hardin 
eli. Hant-man, Ingersoll, Janes, Henry Johnon, 
Lawrence, Lay, Luke Lea; Lewis, Lintoin, Love, Lucas, 
Lyon, Samp, on; Mavon,. Nlaury, McComas, McKennan, 
Mercer, Milligan, Morris, Patton, Petiigrew, Peyton, Pinek- 
uey, Reed, Rencher, Robertson, Rogers, Russell, Augustine 
FL Shepperd: Stade, Spangler, Standeier, Stecle, Srarer, 
tiaara, Waddy Thempsoń, Underwood, Vinton, White, 

vhi 
_ 3; 


: Grayson, Grennell, Griffin, 


So it was resolved ‘that James Graham is not 


4 vedt | 
entitkd to a seat in this House, 


The question was then put, that.the Hause do | 
he aid resolutions: and |: 


agree to the second of t 


passed in the hegative—yeag- 99, nays 100; as i 
follows: . ‘ 


Jolin Rey- | 


, That James Graham is nat entitled toa seat | 


| 
t 


Votvate 3....No. 20. 


Samuel S. Harrison, Mazeltine, Henderson, 
Hoar, Hopkins, Howell, Hunt man, Ingersoll, Janes, Jarvis 
John W. Jones, Lawler, Lawrence, Lay, Luke Lea, Lewis 
Lincoln, Love, Lovall, Lucas, Lyon, Manning, Samp on 
Mron, Msucy, McCa:ty, MeComas, McKay, McKennan, 

. Mercer, Milligan, Morris, Patton, Pettigrew, Peyton, Reed, 
Rencher, Robertson, Rogers, Russell, Schenck, Augu-tine 
H. Shepperd, Slade, Spangler, Standefer, Steele, Storer, 
Taliafervo, Waddy Thompson, Underwood, Vinton, Web 


? 
, 


ster, White, Whittlesey, Lewis Wiliams, Sherrod Wil- : 


liams, and Wise—199. 

And so it was resolved that David Newland is 
not entitled to a seat in this House. 

A motion was then made by Mr. PAT TON, 
that the House come to the following resolution, 
Viz: 

Resolved, That the election held in North Carolina m last 
Auzu-t, for a Representative of the twellth conqes ional 
di trict of that State in the House of Representatives of the 
United States, be set azide, and the seat of such Representa- 
tive is hercby declared vacant; and that the Speaker of this 
: House inform the Governor of North Carolina of the fact. 


í to this resolution, it passed in the affirmative. 
And then the House adjourned until to-morrow 
| at eleven o’clock, a. m. 


2 


IN SENATE. 
Wenpnespar, March 30, 1836. 
Mr. EWING, of Ohio, presented a communi- 


: 
| 


; cation from the Executive of Ohio, transmitting 
a report of the Medicat Convention of Ohio on 


'| the subject of medical hospitals; also a resolution 


ng, Gideon Loe, Joshua Lee, | 


» Page. Parker, Parks, Patter- ' 
Schenck, Bey- ; 


+ Childs, Nathaniel H. | 
Uiaibome, Clark, Corwin, Crane, Cushing, Dartinoton. De- | 
Everett, Forester, Phifo C. Futler, ; 


Hailan, Hazeltine, Hoar, How- |: 
Lawler, | 


tdesey, Lewis Wiliama, Sherrod Williams, and Wise |; 


of the Legislature of that State, disapproving of | 


i the construction of a harborat Black Rock; also, 


|a resolution of the same Legislature in favor of 


i the completion of the Baltimore and Ohio Rail- 
road; also, a memorial of the same Legislature, 
' stating the advantages that would result from 
i placing the public moneys, to be expended in in- 
ternal improvements in that State, under the care 
of the Board of Public Works lately established 
_ by them:zalso, a memorial from sundry citizens of 
, Ohio, remonsitratin 
‘location of the Cumberland’ road: all of which 


man Allen, |; Were appropriately referred. 


Mr. WALKER presented the memorial of the 
Legislature of the State of Mississippi, praying 
the establishment of a mail route from Memphis, 
in Tennessce, to Jackson in Mississippi; which 
was rcferred to the Committee on the Post Office 
and Post Roads. 


dry clerks in the Executive Departments, praying 
for the increase of their salaries; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. TOMLINSON presented the. memorial of 
the Hospital Society of the State of Connecticut, 
| praying the aid of Congress; which was referred 
to the Committee on Commerce. . 


REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 


Mr. HENDRICKS, from the Committee on 
' Roads and Canals, to which the same hed been 


i referred, reported, without amendment, the bill | 


YEAS—Meegsra. Anthony, Ach 
Boon, Bovee, Boyd, Browia, 
Cambreleng, Carr, Casey, Chaney, Chapin, Cleveland, Cor. ; 
feo, Coles, Craig, Crauner, Cuchmun. Davis, Doubleday. 
Dromgou'r, Effner, Puicficld, Farlin, 
Futier, Gai. vith, James Gartand, Gil 
Josepa Hall, Hamer, Albert G. Harrison, Hawes, 
Haynes, Holsey, Howard, Hubley, ; 
Jabez Jackson, Jozeph Jolinson, Richard M. Johnson Cave 
Jolinson, Benjamin Jones, Keanon, n | 
Klingensmith, Lane, Lansing, Gideon 
Thomas Lee, Leonard, Logan, Job Man 
Mason, Wiliam Ma: on, Moxes Masan, MeKeon, McKim, | 
McLene, Montgomery, Muhlenberg, Uwens, Page, Parker, i 
Parks, Patterson, Dutee J. Pearce, Franktin Pierce, Phelp:, 
John Reynolds, Joseph Reynolds, Ripley, Roane, Seymour, 
Salah Ser Smil, pose ae Thomas, Joha Thomson, 

‘owns, Tarcill, Vandorpoe Vagener, Wa Y 
and Wecks—S9. Uae E nore Waja 

NAYS—Mezers. Adoms, Chitton Allan, Heman Atten 
Ashley, Bailey, Beale, Bell, Bond, Borden, Bouldin, Prise’ 
Bunch, John Calhoun, William B. Cathoon, Campbell, Car- 
ter, George Chamhers, Jahn Chambers, Chapman, Childs, 
Nathaniel H. Claiborne, Clark, Connor, Corwin, Crane, 
Cushing, Darlington, Deberry, Denny, Evans, Everett. For. 

- ester, Phito C. Fuller, Bice Garland, Granger, Graves, Gray- 


» Barton, Bean, Bockee, | 
» Buchanan, Burns, 


Freneh, William K | 
|: Hawkitis, 
Tuntington, Ingham, » 


Lee, Jaslma Lee, , 
n, Martin, Jolm Y. j 


Bynwn, ¿` li | 
i, Post Office and Post Roads, reported with amend- | 
7 i; ment the bill to authorize contracts for carrying 
tetyGrantiand, Hatey, || 7 $ 
i! the amendments, without reading, were ordered 


Kilgore, Kinnaid, || 


f 


H 
well, |) 


i 
4 


_ authorizing the opening of a railroad in Florida. | 


Mr. GRUNDY, from the Committee on the 


the mails and public property on railroads: and | 


| to be printed. 


And on the question that the House do agree j 


g against the change in- the | 


Mr. GRUNDY presented the memorial of sun- `: 


ii Mr. T. (from the same committe 
| unfavorably on the 

; leave was given to h 

| petition and papers. 

Mr. NAUDAIN, from the Committee on 
|, Claims, reported a bill for the relief of Don Carlos 


de Hault de Lassus; which was read and ordered 

to a second reading. ` 
Mr. BENTON gave notice that he would to- 

; Morrow ask leave to introduce a bill to cause the 
f Mint of the United States to be better supplied 
|, With bullion for coining. 
|; Mr. CLAY, from the Committee on Forcign 
| Relations, reported, with amendments, the bill 
', from the Ho 

i] with Spain. 


e) reported 
eution of Moses Hoyt, and 
e petitioner to withdraw. his 


ti 
ji 


use to give effect to the convention 


RESOLUTIONS. 


Mr. LINN submitted the following resolution; 
which lies on the table one day: 
i Resolved, That the Secretary of War be requ^sted to send 


to the Senate the report made to the topographical bureau 
by the United Siates geologi.t. 


Mr. HUBBARD submitted the following reg- 
lution; which lies on the table one day: 


|! Resolved, That the Secretary of War be requested to 
; furni-h the Senate with an e timate of the expense that 
| would be netessarily incurred in holding a treaty with the 
| Chippewa Indians in Michigan, for the purchase of the 
reservations made by the second article of the treaty of 
Saginaw, of the 24th September, 1819. 
| Mr. DAVIS submitted the following resolution; 
|| which lies on the table one day: f , 
| Resolved, That tlic Secretary othe Treasury be instructed 
j; to communicate to the Senate the Amount of money col- 
; tected and expend:d for the relief of sick and Wi abled sea- 
men, under the laws passed for that parpoee, designating, 
| as far as- possible, the amount collected aud expended in 
each port of the United States, and the amount paid, if 
any, by the cu:tom houe officers on the Mississippi and 
Oiio rivers to the collector at New Orleans. 


Mr. MOORE submitted the following resolu- 
tions; which were considered and agreed to: 

Resaire?, That the Committee on Roads and Canats be 
instructed to inquire into the expodieney ò.” réducifia the 
price of such lands ax thay remain unsold, granted to the 


State of Alabama for the inprovement of ube navigation. of 
the Tennes: ée river. ' 


| 
| 0 


Resoive?, Taat the Committee on Roids and Canals be 
instructed to inquire into the expediency o` fitrhdiirihig a 


| bill granting to the State of Alab 
j: 0° land, or acum of money ad 
| the canal now in prozress, de: 
: tions othe uavigation of the 
1i the Mit cle Shoals. 

‘| Resslve?, That the Seeretarv of the War Department bo 
instructd to communicate to thz; Senate the report of Cal- 
onel Keamey, United States engincer, made 19 that Dopart- 
; ment ater his examination of the said canal new ia prog- 
i Tess, relative to the prudent and judicious expenditure of 
the funds appropriated ‘or said work. : 


NOTICE OF BILLS. 


Mr. WALKER gave notjce that he would, to- 
morrow, ask leave to ‘introduce the following 
bills: ‘ tg aes 
A bill to reduce and gtadaate the price of the 
publie lands in favor only of. actual settlers: to 
establish a general and standing preémntion law; 
to provide for the sale and entry of dll-the public 
lands in forty-acre lots, and to equalize the grants 
of public lands among the new States in which 


Ba an abiditioual quantity 
quate to phe completion of 
signed fa remov. the ob-truc- 
Tennessee river jinterpd_ed by 


| 
i 
! 
| 
i 


i 
i 
I 


section to SAT petual settler.on the public lands 


Mr. CLAYTON, from the Committee on the ' 
` Judiciary, to which had been referred the petition | 
-of Willian Fettyplace, and others, reported un- ` 
: favorably thercon; and the committee having been ` 
| discharged from the further consideration of the | 
| petition, it was referred to the Committee on For- | 

{ 


| eign Relations. 
Mr. TOMLINSON, from the Committee on 
| Pensions, to which the subject had been referred | 


, | by a resolution of the Senate, reported a bill-te | 


| prohibit the withholding of pen 


sioners of the United States, in pursuanee of the 
| act of 25th of Jaauary, 1805, to prevent defalen- | 


sions from pen- 


son, Grennell, Grittia, Hiland Hall, Hannegan, Lard, Har- 


20 


i tions in the publicagenis. The bill was read and 
| ordered to a second reading. - : 


f BILLS PASSED. 


|. The following bills were severally read the third 


time and passed: $ 
The bill providing for the opening of am Hary 

| road from Fort Leavenworth, on the right ban 

| ofgthe Mississippi, to some point on the Missis- 

‘ sippi above the State of Missouri; ; 

: ‘The bill for the relief of Elizabeth Robinson 


| daughter and only surviving heir of Lieutenant 
| Richard Wild, of the revolutionary army,*de 


; ceased; 


| ‘The bill for the relief of Elijah Simmons; 


The bill for the relief of Martia Punde; 
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Eee! de ap ee g n 
e tegal represent- 


. Morris: and 


The bill for the relief of th 
atives of the late Theodore w ] 
The bill to purchase tne right to use, 1H the 
Army and Navy hospitals, the invention of Boyd 
Reilly, for the application of respirable vapor to 
the human body. 
NORTHERN BOUNDARY OF OHIO. 

The Senate then resumed, as the unfinished 
business, the bill to establish the northern bound- 
ary line of Ohio, and to provide for the admission 
of Michigan into the Union; and after a debate, 
in which Messrs. TIPTON, BUCHANAN, 
EWING of Ohio, BENTON, NILES, PREN- 
TISS, and WRIGHT, participated, 

On motion by Mr. PORTER, the Senate ad- 


journed. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Weonespay, March 30, 1836. 


Some conversation took place between Messrs. 
PEYTON, BRIGGS, MERCER, EVERETT, 
BELL,THOMAS, SPEIGHT, and the CHAIR, 
in reference to alleged inaccuracies in the Jour- 
nal, and particularly in reference-to the call to 
order by Mr. Rieter, of Louisiana, 

Mr. PEYTON (who was called to order by 
Mr. Riper yesterday) objected to the terms in 
which the transaction was entered wpon the Jour- 

nal. Itappearing, however, that the motion made 
by Mr. Rrevey was in writing, that it had been 
read at the time, and the point of order was de- 
cided under it, and it: being algo stated that the 
Clerk, in making up the Journal, had copied the 
motion of Mr. R. verbatim, Mr. Peyton obtained 
the consent of the House to enter upon the Jour- 
nal a protest or explanatory statement on. the 
subject. 

Petitions and memorials were presented, on 
leave, by Messrs, BOON, EVANS, LAWLER, 
CARR, BOND, KENNON, REYNOLDS of 
Illinois, and JOHNSON of Tennessee. 

[Mr. Carr presented the petition of Tobias 
Cruise, which, upon his motion, was referred to 
the Committee on Private Land Claims. - - 

Mr. Bonn presented a memorial from sundry 
citizens of Dorismeath, in the State of Ohio, 

raying Congress to make the navigation of the 


hio river wholly free by the purchase of the . 


individual stock in the Louisville and Portland 
Canal Company; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Roads and Canals. 

Mr. Reywnotps, of Illinois, presented the peti- 
tion of Mrs. Isabella Hill. This petition states 
that her husband, Samuel Hill, purchased a cer- 
tain tract of land in the State of Illinois, of the 
United States; that said land was patented to the 
said Hill; but, by the decision of the supreme 
court of the State of Illinois, said land was de- 
cided to be vested in another person, and not to 
appertain to the United States: at the time Hill 
entered it. The petitioner prays relief for the 
wr sold when the Government had no title to 
it. 

REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 

Mr. WHITTLESEY, from the Committee on 

Claims, reported a bill for tke relief of the legal 


representatives of John Adams; which was read | 


twice and committed. 

Mr. CARR, from the Committee on Private 
Land Claims, reported a bill for the relief of John 
and Samuel Rough, heirs and legal representa- 
tives of Ludwick Rough, deceased; which was 
twice read and committed. 


DAVID NEWLAND. 


Mr. HAWKINS, on leave, introduced a res- 
olution directing the Clerk to pay Mr. David 
Newland the usual per diem-and mileage allowed 
to a member of Congress, from the day he pre- 
sented his petition for a seat in the House to the 
29th instant, inelusive. : 

_ Mr. MERCER moved to amend ithe resolu- 
tion by directing the Committee of Elections to 
inquire into the expediency of peying Mr. New- 
land, as aforesaid; which was agreed to—ayes 
80, noes 63. P 

The resolution, as amended, was then agreed 
to. 

COURTS IN MAINE. 


Mr. THOMAS, from the Committee on the 


TH 


EC 


aia see r e Toe 
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t Judiċiary, reported a bill to chan 


since of holding certain courts i 
Maine; whieh was read twice and committed. 


DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 


Mr. W. B. SHEPARD, from the Committee 
for the District of Columbia, reported a resolution 
settingapart Wednesday and Thursday, the 27th 
and 28th days of April, for the exclusive consid- 
eration of bills relating to the District of Co- 
lumbia. 


Mr. CAMBRELENG adverted to the impro- ` 


priety of setting apart days which might be re- 
quired for the consideration of public business, 
and moved to amend by substituting the last Fri- 
day and Saturday in April. 


Mr. WHITTLESEY objected to the amend- | 


ment, because of the large number of 
which could only be considered on 
Saturdays. ; 
" “Mr. BRIGGS moved toset apart Thursday and 
. Friday, the 28th and 29th of April; which was 
lost without a count. : 
Mr. PARKER moved to lay the resolution on 
the table. 
Mr. W. B. SHEPARD asked for the yeas and 
nays on the motion; which were not ordered. 


pa bils, 
ridays and 


The resolution was then laid on the table—, 


ayes 70, noes 54. 
MARINE HOSPITAL AT NEWPORT. 


Mr. PEARCE, of Rhode Island, from the Com- 
mittee on Commerce, reported a bill making an 
appropriation for-the erection of a marine hospital 
in the town of Newport, in. the State of Rhode 
Island; which was read twice and committed. 


CAPTAIN NATHAN HALE. 


|- The joint resolution for the erection of a mon- 
' ument to the memory of Captain Nathan Hale, 
was taken up. 
Mr. PEARCE, of Rhode Island, remarked that 
the gentleman who had the peculiar charge of this 
resolution, (Mr. Jupson,] was absent from indis- 
position. He therefore moved to postpone the 
u subject until Wednesday next, (having first ascer- 
tained that it:would not lose its place in the order 
‘ of business.) 
! The motion was agreed to. 


ELECTION OF PRESIDENT AND VICE PRESI- 
f DENT. 


Mr DROMGOOLE, from the select commit- 
tee raised on so much of the President’s annual 
message on that subject, reported joint resolutions 
proposing amendments to the Constitution, in 


, reference to the mode of electing a President and | 


i Vice tresident. ; 
| Mr. D. had reported the resolutions as the or- 

gan of the committee, and differing as: he did 
: with the majority, he should move, at the proper 
i| time, a substitute for the proposition of the eom- 
|; mittee. He would further state, that the commit- 
ii tee had not. deemed it necessary to submit any 


| argument to the House on the subject, which had | 


|! been referred to it. - ee 
|| The joint resolutions were read twice; when 

' Mr. DROMGOOLE moved that they be refer- 
| red, together with his substitute, to the Commies 
! of the Whole on the state of the Union, stating 


| his intention to follow up that motion by propos- |: 


: ing to make the subject the special order for a 
‘particular day. ` o . 
:-. Mr. BELL suggested that as it was the abject of 
‘| the gentleman to discuss and decide this question 
‘at the present session, he ought not to send it to 
i the Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
i: Union, but permit it to be considered: in the morn- 


ing hour of each day. The various important 
: bills which were before that committee, would | 


| probably not afford an opportunity of discussing 
; this measure during the session. He would not 
| make the motion, but merely throw out a sugges- 


| Virginia. 
i Mr. DROMGOOLE had made’ tht motion, 
i: which was usual and proper upor such an im- 


:ı portant measure. -It was a question which pecu- 


„i liarly belonged to that committee. He had-no : 
He was in favor -| 
-= stacle in the way of the subject before the House. 
alluded to-by the gentleman from Tennessee, he ‘| But it was true, as had been remarked by the 


hoped, would be disposed of in time to allow this |! gentleman from Tennessee, that there were other 


‚` desire to get up a discussion, 
i| of an amendment of the Constitution, 


i The bills 
i 
j 


TEn aS ARE 


$e the time and i subject to be examined in the Committee of the 
n the State of | Whole. He therefore could not vary his motion, 


1 Mr. BELL again adverted to the state of the 
-© business before the Committee of the Whole on 
the state of the Union, as a reason for not send- 
ing these resolutions to that committee. He 
would be happy, if circumstances would permit, 
that this subject should be discussed incommittee, 
where alone it could be fully and frecly debated. 
There would, perhaps, be no advantage gained 
by deciding the question at the present session; 
but something would be gaincd by its discussion, 
and bringing the subject before the country, so 
that they might come there, at the next session 
prepared to decide it. If gentlemen were not pre- 
pared to goon with the discussion now, he would 
ropose to postpone the subject for two weeks. 
Mr. SPEIGHT was not hostile to a proposi- 
: tion to amend the Constitution, in this particular, 


+ He had been twice upon committees who had 


| tion for the consideration of the gentleman from | 


brought the subject before the House; and he 
_ would gladly cooperate in any amendment which 
would remedy existing evils. He would suggest 
to the gentleman from Tennessce, [Mr. Bett, ] 
| that it would be impossible to give this subject a 
| partial or any thing like a thorough examination 
during the morning hour, nearly the whole of 
which was devoted to receiving reports from 
‘! standing committees. If the proposition of the 
|| gentleman from Tennessce prevailed, the resolu- 
tions would sleep out the session on the Speaker’s 
‘table. He was in favor of marching up and de- 
‘ciding the question; and that some early day 
| should be fixed for its consideration in the Com- 
- mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union. 
| Mr. BELL reminded the gentleman from North 
Carolina, [Mr. Spercut,} that there were two 
hours in the morning instead of one, which might 
‘| be devoted to this resolution, Besides, he could 
ii see no necessity for a protracted discussion on 
_ this subject. It had been ten years ‘before the 
peoples and been much discussed in Congress and 
y the public press. 

Mr. SPEIGHT said, there was but one hour of 
the morning for the considcration of reports from 
committees. He had no objection to. the post- 
ponement as proposed; and when it came up, it 

© could go to the Committee of the Whole. He 
was prepared at that moment to decide upon this 
uestion. He was in favor of electing the Presi- 
ent for one term, and of providing against the 
possibility of an election in the House of Repre- 
sentatives. He would favor a provision for one 
term of seven years, or even four years. Fle pre- 
ferred seven, but would take six, five, or four 
years,as the term which the President should 
; serve. He was in favor of entering ypon this in- 
vestigation as carly as possible... . 

Mr. HAWES was in favor of an amendment 
of the Constitution on this subject; but he. could 
not consent that the morning hour should be 
' taken up in its discussion. He had offered a res- 

olution on the subject of the. West Point Acade- 

my, which he decmed of much importance, and 
; he could not vote to give a precedence to other 
! matters, while his resolution remained unacted 
on. He would vote to consider the present sub- 

ject at an early day; but he could not consent to 
' have it taken up-du¥ing the morning hour. 
After some conversation betweenMcssrs. DROM- 
| GOOLE, BILL, and the CHAIR, as to the posi- 
ii tion of the resolutions, during the morning hour, 
if they should not be committed, the motion to 
| postpone was negatived without acount, and the 
| whole subject was committed to the Committee of 
iį the Whole on the state of the Union; and order- 
ed to be printed. : 

Mr. DROMGOOLE further moved that the 
| subject-be made the special order for the first 
Tuesday in May. There seemed to be a dispo- 
: sition (said Mr. D.) to economize time; and he 
: hoped that the important measures to which ref- 
i: erence has been made, would be disposed of be- 
: fore the day he had named, and that an oppor- 
,, tunity would yet be afforded during the present 
< session for a full, free, and untrammeled discus- 
i; sion of the subject which he had reported to the 


House, 
Mr, CAMBRELENG desired to throw no ob- 
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important measures besides the appropriation 
bills, which the House might feel disposed to act 
upon during the session in preference to this’con- 
stitunonal amendment; and he hoped they would 
make no other special orders until the one in ref- 
erenee to the appropriation bills was determined. 

Mr. RIPLEY was a member of the select com- 
mittce who reported this proposition to the House. 
He thought it ought to take precedence of all 
other business. In this matter they acted in the 
character of a convention, They proposed to 
make amendment to the constitudonal compact; 
and ina business conneeted with the social rela- 
tions of the community, precedence should be 
given over the ordinary acts of legislation, 

The country had demauded that some change 
should be made in reference to the reéligibility, 
length of term, and patronage of the Chief Ex- 
ecutive. He trusted it would be discussed, and 
properly disposed of. It was due to the people 
that this should be done, and it should not be 
made to give place to an ordinary matter of mere 
dollars and cents. He hoped, therefore, the mo- 
tion of the gentleman from Virginia [Mr. Dros- 
GOOLE] would prevail. : 

Mr. VINTON was opposed to making this 
Subject a special order. Nothing could be gained 
by such a course. If the majority of the House 
was disposed to act ov the. resolutions, it was in 
their power, at all times, under the rules, ee 
into the Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union, and could there take up such measures as 
were deemed proper; and he was not prepared to 
say, at that time, that it would be proper to take 
up a particular subject on the second Monday in 
May. He adverted to the time which was wasted 

in consequence of ai existing special order, and 
the impropriety of placing the merenty in the 
hands of a minority, which resulted from such a 
course. He was opposed to any other special 
orders. “He was willing to take up this subject 
and act upon it; but he could not vote for a mo- 
tion whereby he would be trammeled. 

Mr. LAWLER moved to amend the motion by 
making the subject the special order for the sec- 
ond Tuesday in April, instead of the first Tucs- 
Jay in May; which was negatived without a 
count, : 

The motion of Mr. Daomcoo.e was also dis- 
agreed to without a count. 


SENATE BILLS. 


The following bills from the Senate were read 
twice and committed: 

A bill for the retief of John McCarty; 

A bill for the relief of the several corporate cities 
of the District of Columbia; : 

A bill td perfect claims to land in the State of 
Missouri, and for other purposes; : 

A bil: to authorize the location of the Leaven- 
worth and Blbomington railroad, and other works 
of internal improvements in the State of Loui- 
siana; gOS GAPS ga 

A bill to extend the time fo 
tificates on United States land 


issuing scrip cer- 
warrants; and 


t 


‘ tleman from South Carolina [Mr. Tuompson 


‘RHE: GONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


- He remarked that the motion immediately pend- 
ing was in itself of very little importance; but 
some of the most vital and fundantental princi- 
ples had been opened in it; all the measures of 
the Administration now in power had been 

. brought into review, questions of constitutional 


power, the whole system of our fortificati ns, the | 


subject af an inerease af the Navy, and the ap- 
proaching presidential election. “He premised 
that he differed with the gentleman from Tennes- 
see [Mr. Benz] that this was the fit occasion to 
discuss all these questions, the subject of the 
presidential election in partieular.. They were 
a legislative body, who should look to the end 
to be accomplished through the Constitution, 
apart from political considerations only The 
latter subject was one of too exciting a character 
to be discussed in that body with that calmness 
and grave deliberation which became a body | 
clothed only with legislative powers. He should 
confine himself principally in reply to the three | 
gentlemen who had preceded him, [Messrs. ; 
Tompson, of South Carolina, Evans, and Bex, ] » 
divested of all party feeling and prejudice. 
Mr. G. then proceeded to reply to Mr. Tuome- 
sox, who had gone into a scries of calculations 
| by figures to prove an inequality of expenditure 
, for public objects by the Government, and to 
; prove that the appropriations in the present bill 


' were a continuation of that system, without ar- . 


` riving at any definite result. The gentleman had 
soarranged Virginia, by com mencingatthe Capes, 
that it was difficult to say whether he considercd 


her a northern or a southern State; he would only * 


remark that she had always been considered a 
southern State; but Mr. G. was willing to Icave 
her as she was—Virginia. 

With regard to Pensacola, the charge of neglect 
was not made with justice upon the Treasury 
Department; for the Secretary’s recommenda- 
tions for the present year reached the amount of 
$350,000. It should also be borne in mind that, 
when our system of fortifications first commenced, 
neither Florida nor Louisiana belonged to us. 
Mr. G. then referréd to the tabular statements | 
cited by Messrs. Thompson and Evans,and tested 
them 
contended that the greater outlays in the North | 

' had arisen from a variety of circumstances, its 
| geographical position, its defenseless or exposed 
‘condition, the more dense population, and its` 
having been the center of trade and commerce. 
He denied that there had becn any principle of 
inequality of expenditure, and adverted to the 
operation of these various circumstances as an 
argument in illustration of the expediency and 
absolute necessity of the publie works that had 
been erected and maintained there. The gen- 
' had stated, as an argument, that the heads of De 
partments were almost invariably selected from 


4 
| 


H the North. He regretted to hear such an argu- 


A bill to authorize the Secretary of the Treas- : 


ury to compromise the elaim of the United States 
-an the Alleghany Bank of Pennsylvania. 


TERRITORIAL GOVERNMENT OF WISCONSIN. 


. The bill from the Senate establishing the ter- 
ritorial government of Wisconsin was read twice 
and referred to the Committee of the Whole on 
the state of the Union. i 
, Mr. PATTON adverted to the importance and 

, necessity for speedyaction upon the last bill, and 
gave notice of his intention to move the House 
to 50: mto committee upon it at an carly day. 
_ NAVAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 
In pursuance of the special order of the 
‘January, the House then resoly 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union, 
(Mr. Hamer in the chair,) and resumed the con. 
sideration of the bill, making appropriations for 
the naval service of the United 
1836. ee 
The question pending was the motion of Mr. 
„Beri to strike out the following item: 

“ For the improvement and necessary repairs of the navy- 
yard at Portmouth, New Waump-hire, 567,000.” 

Mr. GARLAND, of Virginia, who was enti- 
tled to the floor, addressed the House at length. 


I 26th 
ed itself into the 


_ although havin 


i 


States for the year : 


} 
i 


‘|! ment, brought forward with such eloquence, for 


_ it was calculated only to excite sectional feelings 
‘and jealousies. But the gentleman was mistaken. 
He had omitted to mention the fact, that the chief 
‘of the executive department, the President, was ` 
` a southern man, the Seeretary of State was also 
‘a southern man, and the Secretary of War was | 
from the West. | 
Mr. G. said the system of naval policy of Eng- | 
; land bore no application to ours, from the different | 
| Situation of the two countries. She wus isolated, 
_ Surrounded, and exposed on every quarter, it was 
, true, but she was small in comparison; yet, | 
g only two navy-yards, cither one | 
_of them was more extensive than all ours put | 
together. Let him ask, what would have been ` 
our condition in the last war, with only two naval | 


į Stations, one of which was destroyed by the. 
enemy? It was impossible to rely upon the de-. 
' fense of no more than two or three navy-yards. i 


| From the character of the institutions of the: 
: country, the Navy and fortifications were our only: 
_ means of defense; for we had, and could have, no ` 
; Standing army What would have been the proh- : 
, able result of the batile of New Orleans, but for ` 


y others he had himself prepared. He !' 


‘Improvements than in any former one. 


i difficult to find an 
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| a review of the policy and aystem of defonse. pro- 


. posed, and to a certain extent carried out by the 
; administrations of Mr. Jefferson, Mr, Madison, 
, Mr. Monroc, Mr. Adams, and the present, and 
_teferred to a variety of documentary testimony 
, to show that the present system was the sane, 
and bad been kept up since the days of General 
Washington,and that the present Administration 
had in no waydeparted therefrom. If there had 
been any neglect of the publie defenses, he pledged 

. himself to prove that the fault lay not with the 
executive department of the Government, Lut 

; was chargeable to that House.. 

Mr. G. then replied to that part of Mr. Desx’s 
remarks in which he brought the charge of incon- 
sistency upon the President’s special message in 
relation to France, which recommended the coun- 
try to be always prepared for war, in the spirit 
of the injunction of General Washington, ‘in 
peace prepare for war.” This was the very time 
to adopt that principle and carry it out. We were 
at peace arid amity with all the world; free from 
debt, with an abundant and overflowing Treasury, 

_ and past experience had taught ug that our mari- 
, time frontiers were defenseless. All this was 
generally admitted, and should they stop and 
discuss a mere question of amount in dollars apd 
cents? The people expected it; they said the 
money had been collected for that very purpose; 
and now was the hour. He would not pledge 
himself to vote for every measure that might be 
brought forward; but he was disposed to extend 
, the system as far as it could be expedicntly 
carried. There were paints cnough, and he need 
only mention New Orleans, Pensacola, Charles- 
, ton, Savannah, Norfolk, Baltimore, which offered 
good stations, He was in favor of keeping up 
the naval station at Portsmouth, as indispensable 
in case of an attack made upon the Canadian 
frontier, 
, _ Mr. G. then replied to the remarks of Mr. 
` Arran, of Kentucky, of Monday last, in support 
, of the proposition of the Kentucky Legislature 
, to provide for the distribution of the;procecds of 
_ the sales of the public lands, and reviewed the 
constitutional point invalved in the argument, at 
some length. He referred to a table exhibiting 
, the inequality of the distribution by the principle 
| Proposed. A l : 
This scheme of egual distribution, as it was call- 
ed, léssened the State of Virginia about $440,000; 
a State which had, originally, in her unexampled 


| generosity, bestowed the whole of. it,upon the 


i country. It was also calculated to: destroy the 
| rights of the States, and lay the deepest biow to 
' the liberties we derived ynder the great com pro- 
| misr of the Constitution, Healso took a review 
_ of the proposition to distribute the surplus rev- 
enue, the tendency of which was the saine, and 
if carried out, would utterly subvert the rights of 
the States. He adverted to the many schemes 
_ for changing the Constitution of the United States, 
„and warned the country never to touch that in- 
_ strument for light or temporary purposes. Mr. 
|G. vindicated the Administration from one of the 
_ charges brought against it by Mr. BeLa, that more 
, money had been expended in works of internal 
This 
| arose from the works having been commenced in 
former administrations. This was par.icularly 
` the case with the Cumberland road. In relation 
to roads and canals, they had been constructed 
i princinally in the Territories; and it would. be 
y one work, of a.purely local 
" character, constructed in one of the States during 
: the administration of General Jackson. In rela- 
‘tion ty harëors, Mr. G. thought them to be a 
‘legitimate object of improvement in the Federal 
: Government. 
Mr. WISE remarked that theinternal improve 
ment principie had always’ been considered as 
“More involved in the annual appropriation of 
| 80,000 for surveys than in any other wark; and 
| the President had uniformly sanctioned those ap- 
. propriations for surveys, ; : i 
i Mr. GARLAND replied that ths generaj spegi- 
‘fication of the term surveys did not necessarily 


i, the fortifications, brave and chivalric, and devoted |. imply that the money was expended for works of 
:, a8 the western militia were, if we had had to meet 


| 


; a victorious and discipline 
; field—an army which had b 


een victorious against | 
| the eagles of France? a 


Mr. G. then entered into | 


d army in the open | 


Internal improvement, or projects of internal im- 
| provements within the limits of the States. Tt 
: might contemplate the Territories, oy the District 
Lof Columbia, ay gthey. legitimate objects. Fle 
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ask, had the President of ‘the | 
United States: mage an unconstitutional anplica- ' 
tion of this $30,000? He believed it had always 
been kept within the principles of the veto mes- 
sage on the Maysville read bill, But even sup- 
posing it had not, what proportion did the pitiful 
sum of $30,000 bear to the whole expenditures 
for objects of internal improvement, $180,000 in. 
six years? After some further remarks, Mr. G. > 
gave way to : - 

Mr. BOULDIN, on whose motion the commit- 
tee rose. ‘ ; 

On motion by Mr. HAMER, the House ad- 
journed. 


Den \ 
would confidently 


1 
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IN SENATE. 
Tuerspay, -March 31, 1836. 


Messrs. MORRIS and EWING, of Ohio, pre- 
sented sundry petitions from Ohio, on the subject 
of the change of the location of the Cumberland 
road; which were referred to the Committee on 
Roads and Canals. 


Mr. MORRIS, after presenting the petitions on 
the subject of the Cumberland road, said, I have 
another petition to present, which I shall ask to 
lay on the table, and move that it be printed. It- 
is a preamble and resolutions passed by the Gen- : 
eral Assembly of the State of Ohio, instructing | 
the Senators from that State to vote for expunging 
from the Journals of this body the resolution 
Sonat in March, 1834, condemnatory of the 

resident for the removal of the deposits from 
the Bank of the United States. These resolutions 
were passed by the Ohio Legislature carly in Jan- 
uary last, and Ï received an official copy some time 
during that month. I have thus long delayed 
presenting them, in hopes they would reach your 
table through another channel. On yesterday 
morning [received a numberof other resolutions, 
passed by the Legislature of our State. Copies 
of a like kind my honorable colleague seized the 
first moment after the reading of the Journal to ' 
present. Iwas highly gratified for his attention ' 
and respect to our State; and not only for the ! 

rompt manner, but the cheerfulness with which | 
fe presented these resolutions; and I felt quite | 
sure that now the resolution of instruction from |! 


Ohio would be also presented, and myself relieved | sovereignty. And it gives to the Senator, for the 
from the performance of this duty. But, sir, I was ! time being, all the attributes of despotism, the full 


sadly disappointed. My honorable colleague did 
not find it convenient for him to present them. | 
He no doubt has his reasons for not doing so. 
Probably he has not received from the Governor `! 
of the State a certified copy. If this be the case, | 
he is unquestionably excusable; bat if a copy has | 
reached him, and it is his wish to present it, I | 

- will most cheerfully return the one I have, and :! 
give him the opportunity of presenting to this i 
body the one in his possession at any time he may ' 
think proper. ' 

It now becomes my duty, a duty I owe to the ! 
State and the country, to present them. I take || 
this occasion to say, and J have no doubt of the | 
fact, that these resolutions express the sentiments 
of a vast majority of the people of Ohio. { ven- 
ture this opinion without fear ofa successful con- 
tradiction; for it will be remembered that during 
the session of Congress which has so appro- 
priately received the name of the panic session, 
resolutions were passed by the Ohio Legislature, 
instructing their Senators in Congress to aid in | 
sustaining the President in the removal of the | 
public money from the Bank of the United States, ` 
and to oppose a recharter of thatinstitution. We ` 

` were then told with great confidence, that the Gen- 
eral Assembly had altogether mistaken the opin- ` 
ion and wishes of their own constituents; and 
those apon whom resolutions of this kind were 

~ designed to operate, took an appeal from the con- 
stituent body to the people at large. And to influ- 

ence the public judgment, the péople were told 


; the sheet anchor, the main pillar of. our freedom, aud that 
' we are determined never to surrender it, hut to the last to 
| stand by it. Convineed, as we thoroughly are, that itisonly 
' by the frequent and rigid exercise of this invaluable: priv- 


| be preserved, we believe the agent who disobeys to be un- 


coming inaid of the means used by the hankin pro- || by the General Assembly. In the pride of their 
ducing distress in the country, touk some effect, |! strength, they were endeavoring to catch the pop- 
and operated for a moment on the public mind in il ular gale, and well knew that opposition to these 
Ohio. Tt threw into each branch of the General || resolutions would prove their overthrow. I have 
Assembly for that yearasma!t majority opposed |) before me a paper containing an account of their 
to the Administration: but even that General As- '' proceedings, and I find no resolution on the sub- 
sembly, clected as it was, under the full pressure ` ject of instruction, pro or cen, to Senators here. 
of bank power and panic speeches, had not the te- : ‘This silence is evidence of approval by our pele 
merity to instruct the delegation in Congress from ical opponents 1n Ohio, or that they well knew 
Ohio, to vote either for a restoration of the depos- that the people of that State strongly disapproved 
ites orarecharterof the bank. They well knew of the condemnatory resolution passed by this 
that such instructions would be a violationof the Senate. This exciting subject had occupied public 
public will; and they still, in appearance at least, _ attention. Almost every man in Ohio had thought 
paid so much regard to that, that they did not at- and conversed on the question; and the Whig 


temntit, but contented themselves with a bare re- | convention, no doubt, would have used it to their 
advantage, if in their power. 


peal or rescinding of the resolutions passed on that if ir : hea 

subjectat the previous session, And thus, in order '. Under this highly responsible situation are we 

to save themselves and friends, indirectly denied | called to act and vote; and the great question is, 
shall we do our own will, or the will of that sov- 


the right of instruction by the Legislature of their t c f 
Senators in Congress. Phe appeal to the people |! ereign power which sent us here? Itisa hopeless 
i warfare to be contending against our States. It is 


was then perfected, and the issue thus made fairly ' r | 
presented to the voters of Ohio, to be tried at the | a kind of moral treason, for which, sooner or later, 
we mustexpect to suffer the penalty. Itis wisdom, 


election held in October last. And what has been '' alt; 
then, for us to make our submission at once; and 
when we are called to vote on the resolutions, 


the verdict? A solemn decision that the right of 

instruction exists in the Legislature, and that Sen- t i 

ators are bound to obey. That verdict is re- offered by the Senator from Missouri, that we 

corded, and judgment pronounced in the resolu- || votein their favor. I have nowstrong hopes that 

tions I now offer. But, sir, that judgment has ` Ohio will be united in her vote here on this im- 

also been reviewed and reaffirmed, and ispresented | portant question. Her Senators appear to pay 

here with a double force, not oniy as the opinion , the highest respect to the resolutions of her Le- 

of the last General Assembly, individually con- , gislature. I hope the one I now offer will not 
‘form an éxception to our general conduct. Can 
fuse our obedience on the ground that this 


sidered, but as required by the pcople of Ohio at ` 
' we re 


the hands of their Representatives (as the Gen- 1 ) e gr at 
eral Assembly has rightfully declared), in the ‘| resolution requires an unconstitutional act?) We 
ht to pause before we make this excuse, and 


passage of those resolutions. It is hoped and | ong i y 
' well distrust the correctness of our own opinion, 


expected that this high and solemn mandate will i € s nic 
t i when it comes in contact with thatof the opinion 


not be entirely disregarded, and the requirement | 
of the General Assembly altogether useless. The ` of our State, repeatedly, and, I may add, almost, 
if not entirely, unanimously expressed, not only 


obligation that a Senator is underto his own State, t 
_of our own State, but of twelve States, while not 
a single State has expressed a contrary opinion. 


and the duty he owes, are of too sacred a nee 
ter to be lightly dispensea with. Disobedience by à te pinio 
and ` It is the opinion of the State, and not the individ- 
j ual agent, that ought to be known and felt here. 


a Senator to thé instructions and requirements of 
| If the agent is unable, from conscientious motives, 


his State as expressed by her Legislature, is a 
deep and festering wound in the vital principles le, : 1 f 
to express that opinion, his path of day is plain 
before him. 


i 
j 
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of our institutions, which, if not speedily cured, 
will soon assume a fatal ulcer. It is, in the first 
‘place, a total abrogation of the doctrine that the 
legislative body is the truc representation of State 


| Mr. EWING, of Ohio, in reply to Mr. Morris, 
said the attack of his colleague was not the hasty 
feeling of the moment, which he could always 
excuse—it was a deliberate attack, drawn outon 
paper; and the singularity of it struck him with 
surprise. The appeal Ke-had made was direct; 
he made it on this floor; and the result was that 
the majority was changed from twehty-six on 
j one side to fourteen on the otlier. The question 
'; was taken directly onthe ingtmictions to compel a 
member to violate his conscience. He was. will- 
jing to discuss it alone, or with his. colleague, 
before'the people; and in the result of that dis- 
| cussion he was willing to abide. He never denied 
| the propriety of the Legislature sending to their 
| Senators their views; it was their duty to inform 
- them. He would not deny ‘the right:to instruct, 
‘but he did deny the right of the Legislature ‘to 
i command obedience. Neither the Legislature 
‘į nor the Governor had the right or power of in- 
i struction. That power was nat granted to-either 
in the constitution of Ohio; and the Legislature, 

' when they attempt to ustirp that power, the 
| usurp the power retained by the people in their 
‘constitution, He was willing to trust his potit- 
worthy the confidence of his constituents, and that he | ical destiny to the instructions of the people, and 
ought to resign his seat.” = i ! to none other. ‘ 
It is true this convention was compose of men | Mr. MORRIS, in reply, said that he had not 
friendly to the present Administration; and asa ithe least expectation that he should be-calted on 
, doubt no longer exists, tliat a majority of the- | for any explanation; or be under the necessity 
' people of Ohio are of the same opinibn, the'con- ` of making a reply to-anything that should be-said 
| vention thus reaffirming the principles of the res- | by his colleague by way of excuse or otherwise, 
olutions passed by the General Assembly, must | but he had found himself mistaken, and the mat- 
“satisfy everyman that Ohio requires her Senators ; ter which he had ‘offered was overlooked ta get 
“to vote as instructed by the Legislature. But, at the manncr in which the aet was dorle; and kis 
‘sir, this is not all. We had another convention ‘colleague appeared so much affected by. it, that 


and free exercise of his own will and authority 
without accountability. But, sir, could any one 
for a moment entertain such doctrine, and deny 
to the Legislature the right ofinstructing Senators 
of their States? Yet, in this case, the resolutions 
offered have another and different support, little 
iiferior to the legislative body itself, and probably 
more conclusive to the real sentiment of the peo- 
ple on this important subject. The convention 
which met at Columbus, óń the cighth of January 
last, composed of about five hundred members, 
representing upwards of sixty countics, being 
nearly the whole number in the State, by a unan- 
imous vote, passed a resolution in the following 
words: 


“ Resolved, That we regard the right of instruction as 


ilege that the demoeratice character of this Govarnuréut can 


that should the deposites not he restored ,and the 
bank rechartered, a most deleterious effect upon 
the trade, prosperity, and welfare of the country 
‘would be the consequence; that, in fact, it would 


make our “canals a solitude, and our lakes a | 
desert waste of waters.” ‘The long, loud, vehe- ' hardly necessary to say, that opposition to the 
ment, and repeated denunciations of the President || 


for his act in removing the deposites; the fearful | 
forebodings so strongly and eloquently urged ' 
on this floor as to ‘the fatal isstie Of that act; all i 


| a grand Whig convention—held on the 22d of | he had entirely misunderstood or misrepresented 
February last; and they claim that a number of || (no doubt unintentionally) what he (Mr. M.) 
! returning prodigals had come into their ranks, 


Í ‘had said, and his looking at a paper was made 
‘and the great ox, instead of the fatted calf, was | cause of loud complaint. He would row. en- 


: killed, and they had much rejoicing, And it is | deavor to sct his colleague right by speaking ver- 

é S 7 bally, It was truc (Mr. M. said) that he had 
Administration was their watchword; and while : been a silent member in that body, almost en- 
they boast of having far outnumbered the former | tirely; so that his friends here and elsewhere had, 
convention, they did not open their lips on the | ina good degtee, censured: him; that he heard 
subjéct of the resolutions ‘of instruction vassed || many arcuments Which he eae weak and 


1As6.. 
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fallacious; but he had refrained from speaking | 
while there were so many gentlemen waite to 
speak, and far more competent to the task than 
be was, But his colleague ought not to suppose 
that because he had been silent he could not de- 
fend any position he assumed, if it was necessary 
for him to do so; he had never, heretofore, at- 
tempted, nor should he now endeavor, to talk 
himself into notice; he relied on the truth and 
justice of the case, and the good and sound un- 
derstanding of the American people, to make the 
application; and he would remind his colleague 
that politicians were sometimes so unfortunate as 
to talk themselves into a very unfavorable notice; 
that their very words might become a desert 
waste. His colleague had complained, almost 
in the language of woe, that he had coolly and de- 
liberately written, and he had no doubt with 
much time and care, and now read to him a lec- 
ture for not obeying the instructians of the Legis- 
lature of his State, and for not presenting these 
resolutians, when the General Assembly had not 
required of him such presentation; and he had 
done so because he had no doubtit gave him 
(Mr. M.) much pleasure in presenting them. 

Mr. M. said his colleague did not well under- 
stand or know him, when he supposed that the 
presenting these resolutions had given him any 
peculiar pleasure. Ic was true that it always af- 
forded him pleasure to do his duty, but he could 
assure, not only his colleague.but the Senate, that 
he had detained those resolutions a long time in 
his possession, in the hope that they would find 
their way into that body, as he had before said, 
through some other channel. Other resolutions 
of a like character bad been presented; and he 
would ask by whom, and Jeave his colleague to 
make his own answer, and exercise his awn re- 
flecuon on the question; but he confessed he was 
somewhat surprised that his colleague on yester- 
day, atthe very first moment that it was in order 
todo so, presented the resolutions that had been 
forwarded us from Ohio on various subjects, and 
leaving this, the most important one, still unpre- 
sented. He was perfectly willing his colleague 
should have the honor of presenting to the Senate 
al the papers sent here by his State. He would 
never attempt to snatch a single leaf from his 
brow: but he did think that it was unkind, if not 
Unjust, in hia colleague not to present all, when in 
his power to do so. And when he had scen and 
felt this act of unkindness, he thought it would 
be a dereliction of duty on his own part longer 
to wait on his colleague, and he had hastily thrown 
his ideas on paper to prevent misrepresentation 
here or elsewhere, and had recurred to them as 
full notes of what he said; but it was strange 
indeed, tbat a serious charge should be made here 
for rcading a paper; but he (Mr. M.) well under- 
stood what was intended. Its effect abroad was 
no doubt hoped for, but it would be a vain hope 
where it was expecied to be most operative. But 
why attempt to evade the fact by a charge against 
the manner of delivering, if his remarks had been 
coolly and carefully prepared, as his colleague 
had erroneously been led to believe? If they are 
not facts, they can be as easily contradicted and 
overthrown, when delivered in one form, as 
another; and (said Mr. M.) I call on my honor- 
able colleague, if one fact be not correct, to at 
once deny it; it would give him pleasure to be 
corrected; and, if his reasoning was not correct, 
refute it. He had no other object but that right 
and justice should take plaee; bat it was rather a 
small matter to evade a charge on the ground that 
it was read from a paper, when it might have been 
verbally made. His colleague had said he had 
not presented this paper, because the paper itself 
did not require him to do so; at least that was 
assigned ag one. reason. He would call on his 
colleague to say, if the same reason did not exist 
as to all the papers and resolutions he had offered ` 
on yesterday to the Senate, and why it was that | 
distinction should be made between acts of the 
same kind; why one paper should be presented | 
without such request, and another withheld on 
that account? 

Mr. EWING here rese, and was understood 


i 
i 
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special request that they should be presented, and i as he had such abiding confidence in the intel- | 
| ji 


he. considered it entirely a discretionary matter 
whether he should.or should not present them. 


| 


Mr. MORRIS continued. He was glad of the || He said he disliked 


explanation; discretion was sometimes the better 
part of valor. We are willing to make a record 
ee of all these acts of our Legislature sent us 
but those which operate on ourselves; this, he 
considered, would be an act of injustice towards 
the State, against which he protested. But (said 
he) Lam charged with having neglected to state 
that the appeal, which his colleague admitted he 
had taken, had been decided in his favor. 

Mr. M. said that, if he was so unfortunate as 
not to be able to make himself understoed by his 
colleague, When he had charged him with reading 
deliberately from a paper, he had little hope of 
better success now; but he would assure his col- 
league that he had said, and he now repeated it, 
that, under the influence of panic speeches, aided 
by the means and power of the bank, operating 
like an electrical shock on the people, it threw into 
the Ohio Legislature a small majority of the gen- 
tleman’s political friends; but even they did not 
attempt so far to violate the public will as to say 
one word in favor of a recharter of the bank, or 
restoration of the deposits, but contented them- 
selves with repealing or rescinding the former 
resolution. This brought up the great question, 
the right of instruction by the Legislature of a 
State to Senators in Congress, which was fairly 
tried and settled in Ohio at our last elections, and 
will by the people of that State, he had no doubt, 
be fully aid permanently maintained. He had 
said that he confined his remarks to Ohio only; 


he did not attempt to enter into the inquiry, : 


whether the expunging power was constitutional, 
or whether the resolutions passed by this Senate 
were, or were not, justly passed. He passed by 
these inquiries at present; they were not neces- 
sarily connected with the right of instruction aad 
the duty of obedience—a right which his col- 
league denied to the Legislature of his State; and, 
as he understood, he again appealed to the pco- 
ple for his resistance against the resolutions now 
offered. He (Mr. M.) contended that the sover- 
eigaty of the State ought to be represented in this 
body; that for this purpose was the Senate itself 
constituted; and that under our form of Govern- 
ment that sovereignty was vested in the State 
Legislatures, and they alone ought to be respected 
‘as the legitimate organ of instruction to Sepators 
here; and he now called upon the people of his 
State to listen to their own Legislature, and to 
look to them as the great bulwark of all their 
domestic rights, and for the very preservation of 
their libertes, if they could be disregarded and 


treated with supercilious contempt, and their in- | 
eal by an individual | 


structions made matter of ap 

Senator here, on the gróum that the legislative 
body had not the power or right to give such in- 
structions; and if they should sustain such pre- 
tensions, they would not only surrender all thcir 
sovereignty into the handsof two men not elected 
by themsclves, but they would in fact surrender 
all their rights into the hands of a dictator—would 
become slaves of an irresponsible power, and 


' would in fact be fit to be such. 


Not wishing to push himself into notice by 
fou speaking, he felt entirely satisficd to give 
his colleague every opportunity to do so. He 
well knew that they represented an intelligent, 
thinking, and. judging people, capable of under- 
standing their ehia, and well knew the means 
of maintaining them, and in many instances the 
arguments of opposition would do more for the 
cause of truth than anything that could be said 
in its behalf. Such had been the effect of 
spceches and visionary predictions, in which his 
honorable colleagye borea conspicuous part. Ohio 
had been literally flooded with them, but they 


: were driven and scattered before the power of 


reason, like summer clouds before the winds, and 

were absorbed and lost before the light and power 

of truth, like the morning dew hears the rising - 
sun; and he now predicted that this second appeal 
of his colleague would share a like fate. It never 
could, it never would be sustained while the peo- 
ple have a just. knowledge of their rights, and 
were able and willing: to“maintain them; and he | 


i Know that this was the case; and; for his own 


gence of his fellow-citizens 


that he coyld not 
uld 


leven doubt but that it would forever. continue. | 


anic ' 


:, posed of five members.’ 


,-was a.poor political lator indeed w id not | 
to say, that none of the papers contained any | gee bee oo centr nd arie did Bor 


rsonal allusions, or per- 

sonal altercation on the floor of the Senate; he 

had, however, heard it often, and regretted it was 

so; he was not disposed to make such attacks, 
but always ready to repel them. 

Mr. EWING, of Ohio, said he had received a 

copy of these resolutions some time ago, but did 
not feel exactly bound to present them. The 
paper that was sent to him was for his own pri- 
vate purpose. [is colleague, on that question, 
had no need of instructions; and he (Mr. E.) 
could not have found it in his heart to have de- 
prived him of so agreeable a task as that of pre- 
senting them. It seemed his colleague had had 
time enough to prepare the lecture he had just read 
to him, (Mr. E.) If the people of the State had 
instructed him, (Mr. E.,) he was not bound to 
obey the instructions of his colleague. 

‘In 1834, instructions were presented by his col- 
league, and ordered to be printed. He (Mr. E.) 
voted against them, and made his appeal to the 
people on this floor; and the next Legislature that 
assembled rescinded them. Hisappcal was then 
answered, and he had no further appeal to make. 
He was not called upon by his colleague to state 
what course he should pursue. He should pur- 
sue a manly and independent course, and he was 
not to be swayed or turned aside from it. He 
should pursue it regardless of consequences. He 
disregarded party dictation. 

The resolutions were then laid on the table, and 
ordered to be printed. 
RESOLUTIONS OF MISSOURI. 


Mr. LINN presented certain resolutions of the 
Legislature of Missouri, highly approving the 
conduct of the President in relation to the United 
States Bank, censuring the bank’s conduct, and 
strongly disapprobatory of the resolutious of the 
Senate of the United States, and condemnatory 
of the President’s removal of the public deposits, 
declaring them to be unjust, unconstitutional, and 
unmerited, and therefare aught to be expunged 
from the Journals. The resolutions also instruct 
their Senatars and Representatives to use their 
influence to obtain appropriations for the im- 
provement of the navigation of the Missouri and 
Mississippi rivers; and also recommending Mr. 
Beyron’s plan for the graduation of the price of 
the public lands, while they disapprove of the 
land bill of Mr. Cray, and instruct keie Senators 
and Representatives to oppose it. 

On motion by Mr. LINN, these resolutions 
were laid on the table, and ordered to be printed. 


REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 


Mr. NAUDAIN, from the Committee on 
Claims, reported unfavorably on the petition of 
Beverly Chew and others. 

On motion by Mr. SHEPLEY, the Committee 
on Claims was discharged from the further con- 
sideration of the petition of John McDonald. 

P BILLS INTRODUCED. 
| Mr. WALKER, in pursuance of notice given 
yesterday, asked and obtained leave, and intro- 
. duced the following bills; which were read, and 

ordered to a second reading: i 

A bill to reduce and graduate the price of the 
public lands in favor, only, of actual settlers; to 
establish a general and standing preémption law; 

: to provide for the sale and entry of all the public 
lands in forty-acre lots; and to equalize the grants 
of public lands among the new States in which 
_ the public lands are situated. 

Also, a bill to provide a preémption to a quarter 
section to every actual settler on the public lands 
‘at any time before the Ist of January, 1836. 

Also, a bill to provide for claims under former 

' preémption laws. ; 3 

The bills were then, by unanimous consent, 

yead the second time by their titles; and Mr. W. 
' moved to refer them te a select committee, com- 


‘Mr. CALHOUN moved that they be referred 


‘| to the Committee on the Public Lands; and, after 


‘some debate, in which Messrs. CALHOUN, 
| WALKER, CLAY; BLACK, MOORE, and 
KING of Alabama, took part, Mr. CALHOUN 
i varied his motion so as to refer one portion of the 
bill to the Committee on the Judiciary, and the 
i other to the Committee on the Public Lands; 
aid, after.some further remarks fom Messrs. 


"A sR a a A 
WALTER, CALHOUN., PORTER, CLAY, 
i EWING, Mr. CALHOUN withdrew his 
fon and renewed the first — to refer the 
to the Commiitee on the Publie 


vsul jeet 
Lands. : 

This question was taken by yeas and nays; 
spd decided as follows: 


YZS Messrs Calzoun, Clay, Clayton, Crittenden, 
DP: Ewig of Obio, keut, King of Georgia, Knight, 
Leith. Mekoan, Mangum, Nandain, Prentiss, Preston, 


Lobdins, Southard, Switt, and Tomtinson—1l9, 

WAYS—Messrs. Benton, Black, Buchanan, Cuthbert, 
Evine o"Llinais, Grundy, Hendricks, Oil, Hubbard, King 
of Alabama, Lina, Moiri , Moore, Nicholas, Niles, Porter, 
Rives. Rohin on, Raves, Saepley, Tallmadge, Tipton, 
Walker, Whit’, and Wright—25. 

The question was then taken on the reference 
to a select committer as moved by Mr. WALKER, 
and carried in the affirmaty 6. 


NORTHERN BOUND ‘(RY OF OHIO. 


he Senate then resumed the consideration of 
the bill to establ.sh the northern boundary line of 
Ohio, and for the admission of Michigan into the 
Union; aad after an address of some length, in 
opposition to the bill, from Mr. Sournarp, he, 
without cancluding, gave way to 
Mr. HENDRICaS, who submitted the fol- 
lowing amendments; which were ordered to be 
printed, 


In section two, line eight, strike out “provided always, 
and tis admission ison tbe express condition,” and insert, 
 .osoonas the ‘ree male white citizens o: the United States 
shall .by their delezates in convention herea ter to be elected, 
80 modi.y and amend tbeir eonstitution.”? 

Sec.ion three, strike out the first fourteen lines, and 
insert: “Ani Feit further enactei, That the ioregoing con 
dition being in good faith complied with, and being reported 
br the convention to the Congress of the United States 
thereupon, and without any further proceeding, and im- 
mediately acter the said constitution shall be modified 
according to the provi-ions of this act, the said State of 
Slichigan may and shal! proceed to appoint, in such manner 
asthe Legistatuce thereo, may direct, the number of elec- 
tors of President and Vice President or the United States, 
to whieh the eaid State is entitled.” 


The Senate then adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Turerspar, March 31, 1836. 


Petitions and papers were presented, on leave, 
by Messrs. KINNARD, WISE, INGERSOLL, 
EVANS, and THOMAS. ` 

[Mr. Kixnarp obtained the consent of the 
House to present the following petitions: The 
petition of David Whitesides, claiming compen- 
sation for mail transportation; referred to the 
Committee on Claims. The petition of Richard 
Doughty, to be placed on the invalid pension roll, 
The petition of sundry citizens of Miami county, 
Todiana, for the caisohstiaient of a mail route | 
from Peru to the scat of justice of Fulton county. ` 
The petition of Ezekiel well, to be placed on 
the revolutionary pension roll. On motion by 
Mr. Kiswarp, the petition of Dr. David H. Max- 
well, claiming compensation as a surgeon in the 
late war, was referred to the Committee on: 
Claims.] . 

On motion by Mr. JONES, of Michigan, it was 

Resolved, That the Committee on Indian Affairs be in- ` 
structed t inquire inte the expediency of making an appro- 
priation for holding treaties with certain tribes of Indians ' 
Testing in the vicinity of Green Bay, Brown county, with 
those in Craw.ord coanty, and those on the reserve in Des 
Moine connty, who have, or may express a willingness, to 


oa lands to We United States, and (0c the removal of those 
ndians, 


On motion by Mr. SPEIGHT, it was | 


fi 


Roads be instructed to inquire into the expediency of estah- 
Vi hing the ‘oHlowing po-t routes, viz: from Newbern to the 
hou -ebr James Riggs, on Bay river. in the county of Craven; 
from Beanturt to Portamouth, and thence to Ocracock; from 
Kureton, by Lookerton, to Suowhill. 


On motion by Mr. SPEIGHT, it was 


- Resolved, That the Committee on Commerce be instrueted 
40 inquire into the expediency of erecting a marine hospital 
at Deacon Island, North Carolina. - 


t 


Mr. HAWES made an ineffectual effort to take 
up his resolution on the subject of the West Point ; 
Academy. - | 
REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. j 

Mr. CASEY, from the Committee on the Pub- | 
lic Land~, reported a bill to authorize the Hlinois | 
Central railroad company to locate and construct | 
a railroad through the public lands, and for other ; 
purposes; which was read twice and committed: | 


hour, for the purpose of presenting petitions; 


which was negatived—ayes 89, noes 47; two thirds - 


being requisite. 

Mr. BOON, from the Committee on the Public 
Lands, reported, without amendment, Senate bill 
No. 66, entitled ‘ An actto authorize the location 
of the Leavenworth and Bloomington railroad, 
and other works of internal improvement in the 
State of Indiana, through the public lands; and 
the same was committed to a Committee of the 
Whole House. 

Mr. HUNTSMAN, from the Committee on 
Private Land Claims, reported a bill for the relicf 
of Charles A. Gridner; which was read twice and 
committed, 

Mr. THOMSON, of Ohio, from the Committee 
on Military Affairs; and Mr. UNDERWOOD, 
from the Committee on Revolutionary Claims, 
made unfavorable reports upon various petitions; 
which were ordered to lie on the table. 


DAVID NEWLAND. 
Mr. HAWKINS, from the Committee of Elec- 


tions, reported a resolution directing the Clerk 
of the House to pay to David Newland, out of 
the contingent fund, the same compensation for 


mileage and per diem as is paid to a member of | 


Congress, from the time he presented his petition 
for aseat in the House to the 29th instant, inclu- 
sive. 

Mr. GRIFFIN was opposed to the resolution, 
and asked for the yeas and nays on its adoption; 
which were ordered. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD apposed the adoption of 
the resolution. He voted for the reference of the 


: subject, in the hope that the committee would re- 


port to the House some precedent, if any existed, 
which would authorize the appronriation. The 
committee had reported no precedent, and he 
would inquire upon what principle this proposi- 
tion could be sustained ? The publie money could 
only be paid to those who rendered some service. 
What service (he inquired) had the petitioner 
i rendered the country to entitle him to remunera- 
tion? He objected to the establishment of a rule 
, that in contested clections both parties should be 
| paid; and if such a precedent should be made 
| they would have an increased number of these 
contests hereafter. If a party fails in contesting 
the election, he would be satisfied with his pay. 


It would be very convenient for gentlemen under | 


such circumstances to visit Washington, and 

spend a few months pleasantly with friends. If 
| Mr. Newland had obtained the seat, there would 
have been some propriety in paying him; because 
: he had done no wrong, and was legally entitled 
l to it. But in this case, as well as other cases 
| which might come up, he could not vote for pay- 
: ing a defeated applicant for a seat in that body. 
_ If the petitioner was paid, they ought to pay the 
| magistrates and witnesses, and he could sce no 


the former. 


: leman from Kentucky had remarked, that the 
! committee had S b6 precedents on the sub- 
iject. For himself, (Mr. H. said,) he had no pre- 
; cedent but his conscience, which dictated to him 
| that it was clearly right to pay Mr. Newland, 
| as proposed; a stronger case had never occurred. 


Mr. HAWKINS said it was true, as the gen- l 


! The Housc had declared by amajority of twenty- ` 


i seven votes that the sitting member was not enti- 


' would have given the petitioner his seat on that 
i floor. If they established the principle that a 
l; man, let his claims be ever so strong, should not 
j be paid, it would put it entirely out of the power 


_ Resolved, Thabthe Commit ee on the Post Office and Post ‘| tled to his seat, and the change of a single vote 
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T Mr. JARVIS moved to suspend the rules one l to obtain the pay, &c., he would say, that he 


would pay no person who did not come there in 
a bona fide manner to contest an clection; and 
the case of Moore and Letcher, and the present 
one, taken in connection with the action of the 
House, (which he recited,) showed plausible 
grounds for contesting the seats; and he would 
vote to pay in both cases. i 
Ihe person contesting an election was notacting 
for himself alone, but on behalf of his constitu- 
ents; and heagreed with the gentleman from North 
Carolina [Mr. Hawttws] that, if they should de- 
termine not to pay a defeated applicant for a seat 
on that floor under any circumstances, it would 
preventa poor man from contending for his rights 
and the rights of the people of his district. In 
this case Mr. Graham had been paid, and he was 
lad of it; and he was in favor of paying Mr. 
Newland: Asto this being a mere pleasure excur- 
sion on the part of the latter, it could not be so 
considered when it was recollected that he had 
been, for months before coming here, traveling 
over the Buncombe district, which was two hun- 
dred miles long and one hundred in breadth, and 


‘in which was a spur of the Alleghany mountains, 
‘ taking depositions; and, under the circumstances, 
i he was the last man who, Mr. H. would be 


: that case was not a precedent. 
| came into the House, and it was decided that he 


inclined to believe, was on a mere trip of pleasure. 
Mr. VINTON had no objection to this propo- 
sition so far as the amount of money was con- 
cerned, but the precedent was an important one. 
Frequent contests of a similar character had taken 
place in that House, but in no instance had the 
defeated member been paid. He thought they 
ought to pause, at least, and look into the conse- 
uences which might result from the adoption of 
the resolution. Mr. V. proceeded at some length 
to oppose the resolution as setting a precedent 
which might lead to great abuse, embarrass the 
business of the House by inviting applications 
for seats, which would: lead to unnecessary ex- 
eb of money and waste of the time of the 
ouse. 


Mr. GILLET said, the House had agreed to 
an amendment of a bill from the Senate, to pay 
Mr. Potter, of Rhode Island, which was ver 
similar tothe presentcase. Mr. Potter had comé 
to the Senate, contesting the seat of Mr. Rossins, 
and after he was decided against he was paid by 
the vote of the members who were politically op- 

osed tohim. He hoped the gentleman from 
entucky (Mr. UnpERwoop] would not say that 
That question 


‘should be paid, by a strong vote; and among 
' those who had voted to pay him was the name 


of the gentleman from Ohio, (Mr. Vinron,] so 
he considered the House had established a prece- 
dent for paying Mr. Newland. The Senate had 

aid Mr. Potter because hecame before them with 


i a plausible claim to his seat; so it was with Mr. 
i Newland; he had eome before the House with 


good reason for making an exception in favor of |! 


, Kentucky 


what he thought to be a constitutional ‘majority 
of the people of his district, and the evidence 
which he brought forward, Mr. G. considered 
ee as good as the evidence of a legislative body. 
e would also call the attention of the gentleman 
from Kentucky to the case of Moore and Letcher, 
in the last Congress. - After they had discussed 
the subject for months, they came té-the conclu- 
sion that Mr. Letcher was not entitled to the 
seat, and they resolved to send both the parties 
back to the people. A proposition was: brought 
forward to ay Mr. Letcher, and ‘his friend from 
i r. Harpin] moved a clause to pay 


_ Mr. Moore also. The previous question, how- 
‘ever, was demanded and sustained, which cut off 


‘| of a poor man to contest an election, although he `` 


|| might be entitled to the seat, and the most fraud- 
‘| ulent means might be resorted te ‘in order to pre- 
'venthis return. Itwas not evéry man who might 


‘who possessed a princel 
opposed to a precedent w 


it Ha ; 5 

© Mr. HARDIN advérted to the case of Moore 
and Letcher. He had voted to pay both’ gentle- 
men, although the House declar 
entitled to the seat. In‘answet to his colleague, 
[Mr. Unpenwoon,] that by adopting this propo- 
sition it would induce contesteof this sort mercly 


r fortune. Heé was 
nich might operate so 
Hts . À 


| 


the amendment proposing tò pay .Mr. Moore. 
The yeas and nays were ordered on that question; 


_ and it was true that the name of the gentleman 
: from Ohio was not among the yeas, but the name 


: i of the gentleman from South Carolina, [Mr. 
li be preferred by the people as their Representative ` s i is aah 


Grirrin,] who objected to this resolution, was tò 


_be found voting to pay Mr. Letéher under pre- 


i 
| 
i 


that neither was || Mr. Newland who had voted to 


_ cisely similar ¢ireumstances to the present. Al- 


most the entire opposition in the last Congress 
were found voting the same way. Now, he 
‘would ask gentlemen, who could refuse to pay 
pay Mr. Letcher? 

Mr. BRIGGS said he recollected the vote he 
gave to pay Mr. Letcher, and he considered it as 
justa vote as he ever gave; but he would ask the 


IRBE 
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gentleman from New York, (Mr. Gitrer,] if he 
_ could find his own name on the list of yeas and | 


ewland. He hoped 
one to Mr. Newland, as well 


Mr. B. offered an amendment to the resolution 
as follows: 

“The seat of said Graham having been vacated upon 
proceedings had under the petition of David Newland.” 

Mr. PEARCE, of Rhode Island, said it was 
well known ta the House, that he had been in 
favor of Mr..Newland from the beginning of the 
contest, and that he believed him entitled to the 
seat, but the House had overruled his opinion, 
and he submitted to their decision. He did not, 
however, consider the case of Mr. Potter a pre- 
cedent for paying Mr. Newland, and he could not, 
therefore, entertaining the opinions he did,advo- 
cate the present resolution. He would be glad ' 
to see Mr. Newland compensated, if he could do 
so consistently with what he considered his duty; | 
but he did consider, if they passed. the present į 
resolution, it would be setting a precedent for the | 


He cited the 
uestion, (30th of April, 1824,) and said 
d be found that every act since passed for 


various other acts and documents connected with 
works of internal improvement in support of the 
argument, that the present Administration had 
adhered to the principles of the Maysville road 
veto. 

He then repelled another charge made by Mr. 
| Bert against the- Administration, of neglecting 
! points of national importance. He began with 
Pensacela.and enumcrated the estimates proposed 

for the present year, which, altogether, : for 
wharves and hydraulic dock, and deepening the 
bar there, amounted to upwards $500,000, instead 
of $64,009, as stated by the genticman from South 
; Carolina, [Mr. Tuompson.! . 


i) Mr, THOMPSON inquired from whence the 


gentleman derived these statements? 
|! Mr. GARLAND replied that he had procured 
j them from the executive documents presented to 


payment of all the parties to contested elections i the House and atthe Departments. He then pro- 


which might hereafter come before the House. |, ceeded with rc 


Mr. HAMER remarked, that they had gis- | 
cussed upon resolution the cases of Robbins and | 
Potter, and Moore and Letcier—they had also ' 
touched upon the winding up of the last session, ' 
and the $3,000,000 appropriation, and he feared ` 
they would next have some remarks about abo- 
lition. Believitig, however, that every gentleman ! 
was prepared to vote upon this proposition, which 
was one addressed to the sound discretion of the 
House, he would move the previous question. 

Mr EVANS moved to lay the resolution on ` 
the table, and asked for the yeas and nays; which 
were ordered, when the motion was negatived— 
yeas 43, nays 131. 


` The question being on the second to the pre- ij 


vious question, 

Mr. PATTON called for the reading of the 
following clauses of the law making appropri- 
ations for the contingencies of the House, in 
order to show that they had no right to adopt 
the resolution: 

“For stationery, fuel, printing, and all other incidental į 


gard to fortifications. He denied 
i that their dilapidated condition was to be ascribed 
to the executive department. The fault was 
with Congress, which had refused to appropriate 
the necessary sums for repairs. During the war 
alatge number of fortifications were necessarily 
constructed in great haste, and consequently of 
unseasoned and bad materials. He then quoted 
the amounts appropriated by Congress, which 
would prove that the fault lay with them. In 
182] the estimates were- $20,000; in 1822 $20,000; 
in 1823 $23,000; in 1826 ıt caine down to 915,000; 
for 1830,—’31,-’32, and ’33, the War Department 
estimated. the necessary repairs at $15,000, and 
Congress reduced it to $10,000. In 1834, pursu- 
ant to the determination shown by Congress to 
limit it to that sum, $10,000 was portet, and in 
1835 nothing was appropriated. Tie fault, then, 
was with Congress. He then replied to another 


istration, that the provisions of war had been 
neglected and suffered to diminish, viz: cannons, 


and contingent expenses of the House of Representatives, | 
two hundred thoucand dollars. ! 
“ The said two sums last mentioned to be applied to the | 
payment of the ordinary expenditures of the Senate and 
ouse of Representatives, severally, and to no other pur- , 
pose.” i 
The reading was objected to. i 
The hoar of one having arrived, the Chair : 
announced the special order. i 


Mr. HAWKINS moved to suspend the rule, ii 


in order to dispose of the resolution which he ' 


had reported from the Committee of Elections; ‘| 


which was agreed to—ayes 105, noes 51. j 
„, The previous question was then seconded— 
ayes 89, noes 47. f 
.. Mr. WILLIAMS, of North Carolina, asked | 
for the yeas and nays on the previous question; | 
which were ordered; and were—yeas 101, nays 74, |; 
So the main question was ordered to be taken; 
and the resolution was ndopted—yeas 124, nays | 


td 
i 


In pursuance of the special order of the 26th 
January, on motion by Mr, CAMBRELENG, | 
the House then resolved itself into the Committee | 
of the Whole on the state of the Union, (Mr. 
Hamer in the feat and resumed the consider- 
ation. of the bill making appropriations for the | 
Lee service of the United States for the year | 
1836. oe 

The question pending was the motion by Mr. 
Beru, to strike out the following item: i 

* Forthe improvement and necessary repairs of 
yard at Portsmouth, New Hampshire, $67,000.” 

Mr. GARLAND, of Virginia, resumed his re- 
marks, and commenced by referring to the pro- 
ceedings of Congress on the Dismal Swampcanal, 
foran amendment to which Governor Tazewell 
voted, and" vindicated the course of the present 


NAVAL APPROPRIATION BILL. | 
| 


the navy- 


guns, balls, carriages, &c., citing reports of the 
War Department from 1830 downwards. The 
' Department could. only use the means furnished 


, the money had been expended in the most judi- 


¡i cious manner the service required. 


| With regard to another charge, that the present 
| Administration had been more extravagant than 
| former Administrations, he replied by citing ex- 
` penditures of former periods, and adduced the 
| following fact to show that the fault was not with 
| the Executive. In the four years of 1831, 1832, 
1833, and 1834, the appropriations by Congress 
had exceeded the executive estimates by nearly 
fourteen millions of dollars, viz: $13,881,128 93. 
Then it should be borne in mind that the pension 
list had been extended; that large sums had been 
paid for Indian lands and resérvations. The 
Black Hawk war had cost a considerable amount 
of moncy, and Congress had appropriated large 
sums for harbors and for the Cumberland road; 
all of which had swelled the expenditure of seve- 


ral years past. These were extraordinary appro- ` 


almostin abody. Why had the gentleman from 
Tennessee himself suffered the subjact to lie over, 


. without his: having participated im it, from the 


year 1829 to the present time? Mr. G. held him- 
sclf prepared to go into the subject at any time, 
whenever the public business would admit of it, 
Mr. G. then referred to a series of statements 
proving that the State deposit banks were able to 
mectall their liabilities, and have a surplus ofassets 
of upwards of forty millions;and reviewed, at great 
length, a variety of other important topics, the 
disposition of the surplus revenue, the executive 
atronage bill, the French question, &e. On the 
atter, he vindicated the course of the Adminis- 
tration, and the messages and recommendations 
of the President of the United States at length. 


: He also adverted to the Baltimore Convention, and 


the principles of conventions and caucuses. The 
foregoing sketch must be taken as nothing more 
than a mere reference to the heads of the topics 
dwelt upon by Mr. G. His remarks will be given 
in full as soon as they can be prepared for the 

ress, At half-past four Mr. Œ. concluded, and 
Mr. JARVIS obtained the floor, on whose mo- 
tion the committee rose. 

‘The SPEAKER laid before the House sundry 
execative communications, which were appro- 
priately referred; and then the House adjourned. 


IN SENATE. 
Faipay, April 1, 1836. 

Mr. LINN, from the Committee on Pensions, 
reported a bill for the relief of John Powell; which 
was read, and ordered to a second reading. 

Mr. HENDRICKS, from the Committee on 
Roads aud Canals, to which the memorial on the 
subject had been referred, reported a bill to author- 
ize the company about to construct a railroad 


. from Mobile to Pascagoula, to locate their road 


charge brought by Mr. Bett against the Admin- ` 


through the public lands. 

M` RIVES presented. the petition of the heirs 
of the late Major Swan, paymaster general of 
the United States Army; which was referred to 
the Committee on Claims. 

The resolutions lying on the table, submitted 


, by Messrs. LINN and HUBBARD, were con- 


; ) ‘| sidered and agreed to. . 
it by Congress; and it could not be denied that ` 


Mr. TOMLINSON submitted the following 


_ resolution; which was considered, and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Commerce be instructed 
to inquire into the expediency of making an appropriation 
to coinplete and secure the works at Cedar Point, in the 
State of Connecticut. 


NORTHERN BOUNDARY OF OHIO. 


On motion by Mr. BENTON, the Senate re- 
sumed the consideration of the bill to establish 
the northern boundary line of Ohio, and for. the 
admission of Michigan into the Union; when Mr. 
SOUTHARD, who had the floor, concluded his 
remarks in npon to the bill, the question be- 
ing on Mr. Wricnr’s amendment. 

Mr. HENDRICKS addressed the Senate in 
support of the amendments offered by him yes- 


_ terday. 


priations, for which the Executive was notcharge- `, 


able; and, if taken away, he was prepared to 
prove that the present Administration would bear 


i| a comparison with any preceding one for econ- | 
G. then proceeded to vindicate the ` 


omy. Mr. n 
course of the Administration on the subject of 


the char. e, thatan amendment to the Constitution 
of the United States in relation to the election of 


by the friends of the Administration. 


It was well known that the President had ‘not 


dminiatration, on the subject of internalimprove- | 


proceedings of the last session; on Mr. GILMER’ 


© werereplied to by Messrs. BENTON, W 
.and BUCHANAN, in support of the bill, with 


the currency and the press. He then adverted to ' 


President and Vice President, had been presented ‘| 
i He denied ` 
that they had evinced any disposition to evade it. 


failed to recommend: the subject to the attention ` 
‘of Congress in all his annual messages, and the 
proposition had been Jost in Congress, owing: 10 ` 
a variety of circumstances. He referred to the | 


ae i 


of Alabama, King, of Georgie, bins- 


Mcssrs. CLAYTON, EWING, and CLAY, 
addressed the Senate, principale opposition to 
that part of the constitution of Michigan in rela- 


tion to the right of suffrage; and their sunen 


the amendment of Mr. Wricnar; after which, 
On motion by Mr. DAVIS, that the Senate 
adjourn, it was decided in the negative—yeas 21, 
nays 22. . i 
After some further remarks from Mr. CLAY, 
from Mr. BUCHANAN, f 
Mr. ING moved that the Senate adjourn; 
which motion was negatived—yeas 21, nays 24; 
as follows: . 
YEAS—Messrs. Black, Calhoun, Clay, Clayton, Criteen- 
den, Davis, Ewing of Obio, Kent, Knight, Leigh, McKean, 
Manguin, Moore, Naudain, Porter, Prentiss, » Eob- 
bins, Sottthard, Swift, and Tomlinson—21. = : 
‘NAYS—Messrs. Benton, Brown, Buchanan, Cuthbert, 
Ewing of Ilmois, Grundy, Hendricks, umn, Hubbard , King 
oiris, t 


za 


ANAN 
BUCHA AYTON moved that the Senate ad- 
journ; which motion was negatived—yeas 22, 
nays 23; as follows: 

VEAS—Messre. Black, Calhoun, Clay, Clayton, Critten- 
den, Davis, Ewing of Ohio, Hendricks, Kent, Knight, 
Leizh, McKean, Mancuin, Moore, — audain, Porter, Pren- 
tiss. Preston. Robbins, Southard, Swit, and Tomlinson—2?. 

NAYS —Me.srs. Benton, Brown, Buchanan, Cuthbert, 
Ewing of Illinois, Gruudy, Hill, Hubbard. King o° Alabama, 
King or Georgia, Linn, Mortis, Nicholas, Niles, Rives, Rob 
inon, Ruggles, Shepl!-y, Tallmadge, Tipton, Walker, 
White, and Wright—23. 

The question then recurred on Mr. Wricurt’s 
amendment, which provides, that on the assent 
being given bya convention of the people of Mich- 
igan to the boundaries in the proposed bill, con- 
vened for the sole purpose of giving their assent 
herein required, the President shall issue his pro- 
clamatian that the conditions have been complied 
with, and thereupon the State of Michigan shall 
be admitted into the Union, and the Senators and 


Representatives elected by her shall take their - 


segis in Congress without delay. 

Mr. CLAY moved to amend Mr. Wricut’s 
amendment, by striking out the words, ‘* people 
of the said State,” and insert, ‘‘ by the free white 
male citizens of the United States, over the age 
of twenty-one years, residing within the limits of 
the proposed State.” 

This amendment, after some remarks from Mr. 
CLAY, was rejected—yeas 22, nays 23; as fol- | 
lows: 

YEAS—Mesers. Black, Calhoun, Clay, Clayton, Critten- 
den, Davis, Ewing o: Ohio, H ndricks, Kent, Knight, Leigh, 
McKean, Mangun, Moore, Naudain, Porter, Prentiss, Rob- | 
bins. Southard, Swi t, Tomiinson, aud White—22. 

. NAY S—Mes-rs. Benton, Brown, Buchanan. Cuthbert, 
Ewing of [liaois, Grundy, Hill, Hubbard, Kiug ov Alabama, 
King of Georgia, Liun, Morris, Nicholas, Niles, Preston, 
Rives, Robinson, Ruggles, Siepiey, Talmadge, Tipton, 
Walker, aad Wright—23. 

Mr. CLAY then moved to amend Mr. Wricnr’s 
amendment by striking out the words ‘ for the 
sole purpose of giving the assent hercin required,” 
and inserting ‘* to revise the said constitution, and | 
to give the assent herein required.” 

The amendment was rejected—yeas 19, nays | 
25; as follows: | 

y ZAS— Messrs. Black, Calhoun, Clay, Clayton, Critten- | 
den, Davis, Ewing of Ohio, Kent, Knigh, Mangum, Moore, 

Naudain, Porter, Prentiss, Preston, Robbins, Southard, 
Swit, and Tominson—19. \ 

NAYS—Mes:rs. Benton, Brown, Buchanan, Cuthbert, | 
Ewing of Minoi-, Grundy. Hendricks, Hill, Hubbard, King | 
ot Alabama, King or Georgia, Leigh, Linn, Morris, Nich- | 
olas, Nites, Rives, Robin-on, Ruggles, Shepicy, Tallmadge, | 
Tipton, Walker, White, and Wright—25. i 

Mr. Porter then moved to adjourn; which mo- | 
tion was rejected by the following vote: 

YEA3—Messrs. Calhoun, Clay, Clayton, Crittenden, : 
Davis, Ewing of Ohio, Kent, Knight, Leigh, Alangun, | 


Moore, Naudain, Porter, Prentiss, Preston, Robbins, |. 


Southard, Swit, and Towlizon—19. 

NAYS—Messrs. Benton, Brown, Buchanan, Cuthbert, 
“Ewing of Minois, Grundy, Wendricks, Hi, Hubbard, 
King of Alabama, King of Georgia, Linn, Morris, Nich- | 
olas, Niles, Rives, Robinson, Ruggtes, Shepley, Tallmadge, | 
Tipton, Walker, White, and Wright—23. 

Mr. HENDRICKS remarked that the princi- | 

le of one feature of his amendment having been | 

ecided- by the Senate, and his principal object | 
being embraced by the amendmentof the Senator 

from New York, that of a convention of the peo- 

le of Michigan to amend her article of boundary, 

instead of the Legislature as propsed by the bill, 
he would withdraw his amendment, and would 

cheerfully vote forthe amendment of the Senator 
from New York. The remaining amendment of 
Mr, Henpricxs was then withdrawn by him. 
_ The question being taken on Mr. Waricnrt’s 
amendment, it was carried—yeas 32; as follows: 

YEAS—Mossrs. Benton, Black, Brown, Buchanan, Clay, 
Ctayton, Cuttrbert,” Davis, Ewing ‘ef illinois, Ewing of 
Ohio, Grundy, Hendricks, Hill, Hubbard, King of Alabama, 
King of Georgia, Knight, Liun, Mo.ris, Nicholas, Niles, 
` Preston, Rives, Robinson, Ruggles, Shepley, Talmadge, 
‘Vipton, Tomlinson, Walker, White, and Wright—32. . 

Mr. CRITTENDEN then moved that the 
Senate adjourn; which motion was rejected— 
yeas 19, nays 24; as follows: f 


YEAS—Mosers. Black, Calhoun, Clay, Clayton, Critten- | 


wa; Davis, Ewing of Ohio, Kent, Knight, Leigh, Mangum, 
: à at ese : 
vore, Naudain, Porter, Prentiss, Robbins, Southard, 


RE ‘and Tomlinson—19. 
AYS—Messrs. Benton, Brown, Buchanan, Cuthbert, 


M arch 34; 


al 
g 
The question next came up on Mr. Henprick’s | 


amendment, as follows: 

Section 3, lines 1! and 14, strike out “as soon as the assent 
here required shall be given, the President of the United 
States shall announce the same by proctamation,” and 
insert, “ the foregoing condition being in good faith com- 
plied with, and being reported by the convention to the 
Contress 0: the United States.” 

This amendment was rejected—yeas 9, nays 
28; as follows: 

YEA i—Messn. Clay, Crittenden, Ewing of Ohio, Hen- 
drick: Keut, Leizh, Moore, Porter, and Southard—9. 

NAYS — Mossr:. Benton, Black, Brown, Buchanan, 
Cuubert, Davis, Ewing of Mlinoix, Grundy, Hill, Hubbard, 
King of Alvbami, Kiag of G2orgia, Liun, Morris, Naudain, 
Nicuolas, Niles, Rives, Robinson, Ruzgles, Shepley, Swi t, 
Tattmadge, Tipton, Tomlinson, Walker, White, and Wright 


Mr. SOUTHARD moved to amend the bill, 
by striking out the words ** and the Senators and 
Representatives who have been elected shall be 
entitled to take their seats without further delay.”’ 

After a debate, this amendment was negatived 
—yeas 12, nays 23; as follows: 

YEAS —Messrs. Black, Clay, Crittenden, Davis, Ewing 
of Ouio, Leigh, Naudain, Porter, Southard, Swit, Tomlin- 
son, and Whitc—12. ; 

NAYS—Mes=rs. Benton, Brown, Buchanan, Cuthbert, 
Ewing or Illinois, Grundy, Hendricks, Hill, Hubbard, King 
of Alabuna, King of Georgia, Linn, Morris, Nicholas, Niles, 
Rives, Bobinson, Ruggles, Shepley, Tallmadge, Tipton, 
Walker, and Wright—23. 

Mr. CLAY moved to amend ‘the bill, by in- 


serting after that part of it declaring that the con- | 
stitution of Michigan is ratified and confirmed by. | 


Congress, the words ‘ except that provision of 
said constitution by which aliens are permitted 
to enjoy the right of suffrage.” 

Mr. BENTON said it was necessary to pro- 
ceed with precision in this matter, and to have 
a perfect understanding of it. Although it might 
appear, from the result of the vote on this amend- 
ment, that the Senate sanctioned aclause admit- 
ting aliens to enjoy the right of suffrage, yet no 
such thing appeared in the constitution. It might 
be, that on the day on which the convention met, 
every person there participating in the election 
would be a citizen. Tiere was no such clause 
as that excepted to by the amendment of the 
Senator from Kentucky, by which aliens would 
be permitted to enjoy the right of suffrage. 

The amendment, after some remarks from Mr. 


CLAY, was rejected—yeas 14, nays 22; as fol- 


lows: 


YEAS—Mbessrs. Black, Cathoun, Clay, Crittenden, Da- | 


vis, Ewing of Ohio, Hendricks, Leigh, Naudain, Porter, 
Southard, Swift, Tomlinson, and White—14, 

NAYS —Messrs. Benton, Brown, Buchanan, Cuthbert, 
Ewing of Ilinois, Grundy, Hilt, Hubbard, King of Ala- 
bima, King of Georgia, Linn, Morris, Nicholas, Niles, 
Robinson, Rugzles, Shepley, Tallmadge, Tipton, Walker, 
and Wright—22. 


Mr. CALHOUN here moved that the Senate 


adjourn; rejected—yeas 12, nays 23; as follows: : 
rs. Black, Calhoun, Clay, Crittenden, Da. | 


YEAS—Mess 

vis, Ewing of Ohio, Leiga, Naudain, Porter, Southard, 
Swit, and Tomtinson—12. 
: NAYS —Messrs. Benton, Brown, Buchanan, Cuthbert, 
Ewing of Illinois, Grundy, Mendriecks, Hill, Hubbard, King 
of Alabama, King of G:orgia, Linn, Morris, Nicholas, 
Niles, Rives, Robinson, Rugziex, Shepley, Tallmade, Tip- 
ton, Walker, White, and Wright—24, 

The question was next taken on Mr. Ewrnc’s 
amendment as a substitute for the whole bill, and 
it was rejected —yeas 7, nays 24; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Black, Davis, Ewing of Ohio, Leigh, 
“Southard, Swit, and Fomlin-on—7. ` 
: NAYS ~Messrs. Benton, Brown, Buchanan, Cuthbert, 
Ewing of [Hiuois, Grundy, Hendricks, Hit, Hubbard, King 
of Alabama, King of Georgia, Linn, Morris, Nicholas, 


Nites, Rives, Robinson, Rugiies, Shepley, Tallmadge, Tip- 


ton, Walker, White, and Wriht—H. 


No other amendment being offercd, the ques- ! 


tion was taken on ordering the bill to be en- 


‘grossed for a third reading, and decided in the | 


affirmative by the following vote: 

YEAS—Messra, Benton, ‘Brown, Buchanan, Cutthert, 
Ewing of Mlinois, Grundy, Hendricks, Hill, Hubbard, King 
of Alabama, King of Goria, Linn, Morris, Nicholas, 


Nils, Rives, Robinson, Ruzles, Shepley, Tallmadge, Tip- ;| 


ton, Walker, and Wright—23. 


i _NAYS—Messrs. Black, Davis, Ewing of Ohio, Leigh, | 


‘Southard, Swin, Tomlinson, aud White—S. 

On mation by Mr. BENTON, the Senateagtoed 
to reconsider the vote taken in the morning by 
which the Senate determined to‘adjourn over to 
| Monday—yeas 20, nays'5." - Eu i 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
l Fripay, April 1, 1836. 
Mr. REYNOLDS, of İllinois, asked the unan- 


imous consent of the House to permit him to offer 
a resolution to suspend the standing order of 
business for the second Monday in April, so as 
to give priority on that day to the bill extending 
the provisions of the pehsion act of 1832. , 

Objection being made, Mr. REYNOLDS re- 
marked that he thought one day at least should 
be given for the consideration of a measure for 
the benefit of old soldiers; he would, therefore, 
move to suspend the rule, in order to enable him 
to submit his proposition, 

On a count, there appeared—ayes 52, noes 49— 
no quorum. l , 

r. HOWELL then asked for the yeas and 
‘nays on the motion to suspend the rule; which 
| were ordered—ycas 78, nays 51. 
| So the motion to suspend was negatived. 

'| Petitions and memorials were presented on 
| 
j 


i| leave by Messrs, JOHNSON, of Louisiana; 
: GRENNEL, LAWRENCE, MASON, of Vir- 
i ginia; ASHLEY, CHAPMAN, STORER, JAR- 
| VIS, JONES, of Michigan; CAMBRELENG, 
| THOMAS, REED, LOVE, CLAIBORNE, of 
i Mississippi; and CHAMBERS, of Pennsylvania 

—which were appropriately disposed of. 

(Mr. Lawrence, by leave, presented a memorial 

‘ of importing merchants of the city of Boston, rep- 
| resenting that much inconveninée is frequent! 
! experienced by them in consequence AER 
| able delays in passing their importations through 
the custom-house, arising wholly from the insuf- 
| ficiency in the number of officers allotted to the 
customs in that city; and, further, that the public 
waréhouses are too circumscribed and ill-suited 
for the purposes for which they are designed, and 
soliciting an enlargement of the public stores, and 
lan increase of the number of clerks; by which 
i| means greater facilities will be afforded to the 
i| appraisers for the more speedy and correct dis- 
charge of their duties, which the memorialists 
represent have greatly increased during the pres- 
ent year; which memorial was referred to the 
| Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. Jones, of Wisconsin, presented the memo- 
rial of George H. Walker, of Milwan, Ree county, 
the petitionsof J. H. and Nathaniel Knapp, pray- 
‘ing for a confirmation to a tract of Jand in Des 
i Moine county; of the citizens of Des Moine coun- 
i ty myn the improvement in the navigation 
; of the Mississippi, at the rapids of the Des Moine 
! and Rock river; a petition of the people of Des 
Moine county, against the extension of the half- 
breed tract, between the Des Moine and Missis- 
sippi rivers; petitions for post routesin Michigan 
j Territory; of the inhabitants of Du Buque.county, 
| for post offices and post routes.] — , 

On motion by Mr. JONES, of Wisconsin, it 
was och bon Pg ed 
Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Office and Post 
Roads be instructed to inquire into the expediency of etab- 
lishing a post route from Carthage, Hflnois, to Fort Madi- 
son, Des Moine county, Michigan Territory. 

` On motion by Mr. MERCER, it was 
i] Resolved, That a select committee, to consist of a mem- 
| ber from cath State, beanpginted to con ider the expediency 
or providiug general rujes for conducting the proceedings 
in contested elections, and that they have teave to report by 
bill or odierwise. 

On motion by Mr. CARTER; it was 

Resotred, That the Committee on, Revolutionary Claims 
‘be instructed to inquire into the expediency of allowing the 
| same pay to these officers who served to withiasix months 
of the close of the revolutionary war, and who had been in 
service for three years previou Ty, as‘ was allowed to those 
who dicd in the service, who became supernumerary, or 
j who served until the end of the war. 

Mr. W. B. SHEPARD, from the Committee 
for the District of Columbia, made a report con- 
cluding with a resolution setting apart Thursday 
-and Friday, the Sth-and Gth of May, for the ex- 
. elusive conaideratian of bills relating. to. the Dis- 
trict of Cohambia.:: ooa oga a 
The resolution was agreed to—ayes 88, noes 42. 

; REPORTS. FROM COMMITTEES- 


“Mg AT <B. SHEPARD, from the same commit- 
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tee, reported wichaut amendmentthe bill fromthe | 
Senate for the mhef of the several corporate cities 
in the District of Columbia; and the same was 
committed, 

Mr. JOLINSON, of Kentucky, from the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs, reported a bill for the 
relief of the representatives of Colonel Wiliam 
Pratt; which was read twice and committed. 

Mr. PEARCE, of Rhode Isinnd, from the Com- 
matee on Commerce, reported the following res~ 
olution: 

Resolved, ‘That the use of this Hall be granted to J. N. 
Reynolds, Esq., ow Saturday evening nert, for the purpose 
of delivering an address on the subject of an expedition, or 
voyage of discovery, to the South Sea and Pacific Ocean. 

The resolution was agreed to. 

Messrs. CRAIG and TURRILL, from the 
Committee on Revolutionary Claims; Mr. LIN- 
COLN, from the Committee on the Public Lands; 
and Mr. JACKSON, of Georgia, from the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Affairs, made unfavorable re- 
ports upon various petitions; which were laid on 
the table. 

Mr. TALIAFERRO, on leave, presented aa 
amendment to the report of the select committee 
on the subject of an amendment to the Constitu- 
tion in regard to the election of President and 
Vice President; which was committed, and or- 

lered to be printed. 


SENATE BILLS. 


The following bills from the Senate were read 
twice, and committed: 

A bill to provide for opening a military road 
from Fort Leavenworth, on the right bank of the 
river Mississippi, above the State of Missouri, 
to Fort Gibson, on the Arkansas river; 

A biH for the relief of Abijah Simmons; 

A bill for the relief of Elizabeth Robinson, 
daughter and only surviving heir of Lieutenant 
Richard Wilde, deceased; 

A bill for the relief of Martin Prindle; 

A bill making an appropriation for purchasing 
the right to use in the Army, Navy, &c., an ìn- 
vention of Boyd Reiley, Esq.; and 

A bill for the relief of the legal representative 
of the late Theodore W. Maurice. 


PRIVATE BILLS. 


Mr. CAMBRELENG rose to make a sugges- 
tion to the chairman of the Committee on Claims, 
{Mr. Warrtreser,] which was that, in going 
into committee on private bills, it should be un- 
derstood that any bill which gave rise to discus- 
sion should be laid aside; and in this manner a 
large number of claims, about which there was 
Bo difficulty, might be disposed of that day and 
to-morrow. He referred to the fact, that the claim 
of Jesse Smith and others had occupied the days 
appropriated to private business for several weeks, 
and other bills might produce similar delays. In 
making this suggestion, he would remark that he 
should feel bound to ask the House to dispose of 
the naval peyote on bill daring the next week. 

Mr. WHITTLESEY remarked that the sug- 
gestion of the gentleman from New York was in 
accordance with his own wishes. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of North Carolina, objected 
to any such arrangement. 

The bill for the relief of the heirs of James 
Latham, deceased, was taken up, an amendment 
of the Committee of the Whole non-concurred 
in; and, after some remarks by Messrs. MAY 
and CHAMBERS, of Pennsylvania, the bi! was, 
on motion by the latter, recommitted to the 
Committee on Private Land Claims. 

The House then went into the Committee of ` 
the Whole (Mr. WarpweLL in the chair) on the 
following bills: 

A bill for the relief of Charles M. Frazier; | 

A bill for the relief of Farish Carter, and the | 
heirs of Charles Williamson; i 

A bill for the relief of Thomas McCleland and _ 
James Smith; | 


Robert Brush; - 
‘A bill for the relief of D. L. R. Orion; and 


A bill for the relief of James Weltbank; | 
i 


A bill for the relief of William Stannard and | 
others. i 


The comniittce rose, and reported the bills to 
the House, with the exception of the bill for the 


| 


Mr. CLAYTON intimated his intention of 
offering an amendment in pursuance of Mr. 


relief of McCleland and Smith, which waa passed © Wricut’s suggestion, but, on Mr. CALHOUN say- 


over; and the same were ordered to be engrossed 
and read a third time, with the exception of the 
bills for the relief of D. L. R. Orillon and F. 
Carter, and the heirs of Charles Williamson. 

_On motion of Mr. CLAIBORNE, of Missis- 
sippr, 1t was : 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Office and Post 
Reads be iustructed to inquire into the expediency of estab- 
lishing the following past routes in the State of Missis» 
sippi: From Rodney, by Paine *s store, to SeLserstown ; from 
Pantitoc to Cotleeville : from Gallatin, by Sears’s old store, 
Hughes`s store, and Malcolm, to Fayette; from Madison- 
ville, by Canton, Montgomery, and Franklin, to Lexington ; 
from Lexington, by Attala and Leak Court heuse, to Bran- 
don; also, trom Pickensville, Alabama, by Macon, to Louis- 
ville, Winston county, Mississippi; trom Cotumbus, by Ma- 
ean, Noxviile, Waholoc, Kemper, Lauderdale, and Clark 
Court-houses, to Winchester. 


Mr. CLAIBORNE, of Mississippi, also on 
leave, submitted the following resolutions; which 
were considered and agreed to: 


Resoived, Phat the Secretary of War he directed to inform 
this House what number of Choctaw Indians have been 
removed west of the Mississippi since the treaty of Dancing 
Rabbit Creek ; what sum has been expended in their re- 
moval; whether any portion of the appropriation made for 
that purpose is on hand; what number of Choctaws still 
remain within the boundaries of the late purchase; and 
what would be the probable expense of removing them. 

Revolred, That the Secretary of the ‘Treasury he directed 
to inform this House what number of acres of tand have been 
entered at the office at Augusta, in the State of Mississippi, 
from its estabtisluneat up to the year 1339. 


On motion by Mr. REYNOLDS, of Hlinois, 
the House then adjourned. 


IN SENATE. 
Satcnpar, pril 2, 1836. 


The CHAIR announced acommunication from 
the Post Office Department, in compliance with 
the resolution of the Senate of the 29th ultimo, 
on the subject of discrepancy in the report of the 
accountant of the Department of March, 1835; 
and, 

On motion by Mr. GRUNDY, it was referred 
to the Committee on the Post Office and Post 
Roads, and ordered to be printed. 


Mr. PRENTISS, from the Committee on Pen- | 


sions, reported a bill for the relicf of the widow 


aad family of Samuel Gibbs, deceased; which | 
: was read, and ordered to a second reading. 


On motion by Mr. HILL, leave was given to 
Moscs Hoytto withdraw his petition and papers. 

On motion by Mr. BLACK, leave was given to 
Abraham A. Van Bibber to withdraw his petition 
and papers. 

NORTHERN BOUNDARY OF OHIO. 

The bill to establish the northern boundary 

line of Ohio, and for the admission of Michigan 


into the Union, came up on its third reading. 


Mr. PORTER moved to recommit the bill for 
the purpose of amending it on the subject of the 
right of suffrage, and more effectually to secure 
the rights of the United States to the public lands 
in the new State. 

On this motion a debate ensued, in which it 


“was supported by Messrs. PORTER, BLACK, 


CALHOUN, CRITTENDEN, CLAY, MAN- 
GUM, WHITE, and CLAYTON, and opposed 
by Messrs. WALKER, WRIGHT, and BEN- 

N; and Mr. PRESTON, though in favor of 


‘ the recommitment, opposed the principle of inter- 


fering with the right of the new State to settle the 
qualification of its voters. 

Mr. CALHOUN moved to amend the bill by 
general consent, by inserting a clause providing 
that the assent of Michigan to this bill shall be 
given by a convention clucted by the free white 
male citizens of the United States over the age of 


twenty-one years residing in the said Territory ; | 
but this amendment requiring ‘the unanimous |! 


consent of the Senate, and 
Mr. WRIGHT objccting, the question was not 


ut. 

K Mr. WRIGHT said that this amendment was 
precisely the one rejected yesterday by the Senate 

'a large MART: he principle, however, 
contended for by the gentleman and his friends 
could be catried out by inserting the words, ‘‘qual- 
ified voters,” instead of the word ‘ people,” 
used in the bill, and to this course he presumed 


Il there would be no objection. 


ing he would object to it, it was not offered. 

On taking the question, the motion to recom- 
mit the bill was lost — yeas 19, nays 24; as fol- 
lows: 

YEAS — Mesera. Calhoun, Clay, Clayton, Crittenden, 
Davis, Ewing of Ohio, Kent, Knight, Leigh, Mangum, 
Naudain, Porter, Prentiss, Preston, Robbins, Southard, 
Swit, Tomlinson, and White—19. 

NAYS — Messrs. Benton, Brown, Buchanan, Cuthbert, 
Ewing of IRinois, Grundy, Hendricks, Hill, Hubbard, King 
of Alabama, King of Georgia, Linn, McKean, Morris, 
Nicholas, Niles, Rives, Robinson, Ruggles, Shepley, Tall- 
madge, Tipton, Walker, and Wright—24. 

Mr. PRESTON moved to lay the bill on the 
table ; which motion was lost — yeas 20, nays 24; 
as follows: £ 

YEAS—Messrs. Black, Calhoun, Clay, Clayton, Crit- 
tenden, Davis, Ewing of Obio, Kent, Knight, Leigh, Man- 
gum. Naudain, Porter, Prentiss, Preston, Robbins, South- 
ard. Swit, Tomlinson, and White—20. 

NAYS — Massrs. Benton, Brown, Buchanan, Cuthbert, 
Ewing of Tilinois, Grundy, Hendricks, Hill, Hubbard, King 

f Alabama, Knight, Linn, McKean, Morris, Nicholas, 

iles, Rives, Robinson, Ruggtes, Shepley, Tallmadge, 
Tipton, Walker, and Wright—24. 


Mr. PRESTON next moved that the Senate 
adjourn; and this question was decided in the 
negative—ycas 20, nays 23; as follows: 


YEAS—Meszers. Black, Clay, Clayton, Crittenden, Davis, 
Ewing of Onia, Kent, Knight, Leigh, McKean, Mangum, 
Moore, Naudain, Porter, Prentiss, Preston, Robbins, South- 
ard, and Swift—Q0. 

NAY3—Mezsrs. Benton, Brown, Buchanan, Cuthbert, 
Ewing of [iinois, Grundy, Hendricks, Hill, Hubbard, King 
of Alabama, Linn, Morris, Nicholas, Rives, Robinson, Rug- 
gles, Shepley, Tallmadge, Tipton, Walker, White, and 
Wright—33. 

The final question was then taken; and the bill 
was passed by the following vote: 


YFAS—Messrs. Benton, Brown, Buchanan, Cuthbert, 
Ewing of Minois, Grundy, Hendricks, Hill, Hubbard, King 
of Alabama, King of Georgia, Linn, MeKean, Morris, Nich- 
olax, Niles, Rives, Robinson, Ruggtes, Shepley, Tallmadge, 
Tipton, Walker, and Wright- 24. 

NAYS —Moxsrs. Black, Calhoun, Davis, Ewing of Ohio, 
Kent, Knight, Leigh, Mangum, Naudain, Porter, Prentiss, 
Preston, Robbins, Southard, Swit, Tomlinson, and White 

17. 


ADMISSION OF ARKANSAS. ` 


On motion by Mr, BUCHANAN, the Senate 
proceeded to the consideration of the bill for the 
admission of. Arkansas into the Union; and the 
bill having heen read, 

Mr. NAUDAIN moved that the Senate adjourn; 
and this motion was negatived by the following 
vote: ; 

YEAS—Messrs. Crittenden, Davia, Ewing of Ohio, Nan- 
dain, Porter, Prentiss, Preston, Robbins, Southard, Swift, 
and Tomlinson—1L1, 

NAYS—Me - Benton, Black, Brown, Buchanan, 
Cuthbert, Ewing of Mlinois, Grindy, Hendricks, Hill, Hub- 
bard, King of Alabama, King of Georgia, Leigh, Liun, Man- 
gum, Morris, Nicholas, Niles, Rives, Robinson, Ruggles, 
Shepley, Tallmadge, Tipton, Walker, White, and Wright 
—27. 


On motion by Mr. WHITE, the bill was so 
amended as to provide more effectually against 


' any difficulties as to the boundary with the west- 


ern Cherokees. 2 

After some brief remarks from Messrs. CAL- 
HOUN, SOUTHARD, CLAY, KING of Ala- 
bama, BENTON, WALKER, PRESTON, and 
EWING of Ohio, +e, aoe 

Mr. EWING, in the course ‘of his remarks, 
said he could not and would not give his vote on 
a bill which he had not an opportunity of makin 
himsclf acquainted with; and as the bill could net 
pass that evening but by unanimous consent, he, 
for one would object to its passage. 

Mr. KING, of Alabama, moved that the Senate 
adjourn. He, as a southern man, felt no appre- 


; hension as to the bill passing without. difficulty 


.one for Michigan. 


on Monday, and being sent to the other House, 
go as to pass that body with the Michigan bill. 
There was no necessity for hurrying it that even- 
ing, particularly as the other House eould not act 
on both bills at once, and as there were no su¢h 
objections to this bill as had been made to the 
He had such a perfect confi- 


dence. in the disposition of the Senate to pass this 


| bill, that he was willing to delay it another day, 


to give to those members who wished an oppor- 
tunity of examining into its details, being fully 
persuaded that they would find. pokbing‘in it to 
object to. Tn 


‘ 


Bld 
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Mr. Kine’s motion was lost—yeas 16, nays 18; 


as follows: 

PE AS—Messre. Brown, Cuthbert, y: 
EAK, King of Atabama, Kingot G ‘ 
gum, Naudain, Porter, Preston, Shepley, 
and Tomlinson—1d. 

NAYS— Messrs. 
Ewing of Illinois, 
Rives, Robinson, Ruggles, 
White, and Wright—13. 

After some remarks from Mr. CRITTEN- 


Davis, Ewing of Ohio, 
corgia, Leiga, Man- 
Southard, Swit, 


Benton, Black, Buchanan, Cuthbert, 
Grundy, Hill, Hubbard, Linn, Niles, 
Tallmadge, Tipton, Walker, 


EN 
OMe BUCHANAN explained the bill fully— 
expressed his anxiety that it should pass and be 
sent to the other House simultaneously with the 
Michigan bill, in order that the two States may 
come into the Union together. He explained, 
that the bill contained no provisions that had 
been objected to in the Michigan bill; and, in 
answer to Mr. Catnoun, stated, that the rights 
of the Government to its public lands in the State 
were perfectly guarded. The bill (he said) had 
been reported more than a week ago; and being 
printed and in the hands of every Senator, they 
had hada fall opportunity of becoming acquainted 
with its provisions, 

The bill was then ordered to be engrossed for 
a third reading without division; and 

The Senate adjourned 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
SATURDAY, April 2, 1836. 


The House was called to order at eleven o’clock, 
when Mr. HAWES inquired of the Chair if there 
was a quorum present. ` D 

The Chair counted the members, when it ap- 
geared that eighty-one were in attendance. 

There being no quorum, Mr. HAWES moved 
acall of the House, and asked for the yeas and 
nays on his motion; which were ordered, and 
were—yeas 60, nays 50. 

After proceeding a short time with the call, 


Mr. BOON moved to suspend further proceed- | 


ings under it; which was agreed to. 

The Journal was then read. 

The CHAIR laid before the House a letter from 
che Hon. John Banks, announcing that he did, on 
she 31st ultimo, transmif to the Governor of 
Pennsylvania, his resignation asa member of the 
House of Representatives of the United States. 

On motion by Mr. SPEIGHT, the communi- 
cation was laid on the table, and it was ordered 
that the vacancies on committees, occasioned 


by the resignations of Messrs. Beanps.ey and , 


Banks, and the result of the contested election 
from North Carolina, be filled. 


REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 


Mr. GILLET, from the Committee on Com- | 


merce, reported the following resolution; which 
was agreed to: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of War be directed to re- 
port to this House the state and condition of the various 
works of internal improvement mentioned in the bill num- 
bered 297; giving an account of the history of each, as re- 
ported to Congress, the amount appropriated and expended 


on each; the original estimate ; the amount now estimated | 
to finish cach work; aad stating whether the original esti- , 
mates were designed to defray the expense of making the i 


works permanent, or whether they were to erect temporary 
- works as experigfdntal.; whether the constraction of har- 
bors is necessary for carrying on the commerce on the lakes, 
and whether the works construcied, or being constructed, 
have answered the purposes for which they are designed. 
Mr. CARR, from the Committee on Private 
Land Claims, reported a bill for the relief of 
Tobias Drum; which was read twice and ordered 
‘to be engrossed. 


-WISCONSIN TERRITORY. 


Mr..PATTON reminded the House that he 
‘had given notice of an intention to call up, at an 


early day, the bill from the Senate for the estab- | 


-lishment of the territorial government of Wis- 
consin. It had been suggested that the present 
was a favorable opportunity for that purpose. 
Mr. P: adverted to the peculiar situation of the 
inhabitants of that Territory, they being entirely 
without government and without laws. Murders 
were almost daily committed, and there was no 
lawful punishment provided for any crime. He 
would, therefore, move to suspend: the rule for 
“one hour, in order to consider the bill to which 
che had alluded. 
Mr. JONES, of Michigan, urged the propriety 


Îl of speedy action on the bill referred to. In ad- | 
‘dition to the reasons assigned by the gentleman || 


from Virginia, [Mr. Patron,] he would inform 
the House, that there was no organization of the 


militia in Wisconsin, and it was desirable that 


the Territory should be established, and a-Gov- 


ernor appointed, who could organize its militia. | 


Mr. STORER objected to the motion. 
Mr. PATTON moved to suspend the rule for 
the purpose stated; which was agreed to. 


The House then went into Committee, (Mr. | 


Sreicur in the chair,) on the bill to organize 
the territorial government of Wisconsin. ; 
Mr. STORER adverted to the report of the 
proceedings of the House yesterday in a morn- 
ing paper, (the Globe,) from which it would be 
inferred that there was already a Delegate from 
the Territory of Wisconsin. He begged to in- 
quire of the chairman of the Committee on the 


Territories, if he could inform the House. what : 


was the number of inhabitants within that Terri- 
tory. 7 N; : x 

Mr. JONES, of Michigan Territory, rose and 
said, that he had twice endeavored to cateh the 


eye of the honorable Speaker, and had twice | 


risen to make the same motion that the gentle- 
man from Virginia had so kindly made. Mr. J. 

l: felt the most intense interest in the early decision 
|! of this question, which was of such vital interest 
| to his young, flourishing, but long neglected 
i Territory. 
In addition to the arguments so feelingly ad- 
duced by the honorable gentleman from Virginia, 

i that the people are now, and have ever been, with- 


out the pale of judicial tribunals, Mr. J. had in- ` 


formation, upon which reliance could be placed, 


from the country west of Lake Michigan, in the | 


public newspapers, in letters and other sources, 
that the country. was on the verge of another 
horrid Indian war; that the country is wholly 
unprepared to defend itself, for want of some 
| organization of the militia of the country, and 
the means of defense. The people are brave, and 
i; only want authority to organize, and they- will 
| then protect their wives and their children with 
‘| their own hands. The honorable Secretary of 
ii War had informed Mr. J., on Tuesday evening, 
' that he too had received a newspaper with the 
‘unpleasant information that an Indian rupture 
'| might soon be expected inthe Northwest. Shall we 
not then ask for the means of defending ourselves 
from the Government to which we are so warmly 
attached? He humbly hoped that it would at 
once be granted; and that the bill now before the 


|! House would receive its concurrence with the bill | 


: from the Senate, and which had passed through 
that body without the slightest opposition from 
y quarter. He hoped that the bill would re- 
‘| ceive the final action of the House, that the Gov- 
‘| ernor, whoever he may be, may receive his ap- 
‘| pointment, and at once repair to the Territory, 
', to organize the gallant men who are there now, 
i! and who so bravely defended the country in the 
‘| late war of 1833 with the Sacs and Foxes, Win- 
: nebagoes, and other nations. 

In the course of the debate on this bill, Mr. J., 

j. in reply to an inquiry from the gentleman. from 
' Ohio, would state that no complete census of the 
population of the Territory west of the’ Missis- 

‘| sippi river had ever been taken; but he had every 
i Yeason to believe that the country already con- 
: tained a population of nearly thirty thousand 
l: souls, of the most enterprising and meritorious 
| class of population on the continent of America: 


: and he could not have the slightest grounds to 


‘lan 


| doubt that before the next census for 1840, Wis- 


|, consin would present a population for two States; 
i: and would, before that time, ask at your hands 
|i for admission as States into this Union. 

| An objection or amendment has been offered to 
l! the last section of the bill, which appropriates 


1 $5,000 to purchase, for the use of the Legislative | 


| Assembly and the courts, a library, ta contain 
| the laws of the United States and the different 
| States of the Union. Mr. J. stated that he did 
i! not know of a single set of the laws of the United 
| States within the bounds af the contemplated 
| Territory. The-like favor had been shown to 
Michigan Territory; and he hoped that this trifling 
sum would not be used to defer the passage of the 
bill. The matter of dollars was of little moment 
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not object to slight corrections but that they would 
necessarity cause the bill to go back to the other 
' branch for its concurrence. Mr.J. would remind 
'i the House that upwards of seventy millions of 
pounds of lead had been manufactured and raised 
: at the United States lead mines in this quarter, 
| upon which ‘ten per cent., as rent or tithe, had 
| been paid to the Government of the United States, 
| Does this not give us some claim upon the gener- 
osity of the General Government? He thought 
it did; and, whilst l am speaking here now, one 
of my constituents and friends—Colone] H. Gra- 
tiot, of Lowa county, out of whose pocket, and 
those of the honest and hard-working miners, the 
value of this tithe is taken—is in the gallery of 
the House, who had paid to the Government 
upwards of one million two hundred thousand 
pounds of lead, for which he could now obtain 
$6 50 per one hundred pounds, equal to $60,000, 
all costs paid. Does this not entitle him and the 
people of the country to the patronage and pro- 
tection of the Government to which we are so 
affectionately attached? He thought it would 
with all generous and just minds. 
‘| On the question of amendment as proposed by 
|! the honorable gentleman from Illinois, [Mr. May,] 
Mr. J. regretted exceedingly that discussion was 
about to arise, as that question, it had been 
' thought, had been avoided and settled to the sat- 
isfaction certainly of the two honorable Senators 
from Illinois, and the other part of the delegation 
in this House, (the honorable Messrs. Casey and 
Perucas with whom Mr. J. had conversed, 
‘; and, he had all the while believed, to the satisfac- 
` tion of the honorable gentleman who now moves 
it. He docs not think that the proposed amend- 
‘ment will alter or affect the question, except to 
ʻi ponam its passage: If Congress could, it 
: had already fixed and established the northern 
| boundary of Illinois; and, besides this, Mr.J had 
' had a provision inserted in the bill, which ex- 
pressly declares that nothing contained in the bill 
` shall prohibit Congress from attaching any por- 
_ tion of the Territory of Wisconsin to any other 
State or Territory. The amendment, as proposed, 
is deemed of little or no importance to either Mi- 
nois or Wisconsin, except so far as to prevent 
. the delay in the passage of the'bill, which is to 
be the constitution or fundamental law for Wis- 
.. consin. Mr. J. said he resides but one mile north 
| of the northern boundary of IHinois, is intimately 
|, acquainted. with the wishes and feelings of the 
|| people bordering on the ine'in Illinois, and knows 
|, that there is no anxiety’ on this subject; and he 
entreats thageértleman to withdraw his objection, 
j and permit this bill, which is of sueh deep interest 
| to his constituents, to become a law. . : 
|| Mr. STORER was not opposed to this bill, but 
he could see no necessity for such hot-haste legis- 
i! lation; and he wanted to know the reason for 
attempting to pass this bill in such an unusual 
‘:mode. Mr. S. made some remarks touching the 
, boundary question and controversy between Ohio 
and Michigan. pet at i 
Mr. PATTON, adverting ‘to the: latter: ques- 
| tion, said the committee had studiously avoided 
‘| having anything to do with the Ohio and Mich- 
| gan controversy, for they were not charged with 
|| it, nor was the subject under consideration at all 
' connected with that dispute. i 
|| > After a few remarks to the same purport from 
| Mr. BROWN, . 
|. Mr. JOHNSON, of Tennesseé, moved to strike 
| out the clause providing for the purchase of a 
library for the judiciary. 
|| Mr. JOHNSON, of Louisiana, briefi sup- 
i! pared the amendment; and Messrs. JONES, of 
; Michigan, PATTON, and KINNARD opposed 
it; when it was negatived. 
Mr. MAY said he had two amendments to 
offer to this bill; which he read as-follows: ; 
i|- 1. Commencing at the northeast corner of the State of 


Ilinois, in the middle of Lake Michigan, at 42° 30’ north 
latitude. 7 


2. And with the boundary of the State of Hlinois at 42° 
30 north latitude, asrun and marked by Lucius Lyon, the 
surveyor on the part of the United States, and John Mes- 
; Senger, the surveyor on the part of the State of INinois. 


Mr. JONES, of Michigan, hoped the amend- 
ment would'not-he agréed to. A 
Mr. REYNOLDS, of Illinois, advocated. the 


1 + 
| 

i 

| 


: to the Territory in this particular, and he would 


amendment; and, after a few remarks from 
Messrs. ADAMS, PATTON, and MAY, the 


f 
! 
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hour having ¢xpired, the ‘committee rose, with- 
outcoming to any conclusion on the bill. 
REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. ! 

Mr. SUTHERLAND, from the Committee on : 
Commerce, reported a bill making appropriations 
forthe, improvement of certain harbors therein 
mentioned; which was read twice and committed. 
On motion by Mr. SUTHERLAND, the light- 
house bill, together with sundry amendments, 
was ordered to be reprinted. 

BILLS PASSED. 


n 
| 
i 


it 


On motion by Mr. HARLAN, the bill grant. - 


ing further time to sell certain lands granted to 
the Deaf and Dumb Asylum of Kentucky, was 
taken up, read a third time, and passed. 
The following bills were read a third time and 
assed: Ba 
A bill for the relief of Charles M. Frazicr; 
A bill for the relief of David Browning; 
A bill for the relief of Jonathan Boone; 
A bill forthe relief of Benedict Alford and Rob- 
ert Brush; f d 
A bill for the relief of James Caulfield; 
A bill forthe relief of James Wiltbank; and, |! 
A bill for the relicf of William Stannard and 
others. ` 
The bill for the relief of Farish Carter and the | 
| 
| 
| 


sie 


| 
| 
j 
heirs of Charles Williamson was ordered to be i 
engrossed and read a third time, as amended in | 
committee. Subsequently the bill was passed. | 
. PRIVATE BILLS. Sa 

The House then went into cammittee (Mr. | 
Warp in the chair) on the following bills and `' 
joint resolution: A 7 

A bill to authorize a compromise, and to.secure `: 
to the United States the title to the Pea Patch 
island, in the river Delaware; 

A joint regolution to.renew the. gold medal 
struck and presented to General Morgan, in honor 
of the battle of the Cawpens; i 

A bill for the relief of Jacob F. Walter; 

A bill for the relief of Gætano Carusi; . 

A.bill from the Senate for the relief of Henry | 
B. Tyler; f : es 

A bill for the relicf of Robert McJimscy, sur- 
viving partner of Jackson and McJimsey; 
oe for the relief of Robert Dickey, of New 

ork; 

A bill for the relief of John Frazer and Com- 
pany, of Charleston, South Carolina; 

., A bill for the relief of James Robertson 
Soyth, Carolina; 


9 of | 


| to sit again. - 
The bills forthe relief of S. Morris Waln; of ` 
| James Trumble; and of Michael Thornton, were 


€. Forrer, df New York, in tHe chair) on ‘the 
following bills: ; 

A bill for the relief of John Barkley; 

A bill for the relief of Amelia Leech; 

A bill for the relief of S. Morris Waln; 

A bill for the relief of John F. Lewis; 

A bill for the relief of James Moore and Wil- 
liam Moore; - 

A bill confirming to the legal representatives of 
Thomas F. Reddick,'a tract of six hundred and 
forty acres of land; 

A bill for the relief of James Bradford; 


inthe late war; - 
` A bill granting pensions to Theophilus E. 
Beekman, late first heutenant forty-first regiment 
United States infantry; ; 
A bill granting a pension to Colonel Gideon 
Morgan; . "i 
.. A-bil for: the relief of Alexander and Ira Nash} 
A bill allowing rations to Brigadier General 
John E. Wool, Inspector General United States 


: Army; 


A bill for the relief of Israel Ingall; - 
A bill for the relicf of the heirs of William 
Forbes, deceased; i 
A bill from the Senate for the relief of Benja- 
min Murphy; . 
Report (Revolutionary: Pensions) in the case 
of Alexander Noel; n . 
A bill for the relief of John McCarroll, jr.;: 
- A bill for the relief of James Trumble; 
A bill for the relief of Michael Thornton; 
A bill for the relief of Joseph Neibert; and 
A bill for the relief of. Jesse Sykes. ioe 
The committee rose and reported the foregoing 
bills, with the exception of the bills. for the relief. 
of General Wool; of Benjamin Murphy; and of 
John McCarroll, jr., upon which leave was given 


postponed until Friday next. 

. The remainder of the bills referred to the Come 
mittee of the Whole were ordered to be engrossed, 
and read a third time. 

Mr. HUNTSMAN asked the: consent bf the 
House to submit a motion to make the Tennessee 
land bill the special order of the day for the first 
Monday: in May next, and to give tt precedence 
of other business on that day. 

Leave being granted, there appeared ayes 70, 
i noes 17; no quorum voting. 


< Abil for the relief of Thankfal Randall; | 


A bill for the relief ot Elizabeth Mays; 


A bill for the relief of James Tucker and John i 


Judge; me 
A bill for the relief of N. and L. Dana & Co.; | 
A bill for the relief of Philip and Eliphalet 

Greely; bats | 
A bill to authorize the President of the United |; 

States to cause to be issucd to Albert G. Smith, | 

and others, patents for certain reservations of || 

land in Michigan Territory; n Ei 

A bill for the relief of Francis R. Theobald; fi 

A bill for the relief of Benjamin F. Stone; i! 

A bill for the relief of Ebenezer Breed; at 

A bill for the relief of the representatives of 
Michael Fenwick, deceased; l ar 

A bill for the relief of David Kilbourn; 

A billfor the relief of the heirs of John Brahan, 
late receiver of 
abama; . ; i 

A bill for the relief of Nancy Haggard; i 
_ A bill for the relief of Robert Allison ,a lieuten- | 
‘ant in the revolutionary war; i 

“A bill for the relief of Andrew Hoover, of In- ` 

diana; . : i 
A bill for the relief of Asa Armington; and i 
A bill for the relief of Henry Stoddard. 5: 

. The committee rose and reported, when: the 

-bills for the relief of N. and. L. Dana:& Co.; of 

Philip and Eliphalet Greely; of -Ebenczer Breed; 

of David Kilburn; of Nancy Haggard; and the 

vill for the relief of the heirs of John Brahan, 

were postponed until Friday next.. see ise 

The remainder af the bills reported from the || 
Committee of the Whole, (the amendments to a 
portion of them having been concurred in,) were 


public moneys at Huntsville, Al- | 


On motion by Mr. WISE, the House adjourned. 


IN SENATE. 
Monpay, April 4, 1836. 


On motion by Mr. WHITE, the papers of the | 


heirs of Captain John Spottswood, deceased, on 
the files of the Senate, were again referred to the 
Committee on Revolutionary Claims. 

Mr. MORRIS presented additianal petitions 
from citizens of Ohio, on the subject of a change 
in the location of the Cumberland :road; which 


' were referred tq the Committee on Roads and 
i: Canals. , 


Mr. M. also presented the petition and the pro- 


, ceedings of a meeting of citizens of Adams coun- 


ty, Ohio, asking for a grant of waste lands, to 
aid in the construction of a turnpike road, lately 


, chartered by the Legislature of that State. Refer- 


red to the same committee. 

Mr. GRUNDY said, that the Committee on the 
Post Office and Post Roads, to which had been 
referred a report of the Postmaster General on 
the subjeet of a discrepancy in the accounts of 


him to offer the following resolution: 


_ Resolved, That the report of the accountants employed 
by the Committce on the Post Office and Post Roads at the 


| last session of Congrees, be printed, and a copy thereof be | 
| furnished to the Postmaster General; and the Postmaster 


General is directed to report to the Sonate, whether.the 


| Cause of the discrepancy of 840.490 91, stated in the report 
| of the accountants to the committee of the Senate, dated 3d 


March, 1835, as then existing in the accounts of the gen- 
eral post office, has been discovered; and further, to repatt 
the cause of said discrepancy, and who was.the ceeasion 
thercof, and whether the balance, if any, las been paid. 

This resolution was, by unanimous consent, 
considered and agreed to. 


ordered to a third reading. f 
The House. again went iato committee (Mr, P. 


. Mr. TOMLINSON, from. the Committce on 
' Pensions, to which had been referred the petition 


A bill for the relief of Abraham Forbes, a spy. | P 


the accountants of that Department, had directed | 


| of Ransom Mix and John McLeod, reported a 
| bill for their relicf; which was read and ordered 
|, to a third reading. ; l 
Mr. MOORE gave notice that he would to-mor- 
row ask leave to bring in a bill for the relicf of 
Simeon Gerrett. i f ! 
On motion by Mr. KNIGHT, it was 
Ordered, That one thousand extra copies of the report 
mad2.to the House of Representatives by tite Secretary of 
the Treasury, on the cultivation, trade in, and manufacture 
of foreign cotton, be printed for the use of the Senate. 
Mr. HILL submitted the following resolution: 
Resolved, That the Committee on the, Pest Office and 
ost Roads be instructed to inquire into the expediency of 
establishing the following post routes, viz: From Worees- 
ter, by West Bogleston, Sterling, Lancaster, Shirley, and 
Groton, in Massachusetts; Dunstable, Merrimack, Bedford, 
Goffstown, Hooksett, and Bow, to Concord in New Hamp- 
shire ; from Dunstable, by Hudson, Londonderry, Derry, 
Hampstead, Hawke, and Kingston, to Exeter, in New Hamp- 
shire ; from Exeter, by llampton Falls, to Hampton Beach, 
in New Hampshire; from Dover, by Durham, Lee, Epping, 
Chester, Derry, Windham, and Pelham, in New Hamp- 
shire, and Drewitt, to Lowell, in Massachusetts; froin 
Charlestown, by Claremont, Comish Flats, Meredin, East 
Plainfield, and Lebanon, to Hanover, in New Hamp-bire; 
from Lebanon, by Springfield, New London, and Sutton, to 
Warner, in New Hamp:hire; from Claremont, in New 
Hampshite, by Wethersfield, to Proctorsville, in Vermont; 
from Hillsborough Bridge, by Antrim, North Branch, Stod- 
dard, and Sullivan, to Keene, in New Hampshire; from 
Ifillsborough Bridge, by South Antrim and Hancock, to 
Petersborough, in New Hampshire; from Centre Harbor, 
by Moultonborough, Tuptonborough, Ogsipee, in New 
Hampshire, Newfield, Limerick, Waterborough, and Bux- 
' ton, to Portland, in Maine; from Hillsborough Bridge, by 
Hillsborough Centre, Bradford Centre, and Sutton, to Sut- 
; ton Village, in New Hampshire ; from Amherst, by Milord, 
Witon, and Mason, to New Ipswich, in New Hampshire, 
ADMISSION OF ARKANSAS.» 
_ The bill providing for the admission of Arkan- 
| sas into the Union, onan equal footing with the 
other States, came up on its third reading. 
| Mr, BUCHANAN asked for the yeas and nays 
on the passage of the bill, and they were accord- 
ingly ordered. f 
D r. BENTON observed that he had no inten- 
, tion to delay the passage of this bill, but on ac- 
count of the circumstances ynder which the two 
bills for. the admission of Michigan and Arkansas 
‘into the Union had been brought forward—he 
‘alluded to the great agitation ‚on the subject of 
—slavery—he thought it due to the occasion to 
natice one remarkable fact, that ought to be taken 
into consideration by the people,of the United 
; States, It..was worthy of notice, that on the 
| presentation of these two great questions, those 
|| gentlemen who had charge of them there were so 
| Slightly affected by the exertions that had been 
|| made to disturb and ulcerate the public mind on 
| the subject of slavery,as to put them in the hands 
| of Senators who might be supposed to entertain 
|| Opinions on that subject different from those held 
by the States whose interests they were charged 
with. Thus the people of Arkansas had put 
their application into the hands of a gentleman 
representing a non-slavgholding State: aud the 
| people of Michigan had put their application into 
j the hands of a Senator (himself) coining from a 
| State where the institutions of slavery existed; 
| afferding a most beautiful illustration of the total 
i; impotence of all attempts to agitate and ulcerate 
i! 


‘| the public mind on the worn-out subject of sla- 
‘very. He would further take occasion to say, 
' that the abolition question scemed to have died 
out; there rot having been a single presentation 
< of a petition on that subject since the general jail 
|; delivery ordered by the Senate. 

‘| Mr. SWIFT abserved, that although he felt 


:: every disposition to vote for the admission of the 
', new State into the Union, yet there were impera- 


i tive reasons under which he ‘must. vote against it. 
On. logking at the constitutian submitted by Ar- 
- kansas, he found thatthey had made the institution 
, of slavery perpetual; and to this he could never 
i give his assent. He did not mean ta oppose the 
| passage of the bill, but. had ‘merely risento. ex- 
lain the reasons why he could not vote for it. 
| .Mr. BUCHANAN observed, that on the: sub- 
| ject of slavery this constitution was more liberal 
i than the constitution of any of the slaycholding 
l! States that had been admitted into the Unian. it 
| presegved the very words of the other consutu- 
‘tionsin regard to slavery: but there were gther 
| provisions in it in favur of the slaves, and among 
| them a provision which secured to them the right 
| of wial by jury „thus putting.them,ia that paruc- 
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ular, on an equal footing wit 
sidered the compromise whic! J ! 
when Missouri was admitted into the Union as | 
having settled the question as to slavery in the | 
new southwestern States; and the committee, | 
therefore, did not think proper to interfere with : 
the institution of slavery in Arkansas. À 

Mr. PRENTISS referred to the reasons which 
had induced him to vote against the bill for the 
admission of Michigan, and said that he must 
also vote against the admission of Arkansas. He 
viewed the movements of these two Territories 
with regard to their admission into the Union as 
decidedly revolutionary, forming their constitu- 
tions without the previous consent of Congress; _ 
and importunately knocking at its doors for admis- 
sion, The objections he had to the admission of 
Arkansas particularly were, that she had formed 
her constitution without the previous assent of 
Congress, and in that constitution had made 
slavery perpetual, as noticed by his colleague. He 
regretted that he was compelled to vote against 
this bill; but he could not, in the discharge of his 
duty, do otherwise. 

Mr. MORRIS said: Before I record my vote in 
favor of the passage of the bill under considera- 
tion, I must ask-the indulgence of the Senate for ; 
a moment, while I offer a few of the reasons 
which govern me in the vote- I shall give. Being . 
one of the Representatives of a free State, an 
believing slavery to be wrong in principle, and 
mischievous in practice, I wish to be clearly 
understood on the subject, both here and by 
those I have the honor to represent. I have 
objections to the constitution of Arkansas on the 
ground that slavery is recognized in that consti- 
tution, and settled and established as a funda- 
mental principle in her government. I object to 
the existence of this principle forming the part of 
‘the organic law in any State; and I would vote 
against the admission of Arkansas, as a member 
of this Union, if I believed I had the power to do 
so. The wrong, in a moral sense, with which I 
view slavery would be sufficient for me to do 
‘this, did I not consider my political obligations, 
and the duty, as a member of this body, I owe to 
the Constitution under which I now act, clearly | 
require of me the vote I shall give. I hold that 
any portion of American citizens who may reside , 
on a portion of the territory of the United States, 
whenever their numbers shall amount to that 
which would entitle them to a representation in 
the House of Representatives in Congress, have 
the right to provide for themselves a constitution ` 
and State government, and to be admitted into 
the Union whenever they shall so apply, and : 
they are not bound to wait the action of Con- 
gress in the first instance, except there is some | 
compact or agreement requiring them to do so. ' 
I place this right upon the broad, and I consider 
indisputable, ground, that all persons living within 
the jurisdiction of the United States are entitled | 
to equal privileges; and it ought to be matter of | 
high gratification to us here that, in every por- 
tion, even the most remote, of our country, our 
people are anxious to obtain this high privilege 
at as early a day as possible. It furnishes clear 

roof that the Union is highly esteemed, and has 
‘its foundation deep in the hearts of our fellow- 
citizens. 

By the Constitution of the United States power | 
is given to Congress to admit new States into the | 
Union. It ig in the character of a State that any | 
portion of our citizens inhabiting any part of the | 
territory of the United States must apply to be | 
admitted into the Union; a State governmentand | 
constitution mnst first be formed. It is not ne- 
cessary for the power of Congress, and I doubt 
whether Congress has such power, to prescribe 
the mode by which the people shall form a State 
‘constitution; and for this plain reason, that Con- | 
gress would be entirely incompetent to the exer- | 
cise of any coercive power to carry into effeet the ` 
mode they might prescribe. I cannot, therefore, ' 
vote against the admission of Arkansas into the | 
Union, on the ground that there was no previous | 
act of Congress to authorize the holding of hér | 
convention. As a member of Congress, I will not | 
look beyond the constitution that has been pre- | 
sented. 1 have no right to presume it was formed 

-by incompetent persons, or that it does not fully | 
express the opinions and wishes of the people of | 


y 


h the whites. He con- Il that country. Itis true that the United States 
hich had becn made | shall guarantee to every State in the Union a re- 


publican form of government, meaning, in my 
judgment, that Congress shall not permit any 
power to establish, in any State, a government 
without the assent of the people of such State; 
and it will not be amiss that we remember here, | 
also, that that guarantee is to the State, and not | 
as to the formation of the government by the peo- - 
ple of the State; but should it be admitted that 
Congress can look into the constitution of a 
State, in order to ascertain its character, before 
such State is admitted into the Union, yet I con- 
tend that Congress cannot object to it for the . 
want of a republican form, if it contains the great | 
principle, that all power is inherent in the people, 
and that the government drew all its just powers 
from the governed. 
The people of the Territory of Arkansas—hav- 
i ing formed for themselves a State government, 
: having presented their constitution for admission 
into the Union, and that constitution. being re- 
| publican in its form; and believing that the 


| ple who prepared and sent this constitution here | 


| are sufficiently numerous to entitle them to a 
Representative in Congress; and believing, also, 
‘ that Congress has no right or power to regulate 
! the system of police these people have established 
for themselves, and the ordinance of 1787 not 
| operating on them, nor have they entered into any 
,agreement with the United States that slavery 
‘ should not be admitted into their State—have the 
_ right to choose this lot for themselves, though I 
regret that they made this choice. Yet, believing 
‘that this Government has no right to interfere 
with the question of slavery in any of the States, 
: or prescribe what shall or shall not be considered 
property in the different States, or by what tenure 
| property of any kind shall be holden, but that all 
, these are exclusively questions of State policy, I 
cannot, ås a member of this body, refuse my 
vote to admit this State into the Union because 
| her constitution recognizes the right and existence 
‘of slavery. As the question of the admission of 
| Michigan has been mentioned at this time, I beg 
leave to say a word on that subject. I gladi 
would have corrected some errors into which 
ntlemen had fallen with regard to the State of 
Ohio, when that bill was before us, but had not 
the opportunity to do so. The great objection 


; admitted to the right of suffrage inhabitants of 
six months’ residence, without providing that 
they should be citizens of the United States; and 
| that this Government had the right, and ought to 
exercise the power, to fix the basis of State 
i power, and to provide that none but citizens of 
the United States should be qualified vaters in the 
different States. To this doctrine I cannot give 
my assent; and I am happy to find that, of the 
eight Senators who represent the four north- 
western States, seven of us have disagreed to this 
doctrine, and vated for the admission of Michi- 
gan into the Union. The provision contained in 
the constitution of Michigan, that all white males 
of a given age, who had resided in the State for 
| six months, should be entitled to vote, is con- | 
tained in the constitution of Ohio, long since 
adopted, with the only difference that a residence 


| in Ohio must be one year, the constitution de- |; 


claring that all inhabitants who have resided one | 
year inthe State, &c., shall enjoy the right of an 
elector. i 

It was said, however, that the courts in Ohio |! 
had decided,'as early as the year 1897, that the 
word * inhabitant,” as used in the Constitution, 
meant only citizens of the United States, and 
that none others were entitled to vote. I know’ 
of no such decision in Ohio, nor can I believe 
| that, if such had been made, it would be entitled 
to any weight, or be regarded as obligatory by 
any portion of our citizens. We do not believe 
thete, that our political rights depend: on courts 
-of justice; we regulate that concern by a differ- 
ent process, It is true thatthe Legislature of the 
‘State in-1628, I am inclined to believe, in a time 
of high party excitement, passed an act requiring 
of the judges or inspectors of elections that, when 
‘a voter presented his ballot, if they were satisfied 
he was a citizen of the United States, and had in 
other respects „he qualifications of a voter, they 


' then made was, that the constitution of Michigan || 


| like other attempts on the constitutional rights 
‘ of the citizens, as far as my knowledge extends, 
‘has been mostly, if not entirely, disregarded; 
and if the voter has been one year an inhabitant 
of the State, is a resident at the time in the dis- 
trict in which he tenders his vote, and has paid 
or is charged with a State or county tax, and is 
over the age of twenty-one years, his vote is re- 
ceived, for these are the only requirements of the 
Constitution. I cannot, for myself, discern upon 
what possible ground the claim rests, that Con- 
gress have the power to establish a basis for 
voters in the different States by requiring that 
they shall be citizens of the United States. How- 
ever just and proper the requirement may be, it 
is the States and not this Government that have 
the right to make it; and the Constitution of the 
United States, so far from asserting this right, 
declares that members of the House of Repre- 
sentatives in Congress shall be elected by the 
electors in each State, which have the qualifica- 


` tion requisite. for electors of the most numerous 


branch of the State Legislature. This to my 
mind is conclusiye on this subject; and I did-be- 
lieve there was not any just ground for the objec- 
tions urged against the admission of Michigan; 
nor can I now belicve that those against the ad- 
mission of Arkansas ought to prevail, cither 
| hecause there has been no previous act of Con- 
gress to authorize her people to form a consti- 
tution, as has been urged by one Senator; nor 
because her constitution admits slavery within 
the State, as has been argued by another; under 
| every view which I have been able to take on 
i these important questions, that the application 

of both Michigan and Arkansas for admission 
into the Union, is not prohibited by any provision 
of the Constitution of the United States; and that 
| Congress have not the power to enter into any 
| compromise, bargain, or agreement with the peo- 
| ple of those States, in order to produce a change, 
amendment, or alteration of their constitutions; 
nor has Congress the power to make any such 
requirement, or to effect such change; but that 
‘each State has the right to present herself for 
! admission, in her own time and manner, and that 
; justice and sound policy require the admission 
of both the States that now seek it. 

Mr. PORTER rose to say, that he could not 
| vote for the admission of Arkansas, strongly as 
his feelings were in her behalf. Being opposed 
in principle to any State coming into the Union 
im the manner attempted: by Michigan and Ark- 
ansas, and which he considered so revolutionary, 
ee felt himself constrained to vote against- the 

ill. 

Mr. EWING, recapitulated the objections he 
had before given to the bill for the admission of 
Michigan, and expressed his disapprobation of 
the manner in which the constitution of Arkansas 
j had been formed without the previous assent of 
Congress. He would, however, under all the 
circumstances, give his vote in favor of the bill. 

The question was then taken on the final pass- 
! age of the bill; and it was passed by the follow- 
ing vote: 

YEAS—~Messrs.: Benton, Brown, Buchanan, Calhoun, 
Clayton, Cuthhert, Ewing of IHinois, Ewing of Qhio, 
Grundy, Heudricks, Hill, Hubbard, King of Alabama, King 
of Georgia, Linn, McKean, Mangum, Moore, Morris, 
Nicholas, Niles, Pre -ton, Rives, Robinson, Ruggles, Shep- 
ley, Tallmadze, Tipton, Walker, White, and Wright—-31. 

NAYS—Messts. Clay, Knight, Porter, Prentiss, Rubbins, 
j and Swit—s. 

Mr. CALHOUN rose to say, that, as soon as 
the debate on the expunging resolution would 
į allow, he would call up the bill introduced by 
him to prevent the circulation of incendiary pub- 
lications thraugh the mails, and he hoped the 
Senate would then agree to its consideration. 

EXPUNGING RESOLUTION. 

On motion by Mr. LEIGH, the Senate pro- 
ceeded tothe consideration of the resolution, 
introduced by'Mr. Benton, to expunge a certain 
resolution fromm the Journal of the Senate; when 

Mr. LEIGH, after some preliminary remarks, 
read the resdlution of the 28th of March, 1834, 
eondemnatory of the President. The points init 
‘were, whether the proposition was true in point 
of fact; or in point of law; and whether the Senate 
had: aright to determine on ®s rights? -He did 
not doubt the competency of the Legislature to 


‘ 


should deposit his ballot in the box; but this, 


rescind or repeal; but the word ‘‘ expunge” was 


18536; l 


. : ! 
the want fixed on, because that was the only word ' 
wiieh eould fx a stigma upon the Senate, and 
beeause that was the only word that could do 
jester to the maa who kad done more good to 
Ymankiad than any other; and because, forsooth, 
she S nate was a most irresponsible body. If the 
President really desired to see this coérdinate 
branch of the Government humbled before him 
to preserve his fame, that alone was enough to 
satisfy him, (Mr. L.,) that he was not deserving 
of it. 

The idea of the irresponsibility of the Senate 
was suited to the newspaper slang of the country, 
and he was very sorry his colleague had touched 
upon it, His colleague was mistaken in his opin- 
ion of the irrespoasibilicy of this body. He (Mr. 
L.) contend-d, that it was not so irresponsible as 
either the Executive or the judiciary. He ex- 
pected, when the Senate was disposed of, to see 
an attack upon the judiciary. Tn fact, it had 
already been attacked in the war that was going 
on. Mr. L. read from the Constitution the in- 
junction to keep a journal, and the right of one 
fifth of the members to demand the yeas and nays. 
Allow this absolute control over the Journal con- 
tended for, and it might at once be handed to the 
President, and by hinsto the common hangman, 
who might burn it up. He gave the various 
definitions, literal and metaphorical, of che term, 
“ keepajournal,’’and the word “expunge”. Ifthe 
original manuscript was functus officio as soon as 
it was copied and published, then neither it nor 
the laws, so carefully enrolled on parchment, 
would be necessary to be preserved, and one 
would be no better than waste paper, and the other 
might be given to some antiquarian to take fac 
sinites from. He held that the manuscript copy 
of the Journal was not only the evidence of fact, 
but of law; and where, by mistake or otherwise, 
there slionid bea want of correspondence between 
the original manuscript and the printed copies of 
the Journal, the former would be received by 
couria of justice as the better evidence. Primed 
copies of the Journal were relied on, because, in 
more than ninety-nine cases out of a hundred, 
they would be found to be an exact transcript of 
tae manuscript. 

Mr. L. controverted the position, that to keep 
a journal did not mean to preserve it, and con- 
tended that the cases cited in illustration of that | 
position were not applicable, because tbe circum- 
stances attending them were notthe same; as, for 
instance, the miller who kept the mill did not 
make the corn he ground, as the Senate did the 
Journed shey kepts - The verb.“ to keep” invari- 
ably meant to preserve. He gave examples of the 
useof the word “keep” from Johnsan’s diction- 
ary, the Scriptures, John Locke, and others. , In 
the vernacular language, keeping a journal was 
understood to mean a diary of transactions, and in 
the vernacaler and parliamentary sense, taken 
together, it meant to keep and preserve a record 
of the transactions of the Senate. If it was the 
duty of the Senate to keep a journal,and the man- 
uscript was that journal, and a part of it expunged, 
it was, in fact, no longer the journal of their pro- 
ceedings. By the laws of England, and the statute 
of Virginia, tt was felony for the clerk of a court, 
who kept the record of its proceedings, to alter 
it, notwithstanding the maxim in law, “ Qui 
Sacit per alium facit per a:’? He would not say 
the Senate would be guilty of felony in directine 
the Sceretary of the Senate to alter the records 
of its procecdings. 

Mr. L. went into a detailed history of the ship 
money case, and the controversy ‘between the 
Crown ‘and Parliament, cited’ by his colleagne, 
and said an act o? Parliament was passed in that 
caso authorizing the cancellation. 

[Mr. Rives here explained the purpose for 
which he had introduced that casc.] 

Mr L. claimed the right of the Senate to refuse 
to enter the protest of the President on the Jour- 
nal, and insisted that the President had no rieht > 
to say one word to the Senate, except in his offi- |; 
cial communteations within the line of his con- 
stitutional duties. From cireumstances, he was | 
‘nduced to belicve that Mr. Jefferson's memory 
was incorrect in regard to the expunging of the j 
resolutions of Patrick Henry in the Honse of |: 
Bargcsscs. Expunzing this record of the Senate |! 
wit only to maintarr the prerogative of the Pres. |! 
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ident, for there was no law to authorize it, and 
it muet, therefore, be in virtue of his prerogative. 
Lord Chatham had called the tearing out of leaves 
froma book by the House of Lords the aet of a 
mob. 
liberty, from whom we had imbibed our prin- 
ciples of republicanism. He belonged to the 
Episcopal Church: and, if following out the rules 
of catechism taught him by his parents consti- 
tated him an aristocrat, with which he had been 
charged, he was willing to bear the charge. 

Mr. LEIGH, without having concluded, here 
gave way to 

Mr. WHITE, on whose motion the Senate 
went into the consideration of exccutive business; 
after which it adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENT ATIVES. 
Monpay, »Jpril 5, 1836. 


The motion of Mr. Huntsman to suspend the 
rule, in order to enable him to swbmit a motion 
to make the Tennessee land bill the special order 
for a future day, was postponed until to-morrow. 

SURPLUS REVENUE. 

The House resumed the consideration of the 
prams and resolutions of the Legislature of 

entucky on the subject of the proceeds of the 
sales of the public lands. 

The question pending was the motion of Mr. 
Wrerams, of Kentucky, to refer the resolutions 
to the Committee of Ways and Means, with in- 
structions to report a bill approprinims to the 
several States, for a limited time, the procceds of 
the sales of the public Iands for purposes of in- 
ternal improvement and edncation. 

Mr. HAWES continued the remarks which he 
commenced on Monday last, at considerable 
length. He said he had everheld tothe doctrine 
that the Legislature of a State had the right to 
instruct their Senators to vote according to their 
will, and that they were either bound to obe 
those instructions or resign their stations; and he 
conceived that he who violated this first principle 
of our Government was recreant to the trust 
reposed in him, and ought never to be again 
returned to public office by the people; but when 
the Legislature of his State requested him to do 
that which he did not consider right and proper, 
he did not consider that he was bound to obey 
that request, because the Legislature had no right 


to instruct him, inasmuch as he was only at- ; 


countable to his own constituents. He conceived 
that these resolutions of the Legislature of Ken- 
tucky were not sent for the object avowed on 
their face, because the Legislature knew that the 
Senators would vote for a distribution of the rev- 
enue, and for Clay’s Fand bill, and that every 
opposition member of the House would do the 
same thing. He believed that there weré but 
four or five representatives on that floor who 
were the representatives of the interests of the 
people of Kentucky, and that there were eight or 
nine who were not the people’s representatives, 
because, in his humble opinion, they went against 
the interests of the people of their State on this 
land bill, although, he had no doubt, they acted 
conscientiously. i 

Mr. H. always professed to be a man of the 
people, and o posed to all monopolies, whether 


the Bank of the Unitcd States or any other; but | 


the Legislature of Kentucky, instead of attending 


' to the interests of the people of Kentucky, had 
ople of the ; 
United States the name of W. H. Harrison asa 


been engaged in bringing beYore the 


candidate for the next Presidency. His colleague 
(Mr. Harprs} had gone on to show the folly of 


placing the name of Mr. Van Buren before the | 


people as the war party candidate. Mr. H. said 
the nume of Mr. Van Buren never had been iu- 
troduced as the war party candidate. 

The CHAIR stated that, dlthough the range of 


` debate might be ah Plead on the question before 


the House, yet he did not consider that it should 
be so wide as to go into the merits or demerits of 

Mr. STORER observed that he hoped the'gen- 
tleman might be permitted to proceed, sò that 


there might be an opportunity of replying to his 


temarks. . 
Mr. BYNUM asked if the sense'of 


the House 
would be taken on the subjee{? a Bae 


He spoke of England as the mother of . 


| The CHAIR remarked that the sense of the 

: House might be taken, and then the responsibility 
would rest with the House. 

| Mr. BOON said, after the wide range taken by 
the gentleman’s colleague, he hoped the gentleman 
would be permitted to reply. 

Mr. HAWES resumed. He said, Mr. Van 
Buren’s friends never brought him forward as 
the war-party candidate, but he was brought for- 
ward by that party which was willing to vote 
appropriations when they were required to earry 
on a war with France, or any other nation. But 
his colleague (Mr. Artan] had said that he was 
always willing to vate appropriations, provided 
it was necessary.- Now, Mr. H. had the Journal 

. before him, where that gentleman had voted, in a 
very small minority, against a proposition merely 
to inquire into the expediency of increasing our 
naval power, and that, too, at a time when the 
cloud of war lowered over us. But his colleague 
{Mr. Hanni] had gone on to enlogize their 
candidate for the next Presidency, by saying that 
William Henry Harrison had spent his youth and 
his manhood in battles and in the midst of fire 
and smoke. Now, Mr. H intended to review 
some of the acts of that gentleman who:had spent 
his youth and his manhood in the midst of fire’ 
and smoke. He would first takea view of his 
conduct at Tippecanoe. He had commanded 
upon that occasion as brave men as ever went 
into the field of battle—men-who, if they had had 
a proper commander, would have shed a ray of 
glory onthe country. The commander, however, 
according to ‘the report of the times, trusting upon 
the faith of an Indian chief; had allowed his army 
to be drawn into a position in which it required 
the greatest bravery to prevent their entire over- 
throw. On that occasion, Kentucky Jost many 
of her bravest sons, and among them the name of 
Joseph Daviess will always be deplored. He was 
among those who fell on that oecasion, and Ken- 
tucky was still mourning his loss. His impetu- 
osity led him in-the midst of danger and slaughter; 
and, inthe language ofa great poet, he rashed into 
the field, and foremost, fighting, fell, Again, at 
Sandusky, and the defense at Fort Stevenson, 
where was Generat Harrison? Where was he 
when this little band was surrounded by anenemy? 
He was at the head of an effective army, yet Re 
left one hundred and fifty devoted patriots to de- 
fend themselves against a superior enemy. He 
had ordered them to retreat; and, aceording to the 

| letter of Governor Dunean, of Hlinois, he had piled 
| up his provisions and munitions of war to burn 
| them and retreat with his whole force, thus: leav- 
iing an extensive frontier open to the enemy and 
| their stvage allies; but the bravery and intre- 
'| pidity of Chrogan and his little band prevented 
|, this, and thus raised the ?eputation of our troops. 
| According to the same letter, when the cannon 
| was- heard he observed, their blood be on their 
own shoulders Does the gentlenian from Ken- 
tucky [Mr. Harp] think that this is spending 
his: prime of life amidst fire and smoke? for he 

' appears to rest hie wholecldim upon that, and - 

‘ not his competeney or qualification for that high 
atatron. ar i i : 

Again, at the rivet Raisin was General Harri- 
sor there, in the midst of fire and smoke, as his 
colleague (Mr. Harpin] had said? He was not 
very distant, but he did not come to the rescue. 
Mr. H. remembered to have heard it said, but 
does not vouch for it, that when the express from 
the battle-field reached Frankfort, the theater was 
in session; and there was scarcely a being in that 
spacious establishment but had lost some relative 

i! or friend. Kentucky was pat in mourning from 

one end to the other. The blood that was spilled 

! on that occasion flowed from the veins of Ken- 

t tacky’s choicest spitits. Years after their bones 
still bleached on that fatal field of slaughter, and 

“stood as a lasting monument of the ill-starred and 

“unfortunate eonduct of the commanding General. 

i Was he in fire and smoke on that occasion?’ No, 

; he was nut; ‘and the spirits of the brave, of our 

i Allen, our Hart, our Simms, and the many others 

| who died for their country, will rise ap and pro- 

-élaim that he was not amidst-the fire and smoke 

which enveloped their manly forms on tliat trying 
|| amd heart-sickening day.. - 
i| Mr. H. again asked, where was Mr. Hanoin’s 

I fire-andtmoke here #t the battle of the Thames? 
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Il who was truly amidst `; 
and blued. And yet 
mmander who was ` 
d out of fire and 


There was onc in that Ha 
fire and smoke, and death, 
his colleague preferred the cor 
in the rear, out of danger, an 
on H. here read extracts from the letter of 
General Harrison, where he had represented to 
the War Department that dismay and disinclina- 
tion to the service pervaded the western country. 
He also read an extract, where he said that the 
Ohio militia were not to be depended on. He 
pronounced this a slander on Ohio. He also read 
an extract where he (General Harrison) said tat 
good militia might be had from Kentrtcky, pro- 
vided they were permitted to fight on horseback. 
Mr. H. contended that the Kentuckians were 
brave individually or collectively, whether on foot 
or on horseback; and repelled the insinuation, 
which might be drawn from the letter, that on foot 
the people of Kentucky were not good soldiers, | 
and ready to defend their country at all hazards. 
The CHAIR said he did not arrest the gentle- | 
man for replying to the arguments of the gentle- | 
man who had preceded him, but he did not con- `; 
sider it in order to go into so wide a range of | 
debate, unless in reply to arguments of those who 
* had preceded. him. 7 
Mr. BELL said that he considered that the 
Chair had done his duty; and having done so, if 
the House were not dissatisfied with the argu- 
-ments of the gentleman, the usual course would 
be to allow him to proceed. . 
Mr. HAWES resumed. He had now come 
to another individual, (Mr. Van’ Buren,) than 
upon whose head, perhaps, there never had been 
heaped more calumny; and why had he been thus 
rsecuted by the aristocracy of the land? Simply 
Pecans he was a democrat; a man of the people, 
‘and not belonging to the aristocracy. His col- 
league had said that he had never been in the 
midst of fire and smoke; but Mr. H. said, that 
he had been called to discharge other duties in 
the nation, equally as honorable, and to the per- 
fect satisfaction of the people. He was truly 
and emphatically the man of the people. The 
people, upon many occasions, had called him to ' 
fill important offices. It was true, he was never 
called to fill any military offices—but he had 
filled many high civil stations. He was an able 
foreign minister; but then it was discovered that | 
-he stood in the way of the aristocracy, and was 
considered a stumbling-block to them. It was 
then that the war was commenced .upon him. | 
„But he has since been raised by the people, and | 
-the people. will still raise him higher. But to 
‘the resolutions of the Legislature of Kentucky. 
. Those. resolutions requested Mr. H. to vote for 
‘Clay’s-land bill,.and he could not and would :not 
doit. He could. not even in obedience. to the 
request of that high and honorable body, the |; 
Legislature of his State,: because. he conceived it | 
would be voting to prostrate the liberties of his 
country. He could not, as a citizen of the West, 
tie, and manacle, and prostrate her. He would 
- nat, as a citizen of Kentucky, share in the sur- 


| States, and say 


say in reply, that whenever the revenue exceeded 
the wants of the Government, it should be re 
duced.. Reduce the tarif; reduce the price of the 
public lands, until you bring them upon ancquality 
with the expenditure of the Government. He 
conceived this to be the wish of the greet body 
of the. people of Kentucky. He would reduce 
the price ofthe public lands so as to bring them 
within the reach of the poor, which would increase 
your yeomen, and raise up a prosperous and in- 
dustrious people. He hoped this Government 
would not pursue the course of the European 
Governments, and retain the public lands for hunt- 
ing grounds for the aristocracy. He sincerely 
hoped they would not, but that they would be 
sold out at a reduced price to the yeomen of the 
land. Bonaparte did one good act by breaking 
up the large forests of the noblemen; and he hoped 
this Congress would do the poor of the country 
the justice to reduce the price of the public lands, 
so that the country might have yeomen where 
it now had the mere tenants of men of wealth. 
It was proposed to give the proceeds of the public 
lands to the States for purposes of internal im- 
provements and education. Who cver heard that 
this Government had the right to tax the people 
for purposes of internal improvements and educa- 
tion? He presumed his district would be divided 
up into school districts; and what would be the 
consequence if itwas? Why, there would not be 
money enough to educate all the. children in the 
State; and the schools would be confined to towns 
and cities, the seats of the aristocracy, while 
the yeomen of the country would be left in the 
same condition in which they now are. But 
anather portion of the moncy was to be spent in 
internal improvements. Now, every one knew, 
that by the Constitution the Government had no 
right to make local internal improvements; but by 
this bill the States were to be forced to do that, 
which by the Constitution of the United’ States 
they had no right to do. He could not sec the 
diferued between. the Government making these 
improvements, and their giving the moer to the 
ing to them that they should make 
them. He asked his colleague, where was the 
, Kentuckian who would agree to this? He could 
not believe that Kentucky would agree to it until 
he saw it, But the bill had a clause in it which 


was to give a certain sum to colonize the blacks : 
Now, he would ask, where was . 


of the country. ( rher 
there a man so regardless of the Constitution of 


' the country, as to suppose for one moment that 


they had tke right to appropriate. moncy to col- 
onize the blacks? Yet by the land bill you propose 
to violate the Constitution in this very way; and 
to force the; States to do that which they had no 
power under the Constitution to do. Mr. H. had 
an acquaintance who thought he would be doing 
God a service by liberating and sending his slaves 
to.Africa; and they had not been there six months 
before the whole of them were destroyed by the 


| Natives. 


The CHAIR here remarked that the land bill 
was not under discussion, and that there was 


plus which was to be taken from the sister States. |, 


No: the Legislature knew he would not do it; | 
and if he was to die a political death, it would be : 
contending against the aristocracy and monop- 
olies of every kind. Efforts too had been made | 
by the Legislature of Kentucky to change -the 
congressional districts, which, if it had beer, | 
done, it was well known that he (Mr. H.) could | 
not have been elected. But they had thrown ` 
themselves upon the people, and the people | 
reversed the decision of the estate. Mr.H.: 
opposed the system of dividing the proceeds of | 
the public lands, because if once commenced, the 
riee of the public lands would never be reduced. 
e conceived, if this bill. was passed, it would 
be taking the moncy from the new and giving it 
to the old States. It was true thebill proposed to 
give the West a certain per cent., but that, in 
. fact, amounted to nothing. But he was opposed | 
to iton another ground; and so far as his. vote | 
would go, he never would consent to, have: his 
State look up.to the Government of the United 
States for money. He-could not give his vote ! 
for such Jaw; but if the people instructed him to | 
do so, he would humbly obey and resign his‘seat | 
- gn that floor. . : 


His colleague had asked what was to be.done 


i 
} 
i 


i 


the resolutions before the House. 
Mr. HAWES resumed. The pe 


ople of Ken- 
tucky never could consent to have 


aeir money 


|; taken for the purpose of sending their blacks to 


- a foreign country. It was against the Constitu- 
tion of the country, and the people of Kentucky 
| never could permit this Government to bring them 
i into a violation of that Constitution. His col- 
i league had said that the perpetuity of the free 
j institutions of the. country depended upon the 
, passage. of this land bill.; He thought that gen- 


. leman must have a very unfavorable opinion of : 


| the free institutions of the country, if he thought 
. for one moment that they depended upon the pass- 
page ofa little land bill. Mr. H. said it depended 


, upon no such thing.. Their perpetuity depended | 


"upon the affections of the people of the country, 
and money had nothing to do with it; if it had 
the Bank of the United 
been. scattered to the four winds, and entirely put 
down by the people ofthe country. That strug- 
gic had taught Mr. H..to believe that the people 


priety even by the power of money, which was 
‘ the greatest enemy to liberty. 


: : i 
with the immense surplus rovenue. He would i 


. nothing said about the colonization of blacks in | 


3 li 
states would never have | 


of the country never could be led from their pro- |: 


Mr. HAWES was here interrupted by the ar- 
| rival of the hour for proceeding to the orders of 
| the day. 


| 
| DEPOSIT BANKS—R. M. WHITNEY. 
I 
| 
| 


Mr. WISE asked the consent of the House to 
i submit the following resolution: 


Resolved, That a select committee be appointed, with 
power to send for persons and papers, to inquire into the 
agency or mode of selecting the banks of deposit tor the 
public money, and into the contracts with the Treasury 
Department by which they are regulated, and into the. mie 
ner in whieh,.and the persous by whom, such contracts are 
made; and to inquire whether any, and, if any, what con- 
nection or relation, official or unofficial, exists, or has ex- 
isted, between a certain Reuben M. Whitney and the Treas- 
ury Department of the United States, or between him and 
the banks of deposit of the public money ; and into the ex- 
tent of his agency generally in keeping and controlling the 
public money ; and into the amount of his compensation, 
whether the same be pid out of the public Treasury, or by 
the deposit banks; and that said committee have leave to 
report by bill or otherwise. 


Objection being made, Mr. WISE moved to 
suspend the rules to enable him to offer his reso- 
lution, and asked for the ycas and nays on the 

` motion; which were ordered, and were—yeas 84, 
nays 91; as follows: 


| 
YEAS —Messrs. Adams, Chilton, Allan, Heman Allen, 
Ashley, Bell, Bond, Bunch, John Calhoon, William B. Cal- 
‘houn, Campbell, Carter, John Chambers, Childs, Nathaniel 
| H. Claiborne, John F. H. Claiborne, Clark, Corwin, Crane, 
: Cushing, Darlington, Deberry, Denay, Evans, Everett, For- 
ester, French, Philo C. Fuller, James Garland, Rice Gar- 
land, Granger, Graves, Grayson, Grennell, Griffin, Haley, 
Hiland Hail, Hard. Hardin, Harlan, Harper, Albert G. Har- 
: rison, Hazeltine, Hoar, Hopkins, Howell, Ingersoll, Wi- 
liam Jackson, Janes, Jeniler, Henry Johazon, John W. 
Jones, Lawrence, Lay, Luke Lea, Love, Lyon, John Y. 
' Mason, Maury, McCarty, McComas, McKennan, Milligan, 
Morzan, Owens, James A. Pearce, Peyton, Reed, Ripley, 
Robertson, William B. Shepard, Augustine H. Shepperd, 
; Spangier, Standefer, Storer, Taliaferro, Waddy Thomp:on, 
Underwood, Vinton, Washington, White, Whittlesey, 
Lewis Wiliams, Sherrod Williams,and Wise—84. 
| NAYS—Measrs. Barton, Bean, Bockee, Boon, Bovee, 
i Boyd, Brown, Burns, Cambréleng, Carr, Casey, Chaney, 
i Chapman, Coffee, Connor, Craig, Cushman, Dromgoole, 
! Effner, Fairfield, Farlin, William K. Fulicr, Galbraith, 
: Gillet, Glascock, Joseph Hall, Hamer, Naunegan, Samuel 
S. Harrison, Hawes, Mawkins, Haynes, Henderson, Hol- 
sey, Hubley, Huntington, Huntsman, Ingham, Jabez Jack- 
son, Jarvis, Joseph Johuson, Ricbard M. Johnson, Cave 
Jolinson, Benjamin Jones, Kennon, Kilgore, Kinnard, 
Klingensmith, Lane, Lansing, Gideon Lee, Joshua Lee, 
Thomas Lee, Leonard, Logan, Job Mann, Martin, William 
Mason, Moses Mason, May, McKay, MeKim, McLene, 
Montgomery, Moore, Page, Parker, Parks, Patterson, Dutee 
J. Pearce, Phelps, John Reynolds, Joseph Reynolds, Roane, 
Schenck, Seymour, Sickles, Smith, Speight, Sutherland, 
John Thomson, ‘Towns, Turner, Turrill, Vanderpoel, 
Wagener, Ward, Wardwell, Webster, and Weeks—91. 


‘|. So the motion to suspend the rules was nega- 
‘tive. > ; : 
| > DEPOSITS OF THE PUBLIC MONEY. 


| Mr. PEYTON asked the unanimous consent 
of the House to submit tlie following resolution: 
Resolved, That the bill reported by the Committee of 
' Ways and Means, entitled “A bill regutating the deposit 
_ of the money of the United States in certain local banks,’? 
| together with any amendments which may be offered to the 
; same, be made the special order of the day, and thatithave 
preeedence over all other bu-iness of the House from the 
. hour of one o'clock on the second Monday in May next, 
! and on each succeeding day, from the same hour, Fridays 
i and Saturdays excepted, until the same shall be finally dis- 
, posed of. 


Mr. CAMBRELENG pledged himself to the 
i; gentleman from Tennessee, (Mr. Peyron,] that 
he would take the earliest opportunity to call u 
‘| the bill referred to in the resolution. He hoped, 
.| however, the House would make no more special 
| orders, until the appropriation bills were dis- 
i posed of. 
| Objection being made by several members to 
the reception of the resolution, Mr. Perron 
| moved to suspend the rules to enable him to sub- 
ı mit it, and asked for the yeas and nays on the 
motion; which were ordered, Mnd were— 


| YEAS — Messrs. Chilton Allan, Heman Allen, Ashley, 
i. Bell, Baad, Briggs, Bunch, John Calhoon, Witiam B~ Cal- 
houn, Carie-, Join Chamber:, Childs, Nithanial H. Clai- 
{| borne, Clark, Corwin, Crane, Cushing, Darlington, Deberry, 

Denny, Evans, Everett, Forester, French, Philo C. Fuller, 
| Granger, Graves, Grayson, Grennell, Griffin, Hard, Harlan, 
I| Harper, Sa:nuel S. Harrison, Hoar, Howell, Huntsman, 
Ingersoll, William Jackson, Janes, Jeniier, Henry Johnson, 
Lawrence, Lay, Luke Lea, Love, McCarty, MeKennan, 
i! Milligan, James A. Pearce, Peyton, Reed, Robert-on, 
|| Augustine H. Shepperd, Shields, Spangler, Standefer, 
|| Storer, Taliaferro, Waddy Thompeon, Turner, Underwood, 
‘| Vinton, Washington, White, Wiittlesey, Lewis Williams, 
and Wise-—67. ; 

NAYS—Messrs. Adams, Anthony, Barton, Beale, Bean, 
f Bovee, Boyd, Brown, Burne, Cambreleng, Carr, Casey, 

Chaney, Coffee, Coles, Connor, Craig, Cramer, Cushman, 


18364. 


Doubleday, Promgoole, Effner, Fairfield; ‘Parlin, William \ 
K. Fuller, James Garland, Gilet, Glascock, Grandand, 
Haley, Josep’ Hall, Hamer, Hinnegan, Albert G. Harrison, 
Hiwes, Hiwkins, Haynes, Henderson, Holsey, Ifopkins, 
Hubley, Huntington, Ingham, Jabez Jackson, Jarvis, Joseph 
Johnson, Cave Joanson, Jonn W. Jones, Benjamin Jones, 
Kennon, Kilgore, Kinnard, Klingensmith, Lane, Lansing, i 
Gideon Lee, Jo-hua Lee, Tomas Lee, Leonard, Loran, 
Lucas, Job Mann, Manning, John Y. Mason, William 
Mason, Moses Mason, May, McKeon, McKim, McLene, . 
Montgomery, Moore, Morgan, Page, Parker, Parks, Patter- . 
som, Dutee J. Pearce, Phelps, John Reynolds, Joseph Rey- 
nolds, Ripley, Roane, Schenck, Seymour, Sickles, Smith, 
Sutherland, John Thomp-on, ‘owas, Turrill, Vanderpoct, 
Wagener, Ward, Wardwell, Webster, Weeks, and Sherrod 
Williains—99. ; ane 
- So the motion to suspend the rules for the pur- 
pose indicated was disagreed to. 

Mr. PEYTON gavé notice that, as he consid- 
ered the bill referred to in his resolution an im- 
portant onc, he should renew the motion at some 
convenient time. pee ve 
__ The CHAIR announced the special order of 
the day, being the naval service bill. 

. Mr. EVANS moved to suspend the rules for 
the, purpose of calling the States for petitions. 

Mr. CAMBRELENG suggested, as there could 
be but few petitions, (several having been pre- 
sented on. Friday by common consent,) the mo- 
tion to call the States for them was unneecssary, | 
as they could be presented in the morning by | 
common consent. 

. The motion of Mr. E 
count, eas E 

Mr. CAMBRELENG moved that the House 
resolve itself into the Committee of the W hole, for 
the purpose of taking up the special order. 

Mr. LAY asked the consent of the House to 
present several petitions. a 

Objection being made, 


t 
1 
| 
i 
{ 


i 
i 
1 
i 


i 


vans was lost, without a 


y 


Mr. L. moved to sus- 


-pend the rules, in order to enable him to present |: 


‘the petitions referred to, and asked for the yeas 

and nays on his motion. 

: The House refused to order the yeas and:-nays, 

and negatived the motion to suspend without a || 

“count. k ; | 
© NAVAL APPROPRIATION BILL, 


In pursuance of the special order of the 26th 
of January,on motion by Mr: CAMBRELENG, 
the House resolved itself into the Committee of 
‘the Whole on the state of the Union, (Mr. Hawer 
in the chair,) and resumed the consideration of 
the bill making appropriations for the naval ser- 
Vice of the United States for the year 1836. 

The question ponding was the motion by Mr. 
Bext to strike qut the following item: 

“Por the improvemcntand necesgaay repairs Of the nayy- 
yard at Portsmouth, New Hampshire, $67,000.” | ;, 4] 


Mr. JARVIS, who was entitled to the floor, 
rosë and addressed the’ House at length. «He | 
-adverted to the extraordinary range this debate, | 
on a mere motion to strike oät:a small item, ‘had | 
taketyand expressed & hope tò see it brought back 
‘to the sdbject of the bill." On this item there had | 
beeh brought in a great variety of topics not at 
-all connected with it, viz: the Bank of the United 
States, the surplus revenue, ‘internal improve- 
ments, &. ‘He recurred to thé position now 
occupied by a gentleman from Tennessee, (Mr. 
Bett, who had heretofore supported the Admin- 
istration, and now opposed it, who had fought 
side by side, and shoulder to shoulder, with the 
friends of the Administration for years past, but 
now spoke of them as ‘‘ gentlemen on’the other 
side.” What occasion had the gentleman chosen 
for his attack? Ona bill that, in ordinary times, 
‘passed almost without a question. The time 
chosen by the gentleman was equally extraor- 
dinary; for his motion, which had delayed it till 
' this time, was made when there were daily appre- 
‘hensions that we should be driven to a contest 
‘with the second naval Power in the world. 
© With regard to the locality of the naval yards, 
the present Administration could not be held 
responsible for them. They were all constructed 
Yong before. He also replied to the charge of 
neglect of the Navy, brought by Mr. Berr against 
the Administration, by citing the appropriations 
made for this branch of the service during the 
present term, which exceeded alf the naval ex- 
penditures for the preceding twenty-seven or 
twenty-eight years. Mr. Beri, in advocating 
the reduction of the number of navy-yards in the 


iD 
“had 


United States, had stated that Great Britain, the | 


| first naval Power itr Europe, had only the num- |' motion b 


ber of two. She had seven navy-yards, the least — 


: of them greater than the largest in the United _ ported.. 


' States, and employing more men than the best ; 
of ours. 
war, was the least of them, and intended only for : 


the repair of frigates, had been taken in hand by , 


the British Government in 1816, and more money 


li had been expended upon that one station alone | 
. than upon all the yards in the United States . 


‘ together since they were first established: The 
‘ navy-yard at Chatham ran a mile along the river, 
' and had two basing, four docks, and six-burdings. 
i Woolwich wasa mile long. The navy-yard at 
tford covered an area of thirty-one acres, and 
two wet-docks, one covering an acre and a 
: half, and the other an acre. France also had 
` thirteen naval depots, five of which were superior 
| te any’ of ours. ! . no 
Mr. J. then briefly adverted to the argument 
_of Mr. Pearce, of Rhode Island, in favorof Nar- 


i ragansett bay, and entered into a reference and 
i description of various points on the coast of 


Maine, which offered as good sites for naval sta- 
tions as Rhode Island. He named Shcepscot, 
Penobscot, and Mount Desert, each of which 
could accommodate at all times the largest fleet 
thát could be brought together. He reviewed the 


i` course of atgument of Mr. Tompson, of South 


` Carolina, who had ‘divided the country into three 
| great divisions. He asked whetherthe honor, the 
renown, the glory; of the navy, was a sectional 


; matter?’ Why, there was not a State or Territory į 
lin the Union which han not furnished officers to 


‘the Navy. - Nor was their career confined to the 
. limits of the north Atlantic coast. -Their duties 
: called them to the Gulf frontier, the south Atlantic, 
and the Pacific, the Mediterranean, and the coast 
of Africa. The gentleman from South Carolina 


‘had also stated that labor was cheaper in the 


South than in the North. In answer to this, Mr. 


J. quoted a number of facts. Among others, there |: 
| were now applications for an increase bf wages, : 


| on acéount of the high price of other labor in the 
South. He cited the case of the Adams and the , 
John Adams, two vessels, of the same tonnage. ' 
The former was built at New York, and costa 
‘little over $76,000, the other was built at Charles- 
ton, and cost over $113,000.’ He adduced, also, 
several other similar instaneés. | 

With respect to a navy-yard at Pensacola, the | 
| Administration was not answerable for any neg- 
li lect, for the bill in rèlation to that place had 
|| reference to nd Such. ¢onstruction. It was also 
i| even doubtful whether it was a proper site ornot, 
for the report of Cotnmodore Rogers, which Mr. 
J. read, distinctly stated that, for a naval station, 
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Sheerness, which, at the close of the |: 
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| Mr. ROBERTSON obtained the floor, and on 


Mr. PEYTON, the committee rose and re- 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATION. 


"The Speaker laid before the House a commu- 
' nicätion from the War Department, in answer to 
a resolution of the House of the 17th of January, 
1835, transmitting a statement atid details from 
the second and third Auditors, exhibiting the 
_ items of pay and allowances to officers of the army 
for the two fiscal years ending September, 1834; 
which was laid on the table, and ordered to be 
printed. — 


NEW POST ROUTE. 


On motion by Mr. CHAPMAN, : 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads be instructed to inquire into the expediency of 
establishing a post route from Lagrange, in Troup county, 
Georgia, by the way of Dickson’s'milts,in Randolph county, 
Alabama, thence to the ‘courthouse of Randolph county 
to Taledaga, in Taledaga county. 

On motion: by Mr. FAIRFIELD, the House 
adjourned. i 


IN SENATE. 
Tuespay, April 5, 1836. 


. Messrs. MORRIS and EWING presented sev- 
eral petitions from citizens of Ohio, on the subject 
of achange in the location of the. Cumberland 
road; which were referred to the Committee on 
Roads and Canals. DA ; 

Mr. TOMLINSON presented the petition of 
the representatives of Captain Andrew Leach; 
“which was referred to the Committee on Revolu- 
tionary Claims. _ |. nie ttn saa 
. On motion by Mr. LINN, leave ‘was given to 
Joseph Roulette to withdraw his petition and 
apers. - ` 
r r. MOORE, on leave, introduced a bill for 
the relief of Simon Gerer; which was read and 
ordered to a second reading. © S 

Mr. HENDRICKS presented the pétition of 
. sundry citizens of Carroll county, in the State of 
Indiana, representing the town of Delphi as the 
head of steamboat navigation on the Wabash 
river, and praying that a port of entry may be 
established at that place; which was referred to 
the Committee on Commerce. 

Also, a petition of the citizens of Toledo, in 
the State of Ohio, praying that a further appro- 
priation,may be. made for the construction of a 
road from’ that place to the Indiana State line, in 
the direction of Michigan city; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Roads and Canals. 

BULLION FOR THE MIN; . 
. Agreeable to the notice which he had given, 


1 


Pensacola‘ possessed not the’ same means by 
nature, nor could be’ made artificially, essentiall 
fit for the protection of ships, owing’to thé small 


large sums had been expended there already, and ‘ 


‘depth of water, and other obstructions: But | 


: Mr. BENTON asked jeave to bring in‘his bill 
for the better. supply of. the Mint with bulkanand 

: Metals for coining. = TAE Be hes 
Not being. amember of the Finance Committee, 
| to which the biH would be referred, Mr. B. said 


much more was proposed to be done. The esti- - he must claim the indulgence of the Senate to 
| mates of the Department for the present: year, ‘state the reasons which induced him to bring it 
| and included, in this bill, amounted to $164,000; ‘forward. Ft was framed (he said) upon the sup- 
' and the Committee on Naval Affairs had, through position that the Mint was not adequately sup- 
‘him, reported a bill appropriating $75,000 for re- ; plied with bullion and metals for coining, and 
; moving the bar,-and for constructing à hydraulic , that it was necessary to take legislative measures 
' dock or inclined plane, $125,000, making in the ` to insure its better supply. Both these suppo- 
‘whole $264,000.° It was still questionable with sitions were realities, and he had taken care to 
| him whether, from the, examinations he had been ‘ provide himself with evidence to.that effect, He 
i! able to make, the money would be judiciously ‘had two letters from the Director. of the Mint, 
|| appropriated or not. Mr.J. then cited a number | which he would send to the committee with the 
of statistical and tabular statements, in reply to ,‘ bill, and which would verify the statements which 
| the argument of Mr. Tuompson, of inequality of | he made. These letters showed the: present ca- 
| expenditure to the advantage-of the North, both |! pacity of the Mint to be eqa@al to the coinage of 
‘as to the construction of certain public works, |, a million a month, or twelve millions per annum, 
. and the appointment of officers. From the facts `: the coinage to consist of gold: and silver and the 
' adduced, the advantage was in favor of the South. © usual proportions of small coins; and they also 
i! This applied tovarious objects of public expendi- showed the coinage of the last year to be about 
| ture, as well the Army as thé Navy, and to five millions and a half of dollars; that is td say, 
forts and fortifications. With regard to supplies | about half as much as the Mint could have done 
for the Navy, the South had a manifest advan- ‘if adequately nie te with bullion, But the 
| tage. She produced the sugar, tobacco, rice, | letters also state that improvements were now in 
timber, &c. Mr. J. was for an increase of the . progress, by which steam-power would be sub- 
Navy, commensurate with the exigencics.and ` stituted-for manual labor in several paris of the 
commercial interest of the country. He was | machinery, and the effect of which would be to 
also in favor of certain regulations in the grada- increase the capacity of the Mint threefold; that 
tions and rates of the officers ofthe Navy, which , is to say, to make: it equal to three millions a 
|| Were at prescht very unequal. Mr. J.'spoke till “month, or thirty-six millions per annum. When 
il within a few minutes of four o'clock, when i: these improvements were completed, and a part 


| 
1 


i 
| 
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| 
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of them were already in operation, { | 
less better supplied, would have stood idle five 
sixths of its time, as it could execute In two 
months the whole coinage of last year. This 
(said Mr. B.) must doubtless result from some 
great fault in our legislauon, and naturally leads 
to the inquiry, How is the Mint now supplied with 
builion and metals for coining ? Pursuing this in- 
quiry, he found that the great business of sup- 
lying this national establishment was virtually 
evolved upon individuals, and upon banks; and 
that these individuals and banks were charged a 
tax of ouc half of one per centum on the amount 
coined, either in a direct charge, or in a delay 
equivalent in loss of interest to the same amount. 
This (he said) accounted for the lamentable re- 
sult, that in forty years our coinage had amounted 
to no more than forty millions; that our Mint 
was but half supplied now, and would soon be 
not one fifth supplied. Such a result was incom- 
atible with the idea of establishing a Mint, and 
of creating a specie currency; and he had been 
led to pursue the inquiry further, and to ascertain 
whether it could ever have been the intention of 
the founders of the Mint, that that institution 
was to be thrown upon individuals and corpora- 
tions, and they discoureged by a tax, for the 
means of supplying a national coinage? Look- 
ing into the early laws, and he found the answer 
which the reason and propriety of the case re- 
quired to exist; he found that it had never been 
intended that the Mint was to be limited to these 
precarious sources of supply; but that the na- 
tional revenues were made a resource by law for 
that purpose. He found in the act of 1793, sec. 
3, this provision: 
“Aut foreign gold and silver coins, except Spanish milled 
dollars, and parts of such dollars, which shall be received in 
Jor moneys due the United States, AFTER the said 
time when the coinaze of gold and silver shall begin at the 
Mint of the United States, shail, pREVioUsLY to their being 
ISSUED in circulation, be coined ANEW, in conformity to the 
act establishing the Mint,” §c. ; 
This (said Mr. B.) establishes the intention of 
the founders of the Mint. That intention was | 
to make the United States the supplier of bullion 
to the Mint, and to devote the revenues of the 
Union to that object. 
(Mr. B. said,) at the time it was enacted, was 
2xpected to be great and decisive; for the act of | 
1739, forbidding anything but gold and silver to 
be received on account of the United States, was 
then in force; no bank notes were then receivable 
for public dues; so that the revenues, and these 
revenues in specie, were intended to pass through 
the Mint, and a full and perfect new coinage to , 
be kept up. But this law soon lost its entire 
force, and has remained for forty years a dead 
-detter on the statute-book. The Bank of the , 
United States was chartered, and its notes became 
receivable in lieu of coin; State banks: began to 
grow up,and their paper also to be received; and 
eventually all the public moneys oame to be de- 
posna in banks, instead of any part going to the 
int; and this is the state of thangs at present. 
The deposit banks receive all the revenue; and | 
whatever coin they receive is considered as-their | 
own, and there is nothing for the act of 1793 to | 
. Operate upon. : 
This exposition of the evil (continued Mr. B.)is, 
in itself, an indication of the remedy. The rem- 
edy lies in the repeal of the half per cent. tax on 
coinage, and in reviving and carrying into effect 
the original intent of the founders of the Mint, to | 
make the revenues of the Union the main source 
of supply to thatestablishment. Forthis purpose 
he had drawn up the bill which he proposed to 
bring in, and would say but a word in support 
of the two provisions which it contained. 


First, as to the repeal. of the tax and the aboli- | 
The amount of į 
the tax could be no object to the Government, ; 


tion of the charge for refining. 


-while it was a serious consideration to the de- 
positor, and, no doubt, often prevented deposits 
for coinage from being made. It might have been 
justifiable when the Mint was first established and 
the national Treasury was empty; but could have 
no apology now, especially with those who were 
intent upon reéatablishing the currency of the 
Constitution. 
Second, as to coining the revenues. 
This must have a good effect in a g 
of weys: ; 


| 
l 


s 


reat variety | 


The effect of this law, `; 


‘| heirs of Charles. Williamson, deceased; 
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the Mint, un- li 1. The revenues of the Unioh-are now received 


l 
i 
in paper; and there is little or no national check ` 
upon the amount of this paper received. Tts 


transfer to the Mint will supply a check, and that ; 


a serious one; for even now a million a month of 
the revenues might be sent tothe Mint; and with 
the improvements going on, and the completion 
of the branch mints, the whole amount of the an- 
nual revenue, if necessary, might be coined anew; 
for the minting establishments will be sufficient 
to coin forty millions at least per annum. 

2. It will keep the Mint fully supplied, and will 
furnish the Union with a perfect and beautiful 
coinage by coining up all foreign coins and all 
domestic. ones which become imperfect by wear 
or by fraudulent diminution. 

3. It will put the coinage under the direction of 
the Government, which can then direct the de- 
nominations to be coined, and ean supply the 
country with small change. At present the banks 

‘and individuals chiefly direct the denominations 
which suit themselves, and those are half eagles 
and half dollars; but the interest of the country, 
the convenience of the people, and the cultivation 
of a beneficial spirit of economy in small dealings, 
require a great coinage of small change. 

4. The transfer of part of the revenues to the 
Mint for coinage will show their capacity to be- 
come depositories, with a few additional branch 
mints, for the public moneys, and thus let the 
banks see that the United States are not depend- 
ent upon them for keeping the public moneys, 
and are in acondition to dictate terms to, or tocut 
the connection with, all-banking establishments. 

5. It would cause the present surplus revenue’ 
to take the solid and substantial form of coin, 
instead of remaining a light ‘aud volatile mass of 
paper. 

Mr. B. concluded what he had to say at pres- 


ent with remarking, that, the return to a constitu- | 


tional currency was a work of many steps, and 
that one step was to supply the mints with metals 
for coinage, and this was the step which he aow 
, proposed to take. 
The bill was then read twice, and referred to 
: the Committee on Finance. 


HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 


The following bills from the House were sev- | 


' erally read twice, and referred: 

The bill to extend the time for selling the land 
granted to the incorporated Kentucky Asylum 
for teaching the Deaf and Dumb; 2 

The bill for the relief of Jonathan Boone; 

The bill for the relief of David Browning; 

The bill for the relief of Farish Carter and the 

The bill for the relief of Jamea Wiltbank; ; 
: The bill for the relief of: Charles M. Frazier} 

The bill for the relief pf Wiliam Stannard, 
and others; . © |. |. f l 

The bill for the relief of Jamea Canefield; and 

The bill for the relief of Benediet Alford and 
Rabert Brush. : 

The resolution submitted yesterday by Mr. 
Hiut was considered and agreed to. . 

The bill for the relief of Robert Abbott and the 


‘| other heirs of James Abbott, deceased, was, after 


.a brief explanation from Mr. Liwy, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, 

REPEAL OF DUTIES. 

The bill to repeal the duties on certain articles 


of importation, and toreduce the duties on others 
-| therein enumerated, wastaken up and considered 


amended, 
i} On motion by Mr. KNIG 
‘| the table. 


HT, it was laid on 


r 


INCREASED SALARY. 


, ordered to be engrossed for a third reading. . 
ARTHUR BRONSON. 


‘as in Committee of the Whole; and, after being ` 


The bill to increase the salary of the principal | 
-i clerk employed. in the office of the Adjutant and 
i Inspector General. wag read the second time, and ` 
| considered as in Committee of the Whole, and | 


April 5. 


| for the relief of the sufferers by fire in the city of 
: New York, passed the 9th of March, 1836, was 
' read the first time; and, 


On motion by Mr. WRIGHT, and by unani- 
mous consent, read the second and third times 
and passed. 


EXPUNGING RESOLUTIONS. 


The Senate then proceeded to the consideratian 
of the expunging resolution submitted by Mr. 
Benton, when 

Mr. LEIGH, being entitled to the floor, pro- 
ceeded. He enforced the position assumed yester- 
day, that the manuscript was, and the printed 
copy was not, the Journal, and, in parliament- 
tary language, to keep a jeu implied to pre- 
serve it. He controverted the idea of expungin 
in the manner prescribed by the resolutions o 
the Senator from Missouri, (Mr. Benroy,] 
and made a distinction between the will and the 
act. lt was competent for the maker ofa will to 
cancel it; but it was not competent for any one to 
do the act of canceling, and say it was his will 
to doit. If authorized in this figurative way in 
this instance, it would be a precedent to expunge 

: hereafter any part of the Journal. A future 
| Senate would have the same power over the 
i Journal of a preceding session that this Senate 
_has over the Journal of the last session. If this 
i Senate should expunge, the Senate of 1837 might 
| resolve to expunge the expunction, and the Senate 
of 1838 might resolve to expunge the expunction 

i! of the exptinction, and so on as long as. party 
'| spirit and different parties predominated, But the 
i| question was, how or by what method was all this 
| to be done? Alternate cancelation and scratching 

| out would wear out the. paper. 

Every man was bound to speak the truth, and 
when acting under the obligation of an oath to 
speak nothing but the truth, and not to suppress 
‚itor equivocate. Here the Senate votes to ex- 
| punge; and by way of excusethey say that the 

do net expunge. He would not read the nint 
` chapter of Pascal’s provincial letters, for it might 

wound the feelings of Senators who, on this 

: question, differed from him in opinion; but he 

_ would refer to it, and they might read it if they 
it wished. ee o te 

He thought his colleague unfortunate in regard 

:| to the case mentioned by him of the scroll round 

the place of the seal. ‘It was a fictitious case 

i reported in the newspapers. ‘It purported to be 

| a case in which the plea of non est factum was 

made; and the.scroll round the place where the 

: seal should have been was urged as evidence that 

the seal had been expunged. `- ' 

If they had a right to expunge this particular 
resolution, it was competent for them to expunge 
| any legislative, executive, or judicial procceding 
on their Journal. He illustrated, by supposing 
| the passage of an act the last session to recharter 
i the Bank of the United States; and asked if it 
į would be competent for this-branch of Congress 
| to repeal it by expunction, or in any case forany 
| branch of Congress. to repeal in that way the acts 
<; Of the other? He also supposed the case of a 
| eonviction of a judicial officer on articles of in- 
-peachment being expunged, and. afterwards, 
‘| through bribery or otherwise, nominated by the 
l! President, and the nominee pleading the expanc- 
i, tion as a former acquittal in bar, on an inquiry 
i, Into the validity of his commission. After some 
: further illustrations, he said, so much for.this 
ingenious metaphorical device of expunging with- 
out expunging —destroying an act without de- 
ij Stroying it. He adverted to the case of expunging 
the petition of Samucl G. Ogden and. William S. 
Smith. The expunging resolution in that case 
directed that everything relating to their petition 
be expunged—yeas 13, nays 8; but the reagan 
why it was expunged did not appear anywhere. 
He supposed it passed sub silentio, as matters 
often did in the last day of the session, without 
the notice of the House being particularly at- 
tracted to it; but supposing it to be a case ex- 
actly in point, he would ask if a proceeding 


rye 


The bill granting a preémption to Arthur Bron- 
oon was read the second timc, and laid on the 
table. f 


“SUFFERERS BY NEW YORK FIRE. 


adopted on the last hour of the last day of the 
session was to.be regarded as a precedent to jus- 
tify a deliberate departure from the solemn injunc- 
tions of the Constitution? Precedents, as his 
friend from South Carolina (Mr. Preston] had 


The bill from.the House amendatory of the act 


well remarked, were never resorted to where there 


THE 


BY BLAIR & RIVES. 


First Session, Hru Conaress. 


wag a piain constitutional injunction. It was truly 
said, that in the most popular reignsacts the most 
dangerous to liberty were most eminent. 

During the administration of Mr. Jefferson, 
General Wilkinson, in New Orleans, laid his 
hands on three individuals, citizens of the United 
States, (Bollman, Swartwout, and Alexander,) 
seized them in their own houses, and tore them 
from their families, without the authority of the 
law, and sent them to Washington. Against 
Alexander nothing appeared ; there was nothing 
alleged as the slightest pretext for the act by 
which he was deprived of his liberty; but against 


the other two, Bollman and Swartwout, to use a: 


recent phrasc, there was some suspicion of com- 
plicity between them and Mr. Burr. On an appli- 
cation for a writ of habeas corpus, Mr. Jefferson 
wrote a letter, which was published by his grand- 
son, stating that the issuing of the writ of habeas 
corpus depended on each and every case in which 
it was applied for. If all the Jeffersons, Masons, 
Henrys, and Washingtons on earth had signed 
that letter, he (Mr. L.) would stand up before 
his country against it. After admitting General 
Jackson’s eminent military services to the coun- 
try, he denied that it was the battle of the 8th of 
January which entitled him to the greatest share 
of credit as a great soldier; it was the night 
attack of the 23d of December which struck a 
panic into the ranks of the enemy, and created a 
cautiousness in the British that gave him time 
to station the militia behind the cotton bags. 

General Jackson had done more than suspend 
the writ of Aabeas corpus. If he declared martial 
law, which was the absence of all law but his 
sole will, from an imperious necessity, he ought 
to have been indemnified by an act of the Legis- 
lature alone. He took upon himself to suspend 
the writ of habeas corpus in the case of Judge 
Fromentin. But his popularity in other respects 
was such that it extinguished, in the estimation 
of the people, these unjustifiable acts. 

Under an impression of a general panic and 
scarcity, Lord Chatham ordered the suspension 


of the law by which the exportation of corn was | 


prohibited. When he came before the House of 
Commons, he said he had a right to prohibit the 
exportation of corn; and this was the only word 
which ever fell from his lips which ever affected 
hisreputation as an English statesmanand patriot. 
{ndeed he was told at the time by his sincerest 
friends, and by the author of Junius in particular, 
that it would have been better for him to have 
acknowledged his fault, and to have thrown him- 
self upon the mercy of his country. “You have,” 
said Junius, ‘‘assumed the authority to euspend 
the laws of your country, and you ought to have 
gone to Parliament and eaid, I did it in a time of 
great and unusual scarcity, to save the people from 
starvation, and I throw myself on your mercy 


for pardon.” Withoutgoing into the necessity of ` 


General Jackson’s proceedings, he would observe 
that here were precedents established in 1806, and 
followed in 1814, by which the privilege of the 
habeas corpus is held at the mere will and pleasure 
of a military commander. Again, in the time of 
profound peace, this same officer took upon him- 
self to suspend the writ of habeas corpus in refer- 
ence to Judge Fromentin. And was it supposed 
that the peeple of the United States, in twice elect- 
ing him to the highest office in their gift, approved 
of these arbitrary proceedings? No: he trusted 
in God it was not go; all this was only saying 
that his distinguished merits and services far more 
than counterbalanced all his faults. Nay more, 
the preecdents for correcting a mistake in the 
Journal, made on the motion of Mr. Ranpo.pn, 
announcing the death of Mr. Pinuney, was cited 
as a precedent for doing that figuratively which 
they had no right to do in substance. As an 


application to this, Mr. Leicn quoted the words _ 


of Swirr in substance, that statesmen ought 
never to be swayed go far by precedents as to 
make the least breach in the Constitution, by 
which a thousand abuses might creep in. These 


21 


WEEKLY. 


MONDAY, APRIL 11, 1836. 


i he said were the words of a tory, ofa monarchist, 
; but they were the words of a sage, which all Re- 


ublicans, all Democrats—he was surprised to | 


earn that Democrats and Republicans were dif- 
ferent—words which all Republicans would do 
well to follow. In committing breaches in the 
Constitution, the people were the sufferers; the 
constituted authorities were the instruments. 
Those for whom the trusts of Government were 
exercised, were the first affected. And who were 
they? Each and all of us (said Mr. L.) I hum- 
bly apprehend. He trusted in God that, when 
he took the office of Senator, he did not relinquish 
the far more valuable privilege of citizenship— 
that he did not ceasctobeacitizen. He claimed 
for the whole Senate, ard claimed for himself, 
the distinction of being an American citizen. He 
was absolutely astonished to hear gentlemen on 
that floor speak of the American people as those 
of whom they did not constitute a part. The 
: monstrosity of the doctrine had often shocked 
i him, while its absurdity sometimes excited his 
mirth. He spoke of it in these terms, because 


j 


he heard of it almost every day. Sometimes, i 
God knew, he heard it with a disposition to laugh, 


į and sometimes he heard it with a feeling of re- 
: sentment. 

We know not (said Mr. L.) how long we are 
to hold these happy and glorious institutions; and 
he declared it as his deep and settled conviction, 
that this Government is making the most rapid 
strides to a civil monarchy that ever was made b 
any Government in the world. Let it be wall 
understood, no free people that he had ever read 
of in the history of mankind, ever gave up their 
free institutions by design or purpose to surrender 
them. He suspected no man of a design to es- 
tablish a monarchy in this country; but the dan- 
ger was of establishing principles, and putting 
into action particular causes, which might produce 


consequences that those who set them to work : 
never thought of. He would not pursue this sub- . 


ject further; but the argument of the gentleman 
ı from Missouri, by which he sought to establish 
the right to expunge from the Journals of the 


Senate the resolution of March, 1834, required . 


some notice. The gentleman based his argument 
on the ground, that if the Senate had the compe- 
tence to pass this resolution, they would have no 
competence to expunge it; but, as they had no 
competence to pass this resolution, he proposed 
to expunge it, to show that they were wrong from 
beginning to end, in assuming to themselves pow- 
! ers which the Constitution did not confer on them. 
And the argument in support of this proposition 
i was, that the Senate was a judicial tribunal for 
trial of all malfeasances in office, brought by the 
House of Representatives; that nocharge having 
been made by the House, it had violated the Con- 
stitution in assuming to itself the powers of the 
House, and in proceeding to pass sentence with- 
outa regular trial, without a hearing, and without 
a judgment. Now, looking at the resolution it- 
self, it was simply the affirmance of a proposition, 
that ‘‘the President, in his late executive proceed- 
ings in relation to the revenue, has assumed upon 
himself authority and power not conferred by the 
Constitution and laws, but in derogation of both.” 


Not only was there no charge that the President ` 


had done this willfully, or with intent to violate 
the Constitution, but the utmost care was taken 
to avoid anything of the kind; it was simply an 
affirmation that his acts were not warranted by 
the Constitution, but in derogation of it; and it 
was inferred by the gentleman from Missouri, 
that, to charge the President thus, was to charge 
him with an impeachable offense. The Senators 
from Missouri and Virginia had both, as well as 
i himself, taken oaths to support the Constitution 
of the United States. It was his opinion that, to 
expunge the Journals, was a violation of that in- 
strument. What then? Did he mean to impute 


stitution, and a violation of their oaths? He 
it trusted that he did not. 


to those gentlemen a willful violation of the Con- `. 


Then, entertaining a dif- |. 


ferent opinion from them on aconstitutional point, 

he should be very much hurt to hear that they 
supposed he meant to impugn their motives. The 
history of his own country might teach him that 
differences of opinion on ihe plainest points was 
as old as the history of the world. But did the 
President of the United States maintain that when 
they charged him with “assuming powers not 
warranted by the Constitution and laws,” they 
charged him with a criminal and willful violation 
of the Constitution? And, if he did so, did he 
charge the Senate with a criminal and willful vio- 
ation of their oaths? 

Again, the judgments ofthe Supreme Coutt had 
again and again been declared to be violations of 
the Constitution. His honorable colleague had 
himself charged John Marshall and his associates 
with having violated the Constitution. Did it 
ever enter into the brain of any man making such 
charge, to charge, at the same time, a criminal 
intent—to say that they had been guilty of a 
willful violation of the Constitution, and deserved 
the hatred and contempt of the country? He was 
surprised to hear, that in some of the charges 
against Judge Chase, no allegation was made of 
a criminal intent, but they all, with one excep- 
tion, expressly made such charge. Mr. L. here 
read over the various articles of impeachment 
against Judge Chase, for the purpose of showin 
that a criminal intent was ghee in them al 
but one. He referred also to the impeachment 
against Judge Pickering, to show that criminalit 
was then charged in the strongest terms. But it 
was a little remarkable that, while the gentleman 
from Missouri was contending that the charge 
against the President was a criminal charge, he 
refuted himself by showing how vague and in- 
definite the charges were. The gentleman, not 
contented with repudiating these resolutions, 
went back to the original resolutions, which the 
Senate did not adopt, for the purpose of con- 
demning those that they did adopt; and referred, 
in terms of condemnation, to the speeches made 
on that floor, imputing to the President the worst 
of actions. He was not here, and did not hear 
those speeches; and though he took it on the 
authority of the gentleman from Missouri, that 
such imputations were used, yet he did not 
remember to have read them in the written 
speeches which came to him. All he meant to 
say was, that, if he had thought that the resolu- 
tions charged the President with a criminal intent 
to violate the Constitution, he should not have 
voted for them. But let us (said he) compare 
the freedom of debate, in this republican country, 
with the language held in the British House of 

‘Lords. The President of the United States was 
the Chief Magistrate, and, at the same time, the 
Prime Minister of this country. He was not, as 
in the case of the King of England, so constituted 
that he could do no wrong, (a maxim, let it be 
observed, in favor of liberty; for it fixed the 
responsibility somewhere,) but he was the re- 
sponsible agent. Well, then, Lord Chatham, 
in the House of Lords, used this language: “I 
assert, in the face of this House, that the Min- 
isters have advised the King to utter a deliberate 

_falsehood!’? And yet the freedom of debate 
which had taken place there was made a source 

_ of reproach, and we (said he) cannot speak of 

our Prime Minister in the language with which 

i the Ministers can be spoken of in the British 
House of Lords. This was the fruit of the ser- 
vices of that man who had, as was said of him, 

; done more to benefit mankind than any other 
man in the tide of time. It would be apparent 
(he said) that, if the Senate had no competence to 

; pass this resolution, they had not the competence 
to discuss it; and, consequently, the conduct of 
the President, no matter how unconstitutional 

_ and dangerous to the liberties of the people, could 

not in any manner be called in question, unless 
the subject was brought betore them by impeach- 
ment by the House of Rpresentatives; and fur- 
ther, that no member of that House, if that 
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and Mr. TOUCEY, from the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 
Messrs. ADAMS and LEWIS, on leave, pre- 
sented several petitions; which were referred. 
Mr. ADAMS presented certain resolutions of 
the Legislature of the State of Massachusetts, in 
liberties of the country, could express its disap- > reference to the northeastern boundary of the 
robation of his conduct, however dangerous to | United States; which were laid on the table, and 
the liberties of the people. This was too much. | ordered to be printed. i 
They had got the President into a state of irre- ;; On motion by Mr. LEWIS, it was 
sponsibility only equal to that of the Grand . — Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Office and 
Seignor; and which, with the sole exception of - Secesracaa gar ate to ingie Jove the expediency a 
the autocrat Nicholas, was not known to any j Tuskagee, in Macon maui, to Monticello, in Pike county, 
Christian potentate of the age. , ' and from thence to the court-house of Dale county; from 
Mr. L., after pursuing this part of the subject |. Manningham Post Office, in Butler county, via Mount Will- 
at some length, concluded by quoting that part of | 


` ing, to Haynesville, in Lowndes county, and from thence by 

Me Brsrox's speech in which he said, if they | Gravee yiera i tounde county, Via Mauie's see 
failed then, let them transmit and bequeath the :: Benton, and trom thence to Selma, in Dallas county ; from 
expunging resolution to the Democracy of the | Montgomery, and along the main Patsalagga road to the 
country—to the aged sire, that he might hand it |; nearest and most convenient point on the pae now run- 
down to his heir—to the young mother, that she | Moa ea sesh Montgomery county, t0 Carter's store and 
might teach her infant babe to suck in the aveng- i' from thence, the best route to Haynesville, in Lowndes 
ing word EXPUNGE with the sustaining milk which | county ; from Haynesville, via Hickory Grove, to the nearest 
it draws from her bosom. As to the young | Gulia ani onsthencet te meet and host cok 
mother who was to teach her infant child the ! venient Point on the route from Monticello, in Pike county, ji 
avenging words he trusted re emo wie |. to Gaines’s store, in said county. |! 
was to instill revenge into her child would bear |: aes 5 
no more children. “lt was the last thing that a |! SUFFERERS BY NEW YORK FIRE. | 
child should suck in, for the word was vengeance | Mr. SMITH, from the Committee of Ways | 
and not justice; and he was convinced that the | and Means, reported a bill amendatory of the act | 
gentleman from Missouri, no more than himself, ii for the relief of the sufferers by the fire in the | 
was willing that a son of his should be capable |, city of New York, which was read twice. : 
of performing an act of vengeance. Mr. S. remarked that the. bill met the unani- 

On motion by Mr. BENTON, the resolution was || mous assent of the committee, and was intended 
then Jaid on the table, and ordered to be printed. |: to supply an omission in the former act, so as to | 

After making Mr. Ciay’s land bill the order | confine or limit its operation to bonds given prior ; 
of the day for Monday next, the Senate went |i to the fire. The act to which the present bill was | 
into the consideration of executive business; after || an amendment was similar in its terms to the acts ` 
which it adjourned. 


doctrine prevailed, could even speak in terms of |] 
censure of the President, unless he was about to $ 
bring forward articles of impeachment for a 
criminal offense. Thus the President must be 
impeached, tried, and condemned, before the 
Senate, one of the constituted guardians of the 


1 


| of fire. ‘The first section provided for ** all bonds | 
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l as was intended, but to those given prior to the 
Mr. WHITTLESEY ,from the Committee on i 


` passage of the acton the 19th March, 1836. This ` 
would have the effect to grant indulgence upon 
representatives of Thomas W. Bacot; which was |; bonds for upwards of a million of importations, 
read twice and committed, |; which was not intended by the passage of the 
Mr. W., from the same committee, made an |! act. He was instructed to move that the bill be 
adverse report upon the bill from the Senate for | engrossed and read a third time, as it was im- ' 
the relief of John McCartney, and moved that | portant that it should pass both Houses as early 
the same be committed to a Committee of the !, as possible. | 
Whole. Mr. ADAMS wished to know, before the pass- 
Mr. CHAPMAN moved to refer the billto the age of this bill, whether the Committee of Ways 
Committee on Indian Affairs. , and Means, who reported it, had considered the 
After a few remarks by Messrs. CHAPMAN ` principles involved in it, before they reported it 
and WHITTLESEY, the motion of the latter. to the House. If he was not mistaken, it was , 
was agreed to. ‘ what might be called an ea post facto bill, and if | 
Mr. BOON, from the Committee on Public :. pasred, would be an ex post facto law. If he un- 
Lands, reported a bill for the relief of Jobn Almond _. derstood itaright, it took away from a portion of 
and George Wolsey; which was read twice, and |, the citizens of the United States, vested rights— 
ordered to be engrossed. | rights to property. How for it was prudent or 
_ Mr. CASEY, from the Committee on the Pub- |; discreet in Congress to pass a law to give to citi- 
lic Lands, reported a bill for the relief of George |, zens of the United States benefits to which they 
C. Willard, which was read twice and committed. ' were not entitled, was not now the subject of 
Mr. P. C. FULLER, from the Committec on |; consideration; but the present bill seemed to give 
Claims, reported a bill for the relief of Allen R. || sanction to a principle not very conformable to 
Moore; which was read twice and committed. |; the character of our laws; and he, for his part, » 
Mr. CAMBRELENG, from the Committee of || considered the precedent somewhat dangerous. 
Ways and Means, reported a billsupplementary | He hoped the chairman of the Committee of 
to the act establishing a mint, and regulating the | Ways and Means would inform the House of 
coins of the United States; which was read twice ii the character of the bill, 
and committed. ‘| Mr. CAMBRELENG said, the bill was in 
Mr. CAMBRELENG, from the same commit- l strict conformity to laws of a similar character ` 
tee, reported, without amendment, the bill from |. passed in 1803, 1804, and 1807. He had copied 
the Senate authorizing the Secretary of the |. from the act of 1803, and the present bill was pre- | 
Treasury to compromise the claim of the United '' cisely in the words of that act. The intention of ` 
States against the Alleghany Bank of Pennsylva- ' the committee was not to give the benefit of the act _ 
nia; which was committed. i; to bonds executed up to Its passage. The sub- : 
Mr. FORESTER, from the Committee on . ject was now before the House, and it would be - 
Claims, reported a bill for therelicf of Elias Johns; .. for it to determine as to the propriety of the pass- i 
which was read twice and committed. : age of the law. 
Mr. UNDERWOOD, from the Committee on Mr. ADAMS hoped the bill might not be read ` 
Revolutionary Claims, reported a bill for the re- . a third time now, so that an opportunity might - 
lief of the legal representatives of John Jordan, be afforded of cxamining into the nature of it; ` 
deceased; which was read twice and committed. . because he had doubts whether it should pass. 
Mr. McKIM, from the Committee of Ways .. It certainly appeared to him to be in the charac- | 
and Means, reported a bill for the relief of James : ter of an ex post facto law, because it took away | 
W. Osborne, of Baltimore; which was read twice || rights ‘vested by a former act of Congress; and i 
and committed, -;| if the House did pass it, the courts might decide a 
Unfavorable reports upon various petitions |; that it was an unconstitutional law, and declare it |! 
were made by Messrs. 
GRENNELL, from the Committee on Claims, © mitted, and take the ordinary course. 


Claims, reported a bill for the relief of the legal 


| 


| one who he thou d. 
: and he thought the probability was t 


i! of 1803-°4, and 1807, granting relief on account |. 


li heretofore given,” which would apply not only to |. 
bonds executed prior to the 16th December, 1835, | 


| 
| 


Mr. SMITH said, the original law had not yet 
taken effect in a single instance, and if this law 
was passed immediately, it might be that it would 
be in time to prevent the original law from apply 
ing to those cases, which it was desired to pre- 
vent. He did not think that the principle of 
yested rights would apply to the present law, be- 
cause it was a mere gratuity of the Government, 
and being a gratuity, he considered that they 
might modify it in such a way as to prevent the 
Government from having money taken from it, 
which never was intended to be taken from it. 
The relief bill was a gratuity in which Congress 
had overstepped thcir own intention; and before 
that act took effect, they proposed to modify it in 
such way as not to go beyond what was intended 
But if the passage of the bill was to be delayed, 
it certainly would be useless, and some would 
receive the benefit of the original law who did not 
ask relief, and the effect would be to confer for- 
tunes on those who had never asked it of you. 

Mr. BRIGGS hoped the bill would not be read 
a third time to-day. It seemed to him that the 
principles involved in the bill would require more 


: consideration than could be given to it on the mo- 


ment of its being reported. He had inquired of 
ght. should be likely to know, 

bat some of 
the bonds had already been extended. If that 
was the case, he should like to be informed what 
the position of the Government would be towards 
those debtors. The Government had passed a 
law authorizing an extension of those bonds, and 
now this bill provided that extension should not 
be made. He conceived that this was a speci- 
men of legislation which called for a little more 
reflection than they could give to it to-day; there- 
fore, he hoped it would not be ordered to a third 
reading at present. 

Mr. MERCER did not consider that the clause 
in the Constitution, which related to ex post facto 
laws applied to any other than criminal laws. 
Some years past (Mr. M. said) there had been a 
pension law passed, which it was afterwards dis- 
covered would take an immense amount of money 


: from the Treasury. A law was thereupon passed 


limiting the extent of the original law, and he 
never heard any objection raised to that law on 
the ground of iis being an ex post facto law. 

Mr. CUSHING believed his colleague [Mr. 
Apams] was under a misapprehension in refer- 
ence to that clause in the Constitution in relation 
to ex post facto laws. Those words applied only 
to penal statutes, and not to legislation, affecting 
the rights of individuals; and if that was the gen- 
tleman’s only objection to the present bill, he did 
not deem it of such great consideration as his col- 


| league apprehended. 


Mr. SPEIGHT said it appeared clear to him 
that Congress had the right to pass the bill. It 
intended merely to confine the provisions of a 
law which had not yet taken effect, and he ap- 
pealed to the House to say, whether the bill 
should not be passed immediately, so that it 
should take effect at the same time of the original 
law. 

Mr. CHAMBERS, of Kentucky, thought 
gentlemen to be consistent, ought not to support 
this bill. They had furnished a great capital to 


' citizens of New York to trade upon, and to act 
, consistently, should allow them to have the full 


benefit of that law. Those bonds which had al- 
ready been extended, he considered could not be 
affected by the present bill; therefore he doubted 
whether there was any necessity for its passage. 
But as he considered the merchants of New York 


_ would derive sufficient benefit from the bill, the 


passage of the present bill might be of some ser- 


_ vice. 


Mr. ADAMS said he was perfectly well aware 
that the clause in the Constitution which related 
to ex post facto laws was only considered by the 
courts to apply to criminal statutes. He was 
aware, also, which, perhaps, his colleague [Mr. 
Cusine] and the gentleman from Virginia [| Mr. 


, Mercer] were not, that there was no provision 
‘in the Constitution prohibiting Congress from 


passing an ex post facto law. He did not suppose 
that Congress was prohibited from doing so. He 


r i al : A ‘ used the word in its general sense, that it should 
VHITTLESEY and i: null and void. He hoped the bill would be com- |i not pass a law which would have a retrospective 


|! effect. He considered the bill under consideration 
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of that character, because the effect of it was to 


take away rights from citizens of the United 
Sans, which they had been vested with by a 
former act. Hf the bill was to be passed, he hoped 
i would be amended in such manner as not to 
take away rights: from the people which they 
had already conferred upon them. The gentle- 
man trom Virginia (Mr. Mercer] had furnished 
a precedent which he hoped never would be 
brougit up as a precedent again, because it was 
one of the most unjust acts ever passed by Con- 
gress: an act by eb a large body of the pen- 
sioners of the revolutionary war, after having by 
former acts of Congress received pensions for 
some two or three years, had them taken away 
from them by a subsequent act, because they 
Were not actually starving. There was before 
the House at this time, a proposition to remedy 
that very evil, for an evilit was, and he regretted 
that the gentleman fromVirginia, was under the 
necessity of introducing it as a precedent for any 
act of justice, That very law had deprived those 
pensioners of their rights, alhouez they had 
served in the revolutionary war of the country; 
and the proposition now before Congress, was 
for the purpose of rendering justice to those vet- 
erans from whom that bill had taken their bread; 
and he hoped before the end of the present ses- 
sion, that justice would be done those persons. 
Hoe hoped that act would never again be produced 
as a precedent, unless it was for something which 
was to be avoided. As gentlemen were anxious 
for the passage of the bill, if it was amended as 
he had suggested, he would not oppose it. 

Mr. MERCER said the gentleman trom Mas- 
sachusetts [Mr. Apams] was certainly under a 
mistake in relation to there being no clause in the 
Constitution, declaring that Congress should not 
pass an ex post facto jaw. Mr. M. read the clause 
from the Constitution, and said that although he 
had not voted for the pension law alluded to, yet 
he considered the act a perfectly just one. 

Mr. WISE here called for the orders of the 
day; but the House refused to proceed to the 
orders of the day. 

Mr. EVER was opposed to the immediate 

of the bill, as there were certain points 

e wished to investigate before he should vote for 
it, connected with the bonds that fell due before 
the passage of the original bill. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Tennessee, advocated the 
speedy passage of the bill. If there were any 
bonds which had been extended they would have 
to remain; but he hoped, if the bill was speedily 
passed, that it would go into effect before there 
were any extensions made. Upon this consider- 
ation, he hoped the House would lose no time in 
passing the bill. 

The motion to commit was negatived, and the 
bill was ordered to be engrossed; when it was 
read the third time and passed. 

[The foregoing biil was subsequently returned 
from the Senate, having passed thatbody, and was 
enrolled and signed by the Speaker of the Housc.] 


TERRITORIAL BUSINESS. i 
Mr. SEVIER asked the unanimous consent of 
the House to permit him to submit a resolution 
sctung apart one hour each day, on Wednesday, 
Thursday, and Friday, (from twelve to one 
o’clock,) for the purpose of considering local bills 
relating to the Territories. 
Objection being made, Mr. SEVIER moved to 


suspend the rule for the purpose indicated; which 
was negatived. 


DEPOSIT BANKS—R. M. WHITNEY. 


Mr. WISE again asked the consent of the 
House to offer the following resolution: 


Resolved, That a select committec be appointed, with 
power to send for persens and papers, te inquire into the 
agency or mode of sclecting the banks of deposit for the 

ubic money, and inte the contracts with the Treasury 

epartment, by which they are regulated, and into the 
manner in which, and the persons by whom such contracts 
are made; and to inquire whether any, and if any, what 
coun-ction or relation, official or unofficial, exists or haa 
existed, between a certain Reuben M. Whitney and the 
Treasury Department of the United States, or between him 
and the banks of deposit of the public money; 


the public money; and into the amount of his compensa- 
tion, whether the same be paid out of the public Treasury. 
or by the deposit baaks, and that said committee have leave 
to report by bill or otherwise. 


Objection being made, Mr. WISE moved to 


h } aud into the ` 
extent of his agency generally in keeping and controlling `` 


suspend the rules, and caled for the yeas and 
nays; which were ordered, and were—yeas 89; 
nays 91. 

So the House refused to suspend the rules. 

Mr. WISE gave notice that he would renew 
the request from day to day, until it was clearly 
demonstrated that more than one third of the 
House was opposed to the proposed inquiry. 


NAVAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


On motion by Mr. CAMBRELENG, the 
House, pursuant to the special order of the 26th 
of January, resolved itscif into the Commitee of 
the Whole on the state of the Union, (Mr. Hamer 
in the chair,) and resumed the consideration of 
the bill making appropriations for the naval ser- 
vice of the United States for the year 1836. 

The question pending was the motion by Mr. 
Bex, of Tennessee, to strike out the appropri- 
ation of $67,000 fur the improvement and neces- 
sary repairs of the navy-yard at Portsmouth, 
New Hampshire. 

Mr. ROBERTSON, who was entitled to the 
floor, addressed the House at length. He avowed 
himself to be in favor of liberal appropriations 
for public works, so long as they were confined 
within the limits of the necessities or exigencies 
of the country; but he was at a loss to perceive 
the reason for the large increase that had taken 
place in the public expenditure. In 1998 the ap- 
propriation of some ten or twelve millions was 
thought to be most exorbitant; we had now risen, 
in 1836, and during the state of profound peace, 
to twenty-three millions, besides a large amount 
of unexpended balances. He remarked that the 
propositions for new works, by the General Gov- 
ernment, were particularly objectionable at this 
time, because they would tend to increase the de- 
mand for labor, which was required for the numer- 
ous works of internal improvement in which the 
States, especially the South and the West, had 
embarked. With regard to the surplus revenue, 
something must be done. The Secretary of the 
Treasury had submitted a plan, proposing a dis- 
tribution of about $30,000,000 of it. Mr. R. 
then read the various statements and estimates 
from that Department for the current year. He 
inquired what should be done with the surplus? 
It could not all be expended in public works. In- 
ternal improvements would not do, for that had 
been pursued already to the ruin of the southern 
people, and by the present Administration, too, 
for he was prepared to prove they had carried it 
to a greater extent than any former one, in spite 
of all that had been said to the contrary by his 
honorable colleague, (Mr. Gartanp.] The object 


had been to increase Federal patronage by extend- , 


ing its foothold to the States, in the erection of 
custom-houses and other public works, requiring 
officersof various kinds. Another scheme of the 
present party was a proposition to open rights of 
way for canals and railroads, under the pretense 
of transporting the mailthereon. This was only 
another opening scheme for expending the peo- 
ple’s money, for it required no more to transport 
the mail over the new facilities than by the old 
plan. He was opposed to this mode [Mr Grun- 
pr’s] of disposing of the surplus revenue. 
He was likewise opposed to retaining it in its 
resent depositories, where $800,000 of the pub- 
ic money was deposited in a single bank (in Mich- 
igan) possessed of a capital of only about one 
hundred and fifty thousand dollars; or of giving 
a single city (New York) the advantage of using 


a large proportion of it for her exclusive benefit, ` 
by which she realized a clear annual profit of from | 
He 


five hundred to six hundred thousand dollars. 
did not desire to see the United States Treasury 
converted into a great loan office. But if they had 
the power to loan out, why not lend it to the 


States, either with or without interest? If they 


had the constitutional power to do this, surely 


there was no constitutional objection to the other, ` 


either to surrender or loan it. He would distrib- 
: ute it, at least the proceeds of the public lands, 


i; his messages, who recommended that mode of 
j! mudon, not only of the surplus proceeds of 
| the 
l from whatever source derived. 


j: 


directly to the States from which it had been | 
drawn. In favor of this disposition of it, he quo- ` 
_ ted the authority of General Jackson, in one of ©: 


public lands, but of the entire surplus revenue, | 


|| Mr. R. did notbelieve the President had changed 
' his opinion on the subject at this time; certainly 
none of his subsequent messages controverted 
that recommendation; and he read various ex- 
tracts therefrom, and commented thereon. He 
could not, they had no right to anticipate a veto 
to such a proposition, since it was In direct ac- 
cordance with the President’s message of 1829. 
Mr. R. then cited the Virginia act of cession of 
the Western Territory, and argued upon it to 
show that a fair construction of that law proved 
that Virginia contemplated such a distribution, in 
her independent and sovereign character, of the 
proceeds of that cession. That it was a trust 
fund, placed for a given or specified time at the 
disposal of the Federal Government for a speci- 
fied object. He then read an extract from the 
President’s veto message on Mr. Clay’s land 
bill, and commented thereon atlength. He main- 
tained that Congress had no power to reduce the 
price of the public lands, because they held it 
merely as a trustee. The States themselves alone 
had the power to surrender or abandon them, but 
the General Government possessed not that power, 
or what was equivalent to it, the power to reduce 
their price to any given standard. He denied that 
his scheme would reduce the States to the charac- 
ter of mendicants or suppliants to the General 
Government, but the effect of a scheme of inter- 
nal improvements would be, that those States 
which stood, not like Virginia, upon their consti- 
tutional integrity, would accept it, and the others 
reject it. The operation would be partial, and 
the whole surplus revenue in this way would be 
expended for the exclusive benefit of the North 
and West, which would not refuse it. He then 
adverted to the remarks of Mr. Garuanp, in vin- 
dication of the Administration on the subject of 
internal improvement, and reiterated the charge 
that more money had been expended on such 
objects by it than by all the others that had gone 
before it, and double what had been so expended 
by the extravagant onc that immediately preceded 
it. He read ascrics of tabular statements in proof 
of this. In the administration of Mr. Madison 
$216,000 were appropriated for internal improve- 
ments; in Mr. Monroe’s $346,000; in Mr. J. Q. 
Adams’s $1,040,000, and in the first four years 
- of General Jackson’s administration $2,768,000, 
more than twice the amount expended by the 
‘ Administration that had been pursued with the 
, vengeance of the present pany. The inequality 
of the disbursement was equally remarkable. 

In a series of years there had been expended in 
Maine $155,000, in New York $446,000, in Mas- 
sachusetts $355,000, in Delaware $604,000, in 
Ohio $859,000; while during the same period Vir- 
ginia had received the pitiful sum of eighty dol- 
lars, and Kentucky and South Carolina not one 
dollar. He pursued this argument at some length. 
There had been: altogether, during the period he 
referred to, appropriated for internal improve- 

, ments by the General Government, $4,372,345, 
out of which the States of Virginia, North Car- 
olina, Georgia, South Carolina, and Kentucky 
had received only $60,000—the first only eighty, 
and the last two nothing. He recurred again to 

' the subject of the public lands, and the present 
mode of disposing of them, to which he objected. 
By this mode a fair price was not obtained for 
them. No more should be offered for sale than 

; what were required for actual settlement. Though 
he opposed the latitudinarian doctrine of internal 
improvement, and contended that neither the 
Gencral Government could expend money for that 
object, nor loan the publie money to the States to 
do it, yet he maintained that the States could so 
expend their own money. This was the doctrine 

` he contended for. ' 

| He then adverted to the subject of executive 

patronage, and the inconsistency of the present 

Administration in not carrying out their former 

professions on this subject. Where, also, were 
the evidences of theireconomy? In what depart- 

: ment, either in the number of officers, or in the 

amount of thcir compensation, had they carried 
out one of their former pledges? He then read 
various extracts from the report of the retrench- 

Ment committee in 1828, and contrasted it with 

the present expenditures of the executive branches 
of the Government. In 1829 two bills were re- 

il ported, one to restrict the expenses of Congress, 


|i 
! 
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the other containing a pls 
bills then failed, and nothing 
frhem. The loss of these measure 4 
PI To the party in power. He then referred 
to the Post Office Deparement. An inquiry had 
been attempted in 1831 or 1832, but not by the 
party in power, for they opposed it. An inves- 
tigation was ordered at last by means, not of the 
Administrauion party, but of the opposition, and | 
two reports were made, exposing the abuses of | 
that Department, and the remedy was resisted 
by the majority. He also referred toa variety 
of cases touched m those reports, of tyrannical , 
and ar>itrary removal from office, and to the | 
proceedings of the two Houses on the bill of the 
last session for the organization of the Post Of- 
fice Depariment. That bill passed the Senate , 
unanimously, was sent to the Louse, referred to | 
the standing committee on the subject, which re- : 
ported a substitute, and there the whole subject 
was at an cnd; nothing more was heard of that 
bill in the House. This gross neglect he charged 
to the majority of the Democratic party, and he 
was compelled to the belief that there would be 
- no efficient action on it during the present ses- 
sion. 

Mr. R. dwelt at some length upon the manner ` 
in which appointments had been made during the 
present Administration, and quoted General Jack- 
son's letter to Mr. Monroe on that subject. He | 
remarked that one part of that letter had been 
carried out, namely, that which recommended no 
party to be consulted. Gencral Jackson did not 
consult party. No matter what a man’s princi- | 
ples were, if a Federalist of the deepest dye, so 
long as he called himself a Jackson man, he might 
procure a 
governing | 
Inits appointments 
them all sycophants and m 


i 


principle of the present Administration 
an-worshipers, 


to General Jackson’s letter to the Tennessce Legis- 


lature, the sentiments of which, he contended, : 


exhibited a direct contrast to the acts of his Ad- 
ministration. Inconncction with this he recurred 


to the case of a Speaker of that House, [Mr. | 


STEVENSON,] who satin the chair with the prom- 
ise of a high and lucrative appointment in his 
pocket; and after his rejection by the Senate the 
place was kept. vacant, and the public business 
neglected, till his nomination could be affirmed by 
that body. 

Mr. R. then drew a parallel between the con- 
duct of the Senate and of that House in cxpedi- 


ting the public business of the country. They, 


had passed many important measures which were 
demanded by the country, such as the custom : 
house bill, the judiciary bill, the patent bill, the | 
ost office organization bill, the Ohio and Mich- ' 
igan boundary, the bill providing for the safo- 
keeping of the public deposits, the executive 
patronage bill, all of which had been suffered to 
die by the majority in that House. Mr. R. here 
ave way to 
Mr. STORER, who moved that the committee 
rise, but withdrew it at the request of 
Mr. CAMBRELENG, who remarked that he 
merely wished to make an appeal to the House. 
He was very much gratified yesterday, when the 
gentleman from Virginia [Mr. Roperrson] ob- 


tained the floor, and he listencd to him to-day, | 


and should listen to him to-morrow, with great 
pleasure. 
gestion. 


but the public business had suffered so much from 


the delay consequent on the discussion upon a ;; 
mere ordinary appropriation bill, that he hoped | 


the House would now sce the necessity of coming 
to some conclusion on them at once. For that 
reason, he intended to waive his own right to 
address the House on this bill, as it was designed 
upon the Army bill to bring in an extraordinar 

appropriation ofa million of dollars, which would, 
of itself, open the whole of these questions, and, 
he thought, present a more proper occasion to go 
into an enlarged field of debate upon the public 


expenditure, and the surplus revenue, than the ' 
He begged then . 


bill then under consideration. 
to inform the House that he was instructed that 
morning by the Committee of Ways and Means, 


n appointment to office. This was the | 


;a principle calculated to make | 
Iti 
was the devotion to aking. Mr. R. also referred ; 


| 


His object, then, was to make a sug- , 
There were many gentlemen, like him- 
self, who wished to be heard on the subject of : 
the surplus revenue and the public expenditure, | 


bring it into the House. 
condition of the Navy, which would, in a few 
davs, be without a dollar of money, he earnestly | 
and confidently appealed to gentlemen on all sides 
to waive, as he should do himself, all further dis- 


cussion. He pledged himself to bring forward 
the Army bill shortly, and to make a motion con- 
nected with it which would open the whole ques- 
tion. He, therefore, again appealed to gentlemen 
on all sides that, after the gentleman from Vir- 
ginia should conclude his remarks to-morrow, 
they would at once permit the question to be 
taken on the preposition of the gentleman from 
Tennessee, [Mr. BerL,] so that this ordin 
appropriation bill might be brought into the 
House, and passed in some form or other. 

Mr. STORER rose and remarked that he gave 
way for a hint, and not for a speech. He re- 
newed the motion that the committee rise. 


Mr. PEYTON wished to ask the gentleman a | Judge 
It was this: whether he was || 


single question. 
authorized by his “party ” to bring up another 
uestion that would open this whole debate? 
Mr. CAMBRELENG would only state that, 
on this occasion, he was acting as the organ of the 
Committce of Ways and Means, not of his party 
only, but of the gentleman's party also. 


Mr. PEYTON. I do not belong to your : 
party. 
Mr. CAMBRELENG added that it was the | 


unanimous wish of the members of the Commit- 
tee of Ways and Means. If the gentleman from 


delay the ordinary 
try, then there was no member of the gentleman’s 
party in the Committee of Ways and Means; for, 
thoug 
all of t 
opinion among them on this subject. 
Mr. THOMPSON, of South Caro 


i 
i 
{ 
j 
\ 


|; priations from this bill, it need not be longer de- 
| layed. He would recommend the gentleman to 
|! consent to their being stricken out, and he might 
introduce them in a separate bill. 

Mr. CAMBRELENG replied, that the items 
in question amounted altogether to no more than 
$300,000. 

The committee then rosc and reported. 

Mr. EVANS moved an adjournment. 


Mr. HANNEGAN asked for the yeas and | 


nays on the motion. He thought one speech 

should not take up more time than one day. 
The yeas and nays were ordered; when Mr. 

EVANS withdrew his motion to adjourn. 


li drawing his motion. 


For some time past the 


l. this was, that gentlemen in Committee of the 


|! Whole would go on with their speeches, until į 
' they became exhausted, and a motion would then ' 


be made that the committee rise, and therefore 
the House would adjourn. In consequence of 


© House four days, ona motion to strike a few 
' thousand dollars from the navy bill; a matter in- 
considerable in itself. 


bate, but which was really as important business 
as any other. 


Speaker’s table, on their thir 
was agreed to—ayes 83, noes 38. 
Mr. WISE moved that the House adjourn. 

Mr. HANNEGAN asked for the yeas and 


reading; which 


nays, which were ordered, and were—yeas 41, | 


nays 91. 
o the House refused to adjourn. 


House, and asked for the yeas and nays on the 
motion, which were not ordered. 


| 
i The motion was then negatived. 


' 
i 


Tennessee belonged to that party who wi-hed to 
appropriation bills of the coun- | 


h the members of that committee were not , 
he same party, there was no division of 
lina, would | 


suggest to the gentleman from New York, that, | officers and soldiers of the revolutionary army ; 
if he would withdraw the extraordinary appro- `' 


Mr. ADAMS thanked the gentleman for with- | 


| House had been in the habit of adjourning be- : 
tween three and four o’clock. The reason of | 


this practice, one gentleman had occupied the 


He hoped the House || 
would now take up and consider such business | 
on the Speaker’s table as would not occasion de- , 


Mr. STORER then moved to suspend the rule, ` 
for the purpose of considering bills upon the | 


April 6, 
BI 
The following bills were then read the third 
' time and passed: 
| A bill for the relief of Tobias Drum, 

A bill to renew the gold medal struck and pre- 
sented to Gencral Morgan, in honor of the battle 
of the Cowpens; 

A bill for the relief of Jacob F. Walter; 

A bill for the relief of Gaetano Carusi ; 

‘A bill from the Scnate for the relief of Henry 
B. Tyler, exccutor of Colonel Richard Smith, 
deceased ; : 

A bill for the relief of Robert McJimscy, sur- 
viving partner of Jackson and McJimsey ; 

A bill for the relief of Robert Dickey, of New 
York ; 


A bill for the relief of John Frazer & Co., of 


ary Charleston, South Carolina ; 


A bill for the relief of James Robertson, of 
South Carolina ; 

A bill for the relief of Thankful Randall ; 

A bill for the relief of Elizabeth Mays ; 

A bill for the relief of James Tucker and John 
A bill to authorize the President of the United 
Í States to cause to be issued to Albert G. Smith, 
| and others, patents for certain reservations of 
| land in Michigan Territory ; 
| A bill for the relief of Francis R. Theobald ; 
‘and 
| A bill for the relief of Penjamin F. Stone. 

On motion by Mr. LEWIS, the House then, 
ii at five o’clock, p. m., adjourned. 


IN SENATE. 
Wepnespay, April 6, 1836. 


Mr. EWING, of Ohio, presented several peti- 
`! tions on the subject of the location of the Cum- 
i berland road; which were referred to the Com- 
mittee on Roads and Canals. 

Mr. TOMLINSON, from the Committee on 
Pensions, reported a bill to amend the act supple- 
| mentary to the act for the relief of the surviving 


which was read and ordered to a second reading. 
Mr. PRENTISS, from the Committee on 

Public Lands, reported a bill authorizing the 

location of a section of land for a school in 

Mississippi; which was read and ordered to a 
second reading. 

, RESOLUTIONS. 


Mr. ROBINSON submitted the following reso- 
lution; which lies over one day: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of War be directed to cause 
to be made out and laid before the Senate, during the first 
two weeks of the next session of Congress, a statement of 
the cost, per mile, of that part of the Cumberland road 
west of the Ohio river which is contemplated ; also, a state- 
ment of the cost of making said road, per mile, in the States 
of Ohio, Indiana, and Hlinois, designating the cost per 
mile, in each State, of grading, bridging, and macadamiz- 

ing, and, if necessary for full information upon the subject, 
! to have further examination made as to the quality, quan- 
tity, and convenience of the materials for construction of 
said road. : 

The resolution of Mr. Henpricxs, directing 
an inquiry into the expediency of granting lands 
to the staff of the revolutionary army, came up; 
when Mr. Lixw submitted the following amend- 
ment: 

«And also into the expediency of embracing in the grant 
į the officers and soldiers who served as volunteers under 
Colonel George Rogers Clarke, at the capture of Kaskas- 
kias and Cahokia, and at the siege and capture of Vincen- 
nes; and also to the officers and soldicrs whoserved under 
the same commander in the campaigns against Chillicothe 
town and Piqua Plains.” 

The amendment was concurred in, and the res- 
olution, as amended, was adopted. 


TREATY WITH THE CHICKASAW INDIANS. 


On motion by Mr. WHITE, the bill providing 
for carrying into effect the treaty with the Chick- 
asaw tribe of Indians, was taken up and consid- 
ered as in Committee of the Whole; and ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading. 


BILLS PASSED. 

The bill to increase the salary of the principal 
clerk employed in the office of the Adjutant and 
Inspector General; and 

he bill for the relicf of Robert Abbott and 
the other heirs of James Abbott, deceased, were 
' severally read a third time and passed. 


i 
l 
{ 
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1836. 


COMMISSIONER OF LOANS. 
On motion by Mr. WRIGHT, the bill from the 


House to repeal so much of the act entitled “An 
act transferring the duties of Commissioners of 
Loans to the Bank of the United States, and 
abolishing the office of Commissioner of Loans, 
as requires the bank of the United States to per- 
form the duues of Commissioner of Loans for the 
several Statws, was carried through its several 
stages and passed. 
REDUCTION OF DUTIES. 


On motion by Mr. KNIGHT, the bill to repeal 
the dutics on certain articles, and to reduce those 
on others therein enumerated, was taken up and 
considered as in Committee of the Whole, and 
ordered to a third reading. 


BILLS ORDERED TO A THIRD READING. 


The following bills were severally read the 
second time, and consid’ red as in Committee of 
the Whole, and ordered to be engrossed fora third 
reading: 

The bill to authorize the issuing of letters patent 
to John Howard Ryan, a subject of the King of 
Great Britain; and 

The bill for the relief of Henry Wainwright, of 
Boston. 

INCFNOIARY PUBLICATIONS. 


The bill to prevent the circulation through the 
mails of incendiary publications, was taken up 
as the special order. 

Mr. CALHOUN briefly explained the provi- 
sions of the bill, and moved to fill up the first 
blank with $100, and the second blank with $1,000; 
which motion was agreed to. 

(These sums apply to the penalty imposed on 
the deputy postmasters for a violation ef the law, 
being a fine of not less than $100, and not more 
than $1,000.) 

Mr. DAVIS said this was a very important 
bill, and ought not to be acted on without some 
deliberation. He had hoped some gentleman 
would have been prepared to deliver his views at 
length upon it. As for himself, he was not now 
pre to speak on it. He would move to post- 
pone it for the present. 


Mr. GRUNDY observed that he had lately ` 
roved | 


turned his attention to the subject, and ap 
of the principles of the bill, though he did not 
think it altogether calculated to effect the objects 
it had in view. If the gentleman from South 
Carolina would consent to a postponement for 
two or three days, he should then repared to 
offer some amendments that he thought would be 
satisfactory to the gentleman, and would answer 
the purpose intended; his duties in the committee 
of which he was chairman preventing him from 
attending to the subject sooner. Mr. G., after 
farther consideration, and a suggestion from Mr. 
Cauocn, assented to the postponement till to- 
Morrow; and the bil was accordingly so post- 
poned. 

Mr. DAVIS did not know that he would or 
would not address the Senate on the subject, but 
if he did he should want it laid over longer than 
till to-morrow. 

On motion by Mr. DAVIS, the Senate took up 
the bill from the House to suspend the operation 
of the second proviso in the third section of the 
act making appropriations for the civil and diplo- 
matic expenses of the Government for the year 
1835; and the bill was, by unanimous consent, 
carried through its different stages, and passed. 


PENSION APPROPRIATIONS. 


On motion by Mr. WRIGHT, the Senate took 
up the bill making appropriations for the pay- 
ment of the revolutionary and other pensioners 
of the Government for the year 1836. The ques- 
tion being on the following amendment submitted 
by Mr. Bewron: 


Bec. —. And be it further enacted, That no 
lesa denominatien than twenty dollars shail Tk note fd 


offered in payment in any case whatsoever in which money | 


is to be paid by the United States or the Post Office Depart- 
ment; nor shail any bank note, of any other denomination 
be so offered, uniess the same shall be payable and paid on 
demand, in or silver coin, at the place where issued 
and which shall not be equivalent to specie at the place 
where offered, and convertible into gold or silver upon the 
tag at the will of the holder, and without delay or loss to 
im; 


Mr. NILES submitted the following amend- 
ment to the amendment: 


That hereafter no bank note of less denomination than : 


ten dollars, and that from and afer the 3d day of March, 


A.D. 1837, no bauk note of less denomination than twenty | 


dollars, shalt be offered in payment in any case whatsoever 
in which money is to be paid by the United States or the 
Post Office Department, nor shall any bank note of any 
denomination be so offered uniess the same shall be pay- 
able, and paid on demand, in gold or silver coin, at the place 
where issued, and which shall not be equivalent to specie 
atthe place where offered, and convertible into guld or 
silver upon the spot, at the will of the holder, and without 
delay or loss to him. 

Mr. NILES, after submitting his amendment, 
explained at some length the nature and effect of 
it. He said, in the present state of things, the 
amendment of the Senator from Missouri [Mr. 
Benton} might operate too adeny. and, in 
effect, produce a sort of panic; and he had offered 
his amendment with a view to give more time, 
and to effect the object more gradually. 

Mr. WHITE approved most highly of the 
objects of the bill, but thought, if there was any 
defect in it, it consisted in there being no penalty 
imposed on the officers or agents of the Govern- 
ment for disobeying the law. 

Mr. BENTON most cordially concurred with 
the Senator from Tennessee. He had turned over 
the subject in his own mind, and had not inserted 
a penalty in the bill, partly because he was un- 
willing to embarrass a measure which he had so 
much at heart, and party because he knew that 
the officers of the Army would be subject to the 
rules and articles of war if they disobeyed the 
injunctions of the bill, for its provisions would be 
sent to them with instructions from the War De- 
partment. But he was heartily willing,and would 
warmly and cordially concur in inserting the 
penr that the disobedience of the officer shall 

followed by a dismissa! from the service. He 

knew that great oppressions had been practiced 
by officers on laborers and others who could not 
help themselves. 
ment (said Mr. B.) lies in the last clause of the 
amendment—that 1s, in making our mark at $20, 
and which goes to cut off every bank note which 
is not payable in gold and silver upon the spot. 
This would be of incalculable benefit to the sol- 
. dier, who could not leave his post to get uncurrent 
paperexchanged. Gentlemen might say that this 
amendment was to carry gold and silver to the 
soldiers. He said, God grantthatit might. The 
largest payments to the Army were made in the 

West; and there were three paymasters there— 

Major Massias, Major Stewart, and Major Har- 

ney—who determined to carry nothing to the 

soldiers but gold and silver, and that equivalent 
to it; and they did carry it, and the beneficial 
effects were soon discovered. The largest sum 
that was carried was carried by Major Harney. 
He carried about $40,000, $10,000 of which was 
in gold; and he did it without any expense to the 
United States. All he had to do was to make a 
requisition on the next military post for baggage 
wagons and a guard: and he was informed by 
` that officer that there was a general rejoicing in 
the eamp when he arrived there with the money. 
There was but one rueful countenance to be seen, 


The main stress of the amend- | 


° 


Hendricks, Hill, Hubbard, King of Alabama, Leigh, Linn, 
McKean, Morris, Nicholas, Niles, Porter, Robinson, Rug- 
gles, Shepley, Tomlinson, Walker, White, and Wright—22. 

NAYS—Mesers. Black, Clay, Davis, Ewing of Ohio, 
Kent, King of Georgia, Knight, Mangum, Moore, Naudain, 
Prentiss, Robbins, and Switt—13. 

Mr. CLAY thought it worthy of serious con- 
sideration whether it would not be better to leave 
the matter as it now stood, as under the present 
laws the creditors of the Government were bound 
to take nothing but gold and silver in payment. 
It was worthy of consideration whether the pass- 
ing of this amendment would not be giving an 
implied sanction to the reception, by the officers 
of the Government, of bank notes of every de- 
scription. 

r. BENTON observed, that the subject of 
receiving and disbursing the revenues of the 
United States, had occupied the attention of all; 
it certainly had occupied his attention; and after 
spending years in thinking about it, he had come 
to the conclusion, that there was but one safe 

| course fur the United States to pursue, and that 
was, to return to gold and silver for the Treasury. 
Hc had been of that mind for years past; and 
had made a rough draft of a bill to accomplish 
that object; the only “meur was, to arrange 
the times so as to enable the Government to cut 
loose from bank paper without giving a shock to 
the community. Ít was a lamentable circum- 
stance that the Federal Government, while re- 
ceiving the depreciated currency of the States, 
was able, at the passage of the very first revenue 
law, and at the first session of its Legislature, to 
declare that gold and silver only should be re- 
ceived in payment, and that they were not now 
able to do it without producing a convulsion, so 
much had they become entangled in the paper 
system. Now, the little amendment which he 
had offered to the appropriation bill, was only 
the commencement of a system which he hoped 
to see carried out; and the rough bill he had 
drawn out was to take up and carry on the system 
thus commenced. While they were complaining 
of the States for the sanctioning the inordinate 
increase of banking capital, it was lamentable 


‘that this was owing to the fault of the Federal 


Government in receiving these notes to the extent 
they did, and paying them out to the public cred- 
itors. lt was te this means that a fictitious credit 
was given to them; it was by this means that 


_ they got the money of the United States to bank 


and that was of the sutler, who complained that | 


if that practice was continued he would be ruined; 
that formerly, when payments were made to the 
soldiers, they rushed to him in crowds with their 
bank notes; but that now they would keep the 
gold and silver, instead of spending it in drink 
and other superfluities. He believed that under 
this provision nothing but gold and silver would 
be carried to the outer military posts. If the 
Senator from Tennessee would suggest an amend- 
ment to suit his views, he would easily concur 
an it. 

Mr. WHITE spoke in favor of pensions being 


paid in specie, and that it was of more import- |, 


ance that their interests should be subserved in : 


That class of them who received their forty-eight 
. dollars were, of all things, most glad to receive 
: the specie. He was, on the whole, content with 
`; the amendment of the Senator from Connecticut, 
nı (Mr. Nines.] 
i| The question was here taken on Mr. Nives’s 
: amendment, and it was adopted—yeas 22, nays 
ii 13; as follows: 
i YEAS—Mesers. Benton, Brown, Calhoun, Grundy, 


. this matter than even the soldiers of the Army. | 


on; and it was by this means that a piece of 
worthless paper with a little lamp black on it, 
and made at Passamaquoddy, and called five 
dollars, was made to pass at Attakapas, because 
it was receivable in payment for the public lands. 
' He saw it announced in the New Orleans papers, 
: that a Mr. Armand had, in the Louisiana Legis- 
lature, proposed in bitter irony, that the ancient 
and renowned company of fox-hunters should be 
incorporated with banking privileges. He did it 
in bitter irony, as a reproach to the wild spirit of 
speculation, by which the evils of a paper cur- 
rency was so much extended. As a consequence 
of this expansion of the paper system, they were 
purchasing bread from Europe. The atarvelings 
of Europe were sending them bread; and it was 
because those who made this bank paper, did it 
with such facility, that they could give a bundle 
of it for a single loaf. He held that all this was 
the fault of the Federal Government, rather than 
of the States; for if they did not give this paper 
money the wings to fly on, by making it payable 


:, for the revenues, it would fall back on those who 


: issued it; and those charters, by which uncounted 
millions were circulated, and which encouraged 
: an extravagant and demoralizing system of gam- 
. bling in stocks, would soon cease, for the qaniiy 
` of bank capital in the United States was brought 
| back to the lawful operations of trade; he believed 
that four fifths of the stock now held would be 
surrendered as unprofitable. So far from giving 
sanction to the receipt of paper-money, his object 


|. was to cut loose from the whole of it. 


Mr. PORTER here submitted the following 


| amendment: 
t Provided, That nothing herein contained shall be con- 
strued to make anything but gold or silver a legal tender, by 


| any individual, or by the United States.” 


Mr. BENTON assented to the amendment, 
and said that the gentleman might make it as 
| strong as he pleased: 
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Mr. KING, of Alabama, presumed it was in- l! 
tended by gentlemen to follow up this amend- 
ment by a repeal of the law which forced on 
them the reception of the notes of the Bank of 
the United States in payment of the revenue. 
There was a bill pending (not before them, how- 
ever) for that purpose; and he did not know 
whether gentlemen were prepared to give it their 
support, if the bill did come up. He only made 
this suggestion to gentlemen, that they might 
sive their attention to the subject. 

Mr. EWING said there was nothing in this , 
bill to prevent the receiving of the notes of the: 
United States Bank. If there was a compactor 
obligation on the part of the Government, In pur- | 
suance of the charter, to receive them, it could |: 
not be violated. He understood it had been so 
construed by the Secretary of the Treasury, that , 
that Department was bound to receive them. He 
(Mr. E.) however, did not wish to be considered 
as giving any opinion on the aen, 

Mr. CLAY. The notes of the Bank of the 
United States were never a legal tender; the law ` 
only authorized them to be received in payment 
of debts due the Government. If any Senator had 
any of those notes, and wanted to get rid of them, 
he might hand them to him. He would be glad to 
give the notes of any of these small banks, oreven | 
specie, for them. | 

Mr. KNIGHT considered the amendment al- 
together uscless. There was no obligation in any 
one to receive anything but specie in payment 
from the Government; and he presumed that when 
notes less than ten dollars were paid to an indi- 
vidual, it was only for his convenience. If the in- 
dividual was id in notes over five dollars, he 
only had to turn round and ask the cashier to | 
change them for fives; and he could also, if paid 
in five dollar notes, get them changed for tens or 
twenties, by asking forthem. He considered the 
amendment altogether useless; but if the gentle- 
man would introduce a proposition requiring pay- 
ments to be made only in gold and silver, he should 
vote for it. 

Mr. BENTON said he should certainly do so; | 
but not fora single suggestion, and not at that 


time. 

Mr. CALHOUN doubted whether much, if 
any, good could come out of this proposition. He 
could see nothing in itthat could cure the wretched 
state of the currency. It would be better to draw 
the fifteen millions of Government money out of 
these deposite banks, and distribute it where it 
cold be usefully employed. They were using 
this money without paying anything for the use 
of it, and drawing from the Government some- | 
thing like two and a half millions of dollars profit. 
The Administration was responsible for that 
thoughtless, mischievous, and imprudent act of 
withdrawing the deposits from the United States 
Bank, and placing them in these pet banks; || 
notwithstanding they were told that, instead of |! 
stopping the evils of banking, these Hydras i 
would spring up like mushrooms. It was amaz- | 
ing to see the majority sitting quietly by without '' 
proposing a remedy to this evil, which was | 
making beggars of thousands, and enriching ` 
speculators. These pet banks had an agent by -; 
the name of Whitney, (Mr. C. did not know ` 
him,) who had a control over the pecuniary af- | 
fairs of the country, which no other man ever r 
had. He could raise or depress stocks at pleasure. | 
There was an awful responsibility resting on the |! 


f 


supporters of the Administration. The gulf into |; 


which they were rushing was before their eyes. | 


The dreadful explosion wascoming. The injury | 
to the manufactures would be immense. i 


the South. If the growing crop should be cut off, | 


no one could tell the state of things it would bring ‘: 


about. Money that had been won by blood, was 
ut into public lands, and drawn out to be put 

into pet banks. Withdraw them (the deposits) | 

from the banks, said he, and if you cannot return 


without interest. 


‘an annual tax of something like two millions of || 


dollars. He approved of the spirit in which this '| proposed schemes for the distri 


resolution was offered, but it would not meet the !! 
crisis. Let the Senate follow up this resolution i 
with measures that would make this money cease || 


; deposit banks pay something 


! tleman is correct. 


il 


j 
But he | 
thanked God, it would not be so great to those of | 


to be banking capital. The Senate would do 
him justice for predicting in 1834, that the state 
of things then would shake the country to its very 
center. He could not let the matter pass without 


warning the Senate and the country of the dan- ; 


gers that threatened the country. 

Mr. BENTON said that, emong the other papers 
in his possession, he had an amendment that he 
had prepared for the bill, to regulate the deposits 
of the public moneys. Would the Secretary be 
so good as to tell him how that bill stood on the 
Calendar? 

[The Secretary answered that the bill was only 
eight ahead. ] . 

Well, (continued Mr. B.,) we shall come to ıt 
pretty soon, and he was then for making these 
handsome for the 
use of the public money. He also had a provi- 


_ sion to prevent them from issuing notes less than 
‘ twenty dollars, and to make them pay in gold 


and silver, or that equivalent to it, so that the 


' holder of the bills should have a right to demand 


specic, and one half in gold on the spot. He 
should stake his political existence against suffer- 
ing the notes of any of these banks from becom- 
ing the currency of the country. We cannot 
(said Mr. B.) cut them off at once, but must come 
toa specie circulation gradually. He would state, 


i before he sat down, that his bill to supply the 


Mint with coin (proposed a few days ago) would 
take upa considerable portion of the revenue; for 
the Mint would require, as he had bcen informed 
by the director of that institution, a million of 


. dollars a month. 


Mr. CALHOUN rose to express his approba- 
tion of the measures the Senator from Missouri 
proposed to introduce, and said he would coéper- 
ate in any measure that would prevent that great- 
est of all calamities to any country, a ruined cur- 
rency, a state of things which gave the sagacious 
and cunning man the advantage over the honest 
laborer. 

Mr. NILES said that the Senator from South 
Carolina [Mr. CaLnoun] had delivered the speech 
we had just heard, or the substance of it, three or 
four times during the session, on different occa- 


_ sions. The surplus of the deposit banks appears 


to give the gentleman great anxiety and alarm. 
In addition to his apprehensions for the security 
of the public funds, which he has not now en- 
larged upon, he represents the surplus as an 
alarming evil by its tendency to enlarge the action 
of the deposit banks, and givea dangerous expan- 
sion to the whole paper system. So far the gen- 
Aside from all other weighty 
objections to an accruing surplus, if it shall ap- 


| pear that there is a surplus, this is, no doubt, an 
| evil of no small magnitude. The money now in 


the Treasury, however, cannot be regarded as a 
surplus; it has accumulated by the tardiness of 
our legislation, and the delay of the appropriation 
bill; it is much of it required for the public ex- 
penditures of the current year. The evil, there- 
fore, to a considerable extent, may be regarded as 
a temporary one. 


as of course must be the case, deposited in the 


banks, becomes a capital on which the banks . 


will make discounts, and enlarge their operations. 
This operates like sudden creation of additional 
bank capital to the amount of the permanent sur- 


pee and will enable the banks to increase their | 


loans to perhaps twice the amount of these depos- 
its. This state of things, in common with the 
improvident legislation of the States for the last 


two years, in creating bank capital to an unpre- | 


cedented amount,exceeding probably $50,000,000, 
has had a pernicious influence by giving a dan- 
gerous expansion to the whole paper system. 
The profits which the deposit banks derive from 
the public funds, although large, and what they 
ought not to receive, is the smallest part of the 


- evils of this state of things. Did I suppose there ` 
them to the people in any other way, loan them ;. 
The money of the United | 
States deposited in these irresponsible banks,was || 


was to be a permanent surplus, I should be as 
anxious to make some disposition of it as the 
Senator from South Carolina can be; and although 
I will not say that I would ede any of the 

ution of it, yet I 
would go as far as he who goes the furthest in 
support of any plan to get rid of it, founded in 
justice, and which shall not conflict with the 


But if there shall prove to be ' 
| asurplus beyond the appropriation, such surplus, 
whether of thirty millions or ten millions, being, | 


| Constitution. He did not, however, wish to see 
| it distributed among the States, but desired to sce 
‘| it returned to the people; or rather, that no more 
; moncy should be drawn into the Treasury than 
. what was required to meet the wants of the Gov- 
|i ernment. Let us stop the money from flowing 
l into the Treasury, and leave it to distribute itself 
among the people. This was the scheme of dis- 
tribution which he should prefer. But the Sen- 
ator represents the evils of this surplus as arising 
© from the public funds being withdrawn from ihe 
Bank of the United States and deposited in certain 
State banks. He could not understand how this 
had either caused the evil, or increased it. It was 
unaccountable to him how a given amount of 
| money deposited in one set of banks should have 
_ more influence to extend banking operations than 
if deposited in another sct of banks, The banks 
are all governed by the same principles, and act 
from the same motives. Their object is to make 
the greatest profit; and the public funds, let them 
be in what bank they may, will be used for this 
purpose. It is now claimed, that the public rev- 
enues, being in State banks, have occasioned an 
| alarming extension of banking operations and an 
| expansion of the paper system which threaten 
i gencral ruin. Would not these evils, so far as 
they do exist, have been the same if these funds 
| had been in the Bank of the United States and its 
j| branches? 
‘| He should like to have the explanation of this 
matter. It was to him as great a mystery as one 
of an opposite character two years ago. Then 
| it was claimed by the Senator and others that the 
| removal of the public funds from the bank of the 
i| United States to these same pet banks occasioned 
ii a money pressure and a panic. It was then said 
© that the public revenues, while deposited in the 
| United States Bank, were a fund in which that 
i bank extended accommodations to merchants and 
| othess; but that, being removed to State banks, 
i: they were not available for such purpose. The 
ublic could not be benefited y them in the State 
‘ banks; and this was gravely alleged as the cause 
‘| of the money pressure. Men of plain common 
|" sense could not then comprehend how it was that 
‘the removal of eight or ten millions of dollars 
from one to another sct of banks, allacting on the 
‘same principles, and using it as a capital, should 
create.a scarcity of money. This was a mystery 
two years ago; and now it seems we bave another 
mystery quite as great—the deposit of the public 
funds in State banks, or what the gentleman calls 
_ pet banks, producing an alarming expansion of 
|| the paper system, deranging the currency and 
| threatening a general explosion, when none of 
| these evils would exist had the same funds been 
|| deposited in the Bank of the United States. He 
|| had no partiality for the deposit banks nor any 
{| other banks; he wished them to be restricted and 
'! compelied to pay for the use of the public deposit; 
‘| they were now enjoying advantages which they 
ought not to enjoy; but he could not in silence 
hear it repeated again and again on this floor, that 
the evils arising from the present surplus, what- 
ver they may be, have been occasioned by the 
ublic revenues being deposited in the State banks, 
instead of the Bank of the United States, as that 
bank has greater power, is controlled by one will, 
and can act with more energy and effect. Had it 
retained the public funds, the present evils would 
- have been greatly increased. 
| Mr. CALHOUN, in reply to Mr. Nizss, said 
|, the gentleman had faisundersiood him. His ar- 
| gument was, that the removal of the deposits, and 
the breaking down of the Bank of the United 
States, had given rise to innumerable State banks; 
| and not that the surplus would not have accumu- 
l: Jated in the Bank of the United States; and that 
| the idea of limiting bank capital by removing the 
| deposits had turned out to be wholly fallacious. 
i But it was the security of the public money, to 
7 which he had alluded; for he would venture to 
a assert, that, ifan insurance was opened, they could 
`! not get the public money insured in the deposit 
ii banks, against loss, for a premium of twenty 
i| per cent. In the Bank of the United States 
|| the public money would have been safe, and, 
what was more, they would, as stockholders, be 
| drawing an interest of $400,000 for this money, 


| 


i which the deposit banks used without interest. 


There would have arisen another advantage from 
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leaving the public money in that bank. Had it |! the United States. Sir, (said Mr. 
it rem-ined there, there would have been no ob- was made some two years ago, on this floor, to 
jectionsas now, to the distribution of it among destroy the credit of the Pianters’ Bank of Mis- 
ine Siates, because the Government wasina state sissippi, Analarm was created abroad; the notes 
of hostiny to the bank. President Jackson had — of the bank were sent from all the distant cities 
twice recctamended this measure,and it was sur- for redemption in specie, and they were redeemed, 

S and the panic terminated; and, sir, is it desired 
to get up another panic, not merely in Mississippi, 
but throughout the Union? Isit intended once 
more to unhinge public confidence, to excite an- 
other alarm by asserting that twenty per cent. 
would not be taken as an insurance for the return 
of the public moneys from the deposit banks. Is 
it intended to create, by false alarms here, an- 
other scene of distress and embarrassment, and 
then to charge it upon the President? Is it for 
this, that inflated estimates of the alleged surplus 
are presented to the public, when, at the rising of 
Congress, when all the appropriation bills my, 
have passed, there may be no surplus at all? 
But these public moneys are not deposited in the 
United States Bank: they are not there to be used 
in prostrating the Admintsiration, and overthrow- 
ing the liberties of the people; and this seems to 
be the great grievance of which the gentleman 
from South Carolina so loudly complains. Sir, 
the sentiment of the American people, shaken by 
the portentous alarms, echoed and reéchoed from 
this Hall, did for a moment vibrate upon this sub- 
ject; but it is now fixed and immutable, that the 
public moneys had better be scattered to the four 
winds of heaven than to be used as a part of the 
artillery of the bank in its war upon the Govern- 
ment and people of the Union. Believing, then, 
that no useful object can be accomplished by these 
incessant assaults upon the deposit banks, I hope 
these attacks will cease, or, if renewed, it may in 
future have facts and specifications, instead of 
vague assertions and groundless insinuations. 

Mr. Porter’s amendment was then agreed to; 
and the bill was ordered to be engrossed for a 
third reading. 

HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 

The following bills from the House were sev- 
erally read twice and referred: 

A bill for the relief of Tobias Drum; 

A bill to renew the gold medal struck and pre- 
sented to General Morgan, in honor of the battle 
of the Cowpens; 

A bill for the relief of Jacob F. Walter; 

A bill for the relief of Gaetano Carusi; 

A bill from the Senate for the relief of Henry 
B. Tyler, executor of Colonel Richard Smith, 
deceased ; 

A bill for the relief of Robert McJimsey, sur- 
viving partner of Jackson and McJimsey; 

A bill for the relief of Robert Dickey, of New | 
York; l; 

A bill for the relief of John Frazer & Company, 
of Charleston, South Carolina. 

A bill for the relief of James Robertson, of 
South Carolina; 

A bill for the relief of Thankful Randall; 

A bill for the relief of Elizabeth Mays; 

A bill for the relief of James Tucker and John 
Judge: 

A bill to authorize the President of the United ` 
States to cause to be issued to Albert C. Smith, | 
and others, patents for certain reservations of || 
and in Michigan Territory; il 

A bill for the relief of Francis R. Theobald; | 
and 

A bill for the relief of Benjamin F. Stone. 


AMENDMENTS TO DEPOSIT BILL. 


Mr. WRIGHT submitted certain amendments | 
which he proposed to offer to the bill to regulate | 
the public deposits, and moved that they be | 
one for the information of the members of the | 


first recommenced the distribution, they highly 


were ail opposed to it, 

He saw a great difference in having the public 
money where it was safe, from having it where 
it was not sate. Banking capital had increased 
more than one hundred miilions, and he held the 
Administration responsible for it, as well as for 
all the evils with which they were threatened. 
He had predicted this state of things again and 
again, as a consequence of the measures of the 
Admuimsiration; but he had not been listened to, 
and they nad proposed no measures to remedy or 
prevent the evils acknowledged to exist. They 
came into power in 1330; they saw the public debt 
was about to be paid; they saw the tariff throw- 
ing millions into the Treasury, which it ought not 
to have coilected; and they recommended no 
measures to meet these emergencies. Instead of 
being employed in attending to these objects, they 
were employed in turning out one Cabinet and 
putting in another, and regulating social inter- 
course, declaring who they should visit and who 
they shouid not visit. He heid the Administra- 
tion responsible for the existing state of things 
in regard to the currency, and for converting the 
public lands, the property of the people, into 
useless paper. 

Mr. WALKER said, he had heard with much 
surprise the charge renewed by the gentleman 
from South Carolina, [Mr. Caruocy,] in relation 
to the deposit banks; or, as that gentleman desig- 
nates them, pet banks, the President’s banks. 
Mr. W. said, that if these banks are the pets of 
any man, or set of men, they were the pets of the 
United States Bank; for, Mr. W. believed, that 
nine tenths of these very misnamed pets had pe- 
titioned for, or favored the recharter of, the Bank 
of the United States. They were, (said Br. W.,) 
with few exceptions, all opposed to the President. 
The official documents from the Treasury Depart- 
ment, on which gentlemen of the Opposition 
have heretofore commented, exhibit the fact, that 
the Planters’ Bank of Mississippi held nearly 
three millions of the public moneys; and yet this 
enormous sum is permitted to remain in a bank 
whose president, whose cashier and directors, 
were the decided opponents of that gentleman 
whose cause, itis insinuated, the President desires 
to promote through the aid of the public moneys 
in the deposit banks. Should not this fact con- 
vince cvery impartial mind, that these charges 
against the President were utterly groundless? 
Sir, (said Mr. W.,)1 venture to athirm, that four 
fifths of the deposit banks are opposed to the 
President, and that a publication of the list of 
names of the stockholders, directors, and officers 
of these institutions, would prove the truth of this 
assertion. Sir, (said Mr. W.,) if banks, ay, 
even if deposit banks were to decide the politics 
of the day, hopeless indeed would be the cause of 
the President and his friends. But (said Mr. 
W.) the gentleman from South Carolina tells us 
that the public moneys are unsafe in the deposit 
banks; that no one would insure the return of 
these public moneys by these banks to the Gov- 
ernment at less than twenty per cent. 

Sir, (said Mr. W.,) if the gentleman will make 
the offer, he can, I have no doubt, obtain this 
insurance at less than one half per cent.; and, sir 
so far as my humble means would go, I would 
most cheerfully insure the prompt payment of all 
the public moneys by the Planters’ Bank of Mis- 
sigsippi at less than one twentieth of one percent. 
Sir, (said Mr. W.,) that bank is owned and con- 
trolled by political opponents; but I feel bound to 
say, that the institution is perfectly solvent, fully : 
able to meet, at any moment, any call the Treas- | 
ury may make upon it, and that it is, at this mo- 


enate; which motion was agreed to. 
On motion by Mr. BLACK, the Senate went | 
into the consideration of executive business; after : 
which it adjourned. 
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i Mr. CONNOR, on leave, presented a petition 
beep : mo- ‘from sundry citizens of Lincoln county, North | 
ment, infinitely safer than the Bank of the United || Carolina, in favor of an amendment of the Con- | 
States; that it has more specie or northern funds, | stitution in that part which provides for the mode || 
in proportion to its circulation, than the Bank of ' of electing a President and Vice President of the ' 


W..,) an effort l 


: 27 volumes Documents and Journal of th 


United States; which was committed to the Com- 

mittce of the Whole on the state of the Union, 

to which that subject had been referred. 
REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 

Mr. JARVIS, from the Committee on Naval 
Affairs, reported, with an amendment, the bill 
from the Senate, providing for deepening the bar 
and constructing adry dock at Pensacola; which 
was committed, 

Mr. GLASCOCK, from the Committee on the 
Militia, reported a bill to provide more effectually 
for the national defense, by organizing and arm- 
ing the militia, and providing for disciplining the 
same; which was read twice and committed. 

Mr. BOON, from the Committee on Public 
Lands, presented a communication from the Com- 
missioner of the General Land Office; which was 
ordered to be printed. 

Mr. SUTHERLAND, from the Committee on 
Commerce, reported a joint resolution to suspend 
so much of the third section of the act making 
appropriations for the civil and diplomatic ex- 
penses of the Government for the year 1835, as 
provides that the whole number of custom-house 
officers on the Ist January, 1834, shall not be in- 
creased until otherwise allowed by Congress. 

Some explanatory conversation took place 
between Messrs. SUTHERLAND, HARDIN, 
WHITTLESEY, LAWRENCE, GIDEON 
LEE, DENNY, and CAMBRELENG, when, 

On motion by Mr. SUTHERLAND, the joint 
resolution was amended by giving the proposi- 
tion the character of a bill, and also by limiting 
the suspension of the third section, as aforesaid, 
to the end of the present session of Congress. 

The bill was then ordered to be engrossed, and 
read the third time; subsequently., it was passed. 


BOOKS TO MEMBERS. 


Mr. BRIGGS moved to suspend the rules for 
the purpose of considering a resolution on the 
Speaker’s table, directing the Clerk of the House 
to furnish the new members of the Twenty-Fourth 
Congress with the same books which were fur- 
nished to the members of the Twenty-Third Con- 
gress; which was agreed to—ayes 112, noes not 
counted. 

The resolution being read, 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Tennessee, objected to the 
passage of the resolution, and felt it his duty to 
make a statement to the House of the expendi- 
tures which would arise upon the adoption of the 
resolution. He had examined into the subject, 
and caused a statement to be made, showing the 
books that would be printed and purchased under 
the resolution, and he found it would cause a re- 
print of eighty-four volumes, which would cost 
the sum of $35,041 16, and under it the Clerk of 
the House would purchase fifty-four. volumes, 
now in print, or preparing for the press, costing 
the sum of $63,938, making an aggregate ex- 
penditure of near $100,000; making over $1,000 
in books to each of the new members of the pres- 
ent Congress. 

Mr. J. read a catalogue of the books, and the 
cost as estimated by one of the Clerks of the 
House, as follows: 

InGeRsoxv’s resolution will cause a reprint of— 


Cost estimated. 

7 volumes Documents of the second session 
of the Twenty-Second Congress..... ...... 93,118 50 

4 Eliott’s Debates........00+- seers . 


sista ais 1,237 50 
2 volumes Manufacturing Documents. 891 00 


t 
. 12,475 10 


9 volumes Diplomatic Correspondence . 4,845 06 
9 volumes Journal, to 1815......-ss008 4,455 00 
l Land Laws...... sioneer ere sosseasosres eeso 693 00 
12 volumes Documents and Journals of the sec- 
ond session of the Twenty-Third Congress.. 5,346 00 
4 volumes Journals, to 1778....... sceccceseeese 1,980 00 
85 $35,041 16 
Works in Print. 
1 Documentary History of the United States 
Bank, at &4 50 each...... scvecveccececaccse B445 50 
9 Register of Debates, at 975 each ..ccesseseees 7,425 00 
1 Livingston’s Code, at $5 each......+ssee osos 495 00 
1 Commercial Regulations, at $5 each........ 495 00 
1 Peck’s Trial, at $5 each. A 495 00 
1 Cobb’s Manual, at $1 each. 5 390 00 
20 American State Papers, at $2 coves 22,512 60 


20 Documentary History of the United States, at 
BIV eCach.ececccccccccossesssvcccssceerse Oy 


963,938 10 


—— 
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of the books which would | 
cessarity be reprinted if the resolution was ' 
pope. Seré shally useless, and would never 
be read. He referred to the volumes of the doc- 
uments of the first session of last Congress, con- 
taining the panic memorials and the names of the 
memorialists, and also those containing the names 
of the pensioners. He thought the thousand dol- 
Jars could be as well—much better expended for 
the benefit of the new members in purchasing 
other books of a different character. Mr.J . regret- 
ted placing himself in a position in which he, 
might have the appearance of acting unkindly to : 
the new members of the present Congress. He © 
felt it his duty to resist such an application of 
the publication heretofore, as well as now; he 
had uniformly opposed all such propositions from 
the time he had the honor of a seat upon this 
floor; and he expected to do so. If Congress | 
should purchase and present books to the mem- 
bers of Congress, they should be returned to the 
Public Library upon the expiration of their re- |, 
spective terms, for the use of their successors. || 
he resolution secmed plausible in placing the | 
new members upon the same footing with the | 
members of the last Congress; it was apparent, ` 
however, that they could, with the same propri- ; 
ety, claim as many books as the members of the 
present Congress who had served fifteen or twen- 
ty years, and all our successors upon this floor | 
might with the same propricty make the same 
claim. He felt it his duty to make these state- : 
ments to the House, and he should ask the privi- 
lege of recording his vote in opposition. 
ir, INGERSOLL (who originally offered the 
resolution) said: I introduce this resolution, not ` 
so much from any impulses of my own, as in 
compliance with the wishes of others, who, like 
myself, are without the advantage of personal 
experience here. I do not now desire to urge it | 
beyond a point which may be considered per- 
fectly reasonable and just. The resolution, it 
will be perceived, merely adopts the 
which has been set by those members of the pres- i 
ent Congress who werc also members of the last. | 
All of them, I presume, have either supported the | 
measure by their votes, or availed themselves of I 


Mr. J. said many 


as he says, received the books, and he manifests _ 
the utility of them in the information which he || 
habitually communicates to the House. Those 
who are entirely without, the benefit derived from 
a participation in the past proceedings of Con- | 
gress, are obliged to recur to the volumes in |j 
uestion, in order that they may reach the in- |, 
ormation necessary to enable them to give a con- |, 
scientious vote upon almost any subject that oc- | 
curs. For myself, I acknowledge my obligations || 
to an honorable friend for the use of the books | 
which have been furnished to him under former | 
resolutions of a similar character. The State || 
papers, which are especially objected to, are of | 
peculiar value, and of constant use as a work of || 
reference. 
This resolution, however, is more important in 
a pablic than a private sense. Besides the im- | 
mediate communication of intelligence to mem- ' 
bers of Congress, it contemplates a broader dif- 
fusion of interesting knowledge throughout the |, 
nation and throughout the world. Every clement | 
of the present elevation of the country, in power |! 
and in happiness, is to be found in the works | 
which it is proposed to distribute. You cannot 
better serve the cause of universal freedom, and 
sound political wisdom, than by exhibiting every- 
where the measures which this nation has re-i 
sorted to, and adopted, in the course of its brief |: 
but comprehensive history. After the books have |: 
been used by the immediate representatives of the 
people, they will become the property of the peo- '' 
ple themselves. They will be cherished as the |; 
true, and, before long, the only evidence access- 
ible to every citizen, of the wisdom and the errors i 
of those who have gone before us. They will 
teach lessons of equal practical utility, whether 
they refléct a record of proceedings which are 
wise enough to be imitated, or erroncous enough 
to be avoided. 
The example of another Government is worthy 
of recollection. Your library has recently been 
enriched by a gift of the valuable and extensive 
publication of the almost bygone monuments of 


British history and British law. That politic and 
hiberal nation has endeavored to spread’ as widely 
as the empire of civilized man extends, the inform- 
ation contained in these costly volumes. Not 
only are the especial libraries of sister Govern- 
ments in possession of them, but the existence of 
them is perpetuated by finding them a place in 
the halls of all the celebrated seminaries of learn- 
ing throughout Christendom. It appears to me 
that we owe at least as much to our fathers and 
to ourselves. - 

Ata moment when the National Treasury is 
filed to repletion, what better use can be made 
of a comparative modicum of its surplus wealth 
than that which the resolution contemplates? Not 
an interest can suffer. Every one may be bene- 
fited. ‘The expense which is complained of is 
insignificant, whether it be compared with the 
good effects that are likely to be the consequence, 
or with the ordinary profusion which is mani- 
fested in the printing of public documents by the 
House. 5 

With respect to one of the works called for, it 
is not easy to understand upon what principle a 

reference is to be given to our more experienced 
Brethren over ourselves. Where publications 
have been made heretofore, and are now exhaust- 
cd by distribution, there may be plausibility in 
the argument which objects to a renewed ex- 

ense; but the ‘* Documentary History of the 
Dnited States’? is yet in embryo. Not a member 
has been furnished with it. When it shall have 
issued from the press, and comes fresh and new, 


| for the information of the people, with the whole 


expense which it calls for, yet to be incurred, I 
claim for the Representatives an equal right to 
partake of the benefits which it confers. 

Mr. REED was in favor of the resolution; but 


| if there were some works ordered by it which had i| 
lost their value, it might be difficult at present to | 


amend it so as to make it acceptable. To avoid 
this difficulty, and as he thought the subject 


ea i should be investigated elsewhere, he moved that 
t 


the resolution be referred to the Committee on 
the Library, so that they might examine and re- 
port in favor of only such works as were valuable. 


Mr. JUDSON hoped the gentleman from Mas- 
its fruits. “The gentleman from Tennessce has, |; sachusetts would vary his motion so as to refer 


the resolution to a select committec. 

Mr. SPEIGHT thought that gentlemen would 
not put the Government to the expense of furnish- 
ing some of those works. Without any disrespect 
to gentlemen, he would say, that he had a cop 
of some of the books proposed to be furnished, 
which he would present to any gentleman who 
would read them. He thought the better way 
would be to let the subject lie over till to-morrow, 


to afford time to examine the proposition; and | 


with that view he moved that the House pro- 
ceed to the orders of the day; which was agreed 
to. 
PUBLIC DEPOSITS—R. M. WHITNEY. 
Mr. WISE rose a 


proposed to offer the two last days. He had 


modified the resolution, and asked that it be read 


for information. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 

Whereas, since the custody of the public money has 
been under the entire control of the Treasury Department, 
the Secretary of the Treasury, by himself, or his agents, 
has selected certain tocal State banks as places of deposit, 


_ without regulation by law; and, whercas, there is great 


doubt about the ageney by which the said deposit banks 
are selected and regulated ; and, whereas, said agency is 


; alleged to be improper and corrupt, effected by some per- 


son or persons not officers of the Governuent, or appointed 


i or responsible as such, or Known in any manner to the 


lawes, and who are secretly paid large stipends or amounts 
of co 


the public deposits are thus procured, are in possession of 
the public money without charge or interest, or other charge 


: whatsoever for the use of the same, and the said person or 
| persons, their agent or agents, are alleged to be political | 
: partizans, wielding the public deposits for electioneering 


purposes, dangerous to the purity of the Government and 


: the liberties ef the people ; Therefore, 


Resolved, That a select committee be appointed, with 
power to send for persons and 
mode or agency of selecting the banks of deposit tor the 
public money; the contracts with the Treasury Department 
by which they are regulated; the manner in which and the 
persons by whom such contracts are made; into all corre- 
spondence whatsoever toughing gontracts for the public 
deposits ; into all connection ol felaGon, official or unoffi- 
cial, which exist or has existed between any person or 


ji 


gain to renew his request for `! 
. permission to offer the resolution which he had 


pensation for procuring the custody and the use of : 
the public deposits; and, whereas, the said banks, for whieh : 


papers, to inquire into the | 


persons and the Treasury Department, or between them and 
the deposit banks, or any other individuals or banks, touch- 
ing the custody, and the control, and deposit of the public 
money; and into the amount and mode of compensation 
of all persons whomisoever in any manner whatever con- 
nected with the Treasury Department or the deposit banks, 
having any agency whatever in negotiating between said 
Department and said banks, or any banks or individuals, 
touching the public deposits ; and thatsaid committee have 
leave to report by bill or otherwise. 

Mr. WISE assured the House that it was not 
his intention, nor the desire of those friends with 
whom he acted, so far as he knew, to discuss the 
resolution at that time. It contained no data 
which would elicit debate, and the preamble as- 
serted nothing which would call forth discussion. 

Mr. CAMBRELENG suggested to the gentle- 
man that the opposition to the introduction of the 
resolution did not arise from any disposition to 
stifle the proposed inquiry, but because it was 
believed that 1t would cause a iong and unprofit- 
able discussion. With the understanding that it 
would not be debated, he had no objection to the 
introduction of the resolution, and should vote 
for its adoption. 

Objection being made to the reception of the 

: resolution, 
| Mr. WISE moved a suspension of the rule, 
i and asked for the yeas and nays on the resolu- 
| tion; which were ordered—and were: 
| YEAS — Messrs. Chilton Allan, Heman Allen, Ashley, 
| Bailey, Barton, Beale, Bell, Bond, Bouldin, Boyd, Briggs, 
' Bunch, John Calhoon, William B. Calhoun, Cambreleng, 
‘: Campbell, Carter, John Chambers, Childs, Nathaniel H. 
Claiborne, John F. H. Claiborne, Clark, Corwin, Crane, 
‘| Deberry, Denny, Evans, Everett, Forester, French, Philo C. 
„į Fuller, Rice Garland, Glascock, Granger, Grantland, Gray- 
| gon, Grenneil, Griffin, Haley, Hiland Hall, Hard, Hardin, 
_ Harlan, Harper, Samuel S. Harrison, Albert G. Harrison, 
Hazeltine, Hoar, Hopkins, Howell, Ingersoll, William Jack- 
|! gon, Janes, Henry Johnson, John W. Jones, Kennon, Law- 
'' ler, Lawrence, Lay, Luke Lea, Lewis, ee 
Mc 


Lyon, Martin, Maury, McCarty, McComas, ennan, 
: Milligan, Owens, Patton, James A. Pearce, Pettigrew, Pey- 
:, ton, Reed, Rencher, Robertson, Russell, William B. Shep- 


:, ard, Augustine H. Shepperd, Shields, Slade, Sloane, Span- 
| gler, Standefer, Storer, Taliaferro, Waddy Thompson, 

Turner, Underwood, Vinton, White, Whittlesey, Lewis 
'; Williams, Sherrod Williams, and Wise—96. 

NAYS — Messrs. Adams, Anthony, Ash, Bean, Bockee, 
Boon, Bovee, Brown, Buchanan, Burns, Casey, Chaney, 
Chapin, Coffee, Connor, Craig, Cramer, Cushman, Dou- 
bleday, Dromgoole, Fairfield, Farlin, William K. Fuller, 
Galbraith, Gillet, Hamer, Hannegan, Hawes, Hawkins, 
Haynes, Henderson, Holsey, Hubley, Huntington, Hunts- 
man, Ingham, Jabez Jackson, Jarvis, Joseph Johnson, 

` Richard M. Johnson, Cave Johnson, Benjamin Jones, Jud- 
son, Kilgore, Kinnard, Klingensmith, Lane, Lansing, Gid- 
eon Lee, Joshua Lee, Thomas Lee, Leonard, Logan, Job 
Mann, William Mason, Moses Mason, May, McKeon, 
| McKim, McLene, Montgomery, Morgan, Page, Parker, 
| Parks, Patterson, Dutee J. Pearce, Franklin Pierce, Phelps, 
` John Reynolds, Joseph Reynolds, Roane, Rogers, Schenck, 
' Seymour, Sickles, Smith, Speight, Sutherland, Taylor, John 
Thomson, Toucey, Towns, Turrill, Vanderpoel, Ward, 
Wardwell, Webster, and Weeks—87, 
| So the House refused to suspend the rules— 
i two thirds being necessary. 
__ Mr. WISE rose to say, that he would recall 
| the notice heretofore given by him, and say that 
i he should not again offer the foregoing resolu- 
| tion, for the reason that he was now satisfied a 
majority of the House were not disposed to 
expose the abuses of the Government. 


THE PUBLIC LANDS. 


Mr. HANNEGAN asked the unanimous con- 
| sent of the House to permit him to offer a reso- 
‘i lution making the bill to graduate and reduce the 
: price of the public lands the special order of the 
day for the first Tuesday succeeding the final 
: disposition of the appropriation bills, and that 
the same be the standing order on each day at 
i one o’clock, Fridays and Saturdays excepted, 
_until the same be disposed of. 
‘| Objection being made, 
Mr. HANNEGAN moved to suspend the rules 
to enable him to offer the resolution; which was 
i negatived. 


| 


d 
t 
, 
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THE PUBLIC MONEY. 


Mr. PEYTON felt constrained reluctantly 
j: again to ask the consent of the House to offer 
i the following resolution. He did so in discharg~ 
i; Ing what he conceived an imperious duty. 

‘| Resolved, That the bill reported by the Committee of 
| | Ways and Means, entitled “ A bill regulating the deposit of 
f the money of the United States in certain local hanks,” 
| together with any amendments which may be offered to 
| the same, be made the special order of the day, and that it 
' have precedence over all other business of the House, from 
' the hour of one o’clock on the second Monday in May 
i Rext,and on each succeeding day, from the same hour, 


1836: + 


idaya. il the same. he : 
Fridays, aud Satnvdays epeepied, uptil the samo. ahali, Re | 

Mr. PATTON. suggested to the gentloman | 
from Tennessee to modify his resolution. by 
making the bill the special order for the day ; 
named, provided the appropriation bills should - 
he previously disposed of. th 
“Mr. PEYTON would like to accommodate a | 
ntleman from Virginia; but it was robable 
Re appropriation bills would be dispose of prior 


ło the day named in his resolution. If they were ' 


hat, the measure which he desired to bring up |. 


could be postponed to a more distant day. He 
declined to modify his proposition. =| eS 

““Qbjection being made to the reception of the 
Het PEYTON moved to suspend the rule, to | 
‘enable him to offer it, and asked for the ycas and 
Hays; which were ordered; and were— `, 

; / Allan, Heman Alten, Ashley, 


n 
ł 


i 


: i 
‘ on . Chilton i 
He ran Bond, Briggs, Bunch, William B. Calhoun, ;' 
Daimpbel, Carter, John Chambers, Childs, Nathaniel H. |) 
Claiborne, Clark, Corwin, Crane, Darlington, Deberry, 
Denny, Evans, Everett, Forester, French, Philo C. Fuller, 
Rice Garland, Granger, Grennell, Griffin, Hard, Hardin, | 
Harper, Samuel S. Harrison, Hazeltine, Hoar, Hopkins, 
Howell, Huntsman. William Jackson, Janes Jenifer, Henry 
Johrison, Lawler, La Luke Lea, Lewis, Lincoln, Lyon, 
Martin 
Pearce, Peyton, Reed, Rencher, Russell, William B. Shep- 
ard, Augustine H. shepperd, Shields, Sinde, Spangler, 
Standefer, Storer, Taliaferro, Waddy Thompson, Purner, ' 
Usderwood, Vinton, White, Whittiesey, Lewia Williams, 
and Wise-75. ..~ -. -> © Bi haar Ae 
NAYS — Messrs. Adams, Anthony, Ash, Barton, Beale, 
Bean, Bockee, Boon, Bovee, Boyd, Brown, Buchanan, ' 
‘Bums, Cambreleng, Casey, Chaney, Chapin, Jolin F. R. || 
Chaiborne, Coffee, Coles, Connor, Craig, Cranier, Cushing, 
Cushman, Doubleday, Dromgooie, Fairfield, Farlin, William 
K. Fuller, Galbraith, James Garland, Gillet, Glascock, ; 
“Grantiand, Hatey, Hiland Hall; Ifamer, Hanmegan, Albert 
G. Harrisen, Hawes, Hawkins, Haynes, Henderson, Holsey, 
Hubley, Huntington, {nguam, Jabez Jackson,Jarvis, Joseph 
Jolnson, Richard M, Johnson, Cave-Johnson, Benjamin 
Jones, John W. Jones, Jadson, Kennon, Kilgore, Kipnard, | 
‘Ktngensmith, Lane, Lansing, Lawrence, Gideon Lee, 
Joshua Lee, Thomas Lee, Leonard, Logan, Lucas. Job | 
Mann, Manning, William Mason, Moses Mason, May, | 
McKeon, McKin, McLene, Montgomery, Morgan, Owens, 
Page, Parker, Parks, Patterson, Patton, Dutee J. Pearce, . 
Branklin Pierce; Pheips, John Reynolds, Joseph Reynolds, |, 
Roane, Rogers, Schenck, Seymour, Sickles, Smith, Speight, 
Sutherland, Taylor, Thomas, John Thomson, Turrill, Van- 
derpoel Wagener, Ward, Wardwell, Webster, Weeks and 
Sherrod Williams—108. ant aa eee 
re Soe een ae as 
7 "Bo the rule was nof suspended. “O 2 
ee s PETITIONS, MEMORIALS, ETC. > ~ 
-Petitions were presented, on leave, by Messrs. 
MORGAN, EVANS, LAY, UNDE woop, 
MAY, SEVIER, and GARLAND, of Lonis- 
jana; and appropriately referred. Awl on, 
“REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 
`t Unfhvorable ‘reports upon various petitions 
were made by Messrs. WHITTLESEY and 
GRENNELL fromthe Committee on Claims. 
Mr. KINNARD, from the Committee on Rev- 
olutionary Claims, reported a bill for the relief | 
of the legal representatives of Major Tarlton ° 
Woodson; which was read twice and committed. 
“Mr. K., from the samé committee, reported the |; 


Atecs ome 


following resolution; which lies uver one day for , 
consideration: 7 0 0e 07 > : wt. 
~ Resolved, That the Secretary of War be directed to cause || 
to be selected from the Journals and acts of Congress, and | 
arrange in proper chronologicatorder, all resolves and gen- | 
eral laws of Congress relating to the pay, hali-pay, com- 
mutation, and bounty lands, promised to the officers and 
privates of the revolutionary army, witb refcrences to cases 
in which interest has becn allowed and paid on revolution- 
ary claims, together with a synopsis of the provisions made 
for funding the domestic revolutionary debts of the United 
States, and for the settlement and adjustinent of the ac- 
counts between the several States and the United States, 
embracing the periods when said accounts were setticd, 
and statements of the suing of inoncy credited to the States 
respectively ; the whole to form an abridged history of the 
legislative proceedings of Congress in relation thereto. 


` On motion by Mr. SHIELDS, it was 


Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads be instructed to inquire into the expediency of 
establishing a post route from Purdy, Tennessee, by Colonel 
John Reeves’s in the Chickasaw cession, to Pontotock, in 
the State of Missinsippi. ~. : : pra 


On motion by Mr. REYNOLDS, of Illinois, it 


~ Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads be instructed to inquire into the expediency of 
establishing the following post routes in the State of [ltinois, 
to wit: From Frankfort by Bainbridge’s store, to Joneaboro’; 
ftom Frankfort by Whiteside’s to Golconda; from Belle. 
ville to Pinckneyville; from Unity to Smithfield on the Mis- 
siesippi; from Akon to Carlinville, and from Carlyle to 
Greenville. ` i 


: so inquire i tothe expediency of paying the i 


l|: On.motion by Mr. RENCHER, it was 


ury, McCarty, McKennan, Milligan, James A, || 


‘naval service of the Unite 


' Clerk, whose misconduct was proved, was 


i| sinned against than sihning;’’ but his official con- 


|| declarations that had been 


Os motion by Mi, ARLAN Paak Eicon, 


JE WAR. o7; tad: Eror bas cen PIR alk 


3. Lawler against the Unite 


Resoleed, Thar the Committeé on Revefafionary' 
sions be instructed te inquire into the Sxpediamcy. of placing 


|! the name of Benjamin Cox, a reyolptionary soldies, on the 


Pension rol, |... ce ce GE 

`, On. motion by. Mr. HOPKINS, it was., iy 
paoired, Tu the Committee pe Peosianosary Claims 
instructed to inquire into the ex ency of paying to 
the heirs of Licutenant Timothy F A deceased. ta offi- 
cer of the Revolution, attached to the Virginis Continental 
line, fuli pay, with: interest;-far the services of the. said 
Timothy Feeley. aia ¢ Saitas if - 
J i 


Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Office anā 


Tow. 


: a bs ei iw dE YE 
“NAVAL APPROPRIATION BILL: ` y 


Onmotion by Mr. CAMBRELENG, the House, 


i! in farther .execution..of the special ender of the 
26th of January, resolved itself into a Committee 
|| of the Whole on the state of the Tnien, (Mr. 


Hamer i i ee and resumed the pare 
eration.of the bi ing approprissions. fox the 

A T Seres for the. year 
ouie d od Qe 
waa the 


4836... .. 


“ The question pending by Mr. 


' BELL, of Tennessee, to strike out appropriar 


tion of $67,000 for the improvement and neecs- 
sary -Tepairs of the navy-yard at Portsmouth, 
New Hampshire. : Mee We 
Mr.. ROBERTSON resumed his remarks, and 
commenced by adverting to.the non-action of the 


., House upon many import measures which had 


passed the Senate., He also: intoa ‘re- 


| view onthe proceedingą of both Houses last sese 
‘sion, onAhe 


ill for the reorganization of the Pogt 
Office department, and the developments elicited 
by. that investigation. . This inrestigetion 

been forced on the majority against their will, and 
though gross fraud and abuses were ynequivo- 
cally proved, yet the head. of the Department, 
(Major Barry,) was retained in office, and the 
rmit- 
ted to retire by resignation, instead of being diş- 
missed. With regard to: the character of the, late 
Postmaster General, he would do-him the justice 
to say, that he belicved him to be a man ‘‘ more 


duct proved him to be totally unqualified for his 


ij situation. ..He also dwelt- at some length upon 


the report of the investigating committee, and 


; read various extracts therefrom. 


. Mr. R. condemned the manner in which the 


ii public deposita were now distributed among fav- 


orite State banks, by which toe-elose a connec: 
tion was. kept up between the politieal and-the 
moneyed power. He put no confidence in the 
t forth about.a hard- 
money currency. He did not believe: in their 
sincerity; and as evidence of this he adduced 
the fact that no scheme or plan for carrying such 
a measure into effect had, as yet, emanated from 
the Secretary of the Treasury.. On the contrary, 
the plain and visible effect of all the measures of 
the Administration had been to cement still closer 
and perpetuate the dangerous union bétwcen the 
moneyed and the political power, thereby in- 
creasing and extending the amount of. Executive 
patronage. It was not necessary at this time to 
go into the deposit question, though he remarked 
that he never had, nor ever could, believe that 
the President had not, by ordering the removal 
of the deposits, transcended the constitational 
powers of his office. But the friends of the Pres- 
ident relied upon this very act as a defense of the 
present mode of keeping the money; for mince their 
removal, say they, the public money must ‘be 
deposited in the State banks, a concession that 
begged the question, for the argument would’ en- 
able the President to place them at the dis 
of the Albany Regency, or anywhere else. ~~ 
Mr. R. dwelt at length upon the illegality of the 


oThomas || texiproyading fore 


this country, both from the 


nbbof removing tha: pnbkie.danprite, boih pp ap 
assumption of power-on she: the Prosidang - 
and asa breach of-the section of the bank ehar- 
ir being placed. in that inaj- 
tution. | He.also maintained tbat the country was 
ia far pore danger from. the ypcontrolled. power 
assumed. by: she Executive over the publigmongy 
shan. anything the bank could eyer, dey suaga 
ae My, B. then adverted to the discusaiap gn. the 
Jogs.of the fortification. bill, of; last session, of 
whieh tha; proof was. incontrovertible, that shat 
Jpne, waa caused by the majority ef the Hougs, 
and not-by the Senate, Ip proaf of this, he rer 
ferred to tha votes recorded on the Journal, aad 
the declaration at that time by Mr. CAMBRELENG, 
that there, was no quorum, ‘This he dpigpaied 
8 a ft gratuitous as tion”? en the part of th 
fenieman, aad it:waa the signal under which the 
i -DU Wag, dost, 


| afterwarde,,though there wag an evidept quar 
‘inang about. the Hall. The minority did not do 
| sire the loss of that bill, and he was himself anx, 
| 1oug. that it should have ,passeg. , He referred tp 


' Post Roads inquire into the expediency of establishing a |’ the-fact of. the President having privately made 
i post route from Mocksville to Huntsville, in North Cakar 
lina. on nee i 


' known his. approbation of. the three, million. ap- 


- i| propriation to afew of his friends, without seng- 


| Ing that recommendation to Congress ia the ugual 
way... This offered another prost ofthe growing 

Beecntive inflyencepver membern of that Bons 

Mr, It. adyerted ta the dispute with Franca. ani 

congratulated, t sapniry at the result; fors:frop 

| tha manner in. which the.Florida campaiga,h 
been conducted, he had very littl confi i 

! the military akill of the heed of the War. 


ff bree major generals had been agnt ihorp 
paina «ft lee body of Indians than, the 
they commanded; a-large amount of meney. 
been already expended, and no ape could seg: the 
probable termination pf the content... With safe 
ence again. ġa the French question, he ceneur 
the.courac of the President, recommending m- 
prisals and, other: measures, the effect of w 
_ would have been ie idan the, crag biaen the 
two. counties, Ahe aucian Mae. 
telligencer; stating that the people of ‘be Waxed 
States would not sustain the recommendations ef. 
the ee me R. ANE wee thawed 
ta prody 9.efiect upon phe. Fropoh: ike 
or Government that had been ascribed 0, ie i ast 
‘cMr. GARLAND briefly explained... The atr 


' ticles in. tha National Intelligencer persisted in 
| the assertion that the message conveyed a menace, 
and that the French Government ought so ta opn- 


' sider it; and they also stated that ie peop of 
| the United States would, not sustain their own 


Executive in hig recommendations. He had aet 


said a word about the motives of the parties, Rut 
| had stated the fact as it was. ... 
| "Mr. ROBERTSON resumed, and proceeded to 


we oe De 


deacribe the rapid growth of execuuve power ia 
| acts and. pro 
of the party now in power, and the contrast they 
presented $o. the qcaduct and declarasiona af the 
epublican party in 1826.:~A strong proof of 
this was seen in the patronage of party presses 
throughout the country, and more. particularly 
one.at.the seat of Government, with an amount 
of, patronage, little, if at all, akort af en. eneual 
sum of ong hundred thousand dollars... In refer- 
ence to this subject he again read various passages 
from the report.of the retrenchment committe. 
That was the doctrine of the Republican party. of 
1826-’27, which had for ite object to curtail ex- 
ecutive. power; the now dominant party. were, an 
the contrary. doing all they could to extend it. 
In. connection with this Mr. R. reegrmd tothe 
astion of the last session, on a position by 
himself, to disconnect the office - 
with that of the editors of papers, and the report 
on the same. subject (made by Mr. Hauza) on a 
similar r proposition ata former session. He dwelt 
at length on the dangerous consequences resulting 
a er nA Hy ied mie aen a 
the public patronage s e political presa.: Mr. 
R. then sent to the Clerk ’stable, to be read te the 
House, General Jackson's letter to the Ber Mr. 
Gwin; and, after it had.been read, he commented 
upon it with great severity, as being an:clestion- 
eerng attempt in support of Mr, Van Buren, and 


in opposition to Judge White, He sleoadvexted — 


to the Baltimore convention, and other repent yy 
ceedings of the Administration party ailof which 


for there wagno quorum found - 


public printer ` 
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He Commented uporat lénsth,- As for the credit 
given to the Administration: for tad present prow- 
‘perity of the-doantry, hè would as’ foon ascribe 
Jo them thë shining of thé. eani- Nor had: they 
% more. to do ‘with paying: off: the blie debt 
“thir the eathier of a bank who paid a-cheok across 
the: counter, The pro :conditioh ‘ef the 
. country was owing to eirvumstanċes éver-which 
‘they had nö- control, ‘He again reourred-to the 
Increase of éxecutive patronagé over the presses 
‘throughow the’ country, over forty. millions-of 
spital, and‘an army of offiċers who drew their 
daily sabsisterice wt the will of the “Execufive; 
ent, after dwelling upon ‘thes’ points for some 
_ imè} cóftludeđ:at half-past threc o'clock, and: 
b- Mz. VANDERPOEL obtained the floor. Mr. 
V; said he had but few remarks to make then, and 
‘should ‘pass lightly over the materials he had pré- 
red.’ He remarked upon the extraordinary 
range this debate had taken upon a mere ordinary 
“annual appropriation bill. The first debate was 
“a very desultory one, on an amendment of Mr. 
Bert’ to strike-out half the ‘appropriation of 
$67,000; and, after it was supposed to have been 
nearly bro 
-from South Carolina [Mr. Tuompson] opened it 
‘nvain‘with a most elaborate and léarned speech. 
hen followed the gentleman from Tennessee 
[Mr. BtriL] again, who withdrew his amendment, 
abstituted another tò strike out the whole item, 
and favored the House with a speech of: four days 
$p lengths one day longer duration than the last 
French Revolution: Mr. V. proceeded to 


ny 
-to the remarks of Mr.- Bert seriatim, referring’ 


‘particularly to Mr. B.’s silence during the “panic 
‘session, when the President was daily denounced 
‘on that floor as a týrant and ‘ar! usurper, and ‘as 
trampling on the rights of ‘thé widow and orphan; 
and also replied’ to’ the’ charges btought by Mr. 
B. against the President and the Administration, 
for tolerating and Ynaintaining abuses óf execa- 
dive power. and influences ‘After dwelling tipon 
these points for some time, Mr, V. récurredto the 


subject of the surplus revenue; and advocated tHe: 


‘plan recommended by the Sétretaty ôf the Treas- 
Wry to extend the public defenses of: the countr¥; 
end after peecis for some time hë gave way tò 
& Mr. HOWARD; who'moved that 

the biH respecting discriminating duties 
Dutch and Belgian vessels, and ther arg 
which he believed would elicit no discussion 
-+ Mr. CAMBRELENG objected, andi! /0°": Fur 
te Mr. VANDERPOEL ptoteeded with the sub- 
Jott of the surplus tévedne, and viewell-at length 
the Various schemes proposed for its distribu- 
tiome. He: jthéh replet to'the chatge made by 
Mr. Tuomrsow, of South Carolina, of inequality 
of expenditure to the disadvantage df the South ;as 
well in fortifications as in‘other works, and quoted 
a series of tabular statements which proved the 
converse of that gentleman ® argument. -For for- 
tifications finished there had been expended tn 
the South 43,275,393, and'ír the North’ onty 
$797,541; and of thirteen new works now con- 
structing, six were in the North, and’ seven ‘in 
the South. ‘He denied that the appropridtions 
had been partial; and he expressed his regret that 
such an argument, so little in unison with the 
spirit that achieved our independence, and calca- 
lated only to excite coolness and distrust of the 
Federal Government in the South, should have 


been brought: forward on that floorY : Mr. V.. 


also entered into various ‘comparative statements 
having referenee likewise to expenditures in the 
West, and -in proof: that there had béen no” par- 
tiality or inequality. He referred to the expendi- 
`- tures -at Norfolk for-the defense of- the -western 
frontier, the many millions appropriated for the 
removal of the Indians, &e., which ón the other 
side might. be adduced as having bees expended 
for the exclusive benefit of those sections of the 
country. It had been urged that those treaties 
had brought a vast accumulation into the Treas- 
ury; but he (Mr. V.) read from a document from 
the Land Office’a statement that showed that we 
had alread: rc niet on that account, and. ex- 
clusive of the 
_ amount to some five or six millions, §68,000,000; 
while the sales from the public lands d, asyet, 
produced no more than 457,000,000. 144-8. 02 & 
». As soon as Mr. V. 


t to-a termination, the gentleman’ 
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+" MA STORER obtained the floor. - =: 
Mr. WISE rose, and moved that the commit- 


zee rise. oe 
“*Mr. STORER had no objection to proceeding 
to-night, or. to the question being en on the 
amendment by the committee at once, with the 
assurance thai he should have the opportunity of | 
addréssing the House to-morrow... mAN 
s- Mr, B suggested, if it were consistent . 
with the views of the chairman of the Committee | 
of Ways and Means, to give to-morrow to the | 
discuasion-of this bill. Mr. B. was not disposed |: 
to throw any difficulties in the way of its pas- || 
„and he did not think there would be arny |; 
further delay to its progress, as those gentlemen || 
who wished to speak on the topics that had been || 
discussed would have some other opportunity of | 
doing so. : mm yo IA all 
i; Mr., CAMBRELENG hoped the question |; 
‘would at once be taken on the amendment: i} 
Mr. WHITE, of Florida, appealed to Mr. | 
Bex to withdraw his amendment, to afford him | 
(Mr. W.) an opportunity of offering the one of || 
which he had given notice some weeks since, for S 
‘an appropriation for the harbor of Pensacola. 
Mr JENIFER (Mr. Srorer having given : 
way) renewed the motion that the committee 
risers oeo ooy s ; p 
:' Mr. BOON moved to amend the motion by ij 
adding the following words: “‘ and report the bi l 
to the House.” y g ae 
The' motion was lost—ayes 49, noes 77. Pee 


remarks of Mr. Hawes, of Monday last, on the : 


a commit: . 
tee lay asidé this bill for the présent; and take wp 


ote teh 
C8; í ^j , 


subject of the Kentucky resolutions, and entere 
into an elaborate defense of the military charag- | 
ter and conduct of General Harrison. 


- Mr. LEWIS moved that the committee rise. || 


+t Tellers being appointed, there appeared+-ayes . 
26, noes 86. _. : ` i 
b No quorum votin; 

ported that fact to 
Mr. WISE móved an adjournment. : 
Mr. GAMBRELENG asked for the. yeàs an 
wWays’on the motion, which were ordered, and 
Werese “Ves re hea ae 
b- YEAS =Meesrs. Adams, Chilton Allm, Heman Aflen, 
Well, Buach, Jobn Calhooa, William B. Calhoun, Camp- 
hell, Career, Dartington, Denny, Forester, James Gariand, 
Granger, Griffin, Harper, Ingersoll, Janes,Jenifer, 


, the committee rose and re- | 
e House. ` Se 


i| dition for the repair of a long boat. 


Mr. STORER then proceeded to reply to the | i 
a || fore, that he had better withdraw ït. > 


aury, Milligan, te 


April 6, 


half yard thick, as recommended by Commodore Dallas, 
$24,000.” E N 
Mr. W. said, that he did not propose, after 
the protracted debate that had already taken place 
on this bill, and especially at that late hour of the 
session, to occupy more than a few moments of 
the time of the House. He would only take 
occasion to remark, thatthe amendment submitted 
by him was conformable to the recommendation 
of the Navy Department, contained in a letter 
from the Secretary of.the Navy of the 12th of 
February, 1836. e would merely remark, that 
the navy-yard at Pensacola had been established 
now eleven years, and yet it was not in a fit con- 
Such was 
its situation, that the whole western country from 
the Alleghanies to the Gulf of Mexico, was in- 
terested in it, and it was admitted on all sides to 
be one of the most important points on the whole 
of our coast. He trusted, therefore, that, as the 
Treasury was overflowing with money, justice 
would be done to theirnavy-yard.".. > = ec ` 
Mr. WISE remarked that the Committee on 
Naval Affairs had. already amended a bill from 


: the Senate by proposing an additional appropri- 


ation of something like $200,000, embracing, he 
believed, the-very objects contemplated by the 


i| gentleman’s amendment, It was true, the sub- 


tect of the brick wall or inclosure had never. been 
Yefore the Committee on Naval Affairs; but for 


. other objects they had appropriated ‘more than 


the gentleman from Florida himself proposed; and 
if they amended this bill they would create con- 
fasion. He suggested to the gentleman, there- 
_ Mr. WHITE replied. He remarked that Con- 
| gress had made a provision, in 1827, forarailway 
for sloops of war; and in 1830 a plan was pre- 
ared; but, from’ that time to the present, nothing 
ad been done with the money; and the Secretary 
of the Navy had again recommended the same 
| appropriation which was contained in the appro- 
| priation bill of 1833. The’bill referred to by the 
ntleman from Virginia, and reported by the 
ommittee on Naval. Affairs, was for differett 
objects than his amendment.: It proposed the 
erection of a hydraulic dock to repair sloops of 
war; and he held in his hand a number of com- 
munications from skillful officers, who gave it us 
| their opinion that sucha work could not be com- 
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and nays. = i. o>. : . . 
: Tellers being appointed, 121 members were | 
ascertained to be within the bar, who, constituting 
a quorum, the House again went into committee. 
r. STORER resumed his remarks in reply | 
to Mr. Hawes, (on another subject,) and in de- 
fense' ofthe military character and services of : 
General Harrison. His remarks were altogther 
confined to this subject; and in the course of them 
he.referred to, and sent to the Clerk’s table to he | 
read, and read himself, a variety of extracts from | 
papers and documents published on the military 
career of General Harrison. =~ i 
Mr. 8. concluded his remarks at half past eight 
o’clock, p.m. : Been. : 
. The amendment of Mr. Bett, to strike out | 
,000 for the navy-yard at Portsmouth, New 
ampshire, was then negatived without a count. 


y We 


herokee treaty, &., which would ; 


had concluded; 3» #579" Hl -u Por wall or 


Mr. WHITE, of Florida, moved the following 
amendment: > - - PENRE D SS 


-41 Por wharves and their appendages at the navy-yard at 
Pensacola, as recommended by the Secretary of the Navy, 


' the Secretary 


pleted in less than three years. The commerce 
‚of the Gulf of Mexico did not fall short of an 


ee, | annual amount of $65,000,000; and this navy- 


i yard, about which so much had been said, had 


now, for ten years, existed only in name. He 


‘repeated that the items of his amendment were 
i not embraced in the other bill; and he hoped it 
' would be adopted by the committees. <e: 

Mr. WISE rose amid loud cries of ‘t tion.” 
| He remarked it was not often that. those who 


|| hallooed ‘¢ question ”’ loudest, understood it best; 


and he briefly explained the subject pending. 
! The A havin had the recommendation 
of the Secretary of the Navy for anappropriation 
of $64,000 for the improvement and necessary re- 
pairs of the navy-yard at Pensacola, came to the 


' resolution that it was by far too little, and the 
: voted $125,000 for the construction of a hydraulic 


dock or inclined plane, and also $75,000 for clear- 
ing out the harbor of Pensacola, making together 
$200,000, in addition to the 964,000 proposed by 
of the Navy. The gentleman from 
Florida asked for a still further appropriation of 
$150,000 besides all these; and the committee 
thought the $200,000 additinnal, sufficient, and 
as much as could be conveniently and judiciously 
expended during the present year. It would be 
time enough to vote more money another year, 
and he felt compelled to vote against the amend- 
ment. Te o AR stints 
Mr. WHITE again advocated his amendment, 
and quoted the report of Commodore Belnbrides 


. 


'| He was compelled to press it at this time, for he 


was apprehensive that the bill referred to by the 
gentleman from Virginia would not pasa this 
session. He entered into a brief description of 
the bay, and said that the bar was now twenty- 
one feet deep at low water, and twenty-four at 
high water, and that it was the only site for a 
naval station on the whole gulf frontier. 


icy ee eae aiT : ~ eds ce i 
r e RNN 
Pen sane 


powder 17,000. T 
brick three yards high, and a 


- Mr. JARVIS presumed it was not the gentle- 


' man’s intention to misrepresent, but it was never- 


1836. 


theless true t 
There had not been a cent struck out of the bill: 
on the contrary, the 864,000 recommended by the 
Secretary of the Navy had been put into it, and 
it was there stil, Besides this, there were ex- 
traordinary appropriations recommended by the 
Secretary of the Treasury, which were embraced 
ina different bill, The centeman had informed 
them that so little had been done at Pensacola, 
that even a long boat could not be repaired there. 
Now, (said Mr. J.,) there had been already 
expended on that navy-yard no less a sum than 
$550,000; and he might ask whether it was worth 
while to go on making still further appropriations 
without first ascertaining whether it could be 
judiciously expended. Jf it would take more 
than $550,000 to construct a place to repair a 
long boat, how much more would it take for one 
for a frigate? The gentleman from Florida had 
done his duty to his constituents, and he hoped 
the House would also do its duty by rejecting 
this amendment. 

Mr. PARKER thought the House competent 
to make an appropriation, if they thought fit, 
whether it exceeded the estimate of the Navy 
Department or not. 

Mr. WHITE, of Florida, replied to Mr. Jar- 
vis, by reading an extract from the letter of the 
Secretary of the Navy of the 12th of February, 
(before referred to;) and 

Mr. JARVIS rejoined by reading a continua- 
tion of the extract, in which it was stated that 
the sum of $15,000 for wharves and appendages 
had been set down without the necessary esti- 
mates. 

The amendment was then rejected, tellers being 
appointed—ayes 53, noes 68. i 

Mr. EVERETT then moved to reduce the item 
of $67,000 for the navy-yard at Portsmouth, New 
Hampshire, to $4,000, remarking that the latter 
sum would leave a sufficiency for the necessary 
repairs of that station. 

he amendment was rejected without a count. 

On motion by Mr. CAMBRELENG, the Com- 
mittee then rose and reported the bill and amend- 
ments tothe House; and, on motion by the same 
gentleman, 

The House adjourned at half past nine o’clock, 


p.m. 


IN SENATE. 
Tucrspay, -Ipril 7, 1836. 

Mr. KENT presented the memorial of Alex- 
ander Scott; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee oa Claims. 

Mr. ROBBINS presented the petition of Felice 
Pulezzi and others: which was referred to the 
Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. ROBINSON, from the Committce on Pub- 
lic Lands, to which the subject was referred, re- 
ported a bill to grant certain relinquished and un- 
appropriated lands to the State of Alabama, for 
the purpose of improving the navigation of the 
Tennessec, Coosa, Cahauba, and Black Warrior 
rivers; which was read, and ordered to a second 
reading. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN, from the same commit- 
tee, to which the subject had been referred by a 
resolution, reported a bill for laying out the towns 


hat he had done so most eeiiy, l! 
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noticed beautiful pictures presented in generali- : 
ties, but when they came down to matters in 
detail they were changed. Before a large edition 
was ordered, he would prefer a discussion upon 
the merits of the report. 

Mr. GRUNDY observed, that when the Sena- 
tor from South Carolina turned his attention more 
particularly to the subject, he would find that the 
committee had already considered and endeavored 
to obviate the objections he had raised. The pro- 
position originally was, that the Postmaster 
General should first make the contracts, but that 
was amended in the committee, on the suggestion 
of the gentleman from Ohio, by providing that 
the Postmaster General should in the first instance 
receive the proposals for the contracts and sub- 
mit them to Congress, who would enter into them, 
or not, as it thought proper; so that, so far from 
giving the Postmaster General additional power, 
the bill made it only his duty to receive the pro- 

osals and transmit them to Congress. If the 

enator from South Carolina would turn his 
attention to the subject, he thought he would 
give it his support. 

Mr. CALHOUN said, the reasons, so faras they | 
went, to appearance, were satisfactory. Some- 
times, however, plans that looked well in theory 
turned out differently in practice. Projects of in- 
tellectual improvement had shown it. 

Mr. EWING, of Ohio, said it was impossible , 
to foresee the effects of this measure. He had : 
suggested to the committee the difficulty of leav- 
ing it at the option of the Postmaster General, and ; 
it was stricken out. The bill did not pledge Con- 
gress to a compliance with any contract. The 
terms were to be laid before Congress, at whose 
option it was to accept or reject them. They 
could, if they thought proper, reject the first con- 
tract offered, if they found the plan was not 
likely to be a good one. He could see no diffi- 
culty at present. The advantages had been pre- 
sented in the report favorably, without any of 
the difficulties, for the committee had really seen 
none. 

Mr. GRUNDY remarked, that whatever num- 
ber of the document was ordered to be printed 
ought to be ordered shortly, on this account: This 


; was a business subject, and they wanted informa- 


tion on it from practical men; and by printing an 


‘extra number the report would be more widely 


. disseminated, and the information wanted would j 


of Fort Madison and Burlington, in the county of - 


Des Moines, in the State of Illinois, and the towns 
of Bellevue, Dubuque, and Peru, in the county 
of CUPE i Territory of Michigan; which was 
read, and ordered to a second reading. 

MAILS ON RAILROADS. 

Mr. GRUNDY, from the Committee on the 
Post Office and Post Roads, made a report in re- 
lation to contracting for the transportation of 
mails on railroads; which was read. 

Mr. EWING, of Ohio, observed that the re- 
port was a very important one, and ought to be 
widely disseminated. He would therefore move 
that an extra number of the report, say five thou- 
sand, be printed, together with the bill reported 
some days ago on the same subject. 


Mr. CALHOUN had great doubts whether the | i i ving 
principles of the report could be carried out. | morrow ask leave to introduce a bill changing the 
nless the power of the Postmaster General | 


should be most vigilantly guarded, it would be- ` 


come enormously increased. When the bill came 
up, he would codperate in guarding against the 


| carrying the mails. 
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more probably reach them. For these reasons, | 
he thought that whatever number of the document 
was to be printed ought to be printed at once. | 

Mr. KNIGHT had concurred with the report ' 
in committee, reserving to himself the privilege 
of voting for the measure or not, when it came 
before the Senate, according to the future lights 
that might be thrown on it. He was not certain, 
however, but that this was the commencement of 
a system of internal improvements, and that here- 
after railroad companies about to be formed might 
apply to Congress to make with them contracts 
for carrying the mails, and thus get the Govern- 
ment engaged in such a system. 

The printing of the extra number was then 
ordered. 


OTHER REPORTS. 

Mr. EWING, of Ohio, moved that the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands be discharged from the 
further consideration of the resolution of the 6th 
instant, directing an inquiry into the expediency 
of granting lands to the staff of the revolutionary 
army, and to the officersand soldiers who served 
in the Virginia State line under General George | 
Rogers Clark, and that the same be referred to 
the Committee on Revolutionary Claims; which 
motion was agreed to. 


Mr. EWING, from the Committee on Public i 


Lands, reported unfavorably on the bills from the 
House for the relief of Jonathan Boone, David 
Browning, and Tobias Drum; and also on the bill ; 


to prohibit the sale of the public lands except to |: 


actual settlers and in limited quantities. | 
Mr. GRUNDY gave notice that he would to- | 


time of the commencement of the contracts for 


Mr. CRITTENDEN, from the Committee on 


T 


' increase of the patronage of that officer. He had | 


Public Lands, reported without amendment the 
| bill from the House to extend the time limited for 
i the sale of the lands granted to the incorporated 

Kentucky Asylum for the education of the deaf 
and dumb; and, 

After some remarks from Messrs. KING, of 
Alabama, CRITTENDEN, and CLAY, the bill 
was ordered to a third reading, and then read the 
third time and passed. 


RESOLUTIONS. 


Mr. LINN submitted the following resolutions; 
which lie on the table one day: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Commerce be instructed 
to inquire into the expediency of making an appropriation 
to remove obstructions to the navigation of the Mississippi 
river above St. Louis and the Missouri river, to Fort Lea- 
venworth. 

Resolved, That the Committee on Roads and Canals be 
instructed to inquire into the expediency of making appro- 
priations fur the speedy completion of the road from Chi- 
cago to Green Bay, and of the road from Fort Crawford, via 
Fort Winnebago, to Green Bay. 


BILLS PASSED. 


The following bills were also read the third 
time and passed: 

The bill for the relief of Henry Wainright; 

The bill providing for carrying into effect the 
treaty with the Chickasaw Indians; 

The bill to repeal the duties on certain articles, 
and to reduce those on others therein enumer- 
ated; and 

The bill for the relicf of the revolutionary and 
other pensioners of the United States, and for 
other purposes. 


INCENDIARY PUBLICATIONS: ’ 


The Senate then took up as the special order, 
the bill to prohibit the circulation through the 
mails of incendiary publications. 

Mr. DAVIS said it had been very justly as- 
serted, that this was a measure of very great im- 

‘portance. The,gentleman from South Carolina 
Mr. Carnovun; had given them so to understand, 
and he (Mr. D.) viewed it so when he moved the 
postponement of it yesterday, in order to have 
further time for consideration. The design was 
to prohibit the circulation of those papers denom- 
inated as incendiary, by preventing their trans- 
mission through the mail. He read the first sec- 
tion of the bill, from which it appeared that the 
design was to prohibit any person from putting 
into any post office any paper touching the sub- 
ject of slavery of the character described in the 
ill. He viewed this measure as a fundamental 
change in the policy of this Government. It was 
putting the whole power of the Government into 
the hands of the State. 
They had a report from a select committee be- 
| fore them, of which he had expressed his disap- 
robation, and ulso of the bill when it was made. 
hile the report went on to show there was no 
power in Congress to exercise the authority in a 
direct form, or to pass any law containing the 
provisions of this act, yet 1t assumed the power 
to carry into effect the laws of the State. 

He objected to this measure on the ground of 
expediency. The design of the Post Otfice estab- 

| lishment was to facilitate the transmission of in- 
telligence throughout the country, to encourage 
. Intercourse, and foster a community of interest 
and feeling between the different portions of it. 
| These were the reasons that influenced the con- 
vention in granting these powers to establish post 
offices and post routes. Gentlemen in the slave- 

‘ holding portion of the country had met with dif- 
. ficulties, and were placed in hazard by the circu- 
lation of pictorial representations, and ask the 
` Government to suppress it; in doing which they 
ropose to create an inquisitorial power in this 
branéh of the Government. For he held that, if 

: a penalty was annexed, it made it the duty of the 


. deputy postmaster to inquire into the character of 

papers put into his office, and also of whatever 
| went out of it. He must examine the publica- 
| tions under the penalties put into the bill by the 
gentleman from South Carolina, [Mr. CaLuoun,] 
| ranging from one hundred to one thousand dol- 
lars, at the discretion of the court, as a criminal 
offense. It oon ea on a set of officers a judicial 
character so odious in its nature, that he appre- 
hended few would be found willing to take the 
| responsibility of accepting the office on such terms. 
It reached everything written, printed, or painted 


panied 


on paper, 


which touched the subject of slavery. 


Whoever exercised the office of deputy postmas- | fined to the slave-holding States. 
any great cxisting evil, which called for a rem- `: 


ter, with these peo hanging over his head, 
would naturally be vigilant indetecung papers that 
were prohibited, and ifany were found they would 
be rejected and thrown out of his office. What- 
ever his imagination connected with it must pass 
under the bar of his judgment. It would be claim- 
ing on the part of the Government a monopoly, 
an exclusive right either to send such papers as 
it pleased, or to deny the privilege of sending 
them through the mail, Once establish the pre- 
cedent, and where would it lead to? The Gov- 
ernment might take it into its head to inhibit the 
transmission of political, religious, or even moral 
or philosophical publication, in which it might 
faney there was something offensive, and under 
this reserved right contended for in this report it 
would be the duty of the Gavernment to carry it 
into effect. It would be an invasion of the liber- 
ties of the country, of the press, and virtually a 
denial of the right of trial by jury; for the person 
who deposits a paper in the post office is not 
present or inquired of when the deputy postmas- 
ter exercise the power over his rights. 

If an essay upon education reached the post 
office, and the postmaster should find out that it 
was not the policy to educate slaves, and that 
there was a law prohibiting it, its transmission 
must be prohibited. If, in a discussion of the 

reat principles of civil liberty, slavery might 
Iapa to be incidentally mentioned or touched, 
its transmission must, therefore, be prohibited. 
In short, there was scarcely any subject that 
could bè approached in which it might not, in the 
imagination of postmasters, be construed as re- 
lating to slavery. Whatever might be prohibited 
by any one State was, under this act, to be cn- 
forced. Different States might have different 
enactments; consequently, there would be an en- 
tire want of uniformity in the Jews on the sub- 
ject. à 

There were other rights and powers to be en- 
joyed, cqually important, with which the rights 

ere claimed ought not to come in conflict. Mr. 
D. spoke of the great difficulty in determining 
what were, and what were not, incendiary papers, 
and read an allegation, contained in a bill of in- 


dictment found by a grand jury in Alabama, | 


against Joseph G. Williams, of New York, in 
September, 1835, for publications in a newspaper, 
and who was demanded from the Exccutive of 
New York for trial under it. The charge was, 
that he feloniously, wickedly, and seditiousl 

caused to be published that ‘*‘ God commanded. 


all nature cried out, that human beings should not : 
be held in bondage.” Mr. D. introduced this to | 
show how far the doctrine went, which was very | 
What had been alleged in : 


important to know. 
that indictment would never have been thought 
of by any gentleman, not a resident of a slave- 
holding State, as criminal. Then where were the 
boundarics to show what was to be included, and 
what excluded, from transmission by mail? To 
admit the right to suppress carried with it the 
right to circulate or not at pleasure. Instead of 
doing it through its own power, the General Gov- 
ernment was to usc the power ofthe State. The 
report said the power did not belong to the Gene- 
fal Government to determine what was scandal- 
ous or libelous, or what was not, but that right 
belonged to the States. 

Mr. D. said, wherever there were powers re- 
posed in the Government there were correspond- 


ing duties, and spoke of the powers and dutics ` 


of the post office establishment. He denied the 


right of the Government to exercise a power in- | 


direcily which it could not exercise directly; and, 
if there was no direct power in the Constitution, 
he would like to know how thcy would get the 
power of the States, which wasa legislative power 
at most. 


portation of slaves from abroad. That act was 
meant to inhibit slavery, and was not applicable 
to the non-slaveholding States. In Massachu- 
‘getts there was no occasion for the assistance of 
this Government. Slaves could, by her laws, be 
made free the moment they placed their feet on 


He asked if the State of South Caro- 
lina could give a power to the General Govern- | 
ment not contained in the Constitution of the - 
United States? The act of 1803 had been quoted, | 
by which this Government prohibited the im- | 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


—__—April 7, 


| her shores. It was, therefore, intended to be con- 


If there was 


edy, the State Legislatures could make it penal 
to circulate these publications; and when that 
should be found inadequate it would be time 
enough to take measures to change the whole 
olicy of the Government. 

Mr. CALHOUN said that the Senator from 
Massachusetts had certainly raised a very im- 
portant point; and he could not do justice to his 
argument and to himself without previously ar- 
ranging the various points of it. The Senator, 
however, was mistaken in his view of the sub- 
ject. It was because the subject particularly be- 
longed to the States, and it was the duty of the 
General Government to aid and coéperate with 
them in carrying their laws into effect, that the 
bill was framed. He ventured to assert that, not 
only did this duty result from the relations be- 
tween the States and the Federal Government, 
but that it was an indispensable duty. The prin- 
ciple was not a new one; it had 

|; plied to a new case. 


‘| to prevent any erroneous impressions resulting 


from the remarks of the gentleman from Massa- 


chusetts. 
On motion by Mr. CALHOUN, the Senate 
then adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Tuourspay, April 7, 1836. 
Mr. WARDWELL, from the Committee on 
Revolutionary Pensions, reported a bill for the 


relicf of Robert Smith; which was read twice and 


committed. 


Mr. McKEON, from the Committee on Com- 
merce, reported a bill for the erection of a public 
store at the quarantine ground, Staten Island; 


which was read twice and committed. 


Mr. P. C. FULLER, from the Committee on ` 
Claims, reported a bill for the relief of James 
McMahon; which was read twice and committed. 

Mr. BOON, from the Committee onthe Public 
Lands, reported a bill for the relief of Benjamin 
Bennet and others; which was read twice, and 


ordered to be engrossed. 


joint resolution: 


Resolved, by the Senate and House of Representatives of 
the United States of America in Congress assembled, 


Missouri, the St. Francis, the Arkansas, and Red river, and 


may have upon the health and prosperity of the country. 
The resolution was read twice. 


Mr. WISE inquired of the gentleman from ` 
Missouri, whether the resolution proposed to 
survey all the inundated lands on the Mississippi į 


river and its tributaries ? 


Mr. HARRISON, of Missouri, remarked that : 
this subject had been before Congress for several | 

. years; and the Committee on Public Lands had | 
_ carefully examined the subject and had submitted + 


: along report in relation to the same, which he 
` Should move to have printed. The information 


it was believed that twenty millions of acres of 


and its tributarics, which were now either inun- 
; dated or covered with swamps, mightbe reclaimed. 


` The committee had, however, assumed that there || 
were Certainly ten millions of acres, thus situated `. 


per : 


which would, if reclaimed, sell for five dollars 
acre, and yield $50,000,000. The entire cost of 
reclaiming and surveying these lands would be 
from two to three millions of dollars. The sub- 


Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union 

and that the same be printed. : 
The motion was agreed to. 

|, Mr. GARLAND, of Louisiana, adverted to ihe 

| Importance of the subject, and moved to print five 

- thousand extra copies of the report. 


een applicd | 
more than once; but it was an old principle ap- 
He threw out these hints | 


Mr. HARRISON, of Missouri, from the Com- ` 
mittee on Public Lands, reported the following 


2 That 
the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, directed to be 
caused to be surveyed, by asuffictent number of competent 
engineers, the inundated lands on the Mississippi river, the 


that he report to Congress, as soon as the same is done, the |: 
practicability of reclaiming the same, and of removing the 
obstructions from said rivers; the best mode of doing the 
same ; the amount of money which it will costto accomplish | | 
it; the quantity, quality, and estimated vatue, of the lands `: 
that may be so reclaimed ; and the effects which such works ' 


in possession of the committee was imperfect; but 


, land of the best quality, on the Mississippi river ʻ 


ject was one of much importance, and he would | 
move to commit the resolution, and report to the | 


| The motion was received, when 

Mr. GARLAND moved to consider it at that 
time, (the rule requiring the motion to lie one 
day ;) which was objected to. 


PROCEEDS OF THE PUBLIC LANDS. 


Mr. GRENNELE asked the consent of the 
House to submit the following resolution: 


Resolved, That the Committee of Ways and Means be 
instructed to report a Dill fur the distribution, for a limited 
time, of the net proceeds of the sales of the public lands 
among the several States of the Union according to their 
respective Federal population, as ascertained by the last 
census of the United States, with such reservations of land 
or money in favor of the States of Ohio, Indiana, Illinois, 
Missouri, Louisiana, Mississippi, and Alabama, as may be 
just, equitable, and expedient. 


Mr. WILLIAMS, of Kentucky, suggested that 
the subject embraced in the resolution was alread 
before the House in a resolution submitted by 
himself. 

The CHAIR remarked, that the propositions 
were not identical in every particular. 

Objection being made to the reception of the 
resolution, 

Mr. GRENNELL moved to suspend the rules 
to enable him to offer it, and asked for the yeas 
‘and nays on the motion; which were ordered, and 

were—yeas 63, nays 108; as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Adams, Chiltort Allan, Heman Allen, 

i: Bailey, Bell, Bond, William B. Calhoun, Campbell, Carter, 
| John Chambers, Clark, Crane, Cushing, Deberry, Denny, 
| Evans, Everett, French, Philo C. Fuller, Granger, Graves, 
', Grenneil, Griffin, Hardin, Hard, Harper, Hazeltine, Hen- 
|! derson, Hoar, Howell, Ingersoll, Janes, Henry Jobnson, 
': Kinnard, Lawrence, Luke Lea, Lincoln, Job Mann, Mc- 
: Comas, McKennan, Mercer, Morris, Parker, Dutee J. 
, Pearce, James A. Pearce, Pettigrew, Reed, Rencher, Rip- 
ley, Russell, Augustine H. Shepperd, Spangler, Standefer, 
Taliaferro, Waddy Thompson, ‘Turner, Underwood, Vin- 

;, ton, Washington, Webster, White, Whittlesey, and Wise— 


NAYS—Messrs. Anthony, Ash, Barton, Beale, Bean, 
Bockee, Boon, Bouldin, Bovee, Boyd, Brown, Buchanan, 
Bunch, Burns, Cambreleng, Cascy, Chaney, Chapin, Na- 
thaniel H. Claiborne, John F.H. Claiborne, Coffee, Conner, 
Craig, Cramer, Cushman, Doubleday, Dromgoole, Dunlap, 
Effner, Fairfield, Farlin, Fry, William K. Fuller, Galbraith, 
Gillet, Glasscock, Grantland, Grayson, Haley, Joseph Hall, 

| Hamer, Hannegan, Samuel S. Harrison, Albert G. Harri- 

| son, Hawes, Haynes, Hopkins, Hubley, Huntington, Hunts- 
man, Ingham, Jabez Jackson, Jarvis, Joseph Johnson, 
Richard M. Johnson, Cave Johnson, John W. Jones, Ben- 
jamin Jones, Judson, Kennon, Kilgore, Klingensmith, 
Lane, Lawler, Gideon Lee, Thomas Lee, Leonard, Lewis, 
Logan, Lyon, Manning, Martin, Moses Mason, William 
Mason, Maury, May, McKeon, McKim, McLene, Mont- 
gomery, Morgan, Owens, Page, Parke, Patterson, Patton, 

lL Franklin Pierce, Phelps, John Reynolds, Joseph Reynolds, 
Roane, Robertson, Schenck, Seymour, Shiclds, Sickles, 
' Smith, Speight, Taylor, Thomas, John Thomson, Toucey, 
Turrill, Wagener, Ward, Wardwell, Weeks, and Sherrod 
Williams—108. 


So the House refused to suspend the rules. 
ORGANIZATION OF THE MILITIA. 
On motion by Mr. LINCOLN, it was 


Resolved, That three. thousand additional copies of the 

bill reported by the Committee on the Militia, entitled “A 

. bill to provide more effectually for the national defense, 

by organizing, arming, and establishing a uniform militia 

| throughout the United States, and to provide for the dis- 
cipline thereof,” be printed for the use of the House. 


i . NEW POST ROUTES. 


On motion by Mr. MASON, of New York, it 
, was 


Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads be directed to inquire into the expediency of 
establishing a mail route from Ethica, in Tompkins county 
and State of New York, through the towns of Green, Ox- 
:: ford, Mount Upton, in Chenango county ; Otsdewa, Gil- 
| bertsville and Oneonta, in the county of Otsego; West 
| Harpersfield, Stamford, Davenport, Center, and Davenport, 
`: in the county of Delaware, to Catskill, in the county ot 
Greene ; and that the committee further inquire into the 
propriety of discontinuing the mail route from Oxford to 
ii Cooperstown so far as Gilbertsville, twenty miles ; and from 
|; Oneonta to Gilbertsville, sixteen miles; and from West 
_, Harpersfield, to Oneonta, twenty miles. 


On motion by Mr. ANTHONY, it was 


| _ Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Otice and 
Post Roads be. directed to inquire into the expediency of 
i; establishing a post route from Taneyville, by Hiddleson’s, 
in Davidson township, Lycoming county, to Columbus, Lu- 
zerne county, Pennsylvania. 


PETITIONS, MEMORIALS, ETC. 
Petitions and memorials were presented, on 
| leave, by Messrs. TOUCEY and MERCER, and 
arene referred. , 

! r. McKIM presented certain joint resolutions 
‘of the Legislature of the State of Maryland; 
| which were referred to the Committee on Roads 


. and Canals. 


T 


ner 


TERRITORY OF WISCONSIN. 
On motion by Mr. PATTON, and by unani- 


mova consent, the House went inta Committee 
(Mr. Spricut in the chair) on the bill from the 
Senate to establish the territorial government of 
Wisconsin. 

Mr. MAY moditied his former amendments, 
so as to make the southern boundary of Wiscon- 
sin conform to the boundary heretofore estab- 
lished by Congress between Michigan and Hli- 
nois; which was agreed to. 

Mr. PARKER moved to strike out that part 
of the bill which granted to the Governor and 
Legislature of the Territory of Wisconsin ten 
thousand acres of land, for the purpose of defray- 
ing the expense of erecting public buildings, with 
a view to appropriating, in lieu thereof, a sum of 
money for the purpose stated. 

After ineffectual attempts to amend the section 
proposed to be stricken out, and a few remarks 
and suggestions by Messrs. PARKER, HUNTS- 
MAN, P. C. FULLER, SEVIER, VINTON, 
PATTON, BOND, JONES of Michigan, HAR- 
DIN, TURRILL, HAMER, and REED, the 
motion of Mr. Parker to strike out was agreed 
to, without a count. 

Mr. HAMER moved to fill the blank thus 
ereated with $30,000 for the purpose of erecting 

ublic buildings: which was negatived. 

Mr. GARLAND, of Louisiana, moved to fill 
the blank with $25,000; negatived. 

Mr. BROWN named $20,000, and Mr. GREN- 
NELL $15,000. The former sum was agreed to. 

The committee then rose, and reported the bill 
to the House as amended. 

On motion by Mr. JONES, of Michigan, the 
bill was made the special order of the day from 
l until 1 o’clock to-morrow. 

On motion by Mr. CAMBRELENG, the House 
proceeded to the consideration of the orders of 
the day. 


NAVAL SERVICE BILL. 


The House then took up the bill making appro- 
priations for the naval service of the United States 
for the vear 1836, reported from the Committee 
of the Whole with sundry amendments; which 
were severally concurred in. 

Mr. WHITE, of Florida, renewed the amend- 


ment offered by him in the Committee of the ` 


Whole, on the subject of the navy-yard at Pen- 
sacola; and, after a few words in its support, he 
asked for the yeas and nays thereon, which were 
ordered. 

Mr. CAMBRELENG opposed it on the ground 


HE CO 


1 


. that vessels having the greatest draught 
‘at all times. 


recommended this station, and that recommend- 
ation was backed by the Secretary of the Navy, 
yet the time had not yet arrived when gentlemen 
would vote for appropriations to put it ina fit 
condition. There were not lessthan ten or eleven 
States interested in it; and it was the only site on 
the whole Gulf frontier, the most dangerous of all 
our sea-board, where a naval station could be con- 
structed. It was also very remarkable that it was 
never introduced into the regular appropriation 
bills, but could only be reached in some supple- 
mental bill, which might be lost, or in a Senate 
bill, which might not be taken up. 

Mr. RIPLEY also supported the amendment, 
and gave a statement of the amount of commerce 
on the Gulf of Mexico, both domestic and for- 
eign, to show the importance of a naval station of 
the first grade being constructed and kept up 
there. 

Mr. GARLAND, of Louisiana, sent the fol- 
lowing letter from Commodore Dallas, to be read 
from the Clerk’s table: 


UNITED States Frigate CONSTELLATION, 
Penxsacota Bay, 16th February, 1836. 

Dear Sir: You ask my views as tothe necessity of a dry- 
dock at Pensacola, and flatter me by supposing that an 
opinion, expressed by me, would have weight in obtaining 
an appropriation for that object. You are well aware of the 
views Į entertain in relation to this position as a naval 
depot on the mostextensive seale. Pensacola is, in my opin- 
ion, the only point south of the capes of Virginia at which 
any attempts should be made to that end. Other points 
there certainly are, where our commerce and the Navy 
might find temporary relief froin the stress of weather, or 
from an enemy. Such positions no doubt could be found ; 
indeed are already known, viz: the Tortugas, for vessels 
of all classes, and Charleston, South Carolina, for sloops 
of war. 

That adry-dock ought to be constructed at this point is, 
and has been my opinion, ever since I first became ac- 
quainted with the harbor of Pensacola; but in connection 
with this necessary work to the rcfitment of vessels, the 
bar at the entrance must not be neglected. A very trifling 
expenditure of moncy, in comparison with the object to be 
obtained, would, in my opinion, £0 enlarge 

of water could pass 
I would also suggest that a hydraulic dock 
be constructed at once, for the repairs of frigates and sloops 
of war. This can be done and finished while the other 


| work is progressing. The materials for repairs are all at 
'; hand, and of the best kind; and when workmen shall be 


that it had not been referred to the regular stand- . 


ing committee, the Committee of Ways and 
Means, which was the ordinary course. 

Mr. SPEIGHT understood the gentleman from 
Virginia [Mr. Wise] to state last night that the 
substance of this amendment was reported in 
another bill now before the Committee of the 
Whole. 

Mr. WISE repeated, in substance, his expla- 


nation of last evening, that there was a bill em- ` 


bracing the same objects; not in the same words, 
“for building a wall,” but for constructing a 
hydraulic dock, which, of course, included a 
wall. They were not separate objects, but be- 
longed to each other. f 

Mr. SPEIGHT hoped, then, the gentleman 
from Florida would withdraw his amendment., 

Mr. JARVIS again explained that the items in 
the amendment had not been made up from act- 
ual surveys or statements, except one which 
came from a captain in the Navy. The necessary 
estimates had not been furnished to the Depart- 
ment, nor was there a recommendation for them 
from the Secretary of the Navy. The additional 
bill embraced all that was necessary for the pres- 
ent year. 

r. PARKER recited the provisions of the 
supplemental bill reported by the Committee on 
Naval Affairs for removing the bar at Pensacola, 
$75,000, and for constructing a hydraulic dock, 
or inclined plane, $125,000, objects entirely dif- 
ferent from those contemplated by the amend- 
ment of the gentleman from Florida. He also 
quoted the letter of the Secretary of the Navy of 
12th February last, and briefly supported the 
amendment on the ground that the works con- 
templated by it were as indispensable as those 


required, they will be found without difficulty, provided 
they be assured of constant employment. 
Yours, very sincerely, A.J. DAULAS. 


Mr. PEARCE, of Rhode Island, remarked, 
that the question was whether what was asked 
for was proper? The only valid objection that 
had been urged last night was, that no more money 
than was already appropriated could be expended 
at Pensacola; but if it could not be expended this 
year, it could the next. They should inquire 
whether the proposed works were required; and 
not only had no one urged an objection on that 


score, but the best practical evidence had been |, 
offered in their favor, by Commodore Dallas, by 


the board of naval commissioners, by a former 
Secretary of the Navy, and by the present. He 


was in favor of the amendment, and if the amount . 


appropriated should not be expended in one year, 
it could in two. 

Mr. REED was disposed, as was the commit- 
tee of which he was a member, to give as much 
as was necessary to Pensacola; he, himself, even 
to the amount of half a million; but he was 
opposed to appropriating more than could be ex- 


‘pended. Another objection was in the vagueness 


of the amendment for ‘‘ wharves and appendages;”’ 


_ nor could he see how $150,000 was to be laid out 


for wharves in one year. There was no necessity 
for acting upon it at this time, especially as the 


: Senate bill would come under consideration during 


' the 


| 


resent session. 

r. JUDSON was opposed to the construction 
of a hydraulic dock, for, by the operation of salt 
water upon timber in the South, it would be de- 
stroyed in two, or at most, in three years. This 
was a fact known to every merchant, and it would 
therefore be utterly useless. He preferred the 
propositions of the gentleman from Florida, and 
should vote for them, because he believed them 
reasonable, and because they were recommended 


and deepen it, | 


ment. 

Mr. REED considered a hydraulic dock worth 
more than ten wharves; and one of the au- 
thoritics referred to by the gentleman himself, 
(Commodore Dallas, )recommended its immediate 
construction. He could not assent to, nor be in- 
duced to act upon, the gentleman’s argument of 
reciprocity. He was gavem only by consider- 
ations of propriety whether the proposed works 
were expedient, and then, if the amount of moncy 

' proposed to be appropriated could be judiciously 
expended. 

Ir. CAMBRELENG hoped the House would 
at once come to adecision-upon the question, and 
that the amendment would not be prejudiced by 
the fact of its non-examination by the Committee 
of Ways and Means. 

Mr. HARPER was willing to give a liberal 
vote, but they were, he thought, to a certain ex- 
tent, groping in the dark, for there was still a 
difference of opinion existing as to whether the 
amendment was embraced in a separate bill or 
not. Moreover, nothing had been furnished the 
House to show the necessity of the proposcd 
works, or whether the large sum of $150,000 
could be well laid out or not. He should oppose 
the amendment now, whatever he might be dis- 
posed to do when the subject again came up, prior 
to which, he trusted some more information would 
be furnished. 

Mr. CUSHING advocated a liberal provision 
for Pensacola, and was in favor of the amend- 
ment. Whether the money could be expended 
or not, he was willing: that it should be appro- 
priated. When the bill from the Senate came 
up, it would be time enough to enter upon this 
subject of the expediency of constructing a hy- 
draulic dock. 

Mr. HARPER said, he found he had fallen 
. into an error, and that the other bill referred to 

did not embrace the objects of the amendment. 

Believing, then, that this money could be advan- 
, tageously expended, he should vote for the appro- 
| priation at the present time. 

Mr. HOWELL expressed his intention of 
voting against the amendment more with refer- 
ence to the time, than from any other objection 
to its expediency. He thought they had better 
defer it. 

Mr. JARVIS again made an explanation. The 
| Secretary of the Navy had recommended $64,000; 
| the committee inserted an additional $200,000; 

and if the amendment now proposed should be 
agreed to, they would appropriate to this one 
navy-yard just one half the amount appropriated 
for all the other navy-yards in the United States 
put together. He was willing to be as liberal as 
; any one towards Pensacola, even to the amount 
` of millions, if necessary, so that the money was 
judiciously expended, Bat he was confident the 
i; committee had done all that ought to be done. 
He was also opposed to that loose mode of legis- 
_ lation of putting riders upon bills, or inserting 
|i new laws in appropriation bills, and he still 
', trusted the amendment would be rejected. He 
| was confident that no more money than what had 
‘| been proposed by the committee could be ex- 
‘| pended at Pensacola during the current year, 
|: unless it was lavishly thrown away. 
| Mr.THOMPSON, of South Carolina, remarked 
' that the appropriations would be just as necessary 
|| whether the experiment of deepening the bar 
I succeeded or not, for our ships were not all sev- 
|! enty-fours. He would mention one fact, however, 
ii that was, perhaps, little, if at all known there, 
'i and it was this, that the bar at Pensacola was 
ij within one foot as deep as the bar at New York. 
i: He would go further, and state, on the very 
} highest authority of our Navy, that the Brandy- 
| wine goes in and out of the bar without striking, 
and that it was an extremely rare occurrence for 
a vessel ofa similar size to pass over the bar at 
New York without doing so. He maintained 
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osed to be appropriated, a 
little over two hundred thousand dollars, could 
be well expended at Pensacola; and he repeated 
his former assertion, that the average price of 
labor was one third less in the South than in the’ 
North. Labor could be procured on the spot to 
any amount, and half a million could well be ex- 
pended during the current year. He again re- 
curred to his former charge of inequality of ex- 

enditure, and said he was prepared to prove all 
fe had urged on that subject against all the spe- 

‘cious and voluble arguments that had been ad- 

vanced to the contrary. 

Mr. PEYTON called the attention of the 
House to the report of Captain Chace of the 
United States engineer corps, which stated the 
depth of water on the bar at Pensacola to be from 
twenty-three and a half to twenty-four feet, and 


that the money pro 


consequently that all ships of war, less than first | 


rates, could sailin and out. 
The question was then taken, and the amend- 
ment was agreed to—yeas 151, nays 26. 


YEAS—Messts. Adams, Chilton Alan, Heman Alien, 


Anthony, Ashley, Bailey, Barton, Beale, Bell, Bond, Boon, 
Bouldin, Bovec, Boyd, Buchanan, Bunch, Burns, John Cal- 
hoon, William B. Cathoun, Cainpbell, Carter, Casey, George 
Chambers, Chapin, John F. H. Claiborne, Cleveland, 
Coffee, Connor, Corwin, Cramer, Crane, Cushing, Cush- 
man, Denny, Doubicday, Dunlap, Evans, Fairficld, Farlin, 
Forester, French, Philo C. Fuller, Wiliam K. Futier, Gal- 
braith, James Garland, Rice Garland, Gillet, Granger, 
Grayson, Grennell, Griffin, Haley, Joseph Hall, Hamer, 
Hannegan, Harper, Samuel S. Harrison, Albert G. Harrison, 
Hawkins, Haynes, Hazeltine, Henderson, Hoar, Holsey, 


Hopkins, Howard, Huntington, Huntsman, Ingersoll, Ing- 


bam, William Jackson, Jabez Jackson, Janes, Jenifer, 
Joseph Johnson, Richard M. Johnson, Henry Johnson, 
John W. Jones, Judson, Kennon, Kilgore, Kinnard, Klin- 
gensmith, Lane, Lawler, Lawrence, Lay, Joshua_Lee, 
Thomas Lee, Luke Lea, Leonard, Lewis, Lincoln, Love, 
Lucas, Lyon, Job Mann, Martin, William Mason, Moses 
Mason, Maury, May, McCarty, McComas, McKennan, 
McKim, Mercer, Milligan, Montgomery, Morgan, Morris, 
Page, Parker, Patterson, Patton, Franklin Pierce, Dutee J. 
Pearce, James A. Pearce, Pettigrew, Peyton, Phelps, 


Pinckney, Rencher, Jolin Reynolds, Ripley, Roane, Robert- ' 


son, Augustine H. Shepperd, Shields, Sickles, Sloane, 
Smith, Spangler, Speight, Standefer, Storer, Taliaferro, Tay- 
tor, Thomas, Jolin Thomson, Waddy Thompson, Toucey, 
Towns, Underwood, Vanderpoel, Ward, Washington, 
Weeks, White, Whittlesey, and Sherrod Williams—151. 
NAYVS—Messrs. Ash, Bean, Dromgoole, Ener, Fry, 
Gtascock, Grantland, Hiland Hall, Hardin, Hawes, Howell, 
Hubley, Jarvis, Cave Johnson, Benjamin Jones, Logan, 


Loyall, Manning, John Y. Mason, McLenc, Owens, Parks, |: 


Rogers, Seymour, Turner, and Wise—%6. 


Mr. PINCKNEY inquired if it would be in | 


order at that time to move, as an amendment to 
this bill, the bill now before the House for the 
establishment of a navy-yard at Charleston, South 
Carolina? 

The CHAIR replied that it would not. 

Mr. LANE rose, and remarked that, inasmuch 


as five or six weeks had been spentin Committee |: 


of the Whole on the motion of the gentleman 


from Tennessee, [Mr. Bext,] to amend this bill, | 
and as he had been waiting to hear the gentle- |; 


man’s amendment renewed in the House, he 


would himself renew it, in order to test the sense | 
of the House: He therefore moved to strike out | 


the appropriation, ‘‘ for improvement and neces- 


sary repairs of the navy-yard at Portsmouth, || 
ampshire, $67,000,” and asked for the | 


New 
yeas and nays; which were ordered. 

Mr. EVERETT was opposed to striking out 
the whole appropriation, though he was in favor 
of its being amended in the way he had proposed 
last night. 

Mr. BELL said, if he had had the estimates 
before him when he first made his motion, he 
should have confined his amendment to all but 
what was appropriated for the repair of works 
already erected. 

The question was then taken; and the amend- 
ment was rejected—yeas 6, nays 160; as follows: 

YEAS— Messrs. Chilton Allan, Graves, Hardin, Luke 
Lea, James A. Pearce, and Wise—6. 

NAYS — Messrs. Adams, Heman Allen, Anthony, Ash, 
Ashley, Bailey, Barton, Bean, Bond, Boon, Bouldin, 
Bovee, Boyd, Buchanan, Burns, John Calhoon, William 
B. Calhoun, Cambreleng, Casey, Chapin, John F. H. Clai- 


borne,Cieveiand,. Coffee, Connor, Cramer, Crane, Cushing, : 


Cushman, Darlington, Denny, Doubleday, Dromgoole, Dun- 
lap, Evans, Everett, Fairfield, Farlin, Forester, French, 
Fry, Philo ©. Fuller, William K. Fuller, Galbraith, James 
Garland, Rice Garland, Gillet, Glaseock, Granger, Grant- 
land, Grayson, Grennell, Griffin, Haley, Joseph Hall, 
Hamer, Hannegan, Harper, Samuel S. Harrison, Albert G. 
Harrison, Hawes, Hawkins, Haynes, Hazeltine, Henderson, 
Hoar, Holsey, Hopkins, Howard, Howell, Hubley, Hun- 
tington, Huntsman, Ingersoll, Ingham, William Jackson, 


H 


Jabez Jackson, Janes, Jarvis, Jenifer, Joseph Johnson, 


i| Richard M. Johnson, Cave Johnson, John W. Jones, Ben- 
| jamin Jones, Judson, Kennon, Kilgore, Kinnard, Klingen 


smith, Lane, Lawler, Lawrence, Thomas Lee, Leonard, 
Lewis, Lincoln, Logan, Love, Loyall, Lyon, Job Mann, 
Manning, Martin, Joun Y. Mason, William Mason, Moses 
Mason, Maury, May, MeUarty, McComas, McKennan, 
McKim, MeLene, Mereer, Milligan, Montgomery, Moore, 
Morgan, Morris, Owens, Page, Parker, Parks, Patterson, 
Patton, Dutee J. Pearce, Franklin Pierce, Pettigrew, Pey- 
ton, Phelps, Pinckney, Reneher, John Reynolds, Joseph 
Reynolds, Ripley, Roane, Robertson, Russell, Seymour, 
Augustine H. Shepperd, Shields, Sickles, Sloane, Smith, 
Spangler, Speight, Standefer, Storer, Sutherland, Taliaferro, 
Taylor, Thomas, John Thomson, ‘l'oucey, Towns, Turner, 
Turrill, Underwood, Vanderpocl, Wagener, Ward, Wash- 
ington, Weeks, White, Whittlesey, and Sherrod Williams 
—166. 

Mr. EVERETT then renewed the amendment 
made by him in Committee of the Whole, to 
reduce the appropriation for the navy-yard at 
Portsmouth, New Hampshire, from $67,000 to 
$4,000. Mr. E. said it was evident that this item 
! was an administration measure; and, in proof of 
this, he referred to an article which appeared 
' some time ago in the Globe, on the Democracy 


` opposition to this appropriation was a conse- 

| quence growing out of the opposition of the citi- 
zens of Portsmouth to the Bank of the United 
States, &e. 

Mr. BOON wished to know whether the mem- 
ber from Vermont meant to say that he (Mr. B.) 
was at all influenced in his vote by that publica- 
tion? 


spoken only of the intention ef the publication. 


Mr. BELL then entered into an explanation of ʻi 


the reasons that had induced him to make the 

` motion; and stated that it was his intention, both 

' originally and now, to have made the very mo- 

» tion just made by the gentleman from Vermont. 
It was truly the motion he desired to make at 
first, but he was not then in possession of the 
estimates. After some few further remarks, Mr. 
B. asked for the yeas and nays on the amend- 
ment; which were ordered. 

Mr. CUSHMAN entered into a brief review of 
|| the advantages of the naval station at Portsmouth, 
!! both for its natural advantages as a harbor—being 
|| open atall seasons of the year—and for the cheap- 
© ness with which ships could be built there, being, 
|:on an average, twenty per cent. less than at 
Boston. 


the course of the gentleman from Tennessee in 
‘making a motion that had occupied the attention 
‘| of the House for several weeks, and addressing 
| the House upon it himself for four days in suc- 
| cession, and then retaining his seat when the vote 
was taken, and refusing to answer to his name. 

Mr. BELL said a few words in reply. 

Mr. BOON inquired of the Chair whether it 
would be in order then to answer the arguments 
;, of gentlemen made in Committee of the Whole? 

he CHAIR said it would not. 

Mr. BOON said, if it had, he wanted to make 
| something of a party specch himself. 

The question was then taken on the amend- 
ment; and it was rejected—yeas 45, nays 130; as 
follows: 


! YEAS—Messrs. Chilton Allan, Heman Allen, Ashley, 
i! Bell, Bond, Boon, Boyd, Bunch, John Calhoon, Campbell, 
: Carter, Nathaniel H. Claiborne, Clark, Corwin, Deberry, 
1: Everett, Forester, P. C. Fuller, Granger, Graves, Grayson, 
|| Griffin, Hiland Hall, Hardin, Hawes, Howell, Lawler, 
il Luke Lea, Lewis, Love, Maury, McCarty, McKennan, 
:; Mercer, Rencher, Robertson, Russell, Augustine H. Shep- 
i! perd Sloane, Standefer, Taliaferro, Underwood, Vinton, 


| 
li and Wise—-44. 

| _ NAYS—Messrs. Adams, Anthony, Ash, Bailey, Barton, 
| Beale, Bean, Bouldin, Bovee, Buchanan, Burns, William 
|! B. Calhoun, Cambreleng, Casey, Chapin, John F. H. Clai- 
|! borne, Cleveland, Coffee, Connor, Craig, Cramer, Cushing, 
|; Cushman, Darlington, Denny, Doubieday, Dromgoole, 
I Evans, Fairfield, Fartin, French, Fry, William K. Fuller, 
|| Galbraith, James Garland, Rice Garland, Gillet, Glascock, 
i| Grantland, Grennell, Haley, Joseph Hall, Hamer, Hanne- 
i: gan, Harper, Albert G. Harrison, Hawkins, Haynes, Hazel- 
_ tine, Hoar, Hopkins, Howard, Hubley, Huntington, Hunts- 
l: man, Ingersoll, Ingham, William Jackson, Jabez Jackson, 

Janes, Jarvis, Jenifer, Joseph Johnson, Richard M. Johnson, 

ii Cave Johnson, John W. Jones, Benjamin Jones, Judson, 
i! Kennon, Kilgore, Kinnard, Ktingensmith, Lane, Lawrence, 
`: Thomas Lee, Leonard, Lincoln, Logan, Loyall, Lyon, 
:! Job Mann, Manning, Martin, John Y. Mason, William 
|| Mason, Moses Mason, May, McComas, McKim, Milligan, 


Montgomery, Moore, Morgan, Morris, Page, Parker, Parks, || 


| Patterson, Patton, Dutee J. Pearce, Franklin Pierce, 


-of New Hampshire, and setting forth that the | 


| Sutherland, Taylor, Thomas, John Thomson, Toucey, 
i Towns, Turner, Turrill, Vanderpocl, Wagener, Wash- 
` ington, Webster, Weeks, White, Whittlescy, and Sherrod 
| Williams— 129. 

Mr. WISE said, he rose to do what was per- 
haps very unnecessary to do, after the vote of the 
House upon the amendment of the gentleman 
from Florida, but he felt compelled by a sense of 
duty to offer another amendment. In the thirty- 
fourth line of the bill there was an appropriation 
of $64,000 for improvement and necessary repairs 
for the navy-yard at Pensacola, Of that $64,000, 
as he informed the House both last night and 
to-day, there was included $15,000 for wharves; 
but the House had, very much to his wonder 
and amazement, now appropriated $150,000 for 
wharves, besides that sum of $15,000, making in 
the whole $165,000 for this one object, without any 
appropriation at all for docks, a sum that never 
could be judiciously expended in the construction 
of wharves. He therefore moved to reduce the 
item of $64,000 to $49,600, thereby striking 
out the $15,000. He trusted, at least, that this 
amendment would be agreed to, and he hoped 


also that some gentleman would move a recon- 


Mr. EVERETT replied, certainly not; he had i 


Mr. LANE made a few remarks in reference to 


i| Phelps, Pinckney, Reed, John Reynolds, Joseph Reynolds, | 


|| Roane, Seymour, Sickles, Smith, Spangler, Speight, Storer, 


sideration of the former vote. Mr. W. was as 
‘warm a friend as Pensacola had, and would go 
‘almost any lengths for it, but he was convinced 
' that $165,000 for wharves would be a most in- 
| judicious expenditure. 
i” Mr. GARLAND, of Louisiana, hoped no mo- 
‘| tion would be made to reconsider. 
Mr. RIPLEY said a few words in support of 
the original clause. 
The amendment was then agreed to—ayes 90, 
nocs not counted. 
The bill, as amended, was then ordered to be 
| engrossed and read a third time this day. 
Mr. CARTER moved a reconsideration of the 
: vote on the amendment respecting the navy-yard 
at Pensacola. He referred to the extraordinary 
haste manifested to hurry through this bill, 
The CHAIR said the motion directly was not 
,, in order; but the gentleman from Tennessee could 
| attain his object by first moving to reconsider the 
: vote by which the pin was ordered to be engrossed 
“and read a third time this day. | 
Mr. CARTER then made that motion. 
Mr. BOON said a few words against the mo- 
. tion, and he was at a loss to sce the justice of the 
| remark about hasty legislation on a bill which 
had been some six weeks under discussion. He 
did hope that no further difficulties would be 
thrown in the way of this bill. 
Mr. CARTER had no intention of throwing 
any difficulties in the way; and he had come to 
. the conclusion to withdraw the motion, before 
|; the gentleman from Indiana rose. 
| The bill was then read the third time and 
| passed; and the House adjourned at six o’clock, 
| p m. 
1 


IN SENATE. 
Fripay, April 8, 1836. 


‘| A message was received from the President of 
| the United States, transmitting reports from the 
‘| Secretaries of the Navy and War, in answer to 
i| the resolution of the Senate of the 18th February 
i last, inquiring what would be the probable ex- 
|, pense of putting the defenses of the country on a 
i pone. footing of strength and respectability. 
. The reports and accompanying estimates were, 
on motion by Mr. Benton, referred partly to the 
|, Committee on Naval Affairs,and partly to the 
' Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to 
‘| be printed. 
: Messrs. EWING, of Ohio, and MORRIS, 
| severally presented petitions on the subject of 
į the location of the Cumberland road; which were 
| referred to the Committee on the Post Office and 
‘| Post Roads. 

Mr. ROBINSON presented resolutions of the 
Legislature of Illinois, instructing their Senators 
; to vote for expunging from the Journal of the 
: Senate the resolution of March, 1834, censuring 
the President for the removal of the public de- 
posits from the United States Bank; and, on mo- 
tion by Mr. R., the resolutions were laid on the 
table, and ordered to be printed. 

On motion by Mr. EWING, of Ohio, the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands was discharged from the 


| further consideration of the petition of sundry 


1836. 


335° 


. $ 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE 


citizens of Indiana, praying that certain public 
lands may be exposed to sale. 


REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 

Mr. WHITE, from the Committee on Public 
Lands, reported, without amendment, the bill 
from the House to authorize the President of the 
United States to cause to be issued to Albert G. 
Smith, and others, patents for certain reserva- 
tions in the Michigan Territory. 

Mr. ROBBINS, from the Committee on Naval 
Affairs, reported a bill to extend the naval pen- 
sions to widows and orphans of deceased officers 
and seamen in certain cases; which was read, and 
ordered to a second reading. 

Mr. DAVIS, from the Committee on Com- 
merce, reported, without amendment, the bills 
from the House for the relief of Benjamin F. 
Stone and Francis K. Dearborn; and also reported 
unfavorably on the bill for the relief of Robert 
Dickey, of New York. 

BILL INTRODUCED. 

Mr. GRUNDY, in pursuance of notice given, 
asked and obtained leave, and introduced a joint 
resolution to change the time of the commence- 
ment of the contracts of the Post Office Depart- 
ment; which was read twice and referred. 


EXPUNGING RESOLUTION. 


Mr. HUBBARD stated that the Legislature of ' 


New Hampshire, on the 25th of Junc, 1835, 
passed a resolution instructing their Senators in 
the United States Senate to vote for expunging 
from the Journals of that Senate a certain resolu- 
tion which was adopted on the 28th of March, 
1834; and that the Legislature also passed, at the 
same time, a resolution instructing their Senators 
to present their resolutions to the Senate. In 
obedience, therefore, to the instructions of the 
Legislature, and in accordance with his own feel- 
ings, he would now ask leave to present the res- 
olutions, and would move they be laid upon the 
table and be printed. 

The following are the resolutions referred to 
by Mr. Hussard: 


“ STATE oF New HaMPSHIRE: 

“ Be it resolved by the Senate and House of Representa- 
tives in General Court convened, That our Senators in Con- 
gress be, and they are hereby, authorized to vote that the 
resolution passed by the Senate of the United States on the 
28th day of March, 1834, in the words following, viz : € That 
“the President, in the lale executive proceedings in relation 
“tothe public revenue, has assumed upon himself authority and 
‘power not conferi . bythe Constitution and laws, but in dero- 
s gation of both’—be expunged from the Journals of that 
body ; and that they be further instru_ted to lay this reso- 
lution before the Senate of the United States.” 

Mr. RUGGLES said, that he held in his hand 
acopy of resolutions passed by the Legislature 
of Maine, relating tot 
ceedings in the non-slaveholding States. They 
are responsive to resolutions transmitted to the 
Executive of Maine from theStates of North and 
South Carolina, Georgia, and Alabama, calling 
upon the non-slaveholding States to suppress by 
law abolition publications. These resolutionsof 
the Legislature of Maine assert, as the sense of 
the two Houses, that the Government of the 
United States is one of enumerated, limited, and 
defined powers; that the power of regulating 
slavery within the States does not belong to Con- 
gress, not being one of the enumerated powers; 
that the States, with certain defined exceptions, 
are, with respect to each other, distinct and sov- 
ereign States, each having an independent gov- 
ernment, whose action is not to be questioned by 
any Power whatever, but by the people of such 
States; and that any interference by a State, or 
hy the citizens of a State, with the domestic con- 
cerns of another State, tends to break up the 
compromises of, and to disturb the Union. The 
resolutions further declare it to be inexpedient to 
legislate on the subject of abolition publications, 
because there is no abolition paper printed within 
the State, and because all discussion on the sub- 
ject has been arrested by the decided expression 
of public disapprobation. 

‘These resolutions (said Mr. R.) were reported 


from a large and respectable committee of both | 


Houses, and received the unanimous assent of 
thatcommittee. In the Senate they passed unan- 
imously, and nearly so in the House of Represent- 
atives, a body composed of upwards of one hun- 
dred and eighty members. 


subject of abolition pro- ; 


There was one circumstance (said Mr. R.) 
| which he considered deserving of the particular 
| attention of certain honorable Senators. He could 
notrefrain from recommending it, with due defer- 
ence to their serious consideration, as furnishing 
an example worthy of imitation in this body in its 
action upon the abolition memorials which had 
heen, or should hereafter be, presented here. The 
circumstance to which he alluded (he said) was 
this: the resolutions were permitted to pass through 
both Houses of the Legislature of Maine without 
one word of agitating and exciting debate. 

He then moved that the resolutions be read. 

Mr. CALHOUN expressed his gratification at 
the tenor of the resolutions, which (he said) gave 
the correct view of the subject in discussion, going 
back to the good old republican principles. He 


was also gratified to understand from her Senator, ` 
that the reasons which induced Maine not to legis- : 


late on the subject were, that no abolition papers 

| were printed in that State, and no discussion of 

: the kind was carried on there. He would now ask 
the Senator whether there was not an abolition 
society in Maine, and whether it did not issue 
addresses that were extensively circulated? He 
put these questions because he was anxious to 

' give correct information to the South on the sub- 
ect, 

Mr. RUGGLES replied to the inquiry of the 
Senator from South Carolina, [Mr. Catnoun,] 
that there had been in times past, as he had been 
informed, a society in Maine, friendly to the abo- 
lition of slavery; but whether that Society is in 
existence now he was not able to say. e re- 
garded the resolution just read to the Senate, as- 
serting that public discussions of the subject had 
been arrested, as justifying the belief that there 
were now no proceedings relating to abolition in 
pea State which it was necessary to suppress by 
aw. 

Mr. CALHOUN observed, he had put the ques- 
tion because, shortly after his arrival here, he 


saw a publication, drawn up with great ability, 
said to be issued by a society calling itself the 
_ Maine Abolition Society, having numerous sig- 
i, natures appended to it. Now, he held the exist- 
|| ence of such a society to be as dangerous to 
the South as an abolition newspaper; and he 
thought, if the State could suppress the one, it 
, could suppress the other He hoped that, in time, 
public sentiment would be such at the North as 
| to put down all such societies; but he confessed 
i| he was incredulous as to the result. The Senator 
from Maine went so far as to cite the example of 
i the Legislature of Maine as worthv to be fol- 
| lowed by certain Senators on that floor, meaning, 
; he supposed, himself for one. He thanked the 
Senator for hisadvice, and was, perhaps, so weak- 
|| minded as to require it; but he who offered this 
| advice ought to have himself followed the exam- 
|| ple recommended by him to others. He would 
|| tell the Senator, that so long as his constituents 
| sent here denunciations against the people he re- 
: presented, terming them pirates, murderers, and 
I vi 
` denunciations with the scorn they deserved. He 
© held it to be a solemn truth, that, as long as they 
|, were compelled to discuss the subject of abolition 


` on petitions received there, the Abolitionists had » 


‘| gained all they wanted; and so long.as they were 
|| permitted to come there he would take the lib- 


| erty to speak of them in the terms they de- $ 


i: served. 


i Mr. BROWN rose and said that he did not $ 


|. know in what spirit the resolutions which had 
| been presented by the Senator from Maine, passed 
i; unanimously by both branches of the Legislature 
| of that State, might be received by some gentle- 
i: men; but in his capacity, as one of the Represent- 


‘| atives froma southern State, he hailed them with | 


i feelings of gratification, and looked on them as a 


pan and good will among our brethren of the 
orth so important to the continuance of the 
Confederacy. 

He did not know to what extent anti-slavery 
societies existed among the people of Maine; but 
when that party had been unable to return a single 
|; member to the Legislature of that State, the res- 
olutions having, as appeared onthe face of them, 
been passe without a dissenting voice, strongly 
condemnatory of the course of the Abolitionists, 


llains, he should take the liberty to treat such .. 


;; most favorable omen, among many others, of that | 


| he thought it would require a high degree of 

|| credulity to believe that they possessed either 

! weight of character or strength of numbers. To 
expect a State to eradicate every folly or infatu- 
ation from the minds of all its citizens was, and 

: would be found,a very impracticable undertaking, 
Mr. B. said, in this, as in many others of the 

Legislatures of the northern States, the unan- 

-imity of sentiment on this subject was almost 
unprecedented. In some, he was confidently 
assured, there was not an Abolitionist; in none, 
could that party make any exhibition of strength. 

It had been said by gentlemen on several occa- 

sions that they could not sit here ey and 

_ hear the people of the South branded as “‘pirates, 
| robbers, and murderers,” by these petitioners. 
| This language had repeatedly gone forth, in 
speeches delivered here; the effect of it wag, to 
excite the feelings and sensibilities of the people 
of the South.. He would now say, that he had 
never heard either of the epithets just repeated 
used in any, even the most offensive, of the peti- 
tions. Their language was bad enough, but none 
of them had used the language which had been 
repeated; if they had, he, too, would have voted 
against their reception, on the ground that they. 
had violated outrageously thatrule of the Senate 
which required decorum to this body, applying 
precisely the same rule in regard to petitions on 
this subject, that he would to those on any other 
subject in regard to their reception-—the consti- 
jį tutional principle in regard to the right of petition 
| being the same. 

| Mr. B. would again ask if it was prudent that 
such expressions should go forth from this Hall, 
when so well calculated to inflame public feeling, 
and when they were not to be found in even the 
worst of the petitions themselves. None felt 
more sensibly on this subject than himself; but 
it was the part of wisdom as well of generosity, 
for us to cultivate harmonious feelinge with those 
who were acting in concert with us in the North, 
to put the Abolitionists down; and he had heard 
with regret, expressions in reply to the Senator 
from Maine, which he thought should have been 

rather those of gratulation than of a different 
character. 

. Mr. CALHOUN asked the Senator from Ohio 
[Mr. Morris] to let him have the petitions that 
he had withdrawn. 

{[Mr. MORRIS gave Mr. Catnoun some peti- 
‘tions, and said he could not consent for them to 
; be used at that time.] : 
| Mr. CALHOUN said he was utterly astonished 
| atthe remarks of the gentleman from North 
Carolina. 'Phese made when the 
Ohio petitions were presented and read, and in 
j! the gentleman’s pee Memory was frail, 
| but he could hardly be mistaken as to the offen- 
| sive epithets used in the Ohio memorials. Cer- 
‘tainly, (said he,) all remembered that we were 
: charged with dealing in human flesh—an allega- 

tion as strong as any he had quoted. The Sena- 

‘tor from North Carolina could not rejoice more 

strongly than himself to see this spirit of aboli- 

: tion arrested, but he feared that it was too strong 

to be easily subdued. 

‘| The feelings as indicated in these resolutions of 

the Legislature of Maine, were certainly to be 

‘| highly commended, and he had taken occasion to 

| express the satisfaction with which he received 

them, He had thought it, however, right for the 
|| people of the South to know that there was an 
abolition society in Maine, which put forth ver 

able and extensive publications. : 

Mr. LINN would merely remark that the peti- 
tions to which the gentleman from South Caro- 
lina alluded, had been withdrawn by the gentle- 
man who presented them, before taking any ques- 
tion on them. 

Mr. MORRIS observed, that he had put the 
petitions which he had withdrawn, into the pos- 
session of the Senator from South Carolina, but 
not with a view that he should use them publicly 
on the occasion. It was true that he did present 
petitions, couched in language deemed by other 
| gentlemen to be exceptionable, but which he then 
and now thought, were perfectly unexceptiona- 
ble; and that he had afterwards withdrawn 
them, at the solicitation of his friends, to make 
way for a Quaker petition, as if that was entitled 


to a precedence aver those from Ohio. Ata 
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he should present them to the Sen- 
the Senator from South Carolina 
objected to their reception, and should be sus- 
tained by the Senator trom North Carolina and 
other Senators, the peutions might be rejected. 
The Senate would then see in what language the 
yetitions were drawn up, and might judge for 
itself whether they were as offensive as thev had 
been represented to be. Remarks had been made 
on that floor in relation to these petitioners, which 
he deemed very erroneous. It mattered not 
what class of citizens presented themselves as 
petitioners, they were entitled to a respectful hear- 
ing. They had been termed miserable fanatics, 
vile incendiaries, and charged with an intention 
to dissolve the Union. AH those interested in 
putting down this spirit which they so much de- 
preeated, had used these violent terms in reference 
to persons petitioning for what they deemed Con- 
gress had aright to grant. He had always thought 
that these people had an undoubted nght to be 
heard, and he was of opinion that the receiving 
their petitions, and then rejecting them immedi- 
ately, as moved by the Senator from Pennsyl- 
vania, was tantamount to refusing to receive 
them; it was keeping the word of promise to the 
ear, and breaking it to the hope. 

He would here take occasion tocorrect an error 
that appeared in one of the morning papers. His 
name was there given in the list of those who 
voted to reject the prayer of the petitioners. His 
name ought not to have beenon that list; he gave 
no such vote, and, consistently with his views, 
could not vote to reject a petition without giving 
the subject of it a fair examination. Could he 
have done this, he would have no hesitation in 
voting with the Senator from South Carolina, to 
refuse to receive the petition at all. He would here 
make another acknowledgment with respect to a 
declaration he made to his friend from Georgia. 
When he first took his seat here as a Senator of 
the United States, he believed that Congress had 
a right to legislate on the subject of slavery in the 
District of Columbia; and he was also of opinion 
that sound policy required that something should 
be done with regard to it. He was now con- 
vinced, from information since acquired, that it 
was not expedient for Congress to touch the sub- 
ject, and he would gladly rid them of all further 
solicitation to legislate on it, by going, with the 
Senator from South Carolina, for a retrocession 
of the District to the States to whom it originally 
belonged. IIe believed that, as long as Congress 
had exclusive jurisdiction over the ten miles 
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| placed in a situation of self-defense, protect it- 
‘self. For his part, he did not, as a southern 
gentleman, ask any favors, or fear any result. 

e was glad, however, to see the indication of a 
better state of feelings. These resolutions ex- 
yressed their disapprobation of any interference 
y one State in the domestic affairs of another 
State. As the gentleman from Maine [Mr. Rue- 
eres] had given them a lecture from this resolu- 
tion, he would not take a similar course in regard 
to him. It was an easy matter for gentlemen 
living at the extreme North, to read a lecture to 
those of the South. He, however, preferred the 
resolution of the Legislature of Maine, to the 
lecture. If it was wrong for those of the South 
to interfere with the domestic concerns of the 
North, it was as wrong for them to interfere in 
theirs of the South. As to the agitation, they 
had had the initiatory and the conclusion. He 
spoke of the number of petitions that had been sent 
here, which, inthe aggregate, amounted totwenty- 
eight thousand, and adverted to the language of the 
petitions. They had called the petitioners incen- 
diaries and fanatics, and the petitioners had called 
them immoral and irreligious. 
take away the offensive character of the petitions, | 
by wrapping them up in honeyed words; they | 
could not knit up or intertwist the phraseology 
as they pleased. It was not fair or decent in re- 
gard to them, to say this or that institution in 
the South is immoral. They were not called on 
to plead to this matter. He rose merely to ex- 
press his approbation of these resolutions. If 
this matter was to be stopped, it was necessary 
that the moral, intellectual, and legislative power 
of the country should be interposed. He enter- 
tained the hope that the thing was not so far gone 
as to be remediless..- 

Mr. MORRIS, in justice to the Senator from 
North Carolina, [Mr. Brown,] must say that his 
impressions were that his statements in regard to 
these petitions were correct. 
to the Senator from South Carolina, when;he gave 
him these petitions, that he was not to use them 
on the present occasion; and he had also informed 
him that, as soon as the present debate was over, 
he would lay them before the Senate, when all 
could judge whether the language was such as 
they deemed proper ta be received, or otherwise. 

Mr. CALHO N was very happy that the Sen- 

\ ator from North Carolina Kad at last made up his 

mind to reject petitions that were such as he would 
deem offensive in their language; and he hoped 
that he and all other southern Senators would in 
square, petitions for abolishing slavery would be |, time see the propriety of rejecting all abolition 
continually pouring in. The feelings which in- |' petitions, no matter in what language they were 
duced these petitions were the deepest rooted of ` couched, for, from the very nature of the sub- 
any in the human breast; they were excited bya | ject they treated, they must be offensive to the 
high sense of religious duty, and no human power | South. 

could. ever induce them to abandon what they be- || Mr. BROWN felt himself bound to explain, 

lieved themselves thus bound to perform. A re- with a view to prevent any misapprehension on 
trocession of the District, therefore, would be the this subject. He did say, that the epithets, which 
best mode of relieving Congress from continued |, he had before repeated, were not, as had been 
petitions on this subject, and of avoiding that : represented,in any of the petitions which he had 
agitation and excitement which gentlemen said examined or had heard read, offensive as their 
threatened a dissolution of the Union. Mr. M. . language was. The gentleman from South Car- 
here took an extended view of the subject of ` olina has not been able, he presumed, to find the 
dissolution and secession from the Union, deny- alleged epithets in the petition which he had then 
ing that there was any power in any State either ; before him, and to which he had made reference, 
to dissolve or secede from the Union. A man otherwise he supposed he would have read them 

(said he) may commit treason against hisGov-‘ to the Senate. He only draws inferences from 
ernment, and, if he succeeds, he is'a hero; but if certain vague and general expressions, having no 
he fails, his fate is that of a traitor. When he; immediate application to the people of the South. 
heard gentlemen speak so frequently of a disso- || It was not that on which he had made the issue, 
lution of the Union, he asked himself if it was |; but it was upon the existence of the fact, whether 

possible they could be in earnest, and could sup- '' the epithets alleged to be used in the petitions 
pose that there was any power capable of per- i! were to be found in any of them? He had not 
forming what had been thus threatened. i been met on that issue, but by constructions and 


proper time, 
ate, and if 
| 


They could not . 


He had suggested | 


set the example. He expressed the confident 
belief, that both of the gentlemen from South 
Carolina voted, at the last session, to receive 
petitions of a like character, He could cite a 
dozen instances from the Journal of the last ses- 
sion where they were reccived, on different days, 
by the unanimous consent of this body, and, more 
than that, were unanimously referred to the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia; and certainly 
the gentlemen could not have been absent upon 
every occasion, with their known attentive habits 
to business. To enlist in a warfare with these 
petitioners on this floor, when their objects had 
found but few, if any, advocates here, was but 
little calculated to gain distinction or elevation for 
the South; he had, therefore, uniformly been in 
favor of that silent and contemptuous course to- 
wards them, by which they always had been con- 
signed toa neglect and insignificance, to them the 
most cutting and mortifying course of all others; 
and to the exertions of honorable gentlemen they 
were indebted for that notoriety which the present 
session of Congress had more than ever given 
them. 

The Senator from South Carolina nearest to 
him, [Mr. Presron,] in alluding to some of his 
remarks, said that he would not tender his grati- 
tude to the Legislature of Maine, because they 
; adopted these resolutions; that they were nothing 
i more than what the South was entitled to, and 
i whatthe South hada right to demand. He trusted 


|| that he, too, felt that manly independence becom- 


| ing a southern representative; he trusted that he, 
; too, would never ask more than the South was 
| entitled to zeceive; but he also trusted that he 
| never should be insensible to those sympathies 
'i which bound together the different sections of 
i: this great Republic, nor backward in expressing 
‘| the pleasure with which he sawa Kindred’ feeling ` 
_ cherished by his brethren of any portion of their 
|| common country. This was the ground that he 
took, and these were the feelings which called 
forth the animadversions of the Senator from 
- South Carolina. He well knew the strength of 
the South and its capability to protect itselfagainst 
all attempts on its internal peace; on that he felt 
the most perfect reliance; but the resolutions just 
read from the State of Maine, he thought, ought 
to be hailed by every southern man as an earnest 
of the indissoluble ties which bound the North 
and South together, and of the strength and dura- 
bility of the Union. 

r. CALHOUN said, the Senator from North 
Carolina certainly did not hear hisremarks. The 
Senator from Ohio [Mr. Morris} had put the 
petitions in his hands, and suggested to him not 

, to use them. He would now refer to some of 
| the expressions found in one of these petitions; 
among them was the phrase, ‘‘ traffic in human 
, fesh,” a phrase borrowed from the shambles— 
, from the butchers; holding up to all the world, 
that the gentleman and his constituents treated 
' human beings as they treated beeves. That was 
the first. The petition went on to say, that [deal- 
, ing in slaves) “had been solemnly declared piracy 
` by the laws of our own, andall Christian nations;*” 
| assimilating the acts of himself, and those whom 
| he represented, with the acts of those who scize 
' Africans on the coast of Africa, and sell them 


Mr. PRESTON expressed his approbation of '' inferences put on vague and general expressions, 
the resolution. The people of Maine had taken | having no particular application as to the people 
fair, just, and honorable grounds, which were | of the South. 
dictated by an honorable spirit of patriotism. It | He had made this explanation, he would again 
was because he felt great apprehension, as to the ` repeat, in reference to the language of these peti- 
consequences of the agitation of this subject, that | tions, to prevent highly-colored pictures of their 
he so highly appreciated the sentiments of the `. offensive language from going abroad, to add to 
resolution. But, although it might not be com- |; the excitement already existing on this subject, 
petent ie an hea eg or a single State, to at- | oe to repel the inference that he and his friends 
tempt to dissolve the Union, if Maine had taken had voted to receive a petition couched in terms ` i i i i 
a different stand, and this matter had continued || such as had been a of. i ie year Bee ae unng Mient hiano; 
to grow and spread, it would have involved the | It is, sir, (said Mr. B.,) a very greatsin, in the | 1 


atid : . Mr. MANGUM would inquire of his colleague 
disunion of the Government. He had, he be- | estimation of some gentlemen, to vot¢ to recei | a i 5 
lieved. heretofore said that the South Zou] aif | ’ ive | whether he understood him correctly in saying 


these petitions; but they must recollect that they || that he would feel it his duty to reject petitions 


_| Supposing he had found nothing in these petitions 
i; that was as offensive as he had termed them. The 
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an 


wwe 


anly that were offensive to that body, or some 
momber of ir 

Mr. BROWN replied that he would vote to 
reject petitions that violated the rules of the Sen- 
ate by the use of language indecorous towards 
individual members of the body, or to the body 
iiself—rales which every parliamentary body had 
adopted. . 

Mr. MANGUM said he had so understood his 
collearue; but it was with undisguised astonish- 
ment that he heard such doctrines pronounced 
by those who set upas the exclusive represent- 
atives of the Democracy of the South. Sir, (said 
he,) who gave us the right to exclude petitions 
because oifensive to ourselves, and not to exclude 
them when they use offensive terms in reference 
to our constitucnts? Who are we (said he) that 
We are not to be touched but our feelings are 
outraged? and this great constitutional right of 
petition, about whieh so much has been said, is 
‘ə be violated if our honor is called in question? 
He scouted such doctrine. If (said he) we have 
the right to reject petitions because our persons 
are reflected on, are we to be silent when eleven 
sovereign States are reflected on in terms of the 
zrosscstabuse,and denounced as dealers inhuman 
flesh, and likened to pirates? He should like to 
see how those gentlemen who affected to be the 
exclusive renr sentatives of the Demoeracy of the 
South shielded themselves from this dilernia, 
Waes this a part of the Democracy of the day, and 
the docrine of those who, par excellence, termed 
themselves the real Democrats, abhorring every 
thing in the shane of aristocracy ? 

He claimed for himself no exemption that he 
did not claim for those he represented; and when 
he could not cause the rejecti n of petitions out- 
raging their feelings, he would claim no exemp- 
tion for his own. They had been told by his col- 
‘eague, that these petitions were offensive enough. 
He should like to know from him when they 
would be too much so? They had seen a won- 
derful facility in gentlemen a eet to lessen 
the odium of these abolition petitions. He had 
scen it in their endeavoring to prove that there 
was nothing to be apprehended from all these 
abolition petitions; that the whole was confincd 
toa miserable, contemptible party; and yet the 
wings of cvery wind from the North had blown 
upon these petitions and publications on the sub- 
ject, without number. He himself had no fears. 
The Abolitionists might go on subsidizing presses, 
and inundating the country with their publica- 
tions and petitions. The South, if united, was 
able to protect itself against the whole non-slave- 
holding world. The real danger consisted in the 
South being divided—in their being put to sleep 
by calling out, “© All’s wel!” while the storm 
was gathering over their heads. 

Mr. CALHOUN rose to say, that the Senator 
from North Curolina [Mr. Brown] was utterly 
mistaken, when he said that he (Mr. C.) voted 
to receive a petition on this subject. No vote of 
his would be found on the Journal. He might 
have suffered petitions to pass at former sessions, 
when there were lutf.w of them presented. He 
confessed he had neglected this matter too long. 
The gentleman from North Carolina 
Brown] said he (Mr. C.) had not made good his 
word. He (Mr. C.) thought the expressions in 
the petition to which he had referred were as 
strong as the terms used by him. It seemed, 
however, that the Senator cared for nothing but 
the precise words. He had shown that these 
petitions likened his constituents to pirates, and 
spoke of them as dealers in human flesh. This, 
he thought, was sufficient! 
his position. 


Mr. WALKER said that he did not rise to 


embark in any discussion of the abolition ques- 
tion, but to state some facts to the Senate, It 
had been said by the Senator from South Caro- 
lina (Mr. Preston,] that twenty-cieht thousand 
memorialists had subscribed these abolition peti- 
tions. Mr. W. said that, feeling a deep interest 
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(Mr. | 


y Strong to make good | 


ie i : | 
in this question, he had looked at the names of | rights. He would venture to assert that there 


the subscribers to these petitions, and found that 
a majority, or nearly a moajority,of the whole 
number appeared to be females. [Here Mr. Pres- 
Ton said thirteen thousand were females.] Mr. 
W. remarked, that of the remainder it was per- 
fectly obvious, on the slightest inspection, that a 
vast number were children; many of the names 
are made up of entire families, including all the 
children, male and female, and repeatedly all 
written by the same hand. Mr. W. even be- 
lieved that at least three fourths of these peti- 
tioners were children or females; but the whole 
number would constitute but a small portion of a 
Republic embracing now a population probably of 
fifteen millions. Mr. W. said he would make 
one further remark on this subject; he did it with 
regret; he had been pained to sve the names of so 
many American females to these petitions. It 
appeared to him exceedingly indelicate that sensi- 
uve females of shrinking modesty should pre- 
sent their names here as petitioners, in relation 
to the domestic institutions of the South, or of 
this District. Surely they would be mach bet- 
teremployed in attending to their dom ‘stic duties 
as mothers, sisters, wives, and daughters, than 
in interfering with a matter in regard to which 
they were entirely ignorant. Mr. W. said, he 
believed if the ladies and Sunday-school children 


would let us alone, there would be but few abo- - 


lition petitions. At all events, the ladics and 
children could only be a subject of ridicule, and 
not of alarm, to ihe people of the 
especially would the South not be alarmed by a 
few women and children, when we have this day 
presented to us the resolutions of the Legisla- 
ture of the State of Maine, unanimously con- 
demning abolitionism in a manner admitted to 
` be satistactory by the Senator from South Caro- 
lina {Mr. Preston] himself, 
Mr. BROWN observed that it was with very 
profound regret that he rose to detain the Senate 
` for a single moment. Nothing could have been 
‘more unexpected to him when he took his seat 
this morning, than to be engaged in a discussion 
of this nature;and he mach regretted that he was 
now compelled, in self-defens:, to continue that 
discussion. The gentleman from South Carolina 
(Mr. Carnovy] said he never voted to refer peti- 
tions of this kind to the Committee on the District 
of Columbia, and that no such vote of his was to 
'be found recorded on the Journal. Mark the 
words, Mr President, ‘‘ recorded on the Jurnal.” 
But there were numerous petitions on this very 
subject, both at the last session and the session 
before, that were unanimously referred to the 
Committee on the District without one word be- 
ing heard from any quarter in disapprobation. 
Now he would ask, was it probable that the gen- 
tlman was absenton all these different occasions? 
Would it be pretended for a moment that, when 
the question was propounded, “ Shall these peti- 
tions be referred to the Committee on the District 
of Columbia?” and no member objecting —would 
it be pretended for a moment, when such a ques- 
tion was propounded, and the gentleman trom 
' South Carolina sanctioned the reference by his 
silence, that he did not vote for it as essentially 
as if his name had been recorded on the Journal? 
Indeed, (said Mr. B.,) the denial of the Senator 
that any such vote of his was recorded oa the 
Journal was a distinction without a difference. 
His colleague [Mr. Manevua] had made some 
remarks that he (Mr. bs.) thought, at any rate, 
were pointed with no little application to himself. 
That gentleman, too, had discovered that it was 
one of the unpardonable sins of a southern rep- 
resentative against southern rights to vote for the 
reception and reference of petitions on the subject 


South; more « 


of abolition-votes, let it be remembered, that had - 


, been given from the carliest periods of our legisla- 
cen g ó A : 

ı Uve history, by as high-minded, chivalrous, and 

| patriotic republicans of the South—Democrats if 


it suited the gentleman better—as any wio now. ! uth i : 
claimed to be the exclusive advocates of southern |: incendiaries were the friends of the party now in 


; Was no southern representative who took his seat 

p Previous to the present session but had given 
the same vote. They, too, had committed this 
unpardonable sin; but the hidden influences of 
this mysterious session of 1836 had suddenly dis- 
solved the sleep in which they were enwrapped; 
and they had as suddenly discovered that it was 
an outrage on southern rights and southern honor 
to receive petitions of the same nature with those 
they had voted to receive and refer again and 
again. ; 

Mr. MANGUM here interrupted Mr. Brown, 
by saying that he never gave such votes, 

Mr. Bs OWN continued. He would ask the 
gentleman if he was not present when abolition 
petitions were received, and when the questfon 
was propounded, ‘Shall the petitions be referred 
to the Committee on the District of Columbia? 
and whether he did not, by making no obje-tion 
to the reception and reference, give his unquali- 
fied acquiescence to both? 

Mr. MANGUM said that he did not know 

“whether he was present on such occasions. 

Mr. BROWN resumed. But there was one 
petition that had been presented as late as the com- 
mencement of the present session, when the hon- 
orablegentleman from ‘Teun ssve [Mr. Grexpy] 
moved to lay iton the table. He believed that 
his colleague was in his seat when that motion 
was mide, and he did not remember that he made 
any o`jections to it. Ilis colleague had thought 
proper to indulge in some gratuitous advice to 
him, as to what ought to characterize the conduct 
of a southern representative, when petitions re- 
fleeting on his constituents were presented. Le 
was not in the habit of gratuitously giving his 
advice to any one, much less to hs colleague; 
but, ifhe was, he might say to him, that he who 
was so ready to give gratuitous lectures to others 
ought to learn first to obey them, and that very 

‘ wholesome admonition had been given him from 
a highly respected source, which he would do well 
maturcly to consider. 

It was said, both by the Senator from South 

! Carolina and by his colleague, that he ought to 

, have resisted the reception of these J etitions, be- 

| cause they were offensive and indecorons in their 

i language tothose whom he represented. What, sir, 

i (said M.. B.,) petitions frm women, and from 
a parcel of children! —for it had been proved that 

ia large numer of these petitioners were women 
and children. What, sir, (said Mr. B.,) my high- 
minded and inteliigent constituents offended at 
the impotent acts of ignorant and deladed minors 
and females! Sir, (said he,) my constituents are 
possessed of a degree of intelligence, gallantry, 
and high-mindedness, that would give a diffrent 
answer to these ignorahtand misguided petition- 
ers than that proposed by my colleague. It would 
be that of silent contempt. 

Without going any further on this part of the 
subject, he would express it as his solemn belief 
before God and the whole world, thatall this agita- 
tion apd excitement on the su; ject of abolition, 
had not been produced by the miserable fanatics 
of whom so much had been said that session; but 
it had resulted, in part, from the designs of a more 
sagacious political party, for the purpose of oper- 
ating on the South at an important crisis. The 
time at which it had commenced, the manner in 

_wnich it had been carried on, the avidity with 
which it had been seized upon and trumpeted 
forth by the presses of a certain party at the 
South—-all these had produced, in his mind, a 
conviction that it would require a world of proof 
to shake. The time when these incendiary pub- 
lications were first thrown abroad in such masses, 
was when the elections in North Carolina, Ala- 
bama, and Tennessce, and shortly afterwards in 
Georgia, were about to commence; it was on the 
eve of the important elections in those States, 
that these publications were precipitated upoa 
the South; and yet it had been said that these 
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What, sir! the friends of ac 
ige the South with publieations 
] „and so well caleu- 


ower. 
itical party to deh i 
on a subject of such delicacy ca 
lated to be used by their opponents to tacir GIs- 
advantage! Could anything be move absurd raan 
such a supposition? No, sir; it was another 
party, and far more sagacious and calculating in 
their designs than the deluded zealots who were 
used to subserve their political purposes; and 
what most powerfully corroborated this opinion, 
was the fact that the presses of this paniy imme- 
diately seized upon these incendiary publications 
so opportunely thrown out, and wielded them 
with great force and ingenuity against their op- 
ponents, He repeated that the whole was not a 
fanatical movement, but that it had a political 
arty in alliance with it, and shown so plainly to 


he so by subsequent events, as hardly to need a | 


confirmation. How then could he, as a southern 
man, give his vote to deny the right of petition, 
and sanction designs which, from the beginning 
to the end, he utterly condemned? How could 
he, as a southern man, give his vote to uphold a 
deep laid party scheme, as he believed, that had 
been floating fora time on the tempestuous waves 
of political excitement, but that was destined in- 
evitably to subside into its original insignificance 
with the occasion which produced it. 


Sir, (said Mr. B.,) the course I took was dic- ` 


tated by the highest considerations of public duty, 
and flowed from a jealous regard of the rg.ts 
and honor of the South, as weil as a sincere and 
ardent attachment to the Union. It was to aidin 
reprobating the attempts to desecrate the social 
relations and domestic peace of the South, by the 
introduction of this dangerous question into her 

olitics, creating an unreasonable and unfounded 
jealousy of our northern fellow-citizens, and weak- 
ening the bonds of this Union, to subserve the 
unholy designs of party—it was for these reasons 
that he had taken the stand that he did. And grati- 
fied he was at the result; for everything that had 
transpired on this subjectsince the commencement 
of the session, had only tended to show that the 
attachment of the people to this Union was not 
to be shaken, and that it rested on the most firm 


whichinduced him to take the course he did. And 
was he to be told that he was recreant to the 
South, because he had done that which had been 
done on repeated occasions by those quite equal 
in intelligence, patriotism, and chivalrous souih- 


ern feelings to those who now claimed to be the | 


exclusive defenders of southern honor? Was he 
to be accused of the dereliction of duty to the 
South, for voting to reccive petitions on the sub- 
ject of, abolition, by those who were present on 
repeated occasions, when such petitions were not 
only unanimously received, but referred to one of 


the standing committees of that body without ; 


raising the slightest objection to the reference? 
He knew that the South had too much strength 
within her own bosom to be unnecessarily 
alarmed; and he knew that she had too much 
intelligence to permit herself to be excited to her 
own injury by the cry of * wolf! wolf’ when 
there was no danger. 

He had conceived it to be his duty to make 


these few remarks, principally in self-defense. `! 
There was nothing further from his intention | 


when he took his seat this morning than to en- 
age ina discussion of this nature; for hé had 
hoped that this spirit of evil omen had received 


its death blow, and that it would be no more : 
He regretted that the gen- | 


revived this session. 
tleman from South Carolina had thought proper 


on an occasion like this, when the resolutions of | 


Maine came bearing the olive branch, to reccive 
them, not in the spirit of peace, but in the spirit 
of discord. 

Mr. PRESTON said, that three years ago, 
when he took his seat in this body, a petition on 
this subject was presented. He was unacquainted 
with the practice of the Senate, and looked round 
him to see if some one more experienced than 
himself was not 
he rosc, and ma 
But gentlemen from all parts of the Senate rose, 


and said it had been usual to give petitions of that | 
kind a particular direction, where they quictly | 
Sen- | 


remained, without being heard of more. 
ator from Maryland said that was the lion’s den 


ain po- 


going to rise; and seeing none, ` 
e the question of its reception. `: 


for these petitions. He was willing they should 
be laid on the table, or dispatched in any other 
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way. and acquiesced. Batdid not the gentleman À 
feom North Carolina [Mr. Browx] see a different 


state of cireumsianses now? The Quakers had 
said they had pressed it year after year without 
interruption, and there were more peutions pre- 
sented this session than had been since the com- 
mencement of this institution. Ifa mischievous 
boy threw acracker on the floor of the Senate, 
‘and the Sergeant-at-Arms tramped it out, it was 
a small matter. But when, if the building was 
surrounded by incendiaries with torches in their 
hands, were they not to be roused from their 
lethargy? He was not going to be impelled to 
mix up this matter with politics, which separated 
father from son, and party from country, and 
mingle them in its own vortex. While a portion 
“of them were alarmed, while they counted by 
€ hundreds and by thousands what used to be units, 
‘philosophy taught them distrust on both s.des. 
While the gentleman from North Carolina [Mr. 
Brown] says party feelings on our side have 
_induced this alarm, let us say party may have its 


influence on his side. He (Mr. P.) entreated | 


gentlemen, when they called them alarmists, to 
Dear in mind that. there was another party saying 
“peace! peace!’? where there was no peace. 
Which was the safe side, to magnify or diminish 
‘the danger? Were they to fold their arms, and 


wait till the presidential clectio was over? They | 


might then find a storm too violent to resist. He 


did not say whether party had been mixed up | 


with this matter. But it was said they had falsely 
raised the cry of “ wolf! wolf! The shepherd’s 
boy cried “wolf! wolf!” when the shepherd was 
asleep, and the wolf came! . 
Mr. RUGGLES remarked that, in presenting 
to tse Senate the resolutions which had been so 
cordially anproved by Senators from the South, 
“he had not expected that a debate would have 


ensued characterized as this has been. The sen- ; 
f timents and opinions contained in those resolu- ` 


' tions, he had supposed, would be consolatory to 


asserted that all public discussion of the question 
\ of slavery had been arrested and suppressed in 
; Maine, by a decided expression of public disap- 
probation. Gentleman say they heartily approve 
of these resolutions, and he regretted they had 
not, on this occasion, given a practical illustra- 
tion of the sincerity which he had no doubt they 


| sion of such discussions. The circumstance of 
| their having passed without any exciting and 
| agitating debate, he had ventured, with great def- 
‘erence, to commend to favorable consideration. 
n He said that he himself had been so favorably 
; impressed with it, as an example, that he should 
' follow it, on this occasion, by abstaining from 
l any discussion of the matter, and should move 
|i that the resolutions be printed, and hoped the 
|! question would be permitted to be taken without 
i! further debate. 

l The resolutions were then laid on the table, 
“ and ordered to be printed. 


i HOUSE BILL REFERRED. 


The bill from the House making appropria- 
tions for the naval service, for the year 1836, was 
- read twice, and referred. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 
The CHAIR communicated a report from the 


'. War Department, in answer toa resolution of ; 
the Ist instant, inclosing a statement from the | 


: Commissioner of Indian Affairs of the expenses 
attending the holding of a treaty with the Chip- 

; pewa Indians; also a report from the same, trans- 
mutting surveys from the Topographical Bureau, 

: of certain harbors in Maine; also a report from 


‘the same, made in pursuance of the act of the | 


6th of May, 1822, containing a statement of the 
accounts rendered by the disbursing agents of 
the Indian Department. 

The CHAIR alsocommunicated a report from 
‘the Treasury Department, in answer to a resolu- 
tion of the Senate, requiring to be informed of the 
amount of money collected and expended for sick 
and disabled seamen; which was referred to the 
Committee on Commerce. 


fi 


l southern feeling, and they had been warmly ap- 


hal r ' proved from that quarter. One of the resolutions 
and abiding foundations. These were the reasons | 


; felt, in expressing their approval of the suppres- ' 


1 
i 
i | 


_ April 10, 


THE LONG BRIDGE. 

The joint resolution providing for the expend- 
iture of the surplus appropriated for the bridge 
over the Potomac, in the improvement of the 
Maryland avenue, leading to said bridge, was 
ordered to be engrossed for a third readiag. 

Mr. WALKER moved to take up the bill to 
extend the time for completing certain preémp- 
tions, under the act of 1824; but after a short 
discussion the motion was negatived. 


TREATY WITH SPAIN. 

The bill to carry into effect the eighth article of 
the treaty with Spain, was ordered to be engrossed 
for a third reading. 

GRANT OF LAND. 

The Senate proceeded to the consideration of 
the bill granting a certain quantity of land to the 
State of Missouri for internal improvements. 

Mr. BENTON explained the objects of the bill. 

‘ The principle (he said) contained in this bill, had 
| been voted for in the general land bill, distribut- 
' ing the proceeds of the sales of the public lands 
among the States. In drawing it up, however, 
he had only provided for the State of Missouri, 
and those gentlemen representing new States that 
had not received any donations for the public 
works, might now offer amendments to provide 
for them; while thosc representing States that had 
| received grants, might move to amend it by adding 
i! grants for so much as would make, together with 
l! what they had received, the same number of acres 
‘las was granted to Missouri by this bill. 

|| Mr. WALKER moved to amend the bill by | 
|| inserting a grant of five hundred thousand acres; 
‘and on Mr. Nicnoras moving to insert a like 
grant for the State of Louisiana, accepted the 
` motion as a modification of his amendm. nt. 

Mr. KING, of Alabama, then moved to amend 
the’ bill by inserting a grant of so much to each 
of the States of Alabama, Indiana, and Hlinois, 
as would make, with what the said States had 
elcedy. received, five hundred thousand acres 

cach. 

After some remarks from Mr. EWING, 

Mr. CRITTENDEN said he felt little interest 
in the question involved in the discussion between 
the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. Benton] and 
the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Ewine] as to who 

` had received the most of the public lands. For 
his part, he was satisfied the State of Ohio had 
‘received enough. If it was unjust to grant these 
lands to Ohio, he did not feel bound to follow up 
that injustice in regard to other States. He had 
risen to state, so that he might not be misunder- 
` stood, that he would vote for these amendments, 
and after that he would vote against the whole 
“bill. He regarded it as an act of the most fla- 
' grant injustice and partial legislation. If it were 
‘termed liberality to the new States, it was injus- 
` tice to the old ones. He was constrained, by a 
| Sense of justice to the old States, to place himself 
in opposition to the whole bill, What had these 
new States done to merit such liberality on the 
: part of the General Government, except encoun- 
‘tering the difficultics of settling a new State? 
‘| There was not one half the difficulties in settling 
‘them that was encountered in the settlement of 
| Kentucky. In fact, Kentucky and Tennessce 
_ Were the pioneers to the settlement of the new 
© States. Until a mere matter of favor could 
i! justify the Senate in going on with these par- 
; tial grants, he must oppose them. And until a 
: proper disposition should be manifested towards 


7 postponed. 
Mr. BENTON said he had been treated in a 
manner which ou‘raged all the rules and the cour- 


| tesies of parliamentary procecding; his own bill 


borne this treatment for years, but he should bear 
l it no longer without availing himself of every 
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mation and of every effort known to the rules of 
the House, to correct the wrong which had been 
done hin, Four or five years ago he brought in 
tius bill to grant to Missouri five handred thou- 
sand acres of land, for the purposes of interval 
improvement, lt was only half the quantity 
which bad boen granted to Ohio for similar pur- 

ases. The bill had been favorably considered 
ie the Seaate, and was ordered to a third reading, 
In this state, the Senator from Kentucky (Mr. 
Cray} had got it incorporased ia hs distrioution 
bill, where he (Mr. B.) had to vote against it, and 
where it had shared the fate of that bill, being 
vetoed with it. tt was now in the same distribu- 
tion bill, and must share its fate a second time, 
be that fate what it may. Certainly he (Mr. B.) 
would vote against it forever in that bill; and it 
was nearly certain, looking to the President’s 
messages, that it would be vetoed again even if it 
passed Congress. 

Mr. B. said his bill had a right to stand or fall 
upon its own merits. [tought not to be subjected 
to the fate of the distribution bijl,and would have 
none of the main objections of that biil to en- 
counter. It had repeated!y received the vote of 
majorities while in that bill, and he presumed 
would receive the vote of majorities again. The 
gentleman from Kentucky nearest to him (Mr. 
CRITTENDEN} might consistently vote against it, 
as he itmaied an intention to do, for he had 
never voted for it in the other bill; but the case 
was diiferent with the Senator from Ohio; [Mr. 
Ewasc,] he had voted for it often in the distribu- 
ton bill, and might vote against it by itself, and 

ustify himself as he could for the contradiction. 
f was pertectly immaterial to him (Mr. B.) what 
the plea of justification was. He knew that the 
grant was either rigùt or wrong; if wrong, it 
ought not to be voted for in the distribution bill; if 
rigat, it ought not to be rejected in its own bill. 

The whole proceeding, he said, had been not 
only a violation of parliamentary rules and pro- 
privties in respect to him, but an injury to the 
State of Missouri, and, besides that, an insult to 
her, "Phat Siate wished to have the grant; she 
was entitled to it, upon the same principle that 
Onio hadereceived a million of acres, Alabama 
four hundred thousaad, and Slinois and Indiana 
near half a million each. This she was entitled 
to, and the Legislature of the State had pass :d 
resolutions c.tming the grant, and had also 
passed resolutions against the land distribution 
dill, fu this state of the question, it was not 
only a wrong, but it was an insult to the State to 
take the grant which she had asked for, and put 
it into a bul which had received a veto, and would 
almost certainly receiveit again, andagainst which 
she had instructed her delegation to vote; and 
thus say to her, in effect, that she should not have 
the graut she applied for, unless she would take 
also what she objected to; and it was laying her 
Senators uader the necessity of voting against a 
grant to their own State. This had happened. 
He had voted against the grant himself, when 


found ia the land biil of the Senator from Ken-. 


tucky, (Mc. Cuay,] and the newspapers of a 
certain party had taken great pains to emblazon 
that vote; but the intelligent and high-spirited 
people of Missouri sustained him in his course, 
aud were indignant at the outrage to herself and 
the trick ujo. her Senator. 

Another feature of this case Mr. B. would 
mention. His biil had been buried in the Land 
Committee of 1333-34 for seven months. He 
brought it in as soon as Congress met; it went to 
the Puolic Land Committee, and it remained there 
ull the ead of the session in Jane, and was then 
returned among the unconsidered business of the 
committee, [Here Mr. B. inquired of the Secre- 
tary who composed that committee? The Seere- 
tary gave hiin a list of the names. He read someof 
them: Mr. Poindexter, Mr. 
&c.] 
told him he had never heard of it in committee; 
and when at the end of the session his bill was 
returned among the unconsidered business of the 
committee, he had called the attention of the 
Senate to the fact, by way of showing how his 
bill had been treated, Sad he had also sent an 
atuestation of the fact to the Governor of the 
Siaie, to be shown to the members of the Gene- 
ral Asawemoly. Thus had he been treated, and 


Clay, Mr. McKean, ` 
He said that a member of the committee ; 


not himself only, but the State whose Senator he || 
was, and whos? interests were thus trampled 
upon. Por several years he had annually brought 
inthis bil, It was now before the Senate again, 
and in a daytieste form. Tt was ina bilby itself, 
and it was ais» in the land distribution bill. Ln 
the latter bill it could never pass; in the bill by 
itself it might pass, and certainly would, unless 
the snectacle was exhibited of those refusing to 
vote for it in one bill and votin for it inanother. 
The Senator from Ohio [ Mr. Ewixe] intended to 
exhibit that spectacle for one, but he knew of no | 
others, and presumed that the majority of those | 
who voted for it in one bill would do it in the | 
other; as right was right, whether it was found /: 
in his bill or in that of the Senator from Kentucky, | 
[Mr. Ctar.) ; 
Mr. B. said that six of the new States were - 
interested in the bill. They all claimed grants on 
the same principle that Ohio had obtained hers. 
Ohio had received a million and six thousand 
acres for internal improvement. This quantity 
was stated to him in writing by the late Commis- | 
sioner of the Land Otfice,{ Mr. Hayward.] Mis- 


y 


4 


nothing; Alabama, Indiana, and Ilinois had re- ' 
ceived less than halfa million each; and his bill 
: proposed that each of these six States should re- 
‘ceive half as muchas Ohio. Tae application was 
moderate, for they might well demand the same 
quantity that Ohio had received. All of them 
had the same interest in the issue of his motion; 
for all these grants had been seized upon, and 
crammed into the distribution bill, to swell the 
mass of temp‘ation which that bill held out; they + 
had ail been vetoed in that bill, and would, judg- 
ing from the President’s messages, be vetoed 
again, if kept in it. They should all go in a bill 
by themselves. They were in a bill by them- 
seives before they were engulphed in the maw 
of the distribution bill. 


;, sions be instructed to inquire 


Po:t Roads be directed to inquire 
tibli-hing the toilowing 
posite, in Cecil coan: 
H No-th Eist, to Bikton 
souri, Mississippi, and Louisiana had received , Hill, ia Queen Am 


sa ne State aad county, 


sent of the House to offer the 
tion: 


reduction of the pice a: 
Spcc.ai ordero “ihe diy ioe Tae 
Wuicii the special ord2r conc 
tivu bills shail be compiied 

shali have b 


i quostions involved in the finata 
; doinain shail have been determined. 


Cuthbert, Dav’s, Ewing of Ohio, Gold borowm, Going 
Heavddcks, Hilt, Habbard, Kent, Kingo Ak 
Geortia, Knigat, Meern, Naudain, Nik» 
toa. Robbins, Shepley, Swit, Tomhn-on, a 
NAYS Mossrs. Benton, Plack, Lian, 
Robiason, Ruggles, and Waiker—s, 


On motion by Mr. WHITE, the Senate then 
proceeded to the consideration of executive busi- 
ness; after which it adjourned, 


Fs 
amn, King of 
aHes, Pres- 
EAW bitei. 
Mehal, Porter, 


P 


. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
Fripar, Spril 8, 1836. 


The following resolutions were submitted on 
leave, and agreed to: 


By Mr. MORGAN: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Revolutionary Pen- 

s into the expediency of re- 
placing George Cor aud Ab aiom Rogers, of Virginia, on 
tae pension roll. 


By Mr. PEARCE, of Maryland: 
Resvived, Uhat the Committee ou the Post Office and 
into the propriety of eg- 
poot routes, viz: l'rom Port De- 
Y, Maryland, through Principia and 
sin said county; also, from Church 
county, Maryland, throuzh Roe’s 
033 roads, the Beaver Dams and Bu locktown, in the 
to Dover, in the Siate of Delaware. 


Mr. HANNEGAN asked the unanimous con- 


following- resolu- 
Resolved, Thatthe bill providing for the graduation and 
“the pubic lauds b> made the 

day succeeding the day on 
erning the o-diaary appropria- 
with, or so soon as the same 
i sen dispo ed o`} and for each succeed ng day 
herca ter, Fridiys and Saturdays excoptad, atii the 
‘positions of the pubic 


Objection being made, Mr. ITANNEGAN 


` moved to suspend the rules for the purpose indi- 
cated; and as he wished to know distine 
They had been in that , cours: gentle nen intended t 


ly what 
o take upon that im- 


maw about as many years as Jonah was days in | portant subject, he asked for the yeas and nays 
the whale’s belly, and he now meant to gut them -| on his motion; which were ordered. 


out of it, and mast appeal to the justice of the |! 
Senate—it was the first time he had ever made 
such an appeal —he must appeal to their justice 
to restore him his bill 
its own merits. 

Mr. EWING, of Ohio, said there was a slight 


difference between the Senator from Missouri would so modify 


(Mr. Besron] and himself. He had combined | 
tae amount of lands given to Ohio with grants for | 
coiJeges and salt rescrvations. 
Mr. BENTON meant grants for internal im- | 
provements alone. pt 
Tien, said Mr. EWING 
the amount. He [Mr. Bevtoy] asked whether | 
we intend to vote in good faith, 


Mr. CAMBRELENG said if the gentleman 


would modiry his resolution, so as to include in 
jit the bill regulating the deposits of the public 
and let itstand or fall upon ` moneys in certain local 
cheerfully vote for it. 


banks, he would most 
Mr. HANNEGAN had no objection, and 
his resolution. 

Mr. SUTHERLAND moved to amend the re- 
olution by including also the light-house and 


i: harbor bills. 


: The CH AIR remarked, that until the resolu- 
lon was in possession of the House,a motion to 


, he is mistaken as to | amend it was not in order. 


The question was then taken, and the House 


I do not (said | refused to suspend the rules for the purpose indi- 


Mr, E.) vote in good faith or bad faith forany ` cated—yvas 74, nays 75; a3 follows: 


particular State. I vote in good faith for what I 
believe to be the benefit of all the States. 

Mr. PORTER would vote for both the amend- 
ments and the bill with the same readiness that 
he would vote for the general land bill, as an act 
of justice to Louisiana and all the new States. 
He should also vote for the general land bill, for 


no other way of getting rid of it on fair princi- . 
ples. He should vote for the grant to the State 


‘clause. He thought the Senator from Missouri 
{Mr. Benton] entirely too se.sitive about the 
course his bill had taken; there might be good 
reasons why Senators from old States refuse to 
vote for it now, and were willing to vote for it in 
the general land bill. 

: Mr. CALHOUN inquired whether the princi- 

ples contained in this bill were not contained in 

: the bill of the same nature introduced by the 

Senator from Mississipp 
Mr. WALKER replied that the equalizing 

Principle was. 
Mr. CALHOUN said that the bill introduced 

by the Senator from Mississippi had been refer- | 

Fed to a select committee, and they ought at least |! 

: to wait for the report of that committee, before A 


they proceeded further with thisbill. He would 
; Move, therefore, to lay it on the table. 
; The question was then taken on this motion, 
and it was decided in the aflirmitive—yeas 26, | 
nays 8, as follows: 
YEA3—Messrs. Brown, Calhoun, Clay, Crittenden, 


i 


Í 
i 
i 


Bell, Boon, Bunch, William B. Cai 
Ca 


Partin, Feeach, Galbraith, Jom 
Granger, Joseph Hall, 
A'bertG Harrison, Hawes, Hawkins, Havu 


i Rianacd, Gane, 
the surplus revenue had go increased that he saw M wry, May, MeKeanan, Me 


; peers Shicids, 
of Missouri with other new States, asa general | Wady Tiong on, owas, 


YEAS-—Messrs. Chilton Allan, A-nley, Bailey, Bean, 
houn, Cambreleng, 
ier, Casey, Chapnia, Cinpin, Jona F. H. Claiborne, 
land, Coffee, Corwin, Dickerson, Duialip, Everett, 
ta Garland, Gilet, Gla cock 
iland Hall, 


, 
Hann: gas, Hardin, 
es, Hazeltine, 
Haat, Uuativgion, Huatsman, Jarvis, 
Lawler, Lay, Luke Lea, Loyail, Lyon, 
Kim, Moreer, Montgomery, 
Page, Janes A. Pearce, Petiigrew, Phelps, Rencher, John 
Reynolds, Jos: ph Reynotds, Roane, William B. Shepard, 
Spangler, Speight, Stauden r, Join Thomson, 
Ualerwood, Washington, 
Weka, Sherrod Wiliams, and Wi e --74. 
NAYS—Mes-rs, Homan Allen, Anthony, Ash, Barton, 


ù 


Holsey, Howell, 


i Bockee, Boud. Bouldin, Bove, Campbell, G `orge Cnam- 

; bers, Chaney, Nazhaniel H. Ciaiborne, Clark, Con arr, Craig, 

' Cramer, Cu hiug, D-'berry, Denny, Efir, E 

‘Philo C. Fuiler, Wiliam K. Fuller, Grantland, Gzennell, 

: Giffin, Haley, Samu” 3. Harrison, Hoar, Hopkin , Hubley, 

: Ing:rsoil, Ingham, William Jack:on, Jab.z Jack-on, Jen- 
i: iar, Jo epi Johnson, Cav? Joun-on, Judon, Kennon, Kil- 
© gore, Klingenanith, Lawrence, Gileon Lee, Jo bhur lee, 
‘| Tuomu Lee, Leonard, Lincoln, Lozan, Job Mum, Wik 
i? ‘| tiam Maion, Mo.es Mason. MeCouas, MeLene, Marsan, 
a Mo-tis, Owens, Parker, Parks, Dutee J.i' saree, Pott, Reed, 
1; Robertson, Seymour. Sick.es, Smith, Storer, Suiherkand, 
; Taliaferro, Taylor, Turner, Tucrill, Vinton, aud Whit- 
; tlesey—75. 


vans, Fairfield, 


WISCONSIN TERRITORY. 
The House, on motion by Mr. MAY, pro- 


ceeded to execute the special order, being a bill 


to establish the territorial government of Wis- 
consin. 

The amendmentof the Committee of the Whole, 
by adding to the clause in relation to the southern 
boundary line, the words, ‘as already fixed Ly 


| Congress,” was concurred in, 
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ittee of the Whole fur 

iking out the grant of ten thousand 

? proceeds of which should be 
pplied to the erection of public buildings, aud 

inserted 920,000 for the same purpose. 

Mr. BOND moved to amend the amendment 
by striking out $20,000, and inserting $12,500, | 
and asked the yeas and nays on the motion: 
which were ordered. 


Mr. B. had but a 
port of his motion. 


The Com 
the bill by str 
acres of land, the p 


ar i 


few words to say in sup-' 
He believed, if gentlemen : 
would seriously consider the question, little need 
be said in favor of the amendment. He consid- 
ered that $12,500 was amply sufficient to build a |, 
house which was to be but a temporary building 
for the use of the Legislative Council. That sum | 
of money would erect very comfortable buildings, 
and there was no necessity for raising extrava- 
gant ones, as they were to be but temporary. In 
the Indian territory they never had buildings 
which cost $20,000; but they had as comfortable 
accommodations as were necessary. The sum he 
proposed was just the price of the ten thousand 
acres of land at one dollar and twenty-five cents 
the acre. He was in favor of giving enough, 
but no more than enough. The State of Ohio 
had not for some time a building, for the use of 
her Legislature, worth $29,000. He therefore 
insisted that, although the Treasury was full, yet . 
there was no reason why they should make ex- | 
travagant appropriations for objects which were 
not to be permanent. 

Mr. JONES thought that $12,500 would not 
be sufficient for the purpose of erecting suitable 
buildings. The gentleman had said that the 
buildings were to be temporary. He admitted 
that; but if they had good buildings, after the 
Government no longer needed them, they might 
turn them into a college. He hoped the appro- 
priation would not be reduced. 


to be sure, desirable that appropriations should 
be as small as possible; but, when it was to be, 
considered that this Territory was on the extreme | 
borders of the United States, it was difficult to 

get mechanics; and, when they were procured, it ; 
took considerable money to pay them. There- 

fore, he conceived the sum of $20,000 would be 

small enough to construct suitable buildings. It 
might be, if the buildings were to be erected in 

this part of the country, that as much might be 

done for $12,500 as could be done in Wisconsin 

for $20,000; but when money was plenty he 

thought this Territory ought to have enough to 

raise her convenient and comfortable buildings. ; 
Again: when money was plenty, it required more 

of it to erect such buildings than when it was 

scarce, on account of the advanced price of labor ' 
and matcrials. He hoped, too, that gentlemen, 

when they were voting liberal appropriations ' 
for navy-yards and other public works on the 

sea-board, would also act liberally towards the 

West. 


Mr. REYNOLDS, of Illinois, said that it was, | 


| 


Mr. BOON had not intended to say a word on | 


the subject, nor would he do so now, were it not 
that he would be called upon to give his vote by 
yeas and nays. He should vote for the proposed 
amendment upon the same consideration which 
had induced another branch of Congress to give 
ten thousand acres of land to the Territory. Be- 
sides that, some twenty years ago he had the 
honor of being a representative of the Territory 
of Indiana, and they then passed as salutary 
laws in a log cabin as had ever since been passed 
in their fine State-house; and they got along just 
as comfortably then as they do now. He con- 


| 


sidered $12,500 sufficientto erect asuitable build- | 


ing. i 
Mr. PARKER expressed a desire that the ap- 
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ries. 
and nothing to build a temporary seat of govern- 
ment. To be sure, she had four sections of public 
lands allowed her; but he contended that even the 
granting of those lands were a speculation to the 
Government. He hoped the appropriation would 
be left at $20,000. 

Mr. BOND said the gentleman from Illinois 
(Mr. Reyxoips] contended, that, because they 
had voted large sums of money yesterday for 
navy-yards on the s:a-Loard, they were bound 
to-day to vote extravagant sums for Wisconsin 
Territory. That was one of the great evils in 
this kind oflegislation—this bargain-making sys- 

, tem of appropriations, From the course of things, 


it seemed to him that danger was to be appre- 
į hended from this kind of proceeding; and they 
:, ought to be more watchful to prevent this system 


‘from creeping in, The gentleman from Indiana 
(Mr. Krxwarp] thought a large appropriation 
: would make the land more valuable in the vicinity. 
Mr. B. did not believe that the building of a large 
house would enhance the value of the public lands. 
Ifthey were to establish a permanent seat of gov- 
ernment there, that circumstance might have a 
_ tendency to raise the price of the public lands. 
, Hedid not think they should do for this Territory 
what they had not done for any previous one. 
They were told that labor was high, and me- 
chanics were not to be procured. He contended, 
. however, that mechanics could be taken there 
,from a distance, and a comfortavle building 
| erected for less than $12,500. 
| The question was then taken on Mr. Bonp’s 
| amendment; and it was decided in the negative— 
| yeas 69, nays 117; as follows: 
YEAS — Messrs. Chilton Allan, Bell, Bockee, Bond, 
, Boon, Boyd, Bunch, Carter, George Chambers, Chapman, 
Nathaniel H. Claiborne, Connor, Corwin, Crane, Deberry, 
Dickersoa, Dromgoole, Dunlap, Evans, Everett, Fairfield, 
Grennell, Griffin, Hiland Wall, Hard, Harper, Hawes, Haw- 
| kins, Hoar, Hopkins, Howell, Hubley, Janes, Jarvis, Jovepi 
Johnson, Cave Johnson, Joun W. Jones, Lawler, Luke 
‘| Lea, Lewis, Lozan, Loyall, Martin, Maury, McLenc, 
| Montgomery, Morgan, Parks, Peyton, Phelps, Rencher, 
i| Robertson, Russell, Stande‘er, Underwood, Vinton, Web- 
i ster, Lewis Williams, Sherrod Wiltiams, and Wise—60. 
H NAY3— Messrs. Heman Allen, Anthony, Ash, Ashley, 
Bailey, Barton, Bean, Bovee, Buchanan, Burns, William B. 
Calhoun, Cambreleng, Campbell, Casey, Chaney, Chapin, 
John F. H. Claiborne, Clark, Cleveland, Coffze, Craiz, Cra- 


i 


' mer, Cushing, Cushman, Denny, Doubleday, Effner, Farlin, | 
i, French, Fry, Pbilo C. Fuller, William K. Fuller, Galbraith, 


Jam's Garland, Gillet, Glascock, Granger, Grantland, 
Graves, Haley, Joseph Ha, Uainor, Wannegan, Samuel 


ii S. Harrison, Albert G. Harrison, Hazeltine, Henderson, 
‘|, Holsey, Howard, Huntington, Huntsman, Ingersoll, Ing- , 


; ham, Jabez Jackson, Jeniter, Richard M. Jolmson, Henry 
' Johnson, Benjamin Jones, Judzan, Kennon, Kilgore, Kin- 
nard, Klingensmith, Lane, Lawrence, Lay, Gideon Lee, 


' Joshua Lee, Thomas Lee, Lincoln, Lyon, Job Mann, Man- , 
ning, John Y. Mason, William Mason, Moses Mason, 


| May, McCarty, McKennan, McKim, Mercer, Miller, 
' Moore, Morris, Muhlenberg, Owens, Page, Parker, Patter- 
| son, Dutee J. Pearce, Franklin Pierce, Pettigrew, Pinck- 
| ney, Potts, Reed, John Reynolds, Joseph Reynolds, Ripley, 
| Rogers, Seymour, Augustine H. Suepperd, Shields, Sickles, 
| Sinith, Spzight, Storer, Sutherland, Taliaterro, Taylor, 
' Thomas, John Thomson, Tumer, Turrill, Vanderpoel, 
| Ward, Washington, Weeks, White, and Whittlescy—117. 
The other amendment of the Committee of the 
_ Whole was then concurred in. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Tennessee, renewed the 
amendment offered by him in Committee of the 
Whole, to strike out the clause appropriating the 

i sum of $5,000 for the purchase of a library for the 

„ use of the territorial government, and asked for the 

; yeas and nays; which were not ordered. 

| Mr. SPEIGHT briefly opposed the amend- 

| ment. There was no instance of a territorial 
, government having been formed of late years 


propriation would not be reduced. He thought without a provision of this kind; and nearly all 
$20,000 was a small enough sum. . ; |. the States possessed libraries. 

‘Mr. KINNARD differed in opinion with his: | Mr. HAMERalsoadvocated the appropriation. 
colleague [Mr. Boon.] It appeared to him that ,. There ought at least to be a small law library at 


to make an appropriation of $20,000 would be to |; the seat of the territorial government, for the use ` 


consult the best interests of the Government, as | of the judges as well as for the use of the mem- 
these appropriations most assuredly would en- . bers of the Legislative Council. The sum pro- 
hance the value of the public domain. If they ` posed was a very inconsiderable one, and he 
made a large appropriation it would attract public ` trusted it would be agreed to. i 

atteniion to the new country. lt would attract > Mr. JOHNSON said a few words in support | 
the attention of capitalists and scttlers, and they | of his amendment. The proposition was without l 
of course would purchase the public lands. If | a precedent, and Congress had refused to give a ` 
-they appropriated $20,000 the cousequence would library to the Supreme Court and to the Attorney | 


General of the United States, but it seemed every 
thing was to be done for this Territory. 

Mr. SPEIGHT rejoined. The judges of the 
Supreme Court and the Attorney General had free 
access to the library of Congress; and it was on 
that ground the proposition to provide a library 
for the latter officer was o posed. 

The amendment was then rejected without a 


count. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD moved to amend the bill 
by striking out so much thereof as allowed the 
Governor of the Wisconsin Territory an annual 
salary of $2,000 as Governor, and $1,500 as super- 
intendent of Indian affairs; and to insert, in lieu 
thereof, ‘an annual salary of $2,500 for his ser- 
vices as Governor, and as superintendent of In- 
dian affairs.” 

Mr. U., in support of the proposed amendment, 
said that he had for some time been impressed 
with the great disparity in the salaries allowed by 

_the General Government, and those allowed by 
‘ the different States for similar services. He could 
| perceive no good reason for the great difference 
‘| made,and he was anxious to see greater equality 
i| prevail. The Governor of Kentucky heretofore 
j received a salary of $2,000 only. The Legisla- 
‘| ture, at their last session, increased it to $2,500. 
i Thus the Governor of a State, possessing a pop- 
_, ulation approximating to a million of souls, was 
i allowed only $2,500, while this bill provided a 
|| salary of $3,500 for the Governor of a Territory 
| whose population was not sufficiently numerous 
ito justify the establishment of a State Govern- 
| ment. What reason can there be for this differ- 
' ence? Are provisions—are those articles essential 
ito a comfortable household establishment—is 
i house rent—is labor more costly in Wisconsin 
than in Kentucky? He believed the fact to be, 
that everything essential to what may be called a 
good living was as cheap, or nearly so, in Michi- 
gan as in Kentucky. Take the whole together, 
i he believed a family could be supported for less 
; money in Wisconsin than in Frankfort, the seat 
of government in Kentucky, where the Governor 
resides. He had been told that the Wisconsin 
Governor would be heavily taxed by his hospi- 
tality to the Indians. [Here several members 
remarked that rations were allowea the Indians 
; and charged to the Government, and that the 
| Governor would sustain no loss by supporting or 
i feeding any of them.) Mr. U. said, whether 
|, taxed or not, he ventured the assertion that his 
expenses, on the score of hospitality to Indians 
and others, would never excced those incurred b 
the Governor of Kentucky in entertaining his 
:, constituents and visiting strangers. 

Mr. U. said he disliked that provision of the bill 
which separated the services of the Governor, in 
| his character of territorial chief magistrate, from 
| his services as superintendent of Indian affairs, 
and allowed a separate salary for each description 
of service. He was desirous to pay the Gov- 
| ernor an adequate salary for his whole time, for 
| the whole three hundred and sixty-five days in 
| the year, and then require him to perform all such 
| duties as shall be prescribed by law. It wasa 
i cunning device to cut up the services of our pub- 
lic servants into different classes, and then to pay 

a large salary for each class of services. It re- 
' minded him of the conduct of a cobbler, who said 
he never sold a waxed end without making ont 
‘a bill of particulars. By doing it, he said he 
i would charge half a cent for the bristle, half a 
; cent for splitting it, half a cent for putting it on, 
. besides making as many charges for thread and 
' wax; when, if he had asked a single cent for the 
; waxed end in the lump, every body would call 
i him an extravagant dog. Mr. U.said he was for 
| lumping it with the Wisconsin Governor. He 
- would allow him for all his services $2,500 a year, 
| equal to the salary of the Governor of Kentucky; 
, and he trusted that the proposed amendment would 
. prevail. 
Mr. JOHNSON, of Louisiana, thought $2,500 
; an ample salary, and even a liberal one; but, if 
. the clause was unamended, the Governor of Wis- 
consin Territory would receive $1,000 more than 
the Governor of Arkansas. 
, Mr. VINTON moved to amend the amendment 
` by striking out five, so as to leave the salary of 
i the Governor $2,000, which, he contended. was 
| quite enough in a country where living was aimost 


i 
i 
{ 
i 
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on'y 1,000 a year; and the judges of the supe- 
rior courts in that State $1,250, where living was 
almost doable what it would be in Wisconsin for 
Many years to come, 

Mr. WISE would suggest to the gentleman 
from Onio, that the amount of salary was a mat- 
ter of perfect indutcrence to the man who might 
be appointed Governor of this Territory, where 
there Was such an abundance of the public lands 
to be gat hold of. By combining the two offices 
of Governorand superintendentof Indian atfairs, 
it was a matter of indifference whether you give 
him one cent or one miilion, for he would be sure 
to get enough out of the public Treasury some 
way or another. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Tennessce, inquired how 
much the Governor of Michigan received? 

Mr. ASHLEY replied that he understood he 
received $1,500 for his service as Governor, and 
he formerly received an additional salary of $1,000 
as superintendent of Indian affairs, a mode of 
payment which he briefly advocated on the ground 
that the duties of superintendent of Indian affairs 
would be shortly abolished on the removal of the 
Indians to the West. He was also in favor of a 
liberal salary, for the labor and responsibility 
would be great, aud the expenses more than gen- 
temen were aware of. 

Mr. SEVIER remarked that the salary of the 
Governor of Arkansas was $2,000, and he for- 
merly received an additional $500 for his extra 
services, 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of North Carolina, asked 
for the yeas and nays on Mr. Vinton’s amend- 
ment, but they were not ordéred; and the amend- 
ment was then rejected—ayes 75, noes 76. 

Mr. Unperwoon’s amendment was then agreed 


Mr. HARDIN moved to strike out “ $5,000;” 
and insert ** $2,000,” in the clause providing for 
the purchase of a library for the Government; 
which was lost—ayes 68, noes 72. 

Mr. HOWELL proposed an amendment with 
reference to the boundary; which, after being 
opposed by Messrs. JONES, of Michigan, HAR- 
DIN, THOMAS, TOUCEY, and HAMER, was 
rejected without acount. 

Mr. CUSHMAN moved to amend the clause 
relative to the duration of the terms of the judges, 
by striking out “ during good behavior,” and in- 
serting ‘‘ for five years.” 

Mr. SEVIER suggested that it be made four 

ears——the same as it was in Arkansas; which 
Mr. Ccsuman accepted as a modification. 

Mr. WISE asked for the yeas and nays on this 
amendment; waich being ordered— 

Mr. W. addressed the House in opposition to 
the amendment, on the ground that it was an 
innovaiion, the tendency of which was to increase 
executive patronage. The only tenure heretofore 
had been during good behavior; and the judicial 
office was the only one where the President of the 
United States could not remove an officer after he 
was once appointed. If this amendment should 
be adopted, at the end of four years a worthy 
judge might be turned out, and an unworthy 
favorite might be putin. .It was the introduction 
of a new and dangerous principle in the Federal 
judiciary, and one he trusted never to see adopted. 

Mr. LANE said afew words in support of the 
amendment. 7 

Mr. SPEIGHT appealed to the mover to with- 
draw it. 

Mr. WISE then read the following clause of 
the Constitution of the United States: 


_ “The judicial power of the United States shall be vested 
in one Supreme Court, and in such inferior courts as the 
Congress may from titne to time ordain andestablish. The 
judges, both of the Supreme and inferior courts, shall hold 
their otfices during good behavior, and shail, at stated times, 
receive tor their services a compensation which shall not 
be diminished during their continuance in office.” 

Mr. W. read this section to the House (he 
said) as persuasive authority to the House to 
establish the same principle in the Territories. 

_ Mr. HAMER denied that this amendment pro- 
Posed the introduction of a new principle; for 
Congress had changed the act with reference to 
Michigan about the year 1826 or 1897; and in 
Arkansas the same principle had also been estab- 
lished, and was still in force. The gentleman 


from Virginia was correct as to the courts of the 


to 


power to pass a law having foree in the Territo- 
ries alone. 

Mr. HOAR opposed the amendment on the 
same ground taken by Mr. Wise, that it would 
be an innovation, anda very dangerous one, upon 
the Constitution of the United States. If the 
principle had been before adopted, it must have 
been an act of inadvertence. 

Mr. PEARCE, of Maryland, a member of the 
Committee on the Territories, explained that thts 
subject had been under discussion in that com- 
mittee. 
tution, and maintained that no distinetion could 
be fairly drawn between the United States judi- 
ciary in the States and that in the Territories. 

Mr. TOUCEY would prefer to have the amend- 
meat withdrawn, for it was a matter of very little 
import, since in two or three years from this 
time, Wisconsin would be entitled to admission 
into the Union, and therefore the judges would 
go out of office, as a matter of course, before the 
term contemplated by the amendment. He, there- 
fore, appealed to the gentleman from New Hamp- 
shire to wi hdraw it. 

Mr. CUSHMAN, premising that he was one 
of the friends of the bil, and therefore uawilling 
to delay it, for he had no idea that the amendment 
would ee provoked a protracted discussioa, ac- 
cordingly withdrew it. 

The amendments concurred in were then or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, and 
having been engrossed, the bill, as amended, was 
then read the third time and passed. 

Mr. WHITTLESEY called for the orders of 
the day. 

Mr. ROBERTSON asked the consent of the 
House to offer the following resolutions; which 
were read for information: 


RETRENCHMENT OF PUBLIC EXPENSES. 


1. Resalced, That a select committee be appointed. whose 
duty it shall be to inquire and report to this House what re- 
treuchments, if any, can be made, with safety to the public 
interests, in the annual expenses of Congress. 

2. Resoleed, That a select committee be appointed, whose 
duty it shall be to inquire and report to this House whether 
any retrenchment can b2 made, with sa.ety to the public in- 
terest, in the expenses of the Treasury Department; whether” 
an effective system of accountability for the collection and 
disbursement o° the public money i3 there established ; 

whether binks be necessary for the fiscal purpozes of this 


Government; whether the intercourse of the Department |; 


tes 


with the deposit banks, on any of them, has been, or is 
conducted, through the instrumentality of an intermediary 
agent; if so, whether such agent receives compensation for 
his services ; and if £o, by whom the same is pmid; and 
whether communications between such agent and the De- 
partment are verbal, or in writing, and regarded by the De- 
partment as public and official, or private and confidential; 
whether it ix, or haz been, the practice of the Deprriment to 


time he had heard that Congress had not the 


He referred to the clause of the Consti- ' 


make transters of public money from one bank or place of | 


deposit to another, tor the accommodation, use, or benefit 


of banking institutions, or for any oiher purpose than to | 


meet the exigencies of the Government; waether it i+, or 
ha~ been the practice ur usage o” the Dupartmentyto draw 
from the Treasury money appropriated forthe publié service, 
in sum? not necessary forinsmediate u e; ifso, to what ca- 
tent and for what purpo;e; and wh2ther, in any cise, pay 

ments of money are, or have bzen made or authorized, out 
of money in the hands of pubiic co.lectors, or in places of 


depo.it, without previous appropriation or previous war- | 


rant. 
3. Resolved, That a select committee be appointed, whose 


duty it shall be to inquire and report to this House what re- | 


trenchments, if any, can b> mad» with safety to the public | 


interest, in the expenses of the Navy Department. 


4. Resatred, That a select committee be appointed, whose | 


duty it shall be to inquire and report to this House what re- 

trenchments, if any, can be made in the expenses of the 
Department of War. 

5. Resolre4, That a select committee be appointed, whose 

_ duty it shall be to inquire and report to this House what 

retrenchments, if any, can be made with sa‘ety to the public 

interest, in the expenses of the department of Indian af- 


! fairs ; whether any defects exist in the organization or reg- | 


ulation of the said department, or abuses in the manage- 
ment of its affairs; and, if se, in what manner the same 
should be corrected or prevented. 

_ _ 6. Resolved, That a select committee be appointed, whose 
duty it shall be to inquire, and report to this Hou;e what 
retrenchment, if any, can be made with safety to the public 
interest, in the expenses of the General Land Office, and 
bounty land office ; whether any defects exist in the organ- 

_ ization or regulations of said offic:s. or neglect of duties 


confided to those who have the management or superin- ; P 


| such abuses. Also, to inquire what abu-es. or frauds, if ; 


. tendency of the said offices; and, if so, the best means of 
i remedying such defects, or of correcting and preventing 
| any, have taken place, or exist in the management of the 
| sales of the public land, by the registers or reccivers of the 
‘| several land offices, or by other persons; whether any ille- 
gal or improper speculations have been entered into by the 

, Sfid registers or recéivers‘in the lands sold by them, or in 


porous applying to becom purchasers of the public lands, 
or have become interested in their purchases; whether the 
said receivers have duly and faithfuily paid over the moneys 
received by them according to instructions from the Treas- 
ury Department; and, in general, to inquire into the man- 
agemeut of the offices of the said registers and receivers, 
and into the manner of making sales or purchases of public 
lands; to point out the defects or frauds, if any, in such 
management and sales, and suggest such measures as the 
public interest may require. 

Te Rewlrel, Thataselect committee be appointed, whose 

duty it shail be to revise the laws relative to the privilege of 
traukiug ; to inquire into the expediency of limiting, or more 
accurately defining, the said privilege ; of authorizing the 
transmission of all public documents, official communica- 
tions, and newspap: free of postage, and of increasing 
the patate upan magazines and pamphiets, other than those 
publi hed by order ot Congress, or either House thereof, 
_ 8. Resolved, That the several committecs appointed to 
inquire into the expediency of retrenching the expenses of 
the several Departinents,be instructed to inquire whether 
any abuses exist in soliciting or procuring clerk=hips or ap- 
pointments in the same, and in the payment or receipt of 
the salaries annexed to such clerkships or appointmente. 

9. Revived, That each of the foregoing committees be 
authorized to send for persons and papers, and to report by 
biil or otherwise. 

Odjection being made, 

Mr. MILLIGAN moved to suspend the rules, 
in order to enable the géntleman from Virginia to 
submit his resolutions, and asked for the yeas and 
nays on the motion; wnich were ordered, and 
were —ycas 83, nays 83. 

So the House refused to suspend the rules, 
(two thirds being necessary,) and the resolutions 
were not received. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATION. 


The CHAIR laid before the House a commu- 
nication from the Secretary of War, transmitting 
statements of the accounts and disbursements of 
Tudian agents; which was referred to the Com- 
mittce on Indian Affairs. 


PEA PATCH ISLAND. 


The bill to authorize a compromise, and to` 
secure to the United States the title to the Pea 
Patch Island, in the river Delaware, was taken up. 

After some remarks by Messrs. MILLIGAN, 
THOMSON of Ohio, and HARDIN, the latter 
moved to postpone the further consideration of 
the bill until Friday next. 

Some suggestions were made by several mem- 
bers in reference to the proposed postponement, 
and also explanatory statements connected with 
ne promier of passing the bill; when 

Mr. LANE moved an adjournment; which car- 
ried, and 

The House adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
i Sarurpay, April 9, 1836. 


Mr. ROBERTSON rose and asked leave to 
make a brief statement to the Housc, connected 
with the subject of one of the resolutions sub- 
mitted by him on yesterday. 

Objections being made, 

Mr. CAMBRELENG hoped the gentleman 
would be allowed to make his explanation. 

No objection being then made, Mr. ROBERT- 
SON proceeded. The resolution to which he 
referred was the 10th of the series submitted by 
him, as follows: 

Resolved, That it be a standing rule of this House, that, 
in the appointment of all committees, standing or select, 
by the Speaker, it shall be his duty to appoint a majority, at 
the Ieast, of the membera thereof, without respect to party, 
of the individualsin his judgment most competent and most 


. di-pozed to perform the duties prescribed to said committees 


respectively, and promote the objects contemplated in their 


_ appointment. 


Mr. ROBERTSON said it would be recollected 
by the House, that on yesterday he offered a 
acries of resolutions, having chiefly for their object 


_the appointment of a number of investigating 


committees on the great and interesting subject 
of retrenchment and reform. Subjoined to these 
resolutions was one proposing an alteration in 


` the manner and rule of appointing the standing 


committees of that House, and much to his sur- 
rise he found that this resolution was construed 

y gentlemen on, both sides of the House as im- 
plying a direct censure upon the present Speaker, 
and calculated to wound his feelings. e now 
rose for the purpose of frankly and voluntarily 


j: disavowing any such intention; and further, to 


state explicitly his inducement for offering it. 
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The resolition was very h 
his seat, a ew moments only D S : 
itp buthe did not suppose, noriatend-d to convey 
the idea, tant the present Speaker had departed 
from the ordinary usage and rule in the manner 
in which he had appointed the committees of the 
House. Oa the contrary, Mr. R. supposed that . 
the Sneaker had done nothing more than conform | 
tothatusage — a usage that had prevailed, for aught 
he knew, as far back as the origin of the Govern- ` 
ment, Mr.R.’s sole object (he said) in that res- 
olution, was to embody what he held to be the 
true parliamentary usage in the formation of com- 
mittees; that the members should be selected 
solely with reference to the object for which the. 
committees were constituted, and not with respect _ 
to party or political considerations. Itcould not | 
have escaped the attention of every one; nay, it» 
was, he believed, a well-known fa-tavhich could | 


——— 
vme pampa e 


astily drawn by him in; 
ly before he submitted 


not be disguised, that, in the organization of the | 
committees of the House, not during the present |: 
session only, but he presumed for a long period | 


ack, tl ad heen so constituted a consist, || ; : 
parle E 00d Bech oe ut d astoto ’ l! of the House to offer in a modified form, the | 


‘resolutions proposed to be introduced by-kim on 


almost invariably, not the heads only, butamajor- | 


ity of the members, of gentlemen of one political : 


complexion. It was with this view, that he had |! ye 


recommended what appeared to him to be very 
jast and proper, that the committees of that 
House should beconstituted solely with reference 
to the dispateh of business. He again assured the 
Speaker personally, that there had been nothing 
ia his intereourse towards him, (Mr. R.,) cither į 
iu the chair or out of it, which could induce him | 
to wound that gentleman’s feelings. 

While on the floor, he asked leave to withdraw | 
that resolation; and it was his intention to sub- 
mit the others in a more condensed form. Fle 
should again ask the House to consider this sub- 
ject, for it was one of a most interesting and 
vital character to the people of the United States. 
It might be thought that it was late in the session 
to bring forward so important a proposition; but 
there had been little or no opportunity during 
this session for suvmitting resolutions, except on 

suspension of the rules, which required a ma- 
jority of two-thirds, Moreover, in a precedirg 
Congress, a similar resolution, embodying in it- 
self the waole subject, and imposing the duty of 
the investigation upon a single committee, had 
been adopted ata later period - he believed as late | 
as the 19th of April; and the resolution directing | 
an inquiry into the management of the Post Office 
was adopted as lute as the 26th day of June. 

‘There was one sudject embraced in the resolu- 
tions, above all othcrs, perhaps, deeply interest- 
ing tothe people in every part of tae country, 


i 
} 
| 
l 
| 
| 
| 
\ 


ji 
| 
| 
I 


and which de-nanded the most rigid investiga- || 


tion. He alluded to alleged abuses and frauds in 
the land office, and the sales of the p:zblic lands. 
The committee to whom this subject should be 
referred could not do justice to it without sitting 
during the recess of Congress. It should be con- 
stituted of members well versed in the subject, 
and who would visit the offices of the registers 
and receivers in person. With these remarks, he 
hoped the House would receive the propositions, 
and that the question would be taken on them 
without debate. He did not desire to debate any 
of them, in order that the whole subject might | 
be brought directly before the House, without 
further consumption of time, by moving fora 
suspension of the rules, or taking the yeas and 


ne 
ir. TURRILL rosc, and was proceeding to | 


make some remarks, when 

The CHAIR interposed, and stated that there 
was no mation before the House. 

Mr. TURRILL remarked that as the gentle- 
man from Virginia had been permitted to make a 
statement, he desired to say a few words in reply. 
He objected to the gentleman’s motion. 

Mr. ROBERTSON rose, but— 

Mr. WHITTLESEY appealed to ihe gentle- 
man to withdraw his motion then, to enable the 
committee to report; to which 

Mr. ROBERTSON assented. 


REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 


Mr. HAMER, from the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs, reported a bill for the relief of Alexander 
Scoit; which was read twice and committed. 


THE 


ii olutions, he objected to their being read. 
The CHAIR said that the resolutions were not ' 


i! olutions read for information, and asked for the 


co 


Ways and Means, reported a bill remitting th 


‘duties on merchandise destroyed by fire in the | 


port of New York; which was read twice and 
committed, 

Mr. WHITTLESEY, from the Committee on 
Claims, reported a joint resolution referring the 
petition and papers of the heirs of Robert Fulton, 
deceased, to the Seeretary of the Navy, to report 
thereon to Congress; which was read twice, and 
ordered to be engrossed. 

Mr. GALBRAITH, from the Committee on 
Private Land Claims, to which was recommitted 
the bill for the relief of the heirs of James 
Latham, deceased, reported the same with an 
ameadment; which was agreed to. 

Mr. VINTON moved a further amendment 
which was discussed by himself and Mr. MAY, 
until the expiration of the morning hour; when — 

Mr. WHITTLESEY called for the orders of `; 
the day. 


RETRENCHMENT RESOLUTIONS——AGAIN. 
Mr. ROBERTSON again asked the consent : 


sterday. 


Objection being made, Mr. ROBERTSON | 


ing of the resolutions. i 
Mr. WHITTLESEY said, if there was no right | 
under the rule, to ask for the reading of the res- ; 


i in possession of the House, and could only be | 
' read by unanimous consent. 


pond the rules, for the purpose of having the res- 


yeas and nayson his motion; which were ordered. 

Mr. WISE suggested that the motion of his 
i colleague could be so framed as to supersede the 
motion of the gentleman from Louisiana, [Mr. 
GaRLAND,] namely: b 
| and moving to suspend the rule for the purpose 
of offering it. 

Mr. VANDERPOEL remarked, that this being 
private bill day, ho would move to lay the two 
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pril 9, 
ngress, to revire the laws relative to the privi- 
lege offranking, and to inquire iato tie expediency oF limit- 
iag or more accurately defiuing the said privilege, aud of 


` anchorizing the transmis-ioa of all public documents, oì- 
: cial communications, and new.-pap ‘rs, free o; po tage, and 


of increasing the postage upon pampalets other than those 
published by o-der of Congress, or cither House thereos 
2. Resolved, Tiata select committee be appointed, whose 
duty it shall be to inquire and report to this House whether 
any retrenchment can be made, with safety to the public 
interest, in the expenses of the Treasury Department; 
whether an effective system of accountability tor the col- 
lection and disbursement of the public money is there estab- 
lished; whether banks be necessary for the fiscal purposes 
of this Government; whether the intercouise ot tue De- 
partment with the deposit banks, or any of them, has been, 
or is, conducted through the instrumentality oan interme- 
diary agent; if so, whether such agent receives compen:a- 


` tion’ for his services ; and ii so, by whom the same is paid; 


Mr. GARLAND, of Louisiana, moved to sus- i 


motions to suspend the rules on the table. i. 


Mr. ROBERTSON inquired of the Chair, » 
whether, if the last motion prevailed, his resolu- | 
| tions would be spread upon the Journal. 


been read, they would have been entered on the 
Journal. As, however, they had not been read, 
they could not go upon the Journal. 

The question was then taken, and the motions 
to suspend the rules were laid on the table—yeas 
98, nays 75; as follows: 


Boon, Bouldin, Bovee, Buchanan, Burns, Casey, Chaney, 
Chapii,’ Cleveland, Coffee, Connor, Uraig, Cramer, Cush- 
man, Dickerson, Doublodiy, Deomgoole, Dunlap, Effner, 
Fairfield, Farlin, Fry, William K. Fuller, Galbraith, Gilet, 
Glaseock, Haley, Joseph Hall, Hamer, Hannezan, Samuel | 


derson, Holsey, Hubley, Huntington, Huntsman, Ingham, . 


| M. Johnson, Benjamin Jones, Judson, Kilgore, Kinnard, . 
| Lawrence, Joshua Lec, Thomas Lee, Leonard, Logan, 
Mann, Manning, Moses Mason, William Mason, May, Mc- 
Keon, McKim, McLene, Moore, Owens, Page, Parker, 
Patterson, Dutee J. Pearce, Franklin Pierce, Phelps, John 
Reynolds, Joseph Reynolds, Ripley, Rogers, Seymour, 
Shields, Shinn, Sickles, Smith, Speight, Sutherland, Tay- 
jor, Thomas, John Thomon, Toucey, Turner, Turrill, Van- 
derpoel, Wagener, Ward, Webster, Weeks, and Whittle- 
sey—98. 

NAYS — Messrs. Chilton Allan, Heman Allen, Bailey, 
Bell, Bond, Boyd, Bunch, John Calhoon, William B. Cal- 
houn, Cambreleng, Carter, Nathaniel H. Claiborne, John F. 
H. Claiborne, Corwin, Cushing, Darlington, Evans, Ever- 
ett, French, Philo C. Fuller, James Garland, Rice Garland, 
Grantland, Grennell, Griffin, Hiland Hall, Hardin, Harper, 
Hazeltine, Hoar, Hopkins, Howell, Ingersoll, Jarvis, Jeni- 
fer, Henry Johnson, John W. Jones, Kennon, Lawler, 
Luke Lea, Lewis, Lincoln, Love, Lyon, Martin, John Y. 
Mason, Maury, McCarty, MeCoinas, McKennan, Mercer, 
Milligan, Morgan, Morris, James A. Pearce, Peyton, Potts, 
Reed, Rencher, Robertson, Russell, Wiliiam B. Shepard, 
Augustine H. Shepperd, Slade, Sioanc, Spangler, Stande- 
fer, Storer, Taliaferro, Underwood, Vinton, Washington, 
White, Lewis Williams, Sherrod Williams, and Wise—75. 
: The resolutions of Mr. Rosertson, as mod- 
ified, were as follows: 


1. Resolved, That a select committee be appointed, whose 


Mr. CAMBRELENG, from the Committee of 


duty itshall be to inquire what retrenchment, if any, can be 
| made with safety ta the pabi: imema, on the annua 


The CHAIR replied that if the resolutions had |; 


YEA3 — Messrs. Anthony, Ash, Barton, Beale, Bean, '' 


Jabez Jackson, William Jackson, Joseph Johnson, Richard || 


and whether communications between such agent and the 
Department are verbal, or in writing, and regarded by the 
Department as public and official, or private and confiden- 
tial; whether it is, or has been, the practice of the Depart- 
ment to make transters of public money from one bank or 
place of deposit to another, tor the accommodation, use, or 
benefit of banking institutions, or for any other purpose than 
to meet the exigencies oi the Government; whether it is, or 
has been, the practice or usage of the Department, to draw 
from the Trea.ury, money appropriated tor the public ser- 


: vice, in sums not necessary for immediate use; if so, to 


what extent, and forwhat purpose; and whether, in any 
ease, pryments of money are, or have been, made or au- 
thorized out of moneys in the hands of public collectors, or 


À 'i in places of deposit, without previous appropriation or pre- 
moved to suspend the rule, to enable him to offer | 4 PS 


i the resolutions. | 
: Mr. ALLAN,of Kentucky, asked for the read- |, 


: to the public interest in the expenses of the Departments of 


vious warrant. 
3. Resolved, That a select committee be appointed to in- 
quire what retrenchments, if any, can be made with safety 


State, of War, and of the Navy ; also, to inquire whether 
any abuses exist in soliciting or procuring clerkships or ap- 
pointments in any of the Departments or bureaus of the 
Governinent, or in the payment or receipt of the salaries 
annexed to such elerkships or appointments. 

4. Resolved, That aselect cominitiee be appointed, whose 
duty it shall be to inquire. and report to this House what 
retrenchments, if any, can bé made with Łarety to the public 
interests, in the expenses of the Department of Indian Af- 
fairs; whether any defects exist in the organization or reg- 
ulation of the said Department, or abuses in the management 
Oi its affairs; and, it so, in what manner the same should 
be corrected or prevented. 

5. Resolved, ‘hat a select committee be appointed, whose 
duty it shall be to inquire, and report to this House, what 
retrenchment, if any, can be made with safety to the publie 


- interest, in the exp ‘nses of the Genera! Land Office, and 
reading the resolution, |! 


Bounty Land Office ; whether any defects exist in the or- 
ganization or regulations of said offices, or neglect of duties 
confided to those who have the management or superintend- 
ency of the said offices; and, if so, the best means of 
remedying such defects, or of correcting and preventing 
suchabuses. Also, to inquire what abuses or frauds, if any, 
have taken place, or exist in the management of the saics 
of the public land, by the registers or receivers of the several 
land offices, or by other persons; whether any illegal orim- 
proper speculations have been entered into by the said regis- 


. ters or receivers in the lands sold by them, or in the Indian 


reservations ; whether the said registers or receivers, or any 
of them, have received compen:ation from persons apply- 
ing to become purchasers of the public lands, or have be- 


! come intere: ted in their purchases ; whether the said receiv- 


S. Harrison, Atbert G. Harrison, Hawkins, Haynes, Hen- |' 


; ers have duly and :airly paid over the moneys received by 


them according to instructions from the Treasury Depart- 
ment; and in general to inquire into the management of the 
offices of the said registers and receivers, and intothe man- 
ner of making sales or purchases of public lands ; to point 
out the defects or frauds, if any, in such management and 
sales, and suggest such measures as the public interest may 
require. 

6. Resolved, That each of the foregoing committees con- 
sist of —— members, be authorized to send for persons end 
papers, and to report by bill or otherwise. 


Mr. HANNEGAN asked the consent of the 
House to offer the following resolution: 


Resolre?, That the second Monday in May, and the three 
succeeding days, after the hour of twelve o’clock, be sect 
apart for the consideration of the bill to graduate and reduce 
the price of the public land ', and such other propositions 
as may be involved in the final settlement of the question, 
provided so much time as above specified shall be required 


; for the purpose. 


Objection being made, Mr. HANNEGAN 
moved to suspend the rules, to enable him to offer 
his resolution, and asked that it be read for in- 


. formation. 


Mr. MERCER said, as a similar request had 
just been denied his respectable and honorable 


| colleague, [Mr. Ropertson,] he must object to 


the reading of this resolution. 

Mr. HANNEGAN did notexpect to meet with 
thiscaptious objection from the gentleman last up. 
He would, however, not press his proposition at 
that time. 

PUBLIC MONEY—R. M. WHITNEY. 
Mr. WISE rose again to ask the consent of 


: the House (notwithstanding the notice which he 
‘said he had given, that he would not again press 


the proposition) to permit him to offer a resolu- 


‘tion in reference to the agency, &c., connected 


wrth the deposits of the public moneys. 


1886. 
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Mr. W. read the resolution, and remarked that 


Feunderstood several gentlemen had voted against - 


its tatruduecon ona former day on account of the 
R He had withdrawn the preamble, and 
he resolution would be received and 


whieh were ordered. : 

Mr. TRENCLL moved to lay the motion to 
suspend the rules on the table. 

Mr. WISE asked for the yeas and nays on the 
latter motion; which were ordered; and werc as 
follows: 

YEAS — Messrs. Anthony, Ash, Bean, Boon, Bovee, 
Buchanan, Craig, Crainer, Cushman, Dickerson, Drom- 
goole, Burns, Casey, Chaney, Chapin, Cleveland, Cofice, 
Connor, Dunlap, Etfuer, Faitield, Farlan, Preach, Wil- 
liam K. Fuiler, Galbraith. Gillet, Glascock, Josepb Halt, 
Hamer, Hannegan, Samuel 8. Harrison, Albert G. Harri- 
son, Hawkins, Haynes, Henderson, Iolsey, Howard, Hub- 
tev, Huntington, Huntsman, Ingham, Jabez Jackson, Jos- 
eph Johnson, Kichard M. Johnson, Cave Johnson, Ben- 
jamin Jones, Judson, Kennon, Kilgore, Kinnard, Lane, 
Lawrence, Gideon Lee, Joshua Lee, Thomas Lee. Leon- 
ard, Logan, Mann, Manning, William Mason, Moses Mason, 
May, McKim, McLene, Moore, Owens, Page, Parker, 
Patterson, Franklin Pierce, Dutee J. Pearce, Phetps, John 
Reynolds, Joseph Reynolds, Ripley, Roane, Rogers, Sey- 
mour, Shinn, Sickt!#s, Smith, Speight, Suthertand, Taylor, 
Thomas, Join Thom-on, Toucey, Turner, Turrill, Vander- 
poel, Wagener, Ward, Webster, Weeks, and Whittkesey 
—95. 


NAYS — Messrs. Chilton Allan, Heman Allen, Ashley, 
Dailey, Bell, Bond, Bouldin, Boyd. Bunch, John Calhoon, 
William B. Calhoun, Cambreleng, Campbell, Carter,George 
Chambers, Nathaniel! H. Claiborne, Join F. H. Claiborne, 
Corwin, Crane, Cushing, Darlington, Doubleday, Evans, 
Everett, Fry, Philo C. Fuller, James Garland, Rice Gar- 
land, Granger, Grantland, Greonell, Griffin, Haley, Hiland 
Hatt, Hard, Hardin, Harper, Hazehtine, Hoar, Hopkins, 
Howell, Ingersoll, Janes, Jarvis, Jenifer, [cary John- 
son, John W. Jones, Lawler, Luke Lea, Lewis, Lincoln, 
Love, Martia, John Y. Mason, McCarty, McComas, 
McKennan, Mercer, Milligan, Morgan, Morris, Pettigrew, 
Peyton, Potts, Reed, Kencher, Robertson, Ruzsch, Au- 
gustine H. Shepperd, Shields, Slade, Sloane, Spangler, 
Standefer, Storer, Taliaferro, Underwood, Vinton, Wash- 
ington, Lewis Williams, Sherrod Williams, and Wise—&2. 


So the motion to suspend the rules was laid on 
the table. 
BILLS PASSED. 
The following bills were read the third time 
and passed: 


Michael Fenwick, deceased; 


A bill for the relief of Robert Allison, a lieu- 


tenant in the revolutionary war; 

A bill for the relief of Andrew Hoover, of In- 
diana; 

A bill for the relief of Asa Armington; 

A bill for the relief of John Barkley; 

A bill for the relief of Amclia Leech; 

A bill for the relief of John F. Lewis; 


A bill for the relief of James Moore and Wil- 


liam Moore; 


A bill confirming to the legal representatives of <| 


in the river Delaware. 

The bill was opposed at length by Mr. HAR- 
DIN, and advocated by Messrs. THOMPSON 
of South Carolina, and PEYTON, when the 
latter gave way to 

Mr. WISE, who moved an adjournment, but 
withdrew the motion at the request of 

Mr. JONES, of Virginia, on whose motion his 
colleague [Mr. Rozertson] had leave of absence 
for ten days from Monday next. 

The House then adjourned. 


IN SENATE. 
Mowpay, April 11, 1836. 


Mr. NAUDAIN presented certain resolutions, 
adopted by the Legislature of Delaware, instruct- 
ing their Senators to vote against the expunging 
resolution. 

Mr. KING, of Alabama, presented the petition 
of the Corporation of Georgetown, District of 
Columbia, praying for authority to sell a portion 
ot Langan and Fayette strects, in said town, ren- 
dered useless by the canal; whicn was referred to 
the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. DAVIS presented the memorial of sundry 

ilots and mas.ers of vessels lying at New Casile, 
Deleware; praying for an appropriation for the 
improvement of that harbor; which was referred 
to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. DAVIS presented the petition of Leonard 
Stockton and others, representing themselves to 
be privates in the fourth regiment of United States 
artillery, praying that a provision may be made 
by law for the appointment of a chaplain to said 
regiment; which was referred to the Commiitee 
on Military Affairs. 

Mr. LINN presented the petition of Jean Bap- 
tiste Jarvis, who served under General George 
Rogers Clark, praying for a pension; which was 
referred to the Committce on Pensions. 

Mr. SOUTHARD presented the petition of 
Bernard O'Donnel; which was referred to the 
Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. RUGGLES presented the petition of Mar- 


: tin Quincy and others, owners of the ship Nep- | 
|| tune, praying that certain duties paid on said ship 


| may be refunded to them; which was referred to 


. , the Committee on Commerce. 
A bill for the relief of the representatives of , 


REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 


Mr. LUNN, from the Committee on Private 
Land Claims, to which had been referred the 


etition of Dr. Thomas Clark, reported a bill for `: 


iis relief; which was read, and ordered toa second 
reading. 


Mr. HENDRICKS, from the Committee on | 


Roads and Canals, to which the subject had been 
referred, reported a bill making appropriations 
for making certain roads in Arkansas; which was 


' read, and ordered to a second reading. 


Mr. TOMLINSON, from the Committee on 


Thomas F. Reddick a tract of six hundred and |. Pensions, to which had been referred the petition 


forty acres of land, 
A bill for the relief of James Bradford; 


A bili for the relief of Abraham Forbes, a spy | 


in the late war; 

A bill granting a pension to Colonel Gideon 
Morgan; 

A Bill for the relief of Israel Ingall; 

A bill for the relief of the heirs of William 
Forbes, deceased; 

A bill for the relief of Joseph Nibert; 

A bill for the relief of Jesse Sykes; 

A bill for the relief of John Almond and George 
Woolsey; 

A bill for the relief of Benjamin Bennet and 
others; 

A bill for the relief of George Bender; and 

A bill for the relief of Henry Stoddart. 


Mr. HOWELL moved to reconsider the vote ` 


of this day, whereby the bill for the relief of 
Robert Allison was passed. 

The motion to reconsider was carried, and the 
bill was postponed until Friday next. 

Mr. HANNEGAN moved an adjournment. 

Mr. WHITTLESEY asked for the yeas and 
nays; which were ordered; and were—yeas 56, 
nays 76. 

The House resumed the consideration of the 


i 
1 
4 
i 


of John A. Rodgers, reported a bill for his relief 
which was read, and ordered to a second reading. 

Mr. TOMLLNSON, from the same committee, 
made an unfavorable report on the petition of 
James Ladicu. 


Mr. SHEPLEY, from the Committee on Claims, | 


to which was referred the petition of James L. 


read, and ordered to a second reading. 

Mr. GRUNDY, from the Committee on the 
Post Office and Post Roads, to which had been 
referred the joint resolution for changing the times 
of making contracts in the Post Office Department, 


reported the same with amendments; which were |, 4 


read. 

Mr. DAVIS, from the Committee on Com- 
merce, reported a bill to suspend the discrimin- 
ating duties on merchandise imported in foreign 
vessels, so far as relates to the vessels of Portu- 


|’ gal, and to reduce the duties on wines; which was 
' read, and ordered to a second reading; and on 


| motion by Mr. Davis, and by unanimous con- 


| Mr. WHITE, from the Committee on Revo- 
| lutionary Claims, made unfavorable reports on 
jhe petitions of the heirs of Captain 


bill to authorize a compromise, and to secure to |! the heirs of Richard McCarty. 


in favor of the bill, an 
port; after which, 


fi 


| emption rights. 


: . i on thi 
Cathcart, reported a bill for his relief; which was | Paes nea 


'| the United States the title to the Pea Patch Island | Mr. LINN submitted the following resolution; 


which lies on the table one day: 

Resgired, That the Secretary of the Navy be requested to 
send to the Senate all the im-ormation in his possession re- 
latiug to the Dry Tortugas; al o, his opinion of its fitness 
asa naval station to protect and defend our commerce pass- 
ing the peninsula of East Florida. 

The joint resolution to expend the balance of 
the appropriation for building the bridge across 
the Potomac, to the improvement of Maryland 
avenue, leading to said bridge, was read the third 
time and passed. i 

The bill giving effect to the cighth article of the 
treaty with Spain came up on a third reading; 
and, 

On motion by Mr. KING, of Alabama, to allow 
time for further cxamination, was laid on the 
table. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN gave notice that he would 
to-morrow ask leave to introduce a biil to alter 
the terms of the district court of the United States 
for the middle district of Florida. 

_ The amendments of the House of Representa- 
tives to the bill establishing the territorial gov- 
ernment of Wisconsin were considered. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN moved that the Senate 
refuse to accede to the amendment reducing the 
salary of the Governor; which motion was agreed 
to. 

Mr. EWING, of Ohio, moved to amend the 
amendment in relation to the appropriation for 
the public buildings in the new Territory, b 
striking out $20,000, and inserting 910,000; and, 
after some remarks from Messrs. CLAYTON, 
EWING, BENTON, GRUNDY, LINN, and 
KING, of Alabama, the motion of Mr. Ewixe 
was rejected, and the amendments of the House 
were agreed to. 

On motion by Mr. BENTON, twelve hundred 
extra copies of the reports of the Secretaries of 
War and Navy, on the subject of national de- 
fenses, were ordered to be printed; two hundred 
for the Engineer office, and one thousand for the 
use of the Senate. 

The bill to prohibit the circulation through the 
mails of incendiary publications was taken up 


as the special order; when 


Mr. KING, of Georgia, addressed the Senate 
in opposition to the re- 


On motion by Mr. KING, of Alabama, the 


bill was laid on the table. 


On motion by Mr. WRIGHT, the bill from 
the’House to prescribe the mode of paying the 
pensioners of the United States was taken up; 
and, the amendment of the committee being con- 


| curred in, the bill was ordered to a third reading. 


The bill to appropriate, for a limited time, the 
proceeds of the sales of the public lands came 
up as the general order. 

Mr. WALKER observed, that he had on Fri- 
day called the attention of the Senate to the bill 
allowing further time to complete certain pre- 

If that bill (he said) was not 
acted on within eight or ten days, it would be 


> | hardly worth while to act on it at all; and he 
| therefore hoped that the Senate would agree to 
_ postpone the general order for the purpose of 
; taking up that bill. 


Mr. EWING moved that the Senate adjourn. 
Mr. WALKER called for the yeas and nays 
c ucstion, and they having been accord- 
ingly ordered, the motion was carried by the fol- 


| lowing vote: 


YEAS—Messrs. Brown, Calhoun, Clay, Crittenden, Cuth- 
bert, Davis, Ewing of Ohio, Goldsborough, Hendricks, King 


| of Georgia, Knight, Naudain, Rives, Robbins, Robinson, 


Southard, Swi:t, and Tomlinson—}8. 

NAYS—Mesars. Benton, Black, Ewing of Ilinois, Grun- 
y, Hill, Habbard, King of Alabama, Linn, Porter, Ruggles, 
Shepley, Waiker, Wall, White, and Wright—15. 


The Senate then adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Monpar, April 11, 1836. 
The first business in order were the resolutions 


j of the Legislature of Kentucky on the subject 
| sent, it was read the second time, and erdercd to | 


| 
| 
! be engrossed for a third reading. 
| 
| 


of the distribution of the proceeds of the sales 
of the public lands, the motion pending being the 
resolution of Mr. Wituiams, of Kentucky, di- 
recting the Committee of Ways and Means to 


est, and | reporta bill conformably to the resolutions of the 
H Legislature of. Kentucky. 


$44 T 


Me. PEARCY 
esasent of tae House to sa 
yielded t9 r 
“Af SLIGHT, who move subje 
ia order be posiponed till Monday next, for tae 


bmit a resolution, but 
d that the subject 


aroase of presenting petitions and memorials, 
and of offering such resolutions only as would 
give rise to no debate. 

E lessa. WILLIAMS, of Kentucky, and 
GRAVES, said a tew words in opposition to the 
motion, on the ground that the subject was a very 
important one, and it could only be discussed for 
a single hour in the week. 

Mr. BOON sud he was also bound to vote 
against the motion on the following ground: The 
principles invo.ved in these res lauons Were prin- 
ciples in tie seulement of which the State he had 
the honor in part to represent was vitally inter- 
ested and, from the votes hereto ore taken, offered 
the only opnorumity for considering the bill for 
the graduation and reduction of the price of the 
publie lands. i 

Mr. CHAPIN srid he would suggest to the hon- 
erable gentleman froin South Carolina to modify 
his mation so as to obviate the objections raised, 
that is, to postpone the co.rsideration of the Ken- 
tucky resolutions unul the States shall be first 
cailed for petitions, after which the subject may 
be resumed to-day. This subject had already 
occupied the two las petiuon days. Many mem- 
bers had im »oriant petitions lying on their tables, 
which they had had no opportunity to present for 
two weeks. The further consideration of the 
resolutions, at the pr sent time, will embarrass 
and delay the business of the House. 


P 


The motion of Mr. Spercnt was then agreed | 


to without a count. 
PETITIONS, MEMORIALS, ETC. 


Petitions and memorials were then presented 
bv Messrs. EVANS, HALL, and SMITA, of 
Maine; 

Mr. CUSHMAN, of New Hampshire; 

Messrs. CUSHING, LAWRENCE, GREN- 
NELL, REED, HOAR, and CALHOUN, of 
Massachusetts; 

{Mr. Catnotn presented the petition of the 
Western Railroad Carporation of Massachusetts, 
for leave to lay out and construct their road upon 
land of the United States in Springfield, in Mas- 
sachusetts. 

Mr. PEARCE, of Rhode Island; 

Mr. EVERETT, of Vermont; 

Messrs. CRAMER, MASON, CAMBRE- 
LENG, GRANGER, TAYLOR, J. LEL, 


HARD, HAZELTINE, CHAPIN, GILLET, 


RUSSELL, and CHILDS, of New York; 
(Mr. Cuapin presentedthe petition of divers in- 
habitants of the county of Wayne, in the State of 


of Maryland, rose to ask the 


HE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE 


April 11, 


Mr. JENIFER offered to present certain '| 


resolutions passed by the Legisla:ure of Mary- 
land, protesting against the expunction from the 
Journals of the proceedings of either House of 
Congress. 

Mr. THOMAS objected to the reception of the | 
resolutions at this time. 

Mr. JENIFER asked for the reading of the res- 
olutions, and he should ask that they be printed. 

Mr. THOMAS objected to any action on the 
resolutions to-day,and hoped they would be laid 
over until Monday next, when, under toe rules, 
they could be debated. 

Mr. JENIFER said he had hoped that the res- 
olutions would have been presented either by bis 
colleague, or one of his friends from the city of 
Baltimore. He should have been happy to have 
had the benefit of their advice as to their disposi- 
tion; but he hoped they would be read, as he dis- 
covered a disposition to suppress them entirely. 

Mr. THOMAS said he was misunderstood by 
his colleague. Hedid not object to the reception 
of these resolutions on account of their contents. 
Tt was unnecessary to read them. He knew 
they professed to express the voice of the people 
of Maryland. Now, whether they attempted to 
give tha’ voice as to one question or another, he 
should equally protest against their reception this 
morning, The House had suspended its rules, | 
to receive petitions and such resolutions as will | 
give rise to nodebate. Wheneverany resolution 
shall be presented, designed to produce imores- 
sions as to the opinions of the people of Mary- 
land, he desired to have an opportunity to show 
that the Legislature of Maryland ought not to be 
considered a fair exponent of the popular will. 
The character of the Government of that State is 
such, that the majority have been ruled by the 
minority for years. Under such circumstances, 
it ill Lecomes any man to parade before the 
country resolutions of the Maryland Legislature 
as evidence that the people of the State are for or 
against any particular measure of national policy. 

Let the gentleman present his resolutions on next 
Monday or any other day, when the rules of the 
House do not forbid all explanation or discussion; 
and then he [Mr. Tuomas] would take care to 
make such explanations as to the organization 
of the government of Maryland as would guard 
against false impressions. He would show that, 
ia consequence of the unjust apportionment of 
representation, two thirds of the people might be 
for, and yet two thirds of the Maryland Legisla- 
ture would be against, any particular measure of 
national policy. If gentlemen are disposed to do 
that which is fair, they will not press the present- 


j, ation of these resolutions now, when all expla- 


New York, asking an appropriation for the im- `' 


provement of Port Bay, ou Lake Ontario; which 
was referred tothe Committee of the W hole House 
on the state of the Union, while on the subject 
of bill No. 523.) 

Messrs. CHAMBERS, WAGENER, DARL- 
INGTON, HARRISON, ASH, BUCHANAN, 
MANN, DENNY, and SUTHERLAND, of 
Pennsylvania; 

{Mr. Mann presented the petition of sundry 
inhabitants of Bedford county, Pennsylvania, 
praying for the establishment of a post route 
from Hancock, Maryland, by way of War- 
fordsburg, Whipscove, Brush creck valley, to 
the crossing of Juniata, Bedford county, Penn- 
sylvania; which was referred to the Committee on 
the Post Office and Post Roads. 

Mr. CuampBers presented a petition from the 
citizens of Beaver county, Pennsylvania, com- 
plaining of the burdens imposed on the naviga- 
tion of the Ohio river in the payment of tolls to 
the Louisville and Portland Canal Company; and 
that, whilst immense sums of money have been 
appropriated and expended for foreign commerce 


and on the Atlantic coast, but little has been done | 


for inland commerce and navigation. The peti- 


tioners ask Congress to make an appropriation | 


to purchase out the individual stock in the Louis- 
ville and Portland Canal Company, and, make 
the navigation of the Ohio river free. } 

Mr. MILLIGAN, of Delaware; 

Messrs. McKIM, THOMAS, WASHING- 


i 
! 


| 


TON, PEARCE, and JENIFER, of Maryland; ! 


: by bill or otherwise. H 


nations are out of order. 
The resolutions were then laid over till Monday 
next. 


Mr. WISE offered the following resolution: 


Resolved, That a select committee be appointed, with 
power to send for persons aud papers, to inquire into the 
wode or agency of selecting the banks of deposit for the 
public money ; the contracts with the Treasury Departinent, 
by which they are. regulated; the manner in which, and 
the persons by whom, such contracts are a, have been made ; 
into all correspondence whatsoever, touching contracts tor 
the deposit o` the public money, and into all connection 
or relation, official or unofficial, which exists or has existed 
between any person or persons and the ‘Treasury Depart- 
ment, or between them and the deposit banks, or any in- 
dividual or banks, touching the cu-iody and the control and | 
deposit 07 the public money, or between any Department | 
of the Exceutive, and any individual or individuals or | 
banks, touching the di-bursement of the publie money, ap- | 
propriated or unappropriated by law; and into the amount ; 
of compensation Of any or all azents whatsoever, official or 
unofficial, connected with said Department, or said ban Ks, | 
touching the disbursement, sa‘e keeping, or deposit, of the | 
public money ; and that said committee have leave to report . 


Its reception was objected to, on the ground 
that the rule was suspended for the purpose of, 
receiving petitions, and such resolutions only as | 
would not give rise to debate. i 

Mr. WISE moved to suspend the rule, in order || 
to enable him to offer the resolution, and asked | 
for the yeas and nays on his motion; which were |. 
ordered, And were—yeas 85, nays 82. 

So the rules were not suspended, and the reso- 
lution was not received. 


t 
| 

Messrs. MASON “and TALIAFERRO, of 
Virginia; 


At this stage of the proceedings, Mr. TAL- |. 


[AFERRO offered a resolution, to which Mr. 
WISE objected; and some conversation arose on 
the point of order, whether, under the resolution 
to suspend the rules adopted this morning, a 
single member could object to the reception of a 
resolution; and whether, if it was likely to give 


' rise to debate, it must not be received, but must 


lie over for consideration at a future day. 

Mr. SPEIGHT explained in substance, that 
the intention of the mation he made was, that 
such resolutions as would give rise to debate 
should not be received. 

Some further conversation arose between 
Messrs. WISE, GILLET, SPEIGHT, TOU- 
CEY, EVANS, and the CHAIR, as to the con- 
struction of the order of the House; when the 
hour of one o’clock arrived, and the orders of 
the day were called for. 

Mr. WISE moved a suspension of the rules 


‘for the purpose of proceeding with the reception 


of petitions, memorials, and resolutions, and that 
such resolutions as should give rise to debate 
should lie over; which was negatived. 

Mr. WEBSTER then moved to suspend the 


-rules for the purpose of proceeding with the call 


of the States for petitions aid memorials only; 
which was agreed to— yeas 12U, nays not counted. 

Petitions and memorials were then farther 
presented by Messrs. MERCER, JOHNSON, 
HOPKINS, and ROANE, of Virginia; 

Messrs. SPEIGHT, W. B. SHEPARD, and 
McKAY, of North Carolina; 

Messrs. CAMPBELL and MANNING, of 
` South Carolina; 

/ Mr. TOWNS, of Georgia; 
i Messrs. CALHOON, HARLAN, UNDER- 
, WOOD, and JOHNSON, of Kentucky; 
| Messrs. HUNTSMAN, FORESTER, and the 
SPEAKER, from Tennessce; 
Messrs. CRANE, JONES, PATTERSON, 
P. C. FULLER, (for Mr, WHITTLESEY,) 
_KENNON, HAMER, and WEBSTER, of Ohio; 
(Mr. Hamer presented a petition of the citizens 
of Ohio, praying for a post route from Urbana, 
Ohio, to Maysville, Kentucky; also, petitions 
' praying for a donation of land to the Zanesville 
and Maysville turnpike road, through the State 
' of Ohio. 
Mr. Patterson presented the petition of James 
i Thompson, of Richland county, Ohio, a soldier 
i of the revolutionary war; which was referred to 
; the Committee on Revolutionary Pensions.] 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Louisiana; 

Messrs. HANNEGAN and KINNARD, of 
Indiana. 

[Mr. Hanneean presented the petition of Peter 
Wells, a revolutionary soldier, praying to be 
placed on the pension roll. 

Mr. Lane asked leave to offer the following 
resolution: 


Resolve, That the Committee of Ways and Means be 
instructed to reporta bill, torthwith, anthorizing the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury to loan to the respective States all 
the present and accruing surplus revenue which shall re- 
| main in the Treasury unapp‘opriated or required ‘or the 
| ordinary and necessary exp2nses of the Government, with- 
| Out interest, to be made to each State in proportion to its 
present or future ascertained population ; the faith of each 
State to be pledged for the repa,ment o” such toan at any 
time when required by the exigencies of the Government 
of the United States.” 


Objection being made, Mr. L. moved a sus- 


| pension of the rules; which was negatived.] 


Mr. CLAIBORNE, of Mississippi; 


to the Committee on the Post Office and Post 
Roads. 

Mr. Reywo.ps, of llinois, presented the 
netition of the Belleville and Mississippi Rail- 
road Company. This petition states that a com- 
pany was incorporated the General Assembly 
of the State of Illinois, for the purpose of con- 
structing a railroad from Belleville, in said State, 
to the ferry on the Mississippi, opposite St. 
Louis, Missouri; that the company is willing to 
convey the United States mail from Belleville to 
St. Louis, which is on the main route fram Louis- 
ville, Kentucky, to St. Louis, Missouri, free of 
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expense, on certain provisions and considerations; 
and that the railroad will also be serviceable to 
the Government, to convey coal from the Missis- 
sippi Bluff to the public works near St. Louis, 
which iscight or ten miles distant from the works. 
In consideration of the promises, the petition 
prays the preémption right in the Edwards dis- 
trict, in said State, to lands equal in amount to 
every alternate section over which the road may 

ass. Mr. R. also presented the claim of John 
Wigle, of Union county, Ilinois, praying relief 
for a mistake in an entry of land; also, the claims 
of J. W. Flankin, H. Garrett and F. B. Thomp- 
son, for horses lost in the campaigns in Illinois in 
1832; and the petition of sundry citizens, praying 
that a mail route from Carlyle by Greenville to 
Hillsborough, in the State of Illinois, be estab- 
lished. 

(Mr. May presented the petition of a number 
of the miners residing on the Upper pisses 
praying that the right of preémption be extended 
to them for the lots of mincral grounds by them 
occupied; also a number of petitions for the estab- 
lishment of various post routes.) 

Mr. LYON, of Alabama; 

Messrs. ASHLEY and HARRISON, of Mis- 
souri; 

Mr. JONES, of Michigan; 

Mr. SEVIER, of Arkansas; 

Mr. WHITE, of Florida. 


On motion by Mr. HALL, of Maine, it was 


Resolved, That the Committee on Revolutionary Pensions 
inquire into the expediency of placing the names of Jona- 
than Trotton, William Coffe, William Wyman, David 
Perry, Allan Crary, Samuel Hinckley, John Wallace, and 
Charies Matthews, on the pension roll of the United States. 


On motion by Mr. CHAMBERS, of Pennsyl- 
vania, it was 


Resolved, That it be referred to the Committee on the 
Library to consider the expediency of reporting a bill pro- 
viding tor the engraving aud publication of copies of the 
various medals struck in relation to important events in the 
United States, beiore and since the Declaration of Inde- 
pendence, with an account or statement of the events or 
occasion which said medalis were designed to commemo- 
rate. 


On motion by Mr. TURRILL, it was 


Resolved, That the Committee on Commerce be instruct- 
ed to inquire into the expediency of establishing a marine 
hospital at Oswego, in the State of New York. 


On motion by Mr. HUNTINGTON, it was 


Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads be instructed to inquire into the expediency of 
extending the southern post route on Long island, New 
York, from East Hampton, its present castern termination, 
to the village of Amaganzette, three miles further east. 


On motion by Mr. CAMBRELENG,, it was 


Resolved, That the Committee on Conamerce be instructed 
to inquire into the expediency of placing buoys in the newly- 
discovered channel over Sandy Hook bar; and also as to 
the practicability of erecting a beacon light on Romer shoal, 
near the same. 


On motion by Mr. PIERCE, of New Hamp- 
shire, it was 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads be instructed to inquire into the expediency of 
establishing a post route from Hillsborough Bridge, New 
Hampshire, through the south part of Antrim and Hancock, 
to Petersboro’, ‘ 


On motion by Mr. BURNS, it was 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads be instructed to inquire into the expediency of 
establishing a post route from Hebron to Alexandria and 
Bristol, in the State of New Hampshire. 

On motion by Mr. RUSSELL, it was 

Resolved, ‘Thatthe Committee on Revolutionary Pensions 
be instructed to inquire into the expediency of granting a 


peusion to Gidcon watford, of New York, for services ren- 
dered as a soldier in the war of the Revolution. 


On motion by Mr. CUSHING, it was 

Resolved, That the Committee on Commerce be instructed 
to inquire into the expediency of establishing suitable hos. 
pitais on a general system for the benefit of the nautical 
population of the United States, wheresoever employed 
whether on its interior waters or on the ocean ` g 


On motion by Mr. GALBRAITH, it was 

Resoived, That the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads be instructed to inquire into the expediency of 
establishing a post route from Butler, in Butler county, to 
Franklin, in Venango county, Pennsylvania, by the graded 
road; and also extending the route from Venango Furnace 
to Negley post office, in Venango county, Pennsylvania. 


On motion by Mr. CALHOUN, of Massachu- 
setts, 1t was 
Resolved, That two thousand extra copies of the report 


of the Secretary of the Treasury, communicating the latest 
returns of the condition of the deposit banks, and the 


in 
ji 


| 


' on the last Friday of this month, wil) adjourn over to the 


| instead of eleven, o’clock in the morning. 


. which the district court of the United States for the western | 
| district of that State shall be held, and in which the offices | 
! of the clerk of said court, the district attorney and mar- 


i Post Roads be instructed to inquire into the expediency of 


| 
| 


| : reduced form. 


monthly statements of the United 
for the use of the House. 


On motion by Mr. P. C. FULLER, it was 

| 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Office and || 

Post Roads be directed to inquire into the expediency of ‘| 

establishing a post route on the east road between Grave- ; 

land post office and Genesee, in the State of New York. 
On motion by Mr. THOMAS, it was 


Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads be instructed to inquire into the expediency of 
establishing a post route from Boonesborough, by Bohrers- 
ville, to Knoxville or Barketsviile, in Maryland. 


On motion by Mr. GRANGER, it was 


Resolved, That the Committee on Revolutionary Pen- 


` sions be instructed to inquire into the expediency of placing 


the name of Daniel McKinney upon the roll of revolutionary 
pensioners. 


On motion by Mr. REED, it was 


Resolved, That the Secretary of War be directed to lay 
before this House the charts of Nantucket harbor and 
Great Point harbor, so called, and alsoachartof the harbor 
of Holmes’s Hole, in the island of Martha’s Vineyard, in a 


On motion by Mr. GIDEON LEE, it was 


Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads be instructed to inquire into the expediency of 
establishing a post route from Jersey City, in Bergen 
county, New Jersey, to Bellville. 


On motion by Mr. W. K. FULLER, it was 


Resolved, That the Committee on Military Affairs be in- || 
structed to inquire into the expediency of authorizing the 
Secretary of War to furnish the State of Kentucky, at the 
national expense, with a supply of arms, ordnance, and | 
munitions of war, equal to the quantity lately destroyed by || 
the burning of the arsenal in that State. 


On motion by Mr. TALIAFERRO, it was 


| 
Resolved, That the Committee of the Whole House be |} 
discharged from the further consideration of the bill and | 
report in the case of Teakle Savage, administrator of Bo- | 
lithea Laws; and that the bill and report be referred to the |; 
Committee on Claims. 


On motion by Mr. MERCER, it was I: 


Resolved, That, for the purpose of ventilating and puri- il 
fying the Hall, and substituting the customary spring mat- `; 
ting for the carpet on the floor, this House, when it adjourns į 


ensuing Tuesday; and that, after the first day of May next, 
the daily sessions of the House shall commence at ten, | 


_ Resolved, That the Committee on Invalid Pensions be 
instructed to inquire into the propriety of placing Henry 
Maggart, a soldier of the late war, upon the pension roll. 


On motion by Mr. CARTER, it was 


Resolved, That the Committee on Revolutionary Claims 
be instructed to inquire into the propricty of allowing the 
heirs of John Hudley, deceased, such commutation for ser- 
vices periormed in the Revolution, in the Virginia line, as 


On motion by Mr. CARTER, it wes | 
| 


! said John Hudley may have been entitled to under the reso- 


lutions of the Congress of the United States. 


On motion by Mr. CONNOR, it was 


Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads he instructed to inquire into the expediency of 
establishing a post route from Franklin, in Marion county, 
North Carolina, down Valley river, to Huntingdon, thence 
to Clarksville, Habersham county, Georgia. 


On motion by Mr. GARLAND, of Louisiana, | 
it was $ 

Resolved, That the Committee of Ways and Means be 
instructed to inquire into the expediency of making an 
appropriation for the purpose of erectinga suitable building | 
at the tewn of Opelousas, in the State of Louisiana, in 


shal of said court shall be kept, as well as the offices of the 
register of the Jand office and receiver of public moneys for 
the district south of Red river. 


On motion by Mr. TALIAFERRO, it was 


Resolved, That the Committce on Revolutionary Claims 
be instructed to inquire into the propriety of providing, by 
law, for the payment of commutation to such of the offi- 
cers of the Revolution as were entitled thereto, at the end 
of the war, in pursuance of the then existing laws on the 
subject, but who have been deprived by a proviso in the 
pension act passed by Congress on the — day of —., 1785. 


On motion by Mr. BUNCH, it was 
Resolcred, That the Committee on the Post Office and 


establishing a post route from Bean’s Station, in East Ten- 
nessee, by Morristown and the mouth of Chuccky river, to 
New Port, in Cocke county. 


On motion by Mr. COFFEE, it was 


Resolved, That the Committee on Commerce be instructed 
to inquire into the expediency of increasing the compensa- 
tion of the collector of the district of Brunswick, State of 
Georgia, and compensating him for his services in 1835. 


On motion by Mr. COFFEE, it was 


Resolved, That the Committee on the Judiciary be in- 
structed to inquire if any legislation is necessary to enable 


the owners of fugitive slaves to reclaim them from the In- 
dian country. 


On motion by Mr. GARLAND, of Louisiana, 


it was 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Judiciary be in- 
structed to inquire into the expediency of providing by law 
for the appointment of a judge of the district court of the 
Unitcd States for the western district of Louisiana. 


On motion by Mr. JONES, of Ohio, it was 


Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads be instructed to inquire into the expediency of 
establishing a post road from Wooster, in Wayne county, 


: to Pennesville, in Richland county, Ohio. 


On motion by Mr. CRANE, it was 


Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Koads be instructed to inquire into the expediency of 
establishing a post route from Defiance, in Williams county, 


` Ohio, by Evanport, to Lafayette, in said county. 


On motion by Mr. JOHNSON, of Louisiana, 
it was 
Resolved, That the Committee on the Public Lands be 


_ instructed to inquire into the expediency of increasing the 


salaries of the surveyor general of the United States, re- 
gister of the land office, and receivers of public moneys, 
for the State of Louisiana. 


On motion by Mr. LEA, of Tennessee, it was 
Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Office and 


` Post Roads be instructed to inquire into the expediency of 
' establishing a mail route from Campbell’s Station, in Knox 


county, Tennessee. by way of Low’s Ferry, the Holston 
river, to Maryville, in Blount county in said State. 
On motion by Mr. FRENCH, it was 


Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Office and Post 
Roads be instructed to inquire into the expediency of estab- 


: lishing a post route from Mount S.erling, Kentucky, via 


the mouth of Aaron’s Run, and North Middletown, to Paris. 


_ On motion by Mr. CALHOON, of Kentucky, © 
it was 

Resol: ed, That the Committee on Revolutionary Claims 
inquire into the propriety of passing a law granting com- 


| mutation pay to the heirs of Lieutenant John Wilson, de- 
; ceased, for his revolutionary services. 


_ On motion by Mr. CALHOON, of Kentucky, 
it was 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads inquire into the expediency of establishing a 
post route from Cloverport, by the Great Falls of Rough 
Creek, to Brownsville, in the State of Kentucky. 


On motion by Mr. UNDERWOOD, it was 


Resolved, That the heads of Departments, Auditors. 
Treasurer, and Register of the United States, be directed 
to lay before this House a list of their respective clerks or 
deputies, containing their names, their ages, and dates of 
their several original appointments, and the dates of their 
promotions, with the amounts of their several salaries, and 
a specific enumeration, under appropriate heads, of their 
peculiar functions and duties. 


On motion by Mr. McKAY, it was 


Resolved, That the Committee on the Judiciary be in- 
structed to inquire into the expediency of providing suitable 
buildings for the accommodation of the courts of the United 
States, and the safe-keeping of the public records therein. 


On motion by Mr. BEALE, it was 


Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads be instructed to inquire into the propriety of 
extending the present estublished mail route from Culpepper 
court-house, to the town of New Market, in the county of 
Shenandoah, Virginia, to the village of Timberville, in the 
county of Rockingham, in said State. 


On motion by Mr. LAWLER, it was 


Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads inquire into the expediency of establishing a 
post route froin Greenborough, in Alabama, to Caudy's 
anding, on the Black Warrior river. 


On motion by Mr. LEA, of Tennessee, it was 


Resolred, That the Committee on {ndian Affairs be in- 
structed to inquire into the propriety of allowing compen- 
sation to Robert M. Anderson,and George W. Churchwell, 
Esqs., attorneys at law, for their services in behalf of the 
Government, in certain reservation suits in the courts of the 
United States, for the 7th circuit and district of East Ten- 
nessee. 


On motion by Mr. HAWKINS, it was 


Resolved, That the Committee on Revolutionary Claims 
be instructed to inquire into the expediency of issuing a 
duplicate military land warrant. heretofore issued to Craw- 
ford Johnson, a soldier of the Revolution, which has been 
lost. 


On motion by Mr. GRAVES, it was 


Resolved, That the petitions of sundry citizens of the 
States of Kentucky, Illinois, and Pennsylvania, in favor of 
the Federal Government’s purchasing up the individual 
stock in the Louisville and Portland canal, be referred to 
the Committee on Roads and Canals, with instructions to 
inquire into the expediency of reporting a bill providing for 
the appropgation of the proceeds of the Government stock 
for that Ss ee 


On motion by Mr. HANNEGAN, it was 


Resolved, That the Secretary of War be directed to trans- 
mit to this House the papers on file in the Pension Office, in 
the case of Peter Wells. 
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On motion by 

Resolved, Th ( l; } 
to inquire into the justice of compensating Major Mark A. : 
Cooper, tor the loss of a horse at Picolata, Florida, whilst 
he was engaged in mustering his battalion into the service 


of the United States; and that the committee inquire into `: 


e edieney of authorizing the Paymaster General to 
ae for all horses that are lost or die in the service of the 
country, as well as those that are killed in battle or die of i 
wounds received in battle. Ree 

On motion by Mr. CLAIBORNE, of Missis- | 
sippi, it was 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Office and 


Post Roads be instructed to inquire into the expediency of |, z 
.| that the said Secretary accompany his report with a copy 
{ 


establishing a post route from Canton, by Warsaw, to Beat- 
tie’s bluff, in the State of Mississippi. 
On motion by Mr. CASEY, it was 


Mr. COFFEE, it was 


atthe Committee on Claims be instructed i orphans barred by the limitations heretofore established, |! 


provide for the settlement of the claims of widows and 


and to regulate the claims of invalid pensioners ;” so far as 


said act relates to the claims of widows and orphans, under j 
the act of March 27, 1792, entitled “An act for the relief of | 


certain widows and orphans, invalids, and other persons,”’ 
particularly as far as regards the persons named in the said 
act, and underthe act of March 27, 1792, entitled ‘An act 
to provide for the settlement of the claims of persons under 
particular circumstances, barred by the limitations hereto- 
fore established.” And that said Secretary also accompany 
his report with a statement as to what period each State 


' was credited for payments made on accouut of the United 


: States, together with a statement of the aggregate amount 
credited to each State, and charged toeach State. Also 


| of any opinion or opinions given by the Attorney General 
| of the United States, in relation to allowances of interest on 


|} claims to half pay, commutation of half pay on other claims, 


Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Office and |! and whether interest was paid under said opinion or opin- 


Post Roads be instructed to inquire into the expediency of 


establishing a post route from Mount Carmel to Lawrence- : 


ville, in Illinois. 


On motion by Mr. MAY, it was 


Resolved, That the Committee on Claims inquire into the 


expediency of compensating Aaron Pierce for two horses 
belonging to him, and which were killed in 1832 by a party 
of hostile Indians. 


On motion by Mr. PINCKNEY, it was 


Resolved, That the Commitee on Roads and Canals be 
instructed to inquire into the expediency of making an ap- 
propriation in aid of the contemplated railroad from Cin- 
cinnati, in Ohio, to Charleston, South Carolina, on condition 
that the company about to be established for the execution 
of that work, shall enter into a contract with the Govern- 
ment for the transportation of the public mails and public 
property on said road. 


Mr. PEARCE, of Maryland, submitted the | 


- following resolution; which, by the rule, lies over 
one day. 

Resolved, That the Secretary of War be directed to in- 
form the House at what time, and in what sums, the money 
appropriated for the repair of the Cumberland road east of 
the Ohio, by the acts 0. 1834, chapter 68, and 1835, chapter 
31, has been drawn out of the Treasury; whether the moncy 
80 appropriated, or some part of it, was not paid into the 
hands of an agent, other than the officer of engineers, 
charged with the superintendence of said road; wio this 
agent was; what compensation he received ; how long said 
agent was in posression of the said money, or any part 
thereof, before its being required for the performance of the 


work, or its actual application in payment to contractors ; | 


also at what places the said money was paid out by the said 
agent; and that this House be furnished with a copy of the 
account of said agent. 


On motion by Mr. LEWIS, it was 


Resolved, ‘I'hat the Committee on the Post Office and Post | 


Roads inquire into the expediency of establishing the fol- 
lowing routes, viz: From Washington, in Autauga county, 
to Kingston, fndependence, and Hamilton, in said county ; 


and from thence to Oak Ridge, in Dallas county, to Valley | 
Creek ; and from thence to Marion, in Perry county: from | 


Rockiord, in Coosa county, to Chesnut Creek, in Autauga 
county; to Maplesville, in Bibb county ; from Greenville 
by Kobb’s store, in Camden county, to Sparta, in said 
county; and from thence to Pensacola, in Florida; from 
Dade Court-House, in Alabama, to Valambrosa, in Florida: 
from Tallahassee, via Tuckubatchee, to Line Creck post 
office, (about twelve miles.) 


On motion by Mr. WHITE, of Florida, it 
was 

Resolved, That the Committee on Private Land Claims 
be instructed to inquire into the expediency of providing by 
law, that all claims and titles to land in Florida, which shail 
not be decided on the Ast day of October next, shall be re- 
ported to Congress, with the evidence filed in each case, 
and that the special jurisdiction of the courts on that day 
shall cease. 


Mr. KINNARD, from the Committee on Rev- 
olutionary Claims, reported the following resolu- 
tions, (being a modification of those heretofore 
reported on the same subject;) which were con- 
sidered and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Clerk of this House cause ta he com- 
piled, for the use othe House, and arranged in chronological 
order, under appropriate heads, all the resolves and acts of 
Congress relating to the pay, half-pay, commutation of half- 
pay, bounty lands, and other promises made by Congress 
to the officers and soldiers of the revolutionary army. Also, 
a synopsis of the provisions for funding the revolutionary 


debt of the United States, and of the several acts in aid | 
thereof. Also, the acts of the old and present Govern- | 


ments for the settlement of the accounts between the United 
States and the several States: and such other general in 


formation, to be ascertained from the archives of the Gov- | 
ernment, as may be useful in the settlement of revolutionary ` 


claims now pending. 


_Resolved, further, That the Secretary of the Treasury be l 
directed to inform this House whether all certificates of pub- | 


lic debt given for services rendered, or supplics furnished, in 


the war of the Revolution, or which were issued in fulfill- | 


ment of the provisions contained in any ordinance or reso- 


lution of the old Congress, did not bear interest, @d whether uy 
‘ Mr. SLADE renewed the call for the reading : 


interest was not allowed and paid upon such of said cer- 
tificates as were not subscribed to the funded debt of the 
United States, created by the act of August 4, 1790, and 


which were subsequently settled and paid at the Treasury; | 


also whetber interest was not allowed on ali settlements 


fa 


` ions, and in the execution of laws for the settlement of 
claims, in which no special provision was made for interest; 
and, iť so, a statement of the cases in which the same was 
` allowed, and the amount thereof. 


Mr. STORER moved to suspend the rules for 
the purpose of taking up the bill from the Senate 
to establish the northern boundary of Ohio, and 
the southern boundary of Michigan; which was 
negativid. 

Mr. SLADE, who stated he was out of his 
seat when the State of Vermont was called, then 

| rose, and presented a memorial from Dr. Atley 
and eighty-five other individuals, representing 

|| themselves to be citizens of Philadelphia, against 

|i the admission of Arkansas into the Union with 

‘a constitution which sanctions the existence of 
slavery, and prohibits the abolition thereof. Mr. 
S. moved its reading. 


Objections being made to its reading, Mr. | 


, SLADE said he claimed that right. 
| Mr. SPEIGHT inquired whether the petition 


' should not be referred, as a matter of course, to | 


‘the committee raised under Mr. Pinckney’s res- 
olution? 

: The CHAIR had not examined the petition, 

' and could not judge of its character. 


on the table. 


| the petition read, and he made a motion accord- 


ingly. 

he CHAIR decided that the petition must first 
i! be read before any question could be put upon it, 
| as the gentleman insisted. 
` Mr. CUSHMAN moved to lay the motion to 
, read on the table. 

The CHAIR pronounced that motion then out 
of order. 

Mr. GLASCOCK asked ifthe 
| received ? 

The CHAIR said the gentleman from Vermont 
rose in his place to present the petition, and, no 


petition had been 


tition had been received. 

Mr. HANNEGAN then moved to reconsider 
the motion by which leave had been granted to 
| the member from Vermont to present the petition. 


| GAN, 
‘| Mr. SLADE said, if the gentleman from Indi- 
: ana insisted upon his motion-to reconsider, he 


; tion of order, whether the gentleman could object 
to the offering or reception of any petition under 
| the order adopted that morning. 
Mr. HEISTER asked for the 
on the motion to reconsider; which were ordered. 
į Subject ought not to go over until next petition 


day. 
i! The CHAIR stated that the memorial would 
be referred, asa matter of course, to the select 
‘committee upon the subject of abolition, if the 
|| motion to reconsider were not pending; where- 
upon— 
|i Mr. HANNEGAN withdrew his motion to 
|| reconsider; and 
f The CHAIR announced that the memorial was 
li referred to that committee. 


of the memorial. 
| Mr. LOVE raised the question of order, that 
| the pending question on the withdrawal of the 


made under the act of March 23, 1792, entitled “An act to | 


Mr. HANNEGAN moved to lay the memorial : 
Mr. SLADE insisted upon his right to have 


objection being made at the time, the Chair con- | 
sidered leave had been granted, and thus the pe- į 


| After some remarks from Messrs. SPEIGHT, ;; 
GLASCOCK, WISE, SLADE, and HANNE- | 


| (Mr. S.) should raise and insist upon the ques- || 


eas and nays j 


Mr. CAMBRELENG inquired if the whole | 


motion to reconsider was, that the memorial be 
read, and that the petition had not been referred. 
Mr. SLADE again insisted on the reading. 
The CHAIR decided that it would require a 
vote of the House. 
| After some remarks by Messrs. TOUCEY, 
‘ EVERETT, SLADE, and MASON, of Virginia, 
pending the question of order, 
The House adjourned. 


IN SENATE 
Turspay, April 12, 1836. 


Mr. CLAY said that several petitions had been 
sent to him from a large number of the citizens 
of Philadelphia, some of whom were personally 
known to him, (and, judging from the signatures, 
he supposed all of them respectable, ) remonstrat- 
ing against the admission of Arkansas into the 
Union with theclause in her constitution prohib- 
iting the exercise of the power to abolish slavery 
by her Legislature. The petitions were very em- 
shale in their language, but otherwise not indec- 

‘'orous. Heat first had some doubts as to whether 
| he should present these petitions, but after some 
consideration he felt that it would be his duty to 
do so, and he now acquitted himself of the obli- 
gations he was under. The bill for the admission 
of Arkansas had passed the Senate, and was now 
i before the other House, and was therefore be- 
ii yond the control of the Senate; but as it might 
| possibly come back with amendments, the best 


li 
| disposition he could make of the petitions would 
¡| be to lay them on the table. He should have pre- 
i| ferred it had the petitioners selected some other 
organ to communicate their wishes to the Senate, 
l! because he did concur with the objects of the 
| petitions, believing that Arkansas, or any other 
tate or Territory, had a right to make, on the 
|| subject of slavery, what provisions she pleased. 
He still adhered to the opinions expressed by 
| him on a memorable occasion, which probabl 
|| some gentlemen present might remember. He 
asked that one of the petitions might be read, and 
that all of them might be laid on the table. 

The petition having been read, 

Mr. C. said he wished to qualify some expres- 
‘| sions used by him as to the right of a State or 
Territory to make what regulations it pleased on 
; the subject of slavery. He meant, that all the 
new States admitted into the Union were bound 
y the terms of the Missouri compromise; that 
ii all those north of the line described in the bill for 
i the admission of Missouri were prohibited from 

holding slaves, and that all those south of that 
i line were permitted to held them. 
1} Mr. KING, of Alabama, remarked, that it wa 
ıı with regret that he heard the gentleman from 
i| Kentucky say that he felt it his duty to introduce 
:| memorials of the description of these just pre- 
sented. The Senator, as well as himself, well 
| recollected the feelings that grew out of this same 
i| kind of interference, when Missouri was admitted 

into the Union. The gentleman and himself then 
|; acted together, and felt together, as men dearly 
prizing the rights of the southern States, and 
determined to support them. The bill to admit 
| Arkansas into the Union had, as was remarked 
|, by the gentleman, been sent to the other House, 
| and might possibly come back again with amend- 
ments. Now, would the gentleman be willing 
‘| that the question, which so agitated the country 
|| with regard to Missouri, should again come 
before them? He should be the Jast man that 
would consent to it; and he regretted that the 
gentleman had felt it to be his duty to present 
these memorials, that might pesab be followed 
by consequences that the gentleman himself 
would regret as much as any one; for, remem- 
bering the agency he had in the Missouri com- 
promise, he could not suppose him willing that 
such an alarming controversy should again arise. 
| Mr. KING, of Alabama, referring to the Mis- 
souri compromise, said he only regretted the part 
that he had taken in it; that he had yielded too 
much in a spirit of conciliation and harmony; and 
that, under like circumstances, he never would 
consent to yield so much again. If new States 
come into this Union, they should of right come 
in on an equal footing with the old States; and 
i| they would have a right to make what regula- 
~ tions they pleased on the subject of slavery, or 


regret by the Senator from Alabama, [Mr. Kine.] 
He had said the subject of the petitions he did not 
approve, and had stated he wished the petitioners 
had selected some other organ through which to 
present them to the Senate, and that his opinion 
was unchanged, He had merely performed a 
sacred duty, and had asked for no other action 
upon them than to propose to lay them on the 
table. He had found them in his possession, 
they were respectful in their language, and yet 
he was chided by the Senator from Alabama for 

resenting them with respect to the compromise. 
Phe Constitution itself was a compromise; and 
the compromise which had been adverted to in 
the adm.ssion of Missouri was one on which he 
would stand, on the ground of the great principle 
of the rights every people had in forming their 
Constitution. 

The CHAIR announced a communication from 
the Secretary of the ‘Treasury, inclosing a report 
from the First Comptroller, showing the emolu- 
ments of certain officers of the customs; which 
was ordered to be printed. 

Mr. EWING, of Ohio, and Mr. MORRIS, 

resented several memorials on the subject of the 
ocation of tae Cumberland road; which were 
referred to the Committee on Roads and Canals. 

Mr. KENT presented resoluuons of the Legis- 
lature of Maryland, instructing their Senators to 
vote for the bill to disiribute the proceeds of the 
sales of the public lands among the States; which 
were laid on the table. 

Mr. KENT presented the memorial of the 
Franklin Insurance Company of the city of Wash- 
ington, praying for a re-charter; which was 
reierred to the Committee on the District of 
Columbia. 

Mr. GOLDSBOROUGH presented resolutions 
of the Legislature of Maryland on the subject of 
French spoliations prior to 1800; and also, resolu- 
tions on the subject of the expunging resolution; 
all of which were laid on the table. 


Mr. SOUTHARD, from the Committee on- 


Naval Affairs, reported a billto organize the Navy 
of the United States; which was read,and ordered 
to a second reading. 

Mr. EWING, of Ohio, moved that the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands be discharged from the 
consideration of the petition of Horace Walworth, 
and others; and, after a discussion, in which 
Messrs. EWING, KING of Alabama, LINN, 
BENTON, PORTER, and BLACK, took part, 
the motion was agreed to. 


DEPOSITS OF THE PUBLIC MONEYS. 


Mr. BENTON submitted the following amend- 
ment to the biil to regulate the deposits of the 
public moneys, and moved that it be printed for 
the information of the Senate; which motion was 
agreed to: 

Suc. . And be it farther enacted, That no bank shall 
hereatter be employed or continued as a depository of the 
moneys of the Luited States, or of the Post Office, which 
shail not, by an authentic act, filed with the Secretary of 
the ‘Treasury, before the next stated meeting of Congress, 
agree to the 1olowing terms and conditions : 


First. To proceed in good taith, and as speedily as pos- 


sibic, to make its specie capital consist of gold and silver, 
and, as nearly as may be, o: equal proportions of cach. 


Second. ‘To pay th: demands of the United States and of | 
the Post Utice Department in gold and silver; the propor- | 
tion of gold to be as large as the bank, in good faith, can pay, | 


until tbe 3d day of Marel,in the year 1838, from and aiter 


which tine the proportion to be paid shall be one half in `- P : f 
© come nigh on nullification; nay, he even went | 


either coin, at the option of the demander ; the other half 
at the option of the bank. 

Third. To pay all the notes, or paper currency issued or 
put in circulation by it, in gold and silver; the option of the 
demander, from and ater the 3d day of March, 1837, b2ing 
for one half of either, and of the bank tor the otber half. 


Fourth. To discontinue the use and circulation of all || 
paper currency of less denomination than twenty dollars, | 


as follows: Jess than five dollars, immediately ; less than 
ten dollars, from and after the 3d day of March, 1837; iess 
than twenty dollars, from and after the 3d day of March, 
in the year 1838. 


RESOLUTION. 
Mr. BLACK submitted the following resolu- 
tion; which was considered and adopted: 


Reslred, That the Committee on Private Land Claims 
be instructed to inquire into the expediency of confirming 
the report of the register and receiver of the tand office at 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN, on leave, introduced a 
bill to regulate the terms of the superior court for 
the middle district of Florida; which was read 
twice and referred. 


Mr. NILES, on leave, introduced a bill, author- 


izing the lease of the unoccupied public grounds 
in the city of Washington, for the cultivation of 
the Chinese mulberry; which was read twice and 
referred. 

BILLS PASSED. 

The bill to suspend the discriminating duties 
imposed on foreign vessels, so fur as relates to the 
vessels of Portugal, and to reduce the duty on 
wines; and 


The bill prescribing the mode of paying the | 


pensions of the United States, were severally read 
the third time and passed. 


INCENDIARY PUBLICATIONS. 

A bill to prohibit the circulation through the 
mails of incendiary publications was taken up as 
the special order. 

Mr. CALHOUN denied being actuated by the 
feelings of hostility to the Administration im- 

uted to him by the gentleman from Georgia, 
Mr. Kine,] and said, if he had been actuated by 
them, his course would have been very different. 
He had formed his opinion before he came here, 
and saw that it must come before Congress. 
When he arrived here, and read the President's 
message, his apprehensions were increased on 
seeing that he had covered the whole ground that 
the Government had the sole power over the 
matter. He knew the weight of General Jack- 
son’s name, and the power of Jacksonism. He 
had ever considered the Senator from Georgia 
(Mr. Kine] as one of the most independent of 
the party, aud enumerated sundry measures in 
which that gentleman and himself agreed in opin- 
ion; and, if he was not mistaken, they had here- 
tofore agreed in every important measure, except 
the case of the Protest, until they differed on the 
question on the motion to receive the petitions on 
abolition; and yet he (Mr. C.) was held up as a 
single individual actuated alone by motives of 
hostility to the Administration. He [Mr. Kine] 
had gone with the Administration on the arzu- 
ments in relation to this report, and with him 
on the bill. 
rather have his vote on the bill than his speech. 
He must express his regret that, after having 
concurred with him in all important measures, he 
should say that he (Mr. C.) was influenced by 
his opposition to the Administration, and then 
illustrate the declaration with a comparison from 
O’Conncll, better suited to an Irish mob than the 
dignity of the Senate. 


e thought, if they once acknowledged the ` 


power of Congress to suppress the transmission 
of these incendiary papers directly, and to sa 

what was incendiary, it would be conceding to it 
the right to decide what was not incendiary, as 
they were in their nature correlative rights. The 
gentleman from Georgia believed the General 
Government had a right to decide what was incen- 


diary; and, if it had, it followed thatit had a right .: 


to decide what was not, and to force them into 
circulation. Should the General Government say 
ithad aright toenforce sucha right, could Georgia 
resist? If the Senator says she could, he will 


beyond it. We nullifiers (said Mr. C.) only go 
for resisting an unconstitutional act, but this 


_ would be nullifying an act which the Senator ;; 


' believes to be constitutional. He saw a control 
in this matter more potent than the seditidn law 
: itself, and supposed, if this document went to the 
. Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads, it 


: wouldbeconfirmed. The gentleman from Georgia 


| and he (Mr. C.) thought there was a fair prospect 
of its passage; and if it did pass he had then 


Mr. C. could assure him he would | 


i was willing to support the bill, which was in| 
‘ direct opposition to the message of the Executive, | 


took. If se, it brought him and the gentleman 
to the same point, He was in favor of the recep- 
tion of the petition in that case, and against this 
report; and he (Mr. C.) was against receiving 
the petition, and in favor of the receiving of the 
report. He was against the principle in the one 
case, and Mr. C. in the other. He would now 
meet the objections of the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts [Mr. Davis] against the bill. The first 
and an important principle of the bill was, that 
slavery was solely a domestic question, belonging 
to the slaveholding States—to say whether the 
transmission of incendiary publications through 
the mail, to endanger the peace and safety of 
their citizens, should be prohibited; also, what 
law should be enacted to suppress their trans- 
mission. Another principle that grew out of this 
right was, that it was the duty of the General 
Government to respect the laws of the States, 
and, when circumstances would permit, to coöp- 
erate with them. He would acknowledge, if this 
was a new doctrine, it ought to be approached 
with caution. The principle, however, was not 
new, which he had shown by cases cited in his 
report. One was in relation to the heath laws, 
and the other in regard to a branch of this very 
subject. The health of the State was one amon 
its reserved rights. Health might be cidaneered 
through its commerce; and it had a right to 
establish quarantine laws, and the laws of the 
General Government might come in conflict with 
these quarantine laws of the State. 
The laws of the General Government had been 
‘ modified so as to correspond with the State laws. 
He also adverted to the case of the inhabitants of 
St. Domingo in 1803, and the act of Congress 
making it penal to receive such persons as were 
therein described, which was a precedent fully in 
point, It recognized the point, that the Govern- 
ment was bound to recognize the acts of the State, 
South Carolina had a positive law against these 
colored seamen being received in her ports; and 
the British Minister had remonstrated for ten 
successive years, but finally acquiesced in the 
-justness of the act, even against the treaty. The 
gentleman from North Carolina had rested his 
argument on this act of 1803, which had led him 
to an examination of its history, and had found 
_ that it met with opposition in its passage; from 
which he inferred it had been fully discussed, 
and passed with full deliberation. 
Thegentlemanfrom Massachusetts [Mr. peu 
had made an objection that the power claime 
would be to transfer the power from the General 
Government to the States. To this he replied, 
that the bill simply proposed that the General 
Government, through its agents, should not vio- 
late that law of the State; and was simply a mod- 
ification that the General Government should use 
: its power so as not to violate the laws of the State, 
and: merely showed that the power of the General 
! Government was not absolute over the mail; and 
in support of this position he said there were 
two laws on their statute-books embracing this 
same principle. It was animportant right, show- 
ing that the General Government shall not exer- 
- cise the right to discriminate what papers shall 
not be transmitted. . 
It had been alleged that there was a contradic- 
` tion between the report and the bill. If so, it only 
proved that the person who made the report was 
an indifferent logician. The principles it assert- 
| ed were: lst. That there was no right in the 
` General Government to prohibit papers; 2d. That 
it had no right to say what papers should be 
` transmitted; and, 3d. That those rights belong to 
the States. f 
The Senator from Georgia had said he (Mr. 
C.) was influenced by his opposition to General 
! Jackson. He (Mr. C.) had too little respect for 
| General Jackson’s judgment, and, if he were not 
‘| President of the United States, he would say, for 
his character, to place himself in such a position. 
| He illustrated, by examples of comparison, the 
i consistency of State rights with the rights of the 
i| General Government. The Senator from Massa- 


accomplished his object. 
The Senator from Georgia had said that it was 


| very extraordinary that he who was opposed to 


chusetts [Mr. Davis] had said that he had claim- 
' ed the power, through the agency of the General 
| Government, to do that indirectly which it could 
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1 
not do directly; to which he replied, that the State i 
was not an agent, but an independent body. | 
There were innumerable instances where States ; 
codperated with the General Government. The 
United States had the sole right to coin money, 
and the States made it penal to counterfeit United 
States coin. The United States had also a right 
to declare war, and the States coéperated, and 
these rights were reciprocal. The Senator from 
Massachusetts had said the laws of the States 
must yield where they and the laws of the Gene- 
ral Government came in conflict. But Mr. C. 
contended that the rights of the States were as 
clearly defined as those of the General Govern- 
ment. The framers of the Constitution had wise- 
ly said that all powers not delegated to the Genc- 
ral Government were reserved to the States. No 
conflict could take place between the delegated 
and reserved rights, except in the single excep- 
tion of concurring powers. The conflict might be 
between the laws, but not between those powers. 
The States prohibit the transmission of some 
kinds of papers, and the General Government 
permits all, In such case, which must give way! 
‘That must be determined by the extentand mag- 
nitude of the evil to be remedied. Those laws 
which related to mere accommodation must yield 
to necessary laws. The laws for carrying the 
mail were merely for accommodation, and this 
law to prevent the circulation of incendiary pub- 
lications was a neccessary law. It was very im- 
proper, on the part of the General Government, to 
endanger the peace and safety of the citizens of 
eleven States of this Union by the exercise of this 
law of accommodation, and it was proper that it 
should yield to the law of necessity. He was 
happy to see so many advocates of State rights, 
and that even his old Federal friends (the honest, 
upright, and intelligent old Federal party) began 
to hold the language of State rights. Yes, (said 
he,) the old Federal party—for they were an 
honest, consistent, and intelligent, but, at the 
same time, mistaken party—were coming round |, 
to State rights in proportionas the dominant party 
were receding from them. Asto whether the Gen- 
eral or State Government must yield when their 
laws came in conflict, depended on the general 
circumstances of each case. The Senator from 
Massachusctts had said the principle contended 
for might be carried into politics or religion. He 
(Mr. C.) could assure the gentleman, that, ifsuch 
a case should be permitted, he was prepared to | 
sustain the States in such a conflict with the Gen- | 
eral Government. He did not piecemeal his 
principles. The bill did not make it penal for 
postmasters merely to receive papers, but to re- 
ceive and deliver them up. The Senator from 
Massachusetts objected to the inconvenience in 
being able to distinguish what were incendiar 
publications. He saw no difficulty in that. Their 
only object was, that Abolitionists should not be 
ermitted to send their matter to them. They ' 
ad reached a very important point in this ques- 
tion of abolition. That ferocious band were in | 
the possession of ample funds and a powerful | 


besa seized upon to be wielded against the peace | 
of the South. The General Government was now 
caled on to say what part they would take— 
whether they should be on the side of the South, | 
or on the side of their enemies? They asked 
nothing but that they should respect their laws. 
He was anxious that those he represented should 
understand whether they should rely on them- 
selves or the Government. He did not know 
whether they should come in conflict on this sub- 
ject now; but, judging from human nature, he 
feared the time would come when they should. 
Thus far, he was sorry to say, their just hopes 
had not been realized. Such was the state of 
olitics in the nen-slaveholding States, that he 
new the difficulty of obtaining any legislation 
there. In receiving those abolition petitions, they 
had given Congress jurisdiction so far against 
them. Was ney diay! against them or not? 
Ween they had a duty to perform, and did not 
perform it, the non-performance was a violation 
of it. He wished to see this matter decided. If | 
decided against them, he would say to the people | 
of the South, ‘‘ Look to yourselves; you have noth- 
ing to hope for from abroad.” The South never 
would abandon the principles of the bill. If Con- 


ress, and for the first time that instrument had |! 


gress refused to adapt its action to theirs, they 
would come into conflict, and the State would not 
yield. This bill asserted the supremacy of the 
State laws, and gave a power of protection, and | 
by its passage the evil would be cured. He closed 
his remarks by hoping the Senate would excuse 
the unreasonable ardor of one who had so deep an 
interest in this subject. 

Mr. DAVIS replied to Mr. Carnovnat length, 
in opposition to the bill sustaining the position 
taken by him in his first address on the subject. 
If there were. no constitutional objections to the 
measure, he held it to be exceedingly unwise in 
gentlemen representing slaveholding States to 
establish a policy of the Government which 
looked exclusively to the preservation of slave 
property, and which would make every individ- 
ual in the non-slaveholding States, who had 
business with the Post Office, feel that slavery 
was an evil in the country. He asked the Sena- 
tor from South Carolina to forbear from pressing 
this evil on the attention of the people, for he re- 
garded every step towards it as a step towards 
the dissolution of the Union. The gentleman 
from South Carolina had referred to the prece- 


dents by which the bill was sustained; and he | 
could not have given a stronger argument against - 


the establishment of precedents than the attempt 
to make the sanitary laws precedents for assault- 
ing the liberty of the press, as he contended that 
this bill did. He knew, from the language held 
every day by the gentleman, that he would be 
the last man to be guided by precedents to false 
conclusions; and he was thercfore surprised that 
he should have adduced the sanitary laws as a 
precedent for this assault on the liberty of the 
press. 
other reserved rights, reserved by implication, 
but was reserved in express terms; it could not 
be touched in any manner. Mr. D., after urging 
the constitutional objections to the bill, on the 


ground that it would abridge the liberty of the | 


press, denied that the Post Office was established 
| solely for the promotion of commercial and social 
| intercourse. It was designed by the framers of 
the Constitution for the dissemination of public 
| intelligence, it occurring to them that the people 
would like to get accounts of the proceedings of 
the National and State Legislatures, and the 
judicial proceedings of the courts; in short, for 
: the dissemination of that kind of general inteli- 


ment; for it was vain to suppose that free insti 


ji tutions could long be preserved without the dis- 


semination of useful intelligence. 

| Mr. D. contended that it would be impossible 
to discriminate between publications of a danger- 

ous tendency and those that were harmless, with- 

out exercising such a system of espionage over the 


the usefulness of that Department, by destroying 
the public confidence init, but would also be fatal 
to the liberty of the press. He warned gentle- 
men that all the assaults on the press that had 
ever becn made in any country had always been 
made under the plea of strong necessity. The 
press was charged with being libelous and sedi- 


|; tious, dangerous to the public morals, and, there- 
< fore, it was said that it was better to establish a 
| censorship over itthan to submit toits unrestrained `i 


abuses. Mr. D. coniendcd that there was a great 
discrepancy between the report and the provisions 
of the bill. The report, he said, went on to show 
that this Government had no power to pass a 


lary publications, for the reason that it would 
abridge the liberty of the press, and there was an 
able argument in the report to establish this fact. 
The Senator from South Carolina still adhered 
to that doctrine; but, while he adhered to it, he 
| proceeded to demonstrate that the General Gov- 
ernment might pass a law in aid of those of the 
States. Now, if the General Government might 
do this, suppose that the States should come to 
the determination that the circulation of any po- 
litical or religious doctrine was dangerous, and 
should pass laws to prevent it; then he thought 
that the General Government might, with as much 
propriety, sustain such laws by its legislation, as 
to pass this bill. 
fter Mr. DAVIS concluded 
ron the table. 


{ 
i 
i 
i 


y the bill was laid 


The liberty of the press was not like the | 


gence which was the foundation of a free govern- |; 


Post Office as would not only greatly diminish j 


| general law prohibiting the circulation of incend- | 


On motion of Mr. BROWN, the Senate pro~ 
ceeded to the considcration of executive business; 
after which, it adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Tuespay, April 12, 1836. 


Mr. CRAIG, from the Committce on Revolu- 
tionary Claims, reported a bill for the relief of 
Nathan Lamme, a captain in the revolutionary 
war; which was read twice and committed. 

Mr. CHAPIN, from the Committee on Revo- 
lutionary Claims, reported a bill for the relief of 
the heirs of Crocker Sampson, deceased; which 
was read twice and committed. 


Mr. McKIM, from the Committee of Ways 
and Means, reported a bill to repeal so much of 
the act of March 2, 1799, as respects the issuing 
of certificates on the importation of wine; which 
was read twice, and its further consideration post- 
poned until to-morrow. 


Mr. JANES, from the Committee on Revolu- 
: tionary Pensions, reported the following bills; 
‘| which were read twice and committcd: 
‘| A bill granting a pension to John Dow; and 
A bill granting a pension to Andrew Gray. 


| Mr. HAYNES, from the Committce on Indian 
| Affairs, reported a bill for the relief of John Fos- 
© dick; which was read twice and committed. 


Mr. BEALE, from the Committee on Invalid 
| Pensions, reported the following bills; which 
|! were read twice and committed: 

|! A bill for the relief of George Fields; and 

ii A bill for the relicf of Samuel M. Asbury. 


|! Mr. KLINGENSMITH, from the Committee 

on Revolutionary Pensions, reported a. bill for 
| the relief of William Jenkinson, of the State of 
| Pennsylvania; which was read twice and com- 
mitted. 

Mr. BOON, from the Committee on Public 
Lands, reported the following resolution: 

Resolved, That the fourth Thursday in May be sct apart 
| for the consideration of the bill reorganizing the General 
i! Land Office. 
| Mr. CAMBRELENG was compelled reluct- 
, antly to object to the adoption of the resolution. 
. If the appropriation bills were disposed of before 
| the day named in the resolution, he would not 
| then oppose acting upon the bill referred to. 
Mr. BOON adverted to the importance and 
| necessity of reorganizing the Gencral Land Office, 
and of providing additional clerks to bring up the 
indispensable business of the office, which was 
very much behindhand. 

The resolution was then disagreed to without 
a count. 
` Mr. HUNTSMAN, from the Committee on 
Private Land Claims, reported, with an amend- 
ment, the bill from the Senate previding for the 
legal adjudication of certain claims to land therein 
mentioned; and the same was committed. 

Mr. MERCER, from the Committee on Roads 
and Canals, reported a bill to aushorize the She- 
nandoah Bridge Company, at Harper’s Ferry, to 
erect a bridge on the lands of the United States, 
at or near the town of Harper’s Ferry; which 
was read twice, and postponed until to-morrow. 

Mr. WASHINGTON, from the Committee for 
.| the District of Columbia, reported a bill to in- 
corporate the Howard Institution of the City of 
ee which was read twice and commit- 
ted. 


| 
i 
| 
i 


PETITIONS, MEMORIALS, ETC. 


Petitions were presented on leave by Messrs. 
JUDSON and BOND. 

(Mr. Jupson had the unanimous consent of the 
House to present the petition of the ship-owners 
of New London; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. 

Also, the petition of Joel Davison and others, 
of Brooklyn, praying for the abolition of slavery 
in the District of Columbia; which was referred 
to the select committee on the resolutions of Mr. 
Pinckney. 7 

Mr. Bonn, by consent, presented a petition 
from sundry citizens of Fayette county, praying 
that a mail stage route may be established from 
Chillicothe, in the county of Ross, via Bloomin- 
burg, in Fayette county, to Springfield, in the 
county of Clark, in the State of Ohio; anid the same 
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was, on motion, referred to the Committee on the 
Post Office and Post Roads.) 
RESOLUTIONS. 
Mr. WHITE, of Florida, asked the consent 
of the House to offer the following resolution: 


Resolved, That this House will, from twelve untit one 
o’clock, on next Wednesday, Thursday, and Friday, con- 
sider aad dispoce of bill: relating to thé “Territories and the 
citizens thereof, ith the exception of the bills for the admis- 
sion of Michigan and Jirkensas ints the Union. 

Objection being made, 

Mr. WHITE moved to suspend the rules, to 
enable him to offer the resolution; which was car- 
ried—ayes 94, naes 33. a 

Mr. THOMAS moved to amend the resolution 
by striking out the latter clause, printed in italics, 
and adding the following: 

Aad tha: from and after one o'clock oa Thursday, Friday, 
and Saturday, the bill from the Senate “ to settle and esta 
lish the northern boundary tine of the State of Ohio, and to 

ide for the admissioe of the State of Michigan into the 

‘mion upon the conditions therein expressed,” and “ tor 
the admission of the State of Arkansas iato the Union, and 
to provide for the dug execution of the laws of the United 
States within the same, and tor othcr purposes,” shall be 
the special order of the day, to the exclusion of ali other 
business, until they be disposed of. 

Mr. WISE moved to amend the amendment of 
Mr. Tuomas, by adding that the House would, 
on Saturday, after disposing of the bills referred 
to, proceed to consider the following resolution: 


Resolced, That a select committee be appointed with 
power to send for persoas and papers, to inquire into the 
mode or agency of selecting the banks of deposit for the 

ac money ; the contracts with the Treasury Department 

y which they are regulated ; the manner in which, and the 
persons by whom such contracts are or have been made; 
into ail correspondence whatsocver touching contracts tor 
‘the deposit of the public moncy; and iuto all connection 
or relation, official or unothcial, which exist, or has existed 
between any person or persons and the Treasury Depart- 
ment, or between them and the deposit banks, or any iadi- 
viduals er banks, touching the euxedy and the control and 
deposit of the public money ; or between any d al 


| rence, Lay, Lake Lea, Lincoln, Parker, Phillips, Reed, 
| Reacher, Sioan, Smith, Standefer, Taliaferro, Waddy 
1: Thompson, Underwood, Wagener, White, Sherrod Wil- 
' liams, and Wise—39. 
Mr. BOND desired that the second branch of 
the resolution should be farther divided, by first 
taking the question on making the bill fixing the 
northern boundary of Ohio the special order for 
the days mentioned. : i, 
The CHAIR informed the gentleman from Ohio 
that the resolution was not susceptible of the 
division whìch he had z 
The second branch of the resolution was then 
negatived, (two thirds being necessa-y,) as fol- 
lows: 
YEAS — Messrs. Anthony, Ash, Barton, Reale, Bean, 
Bockee, Bond, Boga, Bouldin, Bovec, Buchanan, Burns, 
Cambreleng, Casey, George Chambers, Chaney, Chapin, 
John F. H. Claiborne, Clevetand, Coffee, Connor, Corwin, 
Dromgoaie, Fairfield, Partin, Fowler, Fry, Willian K 
Fuller, Galbraith, Gillet, Glascock, Grantland, Haley, 
seph Haul, Hamer, Hannegan, Samuel S. Harrison, Hawes, 
Hawkins, Haynes, Henderson, Halsey, Hopkins, Howard, 
Howell, Hubley, Huntington, Huntsman, Ingman, Jabez 
Jackson, Jarvis, Cave Johnson, Joseph Jobnson, Richard 
M. Jobazon, John W. Joues, Benjamin Jones, Judson, 
Kennon, Kilgore, Kinnard, Klingensmith, Lane, Gideon 
Lee, Joshua Lee, Thomas Lee, Leonard, Logan, Lucas, 
Lyon, Job Mana, Manning, Martin, John Y. Mazon, Moses 
Mason, William Mason, May, McKay, McKim, McLene, 
Montgomery, Moore, Morgan, Owens, Page, Patterson, 
Paton, Dutee J. Pearce, Franklin Pierce, Pettigrew, 
Pheips, Pinckney, John Reynolds, Roane, Rodgers, Sey- 
mour, William B. , Shinn. Sickles, Siaan, Spangler, 
Speight, Storer, Sutherland, Thomas, Joba Thomson, 
Touccy, Towns, Turner, Turrili, Vinton, Wagener, Ward, 
Webster, and Whittlesey—120. 

NAYS—~—Messzrs. Chilton Allan, Heman Alien, Ashley, 
Bailey, Beaumont, Bell, Boyd. John Calhoon, Wiliam 8. 


Cushing, Darlington, Deberry, Deany, Duntap, Evans, Ev- 
erett, French, Philo C. Fuller, Granger, Gravez, Grayson, 
Griffin, Hard, Hardin, Harian, Harper, Hazeltine, Heister, 
Hoar, Jenifer, Henry Johnson, Lawler, Lawrence, Lay, 


Mercer, Milligan, Morris, James A. Pearce, Peyton, Phil- 


l eparnme: 
of the Executive, and any individual or individuals or banks, pipa, Potts, Reed, Rencher, RusieR, Augustine H. Shep- 
touching the disbarsements of the public money, appropri- , Shields, Slade, Smith, Staadeter, Stoele, Taliaferro, 
ated or wa by law ; and into the amount of com- addy Thompson, Underwood, Washington, White, Lewis 


pensation or any or all agents whounoever, oficial or unai- 
ficial, connected with the said Department, or said banks, 
` touching the disbursement, safe-keeping, or deposit, of the 
publie money ; and that said committee have leave to report 
by bill or otherwise. 
Mr. WHITE moved the 
which was not seconded. 
Mr. WISE asked for the yeasand nays on his 
amendment; which were not ordered; and it was 
negatived, without a count. 
r. WHITE then accepted the amendment of 
Mr. Tuomas, as a modification of his resotution. 
Mc WILLIAMS, of Kentucky, moved to 
amend the resolution by making the bill extend- 
ing the provisions of the pension act of 1832 the 
ial order from eleven to one o’clock, on Tues- 
day and Wednesday of next week, and asked for 
the yeas avid nays on his motion; which were not 


‘ Williams, Sherrod Williams, and Wise—69. 

Mr. GALBRAITH then moved to reconsider 
the vote adopting the first branch of the resolu- 
tion. . 

Mr. EVANS moved to lay the motion to recan- 
sider on the table. 

Mr. STORER asked for the yeas and nays on 


previous question; 


| 
|i the table; which were not ordered. 
The motion of Mr. Evans was negatived 
without a count; and the motion to reconsider 
was carried. 

Mr. SPEIGHT moved to lay the resolution ọn 
the table; which was agreed to without a count. 

Mr. THOMSON, of Ohio, on leave, presented 
certain papers in reference to the bill authórizing 


a compromise for the prn of acquiring the 


ordered. | title to Pea Patch Island; which were ordered to | 
The amendment of Mr. Wiiuiams was nega- | be printed. ae - ME 
tived, without a count. ii Mr. MASON, of Virginia, from the Commit- 


Mr: P. C. FULLER ealled for a division of the | 
question, and it was first taken on that part of it `; 
embraced in the original proposition of Mr. 
Warne, and adopted as follows: 


YEAS — Mezers. Heman Allen, Anthony, Ash, Ashley, 
i 


Barton, Beale, Bem, Bockee, Boon, Bould 


C H, Casey, Gorge Chambers, Chaney, Chapi ` : ae 

Cainpit w Namani T, dibor era ce A Cibona? Unfavorable reports upon various piriona, 

Cleveland, Coffee, Conner, Corwin, Craig, Cramer, Cush- &c., were made by Messrs. JANES, KL NGEN s 
Deberry, Denny, Dickerson, Doubteday, Dromgnole, SMITH, LAY, and FRY, from the Committee 


1 


Hannegan, Harper, Samuet 3. Harrison, Hawes, Hawkins, mittee on Claims; Messrs. BEAUMONT and i 

Haynes, ea oeron, Hanne HoT, Hopkins, Howard, `. TURRILL, from the Committee on eine i 
T tington, Huniman, am, Wiliam - ary Claims; Mr. BEALE, from the Committee | 
abez Jackson, J e hnson ry Iy ca , 

pe Joseph Jomo Aia M Oa rane Y on Invalid Pensions; Mr. TOUCEY; from the 


kit Committee on the Judiciary; and by Mr. ASH, 


from the Committee on Naval Affairs. 


Lewis, Logan, Lucas, Lyon, Job Mann, Man- i ys 
ning, Martin, John Y. Mason, Moses Mason, William Ma- Mr. OWENS, from the Committee or Wi ays 
son, Maury, May, McComas, McKay, McKennan, McKim, , 2nd Means, reported the following resolution: 
McLene, ercer, Miller, Miltigan, Moore, Morgan, Morris, : Resolved, That the bill reported by the Committee of | 


n 

Owens, Page, Patterson, Patton, Franklin Pierce, James A. || Ways and Means, regulating the deposit of the money of 
Pearce, Pettigrew, Peyton, Pheips, Piockney, Fotts John | the United States in certain local banks, be made the spe- | 
Reynolds, Roane, Seymour, Wiliam B. Shepard, Augus- ' cial order of the day for the first Wednesday in May next, | 
tine H. Shepperd, Shields, Shinn, Sickles, Slade, Spangler, || at twelve o’ciock, provided the appropriation bifis be at that 
Speicht, Stecle, Storer, Sutherland, Taylor, Thomas, John || time disposed of; and, in case said appropriation bills be | 
Thomson, Toucey, Turner, Turrill, Vinton, Washington, | not then acted on, then on the day next after their dispo- 
Web ter, Weeks, and Whittlesey—145 : Pee. | sition ; and that the said bill in relation tothe deposit banks 

NAYS —Meszrs. Chilton Allan, Bailey, Beaumont, Bell, |; have precedence on the first Wednesday in May next, or 


1 
i 


Boud, Bunch, John Calboon, Clark, Cranc, Cashing, Dar- || the day after the disposition of the appropriation bilis, and 
lingum, Dualap, Evans, Everett, Granger, Graves, Hard, | the following days, over all other business watii the same ia 
. Hardin, Harlan, Hazeltine, Hoar, Howell, Janes, Law- || disposed of. - 7 


Craig, Cramer, Crane, Cushman, Dickerson, Doubleday, | 


Jo. 


Calboun, Campbell, Childs, Nathaniel H. Claiborne, Clark, : 


Luke Lea, Lewiz, Lincoln, Maury, McCarty, McKennan, © 


the motion to lay the proposition to reconsider on ` 


ff 


Mr. WISE moved to amend the resalution by 

adding the one which he proposed this day as an 

| amendment to the resolution of Mr. Warre, of 

| Florida. : oig 

| The hour of one having arrived, the CHAIR 
announced, the special orders, and the forcgoin 
resolution and amendmeut were laid over yntil 
to-morrow, 


BANK OF THE UNITED STATES. 


Mr. CAMBRELENG moved that the House 
take up and consider the bill repealing the four- 
teenth section of the act incorporating the sub- 
scribers to the Bank of the United States. 

The bill was on its-engrossment, the Commit- 
tee of the Whole having been discharged from 
its consideration some time since. 

Mr. DUNLAP objected to taking up that or 
any other bill till the appropriation bills, under 
the special order, were disposed of, 

Mr. CAMBRELENG remarked, that a letter 
had been received from the cashier of the branch 
bank at Savannah, who had refused topay $27,000, 
stating that he was not authorized to redeem the 
notes of that branch, and that the notes of the 
Bank of the United States and its branches were 
redeemable only at the mother Bank at Phila- 
delphia. í 
_ Mr. DUNLAP replied, that he should persist 
in his objection until the bills under the spécial 
order had been disposed of, or until’ that order 
had been rescinded. : Sean 

Mr. CAMBRELENG said he had not antici- 
pated a single objection; but, as it was of the great- 
est importance to the country that this bill should 
be passed, he moved a suspension of the rules to 

ked for the yeas 


take it up, and on that motion as 
and nays; which were ordered. 
The question being taken, the rules ‘were sus- 
pended~~yeas 135, nays 36; as follows: ` 
YEAS — Mesers. Ash, Ashley, Bailey. s Bente, 
Bean, Bell, Hovkee, Boatdin,. Bovec, Boyd, Buchanan, 
Bunch, Burns, William B. Calbowa, Cambrelepg, Casey, 
George Chambers, Chaney, Chapin, Childs, Nathaniel 1. 
Ctaiborne, Clark, Coffee, Cotes, Connor, Corwin, Cramer, 
Cu:hing, Cushman, Deberry, Dickerson, Dromgoole, Bv- 
erett, Fairfield, Farlin, Powier, French, Fry, William K. 
Fuller, Galbraith, Gillet, Glazcock, Grauger, Granthand, 
Haley, Jose h Hall, Hannegan, Samuel S. Harrison, Hawes, 
Hawkins, Haynes, Hazettine, Henderson, Heister, Holey, 
Hopkins, Howard, Hubley, Huntington, Huntentan, Ing- 
ham, Jabez Jackson, Janes, Jarvis, Richard M. Johnson, 
Cave Johnson, John W. Jones, Benjamin Jones, Judson, 
i! Keynon, Kilgore, Kinuard, Lane, Lawler, Lawrence, Gid- 
i eon Lee, Joshua Lee Thomas Lee, Leonard, ‘Liuroln, 
|| Logan, Loyall, Lyon, Job Mann, Mattin, John Y. Mason, 
William Mason, Moses Mason, Maury, May, McCarty, 
McKay, McKim, McLene, Montgomery, Moore, m, 
|| Morris, Owens, Page, Parker, Packs, Patterson, Patton, 
|| Dutee J. Pearce, Franklin Pierce, Peyton, Phelps; Phillips, 
\| Pickens, Pinckney, teed, Rencher, John Reynolds, Raahe, 
l| Russell, Seymour, Augustine H. Shepperd, Shinn, Siektes, 
| ere mane Spangler, Speight, Storer; Taylor, Thomas, 
urr 


|| Jolin Thomson, Toucey, ill, Vanderpoe!, Vinton, Wag- 
i ener, Ward, Whittlesey, and Sherrod Williams--135. 
iO N 


r, Graves, 
wi 


| his former explanations, and; referred toa letter, 
i Stating that the notes of the branches were re- 
ij deemable only. in Philadelphia; and that the new 
bank issued none but the notes of the old bank 
“and its branches. Mr. C. sent to the Clenk’s 
table a copy of a letter received from the late 
_ cashier of the Savannah branch, to whom appli- 
| cation had been made for the payment of $27,000 
-of the notes of that office. "The fetter referred to 
. was as follows: eee 
“Ste: have received your detter of {his dme, asking 
payment of certain bills of the Bank of the Unitad States, 
: and have in reply to say, that the charter of that institution 
“having expired on the bd of Mateh last, and with it my 
: offee of cashier of the branch.in thia city, Iam ne longer 
; authorized to redeem the. billsef the. Bank, except by. re- 
| ceiving them in payment of debt. f will add, that any 
' amount of these bills whieh you may hold, willbe promptly 
| paid on presentment in Phitadéiphia. ; 
ee JAMES HUNTER, Agent. 
Mr. PEYTON said he had voted in favar of 
! suspending the rules; and he now asked the 
|; privilege of the House to offer'an amendment to 
l: this bill, which would not, inthe slightest degree, 
| interferé with the object of the gentleman from 


ii New York. The amendment be wished to 
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was one of great importance, } 
House, but ‘ete poeple of the United 
for it involved nothing less than regula- 
le treasure of the country. 
the same resolution he had 
heretofore attempted to move, changing only the 
day from the second to the third Monday in 
May. The resolution was as follows: 

Resolved, That the bill reported by the Committee of 
Ways and Means, entitled “An act regulating the deposit of 
the money of the United States in certain local banks,” 
together with any amendments which may be offered to 
the same, be made the special order of the day, and that it 
have precedence over ali other business of the House from 
the hour of twelve, on the third Monday in May next, and 
on each succeeding day from the same hour, Fridays and 
Saturdays excepted, until the same shail be finally dis- 
posed of. 

The CHAIR, having examined the resolution, 
gaid it would not be in order to move it as an 
amendment to the bill under consideration, which 
was on its engrossment. 

Mr. PEYTON would then change his motion. 
Inasmuch as the rules of the House had been 
suspended, he would move to take up his reso- 
lution instead of that bill. 

The CHAIR replied that the rules had been 
suspended for the specified purpose of taking up 
this particular bill; and therefore the gentleman 
could not substitute his resolution for it. 

The bill was discussed, and its passage advo- 
cated by Messrs. CHAMBERS, of Pennsylvania, 
and CUSHING, and opposed by Messrs. HAR- 
PER and DENNY. 

Mr. PEYTON, after some remarks, moved, as 
an amendment or substitute to this bill, the bill 
now before the House regulating the deposit of 
the public moneys in certain local banks, 


propose 
to that 
States, 
ting by law the who 
In substance, it was 


The CHAIR said that bill was now in Com- | 


mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union, 
and it was not in order to move it as an amend- 
ment to, or substitute for, this bill. 


Mr. PEYTON then said he would move that | 


this bill be recommitted to the Committee of the 
Whole, with instructions to report as an amend- 
ment to it the bill above referred to. 

The CHAIR said that would not be in order. 
At an earlier part of the day, before the bill under 
consideration had been taken up, it would have 
been in order for the gentleman to have moved to 
discharge the Committee of the Whole from the 
other bill. 

Mr. PEYTON would then make that motion. 

Tue CHAIR replied, that, pending the consid- 
ae of this bill, that motion could not then be 
made. 


Mr. BELL. Does the Chair decide that it is : 


not in order for my colleague to move to recom- | 


mit this bill with instructions ? 

The CHAIR had made no such decision, but 
had stated that it would not be in order to move, 
as an amendment to this bill, another bill now in 


Committee of the W hole on the state of the Union. | 


Mr. BELL was not prepared, he said, to ac- 
quiesce in that decision. 
Mr. PEYTON thought he could, perhaps, ob- 


viate the difficulty under which the Chair labored. 
He then sent to the table another printed paper, ` 
containing the sante thing, (a Senate bill,) which | 


(he said) was not in Committee of the Whole. 
The CHAIR referred to some former decisions 

of the House, proving this to be out of order, and 

cited the rule of the House, that no proposition 


of a different nature from the one under consid- 
eration should be moved in the form of an amend- : 


ment. 
After some conversation on this point between 


the CHAIR, Mr. WILLIAMS, and Mr. PEY- |; 


TON, 


Mr. PEYTON then proposed to amend the bill : 
the last page of the fore- : 
nd of money that should ' 


by adding thereto onl 
oing, relating to the ki 
e received, (Part of Mr. Wright’s amendment to 
the Senate bill,) as follows: 


Sec. 11. And be it further enacted, That the commis- 
sioners of the sinking fund be hereby authorized and direct- 
ed, at the commencement of every quarter of the year, to 
examine into the condition of the Treasury, and the prob- 
able amount of receipts and expenditures during that quar- 
ter; and if, in their opinion, the money in the Treasury 
during the quarter will generally exceed, or fall short of, 
$7,090,000, it shall be their duty to cause the sum equal in 
the former case to the supposed excess to be drawn out of 


the Treasury, and invested in some safe stock or stocks in |! 
the name and bebalfof the United States; and in the latter į 


1 
t only || 
ng y such stocks owned by the United States, as will produce a |: 


- sufficient sum to make up the supposed deficiency, the pro- | 


1 


ense to order a sale or sales of such part or portion of any 


| ceeds whereof shail be paid into the Treasury. 

Sec. 12. And be ü further enacted, That said commis- 
sioners of the sinking fund shall be governed in making such 
investments or sales by the current and customary prices 
of stocks in the commercial cities of the United States; 


and in their purchases said commissioners shail give prefer- 


ence to such stocks whose payment is guaranticd by some 
State, if the rate of interest upon the sum proposed to be 
invested will probably be as favorable. 
mencement of every year, said commissioners shall make 
a detailed report to Congress of all their doings and proceed- 
ings under the provisions of this act. 

The CHAIR remarked that the same principles 
on which the whole bill was out of order applied 
to the part now proposed to be inserted. | 

Mr. PEYTON appealed from this decision of 
the Chair, and made a few remarks on the main 

oint. 

_ Mr. BEAUMONT moved the previous ques- 
tion; which was seconded by the House, taken 
by tellers—ayes 75, noes 50; and the main ques- 

_ tion was ordered to be put, without a count. — 

The main question was, ‘‘ Shall the decision 


` of the Chairstandasthe judgment of the House ?”’ | 


` which was agreed to without a count. 
. The question then again recurred on the en- 
` grossment of the bill. 
Mr. HARDIN briefly opposed it. 
Mr. PARKS demanded the previous question; 
which was seconded by the House, and the main 
question ordered to be put, without a count. 


Mr. ALLEN, of Vermont, asked for the yeas : 


and nays on the main question, the engrossment 


of the bill; which were ordered; and, the question | 
being taken, was carried in the affirmative—yeus | 


136, nays 17; as follows: 
YEAS — Messrs. Anthony, Ash, Bailey, Beate, Bean, 


| 

` Bunch, Jobn Cathoon, Wihiam B. Calhoun, Cambreteng, 
1: Campbell, Casey, George Chambers, Chapin, Nathanict H. 
* Claiborne, John F. H. Claiborne, Clark, Cofiee, Connor, 
|: Craig, Cramer, Cushing, Cushman, Deberry, Dickerson, 


Fuller, William K. Fuller, Gillet, Giascock, Granger, 
, Granuand, Griffin, Haley, Joseph Hail, Hamer, Bannegun, 
Samuel S. Harrison, Albert G. Harrison, Hawkins, Haynes, 
| Henderson, Heister, Hoar, Hop‘ins, Howard, Howell, Hun- 
tington, Huntsman, Ingham, William Jackson, Jabez Jack- 
sou, Janes, Jarvis, Richard M. Johnson, Cave Johuzon, 
Henry Johnson, John W. Jones, Benjamin Jones, Judson, 
Kilgore, Klingensinith, Lane, Lawler, Lawreace, Gideon 
Lee, Joshua Lee, Luke Lea, Leonard, Lincoln, Logan, 
Loyall, Lucas, Lyon, Job Mann, Martin, Join Y. Mason, 


' McKennan, McKim, MeLene, Moore, Morgan, Morris, 
Owens, Page, Parker, Parks, Patterson, Patton, Dutee J. 
: Pearce, Franklin Pierce, Peyton, Phelps, Phillips, Reed, 
! Rencher, John Reynolds, Roane, Augustine H. Shepperd, 
Shields, Shinn, Sickles, Slade, Sloane, Smith, Spangler, 


Thomas, John Thomson, Toucey, Turrill, Ward, Weeks, 
Whittlesey, Sherrod Williams, and Wise—133. 


Bond, Childs, Denny, Evans, Hardin, Harlan, Harper, 
Jenifer, Mercer, Potts, Steele, Underwood, Vinton, and 
Lewis Williams—17. 

So the bill was ordered to be engrossed for a 
‘| third reading this day; and having been cen- 
grossed, it was read the third time and passed. 

PENSION BILL. 

On the motion of Mr. CAMBRELENG, the 
House took up the bill providing for the payment 
', of certain revolutionary and other pensioners, 
‘returned from the Senate with an amendment 


| under should be made in specic. 


instead of ‘‘ten dollars;’’ and, after some remarks, 
asked for the yeasand nays on this amendment; 


‘| amendment was negatived. 


i; curred in. 
GENERAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


l; appropriations for the civil and diplomatic ex- 
© penses of the Government for the year 1836. 

© The bill having been read at length by the 
' Clerk, 

‘| Mr. CAMBRELENG rose and remarked, that 


- a vote of last year, and of a resolution reported 
ži the committee on the rules and orders of the 
ouse, no appropriation should be inserted in 


And atthe com- -- 


Beaumont, Bell, Bockee, Bou!din, Bovee, Boyd, Buchanan, | 


Doubleday, Dromguole, Dunlap, Fairfield, French, -Phito C. : 


i| William Mason, Moses Mason, May, MeComas, McKay, | 


Speight, Standefer, Storer, Sutherland, Taliaferro, Taylor, ` 


AYS — Messrs. Chilton Allan, Hemana Ailen, Ashley, | 


providing that all payments of ten dollars and , 


Mr. BOND moved to insert ** twenty dollars” 


ii but the House refused to order them, and the 


The amendment of the Senate was then con- . 


On the motion of Mr. CAMBRELENG, the: 
i Housc then resolved itself into the Committee of | 
| the Whole on the state of the Union, (Mr. Par- ` 
; Ton in the chair,) and took up the bill making | 


e 

April 12, 
l an appropriation bill, not pees for in a pre- 
vious act of Congress. There were some items 
in the present bill very much diminished from 
the estimates, particularly in regard to clerk hire. 
The Committee of Ways and Means had conse- 
| quently provided for the subjects in a separate 
' bil 


i, 
| 
| 


On motion of Mr. A. H. SHEPPERD, the bill 
was taken up by sections. 

Mr. ALLAN, of Kentucky, moved to amend 
the first section by a gencral system of reduction 
in the salaries of all she officers of the Govern- 
ment: the President of the United States to 
$15,000 a ycar after the present term; a reduction 
of one third in the salarics of the Vice President 
and heads of Departments; twenty-five per cent. 
on the salaries of all the clerks; so that no clerk 
should receive less than an annual salary of $800, 
&c.; members of Congress to six dollars a day, 
&c.; which was negatived without a debate or a 
division. 

Mr. A. H. SHEPPERD moved to amend the 
fourth clause by striking outthe sum of 925,000 
“for incidental and contingent expenses of the 
i Department of State, including the expense of 
| publishing and distributing the laws,” and insert- 
| ing $5,000 for the first object, and $12,U0U for pub- 
i lishing and distributing the laws; and addressed 
|; the committee for some time in support of his 
' amendment, referring to a variety of estimates 
‘and minute details connected with the incidental 

expenses of that Department. 

ir. CAMBRELENG said it was impossible 

to fix the contingencies of this or any one of the 
Departments at any definite sum, though for the 

i last seventeen years there had invariably been 
' the sum of $25,009 appropriated for those of the 

State Department. 

i Mr. WISE should not vote for the amendment, 
': because it included the sum of $5,000 for contin- 
gencies. He was oppesed to the form of the 
amendment; and, if it should prevail, he should 
'; then move to amend it by striking out the $5,000, 

and inserting a specific sum for the other object. 

: He remarked upon the large amount these con- 

tingencies and irvidentals involved. There were 
twenty of them in the present bill, which amount- 
ed to an aggregate of $88,845; and there were 
many of a much larger amount, particularly un- 
der the items for foreign intercourse. He also 
dwelt upon the irregularity of inserting these 
latter contingencies, and outfits for foreign min- 
isters, without its being known that they were, 
or would be, confirmed by the Senate. He an- 
nounced to the committee that he should vote in- 

. discriminately againstall the contingencies of this 
bill, for they were abuses, and might be applied 
to partisan purposes. He would vote for no ap- 
propriation in this or any other Dill; the object 
i of which was not known to himself or to the 
country. : 
Mr. MASON, of Virginia, adverted to the fact, 

, that every officer disbursing moncy, whether it 
.. was included in the contingencies or not, was ac- 

countable, and was compelled to produce his 

vouchers. Such was the case with the incidentals 
in the foreign missions, where the minister was 
`. compelled to produce his vouchers for every pay- 
!, ment he made. These expenditures were neces- 
- sarily incidental, being for postages, translations, 
i special messengers, &c.; and Mr. M. knew, him- 
| self, of no instan~ein which these incidental appro- 
| priations had been misapplied. It was true, that 
": the experience of the Government had ascertained 
_ the gencral nature and amount of them, but it 
would be impracticable for Congress to enter into 
‘all the petty items they embraced, or to anticipate 
the exact sum for each specific object. They 
i could be governed only by the general scope and 
outline, specifying only the limit of the whole 
sum, beyond which there should be no authority 
to go. With regard to the item under consider- 
ation, Mr. M. could not see the necessity of re- 
ducing it; though he thought $17,000 was suffi- 
cient, he would vote to reduce, but if more should 
bea ppreprintes than was required, the balance 
‘would be carried to the. credit of the United 


| 
| 
| 


| 
1 
t 
t 
i 


; ! . States. 
it was proper he should state that, in pursuance of . 


Mr. BELL inquired of thë gentleman from 


` Virginia, [Mr. Mason,] upon what authority it 


was that the Executive had appointed two min- 
isters plenipotentiary to proceed to the dividing 
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| 


line between Ohio and Michigan ? and upon what | RESOLUTIONS. 


ONAL GLOBE. 


precedent it was that §1,800 of the contingent | 
fund of last year had been disbursed for that ob- 
ject?) Me. B. commented upon this proceeding 
tor some time, It was an appointment of officers 
without the warrant or a of law, a dan- 
gerous precedent, of which he complained, and 
not the amount of compensation paid to those 
distinguished gentlemen, (Messrs. Howard and 
Rush.) By this principle, under this precedent, 
the Executive might appoint as many new officers 
aa he pleased, in the character of ministers plen- 
ipotentiary, Indian agents, &c. He should make 
no motion on the subject, but it was a subject 
worthy of deep and grave consideration, to 
which he felt bound to call the attention of that 
House. 

The committee then rose and reported. 

The SPEAKER laid before the House sund 
executive communications; which were referre 
and then, 

On motion of Mr. SUTHERLAND, the House 
adjourned at five o’clock, p. m. 


| 
Mr. HENDRICKS submitted the following |! 


resolution; which lies on the table one day: 


Resoired, That the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads be instructed to inquire into the expediency of 
establishing a mail route from Crawfordsville, by the way 
of Dartington, in Montgomery county; Thomastown, in 
Boon county, to Frankfort, in Clinton county. 


Mr. CALHOUN submitted the following res- 
olution; which was considered and agreed to; 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be directed 
to report to the Senate, with as little delay as may be prac- 
ticable, the amount of money in the Treasury on the Ist of 
this month, where deposited, and the amount of the liabili- 
ties of the several banks of deposit, respectively, with their 
means Of meeting the same; and also the receipts of the 
Treasury for the quarter ending the 31st March last, arranged 
under the heads of customs, public lands, and incidental 
receipts. 

CONVENTION WITH SPAIN. 


On motion of Mr. KING, of Alabama, the 
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| ask the Senator from South Carolina (Mr. Cau- 


HUN] to consent to let this bill lay on the table, 
to be called up again on Tuesday. y 

Mr. NILES moved to amend the bill by strik- 
` ing out the first section and inserting the follow- 
ing: 

Limiting the operation of the bill to postmasters where 
the newspapers prohibited are to be delivered, and also to 
confine it to newspapers, the design and tendency of which 
are to excite insurrection among tho slaves. ‘The first sec- 
tion of the bill embraced papers touching the subject of 
slavery, the violation of which was prohibited by any of 
the States. ° 

Mr. NILES said he had offered the amend- 
ment for the consideration of the Senate, believ- 
ing the bill to be wholly impracticable as it was, 
as well as objectionable in principle. He did not 
think he could support the bill, should the amend- 


ment be adopted, as that would not change its 
. principle; although he thought it would remove 


Senate took up the bill giving effect to the cighth | 


article of the treaty with Spain; and, after adopt- 
ing an amendment moved by Mr. Kina, the bill 


|, Was passed. 


IN SENATE. 
Wepwespar, April 13, 1836. 


Mr. EWING, of Ohio, presented a petition from 
a meeting of sundry citizens of Ohio, praying the 
aid of Congress for the completion of the Mays- 
ville and Zanesville road; which was referred to; 
the Commiitee on Roads and Canals. : 

Mr PORTER presented the petition of Amos ` 
Webb and Florence Mulford, representatives of 
Stephen Tabb; which was referred to the appro- 

riate committee. 

Mr: BUCHANAN presented the memorial of 
a number of merchants, traders and ethers, of 
the city of Philadelphia, praying for an appropri- 
ation to erect piers to protect vesacls in the river 
Delaware against the ice, and for the removal of 
the bar opposite Fort Mumin, plera there during 
the revolutionary war; and also praying for an 
appropriation for the erection of light-houses at 
such points on the river as may be necessary; 
also a similar memorial signed by the idents 
of all the marine insurance companies of said city; 
which were referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce. 


from citizens of Philadelphia, objecting to the | 
admission of Arkansas into the Union with a 
elause in her constitution sanctioning slavery; 
which was laid on the table. 

Mr. SOUTHARD presented two similar me- 
morials; which were also laid on the table. 


Mr. EWING, of Illinois, presented the peti- i 


tion of sundry citizens of Illinois, praying for | 
the establishment of a new post route; which was 
referred to the Committee on the Post Office and 


{ 


| 
| 


Ji 
Mr. BUCHANAN also presented four petitions | 


CHINESE MULBERRY. 
The joint resolution introduced ọn leave by 


Mr. Niles, authorizing the commissioner of | 


the public grounds in the city of Washington to 
lease a portion of said grounds for the cultivation 
of the Chinese mulberry, was taken- up on its 
third reading; and, after some remarks from Mr. 
SOUTHARD, was, on motion of that gentleman, 
referred to the Committce on the District of Co- 
lumbia. 


INCENDIARY PUBLICATIONS. 


On motion of Mr. CALHOUN, the bill to pro- 
hibit the circulation of incendiary publications 
through the mails was taken up. 

Mr. BENTON was not willing that the United 
States should be made a pack-horse for the Abo- 
litionists; but it seemed to him to be going too | 
far to invest ten thousand postmasters, (for he 
believed that was about the number,) with the 


could not vote for it. The authority was such | 
a one as would lead to things they might all re- 
gret. He was very sorry to vote against any 


measure which, even in appearance, had for its |! - 


object the suppression of so great an evil; but | 
he thought this bill was not calculated to effect | 


Mr. GRUNDY hoped that this bill might be 
postponed for a short time, so that gentlemen 
might turn their attention particularly to it, and, 
if it did not suit them, to offer them such a bill 
as they could support. This Government was 


` that object. 


made to protect and secure the States in all their | 


rights, and, if so, it was very strange that it 
should permit one of its Departments to throw 


Post Roads. firebrands among them to destroy them. The 
Mr. KENT presented a petition from sundry | General Government was bound by solemn con- 
citizens of Maryland, praying that a survey may ! tract to protect them in their persons and in their 
be made of the Chesapeake, and also for appro- j: property, and he wished gentlemen to examine 
priations for the removal of sand bars at the | the Constitution, and see whether it prohibited : 
mouth of the Potomac; which was referred to the | such a regulation of the Post Office Department 
Committee on Commerce. *' as to prevent the transmission of these mischiev- 
Mr. KENT also presented the petition of John ` ous publications. The States had no Post Office | 
McLane, a revolutionary soldier, praying forar- Department. The power to establish that De- | 
rearagces of pension; which was referred to the | partment was entirely delegated to the General 
Committee on Revolutionary Claims. . Government. The power, therefore, over that 
Mr. WEBSTER presented the petition of eer- ` Department by the General Government was 
tain inhabitants of Duxbury and Plymouth, ' complete, and could not come in conflict with the 
Massachusetts, praying for an appropriation for State government. He was speaking now as 
the improvement of the harbor PP those towns; | to the power under the Constitution; and could it 
whiel was referred to the Committee -on Com- | not make all constitutional provisions to regulate 
meree. ii that Department? He admitted that, although 
REPORTS OF COMMITTEES: i rat powari PSr ge no icon pan yas 80 
Mr. NAUDAIN, from the Committee on "2° to bea s OF 80 dangerous in the exer- 
Claims, reported the bill from the House for the | “3e of a jA Power was, during last summer, 
relief of Charles Frazier, without amendment, || exercised by the Postmaster General, and some 
| of the postmasters, which answered the purpose; 


Mr. SOUTHARD, from the Committee on |! b ; h K 
r : - ut theyacted without law. If itanswered with- 
Naval Affairs, reported a bill for the relief of L. | t law, it certainly would with it. 


Baldwin; which was read and ordered to a second | Mr. G. replied to some remarks of the Seater 


reading. from Ohio, from whom he differed in opinion ín 
regard to the obligation of States to eaeh other 
coneerning slaves, and cited the eonstitutional 


NOTICE OF A BILL. 
Mr. BENTON gave notice that he would, at 


: vision now stands. 
' another ; 
defines the description of pa 


' veniences which the law would occasion. 


| pam 


a large share of the practical evils and incon- 
He 
would explain the difference between his amend- 
ment and the bill: the first section of the bill pro- 


' hibits any postmaster from knowingly receiving 


and forwarding in the mail any newspaper, 
paken or other printed or written paper touch- 
ing the subject of slavery, into any Beste, Terri- 
tory, or district, the circulation of which is pro- 
hibited by the laws of such State, Territory, or 
district. It also makes it unlawful for any post- 
master to deliver any such prohibited newspa- 
per when it shall have reschod its destination. 
The amendment confines the operation of the 
law to the postmasters where the inhibited paper 
is to be delivered. This would secure the object 
of the bill, and avoid many of the evils and in- 
conveniences which would attend it as the pro- 
The amendment differs in 
articular from the bill: it limits and 
rs which are pro- 


‘hibited. The language in the bill is, “any news- 
: paper touching the subject of slavery.” This is 


general and indefinite, and would embrace almost 


' every periodical in the country. Theamendment 


h 3 aber, ‘ confines the law to such papers as are designed 
authority vested in them by this bill, and he ' 


' slaves. 


{ 


| the slaveholding States, all having the same 


the first convenient opportunity, ask leave to 
bring in a bill to reéstablish the currency of the 
Conatitution for the Federal Government. 


| provision, that any person bound in service, es- 
caping into another State, should be given up on 
de - His object, however, in rising, was to | 


and calculated to excite insurrection among the 


‘slaves. These are the essential points of differ- 
|; ence between the amendment and the first section 
: of the bill. 


Mr. GRUNDY wished the gentleman from 
Connecticut might consent to strike out the latter 
part of hie amendment. He thought the better 


! way would be to have the postmaster not give 


out the incendia rs; but keep them in the 
office until the eer called for thém, or, on his 
failure to do so, to destroy them. That modifi- 
cation would make it more. acceptable to him, 
and, he had no doubt, to some others. 

Mr. RUGGLES observed that one of the diffi- 


' culties which, as it appeared to him,was involved 
in the first section of the bill, was brought to 


view by the amendment proposed by the Senator 
from Connecticut. The great difficulty was in 
the postmasters determining what publications 
were interdicted by law, and what were rot— 


' what publications came within the prohibition, 


and what were excluded. As the bill was report- 
ed, all publications touching the subject of slavery 
were prohibited. The amendment proposed pro- 
hibits only those which were designed, and had 
a tendency .to produce insurrection among the 
H thought it would be more difficult to 
to decide what were designed and had a tendéncy 
to produce insurrection, than todetermine whether 
a publication touched the subject of slavery at 
all or not. Both the bill and the amendment were 
exceptionable in that respect, batthe amendment 
was more so than the provision of the bilt for 
which it was intended as a substitute. It would 
be impossible for postmasters to decide upon the 
design and intent of afl publications passing 
through their hands, or deposited in their effices, 
with any certainty of being correct. If this bill 
became a law, South Carolina might pass one law 
prohibiting the circulation of publications of a 
certain description, Virginia might pass another. 
law, and Alabama another, and soon through al 
pose in view, but differing in their details and in 
their terms. Now all the postmasters in the 
United States would be obliged to make them- 
selves acquainted with these Btate laws, and give 
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to each a construction according to their best 
judgment and discretion. And they would be 
required to decide correctly at their peril. Could 
it be supposed that all of the eight or ten thou- 
sand postmasters would arrive at the same con- 
clusions in regard to the true construction of 
these several State laws? And what would be 
the consequences of a mistake? They must 

ive a true construction to each on their peril? 
They will be liable to incur a penalty on the one 
hand or the other. If they permit the circulation 
of publications, which a court should decide to 
be within the prohibition of the law, the penalties 
of this bill would attach; if they stop what should 
ultimately be decided not to be within the prohi- 
bition, according to the construction given to the 
law, they would be liable under the present post 
office laws. Now, however correct postmasters 
may be in regard to other matters, they are not 
all lawyers, and could not with unerring certainty 
determine the character of every publication, and 
have their opinions stand the test of a judicial 
decision. The courts themselves might differ. 
It seemed to him that the amendment requiring 
postmasters to decide upon the design and intent 
was exceedingly objectionable, as throwing ad- 
ditional embarrassments in their way, in the per- 
formance of their duties, and for that reason he 
could notvote for it. 

Mr. NILES said the Senator from Maine [Mr. 
RuceLes] had passed over the chief provision in 
the amendment, and taken an exception toa com- 
paratively unimportant part of it. The great 
object of the amendment is, to restrict the opera- 
tion of the bill to offices where the prohibited pa- 
pers are to be delivered, which will of course be 
only in those States which have, or may enact 
laws prohibiting the circulation of such publica- 
tions. This amendment would so change the 
bill, that it would not have the slightest operation 
on all the postmasters in thirteen States in the 
Union. 

As the bill nowis,it would be animpracticable 
law;it would notbe possible to execute it; itwould 
paralyze and destroy the entire mail establish- 
ment. It requires duties of pos:masters which they 
cannot perform, without delaying and deranging 
the whole operations of the mail. It confers on 
a deputy postmaster, a mere ministerial officer, 
Federal powers; and requires him to decide ques- 
tions of the most difficult and delicate character; 
to put a construction on the laws of a State, and 
determine what publications are prohibited by 
such laws. To decide what is incendiary matter 
would be similar to deciding what isa libel—what 
constitutes blasphemy or heresy. Of all cases 


ever tried before judicial tribunals these are the |; 


most difficult and uncertain. Yeta Federal power | 
similar to this is to be conferred on all the post- | 


masters in the United States. 
ber of periodical publications in the city of New 
York? Probably fifty or more of every descrip- 


What is the num- | 


tion, many of them daily. They must all be ex- | 
amined before they can be lawfully forwarded, | 


and of course time must be allowed for the per- 
formance of this service. 


be carefully examined in its entire contents, to 


see if it contains anything touching the subject — 


of slavery. This would be utterly impractica- 
ble. 


He was aware that the same difficulty would ' 
exist to some extent under the amendment, but : 


it would be confined to the offices where the 
prohibitory laws prevailed—where the evil from 


the circulation of such papers is apprehended. In | 


those States the postmasters wouid be better ac- 
quainted with the State laws, and the public sen- 


timent would be favorable to their execution. ` 


He must admit that there would be a difficulty 
in executing the law, should the amendment be 
adopted; but it would be confined to the States 
interested in the law, and would be less at offices 
where the prohibited paper was to be delivered 
than where it might be received, to be forwarded 
in the mail. A difficulty in’ the application was 
always experienced in acting on anew, doubtful, 
and untried principle. 

He regarded the principle of the bill as unsound 
and dangerous, and did not think it could be 
modified in any way, 80 as to remove his objec- 


These are, most of | 
them, of a miscellaneous character, made up from : 
other publications, and of course each paper must ` 


system of imputation and espionage. 
not go so far as the Senator from Massachusetts, 
{Mr. Davrs,] and say that this was an infraction 
of the first article of the amendments to the Con- 
stitution; it might not be strictly an interference 
with the liberty of the press, but it was a conflict 
with the spirit of that provision, for circulation 
and publication were intimately connected; and 
‘to limit and restrict the great public channel of 
circulation was to impair the efficiency of the 
press by denying to it the only public facility of 
circulation provided by our laws. The public 
mail, like the press, should be free—free as the 
' air we breathe; the nature, design, and useful- 
ness of it require this. If you take away this 
essential attribute, confidence in it may be de- 
_ stroyed, andits character may be entirely changed. 
` The public mail is the most important and benefi- 
| cent of all the institutions of the Federal Govern- 
ment; it is one of unmeasured good, and brings 
! its blessings to every man’s door. It is one of 
those institutions that we must be careful how 
we touch. 

The Senator from Maine supposes that the 
amendment would render it more difficult to ex- 
ecute the law, as the description of papers pro- 
hibited would be less definitely pointed out. This 
may be true. But the question is not which rule 
would be the most easy of application, but which 
is the most just? The language in the bill is so 
general and indefinite that it would apply to al- 
most all papers of every description; the words, 
touching the subject of slavery, arc as extensive 

_as any that could be used; it would be casy to 


‘ apply them, as they would embrace all the news- , 
|| papers in the country, as.all allude to the subject | 
of slavery. But would not this give an operation = 


| to the law dangerous and alarming? The amend- 
l! ment would confine it to newspapers, the design 


‘ and tendency of which are to excite insurrection | 


|| among slaves—to those calculated to produce the 
| mischief which it is the ai ae of the law to pre- 
i vent. He thought the evil, however, within the 
| reach of State legislation, and should like to see 
! the energies of that applied to it before we were 
‘| called on to enact laws on the subject. State 
‘| laws could take hold of these publications the 
| moment they came from the post officc, and stop 
their circulation, or require them to be surren- 
dered up to a magistrate and destroyed. How- 
ever he might deprecate the circulation of these 
mischievous publications, he was not satisfied 
that there was any urgent necessity for calling 
in the agency of this Government. 

Mr. RUGGLES replied that, if he understood 
the amendment offered, it went to indorse all the 


| be passed, interdicting the circulation of publi- 
cations designed or having a tendency to produce 
insurrection among the slaves of such States. 
The Senator says that the design and intent 
i would be the important object of inquiry—that 
criminality cannot be determined without asccr- 
taining the motive and design with which the act 
isdone. That would indeed be a very proper 
and necessary matter to be inquired into when the 
original author of the publication should be put 
upon his trial; but he presumed it was not the 
intention of the Senator to transfer the criminal- 
ity from the author of the publication to the post- 
master who permits its circulation. 
nality of the author would not, or ought not, to 
| be the subject of inquiry any further than was 
necessary to determine whether the postmaster 
|| decided correctly or otherwise, as to the design 
| or tendency of the publication on which he passes 
i judgment. 
, ground that it would be impossible for postmas- 
; ters to determine in most cases as to the design 
| and intent of the publication. He is required to 


i which he cannot possibly know. 
for the purpose of proving the design, nor even 
the tendency of the publication he is to judge of. 
Yet when he is arraigned in court for delivering 
i out publications contrary to law, he is to be 
| judged on evidence to which, in forming hisopin- 
-j1on, he had no access. 


laws of the several States which should hereafter : 


The crimi- | 


He objected to the amendment on the | 


judge at his peril of the design of the author, : 


s He cannot j 
procure evidence; he cannot examine witnesses 


A court can summon `: 


witnesses and obtain evidence; but postmasters 

in their offices have no opportunity or means of 
i taking testimony to establish facts which they 
! must decide under a penalty for every mistake of 
| judgment. 

Mr. NILES. The Senator from Maine does 
not appear to understand the amendment. There 
is nothing in it which directs an inquiry into the 
motives or intentions of the publisher; the in- 
quiry is confined to the publication, and has 
nothing to do withthe publisher. The language 
is, that ‘‘no newspaper, the design and tendency 
of which are to incite insurrection among slaves. ’’ 
The inquiry will be as to the characterand tend- 
ency of the pih as to its general object and 
purpose, and the tendency of such a publica- 
tion. 

Mr. RUGGLES then observed that he might 
have mistaken the views of the Senator in pro- 
posing the amendment. He did understand him 
to say that the motive and design with which any 
publication was made, was the important matter 
to be determined. Butif it was not the object 
of hisamendment to impose such a duty on post- 

| masters, and it should be modified so as to em- 
brace the question of tendency only, he should 


‘| have less objection to it. 


| Mr. CALHOUN said that, in bringing this sub- 
i ject before the Senate, he had done his duty. He 


had brought it before them with the aid of the 
| special committee appointed for that purpose, 


' and it depended on them whether it should pass. 


"i All he asked was, that there should be a final 


; vote on this subject; and this was due to those 


'| he represented, that they might distinctly know 


whether there was a power in this Government 
to arrest the evil that all acknowledged to exist; 
and af there be such a power, whether there 
was a disposition to exercise it for the remedy of 
that evil. The attacks of these incendiaries was 
through the mails, using the press as an auxiliary. 
This was an acknowledged evil, and the question 
was, had they the power toarrestit? If we have 
no power, (said Mr.C.,) let us say so at once; but 
| if we have the power, let us understand the ex- 
tent of it, and why this power is not exercised. 
. Let this (said he) be told to our constituents. Let 
it be told to them, if the mere convenience or in- 
convenience of the mails is considered of more 
importance than their existence. He had done 
his duty, and the responsibility now rested on the 
. majority. He could not but be surprised at the 
_ course of the friends of the Executive. He had 
‘heard Senators denounce this measure, recom- 
mended by the Executive, as unconstitutional, as 
tyrannical, or an abuse of power, who never be- 
fore dared whisper a word against the Adminis- 
tration. What was he to understand from this? 
' Was it because the present Executive was going 
| out of power, that his influence was declining? 
- Was he to understand from this, that it was now 
for the first time discovered that the man who 
never erred had committed the most monstrous 
errors, recommending an abridgement of the lib- 
_ erty of the press and a tyrannical espionage over 
the post ofice? The very thing they denounced 
as proposed to be done by Congress, was now 
informally done by one branch of this Admin- 
istration, They all knew that many of the post- 
. masters at the North, and all of the postmasters 
i at the South, had refused to receive these incen- 
i diary publications for transmission through the 
| mails;-yet this bill, giving the authority of law to 
that which was now done without authority, was 
| denounced by Administration members as a most 
, tyrannical abuse of power, while they did not 
raise a whisper against those officers of the Ad- 
į ministration who now exercise this power. 
He must express his surprise, that gentlemen 
: who now denounced this measure, which was to 
legalize what had been done without authority, 


‘| had sat there silent during the whole session, 


knowing that what they deemed such an uncon- 
stitutional abuse of power was carricd on. Why 
did they not introduce a resolution to inquire into 
these abuses? Why did they not denounce them 
| at first, instead of waiting until the action of Con- 
| gress was proposed? There was a strange dis- 
i ease inthe public mind. They permitted the Ex- 
| ecutive to do without censure what they refused 
: to permit Congress to do, If the Execute 
trampled onthe laws and Constitution, nota word 
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was said; bui when Congress came to legalize | 


what the Executive had done, and to do what he 
had recommended, then the liberty of the press 
` was assaulted and the Constitution violated. Mr. 
C. here referred to the President's protest, and to 
the removal of thr deposits, citing i 
of power, and spoke of thé deposit banks as being 
a greater evil than the Bank of the United States. 
r. GRUNDY said, no doubt the Senator from 
South Carolina (Mr. Catnovx] was the best 
judge himself as to whether he had done hisduty 
to his country; but, in his (Mr. G.’s) humble 
judgment, he would not put the biil into the 
hands of enemies to do with it as they pleased. 
He could not say as to the correctness of the 
Senator from South Carelina in his belief that the 
majority were going against the bill. If he had 

` reference to the objections made by the Senators 
fram Ohio and Maine, and wished them brought 
‘in on party grounds, that would look a good deal 
like making it a party question, and he, did not 
know whether it was best to do so. Although 
the party went together'in most eases, yet they 
reserved the right to differ in:some instances, snd 
could not be kept together dn alt questions. The 
Senator from Connecticut, (Mr. Nives,} who 
was, andoubtediy, a very faithful supporter of 
the Administration, had, in this very case, dif- 
‘fered fram the Executive recommendation; but 
that did nat make himananti-Administration man. 
Where they could conscientiously support the 


executive recommendations, tke friends of the . 


Administration wers dispos:d to do so; but if a 
Senator, who was no Administration man, should 
‘occasionally tote ‘against an executive recom- 
mendation, he wag not considered, on that ac- 


-count ananti-Administration man; nor if tlhe Sen- | 


ator from South Carolina [Mr. Carnovun] should 
happen to vote for an executive recommendation, 
it would not make. him aa Administration man. 
Bat he would say this much, that ‘if the Senato 
from South Carchna would bring ‘in all his 
to the. support of the'bill, they would, he had no 
doubt, be able to carry it. But where would this 
party logic lead to? ff (said Mr. G.) we bring 
tm al 


bill, then the Senator from South Carolina would 
leave us. And, indeed, he thought that Senator 
already not so zvalous asat first. Mr. G. thought 
this a delicate qarstion, and one that ought not to 
be acted on hastily. H 

views of others in relation to it. 
however, a final actin on it this session. 

Mr. CALHOUN said ‘the ‘Senator from Ten- 
nessee (Mr.:\Garxpyr} stas much mistaken im sup- 
posing he retecied any eensure‘upon:him asan 
Administration man.' The President himself had 

iven his recommendation 
in this matter than hé bad 
correct in saying that, in the 
party discipline, they reserved: 
-themsacives; ‘but he saw:in this House men who, 
by raising thew finger, could make this'a party 
“question. It was his opinion that they made 
nothing a party question that was not connected 
swith the spoils. : The same party had. been 
brought to bear on the expunging resolution, the 
deppsit question, the surplus funds, and which 
had kept those Funds where they now were, in 
the hands of speculators, who were to be brought 
to bear on the people, That power was brought to 
bear on the spoils; and although the Seaator from 
Connecticut (Mr. Nies) had dissented in this 
case, he would have found it a little hazardous to 
“have went against the executive recommendation 
dn, regard to the'removal of the’deposits, or the 
recharter of the Unitéd States Bank. The Sen- 
ator from Tennessee (Mr. Groxpr] had put 
Tucsday as the day to postpone the bill'to. That 
‘Senator and himself agreed in the general. They 
had had conversations respecting the bill, and 
his remarks were not intended. to apply to him; 
‘hat he feared that the bill, having. grown out of 
the subject of the execusiye- message, might take 
2 part of tite Administration frat ite support. 
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g them as abuses | 


the Administration party in support of this - 


e would like t» hear the | 
He wanted, | 


s going much farther || 
. The geatleaan was | 
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Mr. GRUNDY observed that it was hard that 
‘the Senator from South Carolina and himself 
, could not get along when they agreed. We agree 

(said he) as tq the object, but as to the means of 
effecting it we may disagree, though not essen- 


tially. ; l ; 
Mr. CALHOUN said that his remarks had no 
. application to the Senator from Tennessee, whom 
‘he knew, from frequent conversations with him, 
; was in favor of the principles of the bill. 


i... Mr. GRUNDY continued. As to tho respons- ` 


. ibility being with the majority, he did not know 


‘how the blame would be apportioned out, if he | 


| (one of the majority referred to) should be in the 
, minority.with the gentleman on this bill; for the 
' gentleman’s friends over the way might come 
, forward in a solid phalanx, and yote them down 
‘| Now, he did not agree that it. was necessary that 
| the twenty-five friends ofthe Administration 
| Should always go together in all things, He, it 
iiwas very well known, went with the Adminis- 


‘i tration on most occasions, but there might be | 


jeases where he could not agree with them, and 
:| there he would leave thera. . So also it might be 
» with other friends of the. Administration, and 
i Wath regard to this bill. If the majority voted 
for all the recommendations of the Xecutive, it 
might he said of them, that they only registered 
the edicts of the Executiye,a tolerably harsh ex- 
pression, which had with great injustice been 
used towards them. If, on the other hand, the 
majority did not go together for the measures 
of the Executive, they would be charged with 
defeating his recommendation. He did not think 

. this fair. If the measure failed, the majorit 
' should not be justly blamed as a party, but each 
individual member ought-to bear the responsi- 
. bility for the part he tool; “Phe Senator from 
| Massachusetts, [Mr. Davis, 
i yesterday, consctentiously' beticved’ that this bill 
, would be a violation: of the Constitation, and an 
i assault on the liberty of the press; and, on the 
eig te Senator from South Carolina be- 
-lieved that the measure wás just and necessary, 
and perfectly within the con 
ongress. He should riot say 
`. from South Carolina was an Administration man, 
because he voted for a mensure recommended by 
i the Executive; nor would he say that the Senator 
i; from Massachusetts wasan anti-Adtiniatration 
man, for voting against it; because he believed 
‘that the. gentleman might be eonsidercd a very 
‘good Administration man, and to be relied: on en 
-most ocasions. Believing that the bill was a 
safe and constitutional measure, and tliat ‘the 


| 
i 
i 
J 
| modifications. ; He did not design to go into an 

ment on its merits at that time, as hethought 
that it had better be laid onthe table forthe pres- 
ent. He should. aid. the Senator from’ South 
Carolina in calling it up whenever it did not 


t 
ii 


‘interfere’ with the railroad “hill to which Hie ‘had 


l referred. . 


| Mr. CUTHBERT had no disposition, at pres- | 


i| ent, to say anything as to matters more particu- 
larly before the Senate; but his, purpose would be 
i, to state what, perhaps, though not stated, had 
| weighed with almost every gentleman who wished 
i! the passage of this bill. All thought alike on the 
‘| circumstances of the country on which thig bill 
|, Was intended to operate. A‘gteat Republic, com- 
!! powéd of several different Tepublics, covering a 
_, Vast extent of territory, under the influence. and 
ii restraints of a General Government; and the ques- 
» will that General Government s ow 


:! tion occurred 

| a disposition to protect one or more of these re- 
‘| publics against plots hatched against their internal 
| peace? If this was á just view of the subject, 
l; then, thoagh the measure should not be carried 
| lato complete effect, yet the sanction given to the 
-į principle, that this Government shoutd protect, as 


|| far as the legitimate exureise of ‘its powers per- 


,| mitted, the several members of the Contador, 
o 


would have the most beneficial tendency. 
preveni the effett of :partios, that: sanction would 


whom he heard | 


Slitutional ptiwer of j 
say thatthe Setiator | 


| times called for it, heshdald-vote for it with some | 
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portant by sustainin': on the one hand, 
; and restraining on the othcr He called upon 
: gentlemen, therefore, to endeavor to give to this 
Measure that modifed form unodjectionable to 
n; any party, that would calm. the feelings of the 
`: southern States, by showing them that the States 
, which do not hold slaves shall not become arm- 
‘; ories for the forging of arms with which to assail 
. them. This was all that the southern States de- 
 manded; all that a sense of justice and humanity 
required; and was dictated by the soundest policy . 
as well as by every patriotic feeling. 
| Observations in reference to this subject had 
` been made by the gentleman from South Carolina, 
|| which he much regretted to hear on that floor. 
|: He wished that the gentleman would restrain the 
ii frequent repetition of such expressions, 39 they 
: necessarily brought on him, he feared, a suspicion 
‘of his sincerity, Why (said Mr. C.) should this 
bea party question? It would Show a, wicked- 
: ness, a recklessness of the welfare of Qur common 
country, in any man, to endeavor to make it so. 
He wished the gentleman would restrain, the.ex- 
: pression of such feelings, aysouthern rights might 
; bs injuriously, affected by a frequent: recurrence 
: to topics of this kind. whan ee 4 
Mr. CALHOUN touched thosa topics because 
| be knew there was a potent power in, this Gey- 
, eroment,and when he heard the opposition coming 
| from the quarter it did this. mognigg, he-confessed 
: he thought it withdrawn from this bill, . He dif- 
< fered from the Senator from Georgia’ (Mr. Cura- 
' BERT] in adverting tø the responsionity gf the 
| Majority in regard-to. this matter. Tt wasanlutary 
| to bring public attention tn it. He.wad sorry to 
| gee the enator fram-Tennessee {Mz Grenar] 
| employ his wit in so grave.and solemn question. 
|; He must say his wit was good and:hia. reasons 
feeble. He alluded to the power finyested-in-tlie 
i. Government by its patronage, and ihe-jnamense 
amount of money at its dispognlyand-iig contre! 
i -of-the press. All he asked waa that the Execy- 
|| tive should keep the people in astare of harmony. 
| He objected to.she power exercised, liecpuse’ he 
i| had scen its abuse when.applied (9 the removal 
of the, publie deposits, and its digtribution of the 
spoils. The Executivd had expressed: himaclf 
boldly in regard to suppressing these pubheitians, 
| and he would y, manly; and he would-do-him 
| the justice to aay he believed him Sindere, alihough 
i Mistaken ia this matter. He «Mr.'G.)-had- nat 
i abandoned his interest in this billy hé had putit 
' into the hands of a stronger party. He was 
| happy to hear the general remarks ot thy Senntor 
| from Georgia, (Mr. Corumenr.]. He wanted the 
| country should have their eyes’ ypon it: Orfe 
|-peint. he.could not abandon, and that was to.have 
|‘a-fiaal vote on the Lill, aad that he waadetcentined 
i to have. If the Senator from. Fennoasee. woald 
eall it up ia a reagonable time, he. would-cansent 
i} toifa postponement, =. gee o eai 
jj, Mr. GRUNDY thought. that: they could get 
along with. this bill without making it a party 
question, What division on ‘it there would, be 
among the friends of the Administration, he, was 
natiable to gay; thoagh: he ‘thought; the mostof 
them were friendly to the prineivtcs, inyolved. 
Then, if the gentleman would get his friends over 
‘the way to give:the bill their support, it might 
-be casried, even if the Administration should; be 
-against them. The ‘Senator said, that heshad 
1eMercised gome wit, and that his-wif: was goad 
‘| while: hia reasoning waa weak, He would nat 
i! gay. whether hiat aboning wae gooi or otherwise; 
:|:he would leave. that ta be 


be all im 


i 


, judged of by others; 
| but he would say, that -it was better to have the 
i wit. good than to have both wit and reasoning 
‘bad, He would not make this application to the 
| Senator from South Carolina.- He- had thought 
that what he said was in the legitimate-course of 
! argarsent, and he spoke in his. own way, as he 
| had done on frequent occasions... . Bo 
| 1: He thought the best course would be to lay the 
| Bilon the table, aa further discussion would anly 
| consume. time. witboat préducing any practical 


eed He would aid th 


ie gent cman in taking it 
upon the day proposed, pro 


vided it did not inier- 
fore with the railroad bill, whicu: bad by accident 
been pur ont af its nroper place. 
Mr. N 

to the remarks of the Senator from - 
lina, (Mr. CaLunoux,] whichscemëd to have a per- 
sonal allusion to himself. He did not suppose that 
his course would be acceptable to that gentleman; 
but he little thought of hearing a complaint of 
the kind he 
fidelity and zeal; he little e 
from any onc, 
from South Carolina. He had supposed that his 
course had been ‘such as to have satisfied that 
entleman, &t least, that he was prenared to do 
his duty as an humble supnorter of the Adminis- 
tration. 
politics are concerned, b 
and always came directly up and toed the mark. 
He, with other supporters of the Administration, 
-had been repeatedly charged by that Senater of 


p= 


and, least of all, from the Senator | 


had just heard—the want of party ; 
xpected such a charge | 


He had supposed, that, so far as party 
e was quite orthodox, | 


being governed entirely by Exceutive influence; | 


of not possessing a particle of independence; of 
being mere palace slaves. 


putations, 


After these bold im- 
repeated so often and with so much | 


vehemence, who could have supposed that it: 
would be made a matter of complaint againstany | 


of us, that we had too much independence aad 
did not yield implicit deference to Executive re- 
commendations! Although prepared to hear 


almost anything from that gentleman, he did not | 


ect a declaration of this kind. 


understand it; some great change must have 
taken place, and asks what it can mean, 
(said Mr. N.,) I will explain'this matter; I will tell 
the gentleman what it all means. That gentleman 
has heretofore grossly misrepresented Lie Friends 
of the Administration. We are not the passive 
instruments of power; we are not the palace 
slaves the gentleman has so o 
to be. This is the explanation of the whole 
matter. I will not charge him with doing us 
such injustice intentionally and willfully, but it 
has proceeded from his violent prejudices, his 
heated imagination, and his uncontrolled passions, 
which have swayed his judgmentand carried him 
great lengths; further, perhaps, than he is himself 
aware. 

He (Mr. N.) was charged with havin 
nounced the Executive recommendation. This 
is entirely incorrect. He had yet to learn that 
the gentleman’s bill and the recommendation of 
the President are the same thing. ‘The message 
merely presented the subject to Congress, for 
their consideration, whether some legislation 
might not be necessary, but does not point out 
what that legislation is tobe. He had, however, 
great doubts whether there could: be any legis- 
lation on this subject. He had great confidence 
in the judgment as well as the integrity of the 
President; of his profound and almost intuitive 
sagacity, 


ILES said he would say a word in reply .' 
South Caro- ; 


: now the power 


E ERNA E SL cael ae 
ulative opinions, and no action or instructions 


were based upon them. Perhaps no one had more 
confidence in that officer than himself; yet he dis- 


‘sented from these opinions, and had so informed 


him. 


The Senator asks whether a new political |i 
movement is not about to take place— whether Si 

F, . t 
and patronage of the President are 4 


nearly at an end, and his agency in disposing of 


‘the spoils—whether those who had professed so 


. true the po 


much admiration, and been such devotees of 
power, were not about to transfer theiradmiration 
and devotion to another object? Mr. N. said he 
could answer the question, so far as concerned 
hims:If—he could only speak for himself. Tt ıs 
wer and patronage of the Executive 


arc nearly spent; the offices are all filled; few more 


appointments are to be made; and those whose 
deférence to the President has sprung from mo- 
tives of this kind, may now be dirccting their 
attention to another quarter. But this will not 


‘diminish the number of those honest supporters 


who have been influenced from confidence in the 


man, and admiration of the strong points in his © 
Sir, in whatever is personal, in what- | 


character. 
ever belongs to the services, the character, the 
high attributes of mind of the venerable man 
who now fills the highest executive office, those 
who have been his admirers are n 


now, when his power is departing. The splendid 


sun which they gazed upon with delight and ad- `: 
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' to communicate to this House full information of the mode 
and manner of selecting banks in the several States or Ter. 
: ritories for the depo-it of the public moncy of the United 

States, of all contracts, agreemeuts, or stipulations entered 
i into with said banks, for the safe-keeping of said moneys; 
that the Secretary ofthe T'rea-ury also state what ag.uts have 
ben employed, the nature and extent of their azency, and 
the compeneation whieh euch agents have received in any 
way froin the Government of the United States; and that he 
also state what officers or agents on the part of said banks 
! have in any way participated or been instrumental in the 
formation of any euch contracts, agrecinents, or stipula- 
, Hens, concerning the deposit and safe-keeping of said 
' moneys in said banks. 


i 
; Mr. WISE rose, and objected to the reception 


13 


li of the resolution, and asked the consent of the 


| House to permit him (which was not allowable 
i under the rules) to state his reasons for objecting 
| to the reception of the resolution. S 
| Objection being made, the CHAIR stated that 
i the gentleman could only proceed by permission 
‚of the House; and the question being put, there 


: appeared 59 in the affirmative, when 


ot the Jess so | 


miration when at its meridian, when its power , 


e of © and cffulgence were at their height, they still gaze 
‘The Senator says it is marvelous; he does not ! 


upon with equal vencration and respect—they 


': discover it to be the same orb, unimpaired in its 


ften represented us | 


Sir, ` 


power, shining with the same steady and undi- 
minished light, as in its course It descends to the 


i far west, and will soon disappear forever from 


g de- i and HOAR. 


his mature judgment, and strong, prac- ` 


tical common sense, he had the most exalted ` 


opinion; 

knew of no man living who is his equal. 

the President is not infallible, and he could not 
act on his recommendation unless he was satisfied 
that it was just. The Senator says, entertaining 


the views he (Mr. N.) did, it was his duty to 


have introduced a resolution inquiring into the ` 


in these strong points of character, he | 
i But | 


conduct of the Postmaster General who had ex- : 


ercised similar powers to those 
conferred on him by this bill, ‘This (said Mr. 
N.) is a mistake. What has the Postmaster 
General done? He addressed a letter to the post- 
master at New York, and another to the post- 
master at Charleston, South Carolina, 
although there was no law authorizing him ‘to 
exclude any papers or pamphlets from the mail, 


on the ground of their character or tendency, yet |: 


considering that in doing so they had acted from 
an urgent necessity, and from the high consider 
ations of the safety of the mail, as well as the 
peace and sccurity of society, he should not cen- 
sure their conduct. This is all the Postmaster 


‘General has done, unless it be to throw out some | 
i 


mail publications pro- | 


suggestions and doubts whether it was proper 
and lawful to convey in the f € 
hibited by the laws of the States into which they 


wore to be canveyed. These were mere spec- 


proposed to be. 


saying that | 


our political horizon. 

After some remarks of Mr. MORRIS, the bill 
was laid on the table; and 

On motion of Mr. PORTER, the Senate ad- 
journed. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Wepvespar, April 13, 1836. 


Mr. SPEIGHT moved a call of the House; 
which was negatived. 

Petitions and memorials were presented, on 
leave, by Messrs. HALL, of Vermont, EVANS, 


On motion of Mr. WHITTLESEY, a joint 
resolution referring the petition and papers of the 


‘heirs of Robert Fulton, deceased, to the Secretary 


of the Navy, to report thereon to Congress, was 
taken up, read a third time and adopted. 


Mr. REED, on leave, from the seleet commit- 


tee to which the same was referred, reported 
without amendment, the bill from the Senate for 


the benefit of Boyd Reilly, and the same was com- | 


mitted. 
On motion of Mr. BEAUMONT, it was 
Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Office and Post 
Roads be instructed tu inquire into the expediency of estab- 
lishing a post route from Wilkesbarre via White Haven, 
Loury Town, to Lausanne, in the State of Pennsylvania. 


On motion of Mr. MORGAN, it was 


Resolved, That the Committee on Revolutionary Pensions 


‘ be instructed to inquire into the expediency of replacing 


the name of John Curtis, of Virginia, on the pension roll. 


On motion of Mr. HEISTER, it was 


Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Office and Post | 
Roads be instructed to inquire into the expediency of cstab- | 1 appo 
‘| power to send for persons and papers, to inqul 

‘' mode or agency ot selecting the banks of deposit for the 


lishing a post route between the borough of Reading, in 
Berks county, and the Biuc Ball, in Lancaster county, 
Pennsylvania, by way of the State road recently laid out 


: and opened between those two places. 


On motion of Mr. McCARTY, it was 


Resolved, Thatthe Committee on the Post Office and Post 
Roads be instructed to inguire into the expedicuty of estab- 


‘lishing a post route from Good Hope to Lima, in Indiana. 


On motion of Mr. MARTIN, it was 


Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Office and : 
i Post Roads be instructed to inquire into the expediency of | 


establishinga post route trom Bellefonte, in Jackson county, 
Alabama, by the way of Langston, to De Kalb court-house, 


Cherokee court-house, and thence to Jacksonville, Benton |. 


county, Alabama. 
SELECTING DEPOSIT BANKS. 
Mr. DROMGOOLE asked the unanimous 


| consent of the House to offer the following reso- 


| 


lution: 
Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be direeted 


\ 


'. or banks touching the disbursements ‘of the 


(i mont, 


. Mr. WISE asked for the yeas and nays; which 
_ were ordered; and the question was stated by the 


hair. ; 
Mr. WISE. With your permission, sir, I will 
announce to the House, that I do not wish to 
enter into a debate upon this proposition, but 
_simply, in justice to myself- 

a here interrupted by crics of 


re W. was 
c Order!” from various parts of the Hall. 
i The question was then taken; and the House 
` refused to permit Mr. Wise to state the reasons 
which induced him to.oppose the introduction of 
the resolution of his colleague, by the following 
, vote: 


YEAS — Messrs. Chilton Allan, Heman Allen, Bell, 
Bond, John Cathoon, William B. Calhoun, Carter, George 
, Chambers, Nathaniel H. Claiborne, John F. H. Claiborne, 
Clark, Corwin, Crane, Darlington, Denny, Dromgoole, 
Evans, Everett, Philo C. Fuller, ‘Glascock, Granger, 
: Graves, Griffin, Hard, Hardin, Harlan, Harper, Samuel S. 
' Harrison, Hazeltine, Henderson, Hister, Hoar, Howell, 
Janes, John W. Jones, Luke Lea, Lewis, Love, Loyall, 
i Lyon, John Y. Mason, Maury, MecComus, MeKay, Me- 
| Kennan, Mercer, Morris, Parker, Pettigrew, Peyton, Phil- 
į lips, Reed, Russell, Augustine H. Shepperd, Shields, Slade, 
| Spangler, Standeter, Steele, Storer, Taliaferro, Waddy 
| Thomp on, Vinton, White, Whittlesey, and Sherrod Wil- 
| liams- 66. 
i NAYS — Messrs. Anthony, Ash, Barton, Bean, Bean- 
Bockee, Boon, Bouldin, Bord, Burns, Cambreleng, 
Casey, Chaney, Chapin, Cleveland, Coffee, Connor, Craig, 
| Cramer, Cushman, Dickerson, Doubleday, Fairfield, Far- 
| Jan, Fowler, French, Fry, William K. Fulicr, Gilfet, Joseph 
| Hall, Hamer, Albert G. Harrison,Hawes, Hawkins, Haynes, 
: Holsey, Hopkins, Hubley, Huntrman, Wiliam Jackson, 
Jabez Jackson, Jarvis, Joseph Jobn-on, Richard M. Jobn- 
son, Cave Johnson, Judson, Kilgore, Kinnard, Klingen- 
smith, Lane, Lawrence, Gideon Lee, Joshua Lee, Thomas 
Lee, Leonard, Lincoln, Lozan, Job Mann, Manning, Mar- 
tin, Willian Mason, Moses Ma: on, May, McKim, McLene, 
Montgomery, Moore, Morgan, Owens, Page, Parks, Patter- 
son, Patton, Dutee J. Pearce, Phelps, Potts, John Reynolds, 
Seymour, Shinn, Sickles, Smith, Speight, Sutherland, 
Taylor, Tltamas, Jobn Thomson, Toucey, Turrill, Van- 
derpoel, Wagencr, Ward, Webster, and Weeks—&. 


Mr. DROMGGOLE gave notice that he should 
renew his request to the House to-morrow to pre- 


ii sent the resolution, and should it be again ob- 
i; jected to, he should then move a suspension of 


i the rules. 

| Mr. BELL appealed to Mr. 
| his objection. 

| Mr. WISEsaid he would immediately give his 
| colleague [Mr. Dromeoore] an opportunity of 
; offering his resolution. 


Wise to withdraw 


ii} Mr. W. then asked leave to offer the following 


resolution, which he read: 


| 
| Resoleed, That a select committee be appointed, with 
re iuto me 


, poue money; the contracts with the Treasury Department, 
y which they are regulated, the manner in which, and the 

| persons by whom sucit coutracts are or have been made; 
. into all correspondence whatsoever touching contracts Ior 
‘the deposit of the public moncy 3 and into all connecnon, 
ial, which exist’, or bas existed, 


: relation, official or unottie 
between any pesson or persons and the ‘Treasury Depart- 
ks, or any Imn- 


ment, or between them and the deposit ban 
dividuals or banks, touching the custody and the control 
and deposit of the public money ; or between any depart- 
ment of the Exccutive, and any individual or individuals 
public movey, 
appropriated or unappropriated by law ; and into the amount 
of compensation of any or all agents whatsoever, official, 
' or unofficial, connected with the said Departments, Or said 
banks, touching the disbursements, sa'e-kecping oF deposit 
of the public money ; and that said committee have leave 
to report by bill or otherwise. 


Mr. W. said, if the House would permit him 
to offer this resolution, his colleague could move 
his as pn amendment, and this would cut off the 


4896., i 


idea of calling upon rogues for‘‘an account of | 
their own conduct. ; 
Objection being made, - Palen te 
Mr. WISE moved’ a suspension of the rules, 
„and asked for. the yeas and naya, which were or- 


e 


i 


dered, and were—yean:T6; nays'96; as follows! |: 


+P HAS—Messrs: Chilton Alfan, Héuidn Allen, Bell, Bond, 
Bunch, John Calhoon, William B. Calhoun, Carter, Childs, 
Nathaniel jd. Ciaibornes Clap; Corwinç Crane, Denny, - 
Evans, Everett, Pnilo C. Fuller, James Garland, G anger, | 
‘Gri i atl; Hard, Hardin; Harian, Harper, | 


previous question upon, the former, as in. that i ~ On motion of Mr. EVANS, the resolution was I Mr. 
‚case it would be.the main question. He had no || ordered to be printed. 


The joint resolution from the Senate, fixing a 


| day for the adjournment of Congress, came up in 


order. ; . 
Mr. CAMBRELENG moved to postpone its 


! 


i, consideration until the first Tuesday in May. 


Mr. SPEIGHT objected to the postponement 
to the day mentioned: he would not approve its 
ostponement for one week. m 
Mr. CAMBRELENG reminded the gentleman 
that the day named by himself was not distant. 


} 


t 


i 
l 


` Albert G. Haroon, Has iting, Heister, Hoar, Howell, |: He was opposedto fixing any day for theadjourn- 
fy iam Jackan, Jolm W ones awie; See T +; ment until the bill in relation to the publie, de- 
ea, Lewis, ingol ny Love yali, Lyon, Martin, Jopn Y. | posits was b oppress. z PA 
Mason, Madry, Mc Uadty; Motomas Mekay MeKennan, || POM” SPEIGET wes aona that: the bill, to 
- e i orris. . t = neh $ 
lips, Reed, Russell, Augustine H. Bhepperd, Selda; Blade, || which the gentleman had referred, should be acted 


Sioane, Spangler, Standefer, Steele, Storer, ‘Talhaterro, 
Waddy Thompson, ‘Underwood, Vinton, Washington, 
White, Whittlesey, Sherrod Williams, and Wise—-75. = | 
z NA ¥S—Mesara, Anthony, Ask, Barton, Bean, Beaumont, 
Bockee, Boon, Boyd, Burus, Cambreleng, Casey, George 
Chambers, Chaney, Chapin, John F. H. Claiborne, Cleve- 
land, Coffee, Conner, Urg, 
Doubleday, Dromgoele, Dunlap, Fatfield, Failin, Fowler, 
French, Fry, Wiliam K. Fuiler, Galbraith, Gillet, Glas- 
cock, Joseph Hail, hawer, annegan, Samuel 9. Harrison, 
Hawes, Hawkins, Haynes,,Henderson, Holsey,. Hopkins, 
iUMfabley,; Huntsarah, Jabez’ Jackson, Janes, Jarvis,‘ Cave 
Johnson, Josepu Johnson, Richard M. Johnson, Judsén, 
, Kilgore, Kinnard, Ktingensmith, Lanc, Gideon Lee, Joshua 
Lee, Thomas Lee, Leonard, Logan, Job Mann, 
Moses Mason, William Mason, May, McKim, McLene, 
‘iMoutgomery, Moore, Morgan, Owens, Page, Parker, Pars, 
Patterson, Dutee J. Pearce, Franklin Pierce, Phelp3, Potts, 
John Reynolds, Scymour, Shinn, Sickles, Smith, Speight, 
Sutherland, Taylor, Thomas, ' Joni. Thomson, Toucey, 
Turrill, Wagener, Ward, Webster; and Weeks—96. , 


So. the House refused to suspend the rules. 


` Mr. DROMGOOLE then roye, and remarked, | 
that he had. intended waiting till to-morrow morn- | 
ing before asking leave again to. offer his resolu- 
tion; but, believing the House then to be probably | 
.ąs full as it would be to-morrow, he thought it as 
` well to aseertajn at once whether leave would be | 
granted. , He theveldraimoved a.suspension of the 
~ till one oso this day, Gr the purpose - 
. offering the r tion indicated. , (See abeve. 
: "Mr. HOPRINS ked for the yeas and nays; | 
_which were ordered. > cer : 
`- Mr. STORER and Mr. WISE sugges 
ous modifications to Mr. DROM LE, who 
‘stated that, if the rule was suspended, they could 
_ be offered as amendments; and „they were with- 
Arawn. ., , PE S iai A 
The question was then.taken;.and decided in 
the affirmative—yeas 158, nays 19; as follows: 


YEAS—Mosare. Heman. Alien, Anthony, Ash, Barton, ; 
Beal, Bean, Beauinont, Bell, Bockee, Boon, B 
- Bunch, Barns, Willian B: Calhoun, Cambretong, Carey, 
Chaney, Chapin, Nathaniel H. Claiborne, John F. H. Olai- | 
borne, Clark, Cleveland, Coffee, Connor, Corwin, Craig, 
Cramer, Crane, Caslimati} Dartington, Denny Dickerson, 
Doubleday, Dramgooje Bunions Evans, Everett, Fairfield, 
‘Fariin, Fowier, Ficuch, Phild C. Faller, Wiliam K. Fuller, 
: Galbraith, James Gartaud, Gillet, Gtascock, Granger, Grant- 
land, Graves, Griffin, Jozeph Hall; Hsland Hait, Homer, Han- 
negan, Samuel 8. Harrisoa, Albert G. Harison, Hawes, 
_Hawkius, Hayùes,-Mizaltine, Henderson, Heister, Hotkey, 
Hopkins, Howell, ‘Habtey, Huntsman, William Jackson, 
Jabez Jackson, eee Jotmson, Richard: M. Johri- 
son, Henry Johnson, Jahn W. Jones, Judson, Kilgore, Klin- 
en-inith, Lane, Lawler, Lawrence, Lay, Gideon Lee, 
„Joshua Lee, Thomas Lee, Luke Lea, Leonard, Lincoln, 
Logan, Loyall, Lucas, Lyon, Job Mann, Mapning, Martin, 
Joun Y. Muon, William Mason, Moses Mason, Maury, 
-MeVarty, McComas, McKay, McKennan, McKim, Me 


Manning, 


a 


ted vari- | 


ue 


p Cramer, Cushman, Dickerson, | gg.) No good (he contended) would result 


jouldin, Boyd, |; 


When a day was fixed for the adjournment, 
the business of che House would progress with 

‘| more regularity and dispatch. ; 

|. Mr. HARDIN was in favor of the motion of 


‘i the gentleman from New York, [Mr. Campre- 


i! from acting un the resolutionat present. Mr. H. 
| adverted. to the great number of bilis unaeted on, 
and particularly the bill extending the pension act 
of 1832, which he was anxious should be passed, 
and which he believed would be susinined by. a 
majority of the House. If they slrould npt be 
prepared to dispose of. the resolution on the day 
named by the gentleman from New York, they 
could further postpone it. ` 
Mr. TOUCEY honed the motion of the gentle- 
man from, New York would prevail... The com- 
mittees of the House had been maturing and 
laboriqusl y. preparing business for tht.final action 
of the House. A mass of important ‘business 
had in that way been brought before the body. 
It was to be hoped that the long political speeches 


those.in reference to the. 


business, When the day named. by the gentle- 
man from 
more understandingly-on the resolution. 
i. Mr. MERCER thought nothing would be 
gained by now fixinga day for the adjournment. 
ere they to do so, much timẹ would be spent 
by motions to suspend the rule, in otder to 
precedence to particular measures, =l. n; 
Mr. MASON, of Virginia, obtained the floor; 
| but the hour having arrived, the Chair announced 
| the special order. 


GENERAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


On motion of Mr. CAMBRELENG, the 
House, in further execution of the special order 
of the 26th of January, resolved itself into a 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union, (Mr. ‘Parron in the chair) and resumed 
‘the consideration of the bill making appropria- 
‘tions for the civil and diplomatic expenscs of 
Government for the year 1836. 

he question pending was the motion of Mr. 
“A. H. Steprerd to amend the fourth clause by 
striking out the sum of $25,000 “ for. incidental 
‘and: contingent expenses of the Th parteen of 
‘State, inchiding“the expense of publishing and 
‘distributing the laws,” and inserting the sum of 


give 


Lene, Mexcer, Milligan, Montgomery; Moore. Morgan, Mor- 
(Tis, Swveni, Page, Parker, Parks, Patters try Patton, Frank- 
‘fin, Pierce, Dutee J. Peatee, James A. ‘earce, Pettigrew, 
“Phelpa; Phillipa; Potts, Reed, Johu Reynolds, Rogers, Rus- | 
sell, Seympur,, Augustine H. Shepperd; Shields, Shion, | 
ickles, Sage, Sloane, Smith, Spangler, Speight, Standefer, | 
Steele, Storer, Sutherland, Taliaferro, Taylor, Thomas, | 
“John Thomson, Toucey, Furri, nderwood, Vanderpoel, 
- Vinton, Wagener, Ward, Washington, ‘Webster, Weeks, 
White, and. Sherrod. Wiltiams—158...- ee ee eae 
NAYS —Measrs, Boud, Buchanan, Carter, George Cham- 
, Fry, Hard, Hardin, Harlan „Harper, Jarvis, Cave John. | 
dm, Kennon, Kinnard, Lewis, Love, Peyton, Waddy 
‘Thompson, White, and Wise19, zi aaga 
% So the rie wee easpended: ae 
The CHAIR remarked that ‘the resolution of 
Mr. Dromedore would, under the rule, lie over 
one day. ee ee eee 
- Mr. DROMGOOLE hopet ‘there would be no 
Objection to considering the resoltition at that 


time, . : E ; 

= Objection pale made, Mr. WISE ‘moved to 
saspend the rule for this day, for the purpose of 
considering the resolution; which was negatived 
Without.a count.: `: Pe bs Sa 


s 


4 


po for thë former object, and $135,000 for pub- 
ishing and distributing the laws. , ‘ 

_Mr. JOHNSON, of Tennessee, remarked that 
it was impossible for the Howse to go inta every 
iminutiz then of contingent expenditure, for pens, 


ical expenditure of that. funds‘ and it was his 
intention, either then, or at some future. stage 
of the bill, to offer an amendment. applying 

all the incidentals and. contingencies. le Should 
| offer it as an amendment to the bill, or asan. 
lows: ‘To make it the duty of the Secretaries 
of State, the Treasury, and War, the heads of 
bureaus, and the Postmaster General, to lay be- 
fore Congress, in the first week of January in 
each year, a statement exhibiting the expenses 


‘of the ) à 
printed by Congress under the head of contingent 


expenses, specifying each item of expenditure, 
a pame of persons to whom the money was 


of the session had . been : delivered~—cspecially <: 
residential election. ` 
The House had, for a few days past, manifested i 
-a disposition to dispose of the legitimate. public 


ew York arrived, they could then act | 


ink, &c., though he advocated tle most econom- | 
ditional clause to it. In substance it was as it ! 


revious year of the various items appro- : 


BIS 


. MASON, of Virginia; to whim the:inter- 
i rogatory had yesterday been directed, replicd to 
© the question of Mr. BerL as to the authority 
. for sending two ministers plenipotentiary. Mr. 
. H. denied that these distinguished gentlemen 
: (Messrs. Howard and Rush) went in that char- 
, acter; but that they were mere agents. He went 
: on to show, at length, from the directions given 
. to those gentlemen, that the President had done 
‘, nothing more than. his constitutional duty re- 
; quired him todo. These gentlemen were mere 
agents, sent to collect information, an appoint- 
'| ment the President had the constitutional power 
to make.’ Mr. M. had no other means of know- 
| ing the views of the Executive than what was to 
li be found in the communications sent tothe House, 
, the President’s message on the subject, with the’ 
| aegompanying documents, and the opinion ef the 
ij, Attorney General, from all. of which he quoted 
1, Various extracts, There was a multiplicity of 
: instances of the same kind of appointments, or ex- 
 ercise of discretionary power, in Mr. Jefferson's, 
., Ume, (Burr’s.case,) in Mr. Monroe’s, in Mr. 
Adams ’s, and during the present Administration, 
i Sending an agent to the Creek country. There 
: were numberless instances, from the foundation 
Lof the Government, where agents were sent in 
; this way for a special purpose. The peculiar 
structure of our system of. Government, having 
‘no Home. department, rendered: the exercise of 
this small diserntionary: power. accasionally in- 
| dispensable, under the applicusion of the princi- 
| ple salus reipublice supreme lex. Mr.. M „reviewed 
at length the circumstances growing ont of the 
:: Michigan controversy, and contended the Prési- 
‘dent had most emphatically done his ‘diaty,and 
nothing more.. LE a Ra SE 25 
Mr. BELL thought this n very important sub- 
pects and one that should he discussed; though he 
ad no desire to bring ona protracted debate. 
He was not, however, to he deterred from: the 
discussion of questions of this description. by:the 
taunts and jibes af gentlemen, who, were ‘don- 
stantly throwing out the charge that it-was ilone 
for the purpose of bringing upa political debate. 
He reiterated the complaint, that no-ather ovpor- 
tunity had been,.on,would be, afforded fdr con- 
sidering important. measures; and. he had had 
resolutions in his drawer from the commencement 
of the session, waiting for.an opporiunity to be 
offered. He contended that the gentlemen sent to 
the Michigan boundary did‘go in the character of 
ministers plenipotentiary. It was true, that at first 
the difficulty assumed a serious asnect, but net s0 
| much so as the controversy with South Carolina, 
where no special minister had ever boen sent. 
||. He maintained that the President had exceeded 
l| his authority by the appointment-in question, and 
ii that he had no right to send these: agents there 
;,; Without a nomination to, and confirmation by, the 
ii Senate. It was the introdurtion of. a dangerous 
‘| principle, which weuld enable, the President to 
act libitum,; and. without authority of. law. 
| Onc of the precedenty referred tp lay: the gentleman 
i from Virginia was.that.of Mr., Bay Alabame, 
and it was the case.cited by Mr. B.-yosterday; as 
i the only other he -knew.of a: like character... He 
found Mr. Key. was paid from October, 1833, to 
January’, 1834, »3,400, and the-agentsto Michigan 
‘$1,800. It was not the amount-of compensation, 
_ however, that he condemned, but the principle 
ii now for the first time intradyced—-a, principle re- 
i pleté with the most dire and destructive. gonea- 
quences: to a free Government... s 7 . 


r. WISE sai of th 


p iiiaj 


i 
t 
| 


said this was one of the best cases 
that could be. given against the, continuanag of 
these pure or impure contingencies. , Here more 
embassadors, agents, or missionaries appdiute 

without a nomination to the Senate, and the 
| money actually paid to them for their serviges, 
without the House.of Representatives aver hav- 
ing been called upon to make the appropriation. 
It was under the head of contingencies that these 
ilegal payments were. made; and this fact demon- 
scrated the necessity of no longer passin any 
| more contingent sppropriotigne. Mr. W. re> 
| viewed the opinion of the Attorney General, and 
contended that the President, in the appointment 
‘| Of Messrs. Howard and Rush, had deparwd from 
|| that opinion. Mr. Butler stated, that the Presi- 
‘| dent had the power ef removing the officera and 
i! appointing othéra in their places; but he made né 


356 
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recommendation for the President to appoint 
extra officers, and, therefore, the I resident seon- 
duet was at war with the opinion ot the Attorney 
General of the United States. Mr. W. also con- 
tended that the appointments in quess1on were 
unconstitudonal, being informally made, and 
without the authority of law. These contin- 
gencies he designated as nuisances, contra bonos 
mores, and items that ought no longer to be sanc- 
tioned. Though they might at first have been 
introduced ex necessitate vei, at an early period of 
the Government, the necessity for them no longer 
existed. 

Mr. W. then referred to the subject of the 
deposit banks, and the obstructions thrown in 
the way of a rigid investigation into the manner 
by which they were selected. Referring to Mr, 
Dromcoote's resolution, heargued that it did not 
go far enough. Mr. W. desired a fuil and rigid 
serutiny bya selectcommittec, not only inte them, 
but also into the connection of Reuben M. Whit- 
ney with those banks, for he was prepared to 
prove that this individual was paid, indirectly, 
out of the public Treasury. Whitney was the 
agent of the deposit banks at Washington. These 
banks had the use of the public money without 
paying any interest for it, when there were other 
solvent banks throughout the country who would 
willingly pay one and one anda half per cent.; and 
the inference was irresistible. The resolution of 
his colleague was merely one of inquiry, and that 
inquiry to be made of the Secretary of the Trea- 
sury, not of investigation, and was unsatisfactory. 
He also desired an investigation into the doings 
of the Secretary himself 

Mr. W. then adverted toanother alleged fraud 
of an agent of the Government, into whose hands 
-a sum of $650,000, appropriated at the last ses- 
sion, had been placed, wnich was kept by him, 
as was said, for some ten months, used in some 
private speculations, by which he realized some 
ten, twenty, thirty, or forty thousand dollars. 


He then referred to the condition of the deposit . 
banks, which were unable to meet their liabilities ; 
if called upon. Should a proposition be agreed | 


upon to distribute the surplus revenue, there 
would be a general smash among them. They 
could not meet the call for the deposits. He 
then recurred to his charges against Reuben M. 
Whitney, as connected with his relations to the 
deposit banks, whom he designated as the mis- 
erable pimp of the Treasury and of the party. 
He said, in reply to the card in this morning’s 


Globe, that he cared nothing about Whitney ’s : 
perjuries, or private transactions, but only his ! 
connection with the Treasury and the pedple’s | 
money. He also wished to bring Levi Wood- ! 
bury, Whitney’s master and copartner, tu the © 
bar of public opinion, by the appointment of a: 


select committee, with authority to Bend for pet- 
sons and papers. There were serious charges, 
he solemnly assured the House, he could prove 


against Whitney, if not against the Secretary. | 


Mr. W. dwelt at length on this subject, and con- 
trasted the repugnance of Mr. Woodbury to in- 
vestigation with the voluntary solicitation of Mr. 


Hamilton and Mr. Crawford for an inquiry into |. 
He said, in conclusion, that he | 


their conduct. 
would not vote for óne dollar of appropriation, 


either pure or impure, tilt he knew where thie - 
public moneys were, whether they were safe or | 
and 


not, by whom and how they were used, 
whether they were abused or not. 

Mr. A. H SHEPPERD rose to address the 
committee, but 

Mr. BOND, remarking that the gentleman was 
indisposed, moved that the committee rise. 

Mr. CAMBRELENG said he should be sorry 
to interpose an objection under such circum- 
stances, but he would merely remark that, if the 
were to goon in this way, it would be oroek 
to see when this bill could go through. It was 
twenty-one folio pages in length, and they had 
not yet progressed with the first six lines of it, 
upon a clause of which the whole controversy 
involved an amount only of $8,000. 

Mr. A. H. SHEPPERD then proceeded to ad- 


dress the committee at length, in support of his | 
amendment, and referred toa variety of particulars , 
of expenditure, both in the State and other De-: 


artmenta, under the head of contingent expenses, 
show that the sum of $5,000 would amply cover 


the Denartment of State; and that $12,000 would 


be sufficient to cover the expense of publishing . 


and distributing the laws. 


The amendment was ihen rejected—ayes 55, 


noes 67. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD moved to strike out the 
following clause: * For the superintendent and 
watchman of the northeast executive building, 

1,500.” 

7 Mr. A. H. SHEPPERD thought the item of 
$5,350 for the contingent expenses of the said 
building enough to cover this expenditure. 

Mr. CAMBRELENG made a brief explana- 
tion; and, after a few words from Mr. HARPER, 
and Mr. JOHNSON of Tennessee, the amend- 
ment was rejected without a division. 

Mr. CAMBRELENG moved to increase the 
item of $24,700 for compensation to the clerks 
and messengers in the office of Third Auditor 
to $97,000; which, after a few words of explana- 
tion from Mr. C., was agreed to. 

Mr. LAY moved to strike out the two follow- 
ing clauses: For compensation to the Solicitor of 
the Treasury $3,500, and for compensation to the 
clerks, &c., m said office $1,650. 

Mr. L. said he was given to understand this 
office was a mere sinecure. 


Mr. CAMBRELENG replicd that the gentle- 


man had better move to repeal the law under which | 


the office was created. 


The amendment was rejected, and a motion | 


was made by Mr. CamMBRELENG to increase the 


sum of $1,690 in the latter clause to $3,950; which - 


i was agreed to, 


Mr. JOHNSON, of Tennessce, moved to strike 


out the item of $22) for compensation to the sec- i! 


retary to the commissioners of the sinking fund, 


tothe 16th of February last; and after a few words '' 


from Messrs. CAM BRELENG, LAWRENCE, 
and JOHNSON, the committee rose for want of 
a quorum, and reported that fact to the House. 


were many important bills before the House which 
were delayed by the appropriation bills, and as 
it was probable that they might be able to get 
through this bill to-night, he moved a call of the 
House. 

Mr. VINTON moved an adjournment. 

Mr. PARKS was confident there was a quorum 
in the House; und, with a view to ascertain that 
fact, he called for the yeas and nays; which were 
ordered, and were—yeas 78, nays 53. 

So the House adjourned. 


IN SENATE. 
Trerspar, April 14, 1836. 
Mr. McKEAN presented three petitions from 


a large number of citizens of Philadelphia, remon- ' 


strating against the admission of Arkansas into 
| the Union, with the clause in her constitution 
authorizing siavery; which was laid on the table. 
| Mr. SWIFT presented the petition of Ephraim 
|. Page, praying for a pension; which was referred 
‘ to the Committee on Pensions. 


ber of ship-owners and others of Providence, 
_ Rhode Island, praying for an appropriation for 
placing buoys, dolphins, &c., in the Providence 
river; which was referred to the Committee on 
: Commerce. 
i Mr. WALKER presented the memorial of the 
| heirs of Edward Randolpli; which was referred 
| to the Committee on Private Land Claims. 
|i .. REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 
1o Mr. NAUDAIN, from the Committee pn 
| Claims, to which was referred the bill for the re- 
lief of Simon Gerom, reported the same without 
amendment, and stated it as the opinion of the 
; committee, that the bill ought not to pass: 
| Mr. KNIGHT, from the Committee on Man- 
|. ufactures, to which had been referred the petition 


| of the citizens of Brooklyn, New York, and other | 


i places, praying for the repeal of the duty on 
foreign coal, made an unfavorable report thereon. 


RESOLUTIONS. 


|. Mr. LINN submitted the followin 
_which ties on the table one day: 


| Resolved, That the Committee on the Poet Office ana | 


Mr. HANNEGAN said that, inasmuch asthere ` 


Mr. KNIGHT presented the petition of a num- `' 


g resolution; © 


Pettis county, Missouri, to the seat of justice of Benton 
x coubly. 
Mr. WEBSTER submitted the following res- 
olution; which was considered and agreed to: 
| Resolved, That the returns for the last three month« from 
the Bank of the United States, and the different deposit 
banks, communicated to the Senate on the l4th of January 
last, be printed. 


HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 


The following bills from the House were sever- 
ally read twice and referred to the appropriate 
committees: 

A bill for the relief of George Bender; 

A bill for the relief of the legal representatives 

_of Michael Fenwick, deceased; 

A bill for the relief of Andrew Hoover, of 
Indiana; 

A bill for the relief of Asa Armington, and 

' others; 
A bill for the relief of Flenry Stoddard; 
A bill for the relief of John Barkley; 
l! A bill for the relief of Amelia Leach; 
li A bill for the relief of John F. Lewis; 
‘| A bill for the relief of James Moor and William 
i, Moor; 
'i A bill confirming to the legal representatives of 
Thomas F. Reddick, a tract of land; 

A bill for the relief of Abraham Forbes, a spy 
;. in the late war; 

A bill granting a pension to Colonel Gideon 
Morgan, of the State of Tennesscc; 

A bill for the relief of Isracl Ingall; 

A bill for the relief of the heirs of William 

| Forbes, deceased; 

A bill for the retief of Joseplr Neibert; 

A bill for the relief of Jesse Sykes;. 

' A bill repealing the 14th section of the act in- 
' corporating the subscribers of the Bank of the 

' United States, approved April 10, 1816; 

‘' A bill for the relief of James Bradford, of Lou- 
isiana; l 

A bill forthe relief of John Almon and Gcorge 
: Woolsey; 

A bill forthe relief of Benjamin Bennett, Peter 
` Guthrie, George W. Bennett, James Calvin, John 
a and the heirs of Henry Sumpton, deceased; 

an 

A resolution referring the petition and papers 
of the heirs of Robert Fulton, deceased, to the 
Secretary of the Navy, to report thereon to Con- 
gress. 


| RESOLUTIONS ADOPTED. 


| The resolutions lying on the table were sever- 


ally concurred in. 
i LAND PATENTS. 


On motion of Mr. EWING, of Ohio, the Sen- 
ate took up the bill giving effect to patents for 
: public lands, issued in the names of deceased 
' persons; and, after being amended. 

On motion of Mr. WALKER, the bill was 
` ordered to be engrossed for a third reading. 


PROCEEDS OF THE PUBLIC LANDS. 


The bill to appropriate, for a limited time, the 
| proceeds of the sales of the public lands among 
i the several States, and for granting lands to cer- 
|| tain States, was taken up as the special order. ` 
Mr. BENTON observed, that this bill contained 
_the ‘same donation for the State of Missouri as 
' was contained in a bill introduced by himself; 
and he would barely observe, that the Legislature 
_ of Missouri had passed resolutions asking for this 
li donation of fifty thousand acres, while they re- 
|, monstrated against the passage of this distribu- 
| tion land bill. The representatives of Missouri, in 
accordance with the wishes of their Legislature, 
preferred that this donation should be made in a 
; Separate bill, and he therefore moved that it be 
|, Stricken out from the bill before them. He pre- 
; sumed there could be no objection to this motion 
| on the part of the Senate. 
| Mr. WALKER said that, as the bill now stood, 
| he should move, as an amendment to the motion 
_ of the gentleman from Missouri, to strike out the 
l donation of a like quantity of land to the State of 
: Mississippi. He thought nothing could be more 
clear than that it was the duty of Congress to 
ji putall the new States on an egual footing as to 
' grants of land, and that Mississippi, therefore, 


| 
t 
| 
i 
[l 
| 
i 
| 


EBR... 


ht.to have the same quantity given to her thet 
had been given to other new States. It was per- 
fectly certain, also, that if this t to Missis- ` 
sippi sbould be retained in the bill, she would get | 
nothing; for even if the bill passed, it was known, 
from the avowed sentiments of the Executive, 
that it must receive his veto. As a representative 
of Miseissippi, therefore, he wotild not perform 
his duty to hia State, if he stood by and silently. 
permitted thia grant to- pase in a bill which never 
could become a law; and, in consequente of 
which, Migsissippi would receive no grant. ` 
Mr. PORTER taok a different view-of this 
Mater, in regard to his State, from the Senator 
from Mississippi, [Mr. Wateen.] He voted for 
including the State of Louisiana in the bill intro- 
duced by that, Senator, and he shou'd also vote 
for this. It-was doing an act of justico to Louisi- 
ana. He did not feel authorized ‘te modify hie 
views or square his acts to meet the views of the 
President... Ha did not feel authorized to gay the 


President would not take a diferent view of: the 
measu from what he had taken for . ‘He 
knew he did not change his views very often. 


But, whatever misht-le his views, he (Mr. P.) 
considered it Kis. dety to vote for all grants to 
Lotisiana, let them come ‘in what shape they ; 
might; and be was 
wissippi did net concur with him. : But the Sen- 
ators from Mississippi and Missquri derstood 
the interests of their States better than he did; 
and he would vote for their amendments. 
- Mr. CLAY observed that the provisions in the 
bill, by which grants of lends were made to. the 
new Staten, were made on the principles of equal- 
ization awd compromise. In that view the grants 
were made in: Louisiana, Missouri, and all the 
mew.: States except Ohio, so as to bring their 
donations up to ‘the quantity that ‘hed been re- 
ceived by the last-menti State. Sa far‘as 
his vote went, he should vote to from the 
bill the grant to ahy new State, w two ‘Sen- 
ators concurred in desiring it to be soexpunged. 
He --woeld ‘here observe, that any reference: to 
what the President would do, with regaid toa | 
Mreasure: pending: befere-the House, was net ab 
together parliamentary ; anit if -sach a teferenté | 
were-made‘in the English Parlidment, as to. the 
opinions of the King, it would be immediately 
decided to be eat of order. And here, too, the 
game question of order would have been rained; 
if they had net gone farther than they ever had 
in England as to execeutive responsibility. The | 

Poper rule was, that each Department of the | 
Boveroment should perform ite: duty “without | 
consideriig 

Senator from Mississippi; however, had 

ho warrant for his opinions as to what the Prest | 
dent would do with regard to this bifl; unless He | 
got it from late conversations with ‘Hits.’ hr'the 
meapage óf Uke President laid it @own, that 
Covsrees hat the power over the publictands 
as broad as any one and, in pursuance of wAut 
‘was tobe kwreë dations! the bill 
to distribute the pr of the public laidh was | 
framed; bus things had material by altefed:ainee | 
the President’s veto. A ‘large portion of the 
peene e been sold, and a large surplus || 
hight dispose of. ‘These 

ighly necessary to of. T circum: | 
sapped would justify the President in going back | 
-to hia first opinions. , The most the Senator from | 


Mississippi could say'was, that the President had 
ve ps bpiniong'as to the landy; one in | 
the mésange of 1832, the other`in the veto mes: | 
‘gage; but. which of tha twa, under the. present 
-miete of things, he :will adhere to, Ke -eould’ not | 
now, unless from conversations with hini. “In | 
‘the ela mesiage the President’ laid it dawn that 
they had ne., Lin grantmoney or land ta the 


new States, and he referred. tothe axt-of cession 


f 


the epibions or wishew-of-the 6ther | 


. 
$ 


4 


| 


| 
| 


from 
sad aa eoe i 
fapa paar f ds against 
dhe ball mador: consi ; ites hegre 
- n {Fem Mo Cape: quoted. as: 


menage Of ibe: President, giving 
pelnaiag hinieshens to 


tion fo.4-new 


the hidri 


an £ AML 


sorry the Senator from Mib- ., 


inthe Treasury, which it was ||- 


| Bie ree r for eräni te age manga 


-The gentleman would bess find, (Mr.C. said,) 


! that the reasoning of the President was against 


giving lands or money to the uew States beyond | 
what was given to the old; and, unless the 
tor from 


ven to the ena- SI 
ississippi knew from canversations |; aud there was a large qurplus revenue accumulat- 


was fixst introtnced, he sok aogasion to express 
his.disapprobation of itet >. ; 
. Cireumstances, however, were 


1 , were much changed 
nee that time. , The public debt was paid off, 


with the President what he would do, they werg | ing an the. Treasury. The Preaident,.in his voto 


left, by Jig 
veto one bill as much ua the other, The 4 
way for them to açt. was to. legislate accor 
to their owa ideas of. prapriety, without 
to inquire what the.President would do. 
Mr. WALKER said it was under a 


waiting 


a, 


of 


sense 


t 


- | was their duty, as large landholders, in the new 


the obligation he owed, aa a Senator to the.pegple ` 


ef the State he in part reprosented, thas he, had 
offered his amendment. His object was, that 
the State of Mississippi should be placed-on. the 
same footing with other States; and felt anxious 
that she should receive; that justice which was 
due to her bya bjll having that grant, and no other 


| principle.in it. He did not approve of the prime 
. ciple of making grants to same- of the new States, 
and refusing them to others, It was his duty, 


qsa representative, to pursue that gourse mest 

likely to .effect the qbject of the grant to Missia- 

sippi, and he should have been yeareant to his | 

duty to have put it in a bill that had received the 

veto’of the President. | 
‘In-reply to the Senator from Kentucky, [Mr. 

| Cuar,] he: believed that. Senator referred muss 

; frequently to the acts of the Presidemt than he 

' had; aud not only referred to what he had-done,; 

i but to what he would do, and even to what he had 
not done; for on that auspicious day, when he 
(Mr. W.) took his seat in that bod y—the. birth- 
day of the Father of his Country—~he (Mr. ©.) 
had-said:the President had. given an apology. to 
France. If the flag of our country had been 

stained with that werd apology, the youngest 

republiean in it would have scaled the walls of - 
the Capitol and cas it out. The President had 
iven no apology. ‘The Senator from Kentutky 

„said shat they. might infer that the President 


` that State, he would vote to retain it. 


blic acts, tg. infer that he would || messages exdepted to that portion of the bill which 
uch nly '' gave to. the agw States the twelve per cent, fund 


aod. gaantaief land. New, with respect tagranta 
of lands Congreas had not. only the right, hut it 


States, to assist tham in their internal improve- 
ments. by sugh grants, because by this means they 
enhancad the yalusof she publie domain, It waa 
` @u this principle thet five hundred tho acrea 

had. been granted ta: Ghiq-for_her canal, which 

greatly ingreaged the amount of the sales for pube 

he landin that Stata.. He could point. out in 

Mississippi improvements which, if made, would 

enhance. tie value of the. public lands there as 
mych.as had heen done in Ohio. He thought tha 
grant of the twelve and a half per cent. fund rested 
an the same principle, , W Ae 
. My. Be, in conclusion, appealed to all the meme 
bers of the Senate to first take the question on the 
grant ta Mississippi ir the separate bill, as an act 
of justice to. his State, in putting her on an.equal 
footing, as respected grants of lands, with the other 


new States. |- Eo ek aT 
..Mr. CLAY said, if he untlerstood the Senator 

from Mississippi last-up, [Mr. BLacn,] he would 

prefer retaining the provision. for the benefit of . 
that State. There was a division, then, between 
the Senators from that State; and as be (Mr. C.) 
should prefer. retaining the provision. includidg 
woul That Sen- 
ator from Miasşjiasippi [Mr, Water] had said 
that he (Mr. C.) waa equally obnoxious to the 
charge of referring to the veto of. the President. 
That Senator had first brought the veto into view; 


‘and then, because he (Mr.C,) had referred to it, 


bal not veto this. bill: again. He:(Mr. W-) | 


the: mest. exalted opinion of thatrvenerable 
; mam (the President, ) notwithstanding: the denun- 
: ataok auinar him in this Halt, which had been 
| converted into a debating club, oe 


‘Bia polioy of the President in regard to the 


i pie owas to reduce-the bf them s0 
to bring them within the reach and ability of | 
the settlers to buy them, Whe e policy.of 
his Opponents was to incréase the òf them; 


| andthe Senator from Olio [Mr. Ewina] Had said 
he intended to bring in a bill fixing the price at 
thirty dollars per acre. | re as 
Mr. EWING explained that the bill he intended 
to intedece was ta-praventi frnads - by eomsbina- 
tions, and .to. raise the price of that -part of ‘the 
| ands which. were of the best quality, ; 
| Mr. WALKER proceeded. Then, should, he 
| stand by end see a,bill of that degcniption pass, 
and which ought to have its title changed. tọ.. 
bill for keeping up the price, of lands, instead o 


into an explanation of seme Jeng 


it's eine eee 
ogainet hee haring \ne'pran 


he had, read him a lectwre., It, was well known to 


h 
i as 
affair which, he. supposed. had 


Ogyen eck doer. eTR 
hen -the question of these grants came up, 
he would rote for them asia part of a great com- 
promise; but if they.came.up-sepazately he would 
vate aimi them as being Without.precedent or 
prewciple. 0 eaan aeg a on . f 
_ Mr.: WALKER observed that, after what bad 
been hesptofore anid by. the: Senator from Ken 
twekys he had listened to hirgwith some eurpriae: 

le certainly entared:that body. with feelings of 
high. peroo reapept fox that-gentleman.. What 
had. gon yai owen ’s:ponrae arab clan 
himeedf?...:, ought the gentleman bad pursued 
@ course, somewhat: marked-towanls him, Hó 
iuxoduged a. bill, in. eomfarmity. with the wishes 
of: sieBtates:of the Uniony so pften.expressed.ta 
that:bedy; and what was. the emre of the Sem 
ator. a that ocession? . Imwen-to.rise: end: say, 
Patil ibwaa not an unusual course in that priya 

eweuld move far the immediate rejeckion of sh 

ilig. aad further,-the gentlentan strenuously op- 
posed; the: sending: the hill, te e-seleth.commitee, 
wha would: haven giten it a fair. considerations 
while hg urged she; sending-it to the Committes 


À 


r 


Pyalie whi knows was hof- 
Se ee eel T saure 40 
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the present occasion ? 


a rT 
He (Mr. W.) had moved ' 
to sirike tue grant for Mississippi out of the bill; 
because he knew, as he had explained to the 
Sena’e, that, if it remained init, Mississippi wouid 
receive no grant at ail, as it was known that the 
President would veto the biileven if at passed both 
Houses. And now to refer to the lecturing the l 
Senator spoke of. He read no lecture to the Sen- : 

ator from Kentucky: it was that gentleman who 
first read a lecture to him. He (Mr. W.) had 
not made a Solitary objection to the gentleman’s 
course on that or any other subject; but the gen- 
tleman took occasion to lecture him for looking 
at the President’s opinions, for the purpose of 
seeing what would be his course on this bill, and 
saying that he had violated the rules of order 
when the gentleman commenced the lecture. 
Considering the gentleman’sage and distinguished 
services, noiwitistanding the differences of polit- 
icai opinions between them, there was no gentle- 
mau tor whom he had entertained a higher re- 
anect, or from whom he would receive an admo- | 
nition with greater pleasure; but the admonition ` 
must be given in a spirit of kindness; but when 
it came in a spirit of taunt and reviling, he would 
use the privilege which God had given to every 
human being, of resistance to the utmost. And 
what (said Mr. W.) did I do? I merely followed 
his iltustriousexample. I said that, the first day 
that l took my seat, L heard him refer to the mes- 
sage of the Presideat, and tell the American peo- 
piv, and the whole world—and Í have seen it in 
rint, too, in the newspapers of this country, and 

anan itis in those of France—that the Chief 
Magistrate of my country had disgraced it by 
making as apology to France. He would close 
his remarks by expressing his deep regret that 
an Ainericua Senator had made statements that 
would carry joy to the bosom of every French- 
man; bat would cause a pang of shame and mor- 
tifieation in tae heart of every true American. 
He was compelled to contest the asseriion made 
by the Senator, that the President had made an 
apology to France; and he would maintain it, by | 
reading an extract from that very message on | 
whieh the French Government came to the con- 
clusion to pay.the money. 

{Here Mr. W. read extracts from the mess 
of the President, in which it is staced, in the most `’ 
emphatic terms, that he never would degrade him- 
seif and his couatry by making an apoiogy.} 

lt had been said (continued Mr. W.) that an 
expianation was an apology. Thishe never had 
heard before; and vertaily the explanation made | 
by the President was one of which no American j! 
had cause to regret. It was only repeating what || 
he had said froin the first, and retracting nothing. | 
The manaer ia which tue President closed the ; 
dificuities with France would shed on the close |! 
of his administration a blaze of glory, as brilliant: 
as that which marked his path at New Orleans; | 
and he believed that, of all the laurels he had | 
gained, those would grow the greenest which || 
sprung from the termination of the controversy 
with France. | 

Mr. CLAY had no doubt, as the Senator [Mr. : 
Wacker] said, he took his seat without any per- 
sonal feeting. He had no unfriendly feelings to- 
ward the Senator trom Mississippi. When that 
Senator had more experience, he would find the || 
expression of a difference of opinion was not || 
considered a want of courtesy. He (Mr. W.) i] 
had expressed a strong opinion in favor of large | 
appropriations of land to new States, and he (Mr. | 
C.) that it was better to equalize them among all : 
the States. There were three bills making large | 
grants to the new-States, and not one to the old || 
ones; and was ita wantof courtesy, that he should `i 
propose a reference to. a committee well-informed | 
on the subject, to examine’ itinallits bearing? It: 
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to, and he did not say whether it was to be con- | 
strued ns being wrong. He thought France had 
behaved wrong. It would have been more in ac- 
cordance with her chivalrous character to have 
first paid the money, and then, if she felt herself 
wronged, to have taken measures for redress. She 
had seized upon this matter as a pretext to with- 
hold the money acknowledged to be due to this 
Government. But while the President was hold- 
ing out to the country that he would not make an 
apology, he (Mr. C.) felt himself placed in that 
unpleasant predicament in which it became neces- 
oy for him to point the inconsistency. 

Mr. HUBBARD (in the chair) here stated | 
that the debate was irregular, the amendments 
of the Senators from Missouri and Mississippi 
being out of order, until the amendments made | 
by the committee were disposed of. f 9 

Several amendments made by the Committee ` 
on the Public Lands were then eoneurred in; 
some of them occasioning a slight discussion. 

After a few remarks by Messrs. EWING and 
KING of Alabama, the vill was, on Mr. King’s 
motion, laid on the table, with an understanding ° 
that it be taken up to-morrow. 


SALARY OF GOVERNOR OF WISCONSIN. 


A message was received from the House of |: 
Representatives, by Mr. Franxuty, their Clerk, |: 
stating that the House insisted on their amend- ;i 
ment to the bill establishing the territorial govern- 
ment of Wisconsin. 

[The amendment reduces the salary of the | 
Governor as Governor and superintendent of | 
Indian affairs. : a 

Mr. BUCHANAN moved thata committee of | 
conference be appointed. 

Mr. KNIGHT inquired whether 
be the proper course to move that the Senate in- 
sist on its disagreement and ask a conference? 

Mr. BUCHANAN said he preferred the motion 
as he had made it; and, on taking the question, it 
was carried by the following vote: 

YEAS—Meszers. Benton, Black, Brown, Buchanan, Cal- 

; houn, Crittenden, Cuthbert, Ewing of Illinois, Golds- 
barough, Gruady, Hubbard, King of Alabima, King of 


i 


i 
1 
i 


i 
[i 
i 
' 
i 
| 


| Walker, Wail, Web.ter, nnd Writht—383. 


I| NAYS—Messrs. Clay, Davis, Ewing of Ohio, Hendricks, f 
‘| Hil, Kent, Knight, Manguin, Morris, Naudain, Nicnola:, 


: Niles, Prentiss, Shepley, Southard, Swi.t, Tomlinson, and 
| White—18. 
Mr. PORTER moved that the committee of : 
conference be appointed by the Chair; and, the | 
; motion having been unanimously adopted, the | 
| Chair named Messrs. Bucuanan, WEBSTER, and 
SHEPLEY, to compose the committee. 


ERRORS IN INDIAN RESERVATIONS. 


The joint resolution to correct mistakes made 
in certain Ladian reservations, was read the sec- ; 


Whole; and ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading. 
ARTHUR BRONSON. 

On motion of Mr. KING, of Alabama, the 
| Senate took up the bill granting a presmption to 
; Arthur Bronson; and, after a debate, in which 
' the bill was supported by Messrs, RUGGLES | 


i 
t 


of Alabama, and EWING, the question on or- 
dering it to a third reading was lost—ayes 9, 
noes 19. 


` ation which the Secretary ha 


Georgia, Linn, Porter, Rive:, Robbins, Robinson, Ragyles, `` 


ond time, and considered as in Committee of the i 


and PORTER, and opposed by Messrs. KING |! 


banks Rave in any way participated or b2en instrumental 
ia the formation of any such contracts, agreements, or 
stipulations, concerning the deposit aud sate-keeping of 
said moneys in said banks, 


The resolution having been read, Mr. WISE 


tose, and moved to amend it, by substituting 
the following in leu thereof: 


Resolved, That a select committee be appointed, with 


` power to send for persons and papers, to inquire into the 


inode or agency of selecting the banks of depo-it for the 
pubiie money; the contracts with the Treasury Depart- 
ment, by which they arc regulated ; the manner in which, 
and the persons by whom such contracts are or have been 
made; into all correspondence what.oever touching con- 
tracts for the deposit of the public money ; and iato all con- 
nection, relation, official or unofficial, which exists, or has 
existed, between any person. or persons and the Treasury 
D partment, or between them and the depo it banks, or 
any individuals or banks, touching the custody and the 
control and deposit of the public money; or between any 
department of the Executive, and any individual or indivi- 
daals or banks touching the disbursements of the public 
money, appropriated or unappropriated by law; and into 
the amount of compensation of any or all agents whatzo- 
ever, official or unofficial, connected with the said Depart- 
ment, or said banks, touching the disbursements, safe keep- 
ing, or deposit of the public maney ș and that said com- 
mittee have leave to report by bill or otherwise. 


Mr. WISE said the resolution of his honorable 
colleague differed very materially from the one 
which he now offered as a substitute forit. The 
first difference was, that the resolution of his col- 
league directed simply an inquiry of the Secretary 
of the Treasury, and an inquiry, too, for inform- 
given at the last 
session of Congress. The amendment which Mr, 


| W. submitted proposed immediately the appoint- 


ment of a committee to investigate and to inquire 


into, by witnesses brought before the committee, 


the charges made aguinst the Secretary of the 


, Treasury and those who were acting with him 


it would not | ) > 
‘very well that heretofore it had been the parlia- 


in the keeping of the public money. He knew 


mentary usage and custom, before an investiga- 

tion was ordered, to make inquiries of the De- 
partments; but he asked. the House if this De- 
partment would give the information desired, by 
"a mere inquiry being made of it. There were 
two sufficient answers to this argument of usage 
In the first place, the last Congress of the United 
; States addressed this very inquiry of his coleague 
to the Secretary of the Treasury, and in fact 
more full and more satisfactory than the present 
inquiry; and that inquiry was answered, In the 
second place, the Secretary of the Treasury 
had already informed Congress and the country, 
through the columns of.the Globe of Saturday 
last, that the same answer would be again re- 
turned which was given to the Congress of 1834. 
He would take the trouble to read to the House 
the answers which the Secretary of the Treasury 
had already given before tne inquiries were made: 
which was a most unusual and unprecedented 
course. The Secretary intimates, in the first 
place, the course he desires Congress to pursue; 
which was either for him (Mr. W.) to inquire 
of him individually, or for the House simply to 
inquire. 

Mr. W. then read extracts from the Globe, as 
i follows: 

“Mr. Wise. This individual, in a resolution which he 
has three times called up in tl e House for immediate ac- 
tion, iy but acting anew the panic scenes in the Senate in 
| 183334. Then, the Secretary of the Trea-ury was' calicd 
; upon for copies of contracts made by the Department with 


the depocit bank:, corre-pondence with them, and even the 
amount of stock that officer held in one of them; al-o 


The Senate then adjourned. 
eee 
HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Tuourspay, April 14, 1836. 
Mr. MASON, of Virginia, on leave, presented 
a petition; which was referred. 
SELECTING DEPOSIT BANKS. 


| 


would be sirange, if a difference of opinion‘should | 
indicate a want of courtesy. After the Senator || 
had been. hera for a time, he would find it not ʻi 
best to retain. these reminiscences. - He (Mr. ©.) || 
felt it kis duty to oppose these partial, one-sided 
grants, and would sitli oppose them. it was true, | 
the message of the President, as read by the Sen- | 
ator from Mississippi, stated be would not apol- : 
ogise; but he invited the Senator to. look at the | 
letter of the Secretary of State to Count Polignac, ‘| 
end. he would find it was an apology; not, to be `i 
Sare, a-degrailing one, as the Seriator had referred 


1i 


On motion of Mr. DROMGOOLE, the follow- 
ing resolution, submitted by him yesterday, was 
taken up: te 

Reslvéd, That the Secretary of the Treasury be directed 
to communicate: to this House fult information of the mode |` 
and muauner of selecting banks ir the several Siates or l 
Territories for the deposit of the public money of the United :' 
States, of all contracts, agreements; or stipulations entered | 
inte with said banks for the safe ‘keeping of said moneys; | 
that the Secretary of the Treasury also state what agents ;: 
have been employed, the nature and extent of their agency, ‘| 
and the compensation which such agents have received if || 
any way froin the Government of the United States; and | 
thet he utso state what officers ur agentsan Uw part of waid 


| 
| 


ji whether an agent was employed to superintend the deposit 


: banks; if so, by what authority he was employed, and how 


ji much he was paid, and out of what funds, &c. To all these 


inquiries prompt.answers wero given, and to the Intter, that 
no agent had been employed by the Department. Wehave 
good reason to believe that any information which Mr. Wise 
may wish concerning the deposit banks, in -possession of 
the Treasury Department, he caw readily obtain by apply- 
: ing for it, without the aid of a formal resolution ; and in re- 

lation to an agent to superintend the deposit banks being 
employed or paid by the Department, we are authorized to 
say the sanië answer would be given to stich an inquiry as 
that madé to the Senate in 1634.7 ‘ 


Mr. W. would not inquire of the Seeretary of 


| the Treasury, neither would he examine the rec- 


ords of the Soperin to get the truth, because 
the only records kept of the transactions were 
in the bosoms of the individuals concerned; but 
he would examine witnesses and get the truth, 
and the whole truth, of these transactions. He 
had been recommended to inquire of. the Secre- 
tary of the -Treasury in relation to this matter. 
Suppose ht wasito do so: would the Secretary 


PBR- 


be under obliga tions to anewer er hira?, No. And 


if he did answer him, would he be under obliga- 
tions to tell the whole truth? No. 
Nr. W. then read the following extract from 


, ate. wade between the publio authorized officer of the 
Taury Dparunent and the banks only. 


Reuben M. Whitney,’ and his iea for the deposit banks, 
and the qen ton witich-be receives from auy of them, 
he (Mr. W.) has alveady, over his own siguat given to 
the public the nature of the same ; and, although these may 
be considercd matters purely and altogether of a private 
patare, yet we betieve that Mr. Whimey will not hesitate 
w answur any question relating to whieh may serve 
togratify the curiosity of Wise.” a eres 
Here (Mr. W. said) the editor was author- 
ized by the Secretary of the Treasury to aey. that 
-same answer would be given which was 
given in 1834. Now, what Mr. W. wished to 
eatertain was, whether thet answer whs an honest 
and just answer. He. wished to examine into the 
truth of it. He would pay that, if the answers 
iven in 1834. were: not an expression 'of false- 
Food they were a su efthe truth. -At 


the time the Secretary said that. there wasiao agent |: 


empioycd,. he did not -tell the fact; beeause-he 
knew that there wad an agent employed and paid 
by the deposit banks. This was what he‘ wished 
ta- examine into. -His colleague aust perceive 
shat the of the Treasury had invited the 
mode of proceeding which he (his colleague) in- 
tended 0. pursue. ' The Secretary ‘kat! recom- 
maendedit through the Globe, and the ‘inquiry 
Morete Ceai by the eushorized stagement 
in the Glebe... :- fat A OOA 
Another objection he had to his colleague ’a res- 
olution was this: that if there was ¢nything false 
or foul in the relations of. the Seoretary of -the 
erg of Spiral at pes 
that re 1 expose 
Re. Beery la ime that the: tenn whe! kas 
commi a felony would, nine hundwd and 
ninety-nine times out of a thousand, plead not 
guilty; and if -yea did nòt swear witnesses, you 
could not prove him guilty. In the present case, 
if they pursued the cours indicated by his'¢ol- 
league, t would have a white-washiag answer 
whith might be satisfactory to the blind devotees 
of the party, and full fait 


ecutive Departments, and Mr. W. and every man 


who had intimated charges against the Secretary 


of the Treasury and. R. M. Whitney, would be 
held up to public'adium., This was to be the re- 
sult if his honorable ‘colleague’s resolution was 
ado . tt ` Tite iie y > 
r. W alluded to the inquiries made of the Post 
Office Department for information, and answers to 
those ‘inquiries being by: subordinates 
of that Department, 
rosie ta ( and almost t sha name of the 
henest honorable man, {Mr.: Barry] at the 
chead of it inte contempt.. ‘Then (be said) what 
was the Post Office t wi 
the T ? It was but as the'drop in 
-bucket, or the rivulet to the ocean, T 
$0 go into the inquiry 
gate it to the bottom, and save the pablic Treas- 
ery: while it, way in their: reach. There were 
insuperable objections to the course of his henor- 


i 
he 


ablo colleague. First, in mee So semaplying | 


with usage: they bed complied with: u 5 
„tbe answers had.been fal j false. 
said, in his place, if they would 
ms ed aad bi 
20% t to ‘Given, he 
the Secretary of the Treasury did suppress. the 
‘wae cuguayol or perl sal shine pales iene 
-was employed or oat of the i ; 
:begange'he keew that R. M. Whimey was. em- 
ployed, and received thousands of dollars fos his 
+ ‘Would gentlemen procrastinate r 
an inytetigmien. of go much impørtance? Mr. 
«wonld not wait a moment; and, as it was far 
vanced in the session, he considered it of sufi- 
-sient importance, to savethe entire: Treasury of 
the people, to sit there till December: - He: con- 


-$ 


netdered it of more ireporGeice than: all the. peaasi 
dential questions singe tie Secmieuoust the GOR- 


n 
' 


tigated without sheaid of 
the. publio moneys. entirely under their controls . 
Treasure and panic precisely, .. 


and credit would -be | affairs. 
given to all chat-eame from the heads of the Ex- i! was an imposition upon the 


i. himeelf.. He stated 
i; one of the agreements drawn up by 
i in Baltimore was, that the deposit. banks should | 
| employ .an agent, was it to be. supposed that no | 


ich-led thé Department to | 


th || the banks; that their officers were side by-gide, | 


immediately, and inventi- | 


false, knowingly false. He | 
give him a com- | 
; the facilities which |! 
would | prove. the fact that | 


ernment. He said. that theol ject of some .of the 


= in their efforts to. put down the Bank of. 
the United States, was to get possession of the | 


Ee funds; and they lad 
ully. How were these apon banks to be inves- 
e House?, They haye 


and can produce a 3 
as the Bank of the United States could, and, that, 
tee,,; with tenfold more. effect; and œt: this very 
time they were doing it.,,' There was every induce+ 
ment for the Secrewary of the Treasury to. conceal 
all that he sould from the public eye; and Mr., W. 
said that he had done:st, and he was opposed to 


allowing him this resoluuon, so that,he could i 


whitewash aud conceal the truth again. The dif- 
ference betwoen his-resolution and his colleague’s 


into the facts touching the public deposits on oath, 


and his colleague’s was a mere inquiry of the sae 
retary of the yry in relation thereto,,. The ; 
Secretary. of the Treasury bad already informed 


them that the banks were salected by the author 
. ized officers of tha ‘Treasury Department, and vi 
‘po. one. else., That might-be true; but R. M, 


i! Whitney. was the iaternuncio between the Secre- 
Í| tary ap 


the. deposit banks; pat publicly, per- 
haps, but secretly. The public bad seen, the 
relations of this iadividual with.the-Illingis k 


, and he thought ìt could be establishes that t is 


same. man was employed by all.the banks.. He 
: thought it could. be shown, too, thatif any of the , 


‘banka (with the exeeption of the Bank of the — 


Metropolis) should refuse: to. pay him. a salary, 
they would not be selected by the Secretary of 
the Treasury.. ‘But if ye inquire af the Secretary 
of the Treasury, he.wi 


officer of the Government makes the selection; at | 
Dd ! 


they would be told by Reuben M. Whitney 
; the Globe, that it would be highly imrtoper to 


‘ would answer any questions relating to them | 
which’ might serve to gratify the cufiosity of 
r. Wise. Was not’ this impudence, ‘that a ` 
Representative of the people dare not inquire into | 


| thé squanderings of the public money, withdit || 


‘ being treated thus?, This would 0; and he | 
| catia ‘upon those who hdd Waritalageshat the | 
monster, to come tp his aid in: tie Investigation ; 
| into this matter, Are you fot eye i peate ! 
| into the affairs of Reuben M. > -“Phis | 
ople, adë he cote j 


| Sidered it'his sworn du y to 


of the Treasury to protect both Whitney and 
; shins when it wagdgarned that 
r. Kendall 


nt been employed?.. The Secretary of the 


loyed by the Department;. yet it was known. to 
fis colleague, and to the, friends of the party 
that Reuben. M. Whimey was the intimaie, and 
| confidential friend of the Seeretary; and agent a 


i and he that walked, the peers by noon-day. ayo 
| could see the name of R. M. Waitney over one | 
| door, and that of the Secretary of the Treasury 
of the United States over another, under the | 
! same roof. Now, he claimed to know who were 
‘the members of this firm.of Whitney & Co. 
| Uncle Sam, he believed, was.one of the firm, and 
| furnished the, fandas and -stoekg: for the other 
members of the firm to speculate on. He would 
tell his coll s however, if he and the pasty 
would allow him a committee, with power. to 
investigate the matter, he would knew every pne 
of the partners to the firm. ‘The fact of theiz 
| haying, the control of the pul lia money made 
Reuben M. Whitney’s a public employment; and 
if there was any corruption between him and the 

Secretary of she Treasury, he; wanted, to know 

What. that corruption was. He wanted to know 

the facta; and if cosruption ‘could be proved of | 


the Secretary, he ought. ta.be impeached: . He | 
aee she bil smiled dadea banka would į 


rtig takes, up, sa that they might Enoy 
1 


attained their object | 


| oyt of the 
‘employed b | 
_the profits arising, ftom the use, of the publio 


i printed: . - 


I tell you that the authorized | 


70 | 
into an investigation which was putely private, l 


But the Globe said that no doubt Mr. Whitney Í| w simit a ‘resolution to take up the’ bills from 


ounce it, as'stich. | 
'| He believed it was the intention of the Secretary. | 


reasury had told them that no agent. was em- | 


26 


-who -were „to, have .the, 
amoneys. The, nk of., 
abonis ie | 


i 


gonsrol iot, ta pohe | 
APETA TAI T 


performed, duties fer the Government 
which are pet now performed Aan eatin 
banks, But the quid pro quo. of the depasit banks 
wus the deuceur paid to Mr. Whitney, which 
i might be $10,000 or it might be §20,000 a year. 


‘| In the inquiry contained in the latter part of his 


colleague's resolution, he deceived himself, and 
it would deceive the country. The Secretary of 
| the ‘Treasury would tell him that there was no 
agent employed and paid by the Department, or 
pails gneys; yet there-wag an agent 

y the deposit’ banks, and paid out af 


moneys, oo, ce oan 
Mr. Wisz.was Here interrupted by a eall for 
| the.orders' of the day, ` pu 


è . t ~ R y i . 
was, that his was an investigation and inquiry | XECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS 


‘The SPBAKER laid before the House the 


‘following communications: 


J. A letter from the Secretary of War, trane- 
miting a report'of the Chief Enginetr, in answer 
to.a resolution of the 2d instant, containing esti- 
mates of various works of internal improvements; 
wich was laid on the fable and ordered to be 


c2 A letter from the Comptroller of the Treas- 


Ury, transmitting a list of balances’ remaining on 


the books of the Register, against collectors of 
dre tastos, &c., for three years ‘prior to 30th 
S ber last; which was laid ón the table and 
ordered to-be printed., 

- 8. A communication from the Secretary of thé 
Teaniyi transmitting, in obedience to a resolus 
tion of the Ih of February, a repdrt and sundry 
dovumbats froni the Commissioner of the General 
Land Office, in answer to the several inquiries 
embraced in said resolution; which was laid on 
tho table and’ ofdtred to he prihted. 


i NORTHERN BQUNDARY OF OHIO. E l 


; My. THOMAS asked the consent of the House 


the Senate, fixing the-northern boundary line of 


; the State of Ohio; fixing the northeériy boundary 


of Ohio, and providing for the admission of Mich- 
igan into the Unions and’ the bill providing for 

‘admission of Arkansas into the Unions and 
thatthe same be read twice, postponed antil 
Friday nort, and that they: niay be made: the 
special order for that day from one d'elòtk, and 
on ewh wadeecding aay! WHE] they should be 


farally: disposed of, 

Objection ‘being made; Mr: THOMAS moved 
tö suspend the'rule far-the purpose -isf presetitin 
his resolution; which was negatived—yeaw 119; 
nays W; two thirds being seary. to 
“Mr. STORER asked the corfsent of the House 
to submit a resolution, making the till fixing the 
northern boundary of Ohio tié special order for 


| Tuesday next. © 0% ; 
: Objection being made, Mr. STORER moved to 
the ralé; which was hegutzved without a 


| Baspend 
vounit, 


|| Fanti TORIAL GOVERNMENT OF Wiscondty. 


|.-On motion of Mr. PATTON; the Housa:tbok 
up the hili: to establish the territorial government 
of Wisconsin. as SRL Oe 9 Ce 
+ The. House having amended ‘the bill by fixing 
the salary of the Governor at $2,400 for his ser- 
vices as Govesnor and Superintendent: of Indian 
Afeite, instead of $3,500, (em contained in. the 
bill as it, came from the Senate; )-and the Sesase 
having disagreed ta the amenidiient of the Herse. 
+ My. PATTON moved thatthe! Houses retdée 
from their: proposed. amendments) -o ==> 
_ This motien.was ance). advocated by Messrs. 
JONES of Michigan, Gs. LEE -of New.: York, 
ASHLEY, and (PATTON; and oreo i, 
Messrs. JOHNSON. of Lovisinwa, - shea ’ 
UNDERWOOD, BOON, nd. VINTON: when 
i wee tived—yens S8,maye 13S. © 0.3.2 

So the onee refused to secede from their- pro- 

med amendmept. o Docin ceos | EDT aAA 
Ponte, J NSGOWN,: of Tenisesgee, then apnea 
that the House insist mpon their amendmaet; 
Which: wae agreed to withoutea count. ucs e 

ar 17 GENERAL APPROPRIATION BILLA ` 
`- Damorjapol Mr. CAMBRELENCS, the House, 
ie: sxccntion, tthe: „order of t 


RE Jaia 4 Gominitzes 


of the Wh 


= p { 
ole on the state of the Union, (Mr. i 
Patrox in the chair,) and resumed the consid- | 
oration of the bill maxing appronriations for the - 
civil and diplomatic expens. sot tile Government `i 
for the vear 1836. ; E 

The gaestion pending was the motion made 
yesterday, by Mr. Jounson, of Tennessee, to ` 
strike out the following item: : 

For compensation ta the seeretary of the commissioners 
of the sinking fund, to the 7th of February, 1836, $25). 

Mr. CAMBRELENG stated that there was an 
imperious necessity for getting through with this 
bill as soon as possible, for there had been no, 
money for the payment of the officers provided | 
for under it since January last. With reference |: 
to the foregoing item, he sent a letter from Mr. | 
Batler, to be read by the Clerk, reciting the act 
under which the office of the commissioners was | 
created; and that, until the office was abrogated, | 
the duties of the secretary would continue. 

Mr. JOINS ON contended that the office was | 
a sinecure, and the secretary also held another . 
clerkship. - i 

Mr. PEARCE, of Rhode Island, would ask ` 
what rigot they had to withhold the salary of this 
officer under his appointment by law, so long as | 
the ofice was continued, and the secretary per- | 
formed the duties ? K 

Mr. MASON, of Virginia, contended, thatasa 
legal.question, it was perfectly clear the secretary 
was cutitled to the salary, as the law was still in , 
existence under which he received his appoint- | 
ment. 

The amendment was then rejected. i, 

Mr. CAMBRELENG moved an additional ` 
item to the appropriations under the War Depart- | 
ment: ; 

For compensation ta clerks employed under the uct of | 
21th of April, 1818, $3,600. j! 
Tie amendment was agreed to. | 
-Mr. WISE moved to strike out the following '; 
clausc, in order to elicit an answer to the inquiry `; 
of whai these extras consisted: ; 

For contingent expenses of the office of the Secretary of ` 
War, $3,009. 

Mr. CAMBRELENG could only assure the 
geutleman they were the same as they had been 
for several years, from year to year. 
some other gentleman could give the requisite 
information. — 

Mr. A. iL, SH 
themselves ihto a great variety of details, the par- 
ticulars of winch he-was unable to give. 

Mr. MASON, of Virginia, referred to the esti- 
mates; aud the details were found to consist of 
stationery, blank books, binding necessary docu- 
ments, advertisements, and a number of miscel- 
laneous expenses. 


i 
t 
i 


f 


THE 


‘and, instead of moving to sirike out the whole 


: and insertin 


‘he could not get it. 


‘ for want of a majority of two thirds to suspend 


|| wards, the Commissioner of Pensions, and hav- 


Perhaps || 


EPPERD said, they resolved '! 


|! this clause, viz: 


CONGRESSIONAL ‘GLOBE. 


required than for any other office of the Govern- | 
ment. This was the sole reason of the large | 
amount of 65,500 under this head. 

Mr. WISE was satistied with the explanation, 


clause, he should move to make it more specific, 
by striking out the words ‘‘contibgent expenses,” 
g ‘for stationery and other similar 
objects.” i 

Mr. ADAMS was opposed to the amendment, | 
because it would amount to nothing more than 
was now contained intheclause as it stood. The 
phraseology proposed was not more specific than 
the word “contingencies.” The best safeguard 
was m the Committees on Expenditures of that 
House; and if any abuses existed, sich as those 


i intimated by the gentleman from Virginia, they ' 


ought tv be ascertained and investigated, instead 
of sending forth rumors without foundation. 

Mr. WiSE wished such an investigation, but 
Leta resolution be offered 
for an inquiry into these abuses, and it would fail . 


their rules. He was not disposed to send forth |; 
rumors without a basis, and ne was willing to pro- |: 
tect the present Administration from slander and | 
calumny by a fair and impartial examination. 
He contrasted the conduct of the present Admin- 
istration party in resisting all investigations, with - 
that of tae National Republ:can party in Mr. 

Adam’s administration, when they were assailed. | 
Mr. W. bestowed a high eulogy upon Mr. Ed- 


1 


ing the greatest confidence in him, he withdrew 
his amendment. f 

The following clause being read: 

& Por contingent expenses of the Post Office, 87,590.” 

Mr. WISEsaid this was a Department to which 
he would not vote one dollar of contingent appro- 
priation, and he therefore moved to strike out the | 
whole clause; which was rejected. 

Mr. ASHLEY moved to amend the following 
clause, by striking out 1,000, and inserting 
$2,000, and referred to the law which provided 
the latter sum for these officers: | 


“For compensation to the surveyor of Illinois and Mis- 
souri, $1,000.” 


Mr. CAMBRELENG said, if the law was so, - 
the motion ought to prevail. _ 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. ASHLEY moved two additional items to 


t 


For additional clerk hire, in order to bring up the arrears 
of transcribing field notes for the purpose of having thein 
preserved at the seat of Governinent, &c., $4,800 and 
gl,009. 


additional items were omitted in the present bill, 


Mr. WISE. complained of the want of proper 
speciiication, and of the amount of balances. He 
said he had received au intimation thet the wine 
merchants and grocers of the city of Washington 
(some of them unknowingly and unwillingly, it 
was to be supposed,) received the stationery of 
this Government asso much cash, for liquor. He 
had also heard of another abuse: that there were 
some of the higher clerks in this Government who 
had subordinates under them, and had the privi- 
lege of selecting them—received double what their 
real salaries ought to amount to, by selecting 
only: such subordinates as would relinquish a 

"tof their salaries. . The Committee on Naval 
Affairs had this subject now under examination. 
.~Mr. CAMBRELENG said the balances were 
all known, and~the unexpended balance of last 
year amounted to the sum of. $2 67, and the ex- 
penditares were open to every member of Con- 
gress and every man in the country. - 

Afver:a few words from Mr. A. H. SHEP- 
PERD, Mr.. WISE withdrew the amendment. 

Oa the following clause being réad: ~ 

For contingent etpenées in the otce of the Colimis- 
woner of Pensions, 5500 — ie eke PER a 
_ Mr. WISE complained of the: large amount 
appropriated. for a subordinate office under. so 
‘general a head ae that of contingencies. Unilets 
he could receive some satisfactory explanation, 
he should move to strike it-out. 

Mr. CAMBRELENG explained that it was 
‘the ‘sante last year. From the numerous ase 
tions, and ‘peculiar duties of the Pension Depart- 
Raat; Gedy all kdew thet more stationery wis 


as it was the intertion of the Committee of Ways 
and Means to provide for them in a separate bill. 

Mr. JOHNSON., of Tennessee, opposed the | 
amendment as conflicting with the priticiple of 
making no appropriations in any annial appro- 
priation bill not already provided for bylaw. The 
Committee of Ways and Means-had throughout | 
been governed by this bill. 

Mr. ASHLEY adverted to'a similar appropri- 
ation made last year, which recognizéd the prin- 
ciple in this instance. 

Mr. SEVIER advocated the amendment, first, 
because it was indispénsable and necessary to 
facititate the sales of the public lands, which 
would be greatly impeded Without it; and hext, 
on the ground of preéedent. es 
` Mr. CAMBRELENG remarked; that it was 
on the ground ‘atohe stated by Mr. Jonksow, of | 
Ténnessee, that the “Committee of Ways and 
Means ‘had not considered thése additional items. 

. Mr. JOHNSON did not mean to say that the ; 
| additional clerk hire was riot requiréd, but he 
i Fesisted its intréduction in this annual appropri- 

ation bil, “4s Ke disapproved ‘of embodying new 
laws in anordinry bill.  : WT este oF 
“Mr. HARPER said tie ‘comimittee “merited 
great praise for'the-principle they had adopted, 
and he haped to see it carried out; for by the old 
eee tne expenses of this Government had 

een enormously increased and new laws, in this 
way, passed Without the framers of them bein 
‘aware of it. He wished to see every appropria- 
tion bill predicated “upon existing laws,'and he 
‘should oppote thedinenthent M EBLE, thuath 


Mr. CAMBRELENG explained that these || 


| 


| highest confidence, vote for it in a separate one. 
it 
| 
| of the necessit 


i 
l 


April T4; 


he might—he belicved he should, coming from a 
gentleman (Mr. Asner] in whom he had the 


Mr. ASHLEY entered intoa bricf explanation 
of the additional clerk hire. 

Mr. JOHNSON suggested that the gentleman 
from Missouri could move his amendment to the 
other bill; whereupon, 

Mr. ASHLEY withdrew it. ; 

Mr. SEVIER then moved a similar amendment 


` to the foregoing $1,000, applicable to Arkansas; 


| 


‘ling to Michigan were wet known. 


| wilting, even hy implication, to re 


` which was rejected. 


.Mr. LAY moved to strike out all the items 
appropriating salaries of the Governor, jndges, 
and secretary, pay of the Legislative Council, 
contingent expenses, &c., of Michigan Territory, 
and explained that he made the motion, because 
it was, to all intents and purposes, a State, anda 


i bill had passed the Senate recognizing it as such. 


He intimated that he should make the same mo- 
tion with reference to Arkansas, when they 
reached that clause. ~ 

Mr. STORER was given to underatand that 
the United States had no Governor in Michigan, 
the people having elected 'one of their own; that 
the courts of justice were suspended, and that 
some of the judges liad spent the preceding win- 
ter in this city; nay more, that the territorial 
laws of the United States were not now in force 
there. With regard to the Legislative Council, 
et the last session held by them, they had de- 
stroyed themselves, virtually abrogated their own 
functions, and declared themselves no Tonger a 
council, De a 

Mr. CAMBRELENG said, all the farts relat- 
“Congress 
had not yet acknowledged the independence of 
Michigan, and until they di they. wete’ bound 
to pay these expenses. Should Mithigan be 
acknowledged as a State during the ` present 
session, no more money would be expended for 
the territorial government than up to the moment 


i of that recognition. 


Mr. STORER said he had it from the Delegate 
from Wisconsin, that the only council who met 
were elected exclusively by the ‘people wèst of 
the lake, and that Governor Horner ‘convened 
them at Green ‘bay, ia'the latter Territory.: - 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Tennessee, said, to obviate 
the difficulty he would move a proviso that no 
money should be: paid to the Territaries of Mich- 
igan and Arkansas longer than'they continued 
Territories; which Mr. Lay s&æèptėd as a mod- 
ification. 7 

Mr. SEVIER said this proviso was not neces- 
sary so far as Arkansas was’ coi¢erncd,’ since 
the people of that Territory still remained under 
the territorial government, and would so con- 
tinue until the recognition of their independence, 

Mr. MASON, of Virginia, thought the'amend- 
ment Utheo sary, because ho portion of the 
money ‘would be paid longer than thove Territo- 
ais e Territories. ©. > oo 

r. JONES, of ‘Maryland, hoped tlie appro- 
priation ‘would. be made; and ae shied, Of hig 
own Knowledge, that the judge had ‘héld a court 
west of the lake during the year: © 

Mr. VINTON waa ‘opposed io striking otit the 
approptiation for Michiguh, betause he was un- 
cogniże Ker in 
any Rae oy than“as.a Territory. -: ` ; 

Mr. SEVIER again opposed the amendment, 
and it was rejected: = E a Ey S 
. Mri SEVEBR moved to -ament the bill by 
inserting: $10,000 for the expenses'of the Legis- 
lature of Arkatiéas, for’ mileage, pér ‘diem, fuel, 
aud ‘other contingencies, -. E i 

After some explafiatory! rbmarks ‘by Messrs. 
SEVIER ‘arid CAMBRELENG, the amendment 


| triet, $800 


| pense of the Le; 
; Waa aptted Yo. 


‘was contiyfed ih. o) ae 
Mr: CAMBRELENG. submitted an amend- 
ment appropriating 4908 60 for-arrearape of èx- 
gislatve Couneilef Florida; whieh 
“OMe. WHITE moved two ‘additional items to 
the clause relating tothe judges'in Florida: 
Por. éxtra ‘éompbiisation ‘of ‘the judge of ‘the ‘iniddie ås- 
"For extra conmpensatien te the judge of tern dis- 
si eS ee ete 
“atid citet a luw' of 1828, providing fer the extra 


“dates thuse judges tind tu: paiform. 


Me CAM “tieh wetsject’*had 
“been undef the examination of the Commuted of 


gentleman was ext 

Mr. WHITE: 
become extinct, becnuge the duties prescribed by 
"yt were ttil! pending, and. many cases yet ande- 
elded. He also re to some certificate in 
favor of thechim Prom one of the , 

Mr. CAMBRELENG had nover soen or heard 
-of such a document, and'he expressed a wish to 


Mr. WHITE wouid produce it when the bill 

"Phe amendment Was then rejected. — ` 

Mr. HARRISON yof M souri; moved an addi- 
dened. item of 91,000 for cost of certain land mita 
decided against the United States in Missouri and 
' Florida, uader the acts of 1624 amd 180%, pro- 
owning for the setdement of certain land chims in 
*Miesouri and Florida.. Mr. EH. eited the acts in 
question, and made:z brief: mation. ©: ! 
: Mr. WHITEA also briefly commented on-the 
‘Jaws iwquestion im sapport of the amendment. . . 
: Mr. SEVIER requested she geademan! from | 
Missouri to cmbrace Arkansas, te which: Mr. | 
H ananos assented; and ths amendment was so 

n ere | p n 


i 
. Mr: -SMITH contended that, by a fair con- 
struction of the act of 1828, the claimants om- | 
breeed. m this: amendment were -not entitled to | 
relief. The subject had been fully investigated | 
befose the Commitice of Ways and Means, ond | 
they had unanimously decided against it. > | 
‘Mr. WHITE, had no knowledge of its ever | 
“having been before that committee; certainly he | 
had not brought it there, nor was he aware that | 
any other gentleman had. The gentleman from - 
Maine must Aras rae tapes pedis Ride 
eéreething ciso. : Mr. W.. was to t 
modificauor, and he hoped: the gentleman from 
Ackaneas would withdsiw it. tess 
- Me. CAMBRELENG replied, that this matter 
- had bten before the eet a a ! 
: were referred to a legal member.of the com ) 
frem: Peiideyivanis, [Mr. licersers,} who had 
` examined itz and reported egninst.the claims, 
-i Me. FOUCEY dissented from the cosetraction 
: pat apob theact by Mr. SMITH; and, after same 
hy the later gentieman, Mr: KENNON, 


remarkis : 
"Mr. SEVIER, Mr. HARRISON, af Missouri, |, the perusal. of this petition. - 
aed Mr. WHITE, on taking the question, there | remember the great struggic*which 


aye GU, pees 55, hoquorum, the com- 


mittee rose and reported timat fact tọ the House. . 
Mc, CARTER then matod’ that ‘the House | 
j ` i| Government should not be brought to bear on the | 


pends os on 
r. CAMBRELENG asked -for:the yeas and 
nays; which were ordered, and were—yens &?, 
a ifa ate fi n Pioro Oui 
. Dhewabeings'quesam presept, the House again | 
‘Weat. into commi geteche a e ho a dee! | 
. The question was then. taken-on Mr. Hangi- 
. tom's amendment; and the result being—ayes 67, 
, poea:48, no quorum again voting, the commitige | 
agnin ro and ted that fact to the House. 
n, Mr. CAMBRELENG then rose, and reiterat- 
«ing his statement of the fact that no officer.of the | 
Government, provided for in this bill, ‘had re- 
ceived a dollar since January last, moved that 
the-bill be made the speeial order of the day for | 
to-morrow, anf next day. . .-- Be oe Ny 
ORO EECESE? ebjecting, .. | 
.. Mr, CA MBRELENG.- moved 
_ the rules,’ Get ey OSS zel San LETT 
. > Omtaising the question, the vote. was—ayes 86, 
poos 32;-np quoram. | l a ny 
eee maved a call of the 
i OUSGG toa i te - A people 
. Mr. RENCHER moved an adjoprnmeat., . 
. Mr SUTHERLAND appealed: to-Mr.-R. to 
: withdraw, thar pepsi Ds me a thre 
-ugpending. e Fulee.to be taken.. y | 
. Mr. |RENCHER refasiog, the question,wes | 
parat decided inthe negative—ayes 53, noes 
adh ahh ep hi ts BES Sa ony, 
My. CAMBRELENG then moved: that the 
, order of -business be set aside, and that. this bill 
be made the spécial order of the day for to-maoy- 


A aupension of 
i 


j 
i 


motion on | 


\ 


j 


a 


| 
il 


| collgetor.on the, subject, and was aniwe 


FON, a committee of 
conference was appointed on. the.part; of the 
-Houwse:to'meetthe committee on the pert.of the 
Semnte ; in ‘reference to the disagreement of. that 
body to the: amendment of the House to the bill 
for. the establishment of she 
ment of Wiscohaim = . m] f 
| The Heuse then adjburned, at six o'clock 
P Me eg 2 one) 

i eT 


i 
i 
[i 


“INGENATE, | 
va |) Fidar, Aprit 15, 18360 
_ Mp. CALHOUN said that a petition had been 
gent to him with a request that he would present 
it ta the Senate, bra Mr. David Melville, late an 
_ officer of the customs at Newport, Rhode Island, 


complaining of his removal from office. a 
A M. C. said that he had no acquaintance with 


thiş individual; and why he had been selected to | 
_Tepresent the petitian,.be was ata loss to know. | 


-He hag therefore inqgired into his character, and 
:_hadyunderetood that he was ajhighly r 
i and worthy. man., then examined 


.tion, and. he must say that Mr. Melville had made 


i 


Lous a very s case. He was weigher, and 
: puger, and had | uniform and consistent in 
i his politics as a Jeffersonian Democrat. . He had 


‘ taken.a decided part in the late war, having been 
principally. instrumental in raising a volunteer 
-cosps which had been highly serviceable. Yet, 


i: notwithstanding all this, the purity of his char- 


„acter, the correctness of his deportment in. his 
official duties, and non-interference with elections, 
he had been dismissed from office—and on what 


grounds? Because he would take no partin elec- |: 
‘| was, and the 


tions; and baving a small freehold he had dis-' 
. posed of it, and could no longer vote. These facts | 
were all stated in plain and Sale tear be language 
: Ha knew that this might, be considered a sma 
| 
_ mįnishing its importance, . I 


affair, but thig, he thought, 
in which those who administered thisGavernment | 
| abused their trusts.. Nothing was too high, and 
nothing, was too low for them. Jt laid bare the | 
manner in which the conditions nodai which tiy 
came into office haye.þeen fulfilled... He confessed 
that sad impressiona were, e on his mind by 
-equid not. but 

x rought the 
He could not but remen- 
it ber that one of the principal objects they had in 
view was that the pawer and patronage of the 


i. President into power. 


freedom of elections.. He never could, forget the 
scene:which took place, when the President was 
inaugurated, and when:he declared openly, in the 
prespaceof thougands of citizens assembled on 


that occasion,,the. principles on which he would . 


administer the Government. , It waa a short and 
| ine i and cho Ree wa ame of 
appronauoR by gon ted thousands; and par- 
! ticularly: that d of the address was applauded 
; Which declared that he would reform those abuses 
i by which the. power and patronage of the Gov- 


|, ernment bad. been brought to bear onthe freedom |i were not wanted, or that he was remo 
had been car- ' 


of elections. Fow that promise 

i red gut, let the case of this humble inaividual 
-Mr.:C. referred ip the reasons giv 

| moval of Mr. Melville, as stated in 1 


|| and to.his correspondence with the Secretary of | 


if 
t 


the. Tréasury on tbe. subject. On writing to the | 
Secretary, he received an answer, by which he! 


| only found out, that the collector -had exercised | 
i.the ‘legal authprity vested in him. . Not. satisfied : 
; with that, he wrote for acopy of the report of the | 


red, that i 
not becom- 


mfidential, could 


[ithe raporte being an 
|/munieaed. Sit, (said Mr. Co) under hint Gar. || 


ernment could suel an act of injustice and. o: 

pression be perpetrated à Ma of the frienda of j 
the Administration thane woul. hardly. believe it 
pos such things had occyrred.: "The individ- 
sons. 


sow. and Saturdaye A posi ee oon H 
in Msz WHUTTLESEY paled forthe yeas ond 
aay whieh wore -o ; 


rand were—yens U5, | 


wade application to.the collector, for the rea- 
ol ai 
in a friend 


territorial govern- , 


ctable | 
is peti- | 


| 
i 1833 
was very far from di- | 
tlaid bare the manner | 


8 
|p aered ia 


y 
| consideration.. He. wished particularly. tọ see 
' thè weport made by the collector to the ay 
| of she Treasury, on the dismissal of Mr. Me 
i ville. He had often heard it atatad.on that foar, 
|, that this administration waa. supported by the 
| vetes of freemany but if the facts stated in this 
| petition be true, it was casily seen how they cop- 
i tralled the fifty or sixty thousand office-holders 
who supported them.. 3 by. a Tuay 
. The petition having been read,, .., ea hs 
. Mr. CLAY said, if the facts atated in. the me- 
meyial were trug, thoy disclosed an instance of 
flagrant injustice and abuse of power; hut, how- 
ever flagrant it, might be, he knew of:no remedy. 
He-had risen to, inquire, whether the Secretary 
-of the Traasury, or the President, who absalved 
all responasibility.in-cases of removal from office, 
„had authorized this removal.. As the memorial 
contained some charges against those high, fung- 
‘tionaries, he oud auggost to. these Senators 
who adopted the expunging principle, whether 
ithey should receive this petition, .As he did not 
hold to that doctrine himself, it. would, not -be 
proper for him to do so; but some of them. might 
make a question of its reception... ee 
Mr. KING, of Alabama, said he knew nothing 
.of the particuiays.set:forth in the petition of this 
individual;. they might be correct op not, , With 
that he had little todo,, In, no case would. he 
lend his gançtion ta: oppress an, of any kind, or 
be willing to screen the oppressor, Jct hia hold 
office high or low, - He should like to know who 
was the Secretary of the Trcagury under whom 
thig removal toak place. , Would the Secretary 
turn to the papers, and tell him who the Secretary 
ate of the letters?. : ISA 
[T'he Scorețary replied, that one.of the letters 
was signed by Mr. Woodbury, and dated March, 


‘n 


1 


e st 3 DEEI ORIEN Be 
. Mr. KING was under the impression thet this 
case originated some three years- past. The pe- 
| tition was dated in 1835, bus he, thoughi, the. re- 
| moval was made. atian earlier ‘period, and, on 
“investigation, it wauld be feund to. bave; taken 
place under Mr. Secretagy Ingham, Whang - 
‘tainly not one of the moat thoroughgoing. of the 
supporters of the Administration. Re. that as it 
neh he was ynder. the impression, that they 
c discharge of their duty by. receiving me- 
complaining .of. oppression, pa, matter 
from whom they came; he was therefore notoper- 
fated on, by anything. said by the. Senator Tom 
|! Kentucky., He thought no.good could come of 
kthe reference of the petition, unless it.was ta go 
. into the conduct of the collector. -;,The subordi- 
nate officers of the, customs, the Senate was well 
aware, were under the control of the collectors, 
and mast necessarily be so, The Secretary agted 
with respect, to them salely from. information .re- 
ceived from the collector; ead .whether this, gẹ- 
| moval was made under the- resent or. former 
_Seerctary, it would be found, he, was confident jn 
|, Saying, that it was on the representation of the 
f collector, either that the services of Mr. Melville - 
ved.on some 


j 


| r 


i 
if 
i 


other. tban political gropnds „ui naii S, 
|. Mr. GRUNDY, after some, temarks-in: favor 
of the tight of petition, said he had kaw Mr. 
Litilefield, the collector, named, in „the memorial, 
p ever, since: he, was a mere. youths and,-uptil he 
pew, more about t emorial than. mere asser- 
tion, he would; hol Ht. pining. be had always 
held that he, wag incapable of doing an A 
injugtice. He was inclined. to belieyé it wo 
‘turp. git ibas lees diatemenig Were unfounded, 
Mr. NILES said that thisiwgsa wonderful case 
of oppression according to the petitioner’s pwn 


‘statement; and from the remarks. ef, the Se 
from South, Carplina ang Kenney (Me, aL 
sous and Mr, Chars) it sngt be, repariied asan 
| outrage of the most alarmjng kind,:from the law- 
; leas exercise Of power, by a public officer, scarcely 
lesg than the acts,gf, rapacity and, vialence of, the 
pro-consuls of Rome.in the, provinces of that Re- 
Public : 
u 


| 


Seek | 
pror dhe re: | 

a petition, | 
i 


i 
i 
l 


HO Faji 


t what ‘ia 


"3 tha collector: told him 
found with his off 


y Ver al. reply,. that no fault had been 
ie went Seeder has hae hia cae 
was.0pe On whieh be could gixe 


hg. FLEET, Ay 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOB 


should have selected him as the os 
ing his petition to the Senate. He (Mr. N.) 
thought he could retieve the gentleman from his 


of the most distinguished Senators of the body? 
Stripped of its coloring and embellishments, of 
the lone homily about proscription, party, machin- » 
erv, a system of despotism, and the like, it is 
nothing more than this: the petitioner was a sub- _ and very strong ones, why the Senator may have 
ordinate officer of the customs, and had held his | been selected to present this petition. In an elab- 
office ten years, when, a new collector having : orate report on executive patronage, that gentle- 
been appointed, he deemed it expedient to make ; man denied to the President the constitutional 
some new arrangements, and removed the peti- . power of removal from office, and, by the same 
tioner and appointed another person. The pre- reasoning, I conclude the principle should be fol- 
sumption clearly is, that this change of one officer lowed out and applied to subordinate executive 
for another was not only legal, but perfectly fair officers possessing a portion of the appointing 
and reasonable. ‘This change couldonly have been i. power. | The Senator has also maintained, I 
made by the concurring action of two public believe, in the same report, the principle, that 
officers; the collector made the removai and the | officers ought to be as stable and permanent as a 
new appointment, which had tobe submitted, with < freehold. These principles establish the perpe- 
his reasons, to the Secretary, and were approved ` tuity of office as a veste right in the incumbent, 
by him. The office of collector is an important — and doubtless induced the ‘petitioner to select the 
one, and is generally filled by men of high char- ; honorable Senator to present his grievance to the 
acter and intelligence, which afford some guar- Senate. . i 

antee for the correctness of his conduct: he is Sir, (said Mr. N.,) what is a freehold? Isit 
not an indefeasible right secured by the law, 


responsible to the laws and to public opinion. But p 
the decision of this officer is reviewed and ap- which cannot be taken from the possessor with- 
iolation of law? According to the princi- 


proved by the Secretary of the Treasury, one of | out v 
the highest public functionarics of the Govern- || ples of the gentleman, offices ought to become 
ment. An act, which has reccived the sanction |i vested in the holders, as private rights, and be- 
of two important public officers, acting under |! come private property; and we may expect that 
their official responsibilities, must, he supposed, |: they would become the subjects of traffic, and bar- 
be legal and just until it is clearly shown to be 'i gain, and sale. Can any principle be more hos- 
otherwise. | tile to our free institutions than this? It destroys 
But the petitioner says he was removed with- 


. all accountability in public officers, and renders 
out cause, and on account of his political opinions. || them independent and irresponsible. 


lt is in 
This statement comes from the party himself, and |’ direct conflict with the great elementary panei 
is the same complaint that is always heard in all | on which our institutions rest, that of popular 
similar cases—indeed in allcases of removal from ! power. It is essentially a monarchical principle; 
office. Did you ever hear of a public officer who for what is monarchy but independent, irrespons- 
was removed, who did not tell the same story? ible power, not derived from, or responsible to, 
who did not declare that it was without cause, | the people. Perpetuity of office would not only 
and an act of high-handed persecution and oppres- | destroy all official accountability, but would im- 
sion? He had no knowledge of this case; he ; pair the energy of the representative principle 
judged of it only from what appeared on the face |, which would become only a matter of form, and 
of the memorial; that was sufficient to satisfy him | not substance; for it is not the mode in which 
as to its true character. It was evidently a po- |' offices are filled, but the tenure of them, and the 
litical concern, and intended for political purposes. || control which the appointing power has over 
It appeared to him that the bare reading of this |; them, which secures their accountability. The 
petition must produce this conviction on every || principle which secures the accountability of offi- 
impartial mind. The petitioner docs not come || cial trusts mustbe an active and an efficient prinei- 
here like an injured man, whose only object isto || ple, one which is brought into action, which ‘is 
‘geck redress for his own wrongs. If such had | applied in practice, the forcé of which is known 
been the case, he would have told a plain and |i and felt from time to time; it must not be a metely 
simple story, a mere narration of the facts, unac- 'i nominal or dormant principle. ts? 
companied by sucli additions and embellishments ; Sir, (said Mr. N.,) the principle of change, ro- 
~as this petition contains about terrible proscrip- ;i tation, or removal, call it what you please, is one 
tions, a frightful system of despotism, party ma- | of the great conservative principles of this Gov- 


qt 
| 0 
chinery,and party dictation, Noman, hethought, |' ernment. Itis a principle closely associated with 
could mistake the true character of this memorial, | 


A that of representation and the delegation of power; 
and the object for which it was sent there. (lit isa principle which abides with the people— 
But, supposing this man had been removed 


| which has its souree in the popular will. With 
from a subordinate ministerial office, after holding || the people this is an activeand efficient principle, 
-it ten years, without cause, so faras respects any || one which they never fail to apply on all needful 
default or misconduct on'his part, are we to be || occasions. They applied it to the second Presi- 
told that this is an act of oppression—a flagrant |i dent of the United States; that was a removal, or 
outrage? Was there any violation of law in this |: a refusal to reappoint the incumbent, notwith- 
act—any invasion of the personal liberty or rights || standing a precedent had been established of re- 
of this man? If not, where was the injustice— 


‘ taining him fora second term. That distinguished 
where the outrage which the Senator from Ken- || man, and all his friends, believed that this power 
tucky (Mr. Cray] represents as so palpable, | was exercised capriciously and unjustly—that 
that the President, Secretary, or officer, whoever '! they were removed from the public councils with- 
he may be, who has been guilty of such abuse |: out cause, without any default of theirs, and from 
of official trust, ought to be impeached? Sir, 


i the influence of party excitement. These senti- 
(said Mr. N.,) there would doubtless be as strong |! 
grounds for impeaching the President as those for 
which he was impeached two years ago. The 
removal of this petitioner was a lawful act, and so 
was that of the removal of one Secretary and the 
appointment of another. The only question there 
could be, in either case, was as to the propriety 
and expediency of the act, and of this, the officer 
porcine the power of removal and appointment 
“was the rightful and proper judge. 
i Had this man a private interestin this office—a 
+ vested right of which he could not be dispossessed 
~ without injastice and oppression? This seems to 
“be the doctrine for which the Senators contend. 
Sir, (said Mr. N.,) I deny this doctrine as un- 


{ 
i 
i 
i 


|; but they were not the sentiments of the country. 
l: In the congressional districts the people fre- 


‘‘-without cause, or for such causes as they see fit, 
i their 


i| 


i 


in all popular appointments. The people, peri- 
odically and frequently, change their Representa- 


i| in office. 
| excluded by this salutary’ principle complaint of | 
injustice, proscription, and persecutiott.” But the 
people do not think so; they have only éxercised 
li aright which belonged to them; and the public | 


i 
i 
| 


n of present- | 


doubts on this point. He knew of two reasons, | 


i! ments -they retained to the day of their deaths; | 


: quently have recourse to this principle, and change | 
public agents; this is also donc in the States | 
|| tives and others, offices dependent immediately on | 


il them, and give efficacy to the privtiple of rotation || 
In almost every case, those who are |! 


it, we should-have memorials enough presented 
to Congress, setting forth acts of oppression, not 
of one officer oppressing another, but of public 
officers oppressing the people, of gross abuses of 
| public trusts, lawless acts of illegal. exercise of 
'| powér—of. injustice, extortion, and oppression. 
Such would be the conscquences of irresponsible 
‘ power—of removing thataccountability which can 
alone be secured by the limited tenure of officers, 
and the efficient operation of that salutary prin- 
ciple of change and rotation. If you once admit 
the principle of a private right in offices, you de- 
stroy the principle of rotation; fora private right, 
if it exists, cannot be divested without cause; it 
is the freehold principle, for a freehold can be di- 
vested for sufficient cause. There may be a defect 
in the title, or a better one may be shown to exist 
in another person, and the possessor may tnus be 
ousted. Buta freehold is an indefeasible right 
i in the possessor, unless it should be defective; so 
' it would be with the office-holder; he would have 
' vested in him a private right, which you could nòt 


| 

| 

| 

i 

i 

t 

i 
| 


take from him without proof of some defect in 
ii jt—without it shall be shown that he has forfeited 


his right by his misconduct, or in some way lost 
it. I deny (said Mr. N.) the whole doctrine; I 
deny. that any incumbent has any private interest 
in an office further than is secured to him by the 
| legal tenure of it. He holdsitunder the law, and 
| he has no other rights than what the law expressly 
i securestohim. If itis for aterm of years, when 
the term expires he cannot complain of injustice 
if he is not reappointed; if during the pleasure 
of the appointing power, he cannot complain if he 
is removed, and another person appointed. The 
i only question is, as to the public interest; if the 
office is not as well filled, if the public suffer, if 
, the revenue sustains a loss, then there may be 
: grounds of complaint. 
| The Senator from South Carolina has referred 
| to the inaugural message, and says the assembled 
| maltitude responded to its sentiments, and him- 
‘self among the rest. What were the principles 
| of that message on this point? Did not the Pres- 
' ident declare and assert in that message the prin- 
ciple.of reform—that a searching operation was 
called for into the conduct of the public agents? 
; and did rot the public-sentiment respond to this? 
Sir, a reform was demanded by the highest con- 
| siderations, and, so far as‘it was carried out, has 
|; been highty bencficial to tha public service. 
it Mr. KNIGHT knew nothing about the facts of 
|: the case, but rose to give his testimony in favor 
i: of the character of the memorialist, whom he 
ii knew to be a man of good character. 
ij: Mr. HUBBARD remarked that he had no 
'i knowledge of the petitioner. He lived remote 
|| from him. He'was equally ignorant of the trans- 
| action to which the memorial reférs.. He knew 
|; not the present collector, nor the present gauger 
': and weigher; nor did he know the reasons which 
i| had induced the collector to remove from office 
t the memorialist and to give that office to another. 
|; One faet is certain, that no complaint is set forth 
|| iat the memorial against the collector for having 
|| appointed an unfit, an incompetent officer. It is 
|| not alleged—it is not pretended, that the present 
‘| incumbent is unworthy of confidence: What has 
|l the collector done? He has done precisely that 
|; which he was authorized to do. He came into 
|| the office of collector, and, for reasons which he 
‘| deemed satisfactory, he has seen fit to remove the 
ii Memorialist from the office of gauger and weigher, 
| and has appointed to the same office thé present 
incumbent. The collector, then, has done no 
| more than what he has had entire and fall author- 
|i ity and power to do. It was the right of the 
'| collector; it was within his power ts do precisely 
‘| what has been done. Mr. i stated that he had 
reason to believe that there was an object beyond 
| the memorial itself from the remarks of the Sen- 
| ator from South Carolina, and from the remarks 
; of the Senator from Kentucky, and from the ar- 
i gument of the memorial itself. He could not but 
| believe that the Secretary of the Treasury was 


l 
i 


i 
t 


i 
i 


sound in piinciple and dangerous in practice; I i! interest is generally promoted by its exéteise. | 
protest against it as anti-republican and even | Sir, el Mr. wt protest against the prin- 

` monarchical; it does not‘belong to our system; || ciple of perpetuity of office—the principle of a ' 
it is not consistent with the genius of our insti- | freehold tenure; it converts all officers into private | 
tutions, ` ; 

"The Senator from South Carolina says he does || 

“thot know this petitioner, and is at a lose why he H, 


pore and private rights. This principle be- i 
ongs to a monarchy, and not a republic; and | 
should it oner become established, my word for 


i and elsewhere. : 


| viewed with suspicion in reference to this affair. 
! That public officer has been-of late singled out 


as an object of attack—as an object of abuse here 


| How often has it been said by honorable Sen- 


‘ators, that the official reports of that -offieer are 
| éntitled to- no ereditare wholly unwerthy-of 


: af, HID. GO NGRESSION AL (GLOBE. BGS 
exmidonce and yat hardly Eday paias oikeat || tenn conesiver-shab the, Peni miay be inipli- || end teat ho dew repented thatha knew that officer 
some oa a ahs are eo fre and so severe ` catod; The Senator has etated the ground of his li well, and from his koowlpdge of : geral in- 
in their stricturesupon the condact of this officer, ' epinion. that the Secretary must necessarily have | tegrity, faithfulness, and intelligence, he hazarded 


senting resolutions to the Senate a 

im for official information? The Secretary of 
the Treasury seems at this moment to:be not 
distrusted, but iw his jadgmentmost uamer- 
itedly—most unjustly abused. Why is this so? 
“Why is the F of the Treasury thus sin- 
gied out and thus attacked? -He ha Jong bere 
well acquainted with that: public effcer; he-and 
the Secretary were natives of the: same State, 
educated at the same institution, metabėts of the 
same profession;and for many years he had been 
on terms of great personal inti with: that 
gentleman; and he felt a pride and a pleasure 
in the fact that that gentleman was his friend. 
From these considerations, Mr. H. remarked 
that he considercd himself called upon to say, 
that that officer would at no time ‘shrink from 
any investigation into his official conduct. ‘There 
is not to be found a more faithful,.a more indus- 
trious, a more intelligent public servant connected 
-with the adminiatrauon of our Government, . In 
.Baying this much, he believed that he said so 
more than truth and justice would warrant. He 
-hoped. the memorial would go to the. Cammittee 
on Commerce, or to some other committee wiro 
would do justice to those who have. been thus 
arraigned before the Seaate—who would, by their 
report, effectually put down this fault-fiunding dis- 
positron, or would put down those who are so.con- 
stantly held out betore the Senate as unworthy of 
confidence. Let the investigation be made; let 
the examination be prosecuted with every possi- 
ble degree of severity. He, for one, had no fears 
for the result. The Secretary of the Treasury 
has too much integrity of characten te beles- 
:aened in public opinion by any such insinuations, 
_orbyany attacks whatsoever which may be made 
here or cisewhere upen his public official conduct. 
. _ Mr. KNIGHT said, that, fram some observa- 
. tions he had heard, it might be inferred that the 
Secretary of the Treasury was to blame. He 


i 
i 


" believed the Secretary knew nothing about the 
apero k Haas 
Mr. GOLDSBOROUGH said, that, as there | 
seemed ta be some doubt whether the Senate was 
„into this maiter, and as it was probable a similar 
«memorial had been presented to the other House, 
vestigation, he would move, for the present, to 
lay the memorial on the table. i 
‘be referred, the committee would have all the 
, facts before them. If the Secretary did not keow | 
. things which, to his mind, made it little better. 
„Did ne understand the Senator from New Hamp- 
freehold, he should be turned out of offce? Was | 
there any Senator here who would subscribe to | 
himself rly, and was well qualified to dis- | 
_tharge the dutice of his office, hye he should he . 
phe had Jost his freehold qualification to vote! 
a The Senator from Tennessee thought this repre- 
set out seemed to him to be a plain, unvarnished 
Barration of hid Wrongs; and-it seéniéd: Mr. Mel- 
- knowledged tobe a good effiéer. It might 
vta some Senators that it was a) amali roai that 
He did not think so. The Principles involved imit 
gave it greatimportance. ‘The Senator from Con- 
„had given an opinion that public offices should | 
"be perpetual. tf the Senator had stated so'in a | 
it; but, stating it as he did, in his place, he felt ; 
“pound to say not one word of it was true. | 
dressed the Senate he stated as his suapji ion that j 
it was among the o contetnplated, td reach 


_ was effected. 
the proper body to go on with the examination 
which would seem to be the. proper place for in- 
Mr. CALHOUN said, if the petition should 
of this underwork, the case presenied a state of | 
ahire to hold that, because a man had lost. his 
_such a doctrine? Where a man had conducted i 
_ turned out of it for no other reason than because 
“sentation of the memorialist not correct, The facts 
‘wie was reluctantly warned ‘out; as he |wab’ ac- 
“po one would. think it worth while to Aotise'it. | 
nectiem {My Njxzs] had said that. he.(Mr. C.) 
-newspaper.at Hartford, he would tot have ioticed | 
Mr. HUBBARD said, that when he ‘first àd- 
bjects 
‘the Secretary of the ana. n this sapposi- 


tion it seemed he was not mistaken; for, from ||. 


what has just fallen from the Benstor from South 
Corning, thera can- be wo doubs that that guntle- | 


machinery by which the removal © 


‘ira, Mary GLAY thought the Benatar 
eames 
‘; weal than discretion... He (Mr. C.} had made a 


‘bey-he did not suppose: + 
i; He did notintend 
pear ; of the Treagury, for whom he had a favorible re- : 
i| gard; and. took pleasure in stating thaton several 


ii discharge of hae dutics.. But- he 


been made acquainted with all the faota and eir- ’ 
cumstances cognecteds with the, gemoval of the 
memorialist; and that of consequence, if the çol- 
lector has, committed an, error or a fault, blame 
might attach to the Secretary. He stated, when 
up before, the power of the collector over this 
subject, ahid that in this instance he had not 
teanacended the power confided ta him; and that 
he (Mr. Huspaab) could not believe that, under 
any circumatances, there would be goof ground 
of complaint against the Secretary ofthe Treesa- 
ury. e hoped. shat the memorial. would be 
referred. to the. Committee on Commerce, or to 
some other.comimittee; and he trusted that who- 
ever should-have charge. of the subject, all proper 
‘inquiries. would: be made inte the official conduct 
of the Secretary of the Treasury—an officer in 
: whore fidelity he.bad thé most unlimited confi- 
dence.. He chuld not- believe that that officer 
would fail, on any occasion, to de his whole duty; 
_ that in the execution of the trust confided to him, 
-he could not suppase.that he would knowingly 
|-do-any. wrong, for.any purpose whatever.: And 
| On-atating, his opinion of, and his confidence in, 
| the Secretary of the Treasury, he was well aa- 
i sured that the time was when the honorable 
| Senator from South Carolina entertained as favor- 
Fablean opinion of, and as much confidence in, that 
i Officer, as he himself mow did. How it has hap- 
| pened that so preat a revolution in the sentiments 
‘and feelings of the Senator has been wrought 
towards that officer he might be able to tell; but 
the eause was. wholly unknown to him, and he 
Believed to the Secretary of the Treasury. `> 
_ Mr.CALHOUN made noaccusation against the 
Secretary. He had said that it was the duty of 
the Secretary to look into all the facts of the case; 
and if the aolleqter had turned out Mr. Melville 
only because he had no freehold, and could take | 
ho part in elections, to apply the proper remedy. 
: pe the Senator from New Hampshire could not 
eny. . 
r. HUBBARD. | Certainly: not. 
| Mr. CALHOUNcontinncd” 
‘man said that the collector had 
the officer, without: giving: an 
Againet this .ducttine -hè -phatdeted.'' Ad] ‘these 
i| high offices were heid as trusts for the benefit:df 
|; the people, and notas the: property of the:indi- 
-| Vidal oF his party. Tie officer having appoint- 
| ments to make, was bound to appoint men-‘eana- 
i: ble and worthy, and ‘to -sdstain then, if they did 
: their duty faithfully; and he had no right to turn 
t them ous to ppt in men. who would serye the 
| party. If the office was the property of the col- 
ector, and not held asa trust, he admitted that 
he would have azight to turn ont and putin whom 
he-pleaged.. He said: nothing-against the Secre- 
tnry-$ but be: thought, from ‘his cofrespondénce ` 
with Mr. Melville, he:had a know! of all the 
facts, and. it was. his duty to inquire further into 
{ them, and if Uke collector had dont wrong, to 
| apply the remedy. This wasall he had said, for 
Lit might tarn out: that the collector gave good 
| reaseng for the remnoral, fk oo 
from Now 


(Mr.. Hussar} had displayed more 


t 


ut the gentfé- 
power to remove 
reasons for it. 


es | 
| 
evemark'that, however flagrant the outrage might | 
tre Was any remedy. 


y it to implicate the Secretary 


pt and accommodating inthe 
thought the | 
ad, nevertheless, .travelety out.ef the 
way, when Senoeni tha Sec 


„bei : L his d oewocg 
HUBBA 


nator h 


y retary innocent | 


‘ trial, pre) n 

» Mr. RD. -The Senator from Kentacky 
hnd seid that he had manifened rathep more AA i 
than diseręyion in his defense of the, Secretary: of 
the- Treasury ;.and in mupport of -his-deelaration, | 

the. Senator from Kenta y states that, he (Mr. 
t 
| 


thad been | 
his tal... He, had not propeynced that | 
any chasge, which, migit.-be | 
im- Al that he-siaied was, | 


|| Birgit, | 
of ‘Abe great reppblicay pringiple-ob is wedation in 


-occagions he had transacted business in his office, | 
‘| and found h: 


‘| conbider 


it 


nothing in saying that that officer would never 
: shrink fram any and every investigation into his 
| public official conduct which may be set on foot 
by authority here or elsewhere; and, guch was 
` his confidence in-the purity of that man—a con- 
fidence. which he had reason to. belieys-was not 
misplaced —he: had no fears for himself as to the 
result of any and of all such investigationa, This 
he stated, and ell this he most conscientiously 
believed. And he would only say in conclusion, 
that the Secretary had been often assailed on this 
floor by some of the mont distinguished Senators 
of this:body. He. had heard those attacks with 
regret and. sorrow; not, that. he for a. moment 
i cauld believe that that. officer was obnoxious to 
| the charges which had been so often mado, but 
his-regret proceeded from .the circumstance that 
the Secretary of the Treasury was not as well 
‘known to all his accusers as he was to: himself, 
Mr..H. said: that, in hia judgment, in his full 
‘belief, examine when and how it shall be the 
Beomure of the Senate to do, into tha official:con- 
uct of the Secretary- of the Treasury, that 
officer will never suffer by any such examination. 
Mr. NILES said the Senator from South Car- 
olina denied that he adyanced,.or sustained the 

: principle, he. (Mr. Ni) had referred tv, that offices 
:‘sheuld be as stable and: permanent as a freehold, 
it might be that, ha: (Mr. N.) was mistaken-in 
saying that it was contained in the report of the 
Sensor; but he believed it wag'in his speech, or 
the report; he thought he could. nat be, mistaken 

- that the Senator had esserted-that principle. - He 
, how appealed to the: Senator to-say whether it 
ı Was true that he had advocated. such a principle 
either in his report or speech. And what-did. the 
Senatar now contend for? Was he-not-riow main- 
taining, to:a great extent, the same principle? 
How:was this petitioner injured? dn what did 

` the outrage ¢onsist, of which the gendentan had 
i spoken, except in violation of the rights.of the 
petitioner to-hold on to his offiee? The entige 
‘ground of the complaint rested/on the principle 
; that the petitioner had a private right and vested 
jiaitesest in the office. It was notipretended that 
the -public ingergst had.auffereds.tha4 was not-the 


ground of complaint, io poo feo hs ore del 
i Mr. WALL end thas he ‘had ne- intention of 
; entering into any debate-on-the subjaets butane 
: remark which had fallen from she honombie Sen- 
, ator from Kentucky demanded. some notice. He 
i thought that the honorable ‘gentleman neef not 
-entertain any fears that.any'actionjuf the Senate 
pin respect to:.this memorial wọuld.reguire. the 
| procoss of expunging to correct it; and he must 
-take the liberty to remind him, that. she expung- 
ing -process did not. originate in thia body, but 
| Fegeived-its:impulse from the people, ead 
. -This petitioner complains of a.grievance which 
he has austgined. | He has a sightito present that 
quieva eto this body, and My.;W-.,aaidy:ahat 
he held jhe right of petition included the right of 
thon serred: clear of:the 


| reception; and: thig;. 
| dificukty. which.:had iso, mach embarrassed the. 
| Senator from South Caagliaa.gn..a. former-ocea- 
i sion.,, Here the petitigner.co ined of a griev- 
| ancowhich affested himself individually salthough 
i it is ope which many others, all parts of ithe 
 Coupiry. likewise suffer ;..and.w kat. ie ità Why, 
is nothing more nor fesa sham the ppeession 
office,” The petitioners: aken- baying held ian 
otce for upwards. of, ten yae gona tireplaced do 
make roon. foy.apother more -acoepiable to: the 


+ peoples and equally, on betten; qualified ta; dis- 


duties. To -ba apre, Kalaka always 
| & great gro yance, by the lasing perty; 
riends sufiered under ita f* scerghing 
yi New, Jersey, and dig-the 


ASR 


my political 


s 32 


aperutions’” yecengl dade 
Meaty of New, Kark and ari nns. faelag it imàlkits 
ihrigor.in the. great Simte of-Popnsylvania, andalso 


in other Stk., Butit is a complaiat whieh dees 
not excite much general sympathy; it is a gnov- 
Ance. which, is: looked ppop aa one resulting’ ne- 
cessarily from the, operator nf oyr : cof 


Government. The petitioner does not complain 

that the publie kdg pwe ‘any vial 
Sid $ į <apabld ha 
| bgeirrosne aesan: Anant add 


364 


eea apoetre a sanacnacaeT eee eaeesNtSe rae 
e does not complain that his right, 
ag an independent freeman, to vote as he pleased, 
has been interfered with; for, by his own show- 
ing, he was not qualiñed to vote, nor was any 
atiompt made to bribe him by bestowing on him 
a freehold as a qualification to vote. “What is 
his grievance? Mr. W. said, as, he understood 
it, some ten years ago, the petitioner, being so 
indifferent to the highest and most inestimable 
right of a freeman—a right to participate in the 
selection of those whoadminister the laws—as not 
even to make himself qualified to vote in the place 
where he lived, nevertheless condescended to ac- 
cept of an office under a Goverament which he 
valued so little as to neglect to obtain the right to 
participate in the choice of its officers. And what 
was that office? Was it for life, or during good 
behavior? No. It was for no definite term, Lut ° 
during the pleasure of the appointing power. He 
was suffered to hold it for ten years —till near the 
expiring of the third constitutional term of those 
who appointed him; and he now complains that 
he was turned out, and another putin his place. 
He complains that he is not satfered to enjoy it 
contrary to its tenure—to convert it into a life 
estate. He could not complain that the freedom 


|| The resolution authorizing the correction of 
l orrors made in the location of certain Indian 
reservations, were severally read the third time, 
and passed. 


incapable one:h 


BILL INTRODUCED.: 


Mr. KING, of Alabama, on leave, introduced 
a bill for the relief of William C. Easton; which 
was réad twice, and referred. 


REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES, 


Mr. MOORE, from the Committee on Revolu- 
tionary Claims, reported a bill for the relief of the 
heirs of Brigadier General James Moore; which 
was read, and ordered to a second reading. 

Mr. M., from the same committec, reported 
unfavoral:ly on the resolution of inquiry as to 
the expediency of granting lands to the officers 
of the staff of the revolutionary army, and to the 
officers and soldiers who served under General 
George Rogers Clark. 

Mr. GOLDSBOROUGH, from the Committee 
on Military Affairs, to which had been referred 
the petition of certain officers and soldiers of the 
Army, praying that provision may be made by 
law for affording them moral and religious instruc- 
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violation. In the course of the debate, the power 
| of the President to make such appointments had 
| been freely discussed. This was a matter prop- 
erly open to debate, and gentlemen had a fair 
l; right to scrutinize it strictly. He had listencd to 
the remarks of the gentleman from Virginia, (Mr. 
Wss,] as he always did, withattention, and was 
perfeetiy sure that the report of them, which he 
, would. ask the Clerk to read, was not an accurate 
report... The debate having turned exclusively 
upon the a pointment of the commissioners, the 
gentleman from Virginia is made to say as follows: 

The Clerk then read this extract: 

“Mr. Wise said the discussion showed the necessity of 
examining these contingent appropriations. What would 
gentlemen say, (he a-ked,) if it should turn out that this 
very appropriation of $25,009 was used to pay some of these 
secret agents, appointed without any authority of the Con- 
stitution? He went into the examination of the right of 
appointment,and contended that the President had no power 
of the kind contended tor. The contingent appropriations 
(he said) were applicd to all sorts of illegitimate purposes, 
and even to one portion of a system of corruption, which 
.~ had increased to a most enormous extent.” 


| My. HOWARD said that,in the passage just 
read, it might be inferred ei some readers, that 
the epithet contained in the last sentence was ap- 


tion, reported a bill for the appointment of addi- || plied to the appointment of the commissioners, 


of election was interfered with in his person, for tional chaplains in the Army; which was read, | 


which he was perfectly sure the gentleman from 


he was no voter, and he does not allege that any 
attempt was made to bribe him to purchase a 
freehold. The only freehold that he sought was | 
to make his office such; it is a mere personal 
grievance, in which the public have sustained no 
injury. SAN 
Mr. W. said he was perfectly willing that this ;, 
matter should be inquired into. It was a very 
common grievanee, that men could not hold of- | 
fices, when they got them, as long as they pleased; - 
and there was another equally common, that men 
could not get the offices which they wanted. He 
was willing that the petition should take the direc- 
tion which the honorable Senator from South | 
Carolina was desirous to give to it. Let the in- 
quiry be made, and if any remedy was called for 
br the case, and within the competency of this 
body, let it be applied. He, however, felt im- 
pressed with the belief that any inquiry would 
result in establishing the naked fact that the pe- 
titioner had held an office, the tenure of which ji 
was at the pleasure of the appointing power, fer || 
_ ten years; wished to hold it for ten years longer, |! 
or to convert it into an Office for life; was turned | 
out to make room for a citizen equally or better 
qualified to discharge the dutics; and no one had 
aT reason to complain of the change but him- i 
self. 
Mr. CRITTENDEN was an entire stranger | 
to the parties, and had never heard of any of their | 
controversies. It would afford him a great deal 
of satisfaction to know that the petitioner was || 
mistaken, and was conscious that it was with no | 
desire to throw guilt on any party that induced || 
him to favor a reference of the memorial to a |! 
committee. It was agreed, he believed, on all |; 
hands, that it waga grievous case if trae. TheSen- | 
ator from New Jersey [Mr. Watt] said he could | 
smile at a petitioner who brought in a case of || 
mere rotation of office. Butthis showed a case | 
of tyrannical and oppressive exercise of arbitrary | 
power. That Senator had furthermore said, that |; 
this was a case in'which ho complaint of a public 
grievance was involved. Had the public no in- 
terest, he would ask, in the abuse of its laws, in 
their being perverted to the putposes of oppres- | 
‘sion from sinfster, motives ? When any officer, | 
high or low, dared t pervert his office to sinister |; 
papa he could have rio patience to endure it. | 
If facts were brought to light to sustain thé charge | 
- in this petition, he could-not believe the President i 
of the United States would permit these petty || 
` tyrants longer to exerctse this arbitrary abuse of | 
power. And if he should not turn this collector | 
out, he would be disposed to provide a remedy | 
by law. He hoped the memorial ‘would go toa 
committee, and that the Senate would show its | 
contravention of a principle so odious inits char- |: 
acter. ; ae 
The petition and papers were then referred: to 
-the Committee on Commerte.:' - 


BILLS PASSED. 


. ‘Phe bill giving effect to patents for the public 
‘lands issued in the names of deceased persons; and 


i 
| 


| 


and ordered to a second reading. 
RESOLUTION SUBMITTED. 
Mr. KENT submitted the following resolution 


| which lies on the table one day: 


Resolved, That the President of the United States be re- 
uested to open negotiations with the Governinent of 
France, as soon as diplomatic intercourse between the two 


| countries shall be renewed, for the purpose of placing our | imperfection in the report of his remarks, 


trade in tobacco with that country upon a more liberal ivot- 
ing than the exis.ing system of administration of “ en regie? 
admits of, and corresponding better with the .gencrous 
spirit exhibited heretotore, as well as at this time, by the 
United States, in reducing the duties on various products 
from that country. 


PROCEEDS OF THE PUBLIC LANDS. 


On motion of Mr. KING, of Alabama, the 
Senate took up the bill to distribute, for a limited 
time, the procceds of the public lands among the 
States, &c.; and, after some remarks from Messrs. 
BENTON and EWING, the bill was laid on the 
table. 

MAIL CONTRACTS. 

On motion of Mr. GRUNDY, the resolution 
for changing the time of making contracts for 
carrying the mails was taken up; und, after being 
amended, was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading. 

The Senate then adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Friar, April 15, 1836. 
Immediately after reading the Journal— 


-Mr. DENNY rose to makea motion, when 
Mr. HOWARD ‘requested him to yield ‘the 


floor, to enable him to bring a subject before the | 


House, in which he felt a personal interest. 

Mr. DENNY having complied, and leave being 
granted by the House, 

Mr. HOWARD said that he wished to call the 
attention of the House, and of the gentleman from 
Virginia, [Mr. Wsz,] to the imperfect manner 
in which his (Mr. W.’s) remarks, made on the 


day before yesterday, were reported in the Na- ; 


tional Intelligencer of this morning. It would 
be remembered by the House that considerable 
debate occurred upon a motion of a gentleman 
from North Carolina, [Mr. Saurpenp,) to strike 
out a part of the contingent fund provided for the 
State Department, and which involved in its 
range the propriety of the appointment by the 
President of two commissioners, to proceed to 
Ohio:and Michigan after the adjournment of the 
last Congress. Mr. H. said ‘that, as was well 
known, he had the honor of being selected as one 
of these commissioners, associated with a dis- 
tinguished gentleman [Mr. Rush] who had filled 
many honorable stations under the Government. 


; With what success or ability they had performed 


‘their duties, it was not for -him to judge, being 
satisfied with the approbation of the President, 
‘expressed on the surrender of the trust; but he 
would say that they wee undertaken witha single 
eye to the preservation of the peace of the coun- 


! Virginia did notdo. The remarks which were 
j made by members of the House in debate, were 
| of great consequence; but those which were re- 
|| ported to have been made were equally so, because 
|| they went forth to the nation instead of being 
|| confined to the House; and having called the at- 
i| tention of the gentleman from Virginia to the 
he left 
i| it to his own sense of justice what course to 
|; pursue. . 

Mr. WISE said it would give hima great deal 
| of pleasure to explain. He would say he had 
|| spoken on the day alluded to without preparation, 
| and extemporancously, and could not say what 
‘his precise words were; but he knew what his 
‘| meaning was. 


He meant to instance this ap- 
| pointment of commissioners to Michigan, by the 

President of the United States, not as a corrupt 
' appointment, but as an illegitimate appointment, 
` and he had generally denounced contingent ap- 
| propriations as covering iHegitimate and corrupt 
applications of the public moneys. He did not 
mean to charge the honorable gentleman from 
‘| Maryland, or the President, with corruption in 
‘the appointment; but he charged the President 
i! then, ashe did now, with making an illegitimate 
|| appointment, when there was no necessity for 
|| doing so. There was, however, a difference of 
opinion on that subject. At the time alluded to 
| he was debating the subject with his colleague 
| (Mr. Mason] of these contingent appropriations 
covering corruptapplicationsof the public money. 
i He did not charge the gentleman from Mary- 
‘land (Mr. Howard] with corruption; and if 
i| such charge was intimated inthe report, he would 
|! es aS great pleasure, that he was misreported. 
| r. HOWARD said, that he. was glad to find 
| that the recollection of the ¢entleman from Vir- 
|| ginia corresponded with his own. The consti- 
|| tutionality or legality of the appointment ‘was 
| properly open to debate, and gentlemen upon all 
i: sides had a perfect right to express their opinions 
‘| upon it. He would no longer detain the House 
|| from its ordinary business. 

SELECTING DEPOSIT BANKS. 

Mr. DROMGOOLE asked the general consent 
of the House to take up and dispose of: the reso- 
lution submitted by him, calling on the Secretary 

| of the Treasury for certain information connected 
-with the deposit banks. ; 
It was objected to. 

` DEPOSIT OF THE PUBLIC MONEYS. 

The resolution reported by Mr. Owens, from 
the Committee of Ways and Means, fixing a day 
for the consideration of the bill in relation to the 
| deposit of the public moneys, and Mr. Wrse’s 
| amendment thereto, came up as the unfinished 
business. ts 
| Mr. WHITTLESEY moved to postpone the 
resolution andamendment until to-morrow; which 
was agreed to. 


REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 
Mr. WHITTLESEY , fromthe Committee-dn 


föt 


Claims, rotted the flow “ile ilk! “ane n 
read, twice and committed: 

A bill for the relief of Sarah Murphy; 

A bill for the relief of Abram Lansing; and 

A bill for the relief of ‘Thomas J: Lawler and 
Smith M. Miles. 


Mr. EVANS, from the Crvenasittes on: Invalid | 


Pensions, reported, the following bills; whieh | 
were read twice and committed: 
- À bilt granting a pension:to John Miles; and i 
-A bill for the relief of Hannah Hazard. |, 
"Mr.P: Ċ, PULLER, frém the same committee, | 
reporied | A bill for the relief of Nicholas Hodges; 


Mr. THOMAS, from the Committée’ on ‘thé | 
Judiciary; reported a biit tøcompensate the attor- | 
neya:and marshals of the United: States. for the 
districts of Georgia and South Carolina; which 

was. pead twice and committed, wie thee 

Mire PEARCE, of Rhode Island, from the Vom, 
mitee. on Commerce, reported a bill making an 
Appropriation, for the eregtion of a: marine hos- 


1! 


pital. near Ocracoke iglet,iin the. State..af North | 


Garolina; which. was read. twice and-cammitted. 
Mr. BEALE, from the Conmmittee. on. lavalid 
Pensions, reported a bill for the-relief-of: Josiah 
Curtiss. which. was sean: twieg and. committed. .- 
‘Mr. STORER, front the Consmittee on Revo+ 
kun Pensions, reported: a: bill. for the relief | 
of T. Kellar; ; which wen read. twice and commit- 


ei JACKSON, of ‘Moamebusatis,, “from: the 
Committers on Roade and Ganals,,reported:a bill |, 
thauthenizethe conagtauetion ef 4 railroad through | 
tha lands of the United States in Springfield, Mas- |: 
sathuaaties which: was ead wines: and padered to | 
ba: e ywi nj 


TE nE ee it 


” Unéarorble reponse upon veriqus Lpstidonmand | ii i in 


menona weremade by Mesene- PC \FULLER, | 
CHAMBERS, of Kegincky, and DARDING. | 
TON, from the ne tue of Claims: Mr. LIN- | 
GOLN; + from the, Committee: qa- Rablic: Lanls; 
ee: : CHAPIN andy in UNDERWOOD). from | 
thie: Committée: on, Revolutionary Claimas. Mr. | 
HOAR, from the Oomrmitteriauilovalid/Pensions; 
end by Mesurs; MORGAN and SRORBR Kram 
the Gammitice on Revolutionary Pensions, 
' On motion of My: WHITTLESRY, the. Con: 
Inittee Of Claims were discharged from the farther 
coniéideration of several petitions; ayd:teave was 
given: tò the petitioners to withdvaw thesaine, ” 
‘{Me. Crap, from the Committe“on Revdlil- 
tionary cama made ait atlvetsetefiort upon the 
tition of fhe Heirs of Johw Moore, tate of Ala- 
7 deceased! ” Mr.C, from thoshte com- 
mittee, asked that the committee be’ diszhar, 
from ‘the further donsideratitn SF thd peGtiotr. of 
Cornelius: Fenwick. STko mbtios was to:] 


‘On thotion of Mr: ‘CARTER, Ftwas *" we 


Resolved, That the Comat on ‘Revilitidnary Claims 


be dostrented to niqeite cd bkidiohéyidf paylug to 
the heirs of Captain seth mga Daniel MeNfahicn = pay and 
commutation as said (Captain } MecMahen, decease wag en- 


BiR to for revotitionary services, A 
.. On motion of Mr, HANNEG ity as, sj 
© Resolved, That the Commit e on the Fo: 
Post Roads be instructed, to inquire. into thë pat Oaee & b : ont 
establishing a post route froin Kirk's -Cross set oy 
Frankfort and Soferson, to ta Mid eite, in State of pe 
diana. “OF T3 a 
-c On'motion of Mr. INGHAM, itwas: ety | 
f looove h That the ‘Connie ori -Cothinerce: be im- | 
tru taduquire into h nmi ieas e Daa]: a 
aari eal hile 


iation for erecting or providjng.a 
Beate of Connecticut. ` Pe 


On motion of Me BEALE Pige 
‘a Resolved That: the Areeni of Invalid 

structed to i re inta the et 
„Hartman, a agp iar of i precy of maring é 
Jalon ad: consequent arrearogéa of. TAUS É he has. 
« moe lato dacision of, the, Comsnivsioner, a. Pow 


On mation: of My. INGEAN ii aa 


E ‘ 


lest 


Resolved, That the Committee on: Ravolatiqi 
be instructed to quire iata the papdiency, edt 
be paid to Ely Ransom, or his heirs or légal i resa nimiae, 


‘the suni duz on a final setthemeùt certi cnit i Ms skied 
for 92306, dated the 22d day of Maruhy t7 ; 


TREATY WITH THE TARSAN i 
` On motion of Mr. BELL, Cinstruated by. the 


ich was read twice ahd committed. * ie 


at a j 


itto effet thé treaties with the Chickasaw tribe 
of Indians, of the 20th October; 1832, and the 
24th May, 1834. 


was read the. third time and passed. aa 
i OTHER BUSINESS. 
ji “Mr. WEBSTER, on leave, 
amendment, which he intended o ering'to a bili ; 
on the Speaker’ s tables which was ordered to be | 
' printed. l 


presented a petition, which was referred. 


SENATE BILLS REFERRED. 

The following: bills and joint resolation. from , 
the Senate were read twice and committed: 
||. A bill for the relief of Robert Allen,and other | 
i heirs of James Allen, deceased; ; 

_A bill. to fix the compensation. of the principal .: 
clerk employed in the office of the Adjutant and | 
Inspector General; 


| . & bill for the relief of Henry Wainwright; 
‘A. joint resolution to. apply the unexpended || 


afenue, and for other purposes; 


' Portugal, and to tedate the’ duties on wines; and 


A Dili giving effeċt to thé eighth article. of the ` i it was within his own knowled, 


! | ifea aty of 1819 with Spain. 
Pec GENERAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Onmotionof. Mr. CAMBRELENG, the House, | 


further execution of the special order of the 
| 29th January, andin pursuance of the further 
order adopted on. yesterday, resolved itself: into 
a: Committee’ on: the state: of. the Uniony:.(Mr. 
Partvon in the chaiz,)and resumed the-consi 
thon of. the Lill. making appropriations for the 
oo and a yeaa expenses of Government: fer |; 
us 

ahs nding was an amendment, ib | 
ssittesk Ritew, of Misson; for an | 


rqileation 
y Mr. 


edditionst i item of: $1,000 far oost of certain land | 


ane decided: against: States, in the 
ped pa Court of the E Seats aoi | 
Florida, under the aote af 1934. andy 1938, 
providing for: the:- settlement: of asrtain<d land. 
slsime. in: Missopri and Flozide; subsequently 
modified, by: tt, pene of: Mr: Semien, ‘te execnd 
i| the: same tothe ferritory of. Arkansas; - ; i 
:' Fhe.amendmeñt was rejected.‘ 
‘Mr. HARDIN movet to strike out the Diiring 
clause: ‘t Fob inex to the reporter of. ihe 
decisions: ofthe: »: County '$1,000;:and | 


| 


gáva; as a reason forthe 'motiony that a:'nunder || 


of cases had been inaecuratel y: di referri 

tione case in whieh de him “had doteo 
å of: a hundred: errora. - amiwg e 

Mr. HARPER thought, af. the office was indis- 

pensable; driif it was: 

ttem ought not ta'bd stricken outi: Hfyhowever, 


ti 


Mev Peters, the teporten;was incompetent sà dha- 
ir the ‘ab ai f dagen sameeren ce eppoiatet 
n: yeh lg ita cures 


|| she intention:ef renswing:it M. the House. ~. 
vi Mn HARDIN moved: an: ‘additional item ‘ef || 
_ || $250 as compensation ‘to: the cleric for recording 


| j the opinions ‘of the S e:Coittt. ` 
ge CAMBRELENG inquired if thie was: im 
appropriation: bil of last: yaar? 


= Mre HARDIN replied: harit ras, and refer 
to theceet, ct io r 

-5 Phe amendment was themngreed toi: ; 

Mr. ÇAMBRELENG moved'to i cipkve the 

| tni for the grpenen of thë Sup ae and‘ other 


| 


courts, jail, ‘prosecations, rs, witnesses, for | 
arie aa Hits, &é., in the jorns, of Columbin, 
to $345,000, and stated that he made 


‘thn 
g the’ persons charged with ane, fire to | 


Committee on Indian Affairs,) the House went 


Mito Committee ‘of the’ Whole'(Mr.’Grancén in ||" 


the chair) or the bill from the Senate to carry !! 


the e Treaty 1 building., 


Agreed t i te, ar te, 
“On the folléwirig’ ‘clatrve biti A fads i 
For erecting a frame building for u beicon Nght at! the 


he 


j | press the motion then, as 


sat wit pier, i j tthe: ema iat Bisel: birer, Obin 
nat 2 tanita age: 
Mr. CAMBRELENG said he could not: fio 


The biii was read, when the committe rose, || any previous act authorizing this ca ila 
reported the same without amendment, and the į | pane on that 
bill 


round he moved ta strike it outs z 
ŠER hoped the gentleman would not 
e:gentleman repre 


-Mr. STO 


i senting: that district was out of hie sal; where» 


resented | ‘an o 


"Pr. CAMBRELENG withdrew it, intimaating 


+ that he should renew it in: the House if there: was 


Mr. WILLIAMS, of North Carolina, on Teate; | F 


o existing law authorizing ity and he had pesi 


; - unable to s discover one. 


. ‘The following clause being read: ise 


Í - Fot office rent aad fuel for ait the sarveyer's offices, 


92,100— 

“Mr. CAMBRELENG remarked that it. was 
| proper he should state that this wasa new item, 
`. though he should not move to strike it-out.till he 
` heard ‘whether it wris nece: or net. 

Mr, WISE thought it eoald not be possible 
= that our surveyors wanted à sum of $2,1C0 for 


A bill to repeal the duties on certain articles, | f the purchase of fuel. in the northwestern wilder- 
! and to reduce those on others, therein enumerated; |. ness, where that article was of ho: pecuniary 


|i valas, 


era- | 


i 


ides, f \+-bytlaws the | 


! Held 


Mr, JOHNSON, of Louisiana, replied that all 


balance of the appropriation for rebuilding the 1 the offices were‘ not im the northwest; ‘and office 

Potomac bridge to the improvement of Maryland |: rent was in some places so: high‘ that the salary 

_ |) ofthe surveyors was freqently greatly diminished 
A bill to suspend so much of the act imposing `i by it. 

disctiininatitig duties, &c., ad applies to the veg- ` 

sels and goods from the’ islands belonging to - 


Mr. ASHLEY advocated: the clause. 

‘Mr. CORWIN was satisfied that, instead of 
striking out the item, it ort to be doubled, for 
e that the survey- 
ors in Hlinois ahd Indiana hi to pay ae mach as 
i! from §500-to $800 offtee rent.’ 

Mr. OWENS, with a view (he said) of testing 
the sense óf the commana; moved - to strike out 
the item. 
it Mr. LAWLER moved të amend the clause by 
i eh additionat item; appropriating & sum not ex- 
| ceeding: $308 fot office rent to tle several regis- 
ters and recéivers.of the publie monoys, 

Mr: JOHNSON, of Tetnessee, was opposed 
| both to the emehdment and vø the original e 

- These’ contingent provisions werg continual 
i| inereabing, and he sdw'tio reason for these ext 
allowantes at the presènt time. : Phe offivers in 
question had done withoutthem for twenty years, 
and should continite: ty dó bos at legst until some 

rason: Wed: piven ‘for the ihertabe. | ¢ 

Mr, JOHNSON, -of ‘Lawisiana;' briefly advo- 
‘cated the original p revision and the amendment. 

“Mr. HARDIN | ‘hoped: thé clauses would be 
stricken: out, for thése inéreases were -pohtintally 
aking place, ‘and: no vednetion wiwi ever made, 
“hor any'ofice abuliehed, Thesé things were aue- 
menting by ‘little and little, as they had done in 
‘the old” coltintries of Eurdpe, till at length’ we 
i Should have'an army of otfice-holders, with all 
b, nnd subordinates. 


hoa 


‘ther variogs classes, 
Et wits in’ this’ rnd that: the expenditure of this 
i| Govern ment had twelled’ nor iwelve t to'twenty 
| dillignd within:a few years 
My. LAWLER ai Vented hiy amowdmént: It 
‘wag no good reason that j stice ahould be with- 
from one clst of Sfftora' because! others 
‘fepejved a higher edmpensitian’ than ‘they were 


‘entitled to, or because others ntieht'ask for what 


<i iof Mr: THOMAS, » l, 
Eri Mt wapgeaioniet Mr: THOMAS, with | 


| 


the mation, on the ground of the expense of ar- | 


i 


i foe ee cee 


“Was unequal or unjust. By this Tule, no allowance 
‘woulf ever be made to-any officers if they were 
“to withhold a: jist: renrunération from one class - 
| because another might ask for what yee upred- 


‘sotiable. 

‘Mr. RIPLEY wee asi ta atickle? for có- 
„omy as the geritlethats | Kentucky, but then 
i| they ought not to inipose—fhe ‘would not say 
|; upon the officers, but upon the pe people; Bt heey 
‘duties withóüt a due cotrpensation. | Now, in nd 


district where he lived, not a man could be. 
tò atcept the office, und thé ë sired Wika -t 
‘not an acie of land was held in one of thè most 
important agricultural napaa in crane únder 
patents. Ne o'marnnweutd accept the appbintisent, 
sation: was so:-miserable and cos- 
at no man could ge there with. his 
| aml without involving :-hrmself in debt. 
VANDERPOEL.. was. opposed 
| ‘amendment. If it could be made to ap’ 
i! these aed baa not aah by erage Bont 
way woul to increase tbeir TES, 
compensating (hems fr thie indirect mode. Should 


ible, t 
the 
i thet 
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the amendment be agreed to, they would have all 
the other officers coming there to ask a similar 
provision, and there would be no end to it. 

Mr. RIPLEY mentioned the tact, that there 
was no class of public officers in this Government, 
excepting those connected with the Land Office, 
but what had their office rent and fuel paid out of 
the public Treasury. Why should this distinc- 
tion be made between the officers of the West and 
all others? There could be no valid reason for it. 

Mr. VINTON said there never had been less 
occasion for the extra allowance proposed than 
at the present time, on account of the large amount 
of sales, for which they received a percentage. 
The arzument or the gentieman from Louisiana 
applied only to that State, and ought not to be 
acted upon asa general rule, or taken as a stand- 
ard for the western States. 

Mr. LANE remarked that there were no offices 
so much sought after in this Government as 
those of the registers and receivers of the public 
lands, He referred to his own State. lt was 
true, they received a salary of only $500, but 
they received a percentage of one per cent, oa the 
sales, a commission on the deposits, and various 
other perquisites, amounting altogether to be- 
tween two-and three thousand a year. 

Mr. BOON was willing, if any special case of 
necessity existed, to vote for it, but no such had 
ever existed in the State of Indiana, so far as 
came Within his knowledge. He believed those 
officers already received an ample remuncranon 
under the existing law, and he should vote against 
any increase. 

Xr THOMPSON, of South Carolina, said it 
was true that this was a small matter, but it in- 
volved an extraordinary principle He was op- 

osed to this indirect mode of increasing salaries. 
f they were too small, and proved to his satis- 
faction to be so, he would be willing to add $500 
a year to them; but, so far from this being so, he 
rentured to say that no officers were better paid 
than the registers and receivers of the public 
lands. Who ever saw a poor one? Why, they 
were already paid more than the Governor of any 
western State, and received salarics of $2,500 in 
States where judges of the superior courts did not 
receive a thousand dollars. He was opposed to 
the amendment in toto on principle, and the more 
so frorn the apparently insidious manner in which 
it had been proposed. He sincerely hoped and 
trusted it would be rejected. 

Mr. RIPLEY said, as the Senators and Rep- 
resentatives from Louisiana had been instructed 
by the Legislature on the subject, he moved, in 
axecution thereof, an amendment to the follow- 
ing effect: That the registers and receivers, when- 
ever their salaries and emoluments did notamount 
to $1,000 a year, should be furnished with office 
rent at the expense of the Government. 

Mr. LAWLER accepted this as a modification, 


|i 


word ‘‘ Prussia,” and increasing the amount to 
$13,500; which, attera few words oi explanation, 
was agreed to. 

Mr. CAMBRELENG moved to strike out the 
following item: 

For coutingent expenses of all the missions abroad, 
$30,000. 

Mr. A. H.SHEPPERD wished the gentleman 
to include in his motion a reduction of the item, 
“for contingent expenses of foreign intercourse,” 
from $30,000 to $9,000, as he wished to address 
the committee on the whole subject embraced in 
those two items. 

Mr. CAMBRELENG remarked, that the two 
clauses could not be embraced in one motion, but 
the gentleman mightavail himselfof either motion 
to give his views. 

Mr. SHEPPERD then addressed the commit- 
tee at length on the subject of the expenditures 
of the several Departments, going at large into 
the whole subject, and referring to a variety of 
details and statements under the several heads 
embraced in the contingent and incidental ex- 
penditures of the differert Departments. 

The amendment of Mr. CAMBRELENG was 
then agreed to, and the clause was stricken out. 


The following clause being read: 

For the expenses of intercourse with the Barbary Pow- 
ers, SU 400— 

Mr. A. H. SHEPPERD wished this item re- 
duced, and moved to strike out the present sum, 
and substitute the sum of $10,000, 

Mr. MASON, of Virginia, said the item had 
already been reduced from the appropriation of 
former years, and was $3,600 less than the actual 
expenditure in 1834-’35. He also added, that 
within the last two years these expenditures had 
been regulated by responsibility, as they would 
be in future, each agent being under an obligation 
to produce his vouchers forevery item of account. 
He also entered into a statement of the items of 
which the appropriation was made up. If the 
gentleman would limit it to $12,000, Mr. M. 
would have no objection. 

Mr. SHEPPERD accepted this as a modifi- 
cation. 

Mr. WISE understood the question to be this: 
that our consuls to the Barbary Powers were in 
the habit of making presents to them, and by a 
law of 1810 these consuls were required to re- 


turn vouchers for these presents; but this had | 


not been done, and the accounts had been paid 
without vouchers, by adopting another system 
of procuring presents, viz: by buying them in the 
! United States. This, he supposed,.bad been done 
ito encourage American manufactures, to carry 
f out the 
| W. read a list of articles-farnished as presents 
| by the State Department, among which was nan- 
| keen, the production of Georgia. This might be 


BE 


para of the American system.. Mr. || 


and addressed the committee for a short time in ` an ingenious invention to substitute the law, by 


support of his amendment, and of the reasons : patronizing articles of American production, but | 


that had induced him to move it,which were that ` it was probably done for the purpose of patron- 
the present compensation was inadequate. Surely : izing an agent of them here. . 
where those officers did not receive more than a ` . MASON, of Virginia, replied 
thousand dollars, it would be unreasonable to to the original law, passed in Mr. 
compel them to pay from three to five hundred administration, authorizing the President to open 
dollars out of that for office rent. He denied that | and carry on intercourse with the Barbary Pew- 
his proposition was either insidious or extraordi- | ers, and to send agents there. He then entered 
nary; and if all appropriations were as free from ; into an explanation, establishing the fact that the 
objection as this there would be no great objec- |: provisions of the law had been carried out. The 
tion to them. i sum to be expended was, under the amendment, 
Mr. HARPER was opposed to the amendment |! $12,000, and all the agency would amount to 
on the ground that it was not in pursuance of a i, would be the small sum of $600. 
preéxisting law; and even, if assured of its neces- Mr. SHEPPERD briefly explained that the 
sity, he should vote against it in the present bill nankeen had been charged at the fair market 
on that account. | price, and it was a very saleable commodity. He 
The amendment, as modified, was not agreed || fad also inquired whether that article had. been 
to. ne i ‘inserted at the requisition of the Secretary of 
The question then recurred on the motion of | State, and he was satisfied, from that investiga- 
Mr. Owens to strike out the whole clause; which | tion, that it had not. ; 
was agreed to, k i) Mr. MASON explained that the clerk in the 


. Mr. HARDIN gave notice that he should move Department made out the list without the slight- 
in the House .o non-concur in the amendment €t consultation with the Secretary of State; that 
appropriating §250 to the clerk fur recording the | the demand exceeded the production, and that 


opinions of the Supreme Court. i. Mr. Forsyth’s agent gave no preference. He 


: . : | also stated the fact that, when Mr. Forsyth ascer- 
The following clause being read: tained the order had been given for the feno 


For outfits of chargé des affaires to Mexico and Peru, ` nankeen, that gentleman objected to its execution, 
$9,000-— ~, ton the ground that there was not enough for 


Mr. MASON, of Virginia, moved to insert the | American consumption. 


by referring 


efferson’s |i 


April 26, 


| The amendment as modified, was then agreed 
| 
| 


to. 
Mr. CAMBRELENG moved to strike aut the 
clause, 
For contingent expenses of foreign intercourse, $30,000. 
Which was agreed to. 
The following clause being read: 


For expenses of translation in preparing a “ Digest of 
Commercial Regulations of Foreign Countries,” under the 
resoiution of the House of Representatives of 3d of March, 
|, 1831, $500— 

Mr. CAMBRELENG moved to strike out 
“ one,” and insert, ‘‘ for the third volume of the 
same, $5,000,’ so as to make it read, $5,500; 
which was rejected. 


The following clause was then read: 
For the Documentary History of the American Revolu- 
tion, per aet of 2d March, 1833, $20,000. 
Mr. JOHNSON, of Tennessee, made some re- 
marks inreference to the extraordinary contract 
| under which this work was printed. By the terms 
| of this contract, the individuals with whom it 
was made (Clarke and Force) had the power of 
': printing every document and paper from the first 
ji discovery of the American continent to the close 
j of the Revolution. The volumes cost the coun- 
| try twenty-one dollars each; and, instead of being 
ii limited to $408,000, the first estimate, it would 
|| probably exceed double that sum, for the parties 
assumed to themselves the right to make cach 
| volume as large as they pieascd. He should move 
i to strike out the clause; and he intended to sub- 
i; mit, at a future day, a resolution directing an 
|| inquiry to be made as to the propriety of rescind- 
|. ing the contract altogether, and paying the dam- 
i ages. At all events, it had better lie over. The 
House had been grossly imposed upon, and the 
d pnis would make more by it than if Congress 
‘had given them $20,000 a year for doing nothing. 
-© The motion was agreed to, and the clause was 
|! stricken out. : 
| Some conversation took place on the clause 
| appropriating $300,000 for the erection of the cus- 
` tom-house at New York, between Mr. UNDER- 
|, WOOD, Mr. CALHOUN of Massachusetts, Mr. 
| HARDIN, and Mr. CAMBRELENG, (the latter 
| gentleman producing the correspondence between 
j: the Secretary of the Treasury and the architect 
‘and superintendent, including the estimates for 
: the current year, and for completing the building, 
| which was stated to be about $750,000,) Mr. 
| JOHNSON of Tennessee, Mr. STORER, Mr. 
| REYNOLDS of Illinois, and 
|| Mr. MERCER, who moved to strike out the 
|: Whole appropriation; which was rejected—ayes 
44, noes 81. 
Mr. MERCER then moved to reduce the. ap- 
| propriation one half, ($150,000,) which, after a 
| few words from Mr. CAMBRELENG, was re- 
jected—ayes 53, noes 74. 


Mr. CHAMBERS, of Pennsylvania, moved te 
| strike out the following clause: 
| _ For completing the public warehouse at Baltimore, 
j| $17,000. 
! Mr. McKIM made a brief explanation, and 
| the amendment was rejected without a count. 
The other ciauses of the bill were then agreed 


0. 

Mr. CAMBRELENG then moved to increase 
the item for. compensation to the clerks and mes- 
sengers in the office of Indian affairs from 93,950 
i to $4,950, and explained that the committee had 
reported less than the law authorized, thouglr not 
so much as was asked. 

Mr. HAWES moved that the committée rise; 
which was negatived—ayes 50, noes 91. 
The amendment was then agreed to. 


Mr. CAMBRELENG moved to amend the bill 
| by adding an item of $347 67 for payment of the 
claims of Colonel Lawrence and others, being 
art of an -appropriation made by the act of the 
th March, 1816, for these objects, carried to the 
surplus fund on the 30th December, 1826, reap- 
propriated on the 20th March, 1828, and again 
carried to the surplus fund on the 31st December, 
1830; which was agreed to. 
Mr. CAMBRELENG moved a further amend- 
ment: 


For the expense of medals aud swords to Colonel Croghan 
and othets, $5,200, 


i 


ti 


1986.: 4- 


“Which was agreed to—ayes 113, ‘noes nòt | 
counted. i 
Mr. CAMBRELENG moved the following: 
For the expense of bringing to the seat of Government 
the votes for Prasident and Vice President of the Cuited 

States, 22.070. l 
Agreed to. a 
Mr. CAMBRELENG then moved further to 
amend the bill by adding the following item: 
For the servey of the coast of the United States, 960,000. 


Mr. C. explained that this branch of the ser- 
vice had been recently transferred from the Navy 
to the Treastiry Department. Sar 

Mr. HARDIN inquired whether the mineval- 
oe ‘was ineluded in this appropriation i because, 
if go, he was dead against him? 

Mr. CAMBRELENG replied in the 
‘and the item was shen agree td. : : 

Mr. CAMBRELENG then moved & series of 
appropriations fur the salaties of Governor, 

Ï , Bécretary, district attórney, marshal, and 
contingent e -of Wisconsin Territory, 
$10,500; also for the pay and mifeage to thè mem- 
bers af the Legisiative oureil, printrig the laws, 
&e.; 99,400; and for the pabhe buil 
library of said Territory ; $235,000. - 

: Mr. JOHNSON, of 
estimates for these appropriations had been sub- 
mitted to the Committee óf Ways and Means? 

Mr. CAMBRELENG replied that: they had 
wot, because there had béen ‘no opportunity, as 
‘thé bill establishing the Terrtory had only been 
andér tonsideration a day or two a He would 
state, however, that the items had been filled up 
from the bill, including the Governor's salary, 
which, if reduced itr the bill, could be reduced 
when the bill came into the House.’ 
` “Phe amendment‘Waa then agreed to © = 

Mr: CAMBRELENG moved: an addition’ 


“i 


item: age gic oN 
i Aa asd tcc a Baar nee gad par: 
Agreed to. TO the aia eek F 
_ Mr. CAMBRELENG moved. an additional 
tens of $4,5: fox the repairs of 
ings at Staten Island; which was-agreed to. 
r. CAMBRELENG. moved an item for. 


negative; 


ings and | ) t 
n tustom-house in this country built of marble? 
ennesset, inquired if the | 


" thibuting the surplus revetrc, and he wae glad to 


A z > tract: : ‘ 
the public bnild- My; CAMBRELENG was nterely repelling © 


de | 


fraying the expenses of the survey. of lots in | 


the town of Galena, IHinois, made by the sur- 


veyors general of Missouri and Ilinois, under | 


the act of Congress. of 1829, $1,000; which was 
agreed to. web ty” E og ee > 
* Mr. CAMBRELENG moved thi following: 
For a eustmn-bouve in theciy bf Bhston, setts, 
im addition to a former appropriation, $200,000. : 5: 
Mr. LAWRENCE made a brief ¢xphination | 
in ‘relation to the ‘manher of bringing forward ; 


this proposition, and sad that i¢would have been || no reason 
originally inserted in the bill but for want’ of | for structure 
time. He 


also stated that in respect to the amount || and he should, therefore, vote agtinst it, "1" :| 


of tonnage, though net’ dfi rg 
the t pert in the United States: 

Mr. CAMBRELENG confirmed the explana- 
tien of Mr. Lawnence as to the item not being | 
in the bill. : There was a doubt, at first, on the | 


Boston ‘was | 


minds of the members of the Committee of Ways | 


and Means, as to whether the subject belonged 
To that committee 
its’ reference to the Committed on Commeree, 
who, after investigation, reférred it back again to 
the formet committee, but too fate to be inserted 
in the bill, which had -been 
‘and printed. But for this season’ the à 
tion would have been inscried in the bill. 


Hy: 


$ 


onged : at this time a marble building in the whole cit 
sand they consequently moved |: of Boston, 


been previously reported | - Mr. i 
ppropria- — sire erty A knew oye in Phitadelphia there was |! 
: very little difference betwéett the cost of ite į! 
‘Mri UNDERWOOD then moved tô mend the | and o OK E ah aaa 


. upon the ehairman of the Committee of Ways | 


| who ought to know something about ‘the pavip?? | 
' and their intentions, and that gentemaw dit ‘he || 
, saw plainly that -his friend from New York wás i) apn 
: about to expend the 
| indicated: : 
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Mr. LAWRENCE had no objection tè the || 
amendment. il 
Mr, UNDERWOOD inquired ifa proper house 


' for the purpose requircd could not be constructed ` 


in the way his amendment proposed for $100,000 
in ‘addition to the sum alread oa are 

Mr. LAWRENCE replied that the land for 
the site of the eustom-house would probably cost 
somewhere from $125,000 to $175,000, but of the 
building he had not gone into the particulars. ' 
AH the people of Boston wanted was a substan- 
tial, good, solid building, without any marble or 
ornaments of any kind. + | ace 
Mr HAWES. thought it altogether unneecs- ; 
sary to make any reposition td this préposition, | 
ag the House had already determined, that the 
custom-house at New York should cost $750,000. 
He hoped then, after granting that, they would 
not refuse this to the people of Boston; and, for ` 
himself, he would vote them a like sum of 
$750,000, for he now saw that his friend, the 
chairman of the Committee of Ways and Means, 
was resolved to take the whole of the surplus 
reverite out of the Treasury for these expendi- | 
tures.” ect ? l j 

Mr. WISE begged to inquire if there was any || 


{Several voices exclaimed “New York !??*New 
York !”] There was, then, a néw project for dis- 


hear from one of ‘‘the party” the imention charged 


and Means of expending it. There was half a 
miHiön of dollars at one fell swoop før building | 

twe ynammoth marble temples in the cities of New. 
York and Boston! aa 
: Mr. CAMBRELENG would only réply' that 
the ‘*marble’’ contracts weré:not made by one of . 
“the párty; ” but by one of the “other party.” | 
Mr. MERCER thought thata litte unkind; for | 
though he was not at this time a een 
of the: late Secretary of State, (Mr. MeLane;) he 
once wab, and he was sorry to find that gentle- 
man mode the scape-goat, and corhpelled to bear 
all the weight of this most improvident ‘¢on- 


an attack of the gentleman froty’ Virginia, Mr. 
hed Bi : Ea EN whet TE ok oy 

Mr. WISE merely asked tt question, buf miade |: 
no'attaek upon- any ore. “His allusion was -¥ | 
the gentleman from ‘Kentucky, [Mr. Hawes, ii 


surplus revenue in the way | 


Mr. HAMER; ‘with: reference to Mr: Unben- | 
Wwoop’s smendwhetit, remarked that he could see |! 
ry’ the limitations, as to the matetials . 
/ should -be confined to Béston only; | 


‘Mr. UNDERWOOD wished to guard against || 
the eteetion of another marble: palace, and ‘he ;' 
had no objection to modify his amendment; 9d as | i 
to provide that the’ superstructure of the Boston |; 
custom-house should ‘be of brick, veon oo] 

Mr. LAWRENCE stated that there was not 


i 
nor did he think it likely there would | 
be. They were all of granite, because that was | 
the cheapest as well as the most available mate- 

rial they had for building. © = coor o 
ARPER had some Ktrowledge of this biisi- || 


f the best white marble: He also knew that | 


amendment so as to require the foundation of te '! granite trust neeessarily be dearer than bricks, | 


balidings tø be of stonc, and thé superstructure | 
Of brick? ee ye 


was composed 
foundations of àlt the buitdin 
of that material. They ‘lived ia a e6u of 
graki, which was therefore as cheap Witt them | 
as brick. — Coon TREP n BP A eae no toa 
Mr. UNDERWOOD: was’ satisfied with the 
explanation; and would modify his amendment so 
as to cause the superstructure to be furnished of 
brane or brick. After the-éxample of thé mar- 
le palace at New York, hé was convineed some 


provision of this kind wax indispensable.’ © ; 


f erage the oe of ine the bss í 
5o o Mr. iLL, of Maine, said; the gèr an 
Me. LAWRENCE remarked that the-seititself | froni Pennsylvania last u lHa ea] was, 
of granite, and consequently the | he understood, a practical 
iw: Boswn ‘were ‘| 
|ior 
i from a-gfánite coun 


(Mr. Hanpi] was, | 
t brickmaker, and‘ that | 
tay decount for his preference of brick to granite, 
any othe# material; php Mr. Hi. eame || 
, and could assure thé gen- |: 
teman ‘frott: Pennsylvania and thet committee, 
that granite could be furnished in Boston for the 
erection of ‘the custom-house at as lowa rate of | 
coat as bricks. He ‘thought the amendment of 
the gentleman from Kentucky was therefere im- 
‘Material 0 oo o ` 
| Aftersome further remarks by Messrs: OUSH- | 


| brick or granite ; 


., héthad a right to expect the vote of 


- westetr country as 


noes 68. -` 


‘| qaestion 


; it the expenditures, each article purchasdd, the 
7 and to whom the seme shali have been, paid. : p- ::7; 


le 
1 


x 


a ape me ae a e A 
TIITA 


ee o: 


ING, UNDERWOOD, ‘LAWRENCE, HAR- 
PER: HANNEOAN, REED, PRYTON, and 
RIPLEY, i 
:Mr. UNDERWOOD again modified hisamond- 
ment as follows: ; ne nas E Ed 
Provšle!, That shid custam-liouse shali be constructed of 


ae 


which was rejected; and the original amendment 
was then agreed to. : , 
© Mr. HAWES then proposed an amendment 
“for enlarging: the custom-house in Louiarille, 
Ree: $25,000." 7 > iss ot eet 
Mre H. had but a few words to say in relation 
to this proposition. -Louisville was now à port 
of entry, and one‘of the most ‘impertant com- 


. mercial cities on the western waters. When they 


had: already appropriated, in addition to other 
large appropriations for the city of New York of 
$0,000, not ‘to complete, but for: or towards the 
completion of a custom-house there; and ¢200,000 
to the city of Boston ‘for-the sanie purpose—for 
he had no doubt ‘they weéuld be ealled’upon for 
additional appropriations next session —how, 
when all this had been done for those two ¢ities, 
tlemen for 
thís simple sum of $25,000 for the city of Louis: 
ville. -Moreover; he would pledge hitriself that, 
when that sum was granted; no more would ‘be 
asked fora long course of yéuts Yo cote forthe 


same object. He would now test the impertiatity 
. of gentlemen who had voted such large appropri- 


ations’ for the eastern country, ahd see if they 
were equally willing: to extend the same benefits 
to the West. He did notiask'a tenth for Louis- 
ville that had beer appropriated for New York; 
and that was a city ofw mach importance tothe 
was New York or Boston to 

the Bast `- E a feo R 
Mr. MASON, 6f° Virginia; ‘remarked that he 


had been in his seat nodW héarly eight hours with- 
out refreshment, and, as there were' still several 


. aretrdments to be offered, he méved that the com- 


mittee rise; „which was “hegatived ayes’. 65, 
Mr. GRAVES Roped the drtiendment would 
revail, © te gi oe at ade 3 
PMr. ‘CAMBRELENG knéw nothing of the 
; and should, therefore, rostrve his vote 
upon ashe te ou oe bere Wa If the 
mover would satisfy the Hous tit wae proper, 
he should theva for fee 
n Fheathendment wae nöt agreed to—nyes 44, 
hoes not coimed. H ong PET a ET 
ur ar UN rhea AAT ‘en poppet 
opriatiti’ $500;000 for thé phrpost of improv- 
the navigable’ KARANTA th State of Ker- 


i| tacky, to be paid to, ahd expended under the 


direction of, the buard/of internal improvements 
of that State; which was rejected. ~ 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Tennessee, then offered 
the amendment, of Which’ he had given notice, 
to come in as t second séction of the'bill, ns fol-. 
lows: Se Eee Oe 

Bec. I. Ahd be 6t: further ertacted, That it ehall bo the 
War ani sabetan ipl be nae Treasury, af the 

var avy Departments, ang- @ Postépaster, Ge 
eral, and the Sécretary of the Senate and Clerk of the House 


i: of Representatives, to lay before Cobgress, the first week in 


Januiryin each year, a statestion?’ showing in detail the er- 
pendizurcs of the previous giano the various sems whieh 
may have been appropriated by Congress for the, contingent 
expenses of their respective Departments, and the two 
Houses of Corigress, specifying the appropriation, and under 
9 
ty 


The amendment wab agreed tót.: <4. 623° 
‘Mr. ‘STORER’ proposed “eviter? of 425,880 
a the‘érection öf a'tnarite hospital ut Cincinnati, 
hio. oigo eC AL ut el ag 
Mr. ie ECI by caer j jona to 
amend thë: foregoing bý appropridthg thé! sur 
f ——— déilars for the erection of a marine Kód- 


ital on the westdrn Waters; the site to be WeRetetl 


byrand money to bé expended uder the dired- 


| tion of, the raat peng Og Ke Treasary.* <> 1% 19 


“Mr. R. remarked deat the gentleman from Mad- 
sachusetts had done the subject so much ‘justice, 
and had advanced such liberal views, that it was 
almost ‘useless for him to'say ene word to the 
committee. But it "u a subjéct i vanim 
ancé tothe people of Illinois, Whon he tepresénied; 
and on ikas “Comaideration, he fol "say tothe 


i| committee, that many merkosioas.individaals, in 


navigating the westhi: Waters; become siek, and 
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for the irrepose and care. Not one 
l existed in all the region of the 


hare no place 
ublic hospita 


Vest. £ 
There are navigating the western waters more : 


than forty thousand people; and from the neces- 
sity of their avocation they pass through various 
climates and countries, so that they are necessa- 
rily subject to sickness and disease. 

The section of the State of Illinois which I have 
the honor in part to represent is situated on and 
between the largest and most navigavle rivers in 
the West,and on that consideration there is more 
business done on them than perhaps in any other 
part of the West, and, consequently, there are 
more sick and disabled sailors thrown on the 
shore of the district I represent than any other. 

This is the reason that he respectfully brings 
this subject before the consideration of the com- ` 
mittee, and hopes it may be adopted in the pre- | 
sent bill, which is before the committee. : 

It is true there is a bill reported to the House 
on this same subject; but it is extremely doubtful | 
if that bill, or many others of such character, will ; 
be acted on during the present session. 

In a conversation with the honorable chairman | 
of the committee who reported the bill providing | 
public hospitals in the West, he (Mr. R.) was 
satisfied with the bill, and is yet, if we could 
reach it and acton it. The bill allowing land 
could be changed into an appropriation for money, 
if that should be deemed the most advisable, ; 
which he considered it would be. He (Mr. R.) : 
said he had and others had, also, endeavored to 
bring up certain measures for the action of this 
House, but failed in them all. The gentleman 
from Indiana [Mr. Hannecan] had, on various | 
occasions, attempted to bring up the bill gradu- 
ating the price of the public lands, and failed in | 
them all. He (Mr. R.) had attempted to bring | 
before the Housc, on a day certain, the bill allow- | 
ing a pension to those brave men that defended | 
the country from the Indian enemy, from the | 
year 1783.to 1794, but failed in it. 

The subject of the West Point Acade 
not be brought up for the action of the 
Seeing all these attempts fail, Mr. R. feared that 
this subject could aot be brought up for the action 
of the House, and it is on this consideration he 
hoped the amendment would be adopted in the 
bill before the committee. 


> 
| 


“ and meaning of his amendment. 


Í Mr. K. remarked that he would detain the com- 
| mittee but afew moments in explaining the object 
It was a prop- 
osition which he felt it his duty to submitfrom a 
conviction, after mature reflection, that the object 
proposed to be accomplished deserves the serious 
and favorable consideration of the committce. He 
had not been in the habit, and he never would be, 
of submitting amendments merely to show an 
anxiety for the interests of his own constituents, 
or ‘to consume the valuable time of the commit- 
tee to no useful purpose. His object was to furnish 
the Legislature of each State and Territory in 
which the public lands are situated a complete 
authenticated copy of the field notes and maps of 
the lands within their limits. It is a matter con- 
nected intimately with the general subjects relating 
tothe publicdomain. I conceive that the item of 
expense necessary to accomplish this object be- 
longs to this appropriatien bill, as there are appro- 
priations contained in it for various purpeses 
connected with the land offices, and the lands 
' themselves. Is it not due to the new States, where 

the Government, the greatest of all land specu- 

lators that has ever been or ever will be, has sold, 

for the sake of revenue, millions upon millions of 

acres? Will not the Gencral Government place 

in the keeping of those States a copy of these land 


records, to them and their rights, perhaps, in the | 


course of time, the most important of all the 
documents they could possess ? 
These documents are retained by the General 


Government exclusively. They show the’ sub- 


divisions which have been made of the whole 
domain. They show the situation and mag- 
nitude of the various grants made to individuals 
by the Spanish, French, and British Govern- 
į ments, which, by treaties, the United States have 
| undertaken to confirm. They present a view of 
! a multitude of Indian reservations which have 
i been transferred to citizens of the United States. 
I would ask the committee if it is not important 


to the rights of the new States, that they should 
s y 


ty. can- 
ouse. | 


, have the maps and records by which they might 
` correctly comprehend the nature, situation, and 
magnitude of these grants, reservations, and sub- 
| divisions into which the public lands have been 
‘cut up, so as to apply correctly the taxing power, 
and to guard forever the titles and homes of their 


| 


The gentleman [Mr. Srorer] is laboring under 


a mistake in the course and views he has taken | 


of this subject. His amendment provides for 
the location of a pablic hospital at the city of Cin- 
annati, which will injure the measure. It is 
impossible for Congress to locate the hospitals; 
the sites must be selected by the Secretary of the 
Treasury, or some other competent officer of the 
Government. 

In conclusion, he hoped that the amendment 
would be adopted in the present bill, as the sub- 
ject might not be acted on in any other bill during 
the present session of Congress. 

The amendment of Mr. Reyno.ps was re- 
jected, as was also the proposition of Mr.Srorer. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Kentucky, moved that 
the sum of $50,000 be appropriated for the im- 
provement of the Cumberland river from the 
mouth of Laurel to Nashville, Tennessee; which 
was rejected. 

“Mr. BOON moved that the sum of $25,000 be 
appropriated for the erection of a marine hospital 
at Evansville, Indiana; which was rejected. 

Mr. ASHLEY renewed the amendment offered 
by him yesterday, for clerk hire in. the office of 
the surveyor general of Illinois and Missouri, 
$2,000. He explained that the appropriation 
was authorized by a pre¢xisting law. 

. Mr. JOHNSON, of Tennessee, remarked that 
the item had been struck out of the bill in the 


‘Committee of Ways and Means at his instance, | 
because he was unaware.of its being in pursuance ; 


of an existing law., As the gentleman trom Mis- 
-souri had produced the act, Mr. J., of course, 
withdrew his objection. 
- The amendment was then agreed to. 
Mr. KINNARD moved the following: 
Be it further enacted, That the sum of $29,000 be, and 


‘| which these records are liable while in the keep- 
ing of this Government? Ibeg leave to remind the 
committee, that some ycars ago a portion of the 
‘| maps and field notes were destroyed by the burn- 
i; ing of one or more of the offices of the surveyor 
‘general. What was the consequence? The sur- 
: veys had to be made anew. Suppose another 
i Treasury building—the destruction of other offices 
| of the surveyor general, and the consequent loss 
l of these records, showing the subdivisions of 


|| the domain-of whole States, densely settled, cm- 


| bracing towns and cities —what would have to be 
: done to secure and perpetuate millions of titles to 
| realestate which may have often changed owners? 
i The mischief which would engue would be be- 
j yond calculation. 
! country by the General Government remedy the 
i evil? Would it, if allowed by the States, which 
‘| is questionable, arrest the litigation that would 
grow out of the destruction of the original records 
' and the obliteration of the old landmarks? I 
| apprehend not. If the States would permit it, 
i and if Congress were disposed to make a resur- 
|! vey, it would be impossible to run the lines in all 
! cases as they were run at first, and to give.any- 
` thing like satisfaction in the attempt to readjust 
‘the surveys. There are other considerations, 
i which at this time he would not press on the 

attention of the committee. The item of expend- 
| iture for this important purpose is very small; 
and I think it due to the States, where the Gov- 
“ernment is collecting milligng upon millions. of 
i: dollars, in the sale of lands, to pass it promptly. 
| Mr. CARTER moved that the sum of $100,000 
| be appropriated to extend the improvement here- 
|: tofore commenced by the Government of the 
, United States at the Muscle Shoals, in the State 
: of Alabama, up the Tennessee and Holstonrivers, 


j 


citizens againt the accidents and contingencies to || 


Would the resurvey of the j 


„the same is hereby, appropriated to defray the expense of :: to Kingsport, in the State of Tennessee: 5 
“makiug copies of the field notes, map:, and surveys of the ii jacted oF : 7 eri y 18 
publie lands, sold and uasokl, m ench of the States and oJ a : 3 3 
| Mr. C. said, that it was his duty to say to the 
| i 


“Territories in which the public lands are situated, for the : fs 1 
use of the Legislature of such State or Territory. ii committee thathe offered this amendment for the 


purpose of acquiring for the country he repre- 
sented in part some of the benefits of the appro- 
pres and expenditures of the Government. 
i He was assured that the improvement of these 
: rivers could not be objected to upon constitutional 
scruples by those in support of the present Ad- 
ministration. Upon examination it will be found 
that the improvement proposed by the amend- 
ment is national in its character in several points 
of view. [tis national, because it opens a free, 
safe, and direct communication between the inte- 
rior of the fertile and valuable country of East 
Tennessee, possessing an inexhaustible treasury 
of natural wealth and national resources of indis- 
pensable materials for national defense, as wellas 
an abundance of provision stuffs; and, sir, it com- 
municates with a hardy, industrious, and patriotic 
people, who, upon all exigencies and calls of their 
Government, are always ready to pour out their 
blood and expend their treasure in defense of the 
| honor and free institutions of their country. All 
"= these indispensables, in time of difficulty and war, 
: can be transported with facility to the most vul- 
`. nerable part of our whole fronticr in defense of 
| the country. And, sir, in time of peace, the proper 
time to prepare for the defense of the country, tbis 
section of country of East Tennessee can, by the 
reception of some encouragement, supply the 
Government with ordnance and munitions of war 
| of every character and description upon much 
better terms and of superior quality to any she 
l: has heretofore been in the use of, all which can 
be transported by means of this improvement to 
| any part of the United States that the Government 
i; might require. Again, sir, the whole country is 
| interested in this improvement, for the single rea- 
| son that East Tennessee is capable of supplying 
the world with the indispensable articles of iron, 
| nails, &c., and of a better quality afforded any- 
i where else. East Tennessee scems, sir, tu be 
| designed by nature for a manufacturing country, 
| as well as agriculture, and only needs a market 
| to secure the independence and happiness of the 
: people. In order to aid in the procurement of this 
| independence, I hope this committee will adopt 
l! the amendment. , 
Mr. DENNY moved the sum of $20,000 for 
i the erection of a public hospital at Pittsburg, 
i Pennsylvania; rejected. -> 
| Mr. EVERETT moved that the sum’ of 
‘| $10,000,000 be paid to the several States, to be 
|, divided among them in pore to their Federal 
; numbers as ascertained by the last census; rejected 
| —ayes 38, noes not counted. 

Mr. RIPLEY moved that the sum of $200,000 
| be appropriated, to be expended under tie direc- 
i tion of the Secretary of the Treasury, to select 
| sites and prepare materials for the erection of 
| hospitals on the western waters for the accom- 
| modation of sick persons employed in navigation 
| thereon; rejected. 

Mr. GRAVES proposed the sum of $35,000 
ii for the endowment of a marine hospital at Louis- 
j; ville, Kentucizy, to be erected under the direction 
|, of the Secretary of the Treasury; rejected. 

Mr. LEA proposed the sum of $3,000 for the 
$ erection of a district court-house at Knoxville, 
: Tennessee; rejected. 


gi 


i 


| 
| 
| 
| 
{ 
i 


y haa: as far as First street, and 
| graduating the same; rejected. 

Mr. McKENNA, (at the instance of the gen- 
| leman who represented the western district of 
Virginia, [Mr. Monean,] who wasalsent through 
indisposition,) moved the sum of $25,000 for the 
erection of a commercial or marine hospital at 
Wheeling, Virginia; rejected. 

Mr. GLASCOCK moved the sum of $20,000 
for the erection of a marine hospital in the city 
of Savannah, Georgia, to be expended under the 
direction of the Secretary of the Treasury; re- 
| jected. 
Mr. MERCER moved that the amount of the 
| proceeds of the sales of the public lands, for the 

ast two years, be paid to the several States in 
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such suma as shall bear a just proportioa to their | 
Federal numbers. ' 

Mr. WISE inquired why his colleague lim- | 
ited the distribution to the proceeds of the last | 


two years onl 
because he wished to 


> 
Mr. MERCER replied, 
avoid the difficulty of meeting the argument of - 
withdrawing so much from the magnificent 
schemca of expenditure now going forward, and 
for other > ` 
Mr. WIS inquired what was the le 
amount of the proceeds of the public lands for 
that period? i 
Mr. MERCER understood it to be about six- 
teen mion dollars. a i 
Mr. WISE would suggest to gentlemen who 
wished to debate this question that then was the j 
accepted time, In this way, and thia way only, | 
could that question ever be debated. | 
Mr. MERCER then modifed his propos 
by extending the time to four years; ìt 
rejected. | 
Mr. HUNTSMAN rose and secientea his ia- | 
tention of submittiag a proposition for the erection 
of A maning hospital ar Memphis, Tennessee, 
15,000. 
6 Mr. H. said, that in offering the amendment 
which he was about to do, if he was to consult | 
his own judgment, he would most assuredly defer | 
it until the bill, which, it was said, would be | 
reported by the Committee on Commerce, in 
favor of a general and uniform system of marine | 
hospitals, came up for consideration. He consid- 
ered the subject one worthy of the consideration 
of Congress; the wants and necessities of such | 
an establishment were more in demand on the 
western waters than eleewhere. The diseases of , 
the climate, the universal resort of citizens of alt | 
parts of the United Staves, (he might say of the | 
civilized world,) combine to present this as a 
subject of deep solicitude to the people of the far . 
West. In returning from New Orleans, about the 
commencement of the sickly season, Memphis, : 
perhaps with a single exception, is the first point 
of highland. Those who contract the diseases of 
she climate incident to the lower latitades, as well 
as these whe have suffered from attacks of cholera 
and small pox, (which is not unfrequent,) have 
to land at thie point. Many have there died, and : 
have gone to theirlong homes without receiving the | 
assistance that the law of humanity in every civ- | 
ilized country upon the globe should guaranty to | 
the r, when cast abroad, sièk and afflicted, | 
in a foreign land. The citizens of Me is are | 
entitled to the everlasting gratitude of the States 
in the valley of the Mississippi, for the exertions 
(hag Have ways made for the ense; the comfort, | 
and the cure of the sick and afflicted from other | 
countries cast upon their hospitality. They have | 
even exerted themselves beyond their means for | 
this humane purpose. With a population of : 
fifteen hundred, or two thousand, perhaps, they | 
have paid, for this purpose, sometimes, that | 
number of dollars yny, for medical assistance ‘| 
t 


and nursing, and those nourishments which are | 


i 
] 


itiow 
was | 


AEE POE for such a pur » to those dis- | 
abled and diseased sicanpere: "The State of Ten- 
nessee has made some appropriations to build | 
a hospital at this point. Pie e last session of 
se a sum, perhaps $5,000, was appro- 
prisied by the House of Reprosentatives 1o aid ! 
the State of Tennessee in the establishment of 4 
this institution at Memphis; but owing to the | 
want of time, or some case, the Senate did | 
mot act upon it. Tennessee is less concerned in || 
this than any other State in the Union, so far as 
respects her own citizens. - If their sick can get 
thet nigh home, (to Memphis,) then resident | 
friends or relatives can immediately fiy to their | 
assistance. But the citizens of other States can- | 
not enjoy this benefit. ‘They are far from their. 
homes, their friends, and their firesides; and | 
although their bodies may be racked with pain, 
their systems charged with disease, yet there is | 
ne friend, no relation, to administer consolation; | 


24 


| Post Roods be instructed to ing 


‘| is not a marine 


to soften affliction, or smooth the pillow of death. 
They die in a distant land, uncomforted, neglect- 
ed, and too frequently unattended to. This will 
always be so upon sucha highway as the great 
river Mississippi, 
persons annually travel; where the small pox, the 
cholera, and the diseases of a southern climate, 

revail, I therefore offer this amendment, 


Mr. : 


| GLOBE. 


| 


where five hundred thousand |: 


i 


1 


hairman, on behalf of my colleague, [Mr. Dux- | 


LaP,| who is the immediate Representative of the |: 


district comprehending the town of Memphis, and 
who is now absent from his seat by indisposition. 


I know he has this subject much at heart; and by ti 
offering the amendment here, when the bill is |! 
. reported to the House, he can then take such a 


course as his judgment shall dictate to him on 
that occasion. For myself, when the general 
bill to establish marine hospitals shall come up, 
¢which I think the most suitable oceasion,) I shall 
then advocate a provision for a hospital at Mem- 
phis on a respectable scale. 

The amendment was then rejected.- 


Mr. HAWES moved thesum of $250 for print. | 
ing the report of the select committee made at the | 


! 


| 


dast session of Congress, in relation to the Mili- 


tary Academy at West Point; whic 

Mr. CHAMBERS, of Kentuc 
sum of $30,000 for the erection of a marine hos- 
pital at Maysville, Kentucky; which was rejected. 


Mr. LOYALL proposed the sum of fora 


marble bust of the late Chief Justice arshall; 
which was agreed to. 

On motion of Mr. CAMBRELENG, the com- 
mittee them rose and reported the bill and amend- 
ae to the House, and thesame were ordered to 

e House then, at eight o’clock, p. m., ad- 
journed. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Sarvnpar, April 16, 1836. _ l 


-Mr. HARRISON, on leave, presented several 


petitions for post routes; which were referred to 
the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 
Petitions were also presented ‘by. Messrs. 
GRAVES, P. C. FULLER, REYNOLDS, ef 
Illinois, ADAMS, and SEVIER, and referred. 
Mr. REYNOLDS, of Illinois, presented the 


petition of the heirs of Colonel Daniel Cresap, | 


praying relief for services performed in the war of 
the Revolution, and for which, no compensation 
wasever given. 


RESOLUTIONS SUBMITTED. 


On motion of Mr. PARKS, it was 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Office and Post 
Roads be directed to inquire into the expediency of estab- 
Hebing a pos route from Aason, in the county of Somerset, 
through North New Portiand and Lexington, to Dead river, 
in the said county of Somerset, and State of Maine. 

On motion of Mr. REYNOLDS, of IHinois, it 
Resloed, That the Committee on the Post Office and 
uire into the expediency of 
State of Illinois, from Unity 


establishing a mail route in the 
to the mouth of the Ohio, 
On motion of Mr. JUDSON, it was , 
Resolred, That the Committee of Claims be instracred 
tø inquire into the expediency and justice of refunding 


| thirty dottars to Eili Hormn, which sum was paid by him 


inte-the Treasury af the United States 
February, 1835, for a patent which th 
mever taken ont, and has abandoned. __ ; 
_ Mr. JARVIS submitted the following resolu- 
tion; which, by consent, was considered, and. 
agreed to: i 

Resolved, That the 
® report to this Ho 


on the 20th day of 
e said Horton has 


Secretary of the Treasury be directed 
use the number of sick and disabfed 


seamen received during the year 1835 into each of-the ma- | 


rine hospitals; the expense of sustainiag:each of those 
establishmenis, inc! the pay of superintendents, physi- 
cians, nurses, and all other persons employed, and all con- 
tingencies; the average expense per week ofa patient in 
Gacty of the hospitals, and: the average expense per week 
incurred during the same year im the. relief of siek and- 
disabled seamen in those collection districts in which there 

hospital. Also, the whole amount of bos- 
pital money collected, and the whole amount of experd- 


h was rejected. | 
ky, moved the `: 


i 


, States for the m 


| sums still due from supposed sol 


| panied 


“4 


PRICE $1 


FOR A SESSION. 
Vooruse 3....No. 24, 


| collection district within the United States during the same 
year, 


Mr. BOON submitted the following resolutions; 
| which, by consent, were considered, and adopted: 
! Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be directed 
: to furnish this House with a statement showing the quan- 

tity, in acres, of public land unsold at the time of the inat 
uarterly return of sales, and within the limits of the several 
tes and organized Territories. ‘Also, the number of acres 
which bave been appropriated for internal improvements, 
education, or charitable institutions ; showing, under sep- 
arate heads, the quantity of land unsold in each State 
: Territory; and to what States and Territorics, gr bodies 
| Politic, grants of land hava been made, and the quantity to 


; each. ‘ 

: | Resolved, That thre Secretary of the Treasury inform this 
; House what amount of money has been paid by the United 
; States for the title to the public lands, including the pay- 
| ments made under the Louisiana and Florida treaties, the 
| compact with Georgia, the settlement with the Yazoo 
: Claimants, the contracts with the several Indian tribes, 
| and the expenditures for compensation to commission: 

| clerks, surveyors, and other officers, employed by the Uni 
anagement and sale of the western domain ; 
also, tire gross amount of money received at the public 
i Trestsury as the proceeds of sales of public lands, and the 
vent purchasers. 


AMERICAN ARCHIVES. 


_ On motion of Mr. JOHNSON, of Tennessee, 
lt was 
Resolved, That the repòrt of the Secretary of State, dated 
the Ad of December, 123¢, numbered thirty-six among the 
documents of the first session of the Twenty-Third Cone 
gress, and the papers accompa ing the same, be referred 
to the Committee of Ways and ans, With the following. 
: To inquiró into thi propriety of ling the act of 
Ist. To inquire e of reperli e act o 
the 2d March, 1833, and rescinding the contras made by 
virtue thereof, by Edward Livingston, on the part of the 
United States, and Clark & Force, for the publication of 
the “ Documentary History of the Revolution,” and to pay 
the expendituresineurred by said publishers in consequence 
of said contract. f 


2d. If that is not proper to ke done, then to inquire into 
the propriety of better regulating said contract; directing the 


; number and size of the volumes, and the sum, to be paid 


CAPTAIN WILLIAMS’S SURVEY. 
Mr. HARD submitted the following resolu- 


tion; which. lice over ane. vy ta ; 
Resoleel, tiere be printed five thowsind ertta copied 
of Captain Williamis’s report of the result of the. of. 


survey 
a canal route connecting the waters of Lakes Erieand Qn- 
tario, made by him during the summer of 1835, together 
with the accompanying maps. : 


PENSIONS TO WIDOWS AND ORPHANS. 


On motion of Mr. WHITTLESEY, and by 
| unanimous consent, the House resolved itself 
i into Committee of the Whole, (Mr. Hawne.in 
| the chair,) on the bill granting half -pay to 
widows and orphans, where their husbands and 
fathers have died, or shall hereafter die, of: 
wounds received in the military service. of ‘the 
United States, in certain cases. aoe 

After a few explanatory remarks by Mr. Warr- 
TLESEY, the committee rose, reported ‘the bill to 
the House without amendment, and it was ore 
deœd to be engrossed and read a third time. 
Subsequently the bill was read a third time, and 
passed. 5) ‘ 
EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. | 

The SPEAKER laid before the House the fol- 
lowing communications: f 

I. A letter from the Secretary of the Treasary, 
transmitting a report from the Commissioner of 
the General Land Office received from the sar- 
veyor general‘of Illinois end Missouri; accom- 

ty sundry documents; which was hed -om 

the table, and ordered to be printed. cate aie 

‘Il. A letter from the Betretaty of War; tran» 
mitting, from the Fopegraphical Bureau, a report 
and survey of a ship channel to connect the 
waters of Lake Erie and Lake Ontario; which 
was referred to the oe piney on Roads and 
Canais, and ordered to be printed: ©- — 

HE: Communications from: the: Register and 
First and Third Auditors of the Pressury, if 


atewer to a resolution ofthe -ilth instant, trans- 


itare for the relief of sick and dleabied seamen within caci |} writting alist of the clarke, their duties; &c., 


THE CONGR 
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d in their offices; which was laid on the 
d ordered to be printed. 
THE PUBLIC LANDS. 


Mr. HANNEGAN asked the consent of the 
House to submit the following resolution: 

Resolved, That the second Monday in May, and the three | 

succeeding days, after the hour of twelve o’clock, be set 


apart for tae consider g 
the price or the public lands, together with such other prop- 
ositions as may be involved in the final settlement of the 
question, and more especially the propricty of suspending . 
further sales, except to actual settlers and residents; pro- 
vided so much time as is above specified shall be required 


for the purpose. 

Objection being 
to suspend i 
was notan idle one, which was made to consume 
time, he would not call for the yeas and nays. 

Mr. ASHLEY asked for the yeas and nays; 
which were not ordered. 

The motion to suspend the rule was then neg- 
atived. 

GENERAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The House, pursuant to the special order 
adopted on Thursday last, took up the bill mak- 


employe 
table, an 


made, Mr. HanneGan moved 


ing appropriations for the civil and diplomatic | 2 t 4 
ji Peter Bradley, praying for a pension; which was į 


expenses of Government for the year 1836. 

The bill was reported at a late hour last night, 
from the Committee of the Whole on the state of 
the Union, with sundry amendments, and the 


question was on concurring with the committee in 


their report. 
Various amendments made in the body of the 


bill were then read, and concurred in without a , 


division. 


Mr. WHITE, of Florida, moved to non-con- |: 


cur in the amendment proposed by himself, and 


adopted by the committee, in relation to the al- | 


lowance to the district attorney of Florida, under 
the acts for the settlement of private land claims 
in Florida; which was agreed to. 

The Committee of the Whole had stricken out 
the following item : 

“ For office rent and fuel for all the surveyor’s offices, 
$1,000.” 

Mr. CORWIN moved to non-concur in that 
amendment, so as to restore the clause to the bill. 
Mr.C. made a few remarks in support of the pro- 
vision in question, and referred to the recom- 
mendation for it by the Commissioner of the 
Land Office. 

Mr. HARDIN opposed the allowance, and 


asked for the yeas afd nays on the question of | 


concurrence; which were ordered. 

The original clause was further advocated b 
Messrs. JOHNSON of Louisiana, RIPLEY, 
and ASHLEY; and opposed by Messrs. VAN- 
DERPOEL, LINCOLN, BOON, and BOND. 


The question was then taken; and the amend- |; 


ment of the committee being concurred in, the 
clause was accordingly stricken out—yeas 129, 
nara 23. 

undry amendments of merely verbal or cler- 
ical character were moved by Mr. CAMBRE- 
LENG, and agreed to by the House. 

The committee proposed to strike out the fol- 
lowing clause: 

s For the Documestary History of the American Revo- 
lution, per act ot'9th March, 1833, $20,090.” > 

Mr. EVERETT excepted to the amendment 
on the ground of its rejecting a provision to carry 
into effect a valid and binding contract, and asked 
for the yeas and nays; which were ordered. 

Mr. PHILLIPS produced the contract made 
by Mr. Secretary Livingston with Clarke and 
Force, and a letter addressed by- them to Mr. 
Secretary Forsyth; which were read by the 
Clerk. 

The debate was continued by Mr. THOMP- 
SON of South Carolina, and Mr. CHAMBERS 
of Pennsylvania, in favor of the clause, and by 
Mr, CAVE JOHNSON against it. 

Mr. CARTER then submitted an amendment 
to the clause directing the Secretary of State to 
notify Clarke and Force to discontinue the said 
work, and to ascertain the probable amount of 
damages that would be incurred by rescinding 
the contract, and to report the same to Congress 
at the next session. 

. Mr. SPEIGHT suggested to the gentleman to 
withdraw hisamendment, and to permit the ques- 


idoration of the bili to graduate and reduce | 


the rule; and to show that his motion ` 


tion to be taken on the amendinent of the com- 


mittee to strike out. 


ADAMS in favor of the appropriation, and by 
| Mr. SMITH against it; when Mr. PEARCE, of 


| Rhode Island, obtained the floor; but gave way to 


: Mr. LANE, on whose motion 
: The House adjourned. 


| 
IN SENATE. 
: Monpay, «April 18, 1836. 


| The CHAIR communicated a report from the 
`, Treasury Department, in answer to the resolution 
of the Senate of the 13th instant, inquiring the 
: amount of money in the Treasury up to the 31st 
i. of March last; in what banks the same is depos- 
‘ ited, and the capability of such banks to meet 
© their liabilities; also, the receipts for customs, 
` &e.; and, 

On motion of Mr. EWING, of Ohio, it was 
|, laid on the table, and ordered to be printed. 
` Mr EWING, of Ohio, presented petitions on 
| the subject of a change inthe location of the Cum- 
berland road; which were laid on the table. 


ferred to the Committee on Pensions. | 
| Mr. HENDRICKS presented the petition of 
| William Patterson, of the city of Dublin, in Ire- 


| re 


by an article not heretofore used for that purpose, 
and applicable also to tanning ropes and sails, 
' and to dyeing. He wishes to take out a patent 
from the United States; and not being a citizen 
i: of the United States, he prays that that part of 
the patent law be dispensed with which re 
© citizenship or a residence of two years, an 


sentatives in the United States; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 
Mr. BLACK presented the petition of William 


Public Lands. 
REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 


| Naval Affairs, reported the bill making appropri- 
| ations for the naval service, with several amend- 
ments; which were read. 


without amendment, the joint resolution of the 

House, referring the petition and papers of the 
‘heirs of Robert Fulton to the Secretary of the 
. Navy, with instructions to report thereon. 

Mr. TOMLINSON, from the Committee on 
Pensions, to whom had been referred the petition 
of Leslie Coombs, reported a bill for his relief; 
i| which was read, and ordered toa second reading. 

Mr. WHITE, from the Committee on Indian 
Affairs, reported the bill for the relief of Henry 
I Stoddart, without amendment. 


papers. 
STATISTICS OF THE UNITED STATES. 


Mr. CALHOUN presented a memorial of Pro- 
fessor Licber, on the subject of a statistical work 
on the United States, in preparation by him, and 
praying for the aid of Congress. Mr. C. spoke 
of the work in terms of high approbation, and 
|| moved the printing. 

Mr. WEBSTER said, he had had the honor 
il of an acquaintance with Professor Lieber, and 
‘| believed him to be a gentleman of much experi- 
| ence, and an accurate and judicious writer. He 
| had read, too, the memorial which the member 
ii from South Carolina had presented, and he 


|, thought it a very able and comprehensive plan, 
' or outline, for a useful and important otk on 
' the statistics of the United States. How far Con- 
i gress might be inclined to patronize such a work 
he could not say, but he thought it would be 
useful to give publicity to this plan; and he hoped 
the member from South Carolina would ask for 
the printing of twice the usual number, so that 
some few copies might be distributed. 

Mr. CALHOUN modified his motion so as to 
make it for printing double the usual number, and 
i in this form it was agreed to 


| 
|! 
The debate was further continued by Mr. ` 


Mr. TOMLINSON presented the petition of : 


tj 


land, representing that he has invented a valuable ; 
improvementin the art of tanning hides and skins | 


uires | 
that : 
` a patent be granted to him, or to his legal repre- _ 


Bryan; which was referred to the Committee on |! 


Mr. SOUTHARD, from the Committee on 


Mr. S., from the same committee, reported, ` 


On motion of Mr. WHITE, leave was granted 
to Elizabeth Smith to withdraw her petition and | 


FORTIFICATION ON LAKE CHAMPLAIN. 


On motion of Mr. SWIFT, the resolution di- 
recting the Secretary of War to cause a survey 
to be made, for the purpose of ascertaining the 
mosteligible site for a fortification on Lake Cham- 
plain, was taken up, and, after a slight discus- 


sion 

Mr. WALKER moved to amend it by adding 
a provision directing a survey to be made, forthe 
same purpose, of the coast of the Mississippi, 
bordering on the Gulf of Mexico. 

After some remarks from Mr. WALKER, the 
question was taken on his amendment and lost. 

The resolution was then adopted. 


THE LAND DISTRIBUTION BILL. 


Mr. CRITTENDEN laid on the table the res- 
olutions of the Legislature of Kentucky, instruct- 
ing their Senators and Representatives to vote for 
the distribution land bill. 


PREEMPTION CLAIMS 
Mr. WALKER submitted the following res- 


‘olution; which was considered and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury of the Uni- 
ted States be requested to ascertain and report to the Seir- 
` ate of the United States, with as little delay as practicable, 
the quantity of the public lands of the United States secured 
by claimants under the various acts of Congress granting 
preémptions since the adoption of the cash system, specify- 
ing in said report the quantity so secured each year. 


SLAVERY IN THE DISTRICT. 


| Mr. DAVIS presented a petition from sundry 

i citizens of Fall River, Massachusetts, praying 

| for the abolition of slavery and the slave trade in 

, the District of Columbia. 

i Mr. GRUNDY moved to lay the petition on 
the table. 

Mr. WHITE said he presumed that the proper 
course would be to reject the prayer of the peti- 
| tion, as had been done in the case of the memo- 
‘| rial of the Society of Friends; and he moved to 
i reject it accordingly. 

i, “Mr. GRUNDY then moved to lay that motion 
|, on the table; which was agreed to. 


CARRYING THE MAILS. 


| The joint resolution for changing the time of 
` making contracts for carrying the mails was read 
the third time and passed. 

This resolution makes the contract year com- 
mence on the Ist of July. 


CAPTAIN THOMAS WEST. 


The report of the Committee on Revolutionary 
| Claims, unfavorable to the petition of the repre- 
sentatives of Captain Thomas West, deceased, 
was concurred in. 


RESOLUTIONS DISPOSED OF. 


il The resolution submitted on Friday by Mr. 
| Linn was agreed to; and the resolution sub- 
| mitted on the same day by Mr. Kent was laid 
|, on the table. 


TERRITORIAL GOVERNMENT—WISCONSIN. 


Mr. BUCHANAN, from the committce of 
' conference on the disagreeing votes of the two 
:: Houses on the amendment of the House to the 
| pill to establish the territorial government of Wis- 
‘| consin, reported that the committee had agreed 
| to recommend to the Senate to recede from its 
i aie to the amendment of the House; 
~ and, 

On motion of Mr. B., the Senate receded ac- 
cordingly. 

CARRYING MAILS ON RAILROADS. 


! On motion of Mr. GRUNDY, the Senate took 
| up the bill to authorize contracts for the transpor- 
| tation of the United States mail and property on 
'| railroads. + 
|| Mr. G. said the report of the committee em- 
‘| braced the principles and explained the objects 
| upon which it was intended to support this bill. 
+ This was no party measure, nor was it gotten up 
| for temporary purposes; and whatever of merit 
ij there might be init, or whatever matter of recom- 
i| mendation it had, was in the measure itself, and 
ij in the effect it would produce upon the whole 
| country, let the Government be in whose hands 
j; it might. - 

|| He subscribed most heartily to the patriotic 
il sentiment expressed some days since by the Sen- 


I 
í 
| 
i 


1886. : 


anged ; and, in 


offices and post reads waa wait, or there would be failures; and when the 
ral Government, and the Post Office De ent was in controversy with 
States had no power left over it; from which, he these companies they would intentionally produce 


would infer, that there was a strong moral as those failures. Besides, our stipulation in a con- | 


well as constitutional obligation upon thie Gov- 


ermment so to use this power as to produce the 
greatest benefits to the Sraa of the States. 
How were these benefits to be produced? Onl 

by a safe and expeditious transmission of intel- 
ligence and communication of all kinds, which 
might be placed in the mails throughout the coun- 
try. Of the necessity of a safe transmission, he 
need say nothing, as all would at once perceive 
it. Of the Beceni ede 
remark, that one of the t purposes n 
establishment was to gi pene information, 


politieal and commercial, and especially of the | 


state of the market abroad, and in our principal | 
cities, that speculators might not avail themselves | 
of private expresses, and thereby obtain the 
property of the laboring of the community 
at a lower price than it was worth. _ 

Let us now eee (said Mr. G.) what is the true 
state of things, if the Government shall not have 
the use of those railroads. Six miles an hour 
upon a macadamired road (say the road from 


tract should be, in case of injury to an engine 


carrying the mail, the first that could be had: 


should be taken, if it stopped the transportation 
cars. 

Upon an examination of all the plans and sug- 
gestions he had heard, he could see no plan so 
practicable as that contained in the:bill by which 

‘| to secure the advantages of the railroads for the 


|! transportation of the mail; besides,’all collision 


for expedition, he would || and irritation between this Government and the 


| Sister, and their incorporated companies, will be 
Ì He waa, in thegeneral,as much opposed to mo- 
nopolies and incorporations aa any one; but here 
were State charters, granted by State Legislatures 


` competent to grant them; and we had no power , 


over them, except that which might arise from 
the authority in the Constitution to establish post 


roads. Was there, then, any wisdom in having | 


a controversy with these companies, 


could, at a reasonable price, procure valuable and 


ra of engines and care must ` o 


up the disputed questions which had di- 
the people of the country.: > 


bri 
vided i 
| Without examination, it might be app 


. that the scheme would involve the Government in 
: the concerns of these companies. Not so, (said 


reheaded 


| Mr. G.;) no money is to be advanced until the 
i road, or some aportant section of it, isin actual 
| use, and then on y for that part of it which is 
pleted. No visionary schemes would be em- 

ked in by the Government, but it would pro- 


for short | ceed on absolute certainties. 


| This measure was recommended by its equal 


ration and beneficial effects in all the States. 
very State was now engaged in constructing, 
and would have railroads ing through them, 
In a short time all would have the benefits of 
these contracts extended to them. 

It might be apprehended that the Government 
might lose the money advanced, by a failure of 
_ the company. This was very improbable. It 
;, Was not to be expected that Congress would make 
|| any contract until it had well examined the ability 
‘| of the company, its connection with the State 
|! government in which the road was located, the 

importance of the road itself, in relation to the 
points it connected, and those through which it 
:; passed. Farther, a lien was to be had upon the 
i| road itself, and every kind of property appurte- 
'| nant to it; and in case of a failure to comply with 
| the contraet, proceedings were to take place te 
subject the whole to the payment of the money 

advanced by the Government. - 
If a company should fail, and proceedings be 
instituted against them, the General Government 
. ought not—and he was willing so to provide—to 
| become the purchaser. If the road should be of 


when we || value, other purchasers would come forward and 


i buy its and the property on which the lien ex- 


indispensible services from them, and change | isted would always be sufficient to secure the 


Baltimore to Wheeling) is as great speed as has them into agents of great public benefit? T. 

been attained by teams and coaches; and in Eng- So strong was his conviction of the great utility 
land, where, regardless of expense, roads had of these railroads asa meansof, defending the coun- 
been made perfectly level, ten miles an hour en try, that, so soon as a reasonable number of forti- 
locomotive on railroads would average fifteen now projected should be completed, he should 
miles. If, then, these railroads were not to be consider this country perfectly secured against 
used for the transportation of the mail, private - fereigninvasion. Ten men, with their 


and fifty miles distant, while the mail had only | 
traveled one hundred miles. | L o 
ntility of the mail was ina great degree destroyed. | be placed on the sea-coast in two or tree days; 
He therefore concluded that the Government must = the physical strength of Philadelphia could be 
have the benefit of these railroads in some way. transferred to Baltimore or New York in a. few 


placo. ia three hours; the militia, from the whole 


Suppose (said Mr. G.) you make a contract for. hours; and each of these cities could be brought | 


By this means the | interior east of the Alleghany Mouataians, could | 


four years, at a reasonable rate, on a a icular 
railroad—from that moment all competition is at 
an end, and, at the end of the four years, you are 
com ly in the power of the com 
price. He had, therefore, considered it fortunate 
that so few contracts had been effected. _ 
Another idea exists, (said Mr.G.,) which is, that | 
the Government shall, by law, declare these rail- ; 
roads post routes, and then contract with persons 
to carry the mail on them in cars provided by the 
Government or the contractor. This 


would be perhaps the most expensive plan of 


y as to | country, which had been 


is, he thought, j u 


' to the relief of Philadelphia, if needed, in’ the 
, same period of time. . 

Should the two great routes in the western 
rojected under very 
| favorable auspices, be effected, New Orleans 
would never again be in danger. If the roadfrom 


the former place; they could be sent from the 
most populous parts of Mississippi in half the 
me 


If the road from Charleston to Cincinnati should 


ing the mail that could be devised. Grant |! 
rt the |; 


the power of this Government to t ! 
mail on them—it would scarcely be contended that ' 
the right to transport passengers or private prop- ' 
erty existed. If, then, these engines and cars ` 
alia to be pane and kept in operation for the | 
so rpose of carrying the mail, the expenses ' 
could not be borne by the Government. Not so ` 
with a railroad company. A small increase of | 
their means of transportation would enable them | 
to take the mail and its superintendent... 
He had heard another plan suggested, which 
was, that as these companies were common ear- | 
riers, the mail carrier employed by the Post; 
Office Department would have the legal right to 
demand the rtation of himself and mail at | 
the usual legal rates. Admit this to be so, (said | 
Mr. G.,) you put the mail, as to the time of ita de- | 
parture and arrival, entirely in the power of a | 
co! ion, proverbially heartless at ali. times, | 
but especially so when at variance with you upon | 
the subject of money transactions. If the Post- | 
master General were not to control and. fix the 
times of the departures and arrivals of the mails, 
a derangement and disorganization would ensue, 
the evil eects of which could not be calculated. 


t 


be completed, the militia of the back country, 
even embracing a portion of Tennessee, could be 
transferred to Charleston in less than forty-eight 
: hours in case of an invasion. 
! ‘The advantages of these railroads to the Gov- 
| erament were too apparent to require further illus- 
‘tration. What objections could be urged? It 
; could not be objected that State rights were in- 
| waded. According to the views of the strictest 
: sect of State-rights men, here was no attempt at 
| jurisdiction. The States and their incorporations 
: retained all the power over the roads; this Gov- 
: ernment did not become a partner, nor had itany 
| control in any manner over them. It contracts 
| with the company to receive the mai 
: time, and to deliver it at a certain place, before or 
| at a time specified in the contract, 
| that it now contracted with an individual who 
was to opm pee it in stages or coaches. 

The friends of internal improvement by the 

eral Government could not say that this 

measure conflicted with their principles. .It nei- 
ther affirmed nor denied them. It was free from 
the controvers: 7 owe out of that subject. 

_ It would incidental aid to the construc- 
tien of railroads; but, at the same time, did not 


i 


4 of it sufficiently im 
The speed of a fications should be erected, and the principal roads | 


|’ Government; for no money was to be advanced 
' except the road should be finished, or a section 
portant for the transportation 
į of the mail thereon. 7 
Upon what prineiple were these contracts to 


i| be made? This was a matter for the decision 


of others, and not his. He should himeelf be 


€ ir | willing that a fair compensation should be fixed 
intelligence would arrive at a place two hundred arms, could be brought from Baltimore to this | 


on for the transportation of the mail and’ other 
public property; then advance a sum whieh would 
uce an interest, the amount of the yearly 
compensation, making a reasonable addition for 
increased expedition. ‘ 
‘After some farther general remarks, Mr. G. 
paid it was his design 
ciate in the bill the Secretary of Way with the 
Postmaster General, as the provisions of the bill 


„atthe r time, to assa- 


New Orleans to Nashville were io operation, in jj 
three days men could be sent from the latter to | 


mail at a given | 


. i 
in the same way | 


| appertained to the War as well as the Post Office 
| Department. 

i Mr. WEBSTER adverted to two resolutions 
i he had presented at an early period of the ses- 
sion on this subject, and would have brought the 
matter forward at an earlier day had it not been 
for the position in which he stood here as the 
friend-of the land bill. If this bill could be brought 
in competition with the land bill, he would give 
| that bill the preference; but if there was, in his 


|| Opinion, money enough in the Treasury to meet, 


both objects, he was disposed to support. this 
measure, no matter what party was for or against 
it,,and concurred in the views of the Senator from 
Tennessee, [Mr. Gronpy.] It was their bounden 
i duty to relieve the country from the evils of the 
accumulation of money inthe Treasury. He then 
went intd a statement to show the amount of 
money in the Treasury, which in the aggregate 
for the present year would amount to about forty- 
one millions, in addition to the sevea millions 
from the Bank of the United Statesi And how 
were they to dispose of it? He coneurred: gener- 
ally in the recoramendations for apprepriations 
for defense from the Department; but gave a 
eference to an increase.of the Navy over the 
ortifications. Forts were good in guarding againat 
sudden attacks, but-after all we mast rely on a 
superior naval power to keep us free from inva- 
sion, except in those sudden attacks which. no 
naval power could guard against. . Looking to 
the extent of all reasonable appropriations, be 
thought there must be a large surplus, which they 
were loudly called on to-diapose of.: The state of 
the currency was made.up.at. presegt-of contra- 
dictory elementa, in which money was-scarce, 


à r 
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i ent. | or not. If it could be so modified as to obviate ; Without expressing any opinion for or against 
and yet property P eh aeoo ne Liki ' some strong objections that presented themselves, || this measure, it was clear that the Government 
This paradox mig i ‘into the Treasury, and he would cheerfully give it his support. ‘| must avail itself of the use of these roads in some 
to draw all Te occasion came he would Mr. CALHOUN admitted, that if something way. In Pennsylvania and New York, railroads 
noes ee i On GA the causes, and hoped that was not done the transmission of intelligence were becoming as numerous as common roads; 
ee ld E esme, but as it was not neces- would be transferred from the General Govern- and in those States where they had the most rail- 
ae ved Giccdccion of this bill, he would not ment to the railroad corporations. He thought, , roads they would get the most moncy; and, 
niet a aS He adverted to the advantages with the gentleman from Pennsylvania, there were ` therefore, according to the provisions of this bill, 
Be enori of mails on railroads over other great objections to this bill. He saw very clearly, it would not be an equal apportionment of the 
sae and thought, if they could come upon any if they commenced this system, that there was money among the Federal sie and in those 
just and reasonable terms, by which it could be great danger of its ultimately ending inasystem States where aa nara ines ona vee pie needed 
‘effected. it ought to be dene, and he would say of internal improvements. There was noknowing they would get the east. Fr n n : the Bal- 
even liberal terms. Companies had accomplished, the extent to which these contracts would be car- timore and Washington ae » he a under- 
and even exceeded their most sanguine expecta- ried; and there was also a great difficulty in fixing stood that, after paying to the State of Maryland 
tions in completing and putting their roads in what would be an adequate compensation. He the half dollar on each passenger—which he 
use, and their enterprise had far outrun that of would mention another difficulty that could not thought rather unjust—and other expenses, the 
individuals; and if they could be benefited they well be guarded against. Solongas it should be whole amount, divided among the stockholders, 
ought. As he could not see that this measure the interest of these companies to fulfill their con- was less than $300. The bill granted no new 
could at all affect the land bill, he should vote for tracts, they would do so; but when it became power to the Post Office Department; and they 
it, and hoped the Senate would pass it. their interest not to fulfill them, and they failed ought not to hasten its passage. He thought, 
Mr. BUCHANAN said he understood that | to comply with their engagements, there was no upon the whole, Congress would be a very bad 


this measure was to be taken up merely for the ` remedy but a suit for the return of the funds ad- panre to examine into the nature of these con- 
introducing it to the notice of the Sen- ` vanced. racts. i ; 
PE end ihe publics anh then passing it over for ' Mr. WEBSTER said, the remarks he had made | Mr. DAVIS was in favor of the bill. It pro- 
further consideration. He had not read the bill were confined to the general object of the bill, i posed nothing more than an inquiry by the au- 
until that morning, and he did not rise to express and thought the details might be altered in regard | thorized agents of the Government into the ca- 
any opinions as to the vote he should give; but it to the perpetuity or limitation of contracts. He |i pacity of the railroad companies to perform the 
seemed to him that there were great difficulties . would, however, take it for granted that the power | service required; and, on their being satisfied as 
| 
| 


attending this measure. He never had any con- | was given in the bill to have modified contracts. |! to these particulars, a conditional contract to be 
stitutional objections as to the mere appropriation He was glad the Senator from South Carolina |, ratified by Congress with the approbation of the 
of money by subscription of stock to internal {Mr CaLnoun] saw no constitutional objections, President. The bill, therefore, was sufficiently 
improvements, though he had formed a decided and had suggested difficulties which might be |; guarded; for if they could not trust Congress— 


opinion as to the jurisdiction of the Government remedied. || the immediate re resentatives of the people—to 
over internal improvements, believing that over _ Mr. GRUNDY remarked, that there was noth- | make contracts, there was no human agency by 
them they had no power. He came, however, ing in the bill about the duration of contracts. | which they could be made. . 

to the conclusion that they should exercise the The bill contained no such provision; because hei! Mr. MANGUM rose merely to suggest difi- 


ower they did possess with extreme caution. knew that the charters of the railroad companies || culties that occurred to him in relation to this 
he vast number of systems for internal im- in many of the States were limited. |! bill. It took away the responsibility of the Post 
provements started in the different States, which | _He had now obtained his object in bringing the |; Office Department, and transferred it to Congress, 
sought to be fostered by Congress, showed that ' bill to the notice of the Senate. Neither he nor || and was virtually establishing a system of inter- 
they were not a body fitted for contracting with , the committee supposed the bill was perfect; and | nal improvement by the General Government. 
the interested individuals in the States. : they were obliged to gentlemen for any sugges- | If it aidedin anything, it was those railroads now 
Though he had no constitutional objections to. tions they thought proper to make. He hoped | in progress. It authorized advances to enable 
the first section of the bill, yet he feared that it : they would examine the subject further, and come || their completion, which was essentially a system 
would be the commencement of a general system `; toa conclusion to give it their support. _ |, of internal improvement. The only difference 
of internal improvement. In the State which he | Mr. CLAY’S opinion heretofore expressed in | between the parties in this country was, that one 
represented, railroads were becoming as common | regard to the power of the Government to con- | contended for State improvements by the States 
as ordinary turnpike roads. In one part of the. struct roads was unchanged. He had little : themselves, and the other for internal improve- | 
State two railroads ran parallel to each other for |. doubt that this measure, if adopted, would end in . ments under the denomination of national ob- 
a considerable distance. This bill proposed; in | a complete revival of the system of internal im- . jects. It was resuscitating the old system of 
ail cases in which it was proposed to carry the provement. At present the Post Office sustained internal improvements in its worst form, and 
mail on a railroad, to advance the company a itself, but this bill proposed a new principle, an . they could easily imagine the combination of as- 
sum, the ingerest of which would be'equal to the į entire change; and the people would want to | sociations with the Treasury which might sub- 
compensation for carrying the mail and troops |; know whether some diminution of postage was | sidize the whole community. The application 
of the United States on such road. This princi- |, not going to be had, as it was to be supported |; of the principle would go to every one who raised 
ple would connect the United States with every ' from the surplus funds in the Treasury? He was | a shovel-full of earth in the construction of these 
railroad over which the mail was to be carried; |: struck with the spirit of speculation bothin Eng- || roads. This was only one of the innumerable 
and what security had the Government that the ; land and in this country in regard to railroads, | difficulties arising from the surplus revenue. 
railroad company would perform its part of the |; and alluded to a paper he had read, (published in || Cases would occur where it would not be the in- 
contract, except under the last section of the bill, England,) giving an account of the various pro- | terest of the United States, or of the company, 
by bringing a suit against them, though they |, jects for railroads there, and, from itscorrespond- to continue the use of these roads, and then they 
might be insolvent? If gentleman eould make | ing tenor with publications here, would have sup- 'i would be thrown upon our hands. Hundreds of 
any suggestions, showing how the benefits of the | poséd it to have been published in this country, thousands of dollars would be invested in these 
railroads could be secured to the United States, | did he not know the fact to be otherwise. He ‘| improvements; and he would prefer going directly 
without the difficulties that presented themselves, spoke of the rapidity with which subscriptions | into the system of internal improvement, as they 
he would be ready to give up his objections, and i to railroad stock were filled up. Sometimes thcy ' should then be able to judge where it would lead 
vote for the bill as the least of evils. The United | were filled up in a few hours by persons who | to. He would prefer more time to look into this 
States were not to acquire jurisdiction over these ` never meant to pay the stock, and A would sell ;| matter, and for the present had merely thrown 
roads, Then cases might occur in which itwould ` his stock at an advance to B, and B at an ad- | out these suggestions as they had occurred to 
become the interest of these companies to suffer vance to C, and so on lower down the alphabet; ‘him, He was unwilling to proceed in this mat- 
these roads to be taken from them by legal pro- and it wasa species of great speculation. He had `| ter at all, and not merely because of his distrust 
cess; and in what position would the Govern- , heard this morning of one in contemplation from ` of the Postmaster General or of the supervision 
ment then be? _ Smithfield to Albany, a distance of one hundred | of Congress. He understood the object was to 
Again, railroads in this country were but in ‘miles, called a grand scheme, and the stock was | empower the Postmaster General to look a great 
their infancy. Vast improvements were making, takenina few hours. He feared this measure ofthe | way ahead, and make advantageous terms by 
and had been made, with in the last ten years. | Senator from Tennessee would operate as a stim- '! advancing large sums of money. Many changes 
Ten years ago the great object was to get a level; ulus to this system of fancy speculation, as it had | might take place within the period within which 
it was now discovered that an ascent of sixty feet been termed. Property had risen while money | a contract for a long period might be made, 
in a mile was not too much. The science of rail- was depreciated, and more money wanted. ‘The | which might lessen its advantages. The Post- 
road making was now in its infancy; and, by .. money lying in these deposit banks, and the want || master General had a right to contract for four 
giving an advance to these companies, the Gov- `. of confidence, and apprehension that this paper | years now; and he apprehended, on the roads 
ernment would be bound to them for all time, rio system must burst, and the hoarding up of hard | already finished, they would take no less for the 
matter what improvements might be made in money going on even by obscure individuals to | transportation of the mail. He had no doubt, 
roads running parallel with them. ` | agreat amount, might be added to the cause as- : however, that these railroads would have to be 
If this land bill should pass, or a bill to lend | signed by the Senator from Massachusetts (Mr. ` resorted to for the transportation of the mail. 
the surplus money to the States, as he had heard WEBSTER] of the present state of the currency. "This was an important matter, and ought not to 
suggested, the easiest thing in the world would . If he (Mr. C.) had ten or fifteen thousand dol- be hastened. f 
Bea oe a the A ona Copa of oE look ont for oea yellow or@llc om Naa a a d e 
fe Uned State ohall ke ae m : pe ot | i th E e of tns yellow or white i from North Carolina had read the report, and he 
s uch terms |, money too. If this ill passed, owners of stock | would have understood the bill better. ‘The bill 
-as Congress may deem reasonable. Mr. B. could | in these railroads would believe it was going to H| 


: : ; i ed that ld be ad d in two 
not then say whether he should vote for the bili | be valuable, and it would give rise to speculation. |! TA Ep n ie wee the ie toad was in 


jon, 20 that the mail could be carried on it, 
and the other where an important section of the 
road was in operation. Then the right to carry 


the mails on them might be contracted for, but . 


must be approved by Congress. There coald be 
no contract so as to produce the payment of the 
moncy before the corporations commenced per- 
forming the service. 

Mr. BENTON had made it his business to 
consider this proposition, and to listen to what 
had been said with respect to it; but he was 
bound to say that he saw difficulties of many 
kinds surrounding this ition; one of them 
would be the shitting of large burdens from the 
Post Office Department on the Treasury, while 
it, at the same time, threw additional burdens 
on it. These railroads were only carried from 
one great point to another, passing by the smaller 
towns and villages, without stopping long eno 
for the purposes of the mail, so that the mails for 
these neglected places would still have tobe kept 
up, though the mails were transported from one 
great town to another in the railroad cars. It 
was known that these railroad companies were 


instituted solely to their own convenience, with- . 


out regard to political, or any other, considera- 
tions. Their cars run from one great point to 


another, without taking inte view the interme- | 


diate points; while, in various parts of the United 
States, there were so many minor post offices, so 


near to each other, that it had been found neces- ` 


sary to establish a rule that the post offices should 
not be nearer than five miles to cach other. These 
rail cars did not arrive at the maximum of their 
speed until same time after starting, and were 
obliged to restrain their for some time be- 


fore stopping; consequently, if they should stop 
frequently, they would not, on the a e, travel 
much faster than the ordinary mail. ith re- 


t to the length and breadth of this scheme, 
the $ Senator from Tennessee found it impossible 
yet to determine anything like its boundaries; 
and, that it was so impossible, would be granted 
by any one who would cast his eye over the map 
oF the United States. patronising one com- 
pany, the hopes of varivus others would be 
excited, and active competition would be pro- 


duced for the patronage of thé Government to a ` 


great extent. There were at this time, in Mis- 
souri, projects for nearly three hundred miles of 
railroad. He mentioned this for the purpose of 
showing how numerous and how extensive these 
railroad projects had become; for, if the business 
was carried so far in a State of the population 


and resources of Missouri, how much farther | 


would it be carried in States whose population 


and resources so greatly exceeded hers? If the 
scheme took effeet in one place, it must pervade |. 


all the others. If other States got the patronage 
of the Government, Misgouri would also make 
application for it, and so it would be with ali the 
States until they obtained their share. 

He thought, therefore, they could not sce the 
boundaries of this scheme. 
regard to this measure ap 


to hold it under. consideration without pledging 
himself az to the course he should take. He, for 
one, did not think they ought te" surretder so 


ickly, and agree that they coald not get alo 
vith business of the country without the aid 
of these railroad jes. Certainly the ape 


companies 

of these cars was very great, but. they had very 
different one in nr ‘ge the transmission of 
neral i igencè. mast tegulate their 
ows hours of arrival end hg, & circumstance 
wholly inc jle with the coneenionce ef the 
maiis. It would be in vain for tke Postmaster 
Genesal-co attempt to regulate thie: censiderations 
affecting their own nagie i convenience 
of their agers wou ely infuence them. 
He could teadity see that our common mail Stages 
loaded with a newspaper mail of wet sheets and 
mine passengers inside, must travel: slowly, yet 
some ment might be made which wowld 
e task apasa to the tra ion of the 
etters. For instance, by sending the letters feat 
in horse mails to themecives, then the héwayap- 
ers, and, lastly, the documents, the letters might, 
by sufficient relays of horses, travel as fast asthe 
railroad cars; for, althoagh the speed might not 


| 


he difficulties with || 

peared to hith to be ` 
such, that, like other gentlemen who had ad- '! 
dressed the Senate on the subject, he was willing 


i 
l 
f 
| 


$ 


be the same for a given number of miles, yet, 
taking into consideration the stoppage of the cars 


| 
‘at different 
speed might 
derstood that great delays, by which 
were subject to much inconvenience, 


reins for passengers, the average 


gentlemen who had recently 
road, that the delays to which they had been sub- 
jected had been so vexatious that they had cause 
to regret that railroads had superseded the old 
mode of travel. Mr. B. replied to the argument, 
that these railroads would be of great advantage 
in transporting the troops and munitions of war 
of the United States. Under the present arrange- 
ment of the War ae poker aie Ta oad the ex- 
penses of the travel of the officers was much bet- 
ter regulated by allowing them so much per mile; 
and when war came, the Government could, ur- 
der the provisions of the Constitution, take one 


of these railroad cars for the transportation of its ` 
troops with the same ease that they could take ' 


ancx-team. Let a war begin, and there was a 
spark of patriotism in the bosom of every mar 
ij which would induce those companies to offer the 
i: ase of their railroads to the Government on rea- 
. sonable terms; but if in any tase that patriotism 


should be wanting, there was a provision in the ; 


Constitution which would enable the officers of 
the Government to take these cars for the trans- 
portation of troops or munitions of war, as read- 
ily as they can take an ox-cart. 

For the present, (Mr. B. said,) he would hold 
this measure under consideration; he saw many 
difficulties in the way, and he hoped that the 
friends of the bill would find some mode of get- 
ting over them. ` 

Mr. WEBSTER knew of no one instance of 
such fancy speculation as alluded to by the Sen- 
ator from Kentuc 
class selling to the second, and the second to the 


‘third, and so on; and he understood from the | 
Senator from South Carolina that no such spec- | 
ulation existed in South Carolina. He believed H 
these enterprises were connected with the public ` 

speci ay If there was | 
a spirit of speculation » (and he rather | 


good, and ought to be 
; though i 
of internal improvement,) would not the same 
ii Spirit exist, in case the land bill passed, 
| distribution of the money among: the States iit 
_ which these 
' isted now? 

Mr. anme some: saint aed of his state- 
ment of the average amount of mone r quar- 
terin the Preasury,; when up before. tee 
i; After some remarks from Mr. LEIGH, the bill 
i i was iaid on the table; and, on motion of Mr. 
i PORTER, 

The Senate adjourned. 
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made nearly equal. He had un-' 
prener | 

ad occur- | 
red on one of these railroads—the railroad from `i 
Baltimore to Wheeling. He had been told by. | 
traveled on that : 


i 


| sented under the 


in order, fot such petitions ax should nat be. obe 
jected to or giva rise to debate, and also resolu- 
tions on the subject of post routes; which was 
agreed to—aycs 116, noes 24, 

Petitions were accordingly presented by 

Mr. BAILEY, of Maine; - 

Messrs. ADAMS and REED, of Massachu- 


setts. 
Mr. PIERCE, ef Rhode Island, offered to pre- 
: Sent three petitions, each of which waa objected 
to by Mr. Wise, on the ground that, by a vote 
of the House, it was put in the power of one man 
to object to the presentation of petitions. He 
was opposed to any such power being placed in 
the hands of a single member; and he should con- 
tinue to object to every petition which was pre- 
rule just adopted. 


i 


| „Mr. SPEIGHT hoped that some gentleman 


. who voted in the majority would move a recom- 
sideration of the vote adopting the proposition of 
Mr. Razp, and that they would proceed to die 
pose of the regular business. on the Speaker’s 
table. It was obvious that they could not pro» 
ceed under the resolution of the gentleman Gon 
Massachusetts, as notice had been given by the 
gentleman from Virginia, (Mr. Wrse,] that he 
should object to every petition which should be 
offered. . sad 

Mr. HOAR moved to reconsider the vote, with 
a view toan amendment of Mr. Regn’s motian, 
so as to suspend the rule to receive petitions withr 
out being reairieted by any objections. 

The motion to reconsider was agreed to; whom 
ante ane pora tina Pr seca 
with the suggestion of hia co ue, [ Mr. Hoar. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Kentucky, moved d 
lay the. motion on the table; which was negay 


: tived. 


t there was, and also an excessive spirit | 
inthe ' 
ii existence of slavery. Mr. S. was 
improvements were going on, as éx- |) 


Qn mation of Mr. JACKSON, of Massachu- | 


: Betts, the bill to authorize the construction of a. 


i 
i 


Pprivgseli, Massachusetts, was read a third time 
an sed. 

Mr. McCARTY, on leave, presented an amend- 
ment, which he intended offering to bill No. 96, 
om the subject of the public lands; which was 
: ordered to be printed. i : 
| Mr. HARD asked the consent of the House to 
take up the resolution offered by him on Batar: 
day, for printing five thousand extra copies of 
the report of the War of the survey 
: &e., of a ship canal to corinect the waters of 
i! Lake Erie and Lake Ontario. 

i jection being made, Mr. Hf. séved to sus- 
i pa ge rules for that purpose; whieh was neg- 
> Mr. REED, on leave, presented certain resola- 
| uous of k agulo of Paeet, on the 
'| súbject inteoduetion óf Totéiġů paupers; 
|| which were ordered to be at ae 
Mr. BELL, on leave, & petition from 
<ertate Ceickasaw Indians; which wee referred 
to the Committes‘on Indian Affairs. - To 


H 
vi 


; railroad on the lands of the United States, in i 


ky, [Mr. Cray,] of the first | 


The motion of Mr. Resp, as modified, wae 
then agreed to—ayes 111, noes 34. 
Petitions and memorials were then further pre- 
sented by. TE ; 
Mr. REED, of Massachuretts; 
Mr. INGHAM, of Connecticut; 
Messrs. ALLEN and SLADE, of -Vermont. - 


SLAVERY IN ARKANSAS. eed 

Mr. SLADE presented the petition of ej > 
one citizens of Bristol, Penne E 
ting against the admission of Arkansas inte the 
Union with a constitution which tolerates the 
stating the 


oe wis p aan, when La 
re sipa toits roceptien, . -i 
The SPEAKER decided that, acoording to thè 
construction given by the House to its ewn res 
|| elution, (Mr. Puecanzy’s resolution,) passed on 
|| the 8th of February last, the: petition would gy 
i! to the -select-eommittee under the order of 


House. a 
? a I appeal from the decision of the 
| Mr. SLADE asked for thereading of the pat 
| uon, whin wee objected to in all per the 
ouse. uestion recurring upon | 

from the decision of the Chair- . s appeal 
Mr. WISE said there was nothing: in the resa 
ation, even by the broadest construction of it, 
which weuld sustain the decision of the Chaix, 
The resolution which the House. had adapted; he 
contended, only related to the. District. of Colui» 
bia, and had mo refesence whatever tothe Teri- 
tories of the United States. ‘Them was an im: 
portant question involved ia this mamosial; and 
that was, whether the Congres’ of the United 
States had the right te impoue conditions in rels- 
tion to the subject of slavery on the new: States 
when adm. into the Union.. He could. act 
see, for the life of him, how it was possible for 
auy persoa to apply the construction te the:-sese- 
dation which the Chair. had ee aeee 


+ 


Te ADA T ea oranan ' ger jiny 
Aisturb the compromise in the Missouri questios 

After what the country had witnessed on that 
exciting ion, were they, by a consieaction - 
like this, to have that extitement raised anew? 
He asked genttensen who had voted for thisiees0- 
hution,:-if it was intended to raise. the: Bidsouri 


-question again upon the countey?:. He, as a 


Mr. REED moved to suspend the rules antil || question; and he 
one o’clozk, for the purpose of calling the Seated, || power agakmt it- 


: “3 ithe exeitement.of that 
southern: tan; prema tte ‘with all bis 
“Jie thoughethar no gentlt man 
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who had voted for this resolution, 
tion, perhaps, of the gentleman fr e 
ever contem plated that the Missouri question was 
to be raised upon them. Neither of the resolu- 
tions had any reference to the Territories of the 
United States; and he thought it was too plain a 
case to be argued. There was nothing in the 
resolution to admit of the construction the Chair 
had given to it; and if the House should refuse to 
receive the petition, there the excitement would 
end, and debate would cease. i 
Mr. SPEIGHT. This wasa mere question. 
It was an important one, and as a southern man 
so he felt it. This was no question about the 
abolition of slavery in this District, but one for 
the abolition in the States; for he considered Ar- 


with the excep- | construction placed upon the resolution by the 
from Vermont, : 


kansas as a State. He was not disposed to argue ` 


this question; for that, indeed, would be precisely 
what its friends desired. It would be to give the 
subject an importance which it did not merit, He 
was inclined to differ with the Speaker. He 
thought tais petition should not be received. He 
had understood the Chair in the early part of the 
session to have given a different decision, and 
had decided that it was in order to object to the 
reception of these petitions. 

The CHAIR observed, that he had so decided 
on one occasion; but the House by their vote re- 
versed the decision; and subsequently his deci- 
sions had been in conformity with that vote of the 
House. 

Mr. SPEIGHT resumed: He hoped the House 
would refuse the reception of this petition. This 
is the first attempt to interfere with slavery in the 
States; it was a new question. What right, he 
asked, had Congress to impose a restriction on 
the people of Arkansas? This question must be 
met and put down. He was well aware that 
nine tenths of the people of the North were op- 
posed to mooting this question. It was the work 
of a miserable degraded faction, who were at 
work for political purposes, and the member from 
Vermont, (Mr. Siape,] as their instrument to 
effect it. He hoped gentlemen would meet the 
question and put down these petitions. How- 
ever much he mig 


right of petition, he would not shrink from this 


qaceton, let the consequences be whatthey might. | 
ere was a direct interference with the rights of 
a southern State, for he called Arkansas a State, | 


as she was just about coming into the Union; and 
were they to receive a petition from a set of mis- 
erable, degraded fanatics, instructing them as to 
what conditions were to be imposed on this new 
State when she was admitted into the Union? 
Mr. S. said he had great respect for the Chair as 


an officer of the House, and great respect for him | 


personally, and nothing but that respect pre- 
vented him from rushing up to the table and tear- 


ing that petition to pieces. He wished to have | 


the question taken on the reception of the petition, 
and, if the petition should be received by a ma- 
jority of the House, then he cared not what be- 
came of it. 

The CHAIR stated the grounds of his decision 
to the House. He said that, in giving the de- 
cision he had, he considered himself as but ex- 
ecuting the resolution of the House, (Mr. Pinck- 
neEyY’s resolution,) according to the construction 
which the House itself, by its decision shortly 
after its adoption, had placed upon their own 
resolution. It would (he said) be remembered 
that, when the resolution offered by the gentle- 
man from South Carolina, and which had been 
adopted by the House, first took effect, the Chai- 
-had placed a construction upon it, and had der 
cided according to that construction. The House 
differed with the Chair, and placed their own 
‘construction upon its meaning and intent. Sub- 
sequently to that time the Chair had taken great 
pleasure in carrying the resolution into effect con- 
formably to the opinion and decision of the House 
as declared by a large majority of that body; and, 


in giving the decision which he had on the present | 


occasion, he had, in his opinion, done nothing 
-more than attempt faithfu.ly to conform to the 
decision of the House, and to carry into effect 
the declared will of the House itself. The House 
itself had placed the construction upon their own 
resolution under which the Chair was then acting; 
but if the House should reverse their decision, 
the Chair would of course be governed by the last 


` select committee.” 


The resolution wasa new rule or order, | 

upon this particular question. 
struing it, no lights could be derived from the | 
authorities of parliamentary precedents. It was 
a question of intention on the part of the House 
who passed it. Whatdid the House mean should 
be the construction placed upon it, was a question 
which the House alone was competent to determ- 
ine. S ; 

The petition now presented the Chair consid- 
ered, from its face, to be an abolition petition— | 
a petition upon the subject of slavery generally— ; 
in which the petitioners express their opinions 


House. 
operating 


In con- ©; 


upon the subject generally, and state that an oc- | 
casion has arisen on which they press their views : 
upon Congress in connection with the admission : 


of Arkansas into the Union. He read from the 
resolution of the House, in which it was declared 
that “all memorials which have been offered, or ; 
may hereafter be presented,” and that every 
“other paper or proposition that may be sub- 
mitted in relation to that subject be referred to a ' 
The resolution further de- 

clared, that “the resolution offered by the gentle- | 
man from Maine should be referred to the select | 
committee.” The resolution of the gentleman | 
from Maine, thus referred by the order of the 

House to the select committee, declares, that “any | 
attempt in this House to agitate the question of | 


slavery is calculated to disturb the compromises || 


of the Constitution, to endanger the Union, and, | 
if persisted in, to destroy the peace and pros- | 


was not entitled to assign reasons why the reasons 
of his colleague to be excused were or were not 
satisfactory. The Chair, however, never knew 
the question raised before; for the invariable prac- 
tice had heretofore been to take the question with- 
out debate. 

Mr. CHAMBERS then understood the Chair 
to say he had the right to debate this question. 
Mr. C. proceeded to address the House, and con- 
tinued till one o’clock; when Mr. CAMBRE- 
LENG called for the orders of the day. 

The subject before the House was then laid 
over, without announcing the decision upon the 


‘| appeal of Mr. Wise. 


The vote was understood to be 127 in favor 
and 67 against the motion to lay the appeal on 
the table.]} 

In the course of the morning, the following 


: resolutions were submitted: 


On motion of Mr. BOON, it was 


Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads be instructed to inquire into the expediency of 
establishing a post road from Fredonia, in the State of In-. 
diana, to Mount Prospect, in Crawford county, in said 


| : State. 


On motion of Mr. WHITTLESEY, it was 


Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads be instructed to inquire into the expediency of 


| establishing a post route from Ravenna, in Portage county, 


to Warren, in the county of Trumbull, Ohio, by Newton 
Falls. 


On motion of Mr. DICKERSON, it was 


Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Office and Post 
Roads be instructed to inquire into the expediency of es- 
tablishing a post route from Dover, in the county of Morris, 


ht be disposed to support the : j : 
i| and place a different construction upon the reso- | 


perity of the country.” 
‘terms in which the resolution adopted by the 
‘House wascouched. The House had heretofore 


decided that all petitions, papers, and proposi- | 


: tions, upon the subject of the abolition ofslavery, 


“went, upon presentation, as matter of course, | 


under the operation of that resolution, to the 


! select committee. This being a petition of the ' 


- character embraced by the resolution, the Chair, 
ii in conformity to the decision of the House, was 
| of opinion that it would go to the select commit- 


‘| tee upon its presentation. Should the House, ; 


upon reconsideration, reverse its own decision, 


lution, the Chair, as already stated, would take 
pleasure, as it would be his duty, to carry the 
will of the House, as declared, into effect. 

Mr. HAWES moved to lay the urano on 
‘the appeal on the table; and upon t. 


dered. 
| After some conversation as to what situation 


i! 
i 


UNDERWOOD, BYNUM, and the CHAIR, 
‘the question was put on the motion to lay the 
appeal of Mr. Wise on the table, by yeas and 


nays. 

| Before the decision was announced, 

| Mr. CHAMBERS, of Kentucky, rose and in- 
“ formed the House that his colleague [Mr. Unper- 
! woop] had not voted; and he moved to compel 
‘him to vote. In doing this, he concurred with 


© his colleague in the reasons which had induced ‘| 


him to decline voting, and he made the motion 


| for the purpose of giving him an opportunity to , 


. present his reasons for so doing. 

i Mr. UNDERWOOD asked to be excused on 
" the ground that he could not conscientiously vote 
|, upon this question, unless he knew the contents 
i. of the 
‘| If the house then refused to allow the 

i| read, he hoped they would not compel 
‘| upon it. 

|: The question was then taken on excusing Mr. 
|| UnpeRwoop; but, before the decision was an- 
: nounced, 

Mr. CHAMBERS, of Kentucky, inquired of 
the Chair if the question was debatable? 

The CHAIR replied that, from the voice of the 
House, the gentleman was excused by a large 
: Majority. 

Mr. CHAMBERS said he had risen before the 
‘decision was announced, and he again asked if 
| the question was debatable? 

-The CHAIR referred to the rule, and said, as 
i it was a new question, (for he had no recollection 
| of its ever having been presented before,) he was, 
|; therefore, not prepared to say that the gentleman 


pea to be 
Im to vote 


Such were the broad | 


„that motion | 
called for the yeas and nays; which were or- `| 


the petition would be left in, &c., between Messrs. | 
WISE, MORRIS, SLADE, LEWIS, PATTON, | 


pore upon which he was required to vote. |; 
o 


| and State of NewJersey, through Suckasunny and Flanders, 
| to Hackettstown, in the county of Sussex. 


On motion of Mr. HOWELL, it was- 


Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Office and Post 
` Roads be instructed to inquire into the expediency of chang- 
i ing the post route between Newark, in Licking county, to 
| Mount Vernon, in Knox county, so as to pass through 
i| Chatham, in Licking county, Ohio. 


On motion of Mr. EVERETT, it was 


Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Office and Post 
! Roads be instructed to inquire into the expediency of es- 

tablishing a post route from Windsor, via Hartland, Quincle 
| Village, West Hartford, Snowstown, Sharron, and South 

Stafford, to the town of Stafford, in Orange county, in the 
| State of Vermont. 


On motion of Mr. McCARTY, it was 


Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Office and Post 

'. Roads be instructed to inquire into the expediency of es- 

| tablishing a post route from Eaton, Ohio, via New Boston, 
Abington, and Philomith, to Centerville, in Indiana. 


On motion of Mr. FOWLER, it was 


Resotved, That the Committee on the Post Office and Post 
, Roads be instructed to inquire into the expediency of es- 

tablishing a post route from Hamburg, by way of Franklin 
Furnace and Sparta, to Newton, in the county of Sussex, 
| New Jersey. 


On motion of Mr. BOCKERF, it was 


Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Office and 
Pust Roads be instructed to inquire into the expediency of 
establishing a post route from Standfordville, in the State 
of New York, to the twn of Sharron, in the State of Con- 
necticut. 


On motion of Mr. JUDSON, it was 


Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads be instructed to inquire into the expediency of 
establishing the following post routes in the State of Con- 
necticut: from Jewett city, by Parksville post office, to 
Canterbury ; from Plainfield, by Moosup and Central vil- 
| lage, to Brooklyn; from Ashford, by Hampton, to Canter- 
i bury. 


GENERAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 

ii The House, in further execution of the special 
order of the 26th of January, resumed the con- 
sideration of the bill making appropriations for 
the civil and diplomatic expenses of Government 
for the year 1836. 

The bill had been considered in Committee of 
| the Whole; and the question immediately pend- 
| Ing was on concurring with the amendment of 
| the committee to strike out the following clause: 

_ For the Documentary History of the Ameriean Revolu- 
tion, per act of March 2, 1853, $20,000. 

_Mr. CARTER moved to amend the clause by 
j directing the Secretary of State to notify Clarke 
and Force to discontinue the said work, and to 
| ascertain the probable amount of damages that 
| would be incurred by rescinding the contract, 
and report the same to Congress at the next ses- 
sion. 

_ Mr. PEARCE, of Rhode Island, who was en- 
titled to the floor, addressed the House for some 
time in opposition to the amendment of the com- 
| mittee, and in favor of retaining the clause. 


-~ rejected without a count. 
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Messrs. VANDERPOEL, THOMPSON of | heirs of James Mason; which was referred to 
South Carolina, GLASCOCK, CHAMBERS of |' the Committee on Revolutionary Claims. l 
Pennsylvania, TOUCEY, EVERETT, and AD- Mr. PRESTON presented the petition of John 
AMS; followed on the same side; and it waa p: 

sd by Messrs HARDIN, HUNTSMAN, 

OHNSON of Tennessee, and RENCHER. 

The amendment of Mr. Carter was then 


sated for the invention of his life preserver, to 
perar people from drowning; which was re- 
erred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 


REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 

Mr. EWING, of Ohio, from the Committee 
on Public Lands, reported the bill for the relief 
of Benjamin Bennet and others, without amend- 
ment. 

Mr. LEIGH, from the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary, reported the bill to regulate the courts of the 
middle district of Florida, without amendment. 

Mr. PORTER, from the Committee on Private 
Land Claims, to whom the subject had been re- 
ferred, reported a bill for the confirmation of cer- 
: tain land titles in Louisiana; which was read, and 

ordered to a second reading. 

Mr. WALL, from the Committee on Military 
Affairs, to whom was referred the petition of 
William P. Rathbun, reported a bill for his relief ; 
which was read, and ordered to a second reading. 


he question recurred upon concurring with 
the Committee of the Whole in their report, 
deing to strike out the clause, and it was further 
debated by Mr. PATTON, (who objected to the 
appropriation at this time, on the ground that it 
was an advance to the parties before the comple- 
tien of the work for which it was appropriated.) 
Mr. THOMPSON of South Carolina, Mr. TOU- |, 
CEY, and Mr. JOHNSON of Tennessee. auth: 
Mr. TOUCEY then offered a proviso to the 
following effect: ' 
Provided, The same shali not be disbursed before the 
delivery of the first volume of such work; nor if sech vol- 
me shali contain any documents anterior to the restrictive 
measures, or any unimportant documents which, in the 
“opinion of the Sceretary of State, ought not to be inserted 
thercin; nor unless, in the opinion of that officer, such vol- 
Se ahali Bot inte Sala miN (ho Ponirect Mr. PRESTON, from the Committee on the 
Which was rejected. . ii Judiciary, reported the bill for the relicf of Doc- 
The eton „was na ares oe cates | tor Thomas Cooper, without amendment. 
ee tee ee isa i| RESOLUTIONS INTRODUCED. 
t 


ided in the negative—yeas 85, nays 93. 
E E e || Mr. BENTON submitted the following resolu- 


So the clause was not stricken out. E hich esd ced ach 
: | tions; which were considered, and agre : 
Mr. CAMBRELENG moved a reduction of | te denas at Web deced te ies 


1,000 in the clause appropriating the salarics of -` ` D 
ia &c., of Wisconsin Territory, pursuant form ihe aeie kin amount that oan be 
to the provision of the bill passed by the two © forifications; provided the Corps ot Engineers is increased 
Houses for the establishing’ the governmert of 
said Territory; which was agrced to. 


TERRITORIAL GOVERNMENT OF WISCONSIN. 


Mr. PATTON, from the committee of confer- 
ence on the patt of the House on tho d y 
ment of the two Houses on the bill to establish . 
the territorial government of Wisconsin, made 
a report that the joint committee had ed to 
recommend that the Senate recede from their dis- 

nt. The bill in question was a Senate 
bill, amended by the House in reducing the salary 
of the Governor from $3,500 to $2,508, to whieh ; 
the Senate disagreed, and the House insisting, a | 
conference was asked, and Mr. P., the chairman, | 
made the foregoing report. During the proceed- | 
ings of the day, the bill was returned from the | 
Senate to the House, accompanied by a message | 


the whole appropriation for each fortis made at once, to 


ress of the work. Also, that he inform the Senate what is 

the maximum amount which can be beneficially expended 

annually on the objects of expenditure within the Ordnance 

department, as detailed in the report of that department of 

March 8, 1333, provided, the appropriations for each object 

be made at oace for a series of years, to be drawn for annu- 

ally until the object is accomplished. 

i Resoteed, That the Secretary of the Navy be directed to 

inform the Senate whatis the maximum amount which ean 

be beneficially expended annually towards completing the 

naval defenses of the country, embracing—1, ordnance and 

ordnance stores; 2, gradual increase of the navy, and col- 

lection of materials; 3, repairs; 4, navy-yards and docks, 

ead other incsdental heads of expenditure ; i the 

appropriations fur the expenditure be made at once fora . 
serien nor years, to be drawn from the Treasury annually, as 


Mr. TIPTON submitted the following resolu- | 
| 


h a: ‘| tion; which lies on the table one day: 
stating that they had receded from their disagree- : 3 ? y: 
ment y i aoe ean the ue pi en pe be in- 
* 7 ', structed to inquire into the expediency of autho: the 
The House then adjourned. " President of the United States to exchange lands situate 
; pourawost ot me Missouri Rete ha the Pottawatomie 
3 - Indiaax, ands given to them by treaty of Chi 
IN SENATE. :, of 1833, lying north of the Missouri river, should the Indians | 
Torspvar, April 19, 1836. ! desire to make such exchange. Also, to inquire into the 


; i i f authorizi hange of lands in the ter- 
Mr. NAUDAIN presented the petition of | susry west of the Biate of M for lange ened ny 
Peter A. Karthaus, on the subject of French spo- |; the Miami and other Indians, in the State of Indiana. 
liations; which was referred to the Committee | Mr. KING, of Alabama, submitted the fol- 
on the Judiciary. he |: lowing resolution; which lies on the table one 
_Mr. CLAY presented a petition, numerously | day: 
signed by citizens of Louisville, Kentucky, pray- Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Office and 
ing that the private stock in the Louisville and |; Post Roads be instructed to inquire into the expediency of 
Portland canal may be purchased by the Govern- establishing a mail route from Manningham, Butler county, i 
ment, and that it may be made toll free; which Alabama, to Mount Willing, Lowndescounty. - 
‘was laid on the table. ! Mr. WALKER submitted the following reso- 
Mr. TIPTON presented the petition of sundry : lution; which lies on the table one day: 


Gardiner, of Washington, praying to be compen- | 


according to the bill which has passed the Senate, and that . 


be drawn for in annua! insta!/ments, as required by the prog- | 


GEORGE GIST, EBENEZER PHILLIPS, AND 
OTHERS. 


Mr. DAVIS, from the Committee on Com- 
‘merce, to which had been referred the bills frog 
the House for the relief of George Gist and others, 
and Ebenezer Phillips and others, reported them 
severally without amendment, with a recom- 
mendation that they be passed. 


HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 


The bills from the House authorizing the con- 
struction of a railroad through the property of 
the United States at Springfield, Massachusetts, 
and to grant half-pay to the widows and orphans 
of deceased officers and soldiers, were severally 
read twice, and referred. 


PROCEEDS OF THE PUBLIC LANDS. 

The bill to appropriate, for a limited time, the 
procecds of the sales of the public lands among 
the States, and for granting lands to certain 

States, was taken up as the order of the day. 
Mr. SOUTHARD addressed the Senate in a 
speech of great length in supportof the bill. He 
said that he would not approve of the distribation 
of a dollar of this money that was wanted for the 
completion of the national defenses on a perma- 
nent footing of atrength and respectability, and 
entered into calculations from the estimates of the 
Secretary of the Treasury, and taking into view 
. the expenditures of the last year, for the purpose 
of showing that the national defenses, both naval 
: and military, can be completed on the most liberal 
, scale without touching the proceeds of the land 
‘sales, and still leave a large surplus yet to be 'dis- 
posed of. These calcalations (he seid) were bet- 
tomed on the estimates of the Secretary himeelf. 
: In his calculations for tlre naval defenses, Mr. 9. 
expressed himself in favor of the most liberal 
appropriations that had been suggested. He said 
he would go as far as the seven millions per an- 
num, as estimated by the Secretary of the Navy; 
though he believed that, with a much smaller 
naval force than this sum would produce, and 
with a sea-coast like ours, we might bid defiance 
to the combined naval force of the whole world. 
Mr. S. spoke in high terms of eulogy of the 
Navy, and declared that a naval force was the 
most appropriate arm of defense for free govern- 
ments, there being no instance recorded in history 
where navies had ever been instrumental in sub- 


jugatin their country. 

; r. 5. was not ia avr of an increase of the 
Army. He gave it as his opinion, in which (he 
said) he was supported by the nai of War, 
that. the present y was sufficiently for all the 
purposes for which an army was needed. 

As to fortifications, Mr. S. was for completing 
those already begun on a liberal scale, with such 
.: others as information, founded on actual surveys 
‘and estimates, showed to be necessary; but he 
; was of opinion that the system of fortifications 


|: was injudiciously commenced, thoagh under eir- 


| cumstances which, at the time, seemed imperi- 
ously to recommend it. Those who originated 
the system were actuated by feelings of mortifi- 
cation at the frequent aggressions of the enemy 
j on our shores, and a APA fiatatal desire to'pre- 
vent the hostile tread of the foreign soldier on 
| our shores in future. They had no idea of the 


inhabitants of Miami county, Indiana, praying > Resolved, That the of War be directed to cause | 


-for the repeal of a law reserving certain sections | be surveyed the most eligible sites for fortifications an or | 


i s > :: pear rtion of the coast of the State of Mississippi, | 
Fearne Rider w t] ads. referred to the 4 oenn on the Gulf of Mexico, or the islands in that i 

Mr. TIPTON also nted the petition of the 
the citizens of St. Joseph’s county, Indiana; pray- ` 
‘ing for the establishment of a post route from . 
‘Southbend to Edwardsburgh; which was referred `| 
"to: the Committee on the Post Office and Post | 


commieree that exists there, especially that commerce 
which is carried on between New Orleans and Mobile, or | 
between the Pearl river, or Pascagoula, and either of the | 
above mentioned cities ; and thathe cause to be made the | 
proper estimates of the expense necessary for the erection 
and arming such fortifications; and that he make report 
Roads. og ra || thereof to the Seaate at the next session of Congress. 
Mr. MORRIS presented several petitions from | Mr. EWING, of Ohio, submitted the following 
citizens of Ohio, on the subject of a change. in i resolution; which was considered; and agreed to: 
‘the location of the Cumberland roed; which was || ‘Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury bë directed 
referred to. the Committee on the Post Offies and || to inform the Senate what amount of of the United 
Eon oe ui Ys . Pintes, recoived för pubiic landa in the tome hog Obi mi- 
Mr. NILES presented the petition of Gabriel || pem 2nd Missouri, and the Michigan Territory, has been, 
5 in pursuance of his instructions, transferred to’ banks in 
W. Denton; which was referred to the Com- || the sastera cities vince the 20th of June, 1836; ana that he 


mittee on Commerce. i the banks from andto which such transfers have 


Mr. KING, of Alabama, nied the: peti- E made; that he aiso creel the Senate whether any 
jor illam Robertson. * whi are now ordered, and whether any other 
sion of William others; which was deposit banks in the above-named States or Territory have 


‘referred to the Committee on Finance. ; 
Mr. BLACK presented the memorial of the 


authority tol direct what money shall be received for public 
: Jande in the distries: foe which they are ties depasitoHes 


' vicinage, suitable for the defense of that section, and of |; 


| immense power and wealth to which this giant 
nation would arrive, and that its vast population 
| and resources, with the improved facility of inter- 
communication throughout the country, ‘would, 
: taking our Navy into: consideration, ‘render! us 
secure from invasion. fe E i 


Mr. 8. then argued tHat, 


there being no went 


| forthe proceeds of the land sales for the purposes 


i 
if 
1 


of the Government, (there being more than à h 
for all our expenditures of every description aris- 
| ing from the money received for custom, } this 
fund ought to be appropriated forthe common 
benefit of the whole of. the States, as was origin- 
ally intended-by the.act of cessiorof the Btate of 
Virginia. He answered the various objections 
that had been made to this bill, contending that 
the money was not needed for national defenses 
that it would not be wanted either for Indian wars 
‘of Wars with foréign nations; and that it*could 
not possibly impede the growth or pry y of 
the new States, as had been: objected. by gentle- 
men opposed to the bih.-- 7: ° 
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Mr.SOUTHARD, without concluding, yielded 


the floor to f 
Mr. PRESTON, on whose motion the Senate 


went into the consideration of executive busi- 
ness; ofrer which, 

It adjourned, 

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Trespayx, stpril 19, 1836. 

Mr. PHILLIPS asked the consent of the House 
to discharge the Committee of the Whole from 
the further consideration of a bill from the Senate, 
in addition to an act of May 24, 1828, to authorize 
the licensing of vessels to be employed in the 
mackerel fisheries. 

Mr, WISE objected. He desired that the House 
should take up and dispose of the resolution sub- 
mitted by his honorable colleague, [Mr. Drom- 
eoote, Jand his amendment thereto. His colleague 
was in lavor or the consideration of the resolution. 
He had but little to say in conclusion of the re- 
marks which he had heretofore submitted. But 
as he had been attacked in a scurrilous manner 
by a newspaper of the city, he was anxious to 
have an opportunity of concluding what he had 
to say on this subject. 

Mr. PHILLIPS hoped the gentleman would 
withdraw his objection, as the bill which he 
wished to bring before the House would occupy 
but a moment. 

Mr. WISE had opposed the motion merely 
for the purpose which he had indicated. He 
would withdraw his opposition, under the hope 
that the resolution of his colleague would be 
taken up after the bill was disposed of. 

The Committee of the Whole was then dis- 
charged from the further consideration of the bill 
mentioned by Mr. Putiiips; and the same was 
read the third time, and passed. 


SELECTION OF DEPOSIT BANKS. 


Mr. DROMGOOLE then moved to take up the 
resolution offered by him. He felt great anxiet 
that it should be disposed of, and accorded wit 
his coHeague in the hope that it would be now 
taken up and acted on. 

Mr. WHITTLESEY preferred that the stand- 
ing committees should first have an opportunity 
to report. 

Mr. WISE remarked, that the same request 
had been acquiesced in heretofore, which had oc- 
cupied the whole morning hour, and defeated any 
action on the resolution. He asked itas a favor 
of his friend from Ohio [Mr. Wuitrtieser] to 
permit this resolution to be taken up. Reports of 
committees could be made subsequently to the 
dupeation of the resolution of his colleague. 

o objection being made, the resolution of Mr. 
DromeGoo.e was taken up, and read, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be directed 
to communicate to this House full information of the mode 
and manner of selecting banks in the several States or 
Territories for the deposit of the public money of the United 
States, and of all contracts, agreements, or stipulations en- 
tered into with said banks for the safe-keeping of said 
moneys. That the Secretary of the Treasury also state 
what agents have been employed, the nature and extent of 
their agency, and the compensation which such agents 
have received in any way from the Government of the 
United States; and that he also state what officers or 
agents on the part of said banks have in any way partici- 
pated or been instrumental in the formation of any such 


contracts, or agreements, or stipulations concerning the de- , 


posit and safe-keeping of said moneys in said banks. 


The motion pending was the proposition of | 


Mr. Wise to strike out all after the word ‘* Re- 
solved,’’ and insert the following: 


‘That a select committee be appointed, with power to 
send for persons and papers, to inquire into the mode or 
agency of selecting the bank: 
money; the contracts with the Treasury Department by 
which they are regulated ; the manner in which, and the per- 
sons by whom, such contracts are or have been made; into 


ali correspondence whatsoever touching contracts for the . 
deposit of the public money ; and into all connection or re- -- 


lation, official or unofficial, which exists, or has existed, 
between any person, or persons, and the ‘Treasury Depart- 
ment, or between them and the deposit banks, or any indi- 
viduals or banks, touching the custody and the control and 
deposit of the public money ; or between any department 
of the Executive, and any individual or individuals, or 
banks, touching the diebursement of the public money, ap- 
propriated or unappropriated by law ; and into the amount 


of compensation of any or all agents whomsever, official - 
or unofficial, connected with the said Department, or said | 


banks, touching the disbursement, safe-keeping, or deposit, 
of the public money ; and that said committee have leave 
to report by bill or otherwise,” 


ti 
| 


3 of deposit for the public . 


Mr. WISE, who was entitled to. the floor, ad- 
‘dressed the House. When he had spoken the 
other day, he was presenting to the view of the 
House the difference between his colleague’s 
(Mr. DromcGoo te] resolution and his own. The 
first and most important difference was, that his 
colleague’s resolution was a mere inquiry of the 
Secretary of the Treasury; while hisamendment 
directed an inquiry by an investigating commit- 
tee. He had enumerated three objections to the 
form of proceeding pointed out by his colleague. 
The first was, that parliamentary usage had 
already been complied with. The Secretary of 
the Treasury had already answered, in 1834, the 
inquiries his colleague desired to make. The 
Secretary of the Treasury had already given an 
answer, but that answer was not satisfactory 
toMr. W. Itwasasuppressionofthetruth. An- 
other objection was, the repugnance he felt, and 
which the House ought to feel, to adopta mode of 

roceeding recommended and asked for by the 
Secretary of the Treasury. The third objection 
was, the effect of this measure of inquiry of the 
Secretary of the Treasury would be to lose the 
discovery of the fraud and falsehood which he 
believed had been practiced upon Congress and 
the country. Would gentlemen tell him it was 


it 
ri 


t 


not necessary to grant an inquiry by a committee, ' 
until an inquiry should be made of the Secretary , 
of the Treasury? They told him, too, that when : 


the answer came, if it was evasive, then he might 
propose his inquiry. He told gentlemen that the 
answer of the Secretary of the Treasury would 
be a mere cloak—a mantle thrown over the secret 
transactions of the Department in relation to the 
transactions of Reuben M. Whitney and the de- 
posit banks; and when that answer should be 
received, gentlemen would then say that it would 
be an imputation on the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury to institute an investigation after he had 
given his answer; it would be to say that that 
answer was not satisfactory and correct. 

There was a great and manifest difference be- 
tween the extent of the inquiries in his resolution 
and that of his colleague. His colleague’s reso- 
lution did not go far enough; but was a mere 
inquiry of the Secretary of the Treasury as to 
the mode and manner of selecting banks of de- 

osit for the public money; whether any agent 
had been instrumental in the formation of con- 
tracts, &c. Now, his colleague must understand 
that this was what he charged especially. He 
did not intend to say that Whitney actually made 
the selection; he believed the Seerctary of the 
Treasury did that, and that this certain Reuben 
M. Whitney was the mere internuncio. But he 

' wished to examine into the extent of the agency 
between the deposit banks and this individual. 
That agent was not merely to examine into the 
condition of the banks, and report whether they 
were good or not, before they were selected, but, 


«he would serve, being employed by 


The Secre- 
tary of the Treasury, to be sure, never had him- 
self appointed an agent; but Mr. W. believed 
he had recommended to the deposit banks to 
employ one, and that Reuben M, Whitney was 
the man; and he believed he was paid many 
thousands of dollars by these banks. Were 
these transactions to be concealed from the knowl- 
edge of the people by a mere inquiry of the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury, whether an agent was 
paid by the Government? If they would ask in 
a proper and satisfactory manner, he would be 
satisfied. 

Mr. W.askcd, from the knowledge they had of 
Reuben M. Whitney, who it was to be supposed 
the Treasury, 
and paid by the banks? Would he serve God or 
mammon? But his inquiry went much further 
than his colleaguc’s. His inquiry went to watch 
their own watchmen, the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury and Reuben M. Whitney—to watch their 
own purse-holders, banks and all. His purpose. 
was to inquire into all correspondence between 
the Secretary of the Treasury and Reuben M. 
Whitney; and would gentlemen refuse to lay 
open that correspondence? What was supposed 
to be the character of that correspondence? He 
believed there would be found much in it to be 
dreaded. He believed in that correspondence 
politcal considerations would weigh heavily. 

Je did not charge this—he charged nothing; he 
only asked for an inquiry. He presumed, ina 
letter from Whitney to the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury, as to the selection of a bank of deposit, it 
would rather be negatively of a political bearing. 
He would say there were several good banks ina 
certain place; but one of them, he would say, had 
officers who belonged to a certain political party, 


_and might use the money for political purposes; 


after that, this agent was the eye of the Treasury . 


over those banks. 


This agency is not officially recognized by the 


Department, although Mr. Kendall was appointed 


‘ 


supervising agent; and his contracts showed ex- | 


pressly the influence which he had in the selec- 
tion of banks of deposit; and it was to be sup- 
posed that he would have the same influence in 
removal after selection was made. This agent 


: of the selection. Now, he said to his honorable 
‘ colleague, and to the country, that this position 
_of a merely recommending agent was a most 
| strong, powerful, and dangerous position for any 


in the first place, insist on an extravagant demand 
for procuring the public moneys for those banks; 
and then, after they were selected, he might de- 
mand of them almost anything he pleased, and 
obtain it under a threat of having them removed. 


How was this agent paid? He is, to be sure, not | 


paid by the Government; but he was paid by the 
: banks for the use of the public moneys. Argus, 
| of old, had a hundred eyes to watch a single 
object, and he was fis to sleep; but this Argus 
of the Treasury had but two eyes—one for him- 


; paid for watching thirty-five objects: This was 
| alynx-eyed Argus indeed. The contract with 
i: the Metropolis Bank showed that the Secretary 


might not make the selection, but he was em- | 
ployed in giving information which was the cause | 


self, and the other for the Treasury—and was | 


- one man to occupy in this country. He might, | 


, gation of a private nature 


therefore, it would not be best to select that bank. 
Yes, these political considerations would be ofa 
negative form. They would not select a Whig 
bank, because it might use the money for polit- 
ical purposes, but they would select an Adminis- 
tration bank, because it would not use the money 
for political effect. A correspondence of that 
character had partially come to light in relation 
to the Illinois bank, and yet they were told that 
no agent was employed by the Government. Sup- 
pose Whitney should, after a bank was selected 
as a bank of deposit, apply for a special favor, 
and should be refused; he might then inform the 
Secretary of the Treasury that this bank was un- 
safe, and the bank should be dismissed: ought 
not this correspondence to come to light, if there 
be any such correspondence as this? His inquiry 
went further; he wanted to know the whole con- 
nection, reciprocal and material, that existed be- 
tween Whitney and the Department and the 
banks of deposit; the whole agreement apper- 
taining to the public moneys, and its safe kee 
ing. What right had any one man—what tehi 
had the Department or the deposit banks to make 
a secret of their business touching the public de- 
posits? and he asked for no correspondence which 
was not touching the safe-keeping and disburse- 
ment of the public moneys. Were they to sup- 
ose that this investigation would result in an 
inquisition? He would call attention to the inves- 
tigation of the affairs of the Bank of the United 
States: see what important facts that investiga- 


| tion brought before the public. He asked gen- 
‘tlemen of the party how far that investigation 


went into the private transactions of individuals; 
of Thomas Biddle, and of Noah and Webb? 
Then ought not Whitney’s connection with the 
deposit banks come to be understood? But was 


' Whitney and the Treasury to be cloaked by this 


resolution of his colleague? No, never, with 
Mr. W.’s consent. But he did not ask an investi- 
t The banks might 
pay Whitney, from their private coffers what they 
poen He only wanted to know what pay he 

ad touching his agency with the public moneys; 
and that was no private transaction. He asked 
gentlemen if they would protect Whitney in his 
sanctuary from a public investigation? He asked 
the nation—-he asked the world. He asked who 
this Reuben M. Whitney was, that was fattening 
upon the peeple’s money, and publishing insult- 
ing cards in an infamous print (the Globe) con- 
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ing the last war, while General Jackson wes | that office, that he might read a lesson from his ‘| 
fighting the battles of his country. This was Bible: ‘‘ And when Simon saw thatthrough the 
the man who was fattening upon your public laying on of hands the Holy Ghost was given, 
Treasury. he offered them money; but Peter said unto him, 
[Mr. W. here read a long extract from the Thy money perish with thee, because thou hast 
report of Messrs. McDuffie, Watmough, and thought that the gift of God may be purchased 
Adams, in 1932.] with mer thou hast neither part nor lot in this 
Here (Mir. W. said) was the traitor during the matter.” If the people are as faithful to their 
last war, who had then sworn an oath of alle- liberties as Peter was to his God, they would re- 
giance to the enemy, and had since sworn a false mind that candidate as Peter did Simon, ‘* Thou 
oath, as shown by the report of as high-minded hast neither part nor lot in this matter.” 
and honorable men as were in this ration, who Mr. PEYTON followed with some remarks in 
had the charge of the treasure of the land, which support of Mr. Wise’s amendment, in which he 
amounted to upwårds of forty millions. How drew a variety of contrasts between the resist- ; 
came he there? Did not the Secretary of the ance te investigation in this instance, and other 
Treasury know this when he made him-internun- well-known precedents. He entered also into a 
cio? Mr. W. had understood that a former Sce- minute examination of the resolution of Mr. 
retary of the Treasury had refused to receive this Daomeoo.s, to show that the object desired could . 
individual as an agent on account of his charac- aot be obtained by it. 
ter; yet the present Secretary of the Treasury had Mr. DROMGOOLE replied at length to the 
recognized him, and they were to inquire of the tlemen from Virginia and Tennessee, (Mesars. | 
Secretary of the Treasury who employed this per- isk and Perrard He expressed his surpriae: | 
jured villain? Sir, Reuben M. Whitney is noth- at the opposition this resolution had met with, as: 
tog, but his connection with the public Treasury | it was a mere ordinary reeolution.of inquiry, sued: 
is something. When he saw that patriotic man, |! as were ‘almost daily presented and agreed to 
who had fought the battles of his country, giving |! without a question. Fhe question was this—was 
a high trust to a traitor who had sworn allegiance |' the information called for in it desirable to be 
to the enemy in our day of trial, and who had '' placed in the possession of the House? He 
sworn falsely since—when he saw the public || maintained that it was ebsolutely essential for 
treasure appropriated to building up blasted mon- i| the action of the House «pon the bill ting 
uments of infamy, he bad to appeal to the people. |' the public deposite. Mr. D. then contended that 
He asked the bold adventurer of the stormy æa | the information called for was full and ample, 
—he asked the enterprising and industrious mer- | but that if the response turned out to be unsatis- 
chant—and he asked the hardy backwoodsman, factory his colleegue might then extend the im- 
iry. He denied most unequivocally, in reply 


if, whenthis money was taken from their purses, ` 

it was intended to he guarded by a perjured to his colleague, that the effect of this resolution 

traitor? He could not stand this when he thought wouid be to smother inquiry, or to suppres the 
truth; and he repelled the idea that he had con- 


of his constituents, who built their own vessels 
and ventured thousands of miles with their pro- sulted the Secretary of the Treasury in drafuag 
the resolution; but he was unwilling to eondemn 


duce, and paid their duty into the Treasury, and 
` him, or any other officer, unbeard or without in- || 


then for it to be d by such men as this! 
This compelled him to do a deed of daring which vestigation. Again, he was not disposed to go || 


he knew would bring down the ve of into the private inquiry embraced in the amend- i 
steed on his head, if he failed in his effort. ment of his. colleague. He could not consent | 
t he asked gentlemen of the what ben- that a tesolution Boking for information from the ' 


efit they expected by smothering this investiga- head of a Department should be supplanted by. 
tion? He should think, if everything was pure, : the intment of an inquisitosial committee; 
they would be pleased to demonstrate it; and, if -| founded, too, upon the assumption of guilt on | 
the reverse, most certainly this investigation | the part of that oficer. It would be prejudging ing | 
ought tobe had. He feared the money mania || the case, and no good could result from it. t 

seized upon the minds of all. Money spec- Mr. D.’s resolution in no way embarrassed the ` 


had 
ulations, he feared, had become connected with proposition of his colleague, and the gentleman | 
might continue to urge it as a distinct is, 


pone! speculations, Would the honest man - 
benefited by this? Would the people be ben- ` tion, either before or after obtaining the required | 
lt would only be for the benefit of :| information. Mr. D. dwelt at length on the sub- | 


efited? No. 
a few of the leaders of the The honest | ject, and concluded b hoping the resolution he ` 
had submitted woul 


rty. | 
men of the party were out of power, and the dis- | 
h soon as practicable, they would act on the bill 


honeat men were in power. at was the max- | 
im of the pany? It showed the power of the | regulating the deposits of the public money in | 
' certain. local bankg; to do which the informa- |! 


rty. It was, * Give usthe golden key, and we | 
will unlock the hearts of the people; give us the |! tion called for by this resolution was esaentially | 


power and patronage of the Government,and die- || necessary. ii 
tation itself may run.” The party have the peo- | Mr. CAMBRELENG called for the orders of 
ple’s own moncy to make this attempt; and it. the day. 


was said the other day, that the reason why the 
surpius funds would not be distributed was that 
they dare not touch them, for fear of breaking 
the banks of deposit. . 

{Mr. W. here read a letter from Pittsburg, te 
show the manner in which the deposit banks were 
to be made shaving shops.] 

Ife also alluded to the Manhattan Banking 
Company, who (he said) were prohibited by the ` 
laws of New York from loaning out more than a | 
certain amount over their capital stock. This | 
bank might have large amounts of the pablic 


PUBLIC DEPOSITS. 


‘On motion of Mr. MERCER, it was 
Resotced, That the Secretary of the Treasury be directed | 
te lay befare the House a statement of the several amounts 
deposited in the various deposit banke of the Government 
; by the several officers thereof, on public account, on the 
first day af the present month, together with the semi- 
. monthly returns of the deposit banks in relation thereto. 
POST ROUTE. 


Ga motion of Mr. HOWARD, it was 
Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Office and — 
A Ty le anoents of the pablis , genio imei ment ae meen 
„whi he Jaw it would net be author- |. pos 9 DY 

ied o loan out. If directors, however, were 7 oF Chamberiburg, to Pitsburg. 
allowed to take the money and lend iton their | PROTEST AGAINST ADMISSION OF MICHIGAN. | 
own responsibility, and could by this means make ‘| Mr. ADAMS, on leave, presented a: remon- | 
from two to three per cent. per month, in the | strance of sundry citizens of Michigan against - 
same manner, (he said,) the directors might loan. || the bill which has passed the Senate for the ad- 
out the money to brokers, or put in their hands || mission of that Territory into the Union; which | 
to be loaned out, for the purpose of raising stocks, | wea referred, and orderéd to besprinted. : 


i 


i | 
and by these operations great speculations might || - fneffectual ätter nae f a 
: P : s were made Messrs. | 
Oe, We onid the contre ATE ata criais, | ASH, end WILLIAMS of North Carolina, to | 
The question was of more i tance now: «han | Sen FEAL De La posf Tene, | 
it ever had beon during the existence of the Goy- | i 
i 


i 
GENERAL APPROPRIATION BILL, - | 
ernment. Were the people of the country to be 


The House resumed the consideration of the ` 


THE: CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE; 


cerning Mr. W. This infamous individual had | ea by their own money? He would tell the bill making 
taken the oath of allegiance to our enemies dur- || candidate for the next presidency, who expected |! matic service 


: tee of the 


be adopted, and that, as | $0 


| ment; which was los 


, inserting after the word ‘* 


3T? 


ropeiajan ion for the civil and diplo- 
or the year 1836. : 
The following amendmeat of the Committee of 


: the Whole was read: 


For defraying the expenses of a survey of lots in the towm 
of Galena, illinois, to be made by the surveyor gencral of 
Missouri and Illinois, under an act of Congress, approved 
5th February, 1839, $1,090. 

After some suggestions and explanations b 
Messrs. CAMBRELENG, HARDIN, HOW- 
ELL, MAY, REYNOLDS of Illinois, and 
EVANS, the amendment was disagreed to. 

Mr. CAMBRELENG moved that the expense 
of surveying the lots in Galena be defraycd out 


_ of the appropriation for surveying the public lands 


in Missouri and Illinois. 

Mr. SEVIER opposed the amendment, when 
it was withdrawn. 

On the suggestion of Mr. RIPLEY, a motion 
was made by Mr. P. C. FULLER, to reconsider 
the vote n jeceng the amendment of the Commit- 

hole providing for the aforesaid Sur- 
vey of town lots in Galena. 

The motion was debated by Messrs. RIPLEY, 
P. C. FULLER, REYNOLDS of Illinois, and 
HARDIN; when the vote was reconsidered, ana 
the amendment was concurred in. 

The following amendment of the Committee 
of the Whole was next read: 

For a custom-house in Boston, in addition to a former 
approp:iation, $200,000. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD moved to amend the item 
by restricting the cost of the site and building to 
the sums heretofore and now proposed to be ap- 


riated. 

The latter amendment was briefly advocated 
by Messrs. UNDERWOOD and MERCER, and 
opposed by Messrs. LAWRENCE, ADAMS, 
and CAMBRELENG; when 

Mr. UNDERWOOD modified his amendment 
so as to limit the entire eost- of the ground and 
building, appropriated heretofore, and to be a 
propriated hereafter, to the sum of $350,000. 
After a few additional remarks, Mr. U. asked for 
the yeas and nays ‘en his amendment; which 
were ordered, 

Thediscussion wasfurther continyed by Messrs. 


REED, HARPER, SUTHERL , MER. 
CER, and EVERETT; when the amendment of. 
Mr. Unper woop was negatived—yeas 82, nays 88. 


he question recurred on the amendment of the 
Committee of the Whole. . 

Mr. OWENS asked for the yeas and nays; 
w were not ordered;and the amendment was 
concurred in without a count, : . 

The felewing amendment of the committee 
was also concurred in;- 

For a marble bust of the late Chief Justice Marshall, 


The next and last amendment of the Committee 
of the Whole was read, as follows; 

SEC. 2. And beit further enacted, That it shall be the duties 
of the Secretaries of State, of the H reasury, of the War and 
Navy Departments, and of the Postmaster General, and the 
Secretaty of the Senate, and Clerk of the House of Repre-. 
sentatives, to lay before Congress, the first week in Ja y 


;' in each year; a statement showing, in detail, the ex i- 
| tures of the previous year ef the various sums which may. 
:: have been appropriated by Congress for the eontingent 
;; expenses of their respective. Departments, and the two 


Houses of Congrese, specifying the appropriation, and under. 
it the expenditures, each article purchased, the price paid, 
and to whom the same shall have been paid. 

Mr. A. H. SHEPPERD moved an asdjourn- 
T7, noes 79. 
Mr. S. moved to amend the amendment’ by 
Departments,” where 
it ust geates, the words, ** including the contin- 
geneies of foreign intercourse, and all ‘missions 
abroad.” A i : 

This amendment was briefly advocated by Mr. 
SHEPPERD, and oppesed by Mr. MASON of 
Vireinin; when. : Rae at 

r, LOVE moved 


an adjournment—ayes 78; 
noes 60. : 
{at half past four o'clock) 


The House then: 
adjourned. 


IN SENATE. — 

F Wepnespar, April 20, 1886. 
‘The CHAIR communicated a report from the 

Treasury Department, in anwwer to the resolation 

of the Siats oF the Qlet ultimo, inquiring as to 


ia aad 
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the expediency, and the probable cost 
a suitable building for the custom-house at New 
Orleans, transmitting a letter from the collector 
of New Orleans on the subject; which was laid 
on the table. f 

Mr. McKEAN presented the memorial of a 
number of merchants, traders, and others, of the 
city of Philadelphia, praying for the establish- 
ment of an express mail for the transportation of 
letters from the eastern citics to New Orleans; 
which was read, referred to the Committee on 
the Post Office and Post Roads, and ordered to 
be printed. - 

Mr. BUCHANAN presented the petition of . 
Colonel Jacob Slough, praying for an increase of 
pension; which was referred to the Committee | 
on Pensions. 

REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 


Mr. EWING, from the Committee on the 
Public Lands, reported the bills from the House 
for the relief of John Barkley, John Almon and 
George Woolsey, Amelia Leach, James Moore, | 


and William Moore, severally, without amend- 1 


ments, and reeommending that the last two be 
rejected. 

Mr. TOMLINSON, from the Committee on | 
Pensions, reported the bills from the House for | 
the relief of Colonel Gideon Morgan and Israel | 
Ingalls, severally, without amendments. 

Mr. McKEAN, from the Committee on Pen-. 
sions, made a report adverse to the petition of 
Noah Crane. 

Mr. SHEPLEY, from the Committee on 
Claims, reported the bill for the relief of George 
Bender, without amendment. 

Mr. LEIGH, from the Committee on the Ju- | 
diciary, reported a bill for the relief of the heirs 
of Silence Elliott; which was read, and ordered 
to a second reading. 

Mr. ROBBINS, from the Committee on Naval 
Affairs, reported a bill for the relief of Andrew 
Armstrong; which was read, and ordered to a 
second reading. 


BILL PASSED. 

The bill authorizing the construction of a rail- 
road through the property of the United States 
at Springfield, Massachusetts, was read the third 
time, and passed. 

LAND GRANTS BY GEORGIA. 

The resolution confirming the grants made by 
Georgia to certain lands in Alabama was read 
the second time, and ordered to be engrossed for 
a third reading. 

C. T. BAILY AND DUNCAN L. CLINCH. 

The bill for the relief of Christopher T. Baily, 
and the bill for the relief of Duncan L. Clinch, 
were severally read the second time, and consid- | 
ered as in Committee of the Whole, and ordered | 
to a third reading. | 

| 


POST ROADS IN MISSISSIPPI. 


Mr. WALKER submitted the following reso- `: 


lution; which was considered, and agreed to: 
Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Office and 


Post Roads be instructed to inquire into the propriety of es- ; 


tablishing post roids to the county towns in all the coun- 


ties of the State of Mississippi where no post roads to said | 


towns, or any of them, are now established. 
PROCEEDS OF THE PUBLIC LANDS. 


The bill to appropriate, for a limited time, the ` 
net proceeds of the sales of the public lands | 
among the States, and to grant lands to certain ; 


States, was taken up as the special order. 

Mr. SOUTHARD resumed his remarks, com- 
menced 
from public documents in the possession of the 


Senate, that the Government had a right to the i 


disposition as pore of the public lands; in 
supportof which he referred to the original grants, 
by which they were considered as a common fund 
for the benefit of the States. This position he 
maintained in an argument atsome length. Each 
State admitted into the Union subsequent to the 
grants gave its assent to this right. 

He then proposed to show the justice and 
equity of the 
was not only t 
of Congress to pass it. This was the only plan 
among all that had been proposed, by which an 
equal proportion of the fund would be given to the 


esterday. He had satisfied himself, ` 


pone of this bill, and that it | 
e right, but the imperative duty, : 


a temptation to whatever party might be in power, 
from which they ought to be relieved. He went 
into a comparison between the expenditures of 
the last four years of President Adams’s, and the 
last four years of President Jackson’s adminis- 
trations. The average of the former he put at 
$12,625,000, and the lattcrat $19,193,388—making 
an average difference in favor of the economy of 
the former of $6,567,910. This (said Mr. S.) was 
the result of reform. The administration of Mr. 
Adams was regarded as prodigal; and he was 
considered as the most prodigal member of it in 
regard to the defences; fat prodigal as it was, it 
was less so than the present; and if this was the 
case in the green leaf, what could they expect 
| when the plant had reached its full vigor? In order 
; to stop this downward course, it was necessary to 


| pass this bill. This fund was in imminent danger; ` 


and he feared the time had gone by now when 

they could save it. The whole amount of capital 

in the deposit banks was $43,193,000; debts due 

the United States on deposits $38,754,000; and 
| specie in their vaults $11,067,000. 


i 


tion of the several deposit banks, designating the 


‘ amount of notes in circulation in each, and the |: 


means relied on for their redemption. The whole 
currency of the country, he said, was under the 
control of the President, who, by his order could 


ruin not only all the deposit, but other banks— | 


they were all at his entire mercy; which was 
more power than any one man ought to have, or 
that the Executive should have, even if he were 
-| all that was said of him; and unless there should 
' be relief, there would soon be such a depression 
|! of commercial credit in this country as was never 


: ment, 

, buked because they were false prophets. He had 
:' prophesied that there would not be a return of 
li gold currency, as predicted by the Senator from 
'j issouri, (Mr. Benton.] It was true that mem- 
‘| bers of Congress could get gold here in Wash- 
| ington, but there was none of it to be seen in the 
i| country. So far, then, his prophecy was not 

i false. The present state of the currency, he 


thought would be admitted, was worse than it ° 


was at the time of his prophecy two years ago. 
The deposits could not be drawn from the banks 
pramelly by the Government, without those ruin- 
ous effects he had mentioned. But by assigning 
the money to the twenty-four States, according 
| to this bill, they could be drawn out gradually to 
meet the demands upon them by the respective 
States as the money would be wanted; and it 
would be the interest of the States, in that case, 
to sustain these banks. 
| by roads and canals could then go on prosper- 
i ously, and education would go on under the 
: auspices, care, and guardianship of the States, 
‘| and the money would not be left inthe Treasury 
to be squandered away by an extravagant Ad- 
ministration. 

Mr. WRIGHT next took the floor, and ad- 
‘‘ dressed the Senate for about one hour and a half 
in opposition to the bill; when, without having 
concluded, the Senate adjourned. 


| HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
WEDNESDAY, April 20, 1836. 
The CHAIR, by leave of the House, presented 

; the following communications: 

| J. A letter from the Secretary of War, trans- 
‘| Mitting a report from the topographical bureau, 
i in reply to a resolution of the 4th of February, 
i relative to the progress and present condition of 
, the improvement of the navigation of the Ten- 
| Nessee river; which was referred to the Commit- 
ʻi tee on Roads and Canais, and ordered to be 
i printed. : 
to IL A letter from the Secretary of War, inclos- 
‘| Ing a report of the Commissioner of Pensions, 
in the case of Peter Wells; which was referred 
to the Committee on Revolutionary Pensions. 
|. HII. A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, 
‘| in response to a resolution of the 11th instant 
`"! in relation to claims for supplics furnished durin 


i He exhibited a gencral statement of the condi- |; 


known since the organization of this Govern- | 
Some of them (the Opposition) were re- ; 


Internal improvements |; 


_ of the gentleman from Massachusetts. 


2° 


g: 


table, and ordered to be printed. 

IV. A letter from the Secretary of War, in 
answer to a resolution of the J1th instant, trans- 
mitting a list of the clerks employed in his De- 
partment, their duties, emoluments, &c.; which 
was laid on the table, and ordered to be printed. 
Also, similar reports from the Second, Fourth, 
and Fifth Auditors, and the Treasurer of the 
United States; which were disposed of in like 
manner. 

The SPEAKER presented the remonstrance of 
sundry citizens of Michigan against the bound- 
ary proposed by the bill before the House for the 
admission of that Territory into the Union; which 
was laid on the table. 

Petitions and memorials were presented, on 
leave, by Messrs. McK IM ‚CHANEY, PEARCE 
of Rhode Island, THOMPSON of South Caro- 
lina, TALIAFERRO, and LAWLER. 

Mr. HARD made an ineffectual effort to take 
up his resolution for printing an extra number of 
copies of the report and survey of a ship channel 
‘ around the Falls of Niagara. 

POST ROUTES. 

On motion of Mr. WILLIAMS, of North Car- 
olina, it was 
: Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Office and 
` Post Roads be instructed to inquire into the expediency of 

establishing a post road from New Castle, Trop Hil, in 
’ Wilkes county, North Carolina, to Gayron court-house, 
| Virginia. 
On motion of Mr. BEAUMONT, it was 
| Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Office and 
| Post Roads be instructed to inquire into the expediency of 
‘ establishing a post road from Carbondale, by the way of 


| Greenville, Abingdon, and Nicholson, to Tunkhannock, 
in the State of Pennsylvania. 


On motion of Mr. CRAMER, it was 


| _ Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Office and 

Post Roads be instructed to inquire into the expediency of 
establishing a post route from the City or Albany to the 
village of Waterford, by Watervliet, and Cohocs. 


'| On motion of Mr. CRAMER, it was 


Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads be instructed to inquire into the expediency of 
establishing a post route from Schenectady to Burtonville, 
and Esperance, in the county of Schoharie, pee through 
the town? of Rotterdam, Princetown, and Duanesburg, in 
the county of Schenectady. 


PERSONAL EXPLANATION. 


Mr. WISE asked, and obtained, leave of the 
:. House to correct a misstatement contained in an 
" editorial article in the Globe of yesterday (Tucs- 

day) in relation to the proceedings of the House. 

It would be recollected that on Monday last an 
` honorable gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. 
: Reen] moved to suspend the rules of the House 
ii in order to allow the presentation of such petitions 
` as should not be objected to, and such as should 
u not give rise to any debate. It was stated in the 
! editorial article in the Globe, that, when the hon- 


i 


! orable gentleman from Massachusetts, who made 
: this motion, offered to present his petitions, he 
(Mr. Wise) objected to them. This, so far from 
| being true, was a total perversion of the facts as 
: they actually occurred. It was for the reason 
that another gentleman objected to the presenta- 
tion of the petitions of the gentleman from Mas- 
sachusetts, that he (Mr. Wise) objected to all the 
| petitions offered thereafter. He considered the 
resolution itself to exclude such petitions as would 
not give rise to debate, and receive such as the 
House, in its wisdom and discretion, should see 
fit to receive; this was against the freedom and 
, the right of petition. He appealed to the gentle- 
_ man from Massachusetts, and the whole House, 


ıı to bear witness that he did not object to the pre- 


sentation of the petitions of the gentleman from 
‘Rhode Island, [Mr. Pearce,] but for the reason 

that another member had objected to the petitions 
e should 
, not have noticed this charge but for the fact that 
| it was given in evidence against him as being con- 
. nected with the gentleman from Vermont, [Mr. 


© SLADE,] and that he knew that gentleman's in- 


tention to present the memorial on the subject of 
restricting the admission of Arkansas into the 
i Union. He went further, and stated that any and 


| all intimations, by whomsoever made, that he or 


; any of his friends, as far as he knew, had had 
| any understanding, tacit or express, with any 
| gentleman, either the gentleman from Vermont or 
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other gentleman, of the non-slaveholting 
States, with view of introducing those memo- 


rials, were false, basely false. He had no more ' 


idea that the gentleman intended to offer any me- 
morials on the subject of the restriction of Ar- 
kansas, or any other subject, than the dead. He 

tested against the introduction of such memo- 
rials, and from the beginning he had fought against 
the reception even of memorials to abolish slavery 
in the District of Columbia, He thought it due 
to himself that a contradiction of this statement 
should go out to the public; and he requested the 
reporters, and the reporters for the Globe espe- 
cially, to take down what he said: that this state- 


ment was a base, willful misrepresentation of the ; 
proceedings of the House; and a vile attack upon . 


the motives of individual members, and upon the 
honesty of their intentiona in their acts of legis- 
lation. He made this request of the reporters of 
the Globe in order that the baseness and falsehood 
of the editorial article in that paper might be re- 
corded by itself. 


[From the proceedings of the House on Thurs- 
day, the 21st, it appears that the Clerk of the 


House, in making up the Journal, cammitted the | 
it appears that Mr. |; 


game mistake that we did. 
Guaves made the objection; but, as he was sit- 
ting and Mr. Wise standing up when the objec- 
tion was made, it was supposed by every person 
who was not in the immediate neighborhood of 
their seats, that it was the latter.] 


WEST POINT ACADEMY. 


Mr. HAWES made an ineffectual motion to 
take up his resolution for printing the report of 
the select committee of the last session on the 
subject of the West Point Academy. 


REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 

Mr. WHITTLESEY, from the Committee of 
Claims, reported a bill for the relief of Preasly 
Da pennon; which was read twice, and com- 
mitted. 

Mr. EVERETT, from the Committee on In- 
dian Affairs, reported a bill for the relief of 
Thomas F. Triplett; which was read twice, and 
committed. 

Mr. CHANEY, from the Committee on Indian 
Affairs, reported a bill to authorize the President 
of the United States to cause to be issed to Oseola 


a patent for a certain reservation of land in the | 
State of Alabama; which was read twice, and ` 


committed. 
Mr. CASEY, from the Committee on Public 


ds, reported a bill granting a bounty in lands | 


to the organized militia-men, mounted militia- 
men, volunteers, and rangers, who defended the 
conptry during the late war; which was read 
twice, and committed. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Louisiana, from the Com- 
mittee on Commerce, reported a bill making an 
eppropustios for the erection of a custom-house 
and public store-houses in the city of New Or- 
leans; which was read twice, and committed. 

Mr. HEISTER, from the Committee on the 
District of Columbia, reported a bill for the su 
pression of gambling in the District of Columbia; 
which was read twice, and committed. 

Mr. GILLET, from the Committee on Com- 
merce, reported a bill to abolish the distinetion in 
ports of entry, and extend the privilege of draw- 
backs; which was read twice, and postponed 
until this day three weeks. 

[This bill places all ports in the United States 
on the footing of the most favored ones, and also 
perme goods in original packages to be exported 

r 


and whether carried from port to port by sen or 
otberwise. This wiil place the countries to the 
worth and northeast of the United States, on 
the same footing as places lying to the south 
and southwest of Louisiana. 


to the Lakes, and vice versa, and be 
the benefit of drawback of duties. Accom: 
reviewing the present laws on this subject, and 
stating the principles upon which the proposed 
alterations are based.] 

Mr. W. B. SHEPARD, from the Committee 
for the District of Columbia, reported a bill to 
authorize the corporation of Georgetown to close 


the benefit of drawback to all places, whether | 
immediately adjoining the United States or not, | 


sot _ it wilt allow goods | 
in original packages to be carried from the Atlantic | bill 
for | 


ing the. bill is a report of considerable length, || U. 


| certain streets in said city; which was read twice, 
| and committed. ; 


| 


a 
William Pattie; which was read twice, and com- 
mitted. j 

Mr. HUNTSMAN, from the Committee on 
Private Land Claims, reported the following bills; 
which were read twice, and committed: 

A bill for the relief of the heirs of Miguel 
Eslaver; 

A hill to adjust the titles to lands in the State 


of Louisiana, east of the Mississippi, and the all the approp 
` posed of. Now, is it right-and Proper to put it 


Island of New Orleans; and 

A bill for the relief of Aaron Stout. . 

Mr. SLADE, from the Committee on the Pub- 
lic Lands, reported a bill for the relief of Henry 
Stoker; which was read twice, and committed. 

Mr. PHELPS, from the Committee on Com- 
merce, reported a bill for the relief of William 
Fettyplace and others; which was read twice, and 
committed. ` 

Mr. SUTHERLAND, from the Committee on 


Commerce, reported a bill to encourage the em- 
ployment of boys ia the vessels of the United . 


tates; which was read twice, and committed.’ 


|| were made by Mr. P. C. FULLER, from the 

| Committee of Claims; Messrs. PIERCE of New 

| Hampshire, and THOMAS, from the Committee 
on the Judiciary; Messrs. FRY, and LEA of 

‘| Tennessee, from the Committee on Revolutionary 

‘ Pensions; Mr. HARRISON. of Pennsylvania, 
from the Committee on Invalid Pensions; and 
by Mr. KENNAN, from the Committee on the 
Publio Lands. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Kentucky, instructed by 
the Committee on Military Affairs, moved to set 
apart one hour (from twelve to one o’clock) on 

iday next, for the parpoee of considering the 
bill authorizing the President of the United States 
to accept the service of volunteers, and the bill 
for the better protection of the western fron- 
tiers, 

After some conversation bepween Messrs. SE- 
VIER, JOHNSON ef Kentucky, HAMER, and 

1: UNDERWOOD, the latter moved to amend the 
|| motion, by inserting “Thursday,” instead of 
i “Friday; and thus amended, the motion was 
to. - 


i| proceeded to the consideration of the orders of 
| the day. ° 


ADJOURNMENT OF CONGRESS. 


The joint resolution from the Senate, fixing a 
_, day for the adjournment of Congress, was taken 
i up. 
| Ptr. THOMAS presumed that gentlemen were 
'| not now prepared to vote upon this resolution. 
|| He would, therefore, in order to reach other bills 
on the Speaker’s table, move to lay the resolution 
on the table. 

Mr.WHITTLESEY suggested that the proper 


i 


| Mr. THOM lied that the resolution, if 
© laid on the table, coud be called up at any time; 
, and a proposition to postpone would give rise to 
‘a debate, which would occupy the entire morning 
. hour. ` 

`: nays on the motion to lay on the table; which 
` were ordered, and were—yeas 102, nays 74. 

So the resolution was laid on the table. 


OHIO—-MICHIGAN, 


A bill from the Senate to establish the northern 
., boundary line of the State of Ohio, and to 
. vide for the admission of Michiganinto the Union, 


Mr. FRY, from the Committee on Revolution- | 
Pensions, reported a bill for the relief of | 


Unfavorable reports upon various petitions, 


On motion of Mr. THOMAS, the House | 


course would be to postpone the resolution to ` 
iP- |; some future aay 
S re 


Mr. WHITTLESEY asked for the yeas and 


commenced. It has not been actually! before the 
House for that period; but in the reperte which 
have been made in the Senate and in this House, 
and in incidental discussion, nearly every mem- 
ber is familiar with all the questions touching tho 
admission of Michigan into the Union. Never- 
theless, he ‘did not desire to prevent further 
discussion. The House can, if we refuse to 
commit, hear discussion every morning from 
twelve until one o’clock. If the bill be commit- 
ted, it will be out of the power of a majority of 
the House to proceed to its consideration until 

riation bills have finally been dis- 


in the power of a small minority of the House to 
postpone this bill until near the close of the ses- 
sion? We all know that the inhabitants of the 


territory over which Ohio and the authorities of . 


Michigan each claim jurisdiction, are in a most 
unenviable condition. They know not to what 


laws sey ate subject; and have been greatly ha-, 


rassed. The State of Ohio has a right to demand 

an early decision of this. The people of Michi- 

fan have also. strong claims on our attention. 
hey are entitled, through their Representatives, 

' to participate in our legislation; and he did hope 
that the House, without further delay, would 
proceed to act finally on a bill involving so many 
serious and grave questions, 

Mr. MERCER advocated his motion on the 
eoum of its being the proper course which a 

ill of such a character required, and the only 
place where it could be fully discussed. 

Mr. REED contended that the very principles 
of the Government demanded that they should 
go into the Committee of the Whole on this bill— 
a bill affecting the rights and. interests of every 
State in the Union. He expressed his great sur- 
prise at the opposition made to the reference by 
the gentleman from Maryland. Mr. R. was will- 
ing to receive Michigan into the Union, but he 
must have light on the subject; and he ventured 
to say, that no preceding Congress had ever acted 
on a subject of this magnitude with such pre- 
ci taney as that desired by the gentleman from 

aryland. 

| Mr. VINTON raised the point of order that 

this bill could not be taken up till the other bill 
| on the same subject, now on the Speaker’s table, 
; was first disposed of; which bill was also on its 


e mert. 
i The CHAIR referred to the rules prescribing 
: the order of business, and decided that the first 
| business, on the House passing to the orders of 
| the day, was bills on the Speaker’s table on their 
first and second reading. 

Mr. VINTON replied, that by a fair construc- 
| tion of that vay rule, the first subject in order 
, would be the other bill, of which no disposition 
! had been made, and he therefore contended that 
| that bill should have been first taken up. Mr. V. 

consequently appealed from the decision of the 
Chair; and after addressing the House for a few 
minutes, he gave way to : 

Mr. THO) » to make an explanation; and 

pending this question of order— 

Mr. CAMBRELENG called for the special 
_ orders of the day. 


GENERAL APPROPRIATION BILL 


The House resumed the consideration of the 
bill making appropriation for the civil and diplo- 
matic service for the year 1836. 


The question was on concurring with the Com-. 


| mittee of the Whole in the following amendment, 


i 


ro- | 


‘ upon the conditions therein expressed, was read ` 


i! twice. , . 

i| ‘The question being onthe engrossment of the 
| Mr. MERCER moved that it be committed 
| to the Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
nion. 

Mr. THOMAS said hè would not detain the 


H 


Every member is doubtless prepared to vote, in the 
absence of ali explanations. The subject-matter 


of this bill has been under consideration by the 
members of this House since the present session 


House very long, to urge objections to this motion. || 
f less pr || following amendment: by inserting after the word 


: (adopted on motion of Mr. Jouneon, of Tennes- 


| Representatives, to lay before Congress, the first week in’ 


January in cach year, a statement showing in detail the 
| expenditures of the previous year; of the various sume 
| which may have been appropriated by Congress for the con 


i| tingent expenses of their respective Departments, and the 


| two Houses of Congress, specifying the appropriation, and 
| under it the e. diturea, each article purchased, the price 
| paid, and to whom the same shall have been paid. 
! 
| 


To which Mr. A. H. SHEPPERD moved the 


| & Departments,” where it last occurs, the words, 
| *ineluding the contingencies of foreign inter- 
' course and missions abroad.” ~ 
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Mr. MASON, of Virginia, excepted to the whole i 
amendment on the ground of the great expense ` 
that would he incurred in printing the requirement 
of it, nor was he assured that any benefit would 


result from it. 
Mr. JOHNSON, of Tennessee, contended that 


the expense would certainly not exceed more than 
from eight hundred to a thousand dollars, and 
advocated his amendment at some length. 

Mr. EVERETT was in favor of both amend- 
ments, as he hoped to see the principles of the 
original proposition applied to all the contingent 
expenses of every Department of the Govern- 
ment. At present there was no check upon these | 
expenditures, but they were Icft entirely to the 
discretion of the heads of Departments. He: 
was assured that the contemplated expense would 
hereafter saves many thousands. i 

Mr. MASON, of Virginia, entered into a cal- ; 
culation to show that the cost would be much ! 

reater than the estimate of the gentleman from 

ennessee; probably little, if at all, less than‘ 
$4,000. He thought, also, that it was better to 
leave the subject of the contingent expenditures |. 
to the committees of the House charged with | 
them, and not cashier those committees. If the | 
‘amendment should be agreed to, there would be 
less safeguards than at present, for very few of 
the two hundred and forty members would take 
the trouble to wade through such a voluminous 
map of figures and tabular statements. yo 

Mr. HARDIN thought the adoption of the 
proposition indispensable to prevent any im- 
proper expenditure of the contingent appropria- 
tions, fer the oflicers would be wary of the fund 
committed to their charge, when they knew every 
item of it was to be laid on the tables of the 
House, and printed. Those who now wished to 
investigate this subject had no other way to do: 
it than by going to all the several Departments 
and bureaus, a labor that would consume not 
less than two months from day to day. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of North Carolina, was in 
favor of the amendment, for he contended the 
effect of it would be, so far from cashiering the 
committees, to cause them to do their duty with 
more vigilance. It was known from experience 
that scarcely any committee, whose duties re- 
quired them to go frequently to the Departments, ; 
while they were required at the same time to ' 

ttend the sessions of the House, did or could 
perform whut was required of them as a commit- 
tee. Besides, it was more consistent with the 
legislative character of the House, that the officers 
of the Departments should send their reports to ! 
the House, instead of the House sending their ' 
committees to them. So far from the proposition 
being an abolition of control, it was an extension 
of it, and the expense was inconsiderable. 
Mr. BOND remarked that the Committees on 
the Contingent Expenditures were merely raised | 
as a matter of form, and rarely ever did anything. (| 
In fact, they sometimes never held a single mect- , 
ing in the session, and therefore this proposition 
would be productive of great benefit. 
Mr. HARPER also supported the amendment, ' 
for it would present a check to the expenditures ` 
of the Departments, where none now existed. 
The committees scarcely cver acted on the sub- 
ect. 
: Mr. HAWES considercd the amendment neces- 
sary. He had been for five years chairman of 
the Committce on the Expenditures of the Post 
Office, and during the whole of that time he never 
knew who the members of his committee were. 
He would be bound to say that the gentleman 
from North Carolina, [Mr. SuEPPERD,] was the 
first chairman of a Committee on the Expendi- 
tures that had ever even thought of calling them 
together. These committees were never expected 
to act. The amendment, then, was absolutely 
indispensable, and would present some check to 
the contingent cxpenditures. Mr. H. adverted 
to the extraordinary fact, that, in a return from 
the War Department, the expenses of the West 
Point Academy were set down as amounting to 
little more than $20,000 per annum, while the 
House was called upon, from year to year, to 
appropriate upwards of $150,000 for that insti- 
tution. 

Mr. A. H. SHEPPERD addressed the House 
“or some time in support of this modification, and 


thought the amendment ought not to be adopted | and for the admission of Michigan into the Union, 


without it. 
Mr. ADAMS was opposed to the modification 
to the amendment, for the most injurious results 


would be the inevitable consequence of publish- . 
ing the contingent expenditures for foreign inter- : 


course and missions abroad, a great portion of 
which must necessarily be of a secret nature. He 
was also opposed to it, because it was inconsist- 
ent with ie provisions of the existing law pre- 


scribing the duties of the President of the United | 


States, and placing that fund at his disposal. He 
presumed that law was carried into effect; and, if 
so, the amendment of the gentleman from North 
Carolina [Mr. Surprrrp] was entirely unneces- 
sary. 

Mr. BOND again addressed the House for a 
short time in support of the amendment. 

Mr. WEBSTER said, as this was the last 
amendment of the Committee of the Whole, and 
as the debate on it seemed to be interminable, he 
demanded the previous question. 


Mr. WILLIAMS moved a call of the House, , 
which was ordered; and after proceeding with the i! 


call for a few names, on motion of , 
Mr. SPANGLER, the further proceedings of 


‘the call were dispensed with—ayes 78, noes not 


counted. 

The House then refused to second the call for 
the previous question—ayes 57, noes 87. 

The debate was then further continued by 
Messrs. EVERETT, MASON of Virginia, 
RENCHER, and McKAY. 

Mr. McKAY suggested a modification to his 
colleague’s amendment, by excepting such ex- 


_ penditures of the contingent expenses for PT 
tne 


i 
Ri 
l; 


intercourse as were settled on certificate by 
President of the United States; which 

Mr. SHEPPERD accepted as a modification; 
and the amendment, as modified, was then agreed 


to. 
Mr. JOHNSON then moved to amend his 
amendment by inserting, after the word ‘“ Con- 


gress,’’ “in licu of the statement now required by | 


law;’? which was agreed tg. 

The question then recurred upon concurring 
with the Committee of the Whole in their pro- 
posed amendment as amended; and the debate 
was further continued by Messrs. JOHNSON of 
Tennessee, MERCER, WHITTLESEY, CAM- 
BRELENG, TOUCEY, and BOON. 

The question was then taken; and the amend- 
ment, as amended, was concurred in—yeas 131, 
nays 57. 


Mr. CAMBRELENG rose (he said) to make | 
a suggestion to the gentleman who had offered | 


various amendments in Committee of the Whole: 
that, as the Committee of Ways and Means had 


acted under the practice, he might almost ay i 


ander the instructions, of the House, by exclud- 
ing from this bill, as far as 


pee every 
appropriation not authorized 


y an existing act 


of Congress, he would, therefore, respectfully : 
suggest to those gentlemen, that there would be |; 


other opportunitics presented, which would be 


_moye proper than the present, for offering their 


amendinents, particularly on the light-house and 
other bills from the Committee on Commerce. 


Mr. HANNEGAN said, he rose neither for ` 


the purpose of offering an amendment, nor of 
making a speech; but, believing the interest of 
the country in every quarter demanded the speedy 


-action of Congress upon this bill, and that the 


country was at this time actually suffering under 
the present circumstances, he rose for the purpose 
of precluding any further unprofitable debate, and 
he therefore demanded the previous question. 

The motion for the previous question was then 
seconded by the House, taken by tellers—ayes 
95, noes 64; and, on ordering the main question 
to be put, 

Mr. MERCER asked for the yeas and nays; 
which were ordered; and the result was—yeas 
104, nays 74. ` l 

So the House determined that the main ques- 
tion, which was on the engrossment of the bill, 


should be now put, and that question was then ` 


agreed to without a count. 

‘Fhe bill was then ordered to be engrossed for 
a third reading to-morrow. 

On motion of Mr. THOMAS, the bills from 
the Senate fixing the northern boundary of Ohio, 


and the bill for the admission of Arkansas into 

n the Union, were ordered to be printed. 

i The SPEAKER laid before the House two 
communications from the War Department; the 
first transmitting a report from the commissary 
general of subsistence, in relation to the emigrat- 
ing Choctaw Indians; and the second a report of 
the engineer bureau, respecting the national road 
west of the river Ohio; which were appropriately 
referred. 

On motion of Mr. STORER, the House (at a 
quarter past five o’clock, p. m.) adjourned. 


IN SENATE. 
Tuurspay, April 21, 1836. 

Mr. EWING, of Ohio, from the Committee on 
Public Lands, to which had been referred the pe- 
tition of Henry Newman and others, reported a 
bill for their relief ; which was read, and ordered to 
a second reading. 

Mr. WEBSTER, from the Committee on Fi- 
nance, reported the bill to remit the duties on 

oods imported into the city of New York, and 
Keras by fire, and the bill to repeal the 14th 
section of the act incorporating the subscribers 
to the Bank of the United States, without amend- 
ment. . 


BILLS PASSED. 

The following bills were severally read the third 
time and passed: 

The bill. for the relief of Duncan & Clinch, and 
John H. McIntosh; 
| The bill to confirm 
| lands in Alabama; an 
The bill for the relief of Christopher T. Baily. 


RESOLUTION SUBMITTED. 
Mr. KING, of Alabama, submitted the follow- 
; ing resolution; which lies on the table one day: 


Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads be instructed to inquire into the propriety of es- 
: tablishing a mail route from Portland, by Athens, to Union 
ʻi Town, Alabama. 


i BILL REFERRED. : 
| The bill for the relief of Andrew Armstrong 
' wasread the second time, and referred to the Com- 
i mittee on Naval Affairs. 

THE PUBLIC DEPOSITS. 


The bill to regulate the deposits of the public 
; Moneys was taken up, and, on motion of Mr. 
AS hel ae ta to, and made the order of 
the day for Tuesday next. 
BILLS READ THE SECOND TIME. 


| 
Í The bill for the relief of the legal representatives 


gme made by Georgia of 


| of George Hurlbert, deceased ; 
The bill for the relief of Gustavus B. Howard, 


; and 
| The bill for the relief of the legal representatives 
| of Colonel William Bond and Colonel William 
| Douglass, were severally read the second time, 
"i and considered as in Committee of the Whole, 
| and ordered to be engrossed for a third reading. 
PROCEEDS OF THE PUBLIC LANDS. 
'| The bill to appropriate for a limited ‘time the 
net proceeds of the sales of the public lands among 
! the States, and for granting lands to cetain States, 
was taken up as a special order. 

Mr. WRIGHT resumed, and concluded his 
speech begun yesterday in opposition to the bill. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN then rose and addressed 
the Senate in support of the bill. He referred to 
the resolutions he had laid on the table afew days 
_ ago, passed by the Legislature of Kentucky, in- 
' structing her Senators to use*their exertions in 
~ favor of this measure; and, in addressing the Sen- 
i: ate on this occasion, he acted (he said) in obedi- 
|; ence to the dictates of a sense of duty, as well as 
: in conformity with his own wishes and opinions. 
‘| Mr. C. first endeavored to show, taking into view 
; the manner in which the United States came into 
‘` the possession of the public lands, and the tenure 
i by which they were held, the perfect competence 
‘| of the Government to dispose of them as contem- 
i| plated by the bill. He reviewed the various 
|| arguments of Mr. Wricur, and contended, in op- 
| position to that gentleman, that the net proceeds 
| of the land sales were not liable to the offsets that 
‘had been charged against them; that the thirty 


more 
value than the sum paid for it; and that the rev- 
enues that had been derived from the customs at 
New Orleans alone were sufficient to demonstrate 
the absurdity of such an offset; and further, that 
to charge these lands with the cost of our Indian 
wars, was equally out of the question, as there 
would have been Indians on our frontiers to 
create disturbances, whether these territories had 
been purchased or not. He contended that all 
the expenses incurred for the ea for the 
surveys of the lands, and for Indian wars, had 
been more than recompensed by the consequences 
of these purchases. Mr. C., after entering into 
calculations to show the vast surplus that must . 
remain in the Treasury after paying the expenses 
of the current year, and the necessity there was 
of devising some mode of safely disposing of it, | 
took a view of the objects to which it had been 
oposed to appropriate Rt, entering very exten- 
pegit into tbe abee of the proposed fortifica- 
tions on the sea-board. He was much opposed 
to the extensive system of fortifications contem- 
lated by the bill of the Senator from Missouri, 
lieving that they were not necessary for the 
defense of the country, and that the inevitable | 
consequences of having such extensive fortifica- 
tions would be the creation of a standing army. 
He would much rather rely for the defense of the 
country on its increased strength and powerful 
resources, together with the courage and patriot- 
ism of our ciuzens. So powerful had our nation | 
, such was its wealth and resources, and 
such the courage and patriotism of our citizens, 
that he was certain that no invading army that 
landcd on our coasts would ever get back to tell 
the reception they met with. believed that | 
we might safely. permit any invader to land with- | 
out molestation on our coasts, for he was confi- 
dent of our ab‘lity to destroy them as soon as 
they landed. Pesides, he thought an invading 
army would act very unwisely to go out of its , 
way to attack one of these fortifications. Mr.C., | 
in conclusion, spoke of the great advan that |; 
would accrue from distributing this fand among || 
the States, and the danger of its remaining in the ‘| 
ble i gia schemes of extravagance (| 
an ity. i 
Mr. BENTON withdrew his amendment on 


i 
! 


i 


which the question was pending, as he did not | 
wish to take the question on it in the absence of | gi 


his eo) , who was absent in consequence of ' 
sickness in his family, in order to make way for | 
other amendments that might be offered. 

Mr. WALKER then submitted the following 
amendment, to come in as an additional section: 


find be it further enacted, That from and after the 
passage of this act, ali the lands of the United States which 
affered at publie sale to tite hi i 


private entry at the rate of twenty five cents per acre; those 
lands which have been offered in like manner under ten and 


` reduced to fifty cents. - In Ohio, sales were now 


i 


rapidly going on at the minimum price, and if 
the system was not disturbed it would, in the 


course of the year, produce $2,000,000. Anx- `- 


ious as he was, after four years’ reflection, he 
was so far opposed to the Introduction of this 
duating principle, that he would rather see the 
ill itself defeated than to sec it pass into a law 
with it incorporated in it; and he would aay, if 
altered at all, it would be much better to increase 
than diminish the price of the land. They ought 
to conduct the business of the United States the 
same as individuals conduct their concerns. In 
the State of Ohio there was more land sold than 
in any other State in the Union, which (he said) 
grew out of a dense and increasing population. 
This graduation system must be supported on 
the ground that the progress of the sales was too 
slow, or that they were not settling fast enough. 
These lands were bringing in so much now there 
was no necessity of a reduction in price. There 
was, in fact,a general impression in both branches 


_ of Congress that they were selling too rapidly, 


and investing the proceeds in an unsafe medium. 
There was no want of stimulus to induce the set- 
tlement of the new States; and this reduction 
was not necessary or required as an incentive to 
emigration. 

Mr. C. read extracts froma publication exhib- , 
iting a statement of the state of population in the | 


new States, to show their annual increase from ', 


1820 to 1830. Illinois had increased cighteen and ' 
a half per cent. per annum; Alabama, fourteen; 
Indiana, thirteen and a third; Missouri, eleven; ` 


NGRESSIONAL GROBE: 


a Thye 
; cents per acre; and in Michigan they would bè 
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What was there, then, forthe security of the coan- 
try, that the settler took the land as à bona fide 

' settler, except making an affidavit, and affidavits 
of that kind should not be encouraged. The man 
who regarded the obligation of an oath would re- 
fuse to take it; while the less scrupulous would 
: not hesitate to do it with an improper design. 
Mr. C. spoke of the soundness of the present 
system of disposing of the public lands. Fortunes 
were now daily making under it, and this was 
therefore not the time to reduce the price of them. 
The Senator from New York had spoken of the 
large amount of purchases, and the small propor- 
tion of the lands purchased, that were owned by 
bona fide settlers; and have we not.reason to be- 
lieve (said Mr. C.) that our own money has been 
used to make these . speculating purchases, and 
then returned again to the deposit banks? By 
_ this dangerous, ruinous system of graduation, 
these speculators would exact more exorbitant 
prices from the real bona fide emigrant than he 
pays now; and there never was a more inauspi- 
cious time tọ admitthe principleof graduation than 
i the present. He admitted there might be land 
‘not worth twenty-five cents an acre, or even the 
| taxes. They would do wrong, then, to tempt a 
| poor emigrant to settle on this poor land when 
| there was better. And why (said he) make it 
applicable to all the States, while in some States 
there was not an acre that was not arable? In 
the State of Ohio the sales were more rapid, and 
the poor land much greater in proportion than in 
the other western States. The rice was low 
enough; and every man who waled could buy 
agood tract, and purchase from a parental seller, 
instead of the speculator. Let us, then, (said Mr. 


Mississippi, upwards of eight; Ohio, six; and į 
Louisiana, four per cent. per annum, whereas || 
Delaware had increased but a half per cent. per || 
annum. The average rate of increase of the whole |! 
population of the United States, during that pe- |! 
riod, was about thirty-two per cent., which was || 
exceeded by Illinois at the average rate of one | 
hundred and fifty-three per cent., (her average | 
being one hundred and eighty-five per cent.,) and |. 
abama one hundred per cent.; and by 

Louisiana, the lowest, oe per cent. The av- | 
erage of the seventeen old States was twenty-five | 
per cent., and the new States sixty per cent. more | 
than that amount. ‘Phere was, therefore, no new |i 
impulse necessary to induce emigration to the | 
new States. i 

He knew the ideas of the Senator from Mis- 
nesini Mr. Wacker] were in favor of the set- 
tlers. 


red-acre tracts, some on four hundred, and some | 
on one thousand-acre tracts; and, except in the | 


e (Mr. C.) had had some experience in | in which he supposed he had fallen into the error 
. this matter of preémption rights of settlers in his || by showing facts in relation to resources of thé 
| own and the adjoining Statc of Terinessce. The || bank which ld not 
|| inhabitants there, at an early day, had tried the | He felt it his duty, in justice to the bank, to make 
duating system of settling some on one hun- | this correction. 


C.,) not adopt a system that cuta down all your 


' lands in the state of Ohio at one single blow to 


twenty-five cents an acre. Let us continue to 
pursue the course our fathers have pointed out. 

After Mr. Cray concluded, 

The bill from the House making appropriations 
for the civil and diplomatic expenses of the Gov- 
ernment for the year 1836, was read twice, and 
referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. GRUNDY rose to correct some: represent- 
ations made yesterday, no doubt by mistake, b 
the Senator from New Jersey, [Mr. Sovrnarn, 
in relation to the Union Bank in the State of Ten- 
nessee, and exhibited official statements from the 
Treasury Department to show the error into 
which that Senator had fallen; and also to show 
the’ entire solvency and a oF ‘that bank to 
meet its engagements, He explained the manner 


he could not have been aware of. 


The Senate then adjourned. 


case of the late Governor Shelby, he and his col-|' | HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES... 
| league could not revollect an instance of the ori- | : 


' ginal settler remaining on the land under this sys- | Tavurspar, April 21, 1836. 


jess than Gfteen years, al the rate of fifty cents; and those | 
and romaining unsold five years and less than ten | 
gears, Bt the rate of seventy-five cents per acra: Provided, | 
No person under the provisions of this act shall beauthorized 
or permitted to enter at the prices specified by tais act mere 
than one hundred and sixty acres, or a quarter section, in | 
subdivisions noi less than a quarter-quarter section, in his ; 


or her own name, of in the name of aay other person, for || 


his or her own use,and in no case unleas he or she intends 
it for settlement or cultivation, er the use of his or her im- 
provement; and the 
ander this act shall 


entered under the provisions of this act, which may be 


7 patent, shali be utteriy 
null and voit, and shali operate as a forfeiture of 
to the United States. i : e mie 


Mr. CLAY said it was his wish, during the 
progress of the bill, to ask the indulgence of the 
nate to hear him on its general merits; but he 
had risen now to speak to the amendment offered 
by the Senator from Mississippi, [Mr. Waern.) 
he amendment was a principle of graduation, 
by which, after the lapse of a period of years, 
the public lands were to be reduced to a very low 
price. The immediate effect would be to put these 


: tem; and so careful was the law in regard tothem | The SPEAKER stated that ah error had oc: 
i that they were designated by the term bona fide | curred iri making ap the Journal of Tuesday, 
actual settlers. They began the reduction of the ;| which was not noticed or eorrected when it was 
price with eighty cents, and got down eventually || read yesterday. The Clerk had stated, in the 
` to five cents per acre. And with regard'to its | Journal to which he referred, that when the gen- 
; being a law for the benefit of settlers, the title of ' tleman frem Massachusetts [Mr. Reen] offered 
| the bill ought to have been changed to a bill for . 
‘the benefit of speculators. They were bought t 
: up by persons who would move on to them with || je 
: their property and a number of negroes. They | 
i would send out Tom to make a settlement in one. 


; made accordingly. | l 
: . REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. _ . 
Mr. CRAIG, from SAET T o eee 
i! tionary Claims, reported a bill for the ve o 
Y} | the heirs of William B. Bunting, deceased, late a 
i uld | lieutenant of infantry in the army of the Revo- 
| out, and that by reversing these names, as was | | lution; whieh was read twice and committed. 
| Mr. C., from the same committee, made seve- 

Black | al unfavorable reports upon several petitions. 

RESOLUTIONS INTRODUCED. ` ~” 
r. MERCER submitted the’ following reso- 
oor || bition; which, by censent, Was considered and 
fthy. | adopted: EE 


‘Tom and Dick and Jim and Harry had no sur-! 


Mr 


instead of their falling into the hands of the 
settlers, they fefl into the hands of the wea 
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Resolved, That the Secretary of War be directed to lay | 
before this House a statement of the various Surveys ma © i 
pursuant to the act of the 30th of April, 1824, specitying 
Therein, as nearly as practicable, their respective cost; the 
date of the commencement, and, where already complete d, 
of the report of cach survey 5 and distinguishing such as 
have bad their entire expense defrayed out of the annual 
fund appropriated by that act, and the several appropria- 
tions subsequently made for the same object, from those 
survers whieh have been made at the joint cost of this 
Government, and various States, corporations, Or associa- 
tions of individuals. 

Mr. BELL submitted the following resolution; 
which was considered, and agreed to: 


Resoleed. That the Clerk of this House hereafter bere- 
quired to make a weekly statement of the resolutions and 
bills (Senate bills inclusive) upon the Speaker's table ; 
accompanied with a reference to the orders and proceed- 
ings of the House upon each, and the date of such orders 
and proceedings ; and that such statement shall be printed 
for the use of the members of the House. 


in his opinion, was preferable to any other force | 
1 


He was not, however, aware of any emergency | 


which should induce them to give to the Presi- 
dent the extraordinary powers contained in the | 
bill. He should vote for the amendment of the 
gentlemen from North Carolina and Missouri, 


Mr. FRENCH addressed the House at some 
length, orincipally in reference to the distribution 
of the surplus revenue arising from the sale of 
the public lands. [His remarks will be given 


[Messrs. McKay and Asuiey,] but he should hereafter.] 


feel himself bound to vote against the bill, | 
Mr. JOHNSON, urged the necessity and im- 


Mr. SPEIGHT said he could not say, as his 
friend from Kentucky {Mr. Frencu] had said, 


portance of the passage of the bill, with such ` that if this proposition was to come forward ina 


modifications as might meet the views ofall. The 
want of similar preparation had, besides the loss 
of life, cost the Government $2,000,000 in the 
Black Hawk war. 

Mr. MANN, of New York, was in favor of 


proper manner, he would vote for it; for Mr. S. 
could not vote for it in any form, much less could 
he do so when it was attached to the civil list bill, 
which, if passed with such an amendment, as 
every gentleman knew, would jeopardize its pas- 


sage. Mr. S. said he looked upon the principle 
contained in this proposition as one of the most 
obnoxious ever presented to the American Con- 


. the bill, under proper limitations. The bill gave 
ii the Presidentextraordinary powers. The amend- 
i ment of the gentleman from North Carolina, he 


On motion of Mr. WILLIAMS, of North 
Carolina, it was 
Resolved, That the Committee on Claims be instructed 


to inquire into the expediency of paying the claim of North 
Carolina, for advances made by that State during the late 
war; the evidence of the said advance being on file in the 
office of the Third Auditor of the Treasury Department. 


On motion of Mr. RIPLEY, it was 


Resolved. That the Committce on Roads and Canals be 
instructed to inquire into the expediency of authorizing the 
Secretary of the Treasury, by commissioners, (subject to 
his approbation,) to select sites and prepare reports and 
estimates of hospitals, to be built upon the western rivers 
and lakes, {or disabled sick seamen and boatmen on said 
waters. 

Mr. HAWES asked the unanimous consent of 
the House to submit the following resolution: 

Resolved, That the resolution presented on the 7th day 
of January last, authorizing the appointment of a select 
committec to inquire into the expediency of reporting a bill 
for the reorganization of the Military Academy at West 
Point, be made the special order of the day on Tuesday 
next, between the hours of twelve and one o’clock. 

Objection being made, Mr. HAWES moved to 
suspend the rules for the purpose indicated; which 
was decided in the negative—yeas 106, nays 67; 
two thirds being necessary. 


PETITIONS, MEMORIALS, ETC. 


Petitions and memorials were presented by 
Messrs. UNDERWOOD, GRANGER, and 
SUTHERLAND, and appropriately referred. 


SERVICE OF VOLUNTEERS. 


Pursuant to order, the House went into the 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union, (Mr. Muuensere in the chair,) on the | 
bill authorizing the President of the United States 
to accept the service of volunteers. 


Mr. McKAY moved to amend the bill by re- | 1834, and 1835, there be appropriated the sum of | 


stricting the powcr proposed to be conferred on | 
the President to the samc limitations provided by | 
the act of 1795—namely, that volunteers should | 
be received only in the event of invasion, insur- | 


believed a very judicious one; and, at a proper 
time, he would move to limit the operation of the 
act to two years; and also to restrict the number 
of men to be called out to five or ten thousand i 
men. , If thus guarded, he would vote forthe bill, 


gress; and as it was a subject which had some- 
what agitated the public mind in his State, he 
should, when it camc up in due form, ask permis- 
. sion of the House to give his views on it. For 
the present he forebore, because he deemed it im- 


mainly because it would supersede a bill before '| proper, and he therefore demanded the previous 


the Senate, which proposed a permanent increase | 
of the Army. | 
Mr. HARDIN was opposed to the bill, as re- | 
ported from the Committee on Military Affairs, | 
| principally on account of the extraordinary power 


and patronage which it conferred on the Presi- | 


dent. 
Mr. H. was proceeding in his objections to the 
provisions of the bill, when the hour of one having 


; question. 


||  Mr,GIDEON LEA moved a call of the House; 


| which was negatived—ayes 55, noes not counted. 


The previous question was then seconded— 
ayes 88, noes 64. 

The CHAIR remarked that if the House or- 
dered the main question to be put, it would be on 
' the passage of the bill. 
! Mr. MERCER. If the Chair so decides, I 


arrived, the committee rose, reported progress, | appeal from the decision. I contend that the 


and asked leave to sit again. 


GENERAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


i. main question will be on the commitment of the 


|| bill, 
The CHAIR stated the question. 'The bill had 


The House took up the bill making appropria- || been read the third time,and the question was on 
tions for the civil and diplomatic expenses of the | its passage. The gentleman from Virginia moved 


Government for the year 1836. 
The question being on the final passage of the 
bi 


ill, 

Mr. MERCER rose, and moved to recommit 
the bill to the Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union, with instructions to reduce 


to recommit the bill with certain instructions. 
The previous question was moved and seconded; 
and there could be but one main question, and 
that would be on the passage of the bill. The 
revious question cut off all amendment—all de- 
ate. The only motions which could be enter- 


i the appropriation for the custom-house at New ' tained after the previous question was ordered, 
; York from $300,000 to $100,000, and providing | was to adjourn, orto lay on the table. The rule 
. that the totalcost should notexceed $500,000; and , and the practice of the House was plain and 


also to add another section to the bill enacting 


| that out of the net proceeds of the sales of the . 


| public lands received in the years 1832, 1833, 


| $23,861,972 for the common use and benefit of the | 


i several States of the Union, to be apportioned 


; among them according to their respective Federal | 


| representative numbers, and to be paid in four 


explicit on this point. 
Mr. MERCER remarked, that the previous 
question had been seconded, but not ordered. 
The CHAIR. The gentleman can then re- 
serve his point until it is ascertained whether the 
i previous question is sustained. 
| Mr. MERCER acquiesced in this course. 
i Mr. WILLIAMS, of North Carolina, asked 


rection, &c. Ina time of profound peace, Mr. | equal quarterly installments, to the treasurer, or | for the yeas and nays on the previous question; 


McK. 
proper. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Kentucky, had no objec- 
tion to the proposedamendment. The committee 
did not desire to change any principle embraced 
in the act of 1795. The only new feature in the 
bill was to receive volunteers for twelve, instead 
of three months, as now provided by law. 

Mr. BOND inquired whether the bill was ` 
intended to meet any peculiar emergency, or 
whether it contemplated a general and perma- 
nent system? 

Mr. JOHNSON sent to the Clerk’s table a 
letter from the Sccretary of War in favor of the 
provisions of the bill; which was read. The : 
passage of the bill (Mr. J. believed) would be a 
saving of expense, and would at the same time 
be the best mode of providing for the defense of | 
the frontiers in case of Indian hostilities, &c. 


| Mr. CAMBRELENG replied by referring to | 


the first installment to be paid on the 1st of July 


| next, and the others en, the Ist of October, Jan- ; 
‘uary, and April folld&ying, with á provision that | 


_each of the seven new States should receive ten 
er cent. in addition to their allotment. 

Mr. MERCER supported his amendment at 

length, and entered into a serics of statements and 

i calculations to show how much of the whole 

. would be received by the respective States. He 


: portionment by doubling the Federal numbers of 


thought this limitation necessary and |; other proper officer of each State respectively; | 


which were ordered, and were: 


YEAS — Messrs. Anthony, Ash, Ashley, Bean, Boon, 
į Bouldin, Bovee, Boyd, Buchanan, Buneh, Burns, Cambre- 
leng, Carr, Casey, Chaney, Chapman, Chapin, John F, H. 
' Claiborne, Cleveland, Coffee, Coles, Connor, Cramer, 
Cushman, Dickerson, Doubleday, Dromgoole, Fairfield, 
|| Farlin, Fowler, French, Fry, William K. Fuller, James 
: Garland, Gillet, Glascock, Grantland, Haley, Hamer, Han- 
negan, Samuel S. Harrison, Hawes, Hawkins, Haynes, 
Howard, Huntington, Huntsman, Ingham, Jabez Jackson, 
Jarvis, Joseph Johnson, Richard M. Johnson,Cave Johnson, 


i 


|. John W. Jones, Benjamin Jones, Judson, Kennon, Kilgore, 
was understood to say that he had made the ap- | 


| Kinnard, Klingensmith, Lane, Lansing, Lawler, Gideon 
Lee, Joshua Lee, Leonard, Loyall, Lucas, Lyon, Abijah 


: each State for the amount in dollars. 


| Mr. FRENCH inquired of the Chair if the : 


į amendment opencd the whole merits of the subject , 
. for discussion °? i 


‘|. The CHAIR replied, that the discussion must , 


be confined to the proposition before the House. 
| Mr. CAMBRELENG remarked that he was 
as anxious as any gentleman to discuss this whole | 
, Subject, but he hoped the appropriation bill would | 
‘not be delayed by a debate on a subject which | 


‘would occupy weeks, or perhaps months. He | 


would suggest, however, that when the Army bill ; 


| came-up, it would present an opportunity to bring - 


up the whole subject. 


|. Mr. MERCER inquired what possible connec- 
i; tion had his 


fone i proposition with appropriations for | 
e Army? 


| the proposed appropriations for the public de- | 


Mann, Job Mann, Martin, John Y. Mason, William Mason, 
Moses Mason, May, McKeon, McKim, McLene, Mont- 
| gomery, Morgan, Owens, Page, Parks, Patterson, Frank- 
| lin Pierce, Dutee J. Pearce, Pettigrew, Phelps, John Rey- 
! nolds, Ripley, Roane, Seymour, Shields, Shinn, Sickles, 
i Smith, Speight, Standefer, Sutherland, Thomas, John 
Thomson, Toucey, Towns, Turrill, Vanderpoel, Wagener, 
Ward, and Webster—108. 

NAYS—Messrs. Adams, Chilton Allan, Heman Allen, 
Bailey, Bell, Bond, John Calhoon, William B. Calhoun, 
! Campbell, George Chambers, Childs, Nathaniel H. Clai- 
| borne, Clark, Corwin, Crane, Darlington, Deberry, Denny, 
Evans, Everett, Philo C. Fuller, Granger, Grayson, Griffin, 
Hiland Hall, Hard, Hardin, Harlan, Harper, Hazeltine, 
Heister, Hoar, Howell, Hunt, Ingersoll, William Jackson, 
Janes, Jenifer, Henry Johnson, Lawrence, Lay, Luke Lea, 
Lewis, Lincoln, Love, Sampson Mason, Maury, MeCarty, 
McComas, McKay, McKennan, Mercer, Milligan, Morris, 
James A. Pearce, Peyton, Phillips, Potts, Reed, Rencher, 
Robertson, Russell, William B. Shepard, Augustine H. 
Shepperd, Stade, Sloan, Spangler, Storer, Taliaferro, Waddy 
Thompson, Underwood, Vinton, Washington, Whittlesey, 
and Lewis Williams—75. 


_So the House determined that the main ques- 
tion be now put, which 


1886. 


Mr. MERCER then appealed from the decis- ' can secure the applause of the galleries will feel | 


ion of the Chair, and contended that the main 
question was on the commitment of the bill. 

Mr. SPEIGHT made a few remarks in reply 
to Mr. Mercer, and in favor of the decision of 


the Chair, urging that the rules and the invariable 
practice of the House were against the ground 
assumed by the gentleman from Virginia. 

Mr. MERCER then withdrew his appeal, stat- e 


ing that he was satisfied he was correct in his 
views on this subject. 

The bill was then passed. 

Mr. INGERSOLL, on leave, submitted a res- 
olution, instructing the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary to inquire whether the decisions of the _ 
Supreme Court are reported with accuracy and | 


fidelity; which was to. 
On motion of Mr. SPEIGHT, the House then . 
adjourned. , 
IN SENATE. 
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The CHAIR stated would be on the passage |i geatiemen who speak to the galleries are still on j tation. This might have bern a peed argonia 
of the bill. . ‘made with 


these occasions; and who else than those who! 


free to discuss questions on this floor? It is a 
most unwelcome task to oppose claims, even the 
claims that have not a scintilla of foundation, on 
the floor of Congress. To be popular in the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, no man in Congress can be 
permitted to raise his voice against claimants 
who come here and make it the interest of these | 
who reside here to help them through. 

There are hundreds of claims in bills before 
Congress that ought not to be allowed; yet how 
few of these, when they come to be passed on, 
are even understood by a majority of thosc who 

on them! Ifthe allowance of these claims 
went for the benefit of the persons in whose favor 
they pupon to be, the injustice to the public, who 
pay them, would not be so flagrant. They gen- 
erally go for the benefit of speculators, who 
pam them for a trifle, or else cheat the nom- 
inal claimant of the whole amount. Iam informed 
that a sub-clerk, in another part of this Capitol, 


| is now, and has been, extensively concerned in 


| these claims; that his practice has been to hunt 


The CHAIR communicated a letter from the | up, from the files of Congress, old claims that 
War Department, transmitting a report from the |' have, many years since, been decided against or 
engineer department, in answer to the resolution |' laid aside as hopeless; and, in the recess, to take 
of the Senate of the 19th instant, inquiring the || journeys in different parts of the country and 
maximum amount that can be profitably expended |; seek for powers of attorney to prosecute them 
annually on fortifications; which was read; and |, before Congress. His charge for services, when | 

On motion of Mr. BENTON, it was referred | he cannot buy the claim for a trifle, is never 
to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered | below twenty-five per cent. of the whole amount 
to be printed. ' recovered. is situation as a sub-clerk enables 

PETITIONS, MEMORIALS, ETC. l him to place his claims in the most favorable 


os ‘ position. I have seen, while on the Committee 
evn ER fenta ie ponios BT eph ! on Revolutionary Claims, elaborate statements 


|s 
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| for the foundation of a bargain to be 

surgeons’ mates at the time the service was per- 
formed; but it seems to be too late for the United 
` States to volunteer such an argument as this for 
the purpose of getting rid of some of its surplus 
funds fift ars after the account for service has 
been settled and paid. Were not the soldiers of 
the Revolution as much exposed in the service as 
the officers? And if the argument of exposure be 
agood one as applied to the surgeons’ mates, 
will it not be equally legitimate as applied to the’ 
poor soldiers? “Are they not equally entitled te 
commutation pay > The Senator from Maine, 
(Mr. Suzpuer,] of those: who were disposed to 
go to the bottom in investigating these commu- 
tation claims, is yet left onthe Committee of Rev- 
olutionary Claims; is it possible that he makes 
one of the committee which: now unites in this 
after legislation in favor of. surgeons’ mates? If 
20, I can only say— Ephraim is joined to hie 
idols—let him alone.” 

The other commutatien claim is for interest 
on a former allowance to the. heirs of two revolu- 
tionary officers by the names of Bond and 
Douglass, who died while in commission, ‘and 
| one of them, I believe, before he had entered the 

service. This is one of the numerous cases 
hunted out of the files of Congress by the indi- 
_ vidual to whom F have alluded, and in which a 
former clerk of the House of Representatives 
appedred asthe agent. When the first allowance 
' was made, the name of another officer (Holmes) 
was included in the allowance of commutation: 
that name was stricken out of the bill, because, by 
the merest chance, it was found that the commu- 
tation had been paid. The state of the case was 


‘ Cla i: and reports in favor of the claims, setting forth | this: It was found that afew officers, having color 
mers NILES o ial of the _ 12 the most glowing colors the services or the suf- of claim to commutation pay, were not included 
~ at. ofthe i raand ihe Ar the S € : ferings of rsons in whose names the claim ` in the resolutions; and thes case was brought 
or beet ban niversity o i he ral is preferred, which statements and reports having before Congress for special allowance. A bill 
k a nnecticat, Pe ae at ee peak the pud- | very little evidence to sustain them, were in the : was reported, and, after a long discuasion, the 

e ome may be appro "coll ie KY T ted ‘handwriting of the clerk, and evidently drawn names of Bond, Douglass, and Holmes were 
Se o and ai porate „colege in the United up, not by the committee, but by him, who was | stricken out, as not coming within the spirit of 

en reat M h Oa en recare a Jun , interested in prosecuting them. I will confess (the resolutions, while others were retained. 
proportions waich was referred to the Commuttee < that, when I first discovered.the practices in rela- | These old proceedings on the files rested for some 


on Public Lands. . ii gs m : 5 h sheds ; 
LEY aia lations of | "9n % claims prosecuted here, it was not without forty years. The heirs of the deceased officers 
MeT presented thg ations of | ag $ : woul probably never have thought of applyi 


- 


: rar phar genie | Surprise; but an experience of five years in Con- 
the Legislature of Maine, instructing their il gress has taught arin be no longer surprised at , 
which is occurring. . The management 


ators and requesting their Representatives to use anythi 
of tha claus-eesseatira of those, I mean, who 


their exertions to procure an amendment to the 
Constitution of the United States, so as to prevent | 
any future election, by the House of Representa- | 
tives, of the President, and by the Senate, of the | 
Vice President. . | 

Mr. SHEPLEY also presented resolutions of 
the same Legislature, instructing their Senators | 
and requesting their Representatives in Congress |. 
to use their exertions to procure adequate appro- |: 
priations for fortifications for the defense of the || 
coast of Maine. f i 

- THANEFUL RANDALL. . 

Mr. TOMLINSON, from the Committee on 
Pensions, to which was referred the bill fromthe 
House for the relief of Thankful Randall, reported 
the same without amendment, and ‘stated that the 
committee recommended its rejection. i 

RESOLUTION. z 3 

Mr. BENTON submitted the following reso- | 
tation; which lies on the table one day: - 

Resoived, That frot and after the day of ——, 
im the year nomi but and silver coin ought tobe | 
received in pa t.for ie lands; and that the Com- | 
mittee an the Public Lands. be i 
accordingly. 


f 


WIDOWS OF COLONELS BOND AND DOUGLASS | 
representa |; 


The bill for the relief of the 
tives of the widows of Colonel William Bond and 
Colonel William Douglass, of the revolutionary 
amy, deceased, came up on its third reading; 
when 

Mr. HILE said that moat questions having & 
direct political bearing produced in this body 
long and animated discussions. Subjects having 
no connection with the proper business of legis- 
lation, agitating subjects, are here introdueed, 


instructed to report a bill |: 


and debated Aber Yet, when bills are pro- 
posed, taking from reasury thousands, tens, 
and even hundreds of thousands, for the benefit 
of individuals, there seems to be a perfect lassi- 
tude, an almost entire indifference.: The debating 


| have long successfully carried on the business— ,. 


is most adroit. They pressnothing hard till near | 
the close of the session; and when this period | 
arrives, when there is not time left to discuss or | 
inquire into anything, and when the bars and | 
gates are for the moment left open, the claims ; 
pass through both Houses of Congress in; 


The two bills, having relation to what is called 
the commutation claims of the Revolution, which | 
were ordered to a third reading on Thursday, | 
and one of which. has just now been read, if | 


; passed, will establish precedents whieh will throw | 


/ a burden on the Treasury of at least ten times 
' the amount of all the surplus. now in the Treas- 
; ury. It seems e to me. that generally those 
peones most anxious to dissipate at a single | 
i ‘twenty-seven millions of money now in ' 
; the Treasury, by a distribution among the States, | 
| Should almost afways be on the side of claims | 
presented here. If the minority shall have a di- | 
rect interest to throw the Administration into a 

; state of embarrassment by voting more money to 

ibe expended than the Treasury possesses, the 

majority must have an interest to prevent that 

state of things. 

One of the two commutation eħims allows 
commutation to a surgeon’s mite of the revolu- 
tionary army. Over and over again has it beep | 

that surgeons’ mates were not included | 
in any resolution of the old Congress granting | 
commutation. I was not a little surprised to hear 
it announced by the Senator from Virginia [Mr. 
Leicu] that the Committee on Revolutionary 
Claims are now unanimous in favor of allowing 
comusutation to eons’ mates; and the reason 
offered by the Senator for making this allowance 
was most singular. Other officers, less exposed 


than surgeons’ mates, being expressly named in 


fore surgeons’ mates ought to.be allowed commu- || the time of the Revolution, w: 


the resolutions, were allowed commutation; there- || male ancestor {whether Whig or Tory 


fer commutation, had not the'cases been hunte 
out of the files by persons in the employ of Con- 
| gress. : After some discussion, a majority of the 
committee of the Senate took a different view of 
the evideneé from that previously taken by Con» 
gress, and agreed: to report the brit, aimpty allow- 
ing commutation .without interest; which passed. 
Having thus succeeded in procuring the principal 
of what might always be considered a doubtful 
claim, the agents now. follow up with the claim 
for interest, amounting to two or three times as 
much as the ohz commutstion—probably 
| from ten to twenty thousand dollars in each case. 
| If interest shall now. be allowed on this claim, 
there is no claim:-whieh has ‘ever been présented 
and alowed whieh eannot claim imerest; and 
hundreds of millions of money will be atill due 
to those who have been liberally paid by: the 
Government for the services they have rendered 
It is worthy of remark, that these claims for 
commutation, which come in upon us as a flood, 
had quietly rested for nearly half a century, and 
were never thought of until the pension law of 
1828 had j . Itis a fact, that not only the 
officers and their heirs who were entitled to oom- . 
mutation, and had received it, but such as were 
not entitled to it, and never expected it, in differ- 
ent sections of the country, have been written to 
by persons offering to act aa sni to prosecute 
and recover their elaims. The Senatot from Vir+ 
inia, (Mr. Ty1izx,] who has recently resigned 
is seat, had presented many petitions for com- 
mutation during the present session, someof which 
I know had been ab arth decided against by 
former committees of the Benate. I know not 
whether these pee ions have or have not been 
disposed of by committee. Since theimmense 
grants of land scrip that have passed to Virginia 
officers, there seems to be a general idea that every 
officer who has obtained the land ia. entitled to 
commutation also; and it venia seem a ena 
man, woman, and child in Virginia, }iving in 


ould suppose that 
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ancestor to be an officer, and to be entit] 
and and to commutation. 
ee cath probably is, that there are not half 
-a dozen officers on the rolls of the Revolution 
who were entitled to commutation, who did not 
receive it nearly half a century prior to the pre- 
sentation of these claims. If they did not receive 
it, the fault was not with the Government. Every 
officer living, and the heirs of every officer de- 
ceased, knew when such officer was entitled to 
the pay, and received it according to the terms of 
the several resolutions of Congress. After the 
revolutionary claims had been barred by a law 
of limitation, the time was more than once ex- 
tended by Congress, until probably not a single 
bona fide claim was left. nd now, if, in conse- 
quence of casualty or mistake, any case remains, 
is there any obligation of the nation to pay any 
thing beyond the principal? It would secm that 
the public generosity never can satisfy those who 
have been most liberally dealt with. The allow- 
ance of commutation pay in the cases of Bond | 
and Douglass first made was a stretch of gene- 
rosity far beyond what would be expected in any 
case between individuals; and now to come in ` 
for a claim of interest equal to twice or thrice the 
amount first granted almost exceeds the pre- 
sumption of the sturdy beggar, who, because you 


have given him a dinner, claims the perpetual | 
right to feed from your table without so much as 


an offer of thanks for your generosity. 
Mr. CLAY said the Senatorfrom New Hamp- 


shire [Mr. HiıLL] had been here five years; and | 


was it possible that, within that period, one little 
tlerk was the only corrupt officer he had found in 
the Government? He thought, if he would look 
into the Post Office and other Departments, he 
would find many more instances of corruption. 
That Senator and himself had gone together in 
opposition to the mints; and he wished he might 
signalize himself by one more vote with him on 
the distribution of the surplus, instead of leaving 


it to be eaten up by the rats, or squandered away | 


by the industry of the clerks. 

Mr. HILL would cheerfully go with the Sen- 
ator from Kentucky in voting for the distribution 
of the surplus revenue, if he could be convinced 
there would be any surplus to be distributed after 
the proper appropriations had passed, and he 
could do it without violating his conscience in 
regard to constitutional difficulties. He was 
fearful, however, that the gentleman [Mr. Cray] 
did not always voteas patriotically as he preached. 
He was willing to go as far as the Senator 
from a T or any other, in ferreting out 
corruptions. He had no claims to eloquence, 
and therefore would acknowledge his inferior- 
ity, as a public speaker, to the Senator from 


| 

entacky. | 
Lay said the gentleman (Mr. Hitt] had | 

| 


Mr.C 
done himself great injustice when he acknowl- 
edged his inferiority in public speaking; for he 
(Mr. C.) liked his extemporaneous speaking | 
better than the speeches he read. There was 
great point, and even eloquence, in it. Thegen- , 
tleman had pledged himself to go for this measure | 
of distributing the surplus revenue in case he | 
could be satisfied there were surplus funds to dis- , 
tribute, and he could get over 
difficulties. He (Mr. C.) promised him that he | 
could, when he took up that subject, show there | 
were no constitutional difficulties, and that there | 
were $27,000,000 to distribute. 

Mr. HILL said it was evident that the right 
of those persons to commutations was not per- 
fect until after the passage of the bill. Their 
failure in 1792 to establish it left them without 
remedy. If they were included under the reso- 
Jution, there was no necessity for any law, and 
if they established the precedent of allowing in- 
terest, they would bring in all the pensioners 
th were stricken from the list under the law of 
1818. 

Mr. CALHOUN, after some remarks against ' 
the bill, said he did not see why the Senate should 
be so very particular about these small matters, 
when their attention was so little directed to the ; 

millions of money in the deposit banks, ind l 
ent of the seven milliong of stock in the Bank | 
of the United States, and the money arising from | 
the Chickasaw purchase. He wished the hun- 


dredth part of the zeal was directed to these large |! 


ed both |! 


is constitutional | 
j 
| 
j 
| 
j 


end- |: 


items while the country was on the brink of ruin, 
that there was to small matters. He hoped the 
money of the Government would be taken out 
of the hands of these public plunderers, and that | 
Congress would not adjourn till it made an equi- : 
table disposition of it. ' 

Mr. LEIGH said if he had any zeal in this 
matter, it was founded on justice; andina matter 
of this kind, although it was small, he would 
measure out justice in the same manner he would 
in any tribunal or court of justice to the last + 
farthing. 

Mr. CALHOUN said he had no personal ref- 
erence to the Senator from Virginia. 

Mr. LEIGH then went into an argument of 
some length in favor of the justice of the 
claim. 

Mr. BUCHANAN was against establishing a 
precedent for the payment of interest. It was but 
seldom he concurred in opinion with the Senator 
from South Carolina, [Mr. Carnoun;] and, as 
they coincided now on this bill, it gave him 
pleasure to state that concurrence. But, in regard | 
to our being on the brink of ruin, two years ago 
it was stated we were on the brink of ruin, be- 
cause there was no money in the Treasury; and 
now, because we have an overflowing Treasury, 
we are said to be on the brink of ruin; and when 
the distribution of the surplus fund was made, 


| 
| 


which he believed would be done before the ses- || 


sion closed, he expected, in two or three years 
more, they should hear we were again on the 
brink of ruin, because it had been distributed. į 

After some further remarks from Messrs. | 
SHEPLEY, WALKER, WHITE, KING of | 
Alabama, DAVIS, and PRENTISS, i 

The question was then taken on the final pas- : 
sage of the bill; and it was passed—yeas 22, nays | 
21; as foltows: 


` name was recorde 


YEAS~—Messrs. Crittenden, Davis, Goldsborough, Hen- 
dricks, Hubbard, Kent, Kuight, Leigh, McKean, Mangum, | 
Moore, Naudain, Nicholas, Porter, Preston, Rives, Robbins, | 

‘ Shepley, Southard, Tomlinson, Webster, and White—22. 
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Mr. LANE moved to correct the Journal of 
yesterday in reference to his vote on the previous 
question, upon id aah appropriation bill. His 

in the affirmative, whilst he 
had voted in the negative. 

The correction was ordered to be made accord- 

ngly. 
Mr. MERCER, from the Committee on Roads 
and Canals, reported certain documents from the 
War Department, in reference to the construction 
of the Cumberland road west of Ohio; which 
were ordered to be printed. 

PETITIONS, MEMORIALS, ETC. 

Petitions and papers connected with claims be- 
fore the House were presented, on leave, b 
Messrs. BEALE, LOYALL, TALIAFERRO, 
REYNOLDS of Illinois, CARTER, MORGAN, 
FRY, KINNARD, HAZELTINE, LYON, and 
CASEY, and appropriately referred. 

(Mr. Reywnotps, of Illinois, perena the peti- 
tion of sundry citizens of Madison county, Ili- 
nois, to the House of Reprentatives, and on his 
motion, it was referred to the Committee on 
Public Lands. This petition states, that a sec- 
tion of land, being the sixteenth, was reserved 
for the use of schools in a certain township in 
said county; and that a preëmption of the same 
was granted away, and the school section first 
i reserved was selected by the register and re- 


| ceiver without the know edge or consent of the 


inhabitants of the township on lands that are 
almost valueless and unproductive. On this con- 


'| sideration the petition prays relief.] 


REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 
Mr. HOWELL, from the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions, reported the following bills; 


i! which were read twice and committed: A bill for 


the relief of John Scott; and a bill for the relief 


|| of Travis Fritters. 


Mr. HARRISON, of Missouri, from the Com- 


NAYS—Messrs. Benton, Black, Brown, Ruchanan, Cal- | 
: houn, Clay, Cuthbert, Ewing of Ohio, Grundy, Hill, King 
ti of Alabama, King of Georgia, Morris, Niles, Prentiss, Rob- 
; inson, Ruggles, Swift, Tipton, Walker, and Wright—21. : 


| PROCEEDS OF THE PUBLIC LANDS. | 
| 


The bill to appropriate for a limited time the | 
net proceeds of the sales of the public lands 
among the States, and to grant lands to certain | 
States, came up as the special order, the question | 
being on Mr. Warxer’s amendment given in | 
i, yesterday’s proceedings. 
| Mr. WALKER then ad 
|| favor of the amendment. 

The question was taken on Mr. WALKER’s 
amendment; and it was lost—yeas 9, nays 26; as 
follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Benton, Black, King of Alabama, Moore, 
Morris, Nicholas, Robinson, Ruggtes. and Walker—9. 

NAYS—Messrs. Brown, Buchanan, Cathoun, Clay, Crit- 
tenden, Cuthbert, Ewing of Ohio, Goldsborough, Grundy, 
Hendricks, Hilt, Hubbard, Kent, Leigh, McKean, Naudain, 
Niles, Porter, Prentiss, Robbins, Shepley, Southard, Swift, 
| Tomlinson, Wall, and White—26. 

Mr. BENTON submitted the following amend- 
ment; which was ordered to be printed: 


dressed the Senate in : 


To come in after the word “ net proceeds”?”— 
' which net proceeds shall be ascertained to be the balance 
which remains, after deducting from the gross proceeds al. 
expenses for the year on account of public lands, to wit: 
1. Appropriations for the General Land Office. 
2. Appropriations for the surveyor general’s offices. 
3. Appropriations for surveying public lands. 
4. Appropriations for salaries and commissions to regis- 
ters and receivers. i 
5. Appropriations for annuities to Indians on account of | 
the purchase of lands. Í 
6. Appropriations for holding treaties for the purchase of | 
lands. - 
7. Appropriations for amounts paid within the year for | 
the extinction of Indian titles. 
8. Appropriations for removing Indians from the lands 
: purchased from them. 
| 9. Appropriations for thé five per centum allowed by com- 
paet to the States in which the lands lie. j 


Mr. ROBINSON also informally offered the fol- | 
lowing amendment for the consideration of the || 
Senate; which was laid on the table: 

_ Bec. —. And be it further enacted, That all lands belong- 

j ing to the United States, which have been, or hereafter may 
be, subject to entry at private sale for twenty years and up- 

| wards, and have not been sold, shall hereafter bé sold at 

| one dollar per acre, and at a reduction in price of ten per |; 
centum every five years, until the price of such lands be 


i 
] 
ji 


i 
1 
i 
| 
i 


' mittee on Public Lands, reported, with an amend- 
‘ment, a bill from the Senate confirming claims 
‘ to land in Missouri, and for other purposes; and 
: the same was committed. 

: Mr. HARRISON, from the same committee, 
i reported the following bills, the first of which 
| was ordered to be engrossed, and the second com- 
| mitted: “A bill for the relief of Robert Murray; 
and a bill for the relief of the legal representa- 
tives of Henry Deuchouquitte. 

Mr. JONES, of Virginia, from the Committee 
on the Judiciary, reported, with an amendment, 
a bill from the Senate to amend the act for the 
better organization of the district courts of the 
United States in the State of Alabama; which 
was committed. 

Mr. HUNTSMAN, from the Committee on 
Private Land Claims, reported a bill for the relief 
of James Mackey; which was read twice, and 


|| committed. ; 


Mr. HOAR, from the Committee on Invalid 
' Pensions, reported a bill in addition to, and in 
| amendment of, the act providing for certain per- 


i! sons engaged in the land and naval service of the 


| United States in the revolutionary war; which 
was read twice, and committed. 

Mr. WASHINGTON, from the Committee for 
the District of Columbia, reported a bill for the 
improvement of Pennsylvania avenue, for the 
erection of a bridge over Rock Creek, and for the 
improvement of the streets around the Capitol 
square; which was read twice, and committed. 

Mr. COFFEE, from the Committee on Military 
Affairs, reported a bill to provide for the pay- 
ment of expenses incurred for supplies furnished 
the militia engaged in the service of the United 
States in Florida; which was read twice, and com- 
mitted. 

Mr. LYON, from the Committee on Indian 
Affairs, reported a bill for the relief of Bazle 
Brown; which was read twice, and committed. 

Mr. CHAPMAN, from the Committee on the 
Public Lands, reported the following bills; which 
were read twice, and committed: 

A bill for the relief of certain persons who have 
been deprived of their rights of preémption under 
the act of 19th June, 1834, by locating Indian res- 


| reduced to fifty cents per acre. 
The Senate then adjourned. 


ervations, or any floating rights granted by Con- 
gress; and 
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1 

A bill to grant the right of way over the public ` in great crowds to the West, where hunting was 
lands to a company incorporated by the Legisla- : not very good in many places, and the means of 
ture of Alabama to constract a railroad from the | support not so abundant as they desired. They 
Tennessee river to the waters of Mobile bay, and . had left tha region of Souniry where they had - 
to grant a certain quantity of public land to that’ been happy, and in great relative prosperity. 
compaay. , They had, as they say, been forced fram the bones | 

Unfavorable reporis were made by Messrs. «f their fathers to a region of country not of their ': 
BEALE and HOWELL, from the Committee on ` own choice, and not well adapted to their wants. <i 
Invalid Pensions; Mr. LOYALL, from the Joint. He presumed this was the main reason why it |: 
Committee on the Library ;and Mr. JANES, from waa that they were dissatisfied, and rather hos- | 
the Committee on Revolutionary Pensions. ' tile to the United States. In order to keep them | 

Mr. CHAPMAN, from the Committee on in check and subordination, it was necessary to |; 
Public Lands, reported a bill from the Senate for make a demonstration of military force among |i 
the relief of Susan Marlow, without amendment. ‘them. It is well known to this committee that |: 

The question being on its third reading, some they are not wise-and intelligent; they know and | 
discussion ensued, in which Mr. WILLIAMS enre very little about the great force of the United 
of North Carolina, Mr. SPEIGHT, Mr. HAR- 
DIN, Mr. LYON, and Mr. VINTON, took part. . 
Before the vote was taken, the morning hour , 
expired 


| 
is 


i 
l 
: 


States, as that force is at such a great distance |: 
; from them. Not many of them travel through | 
| the several States; and when the strength of the | 
|-Goverr ment is told to them they do nat, in all © 
i; cases, | elieve it. They, the Indians, therefore, ' 


oc R _ į do not knew the situation they are in, and will ;! 
Pursuant to order, thé House went into Com- | act under mistaken views of their situation to | 


mitee of the Whole on the state of the Union, i their own ruin and destruction. ; 


(Mr. MunLexseRe in the chair,) on the bill au- Mr. R. said he was raised in the West, on the | 


thorizing the President of the United States to |: frontiers of many of these Indians, and believed |' 


SERVICE OF VOLUNTEERS... 


t 


ESSIONAL GLOBE. ` 


i} we 


‘ican army were veterans in the service, 


PRICE $1 FOR A SESSION, 
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re slumbering at their post. The Mexican 
army were at this time approaching our frontier? 
And what must be the inevitable consequences if 
they did? Why, there were ten thousand chances . 
to one that there would be a gencral war by the 
{Indians upon the whole of that frontier, the mo- 
ment the Texans were driven to our borders, as 
he firmly believed they would be. The Mexican 
army was well appointed, much more numerous, 
and much more effective than they were gener- 
ally described; and we must not rely, too con- 
fidently rely, upon the valor and. bravery of the 
Texans, for numbers prependerated too much 
against them. : 

It should also be botue in Mind that the Mex- 
having 
been more or less engaged iù actus) warfare for 
the last twenty years }.and, mereover, that many 
of them were mduntiineers, and-hed been accus- 
tomed to the highways. He was satisfied that 
both the force and prowess of the Mexican army 
had been greatly underrated. With the contest 
going on there; we had nothing to do but we 

d much to do with our fronticr, and therefore 
ought.to take efficient mehsures for its protection. 
He was willing to devote the whole of this day 
to the consideration of this bill, and he hoped the 
maximum of numbers would be retained. ` 


accept the service of volunteers. . `: this to be a true statement of their situation and ` 
the pron zee her i monon of mi ; condition. He admired much the merited stand- 


power proposed to be conferred on the President | 
to the same limitations provided by the act of | 
1 y» that voldnteers should be received 
only in the event of invasion, insurrection, &c. 

Mr. HARDIN said a few words in favor of 
the amendment 
offering a farther amendment. 

Mr. MERCER suggested a modification to the 
following purport, providing that the power. 
vested in the President of the United States by | 
this act should be exercised only in the cases 
snumerated in the eighth section of the Constitu- 
tion of the United States, that the numbers of the 
volunteers should not exceed five thousand rank 
-and file, and that the act should continue in force 
for two years only from the end of the present 
session of Congress. 

Mr. McKAY accepted this as a modification of 
the amendmeat. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of North Carolina, was in 
favor of a restriction of the number to five thou- 
sand men. He understood the gentleman from 
Missouri to say that no more than one thousand 
men would be sufficient for the protection of the 
Missonri frentier B i 

Mr. ASHLEY explained that he desired an 
anona regiment to the force already employed i 


re. 
Mr. WILLIAMS resumed, and opposed the 
bill, on the greund that it. w 
regular foree, that no information 
before Congress, by which it was shown that so | 
large an extra force was tequisite for repelling the 
Indians, and that it waay.to a-certaia extent, au- 
thor the formation of a pew standing army. 
If he thought a general Indian war was to be ap- 
prehended, he would nat only vote for ten thou- 
sand men, but for one hundred thousand if mocer- | 
sary. At present, however, he saw ne oeeasion | 
for so large a number as ten thousand, and he 
should vote for the bill o icti 
of five thousand. 


me PAVE "a 
and-gave a brief description of the present posi- 
tioan of the western aad Mexiean pica gee 


oving the necessity of the immediate passage 
Pr the bill. 4 


j 
| 


as superseding the || 
ey beer laid H 


} subjection. 
| this object. It was idle to sce 


, and indicated his intention of | 


j 


|| was.ie the bill as to. the number of ‘the t 


j sone of the West, when there isa necessity for 
rtheir military services in’ the defense of their 


ing of the American army, for its c rivalry and 
noble daring; but such for-e could not, and would | 
not, awe the Indians and keep tiem in proper 
A moderate force only could e ect | 
camon, trailed | 
ursait of an Indian enemy— 

at it—so would the whites. | 


in with oxen, in 
they would laug 


k 


i| He would support the intended amendment ji 


of the gentleman, [Mr. AsaLerv,) to raise an- 
other regiment of dragoons. If the committee 
would reflect on the extent of frontier from 
Detroit around the settled part of the United 
States to.the Galf of Mexico, a distance of two 
or three thousand miles, it was quite out of the 
; power of one regiment of dragoons, even if com- 
i manded by a Dodge, to keep in subjection the 
| Indians to that extent. it would require two or 
i more additional regiments. He hoped it would | 
be attended to at the proper time for the safety ` 
of the country and of the Indians. He said those 
individuals—and he hoped all were so—who felt 

| friendly to the Indians, would do the Indians a 
service to keep among them a proper force to 
keep them in proper subjection. The humanity 
that is in the breast of each member of this com- 
mittee would dictate this course to him, and will 
no doubt influence the committee on the subject. 
It was not mach difference what the provision 
Troops to 

per num- 
to answer 


be received by the President. The pro 
ber-would always be found in the West 
the emergency of the occasion. 

Mr. Chairman, you cannot keep back the brave 


. . © |, massacre of women and ekiidren, ahd the war- 
opposed to any restriction, | 


; country. There is no paper law on this subject 


; breast of a western ma 


iin the bill. 
aly with the restriction |. 


' yent this, 


: be adopted. 


that will suppress the patriotism that burns in the 
2, when his country itin- 
vaded by an Indian or other foe. Therefore, he 
considered it very little difference about the limits 
lf something were wot done on the 
subjeet, we may witness, ax we did in 1932, the 


1 


whoop extended all along our frontier. To pre 


‘| York [Mr. Campretena 


Mr.. CALHOON, of Kentucky, said hé en- 
tirely concurred with the gentleman from New 
] in the necessity of 
strengthening our military force on the western 
frontier: for himself, he should vote for an in- 
crease of our force in that quarter, as well on 
account of the danger which we had a right’ to 
apprehend of a rupture with the Indians,as from 
the events which are occurring int e province of 
Texas. Sir, (said Mr. “a if our information 
does not deceive us, a most bloody war is waging 


i 


i 


i on our borders, between the Texans and the 


| Mexicans—a war which, for eruclty on the part 
| of the Mexicans, is without an example in the 
| history of savage natione; a wat in which the 
| Mexican general seta at defianée all the riiles of 
| civilized warfare. Shall we'not prepare to sce, at 
i least, that the bloody flag shall halt at our border? 
: Mr. C. said he did not desire to embarrass the 
i! Administration in regard td the dvli¢ate refations 
| between this country and Mexico by any hasty 
i! movement of his, hor would he, on the present 
| occasion, inquire how far it might be the duty 
| of this Government to compel tlie Mexicans, in 
this contest, to observe the rules of civilized war- 
fare. He wished to say to the Administration 
| that, in such an effort, they shuuld have his cor- 
i| dial support. : tenet 
Mr. MASON, of Virginia, did not understand 
i that this bill, in any way, proposed to enlarge 
| the power of the President of the United States, 
i but merely authorized himi to`relieye thé States, 


w by accepting, in lieu of the force to be furnished 


by them, the services of volunteers. It was 
acknowledged that the service to be required was 
| one of a nature far beyond the efficiency of the 
| ordinary militia; and on this ground, therefore, 
| he should vote for tlie bill. There was no doubt 
that the relations of the Government of the U hited 
| States, atid the interests of the people of the Uhited 
| States, had amumed, in that quarter of our coun- 
try, an importaht speet; but he should not give 
his: support té-this bill from nd apprehension 
that the territory of the United Btates was to be 


and the extermination of the Indiane, | 
end other preventive measures ought to | 
| 


Mr. CAMBRELENG remarked that, if the : 


this bi 


invaded, nor from any apprehension that the 
| ruthlows and cruel tyrant of Mexico was to unfold 
| the bloody flag in our atmosphere. He had no 
| such apprehensions; It was, however, undoubt- 


Mr. REYNOLDS, of Ilinois, stated that he | 
considered it a duty to apprize the committee of | 
the restless, and even hostile disposition of the 
Indians on the northwestern frontier. He did 
not pretend to know more than other gentlemen | 
on this subject, who had the same means of inform- 
ation, or to state it better. But that such was the 
true state of the Indians generally he had no | 
doubt. The Indians had been reeently removed | 


25 


committee would reflect for a moment øe ‘the ¢on- ` edly the ‘daty of the Government of the United 
dition of the western frontier, it sttuck him that :; States to look to thé-security of its citizens in that 
they would retain the maximum of numbers in | quarter, and to that of the settlers near the Indians 
the bill. The condition of the Mexican frontier | who had gone westof the Mississippi. They 
had been adverted to, and he did not think that | had a right tu look to the Government for ae 
gentlemen could look at that condition, as devel- ; tection—to call upon it to tise the strong arm f 
oped from dacuments and advices received within i| power, when necessary, to protect them from the 
the last few days, without coming to the conclu- ir Wanton essi0ne o: sarean who; expetience 
‘tion that the Government of the United States || had taught us, sould e 


Bë civilized, nor 


strained but by a powerful : 
Eaoeineenee of lo many Indians being thrown 
together, their known disposition to violence and 
war, always seeking occasion of hostility without 
adequate cause, and other circumstances he need 
not particularly advert to then, justified an appre- i 
hension, rather than anticipation, thataggressions ' persed throughout the diferent western States; 
might be committed, and cause of war might arise. | and, in case of difficulty with them, they were 
The object of this bill was to organize an efficient | not able to bring such a formidable force into the 
force, which would act as a protection to our: field, and were put down by merely calling out 
western frontier, and be more effective than any the militia. Their situation, however, was now 
militia force that could be brought out. He | different; they were concentrated upon the west- 
therefore sincerely trusted that the bill would | ern frontier of the country, and could now accom- 
pass; but he hoped they would not involve in its ee what they never before could accomplish. 
consideration any ofthose extremely delicate ques- e was in favor of receiving those men for six 
tions connected with our foreign affairs. They months, because, by so doing, you were able to 
owed obligationsunder the stipulations of solemn get the best men; and if you took men for a long 
treaties; and in conformity with the long-estab-. period of service, you necessarily got the dregs 
lished usage of this Government, he hoped they | of society and men of very little use in that kind 
would be maintained, on their part, with sacred | of service. The Indians on the western frontier, 
and inviolable fidelity. He hoped they would ` agreeable to a report from the War Department, 
not permit themselves to be led away by their || amounted to upwards of one hundred and fifty 
feelings or sympathies, tu take any step which ` thousand souls; and it was generally believed 
might, in any way, interfere with the obligations they could bring from thirty to forty thousand |, 
of those treaties. © warriors into the field, which, at any time of dis- 
Mr. THOMPSON, of South Carolina, was op- || turbance, might march into Missouriand Arkan- 
posed to an increase of the army; nevertheless, he |’ sas, and drive them and their wives and children | 
felt constrained, by the highest considerations of ` from their homes. It was well known that reg- 
duty, to support a measure for the protection of _ ular troops were of very little service to chastise 
our frontier. He believed there were causes now | those Indians, if a war should break out. The 
at work which would make it necessary to pre- history of the western country, from the defeat 
pare for an Indian war on the western frontier, . of Braddock down to the present time, would 
of an extent and ferocity which had never been . show the truth of this; and the gentleman from 
witnessed. In the early part of the session he 
had voted for a suspension of the rules for the 


f: 
| 


saying that the western mounted men were the 


Sage aoe 


South Carolina [Mr. Tompson] was correct in || 


‘tomed to do in the land of their fathers. 


purpose of allowing a proposition to be intro- 
duced for raising another regiment of mounted 
men for the protection of the frontier. He be- 
lieved that a regiment of a thousand such men as | arms, and accustomed to the woods. He con- 
could be raised in the West would have put an | sidered it was best to have a good and sufficient 
end to the war in Florida in one month. The force to put down the war at once if one should 
western people were unquestionably the best break out, and therefore hoped the bill would pass. 
marksmen in the world; they shoot with a deadly The hour of one having arrived, the committee, 
aim, and are almost born on horseback and with .. pursuant to the order of the House, rose and re- 
gun in hand; and he felt confident, if that gallant || ported progress. 
officer, Colonel Dodge, had been sent to Florida Mr. ASHLEY moved to suspend the rule for 
with a regiment of such men, that, ere this, he || this day for the purpose of proceeding with the 
would have given a receipt in full for every man ,, consideration of the bill authorizing the President 
there. The odani were not to be conquered by |: to accept the service of volunteers, and the bill 
the slow movements of infantry, or by the usual |: for the better protection of the western frontier; 
modes of warfare. Look at what had occurred '; which was agreed to—ayes 110, noes 40, 
in Florida. Men were taken into the service for’ The House again went into committee, (Mr. 
three months; many of them were collected from ||: MuHienszere in the chair.) The former bill was 
South Carolinn and Georgia; and before they |: again taken up. i 
could reach the field of action a month of that, The amendment of Mr. McKay was agreed 
time must elapse, leaving but two months for || to as modified. 
service. Whenever the Indians were commanded jj The question recurred upon the amendment of | 
by men of talents, (as every one must now admit |; Mr. AsHLEY, which proposed to raise an addi- 
they were so commanded in Florida,) every order || tional regiment of dragoons. 
for disbanding your army would be an order for || Mr. ASHLEY said infantry were of little use 
the assembling of the Indian enemy. Then, :: to put into the woods against Indians, but they 
whenever a war broke out with the Indians, | were serviceable, and were necessary to occupy 
Tennessee and Kentucky were the places to find i| the posts; and, in case of a war, to fall back and 
the men to put it down, and put it down effect- | protect the frontier. The war in Florida showed 
ually. If the war in Florida should be termin- ji the truth of this assertion. Mounted men were 
ated by a treaty, and those Indians be removed | 
to the West flushed with victory, and having the ‘ 
utmost confidence in their leader, Osceola, andi: 
connected with powerful tribes already there, | 
they would scarcely sit quietly down, or even be 
kept down, by one thousand of the most distin- 
guished warriors of the West. He conceived it 
to be the duty of Congress to grant this to pre- 
vent the shedding of blood; and an Indian war, |. 

roperly managed, he contended ought not to 

ast more than a month. As to the invasion 
spoken of, he thought no sensible man would 
entertain such an idea for a moment; and as to 
that fellow, Santa Anna, if the House and the 
Government were of the same opinion Mr. T. 
was, they would cut off all diplomatic intercourse | 
with such a wretch. i 

Mr. CAMBRELENG explained. He did not ' 
say there was any fear of an invasion by a Mexi- 
can army; what he said was, that the Mexicans 
might reach our frontier, and that circumstance ` 
might be the cause of stirring up the Indians to 
hostilities against the United States. 

Mr. THOMPSON would give the bill his warm 


, most efficient force that could be brought against | 
them. 


ii 
| 
i 
i 


r 
the case, he asked how many it would take to 
keep at bay, on the western frontiers, fifteen or 
‘| twenty thousand warriors? The Government was 
, bound, he said, to keep a force among them to 
keep them from committing depredations upon ` 
each other, and upon the frontier inhabitants. 
He advocated his amendment at some length, and : 
urged the speedy passage of the bill. s 
r. GRANGER rose to give his assent to the ` 
gencral purposes of the bill, but particularly to - 
the amendment of the gentleman from Missouri. 
: He remembered, when the question of removing | 
those Indiarts from the abodes and sepulchres of | 
: their fathers was first raised, an argument in its 
favor, and one that had recommended itself to 
-him with more force than any other, was the fact 
HO ` that they would be removed from the vices which 
support, if it was amended so as not to call the i civilization threw around them; that they would ` 
troops into service unless in case of an actual In- | be taken to a country where broad hunting grounds | 
dian war, or good reason to apprehend such war. |! would be secured to them; and that there they | 


| 


i 


Men, to fight these Indians with advan- |; 
tage, must be men who have been accustomed to :, 


He 
remembered, too, that those who then viewed the 
subject more calmly, and, as it would seem, more 
wisely, prophesied what had since happencd. 
But he considered there. was but little to fear. 


' No man had higher confidence in the armed frec- 
: men of the United States than he had when called 


into action; but he did not consider that the 
manner in which the war was carried on in 


- Florida had been the best for putting it down. 


The Indian cared nothing about honorable war- 
fare, because he had been taught from his youth 
to take advantage. He would, in fact, possess 
himself of your camp before you had moved 
from it ten miles. One word in relation to what 
had been said by his colleague, (Mr. CAMBRE- 
LENG.) It seemed that a war panic must be kept 
up somewhere, and he supposed an army would 
next be raised to protect us from the invasion of 
Santa Anna. 

Mr. CAMBRELENG observed that he had 
said nothing about invasion by Santa Anna. 
What he had said was, that in the case of Santa 
Anna coming to our frontier, it might stir up 
the Indians to commit depredations. 

Mr. GRANGER regretted that his colleague 
should have connected Santa Anna’s name even 
with our frontier Indians. He said, if his blood- 
stained flag should ever be brought so near our 
territory that its folds could be seen, the valley 
of the Mississippi and Ohio, and the whole west- 
ern country, would be poured upon that frontier; 
and his colleague, as well as himself, well knew 
that when the hunters of Kentucky and the Ten- 
nessce riflemen were in the fleld, the enemy had 
better look out. : 

Mr. RIPLEY addressed the House at sume 
length in reference to the exposed state of the 
sparsely-settled population on the western and 
southwestern frontier, the formidable and power- 


| ful tribe of Indians residing contiguous to those 
‘frontiers, and the importance and necessity of 
‘ providing for the permanent defense, which he 
‘contended could ke best done by adopting the 


roposition of the gentleman from Missouri, 
EM. Asutey,] providing for raising an additional 
regiment of dragoons, which wasalmost the only 
description of troops that could contend efficiently 
and with success against the Indians. 

Mr. WHITE, of Florida, hoped the amend- 
ment of the gentleman from Missouri would pre- 
vail. It was substantially the same as Mr. W. 


` himself had proposed to another bill some eight 


or nine weeks ago, and which, if adopted then, 


i! would have saved the Government at least half a 


| 


million of dollars. He then entered into a de- 
scription of the campaign in Florida and the pres- 
ent situation of the country there. In a very 
short time General Scott would be compelled to 
disband nearly his whole force, and the country 
would be left to the mercy of the savage the 
whole summer. Even with reference to the ex- 
isting circumstances in Florida alone, the amend- 
ment ought to prevail; and he recommended the 


| honorable mover to use the words “ dragoons or 


. mounted riflemen.” 


y them. 
opposed the amendment. Inthe first place, there 
was no evidence that any additional force was 
required; and secondly, they had no experience 
as yet that the proposed force would be more 
effective than those already existing. On the 


‘contrary, it was a well-established military fact, 


that cavalry were at least more expensive, if not 
less effective, in an enemy’s country, from the 
necessity of collecting forage, and the difficulty 
of procuring it. 


amendment, He remarked, that official advices 
had been received, that serious apprehensions 
were entertained from the Creek Indians on the 
borders of Georgia and Alabama, and the effect 
of this amendment, if adopted, would go far to 
secure the peace and tranquillity of that quarter. 
Had such a force been stationed in Florida be-. 
fore the war, all the depredationg and slaughter | 
which had visited that Territory would have 
been prevented, and the Seminoles would have 
been as peaceable as the Indiana in the North- 
weet. Hce was confident that, x a cavalry iw 
was raised and properly station » nothing wou 
ever again be heard of Indian aggressiona. He 
would not take the expenses into consideration, 
for it would be a pofectian upon our national 
character. Mr. G. then adverted to the Florida 
war, where, from. the peculiar nature of the coun- 
try, cavalry could nat be so effective as infantry; 
but this was not the case on the western prairies. 


His object was to have a force of mounted in- . 
.: report of the scape Aad War, 


fantry, thereby partaking of both characters, 
with the advantages of each., . 

Mr. HANNEGAN replied to Mr. Mann, and 
fupported the amendment | 
great efficiency of mounted men inthe Black Hawk 
war, in the campaigns on the Wabash, before and . 
after the battle of Tippecanoe, in the last war on | 
tae northwestern frontier, and in the ign of 
Colonel Dodge. He referred to advices he had 
received of the temper of the Indians at present 
on the western and northwestern fronuer, from ! 
whom apprehensiens were justly entertained. ,, 

r. H.adverted tu the fact that the Indians them- `. 
selves used horses in their excursions, being 
always well mounted, and that the prairies fur- | 
nished ample forage for their sustenance, aa also 
for the subsistence of our own horses. As Texas 
had been alluded to by several genilemen, and 


i 
i 
i 


i 
i 
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} 


| should, however, have preferred t 
tien of such a corps as that proposed in the.. 


He referred to the |: 


, erations. 


he amendment i 

without the modification of his colleague, [Mr. i 

Gutter. ] 

Mr. ASHLEY then withdrew 

of Mr. Guer’s modification, and accepted that , 

-of Mr. Wate, of Florida, to insert the words, | 
** or mounted riflemen.” 

Mr. MANN, of New York, said a few words 

in rejoinder to the gentleman who had replied to 


i 


him. He was not opposed to the bill, but, he i 


could not bring himself to concur in the expedi-: 
ency of raising all ut once so large a body of | 
. cavalry as ten thousand men. He was in favot of 
limitation, and not to the utmost extent they | 
could go, especially without any information : 
: having been furnished to prove its necessity. i 
i Mr. EVERETT aaid he had been misunder- j 
- stood on yesterday. He was in favor of the ' 


amendment of the gentleman from North Caro- | 


lina, (Mr. McKay,] but it did not go far enough : 
jo remove his objections to the first section of the | 
ill. ; 
Mr. THOMPSON, of South Carolina, cited the 
giving a tabular | 
| Statement of the number of warriors of the va- ; 
| rious tribes of Indians on the frontiers. l 
Mr. HOAR thought at least the opinion of the | 
| Military Committee should be given thereon be- | 
fore they were required to vote on a proposition i 
of so important a character as this. -i 
Mr. THOMPSON cited a passage from the an- 
nual report of the Secretary of War, recommend- | 
ing a similar provision. | 
Mr. HOAR still thought the subject should ` 
have been considered by the Military Committee, | 
and they eught to have the result of their delib- | 
ntil that was done, 


i 


and it came rec- | 
ommended from that eommittee, he could not 
congent to vote for it. } 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Kentucky, explained the ; 
course that had been taken on the proposition in the | 


| 


f: 


the possibility of Santa Anna’s approach to our 
frontier suggested, he would ealy speak as one, 


Military Commiuec, who had postponed it, and | 
brought up the single proposition to authorize the - 


that for himself, were the powers and respurces |i President -of the United States ta receive volun- ; 
of the American Government at this moment ,. teers, instead of drafting the militia; He should | 
under hie control, he would lend them all, and ,: himself vote for the amendment of the gentleman | 
with all the coena one given, by man ta any | from Missouri. > 3 | sys, r f 
cause, to aid in inflicting deserved pani nt | Mr. ADAMS was oppesed to the introduction | 


upon the monsters who 
where, had offered an insult to every civilized | 
nation of the earth by their brutal atrocities. He | 
_would never pause, never hegitate, never falter, 
until every miscreant who had stood ‘beneath the . 
wavings of the bloody flag liad found beneath the . 
soil of Texas a bloody grave—never till Texas 
was free. bob ae : ! 
Mr. GILLET moved to insert the following , 
words in the amendment: “ if the President ghal] i 
hereafter deem such regiment necessary;”’ which | 
Mr. ASHLEY accepted it as a modification. 
Mr. GILLET was convinced the additional | 
force for the, western frontier should be provided | 
for. If they were nos wanted they would not be | 
raised, as the amendment was, modified; but if | 
they should omit to this bill, and hostilities |; 
should break out when the time had passed:to || 


i 


+ at San-Antonio andelge- | of M 


biH_ and amendment | 
~ He should ;i 


i Was incongrueas, and the 
; Were inconsistent with each other. 
: vote for the bill, and would also for Ug! gentle- . 
man’s proposition, if he would bring it forward , 
separately; but the principles embraced in the | 
one and in the other were totally separnte and ; 
į distinct. Mr. A. also wished that some specific 
sum should be appropriated to carry the provis- 
ions of the bill into effect; for, otherwise, it was 
placing the whole Treasury at the disposition of ; 
the President. | : 
Mr. BOND said there was no necessity for the ; 
-amendment, inasmuch as the first section of the ` 
bill already provided for “ mounted troops.” | 
Mr. iPLIAMS, of North Carolina, re- ; 
marked that it was evident they would not get 
through the bill that day, and he therefore moved : 
that the committee rise. Lost. | 


provide the means of repelling . them, their con- i 
stituents would justly hald them responsible for | 
the consequences. He contended that a cavalry | 
force was the moatefficient that could be employed |; 
against the Indians in the open prairie region of 
the Weat. He admitted that it was more costly, -| 
but that would not weigh anything with him, | 
He should vote for putting that frontier in such a | 
state of defense as would be satisfactory to the | 
people who resided there. ; : i 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Louisiana, also supported |. 
the amendment and the bill; and he stated that ` 
the people of the western part of Louisiana were |, 
very much alarmed, and they were in daily ap- 
prehension of hostilities from the Indiana, ° | 

Mr. VANDERPOEL briefly replied to Mr. | 
Maxx, and made a few remacksin support of the | 
amendment. It seemed that all concurred, that | 
a mounted force was the best that could be em- | 
ployed; and the only question was, whether they 
should wait till the moment had arrived for their | 
employment? He was disposed at onee to make i 
the provision, and should not envy the responsi- | 
bility of his colleague if they neglected to do it, i! 
suffered the war to break out, ami the country to |! 


be ravaged before it could be prevented. He || ex 


|: as Militia, said mounted men, 


The debate was further continued by Messrs. | 
ASHLEY, WHITE of Florida, and McKEON, . 
in support of the amendment; and it w 
adopted—ayes 96, noes 40. 

Mer. HARDIN moved te amend the first sec- | 
tion by adding the following: pii Nj 

“ In the same manner as the militia of the several States 
and Territories are now i and eonimissioned, and 
when in service, shall be 


H 


l 
considered.” | 
- Agreed to: | 

Mr. ADAMS moved to insert a specific appro- |! 
riation of $300,000 for the pay of the to | 


‘ovisions of. this bill.- 
there was no necessity 

n, because the number 

yaud their pay was reg- 


employed under the 

Mr. McK AY conte 
for a specific appropriatio 
of men was provided for 
ulated by the bill. : 

Mr. ADAMS could not subscribe to that doc- 
trine. He thought they might as well throw out 
all the specific clauses in the civil list bill, and 
make a general enactment for so much as was 
required for that branch of the service, as leave 
this bill without s cifying the precise sum to be 
pended in the iee of it. 


| 
i 
G 
i 


i 
| 


GLOBE. 


his acceptance | 


if 
i 


r. Asnegy’s peponitien in thia bil, as it || 


as then | 


,, the Jud 


ii making. 
i pide 


337 | 


y, Was willing to 


| Mr. JOHNSON, of Kentuck 
i accept the amendment. 
: The motion was then agrecd to. 

Mr. ADAMS moved a proviso to the bill, that 
nothing therein contained should be so construcd 
as to deprive the persons so called into the service 
| of the United States of any privilege belonging 
_ to the militia, when called into the service of the 
overnment; which was agreed to. 

Mr WHITTLESEY moved to strike out the 
: fourth section providing for the payment ef horses 
| lost in the service; which was agreed to. 

Mr. EVERETT moved to limit the term of 
| service from twelve months to “ six or” twelve 
‘months; which was agreed to. — 

The bill was then laid aside; and the committee 
| wok up the bill to provide for the better protec- 
| tion of the western frontier. 

Mr. SEVIER proposed an amendment to the 
i bill, pending which the committee rose and. re- 
| ported the first bill and amendments; and on the 
| latter asked leave to sit again. 

i The House then adjourned. 


IN SENATE. 3 
Saturpar, April 23, 1836. 

Mr. LINN, who had been absent from his seat 
| for some days in consequence of the indisposition 
| of-himeelf and family, attended. 
Mr. McKEAN peod a memorial from 
i sundry citizens of Pennsylvania, praying Con- 
| gress to create 800,000,060 of five per éent. stock, 
: to be divided among the States-and Territories, 
i and Distriet ef Columbia, dnd pledge the public 
| lands for its redemntion; which was referred to 
the Committee on Finance. ‘ 

Mr. EWENG, of Ohio, preseñted several me- 
! morials, praying for a donation of 4 portion of 
| the public lands in aid of -the ¢onstruction of the 
| Zanesville and Maysville road; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Publie Lands. 

Mr. PRENTISS, from the Committee on Púb- 
j lic Lands, moved that the Committee be dis- 
charged from the further consideration ‘of the 
petition of the-Wesleyen University of Conhec- 
ticut;: which motion was agreed to. | ` 
- Mr. LEIGH prasme the petitions of the heirs 
of John McKinley and John Judge; which were 
referred to. the Committee on Revolutionary 


| 


Claims. © : u Sh 
Mr. SOUTHARD: prenre tbe proceedings 
| of a meeting of a number of officers of the Navy, 


on the subject of a naval neademy; which were 
referred to the Committéé on Naval Affairs. 

r. S. also presented the petition of the trus- 
. tees of the College of New Jersey, praying for a 
: donation of public lands; which was referred to 

the Committee on Public Lands. } 

| Mr. TIPTON presented the memorial of the 
į General Assembly of Indiana, praying Congress 
| to take measures for the extinguishment of the 
| Indian titles to lands in that State, and for the 
| removal of the Pottawatomie and Miami Indians; 
also praying for the establishment of # post rotite 
| from Strawtown, via Cathden, to Delphi, and from 
| Peru, via Good Hope, to Lima; which was re- 


'| ferred to the Committec on Indian Affairs, and to 


the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 
_ REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES 
Mr. CRITTENDEN, from the Committee on 
iciary, reported the bill for the reliaf,of 
Antoine Peltier, without amendment; and reported 
: A bill for the relief of Pierre Menayd and Joseph 
| Bogy; which was read, and ordered to a second 


reading. : a . moha 
Mr. DAVIS, from the Committee on Com- 


| merce, reported a bill making appropriations for 


the improvement of certain harbora,. and for 
certain surveys; which was. read, and 
to a second reading, e EE Ga 
Mr. LEIGH, from the Committee on the Judi- 
| ciary, reported a bill for. the relief of the exec- 
iutors of David Caldwell; which was read, and 
ordered to a second reading. ny 
RESOLUTION SUBMITTED. ` "i : 

Mr. TIPTON submitted the following resolu- 
tion; which lies on the table one day: . 

Resolved, That the ‘Committee og the Pust Office and 


Post Roads be instructed to inquite into the expediency of 
a pout route from enti h Casideh,to Delphi. Also, 


i 


| 
| 
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a post route from Peru, via Good Hope Prairic, to Lima, in 
the Stare of Indiana. ; 
REPRESENTATIVES OF G B. HORNER. 

The bill for the relief of the legal representatives 
əf Gustavus B. Horner, was read the third time, 
and passed. i 

The resolution submitted yesterday by Mr. 
Krxe, of Alabama, was considered and agreed to 


GOLD AND SILVER FOR PUBLIC LANDS. 


The following resolution, submitted yesterday 
by Mr. Benton, was taken up for consideration: 
Resolved, That from and after the —- day of » in 


the year 1836, nothing but gold and silver ought to be re- 
ceived in payment ror public iands; and that the Corunittee 
on Public Lands be iustructed to report a bill accordingly. 

Mr. BENTON addressed the Senate in favor 


of the resolution. He was opposed toa national 


! 


currency of paper, and infavor of disconnecting f ; f 
: a constant increase of their number, whose notes 


the Federal ‘Treasury from paper money as expe- 
ditiously as it could be done withoutinjury to the 
ublic. At present he limited himself to one 


branch of the revenue, the public lands; and for | 


strong and peculiar reasons wished to begin with | 
hard money payments in that branch. Thestate ; 
of the paper system, the impossibility of regulat- : 
ing it in its application to lands, and the mis- | 
chiefs which were now resulting to the Federal : 
Treasury, to the currency of the new States,and | 
to the settlers and cultivators who wished to pur- 
chase lands for use, imperiously required a rem- 
edy; and a cessation to receive paper money for 
Jand was an obvious and certain remedy for a part 
of these evils. 

The state of the paper system was now hideous 


` that power. 


| eral Treasury with the rest. The joint resolution 


| of 1316 was passed, and fixed a limited time, less 
‘than a year, within which no notes but those of 
specie-paying banks shouid be receivable for 
public dues. The effect was immediate and ma- 
gical, and showed how completely the Federal 
Government had the paper plage? under its 
power, and could control it if it would only use 
Before the day limited there was a 
general resumption of specie payments, which, 
with some exceptions, has continued ever since. 
The joint resolution of 1816 was then wise and 
laudable when passed; but the advance which the 
paper system has since made, and is-still making, 
entirely changes the effect of that resolution. 
There are no longer any non-specie paying banks 
whose notes will be received either by the Fed- 
eral Treasury or by individuals; and there are 
seven hundred and fifty specie-paying banks, with 
| may be received by the Federal Treasury. In 
point of law, all these banks are equal; they all 
have an cqual right to be received in Federal pay- 
ments; but in point of fact they are not all ad- 
: mitted; and here the practical difficulties begin to 
present themselves. To receive the paper of all 
these banks would be to fill the Treasury, in a 
very short time, with some tens of millions of 
unavailable funds; to discriminate between them, 
to receive some and reject others, would be to 
: exercise a power which might lead to favoritism, 
undue influence, partiality, and injustice, and 
might invest some man, or some body of men, 
; with a dangerous power over the paper currency. 
i The first question would be, who shall mate the 


and appalling; and those who did not mean to ` discrimination? And the practical answer would 
suffer by its catastrophe should fly from its em- |, probably be, that the deposit banks, for the time 
braces. According to a report made in the House |i being, from 1816 to the present time, have been 
of Representatives by the select committee, of :! the practical arbiters of the receivability of State 
which Mr. Guuer, of New York, was the || bank paper. These banks, it is presumed, have 
chairman, the present numberof chartered banks | been required to receive no paper but that which 
and their branches in the United States could not ;| they could credit as specie to the United States; 
be less than seven hundred and fifty, their char- || and while this gave them an option which seems 
tered capitals notless than three hundred millions, | naturally to belong to the obligation of paying all 
and their chartered right to issue paper money | the Government demands in specic, yet it had the 
extended to $750,000,000! Mr. B. repeated this | effect of devolving the power of regulating the 
statement; and dwelling from the last eum, (the | paper currency upon banking institutions, for- 
$759,000,000 of paper moncy,) he said it was || merly the Bank of the United States,and at pres- 
enough to make the spirits of the dead start from | ent upon three dozen banks whicli are the depos- 
their graves !—the spirits, he meant, of those dead |; itories of the publicmoneys. Mr. B. objected to 
patriots, who, having seen the evils of paper ' devolving this power upon banks. It was a most 
money, and being determined to free their coun- . respompible and dangerous power, liable to abuse 
try from such evils in all future time, took care, i; and to great mischief from indiscretion as well as 


by a constitutional enactment, to make gold and 
silver the only currency of the Constitution, and 
the only tender in payment of debts. 

Having stated the number of the banks, their | 
vast nominal capital, their unlimited real power 
to cover the country with paper, the great amount | 
of their paper issues, five of them alone having | 
increased their circulation fifteen millions in about | 
a year, and reminding the Senate that the busi- | 
ness of chartering banks was in full progress in | 
many of the States, Mr. B. looked to the state 
of the connection between this wilderness of banks 
and the Federal Treasury. This connection (he 
said) depended, in point of law, upon the joint 
resolution of 1816, which, in addition to specie 
and the notes of the bank of the United Siates, 
gave authority, by implication, to receive the 
notes of all specie-paying banks in payment of 
public dues. This was the law; the practice un- 
der it he would state presently, and would show 
that no practice under it, with the multitudes of 
banks now existing, could be safe for the country, 
or free from the danger of irretrievably entang- 


ling the Federal Government with the ups aud : 


downs of the whole paper system, and all the 
fluctuations, convulsions, and disasters to which 
it was subject. But, before he did this, he would 
say that the joint resolution of 1816 was a wise 
„and laudable act at the time it was passed, and 
made a great step at that time towards the im- 
provement of the currency. The currency of the 
country, especially of the whole South and West, 
‘was at that time paper, and not only paper, but 
inconvertible paper; the banks which issued it 
not paying specie, and the holder being obliged 
to sell his notes at ten, fifteen, or twenty percent. 
discount if he wished to get hard money for 
them. The whole community was submitting to 
the imposition of using this paper, and the Fed- 


i; design. In the first place there could be no sys- 
|| tem; for each of the thirty-six banks would decide 
for itself what should be received, and what should 


house money. In the next place, there could be 
no permanency in the receivability of any par- 
ticular paper. The deposit bank could make and 
break its arrangements at pleasure; and what was 
| land office money or custom-house money on one 
i day, might cease to be so on the next, and the 
| public notbe able to see any reason for the change, 
I| and which change might subject individuals to 
| great loss and imposition. In the third place, the 
‘| best banks of the country might be capriciously 


,, excluded, while insignificant ones might be in- `] 


,, vested with all the advantages of supplying a 
:|-Federal currency; and in the present maltirads of 
thirty-six banks, to decide cach for itself on the 
‘| paper of seven hundred and fifty banks, perhaps 
i, many of them as good as the deposit banks, it 
|| was impossible to get along without complaints 
|| and dissatisfaction, and much possible injustice 
l to banks as well as injury to individuals. 
The next tribunal to decide, Mr. B.. would as- 
| sume to be the Secretary of the Treasury himself; 
q but this would only be an arbiter in name; the 
‘| Secretary would have to decide according to the 
representations of members of Congress, and 
| these members would have to act upon the im- 
7 poruay and representation of the petitioning 
:: banks, so that there would be no rcal arbiter, and 
_ no real responsibility; and, besides, he (Mr. B.) 
‘| was not willing to invest any officer whatever 
i with the power of regulating the paper currency, 
i and giving to what notes he pleased a circulation 
coextensive with the Union, by ordering them to 
| be received in payment for public dues. The third 
tribunal was the Congress itself; and this would 
be found to be no tribunal at all, as every mem- 


have the high character of land office or custom- | 


ii ber would take care to have the banks in his own 


| district admitted to all the advantages which were 
granted to any other; and thus the whole would 
be admitted without discrimination. 

Mr. B. saw insuperable difficulties in the de- 
tail as well as in the principle of this question. 
The Federal Government can create a national 
paper currency by giving receivability to bank 
paper; it can deluge any new State with bank 
paper from any other State by making it receiv- 
able for public lands. Itcan givea paper currency 
to a State in spite of itself; in Missouri, for ex- 
ample, where the Legislature has refused to char- 
ter a bank from a just and laudable antipathy to 
a paper currency, and where the Federal Gov- 
ernment receives paper money for its lands, and 
thus gives currency to that paper; thus counter- 
acting the policy of the State, and introducing 
strange and foreign notes into circulation to the 
diminution of gold and silver. 

Taking the fact as it now existed, Mr. B. said 
it was clear that the deposit banks, each for it- 

‘ self, was the regulator of the paper currenc#;and 
| the arbiter of what might, and might not, be re- 


'| ceived in payment of public dues. And what 


i was the result? Why, that the whole paper sys- 
| tem had run wild. Bank charters were granted 
ii for millions, paper issues to exceed all bounds, 
ii loans to any amount to anybody to speculate — 
itin reality, to gamble in stocks, public lands, 
| and what not, until the public Treasury is filled 
i| to distension with bank paper. The effect of 
‘all this uncontrolled state of the paper system 
| has been most signally manifested in the public 
:| lands, where the sales have increased from four 
u millions per annum to five millions per quarter ! 
| causing the Treasury to be filled wiin paper, the 
` Congress to be harassed with projects tor getting 
| rid of surpluses, while the new States have been 
i| overrun with speculators bidding up the lands 
| against cultivators and settlers, and introducing 
; myriads of strange notes into places where they 
i! were wholly unknown. 
Mr. B. said he was able to inform the Senate 
how it happened that the sales of the public lands 
had deceived all calculations, and run up from 
four millions a year to five millions a quarter; 
it was this: speculators went to banks, borrowed 
five, ten, twenty, ay thousand dollars in paper, 
| inismall notes, usually under twenty dollars, and 
! éngaged to carry off these notes toa great dis- 
: tance, sometimes five hundred or a thousand 
miles, and there lay them out for public lands. 
' Being land office money, they would circulate in 
i: the country; many of these small notes would 
i| never return at all, and their loss would be a clear * 
gain to the bank; others would not return for a 
iong time; and the bank would draw interest on 
|, them for years before they had to redeem them. 
; Thus speculators, loaded with paper, would out- 
i bid settlers and cultivators who had no undue 
| accommodation from banks, and who had noth- 
i ing but specie to give for lands, or the notes 
which were its real equivalent. Mr. B. said 
that, living ina new State, it came within his 
knowledge to know that such a:commodations 
as he had mentioned were the main cause of the 
excessive sales which had taken place in the 
‘ public lands, and that the effect was « qually inju- 
,, Flous to every interest concerned except the banks 
‘| and the speculators. It was injurious to the Treas- 
_ury, which was filled up with paper; to the new 
: States, which were flooded with papor; and to 
| settlers and cultivators, who were outbid by spec- 
‘ ulators loaded with this borrowed paper. A re- 
‘ turn to specie payments for land is the remedy 
| for all these evils. 
It would put an end to every complaint now 
| connected with the subject, and have a beneficial 
; effect upon every public and private interest. 
; Upon the Federal Government its effect would be 
; to check the unnatural sale of the public lands to 
| speculators for paper; it would throw the specu- 
' lators out of market; limit the sale to settlers and 
: cultivators; stop the swelling increase of paper 
i surpluses in the Treasury; put an end to all pro- 
jects for disposing of surpluses; and relieve all 
' anxiety for the fate of the public moneys in the 
~ deposit banks, Upon the new States, where the 
public lands are situated, its effect would be most 
; auspicious. -It would stop the flood of paper 
: with whieh they are inundated, and bring in a 


1836. 
steady stream of gold and silver in its place. It | 
would give them a hard-money currency, and 
especially a share of the gold currency; for every 
emigrant could then carry gold to the country. 
Upon the settler and cultivator, who wished to 
purchase land, its effect would be peculiarly 
advantageous. He would be relieved frora the 
competition of speculators; he would not have to 
contend with those who received undue accom- . 
modations at banks, and came to the land offices 
loaded with bank notes which they have bor- 
rowed upon eendition of carrying them faraway, 
and turning them loose where many would be 
lost, and never get back to the bank that issued 
them. Ali these and many other good effects 
would thus be produced, and no hardship or evil 
of any kind could accrue; for the settler and cul- 
tivator who wishes to buy land for use, or for a 
settlement for his children, or to increase hie farm, 
would have no difficulty in getting hard money 
to make the purchase. He has no undue accom- 
modations from banks. He has no paper but 
what is gnod; auch aa he can readily convert into 
specie. To him the exaction of specie payment | 
from all purchasers would be a rule of equality, 
which would enable him to purchase what he || 
needs without competition with fictitiousand bor- ; 
rowed capital. i 

Mr. B. considered that the return to hard money | 
for the payment of the public lands was the only | 
thing that could give permanency, uniformity, | 
and equality, to what is called land-office money. : 
It was of the greatest moment to the people of | 
the new States that they should know what was, ' 
and what was not, receivable for public lands; 
and that what was once fixed, should remain 
stable. They were subject to too many loeses 
and impositions from instability in the receiv- 
ability of different kinds of paper. They never 
knew anything about changes until they are made. 
When a citizen, with much trouble, has collected 
what is land-ofice moncy to-day, he may find 
to-morrow that it ia changed; or, at the moment 

ing it to the la id effice, he may find it 
rejected, and hi n upon the tender 
mercies of a shaver to at a new snerifce, | 
what the receiver canaccept. Since theadaptien ` 
of the amendment which he had the honor to offer, j! 
restricting the use of paper in paymeata from the |: 
Government, it followed, as a necessary conge- || 
quence, that there must be corres ing restric- || 
tons upon the receipt of it. That amendment | 
made four important improvements in the Federal 
use of paper money: 

1. In prohibiting, forthwith, the use of notes of 
less than ten dollars in all payments from the 
Federal Government or the Post Office; 

2. in prohibiting the use of notes of less than || 
twenty dollars in such payments, from the 3d of || 
M3. in prokibiting the 

. Lp prohibiting the use, in like ments, of | 
all notes, whatever whieh were ioei a one.place `| 
and made payable at guother; I 

4. In prohibiting the ase of all notes, in such | 
payments, which were not equivalent to specie at |: 
the place where offered in payment, and convert- 
ible into gold or silver-on the spot, ai the will of |; 
the holder, and without loss or delay to him. 

Under these enactments, Mr. B. considered-the 
hai Serana and the Post Office as vir- 
tually con to specie payments. They will 
have, then, to cepfize themselyes to A re- 
ceipts. Whether Congress.made a farther enact- | 
ment or not, the Treasury and the Postmaster 
General would have to impose restrictions upon | 
the receipt of paper corresponding with therestrie- | 
tions upon the payments init, (Mr. B.) was 
certain that the payments upon the western — 
frontier must be made in specie. There was not 
a bank note ia the United States which could be |. 
offered in the West; there was not one which i: 
would come under the restrictions which the en- |. 
actment imposed. The effect of the. enactment. | 
was, to. prevent hank notes from being offered in l! 
payment, except at the place where the bank was | 
situated which had isgued.it; Sach was.the effect | 
of the enactment, and such was its intention; for | 
it, was intended to lay the foundation. for com- 
pletely breaking up paper money as a national | 
eurre for completely cutting off paper from | 
the Federal Government—for completely retugn- | 


i 
i 


| 
1 


ing to the -cursency-of the Constitution for the: T 


: tary control over the currency, and permitted the | 


ji the wants of the country, and were therefore . 
‘unsound. That was one of the products of the |: 


| and equal distribution of this surplus fund, not , 
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Federal Government—in a word, for reéstab- l 
lishing the gold currency ;—which never could be | 
done if the Federal Government continued to 
receive and pay out paper money. 

Mr. B. considered the proposition which he. 
had made as another step towards the consum- | 
mation of the great object of securing to the peo- 
ple a specie currency. It would effectually ac- | 
complish that pore for the new States, and 
the extension of the same provision to the cug- 
tom-houses and post offices would secure a specie . 
currency to the old States. Whether his propo- | 
sition became law or not, it must take effect. The | 
Secretary of the Treasury would have to do by | 
regulation what he proposed that Congress should | 
do by law. The obligation to pay out in hard 
money involves the necessity to receive im hard , 
money; and he was only anxioxs about his prop- . 
osition as he preferred stability to change, legis- . 
lation to regulanion. and the will of Congress to ` 
the will of the deposit banks or of a Secretary , 
of the Treasury. i 

Mr. WEBSTER said that he did not know | 
that there were any reasons rendering it incum- ‘| 
bent on him, or those members of the Senate with 
whom he acted, to take any course with regard 
to this resolution, other than to sit still and sup- 
press their surprise and astonishment as well as . 
they could, and to let thase schemes and projects... 
take their fate lector foru of such laws as their ; 

rojectors pro . Weare powerless (said he 
ord can ae nothing. Those schemes, one bea 
all, affecting the national currency, we have re- | 
sisted since 1832, and thus far. resisted without 
effect. We strove (said he) for the recharter of || 
the national bank as the only means of preserving 
a safe currency; we struggled against the removal : 
of the public deposits, believing it to be a direct , 
usurpation of power. We strove against the ex- ; 
periment, and have striven and struggled in vain; 
and who will now (continued Mr. W.) look with 
the perception ef an intelligent and the eandor . 
of an. honest man on the present state of the cur- 
rency and finances, and say that the prominent , 
nir ee ed both peo ps pipes rom i; 
these aets which we opposed, and vainly o 2, 
What were those evils that distressed the T hioiry 
ig its financial concerns, now admitted by every |, 
body to exist? What were they? The public | 
money was not safe; it.was under the protection . 
of no law, and the Treasury was overflowing. ; 
There was more money than was needed, and | 
the currency was now unsound. Now, what did |, 
these evils result from—the two evils, the insecu- | 
rity of the public treasure, and its abundance? It || 
was to be traced directly to those two great ex- ;; 
periments, the veto of the bank bill. with the re- ' 
moval of the public deposits, and the veto of the 
land bill. Nobody doubted it; for it was certain 


i 


Bank of the United States, it would have been 
safe. 

It was the veto of 1832, which, breaking down | 
the Bank of the United States, removed a salu- , 


creation of so many State banks, whose issues, |! 
not being restrained, were extended far beyond | 


veto. What wasthe other? The veto of the ii 


land bill of 1833, which, preventing a necessary | 


wanted for the ordinary expenses of the country,., 
had caused an overflowing Treasury. That was . 
another of the products of the veto power. Both | 
of these great evils would have been prevented, || 
if the wisdom of Congress had been suffered to | 
go into effect. They passed the bank charter, || 
and it was vetoed; and they passed the land bill, | 
which was also vetoed. Now, these extraordi- | 
nary exertions of prerogative, the exercise of | 
the negative power on these two occasions, had 
produced the evils which were now so sensibly 
felt by all. As applied to the bill rechartering 
the bank, it had produced the insecurity of the 
ublic treasure; and as applied to the land bill 
it hed produced a superabundance of money net | 
wanted Sir, (said Mr. W.,) the country is: the, 
victim ôf schemes; we are wiser than those who || 
have gone before us; experience is not enough.to 
convict us; we are not. willing to let well alone. 
he experience of fosty years was not enough to `i 


e 


' power of. the Executive. 


i ulators or settlers consi 
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settle the question whether a national bank was 
constitutional or not. Whatsover extraordinary 
powers may have been claimed forthe Executive, 
there had been a constant tendency to deny, or 
curtail and take from, the powers of Congress. 
The bank charter was negatived, because Con- 
gress had no constitutional power to grant it; 
and though. Congress had not the power to make 
a bank, the Executive had the power to make 
many banks. There was not a more palpable 
evidence of a constant bias of this Government 
toa wrang tendency, than this denial of power 
to Congress, and assumption of power ta the 
Executive. The restriction of the powerofCon- 
gress necessarily tended to the increaae of the 
Was it not constitu- 
tional doubts of the powers of Congress that 
caused the breaking up of the bank, and the 
giving of uncontrolled power, in relation to the 
finances, to the Executive? Was it not consti- 
tutional doubts as to.the power of Congress to 
pass the land bill, that produced this accumula- 
tion of money in the Treasury? In the whole 
history of this Administration, doctrines had pre- 
vailed tending to detract from the settled, all-per- 
vading, long-practiced powers of Congress, and 
to give, hand in hand, everything over to the 
control of the Executive. In every case—in the 
case of the bank bill, the land bill, and the bill 
for internal improvements—the establishment of 
these doctrines was to give themselves, without 
restraint, into the hands of the Executive. 
Gentlemen now talked òf returning to a specie 
basis. Did any man suppos that that was prac- 
ticable ? The resolution before them contemplated 
that, after this year, all the proceeds of the sales 
of the public landa were to be in specie. Now, 
if he (Mr. W.) had brought forward this propo- 
sition, he would. have .been told that he was a 
erat enemy to the settlement of the new States. 
t would have been said that the speculators could 
carry gold to the new States both by sea and by 
land, while the cultivator, who wished to purchase 
a small farm, could not go to the large cities to 
get specie, but must pay the speculator his own 
price forit. He should haye been met with argu- 
ments like this, had he brought forward such a 
proposition. He should suppose that, to intra- 
duce specie pay menta for the public dues, it would 
produce:.much less inconvenience to begin with 
the customs, which were payable.in the large 
cities, where. men could get specie much easier 
than they could get it oa the frontiers. But spec- 
what was the use 
of these specie permeate: This ie was. to. 
be dragged over the mountains to be brought back 
again. The purchaser of land on the frontiers 
would buy gold by bills on the eastern cities, and 
it would go across the country in panniers or 


i that if the public money had remained in the wagons, and the land offices would send it back 


again, thus creating the useless expense of trans- 


j poraden. He had, from the first to the last, 


ooked upon all these notions of returning.to a 
hard currency as extremely idle. It was not 
suited to the practice of this. ar any other nation. 
It was not suited to the pig of these twenty- 
four States; and against that policy what had the 
to offer? The currency of this country was mu 
in the power of the great cities, and the great banks 
of the great cities. He was as much opposed to 
the increase of these great. institutions as any 
man; but the evil had begun and would go an. 
It was supposed that great danger, great hazards, 
and great misfortunes, had happened to the cur- 
rency, and all this had taken place while the Con- 
stitution gave to Congress the sole power over it. 
Congress had the coining pori and the States 
had not; and yetthe States kad the power to issue 
paper as a substitute for coin, and ss could 
not prevent it. We (said Mr. W.) cannot issue 
paper; we cannot make a bank, though the Con 
stitution gives uathe sole power overthe currency. 
Did: gentlemen ever see a more peculiar atate: of 
things than existed inthe country at this time— 
a gountry more bountifully blest in all things 
than any country on earth, prosperous beyond 
example in-all the porus ofinduatry and enter- 
prise? And yet its finances were deranged; a grow- 
ing want of confidence sf felt in its, circulation; . 
and. property, of every. deauziption waa extrava- 

n iiy Heke But aha. experiment was to carr 
oll thie safely through; andit was predicted wi 
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dence thata few selected banks would ft 
to give a safe currency, a great deal 
-actically beneficial than that of 
the United States Bauk. Well, here were the 
results; or rather, to use the expression of a great 
statesman; ‘* they began to see the commencement 
of the end of the experiment.” 

Mr. W. here took a view of the present state 
of the exchanges between the different sections of 
country, contrasting tet prods! by the oper- 
ations of the Bank of the United States with that 
under the operations of the State banks, greatly 
to the disadvantage of the latter. Looking, then, 
to the state of the currency, the insecurity of the 
public money, and the rate of exchange, which, 
to be cheap, ought to be under some reasonable - 
control, he asked any intelligent man to say what ' 
had been the result of these experiments? If there | 
were any doubt, Ict gentlemen look to the dis- 
closures made by the circular of one of the deposit | 
banks of Ohio, read in the Senate the other day. 
It would not take the notes of the specie-paying 
banks of Ohio from the land office, or tells the ; 
land office that it would not take them. Here | 
were thirty or forty specie-paying banks in Ohio, | 
all good; and out of these thirty or forty, three ' 
were selected whose notes would be taken. -If | 
gentlemen coming from the West and Southwest | 


great confi 
operare so as 
better and more pi 


vi 
i 


were satisfied with this state of things more pecu- |! 


liarly affecting them, he had nothing to say. 
As he had said in the beginning, he knew of 
nothing he could do with regard to the resolution 


| 


speech in support of his land bill; and the reso- | 
lation offercd by the gentleman from Missouri ! 
[Mr. Benton] has furnished an occasion for the | 
speech we have just heard from the Senator from ' 
Massachusetts, {| Mr. Wesster,] in relation to the ` 
surplus revenue, the state of the finances, the de- 
posit banks, the Bank of the United States, and 
other matters. 

We have been told by the honorable Senator 
that the present evils, which he represents to be 
very alarming, have all arisen from putting down 
the Bank of the United States, and changing the 
deposit of the public revenuc from that bank to 
certain State banks; but he has not informed us 
how these evils have arisen from a cause which 
has no necessary tendency to produce such re- | 
sults. We have the naked, unsustained assertions 
of the gentleman, in strong and emphatic lan- 

; guage, but we have no reasons or explanations. 

: He says he foresaw these alarming conse- 

| quences at the timc, when he raised his warning 

' voice against the experiments about to be intro- 
duced in regard to the currency and the finances. 
He not only claims credit for his sagacity and 
wisdom, but for the gift of prophecy. Whatever 
claims the Senator may have for judgment and 
sazacity, I think his pretensions to be a prophet 


: will hardly be admitted. What (said Mr. N.) || 


were the Senator’s predictions two years ago? 
; Did he not then repeatedly, and with all that 
| power of expression and emphatic manner which | 
! belong to him, declare that the money pressure 


before them, But to sit sull and see how far ‘| and distress which then prevailed must continue, 
things were to be carried. Here was this vast ' and would continue, until the public deposits 
fund in the Treasury under no control whatever; |! were restored, and the Bank of the United States 
and they were in the last movth of the session, ' was rechartered? This was then asserted to be 
as contemplated by a resolution of the Senate, | the only remedy for the existing evils, both in | 
without having adopted any measure to put it! regard to private credit, the general interests of | 
under control. Two great questions had been ' the country, and the condition of the national 
proposed: one was to diminisn this fund,and the finances. It was then emphatically said that the 
other to provide for its greater security. Now, interruption of the connection between the Treas- 
he wished to understand, and for the country to '; 
understand, whether anything was to be done || fusal to employ that institution as the fiscal agent 
with regard to these propositions or not. One || of the Government, would derange the currency, 


ury and the Bank of the United States, the re- | 


i state of things so extraordinary as the Senator 
seems to suppose; the history of our country 
affords many examples of this kind. It is only 
necessary to go back to 1818, when it will ve 
found that the condition of atfairs was remark- 
ably similar. Then, property was in demand, 
anil pricas were high; yet the pressure for moucy 
was great, and the embarrassment and distress 
of the whole trading community were severe and 
almost unexampled. This pressure and distress 
continued for three years, and the evil could only 
be corrected by that severe but necessary remedy, 
the long and distressing reaction which followed 
over-trading, over-banking, and ruinous specula- 
tion. Such were the causes which produced the 
distress at that time, and it is similar causcs 
which have produced similar results at this time. 

' And among the causes which occasioned the ruin- 
ous speculations, and gave such a dangerous 
expansion to credit and the undue cxtension of 
all kinds of business, was the conduct of the. 

' Bank of the United States. That institution, 

: which, we are now told, as the country has so 

often been heretofore, was a regulator of the cur- 

rency, exerted the most pernicious agency in 
| inflating the whole credit system. I have (said 

Mr. N.) some facts in relation to this subject 

before me, which I had collected for a different 

| purpose, to which I will beg to call the attention 

i of the Senate. The bank in its infancy, when 

but a small portion of its capital had been paid 
in, engendered a spirit of speculation which 

i it infused into the whole trading community. 

From July, 1817, to February, 1818, a period of 

about eight months, the bank increased its loans 

| from $4,000,000 to $42,000,000; an increase of 
| $38,000,000 in eight months, and at a period 


i when the currency and banking capital of the 


|: country were not one half what they are at this 


‘time. “This was equal to a sudden expansion of 
i credit, at the present period, of $70,000,000 or 
: $80,000,000. This was necessarily followed by 
' a corresponding enlargement of discounts by the 
| State banks. ‘The consequence was, that money 


thing he would say, and that was, that in his || impair public and private credit, and impoverish 
opinion there was no way of safely kceping the || the Treasury; that the revenue would rapidly fall 
national treasure but in a national bank; Lut as || off, and that the finances of the country could not 
there were doubts whether such a bank was con- || be managed without the aid of the United States 
stitutional, a much more enlarged use should be || Bank as a fiscal agent. These were the predic- 
made of this treasure; and in its distribution no || tions of the Senator, proclaimed with great con- 
preference should be given, as was the case in ' fidence; and how have they been fulfilled ? 
Ohio, to three banks, passing over all the other!’ Why, 
solvent and specie-paying banks in the State. |: very alarning situation, and thatthe country is 
| threatened with the most serious calamities; not 


Some mode of distributing this fund was indis- | 
from an exhausted Treasury, as was then said, 


pene y necessary, and for this object the land || 
bill first claimed his approbation; but if that || but from an overflowing one—from an excess in 


we are now told that our affairs arein a | 


measure could not be adopted, he should go for | 
any other just and reasonable measure that should || 
be brought forward. It was very probable that | 
there would be some little check in the land sales '; 
of the coming year. He believed that the 
chases of the last year had gone far beyond the | 
emigration, and that they were made with a spirit 
of speculation to get up the price of the lands. 
He believed that the spirit of speculation had been | 
tarned in that quarter; and that, having got a` 
taste of the profits to be made there, everything | 
that tended to facilitate the transfer of the public | 
domain from the present proprietors would but |, 
increase that spirit. [4 

For one, he should not oppose this proposition; | 
and if he had been in his seat at the time he 
would not have opposed the amendment that was 
made to the pension bill. Let the experiment go | 
on, (said Mr. W.,) and let us sec its results. He 
should do nothing except to vote against all 
projects and visionary schemes, until the public | 
should be convinced by better experience that a | 
sound currency was only to be obtained by having 
a national institution properly organized to con- 
tr&l it; for one experienced truth was worth a 
thousand reckless schemes and experiments. 

Mr. NILES said there were two subjects which | 
were drawn into almost every debate, whatever 
the particular question may be before the Senate. 
The distribution of the proceeds of the public 
lands and the surplus revenue were topics which 
certain Senators, on almost all occasions, brought | 
under consideration. 

On a question recently before us, no way con- 
nected with that subject, the Senator from Ken- 
tacky (Mr. Cray] favored the Senate with a 


| 
1 
| 
l 
i 
| 


i 
t 


the revenuc unprecedented and alarming. From 


i became plenty, and property appreciated in value. 
| But this state of things could not continue; a reac- 
‘tion speedily followed, and the bank became an 
i! efficient agent in producing the reaction, as it had 
i: been in causing the expansion. To save itself, 

it was obliged to commence a rapid system of 

curtailment, and in July, 1818, ordered the reduc- 

tion of $5,000,000 of the line of its discounts; in 
i October, $2,000,000 more; and by December its 
i! loans to individuals had been reduced $12,000,000. 
ii But with these rapid reductions, the bank was 
‘| scarcely able to save itself from destruction, and 
came very near being forced to suspend payment. 


whence has this surplus in the Treasury pro- |' This sudden expansion and contraction of the 
ceeded? Is it not the result of the activity of | curreny and of credit brought on the country 
business and the unexampled prosperity of the |' a state of embarrassment and distress seldom 


ure |: 


|i speculation has prevailed, which has contributed, : 


There has no doubt been an improper | 
expansion given to the credit system; and, as a 
consequence of that, a spirit of overtrading and , 


1 
country ? 


equaled, and which continued for three years; 
thousands were ruined, and the whole community 
suffered severely. This was when the bank was 
in its infancy, before it had assumed a political 


| But what measures of this Government have pro- 


in part, to the unprecedented increase of revenue. : character, and when a spirit of gain and specula- 
tion alone controlled its action. Such were the 
duced these results? We are told itis all owing early and bitter fruits of this corporation, which, 
to the schemes and experiments of those whohave we are repeatedly told, is necessary to regulate 
directed public affairs. What schemes and ex- ` the currency, and give stability to public and pri- 
periments docs the gentleman allude to? Iknow vate credit. Similar fluctuations have marked its 
of none; I believe there have been none; the course at subsequent periods. 

schemes and expcriments have been on the Sir, (said Mr. N.,) the honorable Senator from 
other side. The Administration has proposed no : Massachusetts (Mr. Wesster] informs us, that 
new schemes, has tried no experiments, but has in every instance the exercise of the veto has 
rather sought. to get rid of the schemes of others, ‘| operated to swell the accumulating power of the 
who, by the questionable exercise of the powers Executive. He says the veto on the bill for re- 
of this Government, had created agents to manage | chattering the bank gave the President the entire 
its fiscal concerns. The Administration has control over the public revenue, and that his veto 
sought to return to the natural and ordinary < of the land bill tended to the dame result, as it 
course of things, and to disconnect the Treasury ` prevented the distribution of the revenue, which 
with a powerful and dangerous moneyed corpo- ' hae occasioned the present surplus, which the Ex- 
ration. They have preferred to employ such | ecutive now uses and controls. A declaration like 
agents, So far as any are necessary, in the man- | this, (said Mr. N.,) coming from such a source, 
agement of the finances, whether natural or arti--, from the Senator who has assumed a sort of 


i ficial, as the country afforded, without creating guardianship over the Constitution, he heard with 
| them by the exercise of doubtful powers. i 


t d t ) i: astonishment. How does the refusal of the Pres- 
The prèsent state of things is said to be unex- ': ident to approve of an act of Congress operate to 
ampled—that in the midst of apparent prosperity, ` augment his own power, antl especially when the 
when property of all descriptions is in demand, | refusal is on the ground that the act is not within 
and prices at the highest point, there isan unpre- | the constitutional competency of this Govern- 
He should like to hear the honorable 


cedented pressure for money, and much distress ‘ ment? 
in the commereia] community. This is nota Senator, who is regarded by many as the great 


sg. 


expounder of the Constitution, explain thie point: 
ernment, and in this respect is on an pally 
with Congress. No power granted, or claimed 
to be granted, -can be exercised without the con- 
currence of the legislative and executive depart- 
ments of the Government. If either refuse to act, 
and deny or doubt the existence of the power, it 
appeared to him that the necessary result was, 
the non-user of the power; and if the power is 
net exercised, or is denied to this Government, 
it of course remains among the reserved powers, ° 
and belongs to the States or the pee: The- 
action of Congress, by two thirds of both Houses, | 
would: be an exception te the gencral principle | 
here laid down. It was a strange doctrine to: 
him, that the denial of any power to this Gov- 
ernment by either of the three codrdinate depart- | 
ments operate to transfer that power to i 
either of the other branches of the Government. | 
He had supposed that directly the contrary was 
the result; that the exercise of any power required 
the concarreace of the three codrdinate branches; 
and that the denial by one destroyed the power, 
or Gt leant prevented its exercise altogether, and 
left it among the reserved powers in the States or 
in the people. It is not the non-aser, but the 
exercise of doubtfal powers by Congress, with the 
coneurrenee of the President, by which the sphere 
of executive action and authority is enlarged 


Sir, (sid Mr. N.,) the Senator tells us that the « 


veto of the land bill has occasioned the present : 
lus, and given the Executive the control over 
it. This may be true; but does i peeve that the 
veto was WTO. ly exercised? If that bill had 
passed, and the money bad been distributed 
among the States, it is very clear that it would | 
net now be in your Tveasury ; but the great ques- 
tion then was, and is now, pending befere Con- 
gress, whetherthat was a constitutional, ightful, 
and proper disposition ofthe revenue of the United 
States—of the common fund of the people of the 
United States? The President thought it was not; 
and, as the sentative of the in one 
a of the Government, he exercised the |; 
wer which the Constitution had conferred upon i 
im, in opposition to the will of a 
Hoesesof Congress. The President, as the Chief 
Executive Magistrate and the representative of 
the people, exercised a 
conferred upon him, to check 
as an unconstitutional and da: 
power on the part of this Government. He | 
assumed a high responsibility, because he be- 
lieved that the interests of his country required 
it; he o himeelf to the majority of both 
Houses of Congress; he looked beyond the rep- 
resentatives of the people here; he looked to the | 
people themerlves; he threw himself on public 
opinion, and. was triumphantly sustained. He | 
assumed, it ie true, a fearful responsibility; for , 
that law more than any other that ever emanated ' 
from Congress, appealed directly to the interests, || 
to all the passions calculated to warp and sway ` 
the judgment. Upon its very face it was little short 
of a bribe to the people of. ali the States; but their ` 


integrity, good sonse, and sound judgment had | any of his pay, had to give twenty-five per cent. | 
rae aa a awe ra to get pity gop received here Preen for | 

ncorrupted; but ong they may | mone e could carry home. Another effect ` 
influences A was this. Thecon=, 


hitherto stood firm, erect as a tower of b 
unseduced, u pea 
be able to withstand the i 
measure remains to be known. - hi 
» Sir, (said Mr. N.,) I have t confidence in | 
the people; and the longer { live, and the more I . 
become: inted with publicaffairs,thestronger | 
does thia confidence become; while my confidence ` 
in the agents they are obliged to employ to ete- 
cute e trusts is Laie wabginem diminished. | 
He» spoke generally, without any reference to 
ses or individuals. The popular will, if we 
ook te its source, wil] always be found honest | 
atid pure; be , like the stream flowing from «pure 
fountain, which becomes turlid in its course, the 
popular will, before it reaches the point to become 
consummated in action, is, in a greater or lens | 


of sacha | 


e could be carried ont; if they could 
spea ' 


limits presented to us. 


majority of both |. 


| 


wer which they had || the coua: 


i : 
! where received the notés of their own local banks : were 


degree, adulterated and corrupted. If the will df | 
if 


for themmel ves from the plantations, , 
and w 3 if their voice could be beard and | 
heeded in the halis of legislation, whether here | 
or in the States; net.only the Bank of the United:| 
States, which the Senator from Massachusetts | 


sceme still to regard us so esschtial te the public 


l| law of 1816, rendered 
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The Executive is a codrdinate branch of this Gov- || 


interests, but all the State banks, and all other 
corporations calculated to interrupt the natural 
diffusion of wealth, and to concentrate it in the 
hands of a few—all corporations, the object of 
whieh is to advance the general interests of so- 
ciety through the special interests of a few, which 
conier power and wealth on the few as means of 
benefiting the whole, should be swept away as 
with the besom of destruction. . 

The distribution bill belongs to this class of 
measures. It es to divide among the States 
the funds which belong to the people of the Union, 
and which it is the duty of this Government to 
apply to constitutional and proper objects, bene- 
fictal to the whole country within the sphere of 
our own action, and without stepping over those 
If this surplus be dan- 


gerous and corrupting here, will it be less so in 


. the States? If there be a scramble ror it here, ` 


will there be less elsewhere? But he would not 
pursue thia subject. 

Mr. BENTON said he did not expect, when 
he offered this resolution, that it would give rise 
to any debate; and he had no intention, now, to 
prolong the discussion. He was too well satis- 
fied with the declaration of the Senator from 
Massachusetts, that he would not oppose the reso- 
laon, to reply to some other observations he had 

e. . 

He well remembered a proposition made by 
that gentleman, which was much stronger than 
the measure now contemplated, and which was 
hailed with approbation throughout every por- 
tion of the country. He was certainly too welf 
satisfied with the declaration of the gentleman to 
make any reply to his remarks. All that he would 
now say would be comprehended in two words. 
He wished to get back to the currency spoken of 


‘in the act of 1789 for the Government—this was: of the people. 


the constitutional currency for the Government. 
With that of the States he had nothing to do. 
All his movements (Mr. B. said) tended to this 
one point: to get back to a constitutional cur- 
rency. 


Mr. WEBSTER said the gentleman from Mis- : 


gouri had referred to the resolution of 1816; and 
he would beg leave to make a brief explanation 
in reference to the part he bore in it. The events 
of the war had greatly deranged the currency of 


try, 


specie payments by at least two thirds of alt the 
banks of the country. So strong was. the pres- 
sare, that, although the enemy blockaded the 
Chesapeake, so that not a barrel of pork or flour 
could be sent to market, yet the prices of these 
artielea rose fifty cent. This state of things 
continued; the collectors of the customs every 


for duties payable at their own places, but would 
not receive the bills of the banks of the other 
cities. And what was the consequence? Why, 
at the close of the session of Congress, a mem- 
ber, if he had been fortunate enough to preserve 


of this state of the curren 
stitution provided that, in the regulation of com- 
merce or revenue, no preference should be given 
to the ports of one State over those of another. 


Yet Baltimore, for instance, which had the ex- |' 
» by the ` 
r banks, ` 
and had the advantage of at least twenty-five || 


against her, had an advas 
yment of her. duties in the bills of 


per cent. over some northern cities. The resolu- 


_ tion then introduced by him was to provide that | 


the reverue should be equally paid in-all parte of | 
the United States; aad Chat wae the effect of it ?. 
The bank bill had just passed; and the resolution 
was, that all debts due the Government should 
he paid in‘ the legal coin, in notes of the Bank of 
the United States, or in notes of banks that aid 
coin on demand: -That was the operation of the 
k absolutely netessary by 
the efisting state of thing. ace S 


“The -geutleman from Connecticut inquired 
whether the omission to use the ers of Con- 


a great pecunia asure was 
what he regarded || felt from one end of ihe. conari Ler other... 
rous exercise of || The war took place in 1812, and not two months 
' of it had passed before there was a cessation of 


ger necessarily inereased that of the Executive? 
e would put a poser to the gentleman. The 


391 


eee 
President himself admitted that it was the appro- 


| priate duty of Congress to take the publie treasure 
i. into its hands and appoint agents to take care of 
iit. The gentleman himself must admit this, fur 
: he supposed that hedid not.go the lengths of the 
: Senator from Tennessee, in being willing that 
things should remain as they are. Then, if it 
was their duty to takecare of the national treasure, 
and they. did not do it, it went inte the hands 
of the Exeeutive. Was not the custody of the 
national treasure, power? and if they neglected 
to use this powcr, dia they not augment the power 
. of the Executive ? 
Nothing could be more appropriate for a his- 
. torian, than to review the doctrines which had 
, been advanced with regard to executive power, 
l and the means by which it was sought to increase 
Jit. The President himself first adganced the 
doctrine, and it had been repeated there, that the 
President of the United States was the sole rep- 
resentative of the people of the United Statea. 
Did thé Constitution make him so? Did the Con- 
-stitution acknowledge any other representative 
of the people than the members of the other 
House? But it had been found extremely con- 
venient to those who wished to increase the 
President’s power to give him this title. This 
| claim of the President reminded him of a remark 
| he heard made many years ago by a member of 
he Hause of Representatives. That gentleman 
had voted against the first bank of the United 
States, and had changed his miad, and, was about 
to vote fer the second. If, said the gentleman, 
the peeple have given us the power to make a 
bank, we ean do it; and if they have not, we are 
the representatives of the people, and can take 
the power. And this was the doctrine applied 
to the President, as the peculiar representative 
The Constitution gave him a 
modi¢um of power, and he, claiming the lion’s 
part, took all the rest. This was the result of 
that overwhelming perane popularity which led 
men to disregard all the ancient maxims of the 
founders of this Government, and to yield up all 
power into the. hands of one man. They could 
not now even quote the doctrines of Mr. Jefferson 
without being scouted; and they could not resist 
any power claimed by the Executive, however 
arbitrary, but must yield up everything. to him 
by one univ confidence, he was the 
re niative ef the people. __ 
r. NILES said, in reply to the Senator from 
Massachusetts; (Mr. Wessrer,} that in one par- 
ticular, andiane only, the refusal to recharter the 
Bank of the United States, and the withdrawal of 
the deposits from that institution, had increased 
| the pawer of the Executive over the revenue. 
| The-Secretary of the Treasury, or the President, 
| if the gentleman please so to have it, had the se- 
lecting of the banks in which the public revenues 
deposited; but in all other respects his 

authority over the revenue was the same as be- 

fore, and in this particular is the same as it was 

before the incorporation of the Bank of the United 
' States. It was only a provision in the charter 
` of a private corporation which contralled the ac- 
i tion of the Secretary, and that charter had now 
expired. But if there had been no law to regu- 
: Jate and direct the Secretary in the discharge of 
„his duty in relation to the revenue, he did not 
! know as it-was the fault of the President: to show 
‘that he had assumed power in this matter it 
| must be shown that he had vetoed a law regulat- 
ing the deposits, or osed the action of Con- 
gress: But (said Mr. N.) the honorable Senator 
seems to ridicule the idea that the President is 
the ri ee of the people. Perhaps, in a 
i limited sense of the expression, he is strictly 
correct, as in that sense of the term it means à 
member of a legislative stag A but in a more gen- 
eral senas, and in the (Mr. N.) had used 
the. easion, it was strictly: correct to:call the 
President the representative of the people. He 
was. the Chief Executive Magistrate, chosen di+ 
rectly by the pers for the eleetoral body wag, 
i practice, only useless machinery. Prestre 
dent was chosen by the people to execute the ex: 
ecutive powers of. the Government, his appowt 
ment was a popular one, and he was the repre- 
rettative of. the e- to execute these powers 
of the Govarnment whi¢h:the -Constitation con- 


392 


° 


e for certain purposes, as much as the mem- 
f Congress were for other purposes. | 
tor says that the Executive, as Pres- : 
identof the United States, exercises those powers 
conferred on him b the Constitution; and, as ae 
representative of the people, he exercises suc 

owers as he sees fit, on his assumed powers. 
This observation was entirely gratuitous, and not 
authorized by anything ke (Mr. 
speaking ae Presid 

eople, he 

Or ee in mowers, but solely in referenee to his 
responsibility —to his relation to the people, as a: 
popular officer. Whether he was regarded right- : 
fully and properly as the representative of the | 
neople or not, would neither enlarge nor diminish 
his powers; for if he was correct, as he (Mr. N.) 
believed it-tq be, to regard the President as the | 
representativé of the people, he was their repre- 
sentative, under the Constitution, clothed with | 
the authority which that conferred upon him; it | 
was for that purpose that the people elected him, | 


eop! 
pers o 
'The Senator § 


and in that sense he was their representative. 


Mr. WEBSTER remarked that it was the best 
course, when a gentleman replied to another, to 


use his very words as far as his recollection per- : 


mitted him. He had noticed on other occasions 
that the Senator from Connecticut gave his own 
language as that of the gentleman he was reply- 
ing to, put his own construction on it, and then 
replied to this man of straw. He hoped that the 
gentleman would, when he quoted him in future, 
use his exact language, and not put into his mouth 
words that he did not use. 


N.) had said. In | 
ent as the representative i 
did not use the term in refer- `i 


The gentleman in | 
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! into this subject until he had received an answer 
from the Treasury Department to the resolution 
of inquiry he had submitted a few days since. 
If there was no other remedy that could be had, 
he would go for the resolution offered by the Sen- 
ator from Missouri, [Mr. Benron.] Harsh as it 
was, he would go for it., He would, however, 
prefer it to be laid on the table until the answer 
was given to the resolution he had offered the 
other day. 
Mr. CALHOUN observed that he should be 
‘very much governed in the vote he should give 
on this occasion by the opinions of gentlemen 
coming from the new States where the public 
lands were. He saw a great many advantages 
that would result from the measure, and particu- 
larly in the check it would give to that spirit of 
speculation by which the bank rags were given 
_in exchange for the valuable public domain. If 
: the gentlemen coming from the West were of 
opinion that the measure would not affect the sct- 
; tlement and prosperity of the new States, he 
: would cheerfully give it his support. 
i} Mr. KING, of Alabama, said he didnot intend 
l to enter into the discussion of this question, and 
|: would only remark that gentlemen seemed to have 
' traveled out of their way to discuss questions 
i long since gone by, either to show that distress 
and ruin had not taken place, or that it had re- 
| sulted from certain causes which were apparent 
i to them. Now these questions were not to be 
|| settled there, but were to be settled by the people 
| of the United States. Whether the vetocs of the 
President had, as alleged by the gentleman from 


speaking of the President used the term repre- 
sentative af the people precisely in the meaning 
of the term as applied to a member of the House 
of Representatives. Now, it was impossible, to 
believe in any idea of power pertaining to the 
President in this character. But he would re- 


mind the Senator that the President himself in : 


more than one communication had claimed this 
character and power. It would be found in the 
protest that he is the only single representative 
of the people. Sir, (said Mr. W.,) this is the 
very essence of consolidation, and in the worst 
of hands. Do we not all know (said he) that the 
people have not one representative? Do. we not 
know that the States are divided into congres- 
sional districts, each of which elects a represent- 
ative, and that the States themselves are repre- 
sented by two members en this floor? Do we 
not all know that it was carefully avoided by the 
framers of the Constitution to give him any such 
powcr at all? He admitted that the President, 
in reference to his popularity merely, was called, 
with great propriety, the representative of the 
people; but in other respects he was no more so 
than was the president of the old Congress. 
There was another false doctrine that was worth 
no icing, and that was, that everything that had 
been done by the President had been approved 
of by the people, because they reélected him. 
Mr. EWING, of Ohio, said it had been the 
habit of some gentlemen to say that they who 
were in the majority two or three years ago pre- 
dicted that there would be a deficiency in the 
public revenue. Although he was then on the 
Committee on Finance, he could not recollect any 
such prediction, nor could he find it in any of the 
speeches delivered at that time. He would not 
say there was no such expression, but if there 
was he did not recollect it. They did say that, 
as a consequence of the removal of the deposits, 
there would be a great pressure—a depression in 
cammerce—an increase of the number of banks— 
an emulation and strife among those banks in 
Citing their paper into circulation—an unsound 
currency—a rise in pot aha of property—a crush 
among the banks, the ruin of thousands. 
All these things. had come to 
latter, which was.so near being fulfilled that they 
were told they must not whisper a want of con- 
fidenee in these bankw—that they must not wake 
up the.sleeper for fear he might fall over mte the 
precipice below. On one third of a page he found 
utese predictions az they had been verified; and, 
if it was in the power ef two or three of these 
deposit banks in one State to say what shall be 
received in paymentand what shali not, he thought 
the crisis was near at hand in which the last pre- 
diction would be fulfilled. He would not zo fally 


3, except the 


Massachusetts, caused the derangement of the 
| currency, was a question which the people could 
decide as well, and probably better, than gentle- 
men on that floor. With regard to the super- 
abundance of the Treasury, they all knew that 
it would not have occurred had the land bill 
passed; but the question was, whether the evils 
< resulting from the land bills would not have been 
| greater than those now existing? 
|| however, prepared at this time to say to the Sen- 
| ator from South Carolina whether the adoption 
; of the measure before them would or would not 

injuriously affect the new States. He did not 

beheve that it would have the effect to prevent 

speculation, though it might affect many of the 


| This, however, was an important measure; and 

they ougat to be in the possession of the fullest 
;, informauon before they acted on it. His desire 
li was that it might be inquired into by one of the 
| committees of the body; and if, after investiga- 
tion, it should be foun 
be productive of the benefits that had been pre- 
dicted, why, it would be proper to adopt it. 1f, 


’ 


|| produce embarrassment to the bona fide purchas- 
| ers, it would be rejected. Mr. K. then submitted 
the following amendment: 

Strike out ali after “ Resolved,”? and insert: That the 
Committee on Finance be instructed to inquire into the 
expediency of as the receipt, in payment for the 
public lands, of anything but gold and silver, atter the — 
day of ——,’’—thus changing the character of the resolution, 


quiry as to the expediency of doing so. 

Mr. SHEPLEY said it was with extreme re- 
luctance that he said a word at that time. He 
: had imposed silence upon himself upon personal 
considerations. But he could not permit the re- 
marks of the Senator from Ohio (Mr. Ewrne] to 
pass without notice, lest hissilence might be sup- 
poet to admit their accuracy. 
M 


that the peewee was not made that the 
ury wou 
upon it. 


reas- 


which I heard two years since upon this floor. 
forcibly a pane upon my mind—to allow me 
to do so. I do not profess to use the language, 
but only ta convey the idea then so frequently 
and emphatically exhibited, that we were to: have 
an empty Treasury. 

The Senator from 


Massachusette [Mr. Wes- 


fluctuations and speculations in business, te the 
refusal to renew the charter of the Bank of the 
United States. 


He was not, | 


| cultivators who purchased in small quantities. || 


that the measure would į 


on the contrary, it should be found that it would | 


from that of an order to bring in a bill, to one of mere in- | 


I do think, said ; 
r. S., that he is greatly in error, if he supposes ` 


be unable to meet the just demands . 
I cannot mistake the import of the expressions | 


they were too. deeply inieresting—they were too | 


STER) imputes the evils of the currency, and the | 


April 23, 


| Sir, (said Mr. S.,) I allege that these evils have 
i| been occasioned by the action of that very bank, 
'| or, at least, have been greatly aggravated by it. 
| We need only recur to the history of the ‘last 
. twelve or fourteen years to be satisfied of it. 
In 1831 the loans of the bank to the people 
were, if he recollected rightly, about forty-two 
millions. The next year they were raised to 
seventy millions. In 1834 they had become re- 
duced again to nearly forty millions; and in 1835 
they were again very high; and this year reduced 
again. This was but the brief history of its 
operations for five years. It had been producing 
fluctuations in the moncy market, uncertainty in 
prices, and an insecurity in property during the 
whole of that short period. 
The direct tendency of such a course was sub- 
versive of honest industry, of regular business, 
and breaking up all calculation for future action 
No dependence could be placed upon any state 
of things, present or past; for a new change is 
hastened on to break up all regularity that might 
- otherwise have been looked for. It was to these 

excesses of expansion and depression of its loans, 
: four times in five years, to the amount of many 
millions at each time, that he charged the evils 
which they had experienced. 

These were the fruits, the blessed fruits, of a 
|i national bank—this the practical benefit of that 
‘| mighty institution which was to regulate the cur- 
.| rency and the business operations of the country, 
i and to pour out blessings upon the people. 

‘| Sir, (said Mr. S.,) I do not believe there has 
‘existed a country upon the face of the earth, 
| where the fluctuations in the moneyed system 
: have been as great, and the changes as sudden, 
i| for any term of twenty years, as they have been 
in this country during the twenty years’ time 
| that the charter of that bank has existed. 
| The State banks might have contributed their 
‘share. He was no apologist for those which had 
' done so. When the United States Bank increased 
its loans by millions upon millions, they had natu- 
‘rally pursued the same course of increase. Dut, 
; compared with the United States Bank, their ex- 
‘cesses had been small; and he had never yet 
‘noticed a State bank that had increased and de- 
creased its loans in the proportion of fifiy per 
cent. to that of the United States Bank. 
The. United States Bank had been the mischief- 
` maker, instead of the regulator, in the moneyed 
‘| concerna of the country. It had been the instru- 
ment for putting property up, and for putting it 
down at pleasure. It could change the relation 
| of debtor and creditor, so that the creditor might 
not obtain more than half hia debt; or the debtor 
i! might be compelled to pay double, by the great 
changes occasioned in the prices of property. 

He was no more for schemes or projects than 
the Senator from Massachusetts. He was for ad- 
ı hering to practical experience; and the experience 
| which they had had, taught them that they should 
| no more trust the destinies of their country to the 
' machinations, the fluctuations, the fictitious pros- 
| perity, and the fictitious adversity, occasioned by 
the United States Bank. 

The Senator, two yeara ago, when the bank 
|| was calling in its loans at the rate of from one to 
three millions a month, justified that course, and 
‘| regarded it as the necessary and proper duty of 
i the bank to continue to call in its loans until the 
end of ita charter. He took occasion then to 
i| express the opinion. that there was no necessity 
for it, and that it was done ‘ designedly, unne- 
cessarily, to compet obedience to the bank.” 

And what was the result? Soon after the ad- 
| journment ef Congress, the bank, instead of fol- 
lowing the course alleged to be necessary, ex- 
| tended its loans, and continued to extend them, 
until the millions which it had called in were 
thrown out again. And now complaint was made 
against the State banks, that they had dene a 
litle of what that bank had done much. : 

If the measure now before them could be 
adopted without injury to the new States in the 
West, he was: disposed to:vote for it; but upon 
thag subject he was not eufficiently advised at the 
time to form an opinion. It might do something 
towards protecting us from thosegreat and sudden 

in our moneyed comcerne which had 
i| marked their history for the last five years. 
Mr. MANGUM rose, not for the: purpose of 
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rolonging the discussion, but to suggest to the 

enator from Alabama the expediency of refer- 
ring the resolution to a select committee instead 
of the Committee on Finance. 
contemplated an important change inthe currency 
of the country;and he preferred that it should be 
left inthe charge of its friends, who better under- 
stood it. He was perfectly ready to vote for it, 
if it came recommended by th 
the new States; and he was wi 
speculations in the public lands, and because it 
might possibly bring 
circulating medium. 
bate an unprofitable one. 
reproaches tende 


about applying son 2 evil 
knowledged to exist, than waste time in crim- 


inating eachother. He had taken no part in this 
unprofitable di ion, because his opinions 


He thought the present de- 
Ali this bandying of 


discuss 


i 
i 
i 


This measure: 


e gentlemen from ': 
ling to do so, be- | 
cause he looked upon it to be a remedy against : 


about a sounder state in the : 


dto no good; they had better set . 
me remedy to the evils all ac- i 


were so primitive that he almost feared to express | 


them, lest they should be scouted at. They might 
be chimeras; but he believed that all these wealthy 
corpora 
liberty, 
splendor of the great cities. 
stock companies of every description, might be 
useful; but he was opposed to them all, because, 
in his opinion, they were inconsistent with the 
true spirit of liberty. He repeated, that he would 
give this measure his hearty support, if, in the 


which he preferred to all the wealth and 


te institutions were inimical to a spirit of - 


Banks, railroads, | 


| from its first institution, 


the western States, when the people throughout 
the whole Union were interested in it. r. P. 
referred to the relative amount of specie in the 
country, and sales of the public lands, to show 
that this measure was not going to have the tend- 
ency of correcting the evil. He should prefer it 
to be left to a committee to report their reasons 
upon it at length. Lord Chatham had said the 
currency of the country was like a sensitive plant 
—the moment you touch it it dies. 
ments were made which 
not founded in error. He could not believe the 


United States Bank was the cause of all that had : 
‘been imputed to it by the Senator from Maine, 
; [Mr. SHEPLEY. 


] He would have preferred if that 
Senator had given them his figures to demonstrate 
his charges, instead of his general conclusions. 
The reason why the bank, when first instituted, 
did not regulate the currency as was expected, 
was owing to its inexperience. He adverted to 
the specia 


if they had a good system, constitutional in its 
character, and perfected in its manhood, the 


` ought to take it; and such he believed the ban 


| one time with its paper, and withdrawing it atan- | 
other, was not supported by the facts during the | 


opinion of the western gentlemen, it would not | 


retard the settlement and prosperity of the new | 


States. 

Mr. CALHOUN agreed with the Senator from 
North Carolina as to the appointment of a select 
committee, and hoped that it would be appointed 
by the Chair selecting a majority from the new 
States. 

In reply 
would observe that, during the time of the pecu- 
niary pressure he said nothing, becausc he believed 
that it would be temporary. He never did doubt 
but the removal of the deposits would produce 
the greatest distress and the most disastrous con- 
sequences; but he always did believe that there 
would be an excess in the Treasury. We make 


great mistakes in supposing that certain events ; 


to the Senator from Connecticut, he . 


o not follow their causes, because they do not : 


come at once. In the ordinary course of Prov- 
idence, causes and their consequences are fre- 
quently remote; but this was no reason for neg- 
lecting the caution that the one necessarily followed 
the other. 


The great distress that pervaded the country, 


the changes of property, and the degrangement | 


of the currency—all these were seen and predicted, 
and the present majorit 
with them. He never had anything to do with 
the Bank of the United States, though he opposed 
the removal of the deposits, as leading toa ruin- 
ous derangement of the currency by the unlimited 
issue of State-bank paper. Since that measure 


these banks; which would not have been the case 
had there been a Bank of the United States to 


were justly chargeable ; 


control them. As to the superabundance of the 
Treasury, he had always forscen it. Ever since ; 
the fatal tariff of 1828, he foresaw the evil; and. 


his subsequent course, which had brought on him 
so much opprobium, (he alluded to the proceed- 
ings of South Carolina in opposition to the tariff,) 
was dictated by the knowledge that this tariff 
would produce an overwhelming accumulation of 
moncy in the Treasury, which ought never to be 


there. There was a deep responsibility on those : 


who had causcd these evils. 


But let us (said he) ` 


not look to the past, but to the future: let us: 


apply what remedies are in our power; and above 
ali let us endeavor to prevent this noble domain 


(the public lands) from passing out of our hands © 
into those of speculators in exchange for worth- : 
His only desire was that the : 


less bank rags. 
measure under consideration should be approved 


of by western gentlemen; and if it was so, he | 


should give it his hearty support. 
Mr. PORTER could not agree with the Senator 


from North Carolina, [Mr. Mancum.] Thestrong ' 
convictions of duty that prevailed in his breast : 


required that he should contribute his aid to arrest 
these evils. 


ij such that the system ad 


| Virgini i 
He did not understand why the | renin [Mr DaomcvorE]" that 


operation of the resolution should he confined to `: 


| out an occasional rise and depressi 


| tary of the Treasury 
! to the selection of t 


was. When its capacity enabled it to operate on 
the small banks, it became stationary. Mr. P. 
cited the amountof its issues in different years 
and contended that the 


charges made against it, of filling the country at 


eriod of twenty years. After alluding to the 
increase of banking capital since 1830, he asked 
the Senator from Maine (Mr. Suerrer] if he 
believed the bank that had regulated the currence 


| from 1810 to 1830 would, if it had been continued, 
i have made such an increase of paper as we NOW =: tracts for the deposit of the public money; and into all 
have? All the object he had in view was to place jj 


this matter on its right footing. There was no 


| country in the world that could get along with- į 


ion in the price 
The habitsof the people naw were 


of property. 
opted must take its course; 


Some state- j 
he could not believe were || 


causes of the expansion and contrac- ; 
tion of paper issues at the close of the war; but |! 
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the experiment was in full tide; the sails were set, | 
and they were going down the current to its con: 


summation. The state of thi 
had been clearly depicted, and he could refer to 


the speeches now in which it was depicted, if he |; 


had time to do so. The currency was now up; 
but when it would get down he would leave 1t to 
his honorable friend from Maine (Mr. Sueruer]} 
to foretell. 

On motion of Mr. MOORE, the Senate ad- 
journed. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Satunpay, April 23, 1856. 


Mr. SMITH, on leave, submitted the follow- |; 


ing resolution; which was agreed to: 
Resolved. That the Secretary of State be requested to 


À furm:h the House of Representatives with a copy of the 
i liston file in his Departinent of the awards made by the 
9100,000,000 had been added to the currency by |: 


i the King of tie Two Sicilies. 


commissioners on claims arising under the convention with 
THE DEPOSIT BANKS. `- 

Mr. DROMGOOLE asked the unanimous con- 
sent of the House to take up the resolution here- 
tofore submitted by him, calling upon the Secre- 
for information in relation 
e deposit banks, the agents 
connected with the same, &c. 

Mr. LAWLER hoped the gentleman would 
waive his motion until he could present a peti- 


tion. 

Mr. DROMGOOLE had given way on several 
occasions in order to accommodate gentlemen, 
and by so doing had been prevented from press- 
ing his motion. He could not withdraw it, as it 
was important, in his opinion, that the inquiry 
which he proposed should be agreed to. 

Mr. HAWES hoped both gentlemen would 
waive thcir motions to enable Jim to call up a 
resolution which he had offered on the 7th Jan- 
uary, in reference to the West Point Acmiemy: 

Mr. DROMGOOLE declined withdrawing his 
motion, when Mr. LAWLER objected to it, but 
subsequently withdrew his objection. 

Mr. ADAMS suggested to the gentleman from 
his colleague 
[Mr. Wise) had proposed an amendment to his 
resolution, ın which he felt much interest, 


ngs that now existed | 
|| ing, or deposit of the publ 


} 


and sion. 


i| the deposit banks, w 
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| that, inasmuch as the latter gentleman was not 
| in his seat, the proposition ought not to be pressed 
at that time. 

_Mr. EVANS objected to taking up the resolu- 


tion. 

Mr. DROMGOOLE moved. to suspend the rule 
until one o’clock, in order to enable him to make 
a motion to take up his proposition. 

Mr. HOWELL moved a call of the House, 
upon which Mr. WILLIAMS, of North Caro- 
lina, asked for the yeas and nays; which were 
, ordered, and were—yeas 40, nays 115. 

So the call was refused. 

The motion to suspend the rules was then 

; agreed to—ayes 100, noes 33. [Previous to 

| taking this vote, Mr. Wise appeared in his seat.] 
The resolution was then read, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be directed 
to communicate to this House full information of the 
; mode and manner of selecting banks in the several States 
or Territories for the deposit of the public money of the 
; United States, of all contracts, agreements, or stipulations 
! entered into with said banks for the safe-keeping of said 
; moneys: that the Secretary of the Treasury also state what 
| agents have been employed, the nature and extent of 
. their agency, and the compensation which such agents have 
! received in any way from the Government of the United 


Li 
| States; and that he also state what officers or agents on the 


art of said banks have in any way participated or been 
| instrumental in the information of any such contracts, 

agreements, or stipulations concerning the deposit and safe- 
: keeping of said moneysin said banks. te eat 


The question pending was the following amend- 
ment proposed by Mr. Wise: aan 


Resolved, That a select committee be appointed, with 
, power to send for persons and papers, to inquire iuto the 
i mode or agency of selecting the banks of deposit for the 
| public money; the contracta with the Treasury Depart- 
ment by which they are regulated, the manner in which, 
i and the persons by whom, such contracts are or have been 
: made: into all correspondence whatsoever touching con- 


connection, 
has existed, 
ury Department, 


relation, official or unofficial, which exists, or 
between any person or persons and the Treas- 
or between them and the deposit banks, 
or any individuals or banks, touching the custody and the 
i control and deposit of the public money, or between any 
| department of the Executive and any individual or individ- 
uals, or banks, touching the disbursements of the public 
money, appropriated or unappropriated by law; and into 
the amount of compensation of any er all agents whatso- 
ever, official or unofficial, connected with the said Depart- 
ment, or said bAnks, touching the disbursements, safe-kcep- 
ic money; and that said com- 
i mittee have leave to report by bill or otherwise. y 
Mr. CALHOUN, of Massachusetts, who was 
entitled to the floor, addressed the Houseat some 
length. His object in addressing the House was 
to submit an amendment to the amendment of 
the gentleman from Virginia, [Mr. Wisz,] be- 
cause he believed both the original resolution and 
the amendment as wanting. He could see no 
great difference between the original resolution 
and the amendment, except as it related to the 
| transactions of a certain individual with the de- 
osit banks. He proposed to amend, so as to 
inquire how the public moneys had been cused 
| since they had been in the deposit banks; and 
i unless the gentleman from Virginia (Mr. Wise] 
| was willing to make that inquiry, he should con- 
| sider it a mere personal matter, which did not 
| seem to him to be impurtant. His amendment, 
l 
| 


if adopted, would go to showin what manner the 
moncys had been used since they were placed in 
hich was a matter of the 
| greatest interest to the country, and an inquir 
femanded by the people of the country, inasmuc 
| as the whole funds of the nation were now in the 


i hands of those banks, which he understood, from 
|| a report of the Secretary of the Treasury, to be 


| at present very nearly thirty-two millions of dol- 
| lars; and he believed by the end of the present 
‘year they would amount to upwards of fifty 
' millions. This money was bringing in vo in- 
‘terest to the Government, which he considered 


‘| might be loancd out for two millions of dollars. 
|| This was the reason why an inquiry should be 


i made into this matter; and he hoped such an in- 
: quiry would be had. The gentleman who had 
| offered the original resolution (Mr. Dnomgoore]) 
| gave as his reasons for it that he wished some 
information in relation to the subject, before the 
bill to regulate the deposit banks came up to be 
| acted on. This might have been the gentleman’s 
| object; but he considered, that if this had been 
` his real object, he would have brought forward 
' the proposition at an carlier period of the ses- 

He found that the deposit bill was 
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reported in the ot : urir 
ae first month of the session, and that a bill for 


the same purpose was reported in the House 
abouta month ago. Now, although such was the 
fact,and attempts had been made tofix a day for 
the consideration of that bill, still no resolution 
of this sort was brought in for the consideration 
of the House until the gentleman from Virginia 
(Mr. Wise] had repeatedly made attempts to get 
his resolution before the House. From these 
circumstances, he was led to believe that the reso- 
lution was not offered for the object avowed by 
its mover, but to prevent a searching inquiry 
from being made. e then went into a compar- 
ison of the original resolution and amendment, 
and remarked that the only material difference 
between the resolution and the substitute was, 
that the substitute proposed an inquiry in rela- 
tion to the connection of a certain individual with 
the banks of deposit and the Government. He 
considered it important that the people should 
know all about these money transactions of the 
deposit banks connected with the public revenue. 
He considered they had the right to examine into 
the manner in which the moneys had been used 
by the deposit banks, and if they neglected to do 
so he considered they would be recreant to their 
duty as representatives of the people; they not 
only had the right to make this investigation, but 
were bound to do it. As they stood at present, 
they could have no information except such as 
was laid before the Secretary of the Treasury in 
the monthly statements of the banks, which, 
being made up by the banks themselves, he did 
not know that they were always to be depended 
on. 
The amendment proposed to make an investi- 
gation into the connection which a certain indi- 
vidual had with the deposit banks. This mys- 
terious relation he considered most important. 
What was that relation? Was there a gentleman 
in that House who could tell what it was? Could 
even the honorable chairman of the Committee of 
Ways and Means inform them what that relation 
was? He had not even heard an attempt made 
to point out the relations of this individual be- 
tween the deposit banks and the Government. 
Were they, then, to rest calmly when $50,000,000 
would be in the banks at the end of the present 

ear, in the face of the fact, that this individual 

ad much to do with these banks? No; he wanted 
to know what use had been made of the public 
moneys. He considered an investigation all im- 

ortant, for the purpose of sanar the country, 

ecause the inquiry was demanded by the people 
of the country. He said they were called upon 
by every consideration to look into this matter; 
and were bound to see what uses had been made 
of the moneys, and what security there was for 
the money. When the public moneys were in the 
Bank of the United States, it was found neces- 
sary, on several occasions, to inquire into the . 
state of that institution, and then they had proper |! 
legal restrictions. Such being the case, how much 
more important was it now, that the condition of 
those banks should be examined into, when 
there were no legal restrictions! There was also 
another consideration which should induce them 
to go into this investigation, which was, that 
there were suspicions attached to the character 
of the individual who was connected with these 
banks by some kind of agency. Not only sus- 
pions statements had been made in relation to 

im on that floor, but there was evidence, which 


her branch of Congress during | benefit of the House; because he considered the | 


Secretary a most able and industrious officer, and 


should not desire to see any suspicion attached to |: 


him. The inquiry was due to him and to the ` 
country. There was also a clause in the Consti- 
tution which provided that no moncy should be 
drawn from the Treasury but in consequence of 
appropriations made by lie and if it was a fact 
that an individual, or individuals, drew oe 
from the deposit banks, in consideration of the 
use of the public moneys, he considered it a vio- 
lation of this article. The Government had 
always been in debt, until within a short time, 
when we arrived atan unexampled state of pros- 
perity. Butif the corruptions which were fre- 
quently spoken of were to creep in, and the 
moneys to be used fur such purposes, he consid- 
ered that a national debt would have been a 
national blessing compared with that state of 
affairs. | 

Mr. C. then submitted his amendment to the | 
amendment, namely, ‘“ the manner in which the 
public moneys have been used, and the security 
received for the same.” 

Mr. WISE accepted this amendment, and mod- 
ified his own amendment so as to make it come 
in immediately after the resolution of Mr. Drom- 
GOOLE. 

Mr. BOND considered the amendment of the 
gentleman from Virginia [Mr. Wise] should pre- 
vail. He went into anexamination to show how 
much money had been lost to the Government by 
the failure of State institutions about the time of 
the late war, and argued that such a state of 
things might again come to pass. He also con- 
trasted the condition of the finances of the country 


during the time the United States bank had pos- : 


session of the public deposits with the present 
time, and contended that the bank of the United 
States performed the service of the Government 
much more satisfactorily than it was now per- 
formed. aT 

The remarks of Mr. Bonn were arrested by the 
arrtval of the hour of one o’clock. 

Mr. McKAY moved to suspend the rules for 
one hour, for the purpose of resuming the con- 
sideration of the bills authorizing the President to 


accept the service of volunteers, and for the better | 


defense of the western frontier. 


vide for the distribution among the several States 
of the surplus revenue at present in the deposit 


ORDERS OF THE DAY. 


A bill for the relief of Don Louis Rosamond 
Orillon was taken up, and an amendment offered 
by Mr. Garuanp, of Louisiana; which was 
agreed to. 

The question being on its enzrossment, it was 
discussed by Messrs. VINTON, GARLAND of.: 
Louisiana, BYNUM, HAWES, LANE, and | 
JOHNSON of Louisiana, when the bill was post- 
poned until Friday next. j 

Several private bills on their third reading | 


i were a 


| the bill for the relief of Michael Thornton, were 
' ordered to be engrossed for a third reading. 

: The House then went into the Committee of tha 
Whole, (Mr. Tuomson, of Ohio, in the chair,) 
on the following bills: 

A bill for the relief of Thomas McCleland and 
James Smith; 

A bill allowing rations to Brigadier General 
John E. Wool, inspector general United States 
Army; and 

A bill from the Senate for the relief of Ben- 
jamin Murphy. 

Mr. REYNOLDS said that the bill, as he un- 
derstood it, presented a claim on the Governmen- 
for compensation for damages done by the Cher- 
okee Indians; that the Government had moved 
these Indians west, and located them in such sit- 
uation that the inevitable consequence was, that 
they would commit a trespass on the property of 
the claimant. 

If the Government was the means by which 
the individual lost his property, it ought to be 
accountable for it; but if the property was de- 


‘ stroyed by the man’s own imprudent acts, with- 


out the agency of the Government, then he ought 
to be the loser himself. It is admitted that In- 
dians committed the trespass, and it was by the 
act of the Government moving the Indians to that 
region of country, that the outrage was done. 

To excuse the Government from paying for 
this damage, which was caused by their agency, 
the gentleman [Mr. Vinton] says this claimant 
was a trespasser on the lands of the United 
States, had placed himself out of the pale of pro- 
tection of the Government, and thereby ought 
not to have relief. 

By an old act of Congress, that has by time 
and public opinion become obsolete, and, he 
might say, almost void, these citizens setting on 
the public lands might be called, and no more 
than called, trespassers. They are, in faet, not 
trespassers. Public opinion long since has dis- 
carded this notion. No onc in the West considers 
these individuals on Congress lands as trespassers. 
They are respectable citizens, many of them, and 
in every respect entitled to the privileges and im- 
’ munities of other citizens. 

The American Congress so considers them. 
Preémptions to secure these meritorious citizens 
in their labor and improvements have been passed 
from time to time, and continued in force for 
It is the settled 


that caused these Indian wars, which cost the 

Government so much money. He instanced the 
. Black Hawk war. 
;; Mr. R. said he would state the facts in relation 
| to the last-mentioned war, as he had an intimate 
į knowledge of the war, and the facts that led to 
‘it. The Government had purchased of the Sac 
j and Fox Indians, of which tribes the Black Hawk 
| and band formed a part, the whole country which 


| was invaded by the hostile Indians. ` These 


had been read to the House from the records of 


Iso postponed until Friday next. 
the House—the report of the bank-investigating 


d ; € |; Indians had not one foot of land on the east side 
| A bill forthe relief of the heirs of John Brahan, | of the Mississippi river. They were, in a pubhie 
committee. On these considerations he con-' late receiver of public moneys at Huntsville, | céGireil the year before at Rock Island, made - 
ceived they should make the examination. But | Alabama, was ordered to a third reading. i| acquainted with their rights, and the view the 
there was still another, and an important reason, > A bill for the relief of James Alexander and .| Government had taken of the whole transaction. 
why the examination should be made, which | Ira Nash was passed. || They were in a friendly manner cautioned against 
was, that it was due to the Secretary ofthe Treas-. A bill for the relief of Nancy Haggard was || again crossing the river to the east side, in viola- 
ury. The Secretary of the Treasury held a very , taken up, and was discussed at some length | tionof their agreement, and the wishes and advice 
important station, and had charge of the funds of |, (mainly in reference to the principle of allowing || of the United States. They, in a most solemn 
the nation, and was bound to give an account of |: interest upon claims for commutation pay for || manner, pledged themselves not again to violate 
the situation of those funds. Now, if an indi- |: serving in the revolutionary war) b Moia :, the command of the Government to recross the 
vidual was employed by the banks who was| ALLEN of Vermont, MUHLENBERG, JUD- || river to the east side. 
subject to meddle with those funds, on whom sus- |; SON, and CRANE, when the proposition to Early in April, 1832, they, in violation of that 
icion rested, he considered it important that the || strike out interest was negatived, and the bill pledge, and contrary to the command of the Gov- 
cretary of the Treasury should be placed in a | was ordered to be engrossed. ; ernment, crossed the river to the east side, where 
situation to show that he had no intercourse with | Mr. HARD moved an adjournment; which || they had not any land and no well-founded claim 
that individual. He thought the inquiry should || was negatived without a count. toi 
be made for the Secretary ’s benefit, if not forthe |! The bill for the relief of James Trumble, and !! 


to it. 
It is true, Black Hawk and a part of his band, 


to them, and made them understand that the : 

They: 

sold | 
id net 
belong to the indians. Instead of white 
ulation intruding on the Indians, the reverse 

of this sta’ement was the fact. The Indians im ` 


vaded and intruded themselves on the whilés; | 


i ury, transmitting a statement additional to the 
i statements contained in his report of the 18th 


the whites resisted, as they had a night, and were 
in fact bound to do. i 
Thus the war of 1832 commenced. 
agpressions of the Indians that caused it. `° || 
The Winnebaroes actually, in 1832, sold out |; 
all their land and possessions south of Wiseon- | 
sin, and agreed to move away and never return.’ | 
This will be seen by a reference to the treaty | 
made at Rock Island in the State of Ilinois, in 
that year. If they return, they are intruders and 
tresp rs on the lands and possessions of the 
whites. If any difficulty should arise, they are ` 
the trespasers, and must abide by the conse- ; 
quences. If war ensue, the wrong cominenced 
with themselves. j FH 
The policy of the -Govermment is correct in. 
moving them away from the whites. No other . 
policy will preserve them at all. If the Indians. = 
will violate this hunvane and benevolent view of | 
their condition taken by the United States, and 
return among the whites in violation of ‘the 
treaty, they must e t tò receive rough treat- 
ment. It will surely be the result of their rash 
and unwise course of conduct. Let the evil be 
with them. : ; 
4. A bill for the relief of John McCarroll, jr.; 
5. A bill for the relief of Robert Allison; 
6. A bill for the relief of William Hewes; ` 
7. A bill for the relief of the representatives of 
Colonel Anthony Whites- | 
8. A bill for the relief of the representatives of | 
Tristam Coffin, detensed; a TS : 
9. A bill for the relief of Henty Keefer; 
30. A bill for the reliefof Francis Bashforéd; ` 
11. A bill for the relief of Bernard Pompilly; 
12. A bill for the relief of Elisha Lucas; 
13. A bill for the relief of John Cowper; 
- 14. A bill for the relief of the Lexington, Ohio; 


Tt was the |. 


Ht 
tI 


The House then, at h 
journed. 


` 


- IN SENATE. 
Mownpar, Apri 25, 1836. 


li 
alf past five o’clock, ad- | 


The CHAIR communicated a report from the | 


Secretary of War, transmitting, in compliance 

with a resolution of the Senate of the Ist instant, 

a repart of the United States geologists, . 
Also, a letter from the Secretary of the Treas-. 


i: instant, relative to the balance in the Treasury, 


and the.condition of the deposit banks. 
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neseec, praying for the remiesioa ‘of-duities on 
oods imported by them, and consumed by fire 
fore their arrival at the place of their destina- 
tion; which was referred to the Committee on 
Finance. ; 
Mr. KNIGHT presented the petition of Jeptha 
A. Wilkinson, praying for a patent right; which 


| was referred to the Committee ‘on the Judiciary. 


REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 


Mr, WEBSTER, from the Committee on Fi- 
nance, reported several bills from, the House, 


n without amendment; also re orted withanamend- 


Also, a report from the Secretary of State, trans- 


mitting statements of the number and designation 
of the passengers who have arrived quarter-yearly 


| in the respective collection districts from foreign 


countries. ier 
PETITIONS, MEMORIALS, ETC. 


‘ment, the bill from the 
. Secretary of the Treasury 


ouse authorizing the, 
3 to act as the agent of 
the United States in all matters, relating to its 


l stock in the Bank of the United States. 


Mr. DAVIS, from the Committee- on Com- 
merce, to which had been referred the vesalutions 
of the States of Tennessee, Illinois, Indiana, and 
sundry petitions on the subject. of marine hog- 


pitais, made a report, together with a bill in ad- 


Mr. TALLMADGE presented the petition ofa. . 
number of the inhabitants of the town of Rotter- |; 


dam, New York, 
of a post route; w. 
mittee dn: the Past Office and Post Roads. 

Mr. ROBBINS. 
on the. Judiciary. : 


= 


Mr.:BUCHANAN presented the memorial ef ` fof the 


ef the religious Society of Friends, 


a maenig 
reeently held in the city of Philadelphia, remon- 


strating against the admission of Arkansas into |; -.. 
i -- Mr. GRUNDY submitted the following resolu- 
l: tion; which was considered,.and agreed to: 


the Union while the billcontained the provision 

in relation to slavery. 
Mn B. (on its presentation) said he rose to 

present the memorial of the. yearly meeting of 


: the religious Society of Friends, which had been 
recently held in the city of Philadelphia, remon- | 
strating against.the admission of Arkansas -into | 


prevented the memorial of F. | 
G. Brown; which waa referred te the Committee , 


raying for the establishment ` 
ie 4 was referred to the Com: ` 


the Union whilsta provision remained in her con- | 


stitution which admits of, and m 
eting pe to 


slavery. Ailsa yanay oe within 
ite jurtediction the greater part 


wate, : 


New Jersey; the whale of the State of Dela- 


resto of thi rial 
ARis-mIemo was ° 
fal. Indeed, it-could. nót be-otherwise, consid- 


Railroad Company; the source ‘from which it emanated, .. It 
15. A bill for the relief of James Whitsell and || breathed throughout the pureand Christian spirit 
Jacob Stewart; y ‘| which had alwaysanimated the Society of Friends; 

16. A bill for the relief of the representatives of : 3nd, although he did not concur with them in 


in John Winston, deceased; 

17. A bill for the relief of John S. Devlin; . 

18. A bill for the relief of Patrick Green; 
19. A bilt authorizing the Commissioner of the | 
General Land Office to issue to David T. Talbot 
a patent fer a quatter section of land; _ 7 

20. A bill for the relief of Thaddeus Tuttle; 

21. A bill for the relief of James Steel. - 
After some time, the committee rose and ré- | 
forest the second bill without amendmient, and | 
t the enacting clause of the third had beet 
pon the remainder of the bills | 
asked leave to sit again; which || 


f 
{ 
i 
4 


stricken out. ` 
the committee 
,: EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. .., | 
The SPEAKER hid before the House the fol- | 
lowing communications: = -> | 
A. letter from the Sec ef the Treasury:itt ` 
reply to a resolution of the tet instant, in refer- 
ence to the quantity of land entered at the Land 
Odice at Augusta, Mississippi; which was laid 
ow the table, and ordered to be printed. © ~| 
Letters ‘from the Secretary of the Ne | 
Postmaster General, transmitting, in ienee | 
to:a resolution ofthe lith instant; a list of the || 
clerks, their compensation, duties, &e., eni ed 
iñ their respective Departments; whieh were {aid 
on the table, and ordered to be printed. : 


it 


i] with great 


| opinion, their memorial was entitled to bé received 
ir ite When the highly respectable 

committee: which hed charge of this memorial 
ealled upon -him this morning, and requested him 
to present it te the Senate, he had felt it to be his 


the casters shore of Maryland. The | 


perfectly respect: Committee on Finante; submitted the fetlowing 


as! 


of Pe Irania $ establishing a post road from Lowell, by 


duty te inform them in what relation he stood to | 


requested, by the Delega 
charge of the application of that Territory to be 
admitted into the-Union; and that he had cheer- 
fully: taken upon himself. the performance of this 


of the act of Congress of March 6, 1820,-con- 
tain 
informed them that the whole Territory of Ark- 
ansas was south of the parallel of 360 30’ north 


latitude; and that he regardéd this- compromise, 


andes ender which it was made, and the dangers 
to the existence of the Union which it had re- 
meved,-to be almost.as sacred as a constitutional 


senting their memorial, he should feel it to-be his 
duty to state these facts to the Senate. With this 
course en his part they 

continued their-request that he might present the 


` + A letter from the Se wy of the Navy, in re 
sponse to a resolution of the 17th January, 1835; 
AERES 3 an abstract and statements of compen- 
sation allowance to officers of the Navy, &c.; 
which was ordered to be printed. ~ E a 
_ A letter from the Secretary of State,:tranemit- 
ting, in obedience to law, a statement of the num» 
wer and designation of passengers arrived in the 


memorial. Fle new did so with great: re. 
He hoped it might be received by the Senate with 
all the respect it so highly deserved. . He asked 


that it might be ready and, as the question of the 

admission of Arkansas was ne longer before us, 

he moved that it might be laid the table. 

'_ Tho- memorial: was. aceordingly read, and- or- 

dered to be-laid the table. 20. o; re 
Mr. GRUNDY. ted the memorial of 

William H. Moore and William Gillian,yof Ten- 


ing ‘the famous Missouri compromise; and | 


provision. ‘That there might be no mistake on the. . 
subject, he-had also informed them that, in pre- | 


were satisfied, and still | 


duty. . Hasalao read to them the eighth section : 


the question. - He stated to them that he had been | 
te from Arkansas, to take | 


dition to the acts for the relief of sick and disabled 
seamen; which was read, and ordered toa second 
reading. : : a 
NOTICES OF BILLS. be 

“Mr. DAVIS gave notice that he would to-mor- 
row ask leave to bring in a bill to amend the act 
in addition to the act to alter and amend the several 
acts imposing duties on imports. =~ 

Mr: LINN gave notice that to-morrow he would: 
ask leave to’ bring in a joint resolution pond 
purchase of two hundred and fifty copies 
of Burr’s map of the northwestern frontier. 


RESOLUTIONS INTRODUCED. 


Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Office ‘and 
Post Roads-be instructed to inqeire inte the expediency of 
establishing a post. route from Cherryville to Brownsville, 
in the State of Tennessee. ; 

Mr. HILL submitted the following resolution; 
which was considered, and agreed to:. 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Office and 


. Post Roads be instructed to inquire into the expediency of 


Drainell, Massa- 


chusetts, Pelham, Windham, Londonderry, and Manches- 
in New Hampshire. =" 0 O = > 


ter, to Hooksett, . 
Mr. WEBSTER, by instructions ftom the 


resolution, which was considered, and agreéd to: 
Réevoleed, That ‘the, several heads of Departments be 
directed to report to the Benate theif several and respevtive 
opinions upon the ice and propriety ‘of increasing the 
cam ion of all or any of the clerks in. their respective 
Departments; and, ifthey deem such augnigntation roper 
_or necessary in any case, that they state their opicion of 
the reasonable amoant of'sdch augmentation. oot 
Mr. BUCHANAN submitted the following 
resolution; which lies on the table one day: 
Resolved, That the Committee on Finance bè instructed 
tò inquire-into the expediency of making an appropriation 
to enable the President of the United States to contract 
with Luizi Persico for two groups of statues to.complete 
the eastern front of the Capitol. © a. 
Mr. HUBBARD submitted the following reso- 
lution; which was considered, and agreed to: 
Resolved, That the Committee oh Revolutionary Claims 
be instructed ta inquire into the expediency of allowing to 
Benjamin Porter, a surgeon’s mate in the Navy, during the 
war of the Revotution, the commutation pay granted to 
such officers under the resolution of the old Congress. 


:NAVY APPROPRIATION BILL. - 


the exciting and alarming circum- | On motion of Mr, SOUTHARD, the Senate 
‘| proceeded to the consideration of the bill making 
|: appropriations for. the support of thé Navy for 


| the year 1836; and the.amendments reported by 


the Committee on Naval Affairs being ready 
. Mr. WHITE said he would -be glad if-some 
member of the committee would: explain the 
objects. of these amendments; and why so large 
an increase of thy appropriations made. by the 
House was deemed necessary, by them... ~, 

. [The amendments increased the pec lec maa 
ef.the House nearly two millions of dollars.) 
_ Mr. SOUTHARD explained that the increase 
of the appropriations, particularly in the largest 
increase, ($570,160,) was for keeping a greater 
number of vessels afloat than was recommended 
by the Executive at the commencement’ of. the 
session, thereby incurring a great additional 
expense for the pay and subsistence of the offi- 
cers and scamen: The increase of this item of 
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been recommended in a com- 
d from the Navy Department, 
the President’s message at the 
opening of the session. It was also contemplated 
by the committee to employ four steam vessels 
for the defense of the coasts, and to fit up three ; 
of the ships of the line, to be used as receiving 
ships at each of the three navy-yards at Boston, 
New York, and Norfolk, but so far completed as 
to be in a situation to be fitted for sca at a very 
short notice, should the defense of the country 
require it. The other increased appropriations 
were for dry-docks, completing a steam vessel, 
a navy hospital, and a powder magazine at Bos- , 
ton and New York, and for the purchase of sites 
and the erection of barracks at Brooklyn, Gos- 
ort, and Pensacola, not provided for by the» 
House of Representatives. 
Mr. HILL said the amendments proposed by © 
the Committee on Naval Affairs in the Senate | 
provided for an addition to the billas it had passed 
the House of nearly $2,000,000. It addcd simply ; 
to the pay of officers and seamen of the Navy 
more ue $500,000. He was unable to divine 
why this great addition to the Navy expenditures | 
was now to be made. When the bill was first 
taken up by the House of Representatives, our 
foreign affairs, in a highly critical state, seemed 
to require an increased expenditure; and the bill 
had passed the House making considcrable in- | 
crease. Yet, this was not enough. The ehair- | 
man of the Naval Committee, (Mr. SourHarp,] | 
who a few days ago made a speech in favor of 
distributing among the several States $27,000,000, 
now recommends aa addition of other millions to 
the naval appropriation. How gentiemen can ! 
vote for these extravagant, these uncalled-for ap- | 
propriations, at the same time they vote to dis- 
tribute the surplus, he (Mr. H.) would not 
attempt to explain. He was anxious to see who 
of this body were in favor of these appropria- 
tions—he wished the ayes and noes to i 
on the Journal on the principal amendments pro- 
posed by the Naval Committee. It was indced 
extraordinar 


expenditure had $ 
munication receive 
since the receipt of 


above what was recommended by the Executive | 
three mouths ago, when the estimates were sent 
from the Department to the committee of the 
House of Representatives. If the Executive shall | 


be thus unsteady and wavering in its recommend- ` from whom it comes? In cases where the Gov- |, 


ations, its wishes would not be much regarded 
in any vote he (Mr. H.) should give. 

(Mr. SOUTHARD having explained that the 
estimates differing from those of the House re- 
sulted from a changed view of the importance of 
the Navy, and said they were derived from the 
commissioners of the Navy,] 

Mr. HILL continued: He would not regard 
communications coming from a subordinate bu- 
reau of any Department as executive recommend- 
ations. e could not, knowing their séntiments 
in relation to the Chief Magistrate, take the rec- 
pmmendanene of the Navy commissioners as his 

uide. 

The hour of one o'clock having arrived, Mr. 
CALHOUN moved to lay the bill on the table, | 
for the purpose of taking up the special order; | 
which motion was agreed to—ayes 16, noes 11. | 


PROCEEDS OF THE PUBLIC LANDS. 


The bill to distribute the net proceeds of the 
gales of the public lands among the States, and 
for granting lands to certain States, was then taken 
up as the TEP order of the day; when 

Mr. WHITE said the circumstances with which 
we were now surrounded were not only novel, 
but were different from those of former times 
when a debt was due by the nation, and no money 
in the Treasury beyond the sum necessary to 
meet the ordinary expenses of the Government. 
Now the nation owed not one cent, and the 
Treasury was full to overflowing. In this state 
of things, after satisfying every ordinary demand 
on the Government, every man supposed a sur- 
plus would be left. For the distribution of this 
surplus various projects had been offered, and this ' 

among the rest. He had compared this one with 
each of the others, with a view to make a selec- 
tion of that one which he conceived most advan- 
tugcous to the country. The question arose, has 
Cungress the power to make this distribution? 


i 
i 
| 
i 
j 


' and that if there were any constitutional doubts, 
‘to apply to the legitimate source, the States, for 
; their removal. 


|i favor of the constitutional power of Congress over 


| the message of the President; but the Secretary 


i : 
: you have gotin your Treasury? You donot 


rH 


| only by distributing it on the same principle b 
|| which it was paid in. If they were obliged eA 


If it had not, then the inquiry into the expedi- 
ency or policy was useless. Some years ago it 
was foreseen that there would be a surplus; and, 
if he was not mistaken, the President had made 
a communication in relation to it. The Secretary 
of the Navy, Mr. Dickerson, when in Congress, 


had made a report on the subject in 1825,-’26, | the fund arising from the public 


from which he read extracts to show the great : 
advantages which he (Mr. D.) hough would 

result from an equitable distribution of the reve- : 
nue for the purposes of education and internal | 
improvements, which report (Mr. W. said) was 

not confined to the revenue from one source or 

another, but embraced the whole revenue, and . 
that it even recommended a distribution of a por- 
tion of the revenue in anticipation of the gradual 
extinguishment of the national debt; and asserted 
that it would relieve Congress from a great source 
of unnecessary legislation, When the present 
Chief Magistrate came into power, so far as he 
knew in the section of country in which he lived, 
it found very considerable favor among the mass 
of the people. He quoted the recommendation 
of the President to distribute the surplus revenue 
in a ratio of representation among the States, 


He cited the report of the Secre- 
| tary of the Treasury, Mr. McLane, in 1831, in 


| the revenue from public lands, to appropriate 
| them to the purposes of education and internal 
| improvement. No distinction was observed in 


of the Treasury saw difficulties ahead, and seized 
upon it, and suggested how it should be met, by 


| cited a clause in the sixth article of the Consti- 
| tution to show that a change of Government was 
, not intended to change the relative rights of any 
of the States, but that they stood in the same 
situation as before; and also cited authorities to 
show that Congress had dany the power over 
ands. Although 
they had a general power to collect taxes, yet 
that power was ey limited to the objects 
for which it was given. If, by giving a section 
of land along a line of canal, it would increase 
the value of the rest, nobody would doubt the 
power of Congress to do so. 

But it was said that Louisiana and Florida 
were purchased. How were the lands in these 
new States acquired? By the avails of the public 
lands, which enabled the Government to purchase 
more lands; and these newly-acquired lands in 
Louisiana and Florida would be decreed in a court 
of chancery to be held as the other lands were 
held in trust by the Government. With this view 
of the subject, his mind was clearly settled down 
that Congress had the power to distribute the 
surplus revenue from the public lands. But it 
was said, that, after all the appropriations were 
made, there would be only four or five hundred 
thousand dollars to dispose of. In settling this 
question, he doubted the propriety ot going into 
anaccount of dollarsand cents. Me asked whether 
the public lands were to be debited with the ex- 
pense of the removal of the Indians and the pay- 
ment of agents? The trustee was bound to give 
all the benefit to the person for whose trust he 
held the money, and the person for whose use 
and benefit the trustee undertook to apply his 
money faithfully, had a right to expect the full 


purchase by the United States. 


He believed the doctrines of the Chief Magis- | 


trate were correct. They were not called on to 
decide the question, whether revenue arising out 


of all sources was constitutionally subject to a |, 
e placed general distribution. Had they not the power (he ; 
asked) to correct the mistakes of the Government | 
in collecting the revenues? Suppose (said he)» 
that the Executive should now you estimate fifteen millions as the amount neces- | 
recommend these increased expenditures over and || sary for the expenses of Government, and when _ 


you come to collect itit amounts to seventeen 


| 


` mistake by returning the excess to the people | 
_ ernment took from an individual more money than | 
' was due from him, where (he asked) did they get 

the power to refund? The 

assess and collect taxes, aad pay him out of it. | 
It would be thought strange if one man, in settling © 
with another, should not have the power. to cor- | 
rect mistakes; and why should not the Govern- : 
ment have the same power as individuals? He 
agreed with the President, that when a doubt of 


| the power existed it ought not to be exercised, ; 


a it 
now 
| who you received it from, and therefore cannot 
j return it to its rightful owners. All the public 


But the question is, (said he,) whose mone 


: by purchase. 
i in 1784, contained an express provision, that these ' 
` funds were to be applied for the benefit of all the | 
i States in the Union, or that should thereafter be 
: admitted. 

But it was said this deed was made before the 


| contributed its proportion to the support of the 
| Government. Suppose (said he) that form of 
government had continued, and the national debt 
had been paid off, and it had acquired a surplus, 
as it has now. In that case (he asked) what be- 
: came of the question, what shall be done with 


i the surplus revenue? They could dispose of it 


| appropriate, as other appropriations, that was 
, another matter, in which the question of distri- 
; bution was not involved. 

; It had been objected, that in making a distri- 
bution among all the States they would include 
| the grantor as-well as the other States. If his’ 
: Views were correct, they would not only have the 
‘right to make appropriations. as trustees, but it 


millions, must you let that two millions be locked: ', 
up forever? Or have you the power to correct the | 


had the power to |! 


lands were acquired either by deeds of cession or į 
he deed of cession from Virginia, |: 


i: extent? 


new Confederation, and before which each State | 


| was their bounden duty, under the old Confede- 


benefit. He spoke of the great importance of the 
purchase of Florida to the country, and especialiy 
the southern States, in preventing a lodgment of 
‘a foreign enemy, independent of its pecuniary 
value. He had no doubt that, after deducting 
these sums, improperly debited to the public lands, 
and allowing a reasonable sum for all necessary 
appropriations, there would be enough left to 
fully equal the amount proposed for distribution 
He would not go into so labored an argument as 
some others to show what would be left in the 
Treasury. 

At the close of the Jast quarter, there were in the 
Treasury thirty-one millions; and, at the end of 
the next quarter, there would probably be thirty- 
three millions, and they bad in bank stock, nom- 
inally, seven millions, but which would probably 
be equal to seven millions five hundred thousand 
dollars, and by adding these sums together they 
had at the end of the year about seventy-two 
millions. To avoid everything like mistake, he 
deducted three millions five hundred and sixty- 
seven thousand dollars, and still there would be 
: upwards of sixty-seven millions left. The late 

Secretary of the Treasury, Mr. McLane, had 

estimated all the ordinary wants of the Govern- 

ment at fifteen millions, and, taking that as the 
; data, there would still be twenty-five millions left; 
; and he confidently asked, if, after all the wants 
' of the Government were provided for, there would 
be twenty-five millions needed, unless they in- 
creased the Army and Navy to an unreasonable 
He cited documents from the War De- 
_ partment to show that a great increase of the 
Army was not wanted, and that the notion of for- 
tifications, an the scale contemplated, was ex- 
ploded as not calculated for general defense, and 
that they were uscful only at certain important 
: points; and that a board of examination had been 
. recommended to point out the mosteligible points 
for their erection; and that it was not recom- 
mended to go on with all the fortifications this 
year, but to expend the appropriation this year 
in completing those already begun. Forts, if not 
manned and armed, might serve the enemy as a 
place of security and annoyance, instead of de- 
fense against them. The radicals in 1822, 1823, 
1824, and 1825, were in favor of the fortification 
; system. They might think they could take the 
lead and regulate public opinion on that subject, 
but they would find that public opinion would 
regulate them, if they saddled a standing army 
; on the country. 
These armies employed to fight for the Gov- 


s |; ernment would think it necessary to do their 
ration, to return the excess to the States. He" voting, and the militia of the country would rise 
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en masse, and vote and abolish them.. They might || last ceneas, and insert a distribution ateording to 


give what they pleased for their navy, and get 
out all the timber they could to build all the ships | 
they could, and they could not consume the sur- 


plus. Ele understood there was a project started '! 
to invest the surplus in stocks—but that would | 


increase the difficulty, and instead of getting clear | 
of the surplus, they would have an increase of it. | 


The Committce on the Post Office and Post |; 


Roads had brought to, bear a steam power to help | 
them to get rid of it, and to that system he. en- 
‘tered his solemn protest. The Postmaster Gen- 
eral had now the power to make contracts with 
these steam-car companies for the transportation 
of the mails, and if he had not the power he was 
in favor of giving it to him. He-argued, at very | 
considerable length, against the measure proposed | 
by the Committee on the, Pest Office and Post | 
Roads, to show the difficulties in which it would 
involve the Government in becoming connected | 
with these companies, and if the power was 
doubted in passing the distribution bill, the post | 


office bill was still more objectionable. He relied || 1 


upon the sound integrity of the Chief Magistrate | 
in reconsidering his former views, when he found | 
the people desired this distribution of the surplus. 
If, then, they had money enough, and none of 
these. projects were received with the same favor 
as this, the questign was, whether it would not be 
sound policy to adopt it. It was said that its | 
passage. would have the effect to destroy a spirit | 
manliness, which was necessary to keep the 
Federal Government in tone. "When the people 


would understand that the mohey they eeeckved | 
was not a gratuity or a bounty, but was taken | 
from their own funds, and returned to them, they ' 
would nat be decoyed into useless experiments. || 
He would never think of distributing, except in 
éases of an extraordinary dccttmufation like the 
present. The State governments understood 
a as well how to manage’ their dffairs‘a8 the 
' make'a judicious disposition of the 
would respectively receive. = 
Another difficulty was sugpestéd. There was | 
_a number of new States, atid, sòne going to be 
admitted, ard if they Went“into the system of 
dividing the revenue froth the public ‘lands, Hs 
old States would hold on to the high” prices, atd 
never consent to the reduction of them. It was 
right for gentlemen ftom the ñew States, who 
really thought so, to oppose this bill; but he did 
not believe the objection well founded. They 
“must always suppose an integrity and magnanim- | 
iy of character in the thirteen old States upon , 
which they could rety for justice: He had been 
raised in a new State himself, and he'was ready 
“to say that, the moment he voted for the distribu- 
tion, he would be ready to vote for a reduction, 
go as to enable the inhabitants of the new States 
to purchase land for a home for themselves and 
families. “He had voted against the amend- 
. ment offered by the Senator from Mississippi, 
{Mr. Waxger,] because he did not think it could 
answer the purpose intended, but declared him- 
self friendly to a gradual reduction tliat would 
benefit the settlers, let the fate of this bill be what 
it might, and would. vote fora graduation prin- | 
ciple such as would protect the honest settler. | 
-IF anything should put him out of humor onthat | 
subject, it would be because his own State had | 


quota they | 


ment. He spoke of the facilities loans from banks | 
afforded to combinations for the | 


cerned in them to compete with them in the put- | 
- chase of public lands, Those speculators ‘Iivéd 
upon their wits instead of their labor. He closed | 


3 t n t urposes of | 
speculation, and of the inability af those not con- ||’ 


the compound representation of the respective 
States in the Senate and House of Representatives. 
Mr. WALKER said that if this distridution 
‘bill should be forced upon us, whether he should 
vote for or against it, he wished to see it made as 
perfect as possible. His amendment_was in 
‘accordance with that feature of the Constitu- 
tion which regarded the States as coequal sov- 
ereignties, which provided for their equal repre- 
-sentation in the Senate, and which gave cach of 
them two electoral votes in addition to their num- 
ber of representatives in the other House of Con- 
gress. If the distribution principle was to be 
adopted, he could not think it proper, ander 
existing circumstances, to look upon the States 
as counties, and wholly disregard their rights as 
; equal members of this great Confederacy. The 


divide the moneys equally among the States, 
| yet.was a nearer approach to equality than the 
propoiition embraced in the billas it now stands. 
Mr. W. then proceeded to show what States 
| would be the gainers by this amendment, speci- 
fying the exact amount for cach State. He said 
the proportion of Mississippi would be near! 
doubled, and that of little Delaware nearly tripled. 
Mr. CLAYTON returned his thanks to the 
gentleman from Mississippi for his+kind inten- 
tions towards little Delawarc, thongh she would 
„be glad to get the proportion allotted to her in the 
bill,in.the shape it came from the committee. 
Showld ‘any measure in favor of little Delaware 
conte before them on afuture occasion, he would 
be huppy to receive the gentleman’s support; but, 
for the present, he must beg to decline his prof- 
fered kindness. The bill gave to Delaware her 


proportion; hot according to the ratio of her rep- || 


resentation in the other House; not according to 


the number. of her Senators and Representatives | 
in both Houses; but apportioned her share of the | 
nited States did to manage its airs and would || distribution ór the basis of her Federal Popula- | 


tion, which was tbe only trye and just principle 


of distribution. With this, Delaware would be 
~patisfied. i Pt 
‘Mr. CLAY osed the amendment as not in | 


actordance wi 
cession from the State of Virginia, declaring that 
the lands given by her should be held for the 
common benefit ofall the States tkenin the Union, 
and those that might thereafter come into it; and 
that the distribution should be made in propor- 
tion ‘to the burdens borne, respectively, by the 


Government. The amendment, therefore, of the 
enator from Mississippi, would be unconstitu- 


on the basis of Federal population. 
Mr. WALKER replied, disclaiming any dis- 
respectful reference to Delaware, and eulogizing 


olution. 


additional percentage o 


the ‘proceeds of: these 
lands tò some Btates, and not to others. 


Mr. W. 


the compact. 
they remained in force after the adoption of the 


opulation, but upon a different ratio, namely, in 
sroportion to ** their usual respeettve proportions 


‘carrying ‘on this Government is not in proportion 


Mto population: The exporting States, of which 


` by portraying the general benefits that would re- i 
sult from the passage of the bill, which would | 
‘check this system of speculation, and bring back | 
a return of a wholesome and sound currency; ‘it ; 
would be the means of sustaining theve-banferit 
-would be invested in internal-improvements and 
gencral education, and none of the other proj 
ought to come into collisinn with it,.a8 there was 
money enough for therh all. It was returnirig‘to 
the States what was their pwn moriéy, and ke 
would never consent that they should be trtated 


as infants, incapable of acting for themselves. 
Mr. WALKER submitted the following amend- 
ment: Strike out the distribution according to the 


tion in sustaining this Government, both 
“and ‘in peace, far beyond their population. Fn 
war they bear ne ‘the-whole pecuniary bur- 
den} fót their great staple falls toa ‘mete nomiral 

rice, whilst horie manufactures: rite in value; 
‘ahd in pence, the tariff, from whieh we dérive 
-dur terenne, whilst it is thought to aid the man- 
tifacturers of the North; depresses the valite of 


the southern #aples. - Fn any point of view, the | 
charges upon the people of the Union are not in | 


proportion to: tation. 
propo ir pope: 


weare told taxation and representation go together; 


Jt is true, dircet taxes 


principle proposed by ‘him, whilst it did not, 


the provisions of the deed of |: 


several States, of the general expenses of the | 


tional; the only true principle of distribution com- | 
plying with the terms of the deed of cession, was | 


her valor and patriotism at the period of the Rev- |, 
He said taat, if the distribution pro- | 
posed by him violated the terms of cession, 80 || 
did this bill; for it proposed. to give a certain | 


denied that his proposition violated the terms of | 
hese terms (admitting cven that - 


b had | Constitution) did not grant these tands as & com- ; 
not received anything from the General. Govern- || mon fand tothe several Statesin proportionto their || ar ; 
‘| States) would be just? Now, the ig neh wae 


n the general charge and expenditure.” Now, 
(said Mr. W.) the “usual general charge” in | 


Mississippi is one of the largest, bear a propor- || 
‘tn war j 
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but taxation and repretentetiond hot gò together 
in their full extent under our form of Gover- 
1 ment; otherwise, the large and the small States 
| would not be equally represented in the ‘Senate. 
i, If representation is to be the criterion, that crite- 
i rion, unter our Constitution, should be the rep 
' resentation in -both Houses of Congress, as He 
i (Mr. W.) proposed. If taxation was to be the 
' criterion, direct taxation would furnish no ’prac- 
|! tical rule on ‘the stbjeét. Direct taxation was 
l| one only of the modes of supporting this Gov- 
i| érnment—a most unusual one—and Mr. W. 
i: thought it probable would never be resortéd to 
again.’ The * usual general: charge” upon fife 
| States is the tariff; and this does not-operate in 
': proportion to the populatiom ae ETA ae 
1 ‘Whilst Mr. W. was no believer in the forty 
: bale theory, yet he proceeded to prove undet the 
tariff system the exporting States bear more: than 
their proportion of the charges of conducting the 
|| Government; it affects them both as consumers 
i! and exporters, whilst those States that export 
| nothing are affected as consumers only. Mr. W. 
`. then pointed to that clause of the bill whieh pro- 
posed to distribute the proceeds of the salés of 
the lands in 1840 and 1842, according to the last 
‘census, whereas they should, according to’ the 
theory of the bill, be distributed according to the 
; next census, which will greatly increase the share 
‘| of Mississippi, and ought'te be done if the pres- 
; ent ratio was retained. ~ 
| Mr. NILES made some remarks in favor 6f 
| the amendment. He said these lands were ecded 
asa common fund, to. pay the debts of the Con- 
federation and carry on the war; and if they were 
considered a fund belonging to the States, there 
| was much reason to believe they belonged to 
them as sovcreignties; but if they were the exchu- 
:| sive property of the Union, then there was an ar- 
bitrary power in the Government over their dis- 
tribution. He regarded the whole scheme as ‘an 
indirect system of internal improvement, and in 
li carrying Ht out a regad ought to be had to the 
distribution among the States according to their 
respective wants and necessities; they ought to 
ive the most to'those that needed it most. Some 
tates had just commenced their internal improve- 
| ments, and would necd more than others. The 
| State of New York had finished hers, and wopfd 
not nced any assistance. . If there was any prin- 
ii ciple in this ‘bill, it was in favor of this amend- 
ment. The States had formerly stood upon equal 
footing, and little Delaware then Stood tip as an 
equal with Virginia. He belonged to one af the 
small States, and was opposed to the! whole 
scheme; bu tif they were to be ‘bought up he 
wanted as high a price as he could get. 

Mr. CLAYTON referred to the deed of cession 
from the State of Virginia to show that the prin- 
| ciple contained in the amendment was unconsti- 
|| tational. The decd of cession required that the 
distribution of the fund arising from these lands 
should be made according to the respective pro- 
portion contributed by them of the general charges 
and expenditures of the Government. Now, 
could the gentleman from Mississippi tell him 
that Mississippi and Delaware paid a proportion 
of the expenses of the Government equal to. the 
proportion of their Senators and Representatives 
in Congress? and if not, how the distribution 
proposed by his amendment (taking the additional 
amount given to these two States from the other 


| 


H 


ł 


'l-an the basis of Federal population was the only 
just one, because it wie on that basis that the 
direct taxes were apportioned. Mr. ‘C., after 
taking a view of the two ‘messages of the Pres- 
ident recommending a distribution of the sutplus 
revenue on thé basis of Federal alation, and 
reading copious extracts from it, said that’ the 
-distribution on thet basis; as recommended by 
the President, was the only just one, and that he 
heartily agreed in opinion with him. By appor- 
tioning the distribution actording to the repre- 
sentation in the other House, Delaware would be 
treated with great injustice, because she had put 
| one Representativé, and wanted but a fraction of 
population, according to the apportionment “of 
Representatives, to entitle her to two; while. a 
distribution, according to meram bäth of 


oportion to the Federal population, ind | 


d Representatives; w ‘give Dela- 
a iene, though shen wasentitied to but 
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two, or nearly two, and would be unjust to the 


ates. g i 
hree WALKER said he had not said the addi- 
tional percentage was unequal; he had only said 
it was not according to the proposed ratio of Fed- 
eral population; and therefore, if this ratio could 
be departed from in the one case, it could in the 
other, as proposed by him, [Mr. Watker.] ‘That 
the distinguished Senator from Kentucky [Mr. 
Cxay] must be hard pressed for argument when 
he rallied the friends of the bill against a just 
amendment, by saying it had emanated from him, 
[Mr. WaLxer,] an enemy of the bill. Mr. W. 
said it was true he had feared the policy of the 
bill was to defeat preémption laws, to keep up the 
price of the public lands, to keep up the tariff on 


the lands of the West, whilst it was reduced in | 
all other cases; and that he had deeply lamented | 
the failure for the present of this amendment, re- : 
ducing the price for four forty-acre lots in favor `. 


of actual setulers only, which would have greatly 


benefited the poor man and the actual cultivator | 
But he had not told the Senate how | 
Since this. bill was intro- : 


of the soil. 
he should now vote. 
duced, the old States had, he feared, become more 
and more rigid in regard to the settlers in the new 
States—that they were now opposing preémptions 
as well as a reduction of the price. Thatas re- 
gards the settlers, the speeches of gentlemen in 
their favor were very good things; but when gen- 
tlemen spoke one way for the settlers and voted 
another way against them, their speeches amount- 
ed to less than nothing. That no provision as 


regards any ratio of distribution was designated | 


by the Constitution; and that to disregard the 
representation of the States in the Senate alto- 


gether wag to make an approach towards break- 


ing down the State sovereignties and consolidat- 
ing the Government. 


Mr. W. said there were peculiar reasons why : 


the principle of distribution which he proposed 


now might be very just at this period, and yet | 


not constitute a standing precedent. All the new 
States (but one) are small States, whose fund 
would be incre? sed by the principle he proposed 
to adopt; and that this would be only returning 
to the people of the new States, who paid into 
your Treasury nearly all this fund, a large rat- 
able proportion of the moneys paid by themselves. 
Mr. W. said, if he had proposed to divide this 


fund equally among all the States without regard ` 


to population, there might be some ground to 
complain; but when his proposed distribution 
adopted the compound ratio of representation in 
both Houses fixed by the Constitution, it would 
come inuch nearer to a just basis, under existing 
circumstances, than the last or the next census. 

Mr. CLAY said that the gentleman from Mis- 
sissippi, it was truc, offered strong inducements 
to Delaware to obtain the support of her Senator 
to his amendment, and, these failing, he had of- 
fered another by way of compliment to her Sen- 
ator, and that had also failed, the Senator from 


Delaware’s sense of justice outweighing all other | 


considerations. The gentleman referred to the 
inequality in the bill which gave the twelve per 
cent. to the new States. If the Senator’s sense 
of justice towards the old States was so strong as 


to induce him to move to strike out this provis- | 
ion, and he could get the gentlemen from the ` 


other new States to agree with him, he (Mr. C.) 
did not know that he would persist in a desire to 
retain it. Mr. C. then went on to show that the 
distribution according to the basis of Federal 
population was the only just one, and urged the 
Senate not to adopt the amendment, as striking 
at the very principle of the bill. 


Mr. PORTER observed in reply to Mr. Warr- | 


ER that, as the Senator from Mississippi had not 
given any pledge to vote either for or against the 
bill, he was still open to conviction, and he hoped 
that he might be induced to go for it. Now, he 
had made up his mind to vote for the bill, and being 
friendly to it he dreaded the effect the amendment 
would have in the other House. 
the small States were strong, but in the other 
House the tables would be turned; there will be 
(said Mr, P.) forty to one against us. He there- 
fore could not vote for the amendment, as he be- 
lieved it would defeat the bill. 

Mr. BLACK observed that he had carefully 
examined the deed of cession from the State of 


| 


| Virginia, and was satisfied, after full reflection, 
‘that the amendment of his colleague conflicted | 
' with its provisions. He was therefore compelled | 


_ to vote against it. $ 
The question was herc taken on Mr. WaALKER’s ; 


amendment; and it was rejected—ycas 6, nays 37; 
as follows: ; 

YEAS—Messrs. Benton, Ewing of Illinois, Linn, Niles, 
Robinson, and Walker—8. 

NAYS—Messrs. Black, Brown, Buchanan, Clay, Clayton, 
Crittenden, Cuthbert, Davis, Goldsborough, Grundy, Hen- 
dricks, Hill, Hubbard, Kent, King of Alabama, King of 
Georgia, Knight, Leigh, McKean, Mangum, Moore, Morris, 
Naudain, Nicholas, Porter, Prentiss, Peston, Rives, Rob- 
bins, Shepley, Southard, Swift, Tallmadge, Tomlinson, 
Webster, White, and Wright—37. 


The Senate then adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. i 
Monpay, April 25, 1836. 
The unfinished business of Monday last was ` 
taken up, being a motion to excuse Mr. UnpeEr- 
woop from voting on laying an appeal on the 
table taken by Mr. Wiss, from a decision of the 
Cuarr, that a memorial presented by Mr. SLADE | 
against the admission of Arkansas into the Union, | 
on the ground of the toleration of slavery, went, | 
under the order of the House, to the committee | 
appointed under the resolution of Mr. Pinckney. | 


Ar. UNDERWOOD was then excused from | 


voting; and the motion to lay the appeal on the || 


table was carried—yeas 127, nays 62, as follows: 
|| YEAS—Messrs. Adams, Anthony, Barton, Beale, Bean, ; 
|! Beaumont, Bockee, Bovee, Buchanan, Bunch, Burns, By- ` 
; num, Cambreleng, Carr, Casey, Chaney, Chapin, Cleveland, 
:. Coffee,Connor, Craig, Cramer, Cushing, Cushman, Deberry, 
| Dickerson, Doubleday, Dromgoole, Eftner, Fairfieid, Farlin, 
Fowler, French, Fry, Philo C. Fuller, William K. Fuller, 
: James Garland, Gillet, Grantiand, Haley, Joseph Hall, 
Hamer, Hannegan, Samuel S. Harrison, Hawes, Hawkins, 
i; Haynes, Henderson, Hoar, Howard, Howell, Hubley, Hunt- . 
ington, Huntsman, Ingham, Jabez Jackson, Joseph John- 
son, Richard M. Johnson, Cave Johnson, John W. Jones, 
il Benjamin Jones, Judson, Kennon, Kilgore, Kinnard, Klin- 
gensmith, Lane, Laporte, Lawrence, Gideon Lee, Joshua 
Lee, Thomas Lec, Luke Lea, Leonard, Lincoln, Logan, 
‘’ Lyon, Abijah Mann, Job Mann, Martin, William Mason, 
Moses Mason, May, McCarty, McComas, McKeon, Mcee 
‘ Kim, McLene, Montgomery, Moore, Morgan, Muhlenberg, 
‘| Owens, Page, Patterson, Patton, Franklin Pierce, Dutee J. 
!| Pearce, Peyton, Phelps, Pinckney, Reed, Rencher, John 
i Reynolds, Ripley, Rogers, Seymour, Shields, Shinn, Sickles, 
|| Smith, Spangler, Speight, Storer, Sutherland, Tailiaterro, 
ii Laylor, John ‘Thomson, Toucey, Turner, Turrill, Vander- 
oel, Wagener, Ward, Webster, Weeks, Whittlesey, and 
Sherrod Williams—127. 
NAYS—Messrs. Chilton Allan, Heman Alien, Bailey, Bell, 
Bond. John Calhoon, William B. Calhoun, Campbell.George 


borne, John F. H. Claiborne, Clark, Corwin,Crane, Darling- 
i; ton, Denny, Evans, Everett, Glascock, Granger, Graves, 
| Grayson, Griffin, Hiland Hall, Hard, Hardin, Harlan, Har- 
per, Hazeltine, Heister, Holsey, Hunt, William Jackson, 
Janes, Jeniter, Henry Johnson, Lawler, Lewis, Love, 
Lucas, Sainpson Mason, McKay, McKennan, Mercer, Mor- 
ris, James A. Pearce, Pettigrew, Phillips, Potts, Russell, 
William B. Shepard, Slade, Sloane, Standefer, Stecle, 
Vinton, Washington, White, Lewis Williams, and Wise— 
62 


;; Chambers, John Chambers, Chapman, Nathaniel H. Clai- ; 


April 25, 


The question was then taken; and the appeal 
; was laid on the table; yeas 110, nays 63, as fol- 
, lows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Ash, Ashley, Barton, Beale, Bean, Beau- 
mont, Bockee, Boon, Bovee, Boyd, Buchanan, Bunch, 
Burns, Bynum, Cambreleng, Carr, Casey, Chapin, Clark, 
Cleveland, Coffee, Coles, Connor, Craig, Cramer, Cush- 
man, Deberry, Dickerson, Dromgoole, Dunlap, Effner, Fair- 
field, Farlan, Fowler, French, Fry, Philo C. Fuller, Wil- 
liam K. Fuller, Gillet, Graves, Grayson, Haley, Joseph 
Hail, Hamer, Samuel S. Harrison, Albert G. Harrison, 
Ilawes, Haynes, Henderson, Hopkins, Hubley, Hunting- 
ton, Huntsman, Ingham, Jabez Jackson, Jarvis, Joseph 
Johnson, Richard M. Johnson, Cave Johnson, Kilgore, Kin- 
nard, Kiingensmith, Lane, Lansing, Gideon Lee, Leonard, 
Abijah Mann, Job Mann, Mauning, Martin, John Y. Mason, 
William Mason, Moses Ma-on, May, McKay, McKeon, 
McKim, McLene, Mercer, Montgomery, Morgan, Muhlen- 
berg, Page, Parks, Patterson, Franklin Pierce, Dutee J. 
Pearce, Pettigrew, Phelps, Pinckney, John Reynolds, Rip- 
ley, Roane, Rogers, Schenck, Seymour, Williain B. Shep- 

i ard, Augustine H. Shepperd, Shiclds, Sickles, Smith, 

: Speight, Taliaferro, Taylor, John Thomson, Turrill, Van- 

: derpoel, Wagener, Ward, Webster, and Sherrod Williams 
110. 


| 


NAYS—Messrs. Adams, Chilton Allan, Heman Allen, 
: Bailey, Bell, Bond, Bouldin, Briggs, Campbell, Carter, 
. George Chambers, John Chambers, Chapman, Childs, Johu 
F. H. Claiborne, Corwin, Crane, Darlington, Evans, Ev- 
erett, James Garland, Glascock. Granger, Griffin, Hard, 
! Hardin, Harlan, Hazeltine, Heister, Hoar, Holsey, Howell, 
| William Jackson, Kennon, Lawler, Lawrence, Lay, Luke 
Lea, Lewis, Lincoln, Love, Lucas, Lyon, Samp:ou Mason, 
| Maury, McKennan, Milligan, Morris, James A. Pearce, 
! Phillips, Potts, Reed, Russcil. Slade, Spangler, Standefer, 
| Steele, Storer, Waddy Thompson Mp OWN, Washington, 
Whittlesey, Lewis Williams, and Wise—63. 
PROCEEDS OF THE PUBLIC LANDS--GEN- 


| ERAL HARRISON. 

The House resumed the consideration of the 
resolutions of the Kentucky Legislature in favor 
of a distribution of the procceds of the sales of 
| the public lands. ` 

The question pending was the motion of Mr. 
| WiıLliams, of Renwick, to refer the resolu- 
tions to the Committee of Ways and Means, with 
i instructions to report a bill for the distribution of 
|| the proceeds aforesaid among the several States 
'! for purposes of internal improvements and edu- 

| cation. 

|| Mr. HAWES rose to proceed in the remarks 

: which he had heretofore commenced. 

© Mr. WILLIAMS, of Kentucky, contended 
that, by giving way for other business on former 
days, his colleague had waived his right to the 
` floor, and that, under the rule, he could not again 
address the House until every other member had 
i spoken who chose to do so. 

The sense of the House was taken, and it was 

| decided, without a count, that Mr. Hawes was 

` entitled to the floor. 

` Mr. HAWES said it had been so long since he 

: had submitted the preceding part of his remarks, 

: that he scarcely remembered at what point of the 
debate he had left off. He should, however, be- 

‘ fore coming to the subject of distribution, touch 
upon the military career of General Harrison 


| 
1 
| 


The next subject in order was an appeal of a during the late war. The able and indefatigable 
', similar character taken by Mr. Stave on the 11th member from the State of Illinois (Mr. nee. 
i instant from a like decision upon a petition pre- | had offered a proposition to graduate the price o 
_ sented by Mr. S. on that day. ., the public lands. The subject now under con- 
| Mr. SPEIGHT, in order to put an end to the | sideration was to distribute the proceeds of the 
; discussion on the appeal, moved that it-be laid on - public lands among the several States, according 
:! the table, together with the subject connected with , to their Federal numbers. This proposition, if 
lit i: carried into effect, he believed, would entirely 
Mr. WISE had received a letter from certain |) prostrate the interests of the western country; 
persons connected with Bristol College, which | and he had said before, that he never could con- 
denied that they had signed any memorial in ref- |, sent that the interests of the land of his adoption 
, erence to slavery in the Territories. |; should be thus prostrated. He asked if it would 


In the Senate | 


i Mr. SLADE had not stated that the persons | 
i; alluded to had signed the memorial which he pre- | 
= sented from Bristol. 
| Mr. MORRIS asked for the yeas and nays on | 
| the motion to lay on the table; which were or- | 

| dered | 
i _ Mr. ADAMS had in his possession similar pe- | 
‘| titions, and inquired of the Chair what would | 

. be the effect of laying the appeal on the table, and | 


; not be better to take the bill of the gentleman from 
Ilinois in preference to the proposition then under 
| discussion? That bill, if carried into effect, 
| would go to enhance the prosperity of the West. 
| There were a portion of the people of the United 
| States who considered that it was unconstitutional 
i for the General Government to makes internal 


i; improvements; and yet, under the operations of 


| the land bill, it would be to force the States to do 
that which the Government itself could not do. 


‘ whether or not the petition would also be laid on . 
i the table, or go to the select committee ? 

|. The SPEAKER replied that, if the motion to | 
| lay the appeal on the table prevailed, it would 
f carr 


| | 


| 


arry with it the whole subject, and that the ac- ' 
tion upon the petition would be suspended, sub- 
ject to the point of order upon the appeal, and 
would remain suspended until the House should 
take up and decide the point of order arising upon | 
that appeal. i 


Since Mr. H. had had the honor of addressing 
the House, his friend from Ohio [Mr. Srorer] 
; had taken occasion, in Committee of the Whole, 
i to answer the remarks which Mr. H. had made 
, on that occasion, although he had not, as the 

House well knew, finished his speech; the effect 

of which was, that the speech of the gentleman 
i from Ohio, in answer to his, was laid before the 


: people of the country before his was finished. He 
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eena 


. therefore hoped that be might be permitted then | Tippecance as evidence of his powers, they might | 
to answer the speech which purported to be an || look in vain for what he had done in any other | 
answer to his. ‘| field. He believed the gentleman from Ohio had ' 


tileman from Ohio; because he bélteved-a braver 
people never did exist than the western: people; 
| and heasked these who were old enough to Know, 


The CHAIR stated that, as he was not per- 
mitted to do so by the rules of the House, he 
must put the question to the House. 

The question was then put, and Mr. Hawes 
was permitted to reply to the remarks of the gen- 
tleman from Ohio. 

Mr. HAWES observed that he felt thankful to | 
the House for the favor, because, otherwise, the 
speech of the gentleman from Ohio, in answer to 
his, never coald have been answered by him. The 
speech of the gentleman in pamphlet form, was 
the most singular looking article of the kind he 
had ever seen. It purported upon its face to be 
a speech in answer to his, in relation to the mal- | 
itary conduct of General-Harrison during the Jate 
war; yet when it came to be opened and looked | 

into, instead of its being a speech, four. fifths of | 

-it were certificates to the conduct of General Har- | 
rison during the late war; so he thought the best ' 
designation he could give it would be, the certif- ` 

. icate speech of the gentleman from.: Ohio: -dt ; 
never was his intention to- charge a want.of per- | 
sonal bravery in General Harrison-during the 


i 


| 
| 


i 
4 


. his military character, as it was on that grousd 
-alone that his colleague (Mr. Harpen} called on 
the people of Kentucky to support’ him for the 
highest station in the people aan. “"Fhis being the 
‘case, and as on this alone were rested his elaims 
‘for the Presidency; Mr. H. considered it a duty | 

to show on what basis these claims. were founded. |! 
-His friend fronrOhio,too, had introduced as many | 
certificates of charactet of General Harrison a%a ‘| 
physician would have strung ta a ‘patent med- `: 
icine he. wished to recommend to the. country. : 
He asked if it was necessary, in this instance sto 
: rt the military character of a cemmeandiag .. 
officer by a long list of certificates? . it had been ` 
observed by one ‘now in a high station; thst the : 
character of a military man wasalwayainjured by 
“ certificates, because it led men to doubt whether 
he had acted bravely. He asked if aman would 
: pr get certificates of character, unless charges 
been made against:that character? Certainly 
- pot. What would-be thought of -a female, who 
would go through the land to get certificates of 
character?- Why, it would be thought that se- 
' pious charges had been made against lier. charac- | 
ter. He considered the character of a military 
- man as delicate as-that of a female. He-discov- | 
ered, too, in these certificates, that they were all ; 


t 


4 day was so calamitous, was, that the part of the . 
|; army under command of General Harrison was :. 
kept at such a distance from the remainder of . 
i! the troops that they could not be brought to . 
if act in concert with them; and Major Madison had : 
‘i much better means of asccttaining the true state `; 


H 


i 
war.. He had, however, a right to inġuire' into | 


j 


|} as a 


| if the time ever was when dismay pervaded the 
i West. Itdid not. Enlistments were unnecessary 
because enough volunteered to answer every pur- 
pose; and this he did not think looked much like 
dismay or disinclination to the service. 

Mr. H. said Gencral Harrison ought not to 
reccive the vote of Kentucky on account of his 
great military talenta; and on this alone his co! 
league had reated his claims to the presidency. 
He was willing te do justice to that individual. 
and would again repeat what he had said once 
before, that he did not intend to make any charge 
against his personal bravery; but he considered 
of facts than one of General Harrison’s subor- | his military character as publie property; and so 
dinates. Yet, notwithstanding that General Har- ; he should exercise the privilege of treating the 
rison generally kept a considerable distance from |, military character of any individual. He again 
the enomy, lie waste be brought before the people '; said that he should not have mentioned thé name 
i for the Presidency as the hero of the last-war, | of General Harrison at all, and should not have ` 
| with a long string of patent-medicine certificates, | found it necessary even to allude to his military 
| patched up by the gentleman from Ohio, while ;; character, had it not been for the remarks of his 
rthome who actually fought and bled in some of |: colleague, (Mr, Haapiw.] . The gentleman from 
| those battles were to be cried down by those gen- | Ohio [Mr. Storer] thought, Mr. H. had acted 
tlemen. But Major Madison stated that if even ‘| wrong in tearing up the military character of 
five hundred men had been sent by General Har- || General Harrison. That gentleman (said he) 
rison to the relief of those-who were engagéd in | ought to have been much gratified at the course 
that conflict,:it would have been a victoryinstead ; he (Mr. H.) took, because it gave the gentleman 
of adefeat. He-asked the gentleman from Ohio | from Ohio a goad opportunity to tack together 
if he would rest the claims of an individual for |, his list of certificates, showing what a military 
| the: Presidency on so flimsy a foundation as this? |’ man and excellent soldier General Harrison was; 
That General would not even send five hundred ' and those public documents and certificates could 
men to save the glaughter of his fellow-citizens : not fail todo good in Ohio, because the people of 
on that occasion; and yet they were called upon ' Ohio were an intelligent ‘people, and could not 
‘to support that General for the Presidency on no |; fail to be convinced by the vast number of certifi- 
other ground than his great military achieve- cates which the gentleman from Ohio had attached 
ments. He would tell hie colleague, who had ito his speech. ae : 
based his claims of General Harrison on his miti- | Mr. H.said,as he had occupied a considerable ` 
tary-achievements, that, because of the recollec- | portion of the time of the House, and as there 
tiens of the field of Raisin, the people would |: would be another opportunity of discussing this 
moat assuredly defeat him. The gentleman from l. subject, he would now yield the floor to his col- 
Ohio had thought that Mr. H. waś taking apon |, league, (Mr. Wiruiams,] who had shown so 
-himeelf that which ought to have been left to some | much anxiety to obtain the floor. 
of the gentlemen from Ohio. : He would telithe || _ Mr. WILLIAMS, of Kentucky, obtained the 

man that he had a very warm. fecling for ‘| floor; but the hour having nearly expired, he 
io; and when he eaw.a sisier State slandercd, | moved that the House proceed to the orders of 
and that too by an individual who was: now 


aba d 
coming forward to ask them for their votes, he, |! 


said that the gencral once had a hole shot in his 
hat. As certificates had become the order of the 
day, Mr. H. would read the opinion of Major | 
Madison, who was not the subordinate of Gen- ; 
eral Harrison, nor dependent upon him for sup- . 
port, but who was the Governor of an independ- : 
ent Stateyand he stated that the reasons why the 


' the day; which was agreed to. 
5 Aaa th ; |. REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 
entuckian,should make an effort, however `i eet aR a ee eon 
humble it might be, to throw back that slander. | Mr. CAMBRELENG, from the Committee 
He had understood thé gentleman frone Okio to 


of “Ways and Means, on leaye, reported a bill 
say that when Ohio ‘needed. his (Mr. H:’s) ‘ser 


4 
bee 


colonels, majors, generals, &c. It would be rec- 
olleeted, however, that dufing that period of the | 
war, these men were not colonels, majors, and 
generals, but were the mere subardinate. officers ' 
. under the command of General Harrison, and that | 
. they became colonels, majors, and generals, sub- 
sequent to that period... At the time they gave 
' the certificates alluded to, they stood pretty much 
in the same relatidn to General, Harrison that his 
friend from New York [Mr. Graigen} now did— 
as lieutenant, or second in command.. They were 
` his mere subordinates, and dependent-upoh him; 
and he made this allusion toshow that they should 
not be carried before the country. as coienels and | 
generals at that time. But he asked where was | 
the certificate of the individual who commanded | 
the fourth regiment at Ti oe—that regiment 
which shed luster and glory on the country? Gen- 
eral Harrison had the certificates of all his subor- |! 
dinates; but Mr. H. asked where. waa the certif- || 
icate of the commander of that regiment? He |; 
pealed to some of the gentlemen in that House 
they had not heard, on various occasions,Gen- 
eral Boyd speak of the military character of Gen- | 


> 


eral Harrison in a different way from that of these |f 


certificates. The reason why his certificate was | 
not predueed was, that it would go in opposition | 
to those laid before :them, because he was ef a 
different opinion from those who had given these 
certificates.. | s 

He had said before, that the battle of Tippe- 
canoe was the best action of General Harrison’s 
life, save one, and that one was, when the hand 
of Providence directed him to come to Washing- 
ton to throw up the command. of the army, in 
order that the hero of Orleans might be appointed 
in his stead. Mr. H. said, if they did not take 
the conduct of General Harrison at the battle of | 


tig 


-i| making # further appropriation for repressing 
vices, she would send a special messenger. He || Indian hostilities ‘in Florida; “Which was read 
| would teH the gentleman that -hé would always | 
: be found ready to do justice to Ohio or-any other i | : ‘ ; 
| State without being sent for by a special messen- ‘| trict of Columbia, reported the following bills; 
; ger: He would.also teH the gentleman, that if || Which were read twice, and committed: A bill 

the people of his State had been spoken of thus, i! for the erection of anew jail in the city of Wash- 


twice, and committed.” - a 
Mr. LANE, from the Committee for the Dis- 


|: by showing that some other persón had spoken 


he would not have éndeavoréd to passit over ` 


in like manner of the people sf another State; but | 
he would at once have. eunced it a slander. | 
How did the peban from Ohio. jástify this ; 
charge which General Harrison had madc against | 
the -people of Ohio? He: justified it hy snying | 
that General Jackson spoke in:the same manier ' 
ef the Kentuckians át .New Orleans: Had his | 
friend forgétten ‘the history of the matter? It | 
must be recollected that’ that matter: was inves- | 


the judgment of the court-martial was signed by || 
General Jackson himself. if General Jackson | 
had done injustice to the Kentuckians, he im- | 
mediately withdrew. it by signing their acquittal; | 
and Mr. H. had no doubt but that.General Har- | 
rison would now sign an acquittal for the people i 
of Ohio, since he had become solicitous of their | 
votes. But the gentleman from Ohio: had been ‘| 


Mr. STORER said, what: he hed said on that | 
subject was, that it was in a time of universal | 
dismay, in consequence of the massacres that had | 
taken place. He had said that the people were, | 
for a time, panic-struck, and that dismay per- | 
ee frontier, but that they were not in fear || 
or 


tigated by a court-martial, which determined that |! 
| the Kentuckians had acted like true soldiers, and : 


ington, fer Washingten county, in the District 


| of Columbia; and a bill to establish a criminal 


court in the District of Columbia. 

Mr. CALHOON, of Kentucky, from the Com- 
mittee on Roads, and Canals, reported a bill 
providing for purchasing the individual stock in 
the Louisville and Portland Canal by the United 
States; which was read twice. ., ._ ais 

Mr. GRAVES moved to conamit. the bill, and 
‘make it. the special order for Thursday next, 
‘from eleven to one o’clock; which was negatived 
without a count. 

Mr. GRAVES then moved to appropriate one 
hour on Thursday, from twelve to. one: o’¢lock, 
to the consideratiom of the aforesaid bill; which 
was not agreed: tœ: -> l 

On. motion of Mr. CALHOON, of 
the bill was then committed. 


PETITIONS, MEMORIALS, ETC. 
Petitions and memorials were pres nted, on 
9. 


, : 
Kentacky, 


bringing forward certificates to back General Har- |; leave, by Messrs. UNDERWOOD, THOMP- 
con ss : 1 SON. South Caroling, HOWARD, MAY, 
Tison inthe charges he made against the people | YA WRENCE, WHITE, JENIFER, PETTI- 


| GREW JOHNSON of Kentucky; THOMPSON 


of Ohio, LAY, GIDEON LEE, BUCHANAN, 
BEALE, INGERSOLL, COLES, ALLEN. of 
Vermont, WISE, LAWLER, PATTERSON, 
MUHLENBERG, SLOANE, HANNEGAN, 
and CLAIBORNE of Mississippi. 


Mr. LAWRENCE presented: a memorial of 


. Mr. HAWES resumed: He denied this assev- 
eration, although upon the authority of the gen- 


sundry citizens of Boston, on the subject of an 
express mail from that city to New Orleans; 
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paca rr ; 
e Committee on the Post ! 


which was referred toth 
Office and Post Roads. 7 
Mr. ADAMS presented joint resolutions of the 
Legislature of Massachusetts, in favor of the bill 
before the Senate for the distribution of the pro- 
ceeds of the sales of the public lands; i 
Also, joint resolutions in reference to fortifica- 
tions in Boston harbor; which were laid on the 
table, and ordered to be printed. Ae 
Mr. VANDERPOEL presented a petition 
praying an appropriation for the erection of a 
monament in memory of Mr. David Williams, 
deceased, one of the captors of Major André; 
which was referred to a select committee of five. 
Mr. PATERSON presented the petition ofthe 
Wryandott nation of Indians at Upper Sandusky, 
asking remuneration for stolen horses; which 
was referred tothe Committee on Indian Affairs. 
Mr. HANNEGAN presented the petition of 
Hugh McConnell, a revolutionary soldier, pray- 
ing to be placed on the pension roll; which was 


referred to the Committee on Revolutionary Pen- , 


sions. 
RESOLUTIONS. 


On motion of Mr. SHIELDS, it was 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads be instructed to inquire into the expedicucy 
of establishing a post route from Pulaski, Tennessee, by 
Rogersville, to Cortlund, Alabama. 


On motion of Mr. HANNEGAN, it was 


Resolved, That the Secretary of War be directed to lay 
before the House the papers on file in the Pension Office, 
in the case of Hugh McConnell. 


On motion of Mr. HOWARD, it was 


Resolved, That the Committee on Revolutionary Pensions ` 
be instructed to inquire into the expediency of placing the ' 


name of Edward Dennis on the pension roll. 


On motion of Mr. HAMER, it was 

Resolved, That the Committee on Invalid Pensions be 
instructed to inquire into the expediency of increasing the 
pension of Zebedee Smith, of Adams county, Oiio. 


On motion of Mr. FAIRFIELD, it was 


Resolved, That the Committee on Revolutionary Pensions 
be instructed to inquire into the propriety of placing the 
name of Danicl Granger upon the pension roll. 


On motion of Mr. MANN, of New York, it 
was 
Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Office and Post 


Roads be instructed to inquire into the expediency of au- | 
thorizing the Postmaster General to contract for carrying | i : 
; mere supplementary bill to the ordinary appro- : 


the mails on the navigable canals of the several States. 


On motion of Mr. DUNLAP, it was 


Resolved, That the Committee on Invalid Pensions bein- | 
structed to inquire into the expediency or paying to Nicholas | 


Darnell the per annum ailowance now allowed him, from 
the 2ist of November, 1828, to the 21st of November, 1835, 
at which time his name was placed on the invalid pension 
roll. 


On motion of Mr. McKAY, it was 


Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Office and Post 
Roads be instructed to inquire into the expediency of es- 
tablishing a post route from Elizabethtown, by Lennon’s 
cross roads, to Fair Bluff; thence by Whitesville and the 
Prong, at Wooten’s, back to Elizabethtown. 


On motion of Mr. BAILEY, it was 


Resolved, That the Committee on Revolutionary Pensions | 
be instructed to inquire into the expediency of granting to ‘| 
the heirs of Paul Dodge, late of Newcastle, in the county of | | 


Lincoln, State of Maine, deceased, the amount of his pen- 
sion from the 4th of March, 1820, (the time his name was 
dropped from the roll, under the act of 1820, on account of 
property,) to December, 1820, (the time of his death.) 


APPROPRIATION BILLS. 


In further execution of the special orde r of th 
26th of January last, the House resolved itself 
into tht Committee of the Whole on the state of 
the Union, (Mr. Surnervanp in the chair. 

Mr. CAMBRELENG moved to take up t 
making further appropriations for the repression 
of Indian hostilities in Florida. 

Mr. MERCER inquired of the Chair whether 
the special order embraced this bill, and whether 
the effect of that order was prospective as well as 
retrospective? 

_ The CHAIR referréd to the resolution of 26th 
of January, and said it embraced all the appro- 
priation bills for the expenses of the various De- 
partments of the Government. 

Mr. MERCER merely made the inquiry, and 

should not press a question of order upon it. 
The committee then took up and considered 

the bill reported this morning, providing for the 

repression of Indian hostilities in Florida. 


2 bill .; 


| The bill was read. It appropriated the sum of 
' $1,000,000 for the purpose. ; 
Mr. CAMBRELENG made a brief explanation 
that of the former appropriation only $487 re- 
mained; when the bill was considered, ordered to 


be laid aside and reported to the House without | 


amendment. 
On motion of Mr. CAMBRELENG, the com- 


mittee then took up the bill providing for the , 


salaries of certain officers therein named. 

This bill provides for the payment of the sala- 
ries of such extra clerks as are now employed in 
the various Departments, and whose compensa- 
tion was not provided for in the civil list bill, the 
Committee of Ways and Means having included 

. in that bill only such clerks and oiticers as were 
already provided for by law. 

Mr. CAMBRELENG moved a reduction of 
the item for the clerks in the office of the surveyor 
general of Illinois and Missouri from $4,820 to 
$2,820, on the ground that the balance was pro- 
vided for under the civil list bill; which was 
' agreed to. 
| Mr. BRIGGS moved to strike out the following 
i! words from the first clause: ‘‘ That being the sum 

` heretofore allowed him in the appropriation bills;”” 
i which was agreed to. 
Mr. ADAMS moved that the same words be 
stricken out of the bill wherever they occurred, 
on the ground of their being surplusage; which 
was agreed to. 

Mr, JOHNSON, of Tennessee, moved that the 
two extra clerks in the Treasury Department be 
allowed an annual salary of $J,150, and the other 
$1,000; which was agreed to. 

Mr. JOHNSON moved to strike out the clause 
appropriating $1,000 for the salary of an addi- 
tional clerk for the Navy Department; which was 
i agreed to. 

Mr. McKAY moved to strike out the words, 
| commencing with the present year,” whenever 
i they occurred in the bill; which was agreed to. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Louisiana, moved an ad- 
.. ditional clause to the bill providing an annual 
| salary of $2,500 to the surveyor general of the 


i: United States for Louisiana, and to the registers ; 


|; and receivers an additional $1,000 during the time 
|| they are employed in attending to private land 
|| claim 
Mr 


. 


s 
. CAMBRELENG explained, that it wasa 


‘ priation bill, and provided for no increase, nor 
: for any new salary, nor indeed for any appropri- 
ation not heretofore provided for. 

Mr. ASHLEY moved to add the words, ‘ Mis- 
| souri and Illinois,” after ‘* Louisiana,’’ in the 
amendment. 

Mr. SEVIER suggested ‘“ Arkansas” also. 

Theamendment to the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Tennessee, suggested to 
the mover of the amendment to withdraw it,and, 
if necessary, the provision could be introduced in 
a separate bill, whereupon, 


amendment. 

Mr. ASHLEY moved to amend the amended 
clause for the clerks of the surveyor general of 
i Illinois and Missouri, by increasing it from 
$2,820 to $3,820; which was agreed to. 

Mr. CAMBRELENG moved a general pro- 
visional clause to the bill; which was agreed to. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Kentucky, moved an addi- 
i tional clause, providing for the -employment of 
: six extra clerks and one messenger in the Quar- 
: termaster General’s office; which, after some re- 
. marks from Messrs. JOHNSON of Kentucky, 
; CAMBRELENG, JOHNSON of Tennessee, and 
-| VINTON, was agreed to, 

ii Mr. BELL, from the Committee on Indian 

| Affairs, moved an additional clause, authorizing 
j the surveyor general at St. Louis, Missouri, to 
_ employ two clerks in his office; the one atan an- 

i nual salary of $1,000, the other at $800; which, 
i after a few words from Messrs. BELL, CAM- 
: BRELENG, ASHLEY, and JOHNSON of 
| Tennessee, was agreed to. 

‘| Mr. HARRISON, of Missouri, moved to insert 
an item of $1,000 for the payment of costs of 
; certain suits decided against the United States in 

Missouri and Florida. [The same amendment 
| moved by Mr. H. to the civil list bill.] Lost. 

' The bill was then laid aside; and the commit- 


i 


r. JOHNSON, of Louisiana, withdrew the | 


tee took up the bill making appropriations for the 
| Indian Department for the year 1836, for Indian 
, annuities, &c. 

Mr. CAMBRELENG, from the Committee of 

| Ways and Means, proposed sundry amendments 
for carrying into effect the stipulations of various 
treaties with the Senecas, Choctaws, &c., and 

. expenses arising from entering into said treaties; 
which were agreed to. 

Mr. GARLAND, of Louisiana, moved an 
‘additional item of $80,000, for the purpose of 
| carrying into effect the provisions of the treaty 
: with the Cado Indians; which was agreed to. 

Mr. LYON moved an item of $2,327 12, to pay 

Colonel David Brierly for provisions purchased 

by him, and applied to the use_of the Indians; 

which, after a few words from Messrs. LYON, 
; CAMBRELENG, BELL, and EVERETT, was 
| agreed to. 
' Mr. BELL, under direction of the Committee 
on Indian Affairs, moved two additional items, 
viz: to defray the expense of removing certain 
Indians residing south of the Wisconsin, $40,000; 
‘and to defray the expense of holding treaties 
with certain Indiars in the Green Bay district, 
$20,000; which was agreed to. 

Mr. EVERETT, from the same committee, 
moved an additional item of $2,000, to def-ay 
the expense of holding treatics with the Indian 
tribes, for the purpose of extinguishing certain 
Indian titles in Missouri; which was agreed to. 

Several additional items were agrecd to, on the 
motions of Mr. ASHLEY and Mr. BELL; and 
the bill was laid aside. 

The committee then rose, and reported the 
foregoing bills, as amended, to the House. 
| The bill making a further appropriation for 
suppressing Indian hostilities in Florida, reported 
without amendment, was then ordered to be 
engrossed for a third reading; and, having been 
engrossed, was read a third time and passed. 

he House also concurred with the committee 
in their amendments to the Indian appropriation 
bill,and it was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
i| reading to-morrow. 
The bill providing for the salaries of certain 
| officers therein named was then taken up, and 

i all the amendments concurred in by the House 
‘| except that providing for additional clerk hire in 
| the Quartermaster General’s department. 

Mr. McKAY said, if the amendment should 
| be adopted, he should move a proviso to prevent 
_, the employment of commissioncd officers asextra 
| clerks in the bureau. 
| Mr. JOHNSON, of Kentucky, hoped there 
|, would be no objection to such a modification. 

Mr. McKAY moved his proviso, and it was 
greed to nem con. 

The amendment was then discussed by Messrs. 
| CAMBRELENG, JOHNSON of Kentucky, and 
i| JOHNSON of Tennessee, when it was agreed 
|| to—ayes 86, noes 40; and the bill was ordered to 
| be engrossed for a third reading to-morrow. 

Mr. CAMBRELENG gave notice that the 
i! next bill he should propose to take up would be 
| the Army appropriation biil, to which he intended 
|; to move some important amendments. 
| On motion of Mr. FULLER, of New York, 
| the House adjourned. 
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IN SENATE. 
l Turspar, April 26, 1836. 

Mr. LINN presented the petition of the inhab- 
itants of Johnson county, Missouri, praying for 
the establishment of a post route from Columbus, 
situated at the iron works on the Mississippi 
river, State of Kentucky, to pass through the 
seats of justice of Scott, Cape Girardeau, Madi- 
son, and St. Francis counties; thence to Caledonia 
and Mina counties, to the seat of justice of Craw- 
ford county; thence to the seat of justice in Pulaski 
county, by the way of: Massy’s iron works; 
thence to the seat of justice of Pettis county; 
thence to Gilchrist’s mills in Johnson county; 
thence to Blackwater post office in said county; 
i thence to Independence, in Jackson county; which 
' was referred to the Committee on the Post Office 
‘and Post Roads. 

The CHAIR communicated a report from the 
| Treasury Department, in answer to a resolution 
l-of the Senate submitted by Mr. Ewina, inquiring 
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and 
- On motion of Mr. HUBBARD, one thousand 
extra copies of the report were ordered to be 


nted. 

Mr. KENT ted the memorial of certain 
merchants of Baltimore, praying to be indemni- 
fred for jations committed by French eruisers 
ander the Berlin aiid Milan decrees, their claims . 
having been rejected by the late commission under 
the French treaty; which wes: referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. an 

Mr. BENTON presented x petition from Dr. 
Planteau, of Philadelphia, stating that he had 
ee valuable im bach afar or 
of steamboats, an i patronage òf | 
Congress, which was payr te the Commities | 
on Roads and Canals. oy? 


INDEPENDENCE OF TEXAS. . . | 
Í 
| 


- Mr. MORRIS presented the proceedings of a 
and table meeting of the citizens of | 
Cincinnati, on the subject of the struggle for free- ; 
dom now going on in fee aod ing the 
expediency of acknowledging the independente of | 
ravages . Mr. M. asked ‘that the proceed- |: 
ings might be read, and referred to the Committee 
on Fereiga Relations. l ' 
- Mr. KING, of Alabama, suggested to. the Ben- 


ator from Ohio whether it was not going too far, 
in the aspect of the affaire of ‘Texas, to 
refer these proceedings te a eommittee. How? - 


ever strong {he said) our feeling? mi be in 
faver of thoee ctor esl cna whe Ben cree i 


gling for the preservation of their dearest rights, | 


a 


as well as for their very existence, and however 


deep our abhorrenoeand detestation of the cruel | 


and tyrannical conduct of their invaders, yet he | 
thought that the acknowledgment of their inde- 
pendence at this time, or thé adoption of any 
measures looking to it, seemed to be 
He admitted there was a strong feeling on this | 
subject pervading every portion of this country, | 
it was ndtural gee eo, Mle people of 
this country could not but ly 8 ize 
with these whe were eaae e e en 
rights of man, and must mecessarily feel a pow- 
erful sense of indignation at the bleod-stained 
atrocities. which marked. the desolating - 
reas of their cruci oppressors.. This wasali 

natural; but: for the Senate te interfere in. the 
present state: of affairs: ke thought was prema- 


ture; and he bey ore to the gentleman from 
Ohio, whether best course: would not be to 


to lay these proceedings upon the table wauld/not 
revail; that 
ave of the sense of the people of the United States; |) 
that the sympathies of the American people were | 
deeply excited in regard to the situation of Texas: 
that cai re thousands: of American citizens | 
invited: exico to participate in the blessings | 
of a Federal Goverament aud ef free: institecions | 
+~invited to settle the wilderness; and defend tha | 
Mexicansagainst the then frequent incursions of- 
a savage foe, and now attempted to be trodden | 
down beneath the feet of ‘the most i if 
despot and -wsurper that had ever di the | 
annals of the world; that, in point of faet, Santa | 
Anna, and his prissts and'me ies, were the 


vements in.the comstruction i 
| 
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ture. || the 


that Texas would maintain her independence, and - 
` that we would acknowledge it. The death of the 
Nien 0, of prisoners of © 


murdered heroes at ‘the 
war massacred in cold blood by the orders of a 
ruthless tyrant, would call down upon him the 


vengeance of catth and heaven. It had excited a | 
thrill of horror throughout this Union, and was |! 


now bringing the evidences of public feeling before 
this body. Let us now, then, give to these pro- 
ceedings in favor of 'Texas, that respectful refer- 


énce to which they are so justly entitled, and - 


which, whitst it does not now violate the neutral- 


ity of this Government; will cheer onward, in 
le who are | 
imitating the example of the patiots of dur own | 
Revolution, and whese destiny will be the same. | 
Mr. MORRIS was well assured that this was 
a question of great delitacy, and that they should — 


the hour of gloom and dariger, a 


proceed with much caution. He agreed with his 
riend from Mississippi that the publie mind was 
much excited on the subject, and that the sympea- 
thies af our people were deeply aroused in favor 
of the suffering Texans. As a citizen, individ. 
ually, he accorded fully with the feelings ex- 
pressed in the proceedings of this meeting; but, 
as an American Senator, i felt that he ought to 
act with some caution. He believed the people 
ef Cincinnati spoke the united voice of the whole 
State, and that thelr meeting would be followed 
by other meetings, not only in Ohio, but in every 
part of the Union. He was willing to ‘lay the 
proceedings en the table for the present; us sug- 
gested by the Senator from Alabama; and: the 
more so, as he bad been informed that similar 
memorials would be pres®&ted from ‘other parts 
of the United States, when, the Senate haying 
sentiments of the country more generally ex- 
| pressed, it would be proper to call up the proceed- 
inge, and act on them. , a 

hé proceedings were then laid on the table. ` 


OTHER PETITIONS, 


_ Mr. TALLMADGE presented the petition of 
wandry citizens of New York, praying for the 


Roads, : è 
Mr. BROWN presented the petition of James 
Manning, late ¢ollector of Beaufort, North Çarp- 
lina; which was referred to the Committee on 
Me BLACK presented a petition of sind 

r. nted a petition of sandr 
citizens of Miseiasippi, complaining that they hed 


i| been deprived of their lands by the location of 


Choctaw reservations; which was referred to the 
Committee on Public Lands. 
MARINE HOSPITAL FUND. 

‘Mr. BENTON presented a statement, which 
he had received from the collector of New Orleans, 
showing the amounts received on the western 
waters for the marine hospital fund; which was 
referred to the Committee on Commerce. ™ 

_ + i". WESTERN ARMORIES. 

‘Mr. BENTON, from the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs, reported a bill for the establishment 
of several armories and depots of arms; whick 


rebels, and not the people of Texas; that it was 
Manta Anaa and his party wha had prostrated the 
Federat Government of Mexico, and wera now 
attempting to establish upon its ruins a central 
military despotism; that the people of Texas had 
fought for the Federal Constitution of 1824, and 
adhered to it anti] all hope of its prese¢vation had 
been extinguished; and that then, and then only, 
‘when the énly'alterbative presented was to rucéive 
the chains of a usurper; of resist unto death, they 


26 


was read, and ordered to a second reading. ` 

_ ADMISSION ON THE FLOOR. © 
. Me MANGUM submitted. the following res- 
olation; which was considered, and agreed to: ; 


Ressived; That the teles of the Senate be to amended as 
ta admit into the lobby of the Senate Chamber ex-Govern- 
ora of the States. ne ee 


wet o io EE pag ETS 
Mr. DAVIS, on teave, introduced a bill ta 


ra IEY 


establishment of a post route; which was referred | 
te the Committee on the Post Office and Pest |! 


amend the tariff laws; which was read twice, and 
referred to the Committee on Manufactures. 


INDIAN HOSTILITIES IN FLORIDA. 


The bills from the House making additional 
appropriations for the suppression of Indian hos- 

ties in Florida, and for the relief of Jamce Al- 
' exander and Iran Allen, were severally read twice 
and referred. - Ghai tet 
RESOLUTIONS AGREED TO. 


The resolutions lying on the table were con: 
., sidered and adopted. 


. PROCEEDS OF THR PUBLIC LANDS. 


|. ‘Fhebill forthe distribution of the net proceeded 

' of the sales of the public lands, &c., was taken 

up asthe order of the day, and Mr. CLAY ad- 

dressed she Senate until a late hour: in a long and 

romemauive speech in favor of the bill; after! 

which, — : t 
The Senate adjourned. 
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HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
: ‘Tuespay, April 26, 1836. : 
Mr. GLASCOCK rose and remarked, that ħa 
felt it to be his duty, whatever might be the re~ 
, sult, to: renew the motion made by the gentionast 
feom Virginia [Mr. Wisx} yesterday, to have 
read a letter from the Faculty of Bristol College; 
Pra ie reference toa correspondence 

, of the Philadelphia Inquirer, which purported të 
"give an actount of a petition presented by Mr. 
| Suape, from Bristol, against the admission of 
ii Arkansas:into the Union. He made the motioti 
, as an act of fustice to the Faeulty of thie collepë: 
: Phe CHAIR desired frat to ascertain whether 
the reading of the letter was objected to ? 
:: Mr. GLASCOCK was satisfied, if ha wae pers 
mitted to state the perpert of the letter, no personi 


would sa a reading. $ 
. Mr. WISE vaid it'was at hie y and alow 
at the instances of the gentleman from’ Georgia; 
Mr. Guascocr,} that thé motion had been made: 
e hoped it would: be read. — - ae 


"Mr. ADAMS objected to the veading: of the 
letter, until the: House decided whether dr wot 
ney ewe receive pdtitione df tie thernetéer uh 
luded to. Caw eee ee ere: 

Mr. GLASCOCK: moved ‘to suspend the rulet 
for the purpose of having ‘the letter read; and 
asked for the + pada nays on the motion. | 

The CHAIR requested Mr. G. to reduce his 
; motion to ne -| 

Mr. GRANGER inquired whether there was 
sre the House any petition to which the letter 
related? TIMA 


The CHAIR replied that the petition referred 
to was suspended upon a point of order: 
i Mr. GLascock’s motion was then read, as fol 
Ows: es ee 
‘That es be e of ofie 
and bacing ori a aa nclity of Briol Cal 
fege, Pennsyivania, disclaiming having ever signed any 
| memorial remenatrating against the adi: of Ar 
with slavery attached to her, and if. theif names appeared 
to such they were forgeries. © | et) ty? 
Mr. REED was not aware that any guch may 
morial had ever been presented to the House, 
Mr, ADAMS. moyed to amend the motion by 
adding, “and that the memorial to whigh, tha 
letter refers be also read? rr ie iyi 
Mr. SEVIER aaid this was a matter af much 
delicacy, and. in which his constityents. were 
mich’ interested. He had sat in ha feat and sir 
leńtly witnessed the course pursued ‘in reference 
tq this subject, He felt it to þe h pay. to move 
to lay the whole subject onthe table, 0 
Mr. GLASCOCK was as anxious for the ad+ 
mission of Arkansas as the Delegate from that 
Territory. ely Me e 
The Wollon of Mr. SEVIER was then ag 
towithoytacount, > o, gge YOG 
j PUBLIC DBEPOSIPAeHg 


|). Mr. DROMGOOLE eakedthe anaditidus con- 


aoe 


f = $ y 
sent of the House to proceed tothe consideration f 
of the resolution offered by him calling upon the ` 
Secretary of the Treasury for information in re- 
lation to the deposit of the public moneys, £c; 
whieh was objected to. 
Mr, DROMGOOLE moved to supend the rules 
until ofelock, for the purpose stated; which was 
agreed to. , 

“The resolution was then taken up, the ques- 
tion being on the ameadment of Mr. Wise to 
add to the resolution a cause proposing to ratse 
a select committee for the purpose of inquiring 
into the same subject. 

Mr. BOND, who was entitled to the floor, ad- 
dressed the House at considerable length in con- 
tinuation of his remarks on a former day. He 
went into an examination to show the great pros- 
perity of the country from the a 1799 to 1341, 
during the existence of the old Bank of the United 
States, and the melancholy gloom whieh hung 
over the tand from the latter period up to the es- 
tablishment of the new Bank of the United States. 
He also showed the great increase in the number 
of banks and paper moncy in the last few years, 
and argued ghat those banks were established by 
the persons who were making a great outcry | 
about bringing the country back to a specie cur- 
rency. Mr. B. alluded to the assertion of the 
Secretary of the Treasury, that the State banks 
would afford a better and safer currency than the 
Bank of the United States, and that the moheys 
of the United States were safer now than they 
had been at any former period. This he denied; 
and EA, that the moneys were now un- 
safe, and that it was the bounden duty of Con- 
gress to look into the state of those banks. He 
read a circular of the Clinton Bank of Columbus, 
and commented upon it at some length, and con- 
tended that it was unfair that the notes of banks 
in the States of Pennsylvania and New York 
should be taken in preference to those of the 
notes of banks in the State of Ohio. This Clin- 
ton Bank of Columbas (he said) was a much 
younger bank than some others there, and had a 
capital of but a little upwards of $289,000, and 


f] 


had Government deposits in it to the amount of ` 


$356,000. He did not mean to disparage the: 
bank, but this was the actual state of facts. He | 
said there were different kinds of pet banks. 
Some were special pets, such as the Commercial 
Bank of Portsmouth; a bank which, he said, had 
but a capital of $102,000, and $11,000 in specie, 
and her Government deposits amounted to neatly 
$200,000. He then went into a review of the 
condition of several of the banks of deposit, and 
argued at some length that the public moneys 
were in an unsafe situation, and that Congress | 
ehould take measures speedily to remedy the evil. 

The remarks of Mr. Bonn were arrested by the | 
arrival of the hour for proceeding to the. orders 
of the day. 


i; 
il 


AFFAIRS OF TEXAS. 


Mr. THOMPSON, of South Carolina, asked | 
the consent of the House to lay on the table and 
have printed a resolution calling on the President | 
the state of affairs in Texas, &c.; which was ob- | 
jected to. 

Mr. T. moved to suspend the rules to- enable 
him to offer the resolution; which was negatived ` 
without a count. Mr. T. gave notice that he 
should renew his motion to-morrow. l 

Mr. STORER asked the consent of the House | 


to present the proceedings of a public meeting in || 


his district, in relation to the “troublesin Texas;”’ | 
which being objected to, Mr. S. moved to sus- | 
pend the rules for the purpose stated; which was | 
negatived without a count. 
INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILL. i 
A bill making appropriations for the Indian | 
Department, for annuities, &c.,was read the third | 
time. i 
Mr. GARLAND, of Louisiana, asked the. 
unanimous consent of the House to amend the bill | 
by making the appropriation for carrying into | 
effect a treaty with the Caddo Indians $40,000 
instead of. $380,000, as heretofore inadvertently 
inserted. ae 
Mr. BOON said the bill was an important one, 
and appropriated about a million of dollars. 
There did not appcar to be more than sixty mem- 


THE CONG 
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of the United States for information in relation to |: 


i] 


RESSIONAL GL 
bers in attendance. He thought they should 
take measures to obtain a quorum. 

The CHAIR counted the members, and an- 
nounced that there was no quorum present. 

Mr. HEISTER moved a call of the House, 
which was agreed to; and after proceeding a short 
time, 

On motion of Mr. ASH, the further procced- 
ings under the call were suspended. 


INDIAN ANNUITY BILL. 
The amendment of Mr, GARLAND to the 
Indian annuity bill was then agreed to, and the 
same was passed. 


INCREASE OF SALARIES. . 
A bill to provide for the salaries of certain 
officers therein named, and for other purposes, 
was read the third time, and passed. 


SERVICE OF VOLUNTEERS. 

On motion of Mr. JOHNSON, of Kentucky, ,, 
the House then took up the bill authorizing the |; 
President of the United States to accept the service 
ef volunteers, reported from the Committee of 
the Whole with sundry amendments. 

The question was on concurring with the com- | 
mittce in their proposed amendments. 

The most material were the following: | 


Sec. 1. Limiting the term to “ six or twelve months,” ; 
and adding to the section the following words, within 
brackets : 

Commissioned officers shall be appointed in the manner ' 
prescribed by taw in the several States and ‘Territories to | 
which such company or companies shall respectively be- 
long, [in the same manner as the militia of the several 
States and Territories are now appointed and commis- 
sioned ; and as militia, said mounted men, when in service, 
shail be considered: Provided, That the power vested in 
the President by this act shall be exercised only in the 
cases enumerated in the eighth section of the Constitution, 
that the number of volunteers whose services may be 
accepted, pursuant to this act, shall not exceed ten thou- 
sand rank and file, and that this act shall continue and be ' 
in force for two years from the end of the present session 
of Congress, and no longer: And provided also, That 
nothing herein contained shall be so construed as to deprive 
the officers and men who may have entered the service as 
volunteers under this act of any rights, immunities, or priv- 
ileges therein sccured.”] 


Mr. WHITTLESEY had moved to strike out 
the fourth section; which was in the following 
words: 

Sec. 4. And be it further enacted, That in case any 
volunteer above mentioned while in actual service, shall 
sustain any damage, by injury done to his horse, or such ' 
other equipment as shall have been furnished at his own 
expense, or by loss of the same, without any fault or neg- 
ligence on his part, a reasonable sum, to be ascertained in 


l 


: such manner as the President of the United States may 


direct, shall be allowed and paid to such volunteer, for each 
and every such damage or Toss. : 
These amendments were severally concurred 
; | 
mm. i] 
The following additional sections were reported | 
by the Committee of the Whole: 
Sec. 7. And be it further enacted, That there sball be : 
raised and organized, under the direction of the President | 
of the United States, one additional regiment of dragoons | 
or mounted riflemen, to be composed of the same number 
and rank as the officers, non-commissioned officers, musi- 
cians, and privates, composing the regiment of dragoons ` 
now in the service of the United States, who shail receive 
the same pay and allowances, be subject to the same rules 
and regulations, and be engaged for the like term, and upon 
the same conditions in all respects whatever, as are stipu- 
lated for the said regiment of dragoons now in service. 
Sec. 8 And be t further enacted, That the sum of 
$300,000, required to carry into effect the provisions of this 
: act, is hereby appropriated out of any money in the Trezs- 
; ury not otherwise appropriated. 
| On the question of concurring with the com- 
' mittee in this amendment, 
| Mr. HOWELL asked for the yeas and nays, ` 
: as he wished to record his name against it; and |; 
‘on ordering them to be put, there appearing— ii 
i ayes 24, noes 61, no quorum— i: 
| Mr. ASHLEY moved a call of the House, į 
_ which was ordered; and on going through the | 
B > 
first call, one hundred and thirty-three members 
i answered to their names. 
| „Mr. JOHNSON, of Kentucky, them moved to 
i dispense with the further proceeding of the call. 
Lost. ` 
Mr. VINTON moved that the House adjourn. 
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‘amendment, that it conferred u 
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__ April 26, 


Mr. BOON said an experience of several years 
| had taught him that a call of the House could 


ce ety Ora” oo 


! 


i! never be carried out, and he therefore moved that 


the further proccedings of this call be dispensed 
with. 

Mr. CLAIBORNE, of Mississippi, moved 
thatthe House adjourn. 

Mr. LAN Easked for the yeas and nays; which 
were ordered, and were—yeas 36, nays 108; so 
the House refused to adjourn; and the question 
recurring on Mr. Boon’s motion, 

Mr. ADAMS asked leave to move a suspen- 
sion of all the rules of the House, in order to 
take up the joint resolution of the Senate for ad- 
journing on the 23d of May. 

The CHAIR decided the motion to be out of 
order pending the taking of a question before the 
House. 

The motion of Mr. Boon was then agreed to, 
and the further proceedings of the call dispensed 
with. 

The question then recurred on Mr. Howetu’s 
call for the yeas and nays on the two additional 
sections; which werc ordered. 

Mr. HAWES then moved to add a proviso to 
the bill, providing that not more than one third 
of the officers of said corps should be taken from 

` those educated at the public expense at the West 
‘Point Academy, in the State of New York. Mr. 
! H. briefly addressed the House on the subject of 
| the West Point Academy, and the great injustice 
i done to the citizens of the West by excluding 
them from appointments in the Army, and con- 
ferring them exclusively upon the graduates of 
that institution. 
_ Mr. ASHLEY said a few words in favor of 
the original amendment, and the necessity of its 
; immediate passage. Mr. A. had the highest con- 
fidence in the President of the United States in 
' the organization of this corps, and preferred leav- 
ing the appointments to him; and therefore’ saw 
no necessity for the restrictive clause proposed by 
the gentleman from Kentucky. 

Mr. HAWES was as desirous as the gentle- 
man from Missouri that this corps of dragoons 
should be raised, but he was opposed to the selec- 
tion of all the officers from the West Point Acad- 
emy, though he was willing to give them a third. 
The education derived at that institution was 
found to be of little service in a campaign against 
the Indians; and, for himself, he thought a corps 
of women would be as serviceable against Indiana 
as a corps of West Point graduates. 

Mr. WARD remarked that the gentleman from 
Kentucky seemed to have forgotten thata majority 
of the officers of General Dodge’s regiment of 
dragoons were selected from citizens of the West. 
Mr. W. also warmly advocated the passage of 
this bill, which had been examined, and was 
highly approved of by the War Department. He 
hoped the question of appointment would not 

j then be entered into, for it would have the effect 
| of delaying the passage of a measure which had 
the sanction of the most distinguished military 
, officers in the country. Mr. W. referred also to 
General Jesup’s recommendation of a similar 
corps, in a letter from that officer to the Secretary 


of War. 
Mr. BOON was decidedly in favor of this corps 
having the selection of their own officers, and he 
wished such a condition could be annexed to. it. 
Though he had himself no particular objection 
to the War Department sending West Point 
graduates to the frontier, yet he- knew they would 
` not be well received there, and he was also eon- 
vinced that they were not well qualified by their 
education to command or serve as mounted men. 
Mr. EVERETT had another objection to the 
pon the President 
the power of appointment without the advice and 
nsent of the Senate.. 
Mr. ADAMS contended that the proviso ought 
not to be adopted, because it would .conflict with 
| the Constitution of the United States, which con- 
tained no restrictive clause as to the appointment 
of officers of the Army. Moreover, if that 


| Lost—ayes 50, noes 71. 

| - Mr. ASHLEY moved that the further proceed- 
| ings of the call be dispensed with. Lost; andthe 
call was 


i] House cauld restrict the President as to those 
whom he should not appoint, they could also 
| dictate to him those whom he shouid appoint, & 


RE SE with. ; i power not belonging to that body. 
Several other members answered to their After a few words from Mr. THOMSON , of 
names. '| Ohio, and Mr. MERCER, 
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pan 


pence = _ Sarees Reese ee ae Ee ea ae: ee j ee. S ; : ~ N hcp pa 

‘+ Hdr. REYNOLDS, of Pina pre hag or vet i Tee PMZ Osthotin Otayton, Cathbert, Davie, i Biiwois, Ew 
as and nays on the amendment of Mr. Hawes, : > eae 

which the House refused to order; and it was | Kin of Mabama, King of Georgis, News, h Dian, 

then negatived without a count. ` ; lie Niles, Porter, Prentiss, Preston, Robbins, Robinson, Rug- 
Mr. HAWES then moved a proviss, that net " pios, Shepley, Southard, Swift, Tipton, Tomlinson, V alker, 


Webster, White, and Wright—41. 
(i) NAY—Mr, Hill, >, nadia cio on 

m EWING Sern ths petion, of auia || .© , INDIAN HOSTILITIES IN FLORIDA, 
«of citizens of Fairfie lio, praying fur as). : i 
to. ` i | ‘Mr. WEBSTER, from the Committee on Fi- 

Mr. CHAMBERS, of Kentucky, proposed the Tonton ie eae and rofa dari a Kaa |! nance, reported without amendment the Dill from 
following substitute for the seventh section; which ze i to M Soler rhicn: ora Se dio the House making additional appropriations for 
was disagreed to: eSvine ta Maysville; whieh was reterred 49 | the suppression of Indian hostilities in Florida, 


more than one half the comnissioned officers of 
said reciment should be taken from the commis- 
sioned officers of the army; which was disagreed , 


Tunt the existing regent of dragoons shall be incrensed the Committee on Roads and Canals, | i and moved thet the bill be ther considered; which 
Yo tic number of twelve hundred, and that the companies REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. _} motion was-agreed to; andthe ‘bill having: ‘been 
shal! consist of not more than one hundred men each. . Mr. NAUDAIN, from the’ Committee on read thé second time, and considered as in Comi- 


Rr. WHITTLESEY moved to amend the : Claims, reported a bill for the relief of the legal; mittee of thé Whole, was ordered to u third read 
seventh section by adding, after the word ‘ rifle- rebresentaliyes of Michael Fenwick, deceased, | "8> ae Eee ae oe 
men,” the following words: Mr. RELAI, from the Committee on Revoly- i a SERVICES OF VOLUNTEERS. | 

te hw bi ton, the Of the western frodtier onary Claims, made unfavorable reporta on the The bill from the House authorizing the Pres- 
a a Oe niio ef ala oben eF po Sine npo samit Kad mar bape | ident to P ay servio, af volunteers, and: to 

. Wna ; omas smith, deceased; the heirs o epti' raise an additional regiment of light dragoons 
and aoe a ey ones pom et TuT Blackwell, deceascd; and the legal representatives . or mounted riflemen, was read ice and referred 
of Minsoun. and WHITE. ot the sacceation of of William Sands, deceased. > +- - . + to the Committee on Military Affairs. . 

Aiissouri, a E, at the suggéstion o Mr. PRENTISS, from the Committee on Pan- ` 


the latter cemleman— ` l T rted a bill for ti elief of J th ‘PROCEEDS OF THE. PUBEIC LANDS. z 
Mr. WHITTLESEY modifed hisamenddént | Elkins; which was read, and ordered toa second © The bill to distribute the net proceeds of the 
by exténding it to the “* western or southern from | reading. . * gales of the pablic linds among the Btatos was 


tiers. ” cere || Mr. TIPTON, from the Committee on Private then taken up as the order of the day; when Mr. 

The amendment was negatived withouta count. |’ Land Claims, ted a bill for the relief'ef An- BENTON moved to ostpone it till Monday next, 

‘Mr. MERCER moved to strike out the follow: |; drew Hoover, of Indiana, without amendment. for the purpose of taking up the fortification bill; 
ing words in the seventh section: “for the like |; ~ K > ,. a and sqpperted the motion in a speech of great 
term, and,” on the ground that they were an in- | -. INCREASE OF SALARIES. ` ,/. i“! force ant argument ge ae 
congruity with other parts of the biH; which, ` The bill from the House, maki jroprias This motion wag fejected—ycas 20, nays 26; 
after some remarks from Messrs. MERCER, tions for the Indian Denarunent’ fir the yeat asfollows: | one Araneae eee, 
THOMSON of Ohio, ASHLEY, and THOMP- ', 1836, and the bill from the House to increase the y : i 
SON of South Carolina, was lost. > - | salaries of certain clerks, and to provide for the  Hilinois, Grundy, Hill, Hubbard, King of Alabama; Kinget 

The question recurring on concurring with tHe . employment of certain clerks, were read the first ` Tapeka, a ari Nio and W. Rovrtar= ise 
Committee of the Whole in their proposed amend- : time, and ordered to a second reading. NAYS 2 ‘ ¿ ay- 
mmi : 


er NEW POST ROUTES. PRATE } 
Mr. MERCER called for a division of the quesa oi " Hendricks, Kent, Knight, Leigh, MeKean, Mangua, Nau- 
tion on the two additional sections, Mr: GRUNDY submitted the following reso- ` 2ta, Nicholas, Forwr, Prentian, Prostan, Kobwins, Šona 


h : ` ` ` i4 ; i abdy Swift, Tomlinson, 
The question was then taken enthe first bra lution; which was considered, ‘and agreed tb: ‘| "r l l 
of rhe amendment, being the seventh section of ` Resolved, That the Committee on the Poat Office and Pant | -Mr Be g oD EE ar aone Beene 
bills and it was coacursed ia by the House—ayeg , Roads ba instructed to inquire into the expediency af es- | MEAL Have voted against his motion becau 

144, noes 32. Pa 7 | tablishing the following post routes in. Miehigan : From the | Postponentent.was to'a day certains’ He would 
Th Gon ; th nd branch | Sge or S ny ia the eouaty, of Saganon, to the Sault | now make another motion, which: was: to lay the 
of the amendment beine We ci hth section Pl hi prana Apeere has bobo peat from | bill on the table, for the purpose of taking'up the 

z —_— > i Ei ' ° ° s ? y 

Mr.UNDERWOOD «..oved tb amònd the adtne, || from Bellevue, in the county of Calhoun, to Midde Vilage, Pil? making appropriations for fortifications. 
by inserting after the word “enacted,” the fol- | feos ater bapa Ag pany: fren the vittige of |: ‘This motion ahaha a ae 
$ A 5 i alamazoo, i coun’ egan, oth ef nort: i yeas ` ; AETA TEE Ee 
towing: “that the’ President of the United States || Binck river, in the county of Ouowa soa pae rapida of i YE z : pos ia capi 
may disband said regiment whenever, im his || Grand river, inthe couàty of Hart, to r imnd Haven, ia || illimoia Grandy, Hilh, 
opinion, the public interest no longer requires its || county of Ottowa ; from the vilinge alanrazoo, in ‘the |) (oo ies "Moore, A 
services.” omar county of Kalamazoo, to the moutir of South Biack nive in |j Ruageles Shep ey Tallmadge Tipton, 
Mr. HANNSGAN asked for the yeas and nays ` a the coma ol barton es Cha YA U Lae TE we || Se aR Aata aa i 
on this amendment, but ey were not ordered; i| State of Indiana. — ? : a aan tans eae pe naa Hh i 
decided i the affreaaliyes ayed 109, oai nos | a - SAVY APPROPRIATION ani.” <, || piion Kog Eulate Leigh ieckeany Meaga, Na 

> if G i a i . ntiss, 
counted. -* PRSES, OS‘ Mr. SOUTHARD moved to take úp the bili || ard, Swity Toralineon, Webster, and White, = 


The clause, as amended, was then concurred in i jakting apprepansons for the naval service for Mr. EWING, of Ohio, moved to amend tke 
l 


m 

: pap tir the year 1836; which motion was agreed to.. — | bill by striki it all after tl ds Unii 
int ot aoar Cart gen (MC DENTON ce se an Sete nig LAY mikng all alier te word United 
to strike out from the first section of the bill the | Dull was disposed of he should move to take-up | seventh line, anf insert: “ one fourth part on'the 


A “i seraied i | the fortification appropriation bill. . > || 4th day-af July, 1836, and one fourth. part at th 
et Bon: of the Conminationy? ? eed ieee |, - The various amendments reported by the Com | € y of each ninety day s thereafter, antl the whole 
<s in cases of Indian hostilities, or good cause to | mittee om Naval Affairs having been read-— > | shall be paid;’’ which amendmént was agreed to. 

7 z e hea t pF 


apprehend the same.” - L Mr HILE called for: the yeas and nays on ` [The above amendment fixes the periods: of 
he CHAIR decided the miotion to be'at of | COBcurTing, with the cammitteein the first amend- | Mistribution.) pied ais 
arder, on the ground that the e.propased . Meats whick appropriates $2,244,338 16, instead |: Mr. ROBINSON heré moved the -following 
to be stricken out had been voted in by the | of Pran g as in the bill, for pay and sub- || arvsndment, to còme in as an additional section: 
House. K 7 a ` Wietence of officers, petty officers, and seamen, |i saci. And be it further exacted, That all lands be- 
Mr. CHAPIN proposed an amendment to the | &C-; and the yeas and nays having been accord- || tonging to the United States which have been, of hereafter 
first section ofthe iret ¢ = . i ingly ordetéd, the qaestion was taken; and de- |; may be, subject to entry at private sale for twenty years 
: : ie hati, torestrictthe'clhauge cided in the affirmative-—yeas 37, nays 5; as | and upwards, and, bave not been hereafter be 
PATEE E 2O 1R re years | follows: S yeas W, Mays 95 as) sod at one dollar Per acre, aud de mired He onin Price of 
present session of : i! § z | ter : Crtu eV ve ‘years, ant o pried of si 
-and ino longer, to so math’ of act as relates to _. YEAS—Messrs. Benton, Black, Brown, Buchanan, lands be redeced or aii seats pa MCI a 
voluntee¢s, Mr. C. Bunnar the athesvidment oh | Ganao rebates Davis, Ewi pi ilinin Goidabarough Mr. WALKER: movcd to ament the amen 
the ground that, as the bill now stood, there was | Leigh, Linn, McKeon, 1m, Moria, Niebolas, Niles? ‘ment by'addihg thé'following: (rn tir 
-a manifest incongruity betweem:the fret section, | Porter, Prentiss, Preston, Rives, Robbins, Robinson, Rug- ||" Progided, That no ‘person, under the 
relating to volunteers, and the seventh section, ales, isneptey, Sutherland, Swift,” Timen, Tomilhson, || act, shall be authorized or permitted.to enter, at. the prices 
i rowidu for the raising of a regiment ‘of dra- , Walker, ebeter, White, and Wright 3t 3ye? || specified by this act, more than three ji id.: 
P mg g egi NAY 3—Messrs. Ew of 
goons, or mounted riflemen. That regiment whon | Moose, and Nandain—5.° a ae PIARA Sane seus secur, tenner en 
Roa ae be engaged for airet biera |! +. -§$o.the amendmentof the co nane of Any other person; WA ude 
‘the dragoons now in’ servite, which wás it aloe ee unjesg he onshe in s it for sctrlkment Gr -gi 
‘years; but the first section limited the ine t ree oe emain Ma a š ba sp Stei by thé foh, or the tive DE NI oF hartapiorcindhe; al ones 
Of the act to two-years. -: The sections an - acy EM menie Tepo Jae ja AA He AA EANA PET 
EOF : A 6 refere, || committee were then concurred: im a er affidavit, under such regulations as the Secretary of the 
‘contained an incosgruity, which it was the object | “14 f g aia Treasury, abali prescribe, that, he or she makes the antey in 
‘of the amemdincht;to remove. 0) «o! i! omiin R sa or a rn and na, ind ‘his or her own namé,f fk ie he own, benefit in 
The i A : ‘a to el ARNE, Ae ame its tO. DE engroRsed, A fi ther: And provided, alto, ° : 
E cam sah A is = Joo. HF | Mie Dall te hbe read a: third time; w Ww issue to any porsan making said en 
he Ul ie aisida wiv TRI” te Pilie Te d aadb ye decided rn 19 any ere ig sal 
ix he bill, as amended, was ordered'to be’pi- || aceordingly otderad; and thequestion was decided || theresiter,,qnd that any sale, ponägt H ae 
for a'third reading. to-morrow;.and theum || ia the afërmative yeaa 41, nay. 1;.8 follows: |: cdnitrnçt for least, ob sajd taody f Erig ted Ror the pros 
The House adjourned, at fiveo’clock, p m. | li YEAS-—Mossrs: : Benton, Black, Browny. Buchanan, |! nanos WT tid patent, ahlt ba duverly: quli ah vaid; and shal 
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operate 
And provid 
reduced price, 
as the Secretary 
applicant, at the 
said tract propose 
tract. 

After some remarks from Messrs. WALKER, 
CLAY, WHITE, ROBINSON, and PORTER, 
the question was taken on Mr. Watker’s mo- 
tion, and it was lost. ; , 

The question then recurring on Mr. Ropinson’s 
amendment, Mr. Ewing, of Ohio, suggested to 
him that he would obtain more favor for it by 
adding the words “ twelve anda half ” after the 
word “ dollar; which Mr. R. agreed to, and 
modified hia amendment accordingly. 

Mr. WHITE moved to amend the amendment 


roviding that the 


as a forfeiture of the title to the United States: 
vided, also, That said entry shall not be made at the 
unless it is proved, under such regulations 
of the Treasury shail prescribe, that said 


date of said entry, was in possession of 


by p E : t ; nois, Grundy, Hill, Hubbard, King of Alabama, King of 

should be the head of a family, and continue | Georgia, Linn, Morris, Niles, Rives, Ruggles, Shepley, Tall- |; 
i M - i: madge, Walker, a yright—18. y 

to reside on the land for three years before re f agge, Walken and WV ia onanan, Calhoun, Clay, Clay- 


ceiving his patent; and that, in case he removes 
from or transfers the land, it shall revert to the 
United States; prefixing to it the first part of Mr. 
Warxer’s amendment. 

This motion was lost—yeas 20, nays 21; as 
follows: 


YEAS—Mesers. Benton, Buchanan, Crittenden, Hen- 


dricks, King of Alabama, Knight, Linn, McKean, Man- 
gum, Moore, Nicholas, Porter, 


rentiss, Preston, Ruggles, 
Shepley, Swift, Walker, Webster, and White—20. 


NAYS—Messrs. Black, Brown, Calhoun, Clay, Davis, | 


Ewing of [iinois, Ewing of Ohio, Goldsborough, Grundy, 
Hill, Hubbard, Kent, Morris, Naudain, Niles, Rives, Robbins, 
Robinson, Southard, Tallmadge, and Tomlinson—21. 

The question was then taken on Mr. Rosiy- 
son’s amendment; and it was rejected—yeas 16, 
nays 27; as follows: - 


YEAS—Messrs. Benton, Black, Davis, Ewing of Mi- ©) 


nois, Ewing of Ohio, Grundy, Hendricks, King of Alaba- 
ma, Linn, Moore, Morris, Nicholas, Porter, Robinson, 
Walker, and Webster—16. 


NAYS—Messrs. Brown, Buchanan, Calhoun, Clay, | 
Clayton, Crittenden, Goldsborough, Hilt, Hubbard, Kent, |: 


King of Georgia, Knight, Leigh, McKean, Mangum, Nau- 
dain, Niles, Preston, Prentiss, Rives, Robbins, Shepicy, 
Southard, Twit, Tallmadge, Tomlinson, and White—27. 

The bill was then reported to the Senate; and 
the amendments made in committee being con- 
curred in— 

Mr. BROWN moved to strike out that part of 
the first section of the bill which gives the ten 
per cent. to the new States; and the motion was 
-rejected—yeas 11, nays 22; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Brown, Buchanan, Cuthbert, Hill, 


Hubbard, King of Georgia, McKean, Mangum, Niles, Rug- | 


gies, and Shepley—11. 


NAYS—Messrs. Benton, Black, Calhoun, Clay, Clayton, | 


Crittenden, Davis, Ewing of Ilinois, Ewirg of Ohio, 
Goldsborough, Grundy, Hendricks, King of Alabama, 
Knight, Leigh, Linn, Moore, Morris, Naudain, Nicholas, 
Porter, Prentiss, Preston, Rives, Robbins, Robinson, South- 
ard, Swift, Tomlinson, Walker, Webster, and White—22. 


> Mr. BENTON moved to strike out the provision , 


in the bill giving twenty-five thousand acres of j; 


land to the State of Missouri; and, after a debate, | 
in which Messrs. WALKER, LINN, PORTER, | 


and BENTON, took part, Mr. Benron’s motion || 


was lost—yeas 6, nays 34; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Benton, King of Georgia, Morris, Niles, 
Robinson, and Ruggles—6. 

NAYsS—Messrs. Black, Brown, Buchanan, Calhoun, 
lay, Clayton, Crittenden, Davis, Ewing of IHinois, Ewing | 
of Ohio, Goldsborough, Hendricks, Hill, Hubbard, Kent, | 
King of Alabama, Knight, Leigh, Linn, McKean, Mangum, | 
Moore, Naudain, Nicholas, Porter, Prentiss, Rives, Robbins, 
Shepley, Swift, Tomlinson, Walker, Webster, and White— 


Mr. BENTON then offered the following | 
amendment, which he had submitted to the con- |; 


sideration of the Senate some days ago: 


To come after the words “net proceeds” — 
which net proceeds shall be ascertained to be the balance 
which remains, after deducting from the gross proceeds ali 
expenses for the year on account of public lands, to wit : 
1. Appropriations for the general land office. 
9.‘ Appropriation for the surveyor general’s offices. 
3. Appropriations for surveying public lands. 
4. Appropriations for salaries, and commissions to regis- 
ters and receivers. 
5. Appropriations for annuities to Indians on account of | 
the purchase of lands. 
i y Appropriations for holding treaties for the purchase of , 
ands. i 
7. Appropriations for amounts paid within the year for | 
the extinction of Indian titles. 
8. Appropriations for removing Indians from the lands 
parehased trom them. 
9. Appropriations for the five per centum allowed by com- 


d to be entered, or cultivating the adjacent ' 


erson making the entry-. 


| 


WRIGHT, WHITE, and BUCHANAN, took 


art—— 


| Mr. EWING said he had no objections to the l 


amendments, except to those which proposed to 
| deduct the Indian annuities, and the sums paid 
` for the extinguishment of Indian titles; and the 
question was taken on the several amendments 
with the above exceptions, and they were carried 
without a division. 

After some remarks from Messrs. WEBSTER, 
WRIGHT, and BENTON, the question was 


_ taken on the clause of the amendment proposing ; 
- to deduct the amount of annuities paid to Indians 


! for the purchase of lands; which amendment was 
| rejected—yeas 18, nays 27; as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Benton, Brown, Cuthbert, Ewing of Illi- 


ton, Crittenden, Davis, Ewing of Ohio, Goldsborough, Hen- 
|! dricks, Kent, Knight, Leigh, McKean, Mangum, Moore, 
|i Naudain, Nicholas, Porter, Prentiss, Preston, Robbins, 


| Southard, Swift, Tomlinson, Webster, and White—27. 


' The question was then taken on the clause of 
ii the amendment deducting the expenses of holding 
|| Indian treaties for the purchase of lands; which 
i! was lost—yeas 18, nays 26; as follows: 


‘| YEAS—Messrs. Benton, Brown, Cuthbert, Ewing of INi- 
nois, Grundy, Hill, Hubbard, King of Alabama, King of 
|! Georgia, Linn, Morris, Niles, Rives, Ruggles, Shepley, Tall- 
|; madge, Walker, and Wright—18. 


`! tenden, Davis, Ewing of Obio, Goldsborough, Hendricks, 


Swift, Tomlinson, Webster, and White—26. 


lands, was also rejected—ycas 19, nays 26; as 
follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Benton, Brown, Cuthbert, Ewing of fili- 
| nois, Grundy, Hill, Hubbard, King of Alabama, King of 
Georgia, Linn, Morris, Niles, Rives, Robinson, Ruggles, 
Shepley, Tallinadge, Walker, and Wright—19. 

NAYS—Messrs. Black, Buchanan, Clay, Clayton, Crit- 
tenden, Davis, Ewing of Ohio, Goldsborough, Hendricks, 
Kent, Knight, Leigh, McKean, Mangum, Moore, Naudain, 
Nicholas; Porter, Prentiss, Preston, Robbins, Southard, 
Swift, Tomlinson, Webster, and White—26. 


The last clause of the amendment, deducting 
the amount expended in the removal of Indians 
|| from the lands purchased, was also rejected—yeas 

17, nays 28; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Benton, Brown, Cathbert, Ewing of Ifi- 
i nois, Grundy, Hill, Hubbard, King of Georgia, Linn, Morris, 
Niles, Robinson, Ruggles, Shepley, ‘l'allmadge, Walker, 
and Wright—17. 

NAYS—Messrs. Black, Buchanan, Clay, Clayton, Crit- 
tenden, Davis, Ewing of Ohio, Goldsborough, Hendricks, 
l; Kent, King of Alabama, Knight, Leigh, McKean, Mangum, 
i: Moore, Naudain, Nicholas, Porter, Prentiss, Preston, Rives, 


| 
| 


| 


-The bill was then ordered to be engrossed for 
| a third reading—yeas 25, nays 21; as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Black, Buchanan, Clay, Clayton, Crit- 
| tenden, Davis, Ewing of Ohio, Goldsborough, Hendricks, 
| Kent, Knight, Leigh, McKean, Mangum, Naudain, Nich- 
Tomlinson, Webster, and White —25. ; 

| NAY S—Messrs. benton, Brown, Calhoun, Cuthbert, 
| Ewing of Mlinois, Grundy, Hill, Hubbard, King of Alabama, 
| son, Ruggles, Shepley, Tallmadge, Walker, and Wright— 
| 


| 
i 


[The debate of this day will be given in full us 
soon as the reporters can prepare It.] 
The Senate then adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Wepnespay, April 27, 1836. 
: The resolution heretofore reported by Mr. 
: Owens, from the Committee of Waysand Means, 
making the bill in relation to the deposits of the 
, public moneys the special order for the first Wed- 
nesday in 
should be previously disposed of, &c., was taken 


poned to this day week. 


. be postponed, but would be adopted. As the 
‘day named had been set apart for the consider- 


pact to the States in which the lands lie. | 
After a debate, in which Messrs. BENTON, | 


; ation of bills in relation to the District of Colum- 
: bia, he would move to amend the resolution by 


EWING, MORRIS, PORTER, CLAY, LINN, | 
| 
| 


NĀYS—Messrs. Black, Buchanan, Clay, Clayton, Crit | 


Kent, Knight, Leigh, McKean, Mangum, Moore, Naudain, ‘| 
‘ Nicholas, Porter, Prentiss, Preston, Robbins, Southard, |; 


The next clause of the amendment, deducting ` 
‘. the amount paid to Indians for the purchase of | 


: Robbins, Southard, Swift, Tomlinson, Webster, and White | 


olas, Porter, Prentiss, Preston, Robbins, Southard, Swift, ©: 


King of Georgia, Linn, Moore, Morris, Niles, Rives, Robin- 


ay, provided the appropriation bills |: 


up. 
Mr. WHITTLESEY moved that it be post- | 
- Mr. OWENS hoped the resolution would not ! 


inserting the second Monday, instead of the first 
Wednesday in May. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The CHAIR remarked, that an amendment 
; had been offered to the resolution on a former day 
: by the gentleman from Virginia, [Mr. Wise. ] 

The same amendment had also been offered to 
the resolution of another gentleman from Vir- 
ginia, (Mr. Dromcoore,] and that one of the 
amendments was out of order. 

Mr. WISE said, his object was simply to get 
his resolution before the House, and, having suc- 
ceeded in doing so on another occasion, he would 
withdraw his amendment to the present proposi- 
tion. 

The resolution was then postponed to this day 
week. i 


PUBLIC DEPOSITS. 


Mr.DROMGOOLE moved to suspend the rules 
for the purpose of proceeding in the consideration 
© of his resolution, calling on the Secretary of the 
`- Treasury for information in relation to the public 
_ deposits, &c.; which was negatived. 

REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 


Mr. REED, from the Committee on Naval 
Affairs, reported a bill for the relicf of Thomas 
B. Parsons; which was read twice and committed. 

Mr. WHITTLESEY, from the Committee of 
Claims, reported the following bills; which were 
read twice, and committed: 

A bill for the relief of Anne W. Johnson; 

A bill for the relief of Frances Gardiner; 

A bill for the relief of Benjamin Mocers; 

A bill for the relief of Eli Horton; and 

A bill for the relief of M. Geltson, executor of 
David Geltson, deceased. 


Mr. WHITTLESEY, from the same commit- 
‘| tee, reported the following resolution; which was 
l, agreed to: 
| Resolved, That the Committee on Claims be instructed 
:; to inquire into the expediency of allowing interest on all 
claims against the United States which may be finally 
i| sanctioned by Congress on the same proof on which they 
|| were reported in those cases, in which Congress shall not 
| finally act on the bills at the session they have been, or shall 
i be, reported ; the said interest to commence from the close 
of the said session. 

Mr. HOWARD, from the Committee on For- 
eign Affairs, reported with amendments the bill 
| from the Senate to suspend the discriminating 
i: duties on goods imported in vessels of Portugal, 
|: and to reduce the duties on wines; which was com- 
mitted. 


i 


j 
| 
| 
| 


AFFAIRS OF TEXAS. 


_ Mr. THOMPSON, of South Carolina, moved 
to suspend the rules until one o’clock, to enable 
him to offer the following resolution, and have it 
disposed of. 


‘| Resolved, That the President of the United States be re- 
| quested to communicate to this House all the information 
‘| i his possession, not incompatible with the public interest, 
i! concerning the present condition of Texas; its political 
!, Organization; the character of the war now waged there, 
: and especially any information he may have as to the mas- 
- sacres said to have been lately perpetrated ; and that he will 
also (ifin his judgment not inexpedient) communicate to 
"> this House any correspondence in possession of the War 
i: Department in relation to the probability of Indian hostili- 
: ties on the Texan frontiers. 


' Mr. THOMPSON asked for the yeas and nays 
l: on the motion to suspend; which were ordered, 
'i and were—yeas 67, nays 109; as follows: 


YEAS — Messrs. Adams, Ash, Bell, Boyd, Buchanan, 
Bunch, Bynuin, John Caihoon, Cambreleng, Campbell, 
i Carter, Casey, John Chambers, Chapman, Nathaniel H. 
Claiborne, John F. H. Claiborne, Cleveland,. Coffee, De- 
berry, Denny, Dickson, Forester, French, James Garland, 
: Glascock, Graves, Griffin, Hannegan, Hardin, Samuel S. 
: Harrison, Albert G. Harrison, Hawes, Haynes, Henderson, 
: Holsey, Hopkins, Janes, Joseph Johneon, Richard M. 
_ Johnson, Henry Johnson, John W. Jones, Kinnard, Lene, 
' Lansing, Luke Lea, Maury, McComas, Miller, Morgan, 
ii Page, Pettigrew, Pickens, Ripley, Roane, Robertson, 
: Rogers, Shields, Spangler, Speisht, Standefer, Steele, 
' Storer, Thomas, Waddy Thompson, White, Sherrod Wil- 
,; liams, and Wise—67. 
ji NAYS—Messrs. Chilton Allan, Heman Allen, Anthony, 
'! Bailey, Barton, Beal, Bean, Beaumont, Bockee, Bond, 
; Borden, Bouldin, Bovee, Briggs, Burns, William B. Cal- 
_houn, Carr, George Chambers, Chaney, Chapin, Childs, 
Clark, Coles, Connor, Corwin, Craig, Crane, Cushman, 
Darlington, Dickerson, Doubleday, Dromgoole, Dunlap, 
| Evans, Everett, Fairfield, Farlin, Fowler, Fry, Phito Cc. 
: Fuller, William K. Fuller, Gillet, Granger, Grayson, Haley, 
i Joseph Hall, Harlan, Harper, Hawkins, Hazettine, Heister, 
| Hoar, Howard, Huntington, Huntsman, Ingham, William 
| 
Lj 


| 
| 
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Jackson, Jabez Jackson, Jarvis, Cave Johnson, Kennon, 


| Kilgore, Klingensmith, Lawrenee, Lay, Gideon Lee, 
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Jashma Lee, Leona, Lincoln, 
Mann, Job Mann, William Mason, Mores Mason, Bompsm 
Mason, May, McKay, McKenaan, Mehim, McLene, Mer- 
eer, Moore, Morris, Owens, Parks, Patterson, Franklin 
Pierce, James A. Pearce, Phelps, Philips. Pinckney, Reed, 
Rencher, Russell, Schenck, Seymour, Sektes, Smith, Suth- 
erland, ‘Pahaterro, Joba Thompsop, Toucey, Turcill, Vin- 
ton, Ward, Webster, Whittlesey, and Lewis Williams— 
10. 
So the House refused to suspend the rules. 
Mr, FRENCH asked the indulgente of the 
House to take up, for the purpose of making it 
the special order for the morning hour of Wed- 
nesday next, the bill extending the provisions of 
the pension act of 1832. =a 
Objections being made, Mr. FRENCH moved 
to suspend the rule ! 
motion. He thought the worthy band of Indian 
fighters for whom this bill provided ought at least 
to have a hearing, if nothing more. . 
The House refused to suspend the rule, with- 
eat a count. a 
SURVEY FOR A CANAL. 


3, to enable him to submit his : 


4 


Mr. MERCER; instructed by the Committee - 


en Roads and Canals, moved to take up the fol- 
lowing resolution, heretofore offered by Mr. 
Hane: : S 

Resoleed, That there bè printed five tboussad extra copies 
of Captain Williams’s report of a survey of a canal route 
connecting the waters of Lakes Erie and Ontario, made by 
him during the sumthér of I83%5, together with the accom- 
panying maps. 


The House having agreed to take up the reso- | 


lution, Mr. MERCER moved to amend it by 
striking out ‘* five thousand’’and inserting ‘* three 
thousand;’? which was to. 
The resolution, as amended, was then adopted. 
ALEXANDRIA AQUEDUCT. 


Mr. MERCER, from the Committee on Roads 
and Canals, reported the following resolution; 
which was considered, and agreed to: 


Rerolsed, Thit the Secretary of War be directed to lay 
before the d 


buli, of the of Engineers on the sarvey and coamtruc- 
tion of the Alexandria across the swer.Potomac, 
in the District of Columbia. 


"Mr. MERCER, from the Committee on Roada 
and Canals, reported the following resolution; 
which was considered, and adopted: 

Resolved, That the Committee of the Whole, to 
was referred a bill to improve the harbor of Bt. Lowis, be 
@escherged from the farther consideration thereof, and that 


state of the Union. © 


Mr..CONNOR, from the Committee on, the 
Post Office and Post Roads, reported a bill to es- announced the 


tablish certain post roada, and to alter and discon- 


|| pending this motion, it wo 
the same be referred to the Committee of the Whole on the || this bi 


‘Lowe, Anjal, Abjab || The bill to authorize the President of the 
i| Uwited States to accept the service of volunteers, 
‘and for raising an additional regiment of dra- 

: goons or mounted riflemen, was read the third || 


time, and passed. y 
AFFAIRS OF TÈXAS—AGAIN. 


Mr. LEWIS arked the consent of the House 


to permit him to record his vote in favor of sus- 
nding the rules, to enable the gentleman fram 
Bonth Carolina (Mr. Tuomrson) to offer his 
resolution in refereace to the affaira of Texas. 
it was objected to. - : 


ADMISSION OF ARKANSAS; ETC. 


Some conversation took place between Messrs. 
VINTON, THOMAS SERIGHT. MERCER, 
BELL, STOR ER, SUTHERLAND, JUDSON, 


', and the CHAIR, in reference to the mode of pro- 
, ceeding, &c., upon the bills from the Senate to 
_ i| establish the northern boundary of Ohio, and for 


the admission of Michigan and Arkansas; when— 
-The bill for the admission of Arkansas into the 
Union, and to provide for the due execution of 


the laws of the United States within the same, 
: and for other purposes, was read twice. ni 
moved that the bill be post- 


Mr. PATTO 

ned to, and made the special order for, next 

uesday week, from one o’clock, and on each 
succeeding day until disposed of. 

Mr, THOMAS hoped the gentleman would 
include in his motion the bills in relation to the 
northern boundary of Ohio, and fer the admis- 
sion of Michigan è : 

-Mr. PATTON accepted the modification so 
far as to include the 


. Michigan: He supposed there would be no ne- 
ceasity or occasion for acting on the bill fixing | 


the northern boundary, as that question was em- 
braced in. the Michigan bill. 

Mr. THOMAS desired that the other bill should 
also be included, as otherwise it would be impos- 
sible. to obtain a vote of two-thirds. 

-Mr. EVANS objected tothe motion as modified, 
as out of order. The bill for the admission of 
Arkansas had been read twice, and it was notin 
order to connect it with any other bill. . 

Mr. BRIGGS moved to commit the Arkansas 


i: bill. to the Committee of the Whole on the state of 


the Union; but on the suggestion of Mr. Vinton, 
that if the House proceeded with the special order, 
to-morrow morning, Mr. B. withdrew 
' his motion for the present. 

The hour of one having arrived, the CHAIR 
special order of the day. 
Mr. THOMAS moved to suspend the rule, in 


tinue others, and for other purposes; which was , order to enable him to submit a resolution, setting 


read twice, and committed. oe 
Mr. JOHNSON, of Kentucky, from the Com- | 
mittee on Military Affnira, reported the follow- i 
ing bills; which were read twice, and committed: 
ae o the reljef of Major James H, Hook; i 


‘A bill for the relief of the heirs of captain Jesse | 
Copeland.. Sa ous j 
Mr. TALIAFERRO, from the Committee of | 
Claims, reported a bill for the relief of John M. | 
Oliver; which was read, twice and committed. 


Mr, WEBSTER gave notice that he would, ` 


as soon as the Journal should be read on to-mor- 


row, move to proceed to the consideration of bills 
on their third reading upon the Speaker’s table. | 
. Mr. RENCHER the consent of the ; 


House to submit a resolution, requiring the Com- : 
missioner of the Public Buildings te cause the ` 
dirt upon Pennsylvania avenue to be removed.. | 

' Objection. being made, Mr, R. moved to sus- 
pend the rules for the purpose stated; which was 
negatived—syes 102, noes. 53, two-thirds being ' 
necessary. . bom EA | 
-, Unfavorable. reports upon several petitions were | 
made: by Messrs i 
and TALIAFERRO. . PIO 
Mr. CHAPIN, fom the bstorer on Revolu- 
tionary. Claims, made an unfay eport upon 
the petition of the. heirs of Jonathan Knight 


pa SERVICES or VOLUNTEERS. DPE 
» On motión of Mr. THOMAS, the House pro- 
corded te the consideration of the orders of the 
y. 4 : eae 0 ė rae nde 


f 
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„CHAPIN, P. C. FULLER, | 


! the laws of the 
| for other purposes. 


apart Tuesday week, at the hour of one.o’clock, 
and each succeeding day, (solong as might be ne- 
cessar a for the R Aaa and final disposi- 
tion of the folowing a l fromthe Serate: ___. 
A bill to establish the northern boundary line 
of the State of Ohio; > ` l 

A bill to establish the northern boundary of 
the.State of Ohio, and to provide for the admission 
of Michigan into. the. Union upon the conditions 
therein expressed; and 

A bill for the admiasion of Arkansas into the 
Union, and to provide for the due execution of 
United States within the same, an 


Mr. HARDIN asked for the yeas and nays on 
T mouon to suspend the rules; which were op- 
ered. 


| Messrs. HARDIN and WILLIAMS of Ken- || 
|i tucky were in favor of-dividing the question, so 


as to take the vote su 
reference to making each of the bills the special 
order as Loge 3 : 

The C R said it was-not in order to eall for 
a division, until the rules were ded. It 


ing the rules in 


.- TRAP- Meters. - , Banon, Beal, Bean. 
Beaumont, Bockee Bond, oon, Roald, ovos, Hoyas 


arns um, Cambrei arr, Casey, 
ey, Chapman, Chapin maniel H. Chatora, Joba F. M. 
Ch 8, |, Ceiffee, Coles, Conner, ‘Corwin, Craig, 
| Cramer; G „Di Doubleday, Di 


ill for the admission of | 


uld give precedence to | 


ay, McKay, McKeon, McKim, McLen 
Y; Y> Ba: rks, Pat. 
Reynolds, 


1 Webster, and Whittlesey—124. 

| NAYS —Messrs. Adams, Chilted Allen, Heman Alen,’ 
Ask, Bailey, Bell, Borden, Briggs, Bunch, Joim Calhoony 
William B. Cal n, Campbell, Carter, o Chambers, 

Jabn Chambers, Childs, Clark, Deberry, Denny, Evans, 

Everett, Forester, William K. Fuller, Granger, Graver, 

Grayson, Griffin, Hiland Hak, Hardin, Harian, Harper, 

Harekine, Heister, Hoar, Hant, Ingersol, William Jack- 

son, Janes, Henry Johnson, Lawrence, Lay, Luke Lea, 

Lewis, Lincelp, Love, Sam peon Mason, Maury, McComas, 

McKennan, Mercer, Milligan, Morris, James A. Pearce, 

Pettigrew, Phillips, Potts, Reed, Rencher, Russell, Slade, 

Standefer, Steele, Taliaferro, Underwood, Washington, 

White, Lewis Williams, Sherrod Williams, and Wise~-69., 
‘| ARMY APPROPRIATION BILL. 

On motion of Mr. CAMBRELENG, and in 
further execution of the special order of the 26th 
of January last, the House resolved itself into a 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union, (Mr. Mason, of Virginia, in. the salt 
and took up the bill making appropriations fo 
the support of the Army for the year 1836. 

The billhaving been read through by the Clerk, 

Mr. CAMBRELENG moved to amend the 
' following section: ‘‘ For the armament of the fore 
tifications, $200,000,” by striking out this sum 
‘and inserting $1,224,301, Mr. C. sent to the 

Clerk’s table a letter from the Secretary of War, 

dated January 21, 1836, inclosing the estimates 
` on which the amendment was founded; which 

was read. He also informed the House that he 
. had moved the amendment under the instruction 
of the Committee of Ways and Means. This 
was the first motion he had made with reference 
to the disposition of the surplus revenue, and it 
was due to himeelf to state his views at lengthy 
' Mr. C. then proceeded to reply to the speceh. of 
: Mr. Berr on the naval bill. He regretted that 
the presiding officer of the last Congress. should 
have "entered, into a controversy about the. pro~ 
ceedings of the last night of the session. Mr, C; 
defended. himself from the charge of Mr. Bear in 
relation to Mr. C.’s ‘‘ assumption ” that there 
was no quorum at a particular moment of ihag 
night. He knew it from the yeas and. nays, 
The then Speaker himself also knew thero was 
no quorum, and the Journal evidenced the fact, 
| Mr. C.-also vindicated the course of the present 
| Committee of Ways and Means, ia reply to tha 
| re ed Mr. Beru, that the apprann billg 
‘had been unnecessarily delayed, There had not 
: been an instance, for forty years, when so.many 
| of the ordinary appropriation bills had been. 
| parted within fifteen days from the time the coms 
| mittees were announced.. He adveried, in reply, 
to the course of the gentleman from’ Tepnesseg 
himself on the ordinary naval bill, containing 
| appropriations for all parts of the world, which, 
in times of high party excitement, was generally 
assed without, the slightest embayrasgment, 

hat bill was retarded -for several weeks, by a 
motion of the gentleman tọ redyne the appraprir 
ations for navy-yards one. half, ia: qeder, to sare 
$300,000 in the exigency of a war with Frances 
After this had been debated for some time, the 
gentleman from ‘Tennensee toak another Erne. 
and made a motion ta reduce an item from g6 
to $33,500, which was diseugaed at great length, 
the gentleman himself speaking four days upon 
it;.aad then he refused. to vote en his.own motion. 
A gentleman from Vermont (Mr. aa | 
moved to reduee the same item to $4,000, 
then the gentlemen from Tennessee declared that 
that motion he himsalf intended to makay |. 

. Mr. C. then advorted. to the proposition of Ads. 
Menorr, to-engrafé upon.the civil lista pr 3 
tion to distribute the: surplus _revenugs$R4, 40a- 
paa the country apon. the, -of 

e 


various attempts to. MRE: apie, as 
1 ” ia Varginia, 
sof the siertiongsa S C. -also 


1] 
l 


evinend by the ro 
Connectiowt; and : 
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Pn eens eee ere 


vindicated the Administrati 
of having been guilty of extravagant ex 
in works of internal improvement. . 
not responsible for those expenditures, for, in the 
first place, those works had thcir origin under 
former Administrations, the Delaware break- 
water, Cumberland road, &c. sand the Committees 
of Ways and Means, Commerce, and Roads and 
Canals, of that House, nust be held accountable 
for the amount of appropriations made for them. 
In reference to the public deposits, Mr. C. was 
anxious that some measures of regulation should 
be adopted. He was, however, opposed to the 
Government having anything to do with stocks; 
and if any surplus should remain after the wants 
of the Government should be sup lied, which he 
doubted, he would vote, rather than have any- 
thing to do with stocks, that the surplus should 
be temporarily invested, and leave that fund 
pledged, in the language of the eighth article of 
the old Confederation, ** to be disposed of for the 
common benefit of the United States.” He de- 


enditures 


hey were ` 


nied that the present Administration were ac- ` 


countable for the accumulation, but that it had, 


on the contrary, cndeavored to stem it. It was | 


produced by the tariff act of 1816. He himself 
did not think the surplus would continue but 
little, if any, beyond the ordinary necessities of 
the Government. Mr. C. dwelt at length upon 
this subject, and that of the distribution of the 
proceeds of the sales of the public lands, the in- 
evitable effect of which would be to produce an 
increase of the tariff. 

He also entered into a variety of statements 
with reference to the revenue arising from import- 
ations and the public lands, which, in case of a 
reaction that would inevitably ensue, would not 
amount to more than two thirds of the expendi- 
tures of the Government. He controverted the 
doctrine that there was a large surplus. On the 
first of January of the present year, the unappro- 

riated balance in the Treasury amounted to only 
417,500,000, not including the United States Bank 
stock, for he would not calculate on anythin 
from an institution that had acted as that had 
done with reference to the pension fund, and the 
widow and orphan. This amount of $17,500 ,000 
would be more than exhausted during the pres- 
ent year, without the aid of adopting any meas- 
ure of direct distribution. There were extraor- 
dinary estimates amounting to $6,000,000; two 
Indian treaties approved by the late majority 
of the Senate, $7,000,000; the Seminole war 
would probably cost $5,000,000; and there were 
a large mass of other expenditures that would 
swell it up to $25,000,000. Besides this, the war 
cloud now hanging over the southwestern fron- 
tier ought not to escape the attention of Congress. 
He examined in detail the effects of distributing 
the surplus revenue in the manner proposed, 
which would introduce a gencral scene of corrup- 
tion, break down the independence of the States, 
and produce ¢onsolidation. He would go with 
gentlemen for putting the fortifications in a state 
of defense, and of possessing a naval power coms 
mensurate with the commerce and coast of the 


on from the charge | 


for along time, but to give place to the New York 
relief bill. Mr. B. endeavored to get an hour 


devoted to the adoption of some amendment to | 
the rules of the House, and he believed that, if ! 
they had devoted three or four weeks to that sub- 


ject, the country would have been a gainer; and 


_ be given the minority for 


' interposition of some such b 


j 


bill. 


for the articles in that print, but it was wellknown | 


parts of thirteen days. 


tion, he explained that he had made it to bring |: 
: establishing a post route from the town of St. Genevicve, 


that motion was resisted on the same ground that | 
a war was apprehended, and the patriotism of |, 
members on all sides was appealed to. He denied, | 
in reply to the articles in the Globe, that he had 


made a frivolous motion to embarrass the Navy 
He did not hold the President of the United 
States nor any member of the House responsible 
they indorsed them by inclesing copies of the 
aper under their frank, He hardly received a 


letter that did not inform him that hundreds of 


that infamous paper were franked to Tennessee 
by the President; and though he would not hold 
the President responsible for, or say that he in- 
dorsed its slanders, yet such was the effect of . 
their being plana | under his frank. Mr. B. | 
then went into the history of the proceedings on 
the naval appropriation bill, and of his own 
course on that occasion, and repelled the attacks 
made upon him by the Globe, several of which | 
he read. He then went into a diurnal history of ` 
the proceedings on the New York fire bill, Mr. 
Apams’s resolution, and Mr. Wisr’s resolution, | 
the contested election, &c.; by which he showed | 
that the Navy bill had been compelled to give 
way to those propositions. The changes were , 
rung on the New York fire bill and the contested 
election case, each being alternately considered, 
during which time the appropriation bills slept. : 
Out of the six weeks’ discussion on the Navy 
bill, alleged to have been the effect of Mr. B.’s 


motion, after all the slanders made against him, 


he proved that bill had only en discussed during | 


ith regard to his mo- ' 


out the views of those who were supposed con- 
versant with the matter; but the motion to reduce 
the appropriation to $4,000, the ordinary cx- 
penses, was perfectly consistent with his own to 
reduce the whole appropriation one half. Besides, : 
whenin the Committec of the Whole on the state of . 
the Union, that was the only occasion that would 
olitical discussion, and 
he had availed himself oF the Navy bill, believ- 
ing he should have no other occasion. He be- 
lieved that, ifthe ordinary appropriation bills were 
got through, and Michigan and Arkansas ad- 
mitted into the Union during the morning hour, 
they would soon find themselves adjourned; nor 
did he believe they would act on the deposit bank 
bill, the land bill, the Post Office bill, and several 
other great subjects, unless they interposed and 
kept back one of the appropriation bills. If any 
of these measures were brought up, without the 
ill as he alluded to, 
they would either not be acted upon, or no op- 
portunity would be afforded of discussing them, 
but they would be forced through by means of 
the previous question. After some further re- 


‘marks, Mr. B. intimated that he should avail 


eountry. He would triple the force in the Gulf. 
ef Mexico; he would increase the naval force on | 


the east, and would have an efficient force in the 
Pacific to protect our fisheries, where, in case of 


war, we should be first assailed. He again ad- | 1 
Mr. Camprevene, moved to strike out the clause 


verted to the Seminole war, and the probability 


of a rupture with Mexico, or with the Indians in | 


that quarter, incited through the influence of that 
nation. 


the surplus revenue would be exhausted; and Mr. | 
C. concluded, after some further remarks, by call- 


ing upon the friends of distribution to pause and 


reflect apon these circumstances before they took : 


a step which they would be unable to retrace. 
Mr. BELL proceeded to reply to Mr. CAMBRE- 


LENG in reference to the allusions made to himself : 


by that gentleman. He said there had been great 
neglect in not bringing forward the appropriation 


bills, with reference to the apprehension of war; |: 


t 


i 
t 
1 


himself of a future opportunity to give his views 
at length on the subject embraced in the amend- 


l: 


l 
i 


| 


with the King of the Two Sicilies; which was 
laid on the table, and ordered to be printed. 

On motion of Mr. MANN, of New York, the 
House then adjourned. 


IN SENATE. 
Tuurspay, April 28, 1836. 


The CHAIR communicated a report from the 
Navy Department, containing an estimate of the 
maximum amount that can be advantageously 
expended, annually, for naval purposes, navy- 

ards, arsenals, dry-docks, &c.; which was laid 
on the table, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. LINN, from the Committee on Pensions, 
to whom had been referred the petition of Jean 
Baptiste Jarvis, reported a bill for his relief; which 
was read, and ordered to a second reading. 

Mr. TOMLINSON, from the same committee, 
reported a bill to restore certain invalid pensioners 
to the pension roll; which was read, and ordered 
to a second reading. 

Mr. CLAYTON, from the Committee on the 
Judiciary, to whom had been referred the petitions 


© of Peter A. Karthaus, and Robert P. Moore, and 


others, reported unfavorably thereon; and the 
committee was discharged from the further con- 


: sideration thereof. ` 


| 


i 
i 


NEW POST ROUTES. 


Mr. WALKER offered the following resolu- 
tion; which was agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Office and Post 
Roads be instructed to inquire into the expediency of estab- 
lishing the following post routes in the State of Mississippi : 
From Port Gibson, by Darwin, Shelby’s, Lioyd’s Mills, and 
Casey’s Store, to Raymond; from Clinton, by Spring Hil, 
and Summerville, to Silantia. 

Mr. LINN offered the following resoiution; 
which was agreed to: . 

Resolved, That the Committee on tre Post Office and 

Post Roads be instructed to inquire into the expediency of 


Missouri, to tle steamboat landing near that place. 
STATUARY FOR THE CAPITOL. 


Mr. BUCHANAN moved that the resolution 
directing the Committee on Finance to inquire 
into the expediency of contracting with Luigi 
Persico for two groups of statues to: complete the 
ornaments of the cast front of the Capitol, be 
taken up for consideration. 

Mr. PRESTON had no sort of objection. te 
matters of this kind, nor was it with him a mere 
question of expense. The declaration in the res- 


‘ olution was virtually that it was proper to make 


‘from Mr. Persico, 


- it was not a matter ò 


ment, and such other topics as were involved in, 
> or should grow out of it. 


Mr. MERCER, after some remarks in reply to 


roposed to be amended by that gentleman, and 


‘Iasert the following: 


Should this be the case, every dollar of : 


, thousand dollars be appropriated to the purchase of ord- |: 


| 
| 
i 


and he thérefore came to the conclusion, which ‘ 


he took that opportunity td reiterate, that the 
arty never had any apprehensions of a war with 
rance. Under ordinary circumstances no delay 
had taken place; but at that time there wasa pre- 
tense of apprehension of a war, and yet the ap- 
‘propriation bills were not only suffered to sleep 


For the purchase or construction of a foundery for ord- 


nance at such place as the Scerctary of War, with the `` 


approbation ofthe President of the United States, may select, 
and for defraying the expenses of conducting the operations 
of such foundery for one year, including the purchase of 
necessary tools and materials, the sum of ——— hundred 
thousand doilars, and thatthe further sum of ——— hundred : 


nance for immediate use. 


After some further remarks by Mr. MERCER , 
and Mr. CAMBRELENG, i 
Mr. MOORE obtained the floor, and gave way : 
to Mr. Bynum, on whose motion the committee : 
rose and reported. 
The SPEAKER laid before the House a com- : 
munication from the Secretary of State, trans- : 


mitting, in compliance with a resolution of the 23d | 


an appropriation for the purchase of two groups 
ang he thought the terms of 
the resolution ought to be enlarged, and not con- 
fined to any particular individual; and it might 
be a question whether the Committce on Finance, 
who were burdened with other duties, were the 
appropriate committee. It was a matter of taste, 
and peculiar in its character. 

Mr. MANGUM said the Committee on the 
Library invariably had the charge of the expenses 
and selection of ornaments for the Capitol. As 
to the question of re in matters of that kind 

much consequence, and not 
necessary to place it under the direction of the 
Committee on Finance. He would, therefore, 
move to strike out the Committee on Finance, 
and insert the Committee on the Library. This 
inquiry was very proper, and, he thought, prop- 
erly belonged to the Committee on the Library. 
The ornaments to be selected would not only be 


` valued for this, but for all future ages. 


; Mr. CALHOUN said that when this resolu 
tion was first introduced his attention was called 
to it, and he really did think that they ought 


‘to reserve objects of this descripttorr for native 


li 
j 


i 


artists; one of whom was at that time in Europe, 
at the head of his profession. At the solicitation 
of the mover, he would not make any op osition 
to the resolution now. Let it go (said Mr. C.) 


` to the committee, and let them report on it, and 


should their report be unfavorable, he would then 
have an opportunity of expressing his views 
further on the subject. Mr. Persico was a gen- 
tleman of talents, and would no doubt-do justice 
to the subject; but the Government had but little 
tronagé of the kind, and he thought they owed 
It to native artists to reserve it for them. : 
Mr. BUCHANAN did not intend at that time 


TERG /. 


twenter date a discussion df the question ra 
by the Senator from South Carolinay{Mr: Can»: 
Roun,} though on a proper oceasion he should | 
have something to say with regard-to ìt.: He' | 
would assure the junior Senator from South Caro- | 
lina, (Mr. Presron,} that if he had had the 
selection of an individual in the Senate, whose 
jadgment and taste in matters relating to the fine 
arts qualified him te decide asto the merits ‘of 
the p pieces of stai , he should have 
sele him; but he knew that a bill had come. 
there from the House of Representatives, con- 
taining. appropriations for etatuary, which had: 
been referred. to the Cammities on Fi 2 and:, 
he had, therefore, no choice but to: send his reso- 
lation to that committee, or incor the risk of its 
not being acted on during this ecesion. ©. =. 
- Mr. MANGUM said there could be no diffi- 
culty in this matter. As to the question of taste 
he should -have as much. confidence in the taste: 
of the chairman of the Committee ow Finante ás 
im that of any other gentleman; but he thought it 
would: be mere appropriate te send. it to the 
Library Committee. 8 : 

Mr. PRESTON doubted the propriety of the | 
saggeetion of the Senator from North line. 
The Committee on the Library were. not more 
qualified to decide in such matters than any other 
members ‘of the Senate; and, indeed, few of them 
had had oppertunities of making themselves so. 
It had been usual to refer matters ef this descrip- 
tion to the Committee on the Library, on the 
natural suppesition that there was some conned: 
tian between literature and the fine arts; but he 
should think the Committee on Finance as well 
qualifed as any ather committee; and. ke would 
suggest that they shoald be instructed to inquire 
whether an appropriation, and to what amount, 
should be tò ornament the taxt front of the 

ital, leaving the selection both ef the subject 

the artist te same proper department of the 
Governmen' ‘the President of the -United 
States. The resolution contemplated two groupe | 
of statues for the east front-of the Capitoli -Now | 
whether groapa of statues were. proper for that 
place, ar what groupe, or whether the subject 


was consistent with good taste, werk al . 
s Which the-Benate | salary of $1,500 a year to ornament the tympo- : 
{ num ofthe epgtern frontef the Capitol- He 

r | succeeded, let the universal approbation which | 
on | his efforts have received; decide.” ` + 


questions of great intportamce 
was not tent -to determine; and'adegtee of. 
responsibility should be thrown upon the 
nt of the Governmens.-for; the se 
beth of the subject to be executed and the artist 
to execute it, soas- to insure a work worthy'of 
the. huil whose cost was. three. millions: of 


dollara, of the’ wealth and greatness of the nation, | 


and of the admiration of posterity.. He.had the | 


arsico aa an- artist; -but some of our own | 


artists had obtained, very deservedly, great celeb- |; 


rity. Ove of: them, Mr. Greenough, was soon | 
expected:home, and: it. might be deemed: E | 


to give khim áa opportunity of exercising 


ents on the contemplated wark» . He thought thet | 
some. competition might: be advantageously .cx- i 
collision. of mini among || 


cited—that some lit 
men of genius and taste might resuk in the adop» | 
tion of a design. more appropriate than that sug: || 
gested by Mr. Persico; but of this he could not 
pretend:to judge, The reference of.such matters | 
to persons of competent skill as ecknowledged | 
taste was necessary to prevent their. being bur- | 
dened with works unworthy of the nation. Their Hi 
publie katie had ra Maed with exhibitions |: 
be of the fine arts, utterly offensive | 
Lagogaern: ; , utterly offensive 


the President of the United States 
suitable. ornaments to complete the east front of. 
the Capitol, instead of. directing the: Committee 
on Finance to inquire, &c. een ae 

Mr. BUCHANAN said he did not anticipate | 
so much discussion ope mere. question of inquiry. 
Some years ago i- (said Mr. B.) submitted a sim- 
ilar resolution to the House of- Representatives, 
and Lthought I could not do wrong in asking a 
committee vf the Senate ta iaguire into the expe- 
diency of making an appropriation, . .... .. 
:- È feel it ta. be: my duty, however, after w 


_ and the taking of a striki 


|! would command in Europe five times the amount 


| reálizė a-fortane drom itin Europes: s 


has taken to; to some. of. the semarks 
which: have fallen ee Sauna, from South 
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Carolinas particularly: those of the. junior meden] 


ber. . He, vos 7 ‘ 
No man living, sir, is willing to extend more 
encon ttonative talentthan lam. Where- 


everit can:fairly be brought into competition with 
that of foreign growth, it ought to be 


it requires immense labor, intimate knowledge of 


drawing, and years of experience, to execute a’) | 
: vidious to him. That body'was not fitted to dis- 


clasaical ot historical figure. . . 
There is as much difference between the artist 
who forms a bust, and he wiio.executes a group 
of statuary, as there is between a mere portrait 
painter and a Michael Angelo.. It is.the very 


loweet grade of the art—the commencement of the: 
| atady of the 


rofession. No gentleman, what- 
ever may be his natural genius, who has pro- 
ceeded no further than the execution of a bust, 


employed in ornamenting tite eastern front of our 
Capitol. 


Jt may be asked, (and I. answer’ the question - 


now,) why I feel this interest in Mr. Persico? It 
is from motives of private friendship, im consist- 
ence with the public good. He came to the town 
in which I reside in 1819, merely as a portrait 


; painter, and for the purpose of sequins aknowl- 


edge of the English language. genius and 
taste were soon discovered, and in his society I 
have passed many agreeable and instructive hours. 
He left us without a single enemy. He is not a 
native, but. he intends to spend -his days among 
vs, for he loves liberty with all the enthusiasm 
of genius. He is devoted to the institutions of 
this country. : ea. i 

When I next saw him, it was in New York, 
where hia talents as a sculptor had begun to at- 
tract much attention.. l asked him why he had 
concealed his knowledge of sculpture to his friends 
in Laneaster, and ‘he replied, evinting: the mod- 
esty which always accompanies true merit, ihat 
— ‘were st-many foreigners in this cou 

e 
that he had determined not tos of his knowl- 
edge of this art until he pres gene 
mity of displaying it by his works, , He was sub- 
sequently employed by this Governmen$ atia 


m 
labors; and admired the industry and genius with 
which they were accomplished. pa 
3 Phe:hrve. of ‘identifying his talents with the 
Capitol et’ the Union has the subject of his 
thoughts by day, and hisdreams b 
keenly and deeply, therefore; he feel, if the 
Senate of thé United States should refuse to enter- 
tain a mere resolution of inquiry. © 

= Any one, whether aman of taste or not, cannot 
bat be struck with the rhodel of one of the groups 
which: he has cémpleted. It represents the groat 
discoverer when he: first bounded with ecstasy 
upon the shore; all his toils and perils past, pre- 
senting a hemisphere to the astonished world, 
with the name of America.inscribed upon it. 


‘ , , Whilst he is thus standing upon the shore, a fe- 
t c taste, absurd in design, and wretched ` 
in the exetution, He would yote against themo- || 
tion of his. friend from North Carolina; and would | 
move toamend the resolution, soi as to apthorize | 
40 contrach for | 


male savage, with awe and wonder depieted ih 
her countenance, is gazing upon him. This is 
one of the happiést, noblest, grandest. concep- 
tions of: genius, :It is worthy of the subject. I 
hope every Senator will examine the modelis for 
himself.- E hazard the assertion that, if ever this 
work shall: be finished according to the model, it 


which :it. will cost in- this country::: I believe, 
however, from thé:enthusiaam of the artist, that 
he would tather. have this work of :his'plaved.on 
the blotking of the Capitol, if hb should réceive 
from- Government nò more-thar:a mere epbsiat- 
ence: whilst -in its. exéoution,! thas: to 
EEN 
A heap onal from South Carolina. densis 

-him óffar a separate resolution infavorof any 
other artist:-He shail receive my vote. Ishould 


ferred.. 


1 am no connoisseur in sculpture, but I know that. 


likeness, is fit to be: 


pretandedy to what they were not. entitled, | 


have an opportu- , 


ow he |: 


feel indebted to: nimi howorets if.be sould suffer, 
mine to take the usu rection at any. 


i 


amendment. © = 1 E Ty fer 
Mr. PRESTON said the gentleman from Penny, 
sylvania was mistaken if he imagined for a mo~ 
ment that what he said.was in reference to a spe- 
cial competition’ between Mr. Persico and any 
‘other artist. He should very-much iebret if Mr. 
Persico himself thought he had said anything'in+ 


cuss these matters, as was evident fror the man- 
ner in which the namés of individual artists had 
been brought forward. He knew that he himself 
was not competent to decide on them. ‘There! 
was, to be sure, as the gentleman from Pënnsyl- 
vania observed, every differerice between the ex’ 
- ecution of a correct likeness, and the ¢xcoution’ 
` of a grand historical or allegorical subject; ‘but he: 
would observe en:passant-that. he who copied na- 
ture most correctly in the exegution of a likeness 
. would be the mostapt to succeed in the execution, 
of a work of gresics importance. By referring” 
the decision of this matter to the President, he. 
would most probably, before deciding, consult 
| with gentlemen upon whose taste and judgment 
every one would be willing to rely.: Wishitigton 
| Alliston, of Boston, was one on whom he would 
entirely rely; and if he would say that the design, 
of Mr. Persico was worthy of the object for which 
: it was intended, he would be satisfied that after. 
| generations: would speak of -thé work: with, ‘the 
| same admiration that we speak of the works. of 
Michael Angelo. Mr.P., after referring in terme 
of disapprobation to the werks in the rotandy of 
the Capitol, and paniculady 1 the statue of My: 
Jefferson, which had got there by some means of 
other per fas, aut nefas, said that he. concurred 
with his colleague in- wishing to reserve such. 
works for native artists, if competent ones could 
be found; but if not, as expense should: be ne 
object, hé would be willing to send to Thorwald- 
sen fora suitable work. He would rather (he 
said) have:one such atatue as.thatof Washingtor 
| by Canova, which had:been destroyed im the con 
fiagration of the ‘State-house at igh, North 


'; Carolina, than all the trash that.oumbered and 


disgraced ‘the walls of the ratunda. :- He wished, 
it a ramen andet, that.i se Toma 
nothing disparaging to Mr. Persico, whosetalente 
were acknsvisdged om all .hands..: "All he wished, 


| was, that the decision of this matter. should be 
|: After he had completed this work;'Hpresebted | 
| & resolution to the House of Representatives, of- 
i which I was then a member, similar to the one I 
| have now offered: He was employed; and though 
re : I pretend to no taste in the fine arts, yet | know 
oo ef the. talents and excellence’ of |; that others, who are competent judges,as well as | 

<P , have been delighted with the results of his ' 


left to the: proper department of the Government, 

withoat saying thatithis particular design should. 

be executed, or this a olny attist employed, to 

the exclusion of ell others... He: therefove: ses 

newed his motion. wat tas DEINO nE 

‘Mr. CLAY said the Senator.from South Caros 

| lina regarded this as a more serious matter-timn 
j he could. - When he heard the remarks of thas 
| Senator, from the manner in which he had ex- 


i; hibited his taste and knowledge of the art of scalps 
ii tare, he felt as if he wished the whole; matter 
ti. Most | submitted to him exclusively. Mrs: Persica; wap 
|; well known.as.a superior artist, and: Mr. Greer 


| nough' was alresidy employed by the Government 
todo an important work. To: refer it to the Preai- 
| dent was a mere shifting of, the responaibility, 
| from Congress to the President. If a:goodpaimter 
| could bea good judge of sculpture, they would: 
have enough to counsel with; orif-a.good orator 
| was a good judge of stulpture, he. believed there 
i wete averai of them on: the Committee of. Fi- 
nance. But really he thought there was too much 
importatice. attached..to this. matter; and. if tha 
President should refuse to take the responsibility 
of ipebmarg (6 these. groups, it. would then be 
time eno them: to take it upon themselves, 
wn Mr. CALHOUN was of opinion that: they. 
Should reserve such. magtere for. native artista, 
mary of whom-were highlydistinguished.. The 
very fact boing known that they, had auch works 
im. resegvation for ‘native talent, would hare A 


powerful infwence in stimulating their exertipps 
tò attain excellence in their professions, i ignis 
: After.a few remarks from. Mr.: DAVIS, ayn 
Mr. CLAYTON said, that whenever Mr, Gree, 


pongh, dr-any native artist, should. present, baron 
self ‘with such a design as that presented by Mr. 
Persico, he would most cheerfully yo tp Ren at 
te tee far soniais hie {dad not 
pousider the voting: for this, reaqlaen a8. vollng 
to contract for the gronp:of mates, it was only 
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a resolution of inquiry, and he would therefore 
it. | 
a was then taken on Mr. PRESTON’S | 
amendment, which was, rejected; after which, 
Mr. Brewaxan’s resolution was agreed to. 
PATENT LAWS. 

Mr. RUGGLES, from the select committee 
appointed to inquire what alterations are neces- 
sary in the patent laws, made a voluminous re- 

ort thereon, accompanied by a bill to reorganize | 
the Patent Office, and make it a distinct depart- 
ment of the Government, and to alter and amend 
the patent laws. ; 

The report and bill having been read, the bill 
was ordered to a second reading; and, on motion 
of Mr. CLAYTON, three thousand each of the 
report and bill were ordered to be printed. 


NAVY APPROPRIATION BILL, ETC. 


The bill making appropriations for the naval 
service for the year 1836; and 
The bill making additional appropriations for 


the suppression of Indian hostilities in Florida, ` 


were severally read the third time and passed. 
PROCEEDS OF THE PUBLIC LANDS. 

The bill to distribute for a limited time the net 
proceeds of the sales of the public lands among 
the States, and to grant lands to certain States, 
came up on its third reading; when 

Mr. NILES addressed the Senate in a speech 
of i 
tion to the bill; after which, 

Mr. BENTON observed that, in reading over 


the bill that morning as engrossed, he found that | 


the amendments made yesterday to the second 
section, defining what the net proceeds of the 
sales of the public lands were, did not apply to 


the third section, where the same amendments ; 
were equally necessary. He therefore moved 


to recommit the bill, for the purpose of having it 
amended in that particular. At the same time 
that he made this motion, he would inform the 
Senate that there were four gentlemen, including 
himself, desirous of being heard in opposition to 
the bill; the manner in which it had 
through yesterday having prevented them from 


addressing the Senate onit. If the Senate refused © 
the motion, these gentlemen were determined to `; 


speak to-day; and he, for one, would speak if 
the sun rose and sct on their session. e did 
not mean to let this bill go off without making his 
sentiments with regard toit known to the Amer- 
ican people. 
the bill would be reported to-morrow, and gentle- 
men would have an opportunity of then being 


heard on it; otherwise, they must speak to-day. | 


Mr. EWING hoped the motion to recommit 
would not preyar as the proposed amendment 
was altoget 


penses to be deducted from the sales of the year, 
would be sufficient information to the Department 
as to what Congress meant by the net pro- 
ceeds of the sales of the public lands, and by it 
they would know the principles on which hey 
were to make up the accounts. 

Mr. MORRIS had discovered, on reading the 
bill, the same objections to it that had been men- 


tioned by the Senator from Missouri; but, being | 


altogether opposed to the bill in principle, he did 
not think it necessary to refer to them. He had 


very little concern with the details of the bill, and | 


thought that those gentlemen who, like him, 
were opposed to it in principle need not care for 
them. e should, however, be pleased if the 
motion of the Senator from Missouri prevailed, 
in order that those gentlemen who intended to 


address the Senate might have an opportunity of | 


examining it, as it was now very different from 
the printed’ bill as it came from the committee. 
It was with great reluctance that he ever intruded 
on the time of the Senate, but he was so situated 
that he was compelled to address them on this 
occasion; indeed, he could not refrain from doing 
so without violating what he considered to be an 
imperious sense of duty. How long it would 
take him to express his sentiments on this subject 
he could not say—probably not long; and he 
hoped the Senate would indulge him, as well as 
thero gentlemen, by a postponement. There had 
been no hurrying of this bili until last evening, 


great length, force, and argument, in opposi- | 


been carried | 


If the recommitment was ordered, | 


er unnecessary. The designation ` 
in the second section of the current items of eX- : 
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and he did not see any necessity for passing it 
that evening. If the objections of the Senator 
| from Missouri had any weight, the bill ought to 
i be recommitted; and he would suggest to its 
, friends, whether it would not be better to make 


` itso plain that nothing should be left to inference 


in the Departments? 


The question was here taken on Mr. BENTON’s : 


motion; and it was rejected. 


Mr. MORRIS then moved that the Senate | 


adjourn. 

The motion was decided in the negative—yeas 
20, nays 24; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Benton, Brown, Cuthbert, Ewing of 
Ilinois, Grundy, Hill, Hubbard, King of Alabama, King of 
Georgia, Linn, Morris, Nicholas, Niles, Rives, Rubinson, 
Ruggles, Shepley, Tallmadge, Walker, and Wright—20. 

AYS—Messrs. Black, Cathoun, Clay, Clayton, Critten- 
den, Davis, Ewing of Ohio, Goldsborough, Hendricks, Kent, 
Knight, Leigh, McKean, Mangum, Moore, Naudain. Porter, 
Prentise, Robbins, Southard, Swift, Tomlinson, Webster, 
and White—24. 


Mr. PORTER then observed that he would 
make a compromise with gentlemen peppered to 
the bill. 1f they would agree that the final ques- 
tion should be taken to-morrow, he would move 


. to adjourn, and he hoped his friends on his side 


of the House would agree toit. He did not wish 
to compel gentlemen to speak at that late hour; 
and his friend from Missouri, as well as every 
- member of the Senate, must see that the delaying 
of this bill oar other important busines which 
` was suffering by the delay. He, for one, was 
' determined that this bill should have precedence 
of all others. 

Mr. BENTON said he fully appreciated the 
sentiments expressed by the Senator from Louis- 
iana, but he could make no compromise. He 
was determined to speak on that bill before it 

assed. 

Mr. MORRIS said he would much prefer ad- 
dressing the Senate to-morrow than at that late 
hour. His address would not probably occupy 
a long time; and, if the Senate would agree to 
adjourn, he would agree that the final question 
, should be taken to-morrow. 

On motion of Mr. PORTER, the Senate then 
' adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Tuourspay, April 28, 1836. 
Mr. PIERCE, of New Hampshire, rose and 


remarked that, not seeing the gentleman from |; 


Virginia [Mr. Dromcoote} in his seat, he would 
; move to take up the resolution submitted by that 
| gentleman calling on the Treasury Department 
for certain information in reference to the deposit 
_ of the public moneys, and the amendment thereto 
offered by another gentleman from Virginia, [Mr. 
Wise.) 
Mr. P. thought it was due to the Secretary of 
! the Treasury, and to themselves, that this reso- 
|| lation should be taken up and disposed of. 
Objection being made, 
Mr. PIERCE moved to suspend the rules; 
‘| which was agreed to—ayes 103, noes not counted. 
The resolution was then read; the question 
pending being the amendment of Mr. Wisg, as 


} 
i 
+t 
i 


i 
i! 
| 

li 
tj 


‘| modified at the suggestion of Mr. Catuoon, of |: 
Massachusetts, proposing also to raise a select | 


l eommittee to inquire into the various subjects 
i! connected with the deposit of publie moneys in 
| certain local banks. 

Mr. BOND, who had spoken on two former 
|! days, addressed the House for the third time on 
the subjects embraced in the resolution. ‘The na- 
tion found itselfin possession of about $37,000,000, 
all of which was in the hands of the deposit banks, 
‘| which moneys, he contended, were unsafe in 
i: those institutions, because the banks were not 
| sufficiently responsible to the Government for 
those moneys, and because of the small capitals 
of those banks. He alluded to the communica- 
tion of the Secretary of the Treasury about the 
time the deposits were removed, in which it was 
stated that the domestic exchanges would be im- 
proved by that removal, and to the circular of the 
Cliaton Bank of Columbus, a young institution 
with a smaller capital than many others in that 
region of country, which refused to take the notes 
of specie-paying banks in its own neighborhood, 
t and received those of distant banks; 


which (he || 
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argued) would have the tendency of derangi 
the exchanges. This system (he said) woul 
have the effect of compelling those who had money 
to pay for public lands to get their moneys shaved 
by brokers, for the purpose of getting moneys 
which this bank would receive. The deposit 
banks might transfer moneys to those brokers, 
which could be used for the purpose of shaving. 
| When our moneys were in this uncertain state, 
he did not think gentlemen ought to sit and fold 
their arms, and not go into an examination of the 
condition of those moneys. If the investigation 
was not now gone into, it would give the guarantee 
to those banks that an investigation never would 
be had, and, in consequence of this, they would 
© go on in their speculations; and he feared that by 
next December they should have an account of 
empty boxes. He asserted, without fear of con- 
tradiction, that many of the deposit banks were 
not able to repay the money to the Government 
', which they were intrusted with, and pay the debts 
due their creditors. It was, to be sure, asserted 
that tne banks had four dollars to one to pay their 
, Government deposits with; but it must be recol- 
| lected there were other creditors to be paid besides 
the Government. He alluded to the agent of the 
deposit banks, and asked, if he was not an agent 
of the Government, why it was that he had a 
room in the building occupied by the Treasury 
Department? This he did not consider proper, 
j and contended that no individual should be allowed 
i to have an office inthe same building with the 
i Treasury Department who was not connected 
with it, and responsible to the head of that De- 
partment. He wentinto an examination to show 
the amount of moneys the Government had lost 
by local banks, and argued that the same result 
might again be expected. 

Mr. PIERCE, of New Hampshire. Mr. 
| Speaker, I do not prepose to discuss the deposit 
question, though there are few more fruitful sub- 
jects, as experience has taught us, and none pre- 
senting moreample materials with less of laborious 
research. What power Congress possesses over 
| the deposit banks—whether they are safe or un- 
i safe—whether they constitute a United States 
' bank, to all intents and purposes, as the gentle- 
/ man from Massachusetts [Mr. Catyovun] alleges 
| —and whether that is to be made an objection to 
' them, in a certain quarter, as depositories of the 
: public moneys—are questions which will very 
properly come under our consideration when the 

ill upon your table, for which a special day has 
| been assigned, shall -be taken up. At present, 
the question legitimately before the House appears 
to me to be, what is the appropriate and judicious 
mode of seeking the information contemplated 
alike by the original resolution presented by the 
gentleman from Virginia, [Mr. Dromcooxr,| and 
the amendment proposed by his honorable col- 
league? [Mr. Wise.) To this question, sir, I 
should have confined myself exclusively, but for 
certain extraordinary assertions and grave charges 
| which have been preferred against the Secretary 
| of the Treasury; and to repel even these may 
| be regarded as the work of supererogation; for 
! in this country there is, fortunately, so much 
'| intelligence—the avenues to correct information, 
open to all, are so multiplied and various—that 
no Administration, and no public officer, can suffer 
i long or seriously in consequence of mere bold, 
sweeping denunciation. And he who expects to 
make a successful attack with such weapons 
alone does great injustice to the character of the 
yeomanry of this country, in whose hands are 
its destinies. They are watchful of their public 
| servants—jealous, if you please—but they are at 

the same time just. They are not convinced, and 
they cannot be alarmed, by mere naked charges 
| They look beyond the charges to the evidence 
| upon which they are predicated, and so I trust 
will this House do, before they adopt any new 
| and extraordinary course of proceeding. Whether 
| Mr. Whitney, whose name has so often been 
introduced. in the course of this debate, is the 
| agent of a corporation, or any number of corpo- 
rations—the agent of individuals, or no agent at 
all—is to me an affair of perfect indifference. If 
he is not a public officer, or in the pay of the 
Government—and I understand that neither is the 
| fact—the nature of hie agencies, if such he have, 
and the compensation he may receive for his 


services, are matiera. inte whith T havë áa ittie | 
curiosityasrigàtto inquire. Whether hexccupies | 
aroom in the block of buildings a portioa of which ` 
is rented for the accommodation of the Freasury i 
Department, or a room on the site side of ; 
the avenue, are questions in which the House can 
feel no possible interest, however much 

men may a to make of it in debate. 

But there arc other subjects, as the gontlemab | 
from Ohio juatly observed, of the highest import- | 
ance. For instance, if the Secretary of the Treas». | 
ury, or any agent of the , by hisorder, 
or with his approbation, has-ede a new rule, 
with rd to what money ah 


blic dues, operating injunously upon any por- 
Fon .of the pha das it deserves pros considers :, 

ation; the cause of the sheuld be ired 
into without . This charge the man | 
from Ohio [Mr. Bonn}. has rig want pee ff! 
shall not, in replying, retort the term. the” 
ntleman has thought proper to apply ‘to’ the | 

, but I will pronounce his n.efro- 


neous, and asert that the terms, in this respect,’ 
have never been more liberal, a during ar 
suspension of- ie paymenta, than since the 
renova of the Keneit from the United States 
Bank. The same construction “has been given to | 
the laws relating to this subject from the days of 
Hamilton’s administration to the present time. | 
That the gentleman’s complaint, in this partict- | 
lag, is unreasonable and without any foundation, ' 
isshown conclusively by a report of the Secretary 
of the Treasury, read in the Senate on Tuesday’ 


-Mr.. BOND. io iach = cn ihe: 
powegeons: received yesterday from innati,. 
that the notes of ali:the Qhio banks outof the-oity- 
were ata discount of four to five pet centum; and: 
that a friend of mine, now here, (but who resides 
ix Cincinnati,) had just informed me that ex- 
change could not be had there, on Philadelphie : 


| 
or New York, for less then ane to oneand a half | 
centum, and that no considerable amount tan- 


had at either of these rates. ; | 

Mr. PIERCE. Undoubtedly; and the gentle- 
man's friend has been no more unfortunate in- 
finding high rates of exchange than individuals 


be yeoeived:for: and the teeming presa in other places.. Ido not: 


_ gay. that there.ie a panic-manufacturing epirit 
j abroad, but I feel bound to rely upon aoa] 
' statements from the diferent pointa, in preferente 
| to the declaration, of any individlualor any newer: 
, paper pamgraph, Decided. exception hag been 
, taker:to one of the articles of agreement entered. 
| into between the Government and the deposit 
_ banka. Itis in the following words: m 
: s< Ef tho Soeretary of the Treasury stish adinik prnpr te 
e ine and report 
! peated mat codita af the ‘banks in tbe Terrien ot 
Government, or any of them, the said bank agrees to pay at 
equitable proportion of his or theit expenses ard compsn: 
sation, according to sueh apportionment as may be made , 
by the said Secretary.” ites diye t ' 
Is it not the duty of the Secretary, as a faithful: 
public officer, to make every provision which 
prudence: cam suggest for the safe-keeping of the 
public moneyr? Should he hold no control over 


the agents of his own appointment? While the 


last; and I will not take up the ims ofthe House | 
b ing a proposition which, in that report 
ie clearly demoriotated I thank the gentleman, 
Mr. Speaker, for having called the attention of 
the House particularly to the deposit bank of the 
State which I have the honot in part to répresetit— 
the Commercial Bank at Potemout ty Thiet ma 
suppose by way. ọ 
in particular of the Sec- | 


gentleman denominates, 
eminence, '* the special pet 
reteryof the Treasury.” Now, a moment’s exam- 
ination will show what constitutes, in the Pentle- 
man’s estimation, “a special pet.in pagticular,’’ | 
On the 18th of the present month, theré was on | 
deposit in the Commercial Bank ‘at Portsmouth ` 
$119,713, out of which the pensions of the State, | 
your sppropreisn for the navy-yard at that | 
pinee, and all other expenditures acetuing théée, | 
are to bè paid. Atthe same date there was on | 
it in the city of Cincinnati alone: more than | 
two millions of dollars. mot 
: Mr. BOND. The Commercial Bank at Cin- 
cimmati, what elope 4 I know not, has: 
established an agency at Sti. i 


held by that bank is at this 
State of Ohio.. | 
Mr. PIERCE resumed: It is quite immaterial ; 
—the bank at Cincinnati is responsible’ for it. | 
There was on deposit in the State of Ohio, at | 
the date before given, $2,455,136, which ie more | 
than quadraple the amount on it in New | 
Jersey and Delaware, and all the New England | 
States together, with the exception of Massachu- | 
setts. Such, sir, is the evidence of favoritism on | 
the of the Secretary, of which the gentleman 
from Ohio complains; and he is at liberty to 
make the most of it. 
The Secretary, in his annual report, under the 
head, “Deposite Banks andthe Currency,’ says: 
“The payments to craditors, officers, and pensioners 
have been puncttial and convenient; and the whole fiscal 
operations through the State banks have, as yet, proved . 
highly satisfactory. Incidental to this, the facilities that | 
fave been furnished to the commercial community in | 
domestic exchanges were probably never greater, or Sf s0 : 
moderate rates.” ý i $ 
This the gentleman does not hesitate to pro- 
nounce false. I do not say this of his assertion, | 
bat will content myself with opposing to that | 
assertion facts, of which he may dispose at his 
leimire. The deposit banks are required ‘to state, | 
am the back of their semi-monthly returns, the: 


agency, and notin the | 


Louis, Missowti, | 
and much the greatest part of the public deposit | 


banks consent to a stipulation of this kind, it is 


difficult to conceive why the representatives of _ 


the people should object. -Bat my object, im re- 


| ferring to this article, which is regarded with so | 
, muoh warm, ia chiefly to state that ng agent has | 


ever been appointed by the present Secretary,. 
and that the. power has been exercised only on 
two ochasiona: since the withdrawal of the de- 
posits from the. United Stateg Bank, with neither 
of which the, mysterious Mr. Whitney had any. 
comneption; ene ôf those agencies, which was to 
T into the. condition of the. pan Bavk. 
at timore—suggostions against ity solvency 
having been made during the p4nic era—consisted, 
of Mr. Reverdy Johneon, (then, and I believe 
now, a decided opponent, of the ent Admin-— 
istration,}and Mr. Howard, of Baltimore. About. 
the same period; upon similar suggestions, J udge ' 
Elke, of Mississippi, was a 


| the onl 
| exercised, «- — ave ARITE 
Where, Mr. Speaker, is the evidence.of induce- 
ment on the part of the present Secretary to can- 
ceal aught from the public:eye, as charged by the. 
eman from Virginia, (Mr. Wise;] or where- 


of. the same gentleman, that the Secretary has 
dane it? [sit to. be fowad in. the document which 
I bold in my hand, going fully and minutely into 
this subject, and showing where, and how, every. 
dollar of. your public money was deposited at the 
time of its date? No, sir! No, sie! The. Secreta- 
“ry has not only given a specific and detailed state- 
ment upon the subject, but he has more than once 
ed to you totake away his present broad 
latitude of discretion, under which, without your 
legislation, he is compelled to act; and that re- 
quest is repeated in this very report. The Sec- 


retary says: s: : ; 
“The Department is aware that, in the present overflow- 
ing condition of the Treasury, the tion of thege operas. 


tions, with the selection and superintendeuce of the de- 
posit banks, is a task of ‘no small difficulty and delicacy ; 
and when erned by & strict and uniform adherence to j 
sound principles, as has beeg attempted, must necessarily 
Jead to many disappointed applications. ; But in the absence 
of that specific legislation on the subject, which has been, 
and still is, earnestly requested, the Department has not! 
hesitated (it is hoped faithfully) to discharge, and frankly: 


te‘explaia, the duties, and the high and peinful responsi-. 
bility which so much discretionary, power bas imponi. ae 
“A believe this hi 


rates of exchange at the places where they are’ 


located; and on the 18th of the present month’! I would not have it rest even there. - 


those returns show that, at the various points 
where complaints “have been mado—at New 
Orleans, Mobile, Cincinnati, Baltimore, Philadel- 
phia, and the Atlantic cities—~ia no instance haa, 
exchange been higher: than. ont. per. centum, in. 
sany a half and aquarter, and at par. - 


h responsibility could hardl; 
be intrusted to abler or Taore faith fal hands; but. 
-AIl I say is, 
letus attend to w owr Sep priate duia, Deore 
we heap grnve charges upon codrdinate departe- 
mentsof i Gevernment. If the gentleman from 


go 


pra to inquire. ` 
|| isto the state of the Planters’ Bank. These are || pro 
y: occasions on which the power has, bepa | 


is the evidence of the more extraordinary charge || 


mshifeaily: calvalated ito saisine id. That. 
icy dante disti É ished inditiduel, who has. 


reeenily been appointed by the President and bis. 
| constitutional advisers—to which body of conati=: 
| tutional advisers that report was made—to a Bit+' 
uation which, in point of dignity: and high pe~ 
sponsibility, is hardly inferior to thet of the Chief- 
Magistracy iteelf. I could add nothing, if I were. 
pony erred to such a commentary upon the report: 
and- the gentleman making it. 
__ Mr. WISE explained. 1 was perfectly aware 
thet. the report of 1633-'34, was made by Mr. 
Taney; and net by the: present: Secretary} and» 
wheat I said on the floor was, that. Mr. Secretary 
Woodbury had, “ by authority,” in the Globe, 
adopted that answer or-report as his own at this- 
time; and that answer is false, and Mr. Secretary 
knew it to be falses eee FP 
‘Mr. PIERCE resumed. 1 am_-not here to dis»: 
. cuss articles that may appear in the Globe, edito- 
rial or otherwise. the gentleman from Virginia. 
chooses to put the Globe upon the stand asa 
witness, and take all that witness shall say, I 
certainly. carmot object. mos ee 
Mr. WISE.: Will the gentleman from New 
Hampshire deny that the Secretary did authorize 
the publication of the article alluded to? ap 
«Mr. PIERCE, No, dir, i will neither deny 
nor admit that he gave such authority. Imakeno: 
inquiries into the authority upon which the editor: 
af the Globe makes peblications: He acts, I 
presume, upon his own-rdsponsibility, as I do 
upon mine. ag eee ees 
’ Sir, the change im:-form which the gentleman 
from Virginia proposes, in introducing his amend- 
ment, is a mere mockery. . If adopted, you send 
to:the Secretary ‘for certain information; and you 
aay to him, atthe same time, “Sir, doubting your: 
_ integrity, we send a committee to oversee yobs: 
aad see that you keep: nothing back |’? Mrs: 
i Spealter, if the House really believe that;such a 
supervision ia necessary, the manly way would: 
he tó meet it at once-+not attempt tocdnceal their 
doubts under so slight.a veil of affected courtesy. 
The gendemen from Virginia admitted, on a: 
former occasion, and again. in. his:mod ification, 
‘that the mode proposed by hib. honorable col. 
| league (Mx: DroxcooLt) isthe ordinary: eourec, 
i and ibe’ Soe, sanctioned by the úsaġás of this 
| House. : | ae a fs 
Si Ar oråd . vivlate: the 
‘ n my amend ment: wv: „violate: 
| usage of fh House; but I contended that wage 
| ed witb; 
ment 


| 
| 


} nat ‘advait that the course 


i 
t 


had beon complied with, and if notcompli 

i| our experience of the Post Office d 

|| should teach ys.to abolish it; and I changed the 
|| form of my amendment to make it less obnoxious 
|i ta the previous question. . ; 
| Mr. PIERCE resumed. Well, sir, it seems I 
‘| misunderstood the gentleman; but whether he 
| admitted it or not is of no consequence for the 
,| purposes of my argument. I can appeal with con- 

|| fidéttce to the experience of all gentlemen upon. 
this floor for confirmation of what Í did under-' 
stand to be the gentleman’s admission. What, 
then, would the gentleman propase? Doeshe pro- . 
pose to change the usage generally, and instead 
of calling upon the heads of Department, when’ 
information of public interest is desired, to insti- 
tute a committee at once, with power to send for 
persons and papers? No, sir; this would be pre- 
postcrous. l ask gentlemen, then, upoh what 
ground they propose to depart from the: common, 
usage in this particular instance ? Hag: the Seere: 
tary declined furnishing information called fory: 
either by the Houf#e or any individuat: member’ 
of it? Will any gentleman upon the floor declare, 
that, within his knowledge, inquiries at: the De» 
partment have been evaded, or desired informa» 
tian withheld? . Sie, I fearlesaly assert that noth- 
ing of the kind has ever occurred; and capnot but 
regard the attackp which have been made upon 
the Department as, most extraordinary and-un-. 
justifiable.. Who has evez before heard, upon this 
floor, therhead ef any one of the Departments, 
without any examination, and: without any efi- 
dence spread: before the: House, charged.-with a 
foul connectian with an individual, to defraud the 


i 


Virginia [Mr, Wise] was not misled. himself, 
his.remarks in relation to the report, ef which he 
complains as not containing the whole truth, were 


revenue: of the Government? . 1 believe is-is with- 


outa. allel. A p Shon i h 
Mr. Speaker, I dp pot stand: here os the apolo- 


410. 


ist of the Secretary of the Treasury s life 

e never needed any man to appear for him in 
thatcharacter. The ability, the untinag industry, 
and the fidelity with whicn he has discharged the 
duties of various high and responsible trusts, arc 
known to all men of all parties in this House, 
and to the country. His character is elevated 
above individual assault, and needs nat individual 
eulogium. His whole career, as a public officer, 
challenges the most scrutinizing Inquiry, and 


stands forth its own sure and triumphant vindi- , 


zation. i 

If abuses exist in any Department of this Gov- 
ernment, I am as anxious that they should be 
exposed and punished as the gentleman from 
Virginia can be. But the summary course pro- 
posed by his amendment—the departure from the 
common courtesy and established usages of this 
House—would be a reflection upon the Secretary, 
under which he ought not in justice to rest 
while the examination shall be in progress, with- 


out some specific and substantial reason. If the , 


ordinary course shall not prove successful—if the 
original resolution shall not elicit the information, 
and all the information needed, I, for one, will 
cheerfully unite in raising a committee, with 
plenary powers, for the most free and ample 
investigation. 

Laying aside all considerations of what is due 
to the Department, will not this course prove 
most satisfactory to ourselves? Little time will 
be lost; the call embraces few and simple inquiries, 
which may be, and I venture to say will be, 
promptly answered. 

The gentleman from Virginia [Mr. Wise] has 
charged upon the Secretary a reluctance to sub- 
mit to an investigation, and contrasted his course 
with that of Mr. Crawford and Mr. Hamilton on 
former occasions. Where is the evidence of such 
reluctance? I fearlessly assert that there is no 
repugnance on the part of the head of the Treas- 
ury Department to any investigation the House 
may choose to instance, by committee or other- 
wise, into his conduct as a public officer, official 
or unofficial; and the remarks I have submitted 
have been prompted by no consideration of what 
he would desire, but by a conviction of what is 
due to justice and to ourselves. 

Mr. GILLET obtained the floor; but 

The CHAIR announced the arrival of the hour 
for proceeding to the orders of the day. 

r. DROMGOOLE moved a suspension of the 
rules for this day for the purpose of proceeding 
in the consideration of his resolution; which mo- 
tion was lost—ayes 90, noes 55; two thirds not 
voting therefor. 


ARMY APPROPRIATION BILL. 

On motion of Mr. CAMBRELENG, and in. 
further execution of the special order of the 26th 
of January last, the House resolved itself into the 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union, 
(Mr. Mason, of Virginia,inthe chair,) and took 


up the “bill making appropriations for the sup- ` 


port of the Army for the year 1836.” 

There were two motions pending—the first b 
Mr. CamBreLene to amend the bill in the fol- 
lowing clause: ‘ for the armament of the forifica- 
tions, $200,000,” by striking out this sum and 
inserting ‘ $1,224,301.” 


The other motion was the following amend- 


ment, submitted by Mr. Mercer: 


Strike out the whole clause, and insert: 

For the purchase or construction of a foundery for ord- 
nance at such place as the Secretary of War, with the ap 
probation of the President of the United States, may select, 
and for defraying the expenses of conducting the operations 
of such foundery for one year, including the purchase of 
necessary tools and materials, the sum of hundred 
thousand dollars; and that the further sum of hundred 
thousand dollars, be appropriated to the purchase of ord- 
nance for immediate use. 


The latter amendment was the one immediately 
pending. 

Mr. MOORE, who was entitled to the floor, 
addressed the House at length. He commenced 
by an examination of some of the positions laid 
down by the gentleman from South Carolina, 
{Mr. Tuomrson,] in his speech onthe Navy 


appropriation bill, in reference to the laboring | 
Mr. M. said it was ` 


ortion of the community. 
idle to deny that the time was coming, and then 


was, when the gulf between the Democracy and | 


the aristocracy would be widened, and its lines 
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a 
; in his life, i distinctly marked out. He then entered into a | 


i defense of the character of the laboring classes 
| from the aspersions cast upon them, that the rich 
were in danger from their principles. He repelled 
such a stigma with indignation. They were 


friends of freedom, in favor of equality of polit- 


ical franchise with reference to persons only, and 
not to property, and opposed to monopolies of 
all kinds. -Mr. M. dwelt at length upon the 
various slanders and calumnies cast upon the 
workingmen—the friends of Democracy and equal 
_ rights, the real Democracy of the country—with 
reference to the rights of property, agrarianism, 
&c., all of which he examined and replied to. 
The principles of the Democracy were really con- 
servative—those of their opponents destructive. 
Where there was one instance of the rights of 
property having been invaded by the people, 
there were five thousand where they had been 
violated, disregarded, and trampled to the dust, by 
the aristocracy. All history testified to this fact; 
and he referred to the almost innumerable in- 
stanees of the ancient republics and kingdoms. 
_ The history of the aristocracy, through all ages 
‘| of the world, was a continued series of rapine, 
| plunder, villany, and perfidy, without a single 


ray of honor, virtue, or patriotism. After pro- | 


ceeding for about an hour, Mr. M. was compelled 
; to give way, without concluding, from physical 
_ exhaustion. 


Mr. BYNUM moved that the committee rise; | " 


but withdrew it at the suggestion of 

Mr. CAMBRELENG, who said a few words 
in opposition to the amendment of the gentleman 
from Virginia, and hoped he would not then press 
it, for its effect would be to retard the repairs of 
the fortifications. 

Mr. MERCER remarked, that his amendment 
did not differ essentially from that of the gentle- 
man from New York, and he was decidedly of 


opinion that such a work asit contemplated ought | 


to be constructed. He was not opposed to the 
proposition of the gentleman, and should prob- 
„ably go with him to the whole extent of the 
$1,200,000; but he thought it right that the Gov- 
` ernment, following the examples of Great Britain 
‘and France, should cast its own cannon instead 
' of providing it by contract. 
Mr. McKEON was disposed to give the ye 
osition of the gentleman from Virginia all the 
’ attention its importance demanded, but he did 
not think that the proper place for it. He, how- 
ever, should avail himself of that occasion to enter 


at length into the discussion brought up by the 
:, gentleman from Tennessee, (Mr. BELL,} some of 


į whose charges he noticed and replied to. One | 


|; of those charges was in reference to the Govern- 
‘i ment press. He asked why it was that these at- 
‘| tacks had not heretofore been made by the same 
: gentleman upon other presses that had been con- 
nected with the two Houses of Congress? and 
he adverted to the extraordinary fact of gentle- 
men heretofore, of apponi principles, now acting 
together against the Administration. He denie 

that the friends of the Administration were the 
cause of the defeat of the proposed amendment to 


. the Constitution with reference to an election of - 
' President by the House. At this very moment | 


such a mode of election was openly advocated 

by many of the opposition presses in the North, 
: and it was the very principle on which they were 
| endeavoring to elect one of their many candi- 
' dates. He adverted to what Mr. Betu called 
|“ humbugs,’’ viz: the Baltimore convention, and 
‘the expunging resolution; the only answer to 


“ which charge was, that they were the work of ; 


‘| the people. Mr. McK. dwelt at length upon 


the policy of the present Administration, and | 


‘| many of its leading measures, particularly with 
‘regard to the Bank of the United States, our for- 
‘eign diplomacy: extinction of the debt, removal 
! of the Indians, &c., in reply to the attack made 
‘| upon it by Mr. Betz, as being a corrupt one. 

| Mr. McK. wasin favor of a general system of 
| defense, by four modes: fortifications, navy, in- 
' ternal communications, and the militia. 


| should be constructed or provided on three great 
points—our frontier bordering on the British 
provinces, the west and southwest frontier, and 
the maritime frontier. On these propositions he | 
dwelt at considerable length, and referred to a 


‘i variety of details and statements drawn and | 


hese | 


April 28, 
| digested from the documents of the War Depart- 
‘| ment. He referred to the marine force and forti- 
! fications of Great Britain and France, and con- 
trasted them with our own Navy and defenseless 
frontiers. He went on to show that the various 
recommendations for works of absolute necessity 
for the public defense would more than absorb 
all the surplusrevenue for years to come. Those 
of the War and Navy Departments involved an 
amount of above a hundred millions, and there 
were now about seven hundred bills before Con- 
gress, seventy of which alone would require an 
appropriation ef upwards of $27,000,000. The 
unappropriated balance in the Treasury at this. 
time was said to be $32,000,000. He then 
reyiewed the propositions to distribute the sur- 
plus revenue, and pointed out the baneful tend- 
ency and corrupting and demoralizing effects of 
carrying such a scheme into effect. After pro- 
ceeding at length on these topics, Mr. McK. 
concluded, and 
-Mr. McCOMAS obtained the floor, and on 
that gentleman’s motion the committee rose and 
reported. 


NAVY APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The bill making appropriations for the naval 
service for the year 1836, rcturned from the Sen- 
‘ate with amendments, was, on motion of Mr. 
i, CAMBRELENG, taken up, and the amendments 


ead. 

_ Mr. CAMBRELENG said that, as the amend- 
iments contained some original propositions, it 
| was necessary that the bill should be committed 
i to the Committee on. Naval Affairs, as the new 

subject ought to undergo their inquiry. These 
| were appropriations for a steam battery, for an 

‘'exploring expedition to the South sea, and 
| $200,000 towards marine barracks, objects not 
i already provided for by law. Mr.C. then made 

i that motion. 

Mr. McKIM moved a reference of the bill and 

| amendments to the Committee of Ways and 

| Means. 

| The question was taken on the first motion, 

and was decided in the affirmative—ayes 83, nocs 
not counted; and it was accordingly referred to 

, the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

| 


PRINTING DOCUMENTS. 
Mr. PHILLIPS rose and requested the chair- 

. man of the Committee of Ways and Means to 

i move to have printed sundry communications 

| Mr. P. understood to be in that gentleman’s pos- 

| session, addressed to him officially from the War 

f Department, in relation to arming fortifications. 
| . Mr. CAMBRELENG replied that they had 

‘| all gee prot, with the exception of a letter. he 

| had read to the House on yesterday. Mr. C. 
| then moved that that documentbe printed; which 
| was agreed to. 

‘| , Mr. McKIM, on leave, submitted a motion to 
' print five thousand extra copies of the reports of 
' the Secretaries of War and of the Navy on the 
` subject of the public defense; which wasagreed to. 


| EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATION. 


lj 

The SPEAKER laid before the House a com- 
| munication from the Secretary of the Treasury, 
transmitting a statement showing the quantity of 
acres of the public lands unsold within the limits 
of the several States and Territories; also the 
| number of acres appropriated for objects of inter- 
| nal improvement, education, &c., and the amount 
of the cost of all the public lands acquired by the 
Government; which was, on motion of Mr. Dun- 
LAP, referred to the Committee on Public Lands, 
i and ordered to be printed. 
The House then adjourned. 


IN SENATE. 

Frivay, April 29, 1836. : 
Mr. LINN presented the petition of James 
Jones, praying Congress to authorize the issuing. 
to him of a patent for some lands in Missouri; 
which was referred to the Committee on Publie 

Lands. _. ae 

REPORTS FROM COMMITTESS. 

Mr. WEBSTER, from the Committee on Fi- 
nance, to whom had been referred the petition of 
sundry citizens of Philadelphia, praying for the 
! erection of a new custom-house, moved that the 
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committee be discharged ‘the fartħereonsid» | 

eration thereof, and that it be refered to the | 

Committee on Commerce; which motion was , 
to. 

Mr. W., from the samo committee, to whom : 
had been referred the bill from the House making | 
appropriations for the civil and diplomatic ex- . 
penses of the Government for the year 1836, re- 
ported the same with amendments; whith were — 
ordered to be printed. | ' 

Mr. W.,from the same committee, reported 
also, without amendment, the bill from the House 
previding for the salaries of certain officers therein 
named, arid for other purposes, dnd gave potice | 
that he should call up the above appropriation 
bilie on Tuesday next + setae! 


Judici made an unfavorable report pn the pe-. 
tition of Te tha Wilkinson. j DA g 

Mr. TOMLINSON, from the Committee on 
Pensions, reported without amendment ‘the bill 


for the relief of Benedict Alford and Robert Pugh. 


RESOLUTIONS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. BENTON submitted the following reso- 
lution; which was considered and adopted: ` 
Resolved, That the President of the United States be re- 
quested te cause the Senate to be informed whetber-any | 
branch of the public service has suffered, or.is likely to 
suffer, any injury, lose, neglect, or delay tor want of timely 
and adequate appropriations. 
Mr. HENDRICKS submitted the following.: 
resolution; which lies on the table one day? |: 
Resolved, That the Secretary of War be directed t cause | 
a reconnoissance or survey to be made of the Manitowoc > 
river, in the Territory of Wisconsin, from its mouth to the 
Winnebago take ; also a reconnoissance or survey of the Fox 
river, from Green Bay to the Wisconsin Portage, with a view 


to the improvement of those rivers. 
Mr. BROWN sabmitted the followme 
. lation; which ties on the table one day: 
Resolved, That the Commtitee on Mifitary Affairs imatire | 
into the expediency of reporting a bill fer the payment to 
North Carolina of certain sims of money and interest paid 
war with Great 


resolu-'' 


and particularly for the purchase : dst, of ammunition, pow- 
der, and flints, &c.; and fortraneportaticn, 3. of cong, : 
. xpenses in repairing forts, Re. ; and lastiy. 

the pay and subsistence of militia, ‘end: for speb other ex- 
penditures as are justly. chargeable to the General Govere- 
ment. \ x k oa 

„Mr. MOORE submitted the following resolu- 
tion; which was considered and agreed to: t., - 


> 
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remarks from Messiw. PRENTISS and GOLDS- | 
BOROUGH ia its support, and from Mr. KING 
of Alabama in opposition to it, on the ground that | 
the evidence it contained was not sufficient, the | 
bill was ordered to be engrossed fora third reading, | 
“HOUSE RESOLUTION REFERRED. - 

The resolution trom thé House to suspend from 
sale certain lands acquired by the treaty of 
Dancing Rabbit creek, was read twice, and : 
refe to the Committee on Public Lands. . ` 

PROCEEDS Of THE PUBLI LANDS. | 

The bili ta.appropriate, for a limited time, the- 
net proceeds of the sales of the. public Janda, 
among the States, and to pent lands to the States, ; 


rT 


paste cee came dp on its third:rea 
Mr, CLAYTON, from the Committee on the |! 


ingi ae ra ya 
Messes. MORRIS and WALKER nddressed’ 
the Senate in speeches of great length, force, and . 
argument, in opposition to the bill, having accu- 
pied the floor untikthe usyal hour of adjournment. 
The hill was,then, by general consent, laid on 
table. ~ 7 
Mr. LINN rose to move that the Senate ad- 
journ. He had no disposition (he said) to delay 
the vote on the land bill,.but he hoped it would, 
not be taken before Tuesday. The state of oe 
northwestern frantier was such that he wished- 
to khow what Congress would do for its protèc- 
tion, before the vote on the land bill was taken. 
Mr. L. then withdrew his motion to adjourn, at. 
the request of ` Tf 
Mr. MORRIS, who moved that when the Sen- 
ate adjourns, itadjourn to meet on Tuesday next, 
the House of Representatives having adjourned | 
over to that day- i : 


Mi. HILL called for the yeas and nays on — 


this motion; which were ordered; and the ques- 
tion was decided in the negative by the following 
vote: 
pe EAS Mesh Clay; Cua ebi, canbe, 
iag of Ikinois Ewi A idaboróa 
Leigh McKean, Mangnm, Morris,Niles, Preston, Robinson, 
Rugates, Shepléy, Swift, and Talimadge—19. 
Y&—Mesers. Beaton, Black, Raehanan, Calhoun, 
Devis, Hendricks, Hill, Hubbard, Kent, King of Alabama, 
King o£ i t, Linn, Naudain, Nicholas, Porter, 
Prentiss, ins, Southard, Tomlinson, Walker, Webster, 
White, and Wright—24. 
Mr. RUGGLES moved that when the Senate 
aficuras, it adjourn to meet oh Monday next. 
Mr. BUCHANAN opposed ‘the motion, and | 
called for the yeas and nays. They had arrived | 


Objection being’ miado; Mr. Eiembved to. sum: 
pend-the rales for the purpose of ‘presemiting thé! 
resolutión; with a view to having it laid on the- 
aee and printed, intending to call it up nxt 
weeks oy > ae g 

Mr. RIPLEY asked for the yeas and nays on! 
the motion to suspend the rules; which were not 
ordered. ` 

The motion to suspend the rules was then neg- 


, atived witheut a count. : 


YNDEPENDENCE OF TEXAS. © 


Mr. WILLIAMS, of .Kentucky, asked the 
unanimous consent of the House to submit the, 
following resolution: . Paa : 

Resolved, That the Committee on Foreign Affairs. ba: 
instrycted to inguire into the expediency and propriety. of 
this Government acknowledging and recognizipy the inde- 
pendenee of Texas. À : a ay 

` Objettion Being tate, Mr. W. moved tò atts: 
pend the rules, for tHe putpose of offering the res+ 
olution; which was negatived. 7 ee 

u WEST POINT ACADEMY. 

: Mr. HAWES asked the consent of the House. 
to submit a resolution, proposing. to set apart: 
Wednesday ‘next; from twelve to one o’clock, for: 
the consideration of a resolution. offered by him: 
on the 7th of January, proposing an inquiry inte 
the expediency of introducing a bill to reorgan- : 
ize tha West Point Academy. ` =- 
Objection being made, Mr.. H. moved to sus-. 
pend the.rules for the purpose stated; which was 

_ hot carr Hed. re = LS aert 
| i-t SUSPENSION OF LAND SALES. > ` 

‘Mr. BELL, trom’ the Committee on Indian | 
Affairs, reported the following joint resolution: -` 
A _resolutioy to suspend the sale of a part of. the. public. 

dands acquired opt treaty of Danc: ne Rabbit creeks, 
| | Resolved by the Sentté and House of Representatives of 

the United States of America in Congress assembled, That so 
muehof the public lands acquired by the treaty concluded - 
with the Choctaw nation of: hndians, at Dancing Rabbit, 
creek, gn the 28th of, September, 1830, as has. been eon- 
ditionally or othertrise located by the locating agent of the 
United States, to persons élaiming reservations under the 
fourteenth article ef said treaty, be withheld fram 
sale until the further order of Congress. oe Ia 
Mr. B. adverted tothe importance of theres- 
olution,ani the necessity: for speedy action upon) 
it, Tho resolution had: received the upanimoug,. 
assent of the, egmmitiee, and, thare. was a like, 
unanimity as to the remedy. which, should ultin 


public 


Resoived, That the Committee on Claims be instructed |! (he said) at a stage of the session when thcy | mately he adopted. ; He moved. that the resolu- 


to inquire into the propriety of allowing to Captain William ; had but little time to spare. They ought to act i| tion be. ideseck pt that time; whi 
of Madison eounty, fifty-six dollars for gae ` speedily on the ap Ta riation bills, for which ae eerie i on TAS a aens 
and twelve pair of horse shoes furnished to a part y A propra ý : NE ee ea E E E O ag 
Buseell’s battalion of General Coffee's brigade, in‘ the public service was suffering. NE After a word or two pf explanation by Measrs. 
the servico of the United States during the tate war. H r. RuceLes’s motion was negatived—yeas || SEVIER and BELL, the resolution was read the. 
l RECONSIDERATION ` -1 13, nays 29; as follows: second and third times, and passed. . , 


Mr. WEBSTER rose to move a reconsideration 
of the vote on agreeing to the resolution just sub- 
mitted by Mr. Benton. It was an extraordinary | 
resolution, (he said,) and ought to take the usual | 
course of lying on the table one day. Had he been | 
in his seat when the vote was taken, he ‘should, 
have opposed its consideration at that time. 

Mr. BENTON said he was willing to have the į 
vote reconsidered, and for the resolution to lie one | 
day. It was, he admitted, an extraordinary reso- | 
lution, but it was introduced on.an extraordinary i 
occasion. Here they were voting money to dis- 
třibnte among the States, while they refuse, to | 
appropriate money for the expenditures of the | 

overnment, though it was known that the public ; 
service was suffering. 


Mr. WEBSTER said that he only wanted the | 


resolution to take the usual course. ` f j 
The vote on adopting the resolution was then | 
reconsidered, and the resolution lies on the table | 
one day. Buses T 
eo VERMONT MILITIA... 
Straps an sor Be a of Alabama, the 
provide for the payment af a regiment of Vermont 
militia, who served at the battle of Plattaburg, was | 


taken up. l 
The bill (Mr. K. said) had, in the absence of | 


some necessary information, which he. believed 
‘was now in the possession of the Senator from 


Vermont, been laid on the table on his (Mr. K’s) 


motion, and it was for that reason that he maved 
ta take it up. - 


{ 


{| King of 


i 


i 


i] 
_ 1; by the death of Me E 
bill to 1, 


The bill was then taken up, and considered 
asin Committee of the Whole; and after some 


YEAS—Megsrs. Benton, Crittenden, Cuthbert, Ewing of | 
Ilinois, Goldsborough, Hendricks, McKean, Morris, Niles, | 
Preston, Robinson, Ruggies, and Shepley-—~13. 

NAYS—Mesers. Black, Buchanan, Calhoun, Clay, Clay- | 
is, Ewing of Obio, Grundy, Hill, Hubbard, Kent, . 

abama, King of Georgia, Knight, Leigh, Linn, 
Naudain, Nicholas, Porter, Prentiss, Preston, Robbins, ' 
Soathard, Swift, Tallmadge, Tomlinson, Walker, Webster, | 
White, and Wright—29. : 

Mr. EWING observed that, as several mem- | 
bers would be absent on Saturday and Monday, | 
hé would not call up the land bill until Tuesday | 
next. ¢ i : 

Mr. WRIGHT gave'notice to the Senate that | 
he wotld, on Monday, calf up the bill to regulate | 
the deposits of the public mone 

On motion of Mr. LINN, the 


ton; Da’ 


Sonate adjourned. | 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Friar, April 29, 1836. 
The Hon. Tuomas J. Wuirtesey, of Con- | 
thé vacancy océasioned | 
l Li Zalmon “Ween, | 
appeared, was qualified, and took hie seat. >: - 
(| REFUGEES FROM TEXAS. O O i. 
Mr. HUNTSMAN asked: the consent of. the- 
Housa to submit the following joint resolution: 
Resolved by the Senate ang Houve of. Representative of - 
the United of America in Congress assembled, That 
ar Be inerieted torenuse to be issued 
ven by the chenalties riin i 


necticut, elected té mi 


redid 


k . may thi necessary to pre- 
vent said families from absolute suffering. wet ” 


a 


OFFICERS, ECT., OF THE LATE WAR. 


i} Mr. LINCOLN, from the Committee on Public 


' Lands, reported the following resolution; which 
was agreed to: , i 
Resolved, That the Secretary ef War be directed to com, 


i municate to this House the number of officers, non-coin- 


|; missioned officers, and soldiers of the organized militiamen, - 
mounted militiamen, voluntders, and rangers, who cnt j 


| the service of the United States under the several acts of 

_ Congress providing for the defense of the country during 

| the late war with Great Britain, and were regularly diš- 

: charged; distinguishing the different description of corps, 

| time when they retpectively entered the service, and term 

| of coatinuance therein; and also disungulahing the num- 
ber of those who were entitled, under the laws of Congress, . 


l; to a bounty of lands from the United States by reason of 


such service, from those to whom no such bounty was prom: ` 


. ised by haw. 


_..., REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 
‘Mr. WHITTLESEY, of Ohio, from the com-, 
mittee on Claims, made adverse reports upon. 
various petitions; which were laid on the table, 
and ordered to be printed. < oni 
PENNSYLVANIA AVENUE: ee j 
“Mr, W: B. SHEPARD, from the Coùtmittee 
for thé District of Columbia, repdtted the folfow~ 
ing resolution: 00S O O 
‘Retiived, That the Committee on Public Buildings be 
directed to have thé ddst scraped from Permsyivania ave- 
nue, between the Capitol and the President’s square, and 
that-pett of the avenue watesed duting the session of Gen- 


Mr. HAWES opposed the resolution. He con-. 
sidered.it a new way-of getting resalytions. before 


the House, for agentleman,te attempt on one day 
to getin a resolutipn, gud. failing in that, on the 


` 


Ar 


next day to have it reported from a committee. 
He called for the yeas and 
of the resolution; which were not ordered. 

Mr. HARPER did not think that the avenue 
could be kept watered from the Capitol to the 
President’s house, in warm dry weather, by fifty 
men, and he ccnsidered the money would be 
completely thrown away. o. 

Mr. PARKER said there was no provision for 
paying the expense to be incurred by the Com- 
missioner of Public Buildings. If it involved an 
appropriation, it ought to be considered in com- 
mittec; and if it was to come out of the contingent 


fund of the House it ought to go to the commit- ` 


tee which had charge of that subject. He was, 


however, opposed to the resolution. 


| 


nays on the passage | 


Mr. W. B. SHEPARD said it was a small | 


matter, and he should not have said a word, was 
it not to correct a mistake of the gentleman from 


Kentucky, {Mr. Hawes.) The resolution was | 


not reported at the request of the gentleman who 


had offered a similar one on a former day. He ` 


was not in the Hall at the time that resolution 
was proposed to be submitted; but the resolution 
had been reported in consequence of suggestions 
from a number of members of the House to the 
Committee on the District. 


The same thing had | 


been done a few years ago, and the expense only ' 


amounted to one hundred and forty dollars. 

Mr. BOULDIN said he was a member of that 
committce, though recently put on it. He knew 
but little of the duties of the committee. He 
knew that the Pennsylvania avenue was made by 
Congress, and was a nitigance in summer, and 
not far short of it in winter, and he thought it 
ought to be remedied as far as well could be. He 
thought we might at least prevent the mischief 
while we were here, and contributed so much to 
raise the dust. Congress, no doubt, made it with 
the best of intentions, but the stone was bad, and 
the street was a nuisance, and we ought to remedy 
it as far as we welt could. 

Mr. DROMGOOLE wished to know whether 
it was competent for the House to instruct the 
Commissioner of Public Buildings to incur this 
expense ? 

r. W. B. SHEPARD read to the House the 


duties of the Commissioner of Public Buildings, : 


and stated that the same thing had been required 


of the Commissioner heretofore, and he made no : 


objection to doing it. 


Mr. BOULDIN said he understood that the , 


streets belonged to the United States, and the 
superintendenthad the management of the whole. 


r. LANE said the United States had exclu- | 


sive jurisdiction over this subject. They had put 
the avenue in a situation very uncomfortable to 
the officers of the Government, as well as citizens, 


to travel upon, and it was almost impossible to ;' 


pass it ina windy, dry day. The dust was con- 
sidered injurious to the lungs and eyes; and as 
the street belonged to the Government he con- 
sidcred they ought to have it cleared of dust. 

Mr. BOON said, if this was a nuisance created 
by Congress, they ought to extend the removing 
of it beyond the sitting of Congress, and not have 
it merely for the bencfit of members during the 
session. 


Mr. BOULDIN said that, if the gentleman ` 
thought the dust ought to be kept on the whole ` 


year, perhaps he was right. 
cult to get it done for the time we were here. If 


this House, without the Senate, could not appro- ' 
i 


riate the money, let the resolution be joint. 
Mr. PARKER moved to lay the resolution on 


We found it difi- | 


{ 
\ 
fi 
| 
l 


THE CONGRESSIONAL ‘GDOBE. 


April 80, 


' in opposition to the passage of the resolution, he |! 


“Resotced, That the President, in the late executive pro- 


moved to refer it to the Committee on Accounts. | ceeding in relation to the public revenue, has assumed 


Mr. LANE made some further remarks in 
support of the resolution; and Mr. HAWES in 
opposition thereto; when 

Mr. VINTON called forthe orders of the day. 


ARUNDEL MANUSCRIPTS. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House the 
following message from the President of the 
United States; which was referred to the Joint 
Committee on the Library, and ordered to be 
_ printed: 
WASHINGTON, April 29, 1836. 


' To the Senate and House of Representatives : 
{t affords ‘me pleasure to transmit to Congress a copy of 


- the catalogue of the Arundel Manuscripts in the British .: 


Museum, which has been forwarded to me, as will be per- 
ceived from the inclosed letter, on behalf of the trustees of 
that institution, for the purpose of being placed in the 
United States Library. ANDREW JACKSON. 


BILLS PASSED. 


The following bills were read the third time, 


and passcd: 
| A bill for the relief of Robert Murray; 
A bill for the relief of the heirs of 


` Alabama; 
A bill for the relief of Nancy Haggart; and 
A bill for the relief of James Trumbull. 
A bill for the relief of Michael Thornton was 


read the third time, and discussed at some length ~ 
by various members, when, without taking the | 


question on the passage Of the bill, 

Mr. MANN, of New York, moved an adjourn- 
ment, which was carried; and 

The, House adjourned until Tuesday next, at 
ten o’clock, a. m. 


IN SENATE. 
SATURDAY, April 30, 1836. 


` Jones, of Missouri, on behalf of the Washington 
| Turnpike Company, for two hundred feet of the 
; public lands on each side of a road about being 

made from Caledonia to the Mississippi river; 
which was referred to the Committce on Roads 
and Canals, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. SOUTELARD presented the memorial of a 
delegation of the Cherokce Indians, praying the 
interposition of Congress to procure justice to 
them from the United States; which was referred 
to the Committee on Indian Affairs, 


il 


| Also, the petition of sundry citizens of New | 
: Jersey, remonstrating against the admission of | 
: Arkansas into the Union while its constitution ` 
: recognizes slavery; which was laid on the table. ' 


Mr. HENDRICKS presented the memorial of 


_ of our national prosperity justifies them in urging 
‘ the claims of our colleges generally ,and especially 
of their own institution, which is a manual labor 
i college, upon the means and the bounty of the 
Gencral Government; that it is now in the power 
of Congress, with scarcely a sensible diminution 
‘of the Treasury, to relieve every college in our 
| country from pecuniary embarrassment; and they 
pray that a portion of the public lands be appro- 


»riated in aid of the incorporated colleges in the | 


nited States; which was referred to the Com- 
: mittee on the Public Lands. 


REPORT FROM COMMITTEE. 


ciary, reported a bill for the relief of George F. 


the table, and on that motion called for the yeas ;! Strother; which was read, and ordered to a sec- 


and nays; which were not ordered. 

The question was then taken on the motion to 
lay the resolution on the table; which motion was 
disagreed to. 


Mr. MANN said, when the avenue was cleaned | 


a few years ago, the top was only scraned off, 
and gentlemen had as much dust blowing in their 
hey afterwards as they had before. He thought, 
i 
so as to remove the dust entirely. 

Mr. BOON moved an amendment, as follows: 


That the watering should be continued during the dusty 
season. i 


The question was then taken on Mr. Boon’s 
amendment; which was disagreed to. - 


After some further remarks by Mr. HAWES |i words following, 


it was to be cleaned at all, it ought to be swept, iE the bill was laid an the table 


i I 


|; ond reading. 
i INCENDIARY PUBLICATIONS. 


] 


mails of incendiary pamphlets, when Mr. GRUN- 
: DY submitted, by way of amendment, a substi- 
©: tute for the whole bill. 
The amendment was ordered to be 


printed; and 


RESOLUTIONS. 
Mr. WHITE submitted the following resolu- 
tion; which lies on the table one day: 


; . Resotved, That whereas, on the 98th day of March, 1834, 


| the Senate of the United States adopted a resohtion ia the 
to wit: 


| 
| 


j 


upon himself authority and power not conferred by the 
Constitution and laws, but in derogation of both:” 
And whereas, upon the question whether said resolu- 
tion should be adopted, it was desired by one fifth of the 
Senators present that the same should be taken by yeas 
and nays, and the votes of the several members now stand 
recorded on the Journal of the Senate: And whereas, the 
said resolution still remains on the Journal! of the Senate 
in full force, not rescinded, reversed, repealed, or annuiled, 
and cannot now be expunged, cancelea, ur in any manner 
obliterated or defaced, without violating that clause of the 
Constitution of the United States which is in the following 
> words, to wit: ‘Each House shali keep a Journal of its 
' proceedings, avd from time to time publish the same, ex- 
cepting such parts as may in their judgment wequire se- 
crecy 3 and the yeas and nays of either Jlouse, ón any qués- 
tion, shall, at thè desire of one fifth of those present, be 
entered on the Journal:”? And whereas cach Senator, be- 
foxe taking his seat, was bound to take, and did take, an 
, oath to support said Constitution: And whereas, the Presi- 

dentof the United States, in the late exccutive proccedings 


! in relation to the public revenne, alluded to in said resolu- 


: tion, did not, in the opinion of this Senate, assume upon 


' himself authority and powers not conferred upon him by 
the Constitution and laws: Therefore, 


Mr. LINN presented the petition of Augustus ` 


| the Trustees and Faculty of Hanover College, in ; 
the State of Indiana, representing that the state ` 


Mr. LEIGH, from the Committee on the Judi- 


On motion of Mr. GRUNDY, the Senate took | 
up the bill to prohibit the circulation through the . 


It is resolved, That the said resolution, and the opinion 
: therein expressed, be, and the same hereby are, rescinded, 


| reversed, and annulled; and it is hereby declared that the 


ohn Bra- ` 
ham, late receiverof public moneys at Huntsville, 


said resolution ought not to be considered as having had, or 
as now or hereafter having, any force or effect whatever. 


| Mr. MOORE submitted the following resolu- 


i: tion; which was considered, and agreed to: 


|: Resolved, That the Committee on the Judiciary be in- 
i; structed to inquire into the expediency of providing by law 
| a remedy for the evils which have occurred by the destruc- 
| tion, by the recent calamitous fire in Huntsville, of all the 
' important records of the district court of the United States 
for the northern district of Alabama; and also into the cx- 
|: pediency of making an appropriation to aid the county of 
|. Madison, now projecting public buildings for the county. 
', to provide suitable apartments for the accommodation of 
j! the said district court of the United States. 


li Mr. ROBBINS laid on the table a resolution 
| directing the Committee on the Library to inquire 
‘into the expediency of purchasing copies 
; of a map of the seat of war in Florida. 


PATENT TO A BRITISH SUBJECT. 


On motion of Mr. PRESTON, the bill granting 

a patent right to John Howard Ryan, a subject 
of the King of Great Britain, for his discovery or 
invention for preserving vegetable substances 
from decay, was taken up; and the bill having 
been amended by a provision granting patents to 
William Patterson and Elias Carter, also subjects 
of the same sovereign, was ordered to a third 

| reading. : 


BEQUEST OF JAMES SMITHSON. 


On motion of Mr. PRESTON, the Senate took 
. up the bill authorizing the President of the United 
States to appoint an agent or agents to prose- 
_ cute and receive from the British court of chan- 
cery the legacy bequeathed to the United States 
by the late James Smithson, of London, for the 
purpose of establishing at Washington city an 
‘ institution for the increase of knowledge among 

men, to be called the Smithsonian University. 
Mr. PRESTON said, that by this will it was 
intended that this Governmentshould become the 
beneficiaries of this legacy; and contended that 
if they had not the competence to receive it by 
the Constitution, the act. of no individual could 
confer the power on them to do so. He claimed 

: that they had not the power to receive the mone 
for national objects; and if so, the expending it 
for another object was a still higher power. He 
controverted the osition thatif they could not 
receive it as the konida legatee, they might 
receive it as the fiduciary agent. If they had not 
the power to establish a university without the 
. power conferred on them by a grant, they could 
not have it with the grant; or what they could 
not exercise directly, they could not exercise as 
trustee. He referred to a report made by Mr. 
. Apams, in the House of Representatives, in which 
‘ the genealogy of Mr. Smithson was given, and 
. traced through the line of the illustrious Pereys 
and Seymours of England. He thought this do- 
: nation had been partly made with a view to im- 
mortalize the donor, and that it was too cheap a 


-{, way of conferring immortality. There was dan- 


gerof theirimaginations being run away with by 
the associations of Chevy Chase ballads, &c., 
` and-he had no idea of this District being used as 


i - s 5 p 

4 a fulcrum to raise foreigners to immortality, by 
| getting Congress, as the 
l trict of Columbia, to acceptdonatiuns. from them. 


parens patria: of the Dis- 


W 


found a university in the District of TCohambia, 
ander the title of the "t Smithsonian University;”’ 
and the execution of the terms of the leguey was 
to redound tothe s of the donation, which 
was for the benefit of all mankind. It was- gen- 
eral in ita torma, and not limited.to the Distres of 
Colembia; t was for the benefit of the United 
States, and could not be received by Congress. `` 

Mr LEIGH said he would thank ‘the gentler 


man to infornt the Senate that the yoport he had 


referred to was made'in the Hous of Represent- 


A comiaitees: of the Sonate. 


atives, and ‘not b of 
te's comesilte: wassimply 


The reportef the 


a statement of matters of fact: Mr. L. explained | 


the provisions of the will, which ‘were. mmply 
these: The testator, Jamoa Smithson, bequeathed 
to his nephew, James Henry Hangerford; a beg- 
acy of £100,000 stéHing; providing that, if Air: 
Hoangerford sheald die without children, ‘the 
leeacy should intire to the United States; for the 
purpose of foonding, at the city ef Washington, 
en: institution for the merease of kaow 

athoag men, to be called the Smithsonian Uni- 


versity; and the Gevernment had received inform- | 


ation from the American bontut at London, that 
Mr. Hungerford had lately died without: ever 
having beef marriéd, and ‘without feaving any 
children. It now became necessary (Mr. Eii 
said) fer Congress to determine whether it was 
competent fer the United States to teeeive:thiz 


tmeäsüre#- for carrying the intentions ef the tes- | 


tater inta efect. The committee to whom this 


subject had been referred were all of opinion, | 


with the exception of the gentleman from South 
Carolina, [Mr. Prestow,} that it was proper 
fer the United States tb receive this money. 
They had not considered the question at ail, 
whether it was in the power of Congress to esthb- 
lishi a national eniverdity; nor was it heceseary 
they shauld'do so." They looked upon this be- 
quest as having been made simply for the beieft 
ef one of the cities of the District of Columbia, 
of which Co 
ian, ‘atid could r 
that form. Congress was the parens ; 
the District of Columbia, in the sense laid down 
by Blackstone=a power which’ necessarily 'be- 
longed to every Government—and could therefore 
ver 
parpom in the District of Columbia. Congress 
iad in fact exercised this’ power of parent patrie 
of the District in the estiibhahment ofan orphan’s 
court, in the erection and support of a pefiten- 
tiary, and could create an establishmefit to take 


reéeive and apply the monéy in 


care of lanatits; and, indeed, if it iå not possess | 


this powet, in what a deplorablé ¢otidition woul 
this District bé! ‘The States of Maryland and 
Virginia undoubtedly possessed this porer: end 
of Soares Congreed Uurived ived it as to the Disttiet 
ftom their ‘deeds of tessiem. He did ‘not look 
upon ‘this legacy to be'for the benefit of the United 
States, but for the benefit of one of thé “cities 


of the District, over which Coz $s ‘Wak guard- 


ian, and he had therefore në difficulty in voting || 


for the bit, es 
Mr. PRESTON wás aware of thé-decision of 
the Supreme Coart cited by the Senator froni Vir- 
pinia, [Mr. Lricn,} that the people of thie Pis- 
trict might bė taxed without representation; ahd 
he had no doubt that thése cotporatioris eouli 
exércise a trust—but this wA# not a triist to the 
tity of Washington, ‘The United States was the 
cestui que trust, and not the city of Washington. 
eton could 


abend that had been traducing our country ing t 
ed in 


of a man of noble birth c 
; Me. C! AYTON said the Benes 


adonan to the Unite 
T 


h EA 


é United States was merely named in the wili 


t 


s was the constitutional guard- || 
res ga 
patria of || 


rly receive this trast fora charitable || 


|| city of Washington 


ver. : it-was merely rehuii table abject ta estal- 


‘dish w university in the: Disirict of Cohiebix. 


Phey had eatabhished similar institutions within | 


the District of Columbia ‘by acts of Congress, ard 
no one-doubted the power to permit 
other places to be educated in them. 
. My. CALHOUN said, if his: memory served 
him, there was opposition made to the passage 
of those acts. - 7 
- Mr, CLAYTON said he believed there wab 
@ome objection made to the policy, but not to the 
wer of making the donation. It was to be 
e@ in the city of Washington, and persons 
-in this city would be more benefited. by it than 
any others. — > : i ot 


|. Mr. CALHOUN was of opinion that this dons- 
‘on wae made expressly to the United States. 
'| By reading the terms in which the bequist was 
'| made, it- waa impossible to conceive otherwidd. 
‘The bequest was "to the United States of: Amer- 
| $éay for the purpose of establishing, at the city ef 

Wash ag institution for. the inérease. of 

knowled#e ameng men.” Now, take oat the 

Words the ‘city of Washi . and thedona- 
i; aibh wes slent}y to the United States. The words, 
the city of Washington,’ were only used to 
: designate thè place where the university was to 
| be established, and not by. any stretch: of the 


nation to the city, He understood the Xen- 


power of Chogress to establish a national univer 
sity, and they all agreed that they could establish 
` a university 3 the Distriet of Columbia. Now, 
on this principle, they could not receive, the be- 
quest, for the. District of Columbia was not even 
named in it; the oly. of Washington being only 
designated as the p i 

to, be established, and the bequest being expressly 


made ta the United States. He thought: that, ` in 


acting under this legacy, would be as much: the 
establish ent af a național university, as if they 
appri aged money for the purpose; and he 
i wo pied noitaa npp iatethe money, 
for he thought it was beneath the dignity of ` 
| United States to receive presents of this kind 
from aay one... He could never pass through the 
‘yotunda of the Capitol without having his feelings 
| Catraged, by seeing that statue of Mr. Jefferson, 
| which’ had been placed. there contrary. ty their 


consent. . ai? . f pirk aa 
: . Mr. SOUTHARD mid that the Senator from 
| South Carolina was mistaken in styitig thatey 

i Senator agreed that it was not inthe pawério 
'¢ to establish a national university. He, 
(for one, believed ‘that Congress had the upques- 
tionable right to do so, This, however, did not 
involve the constitutionality of the question before 
-them, as, in hie opinion; the most rigid construe- 
tion of the Corietitution would ‘not be adverse to 
i the bill, Congress had the same right to estab- 
lish this university, as they had to charter a cel- 
legein e r Alexandria. . : 

b Mt. BUCHANAN believed that Congress Had 
“We Power to receive and apply this money tothe 
intended by the testator, withoutihvolv- 
ihg the question whether they had the power to 
establish & national university or not. There was 


|| nd question but that James Smithson, in his life- 


t to establish a aniyeraiy at the 

, and call it the Smithsonian 
University; or a national university, ifhe pleased; 
and, Congress, by receiving and applying this 
| bequest, would only act as the truatee of the 


.time, hada ri 


|| city of; Waskington,; for, whose- benefit it was 


made.. , E ET A : 
"Mr. WALKER -wéuld not diseudy ‘the ques- 
tion ‘whether this was a ‘national university, 


|| because he believed that question, Was not in- 
i volved. But he'should vote for the bill on the 


iground that Cotigress would be doit manifest 
Injustice to the citizens of the city of Washington 
‘BY refusing to accept the donation. “It was true 
| Bere it operated for the benefit of al] mankind, 

but ‘hot more so than a university established at 
‘Princetén, or any oterplace. ‘The Senator from 
‘South Catoliha, (Mr, Caruotn,] had said: they 
“onght,to réad thé willbe if the words tat Wabh- 
ington™ weré left’out. He (Mr. W.Y did not 
‘think #0; they ought ta'read it just as it was ih 
l connection with tue Whole, and give it fla‘ true 


FWD. DONG RISONAL (CLGBE: 


Tre committee had mispunceived'she foetus the || cathe truste; abd wai todeeattn no bentfit vidas- 
was to the United @tates of Armeriex t0 || 


persons frum — 


. | to be taken for granted t 


| meapiag of language, to be considered as making . 
; the do 

| ators pn all hands'to aggee that it was notin the 
money; and if they: should Teceive it, to take || 


ce where the university was ` 


disg 


i construction) whit Weta = the: Sana ae 
; was on aig he t ople 
of the tgof ea had Ha aN upon 
Congtess as the represéntatives'of the United 


| States to execute the trust. , 
Mr. DAVIS said this man Smithson, it was 
said, had deviged £100,000 sterling for the estab- 
lishment of a university in:the city of Washing- 
ton, to diffuse knowledge among men. It seemed 
fat itwas for the establish - 

mentofa university, althdugh he believedthe word 
university was not to be found in the will: Hecould 
not infer why. it was se construed, as there’ were 
other means of diffusing knowledge among meh 
besides doing it through the medium of iniversi- 

_ ties, and he therefore thought the. discussion as 
to the particular design of the wilt premature. 

. He did nut regard tit as a pr or bequest to the 
Government. If he did, he would have ali the 
feelings evineed hy the Senator from South Dax- 
olina,. (Mr. Preston.J. The testator had ‘net 
plied ns what special purpose it wasta be ap- 


ied tę, nor:when the funil. was fo be paed, and 
ongress. might defer using it until it became 
large cnough to be used advantagcously to. the 
urposes of diffusing knowledge among mankind. 
ol wey denied the right to-estebligh university, 
they denied the right to esteblish all instititiqns 
of charity. "The same question involved in this 
was also involved in the incorporation of inatitu- 
tions which had been incorporated. by them in 
' this District.. The only-question now under ẹon- 
‘sideration was, whether they should receive this 
j; money, , He would vote for it, and if they cout 
pot devise same. appropriate dispasition of it after 
it was received, he would be willing to send it 


back by tbe. rst return packet, Sree ee 
_ Mr. CALHOUN asked. the Senator from Mas- 
sachuaetts (Mr, Davis] what constrachon he 
would. pat upon the will if the words “ai Wash- 
ton” had been left out of. it? a j 
r, DAVIS replied, that he would put the same 
construction on it then as he did now. His first 
inquiry would ba, whether, it wag for a chari 
purpose; and if there was.no power to establish 
the institution in_any of the States, he would cs- 
tablish it in the District of tbia; and if the 
‘power'to establivh it there wax doubtéd, he wéuld 


| asthblish ivin one of the Territories. Hedeemdd 
ii the: establish ment‘ of institutions for the diffusion 


of kitowiedge a vital principle of a repabdlican 
Kanea They -might ‘ae’ welt say that dd- 
ivering lecturex ‘it-anyof ‘the ‘aciences wae R 


-natigil institution) as oeat dki one, -i 
> Mr. PRESTON: sald, the: declaration of the 
Benator from ‘New Jersey EMA Sourmaan) held 
‘gativfled' Wim tiat this was a Aational university. 
-Thére was no difference betwéen a Wirriy ih 
l the Distriet of Cotumbia, for the benefit: of all 
: mankind, and a national university. That Sen- 
iator had sot distingdished between the power of 
‘erecting poraingi, ad theuse to which they were 
apprépriated. They Kad the power to erect beild- 
ings th loco piréntis patric, for the benefit of the 
i Dimne of Cotembin; they might greet buildings 
‘for the maintenandé of pera ‘of! the District; 
| ‘but if the people of the District, inthis case; were 
: to have any benefit peculiar to’ thé place, Ht wis 
‘th'the eréction of the buildings atone. He asked 
iif the buildings of the Pest Ofte Départmetit 
| Were efectéd by Congress as the parens patrid‘of 
lae Distrietaf Columbia? Had:they the right, bis 
| parena patriæ of the District of Coktmbia;, tò ereet 
i this buiding forthe benefit, min end generiy of this 
District; when it Waa, in ‘faery à I Ghatity 
to thankind; inchidine the Confederacy, and not 
“edrifined' to the Diret of Colambta? ‘He was 
-aeathst the poen and wodld be against thé pòl- 
Rey, if Grey had tNe‘power. 05e 5 “8 
i: Aiter. gome farther’ remarks’ from: Messrs. 
EBIGH and PRESTON, the question Whe taten 
(Sp oala te Bil tobe enprossed for # third 
: ahe ate a decided m the affpmiative-yeay 31, 
3 3" iena ister top oe ae ct 


ays Ty us ngwi: ` 


Ffa s'i Miscrs. Bentir ‘Bi es fe hanin, Clay AEDE 
son eaten” cute Bait ing or Bu wade 
ee e et ee Kent; King of Ala- 
-bama, :Knigbi; Leigh, Lian; : Makgum, $ 

Picea P or, Erontigay Rives, Robhing, SPFA A Wie, 
: aim F: di 

NAY 

~~ 


J ald S, RO; TOLON 

ensis. im, Hoting oF ea aN, King 
; Prestoa, Roltason asd Wains? E 
-Sphe Retinte tel Hajat E E 
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THE CONGRESSIONAL ‘GLOBE. 


IN SENATE. 
Monpar, May 2, 1836. 

The CHAIR announced a communication from 
the Secretary of State in answer toa resolution 
of the Senate, inquiring from the several heads 
of the Departments whether in their opinions 
the compensation of the clerks in the public offices 
ought to be increased. The communication from 
the Secretary of State recommends the increase 
of the salary of the clerks in his office. 

The CHAIR also communicated a report from 
the Secretary of the Navy in answer to a resolu- 
tion of the Senate, containing all the information 
in possession of the Department relative to the | 


Dry Tortugas; which was referred to Committee 
on Naval Affairs. | 


PETITIONS, MEMORIALS, ETC. | 


Mr. PORTER presented the petition of Cap- 
tain Charles G. Ridgely, of the United States 
Navy; which was referred to the Committee on 
Foreign Relations. 

Mr. RIVES presented the memorial of Captain 
Lewis Warrington, of the United States Navy; 
which was referred to the Committee on Naval 
‘Affairs. 

Mr. TOMLINSON presented the petition of 
sundry citizens of Connecticut, praying for an 
appropriation for the improvement of the harbor 
of Darien; which was referred to the Committee 
on Commerce. 


Mr. EWING, of Illinois, presented several | 


petitions; one òf which was the petition of sun- 
ry citizens of Illinois, praying for the establish- 
ment of a post route; which was referred to the 
Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 


Mr. EWING, of Ohio, presented the memorial 


of sundry citizens of Columbiana county, Ohio, 
remonstrating against the admission of Arkansas 
into the Union with the clause in her constitution 


recognizing slavery; which was laid on the table. 


Mr. WHITE presented the petition of: the 
President and Trustees of East 
lege, praying for a grant of lands; which was 


referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 
FOREIGN PAUPERS. 


Mr. DAVIS presented the resolutions ofthe 
Legislature of Massachusetts, instructing their 
Senators, and requesting their Representatives, to 
use their endeavors to obtain some legislation 
from Congress to prevent the introduction of 
foreign paupers into the country. . 

Mr. D. said this was.a matter of so much con- 
sequence as to call for the interposition of the 
Legislature of Massachusetts in memeralizing 
re Mr. D. adverted to the vast: amount 
of pauperism in Europe, and especially in Eng- 
land and Wales. In 1833, aale a ERA A 
to ascertain the extent of it, evidence was col- 
‘lected by sub-commissioners, which was in pos- 
session of this Government, and.to which Sena- 
tors could have access, which filled some ten or 
twelve large folio volumes. Thatevidence proved 
that the pauperism in that country was debased 
and demoralized; and he was sorry to say that 
in that portion of the country in whieh he lived 
it bore some resemblance toit. In making a scale 
‚of allowance for their support, they allowed to 
married a larger sum for their support than to 


unmarried persons, which had led to the forma- || 


tion of such unnatural marriages as were never 
heard of, for the purpose of obtaining these greater 
allowances; and also, because persons who had 
children were allowed a greater sum on that ac- 
count it had led to unprecedented debauchment. 
Tkese paupers would actually laugh to scorn per- 
sons who labored to procure an honest livelihood, 
and tauntingly tell them they were slaves of their 
own accord; and in that way had actually seduced 
persons to abandon their honest pursuits, and give 
‘themselves up to idleness. The demands of pau- 
perism were so great in one parish, that all the 
profits of the lands within it were swallowed up, 
and the landholders actually abandoned their 
lands. The evils.of paupérism were not alone 
conlined to pecuniary burdens, but exposure to 
-the consequences of malicious mischief was mat- 
‘ter of serious alarm. Under this state of things, 
it was natural that some sort of relief should be 
sought for against this disease, which was prey- 
ing upon the body politic; and some of the land- 


bs 


i He would therefore ask, if it was proper for the — 


on us of maintaining their paupers, but threw || 


ennessee Col- : 


holders had sought relief through voluntary emi- 
gration by placing funds in the hands of these 
; paupers, to induce them to emigrate to this coun- 


| 


vicious and worst kind of them to some point on 
this continent. Some ofthese paupers had arrived | 
in Boston, and no sooner did they arrive there, | 
than they betook themselves to their old habits ` 
of idleness, and became the tenants of a poor- 
house, and, in some instances, the money pro- 
vided them to induce them to emigrate had been 
actually found on their persons after being put 
into the poor-house, and with which they were 
| in the habit of purchasing nick-nacks. 

In Boston it was ascertained, that out of five 
hundred and sixty-seven paupers five hundred 
: and sixteen of them were foreigners; and in New 
| York he understood there was a like proportion. 


| Parliament of Great Britain to legislate her pau- 
| pers out of her jurisdiction, and shift them on to 
‘us? Ifthey had aright to do so, we had a right 
‘| to counteract it. They not only put the burden i; 
i among us a most corrupting influence. His | 
object in making these remarks at present was 
with a view to call the attention of Congress and | 
the country to the subject. 


! JAMES ALEXANDER AND IRA ALLEN. 


Mr. WHITE, from the Committee on Indian 

Affairs, reported without amendment the bill for : 

; the relief of James Alexander and Ira Allen. 

CUMBERLAND ROAD. | 

Mr. LINN moved to take up the bill to con- | 

tinue the Cumberland road from the Mississippi | 

_ river to the western boundary of Missouri, which | 

| was agreed to; when 

Mr. L. submitted the following amendment; 


. | the growth of whai 
I| them, and which continues to employ a large 
; capital in its production. 


May 2, 


cultural product except cotton. We were im- 
porate vety freely, indeed, the silks, wines, and 
randies from France at this time, almost free of 


| try; and there was now a proposition before || duty; our trade in those articles was every day 
i the Parliament of Great Britain to send off the | increasing, and low as the duties were at present, 


they would, under our existing laws regulating 
our tariff, be made still lower during the next four 
years. Under these favorable circumstances, all 
the productions of that country, at the head of 
which were the articles he had mentioned, were 
rapidly finding their way tous, and entering freely 
into our daily consumption, whilst the products 
of the United States sent to France in exchange 
increase but in a small degree, except the article 
of cotton. Tobacco, the growth of this country, 
was of a superior quality to that they were forced 
to grow in France, in consequence of the high 
duties imposed upon it; and could the Government 
of that country be induced to reciprocate the lib- 
eral spirit evinced on the part of the Government 
of the United States in our commercial regula- 
tions with her, and remove the restraints existin 

under her laws upon our tobacco trade, whic 

were truly embarrassing and injurious to it, it 
would prove mutually beneficial. France could 
then advantageously discontinue its cultivation, 
and more of her products suitable to our con- 
sumption would be produced, and those much 
more congenial to her soil, and the habits of her 
people, than the cultivation of an inferior descrip- 
tion of tobacco; whilst our citizens would be en- 
couraged in their use by finding that, in doing so, 
they were. extending their market for an article, 
had been long familiar to 


r. K. presumed that more capital was en- 
gaged at this time in the cultivation of tobacco 
than was employed in producing sugar and rice 
together. 


which was ordered to be printed, and the bill was . 
laid on the table: e i 


iO Bec. — And be it further enacted, That there be, and is 
:| hereby, granted to the State of Missouri, for the purpose of : 
| aiding said State in making said road, a quantity of land ; 
equal to one half of five sections in width on each side of | 
said road between the Mississippi river to the point where 
| the road commences, laid out by the United States, from | 
; the western boundary of Missouri to the Mexican line, so | 
| far asthe same shall be located through the public land, and ' 
reserving each alternate section or parts of section of the 
, land unsold to the United States, to be sclected by the Com- : 
missioner of the General Land Office, under the direction 
: of the President of the United States; and which land so 
| reserved to the United States shall not be sold for less than 
| two dollars and fifty cents per acre; the said land hereby 
granted to the State of Missouri to be subject to the dispo- 
sal of the Legislature of said State for the purpose afore- 
said, and no other: Provided, That said road, when com- 
pleted, shall be and forever remain a public highway for , 
the use of the Government of the United States, free from 
any toll or other charge whatever for any property of the 
United States or persons in their service: And provided, | 
also, That the said road shall be commenced within five | 
years and completed within twenty years, or the State shail | 
| be bound to pay to the United States the amount of any | 
lands previously sold, and that the title to the purchasers | 
‘under the State shall be valid. 
Sec. — And be it further enacted, That so soon as the | 
; route of said road shall be located and agreed on-by said - 
State, it shall be the duty of the Governor thereof, or such : 
| other person or persons as may have been, or shall hereafter | 
| be. authorized to superintend the construction of paid road, | 
| to examine and ascertain the particular lands to which the | 
| said State will be entitled under the provisions of this act, 
| and report the same to the Secretary of the Treasury of the | 
: United States. 
| Sec. — And be tt further enacted, That the State of Mis- 
; souri, under the authority. of the Legislature thereof, after 
the selection shall have been made as aforesaid, shall have 
| power to sell and convey the whole or any part of said 
: land, and to give a title in fee simple therefor to the pur- 
| chaser thereof. 


TOBACCO TRADE WITH FRANCE. 


On motion of Mr. KENT, the resolution sub- 
mitted by him some days ago, requesting the 
| > . D 
j President of the United States to open negoti- 

ations with the French Government for the pur- 
|| pose of placing our trade in tobacco on a better 
| footing, was taken up. - 


| resolution just read, under the persuasion that the 
i two countries would be an auspicious moment to 


' footing of greater reciprocity than existed at pres- 
“ent, in his estimation, especially as regarded the 
i article of tobacco, which, in amount shi ped to 
foreign countries, exceeded that of any other agri- 


Mr. K, said, he had been induced to offer the | 
' renewal of diplomatic intercourse between the | 


| attempt to place our trade with France upon a | 


in Austria the system of monopoly also ex- 
: isted similar to that prevailing in France at this 
‘time. Under our existing commercial regulations 
| with that country, liberal in every respect but as 
regards the article of tobacco, we rarely find a 
hogshead from our country finding its way into 
an Austrian port, and it had only but latterly oc- 
curred that the enterprising tobacco dealers of 
' Bremen had been able to extend the quantity in- 
| troduced into that country to a few thousand 
i hogsheads. 
In England, also, the duty was excessive. He 


n had submitted the resolution before the Senate, 


j 


and made these few remarks, that the attention 
of the Executive Department of the Government 
might be forcibly drawn to an important branch 
of our trade at a moment when it appeared that 
we were about to introduce, in the freest manner, 
all foreign produçtions into our country. Com- 
merce consisted in an exchange of commodities, 
(and unless those exchanges were reciprocal it 
| could not continue long, or to any extent, benefi- 


| cially. During the last three years, so far as 


| our custom-house returns could be relied on as a 

safe guide, our imports had exceeded our exports 
; between sigty-sight and sixty-nine millions of 
| dollars. He was aware that a large portion of 
i this apparent balance, during a prosperous con- 


| dition of our commerce, was absorbed by freight, 


commissions, and profits; but let a reverse occur, 
and our produce be sent to a declining market, 
and this balance against our exports would be 
:| no longer nominal; it would be real, and could only 
| be discharged by exporting our specie to pay it. 
| The resolution he had submitted referred to a 
lucrative portion of our trade—one valuable from 
its amount, as well as its importance to our ship- 
ping interest. From its bulky character, it re- 
quired a large proportion of tonnage to transport 
iit to market. nder these circumstances, he 
| hoped it would receive the sanction of the Senate 
| he resolution was then adopted. 


VERMONT MILITIA—+JAMES SMITHSON. 


The bill to provide for the payment of the Ver- 
mont militia who served at the battle of Platts- 
| burg; and . f 

The resolution authorizing the President of the 
United States to appoint an agent to prosecute 
and receive from the court of chancery of Eng- 
ii land the legacy left to the United States by the 
li will of the-late James Smithson, of London, for 


the purpese of founding the Smitheonian Univer- 
papel gel ae severally read the third. time, and 
passed 


HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 


The following bills from the House were sev- 
erally read twice and referred: - - : 
The bill for the relief of Robert Muncy; . 
The bill for the relief of the representatives of 
John Brahan:and ae wer: 
The bill for the relief of Nancy Hazard.: 


r 


PUBLIC DEPOSITS.. ° . 


The bill to regulate the deposits of the public 
moneys was taken up as the order of the diy, 


when 
Mr. WRIGHT submitted an amendment to the 


‘amendment submitted by him some days ago, ` 
changing that amendment so a le provide 
that, whenever the money in the sury shall 


amount to seven millions and upwards, it shall be 
the duty of the Secret 
vest it in some stock of the States of this Union, 
bearing an interest of — per cent. 

Mr. CALHOUN then submitted an‘ amend- 
ment, which was ordered to be printed. a 

Mr. WRIGHT Samendment was then ordered 
‘to be printed, and the bill was laid on the table, 
Mr. W. saying, in reply to a questidn asked by 
Mr. C., that he would call it up at the earliest 
opportunity that he could, without interfering 
‘with the appropriation bills. 

. IMPROVEMENT OF . HARBORS. 


The bill for the improvement of certain har- 
bers,and for making certain surveys, was then 
taker up. ; : i 

Mr. PORTER moved to amend the bill byin- 
rune an appropriation for deepening the bar 
‘at, and keeping clear the mouth of, the Mississippi 
‘river. . ' 
-i After a debate, in whieh Messrs. PORTER, 
MANGUM,CALHOUN, DAVIS, LINN, EW- 
ING, and TOMLINSON; took part, ` 
- Mr. CLAYTON moved te amend Mr. Por- 
ran’s amendment by providing that the Sceretary 
of War shail first cause a survey to be made to 


ascertain the snaps of. the work, and the 
best mode of doing it; and if in his judgment the 
object can be accomplished, he. shall then apply 


‘975,000 thus appropriated. 

After some remarks from Messrs. DAVIS, 
BUCHANAN, PRESTON, SOUTHARD, and 
CLAYTON, the amendment was agreed to. | 
5 Mr. WALKER moved further to amend the 
-bill by a ing a sum not exceeding fifteen 
hundred dollars for surveying the channels of 
-Peari river and Pascagoula river, in the State of 
“Mississippi, near the mouth of said rivers, and 
‘ascertaining whether the existing obetruetions in 
said channels sah be removed, and: the probable 
expense of removing such obstructions. 
| Afteradine remarks from Messrs, CALHOUN, 
PRESTON, DAVIS, WALKER, and KING of 
‘Alabama, Mr. WaLrea’s amendment was re- 
jected—yeas 14, nays 20; as follows: © 
 YEAS—Messrs: Benton, Black, Ewing of Ilinois; Golds- 


borough, Hendricks, King of Alabama, Knight, Moore, : 


Nicholas, Porter, Robinsom, Tallmadge, Walker, and Wali 
NAYS—Messrd. Buchaban, Calhoun, Clay 


A t } i t, Cathbert, 
Davis, Ewing of Ohio, Hilh, Leigh, Linn, Mangum, Nau- 
4ain, Prentiss, Preston, Rives, Robbins, Southard, Swift, | 


Tipton, Tomlmeon, and White—20. - , 
_ Mr. HENDRICKS moved toamend the bill by 
inserting an appropriation of $5,000.for remaving 
a ledge of forks in the Obio river below ‘Ship- 
pin ort; and, ater dome remarks:from Messrs. 
ER, BUCHANAN,aad HENDRICKS, 
Mr. Hewpnicas s amendment was rejected-~yeds 
10, nays 24; as follows: Bi Pay Ee SM 
YEAS—Mesers. Benton, Claytos, Ewing noii 
3 of Ohio, Hendricks, Nicholan, Poster, Beth ee 
ON AS Messrs. Bi k, Buchanan, Calioun, Cuthhe 
“Davis, Goldsborough, Hill; Kent; King-of Alabina ing 
Ea a ag nE, 
a s Be; i ing 
Waker, and White. 1S O L ap 
., Mr. LENN moved to amend the bill by ingert- 
Jag an appropriation.of $1,200 for removing the 
obstructions in White river; which motion was 
agreed to, without a division,. 


Mr. KING, of Alabama, moved to ditend the | 


bil by inserting an apptdpriation for the surfey 


of the Treasury to in- ` 


` L and lon 


bhins, Rob- ; 
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of the mouth ef Dog river bar, in the: Bay of Mo- 
bile, to determine the prasticability of deepening 
the bar; which motion was rejected. 
(| Mr. KING then moved to strike out all the 
. appropriations. in the bill for specific purposes, 
leaving the appropriations in gross for general 
surveys at the discretion of the Secretary of War. 
After some remarks from Messrs. KING of 


Alabama, LINN, WALL, and WALKER, Mr. | 


Kine’s amendment was rejected—yens 12, nays 
21; as follows: : tps Fie a lace 
© YEAS—Messra. Black, Calhqun, Hill, King of Alabama, 
King of Georgia, Le’ ah, Mangun, Preston, Rives, Robinson, 
:-Walker, and White—12. a 3 Se 
uo NAY6—Messe. Benton, Clayton, Davis, Ewing of IMi- 
, u Bois, Ewing of Onis, Goldsborough, Hendricks, Kent, 
: Knight, Linn, Naudain, Nicholas, Porter, Prentiss, Rob- 
i bins, Southar 
| Wall—2l. TRE ae a ee 
The bill was then erflered to be engrossed for 
third reading—yeas 25, nays 9; as follows:. 


i) 
pA 
Davia, Ewing of Ilinois, Ewing of Ohio, Goldsborough, 
Hendricks, Kent, King of Alabama, Knight, Lina, Naudain, 
Nicholas, Porter, Prentiss, Robbins, Robiason, Southard, 
Swift, Tal ; Tipton, Tomlinson, ind Wall—25. 

; NAYS—Messrs. Black, Cathoun, Hil , King of Georgia, 
|. Leigh, Mangum, Preston, Rives, and White—9. 

| | _ After the consideration of executive business, 
: the Senate adjourned. 


.  » : IN SENATE, . Ao 
| Turspar,; May 3, 1836. ‘ pee 
A mesiaige was received from the House of 

ii Representatives, by Mr. Franxiin, the Clerk, 
i; informing the Senate of the death of the Hon. 
| Ricnarp J. Mawnrne, a Representative from the 
' State of South Carolina, and that the House had 
adopted a resolution to go into the usual mourn- 
ing, by wearing crape on the left arm, as.a testi- 


| 
| 
i 
f 


mony of respect for the deceased. ae 
-’Mr. PRESTON rose and addressed the Senate, 
as follows? a e 


Mr. Presment: The message just read îm- 
Lagi upon me the customary duty of moving for 
; the ugual testimony of respect to the memory of 
| my, déccaged colleague, the Hon. Ricuarp J. 
| Manwe, of the Hause of Representatives; aod 
|| neter, sir, has such an officjalaèt been perform 
|| with deeper émotions thah’ those under whose 
i melancholy influence I rise on this occasion. 
|i Itienot ft that I should obtrade my private 
‘| griefs upon the Senate, although I am well as- 

| sured that its kindness would extendsome indal- 
gence to a friendship of a most intimate charac: 
terswhich, commencing in college companionship, 
has been unimpaired. by the chances and ch 
: of life, and undiminished even by party spirit, 
', whose repulsive energy so often breaks asunder 
i; the et t bonds oP affections. For although, 
| sir, it has so happened that we have been: much 
i opposed in. politics, and although, I 
li kave had much occasion to feel the adverse:.in- 
i! fluence of his high character, thereis no man who 
| Ten hira living, or mourned him dead, more 
ji tban bo oo. sah SOG re E AA 
‘| :: He' was indeed, Mr. President, of a very noble 
nature; endowed with alt high and ‘generous qual 


: ities=cool; ‘bold, just, paticnt, ard: resolute; mag- 
nanimous in his hole sane of its and ur 
` of thought; utterly exempt from all sordid or 
selfish propensities; of that ali 6 an patient 
' benevolence, to do orto suffer, which comes of 
. natural impulse, éducated into principle, unflinch- 
‘ing in the performance of duty, but too kind in 
‘his nfitare to be stern; scrupulous in self-rezuld- 
‘tion, but generousty indalgent to othérs: His 
' father, who was a distinguished soldier of the 
Revolution , deeply marked‘ upon his son’s char- 
"acter the impréss of that héroic period: courage 
i and devotion.4o his country were hereditary and 
: native to him. And these manly virtues were 
i softened'and: made amiable bythe kindliest afec- 
| tions of-the Heart; while over his whole eháractér 
|| presided an dxalted and fervent piety. - =~: <: 
7 ; : piety 
|. For many years, in various ways, he received 
| distinguished testimonies of the affection and con- 
|: fidence of His native State: -He served frequently 
j; inéither branch of the Legislature; was Govirnor,; 
, Bad, at aeai Pree nunvo in Congressi 210°! 
|i In the prime ‘of life, and in the vigor iaf, man- 
| hhdd, he has disit as he! lived—in the midst of 
‘his: duties: ` Never; Mr., President; “havé Abb 


, Switt, Tallmadge, Tipton, Tomlinson, and | 


YEAS—Mezers. Benton, Buchanan, Clayton, Cuthbert, || ` 


‘announce tò t 


416 


honors of the Beate beet! mare worthily:bestowed 
than upon the, memory of Rrexyahp J: Maxine, 
for which I invoke them by offering the follow- 
ing resolution: © :- - i 
| _ Resolved, unanimonshj, That, ns a testimony of respeot 
| for the memory of the deceased, the members of the Senate 
, Will go into mourning, by wearing crape on the let arm 
p for the space of thirty days. 

After which, on motion of Mr, PRESTON, the 
: Senate adjourned. 


ti 


< HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES., 
ioon o> Tuespay, Aay 3,1836. l ; 
` Thè Honse, pursuant’ to previous resolution, 
; assembled at ten o’clock, a. m. ` : 
Immediately after the reading of the Journal 
| of Erda oie Gert ; 
| Mr. PINCKNEY.. rose and addressed the 
' House.to the following effect: .; a. op 
0t Mr. Speaxenk: Often as Death hàs already 
' been amongst us this séssion, he hasagain entered 
within these walls, and taken another, and one 
i: of the most excellent members, of this honorable 
© body. Yes, sir, Death has again been amongst 
; us; and it isin consequence of one of those sudden 
| and awful dispensations of Divine Providence, 
to which, however painfully we may feel them 
| it is our fuy to submit, that I now rise to 
fis. House ‘the decease of my late 
honored and lamented collcague, Ricnarn J. Max- 
ining. He left this city on Friday last on a visit 
to Philadelphia, and died, as I am informed, at 
that place, on Synday evening, of a hemorrhage 
rodticed by the rupture of 4.blood vessel in his 
ungs,. Surely, if'ever there wasan ëvent which 
‘could ‘teach ‘igs ‘what shadows. jwe.are, and 
what shadows we pursue,’’ this’ is ‘one which 
should impress that lesson deeply on our minds. 
: Buta few days ago, hè. was here, in’ his place, 
upon this floor, in the pride of intellect and vigor 
of manhood, iningling freely with his fellow-mem- 
bers, partaking the cares and honors of legisla- 
tion, and discharging the high duties of a Repre- 
sentative of the people in the souncily of, the 
et Now, he is numbered ‘with the’ silent 
‘dead. Si E 
- I knew that jt is customary, upon occasions. 
of this kind, tọ, deliver exilogics upon the charac- 
| ter of ‘departed members. But I shal! make no 
: such attempt ppon the present occasion. I could 
| not dd justice tó such a character as hig.,To say 
that he. was a ‘than of sound judgment and exten- 
| ‘sive informatioh—a geftleman in the strictest sig- 
| nification of thé term—a man of sterling honor 
and jntegrity—a devated husband aod most ter- 
der paxent—piire dnd irrepraachable ih all the 
relations of life,—all this is true—perfectly true; 
| and, yet it conveys but a poor idea of the beautiful 
l| cluster of noble and estimable qualities that were 
, concentrated in him. Hé was more than all oe 
|| he was, emphatically, a patriot, wha. discharge 
lallh siilas, to his Coat With Zardo end fidelity; 
and he was a sinçete and consistent-Christiat, 
| who adored the doctriġe of his Lord and Savior. 
' He died, liké A pattiot, in the service of his coun- 
| try; ‘and his life, aya Christian, assures me that 
; he is now reposing in the bosom of Bis God. 
As an évidencéof the high estimation ih which 
| he was held by the people of his native State, it 
| will ‘suffice ‘to Ohsérve, that he was repeatedly 
elected tq the Legislature of South Carolina, once 
napimously chosen Governor’ o’ ‘that State „and 
twice elevated to a deat ia Gone te ‘th times of 
thé bitterest party contention in South Carolina, 
he fetafned the unqualifiéd respect bf his political 
opponents; nor do I‘bclieve that he had a personai 
enemy.” But ait his talént; all his virtaes, all his 
noblé qualities of hoad and-heart, nould:hot'save 
him. from: thei: sof. the destroyer.,. He: de 
from ney: whamzhe hanertd. with:his 


twice 


friendahi —gone from this House, which he 


edoaned by his, vitties. : His phice here will koow 
hier nd mirer: He enaciot listen td the poor tribute 
J threw upon: Hib:tomb. :: He canhnet.witnesa the 
deep-n@ respectful sginpath y manifested by this 
Hidnoscble body.) No, sey he' ia gone, aud ad] that 
sce talt:doris tornlament: bie’ toss, end.imi tate: his 
virtues, and tovpay 40 his memory tie: unsvailing 
honors of the deadwoi irs yz oi ei siprine 

-rı Bowl heg Sedwe, toafa thd Talawiag:resolu- 
Gina: fat hdgptiea: by-tbæbkoube: i= i uo oof 


Fipa ri 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


TORE 
1. Resolved unanimonsiy, That this House bas Termived 
with deep regret, the melancholy intelligence of the dea 
of the Hon. Ricnarp J. Mannine, a Representative 0 
State of South Carolina. 
Eas eee unanimously, That this House tender the ex- 
pression of their sympathy to the relatives of the deceased, 
upon this mournful event, and that in testimony of their 


regret for his loss, and respect for his memory, the members | 


will wear erape on the lett arm for thirty days. 
The resolutions were agreed to unanimously. 
Mr. PINCKNEY moved that a message be 


sent to the Senate, informing that body of the . 


death of the Hon. RICHARD te MANNING. 
The CHAIR remarked that such a message 
would be sent to the Senate as a matter of course. 
On motion of Mr. PINCKNEY, the House 


then adjourned. 


IN SENATE. 
Wepwespayr, May 4, 1836. 
The CHAIR communicated a report from the 


Secretary of War, transmitting a list of contracts | 


entered into by his Department for the year 1836. 

Also, a communication from the Secretary of 
the Treasury in reply to a resolution of the Sen- 
ate, relative to the compensations of the clerks in 
the Executive Departments, giving it as his opin- 


ion that the salaries of the clerks below $1,400 | 


ought to be increased. 

Also, a report from the Treasury Department, 
in addition to the one heretofore sent in reply to 
the resolution introduced by Mr. Ewing, relative 
to the deposits of the public moneys and the 
transfers of funds from the west to the east; and, 
on motion of Mr. Hussard, one thousand ex- 
tra copies were ordered to be printed. 

Mr. HENDRICKS presented the petition of 
Caspar W. Weaver, praying to be further com- 
pensated for his services in macadamizing Penn- 
sylvaniaavenue; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. PORTER presented the petition of Cap- 
tain Daniel T. Patterson, of the United States 
Navy; which was referred to the Committee on 
Naval Affairs. 

Mr. CLAYTON presented the petition of J. 
T. Berger, of Philadelphia; which was referred 

to the Committee on Commerce, 

Mr. TALLMADGE presented the petition of 
sundry merchants of New 
the office of measurer may not be abolished; which 
was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 


Mr. KING, of Alabama, presented the petition | 


of the Trustees of the University of Florida; 
which was referred to the Committee on Public 
Lands. 

Mr. WHITE presented the 
widow and children of Emanuel 
ing for confirmation of title to a tract of land 
given to Tritchell by the Caddo Indians; which 
was referred to the Committee on Private Land 
Claims. 


aor of the 


Mr. BUCHANAN presented a presentmentof | 
the grand jury of the circuit court of the United | 
States for the eastern district of Pennsylvania, ji 
recommending in strong terms the erection of a | 


court-house, public jail, and enitentiary, by the 
United States, at the city of Philadelphia: which 
was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 
Mr.SHEPLEY presented the petition of Payne 
Perry, praying for arrears of pension; which was 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 
Messrs. EWING of Ohio, and MORRIS pre- 


sented several petitions, praying the aid of Con- |! 


gress in the construction of the Zanesville and 
Maysville road; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Roads and Canals. 


REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 

Mr. ROBBINS, fromthe Committee on Naval 
Affairs, reported, without amendment, the bill 
from the Haase for the relief of Andrew Arm- 
strong. . - > 

On motion of Mr. PRENTISS, the Committee 
on Public Lands was discharged from the further 
consideration of the petitions of Hanover College, 
Indiana, and of the East Tennessee College. 

Mr. WEBSTER, from the Committee on Fi- 
nance, reported, with amendments, the bill from 
the House making appropriations for the Indian 
department for the year 1836. 

On motion of Mr. EWING, of Ohio, the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands was discharged from the 


York, praying that ' 


ritchell, pray- | 


further consideration of the petition of Thomas 
t . toe 
' G. Brockett, and the memorial of sundry citizens 
: of Miami county, Ohio, praying that a preémption 
may be granted to Isaac Stewart and others. 


IMPROVEMENT OF HARBORS. 


The bill makingappropriations for the improve- 
ment of certain harbors, and for making certain 
surveys, was read the third time, and passed. 


RESOLUTIONS INTRODUCED. 
Mr. LINN submitted the following resolution; 


' which was considered and agreed to: 
Resolved, That the Committec on the Library be instructed | 


to inquire into the expediency of making an appropriation 
to purchase, for the use of the Senate, two hundred and 


| 

| fiity copies of Burr’s map of the western and northern ter- ‘ 
| ritory of the United States. : 
| 
| 


Mr. MANGUM submitted the following reso- 
lution; which was considered, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Office and Post 
Roads be directed to inquire into the expediency of estab- 
court-house and Sunsbury, to Edenton. 


Mr. CLAY submitted the following resolution; 
which lies on the table one day: 


Russia hemp may be liable to pay for the time being. 


Mr. SWIFT submitted the following resolu- 


tion; which lies on the table one day: 


Resolved, That during the remainder of the session of 
Congress the daily meeting of the Senate shall commence 
at eleven o’ciock, a. m., unless otherwise ordered. 


SERVICES OF VOLUNTEERS. 


Mr. BENTON, from the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs, reported without amendment the bill 
to authorize the President to aceept the services 
of volunteers for the defense of the frontiers, and 

j, said that, in the present condition of the country, 


: proceed to the consideration of the bill. 
| Mr. EWING, of Ohio, opposed the motion, 
; on the ground that this was the day set apart for 
| the final disposition of the land bill; and after 
| some remarks from Messrs. LINN, PRESTON, 
: CLAY, BENTON, PORTER, BUCHANAN, 
‘and CLAYTON, Mr. 
ejected. 

PROCEEDS OF THE PUBLIC LANDS. 


the States, and to grant land to certain States, was 
| taken up; when Messrs. WRIGHT and BEN- 
| TON severally addressed the Senate in speeches 
1: of some length in opposition to the bill; after 
! which the question was taken, ‘ Shall this bill 
| pass?” and it way decided in the affirmative— 
yeas 25, nays 20; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Biack, Buchanan, Clay, Clayton, Crit- 


Tomlinson, Webster, and White—25. 


| Georgia, Liun, Moore, Morris, Niles, Rives, Robinson, 
: Ruggles, Shepley, Tallmadge, Walker, and Wright—20. 
The Senate then adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Wepnespay, Way 4, 1836. 


| W.B.Sueparp, from the Committee on the Dis- 
i trict of Columbia: í 


|. Resolved, That the Committee on the Public Buildings 
| be directed to have the dust scraped from the Pennsylvania 
, avenue between the Capitol and the President's square, 
and that part of the avenue watered during the session of 
Congress. 

Mr. CONNOR asked for the ycas and nayson 
| the adoption of the resolution; and, upon ascer- 
| taining whether they were ordered, it. appeared 
| that only seventy-two members were in attend- 
i ance. 


a call of the House, upon which motion Mr. 
| BRIGGS asked for the yeas and nays; which 
were ordered, and were-yeas 90, nays 27. 

The Clerk commenced the call, when Mr. AL- 
LAN, of Kentucky, moved that all further pro- 


lishing a maii route from Winton, North Carolina, via Gates , 


Resolved, That the Committee on Manufactures be di- | 
rected to inquire into the expediency of so amending the |; 
existing laws as to subjectall hemp imported into the United || 
States, from any place whatsoever, to the same duty as | 


j vent the rising of the dust in future. 


tenden, Davis, Ewing of Ohio, Goldsborough, Hendricks, | 
Kent, Knight, Leigh, McKean, Mangum, Naudain, Nich- | 
| olas, Porter, Prentiss, Preston, Robbins, Southard, Swift, ; 


NAYS—Messrs. Benton, Calhoun, Cuthbert, Ewing of | 
Iilinois, Grundy, Hill, Hubbard, King of Alabama, Kingof , 


The House resumed the consideration of the | 
following resolution, reported on Friday by Mr. | 


. There being no quorum, Mr. HEISTER moved | 


ceedings under the call be suspended; which was 
agreed to. 

The House then refused to order the yeas and 
nays on the foregoing resolution. 

The question being on the adoption of the 


| resolution, 


Mr. PARKER was opposed to the resolution, 
on the ground that it involved an appropriation 
of money which he contended they Med no right 
to make in a resolution of this kind. This avenue 


: had been pronounced a nuisance by some gentle- 
: men. 
; sition should now be before the House for con- 


If so, he thought it strange that a propo- 


tinuing this nuisance to Georgetown. He recol- 
lected a resolution of this kind had been brought 
before the House at a former session, and nega- 
tived. Afterwards, however, he had observed 
that the Commissioner of Public Buildings was 
engaged in removing the dust; and, on inquiry, 
Mr. P. had discovered that it was to be done by 
a subscription of citizens residing on the avenue, 
with the padersiendine. that if Congress should 
appropriate money to defray the expense, their 
subscription was to be refunded. He thought it 
was poor encouragement for them to make appro- 
priations for the benefit of the city, if they were 
to be told afterwards that those appropriations 
only created nuisances. 

Mr. BOULDIN advocated the adoption of the 
resolution. He had spoken of the avenue asa 
nuisance simply in this sense—that it raised a dust 
of a peculiarlv distressing nature, and in great 
quantities: and it was complained of by a large 
number of the members of the House. He said 
they had a bill before the House providing for a 
continuance of the avenue to Georgetown, but 
not such a one as was already made. if the 


: gentleman from New Jersey thought that the res- 
| olution ought to be joint, and would move so to 
i| amend it, he would give it his support; but he 
i thought the appropriation was a small matter, 


he felt it his duty to move that the Senate then | and ought to pass. 


Mr. HARDIN had made a measurement of the 


' avenue, and stated that it could not be watered 


for one hundred dollars per day. He said the 
avenue originally had cost much more than it 


| ought to have cost; and he believed it was always 
3 : i the way, that Uncle Sam paid more for his work 
Benton’s motion was `` than other persons. 
i and scraping were impracticable, and hoped the 
| resolution would 
The bill to appropriate for a limited time the : 
:, proceeds of the sales of the public lands among : 


He contended that watering 


not pass. The avenue had 
been made of soft stone, when there was good hard 
material to be had in the neighborhood of the city; 
and he would vote for a proposition to puta coat 
of hard material over the avenue, which would pre- 
He felt the 
bad effects of the dust as muchas any gentleman, 
and was willing to vote for curing it effectually— 
which could be done for about fifteen thousand 
dollars; but he could not vote for a resolution like 
the present. 

Mr. BRIGGS hoped the House would dispose 
of this resolution, and not take up the time of the 
House by discussing a proposition so unimport- 
ant. The debate on this resolution had already 
cost the country more than six hundred dollars, 
when the scraping of the avenue could not have 
cost more than three hundred and fifty dollars. 
The gentleman from New Jersey, who had such 
nice notions of economy, had made a speech on 


|) this proposition which had cost a hundred dollars. 


Some gentlemen were in the habit, whenever they 
rose to say anything in relation to matters of the 
District, to say something against the people of 
the District. He had, however, understood that 
the resolution was reported at the suggestions of 
members of the House, and not of citizens of 
Washington. He would not take up further time 
of the House ; but hoped they would speedily 
dispose of the subject. 

Mr. ROBERTSON moved to lay the resolu‘‘on 
on the table. 

Mr. HAWES asked for the yeas and, nays; 
which were ordered; when 

The motion to lay the resolution on the table 
was decided in the affirmative—yeas 88, nays 84. 

On motion of Mr. THOMAS, the House pro- 
ected to the consideration of the orders of the 

ay. 

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House a letter 


from the Secretary of State, transmitting, in obe- | 
dience to a resolution of the llth ultimo, a state- 
ment of the names, duti 3, salaries, &., of the | 
several clerks employed in his Department; which |; 
was referred to the Committee of Ways and | 
Means, and ordered to be printed, 

On motion of Mr. JOHNSON, of Tennessee, 
similar communications heretofore received from 
other Departments were also referred to the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means. 

The SPEAKER laid before the House a letter | 
i....1 the Secretary of War, transmitung a state- 
ment of the contracts entered into by the Depart- 
ment for the year 1835, under the aet of Qist 
April, 1810. 

PETITIONS, MEMORIALS, ETC. 


Petitions, &c. were presented, on leave, by || 
Messrs. SHIELDS, BOND, and ANTHONY. ; 

(Mr. Smrezps presented, and had referred to” 
the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads, 
the petition of sundry citizens of the counties of ` 
Wayne and Hardin, Tennessee, praying the es- 
tablishment_ of a post route front Waynesboro to | 
Savannah, Tennessee. 

Mr. Bown stated that he had just received four | 
memorials from a large number of most respect- ‘| 
able citizens of Ross county, in the State of Ohio, | 
relating to an object of great importance to that | 
and other portions of that State, and the encour- | 
agement of which would, he beheved, materially | 
promote the interest of the United States in the | 
conatruction, as pro by a recent act of the is 
General Assembly of Ohio, of a turnpike road || 
from Zanesville, in Ohio, to Maysville, in Ken- | 
tucky, intended as a connecting Hok in the exten- | 
sion of the great western turnpike road from | 
Zanesville to Maysville and Lexington, in Ken- 
tucky, to Nashville, in ‘Tennessee, Florence in 
Alaa, and so = w wes Orleans. The me- 
morialisis the aid of Congress 
subject is Aiveaty before the Committee on Roads 

Canals, Mr. B. asked and obtained the spe- 
tial permission of the House now to refer the : 
said memorials to that committee 
referred accordingly.] 

NEW POST ROUTES. 


On motion of Mr. JONES, of Michigan, it was 


Resaloed, That the Committee on the Post Office and 
Po>t Road; be instructed to inquire into the expediency of | 
establisiing a post route from Warsaw, in UHinots, via Keo- 
kuck, Wiscaasin Territory, to Fort Des Maines. | 

Ressiced, That tie Committee on the Post Office and | 
Post Roads be imstructed to inquire inte the expediency of | 
estabiishing the following post roads in Michigan: From | 
Detroit, in Wayne ceanty, to Fort Gratiot, in St. Clair | 
county, on the United States military road ; from Moant | 
Cleasas, in Macomb county, to Lapeer, in Lapeer county ; 
from Plymoutia Corners, in yne county, to Dexter, in. 
Washington couaty, through Salem, Northfield, and Web- ' 
ster; from Morroc, in Monroe county, to Tecumseh, in | 
Lenawee county, on the La Plaisance bay read; from Te- i 
ledo, ia county, to Adrian, in Lenawee, through i 
T pa ord and Palmyra; fram an in Ohio, to Jones- | 

üle, in Mitsdale county, througt teined, Canandai 
and Lanevilic 3 from Saiine, in Washtenaw county, ta Lou? i 
dun, im Monroe county, through York; from Detroit, in 
‘Wayne. county, to Utica, in Macomb county, on the terri- 
torial road; trom Detroit, ia Wayne county, to Kent, in | 
Kent county, by Howell; from Cfinton, in Lenawee county, 
to Kent, iu Kent coenty, by Napoteon and Jacksonburg ; 
from Coldwater, in Branch county, to St. Joseph, in Ber- 
ticn county, by Centreville and Cassopolis; fæ Kalama- 
zes, in Kalamazoo county, te Kalamazoo, in cogn- 
ty, by Allegan ; from Battle Creek, in Cathoun cou 

ent, m Kent county, by Geloster; from 
to Ponteack 


sand as the | 


| | 
; and they were || 


j 


4 


i 
4 
t 


| 
to Sebovicraft, in |; 
county, b from Bellevue, in i! 
Eston county, to Miadi ast- || 
ings ; from Fart ,» in Ohio; to is j 
county, by Canandaigua; from Michigan city, ia Indians, 
to Grand Haven, in Ottawa eounty, by New alo, St. 
Joseph, » in Alleg~m county, and Sengatuck, in 
Ottawa county; from lowa, in Iowa cogat s to San 
in Sangamon coenty, by the mouth of the Ma 
from Jchgoicraft to Gelester, by Kalamazoo, in 
county. 


i 
e river; ; 
> NAVY APPROPRIATION BILL. | 

Mr. JARVIS, from the Committee on Naval 
Affairs, to whom had been referred the amend- | 
ments of the Senate to the naval service bill, | 


te | 


J 
4 


`: of the bill, and offered an amendment to the same; 


i} ther execution of the special order of the 26th of 
Committee of the Whole on the state-of the Union, | 


ii np the “ bill making 
-port of the Army for the year 1836.” 


| $200,900,” by striking out this sum and. inserti 
| $1,224,301. 


: approhuțion of tha President of 
t, and for defraying the cxpenses 


WEEKLY. 
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reported the same, with amendments to those 
proposed by the Senate; which were committed. 
t. J. gave notice that he should call up the 
bill at one o’clock to-day. 
PATENTS FOR PUBLIC LANDS. 

A bill from the Senate to give effect to patents 
for public lands, issued in thé name of deceased 
persons, was read twice. 

Mr. VINTON briefly explained the provisions 


i 
j 


hen— 
After some conversation between Messrs. |! 
THOMAS, BELL, and the CHAIR, upona point |: 
of order connected with the disposition of the , 
bill— 
Mr. BOON moved that it .be committed to the |! 
Committee on Public Lands; which was agreed to. |: 
‘SENATE BILLS REFERRED. ! 
The following joint resolutions and bills from | 
the Senate were read twice, and committed: 
A joint resolution authorizing the Secretary of 
War to correct certain mistakes; 
A joint resolution to ch the time of making |, 
contracts for the transportation of the mail; 
A bill for the relief of Duncan L. Clinch; 
A bill for the relief of Christopher T. Bailey; 
A joint resolution to confirm the grants made 
by Georgia of certain lands in Alabama; 
A bill in addition to the act for the relief of the 
legal representativesof George Hurlbut, deceased; | 
A bill for the relief of the legal representatives | 
of Gustavus B. Horner, deceased; and 
A bill in addition to the act for the relief of the 
legal representatives of Lucy Bond and Hannah |; 


i 


w 


3] 
i 


li 
i 


as. 
A bill amendatory of the act for the continua- 
tionof the Cumber road was read the third 
ti 


me, 
Mr. MASON, of Ohio, entered into a history 
of the facts connected with the location of the 
Cumberland road in Ohio, and o at length 
the change in the location of the road provided 
far inthe bill uader consideration, 
Mr. CRANE replied to the views of his-col- 
league, and advocated the 
fore he had coneluded h 


Í 
H 


passage of the bill. Be- | 
is remarks, the hour of : 


lI 


tt 
; were now no funds re 


|| —Would be passed that day, 
i: next day were set a 


at 
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arter, it became indispensal 
i that this bill should be acte 
' possible. 
' from Vi 


ly necessary 
d on as promptly as 
With that view, after the gentleman 
rginia (Mr. McComas] should conclude, 
Mr. C. would withdraw the proposition then 
pending, and introduc it into the fortification bill, 
which would be the next bill taken up. There 
maining for snbsigtence, 
and none for the Quartermaster General's Depart- 
ment, although the drafts from the South were 
very heavy for both these urposes: He hoped, 
therefore, that the army bill, containing the ordi- 
nary appropriations, with some unimportant 
amendments—-the amendments to the Navy bill 
‘as to-morrow and 

: e pat fór the consideration of 
business relating to the District of Columbia, with 
which he had no wish to interfere. 

Mr. McCOMAS then, in consequence of the 
statement of the gentleman from New York, 
waived his right to address the committee. 

Mr. CAMBRELENG then withdrew hisamend- 
ment. 

Same conversation then took lace between the 
CHAIR, Mr. BELL, and Mr. AMBRELENG, 
as to whether the amendment proposed by Mr. 
Mercere fell, asa matter of course, or was then 
pending. — 

The question was put; and the amendment was 
negatived, without a count. 

The bill was then taken up by.sections. 

Mr. HAWES inquircd if the first section of 
this bill incladed appropriations for the support 
of the West Point Academy? 

Mr. CAMBRELENG replied that it provided 
not a cent for that institution, further than the 
f such officers of the Army as were stationed 
est Point. A 
Mr. CAMBRELENG moved to increase the 

xclusive of that of officers, ftom 


' that ji 


clause— 

For subsistence, e 
€370,409, to $495,400. 

ine tion of the amendment, Mr. C. sent 
to the Clerk’s table‘a communication from the 
Commissary General: of Subsistence. 

The amendment was then agreed to. 


one arrived; and 
The SPEAKER announced the special order 
of the day. 


DISTRICT BANKS. | 

Mr. THOMAS, on leave, moved that a sub- : 
committee of the committee appointed to mgin : 
into the affairs of the banks in the District have | 
leave to sit during the sessions of the House; | 
which was agreed to. | 

ARMY APPROPRIATION BILL. 
On motion of Mr. CAMBRELENG, and in fur- | 


January last, the Howse resolved itself into the 


(Mr. Mason, of Virginia, in the ehair,) and took | 
roprintions for the sup- 
There were two motions pending; the first by 
Mr. Camparrené to amend the bill in the follow- 
ing clause: ** for the armament of fortifications, 
ng | 
ng atsend- || 
strike out the |! 


The other mation: was the: follow] 
ment, submitted by Mr. Menesn: 
whole clanse, and insert: 


} 
i 


_ Mr. HARDIN moved to strike out the follow- 
ing clause: Ò : 
For the payment of the tages for 1835, assessed by the 
State of Pennsytvaniaon the United States Arsenal, on the 
iver, $725. i 
Which motion, after some remarks from 
Messrs. INGERSOLL, HARDIN, HARPER, 
and CAMBRELENG, was agreed to. 
Mr. MANN, of New York, moved to strike out 
t &c., £c., in the clause for clothing; remarking 
that euch words were clearly unconstitutional, or 
at least irregular. ` , 
Mr. CAMBRELENG remarked that they were. 
not in the original bill, and they must have been 
inserted by the Clerk or the Printer. The motion 
was agrecd to. 
‘Mr, CAMBRELENG moved to insert the fol- 
lowing words after the forty-fourth line: 
For extra clerks in the offices of the genrterinasters khd 
Sssitonts Bt posts where their dutiessonl inat ba pomad 
Witbout such sid. . . one 
Mr. C. referred to a communication from the 
Quartermaster General on the subject, and further 
explained that these clerke were only oecasion- 
ally required.at distant posis to keep an account 
of the supplies and transmissions from one point 
lo another. ES: sone 4 as 
Phe amendment was then agreed te. 


| 


| 


| Schuytkiil ri 
! 
| 


{ 


Fot the parehase or construction óf a foúndery for ord- 
ance at such places as the Sesriary of War, wiih the |: 
the United Beajet, may |: 

: of candueting-the | 
operations of such foundery for one year, inctading ‘the || 
purchase of neecssary tools and materials, the sum of |! 
Fe ale Siena aan eras | 
of— F tho i w ii 
purchase of ordnance for immediate use. g ote ij 
Mr. MeCOMAS was entitled to the foor. p 
Mr. CAMBRELENG : 


‘tose and stated. that-in | 
consequence of the intel, 
from the South 


ligence recently reesived i 
and the heavy drafts required in 


+ 


_ Ms. CAMBRELENG then moved an adifition 
of $4,000.to. the clause te meet shis object; which 
was also agreed to. 
..Mr. SEVIER. moved to-strike out the folow- 
ing clause: 

“4 barracks, quarters, store-houses, hospitals, defenses, 
Pies or ey vieipity of Fort Gibous ia tis. -Tornitocy 
of > 


t 


rkansas, §50,090; 
and insert the following: : pet 
ansbling tive: Secestary-of Wer, undet the direction 
stim President of the United States, to remove the troops 


oo 


a some eligible point on the Arkansas 
river, on or near the western frontier line ot an ue 
to cau:e a fort to be erected upon the point so sele ected tor : 
onof the troops of the United States. and 
Arkansas frontier, the sum oi . 
| 


from Fort Gibson t 


the accommodati 
for the better defense of the 
50,000. 

Mr. S. explained that this amendment was sub- 
stantially the same as a bill that had been re- 

orted from the Military Committee. 

Mr. GARLAND, of Louisiana, was glad the 
gentleman had introduced this proposition; for 
the returns of the Army would show the mor- 
tality to be greater at this point than at any other. 
He would suggest to the gentleman to omit the 
indication of the site, and leave it to the discre- 
tion of the War Department. 

Mr. SEVIER had no particular objection to the 
modification, though he preferred the proposition ` 
as it stood. : 

Mr. CAMBRELENG suggested that it would 
be better to strike out the appropriation, and in- 
troduce it in the fortification bill. i 

N, 


The amendment was briefly discussed 
Messrs. JOHNSON of Kentucky, HARDIN, `; 
CAMBRELENG, WARD, CARTER, SE- 
VIER, GARLAND of Louisiana, and ADAMS. 

Mr. CAMBRELENG said, after the explana- 
tions he had heard, he should withdraw his op- 
position to the amendment. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Ohio, thought that if 
the amendment was agreed to, the appropriation 
should be increased; and he moved to substitute 
$100,000 for $50,000; which was lost. 

The propriety of agreeing to the amendment 
was furtherdiscussed by Messrs. SEVIER, WIL- 
LIAMSof North Carolina, ADAMS, JOHNSON 
of Kentucky; CAMBRELENG, and PARKER; 
when 

Mr. HOWARD moved to strike out $59,009, 
and insert $75,000, but subsequently withdrew it; 
and the subject was further debated by Messrs. 
RIPLEY, CAMBRELENG, and PARKER; 
when the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. CAMBRELENG moved to strike out the 
following clause: 

For barracks, quarters, store houses, hospital, defenses, | 
&c., at Fort Armstrong, in the State of Illinois, or on such | 
point on the river Des Moines as may be selected under | 
the orders of the Secretary of War, $20,000. 

Which was agreed to. |! 

Mr. CAMBRELENG moved to reduce theitem <i 
for contingencies of the Army, from $10,000 to 
$3,000; which was agreed to. 

The other clauses of the bill were then agreed 
to, and the bill was laid aside. 


NAVY APPROPRIATION BILL. 


On motion of Mr. CAMBRELENG, the com- 
mittee took up the amendments of the Senate to |; 
the bill making appropriations for the naval ser- |, 
vice for the year 1836. 

The bill originally passed the House, was re- 
turned from the Senate with various amendments, 
and reported by the Committee on Naval Affairs, | 
recommending certain amendments to the Senate’s |; 
amendments. iN 

The first clause, as originally passed, was as 
follows: ; 

For pay of commissioned, warrant, and petty officers, and 
of seamen, $1,974,178 91 ; 
which sum the Senate increased to $2,492,040 41, 
and the Naval Committee recommended a reduc- |. 
tion of this sum to $2,318,017 16. i 

Mr. JARVIS made a brief explanation of the | 

rinciple of increase in the Navy adopted by the |! 

nate, being one ship of war, two frigates, one 
sloop of war, and one schooner, &c. He was: 
instructed to move to reduce the pay of officers | 
and seamen of a sloop of war, because there was | 
no vessel of that class now on the stocks, and : 
one could not be built in time for equipment during 
the present year. ` i 

The amendment of the Senate was then dis- || 
agreed to; and the amendment of Mr. Jarvis was `! 
agreed to. | 

The next clause was for provisions, $590,000, ; 
amended by the Senate by increasing it to $798,- | 
597 50. he Committee on Naval Affairs rec- | 
ommended the sum of $782,263 75, which was | 
agreed to; and the Senate’s amendmentas amended | 


l 


l 


| 
| 
i 
i 


i Mr. Janvis, that the House resolve itself into a 
;, Committee of the Whole, when there appeared | 


For repairs of vessels in ordinary, and ther 
wear and tear of vessels in commission. 
The House had appropriated $950,000—the 


z : d | 
Senate had increased the item to $1,0,5,000. 


Mr. JARVIS moved to amend the Senate’s || 


amendment by reducing the appropriation to | 
$1,065,000, which was agreed to; and the amend- 
ment, as amended, was concurred in. 

Mr. JARVIS moved to non-concur in the fol- 
lowing amendment of the Senate: 

For building a dry-dock at Brooklyn, $189,050 ; 
which motion was agreed to. 

Mr. JARVIS moved to amend the following 
additional clause, inserted by the Senate: 


For the purchase of sites, and the erection of barracks, 
near the navy-yards at Charieston, Brooklyn, Gosport, and 
Pensacola, $200,000, 
by striking out ‘* Brooklyn,” and reducing the 
appropriation to $150,000; which was agreed to; 
and the amendment of the Senate as amended 
was concurred in. 


[l 
i 


: Journal of yesterday’s proceedings. 


The following additional sections to the bill: 


were inserted by the Senate: 


Sec. 2. And be it further enacted, That an exploring ex- 
pedition to the Pacific ocean and the South seas be, and 
the same is hereby, authorized and directed, and that the 
President of ihe United Sates be, and he is hereby, author- 
ized .o prepar: and sehd out for that purpose a sloop of war, 
aud to purchase or provide such other smaller vessels as 
may be necessary and proper to render the said expedition 
efficient and uscinl. : f 

Sec. 3. Andbe it further enacted, That the use of so much 
of the appropriations for the support of the Navy, and of 
the means and .acilities under tae control of the Navy De- 
partment, as may be necessary and proper for that object, 
be, and the same is hereby, autaorized ; and, in addition 
thereto, the sum of $150,000 b2, and the same is hereby, 
appropriated out of any money in the ‘Treasury not other- 
Wise appropriated. 


Mr. JARVIS moved to strike out all after the | 


word ‘*that,’’ in the first line, and insert a sub- 
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epaira and ji 


|i 


May 5, 
Mr. STORER moved that the House adjourn: 
! which was agreed to—62 to 53; and so the House 
adjourned. 


IN SENATE. 
Tuurspay, May 5, 1836. 


Mr. EWING rose to move a correction of the 

He ob- 
served, on hearing it read by the Sccretary, that 
the yeas and nays on the final passage of the land 
bill were stated to have been ordered on his mo- 
tion, Now, as he made no such motion, he 
wished the Journal to be so corrected that the 
yeas and nays might not appear to have been 
ordered at his instance. 

Mr. HUBBARD felt confident that the yeas 

and nays were ordered, but on whose motion he 
‘would not pretend to say. He was under the 
| impression that they were ordered shortly after 
| the bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
| reading. 
Mr. CLAY believed that the yeas and nays 
. were not called for, but were taken únder an im- 
pression that they had been ordered. He was 
certain, at all events, that they were not ordered 
on the motion of his friend from Ohio, who, he 
was certain, had reasons, as well as himself, for 
not calling for them, in reference to a gentleman 
i opposed to the bill who was absent. 

Ar. WEBSTER suggested that the correction 
could be made by striking out the words, ‘ On 
motion of Mr. Ewing,” so as to let it appear on 
: the Journal that the yeas and nays were ordered 
by one fifth of the members present. 

The correction, as proposed by Mr. Ewine, 
was then ordcred. 

The CHAIR communicated a report from the 
Secretary of War, in answer to a resolution of 


stitute; which was read, as follows: 


The President of the United States be, and he hereby | 


is, auchorized, if in his opmion the public interest shall re- 
quire, to send out a surveying aud expioring expedition to 
the Pacific ocean and South seas; aud for wat purpose to 


|| employ a stoop of war, and to purcaase or provide such 
| other small vessels as may be necessary aud proper to ren- , 
der the said expedi.ion efficient and useiul, and for this ; 


purpoze, the sum of $150,000 be, and tie same is hereby, 
appropriated out of any money in the Treasury not other- 
wise appropriated; and, in addition thereto, ir necessary, 


the President of the United States is authorized to use other | 
meansin the control of the Navy Department not exceeding į 


$150,000 for the objects required. 

Mr. HAWES moved that the committee rise; 
and on taking the vote, there appearing—ayes 57, 
noes 56, no quorum, the committee rose and re- 

orted that fact to the House. 

The SPEAKER then resumed the chair, and 
a quorum being ascertained to be present, the 
House again went into committee, 

The motion pending being that the committee 
rise, it was agreed to; and the committee then 


rose and reported the Army appropriation bill to | 


the House. 


of the Army for the year 1836, reported from the 
Committee of the Whole, was then taken up, the 
amendments of the committee concurred in, and 
the bill ordered to be engrossed for a third read- 


Mr. JARVIS earnestly appealed to the House 


. to go into committee again on the naval appro- | 


priation bill, on the ground that the service was 
at this time suffering for want of its passage; and 
he made that motion. 

Mr. VINTON moved that the House adjourn. 

Mr. JARVIS asked for the yeas and nays; 
ae were ordered, and were—yeas 59, nays | 
78. 

So the House refused to adjourn. 

The question then recurred on the motion of 


—ayes 81, noes 32; no quorum. 
Mr. WISE moved that the House adjourn; and 


j 
i 


ayes 62, noes 62; and the Chair voting in the 
negative, the motion was lost. 

The question again recurred on going into | 
Commiitce of the Whole; and being taken by | 
tellers, the vote was 77 to 28; nê quorum again | 


was then agreed to. j! 
The next clause taken up was the following: |l 


voting on going into committee. 
Mr. CRAMER moved a call of the House. 


The bill making appropriations for the support : 


ing now; and, having been engrossed, it was then || 
' read the third time, and passed. 


on taking the question by tellers there were— i 


the Senate, inquiring whether, in the opinion of 

| the heads of the executive departments, the sal- 

aries of the clerks employed under them ought to 

be increased; and, Í 

On motion of Mr. WEBSTER, it was referred 

to the Committee on Finance, and, with the com- 

munications on the same subject from the other 
., Departments, ordered to be printed. 


PETITIONS, MEMORIALS, ETC. 


Mr. McKEAN presented a memorial from 
| sundry citizens of Pennsylvania, recommending 

the creation of a large amount of stock, to be di- 

vided among the several States and Territories, 
_ and pledging the public lands for its redemption; 
' which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 
Mr. MOORE presented the petition of Samuel 

Miller; which was referred to the Commitee on 
! the Judiciary. 


REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 


Mr. LEIGH, from the Committee on the Judi- 
|| ciary, to which had been referred the petition of 
Francis Cazot, reported a resolution referring the 
same, with all the accompanying documents, to 
the Secretary of the Treasury, with instructions 
| to report thereon to the nextsession of Congress; 
which resolution was agreed to. . 

Mr. TOMLINSON, from the Committee on 
Pensions, to which the memorial of Jacob Slough 
had been referred, reported a bill for his relief; 
which was read , and ordered to a second reading. 

Mr. KENT, from the Committee on the Dis- 
_ trict of Columbia, to which had been referred the 
memorials of the several banks of the District of 
Columbia, praying to be rechartered, made a re- 
port thereon, accompanied by a bill; which was 
read, and ordered to a second reading; and 

On motion of Mr. K. the report was ordered to 
, be printed,and the bill was made the order of the 
day for Wednesday next. i 

Ir. ROBBINS, from the Committee on Naval 

Affairs, reported a bill for the relief of Samuel 
Warren; which was read, and ordered to a second 
reading. 


RESOLUTION SUBMITTED. 


The following resolution was submitted by Mr. 
TIPTON; and lies on the table one day: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Roads and Canals in- 
| quire into the expediency of making an appropriation to re- 
build the bridges over the rivers George, Rouge, Huron, and 
Raisin, on the United States military road, trom the city of 
Detroit to the foot of the rapids of the Miami of Lake Erie. 


THE CON 


FOREIGN HEMP. 

On mation of Mr. CLAY, the resolution sub- 
mined by hin directing the Committee on Manu- 
factures to inquire into the expediency of placing 
allimported hemp on the same footing with re- 
speet to duty as Russia hemp, was then taken up. 

Mr. C. said, there is a species of hemp which, 
under the construction new given to the tarif 
Jaws, comes in at about fifteen per cent. He be- 
heved this construction was erroneous; and the 
object of his resoluuion was to subject all hemp to 
the same duty as Russia hemp. 

Mr. WALKER said he did not rise to oppose 
the usual reterence of the resolution to the Com- 
mittee on Manufactures, but merely to call the 
attention of the Senate to the fact that, upon the 
very day succeeding the passage of the bill dis- 
tributing the proceeds of the public lands, a reso- 
lution was sought to be adopted by the great ad- 
vocate and author ofthat bill and of the American 
system, to increase the tariff by increasing the 
duty on hemp. Mr. W. said that this movement 
was ominousof his (Mr. W.'s) prediction, that 
the success of that land bill would produce an in- 
crease of the tariff; and he wished the fact to be 
noted and remembered by the Senate, when and 
under what circumstances the present resolution 
was introduced. 

Mr. CLAY said he had no objection to the 
Senator from Mississippi having all the facts in 
regard to this resolution recorded in any book 
thatthe Senator might select—and when recorded, 
he hoped they might not have the benefit of the 
expunging process; but (said Mr. C.) let the facts 
be correcily and accurately recorded. I did not 
(said Mr. C.) introduce this resolution upon the 
day after the passage of the land bill, but upon 
the very day of the final passage of that bill by 
the Senate. The present construction of the tariff, 
so far as the hemp to which he referred was con- 
cerned, threatened the country with a positive 
evasion of the tariff. But (said Mr. C.) let me 
tell the Senator from Mississippi, that the true 
plan to avoid an increase of the tariff is to aban- 
don the present heavy appropriations for fortifi- 
cations and the navy, or an increase of the tariff 
is inevitable. Let that Senator admonish his 
friends to abandon their mad earecr of squander- 
ing the public funds. Let him take the money for 
distribution from these miserable deposit banks, 
where itis enurely insecure, and may be totally 
lost to the country. 

Mr. WALKER said he had expected to give 
rise to no debate by merely calling the attention 
of the Senate to the time and circumstances un- 
der which this resolution to increase the tariff . 
was introduced. But the Senator from Kentucky 
said, that although he asked the adoption of the 
resolution now, he had introduced it yesterday. 

Mr. W. said he had first heard of this resolu- 
tion this day; but whether introduced the day of 
the passage of the land bill, or the day after the ; 
final passage of that bill, it could make no differ- 
ence; it was introduced after that bill was or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, when ` 
the victory of the friends of that Lill was com- 
plete; that the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. 
Cray] now distinctly admitted that the increase 
of the tariff was inevitable, if the present fortifi- 
cation system was not abandoned, Yes, sir, it 
is conceded, since the passage of the land bill, 
that we must increase de tariff or abandon the 
defenses of the country—leave the coast and 
western frontier unprotected, or to be protected 
only by exposing the lives of our citizens to cer- 
tain sacrifice, and by causing streams of Ameri-. 
can blood to flow in the event of a conflict with » 


foreign Powers; that it was now conceded that || 
the country must be left defenseless or the tariff | 
increased; and what produced this necessity? It 

is (said Mr. W.) theland bill; which, b taking 

some twenty or thirty millions from the Treasury i 
of the Union, leaves us not money enough to de- |; 
fend the country without increasing the tariff. 
Sir, (said Mr. W.,) if this land bill becomesa law, _ 
the increase of the tariff is inevitable. Let south. | 
ern sections pause and reflect that this land bill ,. 
is a bill tq increase the tariff; and that, immedi- `: 
ately after the engrossment of the land bill for a | 
third reading, a resolution is introduced by the | 
uuthor of that bill [Mr. Cray] to increase the | 
duty on hemp. Sir, (said Mr. W.,) this proposed | 


: tariff necessary. 


fi 


“increase, the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. Crar]} 
tells us, is to prevent an evasion of the tariff, 
Why is this just uow discovered? And ifthe land 
bill becomes a law, we shall have many other 
similar alleged evasions of the tariff, and similar 
propositions to increase itonthataccount. Yes, 
(said Mr. W., itis perfectly clear that every vote 
for the land bill is a vote to increase the ‘tariff. 
The proposition of the Senator from Kentucky, 
(Mr. Crar,] is to amend the existing tariif so as 
to make all hemp pay the same heavy duty as 
that imposed upon hemp from Russia; and the 


measure, if adopted, would greatly increase the - 


burdens of the South. To increase the duty on 
hemp would increase the duty on cotton-bagging, 
which was made of hemp. ‘The proposition was 
to benefit Kentucky, the hemp grower, at the ex- 

ense of Mississippi and other cotton-growing 
crack: that were hemp consumers, It was (said 
Mr. W.) to take hundreds of thousands of dol- 
lars out of the pockets of his (Mr. W.’s) con- 
stituents, to put into the pockets of the constitu- 
ents of the Senator from Kentucky. 
said he would oppose every measure to increase 
the tariff, whether it came, as now, in a direct 
proposition for that purpose, or in the more in- 
sidious guise of the land-distribution bil, which 

. rendered an increase of the tariff inevitable. 

But (said Mr. W.) the Senator from Kentucky 
(Mr. Cray] has denounced the deposit banks— 
the miserable deposit banks, as he calls then— 
and where he says the public revenue is insecure. 
Sir, (said Mr. W.,) this is another demonstra- 
tion of the truth of his remarks before made—that 
this land-distribution bill is a bill to restore the 


deposits to the Bank of the United States, and i 


renew its charter. What (said Mr. W.) will the 


present government of Pennsylvania do with her | 


mighty share of the spoils from the Treasury ? 
She will deposit them in the Bank of the United 


` States, which her minority Legislature have re- | 


chartered; and so will all the other Whig States 
place their share of these funds in the agencies 
of this United States Bank, which might as well 
at once be called their branches. Miserable 
deposit banks! says the Senator from Kentucky. 
The public funds insecure! Sir, one of the effects 
| of this bill, and of the speeches, is to get up 
: another panic, and to create this very insecurity. 
Sir, the Senator from Kentucky pronounces these 
deposit banks miserable—the fa 
proposes, by his distribution bill, to take some 
twenty milhons from them in July and October 
next. If the Senator from Kentucky succeeds 
in producing the impression that the public funds 
in these banks are insecure, will not the holders 
of all their notes demand their redemption in 
| Specie before the requisitions in July and October 
į are made? The Whig States and the Bank of the 
| United States will demand from them the specie 
also; and thus the currency will be depreciated; 
unexampled distress inflicted upon the com- 
munity, immediately preceding the presidential 
election; and the election of a bank president, and 
recharter of the United States Bank, be demanded 
as necessary to restore the currency and dispel 


i the panic. Confidence is the life of bank paper 
‘and of banks. The deposit banks have now more 


specie than the Bank of the United States, in pro- 
portion to their circulation; and the public funds 
are there perfectly secure, unless we render them 
insecure by panic speeches and distribution bills, 
placing them in the power of Whig Statesand the 
Bank of the United States, whose tender mercics 
we have all once experienced. 

Mr. CLAY said, that he had not now proposed 


| to increase the tariff; that the advocates of these 


heavy appropriations for defenses, as it wascalled, 
were those that would render an increase of the 
Let them reduce the expendi- 
tures of the Government; let them retrench and 
reform. Fifteen millions, we were told not many 
years since by the then head of the Treasury De- 
partment, would be sufficient. Now seventeen 
millions were asked upon the reportsof lieutenants 
and subalterns. The defenses! that magical word 
** defenses !’’ as if we did not all feel interested in 
what was necessary for the defense of the coun- 
try! In England none of their principal cities 
have fortifications; but we must have our whole 
; coast and frontiers lined with arsenals and fortifi- 
‘ cations from Maine to the Balize and the Sabine, 
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so that, in the language of his colleague, gun from 
: gun along the entire line may be heard. These 
' defenses were gotten up to keep the money in 
these miserable deposit banks, and keep’ the 
banks from breaking, as it seems conceded they 
will if we call upon them for our money for dis- 
tribution in July next. 
Why (said Mr. C.) should the Senator from 
Mississippi place himself in an antagonistical po- 
sition (thatis the fashionable phrase) to me? Why 
should he so often attack me and my measures? 
If he desires to win from me any laurels hy these 
conflicts, I will spare him the trouble of theac en- 
counters, and acknowledge my inferiority to him 
as the great champion of the Administration. 
Mr. WALKER said the Senator from Ken- 
tucky was mistaken. It was, on all former oc- 
casions, the Senator from Kentucky who had at- 
tacked him and his measures, and not he who had 
assailed that Senator: he had only repelled his 
assaults. There were many reasons why he could 
have no desire to assail the Senator from Ken- 
: tucky. It was unnecessary to assail him—hia 
: career of suc ess he could have no desire to ar- 
rest. Hecould truly say, and not in the spirit of 
sarcasm, which some gentlemen seemed to prefer 
to truth and candor, that the acknowledged tal- 
ents, the long services, the great experience of 
the Senator from Kentucky gave him a superior- 
ity which he felt no disposition to dispute or ques- 
tion. The Senator from Kentucky had been the 
aggressor 

Not one word had he (Mr. W.) said to that 
: Senator in debate, or any measure of his, when 
i he, (Mr. W.,) in March last, brought forward 
his preëmption bill, and bill to reduce the price 
of the public lands in favor of actual settlers only, 
when the whole Senate had heard the Senator 
from Kentucky [Mr. Cray] rise and denounce 
this bill in the very strongest language, and 
threaten to move its instantaneous rejection. 
p And what had he (Mr. W.) done, other than to 
| defend himsclf and his abused constituents? The 
|| other occasion was upon his, (Mr. W.’s) sup- 
, port of the motion of the Senator from Missouri 
: (Mr. Benton] to strike out a certain grant to 
i| Missouri from the land bill, upon the ground, 
|i that to put the grant in that bill as he (Mr. W.) 
li suid, would be to insure the loss of the grant; for 
that, judging from the fact, that the President 
had vetoed the bill, we had a mght to conclude 
that he would again put his veto upon it. Did 
, not the whole Senate again hear the Senator from 
| Kentucky rise in his place, and with great vehe- 
mence attack him, (Mr. W.,) accuse him, most 
|| unjustly, of a heat of ardor for referring to the 
supposed veto of the President upon the land bill; 
j; talked of his having the king’s car; of obtaining 
information from the President himself, as re- 

gardsthe supposed veto? Again, (Mr. W. said,) 
© he had only repelled the assault of the Senator 
| from Kentucky; and repel such assaults (Mr. W. 
i said) he always would, whatever might be the 
consequen’es. 
ii Mr. CLAY said he would offer an armistice to 
|i the Senator from Mississippi. He would now 
give that Senator a carte blanche, that he would 
not hereafier assail that Senator or his measures 
i generally, unless when he should bring forward 
his bills in favor of his squatters; and he could 
not go that. 

The resolution was then adopted. 


ARMY APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The bill from the House making appropria- 

| tions for the support of the Army for the year 
1836, was read twice, and referred. 

! 


CIV.L AND DIPLOMATIC APPROPRIATIONS. 
On motion of Mr. WEBSTER, the Senate took 
up the bill from the House making appropria- 
tions for the civil and diplomatic expenses of the 
: United States for the year 1836: the amendments 
: reported by the Committee on Finance being first 
i the subject of consideration. aa 
| The amendment making an appropriation of 
$2,590 to enable the Secretary to distribute, as 
ordered by a resolution of the Senate, a compila- 
tion of documents relative to land titles, being 


under consideration — R 
Mr. BENTON moved to strike out the provis- 

ion forgiving one set to each Senator. He thought 

it had been considered as settled for two sessions 
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past, that they were done with giving them- 
selves books at the public expense, It had been 
stated in the other House Ly Mr. Jounson, of 
Tennessee, that it would take about one thousand 
dollars to each member to put him on the same 
footing, with respect to books, as the old mem- 
ers. He was aware that it was an excecdingly 
ungracious task to oppose giving the same books 
to the new members that had been given to the 
old, but the thing had been commenced two years 
ago by his friend from Georgia, (Mr. Kina,] 
who deserved the thanks of the country for call- 
ing their attention to one of the grossest abuses. 
This was one of the greatest impositions that had 
ever come to his notice, with the exception, per- 
haps, of one enormous and flagrant abuse—a 
work that was to go on for years, to an unknown 
extent, and then to be distributed to those who 
were members of the Twenty-Second Congress. 
He did not know whether it was proposed to 
give copies to the legal representatives of such of 
the members as have died, but it was certain that 
they would, under the provision of the resolu- 
tions, have aright to them. They might go to 
the assignees of these members; and it had been 
stated by thg,Senator from Georgia, [Mr. Kina,] 
thata member of Congress had sold to a book- 
seller in this place, for ten dollars, his share of 


that which was to cost the United States hundreds . 


of thousands of dollars. 

Mr. B. here spoke of the uselessness of the 
work proposed to be distributed, and the shameful 
waste of public money in printing such a mass of 
worthless matter. The principal part of the pub- 
lication related to the preliminary proceedings in 
investigating the titles of lands which were not 
worthy of preservation, as everything relating to 
land titles was merged in the patents which had 
since been issued. There was (Mr. B. said) in 
his office in this city, about five hundred volumes 
of documents, which he apprehended cost the 
Government far beyond $1,000, and he should 
consider them a dear bargain at $100. He had, it 


was true, voted at first for some of these books | [ t did r i 
_ tor from Missouri in his opinion as to the value - 


till his attention was called to the subject; but, 
since then, he had strongly resisted all such ap- 
ropriations. He presumed, as the books had 
en printed and paid for, that they must be dis- 
tributed, but he was opposed to that part of the 
distribution which referred to their worthy selves, 
and he would therefore move to strike out that 
part of the amendment which gives one copy to 
each member of Congress. 

Mr. WEBSTER said the distribution would 
be made in the usual way. The question involved 
in the amendment was merely whether they 
should be distributed as they were already or- 
dered and paid for, or whether they should remain 
in the lumber room. He hoped the amendment 

‘would not prevail. 

Mr. BENTON replied that they did well to 
appropriate money for the transportation of these 
books; for whoever they were to be sent to would, 
cheap as transportation now was, hardly be 
willing to pay for getting such useless Jumber. 
He had, therefore, no objection to paying for 
sending themaway, but he was opposed to giving 
them to members of Congress. e would rather 
give them away to anybody that would take them. 

hey might be useful to the grocers, if the leaves 
had not been cut; but as it was they were hardly 
worth having to wrap a herringupin. Such had 
been the enormity of the abuse in printing worth- 
less documents, that he had been tol 
servants of the boarding-houses that the mass 
printed during the panic session had glutted the 


market, and that their perquisites had fallen to | 


about two cents per pound. The gentleman near 
him smiled at whathe said; but he would tell him 
that, if he would take his little children to a shoe- 
store, and buy a pair of shoes, he would find that 
they would be wrapped up in public documents. 


Buy whatever he would in any of the stores of © 


this city, he would find his purchases wrapped up 
in papers that had been printed by order of Con- 
gress. Indeed, such had been the profusion with 
which these public documents Pad been printed, 
that they had greatly depreciated even as wrap- 
ping paper: there was no doubt of there being a 
surplus there. If no other disposition could be 
made of these documents, they might put them to 
the same use that the Ottoman conqueror did the 


T: 
| 


by the | 


i 
| books of the Alexandrian library—distribute them | 
among the public booths, to be used as fuel. 
There were public booths in this city, where | 
these documents might be found useful in the 
same way. Mr. B. was opposed, out and out, 
to giving these documents to the members of Con- 
gress; and he therefore asked for the yeas and 
nays on his motion. 


i 


OBE. 


Mr. HILL said the number of volumes was ` 


five, and they were not worth, foranybody’s usc, 
the trouble of carrying them home. There were, 
at a former session, eight hundred and fifty addi- 

_ tional copies ordered out of the contingent fund, 
‘by a simple resolution offered by Mr. PonpEex- 
TER, and the cost of which amounted to $57,000. 
They were made up of mere notes taken in rela- 
tion tothe public lands, and he believed were not 
even of any value to the’ Territories; and if this 
was not extravagance he did not know what was. 
Mr. BENTON here read extracts from one of 
the volumes, taken at random (he said) frem the 
pile, and opened in the middle, which were a fair 
sample of the whole publication. There never 
was (he said) a grosser imposition practiced than | 
was done in the publication of this work. Here 
was a sample of the five volumes, and the whole 
related to land titles thirty years ago, which were 


all merged in the patents, the only titles now ne- |: 


cessary to be looked at. 

Mr. EWING, of Ohio, had not examined these ! 
documents to ascertain their value, but he had , 
found some of a similar kind very useful and val- 
uable as books of reference to members on the 
subject of public lands. 


Mr. WEBSTER observed, that this was a sub- | 


ject of which he 
Whether these n 
better be judged of by gentlemen coming from 


pee to have no knowledge. 


ig 


ooks were useful or not could į; € 1 
i already said so much in relation to the printing 


the States where the public lands were. All he 


rose to say was, that he thought it unnecessary | 
to delay the appropriation bill in questions of this | 


kind, and that the best way would be to reject the 
amendment at once. a 
Mr. WALKER did not concur with the Sena- 


‘of these books. As books of reference, he had 
`i found them very useful while on the select com- 
; mittee; and, although there might be a great deal 
‘in them that was not worth printing, yet he did 
not think that he could have got on without them. 
As regarded their distribution, he thought, with 
his friend from Missouri, that they ought not to 
be given to the Senators individually, though it 


‘ing to give them away to anybody that would — 
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involved ina debate on the printing and distribu- 
tion of documents, to the delay of the most im- 
portant appropriation bill, 

Mr. LINN could not entirely concur with his 
colleague as to the value of these documents. 
Although much useless matter might have been 
printed, yet he thought they contained a great 
deal of useful information. 

Mr. BLACK said the only way in which these 
books were valuable was to Committees on Pri- 
vate Land Claims: when claims were presented, 
by, turning to these books, the proceedings had 
in relation to them could be found, and attempts 
at imposition could be detected. 

Mr. WRIGHT said, after the expression given 
the Senate, he would vote for the bill as 
amended by the Senator from Missouri. He 
would, however, state a fact within his knowl- 
edge, which was, that three of these volumes were 
mere transcripts, word for word, and letter for 
letter, of three other volumes; and he remembered 
very well when the resolution authorizing their 
publication was offered, which, he supposed, at 
the time, was for some temporary publication, 
and never dreamed that the whole expense would 
amount to $500, and never knew of the enormous 


| expense incurred until his attention was drawn to 


it by an estimate made in the other House. The 
Secretary of the Senate had complained that they 
incumbered his room. The books were already 
purchased, and the lumber was on their hands, 
and the only question now was, whether they 
should distribute it? 

Mr. Benron’s motion was then adopted; and 
the question recurring on the amendment of the 
committee, 

Mr. KING, of Georgia, observed that he had 


of books, that he did not think it necessary to 
say anything now further than that he agreed 
with his friend from Missouri as to the utter 
worthlessness of these books. If useful at all, 
they could only be so to the Committee on Pri- 
vate Land Claims; and it had been well observed 
that they might obtain all the information that 
was in n documents in other publications that 
had been made by order of the Senate, in a much 
more compendiots form. He did not want an 

of them to be on his table; and he would be will- 


: take them. 


| would be proper to give them to them in their ;' 


| official characters, to be retained while they were |; 


in the Senate, and to be handed over to their suc- 

, cessors on leaving it. 

i: Mr. KING, of Alabama, thought, at the time 
the resolution was adopted, that they would be 
paying for a useless work. Some of the matter 


| contained in the publication might be useful, but : 


‘a great deal of it certainly was not so. A great 


| deal of it had been printed before in another work, ` 


‘| as the Senator from Missouri had well observed, 


i| and they had therefore to pay double for the same | 


| matter. But the time had gone by when it would 
'| be profitable to discuss this question—they had 
; got the work, and the question was, what were 


‘they to do with it? As regarded the distribution, ` 
he was opposed on principle to the giving books | 


ito Senators. If the work was at all useful, let 
_ all the copies (said Mr. K.) be thrown into the : 
‘| library of Congress, 


‘tion of documents relative to the public lands by 
i| Matthew St. Clair Clark, and the other a work 
| now going on by Gales & Seaton, in which the | 
i Senator would find all the information he wanted 
: in a more compendious form, without being cum- 


i bered with the mass of obsolcte and useless matter ‘| 


© that loaded this publication. He wished the gen- 


_ work was taken in the form already set up from | 
., another office, so that the Senate was paying for | 
the same work twice. Let the gentleman refer ` 
` to the collections relating to the public lands now 
i; going on by Gales & Seaton, and he would find 
‘| all the information he wanted in a more compend- 
' ious form. 

| | Mr. WEBSTER wished the Senate ‘o negative 

i the whole amendment. He did not wish to be ! 


Mr. KNIGHT moved to amend the amendment 
by providing for the sending of one copy of the 
publication to the Historical Society of Rhode 
Island, and one copy to a college in that State. 
Mr. K. said it seemed that these books were of 
no value to anybody, and yet they were ex- 
tremely loth to part with them. He thought 
they would increase in value as they increased 
in age. 

Mr. BUCHANAN did not care much about 
the distribution of these books; but, as it appeared 
that there were books to be given away, he would 


` only say that he left the House of Representa- 


tives in 1831, and came into the Senate in 1834; 
consequently, he found himself entitled to no 
books. He thought that, when books were to be 
distributed, he and the gentleman from Georgia 
(Mr. Cornpert] ought to have a share. 

Mr. BENTON observed that this showed what 
a vile thing it was. Here were members sitting 
on that floor who were entitled to no books; while 


|| those who had been out of Congress for four 
| _Mr. RENTON referred the Senator from Mis- |! 
` sisaippi to two publications, one being a compila- | 


years could get them; and if they had died inthe 
interim the books must go to their heirs. 

Mr. Knienr’s amendment was rejected. 

On motion of Mr. WEBSTER, the bill was 
further amended by the insertion of an appropria- 


i; tion of $300 for completing the medals heretofore 


voted to General Ripley. 
Mr. PRESTON moved to amend the bill by 


l | adding an appropriation of $20,000 for the erec- 
tleman to be informed that the type set upon this |: T Pe $20, 


tion of a court-house for the courts of the United 
States in Charleston, South Carolina. 

Mr. BLACK moved to amend the amendment 
by adding an appropriation of $20,000 for the 
erection of a court-house for the courts of the 
United States at Jackson, Mississippi. 

Mr. BUCHANAN moved further to amend the 
amendment by adding an appropriation for the 
erection of a court-house for the courts of the 
United States at Philadelphia. 


1836. 
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Ancr some remarks from Messrs. PRES ‘him to be honest to withhold payment. If there 
TON, BLACK, BUCHANAN,WEBSTER,and was anything wrong in the matter, the proper 
MANGUM— way would be to let a resolution of in uiry be 
Mr. PRESTON withdrew his motion; and the offered, and a committee of investigation ap- 
motions of Messrs. Brack and Brcnananconse- pointed. But when a contract was made for a 
quently fell with it. work to be published, they could not refuse an 
Mr. MANGUM moved to amend the bill by appropriation to complete it. The Senator from 
striking out the appropriation of $340,000 for the Missouri had made charges upon mere allega- 
contingent expenses of the courts of the United tions. 
States, which (he said) was extravagant and un- Mr. BENTON remarked that he had based 
necessary, and insert $140,000. his charges upon what a member had said in his 
After some opposition from Mr. WEBSTER, place on the floor of Congress. 
this amendment was rejected. Mr. SOUTHARD. The Senator, then, rests 
On motion of Mr. EWING, of Ohio, the bill his charges upon the allegation of what a mem- 
was amended by inserting an appropriation for ber of the other House had said in his place, 
the survey of lands lately acquired from the In- although the House of Representatives had passed 
dians in the Wisconsin Territory. the bill in the face of the statement of that mem- 
The amendment of the committee was then ber. He would be unwilling, for his part, to pro- 
concurred in; and the bill was reported to the ceed in any case on such evidence alone. He 
Senate; when would first ask for the evidence, before he could 
Mr. KING, of Georgia, moved to amend itby do what he was here asked todo. Did it (he 
striking out the appropriation of $20,000 for the asked) dissolve them from the contract because 
Documentary History of the Revolution now in : the work was worthless? The inquiry whether 
progress by Matthew St. Clair Clark and Peter the work was worth the continuation of its pub- 
orce. _ lication would be proper enough. But when the 
Mr. BENTON hoped that the motion to strike -Sceretary of State made the contract, it was in 
out this appropriation would prevail. He was the power of Congress either to confirm or reject; 
rejoiced to sce the Senator from Georgia persist- but they confirmed i'. He gave no opinion of 
ing in the good work, and he would enlist with the value of the work at present. He spoke of the 
him for the war. They had already paid $20,000 importance of preserving the records of the early 
for this work without seeing a page of it; and history of our country, and to do which he cared 
that, he thought, was enough to break up this nothing about the expense. He was not willing 
improper contract. He thought that this work that the Senate, at a single jump, should violate 
was stopped two years ago; but now it seemed the rights of parties; but, with the Senator from 
that more money wasasked for it. Hisattention Massachusetts, [Mr. Wesster,] he was willing 
had been called to some remarks made in relation that a committee should be appointed to inquire 
to this work the other day, in the House of Rep- into the matter. 
resentatives, which he would now read for the [At the close of Mr. Sourmarn’s remarks, a 
benefit of the Senate. sample ef the work under discussion was handed 
{Here Mr. Bexrown read some remarks made to several of the Senators.] 
by Mr. Jounson, of Tennessee.] Mr. HILL said he did not wish to consume '; 
That gentleman stated, in his place, that there 


r the time of the Senate to throw any obstacle in ‘| 
was a bill brought in to print this work at eight way of the passage of the appropriation bill; but | 
dollars per volume; and that it was rejected by i 


V to prevent an improvident contract being fastened ‘! 
the House on account of the price; yet, at the 


U A ) upon the nation, it was indispensable that the | 
succeeding session, another bill was brought in, item of $20,000 towards the publication of the 
which was hurried through almost without notice, ` 


m _ work of Messrs, Clark & Force should be stricken | 
at the heels of the session, giving $13 50 for this , out; if that item was retained we would hereafter 
same work. The gentleman further informed | have no hope that an immense expenditure would 
him that, on searching among the files of the | 


be avoided. e i 

House for this manuscript bill that had been thus ! The Senator from Missouri had said that the |! 
rejected, they found the bills immediately before < original bill which authorized this expenditure 
and after it, but that bill could not now be found. ' had passed without the attention of anybody. 
All this showed that the contract had been ob- The Senator was under a mistake; and he (Mr. 
tained in an improper manner. H.) would refer to the Senate Journal of 1833 to 
Tam to receive (said Mr. B.) $252 worth of prove the fact. On the 27th February, three days | 


| 


this work, while the gentleman from New Jersey betore the close of the session, three propositions 
[Mr. WaLL] who sits on my right, is to receive of immense jobs of printing were brought up at 
nothing. At least one half of those who were’ the same time. 
now members of Congress would get no copies, 


Second Congress would get them, or, if they ;' who had always been exclusively of one political 
should not now be delivered, they would be given party. Reports from that committee had usually 
to their exccutors. Two years ago (said Mr. B.) | beck made in whispers, in so low a tone of voice 
we struck out this thing, and the next morning‘ that it had been impossible for him (Mr. H.) 
it was reinstated. This session it was struck out to hear them when they were made; but all three ‘| 
in the House of Representatives, and the next | of these propositions for printing had attracted | 
morning it was in like manner reinstated. Night his attention when they came up fora third read- K 
work, sir—night work, (said Mr. B.;) what was ing. The first proposition was for a continuation `i 
done in the morning was undone at night. of Gales & Seaton’s compilation of State papers, ` 

The extent to which this work was carried was extending that work eight volumes, and involving ` 
agreat abuse. The contract was got through for . an expense to the Treasury of $63,000. Mr. 
a work professing to be a documetary history Foote, the late Senator from Connecticut, was ` 
of the Revolution, and they had got matterasfar then in the chair, and I called for the yeas and `i 
back as the settlement of the Pilgrims; whilethey nays to be taken on the question. The attention | 
had to pay double as much as the work could be _ of so few was called to the subject, and the ques- || 
printed for anywhere else. He hopedtheappro- tion was so hurried by the Chair, that one fifth i| 
priation would be struck out. Everything that | of the Senate failed to respond to the call I then | 
these gentlemen had been compiling would be ' made. Then, almost in the same breath, came | 


found in the library of Congress or in the library up for consideration the bill t ide for the ` 
of the Department of State, so that the éompilers I publication ola eceoiype edition of Me lane Gk! 


a c rs publication of a stereotype edition of the laws of | 
had not been put to much trouble in making their : the United States, by Duff Green. Although his | 
collections. He was for putting a stop at once to 


€ 1 proposition was nearly double the price at which l 
the work; and if the compilers could show that | the same work had been offered by several other | 
they were damnified, he would readily agree to | printers, it was passed by a vote of twenty-five 
pay them, and pay then liberally. to seven, On ilis proposition, which involved 

Mr. SOUTHARD said, that when a contract `i an expenditure of at least $125,000, I was able to 
had been nade, and the work commenced under | obtain the yeas and nays, and six other Senators 
it, it then would be a violation of the paneinics voted with me against the bill. Then succeeded 
of justice in refusing to go on with it. This was immediately the bill making provision for the | 
an appropriation bill for items allowed by law; : publication’ of the Documentary History of the 
and while the contract stood, it did not scem to Revolution, by Messrs. Clark & Force; and on 


1 
j 


Each of these propositions, as | 
‘ were many others of a like tenor, was reported || 
while those who were members of the Twenty- | and recommended by the Library Committee, ' 


the question of its passage, my call for the yeas 
and nays was not sustained by one fifth of the 
Senator spresent—the occupant of the chair hur- 
rying the decision, and evincing little disposition 
to gratify my wish to ascertain who was in favor 
of, and who against, this extravagant expenditure 
for public printing. This third resolution, at the 
minimum calculation, involved an expenditure 
of about $500,000—it may amount to twoor four 
millions; nay, there is nu limit to it; the pub- 
lication may include everything connected with 
the time of the Revolution. 

It is worthy of remark, (continued Mr. H.) 
that all these extravagant projects for printing 
have been in favor of one side of the question 
exclusively. The three propositions to which I 
have adverted embraced each branch of the op- 
position. Gales & Seaton were to have a fat job, 
and Duff Green’s friends insisted that he should 
have one also. When the proposition came to be 
considered in the House of Representatives on 
the last night of the session, Gales & Seaton’s 
and Clark & Force’s bill passed—both belonging 
to and including one branch of the opposition. 
Duff Green’s proposition to stereotype the laws 
and treaties failed, thus disappointing the other 
branch of the opposition. Bat this disappoint- 
ment was made up atthe beginning of the next 
session, (1834,) by a resolution of a late Senator 
from Mississippi, (Mr. Poindexter,) authorizing 
the publication of land documents, which also 
passed without attracting sufficient attention of 
the Senators to call for a division of the question— 
probably when not a half a dozen Senators heard 
the resolution read. The execution of this meas- 
ure has involved an expenditure of $57,327, to be 
paid from the contingent fund of the Senate; 
and the result is the publication of five folio vol- 
umes, sixteen hundred copies each, or eight thou- 
sand volumes in the whole—a lumber, which has 
been proved to be of no use to every nine hundred 
and ninety-nine in a thousand of the people of 
the United States—a publication so useless as 
really not to be worth the price of transport for 
members carrying it home, and which now in- 
cumbers the rooms of the Capitol. -Three of 
these folios were but a reprint of the very docu- 
ments published by Gales & Seaton, and they 
were twice printed, in the same year, at the public 
expense. 

‘The price of the proposed publication is said 
to be $13 62 per volume—about twice as muchas 
the price of Congress printing; and this Congress 
printing is much higher than the prices of print- 
ing in all our principal towns. This matter of 
printing is alleged to be a small affair, not worthy 
of the attention of Senators. Although it is a 
subject of little interest here, it may be interesting 
elsewhere, to look into the expenditures for pub- 
lic printing at this point. From a report of the 
Secretary of the Senate, made at the commence- 
ment of the present session, I have taken the 
footings of the several years of the public print- 
ing, which I will present: 


Printing of the Senate and House from 1817 to 1835. 


Years. Senate. House. 
1817. cccescccencecessrcesencsss §4,837 69 561 99 
1818. sesos essee seacsassoe OR 6,107 72 15,218 88 
LSID i vdcceciceseccesceiecces eee 5,726 79 10,492 00 
182)..... al gras 0iele'o(nis T EO - 11,930 59 13,042 34 
1821... eee oes eesesoessoceeosse 11,871 64 17,883 94 
1832... ccc cccececccccccroccsoees 123,778 47 13,935 63 
1823 p 
1824 
1825.... 

1823... 
1837s ccesa'ees 
1828.. 

1829 

1839.. 

1831. 
1832... 
1833.. 


1835 
By this statement, it will be seen that the ex- 
pense of printing for the Senate has been multi- 
plied twenty times, and that of the House ten 
times! The Senator from Kentucky [Mr. Crat] 
had reproached the Administration for its “ utter 
and reckless extravagance,” and taunted it with 
its failure in making “ retrenchment and reform. 
The extravagant expenditures by the Senate and 
House of millions for public printing could not 
be charged on the Administration or its friendt— 
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the Executive certainly is not responsible for 
them, From the Secretary ’s report, } have gath- 
ered the facts that Gales & S aton, during sixteen 
years, from 152) to 1835, have receiv: d from the 
‘Vreasury 051.723 34, or an average of more than 
forty thousand dollars a year; that Duff Green, 
for nine years, fro. 1827 to 1835, has received 
§443,144 78, or nearly fifty thousand dollars per . 
annum ; andthat Francis P. Blair, for five years, 
from 1831 to 1835, has received $19,479 54, or 
about thirty-nine hundred dollars per annuum. : 
These persons are editors of the three daily polit- 
ical papers which have been published at the seat — 
of Government. 

The first two are inveterate opponents, the last | 

is friendly to, the Administration, These expend- 
itures show in what channel the patronage of the 
public press has been directed under the present | 
‘Adminstration. Before it was drawn into this 
temptation, the National [Intelligencer was the - 
faithful orzan of the public voice; all who could 
remember as far back as the year 1812 could re- 
member what the Intelligencer was What is that 
paper? Whose organ is it now? The other op- 
position paper, the Telegraph, had pretended 
friendship for the Administration until it had pro- 
cured the printing; but it had instinctively turned 
to the party which always paid best. Here is a 
million of dollars paid to two printers, (a large 
porcion of it since the present Administration came 
inio power,) whose newspapers have been con- 
-stancy employed to batter down the Administra- 
tion! 

How happens it (said Mr. H.) that all resolu- 
tions for extra jobs of printing have been on one 
side of the political question? Is it because the 
Committee on the Library have had no political 
predilections? That cominittee (f repeat) has for 
several years been exclusively of oae political 
party; and the Administration has not hadso much 
as one poor representative in this body upon it. 
This Clark & Force is not less a political busi- 
ness than the other contracts. The persons em- 
ployed initare of one side; if itis carried through 
the Senate at this time, ‘t will be carried as an ; 
opposition measure. The Senator from New 
Jersey [Mr. Soutuarp 
now to refuse to carry into effect this contract, | 
There surely can be no injustice, no dishonesty, in| 
stopping this wasteful expenditure, if Congress 
shall indemnify Clark & Force for the expend- 
itures they have already made. Twenty thousand 
dollars have already beenad vanced to them—more | 

will be paid if more has been expended. There 


van be no hesitation in saying that Congress had |: 


been deceived and cheated into this measure, 

whether the publishers had or had not intended , 
it. Mr. Livingston, the late Secretary of State, 

to whom the business of contracting had been re- 

ferred, had been imposed on: he knew nothing of ; 
the nature of the contract himself; and it is now | 
said the person who happened to be the agent 

to make a bargain with Clark & Force, was a | 
person in direetinterest with them. Hence may | 
we account for the raising the price from $8 U0 | 
per volume, as first proposed by the publishers | 
themselves, to $13 62, as preseribed in the con- | 
tract. Itis very evident we have been imposed 
on in some way. It now scems, as a matter of | 


lion of dollars. There is yet no limit to this 
matter; if it proceeds the present generation may 
not see the end of it. I have never consented to 
this contract, and never will consent to it. The | 


work, when it is printed, is to be distributed |, 


among the members of Congress of 1833, who 
voted for the bill, and to members who have not 
been in Congress for two years. There surely is 
great impropricty in this part of thelaw. It can- 
not be said that injustice 1s done to these publish- 
ers if Congress remunerates them for their ex- ; 
penses until this time, and the work shall hence- 
forth ecase and be discontinued. 

Mr. BENTON said, as he understood it, the | 
House did believe what Mr. Jonnsown said, for į 
they struck out the appropriation by a large ma- 
jority; and that appropriation was reinstated 
next morning—after operating on the members | 


a ce SS 


] says it will not be honest |; 


t 
it 


the progress of this work, and to report to the 
Senate what ought to be paid to the compilers for 
what they had dene. 

Mr. KING, of Georgia, said that the resolu- 
tioun was unnecessary, as nothing could be due on 
the work. lt was impossible that the sum of 


$20,000. appropriated last year, had been ex- : 


pended in collecting materials for this work; so 
that in fact nothing could be due on the contract. 


‘His proposition was to strike out the appropri- | 


ation of $20,000. 


Mr. WEBSTER observed that it would be | 


unjust to suppose that these contractors would 
print anything not authorized by Congress. It 
was well known that they had offered to submit 
the selection of the matter to be printed to an 
agent appointed by Congress; and it was also 
weil known that they had agreed to an important 
modification of the contract. The contract might 
be broken up; but the question was not now 
whether they should pay the money or not. The 
contract had been made—whether improvidently 
or not it was not now for him to say—and they 
were as much bound to make the appropriation 
as to appropriate money for the pay of salaried 
officers, He hoped that the progress of the bill 
` would not be interrupted by the consideration of 
the resolution offered by the Senator from Mis- 
souri, [Mr. Benton.]} 

In regard to the contract, the parties had a 
right to their pay under an act of Congress; and 
this was only appropriating the amount to be 

aid. He hoped no new pri 
fore be involved in this bill; and he would demand 
the yeas and nays, to ascertain whether the Senate 
would sanction s .ch new principle. 

[As the resolution of Mr. Benton could only 


be received by unanimous consent, the objection | 


by Mr. Wesster prevented its being received. 
Mr. MANGUM (in reply to Mr. Hirt) observe 
. that the contract for this publication had been 
placed on parcy grounds; and this extravagant 
and improvident contract had been charged against 
| the opponents of the Administration. Now, was 
this just? 
' to this measure? He himself’ was the first that 
' ealied the attention of the Senate to it two years 
| ago: and he expressed the same opinion then that 
ihe held now—that the contract would lead to an 
extravagant and useless expenditure of mouey. 
It was said by tne Senator from New Hampshire, 
i that the yeas and nays were not taken on the 
auoption of this measure, and this circumstance 
| showed that it was not a party vote; for when 
' guch was the case, there were always enough 
ready to order them. Atallevents, the resolution 
passed at the close of the session, 
the publication of a documentary history of the 
Revolation, and the contract was to be made by 
_ the highest officer under this Administration, (Mr. 
Livingston.) Now, if there is nothing else than 
. this improvid 
| would, of itse 
| Livingston was utterly unqualified for the situ- 
‘ation he held. The contract was not only to pay 
| double for the printing, but was for the printing 


‘ contractors might draw millions from the Treas- 


put the saddle on the right horse. As to this con- 
tract, he would be glad to get rid of itin any form. 


j 
Í eye . . 
i| He would be willing to raise a committee to re- 


i scind it; but he would say that he would not take 
| it upon himself to abrogate it at once. He was 
| ready, however, to do parties full justice, and 
, would pay them liberally—nay, he would even 
| pay them more than they were entitled to. Taunts 


| part he believed that no party was censurable for 
Mr. Livingston managed it. Mr. Livings- 
‘ton managed it, as he had done other matters, 
' with great improvidence—though he meant not to 
i impugn that gentleman’s integrity. As to the 


l! distribution to members, he had always opposed 


iit. There was a degree of indelicacy in voting 
; books to themselves, which he could not ap- 
: prove of. 

Mr. KING, of Alabama, regretted very much 
i the course which this discussion had taken. He 


over night He would now offer a resolution, 
which he hoped would be received by general | 


| did not believe that this was ever considered a 


' party measure. He believed that they were di- 
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neiple would there- - 


Who was the first to make objections | 


authorizing || 


ent and extravagant contract, that i 
If, be enough to show that Mr. | 


of an indefinite number of volumes, so that the. 
i ury. If this was a party measure, (said Mr. M..,) : 


grace, that these contractors are willing to limit į| 
the expenditure to somewhere about half a mil- | 


| 
1 li was 
| about this contract were wholly useless. For his | 


€ fore, that the morning hour would be devote 


the improvidence of the contract, hut because they 

l! diffsred as to the mode of getting rid of it. 

| The simple question, then, before them was, 

` whether they were to goon making appropria- 
tions without seeing where they were to stop? If 

ji they could see the end of it, orif they could know 

what they were paying for, they might with more 

| reason be called on to make the appropriation. It 

| 

| 


T 
i 
| 


was not necessary that they should appropriate 
them; they had already appropriated 20,000, 
and there was no reason why they should appro- 
priate more without knowing whether a sufficient 
amount of work had been done to justify it. 
They had noevidence before them of what had been 
done other than a single sheet of the work. He 
thoug't that the proper course would be to strike 
out the appropriation now, and appoint a com- 
mittee to examine what had been done, and to 
_report to the Senate the best way of stopping the 
' work, and the amount that ought to be paid to 
ithe contractors. If they made the appropriation 
; now, it would be at once sanctioning the contin- 


| uance of the work; they would be called on to 
‘| make the same contract the next year, and there 
| was no knowing where they would stop. 


Mr. BENTON merely wished to say, in justice 
to the Senator from North Carolina, [Mr. Man- 
| guM,) that that gentleman was the first that ever 
i. called his attention to these abuses; and it appears 
i: from the Journal (Mr. B. said) that he has voted 
‘| with us in regard to these matters ever since. 
Mr. PRESTON wished the matter to be regu- 
lated to the satisfaction of the parties. They were 
: not bound to proceed unless the other party had 
| proceeded. He wished to know of the chairman 
|, whether any considerable progress had been made 
in the work. 
Mr. CALHOUN hoped the Senate would agree 
| to strike out the section, and allow the publishers 
| liberal compensation for what they had done, 
j and stop its further progress. They had made a 
| most improvident contract. And, besides, he had 
strong constitutional doubts as to the power of 
. Congressto contract for such a work; and if they 
had, there were few, in his opinion, who were 
qualified to perform a work of so sacred a char- 


acter. 
>; Mr. WEBSTER suggested that it would be 
` but just to these contractors to give them an op- 
| portunity of showing what progress they had 
made in the work. It was. now late in the day, 
. and he would therefore move that the Senate ad- 
, journ, which he hoped would be agreed to; and 
i the Secretary could then signify to these persons 
‘ that it would be necessary for them to make a 
| communication to the Senate next morning. 
The Senate then adjourned. 


| 
| HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 


ii Tuurspay, May 5, 1836. 


Petitions were presented, on leave, by Messrs. 
DUNLAP, REYNOLDS of Illinois, WARD- 
WELL, BRIGGS, and WILLIAMS of Ken- 


. tucky. 

; (Mr. ReyxoLrps presented the petition of Jesse 
W. Shull, of Jo Davis county, Illinois, which 
was, on his motion, referred to the Committee 
on Public Lands. The petition stated that Mr. 
` Shull had, at his private expense, advanced the 
interest of the Government in the mining country 
at and near Galena, in Illinois, and Wisconsin 
Territory; and that he, in consideration of the 
premised: prayed remuneration of a section of 
! land. 

a aodo of Mr. EVANS, and by leave, it 


||. Resolved, That the Committee on Revolutionary Pensions 
| be instructed to inquire into the expediency of granting a 


' pension to Daniel Cobb; and that the papers herewith sub- 
|. mitted be referred to the said committee. 


NAVY APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. CAMBRELENG adverted to the import- 
`, ance and necessity of acting speedily on the naval 

appropriation bill. This ordinary appropriation 
. bill was usually passed in the month of January; 
and the naval service was now suffering on account 
‘of the delay in its passage. He hoped, eee 

to 
ise, it probably could 


, disposing of this bill, otherw 
me. He 


not be taken up for several days to co 


consent, to appoint a committee to examine into į; vided two years ago, not on account of doubts of ,. accordingly asked the unanimous consent of the 
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House to go into committee on this necessary 
measure. 


Mr. GRAVES objected. 


Mr. CAMBRELENG moved to suspend the - 


rules for the morning hour, for the purpose 
stated, 


The members in favor of suspending the rules ` 


having been requested to rise, 
a 


The CHAIR decided that the motion was car- 


ried by a large majority. 


Mr. GRAVES demanded a count; when there ` 


appeared —ayes 85, noes 16. 

No quorum voting, ` 

Mr. CAMBRELENG moved a call of the 
House, in case there should not be a quorum in 
the House. 


Upon a count, it appeared that a quorum were | 


in attendance. 


Mr. GRAVES had objected, because he had ; 


desired for the last two wecks to offer a resolution 
of inquiry. 

Mr, CAMBRELENG would not object, if the 
gentleman would propose his resolution at that 
time. 

Mr. GRAVES asked the consent of the House 
to present his proposition; but it was objected 


to. 

On motionof Mr. CAMBRELENG, the House 
then went into Committee of the Whule on the 
state of the Union, (Mr. Mann, of New York, 
in the chair,) and resumed the consideration of 
the remaining amendment of the Senate to the 
naval service bill, and tke amendment of the 
Naval Committee of the House to the same. 

The Senate’s amendment was read, as follows: 


Sec. 2. And he it further enacted, That an exploring cx- 
pedition to the Pacific ocean and the South seas be, and tlic 
same is hereby, authorized and directed ; and that the Pres- 
ident of the United States be, and he is hereby, authorized 
to prepare and send out for that purpose a sloop of war, and 
to purchase or provide such other smaller vessels as may 
he necessary and proper to render the said expedition effi- 
cient and useful. 

Sec. 3. And beit further enacted, That the use of somuch 
of the appropriations {or the support of the Navy, and of the 
means and facilities under the control of the Navy Depart- 


ment, as may be necessary and proper for that object, be, | 


and the same is hereby, authorized ; and, in addition thereto, 
the sum of $150,009 be, and the same is hereby, appropri- 
ated out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise ap- 
propriated. 

The question pending was the following amend- 
ment, reported by Mr. Jarvis, from the Commit- 
tee on Naval Affairs: to strike out all after the 
word “that,” in the first line, and insert the fol- 
lowing as a substitute: 


The President of the United States be, and he hereby is, ' 


authorized, if in his opinion the public interest shall require, 
to send out a surveying and exploring expedition to the 
Pacific ocean and South sea; and for that purpose to em- 
ploy a sloop of war, and to purchase or provide such other 
small vessels as may be necessary and proper to render the 


said expedition efficient and useiul; and for this purpose, | 


the sun of $150 000 be, and the sume is hereby, appropri- 
ated out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appro- 
priated ; and, in addition thereto, if necessary, the President 
of the United States is authorized to use other means in the 
control of the Navy Department notexceeding one hundred 
and fi:ty thou and dollars, for the objects required. 


Mr. JARVIS, in a few words, explained the 


amendment to the amendment of the Senate, when | 


it was agreed to; and, thus amended, it was 
adopted. 

The committee then rose, and reported the 
bill to the House. 


The House concurred with the Committee of | 
the Whole, in their disagreement to the amend- ' 


ment of the Senate, appropriating $180,000 for a 
dry-dock at Brooklyn, New York. 


The House also concurred with the Committee 


of the Whole, in reference to thcir action on the 
remainder of the amendments of the Senate, with 


the exception of the amendment in regard toa‘ 


South-sea expedition. 


Upon the latter amendment, Mr. HAWES | 
desired that a separate vote should be taken. He ` 


hoped the whole proposition would be stricken 


out. 
Mr. HAMER remarked, that before he could ` 


vote for this amendment, he wished to know 


from some of the members of the committee the | 


reasons which had induced them to amend the 
Senate’s amendment? If he understood the mat- 
ter aright, the difference between the two propo- 
sitions only amounted to this—that the Senate’s 
amendment threw the responsibility where it 


States; whilst the amendment of the Committee 
on Naval Affairs of the House threw the respons- 
: ibility upon the President. He thought it would 
be very well if each department of the Govern- 
ment would act upon its own responsibility in 
this matter. He th 
culated to judge of the expediency and propriety 
of sending out the expedition as the President of 
the United States; and if so, why, take the re- 
_ sponsibility, as the Senate had done? He was 
not willing to acknowledge hims.If to be, strictly 
speaking, such a collar-man as to give to the 


‘ent, and the public interest required this expedi- 
i tion, ict the House act upon its responsibility, as 
|: the Senate had done. 


i justify it. 


' of a collar-man than the gentleman from Ohio. 
| The reason why the committee had proposed an 
amendment leaving it discretionary with the 
President to send out the expedition or not, was 


i matter themsclves; and he doubted very much 


'| whether the House had the time to examine the |, 
|| subject as it ought to be examined, Thecommittee | 


‘| conceived that all they could do would be to give 
| an opinion that it might be expedient, and leave 
l: it to those who had time to examine the subject 
i to ascertain whether it was expedient or not; and 
‘lif, in the opinion of the President, after examina- 
'i tion, it should be found to be expedient, then it 
. would be for him to carry it into effect. If the 

committee had had fime to examine the question, 

it would have been quite a different thing; and 
he submitted it to the members of the House, 
whether they had time to give the subject’ due 
examination. He would, therefore, vote to refer 
it to the President, or Executive Departments, to 
examine; but under the circumstances he was not 
willing to vote for the expedition in any other 


|, manner, as it appeared to him to be leaving the | 


matter where it ought to be. 


| say might as well be said at the present as at any 
| other stage of the bill. Some time ago (he said) 
| a proposition was made and carried, to permit a 
certain gentleman to deliver a lecture to the Rep 
resentatives of the people, upon the subject of a 
| South-sea expedition. He was opposed to grant- 
‘ing the privilege to that gentleman, or anybody 
else, because he was fully apprised of the fact, 
‘that the object of it was to operate upon that 
House and the other branch of Congress. He 
, knew that a proposition would be brought before 
Congress to expend a large sum of moncy to 
further this gentleman’s object. ft appeared to 
i him that they had arrived at a time that, no mat- 


they would enter into all the chimerical notions 
of the gentleman who might address them. It 
was true, that they had in the Treasury a vast 
amount of money; but if it was there, it had been 
i| wrested from the hands of the people of the 
United States; and he was not willing that it 
should be expended in every chimerical and hair- 
brained notion that entered the head of any indi- 
vidual in the country. He remembered the time 
when his friend from Massachusetts,[Mr.Apams,] 
in one of his messages to the Congress of the 
United States, spoke of establishing light-houses 
in the skies. That message went to the West, 
-and he would tell the gentleman now, that, if it 
had not been for that notion, he would have 
received the votes of the western States for a sec- 
ii ond term of the Presidency. That notion played 
‘ directly into the hands of ie opponents, and they 
. hopped upon it, to use a homely phrase, like a 
' duck on a June-bug; and thousands and thousands 
|: of votes were lost to the gentleman on that ground 
alone. They had argued that here was a gentle- 
man who was President of the United States, that 
wished to reach heaven by other means than by 
faith—or, in other words, to erect a ladder to the 
happy place. He had himself a hundred times 
addressed the people in relation to that very 
proposition of the gentleman from Massachusetts; 
and he was happy to say that hundreds and 
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ought the House as well cal- | 


_ President every such discretion. If it was expedi- ' 
He could not vote for the ; 
amendment unless some reason could be given to . 


Mr. JARVIS did not think himself any more : 


‘because they had not time to investigate the * 


Mr. HAWES observed, that what he had to — 


ter what chimerical opinions were taken up by | 
any gentleman, if he could only get an opportu- | 
nity to address the Representatives of the people | 


turned against the gentleman from Massachusette 
on that very ground; and perhaps the gentleman 
‘had lost his election to a second term of the Pres- 
idency on account of this very notion. But the 
times had changed; and what was the proposition 
that they were blessed with in these days of 
plenty and prosperity? It was to take the vessels 
and seamen of the United States, and send them 
to the South seas, exposing them to all the dis- 
eases, hurricanes, and mishaps of that climate— 
| and for what? For nothing on the face of the 
earth. The proposition was a hundred times 
more monstrous than the one which had lost one 
hundred thousand votes to the gentleman from 
Massachusetts. If, in an appropriation like the 
present, any gentleman were to introduce a clause 
for the benefit of his constituents, he would be 
told that he had no right to make such amendment. 
The present proposition was one of a new char- 
acter; and he thought gentlemen ought to pursue 
the usual manner of proceeding in those bills, ag 
it was well known that the appropriations for the 
Navy must pass. 

Mr. PATTON rose to express his gratification 
at the inquiries which had been made by the gen- 
tleman from Ohio, (Mr. Hamer,] and the objec- 
tion to the amendment which the inquiriesimplied. 
He was glad the objection had been made by that 
i geatleman; as, coming from him, it prevented any 
|| prejudice to the objection, from the idea that it 
|, was founded in distrust of the Executive, espe- 
i cially as the gentleman had taken care to inform 
j us that he was a decided party man, though he 
' dis laimed being quite a collar-man. The prin- 
‘ciple of the objection (Mr. P. said) he consid- 

ered as a most important and salutary one. It 

was exceedingly important that the Legislature 
of the country should not devolve upon the Ex- 
ecutive any duty which appropriately belonged 
to the legislative department itself. hat was it 
: proposed to do by this amendment introduced 
into this bill? It was toauthorize a general voyage 
of exploration and discovery. For what pur- 
pose? For the improvement of science, or the 
discovery of unknown regions, to be taken pos- 
session of and colonized by us? Without enter- 
ing into a discussion of the propriety or right of , 
' the Government to send out this expedition, still 
ihe might be allowed to say that there was some 
_doubt of the propriety of entering upon such a 
scheme; bat if there ever was an authority for 
' entering into such a scheme, it belonged to the 
legislative department óf the Government, and it 
| ought to be determined upon entirely by the legis- 
‘lative department of the Government. They 
ought to satisfy themselves of the propriety of 
entering upon this scheme; and instead of throw- 
ing the responsibility on the President, they ought 
to take it themselves. He was entirely opposed 
to shifting the legislative functions upon the 
shoulders of the Exccutive Departments. Why 
was it that this duty was intrusted to the Presi- 
dent? and why was the Executive called upon to 
,, determine whether the expedition should be 
‘formed or not? Why, because the Legislature, 
| if he understood the gentleman from Maine aright, 
i were not in possession of facts which would jus- 
i, tify them in authorizing the expedition. They 
l! had not the means of deciding whethcr the expe- 
i: dition ought to be undertaken, or not; and because 
‘ they had not the information necessary for them 
| to decide, they were called upon to appropriate 
l| a large sum of money, and to authorize another 
|: large sum to be drawn from the funds of the Navy 
i Department, provided the President should, in 
' his discretion, think it necessary. He was op- 
| posed to the amendment, because of its shifting 
i legislative duties upon the President of the Unite 
States which did not, and ought not, to belong to 
him. 

Mr. VINTON observed, that he should cer- 
tainly not be disposed to shift upon the Executive 
duties which did not belong to him; but he thought 
the amendment proposed by the Committee of 
Naval Affairs ought to pee ‘What did that 
amendment propose? If he understood it, itwas 
; simply to authorize the President to send out an 
pa expedition to the South seas, if he 
' should deem it necessary. We have (said Mr. 
_ V.) in those seas a vast commerce—four hundred 
| ships engaged in the fisheries there, who were 
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ought to be, upon the Congress of the United |! hundreds of the people of the western country had | almost unknown to the rest of the world, and 
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without maps and charts, in seas more perilous 
than any other; and when they were wrecked 
there, they were entirely lost to the world. The 
object of this proposition was to procure surveys 
of those seas, and better security to our com- 
merce in those regions; which, if it could be done, 
would be a new source of wealth to the nation. 
Now, what was this discretion left to the Pres- 
jdent, and how could it be abused? Was the 
discretion not to be left with the Presidant merely 
because it was a discretion? Did it confer office 
on any one? Then how could it be abused ? The ; 
President did every day the same thing that was | 
proposed by this amendment. Before sending a |: 
fleet to the Mediterranean, or any other part of ` f $ : 
the globe, Congress authorized him to do the House continue the consideration of the naval 
same kind of duty. The information could not ; bill this day. He would pledge himself to vote 
be obtained by the House at the present session, | for taking up the District business on Monday. 
and could only be procured from seamen engaged | Objection being made, Mr. CAMBRELENG 
in that business; and they can inform the Exec- ; moved to suspend the rules forthe purpose stated; 
utive of the charts and maps of those seas to be and as the drafts of the Department, in conse- 
procured; and if it should turn out that there are |; 
maps and charts sufficient to enable them to navi- . were under protest, he asked for the yeas and 
gate those seas with safety, and there was no ne- | nays on the motion; which were ordered. _ 
cessity for such expedition, then of course there |: Mr. MERCER moved. to amend the motion by 
would be no occasion to expend there one hun- | setting apart Monday, from twelve o’clock, for 
dred and fifty thousand dollars. But if, on the , the consideration of District business, 
contrary, the President of the United States should Mr.GRAVES moved to amend the amendment 
be satisfied that there was a total want of those i by inserting one o’clock; which was lost.. 
maps and charts, and if he shouid be satisfied that 1 The amendment of Mr. Mercer was then 
thcre were probably other sources of wealth in |! negatived. 


© existed to pass such a proposition. He did not 
suppose that his argument presented an insuper- 
able objection to the proposition, but he thought 
gentlemen whosupported it ought to show some 
authority to support the proposition. 


to call for the orders of the day. 
© Mr. CAMBRELENG proposed that, the House 
| continue the consideration of the naval bill this 
' day until disposed of, and that Saturday be set 
apart, in addition to Friday, for the consideration 
of business relating to the District. 

The proposition was negatived. 
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if he had shown the committee whether the power | 


Mr. SHEPARD said he felt it to be his duty ; 


Mr. CAMBRELENG then moved that the. 


quence of the delay in the passage of this bill, ; 


a ayo 


Sec. 2. And be it further enacted, That before the said 
Seeretary of the Treasury shall execute the duties pre- 
` scribed by the first section of this act, the said corporate 

authorities of sail cities shall deposit the said stock, buld 

by them in the Chesapeake and Ohio Canal Company, in the 
hands of the Seerctary of the Treasury, with competent and 
proper instruments and conveyauces in law, to vest the 
same in the said Secretary of the Treasury, and nis = ucces- 
sors in office, for, and on behalf of, the United States, to be 
held in trust to receive the dividends on: Provided, always, 
That if the said corporate authorities of said cities shall, 
within ten years after the passage of this act, repay to the 
United States the amount which shall be paid under and 
ii by virtue of this act for, and on behalf of, the said cor- 
|; porate authorities, respectively, the Secretary of the Treas- 
i ury tor the time being shall thercupoa transfer and deliver 
|; up the said stock to the said corporate authorities, so repay- 
1 ing the said sums to the United States. 


Mr. PARKER moved to strike out the first 
section of the bill, and insert what follows; 


Be it enacted, That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and 
he is hereby, authorized and direc.ed to assume, in behalf 
of the United States, a debt of $1,000.009 due by the corpor- 
ation of Washington, a debt of 253,090 due by the corpor- 
ation of Alexandria, and a debt of $250,000 duc by the cor- 
poration of Georgetown, which debts were contracted by 
the said corporations, resp2ctively, to pay their subscrip- 

_ tions to the stock of the Chesapeake and Onin Canal Coin- 
| pany, under the authority of the act entitled “An act to 
| enlarge the powers of the several corporations of the Dis- 
| trict of Columbia, and for other purposes,”? approved May 
| 24, 1828, the interest on which debts shall hereafter be 

i| paid by the United States in half-yearly payments at the 
i! Treasury. 

And be it enacted, That the Secretary of the Treasury be, 
i; and he is hereby, authorized to purchase the funded debt 
|| of any one or more of the United States, bearing an interest 


those regions, then let him order the expedition 
to be fitted out. We should also contribute our 
mite towards the advance ‘of science; and he be- 
lieved we had done less than any other portion 
of the globe. He did not, however, concur in 
the views of the gentleman from Kentucky, [Mr. 
Hawes,] in relation to the advancement of sci- 
ence, 

Mr. MERCER could not vote for the amend- 
meat, because he could not agree with gentlemen 
in relation to the discretion left the President. He 
questioned, too, whether the House had the right 
to direct the President in relation to this matter. 
Congress never had attempted to direct the Presi- 
dent to send a force to any particular quarter, 
and he could not recognize their right to do it in 
this instance. 

Mr. TOUCEY had thought he should not have 
heard a constitutional objection to the amend- 
ment proposed by the Committee on Naval Af- 
fairs. The amendment proposed to be introduced 


into this bill was a proposition authorizing the , 


President of the United States, if, upon ex- 
amination, he should not find it expedient to send 
out the expedition, to decline sending it out; 
and limiting the appropriation to one hundred 
and fifty thousand dollars. If there was any force 
in the remarks of the gentleman from Virginia, 


(Mr. Patron,] it went to the whole proposition, |: 


and not to the amendment now under considera- 
tion. Surely, if Congress could authorize an ex- 
pedition of this kind, which he had no doubt of, 
they could authorize the President, if the expedi- 
tion ought not to be sent out, to refrain from 


sending it; thus leaving it in his power to send it || setting apart this day and to-morrow for thecon- | 


sideration of business in relation to the District |: 


or not, as the public interest required. He fore- 
bore to say anyang on this appropriation upon 
a subject which was not upon earth, as that was 
toto celo different from the present subject. 

, ve W. B.SHEPARD called for the orders of 
the day. 


The question was then taken on the motion of 


| purpose of proceeding with the consideration of | 
the naval appropriation bill; which was decided 
:in the negative—yeas 114, nays 68, as follows: 


YEAS— Messrs. Adams, Anthony, Ash, Bean, Beaumont, 
Bockce, Boon, Borden, Bovee, Buchanan, Burns, Bynum, 
Cambreteng, Carr, Casey, Chapman, John F. H. Claiborne, 

` Clark, Cleveland, Coffee, Coles, Connor, Craig, Cramer, 


| 


goole, Effver, Everett, Farlin, Forester, Fowler, French, 
Fry, William K. Fuller, James Garland, Rice, Garland, Gil- | 
et, Glascock, Grantland, Joseph Halt, Hamer, Haynes, 
{lenderson, Holsey, Hopkins, Howard, Hunt, Huntington, 
Huntsman, Jaghain, Jabez Jackson, Jarvis, Joseph John- 
son, Cave Joimson, Benjamin Jones, Kennon, Kilgore, 
i Kinnard, Lancing, Laporte, Lawler, Gideon Lee, Josbua 
! Lee, Leonard, Lincoln, Logan, Loyall, Lyon, Abijah Mann, 
| Job Mann, Martin, William Mason, Maury, McComas, Me- 
i Kay, McKean 
| Oweus, Page, Parker, Patton, Franklin Pierce, Phelps, Join 
Reynolds, Joseph Reynolds, Robertson, Rogers, Schenck, 
! Scyimour, Shinn, Sickics, Sprazue, Sutherlana, Taylor, John 
| Thomson, Touccy, Turner, Turrill, Vanderpoel, Vinton, 
| Wagener, Ward, Wardwell, Weeks, Elisha Whittlesey, 
Thomas i. Whitilesey, and Sherrod Wihiams—114. 
NAYS—Messrs. Chilton Allan, Heman Allen, Ashley, 
| Bailey, Bond, Bouldin, Briggs, Bunch, Campbell, Carter, 
i George Chambers, Childs, Nathaniel H. Claiborne, Corwin, 
| Craue, Dunlap, Evans, Fairfield, Philo C. Fuller, Granger, | 
Graves, Grayson, Grennell, Griffin, Haley, Niland Hall, , 


| 


i 
j 
i 


i 
| i 
| 
1 
ij 


| 
i 
| Heister, William Jackson, Janes, Jenifer, Henry Jobnson, | 
Mason, McCarty, McKennan, Mercer, Miller, Milligan, : 
; Morris, Patterson, Pettigrew, Phillips, Potts, Ripley, Russell, 
| Wiliam B. Shepard, Augustine H. Shepperd, Slade, Sloane, 
Spangler, Standeter, Steele, Storer, Taliarerro, Underwood, 
Washington, Webster, and Lewis Williams—68. 


DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 
The House then, pursuant to previous order, 


, of Columbia, went into Committee of the Whole | 
‘(Mr. Warp in the chair) on the following bill, | 
entitled | 


An Act for the relief of the several corporate cities of . 
the District of Columbia. 


McKim, McLene, Morgan, Muhlenberg, |; 


Harlan, Harper, Albert G. Harrison, Hawes, Hazeltine, : 


Judson, Lane, Lay, Lewis, Love, Moses Mason, Sampson | 


| 


| of not less than five per cent. ner annum, to the amount of 


li $1,509,000, to be heid by the United States in trust, to 
= 5 1 399, 
Mr. CamsrELeNG to suspend the rules for the | 


reecive the dividends of interest accruing, and to accrue 
` thercon, from time to time, and to apply the same to the 


i; payment of the interest accruing, and to become due on the 


: debt of the several corporations aioresaid, the payment of 

i which is hereby assumed. 

‘ And be it enacted, That when the whole, or any part of 

; the principal sum of the debts of the said corporations 
hereby assumed shall become due and payable, it shall be 


i ‘ the duty of the Treasurer, and he is hereby authorized to 
Cushing, Cushman, Denny, Dickerson, Doubieday, Drom- |: 


sell so much of the stock of the States, purchased by the 
| United States under the provisions of this act, as may be 
` equal to the amount of the debt of the said corporations 
i then due and payable, and to apply the necessary amount 
| arising from such sale to the payment and final discharge 
i of the debt aforesaid. 


Mr. PARKER also moved to add the follow- 
ing after the second section of the bill: 

And be it enacted, That all the buildings, lots, and parts 
of lots owned by the United States in the city of Wasiung- 
i ton, now remaining unsold, and not granted by any act of 
, Congress, be, and the samce are, hereby deelarcd to be held 

in trust for the benefit of the city of Washington to be sold 
‘ and disposed of at such times and in sucii parcels or quan- 
titics az the corporate authorities of the said city shall di- 
rect; the money arising from such sale to be applicd solely 
. to the discharge of the principal of such of the debts of the 
| said city now existing as are not provided for by this act; 
, and all sales of the said jots, or any part thereof, shall be 
at public sale, and to the highest bidder, and sixty days’ no 
tice of the time and place of sale shall be given, in twooat 
more of the public newspapers printed in the city of Wash- 
ington, and any person purchasing shall be allowed, at his 
or her option, to pay for the same in moncy, or in any debt 
of the said city now existing, to the paymeit of which the 
i money, if paid, is herein directed to be applied. 
And be it enacted, That upon notice of any sale of the 
gaid lots, and payment of the consideration as herein di- 
rected, the Commissioner of the Public Buildings shal! con- 


|. Vey to the purchaser or purchasers all lots and parts of lots 


so sold, and all the right, title, and interest of the United 
. States of, in, and to the same. 

And be it enacted, That the sum of — dollars be, 
and the same is hereby, appropriated, to be paid out of any 
money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, forthe 
i payment of the interest now due and remaining unpaid 
: upon the debts of the said corporations assumed by the first 


: sections of this act. 


And be it enacted, That an act entitled “ An act to cnlarge 
the powers of the several corporations of the District of 


Mr-CAMBRELENG said, ifthe House would | 
permit the Navy bill to be finished on this day, he 
would on Monday ask the House to take up the 
District bills, 

Mr. SHEPARD observed that, if the House 
was prepared to take the vote on the Navy bill, he 
should throw no objection in the way. 


Mr. PATTON said it was not at all a new thing if 


to him, when he or any other gentleman made a 
constitutional objection to any particular measure, 
that it should be received with surprise. He 
knew this to be the case, ard he regretted it. It 
was a fact deeply to be lamented, that to all prac- 
tical purposes of legislation in this country they 
were as perfectly unrestrained by the Constitu- 
tion as if that instrument had been thrown into 
the fire the day after it went into operation. With | 
all deference to the gentleman from Connecticut, 
{Mr. Toucey,] it seemed to him that he could 


Be it enacted bu the Senate and House of Representatives | Columbia, and for other purposes,” approved May 24, 
of the United States of America in Congress assembled, |, 1828, be, and the same is hereby, repealed: Provided, That 
That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, ii nothing herein contained shall be so construed as to annul 
authorized and directed to assume, on behalf of the United :! Or invalidate any act or proceeding had or done in virtue 

| States, and disenarge to the holders of the evidences of j: thereof. 
debt contracted and entered into between the cities of j: Mr. W. B. SHEPARD said a few words ir 


Washington, Alexandria, and Georgetown in in- i na 
gonz , zetown, and certain in- | opposition to the amendments, and expressed n 


| dividuals in Holland, negotiated by Richard Rush, Esquire, || . : 
on behalf of said corporate bodies, the entire obligation of . hope that the committee would rise and report the 


paying said debts, with the accruing interest thereon, ac- | bill to the House, where the gentleman's prop- 
cording to the terms of said contract; and that the Secre- :' ogitions could be discussed. He could see no 


tary of the Treasury be directed and authorized to pay, out | 
of any moneys in the Treasury not otherwise atpranratd: reason why the amendment should be adopted, 


to the corporate authorities of the city of Washington, the i for it did not save a shilling of money, and in- 
sum ar Jour hundred and forty-nine tiasana six hundred | volved as large a grantas the bill itself. He would 
an y dollars and eight cents; to the corporate authori- | ay. di i ill i 

ties of the city of Alexandria, the sum of one hundred and | Hos howe ver, discuss the merits of the bilkin 


fourteen thousand sit hundred and forty dollars and forty- |} . 
four cents; and to the corporate authorities of the city of || The amendments were then severally negatived 
without a count. 


Georgetown, the sum of one hundred andsixteen thousand | 
seven hundred and ninety-five dollars and forty eightcents, | Mr, UNDERWOOD moved to strike out the 
proviso to the second section, s follows: 


in full of alt such sum or sums as have been paid by the || 
Provided always, Thatif the said corporate authorities of 


changes, costs, and expenses incurred by the terms of said | 


have shown himself off to much greater advantage 


said corporations, respectively, in the shape of interest, ex- {| 
*ontract of loan, or iv Sud about the negotiation therefor. || said cities shall, within ton years after the passage cf this 


1836. 


——— 
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act, repay to the United States the amount which shail be 
paid under and by virtue of this act, for and on behalf of the 
snid ci e authorities respectively, the Secretary of the 
Al} therenpon transfer and 
said corporate authorities so 


Mr. U. said he understood the object of the bill 
to be to pay the debt, and take an hypothecation 
ofthe stock. Heat first thoughtit wasa purchase. 
If the proviso was retained, and the stock ever 
became valuable, the corporation would claim a 
retransfer of it; if it should be worth nothing, 
the Government would be forever saddled with it. 

Mr. VINTON would vote for this bill if the : 
proviso was stricken out, but not otherwise. He 
would vote for it to get cid of the perpetual im- 
portunitics with which Congress was assailed 
from year to year by these corporations, and he 
should like to see a bill passed to prevent thcir ` 
contracting any more debts in future. The bill 
was equivalent to a donation of six or seven hun- 
dred thousand dollars, which was the difference 
between the market price of the stock, and the 
eum of a million and a half of dollars appropri- 
ated by the bill. Ifthe proviso was retained, the 
United States would be unable to make any dis- 
position of the stock in the interval, and at the 
end of ten years they would be at the mercy of 
these corporations, who would either reclaim the 
stock, if it was above par, or compel the United 
States to sell itand claim the surplus, or, if value- 
less, leave it on the Government. He was for 
cutttng loose entirely from the District,and taking 
the stock off their hands. Besides this, if the 
proviso was retained, the United States would lose 
the interest on a million and a half of dollars for 
ten years. 

Mr. TOUCEY was inclined to think he should 
vote in favor of the amendment when the bill 
came into the House, but he hoped the merits of 
the bill would not be gone into in committee, but 
that gentlemen would refrain from discussion till 
it came into the House. 

Mr. MERCER addressed the committee in 


reply to the gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. Vixton.] | 
t 
| 


He was opposed to striking out the proviso, which | 
was indispensable to meet the objections of those 
gentlemen who maintained that the General Gov- 
ernment had no constitutional power to hold 
stock. He himself did notentertain that doctrine, 
but others did, and the proviso obviated that ob- 
jection to the bill. He thought the most judicious 
mode was to afford relief to the extent of the 

ressure, in the form of a loan, the stock being 

ypothecated for its repayment. He denied that 
the Government would lose the interest. The 
United States were to assume the liabilities; these 
included interest of course; and the proviso as- 
suredly included the repayment of interest, in ' 
the words that the corporate authorities should 
ss repay to the United States the amount which 
shall be paid under and by virtue of this act, for 
and on behalf of the said corporate authorities.” 
This manifestly provided for the repayment of the 
entire obligation, principal and interest. He earn- 
estly hoped the bill would not be sent back to the 
Senate, amended in the form proposed, and there- | 
by its final passage longer delayed. 

Mr. W. B. SHEPARD stated that the Com- 
mittee on the District had had difficulties to con- 
tend with, and one was the objection on the part 
of many gentlemen to the right of the General 
Government to hold stock. It was for this reason 
that the proviso had been inserted, With regard 


| 


proviso were stricken out, it would, however, so : 
materially vary the principle of the bill as to 
make the Government embark in a great specula- 
tion. 

Mr. HAMER said he had but a-few observa- 
tions to make in relation to this bill. He was 
the friend of the District. It had been set apart 
for the capital of a great Republic; and we ought 
to pursue a kind and paternal policy towards it. 
He desired its prosperity; but all must admit that 
it could not prosper aiai some relief in regard 
to these debts, which weighed it down, and must 
necessarily prevent its improvement. 

He had no objections to this bill in its present 
shape, which he thought would compel him to 
oppose it, unless they could Le removed, It pro- 


i 
i 


|! the 


iso had ab 
to the question of interest, no loss could accrue |; 
by a fair and legal construction of the act. If the : 


posed to take the stock on deposit. Why did 
we not take it absolutely as our own, at once, 
and then we could control it, and dispose of it | 
whenever we thought proper. He would be for | 
selling it in a reasonable time, at public auction | 
or otherwise. 

Mr. VINTON explained, that if the proviso 
were stricken out the bill would be in that form. 

Mr. HAMER thought not, because another - 

art of the bill declared that the stock should be 
held in trust by the United States to receive the 
dividends. The Government would not there- 
fore be absolute owners. He thought the cities 
ought to be satisfied, if we paid the debt and took 
the stock, without allowing them ten years to 
decide whether they would take it back. If the 
stock proved to be valuable, they would receive 
it; and, if unprofitable, they would not. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD said, that in order to meet 
that objection he would modify his amendment 
so as to strike out all after the words, ‘‘ United 
States,” in the second section. 

Mr. HAMER said that that modification would 
remove his objections to the United States being 
the trustee of this stock. If the amendment pre- 

: vailed, they would have the absolute property. 
He would take it in that way, and prohibit the 
cities from contracting any more such debts. i 

It had been remarked that this conditional trans- ; 


fer of the stock had been provided for, in order | 


to remove the constitutional objections of some | 
gentlemen. He said he had no repugnancy to 
hearing constitutional objections on that floor; 
but he was very far from agreeing with all he | 
heard. If the United States could not take the 
stock at once, how could they take it indirectly? ; 
He should like to hear the distinction between | 
taking it directly and receiving it on pledge or | 
mortgage, allowing the opposite party to redeem 
or not, at their own option. Suppose the cities 
should refuse to redeem, would not the stock at 
the end of the ten years become the absolute 
property of the Government? Undoubtedly it 
would; and he held the principle involved in the 
` two cases to be precisely the same. 
There were some things in the first section of 
the bill with which he was not entirely satisfied; 
| but he should not notice them at present, as that 
i section was not now under discussion. i 
Mr. SUTHERLAND was in favorof retaining | 
roviso; because, although some gentlemen 
|. thought differently on the constitutional question, 
ii yet it did meet the objection of those opposed to 
the Government holding stock. This was nota 
, local measure: the whole country was interested 
| in seeing the capital of the nation in such a con- 
dition as would be to its honor. The Congress 


i 
i 


| 


i! was also, to some extent, pledged for the payment 


of this debt; and he trusted the bill would pass in 
; its present shape. 


Mr. GLASCOCK was in favor of the amend- ` 
| ment, because he was satisfied, if the proviso was i 
i| retained, the Government would be a loser to the ' 


! extent at least of the interest on the loan for ten 


' years: for he gave a different construction to that |, 


clause from the one given to it by the gentleman : 
from Virginia, [Mr. Mercer.}] For himself, he 
‘ could see no difference between taking this stock : 
‘absolutely at once, and taking it in the indirect | 
, mode recommended in the proviso. It was a dis- 
tinction without a difference, and certainly did 
' not meet the constitutional objection. If the 
roviso were stricken out, he should vote for the 
ill. 

Mr. LOVE thought that placing the stock in 


‘able extent. He insisted that it should be abso- | 
. lutely held by some one empowered to make, if 
‘| thought necessary, an immediate disposition of it. 
‘| He could see no material difference between the 
ii Government holding the stock absolutely or in 
ii trust, with the probable contingency of its being | 
‘| left on their hands at the end of ten years. He 
i! was well assured that these corporations would 
|| never be in a situation to redeem the pledge. 
| _Mr. UNDERWOOD remarked that the pro- 
ji viso might be an attempt to smother and deceive, 
i| but it certainly did not remove the constitutional 

objection, because the condition involved the 
same principle that taking the estate absolutely 


‘ 


|| su 


| at once did; as, by the condition, the estate might 
| absolutely devolve upon the Government. 
| Mr. LINCOLN believed that there was not a 
i member on that floor who doubted but that it was 
‘the duty of Congress to pay this debt; and the 
only question now was, whether they would take 
a pledge for itsindemnity? He could see nothing 
improper in the Government receiving such a 
pledge, or such an assignment, as the borrowers 
ad to offer; but he was opposed to an advance 
of $1,500,000, without the possibility of reim- 
bursing the Treasury of the United States until 
the expiration of ten years. He was therefore 
in favor of striking out the proviso, because he 
was for doing that at once directly which was 
sought to be done at a remote period indirectly. 
He should vote for the bill if the proviso were 
stricken out; but if it were not he feared he 
should be constrained to vote againstit, much as 
he desired that relief should be given to the Dis- 
trict. 

Mr. EVANS did hope that these corporations 
would not be sicrifieed the altar of constitu- 
tional scruples, and that the proviso would be 
retained; for, if it had not been inserted, the bill 

| would never have reached that House. He hoped 
| the passage of the bill would not be jeopardized 
| by adopting this amendment, and thereby creating 
! a disagreement between the two Houses. For 
| himself, he did not believe that these corporations 
| would ever have the means of repaying the - 
‘money; but he had no constitutional scruples on 
the subject, and he hoped the amendment would 
not be pressed. 

Mr. CUSHING said the first question he al- 
ways put to himself was, whether Congress had 
the constitutional power to pass an appropriation; 
and next, whether the appropriation proposed 
was just and expedient within those powers? 
! Now, in the present case, the proviso did not 

render the bill unconstitutional, but there were 

entlemen who held that, if the proviso were not 

: in the bill, they had constitutional objections to it. 

| He was, therefore, disposed to respect those scru- 

ples, and on that ground he should vote to retain 
the proviso. 

Mr. WARDWELL was opposed to the bill in 
its present shape, because it called upon Congress 
to pay to those cities what they had already paid, 
‘and he should vote for that amendment. The bill 


| was deceptive; for it held out to the people abroad 


| 


that the United States were receiving an equiva- 
lent for their million and a half of dollars, when 
ch was not the fact. 

Mr. HARPER was an advocate of the United 
States disposing of its revenue for objects of in- 
|| ternal improvement in every direction, and there- 
|| fore he had no constitutional scruples on the sub- 
| ject. With regard to any claims the city of 
' Washington had upon Congress, he thought that 
every other city in the Union had equal claims, 
except so far as it had a claim for taxation upon 
the lots now belonging to the United States within 
the city. He could not vote for any appropria- 
tion for the District on the ground of claim. He 
i was in favor of taking the stock at once abso- 
‘ lutely, and he should therefore support the amend- 
| ment to strike out the clause, because that would 
| be the effect of the motion if it prevailed. 

| Mr. VANDERPOEL said he wanted to say a 
word or two in explanation. It had, perhaps, 
been inferred from what he said, when the gen- 
: tleman from Ohio, [Mr. Hamer] addressed the 
committee, that he (Mr. V.) cherished constitu- 


| 
i 


:, tional scruples as to the power of the Government 
the character of a pledge was destructive to the :' 
'; interest of all the parties concerned, and would `: 
‘| jeopardize the value of the stock to a consider- |; 


to take an absolute transfer of the canal stock. 
He had no such scruples, but, on the contrary, 
was clearly of opinion that, if Congress had 
power to takea mortgage, or aconditional trans- 
fer of the stock, it had power to take an absolute 
assignment of it; butas practical men it behooved 
us to deal with men as they were, and not as the 

shouldbe; and though it was inadmissible to allude 
to the proceeding of the other branch of this Le- 
gislature, yet he would take occasion to say that 
no gentleman who had paid due attention to the 
proceedings of the Senate upon the bill now be- 
fore us, could doubt that, if the proviso under 
consideration was stricken out, the passage of 
the bill would be jeopardcd; nay, it was almost 
certain that, in that event, it would not become a 
law. Under this apprehension, he would vote 


426 


May 5, 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


ment now under consideration, 
though the bill would be more acceptable to him 
(Mr. V.) if the proviso were stricken out. If he 
wished ta secure an object which he deemed one 
of paramount justice or expediency, and if to 
obtain that object it was necessary to move or 
sacrifice 2 receiver, for one, he would freely make 
the sacrifice. He believed that the relief of the 
cities of this District from the burdens under 
which they were now staggering was called for 
by the honor of the nation; and, to secure this 
yery desirable end, he would dispense with some 
provisions in the details of the bill which were 
preferable to some that were retained, if the adop- 
tion of the former would endanger the final pas- 
sage of the bill. He believed that we ought to 
relieve the corporations of the District, but wheth- 
er the obligatioa to do so resulted from our 
past legislation, or from other considerations, he 
would not here undertake to say; when the proper 
time arrived he would, perhaps, say something 
upon this point. He had only rose to say that 
he had no constitutional scruples to deter him from 
voting for the amendment of the gentleman from 


against the amend 


I out of order, on the ground that this day was set Lane, Farrrrecp, and Townss.} He adverted 


Kentucky; but that, as he did not deem the pro- ` 


viso proposed to be stricken out of vital import- 
ance, he would vote against striking it out, be- 
cause he believed, if struck out, the whole bill 
would be defeated. 

Mr. W. B. SHEPARD made an earnest ap- 
peal to the committee to take the question on the 
amendment at once, so that the bill might be re- 
ported to the House. 

The question was then taken; and the amend- 
ment was rejected—ayes 64, noes 65. 

Mr. FAIRFIELD moved to amend the bill by 
inserting in the second section a provision re- 
quiring the repayment by the cities of all interest 
that may accruc on payments made by the Gov- 
ernment, deducting whatever dividends may have 
been received. In support of the amendment 
Mr. F. said, that he felt disposed to go for the 


bill, but not on the grounds assumed by several : 


gentlemen who had addressed the House. If he 
went for it, it would be from the necessity of the 
case—~it would be to avoid incurring the national 
disgrace of having our Capitol sold under the 
hammer of an agent of foreign bankers. But he 
would like to have the bill made as perfect as 
possible before voting for it, and had therefore 

roposed an amendment to the second section. 

t seemed to be admitted on all hands, that if we 
take this stock by way of pledge, and not as an 
absolute purchase, the payment of interest as well 
as principal should be made by the cities ona 
reconveyance to them of the stock. But it has 
been contended by the gentleman from Massa- 
chusctts, [Mr. Lincon,] and the gentleman from 
Virginia, [Mr. Mercer, ] that by a fair legal con- 
struction of the bill the payment of interest is 
provided for. I cannot agree with gentlemen in 
this construction; to me it appears plainly other- 
wise. But perhaps the argument having the most 
plausibility in it is one advanced by the gentle- 
man from North Carolina, [Mr. Sueparn,] which 
is, that inasmuch as the transfer appcars to be in 
trust the payment of interest would follow of 
course. But it appears to me that this merely 
establishes the relation which is to exist between 


the parties, and has nothing to do with the extent ` 


of the liability of either to the other. ‘The latter 
is expressly stated in the next sentence, to wit: 
that on reconveyance the cities shall pay to the 
Government the same amount that may have been 
paid by the Government. 
said about the payment of interest. Now, would 
any gentleman contend that interest would be re- 
coverable on a note of hand which did not pro- 
vide for the payment of interest? If not, why 


should it be contended for here? It appears to , 


me there is no more ground for it in one case than 
in the other; and those who entertain the same 
opinion will, I trust, vote with me for the amend- 
ment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. GRAVES then moved to amend the bill 
by an additional section, providing for the pur- 


i Government should be removed? He designated | 
' this as one of the most extravagant propositions | 


Nothing, however, is . 


chase, by the United States, of the stock of the ; 


Louisville and Portland canal. 

Mr. MERCER suggested that the motion was 
out of order. 

Mr. W. B. SHEPARD contended that it was 


_ gress entirely on the ground of a claim, that the 
‘ original proprietors of the land had surrendered 


; the District of Columbia. 
i the United States in any section of the country 


. being lavished on this District? No, this propo- 


apart exclusively forthe consideration of bills for 
the District of Columbia, with which the amend- 
ment had no connection; and also on the ground 
that the proposition was identically the same as 
a bill now before the House. 

The CHAIR decided the motion to be out of 
order on the first ground stated by the gentleman 
from North Carolina. 

Mr. GRAVES took an appeal from the decision 
of the Chair, and briefly argued the question. i 

Mr. JENIFER asked the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky if he really wished this bill to pass; bc- 
cause, if he did, Mr. J. hoped he would withdraw 
his amendment, since it would inevitably defeat - 
the bill. 

After a few words from Mr. BOON, the decis- 
ion of the Chair, that the amendment was out of 
order, was sustained without a count. 

Mr. HAWES moved to strike out the enacting 
clause, and proceeded to address the committee at , 
length in opposition to the bill. He said in future | 
he should oppose bills in Committee ofthe Whole, | 
so as to prevent discussion being cut off by the | 
previous question. On referring to the memorial 
from the city of Washington, which Mr. H. read, 
it appeared that they claimed this relicf from Con- 


itwithouta full consideration. Now, he contended 
that, ifany claim existed on this ground, the real 
and only claimants should be the heirs of the : 
original proprietors. Mr. H. then proceeded 
to review the memorial at length, to show that 
the city of Washington had no just claim upon 
Congress. On the contrary, all their present em- ! 
barrassments were the result of extravagance and | 
improvidence on their own part, and in no way 
grew out of their relations to the Government of 
the United States. If, however, they complained | 
that their embarrassments grew out of the fact of | 
this city being the scat of Goverument, where so 
many millions had been expended, what would 
be the nature of their complaints if the seat of 


that ever had been introduced into Congress. It 


involved an expense of at least three millions of 
dollars, or from three to five dollars an acre for | 
every acre of land over the twelve miles square of | 
Would the people of | 


approve of $3,000,000 of their hard earnings 


sition would not, and could not stand such a test. 
But there was another consideration. If the 
President of the United States did not abandon | 
the principles of his veto messages upon internal | 
improvements, he must veto this bill if it should 
ever be presented to him. Mr. H. expressed his | 
surprise at the remark of the gentleman from | 
Pennsylvania, [Mr. SurneRrLAND,] that the honor | 
and glory of the American people were involved | 
in keeping up the metropolis of this country, or `| 
in keeping Penncylvania avenue in repair. He 
could not subscribe to that. Mr. H. then entered 
. into a review of the constitutional questions grow- 
‘ ing out of the bill, and contended that the General 
. Government had no more right to tax the people, 


holding stock in the District of Columbia, than 
anywhere else; and on this ground he fervently 
hoped and believed that the President of the 
United States would veto it. 


as that of the Maysville road bill, the only differ- | 
ence being that one provided for an eastern, and 
the other a western, expenditure. He, therefore, 
called upon all his friends on that floor who had 
sustained the President on the Maysville veto to 
vote with him against the present proposition. 
Moreover, the Maysville road bill appropriated 
only $1,000,000, whertas the present one involved 
an expenditure of $3,000,000, and was, therefore, 
so far as the amount of money was concerned, 
, three times as unconstitutional as the former. 
The honorable member then went over the names 
of the members of the Committee for the District 
of Columbia, remarking upon the inconsistency 
of the principles of this bill with those pro- 


or to take the people’s money, for the purpose of | 


The principle of this bill was precisely the same | 


to the manner in which they were continually 
beset with applications for relief, begging from 

ear to year, and the success of one application 
beine only the precursor to another. He ad- 
verted to the numerous memorials that had been 
presented. They first asked for lots, and they 
are given to them. They then come back, in the 
very same session of Congress, and ask Congress 
to Duy them back again, and give some one hun- 
dred and fifty or two hundred thousand dollars 


' for them. They then petition for a lottery, and 


suffer themselves to be cheated out of $250,000 
by it; and sure he was that, if the present bill 
passed, before to-morrow’s sun would set the 
city of Washington would be there again begging 
Congress to relieve them from their loss. For the 
citizens of the District, individually, he enter- 
tained the highest respect, for he had always re- 
ceived at their hands great kindness and respect. 
As soonas Mr. H. had concluded, the question 
on his motion was taken and rejected—yeas 39, 

nays 89. 
ir. LINCOLN then addressed the committee 


‘in opposition to the second section of the bill, 


which provided that the stock should be held in 
trust by the Secretary of the Treasury and his 
successors, but contained no provision for voting 
the stock, and thereby securing the rights of the 
holders. 

Mr. VANDERPOEL said he had drawn an 
amendment expressly providing for that objec- 
tion by authorizing the Sccretary of the Treas- 


, ury to represent and vote the stock. 


r. GRAVES then moved to strike out the 
first section of the bill. 
Mr. VINTON moved that the committec rise; 
which was lost—yeas 52, nays 68. 
Mr. GRAVES then gave way to 
Mr. VANDERPOEL, who moved the amend- 
ment indicated above; which was agreed to nem. 


con. 

Mr. GRAVES then proceeded to state his ob- 
jections to the first section of the bill; the effect 
of which he stated to be, in consequence of the 
present depressed value of the stock, a donation 
of $900,000 to the three citics of the District of 
Columbia. Mr. G. also adverted to the large 
expenditures heretofore made by Congress, inde- 
pendent of the Government buildings, for the 
ercction of prisons, penitentiary, interest on the 
Holland loan, &c., amounting in the gross to 
$2,392,000, besides many items he did not enu- 
merate, and the appropriation proposed in the 
present bill. 

The motion of Mr. Graves was lost without 
a count. 

Mr. MANN had hitherto opposed every step 
taken to burden the country with the extrava- 
gant charges of this District; and, though he was 
sensible of the extent of thcir embarrassments, 
yet he was conscientiously compelled to vote 
against the present bill. He should feclit hisduty 
to oppose the bill upon constitutional grounds, 
if there was no other objection to it. The bill 
divested of all surplusage was a billin substance 
and in fact to authorize, as an original proposi- 
tion, a subscription to the stock of the Chesa- 
are and Ohio canal; and if the principle of the 

ill was a sound one, there was nota city in the 
Union which could not claim relief under similar 
circumstances of embarrassment. Mr. M. then 


| moved, at the request (he said) of a friend to the 


bill, an amendment to the following effect: pro- 

viding, that the stock of the Chesapeake and Ohio 

canal, owned by the three corporations of Wash- 
ington, Georgetown, and Alexandria, shall be 
transferred absolutely to the Government of the 

United States, which stock shall be sold at auc- 

tion, after the lapse of ten years, by the Secretary 

of the Treasury. 

: Mr. W. B. SHEPARD remarked that the 
motion was similar in effect to a proposition re- 
jected by the committee that day. It would also 
be manifestly to the injury of all the parties inter- 
ested to throw so much stock into the market all 

| at once, at a fixed period, without probably there 

: existing at the time any valid reason for it. 

| Theamendment was then rejected. 

Mr. JARVIS moved to strike out all that part 


fessed by some of the gentlemen of that commit- 
tee, [Messrs. Vanperrort, Bouton, ROGERS, 


` of the first section which proposed to pay out of 
: the Treasury the sum of $681,086 to the several 
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> . . . i i 
corporations of the Distriet, in full of all such | i 


sums as have been paid by the said corporations 
respeciively, in the shape of interest, exchanges, 
cosis, and expenses incurred by the terms of said 
contractor loan, (from Halland.) or inand about 
the negotiation therefor. The amendment was 
briefly advocated by Mr. JARVIS, Mr. VIN- 
TON, Mr. HARDIN, and Mr. GRAVES, and 
opposed by Mr. MERCER and Mr. WASH- 
INGTON. 

The amendment of Mr. Jarvis was then nega- 
tived—ayes 61, noes 62; when 

The committee rose, reported the bill asamend- 
oe the House, and, on motion of Mr. HAR- 

N, i 

The House adjourned. 


IN SENATE. 
Farivar, Way 6, 1833. 

The following message was received from the 
President of the United States, by Mr. Donex- 
sox, his Private Secretary: 

To the Senate and House of Representatives : 

Believing that the act of the 12th July, 182, does not 
enable the Executive to carry into effect the recently ne- 
gouated additional article to the treaty of limits with Mex- 
ico, I herewith transmit to Congress copies of that article, 
that the necessary legislative provisions may be made for 
ita faithful execution on the part of the United States. 

ANDREW JACKSON. 
Wasutseros, May 6th, 1836. 


REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 


Mr. DAVIS, from the Committee on Com- 
merce, reported without amendment the bill from 
the House for the relief of Joseph W. Green and 


others. 

Mr. TOMLINSON, from the Committee on 
Pensions, who had been instructed by a resolu- 
tion of the Senate to inquire into the expediency 
of granting a pension to Stephen Bohanan, re- 
ported a bill for his relief; which was read, and 
ordered to a second reading. 

Mr. HENDRICKS, from the Committee on 
Roads and Canals, to which had been referred 
the petition of Augustus Jones, reported a bill , 
for his relief; which was read, and ordered toa : 
second reading. | 

On motion of Wr. SOUTHARD, the Commit- | 
tee on Naval Affairs was discharged from the | 
further consideration of the resolution directing | 
them to inquire into the expediency of establish- 
ing a navy-yard at Baltimore. 

‘Mc. SOUTEIARD, from the same committee, 
to which had been referred the memorial of the 
City Council of Charleston, South Carolina, pray- 
ing that a navy-yard may be established at that 
place, and the resolution of the Senate directing 
them to inquire into the expediency of establish- 
ing a navy-yard at Key West, made reports 
thereon. 

MR. MELVILLE. 


Mr. CALHOUN presented some additional 
documents to substantiate the statements of Mr. 
Melville, the dismissed custom-house officer of 
Newport, Rhode Island, whose petition he had 
presented some time ago. 


BANK NOTES. 


Mr. EWING moved that there be printed one 
thousand extra copies of the additional report of 
the Secretary of the Treasury, made some days 
ago in answer to his resolution of inquiry relative 
to the bank notes received from the land offices by 
the deposit banks, and the transfer of funds from 
the West to the East. 

Mr. E. begged Icave to say, in reference to that 
report, that it was called for in consequence of a 
circular from one of the deposit banks, in which 
it was declared that none of the notes of the other 
banks of Ohio would be received unless they 
would agree to give drafts on Baltimore in pay- 
ment for them at thirty days after date. This. 
would be rather a serious matter to these banks, 
considering the high rate to which exchange had ; 
risen. 

In the first part of the Secretary’s report, he | 
says, that the de osit banks have the authority : 
to say what shall be received in payment for the ! 
public lands other than gold and silver; and he | 
justifies them on the ground that they are answer- 
able to the Treasury for gold and silver, or its 


i 


equivalent. Now, (said Mr. E.,) it was not a 
cause of complaint with the Ohio banks that the 
deposit banks required of them to pay gold and 
silver; it was not gold and silver that the deposit 
banks wanted. The complaint was, that the 
deposit banks would not take the notes of banks 
that paid specie on demand. lt was not specie 
that these deposit banks wanted—it was the ex- 
change which they sold ata profit. He saw, by 
a recent publication, that they had agreed to re- 
ceive the notes of some distant banks, and the 
weakest banks in the State; but at the same time 
they refused to receive the notes of banks their 
next-dour neighbors; such, for instance, as the 
Franklin Bank of Columbus, one of the most 
_able and solvent banks in the State, whose notes 
they could instantly get specie for, only by walk- 
ing across the street. 

Yn another part of the Secretary’s report he 
| found that the reasons given by these deposit 
' banks, that they had to transmit the greater part 

of their collections to the East, were not sustained 
by him. He had been under the impression that 
they had to do so, but, to his great surprise, he 
found that the Secretary only required them to 
transmit one two hundred and _fifty-third part of 
their receipts to the East. But why (Mr. E. 
said) did these deposit banks want the exchange? 
It was that they might make a profit out of it— 
í brokerage out of the money of the United 
tates. 


One other thing was said by the Secretary in ` 


this report, and that was, the facilities of exchange 
never were better than they were at the present 
time. He (Mr. E.) mentioned this, not to con- 
tradict the Secretary, for a contradiction here was 
of no consequence whatever. He mentioned this 
single fact, that it might go abroad to the world— 
to the merchants and men of business in the 
United States, that they might know what the 
Secretary of the Treasury has stated to Congress. 
He did not contradict the Secretary, for the mer- 
chants and men of business knew whether the 
state of exchange was favorable or otherwise. 
Mr. HUBBARD remarked that he tendered 
his thanks to the Senator from Ohio for having 
‘renewed the motion which he presented a few 


|; days past to the Senate, (the consideration of 
| 


| which was postponed upon the Senator’s mo- 
| tion,) to have printed a thonen extra copies of 
| the report of the Secretary of the Treasury,which 
was communicated to the Senate in answer to the 
resolution which that Senator had offered requir- 
ing the Secretary to inform the Senate “ what 
amount of moneys of the United States, received 
for public lands in the States of Ohio, Indiana, 
Ilinois, and Missouri, and the Michigan Terri- 
tory, had been, in pursuance of his instructions, 
transferred to banks in the eastern cities since the 
30th of June, 1835, and that he designate the 
banks from and to which such transfers had been 
made.’’ It will be recollected that, when the first 
part of the Secretary’s report came in, in ae 
answer to this resolution of the Senator from Ohio, 
he had moved that a thousand extra copies should 
be printed; and when the report now under con- 
sideration was communicated he had made a 
similar motion. In making these motions he was 
principally governed by a desire to give early in- 
formation to the public; so that if the Secretary 
of the Treasury had been in fault, in relation to 
this matter, it should be known as extensively, 
at least, as the reports should be circulated—and 
that, if no blame was chargeable upon him, he 
might stand acquitted from something more than 
a mere insinuation, which, inthe progress of this 
affair, had been, in his judgment, cast upon that 
officer. He therefore tendered to the Senator his 
thanks for having renewcd the motion; and if 


he had rightly understood the remarks which had | 
just been made by the Senator from Ohio, he had | 


not undertaken to gainsay any part of the report 


itself, or to complain of the Secretary for the man- | 


` ner in which he had answered his resolution. He 
| He was not disposed to engage himselfin any mat- 
i ter in controversy between the deposit banks in 
| Ohio and the other banks of the State. Whatever 


| the Senator had been pleased to say as fo the course | 


and conduct of the State banks, having the public 
money in deposit, with reference to the other 
.| banks of that State, did not seem to require any 
il notice from him. He was disposed to let these 


i} banks manage their own affairs in their own 


‘| way; it was merely his purpose to show that the 

‘course and the conduct of the Secretary of the 
Treasury upon the subject of the public money 
in déposit in Ohio, and in the other States men- 
tioned in the resolution of the Senator, was wholly 
unexceptionable; that he had pursued towards 
the banks of those States, as far as he had 
authority to interpose, the same liberal, just, and 
impartial course which he had pursued towards 
the banks in the other States. 

_It certainly was known to the Senate that the 
bills of the State banks are not by law receivable 
for the public lands. Nothing but gold and silver, 
and bills of the Bank of the United States, are 
by law receivable; and whatever regulations are 
made between the banks who have the public 
money in deposit, and who are tu be called upon 
to transfer, or in any way to disburse it, and 
other banking institutions, upon the subject of 
their own paper currency, is matter exclusively 
for them, and with which the Secretary can have, 
and should have, nothing to do. The deposit 
banks are liable, in pursuance of the contraet 
between the Government and them, to pay out 
the deposits in specie—to transfer their funds, 
without charge, to any section of the country 
where they may be wanted for expenditure, or 
where they may be preserved in greater security. 
It must be, therefore, wholly a regulation between 

` the banks themselves—a regulation for their con- 
venience-—entered into for their accommodation, 
and the accommodation of the public, and which 
will be observed so long as, and no longer, than 
it will be conducive to their interests. 

Mr. H. remarked, that although he had very 
cursorily looked through the report of the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury in manuscript, yet he was 
not disposed to discuss that report at this time. 
The report, when published, would speak for 
itself; it would show the principles upon which 
the transfers of public money arc made from one 
point to another. The report will clearly show 
that they are made to a given point, when a greater 
expenditure is there demanded than the ordinary 
collections at that given point will meet the re- 
quirements of the Government. The report will 
show that these transfers are sometimes made, 
very properly, with a regard to the safety and 
security of the public moncy; but never have 


:. these transfers been ordered by the present head 
ii of the Treasury Department, unless for some 


' such just and meritorious consideration which I 
have mentioned. Never have they been ordered 
with a view to prejudice, to weaken, to embarrass 

_ the section or the money market at the point from 
which these transfers have been made. The 

' Secretary of the Treasury is incapable of being 
influenced by any such blameworthy considera- 
tions. 

Mr. H. said all he desired was, that the report 
might be published, and that all judgments upon 
its merits or demerits might be suspended, until 
it shall have been printed, read, and considered. 
He thought he hazarded little in saying, that 
when wellexamined it would give to the Senator 
from Ohio himself entire satisfaction—that it 
would afford entire satisfaction to the Senate and 
tothe whole community. It would show most con- 
clusively, that the Secretary of the Treasury was 
not, in relation to this matter, in the least degree 
liable to censure. He would merely add that, un- 
less he was greatly mistaken, the report would 
show, so far from pursuing an oppressive course, 
that no more money had been transferred from 
thosc points of collection than a proper regard 
to public convenience and economy demanded; 
that it will be found that there was left in deposit 
within the limits of Ohio, at the latest returns, 
millions more than were in deposit in that State 

| in June, 1835, and more than, in all probability, 

i will be required for public expenditures within 

| that State for the whole of the current year; and 

i the same remark will apply to the other States 

‘| and to the Territory named in the resolution of 
! the Senator. It will be found that more of the 

‘| public money was at the last returns in deposit 

in Ohio alone, than in all the New England States, 

| Massachusetts excepted. He did not, however, 
wish to pursue this subject further. He hoped 

‘\ that the motion of the Senator would prevail; 

i| that the thousand copies would be published, and 
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delay as possi- 


ibuted with as li 


would be distr: 


j 


ttle 


ne EWING, of Ohio, replied, that the report | 
of the Secretary did not show that any unreason- : 
able amount had been transferred from Ohio. | 

ken in supposing that there 


The Senator was mista f l 
had been no transfer, for the Secretary said tothe .; 
too smali to | 


contrary, though the amount was 
warrant the deposit banks in saying that they i: 
had to transmit all the money they had collected 
to the East, i 
The motion to print was then adopted. 
INCREASE OF SALARIES. 


| 
Mr. WRIGHT moved to take up the bill pro- | 


viding for the salaries of certain officers, and for | 
other purposes; which motion ws agreed to; and , 
the bill having been amended, on motion of Mr. 
W., it was ordered to a third reading. 


GABRIEL W. DENTON. 


Mr. CRITTENDEN, from the Committee on 
the Judiciary, reported a bill for the relief of Ga- 
briel W. Denton; which was read, and ordered 
to a second reading. 


RESOLUTIONS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. WEBSTER submitted the following reso- 
lution; which lies on the table one day: 


Resoived, That the Secretary of War inform the Senate 
whether any contract has been made with any person or 
persons tor the removal of the Creek Indians, or any part of 
them, to the country west of the Mississippi; and if any 
such contract has been made, that he state with what per- 
sons, or what terms, and under what authority ; and whether 
such contract was entered into after advertisement and 
public notice, or without such advertisement or public 
notice. 


i 


diplomatic expenses of the United States for the 


year 1836, having been reported correctly en- | 


grossed, was read the third time, and passed. 
The Senate then adjourned over to Monday 
next. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Fripar, May 6, 1836. 


Mr. WHITTLESEY, of Ohiv, from the Com- 
mittee of Claims, reported the following bills; 
which were read twice, and committed: 

A bill for the relief of Christopher Clark; and 

A bill for the relief of Philip Marshall, repre- 


i sentative of John Marshali, deceased. 


Mr. W., from the same committee, reported 


| resolutionsreferring the case of Don Juan Pedraza 
| tothe President, for the purpose of obtaining the 


opinion of the Attorney Gencral on the same, 
&c.; which were agreed to. 

Mr. W., from the same committee, reported, 
with amendment, the bill from the Senate for the 
relicf of John S. Stiles; and the same was com- 
mitted. 

Mr. CAMBRELENG, from the Committee of 


: Ways and Means, reported a bill appropriating 


$1,000,000 for the defense of the western frontier. 


Mr. C. sent to the Clerk’s table the following |: 


communications from the Secretary of War and 
the Quartermaster General, to show the necessity 
of speedily disposing of this bill: 

War DEPARTNENT, May 4, 1836. 


Sin: In January last orders were given to Major General 
Gaines to take measures for the defense of the western 
frontier of Louisiana. Events which were then passing in 


i. Texas led to the belief thata state of things might arise re- 


Mr. WALL submitted the following resolu- !' quiring the interposition of the Government to protect the 
tion; which lies on the table one day: |, inhabitants of that portion of the United States from the 
` : > calamities of war. 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Office and © “ There were placed, subject to General Gaines’s orders, 
Post Roads be instructed to ingnife into the expediency 7 | three regiments of infantry and seven companies of dra- 
ne a mais Poth tom: oe ii ne ees AN | goons; and he was instructed to prevent, by force if neces- 
Hasehatowi in te Balte COUNIY T De State of New | 82tYs any armed parties ftom crossing the boundary line 

7 z A a into the territory o e United Sates. 
Jersey ; also, from Philadelphia, in the State of Pennsyl- | formed that the thirty-third article of the treaty with Mexico 
vania, to New Egypt, in the county of Monmouth, via | imposes upon both of the contracting parties the duty of 


He was alzo in- i| 


Cookstown, Jacabstown, Recklesstown, and Bordentown, | 
in the county of Burlington, and State of New Jersey ; also, i 
from the city of New York to Easton, in Pennsyivania, via 
Port Colden, Oxford Furnace,and Belvidere, in the county 
of Warren, in the State of New Jersey. 


The lowing resolution was submitted by Mr. 
LEIGH; which was considered, and agreed to: 


pręyenting all hostile incursions on the part of the Indians 

into the possessions of the other; and he was directed to 
: take the necessary measures for fulfilling this obligation on 
| the part of the United States. He was also instructed, if 
i called upon by the civil authority for any aid towards 
| enforcing the laws having relation to the neutral duties of 
: the United States, to render such assistance as the laws 


| prescribe; and he was referred to the district attorneys of 


May 6. 


War Department, May 5, 1836. 
Sır: In consequence of the intimation contained in your 
note of this date, E beg leave to observe, that the request 
for an appropriation of $1,000,000 for the protection of the 
frontier, in my letter of yesterday, was submitted to, and 
,. approved by, the President. ; 
Very respectfully, your obedient servant, 
LEW: CASS. 
Hon. C. C. CAMBRELENG, Chairman Committee of Ways 
and Means, House of Representatives. 
' Mr. CAMBRELENG was in hopes that the 
` House would agree to go into committee on this 
measure to-day. f 

The bill was then read twice, committed, and, 
together with the correspondence, ordered to be 

rinted. . 

Mr. HOWARD, from the Committce on For- 
eign Affairs, reported a bill for anticipating the 
payment to the individual claimants of the in- 
demnities dué under the conventions with France 
of July 4, 1831, and with the two Sicilies of 
October 14, 1832; which was read twice, and com- 
mitted. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of North Carolina, reported, 
| without amendment, the bill from the Senate to 
extend the time for issuing scrip certificates on 
1 
} 


| 


i 


| 

) military land warrants; and the same was com- 
: mitted. f 

Mr. THOMAS, from the Committee on the 

, Judiciary, reported the following resolution 
'! which was agreed to: 

i Resolved, That the Committee on the Judiciary be in- 

structed to inquire into the expediency of amending the 

‘| laws fixing the salaries of the several district judges of the 
| United States, soas to establish a more equitable compen- 
: sation for the services they are respectively required to 
i! perform. 


Mr. CHAPMAN, from the Committee on the 
|; Public. Lands, reported, without amendment, a 
|i bill from the Senate for the relief of Samuel 
li Smith, Lynn Magee, and Semoiza, Creek Indians, 
i: and a bill for the relief of Elijah Simmons; and 
| the same were committed. 

‘| Mr. CRAIG, from the Committee on Revolu- 
| tionary Claims, reported a bill for the relief of 
| the legal representatives of Timothy Feley, de- 
| cease , late of the army of the Revolution; which 

was read twice, and committed. 

| Mr. CONNOR, from the Committee on the 
i: Post Office and Post Roads, reported, without 
amendment, the joint resolution from the Senate 
to change the time of making contracts for the 


i 
| 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he | the two districts of Louisiana for their opinion upon such |, transportation of the mail. 


is hereby, requested to make the report required of him in 

relation to the claim of the heirs of François Cazeau, to ; 
the present session of Congress, if he shail find it in his ; 
power to doso.” | 


{ 
POSTPONEMENT OF LAND SALES. 

On motion of Mr. BLACK, the resolution to | 
suspend from sale certain public lands acquired | 
by the treaty of Dancing Rabbit creek, was taken 
up; and, after being amended, on motion of Mr. 
WALKER, the resolution was ordered to a third | 
reading. | 

CIVIL AND DIPLOMATIC APPROPRIATIONS. 


On motion of Mr. WEBSTER, the bill making i 


appropriations for the civil and diplomatic ex- 
penses of the Government for the year 1836 was | 
taken up; the question being on the motion to 
strike out the appropriation of $20,000 for the 
Documentary History of the Revolution, now | 
being compiled by Clark & Force. | 
After some remarks from Messrs. BENTON, 
KING of Alabama, and SOUTHARD, the mo- 
tion was agreed to; and the bill having been 
further amended, was ordered to a third reading. 


BILLS ORDERED TO A THIRD READING. 


The following bills were severally read the 
second time, and considered as in Committee of 
the Whole, and ordered to be engrossed for a 
third reading: 

The bill for the relief of the heirs of David 
McCord; 

The bill to provide for the enlistment of boys 
in the Navy; 

The bill for the relief of Captain Melancthon 
T. Woolsey, of the United States Navy; and 

The bill for the relief of Daniel Steinrod. 

On motion of Mr. CLAYTON, the Senate pro- 
ceeded to the consideration of Executive busi- 
ness; and when the doors were opened— 


CIVIL AND DIPLOMATIC BILL—AGAIN. 
The bill making appropriations for the civil and 
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i 
i 
I 
4 
i 
ji 
I 


i 
+ 
i 
| 
f 


points of law connected with his duty as might arise. He 


was also particularly advised that it was the duty of the : 
United States to remain cntirely neutral, and to cause their || 


neutrality to be respected. 

By information recently received from General Gaines, it 
| appears that he considers it necessary that his force shouid 
! be increased, with a view to. afford 
| frontiers. He has, therefore, called. 
; ernors of Louisiana, Mississippi, and Tennessee, for a 
| brigade, and upon the Governor of Alabama for a battalion 


| of militia ; the whole, or as many of them as practicable, to ' 


` be mounted. He reports that the Mexican forces are rapidly 
approaching the border; and he anticipates that, as soon as 


i, they have reached the vicinity of the Indians, these will 


| join in the contest, and that the Indian force will respect 
no boundary line ; and the operations in Texas, as described 
. by Genera] Gaines, cannot fail to produce a favorable effect 
: upon the cruel disposition and predatory habits of the 
Indians. 

I have, therefore, the honor to suggest to the Committee 
of Ways and Mcans the propriety of an appropriation of 
$1,000,000 “ to defruy the expenses attending the defense 
_ of the western frontier of the United States, to be expended 
: under the direction of the Secretary of War, conforimably 
| to the provision of the act of Apri! 5, 1832, making appro- 
| priations for the support of the Army.”’ 
| [send for the information of the committee a letter from 
the Quartermaster General. 

Very respectfully, your obedient servant, 

LEW: CASS. 
Hon. C. C. CAMBRELENG, Chairman Committee of Ways 
and Means, House of Representatives. 


QuaRTERMASTER GENERAL’s OFFICE, 
WASHINGTON CITY, May 3, 1835. 
Sır: The operations on the frontiers of Texas will re- 
; quire large appropriations. I havea requisition on my table 
| for &100,000 for that service, and have not a dollar to meet 
; ite A have received a letter from the assistant quartermas- 
| terat Natchitoches, reporting that he bad found great diffi- 
culty in obtaining land transportation for five companies. 
The ns and horses, as well as mules for packing, must 
be taken from Ohio, Kentucky, or Tennessee. Should the 
operations be continued through the season on the scale 
i indicated by Genera! Gaines’s requisitions, a million of dol- 
lars will probably be required for the service of this depart- 
ment alone. 
I have the honor to be, sir, your obedient servont, 
TH. S. JESUP, Quartermaster General. 
The Hon. Secretary cr War, Washington City. 


roper protection to the . 
upon each of the Gov- | 


Mr. C. moved that it be read a third time. 
Mr. GRANGER asked for some explanation 
: of the proposition. ` 
Mr. CONNOR explained, in a few words, the 

i object of the resolution. At present, the mail 

contracts were made to terminate on the Ist of 
j January, and the fiscal year of the Department 
ended on the Ist of July. The resolution gave 
i: the Postmaster General the power to extend the 
© contracts from the Ist of January to the Ist of 

July, so as to make the contracts and the fiscal 
| year terminate at the same time hereafter. This 

would add to the convenience of all parties con- 
| cerned. 

Mr. GRANGER doubted the propriety of 
legislating an extension of existing contracts, and 
thereby excluding all competition. 

The resolution was then passed. 

Mr. CASEY, from the Committee on Public 
|| Lands, reported the following resolution: 


‘| Resolved, That the bill to“ graduate the price of the 
,; public lands, to make provision for actual settlers, and to 
i} cede the refuse lands to the States in which they lie,” be 
‘| made the special order of the day for the 17th, 18th, and 
:| 19th of this instant, and that it take precedence on those 
., days over ail other business, unless sooner disposed of. 


i Mr. VINTON moved to amend the resolution 
by inserting after the word “ Resolved,” the 
| words, ‘ That the bill from the Senate to dis- 
tribute the proceeds of the sales of the public 
lands and to grant lands to certain States, and” 
—so as to include this bill also in the special 
order, and to give it precedence over the bill 
named in the resolution of the Committee on 
Public Lands. 

Mr. PATTON moved to lay the resolution and 
amendment on the table. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of North Carolina, asked 
for the yeas and nayson the motion; which were 
ordered; and were— 


YEAS—Messrs. Adams, Bean, Beaumont, Bockee, Boul- 
dis, Bovee, Brows, Buchanan, Burns, Ryrum, Cambre 
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lenz, Nathaniel H. Claiborne, Cleveland, Coffee, Coles, 


Conner, Crimen, Cusamian, Diekersun, Doabieday. Drom- 
goede, Etteer. baudeid. Farin, Powter, Pry, Wut K. 
Fuer, James Garland, Gilet, Glisceek, Giminthind, Haley, 
Josepa Thuk Earner, thiwes, Hotsey, Hopkins, Howard, 
Haarnagon. Ingham, Jabez Jaek-on, Juvia Joseph John- 
sonm Reenad M, Jombon, Benjunnt Jones, Kennon, Kil- 
gom, Ritngen-auth. Lamia, Laporte, Gudeon Le, Joshua 


Lee, Lenard, Logan, Lovall, Lucas, Abak Mann, Job 
Maga. Joon Vo Mason. Moses Ma enm, Wuham Mason, 
MoRiv, MeKnn, VMeLene, Miiller, Moran. Mubl'nberg, 
Owens, Paterson. Patton. Franklin Pierce, Poelps, Pinek- 
ney, Joseph Reynolds, Roane, Rogers, Seymour, Sickles, 
Sutherland, Taylor, Thomas, John Thomson, Toucey, 
Turner, Turt, Vanderpoe!, Wagener, Ward, Webster, 
Weeks, and Thomas J. Whittlesey —91, 

NAY S— Messrs. Chilton Ahan, Heiman Alteg, Anthony, 
Ashley, Bartev, Betl, Bond, Boon, Bazgs, Wiiham B. Cal- 
boun, Campbell, Carr, Casey, George Chambers, Chapman, 
Childs, John F. H Ckoborne, Clark, Corwin, Crane, Dar- 
ineton, Denny, Duniap, Evans. Everett, Forrester, French, 
Philo ©. Fuller, Rice Garland, Granger, Graves, Grayson, 
Grennell, Godin, Hitand Hall, Hardin, Harlan, Harper, 
Samuel S. Harnson, Albert G. Harrison, Hazeltine, Hen- 
denon, Hei-ter, Hoar, Hant, Huntsman, Ingersoll, William 
Jackson, Janes, Jenirer, Cave Johnson, Henry Johnson, 
Konnard, Lane, Lawier, Lay, Lewis, Lincoln, Love, Lyon, 
Marin, Sampson Mason, Maury, McCarty, McComas, 
MeKennan, Mercer, Morris, Parker, Pettigrew, Potts, Ren- 
cher, John Reynolds, Ripley, Robertson, Russell, William 
B. Shepard, Siade, Spangler, Sprague, Standeier, Steele, 
S:orer, Tahaferro, Underwood, Vinton, Washington, White, 
Eua Whittlesey, Lewis Williams, and Sherrod Williams, 

The House being thus equally divided, the 
SPEAKER voted in the affirmative, making the 
vote—yeas 92, nays 91. So the resolution and 
amendment were laid on the table. 

On motion of Mr. CHAPMAN, (by leave,) it 
was 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Judiciary be in- 
structed to inquire into the expediency of regulating by 
taw the mode of proor to remedy the evils consequent on 
the late destruction of the records of the United States 
court for the northern district of Alubama, by fire ; and that 
the documents relating to that subject, from certain mem- 
bers of the bar at Huntsville, Alabama, be referred to that 
committee, as weil as the protest of Colonel Le Roy Pope, 
in the form of a letter against any legislation on that sub- 
ject, so aa to affect a case iu which he was a party in said 

n 


court. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Kentucky, instructed by 
the Committee on Military Affairs, moved to set 
apart one hour on Tuesday next, from eleven to 
twelve o'clock, for the consideration of a bill for 
the better protection of the western frontier, and 
the bill providing for an arsenal of construction 
in the State of North Carolina. 


Mr. THOMAS moved to amend the motion , 


by substituting from one to two o’ckeck; which 
was agrecd to. 

Mr. PINCKNEY moved to amend the propo- 
sition by including the bill for repairing the ar- 
senal at Charleston, South Carolina; which was 
agreed to; and, thns amended, the motion of the 

ntleman from Kentucky was agreed to. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Kentucky, from the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs, reported, with amend- 
ment the bill from the Senate to authorize the 
Secretary of War to take additional evidence in 
support of the claims of the State of Massachu- 
setts for disbursements during the late war; which 
was laid on the table, and ordered to be printed. 

Unfavorable reports were made upon various 
petitions, &e., by Mr. BRIGGS, from the Com- 
mittee on the Post Office and Post Roads; Mr. 
P. C. FULLER, from the Committee of Claims; 
Mr. CHAPMAN, from the Committee on Public 
Lands; and by Mr. CRAIG, from theCommittee 
on Revoluionary Claims. 

Mr. W. B. SHEPARD called for the special 
orders of the day. . 

Mr. ASHLEY asked the consent of the House, 
before proceeding with the orders of the day, to 
present the following resolution: 

Ressired, That the Committee on Military Affairs be in- 
structed to inquire into the expediency of providing by law 
for placing at the disposal of the Governor of Missouri, for 
the use of that State, cannon, carriages, and all the neces- 
sary implements and appendages thereto, complete for the 
field, for two companies of artillery, ta be used as afore- 
said, so long as the western border of said Btate shall con- 
tinue to be the abode of numerous Indian tribes. 


“4 . . i ae, Ta 1 ji a j € 
‘| The question being on engrossing the amend- !' five pounds an acre for what the Government re- 


Objection being made, Mr. ASHLEY moved ` 


to suspend the rules for the purpose of enabling 


him to offer the resolution; which was negatived. |: 


DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 


bill from the Senate for the relief of the several 
corporate cities of the District of Columbia. 

The amendments reported by the Committee of 
the Whole were concurred in. 


time— 

Mr. W. P. SHEPARD stated the reasons 
which had induced the committee on the Dis- 
trict, as well of the House of Representatives as 
of the Senate, to report their original proposi- 
tions to their respective bodies. Afterwards, he 
remarked, the Senate had instrueted their com- 
mittee to report the bill which was then under 
consideration. The President, in his annual mes- 
sage, had called the atrention of Congress to the 
subject; and he argued that the measure was noth- 
ing more than what was due to the city. He 
advocated the payment of the $631,000 of inter- 
est which the corporations had already paid on 
this money, inasmuch as the Government was 
getting the stock on which this interest was paid. 
He argued, also, that Congress was bound to pay 
the money because it was the guarantee of the 
loan; and said he had hoped not to hear a consti- 
tutional objection to this bill. The custom-house 
at Alexandria had puid into the Treasury about 
$2,000,000; and he thought, as there were no 
scruples in receiving this money from the Dis- 
trict, that there ought to be none to the paying 
out of money for the relief of the District. He 
thought they ought not to act the Jew’s part in 
this matter. America had astonished the world 
in her rapid improvements; and if the District 
cities had been led astray in this spirit of im- 
provement, he did not think they ought to be 
censured for it. It had been frequently said that 
the citizens of the District had brought this bur- 
den upon themselves by their own misconduct. 
It must be recollected, however, that it was in 
consequence of the Government insisting upon 
the canal being made twice the width which was 
originally designed, that this embarrassment en- 
sued. If, then, the Government had in this way 
brought the District into this difficulty, it ought, 
at least, to place it where it found it. Exclusive 
legislation was granted over the District; but it 
never was intended by the original grantors that 
the Government should speculate on the property 
which was acquired by the original grant. Mr. 
S. referred to documents, and showed that the 

: Government had received asa voluntary grant 
. from the District, or the individuals ceding it, in. 
grounds for public buildings, &c., upwards of 
$2,000,000. He stated further that the United 
States claimed property in the streets of Wash- 
ington, and had 
streets and scll them out. He then argued that 
the Government, as owner of that property, ought 
to keep it in repair; which, if they had done, 
would have cost as much as the entire debt of the 
corporation of Washington. He said, if it was 
intendcd to afford relief to the District, they could 
not do less than pass this bill; less would only 
protract their difficulties. He asked gentlemen 
to pass this bill, and sever forever the responsi- 
bility of Congress in the debts of the District. 
He wished the question to be taken, because, if 
the bill did not then pass, he doubted whether it 
would ever pass. 

Mr. HARDIN obtained the floor and addressed 
the House at length in opposition to the bill. He 
said that the first consideration was, that these 
cities claimed this money on account of a debt 
due to them by the Government; and the ques- 
tion then was, whether or not the claim existed ? 
The facts were these: Georgetown had subscribed 
$250,000, Alexandria $250,000, and Washington 


exercised the right to close up : 


$1,000,000, for constructing a canal from the Dis- . 


trict of Columbia to Cumberland. Now, what 
did the bill propose? Not that Congress should 
pay for this stock only, but that they should pay 
for it and also indemnify them in all their costs 
and charges in getting the moncy. Calculating 


the interest, the debt amounted to $2,700,000; and ` 


‘this bill appropriated $680,000 for interest pag 
‘ by those cities on account of the debt, making 
altogether three millions two or three hundred 
thousand dollars. All this Congress was called 

Now, if these citics had any claim 


upon to pay. J a a 
| upon the Government, either inlaw or in equity, 
The House resumed the consideration of the ` 


he would willingly pay it; but such was not the. 


Mr. H. then cited the act of cession, 
peared that the ori- 


i| itary cent. 
| by the articles of which it a 


fact. The Government did not owe them a sol- 


which was a total perversion and misrepresenta- 
tion of facts. Then what interest had the present 
proprietors? None. The origival proprietors 
were paid twenty-five pounds an acre for the land 
taken for public purposes, and they nor their heirs 
could set upany claim; still less could the present 
a att have any. 

he other claim set up was that the Govern- 
ment property had not been taxed. He denied 
that the al ee of Washington had any right 
to tax it. None of the western States had ever 
taxed the United States property within their 
limits, and he regretted that his native State of 
Pennsylvania should have done so, in the case 
of the Schuylkill arsenal. The city of Washing- 
ton had no just claim on that ground. On the 
contrary, they were relieved from a variety of 
burdens which were borne by the people of every 
other section of the country. The judges, mar- 
shals, district attorney, expenses of jurors, jails, 
penitentiary, &c., were all paid by the Gencral 
Government. Then again, the Government had 
built their jails, their court-houses, and a peri- 
tentiary, which alone had cost $100,000— works, 
allof which were constructed by the people them- 
selves in the States. He then enumerated a va- 
riety of other expenditures for the Potomac 
bridge, for the mud-hole pool, called the Jersey 
canal, for macadamizing Pennsylvania avenue, 
for the bridge at the Little Falls, &c., altogether 
amounting to between two and three millions of 
dollars. 

Another ground for the claim was the debt or 
obligation the General Government owed to the 
two States of Maryland and Virginia. This he 
controverted, and denied that any thing was due 
to those States; and, therefore, this District had 
no claim, and could not establish a claim upon 
Congress on the ground of any debt due by it. 
He maintained that Congress had no more power, 
under the Constitution, to pay the debts and lia- 


: bilities-of the cities of Washington, Georgetown, 
‘and Alexandria, than to pay to the State of Indi 
„ana the debt of $11,000,000 she had lately con- 
‘tracted for internal improvements, or to assume 


, the debts of any other State. 


Again, it was not 
a debt incurred exclusively for the District, for 
the States of Maryland and Virginia were as much 
interested in it, and even more, than the District 
itself. lt was, therefore, expending money for 


. internal improvements in those two States. The 


mode he also objected to, for it was neither more 


'i nor less than taking stock in a private corporation, 


' and taking itabsolutely, for the proviso was noth- 


i triet. 


ing more than an attempt to evade the question 
by special pleading. He denied that the Consti- 
tution gave Congress the power to take and hold 
this stock, and he reviewed this subject at some 
length. These cities had no shadow of a claim, 
and Congress had no right to tax their constitu- 
ents to pay the debts of the people of this Dis- 
ut they were able to pay it themselves; 
and he would engage that four hundred yards on 
each side of the Pennsylvania avenue would, if 
sold, pay the whole of it. ‘The debt did not 
amount to the thirtieth part of the capital in the 
District. Would any one believe that George- 


: town could not raise their proportion of $250,000? 


_per cent. they would be benefited i 


He was convinced that they could do it, and 


‘would do it if necessary, when they were to de- 


rive such advantages on the completion of the 
canal which was to terminate at that city. Even 
if the stock was worth an investment of only one 
nthe end. 
Another argument in support of the claim was, 
that the faith of the nation was pecged for the 
payment of the Holland loan, and a correspond- 
ence between Mr. Rush and the lenders had been 
quoted to establish this fact. Mr. H. denied that 
the faith of the nation was pledged. Mr. Rush 


had no right, if he did give such a pledge, to do 
“go; forit was aright against the exercise of which 


: Mr, K. n 
‘times. Even Congress had no ri 
: successors in that manner. 


should enter his solemn protest at all 
ght to bind their 
He again referred to 
the enormous amount of appropriations made for 
this District, of which the State of Maryland was 
almostalone benefited, amounting to $4,600,000; 


| ginal proprietors of the land were paid twenty- ii and if this bill should pass, it would amount to 
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fore they had done it would 
0,000,000, expended: to facil- 
xports from Maryland 
city of Washington 


$7 000,000; and be 
fall little short of $1 D 
itate the transportation of e 
to the West. Even it the s 7 
should be sold to the Dutch, he asked what right 
had Congress to erect itself mto a general insur- 
ance ofice forthe security of this loan? or even 
if they paid the debt, why should they reimburse 
the District the sam of $650,000 which they had 
paid for interest of the loan, and costs and ex- 
penses in procuring it? Such a principle of do- 
nation was unheard of. Even in the character 
in loco parentis, Congress ought not to pass this 
bill, for its bounty -had been for years most lav- 
ishly thrown away upon the District. Mr. H. 
then entered intoa review of the value and aniy 
ofthe canal itself, the money expended on which 
might as well have been thrown into the mud; 
and dwelt upon these points at some length. 

Mr. THOMSON, of Ohio, then moved toamend 
the bill by striking out the following from the 
second section: 

‘i To be held in trust to receive the dividends on ;” 


And also the proviso, as amended, 


« That ifthe said corporate authorities of said cities shall, 
within ten years after the paszage of this act, repay to the 
United States the amount which shall be paid under and 
by virtue of this act, tor and on behait of the said corporate 
authoriiies respectively, with all interest that may accrue on 
payments made by the Government, deducting whatever 
dividends may have been received by the United States, the 
Secretary of the Treasury, for the time being, shall there- 
upon transfer and deliver up the said stock to the said cor- 
porate authorities so repaying the said sums to the United 

tates, ™ 


And on the amendment, Mr. T. asked for the 
eas and nays; which were ordered. 

Mr. MERCER rose and replied at length to the 
gentleman from Kentucky (Mr. Haron] in sup- 
dort of the bill. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD rose to make a statement. 
He and several of his friends were willing and 
iesirous to pay the Holland debt, and take the 
stock of this company; but they would do no 
more. If the friends of the bill, then, would so 
nodify it as to present it in that forms he and 
some others would most cheerfully vote for it; if 
not, they would be compelled to vote against it. 
it was for the friends of the bill to decide whether 
chey could get along with the bill without these 
votes. He would merely add, that the motion 
shen made by the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. 
Tomson] was the same Mr. U. had himself made 
yesterday, and he should of course vote for it. 

Mr. HAWES moveda call of the House; which 
was lost. 

The question was then taken on the amend- 


ment; and it was decided in the affirmative—yeas | 


39, nays 67. 


Mr. JARVIS then renewed the motion, sub- ! 
mitted by him in Committee of the Whole, to : 


strike out the whole of the first section of the bill, 
with the exception of that part of it authorizing 


the Secretary of the Treasury to assume, on be- | 


half of the United States, the Holland debt; and 
also to strike out the whole of the second section. 
Mr. J. gave notice that if this motion should pre- 
vail he would follow it up by a further amend- 
ment having reference to interest. 

Mr. GRAVES moved to amend the amend- 
ment by striking out all the first section from the 
word ‘tand’’ in the tenth line, and retaining the 
second section as it was in the original bill, by 
which the United States would assume to pay thè 
Holland debt, and take the stock of the corpora- 
tions in the canal, which Mr. Jarvis accepted as 
a modification, 

Mr. HAWES asked for the yeas and nays on 
the amendment, which were ordered; and the 
question being taken, it was decided in the affirm- 
ative—yeas 108, nays 61. 

Mr. JARVISthen moved still further to amend 


the bill by appropriating a sum not exceeding 


$75,000 for the payment of interest now due on 
the Holland loan and remaining unpaid. 

Mr. LINCOLN suggested that the interest was 

rovided for already in the first section of the bill, 
assuming the whole of the obligations. 

Mr. JARVIS replied, that the first section con- 
templated only the interest thereafter accruing, 
and not the interest already due. 

The amend ment was agreed to without a count. 

Mr. PARKER renewed, in a modified form, 


| the amendment offered by him in Committee of 
' the Whole yesterday; which was lost. 

Mr. PARKER then asked for the yeas and 
nays on the engrossment of the bill; which were 
ordered. 

Mr. HARDIN moved to strike out the word 
“ deposit’ 
ward 

Unperwoop, strike out the words ‘in the hands 
of the,’’ and insert the word ‘‘to’”’ the said Sec- 
retary of the Treasury; which amendments were 
agreed to. 

Mr. LINCOLN moved to substitute the word 
« And” for “ Provided always,” in the second 
section; which was agreed to. 

Mr. MASON, of Ohio, then moved to strike 
out the whole of the second section. 
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accept the bill. 

The amendment of Mr. Mason was then re- 
jected without a count. . 

The question was then taken on ordering the 
amendments of the House to the Senate’s bill to 
be engrossed; and it was decided in the affirma- 
tive—yeas 109, nays 71. 

So the bill was ordered to a third reading at 

` this time. 
Mr. HOPKINS remarked that, as this was a 
very important bill, he would ask for the yeas 
and nays on its final passage. 
' Mr. JOHNSON, of Tennessee, said there were 
not less than sixty members absent; and as the 
bill appropriated no less than a million and a half 
of cles out of the public Treasury, he should 
like to see a full House voting upon it; he there- 
fore moved an adjournment; which was iost. 
The call for the yeas and nays was then also 
lost. 

Mr. HAWES moved a call of the House, and 
: asked for the yeas and nays; but the House re- 
fused to order them; and the motion was lost. 

Mr. MANN, of New York, then renewed the 
call for the yeas and nays on the final passage of 
the bill; which were ordered, and were as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Adnms, Chilton Alan, Heman Allen, 
Anthony, Ashley, Bailey, Bockce, Borden, Briggs, Wil- 

‘liam B. Calhoun, George Chambers, Childs, Cleveland, 
: Corwin, Cramer, Crane, Cushing, Darlington, Denny, Dou- 
| bleday, Everett, Fairfield, Fariin, Fowler, Fry, Philo C. 
Fuller, Rice Garland, Giascock, Granger, Grennell, Ha- 


Ifazettine, Henderson, Heister, Hoar, Hunt, Huntington, 
Ingersott, Ingham, William Jackson, Jabez Jackson, Janes, 
Jarvis, Jenifer, Richard M. Jonson, Henry Johnson, Kil- 


| ligan, Muhtenberg, Page. Patterson, Pettigrew, Phelps, Phil- 


ard, Shinn, Sickles, Slade, Spangler, Stecle, Storer, Suth- 


| T. Whittlesey—102. 
! NAYS—Messrs. Ash, Bean, Beaumont, Bond, Bouldin, 
i Bovee, Brown, Buchanan, Bunch, Bynum, Carr, Carter, 
|! Casey, Chapman, Nathaniel H. Claiborne, John F. H. Clai- 
| borne, Clark, Coffee, Coles, Connor, Cushman, Deberry, 
| Dromgoole, Dunlap, French, William K., Fuller, James 
j Garland, Gillet, Grantland, Graves, Hardin, Hawes, Haynes, 
' Holsey, Hopkins, Joseph Johnson, Cave Johnson, Benja- 
min Jones, Lansing, Lawler, Luke Lea, Lyon, Abijah 


Mann, Martin, William Mason, Maury, McComas, McKay, | 


McLene, Morris, Owens, Parker, Patton, Franklin Pierce, 
Peyton, John Reynolds, Joseph Reynolds, Roane, Robert- 
son, Rozers, Russell, Seymour, Augustine H. Shepperd, 


i Williams—69. 


| So the bill was passed. 


Mr. W. B. SHEPARD said, as there were a 
, number of other important bills connected with 
‘| the District of Columbia, he moved that to-mor- 
‘| row be set apart for their consideration. 

| Mr. HOAR suggested Monday. 


Mr. JARVIS remarked that they had now | 


; been in session seven hours, and had appropriated 
a million and a half of money; and he, therefore, 
: moved an adjournment, but he withdrew the mo- 
; tion to enable the Speaker to present the follow- 
i ing executive communications: 


>in the second section, and insert the | 
“transfer,” and, at the suggestion of Mr. 


‘| ley, Joseph Hall, Hamer, Harian, Samuel S. Harrison, 


|| gore, Kinnard, Klingensmith, Lane, Laporte, Lay ,Leonard, , 
4 Lincotn, Logan, Love, Lucas, Job Mann, Moses Mason, 
Sampson Mason, McKennon, McKim, Mercer, Miller, Mil- | 


lips, Pinckney, Potts, Ripley, Schenck, William B. Shep- | 
l erland, Taliaferro, Taylor, Thomas, Turner, Underwood, | 


| Vanderpoel, Vinton, Wagener, Ward, Wardwell, Wash- | 
i ington, Webster, White, Etisha Whittlesey, and Thomas |: 


i Sprague, Standeter, John Thomson, Toucey, and Sherrod | 


| To the Senate and House of Representatives: 


Believing that the act of the 12th of Juty, 1832, does not 
|i enable the Executive to carry into effect the recently nego- 
il tiated additional article to the treaty of limits with Mexico, 
‘| I herewith transmit to Congress copies of that article, that 
‘| the necessary legislative provisions may be made for its 
|| faithful execution on the part of tie United States. 
ANDREW JACKSON. 

Wasurnerox, May 6, 1836. 

A communication from the Secretary of the 
Treasury, transmitting a statement of the amount 
of the public moneys deposited in the deposit 
banks, by the several officers thercof, on the pub- 

i lic account, on the Ist of April last; which was 

i laid on the table, and ordered to be printed. 

; Also; a communication from the same, trans- 

i mitting a statement of the number of clerks em- 
ployed in the Treasury Department; which was 
also laid on the table, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. JARVIS then renewed his motion, and.the 
House adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Sarurpar, May 7, 1836. 


On motion of Mr. CAMBRELENG, and by 
unanimous consent, the House went into Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union 
i (Mr. Briees in the chair) on the amendments of 
‘ the Senate to the general appropriation bill. 

‘| Various unimportant amendments of the Sen- 
| ate were agreed to. 
| | The committee disagreed to the Senate’s amend- 
i| ment appropriating $1,600 for extra compensa- 
i; tion to the judge of the castern district of Florida, 
|; for services during the years 1835-°36, under the 
‘| act of 23d of May, 1828; and also $800 for extra 
| compensation to the judge of the middle district 
i of Florida. [This was one of the clauses in the 
|| original billas reported by the Committee of Ways 
. aad Means, and which was struck out by the 
ji Honre] 
'' The Senate had struck out the item of $500 for 
!' translations for the digest of commercial regula- 
|, tions of foreign countries, and inserted in lieu 
_ thereof an appropriation of $5,883 34 for com- 
pleting the said digest by printing a third volume 
_ thereof; the Senate had also struck out the ap- 
| prepreion of $20,000 towards the Documentary 
istory of the American Revolution. 
| Mr. CAMBRELENG briefly explained that 
` the last item had been struck out in the Senate 
by general consent, as the money would not be 
due till December next; and it was presumed by 
that time that a satisfactory arrangement could 
: be made in reference to the work, or Congress 
i, assured of the propriety of its continuance. At 
ii all events, it would be quite time enough to make 
|, the appropriation next session. The Senate had, 
' however, added an amendment, which had been 
i; rejected by the House, for printing the third vol- 
_ume of the Commercial Digest of Foreign Coun- 
i; tries; and Mr. C. sent to the Clerk’s table a letter 
‚in explanation of the contents of the proposed 
volume from the author, John Speare Smith, and 
` also a letter from the Secretary of the Treasury 
„on the same subject. 
Mr. JOHNSON, of Tennessec, inquired if the 
ct authorizing the publication of this work pro- 
vided also for the third volume? 
, Mr. SUTHERLAND replied, that the act 
;, contemplated only two volumes, but it had been 
: found impossible to embrace the compilation 
| within that compass. The act, however, pro- 


ia 


| 
| 


_ vided for the completion of the work, and its in- 
| tention ought to be carried into effect. 

Mr. CAMBRELENG called for a division of 
the question. 

The two branches of the amendment were then 
severally agreed to without a count. 

The Senate’s amendment appropriating the 
sum of $15,606 for printing and binding the 
eighth volume of the second series of Gales & 
 Seaton’s American State Papers, and providing 

for the distribution of the same, was then taken 


up. 

Mr. CAMBRELENG stated the fact that this 
appropriation was in execution of an act of Con- 
gress, 

Mr. JOHNSON inquired how much money 
had been paid on account of this work? He 

distinctly recollected that, when the last oe 
priation was made, it was said that it would be 


1836. 


enough to complete the work. 
more were asked, and he supposed next session ` 
they would be called on for $15,000 more. 

Mr. WHITTLESEY, of Ohio, replied that he 
had no such understanding when the last appro- 
priation was made. 

Mr. JOHNSON said this work had already 
cost the country $155,000. 


After a few words from Messrs. GRENNEL, :. 


McKAY, and TOUCEY, the amendment was 
agreed to—ayes 83, noes 42. 

The other amendments of the Senate were then 
agreed to. 
On motion of Mr. CAMBRELENG,, the com- 
mittee took and considered the amendment of the 
Senate to the bill providing for the salarics of 
certain officers therein named, [extra clerks,] and 
for other purposes; and the amendment was con- 
curred in. : 

On motion of Mr. CAMBRELENG,, the com- 
mittee then rose, and the bills,as amended, were 
reported to the House. 

he House then concurred with the Commit- 
tee of the Whole in their agreement to the Sen- 
ate’s amendment to the last mentioned bill, after | 
a verbal amendment thereto being inserted at the | 
suggestion of Mr. McKay. 

The amendments of the Senate to the civil ser- 
vice bill were then taken up, as reported from the 
Committee of the Whole, and severally concurred 
in, with the exception of the one disagreed to in | 
committee, and that relating to Gales & Seaton’s 
American State papers; which last was excepted 
to by Mr. JOHNSON. 

The amendment providing for extra compensa- 


tion to the judges of the eastern and middle dis- |, 


tricts of Florida was then taken up, the question į 
being on concurring with the Committee of the | 
Whole in their disagreement thereto, 

The amendment was briefly discussed b 
Messrs. OWENS, CAMBRELENG, JOHN- : 
SON, of Tennessee, and PARKER, when the ' 
report of the committee was concurred in, and 
the Senate’s amendment disagreed to. 

The Senate’s amendment in relation to Gales 
& Seaton’s American State Papers being then 
taken up— 

Mr. JOHNSON asked for the yeas and nays; 
which were not ordered; and the amendment 
was agreed to. ; i 
- An amendment of the Senate to the joint reso- 
lution of the House to suspend the sales of lands 
acquired by the treaty of Dancing Rabbit Creek, | 


‘was, on motion of Mr. Bet, taken up and con- ' 


| Job Mann, Martin, John Y. Mason, Moses Mason, William 
Mason, Maury, McCarty, McComas, McKay, McKennan, 
McKeon, McLene, Milligan, Morgan, Muhlenberg, Owens, 
Page, Parks, Patterson, Patton, James A. Pearce, Franklin 
Pierce, Pettigrew, Peyton, Phelps, Pinckney, John Rey- 
nolds, Joseph Reynolds, Ripley, Roane, Robertson, Rogers, 
Russell, Schenck, Seymour, Augustine H. Shepperd, 
Shields, Shinn, Sickles, Slade, Sloane, Sprague, Standefer, 
Storer, Sutherland, Taylor, John Thomson, Waddy Thomp- 
son, Toucey, Towns, Turner, Turrill, Vanderpoel, Wag- 
ener, Ward, Wardwell, Washington, Webster, Weeks, 
: White; Thomas T.Whittlesey, Sherrod Williams, and Wise 
= Lod. 


| NAYS—Messrs. Heman Allen, Bond, Briggs, William B. 
, Calhoun, George Chambers, Corwin, Crane, Darlington, 
» Evans, Philo C. Fuller, Grayson, Greimell, Griffin, Hiland 
. Hali, Hardin, Hazeltine, Hoar, Howell, Kilgore, Laporte, 
l Sampson Mason, Mercer, Morris, Phillips, Potts, Reed, 
i Rencher, Spangler, Stecle, Taliaferro, Underwood, Vinton, 
© Elisha Whittlesey, and Lewis Williams—34. 


More than two thirds voting in the affirmative, 

' the motion was carried; and the House accord- 

: ingly went into committee, (Mr. WHITTLESEY, 
of Ohio, in the chair,) on the following bill: 


_ A Bill making an appropriation for the defense of the west- 
“ern frontier. 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives 


: of the United States of America in Congress assembled, 

That the sum of $1,000,000 be, and the same is hereby, ap- 
! propriated out of the money in the Treasury not otherwise 
' appropriated, to defray the expenses attending the defense 
of the western frontier of the United States, to be expended 
! under the direction of the Secretary of War, conformable 
| to the provisions of the act of April 5, 1832, making an 
‘ appropriation for the support of the Army. 


; Mr. CAMBRELENG sent to the table the 
' following documents, embracing all the informa- 


j tion in the possession of the committee on this 
! subject: 


War DEPARTMENT, January 23, 1836. 
Sie: I am instructed by the President to request that you 


tier of the State of Louisiana, and there assume the per- 
sonal command of all the troups of the United States who 
are, or may be, employed in any part of the region adjoin- 
ing the Mexican boundary. It is not the object of this order 
to change at all the relations between yourself and the mil- 
itary departments under your command, but to require your 
personal presence at a point where public considerations 
demand the exercise of great discretion and experience. 
An order will be issued without delay to the sixth regiment, 
to proceed to Fort Jesup; and this force, together with all 
the troops in the western part of Louisiana, and in the 
country west of the Mississippi and south of the Missouri 
tivers, will be employed, as occasion may require, in carry- 
ing into effect the instructions herein communicated to you. 
ne state of affairs in Texas calls for immediate measures 

on the part ofthe Government. It is the duty of the United 
States to remain entirely neutral, and to cause their neu- 
tra ity to be respected. 
erations may induce one or other of the contending parties 

i to approach the boundary linc, with a view to cross it in 
arms. Should you find that the case, you will give notice 


curred in. 
DEFENSE OF THE WESTERN FRONTIER. 


ported yesterday, for the defense of the western 
frontier of Louisiana. 

Mr. WASHINGTON hoped the gentleman 
would permit several bills relating to the District | 
of Columbia to be disposed of to-day. | 

Mr. CAMBRELENG would cheerfully aid the ; 


gentleman in the attainment of the object on <! 


| to the persons having the direction, that they will not be 
i permitted to cross into the territory of the United States; 


| with the means at your disposal. 


l tilities and incursions on the part of the Indian nations liv- 
| ing within their respective boundaries, so that the United 
States of America will not suffer their Indians to attack the 
eitizens of the Mexican States,” &c. 

The provisions of this article you will cause to be faith- 


of the Indian department in that region will be required to 
i furnish you any information in their power in relation to 


| | fully enforced; and the various Indian agents and the officers 


i this matter, and to carry into effect any instructions you 


Monday next. 

Objection being made, Mr. CAMBRELENG 
moved to suspend the rules for the purpose stated. 
The bill which he proposed to take up ought not 
to be postponed. e had warned the House a : 
month since, that in relation to the defense of the | 
frontiers they were slumbering upon their posts, 
and before another month elapsed they would | 
find that he had not been mistaken. | 


Mr. HOPKINS asked for the yeas and nays | 


on the motion to suspend the rules; which were | 


` ordered; and were—yeas 154, nays 34; as fol- , 


lows: h 
YEAS—Messrs. Adams, Chilton Allan, Anthony, Ash, , 
Ashley, Bailey, Bean, Bell, Bockce, Boon, Bouldin, Bovee, | 
Brown, Bunch, Burns, John Calhoon, Cambreleng, Camp- | 
bell, Carr, Carter, Cascy, Chapman, Nathaniel H. Clai- | 
borne, John F. T. Claiborne, Clark, Cleveland, Coles, Con- ' 
nor, Craig, Cramer, Cushing, Cushman, Deberry, Denny, 
Dickerson, Doubleday, Dromgoole, Dunlap, Everett, Fair- 
field, Forester, Fowler, French, Fry, William K. Fuller, 
James Garland, Rice Garland, Gillett, Glascock, Granger, 
Grantland, Haley, Joseph Hall, Hamer, Harlan, Harper, 
Albert G. Harrison, Samuel S. Harrison, Hawes, Haynes, 
Heister, Holsey, Hopkins, Hunt, Huntington, Huntsman, 
Ingersoll, Ingham, Jabez Jackson, Janes, Jarvis, Cave 
Johnson, Henry Johnson, Richard M. Johnson, | Benjamin 
Jones, Judson, Kennon, Kinnard, Klingensmith, Lane, ` 
Lansing, Lawler, Lay, Gideon Lee, Joshua Lee, Luke Lea, 
Lewis, Lincoln, Logan, Loyall, Lucas, Lyon, Abijah Mann, : 


i may give. You will make known to the various Indian 
: tribes inhabiting that part of the United States, the determ- 
: ination of the Government to prevent any hostile incursions 
into Texas; and you will call upon the chiefs to inculcate 
; upon all their people the necessity of carefully abstaining 
' from any violation of the abovementioned engagement, and 
; you will not hesitate to use the force at your disposal for 
| the puspose of preventing any such designs. 
| Should you be called upon by the civil authority for any 


` would repair to some proper position near the western fron- ' 


! and if they attempt to do so by force, you will resist them : 
Mr. CAMBRELENG asked the consent of || i 


the House to go into committee on the bill re- !: The thirty-third article of the treaty with Mexico requires i 


: both the contracting parties to prevent, * by force, all hos- | 


! aid towards enforcing the laws having relation to the neutral , 


| duties of the United States, you wili render such assistance 


: as the laws prescribe. 

You are requested to communicate frecly with the dis- 
i trict attorneys of both the districts of Louisiana, on all 
i points of law connected with the execution of the instruc- 
: tions ; and those officers will be desired to give you their 
opinion. 

I will thank you to keep me advised of any occurrences 
in that quarter, which it may be important for the Govern- 
ment to now. ij bedig 

Very respectfully, your obedient servant. 

SE , ‘LEW: CASS, 
Major General E. P. Gaines, Memphis, Tennessee. 


Heap-Quarters WESTERN DEPARTMENT, 
Baros Rover, March 29, 1836. 


i of your letter of the 


Sır: I have received, not until yesterday, an official copy : 
23d January last, by which I have the ©. 


| satisfaction ta be intormed that the President of the United : 


States has been pleased to direct my immediate attention to 
the western frontier of the State of Louisiana, in order to 


i States, 


i 
| preserve, if necessary, by force, the neutrality of the United f 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


Now $15,000 || 


It is possible that the course of op- |, 


it es 
| tions to any armed 
: you; and should t 


_ sand men, (8,000 to 12,000 men.) 


i occasion to invite the legion to join me. 


passage on board the steamboat the Levant, 
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In obedience to this order, I have availed myself of the very 
first steamboat conveyance that offered after the receipt of 


{| the order, to proceed to Baton Rouge, to,enable me to ascer- 


; tain to what extent the arsenal there will furnish ordnance 
and ordnance stores, for the prompt and efficient discharge 

' of the duties assigned to me—duties which derive great in- 

' portance from the recent accounts of the sanguinary man- 

' ner in which the Mexican forces seem disposed to carry on 

' the war against our Texan neighbors. (See the accompa- 
nying newspapers.) 

Upon this point, I take leave to suggest whether it may or 
may not become necessary, in our own defense, to speak to 
the contending belligerents in a language not to be misunder- 
stood — a language requiring force, and military supplies, 
that shall be sufficient, if necessary, for the protection of 
our frontier,-to check the savage operations of each of the 
contending parties, who may forget to respect the laws of 
war and our neutral rights—until Mexico and the United 
States shall, by an adjustment of existing difficulties, putan 
end to the scenes of barbarism which cannot but endanger 
the peace and other vital interests of all the parties con- 
cerned—scenes of barbarism disgraceful to all whoenact or 
tolerate them. 

Should I find any disposition on the part of the Mexicans 
or their red allies to menace our trontier, I cannot but deem 
itto be my duty not only to hold the troops of my command 

; in readiness for action in defense of our slender frontier, but 

. to anticipate their lawless movements, by crossing our sup- 
posed or imaginary national boundary, and meeting the sav- 
age marauders wherever to be found, in their approach 
towards our frontier. ' 

Should I err in this view of the subject, in which, how- 
ever, I am convinced the laws of war and of nations will 
bear me out, [ shail be gratified to receive the views of the 
President, to which F shal! scrupulously adhere. But if it 
be otherwise—if my own views are approved, I shall, in 
that event, have occasion for some mounted volunteers, 
with other forces sufficient to make my numerical strength 
equal to the estimated strength of the contending parties, 
which is now estimated at eight thousand to tweive thou- 

With a view to this pos- 
sible contingency, I have already desired the fine legionary 
brigade, commanded by General Plauche, of the city of 

: New Orleans, to calculate on the possibility of my having 

‘ To this suggestion 

the officers of the legion, with the gallant general at their 
head, cordially responded that they would, whenever it 
might be deemed necessary, promptly repair to the frontier, 
delighted with the opportunity of carrying into effect the 
wishes of the President, under whose immediate command 
many of these officers had distinguished themselves in the 
defense of their city and State in the memorable triumphs 

of December, 1814, and January, 1815. 

All which is submitted for the information of the President 


of the United States. 
With profound respect, EDMUND P. GAINES, 
Major General Commanding. 


To the Hon. Lewis Cass, Secretary of War. 


P. S. I arrived at the city of New Orleans at seven 
o’clock, a. m., and departed therefrom on board this steam- 
boat at seven o’clock, p. m. yesterday, having taken my 

und from 
ew Orleans for Natchitoches, and to be at Baton Rouge 


Me 


on the 1st of April, Friday next. 


Wasninoton, April 25, 1838. 

Sır: Your letter of the 29th ultimo was received at the 
Department a few days since, but I have been prevented by 
indisposition from giving it an earlier answer. 

J inclose for your information a copy of the memorandum 
of an official conference between the Secretary of State 
and the Mexican Minister, respecting the present state of 
affairs upon the southwestern borders of the United States. 
You will consider, as a part of your instructions, the decla- 
ration made by the Sceretary of State, and govern yourself 
accordingly. . 

It is not the wish of the President to take advantage of 
present circumstances, and thereby obtain possession of 
any portion of the Mexican territory. Still, however, the 
neutral duties, as well as the neutral rights of the United 
States, wili justify the Government in taking all necessary 
measures to prevent a violation of their territory. Recent 
events induce the belief that the Mexican forces, as well 
as the inhabitants of Texas, must be in a high state of ex- 
citement. In that portion of the country there are many 
Indian tribes whose habitual predixposition to engage in 
war is well known, as is, also, their reckless disregard of 
any of the claims of humanity. And from information which 
has reached the Government, there is too much reason to 
believe that efforts have been made to induce these Indians 
to join the Mexican troops. It may, therefore, well be, as 


, you anticipate, that these various contending parties may 


approach our frontiers, and that the lives and property of 
our citizens may be placed in jeopardy. Should this be the 
case, the President approves the suggestion you make; and 
you are authorized to take such position, on either side of 
the imaginary boundary line, as may be best for your de- 
fensive operations. You will, however, under no circum- 
stances. advance farther than old Fort Nacogdoches, which 
is within the limits of the United States, as claimed by this 
Government. But you will please to observe, that this per- 
mission will not be exercised, unless you should find such 
an advanced position necessary to afford due security to 
the frontier in consequence of the unsettled state of things 
beyond you. , , : 
You will please to explain fully your views and instruc- 
parties who may be marching towards 
ey continue to threaten your position, or 
to manifest a design of crossing into the United States, you 
are authorized to attack and repel them. — 
I have this day, by direction of the President, requested 
. the Governors of Louisiana and Mississippi to call into 
service any militia force you may find necessary for the pro- 
tection of the frontiers. This force must be called out for 
a term of not less than six months from the day they reach 
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i i 
their rendezvons, to be discharged atany time by the United | 
States. The necessary means will be furnished to the of- : 
ficers of the proper staff departments for such supplies as 
may be required. : 

Tneed hardly say, th 
ofgreat importance, as we 


at the duty committed to you is one - 
il as ofgreat delicacy ; and I donot 
doubt it wiil be so executed as to preserve, ou the one hand, 
the proper safety of the frontier, while, on the other hand, 
as little cause of offense as possibie will be given to any 
foreign authority. I have to request that you would keep 
me regularly advised of your proceedings. 


L. C. Gaines, Major General, E. P., Fort JESUP, Lovis- 


IANA. 
[Copied from the letter-book of the War Department.] 


DEPARTNENT'OF STATE, i 
WASHINGTON, April 23, 1836. 
Sir: In compliance with your request, I have the honor 
to transmit a memorandum ofthe substance of what I stated 
in an official conference on the 20th instant, with Mr. Gor- 
ostiza, Envoy Extraordinary and Minister Plenipotentiary | 
of the Mexican Republic to the United States. ee 
I have the honor to be, your obedient servant, 
JOHN FORSYTH. || 
The Hon. Lewis Cass, Secretary of War. H 
Memorandum for Mr. Gorostiza of what was said to him 
by Mr. Forsyth, in their conference on the 20th of April, ` 
1836. Ht 
Mr. Forsyth stated to Mr. Gorostiza, that in consequence |: 
of the contest in Texas, the movements of some of theciti- | 
zens of the United States on the Red river, and apprehended 
hostile intentions of the Indians in Mexico against the 
United States, and of the Indians within the United States 
against Mexico, orders would be given to General Gaines 
to take such a position with the troops of the United States | 
as would enable him to preserve the territory of the United : 
States and Mexico from Indian outrage, and the territory : 
of the United States from any violation by Mexicans, Tex- |; 
ians, or Indians, during the disturbances unfortunately ex- | 
isting in that quarter, and that the troops of the United © 
States would be ordered to protect the commissioners and 
nurveyors of the two Governments, whenever they should 
nectto exccute the instructions to be prepared under the 
reaty of limits between the United States and the United |, 
Wexican States. Should the troops,in the performance ot |: 
heir duty, be advanced beyoud the point Mexico might į; 
juppose was within the territory of the United States, the || 
»yecupaiion of the position was not to be taken as an indi- | 


tation of any hostile feeling, or of a desire to establish a 
possession or claim not justified by the treaty of limits. The 
secupation would be precautionary and provisional, and | 
vould be abandoned whenever (the line being run and the |: 
rue limits marked) the disturbances in that region should Is 
‘ease, they being the only motive for it. 


Tleap-QcarTers WESTERN DEPARTMENT, 
Natcuitocwes, Louisiana, April 8, 1835. 


Sir: I arrived at this place on the 4th instant, since which 
ime I bave reccived information, from various sources, :! 
vhich leaves no doubt ia my mind thata considerable por- |! 
ion of several tribes of the Indians residing within our 
erritorial limits have gone over to the Texas side of the 
youndary line between the United States and Mexico. 

When to this fact is added the reports daily received at 
his place, that the army of Mexico, commanded by Presi- : 
lent Santa Anna in person, is rapidly approaching in this |; 
jirection through the center of Texas; that bis plan isto put | 
:o death all he finds in arms, and all who do not yield to his | 
dictation ; that as soon as he comes to the section of country | 

əccupied by the Indians in question, on the waters of the 
Trinidad or Trinity river, they will unite with him in his 
war of extermination ; and that no boundary line, save such 
as they find properly guarded with an efficient force, will be 
sufficient to arrest the sanguinary career of these savages, | 
I cannot but deent it my duty to prepare for action. 

For this purpose, I have requested of the Governors of ', 
Louisiana and Mississippi and Tennessee, each a brigade, `- 
and of the State of Alabama a battalion, making altogether | 
three brigades and one battalion—the whole, or as many of |; 
them as practicable, to be mounted—to repair to this place | 
as soon as may be convenient, by bat:alions or companies. 

Thia force, though not equal in numbers to that which it | 
may be my duty to meetin battle, will enable me at least 
to secure the confidence of the frontier settlements, and 
keep them at home to plant their crops; and, moreover, to 

enable me to inflict summary punishinent on such of the 

enemy by whonı they are now menaced as may teach them :' 
to respect us, and in future to pay more regard than they | 
seem now disposed to piy to our rights and treaties. | 

I shall in the course of a few days address to each one of || 

the commanders of the armies in Texas a note calling their | 
attention to their duties, and apprising them of the course : 
which [ shall pursue towards them, in obedience to the | 
orders of the President of the United States, should they |: 
approach our boundary, or suffer the Indians near them to |: 
commence hostilities. I have notified the Governors of the | 


States to whom I have applied for force that “ should the '! 
war in Texas be brought to a close without the apprehended ‘| 
Indian hostilities,” the volunteers will in that case ‘be `! 
discharged forthwith.”? i 
I have the honor to be, very respectfully, | 
EDMUND P. GAINES, 
Major General commanding. 
Hon. Lewis Cass, Secretary of War, Washington City. 


P. S. I inclose a copy of my letters tg the Governors of 
the States above-named. ` E. P.G. i 
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HEAD-QUARTERS Vi ESTERN DEPARTMENT, ; 
NATCHITOCHES, Louisiana, April 8, 1836. 

Sır: The war in Texas, which has of late assumed a | 
sanguinary and savage aspect, has induced the President of `- 
tne United States to require a considerable augmentation :! 
of the regular force to be concentrated upon this section of © 


: that much must be intrusted to your discretion. 


the national frontier, to which my attention has been par- 
ticularly directed. He deems it to be the duty of the United 
States to remain entirely neutral, and to cause their neu 
trality to be respected, peaceably tf practicable ; forcibly if i; 
necessary. 

The thirty-third article of the treaty with Mexico requires | 
both the contracting parties to prevent “ by force all hostil- | 
ities and incursions on the part of the Indian nations living 
within their respective boundaries; so that the United 
States of America will not suffer their Indians to attack 
the citizens of the Mexican States,” &e. 


The provision of this article I am particularly instructed 


to cause to be enforced ; and I have, pursuant to instruc- 
tions, taken measures to make known to the various Indian 
tribes inhabiting that part of the United States bordering on 
the Mexican territory, on the waters of the Red and Arkan- 
sas rivers, the determination ofthe Government to prevent . 
any hostile incursions into Texas, and have directed that 
: the chiefs be called upon to inculcate upon their people the 
` necessity of carefully abstaining from any violation of the 
above-mentioned engagements; and J have moreover in- 
formed them, pursuant to the orders of the President, that 


I will not hesitate ta use the force at my disposal for the pur- 


pose of preventing such designs. i 
I have learned from several of our citizens entitled to 


credit, that one Manuel Flores, a Mexican Spaniard, but for 


' gome years past a citizen of “Spanish-town,”’ in this State, 


near the Sabine ridge, has been lately commissioned by 
persons professing to act by the authority of the Mexican 
Government, for the purpose of enticing the Indians in the 
western prairies, on our side of the boundary linc, to join 
them in the war of extermination now raging in Texas, and 
that with this view, the agent, Manuel Flores, accompanied 
by a stranger, has lately passed up the valley of the Red 
river, and has already produced excitement among the 
Caddo Indians; and 1 have very recently learned from 
several intelligent persons in Texas, and others who have 
lately been there, that many of our Indians have lately gone 
over to the Texas side of the line. 


These facts and circumstances present to me the import- | 


ant question, whether I am to sit still and suffer these move- 
ments to be so far matured as to place the white settlements 
on both sides of the line wholly within the power of these sav- 


_ ages, or whether I onght not instantly to prepare the means 


for protecting the frontier settlements, and, if necessary, 
compelling the Indians to return to their own homes and 
hunting grounds? I cannot but decide in favor of the last 
alternative which the question presents; for nothing can he 
more evident than that an Indian war commencing on either 
side of the line will as surely extend to both sides, as that 
alighted quickmatch thrust into one side of a powder mag- 
azine will extend the explosion to both sides. 

But I am without mounted men, the only description of 
force which will enable me to interpose an effectual check 
to the daily increasing danger which every intelligent citi- 
zen, with whom I have conversed upon the subject, appre- 


hends; and apprehending, as I do, that the loss of a month, | 
which it would require to submit the case to the decision of ! | 


the President of the United States, might prove fatal to a 
large portion of the frontier inhabitants, E have determined 
to solicit of your excellency a brigade, to consist of two or 
three batalions of volunteers, as many to be mounted as 
practicable, to repair to this place as soon as may be con- 
venient, by companies or battalions, to receive their arms 
and camp equipage at New Orleans and Baton Rouge. 


' There may be eight or ten companies to a battalion. 


Should the war in Texas be bronght to a close without 
the apprehended Indian hostilities, the volunteers will, in 
that ease, be discharged forthwith. 

With perfect respect, I have the honor to be your obe- 
dient servant, EDMOND P. GAINES, 

Major General commanding. 
To his Excellency, Governor of Louisiana, 
sf of Mississippi, 
t of Alabama, 
“ of Tennessee, 


War DEPARTMENT, May 4, 1836. 


Sır: l have received your letter of the 8th ultimo, and,in : 


answer, have to inform you, that the President will sanction 


| the employment of whatever force may be necessary to pro- | 
| tect the western frontier of the United States from hostile 
incursions. This Department has addressed the Governors 


of the States of Louisiana, Mississippi, Tennessee, Ken- 
tucky, and Alabama, requesting them to call into service 


: such militia force as you may find necessary in carrying into 


effect the instructions heretofore given to you. The theater 


\ of operations is so distant from the seat of Government, | 


The two 
great objects you have to attain are, first, the protection of 
the frontiers, and, secondly, as strict a performance of the 
neutral duties of the United States as the great object of 


: self-defense will permit. You will take care, and do no act 


which can give just cause of offense to any other Govern- 
ment, and on the other hand you will not permit the 
frontiers to be invaded by any forces whatever. I have to 
request, that the militia you may call out may not be more 


| numerous than the exigencies shall seem to require. They 


ought to be called into service for six months, if practicable, 
to be disbanded whenever not wanted ; and you will take 
care that afl due economy is preserved, as well in your dis- 


` bursements as in the preservation and accountability of the 
i' public property. Itis very necessary that you should com- 


municate freely to the commanding officers of any military 
parties who may approach the frontiers, and inform them 
of the nature of your orders. You will state to them, that 
while you have been ordered to that quarter with a view 
to the execution of the neutral obligations of the U:.ited 
States, you have also been instructed to defend their terri- 
tory from any invasion whatever; and that this duty will be 
executed under any circumstances that may happen. You 
will also remonstrate against the employment of any of the 
Indians. Although the dictates of humanity forbid the use 
of this species of force which cannot be restrained, yet the 
right of the United States to remonstrate against its service 


it 
| rests upon other grounds. 


gr From the habits and dispositions 
| of the Indians, itis well known that the power employing 
them cannot restrain them within the leg timate rules of 
warfare. If they approach the frontiers, they will pay no 
i regard to a mere imaginary line, but will carry on their dep- 
redations and massacres wherever inhabitants can be found 
and where there is no force to oppose them. Itis altogether 
idle to expect that in such a state of things the frontier set- 
tlements of the United States would not be exposed to 
these calamities. Whoever calis the Indians into service, 
and induces them to approach our border, cannot but be 
aware of the consequences thatinustensue. AH this you 
will represent to the proper officers, aud you will use 
your best exertions to kecp such a force from marching 
towards your position; and if they do so, to repel and dis- 
erse it. 
p Very respectfully, your most obedient servant, 
LEWIS CASS. 
Major General Gaines, Fort Jesup, Louisiana. 


Mr. CAMBRELENG referred to an article in 

the New York Courier and Enquirer, in reference 

i to the reception in Mexico of the official report 

' of Santa Anna of the taking of the Alamo, the 

rejoicing which had taken place on that account, 

such as the singing of te Deums, &c. His object 

in adverting to this intelligence was to show the 
increased Mexican force in Texas. 

Several members called for the reading of the 
article referred to. 

Mr. CAMBRELENG was not in possession 
of the paper. 

A copy of the Courier alluded to was handed 
to the Clerk by Mr, Cusmive, and the paragraphs 
' which had been referred to were read. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD rose to submit a propo- 
| sition which he thought would be concurred in 
| by the committee. The communications which 
| they had just heard read were to his mind aston- 
| ishing ; and he was not at that time prepared to 
vote on the bill, and desired to have the docu- 
ments printed, so that they might have an op- 
portunity of examining them more closely. The 
motion he intended submitting was, that the 
committee should rise, and then he would move 
to have the documents printed. There was 
another thing which he desired to know. He 
, wished to know what the Mexican Minister had 
said in reply to the statements made to him by 
the Secretary of State; and when they got into 
‘| the House he said he would move a resolution 
| calling on the Department of State to give the 
| House that information; so that they would have 
' both sides of the question. He desired to know 
what the minister had said, as well as what had 
heen said by the Secretary of State. It appeared 
to him, from the reading of the papers which he 
| had just heard, that the Government had directed 
' the commanding general to take a position in- 
| side of what had heretofore been considered the 


a 
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Mexican line. If so, he feared evi] consequences 
; would result from it. He wished the papers to 
` be printed, so that every gentleman would have 
an opportunity of examining them; and with that 
i. view moved that the committee rise. 
|, Mr. CAMBRELENG concurred with the gen- 
tleman fron Kentucky. He said this was an 
‘ important question, and they ought to have all 
the information which could be procurcd in rela- 
tion to it. With this view, he had called the 
question up at this time, so that the attention of 
' the House might be drawn to the subject. 
‘Mr. THOMPSON, of South Caroilina, said it 
', was not his intention to detain the House; but he 


| 


' merely wished to rid himsclf of all responsibility 
| in having delayed the passage of this bill fora 
single moment. He would go cordially with gen- 
jj tlemen in voting this million of dollars, or any 
number of millions that might be deemed neces- 
sary for the defense of the frontiers; but he was not 
willing to overstep the limits prescriked by the 
i Constitution, even to defend ourselves. If he was 
| not mistaken, General Gaines had called on one 
of the brigadier generals of one of the southern 
| States for aid; but by wha* constitutional right 
he had done so Mr. T. was unable to define. 
, There was a prescribed mode of calling out the 
military; and under no circumstances ought they 
| to be called out contrary to that. He desired to 
know the authority by which General Gaines had 
made this call, as well as the authority upon 
; which the President had authorized militia to be 
! called out for six months, or for a longer period 
than three months. f 

Mr. UNDERWOOD here withdrew the motor 
l| that the committee rise, at the request of 


} 


First Session, Hru Caweress. 


Mr. ADAMS, who wished to make an inquiry | 
of the chairman of the Committee of Ways and 
Means, or the chairman of the Committee of For- 
eign Affairs. He wished to know, in the first 
pos whether either of them, or whether the 

2xecutive Departments, had in their possession 

the report of General Santa Anna to the Mexican 
Government, upon which comments of a New 
York editor had been read? because it appeared 
to him to be a much more important paper than 
the commentary upon it by the editor oF a New 
York paper. 

Mr. CAMBRELENG stated that he had not 
asked for the reading of that paper, and had only 
alluded to itto show that, by the intelligence from 
Mexico of General Santa Anna’s calling for five 
thousand men and two hundred officers,in addi- 
tion to his army already in Texas, it was neces- 
sary to have a strong force upon our frontier, 
because the people of Texas must eventually be 
driven to the Fonder, and unless there was a 
force there to protect that frontier it might be 
invaded by a hostile army. 

Mr. ADAMS said there was another question 
which he wished to ask, which was, whether the 
chairman of the Committee of Ways and Means 
could inform the House of the part performed by 
the Mexican Minister in the most important con- 
ference with him by the Secretary of State, which 
had been laid before the House alone; and what 
the reasons were which had prevented the other 
part of the conference from being presented to 
the House? He wished to know whether the 
Mexican Minister had stood mute, and said 
nothing, when the Secretary of State announced 
to him what had been read to the House? He 
wished to know if there was any communication 
from the Mexican Minister to be given hereafter 
in relation to this very important conference? He 
asked this question the more readily, because it 
seemed to him that there was a most extraordi- 
nary power given by the Executive to the com- 
manding General to cross the line between the 


United States and ‘Mexico; that was to commit | 
an act of hostility—to make war uponher. This; 
was virtually giving the commanding General the | 
power to make war, and this information was ` 


given tothe Mexican Minister by the Secretary 
of State. 

Did the Mexican Minister submit tothis? If 
he had submitted to it—if he had said nothing 


when he received this communication, there was ` 


another consideration involved relating to the 
constitutional power, as to the authority given 
to the commanding General to commit acts of 
hostility without a communication being made to 
Congress by the Executive. 

They had, then,(said Mr. A.,) the first intima- 


tion of this state of things, excepting some mys- |: 


terious words from the chairman of the Commit- 


the of Ways and Means, some days since, when | 


he had told them in a very mysterious manner 
chat they were in all probability on the evesof 
war with Mexico; an 
time, had told them very truly that they would 
have little trouble in disposing of their surplus 
funds if this war was to break out. 

They might dispose of all their surplus funds, 
if they were to enter inte a war with Mexico; and 
that bill gave indications ofits being a war proposi- 
tion. He did not, howcver, mean to say that it , 
was not proper, and he did not mean to say that 
he would not be disposed to go inte a war with! 
Mexico, or any other country, when the rights, ' 
the interests, and the honor of the nation required 
it. But he saw samang more than the defense ` 
ofthe frontier in this. He saw the authority 
granted to invade another territory; and he wished 
to know whether the Mexican Minister assented 
to this and acquiesced in it? He did not desire this 
for the purpose of delaying the appro tiation, for 
if the frontier was in danger, he would make the 
appropriation lct it be what it might; but if there 
was more complete and perfect communications 
they oughtto be transmitted by the Executive, He 


28 


that gentleman, at that | 


MONDAY, MAY 16, 1836. 


said that, on that day,and in the communication 


i then read, the commanding General on that fron- | 
tier was authorized to invade a forcign nation; | 
which was the first intimation given to the House | 
of the difficulties existing between the United | 


States and the Republic or sovereign State of 
Mexico. It seemed to him that more communi- 
cations were necessary upon this subject. What 
were the difficulties existing in that quarter? They 
had seen citizens of the United States go into the 
territory of Mexico, establishing themselves there, 
‘and making war. That very war, upon which 
they had heard such lamentable appeals made, 
was carried on by her own citizens; and a late 
member of that House was at the head of the 
military power, and had not the House been 
called upon to acknowledge the independence of 
that State, which was at war with a country with 
whom the United States were at peace, and in the 
very act of making a treaty with? There was 
another consideration which made it necessary 
to look into this war, before we engaged in it. 
If he had been rightly informed, and he pro- 
fessed to have no information except from the 
public prints, this was a war of Texas to estab- 
lish slavery in the Republic of Texas, which had 
been banished by the United Mexican States; 
that it was a resistance against the abolition of 
slavery by Mexico, and that Texas was making 
war to establish that slavery which had been abol- 
ished. Now if this was the case, and if the ac- 
knowledgment of the independence of Texas was 
to be followed by an application to admit her to 
become one of the States of this Union, he begged 
leave to declare off from that reception. He 
would be for receiving no such addition to the 
United States. It was important that Congress 
should have all the information which could be 
ae The paper which had been read [New 
; York Courier and Enquirer] was a journal which 
' had been stimulating the people of the United 
States to embark in the cause of Texas; and they 
had scen that a great meeting had been held at 
New York on this subject; and one of the leading 
men in that meeting was a confidential officer of 
the Government of the United States. This was, 


' fied to see in the instructions this order for the 
preservation of the neutralit A 
peated; and he should have been glad if the other 

arts of the instructions to General Gaines had 
een a little more consistent, and pe the 
order allowing him to_invade the territory of 
another Government. He hoped that, whatever 
might be done “on this subject, Congress would 
take care that the neutrality should be preserved. 
Mr. PEYTON had heard the remarks of the 
entleman from Massachusetts with no less aston- 


ishment than deep mortification, That that gen- | 


tleman had deemed it expedient to introdyce the 
subject of the abolition of slavery upon this ques- 
tion was to him extraordinary. owever that 
subject might have pressed upon that gentleman 3 
mind, surely w } 
“tion of a question which involved the lives, the 
` property, and the security from savage butchery 


' of the defenseless women and children on our ;: 


' frontier, he might have withheld his abolition re- 
flections for a moment. The gentleman had 


| The gentleman might have been silent on this 
subject, for the power conferred upon the com- 
manding General was not to make war, but to 
preserve peace. The gentleman from Massachu- 
setts, living remote from such scenes as were 
enacted on the frontier, and knowing them but 
by hearing, had not before his mind that vivid 
picture which western genticmen had, who had 
scen some of the scenes of savage warfare enacted. 
He hoped the gentleman would not find in. an 
imaginary line, in time of war, anything to make 


to be sure, contrary to the orders given by the | 
. President of the United States; and he was grati- : 


more than once re- . 


hen they asked for the considera- | 


| Mississippi. 


seen, too, in the conduct of the President and Į 
‘| commanding General, great cause of alarm. He |; 
had seen intrusted in the hands of the command- |, 


| ing General, the power of making peace or war. |, 


it necessary foran army to pause upon the boun- 
dary, while the enemy were embodying and call- 
ing in the aid of savage allics. A Republicindeed! 


It was a misnomer to call Mexico a Republic. It 
was governed by a military despot, who had 
trampled under foot the liberties of the people. 
The gentleman from Massachusetts seemed to be 
displeased, because, forsooth, some gentlemen 
who had once been citizens of the United States 
were engaged in the struggle for libertyin Texas. 


Nothwithstanding that the Mexican General was 
ing onan unparalleled savage warfare, the gentle- 
man seemed to think that it was improper to 
our neutrality to be respected. When the savages 
should be burning the houses of the citizens of 
and children, the gentleman would stop to hear 
what the Mexican Minister would think of Gen- 
make an appropriation. Mr. P. would neither 
ask the Mexican nor any other Minister, what 
danger from Santa Anna and his Indian allies. 
He would say to General Gaines, take your posi- 
i side of the imaginary line there might not be a 
‘ suitable position to take, while on the other might 
man from Massachusetts says, if you go to take 
that position, you make war upon a sovereign 
i tion, which the gentleman had introduced, he 
| thought it was an improper time and an improper 
to the committee rising; and he did not wish to 
delay them with any useless discussion. He was 

ii an appropriation of a million of dollars, or more 

|: if itwas wanting. He would say to gentlemen, 

|| ment the best blood on the frontier might be run- 

i! ning im streams upon the ground. 

Gaines were certainly misunderstood. ‘The in- 
structions were that he should go past the line 
to go beyond the line claimed by the United 
States. 

'| had just heard, that they were to have a lengthy 
| discussion of this matter. He thought the most 
| He understood that there were no instructions to 
| go beyond the undisputed boundary, and that, 
boundary, if it should be decided against the- 
i United States, the commanding general was im- 

| considered they were called upon for the appro- 
'priation by the peculiar state of affairs on the 
frontier of the United States, unless there was a 

force sufficient to check the Mexicans, they might 
The Mexicans had some cause to 
feel a hostility to a portion of the citizens of the 


ursuing and murdering those people, and carry- 
have a force upon the frontier sufficient to compel 
the frontier, and murdering defenseless women 
eral Gaines crossing the line, before he would 
‘they should do when American citizens were in 
tion in spite of the Mexican Minister. On this 
i be an important and strong hold; yet the gentle- 
| 
| Republic. With regard to the subject of aboli- 
| place to discuss that subject. He was opposed 
in favor of voting, before the setting of the sun, 
i withhold not your money, when at this very mo~- 
Mr. HAMER said the instructions to General 
claimed by Mexico, but under no circumstances 
Mr. BELL thought, from the specimens they 
| discreet plan would be to vote the appropriation. 
| whenever a decision was to be made as to the 
mediately to cross within our own territory. He 
i frontiers. If the Texans should be driven to thes 
"even overrun our Territory to the banks of the 
` United States, who had entered Texas and en- 


`: gaged in the struggle going on there; but that 


was no reason that measures should be taken, not 
only against those persons, but against the people 
of the entire West. He called upon gentlemen at 
this stage of the question to consider whether it 
! would not be most prudent to vote this prelimin- 
ary appropriation to arm the frontier, and to pro- 
vide against any possible contingency, and then 
to discuss the matter on some other proposition 
which might be brought forward hereafter. Was 
there a gentleman who would pause at that hour, 
when there was not only a possibility, buta strong 
robability, of a war upon our frontier, which 
ad no fortifications and no barriers to check the 
It seemed to him 
lanation of thia 


È 


| progress of a victorious army? 
| that they should have a full exp 
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subject from the Executive; but he would rece 
those communications hereafter, at a ume when 

he could examine them with greater deliberation | 
than at present. 

Mr. ADAMS replied to the gentleman from 
South Carolina, (Mr. THompson. } He com- 
plained that, upon several occasions, when gentle- 
men had risen apparently for the purpose of 
refuting his arguments, they had indulged in 

ersonalities towards himself—in attacks upon 
fins as anindividual. He had heretofore listened 
to them in silence, deeming that he had no right 
to occupy the time of the House with subjects 
that interested himself only. 

The gentleman had stated that Mr. A. was 
about to oppose this appropriation. Now, he 
had not opposed it, but had said that he thought 
more executive informations should have been 
sent to the House before they acted on it. 


was made by the Mexican Minister to the com- 


munication made to him by our Secretary of | 


State; and if so, what that answer was, or if that 
minister had remained mute? 


The gentleman from South Carolina had charged | 


Mr. A. with a desire to introduce the question of 


the abolition of slavery in this country on that | 


floor. Now, he said nothing about the abolition 
of slavery in the United States, and he wished to 
say nothing about it. The gentleman had also 


thought proper to go back and charge Mr. A. 


(although he did not impute dishonorable motives 
to Mr. A., but said that some among his (Mr. 
W. Tuompson’s] constituents did) with the sole 
responsibility of the treaty by which the bound- 
ary between the United States and Mexico was 
settled, and by which Texas was recognized as 
belonging to the latter Power. In reply to this 
charge, he would inform the gentleman that he 
negotiated that treaty under the eye and under 
the instructions of James Monroe, then President 
of the United States, and himself a slaveholder. 
Every line of that treaty was negotiated by Mr. 
Monroe’s order; and let Mr. A. tell the commit- 
tee that he was the last, the very last man in that 
Administration who consented to the treaty; nay 
more, that he was the only man in the Adminis- 
tration who was for holding on to Texas. He 
mentioned also another fact: The present Chief 
Magistrate of the United States being in the city 
at the time, Mr. A. was directed to take the treaty 
to him, and ask his opinion about it, and it was 
approved of by that gentleman. He hoped the 
gentleman from South Carolina was answered 
on this head; and that when the gentleman’s 
constituents in particular were again disposed to 
charge Mr. A. with having given away that 
country, they would bear this fact in mind—that 
he was the last man of Mr. Monroe’s Administra- 
tion who consented to the treaty, and that he was 


the only member of that Administration who was <i 


for holding on to it. 

Mr. RIPLEY addressed the committee in rela- 
tion to the difficulties growing out of the unde- 
fined boundary line settled by the treaty between 
the United States and Mexico. The communi- 
cations he contended to be satisfactory, and the 
House had nothing to do with the response of 

ethe Mexican Minister to the Secretary of State. 
He could not avoid ‘expressing his surprise at 
what had fallen from the gentleman from Massa- 


F 
ive | 


He: 
had also asked the question whether any answer : 


| fidence in him; his own letter convinced Mr. R. 
that that offiser did not deserve confidence. He 
was opposed to the appropriation if, in passing it, 
they would be sanctioning that Hetter, or giving a 
tacit approval of the President’s sanction of that 
letter, though he would not for a moment with- 
hold it, if it was called for by the condition of our 
own frontier. If this appropriation were now 
passed, in the face of these communications, and 
the letter of General Gaines stating it to be his 
intention to cross the boundary line, making him- 
self the sole judge of the cause, and the President’s 
approval of that letter, it would be taken as a 
quasi declaration of war. He hoped the subject 
would be postponed, so that these papers might 
be printed, whereby an opportunity would be 
afforded for gentlemen to examine the subject for 
themselves. With this view he moved that the 
committee rise; which was lost. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Kentucky, was in favor 
of making an appropriation forthwith, and for . 
any amount necessary to protect our whole west- | 

‘ern frontier. He had no desire to hurry the coun- 

| try into a war; but if that tyrant, Santa Anna, 

should only give one reason for it—should only 
l. venture to put his foot within our border—nay, 
should even dare to shake his fist at us, he was | 
|! for decapitating the miscreantat once. He looked 

upon the cause of the Texans as identical with 
| that for which our fathers fought and bled—a 
© struggle for freedom against the tyrannies and 


exactions of a blood-thirsty usurper. F 


Mr. GARLAND, of Louisiana, cautioned gen- 
tlemen not to go too far in their zeal for defend- 
ing the frontier, and endanger it still more; to | 
take no step, nor sanction any principle, the effect ; 
of which would be to lead to a war with Mexico, | 
and deluge our southwestern fronticr with blood. 
He had heard statements, both in the communi- 


cations read to the House, and by the gentlemen | 


from Tennessee, (Mr. Peyron,] from South Car- 
olina, (Mr. Tuompson,] and from Kentucky, { Mr. 
© Witiiams,] that he could not listen to without 
| regret and alarm. He was surprised that state- 
‘| ments from a newspaper, edited, it was said, by 
Í aman who was largely interested in land specu- 
lations in Texas, and in whose columns he had 
previously seen statements betraying a great want 
of knowledge of the situation of affairs in that 
| country, or an attempt to impose upon the public, 
i should have been gravely read from the Clerk’s 
i table of that House, and which were calculated | 
to influence and work upon the feelings of its 
members. He believed the foundation of the 
i: controversy grew out of land speculations in that | 
i| province, and he had also reason to believe that ; 
i a large proportion of the early settlers who went l 
| to that country were opposed toit. Mr. G. then | 
| replied to the argument of his colleague, and con- | 
tended that the idea of an imaginary line, or 
imaginary boundary, was equally new and ab- 
\i surd; for he contended that it was sufficiently ; 


| 
{ 
i 
\ 
| 
i 
i 


|| required to occupy had always been understood 


- due north line to the Red river. 


| 


i| ence from others. 


chusetts, [Mr. Apams,] when he remembered i' to belong to Mexico. 
who was the author of the eloquent and learned || Mr. MASON, of Virginia, said they must all 
defense of General Jackson’s taking possession || be very sensible, as he had been from its com- 
of Pensacola, the principle of which was identical 
min the present exigency on our Louisiana |i different portions of the Mexican Republic was 
order. | certain to produce consequences deeply affecting | 
_ Mr. REID had had but very little time to inves- || our foret relatione and anvolvide orena, do ! 
tigate this subject; but it did seem to him that it i mestic and foreign, of the most absorbing char- 
was one of too great magnitude to justify them , acter. The principles involved in the contest, 
to be influenced by their passions, or by appeals "| the contiguity of the seat of hostility to our own 
to their feelings. In his opinion this debate, and | border, and the character of the parties engaged 
the communications read that morning, were of | were all calculated to produce these results. He | 
the most extraordinary character. But they ought | had, therefore, been most anxious to exclude | 
to act as legislators for their country. Was it not | from this Halla discussion which might be very 
extraordinary that newspaper accounts should be |, powerful for mischief, but in the present condition 
produced and read in that House on a subject of | of that controversy could not be productive of | 
so grave an import as the present? He believed, || any national benefit. | 


mencement, that the controversy between the |, 


himself fallen into a similar error. Under the 
treaty of limits existing between the United 
States and Mexico, the western boundary of the 
United States is described as commencing on the 
Gulf of Mexico, at the mouth of the Sabine river, 
running on the west bank of that river to the 
thirty-second degree of latitude, and thence a 
There are two 
branches of the river which fall into the Sabine 
lake before itenters the gulf,and it is an unsettled 
question which is the boundary. The gentleman 
from Louisiana concedes that the eastern branch, 
as contended by Mexico, is the true boundary; 
while the opinion of his colleague, [Mr. Rirtey,] 
of the President of the United States, and of 
others possessing more accurate geographical 
information than he (Mr. M.) did, claim that 
the most western branch was the truc boundary. 


_ Commissioners are now charged with the duty 


of running and fixing this unsettled boundary; 
and one of the most important duties of General 


| 
| Gaines was to afford protection to the commis- 


sioners in performing this duty. : 
It was admitted that Nacogdoches lies south 


| of the thirty-second degree of latitude, and be- 


| tween the two branches of the Sabine river. If 

the gentleman from Louisiana [Mr. Garranp] 
: be correct, General Gaines is invested with a 
| discretionary power of taking a position on the 
| Mexican territory; but Mr. M. contended that, 
` under the law of nations, and the cxisting treaties 
| between the two countries, with the avowed 
| and bona fide motives of that movement, no just 
i cause of complaint on the part of Mexico existed. 
| The debate had been conducted on the gratu- 
| itous assumption, by some gentlemen, that this 


f proponitan involved a declaration of war against 
| 


exico; while others seemed to suppose that it 
‘evinced a purpose on the part of the Executive 
of the United States to take the part of the people 
of Texas in the war in which they are engaged. 
Mr. M. confidently asserted that neither conclu- 
sion did justice to the Executive, or the object 
of the appropriation under consideration. 

The great principle which lies at the foundation 
of our institutions is, that the people of every 
country have the right to adopt and administer 
their own form of government without interfer- 

It was on this principle that 
' we asserted and achieved our own independence. 
| It was by the observance of this neutrality—by 
abstaining from the quarrels of other nations, 
whether foreign or domestic, that our country had 
| secured its past prosperity, and to the same course 
i we must look for the same results in the future. 
| Mr. M. said that he was for abiding by these 
| eee and he confidently asserted that they 
: had controlled the course of the Executive in the 
| instructions to our military commander, which 
! had been the subject of discussion. He had seen 
| nothing in those instructions, or the letter of Gen- 
' eral Gaines, calculated to violate them. Mr. M. 
expressed the hope that the question raised by 
| the gentleman from Massachusetts, [Mr. Apams,] 
| whether the United States will recognize the in- 
: dependence of Texas, would not be involved in 
the consideration of this question. ‘These people 
have asserted their rights to an independent self- 
government, and are now engaged in a bloody 
and appalling struggle to maintain it. Whether 
they are to succeed, time alone can decide. If 
they shall successfully encounter the fearful odds 
arrayed against them, and maintain a de facto 
government, it will be for the United States, when 
the event shall transpire, to determine on the re- 
lations to be established with them: a recognition 
of their independence, under such circumstances, 
will be no violation of our treaty with Mexico. 
But surely nothing has occurred here or elsewhere 
to justify a suspicion that it is the purpose of the 
President of the United States, or of a majority 
of the House of Representatives, under the exist- 
ing state of affairs, to exercise this high power. 


and he hoped, this was the first time such an hile he concurred with the gentleman from 
occurrence had ever taken place. In his opinion |; Louisiana [Mr. Gar.anp] in deprecating in de- 
the newspapers had been the foundation of all the bate here the use of language of denunciation | 
difficulty. As to General Gaines, he had no con- jj against the character or conduct of the chief! 


| 
| 
| 
| 


The Texans have not asked it; they have too 
may melancholy proofs of the uncertainty of the 
result of their efforts, to expect us to recognize 
them as an independent people. When the fact 
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shall exist, it will be the duty of the Government 
of the United States to decide the question. 

What, then, (asked Mr. M.,) is the question ` 
under consideration? And why have the meas- 
ures been adopted which induce a call for this ap- 
propriauion ? 

In the prosecution of a fixed policy, the United 
States have removed toa tract of country west of 
the Mississippi bordering on Texas, Indian tribes, 
with a population now there estimated at one 
hundred and sixty thousand. In the treaty with 
Mexico, ratified in 1331, there are mutual stip- 
ulations, binding each of the Republics to restrain 
by rorce the Indians within their respective limits, 
from hostilities against the other. We are not 
oniy bound to protect our own frontier, but to 
repress the hostile movements of these powerful 
Indian tribes already restless and discontented, 
whose disposition to join in the contest it must be 
extremely difficult to restrain, if the country in 
their immediate vicinity shall, as it probably will, 
become the seat of war. Nothing is so well cal- 
culated to accomplish this object as the presence 
of a strong military force on the part of the 
United States. It may be said that Mexico will 
not complain, but may invite them te joia in the 
conflict. Whether Mexico complains or not, it 
is the duty of the United States to prevent the In- 
dians from engaging im war, because there can be 
no doubt of the correctness of the opinion of 
General Gaines, that they will, when in arms, re- 
spect no boundary, real or imaginary, and that 
the calamities of their hostility will be felt by our 
people. f 

A general officer of great experience and dis- 
cretion, and of acknowledged bravery, charged 
with the duty of defending this frontier, has 
communicated to the War Department his appre- 
hensions of hostile feelings and movements on 
the part of the Indians, and of the possible event 
of a violation of our territory and neutrality by 
the belligerents in Mexico. Orders have been 
given to collect a force sufficient to awe the sav- 
ages into peace, and to restrain either of the con- 
tending parties in Texas from entering our terri- 
tory with arms in their hands. An estimate is 
sent from the proper Department, asking an 
appropriation to furnish the means of affording 
this protection to our own citizens, and to enable 
the Executive, in good faith, to execute the 
treaty. It is true that General Gaines, in execu- 
ting the orders of the Government given to ac- 
complish these objects, had been authorized to 
advance within the territory claimed by Mexico; 
but the United States has notified the Mexican 
Government that, in taking such a position, the 
purpose has not been to take an adversary pos- 
session of the territory in disputs, but with the 
single intention of executing the treaty, and pre- - 
serving our neutrakty. So far from being a 
war measure, it is declared to be provisional and | 

cautionary, and itis the only prudent measure 

y which is to be preserved and war pre- 
vented. he committee would observe, that in 
these orders both the contending parties were , 
placed on the same footing;and that the Govern- 
ment, abstaining from any interference with the 
war between them, was determined to do equal 
justice to both. 

Mr. M. said he did not undertake to determine ‘ 
whether even these precautionary measures 
would secure peace; but, believing them essen- 
tial, whether peace is to continue or war is to 
be encountered, he should consider himself shame- 
fully wanting in duty if he were not to respond 
to this call by placing at the command of the 
Executive the means of maintaining our neutral- 
ye of protecting our soil from the aggressions 
of any who may be disposed to invade it, and of 
restraining a savage war in which our own citi- 
zens must be the greatest sufferers. He saw, in 
the orders to General Gaines,a clear recognition 
of the principle of neutrality; a disposition to do : 
exact justice to both parties; a firm resolve to 
protect the American people from violence; and : 
a faithful observance of the obligation of treaties. | 

Mr. UNDERWOOD was still convinced of |, 
the propriety of postponing the further consid- , 
eration of this subject until Monday, at least, | 
for he was not disposed to vote hastily on it; and f 
if compelled to act to-day, he should feel com- f 
pelled to vote against the appropriation altogether. ‘| 
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He feared the effect of passing this bill, after the 


: communications that had been read to-day; it 


would give the Mexicans reason to belicve that 
we anticipated a war, as it would be sanctioning 
the conduct of General Gaines in entering their 
territory. Ee thought they should insert a dec- 
laration that the conduct of General Gaines, if 
he entered the Mexican borders, would be disap- 
proved of. The gentleman from Virginia [Mr. 
Mason] said that General Gaines was justified 
in passing the border, because he did it to main- 


tain the treaty. Santa Anna might invade the | 
United States, and justify himself under the same : 


retext. For the purpose of considering the sub- 


ject after more mature deliberation, he moved 
that the committee rise; which was lost—ayes ` 


61, noes 96 

Mr. U. then moved to amend the bill by insert- 
ing a proviso that the appropriation should not 
be understood as giving any sanction to any in- 
vasion, by the troops of the United States, of the 
territory of the United Mexican States; which 
was not agreed to. 

Mr. McKAY then moved to amend the bill by 
providing that the money should be expended 
under the direction of the Secretary of War, 
according to the act of the 2&th February, 1795, 
providing for calling forth the militia, and the act 
of 2d January, 1795, regulating the pay, &c., of 
the militia, when called into actual service. 

Mr. CAMBRELENG did not know the pre- 
cise effect of the amendment proposed, but pre- 
sumed it was in conformity to the provisions 
of the act of 1795. When the bill making an 
appropriation for the Seminole war passed this 
House, the amount was to be expended accord- 
ing to law; that provision was stricken out, and 
the reference to the act of 1832 was substituted; 
that refers to the act of 1828, and the last to the 
act of 1795. If he comprehended the amendment, 
he saw no objection to it. While up, he would 
express his surprise at the extraordinary course 
the debate had taken. We had been discussing 
the question of a war with Mexico, and the Ad- 
ministration were charged with a design to create 
it; while it was manifest that they had determ- 


‘ined, by every step they had taken in reference 
i to this war on our border, to preserve the most 


ngid peatalty and to respect the national rights 
of Mexico. The President had, but two days 
ago, sent us a communication asking for an ap- 
propriation to pay the expense of running the 
boundary line between this country and Mexico. 
We are now called upon for an appropriation to 
enable our Government to maintain its neutrality. 
Without a strong force, then, (and we ought to 
have had ten thousand men there before now), it 
will be impossible to command the respect of 
both parties; and, without occupying the position 
in the neutral territory, as proposed in a certain 
contingency, and without an efficient force, our 


neutrality can never be sustained. He was,there- | 
fore, much surprised at the remarks of the gen- ; 


tleman from Massachusetts [Mr. Apams] about 
a war with Mexico. We were trying to avoid 
one, whatever might be the event. 

Mr. MASON, of Ohio, addressed the com- 
mittee at some length against the bill. He de- 
nounced the whole Texan controversey to be a 
“« humbug,” and this proposition for the defense 
of the Southwestern frontier to be a decided hum- 
bug for the purpose of bleeding the Treasury and 
gening rid of the surplus revenue. He also con- 

emned and animadverted with great severity on 
the conduct of General Gaines, as a mere fourth- 
of-July speech maker. The citizens of Texas, 
now engaged against Santa Anna, he described 
to be a set of runaways, and all men of notori- 
ously bad characters, most of whom had fled their 
native country for their crimes, and to escape a 
halter; and the fate which some of them had met 
in Texas was not worse than would have fallen to 
their lot if they had not run away from their own 
country. He ridiculed the sympathy which was 
gotten up in behalf of the Texans. They were 
termed our brethren, our unfortunate countrymen, 
when their characters were such that while they 


were among us we would not speak to them if we 


met them in the streets. 


Mr. BYNUM followed in reply both to the 


entleman from Ohio and the gentleman from 
ouisiana, [Mr. Gagvanp,] and reviewed the 


as 


} 

| whole subject involved in the Texan contro- 
i versy, and urged the necessity of providing for 
` the defense of our own frontier. [Mr. B.’s re~ 
marks will be given at length hereafter.] 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Louisiana, addressed the 
House in favor of the appropriation, and in the 
course pursued by the Exxccutive and General 
Gaines. 

Mr. SUTHERLAND also defended the appro- 
priation at some length. While he was opposed 

i; to any collision with Santa Anna, yet he was in 

favor of having a competent number of brave 

troops on the frontier, which would be the best 

ii means of preventing such collision. In conclu- 

sion, he hoped the bill would be passed at once, 

: and that means should be thus provided to meet 
any emergency which might occur. 

r. GRAVES was not opposed to the passage 
of the bill. He concurred, however, with his 
colleague [Mr. Unperwoop] that the documents 
which had been read should be printed, and an 
opportunity afforded of examining the whole sub- 
ject before any final action on it. This course 
was also sanctioned and approved by the chair- 
man of the Committee of Ways and Means. 

Mr. CAMBRELENG here interrupted the gen- 
tleman from Kentucky. It was true that he had 
acquiesced in the suggestions of the gentleman 
from Kentucky (Mr. Unperwoop] when the bill 
was firsttaken up. The debate which had since 
taken place had changed his opinion entirely. He 
had no idea, when he agreed to a postponement 
of the measure for a day or two, for the purpose 
of enabling gentlemen who desired to do so to 
examine the documents which had beenread, that 
they should have a debate about a Mexican war. 
He was now satisfied that any further delay was 
unnecessary, and that the bill ought to be passed 
before they adjourned that day. 

Mr. GRAVES was unable te perceive any 
good reason for the change which the gentleman 
avowed had taken place as to his course on this 
subject. He (Mr. G.) still thought that the pa~ 

ers which had been read, and also the additional 
information which had been suggested by several 
entlemen, should be laid before them in a printed 
orm, before they acted finally on this bill; and 
for this purpose, he moved that the committee 
rise. 

The question being put, there appeared, from 
the sound, to be a majority in the negative; but 
a count being called for, 

Mr. GRAVES modified his motion, by moving 

‘| that the committee rise, and report the bill to the 
‘| House. i 

| -The motion was decided to be out of order, 
| while an amendment was pending. « 

Mr. SEVIER next addressed the House in 
favor of the bill, and in reply to the remarks of 
Mr. Garlann, of Louisiana, in reference to the 
boundary line between the United States and 
Texas. 

After a suggestion or two by Mr. ASHLEY, 
the amendment of Mr. McKay was agreed to; 
when the committee rose, reported the bill to the 
House, and the amendment adopted in committee 
was concurred in. 

Mr. WISE bricfly assigned the reasons which 
would induce him to support the bill. 

Mr. MASON of Ohio, explained his former 
remarks, in reference particularly to the termsin 
which he had spoken of the citizens of Texas. 
He believed that there were some men of great 
respectability residing in that province. 

he question being on the third reading of the 
bill, Mr. MILLER asked for the yeas and nays; 

. which were ordered; and were— 

YEAS—Messrs. Adams, Chilton Allan, Heman Ailen, 
Ash, Ashley, Bailey, Bean, Beaumont, Bell, Boon, Bouldin, 
Brown, Burns, Bynum, Cambreleng, Barr, Carter, Casey, 
Chapman, John F. H. Claiborne, Nathaniel H. Claiborne, 
Clark, Cleveland, Coffee, Coles, Connor, Craig, Crammer, 
Crane, Cushing, Cushman, Darlington, Deberry, Denny, 
Dickerson, Doubleday, Dromgoole, Dunlap, Forester, 
French, Fry, Philo C. Fuller, William K. Fuller, James 
Garland, Rice Garland, Gillet, Glascock, Granger, Grant- 
land, Graves, Grayson, Griffin, Haley, Hiland Hall, Hamer, 

. Hannegan, Harper, Albert G. Harrison, Hawes, Haynes, 
Heister, Holsey, Hopkins, Huntington, Huntsman, Inger- 
soll, Wiliam Jackson, Jabez Jackson, Jarvis, Jenifer, 
Joseph Johnson, Richard M. Johnson Henry Johnson, 
Benjamin Jones, Judson, Kennon, Kilgore, Kinnard, 
Klingensmith, Lane, Lansing, Laporte, Lawler, Lay, 


Gideon Lee, Joshua Lee, Luke Lea, Leonard, Lewis, 
Lincoln, Logan, Loyall, Lyon, Abijah Mann, Job Mann, 
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Wagener, 
Elisha Whittlesey, 
NAYS — Messrs. 
The bill was then passed, and, at a quarter 
before seven, p. m., the House adjourned. 


IN SENATE. 
Moxpay, May 9, 1836. 


; 


The CHAIR communicated a report from the : 
Secretary of the Treasury relative to the accounts , 


of John Brohan, late receiver of public moneys. 

Also, a report from the Postmaster General, 
in reply to a resolution of the Senate relative to 
the compensation of the clerks employed in that 


office. 

Mr. WEBSTER, from the Committee on Fi- 
nance, reported the bill from the House making 
appropriations for the support of the Army for 
the year 1836, with two amendments, which were 
read and agreed to; an 
be engrossed for a third reading. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

The message from the House of Representa- 
tives, stating its disagreement to the amendment 
of the Senate relative to the compensation of the 
judge of the middle district of Florida, was con- 
sidered, and the Senate receded from its amend- 
ment. 

The message from the House, with the amend- 
ments to the bill passed by the Senate for the 
relief of the corporate cities of the District of Co- 
lumbia, was considered; and, 

On motion of Mr. KING, of Alabama, the bill 
and amendments were referred to the Committee 
on the District of Columbia. 


DEFENSE OF THE WESTERN FRONTIER. 

The bill from the House making appropria 
tions for the defense of the western frontier was 
read twice, and referred. 


REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 

Mr. CLAYTON, from the Committee on the 
Judiciary, to whom had been referred the memo- 
rial of the Legislature of Missouri, on the subject 
of the northern boundary of that State, made a 
report thereon, accompanied by a bill; which was 
read, and ordered to a second reading. 

Mr. HUBBARD, from the Committee on Rev- 
olutionary Claims, made unfavorable reports on 
the petitions of the heirs of William Chew, and 
the heirs of James Mann. 

-Mr. H., from the same committee, reported a 
bill for the relief of Benjamin J. Porter; which 
was read, and ordered to a second reading. 


PETITIONS, MEMORIALS, ETC. 


Petitions were presented by Messrs. WHITE, 
HUBBARD, GOLDSBOROUGH, and TOM- 
LINSON. 

Mr. PRESTON presented’ the petition of a 
number of the citizens of Philadelphia on the sub- 
ject of the affairs of Texas, and praying Congress 
to acknowledge the independence of that country. 

Mr. P. said he had received a memorial from 
citizens of Philadelphia, in favor of those who 
were struggling in Texas for liberty, and recom- 
mending to Congress an early recognition of 
their independence. He was not at all surprised 
that the sympathies of our citizens should be 
aroused; and it would be very strange if we, who 
had a fresh and vigorous recollection of the events 
of our own country, should not have a warm 
emotion for struggles for liberty in every coun- 
try. An appeal had been mude to us in every 

uarter, where struggles had been made, and had 


called forth our deepest sympathies. A few years | 


since, when a most desperate effort was made by 
a small community in the center of Europe, and 
when, from its unequal chances, its efforts were 
certain to be crashed, our most active sympathies 
were elicited. He meant the unfortunate Poles. 
He regarded these feelings as honorable to our 
national character. It was not surprising, then, 
that our fellow-citizens, in the case of Texas, had 
regarded the struggle there with the deepest soli- 


d the bill was ordered to | 


| of the usurper, 
among civilized nations. He believed there was 
|: no portion of the United States that had not been 
i agitated, and deeply aroused by those tragical 
events. Scarcely an thing of public note had, 
li in his connection with public affairs, so deeply 
ii affected him; and his hopes were that the stand- 


< ard of liberty that had there been raised, would |; 


| yet triumph over the barbarity of the usurper. 
They were not to exhibit to the world any highly 
excited sensibility of feeling, but a high and 
determined sence of justice. He did not intend 
|l to transcend the duties the laws of nations im- 
i pone on us; but he had heard that Santa Anna 
i had threatened to cross the Sabine and plant his 
| standard on the walls of the Capitol at Washing- 
ton; and such expressions showed the disposi- 
tion of the man, whether he was determined to 
cross over-into the territory of the United States, 


H 
| 

I 

i 


1 
i 


: Anna, either in crossing the line or in coalescing 


| cussion at length, and as they could take no 
| measures at this stage of it, he would, for the 
| present, move that the memorial be read, and laid 
| on the table. 
Mr. WEBSTER concurred, generally, with 
what had been said by the Senator from South 
Carolina. The sympathy expressed by him in 
| favor of the Texans was natural, and was no 
` doubt pervading the whole country. He agreed 
i, with the gentleman that in the present state of 
Ë things it was not necessary for Congress to do 
| anything but to put the country in a state of 
| preparation. Beyond that he was opposed to 
| any measures whatever. In one respect he dif- 
| fered with the Senator from South Carolina. 
il Whatever opinions he might form with respect 
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: can constitution. 
i nize Governments de facto, no matter who were 


‘| 


|| Government d 


impulses on such an occasion within the limits 
of cold diplomatic language. We had recognized 
diplomatic relations with Mexico undera Govern- 
mentde facto. A Government by whom? and when 
established? and what sort ofa Government? Was 
it a Government so long established that it had 
grown old in the affections of the people? It was 
a Government formed on the ruins of a republi- 
Our policy had been to recog- 


at the head of them; and it was true that we had 
recognized the Government of Santa Annaasa 
e facto, and he was not disposed to 


‘| disturb those relations as long as they existed. 


|| We had treated with him, a 
i| treaty some acquisition of territory 


i be taken. 


| or intended to impose upon the ignorance of his | 
| followers in exhorting them to carry on the | 
' war. But upon the slightest movement of Santa 


‘ with the Indians to harass our frontier, he trusted | 


i 


|; to the manner in which this war was waged in 


| Texas, he could notforget that we were on terms 
‘of peace, and had treaty stipulations with the 
| Government of Mexico, constituted and organ- 
| ized as it was at this time. 
Government, had advised and consented to the 
entering into a treaty with Santa Anna, and that, 
|| therefore, epithets and terms of reprobation 
f pes to him on this floor were out of place. 
ith respect to the state of things in Texas, he 
would say nothing; he was desirous of hoping for 
i| the best, and preparing for the worst; but he could 
| not think it proper to suppose a case of aggres- 
| sion on the part of Santa Anna, and then say how 
he would act to repel it. 
With respect to the language said to have been 
used by Santa Anna, he could notattach any im- 
| portance to it. Allsaw how veryridiculousit was, 


common understanding to have formed sucha 
design as that imputed tohim. Agreeing with 
the gentleman from South Carolina in the most 
| of what he said, and reserving what he had further 

to say as to the defenses of the frontiers tll the 

defense bill came up, all he would now say was 
i! that, considering the terms we were on with the 
: Mexican Government, he did not feel himself at 
i liberty to use terms of reproach towards the head 
of that Government. 


I 
i 
A 
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|; just rights to the fullest extent. 


He could not forget ` 
| that they, themselves, as component parts of this : 


‘contained in the letter was strictly true. 
'Mr. W. produced the Ictter, 


! Anna, just before starting to Texas, 
He would go for the peace | 
i of the United States, while he would go for her |, 


nd gained by the 
; anda further 
treaty was now under negotiation. But, never- 
theless, the existence of things was such on our 
southwestern frontier, that we should be pre- 

ared to meet the next menacing step that might 
The war was now raging along the 


‘line of that frontier by a mixed, heterogeneous, 
‘ and ferocious force, commanded by an officer of 


: formed. 


‘in God we should be prepared to crush him and |, 
: his followers at a blow. As the matter might ; 
‘assume a character that would give rise to a dis- | 


some talent. He would forbear involving the 
country in a war; andas they were called on here 
to forbear an expression of their high and indig- 
nant feelings at the cruelty and dishonorable con- 
duct of the forces under Santa Anna, he would 
content himself by moving that the petition be 
rinted. 
j Mr. PORTER said he should like to know the 
authority on which the Senator from South Car- 
olina stated that Santa Anna had uscd the lan- 
uage, in reference to this country, attributed to 
iim. If true, it must excite very serious con- 


! sideration in thosc coming from his section of the 


country; but this report, like many others, might 
rest on very slight foundations; or the person 
giving the information might have becn misin- 

Mr. PRESTON said he relied with great cau- 
tion on reports with regard to the events in Texas 
or Mexico. He was very much disposcd to be- 


: lieve that we had, within the last twenty-four 
_ hours, received a correct contradiction of a report 
| that had made his blood run cold; but with respect 


to the information asked of him by the Senator 
from Louisiana, it would have been better had the 
gentleman permitted it to go abroad on his own 
authority. He would, howcver, now say to him, 
that the information came in a letter addressed to 
one of the members of that body, the Senator from 
Mississippi, [Mr. Wauxer,] by a gentleman of 
the highest respectability now in Mexico. 

Mr. WALKER said, that as the fact stated by 
the Senator from South Carolina, [Mr. Preston, } 
inregard tothe letter in question, had been doubted 
by the Senator from Louisiana, [Mr. eom a 
he would say that such a letter had been receive 


: by him; that he had shown this letter to many 


Senators, who had no doubt communicated its 
contents to the Senator from South Carolina, [Mr. 
Presrow;] that every Senator was at perfect lib- 


-erty to read the letter, but that a perusal of it 


and that it was hardly possible for a person of : 


would show the impropriety of giving the name 
of the writer to the public. The writer was, how- 


"ever, well known to him, [Mr. WALKER, ] and to 
: many Senators, and was a most honorable and 
- estimable gentleman, wholly unconnected with 
| the difficulties in Texas; and no doubt every word 


Here 
which was from 
Mexico, under date of the 26th of March last, and 
read from it an extract which stated that Santa 
had stated ta 
the British and French Ministers, that he would 
drive the Texans across the Red river, and into the 
territories of the United States; and that, if the 


GRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


437 


1836. THE CON 


Texans were protected there, he would drive them to I said to be a man of genius, and who had success- 
Washington, and burn it too, as the British once had i fully usurped the 
dove: and that he would strip the laurels from Gen- He had nothing to do with Santa Anna. As a 
eral Jackson's brow; that he would identify the United man, and as a free citizen of a free Government, 
States with this Texas affair. he regretted his sanguinary conduct in Texas; 
Mr. W. said there were many other extraordi- but he would not compromit the peace and neu- 
nary facts contained in the letter; that the Senator trality of the country. 
from Louisiana (Mr. Porter] might inspect the Mr WALKERstated that he had not said that 
letter; but that to publish it all, or the writer’s any Senator had apologized for Santa Anna; he 
name, would be manifestly improper, and indeed had only expressed a hope that no such apolog 
highly dangerous. And who (said Mr. W.) is would be offered; that the writer of the letter 
this Santa Anna that has made this threat? Itis, from which he had read an extract, vouched for 
sir, the Mexican Government, for Santa Anna is . the statements and threats made by Santa Anna; 
the Government. He has destroyed the Govern- 7 and that the facts were also confirmed from other 


overnment of his country. i 


ment, and substituted in its place a central des- | sources; that every Senator might peruse the 
potism. The army and bayonets of Santa Anna | 
are now the Government, and sucha 
as never had aprecedent; a Government compared 
with which that of the tomahawk and scalping- 
knife were mild and merciful! And would apolo- 
gies for this blood-stained tyrant and usurper be 
offered by any American Senator? Were we to be 
told that we must speak of Santa Anna in terms of 
mildnessand respect? Mr. W.said he had spoken 
of him,and would speak of him, as he deserved— 
as a monster unworthy the name of man. And 
whilstthis Mexican usurper is threatening a war 
of extermination and indiscriminate massacre 
upon our frontiers, are we coldly debating wheth- 
er we shall defend the country or not? One word 
as regards the much abused people of Texas. 
They were not rebels; Santa Anna was the rebel. 
It might be that he was in Mexico a successful 
rebel; time would determine; but still hc was a 
rebel—a rebel against the federal constitution of 
Mexico, which he had prostrated by the bayoncts 
ofa brutal soldiery ;and that it was only when this 
constitution was overthrown — when its wrecks 
and fragments were scattered over the Mexican 
empire—and when the surges of despotism were 
rolling onward to ingulf the liberties of Texas— 
then, and then only, had the people of Texas de- 
clared their independence; and however unequal 
the conflict might be, Mr. W. did not doubt but | 
that they would be successful. | 
Mr. PORTER observed that he was no apolo- || 
gist for Santa Anna; indeed, he had heard no | 
apology for him on that floor, as the Senator from 
Mississippi seemed to have done. 
to war with any 
we did not like, or because they were oppressors 
and despots, the idea was absurd. He should 
like to know in what sort of a situation we should 
be placed, if we entered into such quixotic con- 
tests. Despots predominated all over the world, 
and we had treaties with many of them. We had 
treaties with the Sublime Porte; with the Barbary 
Powers; and, as the gentleman from Virginia 
near him observed, they had treaties with the 
Autocrat of all the Russias. 
ments with all these Powers; and yet they heard 
nothing about them like the language that had 
been used in reference to Santa Anna. Heshould . 
like to know what was the use of this abuse, 
unless it was to excite in our people those feel- 
ings which the Senator from South Carolina sald . 
he found so difficult to restrain. He had as strong © 
a smpai for the people of Texas, as strong a 
feeling for human rights, and as much hatred of | 
cruelty and oppression, as any man; but he was ©: 
not prepared to go over the world expending our ` 
blood and treasure to succor the oppressed. We 
leaving them where |: 


should end (said Mr. P.) b 
hould be much worse off ` 


they are, while we s 

than when we began. It was in vain to indulge 
in such feelings—we could do no good by it, and ; 
we might involve ourselves in difficulties with a | 
foreign Pewer. The Senator from Mississippi 
said that he could not give the name of the author i 
of this letter, but that he was a man of the highest 
respectability. He had seen too much of the i 
world to attach any credence to reports of this | 
kind. He did not question the veracity of the 
writer, though he believed that he did not gethis 
information from acorrect source. The idea was 
too ridiculous, that Santa Anna should march one 
thousand eight hundred miles from the banks of 
the Sabine, to plant his banners on this Capitol, 


| ence our judgments. 


We had arrange- - 


: were on terms of peace, 
“cause? They had gone 


| the Republic 


, letter for himself; but that the name of the writer 
Government | must not be publishe 


d. Mr. W. said he should 

` not have read any part of the letter to the Senate, 

` but for the call made by the Senator from South 
Carolina, (Mr. Presron,] and the doubts cx- 

; pressed -by the Senator from Louisiana, [Mr. 
Porrer.] These doubts, however, would disap- 
pear upon a perusal of the letter. 

Mr. BROWN regretted very much to hear 
expressions that had been used in the course of 
the debate, calculated, in his opinion, to stimulate 
feelings in the people of this country already 
sufficiently excited, and to encourage feclings of 
hostility against a nation with which we are at 
peace. He protested, for one, gainst entering 
into a crusade to regulate the internal concerns of 
any nation; he protested against any acts, or the 
expression of any feelings, calculated to involve 
us in a war with the Government of Mexico. He 
could attach no importance to the expressions 
said to have been used by Santa Anna with regard 
to this country; for, coming in the way it did, we 
could not, consistently with what was due to our- 
selves, notice it. When Santa Anna himself 
thought proper to address to this Government, 
through his diplomatic agents, or promulgate to 
the world officially, threats of the nature alluded 
to by the Senator from South Carolina, he should 
then be ready to resent them; but, coming in the 
shape these expressions have done, they were 
unworthy of our notice, and ought not to influ- 

They all knew how com- 


mon it was, in the city of Washington, to hear 


As to going | of extraordinary declarations attributed to distin- 
Government whose institutions :| guished individuals, and how little credence was 


| to be attached to them. He did not intend (he 


said) to question the veracity of the author of 


fi 
i 
i 
i 
if 


. correctness of his information 


But the gentleman from South Carolina had i 


invoked them in the name of liberty to act in 
: favor of Texas, (not at this time, for he considers 
it premature,) but when the proper time should 
arrive. Was the honorable gentleman very cer- 
tain that they would favor 
war in behalf of Texas? 
ans don 
selves in a war with a cou 
in order to favor their 


What had these Tex- 


a land of despotism; they had cut asunder the 
ties which bound them to the freest and happiest 
country on earth, 
sympathies, they 
claims to our support. 

But it was said that 
of Mexico, trampled on the consti- 
tution, and 
therefore, we should support the Texans. 
were (said Mr. B.) the last people on earth who 
should meddle with the internal concerns of 
another nation. If there was any one principle 
of national law more sacred than another, it was 
that one nation ought not to interfere with the in- 
ternal policy of its neighbor. If we set him the 
example, Santa Annamight take it into his head, or 
another foreign Government might do so, that we 
were in need of reformation; that our institutions 
were not such as conformed to their opinions; 
and we might have a war on our hands brought 
on us by the very example we had set. He was 
utterly opposed to anything of the kind. What, 
(said Mr. B.,) shall we become propa andists ? 


and tear the laurels from the brow of General 
Jackson. The idea was so ridiculous, that gen- 
tlemen there could not hear the letter read without 
laughter. And this, tco, wag the man who was 


$ 


Shall we have scenes here at this capita such as 
were witnessed at Paris in the French revolution 
when individuals representing every countr 
1 Europe appeared before the National Assem 


the letter; but he could not avoid questioning the ; 


liberty by engaging in | 


e to require that we should embron our- i" 
ntry with whom we i 


from a land of liberty to : 
and although they had our ` 
had voluntarily relinquished all ; 
Santa Annahad overthrown |; 


established a despotism; and that, ;; 
We 


biy, | 


and called on them to liberate them from their 
oppressors? Shall we have another Anacharsis 

 Cloots preaching a crusade in favor of the op- 
pressed all over the world? We were now (said 

_Mr. B.) in astate of peace and unexampled pros- 
perity, and should we pursue any course cal- 
culated to jeopard that peace and impair our 
prosperity ? 

He thought it due to the importance of the 
subject to throw out these few observations; he 
viewed the subject as pregnant with important 
consequences, and considered that our best in- 
terests depended upon pursuing a prudent and 
_ cautious course. 

- Mr. MOORE could not conceive how the Sen~ 
ator from North Carolina [Mr. Brown] saw any 
proposition there to interfere with Santa Anna’s 
Government. The gentleman seemed to have 
mistaken the question before the Senate. He 
regretted to see the disposition evident in many 

_ gentlemen to give petitions of this nature the go- 
by—a measure they were not disposed to mete 
out to abolition petitions, for when their recep-. 
tion was objected to gentlemen talked about vio- 
lations of the Constitution. They were told that, 
they must not use harsh epithets towards Santa 

` Anna; gentlemen would excuse him if he did not 

choose to be so delicate in his language towards 
that blood-thirsty despot. Who was Santa Anna 

. that they must not speak of him in the terms that 

he deserved? Was he not more ferocious and 
cruel than the most savage Camanche that roamed 

: the prairies? Had he not violated the most solemn 
pledges, and shed blood without pity and with- 
out remorse? These Texans, for whom our sym- 
pathies were excited, were our countrymen and 
kindred; had gone to Texas from the purest and 
noblest of motives; and he rejoiced to hear the 
cloquent Senator from South Carolina speak of 
them as he did. He was himself opposed to doing 
anything that would compromit the neutrality of 
this country; buthe could not see how the print- 
ing of the memorial, or expressions of aen 
on that floor, could have that effect. 

Mr. BUCHANAN said he had received several 
memorials from the city of Philadelphia of the 
same character as those which had been presented 
by the Senator from South Carolina, [Mr. Pres- 
ToN.) He had intended to present them this morn- 
ing to the Senate, but was prevented from doing 
so at the proper moment by an accidental cir- 
cumstance. It was also his intention to have 
accompanied their presentation by some re- 
|| marks. These he thought best to offer now, 
|| rather than to wait until to-morrow, and then be- 
‘| come instrumental in getting up another debate. 
‘| These memorials asked Congress ‘‘ to recog- 
‘| nize the independence of Texas, and at such 
‘| time, and in such manner as may be deemed 
proper, to interpose to terminate the conflict 
‘i which now rages in that country.” 

In some remarks which he had submitted to 
the Senate a few days since, and which, like all 
|| other proceedings in this body, had been much 
misrepresented abroad, he had indulged the feel- 
ings of a man and an American citizen. What 
he then had uttered were the sentiments of his 
heart in relation to the existing struggle in Texas. 
But when he was called on asa Senator to recog- 
| nize the independence of that country, he thought 
it prudent to refer back to the conduct of our ances- 
` tors, when placed in similar circumstances, and 
to derive lessons of wisdom from their example. 
If there was any one principle of our public po icy 
| which had been well settled—one which ha been 
|| acted upon by every Administration, and which 
had met the approbation not only of this countrys 
' but of every civilized Government with which 
| we have intercourse, it was, that we should never 
| interfere in the domestic concerns of other nations. 
i| Recognizing in the people of every nation the 
absolute right to adopt such forms of government 
as they thought proper, we had always preserved 


the strictest neutrality between the parties, in 
din civil war, We 


every country, while engage 

had left all nations perfectly free, so far as we 
were concerned, to establish, to maintain, or to 
change their forms of government, according to 


| 


Hi 
i 
1 


their own sovereign will and pleasure. it would 
indeed be surprising, and more than tliat, it would 
be unnatural, if the sympathies of the American 


i| people should not be deeply, earnestly enlisted 
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in favor of those who drew the sword for liberty 
throughout the world, no matter where it was 
raised to strike. Beyond this we had never pro- 
ceeded. 

The peaceful influence of our example upon 
other nations was much greater—the cause of 
free covernment, was thus more efficiently pro- 
moted than if we should waste the blood and 
treasure of the people of the United States in for- 
eign wars waged even to maintain the sacred 
cause of liberty. The world must be persuaded; 
it could not be conquered. Besides, (sard Mr. B.,) 
we can never, with any proper regard for the 
welfare of our constituents, devote their energies 
and their resources to the cause of planting and 
sustaining free institutions among the people of 
other nations. E 

Acting upon these principles, we had always 
recognized existing Governments de facto, whether 
they were constitutional or despotic. We had 
the same amicable relations with despotisms as 
with free Governments; because we had no right 
to quarrel with the people of any nation on ac- 
count of the form of government which they might 
think proper to adopt or to sanction. Itwas their 
affair, not ours. We would not tolerate such in- 
terference from abroad; and we ought to demean 
ourselves towards forcign nations as we should 
require them to act towards ourselves. 

A very striking illustration of this principle 
had been presented, during the present Adminis- 
tration, in the case of Portugal. We recognized 
Don Miguel’s Government, because he was de 
facto in possession of the throne, apparently with 
the consent of the Portuguese people. In this re- 
spect, Mr. B. believed, we stood alone, or nearly , 
lone, among the nations of the carth. When he 
was expelled from that country, and the present 
Qucen seemed to be firmly scated upon the throne, 
we had no difficulty, pursuing our established 
policy, in recognizing her Government. 

A still more striking case, and one to the very 
point in question, had occurred during Mr. Mon- 
roe’s administration. ‘The Spanish provinces, 
throughout the whole continent of America, had 
raised the standard of rebellion against the King 
of Spain. They were struggling for liberty 
against oppression. The feclings of the Ameri- 

can people were devotedly enlisted in their favor. 
Our ardent wishes and our prayers for their suc- 
cess continued throughout the whole long and 
bloody conflict. But we took no other part in 
their cause; and we rendered them no assistance, 
except the strong moral influence exerted over 
the world by our well-known feelings and opin- 
ions in their favor. When (said Mr. B.) did we | 
recognize their independence? Not till they had 
achieved it by their arms; not until the contest 
was over, and victory had perched upon their 
banners; not until the good fight had been fought 
„and won. We then led the van in acknowledg- 
ing their independence. But until they were in- 
dependent in fact, we resisted every effort, and | 


-every eloquent appeal which was made in their |: 


behalf, to induce us to depart from the settled | 
policy of the country. When the fact of their | 
actual independence was established, then, and 
not till then, did we acknowledge it. | 

He would rejoice should similar success attend 


to be scrupulously respected by both parties. | 
He thus declared to the world not only that we 
had determined to be neutral between the parties, 
but that our neutrality must be respected by both. 
This affords abundant evidence of his disposition 
neither to interfere with the internal concerns 
of other nations, nor to submit to any violation ' 
of the law of nations by them. Mr. B. enter- 
tained neta doubt that the line of conduct which 
he had marked out for himself in the beginning, 
he would pursue until the end, so far as the ex- | 
ecutive Government was concerned. 

It was obviously necessary to concentrate a 
strong military force on the confines of Texas, 
not only to enforce our neutrality, but to protect 
the lives and property of our fellow-citizens. 
This had been done; but the commanding general 
had been strictly prohibited from acting except 
on the defensive. 

Such a force waa absolutely necessary to pre- 
serve inviolate our treaty with Mexico.! Under 


-it, we were bound to maintain peace among the 


Indian nations along the frontier of the two coun- 

tries, and to restrain the Indians within our ter- | 
ritory, by force if that should become necessary, , 
from making war upon Mexico. This obligation | 
was reciprocal, and bound both parties. If the | 


Indians from Texas should be let slip upon our | 
frontier—if they, or Santa Anna, or any other | 
power, should attempt to invade our territory, : 
then every American would say, repel force by | 
force, and return blow for blow. Our cause and | 
our quarrel would then be just. i 

But (said Mr. B.) let us not, by departing from | 


our settled policy, give rise to the suspicion that ' 
| 


we have got up this war for the purpose of wrest- 
ing Texas from thosc to whom, under the faith 
of treaties, it justly belongs. Since .the treaty 
with Spain of 1819, there could no longer be any 
doubt that this province was a part of Mexico. 


He was sorry for it; but such was the undeni- | 


able fact. Let us then follow the course which 
we had pursued, under similar circumstances, 
in all other cases. 


Mr. B. said his blood boiled whilst contem- | 
plating the cruelties and the barbarities which | 
- were said to have been committed by the Mex- | 
‘icans in this contest. The heart sickened and 


- revolted at such a spectacle. But, as an Amer- 
ican Senator, he could give the Texans nothing 
except ee and his good wishes. 

Mr. SHEPLEY was opposed to the printing 
ofthe memorial. He would do nothing that would 


_ give the least countenance to the objects contem- 


plated by these memorialists, which were neither 
more nor less than that they should interfere in 
the affairs of Texas. Nor was the Senate pre- 
pared to compromise the neutrality of the country 
Ww taking part in the struggle going on there. 

hy print these memorials, unless 1t was pro- 
posed to circulate them, either for the purpose of 
further inflaming the public mind on the subject, 
or acting on them there? He was not prepared to 
propagate these opinions; and the very allusion 
to the expressions of Santa Anna made on that 


floor would convey abroad erroneous impressions. ` 
|| He did not understand the letter as saying that `: States according to their Federal population, to be 
| Santa Anna would come here, but that he would | applied to such objects and for such purposes as 

do so and tear the laurels from the brow of Gen- | 


jl 


! cruelty displayed in violating the rules of war in 

| Texas. He hoped the Senator from Maine would 
make no particular opposition to printing the 
memorial. 

The memorial was then laid on the table, and 
ordered to be printed. 

REMOVAL OF INDIANS. 
The resolution submitted by Mr. WEBSTER, 
‘calling on the War Department for information - 
as to contracts for the removal of Indians, was 
agreed to. 
SERVICES OF VOLUNTEERS. 
i; On motion of Mr. BENTON, the bill authoriz- 
| ing the President to accept the service of volun- 
! teers was taken up; and, after a discussion on 
‘ the amendment relative to the manner in which 
the officers shall be appointed, in which Messrs. 
BENTON, PRESTON, LEIGH, KNIGHT, 
CRITTENDEN, and WEBSTER, took part, 

Mr. SWIFT moved to recommit the bill to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. NICHOLAS moved to amend the motion 
of Mr. Swiet, by instructing the committee to 
bring in a bill to place the military peace estab- 

i lishment on the footing that it was in 1815. 

| On taking the question, the motion of Mr. 
i Nicwoxas was lost; and the motion of Mr. Swirr 
| was adopted. 

The Senate then adjourned. 


| 
| HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 


| 


| Monpar, May 9, 1836. 


| Mr. EVERETT, by leave, submitted the fol- 
lowing resolution; which, under the rule, lies one 
day: 
! Resolved, That the President of the United States be 
'| requested to communicate to this House, if, in Iris opinion, 
| it shall not be incompatible with the pubiic interest, the 
| instructions which have been transmitted from time to time 
l; since the Ist day of January, 1835, to the representative of 
. the United States at the Government of Mexico, relative to 
.| the boundaries between the two nations, and relative to the 
|i setting on foot military expeditions by citizens of the United 
|: States against the Mexican province of Texas; and relative 
to the military occupation or contemplated occupation, 
under the authority of the President, of any post or place 
within the said province of Texas ; and all correspondence 
and communications which have passed at Washingtoi or 
at Mexico, between the two Governments, respecting the 
, same; and all information in possession of the Executive 
respecting the same; and also, that the President be 
requested to communicate to this House all orders and 
instructions issued to the military er other officers of the 
United States or of the States, relative to the defense of the 
western frontier; and all correspondence between them and 
the Government respecting the same. ' 


PROCEEDS OF THE PUBLIC LANDS. 
. The House resumed the consideration of the 
` motion herctofore submitted by Mr. WILLIAMS, 
: of Kentucky, to refer to the Committee of Ways 
i and Means, with instructions, a preamble and 
. resolutions of the Legislature of Kentucky on the 
! subject of the public lands. 
Mr. WILLIAMS modified his motion by pro- 
posing to refer said preamble and resolutions to 
., the Committee of Ways and Means, with instruc- 
tions to report a bill distributing the procecds of 
the sales of the public lands among the several 


, the Legislatures of the States respectively shall 


the arms of the Texans. He trusted they would | eral Jackson in case we should be the first aggress- || determine. 

yet conquer their independence against the myr- | ors. e had no occasion for war, and our li Mr. W. rose to address the House; when 
midons of Santa Anna. In that event, there was: sympathies in favor of Texas ought not to be; Mr. GRAVES requested him to give way for 
no man in the country who would vote more :, excited for that purpose. He sympathized with || amoment to enable him to make a remark or two 


cheerfully to recognize it than himself. Until) the people of Spain, suffering from a most san- 


that time should arrive, he must continue to act |; guinary state of warfare; he felt a sympathy for || 


upon the firmly-established principles which had ' 
been our guide for nearly half a century. 
Mr. B. believed that no President of the United | 


i the oppressed all over the world; but he had no ; 


: idea of sacrificing the peace of the country. He |: 


hoped that the printing of the memorials would 


States had ever been more strongly convinced of | not be ordered; for it would be like giving coun- | 


the necessity of maintaining this principle invio- 

late than General Jackson. His whole conduct ` 
toward foreign Governments had made this man- ; 
ifest. Whilst (said Mr. B.) he requires justice ! 
from all, he treats all with justice. In his annual ' 
message, at the commencement of the present 

session, he informed Congress that instructions 

had been given to the district attorneys of the : 
United States to prosecute all persons who might | 
attempt to violate our neutrality in the civil war | 
between Mexico and Texas. He also stated that | 
he had apprised the Government of Mexico that | 
weshould require the integrity of our territory ` 


tenance to the objects of the memorialists. 
> Mr. WEBSTER submitted to the Senate, 


whether the motion to print the memorial had not | 
better be adopted, because the citizens who signed | 


it were respectable, and the omission of it might 
seem to be a sort of disrespect to the petitioners; 
and, as printing was so much a matter of course, 


no improper construction, he thought, could be | 
He had heard nobody on this floor | 


put upon it. 
making an apology for the commander of the 
' forces in Mexico, and did not wish any erroneous 
‘ impressions to go abroad that any one here was 
‘the apologist of the dishonorable conduct and 


| 


| personal to himself, in reply to an attack made 
upon him in the Globe this morning. 

Mr. WILLIAMS would yicld the floor for that 
purpose. 

Mr. BOON protested against the practice of one 
member yielding the floor from time to time to 
another, and afterwards claimingit as a matter of 
right. If the gentleman fram Kentucky, entitled 
to the floor, again yielded it, he would contest his 
right to it, until other members, who chose to, had 
addressed the House. 

Mr. WILLIAMS would not give way if the 
gentleman from Indiana objected. 

Mr. GRAVES would not press his request, if 
it would be the means of depriving his colleague 
of the floor. It was the first time, he believed, 
that any objection had been made, where a mem- 
ber had asked the consent of the House to make 


| astatement personal to himself. 


, 


before che llouse. 

Me, WILLIAMS then proceeded to address the 
House on the subject of the instructions moved 
by nim to the Committee of Ways and Means; 
and in repiy to such of the arguments of his col- 
league (Mr. Hawes} as he considered; for he 
contended thatthe principal part of his colleague's 
speech was made up of bread denunciations, with- 
out the shadow of truth to support them, 

He contended that tae request from the Legis- 
lature of Kentucky was an expression of public 
opinion, and ought to be received as such; and 
hoped his colleague would receive that expression 
now, as he had contended it should have been 
heretofore received, His colleague had charged 
the Legislature of his Staw with having acted in 
bad raith, and for political effect, in relation to 
this measure. Mr. W. repelled thatcharge. He 
had more confidence in the Legislature of his 
State than to suppose they would act in bad faith 
on so important a subject as the present. He 
contended that they had acted in good faith, and 
agreeable to the wishes of the people of Kentucky, 
who felta deep and abiding interest on this sub- 
jeet. With respect to the assertion of his col- 
league, that there were only four representatives 
of the people of Kentucky on that floor, and that 
there were nine who were not the representatives 
of the people, he would say that his (Mr. W.’s) 
constituents were decidedly in favor of a distri- 
bution of the proceeds of ie public lands. Mr. 
W. said, as his colleague had boasted of having 
always acted ia conformity to the will of his con- 
stituents, he would ask him whose representative 
he was on the memorable occasion of the passage 
of the bil, commonly called the force bill? His 
colleague's name (he said) would be found ina 
very lean minority voting against that measure, 
which measure was concurred in by nincty-nine 
out of a hundred of the people of Kentucky. His 
colleague had said thaplie never would vote fora 
measure which would bring his constituents to 
ask or receive money of the General Government. 
Now, Mr. W. thought it rather extraordinary 
that his colleague would not vote for a proposi- 
tion allowing his constituents to receive what they | 
were entiled to. Mr. W.'s constituents did de- 
mand the passage of the bill, and they demanded 
itas a matter of right. But his colleague had 
raid, Would you have the people, who are mas- 
ters, ask of the representatives, their servants, 
to give them this? Why, Mr. W. had always 
considered the relation of master and servant to 
be such, that the master had the right to ask his 
servant to give him that which he was entitled to; 
but his colicague had reversed the nature of things. 
His colleague had also said if this bill did pass, 
that it would take the whole of that portion of 
the money which would go to Kentucky to edu- 
cate the children in his district. Mr. W. thought 
it a singular kind of argument, that because there 
would not be enough of money to educate all 
the children in a State, therefore it should not 
be allowed to receive anything for purposes of 
education. Buthe said that his proposition went 
to distribute the proceeds of the sales of public 
lands, not for a limited time, but while there were 
lands in the market. He said we had now arrived 
at a period of unusual prosperity; a period which 
to a certain extent, was to fix the policy and 
future destiny of the country. Thecountry had 
reached a hcight of prosperity which few gov- 
ernments had ever reached at so early an age. 
He said we were now out of debt—had paid off 
the debts which we had incurred during our strug- 

es for liberty; we had paid off, and were still 
paying off, those who had rendered service in 
days of trial; and notwithstanding all that, we 
had an overflowing Treasury, which was increas- 
ing witha rapidity heretofore unknown. Ought 
they not, then, to fix upon some plan for dispos- 
ing of this money? here were different means 
of disposing of it. Some were for preparing the 
country for defense in time of war, by increasing i 
the Navy, building up of fortifications, &c. He: 
would go as far as any member on that floor to 
put the country in a condition for ample and | 


complete defense ; he would go as far as the | 


‘commenced to discuss it by reading extracts of 
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| 


furthest in increasing the Navy; but he was. 


, stitutional scruples. 


on States for 
no debate. 
motion. 


day, 
Mr. BOON, who addressed the House on the 


fortifiention, He was in favor of having certain 
points fortified, and to have navy-yards protected; 
but he contended that the most effective way of 
preparing for war was by railroads, canals, and 
Improving the navigation of water-courses. By 
that means, in a short time, any numberof men, 
and any amount of munitions of war, might be 
brought to a certain point. He considered this 
much more efficient than to fortify the whole sea- 
coast. 

He was opposed to the public treasure remain- 
ing in the deposit banks. He did not, however, 
pretend to say that they were unsafe. The presses 
of one political party said they were unsafe, while 
those of the other pronounced them safe. He 
would not pretend to decide that point; but! 
whether it was in the vaults of the deposit banks, 
or in those of the United States Bank, still he 
would be for removing it and returning it to the 
pockets of the people. The mere question of the 
money being safe or unsafe, ought not to influ- 
ence the vote ofa single man. If the money was 
unsafe, the bill could not make it safe. The 
money should be returned to the people in the 
same proportion in which it was taken trom them. 
Another reason why the money should not re- 
main in the vaults of the banks was, that it was 


leaving too much power and influence inthe hands 
of those who had charge of the money. 
the duty of the Representatives of the people to 
remove temptation from the President and Secre- 
tary of the Treasury. 
honorable the present President might be, it was 
unknown who was to be his successor. Let who 
would be his suceessor—whether it was to be 
Martin Van Buren, Hugh L. White, or William 


It was 


However patriotic and 


H. Harrison, still he would put the money out 


of their reach, because there might arrive a time 8 
kd >a . . . 

when the money would be grasped to perpetuate “individual who was capable of discernment, must 

a continuance in the office of P 


resident for life. 
It was the duty, therefore, of the representatives 


of the people to remove as faras possible all tempt- 
ation from the officers of the Government. Some 


(Mr. W. said) had constitutional objections to 
this measure of distribution. He would only say 
upon that subject that he, for one, had no con- 
He did not believe that the 
framers of the Constitution ever intended that 
money should be collected to be hoarded up b 
the Government in all time to come. Mr. wW. 
then argucd that they had the right to distribute 
the proceeds of the sales of public lands; and as- 
serted that although Kentucky had paid in her 
proportion to the public Treasury, yet she had | 
never received the first dollar from the Treasury, 
while millions had been expended in other States. 
Mr. TOUCEY obtained the floor; but gave 
way to 
Mr. JOHNSON, of Tennessee, who submit- , 
ted a motion to postponc the subject before the , 
House, and also other debatable petitions upon |. 


I 


i 


‘ the Speaker’s table, until Monday next, and that | 


the rules be suspended for the purpose of calling | 
etitions which should give rise to 
r. J. subsequently withdrew the 


Mr. TOUCEY being entitled to the floor, but 
preferring to postpone his remarks until another 
he yielded the floor to i 
i 
subjects embraced in the motion of the gentleman i 


come the fashion now not to speak to the subject | 


before the House, he hoped he would be pardoned 


if he should make a small digression from the | 
subject under consideration. The gentleman 
from Kentucky [Mr. Arren] liad, some time | 
ago, congratulated himself and the country in | 
having had an opportunity, after a session of 
three months, to discuss this proposition; and he 


letters and documents to show that Andrew 
Jackson had not pursued the same course in his 
administration which he had previously recom- 
mended to Mr. Monroe. Mr. B. said, about the 
close of Mr. Monroe’s administration, the coun- 
try was divided into four great political parties. 
Those four parties were, after the election of 
a President by the House of Representatives, 


‘Mr. B.) a reduction of 


| make their own improvements. 


It was then that war was commenced betwcen 
the ins and the outs. 

After General Jackson was elected, he found 
himself surrounded by men in office who were 
hostile to him, and it was necessary for him to 
make a change;and in consequence of that change, 
the cry of proscription had been rung over the 
land ever since he came into office. But Mr. B, 
would ask where this proscription commenced ? 
He would say in his place, without the fear of 
contradiction, that the first work of proscription, 
since the days of Mr. Jefferson, was by that Ad- 
ministration which preceded the present, of which 
Mr. Chay had been a prominent member; which 
proscription was the taking of the publishing of 
the laws from editors who had opposed that Ad- 
ministration, and giving them to the friends of 
that Administration. That was the gentleman 
who, he understood, had said, ‘ Give us patron- 
age,and we will make ourselves popular.” There 
was an editor in Vincennes, Indiana, who was, 
and still continued to be, a friend of the present 
Administration, who had published the laws in 
consequence of his central position. Mr. B. again 
recommended this editor to the then Secretary of 
State; but he discovered that the printer was to 
be changed, because he was not a friend of the 
Administration; and there is where the work of 
proscription commenced. But, if this work of 
proscription had been carried on in Indiana, he 
contended they would have had a Jackson Legis- 
lature. Mr. B. said there had been a great deal 
said about collar-men, and some gentlemen had 
taken occasion to say that they were not collar- 
men; but he had the gratification to say that he 
was acollar-man. He wore the collar of princi- 
ple, and belonged to that party, whether it was 
fortunate or unfortunate, which professed to act 
upon principle. He hoped they would not hear 
so many charges of party tactics¢.because every 


see that those opposed to the present Administra- 
tion were just as full of proscription, not only in 
feeling, but in acts, as any party could be. They 
would proscribe members of Congress, members 
of the Legislature, and Martin Van Buren him- 
self, if they had the power of doing so. They 
had attempted five times to proscribe Mr. B., and 
on one occasion, had succeeded by one single 
vote. i 

Much had been said upon the subject before 
the House, and many tricks had been played off 
in various places. e did not believe there was 
any surplus to distribute. By a reference it would 
be seen that there were in the deposit banks on 
the first of April about thirty-one millions of dol- 
dollars. There were bills reported to Congress 
during the present session, making appropria- 
tions of upwards of twenty-seven millions of 
dollars; and they would be called upon for about 
six and a half millions for the fulfillment of In- 
dian treaties, being a sum of upwards of two 
millions of dollars over and above the amount in 
the deposit banks. Then if ihese statements were 
correct, this matter of passing a bill for the dis- 
tribution of the public revenue was a perfect polit- 
ical humbug. The question was not to be whether 
the people would consent to a distribution of the 
public revenue, but whether they would consent 
to have drawn from their pockets more money 
than was necessary to carry on the operations of 
the Government. The effect of the bill then would 
be to raise taxes, instead of to distribute the sur- 


‘' from Kentucky, [Mr. Witirams.] As it had be- | plus revenue; and he would ask gentlemen if the 


money would be returned to the people in the 
same ratio in which it was collected? Mr. B. 
was opposed to the system of selling the public 
lands, which would throw them into the hands of 
speculators and land jobbers. But give us (said 
the price of the public 
lands, and the new States will receive actual set- 
tlers instead of land speculators; and then they 
would make their own roads and canals, and 
He would let 
the money rest in the pockets of the people, and 
would advocate no measure which would have a 
tendency to increase taxation, as this bill assur- 
edly would, if the estimates he had referred to 
were correct. He would have no surplus to dis- 
tribute; and if it was likely to increase, he would 
lower taxes and duties, such as could be, so as 
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le retain their money in their own 
may see fit. 


l 


i 


to let the peop 
ockets, to be used as they i 
Mr. LINCOLN moved to take up the jomt 
resolution from the Senate, ‘to authorize the 
Secretary of War to receive additional evidence 
in support of the claims of Massachusetts for dis- 
bursements, services, &c., during the late war. 
Mr. McKIM objected. This day was sct apart 


(at least until one o'clock) for the presentation 
of petitions., No opportunity had been afforded 
for the last three weeks to present petitions; and 
he had in his possession one which he desired to | 
have referred. ; 

Mr. WARD hoped that the gentleman would 
withdraw his objection. The resolution would 

ive rise to no debate, and it was important that 
it should be passed. 

The resolution was taken up, the question 

ending being the following amendment, reported 
by the Committce on Military Affairs: 

And that in the settlement of claims of other States 
upon the United States for services, disbursements, and 
expenditures during the late war with Great Britain, the 
same kind of evidence, vouchers, and prooi, shall be re- 
ceived as is herein provided for in relation to the claim of 
Massachusetts, the validity of which shalt be, in like man- 
ner, determined and acted upon by the Secretary of War. 

The amendment was concurred in; and the 
resolution as amended was read the third time 
and passcd. 

Mr. CAMBRELENG, on leave, presented a 
document from the War Department on the sub- : 
ject of cannon and a national foundery; which | 
was ordered to be printed. roe 

Mr. PHILLIPS, on leave, presented a petition. 

NAVAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 

The House resumed the consideration of the 
following amendment of the Senate to the naval 
appropriation bill: 

Sec. 2. And be it further enacted, That an exploring ex- 
pedition to the Pacific ocean and the South seas be, and the 
same is hereby, authorized and directed, and that the Pres- ' 
ident of the United States be, and he is hereby, authorized 
to prepare and send out for that purpose asloop of war, and 
to purchase or provide such other smaller vessels as may 
be necessary and proper to render the said expedition effi- 


cient and useful. ji 


Sec. 3. And be it further enacted, That the use ofso much | 
of the appropriations for the support of the Navy, and of the | 
means and facilities under the control of the Navy Depart- 
mennas may be necessary and proper for that object, be, 
and the same is hereby, authorized ; and, in addition thereto, 
the sum of $150,000 be, and the same is hereby, appropriated 
out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appro- 


priated. 

The question pending being the following sub- 
stitute for the foregoing, adopted in Committee . 
of the Whole, on the motion of Mr. Jarvis: | 

Strike out all after the word “ that,” in the first line, and i 
insert : | 

The President of the United States be, and be is hereby, | 
authorized, if in his opinion the public interest shalt require, ' 
to send out a surveying and exploring expedition to the 
Pacific ccean and South seas: and for that purpose to em- 
ploy a sloop of war, and to purchase or provide such other 
amall vessels as may be necessary and proper to render the 
said expedition cMcient and useful; and for this purpose the 
sum of $150,000 be, and the same is hereby, appropriated 
out of any moncy in the Treasury not otherwise appropri- 
ated; and, in addition thereto, +t necessary, the President 
of the United States is authorized to use other means in the 
control of the Navy Department, not exceeding $150,000, 
for the objects required. 

Mr. PATTON said that, when he was inter- 
rupted the other day by the calling of the orders 
of the day, he was proceeding to state the ground 
of his objection to the amendment proposed by | 
the committee of the House to the amendment of | 
the Senate. He i 
his objection had been misunderstood. He did 
not intend to make an argument against the au- 
thority of the Government to fit outand direct such 
anexploring expedition. Hehad his doubts about 
it, but was willing to hear what could be said in 


j 
1 


H 
i 
I 


j 


favor of it, and to indicate the result of his reflec- | 
tions upon it by a silent vote. But he objected to» 


eof the proposition made by the Com- | 


the chang 
Naval Affairs of this House. The ori- | 


mittee of 


nal'proposition was, that Congress should author- |. 


ize agg direct the institution of this expedition 
The amendment proposed to make an ppro 
- ation authorizing the expedition, provided the 
President should be of opinion that it was expe- 
. dient ta send it out and establish it, 
Thegentleman from Connecticut (Mr. Toucer] 
- igmistaken in supposing that, by the amendment, 
Congress decides that the expedition is proper, ' 


j 
5 
i 


‘upon hin 


|; posed to devolve upon th 


prehended that the point of || 


but gives the President the privilege of preventin 
it, if he thinks it ought not to be undertaken; an 
if it were so, it would not remove the objection. 
If this thing be right, we ought to direct it to be 
done by law, and leave the President to execute 


we arc not satisfied that it is right, we ought not 
to leave it in the discretion of the Executive to do 
it. Mr. P. said he held it as an important prin- 


ciple in the administration of the affairs of the ; 


Government, that as little discretion as possible 
should be transferred to the executive depart- 
ment; that Congress—the legislative department 
—whenever it is competent to that department, 
should. direct what ought to be done in the execu- 
tion of the legislative powers of the Government; 
and that the Executive Department should be 
confined to the execution of the laws directed by 
Congress; and, in relation to this matter, I main- 
tain that the amendment involves a transfer to 
the executive department of a portion of the ; 
fegisiative power of Congress, and to devolve 
1 a responsibility and burden which ap- 
ly does not belong to the duties of an 
Executive. Is this business of instituting an 
; expedition to explore distant seas and regions a 
proper subject of legislation, or 1s It not? The 
very terms of the original proposition, as well as 
those of the amendment, show the general sense 
that it must be authorized by Congress. If so, 
itis a part of our legislative power to authorize 
it, or not to authorize it. The Executive has no 
power to institute it until Congress shall by law 
authorize it. When, therefore, instead of deciding 
: that it shall be instituted, we refer it to the Exec- 
| utive to say whether it shall be instituted or not, 
“we invest him with a part of our legislative 
' power, and shift from our own shoulders the 
| responsibility of doing what, if done at all, we 
ought to order to be done. , The principle of the 
‘amendment, in my judgment, gocs, the whole 
length of sanctioning our right to devolve upon 
the Executive the whole legislative business of 
‘the country, if we thought he could do it better, 
Í and were disposed to relieve ourselves from the 
urden of it. 
Mr. P. said he theught it invaded that principle 


' propriate 


ib 


lo 

: prese 
the Government, the importance o 
hardly be overrated for maintaining the jus 
and harmonious action of the system. 


rved between the several departments of 
which could 
ttheory 
Mr. P. 


said he knew not, and carcd not to know, whether i 


the performance of this duty, which it was pro- 
e Executive, would be 
agreeable to him or not. He may consider it an 
unpleasant duty, or he may desire the privilege 
of authorizing what some parts of the country 
| think so beneficent a measure, or he may be en- 

tirely indifferent about it. I know nothing about 

this. My objections are not influenced by any 
, desire to relieve the President from a burden, or 
_ deprive him of any gratification. I object to the 
_ principle of the amendment, under which it seems 
| to me we might with the same propricty transfer 
| to the Executive the discretion to do or not to do 


ii any other legislative duty. If this expedition 


- ought to be undertaken, let us direct it absolutely 
; and positively to be instituted. If it be not right 
' to institute, let us say so, and prevent it from being 
' proceeded in. We purely 

; suaded to abstain from the performance of our 

own peculiar legislative duty in determining if 

this expedition ought to be directed, and to de- 

| volve it upon the Executive, by the reason given 

by the chairman of the Committee of Naval 

Affairs, to wit: that we have not the necessary 

information, or means of obtaining it, to enable 

us to decide it. I am not prepared to give any 

| sanction to it until I have the necessary inform- 

ation to satisfy me it ought to be carried on. 

Mr. HAMER concurred to a great extent in 
the views of the gentleman from Virginia on the 
amendment, for he held that each branch of the 
Government should take the responsibility be- 
| longing to it, whether legislative, executive, or 
judicial, and therefore he should have preferred 
the original amendment of the Senate. On the ; 
subject of the expedition, it had been opposed on 
the ground of novelty. This was not the fact, 
for every nation in Europe had sent out similar 
exploring expeditions. Again, with regard to 


| thg po 


| i 


the law. If it be not right in our opinion, or if - 
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f separation which ought to be so sedulously | 


ought not to be per- | 


wer of Congress to authorize this cxpedi- 
| tion, he maintained that the authority was derived 
i under that clause of the Constitution in relation 
to the interests of commerce. As precedents, he 
adduced the surveys of Mr. Hasler of the coast 
of the United States, and the instructions to 
Messrs. Featherstonaugh and Long. They were 
all national objects, similar to the one proposed 
for an exploring expedition to the South sca, 
and on that ground he should vote for it. Mr. 
H. entered into areview of the plan proposed, 
and the advantages that the South sea shing in- 
terest in particular, and the commercial interest in 
general, would derive from it. He also bestowed 
a high commendation upon Mr. Reynolds, who 
was actuated alone by disinterested and patriotic 
zeal, and whose services would be afforded, 
whether he was employed by the Government or 
not. Mr. H. had known him from his boyhood, 
and had the means of estimating his character. 
He expressed his surprise that the gentleman 
` from Kentucky, [Mr. Hawes,] some days since, 
i should have denounced the scheme as visionary, 
` after the unanimous expression of opinion now 
before the House from so many enlightened 

individuals. The whole commercial community 
almost had petitioned for it. The East Indian 
! Marine Society of Salem, Massachusetts, com- 
posed of members who must all have doubled 
‘one of the capes, had also petitioned for it; and 
there were now before Congress the expression 
| of the Legislatures of seven different States in its 
| favor. It was due to ‘this great country that it 
| should add something to the stock of nautical 
knowledge; and he cited the authority of Com- 
| modore Downes for saying that every chart now 
| used in navigating the South seas was the pro- 
; duct alone of European enterprise and informa- 
tion. 

Mr. REED remarked that this was truly a 
national object, and one the justice, the expe- 

diency, or the constitutionality of which he had 
‘no doubt. He should have preferred taking the 
| responsibility himself, awone of the members of 
' that House; but he had no fears of the result, if 
‘it was left to the Executive. Mr. R. adverted to 
_ the extent of our commerce in the South sea, the 

number of ships engaged in that navigation, and 
‘ the dangers and perils attendant thereon, in con- 
' sequence of the existing defective charts, and the 
; want of practical information being collected and 
| embodied for the use of the navigator; and dwelt 

on these points at some length. He referred to 
_avaricty of oral and documentary testimony in 
‘support of the object of this expedition, and to 
i show that it was in no sense of a local character. 
| Mr. HAWES again opposed the proposition. 
! He said it went to appropriate no less than 
|i $300,000 for an exploring expedition to the South 
ji seas, which, he was satisfied, wa exceeding the 
; power given to Congress under the Constitution. 
‘ Moreover, it ought not to have been fixed upon 
| a bill for the naval service, in the face of the prin- 
ciple heretofore acted on, that no appropriation 
should be inserted in any of the bills for the 
| service of the Government but such as were au- 
` thorized by an existing law. Every proposition 
` to amend the other appropriation bills had been 
rejected on this very ground. This alone was a 
: sufficient argument against it. Nor was he to be 
governed in his vote by any such consideration 
as that the Governments of Europe had author- 
| ized it. As well might he be called on to give 
| his vote fora standing army of one or two hun- 
dred thousand men, because the Governments of 
| Europe authorized such establishments. They 
had their dukes, and their marquises, and lords, 
, but that was no reason why we should. 

Mr. HAMER explained that he had not called 
upon any gentleman to vote for this proposition, 
because the Governments of Europe had au- 
thorized similar exploring expeditions. He had 
merely adverted to the fact that such expedi- 
tions were not novel, in replication to the argu- 
ment of the gentleman himself that this was of 
a novel character. - 

Mr. HAWES should, however, in no way, be 
governed by what the Government of Europe had 
done. He did-not follow them in their political 
institutions, nor was he disposed to do so in any- 
thing else of a speculative character. He denied 
| that the benefits contemplated would result from 
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this expedition, With reference to the surveys 
of Mr. Hasler, they were valuable, because they 
related to our own coast. As to Mr. Feather- 
stonaugh’s book, there was not a single idea, not 
a solitary new fact in it; and this was the opinion 
of men of the West who had examined it. But 
even if the book was valuable, it offered no reason 
for the present proposition. Wasit recommended 
by the Secretary of the Navy? It was not. So 
far from it, he had been given to understand that 
that 
could not believe that it would pass that House. 
If it did, he believed they should next have a 
proposition fora Mit he of discovery to the moon, 
or of carrying out the plan of the gentleman from 
Massachusetts [Mr. Apams] for erecting light- 
houses in the skies. 

Mr. PHILLIPS denied that the object of this 
expedition was of a visionary character; for if he 
could bring himself to believe so he should vote 
against it. He did not, however, approve of the 
amendment coming from the Naval Committee, 


Senate, though he should vote for the former. 
Mr. P. then reviewed the subject at some length, 
presenting the difficulties attendant on the nav- 
igation of the South Seas, from its great extent, 
its almost innumerable islands, and its coral reefs, 
referring also to the extent of commerce in that 
quarter. He was in favor of the expedition, be- 
cause he was satisfied the result of it would tend 


i 


gentleman was opposed to it. Mr. H. really 


most materially to diminish, if not altogether re- 


lieve seamen from the danger attendant on South 


important commercial advantages would grow | 


out of such an expedition. 
of documentary and statistical details, illustrative 


South seas. 

Mr. SUTHERLAND madc an earnest appeal 
to the House to take the question without further 
discussion, and he would give way for that pur- 
pose, though, if the debate was continued, he 
should claim the floor. 

The amendment of the Committee of the Whole 
to the amendment of the Senate was then agreed 
to. 

The question recurring on agreeing to -the 
amendment as amended, 

Mr. HAWES asked for the yeas and nays, 
which were ordered. ` 

Mr. DICKERSON was op 
proposition; for he did not 
cven if it were constitutional. Moreover, they 
had not the information before them necessary to 
enable them to act on the subject understandingly; 
and he was opposed to this hasty mode of legis- 
lation by tacking new propositions to bills with 
which they had no necessary connection. ‘The 
bill for the service of the Navy had now been de- 
layed for weeks in discussing a measure for an 
exploring expedition which, if carried into effect, 
it was doubtful whether any benefit would result. 
The subject was not a new one, and action ‘on it 
had before failed in Congress. He then referred 
to the report of a former committee of the Senate 
onthe subject, unfavorable to such an expedi- 
tion, and sent the report to the Clerk’s table to be 


read. : 

Mr. CAMBRELENG did not rise (he said) to 
engage in this debate, but to intreat the House 
not to carry the ordinary Navy appropriation bill 
upon an exploring expedition further than it had 


posed to the whole 


already gone. He regretted that this amendment |. 


should have been made by the Senate; not that 
he was opposed to the object, for he deemed it 
highly expedient, but he threw himself upon the 
induteence of the House to intreat them to vote 
on it at once, and either adopt it or reject it. The 
passage of this appropriation bill had now been 

_ postponed fora month, in consequence of the Sen- 
ate’s amendment. 

The question was then taken on concurring in 
the amendment as amended; and the vote was— 
yeas 92, nays 68. : 

So the amendment asamended wasconcurred in. 


ARMY APPROPRIATION BILL. 
On motion of Mr. CAMBRELENG, the House 


On these two points ; 
Mr. P. dwelt at some length, and cited a variety `: 


i 


elieve it expedient, | 


resolved itselfinto the Committee of the Whole on severally concurred in, 


the state of the Union, and took up and consid- 
ered the amendments of the Senate to the bill 


making appropriations for the support of the: 


army for the year 1836. 

The amendments were of an unimportant char- 
acter; one was merely verbal, and the other ap- 
propriated only the sum of $300 for completing a 
medal ordered to be struck and presented to Gen- 


|! eral Ripley, and other officers, for their meritori- 


ous conduct during the late war, by a resolution 
of a former Congress. 

The amendments were severally concurred in, 
and the bill was laid aside. 

FORTIFICATION BILL. 

On motion of Mr. CAMBRELENG, the com- 
mittee then took up the bill making appropria- 
tions for certain fortifications of the United States 
for the year 1836. 

The bill having been read by the Clerk, 


‘port of the Army for 1836, $700,000. 
: On motion of Mr. McCOMAS, the committee 


| 


| Senate to that bill were severally concurred in. 


BRIDGE AT HARPER’S FERRY. 
On motion of Mr. MERCER, by general con- 


sent, the House took up the bill to authorize the | 


Shenandoah Bridge Company at Harper’s Ferry 


t id i 
sea voyages; and he also promised himself chat to erect a bridge on the lands of the United States 


at or near the town of Harper’s Ferry. 


The bill was read a second time, and ordered || 


to be engrossed for a third reading to-morrow. 
On motion of Mr. LEWIS, the House then 


: : adjourned. 
of the preseni extent of our commerce in the as 


IN SENATE. 
Tvespay, May 10, 1836. 


Navy Department, in reply 
Senate, on the subject o 
clerks in the public offices; which, on motion of 
Mr. Grunpy, was referred to the Committee on 
Finance. , 

Mr. WALKER presented the petition of the 


1, sold by the United States; which was referred to 
| the Committee on Private Land Claims. 
Mr, KENT presented tha petition of Eleanor 


_ Claims. 7 
Mr. HUBBARD presented the petition of the 


ary army; which was referred to the Committee 
| on Revolutionary Claims. 

_ The following message was received from the 
President of the Unitcd States. 


Wasnineton, May 10, 1836. 
-To the Senate and House of Representatives: 


| ment, that the four installments andcrour treaty with France 
! have been paid tothe agentof the United States. 
munidating this satisfactory termination of our controversy 
; with France, I feel assured that both Houses of Congress 
will unite with me in desiring and belicving that the antici- 

ations of the restoration of the ancient cordial relations 


exertion of mine shall be wauting to efface the remem- 


rse between them. 
ANDREW JACKSON. 


REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 


rupted the accustomed intercou 


Pensions, reported a bill granting a pension to 


was read, and ordered to a second reading. 
Mr. MOORE, from the Committee on Revolu- 


tionary Claims, reported the bill for the relief of 
Nancy Haggard, without amendment. 
NAVY APPROPRIATION BILL. 

On motion of Mr. SOUTHARD, the Senate 
proceeded to the consideration of the amendments 
of the House to the amendments made by the 
Senate to the bill making appropriations for the 
naval service for the year 1836; and the same were 


| 


Mr. CAMBRELNG proposed to amend the © 
as it presented many difficulties, such as those || same by inserting a clause for the armament of the | 
adverted to by the gentleman from Virginia; and || fortifications, in addition to the amount appropri- 

he would have preferred the amendment of the | ated in the bill making appropriations for the sup- 


then rose, and reported the Army appropriation || 
bill to the House; and the amendments of the | 


The CHAIR communicated a report from the | 
to a resolution of the `. 
compensation of the 


heirs of Peter Walker, praying to be permitted | 
to locate land in lieu of that claimed by them and !| to prevent de 


Wills; which was referred to the Committee on | 


heirs of General Jacob Bailey, of the revolution- ` 


Information. has been received at the Treasury Depart- | 


Incom- ` 


with the exception of the 
| amendment providing that the exploring expedi- 
l! tion to the South seas shall be fitted out, ‘ pro- 
vided that the President shalt be of opinion that such 
` expedition is proper and necessary for the public ser- 
vice;” the provision having been struck out on 
motion of Mr. SourHarp—yeas 26, nays 3, aš 
follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Benton, Black, Clay, Clayton, Davis, 
Ewing of Ohio, Grundy, Hendricks, Hubbard, Kent, Knight, 
Leigh, Linn, Naudain, Niles, Prentiss, Rives, Robbins, 
Ruggles, Shepley, Southard, Swift, Tallmadge, Tomlinson, 
Walker, and White—26. 

NAYS—Messrs. Hill, King of Georgia, and Wright—3. 


DEPUTY COLLECTOR AT NEWCASTLE. 


Mr. DAVIS, from the Committee on Com- 
. merce, reported-a bill providing for the appoint- 
ment of a deputy collector to reside at New 
Castle, Delaware; which was, by unanimous 
: consent, read twice, and ordered to be engrossed 
for a third reading. 


BILLS ORDERED TO A THIRD READING. 


The following bills were severally read the 
second time, and considered as in Committee of 
‘the Whole, and ordered to a third reading: 
The bill for the relief of David McCord, 
The bill for the relief of Captain M. T. Wool- 
‘i sey, of the United States Navy; 

he bill to carry into effect the ninth article of 
the treaty with Spain; 

The bill for the relief of Daniel Stoddert; 

‘| The bill to increase the pension of Thomas 
Harrison; 

The bill for the relief of Orris Gay; 

The bill for the relief of Carey Clark; 

The bill for the relief of Albert Pawling; 

The bill for the relief of John Powell; 

The bill for the relief of Richard Anderson; 
| The bill for the relief of the widow of Captain 
Samuel Gibbs; 

The bill for the relief of Dr. Samuel White; 

The bill for the relief of Ransom Mix and John 
i McLeod; 
| The bill for the relief of John A. Rodgers; 

The bill for the relief of Leslie Combs; 

The bill for the relief of Jonathan Elkins; 

The bill for the relief of Jean Baptiste Janis, 
Sr., of Missouri; 

The bill to increase the pension of Jacob Slough; 

The bill for the relief of Stephen Bohannan; 

The bill for the relief of Guy Hitchcock; 

The bill.explanatory of the actentitled “An act 
alcations on the part of the disburs- 
| ing agents of the Government,” passed January 
| 25, 1828; 
| The bill for the relief of Samuel Warner; 
The bill for the relicf of Joshua Hatch and 
l: others, interested in a fishing vessel which was 

lost at sea; 

_ The bill for the relief of Elizabeth Flicker, late 
' widow of Henry Richards, deceased; 
i| ae bill for the relief of Benjamin Bennett and 
ers; 
The bill for the relief of the legal represent- 
` atives of Joseph Hazlitt and Jemima Munroe; 

The bill for the relief of the owners, officers, 
and crews of the private armed vessels Neptune 
and Fox; and 

The bill providing for the payment of certain 
companies of militia of Missouri and Indiana, 


i 


| 


f 


hese 


_. who were embodied for the protection of the fron- 


brance of those misconceptions that have temporarily inter- ,- 
` erally 
L Commi 
|, reading; 
Mr. TOMLINSON, from the Committee on '' 
i| passed: 


Guy Hitchcock, a soldier of the Revolution; which |; 


eames : $ 
etween the two countries, expressed in my former mes- `; tiers against tħe Indians in 1832 


sages on this subject, will be speedily realized. No proper | 


BILLS PASSED. 


The following bills from the House were sev- 
read the second time, and considered as in 
ittce of the Whole, and ordered to a third 
and, after having been en rossed, were, 
by unanimous consent, read the third time, and 

The bill granting pensions and arrearages of 

ensions to certin persons therein named; 

The bill for the relief of Amy Wilson; 

The bill for the relief of Elizabeth May; 

The bill for the relief of Peter Doxtater and 
Jacob Weaver; 

The bill for the relief of Benedict Alford and 
Robert Brush; 

The bill granting 4 pension to 


Colonel Gideon 
Morgan; . pone 
ill for the relief of 


ae f Jesh Tagels 


The bill fôr the reliefo! 


2 
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The bill for the relief of Joseph W. Worm- 
stead, of Marhlehend; end oe crew of the | 
Sally, which was lost at sea; | 
Mere bil foe the relief of Abiel Rhodes and | 
others, owners, officers, and crew of the schooner 
Mary; avd $ 
The bill for the relief of Reuben Colbourn. 
The Senate then adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Tuespay, May 10, 1856. 


Petitions and memorials were presented, on 
leave, by Messrs. McKIM, INGERSOLL, JUD- || 
SON, HOWARD, PARKER, ADAMS, LAW- |; 
RENCE, PINCKNEY, BOND, JOHNSON of 
Tennessee, JOHNSON of Lonisiana, MUH- 
LENBERG, BOYD, and HARRISON of Mis- 


souri. | 


Mr. McKIM presented a memorial of the Board 
of Trade of the city of Baltimore, praying for 
the establishment of a daily express mail from 
New Orleans, through the principal cities, to Port- 
land. Also, a memorial from the same board, 
asking for the passage of a bill to encourage the 
employment of boys in vessels of the United | 
States. | 

Mr. LAWRENCE presented a petition of ` 
Thomas Cushing, of the city of Boston, owner , 
of the schooner Germantown, of Boston, which | 
schooner was duly licensed and engaged during | 
the last season in carrying on the codfishery, 
praying that the bounty granted by law to vessels 
so licensed and employed may be paid to him, 
which bounty is withheld because said schooner 
returned into the port of Ellsworth, and not to 
the port of Boston; which was referred to the 
Committee of Commerce. 

Also, a petition of Joseph Eustis, merchant of 
Boston, praying that the duties paid by him on 
a quantity of merino goods, imported into the 
port of New York in 1834, over and above the 
rate of duty usually imposed on such goods, may 
be refunded with interest, so that he may be 
placed on the same footing with other merehants 
engaged in the importation of the same article; 
which was referred to the Committee of Ways 
and Means. 

RELATIONS WITH MEXICO. 

On motion of Mr. EVERETT, the following 
resolution offered by him yesterday was taken 
up 


requested to communicate to this House, if in his opinion | 
it shall not be incompatible with the public interest, the 
instructions which have been transmitted from time to time 
since the first day of January, 1835; to the representative of 
the United States at the Government of Mexico, relative to 
the boundaries between the two nations, and relative to 
the setting on foot military expeditions by citizens of the 
United States against the Mexican province of Texas; and 
relative to the military occupation, or contemplated eccu- 
pation, under the authority of the President, of any post or 
place within the said province of Texas, and all corre- 
ndence and communications which have passed at 
ashington or at Mexico, between the two Governments, 
respecting the same; and all information in possession of 
the Executive respecting the same; and also, that the Pres- 
ident be requested to communicate to this House all orders | 
and instructions issued to the military or other officers of the 
United States or of the States, relative to the defense of 
the western frontier, and ail correspondence between them 
and the Government respecting the same. 


The question being on the adoption of the 
resolution, 

Mr. ADAMS said, as this subject was some- 
what connected with the debate which took place 
on Saturday last, and in which he had made a 
statement, noticed in the Globe of this morning, 
as follows : . 


“We are informed that several members of Congress 
have made inquiries of the President in relation to the fact 
stated by Mr. Apamg in debate, that he had consulted him 
(then a Major General in the United States Army) in regard 
to the limits stipulated in the treaty of 1819, for the south- 
western frontier of the Union. We are informed that the. 
President, in reply to these inquiries, has said, that Mr. 
Apams must have fallen intosome mistake ; that he has not 
the slightest recollection of having been consulted on the 
subject; that he could not have expressed an opinion in re- 
gard to the stipulation, because he. had not any exact in- 


of the country, or the nature and extent of the claim set 
up for it by our Government ; and because the only pointin 
the treaty with which his duties as a military man made 
him acquainted being Florida, he presumes, if consulted at 
all in relation to the treaty, of which he has no recollection, 
it must have been in regard to that Territory ”— 


Resolved, That the President of the United States be i; 


upon the resolution should be taken. With ref- 
erence to this statement, he had only to say, that 
of the recollections of the President of the United 
States he knew nothing; but in consequence of 
this statement in the Globe, he felt himself called 


! upon to repeat the statement which he had made 


on Saturday last, and to say, that the consulta- 
tion with the present President of the United 
States, to which he had then adverted, was not . 
because he was a military commander in the | 


: Army of the United States, though he was then : 
| acting in that capacity. The treaty was signed 
: on the 22d of February, 1819; and he presumed 


it was in the recollection of many members of the | 
House, that General Jackson was at that time in | 
this city, as that was the celebrated session during | 
which ae proceedings in the Seminole war were ; 
| subjects of deliberation in both Houses of Con- 
gress; and General Jackson was here during the 
consideration of that subject, and was here at the 
time of the conclusion of the treaty. He now 


the cabinet of Mr. Monroe who assented to that 
boundary. Mr. A. was the negotiator of the 
treaty with Mr. Onis, the Spanish Minister, and 
he acted upon the principle that it was his duty 
to concede nothing, either territory or anything 
else, claimed on the part of the United States. 
Whatever he did was subject to the decision of 
! his superior, the President of the United States, 
‘under whose orders he acted; and he would further 
state, that during the negotiation of that treaty, 
which was partly carried on by personal confer- 
ences with Mr. Onis, and partly by correspond- 
| ence, there was nothing either in the conferences 
| nor in the correspondence, of which he did not 
make immediate report to the President of the 
United States, both of the communications made 
j to Mr. Onis and of those received from him. In 
| every step in relation to that treaty, the President 
! took advice of the whole of his cabinet; in no one 
single instance was there a concession of any 
claim proposed or advised by Mr. A. He did not 
mean to say that he did anything but what he 
was bound to do, or was his duty; and he had 
carried through that measure the same principle 
as he had done in all others which had been as- 
signed tohim. Acting immediately under the eye 
i of the President, his duty was to defend the whole 
claim of the United States; and to the best of his 
ability he had done so. Concession might, and 
did, come from others—it was in no instance 
whatever proposed by him. 

But to come to the precise point. After the 
treaty had been framed and ready to receive the 
signatures of the contracting parties, but before 
there was any obligation upon our part to sign it, 
by the express direction of Mr. Monroe, he (Mr. 
A.) took the treaty, drawn up as it was, to Gen- 
eral Jackson, not as to the military commander 
of the Army of the United States, but as to a 
highly distinguished citizen of the United States, 
who, being here at the time, the then President 
of the United States thought proper to consult 
upon a subject of such great importance. He 
took the treaty to him at his lodgings, which were 
in a house at that time kept, he believed, by Mr. 
Strother. He took and delivered that treaty into 
the hands of General Jackson, with the particu- 
lar request from Mr. Monroe that he would read 
| it over and give his opinion upon it. He would 
| state further, that General Jackson kept the treaty 
| some time, possibly not more than one day, but 
he kept it a sufficient time to form a deliberate 
opinion upon it; and that he (Mr. A.) called upon 
him after a day or two, and that he returned the | 
treaty, with his approbation of that particular | 
boundary. 

The resolution was then agreed to. 


INDEPENDENCE OF TEXAS. 
Mr. SUTHERLAND asked the consent of the 


| House to present a petition from sundry citizens 
formation at that time, either in regard to the topography :: 


of Pennsylvania, praying Congress to recognize 
the independence of Texas. 

Objection being made Mr. S. moved to suspend 
the rule to enable him to present the petition re- 
ferred to. 


He wished to say a word before the question | 


Mr. DENNY had several petitions which he 
desired to present. He hoped his colleague would ! 


repeated, that with regard to the western or south- | 
ern boundary of the United States mentioned in . 
that treaty, he (Mr. A.) was the last person in | 


May 10, 


move to suspend the rule until one o’clock, so as 
to call the States generally for petitions. 

Mr. SUTHERLAND modified his proposition 
accordingly; when it was negatived without a 


count. 
Mr. HAYNES moved to take up and consider 


| the resolution from the Senate, fixing a day for 
i the final adjournment of the present session of 


Congress. 

Mr. HEISTER asked for the yeas and nays on 
the motion. 

Objection being made to taking up the resolu- 
tion, 

Mr. HAYNES moved to suspend the rules, in 
order to enable him to submit a motion to that 
effect. 

Mr. MANN, of New York, asked for the 


' yeas and nays; which were ordered; and, being 


taken, were—yeas 87, nays 90. 
So the motion to suspend the rules was nega- 
tived. 
. REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 


Mr. WHITTLESEY, of Ohio, from the Com- 
mittee on Claims, reported a bill for the relief of 
Curtis Grubbs; which was read twice and com- 
mitted. 

Mr. MUHLENBERG, from the Committee 
on Revolutionary Claims, reported the following 
bills; which were read twice and committed: 

A bill for the relief of the heirs-at-law of Wad- 
ley Noyes; and 

A bill for the relief of the heirs-at-law of Lieu- 
tenant James Conway. 

Mr. M., from the same committee, reported, 
without amendment, bills from the Senate, in 
addition to the acts for the relief of the legal rep- 
resentatives of George Hurlbert, and of Lucy 
Bond, and Hannah Douglass. 

Mr. MERCER, from the Committee on Roads 
and Canals, reported, without amendment, a 
joint resolution from the Senate to apply the un- 
expended balance of the appropriation for build- 
ing a bridge across the Potomac to the improve- 
ment of Maryland avenue leading to said bridge; 
and the same was committed. 

Mr. BRIGGS, on leave, presented certain 
amendments to the rules of the House; which 
were laid on the table, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Tennessee, from the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means, reported a bill in- 
creasing the compensation of the clerks in the 
several offices therein named; which was read 
twice and committed. 

Mr. INGERSOLL, from the Committee of 
Ways and Means, reported a bill for the relief of 
S. Morris Waln & Co.; which was read twice 
and committed. 

Mr. GILLET, from the Committee on Com- 
merce, reported the following bills; which were 
read twice and committed: 

A bill for the relief of Squire Sterns; and 

A bill for the relief of Henry Beamish. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Virginia, moved that the 
morning hour for Thursday next be set apart for 
the consideration of the bill to extend the pension 
act of 1832; which being objected to, 

Mr. J. moved to susperid the rules for the pur- 
pose of making the motion. Lost. 

Mr. HARRISON, of Missouri, from the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands, reported a bill makin 
a donation of land to the State of Missouri an 
Territory of Arkansas for the purpose of con- 
structing a road for military and other purposes; 
which was read twice, and committed. 

Mr. CONNOR, from the Committee on the 
Post Office and Post Roads, reported several 
amendments to the bill for the organization of 
the Post Office Department; which were ordered 
to be printed. 

Unfavorable reports upon various petitions, 
&c., were made b Mr. WHITTLESEY, of 
Ohio, from the Committee of Claims; Mr. 
STORER, from the Committee on aaa nd 
Pensions; Messrs. MUHLENBERG, CRAIG, 
CRANE and BEAUMONT, from the Committee 
on Revolutionary Claims; Messrs. EVANS and 
HARPER, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions; and by Mr. HARRISON, of Missouri, 
from the Committee on Public Lands. 

On motion of Mr. VINTON, the House pro- 
ceeded to the consideration of 


1836. 


THE ORDERS OF THE DAY. 
The following bills and resolutions from the 
‘Senate were read twice and committed: 
A bill to provide for the payment of the Ver- 
mont militia who served at the battle of Platts- 
burgh; 


A joint resolution authorizing the President of 


the United States to appoint an agent to prose- 
cute and receive from the Court of Chancery © 
England the legacy left to the United States by 
the willof the Jate James Smithson, of London, 
for the purpose of founding the Smithsonian 
University; ; 

‘A bill to authorize letters patent to be issued 
‘to John Howard Ryan, and others; and 


A bill for the improvement of certain harbors, ; 


and for the survey of certain proposed improve- 


ments. A 
A bill from the Senate to appropriate, for a 


limited time, the proceeds of the sale of the public 
lands of the United States, and for granting land 
to certain States, was read twice. A: 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Kentucky, moved to 
commit the bill to the Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union. 

Mr. CARR moved that it be committed to the 
Committee on Public Lands; and 

Mr. GILLET moved to commit the bill to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. ` 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of North Carolina, hoped 
the subject would be referred to the Committee 
of the Whole on the state of the Union. This 
was a measure in which the old States felt a deep 
interest, and it was a measure reguiring the 
prompt and speedy action of the House, and 
therefore should be referred to the Committee of 
the Whole on the state of the Union. If the sub- 
ject should be referred to the Committee on 


?ublic Lands, it would have to come back to the | 


Committee of the Whole; there wag no sort of 
necessity to refer the subject to a standing com- 
mittee, because the subject had occupied the at- 
tention not only of Congress but of the, whole 
nation, and he was desirous that it should be 
acted upon at the present session. 


Mr. CHAMBERS, of Pennsylvania, was op- ` 


posed to any motion which would delay the ac- 
. tion of the House upon this measure. The peo- 
ple of Pennsylvania had their attention directed 


to the subject of a distribution of the proceeds of '' 
A 

tate, : 
by a resolution adopted by an overwhelming ma- | 


jority, had requested their representatives on that ' 
ress with all their influence a distribu- . 


the sale of the public lands, as one of 
moment to them. The Legislature of the 


floor to 
tion of the proceeds of the sales of the public 
lands; he therefore could not consent to any dis- 
osition of the subject which would occasion 
elay. He argued that there was no sort of ne- 


ceasity for referring the subject to one of the ' 


standing committees of the House, because the 


subj 
and messages, until it was as familiar to every 


member of the House as it would be after being i} 


returned from one of the committees. He argue 
also, that it should not go to the Committee on 
Public Lands, because that committee had alrcady 


expressed an opinion on the subject; and there ; 


was no reason why it should go to the Commit- 


tee of Ways and Means. He believed, then, the ` 


subject should be referred to the Committee of 
the Whole on the state of the Union, and hoped 
it would be sent there. 


‘Mr. GRENNELL said that this bill was to be ` 
regarded as the great and prominent measure of || 


the session; that, for three or four years past, the 
condition of the Treasury, and the condition and 


sentiment of the country, concurred to show that ` 
it was necessary a measure of this kind should i 


be adopted; and he thought the whole House 
must see the necessity of acting definitely on this 
measure during the present session. 


period of the session at which they had arrived, 


e feared that, if they referred the bill to one | 


of the standing committees, it would lose a 
favorable place upon the Calendar, and lose the 
action of the House. There were involved in 
the subject, according to the opinion of some 
gentlemen, legal and constitutional topics; and 


they had heard no motion to refer it to the Com- | 


mittee on the Judiciary. The Committee on Pub- 


lic Lands were committed already on the subject, |: 


f ‘to the Committee of Ways and Means, as he 


ect had been discussed in speeches, reports, i 


rom the ` 


by their proposition ta reduce the price of the 
public lands, and to cede, on certain conditions, 
a large portion of the domain to the States in 
i| which it lies—a measure admissory to this. He 
| would say nothing as to the constitutionality of 
i the proposition; he would not (for it was not in 
l order) discuss the merits of the bill; but he could 
| see no reason why the subject should be referred 


could perceive of no occasion for that committee 
| to give the House their financial views upon-the 
| subject. He hoped the subject would be taken ; 
' upin Committee of the Whole, and that there ` 
l: might be some action upon it, so that the people 
|' of the country might be, satisfied on this great 
and engrossing subject, and the Treasury saved | 
| from an alarmingly swelling surplus. The State | 


he represented had expressed, over and over), 


again, its opinion upon the subject, through ita 


Legislature. Massachusetts felt a very deep inter- ` r 
` ately connected with the subject of the public lands 


est therein. Whiy,sir, (said Mr. G.,) should we 
not act upon it in obedience to the declared will 
of the people—for the people of the several States 


had spoken in favor of the measure? It seemed i. 


to him that they would not be doing their duty : 
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and had not much attended to the small details of 
business; butas faraszhe had observed the progress , 
of business, all subjects were referred to the ap- 
propria e-committees. `: i 
his course is founded on sound reason and 
good sense.. The committecs become familiar 
with the subjects.on which they act; and, by a 
long course of examination of subjects of a cer- 
tain class,the committees become more acquainted 
with the business before them, and more intel- 
ligent and able to decide correctly in the class of 


‘cases submitted to them. : 


The Committee on the Judiciary became more 
acquainted with the laws of the land, and the 


. proper constructions to be given to the laws and 


to the people who made those calls for action, « 


if they passed over this bill without acting upon i, 
c 


it at the present session of Congress. He hoped ' 


i no motion would prevail calculated to delay the :| ; 
i the House would adopt such course as to unite 


passage of the bill; but that it would be made the 
order of the day for some particular day, and 
il acted on speedily. cree 
Mr. HAMER hoped the motion to refer the 
| bill to the Committee of Ways and Means would | 
| which some gentlemen seemed to view it. It 
il was said by some gentlemen that the subject 
ought not to be delayed. He would ask why | 
should it not be delayed? Upon what principle ' 
' did this bill proceed? It proceeded upon the: 
principle that there was a surplus of the public ' 
money in the Treasury, and that there would be 
' a surplus for some time to come, above what was | 
wanted to ay on the operations of the Gov-! 
‘ernment. Well, in order to ascertain this, ought ` 
not the appropriation bills to be acted upon and 
i! settled?—because until then no one could say | 
whether there would be any surplus at all to dis- 
‘tribute. You have bills before the House appro- : 
priating many millions of dollars, perhaps enough 
to cover the whole amount of money in the Treas- 
ury. Congress should first act upon those bills, 
so that it would be seen what the surplus was; : 
' because it might be so small that it would not be . 
worth talking about; or, in other words, that it 
' might only be worth talking about for a political 
il effect. He would ask why not send it to the: 
Committee of Ways and Means—because it was | 
‘ directly appertaining to the revenuc of the coun- 
try and the public treasure of the nation? That: 
committee ought to make report as to the condi- 
tion of the revenue arising from customs, as well ' 
as from the sales of the public lands. It might: 
be, if the measure was to pass, that you would 
have to modify your tariff laws. He trusted a: 
majority of the House would concur in sending 
this bill to the Committce of Ways and Means. . 
The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Cuan- 
' pers] asked if it was necessary that they should . 
have any information from one of the standing | 


committees. Mr. H. said it ought to be referred, 
for the purpose of coliccting such information as : 
to enable them to act understandingly. They ` 
ought to wait to see what disposition would be | 
made of other important bills; then they would | 
be able to act understandingly and promptly; but į 
before they should act upon it, they should know 
what amount of money they would be likely to 
have in the Treasury. 

i Mr. REYNOLDS, of Illinois, remarked that 
j any branch of the subject of the public lands 
was important and interesting to the people in 
| the State of J]inois, and particutarly to the sec- ' 
| 


tion of the State which he had the honor to rep- i 
resent in Congress. On this consideration he 
would detain the House for a few minutes. 

; He considered that the reference of the bill from 
ts the Senate, having for its object the distribution 
l of the proceeds of the sale of the puplic lands, 
. ought to be made to the Committee on Public | 
|, Lands. - 

He had not long been a member of the House, 


|| he knew not the opinion 


prevail. He could not see this matter in the light i| 


| 


f Congrem and the people, 
i 


| public lands 


we Constitution, than any other committee can 
Petey de ed fos 


The same reasoning will apply to any and all 
other committees. Beye foe Da 

‘The subject before the House is more immedi- 
than it is with any other, and of ‘course should 
be referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 
It may be, that the committee may amalgamate 
the two propositions, one to aduate the price of 
the public lands, and the other the distribution 
of the proceeds of the sales. He said he knew 
not what would be the course of the committee 
on that subject, but he would not be surprised if 


On this subject, he said, 
of the committee; but 
they may adopt such course, and it would not be 
amiss to let them.act on the proposition. 
Mr. R. said that he was anxious that the House 
should. act on every proposition connected with 
the subject of the public lands during the present 
session of Congress. ‘He did not want t sub- 
ject to remain open any longer; he wanted the 
‘people to know at once what to depend on. It 
was said that this subject was held up before 
j for a hobby to ride on. 

Candidates, itis said, mountit, and onit whipinto 
office. ‘On ‘this: consideration, and for the good 
of the people, he was anxious, very.anxious, to 
bring the subject to a positive closc this session. 
It was on this consideration he voted this day 


the two propositions. 


| against coming to a certain-adjournmeént of Con- 


gress before. this and other important measures 
arc acted on. Hed would rather remain hereuntil 
October next, than to.go home without acting on 
these measuses. . It;was due to the whole people 
of the Union, and particularly to the people of the 
new States, to give thema discuasion. He soli- 
cited it strongly, that every subject relating to the 
should be acted on with all conve- 
nient speed, during the present session of Con- 
gress. zaf <- Wa 
” The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Cuam- 
BERS] Objects to the Committee on Public Landa, 
as they are composed of members from the new 
States, and are not friendly to the proposition to 
distribute the proceeds of the sales of the public 
lands. The committees are generally composed 
of members who are more conversant with the 
subject-matters that are appropriate to the com- 
mittees. ne. Bal oa kes 

The Committee on Commerce are composed of 
members from the Atlantic Statcs. Not one is, 
as far as he recollects, taken from the west of the 


|! mountains; but they are taken from that region of 


country where they arc more conversant with, 
and are presumed to know more about, the prin- 
ciples of commerce than any other members. It 
is so with. the members composing the Committee 
on Public Lands. They are generally taken from 
the States in which the public domain is situated. 
` The formation of the committce can make no 
objection to the reference of the bill to that com- 
mittee. $ g 
He could not agree with his friend from Ohio, 
Mr. Hamen,] that the Committee of Ways and 
eans were the most appropriate committee. It 
ig true, the proceeds of the sales of e anu 
might, in a slight degree, appertain to the legiti- 
mate business of thet convan eds but the public 
lands were the subsratum on whtich all were 
erected, and were properly referable to the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands. Pet . 
This was a subject of grave import, and on 
that consideration should be acted on by e com- 
mittee that did know, and were presumed to know, 


all the various bearings of all subjects in any wise 
. connected with the public landa. Therefore, he 
hoped the bill would be referred to the appropriate 
committce—the Committee on Public Lands. 
Mr. GRANGER was in favor of the motion to 
refer the bill to a Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union. It was not many days since 
they were told by the Chairman of the Commit- 
tee.of the Judiciary, on bills involving some of 
tho strongest consututional principles that could 


arise, that-at that stage of the session, even tọ ;; 


refer a subject to a Committee of the Whole 


House, was as much as to declare the death war- ; 


rant of those bills; and still it was urged, that 


this bill should not only be referred to a commit- | - 


tee, but a committee which was pledged against 
the principles of the bill. The Committce.on 
Public 

before the House; and as to the Committee of 
Ways and Means, if they were to judge of it, it 
was pledged against this proposition. He wished 


to have the bill to graduate the price of the public ;. 
roposition, set side by side in ; 


lands, and -this 
committee, and then let each bill stand on its in- 
trinsic merits. - . EN 

Mr. LINCOLN was in favor of committing 
the biH to the Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union. He said, let it be referred to 
what committee it might, it would haye to come 
back tothe Committee of the Whole on the state of 
the Union, and be discussed there. He then went 
into an-argument to show that the subject oaght 
not: to be referred to the Committee on Public 
Lands, because they:had expressed an opinion 
in relationto the subject already. He also argued 
that it should not be sent to the Committee of 


Ways and Means; because if they were to judge | 
of the opinions of that committee by the declara- 


tions of’ its chairman—that that committee was 
decidedly hostile to this: measure, he would as 
soon vote against the bill as to send it to a com- 
mittee who were pledged to make an unfavorable 


report thereon; therefore, believing -that they | 


were as well prepared to act now as after areport 
should be made from a committee, he would vote 
to refer it to the Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union. -© > EE AAR 
Mr. GILLET obtained the floor, and. spoke for 
a few moments in support of his motion to refer 
the bill to the Committee of Ways and Means. 
‘He contended that the duties of the Committee 
.on the Public Lands:aere different from the sud- 
ject contained in the bill, and read the rule of the 
ouse in su of this position. He then read 


the rule defining the duties of ‘the Committee of | 
‘Ways and Means, and contended that the duties | 


of that committee made it necessary to refer the 
subject to that-committee.. 
-he CHAIR here announced the arrival of the 
hour for procecding to the orders of the day. 
Mr. MORRIS moved that the rule be suspended 
for the purpose of continuing the consideration 


of the measure then before the House; and, upon | 


that motion, called for the yeas and nays; subse- 


quently he withdrew the call for the yeas and | 


|’ those misconceptions that have temporarily interrupted the |: 


nays, and the motion to suspend was lost. 
DEFENSE OF THE WESTERN FRONTIER. 
The House then 
the special order adopted some days- 
went into the Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union, (Mr. Pangen in the chair,) 
on the following bil: ` : a) 


A Bill to provide for the pener protection of the western 
g rontier : 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives 
of the United States of America in Congress assembled, That 

e President, be, and he is hereby, authorized to cause to 
be surveyed and opened a military road, from some point 
upon the right bank of the Mississippi river, between the 
mouth of the P Peters and fhe mouth of the Des Moines 
-ivers, upon such route as may appear best calculated to 
effect the purposes of this act, to ked river. | 

Bec. 2. And beit further enacted, That the said road shall 
pass west of the State of Missouri and of the Territory of 
Arkansas, and shall be go constracted as to enable troops to 
move along the same with proper facility ; and the. following 
mode of construction shall be adopted, subject to such alter- 
ations and additions as the President may, from’ time to 
time, direct to be made. The timber shal! be cut down to a 
reasonable width, and the wet and marshy places shalt be 
cauaewayed or otherwise rendered passable ; cheap bridges 
shall be erected over the smaller streams, not having good 
fords “across them; and, where it may be found necessary 
the road may be thrown up in the center. © «© . 7? 

‘Bec. 3. And be it further enacted, That military 


shall be consgructed at euch places slong the said road ag, 


Lands had brought another proposition . 


roceeded to the execution of |! ` 
since, and | 
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in the opinion of the President, ma: be most proper for the 
| protection of the frontier, and for the preservation nf the 
i| necessary communication. he SEGUE 
i Sac. 4. And be it further enacted, That the troops of the 
| | United States shall be employed in performing the labor 
herein required, whenever, in the opinion of the President, 

i the same can be done with a just regard to their other du- 
ties; nnd the other labor rendered necessary shall be pro- 
cured in such manner as the President may direct. 

Sec. 5. ind bc it further acted, That the sum of one 
hundred thousand dollars shall be, and the same is hereby, 
appropriated, to be applied towards the accomplishment ot 
the objects specified by this act. be go amt 


“Mr. JOHNSON, of Kentucky, made a brief 
explanation of the object of the bill. ` 
r. VINTON doubted the power of the House 
"i to make this road through the Indian country. 
Mr. MANN, of New York, suggested an amend- 
‘ment which he thought would meet the gentle- 


: words from the second section, ‘ shall pass west 
ʻi of the State of Missouri and of the Territory of 
i: Arkansas.” : 


ther remove his objection to the clause. 

r. McKAY then moved to ameri the section, 
by inserting after the word Arkansas, ** on còn- 
dition that the consent of the Indian tribes through 
whose territory it shall pass, shall be previously 
obtained; and if such assent of szid tribes cannot 


to 


! the western boundaries of said Staté and Terri- 
tory.” ž 

` Mr. VINTON approved of that amendment. 
Mr. WILLIAMS, of North Carolina, should 
vote against the amendment, because he thought 
iiit better in no case to construct a road through 
the Indian country, 
i| consent of the tribes. 


‘| Messrs. HUNTSMAN, HARRISON of Mis- 

i! soùri, EVERETT, ASHLEY, WHITTLE- 

'i SEY òt Ohio, and THOMSON of Ohio. ° 

i bill was laid aside. ` 

i e committee then took upand considered 

the bill for the construction of #h.arsenal in the 

State of North Carolina; which was laid aside: 
bill for “the repairs and improvements of 


+ 
i 


| T A 
| Carolina, was then taken up and considered, and 
|! the blank filled up with $20,000. 
| ‘The committe then rosc, and reported the fore- 
|| going bills to the House. 
|7 The SPEAKER having resumed the chair, 
i! communicated to the House the following mes- 
ii sage from the President of the United States: 
re i Wasuixcron, May 10,1836. 
To the Senate and House of Representatives : 
i Information has been received at t.e Treasury Depart- 
i| ment thatthe four installments under our treaty with France 
i! have been paid to the agent of the United Stages. in com- 
municating this satisfaetory termination of the controversy 
with France, I feel assured that both Houses of Congress 
-Wwill unite with me in desiring and believing that the anti- 
cipations of a restoration of the ancient cordial relations 
between the two countries, expressed in my former message 
on this subject, will be speedily realized. No proper exer- 
'! tion of mine sha!l be wanting to efface the remembrance of 


i accustomed intercourse between them. 
n ANDREW JACKSON. 


FORTIFICATION BILL. 


The House, in further execution of the special 
order of the 26th of January, resolved itself into 
; the Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
‘Union, (Mr. Many, of New York, in the chair,) 
{and continued the consideration of the bill 
, making appropriations for certain fortifications 
of the United tates for the year 1836. 

The question pending was the amendment of 
Mr. CAMBRELENG, to appropriate $700,000 for the 
i armament of the fortifications, in addition to the 
|| amount appropriated in the bill making appropri- 
, ations for the su port of the Army for 1836. 

Mr. McCOMA: » who was entitled to the floor, 
| addressed the.committee at length. He had ap- 
-proved of the policy of Andrew Jackson up to 
the time of the removal of the deposits, and was 
one of the earliest supporters of his Administra- 
„tion. In that particular only he had differed with 
him, but he had always believed his motives to 

be pure and patriotic, and had never taken par 
-in ‘those deep and heavy denunciations that had 
been bestowed upon the President for that act. 
With reference to the presidential election, he 


aa 


“man’s objection; which was to strike out the | 


Mr. VINTON replied that that would not al- | 
be obtained, then the road shall be made east of : 


cither with or without the | 


The amendment was further discussed by |i 


| _.The amendment was then agreed to; and the |! 


l Thr 
i the United States arscnal ‘at Charleston, South ' 


said that neither of the candidates now in the ficld 
would be hischoicc, if he had the power to make 
the selection. As to Mr. Van Buren, he was 
one of the legislative caucus in Virginia who had 
brought him forward for the vice presidency. 
The question he wished to discuss principally 
: was that of the surplus revenuc; in oiken words, 
' the war now waging against the public Treasury 
There were various propositions for the disposi- 
_ tion of this revenue. The first was, to spend all 
` of it in a gencral systen of national defense. The 
‘ second proposition before the country was, to 
distribute it among the several States in propor- 
tion to their Federal population. Another was, 
to graduate the price of the public lands, and ulti- 
‘mately surrender the public domain to the States 
' in which it was located. The other was, to vest 
it all in railroad stocks, for the purpose of facil- 
itating the transportation of the mail, With re- 
gard to the first proposition, to expend it in con- 
structing a general plan of defense of the country, 
though he was disposed to. make liberal appro- 
priations for that object, he was convinced - the 
surplus revenuc that would necessarily accrue in 
the public Treasury, until the cxpiration of the 
; compromise bill, could not be so ppprneaied 
without endangering the liberties of the country, 
|| and jeopardizing the principles of our institutions. 
As to the railroad scheme, he realy thought it 
| need only be named for every man of every part 
to stamp it with the seal of reprobation. Of all 
the propositions that would ever have suggested 
itself to his mind, this certainly would have been 
|, the very, very last. As tothe plan of graduation 
1 in price, and the surrender of the public lands to 
: the new States, it had some plausibility in it, but 
it was a plan he disapproved of. ` ; 
| He reviewed this project at some length, and 
| stated at large his objections to it. He was -sat- 
j 


i isfied that the lands could not be surrendered to 
the new States without violating the pledged faith 
of the nation to the gld States. He would haye 
|; the new States to hear this fact in mind, that if 
, the General Government had the power torccede, 
i: it had also the power to retrocede the public lands, 
i: The power to do one necessarily involved the 
|: power to do the other. Pe 
_ Mr. McC. wasin fevor of apia of distribution 
| Ina different way from this. He wasin favor of 
; it upon the doctrine laid down and recommended 
i by Gencral Jackson, and he considered that gen- 
ii teman high authority, at least in that House. 
General Jackson had decreed that internal im- 
| provements by the General Government should 
' ccasc, and he would deserve the nation’s grati- 
tude for arresting that system. To carry out 
that principle, Mr. McC. then went on to show 
that the best mode of disposing of the surplus rev- 
, enue was to distribute it among the States for the 
purposes of internal improvement, to be expended 
y them. He controverted the argument that 
this project would tend to weaken the States, or 
have the effect of making them suppliants to the 
Federal Government. On the contrary it would 
; Strengthen the State Governments, and be more 
likely to weaken the Federal Government. On 
: this point he dwelt at some length, and stated 
i what he concéived to be the advantages of this 
mode of disposing of the surplus revenue, by 
giving life to works of internal improvements of 
vast cxtent and indispensable utility. He referred 
to General Jackson's message on the subject, 
! who (he said) had answered every objection urged 
| against the plan of which Mr. McC. was the ad- 
vocate, contending, as he did, thatthe President’s 
| plan was identical with his own. He then re- 
| viewed a variety of other topics of public policy, 
the tariff question, the deposit question, and the 
Bank of the United States, contrasting the pres- 
ent mode of keeping the public moneys, in which 
: no one could tell where they were, or whether 
they were safe or not, with that of having them 
jn a depository at all times under the direction 
i and immediate control of the Government. He 
would not go so far as to say that the moneys 
| Were unsafe at present, but he knew nothing about 
them, further than they were understood to be in 
the management ofa certain Reuben M. Whitney, 
: í chief cook and bottle-washer’’ to the concern. 
Certainly, nothing had yet been seén of those 
oceans of gold that were to flood the country 1n 
i consequence of.the removal of the deposits. "The 


1 
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effect had been just the reverse, for the paper cir- 
culation had more than doubled during the last 
three years, In 1832, there were three hundred 
and thirty banks in the country, with a circula- 
tion of $60,000,000; in 1835, the number of banks 
had increased to six hundred and four, having a 
circulation of $200,000,000, and they had greatly 
augmented since that retuen. He then adverted 
ta the French question; and while he admitted 
the French Government was wrong, he condemned 
the course of the President in recommending re- 
prisals, as it was calculated to increase the diffi- 
culties between the two countries. After some 
further remarks, Mr. McC., feeling himself ex- 
hausted, bricfly passed over the other topics, and 
concluded by again expressing his preference to 
the plan of disposition of the surplus revenue by 
distributing it among the States, instead of ex- 
pending million after million in vast objects of 
a ‘works, the expediency or necessity of 
Wich was very questionable. 

Mr. TOWNS then obtained the floor, and on 
his motion the committee rose and reported to 
the House. 


NAVY APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The Spe 

On moti 
House took up the amendme 
the bill making appropriations 
vice for the year 1536. 

The amendment was as follows: The Senate 
had inserted an additional clause in the bill pro- 
viding for an exploring expedition to the South 
sea; the House Rad amended it substantially by 
authorizing the President of the United States to 
send out the said expedition, “if, in his opinion, 
the public interest shall require it. ” The bill being 
returned to the Senate, they had stricken out the 
words in italics, thereby making it imperative on 
the President, or taking from him any discre- 
tion on the subject. 

Mr. CAMBRELENG moved that the House 


ecede. 

Mr. JARVIS hoped the House would not re- 
cede, He was for leaving it to the discretion of 
the President, because the House were not at 
present in possession of facts sufficient to justify 
them in 
immediat 

Mr. VI 
which was lost. 

Mr. JARVIS resumed his opposition to the 
motion then pending to recede, and also to the 
object of the whole amendment, for he thought it 
neither expedient to embark in such an expedi- 
tion, nor could he anticipate any of those pen 
advantages which some gentlemen promised them- 
selves. He was for leaving it, atleast, to the dis- 
eretionary power of the President, who would not 
shrink from the responsibility. 

Mr. ADAMS contended that the word *“ au- 
thorized” in the amendment left it sufficiently 
discretionary with the President. He conceived 
the bill to be the same in effect, whether the words 
struck out by the Senate were retained or not; 


aker having resumed the chair, 

on of Mr. CAMBRELENG, the 
nt of the Senate to 
for the naval ser- 


T! 


e 


` 


| ture as was p 
< that the amen 


l 
| 


the whole would still be left entirely at his discre- . 


the motion. 

Mr. MERCER contended that the word “ au- 
thorize’’ was, in parliamentary phraseology, asim- 
poo on the President as the word *‘ require.” 

he word ‘authorize’? was always used when 
the President was required to perform any act; 
but if it was intended to leave it discretionar 
with the Executive, the words should be retained. 

Mr. GRAVES remarked that he hoped the 
House would not agree with the amendment of 


the Senate, because he was convinced that many | 


members had voted for the bill in coneequence of 
the amendment which was made to it by this 
House, and which the Senate had stricken out; 
for many who had not the necessary means to 
satisfy tLemselves of the necessity of the meas- 
ure voted for it from a confidence they had-in the 
President, and from a belief that he would not 
incur the responsibility of the expenditure with- 
out good reasons. - 

r. ADAMS rejoined, that an authority to do 
a thing did not necessarily imply an imperative 
obligation to do it. Asan illustration of this he 


| 
iI 


directing the expedition to be undertaken | 


l 


| 


tion. ` Burbois, praying 
Mr. JARVIS then withdrew his opposition to | 
‘| Committee on Claims. 


| a strange doctrine, consideri 
| which it comes; for that gentleman, 
‘| session, has objected to 


‘liam Y. Yerby and T 


; 
| referred to a case that occurred in Pennsylvania. 
i The constitution of that State provided that the 
Governor t‘ may 
controversy on the meaning of that word between 
the Governor and the Legislature, the Governor 
told them that the word ‘*may’’ sometimes meant 
“will not.” 


Mr. GRAVES remarked: In reply to the gen- | 


tleman from Massachusetts, [Mr. Apams,| he 
had only to say, 
very naturally on the enemies of the measure to 
see as many guards thrown around the expendi- 
racticable. But the gentleman says 
dment of the Senate does not change 
| in substance the bill as am 
‘and that the word “‘ they,” used in the bill, left 
i the subject as entirely in the discretion of the 
| President, as the words, “ if, in his opinion, the 
i public service requires.” Now, sir, this is truly 
i ng the source from 
since this 


i t 
i ponsa by this House, 
‘ hereby required,” were inserted after the word 
“ may;” and now that a favorite measure of his 
has come up, and depends forits passage 
upona different ground, the gentleman aban 
his former principles, 
former opinions were all wrong, and that the 
effect of his former favorite phraseology places 
all the duties imposed upon the President by the 


dons 


language usually employed by acts of Congress, ; 


entirely in his discretion. 

The point was further discussed b 
JUDSON, MANN of New York, 
ADAMS, and HUNTSMAN. 


Mr. CAMBRELENG then modified his mo- 
tion by moving that the House ‘‘concur’’ with : 


the Senate in their amendment. 


After a few remarks from Messrs. J OHNSON |: 


of Tennessee, CAMBRELENG, MERCER, 
FRENCH, and ADAMS, 
Mr. McKIM demanded the previous question. 


Mr. VINTON moved that the House adjourn; | 


which was negatived—ayes 54, noes 81. 

The previous question was then seconded by 
the House—ayes 86, noes not counted. 

The main question was 

The main question was on concur 
and, 

thercon, 
Mr. HOPKINS asked for the yeas and nays; 

| which were ordered; and the question was de- 
' cided in the affirmative—yeas 80, nays 65. 


So the amendment of the Senate was concurred 


in by the House. 
On motion of Mr. CAMBRELENG, 


The House then adjourned at a few minutes į 


before six o’clock, p. m. 


i aee 
IN SENATE. 
Wepwespay, May 11, 1836. 
Mr. BLACK presented the petitions of Wil- 


referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 
Mr. LINN presented the petition of 
remuneration for propert 


the United States; which was referred to the 


by 
Mr. L. also presented the petition of Alphonso 
Whetmore, praying for a reconsideration of his 


Philadelphia, numerously signed, asking the inter- 
ference of the Government of the United States 
in behalf of Texas, and also praying Congress 
to recognize its independence; which were laid on 
the table and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. HENDRICKS presented the petition of 
sundry inhabitants of the village of St. Joseph’s, 
in Michigan, asking of Congress various appro- 
priations for building a bridge over the St. Jo- 
seph’s river, and for the completion of several 
roads therein named; which was referred to the 
Committee on Roads and Canals. 

Mr. H. also presented the petition and docu- 
ments of the executors of Lawrent Bassadore, 
deceased, praying compensation for property 
seized and Appropnsut to public use by George 
Rogers Clarke, at Vincennes, in the year 1786; 


ONAL GLOBE. 


remove the judges; and ina. 


that it seemed to him to devolve : 


ended by this House, | 


he phraseology of bills | 
because the words ‘is || 
»perhaps, | 


and says, in effect, that his || 


Messrs. | 
ERCER, | 


then ordered to be put. | 
y ring with | 
abe || the Senate in their proposed amendment; 
NTON moved that the House adjourn; ; 


homas Taylor; which were | 


Michael : 
taken ` 


case; which was referred to the same commit- . 


tee. 
Mr. BENTON presented four ‘petitions from 


| 


which was referred to the Commigwe on Revolu- 
tionary Claims. aoa z : 

Mr. BUCHANAN presented the petition of 
: Hannah Caldwell, widow of Licutenant Cald- 
well, of the Navy, praying for arrearages of pen- 


rayi 
` sion; which was referred to the Committee on 
: Naval Affairs. 


RESOLUTIONS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. SWIFT submitted the following resolu- 
: tion; which was considered, and agreed to: 
i Resolved, That the Committee on Pensions be instructed 
‘ to inquire into the expediency of placing the name of Wil- 
| liam Coley, a revolutionary officer, on the pension roll, al- 
| lowing hima pension according to the provisions of the pen- 
| sion act of 1832. - 
| Mr. HUBBARD submitted the following res- 
| olution; which lies on the table one day: 
Resolved, That the Committee on Pensions be instructed 
to inquire into the expediency of granting a pension to Eb- 
enezer Stanell, under the act of January, 1832, or of re- 
storing him to the list of revolutionary pensioners under the 
ʻi act of Congress of March 18, 1818. 


REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 


| Mr. CLAY, from the Committee on Foreign 
Relations, to which had been referred the mes- 
sage of the President of the United States on the 
i subject of the boundary line between the United 
States and Mexico, reported a bill to provide for 
| carrying into effect the treaty of limits between 
l! the United States and Mexico; which was read, 
and ordered to a second reading, and, by unan- 
imous consent, read the second time and consid- 
ered as in Committee of the Whole, and ordered 
|| to be engrossed fora third reading. 
‘| Mr. WEBSTER, from the Committee on Fi- 
| nance, to whom the same had been referred, re- 
ported the bill from the House making appro- 
| priations for the defense of the western frontier, 
| with amendments; which were read. 
| Mr. EWING, of Ohio, from the Committee on 
| Public Lands, made an adverse report on the bill 
| from the House for the relief of the heirs of John 
Braham. 

Mr. E. also, from the same committee, reported 
| a bill to establish a surveyor general’s office for 
| the Territory of Wisconsin; which was read, 
and ordered to a second reading. 

On motion of Mr. E., the Committee on Public 
Lands were discharged from the further consid- 
‘| eration of the petition of James Jones. 

Mr. PRESTON, from the Committce on Mili- 
tary Affairs, to which was recommitted the bill 
to authorize the President to accept of the ser- 
vices of volunteers for the defense of the frontiers, 
reported the same with amendments. 


MAP OF FLORIDA. 


| The resolution submitted by Mr. RoBBINS, 

authorizing the Committee on the Library to 
procure anumber of copies of the map of the seat 
i| of war in Florida, was considered, and agreed to. 


CENSURE ON THE PRESIDENT. 


| ‘The resolution submitted by Mr. Wuite to 
rescind and annul a certain resolution of the 
' Senate, censuring the conduct of the Executive 
for his removal of the deposits from the Bank of 
the United States, was taken up for consideration. 

Mr. WHITE considered it his duty to propose 
this resolution, and was ready to submit the 
reasons why he considered it his duty to offer it. 
Although it was his wish to discuss it, it was not 
his desire to have it interfere with any of the 
|, appropriation bills, and he would be content with 
a postponement of it to a future day. 

Mr. ENTON said he was desirous of pro- 
ceeding to the consideration of the fortification 
bill; and 

Mr. WHITE said that h 
charged with delaying any o 
bills, and would move to pos 
till next Monday. . 

On motion of Mr. WHITE, the resolution 
was then laid on the table. 


BILLS READ A THIRD TIME. 

The bills that were yesterday ordered to a 
third reading were severally read the third time, 
and passed. 

FORTIFICATION BILL- 


On motion of Mr. BENTON, the bill making 
appropriations for the purchase of sites for the 


e did not wish to be 
f the appropriation 
tpone his resolution 
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collection of materials, and for the construction 
of fortifications, was taken up. , 

On motion of Mr. B., the followingitems were 
stricken out of the bill in pursuance of the rec- 
ommendations in the report of the Secretary of 
War: 

For fortifications at Provincetown 

For works on the Delaware at the outle 


Chesapeake and Delaware canal... 
For fortifications to cover the artificial harbor at À 


Cape Henlopen 
For a fort at Ced E 
For fortifications at the mouth of the St. Mary’s 


river, Georgia.. s.es». 


For steam batteries, to strike out the appropriation 
of $660,000, and insert $100,000, making a deduction — 
in this item of... see ses 560,000 

Mr. B. moved further to amend the bill by 
adding an additional section making an appropri- 
ation of $30,000 for defraying the expenses of a 
board of officers to examine sites, make surveys, 
&c., for the purpose of ascertaining the best plan 
of fortifications, and the most eligible situations 
for them; which motion was carried. 

Mr. B. then submitted the followtag amend- 
ment: 


To strike out $101,009 for fortifications at Penobscot bay, 
and insert $75,000 for the year 1836, and $75,000 for the 
year 1837. 

Mr. B. observed that this was in pursuance of 
the recommendations of the Secretary of War, 
that, when appropriations are to be made for for- 
tifications, it would be better for the public service 


t of the 


pete eee es mene s ceeene ves 


| 


to make the whole appropriation at once, so that ` 


the officers might know the extent to which they : 
were to go, and that the works might not be de- | 
layed by waiting for appropriations, as had been 
the case heretofore. The principle introduced in 
this bill was to provide in one year for what was 
proposed to be done in two years. The object 
was, to prevent delay in commencing the work | 
early in the season. The officers employed to 
carry it on would have time to engage persons to 
do it, and to invite competition; whereas, when 
delayed to the summer, they had to employ la- 
borers at an advanced price, and the consequence 
was, that the same amount of work cost the Gov- 
ernment more than it ought to. 

Mr. WHITE understood the recommendations 
of the Secretary of War were to appropriate such 
sums as would be necessary to finish the fortifi- 
cations already commenced, and to reéxamine 
the whole system under a board of examination 
for that purpose. He believed we ought to re- . 
examine it, to see whether the plan might not be 
reduced to one of greater economy. In his (Mr. 


W.’s) view, they ought to strike out every appro- |j 


riation to new fortifications in the bill. [Mr. 

enton here remarked, there were nothing but | 
new fortifications in the bill.) To which Mr. W. 
replied, that he then would go for striking out 
the whole. The Secretary of War, in his report, | 
had said, that ‘‘ before any expenses should be , 

incurred for new works, a thorough reéxamina- | 
tion should be made,’ and that he would organize 
a board for that purpose. And as to all these 
places where he was certain that fortifications | 
would be necessary, he had pointed out a reéx- 
amination of them, to see whether an improve- | 
ment in the plan might not be made, and had ; 
recommended the amount necessary to be ex- | 
pended for those objects. But in no case of new 
fortifications had he rècommended an appropria- 
tion without a reéxamination. Mr. was 
opposed to the principle of making appropriations 
for a series of years. If made from year to year, 
their expenditure could be better examined; and 
so careful were the framers of the Constitution on 
sthis point, that there was an express prohibition 
that appropriations should be made for a_longer 
period than two years. He was opposed to all 
new appropriations until they had the benefit of 
new and improved plans. 

After some remarks from Mr. RUGGLES, 

Mr. SOUTHARD said that the position in 

which the bill under consideration was now 
pren indueed him to make a very few remarks, 

is views on the bill having been pretty fully 
given on a former occasion. 

When this bill was taken up this morning, the 
Senator from Missouri [Mr. Benton] had moved 
to strike out various appropriations, amounting 
to something more than a million of dollars, 
making a reduction of that sum from the amount i 


go on with the old ones; and, according to the 


|; reports, they could not command the labor of the | 


|, might be expended i 


of appropriations in a bill which they were so | 
confidently called on a short time since to support. ; 
He thought that perhaps, bya little further delay, ' 
they might possibly find another million stricken 
out. So far as it regarded the million having 
been stricken out, he had no objection, and would 
not have objecged to the process being carried on 
further. 

There was now anew principle proposed ; which 
was that the new work be commenced, and ap- 
propriating the whole amount, and dividing it into 
two years, and the next appropriation into three 
years. He (Mr. S.) had atleast doubts as to new 
fortifications being commenced before old ones 
were completed. He believed it to be the true 
policy of the country to complete the old ones 
first, because they were the primary ones, and 
the most important to the country; and if neg- 
lected, they will fall to ruin. He would have no 
difficulty in voting for appropriations to complete 
them, provided they were not so large as that they 
could not be economically expended. As no ap- 
propriament were made last year, it would perhaps 


for this year. 


But there was a certain limit be- | 


|| yond which they could not go without they were | 


regardless ofeconomy. He felt reluctant to com- | 


| mence any new fortifications, unless they could 


i 
i 
| 
l 


country beyond the completion of the old fortifi- 
cations, without pressing upon the business and : 
interests of the country. He was of the opinion 
that all that could be expended the present year, 
u completing and arming the 
old fortifications. If it were true that injustice 
had been done to Maine, or that injustice had been 
done to New Jerscy, let justice (he said) be done 
ito them hereafter, Mr. S. spoke of a change in 
‘the opinions of public officers in regard to the 
system of fortifications, and of the great number 
l of men necessary to be armed in occupying them, 
i Every day was adding nerve to the arm of our 
defense in our increase of wealth and population, 
and there was consequently a great change in the 
necessity of carrying out that system to its fall 
‘extent. Then the difficulty was as to what point 
they should stop at. The Secretary of War did 
not think it necessary to carry on that system, 
Take Penobscot, or any other place mentioned 
in the bill, and (he asked) was the system of for- 
tification proposed for that point precisely such 
as they would adopt at this day? He regarded 
that amendment, offered this morning, in relation 
to the board of officers, worth more than the whole 
bill. Mr.S. said the time would come when our 
whole coast would be defended with steam, 
batteries on the coast would be floating batteries, `; 


e proper to increase the ordinary appropriations | 


Oar |; 


1 
‘ new works, then before them; and the other was 
; the customary fortification bill, making appropri- 
' ations for such fortifications as were aedy ma 
state of progress. Upon looking at the report, it 
plainly oppere that the Secretary recommended 
(all apprehensions of a war with a forcign Power 
having ceased, and there being full time for the 
necessary preparations and examinations for new 
works) that appropriations for these should be 
suspended till such examinations were made; 
; while he advised that they should progress as- 
' rapidly as circumstances would permit, with the 
i works already begun. Immediately after, the 
' Secretary recommended the creation of a board 
of officers for the examination, as well of the old 
works as for surveys and examinations for con- 
' templated new oncs, to determine on the best 
| plans for improving the one, and for commenc.ng 
and completing the other. The Secretary also 
‘ said, that if the appropriations were carly made, 
‘most of the new works could be put in operan 
this season; but he went on to add, that unless 
the corps of engineers was increased, it would be 
| unnecessary to make any appropriations, because 
the number of officers now in the corps was 
barely sufficient to attend to the completion of 
the old works; and as there would be no officers 
| to superintend the disbursement of the money, it 
; must lie idle. Mr. W. here made quotations 
| from the report of the Secretary of War. His 
‘interpretation of this report was, that the Secre- 
tary recommended that they should create this 
, board of officers for examinations and surveys, 
'| and, in the mean time, appropriate $100,000 for 
‘making experiments for the improvement of 
‘| steam battcries, and go on as rapidly as possible 
| with the old works. We would then get the 
advantage of all the improvements in steam ma- 
'! chinery that were advancing from day to day; 
|! have the benefit of the information and suggest- 
| ions of this board of officers, and, at the same 
| time, have the country protected to a considerable 
| extent by the completion of the old works. Why 
should they, he asked, deprive themselves of all 
| these advantages, at a time when there was no 
prospect of hostility from any foreign Power, b 
unnecessary haste? It did’ sccm to him that it 
would be an unwise and improvident expendi- 
ture of money to commence any new works that 
they might find it necessary hereafter to abandon, 
because not adapted to the situation of the coun- 
try, the improvements of the age, and the purposes 
for which they were intended. 
Mr. SHEPLEY contended that the opinion of 
the Secretary of War had been misconstrucd. 
| He thought the Secretary had declared the reverse 
| of an opinion that we should not procced with 
new fortifications during the present year. Mr. 


1 
t 


1 
it 
Wy 


instead of batteries on land. Batteries on our | S. adverted to the language of the report of that 
inlets and peninsula bays, as they were termed, ,, officer, in which he had said that it could not be 
would be worth more than in any other location. | doubted that fortifications at certain points, des- 
They needed information on both these points. `; ignated in this bill, would be necessary, and that 
The Senator from Maine, in speaking of the delay | it would be to the interest of the country that they 
| of the defenses of the country, had asked where : be constructed. Here, then, was a decided opinion 

was the fortification bill? He, (Mr. S.,) too,: expressed in favor of these new fortifications; and, 


asked where itwas? He meant the ordinary for- 
tification bill. 
not originating in the House of Representatives, 


which was called a fortification bill. He under- 
stood the ordinary fortification bill was now on | 
their tables, and he would therefore prefer that this | 
bill should be delayed until it was acted on. He | 
must vote against this whole bill, if compelled to ; 
| vote now, wilh the exception of the provisions : 
| for surveys and steam batteries. He intended 
i to propose that the bill be laid on the table; as 
$1,000,000 of the appropriation had been stricken 
| out, he was not prepared to say what would be 
the effect on the remainder. 

Mr. WHITE thought that it would be ver 
unwise to adopt any plan for fortifications which 
there was danger they might have to abandon 
hereafter. The plan ought to be well considered, | 
estimates and surveys furnished, and all the 
| necessary information obtained from scientificand 

ractical men, before they commenced expend- 
itures for such important works as were intended 
to endure forages. It would be remaked, that 
when the report of the Secretary of War was 
brought in two plans were before Congress; one 


| 
| 


Here was a bill on their tables, |' 


where the fortification bill usually originated, but | 


let the vote be what it might, he hoped, if it was 

against the bill, it would not be claimed to be 
' based on the position that it was in accordance 
ı with the recommendation of the Secretary of War. 
: There were none so blind as those who would not 
see. But for those who desired to come to the 
light in regard to the fortifications at Penobscot 
| bay, they would find that all had been done there 
i that could throw any light on the subject. An 
'eXamination in detail had been madc, and no 
further knowledge could be acquired. They had 
all the necessary information before them now in 
' relation to the necessity, importance, and expense 
of the work. 
| Mr. SOUTHARD said, as there had been up- 
| wards of a million of dollars of the appropriations 
i stricken out of the bill by various amendments, 
| which changed the features of it, and in order 
that they might better understand the bill as 
i amended, he would move to lay it on the table, 
: and that it be printed in its amended form. 
_Mr. WEBSTER said he wished to see the bil{ 
| as it then stood, and hoped the motion to print 
would prevail. 

Mr. BENTON observed that it was wholly 
unnecessary to lay the bill on the table for the 


was, the bill making appropriations for entirely 


purpose of printing it. Any gentleman might in 


1836. 


a moment sev it in the shape in which it then 
stood, by getting from the Secretary the items 
that were streken out, and drawing his pen 
through them on the bul which belonged to his 


ie 

Mr. EWING moved that the Senate adjourn; 
winch was lest—aves 17, noes 21. 

Mer. SOUTEHIARD then withdrew his motion 
to lay the bill on the table, and moved to print the 
amendments. 

This motion was also lost—ayes 17, nays 21. 

On mouon of Mr. KING, of Alabama, the 
Senate then proceeded to the consideration of 
exccuuve business; after which, it adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Wenpnespar, Way 11, 1836. 

Petitions and memorials were presented, on 
leave, by Messrs. WHITTLESEY of Connec- 
tieat, FRY, REYNOLDS of lilinois, INGER- 
e SOLL. CHAMBERS of Kentucky, MILLER, 
and DICKERSON, 

{ Mr. Reyxovps presented the claims of Messrs. 
Jonn Newton, John Randleman, and others, 
claimants for horses lost in the campaign of 1832, 
against the hostile Indians in the State cf Illinois. 
Said claimants were members of Captain Craig's 
company of mounted volunteers, and pray relict. 

Mr. Coausers asked and obtained leave to 
present the memorial of the trustees and faculty 
of Augusta college, praying an endowment of 
the incorporated colleges of the United States out 
of the publie iands: which, on his motion, was 
committed to the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. Mirer presented the petition of the 
trustees and faculty of Dickinson college, in the 
State of Pennsylvania, asking that a portion 
of the public lands may be appropriated in aid 
of the several incorporated colleges within the 
United Stares.] 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


On motion of Mr. SHIELDS, the Committee 
of the Whole was discharged from the further 
consideration of the bill to provide for paying 
ceriain pensionérs of the United States at Pulaski, 
Tennesser: and the same was read twice,amended, 
and ordered to be engrossed and read a third time. 

Mr. FRY, from the Committee on Revolution- 
ary Pensions, reported a bill for the relief of 
Balaam Bowens, of Virginia; which was read 
twice, and committed. 

Mr. WHITTLESEY, of Ohio, from the Com- 
mittee on Claims, reported the following resolu- 
tion; which was agreed to: 


Resotced, That the Committee of Claims be discharged 
from the further consideration of the claim of Spaulding & 
{rwin, for extra work for painting the Potomac bridge, and 
that the same be referred to the Secretary o° the Treasury, 
to servie and pay as he would have done if he had not re- 
ported to Congress the entire cost of said bridge. 

Mr. BELL, from the Committee on Indian 
Affairs, madz a report, accompanied by a bill for 
the adjustment of certain claims to reservations 
of land under the 14th article of the treaty of 
1830, with the Choctaw Indians; which was read 
twice, and committed, 

Mr. CLAIBORNE, of Mississippi, remarked 
that this report and bill were of great importance 
to his constituents, and to the Union generally. 
Property to an immense amount was invdlved, 
as well as the reputations of many of his con- 
stituents. The report, he had no doubt, coming 
from so intelligent a committee, and from the pen 
of its distinguished chairman, would place the 
whole subject ina clear and satisfactory light; 
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would enable the people to understand all thede- | 


tails and ramifications of this extensive specula- 
tien, and go far to quiet the excitement that 
existed on the subject. He hoped the House 
would indulge him with the printing of five thou- 
sand extra copics of the report and bill. It was 
a very unusual number, but the extraordinary in- 
tercst of the subject would justify it. 

The motion was received; and the Chair stated 
that it would, under the rule, lie over one day. 

Mr. CLAIBORNE asked the House to con- 
sider the motion at that time; which being ob- 
jected to, lie moved to suspend the rules for the 
purpose stated; which was agreed to. 

Mr. PARKER thought the number of extra 


‘ tion; which was agreed to: 


` be discharged from the further. consideration of the petition 


|l 
li 


| : l ; . pane tear | 
‘copies proposed unnecessarily large. He named © 


two thousand. 

Mr. HAWES was in favor of the largest num- 
ber. The subject was one of importance to the 
whole southern country. 

Mr. VINTON objected to printing so large a 
number. There were but afew hundred persons 
interested In these claims, and these were con- 
tined to a particular district of the country. This 
report was of no sort of importance or interest 
to the citizens of Ohio, New York, Massachu- 
setts, and most of the other States; and he knew 
no reason why five thousand extra copies should 
be printed. 

Mr. HAWES said a great deal of testimony 
would have to be taken in the State of Missis- 
sippi on the subject of theseclaims. The report 
pointed out the character of evidence which was 
required, and that document should be extensively 
circulated, for the purpose of eliciting testimony 
necessary to a correct decision upon the claims 
referred to. 

Mr. GRENNELL said this was a subject 
which had heretofore produced much excitement 
and conversation. As it was about being brought 
to aclose, and as the people in all parts of the 
country were furened in it, he hoped the mo- 
tion to print the largest number would prevail. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Louisiana, adverted to the 
deep interest which was felt upon this subject, 
and advocated the motion of the gentleman from 
Mississippi. 

Mr. CLAIBORNE said he would state, for the 
information of the House, that the claims under 
the fourteenth article of the treaty of Dancing 
Rabbit creek involved, as he understood, several 
hundred thousand acres of the public domain, and 
was, therefore, a subject of interest to the people 
of the whole Union. It was not, as gentlemen 
contended, a subject exclusively of local interest. 
It was the first time he had seen either the gentle- 
man from Ohio, [Mr. Vinton,] or the gentleman 
from New Jersey, [Mr. Parker,] manifest an 
indifference towards the public lands. On most 
occasions they watched the public lands with 
duenna cyes; and now, when a report is made 
upon a question that will either preserve, or trans- 
fer from the United States, property toa large 
amount, they arc found opposing the general cir- 
culation which such a document on such a sub- 
ject should have. Mr. C. said he did not ask the 

rinting of an extra number as a special boon to 
himnai or to his constituents. It was due to the | 
whole country that the subject should be exposed 
in all its lights and shadows. H frauds had been 
committed, they were not committed exclusivel 
by Mississippians. HisState was swarming with | 
foreign speculators; foreign capital to an immense 
amount had been sent there for the purchase of 
lands; and he would venture to say, that very few 
of the permanent citizens of his State had any- 
thing to do with these fourteenth article claims. If 
any infamy, any degradation, should follow the 
exposure of the transactions of this Haier oa 
there were many gentlemen on this floor whose 
constituents would have to participate in it. He ' 
therefore insisted on his motion for the printing 
of five thousand additional copies, because he was 
anxious that every constituent he had, and the 
country generally, should see the whole subject 
in its proper light. ; 

The motion to print five thousand extra copies 
of the bill and report was then agreed to. 


Mr. BELL, from the Committee on Indian 
Affairs, reported a bill to provide for the specdy 
adjustment of claims to grants and reservations 
under Indian treaties; which was read twice and 
committed. 

Mr. BELL, from the same committee, reported 
a bill forthe relief of Silas Fisher; which was read |; 
twice, and ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading. 

Mr. KINNARD, from the Committce on Rev- 
olutionary Claims, reported the following resolu- 


Resolved, That the Committee on Revolutionary Claims 


of the heirs of Lieutenant Wiliam E. Cunningham, and 
that their claim be referred to the Secretary of War for set- 
tlement. 

Mr. PEARCE, of Rhode Island, from the 
Committee on Commerce, reported a bill making 
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| bill from the Senate to distribute 


| 
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an appropriation for the erection ofa marine hos- 
pital at City Point, Virginia; which was read 
twice and committed. 

Mr. ADAMS, from the Committee on Manu- 
factures, reported, with sundry amendments, the 
bill from the Senate to repeal the duties on certain 
articles, and to reduce the duty on others therein 
enumerated; and the same was committed. 

Mr. MARTIN, from the Committee on the 
Judiciary, reported without amendment a joint 
resolution from the Senate to confirm certain 
grants made by the State of Georgia to lands in 
the State of Alabama; and the same was com- 
mitted. 

Mr. TAYLOR, from the Committee on Revo- 
lutionary Claims, reported a bill for -the relief 
of Singleton Ketcham; which was read twice 
and committed. 

Mr. JACKSON, of Massachusetts, from the 
Committee on Roads and Canals, reported a 
joint resolution appropriating $4,000 for the pur- 
pose of enabling the Secretary of the Navy to 
cause an experiment to be made for applying 
steam power to the navigation of canals upon the 
principles of the invention of Dr. Plantou; which 
was read twice and committed. 

Mr. MERCER, from the Committce on Roads 
and Canals, reported, with sundry amendments, 
a bill from the Senate for the continuation of the 
Cumberland road in the States of Ohio, Indiana, 
and Illinois; and the same was committed. 

Mr. PARKS, from the select committee on 
patents and patent rights, reported without 
amendment a bill from the Senate to extend a 
patent granted to James Barron; which was com- 
mitted. 

Mr. FORESTER, from the Committee on 
Claims, reported a bill for the relicf of John B. 
Perkins; which was read twice and committed. 

Mr. MERCER asked the consent of the House 
to offer a resolution directing the select commit- 
tee of twenty-four, appointed en the subject of 
contested elections, to inquire into theexpediency 
of preparing some other room in the Capitol to 
be occupied as the Representative Hall. 

Objection being made, Mr. MERCER moved 
to suspend the rules; which was ncgatived—ayes 
97, noes 49; two thirds being necessary. 

Unfavorable reports upon various petitions, 
&c., by Mr. FRY, from the Committee on Rev- 
olutionary Pensions; Mr. WHITTLESEY, of 
Ohio, from the Committee of Claims; Mr. 
POTTS, from the Committee on Territorics; and 
by Mr. PARKS, from the select committee on 
patents and patent rights. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Kentucky, made an inef- 
fectual attempt to take up the bills to provide for 
the better defense of the western frontiers, and 
in relation to arsenals in North and South Caro- 
lina. 

On motion of Mr. PINCKNEY, it was 

Resolved, That the Committee on Commerce be instructed 
to inquire into the expediency of making an appropriation 
for a survey of the bar and harbor of Georgetown, South 
Carolina. 


On motion of Mr. MASON, of Maine, it was 


Resolved, That the Committee on Invalid Pensions be 
instructed to inquire into the expediency of allowing a pen- 
sion to Daniel H. Crockett, as an invalid soldier in the last 


_ war. 


On motion of Mr. MANN, of New York, it 


‘was 


Resolved, That the Committee on Revolutionary Pen- 
sions be instructed to inquire into the expediency of placing 
the name of Neil McNeil, of the State of New York, on the 
pension roll. 


On motion of Mr. GRAVES, it was 


Resolved, That the Committec on the Post Office and Post 
Roads be instructed to inquire into the expediency of estab- 
lishing a post route from the town of Bedford, Oldham 
county, to the town of Port William, in Gallatin county, 
Kentucky, and one from the town of New Castle to Port- 


, royal, in the county of Henry, Kentucky. 


A bill from the Senate for the relief of Melanc- 
thon Taylor Woolsey, of Virginia, was re 
three times and passed. 

PROCEEDS OF THE PUBLIC LANDS. 

The House resumed the consideration of the 
the proceeds of 
the sales of the public lands among the several 
States, and to grant lands to certain States. 

Three propositions were pending. The first 
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ommittee of the Whole 
the second to refer to 
Lands; and the third, 
Committee of Ways 


wasto refer the bill to the C 
on the state of the Union; 
the Committce on Public 
that it be referred to the 
Means. 
ani MELET, who was entitled to the floor, 
addressed the House at some length in support 
of his motion to refer the bill to the Committee 
of Ways and Means. He could find nothing in 
the duties of the Committee on Public Lands, as ; 
defined in the rule which he had read on yester- 
day, appertaining to the revenues of the country; 
but that their peculiar duty was to provide for 
taking care of the public lands. The gentleman | 
from Pennsylvania (Mr. CHAMBERS] had argued | 
that the Committee on Public Lands were not . 
only committed on this subject, but that they ' 
were selected generally from the new States. 
Now, (said Mr. G.,) he would call the attention |: 
of that gentleman and the House to the formation <; 
of the Committee of Ways and Means, as the ji 
majority of that committee were not selected from | 
the new States; and therefore that committee 
could not be objectionable on that ground. Six of ` 
the members of that committee were from the old 
States; therefore, on that consideration, that ought 
to recommend it strongly to the consideration of | 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania. Another of the 
reasons that the gentleman had urged why the :: 
bill should not go to the Committee on Public ;' 
Lands was, that that committee had expressed 7 
an opinion on another measure in relation to the ,; 
ublic lands. It seemed to Mr. G. that merely į; 
ecause that committee had expressed an opinion 
onanother measure, it should not be disfranchised. `; 
The Committee of Ways and Means, however, || 
were not committed, as they had not brought | 
before the House any report, or given any vote 
on any proposition which had committed them 
for or against this measure. It was, too, their 
peculiar duty to attend to the financial concerns |; 
of the nation, and to see what amount of money 
might be in the Treasury, and to sec what prob- | 
able calls there would be for that moncy. If gen- 
tlemen would take notice, a motion had hereto- 
fore been made to refer this subject to the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means. They would find 
that the Kentucky resolutions, which had been 
discussed weck after week upon each petition 
day, were proposed to be referred to that com- | 
mittee; but the reason why his colleague [Mr. 
Grancer] objected to the Committee of Ways 
and Means was; because the chairman of that 
committec had said that, at the end of the year, 
there would be no such thing as a surplus revenue | 
to dispose of. i 
Now, the fact stated by his colleague as a | 
reason why the bill should not go to that com- ;; 
mittee, was the very reason why Mr. G. thought | 
it should go there, because that committee had | 
charge of all subjects appertaining to the finances || 
of the country; first, as to what amount of money || 
there was in the Treasury; secondly, whether the ;; 
game amount received last year will be received |, 
this year; and thirdly, to consider the probable l! 
calls which would be made for the money in the 
Treasury. Mr. G. had understood the chairman |; 
of that committee to say, that, if Congress made | 
the appropriations which were called for by bills |, 
then reported, there would be no such thing asa p 
surplus revenue to divide. If it was true that 
there would be calls for all the money in the . 
Treasury, then certainly the bill ought to be | 
referred to the Committee of Ways and Means, 
so that they might report and tell the House what | 
calls were to be made for the public money, and | 
show whether the assertions of the chairman of | 
that committee were correct. Most certainly that 
committee was the proper committee to refer this 


{ 
1 


t 


i 
| 


i went for that, there would no such thing as a | 


| tia? because, if he would go for these measures, 


there was a strong reason why they should not 
act speedily—that is, before they dispose of the 
other business before them, involving appropria- 
tions—beeause they could not, until that business | 
was disposed of, say what amount there would | 
be in the Treasury to be divided; and if there 
would be nothing, they would be placed in the 
ridiculous situation of having passed a law to dis- 
tribute the surplus revenue when there was none 
to distribute. 

The decision of this question ought to depend 
upon the action of the House on a variety of 


i subjects; and he wished to call the attention of 


his colleague [Mr. Grancer] to some of those 
subjects. As that gentleman, he presumed, ex- 
pected to come into power, he [Mr. GILLET] 
wished he would give them all the information on 


' these various subjects which he could. He would 


first inquire of him whcther he was prepared to 
go for the defenses of the country—for putting 
the country in a state of defense to protect us 
against any nation and every nation? because, if 
he did, he imagined he would have but a small 
amount of revenue to distribute. He also wished |; 
to know if that gentleman would go for the pro- | 
position in relation to the transportation of the 
mails on railroads? He thought, if the gentleman 


surplus revenue to distribute. 

He then further wished to know whether he | 
would go for building custom-houses and_court- 
houses for the accommodation of the Fedcral 
courts, and for arming and disciplining the mili- 


he most certainly would have a very small amount 
of surplus to distribute. There was also a pro- 
position, which was somewhat agitated at the 
present time, to reduce the postage on newspa- || 
pers and pamphlets; and another to make harbors |; 
and build light-houscs; and if the gentleman 
went for these measures, the surplus would be 
; greatly diminished. Another proposition before |; 
‘them ‘was to make a canal around the Falls of 
i Niagara, the estimated expense of which was | 
| $5,000,000; and it was very important that these |: 
| subjects should be settled before they passed a 
law like the present. 
The CHAIR said the merits of the question 
‘ could not be gone into on a motion to refer the 
| subject to a committee. 
Mr. GRANGER hoped his colleague 
be permitted to proceed. . 
Mr. VINTON understood the gentleman as 
referring to these subjects to show that the bill 
ought to be referred to the Committee of Ways 
‘and Means. 
Mr. GILLET resumed: He said they had just | 
passed a bill which contained a proposition to fit 
outa South sea expedition, and there was no | 
telling but that they might be called upon to send 
out another expedition before the end of the ses- 
sion. Besides this, there was a disposition to 
have the sales of public lands confined to actual 
settlers; and if the sales should be so limited, it’ 


would 


| would keep a large amount of money from going 


into the Treasury. Again: there was a propo- 
sition before the House to graduate the price of 
the public lands; and if they passed that bill they 


! would diminish the amount of revenue to be re- 


ceived from lands greatly. Now, if the gentle- ` 
man was for these propositions, he would find that 
there would be a lessamount of surplus to divide 
than he imagined. There was besides this a 
proposition to erect an armory of construction in 
| the West, and a national foundery to cast cannon, 
which would take away and diminish the surplus 
very considerably. hen there was another 
roposition of a istinguished individual, whom 
e imagined his colleague had no doubt he would 


subject to. But his colleague [Mr. Granger] had 
argued as anotherreason why this subject should 
not go to that committee, because they ought to 
act promptly and speedily on the subject, and that 
they now had as much information as if the com- 
mittee had reported on the subject. Now, Mr. G. 


disagreed with his colleague entirely on this sub- : 
ject. Although hie colleague might be acquainted | 


with the subject, still that was not the case with | 
every member of the House, and it certainly was | 
not the case with Mr. G. himself. He had not | 
made himeelf so familiar with the subject as his 
eglleague seemed to have made himself. But 


on these subjects; and he considered it important | 


come into power, which was to apply the surplus < 
revenue for the purposc of colonizing the blacks. 


; It would be well to have the views of his colleague | 


: that these questions should be settled before this - 
| bill was passed. He would give no opinion on - 
any of these subjects, except as to the defense of 

the country, and arming the militia. He had 

nothing to say as to the merits of the other prop- . 
ositions, because it would be time enough to ex- | 
press an opinion upon them when they come up 
to be acted upon; but before the Treasury should ‘' 
be swept of every dollar these questions should ` 


| House. 


' a measure without lettin 
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be passed. There was a controversy, too, as to 
the amount of money in the Treasury. Some 
had contended that there were sixteen or sev- 
enteen millions, while others said there was the 
sum of fifty or sixty millions in the Treasury. 


` The Committee of Ways and Means then ought 


to leave this subject before the House, and all the 
light upon it which they could give, before they 
passed the bill. Therc was also a proposition to 

ay off all the French claims prior to 1800; and, 
Pesica this, the keny stipulations would require 
upwards ofseven millions of dollars. 

There were also a number of private claims, 
and many of them did not carry the amount of 
the appropriation made by them on their face. 
He did not say which of these appropriations he 
should vote for, except the ones for the national 
defense and for arming the militia; but he would 
say, if they passed this bill, distributing the pub- 
lic revenue, they would prejudge the whole of 
these claims. tt seemed to him that they ought 
to refer this bill to the Committee of Ways and 
Means, and have a report from that committee in. 
relation to the finances of the nation. The gen- 
tleman from Massachusetts [Mr. Liancoin] had 
given, among other reasons why this bill should 
not go to the Committee of Ways and Means, 
because they would have the influence of a report 
from that committee against it. Now it seemed 
to Mr. G. that, if this bill could not stand the test 
of areport from the Committce of Ways and 


| Means, or the Committee on Public Lands, it 


must bea very doubtful measure indeed. He 
apprehended that the country was not prepared 
for a measure, if it was to be injured by a report 
from one of the standing committees of the 
If the measure stood strong in the pub- 
lic estimation, as gentlemen had said it did, a re- 
port from a committee would not kill it; and if it 
could not stand the test of that scrutiny it ought 
not to be passed. 

It was a new thing in that House, that a prop- 


| osition to dispose of the whole of the public treas- 
` ure should not be allowed to take the usual course 


in the House. Sucha thing never had been heard 
of in that Hall, to endeavor to carry so important 
g-it receive the investi- 
gation of a committee. Tt was the proper place 
to refer it to one of the standing committees; and 
if it should stand the test of that committec, then 
let it come into the House and be discussed in 
the Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union. He thought gentlemen ought to go with 
him in sending this bill to the Committee of Ways 
and Means. If it was not able to stand the test 
of the scrutiny of that committee, then it ought 
not to pass. 

Mr. BRIGGS obtained the floor, but gave way to 

Mr. GRANGER, who wished to reply to the 
inquiries made of him by his colleague. “Mr. G. 
spoke upwards of an hour, in reply to the vari- 
ous inquiries made of him by his colleague, [Mr. 
Girer.) He was in favor of appropriations 
for arming fortifications on the sea-board, but net 
to the extent of the amendment proposed by the 
fortification bill. He would, however, expend as 
much as could be done with cconomy the present 
year; say four or five hundred thousand dollars, 
Hesaid thatthe present Administration had gotten 
all the appropriations which they had asked for 
this purpose, and at a time when the country 
was, in their opinion, near being plunged into a 
war with one of the powerful nations of Europe, 
that they had not a gun on once of their fortifica- 
tions, except at Charleston. 

When Mr. Grancer concluded his remarks, 
several gentlemen rose to address the Chair. 

Mr. BRIGGS obtained the floor. 

Mr. BYNUM contested the right of Mr. Brices 
to the floor. He protested against the principle 
that a member should obtain the floor and be per- 
mitted to yield it to another to make along speech, 


‘ (who, having previously spoken on the subject, 


was not entitled to the floor until other members, 
who chose to do so, had spoken,) and then that 


_ the member thus yielding should be ermitted to 


claim the floor, after having thus yielded it. 
The CHAIR had first caught the eye of the 
ntleman from Massachusetts, [Mr. Briees.] 


e 
i fiad any other gentleman risen before the mem- 


ber from Massachusetts, the floor would have 
been given to such individual. 
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Mr. BRIGGS presumed the gentleman from 
North Carolina was now satisfied. 

Mr. BYNUM was satisfied with the decision 
of the Chair, but he was not satisfed in re 
the imposition which had been practiced upon ' 
the House. | 

Mr. BRIGGS thought, if it was necessary to ° 
refer the subject to a standing committee at all, 
that it appropriately belonged to the Committee 
on Pubhe Lands; but, for the purpose of having 
speedy action upon it, he would be in favor of : 
referring it to the Committee of the Whole on 
the state of the Union. He considered they had 
information sufficient to enable them to act upon 
it, and therefore could not see the necessity of 
referring the bill to the Committee of Ways and 
Means to have their opinion upon it. He con- 
ceived there would be money in the Treasury, 
after suficient appropriations were made, for the 
defenses of the country, whith he would go for 
to any reasonable extent. He hoped the bill: 
would be referred to the Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union, so that it might have 
the dy action of the House. 

Mr. LANE obtained the floor, when 

Mr. CAMBRELENG called for the orders of 
the day; and the House therefore proceeded to 
the special order of the day. 

FORTIFICATION BILL. 

On motion of Mr. CAMBRELENG,, in further 
execution of the special order of the 26th of Jan- 
uary, the House resolveditselfinto the Committee 
of the Whole on the state of the Union, and pro- 
ceeded with the consideration of the bill making 
appropriations for the fortifications of the United 
Brats for the year 1836, (Mr. Maxx, of New 
York, in the chair.) 

The question pending was the amendment of 
Mr. CamBreena, to insert an additional clause 
in the bill appropriating the sum of $700,000 for 
the armament oF the fortifications. 

Mr. TOWNS, who was entitled to the floor, 
addressed the committee at length on the subject 
of the surplus revenue, andinreply to Mr. Taompr- 


son, of South Carolina, on the course of Messrs. _ 


Crar and Caxtnocy, and in reply to Mr, BELL, 
in defense of the Administration and its principles. 
Mr. T. spoke upwards of two hours; his remarks 
will be given as soon as they can be prepared for 
the press. 

Mr. FRENCH then took the floor, and on his 
motion the committee rove and reported; and then , 
the House adjourned. 


IN SENATE. 

z Tucrspar, Afay 12, 1836. 
- Mr. BROWN presented a memorial of sundry | 
citizens of Wilmington, North Carolina, praying | 
for an appropriation to remove the obsetractions 

in Cape Fear river, below the town of Wilming- 

ton; which was referred to the Committee on | 
Commeree. 

Mr. CLAYTON presented the petition of 
George Bomford and William W. Seaton; which 
was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. CALHOUN presented the petition of the 
town council of Georgetown, South Carolina, 
praying for a survey with a view to the improve- 
ment of their harbor; which was referred to the 
Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. “HILL presented a petition of sundry im- 
habitanıs of Sullivan county, New Hampshire, 
praying for the establishment of a post route; 


which was referred to the Committee on the :: 


Judiciary. 

Mr. DAVIS presented the petition of Elka- 
nah Cobb, praying for a pension; which was 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. ` 

Mr. WRIGHT presented the petition of sun- 
dry inhabitants of Michigan, praying for. the 
establishment of a land office; which was referred | 
to the Committee on Public Lands. . 

Mr. WALL presented the copy of a judgment 
obtained by the United States against William 


29 


rd to | 


` Mr. Benron’s motion to strike out the appropria- 


k appa to the same object in the year 1836, and | 
$15 


| P. Rathbone; which was laid on the table, to be 
i called up,as Mr. W. said, when Rathbone’s cage 
! is coneidered, 
RESOLUTION. 
Mr. DAVIS submitted the following resolu- 
tion; which was considered and agreed to: 
Resolved, That the Committee on Pensions be instructed 


to inquire into the expediency of allowing the widow of | 


Peter Sinith such sum as would have been paid him under 
the pension act of January 4, 1822, provided his claim for 
a pension under said act had then been admitted. 


REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 


Mr. EWING, of Ohio, from the Committee on 
Public Lands, reported a bill to authorize the 
Government and Lesiataiive Council of the Ter- 
ritory of Florida to sell the lands heretofore 
reserved for the benefit of a general seminary of 
learning in said Territory; which was read, and 
ordered to a second reading. 

Mr. WALKER, from the select committee, 
to which was referred the bill to carry into effect, 
in the States of Alabama and Mississippi, the 
existing compacts with these States with regard 


i to the five per cent. fund, and the school reserva- 


tions, made a report thereon, accompanied with 
an amendment to the bill; which was read; and, 

On motion of Mr. WALKER, two thousand 
extra copies were ordered to be printed, and the 
bill was made the order of the day for Tuesday 
next. 

On motion of Mr. EWING, of Ohio, the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands was discharged from the 
further consideration of the petitions of William 
M. Yerby and Thomas Taylor. 


ADMISSION OF ARKANSAS. 

Mr. BUCHANAN, from the select committee, 

to which was referred the subject of the admis- 
- sion of Arkansas into the Union, reported a bill 
supplemental to the act entitled “ An act for the 
admission of the State of Arkansas into the Union, 
and to provide for the execution of the laws of 
the United States within the same;’’ which was 


\i read, and ordered to a second reading. 
On motion of Mr. BUCHANAN, the bill was 


postponcd to, and made the special order of the 
day for, this day week. 
MARY J. BALLARD. ' 
Mr. DAVIS, on Icave, introduced a bill pro- 


viding for the further payment of a pension to |: 


Mary J. Ballard; which was read twice, and 
referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 


BILLS PASSED. 


The bi into effect the treaty of limits | 
e bileto carry into efect tlie renty aa | one of the ablest State papers he had ever read. 


between the United States and Mexico; and 
The bill to provide for the enlistment of boys’ 


| in the naval service, were severally read the third 


. time and passed. 
WESTERN BOUNDARY OF MISSOURI. 
On motion of Mr. CLAYTON, the bill to 
` extend the western boundary of the State of Mis- 
souri was taken up, and considered as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole, aud ordered to be engrossed 
for a third reading. 


FORTIFICATION BILL. 
| The bill making appropriations for the purchase 
of sites, the collection of materials, and for the 
- construction of fortifications, was taken up as the - 
special order of the day; the question being on. 


‘tion of $101,000 for fortifications at ‘enobscot į 


bay, and to insert in lieu thereof $75,000, to be 


,000 in the year 1837. 


Mr. CALHOUN was not disposed to depart 


i 
| 
1 
l 


add to or reduce the amount of appropriations 
: contained in them, as they thought proper They 


1 


old and to erect new fortifications. 
i they ought, as far as possible, to complete the 
| old fortifications before new ones were taken up. 


PRICE $1 FOR A SESSION. 
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By pursuing the course indicated, which was 
that of waiting for the action of the other House, 
would prevent confusion, caused by the Senate 
sending their fortification bill to the House of 
Representatives, and the House of Represent- 


| atives sending theirs to the Senate; while both 
| branches would be acting on the same subject in 


distinct bills. 
on the table. . 
Mr. BENTON demanded the yeas and nays. © 
Mr. CLAYTON thought the Senator from 


Mr. C. then moved to lay the bill 


: Missouri (Mr. Benton] would jeopardize the bill: 


by taking it up now, when the Senate was so 
thin, and suggested whether it would not be better 
to let it lie over until to-morrow. 

Mr. BENTON said the Senator from Delaware 
had shown a disposition throughout togo on with 
the fortifications, and had manifested that dispo- 
sition while serving with him on the committee; 
and theré was no one to whose suggestions he 
would listen with more respect than his. But, 
under the circumstances, he was not willing to 
postpone it any longer. - ` 

Mr. CALHOUN was not disposed to elade the 
question, but wished to meet it fairly. 

Mr. Catnoun’s motion was then rejected—yeas 
17, nays 22; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Calhoun, Clayton, Crittenden, Davis, 
Ewing of Ohio, Kent, Knight, Leigh, Moore, Naudain, 
Prentiss, Preston, Robbins, Southard, Swift, Tomlinson, 
and White—17. ; 

NAYS—Messrs. Benton, Brown, Buchanan, Cuthbert, 
Ewing of Minois, Grundy, Hendricks, Hill, Hubbard, King 
of Georgia, Linn, McKean, Morris, Nicholas, Niles, Rives, 
Ruggles, Shepley, Tallmadge, Walker, Wail, and Wright- 


Mr. BENTON observed, that the fairest way 
of getting at the whole matter would be to take 
the question suggested by the argument of the 
Senator from Tennessee yesterday; that was, on 
a motion to strike out all the new works. This 
would-be the best way of getting at the sense of 
the Senate; and he would withdraw his amend-. 
ment in order to give the gentleman an opportu-: 
nity of making a motion to that effect. 

Mr. WHITE would not submit any motion to 
strike out; and if any of the fortifications were to 
be retained, he was inclined to think there was 


n as much merit in the fortifications at Penobscot 


bayas any other. His objections were to appro- 
riating the whole sum in gross, to be expended 
in different years. He had made no motion, and 
would not make any now. 
Mr. BUCHANAN said the report of the Sec- 
retary of Waron the subject of fortifications was 


He believed it had met with the decided appro- 
bation of every member of the Senate, The views: 
of the Secretary were practical, and commended 


| themselves to the common sense of all of ua, 
` whether military men or not. 


i: from the usual course of legislation in this ease. |; 
|| Bills for fortifications usually originated in the |, 
| House of Representatives, and the Senate could |, 


| 
had before them two propositions—to complete |i 
He thought |; 


1 
fl 


The principles established by that report were; 
that it would be vain and impracticable for us to 
attempt to erect fortifications along our coast at 
every point where an enemy might effect a land- 
ing; and if we even could do so, it would render 


| a large standing army necessary to provide them 


all with garrisons; and would thus be in opposi- 
tion to the genius of our institutions. That forti- 
fications should only be erected to defend our 
commercial cities from the attack of an enemy; 
and these ought to be constructed merely for the 
purpose of resisting an assault by sea, because it 
was not to be imagined that an enemy would or 
could ever sit down before them on the land side, 


_and besiege them regularly, according to the Bü- 


ropean custom. 
he principles of this report would not only 
reduce the number of our fortifications, but their 
size, and consequently the expenses of theit con- 
struction. This, with him, was an important 
object, as he should never be willing to involve 
the country in unnecessary expenditures; merely 
because we had a large surplus m the Tresony. 
What, then, did the present bill, as it hat 


|| been amended, propase? Simply te appropriate 
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money for the erection of those fortifications 
which fed been specially recommended by the 
Secretary of War as. necessary for the detense 
of our commercial cities, Was there a single 
Senator whe did not admit that it was necessary 
to erect fortifications at the proposed points? 
He believed-we were unanimous Upon- this sub- 
ject. Then what was the question? It was one 
merely of time. Shall we appropriate the money 
this year, or wait until the next? For his part, 
he was ready and willing to concur in what he 
understood to have been distinctly recommended 
by the Secretary, and make the appropriations 
ai once. It was true that he had also suggested 
the propriety of establishing a board of engi- 
neers for the purpose of making further surveys 
and examiaations before any of the works should 
be commenced, and had asked an sopreopenon 
for this purpose. But why should we delay 
making the appropriations for the construction 
of the works until this was done? Several of 
these fortifications had been already surveyed; 
and, in regard to these, all that was necessary 
before commencing their construction was to 
reduce their dimensions to the standard of the 
report. As soon as this was done, they might 
be commenced immediately. At an early period 
of the session, we had resolved unanimously in 
favor of making all necessary appropriations for 
the defense of the country. The Treasury was 
now full, and he could perceive no good reason 
for postponing until the next year what we might 
as well and better do at the present session. Let 
us place the money at the disposition of the De- 
partment, and let the fortifications be commenced 
as soon as the preliminary surveys could be com- 
pleted. 

Mr. EWING concurred with the Senator from 
Pennsylvania as to the gencral import of the re- 
port of the Secretary of War; and also con- 
curred with him in the opinion that it was a very 
able State paper. He further agreed with the 
Senator from Pennsylvania, that the question as 
to the construction of these fortifications was the 
proper time for commencing them. Now, from 
ali he could gather from the report of the Secre- 
tary, it appeared that there would be no advant- 
age to be obtained by commencing these works 
at this time; and that it would be a departure 
from the well-established policy of this Govern- 
ment to go on with them before making the ne- 
cessary surveys and estimates. It would appear, 
from the Secretary’s report, that there were cer- 
tain works which did not need examination; but 
on turning to another page it would be seen that 
the Secretary says that a reéxamination should 
be made-in every case, ‘‘in order to apply these 
principles.” The Secretary told them that the 
whole plan was originally deficient, though well 


adapted to the situation of. the country at the | 


tame; but that it was now inefficient, and ought 
to'be changed. Mr. E. continued his objections 
to making appropriations for new works before 
the necessary surveys and estimates were made, 
and contended that they ought to wait for the 
result of the examinations of this board of officers 
to be appointed on the recommendation of the 
Secretary of War. If this bill should now be 
passed, it would take some time to get it through 
the other House; the bill to increase the corps of 
engineers must also be passed by that body; and 
it would take some time toget them together and 
instruct them; and therefore, under all those 
unavoidable delays, no use could be made of the 
appropriations this season. . It appeared to him 
that these appropriations at this time would only 
have the effect of changing the deposits of the 
public moneys in the deposit banks from the 
name of the United States to the names of the 
disbursing officers. It would be nothing more; 
for the money must remain in these banks with- 
out a possibility of using it. 


Mr. PRESTON said that laborers had by this. 


time probably made their arrangements for ém- 
ployment during the season, avd no doubt great 
inconvenience would arise in procuring them,and, 
if procured, it would be at an increased expense. 
There were two fortification bills; one emanating 
from. the Military Committee, designating the 
points of location, and the other from the Com- 
mittee on Finance, making the necessary appro- 
priations, - Heretofore, the practice had been for 


— 


= 


one branch of this subject, while they were left 
in the dark in regard to the other. The Military 


. Committee, at the commencement of the session, 


found us under peculiar circumstanecs. We were 
then threatened with awar,and fearing the House 
might not get a bill up in time to meet the emer- 
gency, had brought this bÈ} forward, but now 
matters were changed. The temper and judg- . 
ment which characterized the report of the Scc- 
retary of War was such that he was much dis- `; 
posed to acquiesce in its recommendations, and , 
he very much distrusted his own judgment when 
differing from him in this matter. He differed 
from the Senator from Ohio [Mr. Ewre] in re- 
gard to the construction he had put upon the 
repart; and the President concurred in opinion 
with the Secretary of War against the opinion of 
the engineers. . 

There were certain fortifications which. had 
been excepted by the Secretary of War in his 
report, who had suggested the prosecution of | 
themunder the peculiar circumstances with which | 
they were identified, and had therefore acquiesced i 
in the prosecution of some of the fortifications, , 
while he rejected others. He could not tell how far |; 
the principles laid down by the Seerctary would | 
be retained in the provisions of this bill; but he, 
inferred that the general purpose of the Sccretary 
was, that Congress should cxamine this matter , 
with full deliberation; and the general conclusion 
was, that the principles laid down by him should ` 
be deliberately applied to all these works. He || 

; had come to the conclusion that the Sceretary . 
i believed those works which he had designated | 
might be carried on under the, direction of the | 
Government on certain contingencies, and that. 
future changes might be made which would re- |; 
quire a corresponding change of plans to meet | 
them. In regard to many of these works, plans 
of them had been frequently approved, an the . 
estimates of the necessary labor stood a matter 
_of record for the last twelve or fifteen years. 
‘| Most of those of the first class had been com- 
:! pleted, and the present bill proposed to carry into 
‘ completion those of thé second class, and part of 
|| those of the third class. Penobscot and Ken- 
-nebec were of the third class, and also the forti- 

i fication at Provincetown, at Cape Cod. He 
` believed Provincetown ought to have been of the’ 
first class, as it was of primary importance; but 
, the Secretary of War had differed from this clas- | 
: sification; and the President, looking directly to | 
| the question, had decided with the Department, | 
i and differed from the bureau. The-idea’of dei 
| fending the coast by steam was not new, butwas |. 
' as old as 1816, although a new and more power- 
ful application of it had been invented. The} 
i springing up of new towns and cities, the devel- , 
| opment of new energics, and the rapid improve- 
| ment. of .the country, had already produced a | 
| change in the state of things different from what | 
‘existed when the original plan of. fortifications |, 

‘was adopted. i l 

| © Mr. P. went into an inquiry as to thé length 

‘of time that would be required to put up these 

‘buildings. The Secretary of War (he said) had 

‘recommended that a general appropriation be’ 
' made, so that, as soon as worlcs were found to be - 
i necessary at any given point, they should be com- 

| menced, with a view to a gradual completion; and 

i the chairman of the Military Committee [Mr. | 


J Benton] had moved, in pursuance of those rec- . 
‘ommendations, to change the appropriations to | 
`i Penobscot from $104,000, to be expended in one, 
| year, to $150,000, to be expended in two years, 
' and the appropriation to be divided into $75,000, ` 
to be expended in each year. It was proposed to |: 
: commence from the stump, and finish that work | 
‘in eighteen months. Heretofore, it had been the 
practice of Congress, in undertaking a series of 
‘works, to adopt the mode of appropriating a | 
_ yearly amount at every session, by which the ‘| 
subject annually passed the ordeal of examination || 
- by a committee. This pledge to make these ap- | 
: propriations for a series of years was different |j 
from an dae aan for the fiscal year; and he |; 
| would prefer that so much for 1836, and so much | 
J for 1837, should be particularly specified; and .j| 


: well. 


Mr. NAUDAIN moved to amend the amend- 
ment by striking out the $75,000 for the year 
1837, leaving the 75,000 for the year 1836. 

Mr. N. observed that the reasons which induced- 
him to make this motion were drawn from the 
report of the Secretary. of War, which recom-’ 
mended.that surveys should be made before com- 


mencing any hew works. He believed also, that. 
one half of the appropriation would be sufficient. 
to kecp the workmen in employment for the re- 

mainder of this year, and until the middle of the 

next. For one, he was opposed to making appro-- 
priations for so long a time in advance. 

Mr. SHEPLEY showed that different reports 
and examinations had been made in regard to the 
fortifications at Penobscot: bay. That the De- 
partment could never meke contracts beyond the 
appropriation was a regulation well understood. 
It was judged this fortification would cost $150,000, 
and had been increased: to that sum from $101,000. 
He went into a calculation of the cost, whether 
it should be construeted of brick or stone, to show 
the disadvantave and want of economy in making 
limited or partial contracts, which would be un- 
avoidable in case the appropriation for the second: 
year should be cut off. 

Mr. CALHOUN observed that. the Senator 
from Maine put these large appropriations on the 
ground that the Secretary would. make the con- 
tracts to run through the whole time, Now, he 


; had had some little experience in these matters, 


and well knew the disadvantages attending the: 
making long contracts. If they were made when 
prices were high, the profit consequent on the fall 
of prices inured to the contractor; and if they 
were made when prices were low, the contractor 
was sure to violate his contract when he found 
himself losing by the fall of prices, so that in 
either case the Government must be a great loser. 
One great objection that he had to the large ap- 

ropriations in this bill was, that they were calcu~ 
ated to empty the public purse and fill the pockets 


' of the contractors. $ 


The Senator from Connecticut said that labor 
is now falling. Well, what would be the result? 
Why, the fall in the price of labor would put 
thousands into the pockets of individuals for no. 
earthly benefit to the public. There never was a 
time batter fitted to make fortunes for contractors, 
than the.present. He understood this thing very 
He would not attribute motives to any, 
gentleman, but ithad been almost openly avowed 
an that floor, that the design was to retain the 
public money where it is, and prevent it from 
going back to the people to whom it rightfully 
belonged. There were powerful combinations. 
interested in this‘matter. Millions were deposited 
in these deposit banks who paid no interest on 
it, and were, therefore, deeply interested in re- 
taining this money; a vast number of individuals 
who were indebted to them, were equally inter- 
ested in the same object, and this powerful com- 
bination would make every effort to prevent the 
withdrawal of this money. If this bill was a ques- 
tion of fortifications, there would be no difficulty; 
it would be passed-at once; but these were not 
the real objects in view. The question now was 


: not fortifications, for they were not even dreamed 


of ; but haw te prevent this immense amount of 
public money from being withdrawn from the 


: deposit banks with respect. to these appropria- 
:. tions, the 


pensing them at this time, and in the 
absence of surveys and sufficient information, 
would be a departure from the long-settled prac- 
tice of the Government, for which no sufficient 
reason could be given. Their custom had been 
to wait fer the action of the other House, and to 
pene such fortification bills as came from that 

ody. There was a fortification bill now in prog- 


ress there, and there was no danger of its not 
‘ being, sent to the Senate in time to be acted on. 


It was not expected to expend this money: this 
year, for the Secretary would have too much dis». 
cretion tọ make. contracts at this time. 

-There never waa a time when there was 80 
little use in-expending money on new fortifica- 
tionsas the present, ‘There were only two nations 
in the world. against whose attacks they would 
be wanted, a these were France and Great 
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Britain. Our dificultica with France were, thanka | 
to Providence, happily settled, and with Great ; 
Bentain there was not the slightest expectation of 
our coming in conflict, Her magnanimous inter- 
Terence to settle our foolish and wicked quarrel 
with France, plainly showed her friendly inten- 
tions towards this country, and her strong desire 
to maintain her friendly relations with us. Our 
danger (said Mr. C.) hes not on the sea-coast; it 
hes in another way; in the southwest. Let me 
teil you (said Mr. C.) that every dollar of our 
surpius may be wanied, and that soon. They 
knew not even what the next mail might bring 
them. 
and watch the progress of events; let this bill lie 
and rest until the Senate had ume to consider and | 
reflect upon it, They were proceeding with wo 
much precipitation on idle schemes to prevent the 
surplus money from going back to the people 
trom whom it waa derived, He was anxious to 
have the billto provide for the safety of the public 
money taken up and considered; it being, in his 
opinion, a more important matter than any that 
couid be brought before them; and he had hoped 
that che Senator from New York [Mr. Watenrt] 
would have called it up before this. He now 
gave nouce that he would bimeelf call up that bill 
on Saturday next, if the Senator from New York 
dad not call it up before that day. ! 

Mr. WRIGHT expressed a wish to address ; 
the Senate ou the subject, but it being late in the 
day, moved an adjournment, which was carried; . 
and 

The Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Tucrspar, May 12, 1836. 


On motion of Mr. SHIELDS, the bill provid- 
img for paying certain pensioners of the United 
Bates at Pulaski and Dandridge, in the State 
of Tennessee, was taken up, read a third time, 
amcuded, and, after some conversation between 
Messrs. WHITTLESEY of Ohio, LEA of Ten- 
neasee, HARPER, McKAY,CARTER,ALLEN 
of Vermon:, WARDWELL, SHIELDS, and 
EVERETT, the bill was passed. 

PERSONAL EXPLANATION. 

Mr. GARLAND, of Louisiana, by petmission 
af the House, rose to make a statement personal 
io himseif. There were certain individuals who 
attended in that House as reporters, who werc in 
the practice of writing letters for publication in 
the papers of other cities. In two letters of this 
character, one of which had appeared in the Phila- 
delpua Inquirer, and the other in the New York 
Gourier and Enquirer, his course on the bill to 
provide for the defense of the western frontiers 


was misrepresented, and statements were made . 


not founded in fact. The letterinthe New York 
per stated, that both Mr. Adams and himself : 
[ma opposed the bill to which he had referred; and 
the correspondent of the Philadelphia Inquirer | 
underst him to oppose it, but supposed he | 
might be mistaken, owing to the confusion whieh 
prevailed at the time; and he, (Mr. G.,) had been - 
called upon by the latter correspondent to correct 
the error, if one had been committed. Negentle- 
man who had heard him on the occasion te which 
he alluded, could fail to remember that he stated 
explicitly that he was in favor of the ge of 
the bill, and that the appropriation oaght to be 
made. Such was his anxiety that the measure 
should be speedily adopted, that he had peevious- 
ly determined to forbcar making any remarks, 
lest the passage of the bill-should be delayed or 
endangered by discagsion. Seeing, however, no 
decided opposition to it, and a debate. having 
sprung’up in reference to the affairs offTexas, 
(which in fact had little or no connectien with it,) 
he had been drawn out, and had followed other 
gentlemen in the course of remark in whith they 
had indulged on that oecasion. In addition to 
what he had stated, his name was reeagded in - 
favor of the passage of this bill, and. ander the ` 
circumstances it was most extraordi 
could have entered into the mind of ang person | 


that he had opposed this measure, more:particu- | 
larly when it was:recollected that it wabintended | 


to protect the people of his own disteletyy This 
gross error should admonish those whe under- 
took to give the proceedings of the House to 


TEE CONGRESS 


Wait then (said Mr. C.) a few days, : 


| morrow, and ordered, together with the petition 


y that it = 


- pressly stated in one of the daily newspapers of | 
. this city,* that in that debate he had said that-he | 


report them correctly; and it wasals a reflection || 


upon the House, that owing to the confusion || 
which prevailed, a member had been called u on! 
to correct an erroneous impression in regard to 
his own remarks and course upon an important 


subject. 
NATIONAL FOUNDERY. 


Mr. JOHNSON, of Kentucky, from the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs, reported a bill provid- 
ing for the establishment of a national foundery; 
which was read twice and committed. ae: 


ADJOURNMENT, 


Mr. HAYNES moved to suspend the rules for 
the purpose of enabing him to submit a motion to 
take up and dispose of the joint resolution from 
the Senate, fixing a day for the final adjournment | 
of Congress, 

Mr. MANN, of New York, asked for the yeas . 
and nays onthe motion; which were ordered; and 
were— 


YEAS — Messrs. Chilton Allan, Barton, Bean, Bockee, | 
Bond, Boyd, Briggs, Brown, Buchanan, Burne, William D. ! 
Calhoun, Campbell, Carr, George Chambers, Chapman, 
Nathaniel H. Claiborne, Coffee, Corwin, Denny, Dicksen, 
Fairfield, Fry, PhiioC. Fulier, William K. Puller, Granger, 
Graver Grennell. Griffin, Hannegan, Harlan, Harper, Sam- 
uel 9. Harrison, Haynes, Hazettine, Hoar. Ingersoll. Wilk 
liam Jackson, Janes, Jenitor, Richard M. Jomson, Henry 
Johnson, Judson, Kennon, Kilgore, Klingensmith, Lansing, - 
Lawrence, Lay, Lincoln, Logan,Love, Abijah Mann, Job 
Mann, Martin, Wiltiam Mason, Sampson Mason, May, Me- 
Kennan, Miller, Milligan, Morgan, Morris, Pettigrew. Phil- 
lips, Potts, Robertson, Russell, Wiiliam B. Shepard. Au- 
gustine H. Shopperd, Sickles, Sprague, Steele, Sutherland, 


. Tarrill, A da Wagener, Ward, Wardwell, White, 
ew 


iene Whittlesey, is Williams, and Sherrod Williams 
NAYS — Messrs. Adams, Heman Allen, Antheny, Ash, 
Ashicy, Bailey, Beale, Beaumont, Boon, Borden, Bouldin, 
Bovee, Bunch, Cambreleng, Carter, Casey, Chaney, Chap- 
man, John F. H. Claiborne, Clark, Cleveland, Coles, Con- 
nor. Craig, Cramer, Crane, Cushman, Deberty, Dickerson, 
Doubleday, Dromgooie, Effuer, Everett, Farlin, Forester, ' 
French, Galbraith, James Garland, Rice Garland, Gillet, 
Grantiand, Grayson, Haley, Joseph Hall, Hiland Hall, 
Hamer, Hawes. Holsey, Hopkins, Howard, Hubley, Hunt, | 
Hunteman, Ingham, Jabez Jackson, Jarvis, Jo epla Johnson, | 
Cave Johnson, Beniamin Jones, Kinnard, Lane, Lawler, : 
Gideon Lee, Josnua Lee. Luke Lea, Leonard, Loval, John 
Y. Mason. Moses Mason, McKay, MeKeon, McKim, Mc- 
Lene. Mercer, Mulitenbere, Owens, Page, Parks, Patterson, 
Franklin Pierce, Datee J. Pearec, James A. Pearee, Phelps, 
Pinckney, Reed. Rencher, John Reynolds, Joseph Reynolds, , | 
Ripley, Roan, Seymour, Shiclds, Slade, Sloane, Spangler, ; 
Standefer, Tasiaterro, Taylor, Thomas. John Thomson, |i 
Touees, Townes. Turner. Uaderwool,; Washington, Web- *, 
ster, Weeks, and Thomaa FT. Whittlesey—107. i 


So the House refused to suspend the rules. 
GEORGETOWN MANUFACTURING COMPANY. ` 


Mr. ADAMS, from the Committee on Man- ; 
ufacturcs, reported a bill to incorporate the | 
Georgetown Manufacturing Company; which 
was read twice, referred to a Committee of the 
Whole House; made the order of the day for to- ' 


upon which the bill was founded, to be printed. | 

Mr. A. said that, being up, and as he might ! 
have no other opportunity for it, he would ask : 
the permission of the House, in consequence of | 
the statement made by the gentleman fram Lou- i| 
isiana, [Mr. Gartanp,] to make one for himself. |; 
In one of the two reports which the gentleman |! 
from Louisiana had cited as having: misrepre- ; 
sented his remarks in the important debate of last || 
Saturday, Mr. A.’s name had been misrepre- ʻi 
sented in the same manner. It was said in that 
report, as noticed by the gentleman from Louis- 
iana, that he had opposed the passage of the bill 
of appropriation for the defensc of the southwest- , 
ern frontier. It was perfectly well known to | 
every member of the House, not only that hedid |! 
not oppose the passage of the bill, but that such | 
an intention having, from some remarks which he 
had made in the debate, been imputcd to him by | 
a member, he had in the most explicit manner || 
disclaimed it; that he had voted for the Dill 
through all its stages on that day; and that his: 
Name stood reeordcd upon the Journal of the || 
House in its favor. a ooa 

But this was not the grossest misrepresentation | 
whieh had gone forth with regard to his remarks 
in the House on that occasibn. It had been ex- | 


ast 


*Mr. ADA was understood to allude to an editorial | 
azticle ia the Telegraph of Monday last. ; TOR 


AT GDOBE: 


. State or States. 


1} 


: Union, he had never removed from office one man 


, this, but he did not believe it. H ) 
‘lieve that his forbearance to dismiss public offi- «. 
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would prefer.to see a black colony eatablished in 
the Mexican province of Texas, sooner thnn to 
have it annexed to this Union as a slaveholding 
Every member of the House 
who had heard him, knew that he had said no 
such thing. He had said not a word ahout the 
establishment of a black colony in Texas. What 
he said was, that he would prefer to sce Tex- 
as remain a part of the Mexican Republic, with 
slavery abolished, than have it made a part of the 
United States with slavery reéstablished by war, 
to constitute slaveholding States of this Union 
Now, it. was impossible for him to believe that so 
gross a misrepresentation of what he had said 
could have been inadvertently made. The pur- 
pose of. exposing his remarka to obloquy, war > 
too apparent to leave a doubt ihat it was intended. + 
And thus it is that members ‘of the House are 
subjected to the most invidious migconstructions. 
of their conduct. - 

He would further observe that, in the reportin: 
the National Intelligencer of this morning, of a 
few words which he had been called incidentally 
to say in the House yesterday, and which had 
certainly not occupied iwo minutes of time, there 
were two errors, notindeed so important as those 
which he had just exposed, nor, as he believed, 
intentional, but equally wide of what he had ac- 
tually said. A gentleman from Georgia; [Mr. 
Towns,] in addressing the House, had stated that 
he (Mr. A.) had, when Secretary of State, dis- 
missed a printer.of the laws, favorable to the 
election of Genaral Jackson, and had appointed. 
in his place a printer fricndly to. himself. Mr. 
A. had then interrupted the gentleman from- 
Georgia, and assured him.and the House, that 
while Secretary of State. he never had, in any- 
one instance, dismissed a printer of the laws, and 
appointed another on account of any political 
partiality for or against himself. He had added, 
that the only change which he had made ofa: 
printer of the laws at Nashville, had been made: 
at the request af General Jackson, and his then’ 
colleague in the Senate, Mr. Eaton, though he 
know. not whether this fact would be recollected. 
by the President. Thus far the report in thig 
morning’s Intelligencer was substantially correct, - 
but it then procecded to represent Mr, A. as 
having said that “the motive for this ghange 
was afterwards the subject of much miseonsteuc- 
tion.. The members present. yesterday when 
he spoke must remember that he made no such: 
reraark, ; te eg a 

The other error was more considerable, because. 
it misrepresented not only. what he said, but his’ 
real opinion. He had said, that during the pe- 
riod when he had held the highest station in. the: 


on account of his political opinions or prefercuce 


| with regard to the Presideney. That his adher- 


ence to this system had been universally known; 
thatit had been much disapproved of by many. 
of his friends; and that inan tistorical work, pub- 
lished some years since, it had been mentionad as 
one of.the causes. of his subsequent failure,of 
political success. Tha.report in the Intelligencer 
represents him as saying that he himself ‘* be- 
lieved it was one among the principal reasons 
why he was not more successful. as a candidate: 
for a second election.’? He had not only not said: 
He did. not be-' 


cera opposed to him had the slightest effect on 
the subsequent election. Many of his. frienda, 
however, believed that it had. _ 


_Mr. A. concluded, by observing that these were 
exemplifications of gross misrepresentations of 


' his words and sentiments, expresaed in the House. 
| within the last four days. 


It was, perhaps, a 
useless attempt to correct them, for he verily be- 


| lieved he could not open his lips to speak ,ten 
| words in the House.but-they would pe. mierepre- 


sented, unless they were submitted by the reporter 
to his own revision. pes é 
REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 


Mr. BRIGGS, from the Committee on the Post 
Office and Post Roads, reported a joint resolution 
authorizing the - Postmaster General to; apiile® 
claim of Hard & Longstreet, for carsyang the mail; 
which wae read twice, and committed. °; 

Unfavorable. reports were: made by Messrs. 
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MANN of New York, PATTON , and CRAIG, 
from their respective standing committees. 

Mr. LINCOLN, from the Committee on Pub- 
lie Lands, reported, with several amendments, 
the bill from the Senate to give effect to patents 
for public lands issued in the names of deceased 

rsons. The amendments were concurred in, 
and ordered to be engrossed, and the bill was 
directed to be read a third time. i 

Mr. CONNOR, from the Committee on the 
Post Office and Post Roads, reported a resolution 


providing that, on Tey next, from twelve - 


o'clock, the House would take up and éonsider 
the following bills: 

A bill to change the organization of the Post 
Office Department, and to provide more effectually 
for the settlement of the accounts thereof; and 

A bill to establish certain post routes and to 
alter and discontinue others. 

‘After some suggestions by Messrs. CONNOR, 
MANN of New York, JOHNSON of Kentucky, 
WHITTLESEY of Ohio, and VINTON, the 
latter moved to amend the resolution by striking 
out “ twelve,” and inserting “one” o'clock. 

Mr. HAMER was opposed to the resolution 
in any shape or form. r 
of giving precedence to bills of far less import- 
ance to the country than others which were pend- 


ing, and which should be passed. He, therefore, ' 


moved to lay the résolution and amendment on: 
the table. 

Before any question was taken ‚Mr. LINCOLN 
moved that the House proceed to the considera- 
tion of the orders of the day; which was agreed 
to—ayes 100, noes not counted. f ; 

“Mr. PATTON, on leave, presented a petition; 
which was referred. 


PROCEEDS OF THE PUBLIC LANDS. 
The House resumed the consideration of the 


bill from the Senate to distribute the proceeds of 


the sales of the public lands among the several 
States, and to grant lands to certain States. 

Three propositions were pending. The first 
was to refer the bill to the Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union; the second, to 


‘ment to tax-gatherers, and the West an 


; ordinary expenditures of the Government. 
|;i will enable the House to act, knowing 
ij speedily. It is objected that the committee wi 
‘| not act promptly on the subject; that it will sleep 
i| in the committee room. Should they delay action, 
i he assured the House he would vote with gentle- 
1| men to compel action upon it; that it was impor- 
‘ltant this bill should be disposed of, anally dis- 
i! posed of, as early as possible, that the 

| may make some other disposition of the surplus || 
' revenue, either by a general division, a loan to |) 
| the States, or in State stocks; for he could assure 


It would have the effect | 


| bill, it never would become a law. 


‘one; nor will he ever agxee to adjourn until that i 
| subject shall be disposed of in a manner satis- 
| factory to the people and to the nation. 


ii honorable gentleman from New York, [Mr. 
l Vare I have nothing to conceal—nothing 
l 


i picions. 


I| the streams of emigration to the West, and check 


her growing prosperity. It may produce a state 
of things that will convert the General 


to tax-payers. 

Sir, what does the bill propose ? 
nary appropriation to be paid out of any money 
in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, but 


4 totake from the Treasury tens of millions that 


have already been appropriated and expended. | 
Send it the Committee of Ways and Means, , 
whose duty it is to examine all questions in rela- 
tion to the revenue, and let theminform the House 


|. if such an appropriation can be borne by the 


were aiea y cone acquainted; it had received 
the consideration of the public; it had been dir 


Govern- || cussed in the public papers and official communi- 
d South || cations, and probably all the light of which it 
‘was susceptible, had been shed upon it by the 
Not an ordi-! able arguments of gentlemen in this or the other 


branch of Congress. He should confine himself 
in his present remarks to the question immedi- 
ately under consideration; he. should not follow 
the example, whether proper for imitation or not 
he would not say, of taking the wide range into 
topics which he conceived to be foreign from the 

uestion on hand. Besides, he had listened to 
the remarks of gentlemen upon this floor, whose 


Treasury; whether it will not interfere with the ; experience here enabled them to present all the 


This | 


ouse 


gentlemen, whatever might be his opinion of the 


Sir, no one is more desirous of making some 
final disposition of that portion of the revenue 


‘ not called for by the ordinary expenditures of the || 


Government, than the individual who addresses 
you. To accomplish it, he will go as far as any 


Upon this subject, Mr. Speaker, lam like the 


to fear. iat gentleman seems to think the | 
money in the hands of the Administration to be | 
dangerous. Whether these suspicions be well 


founded or not, I, for one, am desirous to relieve | 


them from the responsibility and from such sus- 
The gentleman seems to have hung a 


refer to the Committee on Public Lands; and the |: war speech apon the bill; and in most glowing 


third, that it be referred to the Committee of i and eloquent 

i: what all know, that war was a scourge to a nation; 
r: LANE said it was not his purpose to de- 

tain the House by a discussion of the merits of orphan’s ho 


Ways and Means. 


the bill; that when it shall be in order, it was his 
intention, not only to give his opinion, but hie 
vote, fearless] 

his own consciousness of ri 


and according to the dietates of | 


ghtand wrong. That | pledges on the part of the Administration. 


anguage informed the House o 


that it drew the widow’s tears, and blasted the ' 
es;.that pledges have been given and : 
violated, and that a failure to act may cause this 
dome to tremble over our heads. , 

Mr. Speaker, I am unconscious 6f any violated 
There- 


views of the subject, and their arguments, as he 


ly and believed, being more important upon the merits ` 
ll ‘| than his own. He thought he should not take up 
l. the time to the exclusion of all others who may 


wish to speak, so near as he hoped the present 
was to the close of the session. ; 

He was more anxious to take the present oce 
casion to express ah opinion, in discharge of his 


duty, from the fact that the people of the State 
i which he, in part, represented, and especially the 
immediate district from which he came, felt them- ' 
| selves deeply interested in the fate of this bill. 
| The Legislature of the State of Pennsylvania had 
| repeatedly, at different gcasions, and more re- 


cently, at the session of the last winter, expressed 


‘ their sentiments upon the subject-matter of the 


bill in the following manner: 


| K Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives of 
: the Commonwealth of Pennsylvania, in General Assembly 
i met, That our Senators in Congress be instructed, and our 
Representatives be recommended, to use their influence to 
procure the passage of a law to distribute the procceds aris- 
! ing, or which may have arisen, from the sale of the public 
| lands, amongst thẹ several States. in proportion to the num 


ber of members from. each State in the House of Represent- 
atives of the United States.” 

It was in accordance with these sentiments, 
| repeatedly expressed, and with these strong rec- 
! ommendations of the Legislature at its last ses- 
| sion; as well asih conformity with his own opin- 
ions and feelings, that, in the language of the 
resolution, he would at the present time “< use his 
influence’’ to obtain for this bill such a reference 
as would be most likely to insure an expression 
of this House upon it, rather than it should be 
left to sleep or gre with the session. 

lt is proposed, Mr. Speaker, (said he,) to refer 
this bill making appropriations Of the. surplus 


|| proceeds of the public lands to one of three com- 
|| mittees—either to the Committee of the Whole 


|| House on the state of the Union, or to the Com- 


he was deeply impressed with its importance, 
and of the opinions and wishes of those whom 
he had the honor to represent on that floor That 


he was also aware of the political importance at- |! Treasury, and millions taken from alland returned | 


i fore, L have no fears from that source, and would 
i to God I had none from any other! Sir, when | 


tached to it, in reference to the pending presiden-‘ to the few—when the office of President and Vice |; 


tial election by a party in this country, and by |: President shall be sought for, other than at the | 
certain aspirants for that office both here and else- ' ballot-box, by the undisturbed judgment of the , 
where. Sir, had any doubts existed of this fact, ‘| people—when political as irants for that office | 
the distinguished gentleman from New York, | shall be seen going over the country eating din- | 
[Mr. Grancer,] in his remarks, would have dis-: ners and making specches—when this House’ 
sipated them. 
peculiar emphasis; to hail it as the rising star of | hitherto the voluntary gift of a free people as the : 
promise; to gaze upon it asthe hope of political | reward of virtue an patriotism—then we may | 
power ‘and personal aggrandizement; a star he fear and expect to see virtue, patriotism, and ; 
was willing to worship, in reference to which he ` worth disregarded; the public interest neglected; ; 
had nothing to conceal. His opinions upon that . the Union torn into fragments; civil war the order ; 


} 
| 
and every other subjeet werė open to all as roon- ‘j of the day, and acountry in ruins—then, and not | | 


day—no secrets, no Masonry; but his whole soul : till then, will the gentleman’s picture be realized— ;| 
thrown open to public view in all the beauty and `. then will flow the widow’s tears, the orphan’s || 
grandeur of anti-Masonry. S prospects be blasted, and man’s best and last hope $ 
Sir, the only question before the House-is, ' annihilated. Then may this dome not only trem- i; 
whether the bill shall be referred to one of three ble, but crumble beneath our feet. i 
committees. He was for sending it to the Com- | Sir, I trust the bill will be referred to the Com- $ 
mittee of Ways and Means, which would be in | mittee of Ways and Mcans—acted upon, and ; 
conformity with the uniform practice of the finally passed or rejected by the House. i 
House. hy should this bill be taken out of the Mr. MORRIS said, he doubted whether all :, 
common course of legislation?—a bill, whether that he had to say upon this question was worth | 
we consider it with reference to the States,the the pains which he had taken to obtain the floor j 
nation, or the revenue, fraught with more of good , for the purpose of expressing it; but not knowing |. 
or evil than any measure ever agitated in this ` whether he should again have the opportunity of 
Hal. _. , oceupying the floor, he was glad of the present ‘| 
The bill, if passed, may, in its consequenees, occasion, and he should use itin offering his opin- 7 
swallow up the sovereignty of the States, and . ion upon the present question of reference. He i 
convert the Federal Government into assessors | scarcely thought, if the bill should ever come upi! 
and collectors of the State governments; the op- | to be acted upon in the House, that he should i 
pressor of the people, the taking from the many | ask'their attention to any remarks of his upon its p 
and returning to the few;a biH that may dry upall | merits. It was a subject with which the people | 


the States shall become pensioners upon the | 


He seemed to speak of it with ,. shall be made the arena for aspirants to that office, | 


| mittee of Ways and Means, or to the Committee 
jon Public Lands—in either of which commit- 
tees, I mean not to say but it would receive the 
| attention and deliberation which its merits de- 
: mand. The question is then presented, whether 
| a reference to either of the standing committees 
of this House would afford the means of more 
| prompt and speedy action, or whether the im- 
mediate reference to the Committee of the Whole 
, would not place the subject in a state as favor- 
able for legislation asif the more formal and slow 
, method be adopted. ` 
| I seppose it may be assumed as a position in- 
controvertible, that there is no gentleman in this 
- Hall but what, other things being equal, would 
say his object and purpose are to give such & 
direction to this and all other subjects as would 
best promote and facilitate the concurrent action 
of both branches of Congress; that if the subject 
has merits, it should be so disposed of as to be 
acted upon and passed. If then, this be the case, 
unless good and sufficient reasons can be advanced 
for first referring this matter to a standing com- 
mittee, I hope it will go immediately and at once 


: to the Committee of the Whole, both for dispatch 


and effective legislation. It has been said that if 
it be referred to the Committee on Public Lands 
they may make such suggestions and alterations 
in the proposed bill as may meet the wishes 


_ both of the friends of this bill and of the bill 


for graduating the price of the public lands. It 
is true, there may be modifications proposed in 
the committee, but the same may be proposed, 
deliberated upon, and discussed, in the Jommit- 
tee of the Whole; nor can it be supposed, if such 
alteration should be. made in the standing com- 
mittee, that that circumstance would prevent or 
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foreclose alterations, propositions, and debate, in | 


the Committee of the Whole. Ifhe understood 


the true purpose and usé of standing committecs, | 


it was fo take into consideration memorials, res- 
olutions, and matters cénnécted ‘with them in 
their incipient stage; or bills, if their recent intro- 
duction and novelty render it expedient; so that 
having them’ before them, and all the facts, which 
may be numerous and diversified; and with which 
it is not presumed the House are acquainted, 
they, the'standing committees, may give such a 
condcnsed form to the subject, with their recom- 
mendation, as to place it intelligibly before the 
House, and enable it to nidke such final disposi- 
tion of the matter as they may think right and 
proper to do. pea j 

Objections: have been raised to the reference of 


this bill; upon the ground that the appropriation | 


pills should first be acted on and passcd, before 
this is taken up, in order that it may be. known 
avhether there will be any surplus in the Treasury 
to be distributed. Whatever weight there may 
be in ‘that objection, it is met and answered, in 
great part, by the operation of the special order 
of January last, giving precedence to the appro- 
priation bills'over others. I presume they will 
first be called up and disposed of, before this bill 
‘would be passed. Butifitis meant to be con- 
tended, that this bill shall not be reported by a 
standing committec, until all the appropriation 
bills arc finally acted upon by this House and the 
Senate, and shall receive the sanction of the Ex- 


> - . if 
ecutive, then the consequence is apparent and in- į 


evitable, that this bill is not to be reported by the 
standing committee, or if so, it will be so late in 
the session as to render it impracticable to give to 
it that. consideration which it deserves, and to 


place itin a situation that it is not probable it | 


would receive the legislative aétion of Congress 
‘during this session. So that it appears to me, 
whatever weight the argument in favor of waiting 
for this purpose may otherwise have, it is rc- 
moved by the position in which the business of 
the House is placed by antecedent rules, and by 
‘the fact'that it is a virtual denial of the considera- 
tion’ of the bill. l 


This bill has alread passed the Senate of the | 


United States, and although I mean not say that 
it is‘not the duty of this H 

‘and all other bills that are sent here, I hold it to 
be the incumbent duty of the House, and of every 
member, to examine, and judge'for himself of the 
propriety of every measure; yet itdid strike me, 
“whether correctly or not I leave for others to say, 
as T have not heard the argument used, that after 
the subject had received so much of the public 


attention; after it had occupied so much of the |: 


consideration of the Senate, where this bill has 
been for between four and five months, and of 
the members of this Flouse; (for it is within the 
recollection of every one, that during the discus- 
sion there, fora part of the time at least, such 
was the intense anxiety of members, that it was 
difficult to keep a quorum here to transact the 


current business which was then on hand;) after | 


all this, E submit to the consideration of gentle- 
men, Whether the comity to be shown by one 
edordinate branch of the Legislature to another, 
and the respect which is due to the labor be- 
stowed by the Senate, and the time occupied there, 
would not dictate such acourse in the disposition 
of this bill, as may not leave the labor employed 
and the time consumed there, to be useléss and 
vain for all the practical purposes of legislation. 
This bill proposes to distribute a portion ofthe 
surplus funds of the Government, about which 
there has been, I think I am safe in saying, more 


anxiety than upon any other subject to which the | 
public attention has been called during the present : 
he day, that the inquiry | 


session. When has been t 
has not passed from one member of this House 
to another, “‘ what shall be doné with the surplus 
money in the Treasury?” Is not the same solici- 
tude manifested from all q 


to the purity of the Government, and so import- 
ant to its faithful administration, it cannot fail to 
appear to every one, that this leading and absorb- 
ing subject, which tends to the purpose, at least 
one of the purposes, of disposing of the surplus 
funds of the Government, should be placed in 


ouse to examine this | 


uarters of the country, | 
and by all who witness the deliberations of this | 
body? If, then, that question is deemed so vital || j 
' surplus; and, if there was no surplus at the end 


| share of these proceeds upon the supposition that 


| vote was ofmoreconsequence here than a specch.”’ 


| tlemen to come up and meet this question fairly 


| to remark, although it might seem somewhat | 


| he believed, never would report it to the House, 
| but would hold it back as they had done another | 


such a situation as that the opinion‘of this House 
may be indicated, and the vote of members be 
taken upon the main question, without the hazard 
of getting no vote at all upon that question, 

It is, then, of importance to the country and to 
Congress, that this bill should be acted upon as 
speedily and effectively as its nature will admit 
of, But while itis important in this point of view, 
that this House should come up at once to the 
matter before them, it is not less important to:the 
States, with reference to the ulterior disposition 
which they may make of their proportionate 


the bill should pass into a law, that it should be 
known what is to be its fate. Ifthe bill should 
pass intoa law, and pass in season, the Legisla- 
tures of some of the States may convene, (such 
at least may be the-ease in the State of Pennsyl- | 
yania,) and be in session, in sufficient time, to 
pass upon the subject, which in that event would 
become an interesting question, and worthy of 
immediate consideration by the Legislatures of 
the respective States. In this aspect of the mat- 
ter, this reference, in my apprehension, acquires 
additional consequence, and in that pointof view, 
also, I hope it will be considered by this House. 
Sir, I have but little more at this time to trou- 
ble the House with. These are my reasons for 
urging the reference of this bill to such a com- 
mittee as will give to it the attention of all its 
members, and insure the vote of members on one 
side or the other without delay; it is not speeches 
that are wanted. Upon this 1 was forcibly struck 
with an observation of the honorable gentleman 
over the way [Mr. Apams] at the early part of | 
the session; I have since thought it one of the 
mostessential truisms which hasbeen pronounced 
here this session, “ that all would agree that a | 


t 


In conclusion, sir, I have only to appeal to gen- 


and independently; it is scarcely to be supposed 
that.an opinion is yet to be formed, or a vote to 
be changed by anything that will be said ordone | 
in relation to this subject, The trust is confided | 
to us of acting, and so to act as to advance. the ; 
public interest; that when a public measure is in 
itsclf unworthy of the sanction of this House, to | 
put our negative upon it by means direct; but if 
itbe meritorious, to carry out the means of making || 
it effectual. 
Mr. WILLIAMS, of Kentucky, gave the 
reasons which had induced him to move to refer 
the bill to the Committce of the Whole on the 
state of the Union. He wished to be permitted 


strange to some gentlemen, that this bill was not | 
avery favorite measure with him; notwithstand- | 
ing, he thought it probable that he should vote | 
for it. There were objections to the bill which | 
he should like to see removed, still he did not 

know but he should be induced to vote for it. | 
He was opposed to referring the bill to the Com- 

mittee of Ways and Means, because he consid- | 
ered that to refer it to that committee would be 
tantamount to-a rejection of it. That committee, 


| 
l 
i 
| 


measure of his which they had in their posses- 
sion. 

Mr. CAMBRELENG explained: Tt was truc 
that the committee had not reported on that gen- 
tleman’s resolution. He hoped, however, that | 


| 


the committee would not be censured for this, | 


because it must be admitted by all, that the report | 
which he was instructed shortly to make would | 


be much more satisfactory to the House and to i 


the country than a report could have been in | 
February last; as they would have a much better | 
knowledge of the state of the finances now than 
they could have had then. 

Mr. WILLIAMS said the explanation was not 
satisfactory, as his proposition, which the Com- į 
mittee of Ways and Means had under consider- | 
ation, did not specify a single dollar that was to | 
be distributed. It only proposed to distribute the 


| 
i 


of the year, there would be no distribution. | 
Mr. W. contended that there was no necessity to 
refer the bill to one of the standing committees 
of the House, but that it should be referred to the 


i P 


i 


i| to vote for it, because it had passe 


where it could be discussed ame: 
pon at the presént session. ee 
Mr- BYNUM ‘said: ‘the “course taken by: gen: 
tlemen‘on the present’ occasion: was such that he 
was disposed ‘to doubt their sincerity: Tt ap- 
peared: to him ‘that they could not believe their 
own assertions: Thé gentleman who had: just 
addressed the House, ‘and the gentleman:whd 
addressed the House yesterday; [Mr. Granary] 
had told them that it was important thatthe sab- 
ject should be-acted upon immediatelythat the 
country requiréd immediate. action. : Did-these 
gentlemen suppose that they could carry’ a méas* 
ure like this without ‘there being sagacity enough 
among the Democracy to detect its fallacy? -Tt 
was. a mistake; the Democracy were not so simple 
as the friends of this measure seemed ‘to suppose. 
The gentleman who addressed the House on yes- 
terday wished to have the House act on the bill 
immediately, He said,-‘ Pass the bill now, and 
it becomes a law.” Now, he would ask gentlé- 
men if they believed. this?—or, if the peopleof 
the country believed it? He: would ask every 
honest man of that House~he would ask the:gen+ 
tleman from New York, and the gentleman trom 
Kentucky—whether they believed ‘that this- bil 
would become a law, even.if it did pass the House 
this session? No; they well knew the President 
would veto it, Had he not already vetoed-a 
similar bill? Yet this firm:old man, who never 
swerved when he once made up an opinion, was 
to be persuaded by these gentlemen to sign this 
bill. He thought gentlemen could nót entertain 
the opinion that this bill could become a law with 
these facts staring them in the face. ` They could 
not pass this bill intoa law. The people didnot 
believe it; they were too intelligent to’ believe it; 
and upon that intelligence depended the presery- 
ation of the liberties of the people. So nmuch-for 
the necessity of speedy action. Had the bill been 
discussed sufficiently to throw all the light.and 
information before the people .of the country 
which -was necessary? If it was for the interest 
of the people of the country, let them have all the 
facts before them; and let them decide upon it 
again, as they had already done. Letusgiveall 
the information which can be: procured. tothe 
people, and then let them decide. ie : 


unded; and acted 


But, say, gentlemen, we are prepared to ‘vote 
now, because the bill has been passed in the 
Senate, and came from the Senate. No doubt 
they were prepared to vote upon it, because.it 
was the offspring of their oracle. It was the very 
hobby which was to give them success: “Tt was 
made the hobby by every species of politicians. 
This was the little pony whieh the anti-Masonic 
party, the National Republican party, the Aboli- 
tion party, the no-party party, and many other 
parties, were to ride; and he feared that the little 
pony would be so burdened that he would 
break down and leave them all. Mr. B. would 
let the facts go to the people; and let them take 
the matter in hand and say whether this little 
pony was to carry all these parties into office or 
not. He asked if the proposition to refer this 
subject to the Committee of Ways and Means 


| was an unusual proposition? When a bill was 


sent from one House to another, the ustal course 
| was to refer to one of the standing committees. 
He cited the fortification bill, which had passed 
the House by an overwhelming majority; yet 
when it went to the other branch of Congress it 
was referred to the proper committee. ‘Then cer- 
tainly they had a precedent for this case, and 
from a body which always, in the opinion of the 
advocates of this bill, did things in a proper man- 
ner. It was not an unusual course for the bill to 
‘take. It was the uniform practice, when: bills 
| were sent from one House to the other; to refer 
them to some select or standing committee. Un- 
questionably this was the proper course. There 
was a great difference of opinion às to the amount 
of money to be distributed. Some contended that 
there were at present thirty or forty millions of 
dollars in the Treasury, whilst: others did not 
believe there was more than half that amount. 
Under these circumstances, o bill comes ae 
i ontlemen say they are prepar 

the House, and gentlem y they i E Par 
branch of Congress, and they took it for granted 
that there was this large amount of money In the 


{ 


i 
H 
i 
H 
H 
i 
i 
i 
t 
H 
i 
H 
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Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union, | 


Treasury. But (Mr. B- said) there were some 
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BE ee cay line for granted which came from 
that branch of the Legislature of the nation. The 
ntleman from New York 

‘ected to sending this subject to the Committee 
of Ways and Means. He presumed it was not 
desired by that gentleman to have the subject 
discussed and investigated by the Committee of 
Ways and Means. Mr. B. said this committee 
was constitute 
igating subjec 
information fr 
before the House. The 
and laid on the table; and ; 
they could have extra copies printed to send out 
to the people, whe would have to decide upon the 
subject at last. 


ts of this kind. 


report of a committee of this House. 


Well, in reply to that, Mr. B. would say that | 


he had no confidence in a majority of the other 


branch of Congress in regard to this’ subject. 
He was aware that there were some gentlemen | 
who had no confidence in reports from commit- | 
tees of that House; and he supposed gentlemen ` 
were afraid to have the bill referred to the Com- | 
mittee of Ways and Means, where they thought i 


it would be reported upon in such manner as to 
preven 
gion. 


they could get up and make what bold assertions 
they pleased, an send out those assertions to the 
people of the country,-perhaps in the very face of 
‘the facts. 
make these assertions about there being forty or 
fifty millions of surplus revenue. They must 
‘think that the people had very short memories to 
believe such assertions as these, especially when 


they were made by the same gentlemen who but |. 


'a short time ago had told them that the Treasury 
was empty and the Government bankrupt, and 
‘that: there would have to be levied additional 
‘taxes in consequence: of the removal of the de- 
posits. These gentlemen had told the people that 
‘the President was a usurper, that the country 
was ruined, and that the people were impover 


ished, and the people were called upon to hurl | 
him from office. But what was the language held |! 
by gentlemen now? Why, that the Treasury | 
-wasg overburdened with its surplus; and, unless '' 
they would take the money out of the Treasury, 

that the people would be ruined; and that the | 


money would be squandered by the party. Did 
„gentlemen believe they could affect injuriously 
the party by such assertions? Why, unless the 


people were the ignorant, contemptible beings | 


that these gentlemen would have them to be, they 
-never could injure the partyin this way. ‘The 


‘people have more intelligence and more sagacity | 
‘than those gentlemen think them to have. The Fi 


that House who were not prepared I i 
| nouncement of the arrival of the hour for pro- 


rk [Mr. Grancer] ob- | 


d for the special purpose of invest: : 
hey obtained `; 
om the Departments, and laid it ; 
documents were obtained ‘: 
if gentlemen wished, | 


But gentlemen say they do not — 
wish this, because they have no confidence in the | 


tits being acted upon at the present ses- | 
It appeared to be the object of gentlemen to | 
get the bill into Committee of the Whole, where |! 


He was astonished to hear gentlemen : 


Mr. Bynum. was here interrupted by the, an- 


‘ceeding to the orders of the day. 


` SENATE BILLS. 
The following bills from the Senate were, by 
consent, read twice, and committed: 
The bill for the relief of Daniel Stoddert; 
- The bill to increase the pension of Thomas 
; Harrison; 
The bill for the relief of Orris Gay; 
The bill for the relief of Carey Clark; 
The bill for the relief of Albert Pawling; 
The bill for the relief of John Powell; 
The bill for the relicf of the heirs of Richard 
_ Anderson; 
The bill for the relief of the widow of Captain 
Samuel Gibbs; f 
The bill for the relief of Dr. Samuel White; 
The bill for the relief of Ransom Mix and John 
McLeod; i 
The bill for the relief of John A. Rogers; 
| The bill for the relief of Leslie Combs; 
l O The bill for the relief of Jonathan Elkins; 


| Sr., of Missouri; . 
| The bill to increase the pension o 
:, Slough; 
'* The bill for the relief of Stephen Bohannan; 
The bill for the relief of G. Hitchcock; 
The bill explanatory of the act entitled ‘ An 
| act to prevent defalcations on the part of the dis- 
|, bursing agents of the Government, ” and for other 
, purposes; 
O The bill for the relief of Samuel Warner; 
The bill for the relief of Joshua Hatch and 
| others, interested in a fishing vessel which was 


il lost at sea; 
C The bill for the reli 
| late widow of Henry Richardson, deceased; 
The bill for the rel 


. others; 


f Jacob 


i The bill for the relief of the legal representa- | 


| tives of Joseph Hazlitt and Jemima Mauro; 
|| and Fox; 
|i : 
companies of 


; who were em r the 
frontiers against the Indians in 1832; and 


i New Castle, Delaware. 


i and passed: 
i finds of the 
: of Harper’s Ferry; and 


A bill for the relief of Silas Fisher. 
FORTIFICATION BILL. 


BE: 


The bill for the relief of Jean Baptiste Janis, | 


ef of Elizabeth Flicher, 


ief of Benjamin Bennett and | 


| The bill for the relief of the owners, officers, |; 
and crews of the private armed vesscls, Neptune | 


The bill providing for the payment of certain 
militia, of Missouri and Indiana, 
bodied for the protection of the 


The bill providing for the appointment of a 
deputy collector of the customs for the port of 


The following bills were read the third time, 
A bill to authorize the Shenandoah bridge com- 


any,at Harper’s Ferry, to erect a bridge on the 
nited States at or near the town 


gentleman from New York on yesterday had i 
stated, that the President had made a promise ||: On motion of Mr. CAMBRELENG, in further 
that he would distribute the surplus finds among ‘| execution of the special order of the 26th of Jan- 
-the States. Now, Mr. B. would tell the gentle- | uary, the House resolved itself into the Committee 
- man, that the President had made no such prom- |. of the Whole on the state of the Union, and pro- 
ise. The words the gentleman used were ncither ‘ceeded with the consideration of the bill making 
the words of the President, nor the substance of | appropriations for the fortifications of the United 
his words, as used in the message of 1829. The | States for the year 1836, (Mr. Mann, of New 
President then did say that he made these súg- ': York, in the chair.) 
: gestions to the American people; but atthe same | + The question pending was the amendment of 
: time he gave them to understand that he doubted | Mr. CamBre ene, to insert an additional clause 
. the constitutionality of the measure. - — | in the bill appropriating the sum of $700,000 for 
Mr. B. would state another fact for the inform- :| the armament of the fortifications. — 
ation of the gentleman from New York, It'| Mr. FRENCH, who was entitled to the floor, 
- would be recollected that the Président in one of .| addressed the committee at length. He expressed 
his messages said something about a national || his gratification that he had an opportunity now 
bank, and rather intimated that such an institw- |; to set forth his views in relation to certain, great 


. to the country. But the party; 
had becn called, were not so bound up that the 
-would supp 

ving that this measure, was pregnant with cense- . in favor of carrying out that cherished maxim, 

“quences not foreseen by. him, abandoned it. The | he was not to be understood as being in favor of 
proposition contained in this bill was a new sub- | the scheme which had. been unjustly charged | 

_ Ject—one to sweep from the Treasury the. whole || upon the present. Administration, of covering the | 


collar-men, as they :| A time had now arrived for carrying out the in- 


oof the funds pf the nation; yet gentlemen come || whole maritime frontier with defenses. Hewould |! 


|. forward, and say,they are ready to act upon it ' restrict. the expenditures for this object, as he | 
. without opposition. Now, gentlemen certainly ‘ would for every other, to the actual wants and | 
t must know as well as he did, that this bill could «| exigencies of :he public service and the public in- i 
_not become a law so long as Andrew Jackson li terest. He avowed himself to be in favor of the 

was President of the United States. 1! present bill, and read the report made by General | 


t On the distributi inciple, 
“tion conld -be established: as would be of serviee | subjects of public policy now before the country. i ea at Goat lene T 


Wool on the subject of the armament of the fop- 
tifications. That report stated, in substance: to 
complete the armament of the forts now in readi- 
ness and those which might be placed in readi- 
ness in the course of a year, would require about 
| two thousand four hundred guns, the cost of 
which, exclusive of what was already appropri- 

‘ ated, would be about one million two hundred 
. thousand dollars, including all cxpense of car- 
riages and implements and one hundred rounds of 

‘ ammunition for each gun, The report then went 
on to state the amount that could be judiciously 
expended during the present year; and the object 
of the amendment then pending was to carry out 
the recommendation of that document. Having 
stated his intention to, and his reasons for, the 
support of this bill. and the amendment, Mr. F. 
then proceeded to reply to the remarks.of one of 
his honorable colleagues, (Mr. C. Auuan,] in 
relation to the principles and course of the pres- 
ent Administration. He cited General Jackson’s 

| letter to Mr. Monroe; and went on to show that, 
| putting a fair construction upon that document, 
' the President had in no way departed from the 


i! principles therein laid down. So far from ex- 
|| ecutive appointments having been confined to 
'| party, facts went to show directly the reverse. Jt 
‘| was well known, and generally admitted, that, in 
i| the Federal offices at the seat of the General Gov- 
ij ernment, a considerable majority of the individ- 
|| uals holding them consisted of opponents of the 
ji Administration; and he believed from having 
| given the subject some investigation, that through- 
| out the States, considering the larger number of 
the people friendly to the Administration, the 
Opposition had more than their due proportion of 
i| Federal offices.: i 
Mr. F. then read General Jackson’s. letter to 
the Legislature.of Tennessee, written in 1825, 
and commented thereon at some length, to show 
‘that the President had in no sense acted incon- 
i| sistently with the principles of that letter. The 
Chief Magistrate had sworn to obey the pro- 
visions of the Constitution, not as he wished it to 
i be, but asit actually existed. The President had 
|| recommended an amendment, but that amend- 
li ment had never been adopted. If the President 
' had acted strictly according to that letter of his, 
under the Constitution now existing, he would 
” have beendenounced, as he would have deserved, 
' the character of a usurper. The conduct of the 
President in this particular had been not only 
most commendable in itself, but was in strict con- 
i; formity with the manner in which the Consti- 
i| tution had been administered from the days of 
j General Washington to the moment of his own 
'| elevation to that office. Mr. F. then adverted to 
| General Jackson’s letter to Governor Ray, of 
‘Indiana, and his vetoes on the subject of interna) 
| improvements, and repelled the President from 
l the charge of inconsistency on that subject, citing 
a variety of statistical data in proof of the posi- 
tion. He then reviewed at length many other 
subjects of public policy under the present Admin- 
istration—-Indian and foreign treaties, the amount 
of acquisition of the public lands, imports and 
exports, &c., and quoted a variety of details to 
show that the expenditures had, in a great meas- 
_ ure, grown out of the exigencies of the country. 
` On the subject of the public deposits, he referred 
! to the reports of the situation of the selected 
banks to show that they were able to discharge 
' all their liabilities of every kind. He further 
‘ went on to contend that the Administration had 
; done all in its power to obtain the passage of a 
law to regulate the deposit banks, and the fault 
of such law not being passed lay with Congress. 
r. F. explained 
his views at great length. With regard to that 


| o f I poon of the revenue collected as duties—col- 
> f © valuable maxim of the Father of his Country, in | le 
ort that measure. The President find- | peace to prepare for war; and though Mr. F. was 


cted under the revenue power embraced in the 
Constitution, he held that they had no right to 


i! distribute it; but he drew the distinction between 


that and the proceeds from the sales of the public 


| lands. On-the latter project he was prepared to 


redeem his pledge to his constituents. i 

| Mr. MAUR then took the floor, and, on his 

i motion, the committee rose and reported. . 
On motion of Mr. CAMBRELENG, the bill 

from the Senate to provide for the distribution 


| of the proceeds of the public lands was ordered 


to he printed. 


1836. 
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On motion of Mr. UNDER WOOD, the House 


then adjourned. 


IN SENATE. 
Faipay, Way 13, 1836. 


The Senate met pursuant to adjournment; and 
the Journai of yesterday having been read, 

Mr. EWING, of Ohio, moved that tbe Senate 
adjourn; which motion was carried—ayes 14, noes 
not counted. 

The Senate then adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Fray, Aay 13, 1836. 

Mr. ADAMS rose and said, he was under the 
Necessity of asking permission of the House to 
make another explanation. 

Ovjection being made, Mr. GRANGER moved 
to suspend the rules for the purpose of allowing 
the gentleman from Massachusetts to explain ; 
which motion was agreed to. 

Mr. A. said, it would be recollected by the 
members of the House that, in the debate on 
Saturday last, an insinuation had been made by 
one of the members of the House that, in the 
negotiation of what was commonly called the 
Florida treaty, which had been concladed on the 
2d of February, 1819, the boundary line of the 
United States had been placed where it was, in- 
etend of beine extended further on, in conse- 
au ee of having been negotiated by him, (Mr. 
A.:)and, as being anorthern man, that it was his 
wish to exclude from the United States a portion 
of territory which would be inhabited by slave- 
holders, and, if admitted, would send a slave 
representation here; and that he had stated, in 
consequence of that insinuation, that the negau- 

-ation of the treaty was made in this place, under 
the immediate and direct eye of James Monroe, 
cher a slar cbaliees that it wa am on, 
y by personal conferences and partly by cor- 
aonda: that Mr. Monroe had consulted at 
every step, his Cabinet, both with respect to that 
boundary, and with respect to every other claim 
on the part of the United States;and that he (Mr. 
A.) was the last man in that Cabinet to consent to 
any concession; that he considered it a part of 
his duty to hold on to every claim of the United 
States, whether of territory or anything else, 
until ordered to recede from it. That he further 
stated that, before the treaty was definitively 
concluded, and after it had been generally agreed 
upon, but before the United States were under 
obligations to sign it, he was directed by Presi- 
dent Monroe to call upon General Jackson, and 
consult him with respect to that treaty, and with 
respect to that boundary; that he took the treaty 
to General Jackson's lodgings, and that he kept 
. i some time, perhaps one or two days, (he had 
spoken from recollection, and with that degrce 
of diffidence which every one must do in speak- 
ing with regard to mere incidental circumstances 
at the expiration of sixteen or seventeen years;) 
but that General Jackson had, after retaining it 
some time, returned the treaty to him with his 
obation of it. This was the substance of 
what he had stated. This fact had not been de- 
-med by the President of the United States; and 
if he did deny it, Mr. A. should feel himself 
called upon to produce evidence to prove it of a 
different character than his own statements at this 
time. Mr. A. said that this had not been denied 
by the President of the United States, but indi- 
barat in a new apaper of this city, edited and 
published by the official printer of this House, 
and furthermore by the official printer of the Ex- 
- ecutive Government. ; 

There was,in the first place, two days after he 
had made this statement, an editorial article, 
stating that several members of Congress, who 
were not named, had thought proper to call upon 
the President, and to make inquiries of him with 


regard to the accuracy of this statement—that | 


they had learned from the President that there | 
must be some mistake in the matter, because he 
had no recollection of having been consulted re- : 
apecting that treaty before its conclusion. Please | 
to observe (said Mr. A.) that my statement was | 
not denied; it was stated, not by the authority of ' 


the President of the United States, but by ‘the | ports it would be found that it was stated that 
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authority of nameless persons, members of Con- | 

es. ey were informed by the President that : 
he had no recollection of this fact: and had stated ! 
furthermore, that if he had been consulted at all, 
being then in a military character, it must have 
been in regard to Florida. Sir, that was not the 
subject of consultation cither with General Jack- 
son or anybody else. The treaty contained the 
cession of Florida; and that was the object, the 
attainment of which being very desirable, it was 
to be supposed that some concession to obtain it 
must, on the part of the United States, neecssarily 
be made. It was not, therefore, with respect to 
anything relating to Florida that General Jackson 
was consulted; but it was precisely with regard 
ta the degree of concession which was to be made 
to obtain this object. Well, in answer to this 
statement, as he Rad before observed, there was 
no denial by the President of the fact which he 
(Mr. A.) had stated; but the official printer of 
the Executive and of this House, in an editorial 
article in his newspaper, in consequence of this 
statement of certain nameless members of Con- 
gress, had undertaken to make a question of his 
(Mr. A.’s) veracity with regard to the fact. He 
could enter into no controversy with the editor 
of the Globe; because that newspaper was some- 
thing like many other newspapers. He might 
call the editor of that paper the embassador of 
the Executive, according to a definition heretofore 
given to that term. By that definition, an embassa- 
dor was a distinguished person sent abroad to lie 
for the benefit of his country. He considered 
that editor in the capacity of an embassador of 
the Executive, and with him he desired to have 
no controversy; and he hoped the House would 
consider that k ought to have no controversy 
with him 

But in consequence of this editorial article, one 
or two days since, he had repeated the statement, 
and addcd to it some circumstances with respect 
to the place where General Jackson lodged at the 
time: and perhaps he might hare stated that Gen- 
eral Jackson was in the city when the treety was 
signed. It was so stated in the editorial article 
of the Globe of to-day; and it was also stated 
that that report was revised and added to by 


“Mr. A. himself. Mr. A. said that, when he had 


corinne’ two or three days ago, two reporters 
had sent to him to revise his remarks, one a 
reporter for the Globe, the other a reporter for 


‘the Intelligencer, and in onc of those two reports, 


observing these words, “that General Jackson 
was here,” he had inserted at or near that time. 
It was possible that he might have said that Gen- 
eral Jackson was in the city when the treaty 
was concluded; but he was perfectly aware that 
General Jackson did leave this city for the North 
near the time when the treaty was signed, and 
did not return to this city until after that event. 
He had now no doubt of the fact, and that it was 
as stated in the paper before him, that General 
Jackson was not in the city on the day when the 
treaty was signed. 5 
Now, with the permission of the House, he 
would consider this second article in the Globe as 
authorized by the sovereign of this embassador, 
thatis, by the President of the United States; and 
he wished the House to understand him as speak- 
ing to the President, in reply to what was stated 
here. He did so, because the editor, in preparing 
this article, had been allowed access to the official 
documents in the Department of State, for the 


- purpose of contradicting what he (Mr. A.) had 


I 
4 
f 
gi 
| 
4 
| 


said on a former occasion; or rather the editor 
had undertaken to say that Ke had settled this 
question of veracity. Sir, in undertaking’ to 


' settle this question of veracity, this embassador ` 


says: i 
“« Mr. Adams, in his speech published in the Globe of 
Wednesday, as revised by himself, and amended and 
added to by his own band, makes the foHowing precise | 

averments: ; ae 

© Let. It is stated by him that ‘ General Jackson was here 
at the conclusion of this treaty.’ 

«ad. Tr is stated by trim that ‘ the trenty was sfened on the 
Wd of February, 1819; and that General Jackson watmet that 
time in this city.’ ? : ye ae 

The first averment was, that General Jackson 
was here at the conelusion of the treaty. Now 
Mr. A. had not- a Globe nor an Intelligencer of 
that day about him; but in one of those two Te- 


i` be necessary. to have the Spanish 


: to several of the modifications pre) 


| General Jackson was here, atar near the time of 
the conclusion ofthe treaty. He could not charge 
hisrecollection with the precise wordshe had used, 
and he might have used the expression as quoted 
in the Globe; but upon reflection it occurred.to hira 
that General Jackson had gone to the North ahout 
that time; whether before or after the day of the 
signature of the treaty he could not now under- 
take to say from memory. He would add, that 
he had not at this time, and in this place, the 
documents to prove the material fact of his state- 
ment, consisting of his own diary taken down at 
the time. In consequence of this fact, it was not 
in his. power to bring forward at this moment hia 
proof. All he had said herctofore, and what he 
said now, was merely founded upon his own re- 
collection, without any reference to the docu- 
ments of. that time. These small incidental cir- 
cumstances, however, had no relation with the 
question of veracity; and if there had been some 
little inaccuracy in relation to immaterial circum- 
stances, he hoped the House and the country 
would not consider the question as involving his 
veracity. But he*observed again, that, this being 
the first incident upon which this embassador 
contradicts the whole statement, that, is the ex- 
planation with regard to this fact. Mr. A. was 
satisfied that Gencral Jackson was not in the city 
at the time that the treaty was signed. He was 
absent on a tour to the North. j 


The editor went on repeating what Mr. A. had 
said, as follows: 


“ After the treaty had been framed, and ready to receive 

the signatures of the contracting parties, but before there 
was any obligation upon our part to sign it, by the express 
direction of Mr. Monroe, he (Mr. A.) took the treaty, drawn 
upas it was, to General Jackson, not as to the miljtary 
commander of the Army of the United States, but as toa 
highly distinguished citizen of the United States, who, being 
here at the time, the then President of the United States 
thought proper to consult upon a subject of such great im- 
portance. c took the treaty to him at his lodgings, which 
were in a house at that time kept, he betieved, by Me. 
Strother. He took and delivered that treaty into the hands 
of Gencral Jackson, with the particular reqacst from Mr. 
Monroe that he would read it over and give his opinion upon 
it. He would state further that General Jackson kept the 
‘treaty some time, possibly not more than one day, but he 
kept it a sufficient time to form a deliberate opinion upon it; 
and that he (Mr. A.) called upou him after a day or two, 
and that he returned the treaty, with his approbation of that 
particular boundary.” 


Now, he would ask the House to observe that 
this commentator went ontosay— — i 
“The public will mark the particularity of this phrase- 


ology: f ; 

“i After the treaty had been framed and ready te receive the 

‘stenatures.’ PANT 

“66 He took the treaty, drawn up as it was, to General Jaak- 
son, he being here at the time.’ de PO ape 

tic He took the treaty to him at his lodgings, which were gt 
that time kept, he believed, by Mr. Strother.’ 

“< He tookand delivered that treaty into the hands of Ger- 
eral Jackson.’ : à 

“¢ He would state further, that General Jackson kept the 
treaty some time, possibly not more than one day, but he kept 
it a sufficient time to form a deliberate opinion upon tt.’ 

_ He (Mr. A.) called upon him after a day or two, and Ke 
returned the treaty with his approbation of that, particulgr 
boundary.’ s ad 

“ These are certainly the most precise and special get of 
allegations ever penned. We will proceed to show that 
in every material point they are absolutely untrue. 

“The following note, which we haye copicd from the 
records of the State Department, shows that Mr. Adams 
first submitted his project of the treaty to Mr. Onis; on th 
13th of February, 1819: g 

«e Mr. Adams presents his compliments to Mr. Onig, 
and has the honor of proposing for his acceptance the 

counter project inclosed, upon which Mr. Adams requests 
ns early a decision as may be convenient to Mr. Onis. Mr. 
Adams regrets that he is prevented by the indisposition of 

, Mr. Onis from delivering this paper ia person to him,’ 

“¢ DEPARTMENT OF Stare, February 13, 1819. 


è 
‘On the 19:4 of February, 1819, the treaty was‘ definit- 
' ively drawn up and acceded to by the President,’ as is shown 
by this notę :. a ae y ie 
«< Mr. Adams presents his compliments to the Chevalier 
' de Onis, and has the honor of sending him a topy of the 
treaty as definitively drawn up and acceded tò by the Preai- 
dent of the United States, in our language, to whieh it will 
opy made conformable. 
President Has'consented 
on the part of Mr. 
de Onis and by him; the rest have,'on full deliberation, 
been concluded to be inadmiasibles Any variation from, 
the draft now sert could have no effect. other. than o! 
leading to new discussions, which would defeat the commén 
object of coming toan immediate conclusion. As soon bs 
the Spanish copy shall bave been prepared, Mr. ae 
will thank Mr. de one to pave me ogee jo Monday 
ages made out, so that they may ured ne T 
Ening, andevery agsistance froin this Depértanent will be 
en to effect tirat object. j 
-¢ t DepaRTMENT OF STATE, 


t Mr. de Onis will perceive that th 


Februsry 19,3819? . 
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Sr aaa 
note it also appears that Mr. Onis was ‘i 


eigi in both languages made out, so that the 
hape esti 3 agy which was the Xd || 


fa rccuted next Monday mornir 3 | 
pee Ae a This was done, it appears ; and from the i! 
following paragraphs of the National Intelligencer it seems | | 
that it was ratified on the same day by the Senate: 

« cft is said, and we have no doubt correctly, that the 
President of the United States yesterday laid before the 
Senate a TREATY recently concluded between Mr. Secre- 
tarv Adams on the part of the United States, and Don Luis 
de Onis, on the part of Spain, FOR A CESSION OF FLORIDA 
to the United States.'—National Intelligencer, February, 
23, 1619. . 

<<< Tt is seldom that wo have so accéptable an office to 
perform as thatof announcing to our readers the unanimous 
ratification by the Senate of 4 TREATY OF AMITY, SETTLE 
MENT, AND LIMITS BETWEEN THE UNITED STaTtes AND | 
Spain, as recently concluded at this place by Mr. Secre- 
tarv Adams and Don Luis de Onis.—-National Intelligencer, 
February 25, 1819. 

‘From these documents, then, it appears that Mr. 
Adams submitted his project to Mr. Onis on the 13th of 
February; that it was discussed between them until the 
19th, when it was ‘concluded,’ that the treaty was not ` 
€ drawn up and ready to be signed? until the 22d. i 

«General Jackson was notin tins city at any point of ;; 
time referred to by Mr. Adams in his statement to the House. |; 
He was not bere when the treaty was ‘ concluded ’—he l 
was not here when ‘it was drawn up and ready to receive `: 
the signature ’—he was not here when it ‘ was signed ?— |; 
nor was he here at any point of time before it was signed, | 
and after it was drawn up, so that he eould have received J 
it from the hands of Mr. Adams, read it, and given it his | 
approbation. He left this city on the llth of February, I! 
1819, and did not return until the 1st of March, as the fol- ; 


lowing extracts will establish beyond doubt: i 

«Major General Jackson and his suit, consisting of sev- 
eral officers, left this yesterday morning for Baltimore on 
a tour northward. ’—National Intelligencer, February 12, 
1819. : 

Major General Andrew Jackson and suit arrived in | 
this city last evening.” —Baltimore Patriot, February 12, | 
1819. : 


tt From this 


1 
1 


Now (said Mr. A.) please to observe, the maty | 
was sent to Mr. Onis for signature on the 13t 
of February; and, if he so signed it, the United | 
States were bound to sign it also. What was his » 
statement? After the treaty was drawn up, but 
before there was any obligation on our part to | 
sign it, tie had taken it to General Jackson. Well, 
General Jackson left the city on the 11th of Feb- | 
ruary, 1819,and Mr. A. had sent the treaty to Mr. 
Onis to sign on the 13th. Now, where was the 
inconsistency of this with the statement he had 
made to the Hoise: He had stated that the treaty 
had been prepared and was ready to be signed, but | 
‘that we were under no obligations to sign it when | 
he presented it to General Jackson. The proof 
was, that General Jackson left the city on the 11th 
of February, and that, two days afterwards, he 


United States. The substance of the remark, 
when divested of its classieality, and laying bare 
its substance, is this: That General Jackson uses 


the editor of the Globe as an embassador to send į 


abroad and propagate lies for him. I think, sir, in 
all human charity, if the gentleman had sup- 
posed that the President was in errer in any 
statement, even if he had made it, that the error 
was unintentional; I think he should have as 
much charity for the President, as he now calls upon 
this House to have for him, in an unintentional 
error on his part in a statement made ta this 
House a few days since. I do not belicve that 
Gencral Jackson ews any embassador to go and 

ropagate lics for him; and the gentleman from 

assachusetts must pardon me if I cannot believe 
that anybody else believes so. The great prin- 
ciple of charity, which ought to operate onevery 
human heart, would tcach us to say that neither 
the President nor ex-President has been guilty 
of a willful misstatement. It is probable that 
those persons who are approaching the bounda- 
ries of three score and ten, cannot have that re- 
tention of memory which belongs to those who 
are younger in years. But I consider the charge 
he has brought against the President beneath the 
dignity of the high character and the many ex- 
alted stations the gentleman has filled inhis coun- 
try’s service, and, I might say, with honor to 


` himself and benefit to his country, in many in- || +t! 


stances. It was with perfect astonishment I heard 


‘the allegation from him, to which I have taken ' 


‘exception. The expression to which I have taken 
‘exception seems to impeach the veracity of the 
President. So far as I ever heard, his character 
for veracity stands unquestioned. Can the 
tleman from Massachusetts say as much? 
| prehend not. It seems, Mr. Speaker, that the 
‘high and distinguished personages of this Gov- 
ernment have their (oubles as well as we who 
are of the smaller fry. If my recollection is not 
at fault, some fifteen or twenty years ago, shortly 
after the conclusion of the treaty at Ghent, the 
gentleman from Massachusetts was engaged in 
a question of veracity with another gentleman, 
i who has long occupied, and perhaps justly, a 
very exalted situation in this country. What be- 
i came of the question? It was adjourned over, 
„and a book was to be written abaut it. Now let 
ushave the book. If itis not forthcoming, I may 
introduce a resolution here calling for the book. 
lt would be equally proper with many resolu- 


tions which have been introduced in this House. | 


fap 


(Mr. A.) had senta treaty to Mr. Onistosign; and General Jackson has stated he has no recollec- |; 


that was a counter projét to a projét which Mr. tion of the transaction alluded to by the gentle- 


Onis had sent to Mr. A. before. Why, the treaty || man. Every one acquainted with the President, 


had been under negotiation for three months be- |, the manliness of his character, and the frankness |. 


fore it came to that stage; and, from this docu- |, with which he always utters his sentiments, will 


that I, humble and unknown ag I am, had to take - 
not long since with the editor of the Telegraph. Au 
article appeared in that paper charging me with 
being a partisan, and other things. Supposing 
the editor was mistaken or misinformed, I called 
upon him, and he promptly published an explan- 
ation which I furnished for that purpose. I think 
charity, good feeling, good neighborhood, and 
social relations in life, all require that, if we feel 
injured, we should first inquire if it was inten- 
tionally done. Is there any explanation to give? 
If so, receive it; if-not, settle your differences out 
of this House—shed no crocodile tears here. I 
have heretofore voted tu give individual members 
the privilege of venting their complaints here; 
but ifmy Maker-will forgive me for that error, I 
will offend in the Jike case no more; and I hope 
it will be the last oceurrence of the sort in this 
House. we by 
. Mx. Speaker, one observation more, and Į shall 
close my remarks. From the high standing of 
the gentleman from Massachusetts, Thave aright 
to suppose that the expression made by him, to 
which I have taken exception, was made under 
the influence of deep excitement and without due 
reflection. I cannot believe that he himself will 
consider that he has done justice to General Jack- 
son in this particular. If he possesses the justice 
| and magnanimity that we have a right to expect 
he charity for others that he has just claimed 
i of us for himself—the gentleman will immedi- 
' ately withdraw the charge, and act by others as 
‘| he would wish. others to act towards him. . 


7 NEW POST ROUTES. 


| Qn motion of Mr. FAIRFIELD, it was 


Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Office and 
i Post Roads be instructed to inquire into the expediency of 
i; establishing a post route from Saco, in the State of Maine, 
|| to Ossipee, in the State of New Hampshire, by the way of 
| Salmon Falls, in Hollis, Watsibpruugt Oomer, Limeriek 
| Corner, Parsonfielé Academy, and: Effingham also, for.a 
| route from Portland, in the State of Maine, to Centre Har- 
| bor, in the State of New Hampshire, by the way of Stroud- 
| water Village, Scarborough, Buxton, Salmon Falis;in Hol- 
i lis, Carlis Corner, in Waterborough, Limerick Corner, 

Dam’s Mills, and Adams’s Corner, in Newfield, Leighton’: 
|! Corner in Ossi ce, Ossipee Corner, Tuftonborough, ane 
i Moultonborough. i 


| Mr. McKAY, on leave, presented a petition 
' which was referred. i 

Mr: WHITTLESEY, of Ohio, called for the 
orders of the day; which were taken up. 

Mr. CAMBRELENG felt it to be fie duty 
whatever might be the result, to move to suspen 
the rules for the purpose of proceeding with the 
, consideration of the fortification bill. . 

The motion was negatived. 


SENATD BILLS REFERRED. 


| 


i 


ment, he should infer, what he believed was the ; 
fact, although he did not venture so. to state it, | 
that the sending of it to General Jackson was the | 
fast act of Mr. Monrose, before sending it to Mr. ‘| 
Onis for his signature. 
-He believed he had sufficiently explained to | 
the House what might appear to be inaccurate |. 
in what he had said heretofore, and he hoped it ; 
would satisfy the House that he had made no | 
atatement of any consequence or materiality that , 
was in the smallest degree eontradicted by any- | 
‘thing produced in that paper: and that, if the | 
official documents produced were correct, they | 


go to confirm the statement he made, instead of || 


conflicting with it. 
Mr. HUNTSMAN asked the consent of the | 
House to make a statement in reference to the 
remarks of the gentleman from Massachusetts, 
‘who had just taken his seat. 
Objection being made, Mr. HUNTSMAN 
moved to suspend the rules to enable him to 
accomplish his object; which was agreed to— | 
ayes 117, ioes 41. 
Mr. HUNTSMAN. Mr. Speaker, I am sen- 
sible of the polite indulgence shown to me by the 
House, in ea J the privilege of apy to the 
gentleman from Massachusetts, for which E am 
~grateful. Itis with the deepest Foret chat I feel | 
that I am called upon, as one of the Tennessee 
delegation, who, in common with my constitu- 
ents, fcel an “interest in the public character of | 
Andrew Jackson, to notice one of the statements 
that have been uttered by the gentleman from 
Massachusetts in relation to the President of the 


i of Congress until he unfolds his tale of private 


- The following bills from the Senate were read 
_twice and committed: 
A bill for the relief of David McCord; and 
A bill to provide for carrying into effect ths 
' treaty of limits, and an additional article thereto, 
between the United States of America and the 
United Mexican States. 


BILLS PASSED. 
A bill from the Senate to give effect to patents 


ut once conclude that if such a transaction ever | 
took place, and he had recollected it, he would 
have so stated at once. i 
But, Mr. Speaker, I most solemnly protest 
ainst, a practice which is prevailing in this 
ouse to an extent detrimental to the public busi- 
ness.. Qn every occasion when a member or his 
‘ conduct is called in question by a newspaper par- 
_agraph, instead of hunting up the editor or the au- 


thor, and either having it explained, or taking -` 3 5 
; Measures with him or them, why, sir, the mem- eI Of decoasod pereoak 


ber comes into the House, and, to the interrup- ©: í 
: 1 : ; -° The following engrossed bills wore read the 
tion of all other business, calls upon the House, ` third time and passed: 


in deep and dolcful terms, to suspend the business A bill for the retief of Michael Thornton: and 
A bił granting a'pension to Theophilus E. 


riefs in more sympathetic streams than Jeremiah Beckman 


‘fig in writing his longest chapter of lamentations. 
Now, sir, if the gentleman thinks General Jack- 
son, has injured him, J advise him to go and tell 
i General Jackson so himself; that is the manly | a Tuomson, of Ohio, in the chair) on the 
mode of doing business in the West. To pour out ; following private bills: 1 3 
his complaints and charges here, where the party , - 1. A bill for the relief of Thomas McClelland 
charged can neither hear nor answer the charge, | and. James Smith; 
| is not the sort of chivalry that L admire. Now, 2. A bill forthe relief of John McCarroll, Ir. 
as these old gentlemen are about of equalage— 3. A bill far the relief of William Hewes; 
; both have filled many important stations iu the | 4. A bill for the relief of the representatives of 
. Government—the one President, the other ex- , Colonel Anthony White; 
Preadent of the United States—let the gentleman. _5. A bill for the relief of the representat 
! from Massachusetts go and demand satisfaction . Tristam Coffin, deceased ; 
from the President himself; I have no doubt the 6, A bill for the relief of Henry Keefer; 
President will give him any sort of satisfaction; 7. A bill for the relief of Francis Bashford; 


PRIVATE BILES. 


: 
The House went into: Committee of the Whole 


4 


ives of 


1 
{ 
i 
i 
$ 
| 
1 
i 


I will agree, crippled as I am, to underwrite for 8. A bill for the relief of Bernard Pompillys 
General Jackson. He will explain matters and | 9. A bill for the relief of Elisha Lucas; 
things fully to the gentleman. This is the mode : 10. A bill for the relief of John Cowper; 


Ohio Railroad Company; 

12. A wil for the reiiet of James Whitsell and 
Jacob Stewart; 

13. A bill for the relief of the representatives 
of Captain John Winston, deceased; 

14. A bill for the relief of John S. Devlin; 

15. A bill for the relief of Patrick Green; 

16. A bill authorizing the Commiasioner of the 
General Land Otice to issue to David T. Talbot 
a patent for a quarter section of land; . 

17. A bill for the relief of Thaddeus Tuttle; 

y8, A bill for the relief of James Steel; 

19. A bil for the relief of the representatives 
of Captain Tarpley White, deccased; 

20. A bill for the reliefof Daniel Whitney, and 
others; 

21. A ball for the relief of Joan Baptiste Grain- 


ger: 

22. A bill for thc.relief of the representatives 
of William Graham, deceased; 

23. A bill to amend the charter of the Potomac 
Fire Insurance Company; 

24. A bill for the relief of the widows and or- 

ans of the officers, seamen, &c., of the schooner 

ud Cat; 

25. A bill for the relief of Thomas B. Parsons; 

26. A bill for the relief of Davis Hunt; 

27. A bill for the relief of William York; 

28. A bill for the relief of Relief Harris; 

29. A bill for the relief of the representatives 
of Lathrop Allen, deceased; 

30. A hill from the Senate for the relief of the 
representatives of Robert Jouet, deceased; 

31. A bill for the relief of James Taylor; and 

32. A bill for the relief of Robert Allison. 


The committee, after some time, rose and re- 
ed the bills to the House, with the exception 
of the 4th, 5th, 13th, 19th, 23d, and 32d, upon 
which the committee asked and obtained leave to 
wit again. Amendments to the 6th, 7th, and 
29th, were concurred in; and the Ist, 2d, 3d, 6th, 
Tth, 8th, 9th, 16th, Hith, 12th, lth, 15th, 26th, 
Tth, 18th, Qist, 22d, 23d, 24th, Vth, 2th, Nth, 
Qh, Wth, 30th, and 3ist, were ordered to be en- 
grossed and read the third time. The 20th was 
poetponed until to-morrow. 


The House again went into committee 


1. A bill for the relief of John Dal; 
2. A biil for the relief of Nathaniel Platt; 
3. A bil for the relief of Sciota Evans; 


‘1. A bill for tho relief of the securities of Nich- | 


olas Kern; 
5. A bill for the relief of Doctors J. E. B. 
Findley and A. E. Deas; 
D x bill for the relief of Lieutenant John Mc- 
owel; 


7. A bill for the relief of William Walker, 
Abraham Woodall, and heirs of Samuel Brown; , 


8. A bill for tho relief of Joseph R. Folsom, 
and the owners and crew of the schooner Galaxy; 

9. A bill granting a pension to William Law- 
rence; 


othera; 
11. A bill for the relief of Theodore Stanwood, 
Samuel W.: Brown, and John Woodbury; : 
32. A bill for the relief of John Howell; 
43. A bill for the relief of James Baldridge; 


14. A ball for the relief of W illiam W. Steven- | 


son and Joseph Henderson; 
15. A bill for the relief of Samuel Hant; 
16. A billfor the relief of sundry citizens of 


Arkansas, who Jost their improvements in conse- |: 


quence of the treaty between the United States 
and the Choctaw Indians; 
17. A bill for the relief of certain persons who 
have been deprived of the right oe 
by the location of Indian reservations, or floating 
rights granted by Congress; . 
18 bill for the relief of Simon Summers; 
19. A bill for the relief af John Pickard; 
. 20. A bill for the relief of Richard Martin;- 
21. A bill for the relief of the representatives 
of Captain Thomas Cook, deceased; ; 
22. A bill for the relief of John Randolph Clay; 
93. A bill for the relief of Henry Wheaton; 
24. A bill for the relief of James L. Stokes; 
25. A bill for the relief of Daniel Bush; 
26. A bill for the relief of Peter Dimick; 


Mr. i 
SrruerLaȚsn in the chair) on the Pollo ian ile: . 


10. A bill for the relief of Elihu Hall Bay, and ` 
| 24. A bill for the relief of the representatives : 


preémption |; 


| ang anys . ‘ 
© _ 28. A bill for the relief of Molancthon Taylor 
Woolsey; . 
29. A bill to re 
tan frigate, late the frigate Philadelphia; 
30. A bill providing that John Smith be placed 
on the list of invalid pensioners; 
31. A bill for the relief of the representatives 
of Jacab. Shoemaker, deceased; . 
32..A bill for the relief of the representatives 
of Garland Burnley, deceased; 
_ 33. A bill for the relief of Peter Cook, a soldier 
in the late war; : 
34. A bill forthe relief of Samuel Kincaid; 
35. A bill for the relief of John H. Howell; and 
36. A bill tø provide compensation to James 
Barron for the use of his invention, called a ven- 
tilator of ships. . 
'The committee, after some time, rose and report- 
ed the bills to the Housc, with the exception of 
the 6th, 10th, 14th, 16th, 17th, Qlst, 27th, 29th, 
32d, and 36th, upon which the committee asked 
and obtained leave to sit again. The 23d was laid 
on the tables the 28th was referred to the Com 
mittee on Claims; and the other bills reported 
from the Committee of the Whole were ordered 
to be engrossed and read a third time to- 
morrow. 
Mr. WILLIAMS, of North Carolina, moved 
an adjournment, which was lost. 
The House again went into committee (Mr. 
GILLET in the chair) on the following bills: 
1. A bill for the relief of Philip F. Voorhees; 
2. A bill for the relief of Mary Tucker; 
3. A bill for the relief of James L. Cochran; 
4. A bill for the relief of Isaac Welborn, Jr., 
and William Welborn; 
5. A bill for the relief of John Jeffers; 
6. A bill for the relief of Joshua Pitcher; 
7. A bill for the relief of the representatives of 
Colonel Thomas Knowlton, deceased; 


THD.CONGRESSIONA'L GLOBE, 


H. A bill for the relief of the Lexington and | _ 97, A bill for the relief of the Union Gold Min- 
i} : 


ward the captors of the Tripoli- ; 


8. A bill for the relief of the heirs of Joshua | 


Fanning, deceased ; 

9. A bill for the relief of the heirs of Lieutenant 
Colonel Richard Campbell; ST 

10. A bill for the relief of the representatives of 
Deetor William Johonnot, deceased; 

31. A bił for the relief of J. Eloi Rachal; 

12. A bill for the relief of Paul Poissot; 
ae A bill for the relief of Samuel Gilbert and 
; others; 
' M. A bill for the relief of Wealthy Barker, 
' widow of Isaac Barker, deceased; 


15. A bill for the benefit of Wiliam Marbury; |; 


16. A bill for the relief of Job Wood; 

17. A bill for the relief of George Elliott; 

18 A bill for the relief of John Bennett; 

19. A bill for the relief of Nathaniel Gunni- 
son; . 

20. A bill for the relief of James Herron; 

21. A bill for the relief of the representatives 
of Presly Thornton, deceased; 

22. A bill for the relief of Joseph Prescott; 
ef William Hooper Smith, deceased ; 
| of William Anderson, deceased; 

25. A bill for the relief of EA 
26. A bill granting a pension to 


Lee; 


Medical Society of the District of Columbia; 
| 28. Abillgranting a pension to John F, Wiley; 


|: of Lewis Durett; 

30. A bill for the relief of William Pollard’s 
|, heirs; 

| 31. A bill grantinga pension to James Stevens; 


| and 


; ander Macomb; 
The committee subsequently rose, and reported 
the bills to the House, with the exception of the 
Qd, 3d, 4th, 7th, 8th, 9th, Oth, 11th, 12th, 15th, 
| Qist, 22d, 23d, 27th, and 32d, upon whieh the 
committee asked and obtained leave to sit again. 
The Ist was postponed until to-morrow, and the 
remainder of the bills, except the 24th and 25th, 
were ordered to be engrossed, and read a third 
time to-morrow. : ao 
Pending the consideration of the 24th bill, the 
House adjourned. a ene 


32. A bill for the relief of Major General Alex- . 


‘| ital quad: 
‘ ployed in 


93. A bill for the relief of the representatives `; 


+ 


IN SBNATR..-. 
Sarunpay, May 14, 1836. 
The CHAIR communitated a report from the 
: War Department in reply to a resolution of the 
Senate, relative to the contracts made for the re- 
moval of the Creek Indians. 

Also a letter from the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury, transmitting a report from the Commis- 
stoner of the General Land Office, on the subject 
of preémption. 

Mr. EWING, of Ohio, presented the memorial 
of Edward L. Crane, remonstrating against an 
change in the location of the Cumberland road; 
which was referred to the Committec on Roads 
and Canals. 

Mr. KING, of Georgia, presented the petition 
of sundry citizens of Georgia, praying for the 
establishment of a post route; which was referred 
to a Committee on the Post Office and Post 

oads. 


RESOLUTIONS SUBMITTED. 


Mr. PRENTISS submitted the following resor 
lution; which was considered and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Pensions be instructed 
to inquire into the expediency of granting & pension to Silay 
Williams, a soldier of the revolutionary war. : 

Mr. LINN submitted the following resolution; 
which lies on the table one day: oF 

Resolved, That the Commissioner of the Land Office be 
requested to send to the Senate a statement of the number 
af sixteenth sections of the public lands which belong to 
the State of Missouri for schoo! purposes; what namber of 
such sections are actually selected; what number are in- 
tertered with from conflicting claims derived from the Gov- 
ernments of France, Spain, or the United States; and what 
amount is due the State of Missouri on account of the 
fractional sections. 


BANKING IN FLORIDA. 


“Mr. HUBBARD remarked that he.had that 
morning received, through the medium of one of 
the public. journals of the country, information 
which had created in his mind no inconsiderable 
degree of astonishment, and which information, 
he presumed, would produce a like. effect upon 
the mind of every individual who should be made 
acquainted with the facts. He had noticed that 
the Legislative Council of Florida had recently 
established *‘ banking institutions,’’ the maxi- 
mum of whose capital amounted to at least 
$12,000,000. This (said he) may be all necessary 
for the * fair business transactions’ of the Territory, 
but it was, however, an amount of banking cap- 

the amount of banking capital em- 
is own State, with a population of 
nearly three hundred thousand white male inbab- 
|! itants, while there was not, at this time, within 
| the Territory, a sufficient white population to en- 
il title Florida to a place among the States of this 
+ Union. There had been established a ‘ Life 
| Insurance and Trust Company,” with banking 
i! powers, to be located at St. Augustine, its maxi- 

mum capital amounting to 44,000,000. The char- 

ter of this company extends for the term of fifty 
` years, and it possesses the power of establishing 

fraiches in any part of the Territory. Besides 
l this trust company, ‘‘ there are in Florida,” as 
he learned, ‘‘severat other moneyed institutions—- 


i the Union and Central Banks at Tallahassee—one 


amuel Cole; | 
27. A bill to amend an act to incorporate the — e 
J 
| 99, & bill for the relief of the representatives | ; 
` Jo 
i i 


l! result that moneyed institutions had been recently 


‘| with $3,000,000, the other with $2,000,000 of 
capital;”’ and he believed that it would appear, if 
an examination should take place into this sub- 
ect, that in the course of the last winter the ter+ 
ritorial government of Florida had established 
‘ banking companies”? at Pensacola and at St. 
hiha maximum capital of cach ¢onsistin 
` of $9,000,000. From what he had stated, it woul 


chartered. in Florida whose maximum. capital 
i amounted to the enormous sum of $12,000,000. 
This is, however, not the whole story- 

It will be found, upon examination, he had ne 
doubt, that other moneyed institutions. had been 
previously established at Pensacola, and in other 
parts of the Territory: AD this, as he ‘had 
remarked before, may. be: right, necessary, and 

r; the condition, the state, the commercial 
usiness may demand this most extraordinary, 
if not alarming, increase of the moneyed indidtu- 
tions of the Territory, but it may be wrong; tt 
may spring from that uncontroliahls seag Jor spocu- 
lation whichis abroad- in ihe lánd. ` would not 
presume to- pass jusigrizent. upon these transac- 


tions. The account given had made a strong 
impression upon his mind, and he felt it to be 
his duty to bring the matter to the notice ot the 
Senate. He had prepa Te 1 instruct 
the Committee on the Judiciary to inquire into ! 
the character, condition, and the amount of capital | 
of the several moneyed institutions exercising | 
banking powers which have been. chartered 
within the last three years by the territorial 
government of Florida, and to report to the 
Senate whether in their opinion any proceeding 
on the part of the Senate, or any legislation on 
the part of Congress, 18 necessary. 

e could not doubt but that Congress possessed 
pervisory authority over territorial legisla- 
tion’’—that Congress possessed the power to 
disapprove of, and to annul the laws which 
might be enacted by the proper authority of this : 
Territory. This was his impression; and he | 
believed that our own statutes would show that | 


i 


as su 


we had “disapproved and declared nulland void” | 


a legislative act of Florida years after the act had 
been approved. At any event, hc believed it was | 
competent for the Senate to express its own | 
opinion, its own views, upon the legislative pro- 
ceedings of Florida to which he had referred. | 


He would therefore ask leave to present the | He had insuperable objections to the Government || 81 


resolution he had prepared, and he hoped the ' 


Senate would adopt-it, and that the Committee : 
on the Judiciary would investigate this whole `: 


matter, and make report whether the business of 
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would concur. ‘The other amendment proposed || a night to vote to give this money to the city of 


to take the stock in the canal absolutely, whereas 
| the Senate had only proposed to take it as a secu- || 


stock absolutely, and hoped the amendment of 
the House authorizing it would be stricken out; 
and if the House of Representatives should not | 
concur in the amendment to strike it out, per» : 
haps some arrangement could be made in ¢om- 
mittee of conference upon the amendments which 
would meet the views of both branches. If, how- 
ever, the Senate should not think proper to strike it 
out, he had anamendment prepared to offer, which 
would make the section more acceptable to him, 
and he thought it would make it more so to others. 
He wished the Senate to understand distinctly the 
principles on which they were voting. If they 

: struck out the second section, it would be relin- 
quishing entirely the stock to these carporations, 
and making the appropriations.in the bill with- 
out taking any security for reimbursement. If 

: they retained this second section, it would be 

: taking this stock as the absolute property of the 

i Government, and depriving the three cities of the 

resources by which they might relieve them- | 

selves from their great pecuniary embarrassments. 


owning this stock, and he would therefore be glad 
to see this section stricken out. 

Mr. WALKER said that, being a member of i 
the committee which reported this bill, it seemed 


the Territory called for this increase of her mon- ' necessary that he should explain his reasons for | 
eyed institutions. For himself, he most conscien- ! agreeing tothe report. Hie never could have voted 
tiously believed that there was imminent danger | for the billin the shape that it came from the 
that the credulous, the thoughtless, the confiding | House, as it proposed to make the Government į 
portion of our community may be overwhelmed in ': the purchasers of stock in this canal company, in 
this deluge of speculation which is now spreading . the same manner as if it had originally subscribed 


over our beloved country. f : 
Mr. H. thcn submitted the following resolution; 

which lies on the table one day: 

` Resolved, That the Committee on the Judiciary be 
iistructed to inquire.into the character, condition, and the 
amount of capital of the several “banking institutions” 
which have been chartered within ‘the last three years by 
the territorial government of Florida; and that they report 
to the Senate whether, in their opinion, any legislation of 
Congress is necessary to disaffirm the establishment of said 
charters. 


REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 


to the same amount. He had strong objections 
ii to the Government becoming joint stockholders 
, in any company; and he should, therefore, vote 
i. for the amendment to strike out the second section, 
|’ believing it better forthe United States to have 
| no security at all for the advances they were to 

make, than to be secured in so objectionable a 


; Main in debt.to the Government, or whether the 
i arte ai 5 ° 
|| appropriation in the bill was to be: considered as 
| a free gift? i 
Mr. KING replied that there was no obligation 
| whatever on the part of these corporations to 
' refund this money. The object (Mr. K. said) was 
to relieve these corporations from their embar- 
rassments, and-to get rid of the whole matter. If 
gentlemen were not prepared to go this far, he 


ji ; 
1; Way. Hey ` i S 
i| On taking the question, the first amendment of 


and the amendment to the second amendment 


` the House was concurred in without a division; | 


Washington, or to anybody else, without security 
for reimbursement, and he therefore moved for a 


red a resolution instructing | rity. For his part, he was opposed to taking the |! reconsideration of the vote. 


Mr. KING, of Alabama, thought he had stated 
` the simple question before the Senate as plainly 
as language could make it. If they struck out 
the second section, they gave up the stock and 
advanced the: money without any pledge what- 
ever; if they retained the section there would be 
a transfer of this stock to the Government. He 
did not mean to mislead a single individual in the 
explanation he had given. He wished. further 
to state that, if the object was to take from these 
corporations the stock for which they had paid 
$650,000, it would leave them without any re- 
sources to rid themselves from the heavy embar- 
rassments under which they were laboring.. - 
Mr. LEIGH did not doubt that the honorable 
Senator from Alabama [Mr. Kine] had made the 
explanation as stated, and he confessed it was 
his own fault for not understanding it; but his 
mind, at that moment, had been abstracted from 
the subject. -If he had understood. the question, 
he shduld have voted directly contrary to the vote 
i he gave. He agreed with the Senator from Mis- 
issippi, [Mr: Warxer,] that the Government 
| had no right to become a joint stockholder, but 
, would not enter into a discussion of that question 
| at that time. He would prefer the amendment 
proposed to be offered by the Senator from Ala- 
, bama, (Mr. Kina,] in case this amendment to 
| strike out failed, to the section as it now’stood. 
The: reconsideration was then ordered;and the 
| question reciirred on striking out the second sec- 
tion, 


Mr. GRUNDY wished to know from the chair- 


|| man of the committee whether, if this amend- 
:| ment were adopted, these corporations would re- 


Mr. CLAYTON, from the Committee on the |, reported by the committee, striking out the second |, was, for he believed that the expenses incurred 


Judiciary, reported a bill for the relief of Richard 
2. Stockton, William B. Stokes, and athers. 
Mr. CLAYTON explained the object: of this 
bill, which was to refer the case of those gentle- 
men to the Solicitor of. the Treasury, who, after 
examining all the evidence on the subject, should 
decide according to the principles of equity and 
justice. : 
The committee (Mr. C. said) were unanimously 
in favor of this bill, believing that these gentlemen 
were justly entitled to relief. . 
Mr. BUCHANAN advocated the billin a spegch 
of some. length, observing that this cage was, 
early in the session, submitted to the committee; 
and there was not a member of it who was not 
of opinion that these persons were entitled. to 
compensation for the serviees they had rendered, 
Mr. B. spoke of the fidelity with which the con- 
tracts had been performed; and observed that he 
had had no communication on this subject with 
these gentlemen at all; but he knew them to be 
highly meritorious contractors, who, in order to 
sustain themselves thus far, had made great exer- 
tions, and had stretched their credit to the utmost. 


After being amended, the bill was ordered to be |. 


engrossed for a third reading, without a division. 

Mr. KING, of Alabama, on leave, introduced 
a bill for the relief of Thomas T. Barton; which 
was read twice, and referred to the Committee on 
Foreign Relations. : 

Mr. K. also, from the Committee on the Dis- 
trict df Columbia, to which had been referred the 
amendments of the House of Representatives to 
the bill for the relief of the several corporations 
of the District of Columbia; made a report there- 
on, recommending that the Senate agree to the 
first amendment, and submitting an amendment 
to the second. ; 

Mr. K. explai 


ned the bearing.of the amend- 
ments of the House of Representatives upon the 
bill as it had passed the.Senate. One of the 
amendments of the House had reduced the appro- 
priation $600,000, in which be supposed the Senate 


|| section; which provides that the stock held by | 
. the three corporations shall be relinquished to the 
Government, was agreed to—ayes 21, noes 9. | 
| _ Mr. EWING, of Ohio, from the Committee on 
, Public Lands, to which. had been referred the 
j. petition of sundry inhabitants of Michigan, pray- 
| ing for the establishment of a new land office, 
| moved that the committee be discharged from the 
| further consideration thereof; which motion was 
agreed to. 


i State of Missouri was read the third time and 
| passed. 

Mr. WHITE, from the Committee on Indian 
Affairs, to which had been referred the memorial 
| of John Ross and others, in behalf of the Chero- 
kees, made a report thereon; which was ordered 
to be printed. ; : 

Mr. SOUTHARD, fiom the Committee on 
‘ Naval Affairs; reported a bill to establish a naval 
| academy; which was read, and ordered to a second 
| reading. as i ko 


BILL INTRODUCED. 


Mr. MOORE, on leave, introduced a bill for the 
| relief of the children and heirs of the late William 
| Fisher, deceased; aud a bill for the relief of Elisha 
| Moreland, William S. Kennedy, and others; 
| which were severally read twice, and referred. 


RELIEF TO THE DISTRICT CORPORATIONS.. 


| - Mr. LEIGH, who had voted withthe majority, 
| Moved a reconsideration of the vote striking out 
| the second section of the bill for the relief of the 
| corporate cities of the District of Columbia, as 
_ amended by the House. This vote (hesaid) gave 
| to these cities a largesum of money without taking 
: any consideration whatever for the repayment 
| of the money. He confessed that he had not 
| attended sufficiently to this amendment to under- 


The bill to extend the western boundary of the | 


by one of these corporations had greatly enhanced 
the value of the Government’s property, the taxes 
on which alone would amount to the sum granted. 
He hoped this bill would be sent to the other 
i House, unembarrassed by any stock transactions 
whatever. 
_ Mr. WEBSTER could not see any difference 
in the principle betweén lending these corpora- 
tions money on security, and giving it to them as 
a donation. He was here when the loan was con- 
tracted, and, foreseeing the difficulties that would 
be created by it, had remonstrated against it; and 
| In fact none protested more loudly againstit than 
|’ the good people of Washington themselves. It 
' was well known that these corporations, the city 
_ of Washington in particular, pretended to have 
claims. against the Government on account of 
expenditures which had had the effect of raising 
| the value of its property. This was no doubt 
| true, to some extent; and he thought the money 
i granted by this bill would be avery liberal way of 
| paying all claims they might have of that nature. 
e was. willing to give them this money, and to 
have the debt considered as canceled. h 
Mr: CALHOUN said the chairman of the Com- 
mittee. on the District of Columbia [Mr. Kine, 
| of Alabama] had avowed this appropriation to 
| be a donation. He (Mr. C.) doed the pro- 
pey and also the constitutionality of making it. 
He would much rather support the bill-as sent 
| from the Senate. He believed, when the canal was 
extended to the mineral regjons, the stock would 
rise above par. He would much rather the bill 
would be sent back to the House of Representa- 
| tives, as it had originally passed the Senate. He 
doubted the right of Congress to vote away the 
money of the people, without making provision 
to have it returned to their Treasury again. : 
~ Mr. NILES said it was a very ungracious task 


1 


| stand its purport when he gave his vote; indeed 


in any one to oppose thìs bill, containing a dona- 


| he was under the impression that the question 
then taken had a different import from the one 
Í it really had. He did not consider that he had 


tion to these corporations, which a high sense of 
public duty required him to do. Congress, in his 
opinion, had no right to interfere in this matter, 


1836."’ 


execpt as the local Legislature ef the District of | for the public Treasury. by passing the bill in 


Columbia, These peopic had involved themseives || this shape, than in thé shape in which it had 


in chis great work, and for his part he could see | 


ne foundation for this clam either in law or equity. 
do far as the Government had stepped in asan in- 
dorser, tacy ought to see the debt paid. If they 
paid the debt in the capacity of an indorser, they 
ought, as an indorser, to secure themselves for the 
reimbursement of it, He believed conscientiously 
that to reheve these people from these improvident 
acis would be to encourage improvidence. The 
value of this stock at this time was not worth 
one aixth of the amount of the debt; and the very 
property which the money appropriated by: Con- 
gress had purchased might not be worth $10,000; 

t whether worth much or little, they ought to 
take security, not as a hard creditor on the whole 
property of the District, but en this canal prop- 
erty, on account of which the debt had been 
incurred. 

Mr. WRIGHT said, as he had opposed this 
bili originally, he owed it to himself to explain 
the views which would govern his vote upon the 
question now presented. It seemed to him to be 
simple, and to rest within a very narrow com- 

. The Senate passed this bill assuming the 
olland debt, amounting, as he understood, to 
one and a half millions of dollars; and also ap- 
propriating from the public Treasury from six 
te seven hundred thousand dollars to pay the 
several cities of Washington, Georgetown, and 
‘Alexandria the interest and charges they had 
respectiveiy paid on account of their respective 
poruoas of the loan from Holland; and, as a 
show of security to the Government for those 
payments, the bill provided for a pledge or mort- 
gage to the United States of the stock held by 
each city respectively in the Chesapeake and 
Ohio Canal Company. 

The bill went to the House in thia shape, where 
it was amended by striking out the appropriation 
of from six to seven hundred thousand dollars for 
interest and expenses, and by. striking out also 
the provision for the pledge, or mortgage, of the 
mock, and inserting, in lieu thereof, a provision 
for á positive transfer of the stock to the United 
States, in consideration of the assumption by the 
Na of an equal amount of the Holland 

ebt. 

The committee of the Senate, as he thought, 
„most wisely, had disagreed to the amendment 
of the House providing for a positive transfer of 
the stock, because he considered that provision 
entirely objectionable in principle, as in effect 
making the United States a purchaser of this 
amount of the stock of the canal company at par, 
for money advanced, or for an eqnal liability, 
leas advantageous to the public Treasury than 
an advance of money. He was unable to dis- 
cover any diference in principle between this 
proposition and a proposition to subscribe, on 
the part of the Government, to an equal amount 
‘of the stock of this canal company. 

Tie committee of the Senate now recommend 
to us ta concur in the first amendment of the 
House, to strike out the appropriation for interest 
and expenses, amounting to between six and 
seven hundred thousand dollars; and, in consid- 
eration of this, to give up tothe cities the pledge, 
or mortgage, upon the canal stock proposed to 
be taken by the bill, as it originally. passed the 
Senate; and to atrike out the amendment of the 
House requiring the transfer of the stock to the 
United States. . : 

Mr. W. said he should vote for the amendment 

roposed by the committec of the Senate, sapiy 

use he considered the bill in this shape muc 
more favorable to the public Treasury than in 
the shape in which itoriginally passed the 
and because he could not consent to the principle 


ing a positive transfer of the stock to the United 
States. He did not consider the ‘intrinsic value 
of the steck worth the six or seven hundred thou- 
gand dollars stricken from the bill as the consid- 
eration fora release of all claim upon -the canal 
stock. He would not now vote for an ropria- 
tion of that amount of money from the Treasury 
for the purchase of the stock, as a mere financial 
measure, without any objection of principle to 
such a use of the pps ie money. He, therefore, 
thought we should make a more profitable bargain 


Senate, | 


-it. 


: been first put by the Senate. He must be most | 


distinctly understood as entirely opposed to the 
whole appropriation in any shape; and his present 
object was, having seen that a majority of the 
Senate were favorable to the bill in some shape, 
to make the best bargan for the Treasury in his 
power. It seemed to him that some gentlemen 
were treating rather with: matters of form than 
matters of substance, They wer inaisting upan 
the form of security for the entire amount of lia- 
bility assumed by the Government, while no man 
did contend, and he was sure ne man would ¢on- 
tend, that the real value of the sccurity proposed 
to be taken was not equal to the actual payment 
of money from which we propose to reheve the 
Treasury in consideration of yielding our mort- 
gage upon the stock, which is all the security 
offered, or propdsed to be taken. 

Mr. W. said, entertaining these views, he 
should vote for the amendment recommended by 
the committee, though he should at all times, 
and in any shape, while-his feelings remained as 
they now were, vote against the bill. 

Mr. BLACK had always veted against bills 
similar to this. In the first place he was opposed 
to the claim, and in the second place he was op- 
posed to taking nominal security, which was, in 
fact, no security atall, and whichhe was opposed 
to having anything to do with. He concurred in 
opinion with the Senator from Alabama, [Mr. 
Kwe,} that it was better to give it as a donation 
than to have anything to do with the stock, He 
could not see the difference in the power of Con- 
gress between loaning the money on the security 
of a transfer of the stock, and giving it as a de- 
nation without security. 

Mr. CLAYTON said that he could vote to 
rant relief to the city of Washington, because, 
ad the Government paid taxcs on its property 

in the same manner that the citizens had, the 
sum would have amounted to more than was 
given to it by this bill; but this principle did not 
apply to the towns of Georgetown and Alexan- 
dria, and he must, therefore, vote against the bill. 
He could vote for it if applied to Washington 
alone, but as he could not vote for Washington 


; unconnected with the other towns, he must op- 


pose the whole bill. 

The question was then taken on striking out 
the second section; and it was decided in the neg- 
ative—yeas 13, nays 26; as follows: 

YEAS—Measts. Black, Ewing of Illinois, Kent, King of 


Alabama, Nicholas, Porter, Preston, Southard, Tallmadge, | 


Walker, Wall, Webster, and Wright—13. . 

NAYS—Messrs. Benton, Brown, Buchanan, Calhoun, 
Clayton, Crittenden, Cuthbert, Davis, Ewing of Ohio, Gran- 
dy, Hili 
Mortis, Niles, Prentiss, Rives, Robbins, Robinson, Ruggles, 
Shepley, Swift, and Tomlinson—26. ; 


the amendment of the House, so as to provide 
that the-atock in the Chesapeake and Ohio canal, 
held by the corporations of Washington, George- 


Hubbard, King of Georgia, Knight, Leigh, Moore, |; 


THD. CONGRESSION SE (GLORE. 


| 


ABD 


agent to the other House 


the: bill, as amended, was 
fer concutrente. i = 

On motion of Mr. SHEPLEY, the Senate took 
up the bill for the relief of Daniel Steenrod; and, 
after a debate, 

On motion af Mr. CLAYTON, it was referred 
to the Committee on Claims. 

The Seaate then adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
SATURDAY, May 14, 1836. A 
On motion of Mr. MORGAN, the Committee 


of the Whole House was discharged from the 


further consideration of a bill to provide for the 
payment of ecrtain pensioners of the United 
States at Wheeling, in Virginia, and the same 
was read the second time, and ordered ta be en- 
grossed for a third reading; subsequently, the 
bill was passed. $ 


On mation of Mr. HARLAN, it was 


- Resolved, That the Committee on Revolutionary Pensions 
be instructed to inquire into the expediency of restoring 
the name of Benjamin Briggs, of Kentucky, on the pension 
roll. 


On motion of Mri HALE, of Maine, it was” 

Resolved, That the Committee on Revolutionary Pensions 
be instructed to inquire into the expediency of placing 
Danie} Gregg on the pension rou. 

Mr. HAWES asked the wmanimous consent of 
the House to take up and consider, for one hour, 
the resolution heretofore offered by him in rela- 
tion to the West Point Academy; which being 
objected to; Mr. H. moved to suspend the rules 
for that purpose; which was negatived. 

Mr. REYNOLDS, of Illinois, asked the conserit 


‘of the House to submit a resolution, making the 


bill for the survey of certain rivers and roads 
therein, named the-apeoial order for half an: hour 
on Tuesday next, from twelve o’clock; provided, 
that length of time should be necessary for its 


| disposition. , It was objected to. 


| 


Mr. ALLAN, of Kentucky, moved that the- 
morning hour of Tirar next be set apart for 
the consideration of the bill to extend the pro- 
visions of the pension act of 1832; which being 
objected té, Mr. A. moved to suspend the rules 
for the purpose stated, and asked for the ycas and 
nays onthe motion; which were ordered, and were 
—yeas 88, nays 72.. ; S P eat 

wo thirds not toting in the affirmative, the 
rules were not suspended, ; 7 Jo 

Mr. CHAPIN made an ineffeetual effort to sub- 
mit a motion appropriating one hour on Tues- 
day, the 24th instant, for the consideration of the 
resolution from the Senate, and the bill of the 
House, in reference to the Smithsonian legacy. 

Mr. SEVIER made an earnest appeal to the 


' House to set apart Wednesday and Thursda 


town, and Alexandria, shall be deposited with a 


the Secretary of the Treasury, who is empow- 
ered to sell the same at any time within ten 


` years, and reimburse the money advanced by 


this, bill. Pens 
: Mr. WEBSTER said he felt bound to inquire, 


before we should consent to take this stock, cither 
positively or conditionally, whether it was sub- 
ject to further calls hy the company—whether, 
by taking a mortgage, or a transfer, we were 
subjecting the Government to further paymenty, 
before we should attempt to protect our interests 


‘suspend the rules, which was negatived. 


> | next, from ten to twelve o’clock, for the consid- 
Mr. KING, of Alabama, then moved to amend ' : : 


eration of bills relating to the Territories, exclud- 
ing the bills for the formation of new States. 
Objection being made, Mr. SEVIER moved to 


Mr. GRAYSON made an ineffectual effort fo 
set apart the first Monday in June for the ĉon- 


` sideration of a bill for the establishment of a navy- 


: twelve o’clock, 


` partment; and t 


ina manner which would, in fact, merely incur | 


; further indebtedness ? af 
Mr. WRIGHT said he would reply to the ` 
: Senator from. Massachusetts, that, according to | 
„contained in the amendment of the House requir- jį 


his understanding of the matter, a further call 
would be most desirable to the Goverriment, in 
case we took thè stock. He supposed the only 
eonaequence of a failure to pay, in case of a call, 
would be a forfeiture of the stock; and it seemed 
to be.the only way in which we could get rid of 
He believed he was not mistaken, and that 
the privilege of forfeiture, in case of further calis, 
would be left to us. PE: 

. Mr. WEBSTER (sitting in his seat) said, I 


í Mr. Kino’s amendment was then agreed to: and 


OWENS, 


yard and naval dépot at Charleston, South Caro- 
lina. 

The resolution heretofore reported by Mr. Con- 
wor, from the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads, setting apart Thursday next, from 
for the consideration of tlre bill 
changing the organization of the Post Office’ De- 
e bill to establish certain post 
routes and to alter and discontinue others, were 
again taken up. 
she hoden lay the resolution on the table, 
and the motion to substitute one for twelve 


-d’clock, were negatived. 


The resolution was then agreed to,—112 (more 

than two thirds) voting in the affirmative. 
DEPO$IT BANKS. 

The resolution heretofore reported by Mr. 
from the Committee of Ways and Maans, 
fixing a day for the consideration of the bill reg$- 
lating the deposits of the public moneys in/ccr- 
tain [ocal banks, was taken upe 0 ffi 

Mr. OWENS proposed to amend. the peer 
tion by-providing that, the foregoing bill shou 
be made the special order from. one 0 clock on 


‘460 
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ing the disposition of the appro- | 

d should become n day i 

ntil disposed of. r. O. adverted tothe ! 
arene of the bill, and hoped that the resolu- 
tion would be adopted. 

Mr. VINTON moved to amend the ad 

ent, by providing that, previous to acting on the 
deposit il the bills now on the Speaker’s table | 
should be disposed of. 

Mr. MILLER moved to postpone the resolu- 
tion until Monday; which was lost. 

Mr. TOUCEY. suggested to the gentleman 
from Ohio to modify his motion, so as to confine 
it to the bills establishing the northern boundary 
of Ohio, and for the admission of Michigan and 
Arkansas into the Union. For four years the | 
people of Michigan had been entitled, by the fun- | 
damental laws of the land, to be admitted into the 
Union. 

The SPEAKER reminded the gentleman that 
a question of priority of business was not debat- 
able. 

Mr. OWENS had no objection to the amend- 
ment proposed by the gentleman from Ohio. 


the day succeed 
priation bills, an 


Mr. BOON inquired whether, if the resolution | 
was adopted, it would not interfere with the bill | 


to graduate the price of the public lands? He 
would object to every proposition which would 
give precedence to any other measure over the 
one which he had named. 

The morning hour having expired, Mr. WHIT- 
TLESEY, of Ohio, called for the orders of the 
day. 

Nr. CAMBRELENG hoped the gentleman 
would permit the question to be taken on the 
‘resolution. 

Mr. WHITTLESEY persisted in his motion; 

and the House passed to the consideration of the 


ORDERS OF THE DAY-~—PRIVATE BILLS. 


The following engrossed bills were read the 
third time, and pital 
A bill for the relief of William Hewes; 
A bill for the relief of Henry Keefer; 
A bill for the relief of Francis Bashford; 
A bill for the relief of Bernard Pompilly; 
A bill for the relief of Elisha Lucas; 
A bill for the relief of John Cowper; 
A bill for the relief of the Lexington (Ohio) Rail 
road Company; 


A bill for the relief of James Whitsell and ` 


Jacob Stewart; 

A bill for the setief of John S. Devlin; 

A bill for the relief of Patrick Green; 

_ A bill authorizing the Commissioner of the 
General Land Office to issue to David J. Talbot 
a patent for a quarter section of land; 

A. bill for the relief of Thaddeus Tuttle; 

A bill for the relief of James Steel; : 

A bill for the relief of Jean Baptiste Grainger; | 

A bill for the relief of the heirs and legal rep- | 
resentatives of William Graham, deceased; 

A bill for the relief of the widows and orphans | 
of the officers, seamen, &c., of the schooner | 
Wild Cat; 

A bill for the relief of Thomas B. Parsons; 

A bill for the relief of Davis Hunt; 

A bill for the relief of William York; 

A bill for the relief of Relief Harris; 

A bill for the relief of the legal representatives 
‘of Lathrop Alien, deceased ; 


A bill from the Senate for the relief of the rep- f; that State, to supply the vacancy occasioned by || 


; same language with us, and having the same feel- 
; ings with us, the 
|: ‘belong to us. 


resentative of Robert Jouct, deceased; 

A bill for the relief of James Taylor; 

A bill for the relief of John Dahl; 

A bill for the relief of Nathanicl Platt; 

A bill for the relief of Scioto Eyang; . 

A bill for the relief of the sureties of Nicholas 
.Kern; 

A bill for the relief of Doctors J. E. B. Findley, 
and A. X. Deas; 


A bill for the relief of William Walker, Abra- ; 


ham Woodall, and heirs of Samuel Brown; 


A bill for the relief of John Pickard; : 

A bill for the relief of Richard Martin; 

A bill for the relief of John Randolph Clay; 

A bill for the relief of James L. Stokes, and 
for other purposes; 

A bill for the relief of Daniel Bush; 

A bill for the relief of Peter Dimick; 

A bill providing that John Smith be placed on 
the list of invalid pensioners; 

A bill for the relief of the re 
Jacob Shoemaker, deceased; 

A bill for the relief of Peter Cook, a soldier in 
the late war; 

A bill for the relief of Samuel Kincaid; 

A bill for the relief of John H. Holland; 

A bill for the relief of John Jeffers; 

A bill for the relief of Joshua Pilcher; 

A bill for the relief of Samuel Gilbert and 
others; : 


presentatives of 


his views were known in relation to them, he was 
not disposed to trouble the Senate at this time 
with any further expression of them. And yet 

| he could not recognize the honor conferred on him 
iby the mention of his name in the resolutions 
| just presented, without reiterating the sentiments 
expressed by him before. He could not tell why 
the. honor was done him in this case, unless it 
were on account of his devotion to the cause of 
civil liberty generally throughout the world. He 
adverted to the coincidence in point of time be- 
| tween the reveipt of those resolutions and this 
' glorious inteltigence from Texas of one of the 
: most glorious resulta ever achieved, It was ata 
loomy period in the cause of Texas when the 
exican Governor had advanced to our own 
borders, with a well-disciplined army flushed with 
victory, and in his progress had marked his foot- 
steps with blood, when he (Mr. P.) gave utter 


A bill for the relief Wealthy Barker, widow of ance to the impulse of his feelings the other day. 


Isaac Barker, deceased; 
A bill for the relief of Job Wood; 
A bill for the relief of George Elliott; 
A bill for the relief of John Bennett; 
A bill for the relief of Nathaniel Gunnison; 
A bill for the relief of James Herron; 
A bill granting a pension to Samuel Cole; 
A bill granting a pension to John F. Wiley; 


j 
i 
I 


- He then used epithets which were prompted b 


the natural feelings of hisheart. Bat he had now 

no feeling against Santa Anna, for he was, thank 

God, a prisoner, or pérhaps a corpse, and he was 
ready to proclaim glory to God in the highest! 

The effect of that victory had opened up a cur- 

, tain. toa most magnificent scene. This invader 

| had come on at the head of his force, urged on 


A bill for the relief of William Pollatd’s heirs; ; by no ordinary impulse—by an infuriate fanat- 


A bill granting a pension to James Stevens; 


‘| icism—by 


a superstitious Catholicism, goaded 


A bill for the relief of Don Louis Rosamond | on by a miserable priesthood, against that invin- 


Orillon was rejected; but subsequently, at the 
request of Mr. GARLAND, of Louisiana, (who 
was absent when the vote was taken,) 


cible Anglo-Saxon racc. It was once a war of 
religion and liberty. And when that noble race 
engaged in war, victory was sure to perch upon 


Mr. MANN, of New York, moved to recon- ` their standard. This was not merely the retribu- 
sider the vote rejecting the bill; which was car- | tion of the cruel war upon the Alamo, but that 
ried; and the further consideration of the bill was |; tide which was swollen by this extraordinary 


postponed for the present. 
i UNITED STATES—MEXICO—TEXAS. 


- A message from the President of the United 

States was received by the hands of Mr. Don- 

| ELSON, relating to the affairs of Texas and Mex- 
‘| ico, and read; as follows: i 

In compliance with a resolution of the House of Repre- 

‘| sentatives of the 10th instant, I transinit reports from the 

i: Secretaries of State and War, with the papers accompany- 

ii ing the same. 


; ` ANDREW JACKSON. 
|i. WASHINGTON, May 14, 1836, 

The message and documents were referred to 
the Committee on Foreign Affairs, and ordered to 
be printed. 

PEA PATCH ISLAND. 

The House resumed the consideration of the 
' biH to authorize a compromise, and to secure to 
| the United States the title to the Pea Patch Island, 
in the river Delaware. 
; The question being on the passage of the bill, 
‘it was advocated by Messrs. DICKERSON, 
: PEYTON, REYNOLDS of Minois, PHILO C. 
' FULLER, and opposed by Mr. HOWARD. 
i Mr. MILLIGAN obtained the floor, but gave 


; carried; and the House adjourned. 
IN.SENATE. 

Monpay, May 16, 1836. 

Mr. SHEPLEY 


. the Hon. Jony M. Niues, elected by the Legis- 
lature of the State of Connecticut a Senator from 


i 
i 


l! the death of the Hon. Nathan Smith... 

| ‘The oath to support the Constitittien of the 

| United States was then administered to Mr. Nikes 

|, by the Vice President. 

li PETITIONS, MEMORIALS, ETC. 

i - Mr. KNIGHT presented the petition of sundry 

`i citizens of Bristol, Rhode Island, praying for the 

` erection of a custom-house; which was peferred 

to the Committee on Commerce. 
INDEPENDENCE OF TEXAS; 


A bill for the relief of Joseph B. Folsom and’. Mr. MANGUM presented a series of regolo- 
the owners and crew of the schooner Galaxy; __ tions adopted by a mesting of citizens of Burke 
A bill granting a pension to Colonel William ‘county, North Carolina, on the subject of the 
Lawrence; ` : | affaira of Texas, recommending the acknowledg- 


A bill for the relief of ‘Theodore Stanwood, ii ment by the Government of the United States of | 


Samuel W. Brown, and John Woodbury; | the independence of that country. 
A bill for the relief of John Howell; í l: - Mr. PRESTON said, he had recently had oc- 
A bill for.the relief of James Baldridge; `- i! casion to express his hopes, his wishes, and his 
A bill for the relief of Samuel Hunt; i feelings, in regard to the affairs in Texas, and as 


¿way tò a motion for an adjournment, which was | 


` iino Mexican Government. 


resented the credentials of | 


| ; 


victory would roll on, and roll on, and roll on; 
and it was not in the spirit of prophecy to tell 
when it would stop. - a! ae 
He adverted to n period when these Halls were 
| animated ina controversy between Mexico and 
' Spain, in which, although too young to partici- 
pate in it, yet he remembered his heart beat high 
on that occasion for the cause of freedom. The 
| Anglo-Saxon race was a population to which lib- 
| erty belonged, and from which liberty could not 
be eradicated. Look (said he) across to the Gulf 
' of California, and one government will overspread 
that whole extent of country. Mexico, it was 
known, raised her army with difficulty; for it was 
| well known that there was a part of the people 
‘| there who were republican, and that Santa Anna 
had brought the army he led into the field him- 
"self, and that he was the soul of it. He was now 
, cut off,‘and the impression upon the public mind 
|, would be such, that the spirit of the South and 
- Southwest would pour thousands of volunteers 
į on the scene of action, to putan end to the strug- 
| gle; and-when they had once put their foot upon 
_ the Alamo, they would not look back, but onward, 
onward, would be their march. 
The Mexican Government had now no foothold 
|: 4+Santa Anna was now no more, and there was 
Texas had achieved 
. her hberty; she had swept her foes off the land 
‘by her valiant achievements. She had con- 
` quered in her own rights, and by her own arms, 
while we had stood by witnessing the struggle 
i| for liberty.: ; 
il- Texas might or might not belong to us, or us 
to it; but talking, as the peopłe there did, the 


were too homogeneous not to 
hey were with us, and for us, 
; and we were with and for them. 
nio Wishing all happiness, success, and prosperity 
i to Texas, he declared his readiness to receive her 
‘.the moment her achievements had sealed her inde- 
; pendenee. He was not. prepared at this time to 
. go the length asked of him in the resolutions. A 
-short waiting of events was necessary before defi- 
| Miteaction could be had. But the tidings were 
-on the wing; and but give himthe fact that Texas 
| was a government dẹ facto, and he pledged him- 
| self, for one; togo for the recognition of her inde- 
| pendence iastanter. 

Mr. P. concluded by tendering his hearty re- 
‘sponse to. the sentiments of the pgople o the 
‘county of: Burke, in North Carolina, and his 
acknowledgments forthe honor they had done 


him in the mention of his name. 


poa the Ad of | 


imana and Arkansas, in the very heart of the 


Apri! last, called the attention of the Senate to the || country, commanding the great tributaries of the 


struggle in ‘Texas, and suggested the reservation 
of anv surplus that might remain inthe Treasury 
for the purpose of acquiring Texas from whatever 
Government might remain the Government de 
Futo of that country. At that period, (said Mr. 
W ..)no allusion had been made, he believed, by 
any ine in cither Flouse of Congress to the situa- 
tion of affairsin Texas. And now, (said Mr. 
W..vupon the very day that he had called the 
attention of the Sonate to this subject, it appeared 


that Santa Anna had been captured, and his army | 


overthrown. Mr. W. said he never doubted this 
reoult. When, on the 22d of April last, resola- 
tinns were introduced before the Senate by the 
Senator from Ohio, (Mr. Moaazss,) requesting 
Congress to recognize the independence of Texas, 
he (Mr. W.) had opposed laying these resolu- 
tions on the table, and advocated their reference 
to a committee of the Senate. Mr. W. said he 
had addressed the Senate then under very differ- 
ent circumstances from those which now existed. 
The cries of the expiring prisoners at the Alamo 
were then resounding in our ears; the victorious 
usurper was advancing onward with his exterm- 
inating warfare, and In the minds of many all 
wac eloom and despondency; bat (Mr. W. said) 
the published report of our proceedings demon- 
strated that he did not fora moment despond; 
that his confidence in the rifle of the Wem was 
firm and unshaken; and that he had then declared 
that the sun was not more certain to set in the 
western horizen, than that Texas would maintain 
her independence; and this sentiment (Mr. W.. 
said ) he had taken occasion to repeat in the debate 
on this subject im the Senate, on the 9th of May 
last. Mr. W. snid what was then prediction is 
` pow reality; and (Mr. W. said) his heart beat 
high, and his very pulse throbbed with delight, 
im contemplating this triumph of liberty. Sir, 
(said Mr. W.,) the people of the valley of the 
Mississippi never could have permitted Santa 
Anna and his myrmidons to retain the dominion 
of Texas. ` 
Look (said Mr. W.) at the maps, and observe 
the extraordinary corners and angles of our pres- 
ent boundary—that boundary, by the treaty of 


1819, by which Texas was sacrificed; by which | 
the valley of the Mississippi was dismembered; | 
by which the great tributaries of the Mississippi, | 
the Arkansas for hundreds of miles, and the Red | 


river for a thousand miles, were virtually surren- 
dered to Spain; by which the right to navigate 
the Mississippi was in fact ceded to Spain, and á` 
foreign Power placed on Red river within three 
days of New Orleans; a treaty by which the most 
valuable territory, and the most important har- 
bors on the Gulf of Mexico were given up—an 
enemy placed within a few hours’ sail of New 
Orleans, and the command of the Gulf abandoned; 
a treaty by which five or six States (in the pro- 
spective) were torn from the banner of the Amer- 
ican Union; by which the balance of power be- 
tween the North and the South was broken; a 
balance, by establishing which, whilst the North 
maintained its numerical preponderance in the 
lower House, the South would maintain a major- 
ity in the Senate, and thus each section be 
vented from oppressing the other, and our glorious 


Union be rendered perpetual! And (said Mr. W.J ` 
let gentlemen look at the nature of the population | 


of 
they will find that the valley of the Mississippi 


exico; let them examine Malte Brun, and | 


never could have permitted Santa Anna to settle | 
i of Lathrop Allen, deceased; 


Texas with the mixed colored races of Mexico. 


He said that, by a reference to Malte Brun, it | 


appeared that of the eight millions that peopled | 


Mexico, but one seventh were of the white race, 


and that since that period the expulsion of the | 
European Spaniards had stilt further diminished | 


their number. The rest were Africans, fndians,: 
Mettizoes, Mulattoes, and Zamboes, speaking 
twenty different languages, and constituting the | 
most poisonous compound that could be amalga- | 
mated; united in but one thing, their subjection | 
toa tyrannical priesthood, and their totalignorance | 
of the first principles of eivil and religious liberty. 
And could this miscalled Republic be permitted to | 
dismember the great valley of the West, to estab- | 
lish a government of Zamboes and Mettizoes, of 
Africana and Mulattoes, upon the borders of Low- 


father of waters, constituting an asylum for fugi- 
tive slaves from the West—a people prepared to 
join at any moment in predatory incursions upon 


the trontiers—prepared to unite with and instigate || 


the people of their own colored race within our 
limits to deeds of bloodshed and massacre? No, 
(said Mr. W.,) this never could, it never ought, 
it never would have been permitted by the people 
of the West; and Mr. We tajoaced 
firet was over. 

‘The resolutions were then ordered to be 
printed. 

PETITION, ` 
Mr. KING, of Alabama, presented a petition 


at the con-: 
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from sundry citizens of Alabama, praying for the | 


establishment of a post route; which was referred 
to the Committee on the Post Office and Post 
Roads. j 

l NEW POST ROUTES. 


_Mr. MOORE submitted the following resolu- 
tien; which was considered and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Office and 
Poet Roads be instructed to inquire into the expediency of 
establishing a mail route from New Market, via Madison 
Springs, to Hazelgreen. 
_, Mr. KING, of Alabama, submitted the follow- 
ing resolution; which lies on the table one day: 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads be instructed ta inquire into the expediency of 
establishing a mail route from Salina, Alabama, by Cataw- 
ba, Pleagaut Hill, and Bragg’s Store, to Greenville. 

RESOLUTION SUBMITTED. 


Mr. LINN submitted the following resolution; 
which lies on the table one day: 
Resolved, That the Secretary of State be requested to 


send to the Seuate all the information in the possession of 
his Department relating to the capture of Messrs. Chouteau 


and De Mem’s trading party by the Mexican Government, | 


and whether any effort has been made by this Government 
to obtain compensation for the property plundered from 
said Chouteau and De Mem, or satistaction for the outrage 
thus perpetrated on our citizens. | 

HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 


The following billa fram the House were seye 
erally read twice and referred: 

A bill for the relief of William Hewes; 

A bill for the relief of Henry Keefer; 

A bill for the relief of Francis Kashford; 

A biti for the relief of Bernard Pompilby;. 

A bill for the relief of Elisha Lucas; . 

A bil! for the relief of John Cowper; 

A bill for the-relief of the Lexington and Ohio 
Railroad Conipany; i 

A bill for the relief of John Whiteeil and Jacob 
Stewart; 

A bill for the relief of John S. Devlin; 

A bill for the relief of Patrick Green; 


& bill authorizing the Commissioner of the | 
General Land Office to issue to David J. Talbot 


a patent for a quarter section of land; 
A bill for the relief of Thaddeus Tuttle; 
A bill for the relief of James Steel; 
A bitl for the relief of Jean Baptiste Grainger; 
A bill for the relief of the heirs and legal rep- 
resentatives of William Graham, deceased; 
A bill for the relief of the widows and orphans 
A the officers, seamen, &c., of the schooner Wild 
at; : 
A bill for the relief of Thomas B. Parsons 
A bill for the relief of Davis Hunt; ees 
A bill for the relief of William York; i 
A bill for the relief of Relief Harris; 
A bili fer the relief of the legal representatives 


A bill for the relief of James Taylor; 
A bill for the relief of John Dal; 
A bill for the relief of Nathaniel Platt; 
A bill for the relief of Scioto Evans; 
eis bill for the relief of the sureties of Nicholas. 
em; 
A bill for the relief of Doctors J. E. B. Find- 
ey and A. X. Deas; 
A bill for the relief of Wilham Walker, Abra- 
ham Woodall, and heirs of Samuel Brown; 
-A bill for thé relief of Joseph B. Folsom, and 
the owners and crew of the schooner Ser 
A bill granting a pension to Colonel William 
wrence; i 
A bill for the relief'of Theodore Stanweod, 
Samuel W. Brown, and John Woodbury; - 


‘ the 
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A bill for the relief of John Howell;: .- 
A bill for the relief of James Baldridge; 
A bill for the relief of Samuel Hunt; 
A bill for the relief of John Pickard; 
A bill for the relief of Richard Martin; 
A biil for the relief of John Randolph Clay; 
A bill for the relief of James L. Stokes, and for 
other purposes; . 

A bill for the relief of Daniel Bush; 

A bill for the relief of Peter Dimick; 

A bill providing that John Smith be 
the list of invalid pensioners; 

A bill for the relief of the representatives of- 
Jacob Shoemaker, deceased; 

A bill for the relief of Petér Cook, a soldier im 
the late war; - i Kori 

A bill for the relief of Samuel Kincaid; 

A bill for the relief of John H. Holland; 

A bill for the relief of John Jeffers; 

A bill for the relief of Joshua Pilcher; : 

A bill for the relief of Samuel Gilbert, and 
athers; : 

A bill fot the relief of Wealthy Barker, widow 
of Isaac Barker, deceased; - . 

A bill for the relief of Job Wood; 

A bill for the relief of George Elliott; 

A bill for the relicf of John Bennett; 

A bill for the relief of Nathaniel Gunnison; 

A bill for the relief of James Herron; 

A bill granting a pension to Samuel Cole; 

A bill granting a pension to John F. Wiley; 

5 bill for the relief of William Pollard ’s heirs; 
än , 

A bill granting a pension to James Stevens. 

On motion of Mr. WHITE, the Senate pro~ 
ceeded to the consideration of executive business} 
and, afterspending:some time therein, adjourned. 


al 


placed on 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Monpar, May 16, 1836, 


‘Mr. TOWNS asked the consent of the House 
to submit certain resolutions adopted by a meet- 
ing of the citizens: of Macon, Georgia, in relation 
to Texas. 

Objection being made, E o 

Mr. TOWNS moved to suspénd the rules for 

urpose stated. He designed making no re- 
is of the subject; his desire was simply to 


the table, and printed. . 
Mr. GLASCOCK asked for thé yeas and nays 


|| on the motion to suspend the rules; which were’ 


ordered. ; ; i 

Mr. STORER moved to amend the motion so 
as to enable him also to k izire the proceedings 
of a public meeting th incinnati, Ohio, on the 
same subject. ` l 

Mr. TOWNS accepted the ameñdment as a 
modification of his motion. ; 

Mr. PARKER suggested that the motion. 
should be amended so as to ¢nable the members 
generally to present petitions. eee 

Mr. MASON, of Ohio, moved to lay.the mo- 
tion of Mr. Towns, as modified, on the, table., 

Messrs. GLASCOCK and STORER simylta- 


|| neously asked for the yeas and ‘nays on this mo» 


tion; which were ordered. — : 
The motion to suspend the rules was then laid 
on the table—ayes 83, noes not counted. 


PROCEEDS OF THE PUBLIC LANDS, 


The House resumed the consideration of the 
resolatione of the Legislature of thé State of Ken- 
tucky on the subject of the proceeds of the sales: 
of the public lands. ‘Phe question pending was 
the motion of Mr. Wriziams, of Kentucky, to re- 
fer the resolutions to the Committee of Ways and 
Means, with instructions to report a bill distrib- 
uting among the States the revenue derivable from 
the sales of the public lands, to be applied to such 
purposes aè the State Legistavares thay think 


proper. eee . 

Mr. GRAVES, ‘who was entitled to the floor; 
addressed” the House at considerable length. 
The gentleman from New York [Mr. Campar- 
LENG) had said that there would not be more 
in the Treasury at the end wf the year 
than to meet the demands of the Government. 
Mr. G. went into a calculation ‘td show what 
amount of money would be inthe Treasury by 
which he showed that there would be in the 
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Treasury upwards of seventy-six millions of dol- 
lars at the sia of the year; which sum (he said) 
was upwards of fifty millions over and above 
what the Secretary of the Teau considered 
necessary for the disbursements of the year. He 
then showed that there were ate amounts of 
former appropriations which had been made for 
the Navy and other purposes, which could not be 
expended in consequence of the scarcity of labor- 
ers. He contended that this same obstacle existed 


able to propose a compromise which would be- 
acceptable to a majority of each House... - 
| Mr. WILLIAMS, of Kentucky, considered 
: the amendment more objectionable than the pro- 
vision in the original bill as it passed the Senate, 
on the ground of the power conferred upon the 
Secretary of the Treasury to sell this stock at any 
time within ten years, and the provision. that, if 
it should sell for more than the amount advanced, 
the excess should be paid over to the corporations. 
If:the Government took this stock and ran the 
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at present, and that it would be useless to make 
larger appropriations than could be expended risk of being reimbursed, it should certainly be | 
during the year. Supposing, however, that this entitled to all the advantages which might possi- 

money all could be used, they would still have in bly accrue from a profitable disposition of the 
the Treasury upwards of fifty millions of dollars. same. By the amendment the corporations were 
He replied to the arguments of the gentleman ' to derive all the benefit, and the Government had 
from New York [Mr. CamBreena] in relation < to sustain all the loss. He hoped the amendment 
to this distribution of the revenues producing | would be negatived, and that this bill would be 


consolidation. He did not consider that this came || permitted to lie on the table with the unfinished . 
' business, where it ought to be. 


very well from the gentleman from New York, a | 


State which had drawn more from the Treasury | 
than any other, and more than the whole southern 
States together, Kentucky included. He consid- 


i 
| 
i 
l 
| 


ered the arguments of the gentleman from New | 


York an attack upon the people themselves. 
He considered the people of New York just as ` 
independent, notwithstanding that they had been 
fattening on the revenue of the Government, as 
the people of those States which had received none 
of its favors. That State had received millions 
upon millions from the coffers of the General Gov- 
ernment, and still he could not conceive that the - 
ople were at all debased thereby, notwithstand-"' 


Mr. UNDERWOOD asked for the yeas and 
nays on concurring in the amendment of the Sen- 
ate; which were ordered. ea ee a 

Mr. WISE ‘was opposed to the bill in every’ 
_ shape; whether in the form of agift, or bargain and 

sale, and expressed his supre that such an ex- 
traordinary measure should have obtained prece- 
dence over the important business of the House. 
Neither the public nor private business should have 
been madc to give place to this bill. There were: 


| 


i 
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Mr. PARKER contended that the Senate had 
made the bill worse than it was originally. The 
amendment might affect seriously the interests 
of the United States. The Secretary of the 
Treasury was authorized to sell this stock at any 
time within ten years. He objected to the respons- 
ibility which was thrown upon the Secretary of 
the Treasury, and also to making that officer a 
broker. He might determine to sell, and if the 
proceeds should not come up to the expectations 
of the corporations, they would complain that he 
had sold too soon, or he might delay such sale 
until the end of the ten years; and similar com- 

laints might be made that he had waited too 
bag. He hoped the House would adhere to their. 
amendments. ‘ : 

_ Mr. VANDERPOEL said, that. the amend- 
ment of the Senate now under consideration was. 
certainly more favorable to the Government than 
the provision in relation to the. stock which the 
bill contained when it first came from the Senate. 
The original bill contained a provision that the 


' Secretary of the Treasury might, after the expira- 


tion of ten years, sell the stock in question, and 
apply the avails to the reimbursement of the debt 
now proposed to be assumed for the benefit of | 
the three corporations of Washington, George~ 
town, and Alexandria. The House amended this 
provision by making an absolute transfer of the: 
stock -to the United States. The Senate had 


claims involving $5,000,000 on account of French | 
spoliations prior to 1800, which could not even be 
brought before the House, and which,if examined, 


ing the gentleman from New York had argued í would be found to be founded.in strict justice, 
that a distribution of the revenue would corrupt | and other claims which had been outstanding for 


the people. This, Mr.G- considered tobeastrange | 
kind of doctrine to come from a man professmg 
to be a Democrat, 
culation to show the amount of money which the 
States would receive, by which he showed that 
Kentucky would get more than sufficient to estab- 
iish and maintain a system of education through- 
out the State. He contended that there was great 
danger to be apprehended from the leaving the 
public money in the situation in which it now was, 
because of the danger to be apprehended from its 
being used hereafter for corrupt purposes. He 
considered a division of the public moneys as the. 
most justand proper mode of getting rid of them, 
and believed that it was desired by nine tenths 
of the people of the country. 

Mr. CUSHING said he desired to give his 
views on the land bill; but not deeming the 
present a fit or auspicious occasion, he moved: to 
postpone, until Monday next, the further consid- 
eration of the resolutions of the Kentucky Legis- 
lature, for the purpose of calling the States for, 
petitions and memorials; which motion to post- 
pone was agreed to. : : 

The motion herctofore.made to reconsider a. 
vote whereby a petition of the Trades Union of 
Baltimore was laid upon the table, came up for 
consideration, and was negatived. 


RELIEF OF THE DISTRICT CITIES,- 


_ Mr. W. B. SHEPARD hoped the. House 
would take up and consider the amendment of 


the Senate to the bill for the relief of the several | 


corporate cities of the District of Columbia. 
bjection being made, is 
Mr. MANN, of New York, moved to suspend 
the rute for the purpose of taking up ‘said bill; 
which was agreed to—ayes 101, noes not counted. 
Mr. SHEPARD moved that the House concur 
ia the amendment.of the Senate. 


Mr. JARVIS objected to the amendment of the. 


Senate. He was opposed to advancing this money;. 
and holding out the deception, that the Govern- 
ment was to be hereafter reimbursed by the stock 
preposed to be pledged, when it must be evident 
that it was wholly inadequate, and never would 
be worth the ameunt proposed to be advanced. 
He was willing to strike out the stock altogether, 
and let the money. be appropriated:as a‘gratuity. 
re was opposed to placing the Government In 
the position ‘of a pawnbreker; and he was still 
more opposed to holding out a pretense that they. 
were to be reimbursed, when, in fact, they were. 

iving away this money. He was willing to give. 
lt, but not in this indirect manner, and he hoped 
that the House. would adhere to their, amend- 
ments, and a committee of conference might be- 


Mr. G. also went into a cal- | 


half a century were forced aside for the purpose 
of letting in this bill for the relief of the corpora-’ 
tions of this District. He had looked into this 


|| policy, reason, or sympathy. The amount of 
| mismanagement and folly, and it was a matter 
i of indifference to himself and his constituents, 
| whether this stock was owned by foreigners, or 
by the citizens of this District. If it should be 
purchased by the former, it might be theirinterest 
to bring capital to us, and thus be a benefit to us. 
Mr. W. was aware that SERE would 

n con- 


| be benefited by the passage of this act. 


|| corporations, taxation was so great that real 
|, estate had depreciated to almost nothing. Some 
ii hawk-eyed speculators had bought up much prop- 
‘erty, and if this bill should pass, the property 
thus purchased would raise one hundred per cent. 
in value. It was a matter of no consequence with 
his constituents whether one set of speculators or. 
another ‘should be most successful. . In order, 
therefore, to test the sense of the House, he moved 
to.lay the bill and amendments on the table, and 
asked for the yeas and nays on the motion; which’ 
were ordered, and were— 


YEAS—Messrs. Ash, Barton, Bean, Beaumont, Bond, 
Bovee, Brown, Buchanan, Bunch, Bynum, Jobn Calhoon, 
Campbell, Carr, Carter, Casey, Chapman, Nathaniel H. 
Claiborne, John F. H. Claiborne, Coles, Connor, Craig, 


Haynes, Hoisey, Huntsman, Joseph Johnson, Cave John- 
son, John W. Jones,, Lawler, Luke Lea, Lyon, Martin 
John Y. Mason, William Mason, Maury, McCarty, McKay, 
McLene, Montgomery, Morgan, Owens, Patton, Peyton, 
Pickens, Rencher, Join Reynolds, Joseph Reynolds, Roane, 
Robertson, Rogers, Augustine H. Shepperd, Shields, Smith, 
Standefer, John Thomson, Waddy ‘Thompson, T 
Towns, Underwood, Vinton, Weeks, Lewis Wiliams, 
Sherrod Williams, and Wise—75. i 
NAYS—Messrs. Adams, Chiiton Allan, Heman Allen, 
Anthony, Ashley, Bailey, Beale, Bockee, Borden, Briggs, | 


? 


Everett, Fairfield, Farlan, Fry, William K. Fuller, Glas- ' 
cock, Granger, Grennell, Joseph Hall, Hamer, Harlan, | 
Samuel S. Harrison, Hazeltine, Henderson, Hoar, How- : 
ard, Howell, Hubley, Hunt, Huntington, Ingham, Jabez : 
Jackson, Janes, Jarvis, Jenifer, Richard M. Johnson, Ben- ' 
jamin Jones, Judson, Kennon, Kilgore, Kinuard, Lane, 
Lansing, Laporte, Lawrence, Joshua Lee, Leonard, Lin- 
coln, Logan, Love, Lucas, Job Mann, Moses Mason, Sanip- 
son Mason, May, MeKennan, McKim, Metcer, Miler, 
Milligan, Moore, Morris, Page, Parker, Patterson, Dútee J. : 
Pearce, James A. Pearce, Pettigrew, Phelps, Phillips, Potts, 
Reed, Schenck, William B. Shepard, Shinn, Sickles, Slade, 
Spangler, Steele, Storer, Sutherland, Taliaferro, Taylor, 
Furill, Vanderpoel, Ward, Wardwell, Washington, Web- | 
ster, and White—106. sa 
ine the House‘ refused te lay the bill on th 

table. oe ara . 


`] 


Cushinan, Dickson, Effner, James Garland, Gillet, Grant- | 
land, Grayson, Griffin, Haley, Hardin, Harper, Hawes, 


oucey, | 


© amendment of the Senate should 


j 


|! sequence of the load of debt hanging over the | 


| 
| 


| 


William B. Calhoun, Cambreleng, George Chambers, John ii i 
Chambers, ‘Childs, Clark, Cleveland, Corwin, Cramer, :: 


Crane, Cushing, Darlington, Deberry, Denny, Dickerson, gi 


amended our amendment by mortgaging the stock 


‘| to us, and authorizing the Secretary of the Treas- 


‘ury to sell the stock within ten years. He was 
in favor ‘of concurring in the Senate’s amend- 
ment, because itis surely more acceptable to those 
who want.to sever the connections between the 
Government and the corporations, than was the 

| original bill from the Senate. That bound them 


bill, and could not support it upon ahy ground of |, to the stock for the term of ten years, without: ` 


: the power of severing them from it. The present 


debt due by the corporations was the result of || amendment of the Senate authorized the Secretary 


. of the Treasury to sell the stock at anytime within: 
| the ten years; and as it is pretty well understood 
| that incorporated: companies are not very great 
favorites of the executive department of this 
| Government, we had wa right to hope that if the 
e concurred: 
' in, the partnership between the Government and 
| the correo ee not long continue. i 
‘Mr. V. said that he had stated, when this bill 
| was under discussion here before, that, if we ad- 
i hered to our original determination of making an 
| absolute transfer of this stock to the Government, 
we would not, at this session, pass any law for 
the relief of the District. The truth of that sen- 
timent was now more manifest, and he would: 
here repeat, that if we rejected the amendment;: 
the bill would be lost, and all the hopes of the Dis- 
trict would be blasted. ° 
Mr. HARDIN agreed with the gentleman from 
New Jersey that the amendment of the Senate: 
| was more objectionable than the griginal clause 
in the bill from the Senate.’ He contended that 
the mortgage proposed could not be foreclosed 


| before the expiration of the ten years, notwith- 


standing the provision that the Secretary should 
proceed to sell the mortgaged stock at any time 
within that period. There was another radigal: 
error connected with this amendment. : If the: 


|| Secretary proceeded to sell this stock, the United: 


States did not possess the right to purchase.: 
Some individual, as the agent of the mortgagers, 
might.bid one dollar; and the mortgagee, having. 
no power to buy, would lose his money. If-no 
erson should bid, there would be an end of the 
usiness, The only remedy would be to.add an 
additional clause, giving the United States the 

ower to mie _Mr. H. understood this whole 

usiness. The object of this, bill was to make a 
gratuity colarable only, to prevent the people of 
the United States from knowing it. If they in- 
tended to give this money, let it be. done openly. 
and directly, and let them have the credit for so 
doing, and not throw this kind of color over the 
transaction, whereby. they appropriated bout 
two millions six hundred thousand dollars, and 
were to receive in exchange property not worth 
half a million; and then they were to be harassed 
hereafter-with committees of those cities, begé 


|| ging Congress to give them this atock. 


` The gentleman.from New York (Mr. Vanper- 
POEL] had alluded to another: ovdeal.through > 


which thit bill was to pass. This was perhaps 


a fiery ordeal at the White House. He did not 
know whether the gentleman had consulted the 
President as to the course which he would pursue 
on this subiect. He might speak from instinct, 
er hke a verson seeking salt water: the gentle- 
man mizht have been enlightened by the use of a 
forked stick, At ail events, he hoped the Presi- 
dent would veto the bili; for there was certainly 
not the least difference in principle in buying 
this stock as mortgaged, and purchasing it abso- 
hitely. . 

Mr. MANN, of New York, had voted against 
the bill in all its stages. He should, however, 
vote far the amendment, ag it would make the 
bill far more acceptable than in the form in which 
it passed the House; and as it would doubtless 
pass, he desired that it should be made as perfect 
as possible. He should vote for the amendment, 
principally on the ground that it looked to the 
uitimate dissolution of the connection between 
the Government and this corporation. _ 

Mr. ‘THOMPSON, of South Carolina, had 
never more anxiously endeavored to discover 
some plausible pretext to vote for this bill. He 
had examined every ground upon’ which this 
measure could possibly de placed, and it appeared 
to him that the only pretense for making this 
appropriation was upon the ground of charity 
and benevolence; and he could never consent to 
legislate upon any such principle. ; 

Mr. JENIFER urged the House to decide upon 
the amendment without further debate, and made 
afew remarks in support of the amendment, as 
the oaly means of securing relief to the District. 

Mr. SUTHERLAND moved the previous 

tion; which was seconded—ayes 83, noes 48. 

The main question was then ordered to be put; 
and the amendment of the Senate was concurred 
in, as fodows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Adams, Heman Alien, Anthony, Ashley, 
Bailey, Beale, Bochee, Borden, Briggs, Cambreleng, George 
Cham Chapin, Chii Cleveland, Cramer, Crane, 
Cushing, Deberry, Denny, Dickerson, Dromgoole, Evans, 
Everett. Pairfield. Faran, Pry, Wiltiam K. Fuller, Glas- 
éock, Granger, Grennell, Haley, Hamer, Hannegan, Har- 
tan, Samuel S. Harrison, Hazeltiae, Henderson, Heister, 
Hoar, Huntington, Huntsman, Ingham, William Jackson, 
Jabez Jackson, Janes, Jenifer, Richard M. Johnson, Henry 
Jonason, John W. Jones, Judson, Kennon, Kilgore, Lane, 
Laporte, Lawicr, Lawrence, Leonard, Lincoin, Logan, 
Loyail, Lucas, Abijah Mann, Job Mann, Jobn Y. Mason, 
Moses Mason, Sainpson Mason, MeKennan, McKeon, 
McKim, Mereer, Miller, Mulligan, Moore, Morgan, Page, 
Patterson, Dutee J. Pearce, James A. Pearce, Pettigrew, 
Phelps, Phillips, Pickens, Potts, Reed, Rencher, Schenek, 
Witham B, shepard, Augustine I. Shepperd, Shields, 
Bhinn, Sickles, Siade. Spangler, Speight, Standefer, Steele, 
Storer, Sutherland, Taliaferro, Taylor, Thomas, Toucey, 
Turrill, Vauderpoe!, Ward, Wardwell, Washington, Web- 
eter, and White—110. 

NAYS — Messrs. Chilton Allan, Ash, Barton, Bean, 
Beaumont, Bond, Boon, Bovee, Boyd, Brown, Buchanan, 


Bunch, Joba Caiboon, William B. Calhoun, Campbell, . 
Carr, Carter, Casey, Chapman, Nathaniel E Claiborne, i 


Jobn F. H. Claiborne, Clark, Coffee, Coles, Connor, Craig, 
Cushman, Dickson, Dunlap, Effner, French, James Gar- 
land, Gilet, Grantland, Graves, Grayson, Griffin, Joseph 
Hal, Hardin, Harper, Hawes, Haynes, Holsey, flopkins, 
Howard, Howell, Hubley, Jarvis, Joseph Johnson, Cave 
Johnson, Benjamin Jones, Lansing, Luke Lea, Love, 
Lyon, Martin, William Mason, May, McComas, McKay, 
MeLene, Montgomery, Morris, Owens, Parker, Patton, 
Peston, John Reynolds, Roane, Bobertson, Rogers, Sey- 
mour, Smith, John Thomson, Waddy Thompson, Towns, 
Underwood, Vinton, Wagener, Weeks, Lewis Willimas, 
Sherrod Williams, and W ise—83. 


SENATE BILLS. 


The following bills from the Senate were read 
twice, and committed: 

A billto provide for the enlistment of boys in 
the Navy: and 

A bill to extend the western boundary of the 
State of Missouri to the Missouri river. 


UNITED STATES AND MEXICO. 
Mr. MASON, of Virginia, from the Committee 
on Foreign Affairs, reported the bill from the 


Senate to provide for earrying into effect the 
treaty of limits, and an additional article thereto, 


between tho United States and the United Maxi- : 
ean States; which was read twice, and committed , 
to the Committee of the Whole on the state of - 


the Union. i 

‘On motion of Mr. MASON, the House then 
went into Committee of the Whole on the above 
bill, (Mr. Howarp in thechair.) 

The bill having been read, - 

Mr. MASON made a 


brief explanation of its 
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| provisions, which appropriated the sum of $14,500 
j as A Compensation to a surveyor and a commis- 


sioner on the part of the United States for run- 


ning and fixing the boundary line between the: 
United States and Mexico, as prescribed by the | 


treaty between the two Governments. 

Mr. WISE would inquire if the law itself pro- 
vided for these commissioners; and also if they 
were invested with full power to determine the 
boundary, without reference to any ulterior 
measure on the part of Congress. A controversy 
was at this moment going on with reference to 
the true meaning of the treaty with Spain and 
Mexico respecting the boundary, as to what was 
the Sabine river; and he was credibly informed 
that the President of the United States never con- 
sidered, and did not then consider, what had 
always been considered, the Sabine to be the Sa- 
bine in contemplation of the treaty with Mexico. 
He had had a conversation with Mr. Darby, and 
that distinguished geographer had informed him 
that there never had been, nor ever could be,a 
dispute about what was the Sabine river; and 
he had sustained his views in a publication in the 
National Intelligencer. Yet Mr. W. understood 
from Mr. Darby thatthe President of the United 
States still contended that what was heretofore 
considered the Sabine, was not the truc river as 
contemplated in the treaty. 

Mr. MASON, of Virginia, explained the pro- 
visions of the treaty. That treaty prescribed, as 
far as any treaty could, the boundary betweert 
the two countries; butan additional article had 
rendered it necessary that the boundary line 
should be run, and ascertained by actual surveys. 
He did not understand that this bill invested either 
the commissioner or surveyor with any other’ 
porer than devolved upon them by the’ treaty. 
n the event of disagreement between the commis- 
sioners of the two countries, they would not of 
course execute the duty, butleave it open for fur- 
ther negotiation between the Governments. That 
was the whole purpose of the bill. The treaty 
required that each Government should appoint 
one commissioner and one surveyor, who should’ 
act together in running the line, and this bill was 
nothing more than an appropriation for the per- 
formance of that duty on our part. 

- Mr. PEYTON suggested to the gentleman from’ 


; Virginia (Mr. Mason] whetherit was not prema- 


tare to urge immediate action upon this measure: 


‘If the intelligence received that morning should 


turn out to be true, all controversy with the Gov- 
ernment of Mexico on the subject of our bound- 


ary line was at an end, and the next question | 
would be that of hailing a new-born republic, or : 
acknowledging Texasas an independent and sov- || 
_ereign State. 


If those advices should be con- 
firmed, we might soon be called upon to negotiate 
with a people who had achieved their liberty and 
independence, avenged the fall of the Alamo, and 
established their right to be recognized with all 
the powers of a free, ‘sovereign, and independent 
State. He would suggest, therefore, whether it 
would not be expedient to act upon this measure 
at some more distant day of the session, and at 
least wait until we knew whether we should carry 
on negotiations with the authorities of Mexico, 


or with the authorities of the republican State of | 


Texas. 


Mr. MASON trusted that gentlemen would 


see the necessity of passing this bill, since it 
was nothing more than to carry out the provis- 


. ions of a treaty entered into and ratified by the 


treaty-making Powers of the United States and 
Mexico. “So far as the United States were con- 


cerned, the contest now raging in that country | 
` in no way affected the treaty under which the | 


boundary of the United States was fixed; for he ; athe aspect of affairs had materially chang ed 


to acquire any portion of our territory. This ` gince the additional article of the treaty had been 


: bill was an indispensable step for the execution’ 
: of the treaty on our part, and would be equally i 
obligatory, so faras the boundary was concerned, | 


presumed it was not the purpose of the Texans 


in any event of the contest now going on in that 
country. If, hereafter, it should become neéces-- 
sary to act with any other State, nothing would 
be lost by placing ourselves in a situation to exe- 
cute the treaty to its letter on our part. ae 

Mr. PEYTON said, before he could vote for. 
this bill, he should wish to introduce in it a pro- 


viso, that our commissioner shall meet the come |. 


missioner of Mexico or Texas; whichever might 
be the Government de facto. f 

Mr. CUSHING bee ay both questions of the 
two gentlemen [Mr. Wise and Mr. Perron} 
were premature. Mr. C. then referred to the 
treaty of 1825, which sct forth that the Sabine 
should be the western boundary of the United 
States, and that commissioners from both sides 
should meet to determine where the Sabine was. 
When a disagreement arose, then it would be 
time enough to meet the objection of the gentle~ 
man from Virginia. With reference to the re- 
marks of the gentleman from Tennessee, the 
Government of the United States had made a dec- 
laration that it would maintain its neutrality, and 
hold on to its treaty, long. since the revolution 
broke out in Texas. Here was a treaty with 
Mexico, requiring certain obligations of duty on 
our part, which ought to be fulfilled. It would 
be time enough to treat with Texas, when she 
had fully acquired her independence, but still the 
same boundary would necessarily exist between 
the two countries. This Government was bound 
to continue to remain neutral in the existing con- 
troversy so long as it remained. a controversy. 
The question of recognizing Texas might come 
upon that Congress, but the present was neither 
the fit time nor: occasion, and would be prema- 
ture even to agitate it. ‘ 

Mr. WISE had only started the question as to 
the power of the commissioners. He now under- 
stood that these commissioners had the sole 
power, if they agreed, of settling the boundary, 


! and that it would, in that cuse, never come up 
; before Congress at all. 


He conceived this to be 
the. proper time to settle the question of. the power 


‘of the commissioners, and also with regard to 


ulterior objecte. He saw no reason for hurrying 
this bill through atthis time. He did not believe 
that if our commissioners were sent, Santa Anna, 
with his hands as full as they were, would send 
any on his part. Mr. W. was far postponing 
the subject for the present at least. He knew 
and felt that Texas would be free, and he should 
make no cool, cold calculations about the matter. 
He had also: another . reason for postponing this 
bill. It seemed as if we were anxious, by far too 
anxious, in our consistent determihation to pres 
serve our neutrality—too anxious. with our pro- 
fessions. We seemed to be too neutral between 
those parties, as if we wished to hasten the exe- 
cution of the treaty with Santa Anna. It might 
come to this, that we might have no! boundary 


' line to settle, for he wished to see Texas bone of 


our bone, and fiesh of our flesh, under: the ægis 
of our Constitution. P 
Mr. MASON referred to the message of the 


' President of the United States of the Sth of the 


present month, in reference to the treaty with 


: Mexico, and recommending the. appropriation 


embraced in this bill. He:expressed an earnest 
hope thatthe discussion of the grave and importa 
ant questions adverted to would not be indulged 
in on the present occasion. This. bill was in. no 
sense inconsistent with, nor. had it any.remote 
bearing upon, any right Texas might at. this mos 
ment possess, or might heteafter acquire... 
With regard to the bill then under consideran 
tion, he remarked that it came from the Senate 
before the Committee on Foreign Affairs, on Sat- 
urday last, who held a meeting, and unanimously. 
determined to report the bill, and recommended 
its passage.through the House. At that timeno 
intelligence had been received respecting the re- 
sult of the movements in Texas, a0 that the. com» 
mittee could not be.charged with any indecent 
haste in reporting the bill that morning. —— 
Mr. CALHOON, of Kentucky, wished this bill 
postponed, for.a'short time at least, on the ground 


entered into, If the news of the. morning were 
true, the President of the United States Logie 
either not appoint commissioners:on our ‘part, or 
he would anie at least; and, therefore, Mr. Cy 
thought the bill had better be deferred for the 


te f ; fs hi 
Per PEYTON then moved the amendment he 


| had indicated, providing that the sammissioners 


on the part of the United States be authorized to, 
act with the commissioners ap inted by. the 
Government of Mexico, or by the Government 
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of Texas, 
States as a Government de facto. 
Mr; BOULDIN was opposed to the amend- 
ment and in favor of the bill, which would con- 
vince thè world that the United States were will- 
ing to pass all the laws necessary to be passed, 
even between brother and brother. There could 
be no harm in passing the law, under either of 
the exigencies referred to. He was prepared to 
acknowledge the independence of Texas the mo- 
menta justifiable cause arose to do so; but he 
wished to do all that the good faith of the country, 
in the eyes of nations, demanded of us. | 
Mr. HOAR was strongly opposed to the views 
of certain genuemen with regard to Texas, and 
for himself, (he said,) whatever might be the re- 
sult in that quarter, he never would give his vote 
for an inch of that territory to become an integral 
partof the United States, under any pretext what- 
ever. 
Mr. VANDERPOEL said, that but for some 
remarks made by an honorable gentleman from 
Kentucky, [Mr. Catuoun,] he would not have 
obtruded himself upon the committee; but silence 
under such allegations as had been made against 


northern gentlemen might imply an assent to | 


their justice. The honorable gentleman from 
Kentucky had more than insinuated that, while 
the countenances of southern gentlemen were 
beaming with joy and exultation at the recent in- 
tellizence from Texas, the faces of gentlemen 
from the North exhibited nought but gloom and 
disappointment. Asa northern man, he (Mr. V.) 
felt kmat called upon ta repel this charge, and 
to declare before this House, and the world, that 
he rejoiced, most fully and cordially rejoiced, at 
the triumph in. Texas, the recent intelligence of 
which now seemed to animate so many coun- 
tenances here. He .rejoiced with a joy that he 
would always feel, when a gallant band, strug- 
gling for freedom, no matter in what portion of 
the globe, triumphed over the forces of a despot; 
and his joy upon this occasion was enhanced by 
the consideration, that the victory here was one 
over a tyrant, who, if one hak of the enormities 
imputed to him were true, had not only intro- 
duced more than savage eruelty into civilized 
warfare, but disgraced the age in which we live. 
But at the same time he must be understood as 
indulging in the sympathies which he here ex- 
pressed as a man and not as a legislator. He had 
already lived too long not to be aware that, as a 
neral rule, it was extremely unsafe, when act- 
img upon subjects of national policy or national 
interest, to take counsel from our passions or our 
sympathies. Those public functionaries who, 
telded too suddenly to their impulses were often | 
trayed into imprudences, which proved them | 
wnwise and unsafe counselors. . | 
Mr. V. said, he was nota little surprised to 
see how suddenly the tune of gentlemen was 
ehanged in relation to the feelings of the North, | 
and particularly of a portion of that State which 
he had the honor in part to represent, in relation 
to the struggle in Texas. Buta few days ago, 
and we are told, that this revolution was the | 


work, in part, if not chiefly, of New York spee- 


ulators, who had made large purchases of lands : 
in Texas, and were now, in the guise of philan- 
thropy, exciting the citizens or subjects of Santa 
Anna to insurrection, for the purpose of consum- 
mating their unhallowed speculations. Have 


gentlemen forgotten the unmeasured denanei- | 


ations with which an editor of a New York paper 


was visited here, because of an article in his | 


paper in relation to Texas, which was read from 
the Clerk’s desk? Were we not then told, that 
the ‘ vile editor of that jourral’’ (as he was termed) 


was one of that miserable band of speculators | 


who were willing to swell their pecuniary 
profits at the expense of the peace of States, and 
the blood of valuable citizens? but now, for 


reasons that it requires but little sagacity to un- | 


derstand, we of the North, who had but a few 
weeks ago. been so culpably instrumental in get- 
tang up‘ this. resolution, are not to be permitted to 
share in the joy which all freemen ever feel at 
the triumphs. of the brave votaries of liberty. 
Sir, we will rejoice, we do rejoice, though some 
gentlemen from the South s¢em to fancy that, 
upon that occasion, they have the right:to monop- 
olise. this. privilege. Have gentlemen learned 


whichever ia recognized by the United | where the mast expensive, if not the first expedi- 


‘tions in the United States, were fitted out for 

' Texas, to aid her in her struggles? Have they 
been told where the President of the United 
States found it necessary first to inculcate upon 
the officers of this Government the duty of see- 
ing that no forces should be enlisted contrary to 
the laws of the. Union, for the purpose of being 
marched against a nation with which we were 
at peace? Ask the United States district attor- 
ney of the southern district of New York, and 
he will be able to tell you. 

Mr. V. said that he had been not a little sur- 
prised at sentiments which had been uttered here 
to-day, at hopes and predictions that had been 
indulged in, as to the fruits to us that would flow 
from the triumphs of the Texan arms. The hon- 
orable gentleman from. Virginia [Mr. Wise] had 
indeed taken time by the forelock, for he had told 
ya that he looked forward with joy at the prospect 
of the annexation of Texas to this Confederacy, 

- and seemed to derive much of his exultation from 
the belief that such an accession to our territory 
would serve to extend the ‘‘ terra firma’’ upon 
which the slave interest of the South could rest. 


now know, what course he would take, how he 
would vote, should a proposition here be made to 


annex Texas to the United States; but he was |. 
free to say that, ifhe should ultimately be induced ;: 


to oppose its annexation to the United States, he 
would not do so from the apprehension that it 
would strenghten the influence and enlarge the 
sphere of the slave interest, 
that the contrary would be its effect; that it would 
secure to the free States accessions in this vicinity. 
which would more than counterbalance the addi- 
tion of Texas to the slave interest. Admit Texas 


into the Union, and the day would not be far dis- | 


tant when Virginia, yes, old Virginia, with all her 
high moral influence, Maryland, (and he would 
almost add North Carolina,) would be numbered 
among the anti-slave States. The fine and produc- 
tive sugar lands of Texas, so eminently adapted 
_ to slave labor, would justify the prices for slaves 


OBE. 


Mr. V. said he would not say, for he did not |: 


May I, 


we could not, without a dereliction of that policy 
in whieh our true interest lies, lend to the op- 
pressed abroad the strong arm of this Govern- 
ment; we could not in our public capacity, with- 
out forgetting our duty to our constituents, and 
| our country, like Peter the hermit, fix a strap 
| on our necks, and sally forth on a crusade against 
despots. We had too much to do at home; and 
if we once entered upon this herculean task of 
setting the world free, and straightening the affairs 
of other nations, we would soon find our hands 
entirely too full. He (Mr. V.) belonged to a 
border State. He heard a great deal said about 
the abuses which the colonists north of him suf- 
fered—those colonists, many of whom were his 
friends and his kindred. He would not say, for 
he did not know, whether their complaints were 
well or ill-founded; but if their grievances were 
real, and not imaginary, he would lend them the 
tear of sympathy as a man and a relative; but he 
would not so far forget his duty as a legislator— 
he would not so far jeopard the peace and pros- 
perity of his country—he would not so suddenly 
_ relinquish her long and well-tried policy, as to 
: connect this Government with the convulsions 
that mightat-any future time agitate the northern 
i section of North America. As an individual, he 
i might admire, yes, he was free to say, he did ad- 
mire, that spirit of chivalry which had prompted 
many gallant spirits of this country to go to the 
: aid of their neighbors in Texas, without the sanc- 
, tion of their Government; but he could not at 


‘| this late day abruptly abandon those principles, 


He firmly believed ` 


those lights which had guided this nation to such 
, a summit of happiness and prosperity, and con- 


i; nect it with thestruggles and revolutions of other 


i there which, in the event of its being annexed to | 


| the. Union, would, in a ver 


i least three of the present slaveholding States of 
| their black population; for already were the cot- 


short time, drain at | 


ton regions of the new States of Alabama and i 


Mississippi making heavy drafts for laborers | 


upon the slaveholders of Maryland, Virginia, 


‘and North Carolina; and if you were to add to: || 
' the Union that immense territory now about to | 


.| be wrested from the sanguinary rule of the ruth- 
less Santa Anna, a region in which the sugar-cane 
| will spring up so luxuriantly, and, my word for 


| it, we of the North would soon be able to hail : 


“the Old Dominion,” with some two or three of 
her sisters, es non-slaveholding States. Ifa slave, 
worth only: five hundred dollars here, would com- 
; mand a thousand dollars in Texas, it would be 
' calculating against all the potent laws of self- 
| interest to presume that the slaveholder here 
| would not part with his slaves. He could never, 
| therefore, oppose the incorporation of Texas in 
the Union from any considerations connected with 
slavery. 
Mr. V. said he had another word to say before 
-| he sat down, in support of one of the positions 
(| with which he had started. Hestated that the sym- 
i| pathy whieh he felt at the triumph of the Texan 
arms, he cherished asa man, and not as a legisla- 
tor. Efe must first have erased from his mind 
thoge lessons of wisdom which had been taught 


intermeddling as a Government with the affairs of 
other nations, before he could consent or vete to 
lend this Government to any foreign struggle, 
however meritorious, The word ‘ neutrality,” 
not “ entangling alliances,” indicated the policy 
with which the wise men who established this 
fair fabric of freedom supposed the true interests 
of our country to be connected. It was almost 
superfluous to urge that a Government like ours 
could not long exist if it pursued an officious in- 
termeddling policy with the affairs of other na- 
i| tions. We had in our day and generation seen 
and heard enough of. oppression under other 
dynasties—enough of the struggles of the brave 
to become free, to have often filled our bosoms 
with anxious hope and agonizing sympathy, Still 


by the Father of his Country as to the danger of | 


{i 


| nations, though they might be conflicts. between 
i freedom and despotism. 
The debate was further continued by Mr. HOL- 
! SEY; when, on motion of Mr. MANN, of New 
: York, the committee rose. 1? = 

Mr. JARVIS moved that the Committee of 
the Whole be discharged from the considera- 
tion of the bill from the Senate providing for 
the enlistment of boys in the naval service of 
the United States, and that the same be referred 
to the Committee on Naval Affairs; which was 
agreed to. | 

The House then adjourned. 


IN SENATE. 
Tuespay, May 17, 1836. 


The Chair communicated a report from the 
Secretary of the Navy on the subject of transfers 


|| of the balances of appropriations. 


Mr. BUCHANAN presented thirteen memo- 
rials from citizens of Philadelphia, praying for the 
acknowledgment of the independence of Texas. 

Mr. LINN presented the petition of Martin 
Thomas, praying compensation for extra sger- 
vices; which was referred to the Committee on 
Claims. aah, 

Mr. WALKER presented the petition of sun- 
T citizens of Mississippi, praying for the estab- 

| lishment of a post road; which was referred to 
the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 


REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 

; On motion of Mr. NAUDAIN, the Committee 
| on Claims was discharged from the further con- 
i sideration of the petition of Alphonso Wetmore. 
{ On motion of Mr. PRENTISS, the Committee 
| on Public Lands was discharged from the fur- 

ther consideration of the memorial of Augusta 
| College, Kentucky. f 

Mr. WRIGHT, from the Committee on Fi- 
nance, to whom had been referred the petition of 
William R. Robertson and others, reported a bill 
for their relief; which was read, and ordered to a 
second reading. 

Mr. W., from the same committee, to whom 
had been referred the resolution of the Senate on 
the subject of statuary to complete the ornaments 
of the east front of the Capitól, reported a joint 
resolution authorizing the President to consult 
with distinguished artista and men of taste, and 
to procure plans and drawings for the purpose of 
selecting the most appropriate plan for a group 


of statuary for the contemplated purpose; the 
whole to be submitted to Coues at its next 
session. The resolution was read, and ordered 
to a second reading. : : 
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First Sessiox, Mru Coneress. 


Mr. EWING, of Ohio, from the Committee i 


on Public Lands, made unfavorable reports on 
the bills for the relief of Elisha Moreland and 
others, William Walker and others, and Daniel 
Bush; also, reported favorably, without amend- 
ment, the bill for the retief of Daniel Jeffers. 

Mr. E., from the same committee, to whom 
had been referred the amendment of the House 
to the bill to give effect to patents for public lands 
issued in the names of deceased rsons, made a 
report, recommending that the Senate concur in 
said amendment; and the amendment wasaccord- 
ingly concurred in. 

Mr. PRESTON, from the Committee on Mil- 
itary Affairs, reported a bill providing for the 
appointment of three additional pay masters of the 
Army; which was read twice, and ordered to be 
engroesed for a third reading. 


RESOLUTIONS SUBMITTED. 


Mr. EWING, of Ohio, offered the following 
resolution: 


Revoleed, That the Secretary of the Treasury be directed 
to ia onn tac Senate Waat amount of transfers of the pubiic 
Money has been muf’ by ins direction, since the 33ta of 
June las:, froin vie Cominercial Bank of Cincjunati, aad 
also im.n the Chatoa Baak of Columbus, to banks cast of 
tae Alleriauy monatains, giving the date and amount of all 
EULI taaier, aud tae banks from and to wien they were 
made. And.ai o. that he infoem the Senate wiat trans- 
fers are ocd ve 1 ron eaey oF tae above named banks, and 
wien and to what banks they are to be made. That he 
also imors the Senie what amount of transfers were 
made weach one of the said banks iu Obio since the 2th 
or Jane last, and wiat amount, if any, is now ordered to 
each. 

By Mr. GRUNDY: i 

Resolred, Tha: the Committee on the Post Office and f 
Post Roads be instructed to inquire into the expediency of | 
establishing the faliowing post routes in Michigan: trom | 
New Buffalo, in Berricu county, to Laporte, in Laporte 
county, ladiana; from Kalamazoo, in Kalamazoo cauuty, 
to Kent, in Kent county; froin the county seat of Barry 
county to the moaih or North Black river, in Ottawa | 
zounty ; from Fort Gratiot, in St. Clair county, sem of 
Shiawassee, by Lap-er, and the county seat of Genesee; 
from Lap:er, in Lapcer county, to Stevens, in Genesee 
Souaty, trom Adrian, in Lenawee county, to Cotdwater, 
io Brauch county, throuzh the viilage of Biltsdate, in 
Hill-date county. 


This resolution was agreed to. 
SCHOOL LANDS, ETC. 


On motion of Mr. WALKER, the bill to carry 
into effect the compact with the States of Ala- 
Lama and Mississippi, in relation to the school 
lands and the five per centum fund, was taken 
up, and, after a slight amendment, ordered to be 
eugrossed for a third reading. | 

Sn tavtion of Mr. WHITE, the Senate pro- 
ceeded to the consideration of executive business; 
and when the doors were opened adjourned. 


i 
d 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. i 
Toespar, Way 17, 1836. 


Mr. ADAMS asked the consent of the House 
to submit the following resolutions: 


Resotced, That the President of the United States be 
requested to comm auicate to this House, if not incompatible 
with the public tnte-est, copies of any overture made . ince 
the 3d of Marchi. 1829, by his authority, to the Government 
of the United Mexican Siates, for the sequisition by the 
Uni:ed >tate. of any porion of the territories of Mexico; 
and copies of all corre-pondence between the two Govern- 
ments relating thereto, and upon any question of boundary 
existing between the United states and Mexico. 

Resolced, That the President of the United States be re- 
qu::sted to cominunicate to this House, if not incompauble 
with the pablic interest, a copy and tran. lations of any law, 
decree, or ordinance or the Mexican Republic, abntishing 
slavery withip the territories thereof, winch may be ia the : 
possession of the Executive Department of the United . 
States. i 


Objection being made, Mr. A. moved to sus- | 
pend the rules for the purpose stated, and asked | 
for the yeas and nays on his motion, which were , 
ordered. ! 

Mr. MASON inquired whether it would bein | 
order to cail for a division of the question, so as: 
to vote upon suspending the rules for the intro- | 
duction of cach resolution separately ? 
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Mr. ADAMS was willing, if the House would 
Permit the introduction of the resolutions, that 
the question on their adoption should be divided. 

Mr. MERCER and Mr. WHITTLESEY sug- 
gested to the gentleman trom Massachusetts to 
waive his motion until the standing committees 
should report. 

Mr. ADAMS acquiesced in the suggestion. 

The report of the Committee of Ways and 
Means, fixing a day for the consideration of the 
bill in relation to ‘the public deposits, was an- 
nounced as the unfinished business. 

Mr. WHITTLESEY, of Ohio, moved to post- 
pone the report until to-morrow. 


Mr. OWENS hoped this resolution would not `: 


be further postponed. It has been before the 
House upwards of a month, and he trusted it 
would be now disposed of. 

The motion to postpone was negatived. 

Mr. WHITTLESEY supposed that the gen- 
tleman from Massachusetts had withdrawn his 
motion to suspend the rules to enable the com- 
mittee to report, and not with a view of consid- 
ering a report heretofore made. 

Mr. ADAMS had not waived his motion for 
the purpose of considering existing reports, and 
he therefore renewed the motion to suspend the 
rules to enable him to offer the resolutions here- 
tofore read. 

The motion to suspend the rules was negatived 
—yeas 74, nays 85, as follows: 


YEAS — Messrs. Adams, Chilton Allan, Ash, Bailey 
Bond, Borden, Boyd, Briggs, Bynum, John Chambers, 
Childs, Cleveland, Corwin, Crane. Cushing, Dartington, 
Denny, Everett, Philo C. Fuller, Galbraith, Granger, Gren- 
nell, Hanan, Aibert G. Harrison, Hawes, Mazcline, Heis- 
ter, Hoar, İivweil, Hunt, Huatsman, William Jackson, 
Janes, Joseph Johnson, Benjamin Jones, Kilgore, Kinnard, 
Laporie, Lawrenee, Lay, Joshaa Lee, Lincoln, Love, 
Luvas, Sampson Mason, McCarty, McKennan, Mercer, 
Morris, Parker, Dutee J. Pearce, James A. Pearce, Phelps, 
Potts, Reed Robertson, Russell, Shinn. Slade. Spangler, 
Sprague, Steele, Storer, T'aliaierro, Waddy Thom son, 


‘owns, Underwood. Vinton, Wazener, White, Elisha 
| Whitdesey, Lewis Williams, and Wise-—74. i 
| | NAYS — Messrs. Bean, Beti, Bockee, Boon, Bouldin, `: 


Bovee, Bunch, Cambrelenz, Campbell, Carr. Casey, Cnap- 
man, Chapin, Nathamel H. Claiborne, John F% H. Ciaiborne, 
Craig, Crainer, Cushman, Deberry, Dunlap, Effner, Fair- 
field, Farin, Forester, Fry, James Garland, Gillet, Glas- 
cock, Gran land, Grayson, Griffin, Haley, Hannegan, Sam- 
uel S. Uarrison, Haynes, Holsey, Hopkins, Howard, Hub- 
ley, Ingham, Jabez Jackson, Jarvis, Henry Johnson, Jud- 
son, Kennon, Lane, Lansing, Lawt-r, Gideon Lee, Luke 
Lea, Leonad, L-wis, Lyon, Abijah Mann, Job Mann, 
i John Y. Mason, William Mason, Moses Mason, Maury, 
| McKay, McKim, McLene, Miller, Montgomery, Morgan, 
| Owens, Patterson, Patton, Pickens, Pinckney, John Rey- 
| nolds, Joseph Reynolds, Roane, Seymour, William B. Shep- 
| ard, Shields, Standefer, Thomas, John Thom.on, Toucey, 
| Tarii, Ward, Wardwell, Webster, and Sherrod Williams 


PUBLIC DEPOSITS. 


| 

| The House then took ape 

‘by the Committee of Ways and Means, (as 
amended,) providing that the bill regulating the 
: deposits of the public money in certain local 
banks be made the special order of the day for 


. the day succeeding the disposition of the appro- 


priation biis, and that it be considered from day 
to day, Fridays and Saturdays excepted, until 
disposed of. 
The amendment offered by Mr. Vinton, on a 
, former day, providing that the bills then on the 
j Speaker’s table should be first disposed of, was 
agreed to. 

Mr. BELL moved to amend the resolution by 
| striking out all after the word “ Resolved,” and 
inserting, ‘‘ that the bill in relation to the deposits 
of the public moneys be made the special order 
for Wednesday, the 25th instant, and each suc- 
ceeding day until disposed of.” 

After some. suggestions by Messrs. BBLL, 
CA MBRELENG, SUTHERLAND, MILLER, 
THOMAS, and HOPKINS, the latter asked for 


| the yeas and nays on the motion to amend. 


Mr. ADAMS moved to lay the resolution and 
amendment on the table. 

Mr. VANDERPOEL asked for the yeas and 
nays on this motion; which were not ordered; 


i 


y further consideration ofthe resol 
= ment until Monday next. 


i, to call up his resolution re 


PRICE $1 FOR A SESSION. 
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and the House refused to lay the resolution on 
the table—ayes 70, noes not counted. 
Mr. MILLER then moved to postpone the 
ution and amend- 
. 


_ Mr. WILLIAMS, of North Carolina, asked for 
the yeas and nays on the resolution; which were 
not ordered; and the resolution was postponed 
until Monday next—ayes 95, noes not counted. 

Mr. DROMGOOLE madean ineffectual attempt 

; quiring certain inform- 

ation from the Treasury Department on the sub- 

ject of the public deposiis, 


REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 


Mr. JARVIS, from the Committee on Naval 
Affairs, made an adverse report upon a bill from 
the Senate for the relief of Samuel Warner; which 
was ordered to be printed. ' 

Mr. J., from the same committee, reported with 
amendments a bill from the Senate for the relief 
of Elizabeth Flicker; which was committed. 

Mr. J. also reported without amendment a bill 
from the Senate to provide for the enlistment of 
boys in the naval service. Mr. J. moved that 
the bill be read the third time. 

After a few remarks of an explanatory charac- 
ter by Messrs. JARVIS and GRANGER, the 
bill was, on motion of the latter, committed to 
the Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union. 

Mr. MERCER, from the Committee on Roads 
and Canals, reported a bill to provide for the com- 
pletion of the Cumberland road east of the State 
of Ohio; which was read twice and committed. . 

Mr. MASON, of Virginia, from the Commit- 

` tec on Foreign Affairs, to whom had been referred 
an amendment of the Senate to the bill from the 
House to provide for carrying into effect the con- 


| vention between the United States and Spain, 
' reported adversely to said amendment. 


After a few remarks by Messrs. MASON, of 


|| Virginia, ADAMS, and WHITTLESEY, the 


: amendment of the Senate was disagreed to. 


| Mr. P. C. FULLER, from the Committee on 


he resolution reported | í f 
|| Revolutionary Claims, reported a bill for the re- 


, Claims, reported a bill for the relief of William 
| Eadus; which was read twice and commited. 
Mr. WISE, from the Committee on Naval Af- 
| fairs, reported a bill to authorize the Secretary 
| of the Navy to cause to be constructed a steam 
prow ship; which was read twice and committed. 

Petitions were presented, on leave, by Messrs. 
WISE, VANDERPOEL, EVEKETT, and 
CHAPMAN. 

Mr. HOWARD, from the Committee on For- 
‘eign Affairs, reported a bill for the relief of 
: Thomas L. L. Brent; which was read twice and 
: committed. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD, from the Committee on 


i lief of Lieutenant Colonel William Fountain; 
which was read twice and committed. 

Mr. CARR, from the Committce on Private 
Land Claims, reported a bill for the relief of James 
S. Douglass and others; which was read twice 
-and committed. 

Mr. SUTHERLAND, from the Committee on 
Commerce, reported a billto authorize the build- 
ing of a custom-house at the port of Philadelphia; 
| which was read twice and committed. | 

Mr. PATTERSON, from the Committee on 
Private Land Claims, reported a bill for the relief 
of Thomas Todd; which was read twice and com- 
mitted. ’ : 

Mr. PATTON, from the Committee on Terri- 
tories, reported a bill disapproving and annulling 
certain sections of an act passed by the Legisla- 
tive Council of Florida; which was read twice 

mmitted. 
and eo WHITTLESEY, of Ohio, frorù the Com- 
mittee on Claims, reported the following bills; 
which were read twice and committed:. 

A bill for the relief of Haunah Budlong; and 

A bill for the relief of Robert Peebles and John 


Graham. 
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a a A 
the same committee, reported | MILITARY BILLS. 


without amendment a bill from the Senate ne ae i| On motion of Mr. JOHNSON, of Kentucky, 
vile for ae ig Ena Ore as an Mena | the Ha the ual to provide for the bet- 
militia of the i i R i ó '| ter protection of the western frontiers; 

for services in the campaigns T PaE, | The bill to provide for the establishment of an 
in 1832; and also, a bill for the ee d. a arsenal of construction in the State of North 
tted, Carolina; and 


pon 


Mr. W., from 


McCord; and the same were commi = 
Mr. BUNCH, from the Committee on Militar 
Affairs, reported a bill for the relief of Elizabet 
Swain; which was read twice and committed. 
Mr. McCARTY, from the Committee on In- . 
dian Affairs, reported adversely upon the joint : 
resdlution from the Senate authorizing the Secre- 
tary of War to correct certain mistakes. The 


3 ; : : grossed, and read a third time to-day. 
question being on the third reading of said reso- ° My, CHAPIN made an ineffectual attempt to 
lution, it was determined in the negative; and it 


; ,i make the bill in relation to the Smithsonian In- 
was consequently rejected. : ': stitution the order of the day for Tuesday next, 
Mr. GILLET, from the Committee on Com- < between the hours of eleven and twelve o'clock. 
merce, reported a bill making an appropriation | 
to rebuild the custom-house at Savannah; which ‘| STOCKTON & STOKES, ETC. 


_ arsenal at Charleston, South Carolina. 

The amendments of the Committee of the 
Whole to each bill were concurred in by the 
House; the two latter were read a third time, and 
passed; and the former bill was ordered to be en- 


was read twice and committed. ; 

Mr. JONES, of Virginia, from the Committee | 
on the Judiciary, reported a bill for the relief of 
Polly Lining, executrix of Charles Lining, exec- | 
utor of Edward Blake; which was read twice and 
committed. 

Mr. JANES, from the Committee on Revolu- 
tionary Pensions, reported a bill for the relief of 


cy Abel, Sally Rollins, and Elijah Green; | y Gir Pr 
Peggy : M : J ai certain circumstances, transmitting an account of | 


moneys transferred, and of their application; | 


which was read twice and committed. : 
Mr. WARDWELL, from the Committee on 
Revolutionary Pensions, reported without amend- | 


The bill from the Senate entitled “An act for the 
relief of Stockton & Stokes, L. C. Stockton, and 
| Daniel Moore,” was read twice and referred. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATION. 
The Speaker laid before the House a commu- 
| nication from the Secretary of the Navy, in ac- 
cordance with an act of Congress of 30th of June, 
| 1834, directing a transfer of appropriations under 


i 


j 


which was laid on the table, and ordered to be 


ment, billa from the Senate for the relief of Jona- : 
than Elkins, of Albert Pawling, and of J. Hitch- | 
cock; which were severally committed. | 

Mr. W., from the same committee, reported, 
without amendment, a bill from the Senate ex- 
planatory of the act ‘‘to prevent defalcations on 
the part of the disbursing agents of the Govern- 
ment, and for other purposes;’’ and the same was 
read the third time and passed. 

Mr. TALIAFERRO, from the Committee on 


Claims, reported a bill for the relicf of the admin- ' 


istrators of Edward W. Duval; which was read 
twice and committed. 

Mr. T. made an ineffectual effort to introduce 
a joint resolution to promis for carrying into 
effect a resolution of t 
complimentary to Major Henry Lee, now de- 
ceased, 

Mr. MANN, of New York, moved to suspend 
the rules for half an hour, for the purpose of re- 
ceiving resolutions in relation to post routes. 

Mr. REED moved to amend by adding, ‘“‘ and 
for the reception of petitions of revolutionary | 
soldiers. ”” | 

Mr. MANN accepted the amendment as a l 


modification of his motion; and also a further |; 
modification, at the’ suggestion of Mr. THOM- || 


“SON, of Ohio, providing for the reception of pe- | 
titions for post routes. : 


ther modify his motion, so as to enable him to 
resent various petitions for the abolition of the | 
est Point Academy. 


Mr. MANN reduced his proposition to writing; |! 


which was to suspend the rules for half an hour, 


for the presentation of resolutions and petitions | 


in relation to post routes. 

Mr. ROBERTSON moved, as a substitute, 
that the rules be suspended for the remainder of 
the day, for the purpose of calling the States for 
resolutions and petitions, which should not give 
rise to debate; which was negatived. 

The resolution of Mr. Mann was also nega- 
tived. 

Unfavorable reports upon various petitions, &c., 


LENBERG, and CRANE, from the Committee 
on Revolutionary Claims; Messrs. CARR and 


PATTERSON, from the Committee on Private || 
Land Claims; Mr. MILLER, from the Commit- |: 


tec on Invalid Pensions; Messrs. HAYNES, and 
HAWES, from the Committee on Indian Affairs; 


Messrs. PEARCE of Rhode Island,and CUSH- | 
MAN, from the Committee on Commerce; Mr. ' 


McKIM,.from the. Committee. of Ways and 
“Means; Mr. DARLINGTON, from the Commit- 


‘tee on Claims; Mr. JANES, from the Commit- . 
tec on Revolutionary. Pensions; and by Mr. | 


i 


HARPER, from the Committee ọn 


HARE the Expend- 
itntes‘tir the Treasury Department. pea 


e Continental Congress, | 


| printed. 


| Mr. UNDERWOOD moved a suspension of 
the rules until one o’clock, for the purpose of 


calling the States for petitions; which motion was | 


disagreed to. 


Mr. BRIGGS moved a suspension of the rules || 


‘until one o’clock, for the purpose of receiving 
ii petitions and resolutions for the establishment of 
|! post routes; which was agreed to. 


| The following gentlemen then presented peti- 


tions for post routes: Messrs. RUSSELL, MAY, | 
i WAGENER, GLASCOCK, HOWARD, HA- ` 


$ ZELTINE, ANTHONY, FRY,ASH,CRANE, 
| WARDWELL, and SHINN. 


i NEW POST ROUTES. 
On motion of Mr. MASON, of Ohio, it was 


ti 
[i 


| Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Office and ,| 
| Post Ruads be instructed to inquire into the expediency of . 


establishing a post route from Canton, in Hardin county, to 
Bucyrus, in Crawford county. 


On motion of Mr. GRANTLAND, it was 


Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads be instructed to inquire into the expediency of 
| establishing a mail route from Fort Gaines on Blakely, in 
| Eariy county, Georgia, to Spring creek post office, in the 

said county. 


On motion of Mr. HAMER, it was 
Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Office and 


‘| Post Roads be instructed to inquire into the expediency of 


Mr. HAWES hoped the gentleman would fur- |: 


establishing a mail route from New Market, in Highland 
county, through Fincastle, to Russeliville, in. Brown 
county, Ohio. 


On motion of Mr. MAURY, it was 


Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Office and 
; Post Roads be instructed to inquire into the expediency of 
establishing a post route from Bradyville, Rutherford county, 
to Beach Grove, in Bediord county, Tennessee. 


On motion of Mr. HAWES, it was 


Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Office and 
` Post Roads b2 instructed to inquire into the expediency of 
establishing a post route from Hartford, Kentucky, to V. 


| W. Peyton’s, in the county of Ohio, and from Hawesville | 


i. to Viles, in the county of Hancock. 
u On motion of Mr. CRANE, it was 


Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Office and 
': Post Roads be in structed to inquire into the expediency of 


: tory, by Adrian, to Maumee, in Wosd county, Ohio. 


_ On motion of Mr. GARLAND, of Louisiana, 
It was 
Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Office and 
: Post Roads be instructed to inquire into the expediency of 
: establishing a post route from Fort Jesup and Campti, in 
. the parish of Natchitoches, to Coat’s Bluf, in Louisiana. 
‘Oa motion of Mr. JARVIS, it was 
| - Resoleed, That the Committee on the Post Office and 
: Post Roads be instructed to inquire into the expediency of 
establishing a mail route from Vinathaven, to Isle Haut, in 
the cotinty of Hancock, State of Maigès :; cio a., 
On motion of Mr. BEAUMONT, it: was: 
Reseed, That the.Cammittee on. the Post Office and 


n í 
establishing a mail route from Stoddartsville to Clifton, in 


Luzerne county, Statc of Pennsyivania. 
On motion of Mr. W. B. SHEPARD, it was 


Resolved, That the Committec on the Post Office and Post 

! Roads be instructed to inquire into the expediency of cstab- 

' tishing a mail route from Wintun, North Carolina, to Eden- 
ton, via Gates court. house. 


‘On motion of Mr. RUSSELL, it was 
A bill to repair and extend the United States ` 


Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Office and Post 

` Roads be instructed to inquire into the expediency of estab- 

lishing a post route from Union village, by way of the vil- 

ages of Patten Hill and Show’s Mills, to the village of Sa- 

lem, in the county of Washington, and State of New York, 

and discontinuing that part of the present route which leads 
from Pattenville to Jackson. 


On motion of Mr. STANDEFER, it was 


Resolved, Thatthe Committee on the Post Office and Post 
Roads be instructed to inquire into the expediency of estab- 
lishing a post route from Long Savannah, Hamilton county, 
Tennessee, to Walker court-house, in the State of Georgia. 


On motion of Mr. SCHENCK, it was 


Resolved, Thatthe Committee on the Post Office and Post 
Roads be instructed to inquire into the expediency of estab- 
lishing a post route from Kingston to Somerville, by way 

; of Rocky Hill, Griggstown, Millstone, and Weston, in the 


|, State of New Jersey. 


On motion of Mr. WILLIAMS, of North Car- 
| olina, it was 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Office and Post 
Roads be instructed to inquire into the expediency of estab- 


lishing a post route from Tomlinson’s store to Ash court- 
house. 


On motion of Mr. MANN, ot New York, it 
was 


Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads be instructed to inquire into the expediency of 
establishing a post route trom William Faulkner's planta- 
i| tion to Donaldsonville ; and also from Baton Rouge to 
Clinton, in the State of Louisiana. 


Lo On motion of Mr. HAYNES, it was 


'| Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Office and 

i! Post Roads be instructed to inquire into the expediency of 

establishing a post route from Wrightsborough, Georgia, to 

Greensborough; in said State, by way of Stag [Mall and Ray 
own. 


ł 
1 
1 
i 
i 


F miler | not be bro 
Post Ruads be instructed to inquire into he expodieney of |i ernment. 


i| would still continue to augment. 


| establishing a post route from Jonesville, in Michigan Terri- |i from South 


were made by Messrs. UNDERWOOD, MUH- `! 


j 
i 


FORTIFICATION BILL=-SURPLUS REVENUE. 


| In further execution of the special order of the 
| 26th of January, the House resolved itself into 
| the Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
i| Union, (Mr. Mann, of New York, in the chair, ) 
‘| and resumed the consideration of the bill making 
| appropriations for certain fortifications of the 
Unite States for the year 1836. 

The question pending was the amendment of 
i Mr. CaMBRELENG, to insert an additional item in 
| the bill appropriating the sum of $700,000 for the 
armament of the fortifications. 

Mr. MAURY, who was entitled to the floor, 
| addressed the committee atlength. He said he 
| should readily vote for the amount of money em- 
; braced in the amendment, or any oth? amount, 
| if the gentleman from New York would convince 
|| him of its necessity or expediency. He, how- 
. ever, Should confine his remarks principally in 
: relation to the surplus revenue, and also in vin- 
| dication of the party to which he belonged. 
| . With regard to the first object, he was con- 
|| vinced there would be an immense surplus remain- 
_ ing, after all the appropriation bills of every kind, 
€ both of an ordinary and extraordinary character, 
|. were passed, certainly not less during the pres, 
ji ent year than $50,000,000. Thequestion the, 
' arose, what disposition should be made of this 


i! mass of revenue, which, it should be borne in 
|, mind, was progressively accumulating. A reduc- 
not meet the evil, for it 
He was sur- 
| prised the other day to hear the charge of incon- 
| sistency brought upon a distinguished Senator 
Carolina, [Mr. Caruowun,]} by the 
| gentleman from Georgia, [Mr. Towns,] when 


| that gentleman ought to have reflected that the 


i 
i 
1 


i; tion of the tariff woul 


: principles of that bill were supported by the pres- 
i. ent Administration, and that it was hailed by the 
| gentleman’s own friends in Georgia, and sup- 
eE by them too, as the olive branch of peace. 
Mr. M. would be willing to vote for the reduc- 
| tion of the tariff if he believed it could be effected 
; without endangering the repose and harmony of 
the country; but he was convinced this could not 
be done. Then a reduction of the tariff could 
| not be satisfactorily brought to bear upon this 
| question; and if it eould, still the surplus would 

ught within the expenses of the Gov- 

Two other plans had been ‘proposet, 


toss 


1836. 


————— X 


ane to loan out the surplus revenue on interest, 
and the other to loan it—ostensibly to loan it, but 
actuaiy to give i to railroad companies. This 
lasi project was nothing more nor less thana prop- 
vsuon for the General Government to embark in 
a large scheme of internal improvements. 

There was another plan proposed a session or 
two aga, by a disunguished Senator from South 
Carolina, to distribute the surplus revenue, as 
surplus n venue, among the several States in the 
ratio of their Federal population. The only objec- 
tion he could see to tius plan was, that there was 
not ume enough for the several States to act upen 
at, SO as to reheve the public Treasury from its 
present picthoric condition. This objection, how- 
ever, was obviated by another measure, which 
had received the action of the Senate, and was 
now waiting theaction of the House. This was 
the “ iland bill,” a measure which he deemed to 
be not only the best practical mode that could be 
devised to dispose of the surplus revenue, but it 
was also strictly constitutional. On the advant- 
ages of this project he dwelt at some length. 

Mr. M. then reviewed the subject of the fortif- 
eations, and bestowed the highest commendation 
upon the report of the Secretary of War on that 
subject, bokas regards its literary merits and 
scienuñc statesmaniike views, Mr. M. was in 
favor of completing such fortifications as were 


already commenced, and for commencing such : 


others as might be deemed requisite, in accord- 
ance with the suggestions in Secretary Cass’s 
report. The plan of fortitying every possible or 
probable assailable point on upwards of three 
thousand miles of sea-board was equally vision- 
ary and impracticable. a 

Mr. M. then proceeded to vindicate the party, 
consisting of the friends of Judge White, from 
tac aspersions cast upon them of having apos- 
tauzed from the Republican party; from having 
separated from the Democracy of the country. 
Toe truth of these accusations he denied in 
toto; and he r-pelled them as false. He then 
reviewed at length the principles of the contest 
which resulted in the election of General Jackson, 
and went on to show that the White party, in 
opposing the election by “ succession,” were in 


the same position as the old Jackson party who |: 


had opposed Mr. Adams in the first instance, and 
subsequently defeated him. . The very objection 


taken to the election of Mr. Adams was identi- | 
cal with that now assumed as an objection to Mr. | 


Van Burco. He then entered into a contrast be- 
tween the characters and political course of Judge 
White and Mr. Van Buren, maintaining that the 
former had always been consistent throughout 
his whole life. The mode by which the last 
named gentleman had procured himself to be 


nominated by a convention, without even the |: 
scmblance of a representation in most cases, Was |, 


precisely similar to the caucus mode of 1823, 
which lad been passed upon and condemned by 
the people. The Democratic party, and the then 
Democratic press throughout the Union, had con- 


demoed the very mode by which Mr. Van Buren ‚i 


and his party were now sceking to secure his 
election; and he referred to that par nobile fratrum, 


tae Richinond Enquirer and’ the Albany Argus. | 


He then cited a letter from General Jackson to 
a committee of citizens in Pennsylvania, who had 
nominated him for the Presidency, in which he 
suid he should neither seek nor decline office; and 


effect, in proof that the latter avowed the same 
doctrine, and carried out the same principles, as 
the former. 

In connection with this subject, he quoted from 
a variety of other papers, among which were the 
following: an address of the Democratic party in 
1624, ascribed to Mr. Van Buren, and a certain 
preamble and resolutions from a regimental mus- 
ter in some county in Tennessee. He then re- 
plicd to some of the arguments of the gentlemen 
from Georgia, [Mr. Towns.) That gentlem wu 
had given as a reason why the caucus nomina- 
tions of 1524 did not receive the sanction of the 
Republican party, that it was composed of a 
minority of members of Congress. Mr. M. did 
not know on what ground Mr. Crawford was 
opposed in Georgia; but this be did know, that 
that gentleman was opposed in Tennessce on the 
ground of the radical objection the people had to 
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i! Junction of the party of Mr. 
‘| principles of the party that brought General Jack- 
ʻi son into power—the old Democratic Republican 
| party; they were the prin-iples now advocated | 
| by the friends of Judge White. 


he also read a letter from Judge White to the same ' 


il 
! 


a EA 


caucusnominations. The gentleman from Georgia 
had also drawn a parallel between the nomina- 
tion of Judge White by the members of the Ten- 
nessee delegation in 1835, and the caucus nomi- 


nation of 1524, but that parallel did not hold good; : 


and he entered intoan explanation relative to the 


former, which is already before the public. Gen- 


eral Jackson was first nominated by the Tennes- 
see Legislature; but in the case of Judge White, 
the Legislature of that State was silent until her 
sister State of Alabama had spoken out. She did 
but respond to that nomination. He then entered 
into a minute explanation of the circumstances 
connected with the lettenof Judge White to John 


Ross, with regard to the sovereignty of the Cher- ` 


okee nation within its limits. At the time that 
letter was written, the question of relative sover- 
eignty, as the jurisdiction of the States within the 
Indian country, so far as the limits of the said 
. States extended, had never been mooted; and a 
variety of decisions had been made by the circuit 
court in precise accordance with that letter, and 
hy Judge McLean within the last twelve months. 
The letter in question bore on the subject of sov- 
creignty only quo ad the United States and the 
Indians. He then cited a report on the subject, 
| made by Judge White, in which the rights of the 
; States were recognized in complete sovereignt 
li of jurisdiction within their chartered limits. 4 
should, however, be borne in mind that, when the 
; letter was written, Judge White was then con- 
‘sidered as most orthodox on this and on every 
other subject, and, from all others, he least ex- 
pected such an assault to be made upon that dis- 
tinguished Senator by the gentleman from Geor- 
gia, [Mr. Towns,] who should have remembered 


that Georgia owed morc, perhaps, to Judge White : 


than to any other man. + 

Mr. M. then reviewed the projects introduced 
into the Senate a few years ago, for the restric- 
tion and limitation of executive patronage, com- 
paring them with the bill passed the Senate dur- 
ing the presentand last sessions, with which they 
were similar. 


measure, and to show the great danger to be 
apprehended from the enormous extent of exec- 
;, utive patronage. Those bills were supported in 
i; 1826 by the then friends of the Administration; 
i whereas the present bill, imbodying the same 
principles, was known to be disapproved of by 
the Vice President of the United States; and 
though it passed the Senate, it was suffered to 
sleep inthe House. He dwelt on this point at 
some length, as an exposition of the inconsist- 
ency of the present party in power. He then 
again recurred to the contest between General 
|; Jackson and Mr. Adams, and the means by 
which his election had been secured—by General 


tj Calhoun and his friends, and by the subsequent 
rawford; on the 


: be separated from the Administration, the fault 
was not theirs; but they should continue to sup- 
ortand to vote for such measures of the Admin- 
istration as were conformable to the principles 
upon which General Jackson was elected; but 


; further than that they could not go, because they 
They | 


would not compromit those principles. 
_ had been uniform and consistent in their support 
` of General Jackson, at a time, too, when many of 


`: the supporters of the present Administration were 


opposed to him; yet they were now denounced 
| by that very party. He adverted to the military 
character of Andrew Jackson; and though he 
, admitted he had proved his gallantry and bravery, 
_ yet he owed much of it to the Tennessee troops, 
:| which had so ably seconded him with their own 
,, valor. Many of the very men now supporting 
ji him, had bitterly opposed him, denounced him 
ji as a tyrant, and unworthy to preside over a free 
|| people, and his election was predicted as a curse 
| to his country; while at that very period, he was 
|; supported by his friends in Tennessee with unan- 
ii imit. Mr. M. concluded; and 
|| 4 r, FORRESTER took the floor, and moved 
i that the committee rise. 
| Mr. CAMBRELENG hoped they would not 


He also cited a variety of the | 
arguments at that time adduced in support of the | 


Jackson’s own popularity, by the aid of Mr. | 


If they were to |: 


467 


aetna ne rnp warn oe e -a 


| rise so early, since they had but two public days 
lin the present week, and this Lill had alread 
| been delayed much longer than had been antici- 
| pated. . 
The committee then rose and reported. 
Mr. CAMBRELENG said, there was no mem- 
_ ber of the House whom he would sooner accom- 
`. Modate than the gentleman from Tennessee, for 
whom he had the kindest feelings; but at so late 
a period of th: session, after this bill had already 
been under consideration for a week, and as sev- 
cral gentlemen had risen for the purpose of ad- 
dressing the Chair, he felt it his duty to move to 
go again into Committee of the Whole thereon. 


| 


Mr. ADAMS remarked that the gentleman 
would probably be unable to effect his object, 
. since there was evidently nota quorum in the 
House, and they would have to adjourn er neces- 
sitate rei. 
; Mr. WILLIAMS, of North Carolina, moved 
that the House adjourn; and : 
Mr. GILLET asked for the yeas and nays; 
whereupon Mr. Wirrrams withdrew the motion, 
On taking the question to go into committee, 
ony 49 rose in the affirmative; and there being 
evidently no quorum present, 
Mr. E EISTER moved a call of the House; 
which was lost —46 to 49. 
| Mr. ASH then moved an adjournment; and 
Mr. CAMBRELENG asked for the yeas and 
nays; which were ordered, and the House re- 
fused to adjourn—yeas 25, nays 85, no quorum 
being present. 

Mr. MANN, of New Yoyk, then moved a call 

; of the House; which was ordered —aycs 53, noes 
47, 
| After proceeding with the call of a few names, 
| Mr. WILLIAMS, of North Carolina, said he 
felt assured the call would be useless at that time 
of day, (between three and four o’clock,) and he 
: therefore moved that its further proceedings be 
- dispensed with; which was agreed to—aycs 53, 
: noes 48. 
Mr. WISE then moved that the House ad- 
journ; and 
:, Mr. GILLET asked for the ycas and nays; 
|| which were ordered; and were—yvas 59, nays 70. 

So the House refused to adjourn. 

Mr. CAMBRELENG moved that the House 

again go into Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. WHITTLESEY, of Ohio, asked the gen- 
i tleman from New York to suspend his motion, to 
i| permit him to presenta resolution that the House 
l, will, until otherwise ordered, take a recess after 
l; this day, during the present session, from three 
l: to four and a half o’clock, p.m. 

i Mr. CAMBRELENG dissenting, and several 
voices objecting, 

Mr. WHITTLESEY gave notice that he should 

again ask leave to-morrow morning, and if ob- 
i jected to, he should then move to suspend the 
‘, rules to enable him to offer the resolution. 
'| The House then took up the bill for the better 
;| protection of the western frontier; which was 
read a third time, and passed. 

Mr. HAWES remarked that, as they did not 
| seem much inclined to enter seriously into any 
other business, he thought that about as good a 
' time as any to take up the joint resolution from 
' the Senate, fixing the day of adjournment. 
| Mr. WISE moved that the House adjourn; 
_ which was agreed to—ayes 75, noes 32; and so 

The House adjourned. 
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| IN SENATE. 
Wepnespar, May 18, 1826. 


Mr. GRUNDY presented thë petition of sun- 
dry citizens of Michigan, praying for the estab- 
lalmet of a post route; which was referred to 
Í the Committee on the Post Office and Post 
Roads , 
-> Mr. G. also presented the memorial of the 
presidentand trustees of the Nashville Universi ty, 
' stating that the donation of land heretofore ma le 
them had failed to answer the purpose for whica 
it was intended, and asking for a further grant: 
which was referred to the Committee on Public 
s. Š . 
gee CLAYTON, SWIFT, SHEPLEY, 
WHITE, and TOMLINSON, reported several 
bills from the House, without amendment. 


NEW POST ROUTES. 
Mr. LUNN submitted the foliowing resolution; 
which lies on the table one day: 


Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Reads be instructed to inquire into the expediency of 
establishing the following post routes, to wit: : : 

From Warsaw, lllinois, via Keokuck, W isconsin Terri- 
tory, Fort des Moines, Fort Madison, Gibson's Ferry, Bur- 
lington, Towa, Clark's Ferry, Davenport, Parkhurst, Belle- 
vue, Dubuque, Pene, Durang’s, Wayman’s, Cassville, and 
Prairie du Chien, to Fort Snelling. 

From Carthage, Illinois, via Commerce, 
Des Moines, Wisconsin Territory. ; 

From Richland Town, via Burlington, to Macomb, Hli- 

Ors. 
S From Burlington, Wisconsin Territory, to Monmouth, 
Minois. 


Tilinois, to Fort 


From the Rapids on the Des Moines river, via Mount 


Pleasant and Powachique, to Dubuque. i . 
From Stephenson, Llinois, to Davenport, Wisconsin 
Territory. aa 7 : i 
From Savannah, Illinois, to Bellevue, Wisconsin Terri- 
tory. i 


From Dubuque, via Sinsinawa post office at Centreville, ` 


and Blast Furnace, to Elk Grove. 

From Mineral Point, via Savannah, on the Wisconsin 
river, to Prairie Du Chien. 

From Mineral Point, via Dodgeville and Helena, to 
Arena. 

From Dodgeville, via James Morrison’s, Moundville, city 
of the Four Lakes, Fort Winnebago, Butte des Morts, Lit- 
tle Butte des Morts, Grand Kakalaw, and Menomonee, to 
Green Bay. 

From Cassville to Mineral Point. 

From Galena, Llinois, via Vinegar Hill, Elk G 
Bellmont, to Mineral Point. 

From Galena, Illinois, via White Oak Springs, Gratiot’s 
Grove, Willow Spring, and Prairie Springs, to Mineral 
Point. 

From Gratiot’s Grove, via Wiota, McNutt’s Diggings, 
Wisconsin City, to Milwaukee. 

From Wisconsin City to Racine. 

From Fort Winnebago, via Fond du Lac, Calumet Village, 
to Grand Kakalaw. 

From Chicago, Illinois, via Pike river, Racine, Mitwau- 
kee, Chebragon, Pigeon, and Maulitewac,to Green Bay. 

From Wisconsin City to the city of the Four Lakes. 


PROTECTION OF THE FRONTIERS. 


Mr. KING, of Alabama, observed that they had 
received information that morning of a character 
which rendered it necessary that they should pro- 
ceed, without delay, to the consideration of the bill 
providing for raising an additional force for the 
protection of the frontiers. They had undoubted 
information that the Creek Indians who had, for 
some time, been in communication with the Sem- 
inoles, had manifested a hostile spirit. In this 
state of things, he deemed it unnecessary to say 
anything more than to ask the Senate to take up 
the bill from the House authorizing the President 
to accept the services of volunteers; and he hoped 


rove, and 


that the amendments made to it by the Senator ': 
from South Carolina (Mr. Preston] would ob- |: 
viate all objections to it, and that it would be ‘| 
pema and sent.back to the House immediately. , 
f they wished to avoid the scenes of horror | 
that had been witnessed in Florida, it was neces- ; 
sary for them to act at once. 
he bill was then taken up; and after the amend- 
ments had been explained by Mr. PRESTON, 
they were agreed to, and the bill was ordered to | 
-a third reading. 


INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILL. 


On motion of Mr. WEBSTER, the bill making ' 
appropriations for the Indian department for the | 
year 1836, was taken ae ; 

The amendments of the committee having been 
agreed to, . i 

Mr. LINN offered an amendment providing 
for the salary of a clerk for the superintendent of 
Indian affairs for the Territory of Wisconsin, 

1,200; which was agreed to. 

Mr. WRIGHT offered an amendment author- 
izing the Secretary of War to invest, in some safe 
public stocks, the sum of $33,000, the balance re- 
maining from the sales of the lands acquired 
under the treaty with the Seneca and Sandusky 
Indians; which amendment was also agreed to. 

Mr. WHITE submitted an amendment provid- 
ing that the oppo po aon of $40,000 forze moving 
the Indians of Wisconsin to the neutral ground on | 
the borders of Missouri, shall not be used unless | 
said Indians will agree to emigrate to the country : 


į see on one hand large fortunes built up, and on 


l 


|: same abuses. There was no remedy for this state 
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| them. Indeed, they might as well remain where 
| they are as to be sent to the very borders of Mis- 
į souri and close upon the white settlements; and 
he hoped that the amendment would be adopted, 
so that, if they were removed at all, they would 
be sent where they were not likely to give future 
trouble. Mr. W. spoke of the delays in the emi- 
gration of the Indians; he did not censure the 
| ‘ecretary of War, who had done everything in 
| his power to hasten the emigration; but there was 


: blame somewhere, and it must be in the incom- | 


: petence or unfaithfulness of some of the agents 
that had been employed. 

Mr KING, of Alabama, said the interests of 
speculating white men had greatly retarded the 
removal of the Indians. The last agent appointed 

: (he believed) was faithful, but had found his 
energies counteracte 
' The Seerctary of War had facilitated their re- 
moval by taking measures to prevent their being 
|, daily forced to travel unreasonable distances, and 
i: also to prevent their being exposed to inclement 
weather. But notwithstanding every precaution 
_ used by the Government to prevent it, he believed 
frauds had been committed which caused the diffi- 
culty with the Indians; and he therefore hoped 
i; theamendment containing the appropriation might 
' prevail. 
1 Mr. CALHOUN hoped that some gentleman 
| who understood the subject would explain the 
uses for which this appropriation was intended, 
‘and the prospect there was of its being applied 
'i so as to accomplish the object in view. For his 
| part, he feared that it would, like other appropri- 
i ations of the kind, be productive only of the 
| greatest frauds. He had long anticipated things 
l of this kind. He had long believed that this 
|, Indian department was one of the branches of 
j the Government under which the greatest frauds 
|, would be perpetrated—thatand the public lands, 
‘and the banking system. He only regretted that 
l! the speculators in Indian lands were not the per- 
1, sons to suffer, instead of the frontier inhabitants. 
', It made his heart bleed to think of the sufferings 
‘| of the innocent frontier settlers. “All these evils 
(he said) had been the result of mismanagement. 


l; 
|, pable or unfaithful. 
|| have appointe ¢ 
i| and of honor, who would have faithfully fulfilled 
| their obligations to the United States and to the 
‘Indians. Instead of that, men were sent out to 
make fortunes for themselves and to oppress the 

i: Indians. He believed that the two Indian wars 
théy had had were the result of mismanagement, 
and that the one that was announced that morning 
; might be traced to the same cause. All this re- 
i sulted from want of capacity or honesty in the 


| Su y 
‘agents sent out by the Government. Did he not 


The Government ought to 


the other the most degrading subserviency to 
| those in power? 
| The prominent cause of these Indian disturb- 
| ances had been the reservations, which he had 
‘invariably opposed from the first, predicting that 
: they would be followed by speculations, the 
_grossest frauds, and by the greatest injustice to 
the Indians themselves. He recollected that when 
i. the first Indian treaty, containing reservations, 
i was brought in the Senate, it was strenuously | 
opo by a distinguished Senator from New 
: York, (Rufus King,) who demonstrated the evils 
,; that these reservations would lead to. That treaty | 
'| was confirmed; and since that time the system 
|! had been kept up, always accompanied by the 


;, of things but in the appointment of honest, 

|, capable men, who would consult the interest of 

'| the Government, and the welfare of the Indians, | 

| rather than their own selfish purposes. Let gen- | 

| tlemen think of the course of this Administration, 

‘| and the consequences of its mismanagement of 

i public affairs. First, there was a French war 
threatened; then a Seminole war; next the prob- 

i ability of a war with Mexico; and now a Creek 

‘war. All this was the consequence of converting | 


on the south side of the Missouri river. | 

Mr. W. explained the objects of the amend- | 
ment, and strongly urged its propriety. If these | 
Indians (he said) were troublesome neighbors | 
now to the whites, they would be equally so in | 
the country to which it was propose to remove ` 


|| this Government into a political electioneering ; 


H 


; machine, intead of properly administering the 
i high trusts that had been confided by the people. 


The persons appointed had been generally inca- | 


d men of intelligence, of firmness, | 


ii mistaken as to the Black Hawk war. 


7 May 18, 


Mr. WHITE said these were Indians who in- 
habited the other side of the Ouisconsin river 
and to whom we had agreed to give a particular 

| sum for their lands. They had remained in the 
| place to which they had removed until they had 
` expended all their money, and then returned back 
| again to their old place of habitation, and were 
|i there now, to the greai anuvyance of the people. 
The nation had an annuity of $10,000. The ob- 
| ject of this rovision was, (although we were now 
under no obligation to advance them one dollar,) 
that the money should be withheld, unless they 
would gu beyond the Missouri river, and remain 
there. The white people were settled close by 
them; and unless they were removed while in our 
: power, they would be onthe Whites, and serious 
difficulties would arise. Jt was a matter of regret 


d by these interested whites. i; that the Indian agent there, who was an inteli- 
‘i gent man, and had the subject much at heart, had 


: recently died. 
Mr. PORTER observed, that if the object was 
to place these Indians on the immediate borders 
. of Missouri, the honorable Senators who so ably 
į represented that State could better judge than 
himself, whether they would be agreeable neigh- 
bors. For his part, he was opposed to the re- 
moving any more Indians to the borders of Mis- 
souri, Arkansas, and Louisiana, although there 
might have been some good reasons for removing 
them from the interior of a State; yet, when they 
came to the removing them from the Territories, 
it would be well to consider whether they were 
not doing more harm than good by the measure. 
This was the first step, (Mr. P. said,) in the re- 
moval of the Indians from the northwest, to place 
them on the borders of the southwestern States. 
i He had much rather that the people of the north- 
ern part of Missouri should submit to the incon- 
venience of having such neighbors, than that they 
should be added to the number of Indians already 
i| on the borders of Louisiana. Let the Indians on 
the north of Missouri (said Mr. P.) remain there; 
the people of the northwestern States were not 
| anxious for their removal; it was only the specu- 
i; lators who were anxious to get the adian titles 
to their lands extinguished. This continuall 
extinguishing Indian titles, while they had suc 
large quantities of lands of the best quality yet 
unsold, benefited no one but the speculator, who 
i: believed that he could more readily get purchasers 
; for the new lands, and that greater fortunes could 
: be made by them. 
(| Mr. LINN exhibited to the Senate a statistical 
i account of the number and location of the dif- 
i ferent Indian tribes, and said that the State of 
| Missouri had objected to the policy of locating 
them in her vicinity, but eventually submitted to 
| it; and he would not now object to that system 
| of policy being carried out. He would rather 
| see them located on one frontier border than on 
| two, as it was easier to establish an efficient line 
| of posts for the protection of one than it would be 
| for the protection of two frontiers. He agreed with 
| the vicws of the Senator from Tennessee, [Mr. 
| Wuirte.] It was too late to inquire now into the 
| fact as to whether they had been cheated, which 
had been admitted from the beginning. The 
; Senator from South Carolina [Mr. Catnoun] wes 
In that 
case the Indians were bought off by salt and corn, 
and came back again expecting to be bought off 
again, and being disappointed in not being bought 
off commenced hostilities. 
Mr. CALHOUN regretted much that the Sena- 
i torfrom Indiana, [Mr. Tipton,] who knew more 
about the origin of Black Hawk’s war than any- 
body else, was not in his place. That gentleman 
| rose in his place, and declared that that war broke 
| out in consequence of the mismanagement of the 


i| officers of the Government. Let the Senator from 


Missouri recollect that this acknowledgment 
| came from one of the warmest friends of the 
; Administration. . 
He acknowledged, with the Senator from Mis- 
souri, that the Indians had been treated wrong 
| from beginning to end; which, unfortunately, 
i would ever be the case, when savage and civi!- 
; ized men came in conflict; but this was no reason 
: why they should suffer their agents to pracuiee 


: He hoped that. some gentleman who understood 


i 


appropriation. 


| frauds both against the Indians and the Govern- 


this matter would explain the necessity of the |; ment. They ought to have honest, intelligent, 
| and active men to manage their Indian affairs, or 


1836. 


if 
there would never be an end to these abuses. | 
There were no people on earth so casy to deal 
with as our half ctvilized Indians. It only re- 
quired ordinary justice,a mild but firm course of 
conduct, with a strict adherence to truth in all 
transactions with them, and it was the casiest 
thing in the world to keep them quiet. The Sen- 
ator spoke of the cordons of Indians around the 
frontier; but let him look to the heavy annuities 
paid them, which made it their interest to keep 
at peace. With proper management they were 
the best allies we could have to keep off the wild 
Indians at a distance. He saw (he said) very 
plainly the progress of events. These Indian 
disturbances were to furnish the pretext for a 
large increase of the standing army. This was 
the consequence of carrying aut the principles of 
the spoils party, enriching men with large jobs 
and contracts, and the system to be kept up i a 
large military force, He repeated that iere never 
was a time when it was so easy to keep the In- 
dians at peace, Their frontier posts were greatly 
extended, and the Indians were driven back into 
the prairies; and, though they were formidable 
in the woods, being the best if troops in the 
world, they were entirely helpless in the open 
lain. If they wowd appoint honest, faithful, 
intelligent men to transact their business with the 
Indians, instead of broken-down politiciar’’—men 
sent out to be rewarded for party services, these 
Indian disturbances would soon cease; but, un- 
less that was done, it was apparent that there 
would be continual disturbances, creating causes 
for wars, to be followed by a large increase of 
the standing army. He should not oppose the 
appropriation after the explanation of the Sen- 
ator from Tennessee, but he feared that it would 
be used to give jobs to reward some political 
partisans. 

Mr. LINN said he did not rise to prolong this. 
discussion, but merely to do justice to the char- 
acter of an individual now no more. Injustice 
had been done the agent of the Sacs and Foxes, 
in saying that the Black Hawk war was caused 
either by want of character or competency. He 
had the pleasure of an intimate acquaintance with 
Mr. St. Vrane, the agent, and knew him to be a 
man of sterling virtue, active, and of business 
habits, and very intelligent. 
that mortal man could do to prevent the war with 
Black Hawk, and was cut off in the prime of life 
by a band of the Winnebagoes, who were on their 
way to join the forces of Black Hawk. He fell 
in the discharge of his duty to the Indians and to 
his country. The appointment of agent was not 
given to him from political considerations, as he 
was known to be what was then called a Clay 
man. j 

Mr. WHITE repeated, that if these Indians | 
were not removed southwest of the Missouri, 
difficulues and schisms would take place between | 
them and the whites; but, by removing them |: 
southwest of the Missouri, we would have a nat || 
ural Loundary between them and our people; and, |: 
if he belonged to Missouri, he would prefer having : 
them removed across the river; for, although they | 
might be nearer, they could not be so annoying |: 
to the whites as if on two borders, and not | 
bounded by any natural boundary. The plan 
was that, if they were removed there, to have 
laws adapted to them enacted for their govern- 
ment; but, if removed to where they now own | 
the lands, no practical benefit would result from ‘| 
it. Take them from among the settlements in | 
Wisconsin, under the direction of a faithful nt; 
and instead of endangering, they would add to: 
the safety of the States near whose borders they | 
were to be removed to; and, so far from being 
apprehensive of any injury from them, their . 
attachment was so strong to the United States, | 
that he would repeat what he had said before, 
that, if the country was in need of volunteers, | 
there was no part of our white population that | 
would make more faithful soldiers than they. If | 
they were to remain to annoy our whites, they | 
might as well remain where they were, as to , 
remove them back to the 
bill. 

Mr. WALKER did not rise to continue this 


Poater.] The Senator supposed that the remo- | 


He had done all ' 


place proposed in the | 
! 


discussion, but to notice some observations that | 
had fallen from the Senator from Louisiana, [Mr. | 
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val of the Indians from Mississippi and Alabama, 
to the borders of Louisiana, had operated unfa- 
vorably towards that State. Now he took it upon 
himself to say that it was a measure the most fa- 
vorable to her interests; the Choctaws, the Indians 
thus removed, having been uniformly the friends 
and allies of the United States from the time of 
the Revolution to this day. These Choctaws had 
invariably been our warmest friends; they had 
fought by the side of our riflemen, both in the 
Revolution and in the last war, And, as the Sen- 
ator trom Tennessce well observed, he would rely 
on-no volunteers sooner than they for faithful 
and efficient service. If the Senator from Louis- 
iana would inquire at the War Department, he 
would find that these Choctaws had offered to 
raise a thousand volunteers to act against the Sem- 
inoles. So far from the removal of these Indians 


having been a disadvantage to Louisiana, the put- : 


ting them on her fronticrs rendered her more se- 
cure. 


Mr. PORTER said, if the people of the States || 


of Mississippi and Alabama loved these Indians 
so, they ought not to permit them to pass beyond 
the lines of their States. He apprehended there 
would be nothing but ‘‘ weeping, wailing, and 
gnashing of teeth,” on account of the dear Choc- 
taws being removed away beyond the Missouri 
river; but he contended, however, that, whatever 
might be the state of their feelings now towards 
the whites, there was no certainty as to what it 
might be in the coming generation, or a hundred 
years hence. 

Mr. WALKER replied that the people of Mis- 
sissippi agd Alabama never intimated that these 


Choctaws were troublesome or dangerous neigh- 


bors; it, was only because they occupied a valu- 


able territory in these States, keeping the States | 


dismembered, that they wanted them removed. 

Mr. Wuite’s amendi 

After being further amended, the bill was or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading. 

The following bills were severally read the 
third time, and passed: 

The bill to authorize the President to accept 
the services of a number of volunteers, not ex- 
ceeding ten thousand, for the defense of the fron- 
tiers; 

The bill to carry into effect, in the States of 


Alabama and Mississippi, the compact with . 


those States relative to the school lands and the 
five per cent. fand; and 


The bill to authorize the appointment of addi- 


tional pay masters. 

The CHAIR communicated the annual com- 
mercial report of the Secretary of the Treasury; 
and 


On motion of Mr. DAVIS, one thousand extra ; 


copies were ordered to be. printed. 


On motion of Mr. WHITE, the Senate pro- 


ceeded to the consideration of executive business; 
after which it adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Wepwnespar, May 18, 1856. 
Mr. WHITTLESEY, of Ohio, from the Com- 


: mittee of Claims, reported, without amendment, 


a bill from the Senate for the relief of the owners, 
officers,and crews, of the private-armed schooners 


Neptune and Fox; and the same was committed, | 


Mr. MERCER, from the Committee on Roads 
and Canals, reported a bill to grant to the New 
Orleans and Nashville Railroad Company the 
right of way through the pa lands; which was 
read twice and committed. 

Mr. M., from the same committee, laid before 
the House sundry documents in relation to the 


Louisville and Portland canal; which were laid |! 


on the table: 

Mr. THOMAS, from the Committee on the 
Judiciary, reported a bill to compensate the mar- 
shals and attorneys of the United States for the 
districts of South Carolina and Georgia for extra 
services; which was read twice and committed. 

Mr. PINCKNEY, on leave, presented a peti- 
tion; which was referred. 


ABOLITION OF SLAVERY. 


‘Mr. PENGKNEY, on leave, presenteda report 
from the select committee on the subject of the 


i abolition of slavery. In making this report, Mr. 


ment was then agreed to. | 
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P. remarked, that it had received the unanimous 
i| assent of the committee, and he trusted it would 
| Meet the unanimous approbation of the House. 

By the instruction of the committee, he moved 
. that it be read and printed. 

Mr. MERCER moved that the report be laid 
| on the table without reading, and printed. 
| Mr. CLAIBORNE, of issigsippi, asked for 
| ne reading of the report; which was accordingly 
one, 

The reading occupied about an hour and a half. 
The report concluded with the following resolu- 
tions: 

Resolved, That Congress possesses no constitutional 
authority to inverfere in any way with the institution of 
slavery in any of the States of this Confederacy. 

Resvived, ‘That Congress ought not to interfere in any 
way with slavery in the District of Coluwbia. 

And whereas it is extremely important and desirable that 
the agitation of this subject ‘should be finally arrested for 
the purpose of restoring tranquility to the public mind, your 
committee respectfully recommend the adoption of the 
' following resolution, viz: 


Resolved, That all petitions, memorials, resolutions, 


: Propositions, or papers, relating in any way, or to any extent 
whatsoever, to the subject of slavery, or the abolition of 

_, Slavery, shall, without being either printed or referred, be 
laid upon the table, and that no further action whatever shall 
be had thereon. 


i Mr. PINCKNEY was instructed to move that 
j. five thousand extra copies of the report be printed. 
p Mr, HARDIN, believing from the first that he 

had been placed on the select committee merely 
_to make up the notable number of nine, had there- 
fore declined to attend, or take any partin its 
proceedings. He considered this explanation 
necessary, inasmuch as the report purported to 
have been agreed to unanimously. 

There was one part of the report from which 
he entirely dissented. From the reading of the 
report ke understood it to set forth that the 
: Abolitionists were few, and their efforts insignifi- 

cant, In this he did not concur; and he must 
| enter his protest against it. He believed there 
|; were large numbers of Abolitionists, and that this 
report was gotten up for the very purpose of sup- 
i pressing this fact. 
' Mr. PINCKNEY said the gentleman from 
' Kentucky was wholly mistaken. There was no 
| such expression in the report as the one alluded 
` to by the gentleman. ‘The expression was, and 
it was founded on the signatures to the petitions 
themselves, that the numbers of the Abolitionists 
i had been exaggerated. The whole number of 
abolition petitioners scarcely exceeded thirty 
thousand, one half of whom were females, and it 
was confidently believed that a considerable num- 
i ber of the remainder were children. 
| Mr. WISE said this report had at length come; 
| he never expected it would have come; and it 
was precisely such a document as he anticipated; 
' and his protest, for one, went much further than 
that of the gentleman from Kentucky, [Mr. 
' Harpin.] He saw everything in it to arouse 
the feelings against it, even more than against 
|: the abolition memorials themselves. If southern 
| men adopted this report to sustain their principles, 
they would be much mistaken. There was not 
i| one ground in the whole report, long as it was, 
for southern men to rest a foot upon. But he 
ij had been most disappointed in this report, because 
‘its author had not kept his faith with Mr. W. 
There had been an express pledge given to him, 
that the ground would be taken in the report 
that Congress had not the power to abolish sla- 
very in the District of Columbia. He repeated 
that this pledge had been distinctly made to him, 
that no report should be made, unless that ground 
! should be taken; and he saw no such ground 
taken in the report. The whole amount of what 
was contained in the report was, that it was not 
expedient now to abolish slavery in the District. 
Mr. W. said there were petitions and resolutions 
laid before the committee, of which no notice 
had been taken; and the committee had only 
announced, in relation to the States, what every 
one knew, that these States had declared that 
Congress had no power to abolish slavery in the 
|; District of Columbia. - He did not consider the 
| reports as a defense of southern interest, nor as 
an expression of southern feeling. ; 

Mr. THOMPSON, of South Carolina, would 

i not allow one moment to pass’ without his. un- 
measured denunciation of the report just read. 
| He felt called upon to do so, that it should not go 
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np a 


to the world wiih the authority of the name, not l 
of the individual who had presente ; | 
the State from which he came. He had listened 
in vain for one South Caroljna argument, or one | 
honest bursting out of the feelings of a South | 
Carolinian; not of a South Carolinian from geog- | 
ho has a head to see the ` 


raphy only, but one w 
dangers that await us, and a heart that does not ` 
Instead of a cool, | 


shrink from meeting them. i 
firm, and fixed purpose to stand upon the rights, 
the chartered rights of the South, what have we? 
An abandonment of those rights; stale homilies | 
about union and fanaticism; puerile rhetoric, and . 
jesuitical sophistry. When tite report squints | 
even at the constitutional argument, it shrinks | 
back from declaring it unconstitutional, and mol- | 
lifes with the phrase, ‘‘ violation of the public | 
faith.” Why not speak out? The chairman of |, 
that committee assured me and my friend from | 
Virginia, [Mr. Wise,] and others who were ; 


known to stand on the third parallel on this ques- || 


tion, that he would not report at all unless with 
distinct assertion of the principle that Congress | 


had no constitutional power to legislate upon ;: 


slavery in this District. Aud how has this pledge | 
been redeemed? With a puling declaration of | 
‘tyjolation of public faith.’? Mr. T. desired to 
hear less of public faith from one so regardless 
of private faith. Mr. T. would not, if he could 
fairly avoid it, send the report to the printer; he | 
would rather commit it to the flames or to the 
hangman. 

Mr. OWENS said the document must speak 
for itself, It was the intention of the committee 
to have the documents printed, so that it might 
be fairly understood, and might be a subject of 
deliberation hereafter; but no one had anticipated | 
a debate on it at this stage. 
every gentleman would have concurred in a motion 


to print, so that they would have an opportunity |: 
i up, he would say to the gentleman from Georgia— |. 
‘ who had said that none would oppose the print- ` 
ing, except those predisposed not to agree with | 


to deliberate upon it and make up an opinion. 
It was a document of great length, and it was | 
impossible for gentlemen to make up an opinion 
upon it unless they were predisposed to oppose 
it. He had hoped that gentlemen would have 
permitted it to take the usual course, and then 
they would have an opportunity to make up an 
opinion upon it. Mr. O. concluded by moving 
to print thirty thousand extra copies of the re- 


ort. 
p Mr. BOULDIN remarked that he would not 
have said a word on this motion, but for the fact | 
that he had often expressed his willingness to 
print the memorials, or some of them, on this 


subject; that he had yielded his opinion, and |; 


openly and expressly, often in this House and 
elsewhere, expressed it, that it would be better 
to print the memorials, and even the abolition 
papers, or let them circulate openly» (seeing that 
they were circulated covertly,) than to refuse. 
He had given up his own notion to the better 
judgmentand experience of others from the South, 
knowing their feelings and interests to be the 
same with his,and their judgments more matured, 
and better. He had voted against printing against 
his own judgment, in compliance with that of his 
colleagues from the South, and, as he believed, 
with that of his constituents. He had thought 
the people ought to know who they were, many 
or few, and what they wanted. It could do no 
harm. Mr B. said he was asked by a friend, in 
an under, but audible tone of voice, why not print 
this report? 
raising the committee; that the report came from 
that committee; that it contained matters that he 
was not willing to pay for or vote for; that the 
memorials and papers before alluded to were from 
known and acknowledged enemies (in this par- 
ticular) to the interests of the South; but their 
projects he was willing his constituents should 
understand and know. This report contained 
arguments and positions that he did not believe 
would do his constituents and the country any 
pond. He had not heard every word read, but 
he had heard enough to satisfy him that the gen- 


He had supposcd || 


Mr. B. said he had voted against || 


and had lived, and still should live, he had no 


d it, but of || doubt, in the utmost friendship and harmony with |. 


that gentleman. He could not, therefore, he then 
influenced by any dislike to the chairman. 


pressed his opinion hitherto that he wished all 
upon the subject printed, and was only restrained 
by the general opinion of the South, he wished 
to make this explanation; the more especially as 
he expected, and had little doubt, that many of 
his political friends, and others from the South, 
would vote for the printing. He thought the 
rights of the District and the South were plain, 
and needed neither report nor argument to sustain 
them; that they were well understood; and all we 
wanted to know upon the subject was, whether 
anybody intended to interfere with those rights. 

Mr. HAWES was convinced, from the argu- 
ments of gentlemen, that this report ought to be 
‘ printed. No sooner was this very long report 


| had been engaged weeks upon weeks, than one 
| gentleman from the South rose in his piace, and 
said he could not vote for it, because it contained 
such and such matters. Another gentleman from 
! the South rose and said that he would go for 


| printing the document, because he considered it | 


| as going to allay the excitement at the South; 
\ © . e e . 

jand this difference of opinion he considered as 
the strongest reason why the document should be 


would require the report itself to be submitted to 
| them; and he thought the gentleman from Vir- 
| ginia had gone rather far in speaking for his con- 
| stituents, 

Mr. WISE said he could speak for every man 
in his district, and say that they would not be 


|| satisfied with this report; and with the exception 


of a few, he could speek for the State. Whilst 


it—he would say that, in consequence of the 
pledge given to him, he had kept a strict cyc 
upon the report while reading; and besides this, 
he was informed by the gentleman from Georgia 
himself, that there was no express declaration 
that Congress had not the power to abolish 
slavery in the District, l 
Mr. OWENS said that the observations of the 


! having this document printed, so that every gen- 
; tleman could be cicarly informed on the subject. 

Mr. HAWES remarked that the gentleman 
from Virginia [Mr. Wise] had said that he would 
answer for every man in his district. He believed 
the constituents of that gentleman, from what he 
had heard of them, to be a highminded and hon- 


permitted their representative to form an opinion 
i for them, they were a most servile set of men. 
Mr. H. said his constituents would demand to 
| have the document laid before them for their 
own examination; and he felt it to be his duty 
to vote for the printing of the largest number of 


copies. 

Mr. HOWARD said that he intended to vote, 
| not only for printing the document, but for print- 
i ing the largest number proposed, and wished to 


i 
1 


| deeply the States to the south of Virginia might 
be interested in the question ofabolition of slavery 
| in the District, it must be conceded tlat the two 


ment a portion of their territory and population, 
were peculiarly bound to walch the exercise of 
the powers of Congress, and see that the intention 
of the grant was not frustrated. Of these two 
| States, Maryland, perhaps, might be expected to 
| feel a deeper interest than even Virginia, because 
j of her being the frontier of the slaveholding 
States, liable to be affected most early and sensibl 


by any abolition movement. In the siege whic 


eral aspect of it would not suit him or his con- 
stituents. He did not wish to pay for the printing 
of it, nor was he willing to have any one in doubt 
about his objection to the raising of the commit- 
tee, or the general complexion of the report. He 
said he had boarded, and still boarded, with the 
honorable chairman, (Mr. Pixcxyey,] ard lived, 


the fanatics of the North were carrying on against 


they were aim ng to throw into this House 
might be ied ee to burst on the way; and so 
ithad proved. The feelings of a large portion of 
the people whom he had the honor to represent 
had been much roused, and they had expressed 


them in revolutions at public meetings, which 


He 
simply did not wish to print it; and having ex- ` 


read, in the preparation of which the committee : 


printed. His constituents would not permit him | 
| to form an opinion for them in this matter; they © 


' gentleman from Virginia showed the necessity of ` 


| orable set of men; but he would say that, if they | 


' state the reason why he would do so. However |' 


States which had ceded to the Federal Govern- i 


the District, some of the bombs and shells which | 


| were upon the records of this House, and mani- 
l fested as much sensibility as was shown by an 
| part of the United States. He himself (Mr. H. 
~ said) was a slavcholder, and partook largely of 
the feelings incident to that condition, When 
: he left his home to take his scat in this House, 
he left his children surrounded by slaves, and 
. therefore could not but be sensitive to any move- 
i ment which went tocorrupt the principles of that 
‘ species of population. Butasfaras he had been 
' able to understand the report from hearing it read, 
he could not concur with the gentleman from 
_ Virginia, [Mr. Wise,] that the entire question of 
constitutional power was surrendered. On the 
contrary, he thought the rights of the people of 
Maryland, Virginia, and the District, were suf- 
ficiently defended in the report, by the denial of 
- any power to Congress to go further on the subject 
of slavery than the States ceding the territory 
did, or might do. To ascertain whether the 
mere abstract power existed in the Federal Gov- 
ernment, it would be necessary to enter into a 
critical examination of the acts of cession, and 
the Constitution ; but as long as the ground as- 
u sumed in the report should be adhered to by 
| Congress, viz: that the people in the District 
were entitled to equal protewsion at the hands of 
© Congress with the inhabitants of Virginia and 
| Marylafid, he thought it unnecessary to inquire 
| into an abstract point, which might or might not 
! ever come up for decision. Although the conse- 
quences flowing from an opinion furnished no 
' exclusive guide to the accuracy of that opinion, 
, especially upon a point of law, yet in this case 
l it might be “amet: to regard the results which 
would follow from the establishment of the doc- 
i trine maintained in the report, and that contended 
‘for by the gentleman from Virginia. 
i Maryland had passed an act appropriating 
$200,000 to send out of the United States free 
blacks, or such slaves as might be voluntarily 
emancipated. The managers of this fund were 
aided by a society, of which he (Mr. H.) had the 
i. honor to be the presiding officer; and they had es- 
tablished a colony in Africa, which was as flour- 
ishing as any colony which had ever been planted. 
As far as their experience had gone, the number of 
slaves who were voluntarily emancipated by their 
masters, for the purpose of being sent to Africa, 
i was greater than the means of sending them; and 
this fact, ofitself, might satisfy the non-slavehold- 
ing States, that humanity as wellas policy required 
the adjustment of every matter relating to the Af- 
‘ rican race to be left to those who best understood 
| their condition, By them alone could any truly 
ii wise or humane measure ever be carried into 
|j effect? What might be the consequence of this 
i! step, taken by Maryland, no one could foresee; 
|: but it was evident, that ifemancipation continued 
to be ahead of funds, an increase of pecuniary 
' means must eventuate in the conversion of that 
| State into a non-slaveholding State. Now, sup- 
pone this result to take place in any given num- 
: ber of years, and the same thing to occur in 
'! Virginia: it is clear that the construction of those 
, opposed to the report would consign the people 
|' of the District to a remediless and hopeless con- 
t: dition, whilst on the other hand the principles of 
i the report would permit, upon the application of 
| the inhabitants, the extension to them by Con- 
ress, of the same laws which had operated upon 
'; Maryland and Virginia. That nich a construc- 
i| tion of the powers of Congress as would enable 
them to do this would be attended with a desir- 
able result must, he thought, be admitted upon 
i; all:hands, provided the phraseology of the Con- 
| stitution and the acts of cession would admit of 
: it; and this was the only case in which he under- 
` stood the report to assert that Congress possessed 
i my poe over slavery in the District. 
; r. OWENS rosé to inquire'whether the gen- 
': tleman from Maryland was not going too far into 
| the merits of the report, upon a motion to print. 
| Mr. HOWARD said, that during the whole 
| session he had carefully avoidea giving any en- 


i: couragement to general debates upon the subject 
1 of slavery, and was unwilling now to do any- 
ij thing more than state the reason why he should 
| vote for printıng`'an extra number of the report. 
|! Having expressed this, he would hope, with the 
| gentleman from Georgia, that the debate would 


not be prolonged. 


Mr. PATTON wished to state his reasons for 
young to print this document. He should not 
only vote to print the usual number, but he would 
vote to print any reasonable extra number, The 
report was presented to him as the result of the 
labors of a committee which had been raised to 
take into consideration a most interesting and ex- 
cung subject. He had not concurred with the 
House in the course it thought proper to pursue 
on this subject, because he was not of opinion 
that it was the most prudent and judicious course; 
and he had net changed in opinion. He was 
pericetly satisfied that the expectations of gentle- 
men would be frustrated and disappointed. Not- 
withstanding this, he would be in favor of having 
the report take its usual course. No matter 
whether they agreed with the conclusions to 
which the committee had come or not, still it 
should be put in a form in which the House could 
judge of its acts of omission or of commission. 
No man could suppose that, by refusing to print 
it, it would not be a subject of discussion there 
and elsewhere. The document would be printed; 
and the agitators and fanatics of the North would 
seize upon it, and discussion would again be re- 
newed. He did not believe that there was an 
Abolitionist from the Potomac to the northern- 
most part of Mainc, who would not be in favor of 
printing this document. He begged leave to say 
that, in voting to print, he must not be understood 
as concurring with the committee in their report; 
because he apprehended that it did not go so far 
as he desired it should go. 

Mr. SPEIGHT said, if he understood the 
question rightly, it was to print the usual num- 
ber of copivs, and he would respectfully suggest 
to gentlemen whether-it ought to be discussed 
before it was printed. He must confess, although 
he listened very closely to the reading of the doc- 
ument, that other gentlemen had been more for- 
tunate than himself in hearing it, if they were 
able to decide that it should not be printed. He 
asked the gentleman from Virginia (Mr. Wise} 
if he was prepared to act on this report before it 


was printed; and he would also ask whether . 


voting to print the usual number could be con- 
strued into an acquiescence in the report? He was 
surprised to hear the opposition which had been 
made to this report, because, so faras he had 
heard, it asserted every principle which the South 
contended for, except, perhaps, so far as the Dis- 
trict of Columbia was concerned; and when this 
question came before the House he was prepared 
to express his opinion upon it, as his mind was 
made up, but he did not consider this the proper 
time to do so. 

Mr. WISE rose to state to the House that he 
did not mean to object to the printing of the usual 
number; but he objected to the printing of any | 
extra number. | 

Mr. ROBERTSON objected to the printing of | 
the usual or any other number of this report. 

The hour of one having arrived, the SPEAKER 
arrested the discussion. 

Mr. MERCER moved to suspend the rules until ; 
half past one o’clock, for the purpose of dispos- ; 
ing of the motion to.print; which was agreed to— | 
ayes 127, noes not counted. 4 

Mr. SUTHERLAND was in favor of printing ` 
the report, which had been made by the gentle- 
man from South Carolina. That gentleman had 
been accused by ane ofhis colleagues [Mr.THomp- 
son] of misrepresenting the feelings and wishes 
of his State. This was a high and grave charge, 
and he wished to give the former a chance of de- 
fending himself by printing his report, and send- 


ing it to South Carolina, and thus affording an `; 


opportunity to the people of that State to judge 
for themsclves. He was not prepared to say, 
that all the reasoning of the report would suit . 


either his constituents or himself, but this would || 


not prevent him from having it printed and sent 


out for the judgment of the country; and he would i! 


always be ready to afford an opportunity to those, | 
against whom serious charges had been made, to | 
be heard. i 

Mr. THOMPSON, of South Carolina, could | 
not oppose printing the ordinary number of this 
report, but objected to printing an extra quantity. 
He repeated, that his colleague (Mr. Pincxney) 
had grossly misrepresented his State. But it 
seemed that the gentleman from Pennsylvania 


l 


t 


last up had undertaken to vindicate his colleague 
from a charge upon which that colleague had 
chosen to remain silent. There was much fitness 


in the gentleman from Pennsylvania as a cham- | 


pion for the gentleman from South Carolina The 
gentleman from Pennsylvania had furnished the 
world with his canons of political ethics; it was 
a simple question of the rule of three, how much 


principle will an ascertained amount of interest - 


give? He should suppose, from the zeal of that 
gentleman in this matter, that he had some in- 
terest in it. 

Mr. ROBERTSON contended that the report 

ielded to Congress the right to abolish slavery 
in this District, and yielded everything which the 
Abolitionists could have expected when they sent 
their petitions there. He had heard the report 
read, he would not say with surprise, but with deep 
mortification and regret; because it was not calcu- 
lated to put the South upon the ground which she 
ought to occupy; and the resolutions did not go to 
the extent absolutely necessary to the peace and 
safety of the country. Mr. k. contended that 
the printing of a document was left to the discre- 
tion of the House, and he thought in the present 
instance they should not print. Mr. R. conclud- 
ed by moving to recommit the report to the select 
committee, with instructions to report a resolu- 
tion that Congress does not possess the constitu- 
tional power to abolish slavery in the District of 
Columbia or the Territories. 

Mr. THOMSON, of Ohio, did not rise to dis- 
cuss the question. It had already been too much 
-discussed. He moved the previous question. 

Mr. PINCKNEY hoped the gentleman would 
withdraWhe motion for a moment. Hedesired 
mercly to say that the report did not, as had been 
stated, yield the constitutional power to Congress 
of abolishing slavery in the District. All asser- 
tions of the kind were grossly incorrect. 

In answer to an inquiry, the CHAIR stated 
that, if the previous question prevailed, the main 
question would be on the adoption of the resolu- 
ons. 

Mr. THOMSON supposed the main question 
would be on the motion to print. He therefore 
withdrew the motion for the previous question. 

Mr. BYNUM obtained the floor; but yielded 
it for explanation to 

Mr. SUTHERLAND, who replied to the re- 
| marks of the gentleman from South Carolina, 
: [Mr. Toompson.] Mr. S. said that the gentleman 

had backed out from the ground which he origin- 
ally took. At first he was for burning the. re- 


port, or giving it over to the common hangman; | 


now he was in favor of printing the usual num- 
ber. But the gentleman had spoken of him as 


. the champion of his colleague, [Mr. Pincxney.] | 


He needed no champion, and the gentleman might 
! want one quite as soon as his colleague. The 
; gentleman had thought proper to allude to an old 


| and long since worn out imputation in relation to | 


himself. This allusion he considered beneath the 


| 


' he would only refer the gentleman to his whole 
public life as a sufficient answer to the charge. 
| The debate was here arrested by the expiration 


| of the time for which the rule had been suspend- ;' 


‘ed.’ 

Mr. LEWIS said he had received information 
of such a character as would induce him to move 
to set aside the fortification bill and all other busi- 
ness, for the purpose of considering and passing 

_ the bill for raising additional voluntecrs, whic 
_ he expected would be returned from the Senate 
' withamendments. 

Mr. CAMBRELENG would cordiall 
with the gentleman in the attainment of his ob- 
, ject, and would inform him that he had received 
that morning a communication from the Secretary 
of War, asking an appropriation of $500,000 for 
suppressing Indian hostilities on the part of the 
Creek Indians. 
| from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting 
the annual statements of commerce and navi- 
gation; which was Jaid on the table, and ordered 
to be printed. 7 

Mr. CAMBRELENG moved to print the'usual 
number (two thousand) of extra copies of the 
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character of the member from South Carolina, and |: 


The SPEAKER laid before the House aletter || p 


foregoing documents. The motion lies one day 
for consideration. 5E E 


FORTIFICATION BILL. 


In further execution of the special order of the 
Gth of January, the House resolved itself into 
the Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union, (Mr. Mann, of New York, in the chair,) 
and resumed the consideration of the bill making 
appropriations for certain fortifications of the 

nited States for the year 1836. 

The question pending was the amendment of 
Mr. Camsre ene, to insert an additional item in 
the bill appropriating the sum of $700,000 for the 
armament of the fortifications. 

Mr. FORESTER, who was entitled to the floor, 
addressed the committee at some length. He 
took a general view of the subject of fortifications, 
and avowed himself in favor of a plan to protect 
the more exposed and prominent points, buf op- . 
posed to a general scheme of fortifying the whole 
of the sea-board. He was also in favor of such 
an increase of the Navy as would render it effi- 
cient to protect our commerce, and to defend our- 
selves in case of attack. He then entered into an 
examination of the present and probable future 
amount of the surplus revenue. By the last re- 
turns of the deposit banks, they then had, to the 
| credit of the Treasurer of the United States, 
| $32,000,000, and $3,000,000 besides, deposited 
| by other officers of the Government. The last 
: quarter’s revenue, ending on the 31st of March, 
i amounted to $11,000,000 already collected; and 

should the next three quarters be as much, it 

would amount to $33,000,000 more by the end of 
the year. Jt was not, however, probable that the 
coming revenue would be so large, and therefore 
he would knock off $8,000,000, putting itdown at 
$25,000,000, making the whole accumulation in 
the Treasury no less than $60,000,000, and in- 
cluding the $7,500,000 to be derived from the 

Bank of the United States, would, in all, amount 
| to $67,500,000. He had taken some pains to ex- 
. amine the various public and private bills before 
"i the two Houses, and the whole of them, suppos- 
| ing every onc to pass, would require an aggregate 

of appropriations, in round numbers, of about 

twenty-five millions of dollars, leaving, in the 
event of every bill passing, at the lowest estimate 

‘of the accruing revenue, upwards of forty-two 
u millions of dollars. He then proceeded to discuss 
| the tariff question and its consequences, the sub- 
: ject of internal improvements, &c., and replied to 
|; some of the points advanced by one of the gen- 
l| tlemen from New York, [Mr. Moore.) He 
; adverted to the course of Mr. Van Buren on the 
|! foregoing subjects, and said he believed that gen- 
tleman had voted for every tariff measure that had 
p been brought forward, and also for every measure 
': of internal improvement. 

A message arriving from the Senate, Mr. F. 
suspendcd his remarks. The committee rose, and 
the Speaker resumed the chair. 


WESTERN FRONTIER. 


The message from the Senate was then re- 
ceived, returning, with amendments, the bill 
| authorizing the President of the United States to 
| accept the services of volunteers, and to raise a 
| regiment of dragoons or mounted riflemen. 

: On motion of Mr. LEWIS, the bill was taken 
' up, and read as amended. 

! “Mr. WILLIAMS, of North Carolina, objected 
to the proposition in the bill for raising ten thou- 
sand cavalry. 

Mr. McKAY remarked that the bill did not 
: propose that number to be absolutely raised, but 
mercly limited the number to ten thousand. 

Mr. LEWIS advocated the amendment, which 
contemplated the raising of ten thousand men at 
the discretion of the President of the United States. 
The exigency for doing so had already arrived; 
and Mr. L. had received letters that morning, 
| stating that there was a general scene of massacre 
now going on in the Creek nation; that all the 
troops in command of the Government, not em- 
loyed in the Florida war, had been sent on to 
that point, but that they were but a handful; and 
the Secretary of War now invited the passage of 
the bill, in order to send an efficient aid and pro- 
tection to the helpless women and children who 
were now at the mercy of the savage. , 

Mr. GLASCOCK followed on the ie ae 
and briefly supported the amendment. ‘4 he num-~ 
ber of we ie raised, was left to the discretion 


lo 
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of the President, and he would order the partic- 
ular description of troops, infantry, or cavalry, 
accordins to the nature of the country where they 
were toact. Tle earnestly appealed to the House ’ 
to pass the bill as speedily as possible. | 

The question was further debated by Mr. | 
MeKAY, Mr. SPEIGHT, and Mr. ASHLEY. | 

Mr. ADAMS expressed a wish for further 
information, before he desired to record his vote 
on this bill; to know whether the exigency was 
sufficient to justify the raising of so largea force, 
and whether it was intended to add to the stand- ; 
ing army of the United States. Mr. A. then: 
reviewed the subject of the war in Texas, and 
passed some strictures on the manner in which :, 
that subject had been discussed, both in and out ; 
of Congress; adverting to the resolutions offered 

sby him yesterday, on the subject of our relations 
with Mexico. On these topics he dwelt at some | 
length, and contended that the principle of the | 
bill had been entirely changed by the Senate’s | 
amendment, which, he hoped, wouid be disagreed 
to by the House. 

Mr. LAWLER adverted to the alarming ad- ` 
vices that had been received from the Creek coun- : 
try, to urge upon the House the immediate neces- 
sity of passing this bill, and made a brief reply 
to the remarks of the gendeman from Massa- 
chusetts. 

Mr. GLASCOCK also replied to the same gen- 
tleman’s remarks in opposition to this bill. “He 
regretted that any individual on that floor, and 
more so one who had occupied so distinguished 
astation in this country as he had, should be 
found openly to avow his feelings to be in favor 
of that tyrant and usurper, Santa Aina. 

Mr. ADAMS explained that he had been mis- 
understood, 

Mr. GLASCOCK replied that the gentleman 
had so avowed himself, though indirectly, and 
his language could bear no other construction. 
Mr. G. proceeded further in reply to the gentle- 
man from Massachusetts, and stated his own 
views with regard to Texas; that he went heart 
and soul with the Texans, and was ready to aid . 
them, when the proper time arrived, in the most | 
efficient manner. Ele explained the provisions of 
the bill, and supported it at considerable length, | 
which, in no sense that could be put upon it, 

rovided for an addition to the standing army. 

he troops were to be raised for a specific time, | 
and to be engaged in a specific service. 

Mr. THOMSON, of Ohio, referred to the pro- ` 
visions of a similar bill passed in 1812, which |, 
offered a precedent in point, and he compared |} 
their details, to show that the present bill was || 
in no construction unconstitutional. He hoped | 
the amendment would be passed without further || 
objection. r 

Mr. MANN, of New York, remarked that this |: 
bill had been very deliberately considered and |! 
discussed at great length when it was last under |! 
consideration before the Committee of the Whole; |; 
and as they were informed that it was of the |: 
utmost importance to those residing in and on '! 
the borders of the Indian country, that the bill ,. 
should pass without delay, and as the debate | 


appcared to be taking a very wide, and he must || letter from a gentleman at Columbus, detailing | 
say a very unusual range, he therefore moved |i the most distressing scenes that were passing in | 


the previous question. 

The motion was seconded by the Housc—ayes 
98, noes not counted. 

Mr. HARDIN remarked, that as he wanted to | 
sce how many would vote to increase the regular | 
army by ten thousand men, he therefore asked for | 
the yeas and nays on the question of ordcring 
the main question to be put. 

The yeas and nays being ordered, the question | 
was declared in the affirmative—yeas 126, nays 

6. 

So that the House determined that the main 


question, which was on agreeing to the amend- | 
ments of the Senate, should be now put. 

Mr. BELL asked for a division of the question 
on the respective amendments. 

The first amended being read, 

Mr. HOWELL asked for the yeas and nays | 
thereon, which the House refused. to order; aud 
the first amendment of the Senate was concurred | 
in—ayes 107, noes not counted. ` 

The second amendment was then concurred in 
without a count. 


av 


mission the officers elected by the valunteers, by 
and with the advice and consent of the Senate, 
wnt they are mustered into the servicc, being 
read, 

Mr. HARDIN asked for the yeas and nays 
thereon; which were ordered; and the question 
being taken, was decided as follows—yeas 101, 
nays 102. 

So the House refused to concur with the Sen- 
ate in their amendment. 

The other amendment of the Senate to the 
fourth section, regulating the pay for mileage 
and forage of the officers and privates of the vol- 
unteers, was then concurred in—ayes 109, noes 
not counted. 

The remaining amendments were then con- 
curred in. 

Mr. VINTON moved that the House adjourn. 

Mr. OWENS asked for the yeas and nays; but 


: they were not ordered; and the motion to adjourn 


was negatived—aycs 73, noes 91. 


CREEK HOSTILITIES. 


Mr. CAMBRELENG asked leave to report a 
bill making appropriation for the suppression of 
hostilities with the Creeks. 

Leave being granted, Mr. C. reparted the said 
bill, under instruction from the Committee of 
Ways and Means; which was read twice and 
committed. 


On motion of Mr. CAMBRELENG, the House ` 
resolved itself into the Committee of the Whole on, 


the state of the Union, (Mr. Dicxersow in the 
chair,) and proceeded to the consideragon of the 
foregoing bill. 
The bill was then read. It appropriated the 
sum of $500.000 for the object above stated. 
Mr. CA. BRELENG then sent to the Clerk’s 


table a letter from the Secretary of War, calling | 


for the appropriation, and inclosing an estimate 
for the purpose. 


Mr. ADAMS said he should vote for this bill, 


both in committee and in the House, and should 


also vote for its immediate passage this day. Mr. | 


A. then availed himself of that opportunity to 
make a brief reply to the two gentlemen [Mr. 
‘ Maury and Mr. Grascocg] who had spoken with 
reference to him on the former bill. 
On motion of Mr. OWENS, the committee 
rose and reported the bill to the House. 
The SPEAKER having resumed the chair, the 
bill was taken up. 


Mr. McKAY inquired of the chairman of the ` 
Committee of Ways and Means if the War De- | 


partment was in possession of any other inform- 


ation than that which had been read? They had | 


for some time past heard many rumors, and it 
might turn out that the accounts had been exag- 
erated. 


Mr. CAMBRELENG remarked, that the let- | 


ter cf the Secretary of War was very full, and, 
moreover, a number of letters received by mem- 
bers of Congress from Georgia and Alabama had 
been read among the members. 

Mr. LEWIS then sent to the Clerk’s table a 


| the Creek country. 
Mr. VINTON said he should not vote against 


|| the bill, but he could not omit the occasion of 


entering his dissent against the extraordinary and 
‘irregular manner in which this bill and others 
| of a similar character, were hurried through the 
i committee and the House. He complained also 
| of the irregular and disrespectful manner in which 
| the Secretary of War sent his Ictters to the House. 


ii The Executive was responsible for such matters, | 


and a message from him ought to have been sent 
; there. He believed in the end that it would be 
: found the fault lay with ourselves, and that the 
| Indians, both in Florida and elsewhere, did not 
ET the tomahawk until they were driven to 
lit. e 
; war, for if, upon the faith of a few letters from 
i the borders, and the requirement of a subordinate 
! Department, they wepe to pass these bills, they 
| would be only encouraging these Indian wars. 
Mr. SPEIGHT referred to the course of the 
gentleman from Ohio and his friends some years 
; ago, which was the real and only cause of the 


| 
| 
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Tee a a a e e ras 
f! _ The amendment of the Senate to the third sec- || present troubles, but for whom the Indians would 
` tion, giving to the President the power to com- 


|; all long since have removed west of the Missis- 

< sippi. With regard to the gentleman’s complaint 
of disrespecton the partof the War Depar'meni, 
Mr. S. said, it was in the usual and customary 
form, and the estimates were always sent to 

Congress at the commencement of every ses- 
sion. 

Mr. MANN, of New York, saw a connection 
between the gentleman’s argument and a certain 
bill now before the House, the land bill, the pas- 
sage of which might be rendered still more hazard- 
ous by appropriating the public money to the 
absolute necessities of the country, and thereby 
preventing adivision of the spoils. Pass that 
pin „and the means for passing another appropria- 
tion would be exhausted. 

| Mr. BRIGGS denied that those gentlemen who 
| were in favor ofa distribution of the surplus rev- 
‘enue, beyond what was required for the wants of 
' the Government, were iidueneed by sordid or 
| Mercenary motives, or that,if such a law were 
‘| passed, there would be an end of appropriations. 
' Mr. HOLSEY replied to the gentleman from 
ii Ohio, and: entered into a brief statement of the 
i causes leading to the hostilities of the Indians. 

Mr. LEWIS made an earnest appeal to the 
|| House to pass the bill without further discus- 
‘sion, When the war was actually raging in our 


‘country, it was no time to. set about inquiring 
| into its causes; he therefore moved the previous 
question on the engrossment of the bill. 
The previous question was scconded nem, con.; 
and the. main question being ordered to be put, 
the bill was then ordered to be engrossed for a 
third reading now. . 
Mr. HARDIN made a few remarks in reply 
|i to the remarksof the gentleman from North Car- 
| olina, [Mr. Speigut,] that the troubles with the 
| Indians grew out of the opposition to the remo- 
val of the Indians. He repelled that idea, for he 

; Was perfectly satisfied that, let the Indians be re- 
moved as far west as possible, still they would 
be encroached upon by the whites. He saw but 
one remedy, and that was to civilize them, and 
make them part of our own family, or else to ex- 
terminate them. 

Mr. WISE detailed some circumstances con- 
, nected with the operations under the Seminole 
treaty, which were probably the cause of the war, 
which had been furnished to him from a source 
upon which he could rely. 


i 
{ 


was for inquiring into the causes of the ; 


i Mr. MILLER moved the previous question; 
n which was seconded without a count; and the 
main question, being on the passage of the bill, 
was ordered to be put; and being put, was agreed 
to nem. con. 
So the bill was passed. 

; On motion of Mr. EVANS, the House ad- 
| journed at quarter before seven o’clock, p. m. 


l 


IN SENATE. 
i! Taorspar, May 19, 1836. 


|| Mr. LINN presented the petition of the repre- 
'; sentatives of Charles Sanguinett, praying for coi- 
ʻi firmation of their claim to a tract of land; which 
[was referred to the Committee on Private Land 
i Claims. . i f 

| Mr. KENT presented the memorial of the Board 
|| of Trade of the city of Baltimore, praying for an 
i! increase of the compensation of the custom-house 
| Officers of that city. 


REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 


Mr. BLACK, from the Committee on Naval 
Affairs, reported the bill from the House for the 
relief of Gaetano Caruse, without amendment. 
| Mr. PRESTON, from the Committee on Pen- 
‘ sions, reported, without amendment, the bill from 
i the House for the relief of certain pensioners 
therein named; and moved that the committee be 
| discharged from the further consideration of the 
| bill for the relief of Payne Perry; which motion 
| was agreed to. 

Mr. TOMLINSON, from the same committee, 
apa without amendment, the bills for the 
| relief of Samuel Kincaid and Peter Livingston. 

Mr. SOUTHARD, from the Committee on 
Naval Affairs, reported, without amendment, the 
bills for the relief of John Devlin, and for the 
relief of the widows and children of the officers, 
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seamen and marines of the United States schooner ' BARD, EWING of Ohio, WEBSTER, and || 


Vu motion of Mr. WALKER, the report of 
the Soerctary of the Treasury on the subject of 
pivem>ions, made sume days ago, was ordered 
to be printed. 


SERVICES OF VOLUNTECRS. 


On moon of Mr. KING, of Alabama, the 
Seuate proceeded to the consideration of the dis- 
agreement of the House to the Senate's amend- 
meat to the bill authorizing the President to accept 
the services of volunteers for the defense of the 
fronuers; when 

Mr. K. moved that the Senate insist on its 
amendment. He looked on this amendment of 
the Senate asa very important one, and that with- 
out it the corps to be raised would not be an effi- 
cient one. The difficulties with the Executives 
of the States with regard to the appointment of 
the general and field officers, would effectually 
srevent this corps from being so organized as to 

efficient and useful. He hoped that the Senate 
wouid insist on its amendment, and thata message 
would be sent to the House without delay, so as 
to expedite the passage of this bill as much as 
possiole. 

Mr. CALHOUN understood that the effect af 
this disagreement of the House was to change 
the character of this volunteer force from regular 
soldiers io volunteer militia. The bill, in this 

rucular, as it came from the House, might have 

n informally worded; but he thought the in- 
tention cf that bedy was sufficiently expressed 
that this should be a volunteer militia and nova 
regular force. He hoped that the Senator from 
Aiabama would, in a spirit of conciliation, agree 
to add to his motion a request for a conference. 
Mr. C. then moved to amend the motion of Mr. 
Kune by adding the words, ‘and ask for a con- 
ference.” 

Mr. KING asked for a division of the question 
as it stood; and after a discussion as to the points 
of order, between Messrs. CALHOUN and 
KING, 

The CHAIR stated that the proper question 
would be, ‘Shall the question on the motion of 
the Senator from South Carolina be first put?” 

This question having been decided in the nega- 
tive, 

Mr. CALHOUN withdrew his motion. 

The question was then taken on Mr. Kine’s 
motion that the Senate insist on its amendments; 
and decided in the affirmative. 

Mr. HUBBARD thought that it would expe- 
dite the passage of the bill through both Houses 
to have a conference with a committee of the 
other House, 


Mr. CALHOUN renewed his mation to ask 


for a conference; which motion was agreed to; 
and the committee, with the unanimous consent 
of the Senate, was appointed by the Chair, con- 
sisting of Messrs. Carnotn, Kine of Alabama, 
and DUCHANAN. i 


NORTHEASTERN BOUNDARY. 


Mr. WEBSTER submitted the following reso- 
lution; which lies on the table one day: 


Resolred, That the President of the United States be re- 
quested to -ommunicate to the Senate, so far asin his judg- 
ment the pubiic interest may permit, and confidentially or 
otherwise, information of the present state of ‘he negotia- 
tion batween the United States and Great Britain, respect- 
ing the northeastern boundary of the United States; in- 
cluding all correspondence between the two Governments 
not heretofore communicated to the Senate; and those pre- 
luminary conditions, without which Great Britain declines 
to renew the tiation, as stated in the Presideat’s mes- 
sage at the opening of the present session, and which con 


ditions he deems to be incompatible with a satisfactory and - 


rightful adjustment of the controvirsy. 
TRANSFERS OF PUBLIC MONEY. 

Qn motion of Mr. EWING, of Ohio, the Senate 
took up the resolution submitted by him, inquiring 
from the Secretary of the aud the amount 
of moneys transferred since the 30th June last to 


the banks east of the Alleghanies, from the Com- : 


mercial Bank of Cincinnati and the Clinton Bank 
of Columbus. 

After some remarks from Mr. HUBBARD and 
Mr. EWING, the resolution was amended by 
inserting, ‘‘the Franklin Bank of Cincinnati;”’ 


and 
After some further remarks from Messrs. HU B- 


i 
i 


| 


FORTIFICATION BILL. 


The Senate then proceeded to the consideration 
of the bill making appropriations for the purchase 
oft sites, the collection of materials, and for the 
construction of fortifications; when 

Mr. WRIGHT addressed the Senate in a speech 
of some length, in favor of the bill. 

After some remarks from Messrs. EWING 
of Ohio, RUGGLES, WALKER, and PRES- 


N, 

Mr. PRESTON moved to amend the pending 
amendment by making it read as follows: 

For fortifications at Penobscot bay, the sum of 
dollars annually for two years 3” 
which motion was accepted by Mr. BENTON 
as a modification of his amendment. 

Mr. WEBSTER suggested that the question 
on this amendment had better be taken when the 
Senate was full; and as it was late in the day, he 
thought that they had better adjourn. 

The Senate then adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Tuerspar, May 19, 1836. 


Mr. CUSHING, from the Committee on For- 
eign Affairs, reported the following resolution; 
which was considered and agreed to: 

Resolred, That there be printed for the use of the House 
fifteen thousand extra copies of the message and accompa- 
nying documents in relation to the southwestern frontier of 
the United States, communicated tothe House by the Pres- 
ident on the Lith instant, with the documents from the War 
Department on the same subject, presented to the House on 
the 7th instant by the chaicman of the Committee of Ways 
and Means. 

Petitions and memorials were presented, on 
leave, by Messrs. CHANEY, JUDSON, REED, 
LAWRENCE, GRANGER, ASHLEY, REY- 
NOLDS of Illinois, McKIM, THOMAS, IN- 
GERSOLL, TOWNS, DENNY, HOPKINS, 
JONES of Ohio, UNDERWOOD, HAZEL- 
TINE, DOUBLEDAY, HAWES, STORER, 
McKENNAN, STANDEFER, McCARTY, 
and LOVE; and appropriately referred. 

(Mr. Rernoxps, of Illinois, presented the claim 
of the heirs of Captain William B. Whiteside, for 
military services performed by their ancestor. 
Captain Whiteside was appointed captain of a. 
company of spies, in the year 1809, by Gavernor , 
Lewis, of Upper Louisiana. He performed ser- : 
vice as captain for several months, at Fort Mad- 
ison, in that ee and has not yet been paid for : 
it; therefore his heirs pray rclief.} 

Mr. STORER made an ineffectual effort to pre- 
sent the proceedings of a public meeting held in 
Cincinnati, in relation to Texas. 

Mr. MILLER, from the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, reported a bill for the relief of Michael 
Rickets; which was read twice and committed. 

On motion of Mr. LAY, it was 

Resolced, That the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads be instructed to inquire into the expediency of 
establishing a mail route from Batavia, in the county of 
Genesee, in the State of New York, to Pike, in the county 
of Alleghany, in said State. 


On motion of Mr. STORER, it was 


Resolved, That the Committee on Revolutionary Pensions 
be instructed to inquire into the expediency of increasing 
the pension heretofore granted to John Hamman, of Ohio, 
a revolutionary soldier. 


On motion of Mr. JUDSON, it was 


Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Office and Post 
Roads be instructed to inquire into the expediency of es- 
tablishing a mail route from New. Haven by East Haven, 
North Brewford, North Guilford, North Killingworth, and 
Essex, to the city of Norwich. 


On motion of Mr. BAILEY, it was 


Resolved, That the Committee on Revolutionary Pensions . 
be instructed to consider the expediency of granting a pen- 
sion, or commutation pay, or other suitable compensation, ` ; 
to the legal representatives of the late Colonel Richard Grid- `; 
ley for his services as an engineer and commander of artil- || 
lery during the revolutionary war. ! 


On motion of Mr. ROBERTSON, it was ji 
Resolved, That the Committee on Commerce be in- || 
structed to inquire into the propriety of making an appro- ;/ 
iation for removing sand bars and other obstructions to i 
navigation in James river, below the city of Richmond. i 
On motion of Mr. JOHNSON, of Virginia, it | 
was i 
; i 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Office aud Post ii 
Roads be ipstrutted to inquire into the expediency of estab- 


e 


` was nothin 


lishing a mail route from Leadville to Westernford, in the 
county of Randolph, in the State of Virginia. 
ABOLITION OF SLAVERY. 

The House resumed the consideration of the 
report made by Mr. Pinckney from the select 
committee on the subject of the abolition of sla- 
very. 

The immediate question pending was the mo- 
tion of Mr. Rozertson torecommit the report to 
the same committee, with instructions to report 
a resolution, that Congress possesses no consti- 
tutional power to abolish slavery in the District 
of Columbia. 

Mr. BYNUM, who was entitled to the floor, 
spoke at considerable length. He observed, that 
it had been said by certain gentlemen that they 
were disappointed in the report; that it was just 
such a reportas had been anticipated by them. 
In reply to that, Mr. B. said that the opposition 
to this report was just such identical opposition 
as he had anticipated. He was prepared to ex- 
pect that the report would not mect the approba- 


' tion of certain gentlemen in that House, and he 


was not at all surprised at this opposition. It 
was surprising that gentlemen were prepared, as 
by intuition, to condemn a report of immense 
length, and that these gentlemen perfectly under- 
stood the report without having it printed for ex- 
amination. If, however, the statements of gen- 
tlemen who had opposed the printing of the report 
were to be taken as good for anything, it was the 
strongestevidence that the report should be print- 
ed for the consideration of that body and of the 
nation. Jt was due to the honorable chairman 
of the committee who had made that report, that 
it should be printed, because his motives and his 
reasons had been denounced on that floor, and 
this document should be 
He ought to have it laid before the people, who 
were to judge him. It would be an act of injus- 
tice of the most crying kind to refuse to print this 
document; that gentlemen had a right to be heard - 
before that House and before the country. 

Mr. B. was not prepared to say that he would 
sanction every sentiment and evefy principle laid 
down in this report; but he was prepared to say, 
that he would look into it, and give it his impar- 
tial consideration, and he felt himself free to act 
after reading it. But the gentleman from Virginia 
(Mr. Roserrson] had stated that the report sur- 
rendered everything to the Abolitionists. It was 
a mistake. Neither the House nor the report, 
so far as met his observation, surrendered any- 
thing to the Abolitionists. The very object which 
the Abolitionists contended for had been met by 
the House and refused them; yet the gentleman 
from Virginia said, that they had surrendered 
everything to the Abolitionists. 

Mr. ROBERTSON explained. He had said 
that they had surrendered everything which the 


pained as his defense. 


_ Abolitionists expected. 


Mr. BYNUM was glad he had misunderstood 
the gentleman. He did not, however, know what 
the Abolitionists expected, because he was not in 
their secrets, and held no conversation with that 
description of men. They were at war with the 
best interests of the North as as the South; 
and he did not know what they expected, except 
so far as their petitions went for the abolition of 
slavery in this District; and that question had 


: been met by the House, and he thanked God that 


it had. Gentlemen had said that they had heard 
this report read with deep surprise, because it 
did not contain all that the South contended for; 
that it was not calculated to allay the excited feel- 
ings of the South. Mr. B. was perfectly aware 
that this report would not give peace to the ex- 
cited feelings of some gentlemen in the South; 
and nothing but a place in a certain House not 
far distant from this Capitol would give peace to 
certain gentlemen of the South. 

It was thought by some gentlemen that there 
southern and nothing patriotic ex- 
cept that which came from South Carolina. Mr. 
B. had not been desirous of entering into a dis- 
cussion of this question; because it was one of 


i an extremely delicate and sensitive character to 
i the South. He believed it could not be beneficial 


to the South; and as a slaveholder, the half of 
whose property consisted in slaves, he entered his 

rotest against it, because, in his humble opinion, 
he considered it as calculated to injure and pros- 


AA 


May 19, 


age 


Gentlemen from the South | 
from which they were driven, ` 
and by this means imputations were cast upon ` 
the South. With respect to the amendment of : 
the gentleman from Virginia, he would have no 
objection to voting for it when it should be 
brought up as a national measure, and brought 


trate the South. 
assumed positions 


ing Truth—to throw himself into the arena of strife for the 
support of principle, to become the champion of moral and 
religious obligation—he was not, for then it would have 
been criminal to be humble or submissive. Having, bya : 
careful and strict investigation of his positive and relative 
duties, arrived at a conscientious conviction of the recti- 
tude of any particular path to be pursued, he fixed his eye 
resolutely on the high motive which urged him onward, 
as his polar star, and fearlessly trod therein, although his 


this question, and they are generously fighting 
the battle of the South. They should be en- 


int i ituation in which 
up inits proper place, and in asitua : 
he d be compelled to vote on it; but he did i 
not consider this a fit place to bring in this propo- |; w 


sition. The gentleman must have seen, by what | Garrison? This was the very man who had ar- 
took place in another body in relation to this sub- |. rsigned him for being wanting in friendship to 
ject, that the South were divided. The Senators southern men and southern rights; as would be 
from Kentucky, as well as from Maryland, had | seen by the following extract: 

dissented from the course which some other i| e Ata meeting of the Board of Managers of the Maine | 
southern gentlemen wished to pursue. Mr. B. | Anti-Slavery Society, holden at Portland, at the Christian 
considered it highly bea Sen to Sak apon the i: Chapel, on Friday, November 1, 1833, Gencral Fessenden : 
House to decide a question ike this, when the | in the chair— : bs odoron i 
South was divided against itself, and when they | PE Aldea tom E lines. jaan aol oA H e this 
could not expect to meet with anything but de- :' board, for publication. 

feat. He could not see how the gentleman could -, “Attest : 1 7 
press this propositam: unless it was because that |. ; Recording Secretary. 

the party with which he acted were more accus- `: Mr. B. had been informed that this individual l 
tomed to defeats than Mr. B. was. Mr. B. said |; acted in concert here with a certain party froin | 
a large majority of the people of the North had '| the South to make the southern people believe | 
met the South in the spirit of compromise on this ʻi that Mr. B.,and those who acted with them, had 
question, and had said, although there might be | deserted the interests of the people of the South; | 
some doubt in relation to the constitutional ques- |: that this man was the eulogist of every member 
tion in the District, still they would not touch | that belonged to a certain perty ani the denouncer | 
even slavery in the District. He was aware that, |: of Mr. B. and every one who acted with him, 
in consequence of the course he had taken on this į; in taking a’stand for the people of the South. 


course might have been solitary.” 
Now, (said Mr. B.,) who do you suppose this 
as that spoke in this kind of style of Mr. Lloyd 


Daniet C. COLESWORTHY, 


i 
I, 
I 
j 
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occasion, he was to be attacked and denounced || Mr. B. did not know whether these circumstances | 


both in the House and out of it, as he had lately | were true, as he held no communication with this 
been denounced by the contemptible lick-spittle || person, and he would warn other southern gen- 
editor of the Baltimore Chronicle, as being a trai- j; tlemen to beware of such men. f he 

tor to the interests of the South. Besides this, '| There was another paper printed in this city 
communications were sent from this Hall de- || which propagated these slanders, the editor of | 
nouncing Mr. B., and every man who acted with |’ which had been striving—for four long years had | 
him, and pronouncing high eulogies on those | been striving—to get up a difficulty between the | 


other gentlemen who were now so ready to press | 
this queron; and who was itto be supposed pre- | 
ared these communications? Fortunately he | 


ad a pamphlet put in his hands, which would | 


mark the indiydual who had been propagating | 
these slanders. He wished the House to hear | 
what this individual, who wished to be the now 

guardian of the interests of the South, through the 

medium of the press, had heretofore said. Mr. 

B. then read the following extracts from the 

pamphlet: 


“Iam here, then, to tell what f know to be truc of a 
much injured and deeply-calunmiated man; and I know, 


as well as any, that of all men he need not fear that the 


33 
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truth should be told. 
* * * 


* * * * * * 


“ From his prison in Baltimore he was relieved by the 
noble benevolence of Arthur Tappan, who paid his fine in | 
default of which he had been confined, and sent him once 
more to prosecute the self-denying errand upon which, with | 
a full view of all the cost, he had voluntarily embarked.” 

* * * * * * * * 


“ With a soul that, like the flower that emits fragrance 
from its wounds, only rose higher the more it was trampled 
upon, he came back to New England. He had felt, by ex- 
perience, what before he had only imagined, and, imagin- 
ing, had lifted up his voice against—the degrading pressure | 
of bodily confinement; and now that voice was to be still ; 
more eloquently raised to crush a monster so cruel and yet ! 
so powerlul. He established the ‘ Liberator ’ press in Bos- | 
ton, and has since, heen statedly and unweariedly engaged | 
in its editorship. is paper and its editor are now identi- | 
fied throughout our land with the subject of emancipation. | 
Their names ring from northern Maine to southern Geor- | 
gia; the universal heart of the colored population of the ; 
Republic throbs with joy at the mention of them; the wary, ` 
calculating, selfish supporters of the colonization plot 


* * 


ji He had examined them very carefully, and had 


| North and the South. Mr. B. said there were 


couraged by confidence and gratitude, not repelled 
by vituperation and suspicion. Mr. P. said he 
deeply regretted thatinflammatory discussion had 
again arisen upon this matter. He should do 
nothing to continue it. He had always depre- 
cated the agitation of slavery in the Halls of Con- 
gress. He hoped the subject would soon be dis- 
posed of, and that peace might be restored to the 
South and to the country. . While he was up, 
however, with the permission of the House, he 
would inquire of the honorable member from Vir- 
ginia whether it was his desire to press his amend- 


: ment to a vote? 


Mr. ROBERTSON replied, unquestionably it 
was. 

Mr. PINCKNEY then said, if that was his 
object, and a vote should be taken, he should cer- 
tainly vote for the amendment. Mr. P. held, and 
always had held, that Congress possesses no con- 
stitutional authority to abolish slavery in the 
District of Columbia. He thought it susceptible 
‘of demonstration. It had been his opinion, long 
| before it was ever talked of by many who now 
iride upon it as a hobby. The gentleman had 
said that the report gave up the constitutional 

uestion. It does no such thing. It asserts dis- 
tinctly the contrary, considering Congress as the 
| national Legislature of the Union. As regards 
lits power asa local Legislature, no opinion is 
| expressed. Congress remains uncommitted upon 
| that point. No decision has ever been made upon 
| it by either House; and why should a decision be 
called for now? What would be thought of any 


f 


_ many other passages in the pamphlet he had read, 
which were more calculated to excite the feelings 
| of southern men than the ones alluded to. He had 
| read enough, however, to mark the individual, if 
he be the man; and common report said he was 
the one who had been endeavoring to set southern 
gentlemen by the ears. Attempts had been made 
to cast imputations on the party with whom he 
‘ acted in relation to this subject; and if it was not 
| out of order, he would call upon the chairman of 
the committee who had made this report to say 
what party had generally introduced these aboli- 
': tion memorials, and wat number of those that 


ji 


` signe 


i oronge to the party with which he acted had : 


them. 
him, declined giving any explanation. He could 
not do so, consistently with a sense of propriety, 
upon the call of an individual member. 

ouse required it, he would state all that he 
knew respecting the memorials, but not otherwise. 


made a schedule of the places and 
| came from, and of the aggregate number of memo- 
į rials and signatures. He had nothing to do with 
| party, in reference to slavery, and therefore would 
| not say anything that might have the remotest | 
! tendency to excite any party feeling on the sub- į 
i ject. It was not amiss, however, he thought, to 
i State that the whole number of memorials pre- 
| sented to Congress this session amounted to one | 


tates they 


Mr. PINCKNEY, in reply to this call upon ; 


If the | 


(strengthened by an array of the names of some influential `; hundred and seventy-six; that they came from 


men who have been cheated into its support by the delusive | 


| southern man who should move the resolution 
|| declaring that Congress does possess power to 
|! abolish slavery in the District of Columbia? 
‘| Now, he had no doubt, that if the House were 
| pressed to vote upon a resolution denying such 
| pe it would be rejected, and most probably 
| by a large majority. He did not know the fact 
| of course, as no man can know anything that has 
‘not actually taken place; but it was his decided 
‘conviction, that such would be the result. The 

South would be beaten, asit had been in the Sen- 
': ate on the question of reception. One defeat was 
enough. He did not desire another. That was 
the reason he had avoided pressing the House 
upon the abstract questions of the right of peti- 
tion, and the actual authority of Congress over 
slavery in the District. 

Mr. P. had no doubt that the South would 
have been beaten upon both grounds, because he 
knew that the South itself was divided on those 
I baci The vote in the Senate proved that 
i| distinctly. But, in this case, the result, if given 
against the South, would be far more fatal than 
| ever on the question of reception. It was anestab- 
| lished parliamentary principle, that where a mo- 


i 


i; tion is made to disagree to a proposition, and that 


is rejected, it is in effect a vote to agree to it; and 
upon the same principle a refusal to reject is a 
vote to adopt, and a refusal to deny is a vote to 
‘affirm. It follows clearly, therefore, that to offer 
a disclaimer of authority, not only with the moral, 
but almost with the absolute certainty that it will 


y i ten States, embracing an aggregate population of 

romise of advantages that can never accrue) are trare s- a ot ili = pop 

ing the land from North to South, from East to West, to | nearly eight millions; that the whole number of , 

counteract the influence they are calculated to obtain; while, ;; Signatures was about thirty-four thousand; and ; 

at, the ai feelin of these words (G Liberator :į that of those more than two fifths were females. | 
arrison’) the guilty conscience-stricken slavcholder howls ' We thought these 

forth maledictions upon both, and offers his blood-stained gold |; people oP the AE a E everd aise ! 


as a price for the Liberator’s head.” i : g 
price fi |, respecting these memorials. They could see the ! 


* * * * * * * * * x b Al ia £ 
« Never, in the whole of my experience in human nature, :: 'Mmense disproportion between the millions of 
had J met with a man more purely conscientious than Wil- |: freemen who are determined to maintain their 
liam Lloyd Garrison. Scrupulously regardful of The Right, | constitutional obligations to their southern breth- 
I may truly say that I never knew him to do wrong. His |: ren, and the b fi di z 
intercourse with his fellow-men was always marked by a `, , and of ineendiary agitators who | 
nice respect to the Jaws of courtesy, as far as these did not |; | would trample on all laws, human and divine, in 
conflict with that more than paramount, duty, moral obliga- |: the relentless prosecution of their diabolical de- ' 
tion. He wasa devout worshipper of Truth, as a principle, | signs. i 
and he never compromised it from fear or Tavor. His in- | SS t Bais eheved that t here never was a health- 
tercommunication with his fellow-citizens was thus con- | 1er one of sentiment in the non-slaveholding 
stantly characterized by a lofty independence which seemed H States, in reference to the domestic institutions 
rather that of the intellectual than of the physical man. His of the South, than at this moment. There was, 


religion, to whose requisitions he was al ways cheerfully obe- |! i ae 
dient, taught him humanity ; and he was humble when con- |! unquestionably , abundant reason for vigilanceand 


templating his relation to his Maker and his fellow. men. '| caution in relation to the fanatics; but there was | 
But wiren He felt bimself called upon’ to vindicate suffer- ‘also abundant reason to rely on the enlightened il 


* 


be rejected, is literally tantamount to calling upon 
Congress to affirm that it does possess this dangerous 
authority. And why should any southern man 
do that? Why force the House to assert a power 
itis unwilling to assert? Why compel it to take 
ground against the South, and in favor of the 
fanatics, when, if left to itself, and its mode of 
operation, it would take very strong and decided 
ground in favor of the South, and against the 
views and objects of the fanatics? What good 
would this do to the citizens of this District, or 
to the slaveholding interest throughout the Union? 
On the contrary, every man must see that it would 


} 


| give a most animating impetus to abolition, and 
| place the peace and property of the citizens of 


this District in imminent jeopardy; and not only 
that, but the people of the South, considering an 
open assumption of authority over slavery in the 
District as almost identical with a declaration of 
hostility against the institution of slavery in every 
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measures of violence, in vindication of their rights, 
for winch there neither is, nor will be, the slight- 
est shadow of necessity. Mr. P. said he did not 
impute any such objects tothe honorable member 
feom Virginia—certainly not; but he looked to the 
tendency of his movement, which he could not 
but consider as most disastrous to the South. 

As matters now stand, everything is operating 
favorably to the South. The Senate, by a large 
majority, has rejected the prayer of the abolition 
memorials. This House has adopted resolutions 
pledging the national faith not to interfere with 
slavery in the District of Columbia, The tone 
of public sentiment is sound and patriotic in all 
the non-slaveholding States. The South, so far, 
is victorious, and everything gocs well for her 
advantage and security. Why, then, press this 
abstract question now? Why force a battle upon 
a ground no way neccessary to the safety of the 
South, and witha moral certainty of being driven 
from it? Is it for the purpose of party agitation? 
Ts it for the purpose of exciting the South, with 
no shadow of necessity for such excitement? He 
could not believe it. What then? The gentle- 
man says a pledge of the public faith signifies 
nothing! Indeed! What, then, would a resolution 
of disclaimer signify? 1. the House can rescind 
the one, so it can rescind the other. But the 
House would be much more likely to rescind a 
mere disclaimer of authority, which is nothing 
more than an expression of opinion upon an ab- 
stract point, than it would be to violate a solemn 
pledge of the national faith, which it could not do 
without shocking the moral sense of every well- 
regulated mind, and degrading itself in the esti- 
mation of the whole civilized world by the palpa- 
ble commission of an act of perfidy. Mr. P. said 
he had no fear of any such atrocity. He consid- 
ered the question setted. The Government had 
made a solemn covenant upon this subject with 
the slavcholding States. Congress might violate 
the Constitution; itcould not, would not, violate 
the public faith. It was bound band and foot. 
The South had nothing now to fear,except from ` policy in adopting his resolution. He inquired if 
those who are determined to continue the agita- | ıt was impolitic to vindicate the rights of the 
tion of slavery for the purpose of excitement. , South? as there apy propriety in deserting 
Abolitionism has attained its height. It has || them? But it was mid ‘that a majority of the 
begun to go down, and will soon disappear en- || House was opposed to the proposition which he 
tircly, if we do not fan the flame ourselves, and li had submitted. He was not aware how that 
will only allow our friends in the non-slavehold- i: fact had been ascertained; but, even if true, why 
ing States to fight the fanatics in their own way, should it be concealed? Where was the harm 
and not trammel them in their operations by or danger of letting that fact be made known? 
mixing up extraneous and unnecessary questions ' Mr. PINCKNEY explained. He did not say 
with the subject of abolition. One word more, , that he knew of his own knowledge that the 
(said Mr. P.,) and I have done.: I have been resolution would be negatived. He merely ap- 
charged with misrepresenting the South. All f 
that I ask is, that those who make the charge matter now stood, Congress was uncommitted an 
will allow the report to be printed, that the people :; the subject. 
of the South may read it and judge for them- ' Mr. ROBERTSON was opposed to all non- 
selves. 1 donot pretend to be the South, nor will || committals. 
J admit that any five or six men here constitute |: it might then be proper to apply for an amend- 


', did not go far enough, and would not give peace 


tleman if his resolution would give peace to the 
South? He feared not. The gentleman could 
not suppose that it would pass; he had too much 
intelligence to think so. 

Mr. B. said, as a southern man, he would go 
as faras him who went furthest in defense of 
southern rights; but he protested, on behalf of 


he acted with the majority on that floor,) against 
the policy adopted by those persons who had 


ians of the South. He had not listened to all 
the details of the report, as he thought that it 


that he would have an opportunity to read and 


deliberation, that he should have been prepared to 
vote understandingly on the subject; and the con- 


was sufficient evidence that it should be printed 
in some shape or other, so that gentlemen could 
have an opportunity of examining it. He did 
not care whether they had printed five thousand, 
ten thousand, or twenty thousand copies; but he 
wanted it printed for his own benefit, and for the 
benefit of the people of the country. 

Mr. ROBERTSON replied to the remarks of 
the gentlemen from North and South Carolina, 
(Messrs. Bynum and Pincxner.] He had been 
asked upon what consideration he had proposed 


its adoption. He had submitted the resolution 
because it was obviously just and proper. He 
set up no pretension to speak exclusively for the 
South, and had merely asked the sense of the 
House upon a proposition which was almost 
unanimously approbated by the people of the 
State which he had the honor in part to repre- 
sent. 

Mr. R. next replied to the argument of im- 


the South cither, however they may be styled || ment of the Constitution, so as to place this Dis- | 


by certain papers the South—the exclusivecham- |: trictupon the ground it ought to occupy in refer- 
ions and immediate representatives of the South. _ ence to the question of slavery. 

t the people read the document. That is all I. 
ask; and then we shall see who is most faithful ` Pincxwer,] in reply to a question of the gentle- 
to the slaveholding interest—the humble individ- | man last up, had stated that thirty-four thousand 
ual who presented that report, or those who op- signatures were appended to the abolition memo- 
posed its printing, and would rather have burnt it rials referred to the committee, fifteen thousand 
than allowed the people of the South to read it. ; of whom were females, and he conjectured that 

Mr. BYNUM said he hadasked the gentleman ' many others were children, although there was 
from South Carolina for the facts; but, as he did | no evidence adduced that such was the fact. It 
not choose to give them to him, he was satisfied. | might be safely affirmed that there were nineteen 
His object was to have these facts laid before the | thousand male subscribers to these petitions, who, 

le for their decision, instead of the bold as-. for aught they knew, were voters, or would soon 
sertions that were made in that House and else- :' possess that privilege, and whose influence it was 
where without a single shadow of proof to sup-; not for him to measure. These constituted the 
port them. He wished to know the facts, in |. bold, the daring, and the reckless of the Abolition- 


)ustificati n of the party with which he acted, : ists. They had many secret friends, whose names | 
and to have it demonstrated whether the abolition || did not appear upon these memorials, and there | 


petitioners belonged to the Democratic party, or |, was doubtless double, treble, nay, quadruple the 
to the other parties which acted in opposition to |: number of Abolitionists which had been men- 


it. Mr. B. believed that four fifths or five sixtha | tioned. He repeated what he had said on a former 
of the abolition petitions had come from individ- | 


occasion, that this formidable band of Abolition- 
duals opposed to the Democratic party; yet they || ists had, by the report of the committee, obtained 


were charged, day after day, by such men as the |; all they expected. They knew they could not 
eulogist of Arthur Tappan, with aiding in i | now procure a vote of Congress abolishing sla- 
ing up the excitement, and with deserting the || very in this District. This was not the right 
interests of the South. He asked the gentleman || time for them to attempt carrying a measure of 
from Virginia (Mr. Ropgearson] what object he it this sort. They had, however, succeeded in 
had in view ‘in pressing his resolution? He || getting up agitation from one end of the country 
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other portion of the Union, might be inflamed to |! believed that gentleman had stated that the report 


| 


to the South. Now, he asked the honorable gen- i 


the party with whom he acted, (and, thank God, ` 
‘| ordered to be printed. 


taken upon themselves to be the peculiar guard- `. 


was to take the usual course, and be printed, so <; 


deliberate upon it; and he expected, after this 


trariety of opinions with respect to this report 


his resolution, while at the same time both of the | 
gentlemen had avowed themselves favorable to ' 


| to the other, and this report was calculated to 
| excite rather than to allay this agitation. 
Mr. R. urged a variety of considerations in 
i favor of the adoption of his resolution, as a meas- 
ure demanded by the interests and sccurity of 
the South; but before he had concluded his re- 
marks, the hour arrived for proceeding to the 
consideration of the special order of the day. 
On motion of Mr. MILLER, and by general 
, consent, the usual number of the report made by 
Mr. Pinckney, on the subject of abolition, was 


POST OFFICE DEPARTMENT. 


The House then, in execution of the special 

order adopted some days since, on motion of 
Mr. CONNOR, resolved itself into the Com- 

‘mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union, 
(Mr. SutHeRLanD in the chair,) and took up the 
bill to change the organization of the Post Office 
Department, and to provide more effectually for 
the settlement of the accounts thereof, 

Mr. CONNOR remarked that he should not 
then take up any time in detailing the provisions 
of the bill, but would merely state that the bill 
had been drawn up with great care, and had 
been unanimously reported by the Committee on 
the Post Office and Post Roads. He moved that 
the bill be taken up by sections, adding, that he 
was instructed by that committee to move a 
variety of amendments, which he should do as 
the sections were reached. 

The bill was accordingly taken up by sections, 
and various amendments, moved by Mr. Connor, 
were agreed to without a division. 

Mr. EVERETT moved to amend the eighth 
section, which provided for the appointment of 
“an Auditor of the Post Office Department,” b 
striking out these words, and insert ‘‘a Sixt 
Auditor of the Treasury;’’ and further amend 
the clause by making the said officer perform his 
duties at the requirement of the ‘Secretary of 
the Treasury ;’’ instead of the ‘* Postmaster Gen- 
eral,’’ as in the bill. Mr. E. briefly explained 
the object of his amendment to be to disconnect 
the Post Office Department from the Treasury. 

Mr. CONNOR remarked that, though there 
was no particular objection to the plan proposed, 
yet he did not think it would work as well as 
the proposition of the cémmittee. It seemed to 
him that the connection between the Post Office 
Department and the Auditor was necessarily 


i: closer than between the Treasury and the Au-' 


prehended that sach would be the case. As the # 


If the resolution should be rejected, :. 


The gentleman from South Carolina, [Mr. | 


‘| ditor. 
| Mr. WILLIAMS, of North Carolina, was in 


favor of thc amendment, on the principle that: 
duties of the Auditor peculiarly belonged to the 
: Treasury Department, and to the Secretary of the 
. Treasury he should be responsible. 
Mr. BRIGGS briefly opposed the amendment. 
Mr. MANN, of New York, thoughtthe amend- 
ment unnecessary, even to effect the object the 
gentleman from Vermont had in view. He said 
the object of the committee had been to render 
: the Post Office Department independent of the 
other Departments, and this had been carried out 
where practicable. In the case of the Auditor, 
; he had been placed as independently as possible 
‘from responsibility to the Postmaster General, 
` except in one instances The object was to keep 
the funds of the Post Office Department distinct, 
! go that they should not be mixed up with the 
i general funds of the country, and thereby provide 
an effectual check for the disbursements. 

Mr. PARKER was in favor of theamendment, 
because a more effectual check would be provided 
upon the Postmaster General, by making the 
auditor responsible to the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury, than by keeping him subordinate to the 
former, which would be no check at all. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Tennessee, was compelled 
reluctantly to admit that neither the orifinal sec- 
tion, nor the amendment, met bis approbation. 

e saw no necessity for having an additional 
Maditor at all, for he was convinced the duties 

; if the House 


could, and would be performed ; 
ordered it, by the Fifth Auditor, assisted by the 
officers of the Post Office Department; an let 
that officer becalled the Auditor of the Post Office 
rtment. ; , 
n PEARCE, of Rhode Island, said that if 
they reorganized this Department they ought to 
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take care to provide the most effectual checks. I 
He was, however, prepared to say that what was 
contemplated by this bill would, in effect, be no 
check atall; inasmuch as all the officers, the Audi- 
tor included, were to be nominated in the first in- 
stance by the Postmaster General, to whom they 
were all responsible, and it would be absurd to 
suppose that any check could be secured under 
such a system. m 

[A message here arriving from the Senate, the 

' Speaker resumed the Chair, and the message was | 

announced, informing the House that the Senate | 
insisted on their amendment to the bill to author- | 
ize the President of the United States to accept 
the services of volunteers, and had appointed a 
committee of conference on their part. 

Mr. SPEIGHT hoped the House would, by ` 
general consent, take up and consider the amend- 


ment, 

Mr. LEWIS moved that the House agree to 
the appointment of a committee of conference, 
which was agreed to unanimously, and the com- 
mittee on the part of the House ordered to con- | 
sist of five members. | 

Mr. SMITH said he had found it oftentimes | 
very difficult, in the short experience he had had, 
to rightly comprehend the provisions of any bill 
that might be under consideration; and still oftener 
most difficult to comprehend the arguments of 
gentlemen upon this floor. If he rightly under- 
stood the provisions of the bill now before the 
committee on the one hand, and rightly under- | 
stood the arguments of the gentleman from Rhode 
Island [Mr. Pearce] on the other hand, he could 
not possibly conceive the applicability of the one 
to the other. The gentleman from Rhode Island 
objects to the provision of the bill, on the ground 
that it makes the proposed new officer, the Audi- ; 
tor, the creature and dependent of the Postmaster 
General. And how will he be the creature of the 
Postmaster General? Why, says the gentleman, 
he will be designated by the Postmaster General 
to the President, and upon such designation he 
will be appointed by the President. This, it is 
said, will defeat the object desired in the creation | 
of an Auditor, as it will destroy the check desired | 
to be secured upon the revenue accounts of the | 
Department. ow, to me, it appears, from the | 
little examination I have been able to give the 


provisions of the eighth section of this bill, that | 


the most independent and effectual check will be ' 
secured, and of the very character which the gen- 
tleman from Rhode Island seeks. He must have 
overlooked one of the most important features of `` 
the bill, relating to the selection and appointment | 

he officer proposed. 

he bill nowhere provides that the Auditor 
`~ shall be designated to the President by the Post- 
master General. But even if the Postmaster Gen- 
eral should be consulted by the President in the ; 
selection of the officer, as it may be usual to con- |' 
sult other heads of Departments, in the selection 
of subordinate officers in those other Departments, i| 
still the bill provides that the appointment shall : 
be made by the concurrence of the Senate, another 
coérdinate, be independent branch of the Gov- 
ernment. The language of the eighth section ofthe 
bill is, “that there shall be appointed by the . 
President, with the consent of the Senate, an Audi- | 
tor of the Post Office Department, whose duty it : 
shall be,” &c. This, sir, is the most efficient | 
check upon the selection of this officer, which has | 
been adopted in relation to the appointment of |. 
the Comptrollers and Auditors of the other De- | 
partments of the Government; and to meit appears | 
the most eficient that can be conceived under the ! 
Constitution. It renders the Auditor entirely | 
independent of the Postmaster General for his | 
appointment and place, and I think the whole 
arrangement of his duties most judiciously and | 


li 
{i 


happily conceived and provided in this bill. He | 


said, frog the examination he had given the bill, ' 
he was unable to discover that the Auditor would ; 
be, in any one important particular, subject tg i 
the dictation or control, in any way, of the Post- | 
master General. It is true that, by the eighth | 
section, he is to submit certain forms for. doing | 
business relating to the revenue of the Depart- 
ment ta the Postmaster General, and the latter 
has a negative upon their adoption. But in the | 
selection of the Auditor, and in the execution of 
his duties, he is made above the dictation and 


' insert ‘“ Secretary of the Treasury 
the latter words in the nineteenth line. The effect ` 


control of the head of the Department, in all | 
respects. I know not how such an office could 
be built up, attached to the Department, in a state 
of greater independence. If, then, the point be 
established, that such an officer is essential to the 
Department, all the checks which are desirable to 
be centered in him upon the Department are 
secured by the bill. 

Upon the other point, sir, which has been sug- 
gested, that an auditor already provided by law | 
can perform all the duties of the proposed officer, 
not now having his appropriate quantum of duties 
to perform, I am uninformed, and have no opin- 
ion. For if there are gentlemen upon this floor, 
who are informed upon this point, they can read- 
ily offer their amendment to conform the provis- 
ions of this biil to such a state of things, and 
assign the proposed duties over to the existing 


auditor, without throwing any impediment in the `` 
way of passing this bill. I 

Mr. HARPER said he would, when in order, | 
move a further amendment, to strike out “‘ Post- :; 


master General’’ in the twenty-fourth line, and | 


of this amendment was to make the auditor ac- 
countable to both these heads of the two Depart- 
ments. With regard to the appointment of clerks, 
he held that the head of every Department should 
have the appointment of all the clerks and subor- 
dinate officers employed therein. 

Mr. EVERETT then modified his amendment, | 
so as to make it read “a Sixth Auditor. of the 
Treasury for the Post Office Department.” 

Mr. MIANN, of New York, believed there 
would be no objection to the amendment so mod- 
ified. i 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Tennessee, again opposed 
the amendment. He wished the Department to 
have an auditor, but there was no occasion for 
creating a new office for the purpose. 
convinced that the duties of the Fifth Auditor ! 


i 
| 


might be doubled, and the work could and would || 
| Mr. CONNOR concurred with the amendment, 


be easily done. 

Mr. BRIGGS moved to amend the amendment ' 
by striking out the word ‘‘ sixth;’’ which was lost. 

The first part of the amendment of Mr. Ev- 
| ERETT was then agreed to; and Mr. E. withdrew 
' the other for the present. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Tennessee, moved that | 
hereafter the Fifth Auditor of the Treasury | 
should be called the Auditor of the Post Office | 
Department; that he should perform the duties 
thereof; and that the duties now performed by 
him should be transferred to the offices of the 
First and Second Auditors. 

The Chair decided this amendment to be out 
‘of order, as the one of the gentleman from Ver- 
mont had been agreed to. 

Mr. McKENNAN then moved a reconsidera-- 


tion of the vote by which the former had been || 


adopted; which was agreed to; and Mr. JOHN- 
SON then made his motion. 

The amendment was advocated by Messrs. 
JOHNSON of Tennessee, MERCER, LIAR- 
PER, and McKENNAN; and opposed by Messrs. 
ADAMS, MANN of New York, and CONNOR. | 

Mr. JOHNSON inquired of the chairman of | 
the Committee on the Post Office, what increase 
of expenditure was involved in the provisions 
of this bill? 

-Mr. CONNOR replied, a very trifling one. 
The only additional officers proposed were.a 
Third Assistant Postmaster General, and an Au- 


gress might think fit to appropriate therefor. 
| Mr. JOHNSON had gone through the bill; and, 
: unless he was mistaken, it involved an annual 
| augmentatiqn of expenditure to the amount of 
about $70,000. 

Mr. CONNOR replied that the whole amouut. 
! would be probably $6,000 year, viz: $3,000 each 
ito the Assistant Postmasier General and the 
' Auditor. 
| penloman, that the only additions made to the 

ill were those indicated by the honorable chair- | 
man, |Mr. Conner.] 

After a few further remarks from Mr. JOHN- 


p 


,” and to add | 


He war |: 


ditor, whose salaries would be whatever Con- |! 


Mr. GILLET moved to strike out that part of 
the proviso of the 8th section, giving the Post- 
master General, or any person whose account 
! shall be settled, and who shall be dissatisfied 
| therewith, the power to appeal to the Comptroller 
' of the Treasury within six months, whose de- 
cision shall be final and conclusive. Mr. G. stated 
that his object was, that every account should go 
before the Comptroller without the form of an 
appeal, which would be embarrassed by rules. 

e thought the provision unneccssary, and being 
limited to six months, might be very prejudicial 
to persons at a distance. Mr. G. also moved to 
insert an amendment to leave the whole matter to 
the Comptroller. 

Mr. MANN, of New York, remarked that the 
amendment of his colleague, if adopted, would 
require a new office and twenty additional clerks. 

he amendment was then rejected. 

Mr. HARPER then moved the first branch of 
the amendment of which he had given notice 
above, and after a few remarks from Mr. HAR- 
PER and Mr. ADAMS, it was rejected. 

The second branch of Mr. Harper’s amend- 
ment, being substantially the same as the second 
part of the.amendment which Mr. Evererr had 

i moved, was agreed to. 

Sections from nine to eighteen inclusive, were 
i severally agreed to with some immaterial amend- 
' ments. 

| Mr. EVERETT moved toamend the nineteenth 
' section so as to give the appointment of all the 


‘ Assistant Postmasters General to the President 


, of the United States, by and with the advice and 
i consent of the Senate, instead of, as under the 


l bill, to the Postmaster General. 


| Mr. HALL, of Vermont, opposed the amend- 
; ment, because he thought the appointment of the 
| subordinate officers should be left to the heads of 
| the Department in all cases. 

: Mr. JOHNSON, of Tennessee, saw no reason 
for appointing an additional Postmaster General 
at all. 


and stated that it was an oversight on his part 
| that the provision was not pursuant to the amend- 
ment in the bill. 

| Mr. EVERETT withdrew the amendment, in- 
| timating that he should renew it in the House. 

Mr. JOHNSON moved to strike out that part 
of the clause appointing an additional Postmaster 
General; which was lost. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD moved to strike out so 
much of the twenty-second section as authorized 
the Postmaster General to make extra allowances 
in certain cases; which was lost. 

Mr. EVERETT moved to amend the twenty- 
third section of the bill, by adding a provisional 
| clause, that the contracts in all cases should be 
| awarded to the lowest bidder. ; 

Mr. CONNOR said the effect of the amend- 
ment would be productive, in many instances, of 
great inconvenience, in consequence of the mode 
of ‘* straw-bidding,’’ some of the effects of which 
he described. Nominal, or straw-bids, were not 
| unfrequently putin, fora motive well understood; 

and if the Postmaster General was compelled to 
, take the lowest bids in all cases, an important 
route might be without a mail for eighty orninety 


days. 

Mr. EVERETT replied that the twenty-fifth 
section provided that the bidder should accom- 
pany his proposal by a written guarantee signed 

y one or more responsible persons. 

Mr. MANN, of New York, saw no objection 
to the amendment providing that the guarantee 
should be signed by one ortwo postmasters. 

The amendment was advocated by Messrs. 
BRIGGS, THOMPSON of South Carolina, 
HAWES, and ASHLEY; and opposed b 
Mesrss. LANE, HOWARD, HUN MAN, 
and BOON; and was then agreed to. 

Mr. EVERETT moved to amend the twenty- 


Mr. MANN, of New York, could assure the || fifth section, by causing the bidder to give a 


| guarantee of ‘*two postmasters,’’ instead of one 
P , 


or moreresponsible persons; which was greed to. 
Mr. E. moved to strike out the twenty-sixth 
section, which was as follows: 
Sec. 26. And be it further enacted, That no contract for 


SON, Mr. MANN, and Mr. CONNOR, the 
amendment was rejected, and the amendment of 
Mr. Everert was, as before, agreed to, 


the transportation of the mail shail knowingly be made by 
the Postmaster General, with any person who shail have 
entered into. any combination, or proposed to enter into 
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mati contract by any other person or persons; or who shall | 


havs mad any agreement, orshall have given or performed, 
oo promosedd fo give or portorm, any considemtion whatever, 
erro do of bet co do. anything whatever in order to induce 


aay other person of persons not to bid for a mail contract. 
Aud u any poron so offeading be a mail contactor, he may 
be fortiiwia dismissed rrom the service of the Departunent. 

Mr. MANN,of New York, and Mr. BRIGGS, 
opposed the motion. 

Mr. WISE recommended that the gentleman 
from Vermont amend the section rather than to 
sirike it out, so as not to leave so great a power 
in the hands of the Postmaster General arbitra- 
rily. He would preter the existence of combina- 
tons than to leave so much power in the hands 
of that officer without limitation. 

Mr. BRIGGS said somebody must be left to 
determine, and the section was sufficiently explicit 
in terms. There could not, he thought, a 
tribunal instituted for the inquiry into this mat- 
ter, and he hoped the-section would be retained. 

_Mr. WHITTLESEY, of Ohio, thought this sec- 
tion of the bill absolutely necessary for the proper 
administration of the Department; and, upon 
reflection, he hoped the gentleman from Vermont 
would withdraw the motion. 

_Mr. HALL moved an amendment to the sec- 
uon, giving the person offending the privilege of 
defending himself; and, also, that depositions 
should be taken, &c. 

Mr. GRAVES moved to amend the amend- 
ment by restricting the Postmaster General in 
the exercise of the power conferred upon him by 
the secon, except upon written evidence before 
a tribunal authorized to administer an oath, and 
only then, upon due notice. 

Mr. ADAMS disapproved of the amendments, 
and the section also, for it was giving too greata 
power t the Postmaster General, and he was in 
favor of striking it out. 

Mr. WARDW ELL contended that the power 
embraced in the secuon was absolutely indispens- 
abie for carrying on the Department, and he 
hoped it would pass without amendment. 

Mr. McCOMAS was in favor of compelling 
the Postmaster General to give his reasons for 
discharging a contractor. 

Mr. GARLAND, of Virginia, entered into a 


review of the section, which, (he said,) under the | 


fairest construction, was strangely incongruous. :! 


He though: the best provision would be to make | 


it the duty of the Postmaster General to require 
every mail contractor to file his affidavit, that he 
had no connection with these fraudulent combi- 
nations, and if the individual was guilty of per- 
jury let him be prosecuted by the United States 
attorney. 

Mr. GRAVES then modified his amendment 
by including therein the suggestion of the gen- 
tleman from Virginia. 

The discussion was farther continued in oppo- 
sition to the amendment by Messrs. BRIGGS; 


: e p leant i POS 
aay combination, to prevent the making of any bid fora |! Over four hundred, and not exceeding eight 


PNE i) 


miles, twenty five cents. 
Over eight hundred miles, thirty cents. 


double these rates; and for every tetter or packet composed 
of three pieces, triple these rates; and for every letter or 
packet composed of four or more pieces, quadruple these 
rates: Provided, That all letters and packets of one ounce 
avoirdupois in weight, or more, shall be charged single for 
every quarter of an ounce. 

Sac. 40. And be it further enacted, That in case the Post- 
master Gencral shall deem it expedient to establish an ex 
press mail on horseback, in addition to the ordinary mail 
on any of the post roads in the United States, for the pur- 
pose of conveying slips trom newspapers in lieu of exchange 
newspapers, or Ictters, other than such as contaia money, 
not exceeding half an ounce in weight, marked “ express 
mail,’ and public dispatches, he shall be authorized to 
charge ali letters and packets carried by such express inail 
with triple the rates of postage to which letters and pack- 
ets, not free, may he by law subject, when carried by the 
ordinary mails. 

Sec. 43. Ind be it further enacted, That the Postmaster 
General shall be authorized, in his discretion, to contract 
for carrying the mails on the navigable canals of the several 
States, in all cases where, in his opinion, the public inter- 
est and convenience shall require it, and for the time during 
which mails may be carried on such canals, or any parts 
thereof, the same are hereby declared to be post roads. 

Several other additional sections in relation to 
the regulation of the Post Office Department were 
then, on motion of Mr. CONNOR, agreed to. 

Mr. SHIELDS offered an amendment of great 
length, prohibiting the circulation, through the 
mail, uf incendiary publications, prints, &c. Mr. 
S. said, as he wished to enter into the subject at 
length, he moved that the committee then rise, 
report the bill to the House, and ask leave to sit 
again; which was lost—ayes 58, noes 71. 

Mr. S. proposed to lay aside this bill, and pro- 
ceed to the consideration of the post route bill; 
which was negatived. ; 

At the request of Mr. LOVE, Mr. Surerps 
withdrew his amendment for the present. 

The last amendment, authorizing the Post- 
master General to contract with railroad com- 
panies, &c., having been amended as to the price 
to be paid, on motion of Mr. MANN, of New 
York, . 

Mr. BELL moved a substitute to the whole 
clause, to repeal all laws prohibiting private in- 
dividuals or companies from carrying letters for 
hire, and proceeded at length to address the com- 


| mittee in support of the motion. 


Messrs. MANN of New York, and HAWES, 
briefly opposed the amendment. 


The debate was further continued by Messrs. 


BELL, WISE, and HAWES, when the amend- 
' ment was negatived without a count. 


Mr. MANN, of New York, submitted the fol- 
lowing amendments: 


Amend the nineteenth section in the tast tine by inserting | 


“ three,” instead of *¢ two,” and by adding the words, “and 
two watchmen,” 

Add the following sections to the bill: 

And be it further enacted, That the following annuat sal- 


i: aries shall be allowed to the Assistant Postmasters General 
' and to the clerks, messengers, and watchmen, provided for 


JUDSON, and LANE, when the amendment was | 


negatived, as was the other amendment. 

The section was then agreed to. 

On motion of Mr. CONNOR, the following 
section was stricken out: 


Sac. 3i. ind be it further enacted, That no letter or 


packet, containing any bound book, or any article of wood, 
metal, mincral, or glass, shall be carried in the mails; and 
if any such fetteror packet shall be placed in any post office 
for transmission by mail, it shall be retained by the post- 
master, and returned tu the person from whom it was re- 
ceived. 


On motion of Mr. PARKER, the thirty-fourth 
section was so amended as to require that each 

stmaster hereafter appointed should be an in- 
fabitantof the place wherein the appointment was 
made. ; 

The bill having been gone through, 

Mr. CONNOR, from the Committee on the 
Post Office, proposed the following as additional 
sections of the bill: 


Sec. 38. And be it further enacted, That, from the Dist 
day of December, 1836, the following rates of postage shall 
be charged upon ail iciters and packets carried in the mail 
ofthe United States, excepting such as are by law exempt 
from postage, to wit: 

For every single letter, or fetter composed of one piece, 
carried not exceeding fitty miles, five cents; over ffiy, aad 
not excecding oue hundred miles, ten cents. 

Over one hundred, and not exceeding two hundred miles, 
Gfiecu cents, 

Over two hundred, and not exceeding four hundred mites, 
twenty ccots. v 


the service of the Post Office Department, tobe paid at the 
end of each calendar month, viz: 
To the three Assistant Postmasters General, each $3,000. 
To the chief clerk, $2,100 ; 
To the three principal clerks, each $1,700; 
To ten clerks, each $1,400; 
To fifteen clerks, each 1,200; 
To eight clerks, each 9900 ; 
To the messenger, 3 
To the three assistant messengers, each $600 
To the two watchmen, each $390 
Be it further enacted, That the 


> 


tendent, and to the clerks and messengers herein provided 
for the service of his office, to be paid as aforesaid, viz : 
To the auditor, $3,000 ; 
To the chief elerk, 92,000; 
To the four principal clerks, each $1,700; 
Toten c 
To tweitty clerks, each $1,200; 
To eight clerks, each $900 ; 
To the messenger, §900, and to the assistant messengers, : 


After a few remarks by Messrs. JOHNSON 


: of Tennessee, GRANGER, and MANN of New | 


York, the amendments were concurred iu—ayes , 
75, noes 61. 

Mr. SHIELDS renewed the amendment here- | 
tofore offered by him in relation to the transmis- | 
sion of incendiary papers, &c., through the mails, : 
and moved that the committee rise and ask leave | 
to sit again; which was agreed to—ayes 78, noes | 
The committee accordingly rose, and reported 
progress. - 


handred | 


ial 
And for every letter or packet composed of two pieces, || 


following annual salaries 
shall bë allowed to the auditor of the Post Office, superin- . 


ks, cach ¢1,400; i 
i 


| unanimous in the opinion, that 1t was uncons 


Mr. MANN, of New York, moved to discharge 
the Committee of the Whole from the further 
consideration of the bill for the purpose of bring- 
ing it into the House, and having it printed. 

r. STORER moved an adjournment; which 
was negatived—ayes 63, noes 81. 

The SPEAKER decided the motion of Mr. 
Mann out of order. 

Mr. MANN then moved to suspend the rules 
for the purpose of submitting a motion to procecd 
on to-morrow, from eleven o’clock, with the two 
bills in relation to the Post Office Department; 
which was agreed to, and the motion Was made 
and carried. 

Mr. MANN, by consent, moved that the bill 
and amendments in relation to the organization 
of the Post Office Department be printed; which 
was agreed to. 

The House then, at seven o’clock p. m., ad- 
journed. 


IN SENATE. 
Fripay, May 20, 1836. 


Mr. LINN presented the petition of John 
Moore, and others, praying, for reasons therein 
set forth, to be released from the payment of a 
judgment recovered against them by the United 
States; which was referred to the Committee on 
Claims. 

Mr. CALHOUN, from the committee of con- 
ference appointed on the part of the Senate to 
confer with a committee of the House on the dis- 
agreeing votes of the two Flouses as to the Sen- 

_ate’s amendment to the bill authorizing the Pres- 
„ident to accept the services of ten thousand vol- 
unteers for the defense of the western frontiers, 
reported that the committecs of the two Houses 
had had a meeting, bit that they had not been 
able to effect the objects for which they were ap- 
ointed, having sat the whole day without com- 
ing to any agreement whatever. 

Mr. KING, of Alabama, (from the samc com- 
mittee,) observed that it was true that they had 
come to no agreement on the point at issue be- 
tween the two Houses, inasmuch as some gen- 
tlemen seemed to think that they had the whole 
bill under consideration, and that they had the 
power to modify it at pleasure. He hoped that 
when the Senate again appointed a committee of 
conference, they would appoint gentlemen who 

, would be willing to confine their deliberations to 
ii the subject of disagreement, and not think them- 
i selves authorized to take the range of the whole 

; bill, 

i Mr. CALHOUN replied that the committee 
i! did confine themselves to the subject of disagrec- 
l ment until, finding that there was no possibility 
_of coming to an agreement on that point, they 
entered into a more enlarged discussion, for the 
purpose of ascertaining whether the bill could 
not be so framed as to meet the concurrence of 
both Houses. His understanding was, that when 
` a committee of conference came to a proposition 
` that could not be agreed on, the whole subject 
was open to them. ; 

Mr. KING recollected exactly the state of the 

i! case. The proposition last made was, that they 

i| should extend the term of service of the militia 

i! force of the United States for a year, instead of 

"its being a volunteer militia force. This was the 
last subject of conference; and after talking until 
half past five o’clock, the commftce found that 
they could come to no agreement whatever. 

Mr. CALHOUN said it was true that that 

. proposition was made, but another one was also 
` made, and that was, that the President should re- 

ceive these volunteers from the States by battal- 
and brigades, officcred by the 
House was 
ti- 
tutional for the President to officer this force, 
unless it was made a part of the regular army, 
and that then he must appoint the officers in the 
same way that other officers of the regular Army 
are appointed. He must say that this bill had 
been passed under the pressure of very extraor- 
dinary circumstances, and that, consequently „that 
consideration was not given to itin particular that 
| its importance deserved. It had been calléd up 
by the Senator from Alabama, under the appre- 
| hension of a Creek war, and ita immediate passage 


i 
| 


_ions, regiments, anc 
` States. The committee of the other 
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was urgently insiste 
there were preceden 
amination he found that there was n 
recedent referre ; 
1812, which was passed the very day preceding 
the adjournment of Congress. By it, authority 
was given to the President to commission these 
volunteers; but on what condition? Why, on the 
condition of enrollment. The bill provided, that 
after these companies should be organized, and 
their services accepted, they should enroll them- 
selves as part of the Army, and then, and not till 
then, the President was to commission them. 
Now, he would ask gentlemen to consider the 
difference between this bill which had been cited 
asa precedent, and the one before them. By the 
present bill, they were te havea dormant military 
force in the country, mixed up with the militia; 


ts to sanction it; but on ex- 


and this dormant force was to be officered by the 
President, to mingle with our citizens, entirely | 


contrary to the provisions of the Constitution. 
They ought to be cautious how they established 
precedents. They all remembered the circum- 
stances under which this volunteer bill of 1812 
was passed. Unfortunately, some of the New 
England States held up their militia, and Con- 
gress wanted to get that military force without 
going to the Executives of those States for them. 
They authorized the President to accept the ser- 
vices of this militia in companies; and what was 
the next step? It was first to enroll, and then 
commission them. And what was the next step 
now? We get (said Mr. C.) a military force 
mixed up with the citizens of the United States, 
not organized as 
officered by the President, thus having, at the 
same time, two militia forces, one officered by 
the States and the other’by the President. Again, 
the power of appointment of the subordinate offi- 
cers was virtually taken from the President and 
given to the men. He wished to know the ne- 
cessity for this departure from the Constitution. 
The gentleman from Alabama said, that the mode 
of appointment provided by the bill would ren- 
der the force more effective. Why should it be 
so? Why would a force officered by The Presi- 
dent be more effective than one officered by the 
States? He did not think that the description 
of force contemplated by the bill could be 
raised. The difficulty would be in getting the 
men to enroll themselves; for officers who were 
in the late war said that the same thing had been 
ineffectually tried then. There were but two 
ways of gctting men for a military force; the one 
was by volunteers raised on the spur of the occa- 
sion; ard the other was by enlisting men for the 
regular Army from the dregs of society. Now, 
the men could not be raised under the provisions 
of this bill, and the result would be that there 
would be a multitude of officers appointed by the 
President, and no men to be commanded by 
them. 

The CHAIR here stated that the debate was 
irregular, the message of the Elouse on the sub- 
ject of its disagreement not being before the Sen- 
ate. 

Mr. KING, of Alabama, to give the Senator 
from South Carolina an opportunity of continu- 
ing his speech, moved to take up the message of 
the House with the amendment; which was dis- 
agreed to. 

The message of the House was then received, 
stating that that body insisted on its disagree- 
ment to the amendment of the Senate. 

Mr. CALHOUN moved that the Senate also 
insist on its amendment, and that it ask for 
another committee of conference. 

Mr. KING said, although the committee were 
very unfortunate in their conference upon the dis- 
agreement between the two Houses, yet he still 
hoped they might come to some conclusion in a 
matter of such vital importance as this. He could 
not assent to the declaration of the Senator from 
South Carolina, [Mr. Carnowun,] that this bill 
was forced on the Senate by surprise. 
sent from the other House, and was some time 
under discussion before the Senate. It was time 

it was acted on with dispatch, as it ought to be, 
for the bleeding citizens of our frontier demanded 
it, and it passed without opposition even from 
the Senator from South Carolina [Mr. Catnoun] 
himself. He hoped one more effort might be 


don. Ther were told that |! 
! 


ot one. The i 
d to was the volunteer bill of . 


part of the standing army, but , 


It was ` 


sufficient to meet the emergency. 


should there be, anything wanting on his part to | 
give a safe, prompt, and efficient force for the pro- ' 
tection of the frontiers. If the gentleman from 
Alabama believed, that for the sake of having an 
efficient force these volunteers should be ofiicered 
by the President, he had wholly overlooked the 

‘ Constitution. He entertained the deliberate opin- 

‘ion, that this bill was wholly unconstitutional, : 

,; and was not supported by a single precedent. In 


“reply to the Senator from Alabama, he asked 


lifit was not under the pressure of extraordinary 
circumstances that this bill was called up and 


~ hurried through? 


Mr. BUCHANAN said that he had been a 
; member of the committee of conference; and if a 
second committee should now be appointed, he 
i hoped he would be excused from serving upon it. . 
> He did not believe that the appointment of the 
l| same committee by the Senate and the House 
: could result in any practical good. They had 


| been busily engaged in the conference chamber | 
;, until a late hour yesterday, and when they had ;j 


separated they were further, if possible, from | 
agreeing, than when they had first met. 
For his own part he.could not feel the force of 
: the constitutional objections which had been made | 
| by the Senator from South Carolina, [Mr. CaL- 
Houn.] It was true that the amendment which | 
had been proposed by the Senate to the bill of | 
the House was somewhat vague and ambiguous | 


made, so that we might have a force in the field | upon this oint at the organization of our Gov- 
j; ernment, this power had been exercised, over and 
Mr. CALHOUN said there had not been, nor |. over again, ever since the adoption of the Con- 


stitution, under all Administrations. The prece- 
dents were numerous. One act had been read, 
which passed during the late war, conferring upon 
the Pregident, in express terms, the power of ap- 


` pointing all the officers of the military force to be 


raised under its provisions, but requiring him to 


‘ submit these appointments to the Senate for their 


approbation at the next session. The very same 
thing was proposed to be done by this act, in re- 
gard to all the officers above the rank of captain. 

He was afraid to trust his memory in attempt- 
ing to state the proceedings of the committee of 
conference. So much had been said, that he 
could not, if he would, undertake to report it all. 


- We did not confine ourselves to the point of dis- 
agreement between the two Houses; but almost 


every question relating to the military defense of 


. the country had been ably and eloquently dis- 


cussed. He had derived much information on 


this subject from the members of that committee. 


There was one fact which he would mention, 
and which demanded the serious consideration 
of the country at the present crisis. A gallant 
and distinguished officer, who was a member of 
thecommittee, (General Ripley,) had stated, that, 
according to his recollection, the history of our In- 


| dian wars did not present a single case in which 


a volunteer force had becn beaten by the Indians. 
Our disasters in this kind of warfare had always 
suffered by the regular troops. Our recent expe- 


initsterms. He had thought, at one time, during |, rience was certainly in accordance with this state- 
‘ment. This important fact, however, established 


the conference, that we should have agreed upon 


; would have made the bill much more explicit, 
‘and would have removed all the constitutional 
| objections of the gentleman. When it came to 


i! the final vote, he found that he had been mistaken. 


à | ` rar : 
- an amendment to the Senate’s amendment, which || the necessity of raising volunteer corps, in some 


' form or other, composed of our brave and hardy 


| youth, accustomed to the modes of Indian war- 


i fare, and who were able and willing to fight the 


li Indians, man to man, according to their own cus- 


The amendment proposed in the committce of |; tom. Such men would best protect our citizens 
conference provided that none of the officers || from the ravages of the Indians, and would soon 


i 


|| volunteers were actually mustered into the service 
|! of the United States. Until that moment, the 
|| companies which might be formed would thus be 

i: considered as mere voluntary associations, under 

‘| no pledge whatever, except that of honor, to enter 

‘| the service of their country. When once, how- 

; ever, this pledge was redeemed—when they were 
mustered into the service—they became a portion 
of the army of the United States for the period of 

‘| six or twelve months; and then there could not : 
i| possibly be a constitutional objection to the ap- ; 
pointment of their officers by the President. Con- | 
gress possessed the power to raise armies in any ; 
manner they thought proper. Whether they : 


whether the patriotic young men of the country 
chose to associate together as volunteers, and 
| come in masses, we had an equal right to receive 
: them. The one mode of obtaining soldiers was 
'| just as constitutional as the other. 

i` The amendment which had been proposed, 
‘| whilst it practically insured to the companies the 
` Selection of their own company officers, did not 
‘| interfere with the constitutional powers of the 
'! President. The volunteérs themselves were to 


| proved of such designation, these officers would | 
if þe appointed. This would be the best and 

` strongest recommendation which could be pre- 
i sented to him; and, no doubt, he would always : 


H ` . A 
|| obey the wishes of the companies, unless in cases 


`. to render it improper. 
i; Until these volunteers s 
j! 
i the States, and liable to perform militia duty in | 
the States. Their character would not be changed. 
‘They would not constitute a dormant standing 
i: army in the States, with officers appointed by the 
‚| President, as has been urged, but would be mere 
; associations, bound together by no law but that 
of honor. Such men would Agave be ready to 
| obey the call of their country in case of neces- 
ii sity. 


hould actually enter the ; 


| 
i 
1 


|, Houn] did argue that it would be a violation of 


officers without the previous advice and consent | 
i of the Senate. Whatever doubt might have rested : 


i 


i 
ii where powerful and satisfactory reasons existed |; 
| 


service, they would continue to be militia-men of |. 


| The Senator from South Carolina [Mr. Car- |i who was a distinguished officcr of the late war, 


} ar 1 a .i told them that it would be impossible to raise the 
: the Constitution for the President to appoint these 1 


. should be appointed by the President, until the |; put an end to the Creek war, 


obtained soldiers by individual enlistments, or : 


1 i army of the United States: it can only 
i designate such officers; and if the President ap- ;; 


He had said more than he intended, as his chief 
` objectin rising had been to request that he might 
not be appointed a member of ie new committee 
of conference. 
Mr. CALHOUN would have been glad if the 
: Senator from Pennsylvania had stated the whole 
of his objections to this bill. He did object to 
| the President’s appointment of the officers in the 
recess; because he believed there was no neces- 
sity for giving him such powers. The volunteer 
bill of 1812, referred to asa precedent, was passed 
on the last day of the session, and there was 
therefore no time to have the appointments sub- 
mitted to the revision of the Senate. But here 
there wasno such exigency; if this force was to 
be at all valuable in the Creek war, they would 
certainly sit there long enough to provide for its 
constitutional organization. The Senator from 
“Pennsylvania had omitted another of his objec- 
‘tions. This bill conferred on the companies the 
power of appointing the officers, from the rank 
: of captain down, and there was not the slightest 
authority for this in the Constitution. Remem- 
ber, (said Mr. C.,) that this bill provides for an 
be de- 
fended on that ground; and the bill conferred on 
the companies the power of appointing their own 
officers, while the Constitution provided that they 
should be appointed by the President, by and 
with the advice and consent of the Senate. The 
proposition was to treat all the officers, from cap- 
tain down, as inferior officers, and this, too, In 


| the regular Army; and to have them appointed 


by the President without the previous consent of 
the Senate. They well knew how an ambitious 


; man would proceed, when he wanted to seduce 


the Army to aid his views. He would not go 
first to the general officers; it would be the sub- 
ordinates that he would first practice on; Crom- 
well-like, he would take the corporals to his bed. 
The proposition was, in creating this regular 
Army, to confer on the President the power of 
appointing the officers of every grade. 

A member of the committee of the other House, 


force contemplated by the bill, as it now stood; 
that the sapanon of the late war had fully 
shown that but an inconsiderable force could be 


1836. 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


raised in this way. This gentleman was most | 
decidedly in favor of a volunteer force in the con- ; 


autugonal way. He said further, that if offi- 
cered by the States, a trained force of twenty 
thousand men could be got in a very short time, 
wiuhout tue least difficulty. Mr.C. believed that 
if the bull passed in its present form, there would 
be a multitude of officers, without men to be com- 
manded: and that if it passed in the form recom- 
mended by the Senator from Pennsylvania, there 
would be neither men nor officers; and this Creek 
war would have to be ended without this volun- 
teer force. He hoped that it would soon pass 
off; indeed, he had just been informed that it was 
not likely to prove as serious as had at first been 
apprehended. He believed that a volunteer mil- 
itia force would be as efficient as the force pro- 
posed by the Senator from Alabama. Why 
should not a volunteer militia force, the officers 
having commissions in their pockets signed by 
Governor Clay, of Alabama, Governor Lynch, of 
Mississippi, or Governor Cannon, of Tennessee, 
be as efficient as if their commissions were signed 
by Andrew Jackson? : 

With respect to himself he was not ambitious 
of serving on this committee of conference, 
neither had he any objections to doing so. He 
heid himself at the disposal of the Senate, and 
was content to serve or not to serve, as it pleased. 

Mr. PRESTON desired to state the history of 
the bill, which was a proposition to raise ten 
thousand volunteers; and the fourth section pro- 
vided the manner in which they should as 
themselves into battalions, regiments, brigades, 
and divisions, out of which had arisen the dif- 
culty in relation to the officering of them. 

lt was yielded that they were not the militia, 
and, as his colleague had correctly stated, they 
turned out to be sumewhere between the militia 
and regulars. In forming a battalion or regiment, 
if one company belonged to one State, and the 
other companics necessary to form it belonged to 
another State, how were the commanding officers 
of such battalion or regiment to be chosen? If 
ehosen by the States, which State should have 
the appointment of them? . 

‘Here was a difficulty that presented itself in 
regard to appointments by States, to obviate 
which it was necessary that something should be 
done; and in the discussion in the Senate, they 
decided that the volunteers should not be officered 
by the States, and ‘the bill was accordingly re- 
committed to the committee with instructions; 
and in obedience to the instructions given by the 
Senate, the committee reported the bill. The 
constitutional question which had been raised in 
regard to the power of appointment by the Pres- 
ident vanished the moment it was decided that 
the voluntecrs were not militia. He cited the act 
of July, 1812, as a precedent for this bill. But 
his colleague had drawn a distinction between 
that act and this bill, and spoke of a force lying 
inert and scattered over the country, and not un- 
der the control of the States, but subject to the 
call of the President. With all proper deference 


to the opinion of his colleague, he thought he had | 


not construed this act correctly. By the act of 


6th February, 1812, the President was author- | 


ized to receive fifty thousand volunteers, in com- 
panies, battalions, regiments, and divisions, who 
were liable to be called into service by the terms 


of that act, within two years from the time the . 
President accepted their service. And where, he : 
asked, were these battalions and divisions during ` 


this time? They were lying inert, and scattered 
over the country, organized and officered for the 
service of the country whenever the President 
called them into service, and in the mean time 
were not subject to militia eri 

in tbe other case; they could be inert for two 
years, from a corporal up. The enrollment was 
not to take place after they were brought into 
actual service, but when organizod to tender their 
services. 

Although the President might issue commis- 
sions, he did not do it until they were enrolled 
for actual service, and subject to the articles of 
war. He was authorized to form them into bat- 
talions, regiments, brigades, and divisions. Mr. 
P. cited the language of the act, to show thatthey 
belonged to and were entitled to the privileges of 
the mass of the people until called into actual 


And so it was | 


i : Í TR 
i service. A portion of that organization must neces- 


' Taking it for granted that this species of force 
was desirable, the committee were not willing, on 
the grounds of expediency, to endow it with all 
the constitutional powers of the militia. From 
1807 to 1814, this species of force was frequently 
appealed to in our difficulties with Great Britain. 
The act of the 3d July, 1812, passed about a week 
before the other act referred to; the oid Republi- 
can party, who voted for the war, voting for it, 
and the Federal party, who voted against all the 
war measures, of course voting against it. Inthe 
ordinary course of militia organization, the com- 
panies, battalions, regiments, brigades, and di- 
visions, were all officered complete under the laws 
of the States, and in his State (South Carolina) 
they had recently taken some pains in their or- 
ganization. But who was to command this 
force? Could the Governor call out one of these 
brigadiers to take command of a force raised partly 
out of his brigade and partly out of other brigades? 
He could not do it; and without calling on the 
State Legislatures their system could not be al- 
tered. For one, he would make no invidious dis- 
tinction between a commission signed by George 
McDuffie and one signed by Andrew Jackson. 
But if eighty or one hundred men went beyond 
the boundary of the States, he would prefer their 
officer being appointed by the President. 

Mr. BUCHANAN could not now but hope, 


after having heard the observations of the Senator | 


from South Carolina, [Mr.Catnoun,] that a com- 
mittee of conference might yet agree upon some 
compromise which would be acceptable to both 
Houses. He now believed, from what he had 
just heard from several members of the other 
House, that another committee ought to be ap- 
pointed. 

The Senator from South Carolina had not, he 
believed, denied any of the positions which he 
had stated. They did not materially differ as to 
their constitutional views on this subject. His 
(Mr. B.’s) positions were these: that any number 
of individuais within the States might associate 

| together, either in companies, battalions, or divis- 
‘; ions, for the purpose of entering the Army of 
ii the United States for six or for twelve months, 
|, upon any contingency which might rendcr their 
| Bervices necessary; that these associations would 
| be voluntary and not compulsory, and would be 
| held together by no tie but that sense of honor 
‘which binds a man to enter the service of his 
country, after he has declared, in the presence of 
the world, that such was his determination; and 
that these volunteers, after having arrived at the 
. place of rendezvous, and after having been mus- 
|: tered into service, but not before, became a part 
| of the regular Army of the United States; and the 
|: President could then, by and with the advice and 
; consent of the Senate, appoint their officers. At 
|; one period of the conference he had believed that 
| the committee would arrive at these conclusions. 

One of the objections of the Senator from South 
Carolina was, that the appointment of the cap- 
tains of companies and other inferior officers 

' ought, like that of the superior officers, to be sub- 
mitted to the Senate. r. B. had been perfectly 
' willing, and was still willing, to adopt this modi- 
n fication. 
he understand the gentleman now to insist upon 
it, that these offices could not be filled without 
the previous advice of the Senate. Such a pro- 
© vision would render the law perfectly nugatory. 
n We might not, and probably would not, be in 
, Session when these appointments must be made. 
ii The same necessity which the gentleman alleges 


‘ing the President to make appointments during 
' the recess of the Senate, will exist in regard to 


|, to the power of the President, if the question 
ji were now for the first time submitted to us, Con- 
i gress have so often authorized him to make 
| appointments during the recess, to be submitted 
|; to the Senate at its next session, that this con- 
4 rier pac ier, question must be considered as set- 
i| tle 

| As to the act of 1812, which had just been cited 
by the other Senator from South Carolina, [Mr. 
Presron,] he thought it went too far. He would 


sarily, he said, be by the appointment of officers. | 


He could not, however, agree, nor did | 


to have existed during the late war, for authoriz- ` 


' the appointments to be made under this act. |: 
|. Besides, whatever might be our opinion in regard | 


479 


not sey that it was unconstitutional, because he 
| had not examined the subject sufficiently to ex- 
| press a positive opinion. This he would say, 
wever, that it did authorize the existence of a 
dormant military force within the several States, 
commanded by officers appointed by the Presi- 
dent of the United States, and liable to be called 
into service at any moment he might think 
proper. The individuals composing this force 
were exempted from militia duty within the 
States. Upon the principles contained in this act, 
the militia of the several States might be sub- 
verted, and a national militia, under the command 
of national officers, might be substituted in its 
stead. This would certainly be at war with the 
spirit of the Constitution, which reserves to the 
States respectively the appointment of the officers 
of the militia, and the authority of training them 
according to the discipline prescribed by Con- 
gress. The militia emphatically belongs to the 
States, and not to the Generel Government; and 
it might be very dangerous for the States to sur- 
render their control over this force, into the hands 
of Congress. ; 
Under the act cited by the gentleman, a portion 
of the militia was taken from the control of the 
States, and relieved from the performance of 
militia duty, whilst they remained in the heart 
of the country, mixed up with the other citizens. 
This did seem to him to interfere with the power 
of the States over their militia, contrary to the 
provisions of the Constitution. But these objec- 
tions did not apply to the bill before them, nor 
to the amendment he had suggested. They had 
drawn a broad line of separation between the 
force to be raised and the militia of the States 
What they proposed was, that these volunteers 
should associate themselves together for the pur- 
pose of offering their services to their country; 
and that, when they arrived at their places of 
rendezvous, they should enroll themselves, and 
be mustered into service as a part of the regular 
army; but, until then, that they should remain 
as they were—citizens of the several States, 
liable to the performance of the militia duty of 
the States. With these views, he was confident 
that a new committee of conference might come 
to such an agreement as would be acceptable to 
both Houses; and he therefore hoped that one 
would be appointed. He was almost ashamed 
to say that he had never acquainted himself suf- 
. ficiently with the rules which governed the pro- 
ceedings of a committee of conference. His 
common sense, however, had taught him that it 
was the duty of such a committee to confine 
; itself to the point of disagreement between the 
i| two Houses; but he had been informed by gen- 
‘| tlemen of greatexpericnce that the whole subject 
i of the bill was open to them. Acting upon this 
| principle, they had got into a general discussion 
as to the relative value of volunteer and regular, 
„as well as the common militia forces. e be- 
lieved now that a committee of conference might 
`: do some good; and that, by steering clear of the 
constitutional scruples of gentlemen, they might 
agree on some amendments that would render 
i the bill acceptable to both Houses; and thus 
enable them speedily to adopt a measure so ur- 
_ gently demanded for the protection of the suffer- 
ing inhabitants of the frontiers. 

Mr. B. said, as he should not be a member of 
the new committee of conference,,he would read 
the amendment which had been so much dis- 
cussed in the old committee: 

' Beit enacted, That the said volunteers shall form them- 
selves into companies, and designate their company offi 
| cers, who, if he approve of such designations, shall be com- 
miasioned by the President, after they shali have been 
mustered into service; and that the President be, and 
: hereby is, authorized to organize the volunteers so mus- 
:! tered into the service as aforesaid, into battalions, squad. 
| rons, regiments, brigades, and divisions, as soon as the 
: number of volunteers shall render such organization, in his 
': judgment, expedient, and shali then appoint the necessary 
‘| officers, which appointment shal] be submitted to the Sen- 
j ate at its next session. 
© Mr. LEIGH said the bill, as it came from the 
i other House, provided that the President be 
‘| authorized to accept the service of ten thousand 
volunteers; and the committee, finding ne pro- 
vision for appointing field or staff-officers, pro- 
‘| vided that de President should appoint them. 
i| In most of the States there wete corps of men 
called volunteers; and what struck him was, that 


| 
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it was these volunteer companies that were ac- 
cepted, and that the first provision required that 
the companies should be officered by the States. 
But the greatest difficulty that struck him was, 
that when companies were some from one State, 
and some from another, in forming the battalions, 
who was to appoint the officers for such battalions? 
And so in the case of regiments, brigades, and 
divisions. He contended that the only mark 
of distinction between volunteers and regulars 
was, that one received the bounty and the other 
did not. As to the character of the force, the 
length of the term of service was of no conse- 
quence. It was a voluntary enlistment in both 
cases—the one with, and the other without, the 
bounty; and they ought to be commissioned in 
the same way as the commissions were issued 


for the regular army. But the greatest difficulty : 
in his mind, was in taking a body of men out of : 


the militia, and keeping them subject to the con- 
trol of the President. 

Mr. WEBSTER said the first proposition to be 
considered was, that the militia belonged to the 
States, who had the exclusive right to organize 
and train them; there was no other militia known 
to the Constitution. The militia, therefore, was 
the militia of the States, there being no such 
thing asa national militia known to the Consti- 
tution. If they were to say that there should be 
men enrolled and officered by the Government, 
liable to be called into service at its pleasure, that 
would be a national militia, which he supposed 
no gentleman contemplated. By the Constitution, 
they might raise an army, and ona sudden emer- 
gency call on the States to furnish military aid 
by their militia. In the first ten years of the 
Government, a law was passed under their dit- 
culties with France, authorizing the President, 
should circumstances render it necessary, to raise 
a provisional force; and the act went on to pro- 
vide that when raised and organized, this force 
should be subject to the rules and articles of war. 
There might then be a provisional army as well 


as a regular army. Hehad noidcathatany man |; 
could be in the military service of the United ;; 


States, but in one or the other of the two charac- 
ters--a member of the regular army or a militia- 
man, called into service in the constitutional way. 
He would be the last man to agree that there 


should be an organized unemployed force scat- | 


tered throughout the country, liable to be called 


into service at the pleasure of the Executive; i 


but for a short service it seemed to him that they 
might accomplish the object by providing that 
the men should have the privilege of electing 
their own officers, such elections to be approved 
of and confirmed by the President. It was with 
these views, and to render it more in conformity 
to the general ideas of a volunteer force, that he 


had made this suggestion when the bill was before | 


them a few daysago. He had simply made the 
proposition, leaving it to wiser heads than his 
own to determine the manner in which it should 
be carried into effect. 

Mr. CALHOUN stated his impressions in ref- 
erence to that amendment; and, as he understood 
it, the members of that committee who voted for 
the amendment, voted for it as preferable to the 
bill of the Senate. The question was put dis- 
tinctly, whether they would prefer their own bill 
of the Senate, or the bill as amended by the Sen- 
ator from Pennsylvania, and they decided in favor 
of their own bill. The cases cited as precedents 
for this bill were nat analogous; and by the act 
of July, 1812, the distinction was still broader, 
which was ‘‘upon the express condition of en- 
rolling,” which, by changing the phraseology 
of a single word, would read, ‘‘on the express 
condition of enlisting.” The question was dis- 
cussed in committce, as to what was the condition 


of these men before being called into service after : 


their service was tendered. They were citizens, 


and he would ask, could they be tried by a court- ; 


martial? The question was simply, whether the 
President could enroll a number of men as an 
army, and leave them in the midst of citizens? 
He could not bring his mind to the conclusion to 
consent that the officers should be appointed with- 
out the consent of the Senate. The act of the 3d 
of July was passed under peculiar emergencies, 
at the very close of the session, and he could not 
consent to recognize it as a general precedent. 


|i After some further remarks from Messrs. 
|; PRESTON, CALHOUN, SOUTHARD, and 
L! WEBSTER, 

The question was taken; and the Senate determ- 
ined to insist on. its amendment, and to ask for 
another conference; and, on balloting for a com- 
mittee on the part of the Senate, Messrs. CAL- 


HOUN, Kine of Alabama, and NicHouas, were . 


chosen. 

The bill making appropriations for the support 
of the Indian department for the year 1836, was 
read the third time, and passed. 


The bill from the House making appropriations 


for the suppression of hostilities by the Creek 
Indians, was read twice, and referred. 

On motion of Mr. WHITE, the Senate pro- 
ceeded to the consideration of executive business; 
after which, it adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Frinay, May 20, 1836. 


Mr. LEWIS, from the joint committee of con- 
ference on the disagreeing vote of the two Houses 
upon an amendment of the Senate to the bill 
authorizing the President of the United States to 
accept the service of volunteers, reported that the 
committee had come to no agreement, and that 
he was instructed to move that the House insist 
on their disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate. 


Senate, instead of being appointed by the volun- 
teers, under the regulations of the State govern- 
ments, as proposed by the House.) 


In making this report, Mr. L. adverted to the | 


necessity of acting speedily on the bill; and 
although he had been instructed to move that 
the House insist on their disagreement, and was 
decidedly hostile to the amendment of the Senate, 
still, rather than have no bill, he preferred to 


take the proposition of the Senate; and he hoped ; 


some gentleman would move that the House 


of a general Indian war, and the neccssity of 
speedily providing for such an emergency. He 
was credibly informed that at least six thousand 
Creek warriors were in arms. 

Mr. BELL begged leave to state, from the 
i: information which he had obtained, that instead 
i of there being six thousand Indians in arms, 
there had not been more than six hundred; and 
` that in all probability the whole insurrection had 
‘| been suppressed before this time. 


| panic, because it could not be possible that there 


i were six thousand warriors in the field in the | 


| 

i| Creek nation. 

|| Mr. LEWIS had received his information from 
| the gentleman from Florida, [Mr. Wuits,] who 
‘| had just arrived from the South. 

(| Mr. BELL said, even if the bill did pass, it 
\ could not be carried into effect in time to be of 
‚any service in the insurrection in Alabama and 
: Georgia. The insurrection must be put down by 
volunteers and militia, before the troops provided 
i to be raised in this bill could be brought into 
i service. 


Mr. LEWIS had no disposition to delay the 
| passage of the b 


‘| number of warriors at six thousand. He believed 
ii that to be the number of warriors; and certainly 
|| to the whites. 

| Mr. GLASCOCK moved that this House re- 
cede from their disagreement to the Senate’s 
| amendment; and in making this motion, he would 
remark, he did not consider it important at this 
time to dispute or discuss the point as to the actual 
number of Indians now under arms, and assuming 
a warlike attitude. It was enough for him to 
know that many of his fellow-citizens had fallen 
|, victims to the tomahawk and scalping-knife, and 
i! that large numbers were fleeing from the State of 
|| Alabama, under the greatest excitement, panic, 
|; and confusion, into the limits of his own State, 


i 
| 
| 


‘| for security and protection, to induce him to urge | 


; and invoke the immediate action of the House on 
|| the bill, in order that some final disposition might 
i be made of it. And he did believe the passage 


GLOBE. . 


[Tie amendment provides that the offi- , 
cers shall be appointed by the President and _ 


recede from their disagreement, and thus let the | 
billbecomea law. Headverted to the probability ` 


IIe warned , 
| the House not to be driven into measures by this 


ill; on the contrary, he hoped it, 
', would be immediately passed. He had stated the _ 


| there were but very few of those Indians friendly | 
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| of the present bill would produce the most bene- 
ficial results to our whole frontiers, and would 
have a tendency to give permanent peace and 
security to our injured and suffering citizens. He 
would, however, observe, that he looked with con- 
fidence to the militia of Georgia and Alabama to 
do their duty; and he had no fears, if an oppor- 
tunity were afforded them, that they would 
promptly repair to the theater of action, and at 
once subdue the merciless savages, and avenge 
: the deaths of their murdered neighbors and friends. 

But Mr. G. said he had great apprehension still 
as to Florida, and was indeed fearful that there 
would be a coöperation with the Seminoles and 
the lower Creeks; in which event, no one could 
foretell or foresee what would be the ultimate con- 
sequences, or when the war, now raging, would 
be brought to a close. He thought, therefore, 
: if the bill could pass at once, thousands of vol- 
' unteers from different sections of the country 
: would be found entering the ranks, enrollin 

themselves for service, and flying to any standard 

where those services might be required; and he 
| did believe and hope that many of them would 
<` have the pride and gratification of aiding in 
| bringing to a close the unfortunate and ill-fated 
¿war of Florida, and would ultimately render 
lasting services in our northwestern and other 
‘| frontiers. Mr. G. then concluded his remarks 
. by making a strong appeal to the House to act 
at once on the bill, and dispose of it insome way 
or other, without further delay. 

Mr. WHITE, of Florida, confessed that he 
had listened to the suggestions of the gentleman 
from Tennessee [Mr. Bett] with some surprise. 
He did not know on what information the gen- 
tleman had founded his opinions; but gentlemen 
had certainly seen the statement of the com- 

: mander of Fort Mitchell, that six thousand war- 
riors could at any time be brought into the field. 
i Mr. W. had seen, on Thursday last, a gentleman 
who was incapable of being deceived, and he 
' had informed Mr. W. that there was a general 
movement among the Creek Indians. Besides 
this, the Seminoles were advancing towards the 
Creeks, and it was to be feared that in a short 
time there would ve a general Indian war, from 
the Creek line to the Gulf of Mexico. He called 
upon Congress to act, and act specdily. He 
said the numbers of the Indians were greater than 
gentlemen generally imagined—General Gaines 
had estimated the Seminoles at fifteen hundred, 
-and General Scott at twelve hundred; and, from 
every appearance, it was to be feared that a 
_ general war would break out. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of South Carolina, agreed 
fully with gentlemen as to the danger of an erup- ` 
tion, not only of the Creeks, but of other Indian 
‘i tribes. It will be remembered that months past 
' he had expressed his fears on this subject, which 

were then regarded as visionary. He was very 
| sorry that his predictions were in the course of 
‘| such terrible fulfillment. He had as much sym- 
i| pathy, and as many personal reasons for that 
: sympathy, as any man on this floor; as many of 
' his kindred and his blood, and as dear to him, 
, were on that frontier, as of any other member. 
| But it was precisely on that account that he was 
| opposed to a measure not only of permanent and 
| great danger, but of present impracticability. 
: He would not, under a momentary panic, vote 
for a measure likely to cause so much evil, and 
‘certain to have no practical beneficial results. 
i He had no hesitation in saying that men will not 
volunteer under officers to be appointed by the 
President. The gentleman from Georgia [Mr. 
i: Guascock] said that these volunteers, as they are 
|| called, will be furnished by Kentucky and Ten- 
nessee. He is mistaken. There is no place to 
|| which he would sooner go for volunteers, properly 
so called, than to those States; but they are the 
last to which he would go to enlist soldiers in a 
|| regular army. » This would be, in every attribute, 
a regular army, and you will get none to join it 
but such as would enlist. Men are not to be 
cheated into enlisting in a regular army by calling 
them volunteers. ; 

He spoke of the people he was acquainted with, 
and said with confidence, that whilst they would 
promptly volunteer in this or any other emer- 
gency, under their own officers, men in whose 
courage, skill protection, and kindness, they 
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could contide, they were just the men who would 
not volunteer under officers unknown to them. 
This has always been the feeling—a feeling infi- 
nicely increased by the Florida campaign, a cam- 
paign in which defeat and disaster, without any 
tault or failure on their part, had been compen- 
sated for by harshness, unkindness, and ungen- 
erous sneers by their commander—sneers upon 
men who complained not of toil, starvation, or 
discipline, but only that they were not allowed 
to fight when an opportunity offered—men, sir, 
some of whom, as God is my Judge, I believe 
would have terminated the war if they had been 
in command. 

But, (said Mr. T.,) if these troops can be raised, 
how is it to be done? By establishing fifty re- 
¢ruiting stations, bringing the men together from 
distant quarters, electing their company officers, 
and sending the result here ?—the officers, com- 


pany, field, and general, appointed by the Presi- 
dent rrom all quarters? Such a force cannot pos- ' 


sibly be brought into the field in less than six 


months; and when they are, they will come to a ' 


desolated country, an exterminated people. Do 
any doubt this? And yet with all this inevit- 
able delay, we are to be hurried, without discus- 
#:on, iuto the adoption of this most important, 
most dangerous, and inefficient measure. Mr. 
T. protested again and again against the topics, 
the exciting topics, which had been involved in 
this discussion. If these topies are proper, they 
are of course not in favor of this impracticable 
measure, but of some other that will be effectual. 
Is the country defenseless, unless we pass this 
amendment? Is it true that our Government is 
and has so long been so o ized, that it cannot 
resist an Indian insurrection? He trusted not. 
Let the militia be called out, not only in sufficient 
numbers to suppress this insurrection, but to sup- 
prev: and forever, as well by its magnitude, as 

y the punishment it will inflict on all insurrec- 
tionary spirits among the Indians. There is 

wer already to call out militia for three months. 

et it be done, and instantly done; and in the 
mean time let us deliberate with cool heads and 
steady nerves upon such other measures as may 
be necessary. Mr. T. would add that, if these 
men can be raised, which he did not believe, they 
would be exactly such men as he did not desire 
to organize, and under officers appointed by the 
Executive. 

Mr. HARDIN said gentlemen only differed as 
to the mode of putting down this war, as all were 
in favor of putting itdown. He thought, how- 
ever, the numbers of these Indians had been 
greatly exaggerated. He had no idea that there 
were six thousand Creek warriors in the field. 
He had no doubt but that gentlemen were sin- 
cere in stating what they had heard; but these 
reports were generally exaggerated. Besides 
this, he would inform gentlemen that a regular 
force was not the kind of force to gut down those 
Indians. He had said, when the war first broke 
out in Florida, that mounted men from Kentucky 
or Tennessee were the kind of troops needed 
there: and he verily believed, if the Government 
had made a contract with western men to put 
down this war, that it would have been done for 
a few thousand dollars, where it would now cost 


the Government perhaps two or three millions. 


When the Black Hawk war was going on, the 


only efficient force which was brought against . 


the Indians was the mounted men, and the regu- 


lar troops were of very little service. There was, | 


to be sure, some discontent on the frontier; but 
he did not think that should be made a pretext 
for increasing the regular Army. He had no ob- 
jection to seeing twenty thousand militia called 
into service, but he protested against an increase 
ofthe regular Army. He alluded to the difficulty 


in reducing the Army after the last war, and ad- ; 


verted to the deleterious effects of standing armies 
in every country in the world. The gentleman 
from South Carolina was right in saying that 
regular soldiers could not be enlisted in the South 
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! and West; but tell them that you want militia, 
and that they would be commanded by their own 
officers, and you could, ina very short time, raise 
ten thousand men. He thought, if they were to 
have a new conference with a committee ap- 
pointed by the Senate, that the bill might be made 
satisfactory; but he hoped that no Indian hos- 
tility which might break out would induce the 
House to pass the bill as it was. He alluded to 
the destructive Indian wars which were carried 
on in the years 1790,-’91,-’92, which were put 
down by the militia, without the regular Army 
being over three thousand strong. 

Mr. HOLSEY said, the facts ìn relation to the 
Indian hostilities in Georgia and Alabama should 
be understood by the House. Information had 
reached him that the Indians were in open hos- 
tility; that they had murdered several of the cit- 
izens; that women and children were flying from 


wards of three thousand citizens had deserted 
their homes, was sufficient to convince him that 
there was a necessity for speedy action upon this 
bill. Those people were not the people who would 
fly from their homes unless there was actual dan- 
ger; and gentlemen could not persuade him that, 
the hardy cultivators of the soil would desert all 
their resources without there being an actual In- 
dian invasion. I could not sit silent and hear the 
gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. ee say, that 
there was not more than six hundre of these 
hostile Indians. He pressed the House to recede 
from their disagreement to the Senate’s amend- 
ment, because it was his firm conviction that, 
unless they did so, the bill would be defeated. 


Mr. H. went into an argument to show that there - 


was no danger-to be apprehended from this bill, 
and also to show that it was not unconstitu- 


tional, 
Mr. CONNOR called for the orders of the 


. day. 
hie. MILLER asked that the vote might be 
i taken by general consent. 

Objection being made, Mr. M. moved to sus- 


pend the rules until twelve o’clock, for the pur- |) 


pose of disposing of this question. 

Mr. CAMBRELENG called tor the yeas and 
nays on the motion to suspend; which were or- 
dered, and were—yeas 156, nays 37. 


So the motion to suspend the rules was agreed 


to. 

Mr. SPEIGHT thought the billhad been amply l 
' discussed, and that every member was prepared |! tive committees, distributing pamphlets, papers, 
, to vote upon the proposition before the House; ' 
i he, therefore, moved the previous question; which 


ii was seconded—ayes 106, noes not counted. 
Mr. PATTON remarked, that considering this 
bill as involving a violation of the Constitution, 


': he asked for the yeas and nays on the previous | 


question; which were ordered. 

The House then determined that the main 
question (which was on receding from their dis- 
agreement to the Senate’s amendment) should be 
put—ayes 126, noes 70. 

Mr. WHITTLESEY, of Ohic, asked for the 

_ yeas and nays on the main question; which were 
ordered, and were—yeas 74, nays 123. 


So the motion to recede was decided in the neg- |! 


ative. 


_ to the amendment of the Senate. 
POST OFFICE DEPARTMENT. 


. The House then proceeded to the further ex- 
cution of the special order; and, on motion of 
Mr. CONNOR, resolved itself into the Committee 
- of the Whole on the state of the Union, (Mr. 
i: Suruer.anp in the chair,) and resumed the con- 
, sideration of the bill to change the organiza- 
|' tion of the Post Office Department, and to pro- 
vide more effectually for the settlement of the 
|| accounts thereof. ‘ 
|: The question pending was the following amend- 
: ment of Mr. SHIELDS: 


i 
il Be it further enacted, That whosoever shall knowingly 


their homes for protection; and the fact that up- 


The House then insisted upon its disagreement . 


and wilifully deposit, or cause to be deposited, or offer to 

deposit, in any post office in the United States, or any of the 

i Territories thereof, any incendiary handbill, almanac, news- 

; Paper, pamphlet, print, picture, painting, or other incendi- 

, ary paper or document, for the purpose that the same may 
be transmitted by the mail into any of the slaveholding 
States or Territories of the United States, wherein the cir- 
culation of the same shall have been, or may be forbidden 
by the laws of such State or Territory, with the intent to 
excite the slaves, in any of said States or Territories, to in- 
surrection, or domestic violence, upon due conviction 
thereof by a jury of the country in any of the district courts 
of the United States having cognizance thereof, he, she, or 
they, so offending, for each and every offense, shall be fined 
in a sum not less than $ » hor more than §$-——_——~—, 
or imprisoned for a periqd not more than months, nor 
less than months, at the discretion of the court before 
whom such conviction shall nave been had. 

Sec. —. And be it further enacted, That nothing con- 
tained in the acts of Congress which establish and regulate 
the Post Office Department of the United States shall be 
construed to protect any postmaster, mail carrier, or other 
officer or agent of said Department in knowingly publishing 
or circulating in any of the slaveholding States or Territo- 

_ ties aforesaid, any incendiary handbill, almanac, newspaper, 
` pamphlet, print, picture, painting, or other incendiary paper 
or document, the printing, publication, or circulation of 
which shall be prohibited by the constitution or laws of that 
State: Provided, That such constitution or laws be not, in 
that respect, incompatible with the Constitution and laws 
of the United States ; and any postmaster, mail carrier, or 
other officer or agent aforesaid, offending in the premises, 
is declared to be amenable to the State laws and tribunals 
in the same manner, and to the same extent, as any other 
citizen or resident of the said State, not in the service of 
the United States. 

Sec. —. And be it further enacted, That any handbill, 
almanac, newspaper, pamphlet, print, picture, painting, or 
other paper or document, which shall have been, or shall 
be, printed, uttered, or published, with the intent to insti- 
gate or excite the slaves of any of the said slaveholding 
States or Territories to insurrection or domestic violence, 
or which shall have manifestly a tendency thercto, shall be 
deemed and held to be incendiary, within the true intent 
and meaning of this act. 


Mr. SHIELDS addressed the House at length 
upon the subject embraced in his amendment. 
e adverted to the importance of the subject 
-itself, and to the fact of the President of the 
United States having called the attention of Con- 
gress to it in his last annual message. It was 
one that demanded the deepest investigation, and 
l; that without delay. It was to meet the recom- 
mendation of the Executive that Mr. S. had 
| drafted his propositions, He then referred to the 
; letter of the Postmaster General on the same sub- 
ject, and proceeded to review the acts and designs 

| of the Abolitionists, and the danger to be appre- 
| hended from them. According to their own re- 
{ 
| 


| 
| 
| ports there were three hundred and fifty societies, 
i| all regularly organized, with officers and execu- 
circulars, prints, &c., in every possible way, 
either by special agents or through the mail. The 
object of these societies was identical with that 
| of the Amis des Noirs during the first French rev- 
olution, whose designs and labors eventually 
produced the dreadful scenes in St. Domingo. 
|, He quoted a remarkable expression of Robes- 
| pierre on that occasion, that he would rather see 
| all the colonies perish than that the society should 
| abandon its principles; which was a parallel toa 
‘well-known declaration of the abolition society 
in this country. After cursorily reviewing a 
li variety of historical facts on the subject, he went 
i on to show that the General Government ought 
to interfere, or at least it was a subject requiring 
|| the gravest deliberation, so far as regarded the 
transmission of incendiary papers. He examined 
i! at length the compact binding the States together, 
by which it was seen that property in slaves could 


i not be interfered with either by the General Gov- 
, ernment, or by one State with another. 


But 
| there was a power given to the General Govern- 
‘ment, that of regulating commerce among the 
| several States, and to establish post offices and 

ost routes, which came within the provisions 

i oposition. 

OM HALL. of Vermont, said he coneurred 
with the gentleman that the subject of slavery 
was one over which the slaveholding States alone 
respectively had power, and if it had been shown 
that the States had exerted ir power, and had 
failed, then he would consider the gentleman’ 
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I 
amendment. He held th 
over the subject of slavery, 3 
it had no constitutional power to restrict the pro- 
ductions of the press passing through the mail. 
They could prescribe the mode by which pack- 
ares should be conveyed, their postage and 
weight, but the moment they took upon them- 
selves the power to examine into the character ot 
publications, to look into the sentiments they con- 
tained,.or the mode of expressing them, and de- 
termine upon their tendency, that moment they 
invaded the Constitution. They had no power 
to become, themselves, the censors, or to erect a 
censorship of the press. If the amendment should 
prevail, it would be a direct blow to the liberty 
of the press, and would establish a principle 
which wduld give Congress the power, not only 
to abridge the liberty of the press, but absolutely 
to undermine and destroy it. 

The amendment was then negatived without a 
count. 

Mr. MANN, of New York, moved to add the 
word “ money” in the clause prescribing what | 
the postmasters should receive free of postage 
and frank; which was agreed to. 

Mr. REED moved an additional clause, pro- 
viding that no tax should be paid, directly or in- 
directly, by any individual having the accommo- 
dation of private boxes or pigeon-holes at the 


but he also held that | 


post offices, to the postmaster of said offices, but | 


that said box or pigeon hole should be constructed 
at the expense of the individual requiring it, and 
that he should pay one dollar per annum to the 
Government therefor. 

After a few remarks from Messrs. REED, 
McKIM, MANN of New York, HARPER, 
ASH, WARDWELL, CONNOR, BRIGGS, | 
and PEARCE of Rhode Island, 

Mr. UNDERWOOD suggested a substitute : 
for the amendment, providing that no rent what- 


ever should be charged for any box or pigeon- | 


hole by any postmaster or deputy postmaster, 
but that they should be constructed at the expense 
of the Post Office Department. 

Mr. REED accepted this in lieu of his own. 

After a few words from Messrs. PARKER, 
REED, JOHNSON of Louisiana, MANN of 
New York, and HARLAN, the amendment was 
rejected. 

Mr. BELL moved an amendment, to come in 
as the first section of the bill, providing that the 
President, by and with the advice and consent of 
the Senate, should appoint three commissioners, 
at an annual salary of $3,500 each, and whe 
should hereafter perform all the duties of the 


at Congress had no power ': 


poran should be open for the transaction of 
usiness for ten hours in the winter, and twelve 
in the summer; which was rejected. 

Mr. HARLAN moved an amendment provid- 


ing that, in every case of dismissal by the Post- -i 
master-General, he should file the reasons there- | 


for, &c.; which was rejected. 
Mr. JOHNSON, of Tennessee, moved the 


following in lieu of the nineteenth and twentieth | 


sections of the bill: 

One chief clerk, $2,400; one assistant postmaster gen- 
eral, $2,109; four clerks, cach $1,800; ten clerks, $1,500; 
thirty-five clerks, each 31,200; twenty-three, each $900. 

Rejected. 

Several other amendments were moved and 

; lost. 
' On motion of Mr. CONNOR, the bill was laid 
‘aside; and 


| The committee proceeded to consider the bill 


_ establishing certain post routes, and to alter and | 


discontinue others, + 
; to, and others were proposed and negatived, when 
i the committee rose and reported the two bills to 


|| the House as amended; and, on motion of Mr. 


! MANN, of New York, the bills were made the 
| special order for Thursday next, at eleven o’clock, 
‘and the latter bill was ordered to be printed as 
: amended. 

[Pending the consideration in committee of the 


mail route bill, the Speaker momentarily resumed | 
‘the Chair, and, on motion of Mr. Lewis, the 


` House agreed to a'sccond joint committee of con- 


‘ference on the disagreeing votes of the two 
: Houses upon the amendment of the Senate to the | 

bill authorizing the President to accept the ser- | 
! vices of voluntecrs, and a committee was appoint- | 


ed on the part of the House.] 
The House then, at seven oclock, p. m., ad- 
journed. 


IN SENATE. 
SATURDAY, Way 21, 1836. 
A message was received from the House of 
| Representatives, by Mr. FRANKLIN, their Clerk, 
stating that the House agreed to the resolution of 
the Senate for the appointment of a committee of 


Houses to the amendment of the Senate to the bill 
authorizing the President toaccept the services of 
l volunteers, and for raising an additional regiment 
|l of light dragoons, and that the House had ap- 
` pointed a committee on their part. 


|" Mr. WHITE presented the petition of a num- , 


Numerous amendments were offered and agreed ` 


conference on the disagrecing votes of the two | 


|. ber of citizens of Tennessee, praying for the estab- 


Postmaster General, and that the act authorizing i! lishment of a new post route; which was referred | 


the appointment of the Postmaster General be | to the Committee on the Post Office and Post 


repealed; which was rejected. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of North Carolina, pro- 
posed an amendment to the twenty-fourth section, 
providing that, in addition to the penalty of being 
dismissed from office, any person employed in 
the Post Office Department who shall become 


interested in any contract should also be liable to | 
pay as much as would have been realized by said | 
contract, to be recovered as an action of debt in ; 


any court having jurisdiction over the subject, 


&c. 
Mr. CONNOR said it met his, as he believed ` 


it would the committee’s, approbation. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. UNDERWOOD moved an amendment, 


providing that if any person having the franking ! 
privilege shall make use of it for the purpose of `; 


enabling other persons to. evade the privilege, 
shall be punished with fine and imprisonment. 
Mr. WISE hoped the gentleman would em- 


brace a provision making it an impeachable of- : 
fense for a President of the United States to frank || 


pamphlets and papers for the purpose of promot- 
ing the election ofa successor to the Presidency. 

The amendment was not agreed to. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Tennessee, proposed an 
amendment providing that the clerks embraced 
in the bill shall be in licu of all the clerks em- 
ployed at present in the Post Office Department 
under former acts of Congress; which, after a 
few words from Messrs, JOHNSON of Ten- 
nessee, CONNOR, MANN of New York, and 
BRIGGS, was withdrawn. 

Mr. GARLAND, of Louisiana, offered an 
amendment providing that the Post Office De- 


~ 


£ 


' Roads. . 
i! Messrs. SOUTHARD,TALLMADGE,HEN- 
 DRICKS, PRENTISS, TOMLINSON, and 
| NAUDAIN, severally reported, without amend- 
i ment, bills that had been referred to standing 
i committees. i 

REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 


Mr. LINN, from the Committee on Pensions, 

reported, without amendment, the bills for the 
‘| relief of James Steele and David Hunt. 
Mr. NAUDAIN, from the Committee on the 
!! District of Columbia, to whom had been refer- 
'| red the petition of Thomas Sewall and others on 
ii the subject, reported a bill to incorporate the 
| Washington Manual Labor School ; which was 
read, and ordered to a second reading. 

Mr. BLACK, from the Committee on Naval 


the relicf of James Tucker. 


SILAS FISHER. 
On motion of Mr. WHITE, the bill for the 
i relief of Silas Fisher was taken up; and, after 
. having beenexplained and advocated by Mr. W., 
- was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading. 


DISTRICT BANKS. 


Mr. KENT moved to take up the bill to re- 
charter the banks of the District of Columbia. 


| 
i 

[an nays :on the motion of the Senator from 
| Maryland. 


Affairs, reported, without amendment, the bill for ° 


Mr. BENTON said he should oppose the taking || 
© up any measure whatever, except a defense or | 
, appropriation bill, till the fortification bill was | 
i| disposed of; and he therefore asked for the yeas | 


|l! The yeas and nays having been accordingly 
i! ordered, the question was taken and decided in 
‘| the negative—yeas 16, nays 16, the Chair giving 
© the casting vote. 


HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 


_ The following bills from the House were sev- 
erally read twice and referred: 

The bill making an appropriation for the re- 
© pairs of the United States arsenal at Charleston, 
South Carolina; 

The bill to provide for the better protection of 
the western frontier; and 

The bill to establish an arsenal in the State of 
Worth Carolina. 


RESOLUTIONS ADOPTED. 


The resolutions lying on the table were sever- 

: ally considered and agreed to, with the exception 

of the resolution introduced by Mr. Hussarp 
relative to banks in Florida. 


FORTIFICATION BILL. 


On motion of Mr. LINN, the bill making ap- 
propriations for the purchase of sites, the collec- 
! tion of materials, and for the commencement of 
certain fortifications, was taken up; the question 
being on Mr. Benron’s amendment as modified 
; by Mr. Preston to strike out $101,000 for forti- 
fications at Penobscot, and insert ‘ For fortifica- 
‘| tions at Penobscot bay, dollars per annum 
for two years.” 

Mr. BENTON then addressed the Senate ina 
| speech of some length in favor of the amend- 
ment and the bill generally. 

Mr. SOUTHARD addressed the Senate in 
opposition to the bill. 

Messrs. HILL and WALL severally ad- 
dressed the Senate in favor of the bill; after 


‘| which, 
|| Mr. CALHOUN moved that it be laid on the 
f 


table to enable him to make a report from the 
|| committee of conference; which motion was 
agreed to by general consent. 


SERVICES OF VOLUNTEERS. 


Mr. C., from the committee of conference 
appointed to confer with a similar committee of 
| the House on the disagreeing votes of the two 


ii 

l 
aI 
vi 


© Houses as to the Senate’s amendment to the bill 
i authorizing the President to accept the services 
i of ten thousand volunteers, and to raise an addi- 
i tional regiment of light dragoons, reported that 
|! they had had a meeting with the committee of the 
House of Representatives, and that they had 
i| jointly agreed to recommend an amendment to 
their respective Houses, in substance as follows: 
|| The President is authorized to accept the ser- 
| Vice of volunteers, the number not exceeding ten 
i| thousand, in companies, regiments, brigades, and 
|, divisions; the officers to be commissioned in the 
| manner prescribed by the laws of the several 
| States from which these volunteers may oger 
themselves; where regiments, brigades, or di- 
| visions volunteer. They shall be commanded by 
ii the same officers by whom they shall be com- 
 manded at the time of volunteering; and that for 
volunteers offering their services in single com- 
li panies, the President. shall organize them into 
| battalions, regiments, brigades, and divisions, 
and apportion the battalion and field officers 
: among the States from which said companies 
. Shall come. 

| After some remarks from Messrs. KING of 
i Alabama, and CALHOUN, the report was laid 
: on the table. 

; Ata subsequent period of the day, a message 
! was received from the House of Representatives, 
: by Mr. Franxuin, their Clerk, stating that the 
: House had adopted the report made by their 
i: committee of conference, and asked the concur- 
i, rence of the Senate therein. t 

| On motion of Mr. CALHOUN, the report and 
|i message of the House were then considered, and 
on the question, ‘Shall the Senate concur in the 
amendment recommended by the committee o 
conference?’ 


It was decided in the affirmative. 
FORTIFICATION BILL—AGAIN. 


On motion of Mr. BENTON, the fortification 
'| bill was again taken up; and after some remarks 
|i from Mr. CALHOUN in opposition to the amend- 


i 
i 
i 
i 
i 
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YEAS — Messrs. Benton. Brown, Buchanan, Cuthhert, 
Povia o” Hanoar Genndy. Hit, Hubbard, King of Alabama. 
Laan. Morris, Niles, Preston, Robinson, Ruagies, Shepley, 
Taimur Waker, Wall, and W right—20. 

NAY S—Moesses. Ulack, Caihoua, Davis, Ewing of Ohio, 
atdrivks, King of Goargia, Mangum, Naudain, Nicholas, 
as. Swot, Pomiunsen, and Wiite— 13. 

Mr. BENTON then moved to fill the blank 
WH $19,0U0, so as to make the appropriation 
for Penobscot for two years $75,000 for each 
year, which, after some remarks from Mr. 
Presrox, who thought the sum too large, was 

greed to, 

Mr. PRESTON then moved to strike out the 
appropriation of $100,000 for fortifications at 
Keanevec river, these being one of the places for 
watch there were no estimates or surveys. 

After som» remarks in support of the motion 
from Messrs. CALHOUN and PRESTON, and 
trom Mr. BENTON, in opposition to it, the 
question was decided in the negative—yeas 7, 
nays 23; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Calhoun, Ewing of Ohio, King of Geor- 
gia, Mangum, Preston, Robbins, and White—7. 

NAYS ~ Messrs. Benton, Brown, Buchanan, Cuthbert, 
Davis, Ewing of tino, Grundy, Hendricks, Hill, Hub- 
baci, King of Alabama. Linn, Morris, Nicholas, Robinson, 
Ragzies, Shepley, Tallmadge, Walker, Wall, and Wright— 
3 


Mr. BENTON moved further to amend the bill 
by striking out the appropriation of $100,000 for 
fortifcauons at Kennebec river, and inserting 
$199,000 for the same object for the year 1836, 
and $200,000 for the year 1837. 

Mr. PRESTON moved that the Senate adjourn; 
which was lost—ayes 12, noes 13. 

Mr. WALL moved to amend the amendfhent, 
so as to make it read $100,090 per annum for two 
years; which motion was agreed to. 

The question was then taken on the amend- 
ment as amended; and it was adopted—yeas 19, 
nays 9; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Benton, Brown, Buchanan, Cuthbert, 
Grundy, Hill, Hubbard, King of Alabama, Linn, Morris, 
Nicholaz, Niles, Robinson, Raggies, Shepley, Tallmadge, 
Walker. Wall, and Wright—19, 

YEAS—Messrs. Calhoun. Davis, Ewing of Ohio, Ben- 


dricks, King of Georgia, Mangum, Preston, Webster, and | 


White—9. 


Mr. BENTON moved further to amend, by | 


striking out the appropriations for fortifications 
at Por:land, and inserting for the same object 
$75,000 per annum for two years; which motion 
was carried in the affirmative—yeas 20, nays 3; 
as tollows: 

YEAS —Messrs. Benton, Brown, Buchanan, Cuthbert, 
Grundy, Hil, Hubbard, King of Alabama, Linn, Morris, 
Nichoias, Niles, Preston, Robinson, Ruggles, Shepley, 
Talmadge, Walker, Wall, aad Wright—20. 

NAYS—Messrs. Calhoun, Davis, Ewing of Ohio, Hen- 
dricks, King of Georgia, Manguin, Webster, and White— 
e 


Mr. PRESTON moved that the Senate adjourn; 
which was lost—aycs 11, noes 15. 

Mr. P. then moved to strike out the appropri- 
ations for fortifications at Portsmouth; which 
motion was Inst without a division. 


Mr. BENTON moved further to amend the : 


bill, by inserung in lieu of the appropriations for 


fortifications at Portsmouth, ‘for fortifications | 


at Portsmouth, $150,000 annually for two years.”’ 


On taking this question it was found that there | 


was not a quorum voting. 
The foliowing is the vote: 


YEAS—Messrs. Benton, Brown, Buchanan, Cuthbert, 
Grundy, Hill, Hubbard, King of Alabama, Linn, Nicholas, 
Nucs, Robinson, Ruggles, Shepley, Tallmadge, Walker, 
Wall and Wright—18. 

NAYS—Messrs. Black, Hendricks, and White—-3. 


Mr. DAVIS moved that the Senate adjourn; 


which was lost—ayes 8, noes 13. 
There still being no quorum, 


On motion & Mr. GRUNDY, the Senate ad- 


journed. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Sarunpay, May 21, 1836. 


The House resumed the consideration of the 
report made by Mr. Pincuney, from the select 
committee on the subject of the abolition of sla- 


very. 
The immediate question pending was the mo- 
tion of Mr. Ropertson torecommit the report to 


i 


tutional power to abolish slavery in the District 
of Columbia. 

Mr. ROBERTSON, who was entitled to the 
floor, addressed the House at considerable length 
in support of his motion to recommit the report 
with instructions. 

I avail myself of the permission of the Chair, 
(said Mr. R.,) to enter into a somewhat fuller 
exposition and vindication of the resolution I had 
the honor to submit a few days past, than I then 
had an opportunity of doing. This is due to 
myself; to those who sent me here; but above all 
to the solemn importance of the question, and the 
vast magnitude of the interests itinvolves. I shall 
endeavor, sir, to perform this task—for which, 
however, Lam conscious of possessing no ade- 
quate powers, either physical or mental—as calm- 
ly and dispassionately as the nature of the subject 
will permit; and to abstain, if possible, from 
those exciting topics by which its discussion has 
been almost invariably characterized. 

I have already assigned some reasons for dis- 
satisfaction with the report of the select commit- 
tee, and for the opinion expressed, that it would 
be considered as virtually surrendering the con- 
stitutional question. If it could have been met 
satisfactorily to the South, no sufficient excuse 
can be otfered for waiving it; and all will believe 
it was avoided, because of the difficulty of making 
good the position for which we contend. The 
chairman tells us, as an apology for taking this 
course, that the committee abstained from exam- 
ining it, * because they were not instructed to discuss 
it.”? Sir, the instructions, so far from prohibit- 
ing this discussion, plainly authorized and re- 
quired it. They enjoined it upon the committee 
to report that, “in the opinion of this [louse, 
Congress ought not to intero, in any way, with 
slavery in the District of Columbia, because it 
would be a violation of the public faith, unwise, 
impolitic, and dangerous tothe Union; assigning 
such reasons for these conclusions, as in the judg- 
ment of the committee may be best calculated to 
enlighten the public mind, to allay excitement, to 
repress agitation, to secure and maintain the just 
| rights of the slaveholding States and of the people of 
this District, and to restore harmony and tran- 

GuNey Anions the various sections of this Union. ” 
hus it appears that full latitude was allowed the 
committee, in supporting the conclusions which 
the House desired to see maintained; and what 
stronger reason could they have assigned, than 
' that the proposed interference with slavery in this 
District would be a direct infraction of the Con- 
stitution? This reason alone would have been 
sufficient. It embraced all the positions the House 
had taken; for if the measure could be shown to 
be unconstitutional, it must of necessity be abreach 
of faith, unwise, impolilic, and dangerous. Sir, the 
committee were not justified in omitting to inter- 


i pose this constitutional barrier in defense of our 


rights, if it was in their power todo so; and their 
failure to occupy the strongest of all positions 
will be regarded as a concession of their want of 
; ability to maintain it, 
Independently of his instructions, the chairman 


t 
i 


| 
i 


„of the American 


eae ae 
ever, it is 


not directly occupied. Itis not alleged, 
nor demonstrated, that a breach of faith is uncon- 
stitutional; but that, to prove the act in question 
a breach of faith, is tantamount, in its inding 
obligation to the Government, toa positive decla- 
ration that it would be so. The moral obligation 
does not necessarily import a constitutional obli- 
gation, but is something of equivalent force. Not 
satisfied, however, with this position, the report 
goes on to insist that the moral obligation is even 
more efficacious. 


“ What is the meaning of the declaration adopted by the 
House in relation to the District of Columbia? [s it not 
that Congress cannot and will not do an act which it has 
solemnly proclaimed to involve a violation of the public 
faith? Does it not afford every security to the South which 
it is in the power of the Federal Government to afford? Es 
it not tantamount in its binding obligation upon the Govern- 
ment to a positive declaration, that the abolition of slavery 
in the District of Columbia would be unconstitutional? 
Nay, is it not even more efficacious in point of fact? Con- 
stitutional provisions are matters of construction. The 
opinion of one House upon an abstract controverted point 
may be overruled and reversed by another. But when Con- 
gress has once declared that a particular act would be a 
violation of the public faith, is it to be supposed that it 
would ever violate a pledge thus given to the country ?” 


The whole stress of the argument is to prove, 
not that to violate the pledge would violate the 
Constitution, as the letter proposes, but that such 
a pledge gives a security equal, or even superior, 
to the Constitution itself. But does not ever 
man see that this argument is unsound and fal- 
lacious? I confess Iwas surprised to hear it ad- 
dressed, at this time of day, to the representatives 
eople, by a gentleman, too, 
coming from the South. 

What folly was it in our ancestors, if this be 


‘so, to spend days and months in anxious delib- 


of the committee, especially, stood bound to dem- | 
onstrate the unconstitutionality of the proposed 


interference. In a letter to which his name is 
affixed, addressed to the electors of the Charleston 
electorial district, (South Carolina,) he uses this 
language: 


“ And now I ask my fellow-citizens scriously to consider, 


and candidly to decide, whether, as I have already succecded 
in obtaining a solemn declaration by Congress, that ‘any 
interference with slavery in the District of Columbia would 
be a violation of the public faith,’ if I should also succeed 
in procuring the adoption of a report, insisting and demon- 


|: and ought not to interfere with slaveryin the District of 
|. Columbia ;—whether, doing this, I really deserve to be stig- 
|, Matized as a traitor to the South ?”? 
i 


i 4 : 
L man of the coramittee, whether he succeed or fail. 
i But is he likely to realize the expectations he has 
| raised? Does not the report declare that the com- 


‘| mittee have abstained even from the examination |: i ate itse à 
l ! which I come, acting through her immediate rep 


round indicated :| resentatives, have appealed for protection. 
ven there, how- i| 


| of the constitutional question? It is true, that in 
| another part of the report, the 
in this letter is approached. 


| Sir, I will apply no such epithet to the chair- 


f 


eration framing written constitutions for each of 
the States, and forthe Union, containing guarded 
limitations against abuses of power! Way did 
they not discover the superior efficacy of this moral 
obligation, which prohibits every act that violates 
good faith between man and man, and reposes the 
rights of their countrymen upon the good faith, 
the good sense, and the justice of those who were 
to administer their Government? If, as the report 
declares, a succeeding Congress may reverse the 
opinion of a prior one in reference to the con- 
struction of a written constitution, may they not 
alsqcontrovert an opinion in respect to the exist- 
ence or efficacy of a moral obligation? Must 
there not exist even greater sonrai of opinion 
upon questions of moral propriety than of legal 
construction ? 2 
Sir, if the chairman of the còmmittee could 
have placed the rights of the District upon the 
ground of the Constitution, he has neglected to 
place them upon the only ground on which they 
can long or successfully be defended. I cannot 
agree that notions, of moral obligation merely, 
are higher security than the positive. injunctions 
of our fundamental law. Give us the Constitu- 


t tion as our defense; l want no higher security. 
; We had a right to expect this from him. 


It has 
beenaffirmed on this floor by one of my colleagues, 
[Mr. Wisg,] that the chairman gave an explicit 
pledge that the question should be placed upon 
thatground. I have heard no denial of this state- 
ment. But the gentleman, I observe, is not now 
in his seat, and I forbear, therefore, to make any 
further remark upon that subject. Perhaps he 
will insist that he has redeemed his promise; that 
he has convinced, or will convince, the House, 


_that every violation of good faith is a breach of 


| strating that a violation of the public faith is unconstitutional, : 
and that therefore, and upon that ground, Congress will not, : 


-the Constitution. 


I fear he will find himself mis- 
taken; but if not—if he shall succeed in products 
this conviction, then the House, I trust, as wel 
as himself, will concur in supporting the resolu- 
tion now under consideration. If the majority 
shall be of opinion that the measure és unconsti- 
tutional, and will unite in saying so, itis imma- 
terial by what course of reasoning each may arrive 
at that conclusion. Let us declare the opinion 
that it is a violation of the Constitution, and each 
reconcile his vote to his constituents, or his own 
conscience, upon whatever grounds his judgment 
may best approve. It is to the Constitution, Mr. 
Speaker, that those whom I have the honor to 
represent—nay, sir, the entire State itself from 


At the late scysion of the General Assembly, 
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| 
| 


the House of Delegates adopted, by a vote of | 
one hundred and six to thirteen, a resolution upon 
this subject, of which that now under consider- 
ation is an exact copy. It was offered, permit me 
to say, not by one of those whose patriotism might 
be questioned on the ground of opposition to the 
ruling powers, but by one of the orthodox faith— 
by a staunch friend of the Administration. The 
Administration majority in that House almost 
unanimously, perhaps without an exception, sus- 
tained it. Nor does Virginia alone assume this 
position: the Legislatures of Georgia, Mississippi, 
and Louisiana, if I have not been misinformed, | 
have adopted similar resolutions; one of them, | 
perhaps, going still further, and threatening to | 
secede from the Union, if any measure should be | 
adopted endangering the security of the slave- |. 


holding States. i 


1 


I do not advert to these threats ` 
as approving them: they ought, perhaps, never ` 
to be made. It will be time enough to talk of | 
that when the crisis shall arrive, if itever should, ` 
when no other alternative is left us but to sever | 
the Union, or surrender the rights it wasintended ' 
to protect. But such language shows what ought 
to be known, the danger to result from counte- 
nancing, in any way, the schemes of the Aboli- 
tionists. 

The States of South Carolina and Alabama, 
also, it is said, have denounced the measure in 
question asa usurpation. This is precisely equiv- | 
alent, all will admit, to a declaration that itis un- | 
constitutional. Thus six southern States have 
concurred in pronouncing the contemplated inter- 
ference an infraction of the Constitution. With ' 
this fact before us, who will condemn the Repre- | 
sentatives on this floor for speaking their voice, | 
and maintaining their rights on the very basis on 
which they themselves have placed them ? 

But, say gentlemen, where is the policy of ; 
assuming this position? There isan overwhelm- | 
ing majority against you. The gentleman from 
South Carolina [Mr. Prycgney] asks why occupy | 
this ground with a moral certainty of being driven | 
from it? Sir, the same rules that should govern | 
us in our private transactions should govern 
us in our representative character. In both hon- 
esty is the best policy. This may not be the 
politician’s creed: and if not, I thank God I am 
no politician. The gentleman from North Caro- | 


| 
t 


| 


i sir; never let us give up the stronghold of the ` 


May 21, 


believe there is one of th 
it, that can be seduced or driven from it. There 


: igs yet a gallant band prepared to meet all the con- | 


sequences it may involve—to make a voluntary 


sacrifice, if necessary, of political prospects, of 
life itself, sooner than shrink from what they | 


consider their duty to their country and its Con- 
stitution. They are assigned to defend the pass 
which may lead to its destruction. In defending it, 


hopeless as it may seem, they may maintain it,- 


or, should they fail, may yet afford time for those 
they would protect to prepare fora better defense. 
We are stationed on the ramparts of the Consti- 
tution. Shall we be induced to march out of our 


` stronghold and meet the enemy in the open field ? 


Sir, if the commander-in-chief, on a memorable 
occasion, had committed this folly, and deserted 
his intrenchments, we should never have heard . 
of the glorious victory of New Orleans. No, | 
Constitution. Let us not repose too much confi- 
dence in the good faith or the justice of those who . 
have power over our lives or our liberties. Those | 
| who trust too much to the mercy of men in power, | 
‘ may probably realize the fate of the unfortunate 
| Texans who fell at Goliad. They may surren- 
i der at discretion, and be destroyed in detail—mur- 


| 


dered by divisions. For myself, if I stood alone, 


| never but with life would I yicld up the citadel of 
‘our rights. If the day shall come when it must 
i fall, I am content to perish with it. 

Mr. R. gave way, without concluding, to a call 
i for the orders of the day. 


I 
FLORIDA WAR. 


On motion of Mr. WHITE, of Florida, and 
by general consent, the House went into com- 
| mittee (Mr. PmLuirs in the chair) on the bill to 
provide for the payment of expenses incurred, 
and supplies furnishedg on account of the militia 
received into the service of the United States for 
the defense of Florida. The bill was read as 
follows: i 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives 
of the United States America in Congress assembled 


1 
{ 
l 
l 
i 


was not full enough to insure us our pay, and that he had 

told General Hernandez to write you immediately on the 

subject. Do have an amendatory act passed, as our people 
| will be worse ruined by the United States? refusal to pay 
| than many have been by Osceola. 

“Scott has done us great injustice and injury; he has 
marched to Tampa and back again, without effecting any 
one object; and during his abandonment of the setticments, 
the Indians have made an attack on Fort Drane and carried 
off several horses, and to-day [ am informed that Mr. 
MclIntosh’s sugar-house has been burned. 

“There is no alternative now left for the United States, 
unless they intend to abandon East Florida to Osceola, but 
to call on the East Florida militia again ; and without pay. 
for what has been done, I doubt mueli whether our regiment 
; could be induced to furnish a sergeant’s guard. 
|! «Men cannot leave their families without something to 
' eat. Asto the resolution of yours for the delivery of rations, 

it is a complete nonentity.”” 


Extract of a letter from St. Augustine, dated 


« May 1, 1836. 
“& General Hernandez and Mr. Douglass had an interview 
with General Scott to-day, and he informed them that he 
: was going to give up all operations till December next. 
« When these gentlemen asked him about the protection 
: of the inhabitants in the country during the summer, } un- 
: derstood them to say that his answer was very unsatisfac- 
, tory. He told them, however, that many of the planters 
wouid necessarily have to abandon their plantations and 
crops: this is what I have apprehended. It appears that he 
| does not care about the destruction of property, and the 
sufferings of the inhabitants, or how long he delays the 
war. AJ this is nothing to him. You see how itis: we 
are all to be sacrificed, andthe country depopulated, for the 
want of a little exertion. Something must be done at 
Washington, or nothing will be done in Florida.”” 


Extract from a letter dated 


“Sr. AUGUSTINE, May 1, 1835. 
“Dear Sin: Several planters had armed their negroes, 
and returned to their plantations, in hopes that they might 
yet be able to make a cropthis year; but they will now be 
obliged to abandon them again, and seek for some place of 
safety. . ] have just ordered my overscer to remove mine 
to this place, and it is believed some will leave the country 
altogether. I think you ought to see the Secretary of War, 
or the President himself, and urge the propricty of there 
being a mounted force raised from among the inhabitants 
of the country, to scour the same during the summer 
months, otherwise our roads will be intercepted by the In- 

dians, and ali intercourse with the interior be stopped.” 


Extracts from a letter dated 
c FORT GEORGE, FLORIDA, May 8, 1836. ` 


o, 
T'hat the Secretary of ba be, and heis hereby, directe 
to cause to be paid the expenses that have been incurred 
and the supplies that have been furnished, in the States of 
South Carolina, Georgia, Alabama, Louisiana, and the 


lina [Mr. Bynum] can see no reason for pressing 

this proposition, unless it is that the party with 
which he supposes me to act are more accustomed | 
to defeats than he is. Sir, it may be so. I vote: 
for every measure which I consider constitutional i 
and beneficial to my country; otherwise I vote 
against it, and never stop to inquire whether the | 
Administration party, or the Opposition, vote with 

me or against me. The idea of being in a mi- 

nority has for me no terrors. We may,be de- , 
feated by this overwhelming majority; but in | 
contending against it I will say, the fewer our | 
numbers the greater the honor of the struggle. 

In vindicating the claims of the South, on the 
very grounds it has assumed, I trust her Repre- 
sentatives will be united. In an early pero of 
the discussions on this subject, this was the view, | 
as I understood it, of almost the whole southern 
delegation: especially of that of my own State. 
My colleagues, three of whom now sit near me, 
were, for the most part, decidedly of opinion that : 
we should insist upon a direct and unequivocal | 
vote—a disclaimer of the power to do what the | 
Abolitionists demanded. In a speech delivered | 
by one of them, [Mr. Ganuanp,] much com- | 


the service of tlre United States for the defense of Florida: 
Provided, That the accounts of these claims shall be ex- 
amined and audited at the Treasury, as in other cases. 


‘cluding in its provisions the militia first called 
: into service by Generals Clinch and Hernandez. 
| This amendment (said Mr. W.) was rendered 
| necessary by a very rigorous technical construc- 
tion of the first section of an act providing for the 
pene the militia who has been in service. 
e did not consider that the amendment was ne- 


| cessary, because it was before provided for— 


| other and higher authority has thought further 
legislation is necessary. We must yield to it. 


|| The gallant men who has been in service, for 


whom this provision is intended, did not want 
for orders from the War Department. They 
rushed to the field upon a call from General 


of East Florida; which order is as follows: 
ST. AUGUSTINE, December 1, 1835. 


formation as to compel me to change my plan of operations, 
and it will not be in my power to give your section of 
country that protection that I wished and intended. You 


mended in the loyal prints of the day—and I do | 


not mean to question its merits—I find this pas- ; 


sage: 

& But, say gentlemen, why press the constitutional ques- 
tion now? I reply, we press it from the most urgent and 
imperious necessity. It is due to our safety, to our quiet, 
that we press it. Every other form in which this question 


has been presented has failed to secure us against the rep- ` 


etition of these memorials and petitions. Nothing, itseems, 


short of a declaration on the part of Congress of their want | 


of constitutional power, will restrain these fanatical crusa- 
ers from secking the intervention of Congress in aid of | 
their diabolical schemes, and perpetually harassing the ; 
country.” ` 


Mr. GARLAND rose and said, he not only’ 

- had taken the ground as stated by his colleague, | 

but desired distinctly to repeat that he still ad- | 
hered to it. 

Mr. ROBERTSON. I did not suspect my col- 

league of any intention to abandon it; nor will I 


: the St. John’s, and endeavor to protect yourselves. 
use my best efforts to keep the hostile party sufficiently 
amused to prevent them from paying many visits. 

I will thank you to apprise the Spring Garden settle- 
ments and the settlements south of you, as early as possible, 
i; to be on the atert. 
i|) In much haste, I remain, General, yours with high respect, 

D. L. CLINCH, 
Brevet Brigadier General United States Army commanding. 
S. Hit Witu ms, A. D. C. S 
Gen. J. M HERNANDEZ, Tomdoka. 


Mr. W. read, in, the course of his remarks, a 
number of letters showing the distressed situa- 
tion of the frontier. 

The following were among the letters read by 
the delegate from Florida: 

Extract from a letter dated 


*¢ JACKSONVILLE, April 28, 1836. 
s My Dear Sir: Judge Smith last week informed me 
that some doubte existed in his mind that the act passed 


Territory of Florida, on account of the militia receivedinto , 


Mr. WHITE moved to amend the bill by in- | 


Clinch upon the brigadier general of the militia ` 


GENERAL: Since writing to you last evening anotner |" 
express has arrived from Fort King, bringing me such in- .- 


must, therefore, rally the gallant spirits on the east of |: 
I will | 


l; ¥ wrote you from St. Augustine, 6th instant, advising 
: of our dismal prospects of safety, owing to the retreat of 
` the army under General Scott, and his want, either of good- 

will or means, of protecting us,” 

& Clinch they all speak highly of, and regret that he was 

ever superseded.” 
i « I never saw so dreadful a prospect of annihilation to 
East Florida. A great proportion of the slaves, the only 
productive property we have, are already carried off by the 
Indians. A great proportion of those which have escaped 
are carried off and sold out 6f the Territory. Another 
ii portion are now about being sold in Augustine to the slave- 
, dealers from the West, who are hovering round like vultures 
| after a favorite prey. Alachua is about being broken up; 
i and except, perhaps, a couple of hundred on the sea islands 
; about the mouth of the St. John’s, I can see no available 
labor in East Florida for this year.” 


Extract of a letter From 


tc TALLAHASSEE, May 10, 1836. 
t We are just informed, by express from St. Mark’s, that 
the Gadsden troops are fighting the Indians within view of 
‘| the bomb-proof, but we do not yet know the result. We 
i: are truly anxious to hear the fate of these brave men, who 
: are always first in the field. If it be disastrous to the whites, 
: I know not what will happen.” 


| 
i 
i 
! 
1 


Extract of a letter dated 


i t CHARLESTON, May 15, 1836. 

i; Dear SIR: The rules of the Army applicable only to 
: ordinary cases, and framed chiefly for regular troops, have 
been brought to bear upon a movement which was peculiar 
in its character, and in relation to which all of these rules, 
it seems to me, should have been dispensed with. Men 
were wanted on the instant; they were hastily collected, 
i; andsent down, for dispatch, on the railroad. The expense 
of transportation was refused to be paid. On their arrival 
i; here, no sufficient provision was made for quartering and 
ii supporting them ; and we were told ‘ that Government had 
|! nothing to do with troops until they were regularly mus- 
i! tered into service.’ When the difficulties first occurred in 
(i East Florida, several vessels, loaded with provisions and 
military stores, were instantly forwarded from this place 
il for the relief of the suffering inhabitants, d two compa- 
| nies of volunteers were organized to be sët on for the pro- 
i tection of St. Augustine. The voluntcers were taken off 
| our hands by General Eustis, but the other expenses, vol- 

untarily incurred, have, I think, not yet been discharged. 

: This you can ascertain, however, from the War Depart: 

| ment. I have not a shadow of doubt, if the liberal spirit 

| displayed in reference to Florida by the citizens of Charles- - 
ton, as well as those of the whole State, had been met bya 

| corresponding spirit on the part of the War Department, 
and all the officers acting under their authority, thatit woul 

have been easy now to send any force for the protection of 
Florida that could have been desired. But our constituted 
authorities, as well as our own citizens, have been taught, 
by their recent experience, that a zeal which prompts them 
to rush forward, without calculating the cost, and regardless 


. 
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is not duly appreciated by the Federal Covern- 

J short of a lib- 
eral appropriation, put at the control of the Governor, to be 
expended at his discretion, in organizing a force to be com- 
manded by State officers, could enable him to send to the 
defense of Upper Florida such a regiment of rangers as you 
think necessary for that purpose.” 


Extract of a letter from St. Augustine. 
& Consequently most of us have no money to purchase 


provisions ; and as to hiring out any number of negroes, it is 
impossible. Nothing can be done in the country, and no 
one wants them; and if he keeps them, they are likely to 
starve. Itis a very hard case, indeed, to compel a man to 
sell one part of his family to support the other. Ifthe Gov- 
ernment is not able to protect us, they ought not certainly 
to suffer us to starve. 

“ According to the 


of forms, į ] 
ment, or their officers. I think that nothing 


late orders received here from the 
Becretary of War, about provisions, no person can receive 
any without they areactually paupers. The result wiil be, 
if this state of things lasts six months longer, there will be 
none in East Florida but paupers, for every man that can 
get away will move away.” 


Mr. PINCKNEY conceived that the bill did 
embrace the whole of the corps employed in the 
Floridas. 


Mr. SPEIGHT explained that the amendment '' his friend, he would withdraw the amendment. ! 


was necessary, for the first section of the bill did 
not provide for the object embraced in the amend- 
ment. 

Mr. WHITE, of Florida, was also given to 
understand, by a letter received that morning, that 
the volunteers called out by Generals Clinch and 
Hernandez would not be paid under the former 
bill; and he read a letter from the Secretary of 
War to the same effect. 

After a few words from Messrs. OWENS, 
JOHNSON of Kentucky, and CAMBRELENG, 

Mr. GLASCOCK suggested a modification of 
the amendment as follows: 


And such other militia and volunteers as have been re- | 


ceived and mustered into the service of the United States, 
and regularly discharged. 


He explained in a few words the object of his 
amendment. 

Mr. HAWES wanted to know if any estimates 
had been sent to the House, and if the bill was 
intended to provide for those who were mustered 
into the service, and afterwards refused to fight 
and went home? 

Mr. GLASCOCK replied that his amendment 
met the gentleman’s question by the phrase ‘“‘ reg- 
ularly discharged.” 

Mr. HAWES was not satisfied with that, as it 
did not go far enough. The men might have been 
discharged by their own officers, and he certainly 
would not vote a dollar to such men. 

Mr. WHITE, of Florida, said there were no 
troops in Florida that had refused to fight. There 
were some who came near the border, and retired 
upon some disagreement with their officers; but 


the bill was not intended to embrace them, nor | 


could be so construed. 

Mr. GLASCOCK remarked that, if his amend- 
ment were agreed to, it was sufficiently explicit. 
The words, “regularly discharged from the ser- 
vice,” could only mean a discharge by the offi- 
cers of the United States. 

The amendment of Mr. G. was then agreed to 
nem. con. i 

The amendment as amended was then also 
agreed to. 

Mr. GARLAND, of Louisiana, moved further 
to amend the bill by inserting in the first section 
the word “ volunteers’ after the word ‘ militia;’’ 
which was agreed to. 

Mr. MARTIN submitted an amendment pro- 
viding for the payment of all reasonable expenses 
of such volunteer companies as were formed and 
marched to the seat of government of Alabama, 
at the call of the Governor of said State, and who 
were notreceived and mustered into actual service 
on account of the requisite number of companies 
having been received before their arrival there. 
Mr. M. briefly explained that a requisition had 
been made by Governor Clay, of Alabama, and 
a large body of men, assembled from various 
parts of the State, at the seat of government; 
many more than were wanted. All his amend- 
ment required was, that they should be remungr- 
ated in the expenses they had actually incurred. 

Mr. WHITTLESEY, Ohio, inquired if this 
subject had been submitted to the Military Com- 
mittee of the House? 

Mr. MARTIN was understood to reply in the 


‘| Mr. SPEIGHT denied that the manner in | 
|| which the suggestions had been sent to the House 


bill to the Military Committee, and he did not 
know whether he should vote against it or not 
when it again came up for consideration. The 
gentleman from North Carolina seemed to have 
overlooked a most material fact, that a new pro- 
vision had been inserted in the bill that morn- 
ing, upon the motion of the gentleman from Flor- 
ida, as suggested by the Secretar of Warina 
letter to himself, [Mr. Wuirte,] which had never 
undergane the revision of the Military Commit- 
tee. 

The motion to recommit was further discussed 
iby Messrs. GRANGER, PARKER, EVER- 
ETT, CAMBRELENG, WHITE of Florida, 
JOHNSON of Tennessee, BELL,GRENNELL, 
LINCOLN, and WARD. 

Mr. JARVIS then withdrew the motion. 

The discussion was further continued b 
Messrs. VANDERPOEL, GRAVES, J UDSON, 
WHITTLESEY of Ohio, PARKER, ADAMS, 
| and WHITE of Florida; when the amendment of 
the Committee of the Whole was concurred in, 
and the bill was passed. 


SERVICES OF VOLUNTEERS. 


Mr. LEWIS, from the joint committee of con- 
ference, appointed on the disagreeing votes of 
the two Elouses upon an amendment of the Senate 


negative; but he hoped there would be no objec- 
tion to it. ; 

Mr. WHITTLESEY thought it should under- 
|| go the revision of thatcommittee. He remarked 
| that there were a great many instances of militia | 
: having been called out in this way in the late war, 
|! without any claim having been made upon Con- 
‘gress, Atall events he hoped the gentleman from 
‘| Alabama would not embarrass or incumber this 

| bill by urging his proposition at that time. 
|| Mr. MARTIN wasata loss to see how it could : 
|i embarrass the bill, for his proposition was of a 
i character identically the same as the provisions 
| of the bill. 

Mr. SPEIGHT said, though he thought the ; 
expenses these men had incurred should be repaid 
| to them, yet he hoped the gentleman from Ala- 
| bama would not then press the subject. 

After a few further remarks from Messrs. i 
|| MERCER, LAWLER, HUNT, and WHITE | 
of Florida, i 
| Mr. MARTIN said, not to delay or prejudice 
the passage of this bill, and at the suggestion of 


He wished the House, however, distinctly to un- | 
: derstand, that he should ask leave to introduce a 
resolution by which this subject should be referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. | $ PS ends 
Mr. OWENS moved to ingert the words “ out | to the bill authorizing the President to accept the 
of any money in the Treasury not otherwise || service of volunteers, reported several amend- 
; appropriated.” || ments to said bill; which were agreed to. 
© "Mr. BRIGGS hoped the amendment would , RESOLUTIONS. 
not prevail, for the bill was merely an explana- | On motion of Mr. WISE, by leave, it was 
tory one of a former bill. If it should prevail, it || Resolved, That the President of the United States be re- 


would be making the bill a new appropriation, I| quested to communicate to this House all the measures 


: . . : taken by the Administration to suppress Indian hostilities 
ee SR of the committee || in Florida; also to communicate all the information in his 


A 2 5 || possession relative to the cause of those hostilities. 
soe owen Sone Be er O | On motion of Mr. MARTIN, by leave, it was 
i re pay Oi a Ys | Resolved, That the Committee on Military Affairs be in- 
: but if his amendment would conflict with the in- || structed to inquire into the expediency of making provision 
i tention of the committee, and being anxious for || for the payment of the reasonable compensation of such 
|, the speedy passage of the bill, he withdrew the 


volunteer companies as were formed and repuired to the 
j| amendment !| seat of government of the State of Alabama, upon the call 
| F , of the Governor of said State, and were not received into 

Mr. PINCKNEY moved to amend the bill as || the service, on account of the disturbances in Florida, as 


follows: strike out ‘‘in’’ the States, and insert i) well as for the Creek service, the requisite number of com- 
e by”? the States, and alsoadd the following: “or | panies having een eet upos this subject from 
individuals or corporations.” He said his object his Excellency C.C. Clay, Goveriion of the said State, be 
was to provide for the repayment of advances || referred to that committee. 
made by banks in the State from which he came. On motion of Mr. VINTON, the House ad- 
Mr. GLASCOCK requested the gentleman to || journed i 
withdraw the amendment; and after a few words J i 
| by both gentlemen, Mr. P. withdrew it. 
| “Mr. MASON, of Ohio, then spoke for some 
| time in reference to the irregular and hasty man- 
|! nerin which such important bills as this were 
| lately hurried through the House. — 
The committee then rose and reported the bill 
and amendments to the House. 
The SPEAKER having resumed the chair, the | 
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Mr. WALKER rose and said there had been 
forwarded to him the proceedings of a large and 
respectable meeting of citizens of the State of 
Mississippi, held at the court-house of Warren 
county, which he had been requested to present 
i bill as amended in committee was then taken ‘| to the Senate. The resolutions contained in these 
‘| up, and the amendments read. | proceedings (Mr. W. said) instructed their Rep- 

Mr. JARVIS said he should not oppose the j resentatives and requested their Senators in Con- 
bill, but he did dissent from the manner in which | gress to use their utmost endeavors to obtain 
| the House was transacting its business. The | from this Government the immediate recognition 
_ requisite information failed to come from the Ex- ` of the independence of Texas, stating the reasons 

excutive Department in a regular manner. In- | which have induced the people of this county to 
‘stead of the House receiving executive commu- | urge this measure. The time had now arrived, 
| nications through the Chair, a communication was Mr. W. believed, for action on this subject; and 
i received by a chairman of a committee, and the ‘| he therefore moved the reference of these pro- 
| first the House heard of it was when the bill was ceedings to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 
reported. This ought not to be tolerated. He | Mr. W. handed up tg the table the resolytions 

| did not say this from want of respect to the Sec- || in a printed form; upon which 
| retary of War, for he had the highest opinion of | The CHAIR stated that a paper in that form 
‘| that gentleman. He moved terecommit the bill | could not be received—that it must be attested by 
‘| the real signatures of some of the parties, or ac- 


i to the Committee on Military Affairs. - ' 
companied by a letter vouching for its authen- 
ticity. 

r. WALKER said that he was himself satis- 
fied of the authenticity of the proceedings. Their 
having been sent in a printed form was merely 
for the convenience of transmission; and that he 
had received a letter on the subject, but that in 
its containing also matters of a 
private nature, he did not wish to communicate 


É. 


were either disrespectful or irregular. He as- | 
serted, without fear of contradiction, that, from | 
| the origin of the Government to the present time, , 
no-estimates for a bill of this character were sent | 
„through the Speaker. The uniform practice had 
always been the same as in the present instance. 
This bill had now been reporte the Military 


b 
Committee, and been befere the House upwards 
ofa month. He appealed to the gentleman to 
withdraw the motion to recommit. 

Mr. JARVIS replied that he had never reported 
any bill, which was an original measure, under 
the circumstances he had complained of in regard 
to the present. 

- Mr. HAWES should vote to recommit this 


was imperative on this subject. 
Mr. WALKER said thst if it was out of order 
to receive this paper he e 
the instructions of his constituents, m 
reference of the proceedings of the citizens of 
| Cincinnati, having a similar objectøn view, pre- 
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sented some days since by the Senator from Ohio, 
(Mr. Morrts. 
Mr. MORR ot fe 
these resolutions at this time. à r 
important question, which would, in all probabil- , 
ity, produce some excitement 1n the country, and 
he was not prepared to act on it before it became = 
necessary toact. He was not willing to take all : 
that he had heard as facts, until officially commu- ' 
nicated. It was true it was a glorious struggle, 
in which our citizens, and he among the rest, felt 
a deep interest; nevertheless, he did not go the 
length of the Senator from Mississippi, [Mr. 
Watker.] He had received from the capital of 
his State proceedings of a meeting of highly re- 


ls did not feel disposed to take up 


his was a My i 


Mr. WALKER accepted with great pleasure 
the proceedings tendered him by the Senator 


| from South Carolina, [Mr. Presron.] 


been moved pye member of the Administration 
party, he felt himself bound to. understand that 
| the Executive was not opposed to taking the first 


Mr. MORRIS said he would not now object : steps now, and that in his opinion this proceed- 


to the use of the Ohio proceedings by the Senator 
from Mississippi. 

Mr. WALKER then moved the reference of 
all the proceedings and memorials in relation to 
Texas to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 
He said that his feelings had perhaps been more 
deeply excited than those of any other Scnator, 
by the fact, that he attributed the death of a ve 
nearand much beloved relative, in passing throug 
Texas immediately proceding the late struggle, to 


ithe unwarrantable proceedings of the Mexican 


spectable citizens, warmly espousing the cause of. authorities in Texas. Mr, W. said he spoke 


exas; and he was the first to present to the Sen- , 
ate proceedings on this subject. ; 
tion of Texas involved a question which did not | 


` and acted on this subject upon his own responsi- 
The recogni- |; bility, and not, as was supposed by the Senator 
. from South Carolina, [Mr. 


Presrton,]} as the or- 


meet the eye, and which was beyond the mere : gan of the Administration. v J 
recognition of her independence—a question that | no authority to represent the President’s views 
would convulse this Union from one end to the ` on this subject, but that, were he to give his own 
other; and the observance of prudence and cau- `: opinion of those views, Mr. W. could not doubt 
tion was necessary. While there was agitation || but that, as a man, the President could not be 


on this subject it was not the most appropriate . otherwise than friendly to the cause of those who 


time for action upon it. 
effect upon some portions of the country, and he | 
therefore thought the time had not yet arrived | 
when it was proper, in his judgment, to act. 


It might have a material i 


‘ erty still glowed as warmly in the bosom of our 


were struggling for liberty against usurpation in || the American continent. 
any quarter of the globe; that the love of lib- | attempts would be made by some Europcan Gov- 
ernment to obtain a cession of Texas from the 


: venerable President as when, in the morning of | 


Mr. PRESTON, with great satisfaction, ten- | life, he shed his blood in defense of -his country ' 


dered to his friend from Mississippi the use of | 
the memorial on the subject of Texas, presented | 
by him some days since. It might have been i 
supposed, that he would call up this memorial | 
himself, and he had proposed to do so this morn- | 
ing; but he had much rather second the views of 
the gentleman from Mississippi, and follow in his 
wake,than take the lead himself. There was 
much propriety in this movement coming from 
that quarter. The zeal and ardor which that gen- 
tleman had manifested on that subject, and the 
powera! interest in the affairs of Texas which 
is constituents had exhibited, alike qualified him 
to take the lead on this occasion. He was glad, 


‘in the war of the Revolution; that whatever 
i mi 
he would, no doubt, so discharge the duties of 
_his office as to 
| faith and the national honor. 


If (said Mr. W.) the accounts we have received 


ght be the feelings of the President, as a man, ' 


ing was not dangerous or premature. Mr. W 
was of opinion that it would be best not to act 
with precipitation. If this information was true, 
they: would doubtless before long hear from 
Texas herself; for as soon as she felt that she was 
a country, and had a country, she would natu- 
rally present her claims to her neighbors, to be 
recognized as an independent nation. He did 
not say that it would be necessary to wait for 
this event, but he thought it would be discreet to 
do so. He would be one of the first to acknow!- 
edge the independence of Texas, on reasonable 
proof that she had established a Government. 
There were views connected with Texas which 
he would not now present, as it would be pre- 


Mr. W. said he had mature to do so; but he would observe that he 


. had reccived some information, from a respectable 
‘source, which turned his attention to the very 
significant expression used by Mr. Monroe, in 


his message of 1822, that no European Power 


: should ever be permitted to establish a colony on 
He had no doubt that 


! Government of Mexico. 

' Mr. MORRIS said, that on this question he 
was in hopes he should be able to make himself 
fully understood. He explained his views of the 
effect of the motion of the Senator from Missis- 


yeserve unsullied the national | sippi, [Mr. Wanker,] which, he thought, was 


premature and hasty. Mr. M. disclaimed being 
‘under executive influence in this matter. He 


‘ from Texas were official, he would have moved |, went with, and for, the people of the State he 
li a resolution for the immediate recognition of the | represented. It was true he respected the execu- 
'| independence of Texas. Mr. W. believed these ;; tive will, when he knew it officially. But (he 
ii accounts to be true; but, as the information was `; asked) where was the Government or the author- 
i unofficial, he had moved the reference of the ‘ized agents of Texas? Those gentlemen who 
l Texas memorials to the Committee on Foreign | were here as agents, he believed, had shown no 
| Relations, in the expectation that they“would ' credentials from the authorities of Texas. He 
|| immediately investigate the subject, and be en- | would go as far as any gentleman on this floor in 


for another reason, that the gentleman from Mis- |' abled to present the facts to us in that authentic 


sissippi was the first to move in this business. 
He himself was in the minority, belonging to 
that party which had no control over the desti- 
nies of this country, except by repulsion; and, 
therefore, the motion coming from a distinguished 
member of the party of the Administration would 
have a more powerful effect than one coming from 
him. It showed the strength of the cause of 
Texas, and indicated the feelings of the Admin- 
istration party in its behalf; or if it did not in- 
dicate such feelings, it showed that a powerful 
current of public sentiment was urging them on. 
He had expected this morning to follow the lead 
of other Senators. He had expected that the 
Senator from New York would have presented a 
memorial on this subject from that great State, 
containing such a vast number of signatures as 
to put all others in the shade; and he had also 
expected that a memorial of the same nature 
would have been presented by the Senator from 
Pennsylvania. 
The period had now arrived when, if public 
information was not false, some action on the 
part of this Government would be proper. He 
did not mean direct and positive, but initiatory 
actign, to put things in a course of investigation. 
If a tithe of that information was truc, no one 
could question but that the domination of the 
President of Mexico was foreverat an-end. If it 
was true that his army was dispersed, his person 
captured, and the Texan army triumphant, Texas 
was in the situation supposed some days since, 
by the Senator frorn Massachusetts, having a 
Government de facto, and being to all intents and 
purposes independent. They had, it was true, 
received no. official confirmation of this intelli- 
gence; and therefore it was not proposed to do 
more than take the initiatory steps to obtain 
farther information through the Committee of 
Foreign Relations; but without over estimating 
the feelings of the Senator from Mississippi, he 
would take it for granted that, if instead of these 
rumors they had been in possession of official 
confirmation of the Texan victory, the gentleman 
would at once have laid a resolution on the table 
for the immediate recognition of the independence 
of Texas. @ 


i: form which would justify immediate action, 


i When South Amcrica was not yet wholly disen- 
| thralled from the power of Spain—when the scale 
‘was still balancing, and the question not yet 


favor of civil and religious liberty, and held that 
all men were born free and equal. When he acted 
as the humble organ of a portion of the people 
of this Government, he desired to act on some- 
thing official. He would be prepared to act on 


q 
entirely determined which should preponderate, 
| liberty or despotism, Congress had acted upon ` believed that the time would soon arrive. He 
| the question of South Amcrican independence. could sympathize in the feelings of the Senator 
And, ata late period, when the struggle of Greece ' from Mississippi, (Mr. Watxer.] That Senator 
! was still progressing—when her classic soil was |, had reason to feel in this matter, having met with 
| still the theater of a sanguinary and doubtful ` the loss of a near relative. But he ought not to , 
conflict—when the Moslem crescent had not yet `: suffer his judgment to be misled by the intensity 
| faded before the dawn of liberty, the distinguished .. of his feelings. They might, out of these walls, 
Senator from Massachusetts had moved to ac-: act in their individual capacity like men; but 
credit an agent to Greece. If we were warranted |. when acting as Senators MT should be cautious. 
in thus acting upon that occasion, why refuse : But, as the Senator from ississippi said, time 
now to investigate, through the appropriate com- ` would be taken for consideration by the commit- 
' mittee, the situation of affairs in Texas? The tee, if referred to the Committee on Foreign Re- 
! intelligence is, that a division of the Mexican lations; and as that committee was an able one, 
| army has been overthrown, and the survivors of he would withdraw his objections to the refer- 
the contest captured by the troops of Texas; that | ence. 
Santa Anna, the leader of the Mexican army, and Mr. WALKER stated that, from the observa- 
| the head of the Mexican Government, the very tions of the Senator from Ohio, it would seem 
; man in whose person that Government was con- ; that the gentleman supposed that his course on 
i centrated, was also a prisoner; and that he had | this occasion had be.n dictated by the impulses 
consented to the exaltation of Texas, and the — of his heart, and not by his judgment. The gen- 
immediate recognition of her independence. If, tleman was deeply mistaken; for there was no 
then, (said Mr. W.,) Texas has maintained, | one subject upon which he had more deeply re- 
upon the field of battle, that declaration of inde- || flected, and more deliberately consulted his judg- 
pendence made ®y her many months since—if', ment, than on the subject of Texas. At the 
that independence has been acknowledged by the ., period when the treaty was made by which the 
head of the Mexican Government, and Texas |; valley of the Mississippi was dismembered, and 
| evacuated by the Mexican troops—if there be . Texas surrendered to a foreign Power—at that 
i now a Government de facto in operation in Texas, period, not yet having arrived at the age of man- 
and her enemies overthrown, we must, upon the |: food, and not being entitled to a vote, he had ex- 
principles that have always guided our course, |: pressed his conviction against the treaty, and by 
recognize at once the independence of Texas. | addresses in 1826 in the public papers, over his 
h Mr. WEBSTER said that, if the people of , own signature, had shown his opposition to that 
| Texas had established a Government de facto, it |; unwise and important measure. 
: was undoubtedly the duty of this Government to These were the deliberate dictates of his own 
acknowledge their indgpendence. The time and i judgment, before he ever had a relative in Texas 
manner of doing so, however, were all matters || —before he was a resident of a southern State, 
proper for grave and mature consideration. He d before he ever expected to have a seat on 
should have been satisfied had this matter not |; this floor. These (he said) were not southern 
been moved again till all the evidence had been || feelings—they were not northern feelings—no, 
collected, and until they had received official || they were the feelings which were wholly Ameri- 
; information of the important events that had || can, prompted by an ardent zeal for civil and 
:! taken place in Texas. As this proceeding had '! religious liberty; and which, he trusted, would 


~ 


this important event at the proper time, and he 
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ever have influence in every American bo i 
was the solemn and deliberate conviction of his '| 
jodgment, that they should recognize the inde- 
pendence of Texas, whenever they were satis- 
fied that she had an established Government. 
Whether they extended their jurisdiction to Tex- 
as,as he desired, or not, they should congratulate 
themselves that American institutions, American 
feelings, our freedom, our language, and our kin- 
dred race, predominated over that fair country, 
instead of the colored mongrel race, and barbar- 
ous tyranny, and superstitions of Mexico. They 
had not, it was truc, received offic 
of the glorious intelligence which there was so | 
much reason to credit. If they had, he would 
have at once laid a resolution on the table, look- | 
ing to the acknowledgment of the independence ' 
of Texas; but not having received such official 
information, he did not propose more at present 
than to take the initiatory steps of an inquiry by : 
the appropriate committee. 

The Senator from Ohio referred to the agents 
from Texas now in this city as being private 
agents only. He begged leave to tell the gentle- ' 
man that they were public and accredited agents, 
and not the less respectable because they were 
once American citizens, and not less respectable 
than the accredited agents of the tyrant and 
usurper, Santa Anna. They had been told to 
wait till Texas had established her independence. 
She had established it, and was able to maintain 
it. By her great and glorious victory, she had 
her oppressor in her power, and coul dictate to 
him what terms she pleased; and Mr. W. said, 
the battle in which Santa Anna was captured 
was next in importance to the civilized world to 
the conflict which terminated in the surrender of 
Cornwallis, and would be equally decisive of the 
fate of an infant republic. 

Mr. KING, of Alabama, was aware, fror the 
present state of feeling on the subject of Texas, 
that cvery wise and prudent course would be 
construcd as an oppositicn to the recognition of 
the independence of that country; but so long as i 
he remained on that floor he would throw him- | 
self in opposition to every effervescence of feeling | 


which he conceived militated against the high | Mexico, 
character of this country for good faith and the || cacy. He kn 


preservation of treaty stipulations with foreign | 
countries. He knew not whether the intelligence 
from Texas was true or not—he hoped that it | 
was true; but that should notalter the true course | 
of policy which this Government had invariably 
ursued towards foreign Powers. We ask not 
(said Mr. K.) whether they have established a- 
Governmentof liberal principles or a despotic Gov- 
ernment; we do not ask on what principles their 
Government is founded. We only ask if they 
have established a Government on settled prin- , 
ciples;.and having satisfied ourselves of that fact, `| 
we proceed to acknowledge them as a nation. It |! 
was on this principle that we recognized the Gov- | 
ernment of the Republic of France, established | 
on the ruins of the old monarchy; it was on this ; 
principle that we recognized the Consular Gov- | 
ernment established in the same country, and - 
again recognized the Imperial Government, after- ; 
wards the Kingly Government of the house of 
Bourbon, and now the French monarchy as at | 
present existing. On this principle we had uni- | 
formly acted, and correctly acted, with respect to i 
all the new Governments with whom we had had || 
intercourse. Let us first see a Government estab- | 
lished, and then only can we act according to the ii 
principles laid down from the first formation of | 
this Government. i 
Was therc a man who did not deeply sympa- | 
thize with them, and desire to see them freed from | 
their Ay Marat Did they acknowledge her | 
independence at once? No, far from it; the elo- | 
quence of the Senator from Kentucky was exerted 
in vain in the Hall of the other House; our Gov- |, 
ernment felt itself restrained by a sense of pru- || 
dence and of justice; and it was not till after we | 
had sent agents to see whether a Government | 
‘existed, and what that Government was, that | 
they recognized them as an independent nation. 
So would he act now; so would he that this Con- 
gress and this Administration should act on the 
present occasion. It was said that the move- 
ment of these proceedings in the Senate was to 
be regarded as an evidence of the feelings and 


ial confirmation ' 


| or to make terms with the Opposition in Mexico. | 


| sh 


wishes of the Executive on this subject. He 
had had no communication whatever which would 
enable him to know what were the wishes and 


| feelings of the Chief Magistrate; but he should 


_ think that the individual at the head of this Gov- 
| ernment was too wise and too prudent to hazard 
: any premature action in relation to a matter in- 
` volving such importantconsequences, He should 


: have 


events, and not, when the public mind was ina 


state of effervescence, receive, as implicit, every |: 
rumor which was favorable to the causc of Texas. | 


d have waited until they could act in 


| They shoul l 
| -settled policy of this 


‘accordance with the long 
| Government. Then he wou 
! to go with the Senator from Mississippi, and 
| recognize the independence of Texas, when she 
had proved that she really possessed that in 
pendence. He could not see the necessity of 
| sending this memorial to the Committee on For- | 
‘eign Relations, as they had not the means of 
obtaining any information not already in the 
possession of the public. If the motion should | 
: be pressed, and the memorial sentto the commit- | 
| tee, he hoped they would let it sleep, and not 
| recommend any action until they were in posses- 
sion of the fullest information, enabling them to 
act in accordance with the settled policy of this 
Government, and becorning to the national Legis- 
ature and to the nation. 
Mr. MANGUM hoped the Senate would send 


i 
1 
i 
i 
l 


this matter to the committee, not to sleep, for : 


they ought to report something on the subject. 
From the relation in which he stood as a member 
of that committee towards the Executive, he 


ought to be cautious not to embarrass that Depart- : 


> 
ment o 


itwould naturally be expecte 
some feeling on this subject. 

not move in the matter unt 
He would not vote fora reference of them, orany | 
other proceedin 
Department. Hea 


f the Government; and from local causes 
d he should have 
If. he had, he dare 


Iluded to a bill before another 
branch of Congress to fix the boundary line be- 
tween this Government and the Government of 
and they ought to act with some deli- 


tain quarter as wanting in a due sense of feeling 
for Texas. But when Texas came up to the , 
standard of independence, he was prepared to act 
romptly, but was not willing to embarrass the 

| Executive upon mere newspaper rumor. He 
| would vote against the reference on the ground 
| that he was unwilling to take any step until he 
| could go the whole length. At presentthere was 
` no authentic information that there was any Gov- 
erament in Texas. He would not yield that he 
had less sensibility than others in behalf of Texas, 


been better pleased had honorable gentlemen | 
waited for the further development of coming | 


ld have been disposed ‘ 


de- : 


il the Executive moved. ` 


gs to embarrass the Executive |: 


ew he would be denounced ina cer- || 


deeply interested in preventing the country from 
having the power to annoy them; and the navi- 
gating and manufacturing interests of the North 
and East were equally interested in making it a 
part of this Union. He thought they would 
soon be called on to decide these questions; and 
when they did act on it, he was for acting on 
both together, for recognizing the independence 
of Texas, and for admitting her into the Union. 

Though he felt the deepest solicitude on this 
subject, he was for acting calmly, deliberately, 
and cautiously, but at the same time with decis- 
ion and firmness. They should not violate their 
neutrality; but when they were once satisfied that 
Texas had established a Government, they should 
do as they had done in all other similar cases— 
recognize her as an independent nation; and if 
i her people, who were once citizens of this Re- 
| public, wished to come back to us, he would 
| receive them with open arms. 

If events should go on as they had done, he 
: could not but hope that, before the close of the 
present session of Congress, they would not onl 
acknowledge the independence of Texas, but ad- 
mit her into the Union. He hoped there would 
i be no unnecessary delay—for in such cases delays 
| were dangerous—but that they would act with 
unanimity, and act promptly. 

Mr. BROWN said he would not enter into the 
| consideration of the very important topics, on 
the present occasion, which the gentleman from 
South Carolina [Mr. Catwoun] had alluded to, 
in the course of his remarks, as to the position 
which Texas ought to occupy, in relation to the 
United States, in the event of her succeeding in 
i the establishment of her independence. Whether 
she was to be incorporated into our Confederacy 
las one of it? members, or whether she was to 
| stand in the relation of an independent sover- 
eignty, having no political connection with us 

as a nation, were questions which were fraught 
with the most important conscquences, and 
would, when presented for deliberation, deserve 
the most solemn consideration. 

He would proceed to say a few words on the 
i motion to refer the memorials, in favor of the 
: recognition of the independence of Texas, to the 
' Committee on Foreign Relations. We had been 

called on (said Mr. B.) to take this step by the | 
advocates of the motion, confessedly on the 
grounds ofthe propriety of animmediate acknowl- 
edgar of the existing authorities of Texas as 
a Government. He, therefore, should view the 
motion as looking to that result, and as the means 
by which it was sought to be accomplished. What, 
he would ask, was the nature of the information 
on which this important step was to be preqjcated ? 
Were we in possession of that well-authenticated 
intelligence, as regards the condition of Texas, 


and being unwilling that the committee should be 
embarrassed by this delicate question, he would 
move to lay it on the table. 

Mr. CALHOUN was of opinion that it would 
add more strength to the cause of Texas to wait 
for a few days until they received official con- 
firmation of the victory and capture of Santa 
Anna, in order to obtain the more unanimous 
vote in favor of the recognition of Texas. 
had been of but one opinion from the beginning, 
that, so far from Mexico being able to reduce 
Texas, there was great danger of Mexico herself | 
being conquered by the Texans. ‘I'he result of 
one battle had placed the ruler of Mexico in the 
power of the Texans, and they were now able, 
either to dictate what terms they pleased to him, 


This extraordinary meeting had given a hand- 
ful of brave mena most powerful control over the © 
destinies of Mexico; he trusted they would use 
their victory with moderation. He had made 
up his mind, not only to recognize the independ- 
ence of Texas, but for her admission into this 
Union; and if the Texans managed their affairs | 
prudently, they would soon be called upon to 
deqde that question. No man can suppose for 
a moment that this country could ever come again 
under the dominion of Mexico, and he was of 
inion that it was not for our interests that there 
ould be an independent community between us 
and Mexico. There were powerful reasons why 


He || 


and the competency of its existing authorities to 
|; maintain themselves against the power of the 
|! Mexican Government, which would authorize 
| such a measure? These were important prelim- 
_ inary inquiries, and should not be regarded as 
settled until we had received more certain and 
| definite information than we yet had in our pos- 

session. tb B. could not (he said) consider the 
effort which was now making by honorable gen- 
tlemen to stimulate action on this subject by our 
Government in any other eee than as an attempt 
to change practically and radically the neutral and 

acific character of our Government, which had 
ong been cherished as one of its wisest and best 
settled principles of policy—a policy under the 
guidance of which we had grown, and strength- 
ened, and become powerful at home and respect- 
ed abroad. He, for one, was not willing to 
exchange a policy which had poe such rich 
and valuable fruits for one of novel experiment 
and of uncertain issue. He could not yield his 
judgment to the enthusiastic appeals which had 

een made to our sympathies on this occasion. 
He trusted that he, too, felta becoming and proper 
sympathy for those in every clime and in every 
country who were engaged ina struggle for lib- 
erty against arbitrary power. But there was a 
sympathy which he owed in another quarter, and 
which he acknowledged he felt in its full extent— 
higher, stronger, and of more sacred obligation than 
that which had been on the present occasion 


Texas should be a part of this Union. The 
southern States owning a slave population were 


claimed of us. 


It was a sympathy for the preservation of our 
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national character, for justice, and for the preser- 
vation of our own free institutions. Such was the 
ardent anxiety and solicitude that he felt for the | 
success of our own greatand hitherto eminently 
he believed that we should not only be doing 
greatinjustice fo our own country, but to the cause of 
liberty everywhere, by embarking our Government, 
which was the best and brightest hope of the 
friends of civil liberty, in schemes, if not danger- 
ous, to say the least of them, injudicious and 
precipitate. Mr. B. thought he could see, in the 
considerations to which he had adverted, reasons 
at least ag strong,and motives as powerful, to : 
call forth our patriotic sympathies, and to afford © 
us an ample occasion for their exercise, as any 
which had been urged on the other side. 

Tt had repeatedly (said Mr. B.) been charged 
against republics by the advocates of powcr, that 
they were too much governed by a spirit of con- 
quest, and had often endeavored to aggrandize 


themselves, at the expense of other nations, dis- , 


regarding the principles of justice. He believed 
the charge unfounded, and trusted that the United 
States would continuc, as they had heretofore 


done, to afford an exemplification of the truth, ; 


that arepublican Government can not only act 
with justice and moderation towards other 
nations, but that it can preserve a character for 


| 


|| ernment, to do nothing which would compromit 


cessful experiment in self-government, that ` 


moderation, and to our republican form of Gov- 


the one or endanger the other. f 
| Mr. WALKER said the arguments made by 
some Senators were calculated to place him in a 
position which he had not occupied, and demanded 
a reply. Honorable Senators had spoken as 
though he (Mr. W.) had made some proposition 
to dismember Mexico, to violate the faith of 
treaties, and to tarnish the national honor. Mr. 

| W. had made no such proposition. Mr. W. said 

i he would violate no treaty—he would never desire 

: to tarnish the national honor, or sully a single 

' star that beams in the banner of the Union. The 

: question is, to inquire, through the appropriate 

; committee, into the existence of a Government de 

i facto in Texas. The sole question is, has a rev- 

: olution been effected in Texas? has the Mexican 

: Government been overthrown there ? and whether 
this revolution, as in the present case in a single 
campaign, or as in the three days at Paris, has 
been effected, leaves the question unchanged. 

: Mr. W. would desire to call back honorable gen- 

‘ tlemen from the fields of speculation into which 
they had wandered, and ask them to mect the 
question now proposed, whether the Senate ought , 
not to inquire into the fact of the existence of a | 


. Government de facto in Texas? If in Texas there | 


| 


again for discussion from morning to morning, to 

the exclusion of most of the business of the Sen- 

: ate, as there was nothing to prevent the presenta- 
tion of petitions every morning to excite discus- 
sion. It was for the purpose of avoiding these 
discussions that he should vote to refer it at once 
to the Committee on Foreign Relations. A prom- 
inent member of that committee had been long 
and intimately acquainted with the subject of our 
foreign relations, and there were members on it 
representing all the different sections of the coun- 
try to whose charge he believed the subject could be 
safely committed. It would seem, from the course 
of debate this morning, that gentlemen supposed 
the questionof the recognition of the independence 
of Texas, or its admission into this Union, was 
directly before the Senate, and some gentlemen had 
volunteered their opinions in advance of the report 
of the committee. He did not vote to refer it to 
the committee to receive its quictus, but that they 
might give their views upon 1t; nor did he feel as 
if he were called upon to express an opinion upon 
the propriety of the measure. It was strange 
that Senators who stated that their opinions were 
made up should oppose the Feference. 

|. Mr. CALHOUN explained. He stated that 

‘he was not prepared now to take either course 

| that he had suggested. But he said that the ques- 


those elevated national virtues, placing it in ' 


honorable contrast with the selfish and arbitrary 
examples too often set by Governments of a 
different form. 

Mr. B. said that, generous as the enthusiasm 
was which had been expressed on this occasion 
in behalf of Texas, and disinterested as the 
motives doubtless were, alleged in favor of the | 
proposed departure from our neutrality, (for such 
Y 


j 
| 
| 
| 


ence of Texas at present,) did gentlemen believe | 
that the sharp-sighted diplomacy of foreign na- 

tions would not suspect us of some disposition to ' 
aggrandize ourselves at the expense of a weaker 
neighbor, and of impatience to plant our eagles 
on a foreign soil? 

He regarded our national character as worth 
infinitely more than all the territorial possessions 
of Mexico, her wealth, or the wealth of all other 
nations added together. We occupied a standing 
among the nations of the earth of which we 
might well be proud, and which we ought not to 


permit to be tarnished. We have (said Mr. B.) | 
arrived at that period of our history, as a nation, . 


when it behooves us to act with the greatest wis- | 
dom and circumspection. But a few years since, 

as a nation, we were comparatively in a state of | 
infangy; we were now in the confidence of youth, 
and with the buoyancy of spirit incident to this 
period of our existence as a nation, about to 
enter on ‘‘ man’s estate.”’ Powerful in resources, 
and conscious of our strength, let us not forget 
the sacred obligations of justice and good faith 


character, greatness, and freedom, and without : 
which no people could long preserve the bless- | 
ings of self-government. Republican govern- ' 
ment was based on the principles of justice, and 
for it to be administered on any other, either in 
its foreign or domestic affairs, was to undermine 
its foundation and to hasten its overthrow. 

Mr. B. said that the peaceable acquisition of . 
Texas by purchase was a question which might | 
well merit the consideration of the Government of 


in any other way, or which would commit us to 
take part in the contest in which it was at present 
engaged, ought, in his opinion, to be steadily 
resisted. If, in the existing condition of things, 
we acknowledge her independence, it would be- 
: come not only a matter of pride, but somewhat 
of obligation on our part, to maintain it by mili- 
tary force; an extremity which gentlemen ought | 
to pause before they were prepared to precipitate ; 
the country improvidently into. 


If (said Mr. B.) we shall receive unquestion- ` 


able informatian that Texas can maintain her 
independence against the authority of the Mexf- 
can Government, none would be more willing to 
see her recognized as a free and independent State 
than himself; but until then we owed it to our ; 
character as a nation, to our love of justice and 


be a successful Government in operation, then we |; tions, both of the recognition of Texas and her 
shall violate the fundamental principle of the law ;, incorporation into the Union, would soon be 
of nations if we continue to recognize the exist- || brought before them. He stated that the Tex- 
‘ ence of the Mexican authority in a country from || ans having the power, could make good terms 

which it has been expelled. But the recognition, || with Santa Anna, or with the opposing party in 


i itis said, should come from the Executive, or || Mexico; and that if they acted with prudence 


, upon his suggestion. |] 
I| ceeded to recognize the independence of Texas, ' 


r i| of those very Senators who obs 
e should regard a recognition of the independ- | . 


Had the President pro- | 


or to dictate our course here on this subject, some ' 
ct to my motion 
would have at once denounced, as a usurpation, 
such a course upon the part of the Executive. | 
But the Senate has a right to act on this subject, 
not only as a branch of the Legislature, but as a 


_ branch of the executive department, in control- 


ling our foreign relations. No treaty can be made 


with any foreign Power, no envoy accredited 


| there, but through the direct action of the Senate, 


as a branch of the executive department; and it 
is therefore peculiarly appropriate that the pro- 
posed inquiry should commence here. But we 
are told that the proposed inquiry is indelicate 
i under existing circumstances. Indelicate to 
whom? To Santa Anna, the captive chief of the 
Mexican Government? Mr. W. said that, to his 
mind, such an idea was irresistibly ludicrous. 
When our illustrious Franklin presented his cre- | 


| Congress would soon be called upon to decide 
| whether they should be incorporated into the 
Union. The gentleman from Virginia, he pre- 
' sumed, would not oppose this. He was not so 
prudent as to wait for the opinion of the commit- 
| tee. He had the fullest confidence in the com- 
| mittee, but having made up his mind long ago he 
, did not rely on the opinions of any one. It was 
,, not that he considered action to be now pre- 
‘| mature, but because he desired to see a greates 
‘unanimity of opinion that he wished this mattes 

delayed. 
j r. RIVES was under the impression, with- 
out being able to recall to his mind particularly 

who the individual Senators were, that other gen- 
' tlemen had so expressed themselves. He held it 
to be entirely premature, in any Senator, in cases 
of reference, to express an opinion in advance. 
The committee would be governed by all proper 
and patriotic feelings in their deliberations upon 
the subject, and report to the Senate their viewa 


dentials, as the first American embassador to . upon it in detail, based upon authentic informa- 
France, did we think it indelicate to send such ., tion received from all sources within their reach. 
an envoy on such an embassy? And when the ` He believed that the discussion of all preliminary 
young Franklins from.Texas shall present their questions, without having well authenticated facts 
credentials, as they may already have done ona before them, gave rise to excited feelings. The 
similar embassy, shall we be told that the inquiry | gentleman from South Carolina (Mr. Carnoux] 


‘ into actual conferences with the 


, atio | is indelicate, whether they do in fact represent a 
which form the indispensable basis of a nation’s |! 


had stated his feelings as a southern man. 
Government de facto or not? But, if the inquir Mr. CALHOUN explained. He stated that 
is indelicate on our part, would it not be much ` all parts of the Union, the manufacturing, navi- 
more so on the part of the Executive—brought . gating,and commercial interests, were all equalty 
heretofore, and, perhaps, at the present moment, .. interested in the independence of Texas. — 


inister of Santa Mr. RIVES repeated that it was for the pur- 


| Anna? There was another strong reason for im- . pose of avoiding these excited feelings and dis- 


‘| pendence of 


‘sion, because we still considere 


. characterize its deliberations on international sub- 


mediate action. The Senator from Massachu- i cussions that he was in favor of the reference. 
setts had stated that a foreign Power was endeav- || They all knew the interest felt in relation to this 
oring to obtain a cession of Texas from Mexico. '| Government. He did not conceive that voting 
If Mexico would ever cede Texas to that for-'| for a reference committed any one. Did any 


e J n |, eign Power, now would be the moment. If she | gentleman, when he voted for the reference of a 
the United States; butany step which looked either | i 
directly or indirectly to obtaining possession ofit | 


made such a cession when we refused even to in- ; particular claim to a committee, consider himsel? 
quire into the propriety of recognizing the inde- | bound to vote for that claim? Certainly not. He 
f exas, might not Mexico, and ` hoped every Senator would acquicsce in the ref- 
i such foreign Power to whom Texas was ceded, | erence; and in all probability, in a short time, 
' then declare that we could not object to the ces- they would have placed in their hands such in- 
the Mexican : formation of an official character as would enable 
fee as the lawful Government of Texas? them to act with unanimity, and perhaps even 
his circumstance alone demanded immediate ` without discussion. 
action. |. Mr. LINN said, when Santa Anna descended 
After some further remarks from Messrs. ` upon Texas like Hyder Ali on the plains of the 
PRESTON, CALHOUN, and MANGUM, i Carnatic, spreading destruction and desolation 
_ Mr. RIVES concurred in the necessity of cau- ' before him; when he stormed the Alamo and put 
tion, This Government should act with m@der- ‘| its noble and devoted defenders to the sword; 
ation, calmness, and aay: and because he ' when Colonel Fannin, who, after fighting gal- 
wished the Senate should act with that becoming ` lantlya overwhelming force of his enemies, was 
moderation, calmness, and dignity which oughtto `! seduced into an honorable capitulation; when 
c ; delik this capitulation was basely'and treacherously 
jects, it was his wish that the subject might be | violated, and his followers assassinated; when 


referred. If it was postponed, it would ceme up ii property was plundered and laid waste; when. 
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swamps, forests, and cane-brakes for shelter and 


rotrction against the power of these ruthless $ 
invaders; then, in the hour of their darkest hopes, | 


{ was willing to vote an acknowledgment of the 


independence of Texas, because at that moment ` 
it would have served their cause a good purpose. 


But now, sir, the scene has changed; they have 
met their proud and vainglorious enemics, and 


completely triumphed; they have trampled their | 
enemies in the dust, and worked out their own | 


SALVATION. ‘TEXAS IS INDEPENDENT, and it mat- 


ters but little whether we now pass through the | 


forms of admitting it or not. She is too pros- 
perous for me to take much interest in the mat- 


possession a memorial from citizens of the city 
and county of Philadelphia, urging Congress to 
recognize the independence of Texas, which he 


intended to present to the Senate as soon as an 


opportunity should offer. After much deliber- 


ation he had determined to move its reference to | 


the Committee on Foreign Relations, believing 


that, under existing circumstances, this was the | 


most proper disposition which could be made of 
these memorials. 

Mr. B. entirely concurred in the views which 
had been presented by the Senator from Virginia, 
[Mr. Rives.] A reference of these memorials to 
that committee committed nobody. It left the 
future course of every Senator as free as it had 
been before, Such a vote did not, in itself, imply 


either that we favored or that we opposed the : 


recognition of Texan independence. No infer- 


ence could be fairly drawn from it, except that . 


we deemed the subject of sufficient importance to | 
justify an inquiry. Could any Senator deny this 
roposition? It might be, though he confessed 
he thought it highly improbable, that the com- 
mittee would feel themselves bound to determine 
against the cause of Texas, and against the ardent | 
wishes of the people of the United States. In that | 
event it would: become the duty of the committee | 
to endeavor to tranquillize the country, and to 
satisfy the public that this view of the subject was 
correct. The simple reference of these memorials 
was the best mode of getting clear of the subject 
for the present; and for these reasons, if he had 
no other, he should vote for it. He did not be- 
lieve that, in the present state of the war between 
Mexico and Texas, the most jealous minister 


ever sent from old Spain or Mexico would have |: 


any cause to complain of the mere reference of 
these memorials to a committee of the Senate. 
But (Mr. B. said) he should not do justice, 


either to his feelings or his judgment, if he were | 


to place his vote upon these considerations alone. 
When he had last addressed the Senate upon this 
subject, the civil war was still raging in Texas, 
and the result of the conflict was still involved in 
doubt. It would then have been a violation of 


the established principles of our policy to insti- | 


tute an inquiry whether we should recognize its 
independence. From these principles, whatever 
might be his feclings as a man, he should never 
depart as an American Senator. But since that : 
time the, aspect of affairs had materially changed. | 
Although he was not of a credulous or sanguine — 
disposition, yet the sources of our information 

were so numerous, and of such a respectable . 


character, that he now believed the dominion of a 


Mexico over Texas was gone forever. For this 
he thanked his God. Its mountains and its fertile 

lains were destined to sustain millions of Amer- 
ican freemen in the enjoyment of American liberty. 
Whatever struggles the patriots of Texas might 

et be compelled to make in the sacred cause of 
iberty, of one thing he felt certain, that they | 
would be finally triumphant. But would they | 
use their victory as wisely as it had been bravely | 


won? This was a question on which we should ` 
Before we could |! 


soon be able to forman opinion, 
acknowledge their independence, we must be sat- 
isfied that they had organized and established a 
Government de facto, and were actually independ- 
ent. When these facts were clearly proved, we 
should then owe it to ourselves—we should owe 
it to the feelings of the American people—to ex- 
hibit an alacrity in declaring them independent. 
On this subject we should manifest no tardiness 
or cold delay; but, until that time should arrive, 


| 


women and children were seen flying to the | 


we must be faithful to our principles, and to our 
duties as a member of the great family of nations. 

‘A habit seemed to be growing in this body of 
attributing to the opinions of Senctors on this 
floor, who were known to be friendly to the 
present Administration, a meaning beyond what 
could be fairly inferred from their expressions, 
and thus attempting to commit the Exccutive. 
This had been done in the course of the present 
debate. He protested against the justice of any 
such inference. What he had said upon the pres- 
: ent occasion were his own opinions, for which he 


tained by the President of the United States. He 


: these memorials might be referred to the com- 
| mittee, and we might thus have a breathing spell 
i! from this subject to attend to the other important 
| business which was now pressing upou us. 


_ PRESTON, 


. The several memori 
| the Committee on Forcign Relations. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATION. 


| The CHAIR communicated a report from the ° 
| Secretary of the Treasury, containing a state- 


ment of the deposit banks for the last month. 


INDEPENDENCE OF TEXAS. 


Mr. BUCHANAN presented a memorial from 
sundry citizens of Pennsylvania, asking Congress 
to acknowledge the independence of Texas. 

Mr. McKEAN presented a similar memorial 
from sundry citizens of Pennsylvania. 

Mr. WRIGHT presented a similar memorial 
` from sundry citizens of New York; all of which 
| were referred to the Committee on Foreign Rela- 

tions. 


OTHER PETITIONS. 


Mr. HENDRICKS presented a petition, nu- 
merously signed by the citizens of Toledo and 
Michigan City, and the people on the route, 
praying the establishment of a post route between 
those places, via South Bend; which was referred 
to the Committee on 
Roads. 

Mr. RIVES presented a memorial from sundry 


i 


| 
| 


| mittee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

| Mr. LINN presented the petition of sundry 
i! citizens of Prairie du Chien, praying for confirm- 
li ation to certain land titles; shieh was referred to 
the Committee on Private Land Claims. 


REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 


ter. _ __ U trusted that, without further debate or delay, | 
Mr. BUCHANAN paid that he had in his : 


After some further observations from Mr. ` 


als were then referred to | 


the Post Office and Post 


citizens of Virginia, praying for the establishment | 
of a post route; which was referred to the Com- | 


| 
| 


| 
1 
| 
| 
| 


was individually responsible, without any refer- 
ense whatever to those which might be enter- , 


. Cassville, and Prairie du Chiem 


Roads be instructed to inquire into the expediency of estab 
lishing a post route from Kenton, in ardin county, to 
Bucyrus, in Crawford county, in the State of Ohio. 


Mr. LINN submitted the following resolution; 
which was considered and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads be instructed to inquire into the expediency of 
establishing the following post roads in the Territory of 
Wisconsin. viz: from Warsaw, in the State of Mlinois, via 
Keokuck, Fort Des Moines, Fort Gibson, Fort Madison, Gib- 
son’s Ferry, Burlington, Iowa, Clark’s Ferry, Davenport, 
Parkhurst, Beilevue, Dubuque, Peru, Durango, Wayman’s, 
to Fort Snetling; from 


i Macomb county to McDonough, Illinois, by Burlington to 


Mount Pieasant; from Racine on Root river, by Wisconsin 


' city and Mineral Pointto Cassville; from Richiandtown 


to Burlington, and thence to Monmouth, in Illinois; from 


` Mitwaukee to Wisconsin city; from Galena, via Sinsin- 


awa city, Centreville, (at Sinsinawa. post office,) Gibraltar, 
Van Buren, La Fayette, Cassville, and Prairie du Chien, 
to Fort Snelling; from Bellevue to Galena, Illinois; from 
Carthage, Hlinois, via Commerce, Ilinois, to Fort Des 
Moines; from the Rapid on the Des Moines river, via 
Mount Pleasant and Powachique, to Dubuque; from Ste- 
phenson, Ilinois, to Davenport; from Savannah, Ilinois, 
to Bellevue; from Dubuque, via Centreville, and Blast 
Furnace, to Elk Grove; from Mineral Point, via Wingville 
and Savannah, to Prairie du Chien; from Mineral Point, 
via Dodgeville and Helena, to Arena; from Dodgeville, 
via James Morrison’s, Moundville, City of the Four Lakes, 
Fort Winnebago, Butte“des Morts, Little Butte des Morts, 
Grand Kakalan and Menomonce, to Green Bay; from Cass- 
ville to Elk Grove, via Platteville; from Galena, Illinois, 
via Vinegar Hill, Elk Grove, Bellemont, to Mineral Point; 


|! from Galena, Tilinois, via White Oak Springs, Gratiot’s 


‘| Grove, Willow Springs, and Prairie Springs, to Mineral 
i! Point; from Gratiot’s Grove, via Wiota, McNutt’s Diggings, 
"| and Wisconsin City. to Milwaukee; froin Wisconsin City to 

i Racine; from Fort Winnebago, via Fort Du Sac and Calu- 


met Village, to Grand Kakalan; from Chicago, THinois, 


: via Pike river, Racine, Milwaukee, Chewagan, Pigeon, 


and Mamtowac, to Green Bay, from Wisconsin City, to the 
City of the Four Lakes. 


Mr. WALKER submitted the following reso- 
lution; which was considered and agreed to: 
Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Office and 


; Post Roads be instructed to inquire into the expediency of 
; establishing the following post routes : 


' tia, 


Mr. BENTON, from the Committee on Mili- |! 


tary Affairs, reported, without amendment, the 
‘ bill from the House to provide for the expenses 
| incurred, and supplies furnished, to volunteers 
i called out for the defense of Florida; and, by 
unanimous consent, the bill was ordered toa third 
‘| reading. 
i Mr. GRUNDY, from the Committee on the 
| Post Office and Post Roads, reported a bill for the 
| relief of Patrick Green; which was read, and 
` ordered to a second reading. 

The bill for the relief of Silas Fisher was read 
the third time, and passed. 


RESOLUTIONS ADOPTED. 


Mr. NICHOLS submitted the following reso- 


lution; which was considered and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Private Land Claims be 
i instructed to inquire into the expediency of confirming the 
' claim of Morris Conway to a tract of land on the tent bank 
' of the Mississippi, purchased by him from the Hournas In- 
! dians ; which claim was confirmed and extended by the 
Spanish Government in June, 1777, by Bernardo de Galvez, 
and subsequently confirmed by the United States comnis- 
sioners under the act of 1805; and being more than a league 
ss to perfect it. 


Resolved, That the Committee on Public Lands be in- 
structed to inquire into the expediensy of establishing a 
new land district, to include the country recently acquired 
by treaty with the Cherokee Indians. 

_ Mr. EWING, of Ohio, submitted the follow- 
ing resolution; which was considered and agreed 
to: 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Office and Post 


| 


| 
i 
| 


i 


From Clinton, by Springhill and Summerville, to Satar- 
State of Mississippi; from Port Gibson, by Darwin, Shel- 
by’s, Lloyd’s Mills, and Casey’s Store, to Raymond, State 
of Mississippi. 


Mr. LINN submitted the following resolution; 
which was considered and agrecd to: 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads be instructed to inquire into the expediency of 


establishing a post route from Mineral Point, via Wingville 
and Savannah, to Prairie Du Chien, all in Wisconsin Ter- 


| vitory. 


The Senate then adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
Monpar, May 23, 1836. 


The House resuméd the consideration of the 
resolutions of the Legislature of Kentucky, on 
the subject of the procceds of the sales of the pub- 
lic lands. The question pending was the motion 
of Mr. Wiruiams, of Kentucky, to refer the res- 
olutions to the Committee of Ways and Means, 
with instructions to report a bill distributing the 
proceeds of the sales of the public lands among 
the several States, to be applied to such objects 
as may be determined upon by the Legislatures 
of the States respectively. 

Mr. CUSHING, who was entitled to the floor, 
addressed the House at great length. He was 
favorable to a distribution of the revenue among 


the several States, and was also favorable toa 


: syste 
` anyo 


i 


m of public defense. He would go as far as 
f the friends of the Administration in making 
appropriations for the defenses of the country, 
because he considered it the first duty imposed 
upon Congress by the Constitution to put the 
country’ in a proper state of defense. He refuted 
the arguments of gentlemen, who had said that 
arming the country gave cause for war. He con- 
gratulated the country on 1ts unexampled state 
of prosperity, and on its prospects of peace with 
all the nations of Europe; but still (he said) there 
were causes which ought to make the Legislature 
of the Union provide itself for every contungency 
which might arise. He then went into a critical 
examination of the probable amount of receipts 
and expenditures for the coming year, and showed 
that there would be a surplus of some millions to 
divide among the States, after all the necessary 
appropriations should be rhade. Mr. C. met and 
lied the arguments of western gentlemen, 1n 
relation to the expenditures of the Government 
being nearly all to the N orth; and showed that, 
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since the adoption of the Constitution, the ex- 
enditures had been nearly equal between the 
North, the South, and the West. 
Mr. HAYNES rose and addressed the House 
as follows: Whatever opinions may be enter- 


tained upon the subject now under consideration, ; setts, on the 19th April, 1785, are “transfer, quit- 


it cannot be thoroughly and correctly understood 
without reference to the early legislation of the 
country, and the claims so pertinaciously set up 
on the part of some of the States, that the waste 
lands held by certain other States were the com- 
mon property of the Union. It is not here neces- 


gary to inquire at what period, or by what States, | 


this claim was set up, as these facts may be 
readily ascertained by an examination of the jour- 


nals ot the Congress of the Confederation. Nor | 
can it be for a moment apprehended that any at- || mon 


. States, Connecticut inclusive.’’ North Carolina, |. 


' respective proportions in the general charge and | be a common fund, for the benefit of the 
| expenditure, and shall be faithfully and bone fide |! States, “ according to their usual respective pro- 
disposed of for that purpose, and for no other : portions in the general charge and expenditure,” 
use or purpose whatsoever. ’? | and for no other purpose. The article of Confed- 
The terms of the cession made by Massachu- , eration provides that the ‘‘common ‘Treasury shall 
be supplied by the several States,’’ according to 

the standard therein directed. Both instruments 
provide the same means for the accomplishment 
of the same objects, a ‘common fund,” a ** com- 

|! mon Treasury,” to mect ‘‘the general charge and 
by her act bearing date the 14th October, 1786, . expenditure which shall be incurred for the com- 
cedes “to the United States in Congress assem- mon defense and general welfare.” In the one 
' bled, for the common use and benefit of the said ; case, the ‘*common Treasury ”’ is to be raised by 
| requisitions upon the respective States; and in 


claim, cede, and convey to the United States of 
| America, for their benefit, Massachusetts inclu- 


; sive, all right, title, and estate, of and in, as well 
; the soil as the jurisdiction,” &c. Connecticut, 


by her act of cession of 2d April, 1790, cedes her .. the other, the ** common fund ”’ is created by the 


waste lands with certain reservations, ‘asa com- | patriotic and distinguished liberality of a single 
fund for the use and benefit of the United , State. Could it have been possible, without using 


tempt will be made to evade or deny the asser- | States of North America, North Carolina inclu- 
tion that such claim was made to these lands as |! sive, according to their respective and usual pro- 
the common property of the Union, on the ground |! portion in the general charge and expenditure, and 
that they had been acquired by the common ef- | shall be faithfully disposed of for that purpose, 
forts and expenditures of that Union. Every one |; and for no other use or purpose whatever.’ In 
conversant with the history of revolutionary `i like manner, Georgia, by her compact of cession, 
times, knows that the ratification of the Articles || entered into with the United States on the 2d of 


' the same terms, to have expressed an entire con- 


‘currence of purpose more perfectly than it is ex- 


| pressed in the article of Confederation referred to, 
` and the cessions from the various States, especi- 
' ally the State of Virginia? Other considerations 
‘ enforce this view of the subject as conclusively 


‘ as if it had been established by mathematical de- 


of Confederation was postponed and suspended '| April, 1802, after expressing certain other stip- .| monstration. f 

by several of the States, in the hope of coercing ‘| ulations, declares ‘that all the lands ceded by ;; At the time the several cessions were made, no 
this concession from such States as possessed this agreement to the United States shall, after || man ever dreamed that the sale of the public lands 
waste and unappropriated lands. Suchwerethe satisfying the above-mentioned payment of ;į would ever furnish a fund for distribution among 
apprehensions entertained of the effects to beex- $1,250,000 to the State of Georgia, and the grants || the States. The country was overwhelmed with 
pected from the delay of their ratification, as to `` recognized by the previous conditions, be con- || debt; the Government had not the power to en- 
call into exercise the efforts of our generous and ` sidered as a common fund for the use and benefit || force the collection of requisitions of money from 
powerful ally, the King of France, to induce the of the United States, Georgia included, and shall $ the States; and the strongest fears were enter- 
States which insisted most-obstinately upon this |: be faithfully disposed of for that purpose, and ,, tained that the pressure of common danger being 
prerequisite to waive their objections and per- for no other use or purpose whatever.’’ As the ;' withdrawn, the arch of the Union would tumble 
fect the Union by ratifying the Articles of Confed- |: phrascology of the cessions from Virginia and :| into ruins. To meet the crisis, to ‘ render the 
eration. Congress, from time to time, both for i! North Carolina is somewhat pcculiar, it may not || Federal Constitution adequate to the exigencies 
the purpose of satisfying the claims of the dis- | be improper to show what was the mode of as- ,; of Government, and the preservation of the 
satisfied States, and for the further purpose of | certaining the ‘‘ usual respective proportions in || Union,” the convention was assembled in 1789, 
providing a fund for the payment of the debt of || the general charge and expenditure”’ of the sev- |, whose consultations resulted in the formation of 
the Revolution, and for bounty to the officers and :' eral States of the Confederation; although it may [i the admirable Constitution under which we now 
soldiers who entered the service for and during '' not be difficult to show that this particular mode |; live. What were the exigencies of Government 
the war, urged the States to cede these waste an of expression in no respect varies the character | for which the convention was required to pro- 
unappropriated lands. It may be true that a ma- : of the cessions of North Carolina and Virginia , vide? The most important and pressing was the 
jority of the States never did recognize the claim ' from those of the other States, nor can it be made ` creation of a fund for the redemption of the pub- 
thus set up for the Union; but itis equally cer- |} the foundation for a mode of distribution differ- — lic debt by the adoption of such a system of tax- 


tain that such claim operated powerfully to induce | ing in the smallest degree from that established 


ation as might enable the Government to meet its 
pecuniary responsibilities without the delays, and 


the several States which owned pin Learn i! by the cessions from the other States. 


lands to cede them, or a portion of t 
Union. 
In the preamble to the act of cession from the 


em, to the 


State of New York of the 9th of March, 1780, | 


the motives referred to are distinctly expressed 
in the following terms: 


“ Whereas nothing under Divine Providence can more 
effectually contribute to the tranquillity and safety of the 
United States of America than a Federal alliance, on sich 
liberal principles as will give satisfaction to its respective 
members; and whereas, the Articles of Confederation and 
perpetual union recommended by the honorable Congress 
of the United States of America have not proved accept- 
able to all the States, it having been conceived that a por- 
tion of the waste and uncultivated territory, in the limits 
or claims of certain States, ought to be appropriated as a 
common fund for the expenses of the war; and the people 
of the State of New York being, on ail occasions, disposed 
to manifest their regard for their sister States: ” 

“ Be it further enacted by the authority aforesaid, That the 
territory which may be ceded or relinquished by virtue of 


this act shall be and inure for the use and benefit of such | 
of the United States as shall become members of the Federal | 


‘| wasrightfully the property of the Union; that the 


alliance of the said States, and for no other use or purpose 
whatsoever.” 

Whether this cession from the State of New 
York conveyed anything or nothing to the Union, 
the motives which influenced it alone are to be 
considered—to induce the dissatisfied States to 
ratify the Articles of Confederation, which was 
not finally done until the Ist March, 1781, and to 

rovide a common fund for the benefit of the 

nion. 

Following up the example, and in furtherance 
of the principle of New York, the General As- 
sembly of Virginia, with certain reservations, did, 
on the 20th of October, 1783, pass an act ceding 
her territory northwest of the Ohio, to the United 
States, upon condition ‘ that all the lands within 
the territory so ceded to the United States, and 
not reserved for, or appropriated to, any of the 
aforesaid purposes, or dierosed of in bounties to 
the officers and soldiers of the American Army, 


shall be considered a common fund, for the use : 


and benefit of such of the United States as have 
become, or shall become, members of the con- 
federation or Federal alliance of the said States, 
Virginia inclusive, according to their usual 


The eighth article of Confederation prescribes , vexations, and disappointments, and refusals, 
the rule by which the requisitions upon the States . which had invariably attended the plan of raising 


' for money shall be regulated, and is in the fol- 
lowing terms: 


.,  *© All charges of war, and all other expenses that shall be 
: incurred for the common defense and general welfare, and 
|; allowed by the United States in Congress assembled, shall 
|! be defrayed out ofa common treasury, which shall be sup- 
|| plied by the several States in proportion to the Meg! of all 
; land within each State granted to, or surveyed for, any per- 
| son, andsuch land, and the buildings and improvements 
it thereon, shall be estimated according to such mode as the 
i| United States, in Congress assembled, shall, from time to 
|| time, direct and appoint.”? 

I tiata 
| When it is remembered that the Congress of 
u the Confederation possessed no powers of taxa- 


revenue by requisitions upon the respective States. 
| And yet, in this state of things, when the Gov- 
` ernment was bankrupt, when the States were re- 

sorting to the extraordinary measure of crenting 
| a general central Government, and giving to it the 

power of direct taxation over their citizens, and 
‘ the entire control of their commerce, for the pur- 
he of creating a ‘common fund” for the re- 
i demption of their common debt, and when scarcely 
| any other exigency could have induced them to 
| make such concessions, we are now gravely told 
' thatthe ‘‘ cornmon fund,” created by the cessions 
` of portions of their public lands by the States, 


‘| United States as a “common fund.” 


! tion, propery so called, either direct or indirect; 
that the only mode of collecting revenue was by ` in the general charge and expenditure,” and “ for 
See aon pi several ras that a 0 a S or popo PTE e merely 
of the States did, for a series of years, contend || intended to enable this General Government to 
that the waste land, lying in any onc of the States, | collect money from the prope of the United 
States with one hand, and to distribute it to the 

! ratification of the Articles of Confederation was if Governments severally with the other. And not 

' delayed for the purpose of procuring, if possible, |: only this, but that, in doing so, “ their usual re- 

_ the recognition of thisprinciple; that the first ces- |: spec proportions in the general expenditure 

_ sion was made in reference to such claim, and for : should be entirely disregarded.” 

' the purpose of facilitating their ratification; and i Having very briefly and imperfectly adverted 

especially, when we collate the article above |, to the cessions of public lands from the several 

` quoted a the language of Pee oN f mea it is prope and necessary to inquire into 
du would seem to impossible to give such a .. the nature of the contract ic - 

‘| strained construction to the lain im sie of plain | lic lands have b o $ aes neu dS ae 

ay to derive for onere fron: the and h it f not Tended te foll ah ae 

language as tc i gress, fir S ere it is not intended to follow the trac 
; terms of any single cession, the power to distrib- :' which has been generally pursued by those en- 
‘ ute khe proceeds of the sales of the public lands |: tertaining the same views upon this subject. 

_ among the several States. i : Much has been said of the comparative cost and 

a But to be more explicit. The cession from ;' revenue of the public lands. With great defer- 

f Virginia, which, it is contended, conveys the li ence to the opinions of others, this is not be- 

i power to distribute the money arising from the || lieved to be the most correct view of the subject. 

` sales of the public land, conveys that Jone to ue i $ has already been shown that the cessions of 

e article , land by the several States to t nion were in- 
of Confederation above quoted declares that “all ' tended aa baton re Tae aes Treas- 

Hei Ae n Se met ger ps i | n at in the Articles T acadae at 

i f eneral || to meet the ‘* expenses incurred for the common 

hohe ay slowed by the yes States, shall | BAA 7 expressed in the sabe article, and 

: be defrayed out ofa common Treasury. e i: for “no other use or purpose whatsoever,” as 1S 
Virginia cession provides that the land ceded shall ' expressly provided in the cession from Virginia 


for meeting ‘‘ their usual respective proportions 


(d 


It is believed that as little difficulty exists in 
showing that the purchases from foreign nations 
belong to the same “common fund”? with the 
lands received from the Sates of this Union. It 
is not necessary here to state an account of debit 
and credit between the land fund and tax fund, 
for the purpose of showing on which side a bal- 
ance may preponderate, although such a com- 
parison may fall into a subseqeent part of this 
inquiry. de will be suiicient to show by what 
means such purchases of lands were etlected. 
No man at all acquanted with the history of this 
country can be ignorant that Louisiana was pur- 
chased from Franee, and Florida from Spain; 
nor that the first cost fifteen, and the latter five 
millions of dollars, without estimating interest, 
difference of exchange, or any other incidental 
charge; nor will it be pretended that they were 
not paid for out of the pablic Treasury — out of 
that very ** common Treasury,’’ designed to pro- 
vide ror the “common defense” of the whole 
Union, as contradistinguished from its separate 
parts. How, then, can it be pretended that the 
money arising from the sale of the lands acquired 
by he purchase of Louisiana and Florida stands 
upon different ground with respect to distribu- 
tion from money brought into the Treasury by 
taxation? Nor can this view of the subject be 
too clearly or strongly enforced upon the public 
mind. 

The present Constitution had for its object 
the perpetuity of the Union, and for that purpose 
conterred on the Federal Government certain 
powers, to be exercised for certain defined and 
specified purposes and no others. Among these 
was the power ‘to levy and collect taxes, duties, 
imposts, and excises;’’ and for what purpose? 
“To pay thedebts and provide for the common 
defense and general welfare of the United States” 
—the ‘* common defense,” * the general welfare”’ 
of the United States—that “defense” and that 
** welfare, which are “common” and “ gen- 
eral’’ to the ‘* United States” as a Confederacy, 
as a whole, as contrasted with and distinguished 
from its several parts—not that vague common 
defense and general welfare understood by some 
to confer unlimited power of taxation and appro- 
pee upon this Government, but such as may | 


provided for and promoted by the exercise of ` 


the powers definitely and specifically granted in 
the Constitution, and by no other. If this view 
of the subject be correct—and it is not only in- 
tact, but believed to be intangible—it follows 
irresistibly that Louisiana and Florida were paid 
for out of the tax fund collected out of the pockets 
of the people for certain specified purposes, and, 
as an unavoidable consequence, that the public 
lands within their limits are bound, by every 
principle of law and equity, to stand in the place 
of the fund from which they were paid for. It 
then results in this, that this Government, for the 
better providing for the common defense and 
general welfare, appropriated a portion of the ' 
public money collected from the people in the 
purghase of stock, to be thereafter disposed of to 
the Mest advantage for the promotion of the ob- 
jects for which the taxes were raised, and is 
therefore the trustee of the people for the faithful 
application of the proceeds of that stock for such 7 
purposes, and no other. It is ugeless to answer, 
that as the stock is worth more than the mohey ` 
it cost the States are entitled, as bodies politic , 
and corporate, to the profits by a ratable distri- | 
bution among them. The fund with which these 
purchases were made was not contributed by the | 
States. It was contributed in the form of ‘‘ taxes, 
duties, imposts, and excises,” directly by the 
people. ow, then, can Congress take a fund, 
or the proceeds of such fund, contributed by the 
people in their individual character, for certain 
definite purposes, ‘‘ to provide for the common 
defense,” &., and distribute it among the State 
overnments? The thing is utterly absurd and 
impossible upon any fair constitutional principle. 
To close this branch of the subject, itis asserted, 
without fear of successful contradiction, that as 
Congress can alone raise revenue by taxation for - 
purposes common to the Union, and has appro- : 
priated a portion of the revenue so raised to the , 
purchase of lands, that body is, to that extent, 
the trustee of the people, and bound for the faith- | 
ful application of the whole trust property to the ! 
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purposes and objects for which alone the money | distribution was ever intended by it. But if the 


| with which it was paid for was raised. 

This view of the subject is still more strongly 
enforced by the consideration, that the whole of 
the public expenses, ordinary and extraordinary, 
neluding an amount of publie debt exceeding four 
hundred millions of dollars, have been met and 
discharged exclusively by the fund raised trom the 
pockets of the people by direct or indirect tax- 
ation. This assertion is not too strong when we 
advert to the report of the Secretary of the 
Treasury of the 23th of April, 1836, by which 
it appears, that by afair statement of the account 
current between the tax fund and the land fund, 
technically so called, by the returns rendered up 
to the sth day of the same month of April, the 
balance duc the land fund was only $3,016,961 68, 
not much more than one tenth of the sum now 
claimed to be subject to distribution for they ears 
1833, 1834, and 1835. What show of justice, 
then, would there be in such a scheme of distri- 
bution, by which the money collected from the 
people, and paid for public lands, shall be squan- 
dered, when received back again from the sale 
of these lands, among the governments of the States 
of this Union? The catch-word has been, that, 
as the public revenue had accumulated greatly 
beyond the necessary wants of the Government, 
let it be returned to the people again by distribu- 
tion. Of all the humbugs created in this age of 
invention for ministering food to political ambition 
or pecuniary cupidity, this is the most preposter- 
ous and absurd! Distribute money among the 
people forsooth! The scheme is to distribute it 
to the regularly-organized State governments. It 
need not be said that the intention is to corrupt 

_these governments by giving them an interest at 
war with the best interests of the people; but it 
requires no exercise of the imagination to per- 
ceive that such would be the inevitable result. 

Already have we heard it more than whispered 
from a quarter most ominous, that if the revenue 
shall be so reduced by this notable scheme of 
distribution as to 
Treasury for defraying the ordinary expenditures 
of the vernment, the duties on wines will 

admit of augmentation, and those on silks be 
augmented or restored according as they are 
now subject to or free from duty.* But what is 

‘the plan of distribution now proposed for our 


produce a deficiency in the ; 


‘adoption? As before stated, instead of returning ` 
money to the pockets of the pEorLe from whom | 


it had been previously collected, it contemplates 
dividing it among the State Governments. The 


cession from Virginia provides that the land shall ; 
constitute a “common fund,” according to the ' 
;; ceive. 


“ usual proportions of the States in the general 
charge and expenditure, according to the rule es- 
tablished by the Articles of Confederation.” The 
Federal Constitution, in changing the mode of 
creating and collecting revenue, retained a rule 
analogous to that of the Articles of Confederation, 
by which direct taxes should be apportioned 
among the States—the rule of Federal numbers. 
While the bill under consideration proposes to 
distribute according to this rule, it 1s not until 
fifteen per centum have been previously securcd 
to the States of Ohio, Indiana, illinois, Alabama, 
Missouri, Mississippi, and Louisiana, and to 
those at the northwest, the benefits of the expend- 
itures already made in building and repairing the 
Cumberland road, without any charge or deduc- 
tion, except the nominal reimbursement from 
the two per cent. fund originally set apart for its 
construction. Itis true, the Federal Constitution 
has set up no standard by which money or other 
favors shall be distributed among the States, and 
this is of itself sufficient to show that no such 


* In Mr. CLay’s last elaborate speech upon the bill for 
distributing the proceeds of the land sales, he is understood 
, to bave said, that if, in consequence of the distribution pro- 


posed, there should not be money in the Treasury to meet , 
ordinary expenditures, the duties on wines and silks might | 


be restored or increased. This is ominous, but it is not the 
only circumstance going to show the connection of his 
scheme, and the scheme of Mr. Catuoun, with the cou- 
tinuance. and, if necessary, the increase of a high tariff. It 
is sufficient to refer to the fact, that the scheme to distribute 
dates with the “‘ compromise” tariff act of 1833, intended 
by Mr. Cray, and so stated by him, was to save, not to 
destroy, the protective system. If the scheme of distribu- 
tion, in either form, as presented by Mr. Cray or Mr. Car- 
HOUN, shall be carried, my life on it the tariff will be in- 
creased and perpetuated. 


| rule of direct taxation is settled, invariable, and, 

| as far as may be, equitable between the States, it 

. may be fairly concluded that if, under any cir- 
cumstances, a distribution of public money among 
them should ever be made, it would be regulated 
by the same standard. It is again asserted, that 
no rule of distribution of money different from 
the one established for regulauing direct taxation 
could possibly be consistent with the Constitution. 
But, in addition, it is fearlessly asserted that, as 
the Constitution isa grant of defined and specified 
powers to carry into effect objects equally definite, 
the power sought to be exercised by ili bill is 
totally repugnant to its most obvious principles. 
It has been asked, what shall be done with the 
redundant revenue with which the Treasury is 
now overloaded? To the comprehension of a 
plain understanding there does not seem to be 
much mystery in the matter. If the land fund ie 
sufficient to mect the necessary expenditures, 
repeal the whole of your taxes. If not sufficient, 
repeal a part of them. If more than sufficient, 
repeal the whole of the tariff, and curtail the sale 
of the public lands, by limiting it to actual settlers, 
and to actual settlers alone; and in connection 
with this latter subject, establish an equitable 
system of graduation in the price, according to 
the period which the land has remained subject 
to entry at the minimum price established by the 
Government. 

It might not be difficult to expatiatec upon the 
general course of public affairs, not only since 
the commencement of the present Administration, 
but from the adoption of our present form of 
Government; but it is not now considered neces- 
sary. 

On one topic of general discussion, within the 
last three years, a single remark may not be in- 
appropriate. Believing, at the time the subject 
was first investigated in Congress, that the change 
of the deposit of the public money from the Bank 
of the United States to the local banks was, if 
not the wisest, among the wisest acts of General 
Jackson’s civil administration, subsequent expe- 
rience and observation have strengthened and con- 

_ firmed that opinion. And I now as confidently 
believe that, if the Bank of the United States had 
held the control of the large amount of public 

money at the time its charter was about to cx- 
pire, which would have been in its possession if 
the fiscal agency of the Government had not been 
previously taken away from it, the local banks 
would have been crushed, and a scene of pecu- 
niary distress and ruin created, such as the wild- 
est Imagination would scarcely be able to con- 


| Mr. DUNLAP said, as the bill from the Senate 


' embraced the object contemplated by the resolu- 
tion under consideration, and as the time was 
near at hand for proceeding with the orders of 
the day, he would move to postpone the further 
consideration of the subject before the House 

' until Monday next, at which time he should 
move to appropriate the three hours which would 
otherwise be devoted to the continuation of this 
debate, to the consideration of the Tennessee land 
bill. 

Mr. HANNEGAN moved to lay the resolu- 
tions of the Kentucky Legislature, together with 
the instructions, on the table. 

Mr. STORER asked for the yeas and nays; 
which were ordered. 

| Mr. SPEIGHT, in view of the importance of 

. the motion, proposed that there should be a call 

of the House; which was agreed to. | 
After proceeding a short time with the call, 

Mr. MERCER moved that it be syspended ; and 

after some conversation between that gentleman 

and Mr. SPEIGHT, 


| “Mr. HANNEGAN remarked that he hoped 
i the call would be 


roceeded in, and that they 
should have a full House, as the mation which 
he had made was intended, by him to be a test 
vote on the subject of distributing the proceeds 
of the sales of the public Jands. 

The motion to suspend the call was lost; and 
the roll was then called through, as were also the 
absentees, when it appeared es one hundred anc 

i members were in attendance. 
N Me HEISTER moved to suspend all further 
proceedings under the call; which was agreed to. 
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Mr. MANN, of New York, appealed to the 
gentleman from Indiana to withdraw the motion, || 
as he desired to make a few remarks on the sub- |' 
iect before the House. i 

Mr. HANNEGAN could not withdraw the | 

ion, 
ENE ADAMS called for the reading of the res- 
olution of instructions; which being done, ; 

Mr. McCOMAS desired to know whether it 
was intended that the motion to lay on the table 

should be a test question on the propriety of dis- 
tributing the proceeds of the public lands. 

Mr. HANNEGAN repeated that he had made 
the motion expressly for the purpose of testing 
the sense of the House on the subject alluded to. 

The motion to lay the resolutions of the Legis- 
lature of Kentucky, and the instructions moved 
by Mr. Wituiams, on the table, was then decided `, 
in the affirmative, as follows: l 

| 


YEAS—Messrs. Ash, Ashley, Barton, Beale, Bean, Beau- | 
mont. Bockee, Boon, Bouldin, Bovee, Boyd, Brown, Cam- | 


and one of the most abominable Federal maxims | 
ever advanced. It was making the voice of the 
people give way to the voice of corruption. It 
might be New York Democracy, but it was not 
the kind of Democracy which prevailed in Ten- | 
nessee. There it was held that the rule of | 
Democracy was the rule of the majority alone. | 
The caucus system was another of the principles 
of the New York Democracy, a principle he 
declared to be at war with the Constitution. He | 
described the manner in which he himself had | 
been nominated to the Baltimore convention. 
Nine individuals out of ten thousand, at Nash- 
ville, had met and nominated him, and the nom- 
ination was afterwards approved of by some fifty 
or sixty more, and he paid as much attention to | 
it as he should to the whistling of a bird. It was 
said the principle of the caucus system was indis- | 
pensable to keep the party together; why, carry 
out such a principle, and the election of a kin 
might be justified under it. He again denounce 


opinion, not even General Washington himself, 
in his day. It was a despotic doctrine to say 
that any man was above public opinion, where 
“a king could do no wrong.” ` After dwelling 
on these topics for some time, he concluded; and 

Mr. PICKENS obtained the floor, and said 
he would move that the committee rise, though, 
if it was desired, he would proceed. 

Mr. PEARCE, of Rhode Island, said, it was 
evident there was not a quorum present, and he 
asked that the Chair count the committee. 

The CHAIRMAN counted, and reported only 
fifty-one members present. 

Mr. MERCER said a quorum was doubtless 
within the Capitol, and he would take that oppor- 
tunity of sending to the Chair an amendment to 
the amendment, authorizing the President of the 
United States to expend so much of said sum as 
he may deem expedient for the purpose of estab- 
lishing a nasionial foundery. Mr. M. (Mr. Picx- 
ens having given way) made a few remarks in 


breleng, Carr, Cascy, Chaney, Chapman, Jobn F. H. Clai- |: it as one of the most dangerous of the Federal . relation to his amendment. 


borne, Cleveland, Connor, Craig, Cramer, Cushman, Dick- 
erson, Doubleday, Dunlap, Fairfield, Farian, William K. 
Futter, Galbraith, James Garland, Gillett, Glascock, Grant- 
land, Grayson, Griffin, Haley, Joseph Hall, Hamer, Han- 
negan, Albert G. Harrison, Hawes, Haynes, Holsey, How- 
ard, Huntsman, Ingham, Jabez Jackson, Jarvis, Joseph 
Johnson, Cave Johnson, Johh W. Jones, Benjamin Jones, 
Judson, Kennon, Kilgore, Kinnard, Lane, Lansing, Law- 
ler, Gideon Lee, Joshua Lee, Leonard, Logan, Loyal 
Lucas, Lyon, Abijah Mann, Job Mann, Martin, Jobn Y. | 
Mason, William Mason, Moses Mason, May, McKay, Mc- | 
Keon, McKim, MecLene, Montgomery, Morgan, Muhlen- ' 
berg, Owens, Page, Parks, Patterson, Patton, Phelps, Pinck- 
ney, John Reynolds, Joseph Reynolds, Roane, Rogers, | 
Schenck, Seymour, Sickles, Smith, Speight, Sutherland, 
Taslor, Thomas, John Thomson, Toucey, Towns, Turrill, 
Vanderpoel, Wagener, Ward, Wardwell, Webster, and 
Weeks—l11. 

NAYS—Messrs. Adams, Chilton Allan, Heman Allen, ` 
Anthony, Bailey, Bell, Borden, Briggs, Buchanan, Bunch, 
William B. Calhoun, Campbell, Carter, George Chambers, 
John Chambers, Childs, Nathaniel H. Claiborne, Clark, 
Corwin, Crane, Cushing, Deberry, Denny, Evans, Everett, ; 
French, Fry, Philo C. Fuller, Granger, Graves, Grennell, 
Hard, Hardin, Harlan, Harper, Samuel S. Harrison, Hazel- 
tine, Heister, Hoar, Hopkins, Howell, Hubley, Hunt, Inger- 
soll, William Jackson, Janes, Jenifer, Laporte, Lawrence, 
Lay, Luke Lea, Lewis, Lincoln, Love, Sampson Mason, 
McCarty, McComas, McKennan, Mercer, Milligan, Morris, 
Parker, Dutee J. Pearce, James A. Pearce, Pettigrew, Phil- 
lips, Potts, Reed, Rencher, Robertson, Russell, William B. 
Shepard, Augustine H. Shepperd, Slade, Spangler, Sprague, | 
Standefer, Steele, Storer, Taliaferro, Waddy Thompson, | 
Turner, Underwood, Vinton, Washington, White, Elisha | 
Whittlesey, Lewis Williams, and Sherrod Williams—89. | 


So the whole subject was laid on the table. 
The hour of one having arrived, the SPEAKER 
announced the special order. | 

Mr. LOVE moved to suspend the rules for the ' 
purpose of calling the States for petitions; which | 
was lost. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Kentucky, moved to take 
up the resolution from the Senate fixing a day 
for the adjournment of Congress. 

Mr. HUNTSMAN called for the yeas and 
nays; which were ordered. 

Ir, CAMBRELENG hoped the gentleman 
from Kentucky would withdraw his motion. The | 
best way to bring the session to a speedy term- ; 


| 
| 


ination was to persevere in tragsacting the public `: 


business, without wasting the time 
suspend the rules. 

Mr. WILLIAMS declined withdrawing his ' 
motion; when it was negatived—yeas 98, nays 
89; two thirds being necessary. 


FORTIFICATION BILL—~POLITICS. 


On motion of Mr. CAMBRELENG, and in . 
further execution of the special order of the 26th | 
of January, the House resolved itself into the 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union, (Mr. Many, of New York, in the chair,) 
and resumed the consideration of the bill making 
appropriations for certain fortifications of the 

nited States, for the year 1836. 


in motions to 


The question pending being the motion of Mr. | 


CamBRELENG to amend the bill by inserting an | 
“item of $700,000 for the armament of the fortifica- : 
tions, . 

Mr. FORESTER resumed his remarks, and : 
set out by a review of the land bill. He then ' 
adverted to the course of Mr. Van Buren, upon | 
former occasions, on the subject of internal im- 
provements, the Bank of the United States, &c. 

He examined that principle of the majority | 
party which said that ‘‘ the spoils belong to the ' 
victors,” which was an anti-Democratic doctrine, ' 


| the State of Georgia. There was, then, no incon- 


© To say that to return a people the money that 


doctrines, and tending to the most alarming , 
| inroads upon the liberties of the people. He then | 
' adverted to the loss of the fortification bill. He |; 
: said he saw the chairman [Mr. CamBrELENG] of i 

the committee of conference on that occasion, |) 

when he returned, and asked him if they had |! 
they had, and that he was only waiting for an | 
opportunity to make the report to the House. |: 
He was, however, astonished just after to see ` 
the same gentleman get up and protest against | 
that very report from being made, on the ground ;; 
of there being no quorum in the House. He =: 


which the Journal was kept at present, by the : 


Mr. MASON, of Virginia, was in favor of the 
object of his colleague, but he would suggest some 
limitation of the amount to be appropriated-for 
the purpose, say $100,000. 

Mr. MERCER replied, that a limitation was 
hardly necessary, inasmuch as money laid out 


l, | agreed, and that gentleman informed him that i! for cannon was just as valuable to the country 


as if it was preserved in gold orsilver coin. He 
again entered into a brief statement, showing the 
necessity of the Government having a foundery 
of its own, and thereby the insuring of the man- 
ufacture of agood material. He preferred leaving 
the sum to be expended to the discretion of the 


i remarked upon the extraordinary manner in | Executive. 


Mr. PICKENS then proceeded to address the 


protest of Messrs. Guascocx, Roginson, and || committee on the bill under consideration. He 
Garvanp, of Louisiana, containing their reasons || avowed himself willing to go, as far as was con- 
for not voting on the abolition question, being | sistent with reason and the public policy, to ap- 
now spread on the Journal. Every other mem- | propriate as much as could be expended in the 


ber had an equal right, and the Journal might be | 


filled in this way. He then referred to Judge ; 
White’s letter to John Ross, and said that Judge 

White had been consulted by Ross as a lawyer, | 
and that his letter was a legal opinion. hen | 


j! the question of State jurisdiction came up, Judge | 
_ White reiterated the same doctrine contained in . 


that letter, that quoad the United States, the 
' Cherokees were independent, but that Georgia ; 
being one of the original States, she had supreme | 
jurisdiction within her territorial limits. The 
one was a legal opinion, given on consultation in 
the character of counsel, and was confined to the j. 
| question of sovereignty between the United States 
| and the Cherokees; the other was his constitu- 
| tional opinion as respected the latter people and 


{ 
i 
i 
a 


sistency between the two documents. 
Mr. F. then adverted to the subject of the sur- | 
lus revenue. He had made a calculation, and || 
e found that all the bills before Congress at that | 
time, if they should pass, amounted, exclusive of ` 
the French spoliation claims, to an appropriation 
of about $23,000,000, say $25,000,000, and this ` 
would inevitably leave a surplus in the Treasury. | 


belonged to them would corrupt them, was abso- |! 


"lately ridiculous. This was the argumentof the | 


gentleman from Georgia [Mr. Haynes] thatmorn- | 
ing, and it was the strongest he had ever heard | 
from any man. The manner in which Congress 
had been in the habit of voting away the public |: 
money was far more corrupting. He censured || 
the mode of members voting books to themselves, 
, perhaps to the value of $1,000 each; and he had | 
: always condemned it. | 
On the subject of the deposit banks, he re- | 


. viewed the course of the House, on the resolution 
of Mr. Wisk, in resisting an inquiry into the | 
connection of that “traitor and perjured scoun- 
drel,” Reuben M. Whitney, with those banks. 
It was due to the Secretary of the Treasury, that .| 
this investigation should have been had, in spite (| 
of the defense made of him by the gentleman | 
from New Hampshire, [Mr. Prerce,] that that | 
offiter was above public opinion. What the facts || 
were, Mr. F. knew not; but it was due to Mr. - 
Woodbury, and due to the country, that the | 
charges made on the floor of that House, by one i 
of its distinguished members, should have been ! 


dal 
met. He would say no man was above public | 


present year for fortifications; but it must be 
shown to him that they were necessary to pro- 
tect and give vigor to our Navy. Further than 
this he would not go, and should resist every 
project to expend the public money in an indis- 
criminate erection of fortifications. The best 
defense of this country was, to have a naval force 
of sufficient strength to counteract any other 
Power. Mr. P. then reviewed the various topics 
that had been brought up in the late discussions— 
the surplus revenue, the compromise bill, the 
Texan war, &c. He was in favor of the inde- 
pendence of Texas, but he did not desire to take 


| any step that should put a stop to negotiation 
| between the United States and Mexico. 


He then 
reviewed, at great length, the speech of Mr. Cam- 


: BRELENG, the doctrines of which (he said) had 
; raised his indignation. 


He adverted to the allu- 
sion of the gentleman about the right of legislat- 
ing for posterity. To deny this right would 
bring on anarchy, and the government of brutal 
numbers over virtue and morality. The same 
gentleman had also said this nation had been con- 
verted into one great gambling-house. He agked 
who had broughtit to thiscondition? The Ariy 


; now in power—a viler, a more degraded, a more 


corrupt set of wretches never lived. The con- 
tempt of pledges, man-worshiping, office-seek- 
ing, &c., had wrought a distinct change in the 
principles of this Government. The whole course 
of the present Administration, from General Jack- 
son’s first war upon the Supreme Court down to 
his assaults upon the Senate, had produced all 
this. -General Jackson’s appeals to the people 
were appeals to brutal numbers. On these points 
Mr. P. dwelt at length, and with great earnest- 
ness. After dwelling on these subjects at some 


‘length, he concluded. 


Mr. UNDERWOOD obtained the floor, and 


moved that the committee rise, which was de-- 
| cided in the negative—yeas 49, nays 87. 


Mr. UNDERWOOD then proceeded to address 
the committee on the subject of the surplus rev- 
enue, the land bill, &c. He went on to prove: 

1. That there was a surplus in the Treasury of 
sufficient magnitude to justify a distribution of it. 

2. That a distribution thereof was constitu- 
tional; and 

3. That it was consistent with policy thata 
Peoaos of the surplus revenue should be 
made. 
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On those points he dwelt at some length, and 
on the first entered into a variety of statistical 
donits to show that a surplus now existed, and 
would continue to acerue after the necessary 
expenditires of the country had been made. 

After proceeding for some time, Mr. U. gave 
way to Mr. LEWIS, who moved that the com- 
miter rise, when the tellers reported—ayes 25, 
noes 70; no quorum. The committee rose and 
reported that fact to the House. 

Mr. CUSHMAN then moved a call of the 
House. 

Mr. VINTON moved that the House adjourn. 

Mr. CAMBRELENG called for the yeas and 
nays; which were ordered, and were as follows: 

YEAS — Messrs. Chilton Allan, Bell, Borden, Bunch, 
Witham B. Calhoun, George Chambers, Nathaniel H. Clai- 
borac, Clark, Corwin, Deberry, Denny, Evans, Everett, 
Graves, Grayson, Grifha, Hiland Hall, Hazeltine, Howell, 
Hubley, Wiliam Jackson, Lawler, Lay, Lewis, Sampson 
Mason, Mereer, Muhlenberg, Phillips, Piekens, Potts, 
Rencber, Augustine H. Shepperd, Shields, Spangler, Stan- 
defer, Storer, Underwood, Vinton, White, and Wise—39. 

NAY S—Messrs. Adams. Heman Allen, Bean, Beaumont, 

- Bouldin, Bovee, Briggs, Brown, Buchanan, Cambreleng, 
Carr. Casey, Chaney, Chapman, Join F. H. Claiborne, 
Cleveland, Craig, Cramer, Cushman, Dickerson, Doubie- 
day, Dromgoole, Dunlap, Fartan, French, Fry, Philo C. 
Fuller, James Garland, Gillett, Glascock, Granger, Grant- 
lan’, Batley, Hannegan, Hawes, Henderson, Heister, Hop- 
kins, Howerd. Huntsman, Ingham, Jabez Jackson. Jarvis, 
Joseph Johnson, Richard M. Johnson, Cave Johnson, Jud- 
son, Kennon, Kilgore, Lane, Lawrence, Gideon Lee, 
Joshua Lee, Leonard, Lincola, Abijah Mann, Job Mann, 
Moses Macon, MeKay, McKim, McLene, Miller, Mont- 
gomery, Morgan, Owens, Page, Parks, Patterson, Dutee J. 
Pearce. Phetps, Joseph Reynoids, Roane, Russell, Schenck, 
Seymour, Speight, Sprague, Sutherland, Thomas, John 
Thomson, Toucey, Turner, Ward, Wardwell, Webster, 
Elisha Whittlesey, and Sherrod Witliams—87. 

So the House refused to adjourn, and, a quo- 
rum being present, again went into Committee of 
the Whole. | 

After speaking some time, Mr. Unperwoop 
gave way toa motion of Mr. ADAMS, that the 
committee rise; which was decided in the nega- 
tive—ayes 50, noes 41. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD again resumed his re- 
marks, and in a few minutes he gave way at the 
request of 

Mr WISE, who moved that the committee 
rise. 

The question was taken; and there appeared 
ayes 51, noes 54; no quorum voting. 


the House. 

Mr. EVANS moved that the House adjourn. 

Mr. CUSHMAN asked for the yeasand nays; 
which were ordered, and were—yeas 66, nays 
69; as follows: 

YEAS ~ Messrs. Adams, Chilton Allan, Heman Allen, 
Ash, Bailey, Borden, Briggs, Buchanan, Bunch, Williain 
B. Cathoun, Carter, George Chambers, Childs, Nathaniel 
H. Claiborne, Corwin, Denny, Evans, Forester, Philo C. 
Faller, James Garland, Granger, Graves, Grennell, Hiland 
Hail, Uazeltine, Henderson, Hoar, Hopkins, Howell, Hub- 
ley. Ingersoll, {ngham, John W. Jones, Lawrence, Luke 
L2a; Lincoin, Loyall, John Y. Mason, Sampson Mason, 
Maury, McComas, McKay, Morgan, Morris, Muhlenberg, 
Pettigrew, Pheips, Phillips, Reed, Robertson, Shields, 
Sind, Spangler, Standefer, Steele, Storer, Taliaferro, 
Throgs. Toucey, Underwood, Webster, White, Elisha 
Waimdesey, Lewis Williams, Sherrod Williams, and 
Wise—65. 

NAYS — Messrs. Barton, Bean, Bovee, Boyd, Brown, 
Cambreleng, Carr, Casey, Chaney, Cleveland, Craig, Cra- 
mer. Cashman, Dickerson, Dromgoole, Fairfield, Farlin, 
William K. Futler, Gillett, Glascock, Grantland, Haley, 
Joseph Hall, Hamer, Iannegan, Albert G. Harrison, 
Hawes, Haynes, Heister, Huntsman, Jabez Jackson, Jarvis, 
Jo-eph John<on, Cave Jonnson, Kennon, Kilgore, Kinnard, 
Lane, Lansing, Gideon Lee, Joshua Lee, Leonard, Logan, 
Lucas, Job Mann, William Mason, Moses Mason, McKim, 
MecLene, Miller, Montgomery, Page, Parks, Patterson, 
Dutee J. Pearce, Joseph Reynolds, Roane, Rogers, Russell, 
S-henck, Seymour, Sickles, Speight, Sprague, Sutherland, 
Tavior, John Thomson, Tumer, and Wardwell—69. 


The CHAIR stated that as there wasa quorum 
present, the House would again go into commit- 


tee. 
Mr. ADAMS moved a call of the House, and 


asked for the yeas and nays on the motion; which | 
were ordered, and were—yeas 45, nays 95; as fol- | 


lows: 


YEAS—Mesers. Adams, Chilton Allan, Heman Allen, : 
Bailey, Borlan, William By Calhoun, Carter, George . 


- Chambers, Nathaniel H. Claiborne, Cleveland, Corwin 
Deberry, Benny, Evans, Everett, Granger, Grennell, Hitand 
Hall, Hoar, Howell, Ingersoll, Jenifer, Lawrence, Lincoln, 
Love, Sampson Mason, Milligan, Morris, James A. Pierce, 
Phillips, Pickens, Reed, Roane, Robertson, Slade, Spangler, 
Stecle, Stcrer, Taliaferro, Turner, Underwood, White, 
Elisha Whittlesey, Lewis Williams, and Sherrod Wil- 
liams—45. 


ip 


| 


The committee rose, and reported that fact to į 


NAYS—Mesers. Ash, Barton, Bean, Bovee, Boyd, Brigg: 
: Brown, Cambreleng, Campbell, Carr, Casey, Chaney, Craig, 
+ Cramer, Cushman, Dickerson, Fairfield, Farlin, Forester, 

French, Philo C. Fatler, William K. Fuller, Galbraith, 
Gillet, Glascock, Grantland, Grayson, Maley, Joseph Hall, 
Hamer, Hannegan, Hard, Albert G. Harrison, Hawes, 
Haynes, Hazeltine, Heister, Hopkins, Hubley, Huntsman, 
Ingham, Jabez Jackson, Jarvis, Joseph Johnson, Cave John- 
son, John W. Jones, Benjamin Jones, Kennon, Kilgore, 
Kinnard, Lane, Lansing, Gideon Lee, Joshua Lee, Luke 
Lea, Leonard, Logan, Loyall, Lucas, Abijah Mann, Job 


Mann, Martin, John Y. Mason, William Mason, Moses _ 


Mason, Maury, McKay, MeKim, MeLene, Miller, Morgan, 
Muhlenberg, Parks, Patterson, Dutec J. Pearee, Pettigrew, 
Phelps, Joseph Reynolds, Rogers, Russell, Schenck, Sey- 
mour, Shields, Sickles, Speight, Sprague, Standefer, Suth- 
erland, Taylor, Thomas, John Thomson, Toucey, Wagener, 
and Wardwell—95. 

So the motion for a call of the House was neg- 
atived, 

Mr. SUTHERLAND kad voted twice against 
an adjournment, and there scemed to bea determ- 
ination to report the bill to the House that 
evening. It was probable that this could not be 
done; and he therefore moved to suspend the 
rules, for the purpose of moving that this bill be 
made the special order for to-morrow at ten 
o'clock. d 

This would enable gentlemen to speak, and he 
was willing, for this purpose, to continue in ses- 
sion until the rising of the sun on Wednesday 
morning, provided the subject should be then 
disposed of. 

Mr. WHITTLESEY, of Ohio, suggested that 
the bill be taken up at eleven o’clock in the morn- 


ing. 
i “Mr. SUTHERLAND had no objections to that 
our. 


motion to suspend the rules; which were not or- 


dered, and the motion was carried—ayes 110, noes, 


19. 
Mr. SUTHERLAND then submitted his mo- : 


tion, that the fortification bill be made the special 
order for eleven o’clock to-morrow. 

Mr. GARLAND, of Louisiana, proposed ten 
o’clock. 

Mr. WISE inquired whether this was a debat- 
able question ? 

The CHAIR said it was not. 

Mr. WISE then moved that the House adjourn; 
which was negatived. 

Mr. Gartanp’s amendment was negatived ; and 
the motion of Mr. ScTHERLAND was agreed to. 
© The House then (at eight o’clock p. m.) ad- 
i journed. 


IN SENATE. 
Torsvay, May 24, 1836. 
Mr. GOLDSBOROUGH presented the memo- 


rial of the president and directors of the Union | 


Bank of Maryland, praying for the interference 
of Congress to correct a mistake made in tran- 
scribing the award of the commissioners under the 
French treaty; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Finance. 


REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 


On motion of Mr. EWING, of Ohio, the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands was discharged from the 
further consideration of the memorial of the trus- 
tees of the University of Nashville. 

Messrs. SWIFT and PRENTISS, from the 
Committee on Claims, reported bills from the 

' House, without amendment. 


Mr. BLACK, from the Committee on Private |. 


Land Claims, reported the bill for the relief of 
the heirs of William Fisher, without amendment. 


NEW POST ROUTE. 


Mr. McKEAN submitted the following reso- | 


lution; which was considered and agreed to: 


Post Roads be instructed to inquire into the propriety of 
establishing a post route between Liverpool, in Perry coun- 
ty, and Mifflin, in Juniata county, in the State of Pennsy!- 
vania. 


i CREEK WAR. 


:; reliance could be placed, that a great number of 
|| individuals had been driven from their homes on 
ij the Alabama side of the Chattahoochee river, by 

the hostile Creek Indians, many of them having 


. families, being deprived of their all, and having 


Mr. WISE asked for the yeas and nays on the l 


; | reading. 


S, i no means of sustaining themselves until the In- 


‘| dians can be put down, and the country restored 

: to a state of peace and quiet. It was not neces- 
sary (Mr. K. said) to dwell on the scenes of 
affliction which were now witnessed in that un- 
happy country; all they could now do was to ex- 
tend to them such assistance as would enable 
these unfortunate Poe to sustain nature until 
their country could be restored to astate of peace 
and quiet, and they reinstated in their homes. 
He therefore asked leave to introduce a joint res- 
olution authorizing the President of the United 
States to cause rations to be issued from the pub- 
lic stores to supply, for the present, those suf- 
ferers who have not the means of sustaining them- 
selves and families. 

He hoped that the resolution would be received 
by unanimous consent, and that the rule of the 
Senate requiring one day’s previous notice would 
be dispensed with. In a case of this nature, 
(Mr. K. said,) even one day was of importance. 

The resolution was then read twice, and or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading. 

At a subsequent part of the day, the above 
resolution having been reported correctly en- 
grossed, was, on motion of Mr. K., and by unan- 
imous consent, read the third time and passed. 


PRIVATE BILLS. 


The resolution submitted on Saturday by 
Mr. Huszarp, for setting apart the Fridays and 
Saturdays of each week for the consideration 
of private bills, was taken up for consideration; 
and after a debate, in which Messrs. HUBBARD, 
WEBSTER, CALHOUN, PORTER, NAU- 
DAIN, LINN, and HENDRICKS, took part, 

‘ and an ineffectual motion to lay it on the table. 
the resolution was rejected—ayes 13, noes 17. 


HOUR OF MEETING. 


On motion of Mr. KING, of Alabama, the: 
Senate then took up and adopted the resolution 
providing that the meetings of the Senate, for the 
remaider of the session, shall be at eleven o’clock 
in the morning. 

! MARINE SCHOOL. 


Mr. DAVIS, from the Committee on Com- 
merce, reported a bill appropriating $10,000 for 
the establishment of a school at Boston, for the 
education of boys intended for the maritime ser- 
' vicè; which was read and ordered to asecond 


EXPENSES IN FLORIDA. 

The bill providing payment for expenses in- 
| curred, and for supplies furnished for the volun- 
| teers called out for the defense of Florida, was 
' read the third time and passed. 

- FRAUDS IN PUBLIC LANDS. 
On motion of Mr. KING, of Alabama, the res- 
' olution to provide payment for the persons’ em- 
ployed in taking testimony under the resolution 


i` of the Senate in relation to frauds on the public 


| to be engros 


lands was taken up and considered, and ordered 
sed for a third reading. 
FORTIFICATION BILL. 


i 
+ Onmotion of Mr. HUBBARD, the Senate pro- 
‘ ceeded to the consideration of the bill making 


| 


:i appropriations for the purchase of sites, the col- 


‘, lection of 


Resolred, That the Committee on the Post Office and |; 


Mr: KING, of Alabama, stated that he hat |! 
received information, on which the most perfect ; 


materials, and the commencement of 
` certain fortifications—the question being on Mr. 
BenrTon’s motion to strike out the appropriation 
for Portsmouth, New Hampshire, and insert in 
‘lieu thereof ‘for fortifications at Portsmouth, 
' New Hampshire, $150,000 annually for two 
! years.” : 

Rave HUBBARD addressed the Senate in a 
speech of some length in favor of the motion; 


d 
| oA fter some remarks from Mr. WEBSTER, the 
decided in the afirm- 


| question on the motion was 
ative—yeas 17, nays 16; as follows: 

EAS-—Messrs. Benton, Brown, Buchanan, Cuthbert, 
| Swing of illinois, Grundy, Hill, Hubbard, King of Alabama, 
| Linn, Rives Robinson, Ruggles, Shepley, Tallmadge, 

and Wright—17. , , 
Walken Mesars: Black, Calhoun, Crittenden, Davis, 
Ewing of Ohio, Goldsborough, King of Georgia, Leigh, 
Mangum, Naudain, Prentiss. Preston, Robbins, Tomlin- 
son, Webster, and White—16. 


Mr. PRESTON then moved to strike out the 


appropriation for Portsmouth, on the ground that 
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there were no estimates aud surveys for Spore 
ions at that harbor; which motion wa p- 
a by Messrs. CALHOUN, CRITTEN- 
DEN, PRESTON, and PORTER, and opposed 
by Messrs. HUBBARD and BENTON. ; 
"On taking the question, Mr. Preston's motion 
was lost—yeas 10, nays 25; as follows: 
YEAS—Moessrs. Calhoun, Crittendea, Ewing of Ohio, 
Kinz of Georgia, Leigh, Mangum, Moore, Naudain, Pres- 
rd White—10. ; ; 
3—Mossrs. Benton, Brown, Buchanan, Davis, Ewing 
of Hinois, Goldsborough, Grundy, Hendricks, Hill, Hub- 
bard, King of Alabama, Lian, Morris, Nicholas, Niles, 
Porier, Rives, Robbins, Robinson, Ruggles, Shepley, Tall- 
madze, Tomlinson, Walker, Webster, and Wright—25. 
Mr. BENTON moved further to amend the 
bill, by striking out ‘ for fortifications at Salem, 
Massachusetts,” and inserting ‘ $75,000 per an- 
num, for two years, for the same object.’ 
Mr. DAVIS addressed the Senate in a speech 


of some length, in opposition to the bill generally. ` 


Mr. NILES replied at some length in its sup- 


port. 
After some further remarks from Mr. DAVIS, 
the Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Tvespay, May 24, 1836. 


Mr. ADAMS rose and remarked, that he had 
asked the consent of the House several days since, 
to permit him to offer two resolutions calling on 
the President for information. Hehad not been 
successful; and he now asked the consent of the 
House to submit the resolutions to which he had 
ceferred, and also to permit him to state, in a few 
words, the reasons which had induced him to 
offer them. i . 

The resolutions were read for information, as 
follows: 

Resolved, That the President of the United States be re- 
quested to communicate to this House, if not incompatible 
with the public interest, copies of any overture made since 
the 3d of March, 1829, by his authority, to the Government 
of the United Mexican States, forthe acquisition, by the 
United States, of any portion of the Territories of Mexico; 
and copies of all the correspondence between the two Gov- 
2rnments relating thereto, and upon any question of bound- 
try existing between the United States and Mexico. 

Resolved, That the President of the United States be re- 

quested to communicate to this House, if not incompatible 
with the public interest, a copy and translations of any law, 
decree, or ordinance of the Mexican Republic, abolishing 
davery within the Territories thereof, which may be in pos- 
session of the executive department of the United States. 


Objection being made to their reception, 

Mr. ADAMS renewed the request, that he 
might be permitted to assign briefly the reasons 
why he had proposed the resolutions. 

This was also objected to; when Mr. CHAM- 
BERS, of Kentucky, moved to suspend the rules, 
to enable the gentleman from Massachusetts to 
make the statement which he desired. 

Mr. HUNTSMAN inquired whether the ques- 
tion was divisible? He would hear the gentleman 


in reference to the first resolution; but not upon ! 


| 


|| States, under both of which such power is denied | 


| suspend the rules to enable him to offer the first | 
| resolution. i 
The question was then taken; when there ap- | 
. peared—yeas 82, nays 68; so the rules were not | 
suspended, two thirds being necessary. 
ABOLITION OF SLAVERY. 
The House resumed the consideration of the 
_ report of Mr. Pinckney, from the committee on 
. the subject of the abolition of slavery. 
| The immediate question pending was the mo- 
i tion of Mr. Roperrson to recommit the report 
; to the same committee with instructions to report | 
a resolution declaring that Congress has not the | 
power to abolish slavery in the District of Co- 
lumbia. 
Mr. ROBERTSON, who was entitled to the 
floor, addressed the House in continuation of his 
remarks. The portioh of Mr. R.’s speech in 
brackets was delivered on Saturday last, but was 
unavoidably crowded out of Monday’s paper. 
i [Mr. Speaker, I have said more than I had in- 
, tended on the preliminary grounds justifying the 
submission of the resolution now under discus- | 
sion. I come now directly to the question in- | 
volved in it. | 


From all that has been said, it is | 
_ my fate, I fear, to addressan unwilling auditory— 
one, perhaps, that has already prejudged the ques- | 
tion. A very general impression, none can doubt, | 
exists among our fellow-citizens of the North, | 
that the abolition of slavery is clearly within the | 
constitutional power of Congress. Nothing is : 
more natural. Born or raised under institutions 
adverse to slavery, and under which it has, in 
most cases, been,long abolished, they readily ' 
adopt the opinion that it is lawful for every other 
Government to do the same. It is natural, sir, 
| but not logical, that they should jump to this 
| conclusion, without nicely examining into its 
| grounds. It fallsin with all their early habitudes ! 
of thought, with their feelings, and, I may add, ; 
what is still more difficult to encounter, with their 
' prejudices. They have probably in few instances 
ever thought to inquire whether the provisions of 
the Federal Constitution, which bear upon this 
question, correspond with their own. Yet every 
candid man will admit that this is the test by 
which the proposition is to be tried. I have en- 
‘ deavored to examine into this matter with some | 
` care, and think I may venture to say that while | 
there is, perhaps, not one of the northern States : 
whose fundamental law may not be reasonably : 
| construed to give the power of abolishing slavery . 
to the respective legislative bodies, they all of ; 
them, in this particular, vary essentially from i 
that of the State of Virginia, and of the United 


to exist. I do not entertain the vain hope of re- 
moving the impressions or changing the opinion 
of any gentleman on this floor. The powers of 


work no such effect. But we may hope, from 


the second. He had no objection to the adoption © 
of the former resolution, and he had reason to : 
believe that the President would promptly give | 


the information desired by it. 


The CHAIR said the proceeding was irregu- 


lar, and that the motion was not divisible. 


The motion of Mr. Cuampers was then nega- : 


tived without a count. 
Mr. ADAMS then moved to suspend the rules 


to enable him to offer his resolutions, and asked | 


for the 


eas and nays; which were ordered. 
Mr. 


ment, he wished to give notice, that if the rules | 
were suspended, and the resolutions submitted, he ` 


would move to amend the first by inquiring also 
of the President the present condition of Texas, 
its political organization, and his opinion of ihe 
expediency of the recognition by this Govern- 
ment of its independence. 

Mr. HUNTSMAN hoped, if it was practica- 
ble, that the motion to suspend the rules should 
be taken separately on each resolution. He was 
in favor of the first, but opposed to the second, 
resolution. He had reason to knpw, and did 


know, that the President was ready to answerat | 


any moment, 
Mr. ADAMS, in order to accommodate the 
gentleman, would vary his motion so as to 


HOMPSON, of South Carolina, said, | 
as the motion was not now subject to amend- : 


the interesting nature of the subject, that every 
gentleman will examine fully into the reasons of | 


i if otherwise, show us the substantial grounds 
upon which it can be maintained. | 
The reasons, Mr. Speaker, why the institutions | 
of the northern States admit or require the inter- 
| pretation I have mentioned must occur at once to | 
ii every one. 
| tionary struggle, slaves were comparatively few, 
and the intention of abolishing slavery, if not 
actually carried into effect, entertained in almost 
all. It would have been absurd, therefore, in | 


i| framing their constitutions, to close the door to | 


i abolition, or throw any serious obstacle in its | 
way. The reverse, however, was the case inthe | 
South; and there it was reasonable to expect the | 
fundamental law would be more guarded in pro- | 
| tecting what was a most important interest in a | 
| large proportion of the community. The fact, it 
| is believed, will be found in a great degree to cor- 
| respond with these views. 

Look, sir, to the constitution of New Hamp- 
shire. The clause which may be regarded as 
bearing upon this point is a part of the twelfth 
section of the bill of rights. It is in these words: | 

“ Every member of the community has a right to be pro- | 
tected by it in the enjoyment of life, liberty, and property; į 
he is therefore bound to contribute his share in the ex- 
pense of guch protection, and to yield his personal service, 


a Chatham or a Cicero would in all probability }; 


his belief, renounce it if his own reflections prove `; 
to him that it rests upon fallacious principles; or, | 


In those States, during our revolu- |! 


| when necessary, or an equivalent; but no part of a man’s 
| property shall be taken from him, or applied to public uses, 
without his own consent, or that of the representative 


| body of the people.” 


' Provisions nearly, or precisely similar, are to 

. be found in the bill of rights of Massachusetts, 
section ten; of Delaware, section ten; of Vermont, 
section ten. The constitutions, Moreover, of 
each of these States confer ample power on its 
legislative body to pass all laws for the good and 
welfare of the Commonwealth, not repugnant to 
the Constitution itself. (Constitution New Hemp- 
shire, constitution Massachusetts, article four; 
constitution Vermont, section two.) Taking 
these provisions together, it may be fairly con- 
tended that there is full authority to take away 
private property, whether wanted for public use 
or otherwise, whenever, in the opinion of the Le- 
gislature, the measure would conduce to the ‘‘ good 
and welfare’? of the Commonwealth. 

Rhode Island derived her institutions from King 
Charles the Second, of blessed memory, and still 
reposes under the protection of the royal charter. 

. That charter gave to the Governor and com- 
| pany authority to pass all laws as to them might 
| seem meet for the ‘t good and welfare” of the said 
| company, &c., so as such laws be not contrary and 
| repugnant to the laws of England; and as slavery 
| Was an institution not recognized by the laws of 
| England, whatever doubts may exist of the right 
; to establish it in Rhode Island, none can possibly 
| exist as to the right to abolish it. 

In New York, the old constitution of 1777 gave, 
if possible, still greater latitude. It vested the 
supreme, not merely exclusive, legislative power 
in two bodies; it contained no direct provision, 

‘as far as I have seen, protecting private property 
from seizure, except what is contained in the 
thirteenth section, which declares “ that no mem- 
ber of this State shall be disfranchised or de- 
prived of any of the rights or privileges secured 
to the subjects of this State by this constitution, 
UNLESS by the law of the land, or the judgment of 

| his peers.” Thus, then, in New York, not only 

` was the right of the citizen in his property not 
secured by any constitutional provision, but even 

if it was, it might at any time be wrested from 
him by any ‘‘law of the land’’ passed by the 
supreme legislative power—supreme indeed, since 
it might abrogate the Constitution itself. 

| Nor do I find in the constitution of New Jersey 

| any recognition of the inviolability of private prop- 

i erty. The Legislature is clothed with power 

simply “to pass laws.’’ The common law of 

England is declared to be in force; and it follows, 

i conn that the Legislature might, (as the 
omnipotent Parliament of Great Britain might,) 

under the common law, and in the absence of an 
restrictive clause, exercise the power of abolish- 

‘ing slavery. 

Pennsylvania, it is known, passed a law abol- 

| ishing slavery as early as 1780. I have already 

' shown that the right to do so existed under sim- 

ilar provisions to those which existed in the in- 

i stitutions of New Hampshire and other northern 


. 


; and eastern States. 


i! _ Mr. Speaker, in proceeding with the examina- 


tion of the constitutional question involved in the 
resolution before the House, [ shall enter into no 
| discussion of what the venerable member from 
Massachusetts (Mr. Apams] tauntingly terms 
j the sublime merits of slavery; and which, sir, 
: permit me to say, whatever they may be, are 
| not perhaps greatly excelled by the sublime mer- 
' its of modern abolitionism. Nor will I bestow 
| a moment’s attention upon the resolution of the 
| Select committee, denying the right of Congress 
| to interfere with slavery in the States. I have 
| never considered these questions proper to be de- 
: bated in this Hall. I voted against the reference 
; of the last, with instructions to report upon it, 
because such reference seemed to imply a doubt 
respecting rights held by a title paramount to the 
authority of Congress, and too firmly settled to 
receive any additional strength from its conces- 
sions. Should the House determine, however, 


ji that the question shall be put upon that resolu- 


| tion, I may feel compelled to vote for it, rather 
than deny what I insist is self-evident. 

The question before us, Mr. Speaker, is one 
that admits of little play of the fancy, and rejects 
even, if it were -in my power to command them, 


1836. 
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uations, 

l endeavored to show, when last addressing 
the House, the probability of a strong bias on 
ihe minds of northern gentlemen, produced by 
their own peculiar institutions and feelings. The 
provisions of their fundamental laws were shown 
to be such as to warrant, under a reasonable con- 
struction, the abolition of slavery. In this 
enumeration, Connecticut was omitted. That 
State, like Rhode Island, remained during our rev- 
olutionary struggle under the regulations of a 
cnarter granted by Charles the Second. She never 
formed a constitution till the year 1818. By a pro- 
vision of her bill of rights adopted in 1784, section 
2, it was declared that ‘‘ no man’s goods should 
be taken unless clearly warranted by law.” All 
that was necessary to justify the taking of them 
was to pass a law to that effect; and the royal 
charter gave full authority to pass all laws not 
contrary to the laws of England. Now, as slavery 


itself was contrary to the laws of England, there . 


was no doubt of the power to abolish it. Anact 
accordingly for its gradual abolition was passed 
in 1784, and it ceased, probably, to exist before 
the adoption of the new constitution, 

It would be tedious, and unnecessary to the 
purpose of my argument, to enumerate in detail 
the various provisions in the constitutions of 
those States where slavery still exists. It is 
enough to say, in general, that Maryland, North 
Carolina, South Carolina, and Tennessee, in refer- 
ence to the security of private rights, adopted, 
with perhaps slight modifications, the provisions 
of the 29th chapter of WagnaCharta. (9 Hen. III.) 

In Kentucky, the emancipation of slaves, with- 
out the consent of their owners, was expressly 
prohibited by the ninth article of her constitution. 

Virginia also, in her bill of rights, inserted the 
provisions of the twenty-ninth chapter of Magna 
Charta, and in regard to private property used a 


hraseology varying from those in the other . 
|, For all purposes? No, sir. 
< constitutional purposes; forno others, Youcan- 
“not break over the limits of the Constitution 


tates, already commented on. 

In the sixth article, the language in respect to 
this subject is this: “All men having sufficient 
evidence of permanent common interest with, and 


attachment to the community, have the right of 


suffrage, and cannot be taxed or deprived of their 
property for public uses without their own con- 
sent, or that of their Representatives so elected;”” 
and closely resembles that adopted in the Consti- 
tution of the United States, to which alone we 
must refer to ascertain the extent of ourauthority. 
In the fifth article of the Amendments to the Fed- 
eral Constitution are these words: 

‘ Nor shall private property be taken for public use with- 
out just compensation.” 

Whatisthe just interpretation of this provision? 
Is it not obviously this? Private property may be 
taken for public use; and when so taken, must be 
paid for. This construction is, indeed, substan- 
tially maintained in the report of the select com- 
mittee: 

‘The true meaning [says the report, p. 15] of this pro- 
vision obviously is, that private property shall be taken only 
for public use, but shail not be taken even then without 
adequite remuneration.” 

It is impossible to deny this without perverting 
the forms from their ordinary signification. To 
found a claim for taking private property, it must 
be wanted for the public use. No learned lawyer 
need be consulted to give the true meaning of this 
simple language. You can have it expounded 
without difficulty by the plainest farmer or me- 
chanic of the country. Can it be pretended that 
those who framed the Constitution could be 
ignorant of the import of the terms they em- 


ployed No attempt can be successfully made ` 
to construe these terms as conferring a right on || 
rivate property, when- : 
ever they may suppose the public good, the general || 
No expression can be found | 


Congress to seize upon 


welfare require it. n 
justly warranting so bold a proposition. The 
men of liberal and enlarged views who framed 
tle provision would never have consented to 
such a grant of power, which would, indeed, 
authorize the invasion of private property at the 
mere will and discretion of Congress. They 


it bell, Carter, George Cham 


campment, it may be lawfully occupied; slaves, - 
servants, and horses, munitions of war, provi- 
sions, may be impressed when the country 
requires them for its own uses or necessities, but 
for no other purpose. You cannot take the prop- 
erty of one man to bestow upon another; still 
less can you confiscate it under a pretext of the 
general welfare, nor under an authority to use it, 
render it absolutely incapable, as property, of 
any future use whatever. Such is the necessary 
effect of abolition. In this view, Congress has 
no more right to effect it under the Constitution, 
than to confiscate a merchant’s goods and throw 
them into the Potomac, or to waste and destroy 
his lands, or turn them out as a common. 

If you can do all this in the District, it is 
because you interpret the words public use as of 
the import with public good, or general welfare. 
This doctrine of the general welfare breaks down 
all limitations of power. When, sir, would this 
construction stop? The clause in question was 
not designed solely for the protection of this Dis- 
trict. If by this forced construction Congress 
can seize upon the slaves of the District, what is 
to prevent it from stretching its arm across the 
ten miles square, and seizing upon those in the 
States? If you may confiscate that property in 
the District upon the plea of the general welfare, 
constitutionally, may you not, with still greater 
propriety, use that power to remove the supposed 
evil existing in the State on so much more ex- 
tensiveascale? The inference cannot be resisted. 
Human ingenuity cannot assign a solid reason 
for expounding the clause in question so as to 
protect the citizens of the States, and yet to leave 
those of the District exposed. 

An attempt, however, has been made to found 
a distinction in this respect by calling in aid that 
provision of the Constitution which gives to 
Congress the right to exercise exclusive legislation 
over the District. Exclusive legislation for what? 
For all lawful and 


within the District more than in the States. 


: The claims of our citizens to its protection are 


not forfeited within the magic circle of the ten ; 
miles square. Can Congress establish a national | 
church in the District of Columbia? put down the | 
press? suppress the liberty of speech? or take | 
away the trial by jury? No man will assert this; | 


yet these infractions of the rights of the citizens i 
are prohibited by no higher authority than that i 


which forbids the Government from laying its 
hands upon private property, unless for the use 
of the public. 
they can, any solid reason for the distinction. 

Mr. CAMBRELENG remarked that there 
were two bills upon the table from the Senate, 
which he moved be read by their titles, and re- 
ferred previous to going into committee on the 
fortification bill. 

Mr. ALLAN, of Kentucky, hoped the bill 
from the Senate to distribute the proceeds of the -' 
sales of the public lands would also be taken up 
and referred. a 

Mr. CAMBRELENG said that the bill to 
which the gentleman referred had been debated 
several days, and would probably elicit further 
discussion. He therefore could not consent to ,, 
take it up to the exclusion of the special order. 

The motion to refer the two bills mentioned by 
Mr. CamsrELENG was objected to. ` 

Mr. ALLAN then moved to suspend the rule, 
in order to take up the land bill, and asked for © 


: the yeas and nays. He gave notice that he would : 


make a similar motion every morning for the re- | 
mainder of the session, unless the bill was dis- ;| 
posed of. Gentlemen should not dodge the ques- ' 
tion if he could prevent it. | 

Mr. CAMBRELENG had no desire whatever || 
to dodge the question. | 


The motion to suspend the rules for the pur- | P 


| 
pose stated was then negatived, as follows: | 
| 
| 


YEAS—Messrs. Adams, Chilton Allan, Heman Allen, 
Anthony, Bailey, Buchanan, William B. Calhoun, Camp | 
bers, John Chambers, Childs, || 


I call upon gentlemen to show, if | 


Nathaniel H. Claiborne, Clark, Connor, Crane, Cushing, 
Deberry, Denny, Everett, French, Granger, Graves, Gren- 
nell, Hiland Hall, Hard, Hardin, Harper, Samuel S. Harri- 
son, Henderson, Hcister, Howell, Ingersoll, William Jack- 


| son, Henry Johnson, Lane, Lay, Luke Lea, Liacoln, Samp- 
| son Mason, McCarty, McComas, McKay, MeKennan, 


Mercer, Montgomery, Morris, Parker, James A. Pearce, 
Pettigrew, Phillips, Pickens, Potts, Reed, Rencher, Rus- 
sell, William B. Shepard, Augustine H. Shepperd, Slade, 
Spangler, Standefer, Steele, Storer, Taliaferro, Waddy 
Thompson, Turner, Underwood, Vinton, White, Lewis 
Williams, Sherrod Williams, and Wise—72. 

NAYS —Messrs. Ash, Barton, Bean, Beaumont, Bockee, 
Boon, Borden, Bouldin, Bovee, Briggs, Brown, Cambre- 
leng, Carr, Casey, Chaney, Chapman, John F. H. Claiborne, 
Cleveland, Coles, Cramer, Cushman, Dickerson, Double- 
day, Dromgoole, Dunlap, Fairfield, Farlin, Fry, Philo C. 
Fuller, William K. Fuller, Galbraith, James Garland, Gillett, 
Glascock, Grantland, Haley, Hamer, Hannegan, Hawes, 
Haynes, Hazeltine, Hoar, Holsey, Hopkins, Howard, 
Huntsman, Ingham, Jabez Jackson, Jarvis, Joseph John- 
son, Richard M. Johnson, Cave Johnson, John W. Jones, 
Benjamin Jones, Judson, Kennon, Kilgore, Lansing, 
Laporte. Lawler, Lawrence, Gideon Lec, Joshua Lee, 
Leonard, Lewis, Logan, Loyall, Lyon, Abijah Mann, Job 
Mann, Martin, Wil}am Mason, Moses Mason, May, Me- 
Keon, McKim, McLene, Miller, Muhlenberg, Owens, 
Parks, Patterson, Patton, Franklin Pierce, Dutee J. Pearce, 
Phelps, Pinckney, John Reynolds, Joseph Reynolds, Ripley, 
Roane, Rogers, Schenck, Seymour, Sickles, Smith, Speight, 
Sprague, Sutherland, Taylor, Thomas, John Thomson, 
Toucey, Turrill, Wagener, Wardwell, Webster, and Elisha 
Whittlesey— 108. 


FORTIFICATION BILL. 


On motion of Mr. CAMBRELENG, and in 
further execution of the special order of the 26th 
of January, the House resolved itself into the 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union, 
(Mr. Mann, of New York, in the chair,) and re- 
resumed the consideration of the bill making ap- 
propriations for certain fortifications of the United 
States for the year 1836. 

The question pending being on the motion of 
Mr. CamBrELeNnG to amend the bill by inserting 
an item of $700,000 for the armament of the for- 
tifications, and the amendment of Mr. Mercer 
thereto, ‘authorizing the President of the United 
States to expend so much of said sum as he may 
deem expedient for the purpose of establishing a 


` national foundery for cannon.” 


Mr. UNDERWOOD resumed his remarks on 
the subject of the distribution of the surplus rev- 
enue and the various topics heretofore brought 
into the discussion. He commenced by advert- 
ing to what is called the wire-drawn distinctions 
between what was considered to be, or‘ vetoed” 
to be, national, and what was not. For instance, 
the Cumberland road, costing millions, was a 
national work, whereas the Maysville road, cost- ` 
ing a few hundred thousand dollars, was not na- 
tional. The same nice and wire-drawn distinctions 
were carried out and applied in reference to im- 
provements in the navigation of rivers. He then 
entered into a review of the principles and details 
of the land scheme, showing that for purposes of 
education, seats of government, &c., the new 
States had already received no Jess than thirteen 
millions and a half of acres of land, which at the 
the minimum price would amount to about 


: $17,000,000. Adding thereto the $5,000,000 ex- 


pended on the Cumberland road, the mew States 
had in all received, directly from the Gencral 
Government, upwards of $22,000,000. Yet, not 


` content with this, they were still asking for more, 


and were opposing every measure by which the 
old States were to have any participation in this 
common fund arising from the proceeds of the 
sales of the public lands. He then entered at 
large into the important advantages resulting from 
works of internal improvement, in facilitatin 

communication from one point to another, an 

cited a letter of General Jesup on the importance 
of canals for the transmission of men and mili- 


tary stores. 
Ur. U. contended that the Government had 


` acted injudiciously in abandoning and repudiating 


the principle of holding stocks, both in point of 
efficiency and economy, and alluded to the case 
of the Bank of the Commonwealth of Kentucky 
in support of his argument, He referred to fhe 
various projects contained in the present bill for 
the purchase of sites for new fortifications, in 
other bills for the erection of custom-houses, the 
lan for a new Treasury building, &., the object 
of all of which was to squander the public money, 
and augment executive patronage. He hen 
reviewed the profect to reduce an graduate t F 
price of the public lands, which he maintaine 
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was unconstitutional, unjust, and partial, inas- i: 


much as it was for the benefit of the agricultural 
classes alone, to the exclusion of all the others; 
and, morcover, it was proposing a donation by 

lying the actual settler the difference between 
the sum paid and the real value of the land. It 
would also be holding out greater inducements to 
speculators and capitalists to hunt up and hire 
emicrants and foreigners to settle upon the public 
lands for the benefit of their employers. He was 
assured, that it would result in making the rich 
richer, produce a total absorption of the public 
domain in the hands of capitalists, and be of no 
benefit to the poor and industrious man; but, on 
the contrary, would render him the creature of 
his employer. That measure would produce one 
general system of fraud. In opposition to this 
measure he dwelt at length, contending that it 
would be unjust, if practicable, but that it was 
also impracticable. The time had not come when 
it was necessary to graduate the price of the pub- 
lic lands. 
and flints, he would have no objection to graduate 
their price; but so long as we had good lands to 
dispose of, he was convinced the best, the most 
judicious, and the only just plan was to dispose 
of them to the highest bidder. He disclaimed all 
desire to connect this important measure with the 
subject of President-making, or with any other 
of the little petty squabbles of the day. He hoped 
a matter of such grave consideration would be 
discussed apart from such disputes. - 

He repudiated the idea that the situation of the 
country demanded a large expenditure for the pur- 
poses of defense, by contrasting the present condi- 
tion of the country with that of former periods of 
our history. In 1811, on the eve of a war with 
the most powerful nation of the globe, in a naval 
point of view, we had a revenue of $13,000 000; 
tt is now more than double thatamount. In 1811, 
our population was a little over seven millions. 
At present it might be safely estimated at eighteen 
millions. 
lic debt of upwards of $45,000,000. 
only have we no public debt, but a large accruing 
surplus. In 1811 our Navy consisted 
vessels in commission, viz: five frigates, eight 
sloops, and two schooners, with no ship of the 
line, and 348 guns; in ordinary we had five worn- 
out vessels, with 172 guns. Total, 20 vesscls, 
and 520 guns. 

In 1836, according to the information furnished 
by the proper Department, we had in commission 
one ship of 74 guns, four frigates of 44 guns, nine 
sloops of 18 guns; in ordinary, five ships of the 
line, four frigates, five sloops, and one schooner; 
being a total in commission of nineteen vessels of 
war, mounting 472 guns, and in ordinary fifteen 
vessels, with 648 guns; making, in 1811, twenty 
vessels, and 520 guns; while, in 1836, we had 
thirty-four vessels, and 1,120 guns, without enu- 
merating those now on the stocks, being five ships 
of the line, seven frigates of 44 guns each, and 
one steam war vessel. He then drew a contrast 


r 


of the numbers of militia between the two periods, ` 


the state and number of the fortifications, the 
resources and condition of the country, to show 
that there was no cause of alarm in case of attack 
by any forcign Power. 
Mr. U. then reviewed many of the arguments 
urged by gentlemen who had preceded him in 
the debate, especially of one of the gentlemen 
from New York, [Mr. Mawn,] and the gentle- 
man from South Carolina, [Mr. eel He 
expressed his regret that the latter gentleman 
should have broached and advocated the doctrine 
of nullification. Mr. U. maintained that General 
Jackson was a great supporter of that doctrine, 
except when South Carolina was not concerned, 
though he once wrote a complimentary letter to 
Governor Haynes, and franked that gentleman’s 
speech all over the country as an exposition of 
hig own principles. General Jackson had gone 
“ up to the hub’? in nullification, when Georgia 
was concerned, and he had again and again set 
at defiance all the treaties made there with the 
unfortunate Indians. Mr. U. then entered into 
an examination of the causes of the Indian war, 
and ascribed them to the conduct of their white 
neighbors. He had no doubt that the Seminole 
war was brought on only by theimprisonment and 
cruel treatment of Osceola. 


If nothing was left but pine barrens ` 


In 1211 we were burdened with a pub- , 
In 1836 not | 


of fifteen | 


I 


floor, and expressed a wish to offer an amend- 
ment. | 

The CHAIR said no amendment would be in 
order until the amendment of the gentleman from 
Virginia, [Mr. Mercer,] to the amendment of 
the gentleman from New York, [Mr. Camsre- 
LENG, ] was first disposed of. 

Mr. MERCER then withdrew his amendment 
to enable the gentleman from Kentucky to sub- 
mit his proposition, 

Mr. ALLAN then moved, as an amendment, 
an additional section to the bill of great length, 
the substance of which was as follows: A general 
reduction of salaries of officers of the Govern- 
ment. To the Vice President of the United States, 
$4,000; to each of the Secretaries of State, Treas- 
ury, War,and Nayy, $4,000; tothe Attorney Gen- 
eral, $3,000; to the Postmaster Gencral, $4,000; 
to each of the Assistant Postmasters General, 
$1,800; to each of the Comptrollers of the Treas- 
ury, $2,000; to the Solicitor of the Treasury, 
$2,000; to the Register of the Treasury, $2,000; to 
the Treasurer, $2,000; tothe Commissioner of In- 
dian Affairs, $2,000; to the Commissioner of the 
General Land Office, $2,000; and twenty-five per 
cent. per annum to be deducted from the compen- 
sation of all the clerks in the different Depart- 
ments, so that no reduction reduce the salary 
below $800a year. From the compensation of all 
the officers of the customs twenty-five per cent., 
with sundry restrictions as to the amount of their 
! salaries. That members of, and delegates to, 
Congress shall receive six dollars per day, and 
six dollars for every twenty miles’ travel. To 
the Secretary of the Senate, and Clerk of the 
House of Representatives, $2,000; and a deduc- 
tion of twenty-five per cent. from the salaries of 

their clerks. And that after the present term 
the salary of the President of the United States 
shall be $15,009 per annum: -providing, also, that 


the custom-house at New York should not cost . 


over the sum of $500,000. 

Mr. ANTHONY inquired if the amendment 
: was in order? 

The CHAIR decided that it was not. The 
. subject of the proposition was not embraced in 
the order of the 26th of January; and it was also 
' out of order on another ground, because it did not 
i| appertain to the subject then under consideration. 


Mr. ALLAN then proceeded to address the : 


committee at length on the subject of his amend- 
ment, as well as on the various subjects brought 


‘: out in the discussions of the present and the last ' 


ii session. Headverted to the conduct of the Pres- 


ti ident of the United States, who, upon an unde- : 


i| fined appropriation of $600,000 for the construc- 
i tion of a bridge across the Potomac, thought 
'| himself justified in entering into a contract that 
!| would have involved an expenditure of upwards 
| of $4,700,000 at least. Fortunately for the coun- 
| try, the fact came to the knowledge of the gentle- 


; man from Virginia, (Mr. Mercer,] and the result | 


- of his vigilance had been the present good, sub- 
stantial, and sufficient bridge, costing a trifle over 
, $100,000. This was, or was likely to be, one of 
|. the evils produced by the operation of the 


‘' He adduced the original appropriation for the 
yl ° 
erection of a custom-house at New York, as 


‘another proof of the evil of cutting off amend- 


if ments, provisoes, or limitations to, and making 
| undefined appropriations. The original bill pro- 
posed $200,000 for the erection of that building, 


| and every one thought that sum to be all that | 


would be necessary; but the next session $300,000 
|; more was asked forand voted, and again $300,000 
‘| more. He entered into a minute statement on 
i this subject, and produced the correspondence 
j between himself and the Secretary of the Treas- 
į ury on the subject. 
| Mr. A. then proceeded to reply to the argu- 
.|Ments of the various gentlemen who had here- 
., tofore spoken, particularly Messrs. CAMBRELENG, 


i Frencu, and Gartawnp of Virginia. He re- 
|, viewed at length the measures of the present 
i Administration, since the. election of General 


d Indian treaties. He condemned the course 
i| in relation to the latter, the effect of which was 
|; beginning to be developed in Florida, and among 
|i the Creeks. He asked his colleague, [Mr. 


Mr. ALLAN, of Kentucky, then obtained the | 


f À ‘ pre 
vious question cutting off all amendments to bills. | 


Jackson, with regard to internal improvements | 


I! Frencu,} how had he been seconded by his 
i party in that House? His colleague had moved 
'| to take up the bill providing for the old soldiers. 
His party refused to second him. His party 
had gone so far as to treat the solemn resolutions 
of the Legislature of the State of Kentucky with 
contempt, by laying them on the table. His col- 
league was specially charged to get an appro- 
priation for the road from the mouth of Big 
Sandy; would his party aid him? Mr. A. was 
sure they would not. Although they had voted 
away twenty millions for other objects, his col- 
league would fail to get their votes for a great 
work in which his whole State was interested. 
Mr. A. then went at large into the subject of 
his amendment. He avowed himself to be an 
advocate of a strong Executive, but still he would 
bring down all the Federal salaries, from the high- 
est to the lowest, to a level with those in the 
States. Whata contrast was presented by the 
present Federal officers and their splendid palaces, 
and the moderation and simplicity of the days 
of Washington and Franklin! The President 
of the United States received an annual salary 
|, amounting to as much as the salaries of the Gov- 
‘ernors of sixteen States inthe Union. It was 
‘| the high salarics paid to the Government officers, 
li together with the combination of their power, 
| that had, in a great measure, brought on the 
|| present corrupt situation of the country—in the 
i words of the gentleman from New York, “a 
| gencral national gambling-house.’? He adverted 
to the present mode of keeping the public mon- 
eys, with about one hundred millions directly 
and indirectly distributed over the corna among 
a variety of small banks. The people had now 
no control over their money; and all inquiry into 
‘it had been again and again refused to their rep- 
,Tesentatives. Take this immense power, com- 
l| bined with the power of the Government presses 
throughout the country, both of which would 
naturally be on the side of power, and weil might 
` it be said that the liberties of the people were in 
danger. He wanted to see the press and the 
Treasury both disconnected from the Executive. 
After dwelling upon these topics for some time, 
. Mr. A. concluded. 
Mr. CARTER then obtained the floor. He said 
it was not originally his intention to have said a 
word on the subject of the bill under consideration, 
but the recent course of the House on the subject 
of another bill, in which his constituents were 
` deeply and vitally interested, warned him that this 
was probably the only opportunity that would be 
afforded him during the present session, of dis- 
cussing the merits of that proposition, the ‘land 
© bill.” After a cursory review of the subject of 
` the bill under debate, Mr. C. went at length into 
` the principles of the former measure. 
When Mr. C. concluded his remarks, 
Mr. INGERSOLL obtained the floor, but gave 
; way to 
Mr. GRAVES, who moved that the commit- 
' tee rise; which was decided inthe negative—aycs 
30, noes 82. No quorum voting, a second court 
was had when there appeared—ayes 25, noes 103. 
So the committee refused to rise; and a quorum 
being present, 
i) Mr. INGERSOLL proceeded to address the 
:, House at length on the subject of the public rev- 
j: enue, and in favor of the distribution of the pro- 
ceeds of the public lands among the States; a 
|: measure which, he contended, was of paramount 
| importance and utility. Mr. I. went on to say 
: that he was in favor of a large increase of our 
` naval force, and of appropriating as much for the 
. defenses of the country as could be judiciously 
: expended within the current year. 
he discussion was further continued at length 
by Mr. HALL of Vermont, Mr. BEAUMONT, 
i and Mr, JENIFER. 
‘| Mr. EVERETT then moved to amtnd the 
-amendmennt pending for $700,000 for the arma- 
_ Ment of the fortifications, by reducing the sum to 
`: $300,000; which, after some remarks by Messrs. 
CAMBRELENG, WISE, MERCER, and 
.. PHILLIPS, was lost. 
| Mr. GRANGER moved to reduce the sum to 
., $500,000; which was lost. 
_ The amendment was then agreed to. 
-Mr. CAMBRELENG, from the Committee of 
Ways and Means, then moved a variety of amend- 
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ments to the bill: others were also moved by other 
grntlemen, some of which were agreed, to and 
others rejected. The details of all of which will 
be given when the consideration of the bill and 
amendments comes up in the House. 

At about half past twelve o’clock the committee 
rose and reported the bill and amendments to the 
House, and they were ordered to be printed. 

The House then adjourned. 


IN SENATE. 
Wepnespar, -Vay 25, 1836. 


Mr. McKEAN presented the memorial of 
sundry citizens of Pennsylvania, remonstrating 
against the admission of Arkansas into the Union 
as a slave State; which was laid on the table. 


REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 


Mr. TALLMADGE, from the Committee on 
Pensions, reported without amendment the bill 
fur the relt-f of Henry Flicker. 

Mr. TOMLINSON, from the same committee, 
reported the bill for the relief of James Taylor, 
without amendment. 

Mr. LINN, from the Committee on Private 
Land Claims, reported without amendment sev- 
eral bills that had been referred to that commit- 
tee. 

MARINE CORPS. 


Mr. ROBBINS asked and obtained leave to 
introduce a joint resolution to authorize the offi- 
cers of the Marine Corps, while engaged in actual 
service, to receive the allowances to which the 
are entitled by the act of June 30, 1334; ice 
was read twice and referred to the Committee on 
Naval Affairs. 


LOUISVILLE AND PORTLAND CANAL. 


The bill to authorize the purchase, on the part 
of the United States, of the private stock in the 
Louisville and Portland Canal, was taken up as 
the general order. 

Mr. HENDRICKS and Mr. CRITTENDEN 
severally addressed the Senate in support of the 
bill; after which 

Mr. HENDRICKS moved to amend it by pro- 
viding tnat the stock may be purchased at a 
price not exceeding twelve and a half per cent. 
above par value instead of at par. 

Mr. WALKER opposed the amendment. He 
would gladly support any measure calculated to 
rlieve the commerce of the West from the burdens 
imposed on it by the extravagant tolls of this 
canal; but he could not, consistently with his. 
views of the Constitution, vote for a measure 
w hich would make the United States joint partners 
in a stuck cempany, and a collector of tolls. He | 


viewed this as a revival of the system of internal |: F : : 
H '' be better to lay the bill over until the next day, | 


that gentlemen might, in the mean time, consider . 
: what shape it would be best to give it, in order : 


improvements in its worst form; and it was, in : 
his opinion, equally objectionable for the United 
States to collect tolls at the locks of a canal as at: 
the gates of the Cumberland road. 

Mr. BENTON spoke in favor of the amend- 
meni; showing the great importance of purchas- 
ing out this stock to relieve the commerce of the 
western cities from the injurious burdens now 
imposed on it. Mr. B. spoke of the tolls on this 
canal as being now double as much as they were 
a: the commencement, and said that they were so 
extravagant that he regarded them morc as a fine, 
or a penalty on the boats for passing the canal, 
than as an ordinary toll. Boats, he said, in some 
instances, pay as much in a year for tolls as the ` 
whole amount of their cost, and sometimes more ; 
than the amount of profit divided among the 
stockholders; while the extravagant charges on 
flat-boats and keel-boats were such that the | 
rough boarding put up at their sides to keep in | 
the loose articles, were calculated as being part ` 
of their tonnaze, thus charging thirty or forty | 
doliars toll on a common flat-boat. 

Messrs. EWING of Ohio, HENDRICKS, : 
and CRITTENDEN, also addressed the Senate | 
in favor of the amendment; after which the ques- | 
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| 


| the following vote: 


PRICE $1 FOR A SESSION. 


Tiia 


WEDNESDAY, JUNE 1, 1826. 


tion on the amendment was taken, and lost by 


YEAS—Messrs. Benton, Crittenden, Davis, Ewing of 
Mlinois, Ewing of Ohio, Goldsborough., Hendricks, Kent, 
Linn, Morris, Naudain, Nicbolas, Porter, Robinson, and 
Webster—15, 

NAYsS— Messrs. Black, Brown, Calhoun, Grundy, Hill, 
Hubbard, King of Alabama, King of Georgia, Leigh, Mc- 
Kean, Manzum, Moore, Niles, Rives, Ruggtes, Shepley, 
Swit, Tallmadge, Tomlinson, Walker, White, and Wright 


Mr. CRITETNDEN then moved to amend the 
bill by striking out the proviso in the first section, 
which is in the following words: 


Provided, That so much of said stock can be procured 
at par value, within the present year, as will give the United 
States the control of the company. 


we m n ai. a a a al aeai 


l 


` Tennessee. 


And also the second and third sections of the : 


bill, which read as follows: 


Sec. 2. And be it further enacted, That if it be found | 


; impracticable to purchase the stock agreeable to the fore- 
, going section of this act, then the Secretary ac the Treasury 


is hereby authoriz.d to sell the United States stock to said 
company at market price, not below par value. 

Sec. 3. And te it further enuctet, That the Secretary of 
the Treasury shail vote tor the president and directors of 
stid company, according to such number of shares as shall 
d long to the United States at the tin? of giving such vote; 
and to reecive upon said stock the proportion of the tolls 
which shall from time to time be due to he United States. 


And to insert, at the end of the first proviso, 
that the price of the stock shall not be more than 
twelve and a half per cent. above the par value. 

After some remarks from Messrs. LINN and 
WALKER, 

Mr. BENTON thought a majority could go 
for it if a little time were allowed to regulate its 
details. He wished, therefore, that it might lay 
over until to-morrow morning. This was one 
thing he was in favor of. He wasinformed that 
the tolls were doubled, and he was in favor of a 
reduction of them. They were cnormous at first; 
and they were now no ionger tolls, but a fine—a 
penalty—a penalty on those who went through. 
Owners of 
the amount was. There were boats that had, in 
two or three years, paid as much toll as the ori- 


ginal amount of the cost of the boats themselves; , 
and loose boats that were used to keep the load- | 


ing in were actually charged as tonnage in weigh- 
ing the boats. He wished to obviate the impo- 
sition as far as the United States was concerned. 

Mr. BENTON concluded by suggesting the 


: following as an amendment: 


« And from and after the passing of this act, no toll shall 


' be collected on any stock owned by the United States in 
| the said canal.” 


After some remarks from Messrs. WEBSTER, 


oats had shown him how enormous | 


_Mr. WHITE submitted the following resolu- 
tion; which was consideréd, and agreed to: 
Resolred, That the Committee ou Military Affairs bein- 
structed to inquire into the expedioney of procuring a vite 
and building an arsenal at or near Memphis, in the State of 


Mr. WRIGHT submitted the following reso- 
lution; which was considered, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads be instructed to inquire into the expediency of 
establishing a post road from Rochester, through the towns 
upon the canal, to Buffilo, in the State of New York 3 and 
also, a postroad from Sand Banks, in the county 0! 0. wego 
to Mannsville, in the county of Jefferson, in th? State of 
New York. 

REPORT OF A COMMITTEE. 


_ Mr. PRESTON, from the Committee on Mil- 
itary Affairs, introduced a bill providing for the 
increase of the medical staff of the Army; which 


: was read, and ordered to a second reading. 


FORTIFICATION BILL. 


The bill making appropriations for the pur- 
chase of si‘es, the collection of materials, and 
the commencement of certain fortifications, was 
taken up; the question being on Mr. Benron’s 
motion to strike out $100,060 for fortifiations for 
Salem, Massachusetts, and insert “for fortifica- 
tions at Salem, Massachusetts, 975,000 annually 
for two years.” 

Mr. WEBSTER addressed the Senate in op- 
position to the system of making appropriations 
In advance; after which the question was taken, 
and the amendment was rejected by the following 
vote: 

YEAS—Messrs. Benton, Buchanan, Cuthbert, Ewing 
of lilinois, Grundy, Hill, Hubbard, King of Alabama, 
Linn, Nicholson, Rives, Robin: on, Rugzies, Shepley, Tili- 
madge, Walker, aud Wright—17. 

NAYS — Messrs. Black, Calhoun, Crittenden, Davis, 
Ewing of Ohio, Gold»borousth. Hendricks, Kent, King of 
Georgia, Leigh, McKean, Mangum, Moore, Naudain, Por- 
ter, Prentiss, Robbins, Swiit, Tomlinson, Webster, and 
White—21. 


On motion of Mr. BENTON, the bill was fur- 


, ther amended by increasing the appropriations 


: WALKER, HENDRICKS, and CRITTEN- |; 
; DEN, 


Mr. EWING, of Ohio, suggested that it would t 


to procure its passage. 
The bill was accordingly postponed. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATION., 


The CHAIR communicated a report from the | 


: Treasury Department, in answer to a resolution 
| of the Senate, submitted by Mr. Ewrna, of Ohio, 


containing a statement relative to the transfer of 


: public moneys from certain Ohio banks to banks 
| east of the Alleghanies; which was ordered to be 


printed. 
RESOLUTIONS ADOPTED. 


Mr. WALKER submitted the following reso- 
lution; which was considered, and agreed to: 
Resolved, That the Committee on Commerce be instructed 
to inquire {nto the expediency of estabiishing ports of entry 
at Vicksburg and Grand Guir, in the State of Mississippi. 
Mr. ROBINSON submitted the following res- 
olution; which was considered, and agreed to: 
Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roada be instructed to inquire into the expediency of 


establishing a mail route from Belleville to Pinckneyville, 
in the State of illinois. 


for fortifications at Federal Point, North Carolina, 


, from $12,000 to 918,000, and for fortifications at 


Fort St. Philip, from 977,800 to $100,000. 

Mr. B. then submitted amendments making the 
appropriations for two years, instead of onc, for 
New Bedford, Massachusetts, New London, 
Connecticut, Soller’s Flats, Fort Barancas, the 
questions on which were severally put, and re- 
jected. 

The bill was then reported to the Senate; and 
the question on concurring in the amendments 
made in Committee of the Whole was taken, as 
follows: : 

The first question was on concurring in the 
amendment making the appropriations for forti- 


, fications at Penobscot bay, $75,000 annuaily for 


two years, instead of $100,090, as in the biii. 

This amendment was rejected—ycas 20, nays 
21, as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Benton, Brown, Buchanan, Cuthhert, 
Ewing of Ilinois, Grundy, Hill, Hubbard, King o? Aia- 
bama, Linu, Morris, Nicholas, Pre-tou, Rives, Robinson, 
Ruggles, Snepley, Tallmadge, Walker, and Wrighi—2v._ 

NAYS—Mesers. Black, Calhoun, Crittenden, Davis, 


‘| Ewing of Ohio, Gold. borough, Hendricks, Kent, King of 


Georgia, Leigh, McKean, Mangum, Moore, Naudain, Por- 
ter, Prentiss, Robbins, Swit, Tomlinson, Webster, and 
White—21. 

The question was next taken on making the 
appropriations for fortifications at Kennebec, 
$— annually for two years, instead of $109,000 
as in the bill, and also rejected by the following 
vote: a 

NAYS—Messrs. Benton, Brown, Buchanan, Cuthbert, 
Ewing of Illinois, Grandy, Hil, Gubbard, King of Alabama, 
Linn, Morris, Nicholas, Rives, Robinson, Ruggles, Shep- 
ley, Talimadg:, Waker, and W right—19. : 

NAYS—Messrs. Black, Calhoun, Crittenden, Davis, 
Ewing of Ohio, Gold-borough, Uuendrieks, Ront, King ot 
Georgia, Leigh, McKean, Mangum, Moore, Nrudain, Por- 
ter, Prentiss, Pre-ton, Robbins, Swiit, Tomlinson, Web- 
ster, and White—22. F f 

The amendments for fortifications at Portland, 


$75,000 per anuum for two years; instead of 


498 
§100,000, 


for two years, 
jected. 


mitte 
Mr. 


Shepley, Talin 
The bill was then ordered to be engrossed for ' 
a third reading. | 
DEPOSITS OF THE PUBLIC MONEYS. |; 
On motion of Mr. CALHOUN, the Senate took | 
up the bill to regulate the deposits of the public © 
moneys, when Mr. C. was permitted, by general 
consent, to modify the bill by adding new sections, | 
the purport of which is, that the unexpended bal- 
ance remaining in the Treasury, on the 3Ist of | 
December of each year, except —— dollars, shall | 
be deposited with the several States of the Union, 
each in proportion to its population; thatthe Secre- - 
tary of the Treasury shall notify the Executive of ; 
each State that the sum allotted to his State will be 
aid on the warrant of the chief magistrate of said 
Siate, or deposited in the State Treasury at his ` 
option; the sum thus deposited with the States to 
be retained without interest until wanted by the | 
General Government; and that —— months’ no- | 


tice shall be given before it is withdrawn; that | 


where a State is not authorized by its existing | 
laws to receive the deposit, the sum allotted to , 


it shall be transferred to it on the warrant of its | 
Executive, or deposited in its Treasury, as soon | 
as it shall have passcd a law authorizing such 
transfer or deposit: this act to continue in force | 
till the 30th of June, 1842. | 

The qnestion then recurred on Mr. Wricur’s | 
amendment, providing fog the investment of the 
surplus in the Treasury in some safe public 
stocks, &c., and it being late in the evening, 

On motion of Mr. WRIGHT, the bill was laid 
on the table, with an understanding to take it up 
to-morrow. 

THE DISTRICT BANKS. | 

On motion of Mr. KING, of Alabama, the bill 
to recharter the several banks of the District of 


pr 


questions which he 
e House. 


The CHAIR reminded the gentleman that the 
evious question had been moved. 

Mr. WISE inquired whether it was competent 
to move the previous question, the hour having 
arrived for proceeding to the orders of the day? 
The CHAIR stated that, under the rule, unless 


a motion was made and carried to proceed to the ; 


consideration of the orders of the day, the sub- 
ject before the House would nothave been arrested 
until the hour for proceeding to the special order. 
After the expiration of the morning hour, no 
“motion having been made to take up the orders 
x) 
‘ question upon the subject under consideration, 
| Mr. ADAMS asked the gentleman from Geor- 
' gia to withdraw his motion for the previous 
i question. 
|! Mr. TOWNS made a similar request, and re- 


: marked that, from the first day this subject was | 


| presented to the consideration of the House to 
i the present moment, he had taken no part in the 
i discussion. There were now reasons operating 
| on his mind, inducing him to desire that this 
| opportunity be afforded him to submit the views 
| he entertained, and the reasons that would regu- 
| late his vote. 

Mr. OWENS had made the motion on the 


draw it. 

Mr. ADAMS appealed from the decision of the 
Speaker, that it wascompetent, under the circum- 
stances, to move the previous question. 

The CHAIR requested the gentleman to reduce 
| his appeal to writing. 
| Afterashort time, Mr. ADAMS rose and with- 


drew the appeal, stating that he did not believe the ' 


House would be disposed to stifle debate by sus- 
| taining the previous question. 
; Mr. PATTON rose to make an appeal to the 


Columbia was taken up, and considcred as in 
Committee of the Whole, and, after sundry amend- ! 
ments, the bill was ordered to be printed as | 
day next. 
ADMISSION OF ARKANSAS. | 
On motion of Mr. BUCHANAN, the bill sup- . 
plementary to the act providing for the admission 
of Arkansas into the Union was taken up and | 
considered, as in Committee of the Whole, and 
ordered to be engrossed for a third reading 
The Senate then adjourned. 


Wepnespay, May 25, 1836. i 


On motion of Mr. JOHNSON, of Louisiana, |. 


it was 


Resolved, That the Committee on Claims be instructed `i 


to inquire into the expediency of providing for the payment ; 


of the claim of Theodore Lewis, for the loss of a horse, i| 


while acting as an officer of the Louisiana militia during ` 
the recent war in Florida. A 


On motion of Mr. OWENS, it was. 


Resolved, That the Judiciary Committee inquire into the | 
expediency of revising the act of Congress confirming the | 


act of Georgia, passed in 1804, so far as the port of St. |: 


Mary’s is concerned, allowing the health officer to collect 

certain tonnage duties in that port. i 

ABOLITION OF SLAVERY. i 

The House resumed the consideration of the | 

report of Mr. Pinckney from the committee on 
the'subject of the abolition of slavery: 


gentleman from Georgia [Mr. Owens] to with- 
: draw his motion. 


il . LEE, of , called the g 
amended, and made the order of the day for Fri- |, Bly, EEE ot New Yorks ealice the guneman 


to order, as the subject was not debatahle. 

Mr. OWENS must adhere to his determination 
not to withdraw his motion. 

The previous question was then seconded— 
‘ayes 95, noes 82. 


' “Mr. WILLIAMS, of North Carolina, asked 
: for the yeas and nays on the previous question; 


‘ which were ordered. 
‘| Mr. STORER inquired what would be the effect 
of the previous question? 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. i 


t sustained, it would cut off all amendments, and 


The CHAIR said, if the previous question was 


i the main question would be on the adoption of 
the resolutions reported by the select committee. 
Mr. ADAMS appealed from the decision of 
the Chair. 
The CHAIR had, in answer to the inquiry of 


the effect of sustaining the previous question, and 
had made no decision.upon which an appeal 


1| would lic at that time. 
Mr. ADAMS was aware that a slaveholding 


ied the chair. 
- was called to order by various 


Speaker occu 
Here Mr. À 
members. 

Mr. WISE moved a call of the House, and 


, asked for the yeas and nays; which were ordered, 
rj Z 


and were—yeas 87, noes 108. So the motion was 
negatived, 


f the day, it was competent to move the previous | 


most mature deliberation, and could not with- . 


the gentleman from Ohio, stated what would be | 


; the same; which was negativca without a count. 


f 


| The SPEAKER repeated, that, if the previous 
question was sustained, thè main question would 
be on the adoption of the resolutions reported by 
the select committee. 

Mr. ADAMS appealed from the decision. 

Mr. BOON rose to order. It would be time 
' enough to raise this question when the previous 

uestion was sustained. 

Mr. ADAMS. I speak to a point of order; 
and desire to take an appeal from the decision of 
the Chair. 

Mr. PATTON said it seemed to him, that it 
: should first be determined what the main question 
- would be, as that consideration might influence 

the vote of gentlemen. Peradventure the House 

might reverse the decision of the Chair. He 
_ hoped, therefore, that the decision of the Speaker, 
i as to the effect of the main question, would be 
first entertained, so that they might subsequently 
vote understandingly. 

The CHAIR would entertain the appeal of the 
: gentleman from Massachusetts, (although irregu- 
| lar,) it not being material, as to the particular 


| 
l 


| 
‘| point of time, when it might properly be taken. 
'. This was the first time that this question had 
' been made; but the Chair was very clear in the 
opinion, that if the previous question was sus- 
| tained, the question would be on the adoption of 
the resolutions reported by the select committee. 
Mr. PHILLIPS desired the opinion of the 
., Chair upon another point, which was, whether the 
| committee had not transcended their powers in 
‘ reporting the third resolution. 
' The CHAIR could not draw this question 
within the vortex of the point of order. If the 
' House was of opinion that, in reporting the reso- 
lution referred to, the committee had transcended 
` its powers, it would be a reason for negativing 
_ the resolution. 


Mr. WILLIAMS, cf Kentucky, moved the 
previous question upon Mr. Apams’s appeal, but 
subsequently withdrew it. 

: Mr. ADAMS. Mr. Speaker, am I gagged, or 
` not? 
The CHAIR replied, that under a recent de- 
cision of the House, it was not competent, after 
| the previons question had been moved and sec- 
_ onded, to debate a point of order. 
Mr. ADAMS demanded that the Speaker 
should reduce his decision to writing. 
The CHATR said that the gentleman had no 
i right, under the rules, to require his decision to 
be reduced to writing. 
; Mr. ADAMS. I appeal from that decision. 
The CHAIR said it was not in order to pile 
one appeal upon another. 
The decision of the Chair upon Mr. Apams’s 
first appeal was then sustained without a count. 

_ The House then decided that the main ques- 

tion should be put—yeas 109, nays 89; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Anthony, Ash, Rarton, Beale, Bean, 

i Beauinont, Bockee, Bovee, Boyd, Brown, Buchanan, 
:| Burns, Cambreleng, Carr, Casey, Chaney, Chapin, Cleve- 
.; land, Coles, Connor, Craig, Cramer, Cushman, Dickerson, 
i! Doubleday, Dromgoole, Dunlap, Fairfield, Farlin, French, 
‘| Fry, William K. Fuller, Galbraith, Guilet, Haley, Joseph 
‘| Hall, Hamer, Hannegan, Albert G. Harrison, Hawes, 
1 Haynes, Henderson, Howard, Hubley, Huntington, Hunts- 
man, Ingham, Jabez Jack-on, Joseph Jobuson, Richard M. 
Johnson, Cave Johnson, Benjamin Jones, Judson, Kennon, 

, Kilgore, Kinnard, Klingensmith, Lane, Lansing, Laporte, 
: Gideon Lee, Joshua Lee, Leonard, Logan, Loyail, Lucas, 
i Abijaa Mana, Job Mann, Wiliam Mason, Moses Mason, 
May, McKeon, McKim, MeLene, Miller, Montgomery, 
Morgan, Muhlenberg, Owens, Parker, Parks, Patterson, 
Dutee J. Pearce, Franklin Pierce, Phelps, John Reynolds, 
Joseph Reynolds, Ripley, Ruane, Schenck, Seymour, Shinn, 
Sickles, Stnith, Speight, Sutherland, Taylor, Thomas, John 

. Thompson, Toucey, Turner, Turrill, Vanderpocl, Wagener, 
Wib Wardwell, Webster, Weeks, and Sherrod Williams 


: | NAYS—Messrs. Adams, Chilton Allan, Heman Allen, 
‘; Bailey, Bell, Bond, Borden, Bouldin, Briggs, Bunch, Wil- 
liam B. Calhoun, Carter, George Chambers, John Chambers, 
Chapman, Nathaniel H. Claiborne, Join F. H. Claiborne, 
`: Clark, Corwin, Crane, Cushing, Deberry, Denny, Everett, 
"=: Philo C. Futier, James Garland, Glascock, Granger, Grant- 
land, Graves, Grennell, Griffin, Hiland Halt, Hard, Hartan, 
a Harper, Hazcltine, Heister, Hoar, Holsey, Howell, Hunt, 
‘| Ingersoll, William Jackson, Janes, Jenifer, ifenry Johnson, 


:: John W. Joues, Lawler, Lawrence, Lay, Luke Lea, Lewis, 
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Lincoln. Love, Lyon, Martin, McCarty, McKay, McKen- | 
nan. Mercer, Milligan, Morris, Patton, Pettigrew, Phillips, |! 
Pickens. Pinckney, Ports, Rencher, Robertson, Rogers, ` 
Rassell, Wiliam B. Shepard, Atrrustine H. Shepperd, Slade, 
Spaagier, Stand ster, Steele, Siover, Taliaferro, Waddy :: 
Tiomp onis Towns Unaerwood, Vinton, White, Whittie- | consent, the House then went into committee on 
sey. Loewis tilinms, and Wise—89. ~~, the above resolution, (Mr. A. H. Sueprerp in 
Mr. HEISTER called for a division of the : the chair.) 
question and asked for the yeas and nays; which . Mr. HAWES briefiy opposed the resolution, 
were ordered. , on the ground that it was both impolitic and un- 
The first resolution was then read, as follows: _ constitutional. 
Resolve!, That Congress possesses no constitution: è Mr. LEWIS addressed the committee in reply 
authority to iateriere in any way with the institution of j: to the gentleman from Kentucky. He said the 
, ir pat the States i y. : 
slavery ia any of the State: of this Confederacy i gentleman had very suddenly sprung a grave 
Mr. ADAMS said if the House would allow | constitut.onal question upon a very small matter. 
him five minutes’ time, he pledged himself to A 
prove that resolution false and utterly untrue. 
Mr. A. was here calied to order in different '| Creek country who h 
parts of the House, and resumed his seat. | tier of Alabama and Georgia, were to be fe 
The question was taken on the adoption of the ` 
first resolution; which resulted—yeas 182, yeas ; 
9; as follows: 


í oor 
YEAS —Mezers. Chilton Allan, Heman Allen, Anthony, || Por savages, an 


Mr. HAWES moved that it be referred to à 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
: Union; which was agreed to. 


ro 


< it was proposed th 
ad been thrown on the fron- 
dat 


boon was asked only for the poor, and the extreme 
who had been driven from their homes by 


d, in many instances, were forced 

Ash, Bailey, Barton, Beale, Bean, Beaumont Bockec, ! ae) thar 
Boud, Boon, Borden, Bouldin. Bovee, Boyd, Briggs, Brown, i to abandon, not oniy their homes, but their pro- 
Buchanan, Bunch, Burns, William B. Calhoun, Cambre- Visions, stock, and, 1n some instances, even their 
leng, Care, Casey, George Chambers, Chaney, Chapman, ` negroes. It was said, that, in the little town of 
Chapin, Neuen Claiborne, goan eee Columbus, there were now twelve hundred per- 

eveland, Coffee, es, Connor, Corwin, Craig, Cramer Dig 

Crane. Cushing, Cuchman, Doberry, Dickerson, Doubleday, sons from, the Creek country, who were living 
Dromeoote, Dunlap, Fairtield, Farlin, French, Fry, Philo Upon the liberality and hospitality of the people 
C; Failer, Wiliam K. R iler, Galbraith, James Garland, * of that town. Children were there whose parents 
inei, Granger, Grantiahd, Graves, Grennell, Haley. Josepa had veen murdered at night by the Indians; wid- 

Fall, Hitand Hail, Hamer, Hanneg : l 5 y ; 
; , Hamer, Hannegan, Hard, Harlan, Harper, ows whose husbands had fallen under the toma- 
hawk; some driven from their midnight slumbers, 


Samuel S. Harrison, Atbert G. Harrison, Hawes, Haynes, 
Henderson, Hei ter, Hoar, Holsey, Howard, Ho'vel!, Hub- 
and forced, even in a state of nudity, to fly to the 
adjoining frontier for protection. 


ley. Hunt, Huntington, Huntsman, Ingersoll, Ingham. Jabez 
Jackson, Cave Jonuson, Henry John ou, Jo-eph John-on, 
Richard M. John-on, Jonn W. Jones, Judson, Kennon, Kil- Si G : 
gore, Kinuard, Klingensmith, Lane, Lansing, Laporte, ir, the Government surely owed protection to 
Lawler, Lawrence, Lay, Gideon Lee, Joshua Lee, Luke these people; they are now endeavoring to afford 
them that protection; and is not subsisting these 
eople a part of that protection for ‘which we are 
[Co pars. prow ate) 
sending armies and voting appropriations for 
their defense? Sir, I ask nothing exept for the 


Lea, Leonard, Lincoin, Logan, Love, Loyall, Lyon, Abijah i 
Mann, Job Mann, Martin, Mo:es Mazon, Sampion Mason, : 
poor and the unfortunate. Our wealthy citizens 


William Mazon, Mav, McCarty, McComas, McKay. Mce- | 
Kennan, McKeon, McKim, McLene, Mercer, Miller, Milii- | 
an, Montgomery, Morgan, Morris, Muhlenberg, Owens, : 

arker, Parks, Patterson, Patton, Datce J. Pearce, Franklin : 
Pierce. Pettitrew, Phelps, Pinckney, Roed, Rencher, John | 
Reynolds, Joseph Revnolds, Ripley, Roane, Rogers, | 
Schenck, Seymour, William B. Shepard, Augustine H. | 
„Shepperd, Shields, Shinn, Sickles, Smith, Spangler, 
Speight, Spracue, Standefer, Steete, Storer, Suttrertand, 
Taliaterro, Taylor, Thomas, John Thomson, Toucey, 
Towns, Tumer, Turrill, Underwood, Vand=rpoel, Vinton, | 


visions; and even the poor, [ trust, will not need 
it long. All that I ask is, to grant us that pro- 
tection against the consequences of Indian hostili- 
ties which we have aright to claim from this 


Wagener, Ward, Wardwell, Web:ter, Weeks, White, | Government, I see no difference, sir, between 
Whitilesey, Lewis Williams, and Sherrod Williams—182. || this case and the one under which this House 


NAYS— Messrs. Adams. Clark, Denny, Everett, William || 
Jackson, Janes, Phillips, Potts, and Slade—9. | 

When the name of Mr. Grascocx was called, | 
he declined voting, and asked to be excused. || 
His objections to the resolution had been made | 
known on a former occasion. He had seen no . 
reason to alter his opinion, and would never as- 


gent to raise the question of slavery in the States 
in any minner or form whatever. 


uae already voted rations to the sufferers in Flor- 
ida. 
Sir, I respect the constitutional scruples of 
every gentleman on this floor. task nogratuity, 
| no charity, but simply demand justice of this 
: Government. I require of this Government mere- 
ly to repair the losses which have resulted for 
want of that ce arn Oe the people have not 
' received; and which, if they had received, would 
Messrs. PICKENS and ROBERTSON also ` have enabled them to hase wabaiced themsclves 
asked to be excused. il at home, without calling on this Government. In 
When the name of Mr. Tuomrson of South f making this remark, I do not intend to censure 
Carolina was called, he rose and remarked that || the Government, but merely to state the circum- 
he could not, in conscience, vote upon the reso- is 
lution, nor could he ask to be excused. t 
Mr. WISE, in answer to his name, said: I 


iy 

Ar , ! the obligatiun of this Government to protect the 

positively refuse to vote upon that question. |. persons to whom they have sold land in the 
The roll having been called through— ' Creek country, against the hostility of these In- 
The question first recurred on the motion to | dians, until they are rem 

ane gentleman from Georgia [Mr. Gras- | sissippi. 

cock} from voting. ii 5 w veda ndment t t 
Mr. ADAMS demanded that the gentleman’s ` ie aeon oft ee E ot 


reasons be reduced to writing, and entered on the | Georgia, under the same circumstances as the 
Journal; and was proceeding to address the House |: citizens of Alabama, provided for in the resolu- ` 
on the subject, when the hour of one having ar- |: tion 


rived, the House passed to the special order of `! 
the day. i 
SENATE BILLS REFERRED. i 

By consent, the following bills from the Senate ‘j 
were taken up and referred: p 

A bill to carry into effect in the States of Ala- | 
bama and Mississippi the existing contracts with 
those States-in regard to the five per cent. fund | 
and the school reservation. To the Committee on | 
Public Lands. 

A bill to authorize the appointment of addi- | 
tional paymasters. To the Committee on Military | 
Affairs. i 

Also, a joint resolution authorizing the Presi- 
dent of the United States to furnish rations to 
certain inòabitants of Alabama. 

Mr. LEWIS urged the speedy action of the | 
House upon this resolution, in consequence of 
the disastrous condition of the country. |! 


Mr. T. said: Mr. Chairman, in support of the 
ticular argument is necessary, as it does not vary 
the principle of the resolution. I must confess 


orable gentleman from Kentucky [Yir. Hawes} 
in opposition to the resolution. Í should always 
be pleased to have the coöperation of that gen- 
tleman on any question, and on none more than 
the present. The gentleman has placed his oppo- 
sition on the ground that there is no power i 
the House to adopt the resolution; I do notintend 
to meet this objection by anything like argu- 
ment on the constitutional question; it is not 
necessary. It has fallen to the lot of the gentle- 
man, oftener than once during the present ses- 
sion, to make the same objection to other reso- 
lutions involving the same principle, and as often 
as made has uniformly been voted down by the 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


On motion of Mr. LEWIS, and by general ' 


` The gentleman was mistaken, if he supposed that : 
at all the settlers from the | 


the public expense. On the contrary, sir, this | 


will never call on the commissary for their pro- ` 


' stances under which this application is made. It 
is a requis tion of sheer justice, growing out of 


oved west of the Mis- . 


he resolution to citizens of support views 


amendment I have had the honor to offer, no par- | 


that I heard with regret the remarks of the hon- | 


499 


| House. Sir, I have information in my posses- 
! sion of a character that would excite the deepest 
sympathy. Yes, sir, every mail from Georgia 
tells me the story of death; butcherics the most 
.; revolting are perpetrated every day on the borders 
i of Alabama, and on the frontiers of Georgia. 
‘The merciless savage has overrun almost the 
, entire country from Columbus to Monmgomery. 
One scene of wide-spread desolation alone is to be 
i seen in that quarter, where but a short ume since 
there were peave, quiet, and prosperity, Aud 
| such, sir, has been tite unparalleled devastation of 
| property and life, that there is svarcely a human 
. being to be seen in all that country, unless it be the 
merciless foe, or some unfortunate setiler flying 
from the tomahawkand scalping knife. So suuden 
has been this war, when the Indian was ready 
to deal out death in all it horrors, few, if any, 
were prepared to give the slightest resistance; 
: unprotected with arms or ammunition, the honest 
i| settler of the country felt it to be his first duty 
| to yield to the intreaties of wife and children, to 
|| fly for safety; and the melancholy story but too 
'; often reaches us, when thus flying, that many 
|: of them have fallen victims to the most cruel of 
| all deaths, the scalping knife and tomahawk. 
| This population under such a panic could not be 
! expected, even if they had the means, of remov- 
| ing their property. Delay was death, and to col- 
` lect the women and children, and bid them fly, 
| was the first and the only thing either thought 
' of or desired. Perhaps, sir, at no former time 
|) was evera panic more general, or danger greater. 
l Can it then, sir—could it be expected, thata whole 
i population, driven before a savage foe beyond 
the limits of their own State, could have provided 
| themselves with the ordinary comforts of life? 
| Could it be expected, when deprived of house, 
| home, and property, that they can supply them- 
' selves with the necessary means of suusistence ? 
' Can it be supposed that the citizens of Georgia, 
however charitable and benevolent, (and 1 am 
: proud to say they are entitled to that character, ) 
i can support a population of such vast numbers 
i as must have been suadenly thrown upon them 
"in the severest season of the year? Sur, L kuow 
too well the feeling of this House to doubt for 
one moment the fate of the resolution. Let it 
|! pass speedily; and let that aid, so indispensable 
. to the very existence of the unfortunate people 
| on the frontiers of Georgia, receive that prompt 
| and efficient aid that a wise and humane poucy 
would demand. Let us not consume the time of 
| the committee by useless discussioun, when, but 
| for the aid of the relief intended by this resolu- 
|i tion, hundreds of your valuable citizens will be 
|. reduced to the greatest distress. 
| Mr. EVERETT said he felt some difficulty in 
' voting for the resolution. He felt every desire 
l! to support it, if he could do it with propriety; 
| and as evidence of the sincerity of this declara- 
‘tion he would appeal to his votes on former ot- 
l casions of an analogous character. He had voted 
': supplies to the suffering inhabitants, the poor of 
‘this city; he had done this on the groand that 
-Congress was the only power to whica this Dis- 
trict could look for relief. He had voted fora 
©, ration bill for the sufferers of Florida. He had 
` been glad to find principles by which he could 
so consonant to his feelings. But 
- this case had no such support. lt was aw appli- 
cation in favor of the inhabitants of a State, to 
| whose Legislature they can apply for relief. ‘he 
` ventlemen from Massachusetts (Mr. Cusuine and 
| Mr. Apams] had placed it on the war powers but 
he would submit to those gentlemen, whether the 
~ resolution was within the limits of that principle? 
He presumed that a commanding Officer was 
if he has the means, such in- 
hance of war may drive witli 
immediate protection. For 
i; this purpose, no resolution was necessary; but 
-i if necessary, he would assuredly vote for it. But 
~ after the inhabitants had placed themselves out 
: of the protection of the military power, aud mixed 
| with the mass of the inhabitants, they Were no 
| longer entitled to aes hake The resolution had 
ʻi no such restriction. Àt authorized the officer to 
give rations to all the sufferers who, i conse- 
| quence of the war, were reduced to want. e 
: did not mean to say that he should not eventu- 
ii ally support the resolution.: His feelings strongly 


i 
| 
i 
i 


| bound to support, 
- habitanta that the cho 
` his lines, or under his 


| 
i 
j 
| 
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induced him in its favor; but at present he could f I A 
not sec his way clear to do it. | il withdrew it. | 
He desired to propose a question to the dele- < The question then recurred unon the amend- |: 
gations of those States asking the relief -Georgia i: mentofthe gentleman from Georgia, (Mr. Towns:] | 
and Alabama. Do the laws of those States rec- | which, after a few remarks from Mr. LANE, | 
ognize the existence of any Indian nation within : was agreed to. | 
their limits ? He did not ask the question because | Mr. HAWES again opposed the resolution. i 
he doubted the fact of their existence; he fully | He condemned the policy of providing for our | 
recoenized them. He did not put the question : citizens in this way, for it was holding out an in- | 
to the Government; the Government recognized ducement to them not to take measures to protect 
them, and by the most solemn existing treaties. themselves. 
No; he asked these delegations whether their The resolution was advocated by Messrs. 
laws recognized them as nations? : LEWIS, LANE, GLASCOCK, CUSHING, 
Then, if not nations, they are, so farasthelaws HOLSEY, WISE, MAURY, LAWLER, 
of those States can make them, a part of the HAYNES, and UNDERWOOD, and opposed 
inhabitants of the State, and, as such, can rise in : by Messrs. THOMPSON of South Carolina, 
insurrection, commit depredations, but not go to ADAMS, and EVERETT. 
war. This being the claim of these States, he | Mr. THOMPSON, of South Carolina, moved |, 
would ask them to distinguish the case from a ithe following amendment, to come in at the end |, 


LEWIS, and HOWARD; when Mr. PARKER | 


i 


similar distress arising from an insurrection of ` of the resolution. With this amendment he said | 
their slaves. We are equally bound to defend : he could alone vote for the resolution: ‘* the Gov- ` 
them against domestic violence asagainst the evils ernment having failed to extend that protection to 
of war. And, he would ask if that would afford those sufferers, which it was its bounden duty to 
a case in which the United States would be bound ` have done.” 
to afford rations to the sufferers, when not under The resolution was further discussed by Messrs. | 
the immediate protection of its military force? WISE and MILLER. | 
He begged gentlemen to see to what point the On motion of Mr. BOYD, the committee then || 
principles of this resolution would lead them. rose and reported. 
He said the gentleman from Massachusetts The SPEAKER having resumed the chair, | 
(Mr. Apvams] had been rebuked for forewarning 
the South of impending danger. He said that 
the warning might produce the very evils it pre- 
dicted. He thought, however, those warnings 
should be received in a different temper. He 
thought it the duty of those who foresaw, or be- 
lieved they foresaw, impending danger, to give 
the earliest warning. For one, he thought the 
danger to the South, on its whole southern border, to, 
from Louisiana to Georgia, was imminent, and Mr. WHITE, of Florida, moved to strike out 
that it was not the part of members to shut their : the words, ‘¢ who are unable to provide for them- : 
eyes against it. ` selves.” 
Mr. LEWIS, in reply to the question pro- j) Mr. JOHNSON, of Tennessee, demanded the 
ounded to him by the gentleman from Vermont, |. previous question; which was seconded—ycas 
Mr. Everett,] said that the Creek Indians were |, Ba, nays 34. 
certainly not citizens of Alabama, in the full legal || The main question was then ordered to be put, 
ucceptation of that term. They wanted many |` and the resolution was ordered to be engrossed 
of the political rights ard prieieges of citizen- |. for a third reading. Having been engrossed, it 
ship. Nor were they an independent nation. || was read a third time, and passed. 
Such independence, within the limits of a sover- |, The SPEAKER presented to the House sundry 
eign State, was incompatible with its sovereignty. |. executive communications; which were appro- 
The laws of the State had been extended over priately referred. 
the entire Creek country, and such lawsembraced | The House then adjourned, at half past six, 
within their jurisdiction all persons, Indians as | p.m. 
well as white men. One ofthe anomalies in the |; 
situation of these Creek Indians is, that the Gov- 
ernment has formed with them certain treaty 
stipulations. They are the only portion of the | 
population of Alabama with which the Govern- 
ment ever has, or ever can, hold treaty stipula- 


Mr. LANE then moved that the Committee | 
of the Whole be discharged from the further con- |: 
sideration of the resolution; which was agreed to. į; 

All amendments being cut off by the discharge |; 
of the Committee of the Whole from the resolu- 
tion, 

Mr. MILLER renewed the amendment moved 
by Mr. Towns in committee; which was agreed | 


IN SENATE. 
Tuourspay, May 26, 1836. 
On motion of Mr. EWING, of Ohio, the Com- | 
mittee on Public Lands was discharged from the i: 
tions. They are allowed by the treaty to remain j! ne pliers deria tle petition ofthe inhab- |; 


within the State five years: from the date of the | i 
treaty; even though they may, in-the mean time, |: prar i a E an A SN ea 
have sold their lands. The falfiliment of these | PTC, without amendméent, severa bills Tomiie 


treaty stipulations is now in a state of progress o Been-relerred to the Committee., 
this vernment. i `! 7 F | 
by ra During the pendency of | Mr, TALLMADGE, from the Committee on | 


these measures, these Indi re i i! di : : : 

enm Sy e Indians are in a state of | Foreign Relations, reported a bill for the relief : 
pupilage to this Government, and will remain so, ' of Thomas T. Barton, without amend E 1] 
until they are removed west of the Mississippi. | y i ment; and! 


All their contracts for the disposition of their | the bill from the House for the relief of John | 


[i 
lands are made only in obedience to the will of ` | 


Randolph Clay, with an amendment. | 
the President, In this state of things, it surely | Mr. LEIGH, from the Committee on Revolu- || 
becomes the duty of the Government to protect, |: 


tionary Claims, reported a bill for the relief of |! 
not only the Indians from the citizens, but the || the legal representatives of James Megginson; |; 
citizens from the Indians, and 


` ‘| which was read, and ordered toa second reading. ; 
articularly such ;' a . Bei 
citizens as have purchased lands from these In- | Mr. WEBSTER, from the Committee on Fi- 
diana by the consent of the Government. If, 


|| nance, to which had been referred the memorial || 
from any cause whatever, this protection has not |i oe a penen: os Ae ciori of the Union Bank |i 
been afforded, this Government is certainly re- `! aka Te ta sabre ih kg ae S rert amis: 
sponsible to the citizens for all the consequences | <; saes he Fr i aware 0l te commis, 
of this want of protection. It is upon this re- | PASTS m i ue paar aires of 1831, reported 
sponsibility (Mr. L. said) he rested this claim on | 2 Joint mesolution for that purpose; which was 
the Government, to give rations to those who had | Me TOMLINSON ney reading. 
been deprived of the means of subsisting them- || es N, from the Committee on 


seven for the want of inat very protection which | Gaano y aang was eferzed the memorial of, | 
the Government was bound to afford. i É : oe . n 
The amendment was briefly diseussed by Mr. | thereon, and the cominittee was discharged from ; 


7 ) | its further consideration l i 
WHITTLESEY of Ohio, and Mr. PARKER. °" : eee ee 
Mr. PARKER moved to amend the resolution |, Mit. HENDRICKS submitted the following © 


: : : | resolution; which was considered and agreed to: ` 

gh Aas Sy ai a s en esos 4 A Resolved, pem the conimittee on the Post Office and | 
C b 218e l Post Roads be instructed to inquire into th i ! 

WHITE of Florida, WHITTLESEY of Ohio, | oabi o Te Monee eet 


ji establishing a post route from Mooresville, in Morgan 
HUNTSMAN, GRANTLAND, HOLSEY, ' county, via Bridgeport, Clement, Piketon, and Westfield, l! 


May 26, 


to Strawtown, in Hamilton county; also a post route from 


: Martinsville to Gosport. 


Mr. LINN, from the Committee on Pensions, 
to which was referred the bill from the House 
for the relief of Bernard Toplady, reported the 


| same with amendments. 


Mr. DAVIS, from the Committee on Com- 


' merce, reported a bill making appropriations for 


building certain light-houses, and placing buoys; 
which was read, and ordered to a second reading. 
Also, a bill for purchase of sites, and for erection 
of custom-houses at Philadelphia, New Orleans, 
and Wilmington, Delaware; which were severally 
read, and ordered to a second reading. 
Mr. KING, of Alabama, presented the memo- 


: rial of the attorneys of Frederick Raviesces, of 
' the firm of Cuvier Raviesces; which was referred 


to the Committee on the Judiciary. 
Mr. WEBSTER submitted the following reso- 


‘Jution; which lies on the table one day: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of State communicate to 
the Senate, as soon as they may be obtained, copies of all 
acts of the Territorial Legislature of Florida, granting or 


. creating banking charters, or any institution with banking 


powers and privileges, within the last three years. 


Mr. CRITTENDEN presented, at the request 
of his colleague, (who is detained at home by the 


| severe indisposition of his son,) two memorials, 
i one from sundry citizens of Buffalo, New York, 
t and one from sundry citizens of Lexington, Ken- 
i tucky, praying forthe recognition of the independ- 


ence of Texas; which were referred to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. PRESTON presented the proceedings and 
resolutions of a meeting of the citizens of Wash- 
ington on the same subject; which were ordered 
to be printed, and referred to the same com- 
mittee. 

FORTIFICATION BILL. 


The bill making appropriations for the pur- 
chase of sites, the collection of materials, and 
the commencement of certain fortifications, was 
read the third time and passed. 

Mr. KING, of Georgia, said, that having voted 


' against this bill throughout, he wished to say a 


few words explanatory of the vote he was about 
to give on its final passage. His motives for 


‘voting against it were not from any hostility to 


its general objects, or to the fortifications which 
were in it; on the contrary, he was disposed to 
believe, from the quantity of evidence that had 
been adduced in the course of this debate, that 
the fortifications now in the bill should be ulti- 
mately added to the defenses of the country. 
With him, however, the question was more as 


: to time, than as to the propriety of the meas- 


ure. If the report of the Secretary of War, 
sent in on the 7th of April, was to be relied on, 
not a single dollar should be appropriated for new 


‘ works, until a reéxamination was had of the 


whole subject, in order to adapt the system to 
the present condition of the country. Now his 
opinion (Mr. K. said) was this, that, if this 


| appropriation should be made at the present ses- 


sion of Congress, it would have no effect but to 
confine several millions of dollars from the con- 
trol of the Government, which cannot be expended 
in the objects for which it was appropriated. If 
the Secretary should examine these new works 
before commencing them with that care and 
deliberation with which he should proceed, with 
regard to the works intended for the permanent 
defenses of the country, they would not be com- 
menced before the next session of Congress, and, 
therefore, there was no necessity for hurrying 


| the appropriations at this time. 


Mr. K. said that he did not wish to be under- 
stood as committing himself in favor of the plan 
originally presented by the Military Committee. 


He never could agree to vote fur any plan which 


i changed the whole system, so long practiced by 
| the Government, and perhaps lead to a change of 


our institutions. The report of the Secretary of 


: War was, to his mind, a conclusive argument 


against the present bill, if he had no other objec- 
tions to urge against it. Mr. K. highly compli- 
mented the report of the Secretary, saying that it 
showed a great mind,as well as a practical talent, 


| well calculated to give to science a practical ef- 


fect. 
Taking into consideration that they were nearly 
at the end of the session of Congress, and that if 
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they passed the bill it would be departing from " over the cries of the bleeding frontiers. He could 


the prineines of the report, he conceived himself 
bur m the performance of a duty in asking for 
a postponement till the next session of Con- 
gress. 

Mr. CALHOUN observed that this system of 
fortufcations was likely to be run down by ex- 
travagant appropriations. It added something 
like two milions to the usual appropriation bill, 
and, considering the present prices, at least a mil- 
hon beyond what the appropriations ought tobe. 
As the bill now suede le felt himself compelled 
to Vote against it. 


Mr. BEN TON remarked thatthe reasons given ` 


by the Senator from Georgia, why he should 
vote against this bill, were very proper so far as 
they were his reasons; but when the Secretary of 
War was quoted as being opposed to it, he thought 
it proper to set gentlemen right. Just so often 
as the Secretary was quoted in opposition to this 
sysiem of fortifications, so often would he quote 
his ownlanguage. He would read a few extracts 
from the Secretary’s report, in order to show 
what his opinions really were. Mr. B. then read 
the following: 

“Te cannat be doubted but that fortifications at the fol- 
lowing places enumerated ia this bill will be necessary : 

+ At Penobscot bay for the protection of Bangor, &c.; at 
Kennebec river; at Portland; at Portsmouth ; at Salem ; 
at New Bedford; at New London ; upon Staten Island ; at 
Soller’s Fiats; at redoubt on Federal Point ; for the Baran- 
cas; for Fort St. Philip. These proposed works all com- 
maud the approach to places sufficiently important to justify 
their construction under any circumstances that will prob- 
ably exist. [ think, theretore, that the public interest would 
be promoted by the passage of the necessary appropriations 
for them. As soon as these are made, such of these posi- 
tions a3 may appear to require it can be examined, and the 
form and extent of the works adapted to existing circum. 
stances, if any change be desirable. The construction of 
those not needing examination caa commence immediately, 
and that of the others a3 soon as the plans are determined 
upon. By this proceeding, therefore, a season may be saved 
in the operations.” 


Now he did not know (Mr. B. said) that it was 
in the power of language to be more explicit in 
favor of any object than that of the Secretary of 
War was of the bill on the table. He must object 
(Mr. B. said: to any arguments founded on de- 
tached expressions in this report, when that same 
ror epee explicit declarations in favor of 
the bill. 

It had been urged by some gentlemen that the 
reason was so far advanced that it was not worth 
while to make appropriations this year. How 
did this happen? It was because there had been 
acontinued struggle to kcep off appropriations for 
the defenses of the country; because the Senate 
had by ycas and nays given the distribution bill 
a preference over such necessary objects: because 
there had been a cuntinued contest between the 
defenses of the country and the scheme of divid- 
ing money, and in that contest the defenses of 
the country had gone to the wall. Gentlemen 
said that it was now toa late in the season to 
apply these appropriations this year. Well, then, 
eh was too late, whose fault was it? When his 
plan of distribution was commenced, it was sup- 
ported on the ground that it was impossible to 
use the surplus in the Treasury for the service 
of the country. Every gentleman in favor of the 
plan took this position; and yet, when the officers 
of Government had sent in report after report, 
showing that this money can be profitably em- 
ployed for the defenses of the country, their judg- 
ment was disputed, and disputed, too, on points 
in which they must necessarily be entitled. to 
credit and respect. Here they were, (said Mr. 
B.,) while two States and one Territory were 
reeking with blood and resounding with cries, 
engaged in dividing surpluses, and dividing 
them, too, by creating them. Sir, (said Mr. B.,) 
if this plan goes on, it will put an end to the in- 
stitutions of the country; it was engaged in con- 
tending against the very objeets for which this 


; before the Senate, he thought most likely it 


not but regret that at the last month af the session | 
there should be a further effort to put off appro- | 
prinuons for the defenses of the country; that, 
atter having spent the two first months in crimi- 
uation and recrimination for the loss of the forti- 
fication bill of the last year, they should now, at 
the end of six months of the session, have to 
struggle hard to get a bill for the same object 

assed. He wished to call the attention of the 
Senate and the country to the consequences of | 
this odious principle of distribution. It wasgoing 
to reduce us to a condition more helpless than 
we were under the old Confederation; for it would 
reduce us to a dependence not only on the vol- 
untary contributions of States, but to tae leavings 
of the States, after they had cut and earved all 

they wanted for themsclves. 

Mr. KING, of Georgia, said he had not voted 
for the distribution bill, and therefore the remarks 
of the Senator on that subject could not be made 
applicable to him. 

Mr. BENTON said they were not intended 
for Mr. Kine. p 

Mr. KING said, neither could the remarks of 
the Senator denouncing those who had delayed 
the bill in its progress, unless he referred to a 
vote for an adjournment on Saturday evening. 
He had voted to adjourn very late on Saturday 
evening, when he believed some of the friends 
of the bill wished to push it to a third reading. . 
But he had done so only from the lateness of the 
hour and thinness of the Senate. That he was 
justified in that course, had been since proved by 
the revocation, in a fuller Senate, of every vote 
taken on that evening. 

Mr. K. denied that he condemned the report 
of the Secretary of War, by voting against this 
bill under present circumstances. He intended 
ultimately, in the main, to conform to it. It was 
an able document. In it we saw the develop- 
ments of a great mind, well stored with science, 
and, what was equally important, a practical 
talent to give that science a judicious and useful 
application. He again referred to the report, 
and insisted that the season at which this bill 
would be passed, if at all, and the attention re- 
quired of the War Depariment to another part 
of our frontier, would reconcile his views with 
those of the Secretary. The Secretary sent his 
report the 8th of April; and as the bill was then 


would be speedily acted on. From the business 
before the House, it could not be finally acted on || 
before July, and he did not think any advantage 
could be derived from the appropriation, if the 
examination and surveys should be made before 
the money was expended. At any rate, the 
advantage would be too small to justify an appro- 
priation so far in advance, and a departure from 
the valuable principle of having surveys and 
estimates before appropriations were made for 
any work of this description. 

Mr. K. said it was true that the Secretary, in 
one part of his report, had recommended the ap- 

ropriation under the circumstances stated; and 
he had stated that the Department would have 
the examination and surveys made, before any 
money should be spent. If we would take the 
whole report together, however, we could aes 
see that the Secretary was yielding something to 
his friends. He was reporting against the rec- 
ommendation of the engineer depart ment, against 
the bill reported by the Military Committee of 
the Senate, and against the known wishes of 
many friends whose opinions he respected. This, 
he thought, would account for any trifling differ- ; 


_ ence between the Secretary and himself. 


Government was formed—the defense of the |: 


country. While they had but a skeleton of an 


army, whose companies of only fifty men each : 


were reduced to thirty odd, and while the officers 
in Florida were continually calling for men to fill 


; least $100,000,000 to begin with—-one 


up their ranks, the bill for that object could not | 


be touched; it must be set aside to make room for 
the banks of the District of Columbia. Yes, sir, 


(said Mr. B.,) the convenience of the banks of |: the militia. f 
the District of Columbia must take precedence |Í pensively increased; and, as to depots, armeries, 


4 
H 


The Secretary (he said) had been compelled to : 
throw himself against some of the most extrava- 
gant schemes for increasing our military prepa- |: 
rations that had ever threatened the country. || 
The whole of them, if adopted, would require at | 

ureau || 
recommended near thirty millions for providing |! 
munitions of war alone; the fortificauons | es 7 
posed by another bureau, and recommended by H 
the Military Committee, would cost near forty || 
millions more; and he had noticed that, in debate 
in the House, $22,000,900 was spoken of to arm 
he standing army was to be ex- 


i 


and arsenals, they were almost without number, 
as their cost was beyond computation. 

It would require some Hutton to give us the 
sumtotal. Sir, said he, to consider the past policy 
of the Government, and look at the documents 
on your table, and the views given us from vari- 
ous quarters, one would think he had been dream- 
ing. The wise policy of allowing our citizens to 
prosper in the enjoyment of the fruits of their 
labor, was to be changed. Everything seemed 
to look to vast military establishments. Now, 
(said Mr. K.,) what I wish understood is, that 1 
protest against all these schemes of heavy expend- 
itures for permanent establishments. They would 
not.only absorb the surplus, but heap new pirdend 
upon us, and curse posterity with tariffs and 
taxes. We had been reminded of the system of 
fortifications recommended by Washington, and 
asked why they could not increase now, in pro- 
portion to our wealth and population. This was 
strange argument. Should we increase the nurses 
of the infant as he approaches the years of ma- 
turity ? Should we quadruple them after he had 
become entirely capable of taking care af himself? 


: We were able now to meet, on equal terms, any 


Power on the face of the earth; and all the Powers 
of Christendom united could not send a sufficient 
force across the Atlantic to gain a dangerous foot- 
ing upon our soil. And yet,in this period of 
strength, we had all at once become alarmed for 
our safety, and wished to wall the enemy out. 
Except for our large commercial cities, he wanted 
no walls exceptthe wooden walls that floated under 


i the command of our gallant Navy. He wanted 


no ramparts behind which to defend our country, 
except a rampart of bayonets pointed by the 
steady arms of freemen. Our main arm of de- 
fense was the free and sturdy yeomen, who, 
whenever any daring invader should set foot upon 
our soil, would always be ready to drop any petty 
or party disputes, and rally around the standard 
of their common country. 

He said he must confess that, as a Democrat, 
governed by the principles of the old school of 
the Democracy, he felt great jealousy and appre- 
hension of the multiplication of these fortifica- 
tions. If we went on with them, as threatened, 
he feared they might, at no distant day, become 
the grave-yard of freedom, and burying-ground 
of the Constitution, instead of the citadels of lib- 


‘erty. Other gentlemen had made predictions, and 


he would venture one; that was, that if these mil- 
itary projects went on as they seemed to have 
begun; if our coast of three thousand miles were 
to be frowning with fortifications and clouded 
with cannon; if our hitherto peaceful country 


‘ were to become a great military camp; if every 


State in the Union were to be hereafter bristling 
with bayonets, and covered with arsenals, armo- 
ries, and depots, he predicted we might, in the 
course of a few years, take the parchment upon 
which our Constitution was written, and cover a 
drum-bead with that, for all the use we should 
have for it as an instrument to define the princi- 
ples upon which our Government is to be admin- 
istered. Everything would shortly be settled b 
the sword, the truncheon and the bayonet. 
corporal and his guard would scon be more 
respected than the Chief Justice and his associ- 
ates. And like another great nation which had 
lately revolutionized in the name of liberty, but 
in its sacred name, with a peace establishment of 
four hundred and ten thousand men, perpetrates 
every species of tyranny, the prison would, with 
us also, become the purifier of the press, whilst 
the bayonet settled our civil disputes. He there-. 
fore gave notice that he should vote against all 
these vast projects for changing our system into 
an expensive military Government, as fast as 
forts in question, why push them on us without 
estimates? Was Maine in danger? He hoped 
she could sustain herself another season against 
the Brunswickers. John Bull seemed good-na- 
tured at present, and had even kindly interfered 
to settle a dispute for us with a billigerent neigh- 
bor. But Wè were told we were refusing appro- 
priations whilst. the Indians were cutting the 
throats of ‘the people. Indeed! and were ortifi- 
cations in the East intended to protect us against 
Indians in the West? No appropriations for the 
West had been delayed a moment when asked 


' they might be brought forward. And as to the 
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for: and the danger in the South and West was 
anoiuer reson Why We should direct our whole 
atention here fue the present, and not be dividing 
the attention of the War Department with tie 
sea-const, where there was no danger pressing. 
Mr. BENTON replied, that his allusions to 
the Indian disturbances in the South had no 
relation to the fortification bills, but to the bill 
for filling up the ranks of the Army, which had 
been reported by the Military Committee months 
azo, and which was also recommended by the 
Seeretary of War, whose fate was so peculiar 
that he could not make a report without its being 
praised on all hands, though the objects he recom- 
mended were strenuously opposed. Now, the 
Secretary recommended the filling up the ranks 
of the Army, and a bill in pursuance of that 
recommendation had been reported by the com- 
mittee; yet it had been made to yield to this dis- 
tribution bil. When he referred to the suffer- 
ings of the southern frontiers, from Indian hos- 
tities, he did it in connection with this contin- 
ually staving off the bil for filling up the ranks 
of tue Army, though that Army had been reduced 
under a compact that it was to be filled up when- 
ever the defense of the couatry rendered it neces- 
sary that they should do so; though the skeleton 
companies of that Army, of fifty men each, did 
not even contain that number, and though the 
gener commanding in Florida had called upon 
them in the most carnest manner to fill up their 
ranks. They could not (said Mr. B.) get that biil 
considered, though in the midst of summer and ` 
near the close of the session; and though he had 
attempted to bring it forward by a side move- 
mentas an amendment to the volunteer bill, he 
was still unsuccessful. Sir, (said Mr. B.,) the 
States are engaged defending themselves, because 
neglected by the General Government. The 
Siates of Alabama and Georgia are taking care 
of themselves in the same manner as if the Gen- 
eral Government was expunged; and expunged 
it would be, if this scheme of distribution went 
on. ‘The State of Missouri would have to take 
care of herscif against the fifty thousand Indians 
placed on her borders by the General Govern- 
ment, bountifully supplied with money, with | 
arms, and with horses, and amply prepared for `| 
ofeusive operations, When this wretched scheme | 
of distribution came to be surrendered, he sup- 
posed that the States would be reimbursed for 
what they should be compelled to expend for 
svit-defense; but he much feared that, until then, | 
they wonid have to take care of themselves. 
Mr. WALSER said he had participated inno |; 
portion of the debate on this bill, and had de- ` 
signed giving a silent vote in its favor; but that | 
the observa:ions of his friend, the Senator from | 
Georgia, [Mr. Kixe,} rendered it necessary that | 
he suould explain the grounds upon which his | 
vote was given. Mr. W. said he was notin favor 
of a large standing army in time of peace, or of || 
fortifying the whole line of sea-board. He was ` 
for such an army only as was indispensably 
necessary to occupy important posts on the coast : 
or frontier, or in exposed situations in the coun- . 
try—an army very little exceeding our present 
number would be sufficient. He was only for 
foriifying important positions upon the principles 
recommended in the admirable report of the Sec- | 
retary of War, and sanctioned by the President. ` 
He would not, as other Senators had done, com- 
mence by culogizing that report, and conclude by | 
opposing its important recommendations. Gen- | 
tlemen had said that this bill would subvert the ' 
liberties of the country—that armies and military | 
array would cover the whole Union. Mr. W. | 
had scen none of those formidable armies, none |, 
of those bristling bayonets that seemed to alarm || 
so many Senators. The neigh of the war-horse, | 
or the sound of the cannon, had not reached his | 
ears, as one of the consequences of this measure. 
The defense of the country was a constitutional |; 
injunction—it was one of the main objects for 
which the Government was formed—it is due to 
the States—it ig due to the people And when 
was this defense tø be made? When war had 
commenced? No, (said Mr. W.,) it was the : 
maxim of Washington, in peace to prepare for 
war. And how prepare, unless by fortifying those | 
important points on the coast, through which, if | 
undefended, an enemy’s feet might gail into our 


defense; to abandon the defense of the country 
in order to distribute money, and that money the 
proceeds of the sales of the lands of the West. 


This fatal distribution bill was to surrender 


the coast undefended into the hands of a foreign 
enemy, and to deliver up the new States, as the 
colonies of the old members of the Confederacy. 
This distribution of the proceeds of the sales of 
the public lands originated in a report of a tariff 


committec of the House in 1829; and the same 
committee which first proposed this distribution 
distinctly stated that it was necessary to give the 
old States a direct interest in the income of the 
public lands, in order to prevent any further con- 
cessions to the new States, or reduction of price. 


{Here Mr. W. read an extract, proving this state- | 


ment from this report.] Here was the effect of 


this distribution scheme, distinctly conceded by ` 


its authors to be a project to render it the interest 
of every old State to oppress and ruin the new 


States, and it is for this scheme we are asked to | 


abandon the defense of the country. 

Sir, (said Mr. W..,) this distribution scheme is, 
in another way, an enemy to the defense of the 
country. Reduce the price of the public lands in 
favor of actual settlers, and enable the poor but 
honest laborér to obtain at a low price, a farm 
and a home of his own to defend and protect, 
and you strengthen his arm and nerve his heart 
in the hour of gloom and danger. Increase the 
number of farmers and cultivators of the soil, and 
you increase the trucst and surest defenders of 
the country. But these men are to be sacrificed 
by this distribution bill. Yes, (said Mr. W.,) the 


bill which refuses to reduce the price of your :: 
public lands is as hostile to the interests of the | 
poor but industrious laborer of the old as of the | 
new States. Open the lands of the West to pur- | 
chase at a low price by poor settlers, and the ` 
laboring man of the North may defy the power of 


his wealthy employers. He may say, pay me 
better wages, or I will go and become a farmer in 
the West. This distribution bill, then, is a bill to 
bring down the wages of the working-man of the 


| North, and to place the poor in the power of the 


wealthy. This (said Mr. W.) was one of the 
effects of this distribution scheme, which would 
be made known to the working-men of the North 
—a scheme to prevent their ever being enabled to 
become farmers and freeholders, to give them a 
home which would be indced their own, instead 
of diminishing their wages, by forcing them to 
remain dependent for their daily bread upon such 
miserable pittance for their labor as their wealthy 
employers might choose to give them—a scheme 
to retard the settlement of the new States, and to 
pauperize the lavoring men of the old States, for 
the benefit of wealthy capitalists and powerful 
chartered monopolics—a scheme to plunder the 
new States for the benefit of the old States, and 
to oppress the poor man in every quarter of the 
Union. 

Gentlemen say the militia is the best defense of 


; the country. Be it so; but are they the friends : 
| of the militia, the friends of the people, who would 
expose them to defend every important point | 


without fortifications, and without cannon? who 
would make freemen the sole breast-work, against 
which hostile artillery is to be directed ? and cause 
streams of American blood to flow solely because 
important pen and harbors had no fortifications? 
Sir, (said Mr. W.,) I consider the lives of A meri- 
can freemen as above all price; and to save and 

rotect them, I would, if necessary, pour out the 
last dollar in the Treasury. Sir, (said Mr. W.,) 
it is because I am opposed to large standing 
armies, that I am for this bill. Leave the coast 
undefended, and you invite foreign aggression; 
you increase the chances for war, and thus in- 
crease the probable necessity for standing armies. 
Mr. W. said he had been instructed by the Legis- 
lature of Mississippi, to endeavor to obtain a 
military depot at the flourishing and beautiful 
town of Columbus, upon the Tombigbee. 

Mr. W. said he had laid these instructions be- 
fore the Military Committee, which has reported 
a bill embracing the contemplated object, which 
biH will become a law, if we Uo rot obando de- 


quarter, Mr. W. said he would ask forts to be 

erected there also for the defense of Missssippi 

and her people and commerce upon the Gulf. 

But he would vote for no nnnecessary fortifica- 

tions in any section of the Union. Whilst mil- 

lions in times that are past have been expended 

for other States, Congress has in fact done little 
for nothing for Mississipi; and Mr. W. said he 
should, upon all proper occasions, press her 
claims upon the consideration of the Senate, with 

a deep conviction that she would yet receive 
, justice at the hands of the General Government, 
. by a reduction, in favor of actual settlers, of the 
` price of the public lands. 

Mr. KING, of Georgia, said the remarks of his 
friend from Mississippi compelled him to say a 
word further to reconcile his views with the gen- 
eral principles of the report. Ifhe had any pride 
as a politician (and he had not much) it was the 
pride of consistency. That it might be perfectly 
‘understood, he would read a few words further 
|; from the report, which he had not read before. 

‘| Mr. Kine then read from the 21st page: 
i But before any expenditure ix incurred for new works, 
|i I think an examination shouid be made in every case, in 
ji order to apply these principles to the proposed plan of oper- 
|, ations, and thus reduce the expense of construction where 
i| this can be properly done, and also the expense of garrisons 
|! required to devend works disproportioned to the objects 
|| sought to be attained.” 
| This was the language of the Scerctary, ap- 
i| proved by the President, and in which he entirely 
: concurred. He believed, however, that the season 
would be so far spent before this bill could pass 
that this examination could not properly be made 
and acted on before the next session. We, there- 
fore, had no inducement to tie up additional mil- 
lions in the deposit banks so long before needed, 
and also depart from the principle of having sur- 
i veys and estimates when there was no emergency 
that justified such haste in the appropriations. 
: His friend was for ‘‘ reasonable defenses.’ So 
was he. In the abstract they’ agreed exactly. 
: He feared only that they would differ when they 
came to settle what was reasonable. 
i The Senator had very candidly acknowledged 
; that one of his reasons for voting for this bill at 
ii this session was, because he looked on it as 
|  antagonistical’? to the distribution bill. He 
‘+; would make a further appeal to the candor of his 


| sons.] He had no doubt the Senator imagined 
| he had, or he would not say so. Mr. K. could 
| not think that many of his Democratic friends 
| would ever have thought of the enormous appro- 
| priations at the present session, and this among 
;, them, but for that fatal surplus. The‘ surplus!” 
the surplus!” ay, that was at the bottom os 
i all our troubles. It was the root of all the evils 
' that, he feared, might grow out of the proceed- 
ings of the present session. He acknowledged 
‘| its possession gave us much embarrassment, and 
surrounded us with perils: but he hoped we 
| would live through them. He cared nothing for 
i} the surplus. ould to God fifty millions of the 
pele treasure could be thrown into the crater of 
esuvius, or sunk in the ocean, unless we could 
devise some means to get rid of it that would not 
ifix a permanent and growing curse upon the 
, country. He cared but little for land bills, distri- 
bution bills, or graduation bills, which had been 
| referred to; and as to the surplus, gentlemen 
might e what they pleased with it. so they 
| did not plant it in prodigality, that it might grow 
| up, and branch off into future expenditures that 
pout aati ‘overshadow and impove ish the 
' land. - i l 
A useless expenditure (he said) was not only 
the loss of the amount thus expended, but was 
the fruitful seeds of other and greater expendi- 
, tures. Itgrew up and branched off like a polypus. 
Having once taken leave of the rules of necessary 
expenditure, we were soon governed by no rule 
atall. Waste begat corruption, and corruption 
begat more waste, and thus, bya retiprocaung 


and cause, and ultimately led to that system which 
he was ayxious ta avoid; that was, the expendi- 
tare of money as an cid, instead of a means. If 
no safe distribution could be made then, he 
ieplaced gentlemen, after making necessary ex- 
diures, to let the surplus alone. But it was 
sail tho banks would break, and we should lose 
the money unless we got rid of it. Well, let 
them break. He should shed no tears over their 
nusfortunes, or mourn over the losses of the 
Government. Better that a thousand charters of 
private eorporatioas should be forfeited, and mil- 
fions fost to the Government, than our constitu- 
tioaal charter should be foreited, and our liberties 
lost. Better submit to the acknowledged evils of 
tie surplus than encounter greater evils by its 
improper expenditure. He only wished that we 
should adhere to the system under which we had 
grown and prospered beyond any example the 
ristory of the world had ever furnished. The 
great secret of this prosperity was the economical 
system heretofore pursued of having the citizen 
lightly taxed, to enjoy the fruits of his own labor, 
by which we had become a nation of producers. 
He wished to continue this system, and not, like 
other nations, by a large Government patronage 
sustain one third of the nation in splendid idle- 
ness and glittering vice, devouring the bread 
earned by the honest industry of the remainder. 
Mr. CRITTENDEN said, when he remem- 
bered how formidably the Senator from Missouri 
annou iced that he and his friends constituted 
the majority of the Senate, and that some’ respons- 
ibility would thereafter devolve on them, he 
considered his rebuke as intended for his friends, 
and not for those opposed to the Administration. 
Mr. C. said it was but in accordance with par- 
liamentary procecdings to interposc dilatory mo- 
tions to defeat any measure before the Senate 
for its action. He preferred himself, however, 
to meet this bill directly, and wished it were in 
his power to take upon himself the whole re- 
sponsibility of defeating it; and would then con- 
sider he had done some service. If the Senator, 
in saying there was no surplus, meant to say the 
capacity to squander, indicated by these appro- 
riations, trauscended the capacity to accumu- 
ate, then he admitted there was no surplus. In 


regard to Penobscot, they were told that the ap- | 


propriation was not equal to, but would require 
treble the amount to complete it, and so it was 
said of other fortifications, and all under the 
term of national defense; and were they, (he 
asked,) at the tap of the political drum, to fall 
into this unbounded system of extravagance and 
wastefulness, and deprive the people to whom 
this moncy belonged of a general participation 
in its advantages? But a plan was proposed 
to invest it in a train and chain of fortifica- 
tions from Maine to Florida. He agreed with 
the Senator from Georgia, that it was better to 


bury it in the ocean than to squander it in this | 


way, and entail upon us the evils which would 
follow. A standing army would follow this sys- 
tem as certainly as the shadow followed the 
substance. In time of war, it was said not to be 
patriotic to stop for estimates, and it seemed that 
peace was not the time to wait for them, so that 
they were to be made belligerents from beginning 
to end; and peace itself, it seemed, was made for 
war. When they had constructed all these for- | 
tifications, a tax would have to be raised to gar- 
rison them, for which six thousand men would | 
be necessary, who would require a perpetual tax | 
of two millions of dollars to supportthem. They : 
were, in fact, sowing these fortifications like | 
dragons’ teeth over the land, from which hosts 
of myrmidons would spring up, to eat out the 
substance of the citizens. Last year, in the pros- 
pect of a war, two millions were all that was 
necessary; and now, in time of peace, that sum | 
bore but a small proportion to the amount pro- ; 
posed to be expended for defense. He admitted _ 
there were some points on the sea-coast where | 


forts were necessary, and he would go for them; |! 
but he was opposed to this system of fortifications | 


as a means of general defense. It was, among 
other reasons, too costly for a general system. | 
It was admitted by the Senator from Mississippi | 


that the militia was the main arm of our defense; | 
but he was for placing them behind these for- 
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a 
influence, useless expenditure became both effect — 


tifications, which Mr. C. thought would tend to 
destroy their spirit uf valor and patriotism; and, 


when they became too good to stand out in the ` 


danger, let them stay at home, (said he,) and sus- 


tain a mercenary army to fight for them under : 


cover of these fortifications. 


But what (he asked) did our militia do at Bun- | 
ker Hill? and what did they do at New Orleans? . 


The very argument in favor of protecting our 
citizens behind walls required but one step fur- 
ther to create a standing army. It was the honor, 
the right, and the privilege of the citizens to defend 
their country; and he would as soon sce them sur- 
render their right of suffrage as to yield to this. 

If this bill passes, they would appropriate not 
less than $6,099,009, and there would be a beat- 
ing up for labor alung the whole line of fortifica- 
tions. Penobscot would beat up against Ken- 
nebec, and Kennebec against Penobscot, and the 
Government would beat up against itself from 
Penobscot to New Orleans. By adding to ex- 
penditures in one part of the country was taking 
the amount expended from another part; and he 
asked what right they had to take the labor of 
laboring men from one portion of the country to 
another? 
land bill, it followed that, as that bill had passed 
the Senate, this must be defeated, especially as 
this was a scheme to prevent it from going into 
effect. He went against this bill for the reasons 
he had given, and would prefer leaving it in the 
banks rather than appropriate the money in 
this way. While gentlemen looked upon the 

altry distribution of the surplus at Kennebec, 

ortsmouth, &«., to use a figure of speech of the 
Senator from Connecticut, (Mr. Nites,] they 
wanted to stick their forks into the fleshpots of 
Egypt alone. 

It seemed the people could not be trusted with 
an equal distribution of the surplus among them 
on account of their susceptibility to corruption, 
while the Senate alone claimed the priority of 
calling on the aid of engineers and a host of of- 
ficers to superintend its expenditure. He should 


„hardly suppose the Secretary of the Treasury 
‘could get his natural rest in watching these vari- 


ous projects for disposing of the surplus, which 


| were sometimes overcharged, and sometimes un- 


dercharged. 
The Senator from Missouri had sneeringly and 


. contemptuously said, that while here engaged in ;; 


the work of dividing the surplus, they had refused 
to take measures for the defense of the frontier 
against the Indians. He would like to know how 
the distribution bill had interfered with appropri- 
ations for that object? 

Mr. BENTON said he would tell the gentle- 
man. It had interfered in this way. They had 
reported a bill, under the recommendation of the 


Secretary of War, to fill up the skeletons of our | 
regiments, and they could not get that bill con- . 


sidered. 
Mr. CRITTENDEN continued. The general 
commanding there had in command ten men for 


one opposing him; and if he had not succceded . L 
‘| bill an important 
i i recommendation of the Secretary of War? 
| 


in his expedition it had not been for want of 
men. He intended to cast no reproach on the 


soldiers; but he thought perhaps fewer would : 


have done better; and accordingly, he did not 


know that any of them were accusable for that _ 


i 
1 


negligence. 


r. BENTON said the gentleman never read A 
‘ the report of the general commandingin Florida, | to 
navies of the world to burn our cities, and de- 
Mr. CRITTENDEN continued. They had 


or he would have known it. 


not refused any appropriations for that object, 
but had hurried them through without estimates. 


' He had a deep-settled conviction that this system || 
| of fortifications was pregant with mischievous | 


consequences that ought to alarm the country. 


| It was an extravagance and waste of the people’s 


money, from which they would reap a poisonous 


| harvest; and the time would come when we should 


have no surplus, and when we should be called 


on to raise by taxation some two or three mil- 
lions of dollars per annum for the support of a | 


standing army. 

Mr. WALKER said he would detain the Sen- 
ate but a few moments in reply to some of the 
strictures of the Senator from enny [Mr. 
Carrrenvey] upon his remarks. That Senator 
said, that to support the system of fortifications 


If this bill was antagonistical to the : 


| must support this 
li bill with 


i tions were not specific. 
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would destroy the martial spirit of the people, by 
placing them in forts, where there was no peril 
in the conflict, no hazard of life, and none of that 
glory and excitement arising from their exposure 
to danger in the open field in defense of their 
country. Mr. W. said that, if exposing to danger 
the lives of our people upon a naked and defense- 
less coast was the best means of infusing into our 


» citizens a martial spirit, it was one of those means 


that had escaped the sagacity of all writers upon 
the art of war, and was against the experience 
of all the nations of the world. The musket and 
rifle were one means of defense, artillery a second, 
and forts a third; and upon the principle that 
should induce us to abandon the third, we should 
also abandon the second, in order to increase the 
loss upon our side, and augment the glory and 
danger of the combat, and thus infuse into our 
people a more martial spirit. But (said Mr. W.) 
will this danger and glory call back from the 
grave our slaughtered citizens? Will it check the 
widow’s sigh, or dry the orphan’s tear? Will it 
give back your cities from pillage and conflagra- 
tion? Will it return to their homes and country 
that patriotic militia who were wantonly sacri- 
ficed, mowed down by thousands, because the 
Government had refused to erect the necessary 
fortifications to repel invasion? To me (said Mr. 

_ W.) there would be no glory in such a spectacle. 
, Our trae glory consists in saving an effusion of 
Amcrican blood; in sparing the lives of our citi- 
zens; in conquering with as little loss upon our 
‘side as possible. If any other man than the 
| patriot Jackson had commanded at New Orleans, 
that city, and the whole commerce of the West, 
_would have been sacrificed for the want of the 
necessary fortifications. The object is to defend 
the country with as little loss of life as practica- 
ble; and hence it was behind cotton-bale ramparts 
that the riflemen of the West obtained at New 
Orleans that great and glorious, because to us a 
bloodless, victory. ‘And when the victory was 
gained, and many an ardent officer applied to 
their great commander for liberty to pursue and 
capture the army of the entmy—“ No,” said the 
veteran patriot, ‘f my object is accomplished—the 
defense of New Orleans; and I would now rather 
ave with gold the way of the enemy beyond our 
fimits, than sacrifice, in search of glory only, the 
life of one of my soldiery.”? Whilst some gen- 
tlemen (said Mr. W.) denounce the bill, because, 


oppose it because it will make us too belligerent. 
Indeed, the same Senators have used these irrec- 
oncilable and contradictory arguments. How the 
bill could, at the same time, destroy our martial 
; Spirit, and yet render us too belligerent, Mr. W. 


| they say, it will destroy the martial spirit, others 
| 

| 

| 

| 


i; could not understand. 


Mr. W. said he had heard not one sound, prac- 
tical argument against this bill—it was all vague 
and general denunciation. Those opposed to the 

| bill culogized the report of the Secretary of War, 
| and conceded the propriety of defending import- 
‘ant points; and, (said Mr. W.,) is not every 
point, the fortifying of which is proposed by this 
oint—a point within the ex- 


hese honorable Senators, then, upon their own 


| paneiples: should support this bill. It is a bill to 


efend important points, and those points only; 
and if we do not intend to abandon the whole 
system of fortifications, and leave the whole coast 
naked and defenseless, and open to the hostile 


stroy the lives and propenty of our people, we 
bill. The opposition to this 
specific appropriations is a singular 
commentary upon the course of those Senators 
who excused themselves for opposing the three 
million fortification bill, because its appropria- 
We have just escaped 
(said Mr. W.) the horrors of a foreign war, with 
our coast and harbors entirely defenseless; and 
as Omniscience only can determine when the 
danger may recur, preparation against foreign 
aggression is the best means of avoiding it, and 
a solemn duty which we owe to the States and 
people of this Union. ‘* Millions for defense, not 
a cent for tribute,’’ is a principle, when properly 
applied, that should never cease to influence every 
American statesman,and which, he hoped, would 
Operate upon the presént ‘occasion. 
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gend-mer wh? Lad spoken against this bill, and 
arde arly aia . 
Line,] ui tie principles advanced by them in re- 
gard to a general sysiem of furtifivations; bul he 
difered fron temas to the application of those 
principles to tie measure under cons.d-ration. 
Tle believed that the idea of d-feading a sea-coast ' 
of more than three thousand miles 12 extent by 
Jartijicstions was wholly visionary and impracti- 
cable; that the attempt to do so would involve the 
country in endless expense, and saddle the nation 
with burdens in one form or another which they 
would never be content to bear. But while this 
was so, there were particular positions which, 
from their peculiar importance, as commercial 
towns, or as naval stations and depots, all ad- 
mitted stood in need of special defenses, and ought 
to be foriificd. The question upon the present 
occas'on, then, is, not whether a general system 
of forcificatious along ourextended line of seacoast 
is judicious and proper, bat wacther the particu- 
las poiats provided for in this bill ought to be 


foruficd? He understood his friend from Georgia ;' 


distin-ily to adm:it that the places proposed tu be 


fortified by the present bill are such as ought to | 


be provided with ad quate defenses; but his ob- 
jection to tae measure was one of time—that these 
places were exposed to no immediate danger, and 
that we suould proceed with more deliberation. 
But surely, sir, (said Mr. R.,)a period of pea e 
is the only ti ne we can suitably prepare for the 


exigencies of war; we ought not to wait till war - 


has actualy burst upon us, before we put our- 
selves in a posture to meet it. We have now an 
overdowing Treasury, and every day brings forth 
some project for the discribution or absorption 
of our surplus, The dangers, too, which we 
have recently escaped, (for all admit that, if war 
had unnappily been the issue of our late difficul- 
ties with a foreign Power, we would have found 
ourselves in a very unprepared condition for it, 
both as to our land and naval defenses, ) admon- 


ish us impressively to repair, with as little delay ; 


as possible, the error of our past improvidence. 
If, then, the fortifications provided for by this 


bill ought ever to be made, no time ean be more , 
Appropriate or mre convenient for the commence- |: 


ment of the work than the present. As to the 


propriety of these fortifications, they are justified || 


even by the principles of the honorable Senator 
from Kentucky, [Mr Cairrenpey;] for, strongly 
opposed as he is to a general system of fortifica- 
tions, he yet admitted, that places rendered im- 
aati by their commerce, or as stations or 

uilding yards for our Navy, ought ta be for- 
tified. 

Now, sir, bring this bill to the test of these 
principles. Is not Portsmouth the seat of one 
of our most important naval depots to the North? 
Ts not New York a place of sufficient commergial 
importance to merit the care of the Government 
in providing for the defense of the immense inter- 
ests, private and public, collected there? Would 
not the honorable gentleman also, in the liberal 
patriotism with which L know he is animated, 
comprehend Baltimore, standing among the first 
commercial towns of the Atlantic, New Orleans, 
the emporium of the West, and Pensacola, our 
great naval station on the Gulf of Mexico, within 
the scope of that degree of commercial and naval 
importance which entitles them to the protection 
of fortifications? E mention these places (said 
Mr. R.) as a specimen of those provided for in 
the bill. The others, if not sustained in their 
claims by precisely the same considerations, have 
pet in their favor special military reasons which 

ave secured to them the full sanction of the Sec- 
retary of War in that able and judicious report 
which has been appealed to on all sides as the 
standard of a sound and rational policy on this 
subject. . i 
entlemen have indulged in general denuncia- 
tions against a system of fortifications. In the 
zeal of their opposition, they have pictured our 
whole coast as. frowning with ramparts, and 
blackened with cannon. ‘rhey have told us of 
the mischiefs dnd dangerous im licy of extrava- 
gant p for such objects. Enall this 
(said Mr. R.) I heartily concur. Butis this bill 
such a measure? It does not provide for a gen- 
eral system of fortifications upon our sea-boand. 


with his friend froin Georgia, [Mr. 
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ree | - : ee | one ne ; 
Mo. RIVES said he agreed with several of the | Ik selects a dozen points anly of peculiar import- | (of which there was a striking example i: 


ance, or peculiar exposure, and proposes to far- 
nish them wiih soitable defenses. [thas not been 
alleged by any gentleman in the progress of the 
‘debate that the appropriations made by the bill 
. for these fortifications are beyond their probable 


< and necessary cost. What ground is there, then, 


for the imputation of extravagance? Gentlemen 
secm to have forgotten the important changes 
which this bill has undergone since its presenta- 
tion to the Senate. Of the nineteen fortifications 
originally embraced in this bill, seven have been 
stricken out. From the aggregate of its original 
appropriations, more than a million of dollars 
have been subducted, leaving the measure, in its 
present shape, conformed to those maxims of 
: necessary and practical defense, and of wise and 
economical expenditure, which, I trust, will ever 
be observed in the epcrations of this Government. 


Mr. R. declared his utter opposition to those 
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1 his 


i! own State) to be projected on a scale of vasily 


| disproportionate magnitude and expense. 
It was with this understanding of the measure, 

© that he would cheerfully give his vote for the bill 

: under consideration, [He believed it, in its pres- 
ent shape, entirely consistent with the maxims of 
a wise economy, appropriate to the abundant 
means now afforded by the national Treasury, 
demanded by a provident and patriotic regard to 
the public safety, and especially due, in some of 
its provisions, toa portion of the country, (allud- 
ing to the ports of Maine and New Hampshire,) 
which is peculiarly exposcd by its position, and 
has been heretofore destitute of protection. At 
the same time he hoped he would not be consid- 
ered by any one as relaxing in his determined 
adherence to those principles of Democratic policy 
alluded to by his friend from Georgia, which in- 
culcate frugality and simplicity in the adminis- 


visionary and extravagant schemes of fortifica- ` tration of the Government, and a paramount re- 
‘tions which had been concocted by the engineer- liance on the body of its citizens for the defense 
‘bureau. He had great respect for the patriotism, ` of the country—principles, on the rational observ- 
as well as the talent of that corps; but they had | ance of which he firmly believed, with that gen- 
been deluded by their professional enthusiasm, | tleman, the success of our institutions vitally de- 
and an exclusive devotion toa favorite science. | pended. . 
i When they gravely talked of “ shutting out war | Mr. WEBSTER observed that no charge could 
| and all its more serious evils from our territory’? | be more unjust than that which ascribed to the 
| by a chain of fortresses of more than three thou- | Scnate any delay in the fortification bills. He 
sand miles in extent; and thus rendering our coast |: must say, that whatever had been recommended 
impervious to an enemy, he must look upon their ' for the defenses of the country had received the 
lans as the offspring of theoretic enthusiasm, |; utmost degree of the attention of the Senate. 
however patriotic, rather than the result of safe ,, With respect to this bill, the question was not 
calculation and of sound practical judgment, | one of strict principle, but of expediency. Every 
Happily for the country, the enthusiasm of pro- :: man must see that the project of fortifications 
! fessional science had found a check in the vigor- : might be carried out to an unreasonable extent; 
ous common sense and the cool and sagacious in- j; but this bill could not be considered in that light. 
tellect which preside over the War Department. They came to its consideration, not as it was 
The Secretary, in his admirable report of the 7th ;| when first presented to them, but as the Senate 
of April last, had established the landmarks of :; had now made it; and the question was, was it 
a sound and rational policy on this subject. That || liable to the strong objections that had been urged 
report, he trusted, would be the chart by which . against it by the Senator from Kentucky, and the 
our legislation would be governed. It was a re- Senator from Georgia? He was inclined to think 
currence to the principles of Washington and © that the great objections expressed to-day had 
Jefferson, and eminently seasonable at the present ` been imbibed against it in its general form. What 
| moment in arresting schemes of plausible though ', were the provisions of the bill as it now stood? 
unprofitable expenditure, which, by an invaria- ; It was said that it created no fortifications at 
ble law of nature, spring up in the hotbed of a ' points not heretofore fortified. This was not a 
It was a monument of the | true state of the case. It proposed some new 
wisdom and patriotism of the Scerctary, and || works it was truc; but in more than one half of 
entitled him to the thanks of the country. li the instances it proposed to fortify points at which 
© Mr. R. sail his friend from Georgia,{Mr. Kiva,] !! fortifications had heretofore existed. 
' conscious of the weight of this high authority, Before considering this bill further, he wished 
had sought to bring it to his aid by reading a!: to notice the grounds on which the policy of for- 
passage of the report, in which the Secretary <: tifications rested. For what purpose should for- 
|| Speaks of the propriety of previous surveys to | tifications be made? To keep an invading army 
determine the plan and extent of the proposed | out of the country? Certainly not. He looked 
fortifications, in.every case, before the commence- .; for no other defenses against an invading army 
ment of the work. But the Senate will remark, | than those contemplated by the Senators from 
that the survey is spoken of there as a condition | Georgia and Kentucky, the armed freemen of the 
precedent to the expenditure, notthe appropriation | country, and the Navy of the United States. He 
ofthe money. On the contrary, the Secretary ; did notlook upon fortificationsas defenses against 
expressly recommends that the apprepriations be | an invading army or navy. Ifthese, then, were 
made now for all the fortifications embraced in this |! not the objects of fortifications, for what purpose 
bill, as a season wiil thereby be saved in the prose- |! should they be constructed? The object was to 
cution of the work; but adds, that “ before any l| secure such fortified places against a sudden at- 
expenditure be incurred, an examination should || tack, even by a small force; for the greatestarmy 
be made” by a board of officers, in order to adapt || or navy in the world could not give the assurance 


|| redundant Treasury. 


} 
| 
i 
n 


the plan of the work to the principles laid down 
in his report. Now, sir, (said Mr. R.,) this is 
precisely what I think ought to be done, He 
; attached (he said) great importance.to these sur- 
| veys, and to precise and definite plans founded 
onthem. They scrved as checks on wasteful or 


that they would in every case be made; and we 
had by this very bill, in pursuance of the recom- 
mendation of the Secrgtary, appropriated $30,000 
; for the ee ofa special board of engineers, 


| executed. He relied, moreover, that the plans 
_of the engineers would, in every case, be sub- 
; jected to the careful revision of the Secretary; 
that they would be brought to the arbitrament of 
a stern, practical common sense, proportioning 
the magnitude of the works to such probable con- 
tingencies of gudden attack or surprise as they 
might be exposed to in the event of war, but 
without any reference to the extremely improb- 
able hypothesis of a regular and protracted jege, 
which had already caused several fortifications 


injudicious expenditure, and to fix responsibility. ! 
e relied on the declaration of the Secretary, | 


j; to enable him to have these surveys satisfactorily | 


that a single ship would not enter into a harbor 
and destroy all the property there. He knew no 
| other object for which fortifications should be 
constructed. Take, for instance, Penobscot. The 
object was to defend that place, not against an 
invading army or navy, but against any sudden 
attack that might be made on it. He was willing 
to give $100,000 for that object, and would do the 
same for Kennebec, which had a dense popula- 
i| tion, and contained a vast amount of property 
_ lable to sudden destruction by a small force. So 
i also with respect to other places provided for in 
| the bill. He did not therefore think the bill 
i: deserved the character given to it by his friends 
| from Georgia and Kentucky, asa bill intended to 
$ defend the country against the aggressions of an 
i; invading enemy. He viewed it as providing de- 
i: fenses for commercial places which could not be 
defended by the militia, however well organized, 
|, because of their situation on the sea-board, against 
| the sudden attacks of a naval or military force. 
One word more in reply to the gentleman who 


had spoken with such propriety against the in- 
creasa of the standing army for the purpose of 
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it by no means followed that the commencement 


ol Gus system of forufication drew after it an in- | 


erease of Cae army to man them, because, if the 
forcifications be there, and their armaments there 
also, they might be defended by the militia. It 
was but a question of expediency, after all, that 
they then had to consider. They had fortified 
New York, Boston, Charleston, and other com- 
mercial cities, and the question was, whether it 
was not proper, in the present financial condition 
of the country, to extend the system still further? 
He agreed that there was no immediate necessity 
for making the appropriations at this time; but as 
it was to be done some time or other, the situa- 
tion of the Treasury well justified its being done 
bow. 


{The debate was further continued by Messrs. ` 


RIVES and WEBSTER, which will be given 
her after. } 

The question was then taken on the final pas- 
sage of the bill, and it was passed by the follow- 
Ing vote: 

YEAS —Messrs. Benton, Black, Brown, Buchanan, Cuth- 
bert. Davis. Ewing of Ninos, Goldsborough, Grundy, 
Hendncks, Hill, Hubbard, Kent, King of Alabama, Linn, 
Morns, Naudain, Nicholas, Niles, Porter, Prentiss, Rives, 
Robbins, Robinson, Ruggics, Shepley, Tallmadge, Tomlin- 
son, Walker, Webster, and Wright—31. 

NAYS—Messrs. Cathoun, Crittenden, Ewirg of Ohio, 
King of Georgia, Leigh, Mangum, Moore, Preston, and 
White—9. 

ADMISSION OF ARKANSAS. 


The bill supplementary to the act providing for 
the admission of Arkansas into the Union was 
also read the third time and passed. 


RELIEF OF ALABAMA DESTITUTE. 

The amendment of the House to the joint res- 
olution authorizing the President of the United 
States to cause to be issued rations from the public 
stores to those destitute sufferers who have been 
driven from their homes by the hostilities of the 
Creek Indians, was taken up and considered. 

Mr. KING, of Alabama, moved that the Sen- 
ate concur in the amendment, 

Mr. EWING, of Ohio, moved to amend the 


where a member declined voting, and asked to be 
excused, and the decision of the question before 
the House was announced without his vote, 
though the House had refused to excuse him, 
leaving the incidental questions connected with 
his refusal to vete for the after consideration of 
the House. Were a different course to be pur- 
sued, it would lead to much embarrassment, as 
upon the question to excuse one member from 


manning these fortifications. He thought that I He stated that, in 1832, a case had occurred | The House proceeded to vote by yeas and nays 


voting, taken by yeas and nays, another might ` 


decline voting on that question, and ask to be 
excused; and this course might be pursued still 
further, so as to prevent any decision upon the 
original question before the House. And as the 
result in this case could be effected by the votes 
of those who had declined voting, whether given 
to the one side or the other, the Chair was of 
opinion that the vote of yesterday should not be 
suspended, but the decision upon the resolution 
of the committee should be announced, leaving 
the incidental questions which had arisen to be 
subsequently settled whenever it should suit the 
pleasure of the House to take them up for con- 
sideration. 


Mr. WHITTLESEY, of Ohio, appealed from 


the decision of the Chair. 


Mr. ADAMS said the case cited by the Chair 
was one in which he was personally concerned. 
On that occasion he had asked to be excused from 


: voting, and had stated his reasons in writing, 


amendment by adding the words, ‘‘ provided that | 


those homes were not on the unceded Indian 
lands.” Mr. E. said he had understood, from 
what had been saidin the other House, that there 
werc many of the refugees who had been intrud- 
ers on Indian lands, and had been partly instru- 
menial in creating the present disturbances. 

Mr. KING, of Alabama, said that there were no 
such class of persons in that country. He would 
not, however, object to the amendment, believing 
that it would not apply to any of those to be re- 
lieved by the resolution. 

This amendment was lost without a division; 
and after some remarks from Messrs. PRESTON 
and KING of Georgia, in ep sition to the reso- 
lution, and from Messrs. K KG of Alabama, aod 
PORTER, in its support, 

Mr. KING, of Georgia, moved to lay the whole 
subject on the table; which motion was agreed 
to—ayes 18, noes 15. 

The Senate then adjourned. 
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report of Mr. Pincuner, from the select commit- 
tee on the subject of abolition. 
The CHAIR stated the present condition of 


the subject before the House. The select eom- | 


mittee had made a report concluding with three 
resolutions. The previous question had been 
demanded, and was ordered to be put by a vote 
of the House. The main question was on con- 
curring with the committee in their resolutions. 
Before the question was put, a division was called, 
and the vote taken by yeas and nays, onagreeing 
to the first resolution. Pending the eall of the 
yeas and nays on this vote, several members dc- 
clined voting, and asked to be excused; other 
members declined to vote, but did not ask to be 
excused. After the list of members was called 
through, and before the result of the vote was an- 
nounced, some other points were raised upon the 
question of excusing a member; and, at this 
stage of the proceedings on yesterday, the House 


passed to the special order of the day. 


' Lee 
' Moses Mason, William Mason, 


which were entered on the Journal. This was 
precisely what he required of the gentleman from 
Georgia, [Mr. Guascock.] He thought the case 
cited not in point. 

Mr. WHITTLESEY, of Ohio, desired to say 
a word or two on the subject of his appeal. 

The CHAIR said that, under the rule, this ap- 

al could not be debated. 

Mr. WHITTLESEY then asked for the 
and nays on the appeal; which were ordered. 

Mr. LEWIS did not vote yesterday. Ifhe had 
been in his seat, he should not have voted. He 
made this statement in order that he might take 
his part of the responsibility. 

Before the vote was announced on the appeal, 
Mr. ROBERTSON said he had not voted, because 
he might, perhaps, be personally concerned in 
the result. 

The decision of the Chair was then sustained 
—yeas 138, nays 46; as follows: 


eas 


YEAS—Messrs. Anthony, Ash, Barton, Bean, Bockee, | 


Boon, Bouldin, Bovee, Boyd, Briggs, Brown, Buchanan, 
Burns, William B. Cathoun, Cambreleng, Campbell, Carr, 
Casey, Chaney, Chapman, Chapin, Nathaniet H. Claiborne, 
John F. H. Claiborne, Cleveland, Coffec, Coles, Connor, 


Craig, Cramer, Cushing, Cushman, Deberry, Denny, Dick- |: 


crson, Doubleday, Dromgoole, Dunlap, Fairfield, Farlin, 

rench, Fry, PhiloC. Fuller, William K. Fuller, Galbraith, 
James Garland, Gillet, Glascock, Grantland, Grayson, 
Griffin, H:ley, Joseph Haif, Hamer, Samucl S. Harrison, 
Albert G. Harrisona, Hawes, Haynes, Henderson, Heister, 
Holsey, Howard, H ubley, Huntington, Huntsmaa, Ingham, 
Jabez Jackson, William Jackson, Cave Johnson, Henry 
Johnson, Joseph Johnson, Richard M. Johnson, Benjamin 
Jones, dohu W. Jones, Judson, Kennon, Kilgore, Kinnard, 
Klingensmith, Lane, Lansing, , Gideon Lee, Joshua 

e Leonard , Logan, Loyall, Lucas, Abijah Mann, Martin, 
May, McComas, McKay, 
McKim, McLene, Miller, Montgomery, Morgan, Morriz, 


. Muhlenberg, Owens, Page, Parker, Patterson, Franklin 
Pierce, Pettigrew, Phelps, Pinckney, Potts, Joseph Rey- 


noide, Ripley, Roane, Rogers, Schenck, Seymour, William 


;. B. Shepard, Shields, Shinn, Sickles, Spangler, Speight, 


i : ii herlañńd, 
The House resumed the consideration of the | Saree, Siom 


Taylor, Thomas, Jahn Thomson, 
Toncey, Towas, Turner, Turrill, Vanderpoel, Wagener, 
Ward, Wardwell, Webster, and White—138. 

NAVS—Messrg. Adams, Heman Allen, Bailey, Bell, 
Bond, Bunch, George Chambers, Clark, Everett, Granger, 
Graves, Grennell, Hiland Hall, Hard, Hardin, Harlan, 
Haseltine, Hoar, Howell, Huat, Janes, Lawler, Lawrence, 
Luke Lea, Lewis, Lincoln, Lyon, Sampson Mason, 
McKennan, Patton, James A. Pearce, Pickens, Rencher, 
Russell, Augustine 
Steele, Taliaferro, Underwood, Vinton, Elisha Whittlesey, 
Lewis Williams, Sherrod Williams, and Wise—46. 


In answer to inquiries, as to what would be- 
| come of the votes of those gentlemen who had 


asked to be exeused if they should hereafter be 
required to vote, the Chair said, that the failure 
of gentlemen to vote could not arrest the decision 
of the House. 


The first resolution was then declared to have - 
been adopted—yeas 182, nays 9. [See list of | 


yesterday. ] 
The second resolution was read, as follows: 


Resolved, That C „ought not to interfere in any 
way with slavery in the District of Columbia. 4 


` your committee respectfully recommend the a 
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upon the adoption of this resolution, 

When the name of Mr. Apams was called, he 
asked to be excused from voting. 

The CHAIR said the gentleman’s name would 
be passed for the present. 

Mr. GRANGER also, when his name was 
called, rose, and commenced reading from a man- 
nuscript, to this effect: 

“I decline voting on the second resolution 
reported by Mr. Pincuney from the select com- 
mittee”? 

Mr. G. was here called to order by various 
members. 

Mr. GRANGER continued. 
to be excused because’’—— 

Mr. G. was again loudly called to order in 
every part of the House. 

The CHAIR said it was not in order for the 
senloman to make an argument pending the vote 

y yeas and nays. 

Mr. GRANGER then yielded the floor. 

Mr. WISE declined voting, for reasons which 
he sent to the Chair, but which were not read. 

Before the vote was announced, 

Mr. COFFEE asked the permission of the 
House to record his vote. He had risen from a 
sick bed, contrary to the advice of his friends and 
physician, for the purpose of voting on these 
resolutions He had been in an adjoining room, 
and the officers of the House had neglected to 
comply with his request, to be notified when the 
vote was taken. It was under these peculiar 
circumstances that he had made the request. 

Mr. WHITTLESEY, of Ohio, objected. 

The second resolution was then declared to be 
adopted—yeas 132, nays 45; as follows: 


YEAS—Measrs. Chilton Allan, Anthony, Ash, Barton, 
Bean, Beaumont, Bell, Bockee, Boon, Bouldin, Bovee, 
Boyd, Brown, Buchanan, Bunch, Burns, Cambreleng, Ca- 
sey, Chaney, Chapman, Chapin, Nathaniel H. Claiborne, 
John F. H. Claiborne, Cleveland, Coles, Connor, Craig, Cra- 
mer, Cushman, Deberry, Dickerson, Doubleday, Dromgoole; 
Dunlap, Fairfield, Farlin, French, Fry, William K. Fuller, 
Galbraith, James Garland, Gillet, Glascock, Grantland, 
Graves, Haley, Joseph Hall, Hamer, Hardin, Harlan, Al- 
bert G. Harrison, Hawes, Haynes, Holsey, Howard, How- 
ell, Hubley, Huntington, Huntsman, Ingham, Jabez Jack- 
son, Joseph Jobason, Richard M. Johnson, Cave Johnson, 
Henry Johnson, John W. Jones, Judson, Kennon, Kinnard, 
Klingensmith, Lansing, Laporte, Lawler,Gideon Lee, Leon- 
ard, Logan, Loyall, Abijah Mann, Martin, William Mason, 
Moses Mason, May, McComas, McKay, McKeon, McKim, 
McLene, Miller, Montgomery, Morgan, Muhlenberg, Ow- 
ens, Page, Patterson, Patton, Franklin Pierce, James A. 
Pearce, Pettigrew, Phelps, Pickens, Pinckney, Rencher, 
John Reynolds, Joseph Reynolds, Ripley, Roane, Rogers, 
Schenck, Seymour, Wiliam B. Shepard, Augustine H. 
Shepperd, Shinn, Sickles, Spangler, Speight, Standefer, 
Steele, Storer, Sutherland, Taliaferro, Taylor, John Thom- 
son, Toucey, Turner, Turrill, Underwood, Vanderpoci, 
Wagener, Ward, Wardwell, Webster, White, Lewis Wil- 
liams, and Sherrod Wiliams—132. 

NAYS—Messrs. Heman Allen, Bailey, Bond, Borden, 
Briggs, William B. Calhoun, Carr, George Chambers, Childs, 
Clark, Cushing, Denny, Everett, Philo C. Fuller, Grennell, 
Hiland Hail, Hard, Samuel S. Harrison, Hazeitine, Hen- 
deron, Heister, Hoar, Hunt, Ingersoll, William Jackson, 
Janes, Benjamin Jones, Kilgore, Lane, Lawrence, Joshua 
Lee, Lincoln, Sampson Mason, McCarty, McKennan, Mor- 
ris, Parker, Phillips, Potts, Reed, Russell, Slade, Sprague, 
Vinton, and Elisha Whittlesey —45. 


The preamble and third resolution were then 
read, as follows: 


And whereas it is extremely important and desirable 
that the agitation of this subject should be finally arrested, 
for the purpose of restoring tranquillity to the public mind 
option of 


“I do not ask 


the following additional resolution, viz : ‘ 

Resolved, 'Thatall petitions, memorials, resolutions, prop- 
ositions, or papers, relating in any way, or to any extent 
whatever, to the subject of slavery, or the abolition of 
slavery, shall, without being either printed or referred, be 
laid upon the table, and that no further action whatever 


.. shall be had thereon. 


. Shepperd, Slade, Sprague, Standefer, ° 


Mr. PHILLIPS rose to make a point of order, 
and was proceeding to state the same, when 

Mr. HAWES called him to order, on the 

ound that he was making an argument. 

The CHAIR requested the gentleman from 
Massachusetts to reduce his point of order to 
writing. ra i . 

The hour of eleven having arrived, the Chair 
announced the special order of the day. 

Mr. PATTON moved to suspend the rule, for 
the purpose of disposiñg of the subject before the 
House; which was agreed to—ayes 126, noes not 


ted. , 
Mr. PHILLIPS then.sent to the. Çhair the fol- 


| lowing point of order: 
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ea x w ras given by the House, report 
ie a. Eke we rules and orders or ihe 
flouse in regard to the management of its business, and de- 
priving citizens of the privilege of obtaining the usual con- 
sideration of petitions on subjects other than those referred 
to the committee? ae 

The CHAIR stated, that it was not within the 
competency of the Speaker to draw within the 
vortex of order the question raised by the gentle- 
man from Massachusetts. Questions relating to 
the jurisdiction of the committees of the House, 
or whether they had or had not exceeded that ju- 
risdiction, or transcended the authority conferred 
upon them by the House, were for the House, 
and not the Speaker, to determine. If gentlemen 
were of opinion that committees, in their reports, 
had exceeded the authority given them by the 
House, there were other modes of correcting what 
they had done; as, for example, the report may 
be recommitted with instructions; or the House 
on that, as well as other grounds, may refuse to 
concur in their report. 

The point now raised could not, therefore, be 
considered as a point of order to be decided by 
the Chair. It was in some respects analogous to 
the case of inconsistent amendments proposed, in 
which case it was well settled, that “if an amend- 
ment be proposed inconsistent with one already 
agreed to, it is a fit ground for its rejection by 
the House, but not within the competence of the 
Speaker to suppress, as if it were against order; 
for, were he permitted to draw questions of con- 
sistence within the vortex of order, he might usurp 


a negative on important modifications, and sup- | 


press, instead of subserving, the legislative will.” 

So in this case, if the House shall be satisfied 
that the committee were not clothed with author- 
ity, by the order of the House under which they 
were appointed, to report this resolution, ‘it 
may be a fit ground for its rejection by the House, 
but not within the competence of the Speaker to 
suppress, as if it were against order.” 

r. PHILLIPS then moved to lay the pream- 
‘Je and third-resolution on the table. 

Mr. GRENNELL asked for the yeas and 
nays: which were ordered, and the motion to lay 
on the table was negatived—yeas 69, nays 118. 

The question recurring upon the adoption of 
the preamble and third resolution, the Clerk pro- 
ceeded to call the roll. 

When the name of Mr. Apams was called, that 
gentleman rose and said: J hold the resolution to 
be a direct violation of the Constitution of the 


United States, the rules of this House, and the | 


rights of my constituents. Mr. A. resumed his 
seat amid loud cries of ‘Order !” from all parts 
of the Hall. 

The third resolution was then agreed to—yeas 
117, nays 68; as follows: 

YEAS—Mesers. Chilton Allan, Ash, Ashley, Barton, 
Bean, Bockee, Boon, Bovee, Boyd, Brown, Burns, Cam- 
breleng, Casey, Chaney, Chapman, Chapin, Nathaniel H. 
Claiborne, John F. H. Claiborne, Cleveland, Coffee, Coles, 
Connor, Craig, Cramer, Cushman, Deberry, Dickerson, 


Doubleday, Dromgoole, Dunlap, Fairfield, Farlan, French, ` 


Fry, William K. Fuller, Galbraith, Gillet, 
Graves, Joseph Hall, Hamer, Hardin, Harlan, Albert G. 
Harrison, Hawes, Haynes, Howard, Hubley, Huntington, 
Huntsman, Ingham, Jabez Jackson, Joseph Johnson, 
Richard M, Johnson, Cave Johnson, Henry Johnson, Ken- 
non, Kilgore, Kinnard, Klingensmith, Lansing, Gideon 
Lee, Joshua Lee, Luke Lea, Leonard, Logan, Loyall, Lyon, 
Abijab Mann, Martin, William Mason, Moses Mason, May, 
McComas, McKay, McCeon, McKin, McLene, Miller, 
Montgomery, Muhlenberg, Owens, Page, Parks, Patterson, 
Franklin Pierce, James A. Pearce, Pettigrew, Phelps, 
Pinckney, Rencher, John Reynolds, Joseph Reynolds, Rip- 
ley, Roane, Rogers, Seymour, Augustine H. Shepperd, 
Shields, Sickles, Smith, Spangler, Speight, Standefer, 
Sutherland, Taliaferro, Taylor, Toucey, ‘l’owns, Turner, 
Turrill, Underwood, Vanderpoel, Wagener, Ward, White, 
Lewis Williams, and Sherrod Williams—117. 


NAYS—Meaars. Heman Allen, Bailey, Beaumont, Bond, | 
Borden, Briggs, Buchanan, William B. Calhoun, Carr, || 


C 


F 


George Chambers, Childs 


iark, Corwin, Crane, Cushing, 
Denny, Everett, Philo C. 


uller, James Garland, Glascock, 


Granger, Grennell, Haley, Hiland Hall, Hard, Harper, | 


Hazeltine, Henderson, Heister, Hoar, Holsey, Howell, 
Hunt, Joseph R. Ingersoll, William Jackson, Janes, John 
W. Jones, Benjamin Jones, Judson, Lane, Laporte, Law- 
rence, Lincoln, Love, Sampson Mason, McCarty, McKen- 
nan, Morris, Parker, Patton, Dutee J. Pearce, Phillips, 
Pickens, Potts, Reed, Robertson, Russell, Schenck, Shinn, 
Slade, Sprague, Steele, Storer, John Thomson, Vinton, 
Wardwell, Webster, and Elisha Whittlesey —68. 


Mr. MANN, of New York, called for the spe- 
cial orders of the day. 
~ The CHAIR stated that there were incidental 
questions which had arisen in the progress of the 


Grantland, | 


Cana voiniittee, specially instructed to report two reso- | subject upon which the House had just been act- 


ing. Several gentlemen had declined voting, and 
it was for the House to make such dispositions 
of these questions as it mightdeem proper. The | 
Chair had also received two communications from | 
members, assigning their reasons for not voting 
on a portion of the resolutions. 
Mr. GLASCOCK desired to have the reasons 
which had induced him to move to be excused 
from voting entered upon the Journal. He was 
proceeding to address the House, when he was 
called to order. i 
Numerous suggestions and points of order were 
made by several members, when Mr. MANN, 
of New York, called for the special orders of the 
day. ; 
The CHAIR entertained the motion, when 
Mr. ROBERTSON appealed from the decision 
of the Chair. | 
Mr. MANN, of New York, moved to lay the 
eal upon the table. 

Ir. ROBERTSON called for the yeas and 
nays; which were not ordered; and the appeal 
was laid on the table without a count. 

The motion to proceed to the orders of the day , 
was then agreed to. i 
Mr. WISE moved to take up the resolution ; 
heretofore offered by his colleague, [Mr. Drom- 
GOOLE,] calling for information in relation to the 


a 


deposit banks, together with his amendment | 


thereto, and asked for the yeas and nays; which 
were not ordered; and the motion was negatived 
without a count. 

Mr. BELL moved to suspend the special order, 
for the purpose of enabling him to report the bill 
making appropriations for Indian annuities, &c., 
with the amendments of the Senate, and that said 
bill be taken up and acted on; which was nega- 
tived. 

Mr. ROBERTSON moved to suspend the rule, 
to enable him to state, in writing, and to have 
entered upon the Journal, his reasons for de- 
clining to vote on the second resolution reported 
by the select committee on the subject of aboli- 
tion. 

Mr. HOAR suggested that the motion should 
be so amended as to enable others who did vote 
to assign their reasons for the vote which they 

ave. 

Mr. LINCOLN moved to amend the motion 

so as to suspend the rules for the additional pur- 

pose of presenting petitions in relation to the 
! admission of Arkansas into the Union. 

The amendment was negatived, as was also the 
original motion. 


POST OFFICE DEPARTMENT, 


In execution of the special order, adopted some 
days since, the House proceeded to the consider- 
ation of the bill to change the organization of the 
Post Office Department, and to provide more effect- 
ually for the settlement of the accounts thereof. 

he bill had been reported from the Committee 
of the Whole with sundry amendments, and the 


i on their proposed amendments. 
Various amendments were then read, and con- 
curred in without a count. 
| The clause, as amended, defined the duties of 
the Auditor for the Post Office Department, and 
particularly that part of it requiring him to per- 
form such duties as might be assigned to him by 
the Postmaster General and the Secretary of the 
Treasury, or either of them. In the original bill | 
i he was made responsible to the former officer | 
` only; it was excepted to, and 
The amendment was opposed b 


And advocated by Messrs. HARPER and | 
EVERETT, when it was concurred in. | 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Tennessee, moved to non- ' 
concur in the following amendment to the 23d | 
clause: ‘‘ And the contracts, in all cases, shall be | 
awarded to the lowest bidder.” 4 

Mr. JOHNSON briefly explained what he con- | 
sidered would be the inevitable result if this pro- 
vision should be retained. 

Mr. EVERETT deemed this a very important 
amendment, after the knowledge they now had 
of the abuses in relation to this matter. 

The amendment was further discussed b 


Messrs. BRIGGS, HARPER, and JOHNSON 


: 


i 
i 
| 
i 


(P 


question was on concurring with the committee i 


Mr. McKAY; || 


Mr. MANN, of New York, moved to amend 
the amendment by adding the following thereto: 
Except in cases wherein the lowest bidder shall here- 
after fail to perform the contract entered into by him for 
the transportation of the mail, or shall fail to comply with 

: the requisitions of this act. 

After some discussion, in which Messrs. 
EVERETT, HAWES, HUNTSMAN, CON- 
. NOR, and BRIGGS took part, 

: Mr. WHITTLESEY, of Ohio, suggested to 
the mover of the amendment the following: 


Except in cases wherein the lowest bidder shall will- 
fully neglect to perform his contract, if a contractor at the 
passage of this act, or shall willfully neglect hereafter to per- 
form a cor traet entered into with the Department. 


Mr. MANN accepted this as a substitute for 
his own amendment; and, after some discussion 
Messrs. PEARCE of Rhode Island, WHIT- 
ESEY of Ohio, McCOMAS, P. C. FULLER, 
; MANN of New York, EVERETT, and HAR- 
ER. 

! Mr. MANN withdrew his amendment, and 
‘the amendment of the committce was concurred 
in. 

Mr. HUNTSMAN moved to amend the 24th 
i section, so as to provide that no person engaged 
iin the printing, publishing, or distributing of 
| newspapers, periodicals, or tracts, shall be a con- 


' 


n tractor or postmaster; and that any such person 
:i shall be forthwith dismissed from office. 


After afew remarks from Messrs. HUNTS- 
MAN, MANN of New York, ROBERTSON, 
‘EVERETT, JOHNSON, of Tennessee, and 
` GILBERT, 
|. Mr. MANN called for such a division as con- 
‘fined the operation of the amendment to post- 
masters; which branch of it was agreed to. 
On the second branch of the amendment, Mr. 
, EVERETT asked for the yeas and nays, when 
i it was found that there was no quorum present. 
i Mr. HALL, of Maine, moved a call of the 
i House, when the Chair counted—ayes 40, noes 
; 45—still no quorum. 

_Mr. MANN made a few remarks in opposi- 
_ tion to the amendment. 

Mr. HUNTSMAN briefly supported it. 

After a few remarks from Mr. BRIGGS, the 
; amendment was rejected. - 
|| Mr. MANN moved an amendment to the fol- 
i; lowing amendment of the Committee of the 
i Whole to the thirty-fourth section of the bill: 

‘ And no person shall be appointed or hold the office of 
deputy postmaster who shall not be an actual resident of 
the city or town wherein the office is situated,” by adding 
the following: “ or the district of country usually supplied 
by said office.”? 

After some remarks by Messrs. GRAVES, 
| PEARCE of Rhode Island, PARKER, EVER- 

ETT, REED, ADAMS, McKAY,and WARD- 
I| WELL, the amendment was agreed to. 
ii Mr. McK AY then moved to amend the ori- 
|| ginal amendment by striking out the words, ‘‘ be 
|: appointed or;’? which was agreed to—ayes 92, 
| noes not counted. i 
|| Mr. MANN moved to strike out the word 
“ deputy;”? which was agreed to. 
| The amendment as amended was then con- 
| curred in without a division. 
The following additional clause agreed to in 
i Committee of the Whole was then read: 

Src. 38. And be it further enacted, That from the thir- 
ty- first day of December, one thousand eight hundred and 
thirty-six, the following rates of postage shall be charged 
upon all letters and packets carried in the mail of the United 
States, excepting sueh as are by law exempt from postage, 
to wit: 

For every single letter, or letter composed of one piece, 
carried not exceeding fifty miles, five cents. 

Over fifty, and not exceeding one hundred miles, ten 
cents. i 

Over one hundred, and not exeeeding two hundred miles, 
fifteen cents. 

Over two hundred, and not exceeding four hundred miles, 
twenty cents. 

Over four hundred, and not exceeding eight hundred miles, 
twenty-five cents. 

Over eight hundred miles, thirty cents. . 

And for every letter or packet composed of two pieces 
double these rates; and for every letter or packet composed 
of three pieces, triple these rates; and for every letter or 
| packet composed of four or more pieces, quadruple these 

rates: Provided That all letters and packets of one ounce, 
avoirdupois, in weight, or more, shall be chargéd single for 


every quarter of an ounce. : 
Mr. JOHNSON, of Louisiana, moved to strike 
| out “ thirty cents” in the fifteenth line, and insert 
“‘twenty-five.”’ He considered twenty-five cents 


t 
i 
i 
| 
i 
f 


| 
} 


of Tennessee. 


quite sufficient for any distanco, 


Ar. MANN, of New York, drew the attention 
of the House to the great reduction in the minor 
rates of postage; in addition to which it should 
be borne in mind, that more than one half of the | 
whole revenue of the Post Office was derived from | 
the lower than from the larger rates. 
of the reduction of the tariff was not to increase, | 
but to reduce the income of the Department, and 
such was the object of the committee who had 
reported this bill. 

‘After some further discussion, on motion of 
Mr. MANN, the bill under censideration, together 
with the ‘ post route” bill, were made the special 
order for to-morrow, from and aftereleveno clock. 

On motion, the House adjourned. 


IN SENATE. 
Fripay, May 27, 1836. 


Mr. ROBINSON, on leave, introduced a bill 
to provide for the inspection, mustering, and pay- 
ment of volunteers and militia when called into 
service; which was read twice and referred. 


Mr. BENTON submitted the following resolu- | 


tion; which was considered and agreed to: 
Resolved, That the President be requested to inform the 

Senate whether any increase or improvement of organiza- ; 

tion is needed in the ordnance corps. 


Mr. EWING, of Ohio, from the Committee 
on Public Lands, reported a bill to create a north- 
western land district in the State of Louisiana, 
and the Des Moines land district in the territory 
west of the Mississippi, and north of the State of 
Missouri; which was read and ordered toa second 


The effect =: 


| A member mig 
: Journal a few cha 


BE. 
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| the 
: mem 


i 


| had positively refused to vote. 

The CHAIR said it was not usual, in ma 
up the Journal, to give the precise language use 
by.a member. It would be difficult for the Clerk 
| to do so; and when it was stated that the gentle- 
| man from Virginia declined voting, the Chair sup- 
| posed that the entry was substantially correct. 

Mr. ADAMS simply desired that the Journal 
should state the facts as they occurred. 

Mr. HUNTSMAN contended that it was not 
| proper to enter upon the Journal everything that 
was said by a member. Were they to do so, it 

might lead to the most inconcei 
ht in this way introduce into the 
pters of Vattel, or a speech two 


i hours in length. 
' a very poor purpose, 
i was to be spread upon the 
| a great deal said there, which, for t 
! those concerned, had better never be repeated. 
‘Ifthe practice and rules of the House did not 
i warrant the amendment proposed, he hoped it 


reading. 
Mr. TOMLINSON moved to take up the bill | 

to provide for the payment of certain pensioners 

in the States of Virginia and Ohio; which was | 


agreed to; and the bill, after being a 
ae £ bill, ing amended, was i; vote, and had refused to vote. 


i| the Journal m 


ordercd to a third reading. 
© Mr. KING, of Alabama, from the Committee | 
on the District of Columbia, reported a bill au- | 
thorizing the corporate authorities of Georgetown 
to dispose of a portion of two streets in said town, 
which have been rendered useless by the con- 
struction of the Chesapeake and Ohio canal; which 
was read and ordered to a second reading. 

Mr. PRESTON moved that the Senate take up 
the bill for increasing the medical staff of the 
Army; which motion was agreed to; and the bill 
was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading. 


EXPUNGING RESOLUTION. — 


Mr. BENTON rose and said that there was a 
Senator who would leave the body to-morrow, 
in consequence of having been called to fill a high 


station in one of the States, and that this Senator | 
wished to have an opportunity, before his depart- |, 
ure, of addressing the Senate on a subject in which |: 
at interest, and respecting which he ji 


he took a gre 


had been instructed by his Legislature. The sub- 


ject to which he alluded was the expunging reso- | L 4 
i, declined voting 


lution, and he asked the Senate to take it up. It 
would be laid down again (Mr. B. said) as soon 
as the Senator should finish his address. 

The resolutions were accordingly taken up for 
consideration, when 

Mr. HILL addressed the Senate in a speech of 
considerable length in support of the resolution; 
after which it was laid on the table. 


DEPOSITS OF THE PUBLIC MONEYS. 


Mr. CALHOUN then moved to take up the 
bill regulating the deposits of the public moneys; 
which motion was adopted. - ; 

The question before the Senate was the propo- 
sition of Mr. Wricurt to strike out the whole of 
the bill, and insert a substitute as an amendment. 

Mr. WRIGHT addressed the Senate in a 
speech of considerable length in support of the 
amendment, and in opposition to the plan of Mr. 
CALHOUN, 

On motion of Mr. CALHOUN, the Senate ad- 


' anything to do with th 


‘ 


would not prevail. 
Mr.WISE wished to see the Journals speak the 
truth, and the space which might be occupied in 
iving the facts, was a matter of no consequence. 
e had gone further than merely declining to 


ht be so amended as to read that 


he declined an 


d. 
Mr. ROBERTSON thought the Journal should |: 
| simply state the facts, but not the reasons upon | 


| which they were founded. 


Mr. HAMER recol 
yesterday the gentleman 
tively refused to vote upon the first resolution; 
but he did not recollect that he yesterday refuse 
to answer to his name. 

| The CHAIR said it was in reference to the 

| vote on the former day that the question had 

| arisen. 

| 

stronger terms than those used on the day before. 
Mr. PARKS objected to amending the Jour- 


not in his seat. 

Messrs. WISE and PICKENS affir 
Mr. Tuompson did refuse to vote. 

Mr. LEWIS stated to the Chair that he 
on cither of the resolutions, 


for 
` the reason that 


; more than of religion; not wishing, however, to 
| embarrass the House or 
| had not made any objecti 
! believed that no petition on 
be received, and, of course, 
be made of them. 

The motion to amend the Journal in reference 


ons at the time. He 
the subject ought to 
no disposition could 


t 
| 


| but in a short time ° 

Mr. ADAMS said there was another inaccu- 
racy in the Journal. 
was given in reference to the 
to vote, without previously giving 
i which the gentleman from Geo 
| cock} had reduced to writing, and sent to the 


failure of members 
the reasons 


journed. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Fray, May 27, 1836. 

The Clerk commenced the reading of the Jour- 
nal of yesterday, when 

Mr. ADAMS requested that the names of the 
members should be repeated upon the several 
votes on Mr. Pincewey’s resolutions; which was 
acourdingly done. 


| i 
{ 


| Chair, and upon which the Chair had made his 
| decision. Th 

appear nothing upon which the decision was 
| based. He therefore moved to amend the Jour- 
nal, so as to embrace what he had stated, and 
reduced his amendment to writing. 


The CHAIR had, upon the reading of the 
on before the | 


Journal yesterday, stated the questi 
House, and had decided the point which arose 
the dey before upon the failure of several gentle- 


lected that on the day before | 
from Virginia had posi- | 


{I men to vote. 
|| any pap 


i 
1 


t 


i! 
| 


|: voting 


i: Massachusetts, [Mr. 


ooo 


His decision -was not based upon 
er presented by the gentleman from Geor- 
gia, nor had he received any such paper. After 
the resolutions were adopted, the gentleman from 
Georgia had moved to have his reasons for not 
entered on the Journal. ` 
GLASCOCK had yesterday morsing} in 
uest of the gentleman from 
pams,] made the day be- 
ng his reasons for asking to 
and when the question 


| 


| 


| Mr. ; 
‘ compliance with there 


Li 
| fore, reduced to writi 
: be excused from voting; 


| was announced yesterday, in order to avoid 
king |: further difficulty, he rose and stated he was pre- 
d i| pared to offer thi 


s paper. 

Mr. ADAMS said the statement of the gentle- 
man was substantially correct. 

After some conversation between the CHAIR 
and Messrs. ADAMS and GLASCOCK, the 
‘latter stated that he had proposed to offer the 
| written paper, after the Speaker had commenced 
` giving the decision referred to; but that it was 
not sent to the Chair, and the latter proceeded 


with the decision which he was delivering at the 


vable mischief. | 


“They had assembled there for 
if everything said by them | 
Journals. There was ; 
he sake of | 


He desired that || ; 
i order, on the ground that it was not competent 
refused to vote. This was all he ; 


i 
} 
{ 


Mr. WISE had refused to vote yesterday in || 


nals so far as regarded Mr. THompson, as he was | 


time. 

Mr. Apams’s proposition to amend the Journal 
_ was then modified, according to the recollections 
of Mr. Grascock, insttbstance, ‘ that whilst the 
Speaker was delivering his opinion, Mr. G. offered 
to present a paper containing his reasons,” &c. 

Mr. SPEIGHT hoped the amendment would 
not-be made. If every proposition which was 
discussed, or offered to te resented there, was to 
go on the Journal, it would be extended to a most 
unwarrantable length. He moved to lay the res- 
olution to amend on the table. 

Mr. ADAMS said the gentleman would save 
much time and trouble by withdrawing this mo- 
tion. 
Mr. LEE, of New York, called the gentleman to 


| - 
i 
l 


to- debate the motion. 
Mr. ADAMS. Thisis a motion that to speak 
the truth upon the Journal shall be laid upon the 


table. 

i Mr. HUNTSMAN suggested to the gentleman 

from North Carolina (Mr. Sreteur] to with- 

: draw his motion, and let them reject the proposi- 

| tion to amend. 

| Mr. SPEIGHT then withdrew the motion to 

i lay the amendment on the table. 

‘After some further remarks by Messrs. SUTH- 

| ERLAND, ADAMS, and REED, in reference 

| to the precise phraseology of the amendment, 
Mr. GLASCOCK remarked that the motion to 

| correct the Journal was made without his knowl- 

| edge, and he was indifferent as to the result; but 

ihe felt it his duty, in justice to the gentleman 


med that |: 
had 


he did not think the House had |, 
e subject of slavery, any || 


‘delay its proceedings, he ` 


to Messrs. Wise and Tuompson was then agreed | 


o. 

i The Clerk resumed the reading of the Journal; |: 
A decision of the Speaker |: 
rgia (Mr. Gras- ; 


e Journal therefore would, unless | 
amended, not state the truth, as there would | 


i! from Massachusetts, [Mr. Apams,] to state the 
facts as they occurred, and were recollected by 
him. 

Mr. POTTS recollected that the gentleman 
* from Georgia had proposed to offer a paper when 
this question waa first taken up yesterday, but, 
upon the suggestion of the Chair, had declined 
pressing it upon the consideration of the House. 

The question was then put upon the motion to 
i amend; but before the decision was announced, 
|| Mr. ADAMS asked for the yeas and nays; which 
i| were ordered. 
| Thehour ofeleven havingarrived, Mr. MANN, 
| of New York, called for the orders of the day. 

The CHAIR said the reading of the Journal 
must first be completed. 

Mr. A. H. SHEPPERD desired to know dis- 
© tinctly whether the decision of the Chair which 
' had been referred to was consequent upon the 
paper, or the offer to present the paper, drawn 
up by the gentleman from Georgia ? . 

The CHAIR and Mr. GLASCOCK simulta- 
neously replied that it was not. 

Mr. HAMER said it was evident that the mere 
offer to present the paper whilst the Chair was 
delivering an opinion, was an interruption not 
necessary to be noticed on the Journal. 

Mr. SUTHERLAND said the facts of the case 
were now settled by the recollections of his col- 
league, [Mr. Ports.] The request to present the 
paper had been waived. He must, therefore, 
vote against the amendment. 

Mr. GLASCOCK might h 
request. His recollection did 
i! the fact. 


ave withdrawn his 
not serve him as to 
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The motion to amend Journal was then 
ived—yeas 67, nays è : 
teat LIPS Maai was proper for him to | 
state, that he had voted in the ieas upon the : 
appeal from the decision of the Chair, and that : 
his vote was not recorded. He moved that the 
vote be entered; which was agreed to. 

The reading of the Journal was then resumed. 
It was stated that on the second resolution, several 
gentlemen declined to vote, and among others 
Mr. Grancer,of New York 


Mr. ADAMS said that the gentleman from question; which was seconded—ayes 86, noes 49; . 


New York had assigned, or attempted to assign, 
his reasons for declining to vote. That fact did 
not appear on the Journal. 

Mr. GRANGER moved to amend the Journal 
by stating that he ‘‘declined to vote upon the 
second resolution, and was proceeding to assign 
his reasons, when he was called to order by the 
Chair.” 

The CHAIR said it was a well settled rule, 
that while the call of the yeas and nays was pro- 
gressing, it was out of order to discuss any prop- 
osition, or address any remarks to the House. 
The gentleman had been called to order for a vio- 
lation of this rule. 

Mr. GRANGER did not censure the Chair. 
If there was any responsibility in the case, he 
was willing that it should fall upon himself. 

Mr. ADAMS asked for the yeas and nays on 
Mr. GranGeR’s motion to amend the Journal; 
which were not ordered. 

After some conversation between the CHAIR | 
and Messrs. McKENNAN and ROBERTSON, 

Mr. PARKS inquired whether it was custom- ` 
ary to enter every interruption or attempt to vio- 
late the rules of the House on the Journal? 


| 


Mr. GRANGER contended that the 28th rule || Chair, of 1832, when the decision of the main |, 


of the House, which required every member to | 
vote unless excused for especial reasons, justified 
the course which he had pursued, and that he was 
not out of order. 

Mr. ADAMS (in reply to Mr. Parks) inquired 
if it was customary to move the previous question | 
upon three resolutions of vital importance, with- ; 
out a single word of debate, and that, too, when 
the motion was made by a member of the com- 
mittee who reported them, and was sustained by | 
a majority of that committee? He repeated, was 
it customary to crowd down the previous question, 
upon subjects so deeply important, without per- , 
mitting one single word of debate? 

The CHAIR reminded the gentleman that he 
was wandering from the question betore the 
House. 

Mr. SPEIGHT had a single word to say in 
reply to the gentleman from Massachusetts. He 
would ask him whether it was customary, when 
a bill was reported for rechartering the Bank of 
the United States, to press the previous question 
several times the same day upon it, without per- 
mitting any debate ? 

The CHAIR said thegentleman was notin order. 

Mr. BRIGGS said the House had decided by |! 
a large majority that the question of excusin 
members from voting must be postponed until | 
after the question before the House was decided. 
Directly following that decision, the gentleman 
from New York [Mr. Grancer] rose while the 
call of the yeas and nays was progressing, and | 
attempted to assign his reasons for not voting. 
The gentleman could as properly have risen when 
his name was called, and moved to adjourn or to 
recommit the resolutions, as to do what he desired | 
at the time. He thought that the amendment 
proposed to the Journal ought not to be made. 

Mr. MANN, of New York, said he was op- 

osed_to the motion entirely. His colleague 
Mr. Grancer]) yesterday undertook knowingly ` 
to commit a violation ef the rules and orders of © 
that House and his duties, for the purpose of es- | 
caping the responsibility of voting upon a delicate 
resolution, in the peculiar attitude 
pied before the country; and he (Mr. M.) would ` 
therefore not agree to extend to him any favor or | 
courtesy whatever. 

Mr. 

amendment proposed by the gentleman from New | 

York, and, in the course of his remarks, was | 

called to order several times by the Chair, on ac- 

count of the irrelevancy of the topics which he 
iscussed. 


li Noes not counted 


{ SEY of Ohio, WILLIAMS of North Carolina 
; and the CHAIR, the ) 


e now occu- |: 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


Mr. ADAMS requested permission to state the 
essential difference between the case cited yester- 
day by the Chair, asa precedent, and the case 
upon which the decision was made. He was 
proceeding, when 

The CHAIR said that what the gentleman 
proposed to state would have beena proper argu- 
ment pending the appeal yesterday from the de- 
aren of the Chair, but dat it was not now in 
order. 


Mr. VANDERPOEL moved the previous 


and the main question was ordered to be put. 

The amendmentof Mr. Granger was then 
negatived—ayes 60, noes 96. 

The journal was further read, when Mr. AD- 
AMS inquired whether there was any entry made 
in reference to his not voting on the third resolu- 
tion? j 

The CHAIR said that it was stated the gentle- 
man declined voting. 

Mr. ADAMS did not decline voting. He had 
answered to his name, and had sent that answer 
to the Chair. 

The CHAIR stated that one of the messengers 
had handed to him (for what purpose he knew 
not) a paper which he believed to be in the hand- 
writing of the gentleman from Massachusetts, to 
this effect: ‘‘ I hold the resolution to be in direct 


violation of the Constitution of the United States, | 


of the rules of this House, and of the rights of 
my constituents.” 

Mr. ADAMS then moved to amend the Jour- 
nal by stating, ‘when the name of Mr. Apams 
was called, he answered,” (as above stated,) 
“ and sent his answer to the Chair.’’ 

Mr. A. proceeded to read the case cited by the 


question was announced where a member asked 
to be excused from voting, without first determ- 
ining the question of excusing; when he was 


5 


' interrupted by 


' The CHAIR, who said that this case had no 
: relevancy to the motion which had been made to 
| amend es Journal. It was a mere question of 
' fact, to be decided by the House, and the debate 
; upon it must be confined to very narrow limits. 


i! “Mr. ADAMS desired to cite the case of 1832, 


‘as a reason why his amendment should be 
adopted. 

r. A. continued his remarks, and proceeded 
to read from the case of 1832; when 

The CHAIR again interrupted him, and re- 
marked that it was not in order to discuss, upon 
the present motion, what the House had done on 
a former occasion. He could not see what bear- 
ing the case which the gentleman was reading 
could possibly have on the question before the 
House. 

Mr. ADAMS. [I appeal from the decision of 
the Chair. I am not discussing the question. I 
am reading this podni in order to show that 
my reason should be entered on the Journal for 
not voting on the third resolution. He was pro- 
ceeding to characterize the document which he 
had before commenced reading, when l 

The CHAIR said it was not competent for the 
: gentleman to do that indirectly upon the appeal, 
which ithad been decided he could not do directly 
| upon his motion to amend the Journal. 
| Mr. MANN, of New York, moved the pre- 
, vious question; which was seconded—ayes 95, 
; and the main question was 


i ordered to be put. 
After some conversation between Messrs. 
: PHILLIPS, WISE, ADAMS, WHITTLE- 


question was taken upon th 

appeal of Mr. Apams, and the decision of the 
hair was sustained—ayes 97, noes 40. 

| The motion of Mr. Apams to amend the Jour- 


` nal was then negatived without a count. 
Mr. ADAMS asked as a favor that the House |! 


would soamend the Journal as to state, that when 
` his name was called on the vote upon the third 


7 i resolution, he “ answered, but did not vote.” 
V HITTLESEY, of Ohio, supported the `: 


This 
ADAM 
: MER, WISE 


rooe ion was discussed by Messrs. 
, TALIAFERRO, ANTHONY, HA- 
, and DROMGOOLE, when 


ii Mr. VANDERPOEL remarked, that had the 


‘ gentleman from Massachusetts asked to be ex- 


cused at the time the vote was taken, he would 
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not have opposed his present request. He had, 
however, declined voting, and had thereby vio- 
‘lated the rules of the House. Mr. V. was of 
opinion that sufficient time had been consumed 
! by gentlemen in the attempt to remedy their own 
disorder. He therefore moved the previous ques- 
tion, which was sustained by the House. 
The amendment proposed by Mr. Apams was 


at 


then negatived— yeas 55, nays 117. 

The remainder of the Journal was then read, 
when (it being half past one o’clock) the House 
proceeded to the consideration of the orders of 
the day. 

The SPEAKER laid before the House two 
| communications from the President of the United 
| States, transmitting reports, in part, from the 
| Secretary of War, in answer to the resolution of 
': the House calling for information in regard tothe 
ii causes of the Seminole war; which were referred 
|. to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

© Mr. HAYNES moved that the messages and 
:; accompanying documents be printed. 

i| Mr. WISE stated that he had been informed 
by the Secretary of War, that the clerks of that 
Department were at that time busily engaged in 
| transcribing the necessary papersand correspond- 
i ence, and that the whole would be forwarded to 
| the House by Wednesday next, when it would 
li be better to print the whole together. 

l| Mr. HAYNES said, for that reason, he would 
| withdraw the motion to print. 


RESOLUTIONS SUBMITTED. 


Mr. WHITTLESEY, of Ohio, on leave, sub- 
mitted the following resolution; which was agreed 
to: 
| Resolved, That the Committee of Claims be instructed 
to inquire into the expediency of allowing a compensation 
to John Murray for extra work done on Bodin’s Hill, on 
the Cumberland road, east of Zanesville. 


On motion of Mr. JOHNSON, of Tennessee, 
(by general consent,) 
Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be directed 
i to furnish this House with copies of any opinions or argu- 
| ments which may now be on file in the Treasury Depart- 
|. ment respecting the claim to lands in Missouri, embodied 
i in the reports of the late board of commissioners at St. Louis, 
i and which are now before Congress for their decision there- 
on. 


| 
i 
i 


i 


i 
į 


| 
i 
i 
i 
i} 
Hi 
Hi 
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| 

Li 


| Li 


{ 
i 


POST OFFICE DEPARTMENT. 


In execution of the special order of yesterday, 
the House resumed the consideration of the “bill 
to change the organization of the Post Office De- 
partment, and to provide more effectually for the 
settlement of the accounts thereof.”’ 
| _ The question pending was on concurring with 
‘ the Committee of the Whole in their propositionto 
amend the bill, by inserting the following clause: 
| . Sec. 38. And be it further enacted, That from the thirty- 
; first day of December, one thousand eight hundred and 
| thirty-six, the following rates of postage shall be charged 
! upon all letters and packets carried in the mail of the 
| United States, excepting such as are by law exempt froin 
| postage, to-wit: 

For every single letter, or letter composed of one piece, 
carried not exceeding fiity miles, five cents. 

Over fifty and not exceeding one hundred miles, ten 
cents. 

Over one hundred and not erceeding two hundred miles 
| fifteen cents. 

Over two hundred and not exceeding four hundred miles, 
twenty cents. 

Over four hundred miles and not exceeding eight hun- 
hundred miles twenty five cents. 

Over eight hundred miles, thirty cents. 

And for every letter or packet composed of two pieces, 
double these rates ; and for every letter or packet composed 
of three pieces, triple these rates; and for every letter or 
packet composed of four or more pieces, quadruple these 
rates: Provided, That all letters and packets of one ounce 
avoirdupois in weight, or more, shall be charged single for 
every quarter of an ounce. 

The question immediately under consideration was the 
motion of Mr. JOHNSON, of Louisiana, to amend the 15th 
| line by striking out “thirty,” and inserting “twenty-five,” 


Mr. CONNOR remarked that the tariff had 
been made out with great care by the committee, 
‘ after much consultation with the Department, and 


ji 
| 


ihe was well assured that no further reduction 
| could be made, without throwing the expenses 
| of the Post Office Department, to a certain extent, 
: upon the Treasury. . 

|. Mr. VANDERPOEL said his objection to this 
| item was only one of a series of objections he 
| had to the whole section. He entered into a de- 
: tailed examination of the old and present rates, 
i and contended that loss would acerue by the pro- 
posed new tariff. . 


THE CONGRESSIONA 
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the rates of postage were, the greater would be 
the revenue. [Te was tn favor of the motion to 
reduce the sum to tweruty-five cents as the maxi- 
mum, aud was disposed to go sull further than 
that, in some of the other rates, 

Mr. MANN, of New York, then sent to the 
Clerk's table a letter from the Postmaster Gen- 
eral to the Committee on the Post Office, on the 
subject of reducing the rate of postage; which 
was read. The section had been drafted in con- 
formity with the views of that letter. 

Mr. DENNY thought the committee had con- 
suled more the convenience of the Department, 
its officers and clerks, than the convenience of 
the people. The effect of retaining the amount 
of thirty cents for all letters over eight hundred 
miles would be to cause a great reduction of the 
revenue, inasmuch as merchants would forward 
their letters by private conveyances. He was 
convinced this would be the. case on the lines of 
the large navigable rivers, particular} between 
New Orleans and the cities of the West. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Louisiana, was opposed 
to the whole section, and as soon as hig amend- 
ment was disposed of he should move still further 
reductions, and if they were rejected, he should 
move to strike out the whole section, for he pre- 
ferred the old tariff to the proposition of the com- 
mittee. As for the reduction from six and a 
fourth to five cents, and from twelve and a half 
to ten cents, it was no reduction at all to the peo- 
ple of the West, for they had neither cents nor 
ten cent pieces, or very few. 

Mr. VINTON was totally opposed to all the 
section cxcept that of reducing the postage from 
six and a fourth to five cents. He wished to carry 
the graduation of reduction still further, and at 
the proper time he should move an amendment 
accordingly, making fifteen per cent. on the old 
rate of postage. This would increase instead of 
reduce the revenue. 

Mr. CAMBRELENG concurred with the gen- 
tleman, that the mere circumstance of reducing 
the tariff wou.d not reduce the revenue; but he 
did not agree with the gentleman in his proposed 
reduction. Mr.C. said he should himsel? 


which he read. 

Mr. CHAMBERS, of Pennsylvania, disap- 
proved of the proposition of the committee, and 
thould prefer that of the gentleman from New 
York. He urged the gentleman from Louisiana 
not to press his amendment. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Louisiana, then withdrew 
it, and 


Mr. CAMBRELENG moved the following as | 


the tariff of rates of postage: 

Retain the first clause of the section, and strike 
outall after the seventh to the fifteenth line of the 
section jaclusive, and insert ‘' over fifty miles and 
not exceeding one hundred and fifty, ten cents; 
over one hundred and fifty miles and not exceed- 
ing four hundred, fifteen cents; over four hun- 
dred miles and not exceeding eight hundred, 
twenty cents; over eight hundred miles, twenty- 
five cents. ‘ 

Mr. CHAMBERS, of Pennsylvania, entirely 


approved of these rates, and hoped they would 


be adopted by the House. 
Mr. TOUCEY was more in favor of the propo- 
sition of the committee, with the single exception 


of the rate of thirty cents over eight hundred 


miles, than he was of that of the gentleman from 
New York. 

Mr. HUNTSMAN advocated the reduction of 
the tariff to the lowest possible rates, and was 
opposed to the section as it stood in he bill. 

Mr. PEARCE, of Rhode Island, was in favor 
of the reduction from thirty to twenty-five cents, 
but he did not think, after all the proposed addi- 
tional routes were put into operation, that there 
would remain so great a surplus as gentlemen 
seemed to flatter theinselves there would be. He 
entered into a variety of details, showing the 
great advantages that would devolve upon the 
community in consequence of the proposed reduc- 
tions by the committee. 

Mr. HALL, of Vermont, supported the original 


alanse. He had no hesitation in averring that, if |; 


the proposition of the gentleman from Kentucky 
should be adopted, the Post Office Department 


dt } propose , 
a diferent scale of reduction at a proper time; | 


from this time. He had no particular objection to 
change the rates from thirty to twenty-five cents 
for single letters over eight hundred miles; but he 
earnestly hoped that every other portion of the 
clause would be retained. 


Mr. HAWES should vote against the amend- | 


ment—azainst the proposition of the committee— 
against every other proposition in relation to the 
subject of the rates of postage, because he pre- 
ferred the old plan. With regard to the reduction 
from six and a quarter to five cents, it would be 
no reduction at all to the people of the West, but 
would benefit the postmasters only, inasmuch as 
five and ten-cent pieces were rarely or never seen 
in circulation. 

The proposed amendment was further dis- 
cussed by Messrs. ANTHONY and CAMBRE- 
LENG, whch the latter gentleman withdrew his 
amendment, and 

Mr. LAWRENCE renewed it; 

And the amendment was further discussed by 
that gentleman, Messrs. ADAMS, McKEON, 
MANN of New York, REED, UNDERWOOD, 
BRIGGS, VANDERPOEL, MONTGOMERY, 
P. C. FULLER, CONNOR, and HAWES. 

The question was then taken on the amend- 
ment originally moved by Mr. CAMBRELENG, sub- 
sequently renewed by Mr. Jounson, of Louisiana; 
and it was decided in the afirmative—ycas 90, 
nays 85. 

The question then recurred on agreeing to the 
amendment as amended. 

Mr. MANN, of New York, expressed the hope 
that the House would now non-concur with the 
Committee of the Whole in the whole gmend- 
ment; for he was convinced the Department could 
not get along with the amendment just adopted. 
He remarked that, at the next session, it was 
proposed to take up the subject of postage on 
newspapers, periodicals, and pamphlets, when 
the subject of rates of postage on letters might 
also be acted on. 

The amendment was further discussed by 
Messrs. WILLIAMS of North Carolina, MIL- 


LER, BRIGGS, FRENCH, LANE, WHIT- . 


TLESEY of Ohio, and CONNOR. 

Mr. MANN moved a suspension of the rules, 
' to enable him to move that this bill and the post 
route bill, be the special order of the day for 
day next, at eleven o’clock, and each succeeding 
day until they be disposed of; which was agreed 
to. 

Mr. MANN then submitted his motion. 

Mr. VINTON moved twelve o’clock; which 
was lost. , 

The motion of Mr. MANN was then agreed to. 

Mr. MARTIN moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the amendment of Mr. Jounson, of 
Louisiana, was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER laid before the House a com- 


munication from the Postmaster General, trans- ' 


mitting a statement of the net 
at the different post offices of 
for the year 1835; which was laid on the table, 
and five thousand extra copies thereof ordered to 
be printed. 

The House then adjourned. 


heey received 
t 


IN SENATE. 
Sarurpay, May 28, 1836. 
Mr. EWING, of Illinois, presented a petition 


of sundry citizens of Hlinois, praying for the es- <! 
tablishment of a post route; which was referred ; 
‘to the Committee on the Post Office and Post | 


' Roads. 


Mr. EWING, of Ohio, on lcave, introduced a | 
bill giving the assent of the United States to the ., 

‘ revocation of the ordinance exempting lands sold į 
by the United States in certain States, from tax- | 


` ation for five years; also a bill to provide for the 
correction of mistakes in the entry of lands; 
which were severally read twice and referred. 


: Land Claims, to whom had been referred the 
; memorial of Julian Dubuque, reported a bill for 
, his relief; which was read, and ordered to a sec- 
: ond reading. eee 
| The bill authorizing the appointment of addi- 
i tional surgeons, was read the third time and 
` passed. 


on- ., 


e United States 


Mr. LINN, from the Committee on Private | 


| the subject of the admission of Michigan into the 
Union, reported a bill supplemental to the act for 
the admission of Michigan into the Union; which 
was read, and ordered to a second reading. 


BILLS ORDERED TO A THIRD READING. 


The following bills were severally read the 
second time, and considered as in Committee of 
the Whole, and ordered to be engrossed for a 
third reading: 

The bill for the relief of James F. Southoron; 

The bill for the relief of William A. Gordon; 

The bill for the relief of John M. Gambie; 

The bill for the relief of Joseph Hertick; 

The bill for the relief of the legal representa- 
tives of Thornton Tyler, deceased; 

The bill to remit the duties on two bells im- 

orted for a churchin Philadelphia; and 

The bill for the relief of Josette Beaubien and 
her children. 

RESIGNATION OF MR. HILL. 

The CHAIR communicated the following 
letter of resignation from Hon. Isaac Hir; 
which was read: 


WASHINGTON, May 28, 1836. 
Sır: Having been elected by the citizens of New Hamp- 
shire to the oftice of Chief Magistrate of that State, without 
wanting a formal official communication of the canvass, and 
it being expedient that I should enter on the discharge of the 
duties of the new office during the ensuing week, I com- 
municate to you, and through you to the Senate, informa- 
tion that, on Monday next, I shall resign my seat in the 
Senate. 
With the best wishes of happiness to yourself, and tothe 
Senators with whom 1 have been associated, 
I am, with great respect, your obedient servant, 
ISAAC HILL. 
Hon. Martin Van Buren, Vice President of the United 
States. 


PUBLIC DEPOSITS. 


On motion of Mr. CALHOUN, the Senate pro- 
ceeded to the consideration of the bill to regulate 
the deposits of the public moneys. 

Mr. WRIGHT made a few observations in 

i. continuation of his speech of yesterday. 

Mr. CALHOUN addressed the Senate at length, 
in favor of the bill as amended by him.. 

Mr. BUCHANAN followed Mr. CaLnoun in 
a speech of some length, in the course of which 
he avowed his preference for the amendment of 
Mr. Waienr; after which, 

On motion of Mr. EWING, of Ohio, the Sen- 
| ate adjourned. 


| HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Saturvar, May 28, 1836. 


Mr. McKIM presented, by leave, the memorial 
of the Board of Trade of the city of Baltimore, 
i praying that the custom-house officers of that port 
l; may be placed on an equal footing with those in 
:: other ports. 
ADMISSION OF MICHIGAN. 
Mr. HAMER and the Chair presented me- 
' morials of certain citizens of Ohio and Michi- 
: gan, on the subject of the boundary line and the 
‘admission of the latter into the Union. The 
| memorial presented by the former was laid on the 
‘ table; and a motion having been made to ey the 
papers presented by the Speaker on the table, 
Mr. ADAMS. moved that the bills in relation 
; to the northern boundary of the State of Ohio, 
_ and for the admission of Michigan into the Union, 
| together with all memorials in relation to the 
.: same, be referred to a select committee. 
The subject, under the rule, was ordered to lie 
‘ over one day. 
REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 
Mr. WHITTLESEY, of Ohio, from the Com- 
' mittee of Claims, reported a resolution referring 
the papers, &c., in the case of Mervin P. Mix, to 
| the Secretary of the Navy, for the purpose of 
carrying into effect an act of Congress passed 
heretofore; which was agreed to. : 
Mr. PHILO C. FULLER, from the Committee 
of Claims, reported the following bills; which 
were read twice and committed: i 
A bijl for the relief of Richard Frisby; and 
A bill for the relief of John P. Hustin and Ed- 
ward N. Tailer. , 
Mr. HOWARD, from the Committee on For- 
eign Affairs, reported the following resolution: 
Resolved, That the House wilt, on Saturday next, at 
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eleven o’clock, proceed to the consideration af | 6] 
entitled «A bill anticipating the payment of the indemnities 
accruing to citizens of the United States under the conven- 
tion with France of the 4th July, 1831, and that of the two 
Sicitics of October 14, 1832, and that it shall take prece- 
dence atsuch hone of aif the other business of the House. 

Mr. WHITTLESEY, of Ohio, moved to lay . 
the resolution on the table. i 

Mr. HOWARD asked for the yeas and nays 
on the motion; which were not ordered, and the 
resolution was laid on the table. 

Unfavorable reports were made by Mr. WHIT- 
TLESEY, of Ohio, from the Committee of 
Claims; and , 

By Mr. PIERCE, of New Hampshire, from 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 


ROAD FROM DETROIT TO GRAND RIVER, 


On motion of Mr. HAMER, (by consent,) it 


was 
Resolved, That the Committee on Roads and Canals be ` 

instructed to inquire into the expediency of authorizing the 
Secretary of War so to change tie location of the route of 
the United States road from Detroit to the mouth of Grand 
river of Lake Michigan, that said road may be constructed 
to pass through the head of steamboat navigation, and other ` 
important points, forthe accommodation of the travel on 
said river. 


REVOLUTIONARY OFFICERS AND SOLDIERS. 


On motion of Mr. WARDWELL, the Com- ` 
mittee of the Whole was discharged from the ` 
farther consideration of the bill extending the 
provisions of the act entitled ‘ An act supple- 
mentary to the act for the relief of certain sur- 
viving officers and soldiers of the revolution;’’ 
and the same was referred to the Committee of 
the Whole on the state of the Union. 


COMMERCE AND NAVIGATION. 


Mr. CAMBRELENG moved to take up the 
motion heretofore submitted by him for printing ' 
an extra number of copies of the annual report 
of the Secretary of the Treasury on commerce 
and navigation. 

Objection being made, Mr. C. moved to sus- 
pend the rules; which was agreed to—ayes 100, 
nocs not counted. 

Mr. C. then modified his motion, so as that ten 
thousand extra copies (which he stated to be the 
asual number) be printed. 

Mr. HEISTER moved to amend by striking 
Jut ten thousand and inserting five thousand. 

After a few remarks by Messrs. CAMBRE- 
LENG, HEISTER, ROBERTSON, ADAMS, 
and ANTHONY, 

Mr. GIDEON LEE said, that he was unwill- 
ing to consume a moment of time unneccssarily; 
but his information on this subjectdiffered so very 
widely from the views taken by some other gen- 
tlemen, that he felt cousteaiidd to beg the atten- 
tion of the House for a few minutes. This 
document was by far the most important paper 
emanating from this Government, and was more 
earnestly sought for, as well in Europe as in 
America, saving only the messages of the Presi- 
dent. Not only was it required by every mer- 
chantand trader, as stated by the gentleman from 


| 


| 


Massachusctts, but was no less required by every | | 


farmer, planter, and manufacturer. This paper 
recorded truly and faithfully the commercial trans- | 
actions of this great nation, detailing, itemby item, j 
the quantity and value of our annual imports and | 
exports—the poundsof cotton, tobacco, rice, corn, | 
flour,—the manufactures, the total produce of the | 
fields, the forest, the ocean, the mines, the shops, 
amounting to two hundred and eighty millions of | 
dollars. Every man of every trade and profes- 
sion should have it. Ten thousand copies were | 
usually printed, and he was informed by the | 
officers of this House, who have charge of the 
documents, that this number had fallen far short 
number of copies moved would be printed. The | 
great item of cost was in setting up the types of 
this tabular printing —-this was already incurred. 
The subsequent copies would cost less than one 
third of those now ordered. He hoped the House 
would order the highest number moved. 

After some remarks from Mr. PHILLIPS, 

Mr. MILLER moved the previous question; 
which was sustained by the House; and the mo- 
tion to print ten thousand extra copies of the doc- 
ument referred to, was agreed to without a count. 


Mr. OWENS made an ineffectual attempt to | 


of the pressing demands. He hoped the greatest || 


fbill No.6)1, | 


call up the resolution heretofore reported by the || not one now remains to enjoy that bounty ex- 
| Committee of Ways and Means, fixing on a day | tended to them by their grateful country, to cheer 
! for the consideration of the bill in relation to the || their declining years. 

: public deposits. _ Among those who received this bounty, nore 
| Mr. WHITTLESEY, of Ohio, called for the : can be found more worthy than Bennett; none 


iit was oppose 


‘orders of the day. 

Mr. CAMBRELENG said he had understood 
that the chairman of the Committee on Indian 
Affairs [Mr. BeLL] had intended this morning to - 
report the Indian bill which was sent to the Sen- 
ate near two months ago, and had been returned 
to the House with various amendments. He rose 
for the purpose of inquiring whether the report 
would be made, and if it should be, he hoped the 
House would act upon the bill promptly, as it 


: was very important to the public service that these . 
` appropriations should be finally acted upon. 


ir. BELL had not reported, because certain 
documents from the “War Department had not : 
been communicated, but were expected in a few ` 
days. He would, however, ask leave to report 
at that time, and that the bill be made the special . 
order for to-day. 
Objection being madc, the rules were suspended 
for the purpose of enabling the gentleman from 
Tennessce to report the bill—ayes 144, nays 30. 


INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. BELL, from the Committee on Indian | 
Affairs, then reported the bill which originated in 
the House, making appropriations for the current 
expenses of the Indian department, for Indian 
annuities and other similar objects, for the year 
1836, with amendments to a portion of the amend- 
ments of the Senate, and recommending the 


| 
i 


| 
i 


House to non-concur in other amendments of | 


that bady; the bill was referred to the Committee 
of the Whole on the state of the Union. 

Mr. B. moved to suspend the rules for the pur- 
pose of moving to go into committce on the fore- 
going bill; which was negatived withouta count. 


The bill and amendments were then ordered to | 
{ 


` be printed. 
PEA PATCH ISLAND. 
The House resumed the consideration of the 
bill to authorize a compromise, and secure to the 
| United States the title to the Pea Patch Island, 
| in the river Delaware. 


d by Messrs. MILLIGAN and 
INGERSOLL, and advocated 
‘of Rhode Island, when 

Mr. LANE remarked that much time had been 
spent in investigating this subject, and it was 


e continued for some time to come. As the facts 
were all before the House, and as every member 


moved the 
Mr. VA 


paoa question. 
DERPOEL moved a call of the 


were ordered; and were—yeas 83, nays 14. 


journ; which was carried—ayes 51, noes 48; and 
The House adjourned. 


IN SENATE. 
Mownpar, May 30, 1836. 


Caleb P. Bennett, for his services in the revolu- 
tionary war, may be continued to his widow. 

Mr. N. said: Mr. President, in presenting this 
petition, I cannot refrain from saying that this 
presents no ordinary case for the consideration 
of the Senate. 

The late Governor Bennett entered the army 
of the Revolution in the year 1776, as an ensign | 
| in the Delaware regiment. He continued in the 
service to the end of the war. Brandywine, Ger- 
mantown, Long Island, Monmouth, Camden, and | 
the well-fought fields of the South, attest the gal- 


| 
1 
| 
j 


‘| 


The question being on the passage of the bill, ` 
by Mr. PEARCE, | 
© . 1 
robable that the debate would, if not arrested, ° 
was doubtless prepared to vote on the bill, he || 


House, and asked for the yeas and nays; which '! 


A motion was then made that the House ad- | 


i 


‘received it with more gratitude; for it enabled 

him the better to provide for his aged wife and 
‘orphan grandchildren, and their comfort was 
dear to him as ‘‘ the apple of his eye.” He has 
been taken from them, and his widow, aged and 
infirm, and his portionless grandchildren, are 
thrown upon the cold charity of the world with- 
out any means of support. 

Would it not, Mr. President, comport with the 
honor, the dignity, nay, even with the intercst of 
the Government to provide for his widow, (for 
her who was the wife of his youth, the companion 
of his manhood, the nurse of his sickness and 
infirmities, and the solace of his latter days,) who 
devoted his best days to your service in the time 
of your greatest peril? Sir, it is the result of the 
services ad sacrifices of such mén that we are 
now enjoying the privileges of an independent 
nation. To them we owe all our political liberties. 
Itisby the blessing of Providence upon theirlabors 
that we are this day deliberating upon the high 
destinies of this people. And in these ‘‘ high and 

almy’’ daysof the Republic, when our Treasur 
is overflowing with money, the fruits of their 


| 
| 
} 
| 


i; Services and privations, shall we refuse to snatch 


| from poverty ard distressthe relict of one of those 
‘ gallant men to whom we owe everything? Jus- 
i tice and gratitude forbid. 
| Sir, let the poor old widow of your timeworn 
‘revolutionary officer enjoy for the brief residue 
of her days the pension you had extended to her 
' husband, and the blessings of those ready to 
|| perish will follow us for good, and call down the 
i: approbation of that God who delighteth in charity 
| upon us and our children. 
The petition was then referred to the Commit- 
tee on Pensions. 
RESOLUTIONS INTRODUCED. 
Mr. PRESTON submitted the following reso- 
_ lution; which was considered and agreed to: 
; _ Resolved, That the Committee on Indian Affairs be ine 
i structed to inquire into the propriety of making provision 
|: for the payment of the heirs of George Galpin of the claim 
which was stipulated tobe paid in the Qu.h article of the 
i treaty of New Echota, of the 29th of December, 1835, with 
, the Cherokee Indians. 
Mr. DAVIS submitted the following resolu- 
': tion; which was considered and agreed to: 
‘| Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Office and 
' Post Roads consider the expediency of establishing a pot 
road between Landisfield and Sheffield, in Berkshire coun- 
ty, Massachusetts. 
REP RTS FROM COMMITTEES. 
Mr. PRENTISS, from the Committee on Pen- 
i: sions, reported, without amendment, a bill from 
!! the House for the relief of Thaddeus Tuttle. 
‘| Mr. TOMLINSON, from the Committee on 
i, Pensions, reported, without amend ment, the bills 
from the House for the relief of John Smith and 
| James Steele. 
BILLS READ A SECOND TIME. 
The following bills were severally read the sec- 
ond time, and considered as in Commitee of the 
, Whole, and ordered to be engrossed for a third 


ii 


Mr. NAUDAIN presented the petition of one |j reading: i 
hundred and twenty of the most respectable citi- || _ The bill for the relief of John Almond and 
zens of the State of Delaware, praying that the || George Wood; , f ; 
pension heretofore allowed to the late Governor, |} _ The bill for the relief of the heirs of Silence 
l 


Elliott, deceased; 

The bill for the relief of the heirs of James 
Parker, deceased; 

The bill for the relief of the legal representa- 
tives of the late Patrick McGibbons; 

The bill for the relief of the legal representa- 
i tives of Colonel David Hopkins; 

The bill to remove the land office from Clinton 
to Jackson, in the State of Mississippi; and 

The bill for the relief of Antonio Scguira and 
others. 

The bill for the relief of the legal representa- 


| lantry of the distinguished corps to which he be- 
longed. OF tzat corps he was the last surviving 
officer; and, I believe, the last individual. Yes, 


| gallant little State I have the honor partly to rep- | 
i resent on this floor, to the arm 


sir—of nearly five thousand men furnished by the ©: 


e y of the Revolu- : 
tion, all have been gathered to their fathers; and |; 


tives of Nathaniel Shaver, deceased, Was rejected 
; —yeas 16, nays 17. 
BILLS PASSED. 
The following bills were severally read the third 
time and passed: i 
- The bill to provide for the payment of certain 
pensions in the States of Virginia and Ohio; 


i 
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The bill for the relief of John M. Gamble; 


ried for Church, Philadelphia; 

The bill for the relief of William A. Gordon; 

Tie bill for the relief of James F. Sothoron; 

Tae bill for the relief of Joseph Hertick; 

The bill fur the relief of the legal representatives 
of Thornton Taylor, deceased; 

The bill for the relief of Josette Beaubion and 
her children. 


DEPOSITS OF THE PUBLIC MONEYS. 


The bill to regulate the deposits of the public 
moneys was taken up as the order of the day. 

Mr. EWING, who had the floor, addressed 
the Senate in a speech of considerable length, in 
support of the particular views he entertained on 
the subject. The bill had a bearing on two dis- 
tinct matters; both of which were, to his mind, 
of great importance. The first related to the de- 
posit and sate-keeping of such amount of the 
public moneys as was proposed, after its collec- 
tion, to be retained in the Treasury; and the uther 
related to the disposal of the surplus in the Treas- 
ary over and above that sum. For the disposi- 
tion of the last, two distinct propositions had 
been made; one by the Senator from South Car- 
olina, [Mr. Carnocn,] to loan it out without in- 
terest; and for a certain period, on certain condi- 
tions, to the several States composing the Union; 
and the other by the Senator from New York, 
(Mr. Waicut,]toinvestit in stockson the credit 
of some of the States of the Union. 

The first proposition in the bill providing for 
the safe-keeping of the public money, by adopt- 
ing some arrangements that would be satisfactory 
to both Houses, he had great hopes would be 
determined on, and become a law betore the close 
of the session; for from what he had observed of 
the spirit of the Senate during the last week, he 
thought some satisfactory measure would be 
adopted; and he, for one, would do all in his 
power to bring about the adoption of some meas- 
ure satisfactory to Congress and the nation. He 
had not, however, the same confidence that ba 
thing would be done as to the disposition of the 
surplue. In looking to the two prupositions re- 
lating tu this object, he thought he could ingraft 
amendments on the one of the Senator from New 
York, which would render it more conformable 
to his views than the original bill of the Senator 
from South Carolina, under any modifications 
that could be made to it. 
which he had to the plan of the Senator from 
South Carolina was, that it legalized the present 
disposition of the public funds; and though the 
same objection applied to the plan of the Senator 
from New York, yet the objection was not so 
strong, and could be removed by striking outa 
particular section of the amendinent. His view 
was, that they should not consider the public 


- from New 


| 


The biil to refund the duty on two bells im- 


accumulated in their vaults the notes of neighbor- | 
ing panks, whose issues and accommodations to | 
the public were by this means restrained; and, | 
therefore, jealousies and distrusts naturally arose. | 
The banks whose notes are thus held up by the 
deposit banks, feeling themselves in their power, 
fear to discount, and the public therefore suffered 
by it. To remedy the evils growing out of this 
state of things, he would suggest to the Senator 
ork to modify his amendment by 


` providing that the deposits in no bank shall ex- 


ceed half the amount of its capital stock actually 
paid in. The result of this amendment would be, 
that it would be necessary to select other deposit 
banks, who would receive from the present deposit 
banks the notes that are now held up in terrorem 
against them, and enable them to go on as form- 
erly with their ordinary accommodations to the 
public. It would also more effectually secure the 
safety of the public money, for it was obvious, 
that, if a bank failed, it must pay all the demands 
against it, before the koekholders got anything; 
and thus by having in these banks but an amount 
of deposit equal to half their capital, the public 
never could be losers, unless in very extraordi- 
nary cases, which could be guarded against by 
selecting banks under the managen.ent of men of 
known honor and respectability. This amend- 
ment would also render the banks independent; 
they would not, as now, be in the power of the 
Secretary of the Treasury, and liable to be broke 
at any moment that he chose to remove the de- 
posits from them. 

Mr. E. stated his objections to the provision 
requiring that, as a security for the public de- 
posits, the deposit banks shall have an amount of 
specie in their vaults equal to one fourth of their 
circulation. This provision, he thought, would 
have a very unequal operation, and was not cal- ` 
culated to cffect tie object in view. It was sup- 
posing that the liabilities of the banks arose from 
their circulation only. Mr. EÈ. instanced some 
banks whose liabilities for their circulation were 
in a smali proportion to their capital, and men- 
tioned other banks, whose liabilities consisted 
almost wholly in their circulation. He himself 


; did not look upon the specie in a bank as a test 


of its ability to pay its debts. There ought to be 


| specie in a bank to some extent to meet any sud- 
' den run that might be made on it; but further 


One great objection | 


funds as rightfully placed anywhere, except un- . 
der the control of law, and that ney should take 
a 


up the subject de novo, and pass a law declaring 
where they should be placed, in the same man- 
ner as if they had never been taken from the cus- 
tody of the law. 

The measure for the deposit and safe-keeping 
of the public money could be carried into effect 
immediately; but the other measure for the dis- 
position of the surplus would require much time 
to be put into operation. If they adopted the 
proposition of the Senator from South Caroline, 
they wouid have to wait for the meetings of the 
State Legislatures to give their assent to it; and if 
they adopted the plan of the Senator from New 
York, much time would be required to enable the 
commissioners to purchase stocks. 

He was satisfied, considering the amount of 


| position in which the State of Mississippi would 


the public money in deposit, that the places of : 


deposit were too few. In looking over the state- 


| than this it was not necessary. 


If the amendment ; 


‘which he proposed, limiting the amount of de- | 


posits in these banks to half the amount of their `| 
capital, should prevail, he thonght they need not 
be so 
had. 


ments that he intended to propose, proceeded to | 
consider the propositions for the disposition of 
the surplus. He considered the plan of the Sen- 
ator from New York as less objectionable than 
the one of the Senator from South Carolina, though 
he was not prepared to express adecided opinion 
with regard to either. r. E. then went into a 
minute examination of the nature of the stocks 


proposed to be purchased by the commissioners | 


of the sinking fund, stating the advantages and 
disadvantages of each, with the effect that large 
investments in them by the Government would 
have, both on the stock market and the money 
market; after which he laid on the table, for the 
consideration of the Senate, the amendments that , 
he proposed to submit at a future time. 

Mr. WALKER said that the unfavorable 


sed by the motion ` 


be placed by the measure pro 
varolina (Mr. CaL- |: 


of the Senator from South 


. Bown] compelled him to trespass for a few mo- 


ment of the Secretary of the Treasury he found : 
that the deposits in all of the banks were equal 
to the whole amount of their capital stock; and |: 


that where the largest masses were deposited the 
deposits were sonietimes double and sometimes 
three times that amount. The effect of this was, 


deposits must make an underhand use of them, 
or iet them remain idle, because they are not 
mitted by their charters to discount more than 
a certain amount beyond their capital. They also 


t 
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| 


H 
that the banks which received large masses of |: 


fi 


r- |! 


; 


ments upon the time of the Senate. The propo- 


| 


sition is to loan the surplus to the States, upon |. 


their Legislatures passing laws to return the ` 
money to the General Government in certain in- || 
stallments upon the call of Congress. Now, (said , 
Mr. W.,) Mississippi can pass no such law, and | 
consequently can receive no partion of this gratu- ‘| 
itous loan, and will not, by this bill, be placed on | 
an equal footing with her sister States. There | 
is a general and comprehensive clause in the new 
constitution of Mississippi, prohibiting the Legis- | 
lature from pledging the faith of the State for the | 
redemption of any loan whatever, except by the ; 
consent, in all cases, of two successive Legisla- | 
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tures, and then under certain restrictions and 
limitations which might prevent the passage of 
the law altogether. Mr. W. said, as the sessions 
of the Legislature in Mississippi are biennial, 


; another obstacle would be interposed to the adop- 
i tion of any law of that Siate on this subject 


within any convenient period. This bill then 
was a proposition to make gratuitous loans, with- 
out interest, to all the States except Mississippi. 
But Mr. W. said he had other objections to this 
bill. It was a dangerous and untried experi- 
ment. It would greatly complicate and embar- 
rass the relations between the States and the Gen- 
eral Government. It would make all the States © 
the debtor of the General Government and create 
a new and strong pecuniary interest in favor of 
a dissolution of the Union, asa means cf absolv- 
ing themselves from the heavy debts they may 
incur to the General Government under this law. 
The relation of debtor and creditor was not gen- 
erally one of long continued friendship. It was 
an old, but true remark, if you wish to make a 
friend your enemy, loan him moncy beyond his 
means of convenient payment. The remark will 
apply with full force to the States and the General 
Government. If we wish to embroil ourselves 
with the States, and make them the enemies of 
this Government, let us loan them money, as 
proposed by this bill, far beyond their means of 
convenient payment. It is admitted that the 
States will expend this money; and when we call 
upon them for payment will it be made? Sup- 
pose a minority of States refuse payment, or that 
a single State refuses, how will we collect the 
money? A suitisimpracticable. Will we then 
collect it by force, or leave it uncollected, to the 
injury of all the States that make payment? But 
if the General Government must loan the money, 
and the States must make good the loan, how 
will they do it? Will the State Legislatures dare 
to impose a direct tax upon the people of each 
State to refund these uncounted millions? No, 
they will instruct their representatives in Con- 
gress to collect the money required by the Gene- 
ral Government by increasing the tariff and the 
price of the public lands. If the loan be not a 
gift in disguise, an increase. of the tariff and the 
price of the public lands is the inevitable result 
of this measure. If it be a gift in disguise, it is 
a distribution of the surplus revenue, which the 
Senator from South Carolina [Mr. Caruuun] has 
denounced as a gross violation of the Constitu- 
tion. And, (said Mr. W..,) if Mississippi could 


c 2 ` really receive her portion, the ratio would be moat 
particular as to the amount of specie they |, 

ii would receive no more than Rhode Island, 
Mr. E., after referring to some other amend- ; 


unjust. By this bill the State of Mississippi 
although, taking the votes given in Mississippi 
at the last election as a criterion of her increase 
since the last census,she must now contain three 
times the population of Rhode Island. The meas- 
ure would thet be unequal and unjust—doubl 
so when it was considered that Mississippi, 
through the collections from the land office and 
other sources, paid into the public Treasury ten 
times the amount paid by Rhode Island. 

Mr. W. said the amount deposited in. the 
deposit bank was large, but from ten to six- 
teen millions had been repeatedly in deposit in 
the Bank of the United States. Then it was 


- thought all right and proper by that institution, 
. and she viewed a restoration of the deposits to 


the bank as indispensable to the salvation of the 


: country; but now we are told that the country is 
‘ to be rained because a large amount is deposited 
_ in State banks. 


Mr. W. believed there was in- 
finitely more danger to liberty from accumulating 
this money in a single bank than from depositing 
it in various State institutions. The evil was 


' this, that we never should have collected thie 


vast amount from the people; and we should 
now, and at once, reduce our collections by re- 
ducing the price of the public lands and all other 
taxes. Reduce your revenue and taxcs, and 
loans or distribution are unnecessary. Mr. W. 
said the Senator from South Carolina [Mr. CaL- 
noun] had fixed the surplus revenue this year at 
about twenty-six millions of doliars. Mr. W. 
would not pretend to say whether the Senator 
was correct in the list of items by which he made 
up this amount; but, if he were, there might be 
other items that would greatly reduce this sum. 
If the Bank of the United States, as from pres- 
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toms seemed probable, should have the 
audacity to retain the stock of the Government in i 
that bank to pay her pretended infraction of her | 
charter by the Governmen : eve 0 
must be stricken off the twenty-six millions, which 
would reduce the amount to nineteen millions; the ` 
war, another source of expenditure, yet remain- 
ing. When the Creek and Seminole war terminate 
this summer, it will be a golemn duty which we 
owe to the people of Florida and Alabama to 
remove these Indians at once, whatever the ex- 
ense may be, beyond the limits of Alabama and 
lorida. Protecting the people of Alabama, Geor- 
gia, and Florida, froma renewal of these inhuman 
massacres would be much better than loaning 
money. The number of Indians in Alabama 
and Florida was about thirty thousand, and we- 
must remove them beyond the reach of white | 
settlements—peaceably if we can, forcibly if we ` 
must; and the expense of removal in this man- 
ner will be enormous. We have now in Alabama ; 
and Florida a surplus only of blood and misery; | 
and we must guard, at any expense, against a` 
repetition of these inhuman massacres by those 
‘¢ poor Indians,” with whom a certain party once : 
so deeply sympathized, and whom they would 


ent symp 


suspend the rules, together with the amendment, 
on the table. i « 
Mr. HEISTER asked for the yeas and nays; 


Howe t prevailed—ayes 81, noes 56. 
INDEPENDENCE OF TEXAS. 


Mr. STORER asked the consent of the House 
to present a memorial adopted at a meeting of the 
citizens of his district, praying Congress to recog- 
nize the independence of Texas. 

Objection being made, Mr. S. moved a suspen- 
sion of the rules, and asked for the yeas and nays; 
which were not ordered. 

Mr. HARPER moved to amend the motion so 
as to suspend the rules for the additional purpose 
of allowing him to present similar memorials 
from citizens- of the county and city of Philadel- . 

hia. 
à Mr. PARKS moved to lay the motion to sus- 
pend the rules on the table. 

Mr. CLAIBORNE, of Mississippi, asked for 
the yeas and nays on this motion; which were | 
ordered. 

Mr. PARKS then withdrew his motion; when 

Mr. MANN, of New York, renewed it, and 


| the Clerk 


Mr, CALHOUN, of Massachusetts, then ob- 
| tained the floor, and made a few remarks, princi- 
|| pally in reference to the article in the Globe re- 


t, then seven millions ` which were not ordered; and the motion of Mr. | ferred to by the gentleman from Virginia, which 


he condemned in decided terms, 
Mr. LAN Esaid, asthe gentleman from Virginia 
[Mr. Patron] had no difficulty in voting on the 
uestion to suspend the rules, and as he merely 
esired to bring up the same question which was 
decided the other day, it could not be productive 
` of any good to continue the discussion upon the 
appeal; he therefore moved that it be laid on the 
table. 

Mr. ADAMS appealed to the gentleman to 
withdraw his motion, as, from reasons personal 
to himself, he desired to make a few remarks upon 
the appeal. 

Mr. LANE declined withdrawing his motion. 
| Mr. WILLIAMS, of North Carolina, asked 
' for the yeas and nays; which were ordered, and 
roceeded to call the roll. 

When the name of Mr. Jenrrer was called, he 
declined voting, and asked to be excused. 
The roll being called through, the SPEAKER 
said that, under the decision of the House the 
., other day, he would announce the vote upon the 


fa 
1 
1 
i 


retain within the settled States and Territories of asked for the yeas and nays; which were ordered. | motion to lay the appeal on the table; and the 


the Union, there to commit these terrible atrocities ` 


The motion to suspend the rules for the pur- 


. question of excusing the gentleman from Mary- 


upon every age and sex, and to give over the , Pose stated, was then laid on the table—yeas 116, , Jand from voting might be determined whenever 


bodies of the dead to the wolves and vultures of 
the wilderness. No, (said Mr. W.,) these scenes 
must not be repeated—no party can or does de- 
sire it. This Indian removal must be instanta- 
neous, forcible; and the expense will still further 
greatly reduce our surplus revenue. To the prop- 
osition of the Senator from New York, he had 
some objection. If he voted for it, it would be 
because no other alternative was left; but he 
hoped that no transfers of moneys from any de- 


nays 52. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Louisiana, asked the con- 
sent of the House to permit him to present several 
petitions. 

Mr. ADAMS objected, and gave notice that he 
would not consent to the presentation of any pe- 
tition out of the usual order, as he had various 
petitions which he wished to offer. 

Mr. CRAIG moved to suspend the rules until 
one o’clock, for the purpose of considering a res- 


|| the House thought proper to act upon it. 
Mr. WISE appealed from this decision of the 
| Chair, and was proceeding to discuss the appeal, 
when 

Mr. HAMER rose to a point of order, in sub- 
stance ‘‘ that two questions of order could not be 
pending at the same time.” 
i| The CHAIR said that, on taking the yeas and 
|; Rays upon a motion to lay an appeal upon the 
|| table, arising on a request of one member to be 


posit banks would be permitted to distant banks, ; olution reported by the Committee of Ways and |; excused from voting, another member had de- 
except for necessary disbursements in other quar- | Means, fixing a day for taking up and disposing || clined voting, and asked to be excused. An ap- 


ters. 
rity of the Secretary of the bahia 
great. He was a most honest and able 
ary; but this was a power which he could not | 
desire to retain, and justice required that the | 
money in the deposit banks at the points where | 
it was collected should never be drawn from those | 
institutions to be placed in other and distant de- | 
osit banks, except when needed for the dis- ; 
ursements of the Government. Mr. W. was | 
not satisfied with any of the propositions before 


was very | 


the Senate in their present form; he hoped, how- j; 


ever, that the bill would be referred, and some 
wise and judicious measure would yet be devised; 
it was due to ourselves and the country; and, in 
sustaining such a measure, he would coédperate 
to the full extent of his humble abilities. Let us 
not, however, convert the General Government 
into a money lender to the States, with or with- 
out interest. If we do, we will effect a radical 
change in the relations bétween the States and | 
the General Government—a change full of com- | 
plications and difficulty, and threatening the re- | 
pose, if not the very existence, of the Union. | 
On motion of Mr. CALHOUN, the bill was | 
then laid on the table, to be taken up at one | 
o’clock to-morrow; and, 
On motion of Mr. WHITE, the Senate pro- | 
ceeded to the consideration of executive business; ; 
after which it adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
Monpay, May 30, 1836. 


Mr. HEISTER moved to take up the resolu- 
tion from the Senate fixing a day for the adjourn- 
ment of Congress. 

Objection being made, Mr. H. moved to sus- 

end the rules for that purpose. 

Mr. CRAIG moved to amend the motion, so | 
as to suspend the rules for the further purpose of | 
taking up and disposing of the resolution reported | 
by the Committee of Ways and Means, fixing a ' 
day for the consideration of the deposit bill. He 
was unwilling to fix a day for the adjournment | 
until the bills to which he had referred were acted | 


on. 

Mr. McKIM moved acall of the House; which 
was lost. 

Mr. HOWELL moved to lay the motion to 


j 


function- `` 


i moneys in certain local banks. 

Mr. OWENS asked for the yeas and nays on 
: the motion; which were ordered. 

| _ Pending the call for the yeas and nays, Mr. 
: PATTON rose, asked to be excused from voting, 
i and demanded that the question upon excusing 
| him be then taken. 

Mr. HAMER hoped the call would proceed, 


‘as the question raised by the gentleman was de- , 


cided on a recent occasion. 

After some conversation between the CHAIR 
and Mr. PATTON, the former directed the Clerk 
to proceed in the call of the yeas and nays. 


decision of the question was announced, 
Mr. PATTON desired to know if the Speaker 


the vote of the House should be announced be- 

fore taking the question on excusing a member? 
The CHAIR said the result of the vote just 

gentlemen on either side. 

| Mr. PATTON desired a decision of the Chair 

onthe question which he had made. He could 

not consent that it should be dodged, and that 


| 


i 


i, himself and others should be denounced as fac- 


tious spirits, because they gave a vote on a former 
' occasion which the House would not, and did not, 
‘ discuss. 

The CHAIR reiterated substantially the decis- 
ion made on a former day. 

Mr. PATTON appealed from the decision of 
the Chair. He had no difficulty in reference to 
vonne on the question upon which the yeas and 
' nays had been taken. He had asked to be ex- 


point of order, ard witha view of vindicating his 
own course and motives from the most recklessly 
| false and slanderous imputations made upon him 
| in the paper of the official printers to that body, 
| who were enable to issue iheir daily modicum of 
slander and abuse by means of the public treasure 
poured into their laps by that House. 

Mr. P. went on to discuss the point of order at 
i length, and, in the course of his remarks, again 
, animadverted with severity upon an editorial ar- | 
: ticle in the Globe, in reference toa similar appeal ; 
: on a former da 


hen the same was concluded, and before the | 


adhered to the decision made the other day, that | 


taken could not be changed by the vote of the , 


cused for the purpose of again bringing up this | 


His confidence in the wisdom and integ- ‘| of the bill regulating the deposits of the public peal in the latter case had also been taken from 


the decision of the Chair. He was not prepared 
to say that this was, strictly speaking, piling 
one question of order upon another. 

Mr. WISE resumed his remarks on thea peels 
and animadverted upon the article in the Globe, 

` heretofore referred to. In regard to his refusing 
to vote upon the first resolution reported by Mr. 
Pinceney, Mr. W. said he would have suffered 
martyrdom before he would have voted on that 
| occasion—that he could not have been compelled 
to do so by the power intrusted to the Sergeant- 
_ at-Arms, and that he would have defied the power 
| of a standing army to have changed his settled 
determination. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Kentucky, spoke in op- 
position to the decision of the Chair, and con- 
demned the unwarrantable classification of his 

‘name in the article in the Globe. He noticed this, 
' because the fact of the editors of the Globe being 
i the printers of the House gave that paper an au- 
thority it was not otherwise entitled to. On the 
subject of the presidency, no man living knew 
his preference, but he indignantly repelled the 
charge made against him in the Globe of being 
an anarchist and revolutionist. He should, when 
the time arrived, vote for whom he pleased, and 
‘; should not suffer himself to be driven from what 
i! he considered right by the abuse and slang ofa 
|: newspaper. He had done nothing during the 
|, present session in the slightest degree to retard 
‘' or obstruct the business of the House, nor had 
i! he raised a single point of order. On the aboli- 
tion memorials he had, until the formation of the 
select committee, in every instance voted to lay 
them on the table. Nor had he once refused to 
vote, or dodged any question. On several occa- 
: sions he had sustained the decisions of the Chair, 
-and should continue to do so whenever he 
| thought them right. For that gentleman he had 
‘voted, and his reasons were conscientious and 
| Satisfactory to himself for preferring him as the 
presiding officer uf the House. The editor of 
i the Globe had no right to denounce him as a 
| ** factious spirit or anarehist,’’ nor to classify him 
; with ** White men and Nullifiers.”’ 
| Mr. HARD called for the orders of the day. 
| ‘The CHAIR decided that the question took 


i 


i 
i 


The SPEAKER briefly addressed the House 
in explanation, and in support of his decision. 


|: precedence, and must first be settled. ; 
| Mr. SPEIGHT remarked that it was the mis- 


fortune of members of Congress to be visited by 
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the “slang wang” of newspapers, and he would | 
refer them to the columns of the Intelligencer and | 
the United States Telegraph when the editors of : 
those papers were respectively 
House, and the party to which 
were in the minority. 
show that the decision of the Chair was ri 
and referred to the circumstance of the precedent : 
cited by the Speaker in support of that position. | 

Mr. BELL followed in opposition to the de- | 
cision of the Chair, which he contended to be in | 
effect an amendment to the established rules of the | 
House. He maintained that the decision of the | 
Chair must be reversed by the House. He also | 
adverted to the manner in which the Journal was | 
kept, and said it contained a suppression of the | 
truth in two remarkable instances during the: 
present session. Mr. B. then briefly adverted to | 
the article in the Globe, the tendency of which 
might be eventually to produce the ve 
ganization complained of. He said the minority 
of the House were tyrannized over, and they 
were naturally in a refractory, restless, and per- 
turbed condition, and if they could not be heard 
orderly, they would do so disorderly. 


r. S. belonged 


Mr. SPANGLER then obtained the floor. i 


Mr. JENIFER rose and said: To obviate any 
further difficulty, he would withdraw the appeal 
from the decision of the Chair. 

Mr. WISE said the appeal was made by him, 
and not by the gentleman from Maryland. 

Mr. JENIFER said he would withdraw the 
original motion to be excused from voting. 

The CHAIR inquired if the gentleman desired 
to record his vote? | 

Mr. JENIFER replied in the negative. 

Mr. SPANGLER went on to show that the | 
decision of the Chair was correct, and ought not | 
to be reversed; for otherwise a debate on taking 

the vote on a single proposition might run through 
weeks or months. He said the whole difficulty 


and embarrassment had grown out of the fact of || 


allowing gentlemen to get up and ask to be ex- 
cused, while the yeas and nays were being called, 


rinters to the | 


Mr. S. then proceeded to ; 
ht, | 


ry disor- : 


| motion Mr. Parron declined voting, asked to be 
excused, and appealed from the decision of the 
Chair,) which was—yeas 123, nays 54. 

The House then adjourned. 


IN SENATE. 
Turspay, May 31, 1836. 

The CHAIR communicated a report of the 
! Commissioner of the General Land Office, in 
| reply to a resolution of the Senate relative to the 
| number of the sixteenth sections of land in Mis- 
| souri, reserved for school purposes. 
| REPORT FROM A COMMITTEE. 
| 
| Public Lands, reported without amendment the 

bill from the House providing for the correction 

of mistakes in the entry of lands. 


EXECUTION OF THE LAWS. 

Mr. WRIGHT, on leave, introduced a bill to 
, provide for the execution of the laws of the 
| United States in the State of Michigan; which 
| was twice read and referred. 

NATHANIEL SHAVER. 
Mr. TALLMADGE moved the reconsider- 


ation of the vote taken on the rejection of the bill | 


for the relief of Nathaniel Shaver; which was 


agreed to; and 
i f Mr. KING, of Alabama, the bill 
was laid on the table. 


On motion o 
AVERY, SALTMARSH AND COMPANY. 


carrying the mail on the great sou 


| they have lost a great amount of property in con- 
| Sequence o 
| asking Congress to ta 
| ation, and authorize the Postmaster General to 
| extend to them such indulgence as may be neces- 


|| sary to enable them to fulfill their contracts; re- 


ər after they had commenced being called. 

Mr. ADAMS contended that the Speaker had 
misconstrued the rule of the House. Mr. A. was 
satisfied that, by a fair construction of the rule, 
the time for a member to ask to be excused was 
when his name was called, as the roll was going 
through. He referred, also, with some severity, 
to the attacks of the Globe upon members of that 
Flouse, and particularly upon himself, in which ` 
he had been charged as a common liar. j 

Mr. BOON said if editors of newspapers were : 


the contemptible creatures represented by mem- . 


bers of the House, he thought it improper, if not 
evincing a want of dignity, to reply to their 
remarks upon that floor. If they were entirely 
worthless, why did gentlemen condescend to 
reply to them there? For one, he would not do 
so. If he was assailed in this way, he would, | 
if he deemed it necessary, redress the grievance , 
elsewhere. After the learned dissertation which 
they had just heard from the gentleman from ! 
Massachusetts, he humbly conceived that they | 
had had glory enough for the public service for ` 


one day, in discussing editoria paragraphs, and |! 


the subject of a member sitting in his seat and ; 
refusing or declining to vote; he therefore moved | 
the previous question. | 

The previous question was seconded by the | 
House—ayes 75, noes 46; and the main ques- | 
tion was ordered to be put, without a count. | 

The main question, Shall the decision of the , 
Chair stand as the judgment of the House? was | 
decided in the affirmative—yeas 108, nays 61. | 

The CHAIR then announced the vote on the | 
motion of Mr. Laxe, to lay the appeal of Mr. | 
Parron on the table; which was—yeas 98, nays | 


91. 

The CHAIR also announced the vote on the | 
motion of Mr. Craig, to suspend the rules till | 
one o'clock, in order to fix a day for the con- 
sideration of the deposit bill, (pending which 


33 


Hl 


| 


| ferred to the Committee on the Post Office and 
`. Post Roads. 


PUBLIC DEPOSITS. 


On motion of Mr. EWING, of Ohio, the 
amendments submitted by him to the bill to reg- 
ulate the deposits of the public moneys, were | 


ordered to be printed. 
CONVENTION WITH SPAIN. 


t 


t 


to provide for carrying into effect the —— article 


of the treaty with Spain; and, on further motion | 
by Mr. C., that the Senate insist on its amend- 


ment, and ask for a conférence, it was carried in 
the affirmative, and the committee was directed 
to be appointed by the Chair. 


j RESOLUTION AGREED TO. 


; Preston was considered and agreed to. 

| ELEAZER W. RIPLEY. 

; Mr. HUBBARD gave notice that he would to- 
| morrow ask leave to introduce a bill to provide 
í for the adjustment of the accounts of Eleazer W. 
; Ripley. 
| RESOLUTIONS AGREED TO. 

| Mr. HUBBARD submitted the following res- 
į olution; which was considered and agreed to: 


! Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Office and 
: Post Roads be instructed to inquire into the expediency of 
: establishing a mail route from Woodbury village, Antrim, 
i through East Hancock, to Greenfield, in New Hampshire. 


: Mr. TOMLINSON submitted the following 


i resolution; which was considered and agreed to: | 


; Resolved, That the Committee on Commerce be instructed 
i to inquire into the expediency of making an appropriation 
| for the improvement of Stanford harbor, in Connecticut, 
| in conformity with the report of the officer by whom that 


i 


Mr. EWING, of Ohio, from the Committee on | 


| Mr. KING, of Alabama, presented the petition | 
| of Avery, Saltmarsh & Company, contractors for | 
thern route | 
| between Mobile and New Orleans, stating that 


f the hostilities of the Indians, and | 
ke their case into consider- | 


| On motion of Mr. CLAY, the Senate took up 
the disagreement of the House of Represent.” 
atives to the amendment of the Senate to the bill » 


The resolution submitted yesterday by Mr. | 


harbor has been surveyed, under the direction of the Sec- 
retary of War. 


BILLS ORDERED TO A THIRD READING. 


The bill confirming the title of Joseph Sorin, 
alias La Rochelle, and those claiming under him, 
to atract of land in Missouri, and 
‘| The bill for the relief of George Dawson, were 
| severally taken up, and considered as in Commit- 
the of the Whole, and ordered to be engrossed 
| for a third reading. 


BILLS PASSED. 


The following bills were severally read the 
third time and passed: 

The bill for the relief of the heirs ef Silence 
Elliott, deceased; 

The bill for the relief of Antonio Seguira and 
others; 

The bill for the relief of the legal representa- 
tives of Colonel David Hopkins, deceased; 

The bill for the relief of the legal representa- 
tives of Patrick McGibbony, deceased; 

The bill for the relief of James Sutherland and 
Rebecca his wife, formerly Rebecca Parkhurst; 

The bill providing for the removal of the land 
i| office from Clinton to Jackson, in the State of 
|| Mississippi. 

BILLS ORDERED TO A THIRD READING. 

The following bills were severally read the 
second time, and considered as in Committee of 
the Whole, and ordered to be engrossed for a 
third reading: 

The bill for the relief of the owners of the ship 
Cadmus; 

The bill concerning writs of error in the courta 
of the United States; 

The bill to reward the captors of the frigate 
Philadelphia, in the harbor of Tripoli—yeas 26, 
nays 10; 

he bill for the relief of the legal representa- 
tives of William Ramsey, deceased; 

The bill for the relief of A. and J. Dennistown 
& Co., of New Orleans; 

The bill for the relief of Moses Bliss; and 

The bill to establish a depot of arms on the 
western frontier of Missouri. 

The bill for the relief of Caleb Starks, and the 
bill to establish a surveyor general’s office in the 
State of Illinois, were indefinitely postponed. 

The bill to establish the term of the annual 
meetings of Congress was taken up and consid- 


| 


| 


‘| ered. 

| Mr. PORTER moved to amend the bill by 

| striking out the first Monday of November, and 

inserting the third Monday of November; and, 
After some rematks from Mr. BUCHANAN, 

the amendment was rejected, and the bill was or- 

dered to be engrossed fur a third reading. 


DEPOSITS OF THE PUBLIC MONEYS. 

On motion of Mr. CALHOUN, the bill to reg- 
ulate the deposits of the public moneys was 
taken up. 

Mr. WEBSTER, after some preliminary ob- 
servations, expressed the hope and belief that the 
first branch of the subject comprehended in the 
' bill —that for the safe-keeping of the public 
money—would be acted on during the present 
| session of Congress, and that some measure sat- 

isfactory to both Houses, and to the country, 
would “be adopted to provide for that object. 
From the temper and spirit manifested on all sides 
in the course of this debate, he should infer that 
the proposition either of the Senator from South 
| Carolina, or the one of the Senator from New 
York, with reference to this particular branch of 
the subject, might be so modified as to be gener- 
ally acceptable. He concurred in the propriety 
of many of the amendments that had been sug- 

ested in the course of the debate. He agreed, 
for the reasons given, that it was of considerable 
importance that the number of the deposit banks 
should be increased. The State banks were not 
fitted to be the depositories of such large sums of 
money, either by their charters or in their char- 


| 
j 
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acter. In mostof the States, their discounts were | for the present evil, leaving the future to the wis- | 
so limited that they could not loan more than a || dom of succeeding Legislatures. . 
certain amount beyond their capital, and they || Mr. W. then entered into a lengthy examina- 
were, therefore, unable to employ such large sums ; tion of the causes which had produced this super- 
ina lawful way. He supposed that it was the ` abundance in the Treasury. He differed with the ` 
wish of all that the public treasures remaining Senator from South Carolina in the opinion that 
in deposit should be subject to a reasonable dis- 1 i 
count; and for this reason the number of the de- that the evil should be traced rather to some of | 
osit banks ought to be increased. He thought — the provisions or the tariff of 1832 and 1833, than 
that the independence and stability of the banks, to that of 1828. ot 
as well as the security of the public funds, would ' It was the abolition of the minimum principle, 
be promoted by this amendment. He agreed which he thought one of the wisest principles ever 
also with gentlemen that banks ought to pay in- adopted by any Government, and the substitu- 
terest on the public money in their custody, and , tion of enormously high ad valorem duties, which 
thought that the interest should not be less than _ had greatly helped to produce this accumulation. 
two per cent. Many of the best banks would | He could demonstrate that several millions of 
agree to pay more. Then with respect to the | the unheeded mass in the Treasury proceeded 
amount of specie it was proposed to require these |; from the substitution of these high ad valorem 
banks to retain, he thought the provision on ' duties for minimum, bringing three or four dol- 
this subject a useful one; not because the banks | lars into the Treasury for nobody’s protection, in 
would thereby be rendered more competent to | order to oppose a dollar that was protected. 
ay their debts, but because our paper system | After pursuing this part of the subject further, 
fa expanded to a very dangerous extent, and | Mz. W. took a view of the other causes which 
there was some security in retaining a certain `i had assisted in producing the great accumulation 


amount of specie in the country, and it would , in the Treasury; the sales of the public lands, . 
|! berland road, but subsequently withdrew it. 


bear on the steadiness of interest and on the value || with the causes of their great excess for the pres- 


of property. ; i i f : fi 
It would be proper, also, that there should be | vast amount of foreign capital emplo ed in the 
| country, &c. From all these causes there was a 


some restraint on the transfers of public money || 

from one bank to another, except when wanted | superabundance of money in the Treasury, 
for the disbursements of the Government. He , which it was necessary that they should make 
thought that an intelligent and practical head of |‘ some disposition of; and in doing so he would 
the Treasury would prefer such a restraint, as it . go upon the ground that the case was an extraor- 
would relieve him from agreat deal of embarrass- | dinary one, and that a measure providing for the 
ment that he would otherwise be subject to. | 
Whether it would be better to provide that no | one providing for the future as well as the pres- 
change of banks should be made without the | ent. He would, therefore, provide for the present 
sanction of Congress, would be for the con- ‘| evil, and leave future evils to be provided for by 
sideration of those who had the management j those who came after them. Of the two proposi- 
of this bill. Mr. W. said he had no doubt that, | tions for this object, Mr. W. gave the preference 
if they passed the bill, modified as above men- || to the one of the Senator from South Carolina, as 
tioned, and stopped there, they would do much || being more pue in its provisions. There being 
good, and go a great way towards relieving the ‘| only seven of the large States who had stocks in 
country from its present embarrassments, because |, which the surplus could be invested, the plan of 
he believed among the greatest of evils was the | the Senator from New York would benefit them 
uncertainty as to what Congress would do in re- | only; while all the rest of the States would derive 
lation to the deposits of the public moneys. Here ‘| ne benefit whatever. 

were propositions to distribute the surplus, and || The plan of the Senatorfrom New York would 
to restrain the desposit banks, not yet definitively || as much create the relation of debtor and creditor 
acted on by Congress; and the belief that Con- || between the General Government and the States 
gress would do something, with the uncertainty || as the plan of the Senator from So uth Carolina, 
of what it would be, placed these banks under || there being this difference between them, that the 
great embarrassments, with an inability to use '; plan of the latter extending to all the States, by 
the funds in their charge, because they krfew not : its very universality of application, was relieved 
how soon they may be called on to replace them. || from the strong objections that applied to the 
After reviewing at considerable length 


After having said this much, he felt bound to say ` other. 


thatthe whole system was onc out of which per- | the propositions of the Senators from South Car- ; 


olina and New York, Mr. W.ccncluded, by sub- 


fectly convenient operations can never be produced. i! oli 
mitting some amendments, which he asked might 


These banks never were fitted for the great oper- || 
ations of the Government, or to have the charge : 
of such large masses of money, and never, by j| 
any regulations, however well devised, or by any | 
Administration, however faithful, be made to |; 
answer the purposes intended for them. n 

Mr. W. then proceeded to consider the second ` 
branch of the subject comprehended in the bill— ` 
the disposition of the surplus remaining on hand | 
at the end of the year; and first, as a necessary ' 
preliminary inquiry, went into an examination: | 
of what the surplus would probably be. After `i 
making a minute and claborate estimate of the |! 
various sources from which to make up this | 
amount,and deducting the appropriations for the ;; 


was agreed to. 


ject was referred to a select committee of nine 
members; which,on balloting, was made to consist 


of Alabama, BUCHANAN, HENDRICKS, SHEPLEY, 
Leieu, and Ewe of Ohio. 

Mr. BENTON moved that the previous orders 
be postponed for the purpose of taking up the bill 
to increase the military peace establishment of 
the United States. 

Mr. SOUTHARD expressed the hope that the 
preference would be given to the bill to extend 


current expenses of the Army and Navy fortifi- ‘| the charters of the banks of the District of Co- .' 


cations, Indian treaties, &c., he arrived at the | lumbia. 

conclusion that the surplus at the end of the year Mr. BENTON called for the yeas and nays on 
would not be less than forty millions of dollars. | his motion; which were ordered, and the question 
Now, suppose he was wrong fifty per cent., there ; 
would be still twenty millions, and it was unques- 
none their duty to provide for that. It was 
certainly pence aig AE in the a 
tory, not only of our own Government, but ofall | nadas. Wal hi ert 

Governments, that there should be so large a sur- | mNAY a Meatre Clay, Getter Cuthbert, Davis, Ew- 
plus in the Treasury not wanted for its expenses; | ing of Ohio, Goldsborough, Hendricks, Hubbard, King of 
and how did it happen that so much money was ʻi Alabama, Naudain, Prentiss, Preston, Robbins, Southard, 
allowed to gét in the Treasury that was not : cect Cap alee 

wanted? In considering the remedy, he would | PEACE ESTABLISHMENT. 

go on the ground that the case was an extraor- | 
dinary one, and that it never could be the system . lishment of the United States was according] 
of this Government to collect more money into f taken up; and after a brief explanation from Mr. 
the Treasury than would be wanted for disburse- i BENTON, and at a late hour of the day, it was 
ments, and he would, therefore, provide at once l passed over informally, and the Senate proceeded 


vote: 

_ YEAS—Messrs. Benton, Black, Brown, Buchanan, Ew- 
ing of Illinois, King of Georgia, Leigh, Morris, Nicholas, 
Niles, Porter, Rives, Robinson, Ruggles, Shepley, Tall- 


it could be traced to the tariff of 1828; he thought |: 


| ent year; the expansion of bank paper; and the | 


present occasion was more likely to succeed than | 


be laid on the table and printed. This motion 


On motion of Mr. CALHOUN, the whole sub- | 


of Messrs. Wricnt, CALHOUN, WEBSTER, King | 


was decided in the affirmative by the following 


The bill to increase the military peace estab- ` 


to the consideration of executive business; after 
which it adjourned. 


| HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 


Tusspay, May 31, 1836. 


The House proceeded to consider the resolution 
reported by Mr. Owens, from the Committee of 
Ways and Means, fixing on a day for considering 
the deposit bill. 

The resolution, having been amended, was to 
‘make the said bill, together with the bills then on 
‘the Speaker’s table, the special orders of the day 

for the day succeeding the final disposition of the 
appropriation bills. The question pending was 
the motion of Mr. BELL, to strike out all after 
the word ‘‘resolved,’’ and insert ‘‘that the deposit 
bill be made the special order for the 25th of May.” 

Mr. BELL modified his motion by substituting 
the 13th of June for the 25th of May. 

Mr. MILLER moved to postpone the subject 
until Monday next; which was lost—ayes 49, 
noes 80. 

Mr. KINNARD moved to amend the amend- 
ment by including the bills relative to the Cum- 


Mr. OWENS suggested that the bill be made 
: the special order for to-morrow week. 

Mr. WHITTLESEY, of Ohio, moved to ex- 
|! cept Fridays and Saturdays; which was lost— 
ayes 69, noes 74. 

| “Mr. McCOMAS moved to amend the amend- 
‘| ment by including in the special order the bills 
i for extending the pension act of 1832, establish- 
ing the northern boundary of Ohio, and for the 
| admission of Michigan and Arkansas into the 
| Union. 

1 Mr. WILLIAMS, of North Carolina, moved 
| to postpone the whole subject until Tuesday next; 
which was agreed to—ayes 86, noes not counted. 


REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 


` Mr. WHITTLESEY, of Ohio, from the Com- 
mittee on Claims, reported a bill for the relief of 
| Alexander G. Morgan; which was read twice and 
t committed. 
| Mr. MILLER, from the Committee on Invalid 
| Pensions, made a report concluding with a reso- 
lution setting apart Saturday next, from half past 
ten o’clock, for the consideration of bills report- 
ed, and to be reported previous to that time, by 
said committee. 

Mr. WARDWELL moved to amend the res- 
olution by including the bills reported by the 
Committee on Revolutionary Pensions. 

Mr. JARVIS moved to amend the amendment 

_by including the bills reported by the Naval 
| Committee for naval pensions; which was lost. 

Mr. WHITTLESEY moved to include the 

: bills reported by the Committee of Claims; which 
was lost. 

Mr. PARKS moved to lay the original resolu- 
', tion and amendment on the table; which was 
' agreed to—yeas 70, nays 59. 

Mr. MERCER, from the Committee on Roads 
and Canals, reported a bill to authorize the pur- 
chase of suitable sites for the erection of marine 
`; hospitals on the western waters and lakes of the 

' United States; which was read twice and com- 
| mitted. 

ii Mr. P. C. FULLER, from the Committce of 
i: Claims, reported the following bills; which were 
. read twice and committed: 

'; A bill for the relief of Jonathan Eliott; and 

A bill for the reliefof John Wilson. 

' Mr. CUSHMAN, from the Committee on 
Commerce, reported the following bills; which 
were read twice and committed: 

A bill for the relief of Moses Merrill; and 

A bill for the relief of Nathan Levy. 
| Mr. JARVIS, from the Committee on Naval 
: Affairs, reported a bill granting a pension to John 
March; which was read twice and committed. 

Mr. LANE, from the Committee for the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, made report on the subject of 

imprisonment for debt in this District, conclud- 
ing with the following resolution: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of State be requested to as- 
certain, and report to this House, the number of persons 
imprisoned for debt since 1820, in the District of Columbia; 
'; the times during which they were imprisoned; the amounts 
; of their respective debts; the portions thereof paid in con- 
i sequence of their imprisonment; the expenses to creditors 
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of maintenance, ke., with such other facts, as to allegations 
or frand, age, sex, amd condition of the parties, as can be 
caaveniently procured. 

The resolution, under the rule, les over one 
day. 

Mr. LANE, instructed by the committee, 
moved to print five thousand extra copies of the 
foregoing report; which hes over one day. 

Mr. MUHLENBERG, from the Committee 
on Revolutionary Claims, reported withoutamend- 
ment a bill from the Senate for the relief of the 
legal representatives of Colonel John Haslett; and 
the same was committed. 

Mr. MUHLENBERG, from the same com- 
mittee, reported the following bills; which were 
read twice and committed: 

A bill for the relief of the heirs of Major Peter 
Helfenston; and : 

A bill for the relief of the legal representatives 
of Captain Charles Snead. 

Mr. DUNLAP, from the Committee on Pub- 
lic Lands, reported a bill for the relief of Thomas 
M. Burland; which was read twice and commit- 
ted. 

Mr. BEALE, from the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, reported the following bills; which were 
read twice and committed: 

A bill for the relief of Barton Hooper; and 

A bill for the relief of Henry Maggart. 

Mr. TAYLOR, from the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, reported, without amendment, a bill 
from the Senate for the relief of J. Buchanan; and 
the same was committed. 

Unfavorable reports upon various petitions, &c., 
were made by Messrs. WHITTLESEY of Ohio, 
and P. C. FULLER, from the Committee of 
Claims; Messrs. MUHLENBERG, and KIN- 
NARD, from the Committee on Revolutionary 
Claims: Mr. DUNLAP, from the Committee on 
Public Lands; and by Mr. FRY, from the Com- 
mittee on Revolutionary Pensions. 

Mr. BOON, from the Committee on Public 
Lands, reported a bill to amend the act of June 
30, 1834, granting lands to certain exiles from 
Poland; which was read twice. 

Mr. BOON moved that it be ordered to be en- 
grossed. 

Mr. GRANGER, after a few remarks, ex- 
pressed a wish that the bill should be permitted 
to lie on the table for the present, as he desired 
an opportunity to examine its provisions. _ 

Mr. BOULDIN said he was not like the gen- 
teman from New York, [Mr. Grancer,] who 
had just taken his seat. He (Mr. B.) would 
vote for this bil in no stage. If it took from the 
grantees anything, he would not vote for it. He 
would not rob a robber, much less a beggar. If 


i additional paymasters of the Army. His object i 


it added to their grant the breadth of a hair, he : 


would not vote forit. Why should we grant 


land to the Poles? Were they meritorious? Our , 


own citizens are equally so. 


Were they poor? i 


Our own citizens, many of them, were as pooras | 


anybody. 


as a wise and prudent people. These he would 
not hazard on any consideration. But here there 
was nothing to hazard, unless we did it willingly 
and unnecessarily. We had jewed, screwed, he 
was sorry to say, almost shuffled with, our old 
revolutionary soldiers,in relation to their claims, 
and had given these foreigners their thirty-six 
sections of land, of six hundred and forty acres 
each, which he understood had been selected on 
both sides of a river for many miles up and down, 
including the improvements of many who had 
spent their lives and risked the lives of their fam- 
ilies to obtain from the Indians the very land 
now given to the Poles. He said he would con- 
trast the conduct of the Government in relation to 
their own citizens with that of the Government 
in relation to these foreigners. 

Mr. CONNOR rose and said, he was sorr 
be obliged to interrupt the gentleman from 
ginia, but he must call for the orders of the day. 


his remarks either then, or whenever the bil 
should again come up in its order. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Kentucky, asked the con- 
sent of the House to permit him to report from the 


Committee on Military Affairs a bill from the |: 
Senate providing for the appointment of three |: 


to: 
ir- 


: was to act on the bill forthwith, inasmuch as the | 


public survice was suffering, and he had received | 

a communication from the executive department 

urging the speedy passage of the bill. 
The motion was objected to. 


POST OFFICE DEPARTMENT. 


In execution of the special order of Friday last, 
the House resumed the consideration of the bill 
to change the organization of the Post Office De- 
partment, and to provide more effectually for the 
settlement of the accounts thereof. 

The question pending was on concurring with 
the Committee of the Whole in their proposition 
to amend the bill, by inserting the following 
clause: 


Sec. 38. And be it further enacted, That from the thirty- 
first day of December, one thousand eight hundred and 
thirty-six, the following rates of postage shall be charged 
upon all letters and packets carried in the mail of the 
United States, excepting such as are by law exempt from 
postage, to wit: 

For every single letter, or letter composed of one piece, 
carried not exceeding fitty miles, five cents. 

Over fifty, and not exceeding one hundred miles, ten 
cents. 

Over one hundred, and not exceedingtwo hundred miles, 
fifteen cents. 

Over two hundred, and not exceeding four hundred miles, 
twenty cents. 

Over four hundred, and not exceeding eight hundred miles, 
twenty-five cents. 

Over eight hundred miles, thirty cents. 

And for every letter or packet composed of two pieces, 
double these rates; and for every letter or packet composed 
of three pieces, triple these rates; and for every letter or 
packet composed of four or more pieces, quadruple these 
rates: Provided, That all letters and packets of one ounce 
avoirdupois in weight, or more, shall be charged single for 
every quarter of an ounce. 

The question pending was the motion of Mr. 
Martin, to reconsider the vote by which the fol- 
lowing amendment was adopted: 

Retain the first clause of the section, and strike out all 
after the 7th to the lith line of the section inclusive, and 
insert “ Over fifty miles, and not exceeding one hundred and 
fifty, ten cents; over one hundred and fiity miles, and not 
exceeding four hundred, fifteen cents; over four hundred 


miles, and not excceding eight hundred, twenty cents; over | 


eight hundred miles, twenty-five cents. ”’ 

Mr. CONNOR produced a letter from the Post- 
master General on the subject of the tariff of 
postages, and giving a detailed statement of the 


revenue derivable from the various rates of post- |, : 
, following amendment: 


age. By the old plan, the revenue therefrom 
amounted to about $3,000,000. By the plan of 
the committee, there would be a loss on the 
smaller rates of $281,152, and a gain on the larger 
of $188,408, being a total loss of $92,744, But! 


ONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


by the amendment, if adopted, there would ac- 
crue a loss of $549,417, which would at once sus- - 


i 


the facilities of mail transportation, and of open- : 


ing new routes. 


. and entered into a great variety of details in ref- 


Do we wisi, to encourage rebellion in |: 
foreign countries? This would hazard our safety |; 
--our name as an honest nation—our character || 
`: the old rates. 


, partment, and he was in favor of the old rates. i 

Mr. HAWES was in favor of the old tarif, ` 
: is, substantially, the proposition; for though the 
: Postmaster General has now the power to estab- 


erence to the point, and earnestly recommended 
that either the proposition of the committee should 
be adopted, with the modification of reducing the 
rate of letters over eight hundred miles, from 
thirty cents to twenty-five, or otherwise to retain 


Mr. MARTIN explained the reasons that had 
induced him to change his opinion. He was as- 
sured that the amendment would cripple the De- 


and should vote both against the amendment and 
po ok osition of the committce. 
r. 


McKENNAN was in favor of the present !' 


rates; for he had heard no complaints from his 


constituents, and he did not believe any change =’ o 
i mail would be established. 


was desired. 


The letter was of great length, ' 


| an 
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The question on reconsidering was then taken, 
d decided in the negative—yeas 66, nays 81. 
So the motion to reconsider was lost. 

The question then recurred on agreeing to the 


' section as amended. 


Mr. LAWRENCE moved to amend the first 
clause of the same section by inserting 1837, in- 
stead of 1836; which was agreed to. 

After some remarks from Messrs. PHILLIPS, 
VANDERPOEL, and DUNLAP, the question 
was taken on concurring with the Committee of 
the Whole in the section as amended, and it was 
decided in the negative—yeas 65, nays 91. 

So the rouse refused to concur, and the clause 
was Stricken out. 

Mr. ADAMS moved to reconsider the vote by 
which the following amendment of the Commit- 
tee of the Whole was concurred in: 

_ Sec. 5. That the Treasurer of the United States shalt 
give receipts tor ail moneys received by him to the credit of 
the appropriation. Strike out the words in italics, and in- 
sertin lieu thereof the following: ‘duly deposited to his 
credit in bank.” 

_ Mr. ADAMS addressed the House for some 
time in support of his motion, and in opposition 
to the amendment. 

Mr. CONNOR explained that the clause had 
been amended to render it consistent with the 
present mode of conducting the financial affairs 
of the Department. 

Mr. PARKER did not entirely approve of the 
clause as it had been amended. The word “bank” 
was too indefinite, too ambiguous; and by whom 
was the selection to be made? 

Mr. McKAY thought all objection might be 
obviated by inserting another section or proviso, 
that the banks in which the money might be de- 
posited should be selected by the Treasurer, 
under the direction of the Postmaster General. 

Mr. MANN, of New York, said he saw no 
objection to restoring the clause as it was origin- 
ally reported, and he hoped the motion to re- 
consider would prevail. 

Mr. ADAMS did not approve of the suggestion 
of the gentleman from North Carolina, [Mr 


i McKay.) 


The motion to reconsider was then agreed to; 


; and the amendment was non-concurred in. 


Mr. FAIRFIELD moved to non-concur in the 


Sec. 40. And be it further enacted, That in case the 
Postmaster General shall deem it expedient to establish an 
express mail on horseback, in addition to the ordinary mail, 
on any of the post rouds in the United States, for the pur- 
pose of conveying slips from newspapers in lieu of exchange 
newspapers, or letters other than such as contain money, 
not exceeding half an ounce in weight, marked “ express 


; mail? and public dispatches, he shall be authorized to 


i 4 m u 
pend and put an end to ail chance of increasing _ charge all letters and packets carried by such express mail 


with triple the rates of postage to which letters and pack- 
ets, not free, may be by law subject, when carried by the 
ordinary mails. 


Mr. FAIRFIELD said he hoped the House 


' would not concur with the Committee of the 


: Whole in adopting this amendment. He viewed 


it as a specimen of that course of legislation 


, which had prevailed for so many years, that it 
i! might now be regarded as a system—that of legis- 


lating for the benefit of the few, regardless of the 


, rights and interests of the many. The proposition 
i is, substantially, to establish an express mail for 
| letters and newspaper slips, to be carried on horses 


back at triple the present ratesof postage ‘This 


lish an express mail, yet he has no power to in- 


, crease the present rate of postage; and without 


Mr. PARKS entered into an explanation, i 


showing that the proposition of the committee | 
would injuriously affect his constituents. He 
hoped that the vote would not be reconsidered, | 
or that the House would retain the old tariff. | 


After some further remarks from Messrs. :: 
HUNT, MILLER, VINTON, REED, LAW- 
i RENCE, BRIGGS, WILLIAMS of North Car- 
Mr. BOULDIN was quite willing to conclude | 


LET, MANN of New York, TAYLOR, EVER- 


: ETT, PEARCE of Rhode Island, and SMITH, 


Mr. PHILLIPS asked for the yeas and nays; 
which were ordered. 
Mr. GRENNELL moved a call of the House; 


| 
olina, JOHNSON of Louisiana, DENNY, GIL- 
which was lost. 


., and everybod 


such increase it cannot be supposed that such a 
It is true that the 
proposed amendment will still leave the matter to 
the diserction of the Postmaster General; but he 
else will consider the adoption or 
rejection of this amendment as an approval or 
disapproval.of this project; and he wili undoubt- 
edly act accordingly. Mr. F. said he therefore 
felt himself justified in regarding this as a direct 
proposition to establish an express mail. , 
Now, sir, if we look at the places where this 
mail would probably be started, or the persons 
who are particularly interested in it, and who 
would avail themselves of it, no one ean view it 
as a measure designed for the common benefit of 
the people, but rather one designed for a very 
few, and those who, to say the least of them, are 
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no more deserving 3 0 : | 
ment than others. Where, sir, will this express | 


mail be established? Undoubtedly between the ' 
at commercial cities. ; 

It can supportitself nowhere else; and, indeed, 
it is very doubtful whether it could sap per itself 
there. lt would, therefore, be confined not only 
to the large maritime cities, but to a very fow ot 
them——say those between Boston and Baltimore. 
The class of persons who would be particularly 
benefited by it, would be the speculators. It would 
be lending the aid of the Government to specu- 
Jators, and those who are not content to pursue 
business in the regular ordinary mode. It is well 
known that there is a class of men in all our large 
cities, who devote themselves (or many of them) 
to no regular calling, but who are constantly on 


quietly pursuing their business 


which, though slowly, are honestly acquired, and 
which will be likely to endure. If, for instance, 
on an arrival from abroad bringing information 
of a great rise in the price of any particular arti- 
cle, or such information as renders it probable 
that there will be a scarcity of any particular 
article, these speculators, by means of agents, 
immediately buy up and monopolize all of that 
article there is in the country—after which, they 
sell back again to the people, at prices affording 
to the speculators enormous profits. And these 
are the men who are to be particularly benefited 
by the proposed express mail. Take, for illus- 
tration, a case similar to the one alluded to a few 
days since, though for another purpose, by the 
chairman of the committee who reported this 
bill. Suppose that, by an arrival at New York 
from Liverpool, information is obtained of a great 
and sudden rise in the price of cotton. There- 
upon the speculators immediately dispatch in- 
structions to their agents at the South, through 
the express mail, and cause the whole crops of 
the planters to be purchased up at prices far be- 
low what might have been obtained if the owners 
of the cotton had been aware of the facts, and 
information of the state of the market had been 
communicated by the regular and ordinary mail. 
Here, the profits on the cotton would not gointo 
the pockets of him who had raised it by the sweat 
of his brow, but into the pockets of the prowling 
speculator, who lives upon the industry of others. 
It is for the benefit of this class of men that the 
express mail will be established. I know it may 
be said that this express mail will be open and 
free for every one who chooses to avail himself 
of it, and that the planter, in the case supposed, 
can procure information by means of it as early 


as the speculator or hisagents. This is all plaus- | 


ible enough ın theory; but how would it be prac- 


tically? The speculator is constantly upon the |. 


alert; and, immediately upon the receipt of in- 


formation affecting materially the price of any | 


article—say cotton—he dispatches instructions to 


his partners or agenis. But will the planter have | 


in all the commercial cities those sufficiently in- 


terested in his affairs to be equally on the alert | 
with the speculators to obtain information, and | 


equally ready and early to communicate it? Such 


a supposition cannot be entertained. Such friends 
are not to be found every day; and to hire a host , 
of agents for this purpose would be burdensome ; 


and oppressive in the extreme. 
But, saying nothing of the speculators, I ask 


(said Mr. F.) if it would notin practice be giving | 
one class of merchants an advantage over others? ` 


It was not to be supposed that all would adopt 
this mail for their correspondenee, unless, indeed, 
in the way of self-defense, they were all com- 


elled to resort to it; in which case it would be | 
imposing a heavy burden upon the young mer- | 


chant who had just commenced business, and 


perhaps with a small capital. To the wealthy |, 
merchant, him who is worth his hundreds of |; 


thousands, this triple postage would be a matter 
of no consequence; but it would be far otherwise 
to men of smaller capital, but who are quite as 
much deserving of aid from the Government as 
the more wealthy. The probability is, therefore, 
that all would not avail themselves of this express 
mail; it would be confined to a few—those who 
are rolling in wealth, and care nothing for the 


of favors from the Govern- |! extra expense—and those ‘neck 


the watch, to avail themselves of the fluctuations ` 
of the market, to speculate out of those who are | 
with habits of | 
industry and frugality, content with their gains, | 


: men who, in all their transactions, are willing to 
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incur extraordinary expenses in the expectation |: tion. 


of reaping extraordinary profits; in which case it 
will be perceived, that in most of the sales and 
purchases in our commercial cities, particularly 
in regard to sales to country retailers, one party 
would be acting upon information obtained by the 
express mail, not possessed by the other. The 
wholesale dealer might know precisely when it 
would be for his interest to yield a little in his de- 
mands, and when to persist in his demands for 


an exorbitant price. ‘The operations, therefore, journed. 


of this mail would be unequal. In practice, what- 
ever it may purport to be on the face, it would be 
conferring advantages on one class to the injury 
of another. Entertaining these views, sir, I feel 
bound (said Mr. F.) to oppose the concurrence 
of the House with the Committee of the Whole 
‘in adopting the proposed amendment. 


Mr. HARPER opposed the motion, and went | To the Senate : 


on to show that an express established by law | 


would be the surest safeguard against the 1mpo- 
sitions of the speculators. 


Mr. EVERETT moved a substitute for the 
section; which he withdrew. 

The question was then taken on concurring 
with the committee in the adoption of the fore- 
going section, and determined in the negative— 
ayes 60, noes 63. 

Mr. ASH moved that the House adjourn— 
ayes 71, noes 44. 

The House then, at half past six o’clock, ad- 


IN SENATE. 
Wepnespay, June 1, 1836. 
The following messages, in writing, were re- 
ceived from the President of the United States, 
by Mr. Donexson, his Secretary: 


WASHINGTON, June ], 1836. 


[ transmit herewith to the Senate a communication 


' which has been received from Mr. B. F. Curry, in answer 


toa call made upon him by the President, through the War 
Departinent, in consequence of the serious charges which 


i TPD a ike rai 
Mr. PARKER moved to strike out the words |: were preferred against him by one of the honorable mem- 


: “on horseback;”” which was agreed to. è l; bers of the Senate. It seems to be due to justice that the 
’ The section as amended was then concurred |; Senate should be furnished, agreeably to the request of 
in—ayes 85, noes 38. : ar ? net Ni aetner ate eon et ret me. 
` : f nica > tc by a aceined § ar satisiae~ 
Mr. HOWARD moved to non-concur in the i: tory as would render his dismissal from the public service, 
ewe amendment of the Committee of the | or even his censure, undeserved and improper. 
Vhole: 


ANDREW JACKSON, 
Sec. 44. And be it further enacted, That the Postmaster 
General shall be authorized to contract for the transporta- |; 
© tion of the mail on railroads by the most expeditious means: ;| To the Senate: g 
Provided, He shall be enabled to doso for a price not exceed- || F transmit herewith the response of Samuel Gwin, Esq., 
ing double that which is usually paid for equal freight on |, to the charges affecting his official conduct and character, 


the average on such railroads, on ordinary merchandise.”? ‘i which were set forth in the evidence taken under the au- 


7 i '; thority of the Senate, by the Committee on Public Lands 

Mr. H. called the attention of the House to the | and which was referred to the President by the resolution 
fact that the section gave less than was offered by _ of the Senate bearing date the 3d of March, 1835. This 
' the Postmaster General. ‘i resolution, and the evidence it refers to, were officially com- 
f: Li icate Ir. Gwi y the Sceretar “reasury 

Mr. HAWES hoped the House would concur, | municated to Mr. Gwin by the Sceretary of the Treasury, 
so that the Postmaster General might be so limited ; 


and the response of Mr. Gwin has been received through 
Ami! ; the same official channel. 

as to prevent the Government from being im- ii” ANDREW JACKSON. 

posed upon. He hoped so, also, for the very 


The messages having been read, 
reason assigned by the gentleman from Mary- | Mr, BENTON observed that, with respect to 
` land, because the Postmaster General offered too 


; the paper lastreferred to, the answer of Mr. Gwin 
much. 


À . to the charges made against him on that floor, he 
' Mr. BOULDIN said he would vote for thisor should, as an act of justice to that gentleman, 
| any other check that could be put on the monop- 


i i move that it be printed. The Senate directed 
| oly of these railroads. Should a connection of investigations to be made which involved hisoffi- 
these railroads and steam conveyances be made 


n r cial character and conduct, and which he thought, 
between New Orleans and New York, and the from the nature of the instructions under which 
combinations be formed which the gentleman i 


1 they were carried on, were entirely ex parte. 
from Pennsylvania [Mr. Antuony] had sug- The instructions to the commissioners who were 
i gested, we should be perfectly at the command, _ to take the depositions were partly to this effect: 
| and under the thumb, of these companies. They ~ Here Mr. B.read from the document as follows: 
would have the command of the commerce of the “Tt is not expected that you areto give notice to any one 
| whole Union. They would not carry the mail ` ofthe time and place of taking depositions; nor will any 
© for millions a year, because they could speculate one be permitted, either as principal or counsel, to interfere 
l! on the market, and no private conveyance could pa in re ee apone Caya bue you mays 
` compete with them. ‘Tomake a parallel railand ` venient distance copies ofany depositions in which he may 
steamboat route would cost immense sums, and, | be implicated. This, however, is left to your own discre- 
‘| from the opinions of the southern politicians, i$ tion.” 
could not be made. Mr. B. caid he would there- The instructions went on to say that, if the 
|: fore throw every obstacle in his power in their 
way, and give no encouragement to them, until 


Wasuineron, May 31, 1836. 


commissioner deemed it proper to have counsel, 
the fees paid for such purpose would be allowed 
it should be understood distinctly, in every case, © him. 

upon what terms they would carry the mail. He: Mr. WALL inquired who these instructions 
knew he could not break up the present railroads; | were signed by? 

but he would now inform them, that by his vote Mr. BENTON answered that they were signed 

they could get no encouragement, without it : by George Poindexter, chairman of the Com- 

being first understood upon what terms the mail | mittee on Public Lands. He apprehended that 

_ would be carried. It made no grcat odds whether ' these proceedings were a novelty in the history 

;; intelligence be carried in one day or five, provided ' of this country, or in that of Great Britain, and 

:: all get the information at the same time. Butif he trusted that they never would occur again. 

these monopolies obtain these privileges, and by Mr. Gwin having become acquainted with the 

steam carry information faster than any private manner in which these investigations had been 

, conveyance can ae it, we shall be perfectly at |; carried on—depositions to be taken in the dark 

Mr. B. would, therefore, not | without giving him an opportunity to be heard in 

his defense—counsel to be feed against him, &c., 

had collected a mass of testimony for the purpose 

of defending himself, and rebutting the charges 

|| made against him; and all that was now asked 


© The debate was further continued by Messrs. 
| HOWARD, ANTHONY, CONNOR, DICK- | abroad in the same manner as the accusations 


! ERSON, WARDWELL, MANN of New York, 
: PARKER, BELL, MERCER, McKIM, VAN- 


: SON, BRIGGS, THOMAS, and MASON of Vir- 
ginia, when 


which was negatived. 


| 
H 
| 
i Mr. MASON, of Virginia, moved to strike out 


Mr. PARKER moved a further amendment; | 


' DERPOEL, PEARCE of Rhode Island, JUD- j: tbese instructions were the act of a committee of 


| against him had been. 


| 
| a i : 

' was that this defense might be printed, and sent 
1 


Mr. WALL said he would be glad to know if 


; the Senate, or of the man whose name was signed 


to them. They seemed to him to be at war with 

everything like justice. . 
Mr. BENTON, in answer, read the resolution 

of the Senate under which the Committee on 


1836. 
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Public Lands were directed to make examinations 
in relation to alleged frauds with respect to the 


public lands, and the resolution authorizing the ` 


chairman of the committee to continue the exami- 
nations in the recess of the Senate. It seemed, 
theretore, that the instructions emanated from 
the Land Committee, and were sent by their 
chairman, George Poindexter. 

Mr. CALHOUN said that he knew nothing at 
all relative to the charges made against Mr. 
Gwin, but it appeared to him that the regular 
course would be to refer the whole subject to the 
Committee on Public Lands. If Mr. Gwin had 
satisfactorily refuted the charges made against 
him, or had not succeeded in doing so, the fact 
would appear by the report of the committee. 
The best way of doing justice to all parties would 
be to subject the whole matter to the investiga- 
tion of a committee. 

Mr. EWING, of Ohio, hoped that the refer- 
ence to the Committee on Public Lands would 
not be made. The charges against Mr. Gwin 
had been made two years ago. He (Mr. E.) 
was not a member of the Committee on Public 
Lands at that time, and there were very few of 
that committee who were now in the Senate. If 
the reference proposed were not perfectly idle, the 
effect would be to renew the investigation into the 
charges against Mr. Gwin, together with his de- 
fense. 

Mr. BENTON was also opposed to the refer- 
ence. He did not want to see any committee of 
that body sit as inquisitors on a citizen of the 
United States. It seemed to be carrying the busi- 
ness of extra-judicial impeachments beyond any- 
thing yet sanctioned by the people of this coun- 
try, or warranted by the Constitution. They had 
seen enough of these inquisitorial proceedings in 
that body. The whole thing was wrong from its 
inception; it began wrong, it went on wrong, and 
it ended wrong. The Senate had got itself into a 
false position, and could not get forwards or back- 
wards without another false step. The most 
becoming thing they could now do was to drop 


the whole affair,and print the papers, in order to , 


allow the defense to take the same direction that 
had been given to the accusation. It would sound 
strange to the ears of the people of the United 
States, that the Senate of 1834, which set itself up 
to rectify all the abuses in the country, should 
issue a commission to investigate the character 
and conduct of an individual, and expressly for- 
bid the commissioner to give any information to 
the accused of the time and place of taking depo- 
sitions against him, or to permit any person to 
interfere with the performance of his duty, though 
he might, at his option, give copies of such depo- 
sitions to any officer implicated who might reside 
within a convenient distance. Sir, (said Mr. B.,) 
the whole thing is wrong from beginning to end, 
and they had better have done with it at once. 
All that was asked by Mr. Gwin was, that as 
these charges against him had been printed, and 
made a part of the public documents, his answer 
should also be printed and put upon the record. 
Mr. EWING, of Ohio, was not disposed to 
answer in behalf of the gentleman who was chair- 


man of the Committee on Public Lands at the | 
If that . 


time these investigations were ordered. 
EETA was here he could answer for himself. 
ith respect to frauds on the public lands, it was 


right that each branch of Congress should enter , 


into investigations to ascertain them, and apply 


the proper remedy; it was right that they should . 
not be permitted to pass without investigation. . 


He should not undertake to say whether these in- 


vestigations were conducted properly or otherwise. ` 


The gentleman who conducted them was not here 
to explain that matter; but he tho 
ought not to exhibit any great anxiety to get out 
of this matter, because the investigation was a 
very proper one, and under the circumstances then 
existing, the Senate could not have done other- 
wise than order it. It was not his purpose now 
to inquire whether these investigations were con- 
ducted properly or not; all he rose for was to 
object to the reference to the committee of a mat- 
ter long ago passed over. It could not now be 
referred for the correction of a present evil, but 
to pass judgment on what had heretofore been 
done. 

Mr. KING, of Alabama, ooserved that the 


ught the Senate : 


matter had now gone by, and he could not but 
express his regret that such unsuccessful efforts 


cedure calculated to do the greatest injustice to 
individuals who held office under this Govern- 
ment. He said then, what he thought now, that 
it was an act of great injustice and oppression, 
_ to give power to the committee to enter into in- 
vestigations touching the moral and official con- 
duct of an individual, that individual being absent, 
and unable to defend himself, without giving him 
an opportunity of knowing what was charged 
against him, and of refusing the testimony that 
might be offered. The Senate, however, passed 
the resolution giving this power to the committee, 
with power to send for persons and papers; and 
they went on with their examination l towards 
the end of the session, when they represented 
that they were unable to bring matters to a elose, 
and requested thatthe examinations might be con- 
tinued by their chairman. The chairman him- 
self Aid a resolution to this purport on the table; 
and, to his astonishment, as well as of others, the 
resolution was sustained by the Senate. 

Mr. K. here read the resolution. 

The resolution was laid onthe table, and taken 
ap for consideration on a subsequent day, when 
the Senator from New York [Mr. Wricar] pro- 
posed to amend it by doing that which ought 
always to be done — to guard the rights of in- 
dividuals, and enable them to come forward and 
defend themselves, when testimony was offered 
impeaching their characters as honest men and 
public officers. 

{Mr. K. here read Mr. Wricur’s amendment. ] 

This, as he said, was the amendment proposed 
to the resolution giving unlimited power to the 


chairman of the committee to enter into examina- | 


tions, without giving notice to the party whose 
conduct was to be inquired into, and whose morals 
were to be impeached; and astonishing as it was, 
this amendment was negatived by a vote taken by 
the yeas and nays. 
[Mr. K. then quoted the yeas and nays from 
the Journal of the Senate.] 
' Thus, then, was this immense power given to 
|! a single individual, to go through the country to 
| make any inquiries he thought necessary, and to 
|| incur any expense he might think proper, (and 
i| they had had evidence this session of the extent 
i; to which this expense had been carried,) refusing 
; any limitation or restriction whafever. This 
having been done, it was but an act of justice, on 
the part of the Senate, to give to the individual 
thus implicated an opportunity of having his de- 
| fense placed by the side of the accusation. Let 
the testimony in favor of Mr. Gwin circulate as 
widely as did that against him, and then only can 
j; anything like justice be done him. As to any 
_action by the committee, he agreed with the Sen- 
ator from Ohio, [Mr. Ew:ne,] that it was out of 
|' the question, and therefore a reference was not 
:; necessary. 
Mr. PORTER was one of those who voted for 
i: these resolutions, and the responsi 
i. took, on that occasion, he was perfectly willing 
`: to justify. He averred that the Senate formed no 
incorrect conclusions on that occasion, and that 
its conduct was not oppressive and unjust, as 
alleged. It could have taken no other course 


than the one it did, without defeating the object ` 


in view. Many believed that the greatest frauds 
. were carried on in the sales of the public lands, 
and an inquiry was, therefore, absolutely neces- 


wasnot into the conduct of any particular officer of 
the Government, but the inquiry was directed to 
: be general as to all the land offices. 
ations were made now that frauds.were committed 
‘tin any one branch of t* Government, would the 
| Senator from Alabama refuse to institute an in- 
‘i quiry because a particular officer of the Govern- 
iiment might be implicated, and the Senate be 
|, called on to impeach him? Was it notcommon, 
|; in the governments of all other countries as well 
‘as this, to institute inquiries into the conduct of 
|' their officers, to ascertain whether frauds had 
j; been committed? And was it ever heard of before 
|i that such investigations should not go on because 
|i frauds were alleged against individuals? It was 
| gaid that the resolution was extraordinary, be- 
‘ cause no opportunity was allowed the individ- 


should have been made to resist a course of pro- ! 


bility that he . 


sary. But what was the nature of the inquiry? It. 


If represent- | 


uals who might be implicated to defend themselves 
by a cross-examination of the witnesses. But 
was there a charge against any individual? The 
| inquiry was to be a general one; and would it 
` therefore be right to give notice to every individ- 
ual who might be supposed to be implicated to 
come forward to disprove what might be alleged 
against him? It would be very extraordinary, 
indeed, if it should have been thought necessary 
to all who might by possibility be involved in the 
inquiry. Mr. P. here read the resolutions and 
instructions of the committee, commenting on 
them at some length, and justifying them as proper 
and necessary for the occasion. The motion of 
the Senator from New York to amend, that had 
been referred to by the Senator from Alabama, 
was resisted on the ground that the resolution was 
a mere matter of inquiry, no person believing 
that any judgment was to follow it—that it was 
purely intended as a foundation for legislative 
proceedings. It was to proceed like a grand jury; 
and he recollected that 1t was averred at the time, 
that this investigation would tend to the injury 
of no person whatever, because no judicial pro- 
ceedings would be gone into without giving time 
to any person implicated to offer evidence in his 
defense. If any person was to be tried, it was 
on all hands determined to give him an opportu- 
nity to come forward and exculpate himself before 
any further action would be had. Mr. P. thought, 
therefore, that there were no grounds for finding 
fault with the proceedings of the Senate. The 
investigation was a general one, and while it was 
going on, it would have defeated its objects to 
give notice relative to the depositions that were to 
.be taken. Mr. P. had no objection to placing 
`i these papers on the files of the Senate. If the 
individual had any evidence, he had rather re- 
V ceive it than his allegations; but he thought the 
whole matter ought to be referred to the examin- 
ation of the committee. 
Mr. CALHOUN very much regretted that the 
chairman of the Committee on Public Lands 
should object to the reference of this paper. His 
object was that full justice should be done to 
Mr. Gwin, to Mr. Poindexter, and to the Senate. 
e would not agree that the Senate had not the 
ht to inquire into the conduct of public officers 
en serious frauds had been charged against 
them, as he had heard alleged on that floor. Se- 

rious frauds had been alleged against Mr. Gwin, 

and among other charges was that he had 
|, amassed a large fortune in a very short time. 
| This, alone, was very suspicious, and an inves- 
| tigation was ordered. The session wasa short 
| one, and the committee reported they could not 
|; get through with the examination before its 

i, elose—the chairman proposing, by a resolution, 
' that he should be authorized to go on with the 

examinations in the recess. This was agreed 
to. He did not now purpose to inquire whether 
these examinations were conducted properly or 
not. One thing was now assumed here, and 
that was the innocence of Mr. Gwin and the 
uilt of Mr. Poindexter. Now, something was 
ue to the absent, and an investigation bya 

' committee was necessary before coming to the 
conclusion that Mr. Poindexter was culpable. 
Now, as these papers had taken an accusatory 
course against Me. Poindexter, he would ask, 
was that gentleman called on for his evidence? 
Was he notified that he was to take Mr. Gwin’s 
|; place, and that depositions were to be taken to 
implicate him ? as this an ex parte examina- 
tion? If it was so improper on the part of the 
Senate to clothe Mr. Poindexter with these ex- 

_traordinary powers, he would ask, were they 
` prepared to sanction the same thing done by the 

xecutive, who had given to Mr. Gwin, or some- 
body else, the power to examine into the con- 

, duct of Mr. Poindexter? . 

| Now, they were called on to vote In the dark 

i for the printing of these papers, of which they 
: knew nothing, for the purpose of implicating Mr. 

|, Poindexter and the Senate itself. He took it for 

l: granted, that the inquiry into alleged frauds rel- 

| ative to the public lands was a proper one; an 

| if Mr. Poindexter abused the power with which 

' he was intrusted, it was not the fault of the Sen- 

: ate; and the fact, whether this was so or not, 

i could be best ascertained by the examination of 

| a committee. They had been told that there was 
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nothing for the action of a committee. Now, he [i amendment to the fifth 
it The character of an officer | 


thought otherwise. 


of the Government had been implicated—he had 


been charged with an abuse of office, and his de- 
fense was before them. Now, if Mr. Gwin was 
innocent, he ought to be called so. When he 
yoted for the inquiry, his object was to do justice 
to Mr. Gwinand to the public; and in voting now 
for the reference he had the same object in view. 
Justice both towards Mr. Gwin and one who had 
formerly been a member of that body required 
the reference. Ifthey condemned Mr. Poindex- 
ter, it ought to be with their eyes open. — They 
all knew what an arduous task a Senator in hi 

party times had to perform, and how liable the 
strict execution of his duty was to subject him 
tocensure. No member of that body would be 


willing that his conduct should be censured after | 


he left here,without an examination; and he called 
upon gentlemen, by what was due to themselves, 
as well as to justice, to vote for the reference. 
Mr. SHEPLEY said, if the Senator from 
Louisiana [Mr. Porter] understands that the 
investigations of the Committee on Public Lands 
were extended only to inquiries of a general char- 
racter into alleged frauds in the sales of the public 
lands; that they were designed for legislative pur- 


poses only; and that they did not relate to indi- | 1 
z |, was thus secretly obtained and placed on record į) 


vidual characters, as his remarks would lead us 
to suppose, he is greatly in error. 

The language of the resolution of the Senate, 
giving the chairman of the committee the power 
to make an ex parte inquiry during the recess of 
Congress, is, in some respects, expressed in gen- 
eral terms. But the resolution directs the chair- 
man to proceed in the investigation which had been 
prosecuted during the session, and thus refers to 
the original resolutions by virtue of which the 
investigation had been commenced. 

I find those resolutions in the Journal; and to 
enable the Senate to come toa correct understand- 
ing of the character of the investigation, I will 
read an extract from one or two of them. In the 
third resolution is found this language: 

“That the committee be instructed to inquire whether 
the registers of the land offices and the receivers of public 
moneys at any of the land offices of the United States, or 
either of them, have, in violation of law and of their official 


duties, demanded or accepted a bonus or premium from any 
purchaser or purchasers of the public lands at public or 


private sale, for the benefit of such officer or officers,” &e. ; 


And the following language is found in the 
fourth resolution: 


“ And whether any register or reeeiver has, at any time, 


taken in payment the promissory note of any purchaser or 
purchasers, bearing an interest, to accrue to the benefit of 
such register or receiver.” 

_ Sir, it is very difficult for me to understand how 
such language can be said not to authorize in- 


vestigations into the conduct and characters of in- į 


dividual men. If the object was only to enlighten 
us in regard to our legislative duties, it would 
not seem to be necessary to inquire whether a 
register or receiver had violated the law and his 
official duties. 


What were the facts, it might be proper to in- | 


quire, to enable us to legislate; but, whether the 
man had been guilty of a violation of law and of 


official duty, was an inquiry directly involving | 


individual character; and it does not seem to be 
necessary for mere purposes of legislation. 

It was well understood, at the time the resolu- 
tions passed, to involve individual character; and, 
as the Senator from South Carolina [Mr. CaL- 
noun] has remarked, Mr. Gwin was openly 


charged by the chairman of the Committee on | 


Public Lands with a gross violation of official 
duty. 
Such was the language of the resolutions, and 


such were the circumstances in which it was pro- || 


posed to enter upon the investigation. 

I then thought, as I now think, that it was due 
to the officer implicated, due to the character of 
the Senate itself, and due to truth and justice, 
that the investigation should not proceed in se- 
cret, so that the accused could know nothing of 
the attempt to destroy his character—could have 
no opportunity even to know the persons who 
would appear against him, much less to cross- 
eXamine them, or to introduce any explanatory 
or rebutting testimony. 

Feeling that the first principles of justice were 
to be violated in such a proceeding, I offered an 
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h resolution. It is thus 


; Stated on the Journal: 


On motion of Mr. SHEPLEY, to amend the fifth by 
striking out all atter the word ‘committee,’ and inserting, 


‘have power to cause testimony to be taken on oath, where | 


any misconduct is supposed to have taken place touching 
the matters aforesaid ; and in case any person is implicated, 
such person to be notified, and be entitied to introduce 


testimony in exculpation of himself, and to cross-examine 


all witnesses introduced against him.’ ” 


This proposed amendment was rejected upon 
a division, by yeas and nays—a party vote. 

And thus did the Senate deliberately enter upon 
an investigation directly impeaching individual 
character, and at the same time refuse to the in- 
dividual all opportunity of being heard. 

A proceeding thus commenced in wrong could 
be expected to end only as it has done—in wrong. 

Commencing thus before a committee of the 
Senate, the investigation was continued during 
the recess of Congress by the resolution before 
referred to, when another attempt was made by 
the then minority to obtain for the persons impli- 
cated an opportunity to be heard, and without 
success. It is now, aftertwo years have elapsed, 
that testimony is offered, said to disprove the 


charges made against the officer; and we now are . 


asked to refuse to print this testimony, that it 
may be placed upon our records with that which 


i, against him. I trust we may no longer continue 
‘i to acta part so unjust. This testimony should 


be printed with our documents, that an opportu- , 
nity may be afforded to judge of the truth of the | 


whole matter. 


Mr. MANGUM said he voted for the resolu- |, 


tions, and against the amendments; and in doing 
so, he thought that he did what was not only 
proper, but absolutely necessary, under the cir- 
cumstances then presented to him. 


country was rife with reports that frauds had 
been committed with respect to the sales of the 
public lands in the Southwest. He recollected 


that, when he first came into the Senate, he ` 


brought with him such impressions. There was 
a general impression that such frauds had been 
. practiced, and, under such circumstances, the in- 
vestigation was ordered. What, then, did this 
Hi 
whether A, B, or C, was guilty, but to inquire 
| whether abuses existed in the land offices, for the 
i; purpose of &pplying a legislative remedy. They 
were informed. on that floor, that in the State of 
‘| Mississippi it was worth a man’s life to breathe 


ja whisper in relation to these frauds, and that 


parties implicated were to be present. It was 
‘under these impressions that he was willing, at 
this incipient stage, to give this power to the com- 
mittee. How could such investigations affect an 
individual 2 
him from office on ex parte testimony. But it was 


affected. Was it believed, at the time, that the 


individual an opportunity of defending himself? 

. He did not concur in the doctrine, that the Sen- 
; ate had no right to enter into inquiries into the 
| official conduct of officers of the Government. He 
| held it to be their duty to ferret out corruption 
. wherever it is supposed to exist. He was free 
i to say, that he did not approve of the instructions 
| of the chairman to the commissioners, as to the 
manner of their taking depositions, and he was, 
| for that reason, willing to vote for the printing of 
| the answer of Mr. Gwin. Although, without 
| having seen this P r, he believed that it assailed 
i| the chairmain of t 
with virulence, pets as he deemed the instruc- 
tions under which the depositions were taken to 
‘ be wholly irregular, 


e was willing to gjve to 


voting for the printing of his defense. 


i 


, to a right view of the subject to take a brief view 


and although his name was not put in the resolu- 
tion, yet all knew that the inquiry was com- 
menced against him and directed against him. 
He had said that the. Senate had put itself in a 
false position with regard to this whole affair, and 


It must be | 
remembered that, in 1834, the entire southern |. 


nvestigation propose? It was not to inquire ; 


| men would not give their depositions, if the | 


The President would not remove ` 
said that the character of an individual would be : 


Senate would adopta report without giving every : 


e committee and the Senate |: 


Mr, Gwin an opportunity of being heard, by | 
| Mr. BENTON observed that it would conduce ` 


| of the whole subject. They all recollected the | 
charges that had been made against Mr. Gwin; |! 
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he would take it upon himself to proveit. He 
: would take what Senators now said, to the right 
! and left, and compare it with what they had done. 
They now stated that this movement was incip- 
ient; that it was like a grand jury proceeding. 
Here, then, was an inquiry instituted against an 
officer of the Government; and it was said that 
the committee beinga grand jury, was not bound 
to give notice to the party whose conduct was to 
‘be inquired into. Every gentleman who justified 
the course of the Senate, must put it on this 
ground. The examinations being thus conducted, 
the commissioners who were charged with takin 
testimony were informed that it was not expec 
. that they should give notice to any person of the 
time rie | lace of their taking depositions, &c. 
And here he would observe, that the three com- 
missioners appointed to take testimony against 
Mr. Gwin, were in a state of violent enmity with 
: him, and that one of them had since fallen by his 
hand. Then what was the testimony that had 
been returned to the Senate? Why, it was im- 
peachable matter, charging him with malversa- 
. tions in office, and filled with the strongest epi- 
: thets. What, then, did this Scnate do, when 
their grand jury returned to them this impeach- 
ii able matter sworn against Mr. Gwin? Why, the 
‘| very next stcp of the Senate was to admit that it 
was in a false position, and thatthey could go no 
i further. They directed that five thousand copies 
| of the testimony taken ex parte against this oficer 
of the Government, should be published. What 
was the next step? Was it to take measures for 
jan impeachment?) Why did they not do this? 
It was the next regular step. There was nothing 
‘ that they could do, following from the documents 
: before a bnt impeach; and he now declared, 
as a Senator, that upon such testimony, with 
nothing to counteract it, he should, on an im- 
eachment, vote the officer guilty, and eject him 
i from office. Why did they not proceed? They 
| had impcachable matter enough on hand. Why 
did they stop? It was because they found that 
they could go no further withoutimplicating them- 
selves. What did they do? Did they frame a 
law? No. Did they frame an ex parte impeach- 
ment like the one they did against the President 
of the United States? No. Imprimis, they or- 
dered five thousand copies to be printed, and in 
the next place referred the whole affair to the 
President, in order that he might dismiss the 
accused from office. Why did they send this 
impeachable matter to the President? What did 
the President do? He senta copy of the report 
| to every officer implicated. This, he presumed, 
was the President’s course, for it was the just 
one. One of these implicated officers had returned 
:; an answer to the charges against him, and this 
answer was now sent to the Senate. What a 
strange condition the Senate was placedin. The 
commenced an impeachment, collected an abund- 
‘ance of imapeacable matter, and then sent it to 
the President, who sends a copy of it to the officer 
, impeached, who was not allowed a hearing while 
his trial was going on; and the answer of that 
: officer was now sent back to them. Since the 
i, Movement now was to refer these criminal charges 
that had been made two years ago, and then 
: shuffled off, and which were now brought home 
to them, he had no objection to that course, 
because he wished to see how the committee 
would act on them—to see whether they would 
bring in a resolution to send the papers to the 
House of Representatives, for the purpose of 
i; having an impeachment framed. Sir, (said Mr. 
| B.,) the Senate has got itself into a false position. 
It is in the same position it wasin when it shoved 
off the affair upon the President. It could not go 
i on with the business. Could they try the im- 
eachment? He apprehended not. No member, 
e thought, would lay a resolution on the table, 
declaring that Samuel Gwin was guilty, and 
ought to be impeached. 
_ The debate on the expunging resolution had 
: circulated too widely for gentlemen tő venture on 
that. The gentleman from Ohio had said that he 
would never refrain from inquiring into frauds 
j for the purpose of applying the proper remedy. 
|, Why, then, did not the gentleman go on? Here 
was impeachable matter sworn to, and let the 
l; gentleman proceed with it. He would tell the 
|! gentleman that the Senate would be ruined if it 


l 
| 


i 
i 
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went on much further with these extra-judicial | 


Mr. EWING, of Ohio, replied to Mr. Benton 
at length, and contended that the resolutions of 
the Senate, and the manner of conducting the 
Inquiry, Were proner—necessary to attain the ob- 
joci in view. He did not believe that information 
could have been obtained if notice had been given 
of the time and place of taking the depositions; 
and instanced the investigations that were made 
by the Post Office Committee, calling upon the 
chairman to inform the Senate how these were 
conducted, and whether, in his opinion, correct 
information could have been obtained if they had 
notified the parties implicated of the time and 
place of taking depositions. 

Mr. GRUNDY, being thus called on, replied 
that, when the Post Office Committee were about 
to enter on their examinations, they came to the 
determination unanimously, that their best course 
would be to take depositions without giving the 
parties implicated notice of the time and place of 
so doing. This was done in every case; but 
when the testimony in each case was concluded, 
he, as the chairman of the committee, notified 
each individual implicated of the matter brought 
against him, and called upon him to defend him- 
self. f 

He did not believe that correct information,with 
regard to matters before the Post Office Commit- 
tee, could have been obtained by any other mode 
of inquiry. 

Mr. SOUTHARD proceeded to take a view of 
the reasons which induced the Senate to institute 
the inquiries referred to. Early in the session of 
1834, complaints in a great varicty of forms were 
made in regard to frauds in relation to the lands 
ceded by the Choctaws, and in regard to the con- 
duct of the commissioners under that cession. 
Subsequent charges were made as to extensive 
frands that had been committed, not only in Mis- 
sissippi butin other States; it was not against one 
man, but against the general administration of 
the Land Offices. The question, then, before the 
Senate is, willit do anything to arrest these frauds | 
and make the necessary inquiries for the purpose | 
of ascertaining how they can be arrested? ‘This 
was his inquiry. He had no reference to Samuel 
Gwin, or to any other single individual. His 
only object was to ascertain whether such frauds 
had been committed, and how they could be pre- 
vented by the legislation of Congress. The votes 
he gave were governed by these considerations, 
and no other. Iranythingimpro er had been done 
in conducting the inquiry, it did not prove thatit 
ought not to have been instituted. Every step in 
that inquiry was directed by its legislative action, 
and every other step was accidental. Mr.S. 
read the different proceedings on the subject from 
the Journals of 1834. The inquiries were general 
in order to ascertain what legislation was neces- | 
sary, and the Senate would find, by reference to , 
the Journals, that an act was reported, a fact 
omitted in the discussion of this morning. Sup- 
pose, in the course of the investigation, they | 
should find that an officer had received a bonus for 
the sale of a tract of land, would it not be proper 
for them to introduce a resolution providing for 
the introduction of a law to prevent such acts for 
the future? not to go back to punish the officer 
who was guilty, for that would be too late, but 
for the purpose of framing a law that would guard 
against such frauds in future. The Senate would 
find, on looking at the whole proceedings, that © 
legislative and not judicial action was contem- , 
plated from beginning to end. | 

By a resolution introduced by Mr. Porpex- | 
TER, the inquiry was pursued through the Treas- 
ury and War Departments, and the answers from | 
these Departments did not come in until the 13th | 
of June. On the 22d of June, Mr. POINDEXTER 
offered a resolution authorizing the chairman to 

roceed in the investigations already commenced. 

Sow, what then was the daty of the Senate? 
The Secretaries of War and Treasury had made 
their communications, and the committee had re- i 
ported that they could not conclude their investi- |i 
gations that session, The inquiry was, should |i 
they stop there? Everybody believed that stu- `: 


i 
i 


_Yeported a bill, with the very view of fulfilling the 


` he thought that to do justice to all parties, to Mr. 
: Gwin himself, as well as others, the proper 


, object in sending this document here was to im- |: n 
i $ ‘ olution from the Senate, fixing the day of ad- 


. sending them abroad to the world. As to the 


. here for the first time. Never had it been avowed | 


_ our practice, nor had it been advanced in any of | 


pan frauds had been committed; it was too 
ate to deny the fact now; and he for one thought 


‘that these investigations should proceed. And |! 


as it would have been impossible for the commit- ` 
tee to go to the different States where these ex- 
aminations were to be made, Mississippi, Alaba- 
ma, Ohio, Michigan, &c., he had no dificulty in 
coming to the conclusion, that it would be proper 
to trust the further prosecution of the business 
to their chairman. They could have continued 
tke inquiry in no other mode. He was not here 
the apologist of the chairman, but he thought 
that justice should be done to him, as well as to 
others. Well, then,it was proper to make these 
investigations by depositions. If it was not so, 
it was wrong for the Post Office Committee to do 
so. The testimony could not be justly taken in 
another way. If there had been error in the 
chairman of the committee, the Senate was not to 
answer for it. If blood had been shed, in con- 
sequence of the manner of conducting these in- 
quiries, the Senate was not chargeable; they did 
not direct that the iniae should be made inan 
improper manner. They ony directed that the 
inquiries should be made by depositions. 

He would not defend the instructions to the 
commissioners; but would say that, ifinstructions 
had been given to them to give notices to the par- 
ties implicated, and to take their counter testi- : 
mony, such proceeding would constitute the com- 
missioners into a criminal court for the trial of 
individuals, and to make the inquiry a criminal 
process, instead of a foundation for legislative 
e a These were the views on which 

e voted. The result was, that at the succeeding 
session, the chairman [Mr. PorNDExTER] made a 
report, accompanied by a resolution, that the 
charges be referred to the President of the United 
States. Where, then, was the voice that is now 
raised against the judicial proceedings of the 
Senate? No man pretended to say then that 
the Senate had placed itself in a false position. 
Mr. S. proceeded at length to defend the pro- 

riety of this course on the part of the Senate. 

t was said that the whole affair was ended by 

rinting the report, and its reference to the Pres- | 
ident; but this was a very incorrect view of the i 
subject—the reference tolke President was merely 
incidental; but on the very day the chairman f 
purpose for which this inquiry was made, being || 
a bill of six pages, to provide against the com- ': 
mission gf these frauds. Wasit true, then, that | 
the inquiry was fruitless,and that it ended in the |i 
reference of this subject to the President? No; 
the result of that investigation would be found in 
the bill that had been reported, and would be |: 
found in the labors of the Committee on Public | 
Lands, who had made use of this very informa- | 


` tion, and would very soon place before them a 
‘bill which would show how useful that inquiry 


had been. Where, then, was the evidence that 
the Senate had placed itself in a false position? 
Mr. CALHOUN agreed partly with his friend 
from North Carolina, but was clearly of opinion 
that the printing ought to be after the report of ;. 
the committee. bay. 
Not a single Senator had read the whole of this . 
evidence; not a Senator knew whether it excul- 
pated the officer implicated, or whether it impli- 
cated the conduct of the chairman; and in the dark | 
they were asked to print the testimony. Now, 


course was to refer it to a committee. If the 


f 

licate a former member of that body, who had, i 
in the discharge of arduous duties, been impli- | 
a vane | principle of honor and justice required | 
that they should be referred and examined before li 
dangerous doctrine that this body is not to look | 
into malfeasances in office, it had been avowed || 
ae A . ` ji 
in the British Parliament, from which we took :; 


the State Legislatures. Such a doctrine would sur- | 


render entirely the legislative power ofthe Senate. 
Mr. C. continued his remarks to some consid- 
erable length; after which, 
Mr. WHITE and Mr. WALKER expressed 
themselves briefly in favor of printing. 


i 
i 


The debate was further continued by Messrs. 
PRENTISS, MANGUM, PRESTON, POR- 
TER, WALL, NILES, and BROWN, when, 

On motion of Mr. PORTER to lay the whole 
subject on the table, it was decided in the nega- 
tive, by the following vote: 

YEAS—Messrs. Black, Calhoun, Crittenden, Ewing of 
Ohio, Goldsborough, Kent, King, Leigh, Mangum, Porter, 
Prentiss, Preston, Southard, Tomlinson, and White—15. 

NAYS—Messrs. Benton, Brown, Buchanan, Cuthbert, 
Ewing of Illinois, Grundy, Hendricks, Hubbard, King of 
Georgia, Morris, Nicholas, Niles. Rives, Robinson, Ruggles, 
Shepley, Tallmadge, Walker, Wall, and Wright—20. 

On motion of Mr. BLACK, the Senate then 
adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 


Wepwespary, June 1, 1836. 

On motion of Mr. WHITTLESEY, of Ohio, 
and by general consent, sundry bills from the 
Senate on the table were taken up, read twice, 
and referred. 

PENSIONS. 

The bill entitled ** An act to provide for certain 
pensioners of Virginia and Ohio,” returned from 
the Senate with a verbal amendment, was also 


„taken up, and the amendment concurred in. 


CONVENTION WITH SPAIN. 


The act to carry into effect the convention be- 
tween the United States and Spain, returned from 
the Senate with a resolution declaring that the 
Senate insisted on their amendment, and ask a 
conference, was then taken up; and, 

On motion of Mr. ADAMS, the House insisted 
on their disagreement to the Senate’s amendment, 
and agreed to the conference asked by the Sen- 
ate. The committee on the part of the House 
was ordered to consist of five. 


REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 


Mr. CASEY, from the Committee on Publie 
Lands, reported a bill for the relief of certain citi- 
zens of Madison county, Illinois; which was read 
twice and committed. 

Mr. C., from the same committce, also reported 
a bill for the relief of John White; which was 
read twice and committed. 

Mr. CHANEY, from the Committee on-Indian 
Affairs, reported a bill for the relief of Levi 
Jarritt; which was read twice and committed. 

Mr. TALIAFERRO, from the Committee or 
Claims, reported a bill for the relief of T. Savage, 
administrator of Elijah Law; which was read 
twice and committed. 

Mr. SCHENCK, from the Committée on In- 
valid Pensions, reported a bill granting a pension 
to William Warden. 

Also a bill for the relief of George McFadden; 
and : 

A bill for the relief of George White; which 
bills were severally read twice, and committed. 

Mr. STORER, from the Committee on Revo- 
lutionary Pensions, reported a bill for the relief 
of Alexander Gibson; which was read twice and 
committed. . 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Kentucky, by leave, from 
the Committee on Military Affairs, reported a 
bill from the Senate, providing for the appoint- 
ment of three additional paymasters of the Army; 
which was read twice and committed. 

Mr. J. asked the consent to make the bill the 
special order to-morrow at half past ten o’clock; 
which was objected to. f 

Mr. HEISTER moved å suspension of the 
rules, for the purpose of taking up the joint res- 


journment of the present session of Congress. 
Mr. HAWES moved tolay the motion to sus- 
pend on the table. 
Mr. HAYNES asked for the yeas and nays; 
which were ordered. EA 
The House refused ng lay the motion on the 
—yeas 81, nays 99. 
ENE MEISTER then asked for the yeas and 
nays on the motion to suspend the rules; which 
were not ordered, and the motion was decided in 
the negative—ayes 84, noes 81—not two-thirds. 
Petitions, on leave, were presented by Messrs. 
JOHNSON, of Louisiana, LEWIS, and KIN- 


ARD. Ti 
N Mr. Kiynarp presented the petition of Samuel! 
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Beck, claiming compensation for a number of | 
rifles, delivered to the Miami Indians, by a com- | 
missioner of the United States; which was re- | 
ferred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. ] 


On motion of Mr. HARD, it was 

Rescived, That the Committee on Claims be instructed 
to inquire into the expediency ot allowing additional com- 
pensation to Joel Byington, of New York, tor the destruction 
of property by the enemy during the late war, and for the use 
of buildings by the American army. 


On motion of Mr. MERCER, it was 

Resolved, That the claim of Captain Rice, a soldier of | 
the Revolution, be referred to the Committee on Revolu- | 
tionary Pensions. 

On motion of Mr. JOHNSON, of Louisiana, 
it was 

Resolved, That the claim of James P. Harrison, of Louis- . 
jana, against the United States, together with the docu- . 
ments in support of the same, herewith submitted, be re- ' 
ferred to the Committee of Claims, with instructions to 
inquire into the expediency of providing for the payment of 
the same. 

On motion of Mr. BAILEY, it was 

Resolved, That the Committee on Revolutionary Pen- 
sions be instructed to inquire into the expediency of grant- 
ing a pension to Ebenezer Macomber, of Bristol, in the ; 
county of Lincoln, State of Maine, and that the accom- i 

nying documents relating to his revolutionary services | 
be referred to that committee. \ 


On motion of Mr. BAILEY, it was 


Resolved) That the Committee on Revolutionary Pen- 
sions be instructed to inquire into the expediency of grant- 
ing a pension to Ebenezer Savage, of Maine, and that the 
accompanying documents, relating to his revolutionary ser- 
vices, be referred to that committee. 


PERSONAL EXPLANATIONS. 


Mr. HUNT asked leave of the House to make 
a statement in reference to himself personally. 

Objection being made, 

Mr. HUNT moved a suspension of the rules 
for the GRY 

Mr. RD called for the yeas and nays; but 
subsequently withdrew it; and 

Mr. MAY renewed the motion; but they were 
not ordered. 

Mr. HARDIN asked if it would be in order to 


move an amendment to the motion, as he wished, | 


also, an opportunity of making a statement in 
reference to himself. He had been put down as 
voting in favor of the power of Congress to eman- 
cipate slaves in the States, whereas he had always 
voted directly the reverse, on every occasion 
whenever that question had come up. 

Mr. PATTON made an appeal to the House 
to grant the leave asked; and he was sure that it 
would not be refused if the fact were generally | 
known, that there were at that moment hundreds ` 
and thousands of documents upon the tables of | 
the members, containing agross misstatement of 
the votes of members, and which they had been ' 
innocently circulating. 


Mr. CLAIBORNE, of Mississippi, said he |' 


rose to corroborate the statement of that gentle- 
man, and to urge the majority in the House to 
give to the member from New York [Mr. Hunt] 
an opportunity to explain. He felt that he him- | 
self had been placed in a position of peculiar 
delicacy, without any fault or connivance of his 
own. <A few days since, he had put his name to 
a paper which was circulating in this Hall, for 
the printing of the report submitted by the select 
committee on the subject of slavery. Such papers, 
proposing the publication of certain documents, 
were seen here every day. Who put the one in 
circulation which Mr. A had subscribed, he did 
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Mr. HUNT returned his acknowledgments to 
the House for affording him this opportunity of 
: making such an explanation as he could not have 
made in any other way. He would not have 
asked the favor on any question of less vital in- 
terest; on any question relating to himself of a 
merely local character, or on one connected only 
with the party pclitics of the day. But this was 
in reference to a question, as he had observed 
some time ago, which he deemed to be of perma- 
nent and abiding interest, in reference to what 
had been termed in common parlance the ‘ sla- 
very resolutions,” and which had agitated this 
House from the commencement of the present 
session. He wished to avail himsclf of this op- 
portunity to correct what must be cither a willful 
misrepresentation, or a gross, palpable and blun- 
dering mistake. Unless the House had con- 
ceded to him the favor of noticing the error in 
this way, it would have been almost impossible 
for him to have disseminated the history of this 
transaction. 
The paper he held in his hand purported to be 
a report by the chairman of the select commit- 
tee on the subject of the abolition of slavery; and, 


strange as it might seem, to that report was ap- j| ative— 


pended, or was purported to be appended, the 
eas and nays of the members of the House 


| 


l 


|| 


who | olution “that the printer to this House be re- 


published by them, and with one word of expla- 
nation he thought all would be satisfied. It should 
be now made so as to be as publicas the accusa- 
tion. This was due to them, to the House, and 
the country. 

Mr. CLAIBORNE asked leave to make a state- 
ment, which he assured the House would not 
occupy five minutes. [Cries of “ Agreed!” 
« Agreed!” “ Not?“ Nor’) 

Mr. C. said he felt his own reputation involved, 
and he claimed it as a right. He then moved & 
suspension of the rules; and thereon asked for the 
| yeas and nays. 

Mr. MERCER moved to amend the motion by 
extending it to “ others.” 

Mr. PATTON called the attention of the House 
to a recent editorial article of the Globe, contain- 
ing a statement just as gross and false as the 
present. 

Mr. Meacer’s motion was then negatived— 
ayes 91, noes 79. 

Mr. CLAIBORNE withdrew the call for the 

eas and nays on his motion; and 


|.” Mr. VANDERPOEL renewing it, they were 


_ ordered; and the motion was decided in the neg- 
eas 98, nays 82—not two thirds. 


Mr. UNDERWOOD asked leave to offer a res- 


had voted on the different resolutions. This || quired to print for the use of the members of this 


was not a document ordered by the House to be |i 


printed, but it came, nevertheless, from the print- 
er to the House. By what authority he had 
undertaken to append those votes was not for 
Mr. H. to say. The printer, however, had un- 


dertaken to do so, and had placed his (Mr. H.’s) | 


name as voting against the resolution declaring 


‘that Congress possesses no constitutional au- 


| thority to interfere in any wee with the institu- 
Sti 


tion of slavery in any of the 
tion. 
_ Mr. H. then desired the Clerk to refer to the 
= votes on the Journal, which showed that nine 
. gentlemen only voted against this resolution; 
l! whereas the list printed in the pamphlet referred 
| to represented forty-six members to have voted 
i against it. He added that it might turn out that 
| this had originated in some mistake; but, if so, 
‘it would furnish the editors with the opportunity 
of correcting it. Ifitwasan error, it was a most 
gross and bungling one. After some further re- 

marks, Mr. H. adverted to an editorial article in 

the Globe of Monday last, the statement in which 

he availed himself of that opportunity of pro- 
' nouncing to be utterly false. 

| Mr. UNDERWOOD inquired whether this 

paper, to which lists of yeas and nays were ap- 
| pended, had been received as a paper printed by 
| the public printers, in pursuance of an order of 
: the House. 
The CHAIR was informed by the Clerk that 
: Such was not the case. 
Mr. UNDERWOOD explained that his object 
was, if it had been so, to move a resolution in 
relation to it. He would barely state, that he 
voted for the first resolution; whereas that paper 
represented him as voting against it. 

r. A. H. SHEPPERD wished to know by 

what means the yeas and nays were furnished? 


| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 


printer for the publication annexed to that docu- 
ment? 
The CHAIR said he was informed by the Clerk 


not know. When he took his seat this morning, 
he found two hundred copies of the report on his 
desk, folded and directed by his amanuensis, and 
he had put his frank on them without being aware 


of the erroneous statement therein contained. | 


The moment he was apprised of this, he sent to 
the post-office to recall them, and should commit 
them to the flames. 
put his frank upon a falsehood, and the only 
return in his power to offer, the only evidence he 
was able to give of his regret, he would now give 
by voting to allow the gentleman from New York 
on gs He invoked the House to suspend the 
rules. 

Mr. PATTON renewed the call for the yeas 
and nays on the motion; and they were ordered. 

The motion to suspend was decided in the 
affirmative—yeas 140, nays 36. 


He had most unconsciously | 


access to the book. 

Mr. MERCER inquired how far the printing 
| of the Journal had poe 

The CHAIR replied to the 16th of May; and 
remarked that the printing thereof was, of course, 
superintended by the clerks, 

r. SHEPPERD asked the indulgence of the 
House to permit him to say one word. (Cries of 
|| No t”? s No!” © Leave!”? « Leave!” 
i| Mr. GILLET rose and said, that if those who 
took exception to the pamphlet referred to by 
his colleague desired to know how the mistake 
| occurred, he believed he could inform them; and 
from that explanation they would learn that the 
mistake was entirely unintentional, and no blame 
could attach to the printers to this House. The 
account of what was referred to had been correctly 


i 


that he had not furnished this list of yeas and | 
nays; but that the editors of all the papers had | 


ates of this Con- | 
federacy. He had voted in favor of that resolu- į 


|| and whether the Clerk furnished the list to the || 


ouse copies of the report of the select 
l: committee on the subject of slavery, and that he 
i annex thereto the yeas and nays as given on each 
‘' resolution.” Mr. U. said he desired this as the 
i| best means of correcting the blunder. 

| Mr. VANDERPEOL said he felt himself com- 
|| pelled to object, because he thought it would have 
the effect of getting up a debate. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD had no desire to produce 
any debate. He had no objection about the num- 
ber of copies, whether five, ten, or even thirty 

| thousand; all that he wished was, that the facts, 
| as existed, should be extensively circulated. 

i Mr. MANN, of New York, and Mr. Mc- 
© KENNAN, appealed to the gentleman from 

Kentucky not to press the resolution. 

' Mr. CUSHMAN rose, and moved to lay it 
: upon the table; whereupon 

Mr. UNDERWOOD withdrew it. 

Mr. WISE rose to make a request that those 
gentlemen who had received those pamphlets 
would prevent their further distribution. [‘* Cer- 
tainly !’? « Certainly |?’ was responded from all 
parts of the House | 

. The House then, on motion of Mr. CONNOR, 
l proceeded to the orders of the day. 


POST OFFICE DEPARTMENT. 


Tn execution of the special order of Friday last, 
| the House resumed the consideration of the bill 
| to change the organization of the Post Office De- 
: partment, and to provide more effectually for the 
' settlement of the accounts thereof. 

'| "The question pending was on concurring with 
‘the Committee of the Whole in the following 
'; amendment: 


| Sec. 45. And beit further enacted, That the following 

i: annual salaries shall be allowed to the Assistant Postmas- 

. ters General, and to the clerks, messengers, and watchmen 
: provided for the service of the Post Office Department, to 

., be paid at the end of each calendar month, viz: 

i ‘To the three Assistant Postmasters General, each $3,000. 

(| To the chief clerk, $2,100. 

To the three principal clerks, each $1,700. 

To ten clerks, each $1,400. 

To fifteen clerks, each $1,200. 

To eight clerks, each $900. 

To the messenger, $900. 

To the three assistant messengers, each 600. 

To the two watchmen, each $300. 

| Sec.46. Beit further enacted, That the following annual 

salaries shall be allowed to the Auditor of the Post Office 

Department, and to the clerks and messengers herein pro- 

vided for the service of his office, to be paid as aforesaid, 

i WIZ: 

| To the Auditor, $3,000. 

To the chief clerk, $2,900. 

To the four principal clerks, each $1,700. 

To ten clerks, each $1,400. 

To twenty clerks, each $1,200. 

To eight cletks, each $900. 

To the messenger, $900 ; and to the assistant messengers, 


Mr. HARLAN moved to amend the amend- 
ment by striking out all after the fifth line, and 
reducing the salaries as follows: 

To the Assistant Postmasters General, each $2,500. 


| 
| 


| 
r 


To the chief clerk, $1,700. 
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To the three principal clerks, each $1,400. | The section as amended was then concurred in. | On motion of Mr. B., the same committee was 
| 


on clerks, each £1,200. ' z > ; 
as ee By on: Mr. MANN, of New York, then moved an || discharged from the further consideration of the 
To vinht clerks, cach S800, Peas on to re bile providing that it | petition of Lieutenant Colonel Kearney. 
To Lie Messenger, SOU), shou e m force and t i 
To te three assistant messengers, each 8450. ` the first day of July meant ae , PAINTINGS FOR THE CAPITOÈ. 
BESE ENO watehmen, tach 3800. : Mr. UNDERWOOD then renewed the amend- Mr. PRESTON, on leave, introduced a joint 
Mr. M ANN » of New York, explained that ment offered by him in Committee of the Whole, resolution authorizing the Committee on the Li- 
the amount of salary to the chief clerk in the in relation to the charge for boxes or pigeon holes; brary to contract with a competent artist forfour 
amendment of the Committee of the Whole, and, after some remarks from Messrs. McKIM, historical paintings illustrative of the early settle- 
“$2.10,” was a mistike either of the transcriber HAWES, WHITTLESEY of Ohio, HOW- ment of Americaand its subsequent history—the 
or of the printer, for “$2,000.” ARD, UNDERWOOD, GIDEON LEE, and Choice of the subject to be left to the artist; which 
The amendment was discussed at length by PHILLIPS, it was agreed to—ayes 67, noes 60. Was read twice and referred. 
Messrs. HARLAN, HARPER, MANN of Mr. PARKER moved to amend the fortieth BILLS READ A SECOND TIME. 


New York, JOHNSON of Tennessee, ADAMS section, in relation to the ex il, by adding s 
GIDEON LEE, WISE, THOMAS, PEARCE the following: “And all ieierscr packi ached The following bills were severally read the 


of Maryland, PARKER, MILLER, and HEIS- p p “paid D second time, and considered as in Committce of 

aa o PAA ie ine a E post-paid,” and ar Wels and ordered to be engrossed for a 
Mr. HARPER asked for the yeas and nays on : NY i z wa reading: , 

the amendment; which were ordered. x Gen AN EHONY demanded the: peeviousques The bill for the relief of the heirs of William 
Mr. HARLAN modified his amendment, by Mr. WARD appealed to the gentleman to Conway, deceased; and 

striking out the word “three,” in the sixth line. withdraw the motion for the previous question, ,. The bill for the relief of the legal representa- 
Mr. HARPER suggested a further modifica- in order that some provision might be made for tives of Captain Robert White, deceased. 

tion in the last clause, by inserting “$400,” in- an adequate salary for the postmasters, in com- The bill for the relief of Colonel Daniel New- 

stead of ‘§300,’’ as the salary of each of the pensation for the loss of the boxes, or pigeon- MaN was indefinitely postponed. 


va na i iy PER it holes. RESOLUTIONS ADOPTED. 
Pon ARLAN accepted this as a modifica i ee Ria ssw pete The following resolutions were severally sub- 
be raw, as , n evident mitted, and, by unanimous consent dered 
Mr. HARPER called fora division of the ques- disposition of the House to act on the bill. and asreed 16: y ete ConBIgere 

tion to the twelfth line inclusive. He explained The motion for the previous question was then ADe ae EN 

that he had no wish to see the inferior clerks seconded by the Housc—ayes 82, noes 50; and By Mr. EWING, of Illinois: 

cut down to too low a rate. the main question was ordered to be put. Resolged, That the Committee on the Post Office and 
_ The question was then taken on the first divis- The main question on the enzrossment of the PAS Pal a oa luire into amdana eaoat 

ion of the amendment of Mr. Harras, closing bill was then carried; and the bill was ordered to by Pollock's, to Bellville, in St. Clair county, Ilinois, and 

with the clause for salaries to “ten clerks, each be engrossed and read a third time to-morrow. from Nashville to Mount Vernon, in said State. i 

noo and decided in the affimative—yeas 84, On motion of Mr. CONNOR, the House then By Mr. DAVIS: 

nays 60. . roceeded to the consideration of the “bill to Resolved Cc i ` Pe 
Mr. HALL, of Maine, then demanded the pre- Prtablish certain post roads, and to alter and dis- structed ani me e eapediency poets ee of 

vious question. i 7 continue others, and for other purposes.” standard weights and measures to be delivered to each State 
Mr. CONNOR inquired what would be the The amendments of the Committee of the i” the Union. 

effect of the previous question ? Whole were concurred in, and sundry amend- By Mr. PRENTISS : 


The CHAIR (temporarily occupied by Mr.  ments,chiefly of a verbal nature, were, on motion Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Office and 
Brices) replied that, if sustained, it would cut of Mr. CONNOR, from the Committee on the , Post Roads be instructed to inquire into the expediency of 
off the whole of the section then pending—such Post Office and Post Roads, also agreed to, nem. establishing a mail route from Williston to Jericho, in 


= : Vermont. 
amendments of the Committee of the Whole as dis. GO 
had ‘it pena aie in my ae puse; and Various other amendments were also moved By SA pS S S A rO ibut 
A pa . esolve e ost Office and Pos 
would be on the engrossment of the bill. and agreed to; and Roads be instructed toinquire into the expediency of estab- 


Mr. HALL withdrew the motion for the pre- The House adjourned at a late hour 


x : lishing a mail route from Cambridge, eastern shore of 
vious question, and 


Maryland, by Church creek and Tobacco Stick, to Robin. 


Mr. LANE renewed it. ; |; son’s and Griffith’s store. 
Mr. ANTHONY moved a call of the House; IN SENATE. i By Mr. SHEPLEY: 
which was lost. A Tuurspar, June 2, 1836. ': Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Office and 
The previous question was not seconded by Mr. BUCHANAN presented the petition of | Post Roads be instructed to inquire into the expediency of 
the House. sundry citizens of Pennsylvania, similar to those ` establishing a post route from Doughty’s Falls, in the State 


: x : z | of Maine, to Great Falls, in the State of New Hampshire ; 
The question was then taken on the second already presented, on the subject of the admis- || Sha aa oct route oa Dinsoin hy wee avd Springfield 


branch of Mr. Harrax’s amendment as modi- sion of Arkansas into the Union; which was laid | in the same State. 


fied. ble. Also, a petition praying ; 

Mr. ADAMS suggested the following modifi- anan ofa e on routes w cn “a ji POVIS ST ANO KO TSAN D CANAI: 
eation to the second branch of the amendment, referred to the Committee on the Post Office and |© On motion of Mr. EWING, of Ohio, the bili 
which Mr. Haran accepted: *‘ To the messen- Post Roads. i authorizing the purchase of the private stock in 
ger, $700; to two assistant messengers, $400 each; | the Louisville and Portland canal was taken up; 
and to one $350; and to the two watchmen $350 REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES, ' and the pending amendment having becn with- 
each:’’ and so modified it was agreed to. Mr. PRESTON, from the Committee on Mil- drawn, 


Mr. ADAMS moved to strike out the follow- itary Affairs, reported, without amendment, the ' Messrs. EWING of Ohio, and PORTER, 
ing words from the section: ‘‘to be paid at the bill from the Houes to repair and extend the addressed the Senate in favor of the bill; after 
end of each calendar month;’’ which was agreed United States arsenal at Charleston, South Car- | which, 


to. olina. Mr. HENDRICKS, with some remarks, sub- 
The section, as amended, was then concurred Mr. PRENTISS, from the Committee on Pub- mitted the following amendments: 

in. lic Lands, reported, without amendment, the bill: Jst. To insert at the end of the second line, the words, 
The remaining section, agreed to in Committee fromthe House for the relief of James L. Stokes. `: « forthe purpose of improving the navigation of the Ohio 

of the Whole, was then taken up follows: Mr. BUCHANAN, from the Committee on | river at the falls, and of rendering the same, as near as may 


ici i oT | be, free from tolis; and 
Sec. 46 Be it further enacted, That the followingannual the Judiciary, to which had been referred the bill ` PS To insert in the eighth line the words, ‘at the market 


salaries shall be allowed to the Auditor of the Post Office to provide for the execution of the laws of the |. price, not exceeding twelve and a balf per cent. above par 


Deparment, monies oie a a ne renvers herein; pro- United States in Michigan, reported the same, | value.” This last amendmentrefers tothe price to be paid 
To the Auditor, 43.000. ? P í i with an amendment; which was read. i: for the stock. 


To the chief clerk, $2,000. Mr. GOLDSBOROUGH, from the Committee || Mr. NILES made some remarks in opposition 
To the four principal clerks, each §1,700. on Military Affairs, reported the bill from the, to the amendment, onthe ground that he was 


To Cpener clerks cacti e120 '. House for the relief of the Springfield Manufac- . opposed to the Government becoming joint stock- 
To eight clerks, each $900. : turing Company, with an amendment; which ' holders in private stock companies, and acting 


To the messenger, $900 ; and to the assistant messengers, . was read. p y € 
- i _ Mr. TOMLINSON, from the Committee on || a State. He wasin favor of the improve men 
Mr. HARLAN moved to amend this section Pensions, reported, without amendment, the bill | of the river, but he had strong objections to the 


! . 
as follows: i; from the House for the relief of John Bennet; | mode in which it was proposed to be donr a 
To the Auditor, $3,000. . and recommended that the bill be rejected. i suggested that it would be better to o an i 
To the chief clerk, @1,700. |__Mr. SOUTHARD, from the Committee on | from the State of Kentucky a cession of the ter- 
To the four principal clerks, each $1,400. : Naval Affairs, reported a bill to regulate and li ritory on which the canal was constructed, and 
1 


To ten clerks, each $1,200. 


To twenty clerks, each $1,000. | establish the Navy ration; which was read, and 


ordered to a second reading. 


To eight clerks, each $800. | juris 
To the messenger, $700; and z | Mr. BENTON, from the Committee on Mili- || jections to the purchase would not appe g 
To the assistant messengers, each $450. tary Affairs, to which had been referred the peti- |” Mr. WALKER explained that he could nov 


After some remarks from Messrs. CONNOR, || tion of Nathaniel Smith, reported a bill for his || vote for the bill in its Pea shape ee 
HARLAN, JOHNSON of Tennessee, and UN- | relief; which was read, and ordered to a second | votéd against it some days ago. prop 
DERWOOD, the amendment was agreed to. | reading. ! tions were now embodie 
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it d States from this joint stock com- | United States, should the private stockholders The bill to confirm the title of Joseph Sorin 
pers De heater to render the canal toll free. || refuse to sell for the price offered. | alias La Rochelle, and those claiming ander him, 


vik Teas modifications, he was prepared to | Mr. HENDRICKS opposed this amendment; toa tract of land in Missouri; 
vote for the bill, as it contemplated great public |; after which it was adopted—ayes 15, noes 11. | | The bill for the relief of the legal representa- 
benefits, and the constitutional objections were : Mr. BENTON then offered the amendment : tives of William Ramsay, deceased ; 
removed. ! suggested by him. -The bill for the relief of George Dawson; 
The firstamendment was then agrecd to. © Mr. WALKER hoped his friend from Mis- The bill to reward the captors of the Tripoli- 
Mr. HENDRICKS, in reply to Mr. Nites, souri would not presshisamendment. If pressed, tian Frigate Philadelphia; 
observed that the constitutional objections to the . this amendment would be adopted, or not adopted; The bill for the relief of A. and J. Dennistown 
pill were now, by the amendment just adopted, and, in either case, it would present those who & Co., of New Orleans; 
removed. The canal would be made nearly toll j; voted for the bill in the attitude of having voted The bill appointing the time for the annual 
free, with the exception only of the necessary | for it after a measure of which they approved had meetings of Congress; and . 
expenses; and by the purchase of the whole, or | been rejected. He was decidedly in favor of sur- The bill providing for the establishment of a 
k j] 


the greater part of the stock, the Government | rendering this stock to the State of Kentucky at depot of arms on the western frontier of Mis- 
would not be a partner in a joint stock company. || the next winter; but, as others might not be so, souri. 

Mr. NAUDAIN then proposed a modification |; he feared that taking the question now would _ The bill from the House to change the organ- 
of the second amendment, in order, as he said, || seriously embarrass the bill. , ization of the Post Office Department, and to es- 
to do full justice to the holders of this stock. Mr. BENTON observed that some good effect tablish certain post offices and post roads, and to 
The stock was soldat least a year ago, for seven- || had already been produced by offering his amend- discontinue others, were severally read twice and 
teen per cent. advance, and it was not reasonable || ment, for several gentlemen had declared them- referred. ; 
to suppose that it could be purchased for less |) selves in favor of it. He hoped to see the time , The bill to extend the charters of the banks in 

He therefore moved to amend the amend- || when the United States would own no stock . the District of Columbia came up as the order of 


now. 

ment by fixing the maximum to be paid for the || in a private company. Having accomplished | the day; when i ; 

stock at cighteen per cent. advance, instead of || part of his object in turning public attention to ` Mr. BENTON moved that it be laid on the 
twelve and a half. hie amendment, he would yield to the wishes of |; table for the purpose of going into executive 

After some remarks from Mr. DAVIS, in op- || his friend, and withdraw it for the present. | business. i 

position to the amendment, and from Messrs. Mr. HENDRICKS moved to amend the billi; This motion having been negatived, 

CLAY, NAUDAIN,GRUNDY, and BENTON, | by adding the following words: “and that a sum || Mr. BENTON moved to postpone the further 
in its favor, | sufficient to carry into effect the provisions of this consideration of the bill, and make it the order of 

i 


Mr. BENTON submitted the following, which 


act be, and the same is hereby, appropriated out | the day for the day after to-morrow; which mo- 
he said he intended to offer as an amendnf€nt, as 


of any money in the Treasury not otherwise | tion was also negatived. 


soon as the question on the pending amendment |; appropriated.” i | On motion of Mr. HUBBARD, the Senate 
was disposed of: | This amendment being agreed to, the bill was :; adjourned. 
Sec. —. And be it further enacted, That so soon as the | 


reported to the Senate as amended; and the li 
amendments being concurred in, it was ordered j HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 


to be engrossed for a third reading. 


Sceretary of the Treasury shall have completed the pur- 
chase of the stock in said canal, the same shall! be offered 


to the State of Kentucky, upon condition that the said State |: : 7 i > 
will never impose higher tolls upon the said canal than || On motion of Mr. CALHOUN, the Senate n Tuurspar, June 2, 1836 
shail be necessary to defra y the expenses of superintend- '! took up the bill to prohibit the circulation, through | Mr. MILLER asked the consent of the House 
ing and keeping it in good order; and the President of the |, the mails, of incendiary publications. © to take up and consider the resolution on the 


United States is hereby authorized to cause the said stock |: 
to be transferred to the State of Kentucky whenever he |: iki ll after th > 1 eins 
shall be satisfactorily informed that the Legislature of that |. Striking out all after the enacting clause, and In- | 


State has agreed, by law, to accept it on the conditions j; serting a substitute. a portion of Saturday next for the consideration 
above mentioned. | Mr. CALHOUN moved to amend the amend- | of bills reported from the Committees on Revolu- 


| Mr. GRUNDY moved to amend the bill by i. Speaker’s table, reported some time since from 
| 
Mr. CRITTENDEN thought that the market } ment by providing that, where incendiary publi- tionary and Invalid Pensions. 


the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to set apart 


price of the stock would be advanced by fixing | cations are sent to the States where such publi- Objection being made, Mr. M. moved a sus- 
the maximum; and thatif it was so fixed, fifteen l cations are prohibited by law, they shall be : pension of the rules; which was lost. 
per cent. would be a fairer price than eighteen |! delivered to such persons as may be appointed Mr. PATTON asked leave to offer a resolution 


per cent, He was satisfied that fifteen per cent. I! to receive them, and when thereare no such per- | setting apart Friday and Saturday next, till one 
was a fair price, and said that if they fixed the || sons appointed to receive them, they shall be o'clock, for the consideration of bills on the Ter- 


maximum at eighteen per cent. they would have || burnt or otherwise disposed of, under the regu- ritories, with the exception of those providing 


to pay that sum. | lations of the Post Office Department. for the admission of Michigan and Arkansas 
Mr. EWING, of Ohio, thoughtthat the twelve © On taking the question, this amendment was into the Union. 

and a half per cent. proposed by the amendment, | lost—ycas 15, nays 15; as follows: :, Objection being made, Mr. P. moved a suspen- 

would not be giving the stockholders more than |, _ YEAS—Messrs. Black, Brown, Calhoun, Clay, Cuthbert, `; sion of the rules; which was lost. 


' Goldsborough, Grundy, Kent, King of Alabama, King of $ 
to the amendment sugzested by the Senator from || some Moore, Nicholas, Rives, Walker, and White—15. REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 

an BE y i; NAYS—Messrs. Benton, Buchanan, Davis, Hendricks, Mr. TALIAFERRO, from the Committee of 
Tennessee, and submitted by the Senator from || Hubbard, Morris, Prentiss, Robinson, Shepley, Southard, Claims ted a bill fi the relief of Captai 
Missouri, he hoped that it would not be passed || Swift, Tallmadge, Tomlinson, Webster, and Wright—15. :: y ha 3 repor hi ki or at IEE. o ae ies 
Si this aa _ He was one ne orea) the United | After some remarks from Messrs. MORRIS, mitted owns; whieh Sa Rea twice Oe come 

tates of all interest in this stock as soon asit |} CALHOUN, KING of Georgia, and GRUNDY, | ` 5 

could be done, without the difficulties that he ap- ` the question was taken on Mr. Grunpy’s substi- Mr. JARVIS, from the Committee on Naval 
prehended at the present time. He hoped thatit . tute, and was agreed to without a division. Resolved, That the Secretary of the Navy be directed to 
would be postponed till next winter, when he : The bill was then reported to the Senate; and ascertain, as far as practicable! and to report to this House 
thought that the proposition of the Senator from | on the question of concurring with the amend- . during the first week of the next session, the practicability 
Missouri, with proper guards, would meet with © ment made in committec, Mr. CALHOUN re- of establishing a navy-yard at or near Great Barn Island, in 
the concurrence of all. : newed his motion to amend the amendment that `i the straits called East river, which connect Long Island 


ane pet Ir. y E a : wea $ » sound with New York bay; the comparative advantages 
sone aes Sane s pate Aptos s |i had been rejected in committee. The question on ` and disadvantages of that site and the site of the navy-yard 
’ ` 


this motion was also rejected—yeas 15, nays 15, |: at the Wallabout on Long Island, for the purposes of a navy 

Mr. CRITTENDEN then moved to amend the |; as follows: ` yard; the expense of erecting the works recommended by 
amendment, by striking out “ twelve anda half,” | yBAs—Mesers. Black. Brown Calhoun, Clay, Cuthbert, : Colonel Baldwin at the Wallabout, according to the plan 
and inserting ‘‘ sixteen;’’ which was agreed to. !; Goldsborough, Grundy, King of Alabama, King of Georgia, || Presented by that engineer; the expense of a dry dock at 


Á Pi F. ta 15 i| each of the above positions ; the expense of purchasing the 
The amendmentas amended was then agreed to, || Moore, Nicholas, Preston, Rives, Walker, and White 15. | necessary quantity of land, ‘and erecting buildings of equal 


Mr. HENDRICKS then expressed the hope NAYS-~-Messrs. Buchanan, Davis, Ewing of Ohio, Hen- |! convenience with those now owned by the United States 
1 1 d db } ! dricks, Hubbard, Morris, Niles, Prentiss, Robinson, Shep- |: at the Wallabout : and th babl i hich tl 
that the amendment suggested by the Senator || ley, Swift, Tomlinson, Wall, Webster, and Wright—15. | at the Wallabout ; and the probable amount for wae the 
from Missouri would not be pressed now. The | 3 = ': lands, buildings, and other property of the United States at 
aeon Selciiee this canal Po id b 4 dto ll The amendment of the committee was then |! the Wallabout might be disposed of, if offered for sale. 
t oy Siate of Kentucky. ov whether the Unit a | concurred in; and the question on ordering thei. The resolution, under the rule, lies over one 
ys nited |! bill to be engrossed fer a third reading was car- |: day for consideration . 


States should ask a cession of the jurisdiction || ried—yeas 18, nays 18; as f AE 

` | — ollows— ; 

over it from that State, were questions of too | youn i the malike ws—the Chair |; Mr. GALBRAITH, from the Committee on 
| : 


much importane to be decided on without some || YEAS—Messrs Black, Brow. i Private Land Claims, reported a bill for the relief 
h c ¢ AS—! n, Buchanan, Cal : ane i 
consideration. He thought it would be most |! Cuthbert, Goldsborough, Grundy, King of Alabama, ing |! of George Rowe; which was read twice and com- 
advisable to postpone the further consideration |! of Georgia, Moore, Nicholas, Preston, Rives, Robinson, |; mitted. 

f tl ; ill ; hen he had |! Tallmadge, Walker, White, and Wright—18. || Mr. JOHNSON, of Kentucky, from the Com- 
of these questions till next winter, when he had |: “ ‘ways’ Messrs. B ; 7 ge idan thes. <6 wpe h 2 : 
no doubt one or the other would be adopted. i Messrs. Benton, Clay, Davis, Ewing of Illinois, | mittee on ao Affairs, reported a bill for the 


? 7 Ewing of Obio, Hendricks, Hubbard, Kent, Morris, Niles, |’ pelj i i 
On motion of Mr. HENDRICKS, the third Prentiss, Ruggles, Shepley, Southard, Swift, Tomlinson, Aae T ae Parker; which was read 


the amount of their investment. With respect 


Affairs, reported the following resolution: 


section of the bill was stricken out. [This con- |: Wall, and Webster—18. 


tains a provision authorizing the Secretary of the BILLS PASSED. li ADDITIONAL PAYMASTERS. 
Treasury to vote on the stock of the United The following bis were severally read the | Mr. JOHNSON then asked the consent of the 
States. ] $ 2 | third time, and passed: | House to move to go into Committee of the- 
Mr. CRITTENDEN moved to strike out, the The bill for the relief of Moses Bliss; ! Whole, for half an hour only, on the bill to 
second section, providing that the Secretary of || The bill concerning the writs of error in the | provide for the appointment of three additional 


the Treasury should sell out the stock of the |i courts of the United States; ' paymasters of the Army. 
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Objection being made, Mr. J. moved a suspen- 
sien of the rules; which was lost. 


Mr. McK AY moved to set apart to-morrow, ` 


from eleven tUl twelve o'clock, for the same pur- 
possi which was lost. 


MARINE HOSPITAL. 


Mr. SPEIGHT rose to ask the House to take 
up the bill to establish a marine hospital at Ocra- 
coke bar, in the State of North Carolina. He 
would, with the indulgence of the House, state, 
that this was not only of importance to the State 
from whenee he came, but to the whole country, 
and particularly to the northern States. Owing 
to the northedsterly winds which prevailed in 
that section, and the obstructions to our naviga- 
tion, vessels were not unfrequently detained for 
weeks. This was in the sickly season; and for 
want of comfortable quarters a great many sea- 
men died. He stated that there was not a point 
in the United States where a hospital was more 
needed than at this place. 

The motion was objected to; and a motion by 
Mr. S. to suspend the rules for the purpose was 
Ost. 


LOUISVILLE AND PORTLAND CANAL. 


On motion of Mr. GRAVES, the Committee |. 


of the Whole were discharged from the further 
consideration of the bil in relation to the Louis- 
ville and Portland canai; and the same was com- 
mitted to the Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union. 

DR. LEIBER. 


On motion of Mr. LOYALL, the Joint Com- 
mittee on the Library were discharged from the 
memorial and papers of Dr. Leiber. 


REPORTS. 


Unfavorable reports were made by Mr. JAR- 
VIS, from the Committee on Naval Affairs; b 
Mr. DROMGOOLE, from the Committee on Mil- 
itary Affairs; by Messrs. CRAIG, KINNARD, 
and MUHLENBERG, from the Committee on 
Revolutionary Claims; by Mr. MORGAN, from 
the Committee on Revolutionary Pensions; and 
by Mr. MILLER, from the Committee on Inva- 
lid Pensions. 


PETITIONS, MEMORIALS, ETC. 


Petitions and memorials were, on leave, pre- 
sented by Messrs. PEARCE of Rhode Island, 
PIERCE of New Hampshire, SLOANE, BOND, 
PATTERSON, and PINCKNEY. 

(Mr. Pearce, of Rhode Island, stated that he 
had on hand a memoria] which he had been 
anxious to present for the last three or four wecks 
—a memorial of a peculiar character, and signed 
by David Mellville, of Newport, Rhode Island, 
cormplaining that he had been unceremoniously 
reformed out of office by the collector of that port, 
and praying thata law may be passed restraining 
executive patronage. Mr. P. said a similar me- 
morial ha 
and there referred to the Committee on Commerce 


—that he supposed this would be the appropriate | 


committee here. Leave was granted to present 
the memorial, and it was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. 


t 


been presented in the other branch, |! 


(Mr. Pıxcgxey presented the memorial of | 


Christopher Werner, 
certain sum paid into the Treasury by mistake; 
which was referred to the Committce on Com- 
merce, 

(Mr. Patterson presented the 
Morrel, of Richland county and 
soldier of the late war; which was referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions.] 


RESOLUTIONS. — 
On motion of Mr. CRANE, it was 


Resolced, That the Committee on Invalid Pensions be 
instructed to inquire into the expediency of allowing a pen- 
sion to Charles Young, a soldier in the late war. 


On motion of Mr. RUSSELL, it was 


Resolved, That the Committee on Revolutionary Pen- 
sions be instructed to inquire into the expediency of grant- 
ing a pension to Samuel! Pettengill, of the State of New 
York, for services rendered in the war of the Revolution 


On motion of Mr. RUSSELL, it was 


Resolved, That the Committee on Revolutionary Pen- 
sions be instructed to inquire into the expediency of grant- 
ing a pension to Simeon Moss, of the State of New York, 


etition of John 


praying to be refunded a ; 


tate of Ohio, a : 


ji 
| for services rendered during the war of the Revolution as 
: an Indian spy. 


On motion of Mr. CHAPMAN, it was 


Resolved, That the Committee on Revolutionary Pen- 
sions inquire into the expediency of placing the name of 
William Wilson, of Jackson county, Alabama, on the roll 
of revolutionary pensions. 


On motion of Mr. KILGORE, it was 


Resolved, That the memorial of the President and Secre- 
tary of the Franklin College, Ohio, asking aid from Congress 
for said institution, be referred to the Committee on Public 
Lands, with instructions to inquire into the expediency of 
granting to said college a township of land, to be selected 
in Ohio from any of the public lands subject to private 
entry. 

On motion of Mr. CONNOR, the House then 


proceeded to the orders of the day. 


POST OFFICE DEPARTMENT. 


The bill to change the organization of the Post 
Office Department, and to provide more effectually 
for the settlement of the accounts thereof, was 
taken up, the question being on its final passage. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Louisiana, moved to recom- 
mit the bill to the Committee of the Whole on 
the state of the Union, with instructions to strike 
out the sections, being 43 and 44, depriving the 
pene of the privilege or perquisites of the 

oxes or pigeon-holes. 

Mr. CONNOR suggested that it would be bet- 
ter to let the bill pass and go to the Senate, where 
the clauses could either be stricken out, or some 
other provision made, to provide a suitable com- 
pensation therefor, or some modification of the 
salaries of postmasters of large cities. 

After some remarks from Messrs. JOHNSON 
of Louisiana, CAMBRELENG, LAWRENCE, 
REED, MANN of New York, and BELL, 

Mr. JOHNSON modified his motion by in- 
structing the committee either to strike out the 
provisions referred to, or to provide for the in- 
creasc of the salaries of the Postmasters of the 
cities and large towns of the different States. 

The motion was discussed b 
SON of Virginia, PEARCE o 
BRIGGS, EVERETT, and GRENNELL. 

Mr. EVERETT called for a division of the 

uestion, first on the motion to recommit, and 
then on the motion to instruct. 

Mr. REED moved to amend the motion by 
striking out all after the word ‘instructions,”’ 


and insert a provision ‘‘ that the operation of the |: 
said 43d and 44th sections shall not go into effect | 


until the 4th day of March next.” 

After some further remarks from Messrs. 
REED, UNDERWOOD, WISE, LANE, and 
JENIFER, 


Mr. SPEIGHT demanded the previous ques- | 
i, tion; which was seconded by the House—ayes | 


67, noes o7. 
The main question was then ordered and put, 
and the bill was passed. 
NEW POST ROUTES. 


The bill to establish certain post roads, and 
_ to alter and discontinue others,and for other pur- 


| poses, was then taken up, read a third time, and ` 


| passed. 
INDIAN ANNUITIES, ETC. 


Mr. CAMBRELENG remarked that the for- ` 


tification bill was properly the first in order, but 
there was another bill, for Indian annuities, 
returned from the Senate with some important 
, amendments, which was much more urgent than 
‘any other, and which he hoped would be taken 


up. 
Mr. EVERETT hoped the bill would be post- |) 


. poned till to-morrow, inasmuch as it would Hine 
up a debate, and the necessary documents ha 


not all come in, in relation to the origin of the | 


Seminole war. 

/ Mr. CAMBRELENG would merely state that 
this bill was sent to the Senate two months ago, 
and remained there unacted upon until the War 
Department wrote and urged the Senate to act 
upon it. If, however, a discussion was to arise 
respecting the origin of the Seminole war, the 
sooner it was brought on the better. The people 
of Georgia, Alabama, and Florida, were sufferin 
for want of the passage of this bill. He moved, 
therefore, that the House resolve itself into the 
Committee of the Whole on the State of the 
Union; which was agreed to; and 


Messrs. MA- 
Rhode Island, | 


| The House accordingly went into Committee 

| of the Whole, (Mr.Smirw in the chair,) and pro- 

: ceeded to the consideratiqn of the amendments of 

` the Senate to the bill making appropriations for 

‘the current expenses of the Indian department, 
for Indian annuities, and for other similar objects, 
for the year 1836. 

The following amendments of the Senate were 
agreed to without a division : 

“Ist. For the payment of a clerk in the office of the Su- 
Pperintendent of Indian Affairs for the Territory of Wiscon- 
sin, $800 

“2d. For the payment of interest onan annuity of 81,000 
to the Cherokees by the treaty of the 24th of October, 1204, 
and which was not paid till the year 1825, $12,600; which 
sum shall be paid in the same manner, and in the same pro- 
portions, to the Cherokees east and west of the Mississippi, 
that the annuity itself is payable. 

_ “3d. Provided, however, That no part of the appropria- 
tion for the Florida Indians shall be paid to any Indians 
who have been engaged in hostilities against the United 
: States, unless in such change of circumstances as may in- 
duce the President of the United States to direct the same 
to be paid.” 
_ The fourth amendment of the Senate was to 
increase the item for locating reservations, and 
certifying contracts, under the treaty with the 
i Crecks of the 24th of March, 1832, from $7,000- 
to $14,000. 

Mr. BELL, from the Committee on Indian 
Affairs, moved to disagree to this amendment, 
and entered into a minute explanation in relation 
thereto. 

After some remarks from Messrs. LAWLER, 
GLASCOCK, HAYNES, TOWNS, CAM- 
BRELENG, OWENS, BELL, and LEWIS, 

Mr. LEWIS moved an amendment to the 
Senate’s amendment, authorizing the President of 
the United States to appoint additional agents for 
certifying and for investigating frauds, if he shall 
deem it necessary. 

The amendment was discussed by Messrs. 
McKAY, ASHLEY, GLASCOCK, LEWIS, 
BELL, LYON, HAWES, TOWNES, and 
OWENS. 

At the suggestion of Mr. BELL, both amend- 
ments were passed over for the prescnt, and the 
committce procecded to the consideration of the 
other amendments; some of which were con- 
curred in. 

On motion of Mr. BELL, the committee rose, 

ii and reported progress, 

The Speaker having resumed the chair, 

On motion of Mr. ELL, the bill was made 
the special order of the day from the hour of 
twelve o’clock to-morrow. 

Sundry documents from the War Department, 
on the subject of Indian hostilities, were orderet 
to be printed. 

The House then adjourned ata little before six 
o’clock, p.m. 


IN SENATE. 
Frivayr, June 3, 1836. 


A message was received from the President of 
the United States, by Mr. Done sow, his Private 
i Secretary, in answer to the resolution of the 
|: Senate of the 27th ultimo, requesting to be in- 
i! formed whether, in the opinion of the President, 
i an increase or reorganization of the ordnance 
corps is necessary. The reply of the President 
is in the affirmative, and refers to a report of the 
Secretary of War on the subject. 
' On motion of Mr. GRUNDY, the message was 
| referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
if PETITIONS, ETC. 
l Mr. RIVES presented two petitions from sun- 
| dry citizens of Virginia, praying for the establish- 
i! ment of new post routes; which were referred to 
the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 


REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 


| Mr. GOLDSBOROUGH, from the Committee 
! on Commerce, to which had been referred the bill 
| providing for the employment of boysin the mer- 
: chant service, reported the same with an amend- 
ment, accompanied by a report in detail, five hun- 
dred copies of which were ordered to be printed. 

Mr. DAVIS, from the Committce on Commerce, 
reported a joint resolution to cause a complete sct 
of standard weights and measures to be delivered 
to the Governors of the several States, for the use 
| of said States; which was read twice, and ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading. 
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RESOLUTION. | 


Mr. MOORE submitted the following resolu- : 
tion; which was considered and agreed to: 

Resolred, That the Committee on Private Land Claims 
be jnsiructed to inquire into the propriety of confirming to 
the heirs and legal representatives of Wiliam E. Kennedy 
their claim and title to six thousand four hundred acres of 
land, being a coneession under the Spanish Government, 
recommended for confirmation by the board of commis- 
sioners at St. Stephen's. 

PATENT LAWS. 


On motion of Mr. RUGGLES, the bill to pro- 
mote the progress of the useful arts, and to repeal 
all other acts on the same subject, was taken up, 
and considered as in Committee of the Whole; 
and several amendments having been made, it 
was reported to the Senate as amended, and laid 
on the table, and ordered to be printed. 


BILLS PASSED. 


The following bills were severally read the third 
time, and passed: 

The bill for the relief of the legal representa- 
tives of Captain Robert White, deceased; 

The bill for the relief of the legal representa- 
tives of Conway, deceased; and 

The bill authorizing the purchase of the private 
stock in the Louisville and Portland Canal. 


INCENDIARY PUBLICATIONS. 
The bill to prohibit the circulation through the 


ost offices of incendiary publications came up on `; 


its third reading; and, 
On motion of Mr. WEBSTER, it was post- 
poned until Monday next. 


BILLS ORDERED TO A THIRD READING. 


The following bills were severally read the 
second time, and considered as in Committee of 
the Whole, and ordered to be engrossed for a 
third reading: 

The bill for the relief of the legal representa- 
tives of Henry Fisher, deccased; 

The bill making appropriations for certain in- 
ternal improvements in Florida; 

The bill supplementary to the act authorizin 
the Territory of Florida to open a canal through 
the lands of the United States, between the Chipola 
river and St. Andrew’s bay, and from Matanzas 
to Halifax, in said Territory; 

The bill authorizing the Secretary of the Treas- 


ury to compromise and finally settle the claims | 


of the United States against certain banks; 
The bill to authorize Daniel Tyler to import an 


iron canal boat in detached parts, with the neces- | 


sary machinery, tools, &c , free of duty; and 
The bill for the relief of Nathaniel Canedy. 


GENERAL LAND OFFICE. 


The bill to reorganize the General Land Office 
was taken up and considered. 

Mr. EWING, after some remarks in explana- 
tion of the bill, moved to fill up the blanks, as 
follows: for the salary of the commissioner, 


‘| ‘These motions were also agree 


| ackers and sealers at $450 per annum each. shall find it necessary, before I close my remarks, 
to; and the bill | toadverttothis history again. Ishall find itneces- 
sary so to do in order to show the propriety of 
carrying into effect the second provision of the 
bill which I have prepared, viz: to grant him a 
pension for disability, and to have that pension 
commence atthe date of that disability. 
There is a rule of practice prevailing in the 
Mr. H. said: Mr. President, a few mornings Department with reference to the time when pen- 
past I gave notice thai I should ask leave to in- sions shall commence—and that is when the evi- 
_troduce a bill giving authority to the Secretary dence upon an application shallbeclosed. It will 
‘of War to audit and settle the accounts of Eleazer be found upon an examination, that that practice 
' W. Ripley with the Government, and to allow originated under the act of May, 1820, which 
him a pension for a severe wound which he re- provides ‘‘ that the right any person now has, or 
ceived, during the last war, while in the way of may hereafter acquire, to receive a pension, in 
his duty. I have prepared the bill, and before I virtue of any law of the United States, shall be 
|: resume my seat I shall ask leave to present it to considered to commence at the time of completing 
the consideration of the Senate. But, before I his testimony.” Thatactreferred exclusively to 
| present it, I must be permitted to make a few re- those annuitants who were or should be in the 
marks with reference to the extraordinary ser- receipt of pensions for revolutionary services; it 
_ vices of General Ripley as a military officer, and in fact referred to the pensioners under the act of 
“with reference to the severe, unjust, and unmerited March, 1818. It was not designed to have, nor 
- treatment he aas received at the hands of his Govern- in truth could it have, any application to invalid 
ment, while engaged in the employ of his country. pensioners under the act of llth January, 1812. 
And I will here state, that my movement in re- , The claim of the latter class rests upon a totaily 
|| lation to this matter is wholly unknown to Gen- different principle—a principle which has been 
eral Ripley. I have not, up to this time, ex- recognized from the foundation of our own Gov- 
‘changed a word with him upon this subject. ernment—a principle which has been recognized 
Whatever I shall say, or whatever I may do, will , by every civilized Governmentin Christendom—a 
‘be induced by the respect which I entertain for principle not only connected with the justice, but 
the high character and honorable services of this ` faving an intimate relation to the honor of the 
|| distinguished individual. I know well his his- . country; that principle is loss of physical power 
‘| tory. The success, the fame, the prosperity of ; while in public service; that principle is personal 
| this early friend could not be a matter of indiffer- disability; a deprivation of the means of gaining 
lence tome. I have, in common with his other a livelihood, occasioned by wounds received in 
| New England acquaintances, felt a deep morti- the performance of military duty; and whenever 
| fication at events which seemed, for a time, to it so happens that any one who is thus engaged 
attach to his character a degree of ignominy; but < shall be deprived of limb, or in any way be dis- 
'! recent developments have wiped away every ` abled, a sense of common humanity, as well as of 
shade from his moral reputation; and with great ' common justice, would prompt the Government 
‘individual pleasure and satisfaction do I avail | at once to make up for that disability, if not to 
| myself of this opportunity to bring forward a ` heal, to pour balm into the wounds of the faith- 
` measure, the object of which is to render but an | ful soldier by giving him a pension—a reward 
act of sheer justice to a highly honorable, but much | commensurate with the degree of his disability. 
abused and injured fellow-citizen. The act of 11th January, 1812, provides ‘‘that 
The bill which I have prepared, Mr. President, ; ifany officer, non-commissioned officer, musician, 
contains two very distinct provisions. The first or private, shall be disabled by wounds or other- 
is, that the accounts subsisting between General | wise, while in the line of his duty in public 
Ripley and his Government shall be audited and service, he shall be placed on the list of invalids 
settled by the Secretary of War. The secondis, of the United States, at such rate of pension, and 
that General Ripley shall be placed on the list of | under such regulations, as are or may be dirccted 
‘invalid pensioners, for the wound received while ` by law: Provided always, That the compensation 
i in public service, and that his pension shall com- | to be allowed for such wounds or disabilities toa 
mence at the time the disability was incurred. I commissioned officer shall not exceed, for the 
have made myself believe, notwithstanding the | highest rate of disability, half the monthly pay 
known usage and the practice of the Department, | of such officer at the time of his being disabled or 
that every consideration of right and justice calls | wounded; and that no officer shall receive more 
upon us to carry into full effect the last provision | than the half pay of a lieutenant colonel.” 
of the bill. That we have not only precedent’ It does seem to me that the language of this 
! upon precedent giving natioiy for ihe proceed- ` act is too plain, too precise, to admit of cavil or 
ing, but the case of General Ripley itself is so doubt, and its injunctions are of the most imper- 
| entirely distinguishable from other cases, that I. ative and positive character. It declares that 
| cannot doubt that, when all the facts shall be known, whoever shall be disabled while in the line of his 


i 


i was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading. 


GENERAL ELEAZER W. RIPLEY. 


Mr. HUBBARD, in pursuance of notice given, 
asked and obtained leave, and introduced a bill 
for the relief of General Eleazer W. Ripley. 


j 
| 
I | 
i | 
| 

p l 


i 
\ 


$4,000 per annum; the salary of the recorder and | the Senate will unhesitatingly adopt that provis- 

principal clerk of surveys, $2,000 each. ‘ion. With reference to the first provision of the 
This being agreed to, Mr. È. moved to fill up _ bill, my object has been merely to give authorit 

the blanks for two principal clerks with salaries to the Secretary of War to settle and finally al 


‘ duty in public service, shall be placed on the list of 

` invalids of the United States, at such rate of pension 
as may be directed by law. 

| It willnotbe denied that Gencral Ripley contin- 


of $2,500 each. 


| just the accounts between General Ripley andthe , ued in the service long after the battle at the sortie 


Mr. GRUNDY said he believed that the high- ‘United States. It was a fact well known, that | from Fort Erie, adding, year following year, to 
est salaries given to the chief clerks of any of , these accounts embraced receipts and disburse- i| his fame as a military officer; but in that battle he 
the public offices was $2,000 per annum. He ments of the public money to a great amount | was severely and dangerously wounded, and by 
thought, then, as a general rule, it would be bet- i during the last war, and while he was also per- || that wound he was disabled. His right, then, to an 
ter, unless they intended to increase the salaries forming the high and honorable duty of a field- immediate pension, must depend upon the mean- 
of all the chicf clerks, not to place these chief (officer in'the Army. No man was more unwil- ing of the word “disabled,” as used in the act. 
clerks at higher salaries than $2,000 cach. jling, more averse, to perform the additional The late Attorney General (Mr. Taney) has 

Mr. EWING spoke of the importance of the | duties of a disbursing agent than General Ripley. |! given a clear and ‘sensible exposition upon this 
duties of these clerks, and the amount of labor . He was not calculated for the office. That par- | point; not with reference to this particular case, 
they had to perform; but, as the chief clerks in ‘ ticular service ill comported with his habits. He |. but to one not unlike it: “ Does the word ‘ disa- 
the other offices werc not paid more than $2,000, | was uneducated in the school of an accountant; | abled’ (he remarks) mean that the officer must be 
he would move to fill up the blank with this sum. _ but it was the call of his Government; it was the |: disabled from the duties of his station before he 
This motion was also agreed to. order of his country, and he promptly obeyed ; can receive a pension? or does it mean any de- 

Mr. EWING then moved to fill up the blank for that call; he unhesitatingly submitted to that |! gree of personal debility which renders him less 


the number of clerks with—one clerk at an annual , order; he never shrank from any duty; he never | 


salary of $1,600; four clerks at an annual salary avoided any responsibility. 
of $1,500 each; and sixteen clerks at an annual 
salary of $1,400 each; twenty clerks at an annual co 
salary of $1,200 each; five clerks at an annual day, it is matter of joy to his friends that it has ` 
salary of $1,100 each; and thirty-five clerks at | finally been twice found by a jury of his country | 
an annual salary of $1,000 each; one principal | that every dollar of the public money, received | 
draftsman at a salary of $1,750; and one assistant ; by him, has been faithfully and honestly applied, | 
draftsman at a salary of $1,200; one messenger | and that there exists an indebtedness onthe part | 
at $700, and one assistant messenger at $350; two : of thc Government to him in a large amount. I 


e did undertake 


to disburse the hundreds of thousands which | 
were committed to his charge; and, at this late | 


at 


able to provide for his subsistence? The latter 
| interpretation of the word ‘disabled’ is most con- 
i sonant with the spirit and objects of the law, and, 
' indeed, it is the only one consistent with that pro- 
| vision of the statute which directs that the pen- 
| Sion shall be graduated, so that the compensa 
‘tion to be allowed toa commissioned officer shall 
| not exceed half of the monthly pay of such offi- 
| cer at the time of his being disabled or wounded.” 
i The act provides that the officer disabled shall be 
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placed on the Nist of invalids at such rate of pension, 
and under such regulations, as be directed by 
law. And it being a provision of ike law that the 
pension shall be graduated according to the nature 
and degree of his disability, all that was necessary 
to the grant of an immediate pension tc General 
Ripley was to ascertain the degree of his disa- 
bility, in order to fix the rate of his pension. This 
is also a regulation of law, In this particular case, 
from the very nature of the wound, although 
General Ripley continued to discharge the duties 
of his situation, he was not only exposed to great 
bodily suffering, but he wasalso subjected to great 
additional expense in the performance of his pub- 
he duties, by rendering the assistance of others 
necessary to do those offices about his person 
which, before the injury, he could perform for 
himself. It was a disability which commenced 
in 1814, but it increased with the increase of his 
years. The effects of a premature old age by 
reason of his severe sufferings are now manifest 
to every observer. He is no longer that active, 
athletic, and vigorous man which he once was. 
He has become decrepid, disabled, disfigured. 
He is no longer full of health and of life: he is 
enfeebled, worn down. And how has all this hap- 
pened? The effect will find its cause in the dis- 
ability which was incurred on the battle-field in 
September, 1814. It was the wound he then 
received, the suffering he then endured, the ex- 
posure to which he was unavoidably subjected, 
while in the way of his duty, that has brought 
ail this upon him; and shall it now be said that 
he was not then disabled, because for many years 
he continued to perform the accustomed duties of 
his station? «Vo, sir. It was wise and politic in 
the Government to retain General Ripley in the 
gervice—his presence, his example, his precepts, 
nerved the arm of the soldier, and gave energy 
and confidence in the hour of battle. 

General Ripley was, Mr. President, seriously 
disabled by the wound he then received, and his 
pension ought not to have been withheld on the 

round that he continued in the employment of 

is country; and as it was not then extended to 
him, it becomes our ty at this late day to do 
him justice by carrying back his pension to the 
commencement of his disability. 

“é Whenis the disabled o t eive hi ion which 
the law so enphatically pa lra if Pap hapa 
it while in service? After he has resigned his commission 
and become a private citizen? Certainly not; because it 
must be borne in mind that, by the act of Congress just 
cited, pensions are contingent and graduated, and that the 
highest rate of pension for the greatest disability cannot ex- 
ceed half the monthly pay to which the disabled person was 
entived at the date of his injury.” 

The pension of General Ripley should, and it 
must, if the Government woul 
itself, commence on the day when the wound was 
received—at the time when the disability was in- 
eurred, And Iam, and ever have been, unable 
to understand why the commencement of an inva- 
lid pension should be controlled by the circum- 
stance of application and proof. henever the 
physical disability takes place, then should the 
Justice of the Government be extended. i 

“The act of January, 1812, was a compact, and cases 
occurring under it were to be viewed as a compact; and 
they have no more right to cut off the pension than they 
would the pay or the lands which they had stipulated to 
give.” 

With reference to pensions for individual ser- 
vices in the war of the Revolution, they were spe- 
cially created by the act of March, 1818, and by 
the subsequent acts of Congress. The Govern- 
ment had not been able to perform the contract, in 
letter or in spirit, with the soldiers of the Revolu- 
tion, and these annuities were granted to the sur- 
viving officers and soldiers of that day, to make 
up for the deficiency. All this is the regulation 
by law. It was competent for Congress, in rela- 
tion to this matter, to fix the amount, as well as 
the commencement of the annuity. It was a 
legislative provision to reward for service ren- 
dered more than half a century before the adop- 
tion of the provision. That was a matter address- 
ing itself to the high sense of the justice of 
Congress. They were to make such an enact- 
ment, in relation to this matter, as they might 
think just and proper. They have done it; and 
the whole matter is now particularly regulated by 
acta of Congress. This class of pensioners ought 


THE 


be consistent with | 


| to have their pensions commence when they shall 
i bring themselves within the provisions of the 
'; existing acts. These pensions may be regarded 
now in the nature of a debt, which the Govern- 
ment must be presumed to be able and willing to 
pay, whenever the creditor shall make out his 


claim. But the act of January 11, 1812, declares | 


‘what shall be done upon the happening of par- 
ticular events. 
vice of your country, and should you be wounded 
in battle you shall be compensated according to 
the disability incurred. 

Entirely different, then, is the case of an invalid 
pensioner; his claim arises under previous acts 
of Congress, and should commence with the com- 
mencement of the disability, for the best of all rea- 
sons—it was for that very disability which the legis- 
lation of the Government was intended to provide. 
The grant, then, should go back to the origin of 
the disability, and should continue while the dis- 
ability continues. This, I contend, should be the 
policy and the practice of the Government. An 
thing short of this would work the most mani- 
fest wrong and injustice. If there is any title 
under the acts of Congress toan invalid pension, 
it results from the fact of having been disabled 


It says to the officer, Join the ser- | 


- history of the times exhibited General 


while in the actual military service of the coun- - 


try. And would it not be absurd to contend that 
the commencement of such a pension should be 
controlled by extraneous circumstances? It seems 
to me that any such practical construction would 
be wrong in principle, and in violation of the 
spirit, if not of the express letter, of the act of 
January, 1812. 

It was under this act ‘‘to raise an additional 
military force’? that General Ripley entered the 
army of the United States. Those who knew 
him in early life, felt a pride that so pure a patriot 
and so gallant an officer had joined the standard 
of his country, in that day of her danger, when 
the most unhallowed sentiments were avowcd, 
both as to the existing causes and as to the prob- 
able effects of a war with England. It waswhen 
dismay had almost chilled the ardor and broken 
down the force of popular feeling, that Ripley 
came forward and united his fate with the fate of 
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ber, 1814, passed 
a resolution “that the President of the United 
States be requested to cause a gold medal to be 
struck, with suitable emblems and devices, and 
presented to Brigadier General Ripley, in testi- 
mony of the high sense entertained by Congress 
of his gallantry and good conduct in the several 
conflicts of Chippewa, Niagara, and Erie.” 

I have, Mr. President, thus very briefly ad- 
verted to the gallant services of General Ripley 
during the last war. I have adverted to the res- 
olution above cited , to show the sense which Con- 
gress entertained of those services. This resolu- 
tion spoke but the common—the general senti- 
ment of the whole country. No officer was more 
strongly supported by the power of popular feel- 
ing for his courage and conduct, during the war, 
than General Ripley.. He was known to be a 
brave and fearless man. He was known to be 
ardently attached to the free institutions of his 
country. He was believed, while in public ser- 
vice, to be free from public reproach. The war 
closed-~—the scene was changed; and the published 
; ipley as 
a public defaulter—a debtor to the Government. 
It was a record which could not fail to produce 
among his cally frenda the deepest humiliation 
and chagrin. They were slow to believe that he 


Congress, on the third of Novem 


, could have knowingly converted to his own use that 


_his native country. And from the commence- |: 


: ment of his public service to the time when he 
` resigned hiscommission, (a period of eight years, ) 
it is a fact worthy of all praise, that he was never 
absent from the scene of his duty. A furlough, 
a temporary relief from the severe hardships of 
the camp, wasa favor which he never sought, 
and which he never received. 1 know this man 
well. We were natives of the same State; edu- 
cated at the same institution. His carly and un- 
changing principles; his habits of industry; his 


ings, gave promise of his becoming a bold, a 
daring, a brave, and a humane officer; a pledge 
which has been most faithfully redeemed. He 
was first appointed a lieutenant colonel of the 


twenty-first regiment—a regiment which was en- ‘| 
listed by his untiring efforts—a regiment which | 


known character; his high and honorable fecl- : 


was second to no otherattached to the American } 


army for the bravery of its officers and men dur- 
ing the period of the war. Its commander was 
rarely absent from the ficld of battle. 
by the side of Pike, when that gallant officer fell 
at York. He lead the advance, consisting of his 


He was, without solicitation on his part, for this 
particular act of daring courage, advanced to the 
office of a brigadier general. He was present at 
the capture of Fort Erie, at the battle of Chippewa, 
and at Bridgewater, where his brigade stormed 
the heights; and with Miller, another son of 
the Granite State, at the head of the twenty-first, 
carried the enemy’s artillery. Ata subsequent 
time, (in September, 1814,) at the battle at the sor- 
tie from Fort Erie, General Ripley was severely 
and dangerously wounded by a musket ball pass- 
ing through his neck, while making a charge 
upon the reinforcement of the enemy; and thus 
terminating a siege of fifty-three days of constant 
cannonading, when every day was a battle. The 
enemy immediately after raised the siege, and re- 
tired to Chippewa. But General Ripley remained 
in military service, not only to the close of the 
' last ear out to the period of 1820, when he sur- 
i rendered his commission of brevet major general. 


He was: t 
|| pension of General Ripley was unjustly withheld 
‘ for the reason stated. Well, then, might he com- 
own regiment at Chrystler’s Ficlds, and repeat- ': plain of this act of injustice on the part of his 


edly drove the enemy back with the bayonet. |: 


which rightfully belonged to his Government, but 
such was the declared fact; and his hard and well- 
earned fame was stained with the false and igno- 
minious brand of being a public defaulter. General 
Ripley, from the beginning, most resolutely pro- 
tested against the truth of this charge. His lan- 
guage was invariably that the Government was 
indebted to him; and whenever he should be able 
to obtain a fair examination and an honest ad- 
justment of the accounts, it would be found that 
he owed not a dollar to the Government, but that 
the United States owed to him thousands. We 
hoped it might be so—that such would turn out to 
be the facts of the case; and I need not say that the 
result of the recent trials of the suits commenced 
by the United States against General Ripley has 
proved the truth of his declarations. 

The bill, then, Mr. President, which I propose 


| to offer, ought to be passed promptly—it is but 


an act of justice to General Ripley. [ have said, 
sir, that no man has suffered more wrong, severer 
treatment, at the hands of his Government, than 
General Ripley. I repeat it, and I will attempt to 
make good my allegation. He was entitled toa 
pension under the act of 1812, for a disability in- 
curred while in military service in September, 
1814. Did he receive it? Was he placed upon 
the list of invalids, in accordance with the provis- 
ions of that act? No, sir. It was withheld without 


i right, upon the ground that he was continued in 
‘ the service, and was in the receipt of full pay as 


' the application of 


| wound.” 


an officer. The reason is altogether unsatisfac- 
tory. The only question is not how much money 
he may, by some good fortune, be able annually 
to earn, but what was the degree of physical dìs- 
ability ereated by the wound; and the pension 
should have been awarded immediately accord~ 


i ing to that degree of disability, in pursuance of 


the act of 1819. But this was not done; and the 


Government; but he was silent and submissive. 
In relation to this point we are not without legis- 
lative authority. In July, 1832, Congress passed 
an act “authorizing the Secretary of War, upon 
J. O. Preston, a colonel in the 
late war, and upon his making proof of his right 
to be placed upon the invalid pension roll as an 
officer of the late war, to allow the said Preston 
the amount which would have been due him had 
he made his application at the time he received his 
There never could be a case more di- 
rectly in point than the one above cited. The 
individual was a most meritorious officer during 
the last war; so was General Ripley. Colonel 
Preston had not formally, in so many figures and 
words, made application to the proper Depart- 
ment fora pension, nor had General ipley. In 
all respects the two cases are alike, and should 
receive like treatment at the hands of the Gov- 
ernment. 


But another case which I will bring to the 
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notice of the Senate, goes clearly to show that | 
the position that an officer, while in public ser- ' 
vice, is not entitled to an invalid pension, 18 
wholly untenable. The act for the relief of 
Thomas Ap C. Jones, grants him arrears of pen- 
sion to which he was entitled ou account of a 
nanent disability, occasioned by a wound 
received by him in battle with the enemy during 
the last war with Great Britain, commencing at the 
time he received the wound. This act was passed 
in May, 1834. Captain Jones had long been, and ` 
was then, in the service of the United States, and 
he still is in the service of the United States, and 
in the receipt of full pay for that service. This 
case, then, establishes, and rightfully establishes, 
the principle, that the invalid pension should com- 
mence with the commencement of the disability, 
and should be commensurate with the degree of 
disability. Upon principle, then, as well as in 
accordance with existing precedents, should Gen- 
eral Ripley’s pension, as an invalid, go back to 
the time when he was wounded. 

I have before stated that General Ripley left the 
Army in 1820, and I have also stated the cause , 
which prevented his being placed upon the pen- 
sion list. But the time had come when he wasto : 
be relieved from the cares, and no longer to be en- 
titled to the profits of office But with that event 
comes “the unkindest cut of all.’? He stands 
recorded, and is held out to the world as a de- 
faulter—as a debtor to the Government. A large ; 
balance was struck against him at the Treasury | 
office, and from this consideration he was pre- 
vented from then being placed on the list of in- 
valids, and drawing his pension. On referring 
to the appropriation bills from 1821 to 1836, it 
will be found that, in the acts of Congress making 
appropriations for the military service, which in- ‘; 
cludes appropriations for every class of pension- `; 
ers, it is in effect provided that no money shall be paid ` 
to any person who is in arrears tothe United States, 
until such person shall have accounted for, and paid 
into, the Treasury, all sums for which he may be liable. 
Such was the law, and such was the practice, at | 
the different Departments. And in January, 1828, `i 
Congress passed a general act to prevent defalca- || 
tions on the part of the disbursing agents of the | 
Government; and that act contained the precise 
provisions which had been for many years in- |: 
corporated into the public appropriation bills. i 

No disbursing military officer ought to be dis- ` 
charged from the public service until his accounts 
were fully settled. This isa sound and safe prin- |; 
ciple; but in a total disregard of this principle, `' 
the resignation of General Ripley was accepted; 
and no sooner was it done, whenone account was . 
stated at the Treasury Department, whereby it | 


appeared ‘that the sum of $13,163 10, as due by | 
Eleazer W. Ripley, late Major General in the ji 
Army of the United States, was found against | 
him on settlement of his accounts;’’ and in less | 


than one month thereafter, another account was `i 


stated at the Treasury Department, whereby it | 
appeared that a further sum of $4,154 95 was | 
found against him, making in all the sum of | 
piel 05 as the balance due from General Rip- | 

ey to the United States. These balances, thus 

struck, one in April, the other in May, 1821, at 

the Treasury Department, presented an insur- 

mountable obstacle to his obtaining his long- 

neglected but justly-merited claim for an invalid | 
pension. There cannot be well conceived an act | 
of more flagrant injustice, of grosser wrong, than : 
to strike these balances against General Ripley, 
after he had voluntarily resigned his commission, 
and then bring up those very balances in judg- 
ment against him whenever he pressed his claim 
for a pension. It is highly creditable to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions of the Senate, that they have 
done away this practice, by bringing forward at 
this very session a bill, and which has now be- 
come the law of the land: 


pern 


i 
l 


i 
I 


“ That the act entitled an ‘An act to prevent defalcations ` 
;| sponsibility assumed by the defendant, in performing it, 


on the part of the disbursing agents of the Government, and 
for other purposes,’ approved the 25th of January, 1828, 
shall not be construed to authorize the pension of any pen- 
sioner of the United States to be withheld.” 

It is not my purpose, standing here as a friend 
of General Ripley, to allude to the embarrass- 
ments and difficulties which attended every move- 
ment he made with a view to the adjustment of 
these accounts at the Treasury Department. I 


f 
i 
j 


i 
| 
| 
i 


: 
may, however, be permitted to say that-no man 


| which went to the exclusion from the considera- 


i and their verdict was made up accordingly. 


; terminate the suffering of General Ripley, grow- :: 


the sanction of the Government, or under circumstances of 
peculiar emergency. In such a case the compensation 
should be graduated by thé amount paid for like services 
under similar circumstances. Usage may safely be relied 


feels more deeply the positive wrongs which have 

been inflicted upon him—the gross neglects which 

have been practiced toward him by the Govern- |' on in such cases, as fixing a just compensation. 

ment of his country, than General Ripley. It! v The allowances canned under the second head for ser- 
4 Ri ces whic 2 f 2 S >} 

cannot be otherwise. In November, 1814, Con- ; duties, should have been performed RS Asin A 

gress passed a highly complimentary resolution 


£ t d l r the Government, or under cireumstances above stated.” 
in favor of this distinguished officer; but, until The court, in conclusion, remarked that the dis- 
it was brought to the notice of the Senate by 


he chai fthe C A F; tinguished services rendered by the defendant 
the chairman of the Committee on Finance, at during the late war are advantageously known 
this very session, that resolution has been per- 


: f : . to the country; but the claims set up in the case 
mitted to remain unnoticed and unobserved in the under consideration must be brought within the 
archives of the Government, But, whatever may established rules on the subject, before they can 
have been the feelings of General Ripley, they receive judicial sanction; and as, in the opinion of 
were the secret workings of his own heart. The this court, the district court erred, as their in- 
language of complaint against the justice of his | 


; | structions to the jury were given without qualifi- 
country, for which he so long served, and so freely cation, the judgment must be reversed, and the cause 
bled, has never escaped his lips. 


: ; | remanded, for proceeding de novo. This interesting 
But in relation to those pretended Treasury © case is reported in detail, in seventh volume of 

balances, the United States, in September, 1822, . Peters’ Reports. 

commenced two suits against General Ripley in i The abstract made of the proceedings and 

the district court of Louisiana, to enforce their © decisions of the Supreme Court satisfactorily 

collection. After the suits were consolidated, they — establishes the positions taken by the defendant 


1830 on from Baan o E ma Mar on the trial; and the ọnly crror committed by the 
JU, when the trial took piace. ~he verdict of | judge below was, in giving ungualified instruc- 
the jury was returned for the defendant. They Jes sieni Mare YE 


h : || tions to the jury upon the points assumed. That 
allowed to General Ripley, for his account and |! fhe defendant was entitled to recover for disburse- 


for his extra service. eese. eee. e» $15,060 22 || ments made by him, not such as were ordinarily 
They deducted therefrom the balance i attached to the duties of his office, as well as for 
due the United States.......++..+. 11,929 32 | extraordinary services, admitted of no doubt; and 
; ` i: notwithstanding the clear exposition of the prin- 
Leaving due to Gencral Ripley.. .... $3,130 90 || ciples, made by the Supreme Court, which were 
Whereupon the court ordered that the United .‘ to govern the district court in the trial of this 
States take nothing by these petitions. To the cause, and notwithstanding those principles were 
proceedings on trial in this case, and to the ruling . most favorable to the rights of General Ripley, 
of the judge, a bill of exceptions was filed by the yet this same cause was a second time pressed on 
attorney of the Government, and allowed by the _ for trial by the United States, and the defendant 
court; and the defendant, in like manner, filed a , was driven to the necessity of again preparing for 
bill of exceptions to a certain ruling of the court, = trial, and of submitting to all the costs and charges 
i which were thereby imposed uponhim. All this 
tion of the jury of so much of General Ripley’s . was done. In 1833 the cause was remanded for 
claim, in offset, as he made for arrearages of pen- | a new trial in the district court of Louisiana; and 
sion since 1814. There was one extraordinary | in two years after, in May, 1835—making thir- 
fact, to which I refer as worthy of particular no-. teen years since the commencement of this pros- 
tice, and which occurred during the trial, and is | ecution—the cause was tried anew by another 
now matter of record. Soentirely conscious were | jury of his coun‘ty, and upon the principles laid 
the jury that General Ripley ought to have been | down by the Supreme Court for the government 
allowed his pension from the commencement of of the case. Mark again the result—it is detailed 
his disability, that ‘* the foreman of the jury, after |. in an official letter from the Solicitor of the Treas- 
handing the verdict to the court, stated, that it |, ury to the Second Auditor, which I will read: 
was the unanimous wish of the jury to allow the | OFFICE OF THE Souicrror OF THE TREASURY, 
claim for arrearages of pension, and requested ': A __ November 25, 1835. 
information whether it would be legal to allow Sır: From official returns received at this office, in re- 


. lation to the trial of the two suits directed to be instituted 
it.”” The court charged them that they could not, against General E. W. Ripley, late of the United States 


. Army, one as hte Brevet Major General, exhibiting a bal- 
; ance of $9,449 79 standing against him on the books of the 
Second Auditor of the Treasury, the ofher as late Brigadier 
; General, exhibitiug a balance of $2,479 62 standing against 
: him on the books of the Tuird Auditor of the Treasury, it 
appears that, at the Jate trial of these suits, they were 
ordered to be consolidated, and at May term, 1830, of the 
United States district court for the eastern district of 
Louisiana, a verdict was renderedin favor of the defendant. 

On the 15th October, 1839, the district attorney at New 
Orleans was instructed to take out a writ of error, that the 
principle involved in the case might be settled in the Su- 


| 


i 
iW 
i 


But with the termination of this trial did not 


ing out of this prosecution, if it may not well be 
called persecution, of his Government. A writ of 
error was sucd out, and the case brought before : 
the Supreme Court of the United States. Gen- 
eral Ripley could notand did not follow this case 
to Washington; he had nothing to fear from that | 
quarter; not had he any apprehension that any |. I 
$ 5 5 ji preme Court of the United States. 
jury of his country could cver be empaneled b ' At January term, 1833, the judgment of the district 
any court of trial to pass between him and his ii court was reversed, and the case remanded to the said dis- 
Government, which would return a verdict against į; trict court by the Supreme Court of the United States, with 
. directions to award a venire facias de novo. 
In the clerk’s report of the district court for May term, 
1835, he states that a verdict was rendered in favor of the 
ʻi defendant. In conformity with it, it was ordered by the 


li court, that it be certified, that the plaintiffs (the United 


| 
| 
\ 
| 


Taney, the late Attorney General for the United |! graen) en een ia on aban r We Ripley, n 
nt = Fy ; A : tae sum of $: O lse e accoun erciorc, agains 
States, (no counsel appearing for the defendant,) ` him should be closed. 4 , 


: necessary. Should the accounting officer of the Treasury li 
Department refuse to allow an officer the established com- | 3 : 
pensation which belongs to his station, the claim, having | commenced against General Ripley, with how 

een rejected, should unquestionably be allowed by way of |. į ‘one, leave 

: set-off to ademand of the Government, by a court a jury. f pie credit o ee a pala I, for 9 nq E e 

| And it is equally clear that an equitable allowance i others to says, ut „will not hesitate to declar 
should be made in the same manner for extra services per- | that they originated in error, and have been car- 

f ried forward in error; that the Government, in 


formed by an officer, which did not come within the line 
|| the commencement of these suits against General 


| 
| 
} 


of his official duty, and which had been performed under 
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Ripley, inflicted a deep wound upon his moral i| was of itself enough to render them unworthy of 


character, and committed a positive injury upon |! a recharter. 


his credit and standing asa man and as a citizen. 
Upon the ground of this alleged indebtedness 
and defaleation, under a cover of a balance thus 
falsely arrayed against him upon the books of the 
Treasury, the pension to which he was honorably 
and honestly entided from the Government has 
been kept trom him, and not a dollar has he 
realized trom either the justice or bounty of his 
country. 

Mr. President, I have now said all that I have 
to say, and, in conclusion, will only add that the 
Government ought not to take advantage of its 
own wrong, Such a proceeding would not be 
tolerated by the most ordinary judicial tribunal 
in our land, with reference to the common deal- 
ings between man and man. The claim set up 
by the Government against General Ripley had 
no foundation in truth or in justice. So say your 
own courts; and shall the Government take shel- 
ter under that false balance as stated, and deny to 
Gvineral Ripley that which would have been most 
readily granted to him in 1820, had it not been 
for this very fictitious balance? I cannot—lI will 
not beliere it. 
suffer from this long neglect of his Government, 
for having for so longa period withheld from him 
his just right. Had he even received in 1920 the 
pension to which he was entitled, he would have 
had less cause of complaint; but in addition to all 


the other wrongs which he has been obliged to | 
suffer, I hope it may not be his fortune to expe- | 


rience further injustice at the hands of his Gov- 
ernment—I hope he will not be obliged to admit 
that his Government made up a false balance 
against him, and, by reason of that pretended bal- 
ance, withheld from him his pension, and when he 
had wiped away that balance, and satisfied his 
Government that there was notat any period since 
heleft the Army any just balance whatever against 
him—any indebtedness onhis part, that his Gov- 
ernment would not now extend to him rights which 
would nct hare been withheld if this balance had not 
thus been stated. 

Mr. President, the bill which I have prepared 
is intended to give authority to one of the highest 
officers of the Government to examine and scru- 
tinize these claims, and to audit and settle the 
whole account. General Ripley asks no exercise 
of generosity towards himself by the Government. 
He only asks justice, and that without further 
delay. He has but few years to survive the 
wrongs to which he has been exposed in this 
matier, as all who know him as I know him can 
plainly foresee. Bat he asks to have the last 
essential correction applied to these wrongs while 
he is yet alive. Sure I am that what he asks, 
or rather what is asked by me in his behalf, 
unsolicited by or unknown to himself, will not 
be deemed unreasonable by any member of this 
body who is in possession of the facts. Mr. 
President, I ask leave to present the bill. I wish 
it read, and I hope that there will be no objection 
to its second reading at this time, nor to its en- 
grossment for a third reading. If objection be 
made, I shall not oppose, but should ask for its 
reference to the Committee on Pensions. 

After some remarks from Messrs. PRESTON, 
TOMLINSON, and HUBBARD, 

The bill was read twice, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 


DISTRICT BANKS, 


The Senate took up for consideration, as the 
special order, the bill to extend the charters of 
certain banks in the District of Columbia. 

Mr. BENTON made some remarks in opposi- 
tion to the bill, contending that the report of the 
committee, recommending the recharter of the 
banks, was not sustained by the evidence. With 
regard to two of these banks that had stepped 
payment—the Patriotic Bank of Washington, and 
the Farmers and Mechanics’ Bank of George- 
town—he insisted that they did not make proper 
exertions to avoid a suspension of specie pay- 
ments; and that their stoppage, so far from being 
necessary, had every appearance of having been 
voluntary. 


tended that the stopp 


General Ripley must inevitably ` 


In commenting on the various tables -| 


1 Their stoppage was either com pul- 
sory or it was voluntary. Ifthe latter, it showed 
an unpardonable want of fidelity to their obliga- 
tions to the public; and if, on the other hand, 
they were unable to avoid stopping for the insig- 
nificant sum of §6,000, it showed that their re- 


sources were too contemptible to render them | 


worthy of credit. 
Mr. B., in the course of his remarks, read and 
commented on the following documents: 


Harper’s Ferry, May 16, 1836. 

Dear Sir: Your letter of the 13th instant I received this 
morning. Early in April, 1834, we expected to pay off the 
roll tor the month of March. Accordingly, on the 7th of 
April, E wrote to Colonet J. J. Stull, cashicr of the Farmers 
and Mechanics’ Bank of Georgetown, (the bank through 
which we were then directed to transact our business,) to 
send me, as svon as convenient, ten thousand dollars. The 
Friday following I expected to have commenced paying, 
but the money was not sent on until the 10th, and not re- 
ceived by me until the Saturday following; consequently it 
arrived too late to pay that week. 1 
received the news of the failure of the bank; and on Mon- 
day or (I am not certain which) [ set off for the 


District. When I reached Georgetown, I had with me thir- - 
teen thousand five hundred and sixty-five dollars of the Farm- : 
I catied on the officers ‘ 


ers and Mechanics’ Bank paper. 
of the bank, and was told by them that the amount of their 
paper I had on hand should be exchanged for current funds, 
but it could not be done immediately. I deposited their 

aper, as they requested, in the Bank of the Metropolis in 

Vashington city, and some time after received the same 
amount from the cashier of that bank in notes of the Bank 
of the Met-opolis. This is a brief but correct statement of 
the facts you require. 


I inclose you a copy of the letter I received with the ten 


thousand dollars. 
(Signed) 


April 13, 1834. 
The board met, in pursuance of a call from the President, 
at his dwelling. 
Present: The President, Messrs. Hughes, Bradley, 


Ingle, 
Clarke, and ‘Thompson. 


The President and Mr. Clarke were appointed a commit- i 


tee to meet committees of the other specie paying banks in 


the District, to-morrow, at twelve o’clock, to decide upon : 


such course as may be necessary in the present deranged 
state of the commercial affairs of the country. Adjourned 
to meet at four o’clock, p. m., to-morrow. 


Monpay, April 14, 1834. 
The board met pursuant to adjournment. 


Present: The President, Messrs. Smith, Coyle, 
Hand, Hughes, Ingle, P. Bradley, Clarke, 
son. 


Blagden, 


as a committee appointed for that purpose yesterday, they 


had seen and requested an interview with the Farmers? : 


Bank of Alexandria, the Bank of Potomac, the Union Bank 
of Georgetown and Bank of the Met~opolis, at twelve o’clock 
this day, for the purpose of taking measures to protect the 


respective institutions against the present pressure of the i 


times; that they had reason to believe that those banks 

would meet, but they did not, and, therefore, there is no al- 

ternative left but to act for ourselves. Wherefore, 
Resolved, Ata special meeting of the President and Di- 


: rectors of the Patriotic Bank, held this day, for the purpose 
i of taking into consideration the alarming state of the com- 


| the affairs of the bank, and that nothing has occurred thus ; 
far to render the securities of the bank less safe than at that 


mercial affairs of the District, it was unanimously : 
Resolved, That in the opinion of the board, the interest 
of the bank creditors requires that the payment of specie for 
its obligations ought to be for the present suspended. 
Resolred, That, in the opinion of the board, the report 
made by the committee of investigation in January last, 
showing that the bank had not only the ability to pay its 


obligations, but to pay the stockholders upwards of one hun- : 


dred and ten per cent., was a true and correct statement of 


: period. 


Resolved, That the creditors of the bank be requested not 
to sacrifice their claims, as the board feel authorized to 
assure them their claims will all be paid. 

In making known this determination, the board need 
hardly say, that nothing but the extraordinary juncture of 
affairs could have brought them to the painful necessity of 
this accommodation. They earnestly invite all persons to 
call and satisfy themselves of the condition of the bank, 


and the exertions of the board to sustain the institution, |' 


. and that, so far as discretion and prudence would authorize, 


they have personaily gone. 
W. A. BRADLEY, President. 
JOHN COYLE, 
THOS. BLAGDEN, 
J. W. HAND, 
M. 8t. C. CLARKE, 
NATHAN SMITH, 
THOS. HUGHES, 
EDWARD INGLE 
PHINEAS BRADLEY, 
P. THOMPSON. 

On motion, it was 


Resolved, That in fulfillment of pledges already given, : 


tne cash funds of the bank be placed in charge of the presi- 


dent and cashier for the purpose of paying off the balances | 


and statementsfurnished by thecommittee,hecon- | due to general depositors; that the remainder be returned to 
$ 


e of the Farmers and Me- : 
chanics’ Bank for the insignificant sum of $6,000 ` 


the Bank of the Metropolis in liquidation of the loan made to 


the bank on the 11th instant, and the balance secured by the | 


transfer of discounted notes. 


On Sunday following, I ` 


and Thomp- , 
The President and Mr. Clarke reported tothe board that, | 
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| Copies of letters from Richard Smith, cashier of the branch 
Bank United States at Washington city, to W. A. Brad- 

| ley, Esq., president of the Patriotic Bank of Washington, 

i APRIL 2, 1834. 

|: My pearSrr: In consequence of demands for assist- 

į ance from others, and the small amount of money at our 
disposal, the board could not grant you more than ten thou- 
sand dollars, which sum you can have if it will benefit you. 
Tt may be, that in the coming week we shall be able to do 

i more; butof this E am not certain, and would not, there- 

ı fore, flatter you. 

' Very truly yours, RD SMITII, Cashier, 

| W. A. Brapey, Esq., President Patriotic Bank. 

i 

| 

| 


Arnir 4, 1834. 
I! Dear Str: T wish, if you take the discountof ten thou- 
sand dollars, that you would send on the note to-morrow 
morning, as it will be necessary to reduce the balance due 
from your bank. If you can spare anything else in addition, 
1 hope you will send it to me to-morrow. 

Very truly yours, R’D SMITH, Cashier. 
W. A. Bravtey, Esq., President Patriotic Bank, 


Orrice BANK UNITED STATES, 
WASHINGTON, April 5, 1834. 

Dear Str: The post note for $10,000 of your bank, re- 
ceived in your letter of this date, is discounted; and your 
account is credited $9,893 33 for the proceeds. 

Our board will decide on Tuesday next whether to re- 
ceive the note of the Corporation of Washington as collat- 
eral security for the post note. 

Tam, very truly, your obedient servant, 


R’D SMITH, Cashier. 
G. E. Dyson, Esq., Cashier. 


Orrice BANK UNITED STATES, 
WASHINGTON, April 7, 1834. 
Dear Sir: The balances against the banks are larger 
than, under present circumstances, can be permitted. I 
will therefore thank you to reduce yours by good drafts on 
the North at short dates, or in notes of this office, as other- 
wise I must draw on you for the amount duc. 
I am, very respectiully, your obedient servant, 
WRD SMITH, Cashier. 


Georee E. Dyson, Esq., Cashier. 


April 9, 1834. 

Dear Sin: I am anxious to know whether you can com- 
i| ply with the request for the payment of the balance duc us, 
i: and in what way. Will you be good enough to let me know 

by the bearer? 

Very truly yours, R’D SMITH, Cashier. 
Wn. A. Brapvey Esq., President. 

We have $6,773 74 against you, &c. 


OFFICE Bank UNITED STATES, 

i WASHINGTON, April 10, 1834. 

‘| Dear Str: I will thank you to send me by the bearer the 
| SECURITIES named by you yesterday. 

| Very truly yours, R’D SMITH, Cashier. 
Witturam A. Brabvry, Esq., President Patriotic Bank. 


y 

! 
ii Orrice BANK UNITED STATES, 
il WASHINGTON, April 11, 1834. 

| Dear Sır: I send herewith the notes and checks on 

į your bank, and shall do so every morning, as, in the pres- 
i; ent state of things, balances must not be permitted to accu- 
|; mulate. Whatever you can send me on the North will be 
|, acceptable. If we continue to take notes of your bank, 
j 


, and indeed of al] banks, they must be redeemed DAILY. 
| I am very respectfully, your obedient servant, 
‘| R’D SMITH, Cashier. 
; Wirttam A. Brapwey, Esq., President. 
The paper also stated, that on the officers bring- 
-| ing down this money, and demanding payment, 
it was deposited by agreement in the Bank of the 
‘| Metropolis, where it was shortly paid. After 
commenting at some length on the report and 
statements furnished by the committee, Mr. B. 
said he would oppose the recharter of these banks 
by all the means known to parliamentary pro- 
. ceedings; and gave notice that he would, at a 
|| proper stage of the business, moved to recommit 
| the bill with instructions to bring in a bill to wind 
` up the affairs of these banks, and to charter a 
new bank or banks, with the necessary restric- 
/ tions, and with small capital, suited to the capa- 
‘| city of the District. 
r. NILES also addressed the Senate in op- 
| position to the bill ; 
| Mr. KENT said that the Committee on the 
| District, after the most rigid examination of the 
i affairs of these banks, had unanimously agreed 
to recommend their recharter. They were per- 
fectly satisfied that the banks had been conducted 
with the utmost fairness, and that they were pèr- 
i fectly solvent. No banks inthe Union (he said) 
l! could present more favorable statements of their 
$ condition than these banks did; and he challenged 
ithe gentleman to show among those of the de- 
| posit banks, furnished by the Secretary of the 
Preasury, fairer statements than were presented 
|| by these banks. He did not intend by this to 
| cast any imputation on the deposit banks, for he 
believed that they were generally good, and would 
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be able, when called on, to return the Government 
money in their hands. This he knew, at least, 
was the case with the deposit banks at Baltimore. 
Mr. KING, of Alabama, defended the report 
of the committee, and contended thatit was fully 
borne out by the most ample tesumony. The 
committee (he said) had made a strict and labori- 
ous investigation, and after a most rigid scrutiny 
into the affairs of these banks, and collecting a 
great mass of evidence, they were able unani- 
mously to agree in recommending their recharter. 
The committee was satisfied of the perfect sol- 
vency of these banks, and their ability to comply 
with their engagements, and that at the time of 
their stoppage thcre was a most unprecedented 
run onthem. He must say that he was not alto- 
ether satisfied that the Farmers and Mechanics’ 
Bank had made sufficient efforts toavoid stopping, 
though he acknowledged there was a most unex- 
ampled run on them; but with regard to the other 
bank there could be no doubt but the most stren- 
uous efforts in their power were made without 
effect to sustain their credit; the directors even 
giving their private obligations for this purpose. 
The committee had instituted the strictest inves- 
tigations for the purpose of ferreting out any 
abuses that might exist; and he must say that 
the books and papers were freely opened to their 
inspection by the officers of the bank, and that 
there was nothing but what was satisfactorily ex- 
lained. With respect to the bill before them, 
he must say to the Senator from Connecticut, 
{Mr. NıLes,] that it contained everything he 
required. The capital of these banks was to 
consi8t of specie, or what was equivalent to spe- 
cie. 
Mr. BENTON submitted a motion in writing 
to lay the bill on the table, to give the Sena- 


tors an opportunity of examining the state- | 


ments of the affairs of the banks whose conduct 
had been investigated, and which were then ex- 
hibited in the Senate for the first time. 

This motion was lost. 

After some further remarks from Messrs. BEN- 
TON and KENT, 


Mr. WRIGHT moved to lay the bill on the | 


table, to enable him to make a report from the 
select committee to which had been referred the 
bill to regulate the public deposits; which mo- 
tion was agreed to, with the understanding that 
the bill was to be taken up after the report was 
made. 

PUBLIC DEPOSITS. 


Mr. WRIGHT, from the select committee to 


which was referred the bill to regulate the de- : 
posits of the public moneys, made a report 
thereon, accompanied by a new bill as a substi- | 


tute for the old bill and amendments. 


Mr. W. said, to correct some misapprehensions ` 
that might grow out of a paragraph in one of the ; 


morning papers, that this bill was the agreement 
of a majority of the committee, and not of the 
wholc of them, some parts of the bill were agreed 


on unanimously, but the most important part of | 


it was the report ofa majority only. 
The bill and amendments were thea ordered to 
be printed. 
PERSONAL EXPLANATION. 


Mr. WEBSTER rose, and said that he had 
geen in the Globe of this morning a paragraph so 
flagitiously false respecting his conduct as chair- 
man of the Committee on Finance, that he felt it 
his duty to say something with regardtoit. ‘The 
paragraph was in these words: 


“It isa most remarkable thing, that while the Opposition | 
in the Senate every day parade before the public the seven | 


millions in the stock of the Bank of the United States, as a 
part of the surplus in the Treasury, they so contrive it that 
not a dollar of it can reach the Treasury. Judge White, 
Mr. Calhoun, Mr. Clay, and Mr. Webster, are ever and 
anon pointing to the seven millions of bank stock as a 
fund for distribution; while Mr. Webster, as chairman of 
the Committee on Finance, holds back for months, from 
the action of the Senate, the bills passed by the House of 


Representatives to provide against the notorious eonversion | 
by Biddle of the means of the old bank to the purposes of | 
the new. The bill repealing the obligations on the officers | 


of the Government under the old charter to receive the 
notes of the Bank of the United States, notwithstanding it 
is known that Biddle is reissuing the notes of the old bank 
for the new pretended State Bank, has been smothered for 
many weeks in the Senate.” 


Now he had no other way than this of cor- 
recting so erroneous a statement, which reflected 


f 

on other members of the committee, as well as 
i himself, a majority of whom were members of 
' the Administration party, and who could report 


whenever they pleased. He felt it his duty to 
bear testimony to the industry and fidelity with 
which every member of the committee had per- 
formed his duties. Now the facts were these: 
the bill referred to in this paragraph was read in 


_the Senate for the first time on the 14th of April, 


referred to the Committee on Finance on the 
same day, and reported back on the 21st. This 
was not the first occasion on which he had been 
compelled to notice the most direct and palpable 
falsehoods of this journal, which are even con- 
-tradicted by its awn columns, and contradicted 
by the printed journals of the Senate. 

On motion of Mr. KENT, the bill to recharter 
the District banks was reinstated in its place as 
‘the special order. 

The Senate then adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Fripay, June 3, 1836. 


Mr. JARVIS, from the Committee on Naval 
| Affairs, reported the following resolution; which, 
| under the rule, lies over one day for consideration: 
Resolved, That a select committee be appointed to 
' inquire into the expediency of purchasing for the Army and 
| Navy of the United States the right to use the Rev. Henry 
Reid’s improved truss. 


On motion of Mr. JARVIS, the following reso- 
lution, heretofore reported by him from the same 
committee, was taken up: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Navy be directed to 
; ascertain, as far as practicable, and to report to this House 
| during the first week of the next session, the practicability 
| of establishing a navy-yard at or near Great Barn Island, in 
! the straits called East river, which connects Long Island 
sound with New York bay; the comparative advantages 
‘and disadvantages of that site, and the site of the navy- 
| yard at the Wallabout on Long Island, for the purpose of a 
i; navy-yard ; the expense of erecting the works recommended 
by Colonel Baldwin at the Wallabout, according to the 
plan presented by thatengineer; the expense of a dry dock 
at each of the above positions; the expense of purchasing 
‘tthe necessary quantity of land, and erecting buildings of 
| equal convenience with those now owned by the United 
| States at the Wallabout; and the probable amount for 
which the lands, buildings, and other property of the United 
Siater at the Wallabout might be disposed of, if offered 
‘| for sale. 


Mr. DICKERSON moved to amend the same 
by inserting after the words ‘f New York bay,” 
the following: ‘‘ Also, at Perth Amboy and Jer- 
_ sey City, in the State of New Jersey.” 
'| explained that it would be better to extend the 
| inquiry to three points than to confine it to one. 

e amendment was agreed to; and the reso- 
lution as amended was adopted. 


WESTERN BOUNDARY OF MISSOURI. 


On motion of Mr. EVERETT, the Committee 
of the Whole was discharged from the further 
consideration of the bill to extend the western 


i! boundary of the State of Missouri, and the same 


was brought into the House. 
On motion of Mr. E., the bill was then taken 
up, read a third time, and passed. 


IMPRISONMENT FORDEBTIN THE DISTRICT 
OF COLUMBIA. 


On motion of Mr. LANE, the following reso- 
lution, heretofore reported by him from the Com- 
mittee for the District of Columbia, was taken up, 
considered, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of State be requested to 
ascertain and report to this House the number of persons 
imprisoned for debt since 1620 in the District of Columbia; 
the times during which they were imprisoned ; the amounts 
of their respective debts; the portions thereof paid in con- 
sequence of their imprisonment; the expenses to creditors 
of maintenance, &c., with such other factsas to allegations 
of fraud, age, sex, and condition of the parties, as can be 
i] conveniently procured. 


HARBOR BILL. 
| Mr. HARD asked the consent of the House 


to offer the following resolution: 

Resolved, That bill No. 523, making appropriation for the 
construction and improvement of certain harbors for the 
year 1836, be made the special order of the day for the third 
i| Monday of June instant. 

Mr. WHITTLESEY, of Ohio, would submit 
to the gentleman whether that bill was not em- 
braced in the special order of the 26th of January 


last. Perhaps the chairman of the Committee 


Mr. D. | 


| June 3. 


li of Ways and Means would confirm Mr. W.’s 
i! opinion, — * 
{! Mr. SMITH said that, as the chairman was 
|| not then in his place, he would inform the House 
that the subject had been under the consideration 
of the committee, and they came to the conclu- 
sion that the ‘‘ harbor bill” was embraced in the 
special order referred to, and it was intended to 
move to take it up as soon as the ‘ fortification 
bill’? was disposed of. 
Mr. WHITTLESEY remarked that that was 
his impression, whereupon 
Mr. HARD withdrew the resolution. 
Mr. SMITH asked leave to offer the following 
resolution: 
| Resolved, That the House will resolve itself into the Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union on Saturday 
next, at two o’clock in the afternoon, to consider, in the 
order of the Calendar, the several bills providing for the 


; erection of marine hospitals in Baltimore, Portland, Wil- 


| mington, Newport, New Orleans, City Point, (Virginia,) 
near Ocracoke Inlet, North Carolina; and the bills to pro- 
vide for the erection of public hospitals, and for the pur- 
chase of sites for the erection of marine hospitals,on the 
_ western rivers and lakes in the United States. 

Objection being made, Mr. S. moved a suspen- 
sion of the rules; which was lost. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Kentucky, asked the con- 
sent of the House to move to go into Committee 
of the Whole, for half an hour only, on the bill 
to provide for the appointment of three additional 

aymasters to the Army; which was objected to. 

r. PHILLIPS, on leave, presented some 
memorials on the subject of patent rights. 

Sundry bills from the Senate on the S eaker’s 
table were then taken up, read a firstand second 
time, and referred to their appropriate commit- 
tees. 


TIME OF MEETING OF CONGRESS. 


Among the foregoing was a bill proposing to 
change the time of the meeting of Congress, 
| and to fixa day for the adjournment of the long 
session. 
| [The bill proposed that Congress should assem- 
| ble on the first Monday of the month of Novem- 
ber in each year, and that the adjournment of 
| the first session should take place on the second 
Monday in May, unless the two Houses should 
otherwise provide. 

Mr. WHITTLESEY, of Ohio, moved that 

the bill be referred to the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary. 
f r. WARDWELL said, unless some very 
good reasons were offered why the bill should be 
committed, he hoped it would be considered at 
once. For himself he could see no necessity for 
committing it at all. 

Mr. SPEIGHT hopedit would be committed, 
or at least, if it did pass, he hoped it would 
undergo some alteration. Efe moved that the bill 
be referred to the Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union. 

After some remarks from Messrs. MERCER, 
i WHITTLESEY, of Ohio, GLASCOCK, and 
| McKENNAN, 

Mr. WHITTLESEY and Mr. SPEIGHT 
| respectively withdrew their motions. 

Mr. VANDERPOEL moved that the House 
then take up the bill. 

Mr. PATTON moved to lay it on the table; 
which was lost. 

Mr. MANN, of New York, moved to postpone 
it till Thursday next; which was lost. 

Mr. GILLET said he wasin favor of the prin- 
ciple of the bill, which anticipated an earlier meet- 
ing of Congress, and a much earlier adjournment 
of the long session. Our sessions were clearly 
extended too late in the season for the health of 
members, or the proper dispatch of public busi- 
ness. Our meeting is at a time extremely_injuri- 
ous to the health of those who come from a great 
distance. The Constitution gives us the power 
of fixing the time of meeting, but leaves the ques- 
tion of adjournment untouched. Now, though 
he was favorably impressed with the proposition 
to meet earlier, he had strong doubts whether we 
have, by the Constitution, the power to rescribe 
to our successors the time at which they shall 
terminate theirlabors. It was his impression that 
the Constitution contemplated that each House 
should judge for itself, It prescribes, in case of 
disagreement, that the President may adjourn 
Congress to such timeas he shall see fit, His 
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First Session, Hru Concaess. 


a 


Mr. VANDERPOEL deman 


[ ded the previous 
question, which was seco 


Sht to the conclasion that each |! 
nded by the Honse; 


ge for itself as to its time of | 


mind had been brou 
Congress must jud 


adjournment. t he might be wrong, and he | taken by tellers—ayes 90, noes 39: and the main 
wished the aninion of the Judiciary Committee question was ordered to be put without a count. 
on that point. Lf he was wrong, and should be. Mr. SPEIGHT asked for the yeas and nays on 


convinced of that fact, he should cheerfully vote 


ù the main question; which were ordered. 
accordingly. That committee might give us an 


The main questien, on ordering the bill toa 


argument which should set him right. Until ~ third reading, was then taken, and decided in the 
then, he must follow the convictions of his } dg- ~ affirmative—yeas 119, nays 66. So the bill was 
ment, and vote against the bill. He could not ordered toa third reading. 


Mr. ADAMS moved to recommit the bill to a 
select committee, with instructions to strike out 
that part of it referring to the time of the adjourn- 

` ment of Congress, as he deersed that provision 
to be unconstitutional. 

Mr. BELL moved to amend the instructions, 
by providing that the bill be further amended, so 


consent to attempt to control future Congresses. - 
They will be accountable to the people, and they 
ought not to be so shackled as not to be fully re- 
sponsible for all their acts. If they should be 
adjourned by this law, without transacting the 
public business, they would charge the fault upon 
this Congress. In order to have this subject 
fully examined and properly understood, hethere- , as to limit the commencement of Congress on the 
fore renewed the motion to commit the bill to the ‘i first Monday of November to the second session 
Committee on the Judiciary. | only, or every other year. 

After some further remarke from Mr. JOHN- i Mr. TOUCEY contended that 


the provision 
SON, of Kentucky, . |! prescribing the time of adjournmen 


t was at vari- 


Mr. BRIGGS inquired of the Speaker if it il ance with the Constitution, and totally conflicted |i 


would be in order to move to amend the bili by | with the fifth clause of that instrument. It was 
striking out that clause which prescribes the day | 
of adjournment of the long sessions? i. stitution, 
The SPEAKER said that the motion would 
not be in order pending the present motion to |, within the control of the Senate, 
commit to the Committee on the Judiciary. i: which would be the effect of the 
Mr. BRIGGS said the bill contained two prop- |‘ bill. 
ositions, one fixing the first Monday in Novem- | Mr. SPEIGHT also opposed the bill. He said 
ber for the annual meeting of Congress, and the | the very time of meeting in 
second Monday of May for the adjournment of | all other seasons in the year, 
the first session of each future Congress. Ashe | for the southern farmer. He 
believed the House was now prepared to actupon |. of the unconstitutionality of 
_the subject, he hoped the motiontocommit would ` of the bill in referenec to the 
not prevail. He was in favor of the first part of The hour of twelve havin 


Toreover, he was unwilling that the 


passage of this 


alse took the ground 
the second provision 


g arrived, the special 


day of adjournment. | 
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aclear, palpable, manifest violation of the Con- |! 
|| repairing the said injury. : 


ji to lands in the 
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priated for the erection of said bridge; which, 
i after some remarks from Mr. MERCER, was 
read twice, and ordered to be engrossed for a 
į third reading this day. = 


LANDS IN MISSOURI. 


- The SPEAKER also laid before the House a 
communication from the Secretary of the Treas- 
fury, in answer to a resolution of the House, 
transmitting a report from the Commissioner of 
the General Lan Office, accompanied by certain 
opinions and arguments respecting certain claims 
State of Missouri: which was 
ordered to be printed. ha 


ie RESOLUTIONS ADOPTED. `. 


On motion of Mr. BAILEY, it was '~ 


Resolved, That the Cominittee on Revolutionary Pensions 
{ be Instrueted to inquire into the expediency of grantin 
R pension to.Andrew Reed, of Boothbay; in the State d 
i. Maine, for his services in the revolutionary war, , 


On motion of Mr, MERCER, it was. 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the. Freavury be directed 
| to cause an examination ta be made ef the ease of tite re- 
cent injury of the Potomac bridge, and to repere the repult 
thereof to this House, along with an estimate of the cost of 


' House of Representatives should put themselves | 


a smaller body, |! 
lig || inquire into the ex 
ii Esq., of Hampton 


ovember was, of | 
the most important ‘i 


the bill, but op d to that part of it which ` order was announced b the. Chair. 

undertakes to fix the day of adjournment of a Mr. JOHNSON, of Kentucky, moved a post- 
future Congress, because, in his opinion, it came ` ponement of the same for-one hour, for the pur- 
in direct conflict with the third section of the pose of continuing the consideration of the subject | 


second article of the Constitution of the United 
States. By that section of the Constitution, 
the two Houses of Congress “ shall disagree with | 
respect to the day of adiournment, the President ; 
may adjourn them to such time as he shall think 
proper. The bill declares that such adjournment | Á 
shall take place on the second Monday of May, | evident, however, that a very large majority of 
unless the two Houses by joint resolution shall | the House were in favor of it; and as there would, 
fix upon a different day. Should both. Houses i; therefore, be no use in a lengthy discussion, he 
be opposed to that day, by force of this law that | demanded the previous question. 
must be the time; though y, the Constitution the || The previous question was seconded by: the 
Prusident, in case of such isagreement, has the |} 9 
power to fix the day. This law, in such a case, || was ordered to be put without a count. 
takes away this clear and explicit constitutional | Mr. SPEIGHT asked for the yeas and nays 
right of the Executive. For this reason he was || on the main question; which were ordered. 
opposed to that partof the bill, He hoped, how- | The main question being on the a 
cver, the House would proceed at once to act |! bill, it wag then taken, and decid l in the affirm- 
upon the subject, strike out the last clause, and |'ative—yeas 101, nays 81; so the bill was passed. 
paai Uo part of thẹ bill thr fixes an earlier || EXECUTLVE COMMUNICATION. 

Wise cca ee eee | The SPEAKER presented to the House a mes- 
we some remarks from Mr. VANDER- | sage from the President of the United States, 

’ 
Mr. THOMSON, of Ohio, called for the orders | 

‘of the day. . 


i f the 2lst ultimo, respecting the 

Mr. VANDERPOEL moved to suspend the |, "esentatives of the | a eap ae 

rules till twelve o’clock, for the purpose of p i causes of the Seminole hostilities in Florida; 
t 2 


ro- |! : À 
i i i i is bi z i ocuments 
ceeding with the consideration of this bill; w which message and accompanying d 
The bill was then taken up, and, én motion of | 


then pending; which was agreed to—ayes 123, 
if, noes hot counted. a 
Mr. SPEIGHT concloded his 
port of the motion to recommit. 
Mr. WILLIAMS, of Kentucky, was opposed 
to the bill, and had so shown by his vote. It was 


remarks in gup- 


ich |! 
was agreed to without a count. i and ordered to be printed, 
Mr. OWENS, read through by the Clerk. i POTOMAC BRIDGE. : 
Mr. PATTON briefly opposed it, and Mr. i ‘The SPEAKER laid before the House another 
“HARDIN made a few remarks in support of it; | message from the President of the United States, 
when , i: transmitting a report from the Seeretary of the 
Mr. VANDERPOEL said that his cofleague li Treasury in relation to the damages sustained 
pr Gittet] had moved to refer the bill to the | by the bridge across the Potomac river, in con- 
udiciary Committee, and he hoped that that mo- |: sequence of the recent floods; which was laid on 
tion would not, in any event, prevail, as every l the table, and ordered to be printed. Te 
gentleman was, no doubt, now ready to vote | Mr. W. B. SHEPARD, by consent, intro- 
finally on the bill; and he would ask the Chair | duced a joint resolution, authorizing the Secre- 
what the main question would now bë, if the pre- :, tary of the Treasury to have all the necessary 
vious question were ordered ? i _ {repairs made in the bridge across the Potomac 
The CHAIR repued, that the main uestion | river, which had arisen: in consequence of the 
would be, whether the bill should be ordered to |: food, and that the expenses be paid out of the 
be engrossed for a third reading? 
34 


ouse—ayes 80, noes 59; and the main question | 


assage of the | 


transmitting a report from the War Department jj 
| in answer to a- resolution of the House of Rep- : 


were referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, ; 


|| the House then resolved itself into the È 


|! «© g1,093,5.50.7? 


On motion of Mr. JUDSON; it was 

Resolved, That the Committee on Claims be instructed to 
pediency of refunding te Jonathan Clark, 
» Connecticut. the sum of $30, by him 
i] paid into the Treasury of the United States fora patent, 
i Which he has never taken out, and abandons the same, 


INDIAN ANNUITIES, ETC. 
In execution of the special order of y 


esterday, 
ommittee 
of the Whole on the state of the Union, (Mr. 
Smita in the chair,) and resumed the considera- 
tion of the bill making appropriations for the 
current expenses of the Indian department for 
Indian annuities, and. for other similar objects, 
for the year 1836. HEB EONS y oo 

The bill had passed the/House some time since, 
and was returned from the: Senate with sundry 


amendments. a > 
The question: pending was the motion of Mr. 
Bett, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, to 


disagree to the Senate's amendment increasing 
thé item for.‘ locating reservations, anid certify - 
ing contracts, under the. treaty with the Creeks 
of the 24th of March,..1832;°’ from $7,000 to 
i $14,000. . : $ 
Mr. LEWIS had yesterday moved hn amend- 
ment to the Senate’s amendment, authorizing the 
|; President of the United States to appoint addi- 
ʻi tional agents for certifying and for investigating 
|| frauds, if he should deem it netessary. ` 

Mr. LEWIS withdrew his-amehdinent. ‘ 
Mr. BELL produced a document from the 
;, War Department, stating that $7,000 -wonld be 
sufficient for the purposes of the object to be aé- 
complished. vu f ` 
The amendment of the Senate was- then d 

| agreed to. ! 

` The-ninth amendment 
| read as follows: © ‘ i ens 
For the renmvat of Creek Indians, and their tubiistence 
for one year. incl subsicttnce: or thoen recently tè- 
; Moved. in addition to, the. balanve of $155,000 of sarmer 
peaches renee te Semincte fniliaris. and their enlisist- 
| ence for one year. in addition to a balance of $33,080 of 
former appropriations; $159,437 50. : vi 
Mr: BELL, under instructions from the Com- 
-mineeon Indian Affairs, moved that the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House agree: ‘to this amend- 
ment, with the following amendments: = = -7% 
Before the word “Creek,” in the fist ling, isep ted. 
r goe thonen oe 230, and- insert, ia lieu thereof, 


437 50,” and insert, in`lieu urereot, 


ig- 


of the Senate was then 


Strike ont “ $158, 
: #8 §100,000."? Re 
Mr. EVERETT proposed a substitute for the 
| above, to come in after the Senate’s amendment, 
“aa follows: “ Under the twelfth article of the 
| Créek treaty of 1892, and for holding treaties with 


ii unexpended balance of money heretofore appro- |! the hostile [ndians east of the river Mississippi, 


the subject ’ 
eral policy of the Government in 
Indian tribes. 

As soon as Mr. E. had concluded, 

Mr. WHITE, of „Florida, obtained. the. floor, . 
and addressed the committee at length in vindi- . 
cation of the Government in reference, especially, 
to the course pursued towards the Seminoles in . 
Florida. ai 

Mr. VINTON said, there were documents in | 
relation to this subject which had been ordered : 
to be printed, but which had not yet been laid on ` 
the tables of the House. As it was indispensable | 
that the information contained in these documents ; 
should be in the possession of the House before | 
acting on these appropriations, he hoped the bill | 
would be postponed until all the evidence was sent | 
in. He therefore moved that.the committee rise. | 


Mr. LAWLER stated a fact that he had re- | 


ceived a letter only yesterday from a source in | 
which he had the utmost reliance, containing the | 
assurance that the upper Creeks were prepared | 
for emigration, were encamped for the purpose, 


but were utterly unprovided, and were begging | 


foragents. He had also other authentic intelli- 
gence to the same effect. He therefore put it to 
gentlemen whether that committee were not 
bound to act promptly. ` i 
Mr. VINTON replied that there was a sum 
of one hundred and fifty odd thousand dollars 


already appropriated for the purpose. Let the | 
Government then send on an agent with that; and | 


in the mean time the House could consider of the 
propriety of appropriating more money. Letthe 
gentleman from Alabama accept the a.nendment 
of the gentleman from Vermont, [Mr. Evenerr.] 
The amendment of the Committee on Indian Af- 
fairs contemplated the forcible removal of the 
Creeks. Mr. V. then withdrew the motion that 
the committee rise. 
Mr. GLASCOCK hoped the committee would 
„act finally on this bill without rising. He was 
sure no gentleman from the South desited to sup- 
press the fullest investigation, either in relation 
to the national or the State governments, as rè- 
arded the conduct of either towards the Indians. 
or himself, he desired it. Mr. G. said he wished 
to address the committee at length; but as the 
entleman from Ohio had the floor, he would yield 


itto him, and he hoped that gentleman: would |; 


proceed. He had no doubt the gentleman knew 
the contents of those papers. Te 
Mr. HAYNES said the gentleman from Ohio 
had fallen into an error. The amendment of the 
Committee on Indian Affairs did not contemplate 
the forcible removal of the Indians. gat pa 
Mr. VINTON said he did know. the contents 
of those papers, and he therefore renewed the 
motion that the committee rise, so that they might 
be put in possession of them. Mr. V. withdrew 
the motion at the request of so, 
Mr. ADAMS, who said, that until that morn- 
.ing no information had been furnished to the 


House in regard to the immediate causes of the | 


Indian war. Mr. A. then went on to reply. ta the 
gentlernan from Florida, [Mr. Wutre,] and. ad- 
verted to the effect of the amendment of the com- 
mittee. 


Mr. BELL explained, that forcible removal | 


was not contemplated by the amendment. 

Mr. HAYNES was at a loss to conceive how 
the amendment could be interpreted to be intended 
to go further than the. provisions of the treaty. 
Nothing like forcible removal was certainly em- 
braced init. s 

Mr. ADAMS resumed. The question was, 

whether we were at peace or at war’ With these 
Indians? If the latter, force must be contemplated. 
He went on to argue this point at some length, 
and to reply to the gentleman from Florida. He 
said no information had been furnished to the 
House by which it could tell whether these appro- 
priations were asked to carry onan offensive war, 
or to carry into effect the provisions of a treaty. 
In reference to the latter point, he quoted a Ictter 
of the Governor of Georgia, which said the ‘In- 


dians must be removed at the point of the bayo- | 
net.” If this was to be considered carrying a | 


, it, was a most extraordinary 


treaty into effect 
mode. 


|: 


| 


It. 


grate. 


was with reference to them alone that the appro- |; 


priation was recommended by the committee, and 
no force was intended to be applied to them. 
Specific appropriations for the hostile portion of ; 
the Indians had already been made. 
After afew remarks from Mr. ASHLEY, the 


{ 


i” committee then rose and reported. 


The orn having resumed the chair, 

Mr. WHITE, of Florida, by leave, offered a 
, resolution requiring certain information from the 
, Secretary 
; in the winter and spring of 1825; w 
. sidered and agreed to. . ; 
L Mr. BELL, on leave, offered a resolution call- 
, ing for certain information from the same Depart- 
: ment in relation to the Creek hostilities. 

-Mr.CAMBRELENG hoped the gentleman from 

Tennessee would make this bill the order of the 
` day for Monday, at twelve o’clock. Mr.C. said, | 
! on to-morrow, at twelve o’clock, he would cull up | 
i the fortification bill. Hecould not help express- 
| ing his astonishment that information in relation 
i to the origin of the Seminele war should be ealled 
| for at a moment when this bill was under consid- 
| eration, and when it was admitted on all hands 
‘i that the Indians were starving, and were being 
|, driven into hostilit 

- Mr. Bew’s reso 
agreed to. s 

On motion of Mr. BRIGGS, the House then 
; adjourned, at six o’clock, p. m. 
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IN SENATE. | 

_ SatuRrpay, June 4, 1836. 
Mr. EWING, of Ohio, presented a petition 
of. sundry citizens of Franklin county, Ohio, 
praying for the establishment of a post route; 


which was referred to the Committee on the 
Office and Post Roads. 


| 
j 
| 
| 
H 
i 


of War in relation to Seminole licenses . 
hich wascon- |; 


Tirion was then consideredand | 


Post | 


m ae 
s z 

E MET 
ai ae 


of the | 


June 4, 


ézal repres ive 

of Nathaniel Y. King; ga ae 
The bill for the relief of Joseph Bogy; ~. 
The bill for the relicf of Jesse Smith and others: 
The bill for the relief of Joseph Gresham; 
The bill for the relief of John Pierce and Daniel 
i Van Voorhis; Bar. Te 

The bill for the relief of William Woodward 


'! and William Mitchell; 


The bill for the relief of Samuel W. Ruff; 
- The bill for the relief of McKean Buchanan; 
The bill for the purchase of certain rights of 
invention of Captain William H. Bell, of North 
_ Carolina; 
The bill for the relief of Henry Darling; and 
The bill for the relief of the legal representatives 
of Thomas Haliday, deceased. 


COUNT BOURTOULIN’S LIBRARY. 


' The resolution authorizing the Joint Library 

` Committee to contract for the purchase of the 

' library of the late Count Bourtoulin, of Florence, 

, was rejected—ayes 16, noes 17. 

| Ata subsequent period, Mr. Ciay, who voted 
with the majority, moved a reconsideration of the 
vote; which was agreed to; and the- resolution 

was laid on the table. : 


MARGARET MEADE. © 


The bill for the-relicf of Margaret Meade, ex- 
ecutrix of Richard W. Meade, deceased, was laid 
on the table. 


1 
í 
i 
1, 
i 


BILLS PASSED. 


The following bills were severally read th 
time, and passed: 

The bill to reorganize the General Land Office; 

The bill supplementary to the act to authorize 
| the Territory of Florida to open a canal from the 
| Chipola river to St. Andrew’s bay, and from 
Matanzas to Halifax, in said Territory; 

The bill for the relief of the legal representa- 
tives of Nathaniel Kennedy; 

The bill for the relief of the legal representa- 


e third 


RESOLUTIONS. i 

-- Mr. ROBBINS submitted the following: reso- 

tution; which was considered and agreed to: 

- \Redsiced, That the Committee on the Post Office and 

_ Post Roads be instructed to inquire into the expediency of 

establishing a post route from Wickford. 

„port, in the State of Rhode. Island. -, 
Mr. WALKER submitted the following reso- 

| lution; which.was considered and agreed tos’ 

! ` Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Office and 


| 
| 
| 
l 
| 
| 


| Post Roads be instructed to inquire into the expediency.of : 


eétablistiing a post route from Columbus, 


Mississippl, to 
‘. Westport, Lowndes county, Mississippi. : 


|. Mr. TOMLINSON submitted the’ following | 


' resolution; which was éonsidered and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads be instructed to inquite isto the expediency of 
establishing a post route from Westport to the academy in 


to Southbury, in Connecticut. | ` Eey , 
Mr. WRIGHT submitted the following reso- 
lutions; which lie on the table one day: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be directed 
to report to the Senate the amount of money now in the 


customs and jands during the monthof Aprit now last past, 
“as compared with the receipts from the same sources for 
> the month of March last. rahe : : 
Resolved. That-the Secretary of the Treasury be directed . 
to prepare front official returns and report to the Senate the 
rates of domestic exchange and of drafts betwcen the large 
- commercial towns charged by the present deposit banks at 
their last returns, compared with the rates of exchange, and 
':-apon drafts charged by the late Bank of the United States 
between the same points at different periods. 


BILLS ORDERED TO A ‘THIRD READING. 


The following ‘bills were severally read the | 
-second time, and considered as in Committee of 
the Whole, and ordered to be engrossed for a | 
third reading: : : ; 

The bill for the relief of Nancy L 
i. widow of James Lemaster; 

The bill for the relief of Noah Brown, and the 
legal representatives of Adam Brown, deceased; 
The bill for the relief of Ebenezer Spalding; 
The bill for.the relief of the legal representa- 

ves of Captain Charles C., B. Thompson, de- 
ceased; 
- The bill to allow a drawback of duties on im- 
ported hemp when manufactured into cordage 
and exported; 


emaster, ` 


ti 


| 


by water, to New- : 


Weston, and thence, by the Stepney post office, in Monroe, , 


‘Treasury subject to draft, and ‘also the receipts from both | 


il banks, with small capitals 
i| District to sustain specie banks, 


tives of Henry Fisher, deceased; 
The bill for the improvement of certain rivers 
and roads in Florida; 
“The. bill to authorize the Secretary of the 
se the claims of the United 


' Treasury to compromi 
| States against certain banks; and 

The bill to authorize Daniel Tyler to import, 
free of duty, an iton canal boat in detached parts, 
|l with the necessary machinery, tools, &c. 


“CONVENTION WITH SPAIN. 


. Mr. CLAY, from the committee of conference 
; appointed on the disagreeing votes of the Houses 
| on the amendments to the bill to carry into effect 
|, the treaty with Spain, reported that the commit- 
| tee had agreed to recommend to the two Houses 
i the adoption of the following modifications: to 
| provide for the appointment of one commissioner 
r instead. of three, with the Attorney General; re- 
| duving the period for executing this commission 
i! from eighteen months to one year. 

ip Or taking the question, the amendment was 
concurred in. : : : 


POTOMAC BRIDGE. 


: Phe joint resolution of the. House for the re- 
air of the damage done to the bridge across the 
‘atomac by the late freshet wás read twice, and 

ordered to a third reading, and, by. unanimous 

| congent, read the third time and passed. 
DISTRICT BANKS. 

_ The bill to extend the charter of certain banks 

in the District of Columbia was taken up as the 

order of the day. . 


_Mr. BENTON addressed the Senate at con- 
siderable length in opposition to the bill; after 


li 
l; 

i 
li 
H 
i} 

i 


|! which he moved to recommit the bill with the 


following instructions: 


To report a bill to wind up the affairs of all the banks 
| now existing in the District of Colymbia, and to allow 
them to use their corporate name and faculties for two 
years for that purpose. 

To report separate bills for the incorporation of —— new 
, adapted to the capacity of the 
and strictly limited to the 
business of the place ; the said incorporations to contain, 
among other provisions, the fottowing principles : 

1. The capital to consist of goid and silver, one haif of 
each; stock; stock notes, notes of other banks, and every 
thing but gold and silver to be excluded from the capital. 


1° 


Georgia, Niles, Robinson 


. Hubbard, Kent, King of Alabama, 


2. The banks to pay no bonds, but the 
to taxation, like any other ta 
notes issurd by the banks 
stamp duties or otherwise. 

3. Every stockholder to be liable to the creditors of the 
bank, in his perton and property, for the debts of the insti- 
tation, to the amount of his atack, in the event of the fail- 
ure of the bank to pay goid and silver; with summary pro- 
cess tor the recovery: and all alienations of stock to avoid 
this linbitity to be void. 

4. The banks to issue no nates of less denomination than 
twenty dailars; and all notes of fess denomination than 
twenty dollars, ixsned by other banks, to be prohibited from 
circulation within the Distriet. 

“ AH the nores and 
to be paid in goid and 
tion of the demander, 
bank. 

6. The banks to ow 
diate accommodation. 

7. To deal in nothing but gold and silver bullion, and in 
foreign and domestic billy of exchange. The charters to 
be forfeited for buying or selling any coin made current by 
the laws of the United States. 

8. The charters to be limited to moderate terms of years, 
and to expire at different periods from each other. 

9. The charters to be alterable, amendable, and repeal- 
able, at the will of Congress, and not renewable under any 


stack to be su 
the Digtet 


silver; one haif of either at the op- 
the other-half at the option of the 


n no real estate except for its imme- 


terms whatever. 


After some remarks from Messrs. SOUTH- 
ARD and WALKER in favor of the bill, and in 
Opposition to the motion, 

Mr. BENTON asked that the question be 


taken first on the motion to recommit the bill; | 


which was agreed to; and the question was de- 
cided in the negative—yeas 10, nays 28; as fol- 
lows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Benton, Ewin 
Georgia, Niles, Rives, Robinson, 
and Wright—10. 

NAYS-~-Measrs. Black, Buchanan, Cafhoun, Ciay, Crit- 
tenden, Cuthbert, Davis, Ewing of Ohio, Goldsborough, 
Hendricks, Hubbard, Kent, King of Alabama, Knight, 
Leigh, Moore, Naudain, Nichotas, orter, Prentiss, Preston 
Robbins, Southard, Swift, Talim 
and Webster—22. 


of THinois, King of 


? 


Mr. BENTON moved to strike out the name | 


of the Farmers and Mechanics’ Bank of George- 
town; which metion was decided in the negative 
—yeas 9, nays 27; as follows: pee ae 

YEAS — Mesers. Benton, 
» Shepley, Wall, White, and Wright 


NAYS— Messrs. Black Buchanan, Ctay. Crittenden, 
Cuthbert. Davis, Ewing of Ohio, Goldsboreugh, Hendricks, 
Knight, Leighi, Moore, 
Naudain, Nicholas, Prentiss, Preston, Rives Robbins, 
ibe wits Tallmadge, Tomlinson, Walker, and 

ebster—27. 


Mr. BENTON moved to strike out the name 
of the Commercial Bank of Washington, to be | 


formed by tbe union of the Bank of Washington 
and the Patriotic Bank of Washington; which 


motion was rejected—yeas 10, nays 27; as fol- 


lows: 


YEAS—Mesers. Benton, 
Geors:a, Niles, Robinson, Ruggles, Shepley, Wall, Whife, 
and Wriggt—-10, : 

NAYS - Messrs. Black, Buchanan, Clay, Crittenden 
Cuthbert, Davie, Ewing of Ohio, Goldshorough, Hendricks, 
Hubbard, Kent, King of Alabanra, Knight, Moore, Nau- 
dain, Nicholas, Puster, Prentiss, Preston; Rives, Robbins, 
Southard, Swift, Tallmadge, Tomlinson,, Walker, and 


Ewing of Miinois, King of 


d 


+ Webstrr—97, 


- ard, Swift, Tallmadge, 


Mr. BENTON moved to strike out one of the 
two descriptions of capital provided for in the 
till, included in the words, “and property equiv- 
alent to specie;’? which motion 
yeas l1, nays 27; as follows: 


YEAS-—Messrs. Benton,Black, Ewing of Illinois, King 
of Georgia, Niles, Robinson, Ruggles, Shepley, Wall, White, 
end Wright—ll. 

NAYS-—Messrs. Buchanan, 
Davis, Ewing of Ohio, Goidsborough, Hendricks, Hubbard, 
Kent, King of Alabama, Knight, Leigh, Moore, Naudain, 
Nicholas, Porter, Prentiss, Preston, Rives, Robbins, South- 
Tomlinson, Walker, and Webster, 


‘seription of capital described in the words, “ funds 


equivalent to specie; which motion was also 
rejected—yeas 9, nays 28; as follows: | 


YEAS—Meessrs. Genton, Ewing of Iinois, Kingof Geor- 
sa Niles, Robinson, Shepley, Wall, White, and Wright 


Davis, Ewing of Obio, Goldsborough, endricks, Hubbard, 
Kent, King of Alabama, Knight, eigh, Moore, Naudain, 
Nicholas, Porter, Prentiss, Preston, Rives, Robbins, South- 


NAYO- Mesia. fing coc preteen gg Clay, Crittenden, |: purpose of proceeding with the consideration of | 


ard, Swift, Talimadge, Tomlinson, Walker, and Webster 


s 


The bil! was then ordered to be engrossed for 
@ tbird reading~yens 30, nays 9; as follows; 
Y¥RBAS—Mesers. Black, Buchanan, Calboun, Clay, Crit- 


Paper curreney issued by said banks | 


hepley, Wall, White, | 


adge, ‘Tomlinson, Walker, : 


Ewing. of Ilinois, King of | 


was rejected. 


Clay, Crittenden, Cuthbert, i 


Mr. BENTON moved to strike out the other de- 


King of Georgia, N 
Wall, White, 


The Senate then adjourned. 


iles, Rob- 
and Wright—9. 


HOUSE OF- REPRESENTATIVES. 
Sarvrnpar, June 4, 1836. 


Mr, HAWES asked the consentof the House 
“to take up the joint resolution of the Senate, 
fixing the day of adjournment of the present ses- 
sion of Congress. | 
_ Objection being made, Mr. H. moved a suspen- 
sion of the rules. ge; 
Mr. HEISTER aske 
which were ordered. 
i Mr. CUSHMAN moved a call of the House. 
` Mr. CRAIG asked for the yeas and nays on 
that motion; which were ordered. 
The motion for a call of the House was loat— 
yens 59, nays 94. 
+ The motion to suspend the rules was also de- 


, cided in the negative—yeas 104, nays 72; not. 


‘| two-thirds, 
REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES, 


Mr. JARVIS, from the Committee on Naval 
|| Affairs, reported the. bill from the Senate to re- 


if 


' ward the captors of the Tripolitan frigate Phila- :! 


' delphia; which was read twice and committed. 
Mr. J., from the same committce, also reported 
from the Senate the bill to 
mentof the passage of Gene 
with the recommendation 


| was agreed to. 

Ata subsequent stage of the 
1 Mr. CAMBRELENG oven: 
* vote laying this bill on the table, 
take the ordinary course, and be 
Committee of the Whole. 
' Mr. STORER moved to la 
i table; which was agreed td. 


roceedings, 
to reconsider the 
so that it might 


y that motion on the 


! tionary Claims, 
| petition of Blair Moran; which was ordered to lie 


'i on the table, and be printed.] 
ʻi ORDER.OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. HARRISON, of Miskouri, moved a sü 
. pension of the rules, for the purpose of offering 


preémption to actual settlers on the public lands 
:, the special order of the day for the third Wednes- 
p urn this month; which was lost. 


|| apart Wednesday and Thursday mornings next, 
|| the local business of the Territories, with the ex- 
ception of the bills for the admission of 
and Arkansas into the Union; which was also 
lost. i 

|| On motion of Mr. THOMSON, of Ohio, the 


$ 


PEA PATCH ISLÀND. 


The bill to authorize a compromise, ahd secure 
to the United States the title to the Pea Patch 


fi 
ji 
| 


p Island, in the river Delaware, was the first bill in i 


| order, the question being on its final 


passage. 
Mr. MILLIGAN moved to lay it’ 


on the table. 


4 Mr. REYNOLDS, of Hlinois, asked for the ty 
ii yeas and nays; which were ordered: and the 


| question was decided in the affirmative~yeas 96, 


nays 87. i 
ie, So the bill was laid on the table. - : 


E ‘ORDER OF BUSINESS—AGAIN. 
| the session was so. late, and there. were so many 


is 


ed to move a suspension of the rules, fur the 


|| cations, for the year 1836; and on that motion 
| 
dered. 


| Mr. KINNARD moved to amend the motion 


li 
||-by including. the. bill from the Senate in rolation |; 


l: to the Cumberland road. 


d for the yeas and nays; 


provide for the pay- `! 
ral La Fayette in 1824, ` 
that the same do not | 
pass, and moved thatit be laid on the table; which ' 


referred to the | 


| (Mr. Citar, from the Committee on Revolu- 
made an adverse report upon the | 


a resolution making the bill granting the right of 


r. SEVIER made a similar motion to set |’ 
|| from ten till one o’clock, for the consideration of ` 


Michigan ; 


gat t i 
r. CAMBRELENG said that the period of . 


f poran bills before the House, he felt-com- | 
pe 


|, the bill making appropriations for. certain fortifi- : 


| he asked for the yeas and nays; which ‘were or- 


Mr. ALLEN, ef Kentucky, moved to include 

n to the revolutionary soldiers. 

Mr. BRIGGS moved tolay the maiion to sus- 

pend or: the table. ; 

Mr. CAMBRELENG ca 

‘nays; which being ordered, 

r. BRIGGS withdrew hfs motiun, 

| Mr. WILLIAMS, of North Carolina, renewed 

iit. f i 


| Mr. REYNOLDS, of Illinois, asked for the 
‘and nays; which being ordered, m j 
Mr. WILLIAMS withdtew the motion: 
Mr. ALLEN’s motion was then negatived. _ 
Mr. ASHLEY moved to amend the motion of 
| the gentleman: from Indiana, (Mr. Pamano] 
.| by including the bill to continue the nationa 
;i road from the Miasissippi to the ity of Jeffer- 
son, Missouri; which was last... 6:7: < 
. Mr. McCARTY then asked for the yeas and 
j nays on the amendment of his golleague, [Mr. 
‘| Kinwarp,] which were not ordered; and the 
i| amendment was not agreed to. ak oe 
i| Mr. SEVIER moved to includé in the motion 
it of the gentleman from New York the two bills 
Michigdn 


i for the admission of Arkansas and 

i into the Union. He remarked that he hoped the 

| House would consent to take up those bills, con- 

|, sider them, and stick to them till. they were dis- 

; posed of. The motion was lost. 

|. The queation then recurred onthe briginal mo- 

ı tion of Mr. Campagzene, and it was decided in 

i the negative—yeas 95, hays 89; not two thirds, 
The House then proceeded to the considera- 

1, tion of. the private ordery, .. ae 


PRIVATE BILES. © i 
-> "The bill for the relief of Don Louis Rosamon 
Orillion, was, on motion of Mr. HUNTSMAN, 
|| postponed til Friday.wext;: -4 
|| : The bill for the relief of Thomas McClelland 
. and James Smith was taken up—the question 
' being on its final passage. $ ; ; 
j o Mr. MANN, of New York, opposed the bill; 
jand after some further remarks from Messrs. 
i LANE, BELL, HARDIN, PARKS, PIERCE 
ll'of New Hampshire, TOUCEY, GARLAND of 
Virginia, WHITTLESEY of Ohio,.and MASON 


"of Ohio, _ a Ses os i , 
| Mr. MANN moved ta,récommit the bill to the 
i Committee of Claims; which was lost. 


led for the yeas ahd 


yeas 


i 
ti 


|| 
i| 


$ 

Mr. CRANE asked ‘for the -yeas and nays an 
the passage of the bill; which were not ordered; 
| and the question being taken , the tellers reported — 
j ayes 66, noes 51—no orum,” 0 pe 
Mt.’MANN ‘thea renewed the call for the 
| yeas and nays; which were ordered; and were— 
| yeas 88, nays 62. : s 
| So the bill was passed. S 

CONVENTION WITH SPAIN. 

Mr. ADAMS, on leave; from. the committee 
‘of conference on the part of the House upon, the 
disagreeing votes of the two Houses on the act 
to carry into effect the convention between the 
United States and Spain, made a report thereon, 

which had been alréady concurred in by the 
enate,) which was concuyréed in by the House. 
= POTOMAC BRIDGE... 

On motion of Mr. BOULDIN, the House too 
up the joint resolution ‘duthorizing the repair of 
the Potomac bridge; and the same was read a 
third time and passed. w Es dee 
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IN SENATE. | 
Mownpay, June 6, 1836. i 
GRUNDY, from the Committee on the ` 
Post Office and Post Roads, to which was referred 
the resolution directing an inquiry to be made 
into the expediency of purchasing a number of 
copies of Burr’s map, exhibiting the post roads 
of the United States, reported a joint resolution 
providing for the purchase of 500 copies thereof; _ 
which was read, and ordered to a second reading. 
Mr. TOMLINSON, from the Committee on 
Pensions, to which was referred the bill for the 
relief of Job Wood, reported the same with 
amendments; and also reported unfavorably on 
the petition of Nathaniel Smith. 


PETITIONS PRESENTED. ` 
Mr. PRESTON presented the. memorial of 


Mr. 


j 
i 


i 
tk 
| 
| 


Chroin Wemer, of Charleston, South Caro- | 
lina; which was referred to the Committee™'on || 
Claims. 


RESOLUTIONS ADOPTED. i 
The resolutions lying-on the.table were con- 
sidered and agreed to. _ me 
DEPOSIT BILL 7 
Mr. WRIGHT gave notice that he would call | 
up the deposit bill at one o’clock to-morrow. — 


BILLS QRDERED TO A THIRD READING. 


The following bills wére severally read the | 
second time, and considered as in Committee of | 
the Whole, and ordered to a third reading: f 

The bill for the relief of certain officers of the | 
United States sloop of war Boston; and 

The joint resolution to furnish the ‘rotunda of 
the Capitol with historical paintings.. 

PREEMPTION CLAIMS: - 


The bill to extend the time of receiving the 
roof of certain preémption claims, under the act 
of 19th June, 1834, was taken up; when .. 
Mr. EWING, of Ohio, moved to postpone the | 
bill indefinitely; and, after a debate, in which the 
motion was supported by Messrs. EWING of 
Ohio, CRITTENDEN, and KING of Georgia; 
and opposed by Messrs. WALKER, BLACK, , 
PORTER, MOORE, and KING of Alabama, the |! 
motion was lost—yeas 18, nays 22; as follows: |; 
YEAS — Messrs. Calhoun, Clay, Crittenden, Davis, || 
Ewing of Ohio, Goldsborough, Kent, King of Gcorsia, |; 
Knight, Leigh, Naudain, Prentiss, Preston, Robbins, - 
Southard, Swift, Tomlinson, and Webater—18. 
NAYS—Messrs. Benton, Black, Buchanan, Cuthbert, 
Ewing of Illinois, Gtundy, Hendricks,- Hubbard, King of 
Alabama, Linn, Moore, orris, Niles, Porter, Rives, Rob- 
inson, Ruggles, Shepley, T'allmadge, Walker, White, and | 
Wright—22. 
After some further observations from Messrs, 
BLACK, and EWING of Ohio, 


| 
| 
| 
| 


ii 
p 


Mr. CRITTENDEN moved to anand the bill || Pe 


by adding a provisign that the’ persons who ob- |, 
tain the benefits of this act shall be actually resi- |, 
dents on the land ¢laimed by them; which amend- | 
ment was agreed to. i $ f 
Mr. KING, of Georgia, offered an amendment | 
roviding that this act shall not extend to any | 
ands to which the Fndian title was not extin- | 
guished on the Ist of January, 1832; which was | 
p? à f 


also agreed to. ; -< | 

On motion of Mr. EWING, of Ohio, the bill 
was amended by providin 
be void; which was agreed to. 

Mr. PORTER moved to amend the bill further 
by providing that no witness shall be permitted 
to give evidence in favor of more than one claim; 
and that one settler, whose claim shall be admit- 
ted, shall not be permitted to give evidence for | 
the person who testified forhim. This motion was | 
agreed to; and the bill was ordered to a third 
reading—yeas 21, nays 18; as folows: ` 

YEAS—Messrs. Benton, Black, Buchanan, Ewing of 
Minois, Grundy, Hendricks, King of Alabama, Linn, Moore, 
Nicholas, Nites, Porter, Rives, Robinson; Ruggles, Shepley, 
Taiim Tipton, Walker, White, and Wright—21. 

NAY6-—-Measrs. Calhoun, Clay, Crittenden, Davis, Ew- | 
ing of Ohio, Goldsborough, Kent, King of Georgia, Knight, | 
Leigh, MeKean, Naudain, Southard, Swift, Tomlinson, 
Wall, and Webster—18. : | 

PRIVATE BILLS.” © | 

The bill from the House- for the ‘relief of, 
Thomas M*Clelland and James Smith was read | 
twice and referred. i Sopi 


after which it adjourned. 
shoùld be recollected that about this- period Con- 
| close their labors. 
‘ resolution with a view to fix the day.of adjourn- , 


: to give him (Mr. T.) an opportunity of saying a 


was disposed of. Mr. M. then: moved: to’ gus- 


i ing on the subject. 


t q |; lost. . 
that all assignments || Mr. BRIGGS then asked forthe yeas and nays 


| Grantland, Grennell, Griffin, Haley, Hard, Harlan, Harper, 
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Fite 6, 


The bill for the relief of John Pierce and Daniel 
Van Vorhees; 

The bill for the relief of Dennis Smith’ 
others; 

The bill for the relicf of Henry Darling; 

The bill for the relief of Joseph Gresham; 

The bill for the relief of the legal representatives | 
of Thomas Haliday, deceased; |, 

The bill for the relief of William Woodward 
and William Mitchell; 

The bill for the relief of Samuel W. Ruff; 

The bill for the purchase of certain rights of 
inventions of William H. Ball, of North Caro- 


The bill for the relief of McKean Buchanan; 

The bill for the rclicf of Joseph. Bogy3 

The bill for the relief of the legal representatives 
of Samuel Y. Keene; Oe at aog 

The bill for the relief of the legal representatives 
of Captain Charles C. B. Thompson; late acap- 
tain in the Navy of the United States; 

The bill for the relief of Ebenezer Spaldjag; 

The bill for the relief of Noah Brownjand the ; 
legal representatives of Adam Brown, deceased; 

The bill to allow a drawback of duties on im- | 
ported hemp when manufactured into cordage 
and exported; and, . ee 

The bill fer the relief of Nancy Lemaster, 
widow of James Lemaster. i 


_EXECUTIVE SESSION. 


On motion of Mr. BENTON, the Senate pro- 
ceeded to the consideration of executive business; | 


and | 


| 


ae | 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES.. 
Monpnar, June 6, 1836., ` 
Mr. MANN, of New York, rose and. said it 


gress was now in the seventh month of this ses- 
sion, and that public expectation was already | 
awakened to the period about which they. were to || 
Several efforts had: been here- 
tofore made to suspend the rules. to introduce.a 
ment of Congress, and. he would now, submit a | 
motion to the Chair, which he hoped-would meet , 
the assent of the House. i 
Mr. THOMAS asked the gentleman from New || 
York to suspend his motion fora few moments, |; 


few words in relation tothe Maryland resolutions. | 

Mr. MANN replied that he would comply 
with the request of the gentleman. from Mary- 
land, but those resolutions would come up as 
soon as the motion, Mr..M. intended to submit | 


nd the ruleg for the purpose of taking up: the 
Joint resolution of the Senate fixing the day of | 
adjournment of the present session of Congress. || 
If the House should consent to take it up, he | 
gave notice that he would then move ta postpone | 
its further consideration till some early day next | 
week, when there might be a general understand- |i 


Mr. BRIGGS remarked, that it was important 
there should be a full House present on this sub- 
ject, and moved a callof the House; which was 


on the motion to suspend the rules. 

. Mr. WHITTLESEY, of Ohio, expressed a 
wish thatthe gentleman from New York would 
withdraw ‘his proposition, so that they might have 
an opportunity that morning to present petitions 
and memorials. . 

Mr. MANN replied, that his motion would not |} 
take up more time than the calling of ,the yeas 
and nays, and he could not, therefore, consent to 
withdraw it; i 

The yeas and nays were then ordered; and on 
taking the question the vote was—yeas 90, nays 
63; as follows: 

YEAS—Mesers. Chilton Allan, Heman Allen, Anthony, 
Boon, Boyd, Briggs, Brown, Buchanan, Burns, WViftlam B. | 
Cathoun, Carr, Casey, George Chambers, Childs, Nathaniel 
_H. Claiborne, Connor, Craig, Cramer, Cushman, Darling- 
ton, Deberry, Denny, Dickson, Doubleday, Fairfield, 
French, Fry, Philo C. Fuller, William K. Fuller, Granger, 


The following bills’ wer 


e severally read the 
third time, atid passed: E 


Samuel S. Harrison, Hawes, Haynes, Hazettine, Heister, 


_JenrFer] thereon, 


, and ordered to be printed.] 


Johnsos, Judson, Klingensmith, Lansing, Lapore, Logan 
Abijah Mann, Joh Mann, Sampson Nason Wiliam Maton? 
McKay, Miller, Milligan, Montgomery, Morgan, Morris, 
Owens, Parker, Phillips, Pinckaey, John Reynolds, Roane, 
Russell, Schenck, William B. Shepard, Shinn, Sickles, 
Slade, Smith, Speight, Sutherland, Taylor, Turvill, Under- 
wood, Vanderpoel, Wagener, Wardwell, and White—90. 

NAYS—Messra. Adams, Ash, Bailey, Bond, Boyee, John 
Calhoon, Cambreleng, Carter, Jomm Chambers, Chaney, 
Chapman, Clark, Coles, Crane, Dromgoole, Farlin; For- 
ester, Galbraith, James Garland, Gillet, Grayson, Joseph 
Hall, Hamer, Hardin, Howell, Hubley, Huntsman, Jabez 


' Jackson, Jarvis, John W. Jones, Kinvard, Lauc, Lawler, 


Gideon Lee, Luke Lea, Leonard, Lewie, John Y, Mason, 
Mc€arty, McKeon, McLene, Muhlenberg, Parks, Patter- 
son, Patton, Franklin Pierce, Phelps, Potts, Joseph Rey- 
nolds, Seymour, Shields, Spangler, Standefer, Steele, 


`. Storer, Taliaferro, Thomas, Jobn Thomson, Vinton, Web- 


ster, Weeks, Whittlesey, and Wise—63. 


` Bo the House refused to suspend the rules, two 
thirds not voting in the affirmative. 


MARYLAND RESOLUTIONS. 


The joint resolutions of the Legislature of the 
State of Maryland, recommending the subject of 
the disttibution of the proceeds of the sales of the 
publie., lands among the. several States of the 

nioh, presented sevéral weeks ago, came up as 
the first business in order. i 

Mr. THOMAS, who was entitled ta the. floor, 
addresse@ the House at length of the subject, 

Mr 


and in reply to the speech of lis colleague 

Mr. JENIFER said a few words in reply; and 
moved that these resolutions, and algo the. reso- 
lutions of the same Legislature in relation to the 
expunging resolutions before the Senate ofthe 
United States, be laid: on the ‘table and ‘printed; 
which was agreed tö.. i ; 

The House then took up the proceedings and 
memorial of a meeting of citizens of Monroe, in 
the Territory of Michigan, in relation to the 
northern boundary of Ohio: i 

Two motions were pending — one by Mr. 
Tomson, of Ohio, to lay the same an the table; 
and the other by Mr. Apams, to refer them toa 
select committee. The former motion, being first 
m order, was‘taken up and agreed to. 

Mr. GILLET asked the consent of the House 
to offer a resolution, that hereafter; until the 
termination of the present session of Congress, 
-the House will take a recess at the hour of half 
past two o’clock for one hour and a half eagh 
day. Being objected to, Mr.G. moved a suspen- 
‘sion of the rules; which was negatived. ` 


PETITIONS, MEMORIALS, ETC. 

Petitions and memorials were then présentéd 
by Messrs. EVANS, BAILEY, JARVIS, atid 
SMITH, of Maine. : 
` Messra.. PIERCE and BURNS, of New 
Hampshire. ` : 

Messrs. LAWRENCE, CUSHING, CAL- 
HOUN, REED, ADAMS, PHILLIPS, BOR- 
DEN; and BRIGGS, of Massachusetts, 

Mr. PEARCE, of Rhode Island, 

[Mr. Pearce presented the memorial of John 
G. Clarke, and others, upon the subject of slavery 
as recognized by the constitution recently formed 
by the people of Arkansas. Also, certain reso- 
lutions recently adopted by the Legislature of 


|| Rhode Island, on the subject of the defense and 


protection by fortifications of the waters of Narra- 
insett bay, and its adjacent coasts. These reso- 
utions were; on his motion, laid upon the table, 
. Messrs. PHELPS, INGHAM,and JUDSON, 
of Connecticut. 
_ (Mr. Junson presented remonstrances against 


‘the admission of Arkansas, with slavery in is 


constitution, from a part of the citizens of. Wil- 
limantic, Windham, Plainfield, Woodstock, and 
Hampton, in Connecticut.] oe a 
Messrs. HALL and SLADE, of Vermont. _ 
_[Mr. Suave presented the following memorials, 
remonstrating against the admiasion of Arkanags 
into the Union with a constitution sanctioning 
the existence and prdlitbiting the abolition of 
slavery, namely: From 296 males and 52 females 
of Addison county and its vicinity, in the State 
ef Vermont; from 374 males. and 362 females 
of Starkboro’, in the same county; from 103 citi- 
zens. of Hanover, 60 males and- 44 females of 
Boscawen, 59 citizens of Somersworth, and: 


Hoar, Hopkins, Hunt, Ingersoll, Ingham, William Jackson, 
Janes, Jenifer, Joseph Johnson, Cave Jobnson, Richard M. | 


males and.70 females of Concord, in the State of 
New Hampshire; from 39 males and 6] females 


of the State of Massachusetts; from Guy C. fi 

Samson and 7 others of Goshen, in the State | 

of Connecticut: from 178 citizens of the State of | 

Rhode Island; and from 37 citizens of Philadel- 
hia, and 32 citizens of Adams county, in the 
tate of Pennsylvania. ] 

Messrs. CAMBRELENG, McKEON, RUS- 
SELL, LEONARD, LAY, GRANGER, GID- 
EON LEE, REYNOLDS, LOVE, WARD, and 
HAZELTINE, of New York. 

{ Mr. Leonann presented the petition of Thomas 
Look, of New York, praying compensation for 
services in the war of the Revolution. : 

(Mr. McK con presented the petition of certain 
merchants in the city of New York, praying that 
the office of measurer may not be abolished; also 
the petition of Amas Rooke, a soldier of the Rev- 
olution, praying for a pension. : 

(Mr. Russert presented the petition of David 
B. MeNiel, and others, inhabitants of the county 
of Clinton, asking an appropriation for the con- 
struction of a mili road from Plattsburg, in 
the county of Clinton, to Whitehall, in the county 
of Washington, in the State of New York; which, 
on motion of Mr. R., was referred to the Com- | 
mittee on Roads and Canais; also, the petition of | 
William Gilliand and others, mhabitants of the 
counties of Essex and Clinton, asking a like ap- | 
propriation for the same object; which, on mo- ; 
tron of Mr. R., was also referred to the same | 
committee; also, the petition of Ezra Wheeler, a | 
soldier of the Revolution, praying to be restored | 
to the list of revolutionary pensioners; which, | 
on motion of: Mr. R., was referred to the Com- | 


mittee on Revolutionary Pensions; also, the peti- ! 
uon of James Lake and others, citizens of W hite 
creek, in the county of Washington, and Siate | 
of New York, praying the abolition of slavery | 
and the slave trade in the District of Columbia, | 
and within the Territories of the United, States; | 
also, the remonstrance of the New York Anti- | 
slavery Society, signed by Gerrit Smith, Alvan |. 
Stewart, Uriah Green, Samuel Lightbody, and 
others, as the executive commiuee of said soci- | 
ety, agains: the admiesion of the Territory of Ark- 
ansas asa State into the Union, upon an equal | 
footing with the original States, while the consti- | 
tution of the contemplated State contains a pro- i 
vision prohibiting the Legislature of said State | 
from abolishing slavery therein. ] ` : 
Messrs. PARKER ‘and LEB, of New Jer- | 


aey. 

Messrs. MORRIS, INGERSOLL, HAR- 
PER, GALBRAITH, ASH, and SUTHER- 
LAND, of Pennsylvania. li 

Mr. MILLIGAN, of Delaware. ji 
vee: JENIFER and HOWARD, of Mary- 
land. j 
Messrs. WISE, PATTON, LUCAS, JOHN- 
SON, and ROBERTSON, of Virginia. 

Messrs. DEBERRY and BYNUM, of North 
Carolina. , 

Mr. PINCKNEY, of South Carolina. 

Messrs. GLASCOCK and OWENS, of Geor- 


a l 

[Mr. Owens presented the memorial of certain 
cilizena of Savannah in relation to the customi 
house officers; and the same,on his motion, was || 
referred to the Cammittee on Comnterce.] - 

Messrs. HARDIN and BOYD, of Kentucky. | 

Messrs. The SPEAKER, SHIELDS, LEA, |, 
HUNTSMAN, and CARTER, of Tennessee. || 

‘ (Mr. Huntsman presented certain resolutions |. 

adopted by a meeting of the citizens of Wash- | 
ingunn City and the District of Columbia, pray- | 
ing that Congress would acknowledge the inde- 
pendence of Texas; and moved that the same be 
referred to the Committee on Foreign Afairs; 
which was agreed to.] 
. Messrs. WHITTLESEY, SLOANE, STO- |: 
RER, MASON, VINTON, KILGORE, and 
HAMER, of Ohio. 7 Pah 5 
_ [Mr. Hamen preaented.the fe oh Thomas 
Courtney, praying a pension for injuries received 
during the jast war, whilst in the service of the 
United States. i ; i 

Mr. Masos presented the petition of John 
Kennedy, praying compensation for a horse lost 
during the last war; also, the petitioa of G 
Thoraburgh, praying compensation for a horse 
lost during the late war with Great Britain. 

Mr. Storan presented the petition of-Rs. Rev, 


, provisions of the pension act of 1832; 
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Frederick Reze, Catholic Bishop of Michigan; 
claiming indemnity for services rendered b Tin 
in the establishment of several Indian sch 
also, for improvements made by himat se 
missionary stations; which was referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. Also, the proceed- 
ings of the public meetings of the citizens of Cin- 
cinnati, Ohio, praying Congress to recognize the 
independence of Texas: which was referred to the 
Committee on Foreign Relations. } 

Mr. CARR, of Indiana. TAE 

{Mr. Carr presented the petition of William 
Thompson, of Indiana, 
which was referred to the Committee on Revolu- 


tionary ene 
Mr. CLAIBORNE, of Mississippi. 


[Mr. Cuarsoase presented the petition of Jo- | 


seph Royall, of Vicksburg, praying fora float- 
ing right toa quarter section of land; the petition 
of W. S. S. Dearing, of Tennessee, for compens- 
ation far certain services rendered the United 


States; the petition of the heirs of the late Jere- 


miah Downs, of Wilkinson county, captain of a 
volunteer company during the war; and the pe- 


tition of many of the citizens of Yellubusha and | 


Carroll counties, praying for the removal of the 
register’s and receiver’s office from Chocchuma 
to Grenada. } f 


Messrs. CASEY and REYNOLDS, of Ilinois, 


[Mr. Revnotps 
Alton, Wabash, and Erie Railroad Com 
and on his motion the same was referred 
Committee on Publie Lands. The me 


islaturc of the State of Illinois, passed on the 16th 
Toar, 1836, chartered and incorporated to con- 


river, in the State of Illinois, by Hi 
byville, and Į l f 
State of Illinois, to intersect a railroad authorized 


llsboro’, Shel- 


to be constructed by the State of Indiana, termin- | 


ools; | 
veral | 


a revolutionary soldier; | 


presented the memorial of the ; 


fo tne | 


moria] | 
i States, that a company was, by an act of the Le- |! 


| struct a railroad from Alton, on the Mississippi | 


d Danville, to the eastern line of the |: 


‚At the Wabash and Erie canal, on the Wa- | 


bagh river. This railroad will, when constructed, 
connect the Wabash and Erie canal direct with 
the Mississippi river, at Alton, and will then open 
a direct communication from the Mississippi to 
Lake Erie. This improvement is, therefore, of 
great importance to the State of Illinois, to- the 
adjacent States, and to the.whole Union. ` _ 

he memorial prays for the right of way over 
the public lands, and a preémption of the alter- 
nate section of the public lands over which the 
railroad. ma @, to aid the company in the con- 
struction of the same.] 


OHIO, MICHIGAN, AND ARKANSAS. 
Mr. SEVIER asked the consent of the House 


: to offer a resolution to set apart Wednesday next, 


at eleven o’clock, and on each day thereafter until 
the same be disposed of, except Friday and Sat- 
urday, to consider and dispose of the bills to 
establish the northern boundary line of the State 
of Ohio, and to provide for the admission .of 
Michigan and Arkansas into the Union. 
Objection being made, Mr. S. moved a suspen- 


sion of the rules, and asked for the yeas and | 


' nays; which were ordered. 


t. PATTON moved a call of the House; 


' which was lost. i as 
The motion to suspend the rules was agreed | 


to—yeas 137, nays 45. : 
Me. ALLAN, of Kentuċky, moved to amend 
the resolution by including the bill to extend the 


and asked 
for the yeas and nays thereon. f 
Messrs. VANDERPOEL and SPEIGHT raised 


: the point of order, whether the amendment could 
| be moved after the rules had been suspended for 


a special purpose; and, after some conversation 
on the point by the SPEAKER, Messrs. SÜT H- 
ERLAND, SEVIER,SMITH, ALLAN of Ken- 
tugky, and CAMBRELENG, > PETE 

Me. SEVIER moved the previoys questions 
which wag geconded by the. Soe caves > 
noes not counted; and the main queation was 
ordered to be put. © | 

Mr. ALLAN then asked for the yeas and nays 
on the adoption of the resolution; which were 
ordered, . °: Sede: DET poe FL 
, Mr. DENNY asked for.edivision of the quest 
ion ;.firet on that-pert.of the resolution ending 
with the bil-forthe northern boundary of Ohio, 


and second, to include the two- bills. for the ad- Í 


mission of Arkansas and Michigan into the 
Union.. 


i! The CHAIR decided that the resolution was 
“fot susceptible of such a division, under the 
thirty-eighth rule of the House, and cited a case 
'; analogous.to the point. 
| Mr. McCOMAS appealed to the gentleman 
| from Kentucky [Mr. LLAN] to withdraw his 
| amendment, and let the question be taken with- 
1] out committing the House at all on the other bill. 
| Mr. ALLAN did not assent. 

The question was then takon on the adoption 
‘| of the resolution; and decided in the affirmative 
„` —ycas 138, nays 57, being two thirds;as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Anthony, Ash, Barton, Beale, Sean, 
| Beaumont, Bockee, Bond, Boon, Bouldin, Dovee, Brown, 
Buchanan, Buneh, Burns, Bynum, Cambreleng, Care, 
, Casey, John Chainbers, Chaney, Chapin, Nathaniel H. 
` Claiborne, John F. H. Claiborne, Cleveland, Coffee, 
Connor, Corwin, Craig, Cramer, Crane, Cushman, Dicker- 
| son, Dickson, Doubleday, Dromgoole, Fairfield, Farlin, 
| Fry, Philo C. Fuller, William K. Fuller, James Garland, 
Gillet, Glascock, Graham, Haley, Joseph Hall, Hamer, 
Samuel S. Harrison, Howes, Haynes, opkins, Howard, 
|| Howell, Hubley, Uunt, Huntington, Huntsman, Ingham, 
William Jackson; Jabeg Jackson, Janes, Jarvis, Joseph 
Johnson, Richard M. Johnson, Cave Johnson, Henry John- 
son, Benjamin Jones, John W. Sones, Judson, Kilgore, 
| Kinnard, Klingensmith, Lane, Lansing, Lawler, Gideon 
ii Lee, Jo ‘hua Lee Leonard, J 
Abijah Mann, Job Mann, John 
i| Moses Mason, Sampson Mason, 
Kay, McKim, MeLene, Miller, 
Muhlénberg, Owens, Page, Parks, 
J. Pearce, 


an, Loyall, Lucas, Lyon, 
- Mason, William Mason, 
Maury, McComas, Mc- 
-Montgomery, Morgan, 
Patterson, Patton, Dutee 
Franklin Pierce, Pettigrew, Phelps, Pinckney, 
John Reynolds, Joseph 2 bel Roane, Robertson, 
Schenck, Seymour, A gustine H. Shepperd, Shields, Sickles, 
Sigane, Smith, Spangler, Speight, Standefer, Storer, Suth- 
; erland, Taliaferro, ice homas, John Thomson, Tou- 
‘| cey, Towns, Turrill, anderpoel, Vinton, Wagener, Ward, 
| Wardwell, Webster, Weeks, and Elisha Whittlesey—138, 
| - NAKS — Messrs. Adams, Chilton Allan, Hemen Allen, 
Bailey, Boyd. Briggs, John Calhoon, William B. Calhoun, 
George Chambers, Childs, Clark Cushing, Darlington, De- 
berry, benny, Evans, Everett, French, Granger, Grayson, 
| Grennel!, Griffin, Hitland Hall, Hard, Hardin, Harlan, Har- 
, Hazeltine, Meister, Hoar, Ingersoll, Jenifer, La rte, 
awrence, Lay, Lewis, Love, McKennan, Mercer, Milli- 
gan, Morris, Parker, James À. Pearce, Phillips, Pickens, 
Potts, Reed, Rencher. Russell, Wiliam B. Shepard, Slade, 
Steele, Waddy Thompzon, Underwood, ashington, 
presented by Mr. 


White, and Lewis Wiliams—s7. 
_ Sundry petitions were then 
WHITE, of Florida. 


- ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. STORER moved a suspension of the rules 
for the purpose of making the bill to extend the 

nsion act of 1832 the special order of the day 
for to-morrow weék, and asked for the yeas and 
riäys; which were not ordered. a 

Mr. McCOMAS suggested to the gentleman 
from Ohio so to modify his motion ‘as that the 
bills under the special order, already pending, 
should first be disposed of; and 

Mr. STORER then modified his motion accord- 


ingly. 
$M. HOPKINS moved to lay the motion te 
suspend on the table. Je ai 
Mr. STORER asked for the yeas and nays; 
which were not ordered; and the motion was laid 
on the table‘ without a count. i ; 
RESOLUTIONS. 


-On motion of Mr. RUSSELL, it was: 


i| ` Resolved, That the papers 6f Jesse Baity, a revolutionary 


soldier, be referred to the Committee on Revolutionary 

Pensions, to inguire into the propriety of granting him a 

pension, =... f RA TE 

. On motion of Mr. WARDWELL, it was 
fica That the Committe S ah Te bs 

instructed .to inquire into the. expediency of. allo’ 3 

pension to Leonard ‘Earac and Wat’ the accompanying 

papers be referred to said committee. 

- On motion of Mr. RUSSELL, it was _ 

Resolved, That the Committee an Revolutionary Pen- 
sions be os ead to inquire into ;the expediency of re- 
storing to the list of revolutionary pensidna Ezra ler, 
of ma State of New York, who Wara of the 
dwsions o- MR SME tea ta Ea) 
«Oh motion of Mr. P.Ç- Ry “LER, it was 
Resolved, That the Commiteoe on Invalid Pensions be 
imdructen to inquire into the expediency of granting a pen- 
sion to Charles Manger. ` r Esen F naa 
=“ Ön motion of Mr. FORESTER, t was PE 

That the Committee on Reyolyti aims 
Tii hat he gy into the pes! edient’ "payin the 
heirs of Lieutenant Harrison half ‘pay for life, as an 6 er 
faniliery atibe State insof Vigiatinsas of infantry; 
he alsa. the expediency of payang-iptercst.. 
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ee 
On motion of Mr. WHITTLESEY, of Ohio, 


it was 
Plessirved, That the C 


ommittec of Claims be instructed 
to inquire into the expediency oF allowing to John Me- 
Cartacy lis clum tor jabor perioriued on the Cumberland 
road West of The Ohio Tver, and tiai the accompanyiug 
evidence be reerred to said cominittce. 

On mouon of Mr. WHITTLESEY, of Ohio, 
it was 

Resolred, That the Committee ef Invalid Pensions be 
instructed to inquire into the expedicney of allowing a pen- 
sian to Levi Jounson, for wounds recvived by him while in 
the military service of the United States. 

On motion of Mr. ASHLEY, it was 

Resolved. That the Committec on Mititary Affairs be in- 
stencted to inquire inte the expediency of providing by law 
for placing at the disposal qt the Governor of the State of 
Missour:, for the use of that State, cannon, carriages, and 
aii the necessary implements and appendages thereto, com- 
plete for the fi id, tor two companies of light artillery, to be 
used as aforesaid, $0 long as the Western border of said 
State shall conunue to be the abode of numerous Indian 
tides. 

On motion of Mr. BAILEY, it was 

Resolecd, That the Committee on Revolutionary Pensions 
be instructed to inquire into the expediency of granting a 
pensiun to Richard Larten, of New Castle, in the county 
or Lincoin, State of Maine, and that the accompanyin 
documents, relating to his revolutionary services, be referre: 
to that cowmittee. 


INDIAN ANNUTTIES, ETC. 
In further execution of the special order, the 


resnived itself into a Committee of the Whole on 
the state of the Union, [Mr. Saurn in the chair,] 
and resumed the consideration of the bill making 
appropriations for the current expen 
diand:-partment, for Indianannuities, 
suniiar objects, for the year 1836. 

The question pending was the ninth amend- 
ment made to the bill by the Senate; as follows: 

For the removal of Oreek indiane, and their subsistence 
for cue year, inctuding subsistence of those recently re- 
moved. in addition te the batanee of $155,000 of former 
appropriations, $348,230. : us 

For the removal of Seminole Indians, and their sub- 
sistence far one year, in addition to a balance of $33,000 of 
former appropriations, $158,497 50. 

Mr. BELL, under instructions from the Com- 
mittce on Indian Affairs, moved that the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House agree to this amend- 
meut, with the feliowing amendments: 

Before the word “Creek,” in the first line, insert 21,000.” 

Strike out “ 348,239,” and insert, “ 1,023,550.” : 

Strike out “ 152,437 59,” and insert, “ 100,000.” 

" Mr. EVERETT proposed a substitute for the 
abore, to come in after the Senate ’s amendment, 
as follows: ‘* Under the 12th article of the Creek 
treaty of 1832, and for holding treaues with the 
hostile Indians east of the river Mississippi, and 
for their removal west of that river, $675,330,” 
and addressed the committee at great length on 
the subject of his amendment, and on the general 
policy of the Government in reference to the In- 
dian tribes. 

Mr. VINTON moved to lay the bill aside and 
pecs to the consideration of some of the other 


3: 
| 
The House then again went into committee, 


and Mr. GLASCOCK concluded his remarks. 


The amendment of Mr. Everetr was then re- 


jected—yeas 28, nays 93. 


The amendment proposed by the Committee 


on Indian Affairs was then agreed to; and the 
Senate’s amendment, as amended, was concurred 
in without a division. 


The tenth amendment of the Senate, as follows, 


was then concurred in: 


Src. 4. And he it further enacted, That the Secretary of ` 


War be, and he is hereby, authorized and directed to invest 


in a manner which shall be, in his judgment. most safe 
and beneficial for the fund, the sum of $33,912 40, being 


money in the Treasury as the proceeds of lands purchased 
from the Seneea Indians, of Sandusky, by a treaty con- 
cluded on the 28th of February, 1831 ; from the Senccas 
and Shawnees by a treaty concluded on the 20th of June, 


i 1831; and trom the Shawnees by a treaty concluded on the 


f 


i 
| 
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l 


i samé salary as the similar officer at St. 
| witich, after some remarks from Mr. S. and Mr. : 
| ASHLEY, was rejected. i 


i 


| paws, 


i 
ug 


i 
| 


a division. 


i 
i; to prov 


ills embraced in the special order, on the ground || 


of want of sufficient information from the War 
Department. 


M 


to the South; that the information: required was 
not important; that by delaying the bill for the 
purpose of obtaining papers called for, the ‘bill 
might be lost; that the discussion could still pro- 


ceed in-committée. : When the bill came into the | 
‘House, the information called for would in all | 
probability be read, and then gentlemen could | 


discuss the sumec at large. 
Mr. GRENI 


at the request of Mr. GLascocr. |. 
Mr. VINTON withdrew his mati 
pone; and the subject of the amendments was 
then discussed nt length by Messrs. HAYNES, 
ADAMS, SPEIGHT MANN of New York, 
GRENNELL, EVERETT, WISE, LEWIS, 
ASHLEY, BELL, and GLASCOCK. - 
After proceeding for some time, the latter gen- 
tleman ber way to pa 
"Mr. BELL, on whose motion the committee 
teniperarily rose; and- rte: 
: “The SPEAKER laid before the House a variety 
of executive communications, from the Wer 


ELL briefly supported it, and | 
moved that the committee rise, but withdrew it 


r. OWENS. oppodéd the. motion on the. 
ground that the bill was one of great importance | 


‘of the Senate, was then read: 


| tent for the President to assign to the Indian agent at 
! Michilimackinac, in addition to 
|| of superintendent of Indian affairs for all that district of | 


House, on motion of Mr.CAM RELENG, then ` 
' ary of the Territory of Wi 
| ditional compensation, or emolument, shal} he granted on 


ses of the In- ` 


andforother ` the said agent to reside at such place'as he may think fit 
: within the said district. 


| 50; and thé amendment of the Sénate ag’ amended 


on to peste | -: 


i Senate; which 


8th of Auqust, 1831, and upon which sum the United States 

li are, by stip 
i) said Indians 
li per annum: 
‘no investment of the said sum, or any portio 


lations in the said treaties, bound to pay to the 
an annual interest at the rate of five per cent. 
Provided, That the said Secretary shall make 
nof it, ata 
tower rate of interest than five per cent. per annum. 


Sec. 5. And be it further enacted, Thatit shall be compe- | 


his proper duties, the duties | 


country herétofore constituting the Territory of Michigan, | 


and tying east of the tine established as the eastern bound- 


i 
i 


y sconsin by the act of Congress | 
of the 2th of April, 1835: Provided, however, Thatno ad» | 


account of the said duties; and the President may require j 


This amendment was also concurred in without 


“Mr, LOVE proposed an amendment appropri- 
ating $650 for the expenses of the Seneca delega- 
tian to Washington; which was agreed to. 


The following being the eleventh amendment | 


it 


E 


Juhé 6} 


| i; . . » . ey°.8 . a 
li Department, &c.,in relation to Indian hostilities; || to the Howse, the amendment concurred in, and 


‘which were ordered to be printed. 


the bill ordered to a third reading. 
R. P. LETCHER ANDT. P. MOORE, 


On motion of Mr. MASON, of Virginia, the 
House again went into Committee of the Whole 
and on the bill for the relief of Robert P. Letcher 
and Thomas P. Moore. 

[The principles involved in this bill are gen- 
erally known. These two gentlemen both 
claimed to have been returned to Congress from 
the fifth congressional district of Kentucky, and 
both presented themselves at the bar at the first 
session of the last Congress. The House came 
to a resolution that neither gentleman should then 
take the seat until the Committee of Elections 
had investigated the merits of the case, and the 
accordingly both returned home to calicct testi- 
mony, &c. The committee made a report that 
Thomas P. Moore had a majority of the votes, 
and was therefore entitled to the seat; but the 
House, after a lengthy discussion, decided some 
time in the month of June, that it could come to 
no conclusion, and finally sent it back to the peo- 
ple. The foregoing bill ap ropriated the usual 

ay and mileage to each of the gentlemen.] 

e bill having been read, 

Mr. UNDERWOOD moved to strike out that 

art relating to the pay to Thomas P. Moore. 
i Fie did so onthe same ground he had voted against 
| the payment to Mr. Newland, viz: that, no more 
| than one being entitled to the.seat, no.more than 
; one was entitled to the pay. : 
| Mr. JOHNSON, of Kentucky, remarked that 

this bill was defeated at the last session of Con- 
| gress on the very ground that it provided for the 
| payment of only one: of the gentlemen; and he 
therefore hoped his colleague would withdraw 
| his proposition. 
| M. i BOND opposed the whole bill, on the 
| ground that Congress having arrived at the con- 
! ckusion that neither of the gentlemen was entitled 


j 
| 
i 


Mr. SEVIER submitted an amendment author- 
izing the appointment of a superintendent of In- 
dian affairs south of the Missouri river, with the 
Louis; 


“Mr. SEVIER submitted another amendment, 
vide for the compensation to certain Indian 


agents 


&e. 

Mr. CAMBRELENG suggested to the gentle- 
man that he had better subntit these amendments 
when the Cherokee bill came up. 

On motion of Mr: CAMBRELENG, the com- 
mittee then ras¢, and the bill and amendments 
werc reported tothe House. Bs 

Several amendments reported from the Com- 
mittee of the Whole were then severally con- 
curred in... un 

On the ninth amendinent, (discussed at length 
in Committee of the Whole,) 

Mr. VINTON asked for the yeas ahd nays; 
which were ordered; and Mr. V. also’ called for 
a division of the question; first on that branch of 
the amendment containing thé appropriation for 
the removal and subsistence of the Creek Indians; 
and, secondly, on that relating to the Seminoles. ! 

After some remarks from Mr. ASHLEY, in 
opposition to the amendment, the question was 
taken; and it was concurréd in—yeag 106, nays 


was also concurred in. | a ; 

The question was then taken on the second 
branch. of the amendment, and concurred in with- 
outacdunt; and the amendment as amended was 
also concurred in. f E 

The other amendments were, then severally 
concurred in by the House. l 


SENATE BILLS REFERRED... `. - 


On motion of Mn SUTHERLAND, the Hage, 
by general consent, took up sundry bills from the 
£ ich were tead twice, atid referred to 
their appropriate standing committees. 

SALARIES OF REVENUE OFFICERS. 


On motion of Mr. SUTHERLAND, : the 
House went into Committee of the Whole, (Mr. 


of Creeks, Cherokees, Choctaws, Qua- 


|| to the seat, therefore, ncitherof them ought to be 
| paid. He addressed the committee at some length 
| on the subject. ‘He adverted to the fact that one 
' of the individuals had presented to the House a 
| release or protest from any claim, and he saw no 
` reagon why it should be forced upon him. 

~ Mr. MASON ‘anid he'believed the case from 
i Kentucky was the first which had occurred, in 

which neither of the contesting members had a 
‘complete return, and neither was permitted to 
‘take a seat until the House could decide on the 

right to the contested seat. 
i In reference to Mr. Moore's letter, referred to 
by Mr. Bonn as a“ protest,” Mr. M. remarked 
| that it ought not to affect any rights which he 
i (Mr. Moore] might possess. lt was written in 
|, a spirit of generosity, and with ‘the hope ex- 
| pressed, that a desire to allow him pay might not 
| affect or pou: the claim of his opponent. 
| Mr. BRIGGS sent to the Clerk’s table a letter 
| from Mr. Moore, addressed to the Speaker of the 
| House, on the subject; which was read. 

Mr. MASON, of Virginia, made a brief expla- 
nation in relation to the contents of -the letter. 
He said he himself had originally introduced the 
resolution directing the standing committee to 
inquire into the expediency of paying Mr. Letcher. 
The name of Me. Moore was not included in his 
resolution, butstoved by another gentleman; and 
so amended, the. House adopted it. He would 
only add, that he never had a word of conversa- 
tion with Mr. Moore in his life on the subject of 
his compensation. His motion had reference 
only to Mr. Letcher, with whom, though a po- 
litical opponent, he was on terms of friendly per» 
sonal intercourse. At the instance of another 
gentleman, the name of Mr. Moore was intro- 
duced. e committee made the inquiry, and 
this bill was-the result of their investigation. _ 

Mr. MANN, of New York, would only remark 
that'it was upon his motion the name of Mr. 
Moore wes introduced in the resolution; and it 
was due to that gentleman to state that he (Mr. 
M.) did it entirely of his own suggestion. From 
the moment he had known Mr. Moore, up to the 
present hour, he had never exchanged one wo 
with him om the subject of his pay. 

Mr. BOULDIN said. he would detain the com- 


I 
l 


Sreicnr in the chair;)-on' the bill to provide for 
the salaries of officers of revenue cutters, and 
the eame having been amended, was reported 


mittee but for a-moment. He would not trouble 
them atali upon this subject, but for the fact that 


ng. 


vote he should give would be at all influenced by ` 


test. 
which he was then, as well as now, a member— 

had done itself any very great credit in having 

suffered or encouraged the candidates to protract 

the contest to such a length, and carry it on with 

such violence. Party spirit was probably the 

cause, and must be plead as the excuse of us all, 

in thus having continued a contest that ought to 
have been settied—as all such things should ever 
be—immediately on the meeting of Congress. 

We had, however, kept the district, as well as 
the candidates, waiting in suspense, and the can- 
didates on expense for months; and finally told 

them and the world that such were the doubt and 

elie Fi determining which was elected, that 

we could not, with any certainty, decide which 

was the rightful representative; and, therefore, 

would send them both back to the people. 

Mr. B. said he viewed tlie subject in a light 
somewhat different from that in which some gen- 
tlemen saw it. He did not look uponit as a con- 
test between the candidates only, or even princi- 
pally, but as a suit prosecuted by the people be- 
fore Congress, claiming a representation in this 
House, and calling on Congress to determine 
which of two persons was elected by the district. ` 
This claim was for the pecple’s benefit, and the 
costs ought to be paid out of the people’s money. 
Without the people are permitted to pay their 
costs out of their own money, it would only be 
necessary for a rich candidate to contest an elec- 
tion, and put it out of the power of a poor om, . 
however talented and patriotic, to carry on the 
contest, and the people, not only of the districts, 


but of the whole United States, be thus choused | 


out of a representative in Congress to whom they | 
were lawfully and constitutionally entitled. Should | 
an unnecessary contest be raised by a candidate , 
to obtain the pay, he ought to be made to lose it. 
But when it was so doubtful that the House of 
Representatives could not determine it, it was 
mocking the candidates, the district, and the na- 
tion, to tell them that it was so plain that the : 
candidates and the district ought to have known 
which was elected, and made no dispate about it. 
Mr. B. said he was one of that majority that 
could not satisfy themselves which was elected. 
He could not then tell them the thing was so plain 
that they must pay their own expenses here. ` He 
thought the 
right to have a member from every district was a | 
right dear tothe whole nation. He would, there- | 
fore, pay both or neither. He did not wish to || 
disparage or wound the feelings of either of the | 
candidates, or to say by his vote that the district i 
had caused or encouraged an unnecessary contest. | 
Mr. WISE said there was only one way in || 
which he would vote a dollar to these parties, |: 
wiz: that the per diem pay of eight doilars, and |! 
the allowance of mileage for one member of | 
Congress, be divided in ew proportions between || 
them. He was here at the time, knew the whole |: 
history of the case, and he believed it was his |! 
single vote that sent it back to the people. He | 
decided conscientiously upon that occasion, for |: 
he was incompetent to say, from the evidence, |, 
which was entitled to the seat. If either, then, |: 
received compensation, they ought both to receive |; 
it, and he was willing to vote them both the al- 
Jowance of one member; but he protested against 
the principle of paying men eight dollars a‘day | 
for coming here to contest a seat in Congress. If 
a gentleman came there with a certificate of his 
election, and took his seat, him he would pay. 
They were not authorized to pay more than two 
hundred and forty members; but adopt this prin- | 
ciple, and they would be paying two hundred 
and forty-one. The principle was wrong. So 
soon as 
he should submit one embracing his views. 


point a doubtful one, and that the 4 of light artillery, so long as hostilities may be apprehended 


| the close of the sales, the land officers shall 


e pending amendment was disposed of, |! 


585 


Mr. RENCHER proposed an amendment, 
to each party, 
ey were absent 


Mr. WISE then moved to reduce the sum to 


one half, to be divided equally between Messrs. , 


Moore and Letcher, viz: four dollars per diem 
allowance, and half the customary mileage to 
each; which was lost. i ~ 
The committee then rose, and reported the bill 
to the House. i 


The SPEAKER having resumed the chair, |; 


ft 
l 


i i 


Hi 
ii 
| 


| 


i 


and propounded the question on concutring with |, ) 
|i ing resolution; which was considered and agreed 

Mr. GRIFFIN asked for the yeasand nayson | 3 
the passage of the bill; which were not ordered. ‘i 
Mr. UNDERWOOD renewed his amendment. : 
Mr. HOWELL moved that the House ad- 


the report of the Committee of the Whole, 


journ; which was lost. 


to order them, and the amendment was disagreed 
to. ; 

Mr. WISE then renewed his amendment, and 
asked forthe yeas and nays thereon; which were 
ordered. . 

Mr. SPEIGHT moved the previous question. 
Mr. WISE moved en adjournment; which was 
lost—ayes 33, noes not counted. es 


Mr. WISE appealed to the gentleman from | 
i the first section of the bill; which motion was 


North Carolina to withdraw his motion for the 
previous question, and let the country know who 
voted the money out of the Treasury. 

Mr. SPEIGHT not assenting, the motion for 
the previous question was then taken; and the 
tellers reporting ayes 71, noes 44—-no quorum, 


Mr. WISE moved an adjournment; which was | 


lost. 

The motion forthe previous question was then 
seconded by the House—ayes 76, noes 47. ` 
. Mr. RENCHER asked for the yeas and nays 
on ordering the main question to be put, but the 


House refused; and the question was ordered | 


without a count. 
Mr. WISE asked for the yeas and nays on the 


main question—being on the engrossment of the | 


bill; which were ordered, and were—yeas 86, 


i ngi 45. 
| So the bill was ordered to be engrossed for a 
: third reading. 
. CANNON, ETC., FOR LOUISIANA. 
Mr. JOHNSON, of Louisiana, on leave, offered 
the following resolution; which was adopted: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Military Affairs be in- 
structed to inquire into the expediency of placing at the 
disposal of the Governor of the State of Louisiana, for the 
wee of the State, cannon, carriages, and all the necessary 
i ents and appendages thereto, for three companies 


from the Indians on the western frontier of said State. 
The House then adjourned. 


IN SENATE. 
Tuespar, June 7, 1836. 


Mr. SHEPLEY presni tie petition of Ben- 
jamin Wells; whic 
tee on.the Judiciary. 


the Public Lands, reported a bill to change the 
mode of conducting the sales of the public lands; 
which was read and ordered toa arene reading. 

The bill proposes, for the purpose of prevent- 
ing combinations, frauds, and viclencè at the pub- 


lic land sales, that on the day of the sale each į 
urchase shall hand ina ; 


individual wishing to r 
sealed bid for a particular tract or tracts, which 


| bid shall be numbered immediately by the regis- 


ter and receiver, and the number handed back to 
him, designating the tract bid for; and that, after 
ro- 
ceed to scrutinize the bids so given; after which 
the bids received shall be called out by number, 
so that each successful bidder will know by his 
number the tract he has purchased, no other im- 
dividual at the sale having any knowledge what- 
ever on the subject, unless informed by him. The 
bill also imposes a-penalty on any officer or clerk 


The amendment of Mr. Unpenwéop was dis- 
agreed o.~ i peg th G 


ï! of the successful bidders. 


of the land offices who shall divulge the names 


was referred to the Commit- | 


7 NEW POST ROUTES. 

Mr. HUBBARD submitted the following res- 
olution; which was considered and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads he instructed to inquire into the expediency 
of establishing a post route from Kalamazoo to Kent, in 
Michigan. 

Mr. BUCHANAN submitted the following 
resolution; which wus considered and agreed to: 

Resolved, That, the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post s be instructed to inquire into the expediency of 


establishing a post route from Danville to Cattawissa, in 
Columbia county, Pennsylvania. 


Mr. KING, of Georgia, submitted the follow- 


to: 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Office and Post 
Roads be instructed to inquire into the expediency of ex- 
tending 4 post ronte from Montevideo, in Elbert county, 
Georgia, to Anderson Court-House, South Carolina, so as to 


; make the route commence at Elberton, in Elbert county, 
Mr. UNDERWOOD asked for the yeas and |: 
nays on his amendment; but the House refused |. 


and pass Montevideo to Anderson Court-House, South 
Carolina. i 


CHOCTAW RESERVATIONS. 
“The dill to extend the time fòr proving and es- 


tabliehing certain preémption claims, suspended 
by the contingent location of certain alleged 


i Choctaw reservations, was taken up, and consid- 
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ered as in Committee of the Whole; and after 
some remarks from Messrs. EWING of Ohio, 


| WALKER, BLACK, and KING of Georgia, 


Mr. KING, of Georgia, moved to strike out 


agreed to—yeas 22, nays 16; as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Calhoun, Clay, Crittenden, Davis, 
Ewing of Ohio, Goldsborough, Kent, King of Georgia, 
Knight, McKean, Mangum, Morris, Naudain, Prentiss, 
Robbins, Ruggles, Shepley, Southard, Swift, Tomlinson, 
Wall, and Webster—22. 

NAYS—Messrs. Benton, Black. Buchanan, Ewing of 
Illinois, Grundy, Hendricks, Hubbard, King of Alabama, 
Moore, Nicholas, Robineon, Tallmadge, Tipton, Walker, 
White, and Wright—16. 


ae a further debate the bill was laid on the 
table. 
DISTRICT BANKS. 
- The bill to recharter the several banks in the 
District of Columbia came up on its third read- 


ing; and after some. remarks in opposition to the 
bill from Messrs. WRIGHT, RENTON, and 


| NILES, and in its suppor by Messrs. KING of 
AL 


Alabama,. and W. ER, the question on its 
final passage was decided in the affirmative—yeas 
26, nays 14;:as follows: 

YEAS—~Messre. Black, Buchanan, Calhoun, Clay, Crit- 
tenden, Cuthbert, Davis, Ewing of Ohio, Goldsborow: 
Hendricks, Hubbard, Kent, King of Alabama, Knight, 
Leigti, Naudain, Nicholas, Porter, Prentiss, Rives, South- 
ard, Swift, Tallmadge, Tomlinson, Walker, and Webster 


—26. 

NAYS—Messrs. Benton, Ewing.of Illinois, King of 
Georgia, Linn, M’Kean, Mangum, Morria, Niles, Robin- 
son, Ruggles, Shepley, Wall, White, and Wright—14. , 


RECRUITS FOR THE ARMY. 


|: ‘Mr. BENTON gave notice that he would to- 


morrow ask the Senate to take up the bill for 


| filling up the ranks of the Army. 


INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The message of the House of Representatives 
on the disagreement of that House to the Sen- 
ate’s amendments to the Indian appropriation bil’, 


Mr. EWING, of Ohio, from the Committee on || was, on motion of -Mr.. WRIGHT, referred to 


the Committee on Indian Affairs.. 
The Senate then adjaurned. - 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
a Turspar, June T; 1886. 
Mr. MANN, of New York, moved a suspen» 


| sion of the rules, for the purpose of taking up 


she. joint resolution from the Senate fixing the 
day of adjournment of the present session. 
Congress; and asked for the yeas and nays; 
which were ordered.) = e =u =, 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of North Carolina, moved 
a call of the House; and, on taking the question, 
there appearing only—iyes 55, noes 57, no quo- 


Mr. WHITTLESEY, of Ohio, asked the gen- 
tleman from New York to withdraw thé motior 
for the present, to enable the committees to ře- 
port; to which CEST ee 

--Mr. MANN assented: -7 i0. > 


ses 


REPORTS. FROM COMMITTEES. 

The resolution reported by Mr. Owexs, from 
the Committee of Ways and Means, to make | 
the Mill (No. 456) to regulate the deposit of the $ 
public money in certain banks, the special order `' 
of the day for the first Wednesday in May, 
with the amendment of Mr. Wise, being. the first 
business in order on the. Sneaker 3s table, wan, 

On motion of Mr. WHITTLESEY, postponed | 
until Friday next... a rae sae: 

Mr. PINCKNEY, from the Committee on ` 
Commerce, reported .n bill forthe relief of F. 
Rezé, of Detroit; which was. read‘ twice and cm: | 
mitted. : : ieee) 

Mr. STORER, from the Committee -on-Revo- || 
lutionary Pensions, reported a bill for the relief *, 
of Daniel Cobb; which was read twice and com- 
mitted. ` 

‘Mr. BOND, from the same committee, re- | 
ported a bill for the relief of Solomon Ketchum; | 
which was read twice and committed. 


Mr. CAMBRELENG, from the Committee of || 


Ways and Means, reported Senate ‘bill author- | 
izing the Sceretarpof the Treasury tagompromise | 


the claims of ,the United States against certain 
jocal banks, with a report to strike out all after | 
the enacting clapse, and to insert the Houge bill | 
instead; which was committed, 0. 
Mr. INGERSOLL, fram the Committee- of 
Ways and Mequs, reported a bill-for the relief af 
Zachariah Tennison. . TEA an 

Mr. L also reported;a bill fer the relief of the 
owners, officers, and crew of the private armed 
brig Warrior, or their legal representatives; bath į 
which bills were read twice and committed. 

Mr. I. also reported the Sanate bill :entitled | 


pone the further consideration of the -bill-and 
amendment till Saturday next. 

Mr. HAWES asked for.the yeas and nays on 
that motion; which were not ordered 

‘The motion to postpone was then agreed to 
without a count, and the bill was ordered to be 
printed. 


Mr. BOON made an ineffectual attempt to 
obtain the.consent of the House to discharge the 


Committee of the Whole from the Scnate bill No. 


14, for the establishment of a land district in ` 


Michigan, so that the same might be brought into 


the House. 
“WEIGHTS AND MEASURES. 


the House to pass the resolution providing for 
the distribution of weights and measures with- 
out referring it to the Committee on Commerce. 
The committee, he said, had already reported a 
| gimilarresolution. As this one had already been 
; passed by the Senate, he trustéd thatthe House 
| would concur in it forthwith. 

‘The resolution then received its several read- 
ings, and was passed; as follows: , 

A Resolution providing for the distribution .of Weights 
and Measures. 

Resowwed by the Senrte and House of Representatives of 
the United States of America in Covigress atsémbed, That 
he Secretary of the Treasury. be, and he hereby is, directed 
to cause a complete set of all the weights and measures 
adopted as standards, and now either made or in thé prog- 
tess of manufacture for the ase of the sevem! custom- 
houses and:-for. other purposes, to. be delivered tothe Gov- 
eror of eagh State in the Union, or fach. person as he 
may appoint, for the use of the States respectively, to the 
end that a uniform standard of weights and measures. may 


1 bë established throughout the United ‘States. 


“ An act to alter.and:amend the. several acts im- | 
posing duties qn imports ’? without mnendment, 
and moved. that ‘the bill be read... | i ; 
After some conversation between Messrs. IN- | 
GERSOLL, DICKERSON, CAMBRELENG, | 
and PINCKNEY, the bill .was laid -on the 
Speaker’s table for the present. [Mr. Dickersow 
had heretofore given .notice.of a-proposition he 
intended to submit in the form of an amendment.] 
` Mr. MERCER, from the Committee on Roads | 
and Canals, reported the Senate bill-for the pur- 
thase of the private stoek inthe Lovisville dnd 
Porthind Canal Com 


which was ¢ommitted, 


| 
i 
1 


pany; with an amendment; | 


“ADJOURNMENT OF CONGRESS. — 


| motion to suspend the rules to take up the joint 
resolution fixing the day of adjournment. 

Mr. PARKS moved to lay the motion on the 
table; which was lost—ayes 70, noea.85. | 

Mr. VANDERPOEL asked for the yeas and 
nays on the motion to suspend; which were 


lows: 
 YEAS—Messrs. Adams, Chilton Allan, Heman Allen, 
Anthony, Baifey, ‘Beale, Bean, 
Bouldin, Dovee, Briggs, Brown, Buchanan, Bums, Byhum, 


| 


| Chapin, Nathaniel H. Claiborne, Connor, Corwin, Craig, 


Mr. TOUCEY, from the ‘Committee on the 
Judiciary, reported a bill for the relief of T. B. 
Browne; which was read twiee:and committed. - 

Mr. GILLET, from the. Committee.on -Com- | 
merce, reported a bAT for the reorganization of 
the Treasury Department; which was read. twice, | 


till this day two weeks. n 

Mr. LEA, trojp thé Committee on Revolution- 
ary Pensions, reported a -bill'for the relief of 
Jonathan Clinch; which was read twice and com- 
mitted, ~9 0 eer ae 

Mr. WARDWELL, from. the Committee: on 

Revolutionary Pensions, reported a reselution, 
that the several bills reported from that commit- 
tee be taken up and considered on Saturday next, 
at eleven o'clock, for the space of one hour. 
: Mr. MILLER mowed to:include:riso bills re- 
parted from the Committee on Invalid:-Pensions; | 
Which was agreed to;!and~ the resolution, as 
amended, was .adopted—ayes: 105; noes 48. 

Mr. JANES,-from.the Committee on Revolu- 
tionary Pensions, reported :a:bill granting a pen- 
gion to Danicl-Granger;also-a.bill for the relief 
of Mary. Lumpkin;-both of which were read twice 
and committed. 

Mr. RENCHER,- fromthe elect committee 
on the subject, neported a bit to establish a more 
eeiform nule.of:-computing-ntileage and ‘per diem 
campansation of: members. of Congress; which 
was Toad t wiee. Peep : 

-:Mr. RENCHER :mmøxed-4hat it-be engrossett. 

Mr. JENIFER moved that-it-be laid on the 
table end printéd;)whith was:wst. .. .” 

Me, VINTON- remarked that there was a pro- 
vision in the hill by which-members of the House 
were to be paid, if absent ‘ton leave.” He 


i 


and the further consideration thereof postponed | 


|: Cramer, Cushman, Deberry, Dickerson, Dickson, Double- 
'! day, Evans, Fairfield, French, Fry, Philo-C. Fuller, Wil- 
ii Ham K. Fuvary Galbraith, Gillet, Glascock, Granger, Grant- 
i land, Gréennet, Haley; Hiland Halt, Hard, Hardin, Harper, 
' Bawutel Ss -Enrrison,-Haynes, Hazeltine, Heister, Hopkins, 
. Hunt, Ingersoll, Iughagn,: William Jackson, Janes, Jenifer, 
Joseph Johnson, Richatd M. Johnson, Cave Johnson, 
Henry Johnson. Benjamin Jones, Judson, Kilgore, Kling- 
ensimith, Lane, Lansing, L e Lawrence, Lay, Joshua 
‘Lee, Leen, Abijah ‘Mann, Job Mami, William Mason, 
Moses ‘Alnsén,: Sampson Mason, McComas, :Mokay, 
MeKennan, MeKin, Miller, Milligan, Montgomery; Morris, 
Owens, Purker, Jimes A. Poarce, Pettigrew, Phillips, 
Reed, Joseph Révnolda, Roane, Robertson; Rogers, Russell, 
Schenck, Seymour, William B. Shepard, Augustine: H. 
Shepperd, Shinn, Sickles, Slade, Smith, Speight, Steele, 
Sutherland, Taliaferro, Taylor, Tumer, Underwood, Van- 
derpoci, Wagener, Ward, Wardwell, Weeks, White, Lewis 
Williams, and Sherrod Willams 23. 

NAYS —Messrs..Asl, Belk, Bond, Boyd, Bunch, John 
Calhoon, Cambreteng,; Campbell, Carter, John Chambers, 
Chaney, Chapman, Childs,.John FyH. Claiborne, Clark, 
Coles, Crane, Cushing, Darlington, Dronigoole, Everett, 
Fartin, ‘Forester, Grayson, Griffin,’ Joseph Hall, Hamer. 
Harlan, Hawes, Howard, Howell, Hubley, Huntington, 
Huntsman, Jabez Jackson, Jarvis, John. W. Jones, Kin- 
nard, Lawler, Gideon Lee, Luke Lea, Lewis;Loyail, Lucas, 
Lyon, John y. Mason, Maury, May, McCarty, McKeon, 
MeLane, Mércer, Mahlenberg, Page; Parks, Patterson, 
Patton, Dutce J. Pearce, Phelps, Potts, Koncher, John 
Reynolds, Shields, Spangler, Standcter, Storer, John 
Thomson, Toucey, Vinton, Webster, Whittlesey, and 

ise—71. 


So the’ House refused to suspend the rules. 
Mr. WILLIAMS, of Kentucky, on leave, pre- 


| sented a memorial. 
On motion of Mr. CAMBRELENG, the Housé 
| proceedéd to the orders of the day. 
LAND BILL. © 


the Senate, entitled “ An act to appropriate, fora 
i limited. time, the. proceeds of the sales of the pub- 
lic lands of the 
i lands to certain States.” 


moved to rdd the words ‘on tlhe business of the 
Hose: He was not willing that members who 
-were:abgent on their own business should be paid. 
Pending this amendment, | 

Mr. MANN, of New York; mowed to post- 


The following motions were pending: 
1. By Mr. Wizitaus, of entucky, to com- 
mit to the Committee of the Whole on the state 


of the Union. 


OBE: 


Mr: SUTHERLAND asked the consent of | 


| Mr. MANN,.of New York, then renewed his | 


ordered; and were—yeas 123, nays 71; as fol- || 


Bockce, Boon, ‘Borden, | 


; William B. Caihoun, Carr, Casey, George Chambers, || 


_ Phe first business in order was the bill from | 


nited States, and for granting |; 


June’ 


ommit to the Committee 


2. By Mr. Cann, toc 
on the Public Lands... 
3. By Mr. Gutter, to commit to the Committee 
of Ways and Means. 
The question was then taken on referring the 
: bill to the, Committee of the Whole on the state 
| of the Union, and decided as follows—yeas 97, 


nays 96. x 

The CHAIR, under the Sth rule of the House, 
' being entitled to vote, when his vote given to the 
majority would make it equal, voted in the neg- 
ative, making yeas 97, nays 97; so the motion to 
: refer the bill to the Committce of the Whole an the 
|. state of the Union was decided in the negative. 
i The question then recurred onthe motion of 
reference to the Committee on Public Lands, 
. Mr. MERCER made a few remarks on the 
| subject. io 
'. Mr. LANE said he trusted the House would 
' reject the:proposition to submit.this bill to the 
; Committee on Public Lands, in order that it may 
' be referred to the Committee of Ways and Means, 
This is the appropriate committee. The bill pro- 
| poses an appropriation of some thirty millions, 
and it ig the province of that committee to exam 
ine, to guard, and to supervise that revenue. 
 It-has been said that the chairman of that com- 
mittee is hastile to the. provisions of this bill, and 
therefore it ought not to be submitted to his 
charge; that the object of.those who. vote in favor 
of the reference to this committee is, to give it 
the.go-by, to avoid the responsibility of a.direct 
vote, with, a full knowledge that the Dill will be 
detained in the pocket of the chairman of the 
committee until the close of the-session. 
_ So-far.as it regarded himself, (said Mr. L.,) 
| it had no, application; he was ready and willing 
to meet, by a. direct vote, at any-and at all times, 
this or.any other measure on which he might be 
ealled to vote. His object. was to refer it to 
the appropriate committee, that it may be reported 
back tothe House with the opinion of that able 
committee, acted upon, and finally dispased.of. 
Then, sir, we shall able to i Ca final, 
gome satisfactory disposition of the surplus. - 
| At present, he should not attempt to discuss 
| the merits of the bill, and would; not point-oyt 
| the good.or bad provisions of the bill. But, sir, 
| why talk of this bill? why sacrifice the time of 
the House? why hold out false hopes.to the peo- 
ple? Is it to deeeive—to delude them? For, sir, 
whodoes-nat know—who.in this House that does 
not believe, that this bill cannot, will net become 
alaw? Be 
. Me.. L. snid; when.:it should: be inorder to dis- 
| ous the merits of this. bill, he would, claim the 
indulgence-of the House while he should be able, 
according to the extent of his feeble abilities, to 
give his views upon the bill end its effect upon 
the new States. : . 
. The gebate was further continued by Messrs, 
i VINTON, TOUCEY, and DENNY, 

-Mr-DENNY moved instructions toeither com- 
mittee to which the bill should be referred; to 
report the same on Wednesday next.. : 
i. ‘Mr. BOULDIN then:addressed. the’ House:i 
favor-of referring the bill:to the Comarittes of 
Ways and Means, and in opposition-to the prin- 
ciples of ‘the bill, until the hour of one o'clock, 
| when the Chair-announced:the speeial.order. > 
FORTIFICATION BILL. 
| . In further execution of the special ,order of 
the 26th of January, the House, on motion os. 
Mr, CAMBRELENG, proceeded to the consid- 
eration of the bill making appropriations for.cer- 
; tain fortifications for the year 1896. The bill was 
reported from the Committee of the Whole, with 
sundry amendments, and the question was. on 
concurring in these amendments, The firstamend- 
ment was the following: | ; 

For fortifications, Charleston harbor, South Carolina, and 
j preservation of the site of Fort Moultrie, $150,000, increased 
i by the Committee of the Whole ta $200,000. 
||. Mr. THOMPSON, of South Carolina, ad- 
| dressed the House at length in opposition to the 
amendment, and in reply to the remarks. of other 
| gentlemen who had replied to Mr. T.’s former 
i remarks, He also took occasion to.advert to the 
recent speech of the gentleman from Massachu- 
setts (Mr. Apams] on the subjectof Texas. Mr 
T. replied, also, to Messrs. Evans and Towns. 


F636... 


The debate was continued by Messrs. HUNT, 
TOWNS, CANBRELENG, THOMPSON of 
South Carolina, BRIGGS, PINCKNEY, and 
STORER. | 

Mr STORER moved to reduce all the appro- 
priations for fortifications one half the amount 
ropased in the bill and amendments, except that 
or Fort McHenry, Baltimore. 

at some further remarks from Mr, HOW- 


ARD, 

Mr. KINNARD moved the previous quéstien. 

Mr. PEARCE, of Rhode Island, inquired of 
the Chair what would be the effect of the previous 
question being sustained? 

The SPEAKER replied that it would cut off 
all the amendments of the Committee of the 
Whole. 

The House refused to second the motion for 
the previous question—ayes 30, noes not counted. 

Mr. KINNARD said he desired to say a few 
Words in explanation of his reason for having 
moved the previous question, It must be appa- 
rent that this bill has already consumed its equal 
share of the consideration of this House. He 
could not, for one, consent to postpone the other 
great questionsabout which the people of the eoun- 
try had more anxiety than aboutthe appropriation 
of the enormous amount of money embraced in 
the amendments proposed to the bill. It wastrue, ; 
the previous question would have affected those 
amendments. ,* But is the necessity todebate them 
for days and weeks, so urgent as to justify the 
defeat of much and perhaps nearly all of the other 
measures which have been long demanded by the 
interests of the country—and particularly by the 
western States, to whose affairs very little time 
had as yet been devoted? He would instance the 
case of the Cumberland road. It was well known 
that the work on that great thoroughfare had long 
been suspended, onaccount of the failure to pass 
the necessary appropriation. Considering the 
time when it was acted on in the Senate, and in- 
troduced in this House, Mr. K. thought it was 
entitled to an early consideration. When, some 
days sinec, the chairman of the Committee of 

ays and Weans proposed to make. the present 
bil the special order of the day, Mr. K. feltit his ` 
duty to solicit the honorable chairman to include į 
in his motion the Cumberland road bill. His || 
wishes, and the measures. to which he referred, `; 
seemed to meet with ne favor from that quarter. ., 

It would be recollected that the appropriation 
originally proposed for that road, in the other 
branch, had been greatly reduced. On what 

round, sir? The ostensible reason, although 
Mr. K. believed it untenable, was, that there 
would not be time to expend the money. While 
thia delay is to be extended, is it fair to apply 
such an argument against the measure in whic 
the whole West is interested, while it falls power- 
Jess in the estimation of some gentlemen, when 
urged against the amendments now under con- 
sideration? Here you propose to add to the 
fortification bill an immense amdunt of the public 
money, exceeding by millions the original esti- 
mates. Are we. satisfied that this amount will 
be- required before the next sessión? Is your 
corps of engineers So nymerous as to justify the 
expectation that this money can be judiciously 
applied to the construction of the works which 
they are to superintend during the present season, 
or within twelve or cighteen months? He appre- 
hended that auch an expectation is nat generally 
entertained. Shall.we then debate endlessly about 
“appropriations which the public service does not | 
now require, to the postponement and defeat of 
those-which are absolutely necessary? This he | 
conceived would not be extending fair treatment | 
_to the other interests of the country, and to the 
numeraus persons who had claims against.the - 
Government outstanding and unpad a 

Mr, K. remembered full well what doctrine was | 
“held during the forrger Congress in relation to | 
appropriations of this character by the Repub- ' 
lican party.. Whenever it was then proposed to | 
amend the fortification bill in this way, the House | 
was remitnded of the importance of the estimates; | 
that it was prodigal and extravagant to exceed | 
them; that new works ought not to be commenced l| 
until the old were repaired and completed; and i 
that new and extraordinary objects of expenditure 


| of this description. Mr. K. considered-th 


, resentative of a lahoring, 
e 


-mittee for the District of Columbia. _ 
‘Messrs. LANE, BOULDIN, and THOMAS, 


sepe a of Adam Brown, deceased; and 
or 


F 


ling bill on the Speaker’s table, entitled ** A bill 
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doctrine; he had adhered to it throw 
prospect of a French war impending over the 
country had induced him and the party with 
which he had acted to depart from it, in order to | 
‘meet that particular emergency. When we have ; 
not suçh reasons, shall we depart from the ugages ` 
and Rone les which have heretofore zaron 
the Republican party? Is there no atherdemand | 
upon the ‘Treasury—upon the time and action of 
this House—besides these fortifications? If we ` 
dare do nothing else—if any portion of this House | 
should dissent from the course of policy indicated | 
by the amendments and by the arguments of some | 
gentlemen, and should be denounced for it, it 
would then appear to him that one of the import- | 
ant landmarks of the Democratic party was about | 
to be abandoned, and it might become a matter | 
of doubt how the parties of the day are divided. | 
He hoped always. to have it in his power to act ` 
with those whose polar star had been economy 
in the public expenditures. To that original and 
fundamental principle in the-Republican faith, he, | 
for one, was determined to adhere. Mr. K. was 
for appropriating whatever;was required. for. the 
public defense in the proper time -and manger. 

ut while he remembered that he was the rep- 
agricultural, tax-paying 
and patriotic people, he would not vote to dis- 
parage their principles. and his own, and would 
endeavor to avoid giving his approbation to any | 
system of prodigality which might be proposed | 
from any quarter. . | 

The debate was further continued by Mesgrs. ' 
LANE, HARDIN, HAWES, BOON, ÞAR- | 
KER, and BRIGGS. 

Mr. BRIGGS asked for the yeas and pays. on 
the amendment; which were ordered. a 

Mr. HARD moved an adjournmentabout seven ' 
o’clock; which was lost—73 to 83. 

After some remarks by Mr. BELL, in opposi- 


tion to the amendment, 
.Mr. CAMBRELENG moved that the bill be | 


ia gaod 
ghout. Rr he 


made the special order of the day for Friday next, |, of nearly every officer, exctpt those in the cutter 


| service, has-been increased. 


was agreed to, ete OF 

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATION. 
The SPEAKER communicated a letter’ from | 
e Secretary of the Treasury, inanswer to à reso- | 
lution of the House of the 86th ultimo, calli 


from and after the hour of eleven, a. m.; which 


th 


the Potomac Bridge, in consequence of the late 

floods, accompanied by anestimate of the emount 

necessary for its repair; which was réferred to 

the Committee for the District of Columbia. 
THE DISTRICT B4NKS. 


. The bill from the Senate to.extend the charters 
of. certain benks.of the District of Columbia, and 


-for other purposes, was then taken up gn its ref- 


atente, Loe, poes e ‘ 
Mr. RINCKNEY moved to. refer the samo tp 
«the select committee on the District. banks. 


Mr. LANE moved Xs reference to the Com- 


Pending these motions, after.gome semarks fro 
- The Houge adjourned, at eight o’clock, p- m. 


=Á 


HOUSE OF'REPRESENTATIVES: 
, Wenvyespay, June 8, 1836. 
Mr. WHITTLESEY of Ohio, from the Cow- 


: mittee of Claims, reported the following bills 
-from the Senate, without amendment: 


For the relief of Noah Brown, and the legal 


the relief of Nancy Leamaater, widow. of 
James Leamaster; which.were committed. -~ 
Mr. WHITTLESEY, from .the.same. commit- 


: tee, made unfavorable reports in .the.casep. of 


James D. Harding, Robert Fulton, James P. 
Harrison, Hugh L. Heiskell and Stephen Bimp- 
son. : noe ease eae pape ly 

snk © -PRENCH WINES. A REE 


_ On motion of Mr. LAWRENCE, the’ follow- 


to repeal so much of the act of March, 1799, as 


respécts the issuing of certificates on the import- || 


ationof wines,” was taken up -nd ordered to be 


thould not be sought out and ingrafted upon bills |: engrossed; and having been engrossed, was, after 


; disputed that it 
| the sea-coast than it did in F799.. This had been 


ing for |! coast. from Passamaquoddy 
, information relating to the damage sustained “by 


ti 
i 


some conversation 
Mr. H MER Pid 


tween Mr, LAWRENCE, 
r. RA + i -third 
| time and passed. i 


| OFFICERS OF REVENUE CUTTERS. 


On motion of Mr. SUTHERLAND, the bill 
to regulate the compensation of officers of the 
revenue cutters, was taken up on its third read- 
ing; and after some conversation between Messrs. 
WILLIAMS òf North Carolina, SUTHER- 
LAND, BOND, WISE, LAWRENCE, and 
GIDEON LEE, 

Mr. GILLET observed that the duties and 
compensation of the officers of the revenue cutters 
are prescribed in the act of March 2, 1799. When 
this law was pagsed, the.coast and commerce of 
this country was far more limited than it is at 
present. All know our commerce was then small, 
and our sen-coast extended only to Florida. Our 
commerce is ndw espanded to an astonishing ex- 
tent, and our limits have been enlarged so as to 
include the extensive coast of Florida, Alabama, 
and Louisiana. All who are acquainted with the 
climate of this added coast, and the course of 
commercial operations in that quarter, must ar- 
five at the conclusion that this service has been 
rendered more arduous and hazardous. tis also 
incontestably true, that the expense of living in 
that quarter is far greater than it is in any other 
part of the Union. In 1799 the compensation 
then given these officers would procure them 
nearly double the necessaries and comforts of life 


| that the same sum now gives them. Everything 


has risen in price, as allmust know. The causes 
he would not now examine. It could hardly be 
t more to support a family on 


conceded by acts of Congréss. A’ portion of the 
revenue officers had, by a law in 1816, or about 
that period, their pay increased fifty per cent. 
Another portion, those whose compensation de- 
pended upon fpes. of office, had had their pay in- 
creased by the increase of business at their 
respective offices; so that, on the whdle, the pay 


1 These officers, who 
| are very limited in umber, remain as they were 


| when their pay and duties wére first prescribed, 


| and this, i60, when their duties are tendered more 


arduous pnd ‘dangerous. !They now guard the 
: to bFexas, and are 
| out: dll sensons-of thé Year. “They must be on 
‘duty at sea amid the storms of the North and the 
| hurricanes of the Bouth.; ‘They must visit -all 
| vessels approaching pur coast, whether there js 
disease on board ‘Or not.” They mist watch thé 
‘movernents of those who Kave designs upan the 
| revenue, and fly to the relief of the wrecked mar- 
| iner. Such EEEE so compensated 
| as to command, men of capacity and integrity. 
This bill did not compensate them beyond what 
iwas given to others in the service, whose duties 
` are not, so arduous as those, in the reygnué ser- 
vice. He hoped the Kill would pass `- 

©- Mr. HARDIN, after a few remarks, called for 
the yeas and nays on the passage of the bill; 


which were ordeređ. ” ree ee a 
aiid, MoA Mi 


| ‘After some furthér rem 
| SPEIGHT and BOON, © > 6 S ATO n 

Mr. PEARCE, of ‘Rhode ‘Estand; ‘reniarked 
that, believing the House to be tmgst unanimous 
“on this spbjétt, he, moved the previous question; 
"which was seconded by the House—ayes 80, noes 
40—and the main question was ordered; and-beihg 
| put, was décided by yeas and‘nays’in the afirm- 
 ative—yeas 146, nays 52.97 m 

So the hill was passed.‘ `> 


ae ea 


PRISONERS.IN DISTRICT JAIL. 
On motion of Mr. REED, it was- :: a 
.Remived; Thatthe oma tee for paar el ofCmiumbia 
be. used .to exap e situation of th spners 
the jad oF ibe District of Columbia, Wad. eapectally {hse 
“imprisoned for debt a EN 
oO O MICRIGAR AND ARRANSAS 0 
In execuțion of ihe. special . rder of Monday 
‘last; the: House then progecdied, to, the. qansidera- 
‘tion of; the following bills: ue, 
| An act to settle ga establish the. gorthern. beundary 
i Qs; j eae aa, N ; 
Tae eget to establish the northern boudddity of the ste 
_of Ohid, and to previde for the admiasion of the ‘State 
Michigan ipto Me Union, upon the epngitions therein eg- 
pressed aBd ae gt 


h: 
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June's, 


ndmission of the State of Arkansas into 
vide for the due execution of the laws 
e same; and for other pur- 


~ An act for the 
the Union. and to provide f 
of the United States within th 
poses. 

The first bill having been read, Mr. T 
after.a brief explanation of the provisions of the , 
bill, which he maintained had become anaro aay i 
from their being embraced in the bill to establis 
the Territorial Government of Wisconsin, pnd 
the bill to provide for the admissian of Michigas 
into the Union, moved to lay it on the table. > > : 
- Mr. VINTON appealed to the gentleman to 
withdraw the motion, as he desired an opportu- 
nity of showing that the separate boundary bill 
was indispensable. 

Mr. THOMAS said: Mr. Speaker, the bill | 
before the House contains three sectians. 
first section, it is proposed to establish the north- ' 
ern boundary line of the State of Ohio, where — 


By the | 


THOMAS, 


4 


'! Monday; which were ordered. 


that State contends it ought to be fixed. The sec- |. 


ond section is designed to confirm the northern 
boundary line of the State of Indiana, as surveyed 
and designated by a former act of Congress, in 
conformity with the provisions of the law pro- 
viding for the admission of that State into the 
Union. The third section of this bill was intended 
to fix the northern boundary line of the State of 


Illinois, as designated in a survey made in pur- i 


suance to the provisions of the Constitution of 
that State. It will be remembered by the House 


that we have passed an act atthe present session, | 


establishing a territorial government for Wis- 
consin. 
the Territory, and the northern boundary of Illi- 
nois, are fixed on the line which, by the third 
section of the bill before the House, is to be made 
the north boundary of that State. 

Itis manifest, then, that the third section of 


this bill is unneeessary; the same may be said of | 


In that act the southern boundary of. 


the other two sections. The objects designed to | 


he accomplished by them will be attained, if the 
bill next on the Speaker’s table becomes a law. 
By its provisions the northern boundary lines of 
Indiana and Ohio are established, as it is proposed 
to fix them by this bill. This surely supersedes 
the necessity for any action on the bill before us. 
It will be a work of supererogation to place on 
the statute-book two laws, designed to accomplish, 
in part, the same. purposes, in totidem verbis. Be- 
lieving this, and foreseeing that we shall gain time 
by such a proceed ie I move to lay the bill now 
before us on the table. .. 
- Mr. VINTON said he could not consent to 
renew the motion; and he would therefore ask for 
the yeas and nays; which were ordered, and 
were—yeas 103, nays 103. The Chair voting in 
the affirmative, the vote was—yeas 104, nays 103. 
_ The next bill being the act to establish the 
northern boundary of the State of Ohio, and to 
rovide for the admission of Michigan into the 
nion, &c., being then announced from the 
Chair, 
_Mr. WISE moved to postpone the further con- 
sideration of this bill till Monday, in order to 
proceed with the Arkansas bill. 
Mr. THOMAS said he would call the attention 
of the House to the position of the two bills on 
the Speaker’s table, and endeavor to show that 


this postponement is entirely. unnecessary. These | 
|i in the House to the admission of: Arkansas upon 


Dilla are.from, the Senate. By the rules of this 
House two, I may say: three questions, will arise 
to be decided before they can become a law, sq far 
as this Houseis concerned. We must first order 


each of these bills to be read a third time; the | 


next question then will be, when shall the bill be 
read a third time? and the last question to be de- 
cided will be, shall the bill pass? Why, then, 
should sodthern'inen now make an effort to give 
precedence to the bill for the admission of Arkan- 
sas into the Union? If they manifest distrust, 


must we not expect that fears will be entertained || 


by northern members? that unreasonable opposi- | 
tion will be made to the admission of Michigan? | 
‘Let us proceed harmoniously, until we find that 
our harmony must be ie mart We shall lose 


i 
| 
| 


nothing by 8o doing. Ifa majority of the House | 
be in favor of reading a third time the Michigan 
bill, they will order ‘it to be done. After that vote 
has been taken, we can refuse to read the bill a | 
third time, go into Committee of the Whole on | 
the state of the Union, then consider the Arkan- 


i! 


} 


1 


i| to overlook, that bot 


a third time; and in this order proceed to read 
them each a third time, if a majority of the House 
be in favor of that proceeding. 

Let it not be said that southern men may be 
taken by surprise, if the proceeding here respect- 
fully recommended be adopted. Ifthe friends of 
Arkansas are sufficiently numerous to carry now 
the motion to postpone, they can arrest at. any 
time the action of the House on the Michigan 
bill, until clear, indubitable indications have been 

iven that the Missouri compromise is not to be 
isregarded. 

Mr. MASON, of Ohio, moved to lay the for- ` 
mer bill on the table, and asked for the yeas and | 
nays; which were ordered. 

Mr, MASON then withdrew the motion. 

Mr. LEWIS asked for the yeas and nays on | 
the motion to postpone the Michigan bill till | 


i 


Mr. WISE advocated the motion to postpone : 
the Michigan bill; and the debate was continucd | 
by Messrs. CUSHING, PATTON, SUTHER- | 
LAND, BOULDIN, LEWIS, SPEIGHT, 
WILLIAMS of Kentucky, SEVIER, MANN 
of New York, HARDIN, and VANDERPOEL. 

Mr. BOON moved the previous question, being 
on ordering the bill to a third reading. 

Mr. VINTON raised the point of order, that 
: the previous question could not be moved, inas- 
much as it had not been read. 

The House refused to second the motion for 
: the previous qtfestion—ayes 69, noes 108. 

Mr. ADAMS said a few words on the subject, 
and stated that, when the Arkansas bill came into 
i the House, if no one else moved the subject of 
| the restriction of slavery, he should. . j 
Mf. WISE, after some remarks, modified his 
: motion by moving to refer both bills to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union, 
with instructions to that committee to incorporate | 
the two bilts into one bill. 

.Mr. PATTON opposed the latter motion, and 

ve his reasons at length against it. If his col- 


i 


| 
i 
i 


by them.. Such a stånd being taken by the non- 
slaveholding States, it would make little difference 
whether Michigan was in or out of this Union 
He said he would sit down, again assuring the 
House, and the gentlemen particularly from the 
non-slaveholding States, of his entire confidence 
that no such thing would be seriously attempted 
by, any considerable numbers of this House. . 
- “The debate was continued by Messrs. MER- 
CER, LEWIS, BRIGGS, THOMAS, and VIN- 


TON 


ON. . 

Mr. BRIGGS said he was in favor of commit- 
ting both these bills. They proposed to admit 
two, new. States into this Union. These were 
measures of the greatest moment. The import- 


- ance of the questions involved presents the strong- 


est reason for this commitment, where they may 
have free and ample discussion. 

The bill for the admission of Arkansas, it is 
admitted by all sidesof the House, mustbe com- 
mitted, as it creates the office of judge and mar- 
shal, with salaries attached to them. There is 
no direct appropriation in this bill, but as it pro- 
vides for the appointment of officers, who, if the 
law goes into effect, must be paid out of the pub- 
lic Treasury, it creates a charge upon the Treas- 
ury, and requires commitment. e believed, by 
the spirit of the rules of this House, the bill for 


| the admission of Michigan should be committed. 


If it becomes a law; that State will send her Sen- 


| ators and Representatives to this Congress, and 


| they must be paid out of the public 
The charge upon the Treasury is as direct and 
inevitable in the one case as inthe other. The 
amount to be paid to their representatives is estab- 
lished by a general law; and when the State is 
| admitted, they will have the same claim for their 
pay for mileage and attendance as the present 
members of Congres have. This was a reason 
‘which he had not heard urged for the commit- 
‘ment of this bill; but he believed, if gentlemen 
would give their attention to it, they would come 
to the same. conclusion that he was brought to. 
He would not raise the question of order, but 


reasury. 


fer ue would so modify his motion as to refer | 
both bills to the Committee of the Whole, omit- ; 
ting the instructions to incorporate them into the | 
same bill, he would vote for it. ` 77 | 
Mr. BOULDIN said he agreed with his col- | 
e [Mr. Parton] in a-fact too plain for any | 
bilis must be acted on sep- | 
| arately, and that one must have the preference in | 
point of time. Michigan had it at that time—he | 
‘waa willing she should hold it. His colleague 
_{Mr. Patron] seemed to think that, in the incip- | 
ient steps in relation to this bill, it would be well | 
| enough to suffer Michigan to hold her present 
| position; but that, before the final passage of the 
| bin, it would be well to require of the House (or 
i rather of thé non-slaveholding portion of the 
| Union) to give some unequivocal guarantee to the 
: South that no difficulty would be raised as to the 
“reception of Arkansas in regard to negro slavery. 
| Mr. B. was willing to go on with the bill for | 
-the admission of Michigan.: He had the most 
| implicit confidence in the House, particularly 
alluding to the non ala rono ine inka the Union, | 
that no serious difficulty would be made as to the 
admission of ‘Arkansas in regard to negro slavery. | 


lle 


| the ground of negro slavery, he wished immediate i 
notice of it. If his confidence was misplaced, he 


‘as possible. If there really: was any intention in 
the House of putting the South under any diffi- | 
culty, restraint, imit—any shackle or embarrass- 
ment on the South on account of negro slavery— | 
(some gentlemen said slavery, but he said negro 

| slavery,) ‘he ‘wished to know it. i 


| If there were any individuals 


it 


having such feel- 
ing; he wished to know them; he wished to hear 
their names upon the yeas and nays. . s 
‘If there werea majority, heshouid act promptly, 
decisively,immediately, upon it, and had no doubt 
all the South would do the same. There might 
_be some question as to.the claim of non-slave- 
holding States to stop the progress of southern 
habits and southern inflyence northward. As to 


|! vote. 


| SPEIGHT, VANDERPOEL, REED 


If there were any serious difficulties tobe raised |: 


-wished to be corrected as soon and as certainly | 


desired to bring the subject to the notice of the 
House, in the hope that it would influence their 
He asked for a division of the question, 
| that the vote might first be taken on commitment, 
and then on the instructions. 

The discussion was further continued by 
‘Messrs. BELL and ANTHONY, when ` 

Mr. HAWES asked for the yeas and nays; 
| which were ordered. 

Mr. PATTON inquired the opinion of the 
| Chair as to the necessity of committing these 
bills? 

The CHAIR replicd that the bill for the admis- 
sion of Arkansas, as it contained an appropranon 
for the judges, would, under the rules, require 
| being committed; and that the bill for the admis- 
_sion of Michigan, although itcontained no express 
| appropriation, created a charge upon the Treas- 
| ury, and came, though not. clearly, within the 
| spirit of the rule. The Chair read a former de- 
cision on the point, made in 1832. 
After some remarks on the point from Messrs. 


NDE. , MANN 
i of New York, BRIGGS, and BOON, ar 
The CHAIR decided that, according to the 
: former decision, the Arķänsas bill required to be 
‘committed, and atcordingly, if that bill required 
| to be committed, so did the other. 

Mr. WISE withdrew his instructions; and the 
motion to commit was carried in the affirmative, 
without a count. i 

On motion of Mr. WISE, the House then 
resolved itself into the Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union, (Mr. Srercur in the 
chair,) and proceeded to the consideration of the 
bill entitled “ An act to establish the northern 
boundary of the State of Ohio, and to provide for 
the admission of the State of Michigan into the 
Union, upon the conditions therein expressed.” 
_ Mr. TAYLOR moved to amend the bill bya 
provision in relation to the boundary, as follows: 

Insert the word ‘ east,” 


after the word “ drawn,” in line 
fourth of the first section. Strike out after the word “ Mich- 
igan,” line fifth, 


i 


Arkansas, there could be no question; and, if se- 
riously pressed, such claims could leave no doubt 
on the minds of the South as to the object of those 


sas bill, report it to the House, order it to be read || who pressed them, or the course to be pursued 


all that follows to the word “bay” in tine 
eighth, and insert, “ to the center of the Maumee (Miami) 
river, after that line so 


drawn shall intersect the eastern 
boundary line of the Btate of Indiana; and from the said 
line in the center of the said Maumee river, dows the mid- 
dle of t N 


he same to its mouth and from thence’? 


336. `- 


nor inclination to occupy much of the time ant 
attention of the House: and if he was so inclined, 
considerations of public duty would at this Inte 


period of the sessten restrain him from any ex- ; 


tended remarks. Bat, from the best examination 
and reflccuion which he had been able to give this 
subject, he had not been able to satisfy himself 
of either the justice or the expediency of the 
boundary between Michigan and Ohio, as de- 
scribed in this bill, and that he had felt ita duty 
tothe people of Michigan, to the cause of justice, 
and to his honest and deep convictions upon this 
question, to offer the amendment which he had 
sent tothe table. Fle said he was fully persuaded 
and convinced that, if the bill passed without 


amendment, it would be in violation of the rights | 
and the interests of the people of Michigan, se- 


eured by the sanctions of compact and of law, 
and will do them great injustice. From memo- 
rials which have been presented to this House 
from the people of Michigan since they have 
been made acquainted with the report of the com- 
mittee, it is evident that great dissatisfaction 
exists anong them; and from the same docu- 
ments we may inferthat the compromise proposed 
by the amendment would be acceptable to them. 

e said that it appeared to him thatthe strongest 
objection which the State of Ohio had had to the 
boundary as claimed by Michigan will be re- 
moved, and that she will or ought to be satisfied 
with it. Mr. T. said, as the question has been 
fong before this House, and the public has been 
so agitating to both Michigan and Ohio as to 
threaten the most serious consequences, and so 
exciting as to command the attention of all, he 
presumed every gentleman upon this floor had 
made up his mind, and was as ready to vote now 
as they would be after a protracted debate; he, 
therefore, preferred, without entering into a pro- 
tracted discussion, to submit the amendment, 
hoping that the vote may be taken without much 
delay in the pameage of the bill; and he had only 
to any at present that, if the amendment shall not 
pass, he should feel compelled to vote for the bill 
as it is, not feeling at liberty to vote against the 


admission of Michigan into the Union; and then, ; 


if Michigan aceepts the terms of her admission 
in conformity to a provision of the bill, he 
should be content, having disharged his duty; her 
boundary will then be altered with her own con- 
eent. But he said he would add, ás his opinion, 


if Michizan accepts the terms of her admission . 


into the Union as provided by this bill, it will be 
found a compulsory acceptance rather than a 
voluntary choice. 

Mr. VINTON submitted the following amend- 
ment, to come in at the end of the second section: 

And also, and it is her essly de- 
‘are, if the convention provided for in the third sec- 
don of this act shall sot give the assent therein required, 


the boundaries of the States of Obio and Indiana shall | _ 
nevertheless be and forever remain fixed and established | 


‘between them and Michigan, as the same are in this act 
above specified and described. 

Mr. HANNEGAN hoped the gentleman would 
strike oat the name of Indiana from his amend- 
EE as the boundary of that State was long 
an 
ground than the bill providing for the admission 
of ‘Michigan into the Union could place it. 

Mrs VINTON explained that he had inserted 
Indiana beeause it should not be said that he had 


taken care of the interests of his own State alone. - 


Mr. MeCANTY saw no objection to the name 
of Indiana being retained in the amendment. 
Mr. HANN EGAN, after afew remarks, moved 
to strike ont the word Indiana from the amend- 
ment of the gentleman from Ohio. 
The amendment was then further debated b 
Measra. LANE, HANNEGAN, McCART 


VINTON, MASON of Ohio, GALBRAITH, | 


HARDIN, THOMAS, and EVERETT, who 
moved that the committee rise, but withdrew it 
-atthe request of - i : 

Mr. UNDER WOOD, whosuggested an amend- 
ment which, he said, he should move at a subse- 
quent stage. : 

Mr. ROBERTSON then obtained the floor, and 

ve notice of certain amendments he should 

ereafter move, having reference to wrang the 
interests of the United States in the public lands 
in Michigan 


PYRO. DO NUESTRA, 


Mr. TAYLOR said it was neither hia mbit 


permanently settled, and stood upon higher | 


GLOBE. 


| in whieh the bilt was 


I| | Mri THOMAS said a few words in explana; 


‘tion, and renewed the motion (as requested) that | 


‘the committee rise; which prevailed—ayes 74, 
noes 54. 

The committee accordingly rose and reported. 

The Speaker having resumed the chair, 

On motion of Mr. SEVIER, the supplementary 
bill from the Senate in relation to the admission 
of Arkansas into the Union was included in the 

ial order on the other bills. 


Mr. HANNEGAN moved that the House 


again go into the Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union on the Michigan and Arkansas 


motion. 

Mr. EVANS then 
House adjourn. ` 

Mr. HANNEGAN asked for the yeas and 
nays; which were ordered; and were—yeas 84, 
nays 74. 

Sothe House adjourned at half past six o’clock, 
p.m. 


IN SENATE. 
Wepvespar, June 8, 1836. 


Post Office and Post Roads, to which had been 
referred the bill from the House to change the 
organization of the General Past Office Depart- 
ment, reported the same with amendments; which 
were ordered to be printed,.and we bill was laid 
on the table, 
would call u 
were printed. 
Mr. KNIGHT, from the Committee on Man- 
ufactures, reported a bill explanatory of the act 
to release from duty iron prepared for and act- 
ually laid on railways and inclined planes; which 
was twice read, and ordered to be engrossed for 
a third reading. : 
ARSENAL IN NORTH CAROLINA. 


Mr. BENTON, from the Committee on Milti- 
tary Affairs, reported the bill from the House to 


the billas soon as the amendmenis 


suppbrtel by! Messrs: 
BUCHANAN, CALHOUN. CUTHBERT: 


. WALKER, and GRUNDY, and opposed by 


Messrs. WEBSTER, DAVIS, CLAY, MOR- 

RIS, and EWING -of Ohio, it was rejected by 

the following vote: i 
YEAS — Messrs. Black, Brown, Buchanan, Calhoun, 


, Cuthbert, Grundy, King of Alabama, King of Georgia, 
, Mangum, Moore, Nicholas, Porter, Prestan, Rives, Robin- 


rose, and moved that the 


son, Tallmadge, Walker, White, and Wright—19. ’ 

NAYS—Messrs. Benton, Clay, Crittenden, Davis, Ewing 
of Ilinois, Ewing of Ohio, Goldsborough, Hendricks, Hub- 
bard, Kent, Knight, Leigh, McKean. Morris, Naudain, 


: Tomlinson, Wall, and Webster—23.. 


i Niles, Prentiss, Ruggles, Shepley, Southard, Swift, Tipton, 
bills, and asked for the yeas and nays on that . : 


PUBLIC DEPOSITS. 

On motion of Mr. CALHOUN, the bill to reg- 
ulate the deposits of the public moneys was takert 
up—yeas 21, nays 14; when, ` 

On motion of Mr. WRIGHT, it was laid on 
the table, with the understanding that it would be 


_ taken up to-morrow; and the Senate proceeded 


to the consideration of executive business; after 


: which the Senate adjourned. 


Mr. GRUNDY, from the Committee on the || 


Mr. G. giving notice that he. 


‘establish an arsenal in North Carolina, without `. 


‘amendment; and, 

On motion of Mr. BROWN, the bill was taken 

| up and considered as in Committee of the Whole; 

and after some explanations from Mr. BENTON 
and Mr. BROWN, -> °° : 

Mr. SOUTHARD titoved'to lay the bill on thè 

| tablé; which motion being lost, res 

The bill was ordered to à third reading. 

MEDAL TO GENERAL MORGAN.. 


bill from the 
struck and presented to General 
order of Congress. 


SURETIES OF NICHOLAS KERNE. 


`: from the 
Nicholas Kerne. 


INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILL. |. 


Mr. SHEPLEY, from ‘the Committee of | 
Claims, reported, with amendments, the bill || 
ouse for the relief of the sureties of ; 


| Affairs, to which had: been referred the message . 


:| of the House disagreeing to the amendments of 
' the Senate to the Indian appropriation bill, made 
' a report thereon; and the message being taken up 
and considered, Mr. W. moved to recede from the 
“fourth and fifth amendments; which was agreed 
© to. ; 
_ The amendments of the House containing an 
i: appropriation of $2,000 to purchase rifles for the 
! Pottawatomies, and an appropriation to defray 
: the expenses of the Cherokee delegation attend- 
| ing the seat of Government, were agreed to. 


|; was considered; and, after some remarks from 
; Messrs. SOUTHARD aad WHITE, 
| On motion of Mr. CALHOUN, the bill and 
amendments were laid on the table. 


INCENDIARY PUBLICATIONS. 


|| up the bill to prohibit deputy postmasters from 
distributing incendiary publications which have 


IN SENATE. 
Trurspay, June 9, 1836. 


The CHAIR communicated a report from the 
Treasury Department, in answer to the resolution 
of the Senate of the 9th ultimo,: containing a 
statement of the amount of money in the Treasy 
ury subject to draft, and the. receipts from the 
customs and land sales; which was ordered to be 
printed. í a PEER 
- Mr. GRUNDY presented the memorial of sun- 
dry citizens of Connecticut, praying for the estab- 
lishment of a new post route; which was referred 
to the Committee on the Post Office and Post 
Roads. 

BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. TIPTON, on leave, introduced a. bill 
authorizing: Joel E. Metcalf and others to enter 
certain preémption claims te land in Indiana; 
which was read twice and referred. 

Mr. SHEPLEY, from the Committee on 
Claims, reported a bill for the relicf of Samuel 
Miller; which was read, and ordered to a second 
reading. i 
i REPORT FROM COMMITTEE. | 

‘On motion of: Mr. CLAY, the Committee on 


; |, Foreign Relations was discharged from thefurther 

| 

Mr. PRESTON, from the Committee on Mili- |! 
tary Affairs, reported, without amendment, the |: 
ouse to renew the gold medal '- 
Morgan. by : 


conéideration of the petition of sundry citizens 
of Maine, complaining of the great and growing 
influx of foreign paupers into the country; and, 

On motion of Mr. DAVIS, it was laid on the 
table. i 

NEW POST ROUTES. i 

Mr. WALKER submitted the following reso- 
lution; which was considered and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Koads be instructed to inquire into the expediency. of 
establishing a post route trom Louisville, by Double Springs, 
‘to De Kalb, in the State of Mississippi; from Fairfield, Ala- 
bama, to Knoxville, Wahotock, and Summerville, to Car- 


i thage, ia Leake county, Mississippi. ; 
1 


Mr. WHITE, from the Committee on Indian ` 


Mr. WRIGHT submitted the following reso- 
lution} which was considered and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Committee’ on the Post Office and 
Post Roads be instructed to inquire táto the expedieney of 


! establishing a post road from Russia, in the county of Her 


On motion of Mr. CALHOUN, the Senate took |: 


‘pe 


‘| been sent through. the mails; and after a debate, |i ters, an 


i 


i 


| 


timer, to Moorchouseville, in the county of Hamilton, in the 
State of New York. sa Se pent stn 
Mr. MANGUM submitted the following reso- 
lution; which wag considered and agraed to: 
Resolved, That the Committee on the. Post Office and 
Post Roads inquire.into the expediency of establishio: a 
mail route from Germantown to Little adkin ‘post office, 
in Stokes County, North Carolina. . 


Mr. KING, of Georgia, submitted the follow- 


h E ditions! ape. ing resolution; which. was considered and agree 
“The amendment containing an additional ap- |' l ; 
; propriation for the removal of the Creek Indians, |; 
i | Post Roads 


to: fade use i oN 
solved, That the Committee’ on the Post Oce and 
Resoleed, That Mme Cpe maire into ube expediency of 
establishing a post route from Rome,ih Floyd cbunty, Geor- 
via Livingston Missionary statior, on the western side 
of Coosa River, Pleasant Green, or. Gamble’s seminary, 
near the line of Walker and Floyd counties, to Islandtown, 
on Chatooga river. Aide tee 
SALARIES OF REVENUE OFFICERS. 


The bills from the House to regulate ,fhe ¢om- 
nsation of certain officers of 4he revenue cut- 
d repealing so much of. the act of 1799 as 


gia, 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE: 


June 


| 


tha issuing of certifientes on imported 
sees were severally read twice and referred. 


ISAAC MEANS AND OTHERS. 


The bill for the relief of Isaac Means and others, 
late owners of the schooner Elizabeth, was read 
the second time, and ordered to a third reading. 

ADMISSION OF MICHIGAN. 

On motion of Mr. WRIGHT, the bill supple- 
mentary to the act to establish the northern 
boundary line of the State of Ohio, and to provide 
for the admission of Michigan into the Union, 
wastakenup: and after a debate, in which Messrs. 
EWING of Ohio, WRIGHT, WALKER, BEN- 
TON, and CLAY, took. part, i ; 

Mr. CLAY moved:to amend: the bill by insert- 
ing a proviso that the lands sold by the United 
States within said State shall not be taxed for five 
years after such sade. 

This motion was rejacted—yeas 0, nays 24; as 
follows: 

YEAS— Messrs. Calboun, Clay, Crittenden, Davis. Golds- 
borough, Grundy, Kent, Knight, Leigh, McKean, Mangum, 
Naudain, Prentiss, Robbins, Southard, Swift, Tipton, Tom- 
linson, Wall, and Webstor—20, 

NAYS—Messrs. Benton, Black, Brown, Buchanan, 
Cuthbert, Ewing of Minois, Ewing ef Ohio, Hendricks, 
Hubbard, King of Alabama, King of Georgia, Linn, Moore, 
Morris, Nicholas, Niles, Rives, Robinson, Razgics, Shepley, 
Talmadge, Walker, White, and Wright—2i. > 

BILLES PASSED. 


The following bills were severally read a third 
time and passed: 

The bill for the relief of eertain officers of the 
United States sloop of war Boston; 

The bill to provide for the due execution of 
the laws of the United States in the State of 
Michigan; . f 

The bill explanatory of the act to release from 
duty iron prepared for and actually laid on rail- 
roads and neined planes; and 

The bill to establish an arsenal in North Caro- 


' INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILL. 


On motion of Mr. WHITE, the Senate took 
up the bill making appropriatjons for the India ` 
department, and amendments; the question bein 
on concurring with the House in the addition 
appropmauions for the removal of the Creek In- 

ians. 

Mr. WHITE moved toamend the amendment, 
by providing that no ‘private édntracts shall be 
made under this appropriation, without giving 
previous public notice; which being agreed to, 
the amendment of the House as amended was 
concurred in. 

PREEMPTION CLAIMS. 


The bill to extend the time for receiving the || 
proof of certain preémption claims under the act | 
af the IRh ef Juno, 1834, canie up‘on its third | 
reading. | ae : ; li 

: Me EWING, of Ohio, opposed the bill, on the | 
ground that a great mass of fraud and perju 
would be practiced under it, and that the United | 
States would be deprived of a vast quantity of its || 
best lands, to enrich those who had noclaim what- | 
ever on them. The gentleman from Mississippi H 
who introduced this bull (Mr. Warrer] could not | 
possibly be aware of the extent of the frauds that | 
would be perpetrated under it. Mr. E. instanced | 
the vast tracts of valuable lands acquired from || 
the Indians in Wisconsin, and above the rafts of | 
Red river, worth four dollars per acre, that would | 
be entirely swept away by persons who had gone | 
on them, to wait for some such law of this kind. | 
"The bill (he said) held out a bribe to falsehood, 
fraud, and perjury. If it was a small matter, as | 
the Senator from Mississippi supposed, he would ; 


noteo earnestly oppose it—he would not object | 


to giving cach rascal who crossed the Mississippi , 
his one thousand dollars in order to get rid of | 


i 
i 


him; but the man who was. disposed to defraud ‘| 


the Goverement under this bill must bé a worth- | 


leet rascal indeed, if he could not-make-bis tens i 


of thousands and hundreds of thousands. They | 
had evidence enough of the frauds. that had been | 
perpetrated under these préemption laws—some | 
of these claimants would have no difficulty in| 


| per acre they would 


ry || been surveyed? Mr. M. said he was for extend- 


i; made any general accusation against the settlers 


were as high minded and as honorable a set-of 
men as any on the face of the earth; and as litile 
deserved the imputations that had been cast on 
them as their libelers on that floor. He did not $ 
know where gentlemen got their habit of speak- ' 
ing of these men, who, for honest integrity, vir- | 
tue, and patriotism, would compare with any peo- 
ple on the face of the earth, unless it waa from 
the English and Scotch reviewers. Go back (said 
Mr. W.) to the period of the last war, and say 
who it was that filed up the ranks of your army; 
who was it that defended New Orleans and the 
valley of the Mississippi from the pollution of 
the footsteps of the foreign foe,.but these per- 
jured rascals that gentlemen so vehemently .de+ 
nounced on that floor? In reply to the objections 
of Mr. Ewine, Mr. W. said that it was impos» 
sible that perjuries ¢ould be committed under this 
bill; because, as the evidence must be taken within 
separate land districts, and before the register 
and receiver, each settler would be known, and 
no one of them could swear to more than one |' 
case or personate more than one claim. Mr. W. 
also showed that the tracts of country between - 
the Des Moines and Lake Michigan, and above 
the raft of Red river, referred to y the Senator 
from Ohio, could not be affected by this bill, as 
all these lands have been acquired by Indian ` 
treaties since 1834, and the bill excludes any 
claimant who has settled on lands to which the 
Indian title had not been extinguished before 
that time. [M@ W. read the dates of the treaties 
i by which these lands were acquired.} Mr. W. 
; urged a variety of arguments in support of the 
; bill, contending thatit would by no means extend 
| as far as was apprehended by ‘the Senator from 
, Ohio; that these settlers, for whose benefit the | 
bill was intended, had avested right in the lands | 
they had settled, relying ‘on the faith of the Gov- 
ernment, and that it would be impolitic as well as | 
unjust to deprive them of the land defended by 
their blood and enrithed by their industry, for the 
paltry consideration of the additional t 
getat the public sales from 


i 
it 


the land speculators. 
Mr. MORRIS observed, that when this bill was 

i before the Senate the-ather day, he was not al- 
: together satisfied with its provisions, and there- | 
fore did not vote for its 


| proof of preémption claims under the law o 
1832, extended by the law of 1834. Now, be | 
wished. to know whether. the -Secretary of ithe 
Treasury had decided that the claimant, under || 
the law of 1832, was entitled, whether the land 
he settled had been'surveyed or not 2s 
Mr. WALKER replied in the affirmative. 
Mr. MORRIS thought that the Secretary had 
decided wrong, and ‘that the law of 1832 never 
contemplated applying to unsurveyed land. This | 
law spoke of quarter sections; how could the 
settler prove a quarter section unless the land had 


ing every encouragement to settlers on the public 
lands, by a reduction of prices, as far as any gen- 
tleman would go; but he was not in favor of pre- 
emptions, as he thought the system had not, 
worked well. If claimants, under the preémp- 
tion laws had been prevented by any fault of the 
Governmentfrom completing their proof, he would | 
grant relief in inc: vidual cases, as they were sub- 
stantiated; but he was opposed: to any general 
law, which must necessarily lead to great difficul- 
ties and embarragsments. : 
Mr. EWING, of Ohio, denied that he had 


| on the public lands. What he said was, that 
; numerous frauile and perjuries had been com- 
‘mitted with regard to the public lands, of which 
| their.tables groaned with de fullestevidence, and ' 
i that these persons, whom he begged leave still to | 
designate as rascals, would avail -themselves of || 
| the provisions of this: bill, to perpetrate more 
fraud and perjuries. ‘Fhe Senator from Misma- 
sippi might say,.if hé chose, that there was not | 
| a rascal in the West; but he knew that innumer- 
| able frauds and Pernties had been committed | 
ir files 


swearing to at least a dozen cases. | 

Mr. WALKER rose to defend the character | 
of the settlers on the western lands.’ He denied | 
that they were a set of perjured rascals. They ‘i 


l 
' there, and thé għowed abundant evidence | 
| Of it. He castro general imputation oh the set- 
| ters of the West; he considered himself one of 
i them; and’ it was natural for him to speek of 


he most favorable terme: 


them as he did—in t 


' were entertained that the registor a 


al two cents ` 


Mr. Fo rerepttuiated his objection tothe bill, and 
enlarged on the evils that would grow out of it 
He denied that the claimants under the law of 1833 
and 1834 had any vested rights in the lands; 
his colleague having well said at the act of 1832 
never contemplated applying to unsurveyed lands, 
He agreed that the checks and guards in thig bill 
would, to some measure, prevent the rece tion of 
false .evidence; but not to the extent esired, 
He had no sort of doubt but that an individual 
might so disguise himself as to personate ten or 
fifteen different claimants. This had been done 
before, and would be done again. Experience 
has sufficiontly shown them what frauds could be 
perpetrated under these preémption laws. In 
one cage an individual settled on a tract of land 
in the neighborhood of a fort, and the court had 
decided that he was entitled to his preémption 
because it was public land, though the tract wag 
worth five hundred thousand dollars. Suspicions 
nd receiver 


were interested with him; but this was of no avail, 
as it could not be proved. Mr. E. said it was not 
out of want of regard to the actual and honest get- 
tlers that had gone upon the public lands that he 
opposed the bill; but it was to guard against fraud, 
perjury, and speculation, that he set his face 
against it. 

Mr. WALKER said if the term “‘puolic lands” 
comprehended unsurveyed landa, these settlers 
undoubtedly had vested rights in the lands they 
claimed. This question was first raised in 1833, 
and was referred by the Commissioner of the 
General Land Office to the Secretary of the 
Treasury, who solemnly decided that preémp- 
tioners on the unsurveyed lands were entitled to 
their preémptions, because they were as much 

ublic lands as those that had been surveyed. 
Yo be.sure, they were required to make their 
proof in two years; but by omitting to appoint a 
surveyor they were deprived of the chance of 
doing so.. 
Mr. CLAY said, if tbere. was any one thing on 


, which he supposed the mind of Congress was 


j 
i 


ai 
: l cado 
t rossment. This -bill h 
' contemplated extending the time for ‘making |' 


made up when -he ‘first came here this winter, it 
was to put.anend to-this nefarious system of pre- 
tions. He had been informed’ by the moat 
ubted authority that printed. affidavita were 
regularly soldin the market at New Orleans, con- 
taining all the requisites to-establish a goad-pre- 
emption claim. On one pzeasion the -Governor 
of Louimana was galled on to:certify an affidavit 
purporting to have been signed by æ justice of 
the peace, who he knew was one hundred and 
fifty miles off; and.on another, he was called on 
with the signature of a justice he hat suspended 
from office six months before. While the sys- 
tem was liable to such glaring abuses, he hoped 
gentlemen would not agree to extend it, 

Mr. KING, of Georgia, contended thatit never 
could have been the intention of Congress to 
extend the privilege of preémptions beyand the 
surveys, and beyond the civilorganization of the 
country; and it was apparent on the-face of the 
act that it was only intended to apply:to surveyed 
lands. This act ought tó be construed ‘like all 
other acts, by considering the whole of.it, in 
order to arrive at its true meaning. [Mr. K. here 
Fead the act.] ae: as 

How could this act designates quarter aeetiun 
as the portion for each settler, woless it was in- 
tended to apply to surveyed lands? :-If there was 
to be.a general-scrarnble forthe public lands, let 
the poor honest-man everywhete have a chance, 
as well as these presmptioners. Let us (said he) 
understand the groands on which we legislate, 
and not hold out advantages,as was done by this 
bill, to lawless depredators, and who drive out 
every honest man from competition with them. 
He considered the system under which they had 
acted ever since the preémption laws commenced 
as disgraceful tó the Govetnment, and asa reward 


i for the violation of the laws. He had not read 


the review referred to by the Senator from Mis- 
sissippi; -but on hearing the extract read by the 
gentleman, he could not--but be struck with the 
remarkable intelligence of the people onthe other 


side of the water with- regard tóitheir opinions 


of those persons he termed squatters. “The gen- 
tleman: was more. comprehonsive than he was in 


| his: application “of the term. squatters, for he 
‘| applied it to the first settlers at Jamestown, to the 


ih 


Pilgrims, an 
it was squatters who saved New Orleans, a 
would have conquered at Bladensburg, had they 


d even to Colurabua; ard tre whit that || left the matter stilt doubefa 


PRH- DONG RRSSTONLLY GLOD. 


: 


he miè l amd he wikhé 
provision to be made more explicit. 
In the first section of the bill it was provided, 


been there. Now, he was by no means so coms |: that there should not be deposited in any one bank 


prehensive in his application of the term. He! 
applied it to those persons who had gone be 
the limits of the settlements, and were w 
reckless of the laws, either of God or man. They 
were the non-consumers of the country; per- 
formed no duties, either civil or military; and led 
lives without labor. They went beyond the civil 
organizauon of the country, for the purpose of 
driving the Indians off their lands, and eventuall 
securing them by preémption; and had a habitual 
diaregard of all laws, human and divine, unless 
indeed it was preemption laws; and these they 
only cared for because they enabled thed to pell 
the Jands they had so lawlessly acquired, They 
took possession of the lands, and .would n 
permit any man who went there to loéate by 
them, unless they were well paid for the permis- 
son. : 
From the act of 1832, it appeared evident-Liat | 
Congress could never haye iuteaded it to apply to 
lands beyond the survey. There could havé been 
no possible motive for cncduraging a man’who 
had gone so far beyond the settlements as to leave 
the surveys behind them. 

After some remarks from 
of the bill, the question. was taken o 
passage; and it was rejected. 

PUBLIC DEPOSITS. 

The bill to regulate the deposits of the public 
moneys was taken up asthe order of the day; 
the question beiag on atrikiag out the original 
bill, and inserting ag ap amendment the substitute 
recommended by the select committee. - 

Mr. WRIGHT (the chairman: of the commit 
tee) said that his only object now was to call the 
attention of the Senate to that part of the pbill 
which particularly related to the regulation of 
the public deposits in the deposit banks. The 
other part of the bill, which related to.the diapa- 
sition of the surplus, he shauld apy mrwrefer to. | 
He wished to call the attention of Senators. partic || 


Mr. BLACK in favor 
n its final 


eularly to those parts of the bill on which some |: 
unavoidable difficulties existed, in order that they || 


i 


might suggest such amend mente:ap they deeme 
necessary. In the third section of .thq bill the 
deposits were restricted to banks. ipcgzporated , 
by the States, by Congress for the District of , 
Columbia, and by the legislative councils of the 
Territories. Now, there was one State in this 
Union, the State of Missouri, which bad no bmk, 
and the deposita of this State: were meade ia an 
agency of one of the Ohio banks at St. Loyig. 
is construction of the biil was, that it would | 
prohibit the Secretary of the Treasury from çon- | 
linuing this agency; and if he construed it in , 
the same way, he must select for the deposits of ; 


Missouri some other bank, nearest tọ that State, | 


which must be some bank in Indiana, But In- | 
diana would probably have as mugh. money de- 
posited in her banks as the bill would adow them 
to have. . INE 
Again: in the State of Illinois there was a bank | 
incorporated by the State laws, but it was a 
mooted question whether this bank was inco j 
rated in accordance with the provisions of her 
constitution, In Indiana, the banks were pro- 
hibited by their charters from discounting on their 
‘deposits, and therefore, being. unable to use the 
public money. committed to them, they would not | 


oe 


, ficulty would be removed at the next ‘séss 
; the Legislature. 


‘an amount to exceed three fourths of its capital. 
This provision, he thought, would occasion em- 
_ barrassment to the receivers of the public moneys, 
because they might want to deposit the 
funds they had collected at a time when the bank 
had already received its full amount, and there- 
fore. be compelled to retain the ‘money, or to 
deposit in some other bank. He thought, there- 
fore, that the business of equalizing the deposits 
should be left entirely to the Secretary; and that 
it would be better to provide, instead of the pres: 
ent provision, that not more than three fourths 
beyond their capital should remain in‘each bank. 
r. WRIGHT then proposed an umetidment, 
which.was agreed to;.,proyiding that the ‘deposit 
banks shall render to the Government all the du- 
ties that were required ‘of the Bank of the United 


States and its officers.’ ` i ate 
Mr, PORTER supposed that the mgneys cot- 
leétedin Missouri might be mahaged byan agency 
of one of the New Orleans banks, of that Coni 

gress might create an agency at St. Louis. | 
. Mr. ROBINSON stated that there were’ some 
doubts at the Treasury in relation tothe’ Statt 
Bank of Minois, whether it was cope enone 
chartered; but he’had no doubt but that the dif- 
ion of 


Mr. HENDRICKS thought that the provisions 
of the bill, with respect to the payment ofintér- 
est, would effectually prevent the banks of Indi 
ana from receiving the public deposits, because, | 
being prohibited by thėir charters from discount- 
ing on them, they could make. no profits ont of 
which to pay interest. A ESF 

Mr. WEBSTER said that, as it Was. undeubt- 
edly of seme importance to a Staté ito have these 
deposits, Indiana might consider it worth her 
while to enlarge the powers-of. her banks. If thig 
couid not be done, an amendment‘ might be made - 
preventing this provision of the bill from applying 
to banks-which were prohibited from discounting 
em their deposits... Lives tase | 

in: reference to Lodinne 


pos 
Mr. HENDRICKS, 
enlarging the power-of the banks id the parti¢nlar 
referred tos-aaid that. the difficulty: wae! felt last | 
year, arid an-attempt was made inthe Legislature 
for that purpose, but that it had failed. woot | 
refer (he said) an amendment, as suggested by 
e ‘Benator from Massachusetts. aera | 
Mr. BENTON observed thatthe Senator. from | 
New York had very properly confined -his ex- | 
lanations to.one part of the bill without turning | 
tis attention -to another subject whieh ought not 
to be init, and which belonged to the distribution 
land bill. . But while he applauded the Senator 
for bringing to the attention of the Senate but one | 
subject at atime, he could not agree with him as 
to the one he had selected. He hoped the Senator | 
would drop the firsthalfof the bill and take up that ` 
part which proposed. to divide the public money | 
among the States.. It would be an unnecessary 
labor forthem to go on with their arrangements for 
" fifty orsixty deposit banks, when, by a subsequent | 
provision in the bill, they wauld have no'money | 
to deposit with them,oz go small an amount that 
‘no banks of any character would think it worth | 
while to enter into arrangements for it. He, for 
` one, would néither compromise nor temporize | 
; with this distribution principle; the country would | 


1 


ublic | 


t unconnected with the 


consent to pay interest, in accordance with one : take care of itself; and it would be found that the 
of the provisions of the bill.. With respect to `, vatiçinationswith respect to ruin from having too 
the specie provisions in the bill, he thought. it || much money would jurn out just as did those.of 
eught to have been mare expliejt on that head; |, the panic session about having too little, As to 


but, on ue the statements of the deposit | 
banks, he found. o 

say Virginia, Tennescee, Mississippi, Louisiana, | 
and Alabama, would by this bill be compelled to 
double their amount of specic, or decline the public 
deposits. This provision would not affeet the 
northern and northwestern banks, hor the banks 
of South Carolina, because they had more: specie 
‘than was required. The bill originally provided 
that the power of discontinuing a deposit barik 
should be discretionary with the Sccretary of the 


at those of five of the States, |, 


Missouri, ghe was expunged: from: this bill, A 
State which received and distributed more money | 
than any of the western. States—a State which, 

from her position and her safe and rapid com- 
munication to every quarter, was the first in im- 
portance in the West to the fiscal concerns of the | 
Government, and from whence the paymasters, | 
quartermasters, surveyors, and Indian agent, all ; 
| took their departure with their supplies of eray ; 
description, was. to be expunged from the bill. 

e di 


.Treasury;, but the committee had thought proper 
to enumerate the cases under which deposit banks 
might be discontinued; but in doing so they had 


not perceive that his friend from New | 
York had taken up the idea, suggested by the ; 
Senatorfrom anane thats Government was - 
i to establish a bank at St. Louis, under fhe name ; 


tof -the Jast: war: 
“objections of Mr. 


I 


of an agéncy, tò Bedi firé-dothiy ksin and tò 
have a capital consisting of *t fonds ard property 
equivalent to specie,” like the District” banks. 
|| His friend from New York would make no such 
Hi propesisien; but those who had charge of this 
' bill had better make it, to establish'a bank at St. 
Louis, or an agency of the Patriotic Bank of this 


city. 

The deposit system hrt gone’ on well two for 
years, though ithad been prophesied over and 
over that it would not work. Those'whio had 
made ances prophecies had now the control, of 
this bill, an@'they had brought it into make their 
prophecies come true, for this bill was as much 
intended to break the. deposit banks as if it was 
expressed so on'the fate of'iti He was inclined 
to think that, if Congress would let the system 
réenfain as it was, thipgs would gd on well; butit 
Congress undertook td expunge ‘the system’, the 
gredtest difficulties 'wouldepwue:- 7) 

Mr. WALKER ‘referred’ tothe provisions in 
the Constitution which would prevent her from 
receiving any’ portion'df the surplus: to! be dis- 
tributed under the thirteenth- section of the bitt, 
and he hoped:thut: that section would net be per- 
mitted to remain in the bill, -He opposed, with 
great force and energy, the distrifvition principle 
in the bill; consideyiag it.to’al} intents-and pur- 
poses a. free: gift, for, from reasons he stated, it 
never could be returned by the States. “He also 
opposeq.the inequality of the distribution which 
is proposa to be made according to the census 
of 1830; while Mississippi, , having more than 
doubled her population sinċe that time, would 
not get mare.than ane belf of what her present 
population entitled her ta, Mr. W. felt. anxious 
that the vote should be first takeh on. thedistribu- 
tion part of the bill, as he considered it wholly 
LW principal objéct in view. 
If it should: pass,:he hoped that he‘ might be 
permitted, as a Senator from Mississippi, to enter 

on the Journal a calm, dispassionate, and at the 
same time solamn, pratest against it, _ 7 

Mr. WEBSTER replied to the objections of 
Mr. Wager. . He though} that the postpone- 
ment of the benefits of this ill to the State of 

issippi, till she pravided by Jaw for their rẹ- 
ception, was not to be weighed against the general 
benefits oe as ne side: 
- Mr, BLACK, after, taking.a-yiew at eqnsider- 
able engib of the airplus thal would be iA the 
| ‘Treasury, and the, sey. of providing. some 
moade of disposing of i and preferring alse to the 
distribution land billy. whieh jhe: highly’ čom- 
, Mended, gave it as his opinion that the great ben- 
' efits to be derived from this bill were such that, 
though a Representative of Mississippi, he must 
ive it his support, Hedid notshowever, appre- 
and the. difficulties stated: by hig colleague,forhe 
believed that the Legislature of his State would 
-make-such provisions as eventually to entitle her 
to the benefits of this bill; and in the mean time 
she would not be injured Bian other States re- 
ceiving their quotas, while hers remained waking 
for her disposal, | o; 0 

Mr; CALHON denied that this wasjntended 
as a distribution bill—it was in good faith a depo- 
ait: bill, and nothing, more. Gentlemen on all 
sides (he said) admitted thatthere would bea ver 
large surplus at the end of the year, and that it 
‘would continue to increase for two or three years 
to come. Now he put itto gentlemen, could they 
consider this. vast sum safe as H:was? Was 

there not a neceasitp for depositing it somewhere? 
and. where could that be so safely doneasin the 
treasuries of. the Siatea?. If the Government was 
only economically administered, the money would 
-probably never be called for; but if there should 
ibe war, or if the revenue of 1842 should fall short, 
the £ uld pay it without the slightest. dif- 
han havea direct tax, aa the cvents 
roved.. .Mr. C..replied to the 
Warnrn,asto the inequility or 


f 
` the States wo 
_ fieulty; rather t 


tha distribution, by, saying that it was, proposed 
A only, wave it could be made; A os is, on 


. the ; prince: on.which..the direct taxes would 
have aape Sr so that, if Mississippi lost now, 
_ ahe would have a correspanding: gain, whema di- 


‘ yect tax came 


Cc. 


i Cae Sy rare ae pea dan 

: After some further remarks, Mr. C. move 

" adjournment; but before the question was taken, 
Mr. BENTON gave notice that he would on 


$48 


to-morrow ask leave to bring in a bill to establish 
the currency of the Constitution. 
The Senate then adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Tuorspay, June 9, 1836. 


the bill from the Senate, entitled “ A bill amend- 
atory of the act for the continuation af the Cum- 
berland road.” 


The bill was engrossed, and the question was . 


on its passage. s 

Mr. EVANS objecting, eee 

Mr. WEBSTER moved a suspension of the 
rules. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Louisiana, moved. to 
amend the motion by including the following: 

A bill granting the right of way through the public lands 
to the New Orleans and Nashville Railroad Company. 

The amendment was lost.. 

The motionof Mr. Wessrer was thenr 
—ayes 96, noes 55. 

REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 
Mr. JOHNSON, of Kentucky, from the Com- 


ejected 


mittee on Military Affairs, reported the following 


Senate bills, without amendment: 


A bill for the appointment of additional sur- ` 


geons in the Army; 


A bill making appropriations for the collection 


of materials, the purchase of sites, for the con- 
struction of certain fortifications, and for other 
purposes; and 

A bill for the establishment of a depot of arms 
on the western frontier of the State of Missouri; 
which bills were severally committed. 


Mr. BEALE, from the Committee on Invalid | 


Pensions, reported a bill for the relief of Robert 
McBride; which was éad twice and committed. 

Mr. MILLER, from the same committee, re- 
ported a bill granting pensions to certain-persons 
therein named; which was read twice and com- 
mitted. ts ses 
. Mr. SUTHERLAND, from the Committee on 
Commerce, moved that the Committee of the 
“Whole on the state of the Union be discharged 
Tom the further ċonsideration of the following 

ills: 

.1. A bill making appropriatiotis for building 
‘Tight-houses, light-boats, 
and making surveys for 1836. 

2. A bill making appropriations for the im- 


provement of certain harbors therein mentioned, | 


for the year 1836, and that the said bills be récom- 


mitted to the Committee on Commerce; which | 


was agreed to. 

Mr. DARLINGTON, from the Committee of 
Claims, reported a bill for the relief of Chris- 
topher Wennen; and’ ‘37! ee 

A bill for the relief of Dr. David H: Maxey; 
both of Which weré severally read twice, and 
‘committed. ` Wx 2 

Mr. BEAUMONT, from the Committee on 
Revolutionary Claims, reported a bill for the 
relief of the administrator of Wharton Hearne; 
which was read twice and committed. 

Mr. BELL, from the Committee on Indian 
Affairs, reported Senate bill for the relief of Jo- 
seph Boge, with an amendment recommending 
that the second section of said bill be stricken 
out; which was committed. í 

Mr. GILLET, from the Committee on Com- 
merce, moved to discharge the Committee of the 
Whole from the bill No. 484, and that the same 
be recommitted to the standing committee; which 
was agreed to. 

Mr. GILLET, then, from that committee, re- 
ported a bill of the same title, as follows; * A bill 
to fix the number and compensation of officers of 
the customs, and to alter certain collection dis- 
tricts, and for other purposes;’’: which was read 
twice and committed. i : 
— Mr. DOUBLEDAY, front thë Committee on 
Tnvalid Pensions, reported a bill granting a pen- 
‘sion to Aléxander Esther; which was read twice 

‘and committéd. © > feel ths be 

Mr. THOMSON, ‘of Ohio, from the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs, reported Senate bil, 
without amendment, fot the relief! of Colonel 
Wiliam Eaton; which was committed. 


i 


Mr. WEBSTER asked the consent of the 
House to take upand consider, until eleven o’clock, | 


eacon-lights, buoys, | 


On mation ef Mr. BOON, the Committee of 
the Whole was discharged. from the further con- 
sideration of the bill to divide the Green Bay land 

| district, Michigan; and the same being brought 
i into the House was, on motion of Mr. BOON, 
` by unanimous consent, taken up; and having 
been read through by the Clerk, oe 

Mr. BRIGGS said, as the bill involved an ap- 
propriation, it must be considered in Committee 
of the Whole. ; . l 

The Chair having so decided, E 

Mr. BOON moved that the bill be committed 
accordingly; which was agrecd to; and on Mr. 

: B.’s motion, by general consent, the House went | 
' into Committee of the Whole. thereon, (Mr. ! 
|, Dickerson in the chair,) and the bill having been | 
| considered, was reported to the House without | 
: amendment, and then read a third time and | 
|: passed. 

Mr. CARR, from the Committee on Private 
Land Claims, reported, without amendment, a 
: bill from thé Senate for the relief of William Con- 
`: way, deceased; which was committed. 

. Mr. JARVIS, from the’ select committee on | 
| public buildings, reported a joint resolution for 
|: the appointment of a joint committee to contract 
| with one or more American artists for the execu- 
tion of four historical paintings, to be placed in 
_ the vacant panels of the rotunda of the Capitol; 

which, aude the rule, lies over one day for con- | 
sideration. i 9 

Mr. J. moved that the resolution be then read; | 
i| which was objected to; and a motion made by 
|: the same gentleman to suspend the rules for the 
i, purpose was disagreed to~—ayes 89; noes not | 
‘counted, 2 f 
ji MICHIGAN AND ARKANSAS. 


- Mr. SEVIER then called for the orders of the , 


J upo 9, 


i day, (the special order being the Michigan and 
| Arkansas bilis.) =>. - Maie r | 
| Mr. HARDIN moved to take up the bill, laid | 
i! on the table yesterday, entitled ‘An act to settle | 
; and establish the northern boundary line of the | 

State of Ohio.” 

The CHAIR said the motion was not then in 

order, on the ground that the special order took | 
| precedence, and could only be set aside by a vote 
| of two thirds of the House. ©... : 
|. Mr. STORER took an appeal from that decis- 
' ion, and stated the grounds of that appeal. . 

-The appeal was also sustained by Mr. VIN- | 
TON; and the CHAIR having stated the grounds | 
of his decision, 

Mr. VANDERPOEL moved to lay the appeal 
i! on the table. 4 EAN SPE PE Ea 

Mr. STORER then withdrew the appeal, as he 
said he was satisfied, from the Chair’s explana- 
| tion, that the decision of the Chair was correct. 

On motion of Mr. THOM AS, the House then 
resolved itself into the Committee of the W hole on 
the state of the Union, (Mr. Sreicut in the chair,) 
and proceeded to the consideration of the bill, 
entitled “ An act toestablish the northern bound- 
ary of the State of Ohio, and to provide for the 
admission of the State of Michigan into the Union, 
upon the conditions therein expressed.’’ 

The question pending was the following amend- 


ij 

end of the second section: o 

| _ And provided also, and itis hereby further ‘expressly | 

|; declared, that if the conventien: provided for in the third ! 

section of this act shall not give the assent therein required, 

the boundaries of the States of Ohio and Indiana shall, : 

| nevertheless, be and forever remain fixed and established | 

between them and Michigan as the same are in this act 

' above specified and described. ? 

| And the proposition of Mr. Hanwecan to 

' amend the amendment by striking out the word 

i © Indiana.” ‘a - : 

Mr. EVERETT, who was entitled to the floor, 

: addressed the committee at length; and the debate 

"was further continued by Messrs. HOWARD | 

ii and BOND. 

| The latter gentleman gave way temportrily; 

|| when the committee rose, afd the Steaxer hav- | 

il ing resumed the chair, i - i | 
‘On motion of Mr. BELL, anamendmdnt of the | 


{ 


| Senate to an amendment of ‘the Housé tö the In- 
|) dian annuity bill was concurred in; and the House 


again went into committee. - i vie 
ned by Messfs. 


ii The debate was further contin 
BOND, HARPER, and LOVE. 


|L- The House went agairi 


if 


‘+ allowed to. the judge of te said district: court-the: annual 


Mr. HANNEGAN then withdrew his amends 
ment, and stated that he should vote acainst the 
amendment of the gentleman from Ohio. 

Mr. ADAMS took the floor, and spoke at length 
in opposition to all that part of the bill prescrib- 
ing the boundary, and the amendmentof the gen- 
tleman from Ohio. 

Mr. CORWIN, and Mr. WHITTLESEY of 
Ohio, followed in reply; and the debate was far- 
ther continued by Mr. PEARCE of Rhode Island, 
who addressed the committee at length: 

The debate was further continued by Messrs. 
VINTON, HAMER, WEBSTER, THOMAS, 
SPANGLER, and STORER; when 

Mr. STORER moved (about nine o’clock, p. 
m.) that the committee rise; which was lost— 
ayes 45, noes 79. i 

Mr. STORER concluded his remarks; and the 

iscussion was further continued by Messrs, 
HUNTSMAN: McKEON, and KINNARD; 
when 

Thé amendment of Mr. Vinton was rejected 
without a count. 

` Mr. ROBERTSON moved to strike out the 
following from the fourth section of the bill: 

But that the subject of the public lands, and the inter- 
ests which may be given to the said State therein, shall be 
regutated by future action between Congress, on the part of 
the United States, and the said State, or the authorities 
thereof. cae aed z 

The motion was lost. 


Mr. PHILLIPS then moved that the commit- 
| tee rise, (half past twelve, p. m,,) and the tellers 
| eporting—ayes 17, noes 92, no quorum—the 

committee rose and reported that fact to'the 
| House. : oa 

The Speaker having resumed the chait; . 

` Mr. REED moved an adjournment. 

Mr. SEVIER called for the yeas and nays; 
which were ordered; and were — yeas 25, nays 
98. 

A quorum being found in attendance, the House 
again went into committee, and proceeded to the 
consideration of the bill for the admission of Ark- 
ansas into the Union; whicli was read. ` 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of South Carolina, moved 
an’ amendment to reduce the salaries of the judges 
to $1,500 per annum, but subsequently withdrew 
it : as - 


Mr. SPANGLER moved that the committee 
rise; and the tellers reporting—yeas 15, nays 95, 
no quorum— f M oe 

The committee rose and re 
the House. : 

Mr. PARKS moved a call of the House. « - 

Mr. PARKER moved that the House adjourn. 

Mr. HANNEGAN called for the yeas and 
nays, but subsequently withdrew the call, and 
the motion to adjourn was negatived. 

The call of the House was then proceeded in 
| through all the stages, some members having been 
| sent for by order of the Housé; when, at about 
| half past four, a. m., the further proceedings of 

the call were dispensed with, having occupied 
several hours, ni Sean NE 


ws 


ported that fact’ to 


use ‘into committee, (Mr 
' Speicur still in the chair,) and the debate on the 


|| Arkansas bill was continued b . 
ment, moved by Mr. Vrvron, to come in at the if y 


| Messrs. ADAMS, WISE, BRIGGS, and 
CUSHING, who gave way ata quarter before 
six o’clock, a. m., to ` : 

Mr. MERCER, who-moved that the commit- 
tee rise; which was lost — ayes 52, noes 86. 

Mr. CUSHING coneluded his remarks, and 
the debate was continued by Messrs. HARD, 
HOAR, WISE, and ADAMS, : , 

: Mr. ADAMS moved that the committee rise; 
which was lost—ayes 44, noes 93. . 

Mr. ADAMS moved to insert the following 
words in italics, in.the eighth section ¢ 

And nothing in- this act shall be construed às an assent 
hy: Congress to the article in the constitution of the suid 
State, in relation to slavery or the emancipation of slaves, 

C.5 e . 

: Which was negatived—ayes 32, noes 98. 
i Mr. HARLAN moved an amendment, as fol- 
ows:. i at NG yo 
Amend in seetion: fiftti, line third, by striking out &ro 
ithousand, and inserting one thousand five hundred. In fourth 
ine, add after the word his, the words acceptance of the, 30 
as to niake the section read as follows: 
Sac. $. And be'it further enacted, That there- shall be 


8836... : 


sation of ene thowtand five Aundred dollars, to com- 
mence from the date of his ecceplunce of the appointment 
to be paid quarter yearly, at the Treasury of the United 
States. 


Mr. H. remarked, that in submitting this |! 


amendment for consideration, is was not his in- 
tention to detain the committee at this early kour 
in the morning. He asked the indulgence of the 
committee, however, to make a very brief expla- 
nation of his object in offering the amendment. 

‘The bill provides forthe appointment of a dis- 
trict judge, at an annual salary of $2,000, to 
commence from the date of his appointment. The 
amendment proposed by him reduces the salary 
tu $1,500 per annum, to commence from the dale 
of the acceptance of the office. 

There are now three judges in Arkansas, who 
perform all the business of the Territory at a sal- 
ary of $1,200 each; but when it becomes a State, 
nearly the whole of the business will be per- 
formed by the State courts. The presnt jules 
have very extensive circuits, and necessaril 
spend much of their time and money in travel- 
ing to different parts of the Territory. No 
complaint has been heard from them of the inad- 
equacy of their compensation. 

The compensation proposed by the bill to be 
given to the district judge exceeds that given to 
the same officer in. many of the States of this 
Union. The district judge in each of the States _ 
of Connecticut, Rhode Island, New Jersey, Del- | 
aware, Tennessee, and Kentucky, received an an- ' 
nual compensation of $1,500; in Verniont and 
Missouri, $1,200; and in New Hampshire, Ohio, ; 
Indiana, and Illinois, $1,000. Itis not pretended 
that the datics to be performed by the district 
judge of Arkansas will be more laborious or 
difficult than in either of the States above men- 
tioned. Why then the disproportion in the 
compensation ? 

It seems to me (said Mr. H.) that there is a 
concerted movement, by many of the officers of 
this Government, to procure an increase of their i 
salaries. The army of clerks in this city have 
moved in solid column to effect that object. The 
honorable gentleman from Tennessee, (Mr. Joun- 
sox,) who has heretofore been so generally uni- 
form in his opposition to an increase of salaries, | 
and the exiravagant reparar of the publie ; 
money: has reported a bill from the Committee ; 
or Ways and Means, reducing the number of | 
elerks from three hundred and sixty-six to three | 
hundred and twenty-one; and giving to the latter 
about eighty thousand dollars annually, more 
than were paid to the former number. If this be 
one of the modes of distributing the surplus 
money in the Treasury, it will not obtain my 
assent. The offices of the Federal Government 
at the present salaries are sought after with much 
avidity; but whenever it is ascertained that the 
services of persons cea prety to discharge the 
duties cannot be obtained at the present salaries, i 
then, and not till ther, will be the proper time to ` 
incrense them. : Be eae 

I object (said Mr. H.) to that partion pf this bill 
which provides that the salary of the judge to-be 
appointed shall commence from the date of the 

intment. If the amendment which I have had 
ike honor to propose prevails, the salary will 
eommence from the time of the acceptance of the 
office, instead of from the date of the commission. | 
The presumption is, that a citizen of Arkansas 
will receive the appointment. Several months 
will necessarily elapse from the time of signing ' 
the commission by the President, to the accept- 
ance by the appointee. During that time the 
judge is to be paid—and for what? He nat only 
will not have rendered any service, but will be 
wholly ignorant of hisappointment. If one who | 
is now in the pay of the Government should be 
appointed, he will receive his salary to the date | 
of his resignation, and be entitled by this bill to 
receive the salary of, the new office from the date ` 
of the commission. It seems to me, that the | 
eompenaation of an. officer ought to commence | 
from the time he intimates his readiness to engage 


in the public, service, by accepting an appoint- ||. 


ment, and not from the time the President decides | 
on the appointment. 


a 


: gentleman from Massachuse 


| the committee at length in opposition to the pro- 
: ceedings of the House on the preceding night, 


rapes of its provisions. 


THB CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE: 


ee 


committee took up the supplementary bill for. the 
admission of Arkansas into the Union, and for 
other purposes. 

Mr. MASON, of Virginia, moved that the com- | 
mittee rise, and report the two Michigan and 
Arkansas bills to the House. Š 

Considerable confusion arose as to whether the - 
Michigan bill had been ordered to be reported to 
the House, or merely laid aside and was still open 
to amendment. 

Mr. MASON withdrew his motion; and 

Mr. UNDERWOOD moved an amendment | 
perairibing certain other conditions on which ` 

ichigan should be received into the Union, being 
five in number; which, after a few words from 
Mr. BOON, was negatived. a 

Mr. MASON, of Virginia, then renewed his | 

i 
| 


motion to report the bills to the House. . 1 
Mr. SLADE offered the following amendment: '! 
After the words in the first section, “ That the State of 

Arkansaa shali be one, and is hereby declared to be one, of 

the United States of America, and admitted into the Union 

on an equal footing with the original States, in all respects;’’ | 
add: “ Whenever the people of said State shall, by a con- 
vention duly elected, expunge from its present constitution 
so much thereof as prohibits the General Asgembly from 
passing laws for the emancipatien of shaves without the 
consent of the owners; and‘shall also provide, in and by 
said constitution, that no negro or mulatto born in, or 
brought into, said State, after its admission into the Union, 
shall be held, or transferred, as property, or in any way 
subjected to slavery or involuntary servitude, unless in pun- 
ishmeut for crimes committed against the laws of said State, 
whereof the party accused shall be duly convicted.” 


Mr. JOHNSON, of Tennessee, raised the point 
of order, that the bill having been laid aside, could 
not be amended. 

After some conversation and considernble con- 
fusion, 

Mr. WHITTLESEY, of Ohis, made an earn- 
est appeal to the gentleman from Vermont not to 
ress the amendment, as one of the same tenor 
ad been offered in the course of the night by the 


tts, [Mr. Anans,] 
and rejected. 


Mr. SLADE declined, and briefly addressed 
the House in support of his amendment, and in 


he amendment was discussed hy Mr. JENI- 
FER, who, in the course of his. remarks, was |; 
repeatedly called to order by several genticmen, 


GLASCOCGK, MASON of Virgi NNAN ocd 
was 


when the motion of Mr. Mc 
negatived. i 
Mr. WISE concluded his remarks, 
Mr. McKENNAN remarked that they had 
now been in session upwards of twenty-five 
hours, many of them without a wink of sleep, 
and he now hoped, as there was an evident de- 
termination on the part of the majority to pass 
these bills, that the House would consent to make 


a final disposition of them. With that view, he 


moved that the committee rise and report the 
bills to the House; which was agreed to; and the 
committee rose and reported the bills to the 
House at eleven o’clock, a. m. : 


IN SENATE. 
Farivar, June 10, 1836. 


Mr. SHEPLEY presented a petition from sun- 
dry citizens of Maine, praying for the establish- 
ment of a new post route; which was referred to 
the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 


DANIEL STEINROD. 


Mr. NAUDAIN, from the Committee on 
Claims, to which had been recommitted the bill 
for the relief of Daniel Steinrod, reported the 
same with an amendment; and the same having 
been taken up, and considered as in Committee 
of the Whole, the amendment was concurred in, 
and the bill was ordered to be engrossed for a 
third reading. $ 


SEABORN JONES AND JOEL CRAWFORD. 


The bill for the relief of Seaborn Jones and 
Joel Crawford was read the second time, and 
considered as in Committee of the Whole, and 
ordered to be engrossed for a third reading. 


CONSTITUTIONAL CURRENCY. 


Mr. BENTON, in pursuance of notice given, 
asked and obtained leave, and introduced the fol- 
lowing bill; which was read, and ordered toa 
second reading: 

A Bill to reésfAblish the currency of the Constitution for 
. the Federal Government. 
Be it enacted bythe. Senate and House of Representatives 


; of the United States of America in Congress assembled, That 


bank notes and paper currency of every description shall 


and by the Chair, for diverging into personalities. | cease to be received or offered in payment on account of 
The amendment was then negatived. ` į the, United States, or of the post office, or in fees in the 


P : ‘, gousts of the United States, as follows: Of less denomina- 
Mr. WISE then took the floor, and addressed ion than twenty dollars, none after the 3d day of March, 


|; 1837; of less denomination than fifty dollars, none alter the 


when the members were sleepy, tired, and drunk. i 
He said he should speak until ten o’clock, the 'j 
hour of mecting of the House, or until the time p 
of the special order arrived. 

Mr. 


Mr. KENNAN suggested that the ` bilg be | 


‘ reported to the House, and that an adjournment '' 


' would avail himself of it. 


1 


take place until to-morrow. i 
Mr. WISE replied that hé now had it ìn his |; 
ower to have his will, and, so help him God, he :: 
He refused to accede <` 


‘to the suggestion, and he declared he would | 


: proceeded till ten 0’clock; when ' 


Tne amendment was rejected—ayes 32, noes 


not counted. 3 ; : 
Phe Arkansas bili was then laid aside, and the 


speak till the time had expired. Mr. W. then |, 


Mr. CHAMBERS, of Kentucky, raised’ the : 

int of order whether the gentleman could ;, 
[nei roceed, the hour of the meeting of the ., 
House having arrived, and the committee—— 

The CHAIR said there was no difficulty. If : 
a motion was made that the committee rise, the |: 
Chair would put the motion. H 


vt 
i 
it 
i 
i 
i 


Mr. SEVIER moved to amend the motion by i! 
adding, “and report the bills to the House;” 
which was lost. * 

Mr. WISE then called for. the reading of the | 
order to mect at ten o’clock,-a. -miy. together 
with the special order, making the fortification. bill 
the order for Friday, (this day,) at eleven o’clock, 
a. m., and contended that the Committee of the | 
Whole could not supersede or violate a rule of i; 
the House. : ae toe t 

Mr. McKENNAN raised the point of order, 
whether the committee ought not to rise to en- 
able the Speaker to take the chair at ten o’clock; 
and he moved that the committee rise, so that 
the point might be decided in the House. 

The point was discussed by Messrs. BELL, |: 


‘ARTER moved that the committee rise. ‘| March, 


Mr. CHAMBERS then made that motion. if 


|, dd day of March, }838 ; of Jess denomination than. one hun- 


dred dollarg, none after the 3d day of March,.1839; of less 
denomination than five hundred dollars, none after the 3d 
day of March, 1840; of less denomination than’ one thou- 
sand dollars, none after the 3d day of March, 1841; and 


; None of any denomination from and after the 3d day of 


1842. 

Src. 2. Ind be it further enacted, That anv person hold- 
ing an appointment under the laws of the United States, 
and any bank employed to keep public moneys, which per- 
son or bank shall neglect, evade, or attempt to elude, the 
provisions of this act, shall be guilty of an offense. against 
the laws; and the person so offending shall be liable to be 
dismissed from the service, and the bank so offending shall, 
on satisfactory information, be discontinued as a depository 
of public moneys. . < ere ee 


NEW POST ROUTE. 
` Mr. GRUNDY submitted the following reso- 
lution; which was considered and agreed to: ;, 


Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads be instructed to inquire inta the expediency of 


: establishing a post route from Clarksville, in Tennessee, to 


Cadiz, in Kentucky; also, from Humphrey’s Coyrt- Mouse 
to the seat of justice in Benton county, in Tennessee. ! 


RECRUITS FOR THE ARMY., 


On motion of Mrs BENTON, the bill to in- 
crease the military peace establishment of the 
United States was taken up; and after some 
remarks from Mr. B., Cadi de® 
‘Mr. NICHOLAS moved to recommit the ‘bill 
ta the Committee on Military Affairs, with ip- -~ 
structions to report a bill to so increase the Army 
that it shall contain ee 1 oe haart 
e military peace establishment of 1815." ` 
ease one remarks. from.. srs. BENTON, 
PRESTON, and PORTER, ee 
i Mr. CALHOUN called for adivision of the 
question, so as to take it first on the reconjull- 
ment without the instructions; and the question 
being thus taken, the recommitmem wasord 
After some further remarks from Messrs. BU- 
CHANAN, PRESTON, ROBINSON, CAL- 


bM 


HOU? 


YEAS—Messrs. Benton, Black, Buchanan, Cuthbert, 
Gmndy, King ot Alubama, King of Georgia, Linn, Morris, 
Nicholas, Porter, Ruggies, Tallmadge, Tipton, Walker, 
Walt, White, and Wright—!8. i 

NAYS —~Messrs. Brown, Calhoun, Clay, Crittenden, Da- 
vis, Ewing of Obie, Goldsborough, Hendricks, Hubbard, 
Kent, Knight. Leigh, Mangum. Moore, Naudain, Prentiss, 
Preston, Rives, Robbins, Robinson, Shepley, Southard, 
Swin, Tomlinson, and Webster—2o. 


VETO MESSAGE. 


A message was received from the President of 
the United States, by Mr. Donexson, his Private 
Secretary, containing his objections to the bill es- 
tablishing the days of meeung and adjournment 
of Congress; which was read as follows: 


To the Senate of the United States : 

The act of Congress “to appoint a day for the annual 
meeting of Congress, which originated in the Senate, has 
not received my signature. ‘Tre power of Congress tu fix, 
by taw, a day for the regular annual meetiag of Congress, is 
undoubted; but the concluding part ot this act, whichis in- 
tended to fix the adjournment of every succeeding Congress 
to the second Monday ia May, atter the commencement of 
tbe first session, docs not appear to mao to be in accordance 
with the provisions of the Cunstitation of the United States. 

The Constitution provides— iat article, 5th section— 

“That neither House, during the session of Congress, 
shall, without the consent.of the other, adjoura for more 
than three days, nor to any other place than that in which 
the two Houses shall be sitting.” 

Ist article, 6th section— 

“ That every order, resolution, or vote, to which the con- 
currence of the Senate and House of Representatives may 
be necessary, (except onthe question of adjournment,) shail 
be presented to the President of the United States, and be- 
fore the same shall take effect, shall be approved of by 
him,” ke. 

i articl:, Id section— 

“That he (the President) may, on extraordinary occa- 
sions, convene both Houses of Congress, or either of them; 
and. m case of disagreement between them, with respect to 
the ume of adjoura ment, he may adjourn them to such times 
as he thinks propér,” &c. 

According to these provisions, the day of the adjourn- 
Ment of Cougress is not the suplest of legislative enactment. 
Except inthe event ofdisagrečinent between the Senate and 

‘House of Representatives, the President bas noright to med- 
die with the question, and in that event his power is exclu- 
sive, but configed to fixing the adjournmens of the Congress 
whose branches have disagreed. The question of adjourn- 
ment is obviously to be decided by each Congress toriiself, 

` by the separate action of each House for the time being, 
und is one of those subjects upon which the framers of that | 
instrument did not intend one Congress should act, with or 
Without the Executive aid, for its successors. As a substi- 

` tute for the present rule, which requires the two Houses by 
consent to fix the day of adjournment, and, in the event of 
disagreement, the President to decide, it is proposed to fix 


Mr. LEIGH offered an amendment, the effect 
of which is, toallow to, those banks which have 
not now a sufficient amount of apecie to comply 
with the conditions required by the bill, time to 
enable them to do so. 

After a desultory discussion, applying as well 
to the amendment as to other details of the bill, 
in which Messrs. LEIGH, WRIGHT, WEB- 
STER, EWING of Ohio, BUCHANAN, MOR-. 
RIS, and CALHOUN taok part, ! 

The Senate adjourned. 


IN SENATE, 
SaTuRDaY, June 11, 1836. 7.8 


Mr. LINN presented several petitions signed 
by a large number of the inhabitants residing on 
or around the towns of Franklin, Avon Rock, 
Fulton, and Rocheport, in the State of Missouri, 
stating that from the violence of the current, and 
ever-shifting sand-banks of the Missouri river, 
as well as from the obstructions to the navigation 
often presented by icc, and always by forests of 
snags, planters, &c., in the bed of the river, they 
have ceased to consider it a safe and certain road 
on which to transport their productions: they 
therefore pray that a donation of alternate sections 
of the public lands be granted them for the pur- 

, pose of aiding them in the construction of a rail- 
road from the city of St. Louis to the town of 
Independence, in Jackson county. The petitions 
were laid on the table. 

Mr. EWING, of Ohio, presented two petitions | 
from sandy citizens of Ohio on the subject of a 
change in the location of the'Cumberland road; 
which was referred to the Committee on Roads | 
and Canals. 

Mt. MéKEAN presented the petition of Jacob | 
Peters and others, mail contractors; which was | 

i referred to the Committee on the Post Office and | 
Post Roads. 

Mr. PRENTISS presented a petitionof sundry | 
‘ citizens of Barnett, Caledonia county, Vermont, | 

the day by law, ta be binding in all future time, unless ;/ prayıng for the Beaton of slavery in the Distriet 

changed by consent of both Houses of Congress, and to || Of Columbia; which was laid on the table. 

take away the contingent power of the Executive, which, || Mr. BLACK presented the proceedings of a 


in anticipated cases of disagreement, is vested in him. | meeting of sundry citizens of Claiborne county, | 

This substitute is to apply, not to the present Congress and | 

Executive, but to our successors. Considering, therefore, | : : 

that this subject exclusively belongs to the two Houses of j| gress to recognize the independence of Texas; 

Congress, whose day of adjournment is to be fixed, and || and 

that cach has at that time the right to maintain and insist | 
| 


| 
| 


‘upon its own opinion, and to require the President to decide ject: i 
in the event of disagreement with the other, I am con- on the same subject; all of which were referred 


strained to deny my sanction to the act herewith respect- '| tO the Committee on Foreign Relations. . 
fully retuned tothe Senate. Ido so with ereaterreluctance, | Mr. HUBBARD presented the petition of | 
Sea nana irom this constitutional aiMealty, the other pro- . William Hall, praying for a pension; which was ' 
EONS OPAL MO NOt appear to me ANDREW JACKSON : referred to the Committee on Pensions. 
it NEW POST ROUTES. 

Mr. HUBBARD submitted the following reso- 
i lution; which was considered and agreed to: 

| Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Office and | 
‘| Post Roads bg instructed to inquire into the ex edicncy of , 
|, establishing a post route from Milwaukie, on the west side | 


of Lake Michigan, to Cassville, on the Mississippi river, by 
way of the north end of the four Jakes: and another from | 


WASHINGTON, Jnne 9, 1836. 


On motion of Mr. BUCHANAN, the further | 
consideration of the subject was postponed to 
‘Wednesday next, and the message was ordered 
to be printed. 

PUBLIC DEPOSITS. 


On motion of Mr. CALHOUN, the bill to |! 
regulate th: deposits of the public moneys was 
taken up; when i i 

Mr. WRIGHT submitted the following amend- 
‘ments; which were agreed to: 

Section one, line ten, after the word “ disbursed,” in- 
sert 


é And in those States, Territories, or districts in which . f : deen 
there are no banks, or'in which no bank can be em ployed Mr. LINN submitted the following resolution; 


as a deposit bank, and within which the public collections 1 which was considered and agreed to: 

‘or disbursements require a depository, the Secretary may |! Pesotced, That the President of the United States be re- 
make arr il leon with a bank haf banks, in some other || guested to send to the Senate all the information in his pos- 
State, district, or Territory, to establish an agency or agen- | session respecting the depredations of the Mexicans on the 


du Lac, to the city of Winnebago, at the northeast end of i 
: Lake Winnebago, to intersect the route from Green Bay to | 
; Prairie du Chien: also a route from the outlet of Lake | 
|; Kashkenong, by way of De Muner’s, on’ Sugar river, to : 
i Wioata. t 


| 
| 
i 
| 
1 
t 
i 
i 


MEXICAN DEPREDATIONS. 


cies in the State, district, or Territory, so destitute of banks, i 
-sad tó receive through them the deposit of the public | ProPesty of Messrs. Chouteau and De Mun. 
REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES, 


moneys, and to make disbursements at: those points; the | 
On motion of Mr. EWING, of Ohio, the Com- 


duties aad liabitities of every bank establishing suchagency i 

to be the same as the liabilities of other deposit banks |; | J , 

“under this retirees ten, after the word “ that,” strike out : mittee on Public Lands was discharged from the 
“there shal! not be deposited in any bank at any one time,” || further consideration of the resolutions directin 
and insert “ the Secretary of the ‘Treaeury shall not suffer | FAROE e ° eae E 

.te remain in any depoait bank :” line thirteen, after the i 2? te of | ne the oeny of ranting to the 
word “in,” insert “ fora longer time than may be sec if State o oulsiana Dve undred thougand acres 
‘to enable him to make the transfers required by the twelfth -| of land; and an inquiry into the expediency of ! 


T 


| the bill from the House 


Mississippi, containing resolutions asking Con- |, 


Mr. WALKER presented additional papers i! 


‘| paper. 


| the north end of the four lakes, by way of the town of Fond l 
| 


surrendering to the State of Mi 
in Capé Girardeau, Scott, 
counties, 


sdotiri certain lands 
Stoddard, and Wayne 


reading. : SDE 
Mr. SOUTHARD, from the Committee on the 
_ District of Columbia, reported a bill to provide 
for a time-piece for the use of the Capitol; which 
, Was read, and ordered to a second reading. 
Mr. SHEPLEY, from the Committee on 
Revolutionary Claims, reported unfavorably on 
or the relief of Moses 
Allen. te 
POSTPONEMENT. 


On motion of Mr. EWING, of Ohio; the-dill 
to change the mode of conducting the salen of 
the public lands was taken up, and made the order 
of the day for Tuesday next. 


BILLS ORDERED TO A THIRD READING. 


The following billsiweére severally read the 
second time, and considered as in Committee of 
the Whole, and ordered to a third' reading: 

The bill to repeal the fourteenth section of the 
act to incorporate the subscribers to. the: Bank o 
the United States; . : ‘ : 

The bill in addition to the det to provide for 
sick and disabled seamen; and . = i 

- Hall. 


The bill for the relief of Henry: H 
BILLS PASSED. 


The following bills were severally read the third 
time and passed: i ash 
A bill for the relief of Isaac Menns-and others, 
: late owners of tl. schooner Elizabeth; 
| _ The bill supplementary to tho act to establish 
| the northern boundary kine of Ohio, and to pro- 
i M for the admission of Michigan into the 
; Union; é : of ree 
| The bill for the relief of Seaborn Jones and 
v Joel Crawford; and ; 
The bill for the relief of Daniel Steenrod. 


EXECUTIVE SESSION. 


On motion of Mr. BENTON, the Senate pro- 
| ceeded to the consideration of executive business; 
: after which it adjourned. 


| HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
| Sarunpay, June 11, 1836. ' 
| During the reading of the Journal ‘this morn- 


‘ling, the Houge-was thrown into some ‘confusion 


' by a disturbance between one of the regular te- 
| porters for one of the city’ papers; and another 
, who usually reports in the Senate for ia distant 
The former was taken into’ custody in- 
| stanter by the order of the Speaker, and the other 
was also subsequently ordered into custody, 7 
te 


i the adoption of the fotlowing: order, submit 
by Mr. Wiruiams, of North Carolina: 
Ordered, That both persons te taken. into custody, to 
f await the ofder of the House in the premises: 
Mr. GILLET said he rose to state the faetsin 
| this matter as faras he saw them. Some’ part 
of what passed, which he had observed, had 
not been mentioned by‘any member who had 
addressed the House. “He happened to be look- 
ing toward that part of the House at the time of 
the occurrence. When he first saw the parties, the 
individual now at the desk was sitting in his chair 
with his pen in his hand, and the person who is 
now out of the House was standing in front of 
the desk, and appeared to be holding a conversd- 
tion with him. The latter individual threw his 
hat at the person at the desk, and it swept along 
on the desk, and, he thought, hit him. The absent 
individual then sprung up the steps leading to 


the desk, raised his cane, and struck two or three 
times at the person now in the desk. -This the 
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latter person did not resist, but raised his hands 
over his head to fend off the blows. This is what 
passed under Mr. G. `s own observation, in whieh 


the though he could not be mistaken in the mate- e ! 
, an rssault, committed within the Hall of the House of 


rial facts, : 


Having seen, as he believed, the whole of what 


passed at the time, he could not vote to take the 
person at the desk into custody as having com- 
mitted any offense on the present occasion against 
the order and dignity of the House. He knew 
not what passed in the conversation alluded to 
between these individuals, and he did not know 
but in it the person at the desk had, in language, 
insulted the other; but of that we have no evi- 
dence. This House, he thought, could only act 
onevidence. He did not even know the names 
of these individuals, nor for what paper the per- 
son now at the desk reports, or whether he was 
a reporter at all. He knew nothing of him in any 
respeet whatever, 


worst man living. He could only act on what 


he saw. The person who had been taken into ` 


custody had occupied a chair at the desk during 


except the striking on the present occasion. In 
voting, he should act solely on what he saw him- 
self, unless he had additional evidence, and not 
on the merits of the controversy between these 
persona, nor on their merits as individuals in so- 
ciety. This House certainly has no right to in- 

uire into the personal difficulties of these parties. 
Whether the one or the other of them is most to 
blame is nothing to the House, nor can they in- 
quire into the general good or bad character of 
either. These matters do not articularly con- 
cern us as a legislative body. Ån that we have 
to look to and act upon is, the breach ef order and 
decorum in the House, whereby our proceedings 
have been disturbed. Our jurisdiction extends 
only to cases which disturb the business and 
order of the House, and not to difficulties between 
individuals, or matters touching their characters 
and conduct on other occasions. Offenses not 
committed here must be left for the ordinary tri- 
banals of the country. He could not vote for 
taking a person into custody, as an offender 
against the order of the House, until he had evi- 
dence that he had really committed an offense 
which should authorize it. 

The reading of the Journal was then proceeded 
with, and a motion made by Mr. ADAMS to 
amend the Journal, by correcting it as to the 
excuse made by Mr. Hawes, at the last sitting, 
for his temporary absence from the House, was 
discussed at some length by Messrs. ADAMS, 
BOON, MASON of Virginia, WHITTLESEY 
of Ohio, WILLIAMS of North Carolina, MER- 
CER, and SPEIGHT. 

Mr. ADAMS asked for the 
which were ordered. 


yeas and nays; | 


|| Mr. JUDSON then, on leave, offered the fol- 


He might be the best or the | 


lowing resolution: 


_ Resolved, That a select cammittee be appointed to con- 
sist of — members, whose duty it shall be to inquire into 


Representatives this morning. while the House were in ses- 
sion, for and on account of which two persons are now in 
custody of the Sergeant-at-Arms; and said committee are 
to make their re 


of witnesses. 


Mr. BRIGGS moved to insert the word 
* forthwith; 
a modification. 


After some conversation between Messrs. |: 


MANN of New York, ADAMS, and BELL, 
Mr. BELL moved the following two resolu- 
tions as a substitute: 


Resolved, That the two reporters, Henry G. Wheeler and 
Robert Codd, who are now in the custody of the Sergeant- 
i at-Arms upon a charge of disorderly conduct in the pres- 


conduct in their presence. 

Mr. VANDERPOEL said he had of course 
‘had but a moment’s time to reflect upon the sub- 
ject now before the House, but he must confess 


eace of the Honse, be delivered over to the civil authorities ; 
'! to be deate with accarding to law. i 
‘| Resolved, That, in adopting the preceding resolution, | 
; the House are not influenced by an opmion of any defi- 
€ c |; ciency of authority in the House to punish for disorderly 
the whole session, he believed, and he knew noth- | 


ing of him but what was gentlemanly and proper, | 


t rt to this House, and said committee be |: 
instructed to administer oaths, and to cause the attendance | 


which Mr. JUDSON accepted as |: and less to ours. 


custody? Did he mean that individials, not 
members, might raise quarrels out of doors, and 
one or more of them rus into this Hall for ipro- 
tection, and we nat have the power to take them 
—lay hold on them? This (he said) was impris- 


: Onment, not power to pitch them out of doors— 


' exercised the 


not the right given to take them, and send them 
to a justice of the peace. 

If these were the privileges of the people, they 
> 1e privilege of sendingus to this House 
little to their credit or advantage to themselves, 

He would have voted for the proposition of the 
gentleman from Tennessee, [Mr: BeELL,] and was 
Sorry it was withdrawn. He wished to get clear 
ose disturbers of the peace as quickly as pos- 
able. Vy ee A i 

He had no doubt the law would:settlethe thing 
very well. We had something else to do than to 
try such offenders. He had nothing against 
either of them. They had disturbed us a little, 
and he would be glad to have no more trouble 
with them, or about them. 

Mr, HEISTER then moved the pretidusques- 


‘tion, which waa seconded—ayed 94, noss not 


that the proposition of the honorable gentleman 7 


from Tennessee, to turn these transgressors over 


if now called upon to vote he would vote for it. 


_ And he would do so the more readily, because |: 
re sec ' Mr. Mann, of New York; 
disclaimer of power on our part to punish for |: 


the second resolution guarded amply against any 
,contempts, The amendment admitted that we 
‘had the power to punish fora breach of the privi- 
` lege of this House; but because we had power to 
,doathing it did not follow that it was always 
_wise to doit. He thought we would much better 


_Subserve the interests of our constituents by | readin 


attending to the various public bills before us, 
instead of entering upon ike trial of thesẹ men. 
_ We were now in the seventh month of our sessian, 
and many, if not most, of the importapt. bills 
reported to the House were not finally acted upon. 
There was the fortification bill, the land bill, and 
the bill to regulate the deposits in the local banks; 
„all of which were yet undisposed of; and he 
thought the interests of the nation would be better 
|; promoted by attention to these important subjects 
| than by trying these pugilistie gentlemen. From 
the time that had already been consumed this 
morning upon the question, whether both men 
should be arrested, and from the knowledge we 


i fairly conclude that this subject, if a select com- 
mittee were appointed, would occupy at least a 
week of the precious time of this House. The 


| of gentlemen would conflict as to the culpability 


Mr. MANN, of New York, moved to lay the: 
motion on the table, i i 
Mr. SPEIGHT suggested to the gentleman ' 
from New York to withdraw that motion. i 
Mr. MERCER. raised the point of order, if | 
such a motion could be made. | 
Mr. MANN accordingly withdrew the mation, | 


and : 

Mr. SPEIGHT moved the previous questian; 
‘which was seconded by the House, and the main 
question ordered. 

Several members were excused from voting, 
on the ground that they were notin the House 
when the occurrence referred to in the entry on 
the Journal took place. 

The question was then taken, and decided in 
the negative—yeas 32, nays 133. 

An amendment was then made to the Journal 
by general consent, on motion of Mr. MERCER. 

Mr. ADAMS rose and called the attention of 
the House to the circumstance of the two indi- 


|, of the one or the other; and upon the question of 


i peil there could not faii to be a protracted debate; 
but when we came to the question, what punish- 
| ment we would inflict, there would be still greater 


l diversity of opinion, and much greater disposition 


: to debate. In view of thisinevitable consumption 


| of the precious time of this House, if a select 


committee were appdinted, he would vote for the 
; amendment of the gentleman from Tennessee. 
| __ After some further remarks from Messrs. 
| BELL, LANE, JUDSON, MANN of New 
; York, MILLER, SPEIGHT, ALLAN of Ken- 
tucky, and CRAIG, oe. 
Mr. BELL withdrew his resolution; and `.. 
| Mr. ADAMS inquired by what law or author- 
| ity it was that these individuals were now in cas- 
tody? a E . 
M. r. BOULDIN rose to ask what the gentleman 
from Massachusetts [Mr. Apams] meant? Did 
he suppose that the privileges of the people of 
this country were so great that their own servan ts 
and representatives could not go on with their 


viduals then in custody of the Sergeant-at-Arms 
for creating a disturbance in the precincts of the 
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business, but that their own members, or even 
reporters, might go on fighting in their presence, 
and they have no right to take the offenders into 


| all had of the disposition here to talk, we could || 


: committee would report the evidence; the views |: 


counted; and the main question being. ordered, 
was put and agreed to, without a count; 
So the resolution was agreed to, and the com- 


ent € t ; mittee was ordered to cansist of five members. 
to the civil authority, struck him favorably; and ` 


The following gentlemen composed the select 
committee: Mr. Jupsony, of Connecticut; Mr. 
Mason, of Virginia; Mr. Berr, of Tennessee; 

and Mr, WituiaMs, of 
North Carolina. hoe 
PENSION BILLS. 


The hour from eleven to twelve of this day 


, having been specially set apart for the consider- 
| ation of pension bills, and that hour having 


elapsed from the length of time occupied in 
gand amending the Journal, 

Mr. WARDWDLL moved to’ sct apart: the 
residue of this day for that purpose; which was 
agreed to. i arity 

The House then went into the Committee of 
the Whole, (Mr. €pxayo in the chair,) and first 
took up the following bill: i 

A bill extending the provisions of the act, en- 
titled “ Ari act supplenientary to the act for the 
relief of certain surviving officers and soldiers of 
the Revolution.” > ` oe 

Mr. ALLAN, of Kentucky, moved to amend 


' the bill byextending its provisiotis to all those who 
' were engaged in the Indian wars from 1781 to 


; bill. 


| the following bills: 


1795. 

After somé remarks from Messrs. ALLAN, 
WARDWELL, McKENNAN, and McKAY, 
the amendment was agrecd to. K 

Mr. MANN, of New York, moyed to amend 
the bill by striking out ‘‘ three,” and inserting 


| * six” months as the term of service entitling án 


individual toa pension under the provisions of the 
The amendment was: discussed by Messrs. 
MANN of New York, PEARCE of Rhode 
Island, LANE, BOON, and: WARDWELL, and 
then disagreed to. Os tau te 
Mr. UNDERWOOD méved së to amend the 
bill as to providd pensions for the widows of those 
engaged in the fndjan wéfs; which, after some 
remarks from ‘that gentleman, was agreed to. 
‘Mr, WARDWEEL moved to include “ minute 


-men;?? which, after debate between Messrs. AN- 


THONY, WARDWELL, RENCHER, VAN- 

DERPOEL, and HAMER, was disagreed to. 

7 PRIVATE, BILS; 9 e 
The committee then took up mé. considered 


1. A bill for the relief of James ‘Mullings; 

3. A bill for the relief of Stephen Talmadge ; 
3. A bill for the relief of John Collins; . 

‘A bill for the relief of Francis F. St.. Cyr 
A bill for the relief of Luke Voorhges;- 

A bill for the relief of Peter Ly. Allon. 

A 


4. 
5. 
6. Ail 
7. A bill for the relief of Ebenezer Hig¢kax; 


-< 


8. A bill for the relief of John Logan; 

9. A bill for the relief of Benjamin Price; 
10. A bill for the relief af William Kollar; 
TH. A bit for the relief of John Conlin: 

12. A bill for the relief of James J. Cottin; 

13. A bill for the relief of Thaddeus Potter, 
M4 
15 


16 


rn 
ay nore 


. A bill for the relief of Coleman A. Collier; 
. A bill for the relief of John Casey; 

17. Abill for the relief of William Foxworthy; 

18. A bill for the relief of Ellen Ahurn 
Schmuck; 

19. A bill for the relief of William C. Beard; 

20. A bill for the relief of Ephraim F. Gilbert; 

21. A bill for the relief of Noah Miller; 

22. A bill for the relief of Alpheus Hutchins; 

23. A bill for the relief of Godfrey Vaught; 

24. A bill for the relief of John P. Becker; 

25. A bill for the relief of John Lent; 

26. A bill for the relief of William Davis; 

27. A bill for the relief of William Faris; 

28. A bill for the relief of Patrick McEwen; 

29. A bill for the relief of Peggy Able, Sally 
Rolls, and Elijah Green; 

30. A bill for the relief of Charles Blake; 

31. A bill for the relief of Robert Lucas; 

32. A bill for the relief of Josiah Westlake; 

33. A bill for the relief of Walter Dyer; 

34. A bill for the relief of Jeremiah Gold- 
smith; 

35. A bill for the reiief of Joseph Tuttle; 

36. A bill for the relief of Mathias Travers; 

37. A bill for the relief of Joseph Danforth; 

38. A bill for the relief of Jacob Wallace; 

39. A bill for the relief of Jonathan Dow; 

40. A bill for the relief of James Scott, Derick 
Severson, and Lot Leonard; 


41. A bill for the relief of Frederick Wilhied; - 


42. A bill for the relief of John Boone; 

43. A bill for the relief of John Herrick; 

44. A bill for the relief of Ann Evans; 

45. A bill for the relief of James McFarland; 

46. A bill for the relief of Josiah Strong; 

47. A bill for the relief of Ebenezer Dewey; 

48. A bill for the relief of Benjamin Parkhurst 
and Daniel Havens; / i 

49. A bill for the relief of Jonas Comins; 

50. A bill for the relief of Isaac Ruland; 

51. A bill for the relief of Jacob Daniels; 

52. A bill for the relief of Daniel Trabue; 

53. A bill for the relief of Benjamin Coit; 

54, A bill for the relief of Robert Smith; 

55. A bill for the relief of John Dow; 

56. A bill for the relief of Andrew Gray; 

57. A bill for the relief of George. Fields; 

58. A bill for the relief of Samuct M. Asbury; 

59. A bill for the relief of William Jenkenson; 

60. A bill for the relief of John Miles; _ 

61. A bill for the relief of Hannah H 
widow of Ezekiel Hazard; ; 

62. A bill for the relief of Josiah Curtis; 

63. A bill for the relief of Findley Kelloch; 

64. A bill for the relief of William Pattie; 

65. A bill for the relief of John Scotts; 

66. A bill for the relief of Travis Fritters; 


67. A bill in addition to, and amendment of, | 
an act entitled ** An act to provide for certain per- `: NIN, í 
| Fesolution directing the Speaker to issue his war- | 


sons engaged in the naval service of the United 
States, in the revolutionary war.” 
68. A bill for the relief of Balaam Bowers; 


69. A bill for the relief of Singleton Ketcham; | 


70. A bill for the relief of Elizabeth Swain; 
71. A bill for the relief of Gaines Hichcock; 
73. A bill for the relief of Jonathan Elkins; 
74. A bill for the relief of Robert Rawlins; 
75. A bill for the relief of Micajah Ricketts; 
76. A bill for the relief of Barton Hooper; 
77. A bill for the relief of Henry Maggart; 
78. A bill for the relief of Stephen Bohannan; 
79. A bill for the relief of William, Warden; 


. A bill for the relief of George White; 

. A bill for the relief of Alexander Gibson; 
. A bill for the relief of Thomas Harrison; 
. A bill for the relief of Orris Gray; 

. A bill for the relief of Jacob Slough; 


86. A bill for the relief of Daniel Stoddart; 
87. A bill for the relief of the widow and chil- 
dren of Richard Anderson; 


83. A bill for the relief of: Samuel Gibbs; - 
89. A bill-for the relief of Samuel White; 
9). A bill for the relief of John Powell; 


1 
is 


. A bill for the relief of Margaret Reynolds; H 


azard, ‘i 


. A bill for the relief of George MeFudden; |: 


1 


93. A bill for the relief of Daniel Cobb; 

94. A bill for the relief of Solomon Ketcham; 

95. A bill to revive and continue in force an act 
entitled “An act to provide for persons who were 
disabled by known wounds received in the revo- 
lutionary war;”’ 

96. A bill for the relief of Jonathan Flint; 

97. A bill for the relief of Daniel Granger; 

98. A bill for the relief of Mary Lampkin; 

99. A bill for the relief of Elizabeth Robinson, 
daughter of Lieutenant Wilde; 

100, A bill for the relief of Leslie Combs; 

101. A bill for the relief of Robert McBride; 

102. A bill for the relief of John Clark, Jehiel 
Soulé, Samuel B. Hugo, and Isaac Eckright; 

103. A bill for the rehef of Alexander Estep; 
, A bill for the relicf of Cary Clark; 
. A bill for the relief of John A. Rogers; 


106. A bill for the relief of Ransom Mix and 
John McCloud. 

On motion of Mr. WARDWELL, the com- 
mittee struck out the enacting clause from the 
bill for the relief of Samuel White, (No. 89 in 
the above list,) when, on motion of Mr. W. the 
committee rose and reported. 

Some of the above bills were laid aside by the 
House for further consideration; and such as 
were not amended, were ordered to be engrossed 
for a third reading. 

Mr. CUSHMAN moved that they be read the 
third time on Mondav. 

Mr. WARDWELL moved that they be read 
now. 

The first motion was put, and agreed to. 

The House then proceeded to the consideration 
of the Senate bill for the relief of Leslie Combs, 
and after some remarks from Messrs. PARKER, 
ALLAN of Kentucky, UNDERWOOD, and 
i HAWES, the bill was ordered toa third reading. 

The bill for the relief of Jean Baptiste Janis, 
` was then taken up; and after some remarks from 

Messrs. WARDWELL, STORER, 
; NOLDS of Illinois, and ASHLEY, the bill was 
` ordered to a third reading. 

The bill granting a pension to Ellen Ahur 
© Schmuck, was then taken up: and after some 
‘debate by Messrs. PARKER, EVANS, WHIT- 
ii TLESEY of Ohio, TAYLOR, and HAWES, 


1 
i1 


REY- | 


į! the latter gentleman asked for the yeas and nays | 


i on the engrossment of the bill, but the House 
i! refused to order them; and the bill was passed to 
|| a third reading by a vote of 75 to 47. 

l THE CONTEMPT OF THE HOUSE. 

[i 
i 
' matter of the assault between two individuals in 
: the House of Representatives that morning, made 


‘a report in part thereon, that Robert Codd had 
: done no act calling for either censure or punish- | 


‘'ment, and that he be discharged; which was 


i agreed to. 
Mr. MANN, of New York, then submitted a 


i rant to the Sergeant-at-Arms to detain the other 
i: individual; which was agreed to. 


MEMORIALS, RESOLUTIONS, ETC. 


I 
| Mr. CARTER and Mr. WISE, on leave, pre- 
|, sented some memorials. 
|| On motion of Mr. CARTER, it was 

Resolved, That the Committee on Invalid Pensions be 
instructed to inquire into the expediency of placing John 
; Manning, an invalid soldier of the late war, upon the pen- 
| sion roll. : i 

On motion of Mr. ROBERTSON, it was. ` 

Resolved, That the Committee on Revolutionary Claims 
į be instructed to inquire into the propriety of making com- 
i pensation to the heirs or representatives of William B. 
i Winston for his services during the war of the Revolution. 


On motion of Mr. ROBERTSON, the House 
then, at six o’clock, p. m., adjourned: 


i 
t 


| 


i 
i 
i 
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IN SENATE. 
| Mowpay, June 13, 1836. 


Mr. HUBBARD presented the credentials o 
the Hon. Jonn Pace, ap 


f E, 
inted a Senator from |} 


| the State of New Hampshire to fill the vacancy | 


oF y : Bo O 
a at Zen aa D l 3, 


| occasioned by the resignation of the Hon. Isaac 
! Hirt. The eredentials having been read, the 
usual oath to support the Constitution was ad 
: ministered to Mr. Pace by the Vice President 
and he took his seat in the Senate. ¢ 


INDEPENDENCE OF TEXAS. 


Mr. CLAY presented the memorial of sundry 
citizens of Shelby county, Kentucky, praying 
Congressto recognize the independence of Texas. 
This petition was signed (Mr. C. said) by a 
large number of individuals, many of whom were 
personally known to him to be among the most 
respectable citizens of that respectable county, 
and was entitled to the most favorable notice of 
‘the Senate. As the subject, however, was be- 
fore a committee, he would make no other mo- 
| tion than to refer this petition in the same man- 
i ner as the others had been. 
| The petition was accordingly referred. 
Mr. NILES presented certain resolutions of 
| the Legislature of the State of Connecticut on 
' the same subject. 
© Mr. N. said he had received, and proposed to 
i present to the Senate, certain resolutions of the 
Legislature of Connecticut regarding the inde- 
pendence of the province of Texas. In the dis- 
‘'eussions which, on several oecasions, had taken 
place during the session, upon this interesting 
‘question, he had not participated, nor would he 
now submit but afew remarks on the subject. 
The resolutions he had to offer were of very dif- 
i ferent character, and he thought entitled to much 
| more respect than those which had been received 
| from other quarters, which had come from pop- 
ular meetings, or memorials of individuals, and 
from places where there was some reason to sus- 
pect that private interests, connected with land 
i speculations in that country, may have had some 
agency in the proceedings. These resolutions 
' did not come from individuals, or any combina- 
‘tion of citizens; they were from one of the sov- 
' ereign States of this Union, and he felt bound to 
ii ask for them the respectful consideration of the 
Senate. It was also worthy of remark, that the 
first State which should raise its voice in favor of 
the independence of Texas should be one ina 
remote part of the Union, where no interested 
motives would be supposed to operate, from 
whence there had been no emigrants to’ that 
country, and where no sympathies can exist 
springing from that source. — se 
It 1s also worthy of special observation, that 
the first State which has, through its Legislature, 
urged the recognition of the independence of 
Texas, is in an opposite section of the Union, 
and which from its position might be supposed 


|| to feel some apprehension or jealousy of an ex- 
Mr. JUDSON, from the select committee ap- || 
ointed to take into consideration the subjeet- | 


tension of the territories of the Republic on its 
southern border. This is a strong tact, going to 
|| prove that, notwithstanding all that is said about 
ocal interests, and the jealousy in one section of 
ij Union of the increasing power and importance 
of opposite sections of the Republic, there is, in 
j; reality, but little foundation for such opinions 
| among the people or their immediate representa- 
tives. ; A 
In the statements contained in these resolu- 
i| tions, so far as relates to the contest now going 
on in Texas, he presumed there would probably 
be little diversity of opinion. ‘All must execrate 
| the barbarous and savage warfare which has been 
carried on by the Mexicang, disgraceful to a peo- 
ple making any claims to civilization; all must 
sympathize with the inhabitants of Texas in 
i this war of extermination which has been waged 
against them; and all must admire their courage, 
perseverance, and daring achievements. 
But the conclusion, as stated in the preamble 
to these resolutions, that the events which have 
transpired are sufficient evidence of the ability of 
i the ‘Texans to maintain their independence, and 
' that it has become the duty of this Government 
j to recognize it, may not be so readily assented 
ito. The existing power of Mexico, which is,in 
a great degree, concentrated in one man, may be 
| regarded as overthrown and prostrated, as that 
; man is now a prisoner, and his forces broken and 
routed. The power of the present, perhaps he 
ought to say Iate, ruler of Mexico, is probably at 
an end. But is that decisive of the fate of Texas? 
He hoped it might prove so, but it was evident 
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? 
this must depend on the course pursued by the | 
Mexican naton, Will they give up the contest, | 
and cousent to the separation of the province of | 
Texas, or wil chey continue the warand attempt ' 
ty maintain Crew dominion over it? We must 
look beyond the presentaspec: of affairs, into the 
real condition and resourers of the parties. If 
the Mexican naton determine to prolong this 
war, are the people of Lexas capable of sustain- 
ing themselves through a protracted struggle? 
That they hve an aruy sugicicntly numerous 
and brave might be admitted: but has the coun- 
try sufficient population and resources to sustain 
a war of any considerable curation? There werc, 
he believed, but about sixty thousand souls in 
Texas proper, and only one bundred and fifty 
thousand in the whole territory, inciuding the 
State or Province of Cohihw. He thought it 
premature to act on this question at this time; 
and some delay waa necessary for the developing 
events and the condition of that country to be- 
come more settled. Bat, however sma!l may be 
the population of that country, and however fee- 
ble, compared with the great Powers of the earth, 
yetifthey should make up in valor what they 
Want in numbers —if they become in fact free, and 
the dominion of Mexico is overthrown—if they 
shall, in fact,existas an independent community, 
exercising the powers of Government, he did not 
see how we could refuse to recognize their exist- 
ence as an independent and sovereign State. Can 
we withhold from a brave people upon our bor- 
ders, struggling for their rights, that common 
justice which we have extended to others? Can 
we deny to the inhabitants of Texas, most of 
whom are emigrants from the United States, and 
have carried with them not only our own lan- 
guage, butal! the clements of our free institutions, 
that measure of justice which we have accorded 
to all others? 

He was not willing to sanction such injustice 
from any arrow views of policy. He was aware 
that there were, connected with the independence 
of Texas, ulterior questions of the most momen- 
tous character; questions which might shake this 
Union to its center. But he did not think they | 
could be avowed; we had to meet them, and |: 
he should be prepared to do it whenever the proper 
time arrived. Some of these questions were of a ` 
very delicate nature, connected with the balance | 
of political power as regarded a particular interest, | 


which he would not now particularly allude to. | 


. When these questions came upon us, however ; 
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they desired that justice should be done to a brave 
people, heroically struggling for liberty and in- 
dependence. He highly approved their patriotic 
motives and at the proper nme he should be pre- 


pared to farther the object they have in view; but . 
they bave wisely left the wiceran as to time, to. 


Congress, He could not think the period for ac- 
tion en our part had yet arrived. This was a 
case in which this Government should act with 
caution. In ordinary cases of this kind the ques- 
tion was only one of fact, and was but little calen- 


lated to compromit the interests or honor of the ` 
United States. But the question. in regard to, 


Texas was very different, and vastly more im- 
portant. That is a country on our own borders. 
and its inhabitants, most of them, emigrants from 
the United States; and most of the brave men con- 
stituting its army, who are so heroically fighting 
to redeem the province, are citizens of the United 


' States, who have engaged in this bold enterprise 


as volunteers. Were this Government to be pre- 


_cipitate in acknowledging the independence of 


_ zens? 


` tional faith might be sull stronger. 


they might embarrass and distract our councils, :' 


he did notdoubt that the Republic would be safely 
carried through them. He had full confidence 
in the intelligence, justice, moderation, and good 
sense of the people, to-carry the Republic safely 
through every difficulty. Clouds might hang 
over us, and thick clouds gather around us; yet, | 
as had been the case iu every former crisis, there | 
would appear a light to guide our course, and | 
point the way to a safe deliverance. 
Whether these momentous questions, which | 
may grow out of the independence of Texas, had | 
been considered by the Legislature of his State, 
he was not able to say, as he had not seen any of 
the debates on the question. But it was evident 
that the representatives of his State had disre- 
rded narrow and sectional considerations. 
“hese resolutions are the offspring of that sense 
of justice and love of liberty which belong to a 
free people, who always sympathize with the op- 
pressed when struggling for their rights. Itwas 
enough that the representatives of such a people 
witnessed a desperate and unequal struggle for lib- 
erty onthe borders of the Republic. Theirsympa- 
thies were aroused; they regarded the cause of the 
Texans as the cause of justice, of humanity, of 
liberty, and of the maintenance of those principles | 
of freedom under which the people of this coun- 
try have been prospered and blessed above all ; 
other nations of the earth. They did not prob- 
ably stop to inquire what might be the conse- 
qacnees of doing justice to the brave inhabitants 
of Texas; or whether, ifthey became independent, 
they would continue a distinct community; or 
whether they might not conquer Mexico, and 
erect a rival Republie in the southern part ofthis 
continent; or whether the terrritory would be an- 
nexed to the United States. , 
Without probably going into these questi 


| 


ons, 


| 


Texas, might it not be exposed to a suspicion of |, 


having encouraged these enterprises of its citi- 
There is another consideration of more 


importance. Should the independence of Texas 


be followed by its annexation to the United States, - 


the reasons for saspicions derogatory to the na- 
Ifwe, by 
our own act, contribute to clothe the constituted 
authorities of the province with the power of sov- 


` ereignty over it, and then accept a cession of the 
country from those authorities, might there not 


be some reasons to charge us with having recog- 
nized the independence of the country, as a means 


_of getting possession of it? These, and other 


considerations, require that this Government 
should act with caution; yet, when the proper 
time arrives, it will be our duty to act, and to act 
promptly. But he trusted that all would feel the 
importance of preserving the national faith and 
national honor. ‘They should not only be kept 
pure, but free from injurious suspicions, being 
more to be prized than any extension of territory, 
wealth, population, and other acquisitions which 
enters into the elements of national prosperity or 
power. He would move that the preamble and 


' resolutions be read and referred to the Committee 


on Foreign Relations. 
GENERAL AssENBLY, May 27, 1836. 


Whereas, the people of Conneeticut, one of the free and 
sovereign States of this Republic, have witnessed with 
feelings of sympathy the struggte of the people of Texas 
t secure to themselves independence and freedom : and 
whereas, in maintaining their just and inalienabie rights, 
that people have been compelJed to resist the power, and 
oppose the dominion of vastly superior numbers, who have 
exnibited more than savage ferocity and barbarity, devas- 
tating their country withthe avowed object of either extern - 


` inating them, or reducing them to a state of absolute de- 


pendence and subjugation: and whereas, in this unequal 
contest, the ‘I'exans have exhibited a degree of wisdom 


and firmness, moderation and bravery, that commands the | 


sympathy of every friend of liberty, and of his race, con 


tending as they are for their rights against barbarians who , 


have violated promises, broken faith, and murdered, in cool 


biond, defenseless and confiding persons : and whereas, the | 


people of ‘Texas, through their representatives, have de- 


clared themselves independent, organized their torm of :i 


Government, and published to the world their intention to 
become a free, sovereign, and independent nation, distinct 


` iróm and independent of Mexieo: and whereas, appreci- 


ating the high resolve and unalterable determination of this 


gallant people to live free ox die—believing, from what bas | 


already transpired, that their independence can and will be 
sustained, it becomes a matter of duty and Justice on the 
part of this Government, to acknowledge their independ- 
ence, and to recognize them as belonging to the family of 
rations: Therefore, 

Resolved by the members of the Senate and House of Rep- 
resentatices in General Assembly conrened, That the Sena 
tors from this State in the Congress of the United States, 


! be, and they are hereby, instructed, and the Representatives 
rocure the ac- : 


requested, to use their best endeavors to 


knowledgment, on the part of the United States, of the 


! independence of Texas; and that it be recognized as a free, 
i sovereign, and independent nation as svon as may be con- 
i sistent with our existing relations with foreign nations. 


Resolved, That bis Excellency tie Governor be requested 
to cominunidate copies of this preamble and resolutions to 
each of our Senators and Representatives in the Congress 
of the United States. x : 

CHAUNCEY F. CLEAVELAND, > 

Speaker of the House of Representatives. 
EBENEZER STODDARD, 

President of the Senate. 


Mr. WALKER thenstated his conviction that 
this movement of the Legislature of Cor. necticut 
would form one of the brightest pages of its his- 
tory. , As to the time. of recognition, he added 
that, aw this was merely an acknowledgment of 


a fact, the required.. act could: not. be premature. 
If we do not acknowledge the indepeudeace of 
Texas promptly, the Texan commissioncrs will 
be recalled, and Texas will apply to a foreign 
Power. England, seeking for a.new source for 
her supplies of cotton, will be cager to acknowl- 
edge her independence, both for the purpose of 
obtaining from her the raw material, and finding 
there a market for the manufactured fabric.. The 
difference in favor of the Texan planter over 
him of the United States will be twenty percent. 
He had no doubt the Commitice on Foreign Re- 
lations would act promptly and wisely.. ~ 
The memorial was then referred. ne 


, OTHER PETITIONS. ` 


„Mr. SHEPLEY presented the petition of sundry 

, citizens of Maine, praying for the establishment 
of a post route; which was referred to the Come 

| mittee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

| Mr. PRENTISS presented the petition. of 
' Arthur Chase, praying for a pension; which was 

referred to the Committee on Pensions. 


te REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 


Mr. BENTON, from the Committee'on Military 
Affairs, to which was recommitted the bill to 
increase the military peace cstablishment of the 
United States, reported as an amendment a sub- 
„stitute for the original bill; which was ordered to 
‘be printed. a : 
` Mr. CLAY, from the Committee of Foreign 

Relations, to which had been referred the pétition 
of Captain Charles G. Ridgely, of the Navy, 
_made a favorable report t!.ereon; which was read. 
` Mr. TOMLINSON, from the Committee ‘on 
Pensions, reported a bill for the relicf of the 
widow of Peter Smith; which was read, and 

ordered to a second reading. i 
' Mr. T., from the same committec, reported, 
' without amendment, the bill from the House for 

the relief of John Flicker, recommending its 
passage. : f 


| 


Pi 2b <r 


i 


NEW POST ROUTES. `. 
Mr. LINN submitted the following resolution; 
, which was considered and agreed to:: ¿ 

: Resolved, That the Commitee on the Post Office: wnd 
Post Roads be instructed to inquire into the expediency of 
, establishing a post route from tbe vitage of Northfigid, in 
' the ‘county of Washtenaw, by Hantborg, to the vinas of 
‘| Howell, in-the-county of Livitigstoh; and a post ronte ftdm 
| the village of Cliatnn, in the county of Lenaweesito: thie 
| village of Jopeaviile, in- tbe coumy of. iHil-dale, bn. the 
United States turnpike road, in the State of Michigan ;, 

Mr. BUCHANAN submitted the. following 
resolution; which was considered and agreed. to: 
Resolved, That the Committee on the Post/Office and 

| Post Roads ba instructed to inguire inte tlic expedinney.of 

; establishing a post route from York, by Quigby’s. church and 
| Streenstown, to Newberrytown, iu the county of York, 
i; Pennsylvania. ` 4 $ , 

Mr. WALKER presented the petition ọf sun- 
dry citizens of Mississippi, praying for the estab- 
lishment af a new post route; which wąs referred 
to the Committee on the Post Office and: Post 
' Roads. f 


i GOLD AND SILVER CURRENCY.: 

iin Mr. BENTON ‘submitted the following resolu- 
‘| tion: rae Sa see i TA 
|© Resolved, That thc President hè requested to tate in- 
| quires to be made of the deposit banks, aud of other banks 
of good credit, to ascertain whether any of said banks, in 
consideration of being made or continued depo: itories of the 
public moneys, will agree to efiterinto arrangeineuts to tHs- 
continue the use and circulation of all paper carrey of 
less denomination than twenty dotiars : and also to pramote 
; the circulation of gald by paying all the currency isoucd by 
it in gold and silver, the proportion of each to be at present 
according to the best ability of the bank, and even tually one 
halt-of each; she demander to have the option of one ralf 
of either metal, and the bank the other. i : : 


BILLS PASSED. a 
ag balls were. seyerally read,the third 
ea: ; i 


r ' 


i The followi 
i time and passe arc we er re 
i! The bill to repeal the fi ourteenth section of the 
|! act to incorporate the subseribers to the Bank. of 
the United States; tt 
The bill in addition a act providing for.sj¢k 
and disabled seamen; and 0o o a e gen 
The bill for the relief of Henry H. Halt. . 
GABRIEL W. DENTON AND OTHERS: 


- The bill forthe reliéf of Gabricl W. Denton 
and others was read the secbrid tine, and consid- 


| 


ered as in Committee of the Whole, and, after a 
debate, ordered to be engrossed fora third reading 
THE PUBLIC DEPOSITS. 


The bill to regulate the deposit of the public 
moneys was then taken up as the order of the 


| 


a amendment of Mr. Lerten, to allow time 
to such banks as had not sufficient amount of 
specie to comply with the conditions of the bill, 
to provide the necessary amount, was agreed to, 
without a division. 

Mr. CALHOUN was in hopes that somé Sen- 
ator, coming from that portion of the Union where 
this specie condition would have operated oppress- 
ively, would move to strike it out. After hearing 
the debate he was satisfied it would operate op- 

ressively in some States, while in others the 
Panis would not be affected by it. 

Mr. C. then moved to strike out the second 
clause of the section. a 

Mr. KING, of Alabama, had felt same hesi- ; 
tancy in making a proposition to strike out this 
clause, though he agreed with the Senators from 
Virginia and South Carolina that it was wholly 
useless, and that it would operate unequally and 
oppressively on some of the deposit banks that 
were, in all respects, essentially sound. He had 
felt from the beginning the greatest solicitude to 
pass such a law as would secure the safe-keeping 
of the public funds, and guard the public inter- 
ests, without incorporating into it any provisien 
calculated to embarrass or defeat it. These were 
his sentiments in the committee, and he was dis- 
posed to carry them out now. With the opinions 
that he entertained, he could not give his support 
to the bill if this provision remained -in it. ‘The 
banks of his State were as solvent as any in the 
country; but the nature of their business was 
such, that they would be compelled to abandon 
the custody oF the public deposits, unless this 
provision was stricken out. He thought, at one 
time, to move to modify this provision; but this 
only could be done by giving a discretion to the 
Secretary, which rested with him already. | 

Mr. Catnoun’s motion having been agreed to, | 
some additional amendments were tade, on mo- 
tion of Mr. Leren, to correspond with it. ` 

Mr. WRIGHT offered an amendment, the 
effect of which is to require each deposit bank to 
keep within its vaults such an'amount of specie | 


| 


as shal] be required by the Secretary of the Treas- 


ury, and shall, in his opinion, be necessary to | 
render said bank a safe depository of the public 
money. 

Mr. WALKER moved to amend the amend- 
ment by adding the words, ‘‘ having a due regard 
to the nature of the business of said bank;” which 
was agreed to, and the amendment as amended 
was muon Dee oa! 

Mr. BENTON moved to ‘amend the bill by 
adding a proviso that it shall be lawful for the 
President of the United States to direct transfers 
to be made, from time to time, to the branch 
mints of the United States, either for supplying | 
metal for coining, or for safe-keeping. 

Mr. B. explained the advantages of this amend- 
ment at full length. He was very much in 
favor of preventing transfers from one bank to 

- another, for the mere purpose of preserving the 
credit of such bank, at the same time that he ap- | 
piauded some transfers that were made two years 
ago, for the purpose of sustaining certain banks 
against the hostilities of the Bank of the United 


States. He was opposed to these transfers, for || 


- he thought them liable to great abuses, and he 
would be glad to see a provision made which 
would cut off all hopes of any of these banks being 
sustained by the Treasury. But this provision 
that he wished to be inserted, he thought was 

-calculated to be very useful. f might become 
necessary for the Government to have transfers 
made to the mints for other purposes than coin- 
ing, should any difficulty arise as to depositing 
pora moneys with the State banks. He believed 
hat, with some extension of the mint system, all 
the public moneys might be advantageously de- | 
posited with them; but he did not look to this : 
now. All he proposed was to facilitate the coinage 
of the mints, and to have them as depositories of 

` the public money, if necessary. He , looked upon 

` this amendment as nothing fore than the revival 
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l ordered that all the foreign coins recrived by the 


Treasury should be sent to the Mint of the United 
States; and he hoped it would find favor with the 
Senate. ; a 

Mr. LEIGH moved for a division of the two 
propositions contained in the amendment, so as 
to take the question first as to the transfers to the 
Mint for the purpose of coining, which he said 
he was in favor of. f 

Mr. CALHOUN was opposed to the amend- 
ment, as it might be the means of oppressing 
some individual bank by transferring all the specie 
in its vaults for the purpose of coining. 

Mr. EWING, of Ohio, could see no advanta: 
in either of the propositions contained in the 
amendment. There could be no advantage to the 
country in requiring banks to give up the coin in 
their vaults for the purpose of recoining. Banks, 
except on the sea-board, rarely kept bullion on 
hand, and the effect of this amendment would be 
to compel them to give up their specie. There 
would be no sort of advantage in sending Spanish 


- milled dollars, which were current here, and cur- 


rent everywhere, to the Mint to be recoined, for 
‘it would give no more specie circulation to the 


country. ` 
Mr. WRIGHT did not understand the propo- 


sition as the Senator from Ohio did. He under- : 


stood it to be purely an authority to the President 
to transfer certain amounts of money to the Mint 
for the purpose of furnishing it with the means 
for coining. In short, the proposition was in 
` accordance with the views expressed in both 
Houses, when the branch mints were established 
to enable them to have the means for purchasing 
bullion for continuing the coinage. He had sup- 


posed that their purpose in establishing the Mints ' 


was to change the coinage of foreign gold coin 

into our own, which being less desirable for ex- 

portation, would be more likely to remain in the 
, country. 

Mr. CALHOUN supposed the object was to 
obtain a large circulation of the coin of the United 
‘States. That could only be done by repealing 
| the laws making foreign coins a tender, and next 
by suppressing the circulation of bank notes from 
ten dollars down, which Congress could. not do. 
He was opposed to the amendment, and should 
vote against it. 


Mr. EWING, of Ohio, said, that if the effect 


to retain them in the country, the effect had also 
| been to take so much silver out of the country. 


believe that either had been the case to any extent 
worth mentioning. Though the value of our gold 
coin was fixed too low, yet the mérchants fixed 
the true value, and exported it when it was worth 
more abroad than at home. As to establishing 
new mints for the purpose of increasing the cir- 
culation of specié, he looked upon it as perfectly 
idle. Specie was a mercantile commodity, and 


|| would always be exported when it could be done 


so on more favorable terms thantoget exchanges. 

Mr. LEIGH here withdrew his motion to di- 
| vide the two propositions in the amendment.. The 
objections (he said) to the first proposition did 
not occur to him when he made his motion. 


withdrawn by Mr. Lzigu. The two propositions 
(he said,) were distinct from each other, and the 
uestions on them ought to be taken separately. 


in this country. a Secretary or President who 
would act so preposterously as to send current 


who were friendly to an increase of the coinage 
predicting the impossibility of their measures pro- 


with the efforts to recharter the bank, and was 
, continued in opposition to the establishment of 
the branch mints. The proposition which met 


to the President authority for supplying the mints 
with metal for coinage; and if it prevailed, the 
banks would, in ali probability, readily endeavor 
: to, furnish a supply of foreign coins and of our 


op 
own coins which are imperfect. This amendment 
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| of the act of 1791, by which it was expressly "$ was perfectly free from all the objections made to 


of reducing the value of the gold coins had been | 


That could be the only effect, though he did not :: 


Mr. BENTON then renewed the motion just ` 


tdid not appear to him that they would ever have | 


coins to the Mint only to be coined over again; `: 
and, therefore, the objection made to his amend- : 
meat fellto the ground. Jt wasobvious that those | 
were met at every point by the friends of the bank, |; 


ducing the intended cffect. This was conimenced ; 


with so much opposition now, was simply te give ; 


_«dutie 13, 


it, for the officers of the Mint would never think 

of recoining our own perfect coin. The cffect was 

only to give life and activity to a law now on the 
statute-book. 

Mr. EWING, of Ohio, was not aware of any 
combination to prevent the increase of the coins, 
nor was he aware that he or any gentleman on 
that floor was entitled to the appellation of friends 
of the Bank of the United States. He had voted 
for the recharter of that institution, but it wag 
not in being now, and they had nothing further 
to do with it. He had opposed this and other 
propositions of the Senator from Missouri, be- 
cause he did not think they would produce uny 
public good. The object of the gentleman to in- 
crease the sjeo circulation was a good one, but 
the means he proposed were not calculated to 
obtain it. 

Mr. WRIGHT suggested another considera- 
tion in favor of the amendment. lt was known 
that our country produced a considerable amount 
of bullion, and it was desirable that it should re- 

‘ ceive our impress, instead of being sent abroad 
| to be coined. The Mint, therefore, should have 
4 the means of getting a supply of this native 
|| bullion by the adoption of the proposition before 
| thern. 
' The qan was taken on the first proposi- 
‘tion in Mr. Benron’s motion authorizing trans- 
„fers to the Mint, for the purpose of supplying 
metal for coining, and it was decided in the 
affirmative—yeas 22, nays 17; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Benton, Black, Brown, Buchanan, 
Cuthbert, Ewing of IHinois, Grundy, Hendricks, King of 
' Alabama, King of Georgia, Knight, Morris, Niles, Page, 
. Rives, Robinson, Ruggies, Shepley, Teilmadge, Walker, 
White, and Wright—22. 

NAYS —Messrs. Calhoun, Clay, Crittenden, Ewing of 
Ohio, Goldsborough, Kent, Leigh, Mangum, Moore, 
Naudain, Nicholas, Porter, Prentiss, Preston, Robbins, 
. Swiit, and Webster—i7. ; : 

The oron then being on the second propo- 

sition of Mr. Benron’s amendment as to transfers 
| to the Mint for the purpose of safe-keeping df the 
| public maney. . 
| Mr. BENTON hoped the Senate would see that 
| this. was merely a temporary provision. If any 
‘ of the deposit banks should refuse to continue to 

receive the public deposits, as some did during the 
| panic season, the mints would be then found val- 
uable auxiliaries to the Treasury. He thought 
, that the mints would be anywhere as safe deposi- 


! tories as the banks; and as tu'the District of Co- 
i| lumbia, he wished all moneys paid out by the 
:! Government here to be paid from the Treasurer’s 
|| Office. , . : 
i} On taking the question, Mr. Bewron’s second 
li proposition was rejected—yeas 13, nays 28; as 
|; follows: i $ 
ip YEAS—Messrs. Benton, Brown, Ewing of Ilinois, Grun- 
‘| dy, McKean, Morris, Nicholas, Niles, Page, Robinson, Rug- 
|| gles, Walker, and White—13. og 
i NAYS—Messrs. Black, Buchanan, Calhoun, Clay, Crit- 
| tenden, Cuthbert, Davis, Ewing of Ohio, Goldsborough, 
Hendricks, King of Alabama, King of Georgia, Knight, 
i: Leigh, Mangum, Moore, Naudain, Porter, Prentiss, Preston, 
` Rives, Robbins, Shepley, Swift, Tallmadge, Tomlinson, 
| Webster, and Wright—28. 
|. Mr. BENTON offered.an amendment, provid- 
'| ing that in selecting and continuing banks for 
'| depositories of the public moneys, a preference 
should be givep,to such banks in good credit os 
shal] agree to relinquish the circulation of all notes 
: below twenty dollars,and promote the circulation 
of gold coins. . 
» This amendment w. 
; 23; as follows: 
YEAS—Messrs. Benton, Black, Brown, Grumdy, King 
of Georgia, McKean, Mortis, Niles, Page, Rives, Robinson, 
Ruggles, Tallmadge, Walker, and White—15. 
_ _ NAYS—Messrs. Buchanan, Cathoun, Clay, Crittenden, 
‘| Davis, Ewing of IHinois, Ewing of Ohio, Goldsborough, 
-© Hendricks, King of Alabama, Knight, Leigh, Moore, Nau- 
|; dain, Nicholas, Porter, Prentiss, Preston, Robbins, Shepley, 
© Switt, Tomlinson, and Webster—23. 
L.. Mr. BENTON then offered an amendment to 
‘| the thirteenth section, which provides for the 
`; deposit of the surplus with the States, by exeept- 
|. ing from the operations of this section the amount 
_received from the sales of the public lands, and 
-+ Subject to distribution under the bill for appro- 
|. priating the proceeds of the sales of the public 
l Jand : a 
| lands. i A a 5 
| . Mr. B, said that they had passed a bill to dis- 
tribute all the moneytecelved from the land sales 


as rejected—yeas 15, nays 


ii 
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for this year, and the next year, and therefore | 
there was nothing left for this bill to operate on | 
but the moncy received from customs. It was 

hardly to be supposed that in the nineteenth cen- 

tury, a grave legislative body like the Senate of 
the United States would pass two bills for 

dividing the same moncy; and it was to save the 

Senate from the censures which they would fall 

under for dividing the same money twice, that 

he offered this amendment. 

Mr. CALHOUN said that, in order to effect 
the object of the Senator from Missouri, and 
remove any ambiguity that might exist, he would 
move to amend the amendment by adding the 
words, ‘ provided said bill shall become a law,” 
He had no doubt that, if both bills passed, the 
land bill, naking a special appropriation, would 
have the preference; but F this amendment 
passed his addition to it would be necessary. - 

Mr. BENTON said that, if this amendment 
prevailed, he should also move that this second 
distribution should not take effect, provided the 
other became a law. He was utterly opposed to 
this provision, by which one bill was not to take 
effect, provided another became a law; but he had 
an object in view. The land bill, like Jonah’s 
whale, had swallowed up the grants tg the new 
States, and he wished ta ascertain whether this 

_ bill was perfeetly dead, that he might bring for- 
ward another bill to revive these grants, and carry 
them through before the close of the session. 

Mr. EWING, of Ohio, said that the proviso 
moved by the Senator from South Carolina would 
be necessary. 

Mr. BENTON said that, when hisamendment 
was in his own power, he would move to cut off 
all that was said about the distribution bill, leav- 
inp his amendment to apply tọ the proceeds of 
public lands only. 

Mr. MORRIS said that, at the moment his ear 
caught the sense of the amendment, he intended 
to call for a davision of-it. He wished to know 
whether the Senate was about to make a double 
distribution of the proceeds of the land sales. 
As far as respected the action of the Sepate, the 
land bill was, to all intents and purposes, a jaw, 
because they did not, and could wot know what 
disposition the House would make of it. 

Mr. WEBSTER said that they neither saw 
nor heard anything to induce them tq suppose 
that the land bill would be got through the House. 
On the contrary, there was every reason to be- 
lieve that it had been put to rest, and would not 
be taken up again thissession. What were they 
to do? ere they to wait till the last moment 
of the session to know what had become of the 
land bill? They could not shut their eyes to the 
facts which rendered it so improbable that this 
bill would pass during this secsion; and under 
such circumstances he felt it his duty to. take the 
proposition contained in this bill, He could not 
see the force of the objections raised by the Sen- 
ator from Ohio, (Mr. Moaais,] that they were , 
making a double distribution of the proceeds of | 
the land sales. There was no incompatibility in |! 
the two bills, supposing that they both passed. | 
He ed that it was so improbable that there | 
would be a considerable surplus at the end of the | 
year, after deducting the proceeds of the land : 
sales, that there would be no necessity for pass- : 
ing this bill, provided the land bill passed. There : 
might, however, be a surplus over and above the 
procecds of the land sales; and there would, there- 
fore, be no incongruity in passing both bills. 

Mr. CALHOUN did not see the slightest diffi- : 
culty between this bill and the other, with or | 
without the.amendment. The one was specific, 
and the other was general; and, if both passed, .' 
all sound lawyers would say that the first would 
take the precedence, Åt was under these impres- ` 
sions that, in drawing this bill, hedid not think it | 
necessary to take any notice of the land bill; but, ;; 
as the Senator from Missouri (Mr. Bentos] had |. 
thought it necessary to offer an amendment, to |, 
remove an apparent incongruity, he had no ob- |; 
jections to it, provided his proviso was also added, | 
to render it perfectly clear. . Í; 
. Mr. WALKER said that, if he was -not mis- `. 
taken, this bill provided for a loan to the States |: 
of certain balances remaining in the Treasury, to |: 
commence on the Ist of January next; and the | 
land bill-provided for-taking a certain portion of il 


the revenyes and distributing them both prior and 
subsequent to that period. Now when the time 
arrived, which bill would be taken as the guide for’ 
distribution? Certainly, no one taking up this | 
bill would suppose that millions were appropri- ' 
ated in another bill. Was it not making experi- | 
ments in legislation to pass two bills repugnant | 
to each other, in order to carry the same meas- 
ure? Was it not confessed by the friends of this ` 
measure that they were making experiments in: 
legislation? for they acknowledged that they 
would not press this bill if they thought the land 
bill would me a law. No vote was yet taken 
on the land: bill in the House, and they did not 
know what would be the fate of their first exper- 
iment. Why, then, try a second experiment : 
hes knowing what the fate of the first would || 


| 


Mr. WEBSTER observed that the Senator | 
from Mississippi being opposed to both measures, . 
was of course glad to find in one a reason for not 
passing the other. He believed that the country - 
would see the situation they were in, and the 
necessity for passing some law for the distribution 
of the surplus; and so convineed was he of the 
necessity for this measure, that he was not so 
anxious to wait for the official annunciation of 
the fact so much desired by some and so much 
feared by others, the defeat of the land bill. 
Fearing that the land bill would not pass, he felt 
ithis duty to take the proposition before them 
instead of. it. There was no incompatibility ip 
the two bills; both might pass, and no harm be’ 
done. l 

Mr. MORRIS did not know on what gentlemen | 
founded thcir predictions that the land bill would ` 
not pass. Had they now come to the conclusion 
that this land bill was founded in error and ought 
not to pass? or that the House would not do its |: 
duty by acting on the bills before it? He saw no | 
grounds for the opinion that this bill would not | 
pass. It wasa matter of which they neither knew `` 
nor could know anything; but they did know 
that, as far as respected the Senate, this land bill 
was already a law. The Senator from Massa- 
chusetts had misunderstood him in sapposing 
him to say that there was an incompatibility in 
the two bills. He did not say that there wail yng 


‘such ineompatibility, but the argument of the 


gentleman had convinced him that there was an | 
incompatibility in the legislation he supported, |j 
for he acknowledged that he would not pass this 
bill if he thought that the other would become a 
law. 

After some observations from Messrs. EWING 
of Ohio, and BENTON, the question was taken | 
on the adoption of Mr. Caiuowun’s proviso, and | 


it was agreed to—yeas 22, nays 16; as follows: ||- 


YEAS—Messrs. Black, Calhoun, Clay, Crittenden, | 
Davis, Ewing of Ohio, Goldsborough, Hendricks, Kent, || 
Knight, Leigh, McKean, Mangum, Moore, Porter, Preston, 
Robbins, Swift, Tomlinson, Webster, and White—22. 


- NAYS—Messrs. Benton, Brown, Cuthbert, Ewing of Il- : | 
linois, Grundy, Hubbard, Morris, Naudain, Nicholas, Niles, |i 
Rives, Shepley, Tallmadge, Tipton, Walker, and Wright 
—16 


is [ 
The question was then taken on Mr. Benton’s | 
amendment as amended, and it was rejected— i 
yeas 15, nays 25; as follows: | 

YEAS—Messrs. Benton, Brown, Cuthbert, Ewing of 
illinois, Hendricks, Hubbard, King of Georgia, Morris, `. 
Niles, Prentiss, Rives, Ruggles, Shepley, Walker, and ze 
White—15. i 

‘NAYS—Messrs. Black, Calhoun, Clay, Crittenden, Da- : 
vis, Ewing of Ohio, Goldsborough, Grundy, Kent, Knight, ` 
Leigh, McKean, Mangum, Moore, Naudain, Nicholas, |: 


if 
i 


Porter, Prentiss, Robbins, Swift, Tallmadge, Tipton, Tom- |; - 


linson, Webster, and Wright-~25. F 
Mr. CALHOUN moved to fill the blank in the | 
thirteenth section with two millions. z 
{This is for the sum proposed to be retained in | 
the Treasury before making the deposits of the : 
surplus with the States, as provided for by this | 
section. zn 
Mr. BENTON said he would name $9,000,000, 
which was the amount in the Rank of the United 
States at the time the transfers of the deposits 
were made. = 
Mr. WRIGHT said that, before. the Senate 
decided on this question, he would move to fill 
this blank, after deducting the outstanding appro- 
priations. Ifthe gentleman would deduct the out- 
standin Ppproprintions after the Ist of January, 
he would be content with the $2,000,000, or even 
with $1,000,000. - : ES Pg Peet 


After some discussion of this mation b 
Messrs, CALHOUN, WRIGHT, ahd WEB. 
STER, S 5 

The Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
~. Monpar, June 13, 1836. 


Mr. BOON made an ineffectual attempt to get 
up the bill amendatory of the act for the relief of 
certain Polish exiles. l ` 

"BILLS PASSED. 

On motion of Mr. WARDWELL, by general 
consent, the following engrossed bills were read 
a third time and passed: 

A bill for the relief of James Mullings; 

A bill for the relief of Stephen Talmadge; 
A bill for the relief of John Collins; . 

A bill for the relief of Francis F. St. Cyr; 
„A bill for the relief af Luke Voorhise; 

A bill for the relief of Peter L. Allen; 

A bill for the relief of Ebenézer Hickox: 
A bill for the relief of James Logan; 

A bill for the relief of Benjamin Price; 

A bill for the relief of William Kellar; 

A bill for the relief of John Conkin; 

‘A bill for the relief of James J. Coffin; 

A bill for tha relief of Yraddeun Potter; 

A. bill for the reljef of Margaret Reynolds; 
A bill for the relief of Coleman A. Collier; 
A bill for the relief of Jahn Casey; 

A bill for the relief of William Foxworthy; 
. A bill for the relief of Ellen Ahurn Schmuck; 

A bill for the relief of Ephraim F. Gilbert; 

A bill for the relief of Noah Miller; 

A bill for the relief of Alpheus Hutchins; 

A bill for the relief of Godfrey Vaught; 

A bill for the relief of John Lent; i 

A bill for the relief of William Davis;. _ 

A bill for the relief of William Faris; | 

A bill for the relief of Patrick McEwen; - 

A bill for the réliefof Peggy Abel, Bally Rolls, 
and Elijah Greens : aoe 
` A bill for the relief of Charles Blake; 
` A-bill for the relief of Robert Lucas; ~ 

A bill for the relief of Josiah Westlake; 

A bill for the relief of Walter:Dyer; 

A bill for the relief of Jeremiah Goldamith; 

Avbill for the relief of Joseph Tutde; 

A bill for the relief of Matthias Travers; - 

A bill for the relief of Joseph Danforth): « 

A bill for the relief of Jacob ‘Wallace; ' 

A bill for the relief of Jonathan Dow; __ 

A bill for the relief of James Scott, Richard 
Severson, and Lot Leonard; i 
A bill for the relief of Frederick WHhied; 

A bill for the relief of John Boone; 

A bill for the relief of John Herrick; 

A bill for the relief of Ann Evans; 

-A bill for the relief of James McFarland; 

A bill for the relief of Ebenezer Dewey; 

A bill for she relief of Benjamin Parkhurst and 
Daniel Havens; . 

-A bill for the relief of Jonag Commins; 

A bill for the relief of Isaac Ruland; 

A bill for the relief of Job Daniels; 

A bill for the relief of Danie] Trabue; 

. A bill for the relief of Benjamin Coit; 
A bill for the relief of Robert Smith; 
A bill for the relief of Job Dow; 

. A bill for the relief of Andrew Gray; 

A bill for the relief of George Fields; 

A bill for the relief of Samuel M. Ashbury; 
A bill for the relief of Wilian Jenkenson; 


A bill for the relief of John Miles; 
A bill for the relief of Josiah-Curtis; 


A bill for the relief of William Pattie; 
A bill fof the relief of John Scotts; 
_ -A bill for thè relief of Travis Fritters; 
' A bill for the relief of Balaam Bowers; or 
_ A bill for the relief of Singleton Ketcham; 
A bill for the relief of Elizabeth Swain; 
. A bill for the relief of Gaines Hitchcock; 
_ A bill for the relief.of Jonathan Elkins; 
‘A bill for the relief of Albert Pawlings; 
"A bill-for the relief of Micajah Ricketts; 
. A bill for the relief of Barton Hooper; 
A bill for the relief of Henry Maggart; 
“A bill for the relief of Stephen Bohannan; 
“A bill for the relief of William Warden; 
-A hill for. the relief of George McFadden; 
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M : 
A bill for the relief of George White; acl 
UA bill for the relief of Thomas Harrison; ! 
‘A bill for the relief of Qrris Gray; 
A bill for the relief of Jacob Slough; 
A bill for the relief of Daniel Stoddart; 7 
‘A bill for the relief of the widow and children 
of Richard Anderson: Leh 
A bill for the relief of the widow of Samuel ; 

Gibbs; ; 

A bill for the relief of George Barkney and | 
John Weaver; . 
A bill for the retief of ‘Daniel Cobb; 

_ A bill for the relief of Solomon Ketcham; 
"A bill for the relief of Jonathan Flint; 
A bill for the relief of Daniel Granger; i 
A bill for the relief of Mary Lampkin; 

A bill for the relief of Elizabeth Robinson, 
daughter of Lieutenant Wilde; 

A bill for the relief of Leslie Combs; 

A bill far the relief of Robert McBride; 


A bill forthe relicf of John Clark, Jehiel Soule, |. Gitet, Giascock, Grantiaad, Haley, Joseph Hall, Hamer, 


Samueli 3. Harrison, Albert G. Harrison, Hawes, | 


Samuel B. Hugo, and Isaac Eckright. — 

A bill for the relief of Alexander Estep; 

A bill for the relief of Cary Clark; an 

A bill for the relief of John A. Rogers. 

Mr. HAWES entered a motion to reconsider 
the bill for the relief of Ellen Ahurn Schmuck. 


REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 


Mr. SUTHERLAND, from the Committee on 
Commerce, (to which the same had been referred 
a few days since,) reported back the following 


ae 


| 


June’t8; 


| were ordered; and the question ‘being taken, was 
i decided as follows—yeas 81, nays È 


i 


YEAS — Messrs. leman Allen, Ashley, Bailey, Bond, 
Boon, Buneh, Join Caluoon, William B. Calhoun, Camp- 


- belt, Carr, Carter, George Chambers, John Chambers, 


Chitds, Nathaniel H. Claiborne, Clark, Corwin, Crane, 
Darlington, Daberry, Denny, Evans, Everett, Philo C. Ful- - 
ler, Rice Galaud, Granger. Graves, Grayson, Grenncil, 
Griffin, Hiland Mail, Hard, Hardin, Hartan, Harper, Hazel- ; 
tine, Ifeister, Hoar, Howell, Hunt, tngersoll, William Jack- 
son, Janes, Henry Johnson, Benjamin Jones, Kinnard, 
Lane, Lawrence, Lay, Luke Lea, Lincoln, Love, Lucas, 


L Sampson Mason, Maury, McCarty, McKennan, McLene, 
’ Mercer, Mitligan, Morris, James A. Pearce, Pettigrew, Phil- 


: lips, Pinekney, Reed, Russell, William B. Shepard, Augus- ` 


tine H. Shepperd, Shields. Slade, Spangler, Standefer, | 
.. Steele, Storer, Taliaferro, Underwood, Vinton, Washing- 


i ton, Elisha Whittlesey, and Lewis Witliams—81. 


AY3 — Messrs. Adams, Chilton Allan, Anthony, Ash, 


` Barton, Bean, Beaumont, Bockee, Borden, Bouldin, Bovee, 


Boyd, Briggs, Brown, Buchanan, Burns, Cambreleng, Casey, 
` Chaney, Chapman, Chapin, John F. H: Claiborne, Cotes, 
| Connor, Craig, Cramer, Cushman, Dickerson, Dickson, 
| Doubleday, Dromgonle, Effner, Fairfield, Farlan, Fowler, 
: French, Fry, Willinm K. Fulter, Gatbraith, James Garland, 


Iannegan, 
Hwwkins, Haynes, Henderson, Holsey, Hopkins, Iloward, 
Ruble», Huntington, Huntsman, Ingham, Jabez Jackson, 
! Jarvis, Joseph Johnson, Richard M. Johnson, Cave John- 
i son, John: W, Jones, Kilgore, Laasing, Laporte, Gideon 
! Lee, Joshua Lee, Leonard, Lewis, Iogan, Loyall, Lyon, 
i: Job Mann, Martin, John Y. Mason, William Mason, Moses į 
| Mason, May, McComas. McKay, MeKeon, McKim, Miller, 
| Montgomery, Moore, Morgan, Muhlenberg, Owens, Page, , 
| Parker, Parks, Patterson, Patton, Franklin Pierce, Dutee Ji 
Pearce, Phelps, Potts, John Reynolds, Joseph Reynolds, 
i| Ripley, Roane, Robertson, Seymour, Shinn, Sickles, Smith, ; 
' Speight, Su-herland, Taylor, Thomas, Jobn ‘fhomson, ; 


bills: 

A bill making appropriations for the improve- 
ment of certain, harbors. therein mentioned, for 
the year 1836.. POROS 

A billmaking appropriations for building light- 
houses, light-boats, beacon-lights, buoys, and 
making surveys for 1836; both of which were 


committed. 
NAVAL DEPOT IN SOUTH CAROLINA. 


Mf, PINCKNEY asked the consent of the 
House io go into Committee of the Whole for 
half an hour on the bill to establish a naval de- 
pot in South Carolina, which was objected to; 
and a motion was then made by Mr. P. to sus- 

end the rules forthe purpose. 

Mr. JARVIS explained that it was the inten- 
tion of the Naval Committee to ask for.a special 
order te take up the several bills reported by that 
committee. j i 

The motion was lost, 


MEMORIALS, RESOLUTIONS, ETC. 


Mr. MARTIN, on leave, presented sundry 
memorials. «, 
_ On motion of Mr. WILLIAMS, of Kentucky, 
itwas > -a a; : $ 

Resolved, That a i 
structed to inquire, the expediency of ing a law for 
the benefit of the heirsof John Tupmen, who was an officer 
inthe Navy during the revojutionary war. - 

_ On motion of Mr. WILLIAMS, of Kentucky, 
it was : oe 

Resolved, Thet the Committee on Revolutionary Pensions 
be instructed to mqaire into the expediency of reinstating 
Solomon Prewatt, of Kentu¢ky, as a pensioner. 

‘MICHIGAN AND ARKANSAS. 

In execution of the special order of Monday 
last, the House then proceeded to the considera- 
tion of the following bids: | : 

An act to establish’ the northern boundary 


of 


the State of Ohio, and to provide for the admis- | 
sion-of the State of Michigan into the Union | 


upon the conditions therein expressed; and , 
An act for the ‘admission of the State of Ar- 


kansas into ‘the Union, and to provide for the ‘due | 


execution of the laws of the United States within 
the same, ahd for Ore back veg, f 

Both these bills had. r 
Committee of thé Whole without amendment. 

The House proceeded first to the consideration 
of the Michigan bill. >. 2 ' 

MeV À 
ment, Offered by him in Committee of the Whole: 

And provided also, and itis, Reveby urther expressly de- 
clared, That it th convention Mbit pi forin tlie third sec- 
tion of this act shail wot give the assent: therein required, 
the boundaries ef the Btates pf Uhio and Indiane shall 
nevertheless be-and forever rempin fixed and established 
between them, and Michigan as, the same aré in this act 
above sperificd aud described. : 


Mr. V. asked forthe yeas and nays 


nro Pa . 
‘the Comuiittee ou Naval Affairs be in- |; 


een reported. ffom’ the | 


NTON renewed the following aménd- | 


series | 


! Toucey, Turnil, Vanderpocl, Wagener, Ward, Wardwell, 


i| Sherrod Williains—126, ; 
| So the amendment was rejected. 
i Mr. ADAMS then renewed his amendment to 


| strike out the first, second, and third sections, . 


land insert three other sections, reserving to 
| Michigan the boundary claimed by her under the 
|; ordinance of 1787. 
|; Mr. A. addressed the House on the subject of 
his amendment, and. entered at large into the 
i| merits of the whole boundary controversy, citing 
i! a great variety of documents and papers from the 
i ordinance of 1787 down to the ee of the pres- 
‘ ent Judiciary Committee of the House of Repre- 
sentatives. i ief 
As soon as Mr. Apams had concluded, ; 
` Mr. CUSHMAN rose and said that, notwith- 
_ standing what had been said against the rule,rel- , 
i! ative to a cail fur the previous question, he con- | 
j| sidered it one of the most salutary rules of that | 
|| House, and he therefore now embraced the priv- 
i ilege of moving it. E 
| Mr. VANDERPOEL moved a call of the 
! 


| 
i 
| 
| 
| 
I 


presenta ; f 

| Mr. HUNTSMAN renewed the motion to dis- 

; pense with the further proceedings of the call; 

| which was agreed to—ayes 98, noes not counted. 

| The motion for the previous question was then 

i seconded by the House—aycs 95, noes 41; and 

‘| the main question was ordcred to be put. 

: Mr: REED asked for the yeas and nays on 
thé main question, (on the third reading of the 

bill;) which were ordered, and were—yeas 153, 

nays 45; as follows: ; 

YEAS — Messra. Chilton Alan, Anthony,.Ash, Asbley, 
Beale, Bean, Beaumont, Bockee, Bond, Boon, Borden, 
Bouldin, Bovec, Boyd, Brown, Buchanan, Bunch, Burns, 
John Cafhoon, Cambreleng, Campbell; Cart, Casey, Chancy, 

! Chapman, Chapin, ‘Nathaniel. H. Claiborne, John F. ft. 
meer Cleveland, Coffee, Coles, Connor, Corwin, Craig, ` 
Cramer, Cushman, Deberry, Denney, Dickerson, Dickson, 

Doubleday, Dromgoole, Fairfield, Farlin, Fowler, French, 

Fry, Philo C. Futiet, William K. Fuller, Galbraith, James - 

|! Garland, Gillet, Granger, Grantiand, Grayson, Haley, Joseph 

Hall,. Hamer, Hannegan, Samuel 3. Harrison, Albert G. : 


| Howard, Howell, Hubley, Huntington, Huntsman, Ingham, ' 
William Jaékson, Jabez Jackson, Janes, Jarvis, Joseph 
Johngon, Richard M. Johnson, Cave Johnson, Hesry Joha- 
son, John W, Jones, Benjamin Jones, Judson, Kilgore, 
Lane, Lansing, Laporte, Lawler, Lay, 
| Lee, Luke Lea, Leonard, Logan, Loyall, Lyon, Abijah : 
Mann, Martin, William Mason, Moser Mason, Maury, May, | 
McKay, McKeon, Mekim, McLene, Miller, Montgomery, 
Morgan, Muhlenberg, Owens, Page, Parks, Patterson, 
Patton, Franklin Pierce, Eutee J. Pearce, Pettigrew, 


s. | 


‘| The amendment havin 


. Webster, Weeks, White, Thomas T. Whittlesey, and | 


Harrison, Hawes, Hawkins, Haynes, Heister, Hopkins, `; 


ideon Lee, Joshua - 


| Phelps, Pincknev, Rencher, John Reynolds, Ripley, Roane, 
Rogers, Seymour, Wiliam B. Shepard, Augustine H. 
: Shepperd, Shields, Shinn, Sickles, Sloane, Spangler, 
Speight, Standefer, Storer, Sutherland, Taylor, Thomas, 
Jona Thomson, Toucey, Turril!, Vanderpocl, Vinton, Wag- 
< ener, Ward, Wardwell, Washington, Webster, Weeks, 
White, Elisha Whituesey, and Thomas T. Whittlesey— 
153. ca 
NAYS — Messrs. Adams, Heman Allen, Bailey, Bell, 
| Briggs, William B. Calhoun, George Chambers, John 
i Chambers, Childs, Clark, Everett, Graves, Grennell, Griffin, 
` fliland Han, Hard, Hardin, Harper, Hazeltine, Hoar, In- 
: gersoll, Jenifer, Lawrence, Lincoln, Love, Sampson Ma- 
son, McCarty, McKennan, Mercer, Milligan, Morris, Par- 


i| ker, James A. Pearce, Phillips, Potts, Reed, Robertson, Rus- 


sell, Slade, Steele, Taliaferro, Underwood, Lewia Wil- 
liams, Sherrod Williams, and Wise—45. 
; ` So the bill was ordered to a third reading this 
: day. 
i ADMISSION OF ARKANSAS. 
The House then took up the bill providing for 
the admission of Arkansas into the Union. R 
Mr. BRIGGS asked for the yeas and nays; 
which were ordered. 
Mr. ADAMS then renewed the amendment, 
: submitted by him in Committee of the Whole, in 
relation to ihe restriction of slavery in the State 
: of Arkansas. 
e been read, 
| Mr. WILLIAMS, of Kentucky, rose, and 
| moved the previous question. 

Mr. ADAMS then claimed the floor. í : 
Mr. WILLIAMS insisted upon his right; and 
The CHAIR decided that, according to the 
| strict rule, the latter gentleman was entitled to 
i| the floor, if he insisted upon it. That gentleman 
| rose in his place, and was announced by. the 

Chair. He submitted a motion; that motion was 
| propounded from the Chair; and the gentleman 
i from Massachusetts did not claim the floor until 
‘the Chair was about to put the question to the 
i House. 

Mr. ADAMS appealed from the decision of the 


Chair. 
© Mr. WILLIAMS, of North Carolina, inquired 
if the gentleman from Massachusetts had resumed 
his seat? 
, Mr. ADAMS stated explicitly he had not. 
Mr. WILLIAMS said it was clear, then, that 


"| the gentleman from Massachusetts was entitled to 


| the floor. , , 
Mr. BOON remarked, then, that if a gentleman 

: chose to stand in his place, he might claim thé 

| floor, to the exclusion of every other member, a4 

‘lone as he pleased. f 

© Mr. PHILLIPS said that, being in the imme- 

|, diate neighborhood of his colleague, (Mr. Apams 


| and having observed what passed, he felt ert 


|| to state that, according to his recollection, his 
|! colleague rose, addressed the Speaker, stated that 
|| he wished to offer an amendment to the bill, and 
| sent hisamendment to the Clerk, remaining upon 
| his feet while the Clerk proceeded to réad it, evi- 
i dently with the intention of proceeding to address 
i the House in relation to it. The Speaker was, 
‘at the time, looking towards the other quarter of 
|| the House. At the instant when the Clerk had 
finished reading, the gentleman from Kentucky 
| [Mr. Wiitams] rose, was immediately recog- 
nized by the Speaker, and moved the previous 
questions wich was entertained by the Chair. 
r. Apams immediately claimed the right of pro- 
| ceeding, stating that he had not relinquished the 
| floor, and had merely awaited the reading of the 
‘amendment by the Clerk. The Speaker then 
: looked towatds him, and immediately said: ** The 
“gentleman from Massachusetts will proceed;” 
but upon objection being made by the gentleman 
‘from Iúdiana, [Mr. Hannecan,] and others who 
were standing in the center aisle, the Speaker 
- decided ‘that the gentleman from Kentucky was 
_entitled to the floor. Mr. P. sait that he could 
inot have the slightest doubt that his colleague 
| was entitled to the floor, and that he was in the 
‘act of addressing the Chair when the gentleman 
! from Kentucky submitted his motion. 
‘Mr. BOULDIN said he, like the gentleman 
. from Massachusetts, [Mr. Paitires,] was stand- 
| ing near the gentleman from Massachusetts, (Mr. 
: Apams.] M . B. was standing in front of him, 
: [Mt. Apams,] and quite near, though not quite 
| a near as the gentleman last up, [Mr. PuLiPs,] 
! who was sitting very near him on his left. Mr. 


$ Bi had not the least doubt of the sincerity of that 


gentleman in saying that hid colleague (Mr. 


thes — er <== 
Apaws) had not forfeited his lence on the 
floor. He (Mv. B.) had little knowledge of the 


rules, but standing immediately before the gen- 
Ueman, f Mr. Apams,} he had expected him to 
support ine motion, and was listening to hear it. 
He was surprised not to find him goon. A short 
time atier, he (Mr. B.) had come to the conclu- 
sion thatthe gendeman from Massachusetts [Mr. 
Avams] did not intend to support, at that time, 
his motion to amend, the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky (Mr. Wiiciams] addressed the Chair, as 
he understood it, and the Chair announced, ‘ the 
gentleman from Kentucky.” : 

Mr. ADAMS here interrupted the gentleman 
from Virginia, nnd was going on for some time, 
when 

Mr. BOULDIN begged leave to ask the gen- 
Ueman whether he was explaining, or what? 

Mr. ADAMS said he was answering the gen- 
tleman from Virsinia. 

Mr. BOULDIN then said the gentleman from 
Massachusetts had cut him out in the middle of 
a semicolon; while the gentleman himself had 
made his motion, had his amendment read, and 
was waiting until another gentleman had obtained 
the floor, and addressed the Chair, and still 
claimed the floor. Mr. B. said he would move to 
lay the moion to amend on the table. 

A suggesiion being made that the motion was 
out of order, 

Mr. BOULDIN moved the previous question 
on the appeal; which was seconded by the House 
—ayes 95, noes 51. 

Mr. EVANS asked for the yeas and nays on 
ordering the main question; which were ordered, 
and were—yens 109, nays 80. 

Mr. REED then asked for the yeas and nays 
on the main question, being ‘‘ Shall the decision 
of the Chair stand as the judgment of the House ?’’ 
which were ordered, and were—yeas 97, nays 87. 

So the decision of the Chair was affirmed; and 
the question recurring on the motion for the pre- 
vious question, it was seconded by the House— 
ayes 101, noes not counted. s 

Mr. BRIGGS called for the yeas and nays on 
ordering the main question to be put; which were 


ordered, and were— yeas 127, nays 67; a8 follows: : 


YEAS — Messrs. Ash, Ashley, Barton, Beale, Bean, 


Bockee, Boon, Bouldin, Boyd, Brown, Buchanan, Bunch, ; 
Burrs, Cambreicng, Casey, Chaney, Chapman, Chapin, | 


Nathaniel Il. Claiborne, John F. H. Claiborne, Cleveland, 
Coffee, Coles, Connor, Craig, Cramer, Cushman, Deberry, 
Dickson, Doubleday, Drowgoole, Fairfield, Farlin, For- 
ester, French, Fry, William K. Faller, Galbraith, Gillet, 
Grantland, Grayson, Haley, Joseph Hall, Hamer, Albert 
G. Rarri-on, Hawe, Hawkins, Haynes, [Holsey, Hopkins, 
Howard, Hubley, Huntington, Huntsman, Ingham, Jabez 
Jackson, Jarvis, Josep! Johnson, Richard M. Johnson, 
Cave Johnson, Henry Johnson, John W. Jones, Benjamin 
Jones, Judson, Kilgore, Kinnard, Lane, Lansing, Lawler, 
Gideon Lee, Joshua Lee, Luke Lea, Leonard, Lewis, 

an, Loyall, Lucas, Lyon, Abijah Mann, Martin, John 
Y. Mason, William Mason, Moses Mason, McComas, 
McKay, McKeoa, McKim, McLene, Miller, Montgomery, 


Morgan, Muhlenberg, s, Page, Parks, Patterson, | 
Franklin Pierce, Phelps, Pmekney, Jonn Reynolds, Joseph 


Reynolds, Ripiey, Roane, Rogers, Seymour, Shields, . 
Sickles, Smuh, Speight, Standefer, Sutherlaud, Taytor, 
Thomas, John Thomson, Waddy Thompson, Toucey, Tur- | 
rill, Vanderpoe!, Wagener, Ward, Wardwell, Washington, 
Webster, Weeks, Thomas T. Whittlesey, and Sherrod 
Willianrs—-127. i 
NAYS — Messrs. Adams, Chilton Allan, Heman Allen, 


Anthony, Bond, Botden, Briggs, Jobn Calhoon, William ` 


B. Calhoun, George Chambers, John Chambera, Clark, 
Corwin, Cushing, Darlington, Denny, Evans, Everett, 
Fowler, Philo C. Fuiler, Graves, Greanell, Hitland Hali, 
Hard, Hardin, Hartan, Harper, Samucl S. Harrison, Hazel- 
tine, Henderson, Heister, Hoar, Hotell, Ingersoll, William 
Jackson, Janes, Jeniter, Laporte, Lawrence, Lay, Lincoin, 


Love, Job Mann, Sampson Mason, Maury, McCarty, Mc- ; 
Kennan, Mercer, bce igs ie Morris, Parker, Dutee J. Pearce, | 
encher Bo 


Phillips, Potts, Reed, 
Spangter, Storer. Underwood, 
tlesey, Lewis Williams, and Wise—67. 


So the House determined that the main ques- 


bertson, Russell, Stade, 


tion on ordering the bill toa third reading should | 


be then put. 
Mr. HEISTER asked for the yeas and nays 


on that question; which were ordered, and were | 


—yeas 147, nays 52; an follows: 


YEAS — Messrs. Chilton Allan, Ash, Ashley, Barton, | 


Bell, Bockee, Boon, Bouldin, Boyd, Brown, 
Bunch, Burns, John Cathoon, Cambreleng, 
Campbell, Certer, Casey, George Chambers, John Cham- 
bers, Chaney, Chapman, Chapin, Nathaniel H. Claiborne, 
John F. B. Claiborne, Cleveland, Coffee, Coles, Connor, 
Craig, Cramer, Cushman, Deberry, Dickson, Doubleday, 
Dromgoote, Fairfield, Parlin, Forester, French, Fry, Wil- 
liam K. Fuller, Galbraith, James Garland, Rice Gartand, 
Gillet, Grantland, Graves, Grayson, Griffin, Haley, Joseph 


Beate, Bean 
Bachanan, 


Vinton, White, Elisha Whit- ` 
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Hall, Hamer, Hardin, Harlan, Alhert G. Harrison, Hawes, 


H Uawkins, Raynes, Holsey, Hopkins, Howard, Howell, 
Hubtey. Huntington, Huntsman, Ingham, Jabez Jackson, 
Jarvis, Joseph Johnson, Richard M. Johnson, Cave John- 
aon, Heury Jobuson, Jobka W. Jones, Judson, Kilgore, Kin- 
nard, Lane, Lansing, Lawler, Gideon Lee, Joshua Lee, 
Luke Lea, Leonard, Lewis. Logan, Loyal, Lucas, Lyon, 
Abijah Maun, Job Mann, Martin, John Y. Mason. William 
Mason, Moses Mason, Maury, McComas, McKay, McKeon, 
McKim, McLene, Miller, Montgomery, Morgan, Muhlen- 
berg, Owens, Page, Parks, Patterson, Patton, Franklin 
Pierce, Phelps, Pinckney, Rencher, John Reynolds, Joseph 
Reynolds, Ripley, Roane, Robertson, Rogers, Seymour, 
Augustine Il. Shepperd, Shields, Sickles, Spangler, Speight, 
Standeter, Storer, ‘Paliaterro, Taylor, Thomas, Join Thom- 
son, Toucey, Turrill, Vanderpoel, Wagener, Ward, Ward- 
ell, Washington, Webster, Weeks, White, Thomas T. 
Whittlesey, Sherrod Williams, and Wise—147. 

NAYS—Messrs. Adam:, Heman Allen, Anthony, Bailey, 
Bond, Borden, Briggs, William B. Calhoun, Childs, Clark, 
Crane, Cushing, Darlington, Denny, Evans, Everett, Philo 
C; Fuller, Grenneit, Hilind Halt, Hard, Harper, Samuel S. 
Harrison, Hazeltine, Henderson, Heister, Hoar, Ingersoll, 
Wiltiam Jackson, Janes, Laporte, Lawrence, Lay, Lincoln, 


| 


Mr. DAVIS, from the Committee on Com- 
merce, reported without amendment the bill from 


‘ the House to repeal so much of the acts of March 


Love, Sampson Mason, Mevariy, MeKennan, Milligan, © 


Morris, Parker, Dutee J. Pearce, Phillips, Potts, Reed, 
Russell, Shinn, Slade, Sloane, Underwood, Vinton, Elisha 
Whittlesey, and Lewis Williams—52. 

- So the bill was ordered to a third reading this 
day. 

The Michigan bill was then read a third time. 

Mr. VANDERPOEL said, that a test vote had 
already been taken on this bill, and the expres- 
sion in its favor was so strong, that no gentleman 
coutd doubt its passage. Under a firm beltef that 
the further consumptionof time would not change 
a vote, or alter the result, he moved the previous 

uestion. — 

So the bill was passed. 

The Arkansas bill was then taken up and read 
a third time. 

Mr. HUNTSMAN moved the previous ques- 
tion; which was seconded—ayes 95, noes not 
counted; and the main question being ordered, 

Mr. ALLEN, of Vermont, then asked for the 
yeas and nays on the passage of the bill; which 
were ordered, and were—yeas 143, nays 50; as 
follows: 

YEAS — Messrs. Chilton Allan, Ash, Ashley, Barton, 
Beale, Bean, Bockee, Boon, Rouldin, Boyd, Brown, Buch- 
anan, Guach, Burns, John Calhoon, Cambreleng, Camp- 

i bell, Carter, Casey, George Chambers, John Chambers, 
Chaney, Chapman, Chapin, Nathaniel H. Claiborne, John 
F. H. Claiborne, Cleveland, Coffee, Coles, Connor, 
Craig, Cramer, Cushinan, Deberry, Dickson, Doubleday, 
Dromgoole, Fairfield, Farlan, French, Fry, William K. 
Fuller, Galbraith, James Garland, Rice Garland, Gillet, 
Grantland, Graves, Grayson, Griffin, Haley, Joseph Hall, 
Hamer, Hardin, Harlan. Albert G. Harrison, Hawes, Haw- 
kins, Haynes, Hotsey, Hopkins, Howard, Howell, Hubley, 
Huntington, Huntsman, Ingham, Jabez Jackson, Jarvis, 


G, 1799, as respects the issuing of certificates on 
exported wines, with the opinion of the commit- 
tee that the bill ought not to pass. 

Mr. TOMLINSON, from the Committee on 
Pensions, reported a bill to increase the pension 
of Larned Swallow; which was read, and ordered 
to a second reading. 

Mr. PRENTISS, from the Committee on Pen- 
sions, pore a bill for the relief of Ephraim 
Page; which was read, and ordered toa second 
reading. 

Mr. LEIGH, from the Committee on Revo- 
lutionary Claims, reported a bill for the relief of 
the legal representatives of Richard K. Meade; 
which was read, and ordered to a second reading. 


HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 
A number of bills which passed the House of 


Representatives on the 12th instant, (noticed in 


the House proceedings of that day,) were sever- 
ally read twice, and referred to the appropriate 
committees. 


COMPENSATION TO MICHIGAN REPRESENTA” 


Joseph Johuson, Richard M. Johnson, Cave Johnson, Henry i 


Jobnson, John W. Jones, Judson, Kilgore, Kinnard, Lane, |; 
Lansing, Lawler, Gideon Lee, Joshua Lee, Luke Lea, | 


Leonard, Lewis, Logan, Loyat, Lucas, Lyon, Abijah 
Mann, Job Mann, Martin, Jobn Y. Mason, William Mason, 
Moses Mason, Maury, McComas, McKay, McKeon, Me- 
Kim, Miller, Montgomery, Morgan, Muhlenberg, Owens, 
Page, Parks, Patterson, Pation, Franklin Pierce, Phelps, 
Pinckney, Rencher, John Reynolds, Joseph Reynolds, Rip- 
ley, Roane, Robertson, Rogers, Seymour, Augustine H. 
Shepperd, Shields, Sickles. Smith, Spangler, Speight, Stan- 
defer, Storer, Taliaterro, Taylor, Thomas, Toucey, Turritl, 
Vanderpoel, Ward, Washington, Webster, Weeks, White, 
Thomas T. Whittlesey, Sherrod Williams, and Wise—143. 
NAYS—Messrs. Adams, Ileman Allen, Anthony, Bailey, 
‘Bond, Borden, Briggs, William B. Calhoun, Childs, Clark, 
- Crane, Cushing, Darlington, Denny, Evans, Everett, Philo 
C. Fuller, Grennell, Hiland Hall, Hard, Harper, Hazeltine, 
Henderson, Heister, Hoar, William Jackson, Janes, Ben- 
jamin Jones, Laporte, Lawrence, Lay, Lincoln, Love, 
Sampson Mason, McCarty, McKennan, Morris, Parker, 
Dutee J. Pearce, Phillips, Potts, Reed, Russell, Shinn, 
Slade, John Thomson, Underwood, Vinton, Elisha Whit- 
tlesey, and Lewis Williams—50. 


‘So the bill was passed. 

‘Mr. CONNOR said, as the House had been 
delivered of twins, he thought after the operation 
they might adjourn, and he made that motion, 
but subsequently withdrew it at the request of 

Mr. CLAIBORNE, of Mississippi, who made 


Mr. LOVE renewing the motion to adjourn, 
| The House adjourned at a quarter past six, 
p.m. 


| IN SENATE. 

; : Tvuespayr, June 14, 1836. 

' Mr. GRUNDY, from the Committee on the 
| Post Office and Post Roads, to which bad been 
referred the bill from the House to establish cer- 
tain post routes, and to discontinue others, re- 
ported the same with several amendments; which 
; were ordered to be printed. - f ve 


| 
| 
| 
| 
| 


an ineffectual attempt to offer a resolution; and ` 


“and others, for the rece 


TIVES. 


Mr. BUCHANAN submitted a resolution di- 
recting the Committee on Finance to inquire into 
the expediency of providing for the compensation 
of the Senators and Representatives elected by 
Michigan. 

NOTICE OF A BILL. 


Mr. BENTON gave notice that he would to- 
morrow ask leave to bring in a bill to grant to 
the State of Missouri five hundred thousand acres 
of laud for the purpose of internal improvements. 


REORGANIZATION OF POST OFFICE DEPART- 
MENT. 


_. On, motion. of Mr. GRUNDY, the bill from 
the House to change the organization of the Post 
Office Department was taken up; and sundry 
verbal amendments reported by the Post Office 
Committee having bcen agreed to, 

Mr. G. called the attention of the Senate to the 
amendments proposed to the forty-third and forty- 
fourth sections. of the bill relative to the boxes 
put up in the post offices, and rented to merchants 
tion of their letters. From 
the commencement of the Government to the 
present time, Mr. G. said ithad been the practice 
to put up these boxes in the post offices of the large 
cities, and to rent them to merchants and others, 


: who found a great convenience in having their 


‘letters kept for them in this convenient way. The 
‘ gums reccived for the rent of these boxes went to 


the private emolument of the postmasters; but 


` the bill of the House proposed to take this away 


altogether, and put it in the Treasury, while the 


: amendment of the committee proposed to fix the 


: them by the postmasters. 


‘and this addition to his income was i 
necessary. Mr. G. said that, as no inconvenience 


“Jn the mean time, 


| everything relating t 


rent of each box at one dollar, and-allow one half 
to the postmasters; providing that when this rent 
exceeded one thousand five hundred dollars the 
excess should go into the Treasury. Mr. G. said 
that this practice had been found to be so univers- 
ally convenient, that not a single individual whe 
aid this rent was ever known to complain of it. 
r, G. stated the number of boxes put se the 
post offices of Boston, New York, and Philadel- 
phia, and stated the emoluments derived from 
He did not know what 
was the number of boxes put up by the post- 
master of New Orleans, or the rent he charged for 
them, and would be glad to be informed on that 
oint by the Senators from Louisiana. Certain 
it was that the postmaster at New Orleans could 
not live on his salary of two thousand dollars, 
therefore 


had resulted from the present practice—on the 
contrary, that it was productive ó great benefits, 
it Saali be better to leave the matter as it now 
stood, and direct the Postmaster General to report 
to Congress on the subject at the next session. 
as he differed with a majority 
e would move to strike out 
o the subject in the bill. 
r. PORTER said that in New Orleans the 
‘arice of a box was five dollars d year, which was 
‘cheerfully, paid, considering their great conveni- 


‘of the committee, h 
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ofifect.of hatlag then the spéedy and convenient | next session was but short, and they could then 


once tathdse Yeh fehted them. Hé did Hor kriow hatlog then the 
the nafiber of the boxes in the New Orléans post || delivery of letters would bedestroyed. He thought remedy it. He thought, also, that the privilege 
office—probably four or five hundred; but he was with the Senator from Pennsylvania, that it would || should be extended as far as possible, for it was 
confident that, if the price were reduced to a dol- || be best to leave this matter where itwas—between || their duty to afford the conveniences of the post 
lar, every man in the city who received a dozen |j the individuals and the postmasters, and then fix || office to all, and not to confine it to a few indi- 
letters a year would take‘one. Aa the maximum of salary at these places where it || viduals. He was glad that the attention of the 
“My, NILES spoke of the great convenience of || was supposed to be too large. The amendment |! Senate had been turned to the subject: he did not 


these boxes in the large cities to those who were || of the Senator from Penns Jvania contemplated think thatthe question would be decided to-day, 
in the habit of receiving a great many letters. The || that object; but with regard to the salary of the and he hoped gentlemen would give their consid- 
price paid was entirely voluntary, and there was || postmaster of New Orleans, it would be too small. |! eration to'the amendments of the committee, so 
no ground ‘of ‘objection in regard to the:general || He should think that $5,000 would not be too || as to come toa decision when the subject was 
pperation of this practice. He thought, too, that || much for the satary of this officer. brought before them again. 
the taking away of this source of emoliment to Mr. WRIGHT said that he had been assured Mr. CALHOUN here moved, as the hour of 
the postmasters would create less care in the gen: || that the pos:master of New York, residing where || one had arrived, to lay the bill on the table, and 
eral management of their business. Some good || he was compelled to reside, could not get house |! proceed to the special order; which was agreed 
he supposed would be produced by the modifica- || rent for leas than $1,500 per annum. Now, it || to; and 
tion, but he thought that much mary would ensue || was out-of the question to suppose that any com- |! The Senate took up the bill to regulate the de- 
from breaking up the practice altogether. : petent person would take so arduous an office for |i posits of the public moneys. as 

Mr, BUCHANAN observed that there were || asalary of $2,000, when he was compelled to pay |! HE PUBLIC DEPOSI 
always difficulties attending the regulation of a :| three fourths df it for house rent. Mr. W., after THE P POSITS. ; 
gulject of this kind, because what might be con- || speaking of the arduous and responsible duties of || Mr. WRIGHT moved to amend the bill in the 
venientin one part of the Union mig tbe very || the New York postmaster, and the high expenses |! thirteenth sectson, by providing that the out- 
inconvenient in another, ,He had at one time || of living in that city, contended that there would |! standing appropriations shall be deducted prior 
thought that the best way would be to fix certain || be great injustice in reducing his income so con- || to making the distribution of the surplus to the 
salaries for the postmasters; but when he came || siderably by the adoption of the ameniiment of || States. 
to reflect, he feared that there would be a contin- | the committee. ‘There was another way in which Mr. CALHOUN opposed this amendment as 
ual pressure on them to raise the salaries of all || it would be productive of injury. Inmost of the unnecessary, and as contrary tothe objects of the 
the $2,000. postrhasters to a Inigher sum- With || small towns there wasa limited number of boxes |i bill. Considering the very heavy and unusual 
regard to these boxes they were legislating with- || put up in the post offices, some of which were |: appropriations of this year, he estimated the 
out having heard a complaint from a single indi- || rented.at a low price, and some let out withoot | amount of the outstanding balances at eight or 
widual. Inthe eity of Philadelphia he knew that || rent. Now, he thought that they should make no | nine millions, and he submitted to Senators 
Congress could not do amore unpopular act than || provision which might have the effect to-break | whether it was wise and consistent with the 
to reduce the rent of these boxes to one dollar, || up these boxes, and to compel individuals to dis- | objects of the bill to leave so large a sum where 
because it would occasion the post office to be || pense with the convenience they had derived || it now was. Was it for the convenience of the 
covered with them, and produce inconvenience || from them. Mr. W. said he approved of the || deposit banks? He could not suppose that gen- 
and expense, instead of reducing expenses, The || amendment of the Senator from Pennsylvania, || tlemen had that object in view. He thought 
postmaster of Philadelphia relinquished a lucra- || but would vote for $5,000 instead of $4,000 as the || that the appropriations of this year were so large 
‘tive profession when he took this office, and he || maximum of a postmaster’s salary. that the balances to be carried over would be 
-Watl Hever received from it as-much as $3,500 per Mr. DAVIS explained the views entertained | sufficiertt for the whole of the appropriations for 
annum. What would be the effect of this amend- |! by the Post Office Committee on this subject. In |! the next year. 
ment as respected him? It would reduce his sal- || looking at the compensations of the postmasters, Mr. IGHT said, that he had himself antici- 
ary to.§2,000, on which he could not possibly || the committee had also considered the compen- || pated, with the Senator from South Carolina, that 
Jive. 0 | sations of other officers of the United States in |; the balances of the outstanding appropriations 
` My. Bay affer'stating the importance òf the du- the same places. The judges of the United States || for this year would be unusually Heavy, and his 
tics of this office, the numbet of persons ‘whose || courts, who labored assiduously the whole year, || object was, that the Treasury might be able to 
Jabors hę has to superintend, and the large surn | were, one half of them, at salaries of from $1,000 || meet the appropriations that they now made, and 
‘aunually disbyrsed by him, remarked that he'was || to $1,500. In the great States of New York and || the appropriations for the next year. He would 
‘the insurer ‘of the greater part of the postage Pennsylvania, where the duties of the chief || assuredly-vote for no appropriation of the surplua 
‘rceeived at his office, because, by giving credit to || judges were highly important, and exceedingly || that would. leave the Treasury destitute of the 
“Hoge who rent the boxes, he has, in making his || arduous, they. gave to the one $2,000, and to the || means of meeting the appropriations they ha 
‘ petuurn's to’ the Géhéral Post Office, to pay cash for || other $2,500, and these, toa, had tolive incities ar || made. Though only one fourth of the contem 


thy amounts due,by them. well as the postmasters. In the city of New York, || plated distribution was to be paid on the Ist of 
* "Mr. Bi'said he had been informed that, if the || the place of naval officer was held by a very dis- || January, yet the amount was fixed and certain, 
“nninber of these boxes was increased, it would || tinguished gentleman of great merit, well known |! and the sche three payments would be made in 


occasion a great deal of additional labor, and that || to them, and his salary was only $3,000. And | April, July, and October. The sum to be disposed 
‘the nyyiiber of clerks must be increased also. The || by comparing the salaries paid to the officers of |' of was settled on the Ist of January; and it was 
“only evil coniplained of was as tathe city of New || the Government throughout the Union, it would ; no matter how much of it remained in bank after 
“York, where the emoluments of the postmaster || be fouad that the postmasters were as well paid, that day, because the fiscal officer could not touch 
“iwere deemed too high in consequence of the num- || if not better, than the average of them. The it. If they intended that the appropriations 
‘yer of boxes in his office; but it appeared to him | Senator from New York gaid that they couldnot should be used, could they pass this bill without 

that it would be- highly inexpedient to derange | get a gentleman to serve in New York for less ; the amendment he proposed? What was the 
_ the whele system to correct an evil in one or two . than $2,000. Now, it was well known that nota ` object they ha? in view? If he understood the 

post offices. “The best way would be to let cvery- , single one of these offices became vacant without |, measure before them, it was to adopt some method 

thing remain as it was until the Postmaster Gen- ‘its being eagerly sought after by numbers of the || for relieving the Treasury from its surplus, and 


eral reported to them at the next session of Con- i| most talented and respectable individuals, backed || for disposing of the amoynt of money not needed 
“gress. “ETe would, héwever, offer an amendment | with the most powerful recommendations. Even || for the purposes of the Government. He under- 
“Which accorded with’ liis views, and he thought ‘in New Orleans, notwithstanding what had been | stood this to be the sole and exclusive object of 
“wauld be acceptable to the Senate. “paid by the Senator from Lovisiana, they did not | the bill. This being the case, were they ready 
Mr. B. then submitted an amehdment provid- ; find that these offices were difficult to fill with | to say that they had appropriated money wiih 
‘ing that “ each postmaster ‘shall make quarterly competent persons. In fact, the salaries of the | they did not-design should be expended? He did 
returns to the Cortera Post Office of the amount ` officers of the Government were exceedingly |! not suppose that gentlemen meant this. He 
‘received for rents of boxes in his office, and that | high—higher by far than the compensation of || therefore desired to arrange this bill so that, while 
“when the sim amounts to more than two thou- | members of Congress, and far beyond the sala- | they were acting as if the Treasury was in 
„Sand dollars; ħe shall account for the same to the : ries paid by the State governments. Indeed, by | danger from a surplus, they were not to bring it 
"General. Post Office.” ` | giving such high salaries, they offered a sort of | to want. How could he better do this than by 
* “By this amendment (Mr. B said) no’ postmas- || bonus to bribe men from the State service to that | the amendment he proposed? In confirmation 
wer would receive, mote than $4,000 per annum; | of the General Government—a principle which || of his own views on this subject, he called the 
‘and ia New York, Philadelphia, and New Or- | he looked upon as highly vicious. He admitted ` attention of the Senate to the fact, that this amend- 
“leans the sum would not be too much. f that the maximum ‘salary of $2,000 for a post- |! ment was in accordance with the uniform practice 
_. Mr. PORTER ‘said that he had‘had occasion to || master might be too small, and he was willing to ii of the Government. Such was the practice of 
"remark before; that nothing ‘could be more un- ||.go beyond it; and, therefore, he thought that the || the sinking fund act of 1817, declaring that the 
‘equal ana unjust than to‘attempt to regulate the amendment of the committee, which would leave | sum of two millions should be retained in the 
‘sataries in differebt ‘parts of the Union by one |) the maximum to go as high as $3,500 would be |‘ Treasury before applying the balance to the re- 
Sandhi. ”” ity tive hundred dollars might be amply sufficient. He was willing to give thepost- | duction of the Paolik debt. That was a salutary 
a very good salary fn ‘some places; but in New || masters a just and reasonable compensation—to || practice, preventing the Treasury from ae 
“Orleans it was a very small sum where house- || fix a limit, and stop therè; and then, if people |. reduced to want, and should be rigidly adhe 
teoiit-alqne would take up $1,200 of it. With || were willing to pay more for these boxes, why let |; to on this, as well as on all other occasions. It 
Foai’ o these boxes, the number of them would it go tothe Treasury. As to the increased num- || was not his purpose (Mr. W. said) to amend this 


a ; 


bg even ALSAN {f the rent preduga ani ‘ber of boxes that had been apprehended, it was |! bill further than to make it what it was intend 


‘th Wei Oriéads, instead of thet! eing‘ fdur or || but an esperiment, and they were not certain that || tobe. 
“Ave! rade de at present, onii frithber, would || such would'be the regult; and if it should prove | “Mr. WEBSTER observed that this amendment 
yea was Yer 


“Hyun mawy thousands, ard’ the gréat |i to be inconvenient, the time betwecn this and the ieee Tt went to diminish the som 


1686. 


which should be 


ten millions could probably be called for next 
year; and he though 

twelve millions of the appropriations of the next 
year could be called for within that year. In this 
view, the actual wants of next year would amount 
to twenty-two millions or thereabouts; and he 
thought there was no doubt of there being saffi- 
cient means in the Treasury to meetthis amount. 
Tt was te be remarked, that of the $8,000,000 


which would be coming from the stocks in the late | 


Bank of the United States, it was not known that 
all would be received within this year. He hoped 
much of it would; but it was not certain that all 
of it would; and, if not, the residue remained to 
swell the general amount in the Treasury next 
year. He saw no plausible estimates either of 
the probable income or the probable expenditure 
of next year, which rendered it necessary for 
them to adopt the amendment. 

Mr. WALKER said that, if the amendment of 
the Senator from New York did not prevail, it 
appeared to him that the Senate would be making 
a triple appr oer ion: First, an appropriation 
under the bill to distribute the proceeds of the 
wales of the public lands; secondly, the appro- 

jation under this bill, by way of loans to the 

tates, without interest, of the surplus in the 
Treasury; and lastly, for the purpose of swelling 
out that surplus, an approprision under the same 
bill of the unexpended balances. He was opposed 
to these triple xppropriations of the same money. 
He was opposed to the progression of these three 
experiments at the same time; and he thought 


that it would be better to ascertain the result of ; 


the first experiment before they tried another. 
Gentlemen defended this bill on the ground of a 
new juncture in our affairs having an immense 
surplus that it was absolutely necessary to dis- 
pose of. Now he should think that, if there was 
this immense surplus in the Treasury of thirty 
millions, as it was said, it was iguana d large 
to distribute to the Staves without breaking in 
pon the appropriations for the necéssary pur- 
-poses of the Government. The refusal to adopt 
hms amendment would, in hie opinion, sweep 
away with it every apology for the passage of 
-this bill; for the bili. had been mainly advocated 
‘on the ground that there was an immense surplus 
that it was absolutely necessary for them to dis- 
pose of. Mr. W. continued his remarks to seme 
considerable length in support of the amendment. 
Mr. EWING, of Ohio, supported the amend- 
ment in an argument of great length, taking a 
wiew of what would probably be the amount of 
thr ancxpended balances at the end of the year, 
awith an estimate of :the ‘probable amount of ‘the 
rersipts and expendiaros for tbe three or. four 
coming years. ‘The ancient practice (he said) 
had never been to consider the unexpended bal- 
ances in the Treasury as pledged money, but, in 
paying aff the national debt, the Secretary of the 
Fvesary always brought the balance down to 
2,000,000, which was as large x sum as he ever 
-pormitted to remain in the Treasury without 
fanir any reference at all to anexpended bal- 
ances. To talk of appropriating the same money 
twice, wasa thing that he did not expect to hear 
tom the Senator from New. York, though he was 
‘ot sarprised at hearing it from other quarters 


They never appropriated any particular money | 


in die Treasary. It was sufficient that the mon 
was in the Treasury at the moment that the t 


sealied for it; and, in appropriating ntoney, they i 


| eee 


the bill if the amendment prevailed; for he thought 
that there would still be a considerable su 
the receipts from the customs and the land sales 
did not disappoint his expectations. 

Mr. BUCHANAN observed that, so far ashe 


the same temper in which it had commenced; and 
should not stop to inquire whether there had been 
any true or false prophets there. No subject had 
ever ented itself to his mind more involved 
in diticulty than this proposition. How far he 
should vote for it would be known when they 
came to take the question. The amendment, 
howeyer, of the Senator from Massachusetts had 
obviated many of his objections. 
_single division, and they would not be continu- 
_ ing the yn until the yor 1842, as was at first 
proposed. He did hold that the idea of distribut- 
ing the surplus revenue from the Treasury, de- 
rived from taxes, must, if persisted in, lead to 
the destruction of this Government, because the 
time might come when members of Congress, 
opposed to the Government, might argue that by 
so much as they embarassed it so much would 
they benefit the States they represented. This 
would place the. country in a most embarrassing 
situation. i 
Now, as to the amendment of the Senator from 
New York. Whatever sum wasto be distributed 
under this bill, he looked upon the amendment 
as a wise proviso. It was in conformity with the 
act of 1817, introduced by as pure and upright a 
man as ever existed in thiscountry, and who was 


It was nowa ` 


| 


lus if 


i 


The. debate was further continued by Mr. 
CALHOUN, Mr. MORRIS, Mr. WEBSTER, 
and Mr. WRIGHT; after which, 

Mr. TALLMADGE offered an amendment, 
the effect of which is that the Secretary of the 


| Treasury shall be authorized to sell the certifi- 


i cates to be given by the States, in the event of 


acknowledged by all,even his political opponents, . 


to have no other object in view than his country’s 
good. Mr. B. then described the sinking fund 
act of 1817, and compared it with the amendment. 
Was not this (he said) a wise and just provision ? 
Could human foresight pretend to penetrate the 
future; and was it not wise and just for them to 
avoid the beinp te to the mercy of contingencies ? 
: He confeased that, when this amendment was first 
| proposed by the Senator from New York, it 
| struck him that no reasonable objection could be 
|| made to it, Let the distribution be whatit might, 
l they must, to be consistent, except from it what 
i had already been a 
ii the Government. He confessed that he looked 
degree of alarm. Wehaveappropriated (said he) 
so much money, and that we ought ir policy to 
retain, to prevent embarrassment to the Treasury, 


The Senator from Massachusetts estimated that, | 
on the Ist day of January ensuing, there would | 


be a balance in the Treasury of fourteen millions 


of outstanding appropriations, and the Senator .; ) ; 
| and consider the joint resolution from the Senate 


from Ohio estimated them at from seventeen to 
eighteen millions. We deprive ourselves, then, of 
all this money which is to be in the Treasury on 
the lst of January; and what was to be in the 
Treasury next 
Now, was there any Senator there who would eay 
that it was safe for them to rely on the income of 
the next year for the payment of this unexpended 
balance of appropriations, and also for the pay- 
ment of the current expenses of the year? as 
this action with suitable cantion? As to the 
income from the public lands, nothing could be 
more unsafe than to rely on them. From causes 
which Mr. B. assigned, there was (he said) every 
probability that there would be a considerable 
falling off in the sales, and, indeed, that a great 


at the opposition to this amendment with some || 


reflux would take place; and whether this reflux | 


would take place this year or the next wasimpos- | 


sible for them to decide. But Jet that reflux take 
place, and what was theircondition?. They would 
be in debt seventeen or eighteen millions of :dol- 
lars, and have to provide for the expenses ofthe 
Government, contingent or certain: That would 
be-their situation. Now let the sam to -be dis- 
tributed under this bill be much or little, for one, 
he thought, they ought to follow out the salutary 
poliey of the Congress of 1817, and: be should 
| therefore vote for the amendment. 
| Mr. EWING, of Ohio, rose tocorrect the gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania. . He did not sey that 
-the unappropriated balance would be seventeen 
hteen millions, but that he would take the 


or eig 


‘abcnys appropriated what would be in the Treas- ` largest sum stated. . 


ropriated for the-wants of | 


year? Why, eighteen millions, | 


d ; || there not being money in the Treasury to meet 
was concerned, he should continue this debate in | 


the appropriations made by. Congress. This 
amendment being agreed to, 

. Mr. CALHOUN then moved to fill the blank 
in the third section for the sum to be retained in 
the remi with five millions. 

Mr. WEBSTER proposed three millions; 
which, he said, was sufficiently large, after the 
amendment of the Senator from New York, [Mr. 
Tatimapes,} 

The question was first taken on five millions, 
being the first in order as the largest sum, and 
carried—ayes 22, noes 18. 

_Mr. WRIGHT then moved to recommit the 
bill to the Committee on Finance, with instruc- 
tions to bring in two separate bills, one to regu- 
late the deposits of the public moneys in the 
banks, and the other for the distribution of the 
surplus to the States. j ; 

his motion was decided in the affirmative 
yeas 23, nays 20: : 

YEAS—Meserm. Benton, Black, Brown, Buchanan, 
Cuthbert, Ewing of Illinois, Grundy, Hubbard, King of 
Alabama, King of Georgia, Linn, Nicholas, Niles, Page, 
Rives, Robinson, Ruggles, Shepley, Tallmadge, Tipton, 
Waiker, White, and: Wright—23. 

NAYS—Megsra. Calhoun, Clay, Crittenden, Davis, Ewe 
ing of Ohio, Goldsborough, Hendricks, Kent, Knight, Mc- 
Kean, Mangum, Moore, Naudain, Porter, Prentiss, Preston, 
Robbins, Swift, Tomlinson, and Wrebster--20. 

ADJOURNMENT OF CONGRESS. 


A message was received from the House of 
Representatives, by Mr. Frase, their Clerk, 
stating that. the House had passed the joint reso- 
lution of the Senate for the adjournment of the 
present session of Congress, with an amend- 
ment, in which they asked the concurrence of the 


Senate. 


:| Beale, Bean, Bockee, Boon, Bouldin, Bovee 
Burns, Wi 


-: Casey, Chaney, C 
i tand, Corwin, Cra 


i Lucas, Abijah Mann, 


| Love, Loyell, Lyon, -MeCarty, 


{The amendment assigns the 4th day of July 
‘next for the day of adjournment. 
-On motion of Mr. WEBSTER, the message 
was laid on the table. > A 
--Mr. WHITE, who voted with the majority, 
moved to‘ reconsider the vote taken on commit- 
ting the deporit bill to the Committee on Finance; 


but before girs a estion, 2 ith 
-- On motion:of Mr. WRIGHT, the Senate ad- 
journed. i ; ea 
HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Turspar, June t4, 1836. 
Mr. HAYNES moved that the House take up 


fixing the day of adjournment of the present ses- 


' gion of Congress. 


Mr. HAWES objected. . - = 
Mr. HAYNES moved a suspension of the 
rules for the ose. : 


ur 2. f 
Mr. CHAPI asked for the yeas and nays; 


i which were ordered; and were-—yeas 126, nays 


47; as follows: d e 
Bailey, Barton, 
Briggs, Brown, 
illiam B. Calhoun, Campbell, Carr, 
Claiborne, Cleve- 
Darling- 


YEAS —~Measrs. Heman Allen, Ashley, 


Buchanan, 
hapin, Nathaniel H: 
ig, Cramer, Cashing, Cushman, 
ton, Debesry, Dickerson, Diekson, Doubleday, Dromgoolg, 
Effner, Evans, Fairfield, Farltn, Fowler, trench, Fry, 
Philo C. Fuller, William K. Fatier, Galbraith, het, 
Granger, Grenneil; Haley, Hifaad Hall, Hamer, Harian, 
Harper, Samuel S. Harrisos, Haynes, Abzeltibe, Heister, 
Hoar, Hopki s, Howard, Rowell, Hubley, Hant, ngérsoll, 
William eckson, Jabez Jackson, Janes, Richard M. John- 
son, Cave Johuson, Henry Johnson, aaeoa en aean? 

aporte, Lawrencè, Joshua pin, Logan, 
Lansing, an M Job Mann, Martin; Jobn X. Mason, 
Maury ta pail 
iller, igan, ; 
Parker, Patterson, Panon. 
Ree ; Roane, Rol 


Moses Mason, Sampson Mason 
McKay, McKennan, McKim, Mm 
“Morris, Mahtenvo,. Tipe 
nklin Pteree, Phe illips, ; 
Behenek, Wilhem B. Shepard, ne H. Shepperd, 
Shinn, Sickles, ‘Slade Smuh, Spangler, 8 ight, ae ly 
Thompson, Toucey, umer, ‘Turtill, Vanderpoel, ará, 
Wardwell, Washington, ebster, White, Thomas 
Whittlesey, and Sherrod Williams— 126. 
NAYS— Messrs. Ash, Bett, Bond, Boyd, Canybr eng 
George Chambers, John Chambers, Chapman, Cpilds, : Jonn 
F. H. Claiborne, Clark, Cranc, Denny, Everett, ame “9 
Rice Garland, Hardin, Hawes, Mantan ai pation) 
, Ki Gideon Lee; , 7 
W. Jonas, Kinnard, Gide ae te Mercer, Parks, 


Canrbreleng, 


John 


854 = 


; her, John Reynolds, Joseph Reynolds, Ripley, | tion of the gentleman from North Carolina for | 
eee Ren melds, Standeter, Storer. Sutherland, Talia rro, ! s ; 


Seymour, 5 Su rs 
John ‘Thomson, Vinton, Elisha Whittlesey, and Lewis 
Wuahams —4%. 


So the rules were suspended; and 

On motion of Mr. HAYNES, the House pro- 
eceded to the consideration of the said resolution. 

The resolution was then read. it fixed the 
day of adjournment on the 23d day of May. 

Mr. HAYNES moved to strike out that day, 
and insert the 27th of June. 

Mr. MANN, of New York, moved to amend 
the motion by substituting the 4th of July. He 
said he did it in accordance with an under- 
standing he had had with a number of gentlemen 
on that floor on a former occasion, in which 
those gentlemen had expressed a solicitation that 
the 4th of July, or as near that day as possi- 
ble, should be fixed, with reference to the great 
interests of the western part of the Union: He 
knew those interests to be extremely important, 
and necessary to be acted upon during the pres- 
ent scssion of Congress. He hoped, therefore, 
the House would agree to fix onthat day without 
debate or division. : 

Mr. HARDIN adverted to the time that had 
been occupied on the New York fire bill, and the 
appropriation bills, one of the most important of 
which was still pending. There were, also, other 
important measures yet to be acted upon, the 
subject of the surplus revenue, Texas, &&., and 
he could not, therefore, vote for any day nearer 
than the llth of July; but the condition of the 
public business was such, that it was impossible 
at present to fix any day. He hoped the subject 
would be postponed till Monday next, when they 
meh ae able to act upon it. 

Mr. RKS was opposed to adjourning on 
the 4th of July. He was aware hate at deal 
of the session had been taken up by debate, per- 


haps useless debate, without doing the business | 


of the people. There had been a few of the 


appropriation bills passed, and the bills to admit | 


two States into the Union, and that was prett 


much all that had been done. The House had, | 
bya large majority, determined to fix a day of - 
aay 


ournment; but it would become necessary for 
the House to reflect and consider what business 
is yet remaining undone. There were also other 
States which had business which needed action, 
besides the western States. There were yet to 
be acted on two fortification bills; the bill to 
organize the Treasury Department; the custom- 
house bill; a judiciary bill; a bill to reorganize 
the Patent Office; a bill to reorganize the Land 
Office; a bill to regulate the public deposits; an 
Army bill: a bill for the regulation of the Mint; 
a bill in relation to the Cumberland road; a bill 
to graduate the price of the publio lands, and 
various other bills. 
de done in eleven days. Much would have to 
be left undone; and whose business was to be 
left undone? He would not vote to fix the day 


of adjournment on the 4th of July, because it | 


would be impossible to get through much of the 
important business of the House by that time. 

r. WILLIAMS, of North Carolina, moved 
to refer the joint resolution to a select committee, 
with instructions to inquire into the expediency 
‘of proposing a day for the adjournment of the 
present session. 

Mr. W. went on to contend that nothing was 
ever gained by fixing the day of adjoarnment, 
and he did not believe that the business before 
‘the House could be got through with in the time 
aoe His object in making the motion he 

ad was, that the committee should take up the 
subject, and examine into the state of the basi 
ness before the House, with reference to its dis- 
PN and the time to adjourn. 

r. 
tion of the gentleman from North Carolina would 
be adopted, and especially that they would no 
waste time in discussing the subject. f 

Mr. SUTHERLAND adverted to the large 
mass of business before the House, bills indis- 

ensably necessary to be passed. The harbor 
bint, the light-house bill, the custom-house bill, 
and many others. The most important busi- 
ness of the country had been left undone, and 
he should vote for the most distant day. 

Mr. HEISTER was opposed to the proposi- 


All this business could not . 


MASON, of Virginia, hoped the proposi- ` 


June 34, 


day. 

Nir. LEWIS thought the subject had better be 
postponed, and he hoped the House would pass 
to the orders of the day. 


Mr. WHITTLESEY, of Ohio, was in favor ` 


of the proposition of the gentleman from North 
Carolina. It was the old practice of Congress to 
raise a committee to inquire into and recommend 
what business should be immediately transacted, 
and that practice foll into disuse only at the 
Twenty-First or Twenty-Scecond Congress. He 
could not see how any western gentleman could 
vote for an carly day of adjournment. He re. 
ferred to the fact, that the city of New York 
alone had more timè devoted to its own individ- 
nal business than the whole country west of the 
Alleghany mountains, whether the business be 
of a public or private character. 

. Mr. HAYNES said he would harmonize the 
two propositions as to fixing the day, and accept 
the motion of the gentleman from New York 
(Mr. Mans] as a modification of his own. 


The question accordingly recurred on fixing on | 


the 4th of July. ; 
Mr. CAMBRELENG expressed his surprise 
that the geritleman from Ohio [Mr. WuittLeser] 
, should advocate the proposition for a select com- 


mittee on this subject, since it-was well known = 
that, when it was the practice to raise such a com- | 
_ mittee, their report was invariably set aside in the , 


House. He should vote against it. 


Mr. C. said he had uniformly voted against | 


fixing any day of adjournment, and. he ha been 
overned in that vote by one consideration alone. 
t was this—that he would not vote for any day 
| fixing the day of adjournment until the bill regu- 
lating the deposits of the public money was either 
passed, or failed. ‘I'wo years ago the House 
sent this bill to the Senate, which body never 
returned it. One year ago, the bill was defeated 
l| in the House by an amendment moved by an 
which would have rendered 
| it totally inoperative. Mr. C. also expressed his 
| surprise at what fell from the gentleman from 
Ohio in reference to the bill for the relief of the 
city of New York. That bill related to nothing 
more than the collection of the public revenue, 
in which every 
much interested as the city of New York. But 
he should like to know whose fault it was that 
that bill had occupied two months? Certainly 
not the fault of the delegation from New York, or 
of the majority of the House. 
A large majority were evidently, from the vote 
| given that morning, determined to fix some day 
for adjournment; and, if thegar he hoped they 
would fix the longest day. He did believe, how- 
ever, that, when the day was once fixed, they 
would transact more business in ten days than in 
two months without it. 
i Mr. SPEIGHT should vote against the propo- 


i| Opposition member, 


' sition of his colleague, because it was asking a | 
i, select committce to do that which every member 
, of the House could do for himself, by referring ; 
to the Calendar, viz: ascertain the state of their 


business. He was disposed to vote for a day 


certain. 
Mr. BRIGGS inquired which motion then pend- | 


\ 
| 
| 
ing had precedence ? | 
| Fhe CHAIR replied, the motion of the gentle- ; 
| Carolina to commit with in- | 


| leman from Nor 
i| structions. 

Mr. BRIGGS was in favor of fixing the day 
: on the 4th of July. 

| Mr. BOON rose and said that all who knew him 
; as a member of the House of Representatives, 
: knew fall weil that he had at. ne time evinced a 
|i disposition to delay action on the business of the 
|. Hoase,or to produce along session. He had sat 
li in his seat six and a half months during the sit- 
li tings of Congress, and had given his vote upon 
Many questions in which his constituents were 
not particularly and immediately interested; in the 
|| meantime, he had been assured by many highly 
li respectable gentlemen from the old States, that 
i| something should be done for the people of the 


portion of this Union was just as : 


. part, to represent, felt a deep and abiding interest. 
Palude (said Mr. B.) to the Cumberland road 
bill, the bill to graduate and reduce the price of 
the public lands, and the bill to reorganize the 
General Land Office. 

Sir, I consider the bill last named one of the 
most important that has beeu presented to the 
consideration of Congress. ‘The passage of this 
bill is not only-of vast importance to the people 
of the new States, but, sir, it is of vast importe 
ance to all those of the old States of the Union 
who have purchased any portion of the public 
lands. Mr. B. said that he would vote for the 
4th.day of July as the day to be fixed for the ad- 
journmentof Congress. He would (he said) vote 
to adjourn on to-morrow, if those bills which he 
had named were.acted upon, and such other bills 

‘as might be indispensably necessary for the com- 

| mon defense of the country. 

Having said thus much, Mr. Speaker, I will 
now (said Mr. B.) reply to the gentleman from 

Massachusetts, [Mr. Brices,] who has just re- 


|| sumed his seat. That gentleman has said that 


those of this House who are opposed to this Ad- 
ministration arc in a “snug minority of some 
forty-five,” and rather tauntingly asks how it is 
that the minority in this House can defeat the 
wishes and the will of the majority? 

The gentleman from Massachusetts tells this 
House and the country, that the friends of the 
Administration in this House are in an over- 
whelming majority; and again asks the question 
how it is that the minority in the House are liable 
| to the charge of defeating the will of a majority ? 
Mr. B. said, 1 will tell the gentleman from Mas- 


‘| sachusetts and the country at large, how it is that 


| the party in politics opposed to this Administra- 
tion have managed to embarrass the proceedings 
i and business in this House, and to defeat the will 
of the majority. Sir, it isin Committee of the 
. Whole House, where the “‘ previous question °’ can- 
not be applied, that the minority can detain the 
i majority as long as a. proposition to amend shall 
be undecided, and where debate is unlimited. 


`i Such has been the course of the party opposed 


_ to this Administration throughout this very pro- 
| tracted session. Amendments have been proposed 
and debated at great length by the minority in 
this House, which they well knew would be voted 
down by the majority so soon as the subject 
could be brought into the House, where the ‘‘ pre- 
vious question ” could be applied. 

Sir, I recollect that one amendment proposed by 
an Opposition man to one of the appropriation 
bills some time since, was discussed in Commit- 
tee of the Whole for weeks together. Sir, (said 
Mr. B.,) there is another mode by which the mi- 
nority in this House have wasted its time, and 
caused delay in the business of the House; that 
is, by frequent calls for the yeas and nays on im- 
material questions, such as a motion to adjourn ; 
for a call of the House; for the previous question, 
and on points of order. Each taking of the yeas 
and nays consumes about one half hour of the 
time of the House. Search the Journals of the 
House, and I venture to assert, that it will be 
found that nine times out of ten, those delays 
have been produced by motions and calls by the 
party opposed to this Administration. It is in this 
way, and by long speeches, that the time of the 
House has been takenup, and the business of the 
country neglected. Sir, if the majority in politics 
| in this House will go with me for the ‘‘ previous 
question” every two hours in the day, (as the 
people themselves would could they be here and 
witness our proceedings,) the business of the 
House would be proceeded in, and some bene- 
ficial results might yet grow out of our labors. 

Mr. DUNLAP regretted to see such an earn- 
estness on the part of many gentlemen to fix a 
day of adjournment, for he did not concur 1n the 
reasons assigned in its favor. He hoped no day 
of adjournment would be fixed, but that they 
would first act upon all the public and private 


business before them, and then adjourn. 
Mr, MANN, of New York, replied at. some 
length to the remarks of the gentleman from Ohio 


186. 


in reference ta the time the New York biti had |! He considered it as evidence'that the friends of | 


occupied. Neither the delegation from New 
York, nor the majority of the House, were re- 
soonsible for the very wide range the debate had 
taken: but the greater part of it came from the 
delegation from Kentucky. 

Mr. GRENNELL was in favor of letting the 
House act as its own committee, and settle this 
matter at this time, for he did not think that they 
could come to a more satisfactory conclusion by 
referring this subject to a committee. They had 
a Calendar laid on their table every week} and he 
thought they could determine now as well as if 
the subject were referred to a committee. He was 
opposed to protracting the session on account of 
any action being had in relation to Texas; but he 
would vote for fixing the 4th day of July as the 
aay of adjournment. 

Mr. LÀ 

ining on the day for the adjournment of the House 
was by looking at the business which was to be 
done. He was for having the deposit bill acted 
upon, because he considered the responsibility 
which was thrown upon the President was too 
great to be put in the hands of any individual. 

e said the nation looked to Congress to act 
upon this bill before they adjourned, and it would 
take some time to discuss this single bill. Then 
the bills chartering the banks of the District were 
to be acted on, to prevent bankruptc and ruin 
to the people of the District. If the 4th of July 
was fixed as the day of adjournment, the bills 
for the western country must go unacted on; and 
he was unwilling to fix a day of adjournment, to 
cut off action on those bills. 

Mr. HOWARD suggested a modification to the 
amendment of the gentleman from North Caro- 
lina, that the select committee consist of the chair- 
men of all the standing committees of the House; 
which Mr. Witurams accepted, and his amend- 
ment was so modified. 

Mr. PEARCE, of Rhode Island, approved of 

the modification, and wes more in favor of the 
resolution now than he was before. He was 
aware that all the bills now before the House could : 
not be acted upon; and he thought they might 
follow a precedent which had heretofore n set | 
by referring the subjects before the House toa | 
committee, for the purpose of determining which | 
was the most important business. In relation to | 
the deposit bill, 
one opinion, which should be, that Congress 
should not adjourn’ until that bill was passed. 
He thought to refer the matter to prominent mem- 
bers of House was the motion which ought to 
prevail. He was in favor of fixing asearly aday 
as possible; but he would take into consideration 
the business which was to be done. 


on the table for the present, but subsequently 
withdrew it. 4 

Mr. HAWES was in favor of the motion to 
commit this subject to a committee. He was in 
favor of having as much of the publie business 
transacted as possible before they adjourned. He 
alluded to the bill to make appropriations for the 
West Point Academy as a measure which would 
occasion considerable debate, as Mr. H. himself 
intended speaking some hours to show the cor- 
ruptions of that institution. Mr. H. concluded 


NE thought the better way of determ- . 


| 


` the bill no longer entertained a hope thatit would 
be taken up, and if that was not to be taken |. 
up, he should vote for the earliest day of adjourn- ` 


ment. 


Mr. ASHLEY would prefer the Lith of July. | 


The question was taken on the motion to post- | 
pone till Monday next; which was negatived— | 


ayes 6], noes not counted. 

The proposition of Mr. Winiias was rejected 
without a count. 
- The question then recurred upon the motion to 
insert the 4th of July. 

Mr. HEISTER moved to insert the 27th of 
June; and 


Mr.. ASHLEY moved to insert the llth of ` 


July. 
These motions were ruled not then to be in 


order. ‘ 

Mr. HEISTER asked for the yeas and nays 
on the first motion; which were ordered. 

Some conversation took place as to the mode 
in which the question should be 
tween the CHAIR, Messrs. 
Louisiana, VANDERPOEL, and GRENNELL. 


Spout i 
ARLAND of |: 


The point was, whether the date in the resolution, ; 
as it came from the Senate, should be considered : 


in blank? 


If so, the vote would be taken on the | 


longest time first; if not, the questions would be | 


taken in the order in which they were made. 
Mr. LEWIS said, asthe bill changing the time 

of meeting of Congress might again come up, and 

be acted on, he would move to postpone the fur- 


ther consideration of the subject till Tuesday | 


next; which was lost. : 
The question was then taken on inserting the 
11th of July, (as an amendment to fixing the 


4th,) and decided in the negative—yeas 73, nays |: 


137. 
The question recurring on inserting the 4th of 


June; which was lost. 
Mr. ROBERTSON moved to insert the 2d of 
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The bill having been ready o C57 o 
Mr. VINTON moved the following amend- 
ment.as an additional section to the bill: 

Be it further enacted, That the eighth section of an ordi- 
nance passed by the convention of delegates at Little Rock, 
assembied for the purpose of making a constitution for 
the State of Arkansas, which is in the following words, 
viz: © All that section of country lying west of the west- 
ern boundary of the State of Arkansas, which was formerly 
a part of the Territory of Arkansas, under the provisions of 
an act of Congress, approved the 26th day of May, 1824, 


: entitled f An act to fix the western boundary line of the 
i Territory of Arkansas,’ and which was ceded by the United 


States to the Cherokee and Choctaw Indians, whenever 
the Indian title shall be extinguished to the same, shall be 
attached to, and form a partof, the State of Arkansas; and 


_ When the said Indian title shall be extinguished, the west- 


ern boundary of the said State shall be in accordance with 
the provisions of the said act of Congress,” be, and the 
same is hereby rejected. 

. Mr. VINTON addressed the committee at some 
length in support of the amendment; and after 
some remarks from Messrs.SEVIER, PARKER, 
LOVE, PATTON, CUSHING, CAMBRE- 
LENG, HOWARD, HUNTSMAN, EVER- 
ETT, STANDEFER, and McKAY, 

Mr. VINTON withdrew his amendment, and 
offered the following: . 

Strike out the word “ that?” in the first section of the bill, 
and insert the following: “In lieu of the proposition sub- 
mitted to Congress by the ordinance of the convention of 
delegates held at Little Rock, assembled for the purpose of 
making a constitution, which is hereby rejected.” 

Which, after a few remarks from Messrs. TOU- 
CEY, CHAMBERS of Pennsylvania, and SE- 
VIER, was agreed to. 

The bill was then laid aside, and the committee 
took up the bill supplementary to the act to estab- 
| lish the northern boundary line of Ohio, and to 


| provide for the admission of Michigan into the 


nion. 
The bill having been. read, : 
Mr. VINTON moved the same amendment to 


: this bill he had moved to the Arkansas bill, 


July. He gave, as a reason for the motion, the | 


sumed that Congress would not transact business 


on the 4th of July, unless there was some imperi- | 
:! ment, repealing that part of the third, section of 


. 


ous necessity for ìt, - . 
The motion was lost; when the motion to. in- 


e thought there ought to be but i} sert the 4th of July was agreed to; and the reso- 


_ lution, as amended, was concurred in. ; 


Mr. JUDSON, from the select committee ap- 
pointed to take into consideration the subject- 
matter of an assault committed within the Hall 
of the House of Representatives on Saturday last, 
by general consent made a report; which was 


: ordered to lie on the table, and be printed. 
Mr. PATTON moved to lay the whole subject ; 


Mr. STORER inquired of the Chair if that was |! 


: the proper time to move to take up the bill in re- 


‘lation to the northern boundary of Ohio? but, |, 


by moving to postpone this resolution until Mon- i 


day next. ya yn ee 

Xr. EVERETT said he had uniformly voted 
against the suspension of the rules to take up this 
‘resolution, and he would now state the reason 
why he had so voted, and why he was now ready 
to fix the day for adjournment. 
against the suspension of the rules, because he 


after a few words from the Chair, he withdrew 
the motion. i 


: MICHIGAN AND ARKANSAS. 


The following bille from the Senate were taken 
up, read twice, committed to the Committee of 
the Whole on the state of the Union, and em- 
braced in the special order: 

The bill supplementary to the act to establish 
the northern ndary line of Ohio, and to pro- 
vide for the admission of Michiganinto the Union; 
and 

rovide for the due execution of the 
United States within the State of 


: Michigan. 


He had voted | 


did not wish to fix the day of adjournment until : 
the bill for the distribution of the proceeds of the . 


publi 


‘saw, and he presumed every friend of that meas- . 


ure must Have foreseen, that if the day was pre- |: 


viously fixed we had no security that that bill | 
would be taken up. The friends of that measure | 
had it in their power (it requiring a vote of two 
thirds) to say that the day of adjournment should | 
not be fixed untilit was taken up; they knew that | 
by surrendering the power in their 
gained nothing; their oppe 
until they were prepared. 

‘guspending the rule, th 


c lands should be finally acted on. He fore- `! 


ands they | 
nents would notadjoun ; and:to provide for the due execution of the laws 

By the vote now taken | 
e power was surrendered. | other purposes: 


i 


i 


The bill to 
laws of the 

Mr. MANN, of New York, moved to include 
the following bili also in the special order: 

An act to settle and establish the northern 
boundary line of the State of Ohio. 

Objection being made, Mr. MANN withdrew 
the motion. i 

Oh motion of Mr. SEVIER, the House went 
into Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union, (Mr. Pierce, of New Hampshire, in the 
chair,) and proceeded to consider the following 
An act supplementary to the act for the admis- 
sion of the State. of Arkansas into the Union, 


of the United States within the same, and for 


i fact that the 2d was on a Saturday, and he pre- ' 


July, ' and which had been agreed to, merely changi 
Mr. HEISTER moved to insert the 27th of ; ? 


n 
the words ‘* Arkansas” and *‘ Little Rock te 
« Michigan” and ‘ Detroit.” 

After some remarks from Messrs. GARLAND 
of Louisiana, SEVIER, ROBERTSON, VIN- 
TON, LANE, and HUNTSMAN, the amend- 
ment was agreed to. 

Mr. ROBERTSON moved a further amend- 


the act to which this bill is supplementary, re- 
lating to the member and Senators elected to Con- 
gress from Michigan. Mr. R. stated as a rea- 
son for the amendment, that it conflicted with the 
Constitution of the United States, which gave to 
each House the right to judge of the qualifications 
of its members. 

After a few words from Mr. TOUCEY, the 
amendment was lost—ayes 53, noes 77; and the 
bill-was laid aside. $ 

The committee then took up the bill to pro- 
vide for the due execution of the laws of the 
i United States in the State of Michigan. 

_ Mr. LANE moved to reduce the salary of the 
| district judge from $2,000 to $1 500, and also that 
the same salaries be paid to each of the distrigt 
| judges of Ohio, Indiana, THinois, and Missouri, 
| [in those States they are now 1,000;} which, 
| after a few remarks from: .Messrs.. LANE, 
! TOUCEY, and WHITTLESEY of Ohio, was 
, rejected. 

Mr. WILLIA r 
| moved to reduce the salary of the digtriet {sase 
| of Michigan to $1,500; which was agreed to— 
ayes 80, noes not counted. ogi 

On motion of Mr. CAMBRELENG, the com- 
mittee then rose and reported the bills and amend 
ments to the House. e Do 

The Speaker having resumed the chair, 

The House: concurred in the amendment of the 
Committee of the Whole to the Arkansas bill, 
and the same was ordered to, be engrossed for a 
third reading to-morrow. | 

The second bill, in relation to 


aken ROBERTSON renewed the amendment 

offered by him in Committee of the Whole, and 

asked for the yeas and nays thereon; whieh 
-ordered. : : 

"Mr TOUCEY raised the point of order that 

the amendment could not be moved, inasmuch as 

it was wholly dissimilar from, and unconnected 


| with, the subiect of the bill, =% 


MS, of North Carolina, then 


Michigan, being 
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The CHAIR overruled the objection; and the | 
estion being taken on the amendment, it was | 
decided in the negative—yeas 59, nays 96. 

Mr. TOUCEY moved an amendment, direct- 
inz the manner in which the university or semi- 
nary Jands should be located, viz: by the Legis- 
lature, and-in quantities not less than one quarter 
section each. 

Mr. STORER called the attention of the House 
to the fact, that the trustees of the Michigan semi- 
nary or university had located some of their lands 
within the territorial limits of the State of Ohio; 
and others pn the most valuable and richest sec- | 
tions bordering on the Maumee, south of the line . 
established in the bill providing for the admis- 
gion of Michigan into the Union. 

After a few remarks from Messrs. WHIT- | 
'TLESEY of Ohio, TOUCEY, STORER, and | 


Mr. WHITTLESEY then submitted a ptovise | 
ta the same to secure the rights of persons who 
hed purchased grants from, the trustecs, which 
was agreed to;-and: the’ bill -was ordered: to'be , 
engrossed for a third readtug‘to-morrow. ` 

The amendment to the bill to provide for the | 
due execution of the laws of the United States in 
the State of Michigan, was then concurred in; 
and that bill was also ordered to a third reading 
to-morrow. 

Mr. SUTHERLAND asked leave to set apart 
Monday next, at eleven. o’clock, and. each suce 
ceeding day thereafter, Fridays and Saturdays 
excepted, for the of taking up and con- 
sidering the harbor bill, the light-house bill, and 
the bills in relation to the Cumberland road. 

Objection being made, Mr. S. moved a suspen- 
sion of the rules. 

Mr. GRAVES moved to amend the motion by 
including the bill in relation to:the Louisville and | 
Portland canal; which was lost without a count. | 

Mr. SPEIGHT moved an adjournment; which 
was agreed to--ayer 80, noes 59350 

The House adjourned at six o’clock, p.m. | 


a 


INSENATE. © 
Wepyespay, June-t5, 1836. 
. A messagé was received from the President of 
the United States, by Mr. Donexson, his Private 

‘Secretary, transmitting a report from the Secre- 
“tary of State, in compliance with the resolution of 


‘the Lith instant, respecting depredations commit- | 


ted by the Mexicans on the property of Messrs. 
‘Choteau and De Man; whith, on motion of Mr. | 
‘Livy, was referred to the Committee on Foreign 
Relations. 

REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 

Mr. TIPTON, from the Committee on Mili- 
tary ‘Affates;té Which had béen referred the bill 
‘for the relief of Abraham Foébes, without amend- 

ment, moved that it be now taken-up ard eorisid- 
‘éredy which motion was'agreed to: > = 

“ Mr. EWING, of Ohio, who ‘had hot attended 
‘to'the motion for taking up this bill, objected to | 


the consideration of private bills out of their ||: 


l it would be proper to publish it to the world or 
| not. This was now submitted to the judgment of 
i the Senate and thrown upon their responsibility, 
a proceeding, he would remark, rather unusual 
with the President, who was in the habit of taking 


all responsibility upon himself. The responsibil- | 


ity, however, being thrown upon the Senate, it 
_appeared to him that they ought to meet it, and 
| if there was anything proper to be published to 
| the world, to decide upon having it printed. He 
would infer that there was nothing in the opinion 


respondence, because he believed. that the reso- 
Intion was framed in ‘the usual way; requesting 


| only as the public interest did not require-to be 
| withheld. 


ought to be consulted with regard to this matter; 


pleasure avail themselves of the benefit of any 


|| suggdstions they might make. Forthe present, 


Mr: Cvsaid he would content himself with moving 
the reference of the ‘papers to the Committee.on 
Foreign Relations. 

Mr. SHEPLEY was w 
| reference should be made. 


willmz that the 


i compliance with the resolution calling for it. “If 
| there was anything sinusual, it. was.in the resor 

lution ealliúg on the President for this correspond- 
‘ ence, when there was no evidence that the nego- 


| tiation was not stiH-pending. — 

$ didnot say tbat it was-anusual for ; 
| the President to send this correspondence to the | 
He said that it was unusual for him tọ || 


: Mr. OLAY 
| Senate. al fi 
throw the responsibility- of the publication on the 
Senate, as he usually took all the responsibility. 
on himself. : o 
refdrence moved by f 
Jt was on his motion that the resolutien cal 
| for this correspondence had been adopted, 
|| the. President to communicate such information 
|| as might not, in his opinion, be improper for pub- 
communicated confidentially, or otherwise. 
hoped ‘it would be made. oy 

he correspondence was then refezred to the 


‘| Committee on Foreign. Relations, accordingly. 


PRICE OF THE PUBLIC LANDS. 
Mr. WALKER, from the select committee to 
| which had beemreferred the subject af graduating 
| and reducing the price of the public lands to 
actual settlers, made a report thereon, accom- 


‘| panied by abiit for that purpose; which was read 


| and ordered to a second reading; and ’ 
On motion of Mr. LINN, five thousand copies 
of the report-were ordered-to be printed. 


-GABRIEL M. DENTON’S SURETIES. - 


-order, and moved to lay it on the table; which 
motion was agreed to-—ayes 19, noes 12. ~ Í 


gr | 
“Mr. DAVIS, from the Committee on Com- | 


merce, to which had been referred the bill from 


M. Dentbn was read the third time and passed. 
i RESOLUTIONS. 


‘the House to regulate the compensations of eer- || Mr. PRESTON submitted the following res- 


tain. officers ‘of the customs, reported the same 
-with amendments; wHich were fead. 

Mr. TOMLINSON, from 'the Committee ‘on 
“Pensions, to which had been referred the Wills 
-from the House for the relief-of Stephen Tal- 
madge and Thaddeus Potter, veported them sev- 
erally without amendment: ` 
"Mr. NAUDAIN, from the “Committee on 
Claims, made an ailverse report on the petition 
of Phineas Meigs, and the comitnitted was dis- 
charged from the further consideration thereof. 

NORTHEASTERN BOUNDARY, 

A` message was received from thè: Presidewt of 
the United States, transmitting a report from the 
‘Secretary of State, inctosin 
respondence with the British Government on the 
‘subject of the northedstern: Woundary of ‘the 
-United States. ; . mo eve 
. Mr. CLAY obgerved that he had not had time 
to look at this correspondence to judge whether 


‘a rcapy of the cor- . 


| olution; which lies.on the table one day: — 
Resolved, That the President of the United States be re- 
| quested to communicate to the Senate any informatidn in 
| his sioh, not incompatible with the publie interest, 
touching the political condition of Texas, the arganization 


iI 
i! pendence; and, also, any correspondence which may have 
i. taken place between the Executive of the Umited States 
| aud the Government of Texas and its agents. 

. Mr. WEBSTER submitted. the following reso- 
ii lution: ; ; . : 

| Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury 


xeport to 
l: the Senate pt the commencement of the 


ext. session of 


_ |: Congress such information às he may be able to obtain, to- 


ii gether with his own opinion tespecting the points or places 

-in which it may be most expedient or necessary to.establish 
i marine hospitals for the relief of sick and disabled seamen. 
i, Mr. W. said, on offering this amendment, that 
heh, foraome time, entertained the epinion‘that 
‘it was just and expedient that one or more marine 


<. | hospitals should be erested at the éxpense.of.the 


|! Treasury, on the western rivers and ldkea, .Jt 
i; was true that the marine hospitals now in exist- 


which should prevent the- publication of the gor- | 


the President to communicate such information : 


He should think, however, that: the . 
i two Senators fram Massachusetts and Maine . 
VINTON, the amendment was rejected. i 

and, ifit wasreferred ta the Committee on Fonn . 
| Relations, they could have ready: access to the . 
papers, and the committee would with great’ 


e would observe, . 
however, that there was nothing unusual in the | 
sending of this correspondence to the Senate, in | 


Mr. WEBSTER was quite satisfied with the | 
the Senator from Kentucky. : 


i 


this resohation not anly left it discretionary with . 


lication, but went to the length that it might be | 


thought the reference was a very proper.one; aad ie 


“The bill for the relief of the sureties of Gabtiel : 


| of its Government, and its capacity to maintain its inde- | 


Juné 15, 


ence on the Atlantic coast had been built out of 
the marine hospital fund. But the number of 
| seamen, so to call them, who were employed on 
_ the western waters, had suddenly very much in- 
! creased, and their case seemed to call for some 
immediate provision. The marine fund could not 
well bear the charge of making new hospitals, 
` and yet they appeared to be necessary. He was 
' desirous, therefore, of having all the information 
|, on this subject which they could obtain, so that 
|, Congress might take some effectual measure on the 
| It was very possible 


- subject af the next session. 
‘| §hat some other hospital might be deemed neces- 
sary on the Atlantic coast; but the main demand 
at present was for the West. He wished for the 
i whole subject to be brought before Congress, as 
he was very much. inclined to think that it was 
their duty to make a proper provision on the 
‘ gubject. i 
The resoluti 


on was then agreed to. 
PATENT OFFICE BUILDING. 
\ 


Mr. RUGGLES, from the select committee, 
| reported @ bill to provide a suitable building for 
the accommodation of the Patent Office, and for 
purchasing the necessary furniture, &c.; which 
was read and ordered to a second reading. 


PENSION BILLS. 


Mr. BENTON, from the Committee on Mili- 
‘tary Affairs, reported bills for the relief pf the 
| widow of Dr. George C. Clitherell, and for the 
| relief of. the legal representatives of Captain I. 
© Hudry; which were severally read, and ordered 
|, to a second reading. 


PROTECTION OF THE NORTHWESTERN 
i FRONTIER. 


Mr.B., fram the same committee, reported with- 
| out amendment the bill from the House to-provide 
for the better protection of the northwestern fron- 
i uer. 5 

BILL INTRODUCED. 

Mr.'B.,in purstance of notice given, asked 
and obtained leave and ‘introduced a bill granting 
a certain une of land to the States of Mis- 
sissippi, Alabama, Hlinois, Indiana,and Missouri, 
! for purposes of internal improvement; which 
was rcad, and ordered to a second reading. 

NOTICE OF A BILL. 

Mr, WRIGHT gave notice that he would, to- 
morrow, ask leave to bring in a bill anticipating 
the mrene the indemnity accruing to citizens 
of the United States under the treaties with France 
‘and the Two Sicilies. : 
COMPENSATION TO MICHIGAN REPRESENT- 

ATIVES. | T 

The resolution submitted by Mr. BUCHANAN, 
i relative to the payment of compensation to the 
Senators and Representatives from the State of 
| Michigan, was considered and agreed to. 


ADJOURNMENT OF CONGRESS. ` 


On motion of Mr. WEBSTER, the resolution 
|| fixing the day for closing the present session of 
ries da was taken up» and the amendment of 

the House assigning the 4th of July next as the 
| -day of adjournment, was agreed to. 


RECONSIDERATION. 


The motion made yesterday by Mr. WmTE, 
to reconsider the vote on recommitting the bill 
to regulate the public deposits, was taken up, 
and, after debate, in which Messrs. WHITE, 
‘WRIGHT, WEBSTER, BENTON, CAL- 
HOUN, BLACK, and MORRIS, participated,’ 
the question was decided in the affirmative—yeas 
| 22, nays 21; as follows: f 

YEAS—Messrs. Black, Calhoun, Clay, Crittenden, Da- 
vis, Ewing of Ohio, Goldsborough, Hendricks, Kent, 
Knight, Leigh, Mangum, Moore, Naudain, Porter, Pren- 
tiss, Preston, Robbins, Swift, Tomlinson, Webster, and 


White—22. : 

NAYS—Mesers. Benton, Brown, Buchanan, Cuthbert, 
Ewing of Illinois, Grundy, Hubbard, King of Alabama, 
King of Georgia, Linn, Morris, Nicholas, Niles, Page, 
Rives, Robinson, Shepley, Talimadge, Tipton, Walker, 
Wright—al. i 

The bill being thus again brought before the 
Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 

‘Mr. WRIGHT renewed his motion to resom- 
mit, so as to refer the substitute for the bill 


g 
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reported by the select committee, together with 
the amendments made thereto by the Senate, to 
the Committee on Finance, with instructions’ to 
separate it into two bills; one relating to the regu- 


lating the deposit banks, and the other relating | 


to the distribution of the surplus. 


Mr. WEBSTER then moved to lay the whole | 


subject on the table; which motion was agreed to. 
SALES OF THE PUBLIC LANDS. 


The bill to change the mode of conducting the 
sales of the public lands was taken up as the 
special order, and after some remarks from 
EWING, of Ohio, in support of the bill, and Mr. 
BLACK, in opposition to it, 

Mr. PORTER moved to lay it on the table. 


BANK OF THE UNITED STATES. | 


On motion of Mr. WRIGHT, the bill from the 
House, authorizing the Secretary of the Treasur 
to act as the agent of the United States, in all 
matters relating to the stock of the United States 
im the late Bank of the United States, was taken 
up; and, after being amended, was ordered toa 
third reading. 

PATENT LAWS. 


On motion of Mr. RUGGLES, the Senate took 
up the bill for the promotion of the useful arts, 
and to repeal all acts and parts of acts heretofore 
made for that purpose; and after being amended, 
the bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading. : 


After the consideration of Executive business, |; 


the Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Wepnxspar, June 15, 1836. 


As soon as the Journal of yesterday had. been | 


read, i 

Mr. ADAMS moved a correétioa of the Jour- ; 
nal of the proceedings on Monday, in reference 
to the entry relating to his claiming the floor oa 
that day after the motion of Mr: W sams of | 
Kentucky, (see proceedings.) 


Mr. A. having read his amendment at length, |; 
Mr. HAMER hoped it was not intended to |: 


spread the gentleman’s speech upon the Journal, 
because, if so, the same privilege must be ac- 
corded to other gentlemen who « poke on the ques- 
tion 


ADAMS, and WILLIAMS of Kentucky, 

Mr. CAMBRELENG moved to lay the motion 
to amend the Journal on the table. 

Mr. ADAMS ealled for the yeas and nays; 
which were ordered. 


Mr. WISE asked if it was in order to lay such |; 


a motion on the table? 

The CHAIR replied in the affirmative; for it 
was still in the power of the House to take it up 
again whenever they thought proper. 

At the suggestion of Mr. HA ER, Mr. Can- 
BRELENG withdrew the motion to lay on the table, 
and moved the previous question. 

Mr. ADAMS raised ‘the point of arder whether 
the gentleman from New York could withdraw 
the motion after the yeas and nays had been 
ordered on it, but the point was overruled by the 
Chair. 

Mr. PHILLIPS asked for the yeas and nays 
on the motion for the previous question. 

The CHAIR reiterated the decision frequently 
before made, that the call was not in order. 

The House seconded the previous question, 
and ordered the main question; on whic 

Mr. PHILLIPS called for the yeas and nays; 
which were ordered; and were—yeas 51, nays 
110. 

So the motion to amend the Journal was lost. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATION. | 
The SPEAKER laid before the House a com- 
munieation from the Secretary of War, trans- 
mitting certain papers in relation to the claim of 
the heirs of Lieutenant William Cunningham; 
which was referred to the Committee on Revolu- 
tionary Pensions. ook 4 
“REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 


Mr. CAMBRELENG, from.the Committee of 
Waysand Means, reported a bill making further 


Mr. ` 


‘After dome remarks from Messrs. PATTON, | 


| appropriations for cartying into effeet certain In- 
! dian treaties; which was read twice and commit- 
ted. 
Cherokees, é 
watomies.} 
bill making further sppeopretnons for the civil 
and diplomatic service 


| [This bil 
Mr. C., from the same committee, reported a 
was tead twice and committed. 


hippewas, and a part of the Potta- 


Mr. MERCER, from the Committee on Roads ` 


and Canals, reported a billin relation to the grant 
| of certain lands to the State of Alabama, for the 

purpose of improving the Coosa, Tennessee, 
- Cahawba, and Black Warrior rivers; which was 
read twice and committed. 

Mr. JARVIS, from the Committee on Naval 
Affairs, reported a bill for the relief of Benjamin 
Hewett; 

Also, a bill to provide for the more effectual 
execution of the ministerial duties of the Navy 
Department; and te 

bill to reduce to two heads of Bppropnaons, 

certain appropriations for vessels of war, and for 

roviding materials for the same; all of which 
jlls were severally read twice and committed. 

Mr. J., from the same committec, reported a 
resolution to set apart Monday next for the con- 
sideration of bills reported by the Committee on 
Naval Affairs; hick was disagreed to. 

Mr. ROBERTSON, from the Committee on 
i the Judiciary, reported a bill for the relief of 
| Daniel Ward and George Hickley; which was 
‘| read twice and committed. 
| Mr. WHITTLESEY, of Ohio, from the Com- 
i, mittee of Claims, reported- Senate bill for the 
l relief of John M. Gamble, with an amendment; 
; which was committed. 

Mr. W., from the same committee, made un- 
favorable reports in the following cases: Peter 
Porcher, Isaiah Frost, Catharine M. Smith, 
Wealthy Beckwith, Frederick Hathaway, Wil- 
liam Flinn, Mary Hubbell, executor of James 


| Flinn, Gates Hoit, Daniel Loomis, David Hull, | 
William H. Morris, John Hine, William Byan, | 


James Baker. 
{In the last case the former réport 
| presea! report to be printed, with a letter from 
ames Baker to the honorable Mr. May.] . 
|` Mr. TOUCEY, from the. Committee on the 
J nice reported a bill for the relief of Benja- 
man 
Mr. UNDERWOOD, from the Committee on 
Revolutionary Claims, reported a bill for the re- 
| lief of the legal representatives of Thomas Glas- 
cock, deceased; which was read twice and com- 
mitted. 
Mr. HEISTER, from the Committee for the 
‘ District of Columbia, reported a restlution pro- 
| posing to set apart Friday morning next, from 
; bills relating to the District of Columbia. 
that on Friday morning next he should ask the 
! House to take up and consider the deposit bank 


bill. 
| Mr. THOMAS then moved to sttike otit *¢ Fri- 
, day next,” ahd insert “next Tuesday week;” 
| but subsequently moved another amendment ‘ to 
, except the bill from the Senate for the recharter 
| of the banks ofthe District of Columbia;”’ which 
| was lost. E 
| The original resolution was then, agreed to. .. 
Mr. TALIAFERRO, fror the Committee of 
Claims, reported a bill for the. relief of Teakel 
| Savage, administrator of Bolitha Lawes; which 
; was read twice and committed. 


residue of the present session. 
On motion of Mr. MARTIN, the. Committee 


consideration of the bill for the relief of John 
Donaldson, Stephen Heard, and others; and the 
same was brought into the House; and after some 
conversation between Messrs. MARTIN, GAR- 
LAND of Louisiana, and HARDIN, 

Mr. HARDIN moved an amendment; which 
was agreed to; and the bill, as amended, -was 
ordered to a third reading; and having been en- 
grossed, was read the third time and passed. 

Mr. BOON, from the Committeé on the Public 


| ten to twelve o’clock, for the consideration of 


of the Whole was discharged ‘frém the further | 


or thé year 1836; which ' 


recom mitted ; | 


; which was read twice and committed. | 


| Mr. CAMBRELENG rose and gave notice ` 


i: the Chair would have no di 


i 
li 


| On motion of Mr. OWENS, léave of absence - 
was granted to Mr. Hoxsey, of Georgia, for the || 


| 


rovided for certain treaties with the |: read the third time and passed. 


:' pended havi 


Lands, repotted Senate bill, without amendment, 
to remove the land office from Clinton to Jackson, 
Mississippi; which, by general consent, was 


| Mr. TAYLOR asked leave to offer a rasolution 
t] that the House, during the residue of the present 
|| session, will take a recess from two o’clock to 
half past three, p. m., which being objected to, 

Mr. T. moved a suspension of the rules; which 
was lost—ayes 83, noes 60. 

Mr. CHAMBERS, of Pennsylvania, from the 
Committee of Private Land Claims, reported Sen- 
‘ate bill for the relief of Butcher and others, 
with a recommendation that the said bill do not 

pass; which was committed. 


BOOKS FOR NEW MEMBERS. 

Mr. INGERSOLL moved a suspension of the 
rules, for the purpose of taking up and consider- 
ing the resolution to provide books to the new 
members of the Twenty-Fourth Congress; which 
was agreed to—apyes 95, noes 37. 

The resolution was then read, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Cterk be directed to supply such mem- 
bets of the House as have not been provided under former 
erders, with the following booke: the Diplomatic Corre- 
pondence ; the Documentary History of the United States ; 
the Land Laws; the American State Papers ; the Register of 
Debates, including the two volumes of the First Congress, 
published by Gales & Seaton, and the two volumes of the 
last Congress; Contested Elections; Commercial Regula- 
tions; Secret Journals to 1778; Elliot’s Debates. And that 
the Committee of Ways and Means be instructed to report 
a bill for the necessary appropriation to carry this resolution 
inte effect. 

Mr, SPEIGHT rose and remarked that, as he 
believed every gentleman was prepared to vote 
upon it, he moved the previous question; which 
was seconded—ayes 82, noes 42; and on ordering 

' the main eaa; ; 

© Mr. MERCER called for the yeas and nays, 
but the House refused te order them;and the main 
question was ordered without a count. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD then asked for the yeas 
and nays on the main question; which were or- 


dered. 

Mr. INGERSOLL asked the unanimous con- 
sent of the House to permit him to modify the 
resolution by excluding such books as were out 


of print, ' i 
Mr. UNDER WOOD objected. 3 
Mr. ANTHONY moved to lay the resolution 
‘on the table; and shag T ek ama 
-- Mr. SMITH cafled for the yeas and nays; 
which were ordered. : - toe 
Mr. ADAMS asked the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvariia to withdraw the môtion, to enable him 
to move a reconsideration of the vote by which 
the, main question was ordered; aceordingly, 
Mr. ANTHONY withdrew the motión; and 
Mr. MANN, of New York, renewed it. 
“Mr. HAWES asked for the yeas and nays; 
‘which were ordered; and were taken. 
|| Before the vote was announced, : 
‘| Mr. MANN raised the question of order that, 
'\ by former decisions of the House, and the rule 
- adopted the other day on the Michigan and Ark- 
` ansas bills, this resolution must be considered in 
‘| the Committee of the Whole, inasmuch as it 
‘| involved an appropriation of mo. i cae 
: The CHAIR said that was not the proper time 
‘to raise the question. The vote must be first 
‘| announéed, and then, if the Fim was raised, 
culty in deciding. 
‘The vote was announced to be—yeas 82, nays 
| 99; so the House refused to lay the resolation on 
the table. À 


The peri 


i 


od før which the rules had been sus- 
ng expired, A ; 
Mr. CHAPIN moved a further suspension for 
one hour to preceed with the consideration of the 
above resolution. ; 
L- Mr. MANN asked for the yeas and nays; bat 
the House refused to order them; and the ques- 
tion being taken by tellers, was decided in the 
negative—ayes 94, noes 60, not two thirds; and 
the House passed to the special orders. 
MICHIGAN AND ARKANSAS. et gk 
The following engrossed bills were then read a 
third time and passed: set eee 
Phe bik lementary to the act entitied “An act to es- 
a a the mucehern boundary lino of Ohio, and to provide 


ion of Michigan into the Union 3” and 
for the aeeapplenentary tothe act entitled “An act for the 
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admission of the Stato of Arkansas 
rovide for the due execution of the | 


inte the Union, and to | 
aws of the United ' 


States within the same, and for other purposes re i 
The bill to provide for the due execution of the laws of 
the United States within the State of Miclugan. 


Mr. MANN, of New York, moved that the 
House take up and consider the following bill, 
which had been laid on the table some days 
age: 

H An act to settle and establish the northern boundary 
line of the State of Otim.” 

Mr. ADAMS said he thought that would be 
doing over again what had been already done, 
inasmuch as the provisions of this bill were em- 
braced in the bill for the admission of Michigan 
into the Union; and would look as if the House 
distrusted the validity of that act. 

The motion was agreed to, without a count. 

Mr. MANN, referring to what had fallen from 
the gentieman from Massachusetts, remarked 
that it was to satisfy the scruples of gentlemen 
from Ohio as to the construction of the former 
bil. He himself saw no necessity for the passage 
of this bill, believing that Congress had expended 
their whole power over this subject on the other 
bill. In reply to the gentleman's question, what 
reason there was for the passage of this bill, Mr. 
M. would reply, according to the fashion of their 
own country, by asking another question, Why 
should it not be passed? The one question was 
as good as the other. 

Mr. CRAIG argued that there were objections 
to the passage of this Dill, and he proceeded to 

int them out. 

Mr. BOULDIN said he would vote for the 
passage of this bill. He had voted for a degree 
of dispatch in passing the bills for receiving Mich- 
igan and Arkansas which was not his habit. He 
did it for peace sake. The United Statcs and 
Ohio, as well as Michigan and Ohio, seemed, last 
summer, to be getting to a point which was little 
short of war. fle had voted to give Ohio the land 
in dispute, and Michigan much more in the place 
of it, for peace sake. He did not think Ohio 
entided to the land, but that the United States had 
the right, at least, to compromise the dispute, and 
give Michigan a quantity amply sufficient to make 
up for what was claimed by Ohio. He under- 
stood that this bill followed the lines of the bill 
lately passed; and why not pass it? The same 
motive that induced him to vote for more than 
ordinary dispatch and decision in passing the bill 
before alluded to, would induce him to vote for 
this bill. 

Mr. HUNTSMAN made a few remarks on the 
same subject. 

Mr. MILLER moved the previous question; 
which was seconded—ayes 74, noes 47; and the 
main question was ordered. 

Mr. ADAMS asked for the yeas and nays on 
the main question; which were ordered; and 
were—yeas 122, nays 42; so the bill was ordered 
to a third reading. 

The question ‘being onthe passage of the bill, 

Mr. MILLER said he had but a very few 
words to say on this subject, and they were in 
explanation of his own vote. He had voted to 
lay the present bill on the table when it was first 


taken up for consideration, because there was a | 
provision in another bill, (the bill for the admis- | 


sion of Michigan into the Union,) to settle the 
boundary line of Ohio. That bill has now passed, 
and establishes this disputed Jine as effectually as 
Congress can establish it. He therefore thought 
it was too late to entertain a discussion in relation 


to the force of the ordinance of 1787, and the | 


right of Congress to settle the question. This 
body has acted, and has fixed the disputed bound- 
ary in the first section of the bill to admit Mich- 
igan. He thought this sufficient, and had voted 
against ordering the present bill toa third read- 
ing, beeause it on : 
already done. A large majority of the House, 
however, had. thought proper to vote for it, in 
order to remove the doubts which some gentle- 


men have expressed. To this he did not object; | 
but for himself, he believed it entirely unneces- |; 


sary, and had therefore voted against it, and 
would do so again on its final-passag 

After further debate by Messrs 
UNDERWOOD, BRIGGS, ADAMS, LOVE, 
WARDWELL, BOND, and KINNARD, 


ly reaffirms that which we have `, 


e. i 
. ANTHONY, 


| Mr. CAMBRELENG appealed to gentlemen 
not to continue the discussion, It was admitted 
on all hands that this bill was merely aflirming 
the provisions of a bill which had passed the other 
day, and he hoped that discussion might not be 
pana on a measure of this kind, when they 
rad but fifteen days to act on the many import- 
ant bills yet unacted on. 
Mr. REYNOLDS, of Illinois, then moved the 
previous question; and the tellers reporting— 
ayes 63, noes 18—na quorum, 


Mr. CHAPIN moved a call of the House; 


which was ordered. | 

After proceeding in the call for some time, 

Mr. HEISTER moved that further proceedings 
be dispensed with; which was agreed to. 

The previous question was then seconded with- 
outa count; and the main question, being ordered 
and put, was carried without a division. 

So the bill was passed. 

FORTIFICATION BILL. 

In further execution of the special order of the 
th of January, the House, on motion of Mr. 
CAMBRELENG, proceeded to the consideration 
of the bill making appropriations for certain for- 
tifications forthe year 1836. The bill was reported 


from the Committee of the Whole, with sundry . 


amendments; and the question was on concurring 
in these amendments. 

The amendment pending was the following: 

For fortifications, Charleston harbor, South Carona, and 
preservation of the site of Fort Mouluie, $150,000; iu- 
creased by the Committec of the Whole to $200,000. 

Mr. HARDIN addressed the House in opposi- 


tion tothe large appropriations embraced in these _ 


amendments. This bill (he said) involved an 
amount of money of not less than $4,000,000. 
It could not be passed till the first of July, and 
from that time till the next session, it would be 
impossible to expend so large a sum upon one 
species of works, especially when we took into 


consideration the vast expenditures now going on ` 


in the States for their works of internal improve- 
‘ments. He was convinced the labor could not 
be found by which so much money could be 
i expended: 
r. H, referred to a variety of details on the 
subject, and cited some documents in support of 
his views, among which were letters from Gen- 
erals Gratiot and Wool, to show that the amount 
proposed in this bill could not be judiciously ex- 
pended, and that such an increase of fortifications 
poan require a very great increase of military 
orce. 


Mr. PINCKNEY moved to aniend the amend- | 


ment by specifying the objects of ‘appropriation, 
viz: 


One hundred and fifty thousand doliars shall be applicd ; 
to the consiruction of a sea wail for the preservation of the | 
site of Fort Moultrie, and the remainder for the construc- | 


tion and repair of Castle Pinckney. 
After a few words from Messrs. PINCKNEY, 
McKAY, and CAMBRELENG, 
Mr. PINCKNEY withdrew his amendment. 
Mr. CAMBRELENG then, in reply to the 


entleman from Kentucky, [Mr. Harorn,]} went ' 


into a statement to show what were the objects 
., of the appropriations contained in the bill and the 


said that there was now no surplus of former 


appropriations, and the appropriations now pro- ; 


; posed would all be needed during the year. 


The debate was further continued by Messrs. l 


; PARKER, GRAYSON, HALL of Vermont, 
ıı CAMBRELENG, LOVE, SUTHERLAND, 
BRIGGS, BOON, and DENNY. 

|, The amendment pending was still further de- 
ji bated, bein ai by Messrs. SUTHER- 
| LAND and ADAMS, and opposed by Messrs. 
Beer and THOMPSON of South Carolina; 
|! when 

Mr. MAURY moved that the House adjourn; 
_ which was agreed to—ayes 75, foes 59. 

So the House adjourned a little before eight 
‘| o'clock, p. m. 


IN SENATE. 
Tuorsvar, June 16, 1836. 


| The CHAIR communicated a report from the 
: Secretary of War, with reports from the Com- 
missary General and Third Auditor, relative to 


de 


L GLOBE. 


amendments proposed by the committee. He ` 


Jung; 14, 


SSIES DT SEA Re are ee ree EG 
| the enrollment and emigration of the Cherokces 


: residing east of the Mississippi, made in com- 
| phance with a resolution of the Senate of Feb- 
' ruary 6, 1836; and 

On motion of Mr. WEBSTER, it was ordered 
to be printed. 

The CHAIR also communicated a report from 
the Solicitor of the Treasury, in answer to a res- 
olution of the Senate containing a statement of 
the accounts of Francis Cazot. 


REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 


. Mr. WEBSTER, from the Committee on Fi- 
` nance, reported a bill in addition to the act making 
appropriations for the support of the Government 
for the year 1836; which was read twice, and 
ordered to a third reading. 

Mr. TOMLINSON, from the Committee on 
Pensions, reported the bills from the House for 
the relief of Patrick McEwen and Jonathan Dow, 
without amendment, recommending the passage 
of said bills: and also reported, without amend- 
ment, the bills from the House granting arrear- 
ages of pensions to Moore Miller; for the relief 
of William Taylor; for the relief of Robert Lucas; 
and for granting arrears of pension to Josiah 
va recommending that said bills be, re- 
jected. 

l Mr. McKEAN and Mr. PRENTISS severally 
reported pension bills without amendment., i 


BILL INTRODUCED., 


Mr. WRIGHT, on leave, introduced a bill 
roviding for the payment, in anticipation, of the 
indemnities accruing to citizens of the United 
States under the French treaty of July, 1832, and 
the treaty with the King of the Two Sicilies of 
December, 1835; which was read, and ordered 
to a second reading. Mr. W. gave notice that he 
would call for the second reading of said bill to- 

! morrow. 


HUMPHREY MARSHALL. 


On motion of Mr. LINN, the report of the Com- 
mittee on Pensions, adverse to the petition of 
Humphrey Marshall, was taken up; and after a 
discussion, in which Messrs. LINN, CRITTEN- 
DEN, CLAY, and WHITE, tock part, 

On motion of Mr. KING, of Alabama, it was 
laid on the table. i 


SEMINARY LANDS OF FLORIDA. 


The bill to authorize the Government and 

Legislative Council of the Territory of Florida to 

; sell and convey the lands set apart for a seminary 

| of learningin said Territory, the same having been 

considered as in Committee of the Whole, was 
'! taken up, and ordered to a third reading. . 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. ° 


A message was received from the House of 
| Representatives, by Mr. Franxum, their Clerk, 
stating that the House had passed the bills from 
i the Senate, supplementary to the act to estab- 
' lish the northern boundary line of Ohio, and for 
' the admission of Michigan into the Union; the 
bill supplementary to the act for the admission of 
„Arkansas into the Union, and to provide for the 
exccution of the laws of the United States in the 
same; and the act to provide for the execution 
of the laws of the United States in the State of 
Michigan; with amendments, in which they asked 
| the concurrence of the Senate. 
-On motion of Mr. BUCHANAN, the Senate 
' concurred in the amendments to the two first-men- 
: tioned bills; when 
. Mr. B. moved that the Senate disagree to the 
l: amendment to the last. This amendment reduces 
l: the salary of the district judge of Michigan from 
|. $2,000, as established by the Senate, to $1,500. 
| On motion of Mr. CALHOUN, the amend- 
: ment was laid on the table. | oo 
BILL PASSED. 

The bill authorizing the Secretary of the Treas- 
‘ury.to act as the agent of the United States, in 
| allmatters relating to the Bank of the United 
| States, was read the third time, and passed. 
| PUBLIC DEPOSITS. 
| On motion of Mr. WEBSTER, the , Senate 
: took up the bill to regulate the deposits of the 
‘public moneys; the question being on Mr. 

nrent’s motion to recommit the original bill, 
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with the substitutes reported by the select com- | 
mittee, and the amendments adopted by the Sen- | 
ate to the Committee on Finance, with instruc- | 
tions to divide them into two separate bills, so | 
that one shail contain all that relates to the regu- ! 
lation of the deposit banks, and the other shall ' 
contain all that relatea to the disposition of the 
surplus. 

Mr. CALHOUN had no desire to embarrass 
this motion by any indirection or technicality; 
but he was exceedingly desirous that the parlia- 
mentary rule should be observed within a rea- 
sonable degree. The first question was on strik- 
ing out the original bill introduced by himself, 


and inserting the substitute; and in that state | 


of the question, the gentleman from New York 
moved to refer it, with the subtitutes and amend- 
ments, to the Committee on Finance, with in- 
structions. He held that they cou'd not refer 
amendments under any parliamentary rule, and 
that, in recommitting the bill, all the amendments 
not concurred in in the House fell to the ground. 
Now, these instructions referred to the amend- 
ments made to the bill in the Committee of the 
Whole; and therefore they referred to a matter, 
which, under the parliamentary rule, could not 
go before the Committee on Finance. He con- 
tended that when a bill was referred to a com- 
“mittee, all that it could do was to recommend 
amendments to it. 

(Mr. C. here read the rule relating to the sub- 
ject.} 
i The only parliamentary way in which the gen- 
tleman could et at his object, would be to. move 
to strike out A thirteenth section, and bring it in 
as another bill. 

Mr. WRIGHT said that he was perfectly una- 
ble to debate points of order, and was quite 
unwilling to engage in such discussions. His 
object was to avoid all technicalities, and to get 
at the sense of the Senate in the shortest possi- 
ble way; and he therefore begged the presidin 
officer to decide the point of order. He would, 
however, observe that he was unable to discrimi- 


nate between the committing a bill to a commit- | 
tee, with instructions to separate it into two parts, | P 
and the motion to strike out one part of a bill, and |, these two of the larger S 


bring it in as a whole bill. 
The CHAIR (Mr. Kine of Alabama) stated 


that he had no doubts on the subject as to the ! greatest injustice to those new States whose pop- 


power of the Senate. It could not only recom- 
mit the whole bill, but any portion of a bill, 
leaving the residue of it precisely as it stood 
either in committee or in the House. The par- 
liamentary rule was precise. They could com- 
mit any portion of a bill to one committee, and 
the other portion to another committee, with 
instructions; and if they could thus commit two 

arts of the same bill to two different committees, 
it followed, ofcourse, that they could instruct one 
committee to separate a bill into two parts. When 
it came thus separated before the 
in their power to take either proposition, or both, 
as the majority might decide. 

The CHAIR here read the rule as follows: 


the whole bill, or so much of a paper to ome ahd so much | 
10 another committee.”—- Page 148, Jefferson’s: Manual. 
‘With respect to any amendments that had been 
made, it was the opinion of the Chair that they 
would fall when such commitment was ordered, 


enate, it was | 


j 


| Minis, Grundy, Hubberd, King of Alabama. 
Linn, Nicholas, Niles, Page, Rives, Robinson. 
Shepley, Tallmadge, Tipton, Walker, 


| : 
Rug es, Su Wall, and 


ig 
NAYS— Messrs. Black, Calhoun, Clay, Crittenden, 


: Davis, Ewing of Ohio, Goldsborough, Hendricks, Kent. 
Knight, Leigh, McKean, Mangum, Moore, Morris, Naudain, | 


Porter, Prentiss, Preston, Robbins, Southard, Swift, Tom- 
linson, Webster, and White—%5. 


Mr. WALKER offered an amendment, the 


effect of which was, to strike out the ratio of the | 
distribution of the surplus as provided for in the | 
rtion to the respective : 


Í bill, and make it in pro 
' representation of the States in the Senate and 
House of Representatives. a 

On this subject (Mr. W. said) he desired to 
call the attention of the Senate to a table made out 
by a very accurate young gentleman, demon- 
strating what changes would b 
tions of eighteen of the States, if his amendments 
should be adopted. 


Mr. W. then read a table, showing that eighteen 


of the States will be the losers to a considerable ` 


amount by the distribution under the census of 
1830. Now, it was admitted on all hands, that 
there could be no constitutional objections to the 
proposition embraced in this amendment. When 
the land bill was under discussion, he offered an 
amendment on this principle, and it was resisted 


on the ground that it was in violation of the ordi- 
Í If there was to 
apportionment among the States, he ap- 


nance of the State of Virginia. 
be an 
pealed to eve 


Senator if it ought not to be m 
accordance wit i 


tribution is to take place. 
the onig gue principle of distribution. 
Mr. W. then re 


a very small amount. 
| present proposed, he looked upon as doing the 


;' ulation had increased since the last census. 


King of 


e made in the por- 


equality and justice—that is, on 
the principle of population, not at the time the 
census of 1830 was taken, but at the time the dis- 
This he considered 


another table, showing what 
would be the ratio of distribution according to the 
representation in the Senate and House of Rep- 
resentatives, and went on to show that this would 
be more equal and more just. If the distribution 
was made according to the census of 1830, twenty- 
two States would be losers; but if they distributed 
according to the electoral college ratio, as he pro- 
osed, only two States would be the losers, and | Bank of Indiana was prohibited by her charter 
tates, who would loge to | from discounting on her deposits; and, therefore, 

The distribution as at | not being able toderive any profit from these de- 


Mr. WEBSTER was very willing to make 
_ any provision in this bill for the inequalities pro- 


that an end would be put to the Government if it 
ever went into operation, and it now seemed to 
be given oe by all its friends. 

He would repeat it on every occasion, that it 
was now nearly the close of the session, and that, 
f in the present por of dividing the public 
|i money, they had wholly neglected the defenses 
: of the country. Not a dollar had, as yet, been 
` expended for fortifications—for those fortifica- 

tions about which there was so much crimination 
and recrimination at the commencement of the 
session; and the bill to fill up the ranks of the 
_ Army was not yet acted on, though one portion 
` of the country was suffering under the horrors of 
an Indian war. He stated these things for the 
. purpose of marking the progress of this desire to 
get hold of the public money. The next thing 
would be the imposition of a high tariff, sup- 
: ported by the strong States for the purpose of 
sappiyu a new fund for distribution. f 
r. WaLkER’s amendment was then adopted 
—yeas 23, nays 22; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Benton, Black, Buchanan, Cuthbert, 
Ewing of Ilinois, Grundy, Hendricks, Hubbard, King of 
Alabama, King of Georgia, Linn, Moore, Nicholas, Page, 
Wail’ Rives, hear , Ruggles, Shepley, Tipton, Walker, 

NAYS—Messrs. Calhoun, Clay, Crittenden, Davis, Ew- 
ing of Ohio, Goldsborough, Kent, Knight, Leigh, McKean, 
Mangum, Morris, Naudain, Prentiss, Preston, Robbins, 


Southard, Swift, Tal Tomli 
anhoga . > Imadge, Tomlinson, Webster, and 


Mr. HENDRICKS said that he felt it his duty 
to offer an amendment to this bill before it was 
reported to the Senate, that he had occasion to 
refer to before. lt was in reference to the inter- 
est provided for in the eleventh section. Some of 
the banks could not, under this section, become 
depositories of the public money, and pay interest 
on it, because they were expressly prohibited by 
their charters from loaning it or deriving any 
advantage from it. Mr. H. then moved to add 
the following, as an amendment to the clause pro- 
viding for the payment of interest: 


Except in cases where the charters of said banks prohibit 
them from doing business on such deposits. 


Now he would state (Mr. H. said) that the 


' posits, they would not be willing to receive them 
on the condition of paying interest for them. If 
this amendment of his should not prevail, the 
interest clause ought to. be entirely stricken out, 

; for it could not be expected that banks would 


daced by the increase of population in the new |! pay interest on deposits that they could not make 


States, 


ut he was of opinion that there were || any pront from. 
insuperable difficulties in the way, and that the | 


r. WRIGHT said that he understood that 


only plan of distribution that could be adopted ‘the restriction on the Indiana banks was, that 


was the one in the bill. 


' they were prohibited from having more than twice 


Mr. CALHOUN had been in favor of the plan ` the amount of their capital duc to them at ahy 


of distribution proposed by the Senator from 
Mississippi, but had yielded’ his wishes in the 
round that it could not be 
t was in vain to contend ` applied to all the banks in New York. 


‘committee, on the 
; carried through. 


| against the opposition of six of the large States; 
:, and under these impressions he was constrained, 


“A particular elause of a bill may be committed without |, though reluctantly, to vote against the amend- 


i ment. 
' Mr. BENTON was glad that the Senator from 
Mississippi had taken the trouble to make out a 


table which showed the ugequal working of this :' 


bill. He was glad that the Senator had made his 


one time; and the Senator from Indiana was not 
sure, therefore, that his amendment would reach 
the object. The same restriction (Mr. W. said) 


Ar. HENDRICKS read the provisions in the 
charter of the bank of Indiana, and explained 
that, under it, the banks never made any use of 

, these deposits at all. 

After some remarks from Mr. EWING and 
. Mr. PORTER, . 
The amendment af Mr. HENDRICKS was 


' rejected, without a division. 


unless they had been agreed to in the Senate; but motion, if no other good should result from it ;. Mr., CLAY, after some remarks, moved to 
‘this result can always be prevented by giving than to demonstrate the progress of this ‘desire '; strike eut,in the eleventh section, the word “two,” 


instructions. i 
Mr. MORRIS observed, that it would be recol- | 


lected that he stated to the Senate yesterday, that, | States, and to allow something for the, rapid || instead of two. 
. increase of their population. But as the disposi- ; 


in his opinion, it would be better to keep the | 
two principles contained in this bill together. He | 
yesterday voted to divide them, and he did so for | 
the accommodation of those gentlemen with 
whom he usually acted. Since that time he had 
conversed with several of his friends on the sub- 
ject, and they had come to the conclusion that it 
would be best, under all circumstances, to kee 
all the parts of the bill together. He should now, 
therefore, reverse his vote, in order that the whole 
subject might be construed in all its parts at the 
same time. 

The question was here taken on Mr. Waicut’s 


for dividing money. Up to the present time there 
had been a disposition to lean towards the weaker 


tion to get hold of the public money became 


stronger, this disposition to do justice to the new | 


States decreased in proportion. And here he 
: would remark, that there. was another conse- 
| quence of this disposition to get hold. of the public 
:money, which was, that finding the surplus not 


P || enough, they must take the unexpended balances. 


: If he could be walling to derive any good out of a 

great evil, he would say let this bill pass—it 
| would soon work itsowncure. It had been pre- 
i dicted in the beginning of the session that the 
| country would be utterly ruined—that the Gov- 


motion to recommit the bill; and it was rejected 
—yeas 21, nays 25; as follows: - 
YEAS—Mesers. Benton, Buchanan, Cuthbert, Ewing of 


| ernment must stop if the land bill.was not passed; 
| and now that. the bill had passed’ the Senate, 
every man of common sense must be convinced 


“and insert ‘“‘ four,” so as to make the banks pay 


‘an interest of four per cent. on the deposits, 


| The mation wes opposed by Messrs. WRIGHT, 
‘| KNIGHT, and EWING of Ohio, | 
0 Mr. HUBBARD, after some remarks, requested 
| Mr. Cray to withdraw his amendment, stating 
i that, as the bill now stood, he could vote for it, 
‘pat if the-amendment prevailed he should be com- 
| pelled to vote against It. ee on 
Mr. CLAY then, by unanimous consent, the 
i yeas and nays having been ordered, withdrew 
his motion. - : 
| On motion of Mr. WALL, the bill was further 
| amended, by providing that the Secretary of the 
Treasury shalt, ao far as the public interest will 
‘| permit, employ at least one deposit bank in each 
of the States and Territories. ' 

Mr. WRIGHT then moved to strike out the 


560 


THA CONGRESSIONAL (GLOBE. 


thirteenth ant fòurteerth deetions of the bill pro- | 
viding for the deposit of the surplus after the Tet |: 
of January with the States, and to insert apro- ` 
vision authorizing the commissioners of the sink- : 
ing fand to inveetit in stocks of such of the States 

ual interest of 


as have stocks, bearing an ann 


r cent. f 
After some remarks from Mr. WRIGHT, this 
motion was rejected—yeas 4, nays 39; as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Cathbert, Rives, Faitmadge, and Wright 


“NAYS—Meesns. Renton, Biack, Swehanan, Calhoun, 
Clay, Critenden, Davis, Ewing of lino, Ewing of Ohio, 
Goldsborough, Grundy, Hendricks, Hubbard, Kent, King 
of Alabama, King of Georgia, Knight, Leigh, Linn, McKean, 
Mangum, Moore, Naudain, Nicholas, Porter, Prentiss, 
Preston, Robbins, Kobinsou, Rugates, Bhepley, Southard, 
Swit. Tipon, Tomlinson, Walker, Wali, Webeter, agd 
White—39. 

Mr. BENTON moved to strike out the words 
‘deposited with,” in the thirteenth section, and to 
insert ‘loaned to,” so as to read that the p 
shall be loaned to the respective States, &c. 

Mr. B. accompanied this motion with some 
remarks in its favor. ; 

Mr. MORRIS spposed the amendment. The 
Constitution (he said) prohibited Congress from 
loaning money. Now he should be glad to know 
from the Senator from Missouri in what provision 
of the Constitution he found the authority for 
making a loan to the States, or to anybody else. 
He voted for this bill expressly on the ground 
that it was a deposit of the public money with 
the States for safe-keeping and not a loan, to 
which he was constitutionally opposed. The 
change that this bill had undergone since it was 
first introduced, making ita deposit bill instead 
of aloan bill, had enabled him to give his sup- 
port to it. 

“Mr. BENTON said it was not for him to settle 
the gentleman’s constitutional scruples. All he 
wanted was to call things by their right names, . 
and this being to all intents and purposes a loan : 
to the States, he wished to call it so in the bill. 
On taking the question, Mr. Benrow’s motion |; 


was rejected—yeas 5, nays 37; as follows: 


YEAS--Meesrs. Benton, Grundy, Niles, Tipton, and |: 
Wright—5. li 
NAYS—Measrs. Black, Buchanan, Calhoun, Clay, Crit- 
tenden, Cuthbert, Ewing of [itinois, Ewing of Shio, Golds- 
borough, Hendricks, Hubbard, Kent, Kin of Alabama, 
Knight, Leigh, McKean, Mangum, Morris, 
‘as, Page, Porter, Prentiss, Preston, Rives, Robbins, Robin- 
son, Ruggles, Shepley, Southard, Swift, Tallmadge, Tom- 
tinson, Walker, Wall, Webster, and White—37. 
Mr. WALKER moved to amend the bill by 
roviding that the portion intended to be depos- 
ited with the State of Mississippi shal] be de- 
aati for three years, without interest, in the 
lanters’ Bank of Mississippi, and to allow the 
Legislature of said State an opportunity of pass- 
ing a law to authorize its receipt. 
This motion was rejected—ayes 15, noes 26. 
Mr. WALL then moved to amend the bill in : 
the first section, by inserting, after the words |, 
3 


“ conform thereto,” the words— it 
ji 
| 


Always having a regard as to the amount deposited, as 
far, in the opinion of the Secretary of the Treasury, as is i 
consistent with the public interest, and the fiscal operations || 
of the Government, and the relative representation of each 
State and Territory in both Houses of Congress. 


This motion was lost without a division. 


The bill was then reported to the Senate as 
amended; when 73 

Mr. WEBSTER moved to strike out the 
amendment made on the motion of Mr. Waxxer, | 
ag to the ratio of distribution, and to insert again | 
the part stricken out; and supported his motion 
in an argument of some length; but 

On taking the question, Mr. Wesster’s mo- 
tian was lost—yeas 22, nays 23; as follows: 

YEAS—Mesers. Calhoun, Clay, Crittenden, Davis, Ew- 
ing of Ohio, Goldzborough, Kent, Knight, Leigh, McKean, 
Mangum, Morris, Naudain, Prentiss, Preston, Robbins, 
Ruggles, Southard, Swift, Talmadge, Tomlinson, Webster, 
and Wrigtit—22. 

NAY3S—Messrs. Benton, Black, Buchanan, Cuthbert, 
Ewing of {ttincis, Grundy, Hendrieks, Hubbard, King of | 
Atabama, King of Georgia, Linn, Moore, Nicholas, Niles, 
Page, Porter, Rives, Robinson, Shepley, Tipton, Walker, 
Wall, aud White--23. « : 

Mr. TIPTON moved to strike out the eleventh 
section, which charges interest on the deposits 
in the banks. s I 

Mr. T. said that he desired very much to vote | 
for that part of the bill, now before the Senate, | 


ii 
rl 


j 
it 


|! and Webster—24. 


audain, Nicho- |; 


that provided for the distribution of the surplus 
revenue of the United States among the several 
States; and he regretted to find that part of the 
biH in auch bad company as the eleventh section, 
compelling the deposit banks, in which the ub- 
lic moneys were deposited, to pay interest of two 


per cent. on them. It might be fair to charge in- | 


iscounted on 


terest on deposits in banks that d 
t 
-the State 


them; but this was not the onse with 
Bank of Indians. 
hibited issues on their deposits; and as the busi- 
ness was now transacted, the deposits were of 
mutual benefit to the United States and the bank, 
as the money of the bank was receivable ih the 
United States land offices. “That bank would 're- 
ject the public deposits if interest was charged on 
them, as they would not be willing to pay even 
one per cent. to retain them, and the United 
States wotild have to transport their money be- 
yond the limits of Indiana, and deposit them in 
a bank perhaps not so safe as he knew the Bank 
of Indiana to be, 

On taking the question, Mr. Trrrow’s motion 
was rejected—ycas 7, nays 39; as follows: - 


YVEAS—Mosers. Ewing of Uitriois, Hendricks, Morris, 


Nicholas, Falimadge, Tipton, aud Wright—7. 
NAYS—Messrs. 
Clay, Crittenden, Cuthbert, Davis, Ewing of Ohio, Golds- 
borough, Grun 
of Georgia, Knight, Leigh, Linn, McKean, Mangum, 
Moore, Naudain, Niles, Page, Porter, Prentiss, Preston, 
Robbins, Robinson, Ruggles, Shepley, Southard, Swift, 
Tomlinson, Walker, Walt, Webster, and White—39. 
Mr. WALKER renewed his motion to deposit 
the portion of the State of Mississippi with the 
Planters’ Bank of that State; which motion had 
before been lost in Committee of the Whole; 
which was rejected—yeas 21, nays 24; as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Benton, Black, Buchanan, Calloun, 


Cuthbert, Ewing of Mlinois, Grundy, Hubbard, King et || 


Alabama, King of Georgia, Linn, Moore, Nicholas, Niles, 
Page, Preston, Rives, Robinson, Shepley, Walker, and 
White—21. 

NAYS—Messrs. Clay, Crittenden, Davis, Ewing of Ohio, 
Goldsborough, Hendricks, Kent, Knight, Leigh, McKean, 
Mangum, Morris, Naudain, Porter, Prentiss, Robbins, Rug- 
gles, Southard, Swift, Tallmadge, Tipton, Tomlinson, Wall, 


Mr. BLACK moved to strike out the thirteenth 


| and fourteenth sections of the bill which provide 
il 


for the deposit of the ead a with the States; 
which was rejected—yeas 7, nays 39; as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Benton, Black, Cuthbert, Grundy, Niles, 
Walker, and Wright—7. ; 

NAYS—Messrs. Buchanan, Calhoun, Clay, Crittenden, 
Davis, Ewing of Ohio, Ewing of Illinois, Goldsborough, 
Hendricks, Hubbard, Kent, King of Alabama, King ‘of 
Georgia, Knight, Leigh, Linn, McKean, Mangum Moore, 
Morris, Naudain, Nicholas, Page, Porter, Prentiss; Preston, 
Rives, Robbins, Robinson, Ruggles, Shepley, Bouthard, 


Swift, Tallmadge, Tipton, Tomlinson, Wall, Webster, and ; 


White—39. 


The amendments were then concurred in; and | 
; the bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third 


reading, by the following vote: 


YEAS—Messrs. Buchanan, Calhoun, Clay, Crittenden, ' 


Davis, Ewing of lilinois, Ewing of Ohio, Goldsborough, 
Hubbard, Kent, King of Alabama, King of Georgia, Knight, 


Leigh, Linn, McKean, Mangum, Moore, Morris, Naudain, | 
Niles, Page, Porter, Prentiss, Preston, Rives, :| 


Nicholas, 
Robbins, Robinson, Ruggtes, Shepley, Southard, Swift, 
‘Tallmadge, Tipton, Tomlinson, Wall, Webster, and White 
40, 


NAYS—Mesers. Benton, Black, Cuthbert, Grundy, 
Walker, and Wright—6. 


The Senate then adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Tuurspar, June 16, 1836. l 


Mr. DICKSON asked leave to present certain 
i resolutions, &c., of a large public meeting at Fort 
Gibson, in the State of Mississippi, on the sub- 
ject of the recognition by Congress of. the itide- 
| pendence of Texas, with a view to have them 
| referred to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 
Objection being made, Mr. D. moved a suspen- 
| sion of the rules; which was lost by a vote of 83 
to 5l—not being two thirds. eae i 


BREACH OF PRIVILÉGE. 
Mr. JUDSON, from the select committee on 


| the subject, moved to take up and. consider the 


report and resolutions of the select committee 
appointed to inquire into an assault committed 
within the Hall of the House of Representatives 
on Saturday last; which was agreed to. 


The cliarter of that bank pro- . 


Benton, Black, Huchanan, Calhoun, | 


dy, Hubbard, Kent, King of Alabama, King ` 


June‘ 


- The report was then read; and it concluded 
by recommending the adoption of the following 
resolutions: 
1, Resolved, That Henry G. Wheeler has been guilty of 
‘| a contempt and breach of the priviteges of thia House, by 
| committing the said assault inthe Hall of the House of Rep- 
: resertatives while the House was in session. 
I a, Resolved, That the said Henry G. Wheeler shall be 
' excluded from any place on the floor, or elsewhere, in the 
: Hah, as a stenographer to take down the debates of this 


House. 
2. Resolved, That the said Henry G. Wheeler be se- 


_ ctrely imprisoned by the Sergeant. at-Arms’of thia House 
for the remainder of this session; and that the Speaker of 
this House do isaue his warrant to carry into effect this res- 
olution. 


Mr. JUDSON moved that Mr. Wheeler be 
brought to the bar of the House. a 
Mr. HAWES said he wished to offer an amend- 
ment to the resolutions, which, if agreed to b 
the House, would supersede the necessity, whic. 
he could not see in any stage, of bringing the in- 
dividual to the bar of the House. 
_ Mr. JUDSON withdrew his motion, it having 
precedence, to enable Mr. Hawas to submit the 
_ following, as a substitute for the three resolu- 
; tions: 
Resolved, That H! G. Wheeler be discharged fro e 
custody of the oficera of this TTeuse. ene ; may 
| Mr H. made a few remarks in-support of his 
| amendment,and in reference to the subject of priv- 
ilege generally, and he questioned the power of the 
House to inflict punishment. , He adverted to the 
| report of the committee, and the testimoriy upon 
i which that report was based, which testimony 
came from the frank and voluntary declarations of 
Mr. Wheeler himself. Mr. H. had no wish to be 
' considered as encouraging anything of this char- 
| acter, On the contrary, he deplored it, and 
'| regretted that it should have occurred; but they 
i| were not prepared, at that late period of the ses- 
i| sion, to go into an investigation of this character. 
' The individual had himself offered the only testi- 
i| mony the House was in possession of, and he 
| has expressed his sorrow at the occurrence, and 
that he had no design to offer an indignity to the 
House. What more, then, let him ask, could the 
i. members of that House require? The individual 
had been Ied away by his feelings, in a moment- 
ary and irrepressible impulse of passion, and un- 
der these circumstances Mr. H. was not prepared 
to visit him with any severity of punishment, . 
Mr. ADAMS hoped that the third resolution 
| would be struck out, or that-the gentleman from 
‘Kentucky (Mr. Hawes} would move his propo- 
; sition as an amendment to that resolution only. 
' The third resolution he considered went too 
|| far; and the amendment as now proposed by the 
| gentleman from Kentucky not far enough. He 
thought the excluding this gentleman from the 
Hall as a stenographer would be suflicient pun- 
ishment for the breach he had committed. He 
would therefore vote for the first resolution, and 
for the second with some modification, and for 
the amendment of the gentleman from Kentucky, 
'' if offered as a substitute for the third. - 
After several suggestions from Messrs, MASON 
of Virginia, EVANS, and HAMER, ; 
Mr. HAWES accordingly moved his amend- 
'| ment asa substitute for the third resolution. 
On motion ef Mr. HEISTER, Mr.. Wheeler 
was then placed at the bar of the House. | 
The question being en the adoption of the first 
resolution, ‘ feet i 
Mr. VANDERPOEL said he, would vote for 
the first resolution, for he had no doubt that the 
-accused had been guilty of a brepeh of the priv- 
ilege of this House, but ag he had met the ques- 
tion fairly, and had expressed his regret at the 
occurrence, Mr. V. was not disposed to inflict 
very severe punishment. He would, when the 
second resolution came to be considered, move to 
amend it, so as to limit the exelusion of phe ac- 
cused from this Hall to the present session of Con- 
gre. ‘This, he thought, under all the circum- 
stasces, would be a punishment adequate to the 
offense. l Se 
Mr. CRAIG suggested that counsel should be 
assigned to the accused, and that he be interro- 
gated if he wished to say anything. oe 
”.Mr. CHAMBERS, of Kentucky, said he had 
consulted with Mr. Wheeler, who said he de- 
sired to add nothing to his statement given in to 


| the committee, and embraced in the report. 


BY BLAIR & RIVES. 


First Sesstox, Hrn Coneress. 


Mr. ROBERTSON then moved a substitute 
for all the resolutions, as follows: 

Resoiced, Thar (leury G. Wheeler be discharred from the 
custady or tie Sergeant at Arms, and that he be exctuded 
frun the Hall tor the residue of the present session. 

Mr. HAMER and Mr. GRANGER suggested 
that the House pass on the first resolution, and 
that the gentleman fron) Virginia offer his reso- 
lution as a substitute for the second and third, 

Mr. ROBERTSON then modified his resolution 
by inserting the words, ‘ for an indignity offered 
to this House.” 

After some further remarks from Messrs. 
MASON of Virginia, and HAMER, 

Mr. ROBERTSON withdrew his amendment 
80 as to permit the question to be taken on the 
first resolution. 

The first resolution was then agreed to. 

Mr. JUDSON, chairman of the select commit- 
tee, moved to amend the second resolution by 
inserting at the end: ‘during the continuance of 
the present session of Congress;’? which was 
agreed to: and the resolation as amended was 
also agreed to. 

The question being on the third resolation, 

Mr. HAWES moved the following substitute: 

Resotced, That Henry G. Wheeler be discharged from the 
custody of the officers of tins House. 

Mr. JUDSON said it was due to the committee 
to state that, under the precedent of 1798, they 
felt bound to report this resolution; but he would 
also state that, from the very frank and honorable 
manner in which the accused had met the ques- 
tion before the committee, he himself had no 
objection to the amendment. 

After some remarus from Mr. MANN of New 
York, and Mr. HARDIN, the amendment was 
agreed to—aycs 123, noes 31; and 

The SPEAKER directed Mr. Wheeler to be 
immediately discharged from the custody of the 
Sergeant-at-Arms. 

By general consent, sundry petitions were pre- 
sented by Mr. KINNARD, and Mr. WHIT- 
TLESEY of Connecticut. 

On motion of Mr. CAMBRELENG, the House 
then passed to the orders of the day. 

Mr. CAMDRELENG said, as he had been 
giren to understand that there was a genera! 

esae to dispose of the fortification bill, he hoped 
Use House would, by general consent, proceed at 
once to its consideration, instead of waiting till 
one o'clock, when it would come up as the special 
order, 

Objection being made, 

Mr. MILLER moved a suspension of the rules 
fur the purpusc, but it was lost. 


LAND BILL. 


The first business in order was the bill from i 


the Senate entitled ‘An act to appropriate, for 
a limited time, the proceeds of the sales of the 

ublic lands of the United States, and for granting 
fanda to certain States.” 


By Mr. Cara, to commit to the Committee on 
the Public Lands; 

By Mr. GiLLET, to commit to the Committee 
of Ways and Means; and 

The following amendment, moved by Mr. | 
Dewsr: ‘ with instructions to either committee | 
to which the bill should be referred, to report the | 
same on Wednesday next without amendment”! | 

Mr. SPEIGHT remarked that, in order to try | 
the sense of the House on this bill, he would | 
move to lay it on the table. | 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of North Carolina, said, as | 
it was the object of thegentleman to try the sense ; 
of the House on this subject, he would move a 
call of the House for that purpose; and he made ; 
that motion accordingly. | 

The call was ordered, and proceeded in for some | 
time, two hundred and two members having an- į 
swered to their names; when, 


On motion of Mr. WILLIAMS, of Kentucky, | 


it was dispensed with. 
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Mr. GRENNELL thonasked for the yeas and 
nays on the motion to lay the bill on the table; 
| which were ordered. S 
Mr. WILLIAMS, of North Carolina, hoped 
the rule which compelled every member to vote 
in his place would be enforced in the present case; 
i and he should move its enforcement wherever he 
saw it evaded. 
The question was then taken; and decided in 
the negative—yeas 96, nays 110; as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Ash. Ashley. Barton. Beale, Bean, Beau- | 


| 
il 


mont, Bockee, Boon, Bouldin, Bovce, Boyd, Brown, Cam- . 
breleng, Casey, Chaney, Chapman, Chapin, Cleveland, ` 


Craig. Cushman, Davis, Dickerson, Doubleday. Dromgoole, 
Dunlap, Etiner, Fairfield. Parlin, Wiliam K. Fuller. Gal- 
braith, James Garland. Gillet. Grantland, Gray-on, Grittin, 
_ Haley, Joseph aul, Hamer, Hannegan. Albert G. Harrison, 


Hawes, Haynes, Howard. Huntington. Ingham. Jabez Jack- | 


son, Jarvis. Joseph Johnson. Richard M. Jolson. Cave 
' Johnson, John W. Jones, Benja.nin Jones. Jud-on. Kilgore, 
Lansinz. Gideon Lee. Jo hun Lee. Leonant, Lovall, Luras, 
Lyon, Abijah Mann, Wiliam Macon. Moses Ma-on, May, 
MeKun, MecLene. Moore, Muhlenberg, Owens. Page, 
Patterson, Patton, Franklia Pierce, Phelps. Pinckney, Jobn 
Reynolds, Joseph Reynolds. Ripley. Ruane, Rogers. Sey- 
mous, Shinn, Sickles, Smith, Speight. Taylor, Thomas, 
Jolin Thomson, Toucey, Vanderpoel, Ward, Wardwell, 
Webster, Weeks, and Tuomas F. Whittlesey —96. 
NAYS—Messrs. Adams, Chilton Allan. Heman Alten, 
Anthony. Bailey, Bell, Bond. Borden, Briggs, Buchanan, 
Punch, Joon Calhoon, Wilian B. Calhoun, Campbell, 
Catr. Carter, John Chambers, Childs. N ithaniel H. Clai 
borne, Clark, Connor. Corwiu. Crane. Cushing. Darlington, 
Deberry, Denny, Dickson, Evans, Everett, Forester. Fow- 
ler, French. Fry, Phito C. Fuller. Rice Garland, Gianzer, 
Graves, Grennell, Hiland Hail. Hard, Hardin. Harlan, Har- 
per, Samuel 8. Harrin, Hazeltine, Henderson. Heister, 
Hoar, Hopkins, Nowell, Uubley. Hunt. Huntsman. Inger- 
soll, William Jackson, Janes, Henrv Johnson, Kinnard, 
Lane. Laporte. Lawler, Lawrence. Lay. Luke Lea. Lewis, 
Lincoin. Logan. Love. Job Mann. Samp on Mason. Maury, 
Mctontas. McKay, MeKennan. Mercer. Miller. MiHigan, 
Moacowmery, Morris, Parker. Dutee J. Pearce, Peitigr=w, 
Peyton, Phillips, Pickens, Pous. Reed, Rencher. Robertson, 
Russell, Schenck, Wiliam B. Shepard, Augustine, H. 
Rhepperd. Slade. Spangter, Standefer. Steele, Storer. Tal- 
ia‘erro, Waddy Thomp on, Underwood, Vinton, Wagéner, 
Washington, White, Elicha Winttlesey, Lewis Wilhams, 
Sherrod Williams, and Wise—110. 


So the House refused to lay the bill on the | 


table. 

Mr. KINNARD moved to modify the instruc- 
tions to the Committee on Public Lands, so as to 
provide for disposing of the public lands in lim- 
ited parcels to actual settlers, at prices sufficient 
to reimburse the United States for the expense 
of acquiring, surveying, and sclling said lands. 

The subject was debated by Messrs. KIN- 


. NARD, GARLAND of Louisiana, and BOUL- ' 


: DIN, when the latter gentleman gave way to the 


ji Special order. 


Mr. McCOMAS moved a suspension of the 
rules, to enable his colleague to conclude his 
i remarks; but the motion was disagreed to by the 
House ; 
On motion of Mr. WII[TTLESEY, of Ohio, 
and by general consent, various bills lying on the 
Speaker’s table were taken up, read a first and 


not breathe, He himself, however, should again 
vote against the amendment. 

Mr. CUSHMAN asked for the yeas and nays; 
which were ordered. 

Mr. EVANS moved to Isy the motion to re- 


‘ consider on the table: and thereon 


' but the Honse 


Mr. CUSHMAN asked for the yeas and nays; 
refused to order them. 

Mr. EVANS withdrew the motion to lay on 
the table. 

After a few remarks from Messrs. MERCER, 
GRAVES, STORER, and LANE, the question 
was taken, and decided in the negative—yeas 90, 
navs 103. 

The following amendment of the Committee of 
the Whole was then taken up: 

Strike out of the bill the following clause : 

“ For incidental expenses atiending repairs of new and 
old tortitications. and for the purciase of new sites. and the 
Culargement of old ones, at such places as the publie ser- 
vice may require on the sea-boart of the United States, 


; $200,” and iasert: * For incidental expense: attending 


nays. 


repairs of fortifications. and for the purchase of additional 
kind in their neighbortiood, 8200.000.” 

Mr. THOMSON, of Ohio, proposed further to 
amend by inserting an appropriation to compro- 
mise and secure to the United States the title to 
the Pea Patch Island, in the river Delaware. 

The CHAIR ruled the proposed amendment 
to be out of order, on the ground that its provis- 
ions were the same as were embraced ina bill then 
on the table, . 

Mr. SPEIGHT said he would make a motion 
that he believed would meet the concurrence of 
a large majority of the House. He moved a 
suspension of the rules for the purpose of taking 
a recess at some hour that day and thereafter; 
which was agreed to by a vote of 111 yeas to 50 


l RECESS. l 
Mr. S. then moved a resolution that the House 


, take a recess from half past two o’clock, p. m., nill 


four o’clock on this day, andon each succecding 
day during the present session of Congress. 
fter some suggestions and amendments pro- 


H pord by Messrs. HEISTER, MANN of New 


ork, and MASON of Virginia, the original res- 


. olution was agrecd to—ayes 114, noes not 


second time, and refetrcd to their appropriate ` ! ke 
: there being no quorum present, 


_ standing comniittecs. 
The following motions were pending: l, 


FORTIFICATION BILL. 


In further execution of the special order of the 
26th of January, the House, on motion of Mr. 


: CAMDRELENG, procceded to the considera- 


tion of the bill making appropriations for cer- 
tain fortifications for the year 1836. The bill 
was reported from the Committee of the Whole, 
with sundry amendments, and the question was 


on concurring in these amendments. 


| The amendment pending was the following: 
| “ For fortifications, Charleston harbor, South Carolina, 
: and preservation of the site of Fort Moultrie, $159,000,” 
: increased by the Comunittee of the Whole to “ $299,080.” 


‘| The question was then taken on: the amend- 


: ment; and it was non-concurred in—yeas 85, 
_nays 88. 

i r. SFORER then rose and moved a recon- 
to Mr. 


counted. 
FORTIFICATION BILL=—= AGAIN. 

Mr. CAMBRELENG then sent to the Clerk’s 
table a document from the engincer’s depart- 
ment, explanatory of the amendment. 

Mr. HARD moved to reduce the sum in the 
amendment to $100,000. eee: 

Mr. H. was proceeding to address the House 
on the subject, when his remarks were arrested 
by the arrival of the time for the House to take 
its recess. ‘ 


EVENING SESSION.’ 
When the Speaker entled the Mouse to order, 


Mr. A. H. SHEPPERD moved a call of the 
House. 

Mr. CUSHING called for the yeas'and nays; 
which were ordered; and were—yeas 47, nays 
48. So the House refused tó order the call. 

The CHAIR, having counted the menthers, 
announced.-that there was a quorum in attend- 
ance. 

FORTIFICATION BILL. -> 

Mr. HARD concluded his remarks in support 
of his proposition td reduce the appropriation 
one half; and the debate was continued by Mr. 


RKER; when 
eae HAWES said, as the Senate had passed 


| a bili for the distribution of the public moncys 


by a vote of 49 to 6, all the moneys which could 
be saved from these extraordinary apres 
tions would add to the amount of the d.stribu- 
tion, He therefore moved the previous question. 
The question on the second to the previous 
ucktion was taken by tellers, and negauived — 
only 38 voting in the affirmative. 
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So man 


pe 


a -poreo 
The debate was then further cantinned vy] wht horse power, and for quarters for officers at Fort M 
Pmt Ca of Vermont, UNDE RWOOD, i: See power, and for quarters for officers at Fort Mon- 

eer Gr ehia BRIGGS: LAY- arn o l ; 
CALHOL S A TN Mr. C. explained that the effect of the amend- | 
Be al WL ITPLESEY of Ohio “ment, jf adopted, would be to diminish the appro- | 


_priation embraced in the amendment to $450,000. 
Mr. HALL, of Vermont, called for the yeas ‘deine H a i 
i k he House should reject this amendment, he 
and nays; which were ordered; and were—yeas ee pair tak ease 


96. nays BR. 

So the ame 
Committee of th 
affirmative. : 

The question then recurred on. the motion to 

< strike out and insert, (as stated yesterday.) 

Mr. ROBERTSON moved to strike out the 
words, ‘and for the purchase of additional land 
in their neighborhood.” He stated that he made 
the motion because the principle of authorizing 
executive officers to purchase jand was a novel : 
and highly objectionable one; and it would be 
easy, at any time, when land was required for.. 
such a purpose, to make an application to Con- | 
gress. 
> Mr. CAMBRELENG briefly replied to the» 
gentleman from Virginia, and defended the pro- 

pricty of the appropriations proposed in this bill | 
for the defense of the country. The measures '! have resigned my scat. as a Senator from the State of Dela- 
embraced in it were admitted on all sides to be |! ware, in the Senate of the United States, from and after 
indispensable. These appropriations were now |, this day. í ; 

resisted because the surplus for distribution should |; In thus taking leave of the Senate, permit me, sir, to 


t 


| 


; ment from $700,000 to $459,000. 

-After some remarks from Messrs. BRIGGS, 
DENNY, MERCER, CAMBRELENG, and 
BOND, i 

Mr. HUNTSMAN moved that the House | 


adjourn. 


ndment to the amendment of the 
e Whole was decided in the 


. nays. The House refused to order them; i 
And the motion to adjourn prevailed—ayes 76, 
nocs 75. 
So the House adjourned at eight o’clock, p. m. 


IN SENATE. 
Iripay, June 17, 1836. 


SENATE CHAMBER, June 16, 1836. 
Sır: I beg leave to inform the Senate through you that I 


BẸ. 
i Massachusetts and for the purchase of a steam. engine of 


i should then move to reduce the original amend- | 
i 


Mr. CAMBRELENG asked for the yeas and | 


it 
i 


|. priations for the support of the Government for 


The CHAIR communicated the following letter: | 


* 


~~ June 17, 


|. On motion of Mr. KING, of Alabama, that the 
| Senate. disagree to said amendmem, it was de- 
cided in the affirmative. 


RESOLUTIONS SUBMITTED. 
Mr. BUCHANAN submitted the following 


: resolution; which lies on the table one day: 


Resolred, That the Committee on Pensions be instructed 
' to inquire into the propriety of extending the pension 

granted to Simon Kenton byan act approved 28th of May. 
4 1890, to his widow, Elizabeth Kenton, during her natural 
ife. 


_ Mr. KING, of Georgia, submitted the follow- 
| ing resolution; which lies on the table one day: 


= 


Resolved, That the Committee on Clainis be instructed 
to inquire into the expediency of making compensation to 
Hartwell H. Tarver for losses. and for provisions taken and 
consumed by the military forces in the late Florida cam- 
' paign. 

BILLS PASSED. 


The bill in addition to the act making appro- 


i the year 1836; and 

| The bill to authorize the Governor and Legis- 
| lative Council of the Territory of Florida to sell 
Í and convey certain lands reserved for a seminary 
i| of learning in said Territory, were severally read 
| the third time and passed. 


| DEPOSIT BILL. 


not be diminished, and in two years from this Sree ihe anes 0 y ah pind over which you 
time the gentlemen from the South and West I am, sir, most respectfully, your obedient servant, 
would find their constituents called upon for in- ARNOLD NAUDAIN. 
creased taxation. All he desired was to save a Tothe Hon. Martin Van Buren, President of the Senate. 
comparatively small amount for the necessary MEMORIALS, PETITIONS, ETC. 
defenses of the country; and he went on to show 
that the whole extraordinary appropriations 
would not amount to more than two millions of . 
dollars during the present session, while gentle- | 
men said there was a surplus of something like 
fifty millions of dollars. 

Mr. HARDIN contended that, if the House merce. 
had passed all the extraordinary appropriations || Mr. ROBBINS presented resolutions of the 
proposed this session, they would have excecded |; Gencral Assembly of Rhode Island, instructing 
ten millions of dollars. The argument of the gen- |; their Senators, and requesting their Represent- 
tleman from New York, that if a certain measure jj atives, to use their exertions to obtain from Con- 
were passed the people would, in two years, be | gress adequate appropriations for fortifications 
called upon for an increase of taxes, was mere || for the protection of Narragansett bay. 
speculation, in which Mr. H. put no faith. The!) Mr. ROBBINS addressed the Senate in a 
population was on the increase, and the reduction 
of duties would produce greater consumption, and 
consequently supersede the necessity of any in- 
crease of taxes. Mr. H. said he would make a 
motion he had, he believed, hardly ever made in: 
his life before, though he had been twenty years | 
in legislative bodies—he would move that the | 
House adjourn. | 

Mr. CAMBR 
nays; whereupon 

Mr HARDIN withdrew his motion. 

Mr. MASON, of Virginia, said a few words in 
opposition to the amendment of his colleague. 

Mr. McKAY drew the attention of the gen- | : 
teman from Virginia Mr. Ronertson to the į sage; also reported unfavorably on the bill for 
fact, that up to 1820 the Government invariably || the relief of James McFarland. 

TAR . | 

TRR A es pi Osea provimon or nance, to which had been referred the bill pro- 

Mr. ROBERTSON replied that the gentleman | 


from North Carolina had produced a very bad | 0” their advances during the last war, reported 
‘| the same with amendments. 


| 
recedent, which it seamed the Committee of; 
“Ways and Means werc about to reéstablish. i Mr. BENTON presented a letter from the Com- 


After a few words from Mr. WISE, the amend- ; 
ment was rejected. ; 

The amendment of the Committee as amended 
by the House was then concurred in. . 

The following amendment of the Committee of | 
the Whole was then propounded: 

For the armament of fortifications, in: addition to the 
amount included in the bill making appropriations for the 
support of the Army for 1836, $700,000 : Provided, That the 
President of the United States be. and he is hereby, author- 
ized to expend so much of the said sum as miy be neces- 
sary thercior, in establishing a national foundery at such į: 
place as he may deem expedient. order of the day for, Tuesday next. 

Mr. CAMBRELENG proposed the following || NOTICES OF A BILL. 
amendment to come in after ‘ 1836:”’ . tt Mr. BLACK gave notice that he would, to- 

Including cannon, mortars, howitzers, gun-carriages, li morrow, ask leave to bring ima bill to grant.ad- 
howitzer-carriages, mortar-beds, powder, cannon balls, |! ditional- compensation to the postmaster at Jack- 
shells, and for transportation of ordnance and orduance | son, Mississippi. ` 


stores; and in the purchase of twenty acres of land, ad- 
JOHN DONNELL, STEPHEN HEARD, ETC. 


joining the Kennebec arsenal, Maine ; and the puretiase of | ~ Ji 
The amendments of the House of Represent- 


Jand, and inclosing the rear of the public ground witha , 
brick wal! and coping, at the Frankford arsenal, Pennsyl- k z $ 
La ROI : | atives to the bill for the relief of John Donnell, ; 


vania; and constructing a forging shop one story high, sev- |? 
Stephen Heard, and others, were considered; and : 


“the city council of Charleston, South Carolina, 
and of certain merchants of that place, remon- 


were ordered to be printed. l 
REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 
Mr. LINN, from the Committee on Pensions, 


House that had been referred to that committee. 
Mr. PRENTISS, from the Committee on Pen- 


sions, reported unfavorably. 


ELENG called for the yeas and f 
|! Pensions, reported without amendment the bills 
from the House for the relief of Jonas Comins 


' of the Army; which was laid on the table, and 
| ordered to be printed, 
GRANTS OF LAND. 

On motion of Mr. BENTON, the bill 
a certain quantity of land to the States of 
Illinois, Alabama, Mississippi, and Missouri, for 
purposes of internal improvements, and the bill 
| to reéstablish the currency of the Constitution 
for Federal purposes, introduced by him on leave, 


tt 


enty-five by forty feet, of brick, at the arsenal, Watertown, 


Mr. CALHOUN presented the memorials of ` 


_ strating against the passage of the bill to regulate © 
the compensations of the custom-house officers; |, 
ʻi which were referred to the Committee on Com- ;; 


| : : 
spesel of considerable length, in favor of the ' 
objects of these resolutions; after which they | 


reported without amendment two bills from the į; 


Mr. TOMLINSON, from the Committee on | 
| and John Herrick, and recommended their pas- 


Mr. WEBSTER, from the Committee on Fi- 


; viding for payment to certain States of interest ; 


_missary General on the subject of an increase | 
ranting : 


Indians, J 


were taken up and postponed to, and made the | 


‘ 


| The bill to regulate the deposit of the public 
| money came up on its final passage, when a dis- 
' cussion arose, which occupied the Senate nearly 
| the whole day: Messrs. WRIGHT, WALKER, 
and BENTON opposing the bill, and Messrs. 
WEBSTER, BUCHANAN, RIVES, TALL- 
-MADGE, CLAY, and NILES, speaking in its 
favor. : 

The question was taken on the final passage 
of the bill, and it was passcd—yeas 39, nays 6; 
as follows: 

YEAS —Messrs. Buchanan, Calhoun, Clay, Crittenden, 
Davis, Ewing of Ohio. Ewing of Ilinois. Goldsborough 
Hendricks, Hubbard, Kent. King of Alabama, King of 
Georgia, Knight, Leigh, Linn, McKean, Mangum, Morris, 
Moore, Nicholas, Niles, Page, Porter, Prentiss, Preston, 
Rives, Robhins, Robinson. Ruggles, Shepley, Southard, 
Switt, Tallmadge, Tipton, Tomlinson, Wall, Webster, and 
White—39. 

NAYS—Messrs. Benton, Black, Cuthbert, Grundy, 
Walker, and Wright—6. 


The Senate then adjourned. — 


l 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. ` 


Fripay, June 17, 1836. 


Mr. HEISTER, from the Committee for the 
i District of Columbia, reported a resolution to set 
‘| apart to-morrow morning, from ten to twelve 
|; o'clock, for the consideration of bills relating to 
the District of Columbia; which was lost—ayes 
93, noes 52, not two thirds. 

Mr. FRY, from the Committee on Revolution- 
ary Pensions, reported a hill granting a pension 
to Daniel McKenney, of the State of New York. 

Also, a bill granting a pension to Seth Whit- 
ney, of New York; both of which were read twice 
and committed. 

Mr. LAWLER, from the Committee on Pri- 
vate Land Claims, reported a bill for the relief 
of Henry Riviere; which was read twice and 
committed. 


! PAINTINGS IN THE ROTUNDA. 


Mr. JARVIS, from the Committee on Public 
Buildings, reported, without amendment, the 
joint resolution from the Senate to furnish the 
, Vacant pancls in the rotunda of the Capitol with 
four historical paintings by American artists; 
which, by general consent, was read a third time 
and passed. : 


; RECONSIDERATION. 
Mr. EVANS moved to take up the motion (of 
© Mr. Hawes) to reconsider the vote by which the 


`: bill for the relief of Elen Ahern Schmuck was 
' passed; which was agreed to. 


Mr. E. then raised the point of order, that the 
gentleman from Kentucky could nat make that 
‘ motion, because he understood the member was 
not within the bar at the time the bill was passed. 
Mr. HAWES stated that he was within the 
‘ bar at the time, but he neither voted one way nor 
the other, and therefore he had a perfect right to 


‘ 
i 
| 
i 
i 
! 


thake the motion. 


i 
i 
i 
! 
1 


1836. 


The bill was then discussed by Meesrs. 
HAWES, EVANS, BEALE, MILLER, MA- ! 
SON of Virginia, TAYLOR, HOWARD, and 
SCHENCi,; when the House refused to recon- 
sider, and the bill was passed. 


FORTIFICATION BILL. 


Mr. WHITTLESEY, of Ohio, moved a sus- 
pension of the rules for this day, for the purpose 
of proceeding with the consideration of the forti- 
fication bill, expressing a hope that it would be 
brought to a conclusion as soon as possible. 

Mr. CAMBRELENG remarked that he had 
given notice of his intention to move to take up 
the deposit bill this day, but, under the expecta- 
tion that the fortification bill would be finished 
to-day, he would not press the ather motion, but 
hoped the House would concur in that made by 
the gendeman from Ohio. : 

The motion was agreed to without a count. 

Mr. CAMBRELENG then withdrew, for the 
present, the amendment offered by him last even- 
ing, giving notice that he should move it when the 
amendments of the Committee of the Whole had 
been gone through with. 

The question accordingly recurred on the 
amendment reported to the House appropriating 
$700,000 for the armament of fortifications, (given 
at length above.) 

Mr. BOND concluded his remarks in opposi- 
tion to the amendment. 

Mr. DROMGOOLE moved to amend the 
amendment by striking out all after the word 
“ therefor,” and inserting ‘' that there shall be 
set apart trom the appropriation contained in the 
amcndment,a sum not exceeding $75,000, for the 
establishment of a national foundery at the city 
of Washington; and an additional sum of $10,000 
for the purchase of adjoining land and water power 
from the Chesapeake and Ohio Canal Company.” 

Mr. MERCER made some remarks in favor of 
the establishment of a national foundery, but he 
did not consider the sum proposed by this amend- 
meut sufficient. He was favorable to having all 
our ordnance manufactured in a foundery of the 
Government, as he considered the work would 
be much better executed by this means than by 
private contract. 

Mr. DROMGOOLE adverted to the report of ` 
the Committee on Military Affairs. He said that 
committee was favorable to the purchase of the 
foundry already established within the District 
of Columbia, if such purchase could be effected 
By this purchase the Government would be en- 
abled to go on with the manufacture of ordnance, 
as a.l the materials would be ready to commence 
operations. Mr. D. said the sum proposed by 
his amendment was sufficient for the purchase of 
this foundery, and he thought it would be the . 
Letter plan to try the experiment on a small scale 
than to build up a great foundery for the purpose 
of manufacturing all the ordnance which the Gov- | 
ernment might need. 

Mr. A. H. SHEPPERD made a point of order | 
whether the gentleman from Virginia could move 
an amendment to this bill when the same propo- 
sition was contained in a bill now before the 


House. 
The CHAIR decided the amendment to be in 


order. 

Mr. BRIGGS appealed from the decision of 
the Chair. l , 

After a few remarks on the point of order by 
Messrs. DROMGOOLE, BRIGGS, MASON of 
Virginia, WISE, and A. H. SHEPPERD. ; 

Mr. SPEIGHT (the Speaker pro tempore) re- 
marked, that whenever he had the honor of occu- 
pying the chair, as he now did from the indispo- 
sition of the Speaker, he would discuarge the 
duties of the station, and particularly on points 
of order, with the utmost caution and delibera- 
don. It is true, as bad been stated, that no amend- 
ment can be entertained to a bill under consider- | 
ation of the same nature of another bill or prop- 
osition pending before the House, yet it was 
nevertheless true that amendments had been, and 
could be, entertained, which were substantially 
the same as bills before the House. In this par- | 
ticular case, itis true, that a bill is pending of a 
kindred nature to the amendment offered by the ` 
genuieman from Virginia; but there is a mani- ` 
fest difference between them both in form and '' 


T 
5 
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substance. The amendment is ofa 
ture, clothing the President with plenary powers; 
but the bill No. 628, to which reterence had been 
made, was particularly directed to a apectic ob- 
ict Upon a view of the whole case, he felt no 
hesitation in saying that the ameudment was 


perfectly in order, and, as such, he should enter- . 


tain it. 

Mr. BRIGGS then withdrew the appeal; and 

Mr. HAWES renewed it; when the point was 
further discussed by Messrs. JOHNSON of 
Kentucky, WARD, and SMITH; when 

Mr. HAMER moved the previous question 
on the appeal; which was seconded—ayes 90, 
noes not counted; and the main question being 
ordered, was put, and decided in the afirmative— 


. ayes 69, noes Sl. 


So the decision of the Chair was affirmed. 
Mr. DENNY was opposed to the amendment, 


and also opposed to the erection of a great national . 


foundery. These great works might be necessary 
in Europe; but he conceived they were not needed 
in this country. If gentlemen would refer to the 
report of the Secretary of War, they would see 
thatin three yearsa great national foundery would 
manufacture sufficient ordnance for all the forti- 
fications; and when that was done, the foundery 
would be of no further use to the country, or but 
very trifling. Ancther inconvenience also arose 
from the fact, that if thisamendment should pre- 
vail, it would be two years, at least, before the 
national foundery would be in such a state of 
completion as to be of any service in the casting 
of ordnance. On these points Mr. D. dwelt at 
some length, and quoted largely from the docu- 
ments of the War Department. 

Mr. REED believed the District was the best 
situation for the erection of a foundery, and he 

referred leaving the selection of the site to the 

resident. 
subject. Tt was true, that up to this time our 
cannon had been cast by private contract, but 
that offered no reason why the same plan should 
be continued. Certainly the contractors could 
have no reason to complain, since they had long 
enjoyed a very profitable monopoly. — 

Mr. WISE was ata loss to perceive any ob- 
jection to the construction of a national foundery, 
tor it had been earnestly recommended by the 
Secretary of War, whose opinion was corrobo- 
rated by some of the ablest of our officers and 
engineers, and it was approved of by the Military 
Committee of that House. The next question 
was, where was the best site? ‘Two committees 
had had the subject under consideration, and the 
District of Columbia was recommended as pre- 
senting the best locality, for the quality of the 
ore in the vicinity, for tne advantages of water 
power, for the facilities of transportation, and as 
being near the scat of the General Government, 
over any other section of the country. Mr, W. 
quoted at some length from the report, which 


|: gave the reasons at length in favor of the District. 


The third question was, what kind ofa foundery 
was wanted? This was answered in the reply 
of Captain Thomas Ap C. Jones to the interrog- 
atory of the committee. A cheap foundery, on a 


smali scale, for purposes of experiment. Mr. W.. 


adverted to the fact that the metal at Pittsburg 
was not equal to that in the vicinity of the Dis- 
trict. At the former the failures were numerous, 


' egregiously so; while in the District they varicd 


only from one to two per cent.; that is, no more 
than one or two guna out of a hundred failed to 
stand the test. 

Mr. HEISTER made an earnest appeal to the 
House, particularly to members of the Opposition, 
not to speak or make long speeches, but to vote, 
There were but few days remaining of the session, 


. and he did hore that, after the long and protracted 


debates that had already occupied the session, 
they would now begin to vote. 


Mr. McKAY suggested a modification of the | 
amendment so as to leave it entirely discretion- : 


ary with the President, and not to restrict the 
Executive to the purchase of General Mason’s 
foundery, but limiting the sum to be expended 
for the purpose to »75,UUU. He could not vote 
for the amendment, because, by it, the Executive 
would be restricted to the purchase of General 
Mason’s foundery, which he was sausficd was 
not worth the sum asked—§75,000—by §25,000. 


gencral na- 


He had no distrust of him on that ; 


i He should vote against it, and move one to the 

: effect he had indicated. 

| Mr. DICKERSON referred to the report of the 

‘ Secretary of War, by which it was seen that that 
officer was limited in his inquiries to the District 
of Columbia, and he neither did, nor had author- 
ity to, extend his researches further. 

Mr. THOMSON, of Ohio, gave a detailed 
statement of what had taken place before the Mil- 

‘itary Committee in relation to the subject. Mr. 
T. was a member of the sub-committee, which 
had made an examination of the site of General 
Mason’s foundery, and he considered it a most 
advantageous one. Desides this, there was every 

kind of machinery connected with the establish- 

‘ment, for the casting and manufacture of ord- 

;| Rance, 

© Mr. LANE said he had risen for the purpose 

‘of calling the attention of the House to one or 
two facts in relation to the bill under considera- 

` tion, and the unfinished business upon the Speak- 
er’s table. The day of adjournment has been 
fixed. The hours of the session are numbered. 
Are gentlemen aware of the shortness of time 
allotted for the action of this House upon the im- 
mense business before it, and the importance of 
many of those bills to the nation, and more espe- 
cially tothe West? And, sir, what are we doing; 
and what have we done for the lasttwo days? On 
yesterday morning the House commenced at the 
thirty-seventh line of the bill; we are now at the 
close of the second day, and we have arrived at 

‘the fifty-first line, having passed over fourteen 

' lines in two days. Seventy-one lines of the bill 
remain to be considered, which, at the same rate 
of speed, will require one day beyond that of ad- 

journment. Yet, sir, are honorable gentlemen 
engaged in idle and useless debate, as if it was the 
first week of a long session. 

The people expect action, voting, not idle debate, 

i having no reference to the subject-matter before 
the House. The nation demandsit; our own rep- 
utations require it. And (Mr. L. said) he would 
apprise the friends of the Lill to vote, and not 
talk, if they intended to pass this bill. Should 
they not profit by this advice, necessity and duty 
will call upona majority of this House to lay 
this bill upon the table, that others cqually impor- 
tant may come in for a share of the time of the 
House; and if no other member shall be found to 
make that motion, Mr. L. said he would make it 

, himself. The interiay of the far West have rights 
as well as the sea-board; and:as one of the reprer 
sentatives of the West, be should be wanting in 

‘his duty should he sit silent and suffer such a 
wanton consumption of the time of the House and 

` the people of the nation. 

Mr. SMITH asked for the yeas and nays; 
which were ordered; and the question being then 
taken, was decided in the negative—ycas 27, 
nays 159. f : 

So the amendment to the amendment was not 
agreed to. 

The House then, according to the order adopted 
yesterday, took a recess from half past two to 
tcur o’elock, p. m., and the evening’ proceedings 

‘ will be given to-morrow. 


EVENING SESSION. 
The following amendment being pending, 


For the armament of fortifications, in addition to the 
: amount included in the bill making appropriation: for. the 
| support of the Army for 1836, $709,009; Provided, That the 
| President of the United States be. aad he i: hereby, nauibors 
i ized to expend so much of the sud stun as may be neces 
sary thereior, im establishing a national foundery at such 
| place as he may deem expedient; 
| Mr. GRANGER moved ‘to reduce the sum of 
: $700,000.to 400,000, on the ground that this was 
‘as much as could possibly he expended for the 
| object contemplated between this- and the 4th of 


March. Mr. G. also moved to strike out the 
i proviso, and called for the yeas and nays; which 
H ere P TA, 
$ vee OC AMBRELENG said he had himself in+ 
| tended to move to reduce the item to the sum em- 
| braced in his colleague’s motion, if the provis? 
vere stricken out; and he had distinc ly stated 
i| that fact to the House on yesterday. 
| After some further remarks irom Messrs. 


CAMBRELENG, MERCER, CHAMBERS of 


Rhode 


Ponnsylvania, ¢ Y| 
Isinnd and CUSHING, , : 
Mr. GRANGE modified his motion hy pro- 
peat nod 
pesing te sirike out the proviso first; which mo- 
tion was agreed to without & count. 

Mr. G. then renewed his mouon to reduce the 
appropriauion to $400,000; and the call for the 

eas and nays being withdrawn, ; 

Mr. CAMBRELENG said he was in favor of 
this motion, for reasons before given, and it was 
substantially his own amendment. 

It was agreed to without a count, 

The question recurring on the amendment as 
amended, . 

Mr. CAMBRELENG renewed the following 
amendment offered by him on yesterday: 

Tocome acter 1s36:" © Ineluding cannon, mortars, how- 
ìtzers, gun camages, howitzer-carnages, mortar beds, pow- 
der, cannon balts, shetls, and tor transportation of ordnance, 
and Oniuance stores ; and in the purchase of twenty acres 
ot iand adjoining the Kenucbec arsenal, Maine ; and the 
purchase or land, and inclosing the rear or the publie ground 
wau a brick wall and coping, at the Frankrord arsenal, 
Pennsvivania 3; and constructing a forging shop, one story 
high, seventy. five by forty teet, of brick, at the arenal, 
Watertown, Massachusetts ; and forthe pu-chase ofa steam 
engine of eight horse power, and ivr quarters for officers at 
Fort Monroe arsenal.” 

This amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. CARTER offered the following amendment 
to the amendment; which was disagreed to: 

And thatthe Secretary of War is hereby required to cause 
an examination to be made, by some competent person, 
af the founderies in East Tennessee; also, the quality 
ar the iron tor cannon and small arms; and cause a report 
ta be made to Congress at the next session, or as carly as 
able, of the facts, and also his views as to the pro- 
pricty and practicability of procuring cannon from that part 
of the country tor the armament of our forts and fortifica- 
bons, and naval service ; the amountof the expense attend- 
ing such examination to be paid out of this sum. 

The amendment of the Committee of the Whole 
as amended was then concurred in. y 
The following amendment was concurred in, 
without a division: 

For Port McUenry, Rekmbt Wood, and Covington Bat- 
tery, near Baltimore, 450,00. 

Mr. HAWES moved to reduce the amendment, 
“For Fort Monroe, $210,000,” to ‘ $15,000;” 
which was agreed to—ayes 65, nays 63; and the 
amendment as amended was agreed to. 

Mr. McKAY moved to amend theclause, ‘‘ For 
fortifications at St. Augustine, Florida, 50,000,” 
by striking out the first two words, anu inserting, 
“For the repair of Fort St. Mary, and the sea- 
wall;”? which was agreed to; and the whole 
amendment concurred in. 

The following was concurred in without a di- 
vision: 

For knapsacks and camp equipage authorized by the act 
approved 19th of March, 1836, for volunteers of militia, 
852,705, 

The following amendment being propounded 
from the Chair: 


For accnuterments for the Army, $102,305, 


Mr. GRANGER made some inquiries in rela- 


tion to the items of which this clause was made | 
I: 


up. 
Pir. CAMBRELENG sent a document in ex- 
planation to the Clerk ’s table; which was read. 
Mr. GRANGER said he was satisfied. 
Mr. DUNLAP moved to add the following: 


And that 850,000 ofsaid appropriation be appropriated to , 


the erection of a public depot tor arms at Memphis, Tennes- 
see; 

Which was lost; and the amendment of the com- 
mittee was concurred in. 

The following amendment being propounded: 

For a depot for munitions of war in the Territory of Ark- 
ansas, $42,256, ; 

Mr. McKay thought it had been improperly 
introduced in this bill, inasmuch as it was fora 
new work, and had not undergane the examina- 
tion of the Committee on Military Affairs, 

After a few remarks from Messrs. ASHLEY 
and MERCER, 

Mr. DUNLAP moved to amend the amend- 
ment by inserting, after the word ‘‘Arkansas,”’ 
“and for a depot for munitions of war in the 
town of Memphis, in the State of Tennessee.’’ 


t 


Which was agreed to. 

Mr. McKAY moved a proviso that the expense - 
of these works should not excced $25,000 each. 

Mr. MERCER suggested $14,000: for he said 
he knew the fact that the arsenals in Virginia had 
not cost more than that. 

Mr. McKAY so modified his amendment; and 
it was agreed to; and the amendment as amended 
was concurred in. 

The following amendment was concurred in’ 
without a division: i 
For the purchase of twenty-eight fire engines, and the 

necessary apparatus, $22,400. 

The following amendments of the Committee 
of the Whole were severally concurred in with- 
out a division: 


| For store- houses at Newport, Kentucky, $1,500. 


For parebasing seven acres of snd, including the site of 
the powder magazine attached to the arsenal at St. Louis, 
Missouri: Provided, the same shall be ascertained not to be : 
on tand of the United States, $2, 100. i 

For erecting a piazza in trontof the building occupied as 
barracks by the troops at Augusta arsenal, Georgia, 8450. | 

For barracks, quarters, store-houses, hospital, stables, and ul 
materials for the same at Fort Jesup, Louisiana, $25,000, |: 

For rebuilding the wharf, and materials for the same, at |, 
Fort Wolcott. Newport, Rhode Istand, $500. i 

For constructing a wood yard, and a wood yard wharf, '' 


; and for materials for the samce, at Fort Monroe, Virginia, | 
` $1,000. 


i 
i 
i 
i 
t 
[i 
| 
l 
| 
| 


j 
i 


After some remarks from Messrs. SPEIGHT, 


ASHLEY, RIPLEY, CAMBRELENG, Mce- 
KAY, LINCOLN, and HARPER, 
Mr. McKAY suggested a modification as fol- 
lows: : 
For the 


For constructing a wharf, and for materials for the same, 
at Fort Severn, Maryland, $1,000. 

For rebuilding and repairing barracks, quarters, hospital, 
store-houses, and materials for the same, at Fort Brady, 
Michigan Territory, $5,900. 

For the purchase of land 


buildings thereon, $3,730. 

For the following objects in addition to former appropri- 
tions for the same: 

For national armory at Harper’s Ferry, $77,897. 

For national armory at Springfield, $45,900. 

For the purchase or manufacture of light brass and iron 
field artillery, and for construction of field artillery carriages, 
caissons, and traveling forges, $137,190. 

For the construction of furnaces for heating cannon balls, 
$12,000. 

The following additional section to the bill was 
also concurred in: 

Sec. 2. And be it further enacted, That the President of 
the United States is hereby authorized, under the restrictions 
of the act of the Ist of May, 1820, to make transfers from 
one head of appropriations for fortifications, to that of 
another for a ‘ike object, wherever, in his opinion, the 
public interest shall require it. 


Mr. HAWES then moved to reduce the appro- 
priation ‘for the preservation of Castle Island, 
and repairs of Fort Independence, Boston har- 
bor,” from $150,000 to $100,000. 

After some remarks from Mr. LAWRENCE 
in favor of the original appropriation, and in 
opposition to the amendment, 

Mr. HAWES briefly supported his motion; 
when 

Mr. McKIM moved the previous question; but 
the House refused to second the motion—ayes 
66, nocs 72. 

Mr. McKAY said a few words against the 
amendment, and Mr. HAWES in support of it. 

Mr. H. then gave notice that he should make 
similar motions in relation to other clauses of the 
bill. 

The amendment was further discussed b 
Messrs. BEAL, REED, and LAWRENCE, 
when the yeas and nays were ordered on the 

_ motion of the last gentleman. 

Mr. SPEIGHT then moved the previous ques- 
tion; but the House again refused to second the 
motion, only 52 voting in the affirmative. nec 

Mr. Hawes’s amendment was then agreed to— 
ayes 89, noes 81. 

Mr. VANDERPOEL said, that from what he 
had seen, and from what had alread y beenavowed, 
- he was convinced that the motion just carried 
_was but the beginning of a system of razeeing, 
. which, commencing at Boston, was to go “ down 
„all along shore,” and if we should remain here 

long enough to dispose of all the new proposi- 
tions that were to be made, we would be de- 
_ tained tillmorning. Sufficient time had certainly 
` been spent upon the bill. It had been fought and 
debated paragraph by paragraph, and for his part ` 
he was unwilling to fight over again the pro- 
tracted battles which it had already proveked, 


adjoining Fort Sullivan, and the 


1 


- and therefore moved the previous question. 
i m 


purchase of sites and the estabjislsment of depots- j} 


‘Fhe motion for the previous question was sec- . 
onded by the House—ayes 77, noes 66. i 


Mr. HANNEGAN moved that the House ad- 
journ; which was lost. 

The question was then taken, but before the 
result was announced, 

Mr. BRIGGS moved a reconsideration of the 
vote, by which the appropriation for Castle Island 
and Fort Independence, Boston harbor, was re- 
duced to $100,000. 

The CHAIR decided the motion to be out of 
order; and therefore announced the vote to be— 

eas 9], nays 71. 

Mr. HALEY then moved an adjournment; 
which was lost. 

Mr. GRIFFIN called for the yeasand nayson 
ordering the bill to be engrossed ; which were not 
ordered. 

The bill was then ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time to-morrow. 

On motion of Mr. SPEIGHT, the House ad- 
journed at half pasteight o’clock, 


IN SENATE. 
Sarunpay, June 18, 1836. 


Mr. ROBBINS, on leave, introduced a joint 
resolution providing for a survey, with a view to 
fortifying Narraganset bay; which was read, and 
ordered to a second reading. 

Mr. BUCHANAN presented the memorial of 
a large number of the most respectable merchants 
of the city of Philadelphia, expressing their en- 
tire approbation with the box system in the post 
offices, and requesting Congress not to make any 
change in it; which was laid on the table. 


REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 


Messrs. LINN, TOMLINSON, McKEAN, 
and HUBBARD, made reports from committees 
of bills from the Fouse that had been referred to 
them. i y 

Mr. LEIGH, from the Committee on Revolu- 
tionary Claims, reported a bill for the relief of 
the legal representatives of Margaret Leitch and 
Elizabeth Goodwin; which was read, and ordered 
to a second reading. ; 

Mr. WHITE, from the Committee on Indian 
Affairs, reported the bill for the relief of Peter 
Warner without amendment. 


INDEPENDENCE OF TEXAS. 


Mr. CLAY, from the Committee on Foreign 
Relations, to which had been referred the reso- 
lutions of the Legislature of Connecticut, and 
several memorials from different parts of the 
United States, recommending to Congress the rec- 
ognition of the independence of Texas, made a 
report thereon, concluding with the following res- 
olution: 

Resolved, That the independence of Texas ought to be 
acknowledged by the United States, whenever satisfactory 
information shall be received that it has, in successful oper- 
ation, 2 civi! Government, capable of performing the duties 
and fulfilling the obligations of an independent power. 

The report having been read, 

Mr. CLAY observed that it had been agreed 
upon by the unanimous consent of the commit- 

.tee. It was not necessary (he said) that the report 
should be immediately acted on unless some gen- 
tleman was disposed to object to some portion of 
it. “This, however, he had no reason to suppose 
would be the case, and he would therefore move 
that the report be printed and made the order of 
the day for Tucsday next. ` Gi tan 

Mr. PRESTON expressed his acquiescence in 
the report of the committee, and his opinion, that 
in the absence of alt information from Texds other 
than that derived from newspapers and rumor, 
the report could not have with pro ne Tecom- 
mended stronger measures than it did. He hoped 
the report of the committee would be concurred 
in, and that done, he would move to take up the 
resolution submitted by him some days ago, call- 
ing on the President for information on this sub- 

ject. He was exceedingly anxious to hear some 
further authentic intelligence from Texas; and he 
indulged the hope that the Executive was by this 
time in the possession’ of such as would enable 
them to adopt some stronger measure than that 
recommended by the committee. 
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Mr. CLAY se 
man from South Carolina would be taken up and 
acted on. He would be extremely glad to find 
that the President was in possession of such in- 
formation as would authorize stronger measures 
on the part of the Senate in favor of Texas. 

The report of the committee was concurred in; 
and 

The Senate took up the resolution submitted 
by Mr. Preston, calling on the President for 
such information in his possession as it may not 
be improper to communicate respecting the pres- 
ent condition of Texas. This resolution was 
agreed to without a division. 


BILL INTRODUCED. 


Mr. BLACK, on leave, introduced a bill to in- 
crease the compensation of the postmaster at 
Jackson, in the State of Mississippi; which was 
read twice and referred. 


PATENT LAWS. 


On motion of Mr. RUGGLES, the bill to pro- 
mote the progress of the useful arts, and to repeal 
all other acts and parts of acts on the same sub- 
ject was taken up; and after some verbal amend- 
ments, the bill was ordered to be engrossed for a 
third reading. 


BILLS ORDERED TO A THIRD READING, 


The following bills were severally read the sec- 
ond time, and considered as in Committee of the 
Whole, and ordered to a third reading: 

The bill for the relief of Daniel Smith; 

The bill for the relief of Archibald Small; 

The bill for the relief of Alvarez Fisk, and the 
legal representatives of Thomas P. Eskridge, 
deceased; 

The bill to discontinue the land offices of the 
United States at Wooster and Steubenville, Ohio; 

The bill for the relief of the legal representatives 
of Doctor Absalom Baird; 

The bill for the relief of Sarah Angel, and the 
other heirs-at-law of Benjamin King, deceased; 
me bill for the relief of the heirs of Nathaniel 

ler; 
he bill authorizing the construction of a rail- 
road in Florida; 

The bill for the relief of Benjamin and Nancy 
Merrill; 

The bill to authorize the location of a railroad 
from Mobile to the bay of Pascagoula; 

The bill for the relief of the reserved townships 
in the State of Indiana; 

The bill for the relief of James Forbes; 

The bill for the relicf of Nathaniel P. Tatum; 

The bili for the relief of James Caulfield; 

The bill for the relief of David Browning; 

The bill for the relicfof Jonathan Bounc; 

The bill for the relief of Daniel Shofer; 

The bill to amend the act to grant certain re- 
linquished and unappropriated lands in the State 
of Alabama for the purpose of improving the 
havigation of the Tennessee, Coosa, Cahawba, 
and Black Warrior rivers; $ 

The bill for laying off the towns of Fort Ma- ; 
deira and Burlington, in the county of Des Moines | 
and the towns of Bellevue, Dubuque, and Peru, 
in the county of Dubuque, Territory of Michigan, : 


and other purposes; (as amended, confining the ` 
preémptions to one acre lots, embracing improve- ' 


ments;) 
The bill to amend an act entitled “An aet au- 


the resolution of the gentle- [| 


: tions; which were read: 


thorizing the laying off a town on Bean river, in . 


1 7 > 
the State of Hlinois, and for other purposes, legitimate wants of the Government, and that provision 


approved February 5, 1829; 


he biil for the relief of the trustees of common | 


schools, in township eight, range cleven east, in 
the State of Mississippi; f 
The bill for the relief of James Weltbank; 


States to cause to be issued to Albert J. Smith 
and others, patents for certain reservations of 
land in the Michigan Territory; 

The bill for the relief of Francis R. Theobald; 
and ; 

The bill for the relief-of Benjamin F. Stone; 

The following bills, after having been consid- | 
ered as in Committee of the Whole, were laid-on | 
the table: 

The bill for the relief of John Dement; 

The bill for the relief of Tobias Crum; 


supplementary to the act for the relief of certain | 


` surviving officers and soldiers of the Revolution; ! 


and i 


Mr. HOWELL withdrew his motion. 
The yeas and nays on the motion to suspend 
were ordered: and the question being then taken, 


The bill for the relief of Robert Dickey, of | was decided in the negative—yeas 121, nays 76— 


New York. 


The Senate then adjourned. i] 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Sarurpar, June 18, 1836. 


On motion of Mr. JARVIS, the Committee of 
the Whole was discharged from the further con- : 
sideration of the bill making appropriations for 
completing vessels of war on the stocks, and for 
repairing and equipping those in ordinary, and 
the same was recommitted to the Committee on 
Naval Affairs. 

Mr. JARVIS, from the Committee on Naval 
Affairs, reported a bill to provide for the peace 
establishment of the Navy; and’a bill making 
appropriations for repairing and equipping vessels 
in ordinary, and providing for the building of 
two brigs and three steam vessels; which were 
read twice, and committed. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 
Mr. SMITH asked leave to offer the following 


resolution: ` 

Resolved, That on Monday next, at twelve o’clock, and 
at the same hour on each successive day, the House will 
resolve itself into the Committce of the Whole on the state 
of the Union, to consider, until completed, bill No. 259, 
making appropriations forthe Military Academy forthe year 
1836; bill No. 307, making additional appropriations for the 
Delaware breakwater, and for certain harbors, and remov- 
ing obstructions in and at the mouths of certain rivers, and 
for other purposes, tor the year 1835; and bill No. 323, 
making appropriations for certain military and other roads, 
and for examinations and surveys, for 1835. 


not two-thirds; as follows: 
YEAS — Messrs. Ashe, Barton, Beal, Bean, Beaumont, 


` Bell, Bokee, Boon, Bouldin, Bovee, Boyd, Brown, Burns, 


Bynum, Cambreleng, Campbell, Carter, Casey, Chaney, 
Chapman, Chapin, Nathaniel H. Claiborne, Cleveland, 
Connor, Craig, Cramer, Cushman, Deberry. Dickson, Dou- 
bleday, Dromgoole, Dunlap, Fairfield, Farlin, Forester, 
French, Fry, Wiliam K. Fuller, Galbraith, James Garland, 
Gillet, Geantiand, Haley, Joseph Hall, Hamer, Hannegan, 
Samuel 8. Harrison, Albert G. Harrison, Hawes, [aynes, 
Hopkins, Howard, Hubley, Huntington, Huntsman, Mig- 
ham, Jabez Jackson, Jarvis, Joseph Johnson, Richard M. 
Johnson, Cave Johnson, John W. Jones, Judson, Kilgore, 
Kinnard, Lane, Lawler, Lay, Gideon Lee, Luke Lea. Leon- 


“ard, Lewis, Logan, Loyall, Lyon, Abijah Mann, Job Mann, 


Objection being made, Mr. S. moved a suspen- _ 


sion of the rules. 

Mr. INGERSOLL asked the Chair’s opinion 
as to the fact whether all these bills were not em- 
braced in the special order of the 26th of January 
last. 

Mr. WHITTLESEY, of Ohio, had under- 
stood the Chair to have so decided some days 
since. 

The CHAIR replied that he had given no such 
decision, but that there wasa conversation on the 
subject between gentlemen on the floor, 


Mr. PATTON asked for the yeas and nayson 


the motion to suspend the rules; but the 
refused to order them, 

In reply to Mr. WHITTLESEY, 

The CHAIR said the resolution of the 26th of 
January being insuch very gencral terms,he would 
not undertake to give such a construction to it 
himself as to embrace those bills, but leave it to 
the House to decide the point. 

After a number of suggestions from Messrs. 


ouse 


. BOYD, HAMER, and MERCER, 


Mr. SMITH inquired of the Chair if the sub- 


` ject of the construction of that urder would not 
: come up as soon as the fortification bill was dis- 


oscd of. 
The CHAIR replied that it would. 


Join Y. Mason, William Mason, Moses Mason, Maury, 
May, McKay, McKeon, McKim, MeLane, Miller, Morgan, 
Muhlenberg, Page, Parks, Patterson, Patton, Franklin 
Pierce, Phelps, Pinckney, Rencher, John Reynolds, Joseph 
Reynolds, Roane, Robertson, Rogers, Schenck, Seymour, 
Augustine H. Shepperd, Shields, Shinn, Sickles, Smith, 
Speight, Standefer, Taliaferro, John Thomson, Toucey, 
Turrill, Wagener, Ward, Wardell, Webster, Weeks, and 
Thomas T. Whittlesey—121. 

~NAYS— Messrs, Adams, Chilton Allan, leman Allen, 
Anthony, Ashley, Bailey, Bond, Borden, Briggs, John Cal- 
hoon, Wiliam B, Calhoun, George Chambers, John Chanm- 
bers, Childs, Clark, Crane, Cushing, Darlington, Denny, 
Dickerson, Evans, Everett, Fowler, Philo C. Fuller, Rice 
Gartand, Granger, Grayson, Grennell, Griffin, Filand Hall, 
Hard. Hardin, Hartan. Harper, Hazeltine, Henderson, Heis- 
ter, Hoar, Howell, Hunt, Ingersoll, Williatu Jackson, Janes, 
Henry Johnson, Lansing, Laporte, Lawrence, Thomas Lee, 
Lincoln, Love, Sampson Mason, McCarty, McComas, 
McKennan, Mercer, Milligan, Morris, Parker, Dutee. J. 
Pearce, Phillips, Potts, Reed, William B. Shepard, Slade, 
Spangler, Storer, Waddy Thompson, Turner, Underwood, 
Vanderpocl, Vinton, Washington, White, Elisha Whittle- 
sey, Lewis Williams, and Sherrod Williains—76. 


REORGANIZATION OF THE GENERAL LAND 
OFFICE. 

Mr. BOON, from the Committee on Public 
Lands, reported the Senate bill to provide for the 
reorganization of the General Land Office, with 
sundry amendments; which was committed. 

Mr. B., from the same committee, moved that 
the bill be madc the special order for Wednesday 
next at twelve o’clock. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Tenncssce, move tojnclude 
also the billregulating the salaries of clerks in the 
different offices; which was lost. 

The motion of Mr. Boon was also lost. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. = 
Mr. JOHNSON, of Kentucky, from the Com 


“mijtce on Military Affairs, reported a bill making 
. appropriations for barracks at Key West; whic 
‘was fead twice, and committed. 


Mr. SMITH accordingly withdrew the reso- ` 


lution. 
PUBLIC REVENUE. 


Mr. McKAY moved a suspension of the rules 
for the purpose of offering the following resolu-’, 
Resoleed, That the revenue receivable under the present 
laws is, and will be, more than is required for the fair and 


ought to be made for its reduction. 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury report to `i $ 
H arion, ! the revolution;’’ which was agreed to—110 to 48. 
; alteration can be made in the existing tariff of duties, can- | 
sistently with the principles of the several acts imposing `| 
i i 7 ii duties upon imports, with a view to reduction. 
The bill to authorize the President of the United | 
, upon the best mode of diminishing the revenue arising from `: 
: the public lands, without retarding the settlement of the ` 
ii new States, or impairing the interests of the General Gov- 
| ernment, and, generally, his views as to the best inode of 


this House, atthe commencement of the next session, what 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury also report ; 


reducing the revenue to the fair and constitutional wants 
of the Goverument. : 


Mr. MANN, of New York, asked for the yeas 
and nays; but before the House passed upon the - 
motion, 

Mr. HOWELL moved to lay the motion to: 
suspend on the table. : i 

Mr. PARKS called -for the- yeas and nays on, 


The bill to amend the act entitled ‘An act | that motion; which being ordered, ° 


Also, a bill to authorize the President of the 
United States to furnish certain ordnance to sev- 
eral States; which was read twice, and on motion 
of Mr. Jouwson, ordered to be engrossed for a 
third reading on Monday next. : 

Mr. WHITTLESEY, of Ohio, from the Com- 
mittee of Claims, reported a bill for the relief of 
Thomas Tyner and others; which was read twice, 
anc committed, 

Mr. W., from the same committee, made unfa- 
vorable reports in the cases of Jesse Morrison, 
William Morrison, Joseph W. Page, Henry T. 
Evans, George Thornborough, and John Ken- 


nedy. 


PENSION SYSTEM. 


Mr. WARDWELL moved a suspension of the- 
rules for one hour, for the purpose of disposing 
of the bill to extend the provisions of the act en+ 
titled “ An act supplementary to the act for the 
relief of certain surviving officers and soldiers of 


The bill was reported from the Committee of 


| the Whole on the 11th instant, with certain pro- 


osed amendments, (the details of which have 
Leen before given in our columns.) ro 

The amendments having all been severally con- 
m LÅNE moved. the previous question on 
the engrossment of the bill; which was seconded 
by the Honse—ayes 81, nocs 41. $ 

Mr. PATTON moved. to lay the bill on the 


ble. E ; 
"Mi. JARVIS asked for the yeas and nays; 
which were ordered; and. were —yeas 64, nays 
129. So the House refused to lay the bill on the 


table. 
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on was then ordered, put, 


The main questi 
o be engrossed for 


carried, and tue biil ordered t 
a third reading. 
PUBLIC DEPOSITS. 

Mr. PATTON moved a suspension of the rules 
for the purpose of : 1 
Senate to regulate the deposits of the public | 
moneys of the United States. Mr. P. explained 
that he made the motion with a view that some 
day next week should be set apart for its con- 
sideration. 

Mr. BRIGGS asked for the yeas and nays; 
which were ordered; and were—yeas 130, nays 
70; not being two thirds, the rules were not 
suspended. 

CHOCTAW LANDS. 

On motion of Mr. BELL, the House resolved 
itself into a Committee of the Whole on the state 
of the Union, (Mr. Pearce, of Rhode Island, in 
the chair,) and took up and considered the bill to 
provide for the adjusiment of certain claims and 
reservations of land under the fourteenth article 


of the treaty of 1840, with the Choctaw Indians. || 


The biil having been gone through with, the 
committee rose and reported the same to the 
House, without amendment; and it was ordered 
to be engrossed. 


At a subsequent part of the day, the bill was | 


read a third ume, and passed. 
PENSION SYSTEM. 
The bill to extend the pension system, ordered 


to be engrossed for a third reading to-day, was - 


then taken up. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of North Carolina, moved 
the following resolution: 

Resolred, That the bill be recommitted to a Committee 


of the Whole House, with instructions to strike out the | 


rana pensios to those persons who were 


provisions which 
subsequently 


cugaged in the Indian hostilities of the West, 
to the revolucionary war, terminating in 1783. 


Mr. FRENCH moved the previous question; |; 
which was seconded by the Flouse—ayes 78, | 


nocs 50. 


.Mr. VINTON called for the yeas and nays on | 


ordering the main question; which were ordered. 
“ Mr. JARVIS moved a call of the House; which 
was lost, 

The House determined that the main question 
should be put, by a vote of 89 to 86. 

Mr. CAMBRiELENG asked for the yeas and 
nays on the main question, (the passage of the 
bill;) which were ordered. 

- Mr. PARKS moved to lay the bill on the table. 
- Mr. REYNOLDS, of Ulinois, asked for the 
eas and nays on that motion; which were or- 


ered; and Wwere--yeas 68, nays 111. So the | 


motion to lay on the table was decided in the 
negative. 
Ir. JARVIS moved a call of the House. Mr. 


J. said, on the passage of a bill of this character, | 


he desired to sve a full House. The motion was 
lost—only forty-nine voting in the affirmative. 


The question was then taken on the passage of | 


‘the bill,and decided ia the atfirmative—yeas 109, 
nays 75.. 
' So the bill was passed. 

Mr. JARVIS moved a reconsideration of the 
vote. He said the bill had been forced througa 
the House in a most extraordinary manner, and 
then went on to show the heavy drains it would 
cause upon the public Treasury, and examined 
its provisions at some length. . He concluded by 
moving that the question of reconsideration be 
postponed until Monday next, so that every gen- 
tleman might come prepared to vote upon it un- 
derstandingly. - - 
"Mr. HALDIN, after a few remarks in sup- 
part of the provisions of the bill, moved the pre- 


vious qùestion on the motion to reconsider; which 


was seconded—ayes 69, noes 62. 


. Mr. RENCHER call for the yeas and nays on | 


ordering the main question to be put; which were 
ordered, and were—yeas 92, nays 70. 
So the House determined that the main ques- 
tion should be put. ~ f 
- The maia question on reconsideration was then 
ut, and disagreed to without a count. So the 
jji was finally passed. 


` SUSPENSION OF THE RULES. 
Mr. GILLET moved asuspension of the rules 


and. 


taking up the bill from the |; 


| 


7 for the purpose of considering the bill to estab- 
lish ports of entry; butthe motion was disagreed 
to. 

A number of ineffectual motions were made to 
give priority to various bills. 


JOHN DONALDSON, ETC. 


On motion of Mr. GARLAND, of Louisiana, . 
the House receded from its amendment to the ' 


Senate bill for the relief of John Donaldson, Ste- 
phen Heard, and others. 
| On motion of Mr. ASH, the House adjourned. 


į 


IN SENATE. 
Monpay, June 20, 1836. 


© The CHAIR communicated the credentials of 

: the Hou. Ricnarp Ba yarn, elected by the Legis- 
lature of Delaware a Senator from that State to 

| fill the vacancy occasioned by the resignation of 

© the Hon. Arnold Naudain. 

| Mr. Baranp was then qualified, and took his 

| seat. 

| The CHAIR communicated a report from the 

l: Secretary of the Treasury, made in compliance 


i 


‘| with the seventh section of the act of 1792, relative | 
ii to the transactions of the Mint for the last year. |. 


REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 


Mr. PRENTISS, from the Committee on Pen- 
; sions, reported a bill for the relief of Parker 
|: Chase; which was read, and ordered to a second 
|! reading. 

Mr. P., from the same committee, reported 
|! several bills from the House without amend- 


ment. 
| Mr. WEBSTER, from the Committee on Fi- 


submitted by Mr. Hunsarp, directing the com- 
mittee to inquire into the increase of the banking 
|; capital in Florida, made a report thercon, recom- 
| mending the disapproval and annulling, on the 
art of Congress, of certain bank charters, granted 
by the Legislature of said Territory, accom- 
panied by a bill and joint resolution on the sub- 
ect. 
3 Mr. W. said he thought the honourable mem- 
ber from New Hampshire (Mr. Hussarp) had 
done a service in calling the attention of the Sen- 
| ate to the subject. ‘Thecommittee collected what 
! information they could, and had instructed him 
to make a report, accompanied by a bill and a 
, joint resolution. The bill proposed to disap- 
rove and annul all acts of the Legislature of 
Florida creating banks, or extending bank char- 
ters, passed in the year 1636. 

It proposed also to take away. in time to come, 
all power from any Territorial Legislature to 
create banks, cxcept subject to the express con- 
firmation of Congress. Two acts which the 
committee think to be of a very extraordinary 
and objectionable character were passed by the 
Florida Legislature in February, 1835, knowl- 
edge of which reached here on the last day of the 
i last session of Congress. .The committee were 
of opinion that these acts ought also to be an- 
| nulled, unless they sha!l be properly reformed 
‘and amended; but under these circumstances, 
| the committee think that the persons interested 
| may not improperly be allowed an opportunity 


H 


t 


ing the time when the acts were obtained, and the 
\| certainty, then known to everybody, that Con- 

ress could notact upon the subject last session, 
it would not be an injustice or hardship, if Con- 
gress were now to excrcisc its undoubted power 
of annulling the laws altagether. 

It is not to be concealed that applications have 
been made to the Legislature for charters, with 
very unusual and extraordinary powers froma 
' real or a supposed facility of obtaining charters 
from the Territorial Government. 

Mr. W. said he would call for the consider- 
ation of these measures on Thursday next. 

The bill and joint resolution were then sever- 
gia and ordered to a second reading. 

r. PORTER, from theCommittee on Private 
Land Claims, reported the bill from the House 
for the relief of Judge Bradford, of Louisiana, 
without amendment. 


IÍ Pensions, reported the bills fram the House for 


NAL GLOBE. 


ee 


nance, to which had been referred the resolution | 


to obtain such amendments; although, consider- | 


Mr. TOMLINSON, from the Committee on | 


June 20, 


| the relief of George White and George McHat- 
t 


on, severally without amendment. 

Mr. DAVIS, from the Committee on Com- 
merce, made an unfavorable report on the bill for 
the relief of John H. Jacocks; which was ordered 
to be printed. 

Mr. TIPTON, from the Committee on Claims, 
reported without amendment the bill from the 
House for the relief of the legal representatives 
of Josias Thompson, deceased. 

! REORGANIZATION OF THE GENERAL POST 
i . OFFICE. 
L On motionof Mr. GRUNDY, the bill to change 
| alae 3 
the organization of the Gencral Post Office was 
: taken up; and the question being on the amend- 
ments of the committee relative to the private 
baxes in the post offices, it was not concurred in, 
Mr. G. moved to strike out the 43d and 44th 

sections, i 
Lo [These sections regulate the rent of the private 
` boxes put up by the pestmasters in the post 
| offices, and rented out to merchants and others. 

Mr. DAVIS could not consent to the striking 
out these sections without inscrting some provis- 
ions to destroy the great inequality which is 
caused in the compensation of postmasters by the 
| existing state of things with regard to these pri- 
' vate boxes. He thought that the amendment 
‘| suggested by him the other day would answer 
| every purpose, and obviate all the objections that 
i. had been made to the system, 
| The amendment is as follows: 

i Sec. — And he it further enacted, That it shall be law- 
' ful for cach deputy po-tmaster in tuc United States to erect 
‘and maintain in bis office boxes for the accommodation of 
|. such persons as may apply for them, on the following con- 
p ditions, and no other, to wit: 

First. In cach village, town, city, or place containing, by 
,| the census of 1830, less than ten thousand inhabitants, cach 
l; deputy postma. ter may rent such boxes at any sum not ex- 
i, ceeding one dollar each a year. 

Second. In each village, town, or city containing more 
than ten thousand, and Jess than twenty thousand inhabit- 
i ants, by the faid census, cach deputy postmaster may rent 

| such boxes for any sum not exceeding one dollar and finy 

cents a year cach. : 
| Third. In each village, town, or city, containing, by raid 
census, more than twenty thousand inhabitants, fuch dep- 
uty postinacter may rent sich boxes for any sum not exceed- 
a dollars a year cach. : 
aI Fourth. The exponse of erecting such boxes shall be de- 

; fraved out of the revenue arising therefrom. 

i} Fidth. The several deputy postmasters shail keep an 
i! account of all the proceeds arising from the rent of such 
'| boxes, and make return thereof, with the other accounts of 
| his office. 

| Sixth. The several deputy postmastem, execpt in the 
‘| eities of New York and New Orleans, way, in addition to 
! the other allowances made to them by law for their ser- 
vices, detain for their own use the revenue arising from said 
| boxes: Provided, Such revenuc, when added to their other 
emoluments, sha!l not exceed the sum of 83.509 in a year, 
| in which case the balance shall be paid as other revenue to 
the Gencral Post Office. , . 

Seventh. The deputy postmasters in the cities of New 
York and New Orleans may detaia in their respective 
hands from the revenue of said boxes, until that, with 
their other emoluments, amount respectively to $4,000, 

Mr. EWING objected to the striking out tha 
| provisions in these sections without making some 
regulation as to the compensations of the post- 
‘| masters. In some cases (he said) the postmas- 
lÍ ters,in consequence of these perquisites, callected 
l; twice and sometimes three times as much as the 
| salaries allowed them by law; a fact wholly 
k : 

‘| unknown to the public. He would prefer the 
| amendment of the Senator from Massachusetts; 
i| but rather‘than not have some provision of the 
| kind, he would vote for retaining the sections as 
they came from the House, though some inc- 
| quality might be occasioned by them. 
i. Mr. PRESTON concurred with the chairman 
‘| in the motion to strike outthe two sections. He 
i: thought the subject ought to be left as it is, it not 
'| being a fit subject for legislation. Mr. P. spoke 
of the present system as being a matter of pri- 
vate arrangement between the postmasters and 
_ the merchants who principally rent the boxes, of 
the greatest convenience to the latter, and so 
i; universally approved of, that the greatest dissatis- 
| faction, as well as inconvenience, would be occa- 
sioned by changing it. In referring to the post 
|| office at Charleston, he spoke of the arduous duties 
and responsible trust of the postmaster at that 
place, who he represented as a very valuable 
|| officer, and contended that any reduction of his 
| income would be not. only unjust, but highly 
! inexpedient. is 
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Mr. BUCHANAN said they were legislating | 
on a subject, he was free to savy, few of them 
understood. Not a single complaint had been 
made, throughout this extensive Union, against 
this system of boxes. No man had said aught 
against it; and, without being acquainted with its 
nature, we seck (said he) to establish a system, 
the extent of which we cannot know. The effect 
of the amendment of the Senator from Massa- 
chuseus [Mr. Davis] would be, that, in every 
village, the postmaster would exact one dollar, 
where nothing has been charged before—and boxes 
will spring up everywhere throughout the coun- 
try, set up by the post, for the sake of their own 

rofits. In Philadelphia the greatest convenience 
iad resulted from the practice, both to those who 
took the boxes and to the postmaster; and it was 
owing to the smallness of their number, there 
being but four hundred and fifty of them, that the 
convenience was so valuable, If the amendment 
prevailed, the number would be increased to an 
almost unlimited extent, occasioning much con- 
fusion, as well as great additional expense. With 
respect to the compensation of the postmaster, he 
onty received about three thousand three hundred 
dollars per annum, and this amendment of the 
Senator from Massachusetts would reduce it to 
two thousand two hundred dollars, a sum totally 
inadequate to the support of his family. 

Mr. B. thought it better not to make any 
change in the present system before the next ses- 
sion of Congress. The Postmaster General was 
now seeking information on the subject from all 
parts of the country, and would digest a plan, 
and report itto them at the next session, Why 
should they make so important a change now in 
the absence of all complaint and of all inform- 
ation? The only inconvenience complained of 
was the salaries of the postmasters of New York 
and New Orleans; and if they could not wait till 
the next session to regulate them, the amend- 
ment he had suggested would provide the remedy. 
If it was proposed to reduce the salaries of the 
postmasters of these two cities, letit be done (he 
said) without affecting those whose salaries do 
not come up to $4,000. He thought that the 
postmaster at New York received too much, and 
that none ought to receive more than $4,000. ` 

The following is the amendment of Mr. Becu- 
ANAN, as suggested by him when the Dill was 
under consideration a few days ago: 

Ee it enacted, That each postmaster and deputy postmas- 
ter shall make quarterly returns of the amount received by 
him for the rent of bores; andif the same shall exceed the 
sum of $2,000 per annum, he shall account fur and pay 
over the excess. 

Mr. PORTER denied that the postmaster at 
New Orleans received more than a fair compen- 
sation, considering the importance of his duties 
and the exceedingly high expenses of living in 
that city. There was a strong objection (he said) 
to the change in the box system, that gentlemen 
had not adverted to. At this time it was a mat- : 
ter of private arrangement between the postmas- | 
ters and the merchants, and consequently all the | 
responsibility rested on the former; but make it | 
a matter of law, and the responsibility will be 
greatly diminished; nothing more will be required 
than ordinary care and diligence. 

Mr. GRUNDY observed that, if this bill went 
into operation, the box system would be great! 
diminished. There were provisions in it wit 
respect to the penny-posts, furnishing such in- 
creased facilities for the transmission of letters, 
as well to the post offices as from it, which would 
cause a great many who now use the private | 
boxes to dispense with them. t; 

Mr. DAVIS explained the operations of his | 
amendment, and supported it in a speech of some | 
length. He was opposed to aaa the post- |: 
masters a favorite class, and giving th 
salaries than other officers holding appointments 
of equal importance, labor, and responsibility ;and | 
instanced the salary of the Governor of the great 
State of New York, only $4,000; of the naval offi- |! 
cer of New York, $3,000; and of the district judge 
in that State, $2,500. He would say tothe Senator 
from South Carolina, that the present arrange- 
ment gives to the postmaster of Charleston a 
higher salary than his State pays to any of her 
officers. The amendment submitted by the Sena- 
tor from Pennsylvania was equally objectionable 


em higher |; 


! gum, Moore, Morris, Nicholas, Page, Preston, Rives, Rob- 


with him to the present system, for it went to || 
limiting the accommodation said to be of so much |! 
value toa few individuals, while it onght to be — 
liberally extended, as far as circumstances would | 
fom to the whole community. He spoke of 
his Wish to compensate the postmasters of the 
large cities liberally, but not to an extent beyond 
the compensations of other Government officers 
of a like grade and responsibility, and not atthe 
expense of the convenience of the community. 

Mr. BUCHANAN replied to Mr. Davis at 
length, and defended hisamendment. The redue- 
tion would notaffect the postmasters of New York 
and Boston anything like what it would the post- 
master of Philadelphia, who would, ifit prevailed, 
be compelled to resign, from the impossibility of 
supporting his family on the salary to which he 
would be reduced. ‘The amendment of the Sen- 
ator from Massachusetts would also be thelevying 
of a tax in every town and village of ‘the Union 
of one dollar on each box set up by the postmas- 
ters for thcir own convenience, merely for the 
purpose of reaching the postmasters of New 
York and New Orleans, who alone are said to 
receive too much. 

After some further remarks from Messrs. DA- 
Vis and BUCHANAN, the question was taken 
on Mr. Davis's amendment; and it was rejected 
—yeas 16, nays 28; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Bayard, Clay, Clayton, Crittenden, Da- 
vis, Ewing of Ohio, Goldsborough, Knight, Mangum, 
Moore, Prentiss, Robbins, Southard, Swift, Tomlinson, and 
Webster—16. 

NAYS — Messrs. Benton, Black, Brown, Buchanan, 
Cuthbert, Grundy, Hendricks, Hubbara, Kent, King of Al 
abama, King of Georgia, Linn, McKean, Morris, Nicholas, 
Nites, Page, Porter, Preston, Rives, Robinson, Ruggles, 
Shepley, Tallmadge, Walker, Wall, White, and Wright— 


The question next came up on Mr. Bucnanan’s 
amendment. 

Mr. WEBSTER wished that the Senator would 
so modify his motion as to require the postmas- 
ters to exhibit the prices of the boxes as well as 
the aggregate received. 

Mr. GRUNDY would make one suggestion. 
He was in hopes that, at the next session, they 
would be able to make some reduction on the 
postage of letters. Now, he wished this matter 
of the rent of private boxes should be left as it is; 
and when they came to reduce the Ictter postage 
they might perhaps be able to make up- some 
part of the reduction by a revenue from this 
source. He would vote against the amendment, 
considering it better to leave the whole matter at 

resent as It ts. r 

Mr. BUCHANAN declined making any change 
in his amendment, believing it the best, under 
the circumstances that could be adopted. 

Mr. CLAY thought this matter of perquisites 
exceedingly inconsistent with the genius of this 
Government. He should have been glad if they 
could harce met the views of the House of Rep- 
resentatives; but he had no idea that, in a Gov- 
ernment of laws, such an abuse should exist one 
day. The next thing wouid be that the custom- 
house officers would demand perquisites, and 
they would be called on to sanction it. He thought 
also, the amendment of the Senator from Penn- 
sylvania went to too great an increase of the sal- 
aries of the postmasters. 

Mr. BUCHANAN said it was plain that the 
Senator from Kentucky did not understand, the 
amendment. It prevented the salary of any post- 
master from going beyond $4,000. 

The question was then taken on Mr. Bucuamn+ 
an’s amendment, which was rejected by the fol- 
lowing vote: 

YEAS—Messrs. Bayard, Black, Buchanan, Clayton, 
Cuthbert, Ewiag of Onio, Kent, Niles, Porter, Prentiss, 


Robinson, Shepley, Swit, Webster, and White —I5. 
NAYS—Messra. Benton, Brown, Clay, Crittenden, Da- 


| vis, Goldsborouzh, Grundy, Hendricks, Hubbard, King of 


Alabama, King of Georgia, Knight, Linn, McKean, Man- 


bins, Ruggles, Southard, Tallmadge, Tomlinson, Walker, 
Wall, and Wright—29. ; 
Mr. PORTER moved an amendment, requiring 
the Postmaster General to kcep a record, on a 
well-bound book, of all the bids made for carry- ` 
ing the mails, whether accepted or rejected, with 
the prices at which the bids are made; all of 
which are to be reported to Congress at the next 
session, in lieu of the provisions on that subject | 
reported by the committee: pans tee 


This amendment was agreed to; and the bill 
having been reported to the Senate, the amend- 
ments were concurred in, and the bill was ordered 
to be read a third time. 

The message of the President, containing his 
veto to the bill, fixing the adjournment of Con- 
gress, came up as the order of the day; and 

On motion of Mr. CLAYTON, it was post- 
poned to, and made the order of the day for, to- 
morrow. ; 

HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 


The following bills from the House were sev- 
eraliy read twice and referred: 

The bill extending the provisions of the act 
supplementary to the act for the relief of sundry 
surviving officers and soldiers; and 

The bill for the adjustment of certain claims to 
reservations of lands under the fourteenth article 
of the treaty with the Choctaws. 


BILLS PASSED. 
The following bills were severally read the 
third time, and passed: 
The bill for the relief of Archibald Small; 
The bill for the relief of Benjamin and Nancy 


. Merrill: 


The bill for the relief of the citizens of the re- 
served townships in the State of Indiana; 

_ The bill for the relief of the legal representa- 
tives of Doctor Absalom Baird; 

The bill for the relief of Daniel Smith; 

The bill for the relief of James Caulfield; 

_ The bill for the relief of the legal representa- 
tives of Nathanicl Shaver, deceased; 

The bill to promote the progress of the useful 
arts and to repeal all other parts of acts on the 
same subject; 

The bill for the relief of Alvarez Fisk and the 
legal representatives of Thomas P. Eskridge, de- 
ceased; ; 

The bill to discontinue the land offices at Woos- 
ter and Steubenville, in the State of Ohio; 

The bill for the relief of Sarah Angel and the 
other heirs-at-law of Benjamin King, deceased ; 

The bill authorizing the construction of a rail- 
road in Florida; 

The bill for the relief of Nathaniel P. Tatum; 

The bill for the relief of Charles Dehault De- 
lassus; 

The bill to authorize the location of a railroad 
om Mobile to Pascagoula through the publie 
ands; 

The bill to amend an act to grant certain relin- 

uished and unappropriated lands in the State of 
Alabama; for the purpose of improving the navi- 
gation of the Tennessee, Coosa, Cahawba, and 
Black Warrior rivers; . 

The bill for laying off the towns of Fort Madi- 
son and Burlington, in the county of Des Moines, 
and the towns of Bellevieu, Dubuque, and Peru, 
in the county of Dubuque, Territory of Wiscon- 
sin, and for other purposes; 

The bill to amend an act, entitled “ An act au- 
thorizing the laying off a town on Bean river, in 
the State of Illinois, and før other purposes,” 
approved February 5, 1829; 

The bill for the relief of the trustees of the com- 
mon schools in township eight, range eleven 
east, in the State of Mississippi; , 

The bill to authorize the President of the United 
States to cause to be issued to Albert J. Smith, 
and others, patents for certain reservations of 


land in Wisconsin Territory; — . 
The bill for the relief of Francis R. Theobold; 
and : 
The bill for the relief of Benjamin Stone. 
RECRUITS FOR THE ARMY. 
On motion of Mr. BENTON, the Senate took 
üp the bill to increase the military peace estab- 


Hshment of the United States. 


[The bill proposes to increase the rank and file 


-of the Army to ten thousand five hundred and 


ty-four; and also proposesa considerable in- 
ola TO the general Mea, an addition of mre 
paymasters, and a small increase of the medical 
"AL p. explained and advocated the bill. 

Mr. CLAY said he had supposed that, as no 
augmentation ofthe Army could be of any service 
for the present Indian wars, which must anu 
ate long before the recruiting could be completed; 


568 


Gh 
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and as they had passed a law alrendy to rai 
ten thousand volunteers, and an additional regi- 
mentof dragoons, this bill would not be pressed. 
Considering the militia as the proper constitu- 
Conal force for repelling all insurrections and in- 
yasions, and considering that the additional regi- 
ment of dragocis was a sufficient increase of the 
military peace establishment, he would, to try the 
sense of the Senate, move to strike out the’ first 
section of the bill. 

Mr. LINN spoke ag 
length. He showed t 
was for increasing 
tection of our Indian frontiers, and quoted the 
opinions of the Seerctary of War, and of General 
Jesup, in support of his arguments, | 

The present fronticr population of Missouri 
were very different from those hardy and warlike 
adventurers who conquered the valley of the Mis- 
sissippt, They were generally persons in easy 
circumstances, who had emigrated from the East 
for the purpose of acquiring land for their grow- 
ing familics, and were more fitted for the pursuits 
of peace and industry than the hardships and 
dangers of Indian warfare. It was all important 
to such to be able to pursue their usual avoca- 
tions without the constant dread of savage Ag- 
gression, There was no doubt but that they 
could conguer the Indians, but it would be after 
many fair fields had been made desolate, and many 
a widow would be weeping over her fatherless 
chidren, It would be a humane policy towards 
the Indians themsclves, as well as justice ta the 
frontier States, to have such a force as would pre- 
vent the possibility of an Indian outbreak, Mr. L. 
spoke of the warlike character of the Indians, the 
feclings of hatred and revenge they must necessa- 
rily indulge against the whites, and the facilities 
they have for forming combinations, jn conse- 
quence of so many of them having been thrown 
iuto situationsinviting the intercourse on the bord- 
ors of the frontier States— all of which powerfully 
argued the necessity of having a sufficient farce 
to overawe them. 

Mr. BENTON also opposed the motion. The 
inercase of the Army was not askı d for (he said) 
in consequence of the present Indian wars going 
on in the South. Ttwas a per 


he urgent necessity there 


tier States, on whose borders the Government 
had placed, withoutthcir consent, such vast num- 
bers of well-armed and well-supplied Indians. 
The increase now asked for would not make the 
Army as full as it was in 1815, when there was 
far less occasion for a military force than now. 
Mr. B. asked for the yeas ‘and nays on the ques- 
tion; which were ordered. 

A discussion here followed, in which Messrs. 
CALHOUN, PORTER, WRIGHT, BENTON, 
and PRESTON took part, relative to the addi- 
tional expense that would be incurred by the pro- 
sosed increase of the rank and file of él Army. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN supported the motion to 
strike out the first section. He considered the 
increase of the Army unnecessary to protect the 
frontiers against a broken, divided, and down- 
trodden race, so far subdued in spirit as to be re- 


THB: CONGRESSIONAL, 


Ẹ 
ve | 


gainst the motion at some | 


the military force for the pro- jj 


| 


t 
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\ 


| 


manent increase of |; 
the Army, called for by the situation of the fron- : 


movcd from the hames of their childhood and the | 


graves of their ancestors without raisinga hand. 
Fic denied that there was any probability of a 
combination of different tribes, they being more 
likely to quarrel with one another than with the 
whites. He thought, too, that an infantry force 
would not be available in Indian warfare, and 
that the two dragoon regiments now in service 
were an emple protection, As to sudden out- 
breaks, he did not think, such was the Indian 


i 
I 
i 
i 
j 
i 


i Mr. UALL, of Maine, moved a call of the |. 


character, that all the force that could be raised ` 


would prevent them. He had all his life been 
well acquainted in Louisiana and Arkansas, and 
he had never heard of a white man being slain by 


an Indian there; and with the exception of the i| 


Black Hawk war, there had been no bloodshed in 
Llinois and Indiana. 

Mr. LINN replied to Mr. CRITTENDEN; and, 
after a further debate between Messrs. CAL- 
HOUN, PORTER, and CRITTENDEN, the 
question Was taken an Mr. Cray’s motion; and 
it was rejected— yeas 6, nays 26; as follows: 

YEAS—Mears. Clay, Ewing of Ohio, Kent, Knight, 


Prentis, and Sourhard—6, i 3 
NAYS Messrs. Bentu, Btach, Browa, Bughanany ak 


+ 


I 


| dent 


| A discussion then ensucd 


| question, 


houn, Cuthbert, Goldsborouzh, Grundy, Hubbard, King of 
Alabama, Linn, Mangum, Mortis, N'cholas, Niles. Page, 
Porter, Preston, Rives, Robinson, Ruggles, Talimadge, 
Walker, Wall, White, and Wright—2s. 

| Mr. CALHOUN moved to strike out the sev- 
en 


j an inerease of the medical staff, and for the ap- 
pointment of three additional pay masters, on the 


į 


ı House. 
| Mr. BENTON said he would insert a proviso 
‘that these sections should not take effect pro- 
vided the bills referred to become a law. 

Mr. CALHOUN then withdrew his moticn. 
' Mr. PRESTON, after some remarks on the 
provisions of the bill increasing the general staff, 


` moved to strike them out. He preferred waiting || 
' till the next session of Congress before increas- |; 


would be submitted by the Secretary of War, | 
ith | 


i containing all the information for them to act wi 


th and eighth sections of the bill, providing for | 


| ground that bills for this purpose had already , 
| passed the Senate, and been sent to the other | 


_a full understanding of the subject. 
The motion was agreed to. i 
privilege tø the bureaus | 
and authorizing the | 


iment of riflemen; and to direct certain officers 
form the duties of superior officers who 
| may be absent. Mr. N. believed that the Presi- : 
possessed these powers already. 
‘This motion was also agreed to, and the bill 
was ordercd to be engrossed for a third reading— | 
| yeas 26, nays 8; as follows: | 
i YEAS—Messrs. Benton, Black, 
‘ houn, Cuthbert, Gold borough, Hendricks, Hubbar 
| of Alabama, King of Georgia, Linn, Nicholas, Pace, 
: Preston, Rives, Robinson, Ruggles, Shepley, Tallmadge, į 
Tipton, Walker, Wall, White, and Wright—25. i 
| NAYS— Messrs. Clav, Crittenden, Davis, Kent, Knight, | 
; Southard, Swift, and Tomlinson—8. 


| JUDICIAL SYSTEM OF ARKANSAS. 


On motion of Mr. BUCHANAN, the bill con- || 


‘ cerning the judicial system of Arkansas, which 
was returned from the Elouse with amendments, 


` was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 
BUILDING FOR THE PATENT OFFICE. 


| On motion of Mr. RUGGLES, the Senate took 
‘up the bill providing for the construction of a 


| 
Mr. NICHOLAS moved to strike out the sec- | 
| tion giving the franking 
‘of the War Department; 
| President to equip one regiment of infantry as a : 
| reg 
ito per 


Brown, Buchanan, Cal- i! 
d, King `! 
Porter, 7 


ORE: 


ing these branches of the service, when a plan | 


| and twice read, the question being on its com- 


l! mitment. 


Mr. DICKERSON 
structions: 

To separate those parts of the bill which regulate the de- 
| posits of the public moncy in the State banks from tho-e 
| parts whieh propose a depozit of the surpius money of the 

United States with the edveral States, and to repert those 
propositions in separate bilis. 
| Mr. LANE moved to amend the motion of the 
: gentleman from New Jersey, as follows: 


moved the following in- 


\| " That the bill be referred to the Committee of the Whole 


| on the state of the Union, and made the special order of the 
day for to-morrow, at twelve o’clock, and cach succeeding 
day thereafter until disposed of. 


| Mr. DICKERSON then proceeded to assign 
| his reasons at length for the motion he made, and 
i accepted the amendment of Mr. Lane as a modi- 
fication of his motion. 

Mr. DENNY declared that, if the propositior 
of the gentleman from New Jersey should be car- 
ried, it would inevitably defeat the bill, That 
| gentleman in his remarks had argued as though 
_ there were two separate and distinct bills before 
‘the House. This was not the case. 

Mr. McKENNAN did not rise to discuss this 
matter, but to appeal to the friends of the bill not 
to ebate the question, but allow the vote to be 
taken. 


| Mr, SPEIGHT said it would be readily per- 


ceived that the bill contained two separate and 
distinct propositions. He was in favor of the 
first and opposed to the latter, and he was in favor 
of having these propositions separated. He did 
not consider that it would jeopardize the bill by 


|! separating thesc propositions. 


Mr. MERCER madc a few remarks in oppo- 
sition to the instructions. He considered the twa 
propositions indissoluble. 

Mr. LANE said he had submitted the resolu- 


$ tion to have the bill taken up, read a first and 


` second time, and referred to the Committee of 


. the Whole on the state of the Union, in order 


‘building for the accommodation of the patent | 
i office; and the same having been read 
| Mr. CLAY inquired whether ther 
| plans and est 
: any informat 
. building was to 


| pense as the bill 


be constructed at so great an cX- 
contemplated? i 
between Messrs. . 
| CLAY, and RUGGLES, but, before taking any 


CALHOUN, the Senate 


On motion of Mr. 
adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Monpay, June 20, 1836 


Mr. LANE rose and moved a suspension of 
“the rules, for the purpose of taking up the bill: 
i from the Senat 
: public moncy, so as ta make it the special order | 
i of the day for to-morrow, and each day therevaf- ; 
| cer, until disposed of, Mr. L. asked for the yeas 
and nays on his motion; which were ordered. 


i 
1 
|] 
l 
t 
' 


| House; which was ordercd, and 
: some time, when, on motion of 
i its further proceedings were dispensed with. 

Mr. ANTHONY moved toamend the motion, | 
_ by instructing the Committee of the Whole on the | 
siate of the Union to separate the two proposi- 
i tions embraced in the bill, and to report two bills. 
After some conversation between the CHAIR 


pores in for ; 


i 


| VANDERPOEL, McCOMAS, DROMGOOLE, | 
LEWIS, and DENNY, l 
The CHAIR decided the original motion and 
amendment to bẹ out of order,on the ground that 
the bill must be read a first and second time bes 


e to regulate the deposits of the ;; 


Ir HARPER, | 


e were any h 
imates for the proposed building, or ' 
ion to show what description of a ., 


provides for keeping a portion in the State 


| to have it referred, 


that it might be speedily and finally acted upon, 

The first part of the resolution haabcen adopted, 
and the question now is upon the motion of the 
gentleman from New Jersey, [Mr. Dickerson,] 
with instructions that the 
committee separate the bill, and report to the 
House that part which regulates. the deposits in 
the State banks, and that portion which provides 
for the surplus revenue remaining on hand on the 
Ist of January next, to be deposited, all except 
five millions, in the respective State treasuries, ut 
a certain per centum. 

Mr. L. said he was in favor of both branches 
of the bill, and more especially the latter part of 
iit. It has been argued as a reason. why the 

instruction moved ought to be adopted, that they 
are subjects disconnected with cach otber, and 
therefore ought to be disunited. So far from this 
being the case, each branch of the. bill provides 
for the safe-keeping of the public ay: one 

nks; 


: the other in the roapective State treasuries, They 


are similar in principle; and in fact, both regulate 
and provide for the safe and efficient keeping of 
the public money. Why, thea, ought they to be 
separated? Will not the public moncy be as safe 
in the State treasury, with the faith of the State 
pledged for its safe-keeping and repayment, as in 


: the State banks, irresponsible in their character, 


‘and often doubtfyl in point of credit? 


and Messrs. A. H. SHEPPERD, BELL, | 
ANTHONY, CAMBRELENG, PHILLIPS, |: 


fore a motion could be entertained for its dispo- 
sitjon. ; 
By gencral 


consent ths vill was then taken UP) 


Can it be said, that it has been lawful and con- 
stitutional for the last two years to keep the pub- 
lic money in the State banks, in the absence of 
all law other than the necessity of the case, rest- 
‘ing entirely upon the judgment and discretion of 

the Secretary, and that it will now be improper 
and unconstitutional to deposit a portion of it ia 


| the State treasurics, in and by aut pority of law? 


The object of the bill is to secure the public 
revenue—the money of the people. It contem- 
plates a higher security than the depesit banks 
for a large portioa of it, The respective States— 
the whole people, will be bound for its repayment. 
. And it matters not whether we order it deposited 
` in the local incorporated banks, with private 
| bankers, in the hands of agents, or in the State 
| treasuries, it is but a deposit, and the only object 
| ought to be its safe keeping, the couvemience of 
| the Treasury, of disburacment, and the interest 

and prosperity of the country. l 


t 
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White it was a source of extreme regret, to find 
himself bound to differ in opinion with many of | 
those with whom it bad given and always would 
give aim pleasure to act, he had the consolation 
to knew aud belicve he was acting in accordance 
with the opinions, wishes, and interest, of those 
whom he had the honor to represent. No potit- 
ical considerations should ever induce him to | 
violate the onc, or disregard the other, 

Mr. L. said it could not have escaped the at- 
tention of honorable gentlemen, that he had in- 
troduced a resolution in the early part of the 
session, in substance the same as the bill now 
under consideration, 

‘To conclude, (Mr. L. said,) he trusted that the 
bill would be adopted as a whole, after some 
trifling amendments, which, if no one else would 
offer, he should himself propose to the committee. 

Mr. PARKER said an important measure like 
this should go to the Committee of the Whole 
untrammeled. He differed with his colleague, 
that the bill contained two distinct, separate 
propositions. 

Mr. CALHOUN, of Massachusetts, called for 
a division of the question on the instructions. 

Mr. SMITH was in favor of the motion: to 
commit, but he hoped the second branch of the 
insiructions would be rejected. He had heard 
no valid reason yet offered why the propositions 
should be separated. He enwred somewhat at 
large into the merits of the whole bill. 

Mr. MANN, of New York, considered the 
debate, at this stage of the question, premature, 
ard he hoped the friends ae enemies of the bill 
would permit the quesuon to be taken without 
much further debate. He then offered the follow- 
ing as a substitute for the instructions of the gen- 
tleman from New Jersey: 

To commit it to the Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union, with iastructions, when they report the 
same to the House, to separate the provisions thereof, so as 
to make two distinct bins, as follows, to wit: by striking 
therefrom ail aiter tbe enacting clause contained in the first, 
second, third, fourth, full, sixth, seventh, eighth, ninth, 
tenth, eleventh, and twclitb sections thereof, and reporting 
the remainder of said bill from the Senate to the House as 
one bill, and the raid first, second, third, fourth, fith, sixth, 
seventh, cighth, mintii, tenth, eleventh, and twelfth sections 
go stricken out, With an euacting clause prefixed therete, | 
in another distinctand separate bill, with such otber amend- 
meuts to each of said bills as the said committee may deem 
expedient. 

Mr. ADAMS hoped gentlemen would with- 
draw their instructions. He considered instruc- 
tions to the Committee of the Whole to be out of 
order, Mr. A. considered that there ought to be 
greater restrictions put upon the deposit banks 
than those contained in this bill. e did hot 

gree that there ought to be a separation of the 
different propositions in the bill, Mr. A. went 
at some length into the merits of the bill. 

Mr. PATTON concurred in the views of the 
gentleman from Massachusetts. He was opposed 
to a se tion of the two propositions in this ; 
bill. If the bill of the Senate was separated in |; 
this way, he wished to know which portion of it |: 
was to be sent back to the Senate as their bill? 
Mr. P. was not to be governed in his vote by the | 
opinions of the Executive, which had been ally- ; 
ded to in this debate. i 

Mr. DICKERSON explained He agreed with |; 
the gentleman from Virginia, [Mr. Patton,] in: 
his views in relation to the opinions of the Exec- | 
utive; but he considered it important that this | 
bill should be put in such condition as not to be 
subject to the veto of the Executive. 2 

Mr. PATTON then went into an argument of 
some length to show that the propositions of this ,- 
bill shouid not be separated, but that it should go | 
to the Committee of the Whole untrammeled by | 
any instructions. 

Mr. DICKERSON then.acce the proposi- 
tion ofthe gentleman from New ork [Mr. Mann] 
as a subsutute for the one offered by him. 

Mr. VINTON contended that the proposition 
of the gentleman from New York, which was |' 
accepted by the gentleman from New Jersey, was 
not in order, because it would be separating the 
Senate bill, and making two. original bills out of 
the Senate bill; he inde this a point of order, ., 

The CHAIR gaid, as. a question of order, he 
could not decide; it was with the. House.to decide, 

Mr. LEWIS called. for the yeag,and nays on 
the motion to commit to the Eommittes of the 


i 


i 


! Whole on the state of the Union; which were not 
ordered. K 


motion making the bill the special order of the 
` day for to-day, at twelve o’clock, and every suc- | 


{ 


‘ residue of this day; which amendment Mr. Dicx- | 


; monr, Shields, 
| Taylor, Thomas, John Thomson 


| 


The question on commitment was then taken, 
and decided in the affirmative. 

Mr. MERCER then called for a division of the 
question, so as to take the vote on the instructions 
offered by Mr. Mann first. 

Mr. HEISTER called for the yeas and nays; 
which were ordered; and were—ycas 96, nays 
120; as follows: f 

YEAS — Messrs. Anthony, Ash, Barton, Beale, Bean, 
Beaumont, Bockee, Boon, Bouldin, Bovee, Boyd, Brown, | 
Buchanan, Burns, Bynum, Cambrcleng, Chaney, Chap- ` 
man, Chapin, John F. H. Claiborne, Coles, Cramer, Cush- ;, 
man, Dickerson, Dickson, Dromgoote, Duntap, Efiner, : 
Fairfield, Farlin, French, William K. Fuller, Gatbruith, ` 
James Garland, Gillet, Haley, Joseph Hall, Hamer, Hanne- 
gan, Albert G. Harrison, Hawkins, Haynes, Howard, Hub- 
ley, Huntington, Huntsman, Ingham, Jabez Jackson, Jar- 
wis, Richard M. Johnson, Cave Johnson, John W. Jones, 
Judaon, Lansing, Gideon Lee, Joshua Lee, Leonard, Loy- 
all, Lucas, Abijah Mann, Jobn Y. Mason, William Mason, 
Moses Mason, May McKay, McKeon, McKim. McLene, 
Miiler, Moore, Muhlenberg, Page, Parks, Franklin Pierce, 
Phelps, Joseph Reynolds, Roane, Rogers, Seymour, Shields, i 
Shinn, Sickles, Speight, Sutherland, Tayior, Thomas, John : 
Thomson, Toucey, Towns, Turrill, Vanderpoel, Wagener, 
Ward, Wardwell, Weeks, and Thomas T. Whittlesey—96. | 

NAYS5—Messrs. Adams. Chilton Allan, Heman Allen, ` 
Ashley, Bayley, Bell, Bond, Bordea, Briggs, Bunch, John 
Caihoon, William B. Calhoun, Campbell, Carr, Carter, 
Casey, George Chambers, John Chambers, Childs, Nathan- 
iel H. Claiborne, Clark, Connor, Corwin, Craig, Crane, 
Cushing, Darlington, Davis, Deberry, Deany, Evans, Ever- 
ett, Forester, Fowler, Fry, Philo C. Fuller, Rice Garland, 
Granger, Graves, Grayson, Grennell, Griffm, Hiland Hall, , 
Hard, Hardin, Harper, Samuel S. Harrison, Hawes, Hazel- | 
tine, Henderson, Heister, Hoar, Hopkins, Howell, Hunt, | 
Ingersott, William Jackson, Janes, Jenifer, Joseph John- 
son, Henry Johnson, Benjamin Jones, Kilgore, Kinnard, 
Lane, Laporte, Lawler, Lawrence, Lay, Thomas Lee, 
Luke Lea, Lewis, Lincoln, Logan, Love, Lyon, Job Mean, 
Sampson Mason, Maury, McCarty, McComas, McKennan, 
Mercer, Milligan, Montgomery, Morgan, Morris, Parker, 
Patterson, Patton, Dutee J. Pearce, James A. Pearce, Pey- 
ton, Phillips, Pickens, Patts, Reed, Rencber, John Rey- 
nolds, Ripley, Robertson, Russell, William B. Shepard, 
Augustine H. Shepperd, Slade, Smith; Spangler, Standefer, 
Storer, Taliaferro, Underwood, Vinton, Washington, Web- 
ster, White, Elisha Whittlesey, Lewis Williams, Sherrod 
Williams, and Wise—120. 


So the motion was decided in the negative. 
The question being next on that part of the 


ceeding day thereafter till disposed of, i 
Mr. HEISTER moved to amend the amend- 
ment by making the bill the special order for the | 
ERSON accepted as a modification of his motion. || 

Mr. VANDERPOEL moved to amend the i 
resolution, so as to make the bill the order of the |! 
day for to-morrow, at twelve o’clock, instead of | 
to-day, for the ek of finally disposing of the |! 
fortification bill, which was engrossed, and was || 
ready fora third reading; and upon cries of ‘‘ No, || 
no,no,’’fromsome quarters of the House, Mr. V. 
said, if gentlemen were determined to make dis- `| 
tribution before the necessary appropriations 
were made, he could not help it, but he would , 
insist upon his motion. 

Mr. McIXAY was in favor of this amendment, |' 


' and called for the yeas and nays; which were or- |; 


dered; and were—yeas 113, nays 106; as follows: |; 


YEAS—Messrs. Adams, Ash, Barten, Beale, Bean, Beau- i 
mout, Bockee, Boon, Borden, Bouldin, Bovee, Brown, 
Buchanan, Burns, Bynum, Cambreleng, Chaney, Chapman, |; 
Chapin, John F. H. Claiborne, Cieveland, Coles, Cramer, ' 
Cushman, Dickerson, Dickson, Doubleday, Dromgoole, | 
Dunlap, Effaer, Fairfield, Farlin, Fowler, French, Fry, | 
Wiliam K. Fuller, Galbraith, James Garland, Gillet, Haley, 
Joseph Han, Hamer, Albert G. Harrison, Hawkins, Haynes, |: 
Hopkins, Howard, Huntington, Huntsman, Ingham, Jabez || 
Jackson, Jarvis, Joseph Johuson, Richard M. Johnson, Cave | 
Jobnzon, John W. Jones, Benjamin Jones, Judson, Lane, | 
Lansing, Gideon Lec, Joshua Lee, Thomas Lee, Leonard, |; 
Logan, Loyail, Lucas, Abijah Mann, Job Mann, John Y. || 
Mason, William Mason, Moses Mason, May, McKay, Mc: 
Keon, McKim, McLene, Miller, Maore, Morgan, Muhlen- | 
erg, Owens, Page, Parks, Patton, Franklin Pierce, Dutee 
J. Pearce Phelps, Joseph Reynolds, Ripley, Rogers, Sey- 
Shinn, Sickles, Smith, Speight, Sutherland, 
s Toucey, Towne, Turrill, 
Underwood, Vanderpoel,- Wagener, Wards Wardwell, 
Weeka, Thomas T. Whitdesey, and Shesrod Willigms— 


uB. ; 
NAY3—Messrs. Chilton Alton, Reman Aten, Anthony, |; 
, Bailey, Bell, Bond, Buyd, Briggs, Banch, John Cal- 
hoon, William B. Calhoun, CampbeH, Carr, Carter, Casey, 
George Chambers, John Chambers, Childs, Nathanicl H. 
Claiborne, Ofatk, Connor, Craig, Crane, Cushing, Darling- 
ton, Davis, Deberry, Denny, Evans, Everett, Forester, 
Philo C. Fuller, Rice Gartand, Granger, Graves, Grayson, 
Grennelt, Griffin, Hiland Hail, ‘Hannegan, Hard, Hardin, 
Harian, Horper, Samuel S. Harrison, Hawes, Hazeitine, 
Henderson, Heister, Hoar, Howell, Hubley, Hunt, Tngers | 


‘it. 
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soll, Wiliam Jackson,, Janos, Jenifer, Henry Johnson, 

invard, Laporte, Lawler, Lawrence, Lay, Luke Lea, 
Lewis, Lincoln, Love, Lyon, Sampsou Mason, Maury, 
McCarty. McComas, McKennan, Mercer, Milligan; Mont- 
gomery, Morris, Parker, Patterson, James A. Pearee, Pey- 
ton, Phillips, Pickens, Pinckney, Potts, Reed, Rencher, 
John Reynolds, Roane, Robertson, Russel, Schenck, Au- 
gustine H. Shepperd, Slade, Spangler, Standefer, Storer, 
Taliaferro, Vinton, Washington, Webster, White, Elisha 
Whittlesey, Lewis Witiams, and Wise—106. : 


So the amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. DUNLAP moved to amend the motion by 
making the House bill to regulate the deposits 
of the public money in the State banks the spe- 
cial order with the Sate bill; which amendment 
was negatived. 

The motion of Mr. Dickerson, asamended,was 
then agreed ta; and said bill was committed to a 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union, 
and made the special order of the day for to-mor- 
row andeach succeeding day, atthe hour of twelve 
o’clock, until disposed of, 


PETITIONS PRESENTED. 


Mr. ADAMS, by Icave, presented the petition 
of William Otis, formerly a collector at Barnsta- 
ble, Massachusetts, which he meved to refer to 
a select committee, with power to send for per- 
sons and papers. l F 

Mr. HARDIN moved to refer it to the Com- 


mittee of Claims; which was agreed te. 


Messrs. EVANS, FULLER of New York, 
WASHINGTON, and McKIM, presented peti- 
tions by leave. 

DISTRICT BANKS. 


Mr. THOMAS, from the select committee on 
the District banks, made a report, accompanied 
by a bill to extend the charters of certain banks 
in the District of Columbia to the 4th of March, 
1837; which bill was read twice and committed. 


UNITED STATES COINS. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House a com- 
munication from the Secretary of the Treasury, 
transmitting a report from the Comptroller of the 
Treasury in relation to the coins of the United 
States; which was laid on the table, and ordered 
to be printed. 


COLONEL RICHARD GEIDNEY. 


On motion of Mr. BAILEY, by leave, it was 


Resolved, That the Committee on Revolutionary Claims 
be instructed to inquire into the expediency of granting 
commutation pay, half pay, bounty or other compensation 
to the legal representatives of Colonel Richard Gaidnevy, late 
of Massachusetts, for hig services ag an engineer and com- 


; mander of artillery in the-revojutionary war. 


BANK ACCOMMODATIONS. 
Mr. HUNT, by leave, submitted the following 


resolution: 


Resolved, That a select committee be appointed, with 
power to send for persons and papers, to inquire whether 
any meinher or members of Congress, head or heads of De- 
partments, er any other. officer of the Government, have 
received any accommodation or facilities from any: person 
or persons, hank or banks in the emptoyment of the Gov- 
ernment or not, in obtaining the use of the public mouey, 
for the purpose of speculating in the purchase of the public 
lands. 


After some inquiries from Mr. LEWIS and 


Mr. McKAY, A 
Mr. BOULDIN said that he had made the 


, first objection to this resolution being introduced; 


and, at the suggestion of a friend, had withdrawn 
He would take this oceasion to say he had 
never borrowed a cent of money of a bank in his 
life. How the drawing of his pay here was con- 


` ducted, or might appcar in the bank, he did not 


know. He knew he had never been behind for 
his pay to the amount of acent. He had heard 
rumors of members having had money from a 
certain other bank which was, or is—and having 
had printing and other things at its expense. To 
such rumors he paid no attention. He did not 
care how far they went with the investigation. 
He had no interest in it; but he thought it use- 
less, fruitless, a“ mather rying imo people s 
ivate affairs, than doing the public service. 
Piler somefarther remarks by Messrs. HUNT, 
ADAMS, LEWIS, BOON, and PEARCE of 
Rhode Island, : . 
Mr. SPEIGHT moved the previous question; 
which was seconded—ayes 87, noes not counted. 
The main question was then, ordered to be put 
without a division. 
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"I a ee 


Jurie 21, 


The main question, which was on a reeing to | 
the resolution, was then put, and deci ed in the 
affirmative without a division; and the select com- 
mittee was ordered to consist of five members. |: Mr. A. accepted. 

' After a few remarks by Mr. ADAMS, 


THE DEPOSIT BANKS. . 
Mr WISE moved a suspension of the rule for |, Mt; HARDIN moved to lay the resolution on 
the purpose of taking up the resolution offered OY % antianowhistiowere noto M i a y 
Mr. Dromcoore some time since, calling on the 7 TOETEG, 
Secretary of the Treasury for information in rela- 
tion tothe deposit banks, together with his amend- 
ment thereto, and called for the yeas and nays on 
his motion; which were ordered; and were—yeas _ 
101, nays 59, not two thirds, i 
So the motion to suspend was decided in the 


negative. é . | After some conversation between the CHAIR, 
The hour of half past two o’clock having ar- | Messrs. SMITH, SUTHERLAND, VINTON, 

rived, the House, in pursuance of a former order, | HOWARD, CAMBRELENG, MERCER, and 

took a recess. ' MASON of Virginia, as to whether there were 
now any bills before the House which came un- 

` der the special order of the 26th of January, 

_ The CHAIR put the question to the House, 

“and it was decided without a division that the 


cided in the affirmative—yeas 69, nays 56. 
FORTIFICATION BILL. 


_ The bill making appropriations for certain for- 
: tifications of the United States for the 
: was read a third time, and passed. 


EVENING SESSION. 
Mr. ADAMS, by gencral consent, submitied 
the following resolution: 


Resolved, That thé Clerk of this House be directed to A f) 
canse to be printed, for the use of tre House, one thousand | apply to any bills now before the House. 


copies of the constitutions of all the States of this Union, - CUMBERLAND ROAD 


together with the several alterations and amendments of the 
same adopted from the Declaration of Independence to the The bill amendatory of the act for the contin- 


present time. 

Mr. GRAVES moved to lay the resolution on 
the table. i: : 

After a few remarks from Messrs. ADAMS, 
GRAVES, and HUNT, 

The motion to lay on the table was negatived— 
yeas 24, nays 64. 

PETITIONS PRESENTED. 

Petitions were presented, by leave, by Messrs. 
PARKER, WISE, WHITTLESEY of Connec- 
ticut, and TALIAFERRO. 

SENATE BILLS READ. 

The following bills from the Senate were then, 
by general consent, read twice and committed: 

An act in addition to an act making appropria- 
tions for the support of Government for the year `; 
1836; | 

An act to authorize the Executi 


up on its third reading. 


KINNARD, PEARCE of Rhode [sland, BOON, 
' MASON of Ohio, VINTON, and WEBSTER, 
Mr. MANN, of New York, moved the previ- 


~ bers, withdrew the motion. 
Mr. MASON, of Ohio, then asked for the yeas 
and nays on the passage of the bill; which were 
: ordered; and were—yeas 79, nays 88. 
‘ So the bill was rejected. 
; On motion of Mr. BRIGGS, the House then 
: adjourned. 


IN SENATE. 
Tvuespay, June 21, 1836. 


E 3 : 
ve Council of : Mr. McKEAN presented certain resolutions 


Florida to sell certain lands; | adopted by the General Been d 
e 


An act for the relief of the legal representatives Pennsylvania, asserting principles fundamental 
of Nathaniel Shaver, deceased, ;, of free Governments, and expressive of their dis- 

An act to discontinue the land offices at Woos- | approbation of the proposition to invest the sur- 
ter and Steubenville, in the State of Ohio; | Plus revenue in stocks of the States, and de- 

‘An act to amend. an act entitled “An act au- , ‘laring that the only just and safe mode of dis- 
thorizing the laying off a town on Bean river, in | posing of it is to distribute it among the States. 
the State of Ilinois, and for other purposes;” į The resolutions were read, laid on the table, and 
approved the 5th of February, 1829; | ordered to be printed. 

An act to amend an act to grant certain relin- || REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 


uished and unappropriated lands in the State of || Mr. GRUNDY, from the Committee on the 
i! . ’ 


labama, for the purpose of improving the nav- ; 
srati coe |: Post Office and Post Roads, to which had been 
igation of the Tennessec, Coosa, Cahawba, and ` op-ed the bill to increase the compensation of 


ea Hating: | the postmaster at Jackson, Mississippi, made an 
unfavorable report thereon. 


An act laying off the town of Fort Madison | 
and Burlington, in the county of Des Moines, | 
and the towns of Belleview, Dubuque, and Peru, |; 


i T Wis. | i hich had been instructed to 

in the county of Du $ > |; Contingent Fund, w > 

consin, and Dr other ve oe Mig ‘ ascertain the documents that would be required, 
’ > 


S = |; and the probable expense of printing the same, 
“ae men ro Teali a E eA BE ii showing & connection between the District of Co- 
tofore made for that purpose; l; lumbia and the United States; the purchase of 
An act for the location of a railroad in Florida, || the lands therein by the Government from the 
through the public lands; > || original proprictors; the adoption and execution 
An act to authorize the location of a railroad of the plan of the cit 
from Mobile to the bay of Pascagoula, through 
the public lands; i 
An act for the relief of Don Carlos Dehault 
Əelassus; : 
An act for the relief of Sarah Angel, and the 
other heirs-at-law of Benjamin King, deceased; | 


and - : A 
'An act for the relief of the trustees of common $ sions, made a favorable report on a bill from the 


schools in the State of Mississippi. -ji House of Representatives, entitled “ Anact grant: 
| ing pensions to certain persons therein named; 
AGENT OF THE UNITED STATES. ! 


| passed by Congress in relation to the said Dis- 
trict; and such papers of a public character as 
relates to the connection of the said District with 
the Government of the United States, made a spe- 
cial report; which was ordered to be printed. 
Mr. McKEAN, from the Committee on Pen- 


|, and also an unfavorable report on the bill from 
The House concurred in the amendment of || the House for the relief of Robert McBride. 
the Senate to the bill authorizing the Secretary || . Mr.. TOMLINSON, from the Committee on 
of the Treasury to act as the agent of the United || Pensions, reported on several bills from the ITouse 
States in all matters relating to the Government || Without amendment. — > SS Se ee 
stock in the Bank of the United States. | ENFORCEMENT OF THE LAWS. 
STATE CONSTITUTIONS. Mr. CLAYTON, from the Committee on the 
The House then took up the resolution of Mr. |! Judiciary,to which had been referred the amend- 
ADAMS, to print copies of the constitutions of || ments of the House to the bill to provide for the 
the different States. i! execution of the laws of the United States in the 


Mr. CHAPIN offered an amendment to include | State of Michigan, made a report thereon, recom- 
| “the Constitution of the United States, and the |: mending the Senate to amend the first amend- 
| Articles of Confederation; which amendment ment, and recede from the second amendment. 


The first amendment of the House reduced the 


j salary of the district judge from $2,000, as fixed 


The motion to lay on the table was then de- | 


} 


1 


t 


: uation of the Cumberland road was then taken | 


of the State of : 


ie 
| 


operation of the above special order does not ' À . y 
pe pe i. resolution; which was considered, and agreed to: 


i 
i 


|! instructed to inquire whether the joint resolution of the 13th 


After some remarks by Messrs. CRANE, | 


: ous question; but, at the request of several mem- | 


by the Senate, to $1,500. 
ae Cees proposed to amend by making 
it $1,800. 
E Mier some remarks from Mr. EWING, of 
Ohio, in opposition to the report, and from Mr. 
LAYTON in its favor, 
On motion of Mr. CLAYTON, the bill and 


| report were laid on the table. 


year 1836 


‘RESOLUTIONS SUBMITTED. 


Mr. DAVIS submitted the following resolution; 
which lies on the table one day: 


Resolved, That the Postmaster General be instructed to 
report to the Senate at the next session of Congress the 
entire amount of cmolument received by cach and cvery 
postmaster, whether provided for by law or arising from 
boxes or any other cause connected in any way with his 
office, designating the amount accruing to each from boxes, 
and the amount charged for each box. 


Mr. SOUTHARD submitted the following 


Resolved, That the Committee on Military Affairs be 


|! of February, 1835, respecting the presentation of a goid 


! medal to George Croghan, and a sword to certain other offi- 
cers, has been executed, and whether any further provisions 
| on the subject be necessary. 


CLAIM OF HUMPHREY MARSHALL. 


Mr. CRITTENDEN moved to take up the 
report of the Committee on Pensions, adverse to 
the petition of Humphrey Marshall, of Kentucky. 

Mr. C. offered the following amendment: to 
strike out after the word ‘“‘ Resolved” the words, 
"that the prayer of the petitioner ought not to be 
‘granted,’’ and insert, ‘that the petitioner is not 


' entitled to pensions or allowances under both the 


Mr. McKEAN, from the Committee on the | 


‘| Kean, Mangum, Morris, Page, Prentiss, Rives, Robin 


_acts of Congress of 7th of June, 1832, and 5th of 
i July, 1832, but that there was no power in the 


i accounting officers of the Treasury to detain the 


sums becoming due on pensions accruing to reim- 
_ burse sums erroneously paid on the other.” 

A discussion ensued on this amendment, in 
which Messrs. CRITTENDEN, TOMLINSON, 
WHITE, and LINN, took part; when 

Mr. C. said he must ask for a division of the 
' question, as he could not vote for the first branch 
| of the resolution, believing that the petitioner was 
entitled to both pensions. — ; 

A division was accordingly ordered; and the 
| question being taken on the first branch of the 
i amendment, it was carried by the following vote: 

YEAS—Messrs. Clay, Cuthbert, Ewing of Ohio, Golds- 
borough, Grundy, Hendricks, Hubbard, Kent, King of Al- 
abama, King of Georgia, Knight, Linn, Mangum, McKean, 
Marris, Niles, Page, Prentiss, Robbins, Robinson. Ruggles, 
Shepley, Swift, Tomlinson, Walker, Wall, White, and 
Wright—28. 

NAYS—Messrs. Black, Brown, Crittenden, Nicholas, 
Porter, and Rives—6. 

The question was then taken on the second 
branch of the amendment; and it was rejected— 
| yeas 15, nays 23; as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Bayard, Clay, Clayton, Crittenden, 
: Goldsborough, Hendricks, Hubbard, Kent, Linn, Nicholas, 


‘| Niles, Porter, Robbins, Webster, and White—I5. 


NAYS—Messrs. Black, Brown, Cuthbert, Davis, Ew- 
ing of Ohio, Grundy, Kent, King of Alabama, Knight; Me- 


ason 
and 
The report of the committee was then con- 
curred in. l 
REORGANIZATION OF THE POST OFFICE 


DEPARTMENT. 


The bill to change the organization of the Post 
Office Department was read the third time, and 
passed. 


RECRUITS FOR THE ARMY. 


The bill to increase the present sie 
establishment of the United States wasa 
the third time, and passed. 


ORGANIZATION OF THE NAVY. 


| Ruggles, Shepley, Swift, Tomlinson, Walker, Wall, 


of Washington, and the || Wright—23. 


erection of the publig buildings thereon; the laws i 


peace 
o read 


_ The bill for organizing the navy of the United 
States was taken up, and read the second time, 
as in Committee of the Whole. . 
Mr. LINN inquired what would be the: addi- 
tional expenditure by the proposed increase of of- 
ficers ahd with the additional grades? - - > 
- Mr: SOUTHARD redlied that it would be 


ToL LD Se 


ee 


quently the compensations had not been provided 
tor, uw being the opinion of the Naval Committee 
that the bill for the organization of the Navy 
should be kept separate from the pay of its 
officers, The increased expense, however, would 
not be great; but, if this bill passed, it would 
then be necessary to pass a bill fixing the pay ef 
the increased grades. 

The object of the bill was for the first time to 
give an organization to the Navy, as there was 
no law fixing the number of its officers, their 
rank, or prescribing the mode of passing from 
one rank to another, although the Navy had 
been torty years in existence. There was, also, 
no other authority by which officers came into 
the Navy but the appointment of the President 
and the confirmation of the Senate. The Pres- 
ident might to-day appoint one hundred captains, 
and the Senate might confirm them, and there 


would be no law violated. The first feature in | 


the bill was to fix the time and description of 
persons to came into the Navy, which was now 
a matter of executive discretion. <A lad, if he 
comes into the Navy as a midshipman, if he be- 
haves himself, becomes, in process of time, a 
captain, though there is no law by which he is 
appointed. Childrenat the breasthad been known 
to be appointed as midshipmen, as also men of 
twenty-four or twenty-five years of age, 

The committee thought it better to regulate by 
law the age at which boys should enter the Navy, 
and had fixed it at between the ages of fourteen 
and eighteen; though it was proper to observe 
that this was the rule at present existing in the 
Navy on that subject. It was also provided that 
the midshipmen shail be taken from all the States 
of the Union as nearly as possible, in equal pro- 
portions, so that every State shall feel an equal 
Interest in the Navy. Two or three additional 
grades were put into the bill, through which the 
midshipman is to pass, in order that he may be 
well acquainted with evcry branch of the service 
by the time he comes to command a vessel. 

Mr. SOUTHARD then explained the princi- 
ples on which the officers of the Navy are to be 
promoted. With regard to the non-combatant 
officers, it was difficult to fix their rank by law, 
and that matter was therefore very appropriately 
left, for the present, to the Executive, 

k would proper for him to say something 
with regard to the grade of admiral, created by 
this bill, which had not heretofare existed in the 
service. The bill proposed to create the addi- 
tional grades of admirals, vice-admirals, and rear- 
admirals, with this limitation, that there shall not 
be appointed more than a certain number of them. 
He knew that there were difficulties existing 
about this grade. There were feelings which 
were always brought into operation when admi- 


rals were mentioned. They were assimilated to | 


an order of nobility, because the same rank was 
held by many noblemen in the British naval 


service. But each ought not to be the feelings in : 


this country; for the grade of admiral was con- 


nected with our revolutionary history. The first |. 


resolutions of the revolutionary Congress on the 
subject of a navy was, to create admirals. But 


what was there in this rank to excite so much | 
It was nothing more than the rank of `| 
brigadicr general; and what difference was there , 


jealousy: 


between a brigadicr general at sca, and a briga- 


dier general on jand? There was no more a title `: 
in oi in It was | 
merely the creation of additional offices, because | 


of nobility in one than in the other. 


the creation of additional services demanded it. 


It was in vain to talk of managing fleets and | 
squadrons, commanded by a eaptaih of the same || 
c0 g the |i Messrs. SOUTHARD and BUCHANAN, the 
in it. Every principle of discipline forbade it, `| 
intereourse between our | 
ships and those of foreign nations. We had | 


grade with those commanding the other vessels 
There was a necessar 


now a Navy which was respectable, and we must 


give to that right arm of the defense of the coun- | 


try, whatever was necessary for its discipline and 
patency. This they must and ought to do. 
When our vessels are abroad, their commanders 
meet with officers commanding the vessels of for- 

ign Powers of a higher rank than themselves, 
aud they feel, of course, mortified at the differ- 
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the grade of admiral should be created in the ser- 
vice, that time had now arrived. There werc 
men in the Navy who had been to sea for twenty 
years. Mr.S. here paid a handsome compliment 
to the skill and gallantry of the officers of the 
Navy, contending that this additional rank was 
duc to them, as well as to the best interests of the 
service. Under all circumstances, to do justice 
to our officers, and to make the Navy whose in- 
terests all had so deeply at heart, efficient as well 
as respectable, he hoped that the whole bill would 


ss. 

Pile BUCHANAN had not supposed that, 
within a weck or ten days of the end of the ses- 
sion, this bill would be taken up with the purpose 
of seriously acting on it. It was a matter of deep 
importance, and required mature consideration; 
ae as the Senate was thin, he thought that it 
had better be postponed. He did not mean to be 
understood as saying anything in-disparagement 
of the offiecrs of the Navy. Their country owed 
them a deep debt of gratitude, and their skill and 
gallantry would do honor to any service. Bat, 
for considerations of this kind, ought they to be 


i hurried into a measure of such great importance 


at this late period of the session, when there was 
no time allowed for sufficient discussion or in- 
vestigation? In order to have some idea of the 
importance of this bill, he would compare the 


number of officers it provided for with the num- . 
ber now in the Navy. We have now (said he) | 
thirty-nine captains, and instead of them this bill 


proposed fifty-five captains, nine commodores, 


and seven admirals. We have now forty masters ` 


commandant, and this bill proposes to increase 
the number to seventy-five; so that this bill will 
make the number of admirals, commodores, cap- 
tains, and commanders, one hundred and forty- 
six. We have now two hundred and fifty-eight 
lieutenants; and, under this bill, there will be 
three hundred and fifty-cight first and second 
licutenants—adding one hundred. The passed 
midshipmen were much more numerous at pres- 
ent than was proposed by the bill., He would 
say nothing more as to this part of the bill. It 


i; Was sufficient to show its importance, and the ' 
| impossibility of treating it properly at this late ` 


period. 


At the last night of the last session they passed | 
a billincreasing the pay ofthe officers ofthe Navy; į 


and he never gave a vote with more reluctance 
than he did when he voted against that bill. Sub- 


sequent reflection, however, had’ confirmed his :i a Committee of the Whole; which motion was 


convictions of the propricty of the vote he gavc 
on that occasion. 


was too high. The pay of the midshipmen, if 
they had any inclination for dissipation, was 
enough to ruin them. He stated his objections 


_then, but was overruled by the arguments of the | 
Senator from New Jersey, who contended, as | 
now, that it was to secure the discipline and | 


efficiency of the Navy. 


so important a measure as this at this late period 
of the session. 


After a few additional observations from 


question was taken, and the bill was laid: ori the 


| table by the following vote: 


YEAS — Messrs. Brown, Buchanan, Calhoun, chay, 
Cathbert, Hendricks, Hubbard, King of Alabadta, King 0 
Georgia, Mangum, Page, Rives, Robinson, Ruggles, Shep- 
ley, ace White, and Wright—I8. A 
NAYS—Messrs. Bayard, Benton, Black, Davis, Ewing 
of Ohio, Gotdeboroagh, Kent, Knight, Leigh, Linn, Nicho- 
tas, Preston, Robbins, Southard, Swift, and Webster—15. 


BILLS ORDERED TO A THIRD READING. 
The following bills were severally read the 


_ of the Treasury to adjust the 
! Dibble, for services rendered in relation to the 


| 
i 
| 
| moved its engrossment. ; 


He cxpressed his opinions '! 
. then, and he thought now, that the pay of the 
highest officers, considering the expenses they . 
were subjected to on forcign stations, was fixed || 


too law, while that of the intermediate grades | Mr. W. B. SHEPARD, from the Committee 


It was obvious that it could not | 
4 pa both Pane without cecenon a mich de- | 

ate; and the session was too far advanced now , 
to-engage in it. In order to try the sense of the and GILLET, the amendment was lost. 
i Senate, he would. move to lay the biil-on the | 
i table; and if this motion should. not prevail he | 
! would then offer some amendments. 


| Ilinois.” ye 
i- Mr. UNDERWOOD objecting, 


|-setond time, and-considered as im Committee of 
_the Whole, and ordered to a third reading: 
A bill in addition to the act for the relief of 
‘James L. Cathcart; ; 
A bill to provide for the issuing of a land pat- 
ent to Thomas B. Clark; ; 
A bill for the relief of Charles M. Frazier; 
A bill to provide for the moral and religious 
instruction of the Army of the United States; 
A resolution referring the petition and papers 
of the heirs of Robert Fulton to the Secretary of 
the Navy, to report thereon to Congress; 
A bill for the relief of Henry Stoddard; 
. -À bili regulating the terms of the superior 
court of the United States in the middle district 
of Florida, and for other purpones; 
A bill confirming claims to lands in the State 
of Louisiana; . 
A bill for the relief of William P. Rathbone; 
A bill for the relief of Thomas Cooper; ` 
A bill for the relief of George Gott and others; 
uA bill for the relief of Ebenezer Phillips and 
others; ; : 
- A bill for the relief of George Bender; 
A bill for the relief of John Almon and George 
Woolsey; . 
A bill for the relief of Henry Newman and 
others; ; SURF . ae 
A bill for the relief of Abraham Forbes; and 
.A bill for the relief of the heirs of Nicholas 
Lachance and others. x 
After the concideration of executive business, 
the Senate adjourned. 
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HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
Turspay, June 21, 1836. 


The resolution teported by Mr. Owews, from 
the Committee of Ways and Means, to make the 
bill to regulate thé deposit of the public money 
in certain banks the special order of the day for 
a day certain, being the first business ir order, 
was taken up, and, on motion of Mr. EVANS, 
was laid on the table. 

Mr. WHITTLESY, of Ohio, from the Com- 
mittee of Claims, reported a bill for the relief of 
Nathaniel T. Woolsey; which was read twice and 
committed. 

Mr. W., ftom the same committee, reported 
also'a joint resolution vaboning the ea 

t dlaims of O. H. 


| Potomac bridge. 

Mr. W., after a few explanatory remarks, 
Mr. BRIGGS moved that it be committed to 
, lost. - ; 

After some remarks from Mr. PARKER, on 


his motion, the further consideration of the reso- 
lution was postponed until to-morrow. 


for the District of Columbia, reported a resolu- 
tion to set apart Saturday next, from ten to one 
| o'clock, for the consideration of bills on the Dis- 
i trict of Cotumbia. whit 

Mr. GILLET moved to except the bills for the 
` recharter of the District banks. 
After a few words from Messrs. HARDIN, 


For one he was not disposed to give his vote on | LANE, and VANDERPOEL, 


Mr. GILLET modified his amendment by lim- 
iting the exception to ra reas bill for: the re- 
charter pf the District banks. — an 

After a few words from Messrs. HARLAN 


Mr. PARKER said he should vote for no more 
special orders. i f : a eae 
The resolution was 


38. j 
Mr. PARKS, from the select committee on 


tents, reported, without amendment, Senate 
Pill entitled.“ An act to promote the progress of 
the useful arts, and to repeal alt acts and parts of 
acts heretofore made for: that purpuse;’” which 

mmitted. 3 

Mr. DAVIS asked the consent of thd House 
to take up and consider ‘the Senate bif making 
appropriations for the continuation of the Cum- 


then. agreed to—ayes 103, 


| berland road in the States of Ohio, Indiana, and 
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Mr. DAVIS moved a suspension of the rules; 
ic as lost. 

e LAY, from the Committee on Revolu- 
tionary Pensions, reported a bill granting a pen- 
sion to Richard Elliott; w 
committed. i 

Mr. UNDERWOOD, from the Committee on ' 
Revolutionary Claims, reported three Senate bills 
for the relief of certain surgeons’ mates in the 
Army of the United States, with a recommenda- 
tion thatthey do not pass; which were committed. 

Mr. U., from the same committee, also reported 
a bill for the relief of the legal representatives of 
Captain Samuel Jones, deceased; which was read 
twice and committed. i 

Mr. CHAPMAN, from the Committee on 
Public Lands, reported Senate bill inrelation to a 
grant of land to the State of Alabama, for the 
improvement of the Tennessee, Coosa, Cahawba, 
and Black Warrior rivers, with an additional 
section, and other amendments. i 

The amendments wcre read and concurred in, 
and the bill ordered to a third reading this day.: 


Mr. C., also, from the same committee, re- | 


ported, without amendment, Senate bill in rela- 
tion to the five per cent. school fund in the State 
of Alabama; which was committed. 

Mr. CAMBRELENG, from the Committee of 
Ways and Means, reported the Senate bill, with 
an amendment, entitled, ‘‘An act in addition to 
the act making appropriations in part for the sup- 


theG t for the year 1836;”? which ; oan 
port of the ftovemnment 1o y ' viding for the distribution of the surplus revenue 


was committed. 

Mr. CRANE, from the Committee on Revolu- 
tionary Claims, reported a bill for the relief of 
certain persons therein named; which was read 
twice and committed. 

Mr. JARVIS, from the Committee on the 
Public Buildings, reported a resolution to set 


apart Friday next, at the hour of eleven, for the | 


consideration of the bill to erect a fire-proof build- 
ing for the Departments of the Treasury and 


State. ; 
Mr. VINTON moved to include the bill for 
the erection of a patent ofiee. . — 
Mr. BOON moved to amend the amendment by 
including the.bill to reorganize the General Land 
Office; which was agreed to. 


Mr. CAMBRELENG moved to include the | 


bill supplementary to the act entitled, “An act 
euiablisi 
United States;’? which was agreed to. 

Mr. CLAIBORNE, of Mississippi, moved to 
pone: the bili to graduate the price of the public 
ands. 

Mr. MERCER then moved to lay the whole 
subject on the table; which was agreed to. 


PUBLIC REVENUE. 


Mr. McKAY moved à suspension of the rules, 
for the purpose of offering she following resolu- 
tions; which were read: : > 

Resoleed, That the powerof taking money from the peo- 
ple, by laying and collecting duties, imposis, and excises, 
is one of the most sacred of the trusts vested in the General 
Government; that it is enforced solely to enable it to eom- 
mand the necessary means to execute the objects for which 
it was instituted; and that to exact money from the people 
when not neeessary for those objects, or more than muy be 
necessary, would be, on the partof the Government, a man- 
ifest breach of trust, and to the people unjust and oppressive. 

Resolved, That the revenue receivable under the present 
iaws is, and will be, more than is required for the fair and 
iegitimate wants of the Government, and that provision 
ought to be miade for its reduction. 

Hesolved, That the Seeretary of the Treasury report to 
this House, at the commencement of the next. session, 
what alteration can be made in the existing tariff of duties 
consistently with the principles of the several acts imposing 
duties upon imports, with a view to reduetion. 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury also report 
upon the best mode of diminishing the revenue arising from 
the public lands, without retarding the settlements of the 
new States or impairing the interests of the General Gov- 
ernment, and, generally, his views as to the best mode of 


reducing the revenue to the fair and constitutional wants | 


oftheGovernment. _ . 

Mr. HAWES asked for the yeas and nays; 
which were ordered. 

Mr. DENNY moved to lay the whole subject 
on the table. 

Mr. HAWES asked for the yeas and nays on 
that motion; whereupon, 

Mr. DENNY withdrew his motion. 

The. House refused to suspend—yeas 119, 
nays 72, (not being two thirds;) as follows: 

YEAS—Meeers. Ash, Barton, Beale, Bean, Beaumont 


ing a Mint and regulating the coins of the 


a 
Beil, Bockee, Boon, Bouldin, Bovee, Boyd, Brown, Bu- | N : 
' guch agencies such deposits of the public moncy as may be 


ebanan, Bunch, Burns, Cambreleng, Carr, Carter, Casey, 
Chaney, Chapin, Nathaniel H. Claiborne, John F. I. Clai- 
borne, Cleveland, Connor, Craig, Cramer, Cushman, Davis, 
Deberry, Dickson, Doubleday, Dromzoole, Effner, Fairfield, 


hich was read twice and |` Farlin, Forester, French, Fry, William K. Fuller, Gal- 


braith, James Garland, Gillet, Grayson, Griffin, Haley, 
Joseph Hall, Hannegan, Samuel S. Iarrison, Albert G. 
Harrison, Hawes, Hawkins, Hopkins, Howard. Hubley, 
Huntington, Huntsman, Ingham, Jabez Jackson, Jarvis, 
Richard M. Johnson, Cave Johnson, John W. Jones, Ben- 
jamin Jones, Kilgore, Kinnard, Lawler, Gideon Lee, 
Thomas Lee, Luke Lea, Leonard Lewis, Logan, Loyall, 
Lucas, Lyon, Abijah Mann, Job Mann, Martin, William 
Mason, Moses Mason, May, McKay, McKim, McLene, 
Montgowery, Moore, Morgan, Muhlenberg, Owens, Page, 
Parks, Patterson, Patton, Franklin Pierce, Pettigrew, Pey- 
ton, Phelps, Rencher, John Reynolds, Joseph Reynolds, 
Roane, Robertson, Shields, Smith, Sickles, Smith, Speight, 
Standefer, Taliaferro, Taylor, John Thomson, Towns, 
Turrill, Vanderpoel, Wardwell, Webster, Weeks, and 
Whittlesey —119. 

NAYS—Messrs. Adams, Chilton Allan, Heman Allen, 
Anthony, Ashley, Bailey, Bond, Borden, John Caithoon, 
William B. Cathboun, John Chambers, Childs, Ctark, Cor- 
win, Crane, Cushing, Dartington, Denney, Dickerson, 

! Evans, Everett, Fowler, Philo C. Fyller, Rice Garland, 
Granger, Graves, Grennell, Hard, Harlan,Harper, [lazeltine, 
Henderson, Hoar, Howell, Hunt, Ingersoll, Janes, Joseph 
Johnson, lienry Johnson, Judson, Lane, Laporte, Law- 

; rence, Lay, Lincoln, Love, Sampson Mason, McCarty, 
McComas, McKeunan, Mercer, Milligan, Morris, Parker, 


Dutee J. Pearce, James A. Pearce, Phillips, Potts, Reed, 


| Russell, William B. Shepard, Slade,Spangier, Storer, Suth- į 


erland, Underwood, Vinton, Washington, White, Elisha 
Whittlesey, Lewis Williams, and Sherrod Williams—72. 


| Mr. McKAY then gave notice that he should 
. renew the motion to-morrow morning, and should 
also ask leave to introduce a joint resolution pro- 


| now in the Treasury. 
RIGHT OF WAY. 


On motion of Mr. JOHNSON, of Louisiana, 
the House took up the following bill: 
, Anact to grant to the New Orleans and Nashville Rail- 
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tute of banks, as banka of deposit; and to receive through 


directed to be made at the points designated, and to make 
such disbursements as the public service may require at 
those points ; the duties and liabilities of every bank thus 
establishing any such agency to be the same in respect to 
its agency as are the duties and liabilities ot' deposit bunks 
generally, under the provisions of this act,” 


The motion was lost. 


Mr. HARRISON moved to insert in the sev- 
enth line the following: ‘‘ with the consent of 
such States;’? which was lost. 

Mr. McKAY moved to strike out the words, 
‘Sas banks of deposit,” in the following line; 
which was lost. 

Mr. VANDERPOEL moved to substitute 
*¢ gen”? for “‘ five” dollars, as the restriction of 
the amount of notes to be issued by deposit banks; 
which was lost. 

Mr. CHAPIN moved to amend the eighth 
clause, which commences as follows: 

Sec. 8. And be it further enacted, That no bank which 
shall be selected or employed as the piace of deposit of the 
public money shall be discontinued as such depository, or 
the public money withdrawn therefrom, except for the 
causes hereinafter mentioned— 
by inserting, afterthe word “except,” the words, 
“by act of Congress, or.” 

After some remarks from Messrs. ADAMS 


i; and CAMBRELENG, the amendment was lost. 


Mr. ADAMS moved to strike out from the 
same paragraph the words, ‘‘ or the public money 
withdrawn therefrom;’’ which was lost. ; 

Mr. OWENS moved to insert, ‘‘ or shall issue 


| or pay out notes of a less denomination than five 
; dollars;’’ which was lost. 


Mr. JARVIS moved to strike out the whole 


‘| section; which was lost. 


road Company the right of way through lands of the United 


States. 
‘| The question being on the passage of the bill, 
| Mr. PARKER suggested that, as Congress had 
‘| the power, so far as this railroad was concerned, 
|| as it could not be constructed without their con- 
| sent, they ought to introduce a provision in it so 
as to provide for the terms and compensation for 
carrying the mail on said road. Mr. P. then 
moved that the bill be recommitted to the Com- 


!, instructions to the effect he had indicated. 


; Opposition to the motion to recommit, 
r. CONNOR moved to amend the amend- 


| railroad company be bound to convey the mail 
for the same compensation now paid to stage 
contractors for similar services. 

Mr. PARKER accepted this as a modification 
of his motion. 


JOHNSON, and GARLAND. of 
when 
Mr. 
which was seconded—81 to 40; and the main 
question being ordered, was put, and agreed to. 


So the bill was passed. 
PETITIONS, MEMORIALS, ETC. 


Petitions and memorials were, on leave, pre- 
sented by Mr. EVERETT and Mr. McCARTY. 


PUBLIC DEPOSITS. ._ 
In execution of the special order of yesterday, 


itself into the Committee of the Whole on the state 

of the Union, (Mr. SUTHERLAND in the chair,) 

and proceeded to the consideration of the bill 

from the Senate to regulate the deposits of the 
lic money. 

The bill having been read through by the 
Clerk, was taken up by sections. - a? 

Mr. DROMGOOLE ‘moved to strike out t 
following from the firat seetion: 

“ And in those States, Territories, or Districts, in which 
there are no banks, or in which no bank can be employed 
as a deposit bank, and within which the public collections 
or disbursements require a depository, the said Secretary 
may make arrangements wiih a bank, or-tanks, in some 
other State, Territory, or District, to establish an agency, 
or agencies, in the States, ‘Territories, or Districts, so desti- 


$ 


il ment of the gentleman from New Jersey by | 
moving that the bill be referred to the Committee ` 
iof the Whole, with instructions to amend the | 
i same by adding thereto a proviso that the said . 


The amendment was sppored by Messrs. | 
uisiana; | 


LANE. moved the previous question; | 


the House, on motion of Mr..LANE, resolved | 


Mr. WILLIAMS, of Kentucky, moved to 
strike out the following from the eleventh section: 
“ That whenever the amount of public deposits to the 


i+ credit of the Treasurer of the United States in any bank 


mittee on the Post Office and Post Roads, with 


After some remarks from Mr. MERCER in 


shall, for a whole quarter of a year, exceed the one fourth 
part of the amount of the capital stock ofsuch bank actually 
paid in, the banks shall allow, and pay to the United States, 
or the use of the excess of the deposits over the one fourth 
part of its capital, an interest at the rate of two per centum 
per annum, to be calculated, for each quarter, upon the 
average excesses of the quarter,” and insert * that the said 
deposit banks shali allow, and pay to the United States, for 
the use of the deposits, an interest at the rate of four per 
centum per annum, to be calculated for each quarter.”? 


The motion was not agreed to. 
Mr. GILLET moved to strike out the words, 


: “the banks,” in the fifth line, and insert ‘ said 


bank.” 
The motion was not agreed to. 


Mr. DROMGOOLE moved to strike out the 
whole section, the residue of which was as fol- 
lows: (the first part being given above,) 

And it shall be the duty of the Secretary of the Treas- 


ury, at the close of each quarter, to cause the amounts on 
deposit in each deposit bank for the quarter to be exa mined 


; and ascertained, and te zee that all sums of interest accru 


ing under the provisions of this section are, by the banks 
respectively, passed to the credit of the Treasurer of the 
United States in his accounts with the respective banks. 


The motion was disagreed to. 


The thirteenth section was then read, as fol- 
lows: . 


Sec. 13. And be tt further exacted, That the money which 
shall be in the Treasury of the United States on the Ist day 
of January, 1837, reserving the sum of $5,000,000, shall be 
deposited with the several States, in proportion to their re- 
spective representation in the Senate and House of Repre- 
sentatives of the Congress of the United States; and the 
Secretary of the Treasury shall deliver the same to such per- 
sons as the several States may authorize to receive it, on 
receiving certificates of deposit, signed by the competent 
authorities of such State, each for such amount and in euch 
form as the Secretary of the Treasury may prescribe, which 
shall set forth and express the obligation of the State to pay 
the amount thereofto the United States, or their assigns ; 
and which said certificates it shall be competent for the 
Secretary of the Treasury, in the name and behalf of the 
United States, to sell and assign, whenever it shall be ne- 
cessary, for want of other money in the Treasury, to meet 
appropriations made by Cangress; all sales and assignments, 
however, to be ratable, and in just and equal proportions 
among all the States, according to the amounts received by 
them respectively; and ali such certificates of deposit shall 
be subject to, and shall bear an interest of five per centum 
per annum, payable half yearly, from the time of such sale 
and assignment, and shall be redeemable at the pleasure of 
the States issuing the same. 


Mr. MANN, of New York, moved. to strike 
out from the sixth line the words, * Senate and;”” 
so as to leave the proportion according to the 
representation in the House of Representatives; 
but withdrew it for the present (giving notice tat 


1836. 


he should renew it, if the following was not | 
agreed to) to enable ! 
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OBE. 


After some conversation between Messrs, 
MANN, MERCER, MILLER, PEARCE of 


‘| private speculation, and what is worse, will be 


Mr. ANTHONY to move the following as a - Rhode Island, and the CHAIR, as to whether 


substitute for the thirteenth section of the bill: 


Sec. 13. tud be it further enacted, That the money 
Winch shail be ia the Treasury of the United States on the 
Amt day oi January, 1907, reserving the sam of $5,000,000, 
shall be deposited with such of the several States in pro- 
portion to their respective representation in the House of 
Representatives of the United States, as shall by law 
authorize their treasurers or the competcst authorities 
to receive the same on the terms hervinatter specified ; 
aud the Secretary of the Treasury shall deliver the same to 
such treasurer or other competent authorises, on receiv- 
ing certificates of deposit (heretor, signed by such compe- 
teut authoriues, in such form as may be prescribed by ibe 
Secretary aforesaid, which certificates shall express the 
usual and legal obligaticns of comman depositories of the 
public money for the safe-keeping and repayment thereof, 
and shail pledge the faith ofthe States reeciving the same 
w puy the said moneys and every part thercot, from time 
to ume, Whenever the same shall be required by the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury, for the purpose of defraying any wants 
ot the public Treasury beyond the amoant of the €5,000,000 
aforesaid: Provided, That i! any State declines to receive 
iG proportion of the surplus atoresaid, on the terms before 
baued, the same may, at the discretion of the Seeretary of 
the Treasury, be deposited with the other States, agreeing 
to accept the same on deposit: and provided further, 
That when said money, or any part thereof, shal! be 
wanted by the said Secretary to meet appropriations made 
by law, the same shall be called for in ratable proportions, 
within one year, as nearly as conveniently may be, from 
the diferent States with which the same is deposited, and 
sbal: not be called for in sums exceeding $10, 0U0 from any 
one State, in any one month, without previous notice of 
thirty days for every additional sum of $20,000 which may at 
any time be required 

Mr. A. proceeded to address the committee at 
some length in support of the principles of his 
amendment; and he was followed by Messrs. 
SPEIGHT, HARDIN, and PEARCE of Rhode 
Island; when 

Mr. ANTHONY modified his amendment b 
inserting ‘‘ Senate and;’’ so as to read, ‘* accord- 
ing to their respective representation in the Sen- 
ate and House of Representativcs.’’ 

After some remarks by Mr. MILLER, 

Mr. VINTON moved to amend the second 
proviso in the amendment by inserting after the 
word * when,” the words, “ for want of other 
money in the Treasury.” 

After a few words from Mr. LEWIS, the 
amendment of Mr. Virron was negatived—yeas 
70, nays 83. i 

After a few remarks by Messrs. MASON of 
Virginia, and GALBRAITH, 

Mr. MERCER mored to strike out “ the rep- 
resentation in Congress,” and insert ‘‘ their re- 
spective Federal numbers according to the last 
census of the United States;’’ which amendment 
was negatived—yeas 66, nays 8l. 

After some remarks by Messrs. MANN of 
New York, PATTON, and VANDERPOEL, 

The House took the usual recess. 


EVENING SESSION. 


The question pending wes the substitute pro- 

sed by Mr. Antuony for the thirteenth section 
of the bill. 

After a debate, in which Messrs. ADAMS, 
GRANGER, SPEIGHT, and WISE took part, 

Mr. JARVIS moved to amend the amendment 
by inserting, after the words, * United States,” 
the word ‘“ unappropriated;’’ which amendment 
was disagreed to without a division, 

Mr. ANTHONY, at the suggestion of Mr. 
BRIGGS, modified his amendment by striking 
out the words, ‘‘ common depositories of the Gov- 
ernment,” and inserting ‘‘ to pledge the faith of 
the State for the safe-keeping thereof.” 

After a few words by Messrs. WISE and 


the amendment was in order, 

Mr. MANN withdrew it. 

Mr. RIPLEY moved several additional sections 
to the bill providing that no public lands should 
be sold, except to actual settlers, for the term of 
five years. 

The CHAIR decided the amendment to be out 
of order. 

Mr. RIPLEY appealed from the decision of 
the Chair. 

After some remarks on the appeal by Messrs. 
RIPLEY and BRIGGS, the question was taken; 
and the decision of the Chair was affirmed. 


Mr. WILLIAMS, of North Carolina, moved 
the following additional proviso: 

And prorided further, That if any State shall issue State 
stock, bearing an interest of five per cent. per annum, the 
same shall be received by the Secretary of the Treasury in 
lieu of the ratable amount of money due from such State ; 
and when such stock is assigned by the Secretary of the 
Treasury, it shall bear an interest of five per cent., and not 
sooner. 


The amendment was not agreed to. 


Mr. RENCHER then offered the following as 
an additional section: 

„Ind dent further enacted, That if the stock held by the 
Bank of the United States shail wot be sold before the 
first of January next, the money arising from the staid stock, 
when sold, shall be deposited according to the provisions 
of this bill, to wit: one fourth part upon the sale of said 
stock, one fourth part in three months thereafter, one fourth 
part six months thereaiter, and the balance at the end of 
nine months. 


After a few words by Messrs. RENCHER 
and McKAY, the amendment was negatived— 
yeas 75, nays 86. 

Mr. DOUBLEDAY said: Mr. Chairman, I 
wish to offera very few remarks on that part of the 


bill which provides for depositing the surplus 


moneys in the Treasury with the several States 
of the Union. This is the first opportunity I 
have had of addressing the House during the 
present session; and differing as I do from many 
of my colleagues, I feel the more anxious to ex- 


. plain my views to the committee and to my con- 


stituents. 

lam fully aware, Mr. Chairman, of the respons- 
ibility I incur by the vote I am about to give on 
this question. Never has a subject come before 
us more important or more embarrassing than 
this of disposing of the surplus revenues. Whilst 


the safeguards of private liberty remain, nearly | 


all the good or ill the people can experience from 


our legislation will be by the imposition of bur- | 


dens and the disposition of the public moneys. 
I am not accountable—the friends with whom I 
act, the friends of the Administration, are not 


accountable—for the great amount accumulated | 


beyond the legitimate wants of the Government. 


: I held a seat on this floor in 1833, when the tariff 


question was adjusted. I voted with the friends , 


' of the Administration to reduce the duties pros- 


ctively, but rapidly, till the revenue should be | 


[riughs down to the expenditures of the country. 
We were overruled by the ultra friends and the 
ultra opponents of the protective system, who, b 
acting together, could control at least one branc 


‘of Congress. To preserve the Union, we were 
' compelled to assent to a measure which now clogs | 


: our action, and which, being claimed as a com- | 


LOVE, Mr. Antuonr’s substitute for the thir- ` 


teenth section as amended was agreed to—yeas | 


123, nays 50. À i 
Mr. ADAMS moved to strike out the follow- | 
ing wodrs in the eigbth section: 


No bank which shall be selected or employed as the | Pi 


place of deposit of the public money shall be discontinued 
as such depository, or the public money withdrawn there- 
from, except for the causes hereinafter mentioned, that is 


to say— ; 

Which motion was disagreed to. 

Mr. MANN, of New York, moved to strike 
out of the substitute adopted for the thirteenth 
section, the words, ‘‘the Senate and;’’ 80 as to 
make the substitute read, ‘‘in proportion to their 
representation in the House of Representatives.” 


i: promise, prevents our adapting our legislation to 
i| existing circumstances. 


It must be quite evident that no measure will 


: be adopted by this Congress materially to dimin- 


ish the amountof moncy already in the Treasury; 


and unless our appropriations are extravagant, |! 
ij there will 


robably be some accumulations till 
the year 1840. The question arises, what shall 


| we do with this money? I confess | can. see no 


án wholly free from objections. If we determ- 
ine-to leave it in the deposit banks for three or 
four years, they will feel authorized to use it as 
so much capi 
honesty of bank managers, and the prudence and 
success of their business operations. Being men, 


| in these money-making times some of them may 


be tempted to use it for their individual advantage; 
and even statesmen, now pure, may, in time, be 
drawn in to share the profits. The public money 
will then be subject to all the contingencies of 


, and its safety will depend on the | 


| And that no bank shall possess of 


j 
{ 


the means of corruption more potent ‘than any 
that has heretofore existed in this country. ; 

To avoid such results, I would certainly vote 
for the most extravagant expenditures, if no bet- 
ter plan could be suggested. But ought we thus 
to waste the money earned and paid by the indus- 
trious classes? [I think, sir, we should hesitate 
before we make that our only alternative. It is 
said, if this measure be adopted, the people, 
through their representatives, will hereafter refuse 
the appropriations necessary for national objects. 
It may be so, sir; but, on the other hand, confi- 
dent am, if it be not adopted, we shall rapidly 
run into a system of the most wasteful extrava- 
gance. 

_ E have examined this bill with the more atten- 
tion, because I have the misfortune to differ from 
many of my political friends, in whose judgment 
and patriotism i have great confidence. I hope 
they, also, will reflect and discriminate. They 
must perceive that the bill, as amended, provides, 
not only in form, but in fact, not for a distribu- 
tion, but simply for a deposit of the public mon- 
eys. Ifit ever results in gratuitous Fatribution, 
it will not be by any action of ours. It can only 
happen, in case it shall be so decreed by the peo- 
ple, ponies their representatives hereafter to be 
chosen. To suppose the people are not to be 
trusted, because they may decide wrong, is to 
deny their capacity for self-government. 

As respects the constitutional question involved 
in this bill, itis not necessary for me to say much. 
That it is as constitutional to deposit our surplus 
funds with the States, as with corporations crea- 
ted by the States, admits not of a doubt or cavil. 
Nor can I doubt that the State governments will 
vest the money intrusted fo their care as safel 
and advantageously for the people as either this 
Government or the moneyed corporations. And 

‘certainty if any profit is to be derived from a tem- 
porary use of it, when not wanted for national 
purposes, it might as well accrue to the States as 
to individuals or corporations. 

There is one ground on which I would appeal 
to the friends of the Administration We have 
discontinued the United States Bank asa danger- 
ous institution, and determined to use the State 
banks for collecting, transferring, and disbursing 
the public revenues. This is peculiarly an Ad- 
ministration measure, and one which has my 
hearty concurrence.. Now, it must be plain that 

| leaving money for three or four years in the 
i banks will endanger its safe-keeping. Some of 
| the bank managers may make large profits by 
; using the public moneys; others may experience 
heavy losses, causing bank failures. Ifa few of 
the deposit banks fail, the people will lose con- 
fidence in the present system, and in those to 
whom it owes its adoption. If a small amount 
only be left in the banks, as it will be frequently 
called for by the public, they will loan it out only 
for short periods, and losses will probably not 
occur, or if they do, the amount will be compar- 
atively trifling. : 

These are a few of my reasons for supporting 

: this bill. I should like to say much more, but 
do not feel justified in longer occupying the time 

' of the committee at this period of the session. 

: Mr. BEALE moved to amend the eleventh 
section by inserting after the word “quarter,” 
the following: . 

the public money, at 

‘ any time for more than one quarter of the year, a sum 

greater than one fourth of its capital stock paid in; and 

: that it shall be the duty of the Secretary of the Treasury to 

: make distribution or deposit of such excess in other banks, 

, agreeable to the provisions of this act. 


The amendment was not agreed to.- 


|i Mr. DROMGOOLE then moved to strike out 


| the 13th, 14th, and 15th sections of thé bill; 
| which amendment was not agreed to. . 
"Mr. ASH moved the following as an additional 


| ion: j 
reond be if further enacted by the authority aforesaid, That 
it be recommended to the several States accepting of parts 
! of the public money ns aforesaid, to appropriate the same 
' for the purposes of education. 
| The amendment was not agreed to, ` 

Mr. McKAY moved to amend the eleventh 
section by inserting after the word “ Treasurer 
the words ‘and other public officers. 

The motion was not agreed to. 
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On motion of Mr. BRIGGS, the committee then |: “ovetand above all unexpended appropriatibohs. ” 
rose, and reported the bill, as amended, to the ; The object, it would be perceived, was to leave in 
the Treasury the unexpended appropriations, and 
also to keep five millions on hand to meet any 
sudden demand for money. If his memory served 
him rightly, when our sinking fund system was 
established, it was then esteemed goed policy to 
keep in. the Treasury a very considerable amountof 
money over and above the unexpended appropri- 
ations. It was then deemed important and proper 
to retain on hand, under the control of the exce- 
utive branch .of the Government, all the appro- 
priated money which, by virtue of law, became 
substantially pledged to meet those appropriations. 
If it was good policy then, it must be so. now. 
He thought the honor and prosperity of the coun- 
try, and the public serviec, required us to retain 
ing as an amendment to the amendment of .Mr. ; in the Treasury all the moneys which public.con- 
MERCER: . siderations required us to appropriate. If such 

And the respective shares of such deposit with the States © moneys are withdrawn from the ordinary depos- 
of Louisiana, Mississippi, Alabama, Missouri, Ulinois, and — jtories, it may occur that these appropriauons 
Indiana, shall be increased, respectively ten per cent, in may be wanted when no money can be controlled 


vonsideration of increase of their respective ulation 
consilemtion or mein r a by ihe Treasury Department to mect them. Ought 


since the taking of said census; and in apportioning such ' n € 1 : 
deposits to the new States of Michigan and Arkansas, their © we to trust to any possible contingencies on this 


House. . : . i 

The SPEAKER having resumed the chair, the | 
bill was then taken up in the House. 

Mr. MERCER then renewed the amendment 
which he had offered in Committee of the Whole, » 
namely: to strike out, “in proportion to their 
representation in the Senate and House of Rep- 
resentatives,’’ and insert, “in proportion to their 
respective Federal numbers, according to the last 
census.” i > 

On this motion Mr. MERCER called for the 
yeas and nays; which were ordered. 

After some further remarks by Messrs. VIN- 
TON, LANE, MILLER, and MERCER, 

Mr. MANN, of New York, offered the follow- 


Federal numbers shall be taken and deemed to be sixty |: subject, when the action of the legislative branches ` 


thousand persons. 3 
Which Mr. Mercer accepted asa modifica- 


i 
; of the Government has set apart certain portions 
, i A |, of our treasure for public purposes ? He believed 
tion, but subsequently withdrew it. i that there were now over five millions of dollars 
After some further remarks by Messrs. ` in the Treasury, being. unexpended balastces of 
LEWIS, ASHLEY, and ADAMS, the question | the last year’s appropriations. This sum is liable 
was taken on Mr. Mercer’s original motion; . tg be drawn for at any time, when the proper 
which was decided in the negative—yeas 89, nays © evidences are furnished at the Department to 
120; as follows: bal . entitle those rendering service to receive it. A 
YEAS—Messrs. Chilton Allan; Anthony; As Parton, | much larger amount remained unexpended on the 
Benice, Beaumont, Bockee, Bon ouldin, Bovee, Brown, : ry last. It probably amounted to 
Wiliam B. Calhoun, Cambreleng, John Chambers, Chapin, | Ist of January pr y 
Childs, Coles, Connor, Crane, Denny, Doubleday, Drom- 
gooie, Effuer. Evans, Fanin, James Garland, Gillet, Graves, | 
Hamer, Harper, Samuel S. Uarrison, Hawkins, Hazeltine, 
Heister, Hopkins, Howell, Huntington, aeris, Joscph Johar : 
son, John W. Jones, Lansing, Lay, Gideon Lee, Joshua |: i ro O 
Lee, Leonard, Logan, Love, Loyall, Lucas, Abijah Mam, 1 have now actually appropriated, including former 
Job Mann, John Y. Mason, William Mason, McKay, Me- || unexpended appropriations, upwards of. thirty 
Keon, Mekin Mirene, Moreen, Mongomery, Moore, !' millions of dollars; and including what we are 
organ, Morris, Page, Patton, Peyton, Pinckney, Potts, i; t : . 
Joseph Reynolds, Roane, Robertson, Rogers, Russell, Wil- |} pound m pay under PENA Kipao 
liam B. Shepard, Augustine H. Shepperd, Shields, Sickies, || for which appropriations willdoublicss be mace, 
Taliaferro, T'aylor, Underwood, Vanderpoel, Vinton, Wag i the appropriations will amount to upwards of 
cuer, Ward, Wardwell arenas Lewis Williams, Sherrod || thirty-seven millions of dollars. -We also have 
Vittiams, and Wise—€9. j 
NAYS —Messrs. Adams, Weman Alien, Ashley, Bailey, i 
Bell, Boon, Borden, Boyd, Briggs, Buchanan, Bunch, | 
Burns, John Calhoon, Carr, Carter, Casey, Chancy, Chap- | 
man, Nathaniel I. Claiborne, John F. 1. Claiborne, Clark, , 
Cleveland, Corwin, Craig, Cramer, Cushing, Cushman, : i A ; niak . 
Darlington, Deberry, Dickerson, Everett, Fairfield, For- land road; for marine hospitals; for paying to 
ester, French, Fry, Galbraith, Rice Garland, Grantland, |, French and Neapolitan claimants what will be 
Grayson, Grennell, Gritha, aldy. Josèph Hall, Hannegan, | coming to them under treaties of indemnities, 
Uard, Hardin, Harlan, Albert G. Harrison, Hawes, Hender- jj -i bills appropriating moncy, i 
son, Hoar, Howard, Hubley, Hunt, Huntsman, Ingersoll, | ary various other pprop 8 Deyn 
Ingham, Jabez Jackson, Wilian Jackson, Janes, Jenifer, || 21 amountin : : 
Cave Johnson, Henry Johnson, Richard M. Johuson, Ben- |; of dollars. ery many of these bills will doubt- 
jamin Jones, Judson, Kilgore, Kinnard, Lauc, Laporte, || less pass. . The sums contained in them, added to 
Lawier, Lawrence, Thomas Lee, Luke Lea, Lewis, Lin those he had just enumerated, amounted to be- 
coin, Lyon, Martin, Moses Mason, Sampson Mason, Maury, fo à fifi illions of dolla N 
May, McCarty, McComas, MeKennan, Miller, Milligan, || ‘Ween forty and hity milions of dollars. Now, 
Muilenhety, Owens, Parks, Parker, Patterson, Dutec J. |, he would ask, how much of those appropriations 
pearce; k makin, Ah ames a, en eae i would be actually drawn cut of the Treasury by 
netps, Phillips, Pickens, Ree neher, John Reynolds, jj ct? S y 
Ripley, Seymour, Shinn, Slade, Smith, Spangler, Speight, | the Ist day of January next? Deduct these sums 
Standefer, Storer, Thomas, John Thomson, Toucey, Towns, 
Washington, White, Dlisha Whituesey, and Thomas T. 
Whittlesey—120. 
Mr. LOVE called for the yeas and nays on the 
amendment of the Committee of the Whole, 
which was the substitute for the thirteenth section; l C 
which were ordered. `. || there could not be a large sum without including 
' At the suggestion of Messrs. MORRIS, and | this money. It was highly probable that of the 
GARLAND of Louisiana, the House-concurred ||-appropriated money some twenty millions or 
in several verbal amendments to the ameridment. || more would remain in the Treasury at the end 
Mr. PARKS then spoke at some length in || of this ycar; but the Treasury might, anyday, be 
opposition to the distribution principles contained |, called on for the balance of these appropriations. 
in the bill. . | H We were about to leave in it only $5,600,000 to 
Mr. GILLET then moved to amend the amend- | meet this large sum. He would ask if it was true 


the sum from memory. 
The amount of appropriations this year had 


tion of a Treasury building; for the erection of 
light-houses, and improvements of harbors; for 
old Indian annuities; for continuing the Cumber- 


anything would remain to be placed in the new 
| depositories. It was ‘highly probable that the 
only money then in the Treasury would be what 
had been duly appropriated by law. Certainly 


ment by inserting, after the words “five millions || policy to place ourselves in this situation? Was | 


of dollars,’’ the words, “over and above all un- 


ate ee d ral 0 | it policy to hazard anything on this point? He 
expended balances of appropriations.’’ . 


; thought it true policy not to be without ample 
r. G. said he rose to offer an amendment in ||. means to. meet our engagements, and hoped that 
which he hoped to have the concurrence of the |; so fatal a policy.as that proposed would not be 
House. It was one which had not been discussed |; entered upon. We were now actually engaged.in 
since we commenced the consideration of this bill. | extensive Indian wars, and he feared. the toreh 
He well knew. the impatience of the House, and | 
ite desire to close. its action as speedily as possible . 
on this interesting bill, and nothing but an impe- | 
rious sense of duty induced him at this Inte-hour : thought the calls for money on account of these 
even to offer an amendment. He must ask the || wars would be very great during the fore part 


We should doubtless:have calls for all appropri- 
ations which we had and should make. - He 


attention of the House to a short explanation of | of the coming year. Therevenue of next year 
the amendment. He proposed to insert after the |, might not cxeced the current expenses of that 
words, ‘five millions of dollars,” in the com- |; year. Was it wise to charge the revenue of 
mencement of the amended section, the words, |! that year with not only its own expenses, but 


‘GLOBE. 


more than twice that sum, but he could not state 


been larger than during the preceeding one. We ' 


-before us bills making appropriations for the erec- ; 


to some twelve or fifteen millions | 


from the whole amount which would then be in . 
the Treasury, and it had been questioned whether 


, of war would light up:the whole Indian region. | 


June 21, 
also with a very considerable portion of those 
' actually incurred in this? It appeared to him to 
i be quite certain that the $5,000,060 proposed to 
' be left inthe deposit banks would not meet the 
' outstanding claims arising this year. He would 
ask, how are these to be met? 
He was told that all the money over-‘and above 
l the five millions would be, in the new. deposito- 
' ries, subject to be drawn to meet any deficienc 
i that might occur in the Treasury. Should the 
State treasuries become the agents of the General 
Government, and receive whaiever should be on 
hand beyond the five millions, he hoped they 
would honorall drafts made upon then, like other 
faithful agents. But was the House aware that, 
under the provisions of this section, it was buta 
trifling sum that could be drawn per month? Only 
about one million per quarter could be drawn. 
This would not meet the outstanding appropria- 
tions as fast as they would be called for. It 
would take many years to draw from these new 
depositories the sum of twenty millions of dol- 
lars. The moncy thus deposited cannot be relied 
i upon to meet these appropriations, or any other 
considerable call upon the Treasury. He then 
submitted to the consideration of the House the 
propriety of adopting his amendment, and retain- 
‘ing in the Treasury a sufficient sum, at all times 
‘at command of the Treasury Department, to meet 
all our engagements in a prompt manner. He 
, would ask, what objection there could be to leav- 
ing these sums inthe Treasury? = ; ù 
Under. this bill therc was a provision requiring 
the deposit banks to pay two per cent. interest 
when ey had a certain amount of public money 
in their vaults. If a considerable sum were left 
i. with them, they must pay interest, which had 
heretofore been considercd, by many, as very 
' right and proper; but these new depositories were 
not required to pay interestat all. He then would 
_ ask, if the section now under consideration made 
the State treasuries merely depositories, in the 
ordinary sense of that term, what peculiar ad van- 
tage was to be derived to anybody, in giving the 
State treasuries a preference over the other depos- 
itories? -Hecou'l not imagine any,exccpt that it 
might be presumed that there was greater safety 
in the former than in the latter. fe could not 
‘imagine any other reason fop this preference, un- 
| less it was true that this section, was to be consid- 
ered as actually making a distribution not to be 
_ returned, of all that should be found in the Trea- 
i sury on the first of January beyond five millions. 
! Was it really a distribution bill? Has this been 
avowed? He would ask in what part of the Con- 
stitution was.the power to be found which author- 
| ized Congress to distribute? If there is any au- 
‘thority for this bill, it must be under the inci- 
; dental power to take care of and kerp the public 
. money. Then, if both the present and the pro- 
: posed depositories arc to be merely depositories 
_of the public money, why should there be any 
| particular anxiety to give the one a preférence 
over the other, so as to place the appropriations 
beyond our reach when we wish to use them? 
He knew the House were desirous of acting, and 
he would not extend his remarks further at the 
| present time. -He had said all that he deemed 
i necessary to enable the Flouse to understand 
‘why he wished his amendment adopted. He 
‘might -hereafter, if an opportnnity was allowed 
| him, go into a discussion of the main question; 
| but it was not perhaps proper now to go beyond 
' the considoration of the amendment he had offered. 
He hoped the: House would adopt it. : 
| Mr. HAMER called for the yeas and nays on 
the amendment of Mr. Gitiet; but the House 
i refused to order them, and the amendment to the 
| amendment was then negatived.. 
| The question was then taken on the amend- 
t 
4 
1 
l 


: ment of the Committee of the Whole, whiclr was 
the substitute for the thirteenth section, ahd de- 
{cided in the afirmative—yeas 142, nays 66—as 
! follows: i 


: YEAS—Messrs. Chilton Allan, Anthony, Barton, Beale, 
_ Bean, Bell, Bockee. Boon, Borden, Bouldin, Bovee, Boyd, 
riggs, Brown, Buchanan, Burns, Bynum, Johu Ca hoon, 
Willian B. Cathoun, Carr, Casey, John Chamb rs. Chanty, 

, Chapman, Chapin, Nathaniel 1. Claiborne, Clark, Cleve- 
- lund, Connor, Corwin, Craig, Cramer, Cushing, Cushman, 
| Deberry, Denny, Dickerson, Doubleday, Fairfield, Farian, 
| Forester, French, Fry, Galbraith, James Garland, Giller, 
Grantland, Graves, Grayson, Grenneil, Griffin, Haley, Han- 
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negan, Hardin, Harlan, Samuel S. Harrison, Albert G. Har- 


rison, Hawes, Hawkins, Hazeltine, Henderson, Heister, 
Hopkins, Howard, Hubley, Huntington, Huntsman, Ing- 
hain, Jabez Jackson, Joseph Johnson, Richard M. Johnson, 
Cave Johnson, Jolu W. Jones, Benjamin Jones, Judson, 
Kilgore, Kinard, Lane, Laporte, Lawrence, Joshua Lee, 
Thomas Lee, Leouard, Lewis, Lincola, Logan, Lucas, 
Lyon, Job Mann, Martin, John Y. Mason, William Mason, 
Moses Mason, Sampson Mason, May, McComas, McKen- 
nan, VMeKeon, Mercer, Miller, Montgomery, Morgan, Mor- 
ris, Muhleuberg, Owens, Parker, Patterson, F i 
Pierce, Duttee J. Pearce, James A. Pearce, Pettigrew, 
Phelps, Phillips, Pickens, Rencher, John Reynolds, Joseph 
Reynolds, Ripley, Russell, Seymour, Augustine H. Shep- 
perd, Shields, Shinn, Slade, Smith, Spangler, Speight, 
Storer, Sutherland, Taylor, Jobn Thomson, Toucey, 
Towns, Turnil, Underwood, Vanderpoe!, Wagener, Ward, 
are Washington, White, and ‘Thomas T. Whittle- 
sey—142. 

VAY S-—Messrs. Adams, Heman Allen, Ash, Ashley,, 
Bailey, Beaumont, Bond, Bunch, Cambreleng, Carter 
Childs, Jobn F. H. Claiborne, Coles, Crane, Daglington’ 
Dromgoole, Evans, Everett, Philo C. Fuller, William K` 
Fuller, Rice Gartand, Granger, Joseph Hah, Hamer, Hard? 
Harper, Hoar, Howell, Ingersoll, William Jackson, Janes 
Jarvis, Jeniter, Henry Johnson, Lansing, Lawler, Lay; 
Luke Lea, Love, Loyall, Abijah Mann, Maury, McCarty, 
McKay, McKim, McLenc, Milligan, Page, Parks, Patton, 
Peyton, Potts, Reed, Roane, Robertson, Rogers, Sickles, 
Standefer, Taliaferro, Thomas, Vinton, Webster, Elisha 
Whittlesey, Lewis Williams, Sherrod Williams, and 
Wise—66. 


Mr. HAWES then moved the previous ques- | 


tion; whieh was seconded by the House—yeas 
87, nays 72. . 

Mr. RENCHER called for the yeas and nays 
on ordering the main question; which were not 
ordered. 

Mr. HOPKINS moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the previous question was seconded; 


which motion was decided to the negative—yeas 


88, nays 93. 

The main question was then ordered to be put, 
without a division. 

Mr. PIERCE, of New Hampshire, moved that 
the House adjourn; which was lost. 

Mr. GRANGER called for the yeas and na 
on the main question, (being on ordering the 
bill and Pp to be engrossed;) which 
were ordered, and were—yeas 163, nays 44; as 
follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Adams, Chikon Allen, Heman Allen, 
Anihoay, Aahiey, Bailey, Bell, Bockee, Bond, Boon, Bor 
den, Boyd, Briggs, Buchanan, Bunch, Bynum, Jobn Cal- 
hoon, William B. Calhoun, Carr, Carter, Casey, Joba 


Chambers, Chaney, Chapman, Chapin, Childs, Nathaniel | 


H. Ctaiborne, Clark, Clevetand, Coanor, Corwin, Craig, 
Cramer, Cranc, Cushing, Dariington, Deberry, Deany, 
Dickerson, Doubleday, Evans, Everett, Forester, Fowler, 
French, Fry, Philo U. Futler, Galbraith, James Garland, 
Rice Garland, Granger, Grantiand, Graves, Grayson, Gren- 
nell, Griffin, Haley, Hannegan, Hard, Hardin, Harlan, 


Harper, Samuel 3. Harrison, Albert G. Harrison, Hawes, , 


Hawkins, Hazeliine, Henderson, Heister, Hoar, Hopkins, 
Howard, Howell, Hubley, Hunt, Huntsman, Ingersoll, 
Inghain, William Jacksou, Jabez Jackson, Janes, Jenifer, 
Joseph Johnson, Richard M. Johnson, Henry Johnson, 
John W. Jones, Benjamin Jones, Judson, Kilgore, Kin- 
nard, Lane, Laporie, Lawler, Lawrence, Lay, Thomas 
Lee, Luke Lea, Leonard, Lewis, Lincoln, Logan, Love, 
Lucas, Lyon, Job Mann, Martin, Moses Mason, Sampson 
Mazon, Maury, May, McCarty, McComas, McKennan, 
Mercer, Miller, Milligan, Montgomery, Morgan, Morris, 
Muhlenberg, Owens, Parker, Patterson, Patton, Dutce J. 
Pearce, James A. Pearce, Pettigrew, Pryton, Phelps, Phil- 
lips, Pickens, Potts, Reed, Reucher, John Reynolds, Joseph 
Reynolds, Ripley, Robertson, Russcil, Seymour, A ine 
Il. Sheppsrd, Sbields, Shinn, Slade, Smith, Spangler, 
Speight, Standefer, Storer, Sutherland, Taliferro, John 
Tnomzon, Toucey, Underwood, Vinton, Wagencr, Wash- 


eat Webster, White, Elisha Whittlesey, Thomas T. | 
e 


Whittlesey, Lewis Williams, and Sherrod Williams—163. 
NAYS8—Messrs. Ash, Barton, Beale, Bean, Beaumont, 


THA 


Brown, Buras, Cambreieng, Jobn F. H. Claiborne, Celes, | 


Cushman, Dromgoole, Fairfield, William K. Fuller, Gillet, 
Josep Hall, Hamer, Huntington, Jarvis, Cave Johnson, 
Lansing, Joshua Lee, Loyall, Abijab Mann, John Y. Mason, 
William Mason, McKay, McKeon, McKim, McLene, Page, 
Parks, Franklin Pierce, Teeny Roane, Rogers, Sickles, 
Taylor, ‘Thomas, Vanderpocl, Ward, Wardwell, Weeks, 
and Wise—44. 


So the bill was ordered to be engrogsed and | 


read a third time to-day. 

Mr. TOUCEY moved an adjournment; whica 
was lost. ` : 

The bill being on its passage, 

Mr. LOYALL called for the yeas and ha 
which were ordered, and were—yeas 155, nays 
38; as follows: a 


YEAS—Mesery. Adams, Chilton Allan, Heman Aften, 
Anthony, Ashley, Bailey, Bell, Bockee, Bond, Boon, Bor- 
den, Bovee, Boyd, Briggs, Bunch, Bynum. Jobn Calhoun, 
William B. Calhoun, Carr, Carter, Casey, John Chambers, 
Chaney, Chapman, Chapin, Childs, Nathaniel H. Clai- 
borac, Clark, Cleveland, Connor, Corwin, Craig, Cramer, 
Cranc, Cushing, Darlington, Deberry, Denny Dickerson, 
Doubleday, Evans, Everett, Forester, Fowler, French, Fry, 


z 


ys; 


| Grantland, Graves, Grayson, Grennell, Griffin, 
ių Haley, Hannegan, Hard, Hardin, Harlan, Samuel S. Har- 
‘| rison, Albert G. Harrison, Hawes, Hawkins, Hazeltine, 
‘| Henderson, Heister, Hoar, Hopkins, Howard, Howell, 
Hubley, Hunt, Huntsman, Ingersoll, Ingham, William 
Jackson, Jabez Jackson, Janes, Jenifer, Joseph Johnson, 
» John W. Jones, Benjamin Jones, Judson, Kilgore, Kin- 
nard, Lane, Laporte, Lawler, Lawrence, Lay, Thomas 
Lee, Luke Lea, Leonard, Lewis, Lincoln, Logan, Love, 
Lyon, Job Man, Martin, Mosea Maton, Sampson Mason, 
May, McCarty, McComas, McKennan, Mercer, Milter, 
Milligan, Montgomery, Morgan, Morris, Muhlenberg, Par- 
ker, Patterson, Patton, Dutee J. Pearce, James A. Pearce, 
Pettigrew, Peyton, Phelps, Phillips, Pickens, Potts, Reed, 


| Granger, 


Rencher, Joseph Reynolds, Ripley, Robertson, Russell, 
Augustine H. Shepperd, Shields, Shinn, Slade, Smith’ 


Spangler, Speight, Standefer, Storer, Sutherland, Taliafer- 
ro, John Thomson, Toucey, Underwood, Viaton, Wag- 
ener, Washington, Webster, White, Elisha Whittlesey, 
Thomas T. Whittlesey, Lewis Williams, and Sherrod 
Williams—~155. t 
NAYS—Messrs. Ash, Beale, Bean, Beaumont, Brown, 
Burns, John F. H. Claiborne, Coles, Cushman, Drom- 
gole, Fairfield, Wiliam K. Fuller, Gillet, Joseph Hall, 
amer, Jarvis, Cave Johnson, Lansing, Gideon Lee, Loy- 


ali, Abijah Mann, John Y. Mason, McKay, McKeon, | 


McKim, Parks, Franklin Pierce, Pinckney, Roane, Rogers, 


Sickles, Taylor, Thomas, Turrill, Vanderpoel, Ward, , 


Wardwell, and Wise—38. 

So the bill was passed. 

Mr. VANDERPOEL moved a reconsideration 
of the vote by which the bill amendatory of the 
act for the continuation of the Cumberland road 
was rejected; which motion was entered and lies 
over. 

: ` The House then adjourned, at nine o’clock, 
p.m. 


IN SENATE. 
Wepyespay, June 22, 1836. 


Mr. CLAYTON, from the Committee on the 
Judiciary, reported a joint resolution for the relief 
of Ezra Thurbur; which was read, and ordered 
to asecond reading. ‘ 

Messrs. TOMLINSON, LINN, and PREN- 
TISS, severally reported bills from the House, 


that had been referred to the Committee on Pen- i 


sions. 

Nr. TOMLINSON, from the Committee on 
Pensions, reported the bill from the House pro- 
viding for the payment of certain pensioners of 

; the United States at Dandridge, Tennessee, with 
amendments; which were read; and on motion 
_of Mr. T., the same having been. considered as 
in Committce of the Whole, and the amendments 
being agreed to, it was ordered to a third read- 
ing. f 

BILL INTRODUCED. 
Mr. KING, of Alabama, on leave, introduced a 


bill for the relief of Jubal B. Hancock; which was |! 


; twice read and referred. 
SPECIE CIRCULATION. 


The resolutions submitted by Mr. Bentos, 
directing the Secretary of the raet to inquire 
of the deposit banks, and other ban 
credit, whether, in the event of their continuing 
| or becoming the depositories of the public money, 


+ 


| they are willing to relinquish the circulation of . 


: notes less thay ten dollars, and to promote the 
| gold currency, was considered in its order. 

The resolution was oppo 
: ING of Ohio, WEBST k, and WALKER, and 
‘ supported by Messrs. BENTON, NILES, and 
MANGUM; and 


was, for the present, laid on the table. 


0. 


agreed t - 
A MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


sentatives, by Mr. FrawrLixN, theit Clerk, stating 
| that the House had passed the bill from the Sen- 
| ate toregulate the deposits of the public money, 


concurrence of the Senate. 
The amendment is as follows: 
Suike out the thirteenth section, 
of the following: : 
- Bec. 13. And be it farther enacted, That the money which 
shall be in the Treasury of the United States on the first day 


boty 


deposited with such of the several States, in proportion to 
their respective representation in the Senate and House of 
Representatives of the United States, as shall by laiv author- 
ize their treasurers, or the competent authorities, to receive 


CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


Philo C. Fuller, Galbraith, James Garland, Rice Garland, 


s of good |: 


sed by Messrs. EW- i 


“On motion of Mr. MANGUM, the resolution 


The other resolutions lying on the table were ` 
` -Å message was read from the House of Repre- : 
with an amendment, in which they request the `; 


and insert in lieu there- <i 


of January, 1837, reserving the sum of $5,000,000, shall be ` 


875 


the same on the terms hereinafter specified; and the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury shall deliverthe same tosuch Treas- 
urer, or other competent authorities, on receiving certifi- 
cates of deposit therefor, signed by such competent author- 
ities, in such form as may be prescribed by the Secretary 
aforesaid, which certificates shall express the usual and 
legal obligations, and shall pledge the faith of the State for 
the safe-keeping nnd repayment thereof, and shail pledge 
the faith of the States receiving the same to pay the said 
moneys and every part thereof, from time to time, whenever 
the same shall be required by the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury, for the purpose of defraying any wants of the public 
Treasury beyond the amount of the five millions aforesuid : 
Provided, That if any State declines to receive its propor- 
|| tion of the surplus aforesaid, on the terms before named, 
the same shall be deposited with the other States agreeing 
to accept the same on deposit, in the proportion aforesaid : 
And pravided further, That when said money, or any part 
thereof, shall be wanted by the said Secretary, to mect the 
appropriations made by law, the same shail be called forin 
_ Yatable proportions, within one year, as nearly as conve- 
: niently may be, from the different States with which the 
same is deposited, and shall not be called for in sums ex- 
- ceeding $10,000, from any one State, in any one month, 
without previous notice of thirty days for every additional 
sum of $20,000 which may at any time be required. sa 


Mr. CALHOUN moyed that the Senate con- 
cur in the amendment; and after some remarks 
from Messrs. WEBSTER, CLAY, MORRIS, 
BUCHANAN, CLAYTON, WHITE, CAL- 
Mo and BENTON, the amendment was con- 
curred in. 


LANDS TO ALABAMA., 


The amendment of the House to the bill of the 

Senate, to amend the act granting certain relin- 

uished and, unappropriated lands in the State of 

labama, for the improvement of the navigation 

of the Tennessee, Coosa, Cahawba, and Black 

: Warrior rivers, was considered; and. =: 

On motion of Mr. KING, of Alabama, that 

‘ the Senate concur therein, it was decided in the 
affirmative. : AE 

BILLS PASSED. 


The following bills were seyerally read the third 


time, and passed: e 
The bill for the rèlief of Henry Stoddard; 


the relief of the heirg of James 


The bill for the relief of George Gott and others; 
The bill for the relief of Abraham Forbes, R 
The bill in addition to the act- for the relief of 
issuing a land patent 
1 to Thomas B. Clark; ae l 
‘| other purposes; 
The bill to provide for the moral and religious 
of Louisiana; 
others; a i 
the relief of Ebenezer Phillips and 
The bill for the relief of John Almon and 


The bill for the relief of Jacob F. Walter; 
The bill for the relief’ of Charles M. Frazier; 
The bill for the relief of George Bender; 

spy in the late war; wot 
The bill for the relief.,of Thomas Cooper; 

: Jamey L. Cathcart; . ; 

‘| -Fhe bill to provide for the: 

|| : The bill regulating the terms of the superior 

li courts of the middle distyict,of Florida, and for 
The bill for 

Moore; 

i instructions of the Army of the United States; 
The bill confirming claims to lands in the State 
The bill for the relief of William P. Rathbone; 
The bill for the relief of Henry. Newman and 
The bill for 

others; i 
i George Woolsey; and 


The joint resolution referring the petition and 
papers of the heirs of Robert Fulton, deceased, 
to the Secretary of the .Navy, to report thereon 
to Congress. i . ca 

HOUSE BILLS. REFERRED. 


The following bills from the House w 
erally read twice, and referred: - À y 

The bill fór the relief of John McCarroll; 

The bill to grant to the New Orleans and Nashi 
ville Railroad Company the right of way through 
the public lands of the United States; and 
"The bill making appropriations for certain for- 
tifications of the United States for the year 1836. 


BUILDING FOR THE PATENT OFFICE, 


On motion of Mr. RUGGLES, the Senate took 
roviding for the construction of a 
suitable taildiog for the Patent Office, and ‘the 
game having been considered as in Committee of 
the Whole, it was ordered to a third reading. 
VETO MESSAGE. 


The Senate then took. up the message of the 


ere set- 


| up the bill 
| 
i 
if 
H 
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President of the United States, containing his 
objections the bill providing for the future 
meetings and adjournnents af Congress, the 
question being, “Shatl this bill bya majonty 
of two thirds, as required by the Constitution? 

A debate then ensued, consuming the greater 

rt of the day, in which Messrs. CLAYTON, 
PRESTON, WEBSTER, RIVES, BAYARD, 
LEIGH. CLAY, CUTHBERT, CALHOUN, 
and WALKER, took part; after which, 

On motion of Mr. CLAYTON, it was laid on 
the table. 


to-morrow. 
LAND BILL. 


The bill to appropriate, for a limited time, the 
roeeeds of the sales of the public lands of the 
Jnited States, and for granting land to certain 

States, was then taken up; the qacation being on 

its reference, either to the Committee of Wa rs 

ane Means, or to the Committee on Public Lands, 

7 with certain instructions, (which have been here- 
FLORIDA BANKS. tofore given at length in the columns of the 

On motion of Mr. WEBSTER, the Senate took Globe.) 

up the bill to disapprove and annul certain acts Mr. HAWES moved to lay the bill 6 the 

of the Territorial Legislature of Florida, (grant- table. 

ing bank charters,) and for other purposes; and Mr. BOND asked for the yeas and nays; which 

afer some remarks from Messrs. WEBSTER were ordered; and were—yeas 104, nays 85; as 


and HUBBARD, the bill was ordered to be en- follows: 
grossed for a third reading. YEAS—Meters.Ash, Beale, Bockec, Boon, Borden, Boal- 
din, Boyd, Brown, Barns, By nam Cambreleng, Care, Casey, 


TERRITORIAL LAWS OF FLORIDA. 


The joint resolution respecting certain acts of 
the Territorial Legislature of Florida was also, 
afier some remarks from Messrs. WEBSTER 
and HUBBARD, ordered to be engrossed fora 
third reading. 

After the consideration of executive business, 

The Senate adjourned. 


Chaney, Chapman, Chapin, Cleveland, Coles, Connor, 
Craig, Cramer, Cushman, Diekerson, Doubleday, Drom- 
goale, Dunlap, Fairticid, Farlan, Powter, Fry, William K. 
Fuller, James Garland, Gillet, Grandand, Grayson, Haley, 
Josepi Hail, Albert G. Harrison, Hawes, flawkins, Haynes, 
Hopkins, Howard, Huntington, Huntsinan, Ingham, Wil- 
liam Jackson, Jabez Jackson, Jarvis, Joseph Jolmson, 
Cave Johnson, Bichard M. Johnson, John W. Jones, Ben- 
jamin Jones, Judson, Kilgore, Lasing, Lawler, Gideon 
Lee, Joshua Lee, Thomas Lee, Leonard, Logan, Loyal, 
Lucas, Lyon, Martin, John Y. Mason, Moses Mason, Wil- 
liam Mason, May, McKeon, McKim, McLene, Milter, 
Montgomery, Moore, Morgan, Mublenberg, Page, Patter- 
son, Patton, Dutee J. Pearce, Franklin Pierce, Phetps, 
Pinckney, John Reynolds, Joseph Reynolds, Roanc, Sey- 
mour, Shields, Shinn, Siekles, Smith, Speight, Sutherland, 
Taylor, John ‘Thomson, Toucey, Towns, Ward, Wardwell, 
Webster, and Thomas T. Whittlesey —104. 
NAYS—Messrs. Adams, Chilton Allan, Heman Allen, 
Anthony Bond; Brie¢:, Buchanan, Benth, Jonn Umhoon, 
tas i iNiam B. Calboun. Carter, Childs, Nathaniel! H. Claiborne, 
Union, and ordered to be printed. John F. Il. Claiborne, Clark, Corwin, Crane, Cushing, 
ORDER OF BUSINESS. Darlington, Deberry, Denny, Dickson, Everett, Forester, 
J French, Rice Garland, Granger, Graves, Grennell, Hard, 
Mr. SUTHERLAND moved a suspension of Hardin, Haran, Harper, Hazeltine, Henderson, Heister, 


e e of offering the followin Hoar, Howell, Hubley, Hunt, Ingersoll, Janes, Jenifer 
ee the purpos of off g 8 Henry Johnson, Kianard, Lane, Laporte, Lawrenee, Lay, 


: Luke Lea, Lincoln, Love, Job Mann, Sampson Mason, 
Rewlved, That this House will proceed to the considera- Maury, McCarty, McKay, McKennan, Mercer, Milligan, 
tion of the barbor bill, the light-house bill, and the bill in 


} Morris, Parker, James A. Pearce, Pettigrew, Peyton, 
relation to the Cumbertand road, at twelve o'clock this Philips, Potts, Recd, Rencher, Robertson, Russetl, William 
day, and continue in the consideration thereof till dis- 


d B. She rd, Augustine H. B rd, Slade, Spangler, 
posed of. 


Standefer, Storer, Taliaferro, Underwood, Vinton, White, 
Mr. S. asked for the yeas and nays on the mo- Ei ha Whittlesey; Lewis Williams, Sherrod Wilhaiis, and 
ion; which were ordered. ; A 
Mec. GRAVES moved totnchide the bil forthe -SO the bill was laid on the table: ~. 
rchase of the stock in the Louisville and Port- Mr. HANNEGAN said, as he was nesigentally 
Pind canal; which was lost without a count. out of his seat at the moment his name was called, 
Mr. CLAIBORNE, of Mississippi, moved to he asked the consent of the House to record his 
include the bill to reduee and graduate the price name in the affirmative, but it was objected to. 
of the public lands; which was lost. DISTRICT BANKS. 
Mr. JARVIS moved to include all the public | ph A . 
‘ . é ae e next was a bill from the Senate entitled 
ai a aa the Committee on Naval Affairs; “An act to extend the charters of certain banks 
Mr. CAMBRELENG moved to include the in the District of Columbia, and for other pur- 
bill making appropriations for carrying into effect | 


certain Indian treaties, and asked forthe yeasand | opn banks: and by 


nays; whieh were ordered. | mittee for the District of Columbia, when, the 
’ $ 
Ir. WILLIAMS, of Kentucky, moved to lay latter motion prevailing, the bill was referred to 


the whole subject on the table. : : Fanart 
Mr. LAWRENCE asked for the yeas and . the Committee for the District. 
RECRUITS FOR THE ARMY. 


nays; which being ordered, Mr. WituiaMs with- || 
The Senate bill entitled ‘*An act to increase the 


drew his amendment. 
resent military establishment of the United 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
W epnespar, June 22, 1836. 


Mr. ADAMS, on leave, presented the protest 
of certain Cherokee chiefs against the treaty 
made with that tribe; which was committed to 
the Committee of the Whole on the state of the 


Mr. Pincuney, to refer to the select committee 


The question was taken on Mr. Camprecenc’s 
amendment; and it was agreed to by a vote of 108 . 
to 79. | : Nar : 

Mr. FÄINFIELD moved do inchide me: Sen: | C Mite on Miliary Afaire 

ate bill making appropriations for the collection | REORGANIZATION OF THE POST OFFICE. 
of materials, and the purchase of sites, to com- | The House bill entitled “An act to change the 
mence the construction of certain fortifications; || organization of the Post Office Department, and 
which was lost. l .. to provide more effectually for the settlement of 
A Mr. HARLAN moved to lay the whole sub- the accounts thereof,” returned from the Senate 
ject on the table. il with various amendments, was, on motion of 

Mr. VINTON suggested that the better mode | Mr. CONNOR, referred to the Committee on the 
would be to go into the Committce of the Whole : Post Office and Post Roads. 
on the state of the Union, where a majority would ; , 
have the control of the business. : BILLS PASSED. 

Mr. HARLAN withdrew his motion; and the — , The following engrossed bills were read a third 
question being taken on the resolution as , time and passed: _ 
amended, it was deeided in the affirmative bya _ The actin relation to a grant of land to the 
vote of two thirds—ycas 141, nays 49. : State of Alabama, for the improvement of the 

On motion of Mr. VINTON, the House pro- | Tennessec, Coosa, Cahawba, and Black Warrior 


ceeded to the aT aei , 
ORDERS OF THE DAY. te are the relief of John McCarroll, Jr.; 


| 
The bill amendatory of the act for the contin- l 


nation of the Cumberland road, (rejected on aii ion at the navy-yard at Philadelphia 


AL’ OLOBE. 


>s. Two motions were pending, viz: by - 


Mr. Evans, torcfer to the Come | 


tates,’? was read twice, and committed to the |: 


The bill to complete a store-ship in construc- |' 


3 z at a a a i e Eie o T ae a oa a 
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' ginia. 


RIVERS AND HARBORS. 


The Hotise then proceeded to the execution of 
the special order, and went into Committee of 
the Whole on the state of the Union, (Mr. Lin- 
cotn in the chair,) and took up the bill muking 
additional appropriations for the Delaware break- 
water, and for certain harbors, and removing ob- 
structions in,and atthe mouths of, certain rivers, 
and for other purposes, for [836. : 

The bill having been read, was taken up by 
aéctions. 

Mr. SMITH entered into a succinet explana- 
tion in relation to the first clause, appropriating 
$100,000 for continuing the Delaware break water, 
and gave some reasons why the item should be 
increased, though he himself did not design to 
make a motidn to that effect. 

Mr. HARPER then moved to increase the 
item to $120,000; which was lost. 

Mr. HAWES moved to strike out the follow- 
ing clause: 

For continuing the improvement of the navigation of 
the Hudson river above and below Albany, in the Stme of 
New York, $200,000, to be expended according to the plan 
and estimates recominénded by the Secretary of War. 

Mr. HAWES said, when the first appropriation 
was made it was distinctly asserted that the whole 
cost would notexceed at the most 570,000, though 
Mr. H. said, at the time, that it’ would be but 
an entering wedge for larger calls upon the Gov- 
ernment. He was further convinced that the 
Hudson river, at this point, did not dome within 
the principles of the rule by which the Fedcral 
Government was authorized to expend the public 
money for works of internal improvement. 

Mr. PEARCE, of Rhode Isiand, supported the 
clause, and went on to show that the work in 
question was purely of a national character. 

After some remarks from Messrs. HUNT, 
MERCER, EVANS, SMITH, and VANDER- 


POEL, 

Mr. CARTER moved to amend the clause by 
appropriating the sum of $100,000 to continue the 
improvement commenced at the Muscle Shoals 

: by the Government of the United States, in the 
State of Alabama, up the Tenneasec and Holston 
rivers to Kingsport, in Tennessee. 

After some remarks from Messrs. CARTER, 
PEYTON, SPEIGHT, SMITH, EVANS, 
SOUTHARD, DUNLAP, and WISE, 

The House took the usual recess. 


EVENING SESSION. 

The following bills from the Senate were, by 
general consent, severally rend twice and appro- 
priately referred: 

An act for the relief of Thomas Cooper; 

An act to provide for issuing a land patent to 
Thomas B. Clarke; 

An act additional to the act for the relief of 
James L. Cathcart; 

An act regulating the terme of the superior 
courts of the middle district of Florida, and for 

other purposes; 
An act for the relief of the heirs of James 
Moore; 

An act to provide for the moral and religious 

nstruction of the Army of the United States; 
An art confirming the claims to land in the 
tate of Louisiana; 

ra act for the relief of William B. Rathbone; 
an 

An act for the relief of Henry Newman, and 
others. 

RIVERS AND HARBORS=~AGAIN. 


The House then went into Committee of the 

Whole again, and resumed the consideration of 

| the aes (as stated at the close of the mor 
| proceedings of yesterday) appropriating $200, 

i for Hudson eF R or Mr. 
Carrer to appropriate $100,000 for the Muscle 
Shoals. P 
| Mr. WISE concluded his remarks in opposi- 
‘tion to the principles of the bill passed yesterday 

: in relation to the deposit of the public moncy. 
Mr. PEYTON followed in support of the gen» 
‘eral principles of that bill. 
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Mr. WISE briefly rejoined to the latter gentle- 
man, 

The debate was continued by Mr. MANN of 
New York. 

Mr. HAYNES raised the point of order on 
the character of the debate. He said he wascom- 
pelled to be absent last night from indisposition, 
and he was informed that the Senate deposit bill 
had been d. He wished to know if he had 
been misinformed; because, if not, a discussion 
upon a bill already passed must be out of order. 

Mr. MANN said a few words more in reply 
ta some remarks of Mr. Wise, when the debate 
proceeded on the pendiag question by that gen- 
tleman. , 

Mr. CARTER then modified his amendment, 
by inserting a provision at the end, making 


Kingsport, Sullivan county, Tennessee, a port 


of entry; and 


After some remarks from Messrs. PEYTON 


and TORRILL, the amendment wag rejected. 
Mr. McKAY then moved to reduce the appro- 
priation to §100,000, on the ground that that was 
as much as could be expended during the work- 
ing season. k 
Mr. SMITH said a few words in opposition 
to the motion; when it was rejected. 


Mr. PARKER moved to strike out the words, ' 


* above, and,’’ so as to restrict the expenditure 
below Albany. 
Mr.GILLET said, if he understood the amend- 


ment of his friend from New Jersey, [Mr. Par- . 


KER,] his object was to limit the improvements 
in the Hudson river to that portion of it which 
is below the city of Albany. That gentleman 
seemcd to suppose, that public considerations 
did not require the improvement proposed between 
Troy and Albany. The fact stated as the ground 
of his opinion was, that the great New York 
canal terminated at the city of Albany. It is 
true that this canal is continued on the western 
bank of the river to the city of Albany. But he 
believed it also true, that there was a communi- 
cation from it to the city of Troy. 
furtherstatc thatthe Champlain or Northern canal, 


He would | 


which is of such great importance to the northern , 
part of the State and to the State of Vermont, | 


terminates nearly opposite Troy. That city car- 
ries ona large business on each of the canals. The 
business men of that city arc extensively engaged 
in business which requires them to 
Troy on the Hudson to New York. 


ss from. 
he failure . 


to improve the river between Troy and Albany ; 


would give the latter place an advantage grow- 


ing out of our legislation. He was_confident 
this was not desired by amy person. 
on the same footing, so far as you legislate, and 
leave to natural causes and the enterprise of each 
to decide the question of superiority, The natural 
rivalry between these cities would be beneficial | 
to the country. If, by any act of ours, the one. 
receives a favor not given to the other, you de- 


Place each | 


stroy competition, and place business within the | 


control of the favored city. 
in hand, and ell wijil be satisfied. 


Let them go hand : 


As he observed many around him who were ' 


not in the last Congress, and who may not be ac- 

ainted with the history of former legislation on 
this subject, he wished to occupy the attention 
of the House for amoment to make a brief state- 


ment of facts. Ata session of the Twenty-Sec- , 
ond Congress, a bill passed both Houses of | 
Congress, containing, among other appropria- | 
tions, one for the improvement of the navigation | 


of the Hudson river. — 
what committee that bill emanated, but it was 


fair to presume that jt was properly considered |, 
l! Mr, GARLAND, of Louisiana, moved to 


by a standing committee and by both Houses of 
Congress. This bill, owing to other items in it, 
failed to receive the signature of the President, 
and consequently did not become a law. : 
At the first session of the last Congress, a 
member of the Committee on Commerce, from 
the eity of New York, [Mr. Szvpen,] reported a 
separate bill on this subject, which passed both 


37 


He could not say from | 


| tọ the above clause, to strike out “ Pittsburg, 


l 


Vorume 3....No. 37. 


Houses, and became a law. Consequently, this 
; cannot be considered a new work; and, under the 
usual course of business here, it is properly 
within the jurisdiction of the Committee of Ways 
and Means, who reported this bill. We have 
evidence before us that more money is needed for 
this work, in which several States are interested. 
It must be known to all, that every State and 
Territory touching the western lakes is deeply 
interested in this work. So is Vermont, It is 
also conceded that it is not excluded by the prin- 
ciples of the celebrated veto message. The ques- 
tion is, shall we continue the improvement or 
abandon it? If any work of this kind is ever to 


be carried on by the General Government, cer- : 


tainly this should be continued. In his opinion, 
the amendmeat should not be agreed to, but the 
section should be adopted as it now stands. 

After a few words from Mr. PARKER, the 
amendment was rejected, 

The motion to strike out the whole clause was 
then lost. 

Mr. HAWES then moved to amend the clause, 
by striking out the sum of $20,000, and inserting, 
in lieu thercof, the sum of $151,504 10, and to add 
at the end, ‘‘ for the completion of the improve- 
ments of the Hudson river,’’ and proceeded to 
assign at length his reasons for the motion, which 
was the balance of the sum, after the $70,000 
appropriated Jast year. The cost of the work was 
originally estimated at ¢221,504 10. 

The amendment of Mr. Hawes was then re- 
jected—ycas 47, nays 79. 

Mr. ASHLEY then moved to amend the 
amendment by inserting at the end of it the fol- 
lowing: “in such manner, and by the removal of 
such obstructions, as the Secretary of War shall 
direct; which was agreed to. 

After a few remarks by Messrs. SMITH and 
VINTON, 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Tennessee, moved that the 
committee rise; which was lost. 

After a few remarks by Mr. DENNY, the 


question was taken on Mr. Vinrow’s amendment | 


as amended; which was agreed to. 


` ment of Cumberland river in Kentucky 


now in the possession of the gentleman from 
Maine, [Mr. Smiru,] who, as a member of the 
Committee of Ways and Means, has the bill in. 
charge; which was lost. 

Mr. CLAIBORNE, of Mississippi, then offered 
the following; which was lost: 

And be it further enacted, That the sum of $20,000 be, 
and is hereby, appropriated for the improvement of the nav- 
igation of the Tombigbce river, in the States of Alabama 
and Mississippi, and the sum of $10,000 for the improve- 
ment of that part of the Mississippi river known as the 
Yazoo Pass. : 

Mr. GRAVES moved an amendment to appro- 
priate $750,000 for the purchase of the private 
stock in the Louisville and Portland canal; which 
was lost. : 

Mr. CARTER movedan amendment to 
priate $150,000 to connect the Hiw. 
rivers; which was lost. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD moved an amendment ta 
eppropriate $6,000 for the construction of coffer 
dams on Green Barren river; which was lost. 

_ Mr. CHAPIN offered an amendment for the 
improvement of Port bay, New York, $10,000; 
which was lost. 
_ Mr. ASHLEY offered an amendment for the 
improvement of St. Francis river, $30,000; which 
was lost. i 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Kentucky, moved to: 
strike out the clause t‘ for continuing the improve- 
and 
Tennessee, $39,000,” and insert, *‘ for continuing” 
the improvement of Cumberland river, beginning. 


appro- 
asse and Coosa 


' at the mouth of Laurel, which is hereby declared 


Mr. MARTIN then moved an amendment ap- | 


propriating $20,000 for the improvement of Ten- 
nessee river, at Muscle Shoals; which was lost. 
Mr. VINTON moved to strike out the clause 


s for continuing the improvement of the naviga- | 
5. lga- | 


tion of the Ohio and Mississippi rivers, from 
Pittsburg, Pennsylvania, to New Orleans, Louis- 
jana, and from the mouth of the Ohio to the 
mouth of the Missouri river, $110,000;” andin- 
sert, “for the improvement of the Ohio river, 


from Pittsburg to the falls, $50,000; for the | 
Mississippi and Ohio, below the falls, $50,000; ; 
and for the improvement of the Mississippi and i! 


Missouri, above the mouth of the Ohio, $30,000.’ 
After same remarks by Mr. VINTON, 


Mr. ASHLEY moved to amend the amendment | 


by increasing the appropriation for the improve- 
ment of the Mississippi and Missouri rivers, above 
the mouth of the Ohio, to $50,000; which was 
lost. . E 

Mr. HAWES then offered an amendment 
Pennsylvania,” and insert “ Louisville,” and 
strike out “$110,000,” and insert “ §75,000;” 
which was lost. 

Mr. SMITH moved to amend the clause ‘‘for 
continuing the removal of obstructions in Red 
river, Louisiana, and Territory of Arkansas, 
$40,800,” y making an additional appropriation 
of $15,000 for the construction of a steamboat, 
: and $15,000 for the support of the same; which 
was lost. 


amend the amendment, so as to increase the ap- 
propriation to $100,000 for the purpose of con- 
_tinuing the improvements to „thc navigation of 
' Red river, constructing a steamboat to be used in 
| keeping the river open, and continuing the work.. 
| This (he stated) was in conformity with the esti- 
| matesand recommendations fromthe Department, 


a poner entry;’? which was rejected—yeas 17, 
nays 99. 

Mr. BOYD moved to amend the clause “for 
continuing the improvement of the Cumberland 
river in Kentucky and Tennessee, $30,000,” by 
inserting, after the word “ Tennessee,’’ the words, 
“commencing at its mouth;’’ which was lost. . 

Mr. HAWES moved to strike out the clause 


ii “for continuing the removal of obstructions in 


the Chipola river, in the Territory of Florida, 
#4,000;°? which was lost. EA 
Mr. SMITH moved an amendment “ for cọm- 
leting improvements between the rivers St. 
ary’s and St., John’s, $5,000; which was 
agreed to. 
Mr. HAWES moved to strike out the follow- 
ing: ‘‘ For continuing the removal of obstructions 
in, and improving the navigation of, the Escam- 


| bia river, in the Territory of Florida, $5,500;"" 


which was lost. 

Mr. CORWIN offered an amendment ‘to ap- 
propriate $25,000 for incidental expenses attend- 
ing future surveys; which was lost. 

Mr. ROBERTSON offered an amendment to 
provide for the removal of obstructions in James 
river, below Richmond, $50,000; which was lost. 

Mr. STORER moved to amend the clause ‘‘ for 
the further improvements at the mouth of Huron 
river, $4,300,” by inserting, after the word 
“ river,” the words, ‘‘in the State of Oħio;” 


: which was lost. 


The bill having been read through, on motion 


of Mr. SMITH, the committee rose, and 


The House then adjourned. 


IN SENATE. 
- PTuorspar, June 23, 1836. 

The CHAIR communicated a report from ‘the 
Department of State, transmitting, in compliance 
with the resolution of the Senate.of the 26th of 
May last, copies of all: the..aste that hgve been 
passed by the Territorial Legielatsare of Florida, 
granting charters to banking and other corpora- 
tions; which was laid on the table. 

REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 


Mr. CLAY, from the Committee om Foreign 
Relations, to which had been referred the corre- 
spondence that had taken place between the 
partment of ‘State and the British Government 
relative to the settlement of the northeastern 


z 
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a report thereon, recommending 

dence. 
dingly ordered; , 


boundary, made a 
the publication of the correspon 
The publication was theh accor 


d 
on motion of Mr. SHEPLEY, three thousand 
ordered to be printed. 


additional copies were nic 
Messrs. TALLMADGE, PRENTISS, and ` 
TOMLINSON, severally reported, without 


amendment, bills from the House that had been 
referred to the Pension Committee. 


PATENT TO JOSEPH GRANT. 


On motionof Mr. KNIGHT, the bill to extend 
the patent right of Joseph Grant, for making hat 
bodies, was taken up. 

. Mr. K. advocated the bill, 
Messrs. WALL and NILES opposed it; after 


which it was laid on the table. 
HOURS OF MEETING. 
Mr. SOUTHARD submitted a resolution pro- 


viding for the meetings of the Senate, for the re- 
mainder of the session, at ten o’clock, a. m., and 
that the Senate take a recess from two to four 
o'clock. 

Mr. KING, of Alabama, said he had no objec- 
tion to mecting at ten o’clock, but he objected to. 
the recess, and therefore asked for a division of 
the question. | ; Bln 

“Mr. PRESTON also opposed the recess. 
“Mr. WEBSTER moved to lay the resolution 
on the table; which was carried. 


BILLS PASSED. 
The following bills were severally read the 
third time, and passed: - ` 
The bill for the relief of William Bowman; 

i The bill to provide for paying certain pension- 
ers of the United States at Pulaski and Dandridge, 
in the State of Tennessee; ; 

The bill to disapprove and annul certain acts 
of the Territorial Legislature of Florida, and for- 
other purposes; ' 


The bill for the relief of Parker Chase; i 


The bill for the relief of Larned Swallow; 

The bill to authorize the Washington County 
Turnpike Company, in the State of Missouri, to 
construct a road through the public lands; and `` 

_ The bill for the relief of the legal representa- 
tives of James Bell, or of Margaret Bell, deceased.’ 


BUILDING FOR PATENT OFFICE. 


‘The bill for providing a building for the accom- 
modation of the Patent Office came up on its third 
reading. 


Messrs. CLAY and CLAYTON opposed the | 


pale considering the appropriation ($108,000) too 
‘Str. RUGGLES supported the bill, showing | 
the urgent necessity there was for having a build- | 
ing for the great number of models and valuable 
improvements which were now obliged to be kept 
in the garrets, cellars, and passages of the build- 
ing where the Patent Office is now kept. Con- 
sidering, too, the extent of the accommodations , 
required, and the quantity of fixtures and furni- ` 
ture to be purchased, the appropriation was. not . 
tao much. T 

Mr. CLAYTON moved to lay the bill on the. 
table, and the motion was carried by the follow-. 
ing vete: , AN Oe - 

YEAS—Messrs. Bayard, Black, Brown, Clay. Claytony 
Crittenden, Cythbert, Davis, Goldsborough, Hendricks, 
Kent, a ar Georgia, Pam t, Leigh, Mangum, Morris, 
Porter, Robbins, Swiit, and White—2v. 

NAYS—Messrs. Benton, Calhoun, Ewing of Ohio, Hub- 
bard, Kingof Alabama, Linn, Moore, Nicholas, Niles, Pren- ` 
tiss, Preston, Robinson, Ruggles, Shepley, Tipton, Walker, 
Wall, and Webster—18. 


SALES OF THE PUBLIC LANDS. 


Mr. EWING, of Ohio, moved to take up the 
bill to change the mode of conducting the sales 
of the public lands. po he 

Mr. BLACK opposed the motion; and it was 
carried— yeas 23, nays 17; as follows: 
“YEAS—Messrd. Bayard, Buchanan, Clay, Clayton, Crit- 


tenden, Davis, Ewing of Ottie, Goldsbotough, Hubbard, |: 


Kent, King of Georgia, Knight, Leigh, Mangum, Moore, 
Prentiss, ‘Preston, ‘Robbing, Ruggles, Shepley, Southard, 
Switt, Tomlinson, and Webster —23. = y; Er ga 
NAYS—-Maeasrs. Benton, Biack, Brownu, Hendricks, King 
of Alabama, Linn, Morris, Nicholas, Niles, Page, Porter, 
Rebinsan, Tipton, Walker, Wall, W-hite,and Wright—-17. 


Mr. EWING, of Ohio, explarned the nature 
and objects of the bill which, for the purpose of 


and Army, for the 
' and, in short, for everything but for the sales of 
' the lands. 


some amen 
were agreed to. 

Mr. WALKER then moved the indefinite post- 
ponement of the bill. f ; 
Mr. CALHOUN said that this motion was in- 
tended to defeat the bill; butens it was a measure 
of considerable importance, he hoped it would 
not be thrown aside without some- discussiðni | 
He would be glad to hear the arguments for and 
against it before he gave his vote. 

Mr. PORTER was perfectly willing to allow 


_ gentlemen an opportunity of perfecting the details 
' of the bill, and he therefore hoped the Senator 


from Mississippi would withdraw the motion. 
He was satisfied, however, that more frauds: 
would be practiced under the provisions of this 
bill than under the present practice. ; 

Mr. PRESTON feared that tho bill could not 
accomplish the object intended. ‘There was-‘more 
danger of frauds being practiced:in secrecy then 
when the bids were open and in the presence of 
hundreds. He had heard frequent complaints of 
frauds in the land offices, of which he professed | 
to know nothing; but he thought that this bill 
would offer strong temptation to such frauds. 

Mr. EWING said that he had bestowed much | 
pains and labor in the consideration of the sub- 
ject, and, in common with the committee; had | 
come to the conclusion that this was the only plan 
that could be adopted to prevent violence, if not 
frauds, at the public land sales. Mr. E., in the 


and violence used at the public land sales to pre- ` 
vent honest bids, and gave a history of the manner 
in which frauds of great extent had been success- 

_ fully perpetrated. Mr.’ E. also explained at full | 
length the manner in which the provisions of this 


: chased the farm in the 


“June 23, 


caleulably greater extent than had ever hereto- 
fore been alleged to have taken place. He had 
attended afew land sales in Mississippi, and he- 


` most solemnly believed that no frauds or violence 


had ever taken place at the sales there; he had 
seen none, and had heard of none. If violence 
would ever be perpetrated under the present sys- 
tem, it-would only be where the speculator pur- 
ossession of the honest 
cultivator, and deprived him of a home for his, 
wife and children, and he had never heard of but 
one case of that kind. ` Among his various objec- 
tions to the bill, Mr. W. referred to the strong 
temptations that it offered to the public officers. 
If it took effect, they must (he said) place arch- 
angels in the land offices instead of men, or they. 
would violate that precept of holy writ, “lead 
us not into temptation.” Of the whole one huni 
dred and fourteen registers and receivers, if only 
two villains should be among theni, they could 


‘make such a scene of fraud and violence as never 


was before heard of. It would give the whole 


' control of the land offices to the registers and 
' receivers, and the sales must depend on their 


honesty. A steanzer temptation to villainy could 


| not be presented to the cupidity of man. Mr. 


i course of his remarks, described the combinations | 


! bill would operate in preventing frauds, violence, © 


- and combinations, and argued to show that it, 
would amply guard against the evils that now 
| existed. Sealed bids (he said) were made in rela-" 
| tion to every public contract exeept for the public 
| lands—forthe post office, for supplies for the Navy, 
letting of contracts for roads,’ ' 


Mr. LINN said that, as much had been said as 

to frauds in the public lands, he wished to inquire 

- particularly of the chairman, whether any frauds 

had been alleged to have been committed in Mis- 

souri? 

Mr. EWING replicd that there was no doubt 

but that a great number of frauds had been per- 

etrated at the land sales; but he could not say 

i that there were any charges that frauds had been | 

, committed in Missouri particularly. ' 

Mr. LINN said his object was to have: the |; 

| skirts of Missouri cleared of any imputations that ° 

_ might indirectly rest upon her in consequence of ; 
ithe frauds that had been alleged to have taken 

| place in the public land sales. He had traveled 

‘much through Missouri, and he had never heard || 


‘ bly for the actual settler. 


W. took an extended. view of the process of 
secret bids, and described the powers of-the- 
registers and receivers over them, and showed 
the various modes by which the laws might be 
evaded, violated, and set aside, and no human 
beings but the registers and receivers, and the 
few interested with them, having the shghtest 
knowledge of their proceedings. 

Mr. KING, of Alabama, was fully aware that 


the Committee on Public Lands had reported: 


this bill with a sincere desire to guard against the 
various frauds at the public land sales which he 
had very little doubt had been perpetrated. He. 
did believe that it was possible to devise some” 
mode by which these frauds might be guarded 
against, and that they might dispose of the lands 
beneficially to the settler, and beneficially to the 
Government, without the corrupting influence of 
those speculations and frauds that had heretofore 
existed. He had looked into the bill with a sin- 
cere desire to find that it was calculated to accom- 


: plish the object in view; but, after `a: careful ex- 
` amination, he was constrained to believe thatit 


would open the door to greater frauds than had 
ever yet been perpetrated; that, under its opera- 
tion, they would get less money for the lands, 
and that it would give great facilities to the spec- 
ulating tribe, while it would operate less favora- 
Mr. K. described the 
manner in which the combinations of sagacious 
and wealthy capitalists prevented a fair competi- 
tion from those who wished to purchase for actual 


settlement, and contended that they would have 
: still’ greater ‘facilities under the present bill. 


| of- frauds and combinations there, and he felt | 


‘ warranted in saying that none had ever existed. 
' Perhaps, if gentlemen from the other new States |, 
: would rise and ask the same question from the i: 
' chairman, similar answers to that given in re- `. 
: lation to Missouri might be received, and thus 


+) the frauds so much magnified might be.narrowed |; 


| down to a very small compass. He would sug- 
| gest to the Senator from Ohio, who took so deep ; 
| an interest in the public lands, that the best way | 
to prevent frauds and combinations would be to I 
abolish the present land system altogether, and | 
reserve the public domain in the valley of the |: 
Mississippi for the purpose of making it an ‘| 
asylum for the poor man of every country in the `| 
world who may be disposed to go there and ċulti- | 
_ vate the soil for an honest support. i ' 
: Mri WALKER said that he had wished that” 
: the consideration of this, subject might be post- 

poned until the next session of Congress, when | 
the subject might be more maturely considered, ` 

and some measure devised more calculated to | 
effect the object in view than the one before them, 
Mr. W. entered at length into the various objec- | 
: tions he had to the bill, and supported them with : 
‘an argument of considerable force and ability. i 
The abolishment of the present auction system, i 


Among his other objections, he said that, if this 
system took effect, a general suspicion would 
necessarily be excited against the registers and 
receivers, no matter whether they conducted the 
sales fairly or otherwise. He was perfectly con- 
vinced, that to adopt this plan. would work 
greater evils than at present existed. He would 
be glad, therefore, if the honorable chairman of 
the Committee on Public Lands would consent 
to let it rest until the next session, and that they 
would then take it up with a sincere desire of 
doing something—an object that they all had at 
heart—to cure the evils existing in the present 
system. ` 

“Mr. HENDRICKS rose te repudiate the alle- 
gations of frauds, so far as they relate to the 
State of Indiana. He was convinced, from cor- 


| rect information, that none have ever been _ prac- 
i ticed there. Mr. H.'then stated his objections to’ 


the bill, believing that it would occasion more’ 
frauds and combinations than had yet been com-; 
plained of, and concluding’ by moving to lay the. 
bilt on the table. ie 
Mr. EWING then requested Mr. Henpricks- 


' tö withdraw his motion; which ‘was consented 
: to; and Messrs. EWING and PORTER sever- 


ally addressed the Cha 


ir in continuation of their 
arguments. oy a 


he knew that the committee |" 
had been attentively considering this subject, and | 
that they had been assisted by the coöperation 
of the Commissioner of the General Land Office, 
and that, after much pains and labor, they had 
agreed on a system which, though it might not 
be perfect, was yet calculated to do much good. 
What were the evils complained of under the 
present system? Fraud and violence. Gentle- 
men might get up and deny that there had been 
any; yet they spoke only of their own belief as 
to what had taken place in their respective States. 
But this fraud and violence had not been charged 
against any one State in particular; but the charge 
had been general; and that fraud and violence had 
existed toan alarming degree in relation tothe pub- 
lic land sales, there was scarcely room to doubt. 
They had abundant evidence on their tables to 
satisfy any one on that head. His friend from 
Louisiana knew that the frauds with regard to 
preémpuons in that State had been so great that 
the Government had thought proper to make 
them the subject of a special communication to 
the Legislature. It was in vain to deny the ex- 
istence of combinations and frauds. These might 
not be perpetrated by individuals in the State 
where the land sales were, but by combined bands 
of wealthy individuale coming from other quar- 
ters. Mr. C. went on at length in support of the 
bill, contending that it was the best measure that 
could be desired to cure the evils existing in the 
present system. 

Mr. ROBINSON was not so much opposed to 
this bill as some gentlemen who had addressed 
the Senate on the subject; but still, believing it 
to be exceedingly imperfect and liable to strong 
objections, he must vote against it. He had 
risen, however, not to enter into an argument on 
the merits of the bill, but to say a word or two as 
to the violence that had been committed at one of 
the sales in his: State. This violence had been 
confined to cases where the actual settler and cul- 
tivator was anxious to procure the lahd which he 
cultivated. Combinations for this purpose had 
occurred. The settlers in that district met some 
days previous to the sale, and selected a commit- 
tee of respectable persons to investigate the sub- 
ject. This committee examined into the case of 
each bona fide settler, and all such as they found 
embraced in that description they determined 
should have their lands, determining that they 
would cry “preemption,” whenever the settle- 
ment of such person was offered for sale, and 
prevent any one else from bidding for it. Where 
there Was not an actual settlement and cultivation, 
nothing of this kird had taken place. So strong 
was the feeling on thia subject in his State, that 
he doubted very mach, if a stranger were to go 
into any neighborhood and purchase the land of 
an actual settler, whether he would be permitted 
to remain there. He believed that violence had | 
never been committed at the land sales in his 
State to prevent fair competition, but only to 
prevent the speculator from getting the home of 
the actual settler and cultivator. Combinations | 
of speculators were generaliy composed of non- 
residents, as those in the States where the sales: 
took place had not the funds for such purposes. 

1f this bill would accomplish the object in view, 
and put down combinations, he would with great 
pleasure vote for it; but from all the examina- 
tion he had given to the subject, he was: con- 
vinced that it would add to, rather thandiminish, ` 
the present evils. One word as to these frauds. 
He was satisfied that they had been much over- : 
rated, and that the principal frauds arose from 
the preémption floats. 

Mr. MORRIS differed with his colleague as to 
the principles on which the bill wasbased. His 
colleague looked upon the public lands as a source 
of revenue, while he thought the great subject 
for which the sales should be made, was the 
settlement of the lands, and the security of the 

urchaser. After stating his objections to the 

ill, Mr. M. suggested that the best plan to cure 
the evils complained of would be to stop the 
sales at public auction, and sell the lands to the 
actual settlers only in small quantities. This 
would, ai all events, give them time to devise 
some system that would meet with more general | 
concurrence than the present. 

The debate was further continued by Messrs. ‘| 
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BLACK, WALKER, and CALHOUN; after 


which the question was taken on Mr. Waraen’s | 


motion to postpone the bill indefinitely; and it 
was carried—yeas 25, nays 15; as follows: 


YEAS — Messrs. Benton, Black. Brown, Buchanan, 
Calhoun, Cuthbert, Hendricks, Hubbard, King of Ala- 
hama, Pn Moore; Morris; Nicholas, Niles, Pare, Por- 
ier, Preston, Rives, Robinsen, Shepley, Tipto: yal 
Wal, White, and Wrightoag tt? Tipton, Walker, 

NAYS—Mesers, Bayard, Clay, Clayten, Crittenden, 
Davis, Ewing of Ohio, Goldshorough. Kent, Knight, Leigh, 


Prentiss, Robbins, Southard, Tomlinson, and Webster—15. ` 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Tucrspay, June 23, 1836. : 
Mr. EVANS, from the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, reported a bill for the relief of Eliza 
Causin and Ann Lurner; which was read twice 
and committed. 
Mr. LAY, from the Committee on Revolution- 


ary Pensions, reported a bill for the relief of- 


Alexander Gillis; also a bill granting a pension 
to James Boylan; which were read twice and 
committed. ` 

Mr. INGHAM, from the Committec on Com- 
merce, reported a hill for the relief of Thomas 
Cushing; also a bill for the relief of John A. 
Peterson; which were read twice and committed. 

Mr. STORER, from the Committee on Revo- 
lutionary Pensions, reported a bill for the relief of 
Simon Moss; which was read twice and com- 
mitted. 

Mr. GILLET, from the Committee on Com- 
merce, reported Senate bill for the relief of the 
owners of the brig Dispatch, with the recom- 
mendation that it do not pass; also, Senate bill 
to allow a drawback on certain duties; which 
were committed. 


- Mr. ADAMS, from the Committee on Manu- 


factures, reported Senate bill in relation to re- 
ducing the duty on railroad iron; which, by gen- 
eral consent, was read a third time and passed. 
Mr. JOHNSON, of Kentucky, from the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs, reported Senate bill 
to-increase the military establishment of the 
United States, with an amendment; also, Senate 
bill for the moral and religious instruction of the 


Army, with a recommendation that it do not: 


pass; both of which bills were committed. 
Mr. CRAIG, from the Committee on Revo- 


lutionary Claims. reported a bill for the retief of | 


the corporation of the first Presbyterian Church, 
in Yorktown, West Chester county, New York; 
which was read twice and committed. 

Mr. BEAUMONT, from the Committee on 
Revolutionary Claims, reported a bill for the 
relief of the heirs of Nathaniel Peters and Wil- 
liam Allen, deceased; which was read twice and 
committed. 

Mr. FRY, from the Committee on Revolution- 


ary Claims, reported a bill granting a pension to ` 
' Philip Harker, of Virginia; which was read twice 


and committed. 
Mr. CONNOR, from the Committee on the 


: Post Office and Post Roads, to whom had been 


referred the amendments of the Senate to the bill 
to reorganize the Post Office Department, réport- 
ed the same to the House, with the recommenda-' 
tion that the House concur in the amendments; 
which were referred to the Committee of the’ 
Whole on the state of the Union. ; , 

Mr. INGERSOLL, by leave, presented a me- 
morial from the merchantsof Philadelphia, asking 
that the bill may be passed as amended; which 
was referred to the Committée of the Whole, to 
which the bill had been referred. 


Mr. BEALE, from the Committee on Invalid | 
` Pensions, reported a bill for the relief of Samuel : 
_ Brown; which was read twice and committed. 


Mr. CHAPMAN, from the Committee on 


: Public Lands, reported a bill to grant a quantity 


of land to the Territory of Florida; for the pur- 
pose of erecting public buildings; whieh wad read 
twice and referred. 


Mr. VANDERPOEL, from the select com- |, 


mittee to whom the subject had been referred, re- 


: ported a bill authorizing the erection of a monu- 


ment to the memory of Major Williams, one of 
the captors of Major Andre; which was read 


` twice and eommitted. 


Mr. HAWES made an ineffectual attempt tè 


his resolution in relation to the West 
Point Academy. PRE: 

Petitions were presented by Messrs. HOP- 
KINS and HAYNES. i 

Mr. GILLET moved a suspension of the rules 
for the purpose of taking up the bill on the sub- 
ject of new gold coins, and on this motion called 
for the ycas and nays; which were ordered; and 
were—yeas 91, nays 79; not two thirds. 


REORGANIZATION OF THE POST OFFICE. 


_ On motion of Mr. CONNOR, the House went 

into the Committee of the Whole on the state of 

the Union (Mr. Howarp in the chair) on the bill 

for the reorganization of the Post Office Depart- 

ment, and the more effectually to provide for the 
settlement of the accounts thereof, 

Some of the amendments of the Senate were 
concurred in, 

The amendments increasing the salaries of the 
clerks in the Department. were disagreed to. 

The question pending was the amendment of 
the Senate striking out the forty-third and forty- 
fourth sections, which prevent the postmaster: 
from receiving any emolument from pigeon-holes 
or boxes. : : 

A debate on the various amendments ensued, 
ia which Messrs. WARDW ELL, PHILLIPS, 
MANN of New York, JOHNSON of Louisiana, 
CARTER, LANE, EVERETT, PARKER, 
BRIGGS, HARPER, UNDERWOOD, and 
REED took part; when, the hour having arrived 
for proceeding to the special order of the day, the 
committee rose. 


RIVER AND HARBOR BILL. 


On motion of Mr. SUTHERLAND, the House 
went into Committee of the Whole, in pursuance 
of the special order of yesterday, (Mr. LIxcoLN 
in the chair;) when 

Mr. VINTON moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the committee adopted an amendment 
tothe harbor bill, making.an appropriation of 
$50,000 for the improvement of the Ohio river 
between Pittsburg and the falls; $50,000 from 
the falls to New Orleans; and $30,060 for the 
Mississippi and Missouri rivers, above the, mouth 
of the Ohio; which motion was agreed to. . 

Mr. VINTON then modificd his amendment, 
by inserting an additional clause appropriating, 
$30,000 for the improvement of. the Ohio river 
between Pittsburg and the falls of the Ohio. 

After some remarks by Messrs. VINTON, 
‘SMITH, UNDERWOOD, ASHLEY, LANE, 
: HAWES, WHITTLESEY of Ohio, DENNY, 
| HUNTSMAN, BOON, MERCER, and CHAM- 
© BERS, the amendment of Mr. Vinton wag 
` adopted. l 
| Mr. ASHLEY then moved the following as a 
| modification of the above: 


For the improvement of the Ohio and Mississippi, from 
Louisville to New Orleans, $70,000; for the improvement 
of the Mississippi river, above the mouth of the Ohio and 
i| the Missouri river, to Independence, $50,000, in such man- 
i ner, and for the removal of such obstructions, as the Secre- 
|; tary of War shal! direct ; 3 

: which was agreed to.. TT. 
; The committee then took -up the bill making 
i: appropriations for the improvement of certain 
i harbors therein named for the year 1836. 
‘|! The bill having been read through, Mr. BELL 
| moved to strike out the enacting clause of the bill. 
i! He did so (he said) for the purpose of trying the 
"sense of the committee. on the principles of the 
bill. Mr. B. then spoke at some length, going 
:| fully into the merits of the bill. a 
| Before Mr. BELL had concluded his remarks, 
the hour having arrived, 
The House took the usual recess. 


|! iake up 


toe EVENING SESSION, - 

On motion of Mr. HAYNES, by leave, it was 

Resolved, That the Committee of Claims be inatyncted to 
inquire into the expediency of making componsatim to 
Colonel: Jobn Mceitinne, tor hia expenses and oe ia 
securing a debt due by G. W. Denson to the Treasury of 
! the United States. eek 

On motion of Mr. HOPKINS, by eaa 

-ed, That the Committee on Revolutionary Clanns 

gonad to inquire into the expediency of paying tothe 
heirs of Lieutenant Jahn Goggin, of the Virginia conten- 
i| tal line; the sevea years halt pay, (with. interim) prons 
ised by law to the widaws and children. bí those a cona 
the said line who died in the service ii the revolutionary 
war. 
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Resolved, That the Committee on Revolutionary Claimg 


the heirs of Ensign Robert Watkins, deceased, of the 


ginta continental tine, 
est) promised by law to t idow 1 ; 
oticers of the said line who died in the service Im the war 


ofthe Revolution. 
SENATE BILLS REFERRED. 


The following bills from the Senate were, by 
eeneral consent, severally read twice, and com- 
mitted: ; i 

An act for the relief of the legal hcirs of James 
Bell, or of Margaret Bell, deceased; : 

An act for the relicf of Parker Chase; 

An act for the relief of Larned Swallow; 

An act to authorize the Washington county 
Turnpike Company, in the State of Missouri, to 
construct a road through the public lands; 

An act to disapprove and annul certain acts of , 
the Territorial Peoria of Florida, and for ! 
other purposes; and | 

A resolution respecting certain acts of the Ter- 
ritorial Legislature of Florida. 


LOUISVILLE AND PORTLAND CANAL. | 


Mr. GRAVES made an ineffectual attempt to - 
have the bill of the Senate to provide for the pur- 
chase of the private stock in the Louisville and 
Portland Canal made the order of the day for 
to-morrow, between the hours of half past ten 
and twelve o’clock. 


ABRAHAM FORBES. 


The House concurred in the amendments of 
the Senate to the bill for the relief of Abraham 
Forbes. 

PAYMENT OF PENSIONS. 


The bill of the House, as amended by the 
Senate, to provide for the payment of pensioners 
at Pulaski and Dandridge, Tennessee, was taken 
up, and referred to a committee. 


RIVER. AND HARBOR BILL. 


The House then went into Committee of the 
Whole, and took up the bill making appropria- 
tions for the improvement of certain harbors 
therein named for the year 183€. 

` The question pending was the motion of Mr. 
BE x to strike out the enacting clause. 
- Mr. BELL resumed his remarks in opposition | 
to the bill, inasmuch as it was a scheme to increase 
executive patrenage, and exhaust the surplus 
revenue of the Government. The bill (he said) 
had grown out of a system of policy adopted for 
the purpose of exhausting the Treasury. , He 
adyerted with some severity to the policy of the 
Government towards the tna tribes, all of 
which, he contended, was for the purpose of 
increasing executive power and influence. Mr. | 
B. spoke at great length in reply to remarks. 
heretofore made by various members of the’ 
House, and noticed several editorial artictes of 
the Globe, and denied that he had been the 
leader in any of the disorders which had occurred |, 
in the House, or that he had interrupted the busi- ` 
ness of the House. He said he had resolutions i 
drawn up expressive of his views in relation to | 
executive patronage, but never had had an oppor- . 
tunity of offering them, as it had always, during ` 
the present session of Congress, required a vote `| 
of two thirds to get in any resolution. In conse- : 
quence of this, he was compelled to- take the | 
opportunity of discussing general principles, ` 
while the appropriation bills were under consid- 
eration. He went into a review: of the Presi- ` 
dent’s course, from the period of his first election | 
to the present time, referring to various docu- 
ments in support of his argument; and adverted 
with great severity to the party tactics of the | 
State of New York. He then went generally into 
an examination’ of the subject ef internal im- ` 
provements; the tariff; the policy of the Adwin- — 
istration in relation to the removal. of the Indians; ` 
the subject of nullification, and the United States 
Bank. ` He next read several papers to show that ` 
the various Democratic conventions throughout 
the country were made up principally of officers 
of the Government, of pdstmasters, marshals, 
judges,&c. : Bath bi 

Mr. B. then went into an examinatioa of the : 

liey of the Administration in relation to the: 
gold currency, which he pronounced a consum- . 
mate humbug. While the party (he said) were |. 


i 


voluti > | professing to uphold the scheme ‘of a gold cur- ‘ 
be instructed to inquire into the expediency of paving to | rency, they were incorporating banks in a much || Dandridge, 


` to bear him out. 


yay 
ki 


greater number than they had ever heretofore i| 
done. The yellow boys were held up at the hust- |i 
ings, by partisans of the Administration, as a 
proof of the patriotism of the President, and of 
the members of his Administration, while, at the 
same time, there were a greater number of banks, 
and a larger amount of bank paper in circulation, 
than had ever existed heretofore. Mr. B. adverted 
to the effort made to amend the constitution so 
as to provide for the election of a President by 
the people; and said he considered the members 
of the House of Representatives much more pure 
than the members of a Baltimore convention; 
and that they were not subject to the corruptions 
of:a party caucus. 

It was not true (he said) that the people could - 
not err; from the days of Moses to the present 
time the people had erred. We were bound to 
believe, if we believed in history, that the people 
might be misled by their leaders; that people 
whose land flowed with milk and honey were not 
content, and were led into error. The Government 
of republican Greece fell from its high estate by ` 
the errors of the people. ‘Ike people of Rome 
erred in following a Cesar. The people of repub- 
lican France erred when they made Napoleon 
First Consul for life. It was not true that the peo- 
ple could not err; but it was true, and all history 
would bear him out in the assertion, that those | 
who had always cried out that the people could 
not crr had been the first to take advantage of 
thcir errors. Although (Mr. B. said) the people 
might err, it was the glory and happiness of a 
republican form of government that the moment 
they discovered their error they would retrace: 
their steps. ` i 

Mr. B. continucd his argument at some length, | 
quoting largely from ancient and modern history , 


Mr. SUTHERLAND remarked that it was his ` 
wish that the bill under consideration should be 
got through the committee to-night; and he hoped 
that gentlemen who might desire to reply to the. 
gentleman from Tennessee would wait until to-. 


;morrrow, when the committee would take up 


another bill, on which they would have an op- 
portunity to speak. It might be possible that he 
should make some remarks in reply to the gen- 
tleman from Tennessee; but he would for the 
present forego replying, with the hope that the 
question would be taken, and that the bill might | 
be gotten through with. ie A 

Mr. BELL concurred with the gentleman from || 
Pennsylvania, and hoped the committee would || 
not rise until they got through with the bill, Mr. | 
B. concluded by withdrawing his motion to strike | 
out the enacting clause, ; pi 

Mr. MERCER said he had not examined the 
bill until within a short time, and could not con- 
sent that it should be hurried through the com- 
mittce to night. Mr. M. concluded by moving 
that the committee rise, but withdrew the motion 
at the request of : 

Mr. SUTHERLAND, who briefly replied to’: 
the gentleman from Virginia, and the gentleman |; 
from Tennessee. He contended that the improve- | 
ments contemplated by the bill were clearly. con-. : 
gtitutional, and stated that he was favorable to 
those improvements, and to all similar improve- 
ments, let them be in what section ef country | 
they might. ‘The State he in part represented 
was but very little interested in the improvements. 
contemplated by this bill, yet that circumstance 
did not make him any the Jess favorable to it. ji 
He would vote for them, and he would vote for ii 
similar ones, whether jn the West or the East. 

After a few remarks by Messrs. PEYTON, |! 
SUTHERLAND, MERCER, PHILLIPS, and: 
JOHNSON of Louisiana, © © o co 

Mr. LANE moved that the committee risey 
which was agreed to. i 

On motion of Mr. LANE, the House then ad-- 
journed, at a quarter past nine o’clock. 3 


° HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
hea .. Frpay, June 24, 1836. 
On motion of Mr. MAURY, the standing com- |: 
mittee to whom the subject had heen referred, |j 
was. discharged from: the consideraticn of ‘the l 


. bia, that the bill would not.be 


Mr. WHITTLESEY, of Ohio, from the Com- 
mittee of Claims, reported Senate bill for the relief 
of William B. Rathbone, with an amendment; 
which was referred. . 

Mr. W., from the same committee, made a 
report in the case of James and William-Crooks, 
and concluded with the following resolution; 
which was considered, and adopted: 

Resolved, Fhatthe petition and papers of James and Wil- 
liam Crooks be referred to the Secretary of the Navy, to 
ascertain (on giving notice to the said James and William 
Crooks, or to their agents, of the time and place of taking 
testimony) the value of the vessel called the Lord Nelson, 
captured by Lieutenant Woolsey on Lake Ontario, on the 
5th of June, {812, at the time of said capture, and the cargo 
then on board of said vessel: and that he report the same 
at the next session of Congress. ' 

Mr. LINCOLN, from the Committee on Pub- 
lic Lands, reported Senate bill to authorize the 
Governor and Legislative Council of Florida to 
sell certain lands for purposes of education; which 
bill was read a third time, and passed. 


DISTRICT BANKS. 


Mr. W. B. SHEPARD, from the Committee 


: for the District of Columbia, reported Senate bill 


to extend the charters of the banks of the Dis- 
trict, without an amendment; and moved that it 
be read a third time now. 

After a few remarks by Mr. W. B. SHEPARD, 


“Mr. PIERCE of New Hampshire, and Mr. 


THOMAS, 
Mr. BOON moved to postpone the subject 


: until to-morrow. 


Mr. LANE said he trusted, as one of the mem- 
bers of the Committee for the District of Colum- 
ostponed to any 
future period; that every member of the House 
must be sensible of the importance of the bill to 


the people of the District, to the Treasury, and to 


the officers of the Government, and to the mem- 
bers of this House; that if any action is intended 
during the present session, that action must Le 
prompt—now, not hereafter. This is a bill ma- 
tured by the Senate, and passed that body by a 
large majority. Asan individual, I have more 
confidence in the action of the Senate than that of 
the select committee. Nor is this-all; the Commit- 
tee for the District, to whom that bill was referred, 
have examined and reported it to the House withe 
aut amendment. Thus we have the judgment of 
the Committee for the. District in the Senate, of 
the Senate themselves; and of this House, 

” Sir, the objection comes with an ill grace from 
the gentleman from Maryland, (Mr. THomas,} 
the chairman of the select committee. The House 
cannot have forgotten that that honorable gentle- 
man, in the third week of the sessjon, submitted 
the motion to raise the select committee, takin, 
this subject from the District Committee; and 
urged as a reason, that the subject called for 
prompt and speedy action—that the Committee 


. for the District would not have it in their power to 
' give it their attention—+that two weeks had trans- 


pired, and they had done nothing. Now, sir, how 
stands the account with the sclect committee? Six 
months have elapsed, and as yet no report has been 
laid upon our tables. We have seen, it is true, 


. something in the shape of a report published in the 


Globe; but, as the gentleman says, not a report. 
Sir, what had the House a right to expect from 
the high-sounding pretensions of the gentleman 


: from Maryland? A speedy, a voluminous reports 
: one that would have instructed, nay, astonished 


the House; a report that would have placed the 
banking and commercial interest of the District on 
high and eleyated ground; that would have cheered 
every heart, and lrightened the prospects of this 
interesting and intelligent community. : 

. Tfanything is intended to be dane upon this subs 


"| ject, the House is as. well prepared now as, they 


will be during the session... The gentleman from 
Maryland [Mr. Tuomas] says he -has made no 


. report, nor can he say -when.he will. Why, then, 


wait? What object is to be obtained by delay, 


.|| othex than a total prostration of the entire com- 
mercial interest o 


this District? ; 
_Mr. GARLAND, of Virginia, briefly replied 
to the gentleman from Indiana.. 
Mr. BOULDIN said he was a member of the 
Committee for the District of Columbia.. He ho ped 
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that the people of the District wouht not be made 
to suffer on account of any jealousy of committees 
in regard to preference ar honor, whether any 
body was in Pate or not. We are now near the 
close of along session. If we did not pass the 
bill now, we could not pass it this session. The 
pore would sutfer, not only for banking capital, 

ut for attention to their ordinary business. 
There were several private matters’ that weuld 
take no more time for justice to be done them 
than it would take to render judgment on a plain 
bond in court. There were several bills of this 
kind he had reported, that he knew were of this 
character. We had got a day or two for the Dis- 
trict, and the whole time had been taken up by 
the Dutch loan, a thing that the people had very 
hittle interest in. A few rerq rich people, he sup- 
posed, held the most of it. Now, if these banks 
are to be laid over until to-morrow, we should 
have no chance for that business, which individ- 
uals had a right to expect, 

Alexandria had a bill that would take but a 
few moments to pass. No doubt (he thought) it 
would pass. If gentlemen really felt an interest 
for the District, why would they put over for to- 
morrow more than could be done on that day? 
Did gentlemen not know that if the few hours we 
had obtained from the favor of the House were 
taken up by these banks, all the balance of the 
business would go undone? Did they not konw 
that we would adjourn ina few days? Would 
we be justified, while we are the only power that 
the people of the District have to look to, should 
we pass over their interest and thcir complaints, 
their grievances and their needs, and take up the 
whole session in vain debates about things past 
or things that may never come to pass? 

Mr. JENIFER hoped the House would take 
the vote on this bill at the present time, because 
to postpone it until to-morrow might defeat it. 

Mr. VANDERPOEL sajd, that he had the 
honor of being a member of the Committee for the 
Distriet of Columbia, and he had, at the com- 
mencement of the present session of Congress, 
‘voted for the resolution to appoint a select com- 
mittee for the purpose of examining into the 
doings of the banks in this District that apply to 
us for a recharter; and he regretted that that com- 
mittee had not yet been able to complete its labors. 
They had made a report to us a few days ago, 
which they told us was imperfect, as it embodied 
only the facts which they had been able to elicit 
before their examination was thorough and com- 
plete. A portion of that report was yesterday 
published in one of the daily papers of this city; 
and though in its imperfect form, it did not pro- 
fess to give a full revelation of the past operations 
of the banks in question; yet, as tosome of them, 
it made disclosures that were truly startling! It 
was certainly very important that we should 
know whether these institutions had faithfully, 
fully, and fairly, executed the trusts heretofore 
‘confided to them by Congress, before we gave 
them a renewed pledge of our confidence. Some 
of them had here, under our very eyes, suspended 

‘specie payments a few years ago; and: from the 
skeleton of the select committee’s report, which 
he had very hastily read, it would indeed seem 
that'the suspension of specie payments, and the 
consequent depreciation of the stock of the banks 
suspending specie payments, (or at least one of 
them,) had 
were connected with the institutions: He'did not 
mean to inculpate any gentleman; but if it were 
true that notes or stock of any of these institu- 
tions had depreciated, and any of the directcrs of 
‘the institution, by the direct or indirect 
of stock or the bills of the banks, had profited by 
such depreciation, he would no sooner vote to 
renew the’ charter of such bank than he: would 
‘vote to legalize or sanctify the most nefarious 
frauds and most unhallowed speculations. 
‘us, then, (said Mr. V.,) haveall the light that we 
can command—let the report of the select com- 
mittee be printed and laid on our tables before 
we prolong the existence of these in 
either for good or for evil. l 

Mr. V. said that the bill from the Senate came 
“before us in a very strange, if not a very objec- 
tionable form. ft proposes by one bill, one act 
and deed, to recharter a whole batch of banks. 
For his part, he would rather take them in broken 


been a source of profit to some who © 


purchase - 


Let | 


stitutions, | 
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| 


| doses, This mode was perhaps very unjust to | 
some of the banks against whom no imputa- | 
tion of unfairness could justly be made. There ; 
was at last one against which he believed noth- 
ing had been discovered. lt was, perhaps, con- 
founding the innocent with the guilty. He was 
for letting cach institution stand or fall by its own 
merits: and rather than sanction this practice of 
ushering into existence n whole brood at a time, 
and giving a triumph to what was evil by yoking 
it with what was good, when we entered upon 


the consideration of the Senate’s bill, if no other | 


gentleman wonld attempt to secure the separate 
action of this House upon each bank, he was not 
sure but he would do it. At present, he was in 
favor of postponing the consideration of the Senate 
bill till after the report of the select committee of 
this House was printed. 

After a few remarks by Messrs. HARDIN and 
W. B. SHEPARD, , 

Mr. BOON withdrew the motion to postpone. 

Mr. HAWES then moved to commit the bill 
to the Committee of the Whole on the state of 
the Union; which was disagreed to. 

Mr. GILLET then moved to postpone the bill 
until to-morrow; and proceeded very briefly to 
give his reasons for making the motion. 

After some further remarks by Messrs. THOM- 
AS, GARLAND of Virginia, MERCER, JEN- 
IFER, PEARCE of Rhode Island, HOAR, and 
W. B. SHEPARD, the hour arrived for proceed- | 
ing to the special order of the day. 


LAWS OF FLORIDA. 


On motion of Mr. THOMAS, by leave, the 
Committee on the Judiciary was discharged from 
the further consideration of the Senate bill to dis- 
approve and annul certain acts of the Territorial 
Legislature of Florida, and for other purposes; 
which bill was, by general consent, read a third 
time, and passed. 


PUBLIC REVENUE. 


Mr. McKAY then moved a suspension of the 
rules, for the purpose of enabling him to offer the 
following resolutions: . 

Resolved, That the power of taking money from the peo- : 
ple, by laying and collecting duties, imposts, and excises, | 
is one of the most sacred of the ‘trusts vested in the Gen- 
eral Government; that itis conferred solely to enable it to 
command the necessary means to execute the objects: for 
which it was instituted; and that to exact mency trom the | 

‘ people when not necessary for those objects, or more J j 
may be necessary, would be, on the part of the Govern- | 
ment, a manifest breach of trust, and to the people unjust 
and oppressive. 

Resolved, That the revenue receivable under the present 
Jaws is, and will be, more than is required for the fair and 
lesitimate waits of the Government, and that provision 
ought to be made for its reduction. i 

Resotced, That the Secretary of the Treasury report to : 
this House, at the commencement of the nextseszion, what , 


l 


alteration can be made in the existing tariff of duties con- | 


sistently with the principles of the several acts imposing 
duties upon imports, with a view to reduction. 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury also report 
upon the best mode of diminishing the revenue arising from 
the public lands, without retarding the settlement of the 
new States, or impairing the interests of the General Gov- 
ernment, and, generally, his views as to the best mode of 
reducing the revenue to the fair and constitutional wants 
af the Government. i 


Mr. MANN, of New York, called for the yeas | 


and nays; which were ordered, | a 
Mr. McKAY said, as he wished a full. expres- 
: gion of the- sense.of the House on the subject, 
and did not desire to trouble it again, he moved 


a call of the House, and on that motion-ealled for 


the yeas and nays; which were ordered, and were |; 


_~yeas 105, nays 74.. ee E 
Mr. CUSHMAN moved that all further pra- : 
ceedings under the call be dispensed with; which 
-motion was disagreed to. 3 
. After proceeding in the call for some time, Mr. 
` HEISTER moved that all further proceedings | 
under it be dispensed with; which was agreed to. | 
The question was then taken on suspending | 

` the rules, and decided in the negative—yeas 124, 

| nays 66—not two thirds, as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Anthony, Ashley, Barton, Beale, Bean, 
Beaumont, Bell, Bockee, Boon, Bouldin, ‘Bovee, Boyd, 
|; Brown, Bunch, Burns, Cambreleng, Carr, Carter, Casey, 
li Chaney, Chapin, Nathaniel H. Claiborne, John F. H. Ctai- 
| borne, Cleveland, Coffee, Coles, Connor, Craig, Cramer, 
||: Cushman, Dickson, Doubleday, Dromgoole, Effner| Fair- 
ii. field, Farlin, Freneb, Pry, William K.. Fuller, Galbraith, 
‘| James Garland, Gillet, Grantland, Grayson, Griffin, Haley, 
il Joseph Hall, Hamer, Samuel S. Harrison, Albert G. Hatti- 
li son, Hawes, Hawkins, Haynes, Hopkins, Howatd, Habley, 


i 


H 
H 


| Huntington, Maatsman; ‘Ingiadm, Jabes Jackson, Jarers, 
| Joseph Johnson, Richard M. Johnsen, John W. Jones, Ben- 
i jamin Jones, Lane, Lansing, Lawier, Gideon Lee, Thomas 
ec, Luke Lea, Leonard, Logan, Loyall, Lyon, Abijah 
Mann, Job Mann, Martin. John Y. Mason, William Mason, 
Moses Mason, Maury, May, McKay, McKim, McLene, 
Miller, Montgomery, Moore, Muhicnberg, Owens, Page, 
Parks, Patterson, Patton, Franklin Pierce, Pettigrew 
Phelps, Pinckney, John Reynolds, Joseph Reynolds, Ripley, 
Roane, Robertson, Rogers, Schenck, Seymour, Augustine 
H. Shepperd, Shinn, Sickles, Smith, Speight, Staudeter, 
Taliaferro, Taylor, Thomas, John Thomson, .Touccy, 
Turrill, Vanderpoel, Wagener, Wardwell, Webster, and 
Thomas T. Whittlesey—124. 

NAYS—Messrs. Adams, Chilton Allan, Heman Allen, 
Baitey, Bond, Borden, Briges, Buchanan, John Calhoon, 
William B. Calhoun, Jobn Chambers, Childs, Clark, Cor- 
win, Crane, Cushing, Darlington, Denny, Dickerson, 
Evans, Everett, Fowler, Granger, Graves, Grennell, Hiland 
Hall, Hard, Harper, Hazeltine, Henderson, Heister, Hoar, 
Howell, Hunt, Ingersoll, William Jackson, Janca, Henry 
Johnson, Judson, Lawrence, Lav, Lincoln, Love, Sampson 
Mason, McKennan, Mercer, Milligan, Morris, Parker, 
Dutee J. Pearce, James A. Pearce, Phillips, Reed, Russell, 
William B. Shepard, Slade. Spangler, Storer, Suthertand, 
Underwood, Vinton, Washington, White, Elisha Whit- 
tlesey, Lewis Williams, and Sherrod Williams—66. 


So the rules were not suspended. 

Mr. McKAY then gave notice that he would, 
on Monday morning next, ask Icave to introduce 
the same resolutions, and hoped there would then 
be a full House. . ; : 

RIVER AND HARBOR BILL >> 

On motion of Mr. SUTHERLAND, the House 
then went into Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union, (Mr. Lincoun-in the chair,) 


i! on the bill. making appropriations for certain har- 


bors therein mentioned for the year 1836., _. 
After a few remarks by Mr. LANE, 7 
Mr. VINTON offered an amendment for the 
improvement of the Maumee river, $51,000. Mr. 
. briefly addressed the House in support of his 
amendment, and stated that it was recommended 
by the Committee on Internal Improvements. 
Mr. CRANE made a few remarks in favor of 
i the amendment, stating that surveys had been 
: made, and that the improvement was entirely 


practicable. in 
` Aftér a fewremarks by Messrs. CHAMBERS 
‘of Kentucky, VANDERPOEL, SUTHER- 
LAND, and MERCER, . s 
Mr. GALBRAITH offered an amendment to 
the amendment fọr the improvement of the Alfe- 
ghany river, between Pittsburg and the New 
York State line, $50,000, and proceeded briefi 
to address the House in support of his arend- 
ment, - 
After some remarks by Messrs. HAWES, and 
WHITTLESEY of Ohio, : i 
Mr. SUTHERLAND appealed to gentlemen 
not tò press their amendments upon this bill, 
but to let it be gone through with. ere were 
many important bills yet to be acted on, anå he 
asked gentlemen not to press on the bill more 
| than it could carry, Y ar 
_ Mr. PATTON then spoke at some Iength in 
opposition to, the general principles of the bill, 
and in opposition to appropriations forrivers and 
| harbors, and quoted from documents in support 
| of his arguments, u n eT n. UA 
After Mr. P. had proceeded for a considerable 
| time in his remarks, A AERIS 


Mr. CAMBRELENG requested; him to give 

way for a moment, so that he might have an op- 
‘portunity of asking the gentléman from Tennes- 
see (Mr. BeLL] to renew, hig motion, which had 
been withdrawn yesterday, to'strike oft the enact- 


ing clause of the bill. ner eee rhe 
Mr. PATTON replied that he, would tenélw 


i} 


e motion when he conclúded his remarks. 5. 
eerie hour havi s louse tok the 


ng arrived, the, 


sual recess. 


tft pas 


: i 
: | EVENING SESSION.: 
Before the Hdusè went inte committee, tke 
Chait laid before the Houde t eommeanteation 
from the Secretary of the Treasury, transiiiittine 
the third volume of the Digest of Commercid 
Regttlätioñńs; which was laid upon the table Sk 
“RIVER AND HARBOR BILL. ~ 
The committee again took up the bill me 
appropriations for the improvement of: certam 
| parbors therein named , for the year 1836. - 4 
The question pending was the amendment 
Mr. Venton for the improvement of the Maumee 


ati 


agr 


te 


EE 
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and Mr. GALBRAITH’S amend- 
dment, for the improvement of 
Pittsburg to the New 


river, $51,000, 
ment to the amen 
the Alleghany river from 
York State line, $50,000. 
Mr. PATTON moved to 
clause of the bill. 
Mr. GILLET ma 


strike out the enacting 


de some remarks in support 
of the bill, and replied to the statements of the 
gentleman from Tennessee, (Mr. Be.t,] and 
vindicated the Speaker from the charges of that 
gentleman, in the appointment of the Committees 
of Commerce and Ways and Means, and observed 
that these committees were made up vay nearly 
of the same individuals who had heretofore been 
appointed by the gentleman from Tennessee him- 
self. Mr. G. said that it was not the first time 
that an attempt had been made to make that chair 
totter. He thought, however, that the country 
would justify the occupant of the chair in the 
manner in which he had discharged his duties. He 
then replied to the gentleman’s assertions in rela- 
tion to the previous question, and alluded to that 
question when the United States Bank bill passed, 
and showed various instances in which that gen- 
tleman himself had voted ‘for the previous ques- 
tion. He also vindicated the President from the 
charges of the gentleman from Tennessee, In 
relation to exccutive patronage, &c. [A full 
report of Mr. G.’s remarks will appear hereafter. } 

r. SMITH observed that the question pend- 


ing was one which was to decide the fate both of , 


the bill now before the committee, and the one 
which the committee had passed through. The 
characters of the two bills were so similar that, 
if one could not pass, he doubted whether the 
other could pass. But he considered that the 
new works ought to have a preference over the 
old works, because they had notreceived a dollar 


from the public Treasury, while the old works : 
had received largeamounts. He then went briefly | 


into the relative merits of the two classes of 
works, quoting from a report made by the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means, to show that nidny 
of. those appropriations were too extravagant, and 
not made out upon proper estimates, and went 
into a history of the works contemplated by these 
bills, showing that estimates would be made out 
for works, and after the amount estimated was 
expended on them, you discovered that you were 
just commencing them. 


Mr. SUTHERLAND briefly stated the reasons 


why these bills should pass. The bill under con- 
sideration was no partial bill; it commenced in 
Maine and went through the whole Union. He 
briefly replied to the remarks of the gentleman 
from Maine, and said that he could go through 
the whole bill, and give reasons for every appro- 
priation contained in it; but time would not per- 
mit. He hoped the committee would take the 
question, and let the bill be disposed of. 

Mr. WHITTLESEY, of Ohio, replied to the 
remarks of the gentleman from 
‘Smitu,) and suid that the report of the Commit- 
tee of Ways and Means, alluded to by the gen- 
tleman from Maine, was, in many respects, false, 


and inquired of the chairman of that committee |. 


whether that report had ever 
of the comm':tee. 
Mr. CAMBRELENG replied that the ‘report 


received the-sanction 


‘alluded to had been brought before the committee, || 


and in the main had met the approbation of the 
committee, and stated that the appropriations in 


‘bills under consideration was much larger than he ' 


bad anticipated. fate fs 
“ Mr. WHITTLESEY then went on.to show 
that the improvements in the West had fully come 


up to the expectations of their friends; and hoped | 


gentlemen would act consistently in their expend- 
itures. He went on to point out the importance 
of the improvements to the West; showing the 


amount of produce that passed the western lakes | = M t 
|, tinuing the improvements of Tennessee river, by | 


.in the course of the year, and concluded by stating 


‘that the expenditures in Ohio were conducted by | 


the same regard to economy as though they were 
made eut of the private funds of individuals. 


Mr. TURRILL replied to the arguments of the ` 


Saeed from Maine, [Mr. Smrru,] stating that 
¿bis report was in many instances erroneous. : ‘He 
proceeded to point out some of the errors of that 
report by a reference to documents from the Rx 
“ecutive Departments. .- 

cy Maz: SMITH explained, and went into anexam- 


aine, (Mr. | 
‘arguthents of the gentleman from Kentucky, | 
| to the bill providing that the several sums ap- 


| ination of documents to justify his report, in rela- 


; tion to the expenditure for the public works at 
Oswego. 
Mr. TURRILL resumed his remarks, and went 


} 
l 


on to pointoutthe vast importance of the improve- ° 


ments on the inland waters. He alluded to the 
contemplated canal round the falls of Niagara, 
and the connection of the waters of the Missis- 
sippi and the lakes, and showed the advantages 
to be derived from those improvements to the 
whole country. . 

Mr. CAMBRELENG bricfl 
remarks of the gentleman from 
Pent} and vindicated the Speaker of the House 
from the charges made against him by that gen- 
tleman in relation to the organization of the com- 
mittees of the House. The only change made, 
he said, in the Committee of Ways and Means, 
was the appointment of a gentleman from Massa- 
chusetts, an Opposition man, in the place of an 
Administration man, who was on the committce 
last year, and the appointment of a gentleman 
from Georgia, in the -place of another that never 


A replied to the 
ennessce, [Mr. 


1 
| 


Mr. SUTHERLAND offered sh amendment 


for the improvement of. Thames river i- 
cut, $13,000; which. was lost. » Conneed 

Mr. SUTHERLAND offered an amendment 
to increase the appropriations for the Cochecho 
branch of the Piscataqua river to $10,000; which 
was agreed to. 

Mr. SUTHERLAND then moved to strike 
out the appropriation for a pier at Delaware city; 
which was agreed to. 

Mr. MERCER offered an amendment for the 
improvement of the Cumberland river, $30,000; 
which was lost. 

Mr. CARTER offered an amendment to pro- 
vide for asurvey of the tract of country between 
Coosa and Hewassi; which was agreed to. 

Mr. TURNER submitted the following amend- 
ment for the improvement of the harbor at and 


‘near Havre-de-Grace, Maryland: “For clearing 


out and removing a bar between the harbor of 
Havre-de-Grace and Spesutie Island, $5,000,” 


‘and urged the same by a few very forcible re- 


attended the meetings of the committee. Healso | 


yindieated himself and the committee from the 
charge of extravagant recommendations and ex- 
travagant expenditures. He then proceeded to 


reply to remarks of the gentleman from Tennes- | 


see generally, in relation to appropriations for the 
Indians, the Navy, fortifications, &c. 


priations proposed in the bill, and remarked that || 


many of them were too extravagant. 
increased within a few years from a few thousand 
dollars to nearly a million. 
the same ratio, he asked gentlemen where they 
were to stop? [A full report of Mr. €.’a re- 
marks will appear hereafter. ] 
Mr. BOON aaid, when, they were about fixing 
a day of adjournment, they were told, that after 
that should be done, speaking was to ceasc, and 
| the business of the country was to be disposed 
of. He had voted against fixing a day of adjourn- 
ment, because he was fearful that speaking would 
ij not cease, and they now had evidence that it was 
ii not to cease. Yesterday, the whole day was 
|| occupied in discussion, and the same thing had 
| occurred to-day. We now had but seven or 
eight days left to transact all the business yet 
unacted on; and he hoped gentlemen would not 


They had |, 


If they increased in | 


continue to discuss matters foreign from the sub- |: 


ject under consideration, but would allow the | 


i dis 
| 
|! tion of the appropriations proposed by this bill, 


posed of without further delay. 


:}and made a comparison between the amount of |: 


‘i the appropriations proposed at the different har- 


|; bors, and the amount of postage received at those | 
harbors, for the purpose of showing the insignifi- || 


| 


cance of many of them. ` 
Mr. SUTHERLAND briefly replied to the 

i (Mr. Uxperwoop,]and the gentleman from New 

| York, [Mr. CamareLenc.] 

© After some farther remarks by Messrs. DEN- 

i NY, EVERETT, MERCER, HANNEGAN, 


| BRIGGS, REED, HARPER, ROBERTSON, |: 
li PEARCE of Rhode Island, LOVE, and WISE, ` 
‘| The motion to strike out the enacting clause | 
f the bill was decided in the negative—yeas 59, | 


|| 0 
nays 89. 

The question was then taken on the amend- 
ent to the amendment; which was disagreed to. 
The question then recurred on the amendment 
lof Mr. Visio: which was disagreed to: 


i 
} 
} 
ti 


| m 


|| provements in the vicinity of the Dismal Swamp 
|l canal, $20,000; which was agreed to—ycas 64, 
| nays 57. ; 

$ r. M. then offered an amendment for con- 
_ the construction of a canal around Calvert shoals, 
. $100,000; which was: agreed to~yeas 73, nays 


|, ment#at the mouth of Eighteen Mile creek; which 
‘| was lost. 


amendment fora survey of the coast from the 
|, Rigolets, at the mouth of Pearl river, $1,000; 
which was adopted. yo 


f 
! 
t 
i 
} 


Mr. MERCER offered an amendment for im- | 


very important business of the country to be | 


Mr. UNDERWOOD went into an examina- | 


: nessee river, $30,000 


| ment to the amendment was rejected. 


marks. . : j 
Objection was made to the amendment, on the 


` ground that asurvey had not yet been made, and 
‘ that the bill contained a provision appropriating 
| $500 for causing a survey of the same to be made. 


The amendment was rejected. 
Mr. SUTHERLAND offered an amendment 


( ifor a survey of James river, Maine, $3,000; 
Mr. C. then went on to examine the appro- | 


which was lost. . 

Mr. ROBERTSON offered an amendment for 
, the improvement of James river, below Rich- 

mond, Virginia, $50,000; which was lost. 

Mr. MERCER offered. an amendment making 
an appropriation fora survey of Alleghany river, 

i from Pittsburg to Olean, New York; which was 
i lost. 3 ; . 
Mr. DENNY offered an amendment for the im- 
provement of Alleghany river, $50,000; which 
was lost. 
| Mr. ASH offered an amendment for the im- 
i provement of Frankfort creek, in the county of 
| Philadelphia, $10,000; which was lost. 
| Mr. CHAPIN offered an amendment for the 
' improvement of the: harbor of Port Bay, New 
' York, $5,000; which was lost. : 

Mr. HARLAN offered an amendment for the 
‘improvement of Kentucky river, $30,000; which 

was lost. 

Mr. STORER offered an amendment to provide 
for the survey of a site for a bridge across the 
Ohio river; which was lost. 

Mr. CARTER offered an amendment for con- 
tinuing the improvements at Muscle Shoals, Ten- 

; which was lost. , 

Mr. SUTHERLAND offered an amendment 
for the survey of the Rappahannock river, $350; 
which was lost. 

Mr. DENNY offered an amcndment for the 
‘improvement of the Monongahela, $10,000; 
‘ which was lost. . 

Mr. MERCER moved an additional section 


' propriated should remain in the Treasury until 
: called for, to be expended on works already made; 
which was lost. . ` 

Mr. HAWES offered an amendment for the 
proa of Green river, $50,000; which was 

ost. 

Mr. HAWES then offered an amendment ap- 
propresns $20,000 for the improvement of 
-Rough and Panther creeks; which was lost. 

Mr. SUTHERLAND offered an amendment 
for the improvement of the harbor at Norfolk, 
$5,000; which was lost. 


Mr. McCOMAS offered an amendment making 


' an appropriation to macadamize a road from Cov- 
, ington, 


irginia, to Big Sandy; which was lost. 
r. PEYTON moved to amend the bill by an 
additional section for continuing the improve- 
ments of Cumberland river below the mouth of 
Laurel, which is hereby declared a port of entry, 


290,000, ne P. spoke at some length in support 
: f : of his amendment; when 
Mr. HARD offered an amendment for improve- |! nee 


Mr. McCOMAS moved to amend the amend- 


: ment by making a port of entry at the falls of 


i | the Great K: ha. 
|" Mr. CLAIBORNE, of Mississippi, offered an| After some rema: 


After some remarks by Messrs. McCOMAS, 


| PEYTON, and SUTHERLAND, the amend- 


The question recurred on the amendment of 
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Mr. Perrox; and the question being taken, it ` 


aproared that there was no 
“On motion of Mr. SUTH 
mittee rose; and 
Tae House adjourned at a quarter before cleven 
o’clock. 


quorum voting. 
ERLAND, the com- 


IN SENATE. 
Fray, June 24, 1836. 


A message was received from the President of 
the United States, by Mr. Donexsoy, his Private 
Seeretary, stating that he had signed the bill to 
regulate the deposits of the public moneys. 

Mr. CLAY said that the communication just 
made from the Executive signified what he was 
extremely glad to hear; but he was sorry to 
say that he had seen an article in a morning’s 
paper (the Globe) which appeared to have had 
the sanction of the Executive, stating the fact of 
the approval of this bill; and he would observe 
that it never had before been the practiee of this 
Government to communicate to a newspaper the 
fact of the executive approval of any bill before 
it was communicated to Congress. 

The following message was received from the 


President of the United States: 


To the Senate of the United States: 

In compliance with a resolution of the Senate of the 12th 
instant. Í transmit a report from the Sceretary of State, 
with the papers therewith presented. Not having accurate 


and detaied information or the civil, military, and political 
condition of Texas, | have deemed it expedient to take the 
necessary measures now in progress to procare it, before 


upon the course to be pursued in relation to the 
newly-declared Government. 
ANDREW JACKSON. 


The message and documents having been read, 


Mr. CLAY observed that, as the President had 
informed them in the message just read that he 
did not deem it expedient to proceed any further 
with regard to the recognition of the independence 
of Texas until he had received a confirmation of 
the military and political condition of Texas, and 
that he had taken measures to procure that in- 
formation, he would, for the present, move that 
the message and papers be printed and laid on 
the table. 

Mr. PRESTON said he concurred with the 
gentleman as to having the papers printed. He 
was not prepared to say whether the Executive 
had delayed this matter beyond what was neces- 
sary, or whether it was expedient to wait until 
further information was procured. The papers 
submitted, with the reportofthe Secretary of State, 
showed that the war, though notentirely termin- 
ated, was yct drawing to a close. Now, he had 
said all along that the sole condition necessary to 
authorize the recognition ofthe independence of 
Texas was the fact of the war drawing to a close, 
so as to leave no rational doubt of that country 
having established her independence. If he 
obeyed the impulse of the moment, he would 
move for the reference of the, message and doc- 
uments to the Committe on Forcign Relations, 
with instructions; but as the course of the Exec- 
utive had been very proper, he should content 
himself for the present with acquiescing in the 
motion to lay the papers on the table, reserving 
to himself the right of making any future motion 
that further reflection on the subject might au- ! 
thorize. ! 


Mr. CLAY said, if the Senator from South l, 


Carolina, on further reflection, or any other gen- 


tleman, should deem it expedient to proceed im- |: 


mediately with regard to the recognition of. the ; 
independence of Texas, it would be competent | 
for them to submit a motion for that purpose, | 
when the resolution of the Committee on Foreign : 


Relations, made afew days ago, cameup for con- || 


sideration, That resolution had been made.the 
order of the day for to-day; and as soon as the 
present motion should be disposed of, he would 
move to take it up, for the purpose of making it, 
with the President’s message and accompanying 
documents, the order of the day for some day 
next week. He did not believe, with the Sena- 
tor from South Carolina, that the sole condition 
necessary to authorize the recognition of the in- 
‘dependence of Texas was the fact of the termina- 
tion of the war. There was another condition 
indispensably necessary, and that was the fact 


of their having established such a Governmentas i. 


On motion of Mr. CLAY, the message and 


documents were ordered to be printed, and, to- 


gether with the report of the Committee on 
Foreign Relations on the subject, were made the 
order of the day for Tuesday next. 
INDEPENDENCE OF TEXAS. 
_ Mr. PRESTON said he felt himself honored 
in presenting to the Senate a memorial from a 
portion of the citizens of Louisiana on the sub- 
ject of Texas. The honor was the more.con- 
spicuous, as he had been informed by one of the 
Senators represeating that State, that it was 
signed by ita most respectable and influential citi- 
zens. ‘The memorial purported to be from the 
citizens of Opelousas, Louisiana, and expressed 
the deep sensibility with which they had looked 
on the struggle for freedom going on in Texas, 
and the peculiar interest they felt, being on the 
very confines of that country. They expressed 
the anxious hope that this Government should, 
at the earliest period, recognize the existence 
of this new republic which had so gloriously 
achieved its independence. He felt that they had 
received from all parts of this Union, and from 
the most respectable sources, communications of 
this nature, showing that public opinion was fully 
prepared for any proceedings of the Government 
on this subject. : 
Mr. P. then moved that the memorial be laid 
on the table and printed; which motion was 
agreed to. 
f INTRODUCTION OF BILLS. 


Messrs. TALLMADGE, LINN, and TOM- 
LINSON severally reported bills from the House 
that had been referred to the Committee on Pen- 
sions. 

HOUR OF MEETING. 


Mr. TOMLINSON moved that when the Sen- 
ate adjourned it adjourn to meet to-morrow, at 
ten o’clock, a. m. 

Mr. KING, of Alabama, moved to amend the 
motion by making the meetings, for the remain- 
der of the session, at ten o'clock, a. m.; which 
amendment was agreed to; and the motion as 
amended was adopted, 


FOST ROUTE BILL, ETC. 


On motion of Mr. EWING, of Ohio, the bill | 


to establish certain post routes, and toalter and 
discontinue others, was taken up, and, after hav- 
ing undergone several amendments, it was or- 
dered to a third reading. ; 
Mr. WRIGHT moved to take up the bill an- 
ticipating the indemnities due under the French 


and Neapolitan treaties; which was lost. 
CATHERINE MEADE. 


-.. The bill for the relief of Catherine Meade, ex- 


ecutrix of Richard M. Meade, was taken up; and 
after some remarks from Messrs. CLAY, POR- 
TER, WALKER, WRIGHT, EWING of Ohio, 
CLAYTON, HUBBARD, and WHITE, it was 
amended on motion of Mr. HUBBARD, and or- 
dered ta be engrossed for a third reading. 


CHARLES J. CATLETT. 


On motion of Mr. KING, of Alabama, the Seri- 
ate took up the bill for the relief of Charles J. Cat- 
lett; and after some remarks from Messrs. WEB- 
STER, SHEPLEY, and GOLDSBOROUGH, 
the bill was ordered to a third reading. 


APPROPRIATIONS. : 
Mr. BENTON submitted the following reso- 
lution: i 
Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be directed 
to report to the Senate, on the 4th day of July next, as fol- 


: lows: a : 
lst. The amount of outstanding appropriations of former || 


years uncxpended on the Ist day of January, 1830, and 
chargeable upon the present year. a 

Qd. The amount of permanent appropriations chargeable 
on the present year. : 4 

ad. A detailed list of acts, of a general or public nature, 
passed at the present session of Congress, and the amotnt 
appropriated by each act. ae Pike 

4th. A statement of the number of private bills passed at 
the present session, and the aggregate amount apprapriated 
by them. $ ar ark j 

5th. The amount drawn from the Treasury during the 
present year. - Paa 

6th. The amount in the Treasury subject to draft. 


REORGANIZATION OF THE NAVY. 

On motion of Mr. SOUTHARD, the bill for 
the organization of the Navy was taken up. 

Mr. S. observed that the objections heretofore 
made to this bill were to the number of persons 
to be promoted to the grade of admiral. Witha 
view to try the sense of the Senate, he would 
move to strike out the four rear admirals. 

This motion was agreeed to, leaving in the bill 
one admiral ‘and two vice admirals. : 

Mr. SOUTHARD then moved to insert thin- 
teen commodorcs instead of nine. 

Mr. CUTHBERT said that he should make 
no decided opposition to this part of the bill, 
though he believed they were in danger of pass- 
ing a bill that they might hereafter have:cauge to 
regret. He'would have much preferred that the 
chairman of the committee had acquiesced in the 
general sense of the Senate expressed: the other 
day, and permitted the bill to lie for the remainder 
of the session.. It would then have been. taken 
up at the commencement of the next session, 
when they would have time to matate such a bill 
as would put the Navy, which was so deservedly 
a favorite of the country, and was looked upon 
as the right erm of our defense, on a permanent 
footing of efficiency and respectability. He con- 
fessed that he had strong ‘objections to'this por- 
tion of the bill for creating the grade of commo- 
dore. It was nowhtre a substantial grade, amd 
this might, at least, give them cause for reflection. 
‘Any hurry might produce future prejudice as well 
as serious injuries to this important arm of tie 
national defense. Amongst other objections to 
this change, he would. state one that he thought 
should have some weight. As long as comma- 
dore was not an established grade in the Navy, 
it remained with the discretion of the Department 
to select the most able, the most enterprising, and 
the most vigorous of the. captains for the com- 
mand of a squadron on an important emergency; 
but the moment this grade was established b 
law, that advantage would be taken away. He 
hoped gentlement would proceed with great cau- 
tion, as any false step with regard to the: Navy 
could not easily be repaired, and might cawse the 
| most serious regrets; = > Poa 
| Mr. SOUTHARD said that he would gladly 
have acquiesced, if he had: not betieved it to bea 
, solemn and aes duty to endeavor to get 
i this-bill through at the present time. «Jf the Sen- 
| ate should differ with him iv relation to rid of 
| the grades introduced in the bill, all it would have 
| to do would be to strike them: out. ; 
| As to the grade of commodore, it was a rank 
| known in common parlance, and would be well 
‘ understood. He thought the establishment of the 

grade would be very serviceable to the Navy, and 
l! would create no difficulties whatever. He thought, 
too, that the addition of this increased rank was 
|’ due to those gallant officers whose longand faith- 
|. ful services had been so creditable to themselves 
and their country. `: ese 
| .Mv. CUTHBERT observed that the chairman 
| of the committee had undoubtedly laid down jost 
principles; but every principle must be qualified 
| by some other, and every principle urged, with- 
‘ out reference to others, became exaggerated. The 
i question, then, was one of prudence. It could 
‘ not be doubted but that long and faithful service 
| should be rewarded; but, by multiplying the re- 
| wards, their value would be greatly diminished, 
i and they would be rendered lesa an incentive to 
laudable ambition. The question was, whether 
they were prepared, without more mature con- 
| sideration, and in this hurried manner, to make 
‘this important change? He desired to treat-this 
| subject with the utmost delicacy, and to avoid 
| making ‘any false step:in re to that Na 
| which was their pride and -giory, aad on whi 
the defense of the country; ‘their interest, 
their Union, so éssentially dépen ub 

_ To determine at once the question, whether the 

yade of commodore should be a ringer lagra 
of the Navy, he would move to strike it out. 2 
of wer soma remarks from Mr. SOUTHARD 
i oxition to the motion, ~~ D SEN 
a 3 V t, SHEPLEY observed that he should take 
Lit for granted, if thie grade of commodore were 
extablished; there being no such grade either in 
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French naval service, that diffict - 
n forcign ports between ovr 
he officers of those nations 


‘the British or p 
ties would occur 1 
commodores and t 


iters of ceremony and questions of pre- ` 
about y : hundred and fifty-seven. 


edir SOUTHARD replied that such difficulties 
had occurred, and it was because we had no offi- 
cers of a higher grade in the Navy than captains. 
By giving increased grades to our officers the 
chances of such difficulties occurring would be 
diminished. 

Mr. WEBSTER would have preferred retain- 
ing the old established grade. of admiral, which 
was well understood, instead of having this un- 
known grade of commodore. He was in favor 
of striking out the commodores, and would, when 
the bill was reported to the Senate, move to rein- 
state the grade of rear admirals. He thought 
this prometion was due to the gallant officers who 
had added so much to our naval renown, 


On taking the question, the nine commodores ' 


were stricken out. 

Mr. CUTHBERT suggested that, as the bill 
now stood, it provided for one admiral and two 
vice admirals. He thought it would be better to 
have one of cach of the three grades—admieal, 
viceadmiral, and rear admiral. He would suggest 
another amendment. The bill provided for two 
grades of lieutenants. Now,in the naval service, 
there was no necessity for having two grades of 
lieutenants, it being totally different from the land 
service in that particular. It had been tried either 
in the British or French naval service, he did not 
recollect which; and, being found to be attended 
with inconveniences, had been abandoned. 
> Mr. PORTER inquired ifthere was any differ- 
ence of pay in the two grades of first and second 
-Keutenants ? 

Mr. SOUTHARD replied that there undoubt- 
edly would be, if the difference in the grades was 
established. : ney 

The question was then takes, and the second 

‘lieutenants were stricken out. ; 
- Mr. SOUTHARD then moved, as the one hun- 
dred second lieutenants were stricken out, to 
amend the bill further by inerveasing the number 
of lieutenants to three hundred.and fifty, instead 
of two hundred and fifty. 

Mr. BUCHANAN said that, in looking over 
‘the Navy List, he foung shat the number of lieu- 
tenants now consisted of two hundred and fifty- 
seven, and that at least one half of them were on 
-furlougitor leave of absence, waiting orders. He 


‘had been informed that the number of these offi- |: 
eons wag too great to allow them sufficient op- |! 


portunities of going to sea to uire skill and 
experience in their profession. die was aware 
that large appropriations. had. been made this 
-year for keeping afloat a great naval force; but 
‘there wag nd reason to suppese that this was to 
be continued, He thought it ‘better not to in- 
erease the number. of lioutenants, as there were 


enough in the service to officer all the veasels that |: 


-wduld be employed, 
Mr. CUTHBERT said that he had made a care- 
fur. ¢xAmination to ascertain the number: that 


would be required; and taking into consideration |: 
that they would now have at sea doyble the num- || 


ber of vessels ever before afloat, the number of 
navy-yards and receiving ships, with the casual- 
ties of sickness and other causes, he did not 
think they could de with a less number than 


-Was-proposed. . 
.. Mr. SOUTHARD said that the gentleman, in 


his examination of the Naval Register, had not |; 


‘taken into consideration the few vessels : that 
were afloat. ‘They would have now double the 
number at sen that hed: ever been at sea before. 
-> Mr. WALKER expressed the opinion that 
they. oould-not de with a less number -than was 
-proposed. He had always been opposed to ex- 
avagant appropriations, yet-he thought in this 
case. the expenditure was highly necessary. — - 
Mr. BUCHANAN said thatit.would be easy 
‘eneugh tir increase the number, but it would not 
be só easy to diminish it. According to. the 
chairman’s ows statement, it waa not necessary 
‘40. inerease the number of lieutenants; for. if one 
half the number of lieutenants had been hereto- 
‘fore ashore awaiting ordera, now that they were 
ht o tel the number of ships te sed, 
shis half would be- just enough for the purpose. 


|| agreed to. 
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| He did not believe that he should sacceed,and he | submitted by Mr. Wanker was, on motion of 


! would therefore be content if only fifty more were 
hundred instead of the present number of two 


Mr. RUGGLES observed that the amendment 
did not imperatively require that there should be 
three hundred and fifty lieutenants; but that the 
President might appoint that numberif he should 


, deem it necessary. Presuming that the Prosident 


i 


| i 
t 


would not appoint more than were required for , 


the service, he should vote for the amendment. 
After some further observations from Messrs. 


, CUTHBERT, MANGUM, and BUCHANAN, ` 


' the question was taken and carried on striking 

out the word “two,” and inserting ‘ three,” 
i thus making three hundred and fifty instead of 
: two hundred and fifty. 


Mr. BUCHANAN moved to strike out the 


„i word “ fifty,” so as to leave the number of lieu- 


tenants at three hundred; which motion was 
adopted—ayes 22, noes not counted. 


Mr. MANGUM moved to lay the bill on the l 


table; which motion was lost—yeas 11, nays 25; 
as follows: : 

YEAS—Messrs. Brown, Buchanan, Wubbard, King of 
Georgia, Maneum, Morris, Niles, Robinson, Shepley, Tip- 
ton, and White—il. 


King of Alabama, Knight, Leigh, Linn, Nicholas, Porter, 
Prentiss, Preston, Rives, Robbins, Ruggics, Southard, Tall- 
, madge, Walker, and Webster—2o. 


Mr. BUCHANAN moved further to amend the 


bill by striking out fifty, and inserting forty, for |j 


the number of: captains; and by striking out 


seventy-five, and inserting sixty, for the number | 


of commanders; which motion was agreed to 
Mr. SOUTHARD moved further to amend the 
bill, by striking out seventy-five, for the number 


of passed midshipmen, and inserting one hun- 


dred and twenty-five; which motion was also 


After some remarks from Messrs. CUTH- 
BERT, SOUTHARD, and WEBSTER, the bill 
was so amended as to provide for one admiral, 


|; one vice admiral, and three rear admirals; after , 


| which it was ordered to be engrossed for a- third 
‘| reading. 
' BILLS ORDERED TO A THIRD READING. 


| Mr. DAVIS, postponed till Monday next. 
`: added, making the number of lieutenants three ;; 


EXTRA COMPENSATION. 


Mr. MANGUM, by unanimous consent, sub- 
mitted a resolution allowing $300 per session, for 
the two last sessions, to Stephen Haight, Assist- 
ant Doorkeeper, forextra services as postmaster 
of the Senate; which was twice read, and ordered 
toa third reading; and after being engrossed, was 
read the third time, and passed. 


‘BILLS ORDERED TO A THIRD READING 
AND PASSED. 

The following bills were severally read the 
second time, and considered as in Committee of 
the Whole, and ordered to a third reading: 

The bill for the relief of William Hewes; 

The bill for the relief of Elijah Lucas; 

The bill granting a pension to certain persons 


jį therein named; 


The bill for the relief of Alpheus Hutchins, 
The bill for the relief of Josiah Curtis; 

The bill for the relief ef Elizabeth Swayne; - 
The bill granting a pension to William Warner; 
The bill for the relief of George White; 

The bill granting pensions to certain persons 


|. therein named; 
NAYS—Messrs. Bayard, Black, Calhoun, Clay, Clayton, | 
Cuthbert, Davis, Ewing of Ohio, Goldsborough, Kent, i 


The bill for the relief of John Logan; 

The bill for the relief of John Collins; 

The bill for the relief of the widow of Peter 
Smith; 

The bill granting a pension to Samuel Cole; 
. The bill for the relief of Peter Demick, of the 
State of New York; 

The bill for the relief of Samuel Kincaid; 

The bill for the relief-of Richard Martin; 

The bill for the relief of Francis Bashford; 

The bill granting a pension to William Law- 
rence, late a colonel in the Army; 

The bill for the relief of George Elliott; 

The bill for the relief of James Steel; 

The bill for the relief of Davis Huntt; 

The bill for the relief of Henry Keefer; 

The bil! for the relief of James Taylor; 

The bill for the relief of John Dal; 

The bill for the relief of Theophilus E. Beck- 


: man,.late first lieutenant in the forty-first regi- 
|: ment of United States infantry; 


The following bills were severally read the : 


second time, and considered as in Committee of 


the Whole, and ordered to be engrossed fora | 


` third reading: 
| tives of David Caldwell, deceased; 


i Company, of New York; 
The bill for the relief of Robert McJimsey, 


Jimsey; 


pany, of Charleston, South Carolina; 
The bill for the relicf. of John F. Lewis; and 


Charleston, South Carolina. 
EXECUTIVE SESSION. 


which it adjourned. 


IN SENATE. 
Framar, June 25, 1836. 
On motion of Mr. SWIFT, leave of absence 
was granted to Stephen Haight, Assistant Door- 
keeper, for the remainder of the session. 


MADGE, severally re 
bills from the House that had been referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. TOUCEY presented the resolutions of the 
| General Assembly of the State of Connecticut, 
| instructing the Senators, and requesting the Repre- 


to procure the acknowledgment of the independ- 
ence of Texas; which were referred to the Com- 


inted. i 


The resolutions submitted by Messrs. Ros- 
| pixs, Bewron,and Davis, and lying on the table, 
i were considered and agreed to; and the resolution 


rted without amendment | 


The bill for the relief of the legal representa- ; 


| The bill for the relief of Thomas Dixon & | 


The bill for the relief of John Frazer & Com- | 


Messrs. PRENTISS, LINN, and TALL- | 


‘mittee: dn Foreign Affairs, and ordered to be |, 


surviving partner of the firm of Jackson & Mc- i 


i 
| 
j 


On motion of Mr. CLAYTON, the Senate went . 
` into the consideration of executive business; after |; 


sentatives of that State, to use their best endeavors ||. 


i 


The bill for the relief of Peter Cook, a soldies 
of the late war; ; 

The bill for tho relief of Barnard Pompilly; 
The bill for the relief of John Smith; 

The bill granting a pension to John Stevens; 
The bill for the relief of Thaddeus Tuttle; 
The bill for the relief of John Bennett; 

The bill for the relief of Samuel Huntt; 

The bill for the relief of John Pickard; 

The bill for the relief of Thaddeus Potter; 
The bill for the relief of Godfrey Vought; 
The bill fox the relief of John Lent; 
The bill for the relief of Patrick McEwen; 7 
The bill for the relief of James Scott, Richard 


The bill for the relief of James Robertson, of : Severson, and Lot Leonard, soldiers of the late 


war; 
The bill for the relief of Jonathan Dow; 
The bill for the relief of John Boone; 
The bill granting a pension to Ebenezer Dewey; 
The bill granting a pension to Robert Lucas; 
The bill for the relief of William Foxworthy; 
The bill for the relief of John Herrick; 
The bill granting a pension to Jonas Comins; 
The bill for the relief of James Mullings; 
The bill for the relief of Charles Blake; 
The bill granting a pension to Walter Dyer; 
The bill for the relief of Jeremiah Goldsmith; 
The bill for the relief of Joseph Tuttle; 
The bill for the relief of Matthias Traverse; 
The bill for the relief of Joseph Danforth; 
The bill for the relief of Jacob Wallace; 
The bill granting pensions to Benjamin Park- 
hurst and Daniel Havens; f 
The bill for the relief of Isaac Ruland; 
The bill for the relief of Job Daniels; 
The bill for the relief of Daniel Trabue; 
The bill granting a pension to Andrew Gay; 
The bill for the relief of Samuel M. Asbury; 
The bill for the relief of Singleton Ketcham; 
The bill for the relief of Peggy Abel, Sally 
Rolls, and Elijah Green; 
The bill for the relief of Luke Vohrbis; 
The bill granting a pension to Peter Laval; 
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‘The bill for the relief of John Conklin; 
The bill for the relief of Benjamin White; 
The bill for the relief of Francis Pritchard; 
The bill granting a pension to Elijah Rickets; 
The bill granting a pension to John Miles; 
The bill granting a pension to Daniel Drane; 
The bill granting a pension to John Daw; 
The bill for the relief of John Scott; 
The bill for the relief of Daniel Cobb; 
The bill for the relief of Mary Langdon; 
The bill for the relief of Wilham Patton; 
The bill for the relief of Robert Smith; 
- The bill for the relief of Ephraim Page; 
The billfor the relief of Coleman A. Collier; 
The bill for the relief of Jonathan Flint; : 
The bill for the relief of Abraham Gilbert; and 
The bill for the relief of Jacob Wallace. 
The above bills were then severally read the 
third time by their titles, and passed. 


The following bills were severally read the 
third time, and passed. 


The bill to establish certain post roads, and tó | 


alter and discontinue others, and for other pur- 
oses; 

The bill for the relief of Thomas Dixon & Co., 
of New York; 

The bill for the relief of Robert McJimsey, 
surviving partner of the firm of Jackson & Mc- 
Jimsey; i l 

The bill for the relief of John F. Lewis; 

The bill for the relief of Charles J. Catlett; 
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annum; of the majors $2,500; and thus going 


| gradually down to the lowest officer, $500 less for 
: each grade. 


Mr. BUCHANAN moved toamend the bill by 


| making the pay of the marine officers the same as 
that of officers of like grades in the infantry of the © 
i 


United States Army while serving on shore; and 
that, when serving at sea, their pay shall be the 


_ same as that of ofhcers of equal rank in the Navy | 


| —the rank to be previously determined by the 
| President of the United States. 


| TON; after which the amendment was lost. ` 
The bill was then reported to the Senate, when 
i Mr. BU 


‘ported by Messrs. BUCHANAN, CLAY, and 
| WEBSTER, and opposed by Messrs. PRES- 
| TON, WRIGHT, and CLAYTON, it was adopt- 
i ed by the following vote: 


The bill to organize the Navy of the United | 


States; 
The bill for the rel 
tives of David Caldwell, deceased; and. 


The bill for the relief of James Robertson, of ` 


South Carolina. = oo 
GRANTS OF LAND TO INDIANA, ETC. 


Mr. BENTON moved to postpone the pre- 
vious orders, for the purpose of taking up the 
bill to grantcertain quantities of land to the States 
of Indiana, Minois, Alabama, Mississippi, ‘and 
Missouri; which was agreed to. : 

Messrs. BENTON, WALKER, and HEN- 
DRICKS, advocated the bill. f 

Mr. MANGUM opposed the bill, and said that 
he would move to lay the bill on the table; and 
if that motion failed he would then move to insert 
a grant of five hundred thousand acres of land 
for ench of the old States. 

Mr. CLAY addressed the Senate in opposi- 
tion to the bill; and after some’ remarks from 
Messrs. BLACK and WALKER in its support, 

Mr. MANGUM moved to tay it on the table; 
which was carried—yeas 22, nays 17; as fol- 
lows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Bayard, Calhoun, Clay, Clayton, Crit- 


tenden, Cuthbert, Davis, Goldsborough, Kent, Knight, King | 
Prentiss, Preston, | i : 
| On motion of Mr. KNIGHT, the bill to extend 


of Georgia, Leigh, Mangu 
Robbias, Ruggles, Shepley, 
ster-—22, 


m, Page, 
Southard, Swift, and Web- 


ief of the legal representa- 


NAYS—Messrs. Benton, Black, Buchanan, Hentricks, | 


King of Alabama, 
Rives, Robinson, Tallmadge, Tipton, Walker, 
White—17. 
< On motion of Mr. CLAYTON, the Senate 
took up the bill returned from the House of Rep- 
resentatives to provide for the execution of the 
laws of the United States‘in Michigan, > -> 
“The question being on the amendment of the 
House reducing the salary of the district judge 
from $2,000 to $1,500, a 

Mr. CLAYTON moved to amend the amend- 
ment of the Mouse by making the salary $1,800. 

After some remarks from Messrs. SHEPLEY, 
NILES, WHITE, HENDRICKS, BUCHAN- 
AN, CLAY, and DAVIS, 


The amendment of the House was concurred in. 
EXECUTRIX OF RICHARD W. MEADE. 


The bill for the relief of Margaret Meade, ex- 
ecutrix of Richard W. Meade, was taken up on 
motion of Mr. CLAY, and, after an amendment, 
was read the third time and passed. - 


PAY OF MARINE OFFICERS. 


in motion of Mr. BUCHANAN, the bill to 
„iate and increase the pay of the officers of 
arine corps was taken up : ; 

.. SOUTHARD explained that the bill pro- 

-hat the pay of the colonel should be $3,500. 

„vam; of the lieutenant colonel $3,000 per 


Linn, Moore, Nicholas, Niles, Porter, 
Wall, and 


! appro 
| curre L 1 
‘the District of Columbia, were referred to the 


| YEAS—Messrs. Bayard, Benton, Buchanan, Calhoun, 
: Clay, Crittenden, Cuthbert, Goldsborough, Hendricks, Hub- 
bard, Kent, King of Alabama, Knight, Leigh, Linn, Man- 
gum, Nicholas, Niles, Page, Prentiss, Rives, Robinsof; 
Ruggles, Tipton, Tomtinson, Wall, and Webster—28. 

NAYS—Messrs. Black, Clayton, Moore, Preston, 
bins, Southard, ‘Tallmadge, Walker, White, and Wright 


Mr. SOUTHARD moved to amend the bill by 


roviding that it shall take effect from and after : , 
i| the treasury of said company. 


the 18th of June, 1834; which was carried; and 
- The bill was then ordered to be engrossed for 
a third reading. 


NEW LAND DISTRICT. 


and read the third time. 
DISTRICT PENITENTIARY. 

The amendments of the House to the bill making 
riations for the payment of charges in- 
for the support of the penitentiary of 
committee on said District. 

LEGACY OF JAMES SMITHSON. 


_ The amendments of the House of Representa- 
tives to the bill to authorize the President of the 


son, late of London, were concurred in. 
HOUSE BILLS REFERRED, 


Several bills from the House were read twice 
by their titles and referred. 


PATENT OF JOSEPH GRANT. 


the patent right of Joseph Grant was taken up, 
and after some remarks from Mr. K. in its sup- 


` port, and from Messrs. NILES and WALL in 


Opposition to it, 
Mr. RUGGLES submitted an amendment pro- 
viding that the rights of those persons who have 


used said invention or invested capital in it since | 
the expiration of the patent, up to the passage of | 


the bill, shall not be affected by it; but before 
taking any question, 
The Senate adjourned. 


‘HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Satrurpay, June 25, 1836. 
In execution of the special order adopted some 
days since, on motion of Mr. W.B. SHEPARD, 


tee of the Whole, (Mr. Lovar in the chair,) and 


eas to the consideration of the following 
ilis: . : 

1. Senate bill, entitled an act making appropriations for 
the payment of charges for the support of the penitentiary 
of the District of Columbia for the year 1832; an amend- 
ment proposed by the Committee for the District of Co- 
lumbia was considered and agreed to. 

2. Joint resolution to appty the unexpended balance of 
the appropriation for the Potomac bridge to the improve- 
ment of Maryland avenue, leading thereto, and for other 
purposes. wee i 

Mr. W.B.SHEPARD, from the Committee for 
the District of Columbia, proposed an amendment 


of North Carolina, the House went into Commit- | 


| 
| 


t 


| 


| 
j 
| 


t 


i 
| 'Fhis amendment was supported by Messrs. `: 


CHANAN renewed his motion to amend; | 
| and after a debate, in which the motion was sup- | 


BUCHANAN and WEBSTER, and opposed'by `, 
Messrs. SOUTHARD, CLAYTON, and PRES- | 


limiting-the balance to such money as should re- 
main after the bridge had been repaired from the 
damages caused by the late freshet. 

After some remarks by Messrs. PARKER, 
W. B. SHEPARD, MERCER, BOULDIN, and 
HARPER, the amendment was agreed to. 

After some further suggestions and remarks 
from Messrs. MERCER, and WILLIAMS of 
Kentucky, the resolution was laid aside to be 


i reported to the House. 


The committee then took up the ‘bill to ex- 
tend ne June on of the corporation of the 
i Fos ashington.”’ 

r. W. B. SHEPARD moved an amendment 
giving the Mayor power to make and execute 
deeds for lots sold under the act of 1822; which 
was agreed to; and the bill laid aside. ! 

The committee then took up the ‘bill to or- 
ganize the several fire companies in the District 
of Columbia;” which was considered, and laid 
aside. 

The committee then took up and considered 
the “ bill to incorporate the Howard Institution 
of the city of Washington;”’ and 

The ‘ bill to amend the charter of the Potomac 


| Fire Insurance Company.” 


Rob- | 


On motion of Mr. MOORE, the bill to create a |: 

' new land district in Alabama was taken up; and : 
the same having been considered as in Committee | 

‘of the Whole, it was ordered to be engrossed 


Mr. FAIRFIELD moved the following amend- 
ment: ae 


Provided further, That said company shall not exer- 
cise any of the powers herdin granted, until after the whole 
amount of capital, viz: $200,000, shall have been paid into 


Mr. FAIRFIELD said, that having been on 
the committee, a majority of which. reported this 


| bill, his attention had been particularly called to 


what he regarded as. abjectianable in it, and ta 
which a sense of duty now impelled him to direct 
the attention of the House. 


To understand the objections, however, and 
and see the propriety of adopting the amendment 


| proposed, he said it would be necessary briefly 
` to advert to a few facts connected with the echar- 


United States to assert and prosccute the right of | 
| the United States to the legacy of James Smith- |; 


ter, organization, and past operations of this com- 
pany. 

By 
appeare 
1831, wi 


the volume which he held in his hand, it 
d that this company was incorporated in 
th a capital of $200,000, which was di- 


` vided into eight thousand shares, at $25 cach: 


ation derived from the officers of the 
he learned but that three thousand: and 
twenty shares, less than one half of the whole 
number, had been subseribed for; that one fifth 
of this amount, viz: $15,100, had been paid in 
cash, and four fifths, or $60,400, had been paid 
by the indorsed notes of the stockholders;and these 
two sums constituted the present capital of thé 
company, with the exception of a small portion 


By inform 
company, 


| of the profits, which had been reserved and edd- 


ed to the capital. 

The present extent of the liabilities of the com- 
pany, on contracts of insurance, was something 
over a million of dollars, its actual capital, as 
before stated, including the notes of stockholders, 
being only $75,500. poe 

Semi-annual dividends had been made, with 


the exception of one year, and the whole net 


: profits he fou 


nd to have averaged twenty-nine 
per centum on $75,500, or $1 50 annual profits on 
one dollar of capital actually paid in. i 
This company now ask, (said Mr. ¥.,) by the 
bill before the House, for the additional power ta 
take marine risks, to. insure on lives, and to grant 
annuities; and all this without restriction as to 
amount, without increasing the capital, or pro- 
viding even for the payment of the stock sub 
scribed for, and without any new guards what- 
ever being thrown around the public interest. 
For one, sir, {said Mr. F.,) I cannot consent to 


it. ; 

He did not wish to say anything to injure this 
company in public estimation; he had no object 
to accomplish by itzits members were all strangers 
to him; but he could not avoid saying that in the 
North this capital would be regarded as all moon- 
shine. It would do very well for dividends, but 
not quite eo weil for losses. While'the company 
is prosperous, and no losses occur, or but alight 
ones, all works well. The capital is sufficient, 
because there are no drafts upon it. But let there 
be an extensive conflagration, one that would 
destroy one tenth of the property insured, and. 
the capital, unless this should constitute an 
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exception to all like cases, would be nowhere to 
be found. i a Ort. de 

Bat tie propriety of requiring some further 
security to the pubie, and of making this capital 
somewaat more suvsiantial, will appear, 1t we 
inquire for a Moment what woud be the legal 
remedy of tae assured on his policy, in case ofa 
joss, as the act af incorporation now stands. We 
wii suppose taat tae officers ot the company 
refase fo pay; Die assured then commences his 
Acuon, recovers judgment, and takes out his 
execution. But what will he do with it? How 
wil he procure it to be satisfied? Arrest the 
bodies of the corporators? No, sir; they are 
expressly exempted trom arrest by the terms of 
the charter. Wai he attach the private property 
of the members of tue company? No, sir; dat is 
aiso expressiy exempted. Can he take the cor- 
porate property ? Tnai, sir, is legally intangible, 
eonsisung principally of notes of hand, wich can- 
not be attached and soll on execution, In what 
way, then, can he procure a sausiaction of his 
judgment? ir there be any way, without the 
roluntary payment by the officers of the company, 
Lam unacquainted with it. 

The unsubstantality of this capital will sull 
more forcibly appear by luoking at another pro- 
vision of the charter. The fourth section contains 
the following provision: 

* That every stockholder negtecting or refusing to renew 
his notes, or mcegiceting or refusing to pay any installments, 
when required by tae president and directors so to do, shall 
forut atl this iaterest in this compeuy, aud be beid able 
for his proportion of any loss which may bave occurred 
previous to such negieet and refasal.” 

Now, suppose a stockholder refused to pay or 
renew his notes: what is the consequence ? Why, 
he ceases, ipso facto, to be a member of the cor- 
poration, and ferivits the elorious privilege of 

aying his stock notes! For he cannot be ex- 

lled from the company, and compelled to pay 

is notes too; the charter expressly providing that 
he shall be held liable only * for his proportion 
of any loss that may have occurred.” So that if 
no loss hasoccurred, why, he has nothing to pay. 
But, it may be asked, what harm is done in this 
case? 1 answer, that, by these provisions, a 
stockholder may receive his share of premiums, 
which are usually paid in advance, and then 
withdraw from the company, relieving himself 
enarcly from the burden of fulfilling the contracts 
which the company have entered into. This 
would not only be monstrously unjust toward the 
remaining members, but might work very great 
injustice to the persons assured, by leaving them 
no responsible persons to call upon in case of n 
loss. Besides, if one may thus withdraw from 
the company, why not ali ?—and thus brave the 
assured entirely without remedy. Now, sir, to 
obviate, in some measure, these defects in the act 
of incorporation, I have proposed this amend- 
ment. ‘The whole amount of the capital should 
be paid in, which, by a provision in the original 
charter of the company, can be invested in bank 
stock. There would then be a substantial capital, 
something to which the assured, in case of a loss, 
might look with confidence for that which they 
had bought and paid for, viz: indemnity. 

After some further remarks by Mr. LAW- 
RENCE and Mr. WASHINGTON, the bill, on 
the motion of the latter gentleman, was laid aside 
for further consideration. i : 

The committee then took up and considered 
the bill to authorize the corporation of George- 
town to close certain streets in said town; which 
was amended by adding a proviso to secure the 
rights of private individuals. 

The bill amendatory of an act incorporating 
the Provident Association of Clerks, &c., wes 
then taken up and considered. 


The bill authorizing the officers and managers 


of the Washington Monumental Society, to erect 
a monument to the memory of George Washing- 
ton, on the public mall, was taken up. 

Mr. HAWES inquired how much land would 
be required for the purpose? 

Mr. LANE supposed about ten acres - 

Mr. HAWES objected to passing bills of this 
indefinite character; there was ‘no limit to the 
amount of tand that might be taken. 

Mr. LANE remarked that it was intended for 
a public promenade. 
or five acres. 


He had no objection to four ; 


|. Mr. MASON proposed an amendment in the 
: folowing words: 

To be laid off under the direction of the President of 
the United States. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

After some remarks from Messrs. PEARCE 
of Rhode Island, BOULDIN, LANE, and HAR- 
PER, the bill was further amended by limiting 
the time to twenty years, otherwise the right and 
title to the grant of land should revert back te 
the United States, and that the location should 
be between Seventh street west and the Potominc. 

Mr. JARVIS moved to limit the quantity to 
one acre: and after a few words from Messrs. 
LANE, VINTON, and ROULDIN, 

Mr. LANE moved to amend the amendmr 
as follows: ‘not exceeding five aeres,” 

The amendment was briefly discussed b 
Messrs. CHILDS, REED, LANE, VINTON, 
ANTHONY, and JARVIS, when the bill was 
Inid aside for future consideration. 

The committee then took up the bill giving 
the assent of Congress ta an act of Virgina, to 
amend an act incorporating the Falmonth and 
Alexandria Railroad Company, passed February 
9, 1236. whieh was considered and laid aside, 
to be reported to the House. 

The Lill to provide for the settlement of the 
accounts of F.C. De Krafft, was considered and 
Inid aside. 

The joint resolution from the Senate ‘* to author- 
ize and enable the President to assert and prose- 
cute with effect the claim of the United States 
to the legacy bequeathed to them by James 
Smithson, late of London, deceased, to found at 
Washington, under the name of the Smithsonian 
Institution, an establishment for the increase and 
diftusion of knowledge among men,” was then 
taken up. 

Mr. ADAMS explained that the resolution 
was substantially the same as the bill reported 
by him from the select committee of the House 
on the same subject. 

On motion of Mr. A., the resolution was so 
amended as to assume the form of a bill. 

Mr. CHILDS then moved a substitute for the 
bill in relation to the Washington Monument 
Society; which was agrced to. 

The committer then rese and reported all the 
foregoing bills to the House, except that in rela- 
tion to the Potomac Insurance Company; on 
which leave was asked to sit again. 

The Speaker having resumed the chair, 

The bills reported without amendment were 
then ordered to be engrossed for a third reading 
to-day. 

The amendments to the following bills were 
concurred in: 

The bil making appropriations for the peni- 
tentlary; 


nt 


The joint resolution in relation to the unex- | 


pended balance for the erection of the Potomac 
bridge; 

The bill to extend the jurisdiction of the cor- 
poration of the city of Washington; and 

The bill in relation to the corporation of Georges 
town; and they were severally ordered fora third 
reading ta-day. ; l 

The bill in relation to the Washington Monu- 
ment Society was then taken up, farther amended 
on motion of Mr. JARVIS, and the bill, as 
amended, was ordered to a third reading. 

The amendment to the joint resolution in rela- 
tion to the Smithsonian Institution was then con- 
curred in, and the same ordered to be engrossed. 

All the foregoing bills were then read the third 
time and passed. 

Mr. WASHINGTON moved a suspension of 
the rules for the purpose of considering the bills 
i the recharter of the District banks; which was 

ost. g 
_ Mr. CONNOR madc a similar motion in rela- 
tion to the bill for the reorganization of the Post 
Office Department; which was lost. 

Mr. THOMAS moved a suspension of the 

rules for the purpose of making the bill to extend 
- the judicial system of the United States the special 
| order as soon as the present order was disposed of, 


RIVER AND HARBOR BILL. vee 


| The House then went into Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union, (Mr. Lincotw 


‘tin the chair,) and resumed the consideration of 

‘| the Lill making appropriations for the improve- 
‘ment of certain harbors therein mentioned, for 
the year 1336. 

The question pending was the motion of Mr. 
Peyron to insert an additional section in the bill 
for continuing the improvements of Cumberland 
river below the mouth of Laurcl, which is hereby 
declared a port of entry, $50,000, 

The question being taken on the above amend- 
ment, it was negauved,. 

Mr. LEONARD offered an amendment for the 
improvement of the Susquchanna river, between 
the coal mines of Pennsylvania, near Wilkes- 
barre, in that State, to Owego, in the State of 
New York, with a view to the improvement of a 
steam navigation on that river, $9,000; which was 
lost. . 

Mr. HAWES moved to atrike out the follow- 
ing section; “ For improving the harbor at the 
mouth of Cattaraugus erek, on Lake Erie 
$40,000.” 

After some remarks from Messrs. HAWES, 
SUTHERLAND, and HAZELTINE, 

Mr. SUTHERLAND moved to reduce the 
sum in the original clause to $20,000; which was 
agreed to. - 

After some remarks from Mr. GALBRAITH, 
the motion of Mr. Hawes was disagreed to— 
ayes 63, noes 79. 

Mr. CARTER proposed an appropriation of 
$10,000 for the continuation of the improvement 
of the Muscle Shoals; which was agreed to. 

Mr. SUTHERLAND submittcd an amend- 
ment appropriating the sum of $300, for an exam- 
ination of the survey of the passage of Cobscook 
bay, in the State of Mainc; which was agreed to. 

Mr. PARKER made some remarks in reference 
to the appropriation of $8,000 for improving 
Whitehall harbor, on Lake Champlain, whichyhe 
said was only the outlet or termination of a small 
creek, and then moved to strike out the following: 
“for building an ice-breaker on Staten Island, 
$19,500,” on the ground that New York ought 
herself to construct such work. 

Mr. G. LEE said the pointed call of the gen- 
tleman from New Jersey compelled him to give 
the reason why his motion should not prevail. 
But first, of Whitehall; the gentleman from New 
Jersey says ‘that Whitehall is nothing more 
nor jess than the termination of a little creck—that 
he has been there and understands the matter.” 

‘Why, Mr. Speaker, it is most astonishing that 
a gentleman of threescore should have fallen 
into so great an error. Did tho gentleman never 
hear of Skunsborough during the Revolution? 
Of the armament, the arms, and the men whick 
fitted out at the harbor of Skunsborough ? Well, 
sir, this is preciscly the harbor of Whitehall. 

' Had the gentleman never heard of the fleet of 

| McDonough, the battle of Plattsburg, and that 

., glorious victory? Has the gentleman yet to learn 

`: that this victorious fleet was built, fitted out, and 

' sailed from this same Whitehall harbor which he 

i| deems unworthy the care of this Government? 

| Is he yet to learn that this same Whitehall, which 
| he calls ‘ the termination of a little creek,” is 
the best, if not the only good harbor on Lake 

, Champlain? And the very appropriation which 

| he proposes to-strike out is intended to raise and 
| Clear the obstructions caused by the sunken navy 
i taken from the enemy by McDonough, and 
i brought into this harbor. Does not the gentle- 

‘man know that there is a continuous navigation 
, from New York, through this lake, to Quebec; 
i and thence to China, if you please? So much for 

. the little creek, sir. 

© But L rose, Mr. Speaker, to put the gentleman 
i right as to the improvement at Staten Island, 

i which ee. to strike out; and I am utterly 
i astonished to find the gentleman wrong about 

| this matter, - Sir, no man on this floor has a more. 

i| critical knowledge of the bay and harbor of New 
i| York than that gentleman. He knows that the 

‘| United States have a depot. at Staten Island—a 

i| great commercial station—requiring not less than 

‘| six custom-house officers to take charge of the 

|| revenue. He knows that during four months at 

|| least of each summer, every vessel that enters the 
port must atop at that station, and a large portion 

|| of them: are compelled to discharge there. e 

il knows that this stetion is atthe narrows between 


1836. 


the upper an 


by reagon of the ice above; and that the ships of 
the Navy, as well as those of the merchants, are 
frequently in danger at this point, and that the 
protection proposed by this appropriation is in- 
dispensable. But, sir, the gentleman asks, ‘Wh 
don’t the great State of New York do it herself?” 
Why, sir, she would have no objection to do it, 
if you will permit her to derive the revenue from 
it. Why, sir, is it asked why? It is because 
she has patriotically relinquished the legitimate 
means. In that glorious compact of confederation, 
when every Staw: glowed with the fire of patriot- 
ism; when no selfish principle ruled, the State of 
New York relinquished the great boon which the 
God of nature gave her, to the confederated 
States; and she sacrificed and transferred to the 
Federal Government the great thrift of her in- 
comparable harbor. She cannot, sinee that com- 
pact, levy a single dollar of revenue on exports 
ox imports with which to improve the slight de- 
fects of her harbor which nature left unfinished; 
and most prophetic was the declaration of the 
patriot, George Clinton, that the relinquishment 
of tae impost revenue to the Federal Government 
was the sacrifice of many annual millions on the 
part of the State of New York; ‘‘ but were it fifty 
millions, patriotism demanded it.” 

Sir, examine the document laid on your table 
this morning. Ninety miilions of imports into 
that port alone, yielding tothe Federal Treasu 
probably fifteen millions of dollars! And permit 
me to say, sir, that nature has decreed an aug- 
mentation of this trade to that port. Does the 
gentleman still ask, ‘* Why don’t New York im- 
prove her own harbor ?’’ 

Sir, I do apologize for detaining the committee. 
I avoid speaking when I ean, because speeches 
delay proper legislation, and because I am mot an 
orator. Í feel sorry and do regret, that while we 
have but six remaining legislative days, I have 
been compelled to delay the committee even buta 
few moments. 

Mr. GILLET said that his friend before hi 
{Mr. Parker] showed a commendable zeal in 
protecting the interests of the country against 


improvident expenditures of all kinds, and he : 
He | 
bad a right to ask for, and ought to reeeive, full i 


should be the last to object to his vigilance. 


information in relation to all the calls forexpend- 
itures, like those to whieh he had bdbjected. ‘If 
those objections are obviated, as he thought they 
could be, of course he would sustain the appro- 
priations. He would leave his colleague from the 
city of New York [Mr. Ler} to defend the pro- 
posed improvements at the quarantine near the 
city. He would only say that, on full examina- 


tion in the Committee on Commeree, he had as- | 


sented to that measure, as being highly proper. 
His colleague had not, however, said as much in 
favor of the proposed improvement near White- 
hall, as he might have done consistent with the 
truth of the case. 
hundred miles from Whitehill, still he was some- 
what personally acquainted with the situation of 
the obstructions proposed to be removed. He 
saw them on his way to this place last fall. 

It was true that the passage from the broad 
part of Lake Champlain to this place, was very 
narrow; still it was nota creek. It was a partof 
the lake, and without any more apparent current 
than in other parts of the lake. 
deroga 


a very extensive commerce passed on these waters. 
It was the thoroughfare for a large number of 
schooners, steam and other boats, and led to the 
northern termination of the Champlain canal. A 
portion of New York, and nearly all Vermont, 
were deeply interested in this commerce on these 
waters. During the last war this place was a 
thoroughfare to the frontier. 
lake, as all must know, during that war, a fleet 
that covered itself with glory.: At the. close of 
that war, a portion, at least, of our national ves- 
sels were taken into Whitehall. They were there 


dismantled and broken up, as le had been in- , 
formed, and sunk down in this harrow passage. | 


Since then, deposits have collected around these 
old wrecks, which, together with the wrecks 
themselves, form a portion of the obstructions 


d the lower harbor; that during the | 
winter many vessels are compelled ta came in here | 


Although he resided some two i 


; Above Ticon- | 
, toward Whitehall, the lake in some parts | 44 
was little wider than the canal in sight of us; still , 


We had on that . 
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pores to. be removed 

ence it will be seen that a very considerable pot- 

| tion of these obstructions came there by the hand 

' of the General Government itself. The jurisdic- 
tion, then, was in the people of the State, and the 
title in individuals. 
right to leave any of its property there, so as to 
interfere with the interests of those concerned in 
the free and safe navigation of those waters. It 
even might be again wanted by the General Gov- 
ernment for the usc of another Navy. 

No one could object to this Government making 
full restitution for all injuries of this kind. It 
was right and just thatit should do so. He must 
say, if there could be an instance where this 
Government ought to clear out a harbor, he was 
confident this was one. He had scen the diffi- 
culty of getting in with steam and other boats, 
and with vessels; if every member here could 
see the place for himself, and become acquainted 
with the causes which occasioned the obstruc- 
tions, he was confident there would be no objec- 
tion to this appropriation. Certainly, no gentle- 
man will consent that this Government shall 
occasion an injury to any portion of our citizens 
without redressing the wrong. There.is now an 
opportunity to do an act of justice, in this respect; 
and he hoped all would consent that it should. be 
speedily done. 

The House then, according to order, took a 

' recess from half past two till four o’clock, p. m. 


EVENING SESSION. 


A vaniy of pension bills, returned from the 
Senate wit 
amendments severally concurred in. 
| The bill to establish certain post routes, etc., 
' returned from the Senate with amendments, was 
referred to the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads. : 


The following Senate bills were severally read 


a first and second time, and referred to their ap- 


propriate standing committees: 

An act for the relief of the legal representatives 
of David Caldwell, deceased; 

An act organizing the Navy of the United 
States; 

An act for the relief of Chatles J. Catlett. 


, of the Whole was discharged from the. further 
consideration of the bill authorizing the Winni- 
simmet company to lay out, and make a way,on 
lands of the United States, in Chelsea, Massa- 
chusetts; and the same having been brought into 


the House, was, by general consent,read a third | 


time, and passed. 
RIVER AND HARBOR BILL. 
The House then again resolved itself into the 
‘Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
' Union on the river and harbor bill, the question 
pending being the motion of Mr. Parker, as 
stated above. - 
After a few remarks from Mr. RUSSELL, the 
` Motion. was disagreed to, without a count. , 
Mr. VINTON. moved an amendment for the 


improvement of the Maumee river, below. the ` 


| Rapids, $20,000. 


Mr. HAMER hoped the amendment would be | 
_agreed to, inasmuch. as it was below a port of 
entry, and had been favorably reported on by.a : 


mittee. P 


| com 


by this appropriation. | 


his Government had no | 


amendments, were taken up, and the 


|| Mr. JOHNSON, 
On motion of Mr. PHILLIPS, the Committee | 


-Fhe bill haviug been read, was takon up. by 
sections. eos : N 

Mr. SUTHERLAND offered an amendment 
., forthe survey of the Kennebec river, Maine, $300; 
n which was agreed to. 

Mr. PHILLIPS offered an amendment to the 
clause for the survey of Salem harbor, Massar 
chusetts, by adding ‘‘ Linn,” and increasing the 
Seprcpeanon $500; which was agreed to. 

r. PEARCE, of Rhode Island, offered an 
amendment to increase the appropriation for the 
light-house on Block Island, Rhode Island, to 
$5,000; which was agreed to. 

Mr. SUTHERLAND offered an amendment 
fore floating light in or near the middle ground on 
Long Island Sound, $10,000; which was agreed 
to—ayes 114, noes not counted. 

Mr. PARKER moved an amendment to insert, 
after the ‘“ Delaware,’’ the words, ‘and Sehuyl- 
kill; which was apreed to. ‘ 

Mr. REYNOLDS, of Illinois, from the Com: 
mittee on Roads and Canals, offered an amend- 
ment making an appropriation for the improves 
ment of the Alleghany river between Pittsburg 
and Olean; which was lost. . : 

Mr. HAWES offered an amendment. making 
an appropriation for erecting a light-house at 
euderedn; in the State of Kentucky; which was 
ost. 

Mr. SUTHERLAND offered an amendment 
for alight-house on James river, Virginia, $5,000; 
which was agreed to. : 

Mr. S. also offered an amendment for a survey 
of Manhattan, harbor, on Maumee bay, $500; 
which was agreed to. 

Mr. REYNOLDS offered an amendment for 
the survey of the IHinois river from its mouth, 
$600; which was lost. 

Mr. OWENS offered the following: 

For the placing a floating light on the Savannah bar; 
near a shoal called Martin’s Industry, $20,000 ; 
which was lost. 


Mr. REYNOLDS, from the Committee on 
Roads and Canals, moved an item of $300 for the 
, Survey of a bridge across the Ohio at Cincinnati; 
| which was agreed to. . : e 
of Louisiaha, offered an 
amendment for a. survey. of Perdido and Pearl 
rivers, Louisiana, $300; which was agreed to. 
„Mr. CHAPIN offered the following new sec- 
ton;. ;, 


| Beit further enacted, That the reports upon al] the afore- 


| said surveys shali contain a statement of all such facts, 
| within the knowledge of the engineers respectively making 
| the surveys, as are or may be materially connected-with the 
proposed improvements, and also estimates, in detail, of 
‘| the sums of money necessary for such improvements re- 
| spectively. 

Mr. C. said.a similar provision is contained in 


+ the harbor bill, which had been before the Com- 


The amendment was agreed to—ayes,79, noes | 


Mr. ROBERTSON then submitted a proviso i 
| that the sums appropriated by this bill, to be ex- ` 


` pended in the different States, should be paid out | 


| of the amount of the public mone 
i such States respectively, under the bill passed 
‘regulating the deposits of the public money; 
‘which, after a few words from Messrs, WISE 
: and HARPER, was disagreed to—ayes 48, nocs 


95. a a eters Pag ®t ‘ 

| Mr. LYON moved a sum of $20,000 for im- 

:; proving the harbor at Mobile bay; which was lost. 

|| The bill was then laid aside, to be reported to 

i the House. > ; oe 
LIGHT-HOUSE BILL. : 

The committee then took up the bill making 

|| appropriations for building light-houses, light- 

i| boats, beacon-lights, buoys, and making surveys, 

4 for the year 1836. © : 7 < 


mittee of the Whole House on the state of the 

Union. If such a provision could be necessary 

in the harbor bill, it was much more important 
‘in this bill, as it contained a much larger number 
of appropriations for surveys. Besides, Congress 
looked to the reports of the enginecrs to establish 
the importance and utility of the proposed im- 
.. provements. These reports came'from men of 
science and experience employed by the Govern- 
i: ment, who wercentirely disinterested, and should 


| émbody all’the facts within the knowledge of the 
_ engineers materially connected with the proposed 
improvements to enablé Congress to come to 
correct conclusions in regard to them.. 
The section was then adoptéd. te oka 
_Mr. HAWES moved that the committée rise; 
which was lost. i 


deposited in | Mr. JARVIS offered an additional section 


, pro- 
| viding that none of the light-houscs should be 
commenced until the proper examinations be 
“made by. he Secretary of the Treasury; , which 

as agreed to. ; AS ole é ; 
The bill was then. Inid aside, to be reported to 
the House. __ z era a 
. CUMBERLAND: ROAD BILL. 


~The corimittee' next took up the bill from the 
i Senate to continue the Cumberland road in the 
States of Ohio, Indiana, and Hlinois. ` ' 
- The’ question pending was on ah afnendment 
to the bill reported by the Committee on Roads 
and Canals, to changè the road from a'macadam- 


Aa 


ized road tò a railroad. : 
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Afte 
LANE, Mr. 
VINTON, Mr. Ar.. 
NEGAN, Mr. REYNOLDS of Lhinois, Mr. 
KINNARD, and Mr. CRANE. f : 

Mr. OWENS moved that the committee mse; 
which motion was disagreed to—ayes 58, noes 


ree some further remarks by Messrs. MER- 
CER and McCARTY, the amendment was re- 
jected. 

Mr. CORWIN offered as an amendment to the 
bill the appropriations contained in the bill from 
the Committee of Ways and Means, for roads 
in the Territories of Michigan, Arkansas, and 
Florida. 

After a few remarks by Messrs. REYNOLDS, 
LANE, CORWIN, and MASON of Virginia, 
the amendment was rejected. 

The bill was then laid aside to be reported to 
the House. 

Mr. HAWES then marved that the committee 
rise; which was decided in the affirmative—ayes 
64, noes 57 

On motion of Mr. WISE, the House adjourned, 
at a quarter past eight o'clock. 


= eote renatka by Mr. MERCER, Mr. 


IN SENATE. 
Mownnar, June 27, 1836. : 


The CHAIR communicated a letter from Wil- 
liam Brent and other citizens of Washington, 
proposing to sell to the United States the building 
on Capitol Hill, formerly occupied by Congress, 
for the use of the Patent Office; which was laid 
on the table. 

Mr. WHITE presented the proceedings and 
resolutions of sundry citizens of Tennessee, rec- 
ommending the specdy recognition of the inde- 
pendence of Texas; which were laid on the table, 
and ordered to be printed. 


REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES, 


Mr. WEBSTER, from the Committee on Fi- 
nance, reported the bill from the House making 
appropriations for certain fortifications of the 

nited States, with amendments; which were 
read, and ordered to be printed. 

On motion of Mr. BENTON, the Committee 
on Military Affairs was discharged from the fur- 
ther consideration of the papers relating to the 
claims of certain States for interest on their ad- 
vances during the late war. 


AGENT TO TEXAS. 


Mr. PRESTON submitted the following reso- 


lution; which lies on the table one day: 


Resolved, That provision ought to be made by law for 
defraying the expenses of an agent to Texas, whenever the 
President shail deem such appointment necessary. 


RECONSIDERATION. 
On motion of Mr. TOMLINSON, the vote on 
the passage of the bill granting pensions to cer- 


tain persons therein named was reconsidered; and 
the bill was laid on the table. 


BILLS PASSED. 
The following bills were severally read the third 
time, and passed: | 
The bill for the relief of Ephrnim Page; 
The bill regulating the 
the United States Marine Cor 
The bill for the relief of 
Smith; 

The bill to create a new land district in the 
State of Alabama; and 

The bill to remit the duties upon certain goods 
destroyed by fire at the late conflagration in the 
city of New York. 


VETO MESSAGE. 


S; : 
e widow of Peter 


On motion of Mr. CLAYTON, the bill ap- 
ointing the time for the future meetings and ad- |' that sum. 


JACKSON of Massachusetts, Mr. ! 
CAMBRELENG, Mr. HAN- 


ay of the officers of 


i 

I Davis, Goldsborough, Hendricks, Kent, Knight, Moore, 
|’ Morris, Robbins, Robinson, Southard, Swift, Tipton, and 
Webster—16. 

NAYS—Messrs. Renton, Black, Brown, Calhoun, Cath- 
bert, Ewing of flinois, Grundy. Hubbard, King of Alabama, 
King of Georgia, Leigh, Linn, Mangum, Nicholas, Niles, 
Page, Porter, Rives, Tallmadge, Walker, Wall, White, and 
Wright—23. 

MEETINGS OF CONGRESS. 


Mr. CLAYTON, on leave, introduced a_bill 


providing for the future annual meetings of Con- | 
gress on the first Monday of November in every | 
year; which was read, and ordered to a second . 


reading. 
PATENT OF JOSEPH GRANT. 

The bill to renew the patent of Joseph Grant 
was taken up; and the pending amendment hav- 
ing been concurred in, it was ordered to be èn- 
grossed for a third reading. 


PAYMENT OF INDEMNITY. 


Mr. WRIGHT moved to lay the preceding 
orders upon the table, that the Senate might take 
up the bill to anticipate the payment of the in- 
demnities due to the claimants under the French 
and Neapolitan treaties. 

: Mr. W. was not disposed, at this stage of the 
‘| gegsion, to occupy, unnecessarily, the time of the 
Senate with this or any other bill; byt he must 
say he considered this one of the most important 
public bills upon the files of the Senate. ‘There 
was now a pressure upon the money market in 
all the trading towns, and he knew of no way in 


which Congress could so effeetually contribute to | 
the relief of the mercantile interests, to the extent . 


proposed, as by the passage of this bill. Every 
enator would recollect that the installments were 
still due under the French treaty—the one to 
become due in one, and the other in two ycars 
from the present time. Under the Neapolitan 
treaty his recollection was, that seven installments 
were yet due, to be paid annually. It would, 
therefore, be seven years before the money would 
be paid under this last treaty. All the money due 
under both treaties was bearing an interest of at 
least four per centum per annum, which would 
make the advance of the money a safe and prof- 
itable operation for the Treasury, while its ad- 
vance would contribute instant relief, to the 
amount of about four millions of dollars, to the 
great mercantile intetests of the country, which 
were now suffering for the want of immediate cash 
capital. The present condition of the Treasury 
would permit the advance without any injury to 
any national interest, and he most earnestly hoped 


the favor and approbation of the Senate. 

i Mr. W. said his object in making the motion 
i at this time was, that it might be a test of the dis- 
pennen of the Senate as to the bill itself. He 


cessfully, and he had not, at that time, made any 


explanations whatever of his views in reference | 


to the bill and its public importance. He now 
, hoped he might so far obtain the attention of the 
i: members of the body as to prepare every Senator 
|: to vote upon the motion he had now made with 
|. reference to the fate of the bill. There could be 
; no questions of detail. The only provisions con- 
|, tained in the bill, and the only provisions required, 
- were that the money should be advanced from 
: the Treasury to the claimants, and that the assign- 
| ments of their claims against these respective for- 
! eign Govertiments be taken by the United States 


i in exchange for the money. The effect would 


$ 


|! terest of four per cent. per annum, while the cap- 
| ital advanced would go to the immediate relief of 
, the mercantile interests. He had made careful 
| inquities at the Treasury, and found that the ap- 
| propriation would not vary far from four millions 
| of dollars, and would not, very certainly, exceed 


that the bill would be taken up, and would meet | 


ad made the motion a few days since, unsuc- || 


merely be an investment of the money at an in- : 


Journments of Congress, that had been returned || Mr. W. said he had made these remarks that 
to the Senate with the veto of the President, was '| the vote might be decisive of the fate èf the bill 
taken up; the question being, ** Shall this bill pass ' for the present session. If the Senate. should 
wae the paniy a tetinin ae leg oan i by j ra upon the preseñt-oceasion, to take up the 
e Constitution? and, after a debate, in which |i bill, he should not feel it to be his daty again to 
Messrs. MORRIS,GOLDSBOROUGH WALL, | move it. He therefore would ask the yes and 
SOUTHARD,. PORTER, and NILES, partici- |! nays upon the question, that the expression might 
pated, the question was taken; and the bill was || be decisive and satisfactory, as well to the Sen- 
rejected by the following vote: f ate as to the parties-and interests concerned. 
YEAS — Messrs. Bayard, Buebaban, . Clay, Ciayton, | After a few words of conversation between 


è 


| Messrs. WEBSTER, -PORTER, LINN, and 

WRIGHT, the vote was taken and the motion 

| was lost. The yeas and nays upon it were as 
' follows: 

YEAS—Mesers. Benton, Cuthbert, Ewing of Illinois, 
Grundy, Hubbard, King of Alabama, King of Georgia. 
Leigh, Morris, Nicholas, Niles, Page, Rives, Ruggles, Tale 
madge, Watker, Wall, and Wright—1te. j 

j NAYS—Mesers. Bayard, Black, Brown, Buchanan, Cat- 
houn, Clay, Clayton, Crittenden, Davis, Goldsborough, 
Hendricks, Kuight, Leigh, Mangum, Porter, Robbins, 
| Southard, Swit. Tipton, Webster, and White—21. 
WESTERN ARMORY. 


| The bill to establish a foundery, an armory in 
the West and one in the South, arsenals in the 
States in which the same have not yetbeen estab- 
lished, and depots for arms in certain States and 
Territories, was taken up and considered as in 
Committec of the Whole. 

Mr. CALIIOUN thought it was too late in the 
session to act ona bill of such importance, involv- 
ing such heavy appropriations; and he would 
therefore move that it be indefinitely postponed, 

Mr. LINN hoped that the postponement would 
not be ordered. For many years Congress had 
acted in both of its branches favorably for an arm- 
ory inthe West, though not in both at the same 
time, and there had never been a doubt of the 

' importance of some of the objects included in this 
bill. 

The history of the jast war showed the great 
importance of an armory on the western waters, 
and, in further confirmation of the necessity of 
one there, he would’ call the attention of gentle- 
men to the report of the Secretary of War on the 
subject. The Sceretary (Mr. L. said) went into 
an exact estimate of the difference of the cost of 
arms manufactured in the Westand those man- 

| ufactured cast of the mountains, the difference 

| being in favor of the former. The importance of 
an armory in the West inthe time of war was 
manifest; every one acquainted with the resources 
of ‘Missouri would at once sea the great econ- 
omy there would be in having arms manufactured 
there. Within a compass of twenty miles square 
in that State, could be found every material used 
both in the manufacture of arms and of gunpow- 
der; and this, too, where there were tle greatest 
facilities for water transportation. He regretted 
that the armory for the West did not stand in a 
bill by itself; but, as it was, he should vote for 
the whole bill. 

Mr. BENTON observed that there were now 
nine or ten arsenals in the United States, distrib- 
uted in the different States—principally at the 
north--and it was thought right by the Military 
Committee, that there should be one in every 

| State in the Union. It was thought right that 
: every State should be put on the same footing 
| with the eight or nine States who now had arse- 
nals. With respect to the armory, it rested.on 
|; different foundations. We of the West (said he) 
have for fifteen years been endeavoring to get an 
|; armory cstablished on our waters. We have had 
reports upon reports in favor of it—all showing 
that the expense of the transportation of arms 
| beyond the mountains was of itself sufficient to 
! authorize the measure. As the arms on hand 
|: became fewer and fewer, ur consequence of use 
l; and decay, it would readily be scen what a súp- 
ply the West would require for her constantly 
growing population. History showed the im- 
| possibility of supplying a country with arms at 
any one period. The supply must be constantly 
going on. In England and France, the manufac- 
ture of arms was ¢ontinued:with as much regu- 
i Jarity as if:they had never manufactured. arms at 
| ail.: Now, im Europe, the regular armies only 
| were atmet, while the body of the people went 
nnarmed. Onr people should be well armed, and 
not suffered to muster in time of peace with corn- 
stalks, and to carry arms in time of war that they 
are afraid of. The secret of the great suceess of 
the western people in battle, was in their being 
accustomed from their childhood ta- the handling 
of arme.. Mr. B, referred to á report of the Sec~ 
retary ef War in 1818, which recommended an 
armory in the western waters, on account of 
cheapness, and the considerable expense that 
would: be. saved in transportation. e of the 
West (said Mr. B.) have miscarried, heretofore, 
by endeavoring to fix upon the place. They had 
| now abandoned that idea, and left the location to 
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wore cast of the mountains, and if a line were ` 
diasn trom Fiorida point to Maine, they would 
be found in a quarter of the Union. 

Mia. CLAY PON observed that his impressions 
Were ta tavor of this bill; bat he observed an ap- 
propriaton of S]0U,000 fer a foundery, and he 
desired ta Know where it was to be located. 

Mr, DENTON replied that the object was to 
have a pattern foundery at the seat of Govern- 
montto bring to the same test, not only the cal- 
ivor of all che guns, but the metal used in making 
baa, 

Mr, KING, of Alabama, said that he was rather 
in favor ef the general objects of the bill; but, on 
eXaminaion, it seemed to him that there were 
some objections to it. He thought, aa the bill 
stood, the foundery might be located either at 
Louisville or Ss. Louis. The Southwest, too, 
the most important part of the Union foran arm- 
ory, was entirely excluded from the bill. Ft had 
heretofore been considered that the most favor- 
able pesition for an armory was at the bend of 
the Tennesee river, west of the Muscle Shoals, 
where every convenience of water power, facili- 
ties af wansporiation, and materials, were to be 
fuusd. He thought this would be the most fa- 
vorable position for an armory, as it would there 
be most convenient for all the western and south- 
wesiernStates With regard to arsenals of deposit, 
every gentleman would see the propriety of 
having them in every State for the purpose of 
supni ying arms to the militia. No gentleman, he 
believed, would object to this. Waith regard to 
arsenals of construction, he understood it as an- 
other name far an armory. Why should they 
have one in the South, and one in the West, and 
establish anotber arsenal. of construction at St. 
Louis? An arsenal of construction, he presumed, 
was for the manufacture of small arms, and it was, 
therefore, the same thing as an armory. He woald 
vote against the indefinite postponement of the 
tall, with a view of having such amendments 
made as would rebeveit from any objections. . 

Mr. PORTER said he agreed with the Sepatar 
from Alabama, that there was no particular reason 
for having an armory in the South. He believed 
that St. Louis was asadvantageous a position for 
Louisiana as any other place, considering the 
facilities of transportation from there. i 

Mr. LINN, in repty to Mr. KING of Alabama, 
said that he really thought that the gentleman ’s 
State belonged to the West. He had always 
been very willing to claim Alabama as a western 
State. The position spoken of by the gentleman 
from Alabama had been recommended, when the 
resources of Missouri were not so well under- 
stood as they now were. When he was up 
before, he remarked, that within the compass of 
twenty miles square in Missouri, could be found 
all the advantages of water power, with the facil- , 
ities of: transportation te any part of the West, | 
together with all the materials in the greatest | 
abundance used in the manufacture of arms and j; 
ammunition; such as iron, copper, coal, manga- | 
nese, zinc, ammonia, niter, sulphur, and lead. 
He wag perfectly willing that Missouri should 
enter into competition with Alabama, and to yield | 
to the Jatter, if she could show superior advan- :; 
tages for an armory on her waters. i 
_ Mr. ÇALHOUN , after some remarks, renewed ` 
his motion for the indefinite postponement of the | 
bill. 
Mr. KING, of Georgia, said, that as respected _ 
additional armories, the report of the Secretary |. 
of War was. decidedly averse to them. If an`: 
armory was established in the West, we thought i 
one of those now existing ought to be abolished. | 
The Secretary said that the present establish- 
ments eould turn out about thirty or forty thou- 
gand stand of arms a year, and that there were 
about éighty thousand now on hand—a number, 
he should suppose, sufficient forthe present wants 
of the country. He was not disposed (Mr. K. 
said) to increase the number of armories, but he 
would pe. very willing to support the principles 
of thiajbill so far as to establish depots for arms 
jp. the States where there werp no arsenals. But, 
as it was suggested by the Senator from South 
Rarchina, they had hardly time this session tọ 
act, with a sufficient understanding of the subject, 


, the Senate adjourned. 


WALL, in opposition to the postponement, the | 
question was taken on Mr. Catnoun’s motion, 
and it was rejected by the following vote: i 


Y¥EAS—Messrs. Calhoun, Crittenden, Kent, King of 
Georgia, Knight, Mangum, Moore, Page, Preston, Robbins, 
Southard, and Swui—12. i 

NAYS— Messrs. Benton, Black, Brawn, Buchanan, 
Cutabert, Ewing of Filinois, Goldsborough, Hendricks, Hub- 
bard, King of Alabama, Linn, Nicholas, Porter, Robinson, 
Ruggieas, ‘Tallmadge, Tipton, Walker, Wall, Webster, 


o White, and Wright—22. 


After some remarks from Messrs. BENTON 
and BUCHANAN in favor of the bill, and from 
Mr. KING, of Georgia, iv favor of postpone- 
ment, Mr. K. moved to lay the bill on the table; 
which motion was rejected—yeas 16, nays 17. 

Mr. KING, of Alabama, moved to strike out 
the armory in the South; and after some remarks 
from Messrs. CALHOUN and PRESTON, in 
opposition to the motion, it was carried., ` 

Mr. K. moved further to amend the bill by 
inserting the words “or Southwest.’ The effect 
of this amendment is to leave it to the discretion 
of the President to locate the armory either in 
the West or Southwest, 

The motion was adopted. 

On motion of Mr. WEBSTER, the arsenal of 
construction at St. Louis was stricken out; after 
whieh 

The bill was orde 
third reading... - 


PAINTINGS FOR THE ROTUNDA. 

On motion of Mr. PRESTON, the resolution 
for furnishing the rotunda with paintings was 
taken up, and ordered to a third reading. 

. STATUARY FOR THE CAPITOL. 
On motion of Mr. WEBSTER, the resolution 
providing for procuring models and plans fora 

roup of statuary for tlie east front of the Cap- 
ital, was taken up, and ordered to be engrossed 
for a third reading. 


JOHN RANDOLPH CLAY, AND OTHERS. 


red to be engrossed for a 


lief of Joha Randolph Clay and Thomas T. Bar- 


‘ton, was taken up and considered as in Gommit- 
.. tee of the Whole, and after being amended so as - 
to include. certain allowances to Thomas L. Le. P2 


Brent and George F. Brown, was ordered tobe 
engroseed for athird reading. ay 


BILLS ORDERED TO A THIRD READING. 


_ The following bills were severally read the 
second time, and considered as in Committee of | 
the Whole, and ordered to a third reading: 

A bill for the relief of the legal representatives 
of Michael Fenwick, deceased; 

A bill for the relief of Andrew Hoover, of Ln- ; 
diana; i 

The bill confirming to the legal representatives | 
of Thomas F. Reddick a tract of six hundred and | 
forty acres of larid; ate ee 
The ‘bill for the relief of George F. Strother; 

The bill for the relief of James Alexander.and | 
Ira Nash; i 

The bill for the relief of Andrew Armstrong; 

The bill for the relief of William Tharp; and 

The bill for the relief of John Cummins. 

After the consideration of executive business, 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Monpar, June 27, 1836. 

Petitions and memorials were presented by 
Mr. GIDEON LEE, and Mr. 
New York; : l 

_Mr. PHILLIPS, of Massachusetts; i 

Mr. MILLER, of Pennsylvania; and: 

Mr. HOWARD, of Maryland. 

-INDEPENDENCE OF TEXAS. ` 
- Mr. BELL presented a memorial ang. regal- | 


teu? 


tions of a large and. respectable meejing af tha ,, 


citizens of Nashville, Tennessee, in fayar of rec- 
ognizing the independence of Texas. .; . 
ELL. then: mayed a suspension of iae 
ryles for the purpose of offering. a resolution pro- 
viding. that an appropriation be made for the 


T. 


HAZELTINE, df | 


Mr. BELL said he did not feel himself justi- 
fied in adopting the suggestion, since he had no 
knowledge or intimation of the character of the 
report that would come from that committee. _ 

Mr. MANN, of New York, then moved to 
lay the whole subject on the table; and 

Mr. HAWES asked for the ycas and nays; 
whch were ordered; and were—yeas 135, nays 
56. 

So the motion to lay the whole subject on the 
table was decided in ike affirmative. ` 


ALTERATION OF THE RULES. 


Mr. VINTON moved a suspension of the rules, 
for the purpose of offering the following resolu- 
tion; ; 


Rasolved by the Sennte end House of Representatives of 
the United States of America ig Congress assembied, That 
the following shall be a standing joint rule of the two 
Houses, viz: That after six days from the commencement 
of a second or other subsequent session of any Congress, 
exeept the final session of such Congress, all bills and joint 
resolutions, whith originated in, and had passed either 
House, and at the close of the next preceding session re- 
mained undetermined in the other House, shall be resumed, 
and acted on in the House where it remained undeterin 
ined, in the same manner. as if an adjournment had not 
taken place. 


The motion to, suspend was agteed to—ayes 
113, noes 45, ua yt fr ta ee i 
Mr. HAWES moved to postpone the further 
consideration of the resolution till Friday next. 
After a few words from. Mr. VINTON, the 
motion was disagreed to; and after some remark? 
from Messrs. MASON of Virginia, VINTON, 


' MILLER, and SPEIGHT, 
On motion ‘of Mr. CLAY, the bill for the re- | 


Mr. THOMAS expresscd an earnest hope that 
the rule would be adopted. He had some expe- 
yience on: this subject. The. rule, if adopted, 
would operate chiefly on bills providing for thé 
yment of private claims. Bilts of a general 
character, which had para one branch of Con- 

regs, werg nearly all disposed of by the other 
Hoone bolora ap adjournment, because they did 
nat fail to create sufficient interest to insure such 
action. Itis otherwise with private bills. Many 
of them are acted on in one or the other House, 
without being finally disposed of before an ad- 


; journment.” By our rules, as they now are, bills 


in this condition are in effect rejected. And at 
the next session, the petitions which gave origin 


i to them are to be presented anew, and the claims 


are to undergo a new examination. This pro- 
ceeding imposes on the members of the House 
unnecessary labor. It often happens that the 


' committees are changed in the mean time; and if 


only one new member is placed on a committee, 
the whole matter is to be reéxamined, that he may 
act understandingly.. By this means members 


‘who pay attention to businees in a committee- 
i room are engaged in maturing these private bills 


for the action of the House, and must necessarily 


: be deprived: of a large proportion of that time 


character. The gteat mass of private business 


needed to be prepared to take partin the proceed- 
ings of Congress on subjects of a more ganaral 
eo 
fore Congress unavoidably prolongs dy its 
hipaa lf members ‘could e relieved of: the ha- 
bor of examining and reéxamining these private 
claims, by arule which would insure final action on 
all which have been passed by either House, they 
could then lend:their aid to “give impulse to the 
proceedings of Congress on business df. a public 
character. ‘The rule ought to be adopted, not 
only to-relieve the members of the House from 
unneeesaary labor, a ve insur Pilea pay- 
-tovall clai i heir just dues. w 
ment: to'all: claimants of their J TE 
Fousi— 


Mr. SUTHERLAND moved the 
question; which was seconded by the r ; 
ayes 100, n0es-not counted; and the main ques 
tion being ordered, SAG a aon ee 
Mr. HOWARD waked:for the yeas and nays, 
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but the House refused to otter them, and the 
resolution was adopted without a count. 
PRESENTATION OF MEMORIALS, ETC. 
Petitions and memorials were presented by | 

Messrs. STORER and JONES of Ohio; a 

Mr. DICKSON, of Mississippi, [a memorial 
from the citizens of Claiborne county, Mississippi, 
on the subject of the recognition of the independ- 
ence of Texas. ] 

Mr. GARLAND, of Louisiana, moved a sus- 

ension of the rule to enable him to offer a reso- 
tation to rescind the joint resolution. fixing the 
day of adjournment, and extending the time to 
Monday, the 11th of July. 

Mr. ROBERTSON moved to lay the motion - 
on the table; whereupon, we 

Mr. GARLAND withdrew the motion. 

Mr. CASEY presented several petitions (in the 
absence of Mr. Sevier) from the citizens of Ark- | 
ansas on the subject of internal improvements. 


REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. i 

Mr. MILLER, from the Committee on Invalid : 
Pensions, on leave, made a report in favor of | 
Ransom Clarke, accompanied by a bill granting 
him an increase of pension; which was read twice | 
and committed. i 

On motion of Mr. MILLER, the House went 
mto Committee of the Whole (Mr. Casey in the 
chair) on the above bill. 

Mr. BRIGGS moved to increase the pension 
to $8 a month, instead of $4; which was lost. 

The committee then rose and réported the bill 
to the House. 

Mr. BRIGGS renewed his amendment offered 
in committee; which was lost. 

The bill was then ordered to be engrossed for a 
third reading to-day. ; 

Mr. WHITTLESEY, from the Committee of 
Claims, reported various Senate bills referred to 
that committee, without amendment. 

Mr. W. also reported the following Senate bills, 
accompanied by reports that they be rejected:: 

An act for the relief of the officers of the United 
and States sloop of war Boston; f 

An act for the relief of Daniel Steenrod. 


REDUCTION OF THE REVENUE. 


Mr. McKAY asked leave to offer the following 
resolutions: ‘ , 

Resolved, That the power of taking money from the peo- 
ple, by laying and collecting duties, imposts, and excises, is 
one of the most sacred of the trusts vested in the General 
Government; that it is conferred solely to enable it to com- 
mand the necessary means to execute the objects for which 
is was instituted, and that to exact money from the people 
when not necessary for those objects, or more than may be 
necessary, would be, on the part of the Government, a man- 
ifest breach of trust, and to the people unjust and oppres- 
sive. 

Resolved, That the revenue receivable ander the present 
laws is, and will be, more than is required for the fair and 
legitimate wants of the Government, and that provision 
ought to be made for its reductian. 

Resolved, That the Becretary of the Treasury report to 
this House, at the commencement of the next session, what 
alteration can be madc in the existing tariff of duties con- 
sistently with the principles of the several acts imposing 
duties upon imports, with a view to reduction. | 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury also report 
upon the best mode of diminishing the revenue arising from 
the public lands, without retarding the settlements of the 
new States or impairing the interests of the General Gov- 
ernment, and, generally, his views as to the best mode of 
reducing the revenue to the fair and constitutional wants 
of the Government. 


Objection being made, 

Mr. MANN, of New York, moved a suspen- 
sion of the rules, and asked for the’ yeas and 
nays; which were ordered. . j 

r. ASHLEY wished the House to indulge 
him in making a few remarks explanatory of his 
vote on the resolution. He was delicately sit- 
uated. He was in favor of one part of the res- 
elution, and opposed to the other. He desired a 
reduction of the price of the public lands, but 
was against a reduction of the tariff. 

The CHAIR decided that it was out of order 
to debate the proposition to suspend. . 

n Myr. SLADE moved a cali of the House. - 

- Mr. VANDERPOEL asked for the yeas and 
nays, but they were xefused; and the House alsa 
refused to order a call of the House. au 
- The question on suspending the rules was then 
taken, and decided in the negative--yeas 127, 
nays 72; as follows: ie : 


. YEAS-—Méssza, Ashley, Bartön Bealé Bean, Beaumont, 


| Bolt, Bockee, Boon, Bouldin, Bovec; Boyd, Brown, Bunch, 
; Burns, Bynum, Cambreleng, Campbell, Carr, Carter, Casey, 
' Chaney, Chapman, Chapin, Nathaniel I. Claiborne, John 
r. H. Claiborne, Cleveland, Coles, Connor, Craig, Cush- 
mm, Davis, Dickson, Doubleday, Dromgoole, Dunlap, 
Eftner, Fairfield, Farlin, Forester, French, Fry, William 
K. Fuller, Galbraith, James Garland, Gillet, Grantland, 
Grayson, Joseph Hall, Hamer, Atbert G. Harrison, Hawes, 
Hawkins, Haynes, Howard, Huntington, Huntsman, Ing- 
ham, Jabez Jackson, Jarvis, Joseph Johuson, Richard M. 


Johnson, Cave Johnson, Jolin W. Jones, Benjamin Jones, . 


Kennon, Kilgore, Lane, Lansing, Lawler, Gideon Lee, 
Joshua Lee, Luke Lea, Leonard, Lewis, Logan, Loyal, 
Lucas, Lyon, Abijah Mann, Job Mann, Martin, John Y.Ma- 
son, William Mason, Moses Mason, Maury, May, McKay, 


McKeon, McKim, McLene, Montgomery, Moore, Morgan, , 


Owens, Page, Parks, Patterson, Patton, Pettigrew, Phelps, 
Pinckney, Rencher, John Reynolds, Joseph Reynolds, 
. Roane, Robertson, Seymour, William B. Shepard, Shields, 
Sickles, Smith, Speight, Standeter, Taliaferro, Taylor, 


Tbomas, John Thomson, Toucey, Towns, Turner, Turrill, | 


Vanderpocl, Wagener, Ward, Webster, Weeks, and Wise 
—126. : . 
NAYS—Messrs. Adams, Chilton Allan, Heman Allen, 
Anthony, Bond, Borden, Briggs, Buchanan, John Catbhoon, 
Wiliam B. Calhoun, John Chambers, Childs, Clark, Cor- 
_ win, Crane, Cushing, Darlington, Denny, Dickerson, Ever- 
ett, Bice Garland, Granger, Graves, Grennell, Niland Hall, 
Hard, Harlan, Harper, Samuel S. Harrison, Hazeitine, 
Heister, Hoar, Howell, Hubley, Hunt, Ingersoll, William 
Jackson, Janes, Jenifer, Henry Johnson, Judson, Laporte, 


Lawrence, Lay, Thomas Lee, Lincoln, Love, McCarty, | . 
McKennan, Mercer, Milligan, Morris, Muhlenberg, Parker, | WaS agreed to. 


Dutee J. Pearce, James A. Pearce, Phillips, Potts, Reed, ;' 
Slade, Spangler, Sprazuc, Storer, Sutherland, Underwood, |! 
Vinton, Wardwell, Washington, White, Elisha Whittle- - 


sey, Lewis Williams, and Sherrod Williams—72. 
So there not being two thirds voting in the 
affirmative, the rules were not suspended. 
POST ROUTE BILL. 


© Mr. CONNOR, from the Committee on the 
| Post Office and Post Roads, reported the Senate’s 

amendments, without amendment, to the post 
|. route bill; which was committed. 


i MBDAL OF MAJOR HENRY LEE. 


i! resolution providing for the execution of a gold — 


ii medal ordered by a resolution of the Continental ` 
' Congress of 1779, to be delivered to Major Henry | 


mitted to the Committee of the Whole. 
ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


' order of business by 

i| Mr. GALBRAITH, to take up and consider 
|! a memorial presented by him on the subject of 
: banks, whieh had been laid on the table. Mr. 
| G.’s object was (he said) to refer it to a select 
committee, with a view to its consideration at the 
next session of Congress; 

g rights 


sider, on to-morrow, all the bills grantin 
roygh 


of way to ¢anal and railroad companies th 
the public lands of the United States; and 

Mr. CONNOR, to procced with the considera- 
tion of the bill to change the organization of the 
Post Office Department. 


On motion of Mr. MAY, it was í 


Resolved, That the Committee of Claims inquire into the 
expediency of compensating William L. Campbell for a 
horse lost by him while in the service of the United States 
during the late Indian disturbances in Hlinois. 


The House then proceeded to the consideration 
of the 


SPECIAL ORDER. 


On motion of Mr. SUTHERLAND, the House 
resolved itself into the Committee of the Whole on 
the state of the Union, (Mr. Lincoxnin the chair.) 

Mr. OWENS rose to make an appeal to the 
House which, when he stated the reasons for it, 
he was sure the committee would attend to. He 
rose to move to give priority in the committee to 
the bill reported by the Committee of Ways and 
Means making appropriations to carry into effect 
certain Indian treaties. Mr. 0. conceived it to 
be the duty of the committee to fake up’ the bill 
at once; and thd reason he would give he was 
| satisfied would induce them to act upon it with- 
out delay. He (Mr. O.) had received informa- 
tion from: Georgia, from individuals of all parties, 
that the Cherokees were ina very distressed con- 
dition, being destitute of food—that many of them, 
men, women, and children, were traversing the 
country fifty and sixty miles from their residence 
in Search of subsistence—thosd having means 
purchasing #t—others depending upon the charity 


i| Lee, was taken up, read a second time, and com- ' 


|! Ineffectual attempts were made to change the | 


Mr. WHITE, of Florida, to take up and con- || 


' during the last fall by the early frosts. 


of the people. At the time of the negotiation of 
the treaty, the condition of the Cherokee people 
was well known, they having lost their craps 


The ex- 


: igency was provided for by the eighteenth clause 


of the treaty, stipulating that provisions be fur- 
nished them. Mr. O. therefore urged his motion, 
and regarded its adoption notasa matter of policy 
ge pelea expediency, but as one of humanity, 
and could not anticipate its rejection. 

Mr. ASHLEY objected, on the ground that he 
wished the Cumberland road bills first disposed 
of, as they had precedence in the order of the 
House. 


Mr. Owens’s motion was then negatived. 


INTERNAL IMPROVEMENTS. 


The committee then took up the bill making 
appropriations for certain military and other 
roads, and for examinations and surveys for the 
year 1836. 
© Mr. CORWIN moved to strike out the items in 
this bill for continuing the Cumberland road in 
the States of Ohio and Indiana, on the ground 
that they were embraced in another bill; which 


Mr. C. also moved an amendment for a road 
from La Plaisance bay to Chicago, $7,000; which 
was agreed to. 

Mr. ASHLEY proposed to amend the item in 


| the bill providing for the construction of a road 
; from the southern boundary of Missouri to Red 
iriver, by striking out the words, ‘ southern 


boundary of Missouri,” and inserting, as the 


place of beginning, “on the Mississippi, at Mad- 


‘ rid;” which was agreed to. 


Various other amendments were submitted b 


! Messrs. REYNOLDS of Illinois, ASHLEY, 
: HARPER, MERCER, MASON of Virginia, 


i| On’ motion of Mr. TALIAFERRO, the joint S JACKSON of Massachusetts, and GARLAND 


of Virginia, some of which were agreed to, and 
others rejected; and after some remarks from 


! Messrs. SUTHERLAND, ASHLEY, JACK- 


SON of Massachusetts, KINNARD, MER- 


, CER, CORWIN, LANE, HARPER, PAT- 


u 
R 


1 


| TON, and GARLAND of Virginia, the bill was 


laid aside to be reported to the House. 
BRIDGE OVER THE OHIO. , 
The committee next took up the bill for: the 
erection of a bridge across the river Ohio, on the 


route of the Cumberland road; which was con- 
sidered, and the blanks filled up. 


` NATIONAL ROAD TO THE MISSISSIPPI. 

The bill to continue the national road from 
Vandalia to the Mississippi river, in the State of 
Illinois, and from the Mississippi river to Jeffer- 


| son City, in the State of Missouri, was taken 


p; and after some discussion between Messrs. 
EYNOLDS of Illinois, HAWES, MERCER, 
BOON, KINNARD, and VINTON, the com- 
mittee rose without taking the question; and the 
House took a recess till four o'clock. 


`- EVENING SESSION. 
The following bills from the Senate were sev- 


|| erally read a first and second time, and referred 
| to appropriate committecs: l 


An act to regulate the pay of the officers of the 


` United States Marine Corps; 


An act for the settlement of the claim of the 
executrix of Richard W. Meade; ` 

An act to remit the duties upon certain goods 
destroyed by fire, at the late conflagration in the 
city of New York; 
` Anact to create a new 
of Alabama; 
-An act for the relief of the widow of Peter 
Smith; and 

An act for the relief of Ephraim Page. 

The bill for the relief of Ransom Clark was 
read the third time, and passed. 


CUMBERLAND ROAD. - 


The House then again went into the Committee 
of the Whole on the state of the Union, (Mr. Lin- 
Coin in the chair,) and resumed the consideration 
of the bill to continue ‘the national road from 
Vandalia to the Mississippi river, in the State of 
Illinois. 2o : 

' The question pending was the motion of Mr. 


land district in the State 


1836. 
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Hawes to strike out that ‘part of the bill which | 


provided that the road should be so graded as to || in the negative. 


permit hereafter the laying of rails thereon. 
After some remarks from Messrs. HARDIN, 


ASHLEY, LANE, and MERCER, the amend- | 


ment was agreed to-—-ayes 92, noes 33. 
The bill was then laid aside to be reported to: 
the House. 
NATIONAL ROAD. 


The committce next took up the bill to con- 
tinue the national road from the Mississippi river 
to Jefferson City, in the State of Missouri, 

Mr. HAWES moved to strike out the clause 
in relation to grading the road witha view to lay 
rails thereon; which was agreed to. 

The bill was then laid aside. 


INDIAN AFFAIRS. 


The committee next took up the bill making 
further appropriations for carrying into effect 
certain Indian treaties. 

The bill having been read, was taken up by 
sections. i 

The first clause was the following: 7 

Far the amount stipulated to be paid for the lands ceded 
in the first article of the treaty with the Cherokees, of the 
Nth of December, 1835, deducting the cost of the land to 
be provided for then: west of the Mississippi, under the 
second article of said treaty, $4,500,000, 

Mr. ADAMS called for the reading of a protest 
of a part of the Cherokee delegation against this 
treaty. The document, which was very lengthy, 
was read by the Clerk. Mr. A. then moved to 


strike out the section, and that the committee rise , 


and leave the bill to be acted on hereafter. 

After some discussion between Messrs. WISE, 
ADAMS, CAMBRELENG, and OWENS, 

Mr. WISE moved that the committee rise and 
report all the bills except the one now under 
consideration; but withdrew the ‘motion at the 
request of at 

Mr. MERCER, who moved an amendment to 
the harbor bill so as to provide that: the money 
should'remain in the Treasury until it was called 
for to be expended for work actualy done; which 
was agreed to. i , 

Mr. MERCER also offered an amendment to 
the Senate Cumberland road bill, to provide that 
it shonld be graded in such manner as to permit 
of laying rails thereon; which was fost. 
. Various other amendments were offered to the 
different bilis by Messrs. McCARTY, CHAP- 
MAN, and MARTIN. 


So the motion to lay on the table was decided 


After a few words by Mr. HOWARD, the 
resolution was adopted. 


adjourned at nine o’clock, p. m. 


IN SENATE, 


Turspay, June 28, 1836. | 

Mr. SOUTHARD, from the Committee on the 
District of Columbia, reported on the following 
bills, that had been returned from the House of 
Wipes penree with amendments: 

he bill makingappropriations for the support | 
of the penitentiary in the city of Washington, for 
the year 1836; i 

The bill appropriating the unexpended balance 
of the appropriation for the building of the Wash- 
ington bridge to the improvement of the Mary- 
land avenne; and 

The bill to authorize the closing of certain 
streets in Georgetown. 

On motion of Mr. S., the amendments were. 
severally concurred in. 

Mr. S., from the same committee, reported the 
following bills from the House, without amend“ 
ment: 

The bill to authorize the Washington Monu- 
ment Society of the city of Washington to erect 
their monument on the public mall; 

The bill in addition to the act incorporating 
the Provident Association of Clerks; 

The bill to organize fire companies in the Dis- 
trict of Columbia; and i 

The bill giving the assent of Congress to the 
act incorporating the Alexandtia and Fredericks- 
burg Railroad Company. ; 

Mr. TOMLINSON, from the Committee. on 
Pensions, reported, with amendments, the bill 
granting half pay to widows and orphans whose 
husbands and fathers have died, or may hereafter 
die, in the service of the United States; and the 
amendments were ordered to be printed, 


CENSURE OF THE PRESIDENT. | 


l 


` - On motion of Mr. WHITE, the Senate took ` 


On motion of Mr. SUTHERLAND, the com- 


mittee then rose and reported all the bills, as 
amended, to the House, excepting the bill mak- 
ing appropriations for carrying into effect certain 
Indian treaties. i 

Mr. WISE moved a suspension of the rules for 
the purpose of offering the following resolation: 

Resolved, Thatthe President of the United States be, and 
he is hereby, requested to communicate to this House all 
the information which is in his possession, and witich was 
communicated to the Senate of the United States, in rela- 
tion to the Cherokee treaty lately ratified. eat 

The rules were suspended; and the resolution 
having been received, : 

Mr. 
time: 

Objection being made, 

‘ Mr. BRIGGS moved a suspension of the rules; 
which motion was agreed to. 

Mr. CAMBRELENG inquired if it was the 
intention of the gentleman from Virginia to have 
those documents printed after they were commu- 
nicated ? If so, the resolution would go to defeat 
the bill. : 

Mr. WISE said it was not his intention to | 
throw any obstacles in the way of the passage of 
the bill; all he wanted was information, and he 
understood that that information was alread 
printed, and that the President could communi- ` 


vate it to the House in a printed form. f 


After some remarks by Messrs. MANN of | 
New York, WISE, MERCER, SUTHER.- ; 
LAND, ADAMS, HAYNES, GRANGER, 
and LAWLER, Eos 

Mr. MANN moved to lay the resolution on | 
the table. i 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of North Carolina, called 


WISE moved its consideration at this 
l ; , of the Legislature of New York instructing their. 


for the yeas and nays; which were ordered, and | 
were—yeas 27, nays 99. 


up the resolution submitted by him to rescind, 
repeal, and declare null and void, the resolution ` 
of the Senate of the 24th March, 1834, censuting | 
the President for the removal of the public depos- ; 
its from the Bank of the United States; when 
Mr. WHITE addressed the Senate ina speech |, 
of considerable length in support of the resolu» |; 


tion. | 
Mr. WALKER followed in reply, contending | 


that the resolution would not reach the case, and || 
that expunging was the only proper remedy; |' 


after which the question was taken, and the rès- 
olution was rejected by the following vote. 
YEAS—Measrs. Kiag of Georgia, and White—2. 
NAYS—Messrs. Bayard, Benton, Black, Brown, Buch- : 
anan, Clay, Clayton, €rittenden, Cuthbert, Davis, Ewing 
of Ohio, Goldsborough, Hubbard, Knight, Leigh, Linn, | 


Nicholas, Page, Rives, Robbins, Robinson, Ruggles, Swift, , 
' Tomlinsen, Walker, and Wright—28. i 


INSTRUCTIONS OF NEW YORK. ' 
i Mr. WRIGHT presented certain resolutions | 


: Senators to support Mr. Benron’s expunging 
: resolutions. Mr. W. said that he had had these | 


resolutions in his possession for some time, and. | 
had only delayed presenting them till the subject ` 
was called up in the Senate. 


Mr. CLAY observed, that as the resolution.of 


; the Senator from Tennessee was disposed of, he 


| instructions. : 


| gentlemen woul 


thought it would be proper to take up the other’, 
résolution on the same subject, and dispose of it ; 
also. He had not the charge of these resolutions, `! 
and would therefore make no motion. l 

Mr. CLAYTON said that he would move to |. 
take it up. He did not wish to make a speech ‘i 
on'it; but, having been instructed by his Legis»: | 
lature to vote against these expunging resolutions, || 
he wished to record his vote in obedience to his |! 


Mr. WRIGHT observed that there were only 
thirty Senators present; and he hardly. thought 
d take a question of suchimport- 

ance when the Senate was so thinly attended. 
Mr. BENTON said that he had intended to 
ask for the vote on his resolution after the reso- || 


lution of the Senator from Tennessee was dis- 


posed of, or rather to give notice of the hour when 


e would call it up, in order that there might be 


: : a full attendance of Senat hen th t 
On motion of Mr. BRIGGS, the House then | loshin R iA 


the vote. If twelve o’clock to-morrow was agree- 
able to the Senate, he would call up the resolu- 
tion at that hour. 

Mr. CLAYTON expressed his concurrence in 
Mr. Benton’s notice, and withdrew his motion. 


JOINT RULES. 


The joint resolution from the House to amend 
the joint rules of the two Houses in relation to 
bills not acted on at the close of a session of Con- 
gress, was read, and ordered to a second reading. 


RECONSIDERATIQN OF A VOTE. 


Mr. KNIGHT moved a reconsideration of the 
vote on ordering the bill to extend the patent of 
Joseph Grant to a third reading; which was 

greed to. 

Mr. KNIGHT moved a reconsideration of the 
amendment, exempting from the operations of 
the bill those who have used Mr. Grant’s inven- 
tion since the expiration of his patent. 

A debate ensued,in which Messrs. KNIGHT, 
CLAY, PRESTON, NILES, WALL, POR- 
TER, and LINN, took part. 


, BILLS PASSED. 
The following bills were severally read the 
third time and passed: ' 
The bill for the relief of John Randolph Clay 
and others; , 
.. The bill for the relief of the legal representa- 


i tives of Michael Fenwick, deceased; 


The bill for the relief of Andrew Hoover, of 
Indiana; and . 
The bill for the relief of Jamés Alexander and 
Ira Nash. 
_ JOHN BRAHAN. 
.Mr. MOORE moved to take up the report of 
the Secretary of the Treasury on the subject of 
the balance: due from the estate of the late John 


| Brahan to the United States; and, after some re- 


marks, moved that it be printed. 

Mr. WRIGHT moved that it be laid. on the 
table; which motion was carried. 

-PATENT OFFICE BUILDING. f 

On motion of Mr. RUGGLES, the Senate too® 
up the bill providing for a building for the accom- 
todatiorr of the Patent Office, the bill being on its 
third reading. 

Mr. CLAY called for the reading of the ¢om- 


_ munication made by William Brent and others, 


; Offering to sell the old brick Capitol to the Gov- 


ernment for the use of the Patent Office; which 
being read, 
Mr. RUGGLES laid before the Senate a com- 


| munication from the chairman of the committee 
' of the other House on the subject; which was 
: read; and after some remarks from Mr. RUG- 


GLES, in support of the bill, and from Messrs. 
CRITTENDEN, and CLAYTON, in opposition 


p to it rae 
Mr. CLAYTON moved to recommit the bill to 


the Committee on the J arate with instructions 
to report a bill providing for the purchase of the 
building formerly used for the temporary accom- 
modation of Congress; and, after some remarks 
from Messrs. RUGGLES, CLAYTON, and 
CALHOUN, the motion was rejected by the fol- 
lowing vote: ; or 
YEAS—Messrs. Bayard, Black, Clay, Clayton, Crittea, 
den, Davis, Goldsborough, Kent, Leigh, Moore, Nicholas, 
Page, Porter, and White--14. g 
NAY#S—Mesers. Benton, Buchanan, Calhoun, Ewing of 
Hubbard, King of Alabama, King of 
Georgia, Linn, Morris, Niles, Preston, Rives, Robinson, 
Ruggles, Swift, Tomlinson, Walker, and Wall—19. ` 
Mr. RUGGLES moved to amend by adding 
the following proviso: ‘‘ Providing a contract can 
be made for the erection and completion of the 
game in a workmanlike and faithful manner, for 
a sum.not exceeding $108,000, to include all ex- 


Ohio, Hendrie 


' penses whatever;”” which amendment was agreed 


! to; and, on ion, | l 
: amended?” it was decided in the affirmative——yeas 


| 20, nays 11; as follows: 


the question, ‘Shall the bill pass as 


YEAS-—Meesrg. Bayard, Benton, Buchanan, Calhoun, 
Ewing of Ohio, Hendricks, Hubbard Kent, King of Ala- 
bama, King of Georgia, Linn, Nicholas, Niles, Page, Rob- 
inson, Ruggles, Bwitt, Tomineos,:- Walker, and Wall—20. 
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stone Crittenden, Da- ; 
orter, Southard, and, 


NAYS—Messrs. Black, Chay, Cla 
vis, Goldsborough, Leigh, Moore, 
White —IT. 
HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 

The following bills from the House were sever- 
ally read twice and referred: M 

The bil making ad? tional appropriations for 
the Delaware breakwater, and for certain har- 
bors, and for removing obstructions at the mouths 
of certain rivers, for the year 1530; and 

The bill granting an increase of pension to 
Ranson Clark, a soldier of the Revolution. 

The Senate then adjourned, 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
28, 1836. 


wy 

On motion of Mr. JARVIS, a select joint com- ` 
mittee of five, on the part of the House, to act 
with the committee on the part of the Senate, 
was appainted on the joint resolution to ‘provide 
a series of historical paintings to fill the vacant 
panels of the rotunda of the Capitol. 


BOOKS TO MEMBERS OF CONGRESS. 


On motion of Mr. INGERSOLL, the House 
took up the resolution offered by him on a former 
day, to furnish such books to the new members 
of the present Congress as had been furnished to 
the old members. The rules having been sus- 

ended by a vote of 117 to 31, 

Mr. INGERSOLL modified the resalution by 

limiting it to the following books: 


Diplomatic Correspondence ; Documentary History af the 
Revolution; The Land Laws; The American State Papers ; 
The Register of Debates; Contested Elections ; Commer- 
cial Regulations; Elliott's Debates; and providing that, if 
any work be out of print, it should not be reprinted. 


Mr. McKENNAWN moved the previous ques- : 


Fresvay, Jane 


tion. 

Mr. HOWARD requested the gentleman to 
withdraw the motion, as Mr. H. was instructed 
by the Committee on Foreign Affairs to move an 
additional work, which would be accepted by the 
mover of the resolution as a modification. 

Mr. McKENNAN could not withdraw the 
motion, as he believed the House was fully pre- 
pared to vote upon it. 

‘The motion for the previous question was then 
seconded—86 to 39; and the main question being 
ordered thereon, 

Mr. HARDIN asked for the yeas and nays; 
which were ordered, and were—yeas 107, nays 


| 


So the resolution was adopted. 


DIPLOMATIC CODE. 


‘Mr. HOWARD, from the Committee on For- 
eign Affairs, reported a resolution directing the 


i 


Clerk of the House to subscribe and pay for three © 


hundred copiés of Elliot’s Diplomatic Code; one | 
copy to be distributed: to ea 
gress, and the residue to the heads of the De- 
partments, Library of Congress, &c. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Tennessee, said he felt it 
his duty to make a few remarks to the House 
before the adoption of the present resplution; he 
had heretofore objected to the course of this 
House in buak-making and book-buying for dis- 
tribution among the members of this House. The 
resolution which had been just passed, offered 
by the gentleman from Pennsylvania, [Mr. Ix- 
GERSOLL, | gave to the new membersof the present . 
Congress books which would cost the Govern- | 


ment, but little less than one hundred thousand S 


dollars; and would be bestowing upon each new 

member books which would cost a little less than. 
one thousand dollars; and, in his opinion, one ; 
half the sum in money would enable them to | 
purchase books infinitely more valuable to them 
and their constituents. He had not yet had an ` 


opportunity of ascertaining the cost of the Dip- | 


lomatic Code now proposed to be purchased b 

the gentleman from Maryland, [Mr. Howarp.] 
He arose now, not with the expectation of arrest- 
ing the passage of the resolution; he had no 
fight to expect that, after the adoption of thé reso- 
lution of the gehtleman from Pennsylvania with- 
out debate, and the ayes and noes being refused ° 
to be called upon the suspension of the rules to 
take up the resolution. He wished, however, to 
state to the House some facts ‘which had been, 
communicated to him, and whith he believed to ' 


| 


‘i there a great library for the District, he shouid 


member of Con- | 


be true, He had been informed thatmany copies 
of the beoks which had been ordered by the 
House to be distributed among the members, for 


the last few years, had been taken to the book- | 


sellers in the city, and sold to them for much less |: 


than half the price which had been given by Con- | 
gress for them, and that the books were retained , 
by the booksellers to supply other and further 

orders made by Congress. He thought the House 

should stop such a course by putting an end to | 
the distribution of books among the members. | 
He believed these facts to be true; and if the l 


. House would allow him a select committee, he |, 


had no doubt he should be able to prove these | 
things to its satisfaction. He wished further to 


|! state to the Hause, that the Committee of Ways ` 


and Means now had under consideration a resa- 
lution directing an inquiry as to the propriety of 
setting aside the contract for the publication of the 
Documentary History, which would be twenty 
volumes in each copy, costing about thirteen 
dollars a volume. He hoped the committee had 
ascertained facts enough to justify the House in 
setting aside the contract. Yet, by the resolution 
of the gentleman from Pennsylvania, this work 


| of course purchase a copy for each of the new 

'members. But he would not further occupy the 

' time of the House by details at this late period 
of the session. 

Mr. WHITTLESEY, of Ohio, said such a 
fact as that mentioned by the gentleman from | 
Tennessee should be spread before the nation, 
and he hoped the House would indulge the gen- 
tleman with a sclect committee. 

Mr. BRIGGS remarked, that if there were in- 
dividual members who abused their privilege, or 
made what was considered an improper use of it, | 
that should not affect the whole body. __. 

Mr. LANE had voted on a former occasion 
. for a resolution to furnish the new members, 
-of which he was one, and he had now voted for 
a similar one; that he had received the books, and 


' had not parted with them, nor should he feel him- |: 


! self at liberty to dispose of them; that he con- 
sidered them as belonging to his constituents, 
‘and that he held them as their trustee, and were 


: place them in it as the common property of all. - 
Mr. BOON said it was clear to his mind that | 
there was business of much more importance to | 
‘be acted upon than talking about subscribing 
for books, and therefore he moved the previous 
question. 
, Mr. HEISTER thought they had done enough 


‘for one day in buying books, and he. therefore 


moved to lay the resolution on the table. 

Mr. HARDIN called for the yeas and nays, 
' but they were refused; and the motion prevailed 
| —ayes 84, noes not counted. 
So the resolution was laid on the table. 


REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 
Mr. THOMAS, from the Committee on the | 


| 
i 
j 
| 
| 
i 
| 
i 


‘Judiciary, reported Senate bill, without amend- | 
‘ment, for the relief of Thomag Cooper; which | 
| was committed. 


Mr. T., from the same committee, a 


| acts of the Territorial Legislature of Florida; the 
l consideration of which, on Mr. T.’s motion, was 
postponed till to-morrow. 

Mr. T., on leave, offered the following reso- 
lution; which was agreed to: 


j 


reetcå to inquire imo the expediency of reportmg a joiat ` 


| by the Territory of Florida, by the Union Bank of Fiorida, | 
| incorporated by act of the 13th February by the Govemor | 
and Council of that Territory. | 


BOOKS FOR MEMBERS. . 


| Mr, JOHNSON, of Tennssce, then rose and said 
! that, after the suggestion of the gentleman from 
i Qhio, (Mr. Wurttresey,] he felt it his duty to 
: offer to the House a resolution proposing an in- 
| quiry into the disposition made of the books 
‘ heretofore: distributed. by Congress among the 
i members. He asked the suspension of the rules. 
' to enable him to offer the following resolution: 


_ Resolved, That a select committee of five be appointed to 
inquire into the distribution of the several books ordered to | 
be purchased or printed, and distributed by Congress, sinco | 


is ordered to be distributed, and the Clerk would ;: 


‘| all old outstanding claims; aa 
t 1 lso reported ; 
u the Senate’s joint resolution respecting certain 


Resolved, That the Committee on the Judiciary be di- | 


resolution prohibiting the further issue of bonds guarantied |; 


the year 183 inclusive, and report to the House whether 
any of ja hea been sold to booksellers, or what other 


disposition has been made of them, and the cost of the 
! hooks to the Government, and that said committee have 
| power to send for persons and papers. , 
| Mr. HAWES asked for the yeas and nays; 
which were ordered; and were—yeas 117, nays 
70; not being two thirds, the rules were not sus- 
pended. 


REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES—AGAIN. 


Mr. CHAPIN, from the Committee on Revolu- 
tionary Claims, asked to be discharged from the 
further consideration of the petition of the heirs 

f Colonel Uriah Forrest; which motion was 
agreed to. 

On motion of Mr. MASON, of Virginia, the 
Committee on Foreign Affairs was discharged 
from the further consideration of the memorial of 
certain merchants of the city of New York, in 
relation to the destruction and loss of property at 
the siege of Antwerp; and the same was referred 
to the President of the United States. i 

Mr. M., from the same committee, reported a 
bill for the relief of Alexander Hamilton; which 
was read twice and committed. 

Mr. M., from the same committee, also reported 
' Senate bill, without amendment, entitled An act 
| for giving effect to the eighth article of the treaty 
of 1819 with Spain;’’ which was committed. 

Mr. M., from the same committee, also reported 
a bill for the relief of George S. Brown; which 
was read twice and committed. 

Mr. JONES, of Virginia, from the Committee 
on the Judiciary, reported a bill for the relief of 


|| Sarah H. B. Stiff; which was read twice and 


committed. is 

Mr. MERCER, from the Committee on Roadg 

and Canals, reported, with an amendment, Sen- 
ate bill authorizing the Washington County Turn- 
pike Company, in the State of Missouri, to locate 
| and construct a road through the public lands; 
| which, on Mr. M.’s motion, was ordered to be 
engrossed for a third reading to-morrow. 
: Mr. CRAIG, from the Committee on Revolu- 
tionary Claims, reported a bill for the relief of 
| Crawford Johnson; which was read twice and 
| cammitted, 

Mr. C., from the same committee, reported 
Senate bill for the relief of the legal representa- 
tives of Robert White, with a recommendation 
that itdo not pass; which was committed. 

Mr. CAMBRELENG, from the Committee of 
. Ways and Means, reported a bill making appro- 


.| priations for the suppression of Indian hostilities, 


and for other purpases; which was read twice 
and committed. 

Mr. C., from the same committee, reported 
Senate bill, with an amendment, (to the title 
only,) entitled ** An act to remit the duties of 
certain goods destroyed by fire in the late con- 
flagration in the city of New York;’’ which was 
committed. i 

On motion of Mr. CAMBRELENG, the Com- 
mittce of the Whole was discharged from the 
further consideration of the Senate bill authoriz- 
ing. the Secretary of the Treasury to compromise 
the same was 


i 
| 
i] 
| 
l 


brought into the House. ed 

Mr. McKIM, from the Committee of Ways 
_and Means, reported Senate bill fixing compen- 
gation for the principal clerks in the Adjutant 
and Inspector Generat’s office; and on his motion, 
the bill was laid on the table. : 

Mr. CASEY, from the Committee on Public 
Lands, reported a bill for the relief of a certain 
township in Madison county, Ilinois; which was 
read twice and committed. 

Mr. C., from the same committee, reported, 
without amendment, Senate bill entitled ‘‘ An 
act to amend an act entitled an act authorizing: 
| the laying off a town on Bean river, Illinois;” 
which was committed. 

Mr. DOUBLEDAY, from the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions, reported a bill granting an 
arrearage of pension to Ephraim Taylor; which 
was read twice, and committed. ; 

Mr. LINCOLN, from the Committee on Pub- 
lic Lands, reported several Senate bills of a pri- 
vate character without amendment, 

Mr. L., from the same committee, also reported 
Senate bill confirming certain claims to lands in, 
the State of Louisiana. j 


i 
i 
! 
i 
j 
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Mr. JOHNSON, of Louisiana, moved the en- | 
grossment of the bill. : 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Tennessee, opposed the » 
motion, on the ground that the awards had not 
undergone the revision of the Commissioner of 
Public Lands. 

Mr. REYNOLDS, of Minois, supported the 
motion; pending the consideration of which the 
hour having arrived, the Chair announced the | 
special order. 

Mr. RENCHER moved a suspension of the 
rules, for the purposc of taking up and consider- 
ing the bilt reported from the select committee, 
ou the subject of the mileage and pay of mem- 
bers of Congress, and asked forthe yeas and nays; 
which were refased; and the motion was da 
agreed to. 
EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATION. 


The SPEAKER communicated the follawiag 
message from the President of the United States: 


To the House of Representutiaes : i 
l iransmit to the Hou-e of Representatives a repart from | 
the Soeretacy er War, conveying the information called for | 
by the Hou e in its resoiution of yesterday, concerning the 
Cherokee treaty receatly raniied. 
ANDREW JACKSON. 
Was HINGTON, June 28, 1833. 


i War Deraxr«rnt, Jne 28, 1855. 

-Bır: In conformity with a resetution of the Hou:e of 
Representatives ot ye-terday, I have the honor to sabmit to 
you coptes of the document in celatinn to the Currokee 
treaty, lately ratified, wuch were commpuintted tothe Sen 
ate, and which contain the information catfed for by the 
House. 

Ic being your desire that those documents should be sent 
as ania J i have been ci to Wansmit a copy of 
hem painted by order of the Senate. To have transeribed 
‘from the originals woeld have delayed the answer, and pre- 
rented the imrorma:ing from reaching the House officially 
n pont, perhap . ror its conside! preion: 

‘ery respecu your mast ient servant, 
eee LEW: CASS. 
To the Presrpent or THe Uniten States. 


Mr. WISE moved to refer the message and ac- 
companying documents to the Committee of the 
Whole, and that they be printed. 

Mr. HAYNES called far a division of the 
question on reference and op printing. The lat- 
tar branch of it be should object to, if the Indian 
bill was to be delayed till they came from the 
printer. 


The 


first branch of the motion having been ` 


agreed to, and afiar seme remarks from Mr. || 


H. on the second branch, [i 


Mr. ADAMS called for a further division, and ` 
the message was ordered to be printed, but the -: 
House refused to order the documents to be» 
printed. : JE i 

Mr. MASON, of Virginia, made an ineffeetua! | 
attempt to get up the bill from the Senate entitled 
“An act to suspend the diseriminating duties upon || 
goods imparted in vessels from Poriugal, and to 
reduce the duties on wines.” 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Kentucky, moved to set 
apart Friday next, till the hour of twelve, for the 
consideration of the Senate bill to increase the |. 
military establishment of the United States, and ` 
for other purposes; butthe motion was disagreed |. 


The House then passed to the special order, 
and peocee ta the consideration of the addi- 
uon 


HARBOR BILL. f i 


A biH making additional appropriation for the 
Delaware breakwater, and 
of certain rivers, and for other purposes, for the 

The bill had been opone to the House from 
the Committee of the Whole, with sundry amend» 
ments, the details of which were given at length 
when the bill was under consideration in com- 
mittee, 

The first amendment of the committee was eon- 
curred in without amendment. i 

The second amendment of the Committee of 


the W 


38 


| 
{ 


i 


: the Ohio, Mississippi, and Missouri rivers. The 
: House well know that these rivers stretch overa 
: vast extent of country; so that, if the work is to 

be done at all during this season, it will require | 


: efficiency that the Government ought to observe 
r certain harbors, |; 
and removing obstructions in and at the mouths |! 
ii also states, that $50,000 for the improvement of 
year 1836. > : i 


hole was, to strike out the clause, “ for '! St. Anthony, and. the. Miasouri, as high up as 
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continuing the improvement of the navigation of 
the Ohio and Mississippi rivers from Pittsburg, 
Pennsylvania, to New Orleans, Louisiana, aud 
from the mouth of the Ohio to the mouth of the 
Missouri river, $110,000,” and insert, ‘for the 


improvement of the Ohio and Mississippi, from | 


Louisville to New Orleans, $70,090; for the im- 
provement. of the Mississippi river above the 
mouth of the Ohio and Missouri rivers, to Inde- 
pendence, $50,000, in such manner, and for the 
removal of such obstructions, 
War shall direct.” 


Mr. SMITH moved to strike out ** $50,000,” | 
and insert, ‘* ¢30,000;”’ which was lost. | 


Mr. HAWES opposed the whole appropri- | 
ation, on the grouud that its effect would be to 
increase the number of officars of the Government. 
Mr. BOON said that he wished to say a very 
few words before the question was taken, Mr. | 


B. said that he had been honored with a seat in: 


the House of Representatives during a period of 
nine years, and had uniformly voted for appro- 
priations of money for the ‘* common defense and 
general welfare of the United States,” whether | 
the money was to be exnended on the Adantic 


: sen-board, or in the South, and he would now ` 


vote against the motion of the gentleman from 
Kentucky. 
occasion to advise gentlemen, that unless a more 
liberal policy should hereafter be extended to- 
wards the new Siates of the West, he would, if 
his life should be spared him, return, at the com- | 
mencement of the next session of Congress, pre- 

pers to organize a western influence, that would 


of the mountains, until justice should be done to 
the people of the new States in the West. 
(said Mr. B.,) I willnoplonger consent to have the i 
people of the new. States taxed in the purchase of 
the public lands, for the benefit of other portions 
of the ST, , 

Mr. B. said that pledges had been giyen him, | 
for some two onthreę months past, that a direct 
vote should be had on the bill to reduce the price 


of the public lands before the adjournment of the ;: 


present session of Congress. Yet this promise 
uad not been fulfilled, nor was there any reason- 
able prospect that it would be. “Mr. B. concluded 
by saying that he had become tired of living upon 


promi.es alone, and called upon gendemen from : 


the western States to prepare to go with him in 
future in opposing 
board, antil sone 
the people of the West. 
sorry to detain the House at this late period of 
the session; but the subject was interesting to the 
people he represented in Illinois, which was his | 
excuse for addressing a single word to the House. : 
The | Sento from Kentucky said he was i 
opposed to the amendment, as it created more | 
officers tq superintend the work on the western 


waters than were necessary. It is not possible » 
for any one officer, no matter hew efficient and | 


competent he may be, to superintend all the 
works of improvement that ought to be made on 


more officers than one to carry it on with that 


in the improvement of these rivers. 
The gemicman from Kentucky [Mr: Haves) 


the Mississippi, above the mouth of the Ohio 
and the Missouri, to ey ig toe. much, and 
more than the Secretary of. War required. 

Mr. R. said, if the Congress of the United States 


appropriate anything at all for these noble and. ; 


useful. rivers, it-ought not to be less tnan that | 
sum. Jy wogld be a ridiculous improvement that 


as the Secretary of i 


But, (said Mr. B.,) I will take this |; 


e felt against all appropriations of money east *: 


to’! Mr. LEWIS then moved'a‘cdl] 
Sir, ;; 


appropriations for the sca- | 
ing should be done direct for |! 


r. REYNOLDS, of Hlinois, said that he was | 


zow 


ppan 


VortmE 


Liberty. The sum is not too much. 


I 

| be given at all, let it be that sum or more, 

i Mr. HAWES. then asked for the yeas and 
i Ways on concurring with the Committee of the 

n Whole in this amendment; which were ordered; 


fanything 


and were—yeas 104, nays 8l. 

1 So the amendment was concurred in. 

‘i: Mr. WISE then moved to strike out the enact 

, ing clause of the bill. He wished to test. the 

i: Sense of the House on the subject of internal im- 

; provements by the General, Government, and 

| re eated what he had said in the Committee of the 
hole, that, now that, the deposit bill was passed, 

the bill under consideration was. nothing more 


‘than a scramble for peT i shares of the public 
istripution came. 


|, money before the day o 
| Mr. W. asked for the yeas and. nays on his 
ered; and .were—yeas 


i! molin which were ord 
52, nays 133; so the motion was disagreed to. 
Mr. SMITH moved on additions] item of. 
$15,000 for building a steamboat: to aid. in the 


rémoval of the Red river raft; which was agreed 
to. i : 

Mr. HAWES renewed. his motion to strike 
out the appropriation of $900,000 for the im- 
; provement of the Hudson river, and spoke at 
. some length in support of his motion. 

, Mr. SUTHERLAND thea moved the previ- 
ous question; which was scconded—ayes 84, 
noes 48. Ly 

Mr. HARDIN called for the yeas and, nays on 
ordering the main question to be put; which 
were ordered; and were—yeaa 106, nays 78. ` 

So the House determined that’ the main ques- 
tion should be now put. 


K ‘of the House; 
which was lost. j 


On the call of Mr. PATTON, the yeas and 
nays were ordered on the main question, being 
on the engrossment of the bill; and, the question 
: being taken, was decided in the affirmative— yeas 
126, nays 64; as follows: ' ` 


YEAS — Messrs. Adams, Heman Allen, Anthony, Ash, 
Ashley, Bailey, Barton, Boekee, Boud, Boou, Bordon, 
Bovee, Briggs, Brown, Busts, Wilton B. Calhoim, Cam- 
breleng, Carr, Casoy, Chaney, Cnapin; Chiids, Corwin, 
Cramer, Cushing, Cushman, Darlingtoy, Davis, Denny, 
Dickerson, Doubleday, Evans, Fairfi:id, Parlin, French, 
Fry, William K. Fuller, Galbraith, Rice Garland, Gillet, 
Grang r, Haiey, Joseph Hall, Ramer, Hard. Harper, Mazel- 
tine, Hender-on, Heister; tloar, Howard, Howell, Hubiey, 
Hunt, Huntington, Ingersoll, Ingham, William Jackson, 
Jabez Jackson, Janes, Richard M. Jounson, Henry John- 
son, Benjamin Jones, Judson, Kennon, Kilgore, Kinnard, 
Lane, Lansing, Lawrence, Lay, Gideon Lee, Jo -iua Lee, 
i Thomas Lee, Leonard, Lincoln, Love, Abijah Manu, Job 
i: Maan, William Ma-or, Mozes Mason, Samp on Maron, 
May, McKennan, MeKcon, Makim, Mercer, Miller, Mil- 
‘| ligap, Moore, Morgan, Morris, Muhlenberg, Owens, Page, 
: Patterson, Duteg J. Pearce, Phelps, Phillips, Potts, Jolin 
! Reynolds, Joseph. Reynolds, Russell, Seymour, Shinn, 
| Sickles, Slade, Smith, Spangler, Sprague, Stnrec, Suther- 

land, Taylor, Thomas, John Thomson, Touecy, Tu-rill, 

Vanderpoel, Vinton, Wagener, Ward, Wardwell, Wash- 

ington, Elisha Whittesey, and Thomas T. Whittlesey 

—123. : 


NAYS—Mesars. Chilton Allan, Beale, Beaumont, Boul- 
d'n, Beyd, Buchanan, Bunch, Bynum, Jolin Calhoon, 
Campbell, Carter. John Chambers, Natkaniel-H.Chaiborne, 
‘ Joun F. H. Claiborne, Cleveland, Coffee, Coles, Comor, 
: Deberry, Dromgooie, Forester, James Garland, Gravess 
: Grayson, Griffin, tlardin, Hawes, Hawkins, Hayugry. 
Huntsman, Jarvis, Jeniier, Cave Johuson, Jon: W. Jonas, 
| Lawler, Luke Lea, Lewis, Loyall, upas, Lyon, Martiny: 
: Maury, McComas, McKay, McLene, Montgomery, Parly: 
, Patton, Franklin. Pierce, Pinghney, Reacher, :Roape, 


Robertson, Rogers, Speight, Standefer, Taliaferro, Townsi. 
: Underwood, wine, nit ilama, herrod Walliams, 
and Wise—G4. ey ; 
So the bill was ordered to be engiossed fora 
third reedin 


WES said he did: not: wish to. delay 
e wanted a direct Yoteof the House. 
opriation of $200,000 for the Hud-: 
e moved to recommit the bill to the 
ale, with instructions to 
the ycas and 


Mr. HA 
this bill, but h 
upon the appr 
i SSi river. "H n 
mmittee of the 
pi out that ssa W asked for 
e; which were ordered. : 
After some remarks from Mr. BOON, the 
question was taken and decided in the negative—- 


aless sum would effect on the Mis eg oat be- 
tween the mouth of the Ohio apd the Falls of 


eas 60, nays 101. 


House then took the usual recess. 
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594 SATE 
mee e eer 
EVENING 5 SSON: 

Thore being no quorum in attendance when 
Uwe Speaker took the chair, i 

Me, CASEY moved a cail of the House. 

Mr, GRANGER called for the yeas and vays, 
but the House refused to order them; and the 
motion for a ent of the House was agreed to, und 

roceeded in for a short time, when, a quorum 
Peine found to be preseut, it was dispensed with. 

Several ineffectual motions were made for pri- 
ority of business. Gk 

RIVER AND HARBOR BILLS. 

The bill making additional appropriations for 
the Delaware breakwater, and for certain harbors, 
and removing obstructions in and at the mouths 
of certain rivers, and for other purposes, for the 
1836, was read the third time and passed. 

The House then took up the bill making appro- 
priations for the improvement of certain harbors 
therein mentioned, for the year 1836, 

Mr. BELL renewed the motion made by him 
in Committee of the Whole, to strike out the 
enacting clause of the bill; and on that,mation 
called for the yeas and nays; which were ordered; 
and were—yeas 69, nays 96. eo 

decided in the 


So the motion to strike out was 
negative. 3 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Kentucky, moved the 
previous question; which was not seconded by 
the House.” ; 

The following amendments of the 
ofthe Whole were concurred in: =, 

An amendment appropriating the ‘sum of $399 
for an examination of the survey-of the passage 
of Cobscook bay, in the State of Maine; 

An amendment to increase the appropriation 
for the Cocheco branch of the Piscataquis river, 
to $10,000. ; ; 

Forimproving the harbor at Cattaraugus creck, 
atrike out * $40,000,” and insert ‘* $2,900.” i 

For deepening the channel of the river Thames, 
Connecticut, $13,000. Lom ye 

To strike out the following: ‘ For making fur- 
ther improvements in the harbor of Newcastle, 
$43,000. hog 

For the improvement of the Maumee river be- 
low the rapids, $20,000. l 

Mr. SUTHERLAND then moved the previ- 
ous question; which was seconded—ayes 95, noes 
not counted. i 

Mr. MARTIN called forthe yeas and nays on 
ordering the main question; which were ordered; 
and were—yeas 104, nays 87. 

So the main i 


-x-y 


éommittee 


question was ordered to be put. 

Mr. ROBERTSON called. for the yeas and- 
nays on the main question, (which was on order- 
ing the bill to be engrossed ;) which werd ordered; 
and were—yeas 109, nays 92, as follows: ` 


YEA3—Messrs. Adame, Ileman Atten, Ash, Bailey, Bar- 
ton, Bean, Boon, Bouldin, Buvee, Brown, Burns, Wiliam 
B. Calhoun, Carr, Chaney, Chapin, Childs, Cramer, Cusli- 
ing, Cusbman. Darlington, Denny, Dickerson, Doubleday, 
Effner, Evans, Farlin, Wiliam K. Fuller, Galbraith, Rice 
Garland, Gillet, Granger, Grennetl, Haley. Hamer, Hard, 
Harper, Samuel 8. Harrison, Albert G. Harrison, Hazeltine, 
Hoar, Howard, Howell, Hunt, Huntington, IngersoH, log 
ham, Jabez Jackson, Jenifer, Richard M. Jonnson, Henry 
Johnson, Benjamin Jones, Judson, Kilgore, Kennon, Kin- 
nard, Lane, Lansing, Lawrence, Lay, Gidcon Lee, Jozhut 
Lee, Thomas Lee, Leonard, Lincoln, Love, William Mason, 
Sampson Mason, May, MeCarty, McKim, McLene, Milter, 
Milligan, Muhlenberg, Owens. Page, Patterson, Dutee J. 
Pearce, Pettigrew, Picelps, Phillips, Reed, John Reynolds, 
Joseph Reynolds, Russell, Schenck, William B. Shepard, 
Shinn, Bicklea, Slade, Sloane, Smith, Sprague, Storer, Sutit- 


ertand, Taylor, Thomas, John Thomson, Toucey, Tarrill, ° 


Vanderpor'l, Vinton, Ward, Wardwell, Washington, Web- 
ster, i aaa Elisha Whittlesey, and Thomas 'T. Whittle- 
sey—109. ; - 

NAYS—Messrs. Chilton Allan, Beaumont, Bell, Bond, 
Borden, Briggs, Buchanan, Burch, John Calhoon, Cambre- 
leng, Campbell, Carter. Casey, George Claimnbers, John 
Chambers, Nathaniel H. Claiborne, John F. H. Claiborne, 
Cleveland, Coffee } A 
Deberry, Dunlap, Everett, Fairfield, Forester, French, Fry, 
James Garland, Grantland, Graves, Giifiia, Joseph Uall, 
Hiland Hall, Hardin, Harlan, Hawes, Hawkins, Haynes, 
Henderson, Heister, Hopkins, Hubicy, Huntsman, William 
Jackson, Jarvis, Cave Jobuson, John W. Jones, Lawler, 
Luke Lea, Logan, Loyall, Lucas, Lyon, Abijah Mann, Job 
Mann, Martin, John Y. Mason, Moses Mason, Maury, Mc- 
Comas, McKay, McKennan, Montgomery, Morgan, Morris, 
Parker, Parks, Franklin Picree, James A. Pearce, Pinck- 
ney, Potts, Rencher, Roane, Robertson, Rozers, Seymour, 
Shields, Spangler, Speight, Standefer, Taliaferro, Towns, 
Underwood, Wazener, White, Lewis Williams, Sherrod 
Williame, and Wise—92. 

So the bill was ordered. to 


be engrossed, and’ 
read a third time toulay. “” BT ee 


zy ena uira 


Coles, Connor, Corwin, Craig, Cranc, | 


ee scree ee f 
H% The bill being on its passage, APR A 
H SMr. HAWES moved to recommit it fo the 

Commie of the Whole, with instructions to 

reduee the appropriations one half, and to strike 

out the Hem of $40,000 for the improvement at 
the mouth of Cattaraugus creck. 

Mr. H. sööke at length ii opposition to the 
general principles of the bill. He considered 
this but as the beginning of a system which was 
to take away millions of the public treasure, and 
only to be a benefit to a sct of land speculators. 
The harbor of Cattaraugus had never been heard 
of until it was bought up by land speculators; 

i and from that time to this, members of Congress 
had been continually receiving letters, urging 
them to make an appropriation for this place. 

He believed there were members’ in dhat House 
who were engaged in these speculations, and he 
warned them to beware, ag there was a committee 
appointed to investigate this matter. He hoped, 
too, this committee would be vigilant; and if 
there were any abuses; (which he believed there 
were, and believed he could put his finger on 
some of them,) that they would ferret them out 
and expose them. The appropriations in this 
bill were so distributed as to procure votes: which- 
ever State had a targe vote in the House gota 

large appropriation fór improvements. Mr. H. 

spoke at great length, and adverted with some 

severity to the course of the chairman of the 

Committee on Commerce in relation to this bill, 

and pronounced it a bribery and robbery measure 

throughout, and only calculated to drain the 

Treasury, and prevent the distribution which was 

éontemplated by the bill passed a few dayssince. 

After speaking for about three hours, Mr. H. 

concluded: and 

Mr. SUTHERLAND made a few remarks in 
reply, and showed the importance of Cattaraugus 
harbor as a port of refuge im case of storms upon 
the lake, and moved the previous question. 

The previous question was seconded by the 

: House—ayes 101, noes not counted; an the 
main question being ordered thercon, : 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Kentucky, called for the 

: yeas and nays; which were ordered. 
_” Mr. WISE moved that the House adjourn; 
_ which was lost without a count. 

The vote was then taken on the main question, 
being the passage of the bill; and it was decided 
in the afirmative—yeas 99, nays 85; as follows: 

YEAS—Mesers. Adams, Heman Allen, Ash, Ashley, Bai- 


ley, Barton, Bean, Boon, Borden, Brown, William B. Cal- 
houn, Carr, Chaney, Chapin; Childs, Clark, Cramer, Cush- 


iag,Cushman, Darlington, Deuny, Dickerson, Efiner, Evans, ` 


Farlin, Wiliam K. Puller, Galhgaith, Rice Garland, Gillet, 
Granger, Grennell, Haley, Hamer, Hard, Harper, Albert G. 
Harrison, Hazeltinc, Hoar, Howard, Hunt, Huntington, 


Ingersotl, Ingham, Jabez Jackson, Janes, Jenifer, ‘Henry ` 


Johason, Judson, Kennon, Kilgore, Kinnard, Lane, Law- 
rence, Lay, Gideon Lee, Joshua Lee, Thomas Lec, Leon- 
ard, Lincoln, Love, William Mason, Sampson Mason, May, 
: Mevarty, McKim, McLene, Miller, Milhgan, Mubhtenberg, 
, Owens, Page, Patterson, Dutec J.Pearec, Pettigrew, Phelps, 
| Phillips, Reed, Joseph Reynolds, Ripley, Russell, Shinn, 
| Sickles, Sloane, Sinith, Sprague, Storer, Sutherland, Tay- 
‘Jor, John Thomzon, Toucey, Turrill, Vahderpocl, Vinton, 
Ward, Wardwell, Washington, Webster, Elisha Whittle- 
' sey, and Thomas T. Whittlesey—99. — - 
|, NAYS—Mesers. Chilton Allan, Beale, Beaumont, Bell, 
Bond, Bouldin, Boyd, Briggs, Bunch, Bynum, John Cal- 
| hoon, Cambrelenz, Campbell, Carter, Casey, John Cham- 
' bers, Chipman, Nathaniel H. Claiborne, Jolin F. H. Clai- 
bome, Coles, Connor, Corwin, Craig, Crane, Deberry, 
. Dromgoole, Dunlap, Everett, Fairfield, Forester, Frenel, 


: Fry, James Garland, Grantland, Graves, Grayson, Griffin, || 


i Josep Hall, Hitand Hall, Hardin, Haran, Hawes, Haw- 


| Lucas, Lyon, Job Mann, Martin, John Y. Mason, Maury, 


| McComas, McKay, Montgomery, Morgan, Mortis, Parker, ; 


: Parks, Patton, James A. Pearce, Pinckney, Rencher, John 
: Revnolde, Roane, Roberteon, Rogers, Speight, Standefer, 
| Taiiaferro, Towns. Underwood, Wagener, White, Sherrod 
Williams, and Wise—85.. 03; - 
So the bill was passed. > : 
| Mtn: WILLIAMS, of Kentucky, moved that 
: the House adjeurn; which was: lost—aye’ 55, 
i nons 900 co. es 
The House’ next’ took ‘up the bil making 
: appropriations for building light-houses, light- 
: boats, beacon-lights, buoys, and making surveys 
: for the year 1836. ae 5 
: The following amendments of the Committee 
of the Whole were concurred in by the House: 
| An amendment for the survey of the Kentiebec 
|| river, Maine, $500; `. aaa i 
ii “An amendment to the clause for á survey of 


I 


Hkt middle ground, on Long 


kins, Haynes, Henderson, Heister, Howell, Hubley, Jarvis, | 
: Jobn W. Jones, Lawler, Luke Lea, Lewis, Login, Loyall, | 
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| Salem harbor, Massachusetts, by adding ‘pinne’ 
“and inereasing the appropriation $500; 

An amendment to mereage the apptopriation 
‘for the light-house on Block Island, Rhode 
| Island, to $5,000; $ 
į _ An amendment 


for a floating light in or near 
' fsland. “Sound, 
$10,000; : 

An amendment to insert after the word “ Dela- 
ware,” the words, “ and Schuylkill,’’ $10,000; 

An amendment for alight-houre on James river, 
Virginia, $5,000; i 3 

Anamendmentfora survey of Perdido and Pearl 
rivers, Louisiana, $450; Í 

Be it further enacted, That the reports upon all the afore- 
said surveys shall contain a statement of all such facts 
within the knowledge of the engincers respectively making 
the surveys as arc, or may be, materially connected with 
the proposed improvements, and aiso estimates, in detail, 
of the suims of money necessary for such improvements 
respectively 5 : 

An additional section providing that.none of 
the light-houses should be commenced until the 
proper examinations be made by the Secretary af 
the Treasury. i TAES 

Several other amendments of the Committee of 

the Whole, which have been heretofore notiċed, 
were concurred in by the House. 

The bill was then ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time to-day. Ee 

The bill being on its passage, 

Mr. LANE moved the previous question; which 
was seconded without a division, and the main 
| question was then ordered to be put. 

' Mr. JOHNSON, of Tennessee, called for the 
_ yeas and nays on the passage of the bill; which 
were not ordered. i 

The bill was then passed. : Gi 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Kentucky, moved that 
the House adjourn; which was lost—ayes 55, 
noes 67. 0 oe i i 

The House then took up the bill from the Sen- 
ate to continue the Çumberland road in the States 
of. Ohio, Indiana, and Illinois. ; 

The bill being on its passage, 

Mr. MANN, of New York, moved the pre- 
vious question, ee " r 

om EVERETT moved to lay the bill on the 
table, i 

Mr. McCARTY called for the yeng and nays 

_ on this motion. : ia caer 
Mr. HARDIN moved a call of the House. 
‘Mr: HAWES moved that thé House adjourn; 

which'motion was agreed to—ayes 6U, noes 53. 

So the House adjourned at a quarter past nine 
o’clock. ; 


IN SENATE. 
. Wepnespay, June 29, 1836.: 

Mr. CLAY presented the petition of sandry 

_ highly respectable citizens of Kentucky, praying 

| Congress to extend its aid to the Colonization 

| Society; which was leaid on the table, ahd ordered 
_ to be printed. ` Pah 

j BILL INTRODUCED. 


Mr. WALL, on leave, introduced a bill sup- 
' plementary to the act to regulate the deposits o 

i the public moneys; which was read twice, and 
‘referred to the Committee on Finance. 

i; On motion of Mr. DAVIS, leave was granted 


> 


spit 


, to the Committee on Commerce to sit during the 
session. Ai 


JOHN BRAHAN. WoA 


| On motion of Mr. KING, of Alabama, the 
.| report of the Secretary of the Treasury in relation 
| to the debt due to the United ‘States by the late 
| John Brahan, deceased, was taken up;.the ques- 
tion being on the motion to print; and after. comes 
! remarks from Messrs, KING, of Alabama, anç 
. MOORE, the printing was-ordered. , 5 
i FORTIFICATION BILL. 


| On motibh of Mr. WRIGHT, the bill from the 
. House making appropriations for the fortifica- 
| tions of the United States for the year 1836, was 


"taken up; and Mr. W. went into an explanation 


i 
i 
it 
f 


‘| of the details of the bill. : z 
| Mr. CALHOUN moved to recommit the bill 
' to the Committce, ot Finance, with instructions 


to reduce the’ athount of appropriations on the 
| ground that it Was impossible to ’xpend 80 large 


GLO 


a sum as that anpropriated during the remainder || Mr. EWING, o 


of the year economically er profitably. The old 
rats of expenditure for fortitications (he said) had 
never exceeded 380,000 ina year, and now it was 
proposed to appropriate, in time of profound 
peace, when there was not the slightest prospect 
ofa war, Ia this bill, and the one that had been 
r sent from the Senate to the House, at least four 
and a half miilions of dollars. He wished to 
know, and he carnesily desired gentlemen to 
answerhim, why it was sought to make this vast 
and uausual approprkition at this time? Was it 


intended that it should remain locked up in the > 


Treasury, or remain in the hands of the disburs- 
‘ang agenta? It was perfectly clear (he said) that 
this money would not be required, and ought not 
to be appropriated, and he therefore. moved to 
recammit the bill with instructions to reduce the 
appropriations one half. 

fr, CLAYTON did not consider the appro- 
priations too high, considering that last year the 
fortiGeatinn bill was lost, and that they were now 
appropriating for two years, instead of one. In 
order to obviate the difficulties suggested by the 


-Senator from South Carolina, as to the moneys ' 


“remaining idle in the hands of the disbursing 
agents, he would submit an amendment, proviti- 
sing that it shall not be drawa from the Treasury 
until it is wanted for t 

“by. the bill. t 


"Mr. CALHOUN withdrew his motion to re- | 
commit, in order to give way to the above amend- 


ment by Mr. CLAYTON. 


Mr. CLAY thought the amendment would be : 
a very proper one, whether reduetion of the ap- : 


.propriations was made or not. : Buthe hoped the 

ill would be recommitted, in arder to reduce its 
enormous and hitherto unheard of appropriations. 
Mr. C.then addressed the Senate at length on the 
subject of the large appropriations generally made 
at the present session, bringing them up, by his 
calculations, to the sum $40,000 000 —a sum 
(he said) greater-than the. whole civil, military, 


naval, and other annual expenditures of Great 
' Britain, excluding her payments under‘her pen- : 


‘ gims and public deht. - Mr. C. compared the ex- 
nditures under this bill, and the bill of the 
pnate, with the expenditures for similar objects 

of former years, which never (he said) exceeded 
seven or cight hundred thousand dollars, even 
when the country was unprotected as it was at 
the conclusion of the. jast war, and earnestly 

„Urged the recommitment of the bill for the abjects 

. tontemplated. 5 
Mr. WRIGHT opposed the recommitment.in 

a speech of some length. He denied that the 
appropriations ‘were unreasonable, considering 
that they were now passing a bill for two years, 
instead of one, in consequence of the loss of the 
fartification bil] of the last year, He agked gen- 
tlemen to point out any particular item in the bil, 
‘and show that it was unnecessary and unreason- 
able. The appropriations (he said) were all 
founded on estimates from the War Department, 
and made with a view to economy, as far as was 
consistent with the public service. Even if gen- 
Wemen were correct in their predietions, there 
could be no inconvenience in appropriating more 
money than would be expended within the year; 
for, by the deposit bill just passed, it would ail, 


after the Ist of Jannary, be distributed among - 


stopped.. Mr. W. said that gentlemen, in speak- 
‘ing of the heavy appropriations under this bill, 
did not seem to consider that there was a consid- 
prable amount appropriated in it that had no con- 
nection with fortifications. Mr. W. then tock a 
view of these items; such as arsenals, accouter- 
ments for the volunteers and for the army, fire 
engines, to be distributed among the public build- 
idgs, &c. As to the amendment of the Senator 
from Delaware, he had no objection to it. 


he expenditures authorized 


L 


BE. 
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Mr. Crarton’s amendment was agreed to. ` 
Mr. WALL moved to amend the bi'l by pro- 
viding, that of the appropriation in the eighteenth 
line for Fort Delaware, the Secretary of War 
shall be authorized to expend a sum not exceed- 
ing $36,000, to perfect the tide of the United 
States to the Pea Patch, in case it shall be his 
opinion, and that'of the Attorney General, that 
| such perfection of title is necessary. 
An elaborate and lengthy legal argument grew 
. out of this motion, in which the orginal and con- 
flicting titles of the States of Delaware and New 
: Jersey, and the title of the United States under 
Delaware, and that of Dr. Gale ander New Jer- 
' sey, were. discussed with great force and ability — 
Messrs. WALL and SOUTHARD contending 
for the validity of the title of New Jerscy, to 


perfect; and Messrs. BAYARD and CLAYTON 


of Delaware, and the perfection of the grant to the 
United States; the argument being principally 
, between Messrs. WALL and BAYARD. | 
On taking the question, Mr. Waxt’s amend- 
| ment was rejected by the following vote: 
YEAS—Messrs. Brown, Clay, Ewing of Ilinois, Linn, 
Niles, Preston, Robinson, Southard, Tomlinson, and Wall 


it: NAY@—Meesrs. Rayani,'Beuton,. Black, Clnyton, Crit- 
. tenden, Cuthbert, Ewing of Ohio, Goldsborough, Hen- 
dricks; Hubbard, Kent, King of Alabama. Leigh, Moore, 
_ Nicholas, Page, Porter, Rives. Robbins, Swiit, Tallmadge, 
i Walket, Webster, White, and Wright—25. 
Mr. CALHOUN then moved to recommit the 
_ bill to the Committee on Finance, with instruc- 
‘ tions to reduce the appropriations to an amount 
not exceeding $1,690,000. ae 
Aftersome remarksfrom Messrs. CALHOUN, 
: CRITTENDEN, and EWING of Ohio, in favor 


of the motion, and from Mr. CLAYTON in op- | 


Position to it, the question was taken, and lost— 
` yeas 18, nays 20; as follows: 


| YEAS—Megssrs. Bayard, Black. Calhoun, Clay. Critten- 
| den, Ewing of Ohio, Gold. borough, Kent, King of Alabama, 


il Leigh, Moore, Porter, Preston, Robbins, Southard, Swiit, | 


|; Tomtincon, and White- 18. ; 
‘| _ NAYS—Messrs. Benton, Brown, Buchanan, Clayton, 
| Cuthbert, Ewing of Minois, Hendricks, Hubbard, Linn, 


i! Morris, Nicholas, Niles, Page, Rives, Robinson, Tallmadge, ` 


| Tipton, Walker, Webster, and Wright—20. 
` Mt. CLAY then moved to Hay thé bill on the 
: table, for the purpose of going into executive 
‘business, yg ia. 66 
Mr. BENTON asked for the yeas and nays; 
; which were ordered; and the question was’-de- 
. vided in the negative~yeas 16, nays 2k; as fol- 
lows: of i 
YEAS—Messré. Black, Calhonn, Clay, Clayton, Critten- 
den. Ewing of Ohio. Kent, Leigh, Moord, Porter, Preston, 
Robbins, Southard, Swift, Tomlinson, and Webster—16. 
NAYS—Messrs. Bayard, Benton. Brown, 


~- Alabama, Linu, Morriz, N:cholas, Nites, Page, Rives, Rob- 
inson, Talmadge, Fipton, Watter, White, aud Wright~21. 


“Mr. CLAY paid he would meke another effort 


i to bring down the expenditures of this: bill, and | 


ii this would be the last effort he'would: make for 
i arresting the enormous, extravagant, and alarm- 
| ing A O a of this Congress. ‘After some 
‘| remarks; Mr. C. moved to recommit the bill, with 
ij ene to reduce the ‘appropriations onc- 
third. - 3 ; 

| Mr. CLAYTON asked for a division ‘of the 
| question. He desired to'see it taken on the ques- 


| tion of recommitment first, He felt the force of 
| the arguments of the Senators from South Caro- 
| lina and’ Kentucky, and he was willing that the 
|| bill should bé- reeommitted-in order that an ex- 
| amination might be made to see if any of the 
Ul items. could be reduced consistently with a due 


~-show that the title of the United States was im- . 


contending for the validity of the title of the State | 


: uchanan, | 
~ Cathbert, Ewing of Hlinois, Hendricks, Hubbard, King or | 


regard to the public service, “But he never could 
give his vote to instruct the committee to bring 
down the appropriations to an arbitrary s'andard, 
without considering what could or could not be 
properly reduced. Gentlemen talked of anprece- 
‘dented, enormous, and alarming apprepriations, 
and this might all be so,'but he doubted it. He 
wanted gentlemen to put tieir fingers oaa singic 
` hem of this bill, and show bim that it cou'd be 
- dispensed with. He, for his part, could not see 
any that ought to be dispensed wi h; He knew 
| that there were many item in tliris ‘Will which 
` were in the bill of last year that was lost, and fo 
` man objected to them.. Now ‘gentlemen talked 
i of the enormous appropriations in the aggregate, 
: without showing any particular items that could 
© be objected to. Fe aromas KN 
to Mr. CUTHBERT said. that it was well known 
‘in the first place that this bill had not suddenly 
` sprung ùp, and that it did not-cdme before them 
u Without sufficient estimates.” It came to them 
with the approbation of the other House, with 
‘whom anpropriations usually originate. lt was, 
i therefore, not a little extraordinary that the 
Senators from South Carolina and: Kentucky 
should indalge-ina strain of invective and decla- 
mation, not to show that the appropriations were 
not suited to the exigencies of the country, but 
aguinst the strength and capacity of the coun- 
try to carey on the usual and ordinary’ opera- 
tions in providing for its defense. Never before 
was it doubted that a nation ‘hat the strength and 
capacity to use the aniple means at its own dis- 
posal. A most wonderful and profound calcula- 
uon, that the power of a nation tö provide for the 
security and happiness of its’ members was di- 
mished in proportion to the abundant resources ! 
He had no objections to a filt examination of 
‘ the appropriations contained ‘in this'bill; but let 
it. (he said) be made on just and correct princi- 
| pled, and notin accordance with the denunciations 
‘of the Senators from Kehtuéky and South Caro- 
j hina, It was no: the’ mere sound of pompous 
language and loud declamation thet should weigh 
| against the appropriations in this bill, Let gen- 
i; tlemen, as the Senator from Delaware had well 
it remarked, point out the items that weft extrava- 
gant or unnecessary; let gentlemén correct the 
‘| estimates, and show that they were too High, 
j|instead of indulging in general denunciations. 
|| Convince him thatany particular item was extrav- 
: agant or unnecessary, anil he woald vote cither to 
‘| reduce or strike it out, ; yae l 
The debate was further continund. by Messrs. 
© WEBSTER, CALHOUN, PRESTON, and DA- 
© VIS; after which the question was taken on the 
|: recommitment without instructions, and carried 
| —yeas 24, nays 18; as follows: i 
YEAS—Messrs. Bayard, B'ack. Calhoun. Clay. Clayton, 
‘ Crittenden, Davis, Ewing 0! Oiio, Goldsborouzh, Hen- 
dricks, Kent. King o? Alabina, Kiug o Goorin, Leigh, 
Mangum, Moore, Porter, Preston, Robbia:, Southard, Swit, 
ji Tonuinson, Webster, and White -24 oe oy y 
poo NAYS—Messrs. Benton, Brown, Buchanan, Cuthbert, 
| Ewing of Minois, Grundy. Hubbard. Lin», Morris. Nich- 
: Olas, Page, Rives, Robinson, Talimiulze; Fipton, Waker, 
i and Wright—18. pats or 
|. After the consideration of executive business, 
the Senate adjourned. i : 


| HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
| f Wepnespar, June 29, 1836. 


On motion of Mr. JOHNSON, of Virginig, the 
Committee of the Whole was disgbarged fram 
i the further consideration of tle bill t Chante the 
“time for-holding the district courts of ‘the United 

States- for the “western district’ 6f Virginia, ‘at 
Clarksburg, and the same having been brought 
into the House, was order i to be engrossed for 
a third reading to-day. ay ae, 
i REORGANIZATION OF THE POST OFFICE DA- 
ZOP oO PARTaARNT. © : : 
| On motion of Mr. CONNOR, the House went 
l into the Committee of the Whole on the state of 
|-the Union, (Mr. Caser in the ehair,) on the bill for 
the reorganization of the Post Office Department, 
and the more effectually to provide fur:the Settle- 
ment of the accounts thercof. i i 

‘ The question pending was the amendment of 
the Senate striking out the forty-third and forty- 
fourth sections, which prevént the postmasters 


from receiving any emolument frem pigeon-hole 
or boxes. 

Mr. PHILLIPS had moved to amend the 
amendment of the Senate by adding a section 
providing that when th } 
ters shall exceed $2,000 from said boxes, they 
shall account to the Post Office Department for 
the seme, and pay over the excess to said Depart- 
ment; and that the postmasters should make re- 


turns of the amount received by them for the rent į 


of said boxes. i 
Mr. INGERSOLL called for the reading of a 
memorial on the subject from a number of mer- 
chants in Philadelphia, setting forth the advan- 
es of the present system, and praying that it 
might be continued, l 
Mr. BRIGGS appealed t 


draw his amendment, especially after the lengthy | 


discussion which had grown out of the subject 


when the bill was first under consideration in the | 
Committee of the Whole and in the House, as | 
well as from the difficulties of the subject itself. : 


He hoped this point would be suffered to.stand 
over to a future session, when Congress might act 
upon at with more information than they were 
now possessed of, and not delay or hazard the 
passage of so important a bill as this on so unim- 

ortant a matter. é 


Mr. PHILLIPS could not see any objection to 


the adoption of his amendment, and it was abso- |, 


lutely necessary that the abuse that had grown 
up under the box system should be removed. He 
had no wish to cut down the system, but rather 
to render it permanent upon a proper system. It 
was well known that by its operation an amount 
of perquisites had accrued to the postmasters of 
some of the large cities greater than the salaries 
of any other officer of the Government under the 
Chief Magistrate, being, in some cases, from six 
to nine and ten thousand dollars pe 
object was to limit the salary within the sum of 
$4,000, which he thought quitesufficient. It was 
equal to the compensation paid to the collector 
of New York, to whose duties those of the post- 
master of that city bore no proportion. 

_ Mr. GIDEON LEE agreed that $4,000 wasa fair 
com 
whole regulation of the subject of these boxes till 
next session. He believed some reform was 


1 
necessary, but it was better not to hazard the bill, .: 


for he really believed it would be lost ifthe amend- 
ment of the gentleman from Massachusetts should 
be adopted. He himself had amendments he 
should like to see introduced into the bill, but he 


refrained from pressing them, for the reason ‘he | 


should vote against the pending proposition. 
Mr. MASON, of Virginia, remarked that it 
would not affect more than .two or three post- 


masters in the whole country; and as meagures | 


would be taken to collect information on the sub- 


ject, he also thought it had better he left to the | 


next session. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Louisiana, hoped the 
amendment would not be adopted; but if it was, 
he should move a further amendment toit. . 

Mr. PHILLIPS said, although he was con- 
vinced of the propriety of his amendment, yet, 
rather than jeopard the passage of tlre bill, and 
to meet the wishes of other gentlemen, he with- 
drew it. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of North Carolina, thought 
the proposition téo reasonable to be passed over, 
and he therefore renewed it. 


After some further remarks from Messrs. |; 


BRIGGS, REED, MASON of Virginia, CON- 
NOR, WILLIAMS of North Carolina, GREN- 
NELL, UNDERWOOD, ANTHONY, and 
‘LOVE, ae 

Mr. WILLIAMS modified his amendment by 
inserting the word “net” in that part of it re- 
quiring the postmasters to make returns of their 
emoluments. 


The amendment was disagreed to; and the |. 1 ; 
l! first Monday in November,) which was read | 


amendment of the Senate was concured in—ayes 
108, noes not counted. 

The second amendment of the Senate, appro- 
priating $3,150,000 for the service of the-Post 
Office Department for the year 1836, commenc- 
ing on the Ist of July, was also. concurred in. 

The other amendments: of the Senate were 
also concurred in.. . 


Mr. UNDERWOOD submitted an, amend- 


e emolument of postmas- ij 


o his colleague to with- .. 


rannum. His `; 


peanon but it would be better to leave the ! 


`! sites derved from the boxes. 


Mr. WHITTLESEY, of Ohio, suggested that ʻi 


il the amendment had better be withdrawn, and 
leave the whole subject open to investigation at 
an early day nextsession; which was lost. 


POST ROUTE BILL. 
The committee then took up the bill to estab- 


i 
t 
| 


baat 
"from the Senate with various amendments. 


On ju0tion of Mr. CONNOR, they were all | 


‘severally concurred in. 

The committee then rose and reported the 
mendments to the House. 

The Speaker having resumed the chair, 


a 
i 


| i 
| 


|, that providing for the regulation of the number 
i, and salaries of clerks in the Department. 
' Mr. LANE rose,and moved the previous ques- 
tion; which was seconded—ayes 85, noes 39; and 
the main question was ordered to be put. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD called for a division of 
i; the question, so as to take the question separately 
on the amendments regulating the salaries. 


| ment, striking out the forty-third and forty-fourth 
' sections of the bill. À 

| Mr. EVERETT moved to except the amend- 
“ment relating to the contracts. 


, appropriating $3,500,000 to the service of the 
Bost Office Department. 

The other amen 
‘without a division. 


i onthe amendment reserved by him, but the House 


i 
| : 
| concurred in by—ayes 94, nocs not counted. 


| 
| were ordered, 


Mr. WISE begged to inquire of the Chair if 
i| the effect of the amendment was to increase or 
" decrease the salaries of the clerks? 

The CHAIR was informed by the Clerk that 
` it was to increase their salaries. 


The question was then taken on the amend- , 
; ment; when it was concurred in by a vote of— | 


eas 107, nays 75. 
, The question being on the Senate’s amendment 
| to strike out the forty-third and forty-fourth sec- 
| tions, relating to the ‘* boxes” in the post offices, 
Mr. UNDERWOOD asked for the yeas and 
nays, but they were refused; and the amendment 
|| was concurred in—ayes 89, noes 41. | l 
The question being on the amendment reserved 
‘by Mr. Apams, it was concurred in without a 
|| division. 
i! . The post route bill was then taken up, and the 


Ly 


TIME OF MEETING OF CONGRESS. 


før the purpose of offering a resolution instruct- 
‘ing the Committee on Enrolled Bills to report a 
,, bill fixing the time of the annual meeting of Con- 
|| gress on the first Monday in November; which 
| was agreed to—yeas 120, noes 29. 

„Mr. VINTON movcd an amendment, instruct- 
į ing the same committee to report a joint resolu- 
tion fixing also the day of adjournment. 

| Mr. WARDWELL moved the previous ques- 


j; agreed to. z 
|, Mr. BRIGGS, on leave, from the Committee 


time of the annual meeting of Congress, (to the 


: twice; and the qu 

Mr. PIERCE, 

' the yu and nays; but they were not ordered. 
Mr. HANNEGAN moved an additional sec- 


estion being on its engrossment, 


2 six dollars 
: Congress. 
l Mr, MA 


Y demanded the previous question. 


lish certain post roads, and to alter and discon- ; 
inue others, and for other porposes, returned | 


The first bill was taken up, all the amendments ` 
of the Senate having been concurred in, except ` 


Mr. HEISTER moved to accept the amend- |; 


Mr. ADAMS moved to except the amendment |, 


dmente were then concurred in | 
Mr. EVERETT called for the yeas and nays ` 
refused to order them; and the amendment was . 


Mr. HFISTER asked for the yeas and nays ; 
on the amendment regulating the salaries; which ;; 


i amendments all concurred in without a division, | 


l “Mr. BRIGGS moved a suspension of the rules j 


tion, which was seconded; and the main question :; 
| being ordered and carried, the resolution was © 


: on Enrolled Bills, then reported a bill to alter the 


of New Hampshire, called for | 


_ thon to reduce the pay of members of Congress `: 
per day during their attendance in :: 


June 29, 


4 
b, 
| 
j 


ti 


Mr. ADAMS moved to recommit the bill to the 
- Committee on Enrolled Bills, with instructions 
i so to amend itas to limif its operation to the next 
|; session only. 
Mr. MILLER said, if the gentleman would 
ii modify his instructions, by limiting its operation 
‘to future sessions after the next, he would vote 
.forthem. He said, he thought, after remaining 
in session till July, it was extraordinary that 
they should pass a bill to come back in Novem. 
: ber. He therefore moved to postpone its further 
: consideration till to-morrow. 
Mr. PEARCE, of Rhode Island, demanded 
the previous question. 
|” Mr. SPEIGHT moved a reconsideration of the 
ip vote by which the bill had been ordered to be 
|| engrossed. He said he had voted in the majority 
|; expressly that he might make this motion, in the 
|| hope that, upon mature reflection, a majority 
i| would reject the bill. 
| The CHAIR ruled the motion to be out of 
i| order after the previous question had been de- 
i: manded. me 
| The previous question was then seconded by 
ii a vote of 98 to 53. 
|. -Mr. SPEIGHT caled forthe yeas. and nays on 
| ordering the main question to be put, but they 
', were refused; and the main question was ordered 
without a count. hs 
Mr. S. then asked for the yeas and nays on the 
final passago of the bill; which were ordcred;and 
, were—yeas 101, nays 95. 
So the bill was passed. 


GEOLOGICAL REPORTS, 

Mr. HARD moved a suspension of the rules, 
for the purpose of offering a resolution, ‘* That 
.. the Secretary of War be requested to communicate 

to this Housc a copy of the report of the United 
| States’ geologist of his reconnoissance in the year 
|| 1835;?? which was lost. 

'! The House then passed to the special orders. 


THE CUMBERLAND ROAD. 


'! ‘The House took up the bill from the Senate to 
ii continue the Cumberland road in the States of 
li Ohio, Indiana, and Illinois. 

|| Mr. MANN, of New York, had moved the 
|| previous question. 
‘ Mr. EVERETT 
i! table. ; 
‘| The second was the pending question, the 
; House having adjourned last night before it was 
i| taken; and it was now taken and decided in the 
| negative, withoutadivision, = E oa 
he question then recurred upon setonding the 
| demand for the previous question; and it ‘pre- 
` vailed—ayes 70, noes 50. per i 
Mr. WEBSTER said he voted against the 
‘motion of the gentleman from Vermont r. 
| Everetr] to lay the bill on the table, with the 
belief that the previous question would not be 
| sustained, and that the bill would be yet modified 
; to meet his views; but, as the previous question 
had been now ordered, so as to cut off all of the 
pe osed amendments, that further time might 
i be had to deliberate, and for the friends of the 
‘| bill to compromise their different views, he re- 
!| newed the motion. ; AN 
Mr. LANE called for the yeas ‘and nays; 
; oe were ordered; and were—yeas 67, nays 
‘103. iv 
Po the House refused to lay the bilt pn the 
table. = z 
The main question was then ordered to be put; 
and, being put and carried, was then ordered to 
: a third reading. | i ' 

The House then, according to order, took a 
| recess till four o’clock. 


l 


it 
[i 


moved to lay the bill on the 


i _: . EVENING SESSION 
i}. On motion of Mr. JOHNSON, of Virginia, the 
li bill to change the time of holding the district 


3586. j 


touris of the United States for the western dis- | 


triet of Virginia, holden at Clarksburg, was read | 
the third time and passed. : 


SENATE BILLS REFERRED. 


The following bills aad resolution from the 
Senate were taken up, read twice, and referred 
to the appropriate standing committees: 


An act to provide for the construction of a 
building for the accommodation of the Patent 
fire; 


An act for the relief of John Cummins; 

An act for the relief of Andrew Agmatrong; 

An act for the relicf af William Sharp; 

An act forthe relief of George F. Strother; and 

Resolution to prepare for providing statuary 
for the front steps of the Capitol. 


JOHN RANDOLPH CLAY 
The bill from the House for the relief of John 
Randolph Clay, returned from the Senate amend- 
ed, was referred to the Committee of the Whole, 


CHARLES J. CATLETT. 


Mr. GRENNELL, from the Committeejon 
Claims, reported, ,without, amendment, Senate 
bill for the relief of Charles J. Catlett; which was 
committed, . 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 

On motionof Mr. CLAIBORNE, of Mississippi, 
leave of absence was granted to Mr. Dickson, 
ot Mississippi, fer the residue of the session. 


THE CUMBERLAND ROAD. 


The House then proceeded to the considera- 

tion of the bill to cominue the Cumberland road 
in the States of Ohio, Indiana, and Illinois. The 
question being on its passage, 
_ alr. McCARTY entered at some length into a 
review of the provisions of the bill, and urged 
his ohjections against 1¢ in its. present shape. He 
then moved to recommit it, with the following 
instructions: 

Strike out from the provisional clause in the first section 
to thie end ~ rme section ; and strike out the second section, 

Li as oot ad ri 
asec E And leit Further enacted, Thatthe money hereby 
appropriated tot the. cominuation of sail road in [ndina 
and Ohio shall be applied to the graduation and bridging; 


NAYS — Messrs. Adnms, Chilton Allan, Heman Allen, 
Bailey, Beaumont, Bockee, Bond, Briggs, Bunch, Jobn 
Cahoon, William B. Calhoun, Campbell, Carter, George 
Chambers, John Chainbers. John F. I. Claiborne. Coles, 


. Crane, Everett. Forester, French, Fry, Granger, Grayson, 


i Lay, Gideor 


Grennell, Griffin, Hannegan. Harlan, Harper, Hawes, 
Hawkins, Heister, Hoar, Hopkins, Howard, Howell, 
Hunt, William Jackson, Janes, Jenifer, Lawler. Law- 
rence, Lewis, Lincoln, Love, Loyail, Martin, McCarty, 
Mercer, Mulligan, Montgomery, Morris, Parker, Patton, 
James A. Pearce, Phillips, Hénry’ 

Rencher, Robertson, Rogers, Augustine H. Shepperd, Slade, 
Sloane, Spangler, Standefer, Storer, Taliaferro, Under- 
wood, Vintan, Webster, Lewis Williams, Sherrod Wil- 
liams, and Wise—74. 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE: 
| 


L, Pinékney, Potts, | 


So the House determined that the main ques: | 


tion be now put. 
Mr. McCARTY called for the yeas.and nays 


, YEAS—Messrs. Adams, Ash, Ashley, Barton, Bockee, 
Boon, Borden, Briggs, Brown, Buchanan, Cambreleng, 
Carr, Casey. Chaney, Chapin, Clark, Corwin, Cramer, 
Darlington, Davis, Denny, Dickerson, Doubleday, Effner, 
Fowler, Fry, William K. Fuller, Galbraith, Gillet, 


za 597 


Mr. LOVE moved to reconsider the vote by 
which $30,000 for strveys wad stricken from the 

| bill making appropriation for sundry roads in the 
! Territories of Michigan, Arkansas, Florida, &c.; 
: which motion was entered, and lies over. 

The House then took up the bill for continuing 
the Cumberland road east of the Ohio river. 

Afte? some remarks from Mr. Harpix, he 
moyed to Jay the bill on the table; which motion 
was agreed to without a division. 


NATIONAL ROAD. 


The House then took up the bill ta continue 
the natióńal road from Vandalia to the Mississippi 


: ¥iver, in the State of Illinois. 


_ on the passage of the bill; which were ordered, 
: and were—yeas 105, nays 82; as follows: 


Granger; Grennell, Hamer, Hannegan, Samue! 8. Harrison, | 


Albert G. Harrison, Hazeltine, Henderson, Meister, Hoar, 
Howell, Hubley, Hunt, Huntington, Fngertsoll, Janes, Rich- 
ard M. Johnson. Henry Jabason, Benjamin Janes, Jadson, 
Kennon Kilgore, Kinnard, Lane, Lansing, Lawrence, 

n Lec, Thomas Lee, Leonard, Lincotn, Logan, 
Love, Lucas. Job Mann, Wiltiam Mason, Sampson Mason, 
May, MeCarty, McKennan, McKim, McLene, Miller, Mil- 


| igan, Morgan, Mullenberg, Page, Patterson, Datee J. 


i Pearce, Phelps, Phillips, Potts, Jobn Revuolds, Joreph 


Reynolds, Ripley, Schenck, Seymour, Shinn, Sickies, 


i; Stoane, Spangler, Storer, Sutherland, Taytor, Thomas; 


Jolin Fhomson, Toucey, Turner, Vanderpoet; Ward, Ward 
weit, Washington, Webster, Elisha Whittlesey, and Thomas 
T. Whittlesey—105. A 

NAYS—Messrs. Chilton Alan, Beale, Bean, Beaumont, 
Bond, Bowidin, Banch, Jotm Calhoon, William B. Cal- 
houn, Campbell, Carter, George Chambers, John Chamhers, 
Chapman, Nathaniel H. Claiborne, Joho F. H. Claiborne, 
Coles, Connor, Craig, Cushman, Deberry, Dromgoole, 
Dunlap, Everett, Fairfletd, Forester, French, James Gar- 
land, Grantland, Graves, Grayson, Griffin, Joseph Hall, 
Hardin, Harlan, Hawes, Hawkins, Haynes, Hopkins, 


' Huatsman, William Jackson, Jarvis, Jenifer, Cave John- ` + 
| as follows: 


phe same to be let out in contracta and sections, upon, pub- ` 


fie notice, to the lowest bidtters, by such superintetiderit or 
superintendents, enginéer or eazinetrs, as may have charye 
Of saki road, under the direction of the Secretary of War: 


Provided, the said Secretary of War may direct-so much of 


the appropriation for the coutinuation of the road in Ohio -' propridtions for certain military and other-roads, |! 


as may be necessary for the conspietion thereof east of 
Bpringfield to be applied to that purpose: And provided, ; 
That not more than twenty thousand dollars of the amount 
thus priated for the continuatinn of the road in Indi- 
ana shall he applied in the collection of materials for the . 
bridge ver the Wabash. 

After a few’ words from Messrs. MANN, 
of New York, WEBSTER, and BOON, an 

Mr. VANDERPOEL moved the previous ques: 
tion; bat the House refused to second it—ayes 
63, noep 69. f 
__ Aftey some remarks from Mr. WE ER, 

Mr. HANNEGAN méved an additional 
struction to strike from the bill everything in re- | 
lation to a bridge across the Wabash river. 


Mr. LANE said it was not his-objét to détnin || 
the Hense by a speech, and more-especiatly not to || ; 


make a speech against the bill, orto submit a mo- 
tion which, ifadopted, would of necessity result in 
its defeat; on the contrary, to insure its passage 
by asking the. preria question; ‘which was sec- 
onded by the House—ayes 75, noes 46. 
` Mri MoCARTY onlled for the yeae and nays 
on ordering the main question; whieh were or- 
dered;/and wete—yeas 101, nays 74; as follows: | 
YEAS — Messrs. Ash, Ashley, Barton, Beile, Bean, | 
Boon, Brown, Buchanan, Burus, ey Carr, Casey, 
Chaney, Chapin, Cfark, Connor, Corwin, tig, Cramer, 
Uys x Darlington, Davis, Deberry, Dickerson, Double- 
seld, Farlin, William K. Fuller, Galbraith, James 
anë, Gifter, Joseph Hat, Hamer, Samuel S..Harrjson, 
Alber $. Harron, Haynes, Henderson, Hatiey, Hunting: 
ton, fitsman, ingersott, Savin oepa Jotmson, BicHard 
M..Joupson, Cave Johnuan, Henry Johnson, John W. 
Ipmes, Benjamin Jones, Judson, Kennon, Kilgore, Kinnard, 
Tane. nsing, Lay, Gideon Lee, Thomas Lee, Leonard, 
Logan. Lucas, Abija Mann, Job Marin, William Mason, 
Mosés Mason, 8: Masop, May, McComas, McKen- 
nan, MeKeon, MéKim, McLérte, Mifter, organ, Owens, 
Page, Parks, Paterson, Franklin Piéree, Dutee J. Pearce, 
Pheips, Jolin Reynolds, Joseph Reynolds, Ripley, Roane, 
Russet} Behenck, Seymour, Shinn, Smith, Speight,’ Suth- 
erland, Taylor, John Thomson, 
Vandengoe!, Washington, Elisha 
T, Whygelesey —103. 


Toucey, Towns, Tume?; 
Whialesey, and Thoma | 


ET E 


, 
in- ii 


son, Sohn W. Jones, Lawler, Lewis, Loyall, Lyon, Abijah 
Mann, Martin, Moses Macon, McComas. McKay, Mont- 


gomery, Morris, Owens, Parker, Parke, Patton, Franklin | 


Pierce, James A. Pearce, Pettigrew, Peyton, Pinckney, 
Rencher, Roane, Robertson, Rogers, Augustine H. Shep- 
perd, Shields, Smith, Speight, Standefer, Taliaferro, Towns, 
Underwood, Wagener. White, Lewis Williams, Sherrod 
Williams, and Wise-+22. 


So the bill was passed. 


_ INTERNAL IMPROVEMENTS, 
The House next took up the bill making ap: 


and for examination and surveys, for the year 
1836. 


'. The amendments of the Committee of the 


Whole, whith have been heretofore noticed, were 
all concurred in. n za 
Mr. SMITH mored to strike out the item of 
$30,000 for surveys, and called for the yeas and 
nays on his motion; which were ordered. . > 
Mr. CAMBRELENG did not rise to debate 


` the question, but.to.appeal to. gentlemen to take 


the queation without debate, as they had now but 
a very short time to act on -some very importans 


| appropriation bills; which were. yet before the 


ouse, . ee 
After n few words by Mr, DENNY, the quese 
tion weg taken, and decided in the afirmative-- 
yeas 87, nays 84. . ES 
So the motion to strike out. was agreed to. 
Mr. PEYTON moved an additional-section to 
the bill to establish a port of entry at the mouth 
of Laurel, to be called Laurel. «148 
_Mr. WILLIAMS, of Kentucky, offered an 
amendment to the section to appropriate $50,000 
for the improvement of the Cun erland river, 
between the mouth of the Laurel and Nashville, 
Tenness¢ée. . a E Bees ioe. Sata pe 
.Mr. PEYTON aecepted the amendment, and 
read the report of one of the engineers: ta shaw 
the neceasity of making tkis plage a port. of entry; 
and of making the pppropriation proposed by she 
amepdment..- -; i oo sga 
..Mr.. P. called for the yeas and naya os his 
amendment; which. were ordered `. pou 
. Mr. VINTON said that, with a view of testing 
whether it. was the sense of the House that thesa 
improvements should go: ons. he would mpwe, to 
lay the bill-on thetabig, and on that motien 
for the yeas and nays;-which were ordered; and 
were— yeas 85, nays Jh. locn, oaie o arii 


. Be the bill was jader the table.. i: ens n 


. 


The amendment of the Committee of the Whole 

was concurred in, 

Mr. REYNOLDS, of Illinois, called for the 
| yeas and nays on the engrossment of the bill; 
| which were ordered; and were—yeas 92,nays 80. 
i So the bill was ordered to be engrossed for a 
, third’ rending to-morrow. . 

The House then taok up the remaining bill, to 
. continue the national rand from the Mississippi 

river to Jefferson City, in the State of Missouri. 

"‘Fheaméndment of the Committee of the Whole, 

tostrike out that part of the bill providing for the 
grading of the road in such a manner as will per- 
mit the laying of rails thereon, was concurred in, 
and:the bill was- ordered to be engrossed fora 
third reading to-morrow. 


CHEROKEE TREATY. 


_ On motion of Mr. CAMBRELENG, the House 
then resolved itself into the Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union, (Mr. LincoLN 
in tho chair,) and resumed: the consideration of 
the bill.making further appropriations for carry- 
Hi nie effect certain Indian treaties. 

he question pending was the motion of Mr. 
Apams to strike out the first section of the bill, 


For the amount stipulated to be paid for the lands ceded 
in the first article of the treaty with the Cherokees of the 
29th of December, 1835, deducting the cost of the land to 
be provided for them west of the Mississippi, under the 
second article of said treaty, $4,500,000. 

Mr. ADAMS called for the reading of certain 
documents, and addressed the committee at length 
in support of his motion. Mr. A. reviewed the 
whole: subject.of our Indian policy, contending 
that the treaty with the Cherokees was not bind- 
iog upon the House.. Among the documents, 
which occapied: upwards.of three hours in the 
reading, was a-letter of Major Davia, of Ken~ 
tucky; which having been read, ; 

Mr. ADAMS called on the delegation from 
Kentucky to giva their evidence as to the charac- 
terof Mr. Davis. 

. Messrs. ALLAN, UNDERWOOD, HAR- 
DIN, and HAWES, all bore testimony to the 
high character of the gentleman alluded to. 

. Messrs. BOON and VANDERPOEL bore tes- 
timony to the. character of Mr. Schermerhorn. 

Mr. McKAY having called for the reading of 
| certain letters’ contained in the ‘orrespondence 
communicated to the House, Set oats 

Mr. WISE said, if gentlemen went on in this 
way, calling for certain extracts te be. read, he 
should feel it his duty to call for the reading of 
the whole document. me i 
i - Mr.GRANTLAND hoped the gentleman from 
| Virginia would not call for the reading of a dac- 
ument so lengthy, at this period ef the session, 
| for the purpose of defeating the bili. 
| Mr. CALHOON, of Kentueky, said that Scher- 
| merhorn had'stated.ia his lettef that Major Davis 
‘had been removed from the situation he held in 
the Cherokee nation. Now he was prepared to 
show that Mr. Davis never was removed, but 
that he had remained in office until he finished 
the business assigned to him. , Schermerhorn 
had also stated that Davin was removed in con- 
sequence of representations of Mele, Bateman. 
Se-far from that, Major Bateman written a 
complimentary letter to Mr. Davis about the time 
his office expired. All this he was prepared to 
show to the satisfaction of the committee. ... 

" Mr. HAYNES said he bad understood that Mr. 
' Davis was now szeedingiy diasgtieñed at this 

ter being-made public: ~; —- SETA 
eeg rs WISE cag uinek ae he had retracted: any 


i 


498. 


Lam wee ee ee ees 


= ae wre -- 


Muar, HAYNES said be bad eet. i 
Nie, WSE said baai, however anxtaus Goanryia 


acn hoan augit le for tue passage ef the Gill, 
gen kn s 


heweg a mol Zi 
sans pace of juguet, ; t 

Mr, GRANTLAND replied that Georgia was 
por more anxious than same other States to have 
tuis bil passod. She wouid havo her lands 
woether tie Lil passed or not 

Afera fw remarks by Messrs. WISE, LA W- 
LER, EVERETT, and HAYNES, the Clerk 
proceeded to rend a variety of other letters con- 
tated in the document above alluded ta. 

‘After some renarks by Mr. DOULDIN, 

Mr. GRAN TLAND replicd to the remarks of 
My. Wise, delivered on a former day on this bil, 
acd vindicated the State of Georgia from the 
charge of having treated the Tadians with bad 
faith. He jastided the conduct of Georgia, and 
examned it with reference to former treaties. 
He also contrasted the conduct of the northern 
Sates towards the Indiana with that of the State 
of Georgia, admitting, at the same time, that ho 
disapproved of some of the acts of her Legisla- 


ture. 

Mr. CHAPMAN followed in reply to Mr. 
Abass,and in defense of the validity of the treaty, 
which was made in good faith, and had been ap- 

roved of by a majority of the Cherokee nation. 
Pie weiton toshow that such was the fact, that the 
treaty had undergone all the forms necessary, 
and iaat it had become a law bindiag upon both 
partics. The only objection was a technical one, 
arising out of some mere informality in the pre- 
Eminaries: and in proof of this he cited the letters 
from John Ross and others to the Secretary of 
War; whieh chief (Mr. C. maintained) had him- 
solfacted with bad faith. This was the first in- 
stayjee of a treaty with these bidians where the 
inquiry hed ever been made whether it was ap- 
proved of Ly x majority of the nation or not, 
though there was no evidence to show that a 
majority of them, or rather of their chiefs, were 
not consenting to it. The protest waa not a paper 
of that character deserving the consideration of 
the House; for, thogh he would not pronounce 
ita forgery, it was impossible, from the circum- 
stances, to be authentic. ‘The treaty was made 
at New Echota in Diccmber last, and it was im- 
possible, vut of a po ulation of sixteen thousand 
mmutividuals, acattured ever a country of hundreds 
of milies orextent, tat fifteen thousand of them 
eou'd have examined its provisions so a3 to be 
enabl. d to pass their epinian. upan it in so short 
atime. He then went on to show that the-stip- 
nitions of the treaty were highly advantageous 
tothe {ndmas, and gave them fur more than an 
ad valorem equivalent for their lands,’ 

- Mt. BOAR mored that te committee rise, 
(quart? se eieven o'clock, p. m.;) which was lost 
—ayes 20, noes 10. | i 

Alr. CAMBRELENG suggested that the bill 
be brought: into the House, and there discussed 
toemorrow. i oe ' 


Mr. BRIGGS preferred going into rommittee ` 


to-morrow morning, at nine o'clock, and proceed- 

ing with the bill, instead of having midnight ses- 
gions. ‘Where was the neceamty of pussing the 
hii! through committee to-night’: 

Mr. CAMBRELENG replied: that,: if not 
brought mit of edntmitdd td-hight, it. would re- 
pare two taukds-afterwards to paks the bill. If 
(said Nr. Č} you have had midnight sessions, it 
is not our faults oc or Seema 3 
- Mr. BRIGGS... Whose fault has it been? | 
s Mr. CAMBRELENG. Those who hare made 
long xpeechwa. se. sg 
c. Mr. WAGE said he had made long speeches on 
that.foscjand inteitiovally; and he now said. it, 
dod -gendumen.ougiit to know it; for he was 
atways candid, and: had mo sinister motive, no 
socre: motive, or secret design about this matter: 
He warned gente ren that he did intend to appose 
dite bity dot in an unfair way, unless he was 
foverd in:do-it, at the risk of his health, and he 
wouid die: @-the attempt to/defent it ~ - 

Mr. HOARAben proceeded to argue upon the 
invahdiry of the Cherokee treaty— that it was hot 
a:fair compact, and was deficient of the requisites 
which should make it binding. -He contended 


thatcnbevidiswe had been adduced to show that | lastto this time, no public bills have heen in order | 
Uo treaty was a theatp—e tompact between pare '! jn thie House except tops inck k 


w hurred one step beyond te 


. Sane 


1 hospitals, reported from the committee of which 


|| uarg last, and it had continued wntil within a few | 
! another was made under which wéare now acting. | 
H 


‘ties eomnetent to enter into it. On these points | 
the honorable member dwelt at some length. Mr. 
If. concloded: and 

Mr. LOVE then took the floor, end was pro- 
ceeding to contend that the treaty was no treaty, ` 
when he gave way to f 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of North Carolina, who 
moved that the commiittec rise. í 

Mr. GRANTLAND said the friends of the 
bill had no disposition to harass the House; and 
he hoped they would consent to take up the bill 
to-morrow morning, at ten o'clock, Fn that he 
wished the friends of the bill to acquiesce; and if 
there was any opposition to it he hoped it would 
be made manifest. 

Mr. GILLET said he rose fo make a sugges- 
tion or two to the committee, aud particularly to 
the friends of this bill We have now but tour 
days remaining of the present session. It is the 
general impression that Monday, the last day of 
the sassion, which is ane of the four, will not be 
ocenpicd, to any considerable extent, in the trans- 
action of business. Many suppased we were to 
meet in the morning, read and correct the Joure 
nal, and then adjourn, This would leave ua’but 
three days for transaction of bdsiness.’ By our 
rules, we cannot send an original bill from this 
Honse to the Senate on cither of the last three 
days of the session. It results from this, that 
we have but one day after this to send our bills 
to the Senate. This bill is made the special 


o-det for to-morrow, at twelve o’clack; and we | 


should have enly from that time until the adjourn- 
ment of the Senate, to-mprrow, which, if it ad- 
journaat the usual hour, will be five or six o’clock, 
in which to dispose of thie bill. He would ask 
if it wasexpected this bill, with all the opposrtion 
that it had to encounter, could be got out of the 
committee, be engrossed, read a third time, and 
passed in that brief period? We may be told that 
if itis not passed during to-morrow, the joint 
rules may be suspended, and allow it to go to the 
Senate, This can be done; but it requires two 


_ thirds of the votes of those present to suspend the , 


rules; and he would ask the friends of the bill if 
they were willing to weaken their hold, and place 
the measure at the mercy of one third! He, for 
one, as a friend of the bill, could not consent to 
it. Letus act now. 

But we are told that we may commence two 
hours carlier to-morrow morning, and have that 
much more time to devote tothe bill. Mr. G. 
said he could not yield his assent to that. We 
have only from ten to twelve to-morrow morn+ 
ing, in which ‘to pass and send to the other 
Howse scveral important bills. 
on the presumption that this bill would: con- 
S the residuc of the day. Aro We entircl 
tn abandon nii the other important bills? He 
would refer to a few only, to show what were 
remaining which ought to be:attended tò before 
we finally adjourn. ‘There was the bill on the 
subject of gold coins, the bill to fix the compen- 
sation of castom-house officers, the bill concerns 
ing ports of entry and drawback of daties, and 
to reorganize the Treasury Department, whith » 
were reported by himbélf; and there Were others | 
fer the erection of ¢nstom-houses and mariné 


‘he was a member. The'-substantial interest | 
of the country required these bills to’ be acted 


upon at this sersion. : There were other bills | 
from the committees equally important, he prë- | 
| gsembd, which. ought to be considered. There || 


ii woke “necessary appropriation bills still behind: || 
J He would ask, are we tò jeopard mì! these, xy 
i; placing ther in the power of One third in each 
| House? He thought not. It seemed to ‘him 
! that our daty to the country required that ‘we | 
- should finish this bill before we adjourn this'even? | 
. ing. Ifany of the bills which he Had in charges | 
| should fail t be acted upon, he éHould consider | 
i| himself blameless. It was known to all that noc. 
| ene of the bills he: had mentohed had ‘been’ in 
‘| order since they were-reported. te 
|| ~ A-spéciat order was. made on the 26th of Ján- 


days past.. At' the moment of itë: expiration : 


He said this, | 


So it will beseer that, from the 26th -of Janitary | 
indhided in théee ` 


June Soy 


a sufficient justification for desiring to 
finish this bill before we adjourn for to-day. ` 

After some further remarks from Messrs. 
WISE, ADAMS, and LEWIS, who suggested 
that they meet to-morrow at nine o’clock, allow 
a reasonable length of time, and, meeting the bill 
on its merits, conclude its consideration, he asked 
if that was the general understanding of the com- 
mittee? : 

Mr. CHAMBERS, of Kentucky, would an- 
swer for himself, that he would obstinately resist 
this bill to his utmost power of physical strength, 
and would sit there for hours, till after daylight, 
to defeat it, 

After a few worda from Messrs. LEWIS, 
HUNTSMAN, and, JOHNSON of Kentucky, 
the committee rose and reported. 

The Speaker having resumed the chair, 

Mr. LEWIS said, with a-view of giving the 
members of the House, as well the encmies as 
the friends of the Lill, a full opportunity of dis- 
cussing it, he moved that it be taken up at eleven 
o’clock to-morrow; Which was agreed to. 

On motion of Mr. REED, tho House then ude 
journed ata few minutes after midnight. 


IN SENATE, | 
. Tronspar, June 30, 1836. 


A message was received from the President of 
the United States, by Mr. Dongxson, transmit- 
thigh copy of å treaty lately contended between 
the United States and the Republic of Vénezuela, 

The VICE PRESIDENT informed the Sénate 
that he would to-day vacate his chair, and that 
he would not again be in the Senate for the re- 
mainder of the session, 


REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 


‘Mr. TOMLINSON, from: the: Committee on 
Pensions, reported the’ bill fromthe House aup- 
plemental to the act for the relief of the survivin 
officers and soldiers of the Revolution, andanu 
that it was the opinion of the committee. that. the 
bill ought to be indefinitely péstponed. 

_ Mr. TALLMADGE, from the Committee on 
Pensions, to which. had been referred the bill to 
provide for the i ea of the accounts of 
Generat Eleazer W. Ripley, reported the same, 
with amendments; which was agreed to; and the 
bill was ordered to a third reading. — — ,; 

- The amendment placos Gencraf Ripley on the 
pension roll from the yee 1820, ah og he? 

Mr. TALLMADGE then submitted a resolu- 


; tion directing the Secretary of War to report to 


the next Congress.on the claims of General Rip- 
ley, unconnected with his pension; which, was 
agreed to. | Re. i od 
,  BILLINTRODUCED. 
Mt. ROBINSON, on leave, intrdduécd 
to wonfirm claims to: public 'hmds m certain 
which was read twice ‘and referred- 
| HOUSE BILLS POSTPONED.. 
The bill from the House. to alier.the times of 
the meetings of Congress; and... j 0.0.1. 4 3 
The resolution to amend tho joint rules of: the 
two Houses in relation to bills passing one Hause 
and not acted on in the; other, were severally 
considered, and indefinitely postponed. . , 
Or MOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 1 
The bill from the House to change the time of 
holding the district coutts of the ‘United States 
for the district of Virginia, at Clarksburg; and 
The bill from the House making appropriations 
for the improvement of certain harbors of ' tli 
United States for the Pin 1836, wete severally 
toad twice apd referred. 0 0 l a oh 
A WESTERN ARMORY, Oy 
_ On motion of Mr. BENTON, the bill to éstab! 
lish A foundery or atmory in the West, arsenals 
eo States in which none -havo-yct been estabe 
ished, and depots for arms in certaity States'and 
Territories, was taken up; and after a dobatc, in 


a’ bill 
tases} 


eet 


“pod 


L 


T8386: 


THD. CONGRESSIONAL GLOBH. 


BRD 


which the bill was a std by Messrs. BEN- 
TON, WALKER, EBSTER, and LINN, 


antl opposed by Messrs. CRITTENDEN, CAL- | 


HOUN, and. KING of Georgia, the bill was 


passed—yeas 24, nays 15; as follows: 


YEAS—Me-ers. Denton, Black, Brown, Buchanan, Guth- 


beft, Ewing of Minos, Graudy, Hendricks, H > Kent, 
King of Ainbuma, Linn, Morria, Nicholas, y Rives, 
Robinson, Ruggles, Tallmadge, Tipton, Walker, Wall, 
Wirte aud Wright—2t, 

NAYS—Messn. Cathoun, Clay, Crittenden, Davis, Ew- 
tne of Op, Gnidsborough, king of Georgia, Leigh, Man- 
gun, Moore, Preston, Robbins, Squthard, Swift, and Tom- 


linson— lo. 


DISTRICT BANKS. | 


The amondment of the House to the bill of th 
Senate to extend the charters of certain banks of 
the District of Columbia were coasidcred; and, 

On motion of Mr. KING, of Alabama, they 
were concurred in. ee 


; FORTIFICATION BILL. 

* Mir. WRIGHT, from the Committee on Fi- 
nance, to which had been referred the bill making 
; Paeepe ations for certain fortifications of the 
‘United States for the year 1836, reported that the 
committee had had this bill under consideration; 
‘but it having heen referred to them without in- 
structions, and believing that no reductions could 
be made consistently with the public service, and 


in the absence of all information to show the | 


propriety of such a reduction, they had come to 
the determination to report back the bill in the 
same state in which ithad been referred to them. 

Mr. W.moved to strike out the appropriations 
for arsenals in Missouri, Arkansas, and at Mem- 
‘phis, Tennessee, the same being included in the 
arsenal bill just passed; which was agrecd to. 

Mr. SOUTHARD moved to strike out the 
appropriation of $150,000 for Fort Delawarc, 
Delaware river, on the ground of the defective 
„üde of the United States to the island on which 
it,is erected; and after some remarks in opposition 
to the motion,.it was rejected—yeas 16, nays 22; 
as follows: | . 

YEAS—Mesers. Brawn, Clay, Crittenden ~Bwieg of RH- 
Boia, Lleadricke, Leigh, Mangum, Monre, Parter, Preston, 
Robison, Ruggica, Southard, Swit, Tipton, and Wall—-16. 

NAYS— Messrs. Bayard; Benton, Buchanan, Cughbert, 
Davis, Ewing of Obio, Goldsborough, Grundy, Hubbard, 
King of Alabama, Knight, Lina, Nichoies, Page. Rives, 
Robbing, Tallmadge, Walker, Webster, White, and Wright 
-X D 


“Mr, CRITTENDEN then moved to récommit 
‘the bill, with instructions to reduce the appropri- 
‘ations to such sum as can, in the opinion of the 
committce, be advantageously expended between 
this and the 4th of March next; and aftera debate, 
in. which Messrs. CRITTENDEN, CLAY, 
WRIGHT, CALHOUN,. PRESTON, CUTH- 
BERT, and MANGUM teok part, the motion 
was rjected—yeas 18, nays 21; as follows:. 
_ .¥BA8S—-Moners. Bayard, Diack, Calhoun, Clay, Critton- 
den, Davis, Ewing of Ohio, Gotdsborough, Kent, Leigh, 
M , Moore, Porter, Preston, Southard, Tomlinson, 
Web:ter, and White —18. 

NAYS—Mcsers. Bentoh, Béoivas: Bachanan, Cuthbert, 


Ewing of rr nmay, Hengojoys, Hubbard, King of 
Alabama, Linn, Mortis, Nichojis, Niles, Page, 3, Rob- 
> Waller, and Wrigit— 


invony Ruggles, Tallmadge, Tipton 
2i 


"Phe bill was then ordered to be engrossed—— 


-yeas 28, nays:9; as follows: 2 . 
y EAS—Mesers. Bayard, Benton, Back; Brown, Buch- 
anan, Cuthbert, Ewing of Minois, Grandy, Hendricks, 
,Bubbacd, Kent, King of Alabama, Linn, Morris, Nicholas, 
Niles, Page, Porter, Rives, Robbins, Ruggles, Taltmadge, 
"Tipton, Tomlinson, Walker, Webster, White, -Wright 
N —Mesers.. Calhoun, Cla; itende ing n 
hie Leigh, Meneu, Moore, Plan and oy Ewing al 
BILLS ORDERED TO A THIRD READING. 
~The following Wills were severally rétd the sec- 
ond time, and coysidered as-in Comihittee of the 
Whoelt; and ordered tò a'third reading: 
+. Sie bill for the reliefPot Joseph W 'Grdéen, and 
the dwite¥s and trew of tht Rehitny écHoober Pwo 
Brothers, of Marblehead, in the State of Missa- 
hats eee asl ke 
=. The BiH aathorizing the pdéessaty strveyeand 
eéxdminations for the estabhishment’ of à ‘faval 
“renglozvous atid depot near the southérPexttem- 
“ity of Ploriday ) n O a 
Phe bill for the réliefof Nancy Hageards 
i- The Lilt to eredte tHe bffied of surveyor of pib- 
‘He lands in’ the Territory öf Wiscohsiny = ` 
. Tha biH to duthorize the W imikiritit Com- 


| peny ta-lay out. a road. through the: lands of the 
- United States. 


DEATH OF MR. MADISON. 


The following message was reccived from the 
Presidentof the United States, by Mr. Donetson, 
his Private Secretary: 


i 
i 


-| Wasarneton, June 30, 1835. 
To the Senate and House of Representatives: 

It becomes my painful duty to anaounce to you the mel- 
ancholy intelligence of the death of James Manox, ex- 
President of the United States. He departed this lite at 
half past six o’clock, ow the morning of the 28th instant, full 

_ of years ‘and full of honors. > ï z O 

l hasten this communication in order that Congress may 
adopt such mearures ax mty he proper to testily their sense 
of the respect which is due te the memory of one whose 
lite hns contributed so essentially to the happiness and gioty 
of his country, and to the good of mankind.: ` 

ANDREW JACKSON. 

Mr. RIVES, Mr. President, I fcel that it would 

' bean aet of sacrilegious temerity were I to at- 
tempt to add to the intrinsic pathos of the mel- 
ancholy -imtelligence just. announced. to us by 
the President of the 
in the way or eulogy on the character of the great 
man whose decease he has conmunicated to us. 
The eulogy of Mr. Madison is.written in every 
‘page of the history of his country—to whose 
service his whole life was devoted, and with every 
great event in whose annals. his name stands ¢on- 
spicuously and enduringly identifiéd. “Filled, 
© however, as his life was, from its dawn to its 
close, with labors of patriotism” and superior 
wisdom, there ig onc: great work of bs which 
must ever recur prominently to the grateful mem- 
ory of his coantry. He was, in ai egpecial man- 
ner, the fouader and authort'of that'elorious Con- 
stitution which is the bond of our Union and the 
charter of our liberties; and it’ was graciously 
“vouchsafed to him, in the order of Providence, to 
witness, for a longer period than any of his illus- 
trious colleagucs, the rich. blessings which have 
-resuked from its establishment, Ele was thelast 


“surviving! siener of thet sacted instrument: Amit | 


the general grief which pervades the nation, may 
we not indulge. one consolation at least, in the 
hape ‘that his death; whilst adding the last scalto 
his own fame and glory, will, in some sort, ca- 
nonize the work of his hands, and surround, with 
a new veneration, that precious relic of the wis- 
. dom of our departed patriots and sages? jän 
But, sir, I will not speak of the pubic life of 


r. Madison. - It is knoow to us all;-it is appre- | 


ciated by us all. It was-my-privilege to see and 
to know him in the sceues of that classic retirement 
in which he passed:the evening of his daya.- It 
was there that the mild luster of, his private vir- 
tues, which formed thé “crowning grace of his 
charatter, and‘ is thé indispensable complement 
of a true public glory, was seen and felt. But 
who can paint-him there? Who can adequately 
deseribe' that fascinating suavity of‘ temper and 


manners; that spirit and gtace of conversation so | 
happily blended with the oracles of ‘philosophy | 


and experience; that amiable and’cultivated Benév- 
- olence, ever watchful of the feelings and com- 
| fott of others, ever in the minatest trèfles, which 


l portray, none who: have felt thei r influerice ¢ah 
ii ever for¥et. In speaking of these‘things, Mr. Pres- 


© Gdent, T am but too forcibly: reminded of my own | 


i| personal loss in the general and national calamity 
|: which weal bewdil. I was the neighbor ef Mr. 
| Madison, sir, and enjoyed his kindness anit friend- 
‘whip; and if,-in speaking of a gréat national bė- 
| peavemiént; my mind’ feéurs too: fondly "ts the 
' chasm his'death has left in the immediate’cirele 
li of his frienda, something, I trusty will be pardoned 
“to the feeling# ofthe Heat: i -2 a 
| At id my melancholy satisfaction to have''ré- 
| -edived, in all probability, the last Tettersver signed 
! his death, and furnishes,-iwits “contes; n'sttik- 
ling ittastration ofthat aniatld benevolence, and 
Selistbility tothe kindness of others, which férited 
lao promihent’a traitin iis charaóter-: The that 
| Settér, which is nèw. before me, he spaké oP Ris 
 Gpfeetied liealth;and hisuternbling dnd unsteady 
signature, i f AR 
“firmneeh ‘and resthlavivy: of hta wrtidd, -bbfe a 
| Lepr h ieta aelimoh 6 bpediet iin atin dfin 


ju 
Ünited States, by anything | 


together formed ,arourd the hearth of Montpelie?, | 
a group of social virtues and attractipie which, | 


: |i however incompetent the powers of Immguaze to |: 


i by Ms hand.’ Tt Gears date onty erk Mays before || 


so much in contrag¥ wit thl-useel | 


| caching end. Still. truated that his light might 
| hold out to the &h of July, thet he might be re- 
i stored on that glorious anniversaty.to.af immorta. 
companionship with those great men and patriots 
' with whom he had been intimately connected in 
life, aud whose coincident deaths, on the birthday 
‘of the nation’s freedom, had imparted to that 
. day, if possible, an additional and mysterious 

illustration. Butit has been ordered otherwise. 
; His career has been closed at an epoch, which, 
i fotty-nine‘ycars ago, witnessed his most efficient 
| labora in the illustrious assembly which laid the 
‘+ fotindations of our present system of Govern- 
'ment, and will tis, by the remembranite of his 
, death, as well as by the services of his life, more 
, Closely ‘associate him with that great work, which 
is at once the source and the guarantee of his 
country’s happiness and glory. 

What honors, Mr. President, are there, b 
which we can do justice, to a character which 
history will hold up to future ages as a model of 
publi and private virtue, not surpassed by the 
` brightest examples in ancient or modern times? 
Sir, there are hone. Still it’ is proper that, as 
representatives of the American people, we should 
show, by some suitable manifestations, how’sin- 
cercly and deeply we participate in the universal 
fealing of grief on this, mournful occasion; and I 
“Move you, therefore, the following resolution:. 
Resolued, That a campiittee be appointed on the part of 

„the Senate, to join such committee as may be appointed on 
‘the part of the Housr, to conrider and report by what token 
of respect and affection it may be proper for the Congress 
-of:the Gnifed strates to express the deep sensibility of the 
nation to the event of the decease of Mr. Madison, just an- 
„nounced by the President of the United States. 
The resolution was unanimously adopted; and 
_47n-motion of Mr. RIVES, the committee was 
appointed by the. Chair, consisting of the follow- 
ing.gentlemen;. Messrs. Rives, CLAY, CALHOUN, 
Grenpy,,Bucuanan, LEIGH, and TALLMADGE. ; 

_ The Senate then,.at four o’clock, took a recess 
until seven, 


i 
1 
1 


PR i 


EVENING SESSION. 
“The following bills having been reported cor- 
rectly engrosscd, were read the third time and 
| passed: | aaa ; 
The bill making appropriations for certain for- 
tifications of the United States for the year 1836; 
The bill authorizing the necessary cxamina- 
tions and surveys for the establishment of a naval 
| rendezvous and depot near the southern extremity 
‘| of Ploriday 5-0 L are ni 
| The bill supplemental to the net to regulate 
‘the public deposits, by ycas and nays,.as: fol- 
lows: - i in Ogee a, 8 
li- YEAS—Messrs, Bayard, Buchanan, Clayton, Cuthbest, 
Davia, Ewing of Ohio, Goldsborough, Hendricks, Kent, 
l King of Alabama, King of Georgia, Linn, Nicholas, Niles, 
Page,Porter, Preston, Robbins, Robinson, Southard, Swift, 
'-Yomlinson, Wall. ahd Wright—24. 
‘NAYS Messrs. Berton, Brown, Mangum, Moore, W alk- 
er, and White—6. Shee 
i. The bill for the relief of Joseph W. Greenand 
, the awners and crew of the fishing schooner Two 
: Brothers, of Marblehead, Massachusetts; 
The bill for the relief of Nancy Haggard,. and 
i 


A A F 


Å. 
y 


for other purposes : 
5 Pons d the patent of Joseph Grant— 


‘The bill to exten 
yeas 19, nays 16; . REA 
1” The bill to 'authótizė the Winnisimmit Com- 
pany to lay out a road through the lands of the 


United States. l 
. , SURVEYOR:OF LANDS IN WISCONSIN. 


\.o The bill te create the offite of surveyor of pib- 
lic lands, in the 'Ferritory df. Wisconsin, was 


i taken up far consideration. >, 7 
vs Mr. TIPTON moved- to lay this bill on the 
| table, considering the office unnecessary. "".: 
i, das EWING, of Ohio, opposed the mou 
ip ton taking thg question, it was rejected. > 

mae TIPTON fhe moved to amend the bill 


1 ae . . 
i by. stri out the whole, and inserting a sub- 
stile geben ha the office of surveyor gen- 
i*€PaP OF t 


rig 


é pubhke rdd fst Ohio, Indiana, Ili- 
pois, and Wisconsini; shall be held’ at ae Th 
Maianabes Ce nonn se a ee Ao Sa 

| pe ‘Mr; T.2edcontpanied this ‘motion with some re- 
ngnanke inita favor O ere Aio t 

Mr. EWING said that ‘ther’ were; no dowst, 
imihe proposition ef thè- gen- 


if 
i 


vmanradeamages i 


tenn from Indiana, bat ho thought it teo fate 
in the session new to obtain information from the 


| 


i 


a a E E 


General Land Office, which was necessary before | 


ing so important a change. f 
arie a motion was rejected, and the bill 
was ordered to be engrossed tor a third reading. 

‘Je wos, in a subs quent part of the evening, read 
the third time und passed. l 
BILLS DISPOSED OF. l 

The bill for the relief of Joseph Nerbert was 
‘taken up for consideration, and rejected; and 

The Vill for the relief of William Walker, 
Abraham Woodall,and the heirsof Samuel Brown, 
was indefinitely pos'poned. 

The following bills were severally read the 
second time, and considered as in Committee of 
the Whole, and ordered to a third reading, and 

_after being engrossed, read the third time and 
assed; 

The bill authorizing the Commissioner of the 
General Land Office to issue a patent to David 
Talbot, for a quarter secuon of land in Missouri; 

The bill for the relief of John Cowper; 

The bill for the relief of Scioto Evans; 

The bill for the relief of James Herron; 

The bill for the relief of John H. Holland; 

The bill for the relief of Joshua Pitcher; 

The bill providing for a pension to Mary J. 
Babbitt; 

The bill for the relief of John S. Devlin; 


© ta the two Houses of Congress the meianceholy intelli 


` United States to wear crape on the left arm. as mourning, 


: appropriations for the suppression of Indian hos- . 


The bill for the relief of Dr. J. E. B. Findly | 


and A. E. Deas; 

The bill for the relief of William H. Robert- 
son and Samuel H. Garron; 

The bill to amend the act for quieting posses- 
sions, enrolling conveyances, and securing the 
estates of purchasers within the Districtof Colam- 
bia, passed the Ist day of May, 1832; 

The bill to authorize the Shenandoah Bridge 
Company at Harper’s Ferry to ercet a bfidge 


‘on the lands of the United States at or near the | 


town of Harper’s Ferry; ; hs. 
The bill for the relief of the heirs of William 
Forbes, deceased}: i 


The. bill for. the relief of Jamcs Tucker and | 


John Judge; 


The bill to explain an act entitled “An act to | h t 
3 |, duty of the Sceretazy of War, in the further construction | 


alter and amend the several acts imposing duties 

on imports;”’ 
The bill for the relief of Patrick Green; and 
The bill for the relief of William East. 


The bill from the House making appropriations 
for carrying into effect certain Indian treaties was 
read twice, and referred to the Committee on In- 
dian Affairs. 

The bill from the House making an appropri- 
ation for the continuation of the national road 
from Vandalia to the Mississippi river; and 


The bill from the House to continue thena- | District of Columbia, and for other purponos. 


tional road from the Mississippi river to Jeffer- 


ag aTi in Missouri, were also read twice and |! 


referre 


On motion of Mr. ROBINSON, the bill to con- 
firm claims to publie lands in certain cases was 
taken ‘up, and, after being carried through the 
usual stages, was passed. g 

__. On motion of Mr. LEIGH, the bill to change 
the times of holding the district courts of the 
Unxed States for the western district of Virginia, 
heoi a Clarksburg, was taken up and ordered 
to a third reading; and afterwards read the third 
time and passed. 

On motion of Mr. BUCHANAN, the bill for 
the relief of James Bradford, of -Leuisiana, was 

- taken up, and ordered to a third reading. 

The bill for the relief of Nathaniel Platt; 

xi "Fhe bill for the relief of the children and heirs 
of William Fisher, deceased; and : 

io The Lall:td-reward the captors of the privateer 
Lydia, were also considered, and ordered. to a 

third reading. : e 

. AONORS, TO THE LATE JAMES MADISON. 

Me. RIVES, from the select committee ap- 

- pointed to meet such: gammitiee as might be ap- 

d by che other. House to consider and report 


ointe o 
de what token of respect and affection it may be 
proper for the Congress of the United States to 


spies the-deep sensibility ef the nation in the || . Mr. THOMAS moved to strike out 
Madia sepertad li amendment tie Farmers and 


| the United States of America in Congress assembled, That 


l 


j Tuourspar, June 30, 1836. 


i 
f 
i 


j 
i 


i So the House refused te suspend the rales. 


|: pot exceeding twenty thousand dollara. 


|. My. THOMAS called for. the yeas and nays | 
ọn ordering the bill to a third reading; which | 


THE CONGRESSIONAL (GLOBE. 


the following resolutions; whith wore unani- || 
mously adopted: j 


The Pre: identof the United States hoving communicated | 
gence |; 
Mad- | 
ison. of Virginia, late President of the United States, and j| 
the two Houses sharing in the general grief which this dis- I 
tressing event must produce— F 
: Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives of |: 
the United States of America in Congress assembled, That | 
the ebairs of the Pre ident of the Senate and of the Speak- 
erof the House of Representatives be shrouded in black 
during the residue of the sessior, nnd that the President of 
the Senate, the Speaker of the Iluuxe of Representatives, 
and the members and officers of both [ouses, wear tke 
usual badge of mourning for tivrty days. 
Rescived, That it be recomurended to the people of the | 


of the death of their ilustrieus teHow citizen, James 


for thirty days. . : 
Resolved, That the President of the United States he re- |: 
quested to transmit à ¢opy of these resolutions to Mrs. |: 


Madison, and to assure her of the profound respect of the : 
two Houses of Congress for her person and character, and 
of their sincere condolence on the late afflicting dispensa- 
tion of Providence. . 
MESSAGE PROM THE HOUSE. 


A message was received from the House of : 
Representatives, by Mr. Fnaxxuim, their Clerk, | 
Stating that the ‘House had passed bills making | 


tilities, and for the support of the Military Acad- 
emy for the year 1836; in which they asked the 
concurrence of the Senate. 

The Senate then adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 


Mr. McCARTY moved a suspension of the | 
rules, for the purpose of offering the following | 


joint resolution: 


SF = AS IRS tie OE IE 


| thereon;. which were ordered 
: 126, nays 55. : 


third readi 


Resolved by the Senate and House of Representativesaf | 


in the construction of the Cumberland road In the State of 
‘Indiana, the Secretary of War shall cause the appropriation 
ef $250,000, passed atthe present session of Congress for 


|. the continuation of the Cumberland road in the State: of | 
:, Indiana, to be applied to the bridging and graduation of said | 


road through the said State, until the said graduation and 
bridging is finished, except so muth ns may be necessary 
i for the collection of materials for a bridge ou the Wabash, 


And be it further resolved, That it shall hereafter be the | 


i of said road, to cause the same to be let out by contracts | 

tothe lowest bidder, upon notice, 
i as the War Department may direet. i 
Mr. McC. asked for the yeas and nays on his 
; and were—yeas 78, 


under such reguistions 


| motion; which were orde 
! nays 75; not two thirds. 


DISTRICT BANKS.. ! 
On motion of Mr. THOMAS, the House pro- 
ceeded to the consideration. of the bill from the 
Senate to cxtend the charter of the banks of the 


Oa matien of Mr. W. B. SHEPARD, the bill 
was. so amended as to strike out the wordg, ‘* and 
funds equivalent to specie,’ wherever they oc- | 
curred in the bill. 


were ordered... : 
j Mi. GILLET said he intended to offor sevexal | 
amendments to this bill, which, in his opinion, | 
were important to be adopted, to protect the ipn- | 
terests of the community generally. It had also 

been his intention to address the House at con- | 
siderable length on the bill and amendments; but, 

Las he:clearly perceived that a majority, of the | 
House. preferred to act on the original bjll, and 

as some of those who acted with him on this sub- 

ject deemed it best to vote directly on-the bill, he 

would yield his opinion to theirs, and not offer 

the amendments. He would contenthimeelf with 

making some remarks generally: agaiast the bill, 

and in less length than he had intended. Mr.G. 

then proceeded in hig remarks, a sketch of which 

| will hereafter be given. . 


ft 


out all after the enacting clause, and insert a sub- 
stitute renewing the charters of the several banks 
therein enumerated till the 4th of July, 1838; 


Mr. GARLAND, of Virginia, moved to strike 


when, after a few words from ihat gentleman 
and Mr. Tuomas, 


from the 
1 a 


to the feglings and npinian 


June ad, 


of Georgetot¥n: whieh was lost, ‘only 62 voting 
in the ‘affirmative. 
Mr. THOMAS ‘asked for the yens and nays 
on the amendment of Mr. Gantanp;-which were 
ordered. : 
Mr. FAIRFIELD meved te strike out the “ 4th 
of July, 1838,” and insert * 4th of March, 1837.” 
Mr. MAY asked for the yeas and nays; but 
they were not ordered. 
The amendment to t 


he amendment was dis- 


. agreed to, and the substitute of Mr. GARLAND 


was adopted—yens 128, nays 50. 

Mr. LANE demanded the previous question 
on the engrossment of the bill; which was sec- 
onded without a division; and the main question 


' being ordered, 


- Mr. MILLER asked for the yeas and nays 
3 and were—yeas 


So the bill was ordered to be engrossed for a 
ng; and having peen engrosaed, was 


` read the third time.. 


Mr. LANE demanded, the previous question 
on the passage of the bill; but the House refused 
to second the motion, ve ; 

Mr. MANN, of New York, moved to lay the 
bill on the table; which was lest.. 

The bill was then passed. 


TIME OF ADJOURNMENT. 


Mr. GARLAND, of Louisiana, moved a sus- 

ension of the rules, for the purpose of offering a 
joint resolution to rescind the resolution fixing 
the day of adjournment on the 4th of July, a 
extending the time to the 11th of the same month; 
which was lost. f 3 


. EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 
The SPEAKER laid before the House the fof- 


| lowing message from the Presideitt of the United 


States; which, with the accompanying documents, 
en motion of Mr. Mason, of virginia, Was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Foreign Affhirs: 


Wasuineron, June 30, 1838. 
To the Senate and House of Representatives : 


` + I transmit to Congress copies of a treaty of peace, friend- 
ii ship, navigation, and commerce, between the 
'| and the Republic of Venezuela, concluded on the 290th of 


nited States 


January, and the ratifieations of which were exchanged at 
Caraccas on the 3lst of May last. ere 
f ` ANDREW JACKSON. | 

The SPEAKER also communieated the follow- 
ing message from the President of the United 
States; which, on motion of Mr, Wiittleser, 
of Ohio, was referred to the Committee of Claims: 
Wasureoron, June 30, 1836. . 


To fhe House of Representatives: 


` Treturh to the House of Representatives the papers which 
acedmpanied theirvesolation of the 6th óf May last, relative 
to the elaim of Don Juaw Madrazo, together with a repott 
of the Secretary of State, and copies of a correspondence 
between him and the Attorney General, showing ‘the 
grounds: upon which that officer declines giving the opinion 
requested by the resolution. i , 
ANDREW JACKSON. 


CHEROKEE TREATY. 


‘In execution of the order of last night, on 
motion of Mr. CAMBRELENG, the House 
resolved itself into a Committee of the Whole on 
the state of the Union, (Mr. Lincory in thechair,) 
and resumed the consideration of the bill making 
appropriations for carrying into effect certain In- 
dian treaties, &c. . , 

The question pending being the motion. of 
Mr. Apams.to strike put the appropriation of 
$4,500,000 for carrying into effect the treaty with 
the Cherokees, [às stated jn the proceedings of 
last al a , 

Mr. LANE edarluded his remarks in opposi- 
tion to the, validity of the. treaty. In- the course 
of. his remarks, Mr. L. referred, the gentleman to 
the letter of Major Davis, of Kentucky, . and 
called upon the gentleman from, Kentucky. near 
him ta state what hẹ knew of that gentleman. 
„Mr: JOHNSON, of Kentucky, then rose and 
said: Called unon asto my knowledge of the stand- 
ing of Major William M. Davis, state, with very 
great pleasyre, that I have. known him, for many 
graca anil intimately; and na mag s ands. higher 

or honor, honesty, integrity, patriquigm,aud firm- 
ness, , But tọ preyent any wrong impressions as 
I sof Major Davis, from 
my correspondenee with him, and. avis con- 
Tarenhiones] am Mslded in.my helist tat, aking 


i: 
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alt the facts together, up sailia day, Major 
Davis, placed in my situation, would now Pote 
for the appropriation, as I shall vote to tarry 
into effect this treaty with the Cherokees. - 


Mr. LANE gard it was not hie one to dis- ` 


cuss the provisione ef the treaty, or the bill-un- 
der covsideration—satiafied as he was, that it 
would be sustained by a large majority of this 
House. 
cutive or his Cabiner— 
fense from any one. Yes: 3 

His object was to respond to the inquiry made 
by the honorable gentleman from New York, 
jute Love,] ‘who is Sehermerhorn 2”? Sir, I 
have been acquainted with this much-abused in- 
dividual some twenty-five years, and willinform 
tlre gentleman from New York that he isahighly 
respectable and intelligent American citizen, Vep- 


y require no such de- 


erable for years and appearance; a gentleman in | 
manners, whose life and conversation at all times, , 
and on all occasions, correspond with his profes- ` 
sions; a high-minded and an honorable men; and, ; 


more than all, an honest man, the noblest work 
of God. Aud though he has rendered much 
service to his country, he has never sought office, 
but haa been sought after; and as evidence of this 
fact, 1 speak knowingly, when I say that Mr. 
Schermerhorn has reud to accept a high and 


honorable office provided for by the very treaty ` 


now the subject of debate. 

Sir, Lhave said all 1 intended to say, when I 
rose. If] had said less, I should have been reck- 
less to my duty towards a friend and acquaint- 
ance. Others on this floor can bear equal and 
honorable evidence of the integrity and worth of 
thisamiable and interesting man. 

After some debate by Messrs. HARDIN and 
ROBERTSON, the House took the usual recess. 


EVENING SESSION. 
The bill granting the Winnisimmet Company 


the power to lay out a road across the public 


lands was read the third time and passed 

The following bills from the Senate were aew- 
erally read twice and referred: 

An act to renew the patent of Joseph Grant, . 

An act granting a pension to General Eleazer 
W. Ripley; and 

Ao act to establish a foundery in 
South; armories in the States in which there are 
none; and depots of arms in certain States and 
Territories. . 

EX-PRESIDENT MADISON. 


The SPEAKER then taid before the House 
the following message: : 

WASHINGTON, June 30,1856.. 
To the Senate and House y Representatives: : 

It becomes my painful duty to announce ta you the mel- 
ancboly intelligence of the Ueath of James Madison, ex- 
Prevident of the United States. He departed this life at 
haii past 
of years and full of honors. ron 

1 hasten this communication, ig o è Congreanmay 
adopt sucls measures as may be ty Spina their sense 
of the respect which i due to the yey of one Whose life 
has contribated s0 essentially to the happiness aad gtory of 


i /s and to the f maakiud. : 

ee E food OF ANDREW JACKSON. 
The me having been read, wets 
Mr. PATTON said that the particular relation ` 


in which he stood, as his immediate representa- 
tive-and personal frend, towards the great public 
benefactor, whose: decease, ‘‘full of years and 
full of honors,” had just been announced by the 
. message of the President of the-United States, 
bad induced the Virginia delegation to devolve 
-apon him the mournful duty of propasing for the 
‘adoption of the House, the resolution he was 
about to offer, for the purpose of determining 
upon the eourse to be pursued for giving expres- 
sion to the national sensibility to the great be- 
yeavement we had suffered. e > >> 
_ J donot; however, Mr. Spe 
-fuitable occasion in which to employ or omy 
in any studied phrase Or paree upon the 
public or private virtues of the venerable than 
whose loss we deplore. te, TAGE AE VET 
It. is true, sir, that, early imbued -with the 
sincerest veneration for the character of Mr. 
Madison, with the profoundest admiration of his 
talents, and the warmest gratitude for his eminent 
and varied public services, there is no language 
‘Wat J could. which would exaggerate 


He should not paner to defend the Exe- . 
e 


the West or || 


six o'clock, on tbe morning of tite 26th instant, fall 


.. mity and spiendor that a confiding ċountry 


aker, feel it to be a | 


| deep emotion with which 1 hape been impremsd 
|-by the melancholy intelligenca.of his deaths and 
;: Lam sure that it would be equally imposstble for 
|} me to speak of him in ary terms that Would de- 
pict an individual preéeringnt in ah the virtues of 
social and private life, or one that combined the 
: merits of a patriot, statesman, and sage, that would 
not find a ready and full response in the minds and 
hearts of all who hear me. But it is not a feelife 


effort of this kind, suth as [could make, rr 


-even by the highest éffort of human eloquence, - 


ithe lofty. spereuey of poetry, .‘* the storied um 
-or animated bust,” that can rear an appropriate 
monument to: the memory of Mr. Madi 
erect a suitable monument to his fame. a 

i Hie nppropriate and enduring eulogium is t 

be found inscribed in those pages of hiscouniry’s 
pea = are entite with her ape ent 
: . his on upon every pillar of that 
Splendid fabrie of CONAN TUDNI. liberty under 
which we live. It is identified with the existente 
.of that glorious union of confederated States 


which he contributed so essentially to form, and . 


‘the maintetiance and preservation of which, with 


all its numerous bicssings, were the constant ob- `i 


jeets of his care during his long, laborious, and 


useful public life, and of his most éarnest and ` 


anxious solicitude in the shades of retirement, 
_And, Mr. Speaker, another and not less. de- 
_ cisive and more affecting evidence of his merit 
and title to public gratitude will be found in the 

deep grief with which his loss will be deplored 
by every man in the sation asa great national 
calamity. I offer the resolution whieh I now 

send to the Chair: ari l 
Resolved; That a committee bé appointed ohn thè part of 
this House, to join such commrittee as may be appointed on 
the part of the Senate, to consider and report by what toKen 
of respect and affection i may be praper for the Congress 
the United States to express the deep sensibility of the 
‘nation in the event of the decease of Mr. Madison, just an- 
‘nounced by the President of the United States to this House. 
The resolution having been read, 
Mr. ADAMS rose, and addressed 


with perfect jety that the delegation from 
|| the Conmanevahh oe ‘Virginia have taken the 
| | lead in the melancholy duty ef proposing the meas- 
|i ures suitable to be adopted as testimonials of 
| ahe veneration due from the Legislature of the 
‘| Union to the memory of the departed patriot and 
|: sage, the native of their soil, and the eitizew of 
‘ their community. ee fia 
It is not without some hesitation, and some dif- 
fidence, that I have risen to offer in my own be- 
-half, and in that of my colieagues upon this fidor, 
and of ourcommon constituents, to join our ydiee, 
at once of mourning and of éxultation, at the event 
announced te both Houses of Congress by the mes- 
sage from the President.of the United States—of 
mourning at the bereavement which has befalien 
our common country by.the decease of one of her 
' most illustrious sons—of exultation at the spec- 
tackle afforded to the observation of ‘the civilized 
world, and for the emulation of aftertimes, by the 
‘close. of a life of usefulness and of glory, after 
forty years of service in trusts of the highest dig- 
ry coatd 
:- bestow, succeeded by twenty years of retirement 
‘and private life, not inferior, in. the estimation of 
‘tthe virtuous and the wise, to the honors of the 
| highest station that ambition can ever attain.” 
t Of the public life of James Madison what could 
' Peay that is hot deeply impressed upon the mem- 
, ory, and apon the heart of every one within the 
- sound of my voice? Of his private life, what bat 
i} must meet an echoing shout of applause from 
‘| every voice within this Hall? Is it notin a pre- 
i| eminent degree’ by emanations from his mind 
i! that we are assembled here as the represertatives 
|| of the people and the States of this Union: Is it 
|| not transcendently by his exertions that we all 
address each other here by the endearing appella- 
i! tion of countrymen and fellow-citizens? Of that 
|| band of benefactots of the hustan race, the found- 
| ers of the Constitution of the. United States, James 
| Theis glorious work has survived them all..They 


Madison is the last who has gone to his reward. 


Mayit nevar cease to bea. voice of admonition to 
ue of gur duty: toiransmit the inheritance unim- 
paired to our children of the rising age!~-!/ + 


soñ, or 


sd che Speaker. | 
By the general senge of the ‘House (said he) it is |; 


have transmitted the preaious bond of upion to - 
us, now entirely a succeeding generation to them. 
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| \ Of the perbrmiàl relations with: thie gréat man, 

which gave-riav to the long career of pirlilic ser- 
| vice, in which twemy years. of my own'life has 
| been engaged, it becomes me not to speak. The 
|: fullness of the heart must be silent, even to-the 
ik sappression ef the overflowingd of gratitude and 
io The reselution was agreed to; and the commit- 

tee ordered to consist of one member from each 
-States ’ Pan fmt F 

A métsnge was received from the Senate, an- 
nauneing the adoption of the following resolution 


by that body: í 
, En Senare oy THE Unirap NTATES, 
; ; a, = June 30, 1836. 
’ .. Reselved, That committee be appointed onthe part of 
the Senate, te join such comunittee as may be appointed on 
`ihe part of the House, tò consider and report by what 
- tbkans of rexpect and affection it may be proper for the 
, Copgrese of the United States to express the deep sendi- 
bitty of the nation to the event of. the decease of Mr. 
: Madison, Just announced by the President of the United 
ates. me : ‘ 
Ordered. That Mr. Raves, Mr. Cray, Mr. Canov, Mr. 
GaorDyy, Mr. Bucwanan, Mr- Lgienu,and Mr. TALLMADGE, 


_ be the committee. . 
Attest: WALTER LOWRIE, 
serena l Secretary. 

Où motion of Mr. PATTON, the House con- 
cùrred in the resolutión of thé Senate; and, ac- 
.. cording to a previous ‘order of the House, the 
. committee wad ordered to consist of one from 

“each Stale in the Union; and the following gen- 

_tletnen were appointed; Dees 

‘Mr. Patron, df Virginia; Mr, Mason of Maine; 

i My, Gusuman, of New Hampshire; Mr. Apams, 
' òf Massachusetts; Mr. Toucey, of Connecticut; 
i Mr, Pearce, of Rhode Island; Mr. ALLEN, of 
i Vermont, Mr. Warp, of New, York; Mr. Pat- 
; ker, of New Jersey; Mr. ANTHONY, of Pennsy)- 
vania; Mr. Mitziean, of Délaware; Mr. Wasg- 
 Ington, of Maryland; Mr. DeBerry, af North 
Carolina; Mr. Grirri, of South Carolina; Mr. 
Corres, of Georgia; Mr. Jonson, of Kentucky; 
i: Me, Dewar, öf ‘Tennessee; Mr, McLene, of 
“Ohio; Mr. Ripter,, of Louisiana; Mr. Carr, of 
‘Ynditina; Mr. Cramorne, of Mississippi; Mr. 
i Revnoins, of, Wlihois; Mr. Lyon, of i abama; 
i and Mr. Harrison, of Missouri., S 


CHEROKEE TREATY: 


The House then went into Committee of the 
; Whole (Mr. Lrwcorn' in the chair) on the ‘bill 
waking further opriations Yor carrytig into 
effect certain ‘Indian treaties, and for other put- 
oses. hace AE @ ; 
The question perlditg was the motion of Mr. 
„Apams to strike out the following clause: 
For the amount stipulated to be paid for the lands, ceded 
in the first article of the treaty with the Cherokeés of the 
| g0th of Deeember, 1833, deducting the tost of the land to 
be provided for them weet ef the Mississippi, under the 
second article of the treaty, $4,500,000. , 
Mr. CALHOUN, of Kentucky, addressed the 
| committee at some length im opposition to mak- 
_ing the appropriation.: He did not regard. this a 
treaty.A0 all, and would pot vote this appropria- 
tion under any consideration. Should it be said 
that the Government) because it had the. power, 
should force this fraud upon the Cherokee na- 
i tion? for no. men -¢ould say that it was á treaty. 
|. Fle would take occasion to ask the chairman of 
the Committee of Ways and Means to. state the 
itermms‘on which the. $35,000: for bearidg the ex- 
, peneed of making thia tpeaty were based. ' 
. Mr. CAMBRELENGstated that $29,000 were 
for kearing the expenses of the delegatian from 
‘the western tothe eastern Cherokets, and from 
| that to Washington; and $6,000 for-the expenses 
of the commissioners: in: the negotiation of the 
trei sarp g paren o be p e ea i 
| Me, CALHOUN resumed, and said he was 
satished withthe explanation; but he would like 
| to see the vowchers from whith this appropria- 
tion was made out, or. to. know: whe there 
were any, - He then went on to show, by: téfer- 
ence to lettexs, that the statements of ‘Ma, Scher- 
merhorn in relation te: Majer Dawe: were un- 
in facts nt ef i m ADES i 
The question waw taken on the mation to strike 
out; which-was decided im the negative, withont 
a division. elas! hk 
Me, WISE-then offered ary amendment to strike 
` ant the elause above alluded to, and insert an ap- 
| prapriatiou of $4,500,000, for she purchése ofa 


treet of country west of the Mississippi, for the 
use of the Cherokee nation, omitung all reference 
tothe treaty. Mr. W. denied that there was a 


treaty, and called upon gentlemen to say whether `. 


ere was one. 
tr. DUNLAP replied that there had beea a 
treaty made under the authority of the President, 
and conúrmed by the Senate; and this treaty was 
made under the Constitution of our country. 

Mr. WISE resumed, and denied that there 
was any bone fide treaty, becaune the Cherokee 
nation had never agreed to this treaty, and now 
almost unanimously protested against it. He 
contended that the whole proceeding in relation 
to the negotiation was a fraud upon the Indians. 
This Mr. Schermerhorn was a complete *' raw- 
head and bloody bones’’ to these ignorant Indians 
while their chiefs were at Washington; and he 
had made with them what he called a treaty with 
avery small portion of the Cherokees. Mr. W. 

uoted from various documents, and addressed 

e committee for about three hours. 

Mr. PEYTON followed in reply to Mr. Wrst, 
and in support of the appropriation. He de- 
nounced Messrs. Sermak and Currie as the 
two worst agents that.coyld .bave been selected 
mall God’s creation, and entered into an exami- 
nation of the character of all Indian treaties, 
which could not be weighed by the rigid rules of 
Puffendorff, Grotius, and Vattel. ` So far from 
their having been made, or avowedly made, be- 
tween equal contracting parties, they had nays 
been made by force. Mr. P. theri moved that the 
committee rise and report the bill to the House. 

Mr. WISE, remarked, that his amendment was 

nding, and he trusted it met the views of his 

tend from Tennessee. “Let us (said, Mr. W.) 
vote the money, but strike out all ‘about a treaty, 
which was a thing not in esse. sy na = 

Mr. BOON said he had heard the letters “of 
Messrs. Davis and, Schermerhorn read, but 
neither of ther weighed anything with him, 
coming, as they did, from’ persons whd were 
interested. It, was enough for him to know that 
the treaty had been approved by the Executive, 
and ratified by two thirds of the Senate; and he 


would vote for it, in that case, if its stipulations | 
took every dollarof-the surplus revenue out of | 


the Treasury. Let the contracting parties—«the 
President of the United States, and the commis- 
sioners making the treaty, and the Senate of the 
United States confirming it—be responsible for 
the act; he would vote for the appropriation. 
The amendment of Mr. WIS 
agrecd to without a division. 
_Mr. BELL proposed an additional item of 
aoao to defray the expenses of removing the 
oclaw Indians, residing within the State of 
Mississippi, to theirlocation west of the Missis- 
sippi river; which was agreed to, =~ 
_ Mr. BELL moved an améndment ‘fixing the 
time of the paymemt ef the pension to Colonel 
Gideon Morgan, from Rd of March, 1814, agree- 


ably to the fourteentts deticle of the Cherokee | 


.treaty; [Colonel M. was wounded at the battle 
of the Horse Shoes} which was agreed to. 
- Mr. CAMBRELENG moved to increase the 
.uem of $35,000 for the negotiatory and ‘other ex- 
` penses attending the Cherokee treaty to $37,212; 
which was agreed to. ° 5 o> o 
aie amar rs moved an additional 
clause ia lating $7, for sarveying the 
‘hands set Spat for the Cherokees ater the stip- 
ulations of the treaty; which was agreed tw. 
Mr. CAMBRELENG movet: an additional 
ssection, providing’ thet no:part of the dppropria- 
tion heretofore made under the treaty with the 
Eastern Crecks should be paid to any Indians 
‘engaged in: hostilities against ite United Siates, 
except in such a change of: circumstances as to 
saduce' the President of the United States to direct 
otherwise; which way agreed to. eon i 
-- “Mri C. aiso moved a farther section, extending 
the provisions of a bill relati 
“hago Indiane; which was agreed to. rai 
Mr. WISE called for a statement; item by iter, 
-af the appropriation ‘of! Baon, for expenses 
‘attending the: negotiation Of the said treaty, and 
of the delegation. Ns 
_- Mr. CAMBRELENG said the gentlefian from 
Mentucky ‘had put the ‘same question, which Mr. 
Ci hed-then answered: Mr. O. ther stated the 
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was then dis- | 
‘i . YEAS— Messrs. Anthony, Ash, Barton, Beaa 


to the Winne- || 


| iteme co ing the 
l| were provided for under the fifth article of the 
treaty. ts , ; 

Mr. WISE was not satisfied with the expla- 
Pa and he moved to strike out the clause, as 
‘allows: ee 


For expenses attending the negotiatian of the said treaty, 
and of the delegation, according to the Afth article of said 
supplementary treaty, $35,000 ; ce 
which was lost without a count. 


On motion of Mr. CAMBRELENG, the com- 
mittee then rose, (ata quarter to nine, p. m.,) and 
reported the bill and amendments to the House. 

he Speaker having resumed the Chair, the 
amendments of the Committee of the Whole 
were severally concurred im without a division; 
and the question being on the engrossment of the 
bill, 
- Mr. ADAMS asked for the. yeas and. nays; 
-which were ordered; and were—yeas 125, nays 
45, as follows: ! 


- YEAS— Messra. Antheny, Ash, Baron, Beam, Ben, 
Bockee, Roau, Bouldin, Bunch, Burns, Carabreleng, Camp- 
bell, Carter, Casey, Chaney, Chapman, Chapin, Joho F. H. 

‘Claiborne, Cleveland, Coles, Connor, Craig, Cramer, Cush- 

“man, Dickerson, Doubleday, Dromgóole, Duntap, Fairfield, 
Farlin, Forester, Fowler, French, Fry, William K. Putter, 
James Garland, Rice Gartand, Gillet, Grantiand, Grits, 
Haley, Joseph han, Hamer, Hardin, Harper, Samuel S. 
Harrison, Albert G. Harrison, Hawes, Hawkigs, Haynes, 
Hopkins, Huntsman, Ingham, Jaber Jackson, Jarvis, Rich- 
ard M. Johnson, Cave Johnson, flenry Jatmson, John W. 
Jones, Judson, Kilgore, Lane, Lansing, Lawler, Gideon 
Lee. Luke Lea, Leonard, Lewis, Logan, Leyall, Lucas, 
Lyon, Abijah Mann, Job Mann, Martin, John Y. Mason, 
Wittiam Mason, Moses Mason, May, McKay, McKeon, 
BicKim, MeLenc, Miller, Montgomery, Morgan, Owens, 
Parker, Parks, Patterson, Dutee J. Pearce, James A. Pearce, 
Franklin Pierce, Pettigrew, Peyton, Phelps,. Pinckney, 
John Reynolds, Joseph Reynolds, Ripley, Roane, Rogers, 
Schenck, William B. Shepard, Shinn, Sickles, Smith, 
Storer, Sutherland, Taylor, Thomas, John Thomson, Tau- 

i cey, Towns, Turner, Turrill, Vanderpoc!, Wagener, Ward, 

Wardwell, Washington, Webster, White, Thomas T. 
Whittlescy, and Sherrod Williams—125. 

NAYS—Messrs. Adams, Chilton Allan, Heman Allen, 
Ashley, Beale, . int, Briggs, John Calhoon, Witiam 
B. Celhonn, Nathaniel H. Claiborne, Clark, Cushing, De- 
berry, Denny, Evans, ‘Everett, Graves, Grennell, Hard, 
Hazeltine, Henderson, Heister, Hoar, Hunt, Ingersoll, 
Jenifer, Lawrence, Lincoin, Love, McCarty, Milligan, 
Morris, Philips, Potts, Reed. Robertson, Russell, Stade. 
Talieferm, Viatoa, Elisha Whittlesey, Lewis Williams, 
and Wise—45. 

So the bill was ordered to be engrossed for na 
| third reading; and having been engrossed, was 

read a third time. , : 

Mr. VINTON asked for oe roe and nays on 
` the final pessage; which were o 
yeas 127, nays 54; as follows: 


Bockee, Bouldin, Boyd, Bunch, Burns, Cambreleng, 


borne, Cleveland, Coffer, Coles, 
| Cashinan, Doubleday, 
| Fowler, Freriek, Fry, Wilhom K. Futter, Galbraith, James 
| Gariand, Rice Garland, Gillet, Grantland, Griffin, Waley, 
| Joseph Yall, Hamer 
Hawes, Hawkins, 
: ‘Ingham, Jabéz Jackson, Jarvis; Cave Johnson, Henry John- 
son, Richard M: Jobnson; John W. Jones, Benjamin Jones, 
| Judson, Kennon, Kilgore, Kinnard, Lane, Lansing, Lawler, 
; Gideon Lee, Thomas Lec, Luke Lea, Leonard, Lewis, 
| Logan, Loyall, Lacas, Lyon, Job Mann, Martin, John Y. 
| Mason, William Mason, Moses Mason, Maury, May, Me- 


onnor, Cyaig, Cramer, 


Parker, Parks, Patterson, Patton, Franklin Pierce, DuteeJ. 
Pearce, James A. Pearce, Pettigrew, Peyton, Phelps, Pinck- 
ney, John Reynolds, Joseph Reynohls, Roane, Rogers, 


Smith, Stoeer, Sutherland, faytor, Thomas, Joha Thomson, 
|i Toucey, Towns, Torill, Wozener,; Ward, Wardwell, 
: Washington, Webster, White, Thomas T. "lyittlesey, and 
Bhertod Wilfiams—127. vege aa 
NAYS + Measts: Adams, Chilton Allan, Heman Alien, 
Ashley, Bailey, Beale, BDeaamont, Band, Briggs, John Cal- 
boon, William’ B. Calhoun, George Chambers, Nathaniel 
| H. Claiborne, Clark, Crane,,Cushing, Darlington, Deberry, 
| Denny, Evans, Everett. Graves. , Hard, Hartan, 
t Hazeltime, Henderson, teister, Hoar, Howell, Hunt, iuger- 
soll, Jenifer, Lawrence, Lay, Lincoln, forse: Sampson 
Mason, McCagty, M¢Kennan, Mereer, Milligan,, Morris, 


; Vinton, Eticha Whittlesey, Lewis 
; So the bill was passed, `’ ee ens 
i... . CUMBERLAND ROAD. io, 
; The following engrossed: billy were tead á third 
i time and passed: í $ ieni TO he buts : 
H Phe act to continue: the iiational ¥dad: from 


Williams, and-Wise-—54. 


re 
pa 


-Bippi rivet; 0 5. cote. ae 
The act to continue: the nutional ‘road fioot the 
| Mississippi river té Jefferedn' City; in the Stute 
i: of Missouri. — ENG 


it 


Vromgoote, Dunlap, Fartin, Forester, ' : 
|| States for, the year 1836. 


i, Phillips, Potts, Reed, Robertson, Rissen, Stade, Taliaferro, | 
€ Mr. CAMBRELENG, who: moved thatthe 


| Vandalia, in the State‘of. indie, to the Missis- | 


QRE. 


gato, part of whieh || - Qumotion af M 


ered, and were— | 


Camp: | 
; bell, Casey, Chaney, Chapman, Chapin, John F., H. Clai- 


Gardin, Harper, Albert G. Harrison, |) 
Haynes, Hopkins, Hubley, Huntsman, ! 
i; agreed to. 


| tional call of two millions and a 


Kay; McKim, Miller, Montgomery, Morgan, Owens, Page, ' 


‘| to be published. 
Schenck, Wiliam. B. Shepard, Shields, Bhinn, Sickles, 4 


w 


preventie OE at DHAS 
1° Mr? WARD sugzasted thit e pree bill -be 
‘tH 


SS 


t f Mr. CAMBRELENG, the House 
resolved itself iatothe Committee of the Wholeqn 
| the state of the Union, (Mr. Mason, of Virginia, 
| in the cbair.) Si 3 as 
pe UP ae “INDIAN HOSTILITIES, | oan 
On'motion of Mr. CAMBRELENG, the com- 
‘mittee took up the bill making appropriations 
for the suppression of Indiah hostilities: and for 
“other purposes. 
'[The bill made applicable a balance of a former 
apprapaauon of $1,000,000; and further appro- 
priated the sum of $2,400,000 for the objects 
‘stated inthe title} : i 
"+My. STORER sail he had voted this bvening 
“upwards of five millions of dollars to remove 
‘these Indians peaccably, and he did so on proper 
grounds, but the document from the War Depart- 
ment did not, in his opinion, justify this addi- 
half, Moreover, 
‘he had heard’ it stated that the Creek war was at 
ań end. He could conceive, then, of nbd other 
‘object fat this large appropriation than this: thet 
the magnificent scheme of fortificatiotis, ‘having 
been vnted down by the House and the Senate, 
‘the object now was to exhaust as much as possi- 
ble of the surplus to be distributed in January 
‘next. He was not disposed to stint these appro- 
priations, and, if satisfied they were necessary, 
e would go to the verge of liberality. Mr. 8. 
moved to reduce the second section to $] ,000;000. 
Mr. WHITE, of Florida, entered intg an ex- 
‘planetion of thé necessity of the appropriation. 
ere were now between six and seven thousand 
men employed in the Creek campaign. A portion 
of the appropriation was already expended, and 
drafts were.coming in every day. No one knew 
for certain that the Creek war was ended: butjt 
would be better to appropriate ag much as might 
be necessary incase of exigency, since no more 
would be expehded than was required. . 
Mr. STORER was satisfied with the explana- 
tion, and withdrew the amendment. ER a Y 
Mr. PEYTON nioved' an additional section, 
providing that thé horses of the mounted volun- 
teers received into the'service under the act jasved 
at the present session f Congress, should b ‘sold 
as the property of the Government, when the'said 
volunteers were discharged from the: serviee, and 
each volunteer should receive the sum at Which 
each horse was valued at the ‘time he eritered the 
fervice. © ` Tae EA iS 
The amendment was disagreed to. 
The bill was then laid ‘aside. 


WEST POINT ACADEMY. - 


On motion of Mr. CAMBRELENG, the com- 
| mittee titen took up the bill making appropria- 
tions for the Military Academy of the United 


i 


An amendment, inserting some small additional 
item, was moved by Mr. INGERSOLL, and 


i Mr. PIERCE, of New Hampshire, rose and 


' addressed the committee at some length, in oppo- 


'. sition to the principles of the institution, and ad- 


; verted to the continued and successful opposition, 
1 a | Pua a . 

` on the part of its friends, to permit the report of 
| the investigating committee ‘of the last Congress 
) [At an early period of the pre- 
sent session, the 14th of January, we belteve; 


i. Mr. P. had addressed the House for aboat half 


van hour on the résolution of’ Mr. Hawes, prépe- 
| sing té'print that report. His remarks were tut 
or by the expiration of the hour devoted to 


i Morning business, and from that time the resolu- 
‘tron has never been reached. 


‘Mr. P.‘ availed 
himself ‘df this ocasion to cóncldde his remarks, 
k hå the whole will be'vubtished in a consecutive 
| forti asgoon ab it can ve prepared.) Mr. P. gave 
Wayto ` rie S ` 


"committee rise, and report the bill forthe dup- 
pression of Indian hostilities, and lay the one 
| under consideration aside. Sepa e aes 

> Mr. BRIGGS objected to the motion., ae 

: . Mr. BELL said gentlemen. wete mistaken in 
‘thinking that-no billa could be sent to the Séhate 
Yo-morrow. ‘There was nothing in ‘the rules fo 


balso reported to the Hotse, ahd if 


eré: was al! 
7 HO CT orig Mn entionts-éppese it; E tharepponteon.be Addo 


unless this bill is now disposed of favorably. it 
wali be lost. 


on has not been abolished by law; and until 
that is dene, which I trust will not happen.soon, 
the appropriation muat be made. He hoped gen- 
temen would not, at this period of the session, 
interpose any further ehjeations against this bill. 
Such was the situation of the finances of this in} 
suisution, that many of the young gentlemen had 
been obliged to call upon their friends for money 
to reach their homes;and the gentlemen who had 
-been appointed visitors of the institution had not 
received the usual compensation for their services. 
Max. W. said,:in conclusion, that he would not 
consent that the committee should rise on the'ore 
bill without at the samc time reporting the othef, 
Moreover, there were several other bills that 
ought to be acted upon at the present time. `- 
‘he motion was then disagreed to without a 
division; and Mr. Pierce concluded his remarks. 
Mr, CAMBRELENG again expressed a wish 
that the bill should be brought into the House at 
once. He stated that he had, in every instance, 
Yated ta take up the sesolution of the gentleman 
from Kentucky, [Mr. Hawes,] to print the re- 
port of the select committee on_ this institution, 
and he was confident the friends of the institu- 
tion. ad nathing to fear from investigation, or 
the pyblication of that report., . f zi 
Kis BRIGGS made some remarks in defense 
of the institution. , Pa 
-Nr. WHITE, of, Florida, th 
motion that the.committee rise; | 
' Mr. VANDERPOEL moved a mofificatiop 
that the twa hills be reported to she Hasse. 1 
. Mr, BOON then addressed. the.committeg_in 
opposition to the principles of the institution, 


èn renewed the 


exclusive character, , 


Mr. HAWES then proceeded to address the | 
committee, ard, after proceeding for sorhe time, | 


ve way to A ‘ 
WIS, who moved that the committee 


Mr. LE 
rise. 
Mr. VANDERPOEL moved to amend the 
motion 
House.’ 
Mr. PINCKNEY called for a division of the 
question; and on taking it on the bill making ap- 
propriations for the West. ‘Point Academy, ‘the 
tellers reportmg—nayes 74, nays 30, nót'a quo- 
ram, the commilttee rose an 
the House. © ` f 
Mr. INGERSO 
tules, for the 
resolution: z i 
Revoleed, That a select commiteer, 


LL moved a sudpens fon ofthe 
purpose of considering the followin 


(ated to inquire: what) if any, aheralinas are expedient 
te be made in the constitution and govefnment of the Mil- 
itary Academy at West Point; aad what, if additional, . 


Jegislatiog is expertient upon the subject of such academy, `| `` 


with power to visitsaat academy, prior to the sext seminn | 
of the present Congress, to send tor persons and papers, and | 


THE. KONGRESSHON 


. ing.for. thirty days. 

f United ane to wear cra 
thirty s -C : cy 

the President of the United States be 


which he described to be of an aristocratic and | of the 


‘| journed at one.g.clock in,the morning. i’ |, : 


adding, “and report the bills to the © 


d réported that factto ` 


consisting of nine, be HER f 


o i: For 
Pie ary 


aed 


AL (GLOBE. | 


clause; and, after speaking for some time, the | has heretofore. so .pminently.: distinguished, the 


question was taken, and the motion disagreed to. || Senate of the United. Sates, the: cqurtesy an 


- The committee then rose and reported both the 
above bills to the House, when the amendments 


to both were sevargily;concwrred in,.and they | 
were ordered to athird reading,read a third time, : 


and passed. 
The House aga 


STATS AND TREASURY DEPARTMENTS. 
On motion of Mr. JARVIS, the committee 


took up the bill to provide for erecting a fire- 


pot building fot the accommodation of the 
partments of tlre Treasury ang of State. 

Mr. JARVIS moved some amendments; which 
were agreed to; and after a few remarks from 
Messrs. JARVIS, TALIAFERRO, and PAT- 


TON, | ’ . 

Mr. GRAVES moved a proviso “that the cost 
of the building should notexceed the amount ap- 
proptiated in the bill, (being $200,000.) 

On taking the question, the tellers reported— 
ayes: 27, naes 46. The committer rose for want 
ofa quorum, aiid reported that fact to the House. 


Saat i EX+;PRESIDENT MADISON. 

Mr. PATTON, from the select committee, 
made the fullowing report: - ` a PGS 

The President of the United States having comtnuni- 
cated. to tbe two Hotises of Congress the melancholyinte 
ligence of the death of Weir illustrious ang. belgyed tejo v- 
citizen, Janes Maprson, of Virginia, late President o the 
United States, and the two Houses sharing in the general 
grief which this dietressing event must produce: 7> 

Rosólued by the Senate und House of Representatives of 
the United States in Congress ass mbled, That the chaizs 
of the President of the Senate, od the ‘Speaker of the 
House of Representatives, be shrouded in black during the 
preseat session; and that the President óf the mes the 
Speaker ef the House of Reptescntaives, and the members 
and officers of both Houses, wear the usual badge of mourn- 


esolved, Timi it.be tecomtrended to fre people ofthe 


_ Resolved, That 
requested to fransmit.a copy of these Yesolutions ‘to’ Mrs. 
Madisén, and to assutt her of the profound respect-of the 
two Houses of Congress for her person aud character, and 

is sincere con 
tion of Providence. 


+ The report and resolution 
unanimously. SE nee Pe 
of Mr. BRIGGS, the Hause -ad- 


On motion | 


2 hel 
` T Tik 


IN: SENATE. © 
o., Friar, July 1, 1836. 
At ten. o'clock, the Vice Presiden 


cio 


t not being 


Secretary, who announced that.a quorum. was 


present; and, 
On motion of 


eS Be Age eee eG 
a Were concurred jn 
RE, 
|: Sp 


i 
esent, the Senate was called.. to corder hy, the | .- oe edie Sa SEET 
2th r i| .., The following bills from the House were: sev- 


ceeded to ballot fora President pro tempore; and . 


on counting the ballots they resulted as follows: 
Mr. Kind, of Alabama. se's ss.o eses. 
dr OSOUTHARD.. os eose ooo ecreedt es 

& WEBSTER. ..:..: 
OLAF. >. osito obec ta tleebeeesed 
King, of Georgia....-.. 5 


Keepsocsesocnesasoasepess: l: 


oveeonssevece 


sc 
t 


tg 
gita 


“Phere having been given forty ballots, of whie 
twenty-one were necessary to achoict, Mr. Kiko, 


to repari tbeir proceedings and, views upon-the whole mat- `| of Alabama, having reanved: twentyriam votes, 


‘ter thus ubinilted fo them ‘As early as may be done after |; 


the comméncéement of the next session of Congress. `` 
“The motion to suspend was lost without & 
division. a ! 


all 
had risen for want of a quorum ,no business could ; 
be transacted until it was ascertained whether a 
quorum were lanpe y ia 
. The SPEAKER «caused th 
eds and &quosum being found, present, the House 


e House ta he connt- 


Mr. EVANS contended that, as the committee H 


ip went into, committee. on: the West Point 


Mrs HAWES moved to strika nut the enacting 


| ducted to the chair-by Mr. W. | 
_-) Mr. KENG then rose and addressed the 
. as follows: 


‘1, @heptlemen. of the Senate: 


was declared to be duly elected, and-;was -gon- 
HITE. - ; 


| discharge of the duties which ypur kindness has 


| devolv 


j and usefully to digcharge them must, prove vaim 
and fraidess; but the orders 


the decorum, whick 


‘ubnd referred: © ` 


pe on the left arm, as mourning, . 
`: Saras “+ 


@nleuce-on the late afficjag-Hispensa- j 


Boa Re RON A . 
Mr. WEBSTER, the Senate pro- | P 


| good: feeling which has uniformly, marked, the 
: officialand,social intercourse of its members, give 
me the. strongest assurance.that I may confidently 
rely on-their kindness and support, I earnestly 


ents oaks .. | request honorable Senators to make, properallow- 
in went into Committce of ‘the | i i 

: Whole, (Mr. Brices in the chair.) 
There is no reason that can be | 
urged against the appropriation, for the institu. ; 


ances for the errors into which I may occasion- 
ally.fall, and to pid me in correcting them. 
: REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 

Mr. HENDRICKS, from’ the Committee on 
Roads and Canals, to which had been referred 
the bills from the House to continue the Cumber- 
land road from Vandalia to the Mississippi river, 
and to continue the national road to Jefferson city, 
Missouri,.reported the same without amendment. 

Mr. TOMLINSON submitted a resolution 
making additional allowances to the messengers 
of the Senate; which was agreedto. =». - 

Mr. MANGUM submitted a resolution allow- 
ing an additional allowance of $300 per session, for 
the present and two previous sessions, tô the Sér- 
geant-at-Arms; which was read the ‘third time 
and passed. . 

Mr. WEBSTER submitted a resolution to al- 
Jow Lewis, H. Machen, clerk in the office of the 
Secretary of the Senatc, $300 in addition to his 
pay for'acting as principal clerk during the ses- 
sion; which was, assed. . l 
Og motion of Mr. HENDRICKS, the Com- 
mittee on Rodds and Canals'was discharged from 
the further consideration of all subjects referred 
to them and not acted.on, | Send te a aa 

Qñ motion of My. EWING, of Ohio, the Chm- 
mittee on Public Lands was discharged frotn the 
various subjects, re- 
ed on. a 


a 


~ „Qn motion of Mr. 
on 


spe 


s ’ 


_, HOUSE BILES PASSED, 
erally carried. through their different stages, and 
‘ passed: E RA EEA O 
The bill making appropriations for the. sup- 
pression of Indian hostilities; and |; EN 
The bill forthe support of the „Military Acad- 


emy. fer, the year 1836. .. soci altace 

À Ehe bill from the House making appropriaponi 
'. for the building of light-houses, light-boats, bea- 
` con-lights, huoys,.and suryeys; and ` 


yes 
Sane 


: Sugaispells asit is, for intelligence, moral worth: | 
and a i 


| sustained by she.Senate, all my, efforss,gorreetly | 


h for the'iin provement of 


t 


i 


ah |' President 


The bill from the House making appropriations 
i canning approp therein 
ty read ‘the’ gevond’ tme 


aps 


thentioned, were Beveral 


"INDEPENDENCE OF TEXAS. |), 
On motion -of Mri PRESTON, the repart of 


the Cammittee on Foreign. Relations on the, sab- 
li jeet of Texas, was taken Upo- = o v i 
`. Thie report of the ‘Commaties on ‘Foreign Rela- 


l tions concludes with a resolution declaring {that . 


ndence of Texas ought to be acknowl- 


the indepe p 
eed bk n as the President shall have received 


edged as sbo 


eds 


| expressing 


sS 
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Accurate information as to the civil, military, and 
litical condition ot Texas. 

Messrs. CLAY, WEBSTER, WALKER, 
BUCHANAN, NILES, SOUTHARD, and 
BENTON, severally followed Mr. Preston, 
taking generally the same views, and expressing 
their acquiescence in the resolution and amend- 
ment: after which the amendment was agreed to; 
and the resolution, asamended, was unanimously 
adopted —yres 39; as follows: 

YRAS—Meaas. Bayard, Benton, Black, Buchanan, Cal- 
houn, Clay, Clayton, Cuthbert, Davis, Ewing or Ulinois, 
Ewing or Otto, Goldsborough, Grundy, Hendricks, Kent, 
Keng of Alabama, King or Goargia, Leigh, Linn, Maagum, 
Moore, Nicholas, Nues, Page, Porter, Preston, Rives, Rob- 
dins. Robinson, Ruggles, Southard, Swit, Talmadge, Tom- 
dinam, Walker, Wall, Webster, White, and Wright—39. 


FRANKING PRIVILEGE TO MRS. MADISON. 


Mr. LEIGM, by unanimous consent, intro- 
duced a bill to extend the franking privilege to 
Mrs. Madison, which was unanimously carried 
through the different stages, and sent to the other 
House for concurrence, 

Mr. L. then moved a suspension of the Joint 
rules, so far as concerns the above bil, which 
prohibits bills from being seat from one House 
to the other during the last three days of the ses- 
sion; which was agreed to; and the Secretary was 
directed to ask the concurrence of the House in 
the suspension. 

BILLS PASSED. 

The following bills were severally read the 
third time, and passed: 

The bill for the relief of Nathaniel Platt; 

_ The bill for the relief of John Powell; and 
~ The bill for the relief of James Bradford, of 
Louisiana. 
"The folowing bills from the House were sev- 
erally carried through their different stages, and 


passed: 
' The bill for the relief of James Baldridge; 

‘The bill for the relief of the Lexington and 
Ohio Railroad Company; 

The bill for the relief of the representatives of 
Tacob Shoemaker, deceased; i 

The bill to repair and extend the United States — 
arsenal at Charleston, South Carolina; 

‘The bill to renew the gold medal, struck and 
presented to General Morgan by order of Con- 
gress, in honor of the battle of the Cowpens; and 

The bil! for the relief of the sureties of Nich- 
“olas Curn, 

. The Senate here took a recess from three to 
five o’olock. l 


. 


1 
| 
EVENING SESSION. i 
A message was received from the President of 
‘the United States, by Mr. Donetson, his Private | 
Secretary, transmitting a report from the Secre- | 
tary of War, in compliance with a resolution of | 
the Senate in relation to frauds in Indian reserva- | 
tions; which was laid on the table. 
` The CHAIR communicated a report from the 
War Department on the subject of ordnance, 
made in compliance with a resolution of the i 
“Senate. 
INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILL. | i 


a 


Mr. WHITE, from the Committee on Indian |. 


Affaire, to which had been referred the bill making 

appropriations for ane into effect certain | 
` Indian treaties, reporte 

ments; which were read. 

+ The vill was then considered as in Committee | 


-of the Whele, and the amendments of the tom- | 


-to a liitd reading; and after'being engrossed, was 
. téad the third time and passed. ; 

|. PAY OF REVENUE OFFICERS. 

:, Om motion of Mr, DAVIS, the bill to regulate 
the pay of tle officers of the revenue cutters was | 
taken up; and alter being amended, was ordered 
to a third reading; and anecwards read the third | 
Aime and passed. at a 

> DELAWARE BREAKWATER. 

_ On motion’ of Mr. DAVIS, the bill making 
additional appropriations tor-the Delaware break- | 
water, and for the improvement of ¢ertain har- 


raa 


| 


the same with amend- i. 


i Ari Ei aa i A 
. : ee Richard Hall; which was read twice and commit- | 
mittee were concurréd in, and the bill was ordered |; i 


|| committed. 


The debate was further eontinued by Messrs. 
LINN, DAVIS, WEBSTER,and SOUTHARD, 
in its favor, and Messrs. WALKER, PRES- 


TON, MOORE, and CALHOUN, in opposition `` 


to it. The amendments were ordered to be 
engrossed, and the bill read a third time. 
The Senate then adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. | 
Fray, July 1, 1836. 


Mr: WHITTLESEY, of Ohio, from the Com- | 


mittee of Claims, reported Senate bill for the 
relief of George F. Strother, with n recommend- 
ation thatit do not pass; which was committed. 


INVESTIGATING COMMITTEE. 


Mr. BELL, from the Committee on Indian 
Affairs, reported the following resolution; 

Resolved, That the Committee on Indian Affairs have 
power to sit in the recess of Congress, for the purpose of 
completing the mvestigation directed by the resolution of 
this House of the (5th of January fast; and that any two or 
more of them, under the direction of the committee, be 
authorized to take testimony in relation to the same. 

Mr. B. said the resolution was the unanimous 
recommendation of the committee. ` 

Mr. MANN, of New York, hoped the resolu- 
tion would not be adopted. Experience had 
shown the inutility of these investigations by 
committees during the recess of Congress; be- 
sides, they subjected the country to considerable 
expense. He was utterly opposed tothe adop- 
tion of the resolution; and therefore called for the 
yeas and nays on its adoption; which were or- 
dered. 

Mr. McCARTY said a few words in support 


of the resolution, and of the expediéncy and pro- . 


priety of the proposed investigation. au 
Mr. HEISTER moved to lay the resolutioti 
on the table. : 
Mr. WHITTLESEY, of Ohio, asked for the 
eas and nays; which were ordered; and the 
ouse refused tu lay the resolution on the table 
—yeas 69, nays 84. 


r. BELL remarked that the object of the 


resolution was to authorize two or three mem- 


bers of the committee to take the testimony dur- , 


ing the recess, and not that the whole committee 
should regularly hold their sittings. 

Mr. MANN, of New York, moved á modifica- 
tion to that effect. 


Mr. EVERETT preferred the resolution as ` 


i orginally introduced. : 

‘Mr. HA WES demanded the previous question; 
| which was seconded —65 to 55; and the main ques- 
| tion being ordered, was put; ard the vote Wwas— 
' yeas 87, nays 87. exe P : 
i The CHAIR voting in the negative, made 87 
: to 88; so the resolution was not agréed to. ` 


BOOKS FOR MEMBERS, 


| Mr. LOYAL, from the Joint Committee on the || 


' Library, reported the following resolution; which 
was considered and agreed to: 


| Resolved,. Thatthe Clerk of the Howse cause to be dis- 
: tributed to each member of the Scuate and House of Rep- 
: resentatives of the present Congress, three volumes of the 
Digest of Commercial Regulations of Foreign Countries, 
: arranged by the Secretary of: the Treasury undér a resdlu- 
: tion of the House of the 3d March, 1831. 


REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 


i Mr. EVANS, from the Committee on Invalid 
rted a bill granting a pension to 


ted. 

Mr. CHAPMAN, from the Committee of Pub- 
! lic Lands, reported, without amendment, Sette 
| bill to create a new land district jn the State of 
' Alabama; which was committed. | : 
Mr. CRANE, from the Committee où Revo- 


j| Tutionary Claims, reported a bill for the relief of 


the children and heirs of Lieutenant Colorel 
Henry Irwin, deceased; which was réad twice 


|| and committed. 


Mr. VINTON; from ‘the sleet committee on 
| patents, reported a bill to rehew the patent right 
| of William Perkins; whieh was read twice and 


`- Mr. BOON, from the Committee on :Public 


bors, Waa taken Hg l ; 
Mr. MANGUM addressed the Senate at length | 
in opposition to the bill. ` i 


i pends: réported a bill to authorize the Maumee 
Branch Railroad Company to constructa railroad 


Mr. BUCHANAN replied in support of it. 


throngh the public lands in the Territory of 
| Michigan: whieh was read twice and committed. 
u" Mr. WELL, from the Committee on Invalid 
| Pensions, reported a bill granting a pension to 
Bradby True Gibson; which was read twice and 
conimitted, 

Mr. JARVIS, from the Committee on Public 
| Buildings, feported Senate bill, without amend- 
| ment, providing for the construction of a build- 
' ing fer the Patent Office; which was committed, 

: r. J., from the same committee, also reported 

& joint resolution from the Senate, without 

. amendment, providing statues for the front steps 
of the Capitol; which was read twice and. com- 
mitted. 

Mr. DOUBLEDAY, from the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions, reported a bill granting a pan- 
sion to Robert Frazer; which was read twice and 
committed. . ` 

Mr. PINCKNEY asked the consent of thè 
House to introduce the following joint resol- 
tion: . 3 

Resolved: by the Senate and House of Repverentativés.of 
the United States of Amerion in Congress assermbied, ‘That 
the Secremuy of the Treasury he, and ho is hereby, author- 
ized to pay to the child or children of James Kennedy, who 
was kitted in the service of the United States on the l0th 
ot March last, the half monthly pay to which they would 
have been entitled, under the provisions of the act of 19th 
March, 1836, entitled An act to provide for the payme 
of volunteerand militia corps in the service of the United 
States,” if the said James Kennedy had been killéd stibse- 
quently to the passage of the atoresaid act. i : 


The motion was objected to. : 


Mr. McK AY asked the consent of the 
to take up the bill ; 
of three: additiona 
jected to. ` 

Mr. MASON, of Virginia, suggested that there 
would be a great: saving of time if the Flowse 
would vo on regularly. aire 

Mr. LINCOLN, from the Committee on Publie 
Lands, reported, without amendmént, Senate bill 
for the relief of H. Newman and others; which 
was rend the third time and passed.’ 

Mr. CUSHING, from the Committee on For- 
eign Affairs, reported a bil! for the relief of John 
ater Smith; which was read twice and commit- 
ted. pare: ; , 

; CREEK FRAUDS.” |. * 

‘Mr. GEWIS said he held in his hand a most 
novel and interesting document from the scene 
the Creek war. . He said it was ofian interesting 
and important character, and hie must ask the 
reading of. the document, as it was but ghort. Tt 
', was hig intention to introduce a resolution predi- 

cated on the memorial, on which no debate could 
| arise, and which could be disposed of in a few 
‘| Tainutes. atte on 
The memorial having been read by the Clerk, 
. Mr, LEWIS said he had given to the contents 
| of has papar the best consideration the little time 
i allowed would permit, and he proposed the fol- 

| lowing resolution; 5, rge oo 
||. Resolved, That the memorial of certain citizens af Alg- 
: bama and Georgia, respecting alleged frauds in the pureljase 
| of the reservations of the Creek Indians, amd the énttses 
; Of their present hostilities, be referred to thu Presidetit of 
; the United States, and that he be requested: to cause such 
| measures to be taken for investigating thege: transactions, 
| and fbt the prosecutiow of the persuns engaged it thesn, 
ii who may have heen guilty of any breaches of the laws, as 
it may — to be proper, and within: the power of the 
H ecutive, E j a ‘ rA 


|. Mr. GRANTLAND was of opinion thit thete 


r e House 
paving for the appointment 
paymastets; which was ob- 


any 


| ought to be a most thorough and efficient.jnvesti- 
| gation into this subject. He believed there had 
een frauds, and that those frauds had been the 
cause of the Creek war. ; crates AR 
“Mr. WISE objected to the rególutfon because 
tit referréd the matter to the President of the 
| United States, and he could put no confidence in 
any agents he might send out there, who might 
; be the minions themselves engaged in the frauds. 
i He suggested a modification, that a committee be 
raised for the purpose, and subsequently moved 
to amend it by referring the memorial te: a select 
committee of thie House, consisting of —~ mem- 
‘bera, with power to send for persons and papers, 
and that they have leave to sitduring the recess. 
‘Mr. BELL stated that this was óne of the ob- 
jeetw-of the Committee on -Indianw ‘Affairs. that 
morning, when their proposition was vod down. 
Mr. WISE modified his amendmehv by rofes- 
‘ting it tothe Commitee on Indien AMairss i! 


ae veg Stelter acs S 


e examination 
He would — that the 


"Mr, LEWIS wished th 
braad as possible. 


with instructions to report some mode by which 
the inquiry should be made, 

Mr. JARVIS moved the orders of the day. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of North Carolina, called 
for the yeas and nays; which were ordered; and 
Mr. Jarvis withdrew his motion. 

After some remarks from Mr. HAWES in 
favor of the amendment, 

Mr. CUSHMAN moved the previous question; 
but the House refused to second the motion— 
yeas. 73, nays 88. 

Mr. LEWIS modified his resolutiou by author- 
izing the President of the United States to insti- 
ute a commission of three persons appointed by 
and with the advice and consent of the Senate. 
He said he had no objection to vote also for the 
resolution of the gentleman from Virginia, [Mr. 
Wisx,] and let the two inquiries go on together, 
for they were not incompatible. 

Mr. McK AY said the gentleman’s modification 
would reader it necessary to aend the resolution 
to the Senate. ` 

Mr. LEWIS withdrew it for that reason. 

Mr. PEYTON contended that a double inves- 
tigation going on at the same time would be en- 
urely incompatible, and would embarrass the 
question at every step of the investigation. He 
was in favor of the appointment of a committee, 
and not leave itto the uncertain mode of executive 
inquiry. If left to the President, he would leave 


the selection to his friends, and some of the very - 


individuals implicated might be selected: for the 
purpose. 
Mr. HOAR contended that the proposed rego- 


lution gave no power to the President, far he . 


could now direct precisely the same investigation 
without it. The resolution was nothing more 
than a request to the President to do his duty, 
but conferred u 


imposed any additional duty, more than he was : 


now in possession of. To Mr. H., therefore, it 


appeared that the resolution was nugatory and | 


improper. - 

After some further remarks from Messrs. ROB- 
ERTSON and KENNON, 

Mr. WISE modified his motion to amend, so 
as to refer the subject to the Committee on Indian 
Affairs, with power to depute any five of their 
owa number to investigate the matter. 

Mr. VANDERPOEL called for the orders of 
the day. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of North Carolina, called 
for the yeas and nays; which were ordered; and 
were—yeas 71, nays 109. . 
- So the House refused to 
of the day. 

After some further remarks by Mr. Wise, 


Mr. LEWIS accepted of the modification of | 


the gentleman from Virginia. 


Mr. BOULDIN said he would ask the gentle- ` 


man from Alabama, (Mr. Luwis,] who was far 
beter 


the answer his vote would be governed. The 
question he would! ask was this: Are we in a 
state of hostility with these Indians, or not? 
Mr. LEWIS replied, we are certainly in a 
atate of hostility; and in actual war with chem at 
thie ime. - ' x 
: Mr. BOULDIN said he would then vote against 


any resolutian on the subjecte! He viewed sych |: 


ground as that as being far more likely to increage 
and continue those hostilities, than to bring them 
to a close. If these Indians would lay down 


their arms, he would immediately proceed to an j! 


investigation, > - aac 

Mr. B. would ‘not. be misunderstood. -He 
thought that he who weuld:cheat an Indian 
would rob a church, would tab- the dead, and 
could receive ne sympathy from him, or be 
countenanced by him in any guch dishonest prac- 
tices. He did not think we could judge impar- 
tially, and fight at the same time.: While this 
fight continued he thought it imponsible that any 


n him no additional power, nor | 
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Mr. RIPLEY moved to strike out the modifi- | 


cation just accepted by the mover of the resolu- 
tion, so as to leave the resolution as it was 
originally presented. ‘ 

Ener some remarks by Messrs. LYON, and 
GARLAND of Louisiana, . rig ea 

Mr.GARLAND oered as a substitute for: the 
resqlytion, a resolution to appointa select commit- 
tee, to be composed of three members of the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs, and the remainder of 
other members of the House.. 

- Mr. MARTIN moved the previous question; 
| but it was not seconded by the House. 

After a few remarks by Messrs, GRANT- 
LAND, MANN of New York, PEYTON, 
RYNUM, and ADAMS, 

The House took the usual recess. 


EVENING SESSION. ` 


The following bills from the Senate were sev- 
erally read a first and second time, and referred 
to appropriate committees: . 

An act authorizing the necessary examinations 
and surveys for the establishment of a naval ren- 
dezvous and depot near the southern extremity 
of Florida; 

An act to explain an act entitled ‘“ An act to 
alter and amend the several acts imposing duties 
on imports,” approved July 14, 1832; 

__ An act to create the office of surveyor of public 
; lands in Wisconsin Territory; 

An act providing for the further payment of a 

pension to Mary J. Babbit; 


An act for the relief of William H. Robertson 
and Samuel H. Garrow; i ; 
An act to amend the act for quieting posses- 
sions, enrolling conveyances, and ering the 
“estate of purchasers within the District of Co- 
-lumbia, passed May 31, 1832; ; 
An act for the relief of William East; 
i! An act to remunerate the captors of the priya- 
| teer Lydia; and i 
An act to confirm the gales of public lands in 
certain cases, nore 
‘|. On motion of Mr. ADAMS, the Committee on 


Manufactures was discharged from the further |, 


|! consideration of the bill to explain an act entitled | 


: * Anacttoalter and amend.the several acts impos- | 


| resolution as it was originally submitted. ; Mr. 
| Gartanp, of Louisiana, had moved a subgtitnta, 
: popan to raise a select committee of — map- 
rs, to have three members of the Committee.on 
|, Indian Affairs on said committee; subsequently 
| modified by striking out the part relative to there 
being three members of the Committee on Indian 
Affairs, . co GAN, 
Mr. MANN, of New York, briefly replied to 
the gentleman from Massachusetts, [Mr. Apays:] 
Mr. BELL believed that millions had been ex- 
pended by these abuses in relation to frauds, and 
e believed -that the Creek war had -grown out of 
these abuses. He did not impute any improper 
.motives to officers of the Government, yet such 
was the fact. He believed the investigations here- 
tofore inatituted had proved abortive, although 
he doubted not they were instituted with the 
urest motives. He did not believe we should ever 
snow the truth in relation to those frauds, until 
a committee waa sent to investigate the matter, 
with more power than the agents which had here- 
tofore been sent there. He thought much might 
: be done by instituting an inquiry, and he thought 
the country called for it, He was of opinion that 

the Committee on Indian Affairs was the mos 
proper committee to refer this subject to, although 
ne did not think that he himself would be able to 
attend to the duties which would be required of 

` that committee. 

Mr. VANDERPOEL said he would, with great 
pleasure, have voted for the resolution originally 
introduced by the honorable gentleman from Ala- 
bama, [Mr. Lewis,] but he could not, and would 
not, vote for it pow, after the gentleman had ac- 

: cepted of the modification proposed by the hon- 
orable gentleman from Virginia, [Mr. Wisz.] 
: The gentleman from Alabama, who was most 
. particularly interested in the subject-matter to 
which the resolution referred, in having the al- 
leged frauds ferreted out, had, no doubt, intro- 
duced his proposition after most mature delib- 
eration. e was not in the habit of taking any 
step here without looking well to its effects and 
consequences, both immediate and ulterior; and 
it gave him great pleasure here to be able to add, 
in relation to that honorable gentleman, that the 
efficient, able, and, so far as regarded the Admin- 
_istration, he might add, the eandid manner in 
: which he..treated the interests of that portion of 
i` our -southern country which ig threatened or 
i; scourged with an Indian war, constituted an am- 
| Ple guarantee thateerything that he, propasad or 
moved in relatian te that interesting, pubjest was 
the result of all becoming care and reflection. 


proceed to the orders ` 


acquainted with the facts in relation tothis | 
a -Lject than he (Mr. B.) was, a question, and by | 


ing duties on imports;’’ which bill was committed 
to the Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union. 


On motion of Mr. MAY, the bill to confirm the `: 


sales of public lands in certain 
; third time and passed. 


FORTIFICATION BILL. 


The House took up the amendments of the 
Senate to the bill making appropriations for cer- 
‘ tain fortifications fot the year 1836. 

The first amendment, to Strike fram the bill the 
clause in relation to establishing depots for arms 
: in Arkansas, Missouri, &c., wag non-concurred 
i 


cases, was read the 


n. 
The second amendment, adding a new section, 
| was concurred in. 


ii MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


ta 
H 


| olution suspending the rules in relation to the 
|i franking privilege, so far as related to Dolly P. 
: Madison, widow of the Iate James Madison. 
‘On motion of Mr. PATTON, the resolution of 
i- the Senate was concurred in. ie 8 NST 
` The bill of the Senate to'extend the franking 
pornn Dolly P. Madison, widow of the late 
ames Madison, was then read a third time and 
panecd. : nis. 


CREEK INDIANS. 


The House regumed the consideration of the 
resolution (giyen above) in relation.to the frauds 
_in Creek landg,. 


|! by the mover of the resolution, so s to leave- the 


| A message was received from the Senate, by | 
i Mr. Lownie, their Secretary, transmitting a res- | 


: - Mr, Rapcer had moyed to strike out the modi- | 
fication submitted by Mr.. Wise, and accepted | 


himself above making the Indiay wars that had 
so anddenly visited some of the fairest portions 
of the South, pretexts for attacking and imputing 

| blame. to the Administration; on the cone 
he had evinced a disposition, which he (Mr. V.) 
could wish that many gentlemen would recipra- 

' cate and emulate, to do the Administration full 
justice; and after the candid and. magnanimous 
course which the gentleman from Alabama. bad 
pursued touching our Indian troubles, it was ngt 
surprising that there had been a strong. preni- 
osition here with even the friends of the A dmin- 

: istration, to gratify that gentleman in relation to 
l, appropriations for the relief of those whose posi- 
= tion exposed them to the losses and dangers of 
` those desolating wars, and to think rather favor- 
< ably of propositions that he might originate or 
_offer in relation to that interesting subject. - The 
gentleman’s original propasition of thig morning 
would most assuredly have commanded @ most 
triumphant majority, if not an almost unanimous 
vote; and. be (Mr. V) very much. regretted that 
“he had yielded to the importunities of the honas- 
‘able gentleman from Virginia, [Mr. Wise,} and 
| had,accepted ef his resolution aa a modification 
‘of his own. He now very much feared that he 
had, by. this act of acceptance, jeoparded 
| guccess of the mesaure, in any form; nay, thathe 
i had secured the entire frustration of the object he 
i! had in view, when he, offered the memorial aad 
|l intraduced his resolution this morning, 


| Though an Opposition member, he had proved 
| 


bi 
ii 
ji 


.Peyrox] 


f . The gentleman from Tonma [Mr. P: rran] 
i! was responsible-for introducing “ party into 
M leai of this subject. He bed, as usual, 


i ith the old hackneyed catchword of 
f a a : Were there aoe of the friends. of 
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the Administration here—any who could ‘rot be j; evisternte the'nimerbtts fratids trpor thd Tidians, [eest sudden, wia mitaculons ‘cHahges” they 


lost their recollection? If not, will they not bear © mission, than.a committee appointed by this 
me witness that the gentleman from Virginia has House! The one would be the creature of the 
again and again charged the Executive witha mest | entire legislative power of this Government, with 
culpable omission to communicate to us the true ‘powers adequate to the full exccution of its duties; 
causes of the Seminole hostilities ?—has againand the other would be the miscrable, rickety, and 
again denounced what he seemed to suppose was ‘impotent creature of one branch of the Legisla- 
‘¢ontumacy in the Executive, for not answering ‘ture, with powers uncertain, undefined, and for 
calla, and not favoring us with the necessary light allefficient purposes very doubtful. He, ofcourse, 
on this subject? And are those who claim to meant nothing personally disrespectful to any of 
belong—who are, like myself, proud to belong to the committees of this House; he used this lan- 
“the party’’—avre they ready to vote for a resolu- guage only to express their impatency; and entire 
tion which involves an admission that these oft- insufficiency for the occasion. He wasastonished, 
repeatcd- éomplaintsare wellfounded?—whichdoes very much astonished, now,.to see these inter- 
even more than this, which involves an appeal regnum traveling committees such peculiar.and 
‘from this alleged delinquency and contamacy of . strong favorites of the honorable gentleman from 
the Executive to an itinerant and most powerless ' Massachusetts, [Mr, Apams.] © He heard a very 
committee of ‘this Howse? Let gentlemen show, by — different language from that gentleman on a for- 
their votes on ‘this occasion, how credulous and mer occasion. Only two short years ago we 
confiding an‘ear they lend here to acousations | appointed a selectcommittce, with all the powers 
‘against that good old man, who has given such | that it was competent for this House td confer, 
‘noble, such repeated, such ample pledges of de- ii to inquire into the transactions of the Bank of the 
votion to the best interests of his beloved country. || United States. It was an able committeé, and 
“Ate they willing to say, by their votes, without :| one composed of as able men as graced this floor. 


“evidence, that he has been grossly remiss—that | Well, they repaired to Philadelphia, with their ; 


he has been guilty of a sin of omission that should ‘, power of attorney to send for persons and papers; 
expose him to the severest reprehehsion of all | summoned Nicholas Biddle, esquire, to appear 


honest men? Let them answer by their votes. 
He (Mr. V.) could not but admire’ the. tactics 
“of the honorable gentleman from Virginia; and 
he hoped that upon this occasion he would’ not 
by success exemplify a remark which he made a 
‘few days ago in a speeth on the deposit bill after 
its passage. He then pronounced a high eulo- 
gium upon a distinguished member of the other 
branch of the Legisiature,;-and told us that the | 
skill and tact with which that gentleman had se- 
cured the success df ‘His favorite measure were 
enough to gain him immortal fame; that hie knew 
when and where to ‘strike; that upon that occa- 
sion he had ‘made & dash at the covey, and the | 
birds had seattered und divided. It would seem | 
that the honorable sentleman now means to imi- 
“tate the example of that distinguished man: He 
has thrown in among the flock, and-he hopes to 
scatter and divide them/but they have not yet 
mounted on the wing, and all time for reflection | 
has not yet passed. The gentleman well knew | 
that a bald“and naked proposition of his own to | 


.. before them, to make certain discoveries, which 
|i they sought. Mr. Biddle appeared, ‘but very 


‘Mr. Biddle and his bank, as when they left ús. 
They reported to us the contumacy of Mr. Biddle, 
his virtual defiance of their powers, and the 
poweré of this House; and where was the mem- 


as to the powers of the committeci which alt felt, 


|| deemed it prudent. to propose or originate any 
order against the president or cashier of the bank? | 


l Who has forgotten a speech which the gentleman 
from Massachusetts” [Mr. Apams] delivered on 
: that occasion, to demonstrate the impotency of a 


‘| committee of this House, and to give us an idea 
i! of the farce that would be played off here in any © 


| effort that might be made to enforce its imaginary 


! powers. Never was anybody more triumphantly ; 


; satirized than was on that occasion one of these 
‘ fishing ‘‘ person and paper? committees of this 


raise a committee to inquire into the eauses of ,, House.: Fhe ridicule which “he then lavished 
the Seminole war, on the alleged ground that the || upon such a committee and, its fancied powers 


‘President had refused to communicate ‘them, | 


would not for a moment be sustained by this 
House. 
The gentleman from Alabama introdtices a res- 
“olution, that the Presideht cause inquiry to be 
-made into frauds upen the Indians; and then the 
‘gentleman from Virginia very opportunely, as he 
no doubt supposed, ‘éffersé his‘amendment, by 
‘which he not only proposcb-to transfer the sub- 
ject of the resolution'te one of thé traveling com- 
omittees of thia House, but intorporatés another 


‘watter which involves # direct imputation of de- ; 
Jinquency up6n- the Executive-_whith proposes | 


-an Inquiry nto matters which the gentleman has 
-80 often told us’ that the Executive has so culpa- | 


“bly neglected to disclose to us., ‘Hé doubtless | 
supposes that the overweening, the very laudable || 


anxiety of the friends of the Administration to | 


was indeed overwhelming. He gave us, as many 
‘gentlemen here will recollect, a most graphic 
jj faney sketch of the forms through which we 
|| wou d go to vindicate our own dignity and the 
|| powers of this House. He imagined that we 
‘| would send our Sergeant-at-Arms to take Mr. 
ib Biddle and all his directors, and.the valiant and 
| puissant sergeant returning with his troop of 
prisoners, and, being asked how he took and 
secured them all, (answering in the triumphant 
tone and language of a certain other single valiant 
sergeant,) would respond, ‘* Why, sir, I surrounded 
‘all of them!” “This memorable ‘and able speech 
‘many here would recollect, for it had made an 
indelible impression on his (Mr. V.’s) mind, 
and now we had just heard the same’ gentleman 
‘make just as able a speech on the other side of tlie 
question! The opinions of men, Mic'Speaker! 


|| politely refused to gratify the curiosity of the : 
gentlemen of the committee, and they returned | 
to us, just as wise in relation to the doings of | 


ber here, who, amid the doubt and uncertainty |: 


‘nearly the whole of the impéaching power of this 
House: If hehad not the umiost réspect for tlyo 
| character and the opinions of the venerable and 
distinguished NEE A from Massachusetts, he 
| ‘would ‘say that, tò talk of such vcoimminee as 
‘auxiliaty to the impeaching power, wag absurd 
|: in the extreme. Was there a proposition ‘here to 
‘Impeach any officer of this Government for offtcial 
malconduct; and were the powers of such -a'com- 
mittee invoked to inquire preliminarily into facts 
in order to ascertain whether there was sufficient 
ground for impeachment? He had heard nothing 
of the kind. How, then, could thé gehtlemair tell 
-as that this committee was required ab auxiliary 
| to the impeaciiing power, when no officer was 
-charged with any offense requiring or justifying 
| impeachment, and when all that was proposed:to 
' be done by the committee was to go on an inquisi- 
‘torial expedition against a horde of spceouiatots 
upon the rights and property of the Indians? If 
,' any gentleman would rise here in ‘his place, and 
‘tell us, on the responsibility of his high station, 
that he had reason to believethat a pable officer 
` had committed an impeachalile offense, he could 
: well, in that event, imagine the propriety. of: ap- 
: pointing.a committee tu inquire mto the prawns 
‘tof accusation. This would be a committee aux- 
i iliary to the impeaching power; but the one which 
+ you now proposed to create had none of’ the 
characteristics, aad would go in pursuit of none 
‘tof the objects of such a committee. © 7: 
There was another reason why he would vote 
‘against the appointment of the committee: con- 
templated by the amendment of the gendeman 
i: from Virginia. ‘The President had’ already’ ap- 
pointed competent agents to inquire “imo these 
frdnds, and he was credibly informed:that those 
i; agents had executed their duties most tigorously 
-and efficiently. The President could elothe them 
i| with all the powers with. which we could invest a 
committee of ‘this H suse.. Why, while-one ‘tri- 
l! bunal was investigating these matters, should we 
; supersede. its -authority by appointing another 
vastly more expensive, and not one parti¢le more 
efficient? Why adopta proceeding that was based 
upon a distrust of the Executive, since every ene 
who knows the President, knows full well that if 
fraud has an implacable and uncompromising 
j enemy on carth, itis Andrew ee and more 
|. especially since he has so promptly caused ingui 
E to Ue made in these frauds? Da the friendla of 
` the President answer by their votes. oy ee 
|» Mr. BOON called th» attention of: thé House, 
“and of the people of the whole country, to the 
' many important subjects yet unacted on, in con- 
sequence of this untimely proposition ‘and the 
‘| discussion thereon. The bill to reorganize the 
i General Land Office was of tho most abiding 
‘and deepest interest to the whole people of the 
| West; and if a discussion of this kind was to go 
on, that bill would remain unacted on. He there- 
| fore moved to lay the whole subject on the table. 


i 


| for the- yeas and nays; which were ordered: and 
‘| were—yeas 80, nays 99.7 > 
| So the House refused to lay the resolutic.. on 
| the table. - ae eee: 
Mr. LEWIS briefly replied to the gentleman 
from. New York, (Mr. Vanperroer.} Although 
a party man, he never brought party considera- 
‘tions to bear in relation to our Indian affairs. 
: He went for the broadest inquiry, and he still had 
‘hopes that the President would probe this matter 
‘to the bottom. The Secretary of War had done 
alt in Kis power to prevent these frauds, and he 
doubted not that the President would. institute an 
investigation; but, at the same time, he would 
“vote for the appointment of a committee ef the 
‘House to make an investigation of the matter. | 
itMr. GRANTLAND said that the Georgia 
; delegation concurred fally in all that had been 
‘i snid by-the gentleman from Alabama, as to the 
l- disposition evinced by the President and Secre- 
\-tary of War to have a strict investigation of the 
“frauds alleged to have been committed in certify- 


Mr. WILLIAMS, of North Carolina, called . 


(en ee ee 


ine contracts Yor Creek. Indian lnddt: TAt the 
sieeretion and on the recommendation: of the | 
Georgia delegation, two additional commission- ' 


ers, centiemen of ich charactor, were appone? 
Several months ago, to aid Colonel Hogan iw 


bringing that investigation to a specdy close: 
While that investigation was in progress, it wat 
arrested by the commencement of Indian hostility. 
Mr. SUTHERLAND moved. the previous 
question; but the House refused to seeond #— 
ayes 70, noes 73. . : ` 
, Afwr some remarks by Messrs. SUTHER- 
LAND and LEWIS, 
The ameadment of Mr. 
agreed to, 
_ The question recurred on the motion of Mr. 
Rirprey to strike out that part of the resolution 
waich was moved as an amendment by, Mr. 
Wise, and accepted by the mover as a miodifica- 
ton, which left it as originally offered. 
` On this question Mr. GARLAND, of Louis- 
jana, called for the yeas and nays; which were 
ordered; and were—yeas 93, nays 89. "RS 
So the motion to strike out was decided in the 
affirmative. : : 
The question recurring on the adoption of the 
resolution, a 
Mr. WISE addressed the ‘House at! some 
length on the subject, and renewed his amend- | 
ment as an addition. 
Mr. PEYTON followed at some length, 
Mr. EVERETT appealed to the géntléman 
from Virginia to withdraw his amendment. . 
‘ Mr. BOON said that the charges made against 
this Administration, of supposed frauds and cor- 
ruption, had been ‘so often: repeated, that they 
had loss alt their influence with the pepple:of the 
country, and passed by the public car like the 
sound af the idle winds. Sir, (said Mr. B.,) I 
recollect that, two years ago, the hue and. cry of 
Jraud and corruption was sung against the Post 
Office Deparment, and its then talented and dis- 
tinguished head, And, Mr. Speaker, one would 
have supposed, from the clamor:ef the. Opposi- 
tion, that the Post Office Department was the. 
very fountain of all kinds of fraud and corruption: 
Committees of both Houscs of Congress were ap- 
pointed to examine into the alleged frauds, in the 
recess of Congress; and what was the result? 
Why, sir, reports were made, and. printed for cir- 
culation among the people, containing several 
hundred pages of testimony and comment by the 
comamittees; but, after all their labors, they were 
notable to produce proof of a solitary casc of fraud 
or corruption inany one of the officers of the Gov- 
ernment. The consequonce was, that the public 
mind became satisficd.thatall the charges of fraud 
and corruption were wholly, unfounded in point 
of fact; and now we hear no mòre about the frauds 
that were charged upon the Post Office Depart- 
ment. The venue is now changed, and it is now 
supposed, and verily believed, tliat enormous frauds | 
have been committed by some of the officers of 
the Government upon the “ poor Indians;”’ and 
we are now called upon to appointa committee 
to travel over the country during the recess:of ; 
Congress, with power to send for persons and 
papers, with a view to ascertain whether or not 
those vague charges that have been trumpeted 
ferth to the country are well founded: 
These who are opposed to sending out this .. 
mission are charted with á disposition to cover 
up those supposed or alleged frauds- complained | 
of, and party tacticg have been charged-upg@n those || 
| 


i 


GaaLaxp was dis- 


who are opposed to the appointment- of a com- || 
mittee of this House to inquire into this matter | 
during she recess of Congress.. oi 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I wili not charge the honor- 
able movet of this project, or any of its advocates; || 
with party pur sin this matter; but, sir, as 
many su. mises have been made in referepce to the 
alleged frauds upon the. poor Indinns,-would it 
not be fair to suppose a supposable case; and te 
suppose that great slectioneering facilities would bé 
afforded to the politieal missionaries thap. sent 
into the different secaiong of the country? Might 
it not be surmised or supposed by some, that thie 
mission, if sent out through the country, would 
have an opportunity of operating upon; the next 

residential election ?. How ig-this committee to 
Da raised, Mr. Speaker? Why, sir, jt is ppo- 
posed that the Committee on Indian Affairs shall °: 


a eE a 
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we are told that a majority of the tiembers of 
that committeé are friends Of this A@mihistration. 


Admit this to be trye, does thaq argue that the | 


friends of the Administyation an the Committee.on 


Indian Affairs will be appointed a sub-committee 
for the purposes that arc had in viewin this mat: 
ter? I think not. The Committee on Indiati 
Affairs is composed of nine members; and I pre- 
dict that, ifthe proposition as first þropòsed shalt 
be adopted by the House, the sub-committee will 
not be màde'wp of the frieadsof the Administta- 
tion. .On the. contrary, its most bitter enemies 
would be sent out, and an. appartnnity to glee 
tioneer for President wowld be afforded, to some, 
and the newspapers would be filled with political 
sabe, stating that no doubt existed as to the. 
support the charges was a lack of one or more 
credible and disinterested witnesses to testify, and 
the truth declare, an oath. Thus. would matters 
progress untilafter the presidential election in No- 
vember next; and to wind up the affair at the next 
meeting of Congress, this: House, and the cqua- 
try, would be favored with another report similar 
to the one made on tle subject of frauds which 
were charged upon the Post Office Department. 

. Mr. B. said that he had entire confidence in the: 
President, and that he had no doubt but that 


every exertion would be made by the President. ` 


to have this matter probed tp the bottom, and, if 
fread shall be found to exist, have the guilty pun- 
ished. Sir, (said Mr. B.,):J.am ane of those who 
never feared responsibility on my parts and. as 
one of the representatives of the: people, lam 
willing to hear my share of responsibility in vot- 
ing against the appointment: of a -committee on 
the part of.this House, to travel through, the 


country to clectioncer from now until the next | 


annual meeting of Congress, at eight dollars per 
day, and eight dollara for every twenty. miles 
travel: Mr. Speaker, I will not detain. the House 
at this late period of the sessiony but: I. felt myself 
calied upon.to say thus much by. way of offset to 
some of. the. many charges that: hava been made. 
against this Administration and its friends. 

Mr. BYNUM -demanded the previous ques- 
tion, but withdrew itat the suggestion of __.,, 

Mr. HAWES, who said a few words in'reply 


` to the’ géntleman from Indiana, and then renewed’ 
! (as promised) the demand for the previous ques- 


tion. 
Mr. CALHOUN, of Massachasetts, tovel to | 


lay the whole subject on the table. 


IT gepae hres or more Of Meir own meraNeret dnd || 


_____, 60" 
qe hall 


pal pa de.) 


ueta pudio Sb be? 


of suinpeivded’ avie, 
being Senate bills. 


"Tile tide forthe relief of Jean Baplis unis: fas 


eged frauds, and that all that was wanting ta . 


' Theodore W. Maurice; 


read the third time and passed: Chui eh 

The House then went into Committdé of thb 
Whole! (My. -Bateés! inthe ‘chair) cua Arge 
number of private bills from the Senates‘and 
when thé éoiftittee ròse ‘the following were/re- 
pottedto'the Hbuber ce Rt 
IAR act'for thetelief of levine Shubricity ©? 

An act for the relief of Hiram A. Hunter; `% t 


An aet for the’ relief! of Walter Loomis ‘and 
Abel Gay; © Gee ttt sa t ovo 
Ah gét tö provide for the settlement of the claim 


of Mary O’Sullivan; pee tis 
An act forthe paretlade of certain tights or'in- 

vehtions of William H» Bell, of North Carolina; 
An act fot the relief of din La: Tourette; 

` Ait act for the relief of-the executors of James 


O’Hara; | is) . 
An att to confirm the ‘title of the hire of M. 
de la Carerá fo'a tract oftahdy (0:0 i 
An act forthe relief of the administrator» of 
Michael Hogaty 0 orio gA 
An act for the eit hy of ‘certain internal 
iwiprovements in Florida c o et of 
n act for the relief of Martin Prihdle; ` 
‘An act for thd relief of ‘the 


representatives of 
a; Eis Disa 


Ain act for the relief of John McCartney; 
An act for the relief of James Thomas; °"'--' 
An act to purchase: the use of Boyd Reilly’ 

parat for applying ‘gas or vapor to the human 

ody; Soy he tes ne 5 
RA act for the relief of Peter H. Green and 

William Emerdoh; 0001o o) pin R 
An act for the relief of Henry Wainwright; ~ 
An act for the telief of Robert Abbott, et al.; 
An-act for thé relef of Samuel Smith, Lynn 

McGhee, and Semoice, Creek -Indiany;: 1- ` -7 

' An act for the`relief of Rijah' Simmons;. <- 
Anact in addition to the act for the relief of 
the representatives of George Hurlbut, :decéased| 
 Anact in additiotto the aet for the reliëf of 
the representatives of Lucy Bond and Hannak 


' Douglass; 0° 07O ; p 
An act to extend two’-patents to James’ Bats 

. ron; OR E Ed S E See {i TA ae A S 
-A'n set for the relief of Sasan Bartow 


Mr. WISE called for the yeas and ‘nays; which 
were not ordered; and the motion to lay on the | 


tabic was lost without a count. 


The previous question was then seconded by | 


the Housc—69 to 56. 


Mr. WISE asked for the yeas and nays on ` 


ordering the main question; which were ordered; |. 


and werec—yeas 90, nays 66. So the House de- 


termined that the main question should be now | 


put. ge J NA EEDA ate i 
Mr. WISE asked for the yeas and. nays, but ' 


the House -refused to- order them; and the main 
question being on the adoption of the original res- 
olution, was: put and: agreed to—ayes 91, noes 


- not counted. - 


SENATE BILL REFERRED. ` 


i Thé following bill from the Senate was read 


twice, and, on motion. of Mr. CAMBRELENG, 


i 
i 
i 
| 
is 


i 
} 
! 
| 
| 
f 
i 


referred to the.Committee of Ways and Means: | 


An act supplementary to the act regulating the 
deposit of the public money, passed the 23d of 


toad 


PAY OF REVENUE OFFICERS: 


| ‘The bifl regulating the compensation of officers | 
i| of revenue cutters, returned from the Senate with 


sundry améndments,’ was taken up, and the 
amendments severally concurred in. < a 


.PAY/OF MARINE OFFICERG. - 


3 


Mr. JARVIS, from ‘the Committee or Naval | 


Affairs; reported, without amendment, ‘the bill 

from the Senate regulating the pay'of the offiters 

of the’ United States marine corps; which was 

committed. ` Ase ag ae aS 
PRIVATE BILLS. 


a pE 7 PO AGS fone 
The House then proceeded to the consideration 


: Fox; 


of MW 
dians 


- An act fér the payment. of ‘the mila ia 
seuri and- Indiana for services against the In 
in 1832; ah) Ra at i gn 
An act for the relief of Samual Warners" 
An act for the further payment-of a‘ pension to 
Mary Habbit; fr an soon ni 
An act for the reliefof Davi MeOdrd; ” 
` An'act for the relief ‘of: the owners, officérs, 
&c., of the private armed vessels, Neptune and 


4 


An act for the relief of Joseph Hertrick; “/ `> 
An aet for the relief of James F. Sothoron} 
‘An act for the relief of George: Dawson;. ©: 
An aet to refund the duties paid on certhin 
bells; ` a Ty ae E La are Wy hen TERE A 
An act for the relief of the exceutors ‘of James 
Satherlands © > enw i ain roA 
An act for the relief of A. and J. Dennis & 
Co.; ' RD AA E 
An act for the relief of Joshua Hatch; i 
‘An act for the relief of Nathaniel Canada; ’ 
` An act for the relief of Ebenezer Spalding; — 
An act for the relief of Nancy Leamster; ` ` 
“Ah act for the reliéf of Noah Brown and 


others; 
An act for the relie Toph Bogy; 
An act for the rélief of the heirs of General 
William Eatoas: . - ' 
pe act for the relief 
othérs; i TS Amo 
` An act for the relief of Duncan L. Clinch; 
‘An act for the relief of the representatives of 


Thornton Taylor; pace 
i An act for the relief of Gabriel W. Denton 


and others;.. 0 70 it: oa Tiun u7 
we aet for the. relief of Stokes, Stockton, & 
M PR$ 9... -: bee ? N : , cog ys Sheets 
ee or for the relief of Josette Béaubien; , , 
“An act confirming. the title, of Joseph. Sorin, 


Tat 


of Antonio Segura and 


| alias, Larochelle, to a tract of land ih Aissouri; 


ief. of Henry H. Hall; 


` -An act for the rel ; tatives q 
An act for the re licf of the representatives of 


An act for the re 
David Caldwell; 


608 


An act laying off certain towns in Wisconsin, 
or other purposes; 

ae act for the Pelief of Charles J. Catlett;, 

An act for the relief of the representatives of 
James Moore; : 

‘An act to amend an act laying off town, Bean i 
river, &c,; i 
" An act for the relief of the legal representa- | 
tives of Joseph Hazlett and Jemima Monro, ; 
surviving childrea of the late Colonel John 
Hazlett; . 3 i 

Anact for the relief of Isaac Meana and others, | 
owners of the schooner Elizabeth; 

An act for the relief of Don Carlos Dehault 
Delassus; EES i 

An act for the relief of John Cummins; - 
. Anact for the relief of the trustees of com- . 
mon schools jn the State of Mississippi; - 

An act for the relief of the widow of Peter 
Smith; i 

An act for the relief of Larned Swallow; i 

An act for the relief of Ephaine Page; 

An act for the relief of Parker Chase; i 

An act for the relief of the legal representa- 
tives. of N. Shaver, deceased; 

An act to provide for issuing a land patent to 
Thomas B. Clark; 

An act ia addition to the act for the relief of 
James L. Cathcart; . 

An aet for the relief of Seaborn Jones and Joc! 
Crawford. 

All the above bills were read a third time, and 
passed, except the following: ‘ 

An act for the purchase of certain rights of 
inventors; —; 


patent, &o.; ~ 
An act for the relief of John McCartney; 

An act for the relief of Peter H. Green and 

William Emerson; 


glass; me , 

An act for the relief of the heirs of General 
William Eaten; . 

An act for the 
aad William Moore; and - en ot 

An act for the relief of Samuel Warner. 

Mr. BRIGGS, from the same Committee of the 
Whole, also reported, with amendments, bills 
from the Senate, and a resolution from the Sen- | 
ate, of the following titles: ae) 

An act for the relief of the legal representatives | 
of James Brobson; 

An act for the relief of Elizabeth Flicker, 
widow of H Richardson, deceased; 

Aq act for the relief of the legal representatives 
of Colonel D. Hopking; : | 

An act for the relief of the legal representatives | 
of Wiliam Conway, deceased; 

An act for the relief of: John M. Gamble; 

Anact forthe relief of William Rathbone; anda 

. Resolution providing for the settlement of the |: 
claim of John S. Stiles, under a contract for a | 
supply ef bread. 7 $ i 

he above bills and resolution were then read |: 
the third time, and passed. 


SUPREME COURT OF FLORIDA. 
The: bill regulati 


relief of Stockton and Stokes | 


the terms of the supreme 


the third time, and passed. 
The House then adjourned, at two o’clock, a. 
m. 


IN SENATE, 
Saturpar, July 2, 1836. 


On motion of Mr. ROBBINS, the Committe an 
the Library were diseharged from the further 
consideration of all subjects that had been re- 
ferred to that committee during the session, and 
not reported on. 


ABOLITION PETITIONS.. 


» 


- Mr. MORRIS remarked that it was well known | 
that he had had in his possession during the ges- | 


sion several abolition petitions, which, for reasons | 
herctofore given by him, he had failed to present, | 


He now asked leave to present them, an ‘moved | 


that they be referred to the Committee on the 
District of Columbia. 


|| directing the Secretary of the 


THE. CONGRESSIONAL, GLABRA: 


Mr. WALKER demanded the question as te 
the reception of the memorials; and on motion of 
Mr. W. this question was laid on the table. 


PRIVATE BILLS. 


The bill for the relief of William Pollard’s heirs ` 
was ordered to be read a third time; and after- | 


wards read the third time and passed, : 

_ The bill for the relief of the legal representa- 

tives of Lathrop Allen was indefinite y post- 

poned. _ 
PROTECTION TO WESTERN FRONTIERS, 


The bill to provide for the better protection of 
the western frontier was taken up. ae 

Mr. CALHOUN said a few words in opposi- 
tion to the bill, and proposed taying it on the 
table, that the subject might be taken up next 
winter, when they would be in possesion of the 


; estimates and surveys for the military road con- 


templated, 
r. LINN and Mr. BENTON severally ad- 


' dressed the Senate in support of the bill; after 


which it was ordered toa third reading, and sub- 
sequently read the third time and passed. 


PRIVATE BILLS. 


The bill for the relief of Jonathan Boone was ` 


indefinitely postponed. ty ys 
The bill for the relief of Tobias Crum was 


considered, and ordered to be read a third ume; |: 


which was afterwards passed. 


The bill for the relief of the legal representa- . 


` tives of Josias Thompson was laid on the table. 


The amendment of the House to the bill for || 


the relief of John M. Gambl in. 
An act to purchase the use of Boyd Reilley’s . oa E aaa sable: wae copaareed in 


The amendment of the House to the bill for the 
relief of the sureties of James Bronson; to the bill 


Henry Richardson, deceased; to the bill for the 


Ay 


| Juty 2, 


Mr. TOMLINSON submitted a further amend- 
ment embracing the widows and children of cer- 
tain revolutionary pensioners who have died 
since March, 1831; and an amendment, at the 
suggestion of Mr. Bucuanan, to provide for 

| widows of revolutionary officers and soldiers who 

: were married during the war, and who have re- 
mained widows since; which amendments were 
agreed to; and the bill: was ordered to a third 

. reading. 

| f HARBORS AND RIVERS. 

_ The bill making additional appropriations for 

: completing the Delaware breakwater, and for the 

. improvement of certain harbors, and for remov- 
ing obstructions in certgin rivers, was read the 
third time and passed—yeas 25, nays 12; as fol- 
lows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Bayard, Renton, Buchanan, Cuthbert, 
Davis, Ewing of Hlinois, Ewing ot Ohio, Goldshorough, 
Grundy, Hendricks, King of Alabama, Lion, Niles, Page, 
Robbias, Robinson, Ruggles, Southard, Swift, Tallmadge, 
Tipton, Tomlinson, Wall, Webster, and Wright—25. 

AYS — Messrs. Black, Calhoun, Clay, King of Georgia, 
Leigh, Mangum, Nicholas, Porter, Preston, Rives, Walker, 
and White—12. : 


i DISTRICT FIRE COMPANIES. 


The bill to organize the several fire companies 
© of the District of Columbia was laid on the table. 
| PROVIBENT ASSOCIATION OF CLERKS. 
The bill to amend the act to incorporate the 
l Provident Association of Clerks in the civil de- 
artments of the Government at Washington, 
i in the District of Columbia, was read the second 
time, and ordered to a third reading. 


HARBORS AND RIVERS—AGAIN, 
Mr. DAVIS, from the Committee on Commerce, 


a 
iy 


|! 
| 


|! for the relief of Elizabeth Flicker, widow of |! reported, with sundry amendments, the bill from 


‘| the House making appropriations for the improve- 


' relief of the legal representatives of William | ment of certain harbors, &c.; and the bill was 


Conway, deceased; to the bill for the relief of || taken up for consideration, and the amendments 


' William P. Rathbone; to the resolution providing 


| to the bill for the relief of the legal representatives 
i of Captain David Hopkins, were severally con- 


|; curred in. 


DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 


| The resolution submitted by Mr. Sournanrp, 
> Senate to cause to 
. be collected, arranged, and printed, certain docu- 


'| ments connccted with the cession of the District 
of Columbia, was ordered to a third reading; | 


which was afterwards passed. 

The bill to grant to the New Orleans and Nash- 
ville Railroad Company the right of way through 
the lands of the United States was considered; 
when, on motion of Mr. BLACK, to amend the 
bill so as to include certain railroads in Missis- 
sippi, the amendment was rejected, and, the bill 
was ordered to a third reading. It was after- 
wards read the third time, and passed. 


PENSIONS. 
Mr. TOMLINSON moved to take up the bill 


ta grant half-pay to the widows and orphans of ` 
those who have died, or may hereafter die, in the | 


service of the United States. 
Mr. PRESTON opposed the motion. 
Mr. TOMLINSON called for the yeas and 


court of the middle district of Florida was read i nays on the question; which were ordered; and 


| jt was decided in the affirmative—yeas 18, nays 
15; as follows: 


olas, Robinson, Southard, Tipton, Tomlinson, Wall, Web- 
sier, and White—18. 

NAYS—Messrs. Black, Calhoun, Ewing of Ohio, Golds- 
borough, Kent, Leigh, Mangum, Moore, Porter, Preston, 
Robbins, Ruggtes, Swift, Walker, and Wright—15. 

Me TOMLINSON explained and advocąted 
i the bill. P 

Mr. PRESTON opposed it, as extending the 
pension system to an enormous and alarming de- 
gree. Saag! 

The debate was continued by Mesirs. CAL- 
HOUN, and KING of Georgia, wha moved to 


| widows and orphans of those who have died, or 
' may die, of wounds actually received in service, 


i action. et SS 
| After a debate the amendment was adopted, 


i for the settlement of the claim of John S. Stiles; :' 


‘| YEAS—Messrs. Bayard, Buchanan, Cuthbert, Ewing of : 
(| Minois, Grundy; Hendricks, King of Alabama, Linn, Nich- 


amend the bill by confining its benefits to the. 


or who have been killed, or may be killed, in |! 


reported by the committee were agreed to. 

' A debate then ensued, in which the bill was 
advocated by Messrs. WEBSTER and DAVIS, 

: and opposed by Messrs. CALHOUN and 

i NILES; but beture its termination the Senate . 


i took a recess (at three o’clock) for two hours, 


1 

j | EVENING SESSION. 

' The CHAIR announced a communication 
from the Treasury Department, transmitting a 
report showing the revenue, up to the 31st of De- 

| cember last; which was ordered to be printed. 


| STOCKTON AND STOKES. 


The amendments of the House to the bill for 
| the relief of Stockton & Stokes were agreed to. 
li BILLS PASSED. | 

| The following bills were severally read the 
|| third time, and passed: © 

| The bill granting half-pay to widows and or- 
|; phans where their husbands and fathers have died, 
| or shall nereafter dic, from wounds received in the 


military service of the United States, and for 
other purposes; and 

| _ The bill to amend the act to incorporate the 
i! Provident Association of Clerks. in the civil de- 
ee of the Government of the United 
| Sees at Washington, in the District of Colum- 

ia. 

| HARBORS AND RIVERS. 

| ‘The Senate resumed the consideration of the 
bill making appropriations for the improvement 
| of certain hariors, and for removing obstructions 
i at the mouths of certain rivers, &e. 


Mr. PRESTON moved td strike out the appro- 
tiation of $20,000 for deepening the harbor of 
| Baltimore. ' 

Mr. PRESTON explained his reasons for offer- 
ing this amendment. i l 
essrs. KENT and GOLDSBOROUGH op- 
posed it. aye ty 
Mr. KING, of Georgia, spoke in favor of the 
amendment, and generally in opposition to the 
bill; and concluded with a motion to postpone It 
until the commencement of the next session of 
Congress. i f 
Messrs. WALKER and MANGUM addressed 
the Senate in favor of Mr. Kine’s motion. 
‘Mr. KING, of Georgia, after Mr. Mancum 


a. 
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had concluded, withdrew his motion, and moved [| the Senate for the reo 


to strike out all the bill except those parts making 


Sissippt. 


Atter some remarks from Mr. EWING, of 
Ohio, this motion was rejected—yeas 17, nays 
21; as follows: 


YEA8—Mesers. Black, Calhoun, Clay, Cuthbert, Ewing | 
of Ohio, Grundy, King of Alabama, King of Georgia, Leigh, 
Mangua, Moure, Nicholas, Porter, Preston, Rives, Walker, 
and White—17. 

NAYS — Messrs. Bayard, Benton, Buchanan, 
Ewing of Htinois, Goldsborough, Hendricks, Kent, Lian, 
Page, Robbins, Robinson, Ruggles, Southard, Swift, Tall- 
alge, Tipon, Tomlinson, Wall, Webster, and Wrght— 


_ Mr. KING, of Georgia, then renewed his mo- 
uon to postpone the bill to the first Monday in 


Davis, 


December next; and on taking the question the 


motion was lost—yeas 17, nays 22; as follows; 


YEAS— Messrs. Black, Culboun, Clay, Cuthbert, Ewing : 


of Ohio, Grundy, King of na, King of Georgia, Leigh, 
Manguin, Moore, Nicholas, Porter, Preston, Rives, Walker, 
and White—17. ! 

NAYS—Messrs. Bayard, Benton, Buchanan, Davis, Ew- 
ing of Ihinois, Goldsborough, Hendricks, Kent, Lina, 
Niles, Page, Rubbins, Robinson, Ruggles, Southard, Swilt 
Valunadge, Tipton, Tomlinson, Wall, Webster, and 
Wright—23. 

The question then recurred on Mr. Pres- 
tox’s motion to strike out the appropriation of 
$20,000 for deepening the harbor of Baltimore; 
and the question was lost without a division. 

The bill was then reported to the Senate, and | 
the amendments, made as in Committee of the 
Whole, were concurred in. 

After some remarks from Messrs. CLAY, 
PRESTON, WALKER, and KING of Georgia, |. 
in opposition to the bill, and from Messrs. BU 
ANAN and KENT in its favor, i i 

Mr. KING, of Georgia, moved to strike out | 
the appropriation of $500 for a survey of the - 
head waters of the Chesapeake bays whieh mo- 
tion was rejected—yeas 14, nays 24; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Black, Calhoun, Grundy, King of Ala- 
sama, King of Georgia, Leigh, Mangum, Moore, Morris, 
Preston, Rives, Walker, Wall, and White—14, 

NAYS—Messrs. Bayard, Benton, Buchanan, Cuthbert, 
Davis, Ewing of Illinois, Ewing of Ohio, Goldsborough, 


Hendricks, Kent, Linn, Nicholas, Niles, Page, Robbins, ` 


ins ggles, So rd, Swi i 
Tomlneea, Webster, and Ween oai nadae, Tipton, 

Mr. PRESTON, unwilling that the name of 
the State of South Carolina should be conneeted 
in any way with a bill so objectionable, moved 
to strike out the appropriation of §1,000 for a 
survey of Georgetown, South Carolina. , He was ; 
satisfied that he spoke the feelings and wishes of | 
his constituents in moving to disconnect them : 
from a measure containing provisions ag abhor- : 


rent to every principle of justice.. T : 
tiioun seconded the motion, and 


Mr. CA 
called for the yeas and paves which were ordered; 
and the question was taken and decided in the 
affirmative—yeas 21, nays 15; as follows: 
YEAS—Mesers. Benton, Black, Calhoun, Cuthbert, Grun- 
dy, Hendricks, Kent, King of Alabama, King of Georgia, 
Leigh, Mangum, Moore, Morris, Porter, Preston, Robinson, 
Ruzztes, Tipton, Walker, Wall, and White—2t. , 
NAY8—Mesers. Bayard, Bachanan, Davis, Ewing of IHi- | 
nois, Goldsborough, Linn, Nicholas, Niles, Page, Robbins, 
Swit, Tallmadge, Tomliosou, Webster, and Wright—15. 
Mr. KING, of Georgia, then moved to strike 
eut the appropriation of $10,000 far removing the. 
obstructions to the harbor of Brunawell bar, State 
of Georgia. i 
-This amendment was rejected; and the amend- 
ments were ordered to be engrossed, and the bill 
to be read a third time—yeas 21, nays 17; as fob , 
lows: , 


- YEAS—Messrs, Bayard, Benton, Buchanan, Davis, Ew- || 


ing of IHiinois, Goldsborough, Hendricks, Kent, Linn, Nich ; 
olas, Page, Robbins, Robinson, Ruggles, Southard, Swit, | 
Talhwadge, Tipton, Tomlinson, Webster, and Wright—2L. 
NAYS—Messers. Black, Calhoun, Cuthbert, Ewing of 
Ohio, Grundy, King of Alabama, King of Georgia, Leigh, 
Mangum, Moare, Morris, Nicholas, Preston, Rives, Walker, | 
Wall, and White—17. N : 


The bill was then read the third time and passed, 
.. The amendments of the House to. the bill of : 


39 


Or e ng '| Land Office were considered; and 
appropriations to improve the mouth of the Mis- ` 


'' amendments were concurred in. 
GENERAL APPROPRIATION BILL. d 


4 


, Said corporation, 


‘an addition of fifty cents per day to each of the |; 


' “for extending the inclosures of the Capitol 


:| Stricken out. 


app 
; an 
| tion was agreed to—yeas 15, nays 10. 


| thereof, =p 
| ditien to th 


Vorume 3....No. 39. 


nization of the Genera! 
? 


On motion of Mr. EWING, of Ohio, the 


The amendments of the House to the bill in 
addition to the act making appropriations for the . 
support of the Government for the year 1836, | 
were referred to the Committee on Finance. iF 

| 
‘| 


CHOCTAW FRAUDS. 


Mr. MOORE moved to take up the report of | 
the Secretary of the Treasury on the subject of | 
frauds in the Choctaw reservations; which was || 
agrecd to; and, on motion of Mr. M., the same || 
was ordered to be printed. j; 


H 
CORPORATION OF WASHINGTON. 


On motion of Mr. KENT, the bill to extend 
: the jurisdiction of the corporation of the city of 
Washington tor making deeds for lots sold by | 

was taken up, and passed, i; 
EXTRA COMPENSATION. i 


Mr. BENTON submitted a resolution to pay | 


messengers of the Senate during the session. 

Mr. PRESTON moved to amend the resolution. 
by adding an additional compensation of $100 to | 
Mr. Hepburn, the lamp-lighter. | 

Mr. MANGUM moved further to amend it by | 
adding an additional compensation for Thomas 
Clark, the wood-carrier; which amendments were 
agreed to; and the resolution was passed as 
amended. : 


THE NATIONAL ROAD IN ILLINOIS. 


The bill to continue the national road from | 
Vandalia tothe Mississippi river was considered; ' 
and, after being nendel: was ordered to a third | 
reading. : f 


| ADDITIONAL PAYMASTERS. 


| The amendments of the House to the bill pro- 
viding for the appointment of additional pay- 
masters was considered; and, ` 
On motion of Mr. BENTON, the amendments 
were concurred in. 


| GENERAL APPROPRIATION BILL—AGAIN. : 


Mr. WRIGHT, from the Committee on Fi- 
nance, to which had been referred the amendments | 
of the House to the bill in addition to the act: 
making appropriations in part for the support of 
the Government for the year 1836, made a report 
thereon, recommending that the Senate concur in : 
the amendments of the House, with the excep- ` 

' tion of the amendments “ for removing the naval 
| Monument to the Betanic Garden, $2,000,” and’ 


square, $25,000,” which they 

On taking the question of concurring with the | 
committee as to striking out the provision for ex- 
; tending the grounds, the Senate refused to strike 
it out. 
The appropriation of $2,000 for removing the |, 
‘naval monument was stricken out. ; 
Mr. KING, of Georgia, moved that the Senate | 
' do not concur in the amendment of the House 
ropriating $ for the purchase of books: | 
documents for the new members; which mo- | 


The other amendments were concurred in. | 
CHOCTAW CLAIMS, . A 
Mr. MOORE moved to take up the bill for the | 
adjustment of certain claims to reservations of | 
lands, under the: 24th ‘article of the treaty of | 
Dancing Rabbit creek, with the Choctaw Indians; 
which motion was agreed to. ee 
Mr. WALKER moved to amend the bill by | 
striking eut the whole of it, and inserting, in lieu, 
rovision appropriating $30,000 in ad» 


. tinga report from the colone 
|; was laid on the table, and ordered to be printed. 


recommended to be || 


of Mississippi, to the west of the Miasissippi 
river. 

Mr. PRESTON submitted whether it was in 
order to move to strike out the subject of the bill, 
and to insert an entirely different subject? 

The CHAIR decided that it was always proper 
to move to strike out and insert. 

After a debate, in which Messrs. WALKER 
and MOORE took part, 

Mr. EWING, of Ohio, moved to lay the bill 
on the table; which motion was agreed to. 


BILLS PASSED. 


The bill to continue the national road from the 
Mississippi river, to Jefferson city, in the State of 
Missouri; 

The bill to repeal so much of the act of 1799 
as respects the issuing of certificates on imported 
wines; 

The bill for the relief of Frederick C. De- 

rafft; 

The bill to authorize the corporation of George- 
town to close certain streets in said town; an 

The bill giving the assent of Congress to the act 
of the Legislature of Virginia incorporating the 
Fredericksburg and Falmouth Railroad Com- 
pany, were severally read the third time and 
passed. 

; The Senate then adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Sarurpay, July 2, 1836. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House a com- 
munication from the Secretary of War, transmit- 
lof ordnance; which 


PUBLIC LANDS. 


Mr. BOON moved a suspension of the rules 
for the purpose of offering the following resolu- 
tion: - i 

Resolved, That the Committee on Public Lands be ih-: 
structed to inquire into the expediency of providing, by 
law, that the future sales of the public lands of the United 
States shall be confined exclusively to actual settlers in 
tracts, at limited parcels, at reduced prices. 


The motion was disagreed to.. : 
REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 

Mr. GRENNELL, from the Committee on 
Claims, reported a bill for the relief of Joseph 
Nourse; which was read twice and committed. 
| Mr. BELL, from the Committee on Indian 
i Affairs, made a report, in part, in relation to that 
subject; which, with the accompanying docu- 
į ments, was laid on the table, and the report only 
ordered to be printed. 

Mr. LAWLER, from the Committee on Pri- 


i| vate Land Claims, repotted a bill for the relief 


of John Coss & Co. 
Mr. DARLINGTON, from the Committee on 
Clalms, reported a resolution authorizing the 


| Secretary of War to adjust thé claim of Jóhn' 


Jones; -which was considered and agreed to. 

Mr. THOMAS, from the select committee on 
the banks of the District of Columbia, reported 
a resolution to pay Thomas Shankland a per 
dicm allowance for his services as clerk to that 
committee, i we! seNe R ETTAMS 

In reply. tp an jnquir r. 7 3] 
of Noth Coding, Mr. THOMAS. stated the 
compensation intended was cight dollars per day. 

Mr. HIESTER moved to lay the resolution on 
thé table; which was agreed to. 

LOANS BY DEPOSIT BANKS. 

Mr. HUNT, from the select committee ap- 
pointed to inquire whether members of Congréss, 
or others, had procured public moneys of the 
deposit banks for the purpose of speculaas in 
the public lands, made a report, accompanied’ by 
the following resolutions: vee 


lved; That the select committee appointed by this 
gears hé 90th June, 1836, be möoreased tro nine, and that 


e sum already appropriated for the, 
removal of the Choctaw Indians, now in the State 


House on th i ; d tha 
said committee have power to sit dusing: the:yecess of thig 


House. 


“ 


Reolee?, That stud commit f 
whom, ror speeniation in publie lands. the deposit banks | 
have isstied ex ttificates of deposit without an netual deposit 


in cash and ro what e 
mont fur, purchases er public 
me tee. That said committee inquire how far, and to 
woth evient, combinations in the purchase of the public 
punla havo bueu tormed, or are forming, sufficiently strong, 
from nefecested mocses, to coutral to any extent the legis- 


lacie action of Congress- 

Mr. HUNT addressed the House at some 
length in support of the resolutions. 

Mir. LANE said the House cannot have for- 
gotten the painful sufferings of yesterday, the 
imaccessary and wanton sacrifice of the ume of 
the House and of the public business, occasioned 
bya similar resolution reported by the chairman 
of the Committee on Indian Affairs, [Mr. BeLL,] 
which, and the motion akin to it, occupied the 
House from ten o’clock in the morning until 
after nine o'clock in the evening, in idle, angry, — 
and useless debate; after which those honorable 
and patriotic gentlemen, who have sacrificed so 
large a portion of the time of the session, by ery- 
ing fraud and corruption, until those terms have 
become as familiar to the cars of others as they 
appear to have been to themselves, retiredas usual, 
leaving the few, very few, to sit until after one 
o'clock in the morning, in order to accomplish 
that which ought to have been done within the 
usual hours of legislation. . 

Mr. L. said, before he submitted the motion 
he had risen to make, he owed it to himself to 
say, that he was not engaged in any land spec- 
ulations, cither as an individual, or as the agent 
or member of any company; that he was not in- 
debted to any bank in or out of the District of 
Columbia; on the contrary, the indebtedness was 
en the other side. 

Mr. L. concluded by moving to lay the report 
and resolutions on the table, and that they be 
printed. 

Mr. HUNT asked for the yeas and nays; 
which were ordered. 

Mr. ADAMS called for a division of the ques- 
tion, 

The question was first taken on laying on the 
table; and decided in the affirmative—99 to 70; 


and the motion to print was agreed to without a ; 


division. 
OTHER REPORTS. 


Mr. UNDERWOOD, from the Committee on 
Revolutionary Claims, reported a biil for the relief 
of the children of Horace Cooper; which was 
read twice and committed. 

Mr. WISE, from the select committee on the 
gubject, reported a bill for the relief of the heirs 
af General Thomas Nelson; which was read twice ` 
and committed. ; | 


Various standing committees were discharged 
from the further consideration of the unfinished | 
business before them. a : 
, Mr. CAMBRELENG called for the orders of 
the day; and, on motion of Mr. McKENNAN, 


c House resolved itselfinto the Committee of the | 


7hoie on the state of the Union, (Mr. Mason, 
of Virginia, in the chair.) f 
LOUISVILLE AND PORTLAND CANAL. 


"My. GRAVES moved that the committee take | <- : 
i priations for certain harbors. 


up the bill to authorize the purchase of private 
stock, on the part of the United States, in the ` 
Louisville and Portland canal; which was lost— 

ayes 53, noes 73. 
“Mr. G. made several other attempts to get up ` 
this bill, but the vote was always against its con- 

sideration. ; 


RAL LAND 


REORGANIZATION: OF THE GENE 
OFFICE... 


_. Qn motion of Mr. KENNON, the committee | 


took 
eral Land Office. nae 
. Phe biil having been read, the gommittee took _ 
up the amendments proposed by the Committee : 
on Public Lands. : 
_ Mx, K. hoped the commi 
in any. of the amendments, 
as ít came from the Senate. 
On this considerable discussi 


up (nem. con.) the bill to reorganize theGen- . 


ttee would not concur 
but agree to the bill | 


on arose, in which’ 


Sea 


| The House, by general consent, took: up 


jot. ° EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATION. 


Messrs. LINCOLN, WILLIAMS of North 
Carolina, VINTON, JOHNSON of Tennessee, 


| 


CHAPMAN, JOHNSON of Louisiana, LYON, | 


GRENNELL, JARVIS, WHITTLESEY of 
Ohio, PARKER, BOON, and KENNON, took 
part, when all the amendments of the committee 
were concurred in. k j 

Mr. KENNON offered an amendment to the 
bill, adding twenty additional clerks at a salar 


of $1,200 each, Mr. K.explained thatthis amend- 


ment was contained in the Senate’s bill, but was 
left out in the engrossment by mistake. 

The amendment was then agreed to. 

Mr. LINCOLN moved to strike out the pro- 
viso in the fourth section; which was agreed to. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Tennessee, offered an 
amendment as a substitute for section nine, a sec- 
tion providing that the commissioner should have 
a stated number of clerks, to be appointed only 
for two years, He stated his object to be to have 
allthe werk of the office now lying behind brought 


pi 
I. 


up; and then leave it for Congress to fix the num-. 


ber necessary to be em d hereafter. 
After some remarks by 
SEY of Ohio, BOON, JARVIS, VINTON, 


WILLIAMS of North Carolina, and PARKER, 


oye 


l 
by Messrs. WHITTLE- ; 


The amendment of Mr. JOHNSON was re- ; 


jected. 


Mr. GARLAND, of Louisiana, offered asan | 


additional section that the offices should be kept 
open ten hours a day in the summer season, and 


eight hours in the winter; which was agreed to. : 


Mr. UNDERWOOD offered an amendment 


placing restrictions upon registers of land offices; . 


which was agreed to. 
Mr. HAWES submitted an amendment pro- 
hibiting officers of the General Land Office from 
par chasma pulis lands; which was agreed to. 
Mr. JOHNSON, of Tennessee, moved an 
amendment providing that the thirty-five clerks 
rovided for by the bill at a salary of $1,000, 


p 
` should not be appointed for a longer term than 


| two years; which was lost. 
| Mr. J. then offered an amendment for the pur- 
pose of inercasing the pay of the clerks in the 
! War Department. 
| After a few remarke by Messrs. VINTON, 
| CAMBRELENG, and JOHNSON, the amend- 
; ment was rejected. 1. 

The bill wus then laid aside to be reported to 
i the House. 

GENERAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 

The committee then took up-the bill in addition 
to the act making appropriations for the support 
of Government for the year 1836., , o 7. 

Some of the amendments submitted by Mr. 


: CamBRELENG, from the Committee of Ways and 


Means, were concurred in; when 
The House took the usual recess, from half 
past two to four o’clock. 


EVENING SESSION. , 


| bill for the relief of Stockton 
' Moore. 
The amendment of the 


i 
1 
i 


| read a third time, and passed. 


HARBOR AND RIVER BILL. 
The House then took up the bill making appro- 


|” The several amendments of the Senate, pro- 


l posing reductions, were concutred in. 


: f 1 
The. question then recurred on the Amendment | on shore at this town sick, and unable t 


| preperine to insert the clause struck out by the 
; House, making an appropriation of $30,000 for 
i surveys. 
| Mr. SMITH called for the yeas and rayson 
‘concurring in the amendment; which were or- 
dered; and were—yeas 7], nays 64. 
So the amendment of the Senate was. con- 
' curred in. 


2 


i © The SPEAKER laid béfore the House a com- 


‘munication from the Secretary of the Treasuty; i 
~ showing the amount of duties ort merchandise 


; during the year 1834, and a communication from 
i the same, transmitting a statenient from the Re- 
| gister of the Treasury, Showing the amount of 
_ ditties paid, and drawbacks payable, on several 


Committee of the Whole i 
to the said bill was concurred in; and the bill was |; 


=e 


July 2, 


articles imported into, and reéxported from, the 
United States in 1832, 1833, and 1834; and both 
of which were laid on the table, and ordered to 
be printed. 

PUBLIC DEPOSITS. 


Mr. SMITH, from the Committee of Ways 
and Means, reported, without amendment, the 
Senate supplementary bill regulating the deposits 
of the public moncy; which was ordered to lie 
over. 

GENERAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 

The Howse went into the Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union, (Mr. Mason in 
the chair,) and resumed the consideration of the 
bill in addition to an act making appropriations for 


_ the support of Government for the year 1836. 


Various amendments submitted by Mr. Cam- 
BRELENG were agreed to. 

Mr. JARVIS moved an additional clause, ex- 
tending the Capitol square westward to the first 


street, including the botanic garden, (so called.) 


Mr. PARKS briefly advocated the motion. 
Mr. WARD said he concurred in opinion with 
the gentleman from Maine, [Mr. Parks,] as to 
the propriety of extending the public grounds on 
the west of the Capitol as far as First street, and 
he hoped the proposed amendment would prevail. 
The public square will be much improved in 
appearance, and will be more in keeping with the 
; splendid Capitol; for the public grounds on the 
west are too limited for a building covering nearly 
: two acresof ground. In point of cconomy, (he. 
said,) it was desirable, because it is now pro- 
posed to erect an iron fence around the botanic 
garden, which will cost, at least, thirty or forty 
thousand dollars; and next year there will doubt- 
, less be an application for making an iron fence on 
the triangular lots which lie to the north of Penn- 
sylvania avenue, and south of Mar land avenue. 
If the grounds are extended to First street, as 
proposed, they will be handsomel laid out in 
walks, and planted with trees an shrubbery, 
and will, moreover, allow sufficient space for the 
fountain, or a jet d’eau, to be erected, five thou- 
sand dollars being appropriated in this bill for 
that object. 

The amendment was then agreed to. 

Mr. MANN offered an amendment authorizing 
the President of the United States to contract for 
the construction of a building for the Treasury 
Department of the United States. 

Mr. TALIAFERRO offered an amendment to 
the amendment to provide for the erection of a 

| fire-proof building for the Patent Office. 

| After some remarks by Messrs. VINTON, A. 

|H. SHEPPERD, TALIAFERRO, and JAR- 

| VIS, the amendment was agreed to, andthe 

amendment, as amended, was also agreed to. 
Mr..GRAVES offered an amendment to pro- 

vide for thé purchase of the stock of the Louis- 

ville and‘ Portland canal; which was lost—ayes 

| 50, noes 72. f 

Mr: DUNLAP offered an amendment appre: 


priating $5,000 for the erection of a matine hos- 
i; pital at Memphis, Tennessee. 
Mr. D. said that the amendment he offered was 


one of necessity; that every State west of the 
, Mountains was more interested than the State he 
‘had the honor in part to represent; but his imme- 
| diate constituents in the town where the hospital 

was intended to be erected were directly interested 
| as individuals. They had to pay annually more 
: than two thousand dollars in private contribu- 
` tions for the support of such persons as were put 


o Ap 
for their support and protection. ‘This 
ask the House to relieve my constituents 
from. They have less interest in the hospital than 
i any other portion of the community, except the 
| town of Memphis. ‘When the citizens of my dis- 
| ttict get so near home as Memphis, their friends 
i will come and take care of them. te 

„Mr. Chairman, (said Mr. D.,) 1 now hold in my 
hand the list of the steamboats en ma in the 
mavigation of the Mississippi river. The number 
af the boats will give the House some idea of the 
i number of persons engaged in the navigation 0 
said river. But, sir, there is another meritorious 
class of our citizens engaged in the navigation O 
the Mississippi river; they are persons who tåke 
| their surplus produee to ihe southern market in 


« 


anythi 
barden 


| 


Sir, the persons who are engaged in the naviga- 
tion of the Mississippi river are compelled to go 
to market in that season of the year that they are 
subject to all the diseases incident to the southern 
climate. 

Mr. Chairman, (said Mr. D.,) Memphis is sit- 
uated between three and four days’ travel above 
New Orleans, and those who contract the disease 
of cholera, yellow fever, or small-pox, by the 
time they arrive at Memphis, the disease makes 
its appearance, and the captains of the boats 
leave the persons thus diseased lying on the banks 
of the river, without any place to go to. No public 
house will take them in; and the private families 
do not wish to take persons among their families 
with contagious digeases, and the persons are leit 
te he on the wharf and die, or are placed at the 
charity of the citizens. Sir, if there is one man 
on this floor who will rise in his place and sa 
an hospital is not necessary at Memphis, I will 
not press my amendment. [ cannot, believe that 
any representative of the American people will 
refuse to appropriate money sufficient to build a 
house for the reception of the sick and disabled 
American citizens who are engaged in the navi- 
gation of the western rivers. 

Mr. STORER offered a substitute for the 
amendment appropriating $5,000 for the purpose : 
of making examinations and purchase of suitable | 
sites for hospitals on the western waters. 

Mr. PEARCE, of Rhode Island, opposed the 
adoption of the amendment, on the ground that 
the House was not in possession of the informa- 
tion necessary to justify the appropriation at this 
time. 

Mr. REYNOLDS, of Illinois, said that he 
knew it was unpopular to rise and speak at this 
late hour of the session. His excuse for it was 
the situation of the working class of men on the 
western waters. It was for them, and not for 
himself, that he exposed himself on this occasion 
to the censure of the committee. The gentleman 
from Rhode Island [Mr. Pearce] said, we must 
wait. Mr. R. said he would have no objection 
to wait if sickness and death to the sailors on the 
western waters would also wait. He said he had 
brought the subject before the House and Com- 
mittee on Commeree the session before the last, 
but nothing was done. The gentleman from 
Rhode Island does not know the situation of the 
working men on our rivers, or he would not 
urge a continuance of this subject. They are ' 
not like the gentlemen, living at their ease, with 
physicians and all the comforts and luxuries 
attending them. They walked not on tg in 
navigating their vessels. They needed legislation, 
and he hoped they would receive it. 

Mr. R. conelnded by observing, that nothing 
was demanded but a preparatory step to purchase — 
sites and report to the next Congress. 

The substitute and the amendment were both , 
rejected. ; ; 

Mr. HAWES offered an amendment appro- ` 
Pes $300 for the printing of the report in re- | 
PR to the West Point Academy; which was | 
ost. 

Mr. LOVE offered an amendment for the erec- |: 
tion of an hospital on some point on Lake Erie; | 
which was lost. ; ‘ 

Various other amendments were offered to the 
bill and acted on by the committee. ` 

_The bill was then lai 
the House. $ 


i 
i 


ey ‘PATENT LAWS. . 
The committee then took up the biltto promote | 


the progress of the useful arts, and to repeal all | 
acts or parts of acts heretofore made for that pur- || 


se. : EO Pe 
Por. HAWES offered an amendment reducing 
the salary of the Commissioner of the. Patent 


Office to §2,000. .: : 
After a few remarks by Messrs. WILLIAMS 


by 
of North Carolina, VINTON, REED, JOHN, |, 


SON of Tennessee, PARKS, and HARPER- 
the question was taken; and the vote was—yeas- 
25, nays 55; no quorum. ; : - 
The committee then rose and reported that fact 
to thé House, ~:~ a a 
The SPEAKER having resumed-the chair, 
Mr. DROMGOOLE moved a cali of the House; 


| rise and report some of the bills to the House; 


' bill having been engrossed, was read the third 


i was seconded by the House, and the main ques- | 


i strike out the clause appopranne 
eprese 


d aside to be reported to || 


li 


61] 


Messrs. HAWES, ADAMS,:-GRAVES, and 
HOWARD; all of which were rejected. : ; 

The bill was then laid aside, to be reported to 
the House. 


| which was ordered and proceeded in for some 
time, when its further proceedings were dispensed 
with, and the House again went into committee. 
The question being taken on the amendment, 
no quorum again voted, t i ‘ 
23 to 76. and then 32to ae tellers reporting first ADDITIONAL PAYMASTERS. 
Mr. CAMBRELENG said he hoped the còm- | Mr. JOHN SON, of Kentucky, moved that the 
mittee would rise, and that there be a call of the | committee take up the bill providing for the ap- 
House, so that it might be seen who were absent pointment of three additional paymasters in the 
on so important an occasion as the present. ; army; which was agreed to—ayes 88, noos no 
The committee then rose again for want of a ., counted. 
quorum. A The committee then took up said bill.. 
Mr. McKAY moved a call of the House. $ Various amendments were submitted by Messrs. 
Mr. GARLAND, of Louisiana, asked for the | McK AY and KINNARD; which were acted on. 
eas and nays, by the taking of which, he said, | Mr. WILLIAMS, of Kentucky, moved to 
it could be ascertained if a quorum were present |, strike out the enacting clause of the bill; which 
or not. |i was lost, 
The yeas and nays were ordered, and were— ! _ The bill was then laid aside, to be reported to 
119 to 35. So a call of the House was ordered. |. the House. 


TEXAS. 


Mr. MASON gave notice, that as soon as the | 
business before: the Committce of the Whole 
could be disposed of, he would ask the consent 
of the House to make a report from the Commit- 
tee on Foreign Affairs in relation to Texas. He 
moved that the further proceedings of the call be . 
ae gine with; which was agreed to. | 

he House then went again into committee, |: 
and Mr. CamBRELENG moved that the committee 


JUDICIARY SYSTEM. 


On motion of Mr, THOMAS, the committee 
then took up the bill entitled. “An act supple- 
mentary to the act entitled an act to amend the 
judicial system of the United States.” 

There were several amendments: proposed to 
this bill by the Committee on the Judiciary. 

After a few remarks by Mr. THOMAS, | 

Mr. EVERETT moved to Tay the bill aside. 

After some further remarks by Messrs, GAR- 
LAND of Louisiana, GARLAND of Virgina, 
UNDERWOOD, MARTIN, BELL, ROBERT- 
SON, JOHNSON of Louisiana, SUTHER- 
LAND, JOHNSON of Kentucky, EVERETT, 
and RIPLEY, the’ motion to lay the bill aside 
prevailed. : 


which was agreed to; and the committee rose and 
reported. 

Ay. ADAMS raised the point of order, that 
the chairman of the committee ought not to have 
reported any of these bills, notwithstanding the 
vote of the committee, on the ground that any 
one bill was open to amendment until they were 
all gone through. He addressed the House at 
some length on the point. Mr. A. then moved 
te recommit the bills; which was lost. 


REORGANIZATION OF THE GENERAL LAND | 
è OFFICE. 


The House took up the bill to reorganize the 
General Land Office. 

The amendments of the Committee of the . 
Whole were all severally concurred in; and the 


DUTY ON WINES, | 
The committee then took up Senate bill enti- 
tled “ An act to suspend the discriminating duties 
upon goods imported in vessels of Portugal, and 
; to reduce the duties on wines.” 7 i 
Mr. HOWARD, from the ‘Committse‘¢h 
Foreign Affairs, submitted sundry amendments; 
|| which were agreed to. ; 

Mr. CAMBRELENG moved a proviso, that 
the benefits of this act should not extend to any 
wines entitled to debenture; which was agreed to. 

` The bill was then laid aside to be reported to 
' the House. 


‘, “4 


| GENERAL RIPLEY. a 
| The committee unanimously took up the bill 
GENERAL APPROPRIATION BILE: ; ' granting a pension to General Eleazer W. Ripley. 
The House then took up the bill in addition to The bill was read and considered, and ordered 
the act making appropriations for the support of || to be reported to the House, nem. diss. 


Government for the year 1846; On motion of Mr. VINTON, the: committe 
The amendments ofthe Committee ofthe Whole || rose and reported the foregoing bills and amend- 


were severally concurred in. 
Mr. DUNLAP then renewed his amendment | ments to the House. “$40 
PATENT LAWS——AGAIN, 


to appropriate $5,000 for the erection of a marine : : , 
hospital at Memphis, Tennessee. The SPEAKER having resumed the chair, th 
After a few remarks by Mr. DUNLAP, Mr. | House took up the bill entitled “ Anact to promote 
HOW ALD moved the previous question, which || the progress of the useful arts;” and to repeal all 
acts and part of acts heretofore made for that pip- 


pose. : T PP 
Mr. GARLAND, of Louisiana, mo 


time, and passed. 


tion was ordered. i 

The bill having been ordered to be engrossed, | 
was read the third time; and the question being | 
on its passage, 

Mr. PATTON moved to recommit it to the |: 
Committee of the Whole, with instructions to | 
the compen- 
ntatives from ||: 


wed tq.lay 
‘the bill'on the table; which was lost.) | 

Mr. TALIAFERRO moved to reconsider the 
vote by which this bill was*ordered to a third 
reading; ‘which was lost. dee EN 

The bill was then read a third time and passed. 
, sation to the Senators and * ADDITIONAL PAYMASTERS—AGAIN.: ` 
i Michigan. : : ; 
Mr. MANN, of New York, moved the previ- 
| ous question; which was seconded by the House 
: —ayes 77, noes 52. 
: Mt. CALHOUN, of Massachusetts, called for 
the yeas and nays on ordering the main question; 
which were ordered; and were—yeas 94, nays 73. 

The bill was then passed. 

PATENT LAWS—AGAIN. 

The House again went into Committee of the 
Whole on the bill to promote the progress of'use- 
‘ful arts, &c. l | 

. The. amendment pending was, the motion of |; 
Mr: Hawes to reduce the salary of the Commis- SE l so y Lets 
sioner of the Patent Office to $2,000. = The amendments were all concurred i 4 and 

The question being taken, it was decided in the || having been ordered to be engrossed, the bill was 
hepative-+ayes 28, noes 93. Sains |: read a thitd time and passed. — 

r. HAWES. moved țo-redace the salary of i|. 
į the chief clerk to @1,500; which was lost... : | 
Various other amendments were submitted by | 


The House then took up the bill to appojht 
| three additional paymasters in the Army of the 
: United States. tent cays 
| Mr WILLIAMS, of Kontugky, moved to ky 
|. the.bill on the table; whieh was lost. ~ 

The amendmenta of the Committee of the 
‘| ‘Whole were concurred in; and the amendments 
' having been ordered to be engtosked, the bill was 
i; read a third time and passed. ES oe 


DUTY ON WINES=AGAIN. 

The House then took up the bill to suspend 
the diseriminating duties on goods imported in 
vessels of Portugal, and to reduce the duties on 
wines. :, 


} 


: GENERAL RIPLEY—~AGAIN. ” 
The House then took up the bill granting a 
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ènsion to General Eleazer W. Ripley; 
read a third time and passed. 
HARBOR AND RIVER BILL. 
I 


The House took up the amendments of the Sen- ; 
ate to the bill making appropriations for certain 
harbors for the year 1836. . 

Mr. PATTON moved to lay the billand amend- 
meuts on the table. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Kentucky, called for the 
yeas and nays; which were ordered; and were— | 
yeas 54, nays 91; as follows: 

YEA3—Messrs. Beale, Beanmont, Bell, Bond, Bouldin, 
John Calhoon, Cambreleng, Casey, Chapman, Jom F. il. 
Claiborne, Cleveland, Cales, Craig, Crane, Forester, Fry, 
James Garland, Graves, Haley, Joseph Hat, Hitam Hail, 
Hawes, Hawkins, Haynes, Henderson, Hopkins, Hubley, 
Jarvis, John W. Jones, Luke Lea, Lewis, Logan, Loyat, 
Lucas, Abijah Mann, gob Mann, Martin, John Y. Mason, 
McKay, MeLene, Montgomery, Morris, Patton, Pinckney, 
Rencher, Robertson, Rogers, Augustine H. Shepperd, 
Standeter, Underwood, Wagener, Webster, White, Sher- 
rod Williams, and Wise—o4t. k 

NAYS—Messrs. Adams, Heman Allen, Aeh, AShley, 
Bailey, Barton, Bockce, Borden, Boyd, Briggs, Bums, Wit- 
liam B. Calhoun, John Chambers, Cuapin, Corwin, Cramer, 
Cushing, Cushman, Darlington, Denny, Dickerson, Double- 
day, Evans, Farlin, William K. Fuller, Galbraith, Rice 
Garland, Gillet, Granger, Grennel!. Hamer, Hard, Harper, 
Albert G. Harrison, Hazeitine, Heister, Hear, Howard, 
Huntington, Ingersoll, Ingham, Jabez Jackson, Janes, 
Richani M. Johnson, Henry Johnson, Judson, Kilgore, 
Kinnard, Lane, Lansing, Lawrence, Lay, Thomas Lee, 
Lincom, Love, William Mason, Sampson Mason, McCarty, 
MeKennan, McKeon, McKim, Miller, Milligan, ‘Moore, 
Hes renter es Patterson, Dutee J. Pearce, James A. Pearce, 
Pettigrew, Phillips, Reed, Ripley, Russell, Schenck, Shinn, | 
Sickles, Smith, Spangter, Sprague, Storer, Surberland, 
Thomas, John Thomson, Toucey, Twrrill, Vinton, Ward- 
wel, Washingten, Elisha Whitticsey, and Thomas T. 
Whitulesey—91. 

So the motion to lay on the table was negatived. 

Mr. SUTHERLAND moved the previous 
question; which was seconded by the House— 
ayes 88, noes 33. 

The main question was ordered; and the 
amendments were concurred in. 


DEPOSIT BILL. 
The House then took up the supplemental de- 
sit bill from the Senate. 
Mr. RENCHER submitted an amendment pro- | 
viding for the disposition of the United States l 
bank stock owned by the United States, in case | 
it should be received before the distribution bill | 
came into operation, (viz: thatits proceeds should 
be added to the amount to be distributed,) and 
asked for the ycas and nays; which were or- 
dered. i 
Mr. McKIM moved the previous question; but |. 
the House’ refused to second the motion, only 54 ' 
‘voting in the affirmative. f 
Mr. WISE then addressed the House on the |' 
principles of the originalbill; and, after a few | 
words in explanation from Mr. PATTON, 
Mr. MAN N moved to Jay the bill qn the table; | 
which was lost, ; ; 
The question was then taken on the amend- | 
_ment; which was decided in the negative—yeas | 
60, nays 76. 
So the amendment was disagreed to... | 
The bill having been ordered toa third reading, 
_ was regd.the third time and passed. . i 
: PENSION BILL. _ 
Mr. WHITTLESEY, the 


{ 


| i 


On motion of House | 


took np the amendments of the Senate to the bill i! 


entitled ‘“‘ An act granting half-pay to widows and | 
„orphans where their husbands and fathers have 
“Hied, or shalt hereafter die, of wounds received 
in the miftary service of the United States, in 


certain cases.”’. — . CE a : 
arks by Messrs. WHITTLE- 


After a few rem 
SEY and UNDERWOOD, the amendments of 
the Senate were concurred in. 

LAND CLAIMS IN LOUISIANA. 

On motion of Mr. JOHNSON, of Louisiana, 
the House took up. the bill from the Senate con- 
firming claims to lands in Louisiana. 

-. Phe bill lies on its third reading. 

7 Mr; PINCKNEY moved to lay it on the t 

-< which twas tost—ayes 38, noes 87. ` 

_ The bill 

. passed. a , 
CHICKASAW SCHOOL LANDS, ETC. ` 


Mr. CLAIBORNE, of Mississippi, said that 


able; 


1 


was then read the third time end || 


t p 
which was i vioas morning for an opportunity of moving to | 


go into the Committee of the Whole on the state 


of the Union on the bill from the Senate to carry | 
into effect the compact with the States of Ala- ; 


ama and Mississippi, in regard to the sixteenth 
sections and S cent. fund. 
He was wearied with these repeated prolonged 


sittings, these midnight vigils, but could not ne- ` 


giect a bill which, though local in its character, 
was of absorbing interest to his constituents. He 
was aware of the competition for the floor—of the 
deep anxiety of almost every gentleman to call 
up some favorite measure; he knew that there 
were bills upon the Calendar of more national im- 
portance; but still he would throw himself upon 
the indulgence of his friends around him, on all 
sides and in all parties of the House, and ask for 
the immediate commitment and consideration of 
this bill. He would move to give it precedence 
over all others. He had not heretofore been 
troublesome, importunate, or officious: he had 
proposed no partisan measures—made no super- 
fluous requests. The youngest member in the 


House of Representatives, he felt, from the day : 


on which he took his seat, that he had much to 


learn from the wisdom of the distinguished men , 


around him—much to ask and expect from their 
liberality and kindness. He had experienced 
frequent instances of this from the committee, 
which had already voted him, without opposi- 
tion, handsome appropriations for the benefit of 
his State. And he now asked, asa personal favor 
to himself, and to his respected colleague, [Mr. 
Dickson,] absent from indisposition—he asked it 
as due to the people of Mississippi, and more 
particularly to his enterprising and intelligent 
constituents residing in the Chickasaw cession— 
he asked it in behalf of the great cause of letters 
and internal improvement, which will be essen- 
tially advanced, that the House do agree, in these 
eXpiring moments of its protracted session, to go 


| into committee on this bill, It would occupy but 


ashort time; it had passed the severe ordeal of 
the Senate unscathed; and if opposed here—if any 
gentleman desired explanations or arguments, he 
was preparcd to plant his feet upon the compact, 
and upon the celebrated ordinance of 1785, and 
defend the bill, in all its features, as long as his 
almost exhausted physical powers would endure. 

On motion of Mr. C., the House went into Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union, 


_ and took up the bill indicated by him, the title of 


which was as follows: 


An act to carry into effect, in the States of Alabama and 
Mississippi, the existing compact within those States in 


regard to tire five per cent. fund and the school reserva- i 


tions. 

[This bill is peculiarly interesting to the people 
of Mississippi. It makes an appropriation out 
of the Treasury of an amount equal to five per 


| cent. on the net proceeds of the sales of the Chick- 


interested, but in a smaller degree.] 

The bill was read, considered, and ordered to 
be reported without amendment. 
LAND CLAIMS IN MISSOURI. 
- Phe committee then took up the bill confirming 
claims to lands in the State of Missouri, and for 


other purposes. : 
After some explanatiois by Messrs. HARRI- 


| 


‘amendment of the standing committee was con- 
. CONVENTION WITH SPAIN... 

riving 

F 1 f "1819 
with id, . i 


curred in. . j : i 
The bill was then laid aside to be.reported. 

The committee then took up the bill 

effect to the eighth article of the treaty o 

Mr, HOWARD moved to lay the Dill aside; 


which was agreed to. fe: 
“THE JUDICIAL: @¥STEN-. '; 
Mr. RIPLEY moved that the committee take 
up the bill entitled ‘‘ An act supplementary to the 


„it was now near daylight, and he had been 
patiently waiting from ten o'clock en the pre- 


act entitled an act to‘amend the judicial system 
of the United States.”’. eae 


‘asaw. lands, probably $30,000, and authorizes the | 
State to locate other lands in half or quarter sec- | 
tions, or eighths, in lieu of the sixteenth sections |; 
i neglected to be secured by the provisions of the 
|, treaty; and the land thus located is for the use of 
‘schools in the twelve counties recently organized 


‘in the,Chickasaw cession. Alabama is alike | 


SON of Missouri, and UNDERWOOD, the | 


On taking the question twice, the tellers first 
|| reported—ayes 71, noes 44; second—ayes 72, 
nocs 36; no quorum. 

Mr. EVERETT moved that the committee 
rise, and report that fact to the House. 

The CHAIR then rose, and was proceeding to 
' count the House, when 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Kentucky, rose and 
called the Chair to order. 

The CHAIR desired the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky ta take his seat. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. I shall not take my seat— 
you take yours. [Loud cries of ‘Order !”’ ‘ Or- 
der!’ from every part of the Hall.) 

The CHAIR. The gentleman from Kentucky 
is called to order! . 

Mr. WILLIAMS, I call you to order. 

The CHAIR. ‘The gentleman from Kentucky 
will be pleased to take his scat. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. I shall not take my seat! 
You take yours; I call you to order! 

The Speaker here appeared, and resumed the 
chair; when 

Mr. SUTHERLAND reported that, while in 
Committee of the Whole House, Mr. Wititans, 
of Kentucky, a member of the Committee of the 
‘Whole House, addressed the Chairman whilst he 
| was counting the members for the purpose of 

ascertaining whether a quorum was present, and 
was called to order by the Chairman and requested 

to take his seat; this he positively and repeatedly 

refused to do, and called the Chairman to order, 

and demanded of him to take his seat. And Mr. 
; Wiirams persisting in his refusal to submit to 
the authority of the Chair, the Chairman left the 
chair, and now reports the facts which had in- 
duced the committee to risc, to the Speaker, and, 
through him, to the Flouse. 

The SPEAKER decided the gentleman from 
Kentucky to be out of order. 

Mr. ADAMS moved that the House adjourn; 

‘which was lost without a count. 

/ Mr. VINTON then, by consent, moved that 
when the House adjourns, it adjourn to meet on 
Monday morning at eight o’clock; which was 
agreed to. 

Mr. WILLIAMS then rose and said that, like 
all other men, he was somewhat impulsive when 
he found his rights trampicd upon, but he wished 
the House distinctly to understand that what he 
had done was. not out of contempt or disrespect 
to the House. The fact was that, but a few 
moments before, he had called for a division of the 
question, and the individual occupying the chair 

|, had refused to listen to his. motion. He himself 
had passed it over then, though one of his col- 
leagues had come to him and endeavored to-dis- 
suade him from doing so. On what he considered 
i| a repetition of the insult, he called the Chair to 
|i order. He would now state distinctly, that he 
| intended no disrespect to the House, but he did 
|. intend to offer an indignity to the man who occu- 
ied the chair. 

Mr. SUTHERLAND. Then I will no 
the chair again. va 

The SPEAKER. 
the chair. 

Mr. SUTHERLAND. After what has fallen 
i. from the member, I will not take the chair. 
|| Mr. EVERETT moved thatthe House adjourn; 
| which was lost without a division, 
| The SPEAKER said the Chair had hoped that, 
on the temporary rising of the committee, this 
ance would fave been settled without any 

ifficulty, and he still hoped so. It wasa novel 

|| case, and it was forthe House, under the circum- 
| stances, to take its own course. He again re- 
| quested the chairman to resume the chair. | 

i|. Mr. SUTHERLAND said he must decline. 

Mr. LEWIS remarked that a great deal was 
due to temperance on this occasion. The fact 
was, that the House had had, for several days 
‘| past, most protracted sessions, and the great m- 
terest felt by particular members for particular 
measures might have prompted the chairman to 
have done more for the dispatch of business than 
-was perhaps strictly regular, though without 1n- 
tending it. He, himself, had no.doubt that. the 
gentleman from Kentucky labored under the im- 
pression that an indignity was offered to him, 
though he wae quite confident that none was 1m- 
tended. Is was, perhaps, an innocent misunder- 


t take 


The chairmen will resume 
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standing on both sides, and as the gentlenran from | proper. if he did not, then Mr. C. himself would |! House that’ 


Kentucky had made an apology to the House, |: 
and one that Mr. L. considered ample and satis- | 
factory, he hoped the chairman would resume the | 
chair, | 

Mr. JARVIS said it appeared to him that the 
case Was a very simple one. dt was whether the 
House would suttcr itself to be insulted through 
its chairman when in Committee of the Whole. 
If they would not sustain their chairman—if they 
would not resent an indignity offered to him in 
the chair—there was an end to all order. 

Mr. LEWIS replied, that if the chairman was 
willing to push forward the business of the House 
in a manner violative of the rules of order, he 
couid not but expect that the House would insist 
upon the observance of its rules. He did not 
impute any blame to the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania, then occupying the chait. On the con- 
trary, Mr. L. believed he was acting in accord- 
ance with what he believed to be the wishes of 
the House. He trusted, however, they would 
nat be disturbed by a formal discussion on the 
subject. As to the indignity to the House, he 
considered an ample atonement had been offered, 
for something was owing to the circumstances 
and to the course pursued by the chairman. i 

Mr. PATTON thought the first suggestion of || 
the gentleman from Alabama entitled to very : 
great consideration, and they should strive to | 
pass over this thing, It was not Mr. P.’s inten- ' 
tion to express any opinion on the subject, or to | 
recommend any step for the purpose of asserting | 
the dignity of the House, or of inquiring who ' 
was wrong, or who most wrong, in this matter, | 
fox he did not decm such a course to be necessary. 
There is the gentleman who occupicd the chair 
refusing to resume it, and they must consequently | 
cither stand where they were, or get on in some | 
way. If the gentleman from Pennsylvania still | 
refused to resume the chair, Mr. P. hoped the 
Speaker would request some one else to take it. 
(Cries of © No! no!” from all parts of the Hall. 

Mr. CAMBRELENG hoped no one else woul 
take the chair till the insult offered to the Chair- 
man had been satisfactorily disposed of. 

By unanimous consent, the Speaker signed a 
number of enrolled bills at this stage. 

Mr. CRAIG moved an adjournment; which || 
was lost. 

Mr. PATTON wished to add to what he said _ 
before. Ht was perfectly manifest that the pre- 
siding officer of the House could not do anything ' 
more than he had done; and it was for the House 
to take what measures it thought best. No prep- 
osition of that sort having been made, he now 
submitted to the Chair whether it was not the : 
rule that he should vacate the chair, and, if the |. 
former Chairman refused to take the chair, appoint |; 
some one else in his place. | 

Mr. PARKS had particularly marked the | 
course of the chairman that night, which, in his |. 
opinion, was strictly parliamentary; and, after |: 
what had taken place, he should deem it highly | 
improper in the Speaker to call any other person 
to the chair, until some apology had been made 
to the gentleman for the insult offered him by | 
the member from Kentucky. For one, he should | 
object to any other chairman being appointed 
until that be done. 

Mr. INGERSOLL objected to this course, as |’ 
it might render the session interminable. He |: 
would take the liberty of adding that it was no 
at all necessary that the House should instant! 
vindicate its own dignity, if it had been insulted. |: 
Any time during the session would do, either by i! 
the appointment of a committee or some other '' 
mode. He hoped, therefore, that some other | 
gentleman would be called to the chair, and leave | 
the question open for future direction. 

The SPEAKER would respectfully state that 
asthe case was altogether of a novel character, 
he would be entirely under the control and gov- 
ernment of the House in this matter. 

Mr. INGERSOLL then moved that the 
Speaker request some other gentleman to take the 
chair. [Cries of ‘No! no!’ from all parts of the 
Hall.) 

Mr. CALHOON, of Kentucky, said if the 
House would accede to this proposition, he was 


| Kentucky. on 
much acquainted with the gentleman’s rapidity ` 


well assured that his colleague would on Mon- 
day make such an apology as would be right and 
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move sich resolutions and such proceedings as - 


should vindicate the order and dignity of the 
House. To this he pledged himsclf, and he 
hoped the House would assent to it. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Kentucky, knew his col- 
league to be actuated by the best feclings, both 
towards him and towards the House. ` During 
the present session Mr. W. had done all in his 
powcr to keep order, nor had he done anything 
to obstruct the business of legislation; but, on 
the contrary, everything to expedite it. What 
apology might be neecssary was unknown to him, 
but he could only repeat what ke had said before; 
that, under the excitement of the moment, be- 


lieving, as could be testified to by a host of mem- | 


bers, that an indigni 
by the Chairman, he had acted as he had done, 
and as he belicved he had a perfect right to do. 
He had called for a division of the question; the 
Chairman said ‘‘nevermind—go on, go on;”? and 
then one of Mr. W.’s colleagues came to him, 
and told him that he had received more than any 
man ought to receive, and that he ought to insist 
upon his rights. Still he thought the Chairmax 
intended nothing till after two successive counts: 
By passing through the tellers, it was evident 
that a quorum was not presents and it was the 
duty of the Chairman immediately to have vacated 


the chair, and made known the fact to the House. | 
Still the Chairman was not satisfied, and he him- - 


sclf commenced counting, when the member from 
Vermont [Mr. Evererr] moved that the com- 
mittee rise and report that there was no quorum. 
Well, what did the Chairman then do? Instead 
of putting the question, (said Mr. W.,) as he 
should have done, he ordered the members to 
take their seats, commenced counting, and I got 
up to a point of order. The Chairman directed 
me to take my seat, and I refused, when there 
were ¢rics of “ Order! order !” from every part 
of the Hall, intimating that I was out of order. 
I then said that I called the Chairman. to order, 
and that he had failed to discharge the duty im- 
posed upon him. I was again called to order 
from every quarter, and evcry man knows how 
to appren a thing of this kind. I have- said 
that I was the last man upon this floor who would 
offer an indignity to the House, but that all that 


: Í did do was intendcd to reach the Chairman,and 


T wili not recall what I have said. Towards none 
do I entertain any unkind feelings, cxcept one, 
but I will never submit to be dictated to by any 
man. I do not know (added Mr. W.) whether 


` you can separate the personal and official charae- 


ter of the Chairman, but l intended to insult him 
without intending to insult the House, for I knew 
he had no right to govern the House. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD made a few suggestions. 
He was satisfied, he said, that his colleague made 
the remarks he did, under the supposition that he 


was insulted by the gentleman from Pennsylvania, | 


But Mr. U. was perfectly satisfied that that gen- 
tleman designed no insult to his colleague from 
His colleague, perhaps, was not 


of manner, and therefore ascribed it ta insult 
towards himsælf.. Mr. U. was satisficd the 


had becn offered to him ` 


Chairman was acting his best to progress in the | 


of order, in counting the House after the report 
of the tellers that no quorum had voted. 
did not know whether the Chairman had the 
right to do this or not. If he had, his colleague 


(Mr. Wiitrams}] was wrong in calling him to : 


order. It seemed to him, however, that the 
diffieulty could be settled in this way; that his 
colleague might acknowledge, without compro- 


mitting his honor in the least, that what he did, : 
proceeded from a belief that he was personally | 


insulted; and Mr. U. felt satisficd, ag his friend 
and colleague, that no insult was intended. [Mr. 
U. paused for some time.] 

Mr. FRY said he had listened to the explana- 
tion of the gentleman from Kentucky, (Mr. 


Wittiams,] and it certainly was unsatisfactory, | 


and he suggested a resolution to that effect. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD hesadd leave to add a 
word òr two. He was sure he could not be mis- 
taken in supposing the Chairmat intended noin- 
sult to his colleague, and he thought the correct 
course would be for his colleague to state to the 


l business of the House, whether in order or oat | ; i 7 f 
ia personal insult; but his (Mr. J.’s) collesigue 


Mr. U.: 


| then, or when unęer lesg excitement. 


what he had done proceeded from a 
belief that he was insulted, and his rights trampled 
upon; that in that belief only, and laboring under 
that impression, if it should be the sense of the 
House that he was not insulted, or intended to 
be insulted, he retracts everything he has said. 
This Mr, U. thoughtthe best way, without com- 
promising the honor of anybody. 

A considerable pause took place, apparently to 
give Mr, WiLLiams a further opportunity of ex- 
plaining; but that gentleman not rising, 

The SPEAKER said the course of the Chair- 
man, in counting the House when a quorum had 
not voted, was strictly parliamentary. 

Mr. WHITTLESEY, of Ohio, said he had 
no doubt all the difficulty had grown out of the 
fact of the gentleman from Kentucky not know» 
ing the rules. It had been the invariable rule for 
the Speaker and the Chairman of the Committee 
of the Whote, whenever the question was raised, 
whether a quorum was present or not, to proceed 
to count the members, or to ascertain in any other 
way he thought best to aceomplish that object. 
Now, it was well known that a division of the 
House did not always ascertain the fact, for it 
was frequently the case that all the members did 
not vote. Inthe present instance, he knew that 
many members did not vote, and he held it to be 
the duty of the Chair to ascertain whether a quo- 
rum was present or not, by his own personal ex- 
amination, if he could. e thought at the time 
that the gentleman from Kentucky supposed the 
chairman had no such right or power, but Mr. 
W. maintained it to be his duty. Now, if the 
gentleman from Kentucky was laboring under 
that impression, it seemed to him (Mr. W.) that, 
without compromitting his honor, it was due to 
him to make such a statement to the House. An 
explanation like this would settle the difficulty, . 
and the House might then procecd in its busi- 
ness. 

Mr. PATTON had thought the plan he recom- 
mended would have been satisfactory to the 
House; but gentlemen said, ‘* No! no! no!” and 
yet no one had offered any proposition. He now 
moved the following resolution: ' 


Resolved, That‘'a conmunittee be appointed to take intd 
consideration whether any, and ifany,what, measures ought 
to be taken in vindication of the authority of the House 
alleged to be contemned by the violation of order reported 
by the Chairman of thre Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union. z 


Mr. P. thouglit this would be the best mode to 
| be adopted, and then the busincss of the House 
| might proceed. [Cries of ‘No! no!’’} 

| 


Mr. JOHNSON, of Kentucky, adverted to the 
fact that this was, perhaps, the first instance of its 
kind that had occurred since the organization of the 
Government. The fact was, that if the ground 
was maintained, that the Chairman could he offi- 

cially or personally insulted in the chair, no ore 
| would ever consent to occupy it. He would saz 
to the House, however, that, such was his knowl- 
' edge of his colleagne’s character as an honorable 

and feeling man, he was sure he intended no 
j insult to the House, and that he was excited 
towards the Chairman-only under the belicf that 
. that gentleman hadexhibited a want of attention 
i towards him. Now, Mr. J. was well convinced 
that every member of the House would acquit the 
i gentleman from Pennsylvania of any intention of 


being under that impression, as is very evident 
from what he has said, has made an attack upon 
the Chairman of the House which is totally 
unjustifiable. He had no doubt that his friend 
would take the advice df his colleagues, either 
If he did 
not, he had a ‘different character from what Mr. 
J. had always known him to be possessed: of. 
Mr. HARPER, in a few remarks, also urged 
the gentleman from Kentucky to make the expla- 
ion suggested by his colleagues. i 
"Mr. EVERETT said he had made the motion 
that the committee risc and report there was no 
uorum, holding that to be the proper course, 
though he knew that many gentlemen contended 
it to be the duty of the Chairman to ascertain 
himself whether there was a quòrum or not.! It 
was possible that his motion had produced the 
difficulty ,and it was with extreme regretnow that 
he had made it. i 
Mr. WILLIAMS again repeat 


ed his former 
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tatement, saying that his “indignation and con- 
pany f raised” by the insult offered to 
Mr. W. did not, and would 


himself under the necessity of moving such ares- 
olution as should vindicate the dignity and order 
of the House. That House had nothing what- 
ever to do with any personal quarrel between the 
gentleman occupying the chair and the member 
from Kentucky; but he was very much mistaken 
if it had not a great deal to do with the violation 
of its orders, and the total sacrifice of all the pub- 
lic business at a moment like the present. While 
he deeply regretted the painful necessity which 
urged him to do it, he most respectfully submitted | 
the following resolution; i| 

Resolved, That the member from Kentucky, Mr. Wit- 


Liamg, having refused to take his seat when ordered so to ' 


do by the Chairman of the Committee of the Whole House, 
having ordered the Chairman to take Ais seat, and having 
defied the power of the Chair and the House, has com- 
mitted a contempt of this Housc, and is justly liable to its 


censure. 


held that the gentleman from Kentucky wasright | 
in retorting what he considered to be an insult i 
towards himself by the Chairman; for supposing | 
the Chairman threw an inkstand at his head, 

would he not be justified in sending the missile | 
back? Mr. L. also maintained that the distinction | 
should be drawn between the personal and official | 
character of the Chairman. He had no doubt the | 
gentleman from Kentucky would say that he-had | 


no intention to insult the member from Pennsyl- ;: 


vania as Chairman of the House, but as an indi- 
vidual, and he would put that question to the gen- 


tleman. 

Mr. PHILLIPS sincerely hoped that no such 

uestion would be propounded to the member from 

entucky, nor that any course would be taken 
that would have the effect of converting this into 
a personal altercation. He differed with the gen- 
tleman from Alabama, whatever might have been 
the personal feelings of the member from Ken- 
tucky towards the Chairman of the Committee of ' 
the Whole, or whatever ground he might have ' 
supposed he had. Mr. P. thought he had none. : 
He should not be justified in his course, whatever | 
his personal feelings may have been. While in | 
the House they were all bound to conform to its 
rules; and the proper time and place for an ex- 
pression of personal feelings was elsewhere, and 
at a differeut time than on that floor. This act | 


can only beregarded here as an act of the member || 


> ERE | 
from Kentucky, in violation of the order of the 


House of which he was a member. 
that o pn feelings could justify sach con- 
duct, he language, too, used since by the gen- 
tleman from Kentucky, in his explanation, must 
be considered by all the members of the House | 
as an act of disrespect to that body and to its pre- : 
siding officer, and Mr. P. could conceive of no 


or, if that was not done, of the adoption of a | 


proposition similar to that indicated by the gen- — 


tleman from Maryland, in which Mr. P. felt it his | 


duty to say he entirely concurred. | 
Mr. THOMAS would suggest whether the |; 


House could not, without compromitting its own | 
dignity, postpone the consideration of nis col- | 
league’s resolution til Monday. (General cries | 
of“ No! not’) | 
Mr. EVANS did not sce what could be gained | 
by postponing this matter till Monday, when it 
would probably consume the whole day. If any 
more business was intended to be done, this matter 


must firs: be settled; and he regretted, extremely |; 


regretted, that the member from Kentuck did 
not seem inclined to accede to the request, advice, 
and solicitation of his friends and colleagues, and 
what aeemed also to be a very generous sentiment 
on the part of the House, and thereby put an end 
to this exceedingly unpleasant matter. Mr. E. 
regretted that the gentleman did not take the view 
of it his colleagues did. . The gentleman himself 
had left the matter beyond all doubt; for, since 
the Speaker resumed the chair, he declared his | 
object explicitly was to offer an indignity to the 
Chairman, 

The reason given by the gentleman from Ken- 


. officers. 


| 
yi 
| 
ti 
| 


Mr. P. held |; 


i! 
at 
u 


tucky offered no justification, even if the Chair- 
man had heard his call. Perhaps the gentleman 
did not know that those calls for ‘ question,” 
« divide,” ‘‘tellers,’? from members in their 


seats, were entirely out of order; and neither the } 


| 


Speaker nor the Chairman of the Committee of -| 
the Whole were bound to regard them, unless a ': 


member rose and addressed the cal] to the Chair 
in the same manner as if he was about to address 
the House. That the Chairman had been treated 
with great indignity there was no doubt; and he 
hoped that gentleman would not resume the chair, 


nor that anyother would be put in his place, : 


until this matter was settled; for the House was 
under a deep obligation to protect its presiding 


Mr. CALHOON, of Kentucky, did not intend 


to offer any justification of his colleague, but he , 
was convinced that, when he had had time to | 
reflect, he would make such an explanation as ` 


would be satisfactory. Mr. C. asked that this 
matter be postponed till Monday. He asked it 
not so much as a favor to his colleague as to the 


other members from Kentucky. He again assured : 
Mr. LEWIS contended that the House should || the House of his conviction that on Monday his 
be governed by the quo anime towards itself. He || colleague would come forward with a full and 


| frank disavowal. 
Mr. PATTON then modified his resolution, as 
follows: 


Resolved, That a committee be appointed to take into 
consideration what measures ought to he taken in vindica- 


tion of the authority of the House, contemned by the vio- , 


| lation of order reported by the Chairman of the Cotnmittee 
: of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 


|. Mr. PEARCE, of Maryland, then moved his 
| as a substitute. 

Mr. ROBERTSON remarked that there was 
i' no difference of opinion in the House as to the 
|, violation of order on the part of the member from 
'| Kentucky; but Mr. R. appealed to the House 
i y : : 

i! whether it ought to be visited by its censure and 
_ punishment at this late period. He asked what 
i| member would have escaped censure if censure 
' had fallen upon every breach of order during the 


li present session? It was too late in the session 


; to commence this vindictive course towards the 


member from Kentucky. 
Mr. BOULDIN asked to be excused, as he was 
not present when the occurrence took place. 

r. PARKER moved to amend the resolution 
by inserting the subsequent declaration of Mr. 
Wiiuiams, that his intention was to insult the 
Chairman; but the House evincing an indisposi- 
tion, Mr. P. withdrew it. 


The substitute of Mr. Pearce was then agreed | 


i} 
| voice; and the resolution, so amended, was con- 
i curred in [only two voices cried ‘* No!” at first, 
and after a short time a third was heard] with 
only three dissentient voices. It was then half 
; past four, a. m. 
| The House then went again into committee, 


to as an amendment, with only one dissenticnt ' 


| (Mr. Sur#ervanp resuming the chair,) and, on | 


| 


July 4, 


pexts sion, al} such facts and information as can be ob- 
tained throngh the custom house, or ftom other sources, 
respecting the deportation of paupers from Great Britain, 
‘and other places.” ascertaining as nearly as possible to 
what countries such persons are sent, where landed, and 
what provision, if any, is made for their future support. 
Mr. GRUNDY submitted a resolution for the 
appointment ofa joint committee to wait on the 
President of the United States, and inform him 
that the two Houses were ready to adjourn, and 
desired to know whether he had any further com- 


munication to make to them. 


On the suggestion of Mr. WHITE, the reso- 


‘lution was suffered to lie, on the table for the 


resent. : 

The bill to confirm certain land claims in Mis- 
souri was returned from the House of Repre- 
sentatives with amendments; which was agreed 
to. 

After acting on some bills from the other House 
that had passed on Saturday, the Senate went 
into the consideration of executive business; and, 


' after spending a short time therein, the doors were 


opened, when ; i 

Mr. DAVIS submitted the following resolu- 
tions; which were considered, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of War cause to be prepared, 
and laid before the Senate at its next session, a statement 
showing what improvements of harbors, rivers, and other 
objects have been commenced by the United States; what 
was the. original estimated cost of each of such improve- 
ments; what sums of money have been trom time to time 
appropriated in aid of each object; what balances of such 
appropriations remain unexpended, and what is the present 
condition of each work. 

Resolved, ‘That the said Secretary cause to be collected 
and arranged in chronological order all reports of surveys 
made for such objects which have been printed, and also all 
such as have not been printed, together with the maps and 


' drawings, with an index or indexes of reference, that they 


motion of Mr. Patron, immediately rose, and | 


proper result, until that language was withdrawn; 7? reported the various bille noted onito the House. 


‘The bill in relation to the five per cent. school 
‘ fund in Alabama and Mississippi; 


souri, and for other purposes; and 


‘a third time and passed. 
- House took up the bill authorizing the East 
! Florida Railroad Company to construct a railroad 
| through the public lands in Florida. 

The bill was on its third reading. 

' Mr. ROBERTSON briefly opposed it; and be- 
| fore any question was taken, 


| meet on Monday morning at eight o’clock, 


i absent. 
IN SENATE. 
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Mr. DAVIS submitted the following resolu- 


tion; which was considered, and agreed to: . 


The bill confirming certain land claims in Mis- . 


l. On motion of Mr. WHITE, cf Florida, the | 


Mr. JARVIS giving notice that, if a quorum | 
|| were not then 


may be laid before the Senate at the next session. 

The Senate then went into the consideration of 
executive business; after which, 

On motion of Mr. PRESTON, the report of the 
Committee on Revolutionary Claims, unfavora- 
ble to the petition of Mrs. Ann Royall, was taken 


up. : 

Pur. PRESTON moved to reverse the report, 
so as to read that the prayer of the petitioner 
ought to be granted. 

Mr. WHITE explained the nature of the claim, 
[interest on the commutation for half-pay of the 
petitioner’s husband, a captain in the revolution- 
ary war.] À 

Messrs. PRESTON and WALKER briefly 
advocated the claim; and after some remarks from 
Messrs. WHITE and MANGUM, the report 
was laid on the table. 

A message was received from the House of 
Representatives, by Mr. FRANKLIN, their Clerk, 
stating that the House had suspended the 17th 
joint rule of the two Houses, which declares that 


‘no. bill shall be sent to the President for his sig- 


nature on the last day of the session until two 


| o’clock, so far ag relates to the bill for the repair 


of the Potomas bridge; the billto amend the judi- 
cial system of the United States; the bill re- 
pealing the provisions in the 10th section of the 
tariff act. of 1832; the bill to confirm certain 
land claims in Missouri; the bill to repeal the 
provisions of the act of 1792, which requires 
issuing the certificates on imported wines; and 


The bill to purchase a patent sight of William © the bills that were passed by both Houses on 


‘| H. Bell, of North Carolina, were severally read . 


Saturday, and not submitted to the President. 
The question on taking up this resolution re- 


: quiring the unanimous consent of the Senators 
` present, 


Mr. MANGUM objected to the consideration 


of the resolution. 


present, he should move a call of ii their wishes that the Senator from Nort 


the House, so that it might be seen who were - lina would withdraw his objections, so far as 


: related to the bill to confirm land claims in Mis- 


The CHAIR declaring that the resolution could 
not-be considered, i 
Mr. WALKER said he felt strongly inclined 


The House adjourned at i've ’clock, a. m., to ` to appcal from the decision of the Chair. 


The Chair thenread the 48th rule of the Senate. 
Messrs. LINN and WALKER ex Pa 
aro- 


: souri, and the bill to carry into effect the compact 
- between the United States and the States of Mis- 


avail himself of the privilege conferred on hin 
i by the rule, and object to the resolution. His 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Trensury be directed ` , 
to cause te be collected. and laid before the Senate atits :. 


sissippi and Alabama. 


Mr. MANGUM said he felt coneiamed <6 
im 


long experience in the Senate had convinced him 
of the great advantages resulting from the rule 
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gmat mischiefs that would result from dispensing 
vithan it had been adopted after a full knowl- ` 
the meonveniences of the old practice, 
Seen found to have the most beneficial 
‘They all knew the experience of Con- 
gress was such, that some of the most important 
Cla had heen passed on the last night of the ses- 
sion, without debate, whipt through the other 
House. and they (the Senate) were called on to 
assent to them without knowing whether they 
were passed by 2 quorum or not 

Although he felt the strongest disposition to 
vield to the wishes of gentlemen whose constit- 
uens were interested in particular measures, yet, 
on this vevasion, he felt it his duty to: petsist 
iu his objections. He felt thhf making any ex- 
ceptions would be equivadent to a departure from 
the cule altogether; and, if they excepted in favor 
of any particular measures in tle Senate, why 
nigiitnot the House do the same thing, and carry 
it turther? He appealed to gentlemen whether 
his course in that body had not always been con- 
eiliatery and ready to yield to the wishes of a 
majority; and he assured gentlemen thst, in this 
instance, he was actuated by no unkind or unac- 
Stang feelings, but solely by a sense of 

uty, $ 
wir. CALHOUN said they all knew that this 
rule was adopted after many years of experience, 
and chat, on the last day of the session, the Ex- , 
ecutive had no opportunity to examine a number | 
of bills. He felt obliged to the Senator from | 
Noria Carolina for making his objections, as he ` 
thought it highly important that the rule should 
pot be relaxed. cae 

Mr. LINN did not suppose, for a moment, that 
kis friend from North Carolina was actuated by 
any unkind feelings, but that his objections were 
prompted by a sense of duty; but he begged him 
to reflect a moment whether there were not ocea- 
sions on which the most rigid rule should be dis- 
pensed with, and whether this was not one of 
them. It appeared (Mr. L. said) that this rule 
had been relaxed on more than one occasion, and 
he trusted that the gentleman would see that there | 
were some reasons for not so rigidly adhering to. | 
itnow. If there was one single bill that ought | 
to pass, why, let it be excepted; but if it should 
be found that alt ought not to pass, or that there 
were objections to them tending to ereate discus- 
sion, why, let them fall. In this particular case, 
he wished to except from the rule the bill for the 
confirmation of land claims in Missouri; a meas- 
ure to which there was not the slighest objection, 
and one of the greatest interest to his constituents, 
who had been [ong anxiously looking for its 
passage. He should regret exceedingly to see 
that measure, which had pasged both Houses, 
and only waited the President’s signature to be- | 
come a law, cut off by the rigid adherence toa: 
rule which could not have béen intended to apply. | 
to such a case. He could not conceive that it was 
tsc duty of the Senate of the United States to 
make its rules as irreversible as the laws of the - 
Medes and Persians, or that it ever intended to 
make rules that should by no possibility be re- 
laxed. He admitted the general propriety of the | 
rule, bat he repeated the hope that the Senator | 
from North Carolina would see that there were | 
oecasions on which it might be departed from 

Mr. WALKER felt conscious that the objec- |' 
tions of the Senator from North Cerdlina, and 
sustained by the Senator from Sonaty Carolina, 


ti 


mat 


resulted from a strict sense of duty; but he ap- | 


pealed to those gentlemen whether their objections | 
to bills that had been: passed ina hurry, right- | 


fully applied to bills that passed after full consider- |: 


ation, atid to which there were no objections. He 
begged gentlemen to consider whether such bills 
ought not to be excepted from the genetal rule. 
The bill he particularly referred to, and which he 
felt so anxjous to become a law, was the bill to | 
earry into‘effect the compact between the United 
States and the States of Alabamaand Mississippi, 
relative to the sixteenth sections of school lands, 
which passed the Senate two months ago, was 
reported favorably on by the Committee on Pub- 
lic Lands, unanimously, having the sanction ‘of 
its chairman, (Mr. Ewra, of Ohio,] who wad so 
rigid in hls examination of every bill relating to 
the publiclands. Now he appealed to gentlemen 


| 


which the House proposet to suspend, and the | konii the rule ought to apply to such'a bill is 
r thes? 


He did not wish the rule to be suspended 
with regard to any bill to which there was the 
slightest objections; and he hoped the Senator 
from North Carolina would yield to the genera! 
wish of the Senate, and withdraw his opposi- 
tion. 


Mr. BLACK read a list of the bills which | 


would be sent to the President under the resolu- 
tion, if adopted by the Senate, and said that he 
would offer an amendment to prevent its being. 
carried further. 

After some remarks from Mr. PORTER, 

_ The CHAIR stated that the rulc was impera- 
tive. The rule was, that no bill or resolution 
should be sent to the President on the last day 
of the session. The Chair, however, felt bound 
ta sign the bills, and, in the mean time, any gen- 
tleman who thought proper might appeal from 
the decision. 

Mr. MANGUM said, that the measure he 
regarded as the most pernicious not being in- 
cluded in the resolution, he would yield to the 
wishes of his fricnds, and withdraw his objec- 
tions. 

Mr. LENN said that his friend from North 
Carolina, in withdrawing his objections, had acted 
with that kindness and good feeling which had 
always characterized his course in that body. If 
he could mention one act which would confer a 
greater degree of happiness on a particular por- 
tion of the people, he would refer to the bill he 
had already mentioned; and in behalf of those 
who would be so essentially benefited by this 
most just and necessary measure, he returned his 
thanks to the Senator from North Carolina for 
withdrawing his objections to the suspension of 
the rule. 

After some remarks from Messrs. WALKER 
and BENTON, 

Mr. BLACK offered an amendment to the rule 
of the House, specifying particularly all the acts 
which should be embraced in it, and confining its 
operation to them solcly; but at the suggestion 
of the Chair, modified his amendment so as to 
make the resolution of the House read as fol- 
lows: l 

Resolzed, That the 17th joint mle of the two Houses of 
Congress, which declares that no bill or resolution shall be 


of the session, be suspended so far as respects such acts 
and resolutions as have atready paszed both Houses, and 
received the signatures of their presiding officers. 

The resolution, thus amended, was agreed to, 
and sent to-the other House for concurrence; 
after which, : f 

A message was received from the House of 
Representatives, by Mr. Frangu, their Clerk, 
statingthát they had concurred in the amendment. 

After the consideration of executive business, 

A message was received from tho President of 
the United States, by Mr. Donsson, his Private 
Secretary, stating that he had signed the several 
bills (specifying them by their titles) submitted 
to him on that day. 

The motion submitted by Mr. GRUNDY, for 
the appointment of a joint committee to wait on 
the President of the United States to inform him 
that the two Houses of Congress were ready to 
adjourn, and ‘desiring to know whether he’ had 


any further communications to make to them, . 
, was taken up and agreed to. : 


After waiting some time, Mr. GRUNDY, from 
i the joint committee appointed to wait on the 
President, reported that they had performed the 
duty assigned them, and that the President had 
answered that he had no further communications 
, to make to Congress. 
‘' On motion of Mr. BUCHANAN, 
! - The Senate adjourned sine die. 


. HOUSE OF: REPRESENTATIVES, 
i Mownpar, July 4, 1836. 


i 
| 
| of the House to offer.the following resolution: ` 
Resolved, That the 16th and 17th joiat rules of the two 
| Houses which provides that no bill that shall have passed 
one House shall be sent for coneurrence to the other on 
ether of the three last days of the session; and which also 
pronn any bill or resolution that shall bave passed the 
ouse of Representatives and the Senate 
to the President of the United States for his approbation on 
the last day of the session, is hereby saspended until half 


| 
| 
| 


Mr. MASON, of Virginia, asked: the consent | 


U be presented | 


submitted to the; President for his signature on the last- day : 


| past twe o’clock, p. m, of this day, so far as respects bills 


| of the Senate now in the House of Representatives, and 
bills of the House of Representatives now in the Senate. 
Objection being made, Mr. M. moved a sus- 
pension of the rules, and briefly explained his 
object to be toembrace some bills that had passed 
‘the two Houses, but had not received the signa- 
tures of the presiding officers. 
Mr. RIPLEY asked for the yeas and nays; 
which were ordered. 
_ Several suggestions were made to Mr. Masog 
! to specif. the bills by their titles; and i 
_ Mr. WHITTLESEY stated that there had not 
been an unconditional rescinding of the joint rules 
for fourteen years. 
The question was then taken; and the House 
refused to suspend—8d to 77; not two thirds. 
Mr. MASON then moved a suspension of the 
rules, for the purpose of offering the following: 
Resolved, That the 17th joint rule of the two Houses, 
which declares that “no bill or resolution that shall have 
passed the Honse of Representatives and the Senate shalt 
be presented to the President of the United States for his 
approbation on the last day of the session,” be suspended 
until the hour of twelve o’clock this day, so far as to em- 
brace those bills which have passed the two Houses. i 
Mr, WILLIAMS, of North Carolina, asked 
for the yeas and nays, for he said he did not wish 


; ta be detained there all night; which were or- 


dered. 
After various suggestions by Messrs. VIN- 
TON, PATTON, WHITTLESEY of Ohio, and 


, THOMAS, as to certain bills being embraced 
| within the resolution, and the mode of doing so, 


Mr. WHITTLESEY, of Ohio, moved to ex- 
cept the bill to transfer certain appropriations 


: from the Potomac bridge to other uses. : 


` Mr. ADAMS called forad 


Mr. MASON, of Virginia, accepted the above 
asa modification PA 
Mr. THOMAS moved to include in the reso- 
lution a joint resolution annulling certain laws of 
the Legislative Council of Florida; and called for 
the yeas and nays on his motion; but they were 
not ordered. 
The amendment of Mr. T. was then agrecd to. 
Mr. T. moved further to amend the resolution 
by embracing the bill toamend the judicial system 
of the United States. , i 
Mr. LYON called for the yeas and nays; which 
were ordered; and were—yeas 94, nays 6l. . 
So the amendment was agreed to. , 
Mr. CAMBRELENG moved to ine}ude the bill 
to alter and amend the act imposing duties on 
imports; which was lost.. | ; 
Mr. C. then moved to inclade the bill supple- 
mentaiy to the ‘act for the relief of the sufferers 
by the Tate fire in New York. 
“Mr. WILLIAMS,. of North Carolina, called 
for the yeas and nays, i 
| Mr. MASON, of: Ohio, demanded the previous 
| question. i : 
Mr. VINTON moved to lay the whole subject 
on the table, and called for, the ycas and nays; 
which were not ordered. - va 
The motion to lay on the table was then decided 
in the negative—ayes 43, noes not eounted.: 
The previous question was then‘ seconded 
ayes. 95, noes not counted; and the main question 
' was ondered to be put. 5 i eh ate, À 
ivision of the ques- 


tion. si ; 

The CHAIR decided that the motion to suspend 
was not divisible, inasmuch as the object for 
which a suspension of the rules is asked. must 
necessarily form a patt of the motion, 7 ore 
. Mr. ADAMS appealed from the decision of the 
Chair, and; called for the yéas and nays on the 
appeal; which wete not ordered. ; 
~The décision of the Chair was then affirmed 
without a division: aes 
- The question was then taken on the motion ta 
suspend the rules; which was decided in the affirms 
ative—yeas 11}, hays 53... “+ Spa 

Mr. JARVIS moved to amend the resolution 
by including the bill. for the enlistment of boys 
in the Navy, and the bill in relation to the marine 
corps; which was lost. 

MriGARLAND, of Lou 
clude the bill allowing the Apal: 
Company 'to leeate on the pona lands. 

‘Mr. PINCKNEY moved to amend the amend- 
ment by including the bill for the relief of Thomas 


Cooper; which was lost. 


isiana, moved toin- 
palachicola Railroad 
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cMr DUNLAP moved: to amend the amend- 
tent by imcduding the bill to extend, the time of: 
issuing cértain scrip certificates. ya 
“Mr. GARLAND accepted this as å modifica- 
tion, i eed 
“Nir, FRENCH moved to amend the amend- 
ment by inéludiag thé bill for the purchase of the 
Portland and Louisville, canal stocks which was 


toste- : : ee 

Mi, HARDIN moved to lay the whole subject 
ön the table; which. was lost ‘without a division. 

Mr. SPANGLER moved the previous question; 
which was scconded—ayes 87, noes not counted. 
“My, BOND called for the yeas and nays on 
ordering the main „question; whieh were not 
Ordered; and the House ordered the main ques- 
tiom to'be put. i i ptt ate 
+ Mr: ADAMS called for a division’ upon the 
original resolution, and upon the amendment. 

The CHAIR decided that the resolution was 
ğot susceptible, of division. , 5 
<Mr. ADAMS appealed from: the decision of 
the Chair... ; 

“A ftera few words by Messrs. ADAMS, PAR- 
KER; and HARRISON of Missouri, ; 
SMi GARLAND, of Louisiana, moved the 
previous question on the appeal. j ` 
“Mr: ROBERTSON moved to lay the whole 
subject on the table. 
“Mr. HARLAN called forthe ycas and’ n 
but the House refused to'order thèm. i 
v Phe motion to lay on the table was decided in 
the negative without a division. 
“Mr. ADAMS then withdrew the appeal. 
‘Mr: RENCHER called for the yeas and nays 
on agreeing to the resolution; which were or- 
dered. B ` 

Mr. EVANS renewed the appeal taken by Mr. 
AbaAms. 
` Mr. ADAMS called for the yeas and nays on 
the appeal, which were not ordered; and the 
decisión’ of the Chair was affirmed without a 
division. are 
~The question was then taken on agreeing to 
the resolution; and decided in the affirmative— 
yeas 111; nays.50. : : 

The SPEAKER laid before the House the 
resignation of the Hom. Axprew T. Junson, of 
Connecticut, às a member of the Twenty-Fourth 
Congress Bye 
f ” INDEPENDENCE OF ‘TEXAS. 

Mr. MASON, of Virginia, from the Committee 
on Foreign Affairs, made a report in relation to 
the affairs of Texas, accompanied by the follow- 
ing resolutions: Ra 

1. Resolved, ‘Phat the independence of Texas ought to 
be acknowledged by the’ United States, whenever satisfac- 
tory information has been received that it has in successful 
operation a civil government, capable of. performing the 
duties and fulfilling the obligations of an independent 
Power. aa i : ey 

2. Resolied; That the House of Representatives ‘per- 
ceive; with satisfaction, that the President of the United 
States has adopted measures ito ascertain the political, 
military, and civa.condition of Texas, A 

Mr. ADAMS moved to lay the report and res- 
olutions on the table. 


AY Sy. 


. Mr; PINCKNEY called for the yeas and nays | 


on this motion; which were 
yeas 40, nays 108; 0... 
So the motion to lay on the table was decided 
in the negative. . feb Sag ; 
Mr. PEYTON said this was-a.subject upon 
which he hada great desire to give his views, but 
they all knew that it would-be impossible to dis- 
cuss.it at this late period: of the session: | ‘For the 
first, and probably for the last time in his life; 
if it was not out of order for him to: do such a 
thing, and if it would not be considered as inter- 
fering with the prerogative of any other gentle- 


ordered; and were— 


man, he demanded the previous question upon the | 


adoption of the resolutions. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of-North Carolina, thought 
it not necessary, and he therefore begged the 
gentleman trom Tennessee to withdraw it. 

Mr. PEYTON refused on the ground that there 
was no time to discuss the subject. . 

The previous question was seconded—ayes&0, 
noes not counted. : 7 

Mr. REED called for the yeas ‘and nays on 


ordering the main question, which wete:not or- | 


dered; and the main question was- ordered to be 
put, us 


i 
i 


i 


«Mr: HARDIN called-for‘the yeas and nayson 
themain question}. which were ordered! 

Mr: ADAMS ‘called for a division of the ques- 
tion. > coe Bg a eo ea 
“The question-was taken on the first-resolution, 
and was—yeas 128, nays 20; as follows: 
YEAS—Messrs. Ash, Bell, Bockee, Bond, Bouldin, 
Boyd, Bunch, Bynum; John’ Calhoon,: William B: Cal- 
houn, Cambreleng, Carr, Carter, Casey, George Cham- 
bers, Chaney, Chapman, Chapin, Nathaniel H. Claiborne,, 
Cleveland, Coffee, Coles, Connor, Cushing, Cushman, 
Darlington; Denny; Dickerson; Doubléday, Dunlap, For- 
ester, French, William K. Fuller, Galbraith, Jamies Gar- 
land, Rice Garland, Gillet, Granger, Griffin, Haley, Joseph 
Halt, Hamer, Hardin, Harlan, Albert G. Harrison, Haynes, 
Henderson, Heister, Hopkins, Howard, Hubley, Hunt, 
Hantingtow, Huntsman, Ingersoll, Ingham, Jabez Jackson, 
Richard M. Johnson, Cave Johnson, Henry Johnson, John 
W.._Jones,: Kinnard, Lane, Lawler, Lay, Gideon Lee, 
Thomas Lee, Luke Lea, Lewis, Loyall, Lucas, Lyon, Job 
Mann, Martin, John Y. Mason, William Mason, Maury, 
May, McCarty, McKay, McKernan, McKim, McLene, 
Mercer, Miller, Milligan, Montgomery, Morgan, Morris, 
Muhlenberg, Owens, Page, Parker, Patterson, Patton, 
Franklin Pierce, Pettigrew, Peyton, Phelps Binekney, 
Rencher, Joseph Reynolds, Ripley, Robertson, Rogers, Sey- 
mour, Augustine’ H. Shepperd, ‘Shields, Shinn, Sickles, 
Sloan, Smith, Spangler; Standefer, Storer; Sutherland, 
Taliaferro, Thomas, John Thomson, Toucey, Towns, Un- 
derwood, Ward, Washington, Elisha Whittlesey, Thomas’ 
T.: Whittlesey, Léwis Williams, and Sherrod Williams— 
128, ear 

NAYS—-Messrs. Adams, Heman Allen, Bailey, Beale, 
Clark, Crane, Grennell, Hitand Hall, Hazeltine, Jarvis, 
Lawrence, Lincoln, Love, Dutee J. Pearce, Phillips, Potts, 
Reed, Russell, Stade, and Vinton—20. 


So the first resolution was adopted. 
The question was then taken on the second 


| resolution; and was—yeas 113, nays 22; as fol- 


lows. 

YEAS—Messrs. Ash, Beale, Bockee, Bond, Boyd, Bunch, 
Bynuin, John Calhoon, William B. Calhoun, Cambreleng, 
Carr, Carter, Casey, George Chambers, Chaney, Chapman, 
Chapin, Nathaniel H. Claiborne, John F. H. Claiborne, Cof- 


Farlin, Forester, French, William K.Fuller,Gaibraith, James 
Garland, Rice Garland, Gillet, Grayson, Haley, Hamer, 
Hardin, Harlan, Haynes, Henderson, Hopkins, Howard, 
Hubley, Huntington, Huntsman, Ingersoll, Jabez Jackson, 
Jarvis, Richard M. Johnson, Cave Johnson, Henry John- 
son, John W. Jones, Kinnard, Lanc, Lawler, Lay, Gideon 
Lee, Thomas Lee, Luke Lea, Lewis, Lucas, Lyon, Job 
Mann, Martin, William Mason, Maury, May, McCarty, 
McKay, MeKennan, McKim, McLene, Mercer, Miller, 
Montgomery, Morgan, Morris, Muhicnberg, Owens, Page, 
Patterson, Franklin Pierce, Peyton, Phelps, John Reynolds, 
Ripley, Robertson, Rodgers, Seymour, Augustine H. Shep- 
perd, Shields, Shinn, Sickles, Sloane, Smith, Spangler, 
Standefer, Storer, Taliaferro, Thomas, John Thomson, 
Toucey, Towns, Underwood, Ward, Washington, Elisha 
Whittlesey, Thomas "T. Whittlesey, Lewis Williams, and 
Sherrod Williams —113, 

NAYS—Messrs. Adams, Heman Allen, Bailey, Beau- 
mont, Bouldin, Clark, Coles, Darlington, Grennell, Hiland 
Hall, Hazeltine, Heister, Lawrence, Lincoln, Love, Milli- 


Slade—22. 
So the second resolution was adopted. 


The joint resolution adopted this morning 
having been returned from the Senate with the 
following amendment— 

Strike out all after the word “suspended,” and insert “so 


Houses, and have been signed by the presiding officers 
thereof,” 


Mr. THOMAS moved that the House con- 


cur. ; 

Mr. JARVIS moved to except from the opera- 
tion of this resolution the bill passed on Saturday 
night last confirming the titles to certain land 
claims in the State of Missouri. 


Mr. GARLAND, of Louisiana, demanded the 


House—yeas 87, nays 39. ; ; 

Mr. JARVIS called for the yeas and nays upon 
ordering the main question; but they were re- 
| fused; and the main question was ordered. 


main question; but they were refused; and the 
amendment of the Senate was concurred in with- 
‘outa count. 

| Mr. HARDIN moved to take up the resolu- 
| tion to pay $250 extra to each of the little boys 
| attending in the House, (in addition to their pay 


| of $1 50 per day;) which was agreed to. 


Mr. TALIAFERRO offered an amendment to 
give the post office messengers $750 per annum. 

Mr. HARDIN moved the previous question; 
which was seconded—ayes 79, noes 59; and the 
main question was ordered; put, and agreed to. 


fee, Connor, Cushing, Cushman, Denny, Dickerson, Dunlap, | 


gan, Dutee J. Pearce, Philiips, Potts, Reed, Russell, and | 


far as relates to such acts as have already passed both ! 


previous question; which was seconded by the | 


Mr. EVANS asked the consent of the House | 
to offer a resolution directing the Clerk. of the | 


Mr. BOND asked for the yeas and nayson the } 


i| lost—only 65 voting in the affirmative. 


House to- pay, out of the contingent fund, the 
amount of the expenses in providing books. for 
the new members... [The Senate had stricken out 
the item from the supplementary appropriation 
bill on Saturday last.]} 

. Mr. JOHNSON, of Tennessee, objected. 

Mr. EVANS moved a suspension of the rules; 
which was agreed to—ayes 91,-noes 35. . 

Mr. JOHNSON hoped the House would con- 
sent to the yeas and nays, so that the. country 
might see who it was that voted in the affirmative. 
He wished, also, an opportunity of recording his 
own vote in the negative.. The yeas and nays 
were accordingly ordered, 

After some remarks by Messrs. PATTON and 
EVANS, oor ; 

Mr. CAMBRELENG said the resolution was 
a blank, for there was not a dollar remaining of 
the contingent fund, out of which the Clerk could 
pay this money. He said it was extraordinar 
that the resolution should be introduced and ad- 
vocated. now, when, on Saturday night, there was 
not a single dissentient voice heard to concurring 
in the amendment of the Senate striking out this 
very appropriation from the bill. 

The question was then taken, and decided in 
the negative—yeas 56, nays 79. 

So the resolution was not agreed to. 


On motion of Mr. JOHNSON, of Kentucky, 
the House took up the joint resolution from the 
Senate, proposing the appointment of a jointcom- 
mittee to wait on the President of the United 
States with the usual message; and the commit- 
tee on the part of the House was ordered to' con- 
sist of two. a i . f 

Mr. LEWIS moved a suspension of the ‘rules 
for the purpose of offering a resolution to pay 
to the Sergeant-at-Arms, Doorkeeper, Assistant 
Doorkeeper, and postmaster, $300 each, for extra 
services durlng the present session; which was 


Mr. VINTON asked the consent of the House 
to submita proposition to repeal the rule requiring 
a vote of two thirds to suspend rules in relation 
to the order of business; which was lost. 

Mr. CAMBRELENG moved a suspension of 
the rules, for the purpose of offering a resolution 
to pay extra to the lamplighters, &c. 

Mr. LEWIS moved to amend the resolution 
by adding the one he had just offered. 

Mr. HARDIN briefly opposed the amendment, 
and it was negatived. : 

The House agreed to suspend the rules for the 
original proposition of Mr. CampreLenc—83 to 
37 cea 


Mr. HOWARD moved a suspension of the 
rules, for the purpose of offering the following 
resolution: A ; : 

- Resolved, That the report of the Committee on Roads and 
Canals on sundry memorials, praying Congress to complete 
the Cumberland road east of the river Ohio, by constructing 
a bridge between the town of Wheeling and the island in 
Virginia opposite thereto, together with the bill a¢eampa- 
nying the report, be referred to the Secretary of War, with 


i| instructions to cause the plan and estimates therein.to be 


revised, and.to report. thereupon to this, House as early as 
convenient at the ensuing session of Congress, , 

The motion was Jost—only 43 voting in the 
affirmative. f A 

Mr. CHAPIN, from the Committee on Revolu- 
tionary Claims, asked that the committee be. dis- 
charged from the further consideration of. the 
petitions'submitted to them, and that the papers 
lie on the table; which motion was agreed to. 

On motion of Mr. HARDIN, all the committees 
of the House were discharged from the further 
consideration of such subjectsas had been referred 
to. them.and had not been acted on, ‘ 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Kentucky, from the select 
joint committee appointed to wait on the Presi- 
dent of the United States, made the usual report. 

Mr. CALHOON, of Kentucky, after some 
explanation, moved a reconsideration of the vote 
by which the House had adopted the resolution 
of censure upon his colleague, Mr. WILLIAMS, 
which, after some discussion by that gentleman, 
Messrs. SUTHERLAND, JARVIS, PARKS, 
PEYTON, MERCER, JOHNSON, PARKER, 
and LUCAS, was agreed to. 

On motion of Mr. WARD, Suny 
-The. House then adjourned at half-past: two 
o’clock, p. m., till the first Monday. in December 
next. 
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Perort of the Secretary of War. 


War Derartrmenr, November 30, 1835. ` 


To the Presswwenr or tue Unirep States: 

Sir: In conformity with your instructions, and | 
with the usage of this Depaitment, I have the ` 
honor to lay before you a statement of its ope- 
rauions during the past season, and reports from 
the various buresus, exhibiting in detail their re- 
spective procecdings, as far as these appear to be 
sufficiently important for communication in the | 
usual annual statements. 4 

The general positions of the Army remain the | 
same as at the time of my last report. Some 
movements, however, have taken place, which it 
is proper should be specially brought before you. 

Fourteen companies have been placed under. 
the command of General Clinch, in Florida, with 
a view to impose a proper restraint upon the Semi- . 
nole Indians, who have occasionally evinced an . 
unquiet spirit, and to insure the execution of the : 
treaty stipulations, providing for the removal of | 
these Indians. As soon as this takes place, these |! 
troops will resume their proper positions. 

The regiment of dragoons has been usefully; 
employed in penetrating into the Indian country; . 
in exhibiting to the Indians a force well calculated 
to check or to punish any hostilities they may 
commit, and in adding to our geographical knowl- ° 
edge of those remote regions. Colonel Kearny, 
with one detachment, marched through the coun- 
try between the Des Moines and the Mississippi : 
rivers; Colonel Dodge, with another, made an <; 
excursion south of Missouri, towards the Rocky || 
Mountains,and Major Mason, witha third, joined || 
by a detachment of infantry, was employed in į; 

ues connected with the assemblage of a body |! 
of Indians at the Cross Timbers, near the Great : 
Western Prairie, for the purpose of establishing | 
permanent specific. relations between the remote | 
wandering bands apd the United States and the 
more agricultural Indians, who have migrated, , 
under the public faith, to that region, or who | 
seemed disposed .tg. improve their condition by | 
more settled habits: The duties committed to 
these troops have heen well performed. 

The idfonnatiog concerning the discipline and 
morale of the army,is satisfactory... The officers | 
are engaged in a great diversity of duties, growing 
out of various acts of Congress, many of which | 
have no direct conpection with their professional 
avocations. These duties are satisfactorily exe- 
cuted ; and the expenditures to which they lead. 
are generally made with fidelity, and accounted. 
for with promptitade. 5 : 

I beg leave to aşk your attention to the report 
of the Chief imeer, in relation to the state of 
the corps under hig command. The number of 
officers in that corps is not suficient for the per- 
formance of the rious duties committed to it.. 
The consequence,js,-that in some instances the. 
public works hava been neglected or delayed, and. 
in others they havg. been prosecuted by those who. 
had not the necessary professional skill and expe- 
rience. Persons ig civil life, possessed of com- 


`, that considerations of economy, as well as a due 


| engineer officers. The progress of improvement 
| through the country creates a demand for those 
: qualifications which are required in the military 
_ and topographical engineer service ; and a higher 
rate of compensation is allowed than it has been 
the usage of this Department to grant. A gradual 
and moderate addition to the corps offers the only 
remedy for this state of things; and Iam satisfied 


regard to the proper execution of a most important, 
class of public works, call for this arrangement. 
The same considerations apply ina considerable 
degree to the Topographical Corps, and I ask your 
favorable consideration for the measure recom- ' 
mendcd by the officer at the head of it. One of | 
the plans suggested will accomplish the object 
without any addition to the public expenditures; 
and wil! make adequate provisions for a branch of 
service connected with the dcfense of the country, , 
and which has also the advantage of furnishing | 
information that may prove highly valuable to 
every portion of the community. 
Agreeabl ision i 


to a provision in an act of the last | 
session of Congress, that part of the Cumberland | 
road between the town of Cumberland and the ' 
Ohio river, has been surrendered to and accepted 
by the States through which it passes; and. ar- 
rangements have been made by the authority of 
these States for the collection of such tolis as will 
keep it in proper repair. The funds appropriated | 
for the completion of this road have been applied | 


to the object, and will be fully adequate to its at- |! t r 
‘| reasonable expense, there are not satisfactory 
` data for determining. 


tainment. The work, with the exception of some 
of the bridges, and of a few necessary repairs, 


| 


which, with the sum of $10,000 now in the 


| Treasury, will make for the whole cost $185,713. 


The river has been cleared fora distance ofeighty- 


| eight miles, and there yet remain twenty-three 


milcs of obstructionstoremove. This portion it is 
expected will be finished early in the next season, 
if the necessary appropriations are made in time. ` 
Before the present plan of effecting this work ' 
was adopted, there were various projects sug- 
gested for its accomplishment; but. the most san-' 
guine projector could not have anticipated sych a ` 
great physical change, as is already taking place, 
within the time and the means that have been ' 
devoted to the work. A loose estimate ‘of the’ 
land which will be reclaimed and rendered valua- ‘ 
ble by this improvement, which has been made 
by Colonel Brookes, formerly Indian agent~in 
Louisiéna, and intimately acquainted with the 
region upon Red river, places it at upwards of a 
million of acres; and it will form one of the most 
productive districts in the Union. This opera- 
tion, as a mere matter of pecuniary value, will 
return many times the amount expended upon it: 
I have brought the subject to your view at this’ 
time, not only on account of its intrinsic import- 
ance, bat from the encouragement it affords to the 


; introduction and prosecution of 4 system of im- 


I 


is nearly finished, and is passable in its whole `i 


extent. All accounts concur in representing it as 
constructed in the most faithful manner. Captain | 
Delafield, who has superintended the operations, : 
and the officers engaged with him, are entitled to 
commendation for the zeal and professional ability. 
they have displayed.. a, 
he United States are exonerated from ‘all 

fature claims on account of this road, while 
competent provision has beén made for its pre- 
servation. i 

The progress in the other works of internal 
improvement is shown in the report of the Chief | 
Engincer. Among these, one of the most re- | 
markable, as well from ita importance as from | 
the unexpected facility with which it has so far | 
been executed, is thé removal of the raft over the f 
Red river, An immense body of timber extend- 
ing one hundred and eleven miles along that; 
stream, had covered a large portion of its surface, 
and interrupted all communication. This has 
probably been collecting for ages, and not anly 
was this great natural highway thus shut up by. 
it, but a fertile and extensive region along the 
river was inundated, and the whole country in 
its vicinity subject to local digeases having their 
origin in this submersion, This work has been 
in progress, upon the pres 


oen system, little more 
than two years, and the whole expenditure, in- 
cluding a sum of 


$23,000, which was applied in 
previous experiments that failed, has been about, 


petent seientific kmowledge, will not often’ enter. 

Ante the temporary gervice of the. Government for. 

such. compensation as is-provided, bylaw for the 
No. 1 


one hundred and thirty-five thousand dollars. It. 
ig. estimated that an additional appropriation of 
€40,713 will. be required ta complete jt, and: 


| 


| app: 
j w. 


rovement, by which the public lands u the’ 
lower Mississippi and some of its tributaries may 
be reclaimed hom their present condition, and: 
rendered fit for agricultural purposes. Whether’ 
the object be attainable within the limits of a 


But its great results to the 

country, in health, in power, and in wealth, are’ 

obvious. : i 
No appropriations havi 


ng been made at the 
last session of Congress for the 


prosecution-of the’ 


‘ works upon the fortifications, it has been deemed’ 


proper to submit additional estimates of these ob- 
jects. And as some of the forts first commenced: 
ve been completed, estimates have also been, 
roved by you for the commencement of others, ` 
hich have been recommended by the Board of ° 
Engineers in the continuation of the system of ` 
defense devised by them and submitted to Con-: 
ress, A number of our most important har- 
ors and inlets are yet either wholly undefended, - 
or so partially protected, as to render their situa-’ 
tion altogether insecure in the event of exposure’ 
to hostile attempts. An adhérence tò thé general ' 
plan of defense, and a gradual prosecution of the’ 
work, as the national finances and other consider-' 
ations may justify, seem to be demanded by å jast. 
regard to the circumstances of the ¢ountry, as, 
well as by the ae which the events of 
the last war forced upon us. Ee a E 
In addition, however, to these pefrinent forti- 
fications, there are some of our most extensive 
roadsteads in which floating steam batteries ought, 
to be employed. Among these are the Chesa-’ 
eake and Delaware bays, and the ‘harbor of. 
New York.. The peculiar situation of these es-: 
tuaries, as well with relation to’ their exposure, 
as to the best measures for their defense, and the 


immense value of the navigation and commerce 


i i ‘render 
of which they are the aute and inlets, ren 
Sele osu sa mapere Aeg i 


nterest to the. 
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hole country. 
es Seas projected, Į understand, the Board i 
et Engmeers contemplated the eventual construc- | 
these moving batteries as a part of their 
The grear improvements which have since 
Tn atl that relates to the application 
of the power or steam, furnish additional motives 
for providing these cooperative defenses. Alter- 
nately protecting and protected by the fixed bat- 
teries, these Movable ones wiil be found to be of || 
the highest importance. In fact, with an adequate I 
force of this description stationed in the vicinity 
of our permanent military works, and enabled to 
take refuge under their cover whenever necessary, 
a hosule fleet would scarcely venture to pass the 
position, and thereby expose self to the hazard | 
of annoyance in detail, and of being captured and | 
destroyed, whenever a calm, a change of wind, or 
any other of the many accidents to which a mar- 
iume force is liable, might furnish a favorable 
opportunity for the action of the steam batteries. 
Our Atlantic frontier will not be properly secured 
till this means of efficient cooperation in its de- 
fense is inroduced. 
In my last annual report I communicated the 
facts which appeared to render it proper that the 
rations upon two of the mostimportant works, 
Fort Calhoun and the Delaware Breakwater, 
should be temporarily suspended. Experiments 
have been made to test the effects and probable 
extent of the causes which were in operation, and 
which threatened to injure, if not destroy, the 
utility of these works. It is believed that the 
depression of the foundation of Fart Calhoun is 
so nearly checked, that further danger is not to be 
apprehended; but, as will be seen by the report 
ot the Quartermaster General, the experiments 
at the Breakwater have not been so decisive as to 
settle the question connected with that work,and | 
it has been thought best to ask of Congress an. ;, 
appropriation only for $100,000, which, under any | 
probable circumstances, can be judiciously ex- , 
d. Iris to be hoped that the experiments 
which will be continued, and the scientific exam- 
ination it is proposed to make next season, will 
furnish data for a just conclusion on the subject 
of this important structure, and indicate either 
that the causes which have threatened to injure 
its utility have produced their full effect, or that 
they may be counteracted by some change ia the 
arigival plan. Thisartificial harbor is too valua- 
ble to an extensive commerce peculiarly exposed 
not to engage every effort in compleung ut and , 
preserving it from destruction. . : 
The report of the Visitors appointed to inspect | 
the. Military Academy, and the documents trans- 
mated by them, are submitted for your consider- 
ation, together with the, ches nnna they have., 
made, and which are calculated in their opinion to 
promote the efficieacy of that institution. These 
annual examinations by a body of highly respect- <; 
able citizens, called from various parts of the 
country, are not only useful as checks upon any | 
improper tendency to which all public establish- 
racuts are more or less liable, but they are satis- | 
factory when they bear testimony to the value of ||| 
the system, and to the carrectness of its adminis-_, 
tration, and ae aa SNe eae by the sug-.: 
gestions they affer. That improvements may be | 
made in the several departments of the Military 
Academy cannot be doubted; nor can itbe doubted | 
that a thorough examination by Congress of its | 
various concerns, whether administrative, finan-. 
cial, or instructive, would be highly useful, and 
would tend to its permanent amelioration. Its re- 
sulia, so far as these can be judged by the charac- 
tre conduct, and qualifications of the officers of 
the Army, about two thirds of whom have been : 
educated at this institution, have been decidedly | 
beneficial. The standard of acquiremént for the | 
military. profession has been raised; habits of dis- 
cipline apd subordination, necessary first to learn, ; 
before the duty of command can be properly exe: | 
cuted, have Been acquired; elementary Knowledge | 
peculiarly adapted toa military life has beer more | 
extensively and accufately taught, and we have 
been better enabled to keep pace with those im- 
provements. which the naticne of Europe have 
made and are making in this important branch of 
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fortifications. Without going into 


any unnecessary detail upon this subject at the | 


present ume, I will barely remark that this meas- 
ure is called for by the actual state of our prepa- 
rations, and by a provident regard to the duty of 
self-defense. Tf no increase takes place in this 
branch of the service, many years must clapse be- 
fore our fortifications and arsenals are sufficiently 


provided. 


A resolution passed the [Zouse of Representa- 


tives at the last session, requiring the Secretary of | 


War to procure certain information having rela- 
tion to the establishment of a national foundery in 
the District of Columbia. The information which 


_ has been collected will be communicated, in obe- 


dience to the resolution; but I am so impressed 
with the imporianee of the measure, that E am 
induced to bring it to your notice in this report. 
The United States have no establishment for 
the manufacture of cannon. The supplies wanted, 
as well for the ficld artiJery of the army and 
militia as for the armament of the fortifications, 
arc now procured from four private foundcries: one 
near Richmond, one at Georgetown, one oppo- 


site West Point, and one at Pittsburg; which ap- . 
ar to have been established, at several periods, , 


in the expectation that their produets would be 
received by the Government as the public neces- 
sitics might require, and at such prices as might 


from time to time be judged reasonable. As, 
there is no private demand for this manufacture , 


in our country, it is obvious that no person would 
make the requisite preparations, which are un- 
derstood to demand considerable investments, and 
the employment of skillful workmen, practically 
acquainted with this branch of busingss, unless 
expectations of a just reimbursement were held 
out. Contracts for limited periods have from 
time to time been made onii for the delivery 
of stipulated quantities; but, as I had the honor 
to communicate to you in my annual report of 


November 21, 1831, the act of Congress of March . 


3, 1809, seems to present serious difficulties in 
the way of such an arrangement, and since that 
time no formal contract has been made for the 
supply of cannon. The proprietors of these found- 
erics have been annually informed, thatif the ap- 
propriations would per ; 
ignated quality and size were fabricated, these 
would be purchased. In this manner the subject 
has lingered, without any action on the part of 


rmit, and if cannon of des- . 


+ 


' aly 


Congress, and without any authority an the part | 


of this Department, to make more efficient ar- 
rangements. During the present year the appro- 
prno for the armament of the fortifications has 

een principally expended in procuring iron gun- 
carriages; and the founderies have not been em- 
ployed in the fabrication of cannon for the mil- 
itary branch of the service. 


has been scriously injurious; and if it again occur, 


| it may induce some of them, to discharge the 


workmen specially employ ed upon this business, 
and who may hereafter 


difficulty. The Government now depends upon 


It is believed that | 
| this circumstanec, by deranging their operations, | 


į- 
f 


) 


happen; where, in fact, there can be no interest 
to use any other than the best materials, nor to 
employ any other than the most skillful artisans. 
Time and experience are necessary to found and 
perfect an establishment for this purpose upon a 
scale suited to our wants. 

It does not seem necessary to exhibit in detail 
the number of cannon now in the possession of 
the Government, and distributed in its forts, ar- 
senals, and temporary posts, and the number 
that will be required to complete the armament 
of the fortifications already constructed, of those 
in the process of construction, and of those pro- 
jected, and the number necessary for the proper 
demands of ficld service. It is sufficient to ob- 
serve herc, that the quantity is far more than 
enough to justify extensive and vigorous ar- 
rangements; and this without reference to the 
accidents of time and service which must always 
operate to reduce the stock on hand. 

Such an establishment as the one contemplated 
could be employed as well for the Navy as for the 
Army; but, while I allude to its gencral uscful- 
ness, it is paeper I should avoid all details pecu- 
liarly appropriate to anather department. 

The defective organization of the militia is uni- 
versally acknowledged. But little practical utility 
results from the administration of the prevent 
system; and if this great element of national de- 
fense is worth preservation and improvement, it 
is time the whole subject should be examined, 
and that a plan RRA to the exigencies of the 
country should be adopted. I am unwilling to 
believe that there are such inherent difficulties in 
this subject as to render it impracticable, or even 
very difficult, to organize this great force, so pe- 
culiarly adapted to our institutions, and in such 
a manner as to render it active and efficient in 
those junctures when the country may be called 
on to exert its power. I presume few would be 
found to advocate the maintenance of a standin 
militaty force, adequate to all the purposes o 
peace and war. en, therefore, these exigen- 
cics arise, from which no nation can expect ex- 
emption, and which call for an extension of our 
physical means, we must resort to an increase of 
the Army, or to the embodying of the militia. It 
is obvious, from the extent of the country, that 
we can never keep, at all the exposed points, such 
rmanent force as circumstances may occasion- 
require. The natural, and, in fact, the neces- 
sary dependencé must be upon the militia; and 
if if be unorganized, we shall be found without 
the means to repel a foreign enemy, or to repress 
internal disturbances, should these evils occur. 
To depend upon organizing a hae when the 
exigency arises, is to reject all the lessons of ex- 
perience, and ta protrastinate, for examination, 
what should then be the subject of action. Be- 
sides, a permanent plan of organization should 
be devised in atime of leisure and peace, so that 
it may be introduced and bonusni known be- 


`, fore the force provided by it is'reqnired to be 


e collected with great. 


this temporary and uncertain arrangement for.. 


nse. The circumstances which re- 
quired a change» y 
years sihce, ey ħave lost none of their force 
pendently of the considerations presented having 


lishments, there are others, bearing upon the 
quality of the material and the workmanship, 
which render it important that the Government 


The cost of cannon, while this is kept within a 
reasonable limit, is not an object, compared with 
the two qualities of strength and lightness. With 
the exertiens of the present manufacturers of 
cannon, so far as the necessary facts are known 
to me, I have reason to be satisfied. But it is 
sufficiently obvioug, that in'a branch of busiwess 
where a slight difference in the material, and 
slight neglect in the process, may produce irre- 
mediable mischief, and where, from causes not 
easily ascertained, these defects may disclose 
themselves in the midst of the most active servicée, 
and after the puns have fesisted aH the usual 
proofs, thé manufacture of the article strould be 
carried on wheréthébe nepidete-att leabt likely to’ 


relation to the uncertain condition of these estab- 


should be its own manufacturer of this article. | 


of this indispensable element of na- ` 


I had the honor to submit four ` 


| 


during the period which has intervened; and indè- | 


i 
i 


| ple is stated, with his usual force, 


i*mean tithe, 


exerted. It should, as much as possible, be in- 
grafted upon the habits of the country, and be- 
come a part of our institutions. The basis of an 
efficient organization of the militia must be ä sè- 


lection for instruction and service of that part of 


the population best qualified for these duties. 
Age and physical capacity ptesent the proper 
considerations for such a selection. ‘The princi- 
by Mr. Jeffer-" 
son,.in his message to Copgress of December, 
1805, wherein he said: ; 

“ Whethér it will bè necessary to augment 
‘our land forces will be decided by occurrences 
‘ probably in the coutsé of yotir session. In the 
you will consider whether it would 
‘ not be expedient for a state of peace, as well as 
‘of war, so to organize and class the militia ag 
‘ would enable ns of a sudden emergency to call’ 
‘for the séervicé of the youne portions, unen ` 
“éutnbered with the old, atid those having farmi- 
“Hes. Upwards of three hundred thousand able- 
‘bodied men, between the ages of eighteen and 
“twenty-six years, which the last census shows 
twe may nów count within our limits, will far- 
“fish a competent number fur offense or defense 
tin any point where they may be wanted, and will 
give time for taisity-rogulat forces after the ne~ 
<enesity of therh shall become certain; and the 
epoducing te the early Period of life all ite active 


à 
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‘services cannot but be desirable to our younger | 


‘citizens of the present as well as future times, 


‘inasmuch as it engages to them ia more advanced | 


“ace a quiet and undisturbed repose in the bosom 
“of their families. J cannot, then, but earnestly 
‘recommend to your early consideration the ex- 


‘ pediency of so modifying our militia system as, ` 
4 


y a separation of the more active part from 
“that which is less so, we may draw from it when 
“necessary an efficient corps, At for real and active 
‘service, and to be called in the regular rotation,” 

Had the general principles here recommended 
been practically adopted, and a corresponding 
system established, with the necessary details, 
first for instruction, and then for active ser- 
vice, itcannot be doubted that the course of eventa 
which marked the commencement of the late 
war would have been avoided, and an immense 
expenditure of blood and treasure saved to the 
nauon, The warning voice, which was not heeded 
then, may perhaps be heard now; and if it is, it 
may produce incalculable benefits. 

A board of officers of the Army and militia was 
organized some years since, under the instructions 
of this Department, and by virtue of a resolution 
of Congress, for the purpose of examining this 
subject, and of devising a practicable plan for the 
organization, improvement, and efficient action of 
the militia. Their report contains the outline of 
a projét, which, with some modifications, appears 
to me to combine as many advantages as any other 
that can probably be d. The basis was a 
classification of the adult male population of the 
United States, and a selection of so many persons 
from it above the age of twenty-one years as 
should be necessary to complete the number re- 
quired to be enrolled and organized at all times 
for actual service, beginning in all cases with the 
youngest above the prescribed age. Their report 
stopped at the number they deemed necessary for 
constant awpa As regards instruction and 
preparation, this limitation is no doubt proper; but 
eüll it would probably be deemed advisable so far 
to organize the whole body within certain ages as 
to produce a classification, and to afford the requi- 
site facilities towards calling them into service in 
succession, should any contingency demand a 


larger force than the first division could supply. | 


This arrangement would render available for the 
defense of the veel fils whole physical force ; 
not that any event could require it all to be embod- 
jed at the same time, but because a particular 
section might sometimes be peculiarly exposed, 
and call for the services of a large proportion of its 
population; and the continuance of the pressure 


might render it necessary to discharge in succes- | 
scribed 


sion those who had performed their 
terms, and to require the services of others. 


A mere organization would avail but little, un- ; 


less inducements were held out for proper in- 
structions and equipment. And I consider, there- 
fore, some provision for elementary instruction, 
and for such equipment as may be necessary to 
excite a proper emulation, indispensable to any 
improvement of our militia system—indispens- 


able, I may add, to its very existence. An ar- < 
‘| with strange improvidence, to the use of ardent | 
first class only.. lt would, to be sure, involve || 
expense, for an adequate compensation must be |! 


rangement for these objects would embrace the 


allowed to the persons required to be embodied 
at these schools pf instruction, for a few days in 
the year. And 4 would probably be found ex- 
pedient to continge the present plan of voluntary 
corps, with some changes, and to require them 
also to meet for improvement. It is in vain to 
expect that the whole adult male population of 
the country can.er will furnish themselves with 
the articles required by law, or that their collec- 
tion for any number of days they can afford to 
devote to this object, and under the usual cir- 
cumstances of -guch assemblages, can produce 
any beneficial effet to themselves. or their coun- 
try. Already, jm a number of the States, the 
system has sunk under the weight of. public 
opinion; and she practical question now. is, 
whether we shall remain in fact defenseless, or 
resort to a large, standing military force in time 
of peace, that just dread of all free Governments, 
or adopt an eae plan, which will prepare for 
the public defense the greatest force at the least 
cost, and without danger. The blessings we 
have inherited cannot be preserved without exer- 


i; tion, nor without expense. 
i sult and flatter ourselves with the hope that war 
is never to overtake us; and it would be worse to 
delay ail efficient organization of our physical 
means, till the time for its active employment ar- 
rives. Nearly fifty years have elapsed since the 
adoption of the present Constitution. During all 
that time, no essential change has been made in 
our milita aynam) and it has gradually declined 
in utility and efficiency, and in public confidence; 
and there is reason to fear its entire abandons 


ment, unless it undergoes important modifica- | 


tions. In this long interval, the value of the 


system seems to have been appreciated by all the | 


Presidents of the United States, as well those 


It were idle to sit || a very inadequate consideration, and the amount 


who, from the habit of their lives, could best 
estimate its value by their personal observation, 
as by those whose opinions may have heen well ; 
formed from the course of events having relation | 
to this matter; and in their annual communica- | 
tions, commencing with the inaugural address of | 


General Washington, this subject has been al- 
most constantly pressed upon the attention of. 
Congress. For the purpose of showing its im- 
portance in the opinion of these eminent citizens, 

have caused their communications to be exam- 
ined, and find that the subject has been 


i resented 
to the Legislature and the nation no Ie 


ess than, 


thirty-one times in their official recommenda- ; 
tions. I indulge the hope that the present state | 


of public affairs may lead to a reéxamination of 
the system, and to such changes as may render 
it permanently useful. 


am gratified in being able to announce to you |. 


that the Indians residing east of the Mississippi 
river, appear to be yielding to the conviction that 


| 


their removal to the territory assigned for their ' 


residence in the West, offers the only rational 


prospect of any permanent improvement in their | 


condition, and that this measure is essential to 


their prosperity. Both in the North and South | 
the reports of the officers having charge of this |, 


. matter are encouraging, and we may anticipate 
', the full establishment of our present policy, and 
‘| with the fairest prospects of success, if the pre- 
,| existing prejudices, which have so long operated 
'! to retard our efforts, can be removed. 
The considerations which render this change 
, of residence necessary are sufficiently obvious, 
| and are founded upon the results that have here- 
| tofore attended our intercourse with the Indians. 
| The causes which have so long continued to re- 
‘duce and depress them in their present situation 

within our borders, are yet in active operation, 

Their food, derived from the chase, is disappear- 

ing. Their habits are inveterate; and they can- 

not or will not accommodate themselves to the 
| new circumstances which press upon them in 
time to save themselves from extinction. And, 


i: above all, their contact with a white population || 


: has entailed and is entailing upon them evils 
‘ which, if not checked, must lead to their ruin, 
They appear to acquire with much greater facil- 
ity the vices than the virtues of civilized life; 
‘and during the whole period the 
| known to us, they have abandoned themselves, 


spirits. Fram my own observation of the In- 
i| habit as the great barrier against any improve- 
i| ment of that portion of this race which, from 
| their position, are enabled at pleasure to gratify 
this propensity, The difficulty of putting a stop 
to this traffic, while the Indians are intermingled 
with our citizens, is sufficiently obvious. And 
if they are to be rescued from its effects, they 
must be removed beyond the sphere of the traffic. 
This is certainly one of the most prominent rea- 
sons for the faithful prosecution of the system; 
and Congress, apparently impressed with its 
force, has provided by law that all ardent spirits 
found in the Indian country may be destroyed. 
The agents of the Government will not now be 
com lied, as formerly, to resort to legal procegs 
for the interdiction of this traffic, at the hazard 
of the trouble, expense, and uncertainty, attend- 
ing such prosecutions upon a remote frontier... 
consider the experiments which have recently 
been made to provide for the maintenance of the 
|| Indians, by Trg their use, a Ta the 
power of alienation, however guarded, to have 

|| wholly failed.. ‘These tracts are too often sald for 


have been || 


dian character, I consider the indulgence of this |; 2 n € i a 
i i |! jority avow their readiness to comply with their 
ii engagements, and will no doubt 


received is dissipated in expenditures either posi- 

tively injurious or altogether useless. 
| As soon as the remaining tribes shall have been 
‘established in the West, we may look forward ta 
| a happier destiny for the Iadians. And if this 
' expectation be disappointed, the failure must be 

attributed to the inveterate habits of this people, 
i and not to the policy ofthe Government. ‘The ar 
rangements for the comfortable establishment of 
the Indians have been projected upon a acale suited 
to their wants and condition, and to the duties of 
the United States. With a view to appreciate the 
advantages which have been secured to them, §& 
deem it proper briefly to recapitulate provisiona 
that have been made. These are not applicable 
in all their details to each tribe, as some receive 
more and some lees inameunt, while certain arti- 
cles are given to some and not toothers. But the 
general principles of distribution apply toal. An 
extensive country has been reserved for them, and 
has been divided into districts for the several 
tribes. To this they are removed atthe expense 
_ of the United States, 

They are provided with the necessary subsist» 
ence for one year after they reach their new resi- 
dence. : ' 

Annuities in specie, to a greater or less amount, 
are payable ta each tribe. 

' Agricultural instruments, domestic animals, 
seed corn, salt, looms, cards, spinning wheels, 
iron, steel, cloths, blankets, rifes, ammunition, 
` and other articles, are distributed among them. 
Mills are erected and kept in operation. Coun- 


;, cil-houses, churches, and dwelling-houses for 


chiefs, are built. ; 
. Mechanics are engaged and supported; schools 
i are established and maintained; and the mission- 
ary institutions among them are aided from the 

` Treasury of the United States, 
These are the poupa arrangements made for 
the benefit of this unfortunate people, who will 


|: soon have been removed, at gréat expense, when 


this new system will be in ful operation, and 
` where their peculiar institutions can be preserved 
` with such modifications as a progressive state of 
_ improvement may require. They will be sepa- 
| rated, too, from. the settled portions of the coun- 
try; by a fixed boundary, beyond which our 
| population cannot pass. 
he operations of the Department of Indian 
Affairs are shown in detail by the report of the 
Commissioner and by that of the Commissary 
General of Subsistence.. It was anticipated that 
a considerable body of the Creeks of Alabama 
| would, ere this, have been on their way to the 
West; but recent information induces the belief 
that their journey has been postponed, but under 
i circumstances which will probably insure their 
early removal in the spring. The treaty with the 
Seminoles of Florida, for their eine: is.in the 
A portion of the tribe 


process of execution. 


+, were not prepared to go at the time arrangements 


; were first proposed to be made for their removal, 
and when by the treaty they might have been 
required to depart. At their earnest solicitatians, 
the measure was postponed until the coming win- 
ter, and assurances were given by them that 
they would then be hienered to remove. A ma- 


uietly go as 
, soon as the arrangements for their departure shal] 


|| have been completed. But some of them exhibit 


'a refractory spirit, and evince a disposition ta 
: remain. As they now hold no land 1a Fonda 
‘and would become a lawless banditti if sufferèç 
to remain, their pretensions cannot be submitted 
to. They will, probably, when the time for 
operations arrives, quietly follow their country; 
men. Should they not, measures will be adgpte 
to insure this course, equally dip by a just 
regard to their own welfare, as well as to that of 
our citizens- in the vicinity of their residence. 
Governor Stokes, General ace and Ma- 
rmstrong, were appointed Commissioners 
ante a treaty with ihe roving tribes of In- 
dians who inhabit the great western prairic, with 
the view of, etabli hing perawi n | pacific rer 
lations between these predatory tribes and the 
United States, and also between the same tribes 
and the other Indjana of that region.’ The la- 
mented dedth af Major Sxmptong deprived the 
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Gorermment of the services 
cer: but the other Commissioners succeeded in 
effecting a pacification, which I hope will lead to 
a triendty intercourse among all the tribes m that 
quarter. . 

Under the authority of an act of the last session 
of Congress, an arrangement has been made by 
Colonel Brockes with the Caddo Indians, for the 
cession of their claims to land in the State of 
Louisiana and Territory of Arkansas. This will 
be submitted to you at the proper time, for the 
consideration of the Senate. 

T have the honor to be, with great respect, your 
obedient servant, LEW: CASS. 


To rue Presiwent or THE Unirep STATES. 


Repert of the Secretary of the Navy. 


Navy Deraatwenr, December 5, 1835. 
Sin: In presenting to your consideration the 
eondition of our Navy for the past vear, it affords 
me great satisfaction to state, that all the availa- 


ble means for its improvement have been success- . 


fally applied, and that its operations in protecting 
our conimerce, although inadequate to the exi- 
gencies of that great and growing interest, have 
been highty honorable to the officers serving upon 
our naval stations, at home and abroad. 
-© Since my reportof the 29th of November, 1834, 
the ship of the hne North Carolina has beer thor- 
oughly repaired in her hull, has been lately taken 
outo 
days. 

The repairs of the ship of the line Independ- 
ence, now in dock at Boston, have been com- 
menced, and are progressing with great dispatch. 
The frigates Constitution and Constellation have 
been equipped and sent to sen. The frigate 
United States has heen prepared, and is ready 
for the reception of a crew. The hull of the 
frigate Columbia, at Washington, 
nearly completed, under the law for the gradual 
improvement of the Navy, that she may be 
launched in the course of this month. 

`The sloops of war Peacock and Vandalia have 
been equipped and sent to sea. The sloop of war 
Warren is taking in her crew, and will sail ina 
few days. The sloops of war Concord and Bos- 
ton have been prepared, and are ready for the re- 


ception of their crews, and the Lexington willbe | 


equally prepared in a few weeks. 

The repairs of the sloops of war Falmouth and 
Natchez, and of the schooner 
recently commenced, and it is believed that in a 
few weeks they may be ready for the reception 
of their crews. ; 


‘The building of a store-ship, authorized by a | 


law of the 30th of June, 1834, has been com- 
menced at Philadelphia; and a steam-vessel has 


been commenced at New York, but will not be |: 


ready for service until some time in the summer 
of 1836. l 
The ships of the line Alabama, 


rigates Santec, Cumberland, Sabine, Savannah, 


well protected from the weather, and ag nearl 
completed as it is proper they should be, until 1t 
is determined to launch them. 

For a more detailed statement of the condition 
of those vesscls, as well as that of thé ships‘of the 
line Franklin, Washington, Columbus, and Ohio, 
and their means of repair, I beg leave to refer to 
a report of the Commissioners of the Navy Board 
herewith’ submitted, marked K And for the 
amount of timber, iron, and other materials pro- 
cured for the gradual improvement of the Navy, 
I refer to their report marked L. . 

The ship of the line Delaware, the frigate Po- 
tomac, the sloop John Adams, and the schooner 
Shark, have been employed in the Mediterranean 
during the last year. The frigate Constitution 
sailed for that station on the 19th of August last, 
from New York. The frigate United States re- 
turned from the Mediterfanean on the 10th of 
December last. The Delaware is ordered to the 
United States, and is daily expected. 

On the West India station the sloops of war 
Vandalia, St. Louis, ang Falmouth, and thé 


rou Grampus and Experiment, have been 
ployed. The Vandalia, undergoing con+ 


of that valuable offi- | 


dock, and may be fitted for sea in eighty 


has been so | 


Grafnpus, have been | 


ii j Vermont, Vir: | 
inia, Pennsylvania, and New York, and the | 


j! 
i. 


siderable repairs, sailed from Norfolk on the Hth 
of January last, to resume her station in the West 
Indies. The Falmouth returned from that station 
on the Ist of August last, and is now at Norfolk. 
The schooner Experiment also returned from 
that station in April last, and has been employed 
on the survey of the const. The Grampus re- 
turned to Norfolk on the 23d of September last, 
is undergoing repairs, and will soon resume her 
station in the West India squadron. The frigate 
Constellation sailed for the West Indies on the 
sth of October Inst, from Norfolk. 

The sloops of war Natchez, Erie, and Ontario, 
and the schooner Enterprise, composed the squad- 
ron on the Brazilian station. The Natchez has 
lately returned to the United States, having ar- 
rived at New York on the 3d of October. The 
schooner Enterprise has been detached from that 
` gtation,and ordered ona cruise tothe East Indies. 
She sailed in company with the sloop Peacock 
from Rio on the 19th of July last; the Peacock 
having sailed from New York for that station on 
the 23d of April. 
ordered to the coast of Africa, with instructions 
to visit the Island of St. Thomas, Bassa Cove, 
Cape Palmas, and Mesurado. 

The vessels which have been employed in the 


phin and Grampus. 
ordeted home by the way of the East Indies, and 
the Fairfield has lately arrived at Norfolk. 


is not adequate to the protection of our rapidly- 
inereasing commerce. The frequent insurrections 
and revolutions in the governments of South 
America and of Mexico, endanger our merchant 
vessels upon the Atlantic as well as Pacific ocean, 
and in the Gulf of Mexico, and even fipon our 
own coast. Influcheed by a knowledge of these 
circumstances, and in accordance with your sug- 
gestions, I have asked and obtained from the 
‘Board of Navy Commissioners, an estimate of the 
` increased annual expense of adding two frigates, 
three sloops of war, and four steam-vessels, to 
our force now in commission, to be employed upon 
foreign stations, as well as upon our own coast. 
By their reportit appears that such an addition to 
_ our vessels in commission would require annually 
an appropriation of $478,000; but as not more than 
one steam-vessel can be finished in the next year, 
| the appropriation wanted for 1836 for this purposé 


| eulated-to result from its expénditure, in affording 
| protection to our commerce, pe tented of the 

advantage to the efficiency and discipline of our 
Navy, by calling into active service a large number 


| 


posed must be incurred, even if it should not bė 
i called into service. — 
such increase of force, (execpt 


the steam-vesscls,) 


more from decay than they would do if at sea; and 
portion of the officers necessary for their 


i a large 


i will remain on shore, receiving pay, but perform- 
|| ing no duty; adding nothing to their professional 


| can only be preserved by constant exercise. 
| Should the proposed increase of force be sanc- 
| tioned by Congress, we shall have in commission 
in the year 1836 one ship of the line,'six frigates, 
|i fourteen sloops of war, five schooners, and one 
'| steam-vessel, with an addition of three steam-ves- 
; sels in succceding years as soon as the same can 
|: be prepar d the estimated expense of whiċh ap- 
; pears bythe report of the Commissioners, marked 


|| Appropriations for the gradual improvement 
|| of our navy-yards arè next in importance to like 
appropriations for the gradual improvement of 
our Navy. The necessity of more ample means 
l| for protecting our shipping, as well as- the im- 
| mense amount of public property in the different 
yards, must be apparent to ony one who is ac- 
quainted with the subject; and the expediéncy of 
increasing the facilities for constructin: andi re- 
pairing our ships, iw not less apparent. 


In June last the Ontario was | 


The events of the last year furnish much addi- | 
tional evidence that our naval force in commission | 


jo 


need not exceed $434,000. This sum is small | 
compared with the benefits that may be fairly cal- | 


‘| of officers now unemployed. A large portion of | 
the entire expenditure for the additional force pro- j 


The vessels necessary for | 
will, if not so employed, remain at our wharves, | 
| affording no bencfit to the country, and suffering © 


Raritan, and St. Lawrence, are on the stocks, | 


| command, although earnestly asking for service, | 


| skill, but' losing their habits of discipline, which | 


highl 
odérate || sary to their education as accompliste 


= 
|| appropriations, in addition to those that are usual 
n for three or four years, would accomplish these 
| important objects. In accordance with this view 
of the subject, I submit a letter of the Board of 
© Navy Commissioners, marlied E, No. 1, together 

with an estimate of the probable cost of the pro- 

ised improvements, which amount to 43,500,000, 
including that of the dry-dock at New York, 
amounting to $900 000. 

A national foundery for the purpose of casting 
cannon, shot, and shells, as well for the Army as 
the Navy, was a subject of discussion before the 
two Houses of Congress at their late session, but 
was postponed in consequence of the shortness 
of the session, and the pressure of more urgent 
business. No doubt can be entertained of the 
importance of such an establishment, when we 
consider the great improvements made in the fab- 
rication of small-arms at the different armories 
of the United States. In our future wars, espe- 
cially on the occan, we must rely much upon the 

i exccllence of our cannon. The bursting of ‘a 
single gun may cause, as it often has done, the 
loss of a battle. The disasters from this cause 
that occurred during the revolutionary as well as 
the late war, admonish us to guard against like 
i disasters in future, which, it is believed, may be 
avoided by the means proposed. 
It is only by a long series of experiments, and 
| these attended with great expense, that we can 
| hope to discover the best material for making 
| cannon which our country affords, and the art of 
| 
| 


fabricating them with the most perfect accuracy 
and efficieney. Believing that such discoveries 
‘and improvements are attainable, and that the 
would fa highly important in the Army,and stilt 
; more so in the Navy, I must be permitted to ex- 
* press a hope that the subject will he reviewed at 
the approaching session of Congress, and that 
the plan of a national foundery will be adopted. 
The importance of rearing a body of seamen, 
by enlisting into the service of our Navy boys 
over the age of thitteen and under the age of 
eighteen, until they should arrive at the age of 
twenty-one years, has already attracted the at- 
tention of Congress. At the last session, a bil? 
for this purpose was introduced into the Senate. 
Every year the importance of this measure be- 
comes more apparent. Able seamen are much 
wanted; while there ate boys enough in our cities, 
leading lives of idleness and vice for want of 
employment, who, if thus enlisted, under judi- 
cious regulations, would in a few years afford us 
a sufficient corps of able seamen to man our 
| navy, end in the meantime render services to 
l their country worth their pay. 
|| _ The compensation to be given by the late pay 
li bill to professors of mathematics is such as to 
| 


[i 


command the services of those who are every 
way competent to perform the duties of this sta- 
tion. A regulation is adopted to appoint none to 
|, this station who shall not receive a certificate of 

competency, aftcr submitting to a rigid examina- 
tion by scientific gentlemen who shall be ap- 
pointed for that purpose. This will be of great 
advantage to the young officers of the Navy; and 
‘i if a large portion of them should be called into 
active service by employing an additional naval 
force forthe protection of our commerce, they 
| will be enabled to perfect themselves in seaman- 
l! ship—the most important part of their education, 
and which can be acquired only at sea. But to 
make them accomplished officers, something 
more is required than what can probably be de- 
| rived from those sources: a knowledge of military 
tactics, of engineering, and drawing, is deemed 
indispensable in the education of an officer of the 
Army, and which ought to be deemed equally so 
in the education of a naval officer. So much of 
chemistry, mineralogy, geology, and natural his- 


tory, as is taught at the Miljary Academy, al- 
essential to the military OF 


poke not absolute} i 
naval officer, yct is decidedly more important to 
If provision shoul 


the latter than to the former. 
be made for the admission of a class of one hun- 
dred midshipmen at a time at the Academy at 
West Point, to pursue such studies as should be 
prescribed by the Navy Department, and to be 
succeeded at the end of one or two years by an- 
‘other class, all in their turn might receivé the 


‘advantage of this course of studies, neces: 
officers 
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shipmen, while at the Academy, weuld receive ! 
no more pay than if attending the schools at the 
navy-yards, or rf waiting orders. 

A national observatory, although not immedi- 
ately necessary to the defense of our country, is 
remotely so; and, considered with reference to the 
bearing it would have upon our Navy, our com- 
merco, and scientific pursuits, it assumes an im- 

tance worthy of the consideration of Congress, 
tis hardly to be doubted, that we shall at some 
future period make such an establishment; and I 
will venture to express an opinion, that ne time 
can be more propitious for such an undertaki 
than the present, It would not be attended wi 
any great expense. It is necessary now to em- 
ploy an officer of science to keep our maps and 
charts, to regulate eur chrosometers, and to pre- 
serve all mathematical and philosophical! inatru- 
ments required for the naval service; and build- 
ings are necessary for these purposes. These 
duties would properly devolve upon the superin- 
tendent of an observatory; and the buildings ne- 
eessary to such an establishment would be amply 


sufficient for the preservation of our maps, charts, | 


and instruments, 
Under the act concerning naval pensions and 
the navy pension fund, eighteen invalid pen- 
sions have been granted since my last report 
making the number on the roll three hundre and 
five, and the annual amount required to pay them 
$24,944; and forty-one widows’ pensions have 
deen granted, making the number on the roll one 
hundred and fifty, and the annual amount neces- 
sary to pay them $32,594. The annual charge, 
therefore, according to the present roll, will 
amount to $57,538. It is not probable that all on | 
the list will claim; but as the death of a pensioner : 
is not officially known, except when the account ; 
is settled by his or her representative, the num- 
ber is made out from the sole in this Department. 
Some have not claimed for two, three, four, and | 
five years; but as they are not known to be dead, | 
‘vheir names are still continued onthe rolls. The | 
receipts expenditures on account of the fund, ' 
to 30th September last, will be seen in. the state- 


ment marked M, and the amount and description | 


af stocks belonging to the fund, in the statement 


ALL . 
a Under the act of tip ae of pone; 1824, re- 
cting pensions char; to the private pen- 
pia Fund. dinee my leat report six Silos have 
-received five years’ pension each, amounting to 
§2,400; more than five years having elapsed since 
dhe date to which.they were last paid. Two in- 
valid pensions have also been granted; mekin 
‘the number on the roll thirty-six, and the annual | 
amount required to pay them $3,184. The ac- , 
„count of stock, and of ia ooo expenditures, | 
wil] be seen in statement N. ae oat 
... The condition of the Navy hospital fund, in- | 
eluding receipts and expenditures, will appear . 
in statement O. The annual receipts gre much ' 
-greater than the disbursements; and as they wi 
prope continue to be greater for several years, | 


respectfully repeat the suggestion in my last re- |; 


port, that authority be given to vest the surplus» 


in some well-secured stock, for the benefit of the |, 


fund 
widows. of all officers, seamen, marines, | 
who have died in the naval service since the 1st : 
day of, January, 1824, or who may die in said 
service, by reason of diseage contracted, or of | 
easualues b drowning? otherwise, or of inju- 
‘ries received while in line of duty, are enti- | 
tled to pensions equal to half the amount of the 
pay, to which their husbands respectively were 
entitled at the time of their deaths. The act of 
‘the 3d of March last, ‘‘ to regulate the Bs of 
the Navy of the United States,” and w ieh 
«creased the 
pensions. 


widows of naval ofñocrs whose pay, has beep jn- 
creased by this act. The pay of a captain, in 
command of asquadron, was inereased to $4,000 


of 


‘of pay is made to other. officers, „In the cage of it 


of the Navy, and at a anal! expense, as the. mid- | 


‘| į The te f 
! ments for double rations to officers heretofore re- | 
| ceiving the same, frort the Ist of July to the 30th 
| of September, 1834: But the accounting officers | 


| Same, inasmu 


i 


Under the act of the 30th, of June, 1834, the || 


iy 


|| purchasing sites and 


and w. in- | 

ay of many officers, is silent as to | 
i diffeulty arises in ascertaining the ' 
proper amount of ‘pension to be allowed to | 


car; when on other duty, to $3,500; and when | 
duty, to $2,500. A corresponding jngrease | 
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his widow should receive a pension to the amount 
of $600 a year, to which she would have been 


entitled if this act had not passed, or whether 
i she shall receive the half of the amount of pay 


! to which her husband was entitled at the time of 
his death as a captain commanding a squadron 
as a captain ọn other duty, or as a captain of 
duty. After much deliberation it has been de- 
cided to allow a pension in such case of $1,135 62 
a year, being the half-pay of a captain com- 


i 


i 


| erected so near to the navy-yard as 


| 
i 


manding a squadron, reduced by the amount of | 


1,728 75,.equal to his allowance before this att, 
e salary of $4,000 a year to a captain in com- 
_mand of a squadron, i8’in lew ‘of former pay 
and emoluments. . Those emoluments, rasepuns 
one ration a day,. amounted to $1,728 75; whic’ 
sum, deducted ftom $4,000, Teaves $2,271 25, the 
half of which, $1,133 62, is considcted as’ the 
proper amount of the widow’s annual: pension. 
Questions on pensions, mare complicated. than 
this, may arise under this act; especially in the 
case of the death of surgeons and assistant sur- 
geons, whose grades of pay are more numerous 
: than those of captains. ee ee 
| Thenecessity of an explanatory act to obviate 
: these difficulties ig respectfully suggested. 

By the act of Congress of the 10th of July, 
1832, it is required that any surplus money be- 
longing to the.navy pension fund, shall be vested 
in the stock of the Bank of the Uihited States. 
The amount so vested,.is $619,000; and this De- 
partment has no authority to make a different 


‘investment of this money without the further ac- 


tion af Congress. 
Previously to the 
of June, 1834, for the better organization of the 
United States Marine Corps, double rations had 
been allowed to the commandant of that corps, 
and to the officers of the same commanding at the 
navy- a at Portsmouth, Boston, New York, 
Phils elphia, Washington, Norfolk, and Pensa- 
cola; and the senior marine officers in the squad- 
_ rons in the Mediterranean, the West Indies, the 


Brazilian coast, and the Pacific ocean; all receiv= | 
ing the sanction of Congress by their appropria- |; ; 
e marine | 


tion. By this act of the officers of 
corps are tq receive the same pay, emoluments, 
| and allowances, as are given to officers of similar 


|, grades in the infantry of the Army. The act of 


| the 16th of March, 1802, fixing the military peace 


assing of the act of the 30th ` 


‘establishment of the United States, authorizes | 


i allowances to thé commanding officers ‘of each 
` separate post of such additional number of rations 
‘as the President of the United: States shall, from 
time to time, direct. a, E E 
These provisions of thig last act were continued 
by an act of the.3d of March, 1815, fixing the 
| military peace establishment. ~ 
ymaster of the marine corps made pay- 


of the Treasury did not think proper to a)low the 
as the commands:of these officers 
had never been. designated as saparate.stations), 
agreeably te the: rule prestribed ‘for the Army. 
This is a case of difficulty which, it is respect- 
fally suggested, requires the interposition of Con- 


Being still of the epinion cxpressed:in my last 
! report, that the public interest would be: 


i navy-yards te which 3 
| may ‘be- practicable, estimates- ar’. submitted: for 
erecting barracks at places 
| where they wre deemed most necessary. - 
~m ormanes:of my daty under the act of 

34 of March last, authorizing the eanstruction of 
| à dry-dock. for the natal service in the harbor of 
| New-Yark, onsts adj waters, I proceeded; in 
May last, tothe oity of New York, where I wal 
i met. by an able engineer, Loami Baldwin, Esq.) 
i whom. I had previously engaged. to. make fhe 
i soundings and other examinations necessary t0'a 
| proper selection of d'suitable site.. After a lang 
and laboriousexemination, Mn. Baldwin made his 
report, which has been submitted to. your: con- 
sideration; byw hieh:it appears that the proposed 


a capigin dying when in command.of a squadron 
gn a foreign station, .a qpestion arises whether 


the navy-yard at Brooklyn. A selection, of thi 
| plase Yor this purpose Ie Fécbinmended By tie 
! consideration that the lagd asgypied gp. the many - 


moted | 
‘| by having the marine barracks placed without the | 
até attached ae cariy as || 


: dry-dock may. be advantagcausly constructed in | 


‘when the case was laid before them, 
: passed an ordinanee which it is belj H 
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J 


yard belongs to the United States, and. that the 
public buildings upon it, which are of great value, 
cannot be abandoned without serious loss. 
One difficulty presented itself, which. created, 
some delay in making this sclec:ion. A building 
for the purpose of distilling turpentine had been 
reatly to en- 
danger the public property. Other buildings for 
similar purposes, or for purposes equally danger: 
ous, might be erected near the yard, if not pre- 
vented by some act of legislation, Iam happy 
to state that the Common Council of Brooklyn, 
romptl 
eved will ef- 
fectually secure the property in the navy-yard 
from-the danger of this nuisance and all similar 
ones; and it cannot be doubted that the Comman 
Council of Brooklyn will grant all reasonable 
protection and aécommodation to this navy-yard$ 
and that the State of New York will protect and 
promote the interests of the same by any legisla- 
tive acts that may be found to be necessary an 
roper. I shall therefore proceed, under your 
irection, with as much dispatch as present and 
future appropriations will permit, to cause the 
dry-dock thusauthorized by law to be construct 
in the navy-yard at Brooklyn, i he 
Under the act ‘of the 30th of Junc, 1834, “ au- 
thorizing the Secretary of the Navy to meke 
experiments for the safety of the steam-engine,”’ 
and appropriating five thousand dollars for that 
purpose, many proposed improvements have been 
submitted for the purpose of béing tested by ox- 
periments. Some of these were so easily tested by 
those having stoam-cngincs in operation, that the 
aid of Government was not needed; others were 
attended with greater difficulty, and could not be 
tested without the expense of constructing boilers 
and other machinery for the purpose. These 


| proposed improvements have not been such as, 


in my opinion, to warrant a large expenditure of 
money; and no experiments have becn made 


i upon them. Such experiments, however, would 


i| for the purpose Q 


have been made, if they could have been so, made 
without the expense of constructing engincs. _. 
The act seemed particularly to require that, the 
gteam-engine devised by. Benjamin Phillips, : of 
Philadelphia, should be examined and tested, and 
that Mr. Phillips should be employed in making 
the experiments. Mr. Phillips was theycfore cm- 
ployed, to construct a model engine; with boilers 
and other machinery which he decmed necessary 
testing his improvements, 
which he brought ‘to this District, where he re- 
mained several weeks making his experiments 
before many members of the two Houses of Con- 
gress, before the officers of the different Depart- 


|| ments, and others. 


I attended very carefully to these experiments, 
but have not been able to perceive in them any 
improvements increasing the safety of the steam- 
engine, me: roe ee eet 
The money paid for Mr. Phillips’s machinery, 


i qrepersucas; and experiments, amounts to five 


undred and nineteen dollars and. seventy-five 


"cents; the residue of the appropriation, rem@ins 


unexpended. eae eee ete 
.. The fourth report of Mr. Hassler, Superintend- 
eit of the Coast Survey, upon the operations per- 
formed in that work between the months of va 
and December, 1835, together with his detaile 
estimate of the appropriations, required for the 
same for the next year, are herewath submitted, 
marked T.. 2. 0 tg a A 

i wok’ gppears,to payd been doné off the 
seton aty triangulations, nthe topographical op- 


ti and by the sounding parties. ‘That more 

has nat Keen done ih the pri Ry trintipulations is 
coldined inthe report. A Te 

f the appropriations heretofore medé:for this 


suevey, there remained, on the first dag of this 
Tonin ad unexpended Halence ef cight thousand 


‘cht hundred and twenty-three dollars: 
PR ios of the aondoe parties arc performed 
hy the officers and seamen of the Navy, and the 
chee part of tho expense 1s charged to the Navy 
‘appropriations. As, however, there are some eX- 
penses which cannot be charged to thoes appro 
priations, they must necessarily be charged to the 
appropriatiens for the coast survey. in Septem- 
ber, 1534, the schooner Jersey, not wanted for 
any purposes of the Navy, was purchased for the 


é 
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nding party under the command of Lieutenant 
Gedney” he price of this vessel, (43,350,) there- 
fore, could not be charged to the naval appropria- 
tions—it was properly charged to the appropria- 
tions for the coast survey. For the same reason 
the boats, equipments, and other expenses for the 
schooner, amounting to $1,888 60, were charged 
to the same appropriation,as was also the charge 
for extra pay to the officers, amounting to $650; 
in all, for the year 1834, to $5,888 60. i 

During the present season, the expense of this 
schooner chargeable to the coast survey has | 
amounted to $1,398, making the whole expense ; 
of this schooner for years 1834 and 1835 charge- | 
able to the coast survey, amount to $7,287 60. _ 
‘It is not probable that the expense of this. 
schooner, chargeable to the coast survey appro- | 
priation, will, for the next year, paced PLA i 

The schooner Experiment, employed by thè ' 
sounding party under Lieutenant Blake, belongs | 
to the Navy. The coast survey appropriation 
has therefore been charged only for equipments 
which were not necessary for the purposes of the 
Navy. These, with other expenses attending | 
the operations of the sounding party on boar 
this schooner, from the first of July last, when 
she was sent upon the survey, to the 30th of -| 
bal geet last, amounted to $2,517 73. 
_ As most of the equipments of these schooners ' 
will last for several years, with but little expense | 
for repairs and supply of articles which may be ; 
‘ost by accident, it is believed that the expense 
‘of both schooners and the sounding parties on 
board of them for the next year, chargeable to ‘| 
the coast survey, will not exceed $4,000. 

Jt will be scen that this differs widely from the 
statement of Mr. Hassler, which may be ex- | 
plained by the circumstance that he did not derive : 

is information from the books of the Treasury | 
Department., | 
y a statement hereunto annexed, marked P, | 
pears that of the sof he slave heretofore | 


ita 

made for the suppression of the slave trade, there | 
remains in the Treasury a balance of thirteen | 
thousand four hundred and eighty-nine dollars | 
and fifty-five cents. | 


The number of post offices on thë 30th June 
last, was ten thousand seven hundred. and sev- 
| enty, being an increase of fifty-four within the 
| preceding year. 
i: The system upon which the books of the De- 
- partment have always been kept, precludes an 
| exact statement of the revenue and expenditure 
< which have accrued within any given period. 
| The following is believed to approximate nearly 
| to the actual income and accruing responsibilities 
i for the last two fiscal years, viz: 


‘| Transportation of the 


1: lowances were aul 
|i ing on the Ist of May last to about $157,000, 


Gross revenue for the year ending 30th June, 


TRAE oo cod soe tesease pire Gnas ge eer T4y 34 


Compensation to post- 

masters. .. s... e. e- $897,317 29 
Incidental expenses... 87,744 27 
Transportation of the 

‘mala. seccecevcsseel 925043 52 

Total expenditure. ...+....0.+--2,910,605 08 


Balance against the Department.... $86,855 74 


: Gross revenue for the year ending 30th June, | 
1835. ogee vc ce ce cece cece cece oe e $2,993,056 66 . 
‘ Compensation to post- 


masters..... coe eo o $945,417 84 
Incidental expenses... 92,924 92 


mails... ee... e... 1,719,007 32 
Total expenditure......-. TA 9,757,350 08 


| Balance in favor of the Department. .$235,206 58 


In the first part of the year 1835, additional al- 
horized, as is alleged, amopnt- 


which have since been suspended, and do not 
enter into the foregoing statement. If finally ad- 
mitted; they will reduce the balance in the favor 
of the Department that year to about $79,000. 
The old books will be closed when all the pe- 
cuniary transactions of the Department, prior to 
the first of July last, are brought up on them. 


Statements madé out from these books, and other 7 


data, show the condition of the Department on 
that day, to have been about as follows, viz: 


In my last report, I took the liberty of stating 
that some of the clerks inmy Department did not 
receive salaries proportioned to their services, or 
adequate to the decent support of themselves and 
families; and I respectfully solicited that the sala- || 


ries, particularly of the chief clerk of the Navy | Deduct for bad and 


Board, the warrant clerk, and the clerk keeping | 
‘the register of correspondence of this Department, į 
‘whose dutiés are arduous, requiring both talent |: 
and experience, should be increased, so that the | 
‘first might receive $1,700 per annum, and the |; 
others $1,400 each., I repeat-the solicitation, | 
from a therough conviction that their faithful ser- 

vices fully merit this increase of compensation. ` | 
" ‘The superintendent of the southwest Executive | 
building receives but $250 per.annum for his ser- |i 
‘vices, which it is believed is a compensation too || 
small to command the services of one competent 

‘to perm the duties of the station. — 

` The sergeants acting as clerks to the command- | 


ant and staff officers of the, marine corps, are || 


“paid at the rate of less than $700 a year for all | 
‘their services, which it is respectfully suggested | 
is not an adequate compensation. ; 

The necessary references to papers and doc- i 
uments connected with this report, will be found | 
in a schedule hereunto annexed. 

_ All of which is respectfully submitted. 
` — MAHLON DICKERSON, | 


A : port af the Postmaster Gereral. a | 
Post Orrice DEPARTMENT, lst December, 1835. 
‘To the President of the United States: _ 
' Sm: During the year ending 30th ; 
the postrotites of the United States covered about | 
one hundted and twelve thousand seven hundred || 
and sevelity-four miles. ol 
In daily and less frequent trips, the mails were | 
carried on these routes about 25,869,486 miles, | 
‘viz: ' ee : f 
16,874,050 miles in four-horse post-coaches and | 
Cates two-horse stages; : 


i 7,817,973 miles‘on horses and.{n sufkey;, 
: "966,959 <C jn steamboats; ™ 
SIO (5 te Hh railroad oars: #4 i 


y% 


June, 1835, || 


| Whole debt of the Department... .$1,064,381 92 | 


Due to contractors and others...... $792,381 9 
Due to banks... ....es ere ceeeeeee 272,000 


Amount due to the 
Department. . . « + $1,128,319 29 


doubtful debta.... 131,327 36 
Debt esteemed to be aa 
good... «ees. ees $996,991 93 
Cash on hand:..... 43,689 40 
Whole available means.........+- $1,040,681 33 
Balance of debt over available ; 
means on Ist July last.....+++. $23,700 59 
If the suspended allowances be 
added.ncyercecerrenereeceeees _ 157,000 00 
It will make the debt exceed the 
. available means on IstJuly last. $190,700 59 


The accounts of the Postmasters for the quar» 
ter ending the 30th of September last, have been 


so far exainined as to show, satisfactorily, that | 


the incrense of gross revenue over that .of the 
corresponding quarter of jast year, is about 
twelve cent. The annual saving in the rer 
cent: letting of contracts was about $30,000. 
Predicated on an average imerease of revenue 
throughout the current fiscal year of ten per cent., 
and on a saving of $25,000 wiren the contracts 
recently tet shall be executed with nécessary al- 
terations, an‘ estimate ef the gross revenue and 
accruing responsibilities for the year ending 30th 
June, 1836,.1ndicates the following results, viz: 

Gross revenue for the year ending 30th June, 


1836... 2-00 ee seer ee ee ouve ns sn $3,292,692 00 
Compensation to post- 

masters. .....--66+ $1,039,958 00 
Incidental expenses.. 70,000 00 


Transportation of the - 
mails... siseses e. 1,706,507 00 - 
Total expenditures. .p..e.. =... 2,816,465 00 


Balance in favor of the Department $476,227 00 


"7 RYhotigh the whole of this sum may not be | 


Sy 


3, 
00. 3. The application of the income of the current 


available, on account of thé usual losses and des 

falcations, it is not doubted that, aided by col- 

lections of outstanding balances, it will be suffi- 
|| cient to pay off thé debts of the Department, and 
'| leave a considerable amount applicable to an ex- 
i tension of mail accommodations. - 
| When the undetsigned took charge of this 
'| Department, his attention was immediately called 
‘to the condition of its finances; but it was soon 
i found that no satisfactory account of its debts 
i or its means could, within any short period, 
| be obtained from its books. It was only per- 
ceived, from current incidents and détached ac- 
| counts, that the unsatisfied demands of contract- 
i ors from every quarter of the country, weré 


-i daily accumulating; that there was a debt of 


! near $300,000 due to banks; that the outstand- 
i ing acceptances of the Treasurer exceeded 
' -¥998,000; that a considerable portion of the 
. revenue of some of the large offices, for the pres- 
ent calendar year, had been anticipated by drafts 
i discounted in banks, which they had been in- 
i| structed to pay at maturity; that additional al- 
lowances had been recently authorized to à 
i| considerable amount; that to provide means to 
meet the demands on the Department at Wash- 
ington, created by the system of acceptances, 
upwards of two thousand of the most consider- 
: able post offices had been directed to deposit 
| their intome in banks; and that these means 
| proving insufficient, the Depatiment was aub- 
„i jected to continual entbarrassments in devising, 
: ways and means to meet its engagements, At 
‘| the same timé, it was believed on all hands that 
‘| the current revenue of the Department consider- 
ably exceeded its current expenditure, and that 
|| the aggregate of debt was in progress of diminu- 
‘tion. In this state of things, it was deemed 
‘expedient to make an effort to extricate the 
< Department from its embartassments. The 

measures resorted to for that purpose were as 

follows, viz: ‘ 

1. A suspension of all recent allowances from 
the credit of the contractors. 
2. A refusal to accept or pay any drafts drawn 

on me Department, except by special arrange- 

ment. 


| 


quarter to the payment of, that quarter’s. et- 
_pénges, the surplus only to be applied to the 
payment of preéxisting claims. - 
The introductién of a system which should 

effeet a more promptcoltection and application of 
the current income of the Department. i 
The allowantes suspended amounted to about 
$157,000, Without reference to their merits, it 
was believed that a preference ought to be’ given 
to other claims'in making payments. 
The discontinuance of acceptances was essen- 
tial to enable the Department to command its 
j means. A revenue arises wherever the mails are 
|| carried; and it would seem obviously appro ri- 
‘ate, as well as convenient, that the service of 
| contractors should be paid for in the sections of 
|: country where they are rendered, and, as far a 
i osha eh out of the income which they pro- 
i duce. But the practice of suffering the contract- 
_ ors to draw for ‘their pay subjected the Depart- 
ii ment ta the inconvenience of collecting its funds 
| from the post 'ofices throughout the Union, and 
| transferring then to Washington, to meet the 
| drafts, The slowness and uncertainty of this 
| operation made it an insufficient reliance to meet 
its acceptances, produced the necessity of look- 
ing elsewhere for the means, and rendered it 
difficult to manage its finances with any conve- 
nieno or regularity. . 
. By paying the expenses of the current qoarter 
at its close, and announcing a determination to 
|| pay in like manner at the close of each succeed- 
|| Ing one, applying only the surplus to the discharge 
ii| of former debts, it was betieved that the credit of 
|| the Department would immediately be elevated 

and thenceforward sustained. 

` -Orders to deposit in banks and drafts on ane 
masters in favor of contractors, constituted the 
system of collection found in operation. Upwards 
of two thousand post offices had orders to deposit, 
and upwards of eight thousand were mstructe 
to retain their postages until drawn upon. Many 
of the deposit offices were dilatory, and defalca- 
tion among them was not uncommon. Many 


| 
i 
| 
| 
| 
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of the other offieee were not drawn upen’for | Phe entire debt on the Ist July, as above stated, pecuniary aid from the Treasury, the Department 


several quarters, on account of the aimaliness of | WAS... 6... eee eee eee seen $1 ,064,38F 92 
their income, or other circumetances. Tho ne- Of this debt there has been paid 

cessitier of the Department compelled it to draw > out of postages accruing before 
on the mere productive offices at the end of cach the Ist of July, about the sum 
quarter before their accounts could be adjusted; of... 0.2... o.. 409,991 34 
and its drafts being predicated on estimates, could Out of pestages accruing 

not be for the exact sum in hand. To avoid the since the Ist July, the 

dancer of a protestin consequence of drawing for sum of............- 187,086 14 
too much, *he. Treasury generally drew for too 


muy be presented to Congress before the termine- 
tion of theit approaching session, substantially 
: free from debt, with a clear annual surplus èt- 
| ceeding $400,000, applicable to the establishment 
of new mail routes and the improvement of old 
enes, Even should the suspended allowances 
be fally paid, the anticipated teeult cannot be 
| delayed beyond the month of July, 1836. 
N $597,077 48 A balance of the books of this Department has 
little, thereby leaving small balances in all the Ept CER not been effected for about twenty yoars. After 
drattofficesako. Thare were,consequently,bal- Old debt remaining unpaid on this _ a full consideration of the subject, it was deemed 
ances remaining in the hands of more than cight >. day, about. ....iesesemesees.. $467,304 44 expedient toclosc them, and open a new set from 
eli NE Gane a which, though generally ; oe the Ist of J uly: acca Hus pales Aocount 
amah, amounted in the aggregate toa large súm. | OF this debt, abont'§205,000 is dueto the banks, STe not carried forward from the old booka rto the 
For ne Parpoee. oe romptly bri mE aor ‘and the balance to abae and others. i new: put all Sollostiond made of moneys ve 
ce ie alr ot 4 en men R oe The statements of the amount of debt, and the A las RAe ite hil GERERE ie 
= hha the The be ps ed the oF Ca. . amount paid out of postages accruing prior to ` sia. bal debt e"-new ed? 8, aTi he pay- 
pD PEE rEAR DES amt p3 ans; cal od d ~ the Ist of Ju]y,are not supposed to be exact, but men h papi pear # contract lh fay at day, 
tien Offices,” are upwards of ninc thousand in they do not vary materially from the actual fe charged to the same account. at account, 
number. ‘The postmasters of thisclasshave been. mounts. ; ‘when closed, will show the exact amount of debt 
instructed to pay on demand, at the close of each The result of these operations is: and of ee macana at the commencement of 
squarter, the whole- amount due to the Depart- That the claims of contractorsand others against the present a yer; facts which cannòót be 
-ment on account of the postages of that quarter, the Department, arising within the quarter ending rn K, era at exactitude. `. ki 
-te the contractors who carry the mails along their © 30th June last, have been paid, with the exception rs n treping t new books an attempt is making, 
‘respective routes, and forward their receipts to >f a few suspensions ; i ronga a e Agenoy of general accounts, to show 
Ahe Department. The contractors are itietrueted That the Tas arising within the quarter end- Speci y rom V ar pai thie revenue of the 
ta forward acknowledgments, setting forth ing 30th September last, have been paid.as far as erie erived, and to what ilies itn 
whole amount received from each and all the they were ready for adjustment ; oo, - accruing revenusiscreditedto ene- 
-posimasters, and to report forthwith every post- That $187,086 of the preëxisting debt, have ta BE RE E E aew 
master who fails to pay, and his reasons thore- pp.) paid out of postages accruing since 30th June . Papers and Fampiilets, al inen, e 
for, if keawn to them. To secure promptness last ; | expenditures are charged to General Accounts, 
and Edeliiv an the pary of the contactors, they “That the finds in bank on thie day Ars 678,797." Seaton Componenticn of eostenasters, i Tranh 
are permitted to collet only from so neat poat- The payment of an amount of the'old débt sò na 1e. “ew, ` Ps ee On 
masters as may pay them about seventy-five por p., beyond the available surplusof the lastquarter, p al anere, Ad rapping Meil Ba 5 
cent, of their. quarterly compensation; and they leaving a large sum on hand, will create no sur- Cond Ge i an i Sta BB, 
ere informed that the balance wil not be paid prise, when it is recollected, that, in addition to Jae Mail Looks and Keys, and AMES: 
them until they aball baxe cellectad fromevery that sur lus, the Department has been able to “Ch k pkg pane m; hae sper Mi Soil . 
office ow their list, or shownyby reporting the avait itsclf of a considerable amount stopped from “‘ Cler Wh Or has : gn : f aigce ane: 
-dclinquest postrasaiers, that they have used dae contractors, on account of over-paymenis, and a aes Sie prs he erat denaren a 
diligence to ge so, and ave not m fault for the sti) farger sum arising from the deposits of the , aropa anats e e ; e di 
failure. S E 7 a» weekly and manthly depositing offices, on account | rae wv l h Tied tt Po Otee De. 
-- Fhe seagnd. clas, called ‘ Depositing Offices, oF the current quarter. A ost aE ekich “a i tine Eht at s oe 
‘about five hundred and fifty in number) are” The debt of the Depagtment, except that pof- aoe edt >, ab ot ih Post Ofer’ R Ean 
-instructed to deposit their iacome-in benka quar- | tion of it whith is dueto aiks, hnd the suspend- k e re ineo fe e Po Reber mant 
rly, monthly, ør weekly, according te its pd allówances, is now perfectly manageable, and | 7: ae 8 the aad the whe dabii, KE: 
amount. .. This class embraces all the large offices ` cannot hereafter embarrass its operations, The | Tived. - a mannar, f a teresa 
and most others. which can as cenveniebtiy pank debt is reduced to about $905,000. sre trig rare 
Asposit as pay to contractors, together with the ` The following statement of the quatterly in- | Office Depas Es v,” which “di ns oth Seedy 
mom considerable offices on interior romtes; ' come and expenditure of the Department for the sno: noses 6 tote fee posite ; The hab 
which yield a surplus revenue, and whose pro- ` Jast two éars, which, though not sccurate, may |) es girth objects. thas cas m ill exhibit 
seeds cannot be used in paying the gontractars he relied upon for all practical. purposes, wi ee ry = rer ake many TE Ta cadet 
aho supply thom. - - ; vi : more fuf show the progress of its financial con- sre ect menas Dep aaa nae ala 
eee sad and ween i e eee terns, and its prospect of speedy redemption from me ga long appeared to the uidersiened, that; 
P updg j hoas k i : 3, 
‘not convenient to banks, whose proceeds cannet | debt; n o e So eir sel this ring dra ee oe 
be paid over.to gomtrectera nt close of the || ia ae Oe P ey pubic moneys may be shown m Speciicaly 
oe without danger of their being everpmid; '| . Date. |. Print Expendi | Prees of Parea || than by any othersystem of specific appropriation: 
but may generally be drawn for, in whole or in|) __- ; om A ~The efficiency of'a department with sè many 
part, to pay the balances due, afier giving the) 193. | - > J. Lye tod thousand agents in its employment, seara 
contractors credit for.ajl.theiz collections. «| Sept. 39:9655,242'88:19746,008:15 |- -  |g%0,855 27 || depends om the vigilance and energy of the dié 


ae 


vy 


The interest of the contractors indupes them | pres 720,209 27 í -141415 38 | oe | 9,206 25 | ae paved gem fel aoa vin 
Promptly, after the quarter ends, to pueh their 311 itio don 51 ' 690,905 9d°'g80,204 65 | this conviction, 1 nd: orto 
colleetions, and report all delinquents. . Duting June S per o: 517,885 oe rol o oe i ee eae the supervision d tomi 
the same time, the depositing offices are placing — Sepu: 38; 28,953 03 ::- 103,494 73 91,778 28|: | || plete, t tevery individual in its serviee shall feel 
their fundsin the-banke. , When thecontracter’s . Dez. AN IMAR 4, -701,497.08 ; B3045 D|: v.. || that he acts directiy under thè eye of sore of 


mee 


acknowledgment for moneys collected comes in; ; erie T gasea os | ezbai gt OS T |) its-otiicers or elèrks: ; weg 
nis account is examined. TF the balance due, or ` nee 35 — a ao = 1066344 - «||. Lo.secure promptitude in the rendition of nô- 
any part of it, can be paid by draft on nne ar | ipimie ` || éownts, the postmasters, with the ex¢eption of @ 
more of the draft offices, it is done; and that | . As it has alrondy been ascertained from exam- |! fow. at the farge offices, -have been reqaired: to 
which cannot be se discharged is paid by cheek | inatinns of the returns, that thevevesue of the | forwird their accounts: within twodays, of by 
on some convenient bank. . ae ' last: quarter exceeds .that ofthe corresponding | the first mai, after the close of exch quarter. As 
` The results anticipated: from these -sieasures quarter ef the last.year:about twetve-per centum, || 8 means. of enforcing hus Toye aol ne post 
have been fully realized, Oa the let of July last, | it may be safely stated thatthe surplus of revenue || offices are divided sio tae Fame e, 
payments on claims, accruing prior tothe preted- ` ever expenditase fer that quarter willbe about || their distaticd: trots Washington; on 
ing quarter, were suspended; and all the ener- || $100,000; aud that there wad, dn the 30th Sep | cumetances.. For the arrival of the = precip 
ies of the pay clerics were devoted to paying the | tember last, # surplus of available means over | the firat class; ten’ days nada Align: nd for the 
feba of that quarter.: These payments were | the whole debt of the Department, amounting te | ond, twenty; far the third; £ Edur ote 
completed on the 19th day of Angust, leaving.» | about $106,000. It is.vonfidently expected that fourth, forty. Ht is amos oE ae ie 
considerable amount of funds in bank. The gtis surplus will -be increased; at the end of the || cle ta note the day on Son oe daii a 8 
yment of the old debjs was then resumed. | current quarter; to abont $220,000; and.at the warn azrixéa, and promptly ect el tating 
pn that moment the Department was disem- | end of the:neyt quarter, to about ¢340,000. The || account whenthe allotte eek eid ti 6 ion 
barrassed. In no ingtance since, bas the pay- | old debts due to contractors and others ars now. | This pian of ey hE he ee na 
ment of any claim been refused for the went of | paid as fasi a» they are presented and.can be àd- | at the commencement of. prese nee cone 
funds. z + || justed; and the accumujatias of funds, notwiths j| . To produce an everacuve Sipe ne eters at 
On the Ist of October last, the new syatem of | standite these prymetita, is.so canaiderable:as to || tractors, 1t a made t ei AAO ae Ento 
collecting came.into action. Encouraged by ite | justify a belief that .$100;000.of the remaining | the ends.of all post rons, monthly according to 
dete F ig na py EAT O00, the etl barh de may be pi in Janmary E E i Fe clans of ake rE registers, showing 
epartment in bank to excec ,000, the a- | balance in: April.: - peA com att 7 : l ’ avery. 
aa gied, onthe 18th of the last month, diyegted: | The undersigned takes pleasure ia: presenting tae esou T amivel a gas acs 
the payment of the bank debts. inr Baltimore amh | pan the data: whicb. justify this anti . || maily wath such remar 


Boston, amauating ta $67,304 38- ie happy to sey thet, ao thi Sromnebdisg anfi l! quise.: It is made the duty of » clerk, in each. 


B 
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division, ( see thatthe postmasters 
lurn these registers, to examine them when re- | 
turned, and note all delinquencies of contractors. | 
This plan is not yet in fulloperauon. : 

It is intended to apply the same principle of 
strict supervision to the return of receipts by post- 
masters; to the making of deposits by the depos 
iung others, and the forwarding of certificates of 
deposit; to the printing and furnishing of blanks; 
end, as tar as practicable, to all services required 
by law and the mgulaneus of the Department, 

Sufheaent attenuon has been given by the vn- 
dersigued to the manner ia Which newspapers and 
other printed matier are conveyed by umil, to sat- 
isiy him chat it ia radically defective. No super- 
vision or power of puns ment, cxoreiscd or pos- 
sessed by Une Postmaster General, is adequate to 

vont, on some Occagions, the canvas bags in 
which printed papers are stowed, from being left 
behind, so long as they are carried separately trom 
the leter maiis, or on the autside of coaches and 
staves, To prevent the evil in some degree, it 
has been provided, in the contracts lately awarded 
on the main routes to the West, that, on the out- 
ward trip, no passengers shall be carried in the 
inaide ef the mail coach, but that it shall be cevo- 
ted exclusively to the mails; and on similar routes 
along the sea-board, the same restriction will be 
applied in both directions. It is believed that the 
enforcement of the contracts in this respect, will 
insure the safe conveyance of the newspapers as 
far as they travel on these rouies. 

A further improvement in this respect is antici- 
paicd from arrangements now in progress, to run 
steamboat mails on the western rivers during the 
season of steamboat navigation, and on a portion 
of the Misaissippi during the whole year. 

It ia well known that an immense correspond- 
eac is carried on during the business season, in 
@ieamboata, upou these waters. So leng as the 
Department has ne mails upon the rivers, itis dif- 
ficult, if not imprecticable, to enforce the Post 
Office laws, and bring the letters so transmitted 
into the post offices. Regular lines of boats are 
now formed, and forming, on the Ohio and Mis- 
sissippi rivers. A contract has been made with 
she owners of one of these lines to carry a mail 
three times 4 week between Pittsburg and Cin- 
cinnati, during the season of navigation, for $1,800 
a year. A ition has been received, and ac- 
cepted, to convey a mail, except when prevented 
by ice, ow the Ohio and Mississippi rivers, be- 
tween Louisville and St. Lonis, t - times a 
week, and between Louisville and New Orleans, 
three times a wéek duting the business season, and 
wice a week during the reat of the year, touching 
et ell the considerable intermediate points, for 
$30,000 £ year for the whole service. is in cen- 
templation to put this mail into operation early in 
the coming year. From giving regularriver mails 
to the business of the West, it is expected that 
they will convey almost the entire correspondence 
apon those waters, and increase the revenues of 
the artment in a sum at least equal to their 
cost, This very Seiad furnished to the com- 
munity, the Post Office laws can, with more pro- 
prety, be enforced in relation to letters conveyed 
Ty r boats. Nor is it one of the least advan- 


anticipated from these mails, that they will | 
ve she land mails, in the West and southwest, i 
ofan immense mass of mail-matter, and render its ' 


eonveyance more safe, at the seasons when. the 
roads ate most difficult, and, in the Mississippi 
country, during the whole year es ` 
.-The multiplication of vailonds willform a new 
ewe in the mail-establishment. They must soon 
become the means by which the mails will be 
wansported on most of the great lines of inter 
gommunication, and the undersigned has devoted 
some attention to the devising af a system which 
shall reader the change most useful to the 
pike cities and large towns on the great lincs 


conatitute centers from which the mails diverze | 


to pervade and supply the surrounding 

Ai these points generally are the distributing 
post offices. er asc ae will evidently be : 
most speedily and effectually served, by carsi 
the mails to pass with all sible-expedition, oe ! 
night and by day, along the main lines, through | 
these numerous centers, stopping for ne logal'ots~ | 


country. 
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after the great mail has passed on, by means of | 
coaches, stages, or other vehicles, and horses, as 
the interest of the Department and the country 
may mutually require. Or, if any intermedaute 
offices be supplied by the railroads, it shoud be 
those only where the cars stop, unless a mode of 
exchanging mail-bags, without stopping, can be 
introduced for the accommodation of others. 

The means of transportation between Wash- 
ington and Boston, aré now socomplete, that this 
system might be advantageousiy introduced, at 
feast during the season of steamboat navigation. 
The time occupied in passing from Wasluagion 
to Baltimore, by the Milroad is but two anda 
half hours. To ass from Baltimore to Phila- 
delphia by sieainbagta and the Newcastle and 
Frenchtown railroad, requires about nine hours; 
from Philadelphia to New York, by the Cam- 
den and Amboy railroad and steamboats, occu- 
pies about eight hours; and from New York to 
Providence about fifteen hours; and from Pro- 
vidence to Boston, two and a half hours. The 
traveling hours from Washington to Boston are 
but about thirty-seven. Allowing half an hour 
at Baltimore, Philadelphia, New Yori, and Pro- 
Vidence, cach, for exchange. of mails, the time 
occupied in transmitting a mail from Washington 
to Boston would be thirty-nine hours. 

This is the speed of present conveyances In 
the course of next year it is expected that Balti- 
more and Philadelphia will be connected by rail- 
road, when the time occupied in passing from 
city to city will not exceed six hours. New 
‘York will soon be connected with Boston by 
similar roads, when the time occupied between 
them will not exceed fifteen hours. So that, 
when a railroad linc from. Washington to Boston 
shall be completed, a mail may pass, from the 
‘one to the other, in thirty-four hours at most, 
and probably in a few years, from the progressive 
improvements of locomotives, in Jess than thirty 
hours. . l 
` Within the quarter of the Union embraced in 
the recent letting of contracts, there are several 
railroads. Some of them made no offers, and 
the rest demanded prices far beyond the usual 
cost of transporting the mails on the same routes 
heretofore, and beyond what was asked by in- 
dividual citizens. Anxious to give the mails the 
greatest possible expedition between Washing- 
ton and New York, the undersigned made an 
effort to bring the companies, in whose hands 
are the means of conveyance on that great line, 
to act in concert with each other, and with the 
Department, by which means two daily mails 
might be run through that line, performing the 
trip each way, and conveying passengers from 

‘ city to city, in about twenty-three hours. The 
| effort failed in consequence’ of the very heavy 
: compensation asked by them. 

| Not despairing of being able to induce the 
| companies to take a more enlarged view of their 
: own and the public interest, and to abate mate- 
‘ rially in the amount of their demands, the un- 
| dersigned sent his chief clerk to confer with the 
| managers of all the railroads on the line, whether 
finished or not, with a view to ascertain whether 


them,- present or prospective, for the conveyance 


The company owning the railroad between 
Washington and Baltimore, demanded $10,000, 
or about $250 per mile, merely to haul one daily 
mail from t to depot, without other respon- 
sibility, and $14,000 for two daily mails. ` - 

The companies. owning the several railroads 
now eonstructing from Baltimore to Philadelphia, 


| tø haul one daily mail from city to city. 
‘The ere ona he Camden and Amboy ` 
road, demanded §#26,000, or near #300 per mile, | 
for one daily mail, and $3,000 for a second. ; 
‘The companiescomposing the upper line through |i 
New Jersey, demanded $23,000, or about: $250 | 
per mile, for the conveyance of.one‘daily mail, | 
and $8,000 for a second. = i. l J 


istribu- || 
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keep and re- tong enough to exchange mails. The d had the subject of the transportation of the mails 


tion through the country around must be made !) 


on railroads under consideration at the last ses- 
sion, and had unanimously proposed to restrict 
the Department to seventy-five dollars per mile 
for the service; and moreover, considering the 
sums denranded disproportionate to the service, 
and wholly unreasonable, the undersigned de- 
termined not ta accept any of the propositions. 
To leave no means unessaycd, however, to form 
a satisfactory arrangement, he offered a contract 
for merely hauling a box containing the mail 
from depot to depot, daily, to the Baltimore and 
Washington Railroad Company, at $100 per mile, 
which they promptly declined. 

The undersigned docs not intend to pay the 
-prices demanded by these companies, unless di- 
rected to do so by those who have aright to con- 
trol him. He will sooner put post-coaches or 
mail-wagons on the old roads, run them there 
until public opinion, or the voice of rior au- 
thority, indaces the associations which have been 
permitted to monopolize the means of speedy 
conveyance of these routes to abate in therr 
terms. To enable you to presentthe whole sub- 
ject to the legislative body, a copy of the instruc- 
tions to the agent, and his correspondence with 
the companies, and the subsequent correspond- 
ence of the Department with them, is herewith 
submitted. 

The undersigned is happy to state, that indi- 
-cations.of a spirit more in accordance with the 
great object of public accommodation, which hes 
induced the Legislatures of the States to sanction 
the construction of these improvements by pri- 
vate companies, have manifested themselves in 
‘other quarters. The Boston and Providence 
Railroad Company have intimated a willingness 
to carry two daily mails between those cities, 
embracing the New York steamboat mail, for 
$2,000 a year, being at the rate of about twenty- 
five dollars per mile for a single mail, and a com 
tract has been authorized. ; 
© The New Jersey Railroad Company, whose 
road, when completed, will extend from Jersey 
City to New Brunswick, have offered to carr 
the great mail from New York along their road, 
one year, at $100 per mile, or four years at $150, 
and to carry two mails for $200. ; 
. The company owning the Portsmouth and Ro- 
anoke road, have contracted to carry the mail three 
times a week, from Norfolk to Hahfax, North 
Carotina, a distance of ninety miles, for the conr- 
pensation paid the former contractor, which is 
equal to abont twenty-six dollars per mile, the 
nasil He be conveyed on their railroad as far as 

eted. 

The Tuscumbia, Conrtlandt, and Decatur Raif- 

' road Company have offered to carry the mail 
three times a week, on their road, at the lowest 
rate of post-coach transportation, in the southerh 

| States, which amounts to about twenty-six dollars 
| per mile. 

It is conceded that thé mails carried on all these 
roads, except the New Jersey road, are much less 
than the great mail between Washington and New 
York; but they probably bear a greater proportion 
to that mail than‘ the compensation asked for the 
former service does to that offered by the Depart- 


_ ment for the latter. 
any reasonable arrangements could be made with : 


Referring to the instructions given to his agent, 


s : for his further views in relation to the railroad 
of this important mail. Although the agent per- | 
formed the service with distinguished zeal and ‘| 
ability, his efforts were almost wholly fruitless. |' 


companies, the undersigned submits the question 
to yourdisposition, and will await the instructions 
of Congress as to the course hereafter to be par 


| sued with these companies, and other monopolies 


of like character, in contracting with which the 


| Department is unable to avail itself of the spirit of 
; Moderation superinduced by an active competi* 


tion. Indeed, the Post Office law, so far ag it re- 
lates to the advertising and making of contracts, 


| | is predicated upon the expectation that there would 
| demanded $30,009, or upwards of $320 per mile, ` iS is xpe 5 


be a-general competition for them, and doés not 
proide for cases where the Department has to 
eal with’ monopolies, no such state of things 
having been anticipated. zi 
-A new question Has arisen in the administration 
of this Department. - A number of individuals 
have established ati association in the northern 
and eastérn States, and raised a large sum of 


. Aware that thé Committee onthe Post Office and | 


money, for the purpose of effecting the immedi- 
ate ‘abolition of Slavery in the southern States, 


jec and passing os the distributing offiées.enly || Post Roadsofithe Hvas of-Reprosentatives had |! One of the means resorted to has been the priftt 


adr 


# Gone....28t Sirsa 


Repert of the Postmasser General. 


ap 


Szxate & Ho. op Reds. 


ing of a large number of newspapers, pamphlets, | dences that one object of the: seuthern States in 
tacts, and almanacs, containing exaggerated, | adopting it was to secure to themselves a more 
and in some instances, false accounts of the treat- | pores control over this interest, and cause it to 
ment of slaves, illustrated with cuts calculated to `: respected by the sister States. In the exercise 
operate on the passions of the colored men, and of their reserved rights and for the purpose of 
roduce discontent, assassination, and servile war. 
hese they attempted to disseminate through- 
out the slave-holding States, by the agency of the 
publie mails. : 
As soon as it was ascertained that the mails 
contained these productions, great excitement 
arose, particalarly ia Chanegion, South Caro- 
lina; and to insure the safety of the mail in its 
progress southward, the postmaster at that place 
agreed to retain them in his office until he could 
obtain instructions from the Postmaster General. 
‘In reply to his appeal, he was. informed that it 
was a subject upon which the Postmaster Gen- 
-eral had no legal authority to instruct him. The 
question again came up from the postmaster at 
New York, who had refused tg sead the 
-by the steamboat mail ta Charlestoa, South i Car- 
olina. He was also anawered, that the Posimas- 
ter Gencral possessed no legal authority to give 
instructions on the subject; but as the under- 
signed had no doubt that the circumstances of 
the case justified the detention of the papers, he 
did not hesitate to say so. Important principles 
are involved in this question, and it merits the 
grave consideration of all departments of the 
Government. ; 
It is universally conceded that our States are 
united only for certain purposes. There are in- 
teresta in relation ta which they are believed to 
be as independent of each other as they were 
before the Constitution was formed. The inter- 
est which the people in some of the States. have 
‘in slaves is one of them. No State obtained by 
the union any right whatsoever over slavery in 
any other State; nor did any State lose any of 
its power over it within ite awn borders.. On 
this subject, therefore, if this view be correct, 
.the States ‘are still independent, and may fence 
round and protect their interest in slaves, by 
such laws and regulations as, in their sovereign 
will, they may deem expedient. 
Nor have the people of one State any more 


their people, some of the States have passed laws 
prohibiting, under heavy penalties, the printing 
or circulation of papers like ; those in question 
within their respective territories. It has never 


the Constitution and laws of the United States. 
Nor docs it seem possible that they can be so, 
because they relate toa subject over which the 
United States cannot rightfully assume any con- 
trol under that Constitution, either by law or 
otherwise. If these principles be sound, it will 
follow that the State laws on this subject are, 
within the.scope of their jurisdiction, the supreme 
laws of the land, obligatory alike on all 
-whether private citizens, officers of the State, er 
functionaries of the General Government.. 

The Constitution makes it the duty of the 
United States “to protect each of the States 
against invasion; and, on application of the Le- 
gislature, or of the Executive, (when the Legis- 
Tature cannot be convened, ) against domestic vi- 
olence.’’ There is no quarter whence domestic 

violence is so much to be apprehended, in some 
of the States, as from the servile: population, 
operated upon by mistaken or designing men. It 
is to ebviate danger from this quarter, that many 
of the State laws, in relation to the circulation of 
incendiary papers, have been enacted: Without 
claiming for the General Government the power 
to pass laws prohibiting discussions of any sort, 
as a means of protecting States from domestic 
“violence, it may safely be assumed; that the 
‘United States have no right, through their officers 
or departments, knowingly to be instrumental in 
producing, within the several States, the very 
mischief which the Constitution commands them 
to repress. It would be an extraordinary con- 
‘struction of the powers of the General Govern- 
|| ment, to maintain that they are bound to afford 
|| the ageney of their mails and post offices, to 
i counteract the laws of the States, in the aircu- 
right to interfere with this subject in another | lation of papers calculated to produce domestic 
State, than they have to interfere with the inter- .; violence; when it would, at the same time, be 
. na} regulations, rights of property, or domestic , one of their most important constitutional duties 
.police of d foreign nation. If they were to com, | to protect the States against the tiatural, if not 
lige and send s among the laboring popu- necessary consequences produced by: that very 


lation of another nation, calculated to produce agency. ; D x 
discontent and rebellion, their. conduct would be The ponaos assumed by this Department is 
good ground of complaint..on the part of that believed to have produced the effect of withhold- 


‘ation; and, in case it. were. not repressed by the ing its agency, generally, in giving eirculation to 
United States, might be, if perseveringly per-: the obnoxious papers in the southern States. 
sisted in, just. canse, of war. The mutual obli-;, Whether it be necessary more-effectually ta pre- 
‘gations.of our several States to suppress attacks | vent, by legislative enactments, the use of the 
E their citizens on each-other’s reserved rights || mails, as a means of evading or violating the con- 
and interests, would seem to be greater, because ` stitutional laws of the. States in reference to this 
by eee | into the Unign. they have lost the i : 
right of redress which belongs to nations wholly whieh, it appears to the. undersigned,:may be 
independente Whatever claim may be set up or |. submitted to Congress, upon a staiement òf. the 
-maintained to a right of free. discussion, within |; faeta, and their own knowledge of the public ne- 
their own borders, of the institutions and. laws |; cessities: : : 
-of other communities over which they have no ||. 
rightful control, few will maintain that they, have 
a right, unless it be obtained by compact or 
.treaty, to carry on such discussions within those 
communities, either orally or by the distribution 
of printed papers, particularly if it be in viola- 
tion of their peculiar laws, and at the hazard of 
-their peace and existence, The Constitution of 
the United States provides that “ the citizens of 
each State shall be entitled to aH privileges and 
imraunities of citizens in the several States,’’ 
:but this clayse, cannot confer on the citizens of 
one State higher privileges and immunities in 
‘another than the citizens of the latter themselves 
sess. It ig not easy, therefore, to perceive 
w the citizens ef the northern States can pos- 
sess or claina the privilege of carrying on discus- 
‘gions. within the southern States, by the distri- 
bution of printed papers which the citizens of 


firmed his-prior impressiens, that the Past Office 
| Department requires reorganization. .. The ar- 
rangement of the administrative brahch of the 
Department is not | arty objectionable ; but 
the orgarization of its finahoial branch is neither 
convenient nor safe; and it may be doubted 
whether it be constitutional.:< oces G 
. It is hot convenient, because it imposes on the 
-Postmaster General, whose administrative duties 
are sufficient for any one man, the responsibility 
‘of settling nearly fifty thousand accounts; an- 
~nually, and disbursing tpwards of two millions 
of dollars. . ae ee ne 

It is not safe, because the entire net reverte 
of the Department, which now exceeds $2,000,000 
annually, is by law put at the disposition of the 
Postmaster General, subject to be: paid over to 
his check, draft, or ardar, without other safe- 


the latter are forbidden to circulate by their own || guards than those he chooses to impose on:him- 
laws. : . 2 7 S self. $ . 
Neither does it appear that the Usited States Itis of doubtful constitutionality, beeanse the 


‘acquired, by the Constitution, any power what- ||-Constitution requises that “ no money shall be 
agever over this subject, except a right bias oe drawn from the Treasury, but in consequence 

-hibit the inpertation of slaves after a certain date. ||, appropriatidns made: by ilaw;” thereby. predup- 
On. the pontrary,.that, instrument contains ¢vi- || pog that ihe péveoues of the Government are. 


protecting this interest and insuring the safety of | 


been alleged that these laws are incompatible with ' 


Tsons, | 


` portion of their reserved rights, is a question |: 


The expérience of the. undersigned has con | 


PEA 


| first paid into the Treasury; whereas; no part of 
ithe tax collected from the people in postage, 
|; amounting now to more than $3,000,000 annually, 
f ever appears upon the Treasury books, and it is 
, all expended without apprepriation. If so large 
a revenue may be properly raised and expended, 
without going into the Treasury, by one Depart- 
ment of the Government, it is not perceived why 
the other Departments may not be authorized to 
sustain themselves in a similar way; thus evading 
entirely the constitutional provision. The more 
safe construction would seem to be, that all money: 
collected by the Government, whatever ma 
_ the mede, shall, in the legal acceptation of the 
phrase, be paid into the Treasury, to be expended 
in conformity with appropriations made by Con- 
88. è $ Š 
There would be nothing impracticable or seri- 
ously iscanvenient:in theapplication gf this prin- 
tiple to the revenues of the Post Office Depart- 
ment, To-effeet this object, it is not. necessary 
| that the moneys be collected and deposited in 
banks, or any other designated place, or that the 
existing system of collection shouldbe deranged. 
Almost a third of the:gross revenue is abaorbed 
in commissions to postmasters,and the expenses 
of their offices. -Upon settlement of the pesimas- 
tera’ accounts, the. sums thus expended may be 
carried to the debit and: credit of the Post Office 
-appropriation at the same time. The amounts 
recgived by contractors from postmasters may be 
isposed of in # similar way. , The result. would 
' be, that, although the Treasurer would have 
aocounts only with the deposit banks of the Fost 
Office, his books would exhibit the whole amaynt 
seceived from the people, and expended by the 
: Government, on account of the mail establish- 
ment. Par e : 
There is another feature in which the present 
organization of the Post-Office Department is de- 
| fective and-unsafe. Itis believed to be a sound 
principle, that public afficers who have.an agency 
an originating accounts, should have none in 
| their. settlement... The War and Navy Depart- 
\ ments are in general organized upon thia princi- 
i| ple.. In the orders, contracta, and xegulations of 
the: heads of those Departmenta,,or their minig- 
terial subordinates, issued and mage in confosm- 
ity .with law, acgounts originate. The moneys 
are generally. paid by another set. of agents, but 


ually. dependent on the. heads of the Papasi 

Tent and, the accounts, arp: Gnajiy settled. by. f 
third set, who are wholly independent.of, them 
If, from any cause, an illegal expenditure be di- 
rected by the head of a Department, st a the duty 
of the disbursing. agent not to pay the »money,; 
and ifthe does pay. it, it is the duty of the Audty- 
ors, and Comptrollers to reject the item in,the set- 
tlement of his account.. But the Postmaster Gen- 
| eral; practically unites these. three. functions jn 
| his owg person. . He. issues orders, makes cop- 
tracts and regulations, producing the expend- 
| iture. of moneys aettles the accounts, and, pays 
the money.. Although he is required to rendera 
|| quarterly account to the Treasgry, te be settled 

as.other public accounts.are, this requisition has 
long. ceased to constitute any ;pracueal, chec} 

uppa, him, nor cap it ever be otherwise under the 
existing system... o 0000. | : Ca iit 

 Hegewith is submitted a printed pamphlet, e3- 
hibiting, the interior organization of the Post 
Office Departmemty as it now exists. The maat 
important ingrotemeakodm a to separate. thi 
Sits taspa mang aai fea fh ane a 
; | and yest itin an Auditor’. Ap- 
bene ea adent, with the advice ang 
consent oft the duties shaji in gen- 
‘eral correspond wih ' igaed ja iis ag- 
: ntant under the. present organization. :: ` { 
"Phe Postmaster. General would then be. placed 
on a similar footing with the other peada af Re 
partments. His power over. the funds of the De- 
partment should extend onl 


Senate, whose 
ith those ass 


to a superintendence 
‘over the rendition of accounts, to prescribing tlre 
manner in which postmasters Shall pay over their 


' balances, to making drafts for the collection and 
ani. of Post: Offce funds, to issuing warrants 
on the Treasury for the purpose of paying balances 


-reported, to be due. by, the Audia and making 
advancesin special cases. ‘The remaining pornon 
of his duties would be those of. a ministerial char- 
Laster, now performed upon hie „responsibility, 


10 
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Report of the Postmaster General. 
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i services-rendered in pursuance of some preéxist- 
ii ing law, contract, or lawful regulation, and a 
i small contingent appropriation were assigned to 
| the Postmaster General, like those made to the 


modifed by salutary restrictions upon his-discre- 


tion. best . | 
` To enable him to-cxercise an effectual supervise | 
ion over postmasters and contractors, a third As- | 


istantshould be given to the Department. These | service of the other Departments, to meet neces- |: 


services have almost doubled since a second As- | sary expenditures, which cannot be foreseen or 
-sistant was added, and have: been recently ex- : provided for by contract or regulation. 
tended, making them too onerous to be performed Essential improvements might be made, as is 
‘by two Assistants, however distinguished for ` believed, in some: portions of the law regulating 
their industry and devotion tothe service. More- the details of duty assigned to the Postmaster 
over, these duties are constantly inereasing, and General, particulariy as to the making of con- 
wil be greatly enlarged by the extension of mail . tracts: dditiennl precautions are necessary 
‘eervice which is anticipated within thé coming i against irresponsible bidding, and te. prevent 
-year. If the United States were, for this purpose, ' edmbinations injurious to the Department. If 
ivided: into. three divisions, and an Assistant bidders were required in all cases, to furnish the 
-assigned to.each, the stations would stillbe among names of Taen securitics with their bids, 
the most laborious and responsible in the Govern- | who. should 
ment. ; oan ea de : i! ance, it would preventsthe bids of worthless men 
-: Three Assistants, on- the footing of Auditors and mere speculators, which now produce great 
“as tp salaries, with cight clerks each; a-chief clerk | inconvenience to the Departnient,and sometimes 
‘othe footing of chief clerks in the other Depart- ` serious loss. And if, on the other hand, combi- 
‘ments; twelvé élerks for other miscellaneous du- | Nations to prevent competition were punishable 
‘ties, inchiding thé- dead-letter service; ah agent to by perpetual exclusion from the service-of the 


bound from the date.of accept- |. 


-superintend the Post Office building and property, | 
‘and attend to purchases of stationery, aitam. ; 
xto. ;a messenger, anassistant messengera labor- 
‘er, and two watchmen, would ‘constitute a force | 
‘with which the ministerial duties of the Depait- i 
‘went could be performed witli comfert, prompti- | 
tude, and efficieney, | à maea 
The Auditor’s office would be the most exten: - 
vive tnd laborious acéounting office in the Gov- 
ermet; meriäg corresponding’ provision in | 
‘elerkvand salaries. Likéotherauditors, he should | 
‘have a chief ‘clerk for general duties. The ex- 
‘arhination ‘of postmasiers® accounts, prea y 
‘to about $42,000annaally ,scenting out ervors, and | 
other attendant services, constitute a severe duty, 
‘and requires eightéen clerks. Thè registration i 
“Of postmasters’ accounts; after examination, and | 
‘Keeping the ledgers of the Department, requires || 
eight clerks. To keep the pay books; see that 
pomen pay over their balances and returna | 
“the reecipts, and prepare eontractors’ accounts || 
‘for settlement, requires nine élerks. To collect | 
balances from former postmasters and others, | 
“make out statements of the accounts, and super | 
‘intend suits and prosecutions, requires at present | 
‘seven clerks. -Over each of these considerable || 
“branches of duty there must be, as at presdnt, a ‘| 
‘Peace clerk, for whom liberat provision should | 
‘be made. ‘It is but just to the gentlemen em- | 
ployed in this arduous portion of the publie ser- | 
‘vice, to say, thet their compensttion, in general, | 
pea bee with that given in other Departments | 
‘of the-Government, has hitherto been dispropor- 
‘tioned to the labor required: of them, and, as to | 
“married'men, inadequate tö the support of their | 
‘families, and the education of their children. - To | 
complete the drganizatiqn of that offite, there | 
mast besso a messenger and one assistant met- 


i Y. ' 
* The proposed reorganization would somewhat 
‘reduce the number of persons employed in the | 
‘business of the Post Office, by rendering usetess 
‘the clerks now occupied in making out the Post- 
master General’s accounts for the Treasury, as | 
‘also the clerks employéd in ‘examining ‘thet: in |; 
the Fifth Auditor’s office, if not-alwo tho#e in the | 
“Comptrolter’s office, adsizned to the same duty. 
`: “Phe utility of requiring afl the Post Office ae- | 
“edunts to be reported to the Comptroller, is not | 
“perceived. Et would perhaps promote thè ends 
of justice and operate as a salutary check upon 
the Auditor, if an appeal were allowed to the 
omptrofier, at ‘the instance of the claimant ór 
“Postmastet Gereral; should’‘either, in any case, 
“be dissatisfied with his decision, ~ at 


'Were:thus organized, it: might bë tequired of: the || 
“ally, specific estimates, settitip‘forth thé Sumis ési- || 


vane I 
opened; | 


“others that Congress'ny 


‘and after obtaining ar à opra x ji 
‘gate for the support ofthe ost Office establish- || 
“der an account at the next session, of the amoutit |! 
expended fori each purpose specified’ in His esti- | 


| Mr. Barry; and been 


|| -of dasting regret, if an 


Department, it would, it is believed, have an ex- 
cellent. effect on its mterests, as well as on the 
characters of its contractors. ; 

It is worthy of. consideration, whether it 
would not be expedient to change the rates of the 


letter pastage, making them conform to the na- | 


tional cgorrency, in gradations of five, ten, fifteen, 
twenty, twenty-five and thirty cents. Such a 
provisien would save almost- kalf the labor now 
required im: the examination of aecounts in the 
Departiient.and prevent numberless errors. It 


| would also mach simplify the system, if the 


number of miles to which these rates should ap- 
ply, were:doubled at each increase ef rate from 
the lowest te the highest. ; . 
There have been so many changes in mail 
routes sinre their original establishment, that it is 
now difficult, if not impracticable, to trace. them 
from their origin in the law, through all: muta- 
tione, down te their present condition.. It would 
contribute greatly to the convenience of the De- 
partment if they were all reéstablished in. one 
act, with such altesations and additions, as the 
accommodation of: the publie may require, and 
the interest of the Departmentadmit. A portion 
of the surplus revenue will be required to make 
improvements on existing routes; but, it is be- 
lieved, the Department can, without inconve- 
Rience, put “into operation new routes, not. ex- 
ceeding in cost $300,000 a year, as soon as they 
can be established, and the necessary arrange- 
ments made. ee ee s ' l 
: : The- aid of legislation is required to close, 
equitably, some: of the old claims against the De- 
partment. Various:demands exist for services 
rendered by authority of. the - ment, im a 
measure sanctioned by usagu; which, though to 
some extent just, eannet, in the opinion of the 
undersigned, be adjusted and paid without the 
sdnevion. of Congress. It-is hoped: that power 
may be vasted in the Auditor, df: one be created, 
wih :the' sanction of the Camptroller, to -settle 
these claims upon principles of justice and equi- 
ty; or, if this course “be: not: deemed. expedient, 
that Congress will provide some other means for 
their speedy adjustment. . 
The undersigned cannot close thiscemmunica- 
tion Without paying an humble tribute to the 


General. It may be said of him, as the head of 
this Department, that the reason he had. not a 
“better fostane was; ‘that he was toe pood a man. 
4n dther positions, and -under other circurti- 
‘stances, he would have been one of the greatest 
-and most aseful, as he was one of the ‘bestand 
west highly endowed, of our publicmen. Having 
for more than Piai years been acquainted with 

ó , onored with his friendship; 
‘knowing his private worth;his love of country, 


, and his disinterestedness; and having alwa 
i hał an abidi S inte a 


i confidence in his integrity and 
-honor, it would be te the undersigned a source 
ything said or done by 
him, in the administration of this Department, 


, Shouid-ecunderstood as intended or caleulated 


to depreemte.his 


Virtues, or cast a stain upon his 
amemorpe e n = oL AKAR aar a 


“mates. It ‘would Be a further tmptovement, ff | 
tall ‘atlowanicds “were prohibited, dthër then fôr i 


bes your obedient servant, 


ii have the konor to 
sro? - AMOS KENDALL.. 


EDEA ESE 


wworthof a iotand friead—the late Postmaster || 


| Postmaster General’s Instructions to the Acent to 

negotiate with the Railroad Companies. 

i i Post Office DEPARTMENT, 

il TE October 31, 1835. 

i Str: It is important for the business of the 

‘| country, and essential to the interests of the Post 

: Office Department, that the public mails should 
' be transported by the most speedy means of con- 
veyance which modern improvements afford. To 
give them the utmost’ practicable degree of use- 
fulness, they should travel on all the main routes 
by night and by day, stopping only at the mos 
important offices, and there only long enough to 
‘be exchanged, leaving it to the ordinary mails to 
supply other offices on the main as well as the 
diverging and less important routes, 

By liberal arrangements with the railroad 
‘companies these eee May, within a short 
period, be accomplished on the great line running 
from Washington -through Baltimore and Phila- 
delphia to New York, and prebably to Boston. 

‘- Phat the. railroad companies have an interest 
| in carrying travelers through with all possible 
expedition, is abundantly evident to every man 

' who has witnessed the increase of travel within 

i the last few years, and contemplated its causes. 

No people appreciate more highly economy in 
time than the people of the United States. ` 

In general, when they start on à journey, they 
hurry to its end in the shortest possible time, 
without regard to the dangers and discomforts 

‘which may await them in traveling. By exist- 

/ ing arrangements between Washingten and the 

n North, travelers are obliged id stop in the large 
cities, where their tavern bills: bear ‘a-Jargve pro- 
vous to the entire expetise of transpertation. 

i ff they had the means of passing onward and 

| saving these heavy bills; as well as the time lest 
while ineurring them, multitudes would travel 
wlio fow are not able to afford:it, and the receipts 

lof the railroad eompamics would probably be 
| doubled. ' ' 

1) ‘The time new oeeupied in traveling from Washi- 

| ington to Baimore is about two kours anda half. 

| We are inforrhed that by the Ist of November, 

i 1836, a railroad will be completed from Philadel- 

phia to Baltimore, upon which the mails may run 

through ín five hours. Allowing one hour for 
change of mails, &e., in Baltimote, the mail may 
then go through tö Philadelphia from Wash- 
ington in less than-nine houts. When the con- 
tinuous railroad communication through New 

Jersey shall be completed, it may run through 

to New York in six hours, which, allowing an 

i Hour’s delay in Philndelphia, will give a mail from 

Washington to'New York in eighteen hours. If 

the means of conveyance through New Jersey 

shall remain as at present, it may be carried 
throtigh in nineteen, or at most twenty hours. 

Through Long Island Sound, from New York to 

| Providence, it may now be carried with much 

regularity in sixteen Hours, and two hours and a 

; half more wil bring it to Boston by the Boston 

i end Providence railroad. Allowing one howr’s 

i delay in New York, and a half an hour in Provi- 

|| dence, and we have a mail carried from Wash- 

if ‘ington to Boston, a distance of five hundred and 
|, thirty-six mifes, in about forty hours. 

| By a liberal arrangement with the several com- 

|| panes in possession of the means of communi- 

j; cation upon that line, this object might now be 


| accomplished in forty-two hours; and as soon as 
| we-have an uninterrupted chain of railroad be- 
| tween the principal cities, the time may be greatly 

reduced. f ; ý 

| 4t is unquestionably the interest of the Depart- 
| mént to prefer contracting with those companies 
| Which can furnish uninterrupted railroad land 
| transportation; for in that case the inconvenience, 
| irregularity, and expense, of shifting from ors 
line to another, upon the change of weather ant: 
| 8easons, would be avoided. You are, therefor-, 
| reiquested to wait upon the president and other 
‘managers of the Baltimore and Ohio Railroad 
| Company, and apprise them of the earnest desire 
| of the Department to make an arrangerhent with 
i them for the transportation of the principal mail 
i between Washington and Baltimore on terms 
‘which shall be satisfactory to all parties; and 
i promises to be permanent. You will press upon 
i them the idea, whith is undoubtedly justified by 
| ait reasoning ang experience, that their own 
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interest is deeply involved in giving to the mails 
and to travelers the promptest possible tonvey- 
ance between the two cities, and promise them 


that the stage lines run by contractors of the De- | 


artment, and terminating in the two cities, shall 

` made to connect with their lines of cars at the 
most convenient hours of departure. 

The specific propositions to be made by you 
must be left very much to your discretion, The 
following suggestions, however, may be found 
useful: 

If the railroad company will agree to run a train 
of cars at such hours as may accommodate and 
expedite the mail, it is the desire of the Depart- 
ment to impose as little responsibility upon them 
as possible. If they will inclose, in a strong and 
substantial manner, a portion of their baggage car, 
or some other car, to be devoted exclusively to 
the mails, the Department will cause them to be 
placed in it at one depot, and taken out at the 


other, without requiring anything from the com- ' 


pany in the way of service or responsibility, but 
to haul it from the one to the other. Inthat event, 
it would be proposed that a strong lock should be 
placed on the apartment, to which only the post- 
_tasters at Washingtonand Baltimore should have 
keys, so that the mail should not be accessible to 
any one between the two depots. 
r, the Department will! furnish a strong fire- 
oof box or chest, go constructed that it may be 
readily transferred froma wagon to a car prepared 
for the purpose, into which the entire mails shall 
-be put and locked Hp int one post office, not to be 
holesied or opened between the two cities, which 
shall be delivered and received at the depots of the 
road, without any service or responsibility on the 
t of the company, beyond the transportation 
rom one depot to the other. Or, if wheels can be 
constructed which can be used alike upon the rail- 
road and the streets of the cities respectively, then 
the Department will furnish an entire car, con- 
_taining the mails to be delivered at one depot and 


received at the other, asking nothing of the com- | 


pany but to haul it from the one to the other. 
ou will ascertain for what additional charge 
they will undertake themselves to transport this 
` box or car between the post offices and their de- 
, pots—pressing this arrangement as the one which 

would be most acceptable to the Department. 
You will earnestly press upon them the im- 


r 


“mense importance to the entire business of the | 
, of having the mails on the main routes | 


country 3 s 
of which their road constitutes a part, travel 


by night as well as by day,as already suggested; ` 
and if they cannot be induced, without a com- ; 


pensation which the Department cannot afford 


to pay, toruna night line, then you are instructed — 
to solicit from them for the Department, the priv- : 


ilege of putting on. the’ road a locomotive, for 
the sole purpose of carrying theyuail, with a guit- 


able guard. It is believed that the importance of : 


' the object will induce the public-spirited men who 
manage this concern to permit the Government, 


for a suitable consideration, to use their road for :! 


a purpose so useful to their fellow-citizens, at 
hours when the 

. themselves. ` . 
It is not deemed necessary to press upon them 
any supposed rights which the Government may 
_ hava to use railroads owned by private companies 
for public purposes, allowing such compensation 
as may be fixed, in a way to be pointed out by 


Congress. Yet ‘it may be useful to call their | 


. The Moet ore coefers 
on Congress the power ++ to establish post pflices 
tnd post reads.” fo far as it respects roads, this 
delegation of power kas been construed to mean 
“that ss may desi the roads en which 
_the mails shall be carried. ‘To this constraction, 
~the-practice of the Government has hitherto con- 


sattention to that point 


f 


formed. Congress have designated the roads on 
which, mails shall þe carried, embracipg State | 
ads,township roads, streets of | 


„roads, county roads r 
‘¢ities, and turnpike roads. belonging to pnan 
‘companies. Penalties are prescribed by law for 
‘obstructing the mails upon these roads; and a 
“preference is given to the horses and vehicles by 
‘which they are conveyed. | 
None of those horses or ve 
not even by thé law process of the States for the 
‘debtd of their owners, while actually employed 
in thé cohvéydnce of the mails. oe 


y may tot think proper to use it || 


icles can be stopped, || 


These laws are based upon the unquestionably 
| sound principle, that when a power is clearly 
‘| delegated by the Constitution to the General Gov- 
ernment, it is not within the constitutional rights 
of any State, or company, or individual, to pre- 
vent or obstruct its execution, 

Railroads differ from turnpikes owned by pri- 
vate companies only in the fact that in the former 
case the companics own the means of conveyance 
as well as the road; but if established under the 


authority of Congress as post-roads, is it possible + 
revent the carrying of . 


for those companies oF 
į the mail upon them? If they attempt to do so, 
', either directly or by running their cars at incon- 


:| venient hours, or by asking an unreasonable price, ; 
|! may not the Department fulfill the law and ac- . 
|| complish its object by placing locomotives upon ` 


‘the road for the purpose of conveying the mail, 
i : . Å . 
| to which everything else must give place? If it 


i be not so, and if these railroad companies may . 


refuse to carry the mails at the hours required in 
the execution of the laws, or may, by any means, 
direct or indirect, prevent their transportation, 
then may they obstruct, if not defeat, one of the 
powers unquestionably delegated to Congress. 

‘or it must be apparent to the most casual ob- 
server, that if the mails are driven from the rail- 


roads and obliged to depend on stage or horse | 
transportation on the main routes, they will soon | 


cease to be of any considerable value, and this 
important and useful branch of the Government 
will sink into contem 
You are not desire 
dicated by this argument; but you may find 
useful to present it for consideration, with all the 
grounds which occur to you in its support, taking 
care to assure the company that the b 
is anxiously desirous to avoid all such questions 
now and forever, by a permanent arrangement 
for the transportation of the mails which shall 
not be liable to any just exceptions, either on the 
_ part of the Governmentor the company. In dis- 
| cussing the amount which ought to be allowed 
|* for the transportation of the mail, you will not 
| forget to avail yourself of the fact, that the great 
f object of chartering the railroad by the State was 
|| to cheapen transportation of every kind, and that 
| nothing has higher claims to that advantage than 
! the mails of the United States, in which are in- 
volved the interest of millions. You will know 


which have been suggested. Nor will you for- 
get to press the fact, that at the last session of 
Congress the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads in the House of Representatives, by a 
` unanimous vote, inserted a clause in the bill for 
reorganizing the Post Office establishment, re- 
stricting the Department to $75 per mile for rail- 
‘road transportation of the mails; and represent 
that we cannot venture to exceed that limit to 
' any great.éxtent... You. are requested to use the 
| utmost frankness in your communications and 
‘ discussions with- the company; to make them 
l sensible -thst the. Department desires nothing 
|i which is unreasonable; that it secks only that 
which will, promote the interest of the public, 
| and enhance the prosperity of eur common coun- 
try; and that, in seeking after these results, it is 
een to contribute liberally, but not extrava- 
antly, to the profit of.a company which has 
i done so much in facilitating .the means of inter- 
course and trade between our associated commu- 
nities. 


“suggest to- you, subject to the ratification of, the 
| Department; and you will use, such arguments 
| -as may occur, consistent with reason and truth, to 
-effect the object of your mission. Having com- 
ected your business with the Baltimore and Ohio 
ilroad Company, you will visit the president 
and other managers of the railxoad from Philadel- 
‘phia, through Wilmington, tò Baltimore, and by 
urging similar propositions and views, endeavor 
to form a prospective contract with them, subject 
.to the approval of the Department, for the con- 
veyance of thé great mail on their road, when it 
shall be comes No change ees ee then 
necessary in the proposition suggested, other t 
that tthe Gealinanterat Ww minon should have a 


t. À; 
d to assume the position iù- | 
it 


epartment ; 


how to amplify this argument, and all others |) 


You will by no means consider yourself as re- ` 
stricted to the propositions or arguments herein : 
suggested; but you will propose any otherarrange- , 
meat which intercourse with the company may | 


key to the box or car in which the mail shall be 
transported, that he may there open it and ex- 
change mails. 

If nosatisfactory arrangement can be made with 
| the managers of this road, then you will inquire 
|! into the practicability of making an arrangement 
<: with the managers of the railroad said to be in 
'| progress to connect the road from Philadelphia to 
, Columbia, with the city of Baltimore, when that 
i, road shall be completed. 
| Having finished your inquiries and distussions 

on those routes, you will proceed to New Jersey, 
‘and open similar negotiations with the managers 
of the road from Philadelphia to Trenton, and 
through, by New Brunswick, to New York. It 
is thought a preference should be given ‘to that 
over the Amboy route, because, in avoiding all 
steamboat or water transportation, it is likely to 
afford a more regular and certain means of eon- 

. veyance. For the sake of uniformity, as well as 
sa ety, it is desirable that the same plan of send- 
ing the mails in a separate box or car, should be 
_here also adopted. If a portion of the trans- 
eee be upon the turnpike from Trenton to 
ew Brunswick, the mail box may be readily 
transferred from the railroad car to a carriage 

| constructed to receive it, and at the end of the 
‘turnpike again transferred to the railroad car, so 
that the mail shall not be exposed or disturbed. 
At Trenton and New Brunswick the postmasters 
| may have keys and exchange mails. ` 

Tf no satisfactory arrangement can be made on 

this route, then you will confer with the managers 
of the Amboy road, and if practicable make an 
‘arrangement with them. If these companies 
cannot be induced to run a night-line, then you 
' will ascertain for what compensation they will 
transport the great mail by day, and also for 
what compensation they will carry a second mail 
between the two cities. But in all your negotia- 
tions with these companies, as well as those 
already adverted’ to, you are particularly in- 
structed to ascertain whether they will carry a 
mail by ‘night, and on what terins, and what dif- 
ference they will’ make between carrying the 
| great mail by night. and by day, and also what 
difference they will make for carrying a second 
| or small mail m the same manner me 
| 


Having finished your negotiations in New Jer- 
sey, you will próceed to New York, and confer 
freely with the ‘president and managers ‘of the 
i| Boston and Providence Railroad Company, with 
ij a view to a contract with that company during 

‘steamboat navigation to carry from New York 
|| the entire eastern mail distributed at Providence 
i and Boston. Here, also, let the same secure 
ii mode of convéyance be suggested. 
|. Youare further instructed to inquire ofeach of 
the railroad companies with which you may con- 
i; fer, for what sum of money, paid in hand, they 
i| will undertake to convey the mails onee pe ey 
‘and for what sum twice per day, at such ‘hours 
i as may from time to time be prescribed by the 
| Department during the continuance of their re- 
‘| gpective charters. You wil apprise them that 
il this inquiry is made with a view, if. their terms 
‘ be fcazonsbib: to ask pos, Aly for an appropria- 
li tion to purchase the freedom of their roads for 
| the United States mails. Hf it be found imprac- 
i| ticable or inconvenient for you to finish your 
i negotiations with any compan bn your o&tward 

trip, then‘yow can put them in train, and comi- 


f plete them on your return. k 

| © Tt is desirable that this service be concluded 
with alt practicable expédition. -Yot wilt from 
time to time report progress. n DALL. . 


Very respectfully, AMOS 
P.S. DUGHEOROUCH, Esq. í 


paa tena iha Camaticiostbr ad thin Sous- 


Communicated to Congress December 8, 1835. 


GeneraL Lann OFFICE, December 5, 1895. : 
“Sm: I have the honor herewith to transmit 
‘giatements exhibiting the operations of the seve- 
|! yal land, offices during the year 1844, and the 
first, second, and third quarters of the year 1835, 
| indicating the quantity of land soid—the amount 
“of cash and script received in payment therefor— 
ithe amount of incidental'‘expenses—and the 
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ye: Goneri- Es SE68<7 - i 


Raport fran Çommirioner: of. 


amount of moneys pi 
the yecciyers of public money, 


during the sa 
ecriods. (Tables marked A and 


B.) 


£ There arg: also herewith transmitted capjeq of |: 


‘the estimates. of appropriations required. by, this 
branch of the public service during the ensuing 
ear, WiFI. 
Kay the 
For the offices of the. surveyors general,- 
{popor marked D.) 
- For surveying 
‘marked E.) 


. . 


Gencral Land Office, —(paper marked 


the public 2 lands,—(paper 


Office, proper, upon the. present establishment, 
‘the Commwssianer, must be ruled by the organi- 
zatiow comerplated and provided for by the act 


` lof the. 25th. April, 1812, and of the 2d March, ` J 
. Of 
‘mall comparative moment in ealculating the 
1 Value of reform. 


1827 yra. scheme devised in inexperience, cand 
-obyigualy incompetent to the dispateh of. the in- 
creasing business, apart, from the. accumulated 


load of arrears, and incapable of discharging all |’ 
d policy |: 

impose upon the Government, in the operation ` 
! E barrassments which have existed in those offices 


the obligations.which good faith and goo 


of its land systep. ae Phar 
For seme yearg past, Congress has partially 
complied with the urgent requesis of the office for 
„more clerical. aid, and by temporary appropria- 
tions for extra clerk hire for writing of patents, 
&6., has, afforded sensible relief; but considering, 
as l do, that the continuatiqn of such temporary 
appropriations for the ensuing year, even to a 


much greater aypount, would form but au imper- ` 


fect and excoptionable substitute fpr the organic 
system, upon which this branch of the public ser- 
vige ought to be established, inorder to securg the 
'ÇOFrectNesSS, ECONOMY». and, 
‘ministyatian of ibs ‘concerns, demanded by exi- 
gencics derived from the past, and becoming. more 
“pressing. with the augmentin sales, and the in- 
greasing perplexity in which time involves the 
private land claims of thirty years’ standing, from 
pwhigh the attention of the Commissioner has, un- 
‘avoidably, been too mych diverted, I respectfully 
invite your attention to, the expedieney of a re- 
form, eA ae wee : 

The estimate for additional clerks, now offered, 


‘is indispensable, sọ long as the Legislature may |; 
_chpese to adhere to the measure of regular force |; 
| qualit 


prescribed by the eighth section of the act of 2d 
of March, 1827; but I cannot refrain from indulg- 
ing a prong. hppe that ‘Congress, perceiving the 
inauiiciency,of such temporary expedients, will 
‘pubstigute inthe course of the coming seasign,.A 
‘scheme better suited to the weight of the circum- 


_atances that press upon apd overburden the-office; | 


and I very respectfully suggest, that the attention 
‘of Congross be requested to measures that may 
place this institution in the condition of efficiency 
sequired by the public interests, as well as by 
jussice to a great portion of the population of our 
country, whose interests arg intimately connected 
„withthe prompt and correct execution of the 
duties imposed by law upon the Gencral Land 
Office. I beg leave, morepver,.to obscrve, that 
ithe impolicy of extra appro iations for specific 
“services in the office, is found in the fact that it 
has been impracticable, from the nature of. the 
dytios, tg restrict the labors of the clerks cmployed 
andcr.such appropriations to the specific heads 
‘ef service for, which such appropriations were 
-made,;, The circumstances attending the business 
have been such as always to demand the, applica- 
tion of the auxibary force, according to the pres- 
aura of duties, and in view of their comparative 
importance. oe! 

n the {representations made by my. predeces- 
sor in 1833-'34, to the Secretary of the 


oye nek nlrb, ded Offce had tabored; ands rontiguad 
to struggle, for -wat ‘oftimél yedaptation of plan 
and means to the, current business, and to the 
arrears postponed’ by the tausés he deseribed, 


of time adds to the difficulty of disentangling the 
most complicated from their embarrassment. 
This posture of affairs appcars to call urgently 
upon the Legislature to revise the laws fixing the 
oreanic prineipley by which the General Land 
Oce has now to be governed; and engct provis- 
ions whereby a more perfect supervision of labar 


thee 


gid into the Treasury by I and duty can be racticed; responsibilit 


i- kn eatiinating the expenses of the Gencral Land |; 


i; der a resolution of the Senate, 
Document No. 50; of the second’ session of . | 
'' quired. 


expedition in the ad- |; 


cy y of reasury | 
and to Congress, I have not discovered the least | 
exaggeration of the difficulties under which the 


made 
i more sensible in the various branches of this ser- 
vice, and the, Commissioner in a, measure relieved 
of details that divert his attention from more im- 
portant affairs, but which cannot be neglected, as 
they occur, without occasioning delays, and per- 
haps confusion, in the several bureaus, where 
justice and expediency would reei minead that 
ibe relative compensation of the pri tinels’shouid 


bear a proporiion to the responsibility incurred, . 


and the abilitics, attention, and industry required. 
The annual cost of an improved system equal 


to the new business constantly oceurting, and to 
bringing up what remains behind in a reasonable 


"time, would probably be greater during a few 


years than the sum now estimated for the next; 
yet in the ultimate result of the experiment, there 
would be a saving in this respect, it is thought, 
several times the difference—a ifference of 


In reference to the estimates for additional clerk 
hire in the offices of the’ surveyors general, I 
‘have to make the following rémarks: The em- 


‘have heretofore been fully communieated to Con- 
gress in a report, dated 21st January, 1833, un- 
(printed as Senate 


the Twenty-Second Congrcss;) in consequence 
whereof: partial appropriations’ have here tofore 
been made to enable those officcts'to bring up the 
arrears of work in their respective offices. One 
principal object of these appropriations (as sub- 
‘mitted in former estimates) is the transcribing of 
the field notes of surveys, with the yiew of having 
copies of them filed, and preserved at the scat of 
| Government. Lest this object should not ‘be 
fully understood, I would briefly remark that the 


« field notes,” SO called, are, technically, the sur- ` 


veys. 
‘The laws in ‘relation to surveying tbe public 
lands, by a sing 
copies of the field notes should be multiplied. On 
the contrary, the exisging provisions O law re- 
quire the surveyors general to furnish. with the 
township plats, instead of copies of the field 
notes of survey, a document which is called a 
“ description’? of the township, indicating the 
y. of the lands on the sectional lincs and be- 
| tween the corner ‘pdsts, and referring to the char- 
“acter of the corngr posts or bearing trees. 
descriptions, however, answer not the same pur- 
ose as the ficld notes, and no protractions can 
e made from them. The original field netes are 
‘filed in the offices of the surveyors general; no 
copies of them are extant by law; and if such 
‘originals should be lost ór destroyed by the burn- 
‘ing down of the surveyors’ offices, or otherwise, 
there would be no record of them in existence, 
and the loss would be irreshediable, unless by 
. resurveys of the lands, requiring the expenditure 
of immense sums of money. 
| The fact that the office of the surveyor gene- 
| ra] for Alabama was destroyed by fire many 


years ago, and with it all the original field books . 


|-of surveys, of which no transcripts were ordered 
to be preserved by law, is one of the strongest 
inducements that could present itself in favor of 
“the additional appropriation for clerk hire in the 
‘surveyors’ offices, now submitted, with a view 
“to éffect that object. 
:Fhis office was enabled to’ supply, to a con- 
siderable extent, the loss occasioned by the de- 
struction of the surveyor’s office in ‘Ainbsnia: 
because the surveyor general, in departing from 
the custom, had returned the field notes. 
_ The labors in the surveyors’ offices have been 
eatly increased by the operation of the act of 
th April, 1832, entitled, ** ie act supplementar 


l to the several laws for the sale of public lands,’ 


“by 


est legal ‘su ditision was the eighty-acre ` tract, 
: (half quarter scction,) made suth ‘by a line run- 
‘ning northand south. The act referred to confers 


| ters of ‘sections, the 
“and west restricting the privilege 
‘small en é : 
Any die purchaser, and jo tWose purchadérp o 


zeg Vasi ohidde 


wSEReS a 


_ house rent and 


cular oversight, do not require that ` 


; public service has the 


i present the egtimate of appropriation 
| for office rent and fuel of the surveyors’ offices. 
= To show the progress of thè public surveys, 
Such ° 


the additional privilege of locating quarter-quar- 
ivisional line running east 
of making those 


pare tb two 4 uarter-quarter scctions by 


[December 8, 


——— 
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i who enter them for cultivation, or for the use of 
| their improvements. To make this law available, 
| it was found necessary to require the surveyor 
ii gencral not only to exhibit on all future township 
l gurveys protracted by them respectively, the mi- 
~ nute subdivisions of fractional sections into forty- 

acre lots, as nearly as practicable, (under regula- 
tions prescribed by the Department, in pursuance 
of the law,) butalso to make new protractionsand 
catculations of the vast number of fractional sec- 
tions in market, and remaining unsold, at the 
|: passage of the act, and to make returns to this 
| office, as well as to the district land offices. The 
: maps and diagrams so required have to be pre- 
' pared in triplicate. The magnitude of this work, 
‘and the pressing demands made b purchasers 
for the receipt of those returns efoupdivisions at 
the several land offices, have, as may be inferred, 
(in the midst of the increasing demand for new 
' lands to be brought into market,) greatly en- 
, ergached on the time which otherwise would have 
| been devoted to the bringing Up of the oid arrears, 
‘and transcribing the field notes, Hence it has 
‘been frequently found necessary to apply the 

whole force in the surveyors’ offices to the cur- 

rent business, as the exigencies of the public 

service have from tinie'to time ani ageatively de- 

manded, to the delay of those special objects for 

which the additional ‘appropriations were re- 


f 


_ The propricty of making an allowance ‘to the 


‘ ‘surveyors gencral for office rent and fuel is respect- 


fully submitted, The want of ample accommo- 
dations for the clerks allowed them by law, of 
necessity tends to, retard the progress of those 
important objects for’ which t e Bp ropriations 
of clerk hire have been made. ' Re ‘atficer is 
‘now personally charged ‘with all cxpenscs of 
‘fuel for his clerks in the public 
“service, and his ‘emoluments not inereasing by 
commissions and fees, (as those of the registers 
‘and receivers) in a given proportion to the amount 
of their business, it is certainly an evil that the 
‘appropriation of increased force in aid of the 
direct effect to diminish his 
own emoluments, by the expenses attending the 
accommodations he ‘has to provide for his clerks. 
‘In view of all these circumstances I beg leave to 


for $2,100 


and the fields of operation that may be expected 
to be'occupied by the surveyors during the ensu- 
ing year, I have deemed’ it proper to submit 
herewith such reports of the surteyors general, 
‘together with their respective estimates, as this 
office is at present enabled to furnish. (Doca- 
ment marked F) > a a 


. In Ohio. , 

‘The whole of the lands in this State which 
have been ceded to the United States have been 
surveyed, and, with the exception of some small 


‘former Indian reservations, have been offered at 
_ public sale. ' 


In Indiana, > 


In this State all the lands which have been 
ceded have been surveyed; but about ninety 
townships and ‘fractional townships have not 
been proclaimed for sale. They will, however, 
be brought into ‘market early next season. 


_ In the Peninsula of Michigan. 
In this part ef the Territery nearly all the 
ceded lands have been surveyed ahd brought into 


_ market, The wnsurveyed portion is principalh 
i SEEE in the neighborhoed of Saginaw bay; 
an 
| settlers render it expedient, a portion thereof will 


should the iaterests of the public and of the 
be surveyed, and pinced in market, before the 


reason of the new and minute subdivisions of "3 losa of 1836. 


l! fřactional sections, necessary to be exhibited on 
; „pon i i the township plats. Previous thereto, the small- 
which remain in abeyanga, while the progress | 


In Michigan, west of Lake Michigan. 


In this section of the Territory the whole of 
the lands within the Wisconsin land district have 
een surveyed; and in addition to the surveys 
within the Green bay disiriet which have been 
_ proclaimed for sale, the office is advised of the 
| survey of about sixty-five townships and frac- 
` tional townships in that district, which have not 
i yet been proclaimed, but which can be brought 
| into mårkèt early jy the next yew if required.” 


18357) 


24ra Conc....Ust Sess. 


IX’ TO' THE CONG RESSIONAL GEDBE 
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The united nation of the Chippewa, Ottawa, | 
and Pottawatomi Indians having, by the treaty ` 
of 1P33 and 1234, ceded to the United States the : 
lands in flinois and Michigan, west of and be- 
tween the lake and the lands previously eeded 
Ly the Winnebago and other Indians, the sur- 
veyor general was instructed, in August last, te 
have that portion of the cession sitaate in Michi- 

n run off into townships; and since that time 
fie has been instracted to have those townships 
subdivided. The survey of this cession, and of 
some of the adjoming townships, in the previous 
cessions, will not only complete the surveys in 
this district, but of all the lands between ke 
Michigan ad: the Mississippi, which have been 
ceded to the Government. 

In M&anots. 

In this State the office is advised of the survey 
of ninety-eight townships and fractional town- 
shis, embracing the whole of the Pottawatomi 
cession of 20th October, 1832, and such portions 
of the adjacent cessionsas had not been surveyed, 
thus completing the surveys in the Danville dis- 
trict and im the southern part of the Chicago dis- 
trict. The whole of these surveys can be brought 
into market during the next spring. 

In the northwestern land district, the surveyor. 
general has contracted for the survey of all the 
lands north of the old Indian boundary,and west 
of the extension of the third principal meridian, 
into townships, and for the subdivision of a por~ 
tion of those townships inte sections; and although 
the office is not adviscd of the number of town- 
ships which will be prepared for market in that 
part of the district during the next year, yet it 
may be safely calculated that sufficient progress 
will have been made to admit of one or more 
public sales. Instructions were given to the sur-. 
veyor general in August last to haye that portion. 
of the lands ceded by the treaty of 1833 and 1834, 
with the Chippewa, Ottawa, and Pottawatomi 
Indians, which is situated in Minois, run off into 
townships, and he, has been since directed to 
subdivide those townships into sections, prepara- 

to their being brought into markct. 


to 

the, last session of Congress for surveying the 
confirmed lots of Peoria, the necessary instruc- 
tions were given to the surveyor general to carry 
the act into effect. 


In Missouri. ; 


Yn the northern part of the State, the office is 
ailvised that the surveyor general has contracted’ 
for the survey of the exterior liries of about one 
hundred and thirty-eight townships, and for the 
subdivision of thirty of those townships. The 
surveyor general has also informed the office of 
his having contracted for runni 


lines of about one hundred and eighty-ninc town- i t diate rintendence, 


i voted a part of the last winter 


ships, principally upon the waters of the Osagé | 
and rand: vera and? adjoining the surveys! 
already mode. rhe ' 

An appropriation of $20,008 having been mađe” 
in 1834, for surveys in the southwest paft of the 
State, the surveyor general has been en in| 
executing surveys in that section of the State, | 
and the whole of the amount appropriated for | 
that object has been remitted to him for their | 
payment; but as yet it is not in the power of i 
this office to say what number of townships 
have been surveyed, or state the precise time 
when they can be brought into market, although. 


it is confidently expected ‘that the wishes of the 


settlers will be complied with, by proclaiming 
some of those lands during the next season. 


` In the State of Louisiana. ` 

The information derived from the surveyor 
neral enables; me to say that:by the middle of 
arch next there will be about two hundred and 
forty-eight townships afd fractional townships 
surveyed and returned; Which have not been pro- 
claimed for gale. Some of these townships would: 
have been offered during the present year, if the’ 
land offices had not been again opened, by the 
act of the 6th Fe last, for the investigation 


oie 


į 


ever, the office can satisfactorily ascertain that 
any portion of those lands can be offered, without 
the risk of interfering with such alloged claims, 


general, it appears that about eighty-five town~ 
ships and fractional townships have been sur- 
veyed, of which the plats have not been received’ 


such lands will be brought into market during |: at this office, and that about sixty-four town- 


the next year. 
Jn Mississippi. l 
The office of the surveyor for the public lands 


the termination of the last session of Congress, 
no surveys are known to have been made during 
the present season. It is estimated, however, 
that only about forty townships are now. required 
to be surveyed, to complete the survey of the 
lands eeded by the Choctaw treaty of 1830. ane 
From the representations which have been 


; made to this office, it is greatly to be apprehended 


. that such numerous errors have been committed, . 


` being run an 


many years ago, in locating and surveying the: 
confirmed private claims in that 
gusta district south of the thirty-first degreegf 
latitude, as to render it indispensably necessary 
that the subject should be examined by the land 
officers and the surveyor eral, in order that’ 
the nature and extent of those errors might be 
correctly ascertained, and instructions had been 
given to them in relation thereto, when the closing. 
of the surveyor'’s office prevented any progress 


being made in such examination. Whenever the. | 


office is filled, the surveyor general will be re- ` 
quired to go on with the examination. =~ i 
In that part of the State included in the limits 
of the Chickasaw cession of 1832, and where the 
operations are carried on under the directions of 
a surveyor general specially provided for by the 
treaty, it is believed that almost the whole:of the 
operations in the field wilt be completed during 
the present scason, with the exception of some 
townships in the Mississippi swamp, and of such 
of the lands bordering on the line between that 


cession and the Choctaw cession of 1830, as could 


not be isha fa in consequence of that line not 
marked; but as the surveyor gen- 


_eral has been advised of the course:of the line, 


expected that the whole surveys will be completed. 


n appropriation of $500 having been made at | daring the next year. 


| 


, 
., tion of some townships south of the thirty-first- 


|, degree, and of some bordering -upon 


and has directed to‘have it surveyed, it may be 


k In Alabams. i ; 
Tn this-State all the ceded lands, with the excep-' 


the une- i 


' cided boundary between.this State and -the State 


of Geergia, have been surveyed. 
Owing to the complaints which had been made 


ii respecting the surveys of the lota in the city of 


i Mobile, and of the claims adjacent thereto, and in | 


| 


and decision of the private claims to land in that: 
State, and the consequent réhension: that dif- 
ficulties might arise from > 
sale duting the period in whith: individuals: are 
albeweil to brinig 


ering: those lands fer; visions of the act-of 
forward thbir ceiget. > 1f, bom- || py iensrbatidit received Nort tHe wirtey oP 


aecomplishment of that duty, which it is hoped. 
formed. | `- 


consequence of-the great value of the property in: | 


|: question, it was thought advisable that the sur- : 


ior | Yeyor gene l 
the. exterior ject, and have the surveys corrected under his own | 


ral should personally examine the sub- 


and he. therefore de- 
and spring to thẹ | 
has new. been correctly and satisfactorily per= | 
.- a. Florida: co > cise va 
"Phe surveys of the publie lands in West Flor- | 
ida having been almost entirely: completed, the: 
attentionof the serveyor general for the last year 
has been principally directed to the extension of 
these in the peninsula, and along the Atlantic: 
border of East Florida; but in consequence of the 
nature of the country om each side of: the. tract: 
formerly reserved for thé Seminole Indians, bat | 
which was eeded tothe United. States by the:| 
treaty of the 9th Map; 1832, it has been thought 
advisable to extend the extension of the surveys: 
in that section ef the country, until the Indians 
shall :be removed under the provisions of: the 
treaty. This suspension will not, however, cause’ 
any ineonvenience to the public; awit will: enable 
the surveyor general to prepare for market those: 
surveys whith have Glreed bho mae ivii 
the ‘sickness of his'clerks and wantef aid! 
in his office; has heretofore prevented him‘from: 


doing... i TERAS! 

During the last: season a survey ofthe con- 

firmed: claims and of the public property m the 

city of St. Augustine, wad made under the pro~’ 
the Bth June, 1832. 


i 


< lands will be offered for sale during the next year. 


in this State haying necessarily been closed since | 


part of the Au- 


ships and fractional townships were under con- 
tract for subdivision into sections. Some of these 


Not only as showing the nature of the work: 
contemplated to be performed during the next 
season iw the different districts, and for which 
appropriations are now asked, but also the man- 
ner in which it has been found. absolutely neces- 
sary to apply the appropriations heretofore made 
for extra aid, in the offices of the surveyors gen- 
eral, I beg leave to refer to the accompanying’ 
reports from those officers. i 

he paper G, herewith transmitted, is a state- 
ment showing the amount of forfeited land stock, 
issued and surrendered at the United States land 
offices, to the Wth of September, 1835; also thë 
amount of military land scrip surrendered to the 
same period. 

The paper H is an exhibit of the periods to 
which the monthly accounts of the registers and 
receivers of the public land offices have been 
rendered, and showing the balance of eash in the 
receivers’ hands, at the dateof the last monthly 
accounts carrenf, and the péeried to which the re- 
ceivers’ quarterly accounts have been rendered. 

The set of Congress of 34 March last, second 


section, appropriates an additional quantity of 
land for the satisfaction of warrants granted by 
_ the State of Virginia to the officers, sqidiers, sail- 


ors, and marines of her State and continental 
establishments, during the revolutionary war, to 
the amount of six hundred and fifty thousand 
acres; and provided that, if, on the 1st September, 
1835, the amount of warrants filed should exceed 
the amount of land so appropriated, the commis- 
stoner should apportion the said six hundred and 
fifty thousand acres of land among the warrants 
“which may be then on file, in full satisfaction 
thereof.” ae 

The amount of warrants filed on Ist Septem- 
bér last so far exceeded the quantity of -land 


appropriated by the law, as to require the redac+ 


tion of ten per cent. from the nominal! amount 
ofeach warrant. The serip hes beer ordered to 
be prepared atcordingly, and considerable prog 
ress hds been made in the issue. 
Ihave the honor to be, sir, with great respect, 
your obedient servtint, ` erste ees 8 G 
; s ETHAN A. BROWN. ` 
Hon. Lev: Woopstrr, : 
S `” Seeretary of the Treasury. 


-Neport frem the Commissioner of Indian 

i Affairs. : 
i Wan DEPARTMENT, 

.Orricg Inviaw Arras, Nov. 24, 1835. 
"Sir: In compliance with your order of the 4th’ 
September‘last, I have had the ‘honor to present’ 
an estimate of the amount réquired by the Com 
missioner of Indian Affairs for the ensuing year; 
also the estimated amount of Current expentes 
of the Indian Department for thé same petted, 
exclusive of the expensed of emigration and alse 
an estimate of the sums required for the payment 
of afthuities due to individual Frdians, and Indian 
tribes, and fór the fulfillment óf treaty stipulations 
for the coming year: These estimatés were re- 
ferréd to in several papers thefi submitted, ant 
marked A, B, aad C: OO VOE O OE A 
Such other statemetits as might seem to some 
port with the spirit of your requisition, are here- 
with addéd, for the parpone of commüricating 
spécifie details cor In ane concerti, uridér the 
ny rintendence of this Department. © 7- ~. 
“Fw the paper marked D; wih be found the 
Aouri drawn tror the Tréasary, wnd remicert 
for disbursement, under thé diffefent heeds of 
ațipropřiation for the’ feet three’ quarters of the 
present year; also ‘thé amount of the accounts 
rendered for ‘the corresponding period, under 
their respective heads, together with the Balances 
remaining to be accounted for, uctording to thë 
books of this office. The remittances tor dis~ 
bursément form a sum tétal, as there appears, of 
1,075,693 66; accounts have’ béen rem ered for 
the anioùnt of $817,953 35, and the’ sum of 
FRID ‘Fi H ute Hee ih the Harda of 
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offeers having the charge of paying Indian an- | 
nuilics, Or eloihed with other specilic pecuniary 
trusts. Itnotunfrequently happens that unavoid - 
able causes prevent regular and timely transmis- 
sion or reception of documents required by the 
regulations of the Department for the rendering 
of accounts, without culpability attaching to the’ 
agent inthe smallest degree. Among such causes 
are extreme distance, disbursements not com- 
pleted, mischance of conveyance, and other in- 
cidental circumstances, precluding complajnt and 
admitting apology. -| , 

All material information in relation to the In- 
dian schools participating in the benefits of the: 
annual appropriation of. $10,000 for the civilizar 
tion of the Indians, is communicated in the paper 
marked E, together with the particular dispogi- 
tion of the education fuads, set apart for that. 
object, in treaties with the Indian tribes. With 
a wish to bring this interesting subject, more. 
under general noiice, there is incorporated in this 
statement, whatever has come to the knowledge 
of the Departinent, from societies and institutions 
codperating in the same beneficent purpose. The- 
cause of humanity finds an advoeate im every- 
feeling bosom, the sentiment is.as universal 
as grateful, that education and civilization march. 
hand-in-hand in the progress of improvement, 
civil and religious... The number of Dodan chil- 
dren taught at the schools included in this report 
cannot be given with accuracy, inasmuch as re-. 
turns have not yet been received from al the 
teachers.. 4 is supposed to be about seventeen | 
hundred. | 
. There are, besides, one hundred and sixty-. 
three Indian scholars at the Choctaw academy, 
in Kentucky, the education expenses of whom 
are -defrayed from funds provided for this special 
object, under treaty with. several of the tribes. , 
This academy has heretofore steadily increased. 


in reputation, in proportion to its extensive.use- | 


fulness, and is now progressing successfully in- 
the adoption of mechanical education, superadded 
to. the common elementary. branches of tuition. 

In a former report this tapie was adverted to, | 
and, arguments, that spontaneously presented | 
themselves, were then introduced in support of | 


the views there taken, in relation to the subject i 


of Indian instruction in the mechanical arts, as a | 
material part of the system of education. These, 
in fact, must become, if not the first, the princi- | 
pal step in the ladder that leads from the abori- 
ginal ta the civilized state. However agricultural’ 
may be the prevailing disposition oy pursuit of 
any mixed community, nothing is more clear 
than the position that all cannot be agricultur- 
isthe. diversity. of inclination, physical adapte- 
tion, and especially the. paaitive requirements in 
society for the productions of mechanical skill 
and labor, set.at: nanght sọ illusive an opinion. 
Employments must be faund, in a wholesome 
condition of society, suited to different tastes and 
capacities. But fitness for employment. presup+- 
poses instruction and acquaintance with. the sey- 
eral branches in which it is exervised, by us. 
denominated. „traden. Apprenticeship. puly can. 
roduce able workmen; and it ig believed that. 
mechanic arts çan he the more readily grafted. 
en the, Indian stock, through the means of me~ 
chanical instruction, as.a part of the system.of 
education patronized by the Government. _-_, 
These suggestionsare offered under a frm per- 
suasion of the capability of the Indian to take his 
station, through the ameliorating process of lete. 
ters. and the.arts, bythe side of the civilized man. 
And. surely all will admit that there is a. well-. 
founded claim an eur sympathies in behalf of the 
Indian race, when. it is considered that our:terri- 
tories were once the hunting-greunds of their fare- 
fathers, apd that our cities. occupy the former 
tes of theixy wigwams and ages.. Humble. 
inetrumests in tha | nds. of. Providence, lat us 
lend qur. aid. to the. red rann’s helplessness, and, 
şssiat him te ascend, where civilization spreads 
ita. wide expanse, creative of new impulses, and. 
affording a more genial home to his affections, a 
waher harvest for his exertions, and a brighter. 
atmosphere for his intellectual vision. 
~ Suitable measures have been adopted for the 


execution of the treaty concluded: at Chicago. 
with, the united nation of Chippewa, Ottowa, and. 
Rotiawatomi: ladiaps,and a considerable portion. 


of them are now on the way to their destined home | l 
in the West; the residue may be expected to fol- |; 
low speedily, so that the entire number may prob- | 
ably be congregated in their new domains in the : 
course of the ensuing season. Meanwhile, the 
commissioner appointed to’ investigate some of 
the individual claims under the treaty, has pre- 
sented his report, which has given general satis- . 
faction, awd they have been paid, with the ex- 
ception of those disallowed by him, and of which, . 
by his appointment, he was constituted sole ar- i 
Ater. 
Major J. Brooks has succeeded in concluding 
a treaty with the. Çaddo Indians; by which they 
cede their land in Louisiana to the United States, | 
and agree to remove, at their own expense, be- | 
yond our territorial limits, never to return. This: 
alteration may possibly save the small remains of 
the tribe from total extinction—a fate that seemed 
tobe impending on a continued residence in their , 
pftsent location, surrounded by a population that 
operates on the children of the forest like miasma 
on constitutions unused to its baleful influence. 
The treaty and journal of proceedings are here- 
with communicated. 
A treaty has also been concluded by Governor | 
Stokes and General Arbuckle with the Caman- | 
ches and Witchetas, two of the three nations of 
Indians of the Great Western Prairie. Itis con- 
fidently expected that the Kioways, the third na- 
tion, will also become parties to the treaty; and: 
there are good grounds for believing that it will : 
have a salutary tendency in repressing a long- 
indulged spirit for depredation, and in preserving | 
peace among all the Indian tribes west of the Mis- 
sissippi. The treaty and journal of proceedings 
are herewith transmitted. 
; . Major Francis W, Armstrong was associated in 
; the commission with the above-named gentlemen. 
i He had left home to attend the-council, but was 

suddenly arrested by disease, which ended in 
| death before he could reach his destination. By 
| this unhappy event, the Government lost a meri- į 
; torious and efficient officer, and the Choctaws were | 


i 


| deprived of a faithful, able, and devoted agent. It || 
| afi 


rds me a melancholy opportunity of stating a 
matter highly creditable to the deceased, in which 
the good done will live after him, and consecrate 

| his memory. In one of his communications to 
| the Department he informed that the Choctaws 
had then recently condemned to death, and actu- 
ally executed, two of their tribe on a charge-of. 
witchcraft. Such, it seems, had been the practice 
among them in preceding times; showing the an- 
hallowed influenve of the superstition and its con- 
comitant horrors. Immediately on being ap- 
prised of the shocking transaction, he convened: 
the chiefs in couneH, and prevailed upon them to | 
abolish the custom, under penalty of death for 
being imstramental in such execution, and of the 
lash on whoever shoald r a charge of witch- 
craft against ary of their tribe. To his decision | 
and firmness may be ascribed the termination of a | 
sdperstitious custom that: triumphs in the weak- 
ness of human nature, gives a sort of legalized 
sanction to the most barbarous acts, and calls for 


edgmeént of its paramount authority. 
: There has been no intermission of exertion tod 
induce the removal of the Cherokees to the west 
of the Meen in confatmity with-the policy 
adapted by the Government in favor of the In: 
diane; a to which they form almost the sole 
execption. There cam be: little doubt that bad 
advisernent andthe intolerant control of chiefs: 
adverse.to the mheasure, havé conduced to the 
disinclination of a large portion of the nation tb] 
emigrate and avail themselves of the obvious ben- | 
efit in the contemplated change. ‘Another portien | 
has viewed the measurein a mere favorable ight, 
and enlisted in-its advocacy with much warmth. | 
Such a diversity of seatiment-could not-fail td’ 
create collisións and animonity; and: the effect: 
has been, so far, 'a tien of the requisite | 
unanimity to bring the: question to. a favorable: 
issue. In thisstate of things, a provisional treaty’) 
has been:rhade with Jobn Ridge, and other influ- 
ential members of the: nation, favorable td the” 
cause of removal, and by them submitted tå their: 
brethrens in May last: No accounts of their fnat 
decision have yet been-receiyed. The provisions 
of the..tepaty ars. ga liheral, and the. disadvagt- 


:, within the coming year. 


ages of continuing among the white population 
which has intrenched itself on their borders, and - 
even interspersed itself among them, are so glar- 
ing, that its cordial and spcedy adoption might 
reasonably be anticipated. All proper efforts 
have been made by the Government to insure 
this result, under the conviction that its accept- 
ance would lead to their tranquillity, prosperity, 
and happiness. 

Indications of a contumacious and hostile 
spiriton the part of the Seminoles, excited ap- 
prehension that they meditated resistance to the 
fulfillment of their late treaty, and that their re- 
moval could not be effeeted without compulsion, 
To intimidate the disaffected, and quell a spirit 
of turbulence, a military.detachment was ordered 
to repair to their country, and they were express- 
ly assured, that a compliance with their treaty, 
made by them with much caution and delibera- 
tion, and after an exploring party of their chiefs ` 
had examined the land allotted for their residence 
in the West, and passed upon it their unqualified 
approbation, Souli be enforced by the Govern- 
ment. It is gratifying to add, that they have 
subsequently scen their interest and obligation. 
in a clear light, and that they are busily engaged 
in preparations to remdve during the ensuing 
spring. 

The Creek Indians are beginning to wake 
from their long-indulged lethargy, and a general 
spirit of emigration is manifesting itself among’ 
them. From recent communications, much con- 
fidence is entertained that a considerable portion 
will be in readiness to proceed to their. western 
home in the course of a few weeks, and that the 
will be followed by the residue of the nation 

It is respectfully suggested, as a matter of ex-" 
| treme importance, that early appropriation should 
' be' made for thé annuity money due to the differ- 
ent tribes, that the publication of proposals, in’ 


:| those ‘cases where goods are to be furnished, may 


| be issued in sufficient time to insure competition’ 
| in the most eligible markets, and that thereby the 
most suitable articles may be procured on the’ 
mostreasonable terms. Inadditionto this obvious: 
advantage, much benefit would accrue to the In- 
dians, and their convenience.be materially pro- 
moted by the early transmission of their goods 
and money, so that distribution and payment 
might be made in the months of June and July, 
before the commencement of tbeir sickly season, 
and avoiding the interference of a later period 
with their hunting campaign. Complaints have, 
been repeatedly made by the different tribes, of 
injury sustained by them, through the long-de- 
lay l place of their annuities, owing to pro- 
tracted appropriation. y : 

The year has passed without any marked event 
of a Roe character. to communicate. The 

eriod has been a pacific one, with little of vio- 
ence or bloodshed to record, and the Indian con- 
dition is decidedly on the improvement, so far as. 
relates to their previous characteristic traits. The 
exclusion of ardent spirits, where it could be ef-- 


as '! fected, has done much good;and on this exclusion, . 
the immolation of innocent vietims as an acknow!- || F 


and the substitution o. 


other pursuits for war and 
the- chase, must depend. their gradual growth and . 
eventual proficiency in civilization, a consumma- 
tion earnestly desired by every philanthropic 


mind. 

All which is respectfully submitted. 

Pas ELBERT HERRING. 

To the Hon. Lewis Gass, sit 
ci , Secretary of War. 


OF SLAVERY IN THE DISTRICT OF 
COLUMBIA. * ee 
DEBATE IN THE HOUSE, 

. ... Monnar, December 21, 1835. 

-.The question, being upon the reconsideration . 


of the: vate. xeferring a Memorial to the Camumit- 
tee for the District of Columbia, and Mr. Apams 


ABOLITION 


having last addresed the Chair— =... 
‘Mr. ‘THOMPSON, of South Carolina, said, 
the gentleman from gia {Mr Grasscock] 


had co lated the House and the country 
uper the tone and | of ‘the temen: 
from the aoa-slavehdiding States whio taken: 


pare in. this debate. : 4 (said Me. T) vory heart 


FBR oTi 


ABPENDIX TITHE ‘CONGRESSMIN ALCGLRBE. 


garé Conaiilst Sess. | chbelifion.of Slave 


ws. 


ry in: District of Colunbiaw- Mn. F. Garland. 


Ni 
oe? o> | Dosen Reess 


I 
ilv coacurecé in thet cpngratulation. Iam net: 
disposed to look fer sinister and bad motives, | 
where those which are direct and honorable are 
avowed. J must, for the present at leaat, take it 
fer granted that gentlemen mean what they say. 
Iwill not drive off those who may be our frends; 
by prematurely suspecting or denouncing them; 
Bat I must say, that the course of seme gentle 
men to-day has been well calculated te impair that 
confidence, and to. justify suspicions then eXe 
preesed by some of my friends. Of one thing | 
amure n, that, With all the manecuvring 
of parliamentary, let ma add of pariy tactica, 
they shali not elude a direct issue upon this 
Question—en isane that will have to be met with 
masks of. And then, sir,-cither. my confidence 
im gentlemen, or the auspicions of my friends, 
will be justified.. : 
But, air, if I wae satisfied with the language of 
the non-slaveholdiag gentlemen , I was rejoiced, in 
my heart was I glad, to listen to the manly and 
decided language of the gentleman from Georgia. 
Jt gave me assurance, that on this question, if no 
other, there will be a thorough union of the whole 
South ia council, and in gciiea, if need be, on 
this great and absorbing questien; yes, sir, this 
absorbing question, by whose salutary warmth, 
ay, heat, if you please, the pestilent vapors of 
ty strife and personal faction will be taken.up; 
The question before the House is, will it recon 
aider a vote heretoforg inadvertently given (as is 
adntitted on all hands) on the reference ef a peti- 
tien? A vote on a kindred petition has just been 
taken, and genticmen all around me exclaim they 
were tricked, they were entrapped. Yes, sir, 
ouch is the language of 4 diss ngeenes gentleman 
from Virginia with whom I find myselt acting on 
this question, but with whom, in all human preb- 
ebility, I ehali find myself acting on no other, 
‘And, sir, let me ask, do the majority desire tq 
avail themecives of n vote thus obtained? 1 know | 
pot the feelings of thie body, bat, regarding. 1t as 
a body of gentlemen, | am almost afraid of giving | 
offense by asking the question. Those with | 
whom I act here, sir, and with whom I have | 
acted in times which are past, and in a crisis | 


everything of which I am willing should be for- |; the slaves of. the South be entertained. here. one 
gotien, but the great principles which were as- | 


serted—a band of patriots whose party name ig 
the only epitaph I desire upon my tomb—have 
heen charged with getting up this diseussion for 
party purpéses. It ia untrue. No, sir, we not 
ehy will not ourselves, ner will we allow others 
fe touch this vital and delicate question fer any 
much On this subject, “ hands off” is 
she word. Thus far may you go, but no further, 
Ket gentlemen, here and elsewhere, go on in their 

intrigues, 
ne, the honors of thie Gevernment; but there . 
is one interest-which must net be involved, and | 
it is this. e Fert . i ! 
: As to diseussing this subject before any human | 
tribunal, I will not, 1 wall not condescend to | 


vindicate to-thie House or elsewhere shia or any | 


bther of our domestic institutions.. Itis ne- affair | 
of ; you hare navight to touch it, stall less 
w demand & reason of us for its continuance, 
(Fhe gentleman from New Hampshire {Mr. 
Peeace}—and I mnst say that his voice sounded 
im my enr as the voice of a friend—said that we 
af the South could not- know the state of things 
at the North; that in his distriot there was -not 
pne abolitionist in five hundred. If L did not 
know it before, I do now, sir, because he- has 
paid iv. Let-nio- my, in my turn, that he does 
mot khow the state of feeling at the South; aud 


J ‘ 
: The fanaties? Fanaties, did | say, sire Never | 
; before was so vile a band dignified with that 
‘name. They are murderers, foul murderers, 
acecssaries before the fact, and they know it, of 
murder, robbery, rape, infanticide. Sir, this 
question must-be settled; if I may so speak it must 
be killed; a just regard .to the rights and feelings 


of the South, to the peace and harmony of this - 


great Republie, the permanency of our institu- 
tipas, demand it; in short, air, every considera: 
tioa which can address itself toa patriot demands 
iu- Yes, sir; in the presence of the armed 
monarchies of Evrope, with all the powerful 
elements beth on thie and the other side of the 
Aubsntic, already. in incipient commotion, already 
rumbling in their deep crater, he is wilfully blind 
who does not see that the time is net distant 
when union, concert, all the patriotism, all the 
Virtue, and all the wisdom of our whole country 
will be demanded. Shall we, sir, continue to 
stür this most prolific seuree of discesd, ay, of 
hatred, or shall we settle it, and forever ? 

Mr. Speaker, there gre very few things which 
my constituents could ask of me that I would not 
do. . But, air, if these insulting petitions—insult- 
ing alike te.them.and to me—arg continually to 
be read here; if I am to be told that my constit- 
uers are land piretea, cruel, inhuman, avaricious 
—yes, sit, avaricious, (some of these adjectives, 
considering the geography of these petitons, are 
badly chosen;) if, I repeat, my constitucats- are 
te be here calumaiated and insulted, thoy must 

some ather proxy than mynelf to receive these 
insults, Sir, the peeple of. the. universal South 
have for years regarded this question of emanci- 
paton in this Diswiet as identical with a propor 
aition toemancipate the slaves of the whole South, 


and no human power can change that-opinien; | 


and, siy, let me ask if that is not the view of these 
petitioners themselves? What is their language? 
‘ That alavery’’ causes our nation to be regarded 

the world. as cruel, avaricious, inhuman. Will 

litien in this District remove that impression | 
i Whilst slavery exists in tha whole South! 
| no, sir; -they. well know it. They mean 
| mare, Would a direct proppsition to emancipate 


| moment?. Dare this House do it? Dare it doit? 


| Lsay; for I am sure it would not dare to do an | 
| act which might produee calamities so terrible to | 
f us all. And yet, sir, this proposition, whieh, | 
:. both sides regard as identical,-1s to be treated | 

with all due courtesy, lest you offend that very || 


worthy band of gentlemen, the fanatics ef the | 
North—a -most notable set of philanthropists, | 
whe seék to place the blatk race in a worse con- | 
dition than- they how are; and that such would. ! 


their degrading scxamble for the be the result, they have the daily evidence before || 


their eyes, by the massacre. of the whites of the i 
whole Soath. I tell gentlemen that they are 
walking. in a magazine with a lighted toreh in 
their hands. Gentlemen may not be aware that, | 
whilst they areindulging in. very poor sarcasms | 
‘Son the sublime beautues’’ of slavery, they are 
not, I am sure they are not, aware of the true 
: situation of -the country as to this most delicate | 
| and dangerous subject. 3 
| men are indulging bere or elsewhere a sickly, | 
| philanthropy, and- shedding, or- causing to he; 
shed, crocodile tears -over the condition of the ; 
poor African, they may cause tears to fow of a | 
| very different kind, such tears as were shed at 
| Southampton.- This, sir, is all that they can do. 
As toany effort now, or-ever, to accomplish theis 
urposes, no one man-at the South has-any fears. 
| No, sir; thank God, on this subject we are united, 
and our ‘position is ene of security, of impreg- 
! nable safety. , z wii 
Mr. Speaker, I should be an unworthy Repres 
| sentative of the people who have honored ma with 
| their confidenee, if I could so far ferget what waa 
due to myself and tẹ this House, as to indulge 
in the language of menace; but still more-un wor- 
thy if I were to palter with thie great subject. I 
cannot, ais, mollify with a phrase. I have not 
ined my seat here by prating about this glo- 
| rious Union. I will only now say, that I have a 
profound, I hope a wise, but by no means a fa- 


` J do, witha full knowledge of all my sesponsi- 
dilities, declare, that ia my opinion nothing will 
antisfy thé excited, the almost frenzied South, 
Put-air indignant rejection of these petitions; such 
S rejection es wil, at the-same, time that it re- 
apects the right of petitioning, express the pete 
Sé¢rmindtion , the foregone eorelusion qf the House 
bow the subject—a ‘rejection, sir, that-will satisfy 
the South, and serve as an indignant rebuke to 
4e fanatics of the North. But we are told that 
guth a course, whilst it would satisfy the South, 
mould ofend the people of the North. How s0, 
gir? Thad thought that it was the South that 
arng interfered with, the South that was injured, 
that it wes the Sowsh; that wes to be satisfied. 
Thr in it ah thei Desth: that whiro to-consiliate? 


natical, attachment toit. There are things which 


Why |: 


Yes, sir; whilst gentle- 


| disgrace, they must make up their minds whether 
| the advantages of a union with us are worth the 
: disgrace, if any thing be the price to honorable 
men of dishonor; or, sir, they must cut the cord 
that unites, and be off, and God speed them, how- 
ever much I shall deplore the event under any 
other circumstances. 

The very distinguished gentleman from Massa- 
chusctts [Mr. Apams] has stated some appalling 
facts in a speech, sir, to which I must apply, with 
some change of the order, a very pomted remark, 
as his remarks always sre pointed, made by that 
gentleman on the message of the President at the 
last-seadion, that whatever the world may think 
of its spirit, there can be but: one opinion of its 
prudence. He says, sir, that if. this matter is 
forced upon the House, the speeches of cvery 
member north of Mason and Dixon’s line will 
he an ineeridiary pamphlet. I trast not, sir. I 
ean but hope that gentleman is mistaken. That 
venerable gentleman has been so long, and, in 
some instances, so fortunately for his country, in 
the public service, tha: much of the history of his 
life is known to usall; and, sir, we certainly have 
| a very striking instance about the period of 1808 
_ of a very acute and very accurate perception of 
i the’ state of public epinion,-and to what point it 

waa tending; but, sir, (and I would-not for the 
world recall to that distinguished gentleman am 
unpleasant reminiscence,) we had about this time 
last year an equally signal instance of a mistake. 
as to the sentimenta of his own constituents upon 
| the aubject of the French war; I will not say a 
; mistake which he may: have had occasion to re+ 
gret, but it was certainly one which forced upon 
: him the extremity of having to demonstrate that 
' a spade was not a spade, - j 
I hope that the gentleman is again, as last 
l pn mistaken'as to the public sentiment of the 
orth, . But, sir, be he right or wrong, the 
South demands to know the truth, and if I had 
not been go resolved before that speech was made, 
to bring gentlemen to the experimentum orucis— 

: the test of a vote, I am now. - 

. One word in conclusion, and, 

who, however obscure, was not the least ardent 


sir, it iè from one 


| in, the late happily ended struggle of the State of: 
| 


South, Carolina, I assure this House, and pros 
| claim from: my place bere to the country, that 
there is not. now oha remnant ef unkind feeling 
on the part of the people of that State to any 
other segtion. ‘‘ Fhe winter of. our discontent” 
is gone, and I bear the most willing testimony. te 
the balmy influence-ef the popular meetings at 
the North upoa our irritated community. It 
may be in God’s good providence—a providence 
always good; fier. inscrutable,. that,- however 
vile may have been-the instruments used in cnus- 
ing this excitement, it’may end; in the cordial, 


i 


| the affeationate. union of all sections.. Improved 


i the opportunity, The actien of this House ma 

go forth in the Seuth wish healing in its wings;"” 
Or, sit, jt may, to ase, the eloquent language of 
the gentleman from Virginia, [Mr.:Wise,] be tha 
signal to rally the clan.. The ties that bind us 
together, and I thank Ged for it, are many and 
powerful: the- silver bond of  intoress—but. that 
| Interest must be mutual; the silken cord of affee- 


be | tion, the most powerful of all; or the iron chaia 


of despotism. But let me tell you, sir, that every 
link of that chain will be bloodetained. >` 


ABOLITION OF SLAVERY. oa 
REMARKS OF HON. JAMES GARLAND, 
k "OF VIRGINIA, l 
ix rus Hovss or REPRESENTATIE S; 
Dècembet 23, 1835, cos 
. Stang, of Vermont, on the ‘peti 
tion praying for the abolition of glavery in the 
District of Columbia, . - MEE sh 
Mr. GARLAND addressed the House. as feds 


ws: ; Nal Aids 
ONT. Sreaxer: I rise under deep and. painful 
feelings. I had hoped, sir, thet the violent and 
pernicious designs of a few disaffected fanatics 
of the North would have beer lang since silenced, 


arts 


lo reply to Mr 


ae more; and in gg) pregen h in all candor 
ad good feeling, that i people of any-par: 
Hien'@f this-qeuntry regaad slavesy age national | 


and the recent votes of this House bad inspired 
me with the fend -hopes that,. upon this floor at 
east, dneva should Aene -beth called upon te 


| 
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the false and foul charges of piracy and man: 
stealing, so repeatedly and lavishly made against 
them. But, sir, this question has assumed an 


people who have confided to.me the duty of rep- ` 
resenting their feelings and interests upon this | 
floor, if I could stand by patiently, quietly, and | 
submissively, and not repel the strong insinua+ 
tions, unfounded aspersions, and foul calumnies 
cast upon them, and roll back the waves upon ; 
those who have attempted to roll. them upon us. 
:' Sir, the honorable gentleman who last addressed | 
the House [Mr. Sian} has, in effect, by giving : 
a direct contradiction .to-the representations of . 
other gentlemen in relation to the number and | 
feelings of the Abolitionists of the North, done ` 
much to unhinge and loosen every feeling of con- | 
fidence which f before felt on this subject, in con- 
sequence of the action of the northern people dur- 
ing the last summer and fall, and the declaration 
of other of their representatives on this floor, in 
relation to this agitating, this dangerous subject. 
Honorable gentlemen from. that section of the 
Union tell as theres a strong feeling of sympathy 
in the North for the people of the South. Ay, 
while some of them tell us, and assure us too, 
that not one in five hundred among the: people | 


there favor the Abolitionists or their schemes; `| 


another.gentieman (the honorable member from | 
Vermont) from that section of the country telis | 
us, that those gentlemen have grossly mistaken | 
the feelings-of their own people. This gentleman | 
{Mr. Siape} tells us, he speaks not only the sene | 
timents and feelings of the people of his own dis- . 
trict,but of the whole people ofthe Norths and that . 
they ve only in favor of the schemes of thése | 
memiorialiets. Ts it so, Mr. ker? -fwit true; | 
then, sir, that these honorable. gentlemen have | 
disguised and. misrepresented’ the trae sense and | 
feelings of the people of the North; and that the | 
gentleman from Vermont is better acquainted with | 
their true character and true feelings upon this | 
stion than they are, and has fairly developed | 
them? If he-is, sir, and if he does speak traly, | 
and if the 
opinions, 1, sir, thank the gentleman, in the | 
name of the southern people, that he has frankly | 
disclosed to us the fact, and disclosed it in sea- | 
sonable time. IT thank him that he has pre- 
pared us for the assault that awaits us, by warn- 
ing us of ifs approach.’ I thank ‘him that he 
has undeceived our confidence, and aroused our 
paou: ' But, Mr. Speaker, I do venture to 
ope, however, and believe, that the gentleman 
has deceived himself, (although $ do not doubt 
his sincetity,) and has mistaken the true feelings 
of the northern people. : And here, sir, I cannot 
but express my admiration of the peculiar adroit- 
ness and skill with which that, gentlemen a 
proached this subject; ‘and while E give the 
ntteman full credit for the-skill and adroitness 
e used in contriving to eine this whole question 
before us, at the same time I must confess—and 
I mean it in no offensive sense-—i dislike the dis- 
ingenuous- avowal of sympathy under which he 
commented his attack, and the attempted conceal- 
ment of the real views of these petitioners. The 
honorable gentleman professes great kindness for 
us; his benev6lence for us is very expanded! He 
means no offense! He does not mean to call us 
Jand-pirates and man-stealers! .Oh.no! But then, 
says a gentleman, that system among you is a 
system of land-piracy! a merchandise in humas 
flesh!. The gentleman does not mean to hurt us; 


oh, no, but he means to ‘assail our rights, and | 


our: property, otit of mere benevolence— 
mere kindness to us. While he smiles in our 
faces, he drives the dagger to our hearts! You, 
he says, are not pirates ‘and man-‘éstealers, but 


destro 


your system of slavery is, in every mien and_in || 


every form, a system of pitacy and man-stealing; | 


al@dmpatvythy thé charge with everyopprdébrious 


epithet which the honorable member could string || 
together. This, sirjis kindness with a vengeance, || 


for-which we have no thanks to return to the | 


vindieate my fellow-citizens of the South against || That gentleman said, he had no wish to be forced | 


into a discussion on the ‘* sublime merits of slav- 
ery.” Let me ask the gentleman, when he 


1 | speaks of the ‘‘sublime merits of slavery” in the r 
aspect that forbids me to be silent; and I should || ironical sense he intended the remark, to cast his |' and virtue of these ladies, 
be recreant to the feelings and interests of those | eyes upon that picture (pointing to the portrait |. 


of General Washington) of the Father of his 
Country, and:stand rebuked by the recollection 
of his virtues and his deeds. hen the people 
of the North were weak and assailed by a cruel 
and unrelenting enemy, and struggling for their 
rights, that man, at the head of a determined and 


| resolute band of slaveholders, rushed to their ` 
‘rescue. He and his compahions-in-arms ‘left , 
| their wives, their children, their domestic fire- . 


: kiden, their farms, their all, risked: all they pos- 
| sessed, hazarded all they held dear, and periled 
- théir lives and fortunes, to espouse the cause of 
| the northern people, and in defense of northern 


| liberty. Sir, that man was a slavehoMer, and . 


his: southern eompanions were slaveholders. 1 


: ask the gentleman to cast his retrospection back | 


i to the eventful period of 76, when that man, with 
: some seventeen hundred or two thousand patriots, 
: was retreating before a large and victorious army 
: through New Jersey, their very footsteps im- 
i printed:in the snow with their blood, and to took 


! back again at the conduct of that little band at : 


i Trenton and Princeton immediately after. Sir, 
not a few of these slaveholders were there; many 
| of these slaveholders were the compatriots and 


otic sire, in the Cabinet and in the field, and were 
not deemed unworthy. I ask that gentleman to 
take back the irony.’ Task him to recall it. It 
was wrong, it was unjust, it was unkind, it was 
illiberal. I do ventare to express a sincere hope 
; that the venerable gentleman’s feelings upon this 
occasion have been treacherous to the true feelings 
of his heart. I hope he has not meant the full 
ip which this termi of reproach expresses. 


putatiðn of the honorable gentleman, I will ap- 


assure the House that itis not my intention to 


i 
through all his mazes, and turnings, and wind- 
ings; nor shall I attempt to repel all his calumnies 
| and insinuations; nor endeavor to satisfy his re- 
ligious, scruples; nor criticise his moral lecturing; 
or to notice everything he has said oh this oc- 
casion in a vein and a manner better suited to the 
pop than to the ftoor of a legislative assembly. 
he merits of slavery, and the constitutional 
er of: Congress to interfere with it in the 
ates, are questions which I wil} hot and cannot 
condescend to discuss here. I deny your right 
to interfere with them in any form. 

Mr. Speaker, the question before the House 
has assumed a weer of aspects. Bat, until I 
heard the remarks of the gentleman from Ver- 
mont this morning, I had thought, as doubtless 
many others did, that the only difference of opin- 
iow that existed in the House was as to the form 
and manner in which its sense should be -ex- 


mieinbers should indicate their sentiments, which 
I understand té be almost unanimously opposed 
to any legislation whatever u the. subject of 
these memorials. ‘Some aré for rejecting all pets 
tions and memoriale of this eharacter; some aré 
fôr laying them‘ on ‘the table; some propose oné 
, form and some another; but antil we were favored 
with the views of the member: from Vermont, 
who has, to his ¢redit, marched boldty up to the 
battery sjaw, and nfade an open attack, noné, 
ho, het one, Pave an unqualified approbation tö 
these petitions. Permit me, sir, to make one 
further remark on this subject, before I approach 
the question itself; and that it, Who are these 
petitioners? ‘Fhe honorable member from: New 

ork who addressed the ‘House’ this morning; 
[Mr. Guanorn,} of whose sequaintance J. have 
| Not the honor or the pleasure, but hope to have 
before wè part from the discharge of. oar duties 
here, hds indorsed (and he is‘a very 3 ins 
dorser) the character öf one portion of these peti: 
ttoners—the' females: I beg pardon—the ladies; 


I beg leave, Mr. Speaker, before entermg fur- 
ther upon the subject before me, to make a one 
temark in relation to what fell from the venereble 


honorable member from Wermont. 
membr from .Masmichusetts, :{ Mr. | 


Now; sit, there is no man oni this floor who hes 
a‘higher admiration of the female character than 
fhave; but I mast confeis ‘Ido not like t see 
theft! mihal fralooting ‘out of their proper éphers; 


companions of the honorable gentleman’s patri- | 


ith these: few remarks in relation to the im- | 
proach the subject before us; in doing so, I will | 


> i follow the honorable gentleman from Vermont | 
ople of the North do maintain these |; 


pressed, or in which a very large majority of its ; 


| and andertaking to control nationat ‘polities. I 
| do not like to see them become politicians. Sir, 
I was very much interested and amused at the 
| sublime and beautiful description of the character 
with which the gentle- 
man entertained the House. They are all gen- 
| tleneas, all kindness, all benevolence. Oh, yes, 
| sir, and their objects are all designed for goed; 
| end so absorbed are they in their benevolent de- 
signs, that they have not brought theniselves to 
contemplate the awful consequences of their rash 
proceedings. Now, sir, I have one single recom- 
mendation for the gentleman. It would seem 
from hie remarks, that one of the peculiar virtues 
. of these females is, to distutb his slumbers; and 
‘as I understand the gentleman is a bachelor, and 
| theee female petitioners are; T do not doubt, old 
|| maids, not exceeding twenty-five—for they never 
| get beyord-that a I would recommend him to 
take one of these interesting, charming ladies for 
his wife; and,in doing so, I have no doubt he 
would lessen the ranks of the Abolitionists one, 
, at least, and secure himself against any further 
' disturbance of midnight slumbers; for, be assured 
| Mr. Speaker, itis a most powerful soporific, and 
|, & very pleasant one into the bargain, &s you and I 
|, can testify. j ee 
Mr. Speaker, as a representative from a por- 
l tion of Phe people òf the South, I sad ar 
have been perfectly satisfied with the disposition 
made of the memorials of this charatter, when 
they were first presented in the beginning of the 
|: present session, of laying them on the table; but 
. the result of that vote has not had the desired 
‘effect of putting to rest this question. By an 
‘ overwhelming vote, this Housedetermined to lay 
these memorials on the table, there to sleep, in 
i the language of the gentleman from Massache- 
|| setts, [Mr. Apams,} “the sleep of death.” More 
|| than this, the House, by a decided vote, refused 
even to honor these memorials with the custom- 
| ary respect of ordering them to be printed. And 
i! what has been the’ result? . Why, sir, the very 
next moment comes another memorial, and then 
; another; till at length they come so thick! that the 
attention of the House could not keep pace with 
| them; and the very memorial new before us was 
presented ond got a reference to one of the stand- 
ing committees without attracting the ‘attention 
of the House, which, Fam quite sure, the House 
never designed. Nor was this ail. Why, sir, 
the gentleman from Vermont [|Mr. Stave} teils 
us he ig charged with numerous petitions of the 
same charaxtter. Sir, whén are we to have an end 
of them? This House has decided they will not 
print them; it has decided they will not consider 
them further than to lay them onthe table; and yet 
they come, and are to tome, in shoals upon us. 
Sir, it is time now that this House should take 
a more decisive stand; should adopta more de- 
finitive course, should decisively rebuke these 
| intermeddlers with the property of others. What 
| now will be the utility of laying these papers on 
| the table, when we may be met by a motion to- 
morrow or the next week, to take them up amd 
consider: them? Sir, the laying a paper on 
|, the table is not a final disposition of it, al- 
though & majority of the Hotise may again and 
again: make this disposition; for on-the very 
question to take-up and consider, or on a question 
| to reconsider, as well as on the original presenta- 
tion, we may have debates that will be intermin- 
able, and all the mischiefs desired by the fanatics 
| effected. - Ce a E 
- Sir, there is “another reason why the action of 
Congress should be more ‘deceive now than at 
any formet period; and why the people of the © 
South should: call for a more direct expression 
of the sentiments of this House than heretofore. 
On formet coensions there was i6-uxtraordinary 
feeling ‘of alarm, no extitement, no apprehension 
of danger, spread. through that ‘section: of the 
tountry. ‘Phe spirit of insurrection und insab- 
brilination’ Was net therabroad: It was reserved 
for the last summier’s campaign of a few fanaties 
| “my colléazue called them blood:hounds, but the 
| terth is tod mild; [cath them: Adnds of keli—asso- 
ciating themselves fato sogietiesy receiving sub- 
scriptions of mote’ than 820,000 or $30,600 for 
the purpose of ptinting and citculating among us 
ineindiary pamphlets; uid suek beautiful hiero- 
ety phivad oilen 


witha oné aow hold nny 
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A . y 
hand—pictures and cuts representing southern : 


menand southern women in the most odious and 
disgusting form which it is possible for human 
ingenuity and devilish purpose to invent. [The 
paper Mr. G. held in his hand was a large sheet, 
printed on one side, and illustrated with cuts 
representing the pretended cruelties inflicted on 
the negroes of the South.} The authors of such 

apers are cold-hearted, base, and malignant 
tbelers and calumniators, and deserve the bitter- 
est execrations of every good and patriotic heart 
—they should be scouted from society. 

But, Mr. Speaker, we are called upon to dis- 
tincuish between these petitioners for the abolition 
of slavery within the District of Columbia, and the 
Abolitionists who are members of the socicties. 
Sir, I cannot distinguish between them. I wish 
I could honestly. I know not one of these Aboli- 
tionists. I know nothing about them, and can- 
not therefore say anything against their personal 
character. But in relation to the schemes of the 
Abolitionists, and the designs of these petitioners, 
I have this remark to make, that I cannot distin- 
guish between the devil and those who do his works. 
They are all equally seeking abolition. They 
have the same common object; and, mark me, if 
these petitioners should receive countenance by 
this House, we shall find many of them—ay, 
sir, I fear ali of them—soon ranking in the same 
association, and pursuing the same reckless 
schemes together. They haveacommon object, 
a common purpose, to effect. Did not the 
gentleman from Vermont himself preach to us 
about the evils of slavery, and the universal 
rights of man, and our duties to the African 
race? Did he not openly avow himself an Aboli- 
tionist to a greater extent than asked for in this 
memorial? Did he not declare slavery a sin 
against Heaven, the effect of which would be, 
although not avowed, to send every slaveholder 
to perdition, your Washington among the rest? 
I listened to the gentleman, and I cannot think I 
mistook the purport of his language. Sir, these 
Abolitionists (I class them altogether) have excit- 
ed a feeling of alarm in the South which cannot 
easily be quieted. The safety of our wives and 
our children is endangered by their mischievous 
and incendiary attempts to produce a servile in- 
surrection among our slaves. But, oh, says the 
gentleman from Vermont, you are in no danger; 
all will be effected peaceably and quietly! Sir, 
will the gentleman permit us to judge for our- 
selves? We are in the very midst of the slave 
population, while he is securely sheltered behind 
the ramparts of the Green Mountains of the north. 
He ean neither see nor hear nor feel the danger 
with which we are beset, because he knows and 
feels he is secure from the effects of it, come how 
and when it may. The gentleman, therefore, 
willexcuse us when we express our own appre- 
hensions and feelings on this subject, because we 
best know our own situation. : 

But, sir, these beautiful printsand these devilish 
pamphlets are not the only firebrands attempted 
to be circulated among us. These very memo- 
rials themselves, coming here in the midst of all 
this excitement and alarm, hypocritically canting 
about the piracy and tyranny of slave-owners, 
have the very same tendency. Gentlemen may 
conceal it from themselves, but I[ tell them the 
tendency is the same—ay, and the design is the 
same. Why, sir, the Abolitionists, from whom 
gentlemen seem so anxious to separate these pe- 
titioners, are now laughing in their sleeves, and 
openly too, that they have allies who, by a dif- 
ferent route, are indirectly laboring to achieve ` 


respectability to their designs. Yes, the aid they 
receive in this way stimulates them to exertion, 


There is another reason, Mr. Speaker, wh 
the House should adopt a more direct and deci- 
sive course now than heretofore, growing out of 
the reasons I have just offered, and it is this: the 
continuance of debate on this subject is calculated 
to encourage, if net to excite, the slaves them- 
selves to insubordination and insurrection. Do 
what you will to prevent it, these things find 
their way, through some channel or another, 
into the midst of the slave population. They 
know everything that transpires here. They are 
aware of everything going on in the North, and 
there is a spirit of insubordination in some places 
almost amounting to insurrection among them 
already. They believe the whole North to be 
favorable to their emancipation, and they are 
thus encouraged to exertion; they but little doubt, 
if they can once organize and commence the at- 
tack, the northern people will fly to their succor, 
and second their efforts. Then I say, sir, these 
memorials and their presentation are improperly 
timed; and however much I might be disposed 
at other times to discuss the merits of these pe- 
titions, I will not do it now. I appeal, then, to 
our friends in the North, and to the people of the 
North, to rescue us, by decisive action upon 
their part, from these influences, which are thus 
mischievously operating upon our slave popula- 
tion, and our own safety. We do not ask our 
friends of the North to come personally to our 
aid in the conflict with which we are threatened. 
No, sir; come when it may, victory is ours; but 
we appeal to our brethren of the North in be- 
half of our wives and of our children, and for 
their protection and security against the instiga- 
tors of midnight murder and assassination. Our 
northern friends cannot truly sympathize with 
our feelings; they cannot realize our true situa- 
tion; they are distantly removed from our slave 
population, and know but little of their character 
and disposition; we arc in its midst, and can there- 
fore know and feel the extent and true character 
of the danger which the efforts of the fanatics are 
bringing upon us; hence, knowing ourdanger, and 
feeling it, too, we appeal (we do not ppum 
supplication is a plant which does not flourish in 


the South) to the North to do their duty to the | 


South, and to the Union, by discharging their ob- 
ligations to the Constitution, and that speedily. 
Mr. Speaker, how ought this question, as it is 


Mr. SLADE said Thompson had never been 

in Vermont. 
Mr. GARLAND. Well, I am very glad to 
' hear that Vermont has not been cursed with his 
|| presence, and I wish I could say that his principles 
had never been there; but somehow or other, all 
his doctrines have reached there, have apparently 
taken pretty deep root in some of its soil, and are 
broached here in their every odious and detestable 
form and shape. I will, therefore, say to the 
cople of the North, give us your aid in this thing. 

e love you as brethren, we love the Union; we 
ask you, as citizens having the power by force 
of law, which we have not, to put down these 
abolition schemes, and their aiders and abettors 
in your midst, and to protect us against these in- 
cendiary attempts to bring war and desolation 
into our very domiciles. This, sir, is a national 
consideration—a consideration deeply affectin 
the southern country and the Union itself; and 
should despise myself if I could allow any other 
feelings to enter into my consideration, where the 
property, the lives, or the liberties:‘of my fellow- 
citizens are at stake. 

Mr. Speaker, I hope I need scarcely remark 
that I do not include all the people of the North 
with the Abolitionists. God forbid! I believe bet- 
ter of them. Sir, I know them to beincapable of 
the designs of these midnight murderers, for so I 
call the Abolitionists. They are not open and 
manly murderers, for they do not dare to show 
their faces in the South, and propagate their 
schemes, but stand at a distance, safely moored 
behind the ramparts of the laws and institutions 
of independent States, artfully exciting, insinu- 
ating, and stimulating our slaves to the work of 
destruction. Sir, they are murderers in the most 
obnoxious sense of the term. I could have some 
respect for the man who boldly marches up and 
assaults me openly; but I abhor and detest the 
dastardly fiend who approaches me by stealth, 
or firesat me from behind the bush. I repeat, sir, 
their object is murderous, and I can prove it out 
of their own mouth. Is it not notorious, that but 
a short time ago one of them boldly avowed that 
every southern slaveholder ought to be executed ? 
And yet, that very felicw walks in broad day, un- 
molested by the men, and caressed. by ladies, in 
the streets of a northern city of this Union. Have 
they not declared in print that they would pull 


now presented to us, to be settled? One mode has |, down and destroy the very arch of the Union, 
been attempted, and it failed. Then the only way | rather than they would fail to effect their purposes? 
is, to withdraw from these deluded and misguided | Sir, is this language, in the midst of our northern 


fanatics all inducements, all hope of aid from the 
North. Let the northern people themselves tell 
them, your scheme shall not be carried out. Why 
is it necessary for us to appeal to the gentlemen of 
the North? These fanatics are in the northern 
States, which are sovereign and independent as to 


ii friends, to be tolerated? Are these the pious ac- 
|| tions of these benevolent servants of God? Sir, 
| they are actions,but they are not those of the hol 

| and peaceful religion of the Savior of the world, 
| whom they hypocritically profess to follow, and 


| whose religion they profess to propagate. He 


their domestic relations, beyond the reach of our .; did not effect; nor seek to effect, the grand object 


laws, and we cannot reach them by any legislation 
of ours; but the northern people can, and ought to 
do it. However, we have had some specimen of 
the sincerity with which this scheme has been put 
down in one part of the North, which I will men- 
tion for the credit of the parties concerned. I un- 
derstand there has been a celebrated Anglo-Scotch 


of his mission by violence. No, sir, the religion 
:, of the Savior is of a different order; 1ts object is 
' peace,its works are peace, and itsends are peace. 
N ot so, these fanatics. Theirs is the religion 
which seeks the attainment of its designs by fire 
. and sword, and would drag heretics to the stake, 
, burn them with fagots, or torture them with the 


vagabond traveling through a certain section of | rack and the inquisition. The real Christian is 


the North, by the name of Thompson, preaching 
abolition; and I hope I shall not be regarded as 
uncourteous or ungallant in again referring to the 
females of the North. Well, this felon—for he 
deserves no better name, and would disgrace that 
if it were possible—has been holding forth in the 
ehurches.and public meeting-houses of the North, 


2 _ lecturing and propagating his incendiarism, to'the 
the same object with themselves, and who give ` i 


; what is most singular, the charming influence of | 
,, the females, those blessed pious old maids, has | 


and animates them to hasten the approach of the : 


final catastrophe they are themselves seeking to : 


bringabout. Every movement made inthis House 
for the abolition of slavery within the District 
is a stepping-stone to the Abolitionists to mount 
up to their work, and encourages them to seek 
the accomplishment of their purposes. They 
who tell us that these memorials only look to the 
District of Columbia, tell us what cannot be 
eredited. If their object was.to be limited to the 
District alone, to free the slaves here, the success. 
would not be worth the-exertion, and: we should: 
hear nothing about it. 


No. 2 


| 


But 


great horror and indignation of the people. 


protected him from the rage of the indignant citi- 
zens! Ay, sir, even at the ey moment when 
the people surrounded him, breathi 


a charm over him, that they carried him away un- 
seen, as in the midst of a cloud; whether in their 
pockets or how, no one can tell; but so it is, he 
was carried out unseen, and escaped untouched, 
entirely through female intervention. How potent 
the‘charm thus to paralyze indignant patriotism 
and fraterual affection! TO 


ng threatenings : 
and denunciations, determined to suppress his., 
doings and chastise his insolence, his charming fe- ` 
male followers and admirers exercised so powerful | 


` never stimulated to, and never incites to murder 

` and midnight assassination; and I regret the name 
| of Christian should ever have been connected with 
|| this unhallowed, detestable association. It 18a 
desecration to the name! Sir, these people must 
. be put down, and that speedily, or dire conse- 
'| quences, which I dread to contemplate, will ensue. 
|, The time has arrived when the people of the South 
'' must insist upon it. Security, liberty, life, all 
are involved in this question; and they will never 
surrender their rights. They may be driven from 
|, them, but abandon or surrender them they never 
ii will. It may be matter of no serious concern 
to these meddlers with our domestic rights, with 
those instigators to the murder of our wives and 
children, to contemplate our plains drenched with 
blood, in a servile war; they are absent and se- 
‘| eure; but to us, who are husbands and fathers, 
-| who must be in the midst of it, itis with no slight 


|| concern, no ordinary emotion, that we can con- 


template, or could see the blood reeking from the 
bosoms of our wives and children, pouring from 
wounds inflicted through the instigation of these 
disturbera of our peace, and enemies. of our lives 
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briefly as possible, recur to the constitutional 
feel, and that acutely too—we p | power of this House to legislate on the subject 
the utmost their blood, upon the heads of those i of slavery within the District of Columbia. I 
who shed it. Mr. Speaker, we may suffer much || shall pass over the Presbyterian Synod of Ken- 
in the conflict with which we are threatened; but | tucky, merely remarking that, judging from this 
be assured, that unless God, in his providence, | resolution, they seem to be fit companions for 
has determined our fate otherwise, we shall drive | the abolition priests of the North, who have led 
back the storm—we will maintain our rights— ' some pious females so unwarily into their schemes. 
keep ou 
with a signal overthrow, 


our rights. ; . 
Mr. Speaker, I shall not upon this occasion 


‘berties. Weare not brutes. We should 
sa ain should revenge to | 


these intruders upon quirer, l have only to say, that the benevolence 
: of its editor betrayed him into an error, of which 


chusetts to discuss the ‘‘sublime merits of slav- . only the same thing to say. In either case, how- 


r slaves in subjection, and drive back, : As to the article quoted from the Richmond En- | 


_I do not doubt he has long since repented. Asto ` 
enter the lists with the gentleman from Massa- | the quotation from the Richmond Whig, I have . 


” nor with the gentleman of Vermont into a | ever, I will remark, that the 
State government, which had the constitutional ; 
As to the article signed “A ; 
South Carolinian,’’I do not believe it was written . 
by a South Carolinian, but by some individual : 
who assumed that name for the purpose of giving — 
force to his remarks, South Carolina being . 


er to, 
oue controversy to prove that slavery is in i 
conformity with Holy Writ. The latter gentle- © 
man may find, if he search his Bible, that the | 
Patriarchs of old held their bondmen as well as | 
their free servants; and both sacred and profane ` 
history will teach him that slavery has existed in © 
one form or another from the foundation of the | 
world; and by not a few pious and learned divines 
it is supposed to be acurse pronounced upon the 
descendants of one of the sons of Noah. But 
into the philosophy or discussion of these mat- 
ters I design not to enter. If it be a stain in our 
escutcheon, I wish to distribute the honor to 
whom the honor is due, and let our former mother, 
England, who bequeathed it to us, take her full 
share. But, sir, who for a long time carried on | 
the African slave trade? The merchants of the |! 
North. Who navigated the slave ships? The 
seamen of the North. Yet they reproach us! 
The able and patriotic gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania, {Mr. Incerso.t,] has told us that slav- 
ery had been abolished in the North because the 
nature of the soil and its productions did not 
longer justify their employment. A very good 
and sufficient reason, and withal true; and when 
we are in that situation that we cannot benefit | 
ourselves by holding slaves, why we will en- 
déavor to imitate the noble example of our north- 
ern brethren, and emancipate too. Interest will 
certainly induce us to believe that slavery is an | 
evil,as it did our northern brethren; when 1t is not 
our interest to hold slaves, then we will emanci- 


; any one of t l 
:| Again, sir, is it to be believed for one moment 


pate them too. 

Mr. Speaker, this question has not been | 
brought upon us by ourselves. We have not | 
interfered with the institutions of the North, and | 
why should we be meddled with in ours? I will | 
here ask the honorable member from Vermont 
one question: Will he inform us what we are to 
do with our slaves if we abolish slavery in Vir- 
ginia? But I will make one proposition to him, 
and tothe Abolitionists, and it is this: Open your | 
pore ee nee give the best test of your benevo- 
ence; come among us and buy our slaves, and 
you may emancipate them at Ae will, so you 
remove them from among us. That will be a bet- 
ter test of your sincerity and purity of motive 
than all your speeches and writings. Till you do ; 
this, I emphatically say, let us alone. 

Sir, there is another reason why we should not ; 
meddle with this subject. What was the con- | 
dition of things at the formation of the Confed- | 
eracy? During the arduous struggle of the Rev- 
olution you were willing, gentlemen, to fight the 
battles of freedom side by side with the slave- 
holder—together the blood of our fathers washed, 
and together their bones bleached the battle-field. 
You were willing to erect this Union in conjunc- 
tion with the slaveholder, and with him to cement 
it together. To bring about so desirable an event, 
you agreed by constitutional compact to restrict 
the powers of Congress, and prohibit their inter- 
ference with slavery, and even for a time with 
the African slave trade. But now it is all wrong. 
New-fangled doctrines have thrown new lights 
upon this subject, and you now reproach us with 
that very thing you have sworn to protect. Gen- 
erous-minded people of the North! I again ap- 

eal to northern members, and emphatically ask, 

ill you violate your plighted faith? Will you 
reproach those who confided in you, and in their 
confidence entered into a solemn league with you? 
I hope, I believe not. 


Mr. Speaker, I had not intended, in the outset ; 
of my remarks, to have said so much in relation to 
these fanatics, but I trust the House will pardon 
tay feeling on this occasion. I will now, sir, as 


right to interpose. 


more 
an extensive slaveholding State. 

I will now, Mr. Speaker, approach the consti- 
tutional question, and would solemnly ask if it 
is to be seriously argued that the sages of the 
Revolution, understanding liberty as they under- 
stood it, would have manifested so much caution 
in the framing of the Constitution, by salutary 


: restrictions upon this subject, and yet have been 
į so incautious as to leave Congress in possession 


of this power anywhere? here is it found? 
It is not od rai directly or indirectly, in 
e provisions of the Constitution. 


that the States of Virginia and Maryland, the 


foremost in the ranks of those who restricted the | 


power of the Federal Government, would have 
given up a portion of their citizens, in order that 
there might be inflicted upon them an unlimited, 
unmitigated, and unrestricted despotism, reserv- 
ing not even the right of representation? for if 


the argument of the gentleman from Vermont be : 


true, this Government, within these ten miles 


square, is as despotic as that of Russia or the į 


Grand Turk. ould the people of Virginia and 


‘Maryland have consented to pass off a portion 
| of their citizens like herds of swine, without one 
‘| solitary action of restriction and restraint upon 


the power of the Federal Government over them? 
Would they have been willing to have erected 
despotism in the midst of the Union? Sir, I can- 
not believe it. The very idea is preposterous. 
Fortunately for us, however, there is proof posi- 
tive on this subject. The language of the act of 
the Virginia cession is clear, unequivocal, and 
decisive upon the point, and it will be found to 
answer every argument urged by the gentleman 
from Vermont. 

The proviso to the act of cession by the State 
of Virginia, is in these words: ‘‘ Provided, That 
‘nothing herein contained shall be construed to 
‘ vest in the United Statesany RIGHT of property 
‘in the som, or to affect the rights of individuals 
‘ therein, otherwise than as the same shall or may 
“be transferred by such individuals to the United 
‘ States.” By this clause no right of soil passes; 
Congress cannot affect the right of individuals 
to the soil only so far as individuals may conve 
to the United States. The reversion of the soil 
is in the State of Virginia. Is it not therefore 
most manifest, that, with these reservations and 
restrictions, Virginia regarded the rights of the 
citizens of the District as effectually secured and 
guarantied as they were under her own constitu- 
tion and laws previous tothe cession? Congress 
cannot declare anything designated and held as 

roperty not to be property, without expressgrant. 

n relation to slaves, the Constitution regards 
them as property, and guaranties its security. 
If the power to abolish slavery in the District 
of Columbia exists, then the people of the Dis- 
trict, though American citizens, stand on a foot- 
ing of gross inequality; for Congress is restricted 
as to all other citizens? I then emphatically ask 
if Virginia and Maryland did so disfranchise this 
portion of their former citizens. The language 
of the act of cession by Maryland is rather more 
equivocal; yet the spirit and design were the same. 
When the objects of the cession expressed in 
the preamble to the act, the reference to the Con- 
stitution, and the restricted character of the ces- 
sion as to property in the said District, are seen, 


were urging the | 


it seems to me there can be no doubt upon this 
| question. 

Sir, there is another reason why the States of 
| Virginia and Maryland would not have been 
i guilty of the excess of folly of making the ces- 
: sion unrestricted, and which proves the character 

of the proviso referred to; and it is this: Mary- 

land was a large slavcholding State, and Virginia 
| the largest in the Union; and they both provided 
| that their citizens should return to their respective 
governments whenever the ceded territory should 
cease to be used as the seat of the Federal Gov- 
ernment. Now, sir, extinguish slavery here,and 
what do youdo? Youmake a rallying point for 
free negroes in the very center of slavery itself. 
Here might be gathered all the disaffected and 
insubordinate spirits among the slave population 
of the surrounding States, who might resort here 
in such hordes that the citizens of the District 
would be unable to control or check them. I say, 
sir, the Legislatures of those two States would 
‘ not, and could not, have been guilty of the folly 
i: of making such an unrestricted cession. 

With these very few remarks, therefore, I 
leave this branch of the subject, not deeming it 
necessary to repeat the able and perspicuous 
views of my colleague, [Mr. Wiss,] so forcibly 
expressed, 

But, Mr. Speaker, the question now seems to 
| be, how is this matter to be decided? It has come 
| up before us, and, in the language of gentlemen, 
' it must be met. We all admit this property is 
|! guarantied to us by the Constitution, and that 
; Congress has no power to legislate in relation to 
‘it in any of the States. The constitutional power 

to do so is denied by every member upon this 
|, floor. Why, then, was the constitutional power 
| of the Congress of the United States restricted 
|, in relation to this subject? Because it is pro- 
| perty over which we individually have control 
|, Was interwoven into our system, and the Con- 
stitution has determined that jurisdiction over it 
|, shall not be transferred from the domestic con- 

trol of the State Governments to that of the 
i Federal. How, then, is this question to be de- 
cided? I do not wish to avoid a vote upon it in 
the most direct manner. Iam prepared, sir, to 
meet it, come when it will, whence it will, and in 
whatever shape it may. But, while I am thus 
prepared to give my own vote, I am willing to 
make every concession that gentlemen can ask, 
reasonably, in the form in which the decision of 
the House shall be expressed, so that it be de- 
cisive and effectual. But I cannot go so far as to 
record my vote to affirm that slavery is an evil. 
This is a subject with which we have nothing to 
do, and my individual opinion need not be ex- 
pressed. I say, sir, I am willing to make the 
most liberal concession that the nature of the 
case will admit. 

Now, let us investigate the true character of 
| the question under consideration. Our brethren 
| of the North have no direct interest in this ques- 
tion, but our interest is directly at stake; our 
| lives, liberty, property, all are in danger. It has 
| not originated in the South; nothing was heard 
of it until this abolition society awakened our 
fears, and alarmed us for our safety. The ques- 
tion, then, is, will you quiet the people of the 
South? Will you decide this question in such a 
form as to tranquillize their fears? We are all 
brethren of the great American family, and. have 
been associated together for upwards of fifty 
years; let us, then, continue in the same bonds 
of fraternal love. The southern people tell you, 
we. wish to continue in fraternization and union 
with you; but their march is impeded, and their 
prospects blighted by these harassing interfer- 
ences with their rights. We ask, then, our 
brethren of the North to quiet us in the most de- 
cisive form they can, consistent with their duties. 
If they cannot sustain all the propositions that 
have been presented, they can either submit or 
vote for some one that shal! be considered decisive. 
I have disposed of the question of laying these 
petitions on the table; that course is not de- 
cisive, and not adequate to the emergencies of 
the occasion. Many gentlemen are unwilling to 


i 


reject any petitions, on the ground that it is the 
constitutional right of the citizen to petition. I, 
myself, Mr. Speaker, have no objection to that 
| course; but am prepared to vote not only that 
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such petitions be not received, but, if I could do 


so, I would vote that they should be all thrown | 


together into the middle of the Potomac. 

Mr. Speaker, let us examine the proposition to 
reject, which will likely follow a reconsideration 
of the reference. In the course of this debate, 
reference was had to the example of the Senate 
during the first session of the last Congress, to 
show that the rejection of this memorial would 
be disrespectful. Sir, the cases are not analogous. 
If my recollection be right, the vote of the Senate 
in that case was not upon a proposition to reject, 
but upon a proposition not to receive the paper. 
That was more disrespectful than to reject, be- 
cause the motion to reject is necessarily made 
after the paper has been presented—after it has 
been in the hands of the Speaker, and read to the 
House; but the motion not to receive, isin priority 
of all these formalities, and is therefore a more 
decisive expression of the disrespect of the body 
to whom itis offered. The motion to reject means 
simply to reject the application, that is, the prayer 
of the petitioners or memorialists, and nothing 
more. But it is contended that even this, as well as 
the motion not to receive, is at war with the right 
of petition. 
tion? Gentlemen bring petitions here, present 
them, and ask theirreference tosome committee of 
the House. Committeesare not organized by law 
or by the Constitution, but by arule of the House 
for its.own convenience, and for the convenience 
of having that brought to its consideration which 


could not be conveniently done by the whole | 
House. A committee sometimes reporta, or passes ; 


over sub silentio, or asks leave of the House to be 
discharged from the further consideration of the 
subject; and cannot the whole House do at once 
what it may do on the recommendation of one of 
its own committees? Suppose the committee to 
whom a petition may be referred, report that it 
should be rejected, where is the want of power 
or the disrespect on the part of the House to do 
the same thing without the reference? If the 
House confirm the report of the committee, it 
all amounts to the same thing—to rejection; and 
the only question is, whether the same thing 
shall be done directly without reference, or indi- 
rectly by reference and report, the House having 
determined its course before a reference is asked? 
Now these petitioners know nothing about the 
formula of proceeding here, and it is the same 


thing to them whether their petition be rejected ` 


by a direct vote of the House, without going to 
acommittee, or whether it go to a committee, 
who may report that it be rejected, and the House 
confirm that report. 

But, say gentlemen, it conflicts with the right 
of petition, a sacred right guarantied by the Con- 
stitution. Sir, there is no manon this floor who 
respects the right of petition more than I do; but 
yet, with all this regard for the right of petition, 
there is some respect due to ourselves, and it 
must always be understood with some restric- 
tions. The right of petition is the right to petition 
for a redress of grievances affecting the petition- 
ers themselves; but when pious and godly-given 
ladies in some few portions of the North are pe- 
titioning to redress my grievances, when I feel 
no grievance, when I know of nogrievance at all, 
I humbly conceive it to be an improper and im- 
pertinent interference with my rights. Now, sir, 
pray how are these good, and godly, and pious, 
and christian-like ladies, affected by slavery in 
the District of Columbia? They are not living 
in the District of Columbia, but in Vermont or 
Massachusetts. They are not affected by slavery 
in the District of Columbia. They are not stained 
by its guilt. They are not affected by its sins. 
Its blood is not upon their skirts. hy, then, 
should they ask a redress of the grievances of the 
people of the District of Columbia? Are not the 
people of the District themselves the best judges 
of their own grievances? Are they not adequate 
to judge for themselves, and to apply for redress 
of their grievances if they have any; and do the 
come here, or to their own Legislature, to ask 
redress? Sir, I must say, I respect no petition 
coming from people who are not interested, di- 
reetly or indirectly, on the subject about which 
they petition; and less so, when its object is to 
interfere with the rights of others. hen peti- 
tions come from those who feel and suffer griev- 


Now, sir, what is this right of peti- | 


—Mr. Lee, of New York. 


ance, couched in respectful language, I will then 
respect and hear them in the most respectful 
manner. Then, sir, why not come up directl 
to the question, and reject this petition, and all 
penons of a similar character, instanter? I 
ave referred to what has taken place heretofore 
in relation to petitions of this character, which I 
then thought sufficiently decisive—laying them 
on the table; but that was when the country was 
uiet, and had not been disturbed by the circula- 


j! 


tion of pamphlets and vile wood-cuts among the | 
Then we were satisfied, | 


people of the South. 
ecause there was nothing serious to apprehend; 
the demon of discord had not then been stalking 


through the land; but now, sir, we see the dan- |! 


ger, and yet all we ask is an express declaration, : 


on the part of our brethren of the North, of their 
determination not to legislate upon this subject. 
This we have a right to ask and to expect. 
we had the power, as they have, we would not 
ask even this of them. 


If. 


No, sir, we could man- ` 


age these fanatics exceedingly well if we had | 
them among us; but we cannot reach them as ` 


long as they confine themselves within the limits 


of other sovereign and independent States; we | 


cannot, we will not, violate the jurisdiction of 
other States. 


tional question now? I reply, we press it from 
the most urgent and imperious necessity. It is 
due to our safety, to our quiet, that we press it. 
Every other form in which this question has 


But, say gentlemen, why press the constitu- || 


been presented has failed to secure us against the | 


repetition of these memorials and petitions. Noth- |; 


ing, it seems to me, short of a declaration on the 

part of Congress of their want of constitutional 

power, will restrain these fanatical crusaders from 

seeking the intervention of Congress in aid of 

their diabolical schemes, and perpetually harass- 

ing the country. I do not ask gentlemen to vote 

contrary to their sense of right. If they believe 
| Congress has not the power, then this agitating 
i Subject will be put to rest, so far as Congress is 
‘concerned. If gentlemen think Congress has the 
| constitutional power, let them say so—we shall 
|; not, if they decisively refuse all legislation upon 
|| this subject, upon grounds of expediency, com- 
| plain of their opinions upon the mere question 
i| of power—a power which they do not intend to 
| exercise—and sever the Union on that account. 
: No, sir, we value it too highly, and love it too 

dearly. But if the power exisis, this House 
: cannot pledge its successors—the South has no 
| security for the future. The Constitution pro- 
| vides for the amendment of the Constitution, by 
reference to the source of all power—the people. 
It will be our duty to seek through the people an 
! amendment to the Constitution, restricting the 
power of Congress upon this subject. Such an 
amendment must and will prevail, if the northern 
people are sincere, which I do not doubt, in their 
professions ofattachment to the Union, and respect 
for our rights—seeing, as they must do, the infi- 
| nite danger to our rights and our safety which 


| would result from the abolition of slavery in the 


‘ District of Columbia. This would test the true 
| feelings of the North, and quiet the apprehen- 
sions of the South, and secure the Union against 
the most formidable enemy by which its integrity 
could be assailed. 

Sir, I am anxious to see this distracting ques- 
| tion put to rest, and that we may be able to say, 
with true feelings of national pride, in the lan- 
| guage of the poet: 

“ Where’er beneath the sun, by sea-winds fanned, 
There floats the banner of my native land.” 

Not, sir, the banner of a northern empire—not 
the banner of a southern empire, but the banner 
of the Union; that banner which conducted the 
heroes of the Revolution to victory in the cause 
of freedom, and which has now waved in triumph 
for upwards of half a century, untarnished and 
unscathed. Sir, I do hope this question will now 
end; that our northern brethren will meet it in 
the most decisive form, and give such an explicit 
expression of their sentiments as will tranquilize 
the South on the one hand, and silence the fanatics 
on the other. : 

As to the proposition of the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania, Mr. INGERSOLL, ) for whose pa- 
triotic feelings exhibited upon this occasion I 
cannot withhold the expression of my highest 


| admiration, I can only say that it is true; but it 
| does not meet the present case. The question 
| before the House relates to the District of Co- 
| lumbia alone. The proposition of the honorable 
| gentleman refers to slavery in the States. The 
', proposition that Congress has no constitutional 
_ power to abolish slavery in either of the States 
‘| of the Union need not be decided, because none 
' assert it; and a decision of that question would 
| in no wise decide the question arising upon this 
petition. 
. The only way in which the 


question can be 


:| presented so as to procure the definitive and speedy 


i: action of the House, will be by reconsidering 
the vote of reference now sought to be reconsid- 
ered, which I earnestly hope will be done. 


Note.—The “rejection” of a petition of this character, 
and for which I intended to vote, is not without precedent 
in the House of Representatives. In March, 1790, the 
: Quakers of Pennsylvania presented a petition for the abo- 
lition of the African slave trade, and to provide means for 
the ultimate abolition of slavery in the United States. The 
House refused to refer the memorial to a committee, but 
rejected it. This was not then deemed a denial of the right 
of petition, but a rejection of the rayer of the petitioners.— 
ae Journal of the House, and Eustis Debates, vol. 4, p. 


SUFFERERS BY NEW YORK FIRE. 
REMARKS OF HON. GIDEON LEE, 


‘| OF NEW YORK, 


In roe House or REPRESENTATIVES, 
January 14, 1836, 


On the bill for the Relief of the Sufferers by Fire 
in the city of New. York. 


Mr. GIDEON LEE said: 

It was not m purpose, Mr. Chairman, to par- 

ticipate in the debates of Congress the present 
į session; but the extraordinary occurrence which 
has induced the report of the bill before us, the 
i very singular amendments proposed by the gen- 
tleman from Kentucky, the deep interest I feel in 
| the speedy resuscitation of that devastated city, 
i compel me to depart from the silent course I have 
i prescribed for myself. 
The gentleman’s amendment proposes, first, 
| to strike out the proviso in the first section, the 
whole of the second section, and finally, the gen- 
tleman promises, when so amended, to vote 
against the whole bill. My arguments will there- 
fore have reference to the whole bill, and I promise 
the utmost brevity. But first I must disclaim the 
honor of the biblical title of Babylon, which the 
gentleman has given to New York. I must also 
disclaim the honor he ascribes to us of governing 
the four-and-twenty States. We feel no such 
honor; we exercise no such power; and if the 
gentleman means the State, which is not precisely 
the basis of the present discussion, he is still mig- 
| taken. 

That ill-fated city, sir, ina single day, by an 
act of God which no human foresight could avert, 
which no human arm could stay, has lost more 
than one fourth part of its entire assessable personal 
estate. That desolated city stands a debtor to the 
| nation in the sum of three millions six hundred 
| and sixty-eight thousand dollars. The bill before 
us proposes—not to forgive the debt, not to dimin- 
ish the principal sum of the debt, not to jeop- 
ardize it—it proposes merely to postpone the 
payment from the dates of maturity to the several 
; dates named. : , 

Mr. Chairman, permit me to view this case as 
it really is. The nation a rich and prosperous 
creditor; the devastated city not an insolvent but 
a debtor oppressed by a calamity unparalleled in 
the two hundred yas history of this country, 
and rarely equaled in any age of any country: 

It has ever been the common sense of mankind 
that the relations of debtor and creditor imposed 
mutual obligation as well as mutual interests. It 
has ever been the practice of mankind, in this 
relation, under great calamity and privation of 
means on the part of the debtor, to claim and 
receive from his full-handed creditor not only the 
kind of relief provided in this bill, postponement 
of payment, but advance, moreover, of money or 
other necessaries. Shall we depart from a prin- 
ciple of ethics, and a rule of practice sanctioned 
by all ages and by all grades of men? No, sir; 
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agency. : 

It has been the policy of this nation—a policy 
so discreet, so wise and sound, that Í trust it 
may never be discontinued—to collect the neces- 
sary funds for the support of Government from 
masses of property prior to those minuter sub- 
divisions for the consumption of the community, 
avoiding thereby the more tedious, the tenfold 
more costly, and more offensive mode of thrust- 
ing the unwelcome tax-gatherer into the dom- 
iciles of our people, for the ancient mode of cap- 
itation, tithe, or small property tax. 

It has been found the mutual interest and the 
mutual necessity of the parties, that the nation 
should collect very nearly two thirds of its im- 

ost revenue through the agency of the city of | 
New York. More than two hundred and sixty 
millions have been thus collected and paid into 
the Treasury. How skillfully or how unskiull- 
fully this duty has been performed, I will not 
pretend to define; the Treasury records will give 
the answer. I would not be understood to inti- 
mate that New York has paid a single dollar from 
her own coffers more than her just quota. Every- , 
body knows that the consumer of the merchan- | 
dise, wherever may be his location, is the ultimate | 
payer of the import tax. Nordo I claim that | 
auch agency has been profitless or onerous. I 
have already said that the interests of the parties 
were mutual. My object is merely to exhibit 
the existing fact, and to deduce from it the very 
cogent argument for the postponement of pay- 
ment, that the debt we owe the nation has arisen, 
and unavoidably arisen, in our relation of agent 
to the Government in the collection of its revenue, | 


which, by an act of God, we are at present una- . 


ble to pay. 

Everybody knows, sir, that the process of such 
collection, and I will add the process of creation, 
too, of the imposts, is by and through the impor- | 
tation of foreign merchandise; and it is equally | 
well known that the means, and the only instru- ; 
ment of the whole performance is capital. This! 


capital is annihilated, or so greatly diminished, || 


that gentlemen may be assured a fearful derange- | 
ment must ensue, unless we derive large tempo- 
rary assistance somewhere. 

here is, sir, a third relation between this ill- | 
fated city and the nation, which claims strongly 
her protection. 1 mean, sir, that common rela- | 
tion which every great political or social com- | 
munity owes to all its parts, and all its parts owe 
to the whole. 

We ask this relief, then, sir, first on the prin- | 
ciple of our relation to the nation, as a debtor of 
impaired means, with a creditor whose coffers | 
are over full. Again, sir, we ask it on the prin- | 
ciple of our relation as agent, suddenly bereft of 
the very implements of our agency, while our | 
oe is possessed of a superabundant supply. 

And again, sir, we ask it in conformity with 


the common social, equitable obligation which a | 


at and prosperous community owes to each 
and all its parts, which from sudden.and unavoid- 
able calamity require such aid.. 

May I say, sir, we do not ask it in the spirit 
of supplication, humiliation, and alms-giving? 
The city, sir, though devastated, has yet remain+ 
ing means. 


try of her citizens. She merely wants temporary 
aid. She asks you in this bill the indulgence of 
deferring payment, until she can render her re- 
maining means available. Will the nation look 
calmly on and close its door on us, while all 
around us else have. opened their hearts, hands, 
and coffers to us? 

Wit the frugal but equitable East, will the 


She is rich in the insuppressible | 
spirit of enterprise, and in the unmitigating indus- | 


i 
j 
l 


1 


hardy but generous West, will the mounting 
-chivalry of the South, will the. most prosperous 
ination that the sun of heaven ever shone on, re- 
‘fone the credit which ao many reciprocal interests 


devastation in this being some twenty-fold greater 
than in those. 

Willthat unfortunate city be the only beneficiary 
of the measure? By no means, sir. In its com- 
mercial intercommunications with every part of 
the nation it has become largely acreditor. And 
this mass of commercial credit has been most 
frightfully swollen by the sale and i See 
of the public stocks of nearly every State of the 
Union. But now without this aid from Congress, 
the sudden abstraction of so large a portion of our 
movable capital by the conflagration must compel 
us to force our commercial debtors, and to press 
the return of the tremendous amount of stocks to 
the several States of their creation. Itis charged 


by the gentleman from Kentucky, as against the © 
bill, the relief reaches no other sufferers than the | 


merchants. He is mistaken; for although the 


provision is intended chiefly for that class, as the |; 


chief sufferers, and other aids are preparing for 
other classes of sufferers, yet such is the diffusive 
nature of capital, and such the laws ruling the 
existence, the formation, and the blended inter- 
course of the people which make up the great 
whole of a dense commercial city, that it is quite 
impossible to place capital in any class or in any 
position which will not extend itself beneficially 
to all. -The laborer, cartman, mechanic, all, all 
will feel the assistance. I may myself be bene- 
fited, who have been amechanic these forty years, 
and have neither ships, nor bonds, nor imports. 


li But were it otherwise, should we withhold it? 
i? Are the merchants not men? 
l: Hes women and children? Are they not subject 
Í: tothe same wants—hun¢ger, thirst, griefs, dismay, 
i ruin, as other folks? t 


Are not their fami- 


nd because a merchant 
has lived well, and is now devastated, will he feel 


| 


descriptions setting forth that the section of the 
city most devoted to mercantile operations, with 
its hundreds of stores and warchouses, and its 
millions of property, was now a pile of smoking 


ruins. The misfortune of New York was a 
national misfortune. This blow struck at the 
commercial mart of the country—this wound, 
given to the very heart of the western world, 
was sufficient to paralyze, for a time, the indus- 
try of the nation. It must alarm the capitalist— 
it must dishearten the manufacturer—it must 
harass the agriculturist—in a word, it must pene- 
trate into the most distant spot, diffusing dismay 
throughout every portion of this vast confeder- 
acy, wherever human industry was active. To 
follow the ramificationsof such an event was im- 
possible. Those ramifications were, as had been 
well expressed'in another branch of this Legisla- 
ture, so “complicated and implicated,’’ that pur- 
suit was impracticable; but so intimately were 
| all the great interests of the country united, that 
the vibration must be felt in every point with 
greater or less influence. If the smallest pebble 
thrown into, the stream of commerce was suffi- 
i cient to disturb the smoothness of its eurrent, 
what must be the effects of a-convulsion like 
. this, which had, as'it were, upturned the entire 
| bed of the mighty river itself! It was a national 
: calamity, and in that point he wished it to be 


‘ viewed. 
| 


'| So far as relief could be granted to the city, he 


‘| was confident that when it was taken into con- 


want and ruin the less poignantly, on that ac- . 


count? os 
Mr. Chairman, I have detained you too long, 


:' Ihave endeavored to confine myself strictly to the 
argument; I have meant to suppress all unneces- || 
sary detail; the peculiar relation I stand in towards | 


the sufferers, would not permit me to say less. 
Had I not prohibited myself, it were easy, sir, to 
give you volumes of detailed individual loss, dis- 
tress, dismay, more affecting to the mind, more 
appalling to the heart, then the great view of the 
deselation. I think the bill ought to pass; | trust 
it will pass. . f 


SUFFERERS BY NEW YORK FIRE. 
REMARKS OF HON. JOHN McKEON, 


OF NEW YORK, 
In rue Hoyse or REPRESENTATIVES, 
January 14, 1836, 


In Committee of the Whole on the state of the |, 
Union, on the bill from the Senate “for the | 


relief of the sufferers by the fire in the city of 
New York.” ` 
Mr. McKEON said, that in presenting himself 
to the committee with a view of offering some 
remarks in relation to the subject then under con- 


sideration, he trusted the committee would find : 


! in the catastrophe which excited the consterna- 


tion of the whole country, and called forth the 
bill.on the table, sufficient apology for his rising. 
He should be wanting in the duty he owed to the 
city which he had the honor in part to represent, 
and in gratitude. to a constituency which had for 
years honored him with their confidence, if, on 
an occasion like the present, he did not endeavor 
to make known to the committee the claims of 
his fellow-citizens. He confessed that he was 
surprised to witness the observations made in 
opposition to the measure then under considera- 
tion. The relief asked for in the bill was so par- 
tial that he had hoped no. objection would have 
been raised; but since it had been, it was his pur- 
pose, if the committee would favor him with 
their attention, to point out the propriety of the 


passage of the bill. 
An awful calamity had fallen upon the city of 
New York. It was not his intention, even if he 


sideration that thousands actively engaged in 
business, consisting of merchants and all con- 
neeted with them in their transactions, had, in 


": the very midst of an inclement season of the 


| year, been thrown out of employment, their busi- 
ness disturbed, that confusion reigned where but 
a few hours before all was order, and that in the 
hour of affliction, while with unsubdued spirits 
| these very citizens were rallying their scattered 
: force—while they were calling upon the Her- 


|| cules of the Generat Government for assistance, 


yet they were exerting every means to rise abov : 
the troubles with which they were oppressed, h 

| felt: confident, he said, they would not refuse the 
sanction of that committee to the bill. We do 
not, (continued Mr. McK.,) in this bill, ask for a 
remission of duties—a question hereafter to be 
presented, and he hoped to see adopted. There 
is nothing in this bill with regard to the surplus 
| moneys of the Government. He wished gentle- 
| men to understand these’points. He wished to 
| remove impressions which he was aware existed 
in the minds of many in relation to the pro- 
visions of the bill. : 

The first section provided for an extension of 
the time of the bonds of all persons who had 
, suffered loss by the fire of the 16th of December 
| last, for periods not exceeding three, four, and 
five years, in equal installments from the day of 
payment specified in bonds. It also provided for 
the canceling of the bonds upon others being 
given with proper sureties, payable in the like 
space of three, four, and five years. To the first 
section were annexed two provisions. The first, 
that those who were within the provisions of the 
act, and who may have paid their bonds subse- 
quent to the fire, should be entitled to the benefit 
of the first. section; that their bonds should be 
renewed, and the payments made on them re- 
funded. The second provision denied the benefit 
of the section to any person whose loss did not 
exceed $1,000. Thissection was not only founded 
upon every principle of justice, was dictated by 
every maxim of sound policy, but was in accord- 
ance. with the settled practice of the country. 
Nothing novel was presented in that part whick 
provided for the extension of the bonds. They 
would find in their statute-book law after law, 
from the year 1803 to 1820, sanctioning the prin- 
ciple of this section. They would discover the 


cases already referred to of the sufferers by the 


1836.} 
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fire which occurred at Portsmouth, at Norfolk, 
and at Savannah, and in which the extent of the | 
calamity giving rise to the legislation was not to 
be compared with that of the city of New York. : 
The section was fortified by precedents, to which 
he solicited their serious consideration. 

The gentlemen from Kentucky and Pennsyl- 
vania, [Messrs. Harpin and CuamBers,] ob- 
poe to refunding the money already advanced 

y the debtors of the Government. e had no 
right to pay back the amount. There can be no 
doubt, sir, as to our right. The whole question 
is in our hands. We are here to adjust the dif- 
ferences between the Government and its debt- 
ors. Weare here to do justice towards ail those 
debtors; so far as those who have paid their bonds 
are concerned, would it not be refusing to them 
the kindness which we intend to give to all debtors 
of the Government, if we do not provide for a 
future period of payment? It would be cruelt 
to take advantage of their situation, and hold the 
money they were compelled to pay, in order to 
fulfill the law, and that they might enter their 
goods. If we intend to extend the time, let us 
extend it for the benefit of all those who have 
suffered. Standing in the relation of a debtor 
overtaken by a sudden misfortune, the merchant 
has a strong claim upon the Government, with an 
overflowing Treasury, for forbearance—for time 
to meet the payments of his bonds. Is it prudent 
to harass your debtor? Is it not wise to sustain 
him in his efforts to obtain the means of satisfy- 
ing vour demands. 

o the second section of the bill which pro- 
vided for an extension of all other bonds given 
prior to the late fire for a period of six, nine, and 
twelve months, he had anticipated objection. To 
many it might appear strange that the bill should 
extend in its provisions beyond the actual suf- 
ferers by the fire. Many would object (as had 
the member from Kentucky) to an extension of 
fame without the exaction of interest; and many 
might imagine a preference would be given to the ` 
port of New York over other sections of the 
country. 


analogous cases could be found for the legislation 
which was now asked for. Congress had from 
time to time extended to the debtors of the Gov- 


ernment, owing large sums on the purchase of: 


public lands, the period of payments, and had at 
length not only released the interest, but also 
deducted a large percentage of the principal. 


Against such measures no objection ought to || 


have been raised—it was part of a just, liberal, | 


and sound policy, calculated to foster the enter- |; 


rise and give an impulse to the industry of a 
arge section of country. He therefore 
that the same principle which had been adopted , 


in regard to the branch of the public revenue |, 
derived from lands should be extended to that i; 


received from the customs. If there had been 
extension and forbearance in one case, he hoped 


Sufferers by New York Fire-—Mr. 


|! tain, less 


esired `: 


McKeon. 
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than one half only of the mercantile 
| houses have reported their loss in goods by the 
| late fire. By duplicating this amount ($6,557,846) 


we NAVE. eee eee eee sses cece oe $13,111,692 | 


As the probable total sum destroyed 
in merchandise of all descriptions. 
Add to this the estimated value in 


buildings ........ tesessesosesaee 4,000,000 | 


And the whole loss may be calculated 
vec eb ev eec eee ee G17, 115,692 
This amount was far below the actual loss; up- 
wards of twenty millionsof capital had been Mahe, 
and to relieve the community from the effects of 
the withdrawal of this amount, measures must 
be adopted, and without delay, if the country did 
not desire to see a prostration of a large portion 
of our mercantile population. The gentleman 


eee ewer enecccs 


from Pennsylvania referred to the fact of the most , 
of our merchants being insured, and the proba- | 


bility of their being indemnified by these insurance 
companies. He (Mr. McK.) had been furnished 
with a statement by a member of the committee 
of the merchants. from the city, ia whose intelli- 
i: gence he had every confidence, setting forth that 
|. there were eighteen insolvent companies, repre- 
' senting a capital of $6,850,000, and six solvent 
institutions amounting to $1,900,000. These mil- 


lions, which performed many functions in the : 


financial operations of the city, were now lost to 
the merchants Under the present bankruptcy 
of the insurance offices, the merchants must be 
suffering. The payment of even the small amount 
which ‘may be paid by 
could not be calculated upon under many months, 
and during that period the insured must be em- 


city.of New York, and how that feeling has been 
increased by the recent display of energy on be- 
half of her inhabitants. But, sir, the Union has 
aright to be proud of her also. She belongs to 
you all, and any injury inflicted upon her must 
react upon the whole country. She is the store- 
house of the industry of the nation, nnd to the 
representatives of the nation belongs the protec- 
tion of her interests. The gentleman from Ken- 


"tacky ought not to blame us if, with natural ad- 


; vantages unequaled upon the face of the globe, 
: with a location commanding an immense foreign 
`. commerce, and hundreds of miles of inland com- 
‘munication, our merchants have exerted them- 


selves to advance the prosperity of not only that 
city, but also of the entire country. By an ex- 
amination of the Treasury accounts, the honor- 
able member would find that upwards of two 
hundred and sixty millions had been paid by the 
pori of New York into the Treasury of the 

nion. A vast portion of revenue had been col- 
lected by some of the very men now applying 
for relief. New York paid annually two thirda 
of your revenue—she has been a faithful and in- 
defatigable agent in the collection of your im- 
posts—and to deny her the request now made, 
would be an unkind requital for her conduct to- 
wards the Government. 

The bill ought not tobe delayed. Every day it 
was postponed added to the difficulties the mer- 


', chants were now suffering under; goods were daily 


the solvent companies, | 


barrassed to a great extent. So faras indemnity `! 


was concerned, there was no prospect. 


mark had been made in the course of the discus- : 


sion, that New York was able to sustain herself; 


that we heard of no failures; therefore we were | 


not called upon to act. 


He did not understand ; 


that because extraordinary, he might say super- | 
human, efforts had been made to sustain the credit || 


; These efforts, while they redound to the honor 
i 
| misfortunes. ` , : 

Why do they here present their memorials? 
Because they cherish their commercial character; 
' because they value their credit as their very life- 
; blood; because they wish to protect it from the 
slighest breath of suspicion. They well know 
its mighty efficacy in giving wings to the enter- 

rise of our citizens. They are well aware how 
it has carried onward our commerce, and that 
: with the loss of that credit must sink the high 
i character which the American merchant now sus- 
, tains throughout the commercial world. 

these reasons they appear here; and let it not be 
| said that you permitted the honor of your mer- 
i chants to be jeoparded in the hour of an unex- 


the same policy would be pursued in this instance. | 
No deduction was solicited—merely further time | 
for payment. The fire (Mr. McK. said) had not | 


only affected those whose goods were destroyed, i 
but every man in business of any nature in the ` 
merchants. | 


city of New York, and pce 
Their operations must be crippled by the de- | 
struction of a large amount of capital—millions | 
upon millions—the result of the labors of years. | 

he accumulations of enterprise had been en- | 
trely annihilated, totally abstracted, and the | 
commercial community must suffer thereby to a 
considerable extent. 

The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Cuam- 
gers] remarked there was no evidence of the 
true state of losses. The committee had no 
estimate before them, He (Mr, McK.) was in 
possession of a statement from which some cal- 
culation might be made of the immense amount 
of property destroyed. It was the result of the 
labors of a committee which reported to a meet- 
ing held in the city of New York, the Mayor 
presiding, and from which it appeared that— 

The whole number of buildings destroyed is 
ascertained to be 527, exclusive of the Exchange 


and the South Dutch Church, and may be fairly | 
valued at $4,000,000, which is a fraction over i 


ampled calamity; that you refused to extend to 
i them the generosity of the nation. Why was 
the credit system originally adopted? To aid 
with your capital the rising commerce of the Uni- 
ted States. Your merchants had industry and 
enterprise, but they wanted capital. It was 
: granted tothem, and the magnificent results show 
the sound poliey of your movements. The rea- 
son which operated then applies with great force 
| to the present case. Your merchants are now 
operating with a capital diminished twenty mil- 
lions and upwards, and to that extent have a 
strong claim upon your sympathies. 

And now let me turn to my honorable friend 
from Kentucky, and with his permission to lay 
before him the history of the transactions of New 
York in reference to the General Government. 
I wish to point out to him the conduct of that 
city in the collection of the public revenue. I 
speak not of the faithful discharge of duties as 
the agents for the collection of our imposts. I 
refer not to the immense revenue of that port in 
the spirit of exultation, or with the view of hold- 
ing up to this House the gigantic means derived 
from the industry of our citizens. I regret that 
| my honorable friend has attempted to arouse 
the feeling of this House, by representing our 


$7,000 each, and is generally considered a correct 
estimate. As far as the committee could ascer- 


strength—-our solicitations for the use of the public 
treasure.. I will not conceal the pride I feel in the 


| of the city, why we ought to refuse assistance. |: 
He (Mr. McK.) was prepared to show that | 
of the merchant, ought to arouse us to assist men || 
capable of making such powerful struggles against | 


For | 
' But, sir, he had, like our debtors, calculated on 
| his future success to meet his engagements; he 
‘ rested on the return of his rich argosies, where- 
|, with he might discharge his debts. 


The re- ; 


| ought to put these merchants over it. 


i 
| 


arriving which must be entered, and he entreated 
the committee no longer to delay the adoption of 
the measure now before it, and. to destroy at once 
the fears which otherwise might be entertained of 
an unparalleled commercial distress. Prudence 
dictated an immediate decision on the question. 
My colleague [Mr.CamBre enc] has given you 
to understand that a pressure must come, and you 
The storm 
was gathering, and you ought to protect them 
from its fury. It would be well for the members 
to consider that the connection between New York 
and the whole country is so great that distress 
cannot fall upon her alone. Credit has been given, 
on the faith of these bonds, to every part of the 
Union, and must be redeemed. If you insist on 
payment from the merchants, they must call upon 
the different sections of the country. . On the 
representatives of the whole nation rests an awful 
responsibility. They ought not to add to the nat- 
ural difficulties with which the commercial com- 
munity might be compelled to contend. True it 
was, we had their bonds, but did it become us to 
insist on the penalty at this moment? When the 
great master of the human heart was desirous of 
presenting to us the character of an opulent and 
unmerciful creditor, he gave us a Shylock. How 
had we all burned with indignation at the recital 
of the unfortunate victim who had given the bond! 


ut misfortune 
came upon him; and when his unmerciful creditor 
insisted on the penalty; when the cruelty to be 


|| inflicted was defended on the very same principle 


which we have put forward on this floor, that its 
non-fulfillment might establish a dangerous prece- 
dent, whose heart has not revolted from even the 
sketch ofimagination? Would it be believed that 
we should present to the civilized world the reality, 
that with our coffers overflowing with funds ac- 
cumulated. by our own agents, we should insist on 
ay ment, because it is so nominated in the bond 2 
Van may insert the knife; you may have your 
ound of flesh “ nearest the heart,” but you may 
satisfied that the most delicate nerve in this im- 
mense body politic will grieve under the operation. 
You will affect the whole country, which must 
inevitably suffer from such a poiey: $ 
To the city of New York you have been in- 
debted for a large portion of the surplus revenue 
which you now have in your Treasury. Is it 
not sound policy to give those facilities which 
will permit the stream of wealth to pour on in ts 
natural course (now, I trust, but temporarily 
checked) into the great reservoir of the nation? 
Is it not sound policy in you to inspire the recu- 
erative energies, and to infuse into the great 
body of merchants that confidence which is the 
foundation of credit and the companion of pros- 
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perity of a commercial people? Believe me, the || stituents may want in me one who can give com- 
aid of your Treasury will be returned fourfold || petent expression to the deep feeling of gratitude 
hereafter. The money is not required; the se- || which they entertain for the generous sentiments 
curity of the Government 1s not diminished, and '| sent forth from every quarter.in their behalf, 
you afford the means of renovating the commer- | they may rest assured that their kindness has 
cial system. Give New York the means to sus- | not been extended to those who are cold, or in- 
tain her commereial credit, and she willsoonadd ' sensible of its value, or by whom it will soon be 
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to the riches of the public coffers by her ex- 
tended importations. : - 

We may be told that, in a question of this na- 
ture, we are in danger of surrendering our judg- 
ments to our feelings. I do not admit, by the 
adoption of this bill, we should be committing 
such an act, and, even if we did, to what nobler ` 
conqueror could we yield submission than to the 
best feelings of our nature—to the eymperhy for 
the sufferings of our fellow-men? ‘The destruc- , 
tion does not confine itself to those for whose re- ‘' 
lief the bill on your table is intended. Would || 


forgotten. 


T trust, sir, that the warm feelings of sympa- 
thy expressed on every side are not dying away | 


with the sounds which carry to the furthermost 
bounds of our country the report of this awful 
calamity. The facaulinoua noise is still break- 
ing over the land; but it is echoed back into these 
Halls in the shape of the resolutions calling upon 
the Representatives of a generous people to sus- 
tain the commercial metropolis of the Union. 
Confident I am it will be heard before long from 
beyond the Alleghany, calling upon my friends 


that our action, within constitutional limits, !' from Kentucky. Let us obey that voice, which 
would permit us to encircle all those who suffer by . speaks to us in tones of comfort for the distressed ; 


-this calamity; torelieve the thousands thrown out : which tells us to aid in the cause of our afflicted 
ofemployment; to succor the infirm, the aged, and merchants, and to allow commerce once more to 


the helpless; to save from misery those who now 
must bide the pelting of the pitiless storm. Much 
do I regret that, to borrow the figure of eloquence, 
our kindness must resemble thesun, which in its 
rising only illumines the loftiest eminences, and | 
not that sun in its meridian effulgence which dif- | 
fuses its light and warmth not only over the lof- 
tiest palace, but into the deepest valley. We ask ‘| 
not for. charity—for that charity which has al- 
ready afforded precedents for noble acts in the 
thousands given to the people of Caraccas, and to 
the people of New Madrid. I will not refer to 
cases to show how former legislation has not been 
remiss in the execution of the duties of philan- 
thropy; but while I point to these cases, and ask |, 
you to not even advance so far, but to afford us 1 
cold, unfeeling justice, to relieve the distresses of 
our community, I do hope this will not be denied 
to us. 

Let it not be supposed that this is a mere local | 
question. I feel confidence in appealing to the | 
various interests which are here represented: to | 
the manufacturer and mechanic, the profitable 
result of whose labor depends much on the capa- | 


city and integrity of the merchant; to the agri- || 
culturist, who, although his main dependence is || 


upon the soil, is aware that the value of that soil | 
and the products of that soil must be increased || 
-by his sustaining the prosperity of our commer- 
cial interests. The various industries of the coun- 

try are so interwoven and depend so much upon 

each other, that itis the duty of all touphold such 

as may be in danger. The influence of commerce | 
is not only felt in particular points. To its in- | 
visible power not only the magnificent cities with 

which our sea-coast is studded, but the most re- 

mote hamlet in the Union, may attribute their 

prosperity and advancement. The gentleman |! 
from Kentucky asks, who are these merchants? || 
‘Will he permit me to answer him by remarking |! 
that they are his brethren, protected by the Con- 
stitution of our country, which stich its bless- 
ings to every citizen: that Constitution which 
provides that into your hands shall be given the 
care of the interests of commerce. And for whom 
do I ask the sympathy of this committee? For 
men whose industry is ever active; whose talent 


pursue her course. 


hour of misfortune-has been overtaken by this 
sudden tempest. She still appears above the 


wave with shattered spars, and riven by light- : 


ning, yet bearing upon her deck a noble crew, 


' whose energies are unchecked, and hopes un- 


broken, amid the darkness of the storm, and 
struggling to preserve their bark from the yawn- 
ing gulf. Must they be deserted in such an hour? 
Must they perish? ‘Will you extinguish the 
light which has been shining here, cheering them 
in their struggle, towards which they have turned 
their anxious eyes? Let it not be said that you 
hesitated to extend the indulgence of the nation 
to the unfortunate; that Commerce had made 
her appeal in these Halls to the Representatives 
| of a generous people—to those intrusted with 
| the guardianship of her interests, and that her 
| appeal was denied. Let it not be said that an 
| American Congress refused to American mer- 


; chants forbearance. 
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PRESIDENT OF THE UNITED STATES TO THE TWO 


1836. 
(No. 1.] 
Mr. Forsyth to Mr. Barton. 
DEPARTMENT oF STATE, 
W asuineton, June 28, 1835. 

Sır: Mr. Livingston arrived here the day be- 
fore yesterday. the mail of yesterday, your 
letter of the 7th of May, witha copy of Mr. Liv- 
ingston’s last note to the Duke de Broglie, was 
received. 

After an attentive examination of Mr. Living- 
ston’s correspondence with this Department and 
the Government of France, elucidated by his ver- 
bal explanations, the President has directed me 
to say to you that the Messrs. de Rothschild have 


receive the money due under the treaty with 


is unsurpassed; men who are strongly identified 
with the interests of the country; who have ever 
been foremost in works of kindness, and whose 
philanthropy has been extended to the unfortu- 
nate of every clime, I claim it for those whose 
spirits are unbroken, and energies uncrushed 
amid the ruins of their desolate Rialto; I ask it 
for those who have carried the glory of the Amer- | 
ican name and the fruits of American labor into 
the most distant portions of theearth, For such | 
men I claim it. 
But a few days since, and but one feeling was | 
in this House, The glow of sympathy was vis- 
ible in every quarter. 


The whole country seemed to be alive to the con- | 
sequences of the catastrophe. J cannot forego | 
this opportunity which is here afforded me of || 
offering my thanks to those communities which 
have expressed their kind feelings in behalf of 
New York. To their Representatives on this 
floor, ] cannot but say, that however my con- 


| 


I was indulging the hope i; 
that relief would be instantaneously afforded, |; 


t 
| France. Of this authority they will be di 
| to give notice to the French Government, without 


' demanding payment... For yourself, you will, if ;: 


| the bill of indemnity is rejected, follow Mr. Liv- 
| ingston to the United States. 
| y the Legislature of France, you will await fur- 


| a guarded silence on the subject of the indemni 
| If approached by the Government of France, 


the desire of the President that you will make 


be their duty to report to you, as well as to the 
Treasury Department, and whenever they con- 
verse with you they must be reminded, that it is 


It does not become us to re- | 
fuse assistance to that gallant vessel which in the ; 


HOUSES OF CONGRESS ON THE 18TH JANUARY, | 


been authorized by the Treasury Department to ` 


rected . 


i If the money is | 
pe at the disposal of the King, conditionally, |; 


i ther orders from the United States, but maintain | 


de 
; rectly or indirectly, you will hear what is said || 
without reply—state what has occurred in full to | 
| the Department, and await its instructions. Itis | 
not even a reference to the subject of the treaty | 
in your intercourse with the French Government, : 
i until the course intended to be pursued is defi- : 
nitely explained to the United States, Whatever |: 
i may be said to the Messrs. de Rothschild, it will | letter, the last instructions of my Government, 
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expected that they will wait for express notice 
from the Government of France, that it is ready 
to pay, before an application for payment is made. 
Phe course adopted by Mr. Livingston has 
been fully approved, and the hope is indulged 
that his representations have had their just influ- 
ence on the councils of the King of France. 
. However that may be, the President’s determina- 
tion is, that the terms upon which the two Goy- 
ernments are to stand towards each other, shall 
be regulated, so far as his constitutional power 
extends, by France. 

A packet from the Treasury, addressed to the 
Messrs. de Rothschild, and containing the in- 
: structions of the Secretary, accompanied by a 
‘ special powcr, appointing them the agents of the 
United States to receive the payments due under 
| the treaty of 1831, is forwarded herewith. The 
copy of a letter from this Department to M. 

a ad is also inclosed for perusal. 

am, sir, your obedient servant, 

JOHN FORSYTH. 
Tuomas P. Barron, Esq., &c. 
{No. 2.] 
Mr. Forsyth to Mr. Barton. 


DEPARTMENT oF STATE, 
Wasnineton, September 14, 1835. 


Sır: So much time will have elapsed before 
this dispatch can reach you, since the passage of 
the law by the French Chambers placing at the 
disposition of the king the funds to fulfill the 
treaty with the United States, that it is presumed 
that the intention of the French Government will 
have been by that period disclosed. It is proper, 
therefore, in the opinion of the President, that 
you should receive your last instructions in rela- 
tion to it. It has always been his intention that 
the Legation of the United States should leave 
France if the treaty were not fullfilled. You have 
been suffered to remain after the departure of Mr. 
Livingston, under the expectation that the Gov- 
ernment of France would find in all that has oc- 
curred its obligation to proceed forthwith to the 
fulfillment of it as soon as funds were placed in 
‚its hands. If this expectation is disappointed, 
you must ask for your passports and return to 
i the United States. If no movement has been made 
‘on the part of France, and no intimation given 

to you or to the banker of the United States, who 
, is the authorized agent of the Treasury to receive 
the installments due, of the time that payment 
will be made, you are instructed to call upon the 
i Duke de Broglie, and request to be informed 
: what are the intentions of the Government in re- 
. lation to it, stating that you do so by orders of 
|i your Government, and with a view to regulate 
|, your conduct by the information you may receive 
from him. In the present agitated state of France 
it is the particular desire of the President that 
. your application should be made in the most con- 
ciliatory tone, and your interview with the Duke 
marked by expressions, as coming from your 

Government, of great personal respect for that 

Minister, and of an anxious desire for the safety 

of the King of France, If the Duke should inform 

you that the money is to be paid on any fixed 
day, you will remain in France; otherwise you 
will apply for your passports, and state the rea- 
son to be that the treaty of indemnity has not 
been executed by France. 
The Presidentespecially directs that you should 
; comply with these instructions so early that the 
|| result may be known here before the meeting of 
|, Congress, which takes place on the 7th of De- 
|; cember next. 
| Tam, sir, your obedient servant, 


JOHN FORSYTH. 
Tuomas P. Barton, Esq., &c., &c., &e. 


{No. 3.]} 
Mr. Barton to the Duke de Broglie. 


LEGATION or THE Unirep STATES OF 
America, Paris, October 24, 1835. 
Monsieur Le Duc: Having executed, to the 


i in the interview which I had the honor to have 
| with your Excellency, on the 20th of this month, 


in order further tocomply with those instructions, 


| 
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I am about to return to the United States. 
fore leaving France, however, I have thought | 
that it might not be altogether useless to address | 
your Excellency, and submit to you the conver- 
sation which then took place between us, word 
for word, as I understood it. In pursuing this 
course, I am prompted by a double motive: first, 
by a sincere desire to avoid even the slightest 
misunderstanding as to the precise meanıng of 
any expressions used on either part; and also 
with a view, in presenting myself to my Gov- 
ernment, to furnish indisputable proof of m 
fidelity in executing the instructions with whic 

I had the honor to be charged. This last motive, 
Monsieur le Duc, does not interest you person- 
ally, but the first, I am sure, will not appear 
without importance in your eyes. 

Having said that I was instructed to employ 
both language and manner the most conciliatory, 
l begged you to believe, should anything appear 
to you not to partake of that character, that the 
fault must be attributed to me alone, and not to 
my Government; as in that case I should be cer- 


tain that I neither represented its dispositions, | 


nor faithfully obeyed its orders. 

I began the conversation by informing you 
that I had requested an interview, by order of 
my Government, and that on the result of that 


interview would depend my future movements. | 


Í said that I was ordered to convey to the French 
Government assurances of the very lively satis- 
faction felt by the President, on receiving the 
news and confirmation of the King’s safety; and 
that I was further instructed by the Secretary of 
State to assure you, personally, of his high con- 
sideration. After an obliging answer of your 
Excellency, I had the honor to submit the fol- 
owing question: 

“ Tam instructed by my Government to inquire 
‘of your Excellency, what are the intentions of 
‘his Majesty’s Government in relation to the 
‘funds voted by the Chambers?” 

And I understood you to make the following 
answer: 

‘* Having written a dispatch to his Majesty’s 
! Chargë d'Affaires at Washington, with instruc- 
‘tions to communicate it to Mr. Forsyth, and M. 
t Pageot having read it to Mr. Forsyth, I have 
‘nothing to say in addition to that dispatch. ” 

I said, ‘‘I am also instructed to inquire of 
‘your Excellency, whether his Majesty’s Gov- 
‘ernment is ready to pay those funds?” 

And you returned this answer: ‘ Yes, in the 
terms of the dispatch.”’ 

I added, ‘‘ I am instructed to ask another ques- 
‘tion. Will his Majesty’s Government name | 
‘any fixed determined period, when the 
‘be disposed to pay those funds?’’ 

To this question the following was your Ex- | 
tellency’s answer, as I understood it: 

“ To-morrow, if necessary. When the Gov- 
‘ernment of the United States shall, by a written 
‘ official communication, have expressed its regret | 
‘at the misunderstanding which has taken place | 
' between the two Governments, assuring us that ` 
‘this misunderstanding was founded on an error 
‘—that it did not intend to call in question the | 
‘good faith of his Majesty’s Government—the ` 
‘funds are there; we are ready to pay. In the’ 
‘dispatch to M. Pageot we gave the views of our 
‘Government on this question. Mr. Forsyth not 
‘having thought proper to accept a copy of that 
‘dispatch, and having said that the Government ` 


tof the United States could not receive a commu- ` 


‘nication in such a form, I have nothing to add— 
‘I am forced to retrench myself behind that dis- ' 
‘patch. If the Government of the United States i 
‘does not give this assurance, we shall be obliged | 


‘to think that this misunderstanding is not the |; 


‘result of an error, and the business will stop 
‘ there.” 

To your Excellency’s offer to communicate to 
me the dispatch to M. Pageot, I replied, that as 
my instructions had no reference to that question, 
I did not think myself authorized to discuss it. 

After some minutes I rose and said: ‘In a 
short time I shall have the honor of writing to 
your Excellency.” F , 

You answered, ‘I shall at all times receive with 
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Such, Monsieur le Duc, as far as my memory 
serves me, are the literal expressions employed 
by both of us. Should you discover any inac- 
curacies in the relation which I have the honor 
to submit to you, it will give me pleasure, as it 
will be my duty, to correct them. If, on the 
contrary, this relation should appear to you in 
every respect conformable to the truth, I take the 
liberty of claiming from your kindness aconfirma- 
tion of it, for the reasons which I have already, 
I believe, sufficiently explained. 

I eagerly avail myself of this occasion, Mon- 
sieur le Duc, to renew the assurances of the very 


| 
| 
l 


high consideration with which I have the honor ` 
to be your Excellency’s most obedient humble 


servant, 
THOMAS P. BARTON. 


His Excellency the Duc pe Broce, 
Minister of Foreign Affairs, &e. 


{No. 4.] 
The Duke de Broglie to Mr. Barton. 
[E.] Paris, October 26, 1835. 
_ Sir: I have received the letter which you did 


Finally, sir, after having said, “ If the Govern- 
‘ment of the United States does not give this as- 
‘surance, we shall be obliged to think that this 
‘misunderstanding is not the result of an error,” 
I did not add, ‘and the business will stop there. ” 
This last error is, however, of so little import- 
ance, that I hesitated to notice it. ` 

Receive, sir, the assurances of my high consid- 
eration. ` V: BROGLIE, 

To T. P. Barron, 

Chargë d'Affaires of the United States. 
{No. 5.] 
Mr. Barton to the Duke De Broglie. 
F. 
LEGATION oF THE UNITED STATES oF AMERICA, 
Panis, November 6, 1835. 

Monseur Le Duc: Having been recalled by 
my Government, I have the honor to request 
that your Excellency will be pleased to ‘causé 
passports to be prepared to enable me to proceed 
to Havre, thence to embark for the United States, 
and for my protection during the time Imay find 


' it necessary to remain in Paris. I am instructed 


me the honor to address to me on the 24th of this ` 


; month. 

You are desirous to give your Government a 
faithful account of the conversation which you 
had with me on the 20th. While communicat- 
ing to me a statement of that conversation, you 
request me to indicate the involuntary errors 
which I may remark init. I appreciate the mo- 


tives which influence you, and the importance ' 


which you attach to the exactness of this state- 
ment; and I therefore hasten to point out three 


errors which have found their way into your re- | 


port, acknowled 
conformity, ona 
tions interchanged between us. 

In reply to your question, whether the King’s 
Government would name any fixed and determinate 


ging, atthe same time, its perfect | 
l other points, with the explana- , 


period at whichit would be disposed to pay the twen- | 


ty-five millions, you make me say: ‘‘ To-morrow, 
‘if necessary; when the Government of the Uni- 
‘ted States shall, by a written official communica- 
‘tion, have expressed its regret at the misunder- 


i ‘Governments, assuring us that the misunder- 
t standing is founded on an error—that it did not 


! ‘intend to call in question the good faith of his 


i * Majesty’s Government,” &c. 
Now, this is what I really said: ‘*To-mor- 
‘row, to-day, immediately, if the Government 
‘of the United States is ready on its part to de- 


'<to us ence A in writing, that it regrets the 
i ‘misunderstanding which has arisen between the 


; {two countries; that this misunderstanding is |; 
‘founded upon a mistake, and that it never en- |: 


‘tered into its intention (pensée) to call into ques- 
‘tion the good faith of the French Government, 
‘norto take a menacing attitude towards France.” 
By the terms of your report I am made to have 
continued thus: ‘‘In the dispatch to M. Pageot 
‘we gave the views of our Government on this 
‘question. Mr. Forsyth not having thought 
‘proper to accept a copy of that dispatch, and 
i § havas said that the Government of the United 
‘States could not receive the communication in 
‘that form,” &c. That was not what I said, 
because such was not the language of Mr. For- 
syth to M. Pagcot. On refusing the copy offered 
: to him by that Chargë d’Affaires, Mr. Forsyth 
| gave, as the only reason, that it was a document of 
` which he could make nouse; and that was the phrase 
: repeated by me. 
Mr. Forsyth made no objection to the form 
; which I had adopted to communicate to the Fed- 
eral Government the views of the King’s Govern- 
| ment; in fact, not only is there nothing unusual 
' in that form; not only is it employed in the inter- 
| course between one Government and another, 
| whenever there is a desire to avoid the irritation 
| which might involuntarily arise from an exchange 
| of contradictory notes in a direct controversy, 
i but reflection on the eircumstances and the re- 
ective positions of the two countries will clearly 


pleasure any communication addressed to me on || show that it was chosen precisely in a spirit of 


the part of the Government of the United States;’’ 
and our conversation ended. 


| eo ederal Govern- 


nciliation and regard for the 
| ment, 


‘ clare to us, by addressing its claim (réclamation) | 


to give, as a reason for my departure, the non- 
execution, on the part of his Majesty’s Govern- 


i ment, of the convention of July 4, 1831. 


|, standing which has taken place between the two |: 


I avail myself of this opportunity, Monsieur le 
Duc, to renew the assurances of very high con- 
sideration with which I have the honor to be your 
Excellency ’s most obedient, humble servant, 

THOMAS P. BARTON. 

His Excellency the Duxe pe Brocuie, 

Minister of Foreign Affairs, &c. 


[No. 6.} 
Broglie to Mr. Barton. 
Paris, Movember 8, 1835. 


- Sır: Having taken his Majesty’s orders with 
regard to your communication of the 6th instant, 
I have the honor to serid you herewith the pass- 
ports which rex requested of me. As to the 
reasons which you have been charged to ad- 
vance, in explanation of your departure, I have 


The Duke de 


| nothing to say, (Je n’ai point a m’y arrêter.) The 


i eration. 


Government of the United States, sir, knows, 
that upon itself depends henceforward the exe- 
cution of the treaty of July 4, 1831. 
Accept, sir, the assurance of my high consid- 
V. BROGLIE. 
To Mr. Barron, 


Chargé d'Affaires of the United States of America. 


(No. 7.] 
Mr. Forsyth to Mr. Pageot. 
DEPARTMENT oF STATE, 
Wasuineton, June 29, 1835. 

Sır: I have the honor to acquaint you, for the 
information of your Government, that the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury has, in conformity with the 
pora of the act of Congress of the 13th of 
uly, 1832, designated the Messrs. Rothschild 
Brothers, of Paris, as agents to receive the pay- . 
ments from time to time due to this Government, 
under the stipulations of the convention of the 


| 4th of July, 1831, between the United States and 
| his Majesty, the King of the French; and that 


the President has granted a special power to the 


i said Messrs. de Rothschild Brothers, author- 


izing and empowering them, upon the due receipt 
of the same, to give the necessary acquittances 


| to the French Government, according to the pro- 


visions of the convention referred to. i 
The power given to the Messrs. de Rothschild 
will be presented by them whenever the French 
Government is ready Š make the pa ment; 
I have the honor to be, sir, your obedient ser- 
i 'JOHN FORSYTH. 


M. PaceorTt, Chargë d’ Affaires, &c. 


[No. 8.] 
Mr. Pageot to Mr. Forsyth. 
Wasnineton, June 29, 1835. 
Srr: I have received the letter which you did 
me the honor to address to me this day, and by 
which you communicate to me, for the informa- 
tion of my Government, that the Secretary of the 
Treasury, in virtue of the act of Congress of July 
13, 1832, has appointed Messrs. de Rothschild 
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Brothers, at Paris, agents fo 
become due, the several payments of the sum 
stipulated as indemnification by the convention 
concluded on the 4th of July, 1831, between his 
Majesty the King of the French and the United 
States of America. l 
I lost no time, sir, in transmitting this com- 
munication to my Government, and I embrace 
this opportunity to offer you the assurance of the 
high consideration with which I have the honor 
to be, your most humble and obedient servant, 
A. PAGEOT. 


To the Hon. Mr. Forsytu, 
Secretary of State. 


[No. 9.] 
Mr. Pageot to Mr. Forsyth. 
Wasuincton, December 1, 1835. 
Sir: On the 11th of September last, I had the 
honor, as I was authorized, to read to you a dis- 
tch, which his Excellency the Minister of 
oreign Affairs had addressed to me on the 17th 
of June previous, respecting the state of the rela- 
tions between France and the United States. The 
ebject of this communication was to make known 
to the Cabinet at Washington, in a form often 
employed, the point of view trom which the King’s 
Government regarded the difficulties between the 


r receiving, as they |! 


In allowing you, during that interview, to read 


| which you did me the honor to write to me on 


: tome the Duke de Broglie’s dispatch, which I |! the 3d of this month; with it, you return to me 


two countries, and toindicate the means by which, ' 


in its opinion, they might be terminated in a man- 
ner honorable to both Governments. I was also 
authorized to allow you, in case you should de- 
sire it, to take a copy of this dispatch; but, con- 
trary to the expectation which diplomatic usage 


in such cases permitted me to entertain, you | l t J 
| on my part, in representing his views of the 


thought proper to refuse to request it. 
I regretted this resolution of yours, sir, at the 


time, because, in the first place, it appeared to be | 


at variance with (s'écarter de) that conciliatory 
spirit which so particularly characterized the com- 
munication just made to you; and next, as it 
seemed in a manner to deprive the Cabinet of 
Washington of the means of knowing, in their 
fullextent, the views of the King’s Government, 
of which an attentive examination of the Duke 
de Broglie’s letter could alone have enabled it to 
forma justestimate. These regrets, sir, have not 
een diminished; and at the moment when the 
President is about to communicate to Congress 
the state of the relations between France and 
ithe United States, I consider it useful and neces- 
sary for the interests of all, to endeavor to place 
him in possession of all the facts which may 
afford him the means of giving an exact account 
of the real dispositions and views of the King’s 
Government on the subject of the existing diffi- 
culties. 

With this intention, and from a desire to neg- 
lect nothing which, by offering to the American 
Government another opportunity of making itself 
acquainted minutely with the highly conciliatory 
sentiments of his Majesty’s Government, may 
contribute to restore good understanding between 
the Cabinets of Paris and Washington, I have 
the honor to transmit to you a copy of the Duke 
de Broglie’s dispatch, ahd to request you to place 
it under the eye of the President. 

I embrace this opportunity, sir, to renew you 
the assurance of the high consideration with 
which I have the honor to be your most humble 
and most obedient servant, A. PAGEOT. 

To the Hon. Joun Forsytu, 

Secretary of State of the United States. 


[No. 10.] 
Mr. Forsyth to Mr. Pageot. 

DEPARTMENT oF STATE, 

- Wasuincton, December 3, 1835. 
Sır: I had yesterday the honor to receive your 

note of the Ist instant, with the aċcompanying 
paper, purporting to be a copy of a letter ad- 
dressed, under date of the 17th of June last, by 
his Excellency the Duke de Broglie, Minister of 
Foreign Affairs of France, to yourself. After 
referring to what occurred in our interview of the 
11th of September, in regard to the original letter, 
and expressing your regrets at the course I then 
felt it my duty to take, you request me to place 
the copy inclosed in your letter, under the eye 
of the President. 


' out any change in the condition of affairs, you || 


cheerfully did, you were enabled to avail your- 
self of that informal mode of apprising this 
Department of the views of your Government, 
in the full extent authorized by diplomatic usage. 
The question, whether or not I should ask acopy 
of that dispatch, was, of course, left, as it should 
have been, by your Government, exclusively to 
my discretion. My reasons for not making that 
request were frankly stated to you, founded on 
a conviction that, in the existing state of the 
relations between the two countries, the Presi- 
dent would think it most proper, that every com- 
munication upon the subject in difference between 
them, designed to influence his conduct, should, 
before it was submitted to his consideration, be 
made to assume the official form belonging to a 
direct communication. from one Government to 
another, by which alone he could be enabled to 
cause a suitable reply to be given to it, and to 
submit it, should such a step become necessary, i 
to his associates in the Government. I also had 
the honor, at the same time, to assure you, that 
any direct communication from yourself, as the 
representative of the King’s Government, to me, 
embracing the contents of this despatch, or any 
other matter you might be authorized to commu- 
nicate, in the accustomed mode, would be laid 
without delay before the President, and would, 
undoubtedly, receive from him an early and just 
consideration. 


It cannot have escaped your reflections, that | 


my duty required that the circumstances of the 
interview between us should be reported to the 
President, and that the discovery of any error, 


course proper to be pursued on that occasion, 
would, without fail, have been promptly commu- 
nicated to you. That duty was performed: the 
substance of our interview, and the reasons by 


| which my course in it has been guided, were im- 


mediately communicated to, and entirely approved 
by him. I could not, therefore, have anticipated, 
that after so long a period had elapsed, and with- 


should have regarded it as useful or proper to re- 


vive the subject, at the time and in the form you ° 


‘have seen fitto adopt. Cordially reciprocating, 


| 


however, the conciliatory sentiments expressed in 
your note, and in deference to your request, I 
have again consulted the President on the sub- 


ject, and am instructed to inform you, that the | 


i ọpinion expressed by me, in the interview be- 


tween us, and subsequently confirmed by-him, |! 
remains unchanged; and I therefore respectfully : 


restore to you the Duke de Broglie’s letter, as I 
cannot make the use of it you desired. 


I am also instructed to say, that the President | 
| entertains a decided conviction, that a departure, | 


in the present case, from the ordinary and accus- 
tomed method of international communication, is 
calculated to increase, rather than to diminish, the 


difficulties unhappily existing between France and <; 


the United States; and that its observance, in their 
future intercourse, will be most likely to bring 
about the amicable adjustment of these Ea, 
on terms honorable to both parties. Such a result 
is sincerely desired by him, and he will omit noth- ' 
ing, consistent with the faithful discharge of his ' 
duties to the United States, by which it may be 
promoted. In this spirit Iam directed by him to 
repeat to you the assurance made in our interview, 
in September last, that any official communication ` 
you may think proper to address to this Govern- | 
ment, will promptly receive such considerationas ` 
may be due to its contents, and the interests in- | 
volved in the subject to which it may refer. 

As the inclosed paper is not considered the 
subject of reply, you will allow me to add, for 
the purpose of preventing any misconception in 
this respect, that my silence in regard to its con- : 
tents is not to beconstrued as admitting the accu- | 
racy of any of the statements or reasonings con- 
tained in it. 

I have the honor to renew, &c. &c., 

JOHN FORSYTH. 


(No. 11.] 
Mr. Pageot to Mr. Forsyth, 
W asuincton, December 5, 1835. 
Sir: I yesterday evening received the letter 


:; the copy of a dispatch which I had transmitted to 
you two days before, and the original of which 
was addressed to me on the 17thof June last, by 
his Excellency the Minister of Foreign Affairs. 
I will not seek, sir, to disguise from you the as- 
tonishment produced in me, by the return of a 

' document so very important in the present state 

' of the relations between the two countries; neither 

: will I undertake to reply to the reasons on which 

this determination of yours is based. My inten- 

tion in communicating this document to you in 

a form not only sanctioned by the diplomatic 

usages of all nations and all ages, but also the 

most direct which I could possibly have chosen, 

was to make known the real dispositions of m 

Government to the President of the United States, 

and through him to Congress and the American 

people; conceiving that, in the existing situation 
of the two countries, it was essential that each 

Government should fully comprehend the inten- 

tions of the other; this consideration appeared to 

, me paramount to all others. You have judged 

‘otherwise, sir; and you have thought, that what- 

ever might be the importance of a communica- 

tion, it was proper, before receiving it, to exam- 
ine whether the form in which it came to you, 
were strictly accordant with the usages necessary, 
in your opinion, to be observed in diplomatic 
transactions with the Government of the Repub- 
lic. I will not insist further: I have fulfilled all 
the duties which appeared to be prescribed for 
me, by the spirit of reconciliation, in conjunction 
with the respect due by me to all communications 
from my Government; and nothing more remains 

, for me, than to express my deep regret that the 

| misunderstanding between the two Governments, 

‘already so serious, should be kept up, not by 
weighty difficulties, which involve the interests 
and the dignity of the two countries, but by 
questions of form, as uncertain in theri princi- 
ples as doubtful in their application. 

I have the honor to renew to you, sir, the as» 
` surances of my high consideration. 

i A. PAGEOT. 

To the Hon. Joux ForsyrTH, 

Secretary of State. 


[No. 12.] 

Mr. Pageot to Mr. Forsyth. 
_ Wasnineton, January 2, 1836. 

| Sr: [have the honor to announce to you that, 
| in consequence of the recall of Mr. Barton, the 
King’s Government has given me orders to la 
down the character of chargé d’affaires of his 
Majesty near the Government of the United 
States. I shall, therefore, immediately begin the 
preparations for my return to France; but, in the 
mean time, I think proper to claim the protection 
of the Federal Government during the period 
which I may consider it necessary to remain in 
.| the United States. 
I have the honor to be, with the most distin- 
! guished consideration, sir, your most humble and 
| Obedient servant, A. PAGEOT. 
| To the Hon. Joun Forsyrn, 

Secretary of State of the United States. 


Mr. Forsyth to Mr. Pageot. 
DEPARTMENT or Stare, 
Wasuineron, January 2, 1836. 

Sır: I have the honor to acknowledge your note 
of this day’s date, in which you announce that 
you have the orders of your Government, given 
in consequence of the recall of Mr. Barton, to lay 
aside the character of the chargé d’affairs of the 
King of France near the Government of the Uni- 
ted States. The protection of the Federal Gov- 
ernment is due, and will, of course, be extended 
to you, during th: time necessary for your prep- 
arations to return to France. 

Iam, sir, with great consideration, your obe- 
dient servant, JOHN FORSYTH. 

M. Avpuonse Paceor. . 


The following letter was referred to in my mes- 
sage of the 7th of December last, and ought to 
have been then transmitted with that of the 25th 
of April, but by some oversight it was omitted 


. 


1936.] 
TH Cone... lst Sess. 


Leaation or rue Untren STATES, 
Paris, January 29, 1835. 

Sm: Having already had occasion to acknow!l- ' 
edge the receipt of your Excellency’s letter of |, 
the 13th instant, and to answer that part of it 
which most urgently required my attention, I 
proceed to a consideration of the other matters 
which it contains. I shall do this with a sincere 
desire to avoid everything that may exeite irrita- 
tion, or merease difficulties which already unfor- 
tunately exist. Guided by this disposition, I 
shall confine myself to an examination of your 
note, considered only as an exposition of the 
causes which his Majesty's Government thinks 
it has to complain of in the message sent by the 
President of the United States to Congress, at the 
opening of its present session. 

Your Excellency begins by observing, that 
nothing could have prepared his Majesty’s Gov- 
ernment for the impressions made upon it by the 
President’s Message, and that if the complaints 
he makes were as just, as you think them un- 
founded, still you would have reason to be aston- 
ished at receiving the first communication of them 
in such a form. If his Majesty s Government 
was not prepared to receive complaints on the 
part of the United States for non-execution of 
the treaty, everything I have said and written, 
sinee I have had the honor of communicating 
with your Exceilency, and your predecessors in 
office, must have been misunderstood or for- 
gotten. I ean scarcely suppose the first; for if 
my whole correspondence ts referred to, and my 
verbal representations recollected, they will be 
found, in the most unequivocal language, to ex- 
press an extreme solicitude for the execution of 
the treaty, a deep disappointment at the several 
delays which have intervened, and, emphatically, 
the necessity which the President would be un- 
der of laying the matter before Congress at the 
time, when, in fact, he has done so, if before 
that period he did not receive notice that the law 
had passed for giving effect to the treaty. To 
urge the obligation of the treaty, to prepare his 
Majesty’s Government for the serious conse- 
quences that must result from its breach, or an 
unnecessary delay in executing it, was my duty, 
and it has been faithfully and unremittingly ex- 
ecuted. To my own official representation on 
the 26th, I added, on the 29th July last, the 


recise instructions I had received, to inform | 


Majesty ’s Government that ‘the President | 
‘could not avoid laying before Congress, on the | 
‘Ist of December, a full statement of the posi- 
‘tion of affairs on this interesting subject; or 
‘permit the session to end, as it must do on the 
‘3d of March, without recommending such meas- 
‘ures as the justice and the honor of the country 
‘may require.” 

In this alone, then, there was sufficient (inde- ` 
pendently of my numerous geese and re- |. 
monstrances) to prepare his Majesty’s Govern- |' 
ment for the just complaints of the United States, |. 
and for the “ impression ” they ought to produce, | 
as well as for the ‘‘ mode” in which they were 
communicated—a mode clearly pointed out in 
the passage I have quoted from my note of the 
29th of July; that is to say, by the annual mes- 
sage from the President to Congress; which, as 
I have already had occasion to observe, his Ma- . 
jesty ’s Ministers have erroneously considered as 
addressed directly to them, and, viewing it in 
that light, have arraigned this document as con- | 
taining groundless complaints, couched in lan- 
guage not called for by the occasion, and offering | 
for consideration means of redress offensive to the 
dignity of France. I shall endeavor, by a plain :; 
exposition of facts, to repel those charges. Ii 
shall examine them with the freedom the occasion |: 
requires; but, suppressing the feelings which | 
some parts of your Excellency’s letter naturally || 
excite, will, as far as possible, avoid all those || 
topics for recrimination which press upon my | 
mind. The observation I am about to make will | 
not be deemed a departure from this rule, because : 
it is intended to convey information which seems | 
to have been wanted by his Majesty’s Minister, | 
when, on a late occasion, he presented a law to | 
the Chamber of Deputies. 
fore, to state that, although the military title of 


It is proper, there- |! 


General was gloriously acquired by the present 
head of the American Government, he is not, in 
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| official language, designated as General Jackson, 


but as “ the President of the United States,” 
and that his communication was made in that 
character. 

I proceed now to the examination of that por- 


tion of your Excellency’s letter which attempts | 


to show that the complaints set forth in the Pres- 
ident’s message are groundless. 


It begins, by assuming, as a principle of argu- | 


ment, that, after the Chamber of Deputies had 


rejected the law, and his Majesty’s Government | 


had promised to present it anew, the United | 


States had, by receiving that promise, given u 
all right to complain of any anterior delays. 


reasoning by which this argument can be sup- 


ported. It would undoubtedly be much easier 
to strike off from the case the delays of two years 
in proposing the law, than to justify them. 

t is true that the United States, with a modera- 


tion and forbearance for which they receive no | 


credit, waited two years, almost without com- 
plaint, for the performanse of a treaty which 
engaged the fait 


more than twenty years. 
Majesty ’s Government offered solemn assurances, 
that, as soon as the constitution of the country 
would permit, a new attempt would be made to 
redeem the national pledge given by the treaty. 
It is true, also, that the’ President of the United 
States gave credit to those assurances; but it is 


also true—and your Excellency seems to lose | 


j 
j 


of the French nation to paya |; 
just indemnity, for which they had already waited <; 
t is true that his || 


sight of that important uncontested fact—that ' 
formal notice was given that the performance of | 
those promises would be expected, according to | 


their letter; and that he could delay no longer 
than the lst of December the execution of a 
duty which those assurances had induced him 
to postpone. Whatever reasons his Majesty’s 
Government had for not complying with Mr 
Serurier’s eng 
have interpre 
precluded from considering the whole case as 


ment, or however they may 


engagements on the subject; and that a ship of 
war would be dispatched with his instructions, 
The President has waited a month for the arrival 
of this ship. An unusually long session of Con- 
gress still afforded an opportunity for making the 
communication,evenafterherarrival. Ifmade,it 
would undoubtedly have produced consequences, 
the nature of which may be imagined by consider- 
ing the events that have since occurred. It wag 
necessary, then, to prevent an interruption of the 
friendly relations between the two countries, that 
this communication should be postponed until the 
subsequent session of Congress; longer than that, 


q ‘| it was well known that it could not be deferred. 
have vainly endeavored, sir, to find any rule of 


This was clearly and explicitly stated in a con- 
ference between Mr. Serurier and the Secretary of 
State of the United States, in which the former 
gave the promise in question. But the President 
esired to have the engagement in a written and 
official form, (and as Mr, Serurier expresses it in 
his letter,) “ pour des causes prises dans les neces- 
| sités de votre Gouvernement.” “What govem- 
mental necessity does he allude to? Clearty that 
which obliged the President to communicate thesé 
engagements to Congress at the next session. 
Here, then, we have a stipulation made under 
special orders sent out by a ship dispatched for 
that express purpose, communicated first ver- 
bally, in an official conference, afterwards reduced 
to writing, and delivered to the proper officers, 
. for the double purpose of justi*ying the President 
for not making an immediate communication at 
their then session, and also to serve asa pledge 
which he might exhibit, if unredeemed, at their 
next. These objects are well stated by Mr. Se- 
rurier to be, *‘ that the Government of the Repub- 
‘lic may avoid, with a providential solicitude, in 


| © this unsettled state of things, all that may become 


. ‘a cause of new irritation between the two coun- 
| ‘tries, endanger the treaty, and raise obstacles 


. | (that may become insurmountable to the views 


| © of conciliation and harmony which-animated the 


it, the President could not be | 


open, and adding to his statement the wrongs | 


occasioned by the delays anterior to the vote of 
rejection. ‘Those delays are still unaccounted 
for, and are rendered more questionable by the 


preference given to another treaty, although sub- | 


reanenily made, for the guarantee of the Greek 
oan. 
Confining your observations to this second 
peron you say that the reproaches which the 
resident thinks himself authorized in making 


to France, may be comprised in the following | 


wards: ‘“ The Government of the King had prom- 
‘ised to present the treaty of July anew to the 
t Chambers as soon as they could be assembled. 
‘But they have been assembled on the 31st of July, 
‘of the last year, and the treaty has not yet been 
‘ presented.” Stating this, as the whole of the 
complaint, you proceed, sir, in your endeavor to 
refute it. 

I am obliged, reluctantly, here to make use of 
arguments, which, in the course of this discus- 
sion, have been often repeated, but which seem 


_to have made no impression on his Majesty’s 


Government. Iam obliged, in repelling the re- 
proaches addressed to the President, to bring to 
your recollection the terms of the promise on 
which he relied, the circumstances attending it, 
and the object for which it was given. These 
must be fully understood, and fully weighed, be- 


'; fore the question between us can be resolved. 


The circumstances under which Mr. Serurier’s 


|| Note was written, are material. in considering its 


trueimport. The payment stipulated by‘a treaty 
duly ratified on both sides, had just been formally 
refused by a vote of the Chamber of Deputies. 
More than two years had passed since it had been 

roclaimed as the law of the land, in the United 
States; and ever since, the articles favorable to 
France had been in constant operation... Notice 
of this refusal had some before been received 
by the President. It would have been his duty, 
had nothing else occurred, to communicate to Con- 
gress this event, so unexpected and so injurious 
to the interest of the country. One circumstance 


prevented the performance of this duty,.and jus- || 


tified the omission; the notice of the a raen was 
accompanied by information, that the Minister of 
France was instructed to make explanations and 


| t eouncils of the King.” It was, then,: to avoid 
a communication to Congress, which Mr. Seru- 
rier saw would endanger the peace of the two 
| eountries, that this engagement was made. Sure- 
ly, then, every word of a stipulation made under 
| such circumstances, and for such important pur- 
poses, must have been duly considered, and its 
import properly weighed, first by the Cabinet 
who directed, afterwards by the Minister who 
| delivered, and the Government. which received it, 
‘What, then, was this engagement? First, that 
the Government of the King will use every legal 
and constitutional effort which its perseyéring 
persuasion of the justice and advantages of the 
treaty authorize the United States to expéct from 
1t. ' 
| « Son intention est, [I quote literally] en outre, 
‘ [that is, besides using those endeavors above 
| t mentioned ,] de faire tout ce que notre constitution 
| “permet pour rapproacher autant que possible, 
: *Vepoque de la presentation nouvelle de la Ioi 
| ‘rejettée.’” 
| our Excellency cannot. fail to have observed 
| two distinct parts in this engagement; one relating 
to the endeavors the Ministry promise to make in 
order to induce the Chambers to pass the law, for 
the success of which they could not answer; 
' another relating to the time of presentation of the 
law, a matter which depended on them alone, 
restricted only by constitutional forms. The 
promise on this point, then, was precise, and 
could nct be misunderstood. Whatever the con- 
stitution of France permitted, the Government of 
Franee promised to do, in order to hasten the 
presentation of the law. What was the cause of 
this desire to bring the business before the Cham- 
bers at an early day? No one can doubt it who 
knows the situation of the two countries, still lesa 
any one who has read the correspondence. It 
was to enable the President to make those state- 
ments to ‘the next Congress, which, relying on 
the engagements of the French Minister, he had 
omitted to make to this. . o 
” It was clear, therefore, that more was required 
than the expression of a desire on the part of his 
Majesty’s Ministers to execute the treaty—a de- 
sire, the sincerity of which was not doubted, but 
which might be unavailing, as its accomplishment 
depended on the vote of the Chambers. For the 
President’s satisfaction, and for his justification, 
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too, an engagement was offered and accepted for 
the performance of anact which depended on his 


Majesty ’s Government alone. This engagement |; that might have been overlooked. He alwa 


i 
| 
Vy 


This, sir, is not all: that there might be no mis- | 


was couched in the unequivocal terms I have lit- 
erally quoted. 


understanding on the subject, this promise, with 
the sense in which it was understood, the im- 


portant object for which it was given, and the | 


serious consequences that might attenda failure to 
comply with it, were urged in conversation, and 
repeated in my official letters, particularly those 
of the 26th and 29th of July, and the 3d and 9th 
of August last, in which its performance was 
strongly pressed. 

The answers to these letters Icft no hope that 
the question would be submitted to the Chambers 
in time to have the result known before the ad- 


asten the convocation of the Chambers before 
the last of December, showed, unequivocally, 
that so far from taking all measures permitted by 
the constitution, to Aasten the period of present- 
ing the law, it was to be left to the most remote 
period of the ordinary course of legislation. 

This decision of his Majesty’s Government, 
contained in your Excellency’s note to me of the 
jth August, was duly transmitted to the Pres- 
ident; and it naturally produced upon his mind 
the impressions which I anticipated in my letters 
to your Excellency that it would produce. 

e saw, with the deepest regret, that a posi- 
tive assurance for convening the Chambers as 
soon as the constitution would permit, was con- 
strued to mean only a disposition to do so, and 
that this disposition had yielded to objections 
which he could not think of sufficient force to 
justify a delay, even if there had intervened no 
promise; especially as the serious consequences 
of that delay had been earnestly and re eatedly ! 
brought to the consideration of his Majesty ’s | 
Government. In fact, sir, what were those ob- ` 
jections? I do not speak of those which were . 
made to presenting the law in the session of July 
last: for, although no constitutional impediment 
bffered itself, yet it was not strongly insisted on, 
because an early session in the autumn would 
have the same effect, and the President, for the 
same reason, says that it might have been over- 
made. They ure the objections to this call, then, | 
which immediately demand ourattention. What, 
in fact, were they? None derived from the con- 
stitutional charter have been, or could have been, 
asserted. What, then, were they? Your Excel- 
lency’s letter of the 3d of August, to me, con- 
tains none but this: “ his Majesty ’s Government 
* finds it impossible to make any positive engage- 
‘ment on that point.” In that of the 7th of 
August, there are two reasons assigned; First, 
the general inconvenience to the members. This 
the President could surely not think of alleging 
to Congress as a sufficient reason for omitting to 


lay the matter before them. The next, I confess, i] 


has a little more weight, and might have excused | 
a delay, if the assurance given by Mr. Serurier 
had been, as your Excellency construes it, merely 
of a disposition to hasten the presentation of the - 
law. If the engagement had amounted to no 

more than this, and his Majesty’s Ministers 

thought that an early call would endanger the pas- | 
sage of the law, it might possibly justify them in | 
not making it. But the President, who relied on 
the promise he had received; who, in consequence 
of it, had deferred the performance of an im- 
portant. duty—the President, who had given 


1 


saw no reason for the omission that could be 
called a constitutional one, yet he expressly says 


(it cannot be too often repeated) looked to t 
pone of Mr. Serurier, as it was given at 

ashington, not as it was interpreted at Paris; 
and he had a right to believe that, as on previous 
occasions, the Legislature had in the years 1819, 
1822, 1825, and 1830, held their sessions for the 
transaction of the ordinary business in the 
months of July and August; he had a right, I 


| Say, to believe that there was no insurmountable 


objection to the consideration of this extraordi- 

nary case, enforced by a positive promise. Yet, : 
as f have remarked, he did not make this his - 
principal cause of complaint: it was the omission | 
to call the Chambers at an earlier period than the | 


.. very end of the year. 
journment of Congress, and by the refusal to | 

4 ` serve that the same reasons drawn from the usual 

_ course of administration, which rendered the pre- | 
i sentation of the law in the session of July im- || 


On this head your Excellency is pleased to ob- | 
| 


| possible, app 
| call before the end of the year; and you appeal 
to the President’s knowledge of the ‘fixed prin- 
ciples of a constitutional system,’’ to prove that 
i the administration, under such a Government, is 
; Subject to regular and permanent forms, ‘ from 
| which no special interest, however important, 
` should induce it to deviate.’’ For this branch of 
` the argument, it unfortunately happens that no 
regular form of administration, no fixed princi- 
, ple, no usage whatever, would have opposed a 
call of the Chambers at an early day; and the 
rule which your Excellency states would not be 
broken ‘‘in favor of any interest, however im- 
portant,” has actually.been made to yield to one 
of domestic occurrence. The Chambers have just 
been convened before the period which was declared to 
be the soonest at which they could possibly meet. 
Your Excellency will also excuse me for remark- 
ing, that since the first institution of the Cham- 


; every month of the 

| which I will take the liberty of bringing to your 
| recollection, by enumerating the different dates. 
| The Chambers were summoned for the month 
of January in the years 1823, 1826, 1829; for 


.| February, in the years 1827 and 1829; for March, | 
looked if an early call of the Chambers had been ‘| 


in 1815, 1824, and 1830; for April, in 1833; for 
May, in 1814; for June, in 1815, 1822, and 1825; 
for Jair, in 1834; for August, in 1830 and 1831; 
for September, in 1815; for October, in 1816; for 
November, in 1817, 1818, 1819, 1821, and 1832; 
and for December, in 1820, 1824, 1826, and 1833. 
It is then clear, to demonstration, that neither 


usage, prevented such a call of the Chambers as 
would have complied with the letter of Mr. 
Serurier’s engagement. 
the actual meeting of the Chambers on the first 
of December, it is but candid to allow, that even 
this period would not have enabled the President 
to have attained one of his objects, the present- 


applications, might have given an opportunity of | 
conveying their decisions to Congress before the 


had that day been then determined on, every 
thing would have been ready to lay before the ` 
Chambers on the opening of the session, but a 
meeting a month or six weeks earlier would have 
given ample time for deliberation and decision in 
season to have it known at Washington on the 


timely and official notice that this duty must be 


pect of the passage of the law in a winter than 
in an autumnal session, how was he to justify 
himself, and redeem the pledge he had made to 
his country? He did it in the way he always 
does—by a strict performance. 

From this detail, your Excellency will, I hope, 
see that the President’s causes of complaint can- 
not, as you suppose, be confined within the nar- 
row limit you have assigned to them. 

The failure to present the law in the session 
of July, was not the only, nor even the principal 


performed at the opening of the next Congress | 
—the President, who could see no greater pros- | 


‘| question, it was an additional reason for hasten- l 
| ing the meeting where those merits were to be | 


int, in which he thought the engagement of 


o. 
Mr. Serurier uncomplied with; for although he | 


first of December. A r, 
The necessity of giving time to the new mem- 
bers to inform themselves of the nature of the 


ii questions, and the old ones to recover from the 
‘| impression which erroneous statements had made | 
:| upon their minds, I understand to be the remain- 

|| ing motive of his Majesty’s Ministers for dela 


ing the meeting. Butthis wasa precaution whic 
| relying on the plain obligation of the treaty, the , 


| moreover, have thought that if a long discussion 


meeting of the Chambers and the first of January, i 


he 
he , 


lied with nearly the same force to a | 


bers in 1814, there have been convocations for i 
ear, without exception, 


constitutional impediment, nor stern, inflexible || 
Since I have alluded to |; 
ing of the result of their deliberations to Con- , 


gress in his opening message; but even that slight | 
‘| concession, if it had been made to my unceasing , 


4th of March, when they must adjourn; because, | 


ie i. 
President could not appreciate; and he must, |: 


was necessary to understand the merits of the li 


discussed. The delay that occurred between the || 


need not have entered into the discussion, because, 
not long known at Washington, it could not have 
had any influence on the message. It is referred 
to, I presume, in order to show that it was pro- 
‘| duced by a desire on the part of his Majesty’s 
' Ministers, the better to assure the passage of the 
law. Of this, sir, I never had a doubt, and im- 
mediately so advised my Government, and in- 
formed it, as was the fact, that I perfectly acqui- 
esced in the delay, first, because of the circum- 
stance to which you allude; secondly, because 
the statements, originally intended to be read 
by the first of January, were not yet prepared, 
_ There is a slight error in this part of your Ex- 
| cellenay’s letter; the delay was not made at my 
: request, but was fully approved of, for the rea- 
| sons which I have stated. 
| Ihave entered into this detail, sir, not for the 
purpose of recrimination, which, in most cases 
| useless, would in this be worse, but with the 
_ object, as was my duty, of showing that, although 
| the ministers of the King, under the interpreta- 
tion they seem to have given to Mr. Serurier’s 
promise, may have considered themselves at lib- 
erty to defer the presentation of the law until the 
period which they thought would best secure its 
success, yet the President, interpreting that prom- 
ise differently, feeling that in consequence of it 
he had forborne to do what might be strictly 
| called a duty, and seeing that its performance had 
: not taken place, could not avoid stating the whole 
case clearly and distinctly to Congress, and detail- 
- ing to them all the remedies which the law of na- 
tions would allow to be applied to the case, leavin 
to them the choice, leaving to their wisdom an 
prudence the option of the alternative of further 
delay or conditional action. Could he have said 
less in this branch of his message? If he had 
alluded to the subject at all, he was obliged to 
detail the circumstances of the case: it is not pre- 
: tended that this is not done with fidelity as to 
‘facts. The ratification of the treaty, its effect in 
pledging the faith of the nation, the fidelity with 
which the United States have executed it, the 
| delay that intervened before it was brought be- 
| fore the Chambers, their rejection of the law, the 
i| assurances made by Mr. Serurier, the forbear- 
ji ance of the President to make a communication 
to Congress in consequence of those assurances, 
and the adjournment of the question by his Ma- 
jesty’s Government to the end of the year—none 
‘of these have ever been denied, and all this the 
President was obliged to bring before Congress, 
if, as I have said, he spoke on the subject. But 
he was obliged by a solemn duty to speak it, and 
| he had given timely and repeated notice of this 
obligation. The propositions which he submitted 
| to Congress, in consequence of those facts, were 
a part of his duty: they were, as I have stated, 
exclusively addressed to that body, and in offer- 
|, ing them, he felt and expressed a proper regret, 
‘and doing justice to the character and high feeling 
_ of the French nation, he explicitly disavowed any 
intention of influencing it by a menace. 

Ihave no mission, sir, to offer any modifica- 
tion of the President’s communication to Con- 
gress, and I beg that what I have said may be 
considered with the reserve, that I do not ac- 
|| knowledge any right to demand, or any obliga- 
tion to give, explanations of a document of that 
nature. But the relations which previously ex- 
_isted between the two countries, a desire that no 
‘unnecessary misunderstanding should interrupt 
‘| them, and the tenor of your Excellency’s letter, 
i (evidently written under excited feelings,) all 
. convinced me that it was not incompatible with 
: self-respect. and the dignity of my country, to 
t; enter into the detail I have done. The same rea- 
‘| sons induced me to add, that the idea, erroneously 

entertained, that an injurious menace is contained 

in the message, has prevented your Excellency 
` from giving a proper attention to its language. 
A cooler examination will show that, although 
the President was obliged, as I have demon- 
i strated, to state to Congress the engagements 
which had been made, and that, in his opinion, 
they had not been complied wie in a com- 
munication not addressed to his Majesty’s Gov- 
ernment, not a disrespectful term is employed, 
` nor a phrase, that his own sense of propriety, as 
well as the regard which one nation owes to an- 
other, would induce him to disavow. On the 
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contrary, expressions of sincere regret that cir- 
cumstances obliged him to complain of acts that 
disturbed the harmony he wished to preserve 
with a nation and Government, to the high char- 
acters of which he did ample justice. 

An honorable susceptibility to everything that 
may in the remotest degree ailect the honor of the 
country, is a national sentiment in France; but 
you will allow, sir, that it is carried too far when 
it becomes impatient of just complaint; when it 
will allow none of its acts to be arraigned, and 
considers, as an offense, a simple and correct 
examination of injuries received, and as an insult, 
a deliberation on the means of redress. If it is 
forbidden, under the penalties of giving just 
cause of offense, for the different branches of a 
foreign Government to consult together on the 
nature of wrongs it has received, and review the 
several remedies which the law of nations present 
and circumstances justify, then no such consulta- 
tion can take place in a Government like that of 
the United States, where all the proceedings are 
public, without at once incurring the risk of war, 
which it would be the very object of that consul- 
tauon to avoid. 

The measures announced in the close of your 
letter, as well as the correspondence that it has 
occasioned between us, have been transmitted to 
my Government, and I wait the instrucuons 
which that communication will produce. 

I pray your Excellency to receive the renewed 
assurance of the high consideration with which I 
have the honor to be, your most obedient humble 
servant, EDWARD LIVINGSTON. 

His Excellency Count pe Ricyy, 

Minister, Secretary of State of Foreign Affairs. 


DISTRICT BANKS. 


REMARKS OF MR. HUNTSMAN, 
OF TENNESSEE, 
I~ rue Hovse or REPRESENTATIVES, 


On the bill to extend the Charters of the Banks 
in the District of Columbia, until tee lst of 
October next. 


Mr. HUNTSMAN said: 

Mr. Speaker: As one of the committee ap- 
pointed to investigate the situation and condition 
of these Banks, I feel it to be my duty to submit 
a few remarks for the consideration of the House, 
in reply to the gentlemen from Indiana, New Jer- 
sey, and Rhode Island. It seems to be insisted 
by the two former, that the House committed a 
great error in referring this subject to a special 
committee, and that if it had been submitted to 
the Committee for the District of Columbia, the 
investigations necessary would have been at least 
half through by this time. There is a great deal 
of sensibility manifested by the Committee for 
the District of Columbia upon the subject. It 
would seem, from their continued complaints, 
that they suppose the House has robbed them 
of a portion of their rights. . 

J am willing, sir, to admit, that the Committee 
for the District of Columbia possesses more 
ability, and can transact this business in a style 
exquisitely genteel, systematic, nice and scien- 
tific, more so than any committee in the House, 
or than ever was in it. But, notwithstanding all 
this, upon a full, thorough, and ample discus- 
sion, it has not been the pleasure of this House 
to assign this duty to them. It has thought, for 
reasons satisfactory to the House, that a select 
committee should be charged with this investi- 
gation. If those gentlemen are dissatisfied with 
the decision of the House, I know of no way to 


reverse it, unless they will take an appeal or writ : 


of error, and then I know of no revising power, 
which can take jurisdiction of it, unless the ap- 
peal, or writ of error, is taken to the gallery. 

The gentleman from Rhode Island, [Mr. 
Peance,| says that he had a conversation with 
the president, or perhaps some of the directory of 
one of these banks, and that he has the books, 
papers, and documents all ready, and that an 
examination can be made at their houses. 

I entertain no doubt, Mr. Speaker, that it is by 


these three hours’ examination of banks that has i| of the banks and the policy of Congress both re- | 


enabled many of them to commit the deepest 
frauds, and to fatten upon the substance of the 
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a 


i 

i laboring classes of society, and then, in a proper 
' time and prudent manner, break very genteelly. 
_ There are two characters of breaking in this coun- 


. to the banks so implicated that a strict examina- : 


: let them be honorably acquitted. I consider itdue , 
| to them as an act of justice. It will require much : 
_ time to do all this. 
: 8d or 4th of March, and although the committee | 


| 
1 
try—one is to break very poor, and the other very ' 
rich; and a three hours’ examination of any bane i 
will enable it to choose between the two modes. ' 
In fact, sir, I consider it no examination at all. . 
It is not within the compass of human possibility, 
itis not within man’s power, (the Committee for 
the District of Columbia always excepted,) to 
make any examination into the situation and con- 
dition of a bank, and the manner and correctness 
with which it has been conducted, where has been 
transacted a large business for the last fifteen or 
twenty years, and digest the information in an 
intelligent form such as should be laid before this 
House, in three hours or three days. It may take 
weeks. If an examination is gone into, it should 
be a thorough and satisfactory one. If there has 
been any foul practices by it, or rotten places now 
in it, under it, or about it, this should be fully evis- 
cerated and brought before the public; it is an 
important item to take into consideration, upon 
the present application to renew their charters. 
If the affairs of these institutions have been fairly | 
and honestly conducted, it is alike due to the ; 
public and the banks that the facts shall be known | 
and set down to their credit. Is it possible that ' 
the gentleman from New Hampshire can suppose 
all this can be done in three hours? It is true, 
sir, they may bring up the prettiest set of bank 
books, more neatly bound, and more handsomely 
gilt, with the finest writing; the t’s all crossed 
and the i’s all dotted, which will exhibit a most 
splendid appearance, and which will answer all 
the purposes intended by a three hours’ exam- 
ination, But, sir,all things may notbe so smooth, 
honest, and fair, when we get a peep behind the 
curtain; there may be something rotten in Den- | 
mark. 
I will now, sir, turn to that part of the subject 
which operated upon the minds of the committee 
in relation to the extension of their charters until 
the Ist of October next. There are seven or eight 
banks in the District; some of those, it is under- 
stood, have, through all the fluctuations of the 
times, whether produced by those shocks and re- 
vulsions which will occasionally happen in the 
moneyed concerns of any Government, or by the 
celebrated panic, sustained their credit and repu- 
tation by paying at all times the gold or silver for |' 
their notes whenever they were presented, while || 
others (which may, in the examination of the se- || 
lect committee, be considered of the second class,) ` 
did not honor their notes, but suspended specie | 
payments, much to the injury of the citizens of ; 
the community who were in possession of those ` 
notes at the time of this suspension. The first 
inquiry of the committee, in regard to these banks, 
will be to ascertain the causes which produced this 
suspension; was it by causes over which the di- 
rectors of these banks had no control, or pro- 
duced by circumstances that could not be forescen, 


and fairly calculated upon by exercising a reason- |; 
.. able degree of prudence and precaution. Some re- i’ 
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ports have gone abroad quite unfavorable to a 
portion of those banks in the District, which had 
suspended specie payments. Itis unquestionably 
due to the public and the trading community, to 
certain the truth of these statements and estab- : 
lish the facts if they be. It is equally important :; 


tion should be made. If the reports are not true, ' 


These charters expire on the `; 


could accomplish the task by that time, if leave | 
was obtained for it to sit during the session of the | 
House, yet it is an alternative to be avoided if | 
ossible. The members of the committee have . 
important business committed to them by their 
own constituents, which requires their attention, 
while the House is in session; which they cannot 
dispense with without great delay, and perhaps 
danger of its being lost for want of attention. 
But separate and apart from the beforemen- 
tioned reasons for continuing the charter of these | 
banks until the first of October next, the interest | 


quire it. It is impossible for the banks to wind | 


, must decline being governed by it. 


injury to themselves and the commercial com- 
munity of the District. If Congress, after a full 
examination of their concerns, shall not think 
proper to recharter them, the time specified (the 
i first of October) is as early as they can wind up, 
‘their affairs, without creating a shock to the 
‘moneyed concerns of the District. It is right 
that a sufficient time be given for that purpose; 
therefore, I am opposed to the motion of the gen- 
tleman from Kentucky (Mr. Hawes] to restrict 
the time to the Ist of June. Iam equally op- 
osed to the motion of the gentleman from Rhode 
sland [Mr. Pearce} which proposes an exten- 
sion of the charter to the 4th of March, 1837. 
It is the duty asfwell as the policy of Congress 
to dispose of the whole subject, and finally, at 
this session. If we fail to act upon it now, and 
postpone it to the next session of Congress, 
which is a short one, it cannot receive the con: 
sideration to which it is entitled. 

And, again, Congress will be harassed with 
the question some three or four weeks, much to 
the detriment of other business. If it shall be 

the pleasure of Congress, upon a full examina- 
tion, to recharter those banks, then it will require 
time to introduce those modifications into the 
charters which time and experience has afforded, 
in order to make them as perfect as possible; so 
that their usefulness may be felt with as little in- 
convenience to society as their practical operations 
will allow, and, at the same time, to guard against 
the abuses and frauds of the banking system. I 
have no doubt this can be done to a considerable 
extent. This is an enlightened era of the world; 
the march of improvements, and inventions, and 
of mind has no former example; it has outstripped 
the wildcst conceit that existed even fifty years 
ago. There is no science which has received 
more improvement and accessions of knowledge 
than that of banking. 

Take the same men, such of them as are yet 
living, who framed the bank charter for the Uni- 
ted States Bank, and let them now sit down to 
the work, with the additional information and 
experience they have since acquired, and they can 
construct one infinitely preferable, that not one 
sixteenth part of the frauds which have been 
charged upon that bank, could have been com- 
mitted without an easy mode of detection. But 
to form such a charter it requires time. 

For myself I have not much favor for the bank- 
ing system, much less for its abuses. I have 
never voted for but one. I had opportunities to 
vote many. In some instances it may be a ne- 
cessary evil. When it is so, the charters should 
be so framed as to make that evil as light as pos- 
sible. As to those in the District of Columbia, 
I have neither partiality for, nor prejudice against 
them. I think I can do justice; but in order to 
ascertain what is just, I hope the House will 
pass the bill as it stands, which will afford both 
time and opportunity to arrive at that end. 


ADMISSION OF MICHIGAN. 


OF INDIANA, 
In rue House or REPRESENTATIVES, 


On his motion to net a Memorial purporting 
to come from the Senate and House of Repre- 
sentatives of the State of Michigan. 


Mr. HANNEGAN, in reply to Mr. Thomp- 
son, of Ohio, who proposed to him to withdraw 
his motion to reject the memorial from ‘ the Sen- 
ateand House of Representatives of the State of 
Michigan,”’ said, that he felt obliged to that gen- 
tleman for the suggestion, as he entertained no 
doubt it was made in kindness, and fe he rer 

i it; er existing circumstances, he 
ceived it; but, und g tances Be 
might be the opinions of the gentleman from 
Ohio on this question, he himself could not avoid 
! seeing that important results to the States of In- 
! diana and Illinois were involved. They might 
not be equally important tọ the State of Ohio; 
| that, however, was a question to be settled by 
| the delegation from Ohio. For himself and his 
: colleagues, and the delegation from the State of 
| Illinois, they were unanimous in the belief, that 


up their business in six weeks without great | 


the acceptance of the memorial by the House 
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would be an indirect, if not a direct admission of 
the State of Michigan into the Union, and an ac- 
knowledgment of her territorial limits as claimed 
by her constitution. That constitution has set 


up a claim toa large portion of the State of In- . 


diana, some twelve or fifteen hundred square 
miles, embracing one of the fairest portions of 
the State, or indeed of the Union. Their right 
to the jurisdiction is asserted positively and ar- 
bitrarily. In so doing, they have nullified the 
various laws of Congress admitting Indiana into 
the Union, confirming her sovereignty, and de- 
fining her boundaries: all which Congress had 
done with a full knowledge of the facts and cir- 
cumstances upon which Michigan now relied for 
the support of the claim she had so strongly as- 
serted, and so unwhrrantably attempted to en- 
force. Michigan, however, had not been content 
with nullifying the laws of Congress alone; she 
had also by these acts in Convention violated 
the Federal. Constitution, as would be palpable 
to every gentleman who would examine the third 
section of the fourth article, which says in sub- 
stance, that new States may be formed, but that 
no new State shall be formed, out of any existing 
States or parts thereof, without the consent of 


the Legislatures of such States and of Congress | 


having been previously obtained. 
Sir, (said Mr. H.,) how is it possible for the 
House to receive a memorial, couched in lan- 


guage which gives it character, as in this instance, ' 


without conceding the right of the memorialists 
to the corporate and sovereign capacity they as- 
sunie? If you accept one act of the State of 
Michigan, acknowledge her existence as such, at 
one point, how can you refuse to receive her in 
any attitude she may subsequently assume? If, 
without qualification, this memorial should be 
received and referred, as desired by the gentle- 
man from New York, [Mr. Bearpsiey,] with 
what consistency could the House to-morrow 
deny a seat on the floor, with full privileges, to 
the Representative elected by the same power 
that gave existence to the body which presumes 
to address Congress in the capacity of an inde- 
pendent sovereignty? Certainly this House 
would wish to preserve itself before the world— 


would desire to avoid any act scemingly incon- | 


sistent. 

But there was another point of view, in which 
it seemed to him that the House should regard 
the matter before acting. He alluded to the 
high-handed and revolutionary measures which 


had marked the whole course of Michigan in| 


asserting her right to enter the Union on equal 
terms with its members. Instead of pursuing 
the example of her sisters, similarly situated, on 
former oceasions, she had rushed violently for- 
ward, and her conduct showed a determination 
to seize by force upon the privileges and immu- 
nities which they had desired in peace, and 
received under the guarantee of law. Her whole 
course, from the commencement, had been 
marked by acts of lawlessness and arrogance, 
disrespectful alike to the States and the Federal 


Government, and he hoped the House would not : 


lend its sanction to such measures—measures 


more decidedly revolutionary in tone and cha- | 
racter than had hitherto marked the history of || 


the Union. 
It had been suggested to him by gentlemen, that 


the rejection of this memorial would be a viola- | 


tion of the great constitutional right of petition. 
This was not the case, as would appear after a 
moment’s examination of the ground upon which 
che relied. That privilege was intended for indi- 
viduals, citizens of the country, or for the estab- 
‘lished authorities, recognized by the laws. In 
this instance, a memorial was before us, from 


a pretended sovereignty, whose existence had ; 


never been acknowledged, but, on the contrary, 
was utterly unknown. Congress had no right to 
receive petitions or communications from a for- 
eign Power; they should come to us, if made at 
all, through the Executive. Would any gentle- 
man pretend that this House should receive a 


memorial from the Government of Great Britain, ' 


or the provincial Parliament of Canada? Cer- 
tainly not. And yet to our constitutions and 
laws, up to this time, they are no more alien than 
the State of Michigan. 
therefore distinctly to understand, that no one 


He wished gentlemen | 


|! could be further from wishing to impair, in the 
| Slightest degree, the sacred right of petition; a 
:| right, holy to every friend of liberty, and only 
_ dreaded by the minions of despotism. 
The pretensions now set up b 
would, if they were sustained by Co 
to deprive indiana of the very benefits reserved 
to her from the date of the ordinance itself. The 
whole object of her extending her limits on the 
north to the southerly bend of Lake Michigan, 
was to afford her an outlet and a harbor within 
her own jurisdiction. The intention of Michigan 
now appeared clearly to deprive her of these ben- 
efits. hat else would it amount to, if the line 
should be run pursuant to the caim of Michigan ? 
Restrict her to the southern point of Lake Michi- 
gan, where, from the very nature of things, it is 
impossible to construct a harbor, and you make 
her northern territory at once tributary to Michi- 
gan. It is this state of things that Indiana would 
avoid, and it is to this to which she will never 
willingly consent. 
if the States of Indiana and Illinois admit no 
more, by sitting quietly in this stage of the pro- 
ceeding, we, as their Représentatives, feel aware 
that, at the least, it may be leaving ground 
upon which hereafter a point may be made be- 
fore the judicial tribunals of the country. We 
can neither be flattered by false suggestions, nor 
terrified by insidious threats, out of a conviction 
so palpable to every eye. Sir, this alone is suffi- 
cient to warn us that a precipice is before us. 
These States have not, they cannot, they never 
will, admit the jurisdiction of any tribunal over 
this question oiler than that of arbitrary force. 
They acknowledge no right of interference here 
or elsewhere; and such interference, whenever 
attempted in contravention of rights solemnly and 
deliberately guarantied, will be met, upon the part 
of the people of the State of Indiana, just as the 
' same attempt against their rights would be met 
‘by the people of Virginia, Carolina, or Massa- 
; chusetts. hey will be met, as the oppressed, 
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| 
each other by the powerful ties of interest and 


feeling; and that there breathed not an American 


Michigan | 
ngress, go ` 


who would, even for the sake of peace and all its 
blessings, be willing to sacrifice the honor of his 
country. With these qualifications, he begged 
that no construction of an offensive nature might 
be put on any phrases or expressions he might 
inconsiderately use in the hurry of debate. Let 
me then (said Mr. C.) urge to those gentlemen 
who may be considered in opposition to the 
Government, but who, in reference to that body 
solely, [the Senate,] were the Government itself, 
and regulated all its movements, that the part 


: they had to act was an important one, and deeply 
- concerned the honor and interests of their country. 


It was their duty to prevent any foreign nation 
from falling into the delusion that this might be 


, a divided people—it was doubly their duty to do 
' 80, for they had taken it upon themselves to act 


as moderators in the controversy between their 
own Government and that of another country. 


: If (said Mr. C.) they have thus taken it upon 


themselves to act as moderators, they ought to 
show to the foreign nation that they will preserve 


| a proper portion of firmness with their mildness, 
‘and that although they are anxious to conciliate, 
: they will maintain, at all hazards, the honor and 
: interests of their country. Was this observation 


‘when roused by manifold wrongs, meets the in- , 


| vader and the oppressor. 
There is no man living who cherishes a more 
deep and aie 
integrity of the 


, be driven, she sinks forever a miserable and de- 

peie object in the moral and political world. 

| To that point, the ultimate success of Michigan 
| in relation to this boundary would drive us. 

| He hoped that the House would never, directly 

| or indirectly, open a door to controversy involv- 

i ing the most serious results, and that about a 


devotion to the harmony and ; 
nion than I do; but there is a | 
' point to which, if a State once permits herself to `` à 
; i , and toall the world, that it was not by his means 
| that a bill, so important to the. nation, and in 


-|matter which the repeated action of various | 
i: branches of the Government had long since sanc- . 


: tioned as an absolute right in the States already 
| formed. 


NATIONAL DEFENSE. 
SPEECH OF HON. A. CUTHBERT, 
OF GEORGIA, 
In Senate, January 20, 1836. 
The resolution submitted by Mr. Benton for 


of the day; when 
Mr. CUTHBERT observed, that the remarks 


scribed in their extent. The message which had 


such important matters for the consideration of 
., that body, rendered it the less necessary for him 
|| to’enlarge on the subject, even had it been his 
i} intention todo so. He should, therefore, occupy 
l; but little of the time of the Senate on the present 
i occasion. As all discussion of this subject must, 
| from its peculiar character, be of a delicate nature, 
t it was 


' the heat of debate. He would, therefore, express 
it as his opinion, that there breathed not one 
i; American who was desirous of a war with the 


appropriating the Surplus Revenue to purposes |: 
of National Defense, was taken up as the order | 


he should make on the question then pending ` 
would be very few in number, and very circum- | 


just been received from the Executive, containing ` 


roper for him to wish to avoid giving : 
< offense by any expressions which he might use in | 


‘| French nation; that there breathed not one Amer- i 


ican who would not avert it if in his power; that 
there was not one who would not consider it an 
‘| unnatural conflict between two nations bound to 


i 
f 


| 


a just one? It was. Did it carry its force to 
every American bosom? It did; and it was with 
this view of the subject that he should briefly 


‘ occupy the attention of the Senate. 


The Senator from Massachusetts, as chairman 
of the Committee on Finance, on the last day of 
the last session, reported a bill, which had been 
returned with amendments to the other House, 


‘ which had come back with an additional amend- 


ment to the Senate, and which amendment having 
been rejected, and the rejection adhered to, the 
bill was lost. It had been made a question on 
this very principle, that foreign Governments 
were not to be deluded with the idea of any di- 
vision here, whether the course of the gentleman 
was a correct one. He thought it was not. He 


| had always thought that in the defeat of the bill, 


commonly called the ‘fortification bill,” the 
course of the gentleman on the last evening of 
the last session, was, to say the least of it, indis- 
creet. The gentleman declared to the Senate, 


such a doubtful posture of our foreign relations, 
suffered a failure. He (Mr. C.) thought other- 
wise. The Senator had appealed to the lateness 


_ of the hour at which the bill was brought into the 
' Senate. 


Was he not as much aware, then, that 
the session was approaching its close, as he was 
now? If so, was the tone of his remarks such as 
were calculated to preserve the bill, and further 
its passage through both Houses at that late 
hour? Was his course the happiest that could 


_ have been taken to facilitate the legislation of 


Congress on matters of such various extent and 
interest as were embraced in the bill? If it was 
his object to have saved the bill, Paay im- 
pona to the country at that crisis, what should 

ave been his course with regard to a measure 


: with which his committee was peculiarly con- 


cerned? f 

{Here Mr. Wensrer explained. The gentle- 
man (he said) was mistaken in every fact he had 
stated since he got up. He (Mr. W.) never re- 
ported the bill. He had no more to do with it 
than any other member of the Senate till ho 
moved to reject the amendment, and the. Com- 
mittee on Finance had no concern with the 


: amendments, or the disagreement between the 


two Houses. ] ; 
Mr. C. continued. He accepted the correction 
of the gentleman. Voluntarily, then, the gentle- 
man’ stepped forward; voluntarily did he make 
those forcible remarks which accompanied his 


‘motion to reject the amendment of the other 


House; and voluntarily did he cause the failure 
of this important bill, if he did so causeit. How 
do I (asked Mr. C.) establish these facts? If the 
gentleman had been desirous of saving this bill, 
or preventing the loss of so many and important 
necessary appropriations, and of avoiding the 
embarrassments which that loss has occasioned, 
what should have been his course? He would 
have admonished the Senate that the session was 


1836.) 


247H Coxe... lsr Sess. 


APPENDIX TO THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


29 


National Defense—Mr. Cuthbert. 


- RENATE. 


approaching its close; and he would have ad- | 
vised them to avoid all angry discussions and@ |; 
irritating topics as calculated to cause the defeat |: 
of the bill. Was this true, or was it not? Kii 
was, This would have been the kind of admo- | 
nition to the Senate, calculated to save the bill, | 
and to promote objects so vitally important to 
the interests of the country. If there were vices 
in the form and manner of the bill which had 
been created in the representative branch of the 
National Legislature, which affected the gentle- 
man’s mind, what might have been expected of ` 
him, if he was so desirous of facilitating the prog- 
ress of the national business? That he would 
calmly and distinctly have pointed them out; have | 
auggested the remedy, and aided by his influence | 
and example in applying it, 80 that the bill might 
pass both Houses in time to become a law. as ` 
this the course of the gentleman from Massa- 
chusetts? He thought not. He believed that 
there was nota member of the Senate who was 
not forcibly struck by the manner of the gentle- 
man on that occasion; a manner so different from 
the grave and authoritative tone which usually 
distinguished him in that House. Abandoning 
the grave and authoritative manner in which he 
had been accustomed to address the Senate, he 
assumed a vioience and ardor of expression new ` 
to him and to the Senate. Suddenly he gave wa 
to an excited feeling, and seemed to be seized wit 
suspicions of the deepest and darkest character. 
Nay, more. He seemed to speak as if he had 
taken his political opponents at an advantage, and 
was determined to use that advantage to the ut- 
most. He relapsed into the habits in which his 
rty had often indulged of representing this peo- 
Sie PA suffering under the dook of a terrible 
tyranny, which aimed at the destruction of their 
liberties. Then what must have been the neces- 
sary consequence of the language accompanying 
such a motion, as the gentleman had made? Why, 
to provoke debate; to make that debate an angry 
one; to render the contest doubtful, and endanger | 
the passage of the bill. Such was, and such ever | 
must be, the consequence of a course of conduct , 
like that pursued by the gentleman from Massa- |, 
chusetts. But it did not end here. The amend- |, 
ment made in the representative branch of our || 
Legislature was rejected on the motion made by |; 
the gentleman—a motion made with a tone of in- 
dignant scorn, which could hardly have a happy |' 
influence on the feelings of the members of the | 
House, including some of the gentleman’s own | 
litical friends. The bill so returned to the other | 
ouse, what followed? That body insisted on 
their amendment, and returned it to the Senate. 
Then was the time for the gentleman to have 
signalized his anxiety for the appropriation, by : 
suggesting a mode of dispelling the difficulties |: 
which stood in the way, and of bringing the two 
Houses to an easy accommodation. The gentle- 
man could have pointed out some conciliato 
course of procedure, for saving a bill acknowl- 
edged by all to be so important and so necessary. 
hat was his course? Did he recommend any | 
mode, either formal or informal, to attain that de- 
sirable end? Did he ask the other House to go 
into a conference with a view to accommodate the 
difference between it and the Senate? No, he 
made that motion so harsh, so abrupt, and so 
uncompromising, that the Senate should adhere 
to its disagreement; and when he made that mo- 
tion to adhere, he preserved the same tone of 
indignant scorn that had characterized his first 
motion to disagree to the amendment. Was he 
ight there? Then what was there in this appro- 
pnation of the House of Representatives which 
so deeply stirred up the ire of the gentleman? 
Those who heard him on that occasion, and who 
‘were not so well read in the Constitution as he 
‘was, must believe that some pea clause of that 
instramenthad been deeply violated by the House. 
Was this. the case? He had looked into the 
Constitution for the purpose of finding some 
clause with which this appropriation might con- 
flict, and which. had been so deeply wounded; 
but he had looked: in vain. He then supposed 


i a long-esta 


: the means of defe 


that the circumstance which has so deeply excited 
the gentleman’s ire, was, that the appropriation 
covered two. distinct items of expenditure; one 
for the Navy; and the other for the fortifications. 
Was it thay, then, which had so greatly agitated 


the gentleman’s love of liberty? Was it this 
which had created such an alarm in his breast as 
to induce him to believe that the Constitution 
was, endangered, and to.move him from his bal- 
ance and dignity? Ah, but the Constitution must 
be saved, and the gentleman divides the appro- 
priation, three hundred thousand for one, and 
five for the other, and the difficulty is surmounted: 
Here we have the archmagician, who holds up 
the magic lamp, by whose light all darkness is 
dispelled, and we see the dangers that encompass 
us. Luckily, the magician has the talisman be- 
fore whose touch all these dangers vanish. 

The sagacity of the Senator had left him in no 
doubt as to where the battle on this question was 
to be fought. 
pressions and his violent opposition to the appro- 
priation, and declared that, although the foot of 
the foreign soldier was on our soil, though the 
cannon of the enemy was pointed at the Capitol, 
he would not make the appropriation while the 
danger to the Constitution, that he apprehended, 
was in ‘existence. What! Because he cannot 
make a verbal amendment, he is willing, through 
the shrieks of dismay of affrighted virgins— 


blood and devastation—that the enemy shall make . 


his way to this Capitol! It appeared that, be- 
cause the ap propriation was not specific, because 
i 


(and a ver 
lowed on th 


Now, if, anything coming from him could have 
any weight, he would venture to give some whole- 
some admonition to those who were such ardent 
lovers of liberty as to reject an important appro- 
priation because it was not to their view suffi- 
ciently specific. Did the gentleman believe that 
he would preserve liberty against the hard grasp 
of the Executive by refusing to that Executive 
ing his country? He would 
tell the gentleman to refer to that history with 


which he was so well acquainted, and he would . 


find that whenever a Government was so embar- 
rassed by opposing checks that it wanted the 
power of defending its count 
gression, that the people would rally to its aid, 
and vest the Chie 
power. Was this proposition admitted by the 
gentleman? He presumed it was. Thug, then, 
the gentleman in seeking to defend liberty, sacri- 
fices. liberty; thus, then, in indulging those fas- 
tidious scruples, he gives a blow to that libert 
where it was the most dangerously to be aeanilad. 
This was so perfect a truism that he would not 
dwell on it for a moment. 

The institution of governments had generally 


|| been traced to the desire of preserving such do- 
| mestic order in the conduct of individual citizens ' 
' to each other as would best preserve the rights 
of the whole; but truly speaking, governments | 
l had more frequently arisen from the necessity of 

protecting the State against foreign aggression; | 
| for where would be the wisdom in providing for 


the individual liberty of the citizen until he was 
guarded againt subjugation by a foreign enemy? 
The foreign enemy invading the country, his 
march traced by violation, murder, plunder, and 
conflagration, of what value was individual lib- 
erty, when it had not been protected against 
calamities like these? Thus the scruples of gen- 


tlemen might d d their country a. 
E eana elamis, in acelna. from South Carolina, that there would be no 


desolating and wide-spread calamity, in seeking 
to guard against dangers existing only in their 
own imaginations. Was he right, or was he 
wrong? So firmly right, that he seemed to be 
trifling with the Senate in urging truths so obvi- 
ous. 

The Senator from South Carolina [Mr. Pres- 
ton] whom he did not see in his seat, but who 
was probably in the Chamber, pronounced the 
other day in relation to this resolution, one of 
those speeches which always created a powerful 
effeet. But never was there a more forcible ex- 
ample of how an imposing manner and: fluency 
of language might cover the greatest absurdities; 
how the graces of elocution and the ornaments 
of style might accompany the weakest argu- 
ments, than in this instance. Had the gentleman, 
too, discovered a clause in the Constitution, 


shed practice of the Government | 
proper one it was) had not been fel- , 
at occasion, the gentleman could sug- | 
gest no mild and conciliatory way to restore the | 
ancient practice and save the bill from a failure. | 


from foreign ag- , 


agistrate with unbounded | 


i 


| ing all that was 


He alluded to his own warm ex- '' 


: to see, to have ears an 


which forbids the two Houses of Congress from 
making an appropriation without the recommend- 
ation of the President? Did he suppose that, 
there in that Hall, where existed the censorship 
of the Government, (if he might use an expres- 
sion of the gentleman’s,) the safety of the coun- 
try could not be provided for without Executive 
recommendation? Here (said Mr. C.) is that 
censorship which is to stand between what is 
adverse, and all that is valuable in our institu- 
tions, and guard them from danger; here was the 
part of the Government that, with reflection and 
contemplation, provided the best means of secur- 

i good, and guarding against all 
that was evil; and yet the Senator from South 
Carolina has discovered that those who consti- 


: tuted this censorship were not to be trusted. All 


at once, we are (said Mr. C.) to be sunk into a 
state of apathy and stupor; to have eyes and not 
not to hear, and to have 
hearts and not to understand. Oh! happy con- 


; dition of passive obedience to which they have 


arrived; and wonderful by whose means the 


_ had been brought to it! The gentleman remind- 
i 1 ‘ed him (if he might indulge in a pleasantry in a 
through the burnings of our dwellings—through | 


grave debate) of a termagant wife, who, finding 


, out anew way of provoking her husband, replied 


to him on all occasions, saying, ‘‘ whatever is 
your will is my pleasure.” 

Then there was no clause in the Constitution, 
as he had read it, declaring that the.two Houses 
of Congress should have no opinions as to the 
foreign relations of the country; none declaring 
that when the enemy’s fleet was on our coasts, 
and his army on our soil, or, in the language of 


i the gentleman from Massachusetts, when the 
; Gaul was at the Capitol; there was no language 


in the Constitution prohibiting Congress from 
providing the means of defense. Yet the gentle- 
man from Massachusetts, if he understood him 


‘ right, was for waiting for executive recommend- 
_ ation; that is, when his .house was in flames, 


| 


' can pore 
T 


| anticipated by any ane. 


: and his wife and children shrieking with dismay, 


he would not go to their rescue till his neighbot 
advised him todo so. The gentleman must go 
to the President and get his sanction, before he 
ainst approaching. danger. 

ere was but one point more that he wished 
to refér to. Being already exhausted with the 
slight effort he had made, affected peculiarly by 
disease, and lately disused to public speaking, he 
might not have made the most appropriate ar- 
rangement of the subjects he had touched on, and 
this might not therefore be brought out in its 
proper place. The Senator from South Carolina 
seemed to have a strong confidence, procceding 
with him to certainty, that there was. no possible 
danger of a war with France, unlessit arose from 
our own conduct. What sort of evidence war- 
ranted the gentleman in making these predictions 
with such presumption? Has the course of the 
French (said Mr. C.) proceeded on such sure cal- 
culations, that you cannot doubt from what has 
passed what will follow? Did any man suppose 
that the treaty of 183} would not be carried into 
execution ? There happened what had: not been 
Was there any member 
of that body—was there any individual in the 
nation who could. have anticipated the strange 
condition. that was-attached to the fulfillment of 
the treaty by a member of the opposition in the 
French Chambers, and.the sudden acceptance of 
that condition by. the French Ministers? What, 
then, warranted the prediction. of the gentleman 


war with France unless caused. by our Gov- 
ernment? He denied that there was any certainty 
in salculating: on the future -eourse of France 
towards this country—he denied that the move- 
ments there deperided on any course of conduct 
that might have been pursued at a former period. 
There. was a mass of feeling, a chaos. of dis- 
cordant elements in the French Chambers, which 
must produce results that no human foresight 
could calculate on. There was the Republican 
party, ardently desiring for their country the 
enjoyment of those equal rights and free insti- 
tutions which they saw producing such bless- 
ings on this side of the Atlantic; there were the 
Imperialiste, burning under a sense of defeat, and 
looking back to the glories and triumphs of the 
reign of the great Emperor; there were the Carl- 
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ists, anxiously longing to exalt the white flag 
over the tri-color; and all these embarrassed, in 
a more or less degree, the operations of the party 
in power. There was another feature in the com- 

osition of the French Chambers worth attend- 
ing to. They (the Chambers) refused to appro- 
priate the money required to fulfill the stipulations 
of a solemn treaty entered into by their Govern- 
ment without the compliance with an extraordi- 
nary condition, thereby manifesting a want of 
experience in the principles of government, that 
they may yet attain, but which they must attain, 
as all other Governments have, after long and 
laborious application. The gentleman from South 
Carolina referred to the fr.endly disposition of 
the King of France (Louis Philippe) towards 
this country. He tells us (said Mr. C.) of the 

tfect good faith and sincerity with which the 
King and his Ministers have entered into this 
treaty, of their anxiety to have its stipulations 
carried into effect, and of their exertions to get 
the necessary appropriation through the legis- 
lative Chambers. But of what avail is the friend- 
ship of the King, without a corresponding dispo- 
tion on the part of the legislative branch of his 
Government? We cannot rely on the good dis- 
position of the French King, because he cannot 
control the various conflicting elements of which 
his own Government is composed. 

In the entire want of the habit of public speak- 
ing, (Mr. C. said,) he had passed ovcr one or two 
topics which could have been profitably referred 
to. He would, however, but briefly call the at- 
tention of the Senate to one fact, and then close 
his remarks. Was there a man there, who did 
not understand one important principle in Euro- 

an politics, and one that had more than once 
been acted on by this very French nation? It 
was, that in commencing a war it was their policy 
to strike the first and most decisive blow, unex- 
pected to their enemy, and without giving him 
time for preparation. While consuming time 
here (said Mr. C.) with unnecessary scruples, 
and combating dangers that exist only in imagin- 
ation, your commerce may be swept from the 
ocean; your gallant seamen may be dispersed; 
and your Navy, which has added so much to the 
nation’s 


for actio t occurs to France (said Mr. C.) 


that there is to be some signal advantage in strik- ; 


ing us some decisive blow, what was to prevent 
her seizing this advantage, if the arguments of 
coer prevail? Come what might, he (Mr. 
-) did not fear the result, though he was of 


| è . . a 
| who has just resumed his seat, has undertaken ll The resolutions following the first call merely 
ito narrate the events of the last evening of the 


glory, be left unmanned when called on ` 
n. Ifi 


opinion that both honor and policy demanded : 


that every necessary preparation should be made. 
There was a zeal, an energy, and promptitude in 


this young and growing nation, equal to any | 
emergency, and capable of encountering and over- | 


coming the greatest of dangers. He relied with 
the utmost confidence on the spirit and gallantry 


of the American youth, who, without experience, ‘| 
but stimulated by love of country, and their coun- `' 


try’s honor, could rush unprepared into the great- 
est dangers, and by their chivalrous daring, add 
new renown to their country’s flag. It was with 


the deepest interest he had read the romantic | 


story of the gallant and youthful Blakely, who, 

with a crew of youthful and inexperienced sea- 

men, proceeded to the British Channel, there cut 

up the British commerce, and by his victorious 

conflicts with the enemy, furnished the brightest 

pages of our naval history, and shed an imperish- 
ble lustre over his early grave. 


NATIONAL DEFENSE. 


SPEECH OF HON. H. HUBBARD, 
OF NEW HAMPSHIRE, 
Ix Senate, January 19, 1836. 


The Senate having under consideration the res- 
olutions moved by Mr. Benton, for setting apart 
the Surplus Revenue for the defense and perma- 
nent security of the country, and for other pur- 


poses, and the amendment to those resolutions | 


moved by Mr. Go._pssonoucu—after Mr. Cutn- 
BERT, of Georgia, had finished his remarks— 


Mr. HUBBARD, of New Hampshire, rose and 
addressed the Senate as follows: 


Mr. Parswensr: The Senator from Georgia, 


last session of Congress as they transpired in this 
Hall with reference to the progress and fate of 
the “ fortification bill.” He has also undertaken 
to inform us of the temper and spirit which char- 
acterized the debate in this Hall upon that bill. I 
was not then a member of the Senate, and from 
my own knowledge, can neither affirm or dis- 
affirm the correctness of the statements made by 
the Senator from Georgia. I have no recollec- 
tion that I visited this Hall in the course of that 
evening. As to what took place upon the subject 
of the appropriation bills, from the time they 
were introdeced here until the final action of the 
Senate upon them, [ shall be guided by the Jour- 


nals of the Senate and of the House of Represent- , 


atives, and I hope to be able, from the records, 
to show that neither the House of Represent- 
atives, nor any committee of that body, deserve 
the rebuke—the censure—the blame which has been 
imputed to them in the course of this debate. 
This is all I have to offer now—all that I have to 
state, before I proceed to present the precise ques- 
tion now submitted to the consideration of the 
Senate. What is that question? What are the 
resolutions offered by the Senator from Missouri? 
And what is the amendment proposed to those 
resolutions by the Senator from Maryland? They 
are as follows: 


“ Resolved, That the surplus revenue of the United 
States, and the dividends of steck receivable from the 
Bank of the United States, ought to be set apart and ap- 
plied to the general defense and permanent security of the 
country. 

“ Resolved, That the President be requested to cause the 
Senate to be informed of— 

“ ist. The probable amount that would be necessary for 
fortifying the lake, maritime, and gulf frontier of the Uni- 
ted States, and such points of the land frontier as may re- 
quire permanent fortification. 

. “2d. The probable amount that would be necessary to 
construct an adequate number of armories and arsenals 
in the United States, and to supply the States with ficld 
artillery (especially brass field-pieces) for their militia, 
and with side-arms and pistols for their cavalry. 

“3d. The probable amount that would be necessary to 
supply the United States with the ordnance, arm:, and 
munitions of war, which a proper regard to self-defense 
would require to be always on hand. 

“4th. The probable amount that would be necessary to 
place the naval defenses of the United States (including 
the increase of the Navy, navy-yards, dock-yards, and 
steam floating batteries) upun the footing of strength and 
respectability which is due to the security and to the wel- 
fare of the Union.” 


| To the foregoing resolutions, proposed by the 
Senator from Missouri, the tollowing amendment 
was offered by the Senator from Maryland: 

To strike out all after the word *‘ resolved,” in 
the first line, and to insert: 


country are principal objects of the national care, and there- 
fore adequate and liberal specific appropriations from the 
public revenues ought regularly to be set apart and applied 
| to these purposes.” 

I feel no particular solicitude whether the reso- 
lutions offered by the Senator from Missouri, or 


land, be adopted. They both look to the same 
object. They both contemplate the same pur- 
pose—‘' The general defense—the permanent secu- 
|| rity of our whole country.” In the event of this 
i| Senate agreeing to these resolutions or to: the 
amendment, it can have no other effect than to 


tion of the resolutions, or of the amendment, as 
shall have for their object the accomplishment of 
the great purpose in view, viz: the general defense 
and the permanent security of the country. Regard- 
ing the subject in this light, it is a matter of 
entire indifference to me whether the resolutions 
or the amendment be adopted. I should wish, in 
case the resolutions offered by the Senator from 
Missouri should be preferred, so to alter the terms 
of the first resolution as to require such a part 
only of the surplus revenue of the United States 
| to be set apart for the objects in contemplation as 
may be necessary, proper, and expedient. With 
such an alteration in the terms of the first resolu- 
tion, I should not hesitate to give to them my 
hearty support—I should feel myself bound by 
every consideration of public policy and of public 
duży, not only to vote for them, but to vote and 
to support any legislative measure necessary 
upon their adoption. 


£ That the general defense and permanent security of the | 


the substitute offered by the Senator from Mary- ': 


pledge this body to give their support to such | 
legislative measures consequent upon the adop- | 


i| for information—information which would be in 

‘| any event desirable, if not indispensable, for the 

: action of Congress upon this all-important sub- 
ject of general defense and permanent security. 

It was not my main purpose, in addressing the 
Senate at this time, to discuss at length the reso- 
lutions offered by the Senator from Missouri, or 
the amendment proposed to those resolutions by 
the Senator from Maryland. I had another ob- 
ject in view; but before I proceed to state that 
other object, I must ask the indulgence of the Sen- 
ate in submitting some few general remarks upon 

| the propriety, the policy, the urgent necessity of 
adopting in extenso, the resolutions of the Sena- 
tor from Missouri, or the substitute offered by 
the Senator from Maryland. What, sir, is in- 
tended to be accomplished by the adoption liter- 
ally of those resolutions? It is proposed, in sub- 
stance, that as much of the surplus revenue of 
the United States as may be necessary, shall be 
set apart and applied to the general defense and 
permanent security of the country. Theamend- 
ment proposes to appropriate adequate and liberal 
sums for the accomplishment of the same objects, 
The first question which must present itself to the 
mind is, are appropriations at this time necessary 
for the general defense and permanent security of 
the country? On this point, I presume there can 
be no difference of opinion, here or’ elsewhere. 
The state and condition of our maritime and in- 
land frontiers, callupon us, as the representatives 
of the nation, loudly and imperatively, to pro- 
vide efficiently, promptly, and without delay, for 
the general defense, and the permanent security 
of the country. I well remember the untiring 
efforts of a distinguished gentleman from South 
Carolina, no longer a member of Congress, but 
who was then a member of the House of Repre- 
sentatives, and at the head of the Committee on 
Military Affairs, in the furtherance of these ob- 
jects. He labored hard, he accomplished but 
little, and from that time to this, the work has 
5; progrese slowly;it remains undone. Whether, 
P . President, we are to have war, or whether we 
|; areto enjoy acontinuation of peace and prosperity, 
i| I would engage, forthwith, in putting our coun- 
try, our whole country, in perfect defense; to place 
| it in permanent security—every consideration of 
public policy demands it. Itisthe voice of wisdom, 
of experience; it is the lesson of history—that we 
should, even in peace, prepare for war. Who can 
bring to mind the disastrous, the disgraceful 
| events of August, 1814, without feeling his pride 
as an American citizen humbled to the dust? 
Who can bring to mind that the very heart of our 
country was made accessible to the enemy; that 
|; unobstructed and unopposed he crossed our Hamp- 
‘ton roads, passed up the Chesapeake and the 
Potomac, visited the city of Washington, laid 
' waste our Capitol, and dined at our palace. Even 
‘at this late day, the rehearsal of that occurrence 
cannot fail to fill our hearts with chagrin and sor- 
row. Itis past. But should we not take counsel 
` from our experience? Ought we not to consider 
whether the ‘long sword of France ” may not, 
in the same way, reach through the same city, in 
' the event of a war with that nation? God forbid 
that we should ever be disgraced by the repetition 
of such a scene!—that the fair page of American 
history should ever again be stained by such a 
record! I would, then, Mr. President, with all 
i| possible dispatch, make our maritime frontier im- 
|| pregnable to any and to every foreign enemy. 
would, with all possible dispatch, complete every 
fortification, man and arm every fortress connected 
with the public defense, for the permanent security 
of the country. I would, with all possible dis- 
patch, increase our Navy, so that we could float 
Into every sea and into every ocean, a sufficient 
force for the protection of American commerce, and 
for the maintenance of American honor. I would 
do all this, sir, at every hazard, and under any 
circumstances. I would do it from the highest 
consideration of public policy. I would do all this 
| from a solemn sense of public duty; a duty which 
we owe to- ourselves, as well as to posterity. 
should not, therefore, be embarrassed as to the 
course which I should pursue even if we had less 
available means than we have; but, fortunately, 


we shall not be called upon in the execution of 
the great work of general defense, to resort to 
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ing Treasury; we possess an abundance of avail- 
able means tor the accomplishment ofall the objects 
coutemplated for the permanent security of the 
country, Then, sir, would adopt the resolutions 
which have been offered; I would follow up those 
resolutions with such direct legislation as should 
effectuate, without delay, the subjects contempla- 
ted. 

I have said, Mr. President, that I would do 
this under any circumstances—so I would. But 
after the message of the President upon the sub- 
ject of our relations with France, which was 
communicated to this Senate very recently, (Mon- 
day,) I should consider further delay as fraught 
with imminent danger. I heard that communi- 
cation with every feeling of pride and of pa- 
triotism. Ít was well worthy of its author, and 
cf the occasion; and I was surprised to hear 
that any Senator could have heard it with “ pro- 
found regret.” 

In pursuance, then, of the recommendation 
contained in that message, I would promptly put 
our whole country in a state of defense—the exi- 
gency of the times demands it—our relations 
with France demand it—a proper respect to 
ourselves demands it. I was utterly astonished 
to hear it asserted on this floor, that, under 
existing circumstances, to arm would be equiva- 
lent to a declaration of war. Can it be, that, to 
prepare for the controversy, if controversy must 
come between us and our ancient ally, to put our 
beloved country in a state of safety, to arm our 
fortifications, to equip our public ships, would 
be regarded by her as the commencement of hos- 
ulities on our part? 

Such may be the sentiments of some of the 
members of this Senate. They are not the sen- 
timents of my mind, and I cannot yield my 
assent to them. 

Whether war or peace is to be the fate of this 
land, my voice is be ready—be prepared—be well 

repared for any and for every possible exigency. 

Vhat! shall we, the freest nation on the globe, 
unembarrassed with debt—rich in resources— , 
powerful in means—shall we, for fear of giving | 


offense to his Majesty, fold our arms, and sub- || 
exaction which he may see fit to | 


mit to eve 
impose? Shall we hesitate to prepare to assert 
our rights—to maintain our honor? Shall we 
stand still, let patience have her perfect work, 
and whenever it shall be the gracious pleasure of 
His Most Christian Majesty ‘ Louis Philippe” 
to pay us the debt France so justly owes us, to 
receive it with a submissive thankfulness, to 
bring it home, and to distribute it among the : 
claimants? God save us from such a scene of | 
humiliation ! 


duty, and all will be well. 
My main purpose in addressing the Senate at 
this time, was to answer some remarks which í 


lation to the proceeding of the two Houses of | 
Congress at the last session upon the appropria- | 


tion bills. In the commencement of his remarks, | P 


the Senator passed a high encomium, well mer- 
ited, I presume, upon the industry and punctu- 
ality of the Senate at the last session; and I 
cannot suppose that the gentleman intended, in 
doing this, to make any insinuations or cast any 
reproach upon the industry and punctuality of 
the last House of Representatives; if he does, he 
certainly does that House great injustice. I was | 
a member of that House, and by its Presiding 
Officer was placed on the Committee of Ways 
and Means, as well as upon the committee of 
conference which has attracted so much notice, 
and called forth so much severity of remark 
during the present discussion; and all I have to 
say in defense of the industry and punctuality 
of that body is, that the Journals will show the 
mass of public and of private business which 
was originated in that body during the last ses- 
sion—the disposition which was made of it—the 
number of bills which passed that body, and 
were sent to the Senate, in addition to their gro- 

en- 


ceedings upon the bills which came from the 
ate. À reference to the Journals of the House 
will satisfy the public mind on this point. I will 
only add, that for habits of industry, for punctu- 
ality and promptness, sure I am that it cannot 


I say, then, Mr. President, Jet us, |: 
regardless of consequences, fearlessly do our || 


direct or indirect taxation. We have an overflow- |! 


suffer when put in comparison with the Senate 


: itself, 


i; however, originating, as such 


The Senator proceeds, and notices what he 
regards as a somewhat unparliamentary proceed- 
ing, an unusual course, at least, on the part of the 
House, in failing to give the Senate any informa- 
tion in reference to certain bills which had. origin- 
ated in the Senate, and which had passed that 
body, and been sent to the House for their con- 
currence. It so happened that I remained in 
this city nearly a week after the last session of 
Congress, and I then felt a deep mortification in 
reading from one of the newspapers of this city 


the following editorial article, under the date of - 


the Sth of March. It contains the same senti- 
ments which the Senator from Massachusetts 
has seen fit to present to the Senate in reference 
to this matter. I subjoin the extract: 


“ Last Day of the Session— Unfinished Business— West 
Point Academy —Loss of the Fortification Bill.—The two 
Houses of Congress adjourned the nizht before last, their 
functions then ceasing; and what a wreck of public busi- 
ness ensued! 

“In our two or three last papers we expressed our 
opinion respecting the state of the public business in the 
House of Kepresentatives. It would have been as just, 
had our intimation respected the state of the House. 

“With a great deal of talent, and, we have no doubt, 


too, a great deal of patriotism, the late House of Repre- ' 


sentatives had been brought into a condition, by various 
causes, in which it seemed incapable of getting on with the 
business of the country. Attentive observers had noticed 
a tendency of this kind, from the early part of the session ; 
but its last days forced the truth on the minds of all. Long 
debates; the endless perplexity of the rules; contests 
every moment about priority of business; and an eager- 
hess of discussion which scemed entirely to disregard the 
comparative importance of subjects, were among these 
causes. There were others, of which we could speak—of. 
Which, indeed, we shall teel it our duty to speak, and to 
speak freely, hereafter—but which we at present forbear to 
mention. 

“The melancholy result of the whole is, that Congress 
has broken up, leaving almost every great measure of the 
session unfinished, and, therefore, totally null and void. 
The following bills, originating in the Senate, most of them 
passing that body by large majorities, and some of them 
quite unanimously, have shared the great wreck and ruin: 


“The Post Office reform bill; (passed unanimously in 


the Senate.) 


“ The custom-house regulations bill; (passed nearly unan- i 


imously in the Senate.) 

“The important judiciary bill; (passed by a vote of thir- 
ty-one to five in the Senate.) 

“ The bill regulating the deposit of the public moneys in 
the deposit banks. 

“The bill respecting the tenure of office, and removals 
from office ; (a most important bill, supported in the Senate 
by men of all parties.) ` 

“The bill indemnifying claimants for French spoliations 
before 1800. 

“ These half dozen (not to speak of the bill for the re- 
lief of the cities of the District of Columbia; the bill pro- 
viding for the increase of the corps of engineers; the bill 
to carry into effect the convention between the United 
States and Spain; and the bill to improve the navigation 
of the Mississippi in the vicinity of St. Louis) are among 
the bills which were sent from the Senate to the House of 
Representatives, ‘and never heard of more.’ ” 


The fate of two of the appro prialion Par 
ills always do, in 


fell from the Senator from Massachusetts, in re- |; the House of Representatives; is still more re- 


markable. 

Hitherto it has been usual te make the appro- 
riations for the Military Academy at West Point 
in the same bill which contains the general appro- 


, priations forthe Army. This year, an innovation 
' was indulged. The Army appropriation bill was 
_ sent to the Senate with no appropriation whatever 


, for West Point. 


s This circumstance was noticed, 
at the time, in the Senate, and its attention called 
to it as an extraordinary omission: 


“A separate bill, however, containing the usual appro- 
priations for the Academy, was brought forward in the 
House, but suffered to sleep. Up to the last day for sending 
bilis from one House to the other, it had not passed. The 
House took no step whatever to pass the bill, by suspending 
the operation of the rule as to sending bills from House to 
House, or in any other way. In this predicament, individ- 
uals of the House brought the committee of the Senate to 
interfere, and, in some extraordinary way, help to pass the 
ordinary appropriation through Congress. he Senate, 
accordingly, attached the whole Military Academy appro- 
Priation bill to the bill making provision for the civil and 
diplomatic expenditures of the year, and in this form it 
passed into a law; and but for the adoption of this mode, 
there could have been no appropriation at all, and the school 
would have been broken up. We may add, that when this 
bill for covering civil and diplomatic expenses went back to 
the House, with amendments, the occasion was eagerly 
seized to add to the Senate’s amendment other amendments 
respecting totally different matters—thus giving the bill a tail 
as long as that of a comet. 

“Thus the bill pending in the House making provision 
for the repairs of the Capitoli and President’s House, im- 
proving the public grounds, paying the President's gardener, 


&c., &c., was tacked on the bill, as being among the civil 
and diplomatic expenses of the Government. This dill, 
however, (and we rejoice at it,) had the goodness to pass 
with alt its length of tail; and (thanks to the Senate, and 
no thanks to the House of Representatives) the West 
Point Academy, therefore, was kept alive.” 


The gentleman expressed surprise that the 


‘House should not have given to the Senate in- 


formation about the bills enumerated in the pre- 
ceding extract. The reason is that there had 
been no final action of the House upon these 


‘ bills; they had been received from the Senate, it 


; tended omissions of duty. 


is true, but such was the mass of public as well 
as private business, upon its own Calendar, that 
it was next to an impossibility for the House to 
have acted upon these particular bills; they had 
come to the House at too late a period of the 
session for that branch to have definitively acted 
upon them. Most, if not all of them, were not 
reported to the House until after the 10th of Feb- 
ruary; and the galy bill of the number which was 
ever taken up, and considered to any great ex- 
tent, was the one in relation to the General Post 
Office—certain the fact is that there was no final 
action upon them; they were neither rejected, laid 
upon the table, or indefinitely postponed; and 
hence no information became necessary to be 
communicated to the Senate in relation to them. 
What possible benefit could result for the House 
to inform the Senate, by message, that they had 
received various bills, but had come to no decis- 
ion upon them? Such a communication would 
seem to. me to be in itself, not only unparliament- 
ary, but altogether unprofitable and unnecessary. 
Certain the fact is, that such has not been the 
usual practice of the two branches of the Govern- 
ment. I therefore say, sir, that the House is not 
obnoxious to any charge of neglect, to any omis- 
sion of duty on this account. 

The Senator from Massachusetts has rebuked 
the House for its course of proceeding with ref- 
erence to the general appropriation bill, and par- 
ticularly with reference to its course upon the 
bill making appropriations for the support of the 
West Point Academy. The article which Thave 
just presented to the Senate, contains similar 
charges against the House, for the same pre- 
How is this matter? 
ouse of Representatives 
roperly charged for any omissions of 

hat are the facts in relation to the ap- 


Is it true, that the last 
stands 
duty? 


| propriation bill for the civil and diplomatic ex- 


j of any such scene. 


penses: of the Government? It was a leading 
object with the Committee of Ways and Means, 


| in reporting that bill, to introduce into it no ap- 


propriation, except it had the warrant of some 
existing law. It was distinctly remembered how 
and for what reasons the general appropriation bill 
of the first session of the last Congress was op- 
posed. It was keptin the Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union for more thana month; 
it was most violently attacked, and most reso- 
lutely and Wo aa opposed. The Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means of the last session 
intended to prevent, if possible, the recurrence 
he bill was reported, 
speedily acted on in the House, and on the sec- 
ond day of February, it was sent to the Senate 
for their concurrence, and on the second day of 
March, it passed the Senate with a little less than 
half a hundred amendments. In this form that 
bill for the support of the Government came 
from the Senate to the House of Representatives. 
Among the amendments agreed to by the Senate, 
wasa Senate bill, ‘ confirming claims to lands in 
the State.of Missouri, and for other purposes;’” 
a Senate bill ‘‘ for completing the road from Line 
creek to the Chattahoochee, and for the erection 
of bridges on the same;’’ a Senate bill ‘‘ for 

ranting six hundred and fifty thousand acres of 
and, in addition to former appropriations, for 
the satisfaction of revolutionary bounty land 
warrants;’’ together with various other amend- 
ments of less importance, but containing entirely 
new appropriations, as foreign from the title as 
well as the intent and purport of the bill. When 
it passed the House, its title was, “An act 
making appropriations for the civil and diplo- 
matic expenses of the Government for the year 
1835.” And after it had been amended in the 
way and in the manner it was—after the Senate 
had attached to it bills entirely incongruous, 
originating in their body—after incorporating in 
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the bill appro riations, having not the remotest I 
connection aa the civiland diplomatic expenses | 
of the Government—it did indeed become neces- 
sary to change its title, but the alteration of the 
ttle, be it remembered, was the act of the Sen- 
ate, and when it reappeared in the House of 
Representatives, us title was, “An act making 
appropriations for the civil and diplomatie ex- 
penses of the Government for 1835, and for other 
” 
N . 
r I will not undertake to say what could have 
induced the Senate, twenty-four hours before the 
close of the session, to send to the House the 
neral a ppropriation bill, amended by adding to 
it bills se had originated in the Senate, and 
which had not received the consideration of the 
House. How it happened, I know not; it cer- 
tainly must be regarded as a proceeding some- 
what extraordinary. But, sir, the Senator from 
Massachusetts has further rebuked the House of | 
Representatives for not having incorporated in ` 
the Army bill the appropriations necessary for the 
support of the West Point Military Academy. 
‘Ana, sir, it would oceur to any man who should 
read this part of the speech of the Senator—or 
shoald read the article which I have read to the 
Senate, that there had been a most palpable 
omission of duty on the part of the House with 
reference to the appropriations for the West 
Point Academy. This imputation, cast upon the 
House of Representatives, is unmerited. What 
are the facts connected with that matter? The 
West Point Academy bill was reported with the 
other appropriation bills; it was confided to the 
care of one of its warmest friends on the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means, without objection, 
and without opposition on the part of the com- 
mittee. Whatever may have been the opinions 
of individual members of that committee upon 
the propriety of continuing that institution, cer- 
tain the fact is, that a bill for its support was 
seasonably reported and committed to the charge 
of Mr. Binner. [ have no doubt that gentleman 
managed the bill with his usual ability and fore- 
sight. He saw, beyond doubt, that there would 
ge no opposition to it if it was attached by way 
of amendment to some-one of the appropriation 
bills then pending in the Senate. He undoubtedly 
supposed that such a course was the safest and 
the most advisable course for him to take. He 
took it. But the House is charged with suffering 
this bill to sleep; and that the West Point Acad- 
emy was saved by act of the Senate, and that no 
thanks are due to the House, but to the Senate, 
for keeping this institution alive. This is most |: 
unjust, most unmerited. There is not to be : 
found a vote upon the Journals of the House /| 
going to show any decided opposition to the | 
measure. This amendment of the Senate to the | 
eneral appropriation bill was readily agreed to 
y the Committee of Ways and Means, and as | 
readily adopted by the House of Representatives. 
80 much for this matter. i 
The Senator from Massachusetts has con- | 
chaded his remarks upon this bill by adverting to |; 
an amendment which the House made to one of | 
the numerous amendments of the Senate. He | 
has amused us by giving an accountof the incon- | 
graity of that amendment with the title and de- 
sign ofthe bill. The House, it is true, did amend 
the amendments of the Senate by adding “a bill 
making appropriations: for the public buildings 
and grounds, and for other purposes;”’ and it was 
upon some‘of the items of this.bill that the Sen- 
ator saw fit to display his pleasantry and wit. I 
would ask, sir, if there were anything more out 
of the way, more strange in providing *‘ for the 
salary: of the gardener employed in superintend- 
ing the Capitol square and other public grounds,” 
than in providing for the balance of the salary of 
Valentme Gicsy, late superintendent of the Cum- 
berland road; anything more extraordinary forim- 
proving Cateye square, than for compensating 
muel Stater for his services? None, unless it 
be in the quarter from whence those amendments 
proceeded. The first and.third: were included in | 
the amendment proposed by the House. The | 
second and last were amendments proposed by. 
the Senate. 3 
The Senator from Massachusetts. next pro- 
ceeds to give us what he calls a narrative of the 
proceedings of the two Houses upon the fortifi- 


_ to one hundred and fifty thousand dollars. 


has elicited this debate. The recollection of the 
Senator and my own do not in all particulars | 
agree. After having read the Scenator’s speech, 
I felt myer called upon, from the cireumstances 
to which F have already referred, that of being a 
member of the last House of Representatives, of 
the Committee of Ways and Means, and also of 
the committee of conference, to give my account 
of the rise, rogress, and final loss of that bill. 
The fortification bill was reported to the House, 
from the Committee of Ways and Means, on the 
2d of January, 1835; it passed that body on the 
Wth of January; it was on the same day received 
by the Senate; and on the 24th day of February— 
thirty-five days after it was first received by the 
Senate—it passed that body with amendments. 
The Senator says, and says truly, that it was 
sent back to the House on Tuesday, the 24th 
day of February, a week before the adjournment 
of Congress, and asks how it happened that this 
bill remained from the 24th of February, until 
the evening of the last day of the session? 
Sir, I can only answer this inquiry by referring 
to the Tournala. Within this period of time, the 
House was called on to consider the amendments 
which the Senate had made to the general appro- 
priation bill; the amendments which they had 
made to the bill making appropriation for building 
light-boats, beacons, &c.; the amendments which 
the Senate had made to the bill making appropri- 
ations for Indian annuities, &c., with a mass of 
other public as well as private business, together 
with he absorbing questions connected with the 
resolutions which had been reported by the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations, upon the subject of 
our affairs with France. There was no delay 
which could be avoided; and if, by unavoidable 
occurrences, the action of the House on this bill 
was delayed until the very last day of the ses- 
sion, the greater the necessity for a conciliatory 
and an accommodating spirit—the greater the 
necessity for not being over nice and scrupulous 
touching the forms of proceeding. It is true, that 
not until the last day of the session did the House 
come to any agreement apon the amendments pro- 
posed by the Senate to the fortification bill. 
Since I came into the Senate this morning, I 
have procured from the files of the Senate the | 
original bill, with the amendments reported from 
the Committee on Finance. The first amendment 


. recommended was to increase the appropriation 


for rebuilding Fort Delaware, ¿rom seventy-five | 
The 
second amendment proposed was for the arma- 
ment of fortifications, one hundred thousand dol- 
lars. The third amendment made, was upon the 


: motion of the Senator from Missouri, for an_ap- 


propriation for the repair of Fort Mifflin. The 
fourth, fifth, and sixth amendments were reported 


from the Committee on Finance, and were as ` 


follows: 


“ That the sum of seventy-five thousand dollars be, and 
the same is hereby, appropriated toward the repair of the 
fortifications on Castle Island, in the harbor of Boston, ac- 
cording:to:the plan submitted by the Board of Engineers on 
the thirteenth day of March, eighteen hundred and thirty- 
four, the same to be paid out of any moncy in the Treasury 
not otherwise appropriated.” 


| ceedings of the two Houses upon this very 


It follows, then, from all this, that the House 
felt an anxious solicitude for the passage of this 
bill; that, so far from opposing its passare, they 
assented to the various amendments of the Senate; 
and it is matter of history, in relation to the i 


ro- 
ill, 


' that the House had yielded the objections which 


“That the sum of one hundred thousand dollars be, and |: 


the same is hereby, appropriated out of any money in the : 
Treasury not otherwise appropriated, to be applied or ex- 
pended under the direction of the Secretary of War, in im- 
proving the defenses within the State of Maryland.” 

“That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized to purchase six acres of land adjoining Fort Mc- 
Henry, near Baltimore, being the same rented from the 
heirs of the late Philip Swartzance.”’ i 


1 
When the House of Representatives first acted | 
on these amendments C tara by the Senate, | 
they agreed to the second, third, and sixth amend- | 
ments, and ultimately agreed to the first and to . 
the fifth, with an amendment, leaving only the | 
fourth. amendment, which. had also been agreed 
to in the first instance by the House, with an | 
amendment embraced in the following section, | 
which the House proposed to add: 
“That the sum of three millions of dollars be, and the 
same is hereby, appropriated out of #ny money in the | 
Treasury not otherwise appropriated, to be expended, in 
whole or in part, under the direction of the President of the 
United States, for the military and navai service, including ` 
fortifications and ordnance and inerease of the Navy: 
Provided, Such expenditures shali be rendered necessary 
for the defense of the ‘eountry prior to the next meeting of 
Congress.” , 


it at first entertained as to the propriety of the 
very appropriations embraced in the amendments, 
and ultimately agreed to pass each of those with 
one amendment. 

It will appear, distinctly appear, by a refer- 
ence to the House Journals, that while the fort- 
ification bill was under consideration, Mr. Ever- 
ETT, of Massachusetts, moved the following 
amendment: 

“& For the preservation of Castle Island, and for repairing 
the fortifications on Castle Island, in Boston harbor, &c., 
$75,000." 

That Mr. McKm moved to amend the bill by 
adding— 

“ For repairing Fort McHenry, at Baltimore, and for put- 
ting the same ina proper state of defense, $50,000.”? 

Both of the propositions were rejected on a 
vote by yeas and nays in the House—the first by 
a majority thirty-three—yeas 87, nays 120; the 
second by a majority of sixty-three—yeas 66, 
nays 129; and yet, after the Committe on Finance 
had kept in their possession this very bill thirty- 
five days, they reported it the Senate with amend- 
ments; and two of the amendments proposed 
were, in truth, the amendments which we been 
rejected by the House. Yet, sir, the Flouse gave 
up their objections to these very items, so anxious 
were they to secure the passage of the fortifica- 
tion bill. They not only agreed to the other 
amendments, but they reversed their former de- 
cision, and agreed to one and all the amendments 
proposed by the Senate, with an additional section, 
proposing an appropriation of $3,000,000 for the 
defense and permanent security of the country. 
Is there a man within our Republic who does not 
regret, most deeply regret, the loss of the fortifi- 
cation bill of the last session? Is there a man, 
in office or out of office, on the sea-board or in 
the interior, who does not now regret, most deeply 


i regret, that the appropriation proposed by the 
! House at the last session, ‘ for fortifications, for 


ordnance, and for the increase of the Navy,” did 
not become alaw! I will not believe, I cannot 
believe, that there is an individual between Maine 


' and Florida, between the lakes and the ocean, 


who does not, in truth and in soberness regret it. 
The House, in perfect good faith, and under a 


: deep conviction that the state of the country re- 


quired that a large amount should be appropriated 
for the purpose of general defense, proposed this 
appropriation as an amendment to the Senate’s 
amendment. Atthat late period of the session 
it could not have accomplished this object in any 
other way. It was not for the reason that the 


. House objected to the fourth amendment of the 


Senate, but it was merely and solely for the purpose 
of obtaining a large appropriation for the objects 


| specified in the amendment, which induced the 


; part of the Senate has 


action of the House—an appropriation which not 
only the defenseless state of our whole maritime 
and inland frontiers demanded, but which the pe- 
culiar exigency of the times—the state and pos- 
ture of our affairs with France, called loudly and 
pressingly on Congress to make. 

. How was this feeling met? How was this 
roposition treated by the Senate? There could 


fe no misapprehension—no mistake about the 


object; and yet no sooner was the communica- 
tion made—no sooner was the amendment read 
at the table of the Secretary, than the Senator 
from Massachusetts moved to disagree to the 
amendment. Themotion wascarried. The House 
were informed of this proceeding of the Senate. 
A motion was then made for the House to recede 
from their amendment. That motion was nega- 
tived by a decided majority. Information was at 
ence communicated to the Senate; and, without 
any intervening motion, the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts moved that the Senete adhere to their 
vote of disagreement. This proceeding on the 
been justly commented 
upon by the Senator from Georgia. _ 

It is unnecessary for me to add to his remarks. 
Certainly it was, considering the lateness of the 
hour, a most embafrassing, a truly unfortunate 
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motion. On this information being communicated | 


(i myself both voted against the passage of the 


ta the House, a motion was again made that the 
House do recede; it was attended with the same 
result. Anxious to save the bill, if possible, a 
mouon was made that the House do insist on 
their amendment. A conference was asked; it 
was voted, and conferees were appointed. The 
Senator from Virginia has stated chat, when the 
conferees on the part of the Senate left the Hall, 
of the Senate, itlacked fifteen minutes or twenty 
minutes of eleven o'clock; and when the con- 
ferees returned, it was about the same number of 
minutes after the hour of eleven. If, sir, the 
Senator from Virginia be correct in point of time, 
there must have na great difference between 
the time of the House and the time of the Sen-. 
ate. It is utterly impossible for me to account 
for this difference. If the gentleman had, in the 
course of the evenmg, regulated his own watch 
by the uncertain dial over his head, there would 
be no difficulty in accounting for the great differ- 
ence between the time as indicated by the watch 
of the Senator frem Virginia, and the time as in- 
dicated by the watches of other gentlemen. The 
Senator from Massachusetts, who was the chair- 
man of the commiuce of conference on the part 
of the Senate, remarked that he had no particu- 
lar recollection of the exact time. Having taken 
ho note of it, sir, am I entirely mistaken as to 
the occurrences which took place in the commit- 
tee after the committees. of conference had as- 
sembled? I must be, ox else the Senator is entirely 
mistakon. While the committee werc together : 
and trying to agree u a report, the Senator | 
from Massachusetts drew from his pocket his 

own watch, if I do not alt 
and reoinded us that it lacked but a few minutes 

of twelve, and that we had but a few minutes to 

spare. He did this, as I then supposed, and as 

I now believe, to induce a speedy action of the 

committee upon the subject which had been re- 

ferred to them. . The committees did agree upon 

a report. Mr: Camsrecenc dissented. r. | 


Lewis and myself, constituting a majority of the |. 


committee on the partof the House, did agree to 
the report. Ihave no doubt but that the Senator 
from 
committee of canference must have been absent 
at least one half hour; this fact is inferable from 
his account of the time. But, sir, it cannot be 


correct, in my opinion, that the committee could : 
have reappeared in the Senate until past the hour | 


of twelve o'clock. I am not without some record 


to confirm me in this statement, a record made | 


by one of the reporters of the House, and pub- 
lished in one of the journals of this city, after 
the adjourament. I subjoin the following extract 
irom the National Intelligencer. 

The amendment made to the fortification bill 
was then under discussion. The House had been 
informed of the vote of the Senate to adhere, and | 
after some debate, according to the Intelligencer, 
and in perfect accordance with my own recollec- 
tion, the following is the order of the subsequent | 
proceedings: 


“Mr. HUBBARD said, if the Hause adhered, the bill would || 


be lost. He moved that the House appoint a commiittce of 
conference. j ‘ 

“Mr. Lewis said it was not the amount of the appro- 

iation, but the principle, which was objected to by the 
Banate, A committee of conference might, therefore, ad- 
iust the disagreement. The manner of the appropriation 
was too loose. It wasnot specific. It put everything into | 
tbe hands of the Executive. He asked what wouid be the | 
effect of the previous question? * 

“© The Cuaair replied, only to preclude debate. 

«The motion for the previous question was withdrawn. 
The motion to aska conference was agreed to.; and Mesars. 
Canpracene ani Lewis were appointed the committee of 
conference on the part of the House. n a 

“ Mr. Harviw asked if thc House was hot virtually dis- 


ether misrecollect, ` 


irginia is correct in the statement that the |: 


‘| had no authority to act. 


National ‘Defense—Mr. Hubbard. 


| It will appear that Mr. Camsrecenc and 
Cum berland Road bill, and both voted even before 
| the committee of conference was organized. 


There can be no mistake in this matter. The 


order of proceeding published in the Intelligencer, | 
as noted by the reporter, is, beyond all question, | 
correct; and it distinctly appears, from the Jour- . 
nals of the House, that the committee of confer- . 


ence was appointed immediately before the vote 
of the House upon the ‘* Cumberland Road bill;” 
and there can be no doubt, that while the yeas 
and nays were taking on the motion to pass that 
bill, Mr. Ginmer, of Georgia, objected, when his 
name was called, to voting, for the avowed rea- 
son that the hour of twelve had arrived, and that 
the functions of the House had terminated.. He 
did not vote, and one, if not more, of his cal- 
leagues, entertaining the same views, did not 
vote on the passage of that bill. It even appears, 
from the publication in the Intelligencer—an 


authority which neither the Senator from Vir- 


ginia nor the Senator from Massachusetts will, I | ‘dient. And this appropriation was opposed— 


presume, question—that'before the consideration 


of that bill was moved, Mr. Harni, of Kentucky, | 
i 


made a question whether the House could consti- 
tutionally proceed in the transaction of business, 
as the hour of twelve o’clock haf arrived. 
all this, I submit whether the Senator from Vir- | 


ginia could be correct as to the precise time when. | 


the committees entered upon the discharge of | 
their respective duties, and when they returned | 
to their respective Houses. . . | 

It is important, in my view, and will be regard- 
ed as important by others, to fix, with as great a, 
degree of certainty as possible, the time when , 
the report of the conferees was agrecd on, and | 
when it could have been presented to the two 
Houses; for, if it was past twelve o’clock, the’; 
House could not, consistently with their duty, 
have received it. After that hour, they no longer 
existed as a legislative body. 

This was an opinion conscientiously enter- 
tained by many members of that House, If. the 
time of the House was necesearily consumed, if 
a delay was occasioned by. any extraordinary 
vote or proceeding on the part of the Senate in 

relation to this bill, ought its ultimate logs to be 
|: imputed to the House of Representatives? Ought 
|: they to be made answerable for ita failure? I 

think not. When Mr. Camprecene appeared in 
the House with his report, the yeas and nays 
were then calling on a motion, I believe, of Mr. 
Mason, of Virginia, to allow Robert P. Letcher 
his pay, as a member of the House. at the last 
‘session. He was in time to answer to the call of 
his name; but, from the result of that vote, itap- 
peared that no quorum was in attendance; and 
from that time until the last moment of the ses- 
sion, no quorum of the House could be procured, 
| for the reason that it was believed that the House 
Hence the bill, with all 
its amendments, was lost. And having faithfully | 


took place, I leave to the nation—to the American 
people—to decide whether the loss can, with jus- 
tice or with propriety, be imputed to the chairman 
of the committee of conference on the part of the 
House, or to the members of that committee, or 
to the House itself. It will be recollected that 
this last amendment to the fortification bill 


| to that bill, was proposed by the chairman of the 
Committee on E oreign Relations. It was sup- 
| ported on the ground that the peculiar state of 
our affairs with France rendered it proper and 
samar 


From : 


t 


i given a narrative of the occurrences as they |. 


„and }: 
which was attended with such fatal consequences |: 


' supplied with ordnance; our ships would have 
i been put in readiness for actual and active ser- 
vice; and we should have been prepared for ac- 
tion—if action should have become necessary. 

l again ask, on what ground was this amond- 
ment resisted in the Senate? . 

The Senator from Massachusetts, in his argu- 
ment, stated two grounds of objection to the 
amendmentof the House appropriating $3,000,000 
for.the objects stated in the amendment. The. 
first ground was, ‘that no such appropriation 
_ had been recommended by the President or by 

any of the Departments.” ` And it-could not have. 
_ been known that thisappropriation was in accord- 
| ance with the views of the Executive. The duty 
, devolving on the President in relation to this sub- 
| ject, the Senator states, is plainly and explicitly 
' set forth in the following clause of the Constitu- 
| tion: “ He shall from time to time give to the 


i 
i 
! 
j 
! 


j ‘ Congress information of the state of the Union, 


‘and recommend. to their consideration such 
“measures as he shall judge necessary and expe- 


this amendment was objected to in the absence 
of such a recommendation. 

It was said by the Senator from Tennessee, 
“It is not asked for by those who best knew 
what the public service required; how, then, are 
we to presume that itis needed?” Let us exam- 
ine this matter, and see whether the objection be 
well taken. At the commencement of the last 
session of Congress, it is to be presumed that the 


|| President of the United States communicated all 


| 


| the information, touching the state of the Union, 
. which it was in his power to communicate. That 
message not only contained a full account of our 
foreign relations, but also of our domestic con- 
cerns. Every piece of information. connected 
with, or having relation to, the state of the 
Union, was communicated to both Houses of: 
i Congress; at the same time, and in the same 
| communication, he recommended for adoption 
| such measures as he deemed necessary and ex- 
| pedient. In that message he very fully and ex- 
| Plicitly made known to Congress the precise and 
' exact state of our relations with France. Among 
i other things, he communicated, as. his ‘‘ convic- 
; tion, that the United States ‘ought to insist on a 
| prompt execution of the treaty;” and after having 
expressed; his dwn views fully and explicitly 
upon the subject of our relations with France, he 
remarked, that * having submitted these con- 
‘ siderations,: it belongs to Congress to. ‘decide 
‘ whether, after what has taken place, it wil} still 
‘await the further action of the French Cham- 
| ‘bers, or now adopt such provisional measures 
‘asit may deem necessary, and best adapted to 
i* protect the rights, and maintain the honor of 
‘the country. “Whatever that decision may be, 
; ‘it will be faithfully enforced by the Executive, 
, as far as he is authorized so to do.’’ And it 
i further appears, that on the 26th of February, 
! 1835, within less than one week before the ne- 
cessary termination of the session, the President 
i communicated to both Houses of Congress the 
| following message: 


“í T transmit to Congress a report from the Sec- 
| * retary of State, with copies ofall the letters re- 
| © ceived from Mr. Livingston since the message 

‘to the House of Representatives of the 6th 
‘ instant, of the instructions given to that Min- 
‘ister, and of all the late correspondence with 
| « the French Government, in Paris or in Wash- 
| ‘ington, excepta note of Mr. Serurier, which for 
| < the reasons stated in the report, is not now com- 
t municated. ta P oe. sek pr 
-é Tt will be seen that T'have deemed it my dut 


he amendment was not regarded by its friends 


solved by the expiration of the term for which ‘this Con- 
was elected? ; : G i 
“ The Crair said it was not a question of order, and the 
Chair could not decide it. : 
“The Cumberland road bill was taken ig 
third time. j 
“ Mr. McKay moved that a message be sent to the other 
House, informing them that this House having completed 
its business, is ready to adjourn. . : -, 
4 in order, the ques- 


p and read a 


<< The Cuatr said the motion was not 
tion boing on the passare of the bill. 

« The Clerk proceeded to take the yeas and nays on the 
Passage of the bill to continue and repair the Cunnberland 
road; and 


“Mr. Gromer, when his name was ealled, roze and aait | 


; in the House as unreasonable, on the ground of 
the amountof the appropriation. It waa believed 
to be no more than would be necessary, in a, cer- 
tain event, for the objects specified in the amend- 
ment. . Nor was it regarded as objectionable in | 
its. terms, or extraordinary in .its character, nor | 
was the proposition regarded as invading any 
principle of the Constitution. 

i _ And why was this amendment opposed in the 

| Senate?—for had it not heen for the opposition 
| from that quarter, the amendment would have i 


be considered that he had no right to vote, the term for 
which Le waa elected having expired at twelve o’clook this 
night ; and he, therefore, declined voting.” 


No. 3 


been incorporated in the bill—and the bill would 
have been passed; and, at this period of time 
our fortifications would at least have been well 


‘to instruct Mr. Livingston to quit ‘France wit 

‘ his legation, and to return to the United States, 
| £ if an appropriation for the fulfillment of the coni- 
‘ vention shall be refused by the Chainbers, ~ 

‘ee The subject being now; i al its presènt ày- 
i § pects, before Congress, whose right itis to de- 
< cide what measures are to’ be pursued on that 
| s event, I deem it unnecessary to make further 
| s recommendation, being confident that on their 
|< part everything will be done to maintain the 
: € righta and honor of the country which the oc- 


season eaS ANDREW’ JACKSON 
ce i : 
é WASHINGTON; February 95, 1835." 
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obj I 
sa EN lier can be no mistake about 
the matter. It was to put the two Houses of 
Congress in possession of all the information 
m possession of the Executive upon the sub- 
ject of our relations with France, which had 
come to his knowledge after his message at the 
opening of the session; and this information was 
communicated at the latest possible period, to 
enable Congress to act upon the subject, if they 
deemed any action expedient and necessary; eX- 


pressing, in the conclusion of his message, his ' 


entire confidence in Congress, and that on their 
part everything would be done to maintain the 
rights and honor of the country which the occa- 


sion required. There was a peculiar propriety 
im making the communication at the time it was 
made; it had become necessary—it was near the 
close of the session; it was, in all probability, 
the last communication which the President would 
be able to make to that body upon that absorbing 
subject The Senate had, also, more than one 
month before this communication was made, upon 
the report of their Committee on Foreign Rela- 
tions, unanimously come to the resolution, ‘* That 
‘it is inexpedient at present to adopt any legisla- 
‘tive measure in regard to the state of affairs 
‘between the United States and France.” 

The House of Representatives had the subject 
before them at the time this last message was 
communicated; and on the very day next follow- 
ing the receipt of this message, the Committee of 
the House on Foreign Relations reported the fol- 
lowing resolutions: 


“|. Resolved, That it would be incompatible with the 
rights and houor of the United States further to negotiate 
in relation to the treaty entered into by France on the 4th ; 
of July, 1831, and that this House will insist upon its exc- | 
cution, as ratified by both Governments. 

“2. “Resolved, ‘That the Committee on Foreign Affairs 
be discharged from the further consideration of so much of 
the President’s message as relates to commercial restric- 
tions, or to reprisals on‘ the commerce of France. 

3. Resolved, ‘That contingent preparations ought to be 
made to meet any emergency growing out of our relations 
with France.” f 


At a subsequent day, as late-as the. 2d of 
March, the House. finally came unanimously to 
the resolution, ‘‘ That the treaty with France on 
the 4th of July, 1331, ought to be maintained, 
and its execution insisted on”’~yiclding the last 
resolution which the committee had reported on 
the 27th day of February, for the reason, as ex- 


pressly stated by the chairman of that committee, |, 


to produce a unanimity on the vote of the House 
upon the adoption of the first resolution; at the 
same time communicating that he should offer an 
amendment to the fortification bill then pending 
in the House, appropriating, conditionally, three 
millions for the purpose of national defense. 
These proceedings on the part of the House had 
become matter of history; they were published in 
the papers of this city; and they must have been 
known to the membersof the Senate. The amend- 
ment then proposed by Mr. CamBReLeNa, as the | 
chairman of the Committee on Foreign Relations, | 
to the fortification bill, which is now the subject | 
of debate, was what that committee deemed, and | 
the House considered, expedicnt and necessary to 
do upon the subject of our affairs with France. 
The question was then pending in the Chamber 
of Deputies; whether they would or would not 
pass the bill of indemnity was unknown; whether 
they would pass it untrammeled with conditions 
was alike unknown, This amendment then pro- 
posed,.comprchended all that the House regarded 
as necessary to be done under all existing circum- 
stances. It was the action of that body. It was 
agreed to by a very decided majority of that body. 
Amoug the yeas are included the names of. some 
of the most di 

who were opposed to the Administration. 
this amendment was offered, not to defeat the 
fortification bill, but to carry out the message of 
the President of the 26th of February—that it 
was offered as a precautionary measure, consid- 
ering the attitude and the position of our affairs 


with France, no person conversant with the facts, | 


can for one moment doubt. 
The gentleman from Massachusetts remarked 


“that the proposed grant was defended, so far as : 
it was defended at all, upon an alleged necessity | 
The | 


growing out of our foreign relations.” 
terms of the -grant—of the amendment itself, 


> 


il deem it necessary, expedient, and proper to do. 
| 
A. 


| 


stinguished members of that House, | 
That 


ect of this communication cannot be ` leave not a shadow of doubt upon the mind how | 


it happened to be offered; and the history of the 
proceedings shows clearly and explicitly why it 
was proposed at the time as an amendment to 
the fortification bill. If, then, I am correct, the 
President had communicated, not to one House, 
but to both Houses, the very information which 
he was required to communicate under the clause 
of the Constitution to which the gentleman has 
referred. 
He not only had, at the opening of the session, 
sent in his message giving full information of the 
state of the Union, but, as late as the 26th of : 
February, he communicated, by-special message, 
the then state and condition of our relations with 
France—that the Chambers had not then passed 
the indemnity bill, and the instructions which he 
had given to our Minister at thatCourt. He had 
done all that could by any possibility be required 
of him to do. By the message, he left it for Con- 
gress to decide upon the measures to be adopted.’ 
All that the Constitution required of the Presi- 
dcut—all that a patriotic regard to the state of 
the country required of him, had been done—all 
that the peculiar and embarrassing attitude of ; 


our affairs with France had suggested, was faith- | 


fully communicated to both Houses of Congress; 
and it was this ‘message—it was the exposed 
and defenseless state of our country—it was the 
necessity growing out of our relations with | 
| France, that induced the House to propose and 
adopt the amendment. It was all this which 
made the amendment necessary, expedient, and 
proper. i i 
ow, then, could the honorable Senator from 
Massachusetts urge as an objection, that Con- 
gress were inthe dark, that no information had 


l been communicated from the Executive, that wé 
` had no Executive recommendation whether the 


‘| 
| 


measure was or-was not required, whether it was | 
or was not necessary and proper? Sir, can the 
‘gentleman show to this Senate that it has ever ' 
béen. the practice of the Executive ‘te do more 


| than what was done by him in relation to this :: 


‘subject? Would the gentleman have had the , 


| Executive call in direct terms for an appropria- || 


tion of $3,000,000, the expenditure of which was 
to becommitted to his discretion? Ipresume not: : 
Would he have had the Executive, after having 
: communicated, through his Departments, the pre- 
cise condition of our Navy, the state of our forti- 
; fications, the amount of our ordnance, and every 
: information necessary for the action of Congress, 


i! gone further, and in this méssage, have stated 


that the further sum of $3,000,000 is now required | 


‘| to arm our fortifications, and to have in readiness | 
: such a naval force as the exigene 
|, demanded ? 
i! properly submitted the whole matter to Congress, ` 


of the times , 


I trust not. The esident had 


| leaving it with them to do whatever they should 


He had stated in his message at the opening of 
Congress what particular measures he considered | 
advisable. In his last message he left, where it 
should have been left, the whole matter with the 
Congress of the United States; and yet we are | 
told that we have had no Executive communica- | 
tion upon this subject, and on this ground the ` 
appropriation was opposed—on this ground it 
was successfully resisted by the Senate. The 
position of the gentleman, that this appropriation 
was opposed on the ground that it did not come 
recommended by executive authority, strikes 
me to be wholly untenable—it proves too much. 
The appropriation was $3,000,000 for fortifica» 
tions, ordnance, and increase of the Navy— 
opposed, and successfully opposed, says the gen- 
tleman, for the reason that it was without execu- 
tive recommendation. Well, sir, was there any | 
executive recommendation for the substitute re- | 
ported by the committee of conference? Thè 
gentleman certainly assented to that report; he 
was himself the chairman of that committee. I 
am unable to see any real difference between the 
amendment of the House ‘to the fortification bill 
and the i ae of the committee of conference, | 
except in the amount, and except? also, that the 
expenditure of the $3,000,000, in whole or in 
art, was left to the discretion of the President. 
he sum recommended by the committee of con- 
ference was an absolute and unconditional appro- 


priation. 


ii the committee of conference. 


| ence tostrike out the 


But itis proper here to remark, that the expend- 
iture of the three millions, in whole or in part; 
left to the discretion of the President, was not 
particularly excepted to by the gentleman from 
Massachusetts. If,then, the great objection really 
was, that the appropriation of three millions had 
not the sanction of the Executive authority, that 
it was not recommended by the President or by 
either of the Departments, does not the same ob- 
jection apply with equal force to the report of the 
committee of conference? Where was the author- 
ity for reporting as an additional appropriation 
for arming the fortifications of the Unite States 
$300,000? We had passed the fortification bill, 
we had introduced into that bill all the appropri- 
ations which were recommended to us, and which 
we considered necessary and expedient. And 
how, then, did it happen that a further sum of 
$300,000 was proposed? Notin pursuance of any 
executive recommendation, says the Senator, but 
solely in pursuance of the recommendation of the 
committee of conference. The same committee 
proposed, as an additional appropriation for the 
repair and-equipment of the ships of the United 
States, $500,000. We had passed the usual bill 
for the naval service, and no such appropriation 
was then believed necessary or proper. How 
did it happen that this large appropriation was 
recommended at that particular time? Not in 
pursuance of any executive recommendation, the 
gentleman from Massachusetts contends. How 
then? Something must have occurred within:the 
short period which had elapsed between the pas- 
sage of the bill for the naval service, and the time 

: when this large additional appropriation was rec- 
| ommended and proposed. : 
| Isay, then, sir, there is no more, but just as 
much authority for the amendment to the fortifi- 
cation bill, as i ae by the House, as there 
was for the $800,000 proposed asa substitute by 
There was an 
influence—there was a reason—there was a con- 
; sideration for the action of the House; the same 
influence—the same reason—the same consider- 
ation must have operated upon the committee; and 
what was it, sir? What induced the House to 
propose an appropriation of $3,000,000 at the time 
it did? What induced the committee of confer- 
$3,000, 000, and to substitute 
ee for this is all the real essential difference 
etween the action of the House and the action 
of the committee. Task what had occurred to 
induce this action of the House, and this action 
of the committee? The answer is at hand: it 
was. the message of the President of the 26th 
of February, 1835, giving information of the 
posture of our affairs with France; of the deter- 
mination of the executive, in the event that the 
Chamber of Deputies should neglect to pass the 
bill of indemnity. Disguise it as you may, it 
was the then existing relations between the 
United States and France which called for this 
large appropriation. It was our defenseless mar- 
itime frontier; it was the unarmed state of our 
fortifications; it was our unpreparedness to meet 
a eyes contingency, which induced the House 
of Representatives, upon the communication of 
that message, in the exercise of its proper dis- 
cretion, to propose an appropriation of $3,000,000, 
to be expended in a certain way, if the expend- 
iture should, in the discretion of the President, 
become necessary. It was the same consider- 
ation which induced the committee of conference 
to substitute. the sum of $800,000 in lieu of the 
$3,000,000. Then, Mr. President, I cannot fail 
to come to the conclusion, that the first ground 
of objection made’ by the Senator from Massa- 
chusetis was not well taken. That the facts 
showed clearly, that we were not only not without 
executive recommendation in this matter, but that it 
was the executive’s communication which produced 
the action of the House, and I presume also the 
action of the committee of conference. 

The appropriation embraced in the amendment 
of the Hiss of Representatives to the fortifica- 
tion bill, which was rejected by the Senate, was 
a contingent appropriation—its expenditure con- 
fided to executive discretion; and f am unable to 
conceive what more could have been done by the 
executive, with reference to this subject, than was 


done. From my examination, I have not been 
able to find a precedent where the executive has 
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£ mae ele a es i aa eae es ie Wend : 
done more than was done on this occasion. He || Mr. Lewis, from the conferces, then made a | -AN that I have to say with reference to this 
brought the subject-matter to the consideration of || report, as follows: i matter is, that I had no knowledge of any such 
| 


ie i $ . i 4 oe vo tye i ay i 
Congress. He confided in their diserction. He “The conferees had agreed to recommend to the respeer- | OCCUTrence, and if any such transaction ever did 


left it for Congress to do whatever they might | ive Houses, that the House of Representatives recede trom take place, let the authors and the abettors be 
think proper to do. He called for no definite—no |. its amendment containing an appropriation of three miilioas exposed, that the public indignation may rest 

Speier ot te tea Tr. caked e att | of dollars, to he expended in whole or in part, under the | where it should rest. If it be scandal, pitiful 
precise “ppropriauion, on asked a a distinct direction of the President, for the military and naval ser- | contemptible geal seandal then ee the 
action on the part of Congress. Such a course | vice, including fortitications and ordnance, and increase of contemptible, miserable scandal, : > 
would, in niy view, have been wrong. He com-: the navy, and that, in licu thereof, the bill be amended by odium rest on its malignant author, be he whom 
mitted wisely, judiciously—properly committed— inserting therein the following, viz: he may. : 
the whole matter to Congress, relying that every | As an additional appropriation, the sam of three hun- The Senator from Massachusetts, speaking of 


ce $ 4 dred thousand dollars shali be appropriated far arming the y . . . 

measure Wou'd be adopted which the honor, the — fortifications of the United Sates, over and above thesums the course of the President in relation to a vote 

safety, the interest of the country demanded. provided in this act; and that the sum of five hundred | of the Senate indefinitely postponing the nomina+ 
Mr. Husaarp here gave way to a motion for 


thousand dollars shall be, and hereby is, appropriated for | tion of a Judge of the Supreme Court, remarked 
an adjournmént.] 


i 
1 
| ea biel and Sqipment orme see or war or the uni '& that this vote of the Senate was carried to thé 
3 a | sums to be paid out of Any eons ia Ke Treamiry notother- | President’s room by: the Secretary of the Senate, H 
W ` i - | and the “ President told the Sccrétary that it was 
| } y 
| 


Weowespar, January 20, 1836. whe i Lege d by th fi in liew of the | « th h twel ’clock, and 

z : : j e item proposed by the conferees in lieu more than an hour past twelve o’clock, an 

Mr. HUBBARD. When the Senate adjourned | amendment of the House was then read, and the question «that he could edie p farther communieations 

lastevening, I had submitted all the remarks which | was stated, that the House do adopt the same; when it was | from the Senate, and immediately after, as I have 
- "F. 3 


I had intended to have bmitted in relation to : objected that a quorum was not present; and, thereupon É ; 
have sybmi | Mr. CAMBRELENG and Mr. Lewis were appointed tellers to ‘understood, left the Capitol. The Secretary 


the ee a e ore ts Cd i return the oure ; and the Hone being counted, the tellers ‘brought back the paper containing the certified 
articularly upon the fortification bill, as it has ` Dee NAN eee ee =: ‘copy of the vote of the Senate, and indorsed 
nen familiarly called in the course of this debate. | The Senator from Virginia, in thé conclusion ‘ thereon the substance of the President a answer, 
{ had endeavored to answer the first ground of - of his speech, remarked, ‘‘ Why or how it hap- ‘ and also added that, according to his own watch, 
objection taken by the Senator from Massachu- «pened that the result of the compromise was ‘it was a quarter past one o'clock. ; 
seits in his opposition to the amendment of the ‘not reported to the House of Representatives; “There are two views, sir, in which this oc+ 
House to that bili. I can assure the Senate thats ` why or how that House was induced to sufera “currence may well deserve to be noticed. One 
in doing what I have done, in-doing what I have | ‘bill of that importance to be lost by its own in- “is a connectron which it may perhaps have with 
to do, 1 have felt impelled by a sense of duty | į action, he did not pretend to know; he had heard ‘ the loss of the fortification bill; the other is its 
which I owed to my constituents, to myself, as ~ epee: and he had his opinan or con- * general importance, as in odie a new rule, 
well as to the last House of Representatives, of | „Jectures, mt 1t was not proper or decent, it -or a new practice, respecting e intercourse 
which T wasa member, Whethcr L have: bean would be disorderly to say what he suspected.” $ between the President and tht Houses of Con- 
able to set history right touching the proceedings : For one, Mr. President, | know not, I cannot . ‘gress on the last day of the session. 
of the two Houses of the late Congress on the last | Conecive, to what the Senator refers, unless it be , ‘On the first point. I shall only observe that 
evening of their session, leave for others to-de- ` to an allegation made about the time through the ‘the fact of the President having declined to 
cide. lt has been my purpose faithfully to state | public journals. What reliance could be placed | * receive this communication from the Senate, 
the facts in the order:in which they transpired, | UPON that statement, may be gathered from a {and of his having left the Capitol, was immedi- 
It cannot be denied that tho, fortification bill was | publication inserted in one of the newspapers in ‘ately. known in the House of Representatives; 
lost; it had passed the House of Representatives. | the city of Philadelphia, made ‘as Tate as the Ist ‘that it was quite obvious that he could not re- 
it had passed the Senate with amendments; those | of May last. I have subjoined the following ex- k ceive a communication from the Senate, neither 
amendments were principally concurred in, one | ‘Tact from the National Gazette.” The. charge , * could he reccive a bill from the Beue Or Rep 
was agreed to with an amendment, and the con- made, and the answer. to the charge, are infer- , * resontatives for his signature. It was equally 
sequent action of the two Houses upon the sub- able, from a persual of the extract: , : : obvious that if, under these circumstances, the 
ject of this last amendment, proposed -by the [From the National Gazette.] « House of ha aA oped ners tothe 
Jouse of Representatives, terminated in the sac- |! « Last week we gave, in an editorial article, a statement | < PE LIC o7- tne commitee aN an es 
rifice of the bill itself. | of the causes of the failure of the fortification bill at the last the bill should pass, it must, nevertheless, fail to 
i i ress. i ` | é become a law for want of the Presidont’s sig- 


It is but an act of justice to the chairman of |. session of Congress. That statement was derived from per : pt es 
the committec of conference on the part of the | Several highly respectable sources; we believed it to be nature; and that, in that case, the blame of losin 


correct, and we are sure that the particulars were deemed |. “the bill, on whomsoever else it might fall, coul 
ouse, to say, that.so late was the hour of the Ain infi z ; $8 8 , 
H > Ys certain by the informants. In. substance, it had appeared | «< not be laid upon the Senate.” F piee 


| 
f é . | * 
tion of tl in other newspapers ; and as tI s fortification | : : ; 
night, so determined was a portion of the House, | in papers; an le loss of the fortification li What does this statement of the gentlemi 


t nstitutional power of that body had bill was a serious wrong and evil, we endeavored to ascer- |' : Suwa : . : 
that the co onal. power of Y tain the real history of “the ease. Yesterday we reccived | Show? One fact most distinctly, that this com- 


ceased long before the chairman, came in with his | from Mr. Forsyth, the Secretary of State, a letter,in which |: munication from the Senate was made as late as 
report, thatit was in my opinion utterly out of |! the statement ia contradicted in the part that relates tohim | » quarter past one of the clock in the morning of 
his power, and out of the power of any other | and Mr. Vau Buren. We subjoin the text of his contra- |i. q P PoS 
, ; the 4th of March. Another fact, also, is drawn 
> 


> : ; iah; | diction: X : 
person, to have induced any action of the House | “g ©The course pursucd by Mr. Cambreleng iz imputed, | from this statement, that the circumstance was 


upon the subject of that report; for this plain <in that article, to advice given to him by Mr. Van Bures | immediately known in the House of Representa- 
reason that a large and respectable number of that | «and myself, to prevent the responcibiiity of the failure of © tives, and that it produced an influence upon that 
j J 


House conscientiously believed (if their declara- | ‘the bill from falling upon the President of the United : . i : 
tions be credited) ae the ren right, under | < Sites Tam sorry to be obliged to inorm you that your body, in relation to their proceedings on the re- 
he C Sen y. bject of legi í paper has been made the instrument of an imposition upon port of the committee of conference. The fact 
the Constitution, to act upon any subject o legis- | ‘the public. The statement, as regards Mr. Van Buren ' that the President had refused to receive a com- 


i — i 1 i self, isi pry res 297 7 s 
lation—they believed that their functions had |. «and myself, is in every respect untrue “munication from the Senate at a quarter past one 


ena This ae BBs ae ou Ge, I. res With reference to this-groundless charge, Mr. . o'clock, says the gentleman, was known in the 
A : yaer ay, of 2 t kis colles 9 e CamsreLene himself addressed a letter, which I House of Representatives, and influenced the ac- 
ANg AISO Ol ONE -OF MOTE 01. MIE COLCIEUSR: US | also subjoin: : tion of that body, with reference to the report of 


opinion, whether right or wrong, intlucneed the 


‘Mans ISE i | the committee of ; = 
course of many members of that House. The “Mansion House, March 31, 1835. | eof conference; and for what pür 


gentleman from Georgia, to whom I have referred, | “ To the Editor of the National Gazette : | pose? To save the President from the blame which 


stated in his place, before even. the committee of ' «Smr: On my arrival in this city, I find, in the National would arent) attach to htm, in the event that the 
conference was organized, that the hour of twelve Gazette of the 27th instant, an editorial article which ap- | report should be agreéd to—the bill should pasa, 
had ived. Bef i ’ ; id 1 “ | pears to be founded upon information derived from some | and his signature should be withheld. This is 
had arrived. Before the committee could have | of ‘the most respectable members of the House,’ and | certainly an assumption somewhat extravagant 
even agreed upon any report, Mr. Jarvis, of |: ‘Senators, too, of the highest character,’ concerning the | png extraordi T} th docs not tell 
Maine, offered a resolution ‘thatthe hour having | Proposed appropriation of three millions, and the fortitica- | nary. he gentleman does not te 

arrived when the term for-which this House was | "°. bill. | us how the President became acquainted with the 


A : .. “In regard to the notice I gave the House. of my inten- | then condition of the fortification bill, or how the 
elected has expired, we do now adjourn.” I! tion to move to lay the third resolution on the table,as I; House became informed of the decision of the 
aay, then, sir, in justice to the chairman of the | proposed to offer an amendment to the fortification bill, | President, in refusing to receive the communica- 
committee, that there was no quorum of the RP aciaiee a Conditiona, appropriation of three millions for | |e the Senate. I had supposed, from the 
House in attendance; which fact was ascertained the cfouse of the country, it is stated in thearticle referred ate. ae cay t 
etheve d Hash to that ‘it is denied by some of the most respectable mem- | remarks of the gentleman from Virginia, as well 
by taking the yeas and nays, as well as by tellers, || ‘bers of the House, who were in positions to know what |’ gs from the remarks of other gentlemen, that it 
after he came into the House with the report of |: ‘passed; that any such notice was heard, or heard of, in | yg contended that this report of the committee 
i Wi : ij- |i ‘the House. Senators. of the highest character, aver | : 
the committee of conference. And, Mr. Presi 5 1005 ngne e l of conference was made to the two Houses be- 


eS f i &that they were not apprised of it.? I regret, sir, that you 
dent, after the message of the Senate was com- |) should have been impoxed upon, no doubt unintentionally, | fore the hour of twelve o’clock, and therefore 


municated to the House— | by anthonity ao rerpnetalile. By referring to the-filosof the | shauld' have been acted on. I now learn from 
` i ! Globe è i i ` 

“Mr. CamBRELENG, the chairman of the conferees on | ie ein Bee basen Gece WaN AOA E ar the statement of the gentleman, that as late as a 
the ve of mis sourt, tien Aa ana pe that he de- || have been misunderstood, and in ampi? time to have given | quarter past one o’clock the determination of the 
clined to make a report of the proceediigs‘or te committee |: the information to every member of both Houses. President was known; and that scaled the fate of 
of conference atoresaid, on the ground that, from the vote |} : z s A ae pan e 
on the resolution granting compensation to Robert P. . the bill. Sir, this is far-fetched. The decision of 
Letcher, pea vòte peat oe atthe time the cominittee A majority of the. House, with reference to the 
returned into the House from the conference, it was ascer- Se re ela $ : Tools Pha BRadiony Int i erence to every other 
tained that a qnorum was not present, and further, tiat he |, unequivocally false, whether founded or not on the sam> a. biH, and * tne d determined lone 
dectined to make the said report, on the ground that the |: temen of ‘the highest character.’ py pue measure, Was nxed and de ONS 
constitutional term for which this Hoase had been chosen jj > «g am, very shag kee. "i ; . before the hour of one o elock in the. morning. 
bad expired? — ` ; A E PS ye ; wC, C. Caknneiexa”. | The last public business which was done in the 
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Ə4ru Con 


House 
gage of the Cun 
sange of that bill many 
it was then twelve o'clock 
thetr votes accordingly; other gentlemen enter- 
tained a different opinion, and did vote on that 
bill. I did not, for one, believe that it then was 
twelve o'clock; my wateh did not so say: Tdid 
not believe that twelve o'clock had arrived when 
the committee of conference assembled in the 
committee room; but I must believe that before the ` 
committee reappeared in their respective places, 
that it was past the hour of twelve o'clock. And, 
sir, when the gentleman speaks of the decision of | 
the President, and of the etfect of that decision, ` 
he reverses the order of things; he sets forth a 
cause for an effect, when the effect had been pro- 
duced before the cause could have operated. He 
assigns a reason for an event, when the event had 
transpired before ever the reason existed. Sir, I 
cannot believe that one Congress can, with any 
propriety or countenance, continue to transact 
the public business of the country, after the com- 
mencement of the term of another Congress. I 
cannot believe that one executive can, with pro- 
priety, with a strict regard to the Constitution 
and the law, continue to do business after the 
election of another executive. I cannot believe 
that my predecessor could have continued to dis- 
charge the duties of his office after the commence- | 
ment of my term of office. 
Massachusetts says: 

«There is no clause in the Constitution, nor is 
‘there any law which declares that the term of 
“office of members of the House of Representa- 
‘tives shall expire at twelve o’clock at night, on 
‘the 3d of March. They are to hold two ycars, 
‘but the precise hour for the commencement of 
‘ that term of two years, is nowhere fixed by con- 
‘ gtitutional or legal provision. It has been estab- 
‘lished by usage and by inference, and very prop- 
‘erly established, that, since the first Congress 
© commenced its existence on the first Wednesda 
‘in March, 1789, which happened to be the 4th 
‘day of that month, therefore, the 4th day of 
‘March is the day of the commencement of cach 
“successive term; but no hour is fixed by law 
‘or practice. The true rule is, as I think, most 
“undoubtedly, that the session holden on the last 
‘day constitutes the last day, for all legislative 
“and legal purposes. While the session com- 
‘menced on that day continues, the day itself 
‘continues, according to the established practice 
“both of legislative and judicial bodies. This 
‘could not well be otherwise. If the precise mo- 
‘ment of actual time were to settle such a matter, 
‘it would be material to ask, who shall settle the 
“time? Shall it be done by public authority, or 
‘shall every man observe the tick of his own 
‘watch? If absolute time is to furnish a precise 
‘rule, the excess of a minute, it is obvious, would 
‘be ag fatal as the excess of an hour.”’ 

Now, sir, the very statement of the gentleman 
is, although the Constitution is silent upon this 
subject, although there is no law fixing the pre- | 
‘cise hour for the commencement of a Congres- i 
sional term, yet it has been established by usage | 
and by inference that the 4th day of March is - 
the day fixed on for the commencement of the 
term. Whether it be by positive enactment— 
whether it be by common law—by common : 
usage, it makes no manner of difference in prin- : 
ciple; one term ends when the other begins. The , 
Senator admits that the commencement of the | 
term is on the 4th of March. And when does 
the 4th day of March begin? Clearly when the’ 
3d day of March ends. It is strictly true, that | 
commencing with 1789, on the 4th of March of 
every second year thereafter a new Congress, àa 
new House of Representatives is elected—a new | 
Senate is organized for the public service. Tt fol- ; 
Jows, then, that the public functions of the pre- | 
ceding Congress must 
of the 3d of March—must have closed with the 
close of that day. Sir, suppose the President of 
the United States had calle 
gether, to meet at the Capitol, at one o’clock in 
the morning—suppose some extreme case had | 
occurred to have made such a call necessary and 
proper, who wouid have been entitled to have oc- 

supied these seats at that hour—the members of 
the old Senate, whose term of office had expired, 


ight, was the pas- | 


The gentleman from | 


have ended with the end | 


the new Senate to- |: 


i This is all, sir, that I wish to say upon the 
` subject of the functions of the last Congress, with 


the close of the third. Sir, the gentleman says 
it has not been unusual for both Houses to con- 
tinue in session after the hour of twelve o'clock 
at nicht on the third. This may have been so, 
and it may again occur, no one objecting; but 
does that fact settle the right? By no means. Do 
the Journals of Congress, do the acts upon the 
statute-book show that any business was ever 


transacted after the close of any congressional |! 


term? Never, never, sir. The acts passed all 
purport to be approved on the third —the Journals 
of both Houses show that all the business was 
done on the third. The official proceedings of an 
expiring executive never bear date after the 3d 
of March. The true rule is, the Senator says, 
that the session holden on the last day constitutes 


the last day for all legislative and legal purposes, : 
while the session commenced on that day con- | 
itself continues. Then, sir, if the į! 


tinues, the day 
two Houses shall assemble on the 3d of March, 


and shall continue in session without adjourn- | 


ment, until the fourth at mid-day, it is to be re- 


garded as a session on the third, and therefore . 


constitutional, 

Well, sir, by the same rule, may not the old 
‘ Congress continue in perpetual session? If they 
can continue in session one day beyond the pe- 
riod fixed for the close of the term, may they 
not two, upon the same principle? May they 
not weeks and months, upon the same principle? 
All that they would be required to do to legalize 


the transaction, would be to prevent any ad- :' 


journment; to suffer no such proceeding; to sce 
that the session, commenced on the third day, 
continues. While the session commenced on 
that day continues, according to the Senator’s 
doctrine, the day itself continues. A session, 
then, commenccd on the 3d of March, 1836, may 
be continued to the 3d day of March, 1837, with- 
out intermission; and according to the doctrine 
of the gentleman, it would be a session of the 3d 
of March, 1836, and therefore constitutional and 
obligatory. Sir, I cannot yield my assent to 
any such doctrine; there is a fixed, a known, a 
well-established time, for the termination of one 
Congress, and for the commencement of another; 
and there is no conceivable time between the two 
periods. Whenever the third of March ends, 
the fourth of March begins. It is the natural 
division of time; there should be no fractional 
part of aday. Whenever the term of one Con- 
gress ends, the term of the next begins. This 
is common sense; this has been the usage, the 
common law of the land since the meeting of the 
first Congress in 1789. The authority of this 
regulation cannot be impaired at this late day of 
our history by any construction which ingenuity 
can devise. Sir, we are not without book upon 
this subject; the subjoined extract from the Jour- 
nals of the first Congress shows what was then 
done; the history of the legislative proceedings 
of the several States show that they have strictly 
conformed to the resolution of the first Congress 
in relation to this matter: 
| «30th of April, 1790.—Mr. Benson, Mr. Clymer, Mr. 
! Huntington, Mr. Moore, and Mr. Carroll, were appointed a 
: committee, on the part of the House, to report ‘ when, 
: taccording to the Constitution, the terms for which the 
| © President, Vice President, Senators, and Representatives 
: Shave been respectively chosen, shall be deemed to have 
| £ commenced.’ 
| 2th May.—Mr. Benson made a report. ; 
; “34th May.—The Senate informed the House they had 
| agreed to the report. 
| ‘18th May.—The House agreed to the resolution re- 
ported, which is in these words: 
‘6 That the terms for which the President, Vice Presi- 
| € dent, Senate, and House of Representatives of the United 
: © States were respectively chosen, did, according to the 


i «so the Senators of the first class, and the Representatives, | 
¢ will not, according to the Constitution, be entitled to seats 
; éin the next Congress, which will be assembled after the 
© 3d of March, 1791.’ 

« August 9.—The Speaker was directed to transmit to | 
the executive authority of each State an authentic copy of | 
; the resolution of the 18th of May.” 


|] 
i 
i 
| 
l 
ii 


“Constitution, commence on the 4th of March, 1789; and `: 


posse 

of that measure. It would be of no avail for me 
-to say how its defeat might have been prevented, 

or to whose agency its final loss should be attrib- 

uted. Iwill not doit. My own opinion would 
: be worth no more than that of any other person. 
: I hope it would be worth no less. The American 
‘people will judge for themselves. With that 
_ judgment I shall be content. 

But, sir, while we mourn the demise of this bill, 
let us profit from this untoward occurrence—lIct us 
remedy the evil—let us now make full amends— 
let us ìn truth, one and all, be resolved, that we 
will now do our duty, and that the nation shall 
no longer sufferby our neglect. Ido,as sincerely, 
I trust, as any other man, lament the fate of the 
bill. It cannot but be regretted in every point of 
view. But, Mr. President, the grounds on which 
the amendment was opposed in the Senate onght 
to be examined and well considered, The grounds 
of objection as taken, must be regarded as mat- 

‘ters of no little consequence to those who were 
: its friends in the House of Representatives. It 
was objected to—it was onposedand successfully 
opposed mainly on constitutional grounds. If, 
‘then, the grounds of objection were well taken, 
it follows that those of us who supported the 
amendment infringed, by that act, the Federal 
Constitution. Now, sir, I wish to satisfy my 
: own people, if I can be so fortunate, that I am 
not obnoxious to this charge—that I have not 
advocated—that I have not supported this amend- 
mentin disregard of the provisions and injunctions 
of the Constitution. I must, therefore, still fur- 
ther examine the grounds of objection taken to 
this amendment. 

The Senator from Maryland remarked, that 
“ by reference to the proceedings of the Senate 
‘of last session, we shall find that, upon due 
« consideration, the Senate unanimously resolved 
‘that it was ‘inexpedient to adopt any legisla- 
‘tive measure in regard to the state of affairs 
‘with France.’ By looking at the history of 
‘the proceedings of the other branch of Con- 
‘ress, as now upon record, we find that the 
‘ House, so late as the 2d of March, after a full 
‘ view of all the dispatches sent by the Exccu- 
‘tive, unanimously decided that the ‘treaty 
‘with France shduld be maintained, and its 

‘execution insisted on,’ and said no more; and 
we sce also that a resolution, ‘That a contin- 
‘ gent preparation ought to be made to meet an 
i c emergency growing out of our relations with 
‘ France,’ introduced by the chairman of the 
‘Committee on Foreign Relations in that Flouse, 
«was by that chairman, on the same day, 2d of 
‘ March, laid upon the table, where it quietly re- 
‘ posed during the short remnant of the session.”’ 
-I have already stated how it happened that 
there was no action of the House on this con- 
tingent resolution proposed by the Committee on 
Foreign Relations; and if the Journals of Con- 
gress could contain a faithful record of the 
speeches, as well asof the votes of the members, 
there would be now no’ difficulty—there would 
be now no misapprehension in relation to this 
i whole matter. But, sir, in confirmation of what 
| I said yesterday, I would quote the declarations 
|: of Mr. CAMBRELENG, pabliched in one of the 
'i papers of this city, by the agency of the gentle- 
i men who act as reporters in Congress: 
| “Mr. Camprenenc said that it was his object to avoid 
_ debate on this question. If’ we were to have peace with 
| France, which he sincerely,hoped and expected, the less 
that was said the better; it war, the next Congress would 
have cnough to say upon the great question. As to the first 
| resolution, he cared not for the form, provided the substance 
|-eoutd be prescrved, and the rights and honor of the coun- 
' try be maintained. He would concur in any modification 


, Which the House might deem expedient. He should al-a, 
to secure unanimity, diseinbarrass the question of our rela 


i. tions with France, by relieving gentemen from the miser- 


able question concerning the Bank of the United States. 
His sole motive in introducing that subject was ta show not 
only to this country, but to France, that if driven into a 
war, we had the means of carrying it on without recourse 
| to taxes or loans. He proposed that the third resolution, 
| declaring that preparation ought to be made, should be laid 
upon the table,as he designed to take a more effective 
course. He should offer an amendment to the fortification 


a view to justify that body for the course they 
ursued in relation to the fortification bill. 
The Senate will pardon me for this digression. 


bill when returned from the Senate, appropriating one mil- 
lion for the Army, and two millions for the Navy, am case it 
should become necessary before the next meeting of Congress. 
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Thit ke understood would be all that was required by the ez- | 
e Dan hoot the Government. With these modifea- | 
tine. >o honed the resolution would meet the approbation 

of tre House”? : 

This proceeding, Pstated, must, in all probabil- 
ity have come to the Knowledge of the members 
of this branch of the Government. Certain the 
fact is, that it was that very proceeding —the vote 
to lay the contingent resolution upon the table— 
which induced the chairman of the same Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations to propose as an 
amendment to the fortification bill, the appropria- 
tion of the $3,000,000. 

The honorable Senator from Virginia has very 
distinctly stated his grounds of objection,—he 
regarded the amendment as an infraction of the 
Constitution. 

It was not the amount which alarmed either 
the Senator from Maryland or the Senator from 
Virginia. The Senator from Virginia has ver 
distinctly stated that his objections to the amend- 
ment were on constitutional grounds—that he re- 
garded, of course, the proposed amendment as an 
Infraction of the Constitution. The following 
extract from his speech, shows his views: 

‘The opposition to it was founded principally on consti- 
tutional grounds. It was objected that it was in fact a gen- 
eral vote of inoney to the Executive for the defense of the 
nanon, to be used at his absolute, unlimited discretion ; that 
the proposed appropnation was not sufficiently specific ; 
that the amendment would place this large sum of moncy 
in the President’s hands, with power to apply every dollar 
of it to whatever arm of the national detense he thought 
proper, and judge when defense would be proper; in other 
words, to determine the question of war or peace. 
objection was not so much to the amount, though no esti- 
mate had been laid before us, and we had nodata on which 
we could judge of the reasonableness of the appropriation. 
Nor was the objection rested on any distrust of the execu- 
tve in the exercise of sach a discretion.” 

The objection, then, of the Senator from Vir- 
ginia was, in substance, that the appropriation 
was too general-—too indefinite—not sufficiently 
specific. He did not distrust the executive in 
the exercise of the discretion confided to him. 
He made no objection to the amount of the ap- 
propriation; but it granted the executive a power 
too unlimited. The terms of the grant were too 
unqualified. This is also the second ground of 
objection assumed by the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts; and it is my object, before resuming 
my seat, to undertake to answer this objection. 
Before proceeding, however, to consider this ob- 
jection, I would, with reference to another ground 
of objection, and on which I have already sub- 
mitted some remarks, ask what, sir, has been the 
history of the legislation of Congress upon the 
subject of appropriations? What has been the 
course of both. Houses ever since the adoption , 
of the Conatitation’? I appeal to the Journals; 
I appeal to the recollection of those within the ' 
reach of my voice, for the correctness of what I 
now state, that three fourths of the bills appro- 
priating money from the Treasury originate in 
-are or-the other of the two Houses of Congress, 
not only without executive recommendation, but | 


without executive knowledge. Such bills have , 
never been opposed on the ground that they have : 


not been recommended, that they have not been 
urged by executive influence. 


such a character on the part of any executive | 


would, I trust, furnish good ground of objection. 
Such an interference would not, and should not, | 
be tolerated by the representatives of the people. 
1 would ask whether the Senator himself, when 
he recommended the large appropriation, when 
he procured the passage of a bill makin 
large appropriation for the adjustment and final | 
satisfaction of the claims of our citizens for | 
French spoliations peer to the year 1800, had 
the authority of Executive recommendation? | 
No, sir. In the nature of things it cannot so be. 
The Senator from Massachusetts has well and 
truly remarked, ‘‘that the two Houses, and es- 
-pecially the House of Representatives, are the 
natural guardians of the people’s money ;”’ “< they | 
are to keep it sacred, and to use ‘it discreetly.” 
And it is, sir, on this very ground that an appro- 
priation coming voluntarily, unasked, and unin- 
fluenced, from the Representatives of the Pepe: | 
carries with it a stronger claim før support than | 
any appropriation would when proposed by cx- 
‘ecutive recommendation. 


A proceeding of | 


thet ` 


ral guardians of the people’s mon 
cise of their sound discretion, on their responsi- 
| bility, ask for an appropriation, it strikes me as 
! novel, as extraordinary, as passing strange, that 
the Senate, the other branch of Congress, the 
coguardians, with the House of Representatives, 
of the poople’s money, should oppose it, because 
the appropriation is not called for b 
recommendation. 
This appropriation, sir, was asked, was con- 
stitutionally asked by the highest authority under 
our Government, It was asked by 


the House . 


ey, in the exer- || cated to the Senate; the state and condition of 


the country were alike known to them. 
I will now, Mr. President, proceed to notice 
the principal objection stated by the Senator from 
|| Virginia, and the last objection stated by the Sen- 
' ator from Massachusetts to the amendment. 
ii’ The gentleman from Massachusetts states his 


y executive . second objection to the amendment of the House 


i 


i to be, that ‘the Constitution declares that no 
money shall be drawn from the Treasury but in 
consequence of appropriations made by law.” 
What is meant by “appropriations?” Does this 


of Representatives; and if proper, if expedient, ` language not mean that particular sums shall be 


if necessary, it ought to have been granted. 

The view, then, which T have taken of this 
subject, has rendered that part of the message 
communicated to Congress at the commencement 
of the present session, unexceptionable. The 
appropriation was made in accordance with the 
views of the executive; not that the executive 
had in express terms asked for this appropria- 
uon. 

He had communicated by his message inform- 


ation upon the subject of our affairs with France; . ships, enlist seamen, and do anything an 


he had left it to the discretion of Congress to de- 
vise such measuresas they might deem expedient. 
The House of Representatives had proposed to 
appropriate conditionally $3,000,000, to be ex- 
pended upon certain objecta; if the President 
should consider the expenditure of the whole or 
a part called for. Such a disposition, then, of 


assigned by law to particular objects?—that the 
proposed appropriation was too general in its 
character? It was as general as language could 
make it. It embraced every expenditure that 
could be called either military or naval. It was 
to include “fortifications, ordnance, and increase 
of the Navy,” but it was not confined to, these. 
It embraced the whole general subject of military 


service. Under the authority of such a law, the 
President might repair ships, build ships, buy 
every- 


thing else touching the naval service, without 
restraint or control. 


“ He might repair such fortifications as he saw fit, and 
negicct the rest; arm such as he saw fit, and neglect the. 
arming of others; or build new fortifications whenever he 
chose. But these unlimited powers over the fortifications 
and the Navy constitute, by no means, the most dangerous 
part of the proposed authority; because, under that au- 


this subject, such a proposition was undoubtedly | thority, his power to raise and employ land forces was 


in accordance with the views of the executive, 
and was clearly, in my judgment, made neces- 
sary by the then existing circumstances. 


here is no mystification—there is nothing w 


extraordinary in that clause of the President’s 


message. 

What was the particular paragraph in the mes- 
sage of the President at the opening of the present 
session, which has provoked such severe animad- 
version? It is subjoined: 


“Much loss and inconvenience have been experienced 
in consequence of the failure of the bill containing the 
ordinary appropriations for fortifications, which passed one 
branch of the National Legislature at the last session, but 
was lost in the other. This failure was the more regretted, 
not only because it necessarily interrupted and delayed the 
progress of a system of national defense, projected immedi- 


ately after the last war, and since steadily pursued, ‘but , 


also because it contained a contingent appropriation inserted 


in accordance with the views of the executive in aid of | 
this important object, and other branches of the national : 
defense, some portions of which might have been most use- | 


fully applied during the past season. I invite your carly 
attention to that part of the report of the Secretary of War 
which relates to this subject, and recommend an appropri- 
ation sufficiently liberal to accelerate the armament of the 
fortifications, agreeably to the proposition submitted by him, 
and to place our whole Atlantic sea-board in a complete 
state of defense. A just regard to the permanent interests 
of the country evidently requires this measure, but there 
are also other reasons which, at the present juncture, give 
it peculiar force,and make it my duty to call to the subject 
your special consideration.” 


. from the message, except that which speaks of 
the regret entertained for the loss of the fortifi- 
cation bill, because ‘‘ it contained a contingent 


views of the Executive.” And what is the 
ae straight-forward English of this clause ? 
„That the Executive madc an official communica- 
tion to one branch of Congress, which he with- 
held from the other? 
He might, or he might not, have said, that to 
make such an appropriation, under existing cir- 
gumstances, would be all that Congress could do. 
He might, or he might not, have said, that such 
a contingent appropriation would, in all ri 
ability, meet the exigency of the times., But it 
cannot be said that it is inferable that he exerted 
his official influence to procure the passage of that 
appropriation. He had laid the subject before 
| both Houses of Congress upon which the amend- 
| ment was predicated, and this was all that he had 
i done. And when his message, at the opening of 
| this session, speaks this, that the appropriation 
was in accordance with his- views, fe says no 
; more and no less than that the action of the House, 
‘upon this subject, met his approbation. The 
i Senate had the same lights upon this subject with 
which the House were favored. It was the mes- 
sage of the 26th of February. It was the state 


When the Representatives of the people; when 


the popular branch of our Government, the natu- ! 


and condition of the country which induced the 


rob- | 


I shall not notice any other partof this extract | 


‘| appropriation, inserted in accordance with the | 


By no manner of means. | 


i 
i 


| 
| 
| 
| 
i 


|: the amendment was not sufficiently 


equally absolute and uncontrolled. He might levy troops, 
| embody a new army, call out the militia in numbers to suit 
' his own discretion, and employ them as he saw fit.” 
The first answer to this objection is, that if it 
as too general in its character—if it was not 
sufficiently specific, it would have been clearly 
within the power of the Senate to have made its 
phraseology entirely unexceptionable. 

Not that the Senate could have offered any 
amendment to the amendment of the House, be- 
cause that was but an amendment to the amend- 
ment proposed by the Senate to the fortification 
bill. But if the Senator from Massachusetts had 
excepted to the terms of the resolution, he could 
have effected his object most readily by asking a 
conference at the time he made his motion to 
adhere; there would then have been a sufficient 

, time to have accomplished any such purpose, 
' The friends of thisamendment inthe House were 
| not so very tenacious of the style and phraseology 
| that they would not have made any alteration 
| whatever, if they could have secured the object, 
| the appropriation for fortifications, for ordnance, 
and for the increase of the Navy. Therefore, 
; there could have been no difficulty in making the 
terms of the amendment perfectly unexception- 
' able, entirely conformable to the taste and to the 
| judgment of the Senator himself. 
| The gentleman has favored us with his con- 
struction of that clause of the Constitution which 
provides that no money shall be drawn from the 
: Treasury but in consequence of appropriations 
| made by law. Clearly so, sir; but would it not 
<: have been an appropriation by law, if the public 
money had been set apart for any purpose, with 
the approbationof the oy Aisin of the peo- 
i ple and of the States in Congress assembled? Is 
‘not Congress to decide for what purposes the 
|, public money shall be appropriated? I have yet 
to learn that, if the amendment as adopted by 
i the House had passed into a law, that the law 
| could have been regarded as unconstitutional, for 
' the reason that the appropriation in the terms of 


pecite: ` 

The amendment states, with perfect distinct- 
| ness, the amount to be appropriated. It defines 
the objects upon which the appropriation shall 
be expended, if expended at all, and it clearly 
sets forth on whose responsibility, and at whose 
accountability, the expenditure should be made, 
What more could be re uired ? The amount— 
the object—the accountability, well defined. The 
Senator says, “it was as general as language 
could make it.”’ Isit so,sir? Lask, what would 
be the fair, straightforward construction which 
would be given to the amendment of the House? 
It proposes an appropriation of $3,000,000 for 
the saititery and naval service, including ‘‘ fortifi- 


appropriation; that message was alike communi- !! for those objects: one. 


cations, ordnance, and increase of the Navy;’’ in 
other words, it proposes for thosé objects, and 
i No one charged with 
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ution of a Jaw containing, in precise 


the exec ve 
ation—no one, to whom 


presume to lay ou 
proation except up 
enumerated in the 
ordnance, and increase of tre Navy. : y 
ment had not contained the word “ inetuding,”” 
there would be no room for doubt. If the 
amendment, instend of the word © including,” 
had used the word meaning, there could be no 
doubt. . , = 

la my apprehension, then, without committing 
any violence upon language, such a construction, 
plain, common-sense construction, could be fairly 
made as tothe amendment, which would, in efect, 
entirely exempt it from the objection stated by the 
Senator. But take it as it is—in its broadest 
sense—and accept the description of the Fenater 
from Massachusetts, “that it is as general as lan- 
guage could make w hes it is no departure from 
the authority of precedents. Our statute-beoka 
are replete with appropriations as general, as un- 
defined, as unlimited, as the appropriation pro- 
posed by the amendment of the House to the for- 
tification bill. I will here give to the Senate 
precedents, to show what has been the legislation 
of Congress upon this subject ever since the adop- 
tion of the Constitution. At the very first session 
of Congress, immediately after the adoption of the 
Constitution, when its provisions must have been 
familiar to every man who composed that assem- 
bly, an appropriation bill was passed, and ap- 

roved by Washington himself, for the service 
of the year 1789, from which I make the follow- 
ing extract: 

t That there be appropriated for the service of the près- : 
ent year, a sam not exceeding 2216,000. for defraying the ' 
expenses of the civil list under the late and present Govern- 
ment; a sum not exceeding $137,000, for detraying the ex- , 
penses of the Department of War.” 

And on the 2d of March, 1801, an appropria- 
tion bill was passed, and approved by the then 
President, from which I make the following ex- 
tract: ; 

“For the fortification of ports and harbors within the 
United States, the sum of §200,00u. For the fabrication 
of cannon and small-arms, and the purchase of ammuni- 
tion, being the balance of appropriations unexpended, 
which have been carried to the surplus fund, £400,000.” 

It would scem that no language could be used - 
more general, less specific, than the language | 
used in the two preceding extracts, and the appro- | 
priations proposed by them as unlimited as the 
appropriation proposed by the amendment in | 
question. Ret 

The Senator has.referred to the doctrines of 
Mr. Jefferson upon this subject, and asks, ‘what 
“have the friends and admirers of Mr. Jefferson | 
‘to say to this ‘appropriation? Have they for- 
‘gotten, all forgotten, and wholly abandoned | 
‘even all pretense for specific appropriation? If 
‘not, how could they sanction such a vote as 
‘this??? There is nothing in the writings of the 
individual to whom the Senator has referred, con- 
veying a sentiment that an appropriation like the 


mg 
> 


j 
i 
i 


j 


one proposed by the House in their amendment, l 


isan infringement of the Constitution. In his 
first message to Congress, he holds that—* In our 
“care, too, of the public contributions intrusted | 
t to our direction, it would be prudent to multipl 
‘barriers against their dissipation, by appropn- 
‘ating specific sums to every speci c purpose 
“susceptible of definition; by disallowing all ap- 
‘plications of money varying from the appropri- 
‘ation in object, or transcending it in amount; by 
¥reducing the undefined field of contingencies, 
‘and thereby circumscribing discretionary powers 
‘over money, and by bringing back to a single 
‘department all accountabilities for money where 
‘the examination may be prompt, efficacious, 
*and uniform.” 
~ ‘The whole amount of the doctrine of Mr. Jeffer- 
gon was, as deducible from the preceding extract, 
that specific appropriations should be encouraged 
with a view to a corrésponding accountability. 
Examine the proposed amendment of the House, 
and there is no doubt that there is not only “ de- 
signation of object,” but a clear accountability ; 
created. The purpose of Mr. Jefferson is well 
secured by the appropriation contained in the 
amchdment of the House. But we are not with- 
‘out authority, even in the days, and undér the 


i 
1 


in what they should. not—confiding the whole 
expenditure to the executive. In 1803 a bill 
passed, appropriating ‘ for fortifications, arsenals, 
magazines, and armorics, $109,696 €8;”’ and in 
1807, Congress passed an act, whieh was ap- 
proved by Mr. Jeferson, as general and as unde- 
fined as the amendment in question. It gave to 
the President authority to expend the whole ap- 
wopriation upon what port or upon what har- 
ee he might please. He had power to expend 
it in fortifving the harbors upon the lakes, or in 
protecting the ports upon the sea-board. There 
was one all-important and essential ingredient in 
every apprepriation, clearly preserved; and that 
was accountability to Congress—responsibility 
to the nation. Precisely so in the amendment to 
the fortification bill, as proposed by the Honse. 
It not only fixed the sum, and, with sufficient 
degree of certainty the objects, but a clear re- 
sponsibility—a direct accountability upon the 
person charged with the expenditure. I would 
ask any candid person to show the difference be- 
tween the following appropriations, made by Con- 
gress in 1807: ‘That a sum of moncy, not ex- 
© ceeding one hundred and fifty thousand dollars, 
‘in addition to the sums heretofore appropriated, 
“be, and the same is hereby appropriated, to en- 
‘able the President of the United States to cause 
‘the ports and harbors of the United States to be 
‘better fortified and protected; and that con- 
tained inthe amendment of the House. 

As late as 1812, when the honorable Senator be- 
fore me (Mr. Carnory) was in Congress, aiding 
with all the powers of his mind to advance the in- 
terest, by maintaining the honor of his country— 
an appropriation bill was passed, providing, ‘‘that 
‘the sum of $500,000 be, and the same is hereby 
‘ appropriated, in addition to the sums already 
‘appropriated, for the purposes of fortifying and 
‘defending the maritime frontier of the United 
‘States; and that the same be paid out of any 
‘moneys in tlie Treasury not otherwise appro- 
t priated.”” 

No proposition could be more general in its 
terms, no one could be more comprehensive in its 
objects. It embraced the whole subject of fortify- 


ing and defending the maritime frontier of the |; 


United States, in just the way and manner the Ex- 
ecutive should determine. 
ly opposed in the House of Repre 
was finally passed by a large rhajority, and amon 
those voting for this appropriation will be foun 
the name of the Senator before me; and also the 
name of Mr. Randolph, of Virginia, whose views 
upon constitutional power are well known. If 
possible a still more undefined and unlimited ap- 
, priation was made under the same Administra- 
tion, providing “ That the sum of $500,000 be, 
| cand the same is hereby appriated, in addition to 
t the sums already appropriated, for the purposes 
‘ of fortifying and defending the ports, harbors, 
| ‘and maritime frontier of the United States. ”? 
From the cases cited, from the precedents which 
have been referred to, there seems to be no lack 
of authority for the proceeding of the last House 
of Representatives upon this subject. There is 
an indispensable necessity growing out of the 
complicated and multifarious business of Con- 
gress to make general appropriations, confiding 
the expenditure to persons of responsibility. It 
is not the sum of an undefined appropriation which 
| makes it unconstitutional. If you appropriate 
$10,000 for contingencies without speci! ying any 
object, it ie ne as, and nomore, unconstitutional 
than it wou 
for like purposes. 


jepartment; and to every subordinate bureau 

under the Government, and to both Houses of 

Congress such appropriations are made. They 

are not specific—they could not be so, but are 
less constitutional? 


ne bill was strenuous- ° 
sentatives, but | 


d be if you appropriate $10,000,000 . 


Weare in the habit, year following year, of - 
anting money for contingent expenses to every | 


ee 
‘he very amendment proposed by the Senator | 
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i himself to the fortification bill has not the char- 
acter of a specific appropriation—* $100,000 for 
improving the defenses within the State of Mary- 
and.” 

In all these epproprinions the great principle 
to be preserved is accountability. No matier 
what may be the terms of an appropriation bill, 
keep alive a due responsibility in the expend- 
iture of the people's money, and you will not fail 
to preserve inviolate the letter and spirit of the Con- 
stitution. 

The Senator from Massachusetts, in conclu- 
sion, remarked, that. ho dare not prophecy how 
long the Senate could bear this partisan warfare; 
that unless there be an adherence to the consti- 
tational principles which the Senate have sus- 
tained—uuless “ we oan give to true principle its 
superiorily over party,” then there arc among 
the living those in the land who will record the 
last days of the Republic. Where does the Sen- 
ator perceive ground of apprehension? Where 
exists the cause of alarm? Not in the spirit of 
enterprise which is abroad in the land. Not in 
the unexampled prosperity of our common coun- 
try. Not in the extraordinary success which 
crowns the efforts of every class of our citizens. 
Not in the elevated character and condition of 
the moral, religious, and literary institutions of 
the Union. ‘These realitics are within the range 
of every man’s observation. It would indeed be 
difficult to imagine where arc concealed ‘the fires 
which are to consume the free institutions of the 
Republic. SS at 

It would, indeed, be difficult to imagine where 
exist the imminent dangers which are besctting 

us and threatening to involve in one common 
ruin the labors, the intelligence, the experienco 
of half a century: Where is the destroying 
wave, the overwhelming cataract? Mr. Presi- 
dent, there is more fancy than fect, more poetry 
than prose in the description of surrounding dan- 
ers. Weare constantly reminded of the great 
cohtest now waging between power and liberty; 
we are told, day following day, of violations of the 
constitutional compact. But, thanks be to Heaven, 
the country is safe, the people prosperous and 
happy. hen the Senator adverts to the un- 
tiring efforts of the Senate to maintain sacred and 
„inviolate “ the stetn and sturdy principles of the 
Constitution,” docs he intend to say that the 
other branches of the Government are less faith- 
‘ful in the way of duty? Will he assert that the 
Representatives of the people disregard the pro- 
visions of that instrument? Sir, I cannot believe 
it. The frequency of elections is the political 
‘| thermometer in the hands of the people by which 
the character and fidelity of every public servant 
is determined. If the Representative fails to exé- 
cute the trust confided to him, there will be no 
| failure on the part of the constituent in the dis- 
charge of his duty. f ' ; 

I am free to’ say, Mr. President, that I, for 
one, have no féars, no apprehensions, for the 
permanency of our institutions, for the peace and 
security of this Republic, and for the preservation 
and perpetuity of the Federal Constitution. Sir, 
Ido not believe that there are among the living 
those who will record its last days. There’ is 
too much intelligence, too much virtue, too much 
patriotism abroad in the land to warrant any such 
declaration, or to’ justify any such conclusion. 
I will not believe that there exists any party, in 
any section of our happy country, who would, 
if they could, sow the seeds of disunion; who 
could, if they would, produce a dismemberment 
of this Confederacy. The bond of union is too 

| strong to be severed by light causes. It is a 
union of interests, established by the services, 
‘and sealed with the common blood of our revo- 
lutionary fathers. Such an union will continue 
unbroken, undissolved, unimpaired, as long as 
virtue and intelligence shall find a resting-place 
in our land. P 

What remains to be done? What is the voice 
of wisdom and experience? What are the les- 
sons derived from history? All combine to teach 
us, in time of peace, of gencral tranquillity, to 
prepare for the greatest of all calamities — a 
What then remains for the Con- 
he representatives of 
ple, to do nowy 
hing less than 


“national war. 
i gress of the United States, t 
i mote than fourteen millions of peo 
‘| promptly and efficiently? Sir, not 
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and although we have incurred the expenses and 
thorgos of two protracted wars, yet we now 
present to the world the imposing, the great 
momi spectacle of a nation free from debt, rich 
in reseerecs, with a population zealous in the 
euse of popular rights; determined to maintain 
public liberty at every hazard: resolved that the 
Constitution of their choice shall never be sur- 
rendered, except with the surrender of honor—. 
of life—of everything sacred. Yet, sir, it is 9 
lamentable, a melancholy fact, that in our full 
tide of successful experiment, that in our day of 
unexampled prosperity, we have, year following 
year, been deaf to the voice of wisdom and ex- 
perience. We have not, in these days of our 
glory, prepared for that exigency, for that dread- 
ful seourer, for that dire calamity, which has 
occasionally happencd between sovereign nations 
since the commencement of time. We have not 
prepared for war. Sir, at this very moment our 
whole maritime frontier is defenseless. We have 
here and there a fortification, dilapidated and 
ruinous, without men and withoutguns. It is not 
yet, sir, sixty years since we declared ourselves a 
ree and independent people; and yet, one fifth 
part of that period we have actually been en- 
gaged in war with our mother country. 

Tt cannot be supposed that another sixty years 
will come without the occurrenre of some of 
those conflicting and embarrassing causes be- 
tween nations which tend to war. | would then, 
Mr. President, be prepared, be well prepared, for 
such an event. I would be prepared as a precau- 
tionary measure, as a preventive of that worst of 
all evils.. I would fortify every weak and vul- 
nerable point. I would strengthen the arms of 
national defense. I would increase our naval 

wer. Ina war with any transatlantic power, 
it would be our reliance—our security. Our 
ships of war should be increased as our wealth, 
our commerce, and our population increase. 
We should be ready in any possible emergency, 
on the shortest possible notice, to float a naval 
force sufficient to protect our commerce, and to 
maintain our honor, in every sea, and in every 
ocean. I would put our whole maritime fron- 
tier, by an unbroken chain of fortresses, well 
armed and well manned, in perfect security. I 
would render the country, from Maine to Florida; 
J would render our frontiers, from the lakes to 
the ocean, impregnable to any foreign encmy. 
And now, Mr. President, is the fit, the accepted 
time to carry on these great works for national 
security and defense. We äre supplied with an 
abundance of available rieans; we have given 
encouragement to one of the great interests of 
our country that we will not disturb a measure 
appertaining to that interest for half a dozen 
da yet to come. We are every day and every 

our adding to our resources. There cannot, 
then, be a more opportune period for ‘completing 
the great works for national defense and for na- 
tional security. Such expenditures would cement 
more strongly the bond of national union, would 
fasten together the ties and the cords of this great 
confederacy. ‘The Senator from Massachusetts 
remarked, ‘‘that if the proposition were now be- 
‘fore us, and the guns of the enemy were battér- 


ting against the walls of the Capitol, he would || 


‘not agree to it.” Such a sentiment—such a feel- 
ing, I could not, if I would, entertain. France 
has her sixty sail hovering upon our coast—a 
fleet come hither to observe our course—to 
watch our movements, to see that we offend 
‘not her honor; and with such realities, could an 
American Senate long debate about an appro- 
priation which necessity, imperious necessity, 
demands? Should we stand here to inquire of 
each other, whether the appropriation came to us 
upon the eens of executive recommendation; 
should we stand here to criticise the terms of the 


grant—whether they be general, or whether they 
be specife? No, sir. We should do our duty— | 


our whole duty—regardless of form, untrammeled 
by ceremony. We should look to the state of 


our beloved country; aseertain hier wants,acquaint ' 


ourselves with her condition, and 


kga d and 
energetically apply all the means wit 


abroad.” 


i 
i 


: tifieations, and the Indian de 
: o'clock cach day, except on 


Ho. or Reps. 


for her defonse—for her security. There should 


of my own State, should I fail to do all J can do 
for the defense and the permanent security of our 
country. The sacrifices of the fathers of the Rev- 
olution, the founders of this great Confederacy, 
remind me of my bounden duty to do all that I 
can do to preserve the inheritanee purchased by 
their valor, and preserved by their virtue. My 
own native State, whieh boasts of “her light 
infantry Poor, and of her Yorktown Scammel,”’ 
would rebuke me, should I hesitate to do all that 
I can do for the defense and permanent security 
of their beloved country. My own sense of duty 
would condemn me, should I suffer mysclf to be 
embarrassed by ingenious, si wer pe excep- 
tions to constitutional power. I will do my duty, 
when occasion requires, as the exigency of the 
times and the circumstances of the country may 
demand. I will do my duty, regardless of con- 
sequences, not doubting that I shall always find 
ample authority, suficient warrant in the Consti- 
tution for any and for every public act having for 
its object the preservation of the Confederacy, 
the defense, the permanent security of the country. 

Mr. President, we have nothing to fear from 
external or from internal enemies; from foreign 
collisions, or from domestic excitement, if we, the 
representatives of the States and of the people, are 
faithful to the country, faithful to ourselves, faith- 
ful to the Constitution. The fidelity of the North 
will never tire; the patriotism of the South will 
never keep back.’ They will go together; they 
will on all occasions present an unbroken forec in 
resisting every enemy, and in putting down every 
excitement. Our southern friends may be assured 
that there is no disposition existing in the free 
States to break in upon the compromise of the 
constitutional compact to invade their rights of 
property. That slavery is regarded as a great 
evil by the philanthropist in every section, catinot 
be doubted; but that the good men of the North, 
that nineteen twentieths of het moral and of her 
physical power will, on all occasions, and at all 
times, be put in requisition, to dcfeat the madand 
visionary schemes of fanaticism, is alike free from 
doubt. l 

Let us, then, with a common feeling of patriot- 
ism, unite in the prosecution of this work of na- 
tional defense. Let us lay aside party considera- 
tions, and go forth in our might to do our whole 
duty for our country. Let us rally around the 
Government of our choice, and sustain and sup- 


port our institutions by the exertion of every | 


moral and intellectual power. a : 
Let us bear constantly in mind the injunction of 
one of the great political Fathers of the Republic, 


“That the preservation of the Federal Govern- . 


‘ment in its whole constitutional vigor, is the 
‘sheet-anchor of our peace at home and our safety 


NATIONAL DEFENSE. 


. DEFERRED HOUSE DEBATE. 
TUESDAY, January 26, 1836. 


Mr. MASON, of Virginia, from the Commit- 
tee on Forcign Affairs; reported the following 
resolution: : oe is : 

“ Resolved, That from and after Tuesday, the 2d day of 
February, the several bills making appropriations for the 
support of Government, the naval and military service, for- 

rtment, at ‘the hour of one 
ridays and Saturdays, shafl 
take precedence in the order of business, and shall be con- 
sidered until the same shall have passed the House.”? 

Mr. HARDIN rose to a point of order. He 
said it had heen the habit of standing committees 
to report resolutions in violation of what he con- 
ecived to be the spirit and intention of the rules. 
The present proposition could, with as much pro- 


in our power jj priety; have been submitted by the. Committee 


of Claims, upon which his honorable friend from 
; Ohio (Mr. Wurrtiesey] presided with so much 
‘ability and renown; and with equal propriety 
, could the Committee for the Districtof Columbia 
| report a bill settling the boundary between Ohio 
‘and Michigan. The Committee on Foreign Af- 
. fairs had undertaken to regulate the business of the 

House, and he hoped the question would be de- 
: cided, whether this innovation upon the rules and 

usages of the body was to be tolerated. He had 

been looking for such a resolution for a week 
. past, and he was not surprised when it was pre- 


: sented. 


"Mr. MASON said that the resolution reported 
from the Committee on Foreign Affairs did pro- 
ose to change, in some ‘respects, the order of 
business in the House. - He should have pre- 
. ferred that it should be decided without debate. 
It was an important proposition, and its purpose 
and object was to put it in the power of the 
House to act promptly upon the bills providing 
supplics for the support of Government,'and for 
the military and naval service. While he did 
not desire to avoid debate, it must be obvious 
that on this proposition beneficial discussion 
| could hardly be anticipated. 
: . He did not understand the precise form of ob- 
: jection which the gentleman from Kentucky made 
; to the resolution. Does he intend to dispute the 
authority of the Committee on Foreign Affairs to 
report such a proposition? Mr. M. would re- 
mind the House, that the President of the United 
States, in his message of the 18th of January, had 
used the following language: 


-« The return of our Chargé d’Affaires is attended with 
public notices of naval preparations on the part of France, 
destined for our seas. Of the cause and intent of these 
armaments, I have no authentic information, nor any other 
means of judging except such as are common to yourselves 
and to the public; but, whatever may be their object, we 
are not at liberty to regard them as unconnected with the 
measures which hostile movements on the part of France 
may compel us to pursue. They at least deserve to be met 
by adequate preparation on our part. I therefore strongly 
urge large and speedy appropriations for the increase of our 
Navy and completion of our coast defenses.” s 


This message was referred by the House. to 
the Committee on Foreign Affairs. Its recom- 
' mendation, thus referred fer examination, ren- 
dered it the imperious duty of the. committee to 
report the resolution that the House should, day 
|| after day, consider the bills of appropriation, or- 
ii dinary and extraordinary, and make the provision 
| for public defense called for by the exigencies of 
|| the country. : The committee, acting under the 
|| most solemn sanction,:had executed the instruc- 
l! tions of the Hause; and he could not believe that 
| the objection taken would be sustained. The 
i: usage of the House justified. the resolution, and, 

if ever there was a time when such a woning 

order was required by the public interests, Mr.M. 
thought all would agree that it was called for now. 

'.- Mr. HARDIN reduced his point of order to 

< writing, which wag, in substance, that the reso- 

' lution was not within the line of duty or juris- 
diction of the Committee on Foreign Affairs, but 

` belonged to the Select Committee on the Rules. 

: “The CHAIR decided the resolution to be in 
order; but that it must receive the vote of two 
thirds to pass it, inasmuch as it proposed to give 
precedence to certain business. Se 

i. Mr. BELL. said that the Chair having decided 

| that it was for the House to determine whether 

| the resolution was.in order or not; he supposed 
|| no member would appeal from the decision, and 

‘he would therefore proceed: to diseuss the expe- 

| dieney of adopting it... As to the question of or- 

dar Caid Mr. B,,) it is clear that the Committee 

i! on Foreign Relations has no more right to report 

' or offer such a resolution at this time than any 

| individual member of the House, or an other 

‘standing, or any select committee of -the. House. 

"If any committee had such a right under the rules 

i and practice of the House, it would be the Com- 

li mittee of Ways and Means. Such an order as 

| that embraced in the present resolution had been 

| resorted to heretofore, in relation to particular and 
separate bills on subjects: before the House, but 

: it had always, so far as his knowledge extended, 

| been done under such circumstances, as to com- 

| mand the gencral assent of the House, and then 
| it might be more properly said to be conceded 
| from courtesy and a general sense of the propriety 
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SENT hee ace r ll - 
thantrom any idea of authority |; 
i ‘away, for I mean nothing disrespectful—but, sir, 
the Navy bill was in turn laid down unfinished; 
and on the motion of the chairman of the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means, the bill for the relief 
of the New York sufferers by fire was taken up, 
and after speaking some days upon this bill, it 
was laid aside, according to the practice of the 
House; for this, sir, is now our practice. There 
is no remedy under the present rules and order 
of our proceedings. Every one must now sce 
and feel that every decision that is made by the 
Chair, or by the House, upon the rules, only 
makes ‘‘ confusion worse confounded. T know, 
sir, the embarrassment produced by this state of 
things. I know, sir, that an honest man in that 
chair must feel greatly embarrassed by the pres- 
ent state of the rules of the House. If he is par- 
tial, or prejudiced, or desires to favor one side or 
the other in the House, he has it completely in 
his power to do so; he has the command of the 
business of this House. Sir, I do not doubt that 
you feel this embarrassment. 

But to return to the subject. After the New 
York relief bill had taken its turn and been dis- 
cussed a day or two, what did we next see in this 
House? What did we sce on Friday morning 
last? Why, sir, on that morning, without wait- 
ing to receive reports from the standing commit- 
tees of the House, a most necessary course of 
proceeding, the House, by an overwhelming 
vote, set aside all the rules of the House—put 
aside not only the private bills for that day and 
the next, but for each succeeding day; and all 
this for the purpose of taking up the considera- 
tion and discussion of the resolution of the gen- 
tleman from Massachusetts, (Mr. Apams,] the 
strongest party movement I have ever seen in 
the course of eight years, during which I have 
had the honor of a seat in this House, made by 
any member of the House. Where, then, sir, 
was the special message, and the recommenda- 
tion of immediate and large appropriations by 
the President? This resolution, from its nature 

‘and necessary connectious, must call for the dis- 
cussion of every party question or topic which 
agitated the country during the last summer and 


of such a cause, 
or power in the 
tien had been given 
over all other business. 
fore the tious is net only í 
time of that House to the consideration of a par- 
ticular biil or nwasure, nor to bills of the same 
nature in all respects, butto all the appropriation 
bills, including the bill for the support of the In- 
dian department. ‘This is a bill HR the Com- 
mittee on Indian Athurs may and will claim the 
right of examining before it shall pass this House; 
at least, s0 much of it as shall propose the appro- 
priation of money not specifically authorized by 
existing laws. As to the Army and Navy bulls, 
there may be some semblance of right in the 
Committce on Foreign Affairs to urge their con- 
sideration, since that committee may be presumed 
to have some more knowledge of the state of our 
foreign relations than the other committees of the 
House, and may thus see more clearly than others 
the propriety of proceeding without delay to their 
consideration. But why include all the appro- 
priation bills? Why ask the House to come to 
a determination to take up not the Army, not the 
Navy bill, nor both together, but all? What 
must be the consequence of this course of pro- 
cecding, if it shall be adopted by the House? It 
roposes the exclusive attention of the House to 
fry and not very interesting detail—to figures and 
calculations for months and months together. 
No measure of a lucal or other nature, however 
interesting to large sections of the Union it may 
be, will be suffered to be taken up. Itis known 
that there are many measures of this nature be- 
fore the House, and that a large proportion of 
the members feel a deep interest in taking them 
up, but it will not be in their power to do so, 
until all the appropriation bills are voted. The 
consequence will be, to create a feeling of rest- 
lessness in the House—to wear out its patience, 
to cut off and suppress discussion and invesuga- 
tion into the various items in the appropriation 
bills, and finally to force them down, without a 
proper examination into their correctness. The 
previous question will be the instrument by which 
those bills are to be forced through en masse. It 
is an unusual and unparliamentary mode of pro- fall. Every gentleman who voted to consider 
ceeding. The substance of the proposition 1s to that resolution must have seen that the gentleman 
take up all the appropriation bills on Tuesday from Massachusetts [Mr. Apams] would not be 
next, and to admit no other business to interfere allowed to make a speech upon the subject of it 
until we agree to all of them. This is what is without a reply. We all know that great politi- 
asked. cal consequences are expected to grow out of the 
The gentleman from Virginia [Mr. Mason] subject of this resolution, by those who manage 
has read, rather artfully, a passage from the late the interests of party out of this House. 
special message of the President, in which large 
and immediate appropriations are recommended, | 
in order to show this House, not what the Presi- . 
dent requires it to do; oh no, but what the coun- ; tempte 
‘try expects from it. Weall know, and feel, that | three million appropriation, 
the recommendation of the President is a power- || Sir 
fal argument in this House at this time; but, sir, 
is it fair to be always holding up such argument | 


uestion in the country and before the people. 
e know where and upon whom it has been at- 


for political effect. 
kd 
| pected to arise upon this resolution ? Now that 
j the subjectis up, and has been partially discussed, 
to influence the action of this House? Iwillnot | can gentlemen mean by this movement to sup- 
say that itis unfair, but why have we such things | press further discussion? Would such a design 
eternally pressed upon us? If there is a real | be consistent with a reasonable liberty of speech 
necessity for immediate action upon those bills, : in this House? Well, sir, who are they who 
from what cause have proceeded the delays which | have brought this measure into the House? It 
have already taken place? Why bring forward . 
this measure to-day? Where has slept the rec- || get the subject before it, and that vote was given. 
‘ommendation of the special message until now? ji Look at the yeas and nays, and you will discover 
What has called the attention of the Committee |; who are responsible for this movement. 
on Foreign Relations to this subject, particularly Ji 
at this time? The chairman of the Committee | 
-of Ways and Means had got it into his head | 
-some two weeks ago that it was important to || 
‘take up the appropriation bills. He was at that | 
time so anxious and impatient to get at them, 
that he could not spare a few hours or a day for |, 
‘the discassion and amendment of the rules of the | 
-House; though, for want of such amendment, we 
have alroady lost a full month of the time of this 
-House during the present session; but before we 
had prepared the rules and orders of our proceed- || now and urged upon the House? It will soon be 
ings—bcfore we had got ready the machinery— || three years since the French Chamber of Dep- 
the tools by which we were to work, he called || uties rejected the treaty or refused to make the 
upon the House to proceed to the appropriation ; appropriation necessary to carry itintoeffect. It 
-bills. Well, sir, what happened then? Some is said that the country is in a defenseless condi- 
discussion arising upon the first bill which was |; tion now; so it has been for the last three years, 
taken up, it was ial aside, and the Navy bill || and no steps have been taken to put itinto better 
was brought up for consideration. That was || condition. No steps were taken or recommended 
‘eonsidered one day, and the next it was slipped |! at the commencement of the session. The Navy 


sachusetts, is now the business properly in order. 


until this resolution was disposed of. Sir, under 
| such circumstances, the resolution of the gentle- 
man from Virginia, [Mr. Mason, ] and his move- 
ments in favor of immediate and large appropria- 
tions, strike me with some surprise. If there is 
nothing new—if there is no very recent news 
from abroad, how is it this proposition is made 


Sir, the resolution: of the gentleman from Mas- » 


away from us—no, sir, I will not say slipped | bill, when once taken up, was laid aside. How 


: happens it that there is so great an alarm just at 

‘this moment? Has a war panic come upon us so 
suddenly? Must we vote all the appropriation 
bills without further delay? Are gentlemen afraid, 
that if these bills are suspended until the 15th of 
February, some information may be received 
from the other side of the Atlantic which may 
satisfy us that extensive preparations for war are 
not necessary? Do gentlemen mean to get up all 
the appropriations, and force them through the 
House, under a war panic, and to throw them 
before the Senate, that that body may, in turn, 
be found to vote every dollar in the Treasury be- 
fore it is certainly known that any extraordinary 
preparations for defense will be necessary, or to 
incur the odium with the country of rejecting 
necessary appropriations? Is the ‘Treasury to be 
depleted at all events, war or no war? Must the 
whole revenue be expended? Is there a plan to 
distribute the surplus revenuc, under the pretext 
of preparation for war, without waiting to know 
that the special message, if not the first message 
of the President, may not produce a more con- 
ciliatory fecling on the part of France? I do 
not charge the gentleman from Virginia, [Mr. 
Mason,] or the Committee on Foreign Relations, 
with any of these designs. I have no right to do 
so; but, sir, will the gentleman explain why it is 
that he proposes that all the appropriation bills 
shall pass immediately? J must confess, sir, that 
under the circumstances, although I do not charge 
such purposes as I have alluded to as the motive 
which has influenced the committee, yet, sir, 
unless such designs are at the bottom of the 

, movement, it is to me wholly inexplicable. 

I have said that it appeared extraordinary that 
the Committee on Foreign Relations should re- 
port such a resolution, it is entirely contrary to 
all the rules and orders of proceeding heretofore 
known in the practice of ine House. Butas I 
find myself again upon the subject of the rules 
of the House, I will venture to allude to another 
abuse which exists in the practice of the House, 
I am aware, sir, to what misconstruction every- 
thing I say upon the subject of the rules and 
order of proceeding in the House is liable. I 
know that I am represented by some to be ac- 
tuated by very improper feeling; but this shall 
not restrain me from speaking whenever I think 
the public interest requires that some one should 
speak. The abuse to which I allude, and which 

. has obtained to some extent during the present 


|| Session, is this: Honorable chairmen of commit- 


esil 
know what use has already becn made of this ; 


tees often submit a resolution or other proposition 
to the members of the committee separately in 


'i this House, sometimes in these Chambers, and 


d to fix responsibility for the failure of the $ 


could less than a month’s discussion be ex- ; 


required a vote of two thirds of the House to 


get their consent to report it to this House. This 
is unparliamentary, and a great abuse. It pre- 
vents all investigation and consultation in com- 
mittee and leads to great inconvenience and error 
in the action of the House itself. Reports sọ 
i made are not the reports of a committee, and 
` ought not to be received by the House, 
hat I may not be misunderstood in the re- 
marks I have made, before I sit down I wish to 
state that I stand here ready to vote all neces- 
sary supplies for putting the defenses of the 
country upon a proper footing, whenever the 
nd ere bills shall be brought forward, and 
moved in this House according to the regular 
ordinary forms of proceeding. f will vote, sir, 
all the money in the Treasury, if it be necessary, 


r iito prepare for war, and to resist the attacks 
It was. algo the business in order on Monday. |: 
Even petitions could not be regularly admitted |, 


not only of France, but of all Europe; but I wish 
to see upon what grounds extraordinary appro- 
| priations are required. Sir, so far as appropri- 

ations are necessary for the immediate service 

of the Army or the Navy, so far as the finishing 
and repairing of our vessels of war, and for our 
| fortifications already in a course of construc- 
tion, I will vote them even without estimates, 
and upon my own judgment, if gentlemen, upon 
any punctilio, are averse to furnishing estimates 
for those objects. And, in a question of this 
kind, I am not disposed to weigh the money I 
| would appropriate in golden scales, as a gentle- 
iman from Pennsylvania [Mr. SUTHERLAND] in- 
' sinuated, in reply to my remarks upon the Navy 
bill the other day. Nor, sir, would I be anxious 
to bring down the sums total to the accurate limit 
| of a few dollars, or a few cents. I would take 


+ 
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car that the amount should be liberal, and over 
the mark, rather than underit. Whenever it be- 
comer necessary w pass any particular bill for 
this purpose, | undertake to say that there will 
be chal patriotism enough in this House, in all 
parta, in every party in this House, to take it up 
and vote it through. Sir, there will always be 
found patriotism enough in the House to do this; 
without the reso.uuen of the gentleman from Vir- 
ginia, (Mr. Masoy.] I stand pledged to do it, 
whenever gentlemen shall call pon us to act in 
the usual mode of making or voting appropria- 
tioas. But when I am asked to vote all the a 
propriation bills en masse; when I shall be called 
upon to make an appropriation for new forts, 
which cannot possibly be made effective in de- 
fending the country in any war in which we can 
he soon engaged, as is proposed; when we are 
called upon to lay the foundation for the expendi- 
ture of at least fay millions in the commence- 
ment of new fortifications, and an increased 
military peace establishment, the necessary con- 
sequence of these new works, there 1 shall meet 
the gentleman, panic or no panic, war or no war. 
I will contest every inch of ground with them 
upon these questions. But why have not gentes 
men pressed these bills sooner? Why did they 
not finish those bills which they had once before 
the House? And, when they were laid aside at 
one time, why did they not move to take them up 
again, upon the first opportunity which presented 
itself? The course taken by gentlemen certainly 
mquiresan explanation. A satisfactory explana- 
tion is due to this House and to the country upon 
this point. 

As to the war, if we have one, I shall be ready 
to support it. I shall not stop to inquire into the 
causes which may have produced it, if it be neces- 

to the honor and dignity of the country that 

we should wage it. I can readily imagine that. 
nations, as well as individuals, may, by their own 
binnders and follies, and for want of diplomatic 
skill, or proper forbearance, find themselves en- 
gaged in a quarrel, no matter how frivolous the 
cause or ground of it, and become so far com-: 
mitted, that they cannot a logize, but must fight, 
no matter at what hazard. Sir, in such a case, I 
will not shrink from the support of a war. T 
will remember that it is our country that is con- ` 
cerned; but at the same time I will continue to. 
hold the political agents who may have brought 
on the war responsible to the country. They, 
shall not escape their due responsibility. 

Mr. B. concluded by expressing the ho e that 
the resolution would not be agreed to by the 


ouse. ; 

Mr. SUTHERLAND said, if we did not fall ; 
in with the suggestion of the Committee on For- | 
eign Affairs, it would be uncertain when we 
would be able. to get through the appropriation 
bills. 

The abolition question was outstanding, and 
would elicit a very warm discussion. The propo- 
sition of the gentleman from Massachusetts was 
also in a suspended state, and how were we to 
progress in the business before us, unless some- 
thing of this kind should be adopted ? 

We must rid the House of the many pending | 
propositions before it. Pass the resolution of 
the Committee on Foreign Affairs, and we cut | 
the Gordian knot at once. The gentleman from | 
Tennessee (Mr. Bet} had said that the present 
condition of the business of the House was very 
onerous to the Speaker. It must be so. Next) 
week we will commence with petitions; on Mon- 
day and Tuesday the abolition resolution of | 
the gentleman from Maine will be up; and that 
abolishes everything like business for the day. 
On Wednesday the greater part will be devoted 
to the committees making reports. Thursday 
will go for publie business, and, Friday and Sat- 
urday for private. We must there take a stand 
for the appropriation bills, if we seriously intend 
passingthem. The proposition before the Hause 
merely requires that the appropriation bills may 
have precedence of other business. Some gen- 
tlemen say that we must not pass the a toie 
tion bills until we hear from France. e have 
heard enough from France already. Those gen- 
tlemen think it wrong to e to the bills now, 
because we might pass them with too lavish 
a hand. Congress had already tarried long 


enough. Mr.S. said we ought to wait no longer. 
We should put our forts in order to meet any 
emergency that might occur. 


A charge has been made from another quarter, - 


that we were the cause of the loss of the forti- 
fication bill of last year. He considered it an 
absurd question, to be inquiring where the bill 
was lost, and yet refuse permission to take up 
the fortification bill now before us. He cared 
nothing for the dead bills. He was for providing 


for the living ones, and then, at our leisure, if it |’ 
was deemed expedicnt, the House might search 


after the miscarried bills of last year. 


What was asked by the Committee on Foreign '| 


Relations? Merely to have those bills taken up 


by the House; and if gentlemen think the appro- | 


prinnons too large, meet them and vote them’ 
own; but do not stop them from being taken 
up. It was the height of folly to be disputing 
` and quibbling about technicalities, instead of go- 
ing to the great question of appropriation. Local 
matters should give way to national ones; and 
we should come to the determination to carry the 
appropriations which would put the country ina 
proper state of defense. Gentlemen had’ com- 
plained that the House had before it a political 
question, which was discussed to the exclusion 
of other business, and might be closed by the 
previous question. Now he must say, so far as 
related to the number of speeches made on that’ 


to meet all the contingencies which might arise. 
Let us take up with all convenient speed, and 
consider with all due deliberation, the various 
propositions for ordinary and extraordinary ap- 
propriations. After so large a period of the ses- 
sion had passed, and especially when, to say the 
least, our relations with France are not in the 
| Most satisfactory state; when it is known that, 
in the opinion of many, and in the apprehensions 
of all, a war is impending with a foreign country, 
is it not time that we should act on the subject 
in that way, which, while it can give no new 
` cause of aggravating the irritation, and increasing 
the difficulties, will yet place us in a condition to 


|| maintain the rights of our citizens, and the inter- 


ést.and honor of the country; if, unfortunately, 
_ these difficulties should be inflamed into armed 
_ collision, and prepare us to maintain the conflict, 
` whether in defense or assault, creditably and suc- 
‘cessfully? It is hardly possible that any man 
| can doubt that it is peculiarly important that our 


,, appropriations, either ordinary or extraordinary, 


topic, that both parties had an equal. chance. ` 


The debate had been opened by the gentleman 


from Massachusetts, [Mr. Apams,] and had been | 
replied to by the honorable gentleman from Vir- | 
inia, [Mr. Wise.) Another complaint urged ` 


is, that the previous question is sometimes re- 


sorted to to stop debate. That is, however, un-' 


avoidable. It must be apparent.that, since the 
increase of. members in the House, and so many 
voices were to be heard, there were no other means 
of getting many of the measures through the 
House than by administering the previous ques- 


tion. All parties occasionally vote for it. He. 


trusted that the resolution might pass, to take 
effect on Tuesday next; and before it went into 


' declared ou 


operation, we might dispose of what small mat- ; 


ters we had on hand. V 
propriation bills for the purpose of sustaining the 
country; and particularly such bills as will put 
the country in a position to maintain its honor 


, and dignity against any and every ration that | 


might assail them. . 

i Mr. PATTON said he did not intend to oc- 
¢upy any time in considering whether there was 
any irregularity in sucha proposition being made 
from the Committee on Foreign Relations— 

_ whether it was apposite to their functions, and 

i embraced by the reference made to them of the 


' President’s special message. He would, how- | 


, ever, as that objection was urged as a reasen 
| against adopting the resolution, remark, that no 
| practical evil can result from this irregularity sup- 
| posing it.to be one—no such indirect violation or 

éyasion of the rules.of the House as seem to be 

apprehended from it. -It is certainly competent 
; for any individual member to have offered pre- 
i cisely the same resolution as the one presented 
| by the Committee on Foreign Relations. If ob- 

jected to, he could move a suspension of the rules 
| to offer and take it up, and a vote of two thirds 
| would remove all difficulty. Now, the Chair has 

decided (and, no doubt, correctly) that it re- 
| quires a vote of twò thirds to adopt the resolution 


reported by thè chairman of the Committee on 
Foreign Relations. If there be a majority in favor 
of adopting that resolution, of two thirds, doubt- 
less the same majority would vote in favor of sus- 
pending the rules, if such a vote were requisite 
to accomplish the object. a 

No matter how the question is presented, then, 
we may consider its merits without any embar- 
rassment from the source from which it comes. 

Mr. Speaker, we have now been in session some 
seven or eight weeks, and we have passed none 
of the appropriation bills. 

It is unnecessary, it would be, perhaps, out of 
order, and pases be premature, to-enter into mi- 
nute details of the circumstances in which we are 
placed in regard to our relations with another 
country, showing the propriety and necessity of 
our proceeding promptly to provide the means 
of placing the country in a state of preparation 


e must take up the ap- 


ought to be speedily made; and is there any suf- 
ficient objection made to proceeding to do so at 

; the period proposed by the Committee on Foreign 
Relations? Shall we refuse to do this for the pur- 

! pose of continuing and indulging ad libitum what 
‘the gentleman from Tennessee calls a mere par- 
| tisan debate; and for the continuance of. which, 
he seems anxious, for the purpose of enabling 

| those who take interest in this party contest to 
| defend or attack? I agree with him that it is a 
| mere partisan discussion, the intrọduction of 
| which I most deeply regret. Now, when a for- 
| eign country, between whom and our own, angry 
| controversies are depending; when she has re- 
| fused to do that which this House unanimously 
pit to be insisted on, except upon 

i terms which will certainly never be granted; 
| when we have information that this foreign coun- 
' try is ‘increasing her armaments, fitting out a 
| fleet, and sending it on our coast; under such cir- 
| cumstances, I appeal to the patriotism of the 
| House to say whether we ought to postpone act- 


„i ing on the appropriations until this contest’ be- 


tween the two Houses about the fortification and 
the three million bill shall be fought out? Instead 
of proceeding at once to consider the possibility 
of averting.so deplorable a calamity as war, or if 
not to be averted, the means of conducting it with 
honor and credit, a subject ‘requiring harmony, 
good feeling, and united patriotism; instead of 
this, we are to employ ourselves in an ‘angry, 
irritating, party debate, about whether something 
was not done last session which ought to have 
been done; and who is or is not to be blamed for 
the loss of the three million appropriation, and 
the fortification bill, a diseussion calculated to 
lead—which had already occasioned personal] re- 
flections, to exasperate the party passions, and 
inflame the party prejudices of Congress and of 
| the country—to crimination and recrimination 
between the two Houses of Congress, destructive 
of harmonious action and respectful feeling. 

~ Let me not be supposed to deprecate the thrust- 
ing forward this debate, and the continuance of 
it, from any indisposition to meet and to bear my 
i full share of the responsibility of voting against 
that three millionsappropriation. I gave that vote 
| at the time with some doubt and hesitation The 
circumstances under which it was presented pre- 
cluded all deliberation—gave no time fór reflec- 
tion, and might well excuse any person from very 
strict aceountability; and especially from any 
harsh imputation or bad motive, for voting either 
one way or the other. I do not believe that there 
was one single member of either House of the last 
Congress, nor one in this Houge-er in the Senate 
öf the present Congress, who would hesitate to 
empty the Treasury ahd exhaust the resources of 
the nation, in defense of the country, and in main- 
taining its rights whenever they see that it is to 
be assailed, or that it is necessary to adopt such 
means for such purpose. We may differ about 
the best mode of attaining these objects; we may 
conscientiously differ as to the expediency, con- 
stitutionality and necessity of it; party feelings 
and party prejudices may warp our opinions and 
bias our decisions upon the subjects we are called 
on to act about; butat heart, I beheve no party 


is entitled to claim for itself the merit of exclu- 
| sive patriotism. ; 
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As to the loss of the fortification bill, it is much | 
ta be regretted, and such is the universal senti- 
ment. Who is to blame for this miscarriage I 
know not. Whether the Senate or the House, or 
some member of this or the other House, is to 
be censured, | know not. Ishall engage in no 
discussion about it. But as to this three million 
appro sriation, which has been so strangely dis- 
peal in the grave ta which it was consigned 
last session, and whose ghost is made to walk 
amongst us now, I beg leave to say the phantom 
“frizhts not me.” Iam ready at all times, and 
in all places, without fear or apprehension, and 
without any “compunctious visitings of con- 
science,” to vindicate myself for contributing to 
its survase. Lam better satisfied now, after full 
opportunity of deliberation and reflection upon 
this extraordinary and, I believe, unprecedented 
appropriation, of the propriety of the vote Į gave 
on that occasion; and while I wish to cast re- 
roach upon nobody else, I will maintain and 
ER that vote whenever I may be arraigned— 
at any proper time, and before any competent. 
tribunal. l shall make no apology, offer no ex- 
cuse. I stand upon my justificauon before my 
constituents and the country. But I will not be 
provoked now to encourage and me up this 
untimely and misplaced debate here, about what 
was not done, or ought to have been done, or not 
done, by the last Congress, to the delay, and. 
probably almost indefinite postponement of ac- 
tion upon matters involving deeply the rights and 
interests and character of the country. 

I believe it impossible to ascertain the precise 
facts necessary to be ascertained for determining 
who is to blame, if any person be leaped tad o 
blame, for the failure ofthe fortification bill. e 
must rely upon the vague impressions—the con-. 
tradictory recollections of members about the 
ume of the happening of particular events—upon. 
which litle reliance is to fe placed—not from any 
want of confidence in the veracity of any, mem- 
bers, but because of the existence of circum- 
stances which you and J, Mr. Speaker, and every 
man who wes here, know were well calculated to 

revent any very accurate observation or remem- 
Dron of the occurrences which took o on the 
last night of the last session. Nearly one half 
of the present House have no interest in this 
question. They know nothing about the facts, 
but it is proposed that this discussion shall super- 
sede the consideration of the appropriation biils 
in which we are all interested—in which the coun- 
try is greatly interested—and forthe action upon 
whieh the eyes of the whole people arc anxiously 
looking. Let us take them, up—let them be 
soberly, deliberately, examined—with full dis- 
cussion, with full examination, with the recom- 
mendations and the estiwiates of the proper de- , 
partments, and with proper and constitutional ; 
restrictions, of executive discretion, limitations 
of purpose, and specifications of object. Let us 
approve what is worthy of approbation, and de- 
manded by a wise policy, and reject what we may 
not be satisfied is proper or necessary. I feel 
much solicitude that we should do so. There is 
one subject now depending before the House, in 
relation to which I fecl a deep and most painful 
anxicty, in which the rights, interests, and prop- 
erty of the whole southern country are most se- 
riously implicated. I have (said Mr. P.) most, 
strenuously exerted myself to bring this subject 
to decisive action, toa direct vote. I hope, though. 
not with confidence, that we may get that vote 
without much more delay. But while I will post- 
pone that subject to no other business, I should feel 
myself impelled, by the obligations of duty to the — 
whole country, to put off even that decision, for, 
the purpose of taking up, and acting upon, the 
appropriations essential for the support of the | 
Government, for remedying the evil of the fail- : 
ure of the fortification bill, and for preparation for 
possible, if not probable, contingencies that may 
arise. a 

I should be sorry, Mr. Speaker, to be under- 
stood as intending to express the opinion that war 
is impending. I know the importance which is 
given to such opinions in some quarter or another, 
uttered on this floor, even from so humble a mem- 
ber as myself. I do most sincerely hope, Mr. 
Speaker, that this deplorable calamity may, in the `| 
providence of God, 


the rights and honor of the country. But I can- 
not shut my ears and eyes to wae is passing 
around us, calculated to weaken the confidence 
might otherwise have in these hopes. Tf they 
should be falsified, let us endeavor to be prepared 
to meet it when war comes. 

Mr. REED said he felt the force of the remarks 
of the gentleman when he said the country needed 
defense; he pertectly agreed with him; but he 
thought it would be the best course for the Com- 
mittce on Foreign Affairs to present its own 
Measures to the House, and let the House pro- 
ceed to the appropriation bills in their usual mode. 

Mr. MASON, of Virginia, said that it had not 
occurred to the Committee on Forcign Affairs, 
that they would have rendered themselves obnox 
iousto the charges which had been brought against, 
them. The resolution proposed interfered with 
the duties and jurisdiction of no committee of the 
House. It related to the business in the House, 
or in Committee of the Whole House on the state 
of the Union, It would be remembered, that 
when, some days since, the chairman of the 
Committee of Ways and Means proposed an 
extraordinary appropriation to the naval bill, in 
reference to the Secular posture of public affairs, 
the honorable gentleman from South Carolina, 
{Mr. Tuompson,] in a strain of fervid eloquence, 
objected to the proposition, as resulting from 
subjects peculiarly within the jurisdiction of the 
Committee on Foreign Affairs. That gentleman 
had also declared that, if the occasion required, 
he was ready to exhaust the Treasury in a patri- 
otic defense of the rights and honor of the nation. 
Mr. Mason believed that these were the senti- 
ments not only of that gentleman, but of the 


1 
i 


whole of the gallant and chivalrous people repre- | 


sented on this floor. 

He was sensible of the delicacy and responsi- 
bility of his situation. Humble and .compara-, 
tively unknown to the country as he was, he was 
yet aware that, in the state of anxiety at present 
existing, whatever proceeded from the committee 
of which he was the organ, would be regarded 
with some degree of interest. The committee. 
had not intended to agitate the public mind by 
declaring any belief that the differences between 
this country and France were to terminate in war. 
But they felt that they would be equally criminal 
to encourage a fatal apathy, a false security; by 
crying, Peace, 
peace. Entertainjng these opinions, all that they 
meant to say was, thatthe relations of our coun-, 
try, not only with France, but with another ‘na- 
tion, independently of our Indian affairs, were so 
equivocal and critical as to make it the. duty of. 
Congress to use its constitutional power in pre- 
paring to resist aggression and to protect our 
rights. To what extent appropriations for these 
objects should be made, were left by the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Affairs to the decision of the 
House. BE en bra 

It has been said, more than once, that this coun- 
try is unprepared for war. Thisistrue. But it 
is strange that such an argument should be used 
against measures of preparation. In time of peace 
the country will hardly ever be prepared for war. 
The genius of our institutions is opposed to large 
military establishments, and it is not to be ex- 


` pected that they can be collected at a moment’s 


warning. The panoply of war is not suited to 
the full exercise of our energics in pursuit of in- 
dividual happiness in the season of. peace.. But 
when our country is surrounded by circumstances 


} 


peace, when there might be_no . 


| he arduous, protracted, and delicate diplomatic 


| intercourse which had occurred between the two 
Governments, the President of the United States 
‘might congratulate himself on singular rood for- 
tune, if no step had been taken which it would 
be desirable to retrace. Mr. M. said that he 
believed this congratulation might be offered, but 
this was not the oceasion to discuss that subject. 
He certainly would not, with the gentleman from 
Tennessee, (Mr. BeLL,] admit that our Govern- 
ment had fallen into errors in common with 
France. He believed the present occasion re- 
quired all the energies of this vigorous Republic 
to be put into requisition, and he should, by his 
vote, endeavor promptly to effect that object. 
Mr. M. said that the objections urged by the 
gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. Berr) were of a 
character which he had not expected from that 
quarter. That gentleman says, no doubt with 
perfect sincerity, that he is prepared to vote sup- 
plies for defense, when the honor and interests 
of the country require them. I may ask, (said 
: Mr. M.,) does the proposition of the Committee 
„on Foreign Affairs require him to give such vote 
` unless called for by those high considerations ? 
The adoption of the resolution only puts it in the 
power of the House to act promptly and speedily 
on these.important. measures, and the necessity 
of each mu&t be considered as it is proposed. | 
_ The honorable gentleman from Tennessee hag 
animadverted on what he has been pleased to call 
abuses, which have grown up in the House, to 
one of which he has especially referred—the 
practice of chairmen of committees going to mem- 
bers of their committees in -their seats in the 
House separately, and obtaining their consent to 
report certain measures. _ 

r. BELL’ said he had not made a charge 
against any one. He had said the practice was 
unparliamentary, and had led to error. 

r. MASON said that he had understood the 
gentleman to disclaim the application of his re- 
mark to the Committee on Poegi Affairs., Mr. 
M, said, though he was sure such was not the 
gentleman’s purpose, others might suppose that 

_ such application was appropriate; an i there- 
fore took occasion to say that he had, on his own 
sense of duty, more than a week since, presented 
the resolution to the Committee on Foreign Af- 
fairs, when all. the members were present, and 
that it had been considered and , discussed from 
day to day, until its adoption, in a spirit of har- 

‘mony and patriotism which gave him the highest 

| satisfaction, ; ; 7 es 
The gentleman from Tennessee considers. the 
circumstances under which this resolution. is of- 
fered, inexplicable, unless to be explained in 
| some one of the modes suggested by him. These 
suggestions did not appear to imply very worthy 

i motives on the part of the committee, but the im- 

_ putation of such motives was not intended by the 
gentleman, because they were disclaimed. ‘They 
seemed to be all connected with an approaching 
election by the people to the highest office of the 
Republic. Mr. M. said, that for himself he could 
safely say that he would never, in the discharge 
of the responsible duty which he owed his con- 
stituents on that floor, introduce propositions, or 


© give his vote, or conduct debate, with the purpose 


: of danger, when our relations with, foreign Gov- | 


ernments render it possible, not to say probable, : 


that we cannot presefve the honor, without dis- 


turbing the peace, of the country,,it seemed to 
him to'be the highest, the most solemn, duty of 
republican. stateamen.to put in requisition the 
vast resources of the country, and to assume an 


attitude of preparation, which would enable.us ; 


to protect our rights,and to resist the 
of others. 
of the. Committee on Foreign Affairs. 


gression 


They did 


not say that there would be war. He prayed : 
: God to arrest such a calamity; but great as the || 


evils of war werc, there were greater still which : 


: might befall the country—the loss of its honor, 
: and with it the loss of national security. 


.. _It was not for bim to say that there had been 


te averted consistently with |i no errors in our negotiations with France. In | 


s sion `; knew that such a proposition woul 
These were the feelings and motives || 


of operating on elections by the people. his 
morbid illusion disturbed the fancy of some gen- 
tlemen; but with him it had not so paramount and 
absorbing, an influence. . He did not consider it 
compatible with his duty, and he believed such 
to be the:sentiment of the committee.. — 
The gentleman from Tennessee asks if the 
urpose he to stifle discussiqn on the great.sub- 
jects before the House. r. M. said that, in 
3 clone the resolution of the gentleman from 
sachusetts, such was not and could not be 
the object, because he had submitted this propo- 
sition to the committee some days before he 
nld be presented 
to the House. 
~ On the other great question, the abolition sub- 
ject, (Mr. M. said,) he was happy that the allu- 
sion had been made.. He em aicid it one of 
the highest duties of the Houso to decide the 
uestions involved in that subject. He had uni- 
ormly acted with that view, and still earnestly 
hoped: to sce a decision calculated to allay excite- 
ment, and meeting the Just expectation of the 
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public. He must be excused if, with entire defer- 
ence to others, he did not perceive the advantages 
which were supposed to result from an elaborate 
discussion of de subject here. He wished to 
ace it decided: and to accomplish this desirable 
object, the Committee on Foreign Affairs had 
postponed the consideration of the order pro- 
posed fora week. For himself he could safely 
answer and he believed he could for the commit- 
tee, that this Inte day was fixed to give to the 
House an opportunity to dispose of that subject 
especially, and to adapt its business generally ta 
the operations of the new rule. ae 
Nor was it the purpose of the committee to 
deplete the Treasury, and thus forestall the con- 
sideration of the proposition to divide the surplus 
revenues of the CG len: The measure and 
extent of preparation and expenditures would be 
for the House to determine when the subject was 
presented for consideration. The gentleman asks, 
why this resolution is suddenly brought forward 
under the influence of the panic of a French war? 
That committee was as little under the influence 
of pusillanimous fear as any other; and is this 
the term by which the desire to provide for the 
necessary defense of our beloved country, in the 
hour of her danger, is to be designated? Does 
the gentleman sve in our foreign relations any- 
thing showing so great a certainty of a pagikc 
result, that the introduction of this resolution is 
ouly to be explained by groundless panic, gotten 
up for sinister purposes ? TN 
Mr. BELL said he had made no charge against 
the committee, in relation to awar. He had said 
that the tendency of the resolution would be to 
ush all the appropriation bills through at once, 
berre we could fnd out that they were needed, 
Mr. MASON said that he would not misunder- 
stand thegentleman, much less misrepresent him. 
The gentleman supposes that one. effect, if not an 
object of this resolution, will be to “ through” 
the appropriation bills. I submit it to the hon- 
orable member, whether, if an inquiry were ad- 
dressed to him, if such an intention was enter- 
tained by him, he would consider it very decorous, 
especially when the committee introducing the 
proposition had not charge of the bills? But no 
reflection on the committee, I am sure, was in- 
tended. But.to show that this apprehension was 
wholly unfounded, Mr. M. had only to advert to 
the fact, that the appropriation bills, mainly em- 
braced by this resolution, were in the Committee 
of the Whole on the state of the Union, where 
they must be freely discussed, uncontrolled by 
the will of a majority, however large, or the 
application of the previous question. ; 
t is objected to this resolution, that. it em- | 
braces bills making appropriations for depart- 
ments of the Government not connected with 
our foreign affairs, and therefore ought not to be 
adopted. This might seem to be a good reason 
for amendment, but not rejeetion. The com- 
mittee, however, entertain the opinion, that in 
making appropriations for the support of Govy 
croment, and to meet its diversified wants, it is 
convenient, if net essential, that the House 
should have the whole subject before it; thus 
contemplating, at one view, the resources, the | 
exigencies, the necessary expenditures of the | 
Government, the means of the Treasury, and the 
drafts to be made on them; and thus the appro- 
priationa for the Indian department had an im- 
portant connection with those. for the naval and . 
military service. But we are told that we must - 
wait until we hear from France. It appeared. to 
im wise to wait, before we took any decisive 
step on the subjects in controversy between the | 
two nations; but it indicated fatuity, rather than | 
a wise forecast, to postpone all measures of prep- 
aration in our unprepared state until the arrival 
of intelligence which might disappoint our hopes 
and our expectations, and require the vigorous | 
use of all of our resources. e 
The gentleman had said, that the reference to 
the President’s message was an artful appeal to | 
the influence of a name, which was dragged in | 
on many occasions not very appropriate. The 
honorable member disclaimed any offensive mean- 
ing in the term employed, and (Mr. M. said) he 
was sure, thatif the gentleman did not, the House 
would perceive, that the reference was rendered 
necessary by the objection of the gentleman from | 


i 


Kentuck 
mittee. 
Mr. M. concluded by saying, that if, under the 
‘ingenious and accumulated objections which had 
‘been urged, the resolution should not find favor 
with the House, he, and his honorable colleagues 
on the committee, would have done their.duty. 
And if. future events, which none can foresee, 
shall show that its adoption might have saved our 
country from shame and disaster and outrage, 
they will deserve no portion of the deep and loud 
condemnation of the country. 


y» as giving the jurisdiction of the com- 


Mr CAMBRELENG said he was happy that ` 
the gentleman from Virginia [Mr. Mason] hadin- | 


traduced the resolution to call up the appropria- 
tion bills; he had only anticipated the wish of the 
Committee of Ways and Means. As to the ques- 
tion of jurisdiction, at a crisis like the present, it 


was mutual with the Committees on Military, Na- ` 


val, and Forcign Affairs, and Way and Means. 
When he had first proposed to take up the appro- 
riation bills, some time since, the gentleman from 
ennessce (Mr. Bett] wished to interpose, doubt- 
less from proper motives, a discussion on rules and 
orders. Subsequently the abolition question came 
‘up, In that state of the case, Mr. C. said he did, 
| feeling the extraordinary and urgent necessity of 
the measure, ask the consideration of the bill for 
_ the relicf of the sufferers by fire in the city of New 
York, never dreaming that it would be opposed 
day by day, andinch by inch, as it had been. He 
had supposed that the House would meet it and 
pass it promptly, as the Senate had done.. _ 
. We fad, overe, been disappointed; but he 
still believed that, but for, the debate on the bill, 
it would have been ordered to a third reading. on 
the very day it came from the Senate. .He felt 
too anxious for the passage of that bill, to detain 
the House, by debating the question whenever it 
should come up again. “With regard to the ques- 
‘tion introduced by. the gentleman from, Massa- 
chusetts, [ Mr. Aban ae tohimself compelled 
į him to speak upon it. He should not shrink from 
the discussion, but should mect it fearlessly and 
honestly, let the responsibility fall where it might, 
The gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. Bren) 
had also inquired what course the Committee o 
Ways and Means Would pursue? As one, of that 


| committec, he would say, that.it was his design , 
| to separate, the bills for ordinary appropriations | 


from those for extraordinary purposes,, under- 


standing that these appropriations were first re- 


| qui 


would be required to putt 
state of defense. It was not proposed to resort 
to the previous question. The very object of fixing 


portunity to discuss the appropriations as they 
ought to be, and not driven through, from neces- 


of introducing the resolution... 


an attention to forms; and the country was Icft 
defenseless, 
rived when. the great interests of the country 


consideration of forms, forms, forms. 
_ Mr. W. THOMSON said he would vote for the 
resolution, because he had just learned from the 
gentleman from Florida [Mr. Wuite] that he had 
an amendment to add to one of the bills author- 
izng the President to enlista regiment of one thou- 
sand mounted men for the protection of Florida 
from the inroads of the Seminoles. He was fearful 
that that war was not speedily to.be put down; 
and. he felt that every consideration ought to give 
way to prompt and efficicnt measures to put an 
end to that bloody strife. He was opposed to 
appropriating money, unless for specific objects, 
and he could not do so unless the Departments 
sent in statements showing what money was ac- 
tually needed. He had not the remotest idea that 
France would commence hostilities, but, if she 
did, he would not treat with her until the whole 
nation should be clad in armor, and, so faras he 
was concerned, he would not only empty the 
Treasury, but he would empty every American 
vein, in defense of the just mpntiot the. country. 
Mr. HOWARD said, that, being under the im- 


would no longer be sacrificed to the miserable ; 


red. The gentleman from Tennessee, would, : 
| next in order, have full opportunity to oppose or | 
_ to discuss the extraordinary appropriations which | 
i he country in a proper | 


an early day was to afford gentlemen every op- : 


sity, and without debate, at the close of the ses- | 
sion. Onc word as to the objection to the manner | 
, The interest of | 
the country had suffered last year, from. too nice : 


He trusted that the time had ar- : 


Mr. € Cambreleng, etc. 
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pression that this resolution cught to pass, and 
moreover ought to pass to-day, he would give 
the House an opportunity of terminating the 
debate, if such sould also be its opinion; but 
being a member of the committee from whieh this 
resolution emanated, and therefore conversant 
with the views which induced that, committee tc 
propose it, he folt it to be his duty to say a few 
words in explanation. That that committee had 
been actuated by a view of producing any result 
upon the presidential election, or that the idea had 
ever occurred to them that any person could draw 


. such’ an inference, he utterly denied, and could 


fot have been more astonished, if the earth had 
suddenly yawned at his feet, than he was When 
the gentleman from Tennessee (Mr. Beit] had 
supposed that it would affect that delicate sub- 
ject. The committee had been guided alone by 
their sense.of duty to the House and to the na- 
tion; and he took leave to say, that, in his opin- 
ion, Congress was far behind the public fecling 


‘ of the nation, in permitting our fortifications an 
_ other means of defense to continue in their pres- 


ent condition. We had a thousand miles of sca- 
coast more unprotected than it’ ought to be, 
exposing hundreds of thousands of livesand hun- 
dreds of millions of property to a danger which, 
however slight, could not, be totally overlooked. 
Having the state of our foreign relations com- 


‘ mitted to their charge, the committee had anx- 


| 


iously devoted their attention to the existing at- 
titude of the country; and although he believed 
that the committee did not expect war, nor were 
they desirous to take any step which ought to 
bring it on, yet it was impossible to contemplate 
the posture of affairs without fecling the pro- 
priety of employing some of the surplus money 
of the Treasury towards objects of public safety. 
Without entering at all into the examination-of 
our relations with France, he might be permitted 
to say, that the present unequal condition of the 
twonations—ane in the full enjoyment of the ben- 
efits of the treaty, and the other not—ought not 
to continue; and, should the Committee on For- 
eign Affairs even propose to disturb this one- 
sided condition of our commercial relations, who 
can say that it would be looked upon with com- 
placency, and not resented, by France?. Her 
sensitiveness on the subject of her produce and 
manufacturcs was well known; and no member 


', of this House could undertake to predict her fu- 


ture course with such certainty, as to postpone 
the passage of even the ordinary, much more 
any extraordinary, appropriations. The whole 
of the special message of the President, with all 
its recommendations, had been sent to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Affairs: and that committee 
could be enabled to take a wider view of the con- 
dition of the. country, after the House should 
have passed upon the appropriation bills, than 
they could now. The eyes of the whole nation 
were earnestly fixed upon Congress; and the 
committee were fully sensible of the extreme del- 
icacy of the task committed to their charge. 
Having nothing in view but a sincere zeal to pro- 
mote the hopor, dignity, and interest,of the na- 
tion, they had submitted to the House the prop- 
osition before them; upon which, he hoped, they 
were now prepared to vote. Oa ee 

Mr. H. then demanded the previous question; 
but, at the request of several members about him, 
waived it forthe present. : : 

Mr. HARDIN said he had hoped, with his 
friend from Tennessee, [Mr. BeLL,] that we might 
have taken up, discussed, and edopted rules for 
the government of the House. Rules were jin- 
tended as a protection to the minority, the weaker 
party. The strong and powerful needed no pro- 
tection, but the weak and- owerless did. So far 
as the protection of Florida was:conċéiyed from 
the inroads of asavage foe, he would to God that 
five thousand of the best bloods in America were 
in the midst of them; and he had looked fora 

roclamation from the President, calling on Ten- 
nessce and Kentucky for volunteers. We would 
then see that those States would farnish ample 
force to put down the Indians, and put them 
down in a way that would be a guarantee for 
the peace of that country. And,so far as our 
foreign ‘relations were concerned, he would say, 
that if the country was brought into collision 
with France, he would never stop to inquire how 
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got into it, or to argue about consiitutional 
rent, but would go for the United States, right 
or wrong. He was opposed to appropriating 
money for fortifications, and was opposed to the 
fortification system. We needed no bulwarks 
along our steeps. We had already appropriated 
forty or fifty millions for fortifications; and we 
are now told that we had not one hundred guns 
mounted. Hf that money had been appropriated 
for our Navy, we might have had one that would 
have been able to protect our coast from invasion. 
He felt that our foreign affairs were standing on 
a slender foundation, upon a mere nothing, and 
when it came to be either a war or an apology, 
he would rather spend $100,000,000 than that 
the President should make any apology; and he 
was aware, from the well-known character of 


the President, that there would be no apology | 


from him. But he was opposed to our arming at |: i 
: {the 


resent, because it might be considered just cause 
P ’ S 


of war. France might, according to her former | 
low the moment we com- | 
meneed arming. He would go a reasonable i 


practice, strike the 


length, but it was difficult to say how far wè 
should go. He would at aaa vote against any 
appropriation bill that looked like a war measure, 


| 
| 
i 


1 
|; 
i 
i 
ij 


but he did not say that in two weeks he might not | 


vote foraslargea 

Mr. VANDERPOEL said he would not expose 
the motion he was now about to make to the 
objection that had been urged to the motion a 
short time ago, submitted by the honorable gen- 


tleman from Maryland, [Mr. Howarp.] About 


two speeches against the resolution had been 
made to one in its favor, and without making an 
argument, he moved the previous question. 

he motion was seconded—113 to 86. 


The question, “ Shall the main question be | 


now put?” was decided in the affirmative. 

Mr. CRAIG asked for the yeas and nays on 
the adoption of the resolution; which were or- 
dered, and were: | 


YEAS—Messrs. John Q. Adams, Anthony, Ash, Ashley, 
Banks. Barton, Bean, Beaumont, Bockee, Boon, Borden, 
Bouldin, Bovee, Boyd, Briggs, Brown, Bynum, William 
B. Calhoun, Cambreleng, Carr, Casey, Chaney, Chapman, 
Chapin, Childs, John F. H. Claiborne, Cleveland, Coffee, 
Coles, Connor, Craig, Cramer, Cushing, Cushman, Dar- 
lington, Denny, Dickerson, Dickson, Dromgoole, Effner, 
Fairfield, Farlin, Fowler, French, Fry, Philo C. Fuller, 
William K. Fuller, Galbraith, James Garland, Gillett, Glass- 
cock, Grantland, Haley, Hamer, Hannegan, Hard, Samuel 
S. Harrison, Albert G. Harrison » Hawes, Hawkins, Haynes, 
Henderson. Heister, Hoar, Holsey, Hopkins, Howard, Hub- 
ley, Hunt, Huntingdon, Huntsman, Ingham, William Jack- 
son, Jabez Jackson, Janes, Jarvis, Joseph Johnson, Richard 
M. Johnson, Cave Johnson, John W. Jones, Benjamin 
Jones, Judson, Kennon, Kilgore, Kinnard, Klingensmith, 
Lane, Lansing, Laporte, Lawler, Lawrence, Lay, Gideon 
Lee, Joshua Lee, Leonard, Logan, Loyall, Lucas, Lyon, 
Abijah Mann, Job Mann, Manning, Martin, John Y. Mason, 
William Mason, Moses Mason, May, McKay. McKeon, 
McKim, McLene, Miller, Montgomery, Moore, Morgan, 
Morris, Muhlenberg, Owens, Page, Parker, Parks, Patter- 
son, Patton, Franklin Pierce, Dutee J. Pearce, James A. 
Pearce, Pettigrew, Phelps, Phillips, John Reynolds, Joseph 
Reynolds, Ripley, Roane, Rogers, Schenck, Scymour, Au- 
gustine H. Shepperd, Shinn, Smith, Spangler, Sprague, 
Steele, Storer, Sutherland, Taliaferro, Taylor, John Thom- 
son, Toucey, Towns, Turner, Turrill, Vanderpoel, Wage- 
nen Ward, Wardwell, Washington, Webster, and Weeks— 

Dd 


NAYS—Messrs. Chilton Allen, Heman Allen, Bell, 
Bond, Ranch, John Calhoun, Carter, George Chambers, 
Jolin Chambers, Nathaniel H. Claiborne, Clark, Corwin, 
Crane, Deberry, Dunlap, Evans, Everett, Rice Garland, 
Granger, Graves, Gray-on, Grennell, Griffin, Hammond, 
Hardin, Hartin, Harper, Hazeltine, Howell, Ingersott, Jen- 
nifer, Henry Johnson, Luke Lea, Lincoin, Love, Samson 
Mason, Maury, McKennan, Mercer, Milligan, Peyton, 
Pickens, Pinckney, Potts, Reed, Rencher, Robinson, Rus- 
sell, Shields, Slade, Sloane, Standefer, Waddv Thompson, 
Underwood, Vinton, White, Whittlesey, Lewis Williams, 
and Sherrod Williams—59. 


So the resolution was agreed to. 


SLAVERY IN THE DISTRICT. 


REMARKS OF HON. T.: GLASCOCK, 
OF GEORGIA, se 
In THE House or REPRESENTATIVES, - 
January 25, 1836,  ~ 
On the presentation of a Petition by Mr. Apams 
of Massachusetts, from certain citizens of Penn- 
sylvania, praying for the abolition of Slavery 
and the Slave Trade in the District of Colum- 
bia. 
Mr. GLASCOCK said, he had hoped that gen- 


tlemen would have paused before they proceeded 


repra oni asothergentlemen. | 


to introduce other petitions of the same charac- 
ter, particularly after the vote which had just 
been taken, and when it was known that a sim- 
ilar petition had been made the order of the day 
for Saturday next, and that the resolutions em- 
bracing the whole subject were in the possession | 
of the ‘House, and would soon be finally acted | 
on. To press these petitions now, under cir- | 
cumstances like these, seemed to him to be in- ` 
tended to produce excitement, and wound the 
feelings of the southern members. : i 
But as the gentleman from Massachusetts has 
thought proper again to speak of the sacred right | 
of petition, and to urge that not to receive a peti- 
tion was an encroachment upon that right, and a . 
violation of the first amendment of the Constitu- 
tion, the latter part of which declares ‘ that Con- 
‘ greas shall pass no law to prevent the right of 
‘the grops peaceably to assemble and petition 
overnpent for a redress of grievances,” 
he felt it his duty, situated as he was, having 
made a motion to that effect some days since, to | 
offer a few remarks in reply. Mr. G. said he |: 
hoped he would be pardoned for again repeating 'j 
ai saying, once for all, that he had as high a | 
regard for the right of petition as any member on | 
that floor; but in admitting this, he must observe 
he had an equal regard for the rights and privi- | 
leges secured to every member under the rules . 
and regulations adopted for our government, | 
Sir, (said Mr. G.,) I feel a perfect conviction, `: 


L from the slight investigation which I have been 


i for a redress of 
; are presented, an 
as required by one of our own rules, that mo- 


| was that ‘* the petition be received.” This brings 


| Sage of Monticello must know, that in expound- 


enabled to give this subject, that we have a clear 
constitutional right not to receive a petition; and 
in doing so, we violate no partof that instrument | 
to which gentlemen have so frequently referred; , 
nor do we encroach upon any of those rights in- | 
tended to be secured under it. I hold (said Mr. : 


_G.) that whenever any portion of our fellow-citi- | 


zens peaceably assemble, and petition to Congress 
rievances, and those petitions ' 
their contents bricfly stated, 


ment, if not before, all the rights intended to be 


| secured to the citizens were secured and fully 


complied with; and it then devolves onthis House 
to dispose of them as may seem just and proper, 


‘in conformity to its rules; which would be, not 
to receive, to reject after receiving, or to refer it 
to some select or standing committee, or lay it on 


the table, dependent entirely upon the will of a 
majority , i 
Mr. G. emphatically asked, what is the ques- | 


` tion now presented for consideration? It is this: | i i 
', as they were pleased to term them; and on.the 


t Shall the petition be received?” It cannot now | 
be denied—nay, it is admitted on all hands—that || 
the question is a proper one. Yes, sit, it grows | 


| out of the very motion made by the gentleman | 


himself, on presenting his last petition, which |; 


me, sir, to an important feature, necessarily in- 
volved in the discussion, and I shall proceed to | 
show that Mr. Jefferson, the greatand illustrious | 


| statesman, whose Knowledge and experience of | 


all parliamentary rules and regulations have never |; 
been questioned, and whose Manual is at this day 

looked upon and recognized as a text-book, and |. 
adopted by all legislative bodies and deliberative 
assemblies throughout the Union, for their gov- 
ernment, and particularly by the Congress of the 
United States, holds, and so lays it down in his f 
remarks which follow the 45th rule: ‘4 That reg- |! 
ularly a motion for receiving a petition must be | 
madé'and seconded, and a question put whether 
it shall be received ;” and it is in accordance with | 
his views thus expressed, that the question is || 
now presented, and must always be presented, 
on the presentation of a petition, if there be an} 

objections to its reception. This (Mr. G. Sad) 
he understood to be the uniform practice of this 
House, and was strictly adhered to in the Senate. 
If this principle be established, away with all | 
constitutional scruples and objections. They can || 
avail no one, for oll who knew the justly-styled | 


ing constitutional questions, if he had an cqual, | 
he had no superior. Sir, (said Mr. G.) Mr. 
Jefferson was a strict constructionist, and would i| 
have been amongst the last to have incorporated 
into the rules of this House any question, a de- 
cision of which would violate that Constitution 
which he held so dear and sacred; and with great | 


‘it, as gentlemen say it will be 


| some pains to look into these petitions, 


deference to the opinions of others, he looked 
upon it asa reflection upon his memory even to 
suppose it. Had he considered that notto receive 
a petition was to deprive the citizens of this coun- 
try of the right of petition, a right intended to be 
secured to them under the clause of the Constition 
to which he had referred, would he not have in- 

afted into the rules, orin commenting upon them, 

ave declared that all petitions must be received 
emanating from the People peaceably assembling 
and petitioning for a redress of grievances? The 
inference (said Mr. G.) to his mind, was irresist- 
ible, and he honestly believed all would come to 


. the same conclusion upon mature reflection. ‘That 


Mr. Jefferson had an eye single to the Constitu- 
tion at the time he prepared his Manual, he had 
never doubted; and even if he had, he should have 
been satisfied of the fact upon reading a sentence 
from the preface to his work, in which he states: 
« That he considered the law of the proceedings 
of the Senator as composed of the precepts of the 
Constitution,” &c. Let it not be forgotten that 
Mr. Jefferson, as Vice President of the United 
States, presided over that body for years, from 
which time to the present period, the question, 
“ Shall the petition be received ?” has been recog- 
nised and considered as a proper one, and not 
conflicting with any feature of our Constitution, 
or why should it be retained? Why, permit me 
to ask, has it not béen erased from the rules; or 
why are we permitted, by recording our votes in 
the negative, on the present question, to violate 


Sir, (said Mr. G.,) if it be unconstitutional not 
to receive a petition, we should not for a moment 
permit by a rule, or by the practice of this House, 
any question to be propounded, the result of 
which would lead to its violation. For himself, 
he had no scruples on the subject. This ques- 
tion being adopted and considered by Mr. Jeffer- 
son as a proper one, left him no ground on which 
even to doubt, and he felt no disposition to look 
for higher authority to sustain him in the views 
he had taken, or to justify him in the. course 
which he had pursued in relation to these’ peti- 
tions. But he could not conclude his remarks 
on this branch of the subject, without referring 
with pride and ‘pleasure to a vote given by two 
distinguished Senators from his own State, as 
late as the year 1805, against the reception of a 

etition. from sundry citizens of the State of 
ennsylvania, (from whence this petition now 
comes,) “pleading the cause of their degraded 
and oppressed fellow-men of the African race,” 


question to receive the petition, I find the names 
of those great and good men, James Jackson and 
Abraham Baldwin, recorded in the negative, and 
in whose veins purer streams of honor, patriot- 
ism, and virtue, never flowed; and who are men 


i as devotedly attached to the principles of the 


Constitution as ever lived, and as watchful of the 
rights of their feflow-citizens, and on whom, it 
may be truly said, the affections of their people 
were concentrated. This vote was given, too, at 
a time when there was but little excitement com- 
pared with the excitement of the present day; 
there Was at that period but few abolition socie- 
ties in the country; no presses established for the 
printing and circulating of incendiary pamphlets; 
no one was then in the employ of those societies 
freely to circulate them throughout the land, as 
they are now, to effect their objects, and to pro- 
duce consequences most awful in their character. 
Who (said Mr. G.) does not behold the con- 
trast; and who from the South will not exclaim, 
if it were right then’ to reject those petitions, it 
was imperiously their duty to reject them now? 
God forbid that any of us should falter in the 
present contest! 

A few remarks (said Mr. G.) relative to those 
petitions, and he would conclude the argument, 
which he regretted he was forced to enter into In 
consequence of their introduction. He had taken 
with a 
view to judge of their characters, and of the lan- 
guage used by the applicants, and he felt bound 
to state that, of the great number which had been 
trowded upon us, he scarcely read one which was 
not highly disrespectful and libelous upon the 
whole South, and especially those who are owners 
of slaves. How can it be expeeted, under such 
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course than to vote against a reception of each |, 
andall of them as they are presented? For him- = 
self. he felt bound to do it; snd in doing so it was - 
in perfect accordance with his own feelings, and | 
he confidently believed it would be in accordance 
with the feelings of those whom he had the honor 
in part to represent. Be this, however, as it may, 
he should continue to discharge fearlessly what 
he conceived to be his duty, which was, to stamp 
these petitions (coming from whatever quarter 
they mar with the seal of reprobation, and treat 
them with the just indignation they merit; and , 
he should continue to do this, regardless of all 
consequences, and of all political considerations. 

Mr. G. said he had long since determined not 
to co into a general discussion of the merits of 
slavery, for no new lights could be shed upon it; 
hut whenever it became necessary to act upon the 
resolutions of the ġentleman from Maine, he 
might again feel it his duty to address the H ouse 
on the constitutional question as to the right of 
Congress interfering with the subject in this Dis- 
trict. Until then he should endeavor to remain 
silent, and, for the present, would no longer tres- 
pass on the patience of the House. 


NATIONAL DEFENSE. l 
SPEECH OF HON. ISAAC HILL, 
OF NEW HAMPSHIRE, 


In Senate, January 28, 1836, 


On Mr. Benron’s resolution for setting apart the 
Surplus Revenue for the defense and perma- 
- nent security of the country. 


Mr. HILL, of New Hampshire, addressed the || 
Senate as follows: ~ i 
Mr. Presipent: Much has been said to mys- |: 
tify the question before the Senate, and tó | 
make it appear that a majority of the last Senate 
is not solely responsible for the rejection of the 
bill conditionally appropriating $3,000,000 for the 
defense of the country. Mystification will not | 
answer the purpose; the responsibility will rest, 
as it now rests, where it truly belongs. It was 
with a high interest that I have watched the pro- 
ress of appropriations in past sessions of the 
Benue: I hee seen those appropriations delayed | 
in the Senate for weeks on frivolous pretexts: 
this delay had no other real object than the for- 
cing of the House of Representatives to come up | 
to some favorite doctrine of the Senate, or for | 
some other political maneuver. Has not the 
Senate repeatedly held up the appropriation bills |. 
for the purpose of forcing the Exccutive into the || 
appointment or non-appointment of certain offi- 
cers? Has it not been threatened to defeat the 
general appropriation bill if the House of Rep- 
resentatives would not yield to the wishes of the 
Senate ? 

Why was it, that the principal appropriation | 
bills of the last session, which passed the House || 
at an earlier period than usual—why was it, that | 
these bills were held up to the very last week of 
the session? Why was this very fortification || 
bill kept thirty-four days in the Senate?—no, not 
in the Senate, but the greater part of the time in 
the hands of the chairman of the Committee on 
Finance? Was it not done avowedly for the 
purpose of compelling the House to pass such 
subjects as a majority of the Senate should choose 
ta force on them? Look at the general appropria- 
tion bill: that bill was held up for weeks in this 
b- y, and did not pass until the last moment of 
the session—it did not pass leaving time for the 
President of the United States to read the bill 
before the Twenty-Third Congress was actually 
defunct; and go long was it in the possession of 
the chairman of the Committee on Finance, that 
I never had an opportunity to read the perfected 
hill before I was called upon to vote on the ques- 
tion ofitspassage. These bills were all furnished 
by the House, leaving the Senate ample time to 
discuss and understand them; but so exclusivel 
did the then Committee on Finance of the Senate 
take the control, that even the Senate itself could 
not consider and pass upon them, without a vio- 
lation of the joint rules. 

The loss of the fortification bill was clearly 


'i not to be reproached with having 


© an objection to it in any shape. 
: who opposed that bill; it was that majority in 


owing to the neglect of the Senate to bring that 


a state cf things, that we can pursue a different | bill to an ultimate decision. In the first place, [i hold on its session into the 
© next Congress was elected. 


the Senate insisted on adding to that bill appro- 
priations which had been voted down by yeas 
and nays in the House; it insisted on adding 
appropriations, suiting the motives of particular 
members, and local in their character, which had 
not been recommended by the proper Department. 
The House, being thus forced to take the bill 
against its own expressed will, again proposed 
to the Senate a more gcneral appropriation, which 
might be applied by the executive at points where 
expenditures would be most useful. Instead of 
making appropriations that had not been called 
for by the proper Department, either in Boston 
harbor or in the Delaware river, the House pro- 
posed $3,000,000 to be expended at the discretion 
of the executive in the manner that might best 
meet the state of things existing. The House 

roposed this at that point of the session when 
information had just been received that the rela- 


. tions with a foreign Government were in a critical 


state; when it was too late for particular legisla- 
tion; and when the obvious effect of neglecting 
such appropriation would be to invite foreign 


i aggression. 
The first qeran is, was the appropriation 
proposed by the House a reasonable proposition ? 


hose who thought the public good required that 
appropriation in either House of Congress, ought 
defeated the 
fortification bill. At no time did they interpose 
It was those 


the Senate which held up this bill to the last mo- 
ment—which even refused, at that moment, to 
carry into effect the strong decision of that branch 
of the Legislature, whose peculiar right and pro- 
vince it is to make appropriations of this sort—it 
was that majority which is responsible for the 
loss of this bill. 

It has been contended that the session of the 
Legislature should have continued until the 4th 
of March at noon, and that the President of the _ 
United States ought to have remained here to 
sign bills until that time. The President gave 
one full hour for the variation of the clock. He 
remained, as I have occasion to know, in the 
Capitol until after one o’clock. The Senator || 
from New Jersey [Mr. Sovruarn] says, Presi- 
dent Jackson did not, on this occasion, follow the 
example of an illustrious predecessor. The great 
Washington, he informs us, (on what authorit 
he does not tell us,) was called up from his bed, |; 
and in his flannel, on one occasion, signed some |! 


twenty bills; and that these bills became import- 
ant laws that have ever since been in force. ‘This 
statement of the Senator, if it prove anything, 
proves too much. If Washington did not con- 
sider the time of Congress as having expired at 
twelve o’clock, why was he in bed attwoo’clock? 
Or, if the time of Congress did not expire till. 
twelve o’clock noon of the subsequent day, why 
did he get out of bed at all, when he had ample 
time to examine the bills at his leisure, before 
the time expired? It is said to have been the 
practice of both branches to set back the clocks 
at the expiration of the 3d of March. ‘I was wit- 
ness to the clock in the Senate Chamber having 
been set back more than an hour, on the last 
night. of the last session; the hand of the clock 
pointed at twelve, after the hour of one had ar- 
rived. Now, if it had been the practice to con- 
tinue the session until daylight, or noon of the 4th 
of March, where was ihe necessity for setting 
the clock back? ; 

The Senator from Tennessce [Mr. a) 
thinks he sat here on one occasion at the close of | 
a Congress until daylight. I well recollect prob- 
ably the same time. It was in 1833, three years 
ago. The 3d of March was Sunday; and, on 
that occasion, the President of the United States | 
continued in the Capitol until daylight, not of the `; 
morning of Monday the 4th, but of Sunday the 
3d. Other sittings after midnight, will refer them- | 
selves to the expiration of the first session, when 
the power of each member extending to the second : 
session to act was undoubted. If any members 
know that Congress and the President acted after 
twelve on the night of the 3d of March, of the | 
second session, or what purported to be twelve |: 
o’clock, let them put the finger on that time, and |, 
show, by circumstances, that the Congress did |i 


| 
| 
| 
{ 
| 
i 


: fund of the Senate. 


time for which the 
If they can show us 
an instance of this kind, they will show what, in 
my opinicn, was a violent dereliction of duty. 
That it was generally believed any act done after 
the time is illegal, is proved by the practice of 
setting back the clock an hour, and making one 
o’clock in the morning the nominal time of twelve 
at night. f 

The assumption that the power of Congress to 
act beyond e term for which it is elected is a 
legitimate power, is urged with a pertinacity that 
will not admit of denial. It is insisted on by 
almost every person who has spoken on one side; 
and it is insisted on because, if the assumption is 


- not conceded, neither the House of Representa- 


tives nor the President can be responsible for the 
failure of the fortification bill. Deny the right of 
Congress to sit after midnight—deny the right of 
the President to retire, and sign no more bills after 
midnight, and the last Senate must take the re- 
sponsibility, not only of defeating the $3,000,000 
appropriation, but of defeating every item in the 


_ fortification bill. 


The 16th and 17th standing rules of the two 
Houses of Congress provide that “no bill that 
‘shall have passed one House shall be sent for 
‘concurrence to the other on either of the three 
‘last days of the session;’’ and that ‘no bill or 
‘resolution that shall have passed the House of 
‘Representatives and the Senate shall be pre- 
‘sented to the President of the United States for 
‘his approbation on the last day of the session.” 
These standing rules were made with the express 
view of preventing confusion at the close of the 
session, and to give the President an opportunity 
to inform himself of the nature and contents of 
the several bills placed before him for his ap- 
proval. If the two Houses of Congress have 
ever held on to their session after twelve o’clock 
at night, at the close of the session, it has prob- 
ably been on the last day on which, by the rules, 
either House of Congress could act on bills. It 
will be perceived in this case, that Congress 
would not act after its constitutional time ex- 
pired, and that the holding over would violate 
the rulegonly. These rules have, of late, become 
in effect a dead letter, as have many other rules 
of the Senate, which, requiring for their suspen- 
sion the unanimous consent of the Senate, have 
been set asidé by the simple vote of a ma!ority 
of the Senate. E 

The confusion attending the last hours of a 
sitting of cither House is disagreeble to all friends 
of fair legislation; it is a most propitious moment 


: for those who press claims and measures that will 


not admit of discussion. I stood inmy place, at 
the close of the last session, for more than one 
hour after the time of the Congress expired. 
After the House of Representatives had finished 
their business, and after the hour of one o’clock 
had arrived, different propositions were made and 


- brought before the Senate, involving large cx- 


penditures, to be defrayed out of the contingent 
Í hese propositions were 
intended to give a defunct printer of the Senate 
additional jobs of printing. I will read one ex- 
tract from the Senate Journal, presenting the 
extraordinary spectacle of a Senate, dead in law; 
acting for the resuscitation of a partisan printer, 
whose term had been superseded by the election 
of a new printer to the Senate. After twelve 
o’elock at night, Mr. Pornpexter submitted the 
following resolution: 

“ Resolved, That the reports of the commissioners for 
adjusting land titles, made to the Secretary of the Treasury 
since the adjournment of the last session of Congress, be 
printed with the documents in relation to the public lands 
ordered to be printed at the last session of Congress.” 


. The Senator from Missouri, [Mr. Benron,] 
despairing of being able otherwise to defeat the 
project of expending, by the action of the Senate 
alone, some one or two hundred thousand dol- 
lars, in addition to the enormous jobs that had 
already been voted, then told me he was determ- 
ined to talk down this project; and he did talk 
and read extracts from the Journals after twelve 
o'clock at night, until he compelled the defunct 
Senate to lay the project on the table. 

[At this point Col. Benton rose, and Mr. HiL, 
iving way, Col. B. reminded him that he de- 
ated these printing jobs after midnight, and by 
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speaking against time. He had ayowed his de- i 
termination to speak out the session, and after | 
speaking, as he said, a long time against time, he 

l mo stood stili, that our elock obsti- 


` : 
found that ti 
he hour of twelve; and 


nately refased to pass t t t 
thereupon addressed the presiding cficer, Mr. 
TILER, the President pro iem., to callto his atten- 
tion the refractory disposition of the clock, which 
in faet had been set back by the officers of the 
House, according to common usage on the last | 
night, to hide from ourselves the fact that our time 
was at an end. The presiding officer (Mr. B. 
said) directed an officer of the House to put for- 
ward the clock to the right time, which was done, 
and not another vote was taken that night, except 
the vote to adjourn. 
Mr. H. thanked Col. B. for reminding him ‘of 
these facts, and said, to the perseverance of that 
Senator in speaking against time, in having the 
clock set forward to the true time, and in avow- 
ing his determination to speak until the Senate 
adjourned, and finally compelling the defunct 
Senators to yield up their places on the floor; to 
that perseverance of the honorable Senator which 
never tires on any becoming occasion, it is duc, 
that from one to two hundred thousand dollars 
of the public money was prevented from going 
into the all-grasping jaws of that cormorant, who 
had not fattened, but-grown lean and haggard 
with the continued feeding of a majority of the 
late Senate of the United States, Duff Green. | 
[Mr. Bibb’s proposition was to reprint the, 
usual number of the Legislative and Executive | 
Journals from the foundation of the Government `; 
in 1789, with a copious index to each volume, | 
and also an analytical index to the whole; the ' 
usual number was one thousand and ten copies; 
there are fifty volumes of Legislative Journals, 
and three volumes of Executive Journals. The 
expense of this printing at the Congress prices, 
which are much higher than printing anywhere 
else, (being pay as for manuscript, when this and 
other reprints were from printed copy,) would 
havé been at least $100,400.. Mr. ebster’s 
project was to reprint the Blue Book from the 
commencement, beginning in 1816, and published 
every two years, ten volumes of rule and figure 
work, last volume four hundred and fifty pages, 
at an expense of between four and five dollars 
er page, at the lowest estimate $16,000. Mr. l 
oindexter’s project was a continuation of print- 
ing of reports of commissioners for adjusting 
land titles, which. had already cost $60,000 or | 
$70,000, and which had been previously printed 
under an order of the Senate, and not worth one 
straw to anybody; the continuation of no more 
value than the main work, would have made sev- |: 
eral volumes, and would have cost some $20,000 |: 
or $30,000. The.above project of printing re- 
ports went through the Senate at the same ses- ; 
sion as did the project of Mr. Moore, of Ala- 
bama, to print certain Indian reports, which now 
amount to three large octavo volumes, delivered ‘| 
at this session, and which are really of no value, ! 
even to a grocer or trunk maker. Mr. Pres- | 
ron’s project, which passed ‘at the last hour of |: 
the session, forced through by a vote of the ma- | 
jority, was to print a list of pensioners on the | 
yolls of the Treasury office. He had before got 
through a resolution for printing the rolls in the || 
War Department, which had been two years in | 
printing, and are now just completed, making | 


1 


| 
\ 
li 
| 


three large octavo volumes of rule and figure | 
work of about one thousand pages each. The | 
whole expense of printing these lists will not be | 
less than $30,000; and for all practical uses | 
these volumes are of Iéss value than any old 
almanac. This motion of Mr. Parson was the | 
last question taken; it was taken after twelve | 
o’clock, and was carried by surprise: Mr. Porn- 
PEXTER’s Motion next came up, when Colonel | 
Bentow cammenced speaking.] 

Mr. President, we have very lately had a spe- 
cimen of the facility with which bills may pass 
the Senate. On yesterday a- bill appropriating 


half a million of dollars for defraying the expense | 


of defending the country against the murderous ` 
warfare of the Seminole Indians in Florida, was | 
received from the House of Representatives, com- 
mitted to the Committee on Finance, reported on, 
and passed three several readings, all on the same | 


day. There was ne opposition to the bill, only | 


i 


il 
|, 
i 
l 


from Kentucky [Mr. CLay,] how it happens that | 
these Indians should have attacked our men, and ‘| 
the War Department furnish us with no evidence |; 


of that intended hostility? If that Senator had : 


not studied enough of Indian character to know 
that a blow, and generally a fatal blow, is the 
first indication of Indian hostility, he might have 
sought for the cause of that hostility in the known 
fact, that a political party in the United States had 


taught these sons of the forest to believe them- | 


selves to be sovereign and independent nations, 
whose rights as such had been invaded, and that 
even the benevolent acts of our own Government | 
were injustice. and oppression in disguise, de- 
serving no better than the punishment of death 
and extermination of our citizens at their hand. 
If the Committee on Finance had it in their power 
to act as promptly as they did, on_ the bill I have 


named, why did the same committee of the last | 


session hold up the appropriation bills for more | 
than a month after they had passed the House, 
and not suffer the Senate to have them until it | 
was too late to advocate on this floor what was 
expedient, and oppose what was inexpedient? | 
Mr. President, for the four sessions I have had 
a seat in this body, I have voted steadily against 
extravagantappropriations, I have voted against 
all appropriations for local internal improvements; | 
against all increased allowances; against claims 
which, in my opinion, had no foundation in jus- 
tice. My opposition, at times, has here scarcely | 
had the weight of a feather. If there have been 


multiplied, and the compensation of officers in- | 
creased—all has been’ sanctioned by a majority 
of the Senate. What would have been the con- | 
dition of the Treasury at this moment, had there 
been no restraint upon the will of the Senate? | 
Has not the Senate, by passing bills which have 
been vetoed by the President, sanctioned princi- 
pie of allowance which would have made the 
Treasury at this momenta hundred millions in 
debt? The Maysville road veto Stopped appro- | 
priation, much of which would have been money | 


of the expenditures on the Cumberland road, 
which would probably have amounted, at this , 
time, to at least sixty millions of dollars—ten | 
millions a year; the veto on the bill allowing the 
, States interest on their war claims, which war 
| claims had been liberally and largely allowed by 
| the Government, stopped an immediate abstrac- 
tion of many millions more. The principle of 

| this last bill, followed out, would have left no end 
to the claims that would have been kept up on 
the Treasury. The first and largest sam would 
have gone to Massachusetts, as the interest on 
that claim, which, by dint of perseverance, she 
succeeded in procuring, since the commencement | 
of the present Administration, for State expendi- 
tures, made in defiance of the constituted authori- 
ties of the General Government in time of war! 
Mr. President, illiberal and ungenerous as I | 


acting in the minority in the Senate, for the ap- | 
propriation of $3,000,009, to be expended, as the | 
public exigencies might require, in preparing the 
nation to defend itself against a foreign enemy. 
Liberal and generous as have been the gentlemen | 
who composed a majority of the Senate, every 
one of that majority voted against the appropri- 
ation of $3,000,000. On whom, then, rests the 
odium of leaving the sea-board, in its present 
defenseless-state? The Senators, whose habit it 
| was to vote for the most extensive appropriations, , 
|| voted against this appropriation, and, taken in | 
connection with. the attitude of the majority on 
the subject of the differences with France, is it 
not clear that the .refusal to give the executive 
the means of defense on the part of this bod 
| operated as.a new inducement to- the Pench 


! Government to deny us justice? Was this not | 
p | 


strong indication that, even should France for- | 
ever deny the execution of her solemn contract, | 
| she might at least rely on one branch of the | 
| American Legislature to palliate her offense ? i 

I have been told by a gentleman who has just | 
i returned from France, and who well knows the 


the very significant wey made by the Senator | 


| 


l| ment. 


have been to those who wanted large sums from | 
the Treasury, I did vote, with the gentemen then | 


voted the appropriation of $3,000,000, showing 
thereby united councils at home, the money 
would have been paid, and the whole matter sat- 
isfactorily settled before the commencement of 
this session of Congress. 

This refusal on the part of the Senate would 
not have placed itself in so strong a light to the 
French Government, had it not have come from 
that majority in the Senate which had been most 
liberal in voting away the public money. It 
should be understood by the people of the United 
States, that although there was a change in this 
Administration in 1829, there has been no sub- 
stantial change in the men who have lived on the 

ublic expenditures. The public deposits have 
eeri removed from the United States Bank— 
thanks to the people, under the lead of that man 
who conquered another but not less potent enemy 
at New Orleans; the public deposits have been 
removed, but the drawers of the public money 
are the same men, four out of five, that they ever 
have been. The cormorants which feed on the 
bowels of the Treasury have not flown away. 
| They have looked to the Senate as the citadel of 
their protection—the Senate would deny the right 
of that Chief Magistrate, elected by the people 
for the purpose, to annoy them. To this class 
of men the majority of the Senate has always 
been generous; nay, it will be found, that a ma- 
jority of the Senate, in its six. last sessions, has 
sanctioned, without scruple, the increase of offi- 
cers and of official emoluments. Standing in this 


f i! relation, it may truly be said, that the Senate 
extravagant expenditures—if offices have been || 


has exercised a greater power and influence in 
this Government to convert the public patronage, 
and the public money, into an electioneering en- 
gine, than any other department of the Govern- 

Decidedly as I had disapproved.of the opinions 
of the Senators from Massachusetts [Mr. Wes- . 
sTER] and South Carolina, (Mr. Ca.uoun,] I was 
surprised and astonished at their avowals ìn this 
debate. These avowals, Mr. President, and not 
the petty disputes about who was accountable 
for the fate of the fortification bill at the last mo- 


i virtually thrown away,.as has been a large share || ment of the session—those avowals are what the 


nation will regard. Those avowals fix the true 
i character of the rejection of the fortification bill. 
One Senator [Mr. Wessrer] says he would not 
have voted the appropriation, if the enemy had 
been thundering at the walls of this Capitol. I 
| regret that the Senator, in making this declara- 
i tion, should discover that he had not repented of 
his course during the war of 1812:* and if I had 
expected no better things of him at this period, 


* Extract from a Speech of Mr. Hitu, of New Hampshire. 
` In ‘Senate, March 20, 1832. 
~ C The efforts of the factious opposition at that portentous 
period, were directed to a deprivation of the means of car- 
trying on the war, and to the ruin of the Government. To 
carry on the Government at all—to enable it to raise any 
means on its own credit, a direct tax and internal duties 
were indispensable. The records of the House of Repre- 
sentatives show the gentleman from Massachusetts, [Mr. 
WEBSTER,] then fresh in hia seat, on the Ist of July, 1813, 
voting against a bill for the assessment and collection of 
direct taxes and internal duties. On the Sth of the same 
month, he voted against a bill laying duties on refined 
sugars, and on the same day against a bill laying duties on 
sales atauction ; on the 10th against a bill laying duties on 


‘| carriages. On the 7th of January, 1814, one of the darkest 


; periods of the war, and after ‘our gallant little Navy had 
covered itself with glory, he voted against an appropri- 
ation: for defraying the expenses of the Navy. On the 
10th he voted against a proposition more effectually to 
detect. and punish traitors and spies. On the 14th of Jan- 
uary, he voted against a bill making provision to fill the 
ranks of the Army. On the 22d, he voted in a minority of 
seven agninst a bill authorizing the enlistment of troops for 
five years, or during the war. On the 25th, against a bill 
enforcing the non-importation laws. On the 8th of February, 
hé voted against a bill to raise five regiments of riflemen. 
On the 29th of March, same year, he voted against the bilt 
to call forth the militia to execute the laws of the Union 
and repel invasion. On.the Ist of December, same year, 
only a few days before the sitting of the Hartford Conven- 
tion, he voted against a bill to provide additional ‘revenue 
for detraying the expenses of the Governincut, and main- 
taining the public credit. On tbe 10th of the same month, 
he voted to postpone indefinitely a bil authorizing the 
President of the United States to call upon the several 
Statea and Territories for their respective quotas of militia 
to defend the frontiers against invasien; and on the 13th 
against the same hill. On the 19th of the same month, he 
voted against a bill to provide additional revenue for Gov- 
ernment, aud maintain the public credit; also, he voted 
against an appropriation to rebuild this Capitol and the 
publie offices, after they had been destroyed by the ruthiess 


: dispositions of her Goveramcntand of her people, 
that he has not a doubt that, if the Senate had 


haud of the enemy.”’—From the Globe of Tuesday, July 
17, 182. l J 
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I do most sincerely lament, that the course of the 
other Senator, [Mr. Catnoun,]-who utters the 
craven seniiments that we ought not to arm lest 
we shall provoke a more powerful antagonist to 
hostilities, should have becn downward. ‘ How 
art thou fallen from Heaven, O Lucifer, son of 
the moraing!?. Í can but feebly express how 
much my then youthfal heart was elated at the 


repeated perusal of the report on foreign relations, , 


drawn by that gentleman, and made to the House 
of Representatives, June 3, 1812. 
exhibit the spirit of that report, than by reading 
one or two extracts: : 


ie But the period has now arrived when the 


“United States must support their character and ! 
‘station among the nations of the earth, or submit | 


‘to the most shameful degradation. Forbearance 
thas ceased to be'a virtue. War on the oneside, 
‘and peace on the other, is a situation as ruinous 
tas it is disgraceful. The mad ambition, the lust 
‘of power, and commercial avarice of Great Brit- 
‘ain, arrogating to herself the complete dominion 
‘of the ocean, and exercising overit an unbounded 
tand lawless tyranny, have left to neutral na» 
t tions an alternative only between. the base sur- 
‘render of their rights, and a manly vindication 
‘of them, Happily for the United States, their 
- ‘destiny, under the aid of Heaven, is in their own 
thands. The crisis is formidable only by their 
‘love of peace. As soon as it becomes a duty to 
‘relinquish that situation, danger disappears. 
‘They have. suffered no wrongs, they have re~ 
‘ecived no insults however great, for which they 
‘cannot obtain redress.”’ ' 


* * * * * * x * 


“The British Government might, for a while, 
‘be satisfied with the ascendency thus gained 
‘over us, (by submission,) bat ils: pretensions 
‘would soon increase. The proof, of which so: 
‘complete and disgraceful a submission to its 
“authority wou 


‘tions might not be carried. .Your committee, 
‘ believing that the free-born sons of America are 
‘worthy to enjoy the liberty which their fathers 
‘purchased at the price of so much blood and 
‘treasure, and seeing in the measures adopted by- 
“Great Britain a course persisted in which must 
‘Jead to a loss of national character and inde- 
‘pendence, feel no hesitation in advising resist- 
“ance by force, in which the Americans of the 
‘ present day will prove to the. enemy, and tothe 
_ ‘world, that we have not only inherited that lib- 
‘erty which our fathers gave us, but also. the. 
‘willand power to maintain it. Relying on the 
‘ patriotism of the natien,and confidently trusting 
‘that the Lord of Hosts will go with us to-battle 
‘in a righteous cause, and crown our efforts with 
‘success, your committee recommend an imme- 
‘diate appeal to arms.” ; a 

Here was an exhibition worthy, the spirit of a 
free people—worthy any age and any country. 
My first admiration of the gentleman was for the 
doctrines he then advanced. His voice was then’ 
for war- rather than disgrace. His maxim was 
then—millions for defense, but no submission. 
My disapprobation of the gentleman now 15, that 
he has “ left his own, to,stand on foreign ground”? 
—that he has deserted the principles he at first 


inculdated.. Both the. Senators will excuse me || 


when I declare that Lam not of their communion, 
I go now, as I ever have gone, for appropriations 
to the utmost amount that can 
properly expended to’ put the- country into a 


complete state of. defense, and, if need be, : to | 
prosecute; to a successful termination, any war. 


d either for our honor or our rights. 
LINN, after Mr. Hint had. concluded; 


wage 
. Mr.- 
said: : .: gan od 
! J rise, Mr. ‘President, merely for the purpose 
of preventing a misconstruction or misunder- 
standing of my course on the last night of the 
last session, in relation to the printing a docu- 
ment connected with the subject of private land 
claims in Missouri, and which was deemed ne- 
cessary to a right understanding of the matter. 
I made two motions to print that document, both 
of which were lost in consequence of there bei 

no quorum of the Senate present. It was a smal 
affair, and would have cost the Government but 
a.trifle for the work. But from the manner it is 


be efficiently and . 


} 
1 


I cannot better | 


1d afford of our degeneracy, would: 
‘not fail to inspire confidence that thcre was no | 


Ree peat te REE M 
‘limit to which its usurpations and our degrada ‘|. That in case any petition praying for the abolition of slavery 


i! in the District of Columbia be hereafter presented, it is the 


it 


i 
| 
| 


| that cuts both ways, and will soon be laid aside. 
To say you will never have a President from a `; 


\ 
: now | 


! ber from New Hampshire, it would, without ex- | 
planation, appear as if Í had made a proposition | 


to print public documents, the cost of which |; 


would amount to one or two hundred thousand : 
dollars. I made no such proposition, nor did I 
vote for any such. They came from another 
quarter. 


SLAVERY IN THE DISTRICT. 


OF HON. MR. BOULDIN, 
OF VIRGINIA, : | 

In rae House or REPRESENTATIVES, 

EEN January 19 and 20, 1836. 

The special order of the day was taken up; 
being the following resolution heretofore offered 
by Mr. Jarvis, of Maine: . 

Resolved, That, in the opinion of this House, the subject 
of the abolition of slavery in the District of Columbia ought 
not to be entertained by Congress. And be it further re- 
solved, That in case any petition praying the abolition of 
slavery in the District of Columbia be hereafter presented, 
it is the deliberate opinion cf the House that the same ought 
to be laid upon the table, without being referred or printed. 
To which Mr. Wise submitted the following 
amendment: mare 
. Strike out all after the word: “ Resolved,” and insert, 
That there is no power of legislation granted by the Con- 
stitution to the Congress of the United States, to abolish 
slavery in the District of Columbia, and that any attempt 
by Congress to legislate upon the subject of slavery will be 
not only unauthorized, but dangefous.to the union of the 
States. 
_ Mr. Jarvis subsequently modified the original 
resolution as follows: ; 

. Whereas any attempt in this House to agitate the ques- 
tion of slavery is calculated to disturb the compromises of 


REMARKS 


‘| the Constitution, to endanger the Union, and, if persisted 


in, destroy the peace and prosperity of the country: there- 


ore 

Resolved, That, in the opinion of this House, the subject 
of the abolition of slavery in the District of Columbia ought 
not to beentertained by Congress: arti it is further resolved, 


! deliberate opinion of the House that the same ought to be 
i laid apon the table without being referred or printed. 


| - The question before the House being the amend- 
! ment of Mr. Wise— . `. ; 
| | Mr. BOULDIN rose and addressed'the House 
; as follows: . 
| Mr: Sreaxer: Before entering upon the dis- 
‘cussion of the several resolutions now under 
‘consideration, let me protest against a certain 
election, now so much talked of, having anything 
whatever to do in this matter. Several allusions 
‘have been made to some supposed participation | 
of that election with the resolutions now inden de- 
bate. I cannot believe that any man would bring 
into hazard the life or safety of the infant that 
sits upon his knee, and smiling looks up to him 
for protection—the companion of his joys and his 
‘sorrows—his friends, his country, and every- 
: thing that is dear to him on earth, to forward any 
party views, or to elevate or disa point the hopes 
i ofany individuals. But should I be mistaken in 
| this, Í am sure I shall not be in another view of 
it. If attempted to be used on either side, it will 
soon be found to be a dangerous weapon, one : 


non-slaveholding State, will provoke and give ex- 
i cuse to those of the non-slaveholding States to 
say the 
State. 
! lution of the Union, and would soon produce ity. 
in every sense, of the term. 
Sir, when I go to. the pol for | 
whom I please at the time. Should the election | 
come to this House, (it being then the vote of | 
my: district, and not my vote,) T shall vote as” 
they please. As to how lam to find out what | 
they wish, they can inform me in any way they : 
may think proper. I hold myself bound to find » 
out somehow. Nor have I any doubt but that. 
Iean. This is all I wish to have to do with that | 
election. Let me, then, turn my back upon it, 
while this-matter is under consideration. : 
I will vote for no man, from whatever quarter | 
of the Union he may come, who wishes to be | 
medling with right of property, and especially 
that in slaves, because it involves other perils 
| heaides the loss of property. 


is, E shall vote for ` 


ti 7 


brought into notice by the honorable mem- | 


y.will never have one from a slaveliolding S 
This, if acted on, is a practical disso- ;: 


|| to take his slave, his property 


I will consider the constitutional question first. 
| Although there is difference of opinion on this 
i question, and, no doubt, honest difference of 
opinion, still I cannot see where the difficulty is. 
All admit a man’s land or his horse cannot be 
‘taken from him in this District any more than 
elsewhere, and that it cannot be done anywhere, 
except for the public use, nor even then without 
' just compensation. ; 
Can, then, the constitutionality of the proposed 
abolition be sustained without showing a dis- 
tinction between the property a man holds in. a 
slave, and that which he holds in lands or horses? 
It surely cannot, If, then, there be any distinc- 
tion, where does it lie? Is it to be found in. the 
Constitution of-the United States? Certainly 
not. That instrument makes no distinction. 
While the Federal Constitution was under de- 
bate, with a view to its adoption, by the Virginia 
convention, Henry urged that his property was 
_ not secured; and gave his reason why he thought 
so. He- was answered that it was; and that 
clause cited to prove that it was, which provides 
for the retaking of a runaway slave or servant, in 
any State to which he might abscond. 
t was insisted by Henry that slaves might be 
taxed, until the tax would compel emancipation. 
Amendments were proposed, and most, if not all 
of them, afterwards adopted, which now form a 
part of the Constitution, and stand as amend- 
ments. . ' p 
Further, to secure this, and all other property, 
we find this amendment: ‘‘ Nor shall private 
property be taken, for public use, without just 
compensation.” (See amendment Constitution, 
sec. 5.) This was then the most valuable species 
of property held by the southern States, as well 
as now. This property was then almost entirely 
peculiar to the South, and they were unwilling 
to trust it to any one but themselves.. This was 
the greatest stumbling-block, in the way of the 
adoption of the Constitution. : 
. The determination to hold it wholly within 
their own power, and trust it tono one, makes 
the South feel and know, that State rights and 
State governments are more dear to them than to 
any section of the Union. 
_ Sir, they did not mean to intrust it to those 
who they knew believed, or professed to believe; 
that property could not be held in a slave. With 
the clauses before quoted, andthe other clauses 
in the Constitution an amendments, all recog- 
nizing and securing, or seeking to secure, this 
property; with many doubts and fears, and. con- 
trary to the advice of many of the wisest and best 
men we ever had, we adopted the Constitution— 


| 


|; went into the copartnership. 


Shall we have gone into this Confederacy, with 
the principal part of our property thus recognized 
and secured; and shall the same instrument be 
construed to secure the property of one section 
of the Union, and not that of another section? 
Surely this cannot be. Some, seeing the palpable 
absurdity of this, fly to this idea: say they, You 
cannot liberate the slaves now in being; but you 
may forbid the increase to be held as slaves. Compel 
us to maintain the mother, while she raises the 
children; the master is thus made slave to his 
‘negro. Take all the rents and profits, but hold 
the property in the land sacred. Be careful not 
‘ to interfere with the right of property in the mare, 
' but take awayall the colts. Suc ideas, however, 
though they may weigh upon the minds of others, 
weigh nothing upon mine. It is property, or not. 
! The Constitution is binding upon all or none; 
| none can claim, under a deed or will, and against 
| it, or deny its validity; none can hold on upon 
that part of the Constitution which is to their 
advantage and discard all the balance. What 
distinction can be drawn between property and 
property in this respect? What, sir! shall you 
not be able, with the whole power of the Conted- 
| eracy, to take away a mans horse worth forty 
| dollars, unless it be for the public use, and not 
then, without just compensation, and still be able 
worth one thou- 
r the public use—not with 
Some have said, this prop- 
if it became dangerous 
for the public use. 
roperty at all, and 
This isa 


; sand dollars?—not fo 
| just compensation. 

‘erty might be taken away, 
i to the public. This cannot be 
If set free, they will not be pr 
cannot be property for the public use. 
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strange iden—to make property useful to the 
ublie, by making it no property at all! : 

In the first place, a man cannot be placed in 
much greater danger, or a much worse condition, 
than by taking away from him the proceeds of his 
whole life's labor—his bread for his children. In 
the next place, it is wholly inconsistent with the 
profission, that those who contend for those 
powers in this District, do not claim them over 


ihe States. Hf this argument, drawn from danger | 
i) PY 
‚i tø 


only, will authorize emancipation here, where 
there are but few slaves, and from the smallness 
of the District there never can be many, what 
will it not do, if transferred to Louisiana and 
Mississippi? In the third place, the danger is 
not less on account of the interference of stran- 
gers. And in the fourth place, we never meant 
nor do we mean ever to put ourselves or property 
in negro slaves, under the care or keeping of 
those who have no slaves. 


No, sir; no distinction can be drawn between | 


the right to interfere with this property and any 
other, on the part of the Federal Government. 

When the States of Maryland ‘and Virginia 
conveyed away this District to the Federal Gov- 
ernment, they had procured a bond to be given 
by the Federal Government, that private prop- 
erty should not be taken for publie use, without 
just compensation. How, then, comes it, that 
ihis Government shall assume the power to take 
away the most valuable property they had, when 
it fell into its hands? that too, (twist as you will, 
at last it comes to this,) because other people do 
not like this kind of property—have scruptes of' 
ronscience. Yet it seems many have no scruples 
of conscience that will prevent them from taking 
away the property of others; ay, sir, and after 
entering into the most solemn obligations not to 
violate an instrument which says you shall not, 
except for the public use, and then not without 
just compensation. od 

It is not pretended to be disguised that there 
isa plan afloat for general emancipation; and 
these petitioners generally say, they conceive 

this to be a part of the means to be used, in order 
to consummate their general object. 

It appears to me, that view the memorials and 
arguments in every light, resting, as the do, 
upon some supposed distinction between this and 
any other species of property, they all must come 
at last to this point—that the property in a negro 
slave is no property at all. We have no thoughts 
of trusting half the whole wealth of all the South 
to abstractions of this kind. We claim negto 
slaves as property—we hold them as such—and 
the property in them was recognized, guarantied, 
secured, or sought to be secured, to us against all 
interference. The Constitution either secures it 
to us, or it does not. If it does, we have all we 
want upon that point. If it does not, we are de- 
ceived, and must secure it in some other way. 
But not by putting it under the control of those 
who have no slaves. 

Many are of opinion that large manufactorica 
are dangerous to the liberty, safety, and morals 
ofa nation. Shall we burn them down, sir, by 
act of Congress? Such ideas appear to me to be 
subversive of every security for property, dan- 
gerous to the community, and hostile to the peace 
and order of civilized life. I cannot see the least 
ground for asserting this power. 

But, on the point of constitutionality, I can 
differ with any gentleman, from any part of the 
Union, and do it ia perfect good will and good hu- 
mor. Withequal good humor and complacency, 
can I hear abstractions on the subject of negroes 
and negro slavery. As long as they are kept 
north of Mason and Dixon’s line, they can never 
hurt us of the South. Nor can they hurt there 
much; for, as my Lord. Baeon says, '* though 
such things work mightily on men’s wits, yet do 
they produce no very great effects”. The mis- 
chief never -begins until an attempt is made to 
reduce them to practice. 

I promised you, and through you, my consti- 
tuents, that whenever the abolition question came 
up, not entangled with any quostion of order, or 
with any extrancous matter, [ would express my 
opinions and feelings upon it. Yet who can be 
ignorant of what are the feelings and opinions 
df a representative of any portion of the slave- 
holding districts upon, this subject?’ There is no: 


j 
| 
iz 
i 


difference of apon or of feeling, either in re- i! I 
tto interfere, or the disposition 
Nearly | 
į . à. H 
|: all these memorials declare, in terms, that they 


gard to the rig 
‘to do so, by the Federal Government. 


mean this measure to operate, in some form or 
other, to produce, or to induce, the emancipation 
of the slaves of all the South. The fact is not 
attempted to be covered, that there are untiring 
efforts constantly in action, the object of which 
is to emancipate our slaves: Some petitions 
opose to do it immediately. Others propose 
do it gradually., I am entirely satisfied, that 
to do it, or use the means to do it, either way, 
"i ia a violation of the Constitution, subversive of 
prona aud public safety, and, if persevered in, 
atal to the Union. . 
I have, however, no great solicitude on the 
the constitutional question. When the mind gets 
. its own consent to take from me my property, 
| and endanger my life, upon speculative notions 
of this character, it is obvious it will find it easy 
onstitutional difficulty. 


8 
‘| 
Vt 
A 


| enough to get clear of c 


; And it is not material whether it come to this | 


| determination through infatuation, perversion of 
intellect, or perversion of moral sense, or from 
corruption known and felt; it will, in neither 
casc, stand long upon constitutional construction. 

Sir, I have been compelled to come to the con- 
clusion, that when our lives and our property de- 
pend upon construction, and construction only, 
no great reliance can be placed in the safety of 
either. 

The opinions of the greatest and best of men 
differ and change with time and change of cir- 
cumstances. Look to the opinions of the great, 
wise, and good men who framed and adopted this 
Constitution, with its guarded, careful amend- 
ments. Mark the opinions delivered in debate 


trict of Columbia—Mr. Bouldin. 


. from us this property, and in doin 


Ho. or Reps. 


nians.’ ‘*Can a man be pardoned, and retain 
the offense? When, then, | see that great men 
can thus construe and thus act—great and good 
men, many of them as great and as good as any 
men in any age or country—I do not like to place 
my principal reliance on constitutional construc- 
tion in this affair. I know we must rely mainly 
upon ourselves. But as far as depends upon our 
fellow-citizens and friends, not situated as we are 
in Read to this property, especially members of 
this House, I am anxious to have an answer to 
this question: Do you (professing to be friend! 
to us of the South) mean to take any steps, di- 
rectly or indirectly, to produce their effect now 
or hereafter, which steps are intended to take 
so, put us 
and the property both in danger? No man can 
answer to this for those that are to follow him. 
Each man must answer this question for himself. 
If the answer is yes, I care not a fig for his con- 
stitutional notions. I cannot feel that that per- 
son, whoever he may be, or whatever he may 
think of the purity of his own intentions, is a 
friend to me or mine, or to the southern people. 
We of the South are notoriously assailed upon 
this subject, in church and out of church, (I mean 


| no reflection on the Church,) by societies and 


on its adoption. I know they stand in the form ` 


of argument, but not the arguments of counsel, 
feed to maintain onc side only. They are the ar- 
. guments of a judge delivering the sentence of life 
or death; pronouncing sentence of life or death to 
| a nation’s independence. When Patrick Henry 
urged before the Virginia Convention that, under 
" the constitution proposed, a sovereign State might 
be dragged before a court, what did the late Chief 
Justice say in reply? Mr. Speaker, when I al- 
lude to the late Chief Justice of the United States, 
let me do it with all humility and homage to his 
great name and virtues. Would that I could pay 
tribute as just and ample as it is sincere to the 
splendor of his talents, the magnitude of his ac- 


quirements, and to whatis more thanall, the purity |, 


‘and simplicit 
firmness of his justice. 

In answer to Henry, and in sup 
stitution, or rather its adoption, 
other things, ‘It is not rational to su 
sovereign power should be dragged befe 

` court.” Does he then say, or even intimate 
“ that, in the adoption of that Constitution, a State 
|! would cease tbe a sovereign power? 

iit. Such a hint I do not recollect to have seen; 
ii at that day it might have been fatal to the adop- 
| tion. He says further: ‘© I hope no gentleman 
|, wi 
i! the Federal court.” What he thought of it after- 
| wards, after decisions and after opinions will 
show. We find that the most illustrious men 
have stood out fora time upon a constitutional 
difficulty, and yielded at last. Witness the his- 
tory of the Bank of the United States. I may 
not be right—I hope I am not—but it appears to 


me that positions have been taken, which, in their 


e said, among 
pose, that 


trary to the spirit and letter of the Constitution, 
and that by construction of the Constitution. 
Has no such position as.this been substan- 
tially taken? An independent savage nation in 
the heart of a sovereign civilized State, under the 


right; but it appears to me that good men have 
convinced themselves that this is practicable, 


to remain, in all time, not subject to the laws 


under the protection of the Federal court. If all 
those whose ancestors took land from the In- 


held, there would be.room enough for the *‘ poor 


protection of the Federal court? Thope I am not | 


|| dians would return to them all the lands thus ; 


ll think that a State wili be called at the bar of 


of his heart, and the unbending | 


me of the Con- | 
before a `: 


Far from . 


nature, are impossible to be executed, and eon- ` 


constitutional, and just; and that the savages are | 


of the State, scalping and tomahawking men, || 
i| women: and helpless children, if they please, | 


| tried in St. Domingo. 


combinations of all descriptions in the Union, 
and of many foreign countries. Are we now to 
be assailed by this House? The votes which 
have been taken indicate decidedly that we are 
not—the friendly countenances I meet every day 
tell me it can hardly be. But if we are to be 
assailed by this House in legislative form, inevit- 
able necessity has taken our course for us. Phi- 
losophers may dream, and fanatics may rave in 
their wild imaginations, but we know that our 
course is taken for us by dire necessity. We 
know that three millions of men are not to be 
managed by philosophic dreams, or the wild 
imaginations of fanatics. 
any are the schemes devised for our benefit 
by men and women, many of whom are as igno- 
rant of the matter as they are officious in med- 
dling with that which does not concern them. 
Some advise emancipation immediately, openly, 
violently; others propose to proceed more cau- 
tiously, carefully. The purposes being the same, 
(the emancipation of other men’s er per) dif- 
fering only in the means proposed to be used, the 
more temperate tella the more rash that he will 
defeat the object. 
So far, then, his rashness will benefitus. With 
such an object before him, the more guarded and 
cireumspect he is, the more dangerous he is to 
us. There is only one point upon which all 
their schemes and plans ever agree—that we of 
the South sleep on a magazine of gunpowder. 
Some propose to set fire to this magazine openly 
in broad day, and immediately; others say it 
would be best to burn it off gradually by a slow 
match, and hust nobody. 
. Sir, such speculations are amusing as long as 
they are: not ceo to be put into practice. 
This is the very schome that was proposed and 
It was some time before 
the match caught the magazine of powder; but 
when it did take, it blew up the whole island ata 


' blast. -Instead of millions on millions of pounds 


of sugar and coffee, and numerous other articles 
| of value, reared by the hand of care and industry 
‘for exportation, what have they now but the 


| spo 


ntaneous growth of the island—mahogany 
and the like? Their population reduced to less 
than half—meny of the full-blood negroes now 
to be found in herds, naked and wild as the beasts 
of the forest—flying from the sight of man, even 
of their. own country and color! This is the 
fruit of this scheme of gradual emancipation. 
In that experiment, as soon as the white peo- 
ple began to perceive the effect of this gradual 
scheme, almost all whocould, left themagazine— 
left the island.. Those that remained’ were, with 
the help of certain societies in France, massacred 
in the most treacherous and brutal manner. 
Those who innocently think that this powder can 
be burnt off gradually, have my thanks for in- 
tending me no other mischief than to burn my 
powder without my leave. Yet theymu st excuse 
me; I cannot agree to the project in any Way. 

wish'not to add to any excitement that may exist, 
or fan the flame ofdiscord: Yet, two years since, 
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nearly, when I first had the honor ofa seathere, ' 


I expressed a wish to print one of these memor- 
iats. It contained two propositions—one that it 
wasa shame and disgrace, as well as pain, to 
northern and eastern gentlemen, and foreigners, 
to come to this capital and find slaves and slave- 
holders here. Every word applied as thoroughly 
to Virginia, and the whole Seuth, as to this place. 
The other proposition was this—that if abolition 
took place here, in the heart of Virginia and 
Maryland, it would compel or influence them to 
do the like. Here was a direct proposition to 
use means to cmancipate our slaves in these 
States. I wished to print this, and let the South 
know what was proposed and what feelings these 
people entertained towards us, and how many 
they might be, many or few, and who they were. 
It was thought to be a firebrand by my honor- 
able colleague, [Mr. Wise,]and I abandoned the 
idea, as that seemed to be the opinion of the whole 
South. Yet I thought and said, and still think, 
that if a friend detect a man attempting to burn 
my house or do me serious injury, and arrest it, 
he has only hsif done his work. ` His next duty 
is totell me, that I may be on my guard. 


{tis not, then,a new thought with me, that the - 


South ought to know and understand that there 
is danger abroad; and I am happy to find my 
honorable rolleague agreeing with me now. 

I have considered this emancipating notion for 
a long time, and think I understand the quarter 
from which it is pressed upon us. This thing is 
found in the South as well as the North, though 
not to the same extent; in Europe as well as in 
America, It is found mainly among the aristoc- 
racy—I mean the money, that is the only aristoc- 
racy in this country—and among the gossiping 
classes—rich idlers, and their dependants, who, 
not being obliged to work, are speculating upon 
that which will involve the life and property of 
thousands and millions of honest, industrious 
citizens. I know all rich people do not do this, 
but it surely comes from that quarter. I never 
knew an industrious man, whose habit and busi- 
ness was to make bread with his own hands for 


' their efforts. 


hostile lands, they never thought to inquire; how j 
many armies they should have to subdue; they 
disdained to estimate. They pressed forward, 
regardless of the fields whitencd with the bones 
of others cut off in the same mad career. Men 
of wisdom, as well as men of folly, were eagerly : 
and equally engaged in this enterprise. Now,’ 
men of all kinds, wise or foolish, look back upon 
them and their mad career with utter astonish- 
ment, and stand amazed at their madness. The 
excitement upon the subject of negro slavery ap- 
poate to me to be exactly similar, and nothing | 
ut God has power to arrest it. 

To desire the prosperity and happiness of the |: 
whole human family, and endeavor to promote 
it, is genuine benevolence, which is the queen of all 
the virtues. Free from all fanaticism, many of the 
wisest and best are deeply concerned for the negro 
race. To such feelingsand such notions my heart : 
yields its most profound and warm devotion. 

I cannot, however, participate in their hopes or 

When Pook ack into the records 
of past ages, and am unable to find this race at any 
period, in all time, in any place, equal to their own 
protection against any other race of men, I cannot 
but feel that man’s efforts to alter a destiny so 
abiding, must prove unavailing. I mean the ne- 
grorace. The Moor the Carthaginian, the Egyp- 


: tian, were all black, or nearly so, but not negroes. 


` this the case with a nation or race that is not equal 


his wife and children; nor ae industrious woman, ` 


{his wife,) whose duty, and habit, and pleasure 
it was to honor her husband, and feed and clothe 
his children, that ever pressed this thing much 
apon any one, or meddled a great deal with other 
people’s business in anything. This class have 
wot time for such things. Do not understand me 
to assail the wealthy part of the community 
rudely. Far from it. As they have the means 
and leisure to acquire, so have they much intelli- 
gence and many accomplishments not to be found 
among the poorer classes. 
from the temptation incident to want, so are they 
free, in a measure, from many of the vices to 
which those who are more pressed by want and 
necessity are more subject. I only speak of the 


fact, as I conceive it to be, without disparagement 
to either class. 
I wish not to provoke the ire of those who are 


friendly to us, though not living in a slavehold- 
ing district. To go crusading against people 


As they are freed : 


about their abstract notions, could only be equalcd : 


in absurdity by the crusade of the fanatics against ` 
us for that which we cannot help, if we were ; 


ever so anxious. I know that fanaticism is 


abroad in the land—north and south, east and > 


west, in Europe and America. 


sion. 
“ Arouse the tiger in the Hyrcanian desert, 
Strive with the half-starv’d lion for his prey ; 
Lesser the risk, than te rouse : 
The slumbering fire of wild fanaticism.” 

Tt seems to palsy every valuable faculty of the 
mind and the soul. Look but at the Crusaders; 
see how they went on like raving maniacs for 
more than two hundred years. Many of thè 
most prudent and worthy men whose every ac- 
ton was weighed in the balance before their 
course was taken; every effort for their family, 
their friends, and their country—many thousands 
of such men, suddenly influenced by the hermit 
Peter, or some such fanatic, abandoned all they 
had been toiling for all their days, or sold it to 

rchase an outfit for the expedition to the Holy 

d. How many seas between—how many: 


No. 4° 


With that it is | 
useless, worse than idle, to attempt an argument. - 
It is in vain to appeal to its‘ bowels of compas- ' 


: “blacks, and monkeys; and these formed the great- 


` «the Portuguese adventurers again opencd a route |; 

i: previous condition, I cannot feel any serious hope 
' of their ever being brought up to that condition 
: dition then—such it is now. l 
tion they seem ever to have had, is the African || 


| allin vain. Some of the old historians use expres- 


The negro has several marks that distinguish him 
from any other race. The most remarkable is his 
woolly hair. I do not mean to reproach him with 
this peculiarity, nor can I see any necessary con- 
nection between this peculiarity or any other that 
he has, and his inferiority. I mean merely to say, 
that I can find no satisfactory proof that, in any 
time past, this race has been found equal to his 
own protection against any other race. While a 
son is an infant, under father or guardian, he can 
be provided for and taken care of; but when of full , 
age, if he cannot take care of himself, he will 3 
hardly be taken care of; much more certainly is | 
| 
to its own care and protection. Who will take || 
care of a nation that is not able to take care of 
itself? I cannot find any proof that this race has 
ever been in any other condition... What was their 
condition in the daysofSolomon? ‘ Negro slaves 
‘ were, in those days, extraordinary marks of lux- 
‘ury, pomp, or show; and were sometimes exhib- 
‘ited as objects of curiosity. Josephus, speaking 
‘of the trade carried on by Solomon at Ophir, 
‘which he places in Africa, mentions that, besides 
‘gold and silver, he obtained thence much ivory, 


‘est part of the African trade, even till late years. 
‘Solomon bought the negroes for the service of the 
‘temple, the high priests, and the seraglios, whence 
‘some few found their way, as presents to the 
‘courts and cities of foreign Powers. But in 
‘the subsequent ages, the decline of the kingdoms 


: ‘of the East extinguished the demand for such ar- : 
` ‘ticles of luxury; the speculation of foreign com- 


“merce ceased; the avenues to distant objects: be- 


‘came blocked up or forgotten; and the negro © 


‘provinces of Africa, retaining only a very pre- 
‘carious communication with the Moors and || 
‘ Arabs, remained unnoticed and unknown, until ‘1 


‘to their shores two thousand four hundred and 
‘forty years afterwards.” Such was their con- 
The best protec- | 


climate, in which no abiding European settle- ` 
ment ever could be made, though tried in all 
ages; and Asiatics can with difficulty. f 
After the lapse of two thousand four hundred 
and forty years, what was their condition still? 
While other races have been rising into eminence 
and falling into barbarism, they remain the same | 
ay, sir, and are still the same. Efforts have 
been made for three hundred years to civilize | 
them, and advance them on their own shores, but ! 


sions as if the Egyptians were negroes; but the | 
proof is now ample that they were not negroes, 
but had negro captives among them. All the | 
Egyptian mummies, with scarcely an exception, 
have straight hair and Asiatic faces; all the sculp- | 
tures, statues, and paintings, show that they were | 
not negroes. Sir, can you believe that the famous 
Queen of Sheba was a negréss, and it not men- 


; hard, and does seem 


_ dom an 
‘| nipotence, can reconcile the heart of a kind man 


‘| of men of great talent and virtue. 
| been raised in a slaveholding section, and being so 


tioned? Had she gone up, with her woolly hair, 


. and lips higher than her nose, in all the splendor 
of Asiatic magnificence, would not such a novelty 


have been mentioned? 

The only doubt that can be raised is in regard 
to Ethiopians. Philosophy took its rise first in 
that country. It seems easily shown that it was 
a nation formed of people of different races. As 
I can find nothing certain to show that the philos- 
ophers of that day were not negroes, I cannot say 
they were not; yet upon the weight of testimony, 
what probability is there that they were? None 
that I can see. They have never taken the lead 
since. Some individual might, but exceptions 
pore the rule; yet I have no recollection of ever 

avıng seen an individual instance of a first-rate 
man in anything (except perhaps music) of that 
race. 

There are hordes and nations of them in that 
neighborhood (Ethiopia) exactly such as they 
were thousands of years ago. 

There isa race spoken of in the Old Testament, 
of whom it is said—‘* Cursed be Canaan; a ser- 
vant of servants shall he be unto his brethren.’ 
I have much confidence in the truth of the Old 
Testament, as well asthe New. There are many 
things in each beyond my reach, upon the com- 
mon rules of evidence, to know whcther they be 
true or not, but there is nothing that I ever could 
find to be false. If, in this, the negro race isnot 
alluded to, I do not know what race is alluded to. 
If I did not find a race of men, as I think, ex- 
actly agreeing with it, I might have passed over 
it as a thing, the application or truth of which I 
could not exactly sce. From age to age they 
have filled this saying. Shall we say itis wrong, 
and we will alter it? Or shall we say we do not 
believe 1t? And why not believe it? See the 
prophecies of the Jews. There are the prophe- 
cies, and here are the people; proving, by their 
condition, the truth of the prophecy. Their con- 
dition could not have been inferred from what had 
been the condition of that, or any other people, 
before or since the prophecies.” It may scem 

Part, as far as we are able 
to look into it, and nothing but positive submis- 
sion to overruling destiny in the eyes of the un- 
believer, or submission to overruling Providence 
in the eyes of the believer, confiding in his wis- 

d roodaeas as well as submission to Om- 


toit. And, sir, should either rebel, what ‘effect 


| would rebellion have ? 


equal chance. Ifso, he must prove it by his own 
actions. It cannot be proved by supposition or 
hypothesis. Why has the negro not had a chance? 
| Why has he notcaught the European, the Asiatic, 
the American, in his turn? Other races have 
been up, and have been down; but they have 
| been down always. 
I know many wise and great men have hopes 
| that the negro race may yet be brought up to an 
average with other races. I am obliged to feel 
respect for the opinions, or even the serious hopes, 
Yet, having 


| Some say the negro would be equal, with an 


well acquainted with their character there, and 
having taken some pains to inform myself of their 


by man’s agency. , 

Judging from individual cases, a man might 
hope; but exceptions prove a rule, though they 
may exist. It 1s contrary to all logic to argue 
from particulars to generals; but Iam notinformed 
of one exception in which it appears that the 
negro has risen to anything like an equality in 
any one great pursuit of learning, or anything 
else, compared to the first-rate in that same pur- 
guit in other races. God forbid that I should dis- 
parage them. Oftentimes it happens that they 
are better and more intelligent than many who are 
lamenting ‘over their ignorance and depravity. 
We have Scripture authority to show that we are 
brothers; and the authorities I have quoted from, 
and alluded to, are not intended to upset the 
Scripture, but to prove by other evidence the truth 
mentioned in the Scriptures, that we are all from 
one stock. ‘They prove itto my satisfaction; and 
I believe would have proved itif I had never heard 
of the Seripture. . 
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Į do not res 
hood of my opinon on this matters 
is marked by necessity. Whether 
ual or interior—wihether it was right 
or wrong tm tae ongin to have brought them here 
tenar slavery im the abstract be right or 
here in such numbers, and so 
interwoven with our institutions, We cannot get 
clear of them without doing agreat deal worse by 
them, and ourseives, than by holding them. To 
get clear of chen we should be obliged to exterm- 
inie tahem in selt-detense, 

Tae oniy use | wish to make of this view of 
the matter is Chis: If the success be so doubtful, 
and even hopeless, of placing the race in a safe 
condition, and raising them upon a level with 
other nations, there is less propriety in pressing 
upon us, When evils are great and incalculable, 
and benefits just within the range of possibility. 
A question is asked, what isto be done? [know 
but one answer. Leave it to God, In the ripe- 
ness of ime. and in His own way, He will do nght 
about it. The spheres keep their place and the 
heavenly bodies move in their orbits without 
regard to any agency or resolutions of men. 
Surely then, when subjects grow so large, and the 
consequences of interference so perilous, men can 
never be held responsible for leaving them in the 
hands of an overruling Providence, where at last, 
let man resolve what he will, they must remain. 

Their weakness can never give us the right to 
abuse them: but necessity and legal right com- 
pel and entitle us to hold them. I have no idea 
that, under the circumstances, itis a crime to hold 
them, and shall not trouble you or myself with 
nice questions of what would be my opinion un- 
der other circumstances; yet I will say, sir, that 
1 see nothing more monstrous in this thing inany 
way than in many other things elsewhere. I see 
nothing to induce me to believe that if the pew 
raze of the fanaucs had carried them before Christ, 
when on earth, under the same circumstance as 
some of their brethren and predecessors did in 
regard to the woman who was taken in adultery— 
I say,] can see nothing in it to prevent his giving 
the same answer: “ Let him that is without fault 
cast the first stone.” If they will obey this rule, 
I am willing they may throw as many as they 
please. But they have not the shame or self- 
condemnation that the other had. 

ti They've nought to do but mark and tell 
Their neighbor’s fauits and folly.” 

One thing is observable. Adultery is forbidden, 
and put with murder, and the list of blackest, 
deepest crime. Slavery is nowhere forbid, at least 
in terms, if at all; we are driven to long inferences, 
and that against fact. It existed all the while, 
and still notexpressly forbidden, or by any reason- 
able implication. Yet, sir,do not understand me 
as branching out in defense of slavery, or against 
it in the abstract—I speak only as to our present 
condition; the most inconvenient feature of which 
is, that it lays us liable to fanatics and unauthor- 
ized interference from others. If we indulge the 
noble feeling of hospitality, the delight of the 
southern man, and take into our bosom the for- 


truni or tals 
our course 
negroes de eq 


wrong--they are | 


tour course to be pursued upon the 


eigner, seeking fortune or seeking pleasure, we | 


put it into his power to touch us in this tender | safe in any 
:| others. here is the country that has had less 


place. Pity enough it is that human depravity 
and human ingratitude should be found great 
enough to abuse it; and still greater would be the 
pity, if, entering into the closest alliances of friend- 
ship and interest with others, they should be found 


willing to touch us on this tender chord. I will; 


pass from this gloomy view of the subject. Itis an 
old story and an old truth, that the heart of man is 
deceitful above all things, and Topera y 

e 


It might seem that Providence intended some- 


thing for the benefit of the negro race, in suffer- | 
i| negroes, 


ing a portion of them to be brought among civil- 
ized men, where they could be governed and 
protected under and by their laws, until they 
were prepared to receive his further blessing. 
If this be his design, I have no idea that man can 
defeat it. To carry them back to Africa would 
seem well calculated to stay all advance in their 
career. But the idea of carrying all the negroes 
back to Africa was never entertained seriously, 
I imagine, by any one. There are about three 
millions. To carry them and find a home for 
them in a distant country is an casy job for fanat- 
icism; but all time is unable to show anything 


wicked. | 


like it. We are talking of war with Franee, and 
France talking of war with us. 
cost of the few regiments that either would 
think of sending across the Atlantic. ‘The fanat- 
ics think, and think rightly, that the cost would 
be worthy the consideration of both nations. 
This is not the point upon which their brains are 
diseased. But to send three millions across the 
Adantic, and find a home for them, and defend 
them until negroes are able to dend themselves, 
is a light matter in the estimation of fanaticism. 
Viewing, on the whole, this project as utterly 
impracticable as well as unconstitutional, I am 
opposed to any interference of any kind calcu- 
lated to irritate. Weare told that slavery among 
us is a sore evil. Sir, if a man be afflicted with 
a cancer on a vital part, what would he think of 
a surgeon who would propose to cut it out? 
What would you think of a surgeon who would 
insist upon amputation, when you knew the con- 
sequences would be death? What would you 
think of the charity or kindness of him, who 


would persevere in chafing and irritating an in- | 


curable wound? To let us alone to our destiny 
is the kindest favor that can be bestowed upon us. 

I will now proceed to answer some of the 
charges that have been made against the South 
as a pretext for interference with our matters. 
Sir, they draw their conclusions from premises, 
not one of which is true in point of fact. 

It is not true that the Africans in their native 
country are made worse. They were, very many 
of them cannibals when the slave trade com- 
menced. Instead of catching, killing, and eating 
their enemies, they now catch and sell; careful 
not to kill. 

It is not true that the slaves are worse off here 
than in their country. Lander’s Travels show 
that four fifths of them are slaves. As Mr. Ran- 
dolph said, “It is the happiest occurrence that 
‘ever could have befallen them. They are taken 
‘ from a country where they are little better than 
‘ baboons, and transplanted into one where they 
“are made intelligent beings and Christians. As 
t to the whites,’’ said he, ‘‘ itis another matter.” 
They are freer, happier, and more intelligent, and 
more pious than they were in their own country. 

It is not true that the whites are worse than 
white men in other countries. Any judgment 
formed here would be charged with partiality. 
Go to any country abroad, and see if a southern 
man stands questioned by his locality. Who 
stands higher than a southern gentleman for 
honor, truth, justice, piety, or virtue, in an 
sense? Has he the name of a hard-hearted, hard- 
handed tyrant? Sir, his character is known in 
the world. And does it suffer by comparison 
with that of gentlemen of any non-slaveholding 
State? Who, for pure, feminine modesty, and 
unsuspected chastity, as well as every other 
quality that can recommend her to the love and 

, admiration of stranger or acquaintance, stands 
: better in the eyes of the world than the south- 
ern female? {s it supposed she will suffer by 


`; comparison with females in any non-slaveholding 


State? 
It is not true that the southern people are less 
sense, unless from the meddling of 


l violence in its bosom within two hundred years, 


| than the South? The affair at Southampton is 
| the only one of any size. How much fanaticism 
had to do with that may be doubtful. What has 
been the case with non-slaveholding States? Have 
| they had no mobs, no riots, in that time? Have 
the United States troops never been obliged to 
lend their aid? 

There is no country where there is less per- 
sonal violence—fewer robberies, especially by the 
Personal security is as great as any- 
where in the world. Often a lady, with thou- 
sands of dollars in her custody, with no other 
| white protection than her beautiful daughters or 


be the peril at which an attempt would be made 
upon her. There rest treasure and beauty secure 
together. Think you they would be more secure 


country? 


granddaughters, some miles from any other white | 
rson’s dwelling, surrounded by fifty or one | 
undred and fifty slaves, her only protection—all | 
who know anything about it, know what would | 


thus guarded by hirelings in a non-slaveholding | 


| 
Think of the | 


` his thousands, 
|: was made to in 


‘than Iaborers in other 


It is not true that the free negro here is better 
than the slave. Judge him by the communion 
table, the jail, the whipping-post, or the gallows, 
and they will all give it in favor of the slave. 
Put them to any test, it will turn out the same. 

It is not true that slaves are dishonest, as is 
said and supposed by those not acquainted, Cap- 
tain Smith, who first made a permanent settlement 
in Virginia, says, “ As in all countries, where 
there are many people, there are some thieves; 
so in all seas much frequented, there are some 
pres There is stealing, then, by land and 
əy sea. The jails and gibbets prove this all over 
the world. But I will state a fact by which com- 
parison may be drawn with other places. Having 
practiced law in the country, in the courts of the 
interior, the nature of that profession has, for 
twenty years and more, carried me into houses, 
public and private, from the residence of the most 
aMuent to the most humble dwelling of the poor. 
l carried saddle-bags without a lock, and never 
lost the value of acravat in my life from them. 
In all that country, negroes are the domestic ser- 
yants, and in almost all instances, such things 
are committed to their care. There are many 
places where there are no slaves, at which, if 
your hat, or cloak, or trunk gets out of sight, or 
is not delivered to some one who has given bond 
and security to return it to you again or place it 
where you direct him, you will never see it 
again; and then unless you have the number or 
description of the porter, it is infallibly gone. I 
do not mean to say slaves do not steal; they do 
steal, but not morc than people do in many places 
where there are no slaves. 

It is not truc, that they are worse provided for 

laces—the increase in that 
opulation will prove this without anything more. 
n many places where there are no slaves, the in- 
crease in population is nothing, being limited by 
the means of subsistence. sat, sir, and my 
heart bled for the sufferings of the poor in New 
York, as painted with such feeling and eloquence 
by a gentleman from that State, (Mr. Ferris,] at 
the last session. I wondered that while so much 
sympathy is felt for our slaves, there were no 
bowels of eoinpameion left for these poor sufferers; 
groups of them, in that extreme cold weather last 
winter, hovering for days and nights over smoking 
sawdust. This, too, because protecting duty was 
laid on foreign coal, that the rich collier might 
realize a few cents more to the bushel, to add to 
rhaps millions; and this appeal 
face us to take off that duty. I 
have never seen slaves in any situation compar- 
able in suffering to this. Itis not true, that the 
whole of life between master and slave is that 
of tyranny on the one hand, and hatred on the 
other. I have never seen stronger or more lasting 
friendships than are found between the children 
raised up in the same family. I have never seen 
more bitter tears shed, than I have seen dropped 
by the domestic slaves over a deceased master or 
mistress, or other member of the family. Often 
have I known the mistress to rise’ at midnight, 
and travel through the most inclement weather to 
the sick bed of her servant and friend—yes, sir, 
friend—and watch over her, and sympathize with 
her in all her affliction, until the rising sun. 

I have scen this done often by the slave, though 

wearied by toil—willingly, voluntarily. I have 


-seen him go to the sick or otherwise afflicted 


| night. 
Why, 


master or mistress, and nurse and watch all 

This is no rare or uncommon thing 
then, should it be said of us, that the rela- 
tionship between master and slave destroys all 
the finer feelings of the heart. Happy 18 that 
man in kis friendships who has as many friends, 
who will risk their hves for him, as a large slave- 
holder generally has slaves who will peril their 
lives for him. This is said to be induced by in- 
terest only. Itis not. But grant it. Neither 
interest nor any other motive can induce many 
to do so to the suffering poor. It is not true that 
the relationship will produce the effect to destroy 
noble feeling. Where do we get our ideas of 
honor and chivalry but from the days of chivalry ? 
and who were in more positive bondage than 
was the page or the squire to his superior? f 

It is not true that slaves are more idle, or their 
labor lesa profitable. The exports from this 
country will show this. Three articles of export, 
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the proceeds of slave labor exclusively, cotton, 
tobacco, and rice, amounted a few years sinee to 
sixty millions out of eighty millions of dollars, 
the whale export; and that exclusive of what is 
used in this country. There cannot be more than 


two millions of thirteen (the whole population) | 


employed in it. 
I have denied some charges against the South 
merely because they have been so often repeated; 


that if not contradicted they might be taken for ; 
admitted. - But I deny all right in any to:chal: ' 


lenge, question, or meddle with us in our affairs 
in t which does not concern them. 


Neither do I mean to be construed as an advo- | 


cate for negro slavery, or any other kind of 


slavery in the abstract; only such as we have and | 


cannot get clear of. As to the negroes, I should 


be willing to get rid of them in any way that is | 


consistent with humanity and. the rights of the 


owners. I am not willing to violate private right, | 
public right, or common sense and Justice, about . 
it; neither am I willing to see them sacrificed for | 


my whim or benefit. Self-defense might, and 
will, if there be much more interference, instigate 
them to acts that will compel us to sacrifice them. 

One word more before I resume my seat. I 
have much confidence in the good feeling of this 
House towards us in this thing; much more than 
J had before it was openly agitated here. Yet, 
let me appeal to gentlemen by every tender endear- 


ment of peaceful life and security, under the freest |} 


and happiest Government on earth, not to suffer 
this thing to be pushed on us by legislative action 
or encouragement, When once we are sure that 
you deliberately design to push this on us, we are 
friends—we are brothers no longer. Let none 
flatter themselves that, when the elements of civil 
warand discord are matured for action in this 
nation, they will be secure in some safe and peace- 
fal retreat far removed from slavery and its conse- 
quences. When once these elements are put in 
motion, (at whatever end of the continent,) their 
desolating flame will from one end of the 
Confederacy to the other, until we die the death 
of all former republics, and are buried in their 
family vault, within the arms of despotism. 'This 
nas been the fate of all, and will, I fear, be ours. 


Note.—The references and allusions in the foregoing 
remarks, in relation to the ancient history of the ne race, 
tre made principally from Bridge’s Jamaica, McKenzie’s 
Hayti, and Pritcherd’s Researches. j 
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REMARKS OF HON.JAS. GARLAND, 
npe . OF VIRGINIA, 
Ix rue Hovse or Representatives, 
January 25, 1836, e9 l 
In reply to the remarks of Mr. Cusnine, of Mas- 
sachusetts, on presenting a Memorial from 
sundry inhabitants of Massachusetts, for the 
Abolition of Slavery and the Slave Trade in the 
-District of Columbia. : ss 
After Mr. Cusnive concluded his remarks— - 


Mr. GARLAND rose and said, that he did not 
rise to inflict a long speech upon the House, par- 
ticularly at this hour of the day—that he would 
not discuss the ‘subject of slavery here or else- 
where—but he could not permit the ingenious and 
pria remarks of the honorable member from 

assachusetts, [Mr. Cussina,) who has just 
taken his seat, to go tothe public, without an 
humble effort, on his.part, to parry their effects 
by exposing their fallacy. r. @. said, that 
whenever gentlemen presented these petitions for 
interference with the local rights of the people of 
‘the District of Columbia, against:their wishes; 
their reception was to be secured,: by bein 
wrapped in the extensive folds of the sacred—the 
constitutional right of petition. : ' 

Mr. G. proposed very briefly to examine thig 
subject, with a view to distinguish between thé 
‘constiltitional right of petition, and the constitu- 
tional obligation of this House to receive petitions 
when presented, and to prove that this House 
was under no constitutional obligation to receivé 
petitions, founded in abuse: of this sacred right, 
and irag m view the subversion of the rights of 
others. Whon 


géhtlemen from the North accused 


| that theo 


members of the South of disregarding the consti- 
tutional right of petition, in voting against the re- 
ception of these abolition memorials, they done 
them great injustice. No people regarded with 
more scrupulous jealousy the right of petition, 
legitimately exercised, than the southern people; 
but that it was against its abuse they protested; 
and it was the invasion of the rights of others, 
under colar of this sacred principle, they resisted. 

Mr. G. said, with due deference to the opinions 
of other penenie; he had always understood 

ject of the Constitution, in guarantying 

the right of petition, was to enable the: people, or 
any portidn of them, to assemble without inter- 
Tuption or hindrance, and petition for the- redress 
of any grievance under which they might labor, 
and which was within the reach of. the body pe- 
titioned. . This was the object of the celebrated 
magna charta of England; it was the object of 
every guarantee of the right of petition in every 
age of the world, wherever it has existed. ' It was 
emphatically a right guarantied by the Constitu- 
tion to petition for. redress of grievances—griev- || 
ances either public or private, but nothing more. 
Mr. G. said, to sustain this position he needed no 
other argument than the article of the Constitu- 
tion cited by the honorable gentleman himself. 
It reads thus: ‘‘ Congress shall make no law re- 
‘specting the establishment of religion, or pro- 
‘hibiting the free exercise thereof, or abridging 
‘the freedom of speech, or of the press; or the 
‘right’ of the people: PEACEABLY to ASSEMBLE, 
‘and to petition the Government for a redress of 
‘ GRIEVANCES.” Can the mind of any man be so | 
far obscured, as not. at once to perceive that. the | 
object of this article was to secure to the people 
the right-of assembling and petitioning without 
hindrance or molestation, founded upon the right 
of all, or any portion of the people to have their ; 
ievances, (not the grievances of others,) redressed ? 

r. G. thought not; he thought the article too clear 
to need the aid of ment for elucidation. Mr. 
G. said, every people knew their own grievances 
best, and he thought it-a most extravagant. claim 
under this article, to assert that it gave.the right 
to one set of people to interfere with the rights 
of another, and that Congress: was bound to re- 
ceive such petitions, and gravely act Spee nem 
the Constitution meant no such absurdity. - 

Mr. G. would, by offering a few hypothetical 
examples, illustrate the absurdity of this extrav- 
agant claim under the constitutional right of pe- 
tition, broad as it is, and broad as it should be.. 
The Constitution of our Government was strictly 
Federal; that to its action and eontrol were con- 
fided particular, specified, defined powers, in 
which there was a general and a community of 
interest. between all the States; but that the. do- 
mestic rights of the States were under their own 
exclusive jurisdiction; and that the Federal Gov- 
ernment cauld, constitutionally, no more interfere 
with them than could the Government ef France 
or England. In the domestic relations of the 
States; they are not only independent of the. Fed- 
eral Government, but of the. several State gov- 
ernments. Among the several domestic concerns 
of the States, over which the Federal Govern- 
ernment has no jurisdiction whatever, is the in- 
stitution of slavery in the slaveholding States. It 
is an admitted principle, (said Mr. G.).. It: is a 
constitutional guarantee, that the jurisdiction of 
the States in which. slavery exists is exclusive 
over. the subject, and that neither the Federal nor 
any State government has the right to interfere 
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. 


same,) suppose these people were to petition Con- 
gress to interfere with the domestic relations of. 
france or England: ought their petitions, or in 
other words, would Congress be bound to receive, 


i| and gravely consider the subject-matter of such 
j petition? Certainly not. Again, suppose they 


were to petition Congress to alter the law of de- 
scents in Virginia—and they have the same con- 
stitutional right to do this, as they have to petition 
Congress to abolish slavery in Virginia—will gen- 
tlemen say, that Congress would be bound, under 
the Constitution, to receive, and gravely consider, 
the subject-matter of such a petition? I humbly 
think not.. According to the latitudinous views 
of the gentleman from sachusetts,-[Mr. Cusa- 
iNG,} the good people of Massachusetts have the 
constitutional right to petition about everything 
and anything, éither in Europe, Asia, Africa, or 
America; even, Mr. Speaker, that this House 
should. hang you, for some of what they might 
please to call your religious, or political, or moral 
sins; and that the Constitution imposes upon Con» 
gress the obligation to receive, ani gravely to con- 
sider, such petition. When it is seen, that the 
right of petition, and the obligation of receiving 
and considering-such petitions, on the part of Con- 

ess, as contended for by the gentleman. from 

assachusetts, drives, in practice, to wuch ab- 
surdities, (Mr. G. said,) he regarded the position 
he had taken proven to be true, that the. Consti- 
tution intended to give protection to the people, 
in petitioning for a redress of their own actual 


| grievances, and to impose upon Congress the duty 
| of receiving only such i 


petitions as come within` 
the sphere of their constitutional power of redress. 
Mr. G. hazarded but little in saying, that if this 


| case could be reversed, and the people of Virginia 


were petitioning Congress to compel the State of 
Massachusetts, or any other non-slaveholding 
State, to establish slavery, that every northern 
member would rise in his place, and protest 
against the reception of such a petition, as imper- 
tinent, obtrusive, and without the legislative juris- 
diction of Congress. ‘The principle is precisely 
the same,- 
- Mr. G. said, if he had succeeded in proving, 
as he humbly thought he had, that the Constitu- 
tion did not secure to the people of Massachusetts, . 
or any other State, the right to petition ‘for the 
abolition of slavery in Virginia, or for any inter- 
ference with any of its acknowledged domestic 
rights, or impose on Congress the duty of neng 
and considering such petitions, it only remaine 
for him to prove that, m relation. to the domestie 
rights of thè people of the District of Columbia, 
they were as indèpendent and as foreign to the 
people of Massachusetts as were those of Vir- 
ginia, and that. they had no more right of inter- 
ference with the. one than the other.. Fhat the 
cession of the District of Columbia made it incom- 
patible with the successful operations of the Fed- 
eral Governthent, and the just protection of the 
rights, of the life, liberty, and. property of. its 
citizens, that the States of Maryland and Virginia 
should retain the legislative jurisdiction over the 
ceded tertitory; hence it.was ‘committed to ‘the 
legislative care of Congress. : But it never entered 
into the heads of those who ceded, nor of those 
who accepted the cession, that the people of the 
ceded territory, by the cession, lost t. protection 
of life, liberty, and: property, guarantied: to the 
people of the several Statés, and whieh they 
enjoyed prior to the cession; and that each was to 
be subject to the -uncertaitity which would neces- 
ily arise out of the conflicting: religious and 


withit. This principle being true, as it undoubt- 
edly is, he would aa whether the people of any 
portion of the State of Massachusetts had the 
right to petition Congress to abolish slavery in 
the State of Virginia, because the right of petition 
is guarantied by the Constitution, dnd that Con- 
gress is bound to receive their petitions, and 
gravely consider the subject-matter of them—a 
subject-matter over whith there is not only not 
delegated any power, dud over which their power is 
expressly restricted? ‘To what end are they to re- 
ceive it? “Merely to get a report frorn a commit- 
tee, and a grave decision of this House, that it 
has'no right to legislate upon thia subject? Surely 
this is an absurdity, for which no member- of 
this House- will contend. -It would be an idle 
wasteoftime, = 0 ioo o y a ol 
z: Bix, (for :the: principle would-be: preciaely: thé 


saril : 
polities! notions, and discordant -interests of the 
people of this extended empire. On the contrary, 
all supposed, and none-can doubt, that they were 
left by the cession in the same: state. of security 
which they enjoyed previous tó the cession, and 
that they had exchanged’ simply *the legislative 
jurisdiction of Virginia and Maryland for that of 

ongress. Hie said that the article of. the Con- 
stitution giving to Congress ‘‘ exchsive legislative 
jurisdiction,” was adopted before the cession was 
made, and hénce could have had. no particilar 
reference to the condition of the District after- 
wards ceded, and could: not, :therefore,' abridge 
ariy of the domestic rights of the people of the 
District, as they eased at the time of the cession: 
But the cession having. been accepted with the 
guarantee:of the right-of. property to the people 
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of the District contained in the Constitution and 
acts of concession, these guarantees afford ample 
protecuon, and are restrictions upon the jurisdic- 
dion of Congress as the local Leeislature of the 
Distriet. Tue people of Massachusetts had no 
more connection or concep with the domestic 
rohis of the peoole of tie District than they had 
with these of Cre people of Virginia or Maryland; 
and that any attempt at interference with them 
as mpertinent and obtrusive as interference 
would be with those of Virginia and Maryland, 
or any other independent State. He contended 
that the people of the District, in relation to their 
domestic rights, occupied the position of a State, 
and were entitled to have their rights respected 
as such, and protected from interference from 
other States as such. 

Mr. G.. having thus examined the principle 
growing out of What has been termed the consti- 
tutional nghtof petition, the extent of the obliga- 
uon of Congress to receive, and established, as he 
thought, beyond reasonable doubt, that Congress 
was not bound to receive petitions from people who 
did not seek the redress of some public or private 
grievance affecting themselves, w ould very briefly 
canvass the claim of the petition now under con- 
sideration, to that character. He said he would 
emphatically ask, what was the grievance affect- 
ing the petidoners, for which they sought redress, 
and in aid of which they so clamorously invoked 
che sacred right of petition, and the spirit of lib- 
erty? Why, Mr. Speaker, the grievance is, that 
_the people of this District, some hundred miles 

removed from the petitioners, hold slares, (a prop- 
erty guarantied by the Constitution,) and they 
modestly ask that the people of the District may 
be deprived of their property without their con- 
sent. Surely thisis no grievance, either public or 
private, to the petitioners. But what is the griev- 
ance complained of in the petition, and for which 
a remedy is sought? It is, sir, that the existence 
of slavery is incompatible with the religious notions 
of the petitioners, and they simply ask (a tery 
email matter certainly) that the Congress of the 
United States should forcibly wrest from a por- 
tion of the people their property, for the very im- 
portant object of gratifying the religious seruples of 
these very deroutly religious people. 

Mr. Speaker, thisisas bold and daring anattempt 
as was ever made among a free people, to compel, 
by force of law, one set of people to conform t eir 
practices and their consciences to the religious no- 
tions of another set,—and this, sir, is the whole 

jevance. Sir, once commence this work, and 

y the time you have legislated contone ui to 
the peculiar notions of all our religious sects, there 
will be little of liberty left to the people. You 
will have established a complete clerical despot- 
ism. Mr. Speaker, (said Mr.G.,) the very clause 
of the Constitution quoted by the honorable mem- 
ber from Massachusetts, contains this valuable 
provision: ‘‘Congress shall make no law respecting 
an establishment of religion.” If this provision is 
of any value at all, it secures to every man the 
right of maintaining his own religious opinions, 


was 


and conforming his practices to them. I emphati- . 


cally ask every member here, ay, every American 


freeman, if Congress should carry out the prayer | 
of these petitioners, whether, in practice, it is not | 
directly at war with the right of religious freedom |: 


rantied by the Constitution, as above quoted? 

me men think, and pious men, too, that slavery 

is not incompatible with the strictest notions of 
religion. I then ask if they 
law, to surrender their own opinions, and be com- 
pelled to conform to those of the petitioners? Ian- 
swer,no. You cannot so far violate the princi- 
ples of the Constitution, securing religious free- 


dom. No man, or bedy of men, had the right, . 


nor should they foree him to take their peculiar 
notions of religion. 
but his Creator for his religious opinions or moral 
ractices. The Creator himself had given a guide 
by which 
and unerring guide. But he disclaimed for him- 
self and his constituents the right of a bigoted and 
despotic teacher of religion to gull down their 
throats their notions of religion or anything else. 
They are as froil and as fallible as himself, and he 
did not choose to be compelled to follow their 
guidance, when he deemed them im error. 
It was unreasonable to act upon such petitions 


are to be forced by | 


He was responsible to none ` 


all were to be directed; it was a wise , 
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with the evils or reproaches of slavery. 
lived under laws ane institutions in which it was 
nat tolerated. Hence they have no 
grievance to redress. I protest, Mr. S peaker, 
that the people of this Distriet, who complain of 
no grievance, who have none to redress, should 
be violently deprived of their rights to satisfy the 
religious scruples of their kind friends, these pe- 
titioners. 

Mr. G. said, that having said thus much upon 
the constitutional right of petition, and the griev- 
ance sought to be redressed in the petition now 
under consideration, he would say a few words 
as to an exception of the general obligation of 
Congress to receive and consider petitions, if in 
every other respect unexceptionable. Mr. G. 
said this was an exception due to the body itself; 
he alluded to the eh of this body to require 
that every petition presented to it should be 
couched in decent and respectful language. This 
is an acknowledged right, and it would be a use- 
less consumption of time to detain the House with 
any arguments as to its necessity and propriety. 
Mr. G. asked if the petitition now undcr con- 
sideration was couched in such decent and respect- 
ful language, as to address itsclf to the favorable 
consideration of the House? Sir, in this, as in 
most of the petitions which have been presented, 
the people of the South are characterized as pirates, 


man-stealers, merchants in human flesh, and gross - 


violators of the lacs of God and man. The honor- 
able gentleman who had just taken his seat, and 
who professed to be opposed to the Abolitionists, 
(no doubt sincerely,) who had made a most ex- 
cellent abolition speech, complained of the terms 
of opprobrium which had been used in this de- 
bate towards the northern people, insomuch that 
he acknowledged his zeal against abolitionism 
much abated. He asked that gentleman how it 
was that he could fcel so sensibly the epithets 
employed against the Abolitionists, and not feel 
the severe reflections upon the whole southern 
people contained- in these petitions? 
these terms of reproach, such as piracy, man- 
stealing, &c., so mild, and so gentle, as to be totally 
innocent, totally inoffensive? Surely the gentle- 
man cannot so think. 

Mr. G. said that the institution of slavery ex- 
isted at the time of the formation of the Con- 
stitution. The free States, so called, entercd 
into the constitutional compact with a full knowl- 
edge of this state of things, and solemnly engaged 
not to interfere with it. The South has faithfully 
and devotedly performed its constitutional obliga- 
tions for upwards of fifty years. The southern 
representation have the same claim to protection 
from insult and reproach, when they come here 
to legislate, as the northern representation. Is 
it to be patiently borne, then, Mr. Speaker, that 
the representation of the South are to sit here, 
day after day, and hear themsclves and their 
constituents reproached as pirates? No, sir; it 
is more then southern feeling and southern blood 
can bear. It cannot, it will not be submitted to. 
It had been said by an honorable member from 
_ Massachusetts, {Mr. Apvams,] that it was almost 


impossible to speak of the subject of slavery 
without using terms which may be deemed in- 
sulting and reproachful. Then, Mr. Speaker, 
. why speak of it here at all? It is no reason why 
! the South should submit to insult, because gen- 
tlemen say they cannot present the subject to the 
consideration of Congress without using terms 
‘| of an insulting character. Sır, these petitioners 


titioners have only to abstain from an unwearrant- 
insulting and reproaching the whole southern 


why gentlemen did not feel the force of these 
terms of reproach applied to the South, and 
appreciate their insulting character. It was be- 
cause they themselves were not the subjects 
of these epithets. They were not addressed to 
- them, and their resentment was not therefore 
excited. But Mr. G. was well satisfied that, if 
i any portion of the southern people were to pre- 
sent petitions designating the whole people of the 
| north as Tories, or applying to them some other 


harsh and libelous epithet, the northern members | 


ractical | 


Sir, are ' 


have no right to interfere, nor has Congress the | 
right to interfere with this subject; and these pe- 


able interference with the rights of others, to avoid - 


people. Mr. G. said he could readily perceive — 


I| would readily fecl the insult, and refuse to reccive 
such petitions. The terms of reproach employed 
in these petitions were no less insulting, and 
deserved at the hands of the South the utmost 
indignation. 

Bat Mr. G. was much astonished to hear from 
two gentlemen of such intethgence as the gentle- 
men from Massachusets [Messrs. Apams and 
Cuswine] any argument drawn in favor of the 
reception of this and ether like petitions; because 
they prayed for the abolition not only of slavery, 
but of the slave trade, as they are pleased to call 
it, in the District of Columbia. Upon what prin- 
ciple it is, (said Mr. G.,) that the African slave 
can be assimilated to individual sales and pur-’ 
chases of slaves in the same State, where slavery 
exists, he said he was utterly at a loss to conceive. 
Surely the gentlemen were too learned not to 
know that the right to hold a slave as property 
involved necessarily the right to alien. It was a 
necessary and inseparable consequence. Mr. G. 
said the sales called the slave trade by these holy 
petitioners, were oftener the result of necessity 
than of choice. They were sometimes made to 
satisfy debts, sometimes to divide dead men’s 
estates, sometimes from one cause and sometimes 
another; inno case, however, changing the con- 
dition of the slave, except so far as in the char- 
acter of their masters; and if sometimes mother 
and children are separated, it is only that which 
frequently happens with the masterand his family. 
Every day events are transpiring and scenes 
taking place which are deeply afflicting to our 
feclings, but they are the results of human fraill 
and human imperfection, and cannot be avoided. 

Mr. G. said, another strong, and, to his mind, 
conclusive argument, that the mere fact of pre- 
senting a petition did not impose the obligation of 
receiving it, was the very propounding of the 
question—‘‘ Shall the petition be received?” It 
implies in itself the power not to receite, and the 
reason of the rule seems clearly to be, that the 
power not to receive had reference as well to the 
subject-matter of the petition as to the language 
in which it is couched. But it is asked, how is 
the House to get in possession of the subject- 
matter of a petition, unless it be received and 
read? The answer to this inquiry was quite 
easy. By a rule of the House, every member 
who presents a petition is required briefly to state 
the subject-matter of it. In this way the House 
become posse of its object, and may, upon 
ample information, determine upon the question 
| of reception. If the petition asks Congress to 
i do what it is palpably forbidden by the Consti- 
i tution to do, is ahiere „any reason why it should 

be received? Certainly none. , 
Mr. G. said, that the precedent relied upon by 
_ the gentleman from Massachusetts, [Mr. Cusi- 
_1NG,] of the reception and rejection of the peti- 

tion of the Society of Friends in 1791, did not 

apply. Mr. G. said, that the material object of 
that petition was the regulation and ultimate abo- 

lition of the African slave trade. This was a 

subject, in part, at Ieast, which belonged to the 

constitutional authority of Congress. The right 

to regulate the African slave trade was in effect 

the right to regulate commerce, which properly 

belonged to the exclusive jurisdiction of Con- 

gress. Hence the propriety of the reception of 

that memorial, nihoogh it was subsequently and 
' properly rejected. But that case docs not apply 
to this petition, This petition asks Congress to 
do what it has no power to do. 

Mr. G. said, he begged the indulgence of the 
House for a few moments, while he briefly re- 
curred to the question of constitutional power of 
Congress to abolish slavery in the District of Co- 
jumbia. He said there was only one article of 
i the Constitution upon that subject, and that is 

as follows:. 
“To exercise exclusive legislation in all cases 
: 6 whatsoever over such District (not exceeding ten 
'* miles square) as may, by cession of particular 
| € States, and the acceptance of Congress, becom? 
‘ the seat of the Government of the United States, 
&c. F 

It will be perceived that this clause 18 & art of 
the original draft of the Constitution, an that it 
was adopted before the cession of the District of 
Columbia, but expressly in anticipation of such 
an event. Of course, as I before remarked, this 
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T 
constitutional provision could not have been in- || 
tended to apply to the question of slavery, or to || 

nt any power over it, for it was not certainly || 
nown that the anticipated cession would be made 
by Virginia and Maryland, or any other slave- | 
holding State. Nor could this clause secure the | 
cession from such restrictions as the State or ` 
States might think proper to impose for the pro- 
tection, in relation to their persons or propery: of 
the citizens inhabiting the territory which should 
be ceded. By the Constitution, all power over 
slavery is taken from the Federal Government; 
and they cannot abolish it without an express 
delegation of power to do so. That has not 
been given even ss regards the District of Co- 
lumbia. i 
But it has been contended, and with much 
plausibility too, that the articte of the Constitu- 


tion conferring on Congress the power of “ exettss |. 


sive legislation,” embraces this subject; becanse, 
by conferring exclusive legislation, gentlemen con- | 
tend thet unlimited and enrestricted legislation was ; 
meant. | 
Mr. G. denied the legitimacy of this conetusion 


a cession from a State or States, and the word ezr- 
elusive here used, meant the power of legislation 
exclusive of the legislative power of the State or 
States rhaking the cession, or of any other State. 
Exclusive jurisdiction simply means a jurisdic- 
tion exclusive of every other jurisdiction; that it |! 
ehall not be concurrent with any other juriedic- | 
tion. But the article in question was never in- || 
tended to convey the idea of a restricted and un- || 
limited power of legislation. This view Mr. G. | 
regarded as conclusive, independent of the re- 
strictive clauses of the cession acts of Maryland 
and Virginia, The power, then, of Congress 
over this subject kaving bera; without exc 7 
Testricted as to the whole subject of stavety, the 
people of the District of-‘Columbia are as clearly 

ithin the reason of the réstriction as they are 
entitled to its benefit in common with all the peo- 
ple of the slaveholding States. ‘Take from the 
people of the District the protection of the consti- 
tutions and laws of the States which ceded it— 
take from them the restrictions imposed by the 
Constitution of the United States on Federal legis- 
fation, and you at once determine that the gov- 
ernment of the District is an absolute despotism. 
The people have no representation, and ‘will have 


oss of 


entirely. He said, the article itself contemplated | 


were held as property in Virginia when the bill 
of rights and the constitution were both adopted; 
and were the subjects, in part, to which the pro- 


| tective principles of these instruments had refer- 


ence. But now it is gravely contended that, in- 
stead of protectionand secunt to property, these 
instruments admit the unqu ified power of its 
destruction. This, sir, cannot be 80; it is too 
absurd for serious refutation. Ido notdeny that 


r on their ordinar 
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the people, by a primary act of sovereignty, may | 
conte 


poren With these remarks, referring to what 
sai 


id ọn a former occasion, and to the able and || 


unanswerable arguments of one of the Senators 
of my State in the other House, I forbear any 
further remark upon this branch of the subject. 

The honorable gentleman from Massachusetts 
has intimated, not intimated, sir, but directly de- 
clared, that he and these petitioners will 


rights and destructive of their liberties—as anti- 
republican. Sir, if the rights and liberties of the 


to have petitions received and considered by this 
House, officiously seeking to subvert thè rights 
and liberties of the South by destroying their 
property, and exciting, by their incendiary 
tions, southern slaves to insurrection and ‘rebell- 
ion, thën, indeed, sir, ought their fiberties to be 
endan ‘ m The Kberty of violent interference 
with the 


on y Legislature the power || 
of abolishing slavery in the State; I Sily deny A 
that the Legislature is now clothed with that || 


| 


the . 
refusal of this House to receive thia petition, and | ` 
: others of like character, as a violation of their, 


people of Massachusetts depend upon their right |; 


ti- |- 


hts of others secured by the Consti- | 


tution and laws, if they be so, ought not only to | 


be abridged, but entirely eradicated, as dangerous 


| in the extreme. ‘But, sir, the gentleman must 
| excuse us when we refuse to recognize in them a || 
| right which is actually subversive (not in theory, 


‘ but in practice) of our own liberties, destructive 
| of ou proper and our lives. ; 
|. Mr. G. would ask, however, what liberty has 


| been invaded; whaf right of these petitioners has 


been violated? The right of petition?’ They 
have assembled and pétitioned without interrup- 
tion. The freedom of the et They have 

esses in ‘full operation. ‘The freedom’ of de- 

te? God knows they have debated here’ and 
elsewhere with péifect freedom. ‘The next thing 
will be, we must abolish slavery, or the liberties 
of the northern 


mo security against tyranny and oppression, 
save in the discretion of Congress, a state of things 
ppposed to the genius of our institutions, and 
an meia aek ought not to be tolerated.. 
if, then, this power cannot be derived from the 
Constitution, is it derivable from the céssion acts 
of Virginia and Maryland? Certainly not in 
ferms. Ner could he perceive a single word or 
sentence in these acts from which such a power 
is fairly inferable; on the contrary, thé acts are 
restrictive, and the cirewntatarices in which’ Vir- 
ginia and Maryland were. a being ‘large 
slaveholding States, conclusively prove that they 
did not intend, by these acts, to confer this 
power; they could not have so‘much disregarded 
their ‘own secdrity as to lavé done so: Froth 
whence, then, is this power to'be derived > No- 
whiere;‘sir, nowhere. But this'isnot all. These 
ceasidns were tade by the ordinary Legislatures 
of Virginia and Marytand, and they could not 
Gent any further powers ever the people of the 
istrict than’ they possessed : thetnaelves: they 
could not disfranchise this portion of theit citi- 
zens, and transfer them, bourid’ hand and foot 
with wortitigated chains of despotism, to any 
power whatever. It will be admitted that they 
could not. 1 then ask, had the ordinary Legia- 
fatute of Virginia, which made this cession, the 
wer to abo slavery in Virginia? Isay, no, 
ithad not. £ may be asked, where is the restric- 
tion? I answer, in the bil! of rights of the pedple 
of Virginia, which restricts and controls the pow- 
ers of the Legislature, and in her constitution. 
Can it be for a moment seriously contended 
that, though the government of Virginia cannot 
take from its citizens any portion of their peop: 
erty except for public use, and not then with- 
out adequate compensation, yet they liave the 
‘right fo confiseatë or abolish property? ‘The idea, 
to më, (said Mr. G.,) ts preposterous. Slaves 


| Speaker, (said Mr. G.,) I indulge the hope that 
f the gentleman himself and his constituents will 
think better upon this subject, and come to more 
ratiorial conclusions about liberty. 

It has been said by the honorable gentlerfan 
from Massachusetts, [Mr. Cusuine,| ‘that the 
refusal of this House to receive these petitions 


Abdolitionists, and | ineréase their strength. 
T hope not. But if it were so, hé ‘had only one 
thing to say, and that was, that he who for such 
insufficient cause would become an Abolitionist, 


| ts an Abolitionist already at heart, and only waits 


a ‘plausible! pretext to throw off his guise, and 
eritét upor His work. f 

Mr. G. '#aid that there were many remarks of 
the gentlemiari which he forebore to reply to, al- 
es susceptible of ù very ready answer, but 
‘would bring his remarks to a close. He said 
that he himéelf had been the object of some 
‘peculiar attentions from some of this gentle and 
benevolént tribe of Abolitionists: They had trans- 
mitted him many papers, parnphlets, and a little 
poetry, no doubt with a view to insult him; but 
“he said he regarded them, or whatever they might 
say or db, with ‘as little concern as he did the 
dust under his feet. oe; 

Mr. G. said, that the gentleman ftom Massa- 
chusetts had truly said, that the agitation of this 
oe had created a degree of excitement which 
endangered the Union itself. Why, then, do 
gentlemen, holding this opintoii, ‘if they value 
the Union as they ought to do, and would cherish 


save this holy ark—this ark of safety and of 


i| freedom—this last hope of liberty in the world, 
from the destroyer’s hand? I leave theni to | 
make the answer to their consciences and their. 


country. One thing I will say—not-tothe northern 


ople will be cndangered. Mr. |; 


would give force and efficiency to the efforts of the || 


free institutions, agitate this subject? Why do |: 
they not throw themselves into the breach, and |: 


: Ho; of Reps. 


people, for in them I have an abiding confidente; 
{ yet believe that by legal means, and the forse 
of public opinion, they will frown these dis- 
turbers of our peace into the insignificance and 
| contempt which they merit, but to the Aboli- 
| tionists. I do not believe their leaders have any 
/ concern about emancipation; but that their main 
object is to get up and keep up this excitement, 
for selfish purposes. Many of them are clergy- 
men, and want agencies and missions, at forty or 
dollars a month: some are editors, and wish 
ecure profitable patronage for magazines, news- 
papers, and pamphlets. The others are the deluded 
victims of the ‘treachery of these leaders. But 
they may rest assured, that, without force, they 
| càn never effect their object. Whenever they 
shall resort to force, they may be assured that 
| every field over which they rnarch' will bleach 
i with their bones, and every rivulet -be crimsoned 
| with their blood. E 
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SPEECH OF HON. C. C. CAMBRELENG, 

i OF NEW YORK, 

iw rae House or REPRESENTATIVES, 
l January 27, 1836, — 
On the following resolution, offered by Mr. Apams, 
of Massachusetts: a 
| | „Resolved, That 80 múch of the message of the President 
: of the United States to Congress, at the commencement of 
| the ‘present session, as relates to the failure, at the last ses- 
sion of Congress, of the bill comtaining the ordinary ap- 
-propriationa for fortifications, be referred to a select com- 
mittee, with instructions to inquire into, and report to the 
pose the cause and circumstances of the failure of this 
Mr. CAMBRELENG said, it was not his de- 
sign to detain the House long in discussing this 
‘very grave question of the loss of the appropria- 
| tion of $3,000,000 for the defense of the coun- 
: try—the trué issie between the two Houses. 
i Concerning thé bill making ordinary provision 
| for new fortifications, there was no ¢ontest. The 
‘controversy betweén the Senate and the House 
was not about fortifications to be finished, pèr- 
haps in ¥840, but about’ the 43,000,000 appro- 
‘priation'in 1835, for arming forts already com- 
‘pleted, and for mrereasing our navy afloat. “The 
Inquiry was; who ‘lef ‘the country defenseless, 
after the message of the Praon commùnicating 
the correspondénéé with France, and after the 
‘unanimous resolution of the House, that the èx- 
ecution of the treaty should be insisted on; and 
‘at a crisis, too, when the question of peace or war 
depended on the caprice of a Government deny- 
‘ing us justice, and regardless of its faith? That 
| was the appropriation to which the attention of 
the nation was directed, and ih the fate of which 
| our national interest and honor were directly in- 
volved: that was the only issue now pending be- 
| tween the two Houses, and on which the country 
‘had already and very justly decided. EN 

He regretted that he was obliged to engage in 
aninquiry after lost appropriations, when the time 
‘of the House could be so much more profitably 
‘employed in devising measures: for the national 
‘defense, war or no war; but (said Mr. C.) I am 
| not at liberty to be silent in this débate: the com- 
bined attacks on me in both Houses oblige me to 
‘defend myself. In doing sö, 1 shalt be'contpelled 
‘to notice some of the statements of the géntleman 
from Virginia, (Mr. Wisg} E shall not, Mr. 
‘Speaker, in discéssing this question, intrédice 
names; ‘they are of Tittle moment in any débatjé: 
not éven ‘the illustrious name of the gentleman 
‘from Virginia could add the weight of a feather 
to my argumént. You would never tolerate it, 
sir, and I am sure the House would be astonished 
at my indecorum, were I to designate the gentle- 
man as ‘Mr. Wisr”’—and courtesy wou d cér- 
tainly ‘not permit me to call the gentleman other- 
‘wise. No, sir, bhope I shalt never be tempted 
! oh any ocčasion, even by the wild rant of disap- 
inted ambition, to forget my own self-respect, 
or my regard for the dignity of this House, so far 
“as to treat any gentleman with disrespect. In the 
present instance, Mr. S eaker, I shall not only 
‘treat the gentleman with the utmost respect, but 


even with tenderness. Jt would be unkind, 
indeed, to treat otherwise the innocent, the unsus- 
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pecting, the penitent victim of that stupendous 
fraud which the geneman from Virginia has so 
recently discovered—that stupendous conspiracy | 
which the Presidert, you, and I, were plotting ` 
last year, to betray the gentle } 
Constitution, and destroy our Government. No, 
sir; it is far, very far, from my purpose, to engage 
in any parliamentary tournament with the gen- 
tleman from Virginia; but, should I ever be forced 
into any such contest with any gentleman, I hope | 
it will be my fortune to encounter some more 
formidable antagonist than ‘¢ Buckingham with | 


his rash levied strength.” 
| 


Before I proceed, Mr. Speaker, to discuss this ` 
question, I must do an act of justice to an honor- | 
able Senator from Massachusetis. A day or two | 
since, I announced my intention to notice an 
attack made upon me in the National Gazette of 
Philadelphia, in March last, founded upon in- 
formation derived, among other sources, ‘‘ from 
Senators of the highest character.” In that) 
journal, it was stated that the Vice President 
and Secretary of State had advised me to let the 
fortification bill die in the House, to prevent the | 
responsibility of its failure from falling on the | 
President—a statement which was immediately 
pronounced both by the Secretary of State and | 


myself to be false, upon whatever authority |; 
founded. And now, sir, for the origin of this: 


poor slander. The Vice President and Secretary | 
of State were in this House, and about leaving | 
it, when the committee of conference returned to 
it. The Secretary of State, from whom the esti- 
mate for the $3,000,000 appropriation had been 
received, inquired the result of our conference; 
and on learning it, expressed the opinion, in 
which I entirely concurred, that $800,000 wasa 
pinia appropriation for the defense of a nation. 

Tot one syllable passed between the Vice Presi- 
dent and myself. Sir, there was no secret—no 
mystery about the matter; it was in the presence 
of the whole House, and every syllable uttered 
might have been heard by every gentleman near. 
As chairman of the committee of conferees oñ the 


man, undermine our i 


| to be pursued on that event, (Mr. Living-ton’s return,) I 
| deem it unnecessary to make further recommendation, 
| being confident that on their part everything will be done 


| 
| 
| 


| to maintain the rights and honor of the country which the ; 


, occasion requires.” 


mits this question, at a critical period, to Con- 
gress, ‘confident that on their part everything will 
be done to maintain the rights and honor of the coun- 


Thus the Chief Magistrate of the nation sub- 


try which the occasion requires.” When that 


message came to the House on the 26th of Feb- 
ruary, I submitted three resolutions, which had 
: been previously considered by the Committee on 
: Foreign Affairs. 
| The third resolution recommended contingent 
i preparation for any emergency whi 


| out of our relations with France. 


to the committee. 
made a report, which contained 
extract: 


“The bill now before the House authorizing the sale of 
ourstock in the Bank of the United States, would, ifadopted, 
afford all the revenue necessary. The committee is of 
opinion that the whole, or a part of the fund to be derived 
from that source, should be appropriated for the purpose of 
arming our fortifications, and for making the military and 
| naval preparations for the defense of the country, in case 


| such expenditures should become necessary before the next 
' meeting of Congress.” 


the following 


| was, ‘that contingent preparation ought to be 
made to meet any emergency growing out of our 
| relations with rance.” That report, and the 
| resolutions, were adopted by a majority of the 


merely an appropriation of three millions, but of 

. the whole proceeds of our stock in the Bank of 
| the United States, if necessary for the public 
defense. 
‘When these resolutions came up the day acter, 


draw the third resolution, as 


| should be under consideration, to offer an amend- 
ment, appropriating three millions, which I had 


part of the House, whatever may have been my 
opinion as to the inadequacy of the appropriation, 
I should have immediately reported the compro- 
mise, but for the obstacles which I shall state in 
their proper order. Every gentleman near me, 
without reference to party, knew that such was , 


my intention. |! 


Such was all the foundation for the statement in : 
the National Gazette. That statement I ascribed | 
to the Senator from Massachusetts, the authority 
referred to being a Senator of ‘‘ the highest char- 
acter.” I am happy to say, sir, that, since the | 
last day’s debate, I have received the most satis- 
factory assurance that that honorable Senator | 
was not the authority relied on by the editor; and | 
I take far more pleasure in doing justice to that 
gentleman fhe | should have done in defending | 
myself from the attack. I make the acknowledg- | 
ment with the greater pleasure, because, through- 
out the remarks of the honorable Senator, he has 
not condesecnded—he has not stooped to notice 
this miserable scandal—he has resigned all the 
honor of nourishing and cherishing this poor and 
contemptible slander to some unknown Senator, 
_and to others who have no loftier ambition. 

Gentlemen who feel themselves accountable to 
the nation for leaving our country unprepared to 


meet any emergency which might have grown || 


out of our relations with France, have plead their 
utter ignorance of the necessity for any such 
preparation, and of any proposition for defense 
till the last night of the session. What, sir, is 


learned would be all that was deemed necessary 
il by the Executive; thus substituting for a mere 
{| declaratory resolution, an actual appropriation 
|| for the defense of the country. Such, sir, is the 
| published history of this preparation for. defense, 
“about which gentlemen seem to have been so 
utterly ignorant. The President’s message, the 
| report and resolutions of the committee, and the 
unanimous resolution of the House to insist on 
the execution of the treaty, were before the 
world; still, gentlemen were ignorant of the whole 
affair, and waited for estimates from the Depart- 


| sides were calling on Congress to place the coun- 
‘try in a state of defense—the fire of patriotism 
was kindled throughout the land, and hghting 
every spot in the Union, save one dark Cham- 


there all was midnight. f 
Other apologies are made to the country, sir— 
estimates were not submitted by the Department, 


|-dented, unconstitutional, and monstrous. shall 
resently show on what foundation, legislative or 
historical; this latter objection rests. As to the 
of the Committee of Ways and Means, united 


quiring what amo 


$2,000,000 for the Navy, including fortifications, 
ordnance, and increase of Navy. It was upon 


the notorious history of this appropriation? Our 
affairs with France remained in an uncertain atti- 
_tude till the last days of the session, and this 
House suspended its action upon the question, 
in the hope that some intelligence would arrive. 
‘None reached us of a pacific character. Th 
Minister of France had been recalled, passports 
had been tendered to our Minister, and he had | 
been also recalled, Everything wore a belligerent | 
character. At that crisis, the President, in his | 
message of the 25th February, communicates, as | 


goon as it was received, the correspondence with | 
the French Government, and in conclusion says: | 


. “The subject being now. in al) its present aspects, before 
ongress, whose right it is to decide what measures are | 


that estimate the proposed amendment was 
|| founded. And now, sir, for this formidable 
‘| amendment—here it is, sir: “And be it further 
li © enacted, That the sum of $3,000,000 be, and the 
|l; < same is hereby, appropriated out of any money 


| “in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, to 


ty 


|*tion of the President of the United States, for 
| «the military and naval service, including fortifi- 
| ©cations and ordnance and increase of the Navy; 
j * provided such expenditures shall be rendered 
‘necessary for the 
‘ ta the next meeting of Congress. This infer- 
| nal machine, which was to blow the gentleman 
j 


| from Virginia, the Constitution, and the Govern- 


” 


ch might grow ` 
These resolu- ` 
tions and the President’s message were referred | 
The next day the committee | 


efense of the country prior ` 


The third resolution appended to that report | 


Committee on Foreign Affairs, and proposed not | 
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mentto atoms, was contrived here, sir, in concert 
with a former Representative from Virginia, and 
a member of the Opposition, a gentleman of the 
highest standing for ability, honor, and integrity, 
and universally esteemed in this House. I mean 


| a gentleman who was formerly chairman of the 


|! Committee on Foreign Affairs. 


| ments, and an executive order. Journals on all | 


ber, into which that light could never penetrate— | 


I stated, that to secure unanimity, I should with- | 
intended, when ' 
the Senate’s amendments to the fortification bill ` 


i expenditures necessary.” 


I drew the sec- 
tion and submitted it to him; he proposed an 
amendment, and here are the words: ‘‘shall be 
rendered” in his own, handwriting. As origin- 
ally drawn if read, ‘provided he shall deem such 
As amended by the 
gentleman from Virginia, it was ‘‘provided such 
expenditures shall be rendered necessary.” Such, 
sir, was the origin of the celebrated section which 
startled the Senate and shook the Government to 
its foundation. 

And what, sir, was the history of this appro- 
priatior.? I proposed it in the House; it was 
adopted by a large majority, including some fif- 
teen Opposition votes. It was sent to the Senate; 
and how did they receive a mere proposition to 
pa the country in a state of defense, should it 

ecome necessary? Was it treated with ordi- 
nary respect and referred to a committee? No. 
Was it examined in form or substance? Was 
the slightest disposition evinced to make any 
contingent provision for defending the country in 
case of war? No, sir; no effort was made to 
modify the section in form or amount—none 
whatever to defend the country. The Senate 
seemed outraged at the American spirit of the 
House—they appeared to receive it as a rebuke 
of their resolution to oppose the recommendation 
of the President, and to reject every measure 
designed “to maintain the rights and honor of 
the country.” It was not the form, nor the 
objects, nor the amount of the appropriations; it 
was the predetermined resolution of the Senate, 
upon a question between this country and a for- 
eign Power, to resist the House, the President, 
and the country. That was the origin of the 


‘ motion to reject the appropriation, and of the 


with me in a note to the Secretary of State, in-: 
unt would be required; and that | 
his answer was, $1,000,000 for the Army and ` 


violent and extraordinary movement of that body. 
It wasrejected. The House insisted on its amend- 
ment, and sent the appropriation to the Senate a 
second time. Had de Senate even at that hour 
treated the House with ordinary courtesy, had it 
insisted and asked a conference, the bill and the 


' appropriation, or a part of it, might have been 
' saved. Contrary, however, to all parliamentary 


estimate, you willrecollect that you, as chairman | 


. corrected by the Speaker, 
a e ( ' our proceedi 
‘ be expended in whole or in part, under the direc- | 


and the form of the amendment was unprece- ' 


usage, and animated by a determined spirit of 
resistance, that body would not condescend to 
ask a conference, but, in the second stage, ad- 
hered to its disagreement, and left the bill, appro- 
priation and all, to their fate. When the message 
was announced, I immediately moved to adhere; 
and if this House had done itself justice, the mo- 
tion would have prevailed. But the motion was 
superseded by one to insist and ask a conference. 
The House yielded and solicited a conference, 
notwithstanding the repeated indignities of the 
Senate, and the committee was appointed on the 


| part of the House. 


The committee of conference waited only till 
the message was sent to the Senate, and to learn 


: whether that body had on its part agreed to the 
i conference, and even of that no official notice 


was ever received. In the mean time, the Cum- 
berland road bill was on its passage, and two of 
the members of the committee voted on it imme- 
diately, before leaving the House. 

The hour when this committee was appointed 
has been much discussed, and gentlemen are ap- 
pealing to their recollections. Whatever confi- 
dence I may have, sir, in their integrity, they 
must pardon me for rejecting their testimony; 


| resting as it does on their memory of the trans- 


actions of that night. Irely-on the Journal. of 
this House, recorded as it is by the Clerk, and 
and on the reports of 
ngs in the public journals. These 


prove unanswerably that the first ‘business of 


“moment after the appointment of the committee, 


` bill was taken up som 3 
` o'clock, the yeas and nays occupied so 


was the Cumberland road bill, and although that 
e minutes before twelve 
me thirty 


' minutes or more, and it did not finally pass ull 
' after that hour. 


man from Virginia has made a 


But the gentle : 
The committee, it now seems, 


new discovery. 


1836}. : 
` 24rg Cona.. lsr Sess. 


` e “Mr. WiLDe moved the ious question ; which 

dim ui tl ong, Clerk egal cry to [| oN Tare agea Te rene ain; wach eo 
me enate, to learn the agree- |i c The main question was ordered, (on agreeing to pay 
ment to the. conference, to meet the conferees in |: Mr. LETCHER,) and was taken by yeas and nays; when 
the other wing of the Capitol, debate and adjust :: there appeared—yeas 113, nays 3; several members refusing 
this most difficult compromise, and return to this |: Ca res houh present, on the ground that it was 
House in time to vote on the Cumberland road bill. |, c No quorum Voting, the resolution was lost.” 
To support this new and extraordinary position, . Gentlemen certainly cannot object to their own 
we are gravely referred to our Journal, contain- witness , particularly 

ing two pages of proe ine ena what is this tracted from the Intelligencer was published after 
mass of business recorded? Two reports from : the first attack appeared in that journal; charging 
the Committee on Enrolled Bills! occupying | $ 


robably two or thres minetes ani Gane a House with the loss of the’ fortification bill, 
yw min made un- almost in th 1 
Toubiedly (lor such reports are usually made in. made in the Senet 7 anguage OFS recent attack 


that way, during the jast night of the session) mele mes ue: 
yə ast might of es uch, Mr. Speaker, is the recard of our pro- 
while the Cumberland road bill was under_cqn- ceedings as reported for the Intelligencer, The 
sideration. The only other item upon the Jour- very first question noticed in that report, after the 
nal, and only business intervening between the i committee was appointed, is the Cumberland road 
#4 esti of the committee, and proceeding to | bil. And on the return of the committee, what 
he consideration of the Cumberland road bin, was the condition of the House? The Chair call- 
.was the concurrence of the House to a Senate’s ing upon members. to assist him in preserving 


amendment to a military bill, .The gentleman _ order and decorum—the gentleman from Virginia 
from New Hampshire [Mr. Husparp) and my» rising and making an appeal to a House “ which 
self left the House as soon as we had recorded was about ta separate,’’ even before the return of 


‘our votes against the Cumberland road. But, 
sir, this question is settled by the journals of the | 
day, and even by the Journal of this House. |! because the words “ army” and “ nayy” are in- 
However it may suit the purposes of gentlemen i: serted in an amendment—who are alarmed at-the 
to take new ground, they cannot destroy the |. slightest deviation from the most rigid cqnatitu- 
record of the proceedings ‘of that night. T then | j 
stated, in the presence of all the members of the 
committee of conference, and of the members | 
resent, what appears upon the face of our own | 
ournal, “that from the vote on the resolution 
‘granting compensation to Robert P. Letcher, li 
which was decided at the time the committee returned | 
into the House, from the conference,” &c. e |! 
Fel ter aaa ae gentlemen can never destroy the |. 
record. 


I will now ask the Clerk to read the proceed- I 


the committee. And yet, sir, we hear gentlemen 
who would sacrifice the interest of our country 


: tee for not reporting and submitting.an appropria- 
tion of $800,000 at one in the morning (for it was 
near that before the voie. was announced on the 
Lercuer resolution) to the fragment of a quorum 
of a dissolved body, in which the. Speaker. was 
not able to preserve order and decorum! Sir, it 
was-at no time practicable to make the report 
after the committee returned from the conference, 
I returned to the House just in time to record my 
t J cer vote in favor of the resolution to pay Mr. Letcu- 
ings of the House from the time of the appoint- |: za. It was five-and-twenty minutes after that 
‘ment of the committee, till its return, as reported | before the, result was announced, and it was 
for the National Intelligencer. The name of Mr. known that no quorum. had voted. The question 
Fusano is accidentally omitted as a member of . actually before the House then was: Whether a 

ihe committee. quorum could be obtained for the purpoge of pane 

a 


The Clerk then read from the Intelligencer a | ing the resolution to. Mr. Lercuer. 
ong account of the proceedings, from which the li papai beep obtained the question would have 
following are extracts: | been on that resolation; and, sir, had ten fortifi- 


“The motion: to ask a conference was agreed to; and || Cation bills been ready to be.reported, the friends 
Messy. Camaze.ena and Lewis were appointed the com- | of Mr. Letcuer never would have given way at 
mittee of conference on the part of the House. | : 

“Mr. Harps asked if the House was not virtually dis- |: 


was priv ? z 9E me. ats MAG - i; the House, and the. pnly motion in order was a 


“<The Curr said it was not a question in order, and the ;, Motion to adjourn. The motion was made b 
"hair could not decide it. the. gentleman fram Maine, (Mr. Jarvis,] and 


obtained from that time. till the adjournment of 


‘third time. d roait bil iras taken åp Sad sead a | the yeas and nays were again ordered. . I voted 
“ Mr. MeK ar moved that a message be sent to the other | against adjournment, still anxious to obtain a 
informing them that this House, having, completed | quorum, but no quorum voted. -Thus, sir, was 


‘ds business, is rów ready to adjourn. | another .five-and-twenty minutes exhausted, An- 


‘ioe beng. cn du area aroa pas oo in order, the qués- | other, struggle commenced for a quorum to pass 

“í The Clerk proceeded to take the yeas and pays on the || the resolutjon.to pay Mr. ,\Lercuer.. Tellers 
passage of the bill ço continue and repaie, the Cumberiand |! were appointed to count the Houge; the Speaker 
Toad ; an 


was requested to ascertain wlcther there was a 


“ $ y "2 . Pa ther ° . 
ead bs oo ane: ihon his name right Sick ie sae orum present. ‘ Sir, it is impossible. to describe 
for which he was elected having expired at twdlve.o’elpck 


hia night, and he therefore declined voting.” i 


. ` After the passage- ef the Cumberland road bill, | 
the gives an aecount of a desultory con- || 


obtaining a quorum, the House prepared a second 
time.to adjourn., A gentleman: from Maryland 
{Mr. Jounsow] was permited..to report a mere 
versation between the Chait and various mem- b 

oers, on the constitutional dissolution of the | gentleman from Florida [Mr. Waste) to lay on 
i :. || the table a-copy of an act of that Territory; and 


-Tie following ere. Patkar cLisoske foak thal the Speaker asked leave to dispose of the com- 
report: o a lor hg xı || munications upon bis table. Ona motion to.print 


{ Several members addressed the Chair.” 9 | > 
“Mr. CLaT said the motion to extend the Judiciary bys- || 
dem was the business nertin order.” : > > jersi 


Postmaster General, vindicating himself from as- 
persions,’* &c~, there. was no. quoruin voting, and 


“ Twenty members addressed the Chair at the-same time, || as the Journal states, the letter ‘* was not further 
the Cliair in vain attempting to preserve order.” .- || aeted.on.’? Sir, this business preparatory to adr 
The tonfusion in the House increasing, journment was ali that was done a ter the passage 


“The Cuir caled upon members 
serving order and decorum.”?) ,..; 
t 


“Mr. J. Y. Mason said, as the House was about to 
separate, he hoped they would rendet an act of simpte jus- 
tice to one of its members by passing the résolution to pay 

Hos. Roserr P, Letcuer hie compensation for the 
Jast szssion. He moved a suspension of the rule in order 
„to take up the resolution. Aas : 7 

«The motion was agreed to, and the resolution proposing 
to direct payment to Mr. Lercarx, for attendance. at the 
last session, was read. g : xd, 
Mr. VaNDERPOEL moved to strike out the preamble; 
which was agreed to. ; , 

+ The question being on the motion of Mr. R. M. Jonn- 
aos to amend the resolution ‘by: embracing the ‘name of 
Tuomas P. Moors. = a gi 


to sesiet him in Pre: || of the Cumberland road bill till the adjournment 
of the: House at about three o’clock in the morn- 
ing -Not one dollar was voted, no amendment 
of the Senate.was agreed to, and no act of any 


description was after the passage of the 


d 
Cumberland TA bill. 


hear reports from the, Committee on Enrolled 
i Bills, and'to,.send and receive: messages to and 
from the Senate and. the President... ng ony eae 
_ Ihave been charged, Mr. Speaker, with another 
| unpardonable offense. . Although I objected. to 
Measyreg to. compel others to vote after twelve 
o’clock, yet I voted myself on every question after 


Sear 
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past | 


as the evidence here ex- ` 


tional forms, denouncing a chairman of a commit- | 


' that hour.of the night. But no quorum was ever | 


the scene. At length, abandoning’ all hopes.of | 


'| resolution of inquiry of the War Department; the |, 


the last.of these, which. wag.‘ A letter from the | ; 


Nothing was done but to | 


LS 


that hour, and even against. the motion to ad journ. 
Sir, the gentleman from Virginia might have gone 
back for fifteen years and found my name record- 
| ed on every question till the hour of adjournment. 
| I believe that our constitutional term does expire 
|: at twelve o’clock; but I have had no scruples 
“about remaining and attending tothe closing forms 
of this body, and even of voting for laws, in cases 
i: of indispensable necessity. If there is any offense 
i; in this, sir, I have no apology but in the universal 
: usage of all legislative bodies; and I believe that 
| my opinion and my practice has been the opinion 
|! and practice of a majority. of every Congress 
| elected since the adoption of our Constitution. 
i Whether after the hour of twelve we have a 
' quorum or not, depends entirely upon the number 
| ,of members who choose voluntarily to remain in 
‘session, — A , 
|. The gentleman makes another grave charge— 
| that we had the power to command a quorum, 
|: and that the bil] was lost by an intrigue of the 
friends of the Administration on this floor, who 
| declined voting, Sir, I deny, Utterly deny, that 
‘the refusal to vote was a party measure, or that 
|, the want of a quorum had any reference whatever 
|| to the fortification bill or the three million appro- 
| priatian.,” ‘Was the pentemen, from Kentucky, 
i| (Mr. Harpwy,] who first inquired ‘if the House 
: was not virtually dissolved,” a friend.of the Ad- 
| ministration ? as the gentleman from Georgia, 
i (Mr. Gitmer,] who declined voting on ihe Cum- 
' berland road bill, a friend of the Administration ? 
|: Was another gentleman from Georgia, [Mr. 
|, Jongs,]:who moved an.adjournment while’ the 
i! conferees were still in session, a friend of the Ad- 
| ministration? Did these gentlemen intrigue to 
| destroy a quorum on the fortification bill to pre- 
| Vent it from reaching the President, to shield him 
| from rerponsibility?. Sir, the question of aquorum 
|| had nothing whatever to do with the fortifica- 
‘| tion bill, The struggle commenced on the Cum- 
‘| berland road bill; it was, continued by members 
., of both parties on the judiciary bill. Forty mem- 
|i bers had. retired after the passage of the Cumber- 
| land road bill, and before the resolution to pay 
i Mr. Lercuer was called pp, the number was re- 
| duced from 174 to 134. It was the struggle be- 
: tween the friends of Mr. Letcnerand Mr. Moore 
which destrgyed the quorum. Subsequent, to 
that, no quorum could be obtained even on àa mo- 
tion to print the Postmaster General’s letter vin- 
|! dicating himself. As well might it be said that 
| the want of a quorum on that proposition was 
|; owing to an intrigue among the friends of the Ad- 
i; ministration. ! i , 
i| Mr. Speaker, it was after that vote had been 
i| taken on printing the Postmaster General’s let- 
' ter—after the Speaker had disposed of the busi- 
“ness on his table, preparatory to adjournment, 
| and with a perfect knowledge on the part of he 
! Senate, that the House had been more than one 
hour in vain struggling for. a quorum, and that 
i; they were making final reparations for adjourn- 
,Yhent—it was, sir, under such circumstances, 
and at two in the morning, the following extraor- 
| dinary resolution was received from the Senate 
|: of the United States: Re ; 
! “Resolved, That a message be sent to the honorable the 
|. House of Representatives, respectfully to remind the House 
i| Of the report of the committee of conference appointed 
; On the disagreeing votes of the two Houes, on the amend - 
ment of the Huuse to the amendment of tho Senate to the 
bill respecting the fortifications of the United Spates.” 
: When that message was read, sir; 1 stated 
| what. now.repeat, that when I came into the 
House from, the Conference, the Clerk: was ¢all- 
ing the. yeas:and nays on the resolution to pay 
Mr. Leqcusr, on which there was no quorum; 
that on a subsequent proposition to adjourn, the — 
yeas and.nays were called, and again there was 
no, quorum. Under such circumstances, I did 
not. feel authorized to present to the House 
an appropriation of $800,000. . That the House 
| had discharged itg duty to the country ‘by twice 
voting -an , appro riation of $3,000,000 for its 
defense, which the Senate had. twice rejected; 
that the bill was evidently lost, and.the Senate 
must take the responsibility of Jeaving. the coun- 
try. defenseless; that. it was no longer in the 
ower of. the House ta compel members to vote, 
to call them here, or to command a quorum; that 
I did. not feel authorized to report the bill, situ- 


iy 
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ated as the House was; but that if any other 
member of the committee of conference pro- 
posed to do it, I should make no objection, : 
though I believed such a proposition utterly in- : 
effectual at that time. Mr. Lewis took the report, 
and, as the Journal states, made it. But, sir, in 
what manner did he make it? When the gentle- 
man from Virginia read from the Journal the 
aragraph about the report, I was astonished. 
When I came, however, to examine that Journal 
myself, when I observed a paragraph which had 


escaped the vigilant eye of that gentleman, my : 


astonishment ceased. Here it is, sir: 

“The item proposed by the conferees in lieu 
‘of the amendment of the House, was then read, 
‘cand the question was stated, that the House do 
‘adopt the same; when it was objected that a 


«quorum was not present.” We shall see, sir, | 


who it was that objected—‘*and, thereupon, Mr. 


“Cambreleng and Mr. Lewis were appointed tellers | 
‘| these 
', guishe 


‘to return the House; and the House being counted, 
‘ the tellers reported that a quorum was not present.” 
Yes, Mr. Speaker, the tellers appointed to return 
the House, reported that a quorum was not pres- 
ent. This, sir,is Mr. Lewis’s report. Was not 
every member present counted, whether refusing 
to vote or not? If any member had ‘“‘skulked,”’ 
would not Mr. Lewis have reported that fact? 
But, sir, the Journal does not state the case pre- 
cisely 
cers of the House felt obliged to place the report 
upon the Journal in some form. There appears, 
sir, to have been some doubt about the fact, for 
the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. Puit- 
uips]| inquired of the Chair about it, and the re- 
port states that ‘‘the Chair stated in reply, that, 
as he understood, the report was made.’ 
Puities here rose, and stated that the report 
was not correct—that he understood the Chair to 
reply that the report had not been made.] The 
gentleman’s recollection corresponds with my 
own as to the fact that the report was not, strict- 
ly speaking, made. In saying this, I by no 
means design any imputation against the officers 
of the House. Ít could not be overlooked inthe 
‘account of our proceedings. But, sir, the Intelli- 
gencer’s report of what actually occurred, accords 
‘precisely with my recollection of it, viz: 

“© Mr, Lewis (another member of the commit- 
‘tee of conference) took the report from Mr. 


‘“CamBRELENG, With the apparent intention of, 


‘offering it to the House, but he first asked the 
‘ Chair’*—for no man better understands his par- 
liamentary duty —‘‘ he first asked the Chair whether 
there was a quorum present or not.” There was 
not, sir, and Mr. Lewis laid the bill upon the 
Clerk’s table, and there it remained. 

Mr. Speaker, I confess that when that extraor- 
dinary message was received from the Senate— 
when we witnessed the solemn farce of hearing 
announced a grave message from that dignified 
body, rebuking the few members remaining, and 
who, it was well known all over this Capitol, 
were taking steps preparatory to adjournment, I 
felt, sir, some of the indignation so warmly ex- 


pressed by the gentleman from Massachusetts, | 
(Mr. Apams.] But, sir, had we then known, as || 


we have been since informed—as we are now, 


indeed, told by honorable Senators themselves— | 


that before that message was sent to this House, 
they had received a message from the President 
of the United States, announcing to them thatas 
the functions of Congress had cease 
receive no further communications from them— 
had we been aware of that fact, sir, by what 
name should we have designated this extraordi- 
nary proceeding? Might it not have been de- 
nounced as a miserable artifice, to attempt to shift 
the responsibility of leaving the country defense- 
less, from the Senate to the Executive? All such 
expedients, sir, were in vain, as well as all these 
speeches upon the subject. The country well 
know where this responsibility rests. Thestor 
of the $3,000,000 appropriation is briefly told. 
It was the proposition of the House, in pursu- 
ance of the President’s message, and for our 
country’s defense; it was sent to the Senate, 
where it was rudely rejected; it was sent there 
‘again and again; it was uncourteously returned 
to the House. It then received its death-blow in 
‘the Senate; it lingered for a time between the 


as it occurred, though I presume the offi- | 


* [Mr. |: 
‘| any specification whatever. 


d, he could | 


e š : : l 
| two Houses; it perished in the committee of con- | 
i 


| ference, and its poor miserable remains were 
| brought and deposited here; the gentlemen from 


| Alabama and New Hampshire and myself acting ' 


as pall-bearers. 

But, sir, I dismiss all these details, which I 
have been compelled to go into in self-defense. 
I come now, sir, to those great constitutional ob- 
jections which honorable Senators have urged 
against the $3,000,000 appropriation, proposed 
‘ for our defense, in the contingency of war. We 
` have been told, sir, that the amendment specified 


no objects—that everything was left to the dis- 
! cretion of the President—that he could do every- : 


_ thing touching the naval service, without control, 
and that he would have an absolute power to 


_ raise and employ land forces; and we are asked . 


whether our legislation, under our Constitution, 
furnishes any precedent for all this? 
Mr. Speaker, these objections are made, and 
uestions are asked, by Senators distin- 
d as statesmen—gentlemen of great expe- 
! rience, having been in the public councils some 


“twenty or thirty years, in peace and in war. 


| Such bold declarations of gentlemen of expe- 


' rience and reputation, though entirely unsup- $ 


| ported by the history of our country, may some- 
times mislead, especially when put forth with an 
air of confidence and authority. 

The history of our legislation, sir, is replete 
with precedents, notwithstanding the bold decla- 
rations of gentlemen to the contrary. I have in 
my hand a list of some forty or fifty, a few of 
which I will only notice. In the early history 
of our legislation, in Washingston’s administra- 


tion, all our expenditures for the civil list were | 


in one line, and for the Army another, without 
I know that we have 
|! long since departed from that rule, but I doubt a 
|| litle whether we have consulted true economy 
such a course, for every branch we have 
ed off has become a tree, till finally one, two, 
three hundred thousand dollars have mounted 
up to two or three times as many millions. 
Such, sir, are some of the results of too much 
specification. On the 20th of March, 1794, 
$1,000,000 was placed at the discretion of Presi- 
| dent Washington, without specification of any 
| kind whatever, to defray ‘‘any expense which 
may be incurred in relation to the intercourse be- 
tween the United States and foreign nations.” 
In the next Administration, sir, on the 3d of 
\ May, 1798—(and lest gentlemen should be 
‘alarmed at the period referred to, I shall, before 
' I sit down, give them more republican authori- 
_ ties)—in 1 
: discretion of President Adams, for certain forti- 


by 
lop 
an 


‘| fications, ‘and to erect fortifications in any other | 


‘place or places as the public safety shall require,in 
‘ the opinion of the President of the United States, 


‘| © to be erected under his discretion, from time totime, 


; Sas he shall judge necessary.” 
1798. May 4. Eight hundred thousand dollars 
| for cannon, small-arms, ammunition, and mili- 
|| tary stores, “‘ for the public safety and defense, at 
the discretion of the President;’’? who was, by the 
same act, authorized to establish armories and 
I| founderies, &c. 

1798. May 28. The President authorized to 
raise ten thousand troops ‘‘ in the event of a declar- 


i| € invasion of their territory by a foreign power; or of 
|| 6 IMMINENT DANGER OF SUCH INVASION DISCOVERED, 
|| “IN HIS OPINION, TO EXIST BEFORE THE NEXT SES- 
|| {ston or Coneress;”’ and authorized to organize 
‘| them into corps of artillery, cavalry, and infantry, 
with a suitable number of major generals, &c. 
1798. July 16. Nine hundred thousand dol- 
| Jars for the increased Army. 
1799. March 2. The President authorized to 
; raise “ twenty-four regiments of infantry, a regi- 
; ment and a battalion of riflemen, a battalion of 
! “artillerists and engineers, and three regiments of 
‘ cavalry, or such part thereof as he shall judge 
| ‘necessary, in case war shall break out between the 
i ‘ United States and a foreign European Power, orin 
‘| CASE OF IMMINENT DANGER of invasion of their 
‘| € territory by any such Power, shall, IN HIS OPINION, 
‘| “BE DISCOVERED To EXIST.” Two millions ap- 
‘| propriated, and the President authorized to bor- 
‘| row the money. 


798, sir, $250,000 was placed at the , 


|| ‘ation of war against the United States, or of actual , 


We come now to the administration of Mr. 
i| Jefferson, when, sir, ] believe there was no dis- 
: position to violate the Constitution, or destro 
the Government with the battery of an appropri- 
“ation. 

1803. February 26. Two millions of dollars 
in addition to former appropriations, without any 
specification whatever, ‘ for the purpose of de- 
‘fraying any extraordinary expenses which may be 
“incurred in theintercowrse between the United States 
‘and foreign nations,” ‘to be applied under the 
‘ direction of the President of the United States.” 
Authorized to borrow. the moncy. 

1803. March3. President authorized, ‘‘wHEN- 
EVER HE SHALL JUDGE IT EXPEDIENT,” to require 

-of the Executives of certain States to organize, 
arm, equip, and ‘‘hold in readiness to march at 
a moment’s warning, a detachment of militia not 
exceeding eighty thousand.” 

One million five hundred thousand dollars for 
pay and subsistence of such as may be wanted, 
|| for ordnance and other military stores, ‘‘ and for 
| ¢defraying SUCH OTHER EXPENSES AS, DURING THE 
| (RECESS OF CONGRESS, THE PRESIDENT MAY DEEM 
|| © NECESSARY FOR THE SECURITY OF THE TERRITORY 

‘or tHE Uniten States; to be applied under the 
| < direction of the President.” 

| 1804. March 26. For equipping such armed 

| vessels “as may be deemed requisite by the 

'¢President;’’ and for “ defraying any other ex- 
‘ pou incidental to the intercourse with the Bar- 

| ¢bary powers,” against Tripoli, “Cor any other 

_ of the Barbary Powers, which may commit hos- 

| “tilities,’? &c. Mediterranean fund established 
by this act: $1,500,000 appropriated. President 
authorized to borrow it. 

The following act is so important, comprehen- 
ii sive, and indefinite, and applies so directly to the 

case of secret service money, (never contemplated 

in the appropriation last year,) that I give the 
whole section. The President was also author- 
ized to borrow the money. 

1806. February 13. “‘ That the sum of $2,000,000 
‘be, and the same is hereby, appropriated towards 
‘ defraying any extraordinary expenses which may be 
‘incurred in the intercourse between the United 
‘States and foreign nations, to be paid out of any 
‘money in the Treasury not otherwise appropri- 
‘ated, and to be applied under the direction of the 
‘President of the United States, who shall cause 
‘an account thereof to be laid before Congress as 

i © soon as may be.”’ 

1806. April 18. The President authorized, ‘aT 
SUCH TIME AS HE SHALL DEEM NECESSARY, to re- 
quire of the Executives of the several States,’’ 
to organize, and “to hold in readiness to march at 
a moment’s warning, ONE HUNDRED THOUSAND 
miuta. Two millions of dollars appropriated. 
| 4807. February 24. Thirty thousand volun- 
teers—‘‘ to be called upon to do military duty at 
any time the President of the United United shall 
judge proper.” Fifty thousand dollars appropri- 

ated. 

1808. January 8. One million dollars for such 
fortifications “as he may deem necessary” to 
repair, and for “such other fortifications, &c., 
as will afford more effectual protection to our 
ports and harbors,” &c. 

We now come down, sir, ta Mr. Madison’s 
administration, and approach a period with which 
some of the distinguished gentlemen of the Senate 

| must be familiar, even if they had no hand in 

' framing or voting for these laws. 

1809. January 14. Seven hundred and fifty 
' thousand dollars “for certain purposes, and 
` e erecting such fortifications as may, in the opinion 

‘of the President of the United States, be deemed 

‘ necessary for the protection of the northern and west- 

‘ ern frontiers,” &c., &c. 

1811. March 3. One million three hundred and 
ten thousand and forty-six dollars and thirty cents 
generally for completing fortifications. 

1812. January 14. One million five hundred 
thousand dollars, to purchase, under the direc- 
tion of the President of the United States, ordnance 
stores, camp equipages, and other quartermasters 
stores, for the Army. 

1812. January 8. President authorized ‘‘when- 
ever he shall have satisfactory evidence of the actual 
or threatened invasion of any State,” &., to raise 

ii six companies of rangers. 
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1812. March 20. Fifty thousand dollars addi- 
tional, “ for the purposes of fortifying and defend- 
ing the maritime frontier ef the United States.” 

July 5. Five hundred thousand dollars more. 

The following were appropriations simply: 


1813. January 20. One million dollars for the | 


military establishment; one million dollars for 
the naval. 

1814. March 9. Five hundred thousand dollars 
. for floating batteries. 

November 15, Six hundred thousand dollars 
for any number of vessels, not exceeding twenty, 
which, in the President’s opinion, the public service 

require. $ 2 
The act of 20th April, 1816, appropriates 
$1,000,000 annually, for eight years, tor the 
Navy; and the President is authorized to build 
ships, or to cause them to be framed, &c.; and 
never, sir, till 1821, was there an appropriation 
made for fortifications, except generally, and 
without specification. 

Such, Mr. Speaker, are some few of the prece- 
dents for appropriations in sudden emergencies, 
and to prepare our country for the contingency of 
war. 
to forms; instead of resortin 
-entstoavert responsibility, ani 


natead, sir, of making al] these objections | 
to all these expedi- || 
making unfounded | 


appeals to the history of our legislation, would it |. 
i; at large, my views and objects. 


not be more candid, more manly, nay, more hon- 


orable, sir, to take the honest ground which some : 


gentlemen have occupied, and say they would 
not make the appropriation through fear of a war 
with France? Birt these. timid couacils never 
‘have euceeeded, and never will. It was the um- 
fortunate decision of the Senate, that it was inex- 
pedient to do anything, that produced the prompt 
rejection of the $3,000,000 appropriation for our 
national defense; it was their unfortunate and 
unchangeable resolutidn to oppose the House, 
the President, and the country. France exulted 
at this division in our national councils; the result 
is, the treaty is not executed, and we are now 

reparing for any emergency. Mr. Speaker, 
Cente in former days was not found, in any 

uestion between our cranny 

‘ower, uncourteously and rudely resisting meas- 
ures of this House designed for our national 
defense, in ease war should come upon us in the 
recess of Congress. They did not reject propo- 


| 


NATIONAL DEFENSE. 


— 


SPEECH OF HON. FELIX GRUNDY, 
OF TENNESSEE, — 
Ty Senare, January 28, 1836, . 


In support of Mr. Benron’s resolutions, respect- 
ing the fortifications and defenses of the coun- 
try, after they had been modified at the sugges- 
tion of Mr. Grunpy. 


Mr..GRUNDY said; 

Mr. Present: Notwithstanding the indispo- 
sition under which I labor, I hope to be able to 
make myself understood, although I am aware 
that the manner in which I shall discharge the 
duty before me will be less acceptable than that. 
-of others, or than it could be performed even by 
myself, under more favorable circumstances, 
“When I moved the modification of the resolution 
which my friend from Missouri was kind enough 
to accept, aceompanied by the brief explanation 
I then made, I did suppose that I could scarcely 
be misunderstood. by any one; but I find I was 
mistaken, as the resolution is now deemed by 
some Senators more exceptionable than it was in 
its original form; it heretore becomes necessary 


and proper that I should explain more fully, and | 


That the United States are exposed, and in too 
great a degree defenselesg, is admitted by every 
intelligent man. On this account the country suf- 
fered much in the late war with Great Britain. 
Our large cities on the sea-board were constantly 
exposed to the approaches of the enemy, and this 
city became the theater of their actions. Even 


this Capitol, containing the sacred halls of the | 


legislation of freemen, was burnt and destroyed. 
Since that time, our means of defense have not 


‘been so improved as to prevent similar oecur- 


: with any powerful nation. 
the || 


| 


and a foreign | 


j 


Il 


rences and sufferings in the event of another war 
This condition of 
things has been heretofore the resultef necessity., 
not af choice, ‘The remainder of the public debi 
incurred in she revolutionary war, the whole 
‘of the debt accasioned by the last war, had to be 
paid; and the payments to be made in dischar; 
of them, and the ordinary current expenses of 
‘Government, required all the money accruing 


sitions without examination, and adhere without |! from every source of revenue.. 


previous conference. They did not scruple about ; 
i; preceded us. 

ments, when called upon by the President to` hi 

adopt measures ‘‘to maintain the rights and | 

|| without resorting to a system: of taxation which 


forms, specifications, and estimates of Depart- 


honor of the country.” 


But, sir, itis time to dismiss this inquiry. It 
is a matter of little moment now to the nation 
which House bra bee the $3,000,000 appro- 
priation, or who the fortification bill. I am glad 
to learn from almost all sides that we are now 
determined, in both Houses, to unite with the 
Executive in putting our country in that strong 
attitude whic! she ought to assume, whether we 
have peace or war. This is no time, sir, for con- 

‘tinuing a war between the House and the Senate. 
The crisis demands that there should be no dif- 
ferences between the different branches of our 
Government. 
war; we are threatened with a border war on our 
Mexican frontier, we are engaged in a contro- 
versy with one of the most powerful nations, and 
the scales are so equally balanced that a feather 
would decide the question of peace or war. France 
has told us the conditions on which only the 
treaty will be executed; she now stands pledged 
to exact conditions which this country never will 
submit to, though it should be desolated from 
Maine to Louisiana. I am still not without hope 
of peace, but when a French feet is abroad aron 
the Atlantic, it is not a time to inquire about lost 
appropriations. Wé should be looking promptly 
to measures of defense; we should be developing 
the vast resources of our country, and erecting 
upon the ruins of our fortification bill a fabric of 
defense which will do honor to this Congress. 
Let us arm our fortifications, multiply our steam 
batteries, and in less than twelve months put upon 
the ocean, as our great maritime resources will 
enable us to do, a fleet capable of successfully 
contending with the naval power of France or of 
any other nation. ae 


We are in the midst of an Indian i 


I thereforecast no blame upon those who have 
There has been no period in the 

istory of the Gavernment, when the proper de- 
fenses for the country could have been provided, 


would have been oppressive. unwillingness, 
very properly felt, to increase the public burdens, 
combined with a desire to discharge our public 
engagements with punctuality, accounts for the 
resent defenseless condition of the .country. 
ut what is the state of things new? You have, 
or will shortly have, about thirty millions in the 
Treasury, a large portion of which is not, nor can 
be needed for the ordinary purposes of the Gov- 
ernment;and you cannot, if youact in good faith, 
and in fulfillment of the pledge given at the time, 
and by. the passage. of the compromise tariff act, 
‘so reduce or diminish the revenue as to prevent 
an accumulation of the surplus, i i 
Gentlemen are constantly engaged in devising 
ispose of this surplus money; 


ways and means bed A 1 1 
for none of us are willing that it shall remain in 


ing 
‘the public treasury-unexpended, . The, Senator 
from South Carolina [Mr. Carnoun}. proposes 
an amendment of the Constitutian, to enable Con- 
gress to make a disposition of, it, while the Sena- 
tor from Kentucky [Mr, Cray] makes a propo- 
sition to, divide, by an act of Cyngress, a, consid- 
erable portion of it, which hag, or may agise from 
the sale. of, the public lands Among tie several 
States. My opinion is, that we should first dis- 
charge our own duties, by fulfilling all the trusts 
committed to us, with the means ‘which the Con- 
stitution and laws have placed in our hands, be- 
fore we go abroad in search of objects of munifi- 
cence or bounty. To protect and, defend the 
States was one of the great objects which led to 
the formation of the Constitution, Not to pro- 
vide for their proper defense, when the. means 


are within our hands, is to fail in the. performance 
of one of the highest trusts confided to the Fed- 


eral Government; and we are left without ex- 
cuse if we squander of give away the money for 
purposes, respecting which there is no constitd- 
| tional obligation upon us, and thereby disable 
: ourselves from defending the country against its 
‘enemies. What, then, isour duty? My answer 
! is, prepare the country, whether there is to be 
; peace or war; so if war shall come, the pride of 
| our citizens may not again be humbled by wit- 
| hessing the scenes of the late war. vee 

My object in offering the propositiqn to amend 
or modify the original sesolution was, and now 
is, to set apart from all other uses so much of the 
surplus revenue which has or may accrue, as 
| will be sufficient to provide the. proper defenses 
‘of the country; and, to enable Congress to form 
` a proper estimate of how much should be set 
| apart for this purpose, the, other resolutions ask 
‘| infortnation. of the proper. Departments, what 
|| Sums of maney will be necessary for the different 
| objects. speci ed en an answer shall be 
|! received from the Executive, then Congress can 
|! decide whether it will adopt.the scheme proposed 
| by that Department, or whéther it will increase 
or diminish the means of defense recommended. 
| In this way we. shall act undergtandingly. We 
|| Can, after the information is obtained, determine 
what we pught to-do. “We shall then know the 
| probabie Amount of the cost, and set apart a sum 
| of maney outof the present and accruing surplus, 
| 


. 


|| sufficient to accomplish the objects contemplated, 
| whatever they may be. ‘It. certainly was not, 
' and is not, my intention, that this great work of 
fortifying and defending the country should pro; 
press in the tardy manner heretofore pursued, 
< but as rapidly ag labor and materials can be pro- 
cured. ; ta . rad 
I have stated that the want of money was the 
reason why this subject had not heretofore been 
effectually attended to. We now have the money,; 
it has accumulated, and is still accumulating upon 
our hands, and we cannot prevent it. e are 
!i driven by a kind of necessity or destiny to the 
© discharge of the high duty of preparing te.protect 
|i ‘and defend our country against every enemy who 
| may approach our shores. I am solicitous that 
thesc defenses should be made or provided opt af 
that surplus revenue which you cannot materially 
reduce or diminish,and before the period arrives 
when your revenye, under the operation of the 
tariff compromise ‘att,, may pot be moré than 
sufficient tq defray the ordinary expenditures of 
the Government, If the surplus of which I bave 
pokes be applied to other objects, for whieh 
Congress is under no constitutional obligation to 
provide, the consequence will be that the people 
must be taxed in order to raise the money neces- 
say to protect the country... tf hada ee 
`- Having made this explanation of. my views in 
reference to the resolutions on, your table, I will 
now proceed to the investigation of other topica 
| which have been introduced into this debate. I 
| have no accusations to make against any one, I 
am too imperfect myself, and I know it, to as- 
sume the station of a censor of: the conduct of 
others; but gentlemen should recollect, while 
they are denouneing, in no measured terma, the 
proposed appropriation of $3,000,900 at the last 
‘session, that some of us voted for it; and we 
have the same motives and the same influences 
whicli operate on them to vindicate. ourselves 
from the charge, indirectly made, to be sure, of 
being infractors or violators, of the Constitution, 
and of having voted fora meagure for which they 
_would. not have voted even to Have the Capitol 
from the enemies of the country, These are hard 
sayings; and when their application falls on us, 
merits a serious examination., In making this 
‘examination, I shall exhibit, facts and arguments 
“in support of the course adopted by the minority 
‘ofthis body; and this will fill up the whole cirele 
“of my duties here. Ishall not assume upon my- 
self the right of judging and condemning others: 
.that belongs to another forum, the great tribunal 
of public opinion, by whose decision I am will- 
cing in this case, as in all other cases, to abide. 
I ask, what part of the Constitution of the United 
States would have been violated by this appro- 
‘priation of 000,000 ? _None, according tomy 
reading and understanding of that, instrument. 
lIt provides that “ no money shall be drawn from 
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the Treasury but 
tions made by law. 
appropriations is left to Congress. How far they 
shall be general or specific is to be determined by 
the House of Representatives and Senate, at the 
time they are passing acts making the appro- 
priations. The right to appropriate money for 
constitutional purposes or objects being given to 
Congress, and that instrument (I mean the Con- 
stitution) being silent as to the mode or manner 
of making the appropriation, it follows that the 
department of the Government to which is con- 
fided the right to appropriate, must exercise its 


discretion and judgment as to the mode or man- ' 


ner of making them; and whether the mode be 
as general as that practiced under the two first 
administrations, or as specific as the practice rec- 
ommended and introduced by Mr. Jefferson, in 
neither case is the Constitution violated. To 
secure a rightful application of the publicmoncy, 
and a strict accountability in the officers disburs- 
ing it, were the motives which induced Mr. Jef- 
ferson to recommend that specific appropriations 
should be made. This was wise and saray: 
and gave rise to the practice that now generally 
prevails. 


I now proceed to show that a greater latitude ' 


of discretion was vested in General Washing- 
ton by the act of the 2Uth of March, 1794, than 
was proposed by this $3,000,000 appropriation. 
That act provides, “that the sum of $1,000,000, 
‘in addition to the provision heretofore made, be 
‘ appropriated to defray any expenses which may 
‘be incurred in relation to the intercourse between 
‘the United States and foreign nations, to be paid 
* out of any moneys which may be in the Treasury 
“not otherwise appropriated, and to be ie 
‘ under the direction of the President of the United 
‘States, who is hereby authorized to borrow the 
‘whole, or any part of the said sum of $1,000 000, 
“an account of the expenditures whereof, as soon 
‘as may be, shall be laid before Congress.” 
Here, $1,000,000 was placed entircly at the dis- 
eretion and “ under the direction of the President 
of the United States;’’ and I would ask gentlemen, 
for what specific object or purpose was this appro- 
priation made? The act declaresthatitis ‘to de- 
fray any expenses which may be incurred in rela- 
‘tion to the intercourse between the United States 
‘and foreign nations.” 


no limitation or restriction imposed upon his dis- 
eretion. He was to select the nations with whom 
the intercourse was to take place, and the pur- 
poses and mode of expenditure. All this dis- 
cretionary power was vested in the President by 


the Congress of 1794, and sanctioned by General |‘! f 
|, tion provides, ‘‘ 


Washington himself, by his approval of the act. 
J am aware that it may be said, that more discre- 
tion must be confided to the Chief Magistrate in 
his intercourse with foreign nations than is proper 
in our domestic concerns. This is true in most 
cases in point of policy and expediency; but the 
Constitution makes no difference. I therefore 
feel authorized in saying, that the proposed 
$3,000,000 appropriation would not have been 
unconstitutional, unless the Congress of 1794 
and General Washington violated the Constitu- 
tion in the passage of the act containing the ap- 
propriation I have read. 

In 1806, during the administration of Mr. Jef- 
ferson, who has been justly styled the great 
‘apostle of civil liberty, an act passed, and received 
his sanction, conferring on him greater and 
broader discretionary powers than were con- 
tained in the proposition for the $3,000,000 ap- 
‘propriation. The act of 1806 provides: “t That a 
‘sum of $2,000,000 be, and the sdme is herby 
‘appropriated towards defraying any extraordi- 
‘nary expenses which may be incurred in the 
‘intercourse between the United States and for- 

eign nations, to be paid out of any money in the 
‘Treasury not otherwise appropriated, and to be 
‘applied under the direction of the President of 
‘the United States, who shall cause an account 
“to be laid before Congress as goon as may be.” 

It should be recollected that our intercourse 
with foreign nations is carried on by the Execu- 
tive branch of the Government, and, by this act, 
$2,000,000 are placed in the hands of Mr. J effer- 


plied , 


) All the nations of the ; 
earth, civilized and savage, are laid open to the | 
President as a theater for his operations. There is ; 


; i 7 7 
in consequence of appropria- | son, then President of the United States, to cover 
” The manner of making the : 


any extraordinary expenses which he might, in 
the exercise of his discretion, create in our inter- 
course, not with any particular nation or nations, 
designated by Congress, but with the whole world; 
and this sum of $2,000,000 is placed in the hands 
of the Executive, over and above the sum required 
for the ordinary and established intercourse then 
existing between the United States and foreign 

‘nations. Let us compare the proposed appro- 
paren of $3,000,000 with the act I have just 
read. 

The proposed appropriation reads as follows: 
« That the sum of $3,000,000 be, and the same 
tis hereby, appropriated out of any money in 
‘the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, to be 
‘expended, in whole or in part, under the direc- 
‘tion of the President of the United States, for 
‘the military and naval service, including fortifi- 
‘t cations, ordnance, and increase of the Navy: 
© Provided, Such expenditures shall be rendered 
‘necessary for the defense of the country prior 
“to the next meeting of Congress.” 


The appropriation made by the act of 1806 was , 


absolute and unconditional. The proposed ap- 
' propriation of $3,000,000 was conditional, and 
to depend upon the happening of the contingency, 
that “ the expenditures shall be rendered neces- 
` sary for the defense of the country prior to the 
| next meeting of Congress.’ In that event, and 
‘in no other, could the President of the United 


States use one dollar of the money. The neces- li 
sity contemplated by the proviso could only have || 
arisen upon France committing acts of hostility, ' 


or assuming such an attitude as must, in the 
opinion of the President, have inevitably led to 
war. By the act of 1806, there is nothing defi- 
. nite or specific. By the proposed appropriation, 
| the objects upon which the money was to be ex- 
| pended are enumerated and specified. By an act 
| of April, 1806, Mr. Jefferson was authorized to 
| exercise, without specification of object, an un- 
limited control over one hundred thousand mili- 
'! tia of the United States and $2,000,000. The 


‘dent of the United States be, and he is hereby, 


'* States to take effectual measures to organize, 
‘arm, and equip, according to law, and hold in 
‘readiness to march at a moment’s warning, their 
‘respective proportions of one hundred thousand 

11 © militia, officers to be included; to be apportioned 

.*by the President of the United States, by the 

|: € militia returns of last year, in cases where such 

“returns were made; and in cases where such re- 

‘turns were not made the lastyear, by such other 

‘data as he shall judge equitable.” The fifth sec- 

hat the President of the United 

: §States be, and he is hereby, authorized to call 

: €into active service any part or the whole of said 


! ©gervice, they shall be taken from such part 
‘deem most proper. ?”? 

The sixth section is, ‘* That $2,000,000 be, and 
‘are hereby, appropriated out of any moncy in 
| éthe Treasury, not otherwise a 
‘the pay and subsistence of s 


uch part of said 


this act a hundred thousand militia are to be 
raised at the discretion of the President, and 
$2,000,000 are appropriated for their pay and 
subsistence; and this is all to be done when he 
shall judge the exigencies of the United States 
require it. This act expired by its own limita- 
tion, at the end of two years, and was reénacted 
on the 30th of March, 1808. 

Having shown satisfactorily, as I trust, that 
no violation of the Constitution was involved in 
the proposed appropriation, nor any departure 
from the legislative usages of the country, and 
that more discretion has been vested in former 
‘Presidents of the United States, the next inquiry | 
is, did such a state of things exist as to justify | 
' the appropriation? | 
The French Government owed a debt of 
5,000,000 to citizens of the United States, which | 


: first section of that act declares, ‘“‘ That the Presi- ` 


‘authorized, at such time as he may deem neces- , 
t sary, to require of the Executive of the several | 


|:« detachment when he shall judge the exigencies , 
‘of the United States require it; if a part of the | 
` €gaid detachment only shall be called into active | 


| t thereof as the President, in his discretion, shall : 


propriae for | 
1 


* detachment as may be called into service.” By | 


| paid no partof it. This Government had prompt- 
j and in good faith performed every stipulation 
on its part, and still delay and procrastination 
were practiced by the French Government. A 
majority in the Chamber of Deputies had at a 
preceding session actually rejected an appropria- 
tion of the money. The Senate of the United 
States had resolved that no legislative measure 
should be adopted at the last session; but the 
Committee on Foreign Relations, who recom- 
mended the adoption of the resolution, in their 
report fully concur with the President of the 
United States when he remarks in his message, 
that ‘* the idea of acquiescing in the refusal of 
‘the execution of the treaty will not for a mo- 
‘ ment be entertained by any branch of the Amer- 
‘ican Government. The United States can never 
“abandon the pursuit of claims founded on the 
‘most aggravated wrongs.” 

The House of Representatives had adopted a 
resolution declaring that the fulfillment of the 
|, treaty would be insisted on. The French Gov- 
: ernment had recalled its Minister; and the Pres- 
ident of the United States had directed our Min- 
ister to return to this country, in case the 
appropriation was not made by the Chamber of 
Deputies at its then session. 

By his message to Congress of the 26th of 
February, he communicated all the facts within 
|| his knowledge, and submitted to them what meas- 
| ures were proper to be adopted, in the following 
language: 

« ft will be seen that l have deemed it my duty toinstruct 
Mr. Livingston to quit France with his legation, and return 
| to the United States, if an appropriation for the fulfillment 
! of the convention shail be refused by the Chambers. The 
|| subject being now in all its present aspects before Congress, 
|| whose right it is to dccide what measures ought to be pur- 
li gued on that event, I deem it unnecessary to make further 
recommendation, being confident that, on their part, every- 
: thing will be done to maintain the rights and honor of the 
country which the oceasion requires.” 

From the message, it is evident that the Presi- 
dent wished and expected Congress would adopt 
such measures as it might deem proper, to meet 
any contingency which might occur. To place the 
country in a position to defend itself, would have 
been a measure of prudence, and at the same 
time could have given no cause of umbrage what- 
ever to France. Had the President, by his mes- 
sage, recommended these preparations, and as- 
signed to Congress as a reason for so doing the 
| probability of a rupture or hostilities, the sensi- 
| bilities of that Government would have been 

more excited than they were by his annual com- 
‘| munication. In this posture of affairs, was it 
|i not reasonable to entertain apprehensions that 
i| France might adopt measures which would re- 
| quire this country to defend itself? In that view 
| of the subject, the $3,000,000 appropriation 


| 


| 

1: 
|i 
l; 
ti 


should have been made; and the supposition is 
not unreasonable that the repeated denunciations 
which we had heard against executive power 
and patronage, combined with that distrust which 
some gentlemen entertained in the present Chief 
Magistrate, contributed mainly to its defeat; al- 
though gentlemen might not have been conscious 

of the influences operating upon them. Itis true, 

that in gencral, appropriations for the defense of 
` the country should be specific, and founded on 
. estimates previously made by the executive De- 
partments of the Government. It is impossible 
that members of Congress can so well under- 
| stand the various provisions that should be made 
| for the defense of the country, as that branch of 
!. the Government which has the subject of our 
national defense under its particular care and 
“management; but in this case there was no op- 
portunity, after our relations with France were 
fully understood, to make the necessary estl- 
| mates, and submit them to the consideration of 
'Congress. And therefore it was, that the ap- 
|| propriation of $3,000,000 was proposed, and the 
| President was left to exercise his judgment how 
much of the $3,000,000 was to be applied to 
‘each of the different objects specified, There 
| was no other practicable way by which addi- 
i'tional means could be provided to defend the 
country in the event of the approach of danger. 
Whenit is recollected that Congress was about 


to adjourn by the termination of jts constitu- 


i tional existence, and that it could not be con- 


y solemn treaty it had stipulated to pay. It had 


|i vened at an early day, by reason 0 


f the election 
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of members for the new Congress, in many of 
the States, not having taken place, it seems to 
me quite reasonable that some means of defense 
should have been placed in the hands of the ex- 
ecutive, to be used in case it became necessary. 

It should still be remembered, that the Presi- 
dent had no right to use one dollar of these 
$3,000,000, unless ‘‘the expenditures should be 
rendered necessary for the defense of. the coun- 
try, prior to the next meeting of Congress.” 

I will now say a few words upon the loss of 
the ordinary appropriation bill at the last session. 
I will take it for granted, until conclusive evi- 
dence shall fasten upon my mind a contrary con- 
viction, that no. committee, no member of either 
House acted unworthy of his station, or used 
any unfair or disreputable means to defeat the 
passage of that bill. : The remark of the gentle- . 
man from Massachusetts [Mr. Wesstzr] that 
its bones are to be searched for in the other 
House, is true to the letter, but that is not. thè 
material inquiry; where was the fatal blow— 
where was the mortal wound inflicted? Ifit were - 
inflicted in this body, it is of no consequence that || 
the bill was carried to the other House, and there | 
lingered for a short time and died in the place of || 
its nativity and origin. But even if the mortal Ji 
wound were received in this body, and it was i 
inflicted in defense of the Constitution, all men, ii 
both here and elsewhere, would pronounce the || 
act justifiable. Let-us now examine how this | 
bill was lost. I insist its loss is wholly attrib- | 
utable to the disagreement which. grew up be- , 
tween the two Houses upon the subject of the | 
$3,000,000 appropriation. But for the disagree- | 
ment between the two Houses apon that subject, 
the bill would have passed both Houses of Con- , 
gress, and have became the law ‘of the land. H 
the Senate had not rejected the $3,000,000, no | 
difficulty would have o¢eutred. The House had - 

d the appropriation bill, and it came to this 

y- The Senate concurred in all the House 
had done, and inserted, by way of amendments, | 
additional appropriations. The bill was then ; 
returned to the House, and it agreed to all the i 
amendments of the Senate, and engrafted’ upon |! 
them the appropriation of $3,000,000. Each | 
House had agreed to every appropriation con- | 
tained in the bill, except the amendment made by | 

the House proposing the appropriation for the 

$3,000,000. To this the Senate disagreed, and 
the loss of the bill cannot rightfully be imputed | 

to any other cause than the difference of opinion 
which existed between the two Houses upon the | 
subject. Gentlemen may argue as long as they | 
please; they may give lengthy historical accounts | 
of the progress of the bill through committees | 
and the two Houses; they may labor to fix the | 
blame where they. may, and it at least resolves | 
itself into this: That the House of Representa- || 
tives wanted the appropriation’ of. $3,000,000; `` 
the Senate would not agreé to it; and on that ` 
account, and that only, the fortification bill failed. |: 
It has been objected that the President had not | 
asked, by a message, for this appropriation; Can 
Congress do nothing for the defense-of the coun- 
try, when all the facts are before them, without 
being stimulated by a message from the. Chief 
Magistrate? If he had sent a message recom- | 
mending the ap riation, would he not have 
been charged with dictating to Congress the:meas- 
ures they should adopt? Now, when he has || 
placed all the facts in relation to our intercourse |: 
with France before Congress,and leaves the whole 
matter to them, with a confident reliance that 
“‘on their part everything will “be done to main- 
tain the rights and honor of the country which 
‘the occasion requires,” it is said he has been |: 
‘guilty of an omission of duty. © -5 > > o: 

A serious question seems now to be made’as to 
what time Congress constitutionally terminates. 
Until lately, I have not heard‘it seriously urged 
that twelve o’clock, on the 3d of March, at night, 
was not the true period. It is now insisted;:how- 
ever, that twelve o’clock, onthe 4th of March;is 
the true time; and the argument in support of 
thie is, that the first Congress met at twelve 
o'clock on the 4th of March. Thisis not placing |! 
the question on the true ground; it is not when 
the Congress did meet, or when: the’ President 
wag qualified by taking the ogths of office; but 


| and understanding of the count 
‘ment after twelve o’clock at night'on the 3d of 


debt acknowledged 
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when did they have the constitutional right to 
meet? This certainly was, and is, in all future 
cases, on the 4th of March; and if the day com- 
mences, according to the universal acceptation 
, at the first mo- 


March, the constitutional right or power of the 
new Congress commences at that time. And if 


called by the Chief Magistrate to meet at that: 


time, they might then qualify and open their ses- 
sion. There would be no use in arguing away 
the common understanding of the country; and 


it would seem as reasonable to maintain that the `` 
4th of March ended when the first Congress ad- |: 
that it began when they | 
met.. From twelve o'clock at night, until twelve | 


journed, as it is to say 


o’clock at night, is the mode of computing a day 
by the people of the United States, and I do not 
feel authorized. to establish a different mode of 
computation for Congress. At what hour does 
Christmas commence? When does the first day 
of the year, or the first of Jan , commence ? 
Is it at midnight or at noon? 
a year or month begins and ends at midnight, 
does not every other day? Congress has always 
acted upon the impression that the:3d.of Mareh 


ended at midnight; hence that setting: back of | 
clocks which we. have witnessed on the 3d of | 


March at the termination of the short.session. `: 
In using this argument, I donot wish to be 
understood ‘as censuring those who have trans- 


acted the public business here, after twelve || 
o’clock. on the 3d-of March. From this error, if | 


it be-one, I-claim no exemption. 
exception, I. believe I. have always remained 
until the final adjournment of both Houses. As 
to the President of the United States, he re- 
mained until after one o'clock on the 4th of 
March., This.was making a full and fair allow- 
ance for the difference that might exist in. differ- 
ent instruments for keeping time; and he then 
retired from his chamber in. the: Capitel. The 
fortification bill never passed Congress; it never 
was'offered to him for his‘signature; he, there- 
fore; ‘can.be in no fault. It is argued that many 
acts:of Congress passed on the 4th of March, at 
the short session, are.in our statute-beoks, and 
that these acts are valid and binding. It should 
be remembered ‘that they all bear date on‘ the 3d 
of March; and so high is the authenticity of our 
records, that according to the rules of evidence, 
no testimony can be received to contradict any- 
thing which appears upon the face of our acts. 
Mr. President, I now ‘propose to say some- 
thing of our. present: condition, in reference to 
our relations with France, and what are the 
ospects before us.’ For the last three years, 
rance has enjoyed the reduction ef duties stip- 
ulated for in the’ treaty of the 4th of July, 1831. 
‘By. this reduction, she has gained or saved for 
her citizens upwards of $3,000,000 prior to: the 
end of the year 1834, which, but for the treaty, 
would now be in the Seren of the United 
States.. By this time, she will have saved alto- 


| grther $5,060 ,000.. She has obtained and enjoyed 
: all these ‘benefits, and stil faily and refuses to 
| pay one ‘cent of the $5,000,000 stipulated to be 


paid on her part; and what is the plea or argu- 
ment she employs’ in justification of her conduct? 


: She pleads a supposed insult as a set-off to a just 
i debt, a debt acknowledged: to be just in a treaty 


made ‘by ‘the executive branch of that Govern- 
‘ment, and signed by- thé King’s own hand; a 
to be just by the’ Chamber 
of Deputies, after.a’ full examination made by 
that-body into the claims of our citizens: i>- 

‘Hf further evidence of the justice of the claims 
of our citizens apon ‘the: Frenoh' nation: were 


i needed, ‘it ‘is: farntished: by the‘ records: of the 
American: board of commissioners;\who are ‘ap- 

‘pointed by this Government, in’ 
i treaty; to ascertain then. By t 


porene ‘of the 
€ é adjudications 
‘of that board:it appears, that claim to the amount 
-of upwards of $9,000,000 have been established; 


| so that bat little more than one half of the prin- 


-cipal, without interest, would have beer received 


| by these claimants, had the French nation com- 
plied strictly with its engagements. ` Add to this | 


‘that many of the elaimants must have: failed to 
‘establish their ‘claims, from the unavoidable loss 
of testimony inthe: course of’ thirty years.: I 


If the first day of ` 


With a single | 


cannot perceive. how any difficulty could ever 
have arisen, or any serious question have been 
made among those who had a full opportunity 
of examining the subject as to the justice of the 
claims of our citizens to the extent of $5,000,000. 
But the French Government is not content with 
having heretofore withheld the payment of less 
than one half of our just claims; they refuse to 
: pay any portion of it hereafter, unless our Gov- 
: ernment shall comply with a new and degrading 
‘ condition prescribed by themselves; in the lan- 
' guage of the Duke de Broglie, they will pay the 
money only “ when the Government of the United 
‘States is ready to declare to us, (the French 
‘Government,) by addressing its claims to us 
‘ officially and in writing, that it regrets the mis- 
` “understanding which has arisen between the 
| ‘two countries, that this. misunderstanding. is 
| ‘founded on mistake, and that it never entered 
|} ‘ita intention to call in question the. good faith 
i: tof the. French Government, nor to take.a mens 
:| acing attitude towards France.” : f 
i| > Upon this branch of the subject, I. hope there 
| can be no. diversity of opinion amongst us; 1 
| hope there: is:no heart beating .in an "Amnesican 
bosom that: is willing that this country shall be 
thus degraded:.. The:French Ministern of Forei 
Affairs here prescribes to the Government of ihe 
-United States, not only the modeand manner, but 
| the. very'language which is: to be employed by 
He tays, in the Fee place, 


ij 

| 
| 

l 
I 


1 


i thig Government. 
| that the apology required is ta be addressed to the 
French Government officially, and it must. be in 

writing, and of course signed by the President of 

|| the United States, or Secretary of State; and then 
|| follows the very terms and language which are to 
:| nsed by the Government of the United States in 
|| this act of humiliation. And why is this to be 
done? To procure the payment of about one 
'| half of the amount justly due to our citizens. | Sir, 
': the French nation, in the most brilliant. days of 
l! her late :Emperor, could neither purchase, nor 
| by the dread-of ite arma terrify, either the 
people or Government of the. United States into 
| sa disgraceful an act.. What is the pretext for 
this arrogant demand on the part of the French 
Government? -It is .that:the Chief. Magistrate 
of the United States, in his annual: cotmmuni- 
cation to Congress :in. 1634; gave a history, and 
a true one, :too, ofthe transactions between 
France and this Government, which wounded 
the sensibilities of. the French Government. -It 
is not alleged that.any misstatément was made 
in that message, that any expression or word 
was used which was not in strict accordance with 
the facts of the case as they really existed. Did 
not France seize unlawfully the property of our 
| citizens? Had ‘she not: confessed it and ac- 
knowledged she owed us a debt of $5,000,000 
on that account? Had she not promised to pay 
| this debt at certain periods on the faith and word 
| of her King? Had not some óf those. periods 
actually expired, not only without poe parian 
for payment, but with the positive refusal by her 
legislative Chambers: to’ make provision? . And 
what did the President say in his message? He 
stated these facts to the representatives of the 
ple of the United: States. : Had he done less, 

ie would ‘not have fully discharged his duty. 
-France might feel mortified. at' the idea of being 
“held so‘strictly to account by eur young Repub- 
lic; but she ‘had no right to complihyand much 
-less to ask foran apology or¢xplanation. It was 
-the proper conweequence of her neglect to pay her 
2 : But, sir, l forbear ‘to press this view of: the 
subject farther. ‘There is another:#tronger light 
-in which it ought to be considered; The French 
‘Government claim the fight to interpose’ and in- 
terfere in our démestic consultations. This ean- 
-not be permitted so’ long as we are a sovereign 
and independent nation and the present Consti- 
“tution endures. ` Itis the duty of the President 
-to communicate to Congress freely and fully upon 
-all subjects; and more” especially im relation to 
-our foreign affairs, Which are managed particu- 
‘larly akan his guidance and direction. And, 
‘ghould anyforeign nation be allowed tointerpose 
- between the President and Congress, and control 
‘the Chief Magistrate bythe apprehension that it 
might take offeriee in his making a full and com- 
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plete declaration of the facts, and his views as 
connected with them, in reference to such nation ? 

If ever it should take place, I shall consider the 
independence of this nation as 
Government itself of no value. 
that the present Chief Magistrate is the last man 
living who will ever dishonor his country by an 
act of thia kind; and I hope if there be one Sen- 
ator here who would be willing to see the Presi- 
dent of the United States conmmit so degrading an 
act, that he will come forward and avow it. I 
will go further; no man willever be elected Pres- 
ident of these United States, who will so far 
forget the honor of his country and the high 
duties of his station, as to think, for a moment, 
of doing an act which will not only disgrace him, 
but a whole nation of freemen. The French Gov- 
ernment seem to have forgotten, or not well to 
have understood, the principles of our Govern- 


ment, or this unreasonable requirement on their | 


part would never hawe been made, unless, indeed, 
they intend it as a mode of refusing to execute 
the treaty. Carry the principle out, and where 


will it lead us? We have not, by our Constitu- i 
tion or frame of Government, given our President | 


the power to declare war or issue letters of marque 
and reprisal, like the monarchs of Europe. He 
can only propose and discuss these measures in 
the first instance. Heis not the Government for 
these purposes, but only a part of it. The Gov- 
ernment has never made a declaration, or done 
an act on these subjects; and until some resolu- 
tion or act has passed the Senate and House of 
Representatives, and been approved by the Pres- 
ident, the interests of no foreign nation can be 
affected. Each member of Congress is as much 
a member of the Government in declaring war, 
and issuing letters of marque and reprisal, as the 
President, and his single declaration is just as 
effective. If the principle asserted by France be 


sound, then may she demand explanations of | 
anything wounding to her pride which may be 
said here in debate, and the nation may be held |: 


responsible, not for the acts and declarations of 
its Government, but for the assertions of each in- 
dividual of which it constituted. Such a propo- 
sition would be monstrous, and can never be per- 
-mitted in the practice of our Government; and if 
France persists in her demands, I am unable to 
say when or how this controversy may end. 

In this state of things what course does wisdom 
point out? To prepare for the worst that may 
come is certainly the true course. 


war; itis war. If this be so, we are placed in a 
most humiliating situation. Since this contro- 
versy commenced, the French nation has armed; 
they have increased their vessels of war; they 


have equipped them; they have cnlisted or pressed | 
additional seamen into the public service; they | 


have appointed to the command of this large 


naval force one of their most experienced and | 


renowned naval officers; and this squadron thus 
prepared ane for what particular purpose we 

now not—is now actually in the neighborhood 
of the American coast. I admit this proceeding 
on the part of the French Government is neither 
war nor just cause of war on our part; but seeing 
this, shall we be told, if we do similar acts, de- 
signed to defend our own country, we are making 
war? As I understand the public law, every 
nation has the right to judge for itself of the ex- 
tent of its own military and naval armaments, 
and no other nation has a right to complain or 
call it in question. It appears to me, that al- 
though the preparations and armaments of the 
French Government are matters not to be ex- 
cepted to, still they should admonish us to place 
our country in a condition in which it could be 
defended in the event the present difficulties be- 
tween the two nations should lead to hostilities. 

I listened with great attention to the Senator 
from New Jersey, (Mr. Sovruarp,] while he 
was pointing out to the Senate the extreme weak- 
ness of our naval force, and showing the superi- 
ority of the French in this respect. The conclu- 
sion to which his argument led me was, that the 
disparity was too great, and that this unequality, 
which might operate so prejudicially to us, ought 
not to be permitted longer to remain. 


at an end, and the ' 
We all know | 


But it is said ` 
by the gentleman from South Carolina, [Mr. | 
CaLHoun,]} that if we arm, we instantly make | 


{ p : 
| Gentlemen tell us that there is no danger of 
| war between the two nations. Thismay be true 
| —I hope it is so; but what that Government may 


coffers, and refuses to pay it until the creditor 


l: 


do which owes a just debt, has the money in her | 


Government shall come forward and ask pardon |, 


for having insisted on the payment in the lan- 
guage of truth and justice, I will not undertake 
to determine; and further, when this refusal to 
pay a just debt is attempted to be justified by an 


assertion of the right on the part of the French | 


Government to interfere in our domestic consult- : 


ations and deliberations, the best security we 
have against war, in my humble opinion, is, that 
the French Government is too far in the wrong. 
There cannot be a civilized nation on earth, that 
has an accurate knowledge of the history of this 
misunderstanding between the two countries, but 
| will pronounce at once that the honor and justice 
of the French nation both require that she should 
comply with her honest engagements by the pay- 


' fied in withholding it, or attempting to substitute 
a supposed affront or insult for actual payment. 
When error and passion prevail, it is impossible 
to say to what extremes they may hurry nations 
as well as men. Certain it is, that if French 
honor re 


u 
dernanded ; 


it will not be satisfied with retaining 


they will take the money as an equivalent for ': 


their honor, and intend to put up with what they 
may consider an insult, because they can with- 
hold the payment. On the contrary, if they have 
any right to demand an explanation at all, it will 
not be satisfied by keeping the money, and would 
be strengthened by its payment: Indeed it is 
| surprising that the Ministry of France, on the 
admission that they were right as to the message, 
did not perceive that it was incumbent on them, 
as honorable men, first to pay their debt, and 
then to ask an explanation. This is what men 
i of honor and honesty in private life would think 
| necessary; and unless they abandon the ground 
assumed by them, they must continue to insist 
on an explanation: even should the money be 
paid, and may, withthe same reason that they 
make the demand, make war on us if it should be 
refused. 
If it be asked whether I would now, under ex- 
isting circumstances, be willing to declare war 
against France, I answer emphatically, I would 
not. I am desirous that France should reconsi 
the principle that she has assumed, and some of 
the steps she has taken, and see whether the ex- 
planations given by our Minister, Mr. Living- 
ston, whether the disavowal which he made of 
| any intention on the part of the Executive of this 
country to insult or menace that Government, all 
which has received the sanction of the Chief 
li Magistrate of the United States, may not be 
deemed satisfactory. Nay, further, I am willing 


and just exposition of the views entertained by 
the Executive at the time of making the commu- 
|: nication complained of. 
‘ment shall choose to consider that satisfactory, I 
‘shall be gratified; for no man would deplore a 


‘should. The French Government had no right 

to take exception to the communication made to 
| Congress by the President in December, 1834. 
| The recommendation contained in the message 
| was not carried out by any action of Congress; 
‘and until all the Departments of a Government, 
! whose consent is necessary for the consummation 
: of an act of an offensive character towards another 
i nation, concur in the act or declaration, it is not 
i the act of the nation, and cannot form a topic of 
i discussion between the two Powers. Until the 
: consent of allthe Departments of this Government, 
| that is, the President and Congress, shall have 
| been given as to what shall be proposed by either, 
| it is a consultative proceeding, domestic in its 


check the freedom of their communications to 


E permitted to interpose between them, and 
I 
‘each other 


When their consultations shall 


nature and character; and no foreign nation can | 


| ment of the money, and that it cannot stand justi- . 


il 


ires the explanation which has been . 


eventuate in acts or declarations affecting the in- 
terests of other nations, then, and not until then, 
has any foreign nation, who may be affected by 
it, a right to call for or demand explanations, or 
make it, in any wise, a subject of diplomatic dis- 
cussions. I would now ask gentlemen, if the 
French Government shall remain in its present 
erroneous position, and continue to insist on a 
demand which is inadmissible, and which is 
wholly inconsistent with our poitical institutions 
and form of Government, whether that nation 
shall enjoy all the beneficial effects guarantied to 
it by the treaty of 1831, while not one of the stip- 
ulations on its part has been complied with? I 
can only answer for myself, I will not consent 
thus to degrade my country. After every reason- 
able expectation shall have failed of the fulfillment 
of the treaty on their part, I shall be in favor of 
such measures as shall be best calculated to pre- 
serve the honor, dignity, and independence of the 
United States. What those measures should be 
may, in the mean time, depend upon the course 
of conduct which may be adopted by the French 


|! Government. 


I have now presented to the Senate my views 


: upon all the prominent subjects which have been 


introduced into this discussion, and conclude by 
expressing a most sincere hope that our nation 


i; may not again be visited by the evils consequent 
the $5,000,000 which that nation owes us. Iwill; 
not think so meanly of them as to suppose that :' 


‘ 
į 


| 


| 


upon war; but war, with all its direful con- 
scquences, is preferable to peace, if it can be 
maintained only by national degradation, or by 
a surrender of liberty and independence. 


NATIONAL DEFENSE. 


| SPEECH OF HON. JAS. BUCHANAN, 


OF PENNSYLVANIA, 
* In Senate, February 1 and 2, 1836, 


On Mr. Benton’s resolutions, as modified by the 
mover on the suggestion of Mr. Grunpy, for 
setting apart so much of the Surplus Revenue as 
may be necessary for the defense and perma- 
nent security of the country. 


Mr. BUCHANAN said: 

Mr. Present: I am much better pleased with 
the first resolution offered by the Scnator from 
Missouri, [Mr. Benron,] since he has modified 
it upon the suggestion of the Senator from Ten- 


, nessee, (Mr. Grunpy.] When individuals have 


| 


to wait until the last annual communication of | 
the President of the United States shall be seen | 
‘by the French Government. It contains a fair 


If the French Govern- ; 


| war between the two countries more than I; 


ji 

! 
i 
| 


| 


| 
| 


| to be especially on their guard against wasteful 


der |; 


_ voted, on the 3d of March last, i 


l; would not have reccived the support of 


| they would be held responsible for it. 


more money than they know how to expend, 
they often squander it foolishly. The remark 
applies, perhaps, with still greater force to nations. 
When our Treasury is overflowing, Congress, 
who are but mere trustees for the people, ought 


expenditures. of the public money. The surplus 
can be applied to some good and useful purpose. 
I am willing to grant all that may be necessary 
for the public defense, but no more. I am, there- 
fore, pleased that the resolution has assumed its 
present form. 

The true question involved in this discussion 
is, on whom ought the responsibility to rest for 
having adjourned on the 3d of March last without 
providing for the defense of the country? There 
can be no doubt a fearful responsibility rests 
somewhere. For my own part, I should have 
been willing to leave the decision of the question 
to our constituents. I ama man of peace, and 


` dislike the crimination and recrimination which 


this discussion must necessarily produce. But itis 
vain to regret what cannot now be avoided. The 
friends of the Administration have been attacked; 
and we must now defend ourselves. I deem It 
necessary, therefore, to state the reasons why I 
n favor of the 
appropriation of. $3,000,000 for the defense of 
the country, and why I glory in that vote. 

The language used by Senators in reference to 
this appropriation has been very strong. , It has 
been denounced as a violation of the Constitution. 


It has been declared to be such a measure as 
the minor- 


l, and that 
It has 
das most unusual—most aston- 
And finally, to cap the 


ity, had they believed it could preval 


been stigmatize p 
ishing—most surprising. 
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climax, it has been proclaimed, that the passage | 
of such an appropriation would be virtually to | 
create a dictator, and to surrender the power of | 
the purse and the sword into the hands of the | 
President. : 

1 voted for that appropriation under the highest 
convictions of public duty; and I now intend to 
defend that vote against all these charges. 

In examining the circumstances which not only 
justified this appropriation, but rendered it abso- 
fiy necessary, I am forced into the discussion ` 
of the French question. We have been told that, - 
if we should go to war with France, we are the 
authors of that war. The Senator from New Jer- 
sey has declared that it will be produced by the 
boastful vanity of one man, the petulance of 
another, and the fitful violence of a third. Is | 
would not be difficult to conjecture who are the 
individuals to whom the Senator alludes. 

He has also informed us that, in the event.o 
such a war, the guilt which must rest somewhere 
will be tremendous. : ; 

Now, sir, I shall undertake to prove, that 
scarcely an example exists in history of a powera 
ful and independent nation having suffered such |; 
wrongs and indignities as we have done from |: 
France, with so much patience and forbearance. ` 
If France should now resort to arms—if our de- | 
fenseless sea-coast should be plundered—if the |' 
blood of our citizens should be shed—the a oes f 
sibility of the Senate, to use the language of the |: 
pouer will be tremendous. I shall not fol- |! 

w the example of the Senator, and, say, their | 
guilt; because that would be to attribute to them || 
an evil intention, which I believe did not exist. |; 

In discussing this subjec’, I shall first present | 
to the view of the Senate the precise attitude of.: 
the two nations towards each other when the 
appropriation of $3,000,000. was refused, and 
then examine the reasons which have been urged 
to justify this refusal. After having done ko, I 
shall exhibit our relations with France. as they. , 
exist at the present moment, for the purpose of. | 
proving that we ought now to adopt the resolu- 
tions of the gentleman from Missouri, and grant Hi 
all necessary appropriations for the defense of || 
the country. : || 

In discussing this subject, it is not my inten- | 
tion to follow fie fortification bil either into the |; 
chamber of the committee of conference, or into || 
the Hall of the House of Representatives. It is | 
not my purpose to explain the confusion which || 
then existed, and which always must exist after | 
midnight, on the last.evening of the session. I | 
shall contend that the Senate ought to have voted |, 
the 000; that the fortification bill ought | 
to have d the Senate with this. amendment; 
and that, therefore, the Senate is responsible not 
only for the loss of this appropriation, but for 
that of the entire bill. Sy Pe et a ae 

What, then, was the attitude in which we 
stood towards France at the moment.when the 
Senate rejected this appropriation for the defense 
of the country? What, at that moment, was || 
known, or ought to have been known, in regard 
to this question by every Senator on this floor? 

The justice of our claims upon France are now 
admitted by all mankind. r generosity was 
equal to their justice. When she was crushed in 
the dust by Europe in cheer len4 = cities 
were i 1a foreign foe—when her in- | 
Phakding res led ander foot, we refused 
to urge our claim. This was due to our anciest 
ally. It was due to our grateful remembrance of. 
the days of other . The testimony of La 
Fayette conclusively establishes this fact. In the 
Chamber of Deputies, on the 13th of June, 1833, 
he declared that we had refused to unite with the 
enemies of France in urging our claims in 1814 
and 1815; and that, if we had done so, these 
claims would then have been settled. This cir- 
cumstance will constitute one of the brightest 

s of our history. 
Pas the.sum secured to our injured fellow- 
citizens by the treaty of the 4th of July, 1831, 
more than they had a right to demand? Let the 
report of our Committee on Foreign Relations, 
at the last session, answer this question. They 
concur entirely with the President in the state- 
ment he had made in his message, that it was ab- 
solutely.certain the indemnity fell far short of the 


i| actual amount of our just claims, independently 
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of damages and interest forthe detention; and that 
it was well known at the time that, in this re- 
spect, the settlement involved a sacrifice. But 
there is now no longer room for any conjecture 


or doubt upon this subject. The commissioners `| 
_ under the treaty have closed their labors. 
‘the very nature of their constitution, it became 


the interest of every claimant to reduce the other 
claims as much as possible, so that his own div- 
dend might thus be increased. “After a laborious 
and patient investigation, the claims which have 
been allowed by the commissioners, amount to 
$9,352,193 47. Each claimant will receive but 
little more than half his principal at the end of a 


, quarter of a century, after losingall the interest. 


Why, then; has this treaty remained without 
execution on the part of France, until this day? 
Our Committee on Foreign Relations, at the last 


; session, declared their conviction that the King 
`of France “had invariably, on all suitable oc- |: 
‘ casions, manifested an anxious desire; faithfully | 
‘and honestly, to fulfill the engagements con- | 
: “tracted under his authorit 
say, that “ the opposition to the execution |: 


and his name.” 
The 
‘ofthe treaty, and the payment of our just claims, 


‘does not proceed from the King’s Government, . 


‘but from a majority in the Chamber of Deputies.” 
Now, air, it 1s my purpose to contest this opin- 
ion, and to show, as [ f i 
that it is not a just inference from the facts. 
And here, to 
tion, either on this side, or on the other side of 


marks should ever travel to such a distance, per- 


prevent all possible misconstruc- ' 


i] 
| 


From - 


think I can conclusively, ; 


mit me to say that I am solely responsible for, 


them myself. These opinions were in a great 
degree formed whilst I was.in a foreign land, and 
were there freely expressed upon all suitable oc- 
casions. I was then beyond the sphere of party 
influence, and felt only as an American citizen. 

’ Is it not then manifest, to use the language of 
Mr. Livingston in his note to the Count ge P 


ernment have never appreciated the importance of 
the subject at ita just value? There are two 
modes in-which the King could have manifested 
this anxious desire faithfully to fulfill the treaty. 
These are—by words and by actions. When-a 
man’s words and his actions correspond, you 
have the highest evidence of his sincerity. Even 
then he may be a hypocrite in the eyes of that 
Being before whom the fountains of human action 
are unveiled. But, when a man’s words and his 
actions are at variance—when he promises and 
does.net perform or even attempt to perform— 
when ‘‘ he speaks the word of promise to the ear 
and breaks it to the hope’’—the whole world will 
at once pronounce him insincere. If this be true 
in the transactions of common life, with how 
much more force does it apply to the intercourse 
between diplomatists? he deceitfulness of 
diplomacy has become almost. a proverb. In 
Europe, the talent of overreaching gives a Min- 
ister the glory of diplomatic skill. The French 
school hasbeen distinguished in this: art. -To 
prove it, I need.only mention the name of Talley- 
rand. The American school teaches far different 
lessons. On this our success has, in a gréat de- 


gree, depended, The gkijlful diplomatists of Eu- 


| 


ron i press of the United States, 
the Atlantic, if by any accident my humble re- : by 


time more propitious for presenting this treaty to 
the Chambers could have been selected than that 
very moment. Europe then was, as I believe it 
| still is, one vast magazine of gunpowder. It was 
| generally believed that the Polish revolution was 
the spark which would produce the explosion. 
There was imminent danger of acontinental war, 
in which France, to preserve her existence, would 
have to put forth all her energies. Russia, Prus- 
sia, and Austria were armed and réady for the 
battle. It was, then, the clear policy of France 
. to be at a good understanding with the United 
‘States. Ifit had been the ardent desire of the 
King’s Government to carry into effect the stip- 
ulations of the treaty, they would have presented 
it to the Chambers before their adjournment. 
This would undoubtedly have been the course 
| pursued by any President of the United States, 
| under similar circumstances, But the treaty was 
i not presented. `. 
_ I freely admit that this. omission, standing b 
itself, might be explained by the near approach 
of the adjournment at the time the treaty arrived 
from ashinegton. It is one important link, 
however, in the chain of circumstances, which 
anno be omitted. l 
e Government of the United States proceed- 
ed immediately to execute. their part of the treaty. 
' By the act of the 13th of July, 1832, the duties 
on French wines were reduced. according to its 
terms, to take effect from the day of the exchange 
of ratifications. At the same session, the Con- 
impelled, no doubt, 
their kindly feelings tovarda France, which 
had been roused into action by what they believed 
to be a final and equitable settlement of all our dis- 
putes, voluntarily reduced the duty upon silka 
; coming from this side of the Cape of Good Hops 
: to five per cent., whilst those from beyond werg 
fixed at ten per cent. And at the next session, 
on the 2d ofA March, 1833, this duty of five per 


‘cent. was taken off altogether, and ever since 


': French silks have been admitted into our country 


| 


. of the 3d of August, 1834, that the French Gov- |: 
| 
f 


|| | What has. France gained by these measurés in 


rope are foiled by the downright honesty and ; 


directness, of purpose which have eharacterized 
all our negotiations. 

Even the established forms of diplomacy con- 
tain much unmeaning language, which is per- 
fectly ee by everybody, and deceives 
nobody. If ministers have avowed their sincer- 


ity, and their ardent desire to execute the treaty, | 


deny t f i j i 
Seti bad eC ee ‘money shall be paid into the hands of such pèr- 


might lead to the most unpleasant consequences. 
In forming an estimate of their intentions, there- 


fore, every wise man will regard their actions, : 


rather than their words. By their deeds shall 
they be known. Let us, then; test the French 
Government by this touchstone of truth. 

The ratifications of the treaty of the 4th of July, 
1831, were exchanged at Washington on the 
of February, 1832. When this treaty arrived at 
Paris, the French Chambers were in session, and 
they continued in session for. several weeks. 
They did not adjourn until.the 19th of April. No 


i 
i 


i 


i: directe 


l. payable to the 
|’ vention, to bg received’ from the French Govern- 


free of duty. There is now, in fact, a discrimi- 
| tation duty of ten per cent. in their favor, over 
silks from beyond the Cape of Good Hope. , 


| duties on her Wines and her silks, which she 
| would otherwise have been bound to pay? l 
| have called upon the Secretary of the “treasury 
: for the purpoge of ascertaining the. amount. t 
| now hold iń my hand a tabular statement, pre- 
pared at my request, which shows, that had the 

uties remained what they were at the date of the 
ratification of the treaty, these articles, since that 
| time, would have paid into the Treasury on the 
| 30th of September, 1834, the sum of $3,061,525. 
| Judging from the large importations which have 
| since beer made, I feel no hesitation in declaring 
'ftas my opinion, that, at the present moment, 
| these duties would amount to more thah the 
| whole indemnity which France has engaged to 
| our fellow-citizens.. Before the conclusion of the 
| tem years mentioned.in the treaty, she will have 
_ been freed. from . the ‘payment ‘of duties to an 


‘| amount considerably above twelve million dollars. 


| By the same act of the 13th of July, 1832, a 
Board of Commissioners was established to re- 


‘| ceive, examine, and decide the claims of our citi- 


: zens under the treaty, who were to meet on the 
| first day of the following August. This act also 

1 the Secretary of the Treasary to cause 
| the several installments, with the interebt thereon, 
: nited States iti virtue'of the con- 


'yient atid transferred to the United States in such 
: matier ag hè may deem best. In this respect 
| the. provisions of the act correspond with the 
' terms .of the treaty, which prescribe, that the 


‘son or persons as shall be authorized to receive 
it b ie Geverarient of the United States. 
Were the French Government immediately in- 
formed of all these proceedings? Who can doubt 
| it? Certainly no one at all acquainted with the 


i 
| 


| as . 

| vigilance and zeal of their diplomatic agents. 

he 19th of November, 1832, the day for the 
' meeting of the Chambers, at length arrived. 
‘Every American was anxious to know what the 
| King would say in his. speech concerning the 
treaty. No one could doubt but that he would 


- 62 


APPENDIX TO THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


[February 1, 


Q4rn Cona.... 1st ‘Sess. 


National De fense—Mr. Buchanan. 


SENATE. 


strongly recommend to t mt 
the appropriation of twenty-five millions of francs, | 
the first installment of which would become due | 
on the 2d of February following. All, however, 
which the speech contained in relation to the 
treaty is comprised in the following sentences: 
© | have also ordered my Ministers to communi- 
‘eate to you the treaty concluded on the 4th of 
‘July, 1831, between my Government and that 
‘of the United States of America. This arrange- 
‘ment puts an end to the reciprocal claims of the 
‘two countries.” Now, sir, I am wellaware of 
the brevity and non-committal character of King’s 
speeches in Europe; I know the necessity which 
exists there for cireumspection and caution; but 
making every fair allowance for these considera- 
tions, | may at least say, that the speech does 
not manifest an anxious desire to carry the treat 
into effect. What might the King have sid, 
what ought he to have said, what would he have 
said had he felt this anxious desire? Itmightall 
have been embraced ina single additional sen- 
tence, such as the following: * The Congress of 
the United States have already provided for the 
admission of French wines into their ports upon 
the terms of this treaty, and have voluntarily 
reduced their duties upon French silks; I must, 
therefore, request you to grant me the means of 
discharging the first installment which will be- 
come due, under this treaty, on the 2d day of 
February next.” The King did not even ask 
the Chambers for the money necessary to redeem 
the faith of France. In this respect, the debt 
due to the United States is placed in striking con- 
trast to the Greck loan. Immediately after the 
two sentences of the speech which Ihave already 
quoted, the King proceeds: ‘You will likewise 
“be called to examine the treaty by which Prince 
© Otho of Bavaria is called to the throne of Greece. 
` I shall have to request from you the means of guar- 
“antying, in union with my allies, a loan which is | 
' indispensable for the establishment of the new State 
‘founded by our cares and concurrence.” 
The establishment of the new State founded by © 
our cares and concurrence! Russia, sir, has 
made greater advances by her skill in diplomacy 
than by her vast physical power. Unless I am 
much mistaken, the creation of this new State, 
with Prince Otho as its King, will accomplish 
the very lee which it was the interest and 
purpose of France to defeat. It will, in the end, 
virtually convert Greece into a Russian province. 
I could’say much more on the subject, but I for- :; 
bear. My present purpose is merely to present, 
in a striking view, the difference between the 
King’s language in relation to our treaty, and | 
that treaty which placed the son of the King of |: 
Bavaria on the throne of Greece. 
Time passed away, and the 2d of February, | 
1833, the day when the first installment under the 
treaty became due, arrived. It was to be paid 
“into the hands of such person or persons as 
shall be authorized by the Government of the | 
United States to receive it.” The moncy on that ; 
day ought to have been ready at Paris. But: 
strange, but most wonderful as it may appear, `i 
although the Chambers had been in scssion from 
the 19th of November until the 2d of February, 
the King’s Government had never even presented `; 


the treaty to the Chambers—had never evenasked || 


he Chambers to make I before any bill was presented. They, and not 
the Chambers, are responsible for this violation, | 


: it wou Á U 
: were merely diplomatic, and intended to produce 
` delay; because, from the date of the treaty, on 


them for a grant of the money necessary to fulfill |: 


its engagements. Well might Mr. Livingston 
say, that they had never properly appreciated the | 
importance of the subject. 
Phe Government of the United States, know- 
ing that the King in his speech had promiscd to 
‘present the treaty to the Chambers, and knowing 


| 


i 


that they had been in session since November, | 


might have taken means to demand the first in- 
“stallment at Paris on the 2d day of February. 
Strictly speaking, it was their duty to do so, 
acting as trusiecs for the claimants; but they 
‘did not draw-a bill of exchange at Washington 
for the first installment. until five days afier it 
had become due at.Paris.. This Lill was not 
presented to the French Government for pay 
ment until the 23d of March, 1833. Even at that 

day, the French Ministry had not presented either | 
the treaty ora bill to carry it into effect to the 

Chambers. The faith of France was thus violated |) 


by the neglect of the King’s Government, long || the chairman. 


It was even impossible for the Chambers to pre- ; 
vent it. 


Had thistreaty and bill been laid before | 


| 
| 


them in time to have enabled them to redeem the | 


faith of France, the loyalty of the French charac- 
ter would never have permitted them to be guilty ! 
of a positive violation of national honor. The 
faith of the nation was forfeited before they were | 
called upon to act. The responsibility was volun- , 
tarily assumed by the King’s Ministers. The 
Chambers are clear of it. Besides, the Ministry , 
were all powerful with the Chambers during that 
session. They carried everything they urged. 
Even the bill providing the means of guaranty- 
ing the Greek loan, became a law. Can it, then, 
for a single moment, be believed, that, if a bill to 
carry into effect our treaty—a treaty securing 
such important advantages to France—had been | 

resented at an early period of the session and | 
Jiad Been pressed by the Ministry, they would | 
have failed in the attempt? At all events, it was | 
their imperative duty to pursue this course. The , 
aspect of the olitical horizon in Europe was still ; 
lowering. There was still imminent danger of a , 
general war. France was still in a position to ' 
make her dread any serious misunderstanding 
with the United States. 


After all this, on the 26th of March, the Duke 
de Broglic, ina note to Mr. Niles, our Chargé |, 


d’Affaires at Paris, stated, that it was ‘a source 
‘of regret, and, indeed, of astonishment, that the 
‘Government of the United States did not think 


t pr to have an understanding with that of |; 
s What step? | 


rance, before taking this step.” 


The demand of an honest debt, almost two 
months after it had been due, under a solemn 
treaty. Indeed, the Duke, judging from the tone 
of his note, appears almost to have considered 
the demand an insult. To make a positive en- 
gagement to pay a fixed sum on a particular day, 
and when that sum is demanded nearly two 
months after, to express astonishment to the 
creditor, would, in private life, be considered 
trifling and evasive. < 
The excuse made by the French Ministry for 
their conduct is altogether vain. Had they 
dreaded the vote of the Chambers—had they been 
afraid to appear before them with their treaty and 
their bill, they would, and they ought to have 
communicated their apprehensions to this Gov- 
ernment, and ask it to suspend the demand of 
the moncy; but they had never whispered such 
a suspicion, after the exchange of the ratifications 
of the treaty; and the first intimation of it on this 


report. This report contains a severe reprimand 
of the French Government for not having pre- 
sented the bill at an earlier period of the session; 
and expresses the hope that the treaty may be 
communicated at the opening of the next ses- 
sion. If we are to judge of the opinion of the 
Chamber from the tone and character of this re- 
port, instead of being hostile to the execution of 
the treaty, had it been presented to them in proper 
time, they felt every disposition to regard it in a 
favorable light. I shall read the whole report: 
it is very short, and is as follows: 

« Gentlemen: The committee charged by you 


` fto examine the bill relative to the treaty con- 


‘cluded on the 4th of July, 1831, between France 
‘and the United States, has demanded a number 
‘of documents and reports, which must be ex- 
‘amined in order to obtain acomplete knowledge 
‘of so important a trafisaction. 

' «The committee was soon convinced that a 
‘ conscientious examination of these papers would 
‘require much time; and that, at so advanced a 
‘ period of the session, its labors would have no 
‘definitive result. It regrets that, from motives 
‘which the Government only can explain, the 
“bill was not presented earlier to the Chamber 
‘fordiscussion. Itregrets this so much the more 
‘as itis convinced of the importance of the treaty, 
‘which essentially interests our maritime com- 
‘merce, our agriculture, and our manufactures. 

“ Several chambers of commerce, particularly 


` ‘those of Paris and Lyons, have manifested an 
` tardent desire that the business should be speed- 


‘ily terminated. 
“©The committee would be satisfied if, after a 
‘deeper study of the question, it could enlighten 


` ethe Chamber with regard to the justice of the 


side of the Atlantic was accompanied by the © 
astounding fact that the French Government had ° 


dishonored our bill. It is true that, before the 
treaty was signed, they had expressed some ap- 
prehensions to Mr. Rives on this subject. These, 
Id seem, from their subsequent conduct, 


the 4th of July, 1831, until after our bill of ex- ` 


change was dishonored in March, 1833, rio inti- 
mation of danger from that quarter was ever sug- 


. gested. These circumstances made a great noise 
| throughout Europe, and soon became the subject 


of general remark. 

nthe 6th of April, 1833,a year and more , 
than two months after the exchange of the ratifi- 
cations at Washington, the treaty and bill were 
first presented to the French Chambers. The ses- ; 


i| sion closed on the 25th of April, without any | 


| 


further action upon the subject. No attempt was 

made by the Ministry to press it; and as the ses- ; 
sion would terminate so soon, perhapsno attempt | 
ought to have been made. But, as the: new sės- : 


‘claims alleged by each of the parties to the 
‘treaty, and which form the basis of it; but as 
‘ time does notallow a definitive ren to be made 
‘on the subject, it considers itself as the organ 
‘of the Chamber, in expressing the wish that 
‘this treaty be communicated at the opening of 
‘the next ‘session; and that its result may be 
‘such as to strengthen the bonds of friendship 
‘which must ever exist between two nations so 
‘Jong united by common interest and sympathy.”” 

After a careful review of this whole transaction, 
I am convinced that the Government of France 
never would have pursued such a course towards 
us, had they entertained a just sense of our power, 
and our willingness to exert it in behalf of our 
injured fellow-citizens. Had Russia or Austria 
been her creditors, instead of ourselves, the debt 
would have been paid when it became due; or at 
the least, the Ministers of the King would have 
exerted themselves in a far different manner, 
to obtain the necessary appropriation from the 
Chambers. I am again constrained, however 
reluctantly, to adopt the opinion which I had 
formed at the moment. Our fierce political strife 
in this country is not understood in Europe, and 
least of all, perhaps, in France. During the 
autumn of 1832, and the session of 1832-73, it 
was believed abroad that we ‘were on the very 
eve of a revolution; that our glorious Union was 
at the point of dissolution. I speak, sir, from 


‘actual knowledge. Whilst the advocates of des- 
| potism were looking forward, with eager hope, 


sion was to commence the day after the termina- |. 
` tion of the old, and to continue two months, a 


favorable opportunity was thus presented to urge 
the passage of the law upon the Chambers. Was 
this done? No, sir. The Ministry still con- 
tinued to pursue the same course. They suffered 
the remainder of the month of April to pass, .the 
month of May to pass, and not until the 1th of 


: June, only fifteen days before the close of the 


‘i into effect the treaty. 


session, did they again present the ‘bill to carry , 


to see the last free Republic blotted from the face 
of nations, the friends of freedom throughout the 
world were disheartened, and dreaded the result 
of our experiment. The storm did rage in this 
country with the utmost violence. It is no 
wonder that those friends of liberty, on the other 
side óf the Atlantic, who did not know how to 
appreciate the recuperative energies of a free and 
enlightened people, governed by Federal and 
State institutions of their own choice, should 


' have been alarmed for the safety of the Republic. 


t t was referred to á com- ` 
mittee, of which Mr. Benjamin Delessert was |; 
On the 18th of June he made a ii States, un 


For myself I can say that I never felt any serious 
apprehension; yet the thrill of delight with which 
I received the news of the passage of the famous 
compromise law of March, 1833, can never be 
effaced from my memory. I did not then stop to 
inquire into the nature of its provisions. It was 
enough for: me to know that the Republic was 

inion, but in the 


safe, not only iv my own opl 

opinion of the world. l 
Suppose, sir, that the President of 

under similar circumstances, ha! 


the United 
d withheld 


1836.) ~: 
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a treaty from Congress, 
tion, for fourteen months after ìt had been duly | 
ratified, and had thus forfeited the national faith | 
to a foreign Government, what would have been ` 
the consequence? Sir, he ought to have been, he 
would have been impeached. No circumstances 
could ever have justified. such conduct in the eyes 
of the American Congress or the Ainerican people. 
After all the provocation which the President ' 
had received, as the representative of his country, 
what was his'conduct? It might have beén sup- 
ved that this violent man, as the Senator from: 
ew Jersey [Mr. Sovrnanp] has designated him,. 
would at once have recommended decisive meas- 
ures. Judging from his energy,—from his welle 
known devotion to the inter 
and above all; from his famous declaration to ask: 
nothing from foreign nations. but what was right, 
and to sabmit/to nothing wrong, F should. have 
expected from him an indignant: at the: 
commencement of the next session of C s 
Inswad of that; the message of December; 1833, 
in relation’ to’French affairs; is of the mildest’ 
character. It breathes a im of confident:hope : 
that our ancient ally would: do'us justice during: 
the next session of the Chambers. His exposi- 
tion of this subject is concluded by the following 
declaration + : ; 

“ As shis sebject involves impertant interests; and has 
attracted a cousidergbie share of the public. attention, ‘I 
bave deemed it proper. to make this explicit statement of 
its actual .condition: and should I be disappointed in the 
hope now entertained, thd subject will be again brouzgtit to: 
the notice of | in such a manner as the octasion: 
may require.”’ eee ae 

And thus ¿nds the first act of this astonishing | 
historical drama. Throu t. the whole of it, | 
beginning, middle; and. end, the French Govern- 
ment, and:nat the French Chambers, were ex- 
clusively te blames. en ir he, 

We have now arrived. atthe mission of Mr. 
Livingstéos. . He reached Paris nirt: Se r 
1833.: The Duke: de Broglie assured him: *‘ that: 
‘the King’s Government would willingly, and: . 
‘ without hesitation, promise to diseet the delib~: 
‘ erations of the Chambers to the projéf de roi rel~ 
‘ ative to the exeeution:of the ednvention: of July 
* 4, 1831, on the day after the Chayhber-is consti: ` 
‘tuted, and to employ every means to secure the: | 
‘happy i air, the findi: determi- | 


conclusion of an 
* ination of which the United States cannot desire: | 
‘ mareardenttly. than ourselves.” A fter thie assur- 
ance, and after all (hat had passed, it was confi- : 
dently expected that the King wauld, in‘ strong: | 
terms, have recommended the adoptian-of the ap- 
proprtation: by the Chambers; In this-we were! 
again doomed to di tment. In hit-opéning’ | 
noeh; he made no direct alluaion to the subject. 
e simply says; that “the financial: laws, and 
those required: for the execution of: treaties;: will 
bė presented to: you.” CT. aS a poy. 
bill was presented) anid debated, and finally: 
rejected by the Chamber of Deputies om the. let 
day of April, 1834, by a vote of 176:to ney Itis 
not my present purpose to dwell upon the cause 
of this Pisari, No'doubt the principat ore ws; 
that the t'reheh Ministers were surprimed near the 
conelusion of the debate, and were unable at the 
moment to show that the captures’at St..Sebas- | 
tian were not included in our treaty with Spairi. 
I am sorry they: were not better prepared upon | 
this point; but I attribute to them no blame on 
a e a. 

t has been over and overagain, both on 
this floor and elsewhere, that the rejection of the 
treaty was occasioned bythe publication ih this 
country of Mr.‘Rives’s letter to Mr. Livingston ; 
of the 8th July, 1831." Is this the fact?’ If #Be 
20, it ought to be known to the world: If ie be 
net, both the character of this Governmént ard 
of Mr. Rives should be rescued’ from’ the ifipu- 
tation. What is the opinion expressed in this 
letter? Is it that the American claimants would 
obtain, under the treaty, more than the amount 
of their just claims? “No such thing. ‘Is it that 
they would obtain the amount of their just claims 
with interest? Not even this. The negotiator 
merely expresses the opinion that they would 
receive every cent of the principal. He does not 
allege that they would receive one cent of interest 
for a delay of nearly a quarter of acentury. This 


ry 


quiring an appropria- || b 


eof hiwcountry;— | 


|, delivered on that eccasion:. ‘Fhe to 


i be expected, that not one De 
' to the treaty believed it to ! 
itance even to merit apassing notice: Still, I 
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Mr. Gallatin, in a dispatch dated on the 14th | 
of January, 1822, cited by Mr. Rives, in which | 
the former expresses his belief that $5,000,000 | 

| would satisfy all our just claims. - It ought to be ` 
observed that the sum stipulated to be 


or about $4,700,000; and- that 
ears had elapsed between the ‘date of Mr. Gal- 
atin’s dispatch and the signing: of the treaty. 
These faéts all: 
with the addition 
claimants, which 


| Mr. Rives did not believe wers:a.safe guide. 
“This is: the amount ‘of: the letter, when fairly’. 
analyzed, which,- it- is alleged; destroyed’ the | 
treaty before’ the: French Ohanibers.: If- a copy’) 
of: it had-béeh placed in the hands of every. Dep- 
uty, it eould not possibly have produced-any such 
eet. `: , 5 E LE Tee T : ~ 
That it did not oceasion the rejection of the 
treaty is absolutely certain. i have’ examined 
; the whole debate for the purpose of discoverihg’| 
' any allusion to this letter, but-L:have examine 
itin vain. 
_ can be:détected'in any of the numerous speeches | 
pies of oppo- : 
| sition: were various; amè several of them ‘of a. 
| strange charecter, but thè letter is not even onte: 
j alluded to throughout the ‘whole debate. ' If its’; 


| his ‘own -Goternment, ‘expressing: a favorable: 
a document: of a character go natural; so much to | 
be of ‘suffictent im- i 
e often thought it ‘it had never been, 
mentioned .m the debate. ‘Lhe mystery is: now 
| revealed. The'truth is, thid letter, which is al- | 
: leget to Have produced sach‘ fatal effects,- was’, 
; entirely unknown to the-mnembers of the Frefich 
i Chamber ‘when’ thoy rejected the treaty.” ‘This 
i fact is wel established by:a letter from Mr. Jay;,: 
the chairman ofthe éommittee ‘appointed by the’ 
Chamber of Deputies'to mvestizate out clairhs, ' 
addressed to Mr. Gibbes, dnd ‘dated:at ‘Paris on 
| the 24th of January,.2835.. I shall read ‘it: | 
| Eitraci of a letter ftom Mr. Jay to Mr. Gibbes, dated Hik 
: © af January, 1835. 5 0O a 
| «ft iœ asserted In the American. prints that the rejection’ 
| Of the American treaty by the Chamber of Deputies, at: 
their last session, was chiefly owing to the publication: of a 
lettet from Mr. Rives to his own Government. This is an 
erfor'which justice to that distinguished statesman, and a` 
semse'of his unremitting ¢rertions to: promote the interests"; 
of his Gavernmens while ‘here, induged me: formally.to con-- 
tradict. No such evidence appears in the debates; and in ` 
none of my conversations with the members, have I ever | 
héard’ Mis letter alléged As‘ the' motive for disputing the _| 
amount due. I mach question, indeed; if any other Deputy? 
than myself ever sead the letter giluded 10.7? i 5 pos, 
: We: Have now ‘artived at--thiit poisthéf: time’: 
when:@ majority: of the French Chamber arrayed: 
themselves ax the: tredty. “This: decision was: 
made: ‘on. the Ast of Aprib, 1834.1 ‘Some appres: 
hension’ then iled among the King: and: hit: 
Ministers. -Thei business -was now becoming: 
serious: New assurances had now:become neces:! 
sary. to prevent the! President from presenting the: 
whole transaction to Congress, which they knew: 
would still be in session, when tHe ‘information 
of the rejection would: reach the United States; 
In his annual me: ‘at the ‘commencement: ef: 
the session, it will be:recollectéd, ke had declared: 
that, should he be disappointed in the ‘hope then: 
entertained} he would again bring the subjert bee 
fore Congress in ‘suth a manner as ‘the occasion! 
might reqaire. : They knew that He wasa mas 
who performed his promises, atid a gregt ‘effort 
was to be made to induce him to change his pur? 


powe. is a0 9 í 
` Accordingly; a Frendh brig of war, the Cuiv 
rassier, is fitted out with dispatches‘ to Mr. Ser 
rarier. They reached him on the 3d ‘of June. 
On the 4th ‘he has an interview with Mr. Mc- 
Lane, and‘ makes ‘explanations which the latter 
very properly requests may be:reduced-to writing.’ 
In:compliance with this request the French Min- 


inter, on the 5th,'addresses a note to Mr Me- 


| 


Not the slightest ‘trate of the letter: : 


| 
i 
| 


| opinion of the résult of his own negotiations; was | 
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} paid by:'| 
the treaty is only twenty-five millions of francs, ` 
more than nine. 


|| existence were known at the timeiin.the French: 
|| Chambers, the: letter, written bya; Minister ‘to’ 


puty in opposition : 


! 
i 
| 
| 
| 
1 
i 
| 
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Government at the rejections of the bill, he uses 
the following language: “The King’s Govern- 
‘ment, sir, after this rejection, the object’ of so 
‘much painful disappointment to both Govern- 
‘ments, has deliberated, and its unanimous de- 
‘termination has been to make an appeal from 
‘the first vote of the present Chamber to the 


' < next Chamber, and to appear before. the new 
| ‘Legislature with its treaty and its bill in hand. - 

ar.on the face of the letter, | 
fact, that the statements of the | 
ayy have from: ume: to time been’) 
, presented to Congress; carry the amount of the: !! 
| claims mich kihon. ‘The statements, however, | 


: “t It- flattere itself that. the light already thrown 
‘upon this serious question, during these first 
‘debates; and the expression of the public wishes 
‘ becoming each day riore clear and distinct, and 
‘finally, a more mature examihation, will have; 
‘iri the mean time, modified the mindsof persons, 
‘and that its‘ own: conviction: will become: ihe 
“convictibw of the -Chdmnbeis.:.. Fhe King’s Gov- 
‘ernment, sir, will make every loyal and consti- 
‘ tational effort to that effeet, and:wiil do all that 
‘its persevering persuasion of the ‘jjustice:and of 
‘the mutual: tages. of the- treaty authorize 
‘you to expect fromit.. Itsintention,:moreover, 
‘1s: to-do all that: our. constitution allows; to 
‘hasten, as: mach as possible, the period of the 
‘new presentation of the rejected law, ` . 
‘4¢Sach;°sirj: are ‘the’ sentiments, such the in- 
‘téntons of his Majesty’s Government. I think 
‘Tma oy. that, on ‘ite part, the Government of 
‘thélRepablic will avoid, with foreseeing solici- 
‘tade,in this transi state of things, all. that 
‘mightibecome:a cause of fresh irritation between 
‘ the : twoi ‘countries, compromit: che treaty, and 
‘raise ‘wp ian obstacle, perhaps insurmountable, 
‘to. the: views: of reconciliation and harmony 
“which Animate the King’s council.” 
Now, sirj examine this. letter, even without 
any reference to the answer of: Mr, McLane; 
and can there be a doubt as to its ‘true: construe: 
tion? ‘It was-not merely the disposition; but 
“it was the intention of the: King's Government 
“todo all that their Constitation allows; to hastén, 
‘as muchas possible; the period of the new pre- 
‘sentation of the rejected ew.’” The President 
knew that undet/the ‘Constitution of France the 
King ‘could’ at any time eonvoke the Chambers 
upon ‘three. weeks’ notice.’ It was in his power, 
therefore, toi present this law ‘to-the Chambers 
whenevér ke thoaght: proper: © The‘ promive was 
to haiten this’ presentation as much’ as possible. 
Without anything further, the President: had a 
right confidently to éxpect that ‘thé Chambers 
would bereonvéked im season tb'enable him to 
present ‘their decision to the Congress of the 
nited States in his next annual message. The 
assurance ‘was made on the 5th of’ June, and 
Congress did not assémble unti} the beginning of 
December. “But the letter of "Mr. McLane, of 
the 27th of June, removes: all possible’ doubt 
from this ‘subject.’ He’ informs’ Mr. Serrurier 
that, ‘ the'President és still unable to:understand 
‘the ‘cattses ‘whichlet: tothe result of the pro- 
‘eeedingt in the Chamber, especially when: he 
“recoHected the ‘assurances which “had ‘so often 
“bed made by the King afd: his Ministers, of 
“theif earnest desire to carry the eonvention into 
“effect, ‘and the support whith the Chamber had 
“afforded in all the-other-measutes proposed by 
‘the King.” And again: vee 
~The sextrenceswhieh M, Seririer's letter 
“contains of the adherence’ of the King's Gov- 
‘ernmiemt ‘to the treatys of ite ‘tianimois de- 
“Termination 16 ' appealifrom the decision of the 
‘ present to the néw Chamber, end! ies cotiviction 
“thas the!publie! wik and & materé examination 
“ofthe subject will head to @ favorable result, and 
“jt intetitiéa toinake every constitutional effort 
oto thareffect; and, finally, its intention to do all 
+ thdt the Conistittition allows to hasten the Ms 
‘ sentution 6f the new law, have ull been fully 
“considered ‘by the Président. i: `= RS 
~e Though fullysensibleof the high responsi- 
* pility which he owes to the Anerican péople in 
* a matter touching so néarly the national honor, 
“the Presidént, still trusting to the good faith and 
é justice of France, willing to manifest u spirit of 
‘ forbearance so long asit may be consistent with 
‘the rights and dignity of Kis country, and truly 
“desiring to preserve those relations of friendship 
‘which, commencing in ‘our’ struggle for inde- 
“pendence, fornt: the true policy of -both nations, 


opinion is evidently founded upon that expressed || Lane: - After expressing she regrets of the French || ‘aid btheerely respecting the King’s wishes, will 
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assurances which M. Serrurier | roguing the Chambers until so late a day as the 


‘ rely upon the 


«has been instructed to offer, and will therefore ' 
‘await with confidence the promised appeal to 
‘the new Chamber. 

«The President, in u 
“request that his sentiments on this subject may 
«be made known to His Majesty's Government, 
‘has instructed him also to state his expectation 
«that the King, seeing the great interests now in- 
‘volved in the subject, and the deep solicitude felt 
‘by the people of the United States respecting it, 
« will enable him, when presenting the subject to 
« Congress, as his duty will require him to do at 
‘the opening of their next session, to announce 
“at that time the result of that appeal, and of His 
« Majesty’s efforts for its success.” 

Had this letter of Mr. McLane placed a differ- 
ent construction upon the engagement of the 


French Government from that which Mr. Ser- , 


rurier intended to communicate, it was his duty 
to make the necessary explanations withoutdelay. 
He, in that case, would have done so instantly. 
{t was a subject of too much importance to suffer 
any misapprehension to exist concerning it for 
a single moment. 

Notwithstanding all which had passed, the 
President, on the faith of these assurances of the 
French Government, suffered Congress to adjourn 
without presenting the subject totheir view. This 
rash, this violent man, instigated by his own good 
feelings towards our ancient ally, and by his love 
of peace, determines that he would try them once 
more, that he would once more extend the olive 
branch before presenting to Congress and the na- 
tion a history of our wrongs. I confess I do not 
approve of this policy. I think the time had then 
arrived to manifest to France some sensibility on 
our part on account of her delay in executing the 
treaty. 
been dictated by sound policy. 

What were the consequences of this new mani- 
festation of the kindly feelings of the President 
towards France? Was it properly appreciated 
by the French Government? Was it received 
in the same liberal and friendly spirit from which 
it had proceeded? Let the sequel answer these 
questions. I shall read you Mr. Livingston’s 
opinion on the subject. In a letter to Mr. For- 
syth, under date of the 22d of November, 1834, 
he thus expresses himself: 

“ I do not hope for any decision on our affairs 
‘before the middle of January. One motive for 
‘delay is an expectation that the message of the 
‘ President may arrive before the discussion, and 
“that it may contain something to show a strong 
‘ national feeling on the subject. This is not mere 
“conjecture; I know the fact; and I repeat now, 

from a full knowledge of the case, what I have 
< more than once stated in my former dispatches 
‘as my firm persuasion, that the moderate tone . 
‘taken by our Government when the rejection 
‘was first known, was attributed by some to in- ; 
‘ difference, or to a conviction on the part of the | 
‘t President that he would not be supported in | 
‘any strong measure by the people, and by |, 
‘others to a consciousness that the convention | 
‘had given us more than we were entitled to 
“ask.” 

I shall now proceed to show in what manner 
the. French Government performed the engage- 
ment which had been made by their representa- 
tive in Washington, to hastea the presentation 
of the rejected law as much as possible. 

The Chambers met on the 31st of July, and 
the King made them a speech. This speech 
contains no allusion to the subject of the treaty 
except the following: ‘The laws necessary for 
‘ carrying treaties into effect, and those still re- 
‘ quired for the accomplishment of the promises 
* of the Chamber, will be again presented to you 
‘in the course of this session.” 


weeks, the Chambers were prorogued on the | 
16th of August until the 29th of December—a | 
day almost a month after the next meeting of | 
Congress. j 

I admit that strong reasons existed for dispens- | 
ing with that part of the obligation which required. | 
the French Government to present the bill at this į 


. Strances were disregarded. 


I believe that such a course would have il 


The rejected | 
bill was not presented. After a session of two | 


29th of December. They might have met, and | 
they ought to have met, at an early period of the | 


| autumn. They have heretofore met, on different | 
desiring the undersigned to 


occasions, for the dispatch of business, in every 
month of the year. f was in vain that Mr. Liv- 
ingston urged the necessity of an earlier meeting 
on the Count de Rigny. It was in vain that he 
appealed to the positive engagement of the French 

overnment made by Mr. Serrurier. It was in 
vain that he declared to him, ‘‘ that the President 
“could not, at the opening of the next session of 


. € Congress, avoid laying before that body a state- 


‘ment of the then position of affairs on this inter- 
‘esting subject, nor, under any circumstances, 


| “permit that session to end, as it must, on the 3d 
. “of March, without recommending such meas- 


“ures ashe may deem that justice and the honor 
‘of the country may require.”? All his remon- 

d Instead of hastening 
the presentation of the rejected law as much as 


possible, they refused to assemble the Chambers `: 
' in time even to present the bill before the meeting , 


of Congress. Their meeting was so long delayed, | 
asto render it almost impossible that their determ- ` 
ination should be .known in this country before 

the close of the session, notwithstanding the | 
President had agreed not to present the subject 
to Congress at the previous session, under a firm 
conviction that he would receive this determina- 
tion in time to lay it before them at the commence- 
ment of their next session. Is there a Senator | 
in this Hall who can believe for a moment that : 
if the President had been informed the rejected | 
bill would not be laid before the Chambers until | 
the 29th of December, he would have refrained | 
from communicating to Congress, at their pre- | 


_ vious session, the state of the controversy between | 


. 4 7 | 
the two countries? Upon this construction, the 


engagement of the French Government was mere 
words, without the slightest meaning; and the 


| national vessel which brought it in such solemn 


form, might much better have remained at home. 
What was the apology—what the pretext under 
which the King’s Government refused to assem- 


. ble the Chambers at an earlier period? It was, 


that Mr. Serrurier had made no engagement to 


' that effect, and that the intention which he had - 


expressed in behalf of his Government to do all 
that the Constitution allows, to hasten, as much 
as possible, the period of the new presentation 
of the rejected law, meant no more than that this 
was their disposition. The word ‘‘intention’’ is | 
thus changed into “ disposition” by the Count | 


` de Rigny; and the whole engagement which was 
| presented to the President in such an imposing 


form, was thus converted into a mere unmeaning 

profession of their desire to hasten this presenta- | 
tion as much as possible. | 
Sir, at the commencement of the session of | 
Congress, it became the dut of the President to 
speak; and what could any American expect that | 
he would say? The treaty had been violated in | 
the first instance by the Ministers of the French 

King, in neglecting to lay it before the Chambers 

until after the first installment was due. It was 

then twice submitted at so late a period of the 

session, that it was impossible for the Chambers . 
to examine and decide the question before their 
adjournment. On the last of these occasions, the | 
chairman of the committee to which the subject ; 
was referred had reported a severe reprimand | 
against the Government for not having sooner : 
presented the bill, and expressed a hope that it ; 
might be presented at an early period of thenext : 
session, It was then rejected by the Chamber | 
of Deputies; and when the French Government | 
had solemnly engaged to hasten the presentation | 
of the rejected law as soon as their constitution 

would permit, my rorogue the Chambers to | 
the latest period which custom sanctions, in the | 
very face of the remonstrances of the Minister | 
of the United States. I ask again, sir, before | 
such an array of circumstances, what could any | 


ident would say in his message? The cup of | 
forbearance had been drained by him to the very ; 
dregs. It was then his duty to speak so as to | 
be heard and to be regarded on the other side of | 


short session. No good reason has ever been 
alleged or can be alleged to excuse them for pro- 


the Atlantic. If the same spirit which dictated | 
the message, or anything like it, had been mani- | 


fested by Congress, the money 


man, what could any American expect the Pres- | 


n ey, in my opinion, 
would, ere this, have been paid. 

The 
point. 
treaty; it had been refused. 


uestion was then reduced to a single 
We demanded the execution of a solemn 
France had prom- 


| ised again to bring the question before the Cham- 


bers as soon as possible. The Chambers were 
poe until the latest day. The President 


ad eked reason to believe that France was tri- 
. fling with us, and that the treaty would again be 
rejected. Is there a Senator within the sound 


of my voice, who, if France had finally determ- 
ined not to pay the money, would have tamely 
submitted to this violation of national faith? Not 
one! 

The late war with Great Britain elevated us in 
the estimation of the whole world. In every 
portion of Europe we have reason to be proud 
that we are American citizens. We have paid 
dearly for the exalted character we now enjoy 
among the nations, and we ought to preserve it, 
and transmit it unimpaired to future generations. 
To them it will be a most precious inheritance. 

If, after having compelled the weaker nations 
of the world to pay us indemnities for captures 
made from our citizens, we should cower etore 
the power of France, and abandon our rights 


` against her when they had been secured by a 


solemn treaty, we should be regarded as a mere 
Hector among the nations. The same course 


: which you have pursued towards the weak, you 


must pursue towards the powerful. If you do 
not, your name will become a by-word and a 
proverb. 

But under all the provocations which the coun- 
try had received, what is the character of that 
message? Let it be scanned with eagle eyes, and 
there is nothing in its language at whit: the most 
fastidious critic can take offense. It contains an 
enumeration of our wrongs in mild and dignified 
language, and a contingent recommendation of 
reprisa s, in case the indemnity should again be 
ae be by the Chambers. But in this, and in 
all other respects, it defers entirely to the judg- 
ment of Congress. Every idea of an intended 
menace is excluded by the President’s express 
declaration. He says: ‘Such a measure ought 
‘not to be considered by France as a menace. 
‘Her pride and power are too well known to 
‘expect anything from her fears, and preclude 
‘the necessity of the declaration, that nothing 


| ‘partaking of the character of intimidation is in- 


“tended by us.” 

I ask again, is it not forbearing in its language? 
Is there a single statement in it not founded upon 
truth? Does it even state the whole truth against 
France? Are there not strong points omitted? 
All these questions must be answered in the 
affirmative. On this subject, we have strong 
evidence from the Duke de Broglie himself. In 
his famous letter to Mr. Pageot of June 17, 1835— 
the arrow of the Parthian as he flew—this fact is 
admitted. He says: 

“If we examine in detail the message of the 
‘ President of the United States, (I mean that part 
‘of it which concerns the relations between the 
‘United States and France,) it will possibly be 
‘found, that passing successively from phrase to 
‘ phrase, none will be met that cannot bear an in- 
‘ terpretation more or less plausible, nor of which, 
‘ strictly speaking, it cannot be said that it is a sim- 
‘ple exposé of such a fact, true in itself, or the 
‘assertion of such or such a right which no one 
‘ contests, or the performance of such or such an 
‘ obligation imposed on the President by the very 
‘ nature of his functions. There will certainly be 
‘found several in which the idea of impeaching 
‘the good faith of the French Government, or of 
‘acting upon it through menace or intimidation, 
‘is more or less disavowed.” 

It was the whole message, and not any of the 
detached parts, at which the French Government 
chose to take offense, 

Jt is not my present purpose to discuss the 
propriety of the recommendation of reprisals, or 
whether that was the best mode of redress which 
could have been suggested. Some decided recom- 
mendation, however, was required from the Ex- 
ecutive, both by public opinion and by the wrongs 
which we had so long patiently endured, 

Who can suppose that the Executive intended 
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what would be denied by her sense of justice ? 
The President, in this very message, expressly 
disclaims such an idea. Her history places her 
far above any such imputation. The wonder is, 
how she coud have ever supposed the President, 
against his own solemn declaration. intended to 
do her any such injusuce. 
considendit asit was, a mere executive recom- 
mendation to Congress, not intended for her at 
all—not to operate upon their fears, but upon 
iheir deliberations in deciding whether any and 
what measures had been adopted to secure the 
execution of the treaty. But on this object. I 
shall say more hereafter. 

We have now arrived at the special message of 
the President to Congress of the 26th of February 
last; a document which has a most important 
bearing on the 
which was rejected by the Senate. I have given 
this historical sketch of oar controversy with 
France for the purpose of bringing Senators to 
the very point of time, and to the precise condi- 


tion of this question, when the Senate negatived | 


that appropriation. 

. What had Congress done in relation to the 
French question when this message was pre- 
seuted.to us? Nothing, sir, nothing. The Sen- 
ate had unanimously passed a resolution on the 
15th of January, that it was inexpedient, at 
present, to adopt any legislative measure in re- 
gard to the state of affairs between the United 
States and France. This unanimity was ob- 
tained by two considerations. The one was, 


that the French Chambers had convened, though ` 


not for the pu of acting upon our treaty, on 
the lst, instead of the 29th of T December, a fact 
unknown to the President at the date of his mes- 
sage. The other, that this circumstance afforded 


a reasonable ground of hope that we might learn | 


their final determination before. the close of dur 
session on the 3d of March. But whatever may 
have been the causes, the Senate had determined 
that, for the present, nothing should be done. 

In the House of Representatives, at the date 
of the special message on the 26th of February, 
no measure whatever had been adopted. The 


President had just cause to believe that the senti- | 


ments contained in his message to Congress, at 
ihe commencement of their session, were net in 
unison with the feelings of either branch of the 
Legislature. He, theretore, determined to lay all 
the information in his possession before Con- 


grees, and leave it for them to decide whether | 


any or what measures should be adopted for the 
defense of the country. I shall read this passage. 
tis as follows: : 

“I transmit to Congre a report from the 

Secretary of State, with copies of all the letters 
‘received from Mr, Livingston since the message 
- to the House of Representatives of the 6th in- 
* stant, of the instructions given to that Minister, 
‘and of all the late correspondence. with the 
£ French Government in Paris, or in Washing- 
f ton, except a note of Mr. Serrurier, which, for 
{reasons stated in the report, is not now com- 
* municated. $ 
: “k will be seen that I havedeemed it my dut 
‘to instruct Mr. Livingston to quit France wit! 
‘his legation, and return to the United States, if 
‘an appropriation for the fulfillment of.the eon- 
‘vention shall be refused by the Chambers. 

“« The subject being now, in all its present as- 
‘pects, before Congress, whose right it is to de- 
‘side wliat measures are to be pursued on that 
“event, I deem it unne to make further 
‘ recommendation, being confident that, on their 
‘ part, everything will done to maintain the 
‘ rights and honor of the country which the occa- 
‘ sion requires.”’ ‘ . 
- The President leaves the whole question ta 
Congress. What was the information then com- 
a unicated? Thata very high state of excitement 
écisied against us in France. That the French 
Minister had been recalled from this country; ar 
act which is generally the immediate precursor 
of hostilities between nations. Besides, Mr. Liv- 
ingston, who was a competent judge and on the 
spot, with the best means of knowledge, informed 
his Government, that he would not be surprised, 
should the law be rejected, if they anticipated our 

No. 5. 


to menace France, or to obtain from her fears ji reprisals by the seizure of 


She ought to have | 


prpropration of the $3,000,000 | 


our vessels in port, or 
|; the attack of our ships in the Mediterranean by 
' a superior force. Such were his apprehensions 
i! upon this subject that he felt it to is his duty, 

without delay, to inform Commodore Patterson 


of the state of things, so that he might be upon | 


his guard. x 
Ought these apprehensions of Mr. Livingston 

to have been discouraged? Let the history of 

that gallant people answer this question. Low 


often has the injustice of their cause been con- ` 


cealed from their own view, by the dazzling bril- 
ancy of some grand and striking exploit? Glory 
-is their passion, and their great Emperor, who 


knew them best, often acted upon this principle, | 


: To anticipate their enemy, and commence the 
. War with some bold stroke, would be in perfect 
accordance with their character. 

Every Senator, when he voted upon the appro- 


own, all the information which was contained 
. in the documents accompanying the President’s 
" message. ` 
; _ It has been objected, that if the President de- 
li sired this appropriation of $3,000,000, he ought 
| to have recommended it in his message. I pro- 
i: test against this principle. He acted wisely, dis- 
‘| creetly, and with a-becoming. respect for Con- 
grese, to leave the whole question to their decision; 
' This waa especially proper, as he had not thought 
| Proper to adapt any measure in relation to the 
ii subject. i ; - 
:| Suppose the President had, in his special mes- 
` Sage, recommended this: appropriation, what 
would have been said, and justly said, upon the 
subject? Denuneiations the moat eloquent would 
. haye resounded against him throughout the whole 
.i country from Georgia to Maine. It would have 
'i everywhere been prociaimed as an ect of Execu- 
tive dictation. In our then existing relations with 
‘| France, it would have been said, and said with 
. much force, that such arecommendation fram the 
| Executive might have had a tendency to exasper- 
|, ate her people, and produce war.. Besides, I 
‘| shall never consent to adept the principle, that we 
'| ought to take no measures to defend the country 
| without the recommendation of the Executive, 
This would be to submit to that very dictation, 
against which, on other occasions, gentlemen 
| themselves have so loudly protested. No, sir, I 
: shall always assert the perfect right of Congress 
| to act upon such subjects, independently of .any 
! Executive recommendation. “i 

This special message was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations, in the House of 
Representatives, on the 26th of February. On 
| the next day they pened three resolutions, one 

of which was, “t contingent preparations 
ought to be made to meet an n h A grow- 
ing out of our relations with Francé.” The ses- 
sion was rapidly drawing to a close, But a few 
days of it then remained. It would have heen 
yain to act upon this resolution. . It was a mere 
abstraction. Had it been adopted, it could have 
produced no effect; the money was wanted to 
place the country in a state of defense, and not 
a mere opinion that it ought to be granted. The 
chairman of the Committee on Foreign Relations, 
|| therefore, on the 28th of February, :had this.res- 
olution laid upon the table, and gave notice that 
he would move an amendment to the fortification 
rennin d $3,000,000, $1,000,000 to the 
Army, and $2,000,000 to the Navy, to provide for 
the contingent defense. of the country. 

It has been urged that, because the President, 
in his last annual message, has said that this 
contingent appropriation was inserted according 
to his views, some blame attaches to him from 
the mode of its imtroduction.. Without pre- 
tending to know the fact, I will venture the asser- 
tion, that he never requested any. member, either 
| of this or the other branch of the Legislature, ta 
make such a motion, He had taken-his stand— 
he had left the whole subject to Congress. From 
this he never departed. If the chairman of any 
committee,.or.any other member of the Senate or 
the House, called upon him to know his views 
upon the subject, he no doubt eommunicated 
them freely and frankly. This is his nature. 
Surely no blame can attach to him for having 
expressed his opinion ‘upon this subject to any. 


prision, must have known, or at least might have | - 
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| member who might ask it. It has been the uni- 
form course pursued on such occasions. ; 
| On the 2d of March, the House of Representa- 
| tives, bya unanimous vote, resolved that, in their 
‘| opinion, the treaty with France, of the 4th July, 
1834, should be maintained, and its execution 
: insisted on. This was no party vote. It was 
dictated by a common American feeling, which 
rose superior to party. After this solemn decla- 
ration of the House, made in the face.of the 
world, how could it be supposed they would ad- 
journ without endeavoring to place the country 
in an attitude of defense? What, sir! the Rep 
resentatives of the people, with an overflowing 
Treasury, to leave the country naked and ex- 
posed to hostile invasion, and to make no pro- 
vision for our Navy, after having declared unani- 
'mously that the treaty should be maintained | 
:, Who could have supposed it? .- 
‘| On the 3d of: March, upon the motion of the 
| chairman of the Committee -on Foreign Rela- 
|: tions, [Mr. Camsretene,] and in pursuance of 
|. the notice which he had given on the 28th of 
|. February, this appropriation of $3,000,000 was 
, annexed as an amendment to the fortification 
' bill. The vote upon the question was 109 in the 
` affirmative and 77 in the negative. This vote, 
although not unanimous, like the former, was nọ 
, party vote. The bill, thus amended, was brought 
to the Senate. Now, sir, let me ask, if this ape 
propriation had proceeded from the House alone, 
| without any message or any suggestion from the 
| Executive, would not this have been a legitimate 
| source? Ought such an appropriation to be ap- 
pore in the Senate, because: it had not received 
| Executive sanction? Have the Representatives 
: of the people no right to originate a bill for the 
| defense and security of their constituents, and 
| their country, without first consulting the will 
of the President? For one, I shall never. submit 
to any such slavish principle. It would make 
the Executive everything, and Congress nothing. 
- Had the indemnity been absolutely rejected by 
the Chambers, the twe nations would have been 
laced in-a state of defiance towards each other: 
n such a condition it was. the right, pay more, . 
it was the imperative duty, of the House of Rep- 
resentatives ta make contingent preparation for 
the worst. Fhe urgency of the case was still 
re striking, because, m ten or eleven. of the 
States, Representatives could not be elected until 
months after the adjournment, and therefore Con: 
grem could not have been assembled to meet an; 
emergency which might occur. eh, oe 
But, sir, does it require a recommendation of 
the Executive, or a vote of the House of Rep- 
resentatives, to originate such an appropriation? 
Any individual Senator, or member of the House, 
may do it with the strictest propriety.. Did the 
Senator from Delaware [Mr: Crarron] ask the 
approbation of the President, before he made the 
motionat the last session, which does him so much 
konor, to increase the ey agri for fortifica» 
tions, eo Howdid the amendments pro» 
sed by the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. 
EBSYER] to the fortification bill of the last ses- 
sion originate? F presume from the Committee on 
Finance, of which he was the chairman. No 
doubt he conferred with the head of the proper 
executive Department, according to’ the custom 
in such cases; bat still these appropriations of 
more than $400,000 had their origin in that come 
mittee. It was a proper legitimate source. Is, 
then, the ancient practice to be changed, and must 
it become a standing rule that we are to appro- 
priate ho money without the orders or the ex- 
pressed wish of the Executive? I trust not. 
The form of thie appropriation has been ob- 
jected to. I shell re it: i 
t And batt further enacted, ‘That the sum of $3,000,000 
be, and the same is hereby, appropriated out of any money 
in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, to be expended, 
in whole or in part, under the direction of the President 
of the United States, for the military and naval service, in- 
eluding fortifications and or inance, and increase of the 
Navy: Provided, Such expenditures shall be render 
necessary for the defense of the country, prior to the next 
meeting of Congress.” - . 
it has been urged that to grant the money in 
ack general ermi would have been a violation 
of the Constitution.. I do not understand that 
the Senator from Massachusetts, (Mr. WEBsTER,} 
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at the present 


upon this ground. Other Senators have done so | 
Is there anything in the . 


in the strongest terms. } 
Constitution which touches the question? It 
simply declares that “ no money shall be drawn 
from the Treasury but in consequence of appro- 
priations made by law.” Whether these appro- 
priations shall be general or specific is left entirely, 
as it ought to have been, to the discretion of Con- 
gress. I admit that, ex vi termini, an appropria- 
tion of money must have a reference to some 
object. But whether you refer to a class, or to 
an individual, to the genus or to the species, your 
appropriation is equally constitutional. The de- 
gree of specification necessary to make the law 
valid never can become a constitutional question. 
The terms of the instrument are as broad and as 

eneral as the English language can make them. 
ie this particular, as in almost every other, the 
framers of the Constitution have manifested their 
wisdom and their foresight. Cases may occur 
and have occurred in the history of this Govern- 
ment, demanding the strictest secrecy—cases in 
which to specify would be to defeat the very 
object of the appropriation. A remarkable ex- 
ample of this kind occurs in the administration 
of Mr. Jefferson, to which I shall presently ad- 
vert. 


There are other cases in which from the very . 


nature of things you cannot specify the objects 
of an appropriation without the gift of prophecy. 
I take the present to be aclear case of this de- 
scription. The appropriation was contingent; it 
was to be for the defense of the country. How 
then could it have been specific? How could 
you foresee when, or where, or how the attack 
of France would be made? 


where, it would become necessary to use the 
money. This must depend upon France, not 
upon ourselves. 
the contest merely to a naval war. 
it would become necessary to apply the whole 
sum to secure us against naval attacks. She 
might threaten to invade Louisiana or any other 

ortion of the Union. The money would then 

e required to call out the militia, and to march 
them and the regular Army to that point. Every- 
thing must depend upon the movements of ihe 
enemy. It might become necessary, in order 
most effectually to resist the contemplated attack, 
to construct steam frigates or steam batteries, or 
it might be deemed more proper to increase your 


ordinary Navy and complete and arm your fortifi- | 
cations. In a country where Congress cannot be | 


always in session, you must in times of danger, 


nt some discretionary powers to the Executive. | 
his should always be avoided when it is possi- ; 


ble consistently with the safety of the country. 
But it was wise, it was prudent in the framers of 
the Constitution, in order to meet such cases, to 
declare in general terms that ‘‘no money shall be 
drawn from the Treasury but in. consequence of 
appropriations made by law.’ Not specific ap- 
propriations. The terms are general and unre- 
stricted. If the amendment had appropriated 
$1,000,000 to fortifications, the second million to 
the increase of the Navy, and the third to the 

urchase of ordnance and arms, it might have 
Poen found that a great deai too much had been 
appropriated to one object, anda great deal too 
litile to another. 

‘Aga matter of expediency, as a means of limit- 
ine the discretion of executive officers, I am de- 
cidedly friendly to specific appropriations, when- 
ever they can be made. so declared in the 
debate at the last session. I then expressed a 
wish that this appropriation had been more spe- 
cific; but upon weil 
have been made much more so, unless we had 
possessed the giftof prophecy. But the Constitu- 
tion has nothing to do with the question. 

After all, I attached more value to specific ap- 
propriations before I had examined this subject, 
than I do at the present moment. Still I admit 
their importance. The clause which immediately 
follows in the Constitution is the true touchstone 
of responsibility. Although the appropriation 
may be general, yet ‘‘a regular statement and ac- 
count of the receiptsand expenditures of all pub- 
lie money shall be published from time to time.” 


Without this fore- i; 
knowledge, you could not designate when, or | 


She might be disposed to confine | 
In that event | 


ection, I do not see how it could | 


session, has distinctly placed it | No matter in what language public money may 


be granted to the Executive, in its expenditure he 
is but the mere trustee of the American people, 
and he must produce to them his vouchers for 
' every cent intrusted to his care. This constitu- 
tional provision holds him to a strict responsibil- 
ity—to a responsibility much more severe than if 


Congress had been required in all cases to make | 


specific appropriations. 
How Senators can create a dictator, and give 


him unlimited power over the purse and the sword | 


out of such an appropriation, I am at a loss to 

conceive. Itisa flight of imagination beyond my 

reach. What, sir, to appropriate $3,000,000 
: for the military and naval defense of the country, 
. in case it should become necessary during the re- 
: cess of Congress, and at its next meeting to com- 
, pel the President to account for the whole sum he 
| may have expended, is this to create a dictator? 
| Is this to surrender our liberties into the hands of 
| one man? And yet gentlemen have contended 
i for this proposition. 

What has been the practice of the Government 
in regard to this subject? During the period of 
our two first Presidents appropriations were made 
: in the most general terms. No one then imagined 

that this was a violation of the Constitution. 
When Mr. Jefferson came into power, this prac- 
tice was changed. In his message to Congress 
of December 8, 1801, he says: “In our care, 
‘too, of the public contributions intrusted to our 
‘discretion, 1t would be prudent to multiply bar- 
‘riers against their dissipation, by appropriating 
| ¢gpecific sums to every specific purpose suscept- 
; ‘ible of definition.’’ Susceptible of definition. Here 
| ig the rule, and here is the exception. He treats 


as one of mere expediency. In little more than 
|| two short years after this recommendation, Mr. 


appropriation from Congress in the most general 
terms. To have made it specific would neces- 
sarily have defeated its very object. Secrecy was 
|| necessary to success. Accordingly on the 26th 
February, 1803, Congress made the most ex- 
traordinary appropriation in our annals. They 
| granted to the President the sum of $2,000,000 
` & for the purpose of defraying any extraordinary 
< «expenses which may be incurred in the inter- 
i “course between the United States and foreign 

‘nations.’? Here, sir, was a grant almost with- 
| out any limit. 
world. 
was within the sphere of its operation. The 
President might have used this money to sub- 
sidize foreign nations to destroy our liberties. 


it is scarcely necessary to observe. Idonotknow 
that I should have voted for such an unlimited 
grant. Still, however, there was a responsibility 


tion to account for its expenditure. Mr. Jeffer- 


It had been intended for the purchase of the sov- 


sions in that quarter; but our treaty with France 
of the 30th April, 1803, by which ouisiana was 
ceded to us, rendered it unnecessary for him to 
draw any part of this money from the Treasury, 
under the act of Congress by which it had been 
granted. 

Before the close of Mr. Jefferson’s second 
term, it was found that specific appropriations in 
the extent to which they had been carried, had 
become inconvenient. Congress often granted 
too much for one object, and too little for another. 
This must necessarily be the case, because we 
| cannot say beforehand precisely how much shall 

be ier ue for any one purpose. On the 3d of 
March, 1809, an act was passed, which was ap- 
proved by Mr. Jefferson, containing the follow- 
ing provision: 

4c Provided, nevertheless, That, during the recess of Con- 


the subject not as a constitutional question, but | 


Jefferson found it was necessary to obtain an | 


It was coextensive with the whole | 
Every nation on the face of the earth | 


That he was utterly incapable of such conduct | 
|| to be found in his obligation under the Constitu- | 


son never used any part of this appropriation. | 


ereignty of New Orleans and of other posses- ` 


Is this act constitutional? If it be so, there is 
| an end of the question. Has its constitutionality 
l ever been doubted? It authorizes the President 
| to take the money appropriated by Congress for 

one specific object and apply it to another. The 

‘money destined for any one purpose by an ap- 
propriation bill may be diverted from that pur- 
pose by the President, and be applicd to any 
other purpose entirely different, with no limita- 
tion whatever upon his discretion, except that 
money to be expended by one of the Depart- 
ments, either of War, or of the Navy, or of the 
Treasury, could not be transferred to another 
Department. 

It is not my intention to cite all the precedents 
bearing upon this question. I shall merely advert 
to one other. On the 10th of March, 1812, Con- 
gress appropriated $500,000 ‘‘ for the purpose of 
fortifying and defending the maritime frontier of 

. the United States.” This was in anticipation of 
| the late war with Great Britain, and is as general 
| in its terms, and leaves as much to Executive 
| discretion, as the proposed appropriation of 
i| $3,000,000. 

| I trust, then, that I have established the posi- 
‘| tion that this appropriation originated from a 
li legitimate source—was necessary for the defense 
| and honor of the country, and violated no pro- 
|i vision of the Constitution. If so, it ought to 
j have received the approbation of the Senate. 

i, When the fortification bill came back to the 
i! Senate, with this appropriation attached to it by 
the House, the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. 
Wenster] instantly moved that it should be 
rejected. I feel no disposition to make any harsh 
observations in relation to that gentleman. ł 
think, however, that his remark, that if the enem 

i had been thundering at the gates of the Capitol, 
he would have moved to reject the appropriation, 
was a most unfortunate one for himself. I con- 
sider it nothing more than a bold figure of speech. 
I feel the most perfect confidence that the gentle- 
man is now willing to vote all the money which 
may be necessary for the defense of the country. 
Of the gentleman’s sincerity in opposing this 
appropriation, I did not then, nor do I now, enter- 
tain a doubt. He was ardent and impassioned in 
his manner, and was evidently in a state of highly 
excited feeling. Probably strong political preju- 
dices may have influenced his judgment, without 
his knowledge. He thought that a high consti- 
tutional question wasinvolved in the amendment, 
and acted accordingly. 

When the bill returned again to the Senate, 
after we had rejected, and the House had insisted 
upon their amendment, the Senator immediately 
moved that we should adhere to our rejection. I 
i| well recollect, sir, that you [Mr. Kine, of Ala- 
|| bama, was in the chair] remarked at the time, 
| that this was a harsh motion, and should it pre- 
vail, would be well calculated to exasperate the 
:: feelings of the House and to defeat the bille You 
then observed that the -proper motion would be 
to insist upon our rejection, and ask a confer- 
ence; and that the motion to adhere ought not to 
be resorted to until all gentler measures had 
failed. 

The Senator now claims the merit, and is 
anxious to sustain the responsibility, of having 
moved to reject this appropriation. He also asks 
in mercy, that when the expunging process shalt 
: commence, his vote, upon this occasion, may be 
' spared from its operation. 
| _ For the sake of my country, and in undisguised 
, Sincerity of pupon! declare, for the sake of the 
gentleman, Í am rejoiced that the responsibilit 
i which he covets will, probably not be so drea 
| ful as we had just reason to apprehend. Had 
France attacked us, or should she yet attack us, 


| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 


! in our present defenseless condition; should our 


cities be exposed to pillage, or the blood of our 


gress, the President of the United States may, and he is | 


| should our national character be dishonored, tre- 


| 
| 
: citizens be shed, either upon the land or the ocean; 
i 
| mendous, indeed, would be the responsibility of 


hereby authorized, on the application of the Secretary of | 
the proper Department, and not otherwise, to direct, if in |: 
his opinion necessary for the public service, that a portion |i 
of the moneys appropriated for a particular branch of ex- |; 
penditure in that Department, be applied to another of ex- ij 
penditure in the same Department; in which case, a special i 


the gentleman. In the event, he need not beseech 
us to pan his vote from the process of expung- 
ing. You might as well attempt to expunge a 
sunbeam. That vote will live forever in the mem- 


i 


; t x f the American people 
áccount of the moneys thus transterred, and of their appli- | ory 2 props. H 
cation, shall be laid before Congress during the first wreek | ie was the vote of the Senate which Vad ae 
il of their next ensuing session.” : ‘| mortal blow to the fortification bill. Ha they 


1896.) 
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ssed this spprveneute of $3,000,000, that 
Pal would not have been a law. Where it died, | 
it is scarcely necessary to inquire. It was in | 
mortal agony when the consultation of six polit- : 
ical doctors was held upon it at midnight in our 
conference chamber, and it probably breathed its 
last on its way from that chamber to the House 


of Representatives for want of a quorum in that :: 
b 


Its fate, in one respect, I hope may yet be of 
service to the country. It ought to admonish us, 
if possible, to do all our legislative business before 
midnight on the last day of the session. Inever 
shall forget the night la side by side in the 
House of Representatives with the Senator from 
Massachusetts, [Mr. W eEBstTER,] until the morn- 
ing had nearly dawned. The most important 
bills were continually returni 
with amendments. It would have been in the 
power of any one member remaining in the House 
to have defeated any measure by merely asking 
fora division. This would have showed that no 
quorum was present. The members who still 
remained were worn down and exhausted, and | 
were thus rendered incapable of attending to their 
duties. lt was legislation without deliberation. 
J trust that this evil may be now corrected. 
Should it not, I do not knovy that, at the conclu- | 


aion of a Congress, my conscience would be so |. 
tender as to prevent me from voting, as I have | 


done heretofore, after midnight on 3d of March. 
I have one other point to discuss. I shall now 
proceed to present to the Senate the state of our | 
relations with France, at the present moment, for ; 
the purpose of proving that we ought to adopt 
the resolutions of the Senator from Missouri, 
(Mr. Benrow,] and grant all appropriations ne- 
cessary for the defense of the country. For this 
a we must again return to Paris. The 
resident’s annual mes: , of December, 1834, 
arrived in that city on the 8th of January—a day 
propitious in our annals. The attack upon the 


ritish troops on the night of the 23d December |: 


did not surprise them more than this message | 
did the French Ministers. After the most patient | 
endurance of wrongs for so many years, they | 
seemed to be astounded that the President should | 
have asserted our rights in such a bold and manly 

manner. That measure, sir, will eventually pro- 

duce the payment of the indemnity. hat 

effect had it upon the character of our country | 
sbroad? Let Mr. Livingston answer this ques- ` 
tion? In writing to the Secretary of State, on 
the Ith of January, 1835, he says: ‘It has 
‘certainly raised us in the estimation of other 
‘ Powers, if I may judge from the demeanor of 
‘their representatives here; and my opinion is, 
* that as soon as the first excitement subsides, it 
‘will operate favorably on the councils of 
‘t France.” There was notan American in Paris 
on that day, who, upon the perusal of this mes- 
sage, did not feel the flush of honest pride of 
country mantling in his countenance. ; 
` On the 22d of November previous, Mr. Liv- 
ingston was convinced that the King was sincere 
in his intention of urging the execution of the 
treaty, and then had no doubt of the sincerity 
of his Cabinet. The Chamber assembled on 
the Ist of December, and, Aipa an arduous 
st le of two days against the opposition, vic- 
tery porched bead the banner of he Ministers. 
They were thus securely seated in their places. 
On ihe 6th of December, Mr. Livingston again 
writes, that ** the conversations I have had with 
‘the King and all the Ministers, convince me that 
* 10w they are perfectly in earnest, and united on 
* the question of the treaty, and that it will be 
‘ arged with zeal and ability.”* Ina few short days, 
however, a change came over their spirit. On 
the 22d of December, Mr. Livingston usesthe fol- 
lowing language, in writing to the Department of 
State: “ My last dispatch (6th of December) was 
‘ written immediately after the vote of the Cham- 
‘ber of Deputies had, as it was thought, secured 
‘a majority to the administration; and it natur- 
‘ally excited hopes which that supposition was 
‘calculated to inspire. I soon found, however, 
t both from the tone of the Administration press 
‘and from the language of the King, and all the 
‘Ministers with whom I conferred on the sub- 
t feet, that they were not willing to put their popu- 
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| ‘larity to the test on our question; it will not be 
‘made one on the determination of which the 
‘ Ministers are willing to risk their portfolios. The 
; ‘very next day after the debate, the Ministerial 
` © gazette (Des Debats) declared that, satisfied with 


‘ the approbation the Chamber had given to their | 
‘system, it was at perfect liberty to exercise its | 


‘not form an essential part of that system; and the 
‘communications I subsequently had with the 
‘King and the Ministers confirmed me in the 
‘ opinion that the law for executing our conven- 
: € tion was to be considered as one of those free 
:€ questions. I combated this opinion, and asked 
. ‘whether the faithful observance of treaties was 
| ‘not an essential part of their system; and, if so, 
t whether it did not come within their rule?” 
The observance of treaties was not an essential 
part of their system! Victorious and securely 
fixed, the Ministers would not risk their place, in 
attempting to obtain from the Chambers the ap- 
propriation required to carry our treaty into exe- 
cution. It would not be made a Cabinet question. 
| It is evident they had determined to pursue the 
| same course of delay and procrastination which 
they had previously pursued. But the message 
' arrived, and it roused them from their 
| All doubts which had existed u 
making the payment of our indemnity a Cabinet 
uestion, at once vanished. We have never 


: heard of any such since; and it was not until some |: 


‘months after, that the French Ministers thought 
of annexing any condition to this payment. 

On the 13th of January, Mr. Livingston had a 
conference with the Count de Rigny. He then 
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‘discretion as to particular measures, which do | 


i: of the 
|| intercourse between the two nations, her wine- 
apathy. | 
on the subject of | 


explained to him the nature of a message from ` 


our President to Congress. He compared it toa 


family council under the French law,and showed | 
that it was a mere communication from one branch ' 
of our Government to another, with which å for- | 


eign nation had no right to interfere, and at which 
, they ought not to take offense. They parted on 
i friendly terms, and again met, on the same terms, 
jin the evening, at the Austrian embassador’s. 
| Mr. Livingston was, therefore, much astonished, 
| when, about ten o’clock at night of the same day, 
i he received a note from the Count, informing him. 
i that Mr. Serrurier, the French Minister at Wash- 
| ington, had been recalled, and that hiš passports 
| were at his service. This seems to have been a 
; sudden determination of the French Cabinet. 
| © Now, sir, upon the pretension that France 
: had been insulted by the message, this was the 
| proper mode of resenting the insult.. Promptly 
i to suspend all diplomatic intercourse with the 
nation who had menaced her or questioned her 
| honor, was a mode of redress worthy of her high 
and chivalrous character. The next impulse of 
wounded pride would be promptly to pay the 
debt which she owed, and. release herself. from 
every pecuniary obligation to the nation which 
had done her this wrong. These were the first 
determinations of the King’s Ministers, ` 
France has since been placed before the world 
by her rulers in the most false position ever oc- 
cupied by a brave and gallant, nation. She be- 
lieves herself to be insulted, and what is the 
consequence? She refuses to pay,a debt now 
admitted to be just by all’ the branchés of her. 
Government. Her wounded feelings are estima- 
ted by dollars and cents; and she withholds 
25,000,000f., due -to a foreign nation, to soothe 
| her injured pride. How are the mighty fallen! 


one. Have the pride and the genius of Napo- 
eon left no traces of themselves under the con-. 
stitutional monarchy? In private life, if you are, 
insulted by an individual to. whom you are 
indebted, what is the first impulse of a man of 
honor? Tod owe no pecuniary obligation to the. 
man who has wounded your feelings—to pay him, 
| the debt instantly, and to demand reparation for. 
the insult, or, at the least, to hold „no friendly, 
communication with him afterwards, ©... 

This course the King’s Ministers had, at first, 
determined to pursue. The reason. why they: 
abandoned it, I shall endeavor to explain here- 


afters  -. - ee ee 
Mr. Pitre enced his letter. to Mr. Forsyth 
óf the 14th January, 1835, says: “The law, it 


ı Cis said, will be presented ‘to-day, and I have 


1 


Truly it may be said, the days of chivalry are | 


i! Not oniy Justi 


BÉNATE. _ 


‘very little doubt that it will pass. The minis- 
‘terial phalanx, reinforced by those of the oppo- 
‘sition, (and they are not a few,) who will not 
‘ take the responsibility of involving the country 
‘in the difficulties which they now see must ensue, 
‘| “will be sufficient to carry the vote.” 
.| _ Did Mr. Livingston intend to say that France 
i: would be terrified into this measure ? By no 
means. But, in the intercourse between inde- 
pendent States, there is a point at which diplo- 
macy must end, and when a nation must either 
| abandon her rights, or determine to assert them 
| by the sword, or by such strong and decided 
'| Measures as may eventually lead to hostilities. 
|| When this point is reached, it becomes a serious 
i and alarming crisis for those to whom, on earth, 
| the destiny of nations is intrusted. When the ane. 
| alternative is war, either immediate or prospect- 
| lve, with all the miseries which follow in its train, 


i 


/ and the other the payment of a just debt to an 


| ancient ally and firm friend, who could doubt 
| what must be the decision? Such was the position 
| in which France stood towards the United States.. 
ce, but policy required the payment 
In the event of war, or of a non- 


growers, her producers and manufacturers of silk, 
-and all her other manufacturing interests, espe- 
cially those of her southern provinces, would be 
: vitally injured. The payment of $5,000,000 would. 
be but a drop in the ocean, compared with the. 
| extent of their sufferings. In France, they then 
| believed that the time for diplomacy—the time for 
procrastination had ended. The President’s mes- 
sage had opened their eyes to the importance of 
the subject. It was under this impression that 
Mr. Livingston predicted that the bill would pass 
the Chambers. That it would have done so, 
without any condition, had Congress responded 
to the President’s message, I do not say by author- 
izing reprisals, but by manifesting a decided res- 
olution to insist upon the execution of the treaty, 
yan I think, appear abundantly evident ħere- 

er. : 6 

The French Ministry having manifested their 
sensibility to the supposed insult, by recalling 
Mr. Serrurier, proceeded immediately to présent 
the bill for the execution of the’ treaty to the 
Chambers.. In presenting it on the 15th January,, 
Mr. Humann, the Minister of Finance, addressed. 
the Chamber. . His. speech contains ‘the, ‘views, 
then entertained by the French'Cabinet, Y shall, 
read an extract from it. He says: ia 

t: General Jackson has been in error respecting. 
‘the extent of the faculties conferred upon us by, 
“the Constitution of the State; but if he has been. 
“mistaken as to the laws of our country, we will 
‘not fall into the same error with regard to the. 
‘institutions of the United States. Now, the 
‘ spirit and letter of those institutions authorize. 
‘us te regard the document abovenamed, [the 
“message, ] as the expression of an opinion merely, 
* personal, so long as that opinion has not received, 


1| € the sanction of the other. two branches of the, 


© American Government. The message is a Gov-, 
“ernment act, which is still incomplete, and, 
“should nòt lead to any of those determinations 
“which France is in the habit of taking in ‘reply. 
“toa threat or an insult.” Ba aoe a 

French Ministry, at that time, considered. 
the President’s message merely his personal act, 
until it should receive the sanction of Congress., 
They, then, had. not dreamt of requiring an ex- 
planation of it, as the only condition on which 
they would phy the money. . This was an after- 
thought. The bill presented-by Mr. Humann 


j ib fat the payment should. not 
y prescribed that the pay: ER 


should not be. 
United States s 


Stil na 
message being m 
of. the money. The, claus tl 
I kave adverted, weré evidently i 


nserted to meet 
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the conte. of reprisals having been sanc- 


tioned by Congress. bt 
“The debate upon the bill in the Chamber of 


Deputies commenced on the 9th of April, and 
terminated on the 18th. On that day, General 
Valazé proposed his amendment, declaring that 
“the Eme in execution of the present law 
‘cannot 


‘tions with regard to the message of the Presi- 
‘dent of the United States, dated the 2d December, 
“1834.” 

The Duke de Broglie, the Minister of Foreign 
Affairs, accepted this amendment I shall read 
his remarks on this occasion. He says: “ The 


e made until after the French Govern- ' 
‘ment shall have received satisfactory explana- : 


‘intention of the Government has always been |; 
‘conformable with the desire expressed by the || 
‘author of the amendment which is now before | 
‘the Chamber, (great agitation; ) the Government 
‘ hasalways meant that diplomaticrelations should 
‘not be renewed with the Government of the 
‘United States until it had received satisfactory 
‘explanations. The Government, therefore, does 
‘not repulse the amendment itself.’? After this, || 
on the same day, the bill passed the Chamber by 
a vote of 289 to 137. 

Well might the Chamber be agitated at such 
an annunciation from the Minister of Foreign | 
Affairs. Why this sudden change in the policy 


| mand of a foreign Government. 


| upon the French Ministry. 


of the French Government? The answer is plain. | 
Congress had adjourned on the 4th of March, | 
without manifesting by their actions any disposi- 
tion to make the fulfillment of the treaty aserious | 
uestion. Whilst our Treasury was overflowing, 
they had refused to make any provision for the 
defense of the country. They had left the whole |, 


coast of the United States, from Maine to Georgia, |: ment. E ¢ 
li former times, the question has been settled. 
| This principle results from the very nature of 


in a defenseless condition. The effect upon the 
French Chamber and the French people was such 
as might have been anticipated. To prove this, | 
I shall read an extract from a speech delivered by 
Mr. Bignon, one of the Deputies, on the 10t 
April. I select this from many others, because 
it contains nothing which can be offensive to any | 
Senator. It will be recollected that Mr. Bignon 


is the gentleman who had been more instrumental |; 


in defeating the bill at the previous session than 
any other member : 


i President Jackson’s message has astonished |. 


‘them (the Americans) as well as us; they have 
‘geen themselves thrown by itinto a very hazard- | 
‘ ous situation. What have they done? They are 

_ “too circumspect and clear-headed to express, by 
‘an official determination, their disapproval of an 
‘act which, in reality, has not received their as- 
“gent. Some of them, for instance Mr. Adams, 
‘in the House of Representatives, may indeed, 
‘from a politic patriotism, have even eulogized 
‘the Président’s energy, and obtained from the | 
‘t Chamber the expression that the treaty of 1831 
t must be complied with; but at a preceding sit- 
‘ ting the same member took pains to declare that 
‘t he was not the defender of a system of war; he. 
* proclaimed aloud that the a Ae adopted by 
€ the Senate was an expedient suggested by pru- 
© dence, and he thought the House of Represent- 
‘ ativés should pursue the same course. Gentle-. 
‘men, the American ra rents had to resort to 
‘ expedients to get out of the embarrassing dilem- 
‘ma in which the President’s message had placed 
‘them; and they acted wisely.” 

From the conduct of Congress, the French 
Chambers were under the impression that the 
people of the United States would not adopt any 
energetic measures to compel the fulfillment of 
the treaty. They had no idea that the nation 
would sustain the President in his efforts. They 
had reason to believe that he was left almost 
alone. They appear ever since to have acted 
under this delusion. According to the impression 
of Mr. Bignon, the nation was astounded at Pres- 
ident Jackson’s message. This is the true rea- 
son why the Ministry accepted the amendment 
requiring President Jackson to make an explan- 
ation. 

The best mode of obtaining justice from the 
powerful as well as from the weak—the best 
mode of elevating this nation to the lofty posi- 
tion she is destined to occupy among the nations 
of the earth—the best mode of preventing war 
and preserving peace, is to stand up firmly for 


| 
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our rights. The assertion of these rights, not 
by threats, but boldly, manfully, and frankly, is 
the surest method of obtaining justice and re- 
| spect from other nations. 
‘| At so early a day as the 29th of January, Mr. 


| Livingston had addressed a note to the Duke de | 


; Broglie, distinctly disavowing an intention, on 
the part of the President, by his message, to in- 
timidate France, or to charge the French Gov- 
l ernment with bad faith. On the 25th of April, in 
|i another letter to the Duke, he communicated to 
` him the President’s official approbation of his 
' former note. In this last letter, he reiterates his 
j| explanations, and assures the Duke, that whilst 


charge any breach of faith against the King’s 
Government, he never could and never would 
make an explanation of his message, on the de- 
This letter 
would, of itself, be sufficient to give its author a 
high rank, not only among the di lomatists, but 
the statesmen of his country. he sentiments 
it contains were unanimously approved by the 
American people. Although it was received by 


|i the Duke before the bill had been acted upon by 


the Chamber of Peers, it produced no effect 
The bill was finally 
passed, and obtained the sanction of the King, 


‘in a form requiring the President to explain his 


message before the money could be paid. 

This state of facts distinctly raises the import- 
ant question, whether a President of the United 
States can be questioned by a foreign Government 


' for anything contained ina message to Congress? 
The principle that he cannot has already been | 


firmly established by the practice of our Govern- 
Even in our intercourse with France, in 


our institutions. It must ever be maintained in- 

violate. 
endent existence of this Republic, so far as its 

intercourse with foreign nations is concerned. 


The Constitution requires that the President 


| of the United States ‘* shall, from time to time, 


‘give to the Congress information of the state of 
‘the Union, and recommend to their consideration 
*such measures as he shall judge necessary and 
‘ expedient.” This information is intended not 


_ only for the use of Congress, but of the people. 


They are the source of all power, and from their 


| impulse all legitimate legislation must proceed. 
' Both Congress and the people must be informed 
i of the state of our foreign relations by the Ex- 


ecutive. If the President cannot speak freely to 
them upon this subject; if he cannot give them 
all the information which may be necessary to 
enable them to act, except under the penalty of 
offending a foreign Government, the Constitution 
of the United States, to this extent, becomes a 
dead letter. The maintenance of this principle 
is an indispensable condition of our existence, 
under the present form of Government. 


foreign nation, it is not on'y 

the imperative duty of the President to commu- 
nicate the facts to Congress, however much they 
may operate against that nation. Can we, then, 


ment to 
for perior one of his highest duties to the 
people of the United States? 

Let us putan extreme case. Suppose the Pres- 
ident, after giving a history of our wrongs to 


prisals, but to war against another nation. Shall 


to cancel all our claims for justice, and to insist 
that we have become the aggressors, because a 
resort to arms has been recommended? I feel the 


will ever consent to yield this position to France 
or to any other nation. I need not labor this 


clearest and strongest light b 
in his letter to the Duke de 
of April. 

If ay possible exception to the rule could be 
tolerated, surely this would not present the case. 


Mr. Livingston, 
roghe of the 25th 


The Duke de Broglie himself, in his letter to Mr. 


‘| the President intended to use no menace, nor to | 


Reverse it, and you destroy the inde- |: 


If we are engaged in any controvers with a : 
the right, but it is , 


for a moa moment, permit a foreign Govern- ` 
emand an apology from the President . 


Congress, recommends not merely a resort to re- | 


this nation, which has inflicted upon us injury E 
after injury, be permitted to change her position, | 


most perfect confidence that not a single Senator |. 


uestion. The subject has been placed in the ; 


Pageot, is constrained to admit that there is not 
a single offensive sentence respecting France in 
|| the message; but yet he complains of the general 
: effect of the whole. 
; With a full knowledge, then, that the President 
l! couldnot, would not, dare notexplain his message, 
‘on the demand of any foreign Government, the 
Duke de Broglie addresses his famous letter to 
the Chargé d’Affires of France, at Washington, 
It bears date at Paris, on the 17th June, 1835. 
Before I proceed to make any remarks upon this 
letter, I wish to bring its character distinctly into 
the view of the Senate. It commences by declar- 
ing, in opposition to the principle that the Presi- 
dent of the United States cannot be called upon 
by a foreign Government to make explanations 
of a message to Congress; that, ‘by virtue of a 
' © clause inserted in the article first, by the Cham- 
‘| ber of Deputies, the French Government must 
| ‘defer making the payments agreed upon, until 
| 6 that of the United States shall have explained the 
“true meaning and real purport of diverse passages 
| ‘inserted by the President of the Union in his mes- 
| “sage at the opening of the last session of Congress, 
| ‘and at which all France, at the first aspect, was 
| © justly offended.’” 
| “It proceeds still further, and announces that, 
the Government having discovered nothing in 
i; € that clause at variance with its own sentiments, 
| Sor the course it had intended to pursue, the pro- 

‘ject of law thus amended on the 18th of April, 
TE 5 the Chamber of Deputies, was carried, on the 
| 697th, to the Chamber of Peers.” 

The Duke, after having thus distinctly stated 
that an explanation of the message was required 
ag a condition of the payment of the money, and 

after presenting a historical sketch of the contro- 
i! versy, then controverts, at considerable length, 
‘the position which has been maintained by Mr. 
` Livingston, that the President could not be ques- 
tioned by a foreign Government for anything 
contained in a message to Congress. He after- 
wards asserts, in the broadest terms, that the ex- 

lanations which had been voluntarily made by 

r. Livingston, and sanctioned by the President, 
were not sufficient. 

In suggesting what would satisfy France, he 
says, « we do not here contend about this or that 
‘phrase, this or that allegation, this or that ex- 
‘ pression; we contend about the intention itself, 
‘which has dictated that part of the message.” 
| And, again, speaking of Mr. Livingston’s letters 
| of the 29th January, and 25th April, he adds: 
«You will casily conceive, sir, and the Cabi- 
| 


| 
\ 

‘net of Washington will, we think, understand 

‘it also, that such phrases incidentally inserted 
|! ‘in documents, the purport and tenor of which 
ij fare purely polemical, surrounded, in some meas- 
| turc, by details of a controversy which is be- 
| sides not always free from bitterness, cannot 
| € dispel sufficiently the impression produced by 

‘the perusal of the message, nor strike the mind 
| € as would the same idea expressed in the term single, 
‘ positive, direct, and unaccompanied by any recrim- 
“ination concerning facts or incidents no longer of 
s anyimportance. Such is the motive which, among 
‘many others, has placed the French Government 
‘in the impossibility of acceding to the wish ex- 
‘pressed by Mr. Livingston towards the conclu- 
‘ sion of his note of the 29th of April by declaring 
€ (to the Chamber of Peers, probably) that pre- 
| ‘ vious explanations given by the Minister of the 
| 


‘United States, and subsequently approved by 
‘the President, had satisfied it.” 

After having thus announced the kind of expla- 
‘nation which would be expected, he states, that 
the French Government, ‘in pausing then for the 
‘ present, and waiting for the fulfillment of those 
: “engagements to be claimed, (the engagement of 
the treaty,) and expecting those to be claimed in 
` € terms consistent with the regard due to it, it is not 
‘afraid of being accused—nor France, which it 
| ‘represents—of being accused of appreciating 
‘national honor by any number of millions which 
‘it could withhold as a compensation for any 
‘injury offered to it.” The letter concludes by 
authorizing Mr. Pageot to read it to Mr. For- 
syth, and if he be desirous, to let him take a copy 
of it. 
| kis impossible to peruse this letter, able and 
i| ingenious as it is, without at once perceiving that 


1836.] 


- APPENDIX TO THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


Bira Conc....] st Sess. 


it asks what the President can never grant with- 
out violating the principle, that France has no 
right to demand an explanation of his message. 

On the llth of September, Mr. Pageot, the | 
French Chargë d’Affaires, called at the Depart- | 
ment of State, and read this dispatch to Mr. For- | 
syth. The latter did not think proper to ask a ` 
copy of it; and for this he has been loudly con- 
demned. In my judgment, his conduct was per- 
fectly correct. 

No objection can be made to this indirect mode 
of communication with the Government of the 
United States adopted by the Duke. It is sanc- 
tioned by diplomatie usage. The rules, however, 
which govern it, are clearly deducible from its 
verynature. Itisa mere diplomatic feeler thrown 
out to ascertain the views of another Govern- 
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Mr. Pageot did not rest satisfied with Mr. For- 
syth’s omission to request a co y of it, as he 
ought to have done. He deemed. it proper to at- 
: tempt to force that upon him which the dispatch 
„itself had left entirely to his own discretion. 
Accordin ly, on the Ist of December last, he in- 
closed to him a copy. On the 3d, Mr. Forsyth 
returned it with a polite refusal. On the 5th, Mr. 
Pageot again addressed Mr. Forsyth, and avowed 
that his intention in communicating the docu- 
ment, * was to make known the reol 
‘ of my Government to the President of the Uni- 
t ted States, and th him to Congress and the 
: © American people. ‘Thus it is manifest, that his 


7 pepon was to make the President the instrument ` 
| by which he might appeal to the American people : 
After he 


: against the American Government. 


disposition ; 


ment. The Duke himself justly observes, that | had failed in this effort, what is his next resort? 


its object is ‘‘ to avoid the irritation which might . He publishes this dispatch to the people of the ` 


involuntarily arise from an exchange of contra- ` United States through the medium of our public 


aictory notes in a direct controversy.” 


Had Mr. Forsyth asked and received a copy | 


of this dispatch, he must have given it an answer. 
Respect for the source frem which it proceeded 
would have demanded -this at his hand. If this 
answer could have been nothing but a direct re- 
fusal to comply with the suggestion of the French 
Government, then he was correct in not request- 
ing leave to take a copy of it. Why was this the 
case? Because it would have added to the diffi- 


culties of the question already sufficiently numer- ` 
`< the Duke de Broglie to the Chargé d’Affaires | 
t of France at Washington, concerning which the | 


ous, and would have involved him in a direct con- 
troversy, which ıt is the very object of this mode 
of communication to prevent. This is the reason 
why it was left, by the dispatch itself, within his | 


own option whether to request a copy or net, and . 


his refusal to make this request ought to have given | 
no offense to the French Government. 

Now, sir, what answer could he have given to 
this communication, Lut a direct refusal? Had 
not the Duke been fully apprised before he wrote 
this dispatch, that it could receive no other an- 
swer? It required explanations as a condition of 
the payment of the money, which he had been in- 
formed the President could never make. 
ground, then, and for the yery pu ose of avoiding 
controversy, the conduct of Mr. F'orsyth was cor- 
rect. 

But there is another reason to justify his con- 
duet, which, I think, must carry conviction to 
every mind. The President proposed, in his 
annual message, voluntarily to declare, that he had 
never intended to menace France, or to impeach 
the faith of the French Government. This he 
has since done in the strongest terms. As offense 
was taken by the French Government at the lan- 
guage of a former mes: , it was believed that 
such a declaration in asubsequent message would 
be, as it ht to be, entirely satisfacto 
France. Had Mr. Forsyth taken a copy of this | 
dispatch, and placed it among the archives of the 
Government, how could the President have made, 
consistently with his principles, the disclaimer 


i. © much imp 


On this | 


to || 


4 


| journals. I now hold in my hand the number of 
the Courrier des Etats Unis, of the 20th of Janu- 
ary, a journal published in New York, which 
| contains the original dispatch in the French lan- 
;; guage 


i| article on the subjéct of the President’s special 
i; message to Con 
' part of which I 
1 18 as follows: 

‘t Our last number contained the dispatch of M. 


shall give my own translation. It 


‘ Senate had demanded such explanations as were 
t in the power of the Executive. On the same 
‘day, the late message of the President of the 
* United States, which had been expected with so 
atience and anxiety, arrived at New 
t York. To this document are annexed man 

‘ letters of the Duke de Broglie, of Mr. Forsyth, 


t and of Mr. Pageot, which will be read with great ' 


‘interest. We give a simple analysis of the least 
|“ important, and an exact copy of those which have 
| § been written originally in French. 

“The public attention was first occupied with 
this letter of the Minister of Foreign Affairs, 
.| which was known here some’ hours before the 
| ‘message of the President of the United States; 


il 
i| 6 
i 


| and if some journals of the Government have | 


| ‘found this publication unseasonable, made by the 
* Legation of France according to the orders which it 
‘had received, nobody, at least, has been able to 
: ‘deny the talent, the moderation, and the force 
i: ‘of reasoning which have presided at its prepa- 
; ration.”? 
| By whom was the Legation of France ordered 
‘| to publish this dispatch? Who alone had the 
_, power of issuing such an order? The French 
vernment. Against this positive language, I 
can still searcely believe that the Duke de Broglie 
| has given an order so highly reprehensible. 
The publication of this dispatch was an out- 
rage upon all diplomatic usage. It ought to have 


which he has done? demand for an explana- 
tion would thus have been interposed by a foreign | 
Government, which would have compelled him | 
fo remain silent. ‘The refusal of Mr. Forsyth to | 
ask a copy of the dispatch, left the controversy | 
in its old. condition; and, so far as our Govern- | 
ment was concerned, left this letter from the | 
Duke de Broglie to Mr. Pageot as if it never had ` 
been written. The President, therefore,remained | 
at pees liberty to say what he thought proper | 
in his 


message. 
If this letter had Poe any reasonablé 
terms of reconciling our difficulties with France— 
if it had laid any foundation on which a rational 
hope might have rested that it would become the 
means of producing a result so desirable, it would | 
have been the duty of Mr. Forsyth to request a 
zopy. Upon much reflection, however, I must 
iaeia that I cannot imagine what good could 
aave resulted from it in any contingency; and it | 
might have done much evil. Had it prevented 
che President from speaking as he has done in 
nis last message concerning France, it might have 
involved the country in a much more serious mhis- 
anderstanding with that Power than existed at 
-he present moment. ; $ 
I should be glad to say no more of this dispatch, 


i 
i 
! 
i 


been intended as the harbinger of peace, and not 
| of renewed eontroversy. From its very nature 
| it was secret and confidential. If not received, it 
| ought to have been as if it never had existed. 


i Upon any other principle, it would aggravate the | 


: controversy which such communications are al- 
‘ways intended to prevent. It has now been 
| diverted from its natural purpose by the French 
| Legation, and has been made the subject of an 
appa by Frañce to the American people against 
j their own Government. It has thus greatly in- 
creased the difficulties between the two countries. 
i It has proclaimed to the world that France re- 
gairen, foti a President of the paaks States, 
|an apology of his message, as an indispensable 
condition of the execution of out teary. It has, 
therefore, rendered it much more difficult for her 
to retract. ; 
The true meaning of this dispatch is now rén- 
dered manifest to the most sceptical. The Duke 
de Broglie, in his interview with Mr. Barton, on 
the 1 October last, has placed his own con- 
struction upon it. The apology which he then 
‘required from the President contains his own 
commentary upon this dispatch. I need not read 
the history of that interview to the Senate, to 


if E could do-so consistently with a sense of duty. 


pore that I am correct in this assertion. It must 
fresh in the recollection of every Senator. - 


i . In a subsequent number of the same ` 
j; Journal, of the 24th January, there is an editorial ' 


grese, and of this dispatch, of a | 


= oe 


Considered as an appeal to the American 
eople against their own Government, the pub- 
ication of this dispatch deserves still more se- 

| rious consideration. Foreign influence, in all 

, ages, has been the bane of republics. It has de- 

ee a nearly all of them which have ever ex- 

; isted. We ought to resist its approaches on 

| everyoccasion. In the very infancy of our ex- 

' istence as a nation, a similar attempt was made 

‘| by France. It was then repulsed as became a 

nation of freemen. The present attempt will 

. have the same effect on the American people. It 

will render them still more firm and still more 

united in the cause of their country. 

Of Mr. Barton’s recall, I need say but little. 
It was the direct consequence of the refusal of 
France to execute the treaty, without an apology 
i; from the President of his message. 

Diplomatic relations between the two countries 

had been first interrupted by France. On the 

subject hear what the Count de Rigny said in his 
exposé read to the Chamber of Peers, on the 27th 

‘| April last, on presenting the bill for the execu- 

|: tion of our treaty. I give my own translation: 

“ You know the measure which the Govern- 
‘ment of the King adopted at the very instant 
‘when the message, presented by the President 
‘of the Union at the opening of the last Con- 
: “gress, arrived in Europe. You know that, since 
| ‘that time, a similar measure has been adopted 

‘by President Jackson himself. The two Min- 
‘isters, accredited near the two Governments, 
‘are reciprocally recalled; the effect of this double 
‘recall is at this moment, if not to interrupt, in 
i, fall respects, the diplomati¢ communications be- 
‘| ‘tween the two States, at least to interrupt them 
| ‘in what regards the treaty of the 4th July. If 
ii ¢these relations ought to be renewed—and we 
ii “doubt not that they ought—it is not for us 
|; ‘hereafter to take the initiative.” 

'| On the 5th of June, the President had officially 

| sanctioned the explanations which had bees 

|; made to the French Government by Mr. Living- 
| ston, in his letter of the 25th of April, as he had 
| previously sanctioned those which had been 
i| made by the same gentleman, in his note of the 

' 29th of January. Thesé were considered, by the 

| President, amply sufficient to satisfy the suscep- 

tible feelingsof France. In orderto givethem full 
time to produce their effect, and to afford the 

French Ministry an ample opportunity for reflec- 

tion, he delayed sending any orders to demand the 

money secured by the treaty, until the middle of 

September. Onthe 14th of that month, Mr. Barton 

| was instructed to call upon the Duke de Broglie, 

: and request to be informed, what were the inten- 

' tionsof the French Government in relation to the 

payment of the money secured by the treaty. He 

: executed these instructions on the 20th of Octo- 

i ber. The special message has communicated to 

| us the result. “ We will pay the money,” says 

the Duke de Broglie, ““when the Government of 

‘the United States ts ready, on its part, to declare to 

t us, by addressing its claim to us officially in writing, 

“that it regrets the misunderstanding which has 

t arisen between the two countries; that this misun- 

‘ derstanding is founded on a mistake; that it never 

Sentered into its intention to call in question the 

| ‘good faith of the French Government, nor to take 

| ta menacing attitude towards France;” and he 
adds, “if the Government of the United States 

‘does not give this assurance, we shall be obliged to 

t think that this misunderstanding ig not the result 

Sof an error.” > k Er 
Is there any American so utterly. lost te those 

generous feelings, which love of country should 

inspire, as to purchase five millions with the loss 
of national honor? Who, for these or any num- 
ber of millions, would see the venerable man, 
now at the head of our Government, bowing at 
the footstool of the throne of Louis Philippe, and, 
like a child prepared to'say its lesson, repeating 
this degrading apology? First, perish the five 
millions !—perish a thousand times the amount! 

The man whose bosom has been so often bared 

in the defense 6f his country will never submit 

te such degrading terms. is motto has always 
been, death before dishonor. 
' Why then, it may be asked, have I expressed 

á hope, a belief, that this unfortunate controversy 

willbe amicably terminated, when the two nations 
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are now directly at issue? I will tell you why. | 
This has been called a mere question of etiquette; l 
and such it is, so far as France 1s concerned. She |! 
hag already received every explanation which the 
most jealous susceptibility ought to demand. || 
These have been voluntarily tendered to her. 

Since the date of the Duke de Broglie’s letter 
to Mr. Pageot, of the 17th June, we have re- 
ceived from the President of the United States 
his general message at the commencement of the 
session, and his special message on French affairs. 
Both these documents disclaim, in the strongest 
terms, any intention to menace France, or toim- ` 
pute bad faith to the French Government, by the | 
message of December, 1834. Viewing the sub- 
ject in this light; considering that, at the inter- 
view with Mr. Barton, the Duke could not have 
anticipated what would be the tone of these docu- 
ments, I now entertain a strong hope that the 
French Government have already reconsidered 
their determination. Ifa mediation hasbeen pro- 
posed and accepted, I cannot entertain a doubt as 
to what will be the opinion of the mediator. He 
ought to say to France, you_have already re- 
ceived all the explanations, and these have been 
voluntarily accorded, which the United States can 
make, without national degradation. With these 
you ought to be satisfied. With you, itis amere 
question of etiquette. All the disclaimers which 
you ought to desire, have already been made by 
the President of the United States. The only 
question with you now is not one of substance, 
but merely whether these explanations are in 
proper form; but in regard to the United States 
the question is far different. What is with you 
mere etiquette, is a question of life and death to 
them. Let the President of the United States 
make the apology which you have dictated; let 
him once admit the right of a foreign Govern- 
ment to question his messages to Congress, and 
to demand explanations of any language at which 
they may choose to take offense, and their inde- 
pendent existence as a Government, to that ex- 
tent, is virtually destroyed. 

We must remember that France may yield 
with honor; we never can without disgrace. Will 
she yield? That is the question. 1 confess I 
should have entertained a stronger belief that she 
would, had she not published the Duke’s letter 
to M. Pageot as an appeal tothe American people. 
She must still believe that the people of this 
country are divided in opinion in regard to the 
firm maintenance of their rights. In this she will 
find herself entirely mistaken. But should Con- ' 
Sashes the present session, refuse to sustain the | 

resident by adopting measures of defense, should ` 
the precedent of the last session be followed for | 
the present year, then I shall entertain the most | 
gloomy forebodings. The Father of his Coun- 
try has informed us that the best mode of pre- | 
serving peace is to be prepared for war. I firmly ` 
believe, therefore, that a unanimous vote of the 
Senate in favor of the resolutions now before 
them, to follow to Europe the acceptance of the 


mediation, would, almost to a certainty, render ʻi 
it successful. It would be an act of the soundest į! 


policy as well as of the highest patriotism. [t 
would prove, not that weintend to menace France, | 
because such an attempt would be ridiculous, but | 
that the American pcople are unanimous in the | 
assertion of their rights, and have resolved to į 
pie for the worst A French fleet is now | 

overing upon our coasts; and shall we sit still, 
with an overflowing Treasury, and leave our 
country defenseless? This will never be said 
with truth of the American Congress. 

If war should come, which God forbid; if: 
France should still persist in her effort to degrade | 
the American people in the person of their Chief 
Magistrate, we may appeal to Heaven for the 


fidence to victory from that Being in whose hands | 
is the destiny of nations. 


Wepvespay, February 3, 1836. 


Mr. MANGUM said, the debate on this resolu- | 
tion had taken a wide range. The impress of | 
its paternity was strongly marked upon it. The 
proposition, as now modified, bore no very distinct | 
characteristic on its face. Ithad lead to a discus- 


> mendation for it. 


| belligerent. 
justice of our cause, and look forward with con- | 


sion of all ourrelations with France, and to an as- 
saultupon the Senate. He would not be putto his 
trial by any one of that body—the President of the 
United States—or by any other legislative body, 
except by one of his own State. He would say, 


coram non judice. He would not look to the House ; 


at this, or to the White House at the other, end of 
the avenue for motives to govern him. 


lieved those whom he in part represented were 


satisfied. He took his ground that that appro- 
priation was wholly unnecessary in the action of : 


There was no executive recom- 
At the opening of the last 
session it was true thata fire-ball had been thrown 


the country. 


‘into the Chamber and rolled about among them. 


In that proposition where was an echo found? 
In the Senate there was no division, and the action 
of the House corresponded. What new things 
had arisen? True, Mr. Barton had been recalled 
before the rising of the last Congress. France 
had reciprocated the language of the President 
under a proper sense of honor, and had annexed 
`a condition to the terms of payment. As an 
: humble American citizen he (Mr. M.) was op- 


: posed to any apology beyond what had already ` 


been given. After the close of the session there 
‘ was not the slightest indication of war on the part 
of France, and where was the necessity of an 
appropriation in the absence of it? He was not 
willing to charge the President with a dereliction 
of duty in not recommending the appropriation. 


He would not have shrunk from the performance ; 
He was re- ` 


of itif the country had needed it. 
markable for taking responsibility. 
He came from a portion of country where they 

. pay a large proportion of the revenues, and he 
would call upon any one to put his finger on the 
act of his indicating a disposition to oppose the 
action of the Government. Butthey were called 
upon in the dark by one who was in the confidence 
‘of the Administration to act. As far as that 
gentleman was connected with another body, he 

‘ had his respect, but in such an important matter 
he could not take him for authority. Jn this 
body, said he, we had no knowledge of its being 


desired by the President; and one of the most | 


honest and deserving of this body among the 


friends of the Administration had voted against | 
‚it, and in doing so declared he had no knowledge | 


, of its being desired by the President. 


! charge, (said Mr. M.,) and if denied I be- ` 


' lieve I shall be able to prove it, that it was known 
i to some in this body, when votes were put ; how- 
ever, there was not a whisper that the Executive 
wished it. A portion of the policy was not only 
to embarrass an individual in this body, but to 
throw odium on him. They saw a torch was 
lighting up from the Potomac to the Balize, and 
it was policy to suppress it. Not a man in this 


city entertained the opinion that the Senate 
‘ would vote for it. 
| fall elections were coming on, would have been | 
Suppose it had been granted, | 
we would have heard the clangor of arms before | 
i this time. 
! haste a messenger was dispatched to reach that | 
; humble representative of ours in France. The. 
| discretion given in that appropriation was calcu- | 
ower; it gave the ` 
he Senator from ` 


Three millions, when the 


of great service. 


They had seen with what furious 


lated to create a dictatorial 
ower to create collision. 
Aissouri [Mr. Benton] had inspired a feeling 


{Mr. B.] had not the slightest apprehensions of 


| the proposition was put forward to try its merits 
: with another proposition. The arguments of 


| gentlemen in debate had become more and more 

They were not equaled since 1812. ; 
The speech of the gentleman from Pennsylvania, : 
UCHANAN,] was wrought up to the highest . 
The speech of Mark Antony over the . 
dead body of Cæsar was nothing compared to | 
The cares of the Government were distrib- | 
uted; one gentleman said, he takes care of the | 
Navy—another of the money, rag-money and - 
all—another of the public lands, and the gentle- . 
man from Pennsylvania, (Mr. Bucuanan,} who | 


| (Mr. 
pitch. 


it. 


had some acquaintance with foreign relations, had 


i charge of that subject. These were but echoes ji Mr. M.) that w 


3 He was , 
satisfied with the vote he had given on the rejec- : 


tion of the $3,000,000 appropriation, and he be- | 


calculated to arouse fearful forebodings; yet he . 


war, but with great candor had told them, that : 


fe 


1 
| of those higher in power. The gentleman from 
li Pennsylvania, surpassing the eloquence of Mark 
;; Antony in his eloquence, by putting tongues in 
‘the dumb mouths, had started the very stones. 
|. When rumor represents a mediation, (for we, 
said he, are not permitted to know, except from 
‘rumor,) and that mediation accepted, did the 
honorable gentleman think the light in which he 
presented the subject was calculated to hasten its 
consummation? Perhaps his speech was intended 
for the Chief Magistrate to peruse for his amuse- 
ment, and frank copies of it, to be sent abroad— 
a privilege which rides (said he) with unbridled 
domination. The lion was a noble animal; the 
tiger one of fearful ferocity; and when war was 
sounded, it was the tiger. The fox was a sly, 
cunning little animal, remarkable for secking a 
protection in the crevices of the rocks It was 
scheming mercenaries, who wished that immense 
amount of money to be thrown into the commu- 
nity, among an immense tribe of office-holders, 
steamers, &c. 

In the Army and Navy, war was their voca- 
tion; the pride, pomp, and circumstance of war 
| was their favorite element. 

This Senate had to be battled down. How 
unequal the war! It was not endowed with any 

: appointing or veto power except the check upon 
“executive nominations. The Executive must 
be supposed, from the nature of his station, to be 
supported by the people of this Republic. We 
(said he) have nothing to rely upon but the 

_ principles of virtue and patriotism. In addition 
to the President’s original popularity, was his 
power of nomination, besides specific appropria- 

| tions, which incited to a high activity the most 
‘| mercenary politicians. When that artillery was 
brought to bear upon the Hall of the Senate of 
the United States, it was more than it could bear. 
We must (said he) fight in line, or else be de- 
molished. There was a redeeming spirit in this 
body (the Senate) which made it a sort of polit- 
ical breakwater, which must be made to tumble. 
The war must be kept up, to enable gentlemen 
to seize upon this $30,000,000 of revenue. But, 
sir, (said Mr. M.,) let this body be put down, 
: and the Government becomes a centralized 
power. Liberty had never been preserved in 
any country where the central power was not 
resisted. ‘A show of the war with France (said 
he) must be kept up until gentlemen can seize 
upon the $30,000,000. Say they, it will require 
an unusual degree of nerve to refuse the Ameri- 
can people appropriations for defense. The 
430,000,000 must be pocketed; it will have a pro- 
digious means of accelerating all our plans of 
policy. When this power had put down the 
Senate, it would be aday of tribulation, Thirty 

| millions would not only be convenient for present 
` purposes, but to carry out the future schemes of 
that august body, the convention at Baltimore. 
With the money and the domain (said he) what 
may not be done? Certain plans of policy had 
already been indicated for the disposition of the 
surplus revenue. Mr. M. referred to the resolu- 
tions upon that subject offered by Mr. Cray and 
by Mr. Catnoun, and gave his preference to the 
mode pointed out in them of disposing of the 
surplus funds. By giving this direction to them, 
it would curtail the power of the Executive. He 
spoke of the Legislature of his own State, and of 
the internal improvements and patriotism of the 
: Keystone State. He thanked the gentleman from 
Missouri [Mr. Benton] for putting this matter 
upon the true grounds—the competing proposi- 
tions for the disposition of this fund. In regard 
:, to this controversy, it was the people on the one 
hand, and the Government and its retainers on the 
other. It was an evil that must be got rid of 
somehow. The States (said he) that have in pro- 
gress those lines of communication that will bind 
us together stronger than the bands of steel, know 
tae struggle is to be a fearful and powerful one. 
Nothing could resist the march of the Government, 
unless it was a counteracting principle of interest. 
Organized, disciplined as it was, with its unity 
of purpose, the contest would be as long as the 
Punic war. He knew the veto power, and would 
not touch a pebble on which it stood. Armed 
with that power, it is not to be expected (said 
e can succeed in the immediate 
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gle; but in the long run the people would 
do right. He wanted to see the question in rela- 
tion to the public lands brought before the people. 
The gentleman had taken ground—I plant wA 
sclf (said he) on the side of the States and of t 
ople. This (said he) is a natural division. 
We have had (said he) a new party, with new 
attributes, and with new energies. Ido not (said 
he) call it the spoils party. We must, in the 
long run, prevail, (said Mr. M.,) unless the 
patriotism and intelligence of the people cannot 
resist the fearful power which rides and rules 
over us. The ballot-boxes would determine. If 
we can (said he) have this great interest met with 
these domestic interests, it may be counteracted. 
It was not confined to the manufacturing or any 
other peculiar interests; it was spread over the 
whole Union; felt in and exerted from every post 
office in the country. How was it with an indi- 
vidual brought forward in opposition to this great 
force? i 
but it must yield to this 
at the present time, who did not witness the ex- 
ercise of this fearful influence? He hoped they 
should be able to break this trémendous august 
influence and power from the people. 

If the French war comes, (said Mr. M.,) we 
will not be found behind any in contributing to 
the means of defense. If it did come, it would 
be the result of the most unfortunate diplomacy 
that ever characterized any bral 

The patriotism of the Senate had been incul 
ted in relation to the vote rejecting the $3,000, 
appropriation. That glorious and gallant little 
Navy of ours, which covered itself with glory 
in 112, was to be reinforced. By the showing 
of the Administration, at the opening of this ses- 
sion, the ap riation was needed. If desired, , 
why did notsome member of the A dinini aration | 
move an appropriation, instead of waging war | 
upon the Senate? Where had the annual raid | 

iation of $100,000 for gun carriages been ex- | 
pended? The gentleman on the military commit- 
tee (Mr. Bewron] had said there was none fit for 
service. Wherefore, then, the misapplication of 
this money? 

In one denaitnient everything was full of life, 
nergy, and action. I mean, said he, the elec- 
tioneering department—the one endowed with 
the power of ubiquity; like the proboscis of an 
alephant, it is now seen pulling up a tree by the 
roots, and now picking upapin. The powers 


1 


l! the gentleman from Missouri, proposed to appro- | 
: priate from the surplus, and the gentleman from 


ef a government might be compared to the phys- | 


ical powers of aman. The brawny arm of the 


man who hammers on the anvil increased in mus- ` 


ale and strength, while the other in the same ratio 
decreased. The Post Office Department had been 


mi energetic, and there were hopes of 
e that it was better regulated. The War De- 


partment, said he, we know is sound. He hoped | 


it would be able to satisfy the people of this | 


country that the blood spilled in the Florida war 
had not been from any remissness of duty on its | 
part. If that Department had been as prompt in 
attending to the South, where the war was raging, 
‘as the other Department was keen in keeping in 
the ascendant a certain body in other parts, the 
disasters of that war might have been averted. 

With a popularity felt throughout the Union, 
-this power had been able to throttle, break down, 
and strangle all resistance. But, said he, what 
-is a two years’ domination in the life of a nation, 
do fatten and to batten on its spoils? Theloss was 
nothing. A spirit would yet live and barn and 
brightly blaze for thousands and thousands of 
centuries to come; the successor would be too 
weary to be driven from the precipice. 

Here Mr. Mancum gave way fora motion to 
adjourn. 
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Tuurspar, February 4, 1836. 


Mr. CLAYTON did not object to the resolu- 
tion in its present shape, as modified by the 
ntleman from Tennessee, [Mr. Gaunpy.}] -He 

id not concur in opinion with his friend from 
New Jersey, [Mr. Sovruarp,] that it presented 
an absurdity. But, taking the suggestion of the 
gentleman from Massachusetts, [Mr. Wessrra;} 
thet the word “surplus” be stricken out, he 
thought. would remove all the objections that 


He might have great local popularity, | 
neral influence; and, ' 


had been made to it. The main object of the 
gentleman from Missouri, [Mr. gaia ea 
the gentleman from Massachusetts, [Mr. WeB- 
STER,} was undoubtedly the same. The only 
| difference was, that the resolution, as offered by 


assachusetts from the whole revenue. If the 
gentleman from Missouri did not consent to the 
modification suggested, he would himself move to 
strike out the word ‘‘surplus.”? He was anxious 

i that the American Senate should, on so import- 
.| ant a question, present one unbroken front. 
|) did not believe that, in a contest between this 


sans here on the side of a foreign Power, and he 


object of his resolution in relation to the public 
revenue, he did not believe a majority of the 
ople could be prevailed upon to sanction it. 
_ Many of them thought the amendment unneces- 
i sary—that they had the right to distribute the sur- 
i! plus without it, and that his proposition involved 
|! an admission of the want of a power already con- 
‘| ceded to Congress. The proposition of the gen- 
| tleman from South Carolina would therefore not 
robably be attended with any practical results. 
t had been said that they should not make appro- 
priations for general defense, because internal 
improvements required the care and support of 
the Government. He was favorable to that ob- 
ject; but he would say of it, as he said in relation 
to the land bill, so.long as money was really ne- 
cessary for the national defense, he was not will- 
ing to distribute money for internal improve- 
ments. 
' Tt was made an objection, too, that there was 
no danger of a war. If there was no danger, he 
i still thought it his duty, in time of peace, to pro- 


l| vide for any future exigency which might arise. 


|| He spoke of the morbid excitement in past years, 

before the national debt was paid, when claims 

were in vain made upon the Government, the 

justice of which was now admitted by all, and 
| when no appropriation.for defense could be ob- 
i tained; and in one case, after a fort had been 
|| burned down, the necessity of first paying the 
i| national debt was urged as an objection to rebuild- 
|! ing it. 

t was true, as the gentleman from Missouri 
[Mr. Benron] had stated, that our country was 
in a miserable state of defense. 

who was chairman of the Committee on Naval 
ii Affairs [Mr. Sournarp] had also said that our 
‘| Navy was too feeble to repel any formidable at- 
' tack from a foreign Power. He would not stop 
| to inquire who was to blame for it. In the Dela- 
ware bay, (said he,) you have built up a break- 
water, which has answered a most important and 
valuable purpose in time of peace. The value of 
; the vessels and cargoes saved from destruction by 


the ice since its construction, amounted, he was 


breakwater itself. But there was not a single 
gun to defend it—no real effective defense against 
ranenemy, 

When the island on which Fort Delaware for- 
' merly stood was ceded to the United States, it 


į 


i the side of the United States, to maintain a forti- 
fication there—but although that fort had been 
burnt more than five years, there was no fortifi- 
i| cation there now. 

It was said confidently, that there was no dan- 
ger.of a war. He hoped so, too; but he did not 
see this matter in the same light with some others. 
He thought there was possible danger, and should 
not step now to inquire how it had arisen. He 
cared not what party or what cause had produced 
‘this danger, If we do get into a war, (said he,) 
we must defend ourselves to the utmost. 

He then proceeded to review the facts con- 
| nected with our controversy with France; and in 
the course of his remarks, he observed, that it 
was never considered that the $5,000,000 was a 
-real indemnity for all the loss actually sustained. 
The commissioners appointed to examine the 
subject had reported ‘iat it was but about one 


He 
country and any other country, there were parti- 


wished the world to know that there were none. ` 


The gentleman | 


informed, to more than the whole cost of the | 
from Cape Henlopen to Philadelphia. |: 


| was understood to be a part of the agreement on || 


half the amount due us. But we had agreed to 
consider it as an indemnity. He belicved the 
amount, considering all the circumstances con- 
| nected with our claims, was actually four times 
. as much as was conceded by the treaty. Con- 
gress, in order to have done with a long contro- 
versy with a nation which had been our friend, 
and to whom we were much attached, agrced to 
overlook what was not allowed. Their object 
,, was not merely money, but peace and harmony 
with an ancient ally. It was said by the gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania, [Mr. Bucuanan,] that 
France had pocketed more than the whole 
amount secured in the treaty by our reduction 
of duties on her wines and silks. He did not 
~ agree exactly with him, or with the gentleman 
from Kentucky, (Mr. Critrenpen,] who said 
` the benefit of the reduction of duties was given 
: to the consumer only. The importer received 
: some benefit in consequence of the reduction of 
duties, as well as the consumer, and the reduc- 
| tion was an unquestionable advantage to France. 
| The President had, at the last session, sent a 
| menr to Congress on the subject, which he 
i (Mr. C.) then and now regretted. After this, 
| the French Chamber of Deputies did at last con- 
i! sent to vote the money, with a condition an- 
| nexed, requiring. of the President what some 
i salled an apology for, and others an explanation 
| of, his message. He could not shut his eyes to 
‘| the fast that we were in a critical condition in 
'| consequence of this demand, for if France in- 
i; sisted that the President should make an apolog 
| directly to her, we know (said Mr. C.) he wilt 
| never consent:to do it. He was not, and never 
i! should be, the partisan of the President; but con- 
sidering the inevitable consequences of such a 
| concession, he would be opposed to his (the 
| President’s) making any such apology or ex- 
| paneon The Constitution declares, the Presi- 
: dent shall give from time to time such informa- 
i tion of the state of our affairs as he shall think 
fit to Congress. Admit that he had introduced 
topics that were offensive to foreign nations, in 
language that was indiscreet and improper in our 
own opinions, yet he had as clear a right to do 
so as he or any Senator here had to speak his 
‘| sentiments freely on that floor; nay, it was his 
i| duty to do. so. If the right of objection to the 
; payment of the indemnity on that ground was 
| recognized, a foreign nation hereafter may carry 
their doctrine (said Mr. C.) to every depart- 
i| ment of the Government, and demand an ex- 
| penser of its conduct, even though sanctioned 
| by the others. This, he believed, was the view 
‘taken by the President; and he (Mr. C.) be- 
i. lieved it was correct; and we know, for we have 
‘| been so informed by his friend here, the Presi. 
: dent will never abandon it. Sir, in the assertion 
| of his right to communicate to Congress his 
|| opinion unquestioned by foreign nations, I shall 
i| sustain him. , : 
| It was said that a mediation was offered. He 
| hoped it was true, and that it might be the means 
|! of settling the difficulty. But looking to the. state 
of things as they now existed, it was impossible 


|; to say there was no danger from abroad, and al- 
| though he should exert his humble efforts to the 
'; utmost to prevent a rupture with a foreign coun- 
| try, so long as the honor of his country would 
|, permit that course, yet he wished to be prepared 
to meet any and every emergency. . G 

On our western frontier an increase of our mil- 
| itary force was very desirable. He had been 
| told by a gentleman, in whom he had confidence, 
that not less than thirty thousand warriors could 
be brought into the field against us by the Indi- 
| ans, who were ready to take arms if a probable 
| chance of success should be offered them. He 
should not stop to inquire whose fault it was that 
this frontier was left in a defenseless situation. 
| It was objected: that this resolution offered no 
specific proposition for decision, butall they could 
say in advance of the Executive, was that they 
"would give all for defense that was necessary. 
"When the amount required should be specified, 
-every Senator would form opinions as to the ne- 
cessity of each item, and vote, accordingly. But 
he had no hesitation in saying, that he would 
vate for appropriations for defense fully commen- 
surate with the wants and means of the country. 
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The great object of the gentleman on the other 
side of the House seemed to be to inculpate those 
who voted on the appropriation bill for fortifica- 
tions at the last session. He was willing to be 
tricd on that charge. He would not, as the gen- ‘| 
tleman from North Carolina had done,say, coram : 
non judice, when arraigned on it even here. He 
would not plead to the jurisdiction. 

By looking into the public prints, the gentle- 
men on the other side of the House would find |: 
that they, too, had been arraigned at the last 
session. The whole Senate had been charged 
with having dodged the question. The gentle- 
man from Missouri [Mr. Benton] and the gen- 
tleman from Kentucky, (Mr. pened) though 
seldom arraigned on the same charge, had been 
accused together, and so have all others who 
voted on our resolutions of the 14th January last. 
These gentlemen, he supposed, had not been 
accustomed to the charge of dodging, whatever 
other faults had been imputed to them. He re- 
ferred to the resolution of the 14th of January, 
1835, that ‘no legislative provision was then 
necessary in relation to our affairs with France.” 
A member of the other House from Massachu- 
setts had then said that the Senate had dodged 
the quesiion, but soon after had also declared 
that if he had been a member of this body he | 
would have dodged it himself. 

Mr. C. then read an extract from a newspaper, 
in which the Senate were charged with a want of 
due and patriotic sensibility to the wrongs in- 
flicted on the country by France because of their 
resolutions. (It was an extract from a late 
speech.) He was satisfied that on the 14th of 
January no legislative provision was necessary, 
and it was then not pretended by any member of 
this body that the $3,000,000 appropriation was 
necessary for any exigence then existing and 
arising out of the state of our relations with an 
foreign country. The gentleman from Pennsy 
vania [Mr. Bucwanan] misconceived the opinion 
of the gentleman from Massachusetts, [Mr. 
‘WessTER,] in regard to the constitutionality of 
that appropriation. He (Mr. C.) was prepared 
to prove that it was unconstitutional. fh doing 
so, however, he did not intend to impugn the | 
motives of those gentlemen who had voted for it. 
He would undertake to show that the gentleman | 
himself was in fault; and, in retaliation for his 
charges against himself and his friends, felt justi- 
fied in accusing him and his political associates || 
with givingan unconstitutional vote. He begged | 
leave to know of the gentleman from Pennsyl- | 
vania, [Mr. Bucuawan,] if the proposition had li 
been to vote the $3,000,000 to civil, naval, and |; 
military purposes, whether it would have been | 
unconstitutional? He would pause for a reply. 

Mr. BUCHANAN said, he did not consider ;; 
himself bound to declare any opinion beyond the | 
one before expressed; he would therefore decHne `i 
answering the question put to him by the gentle- | 
man from Delaware. 

Mr. CLAYTON resumed. The gentleman, i 


h: 
r| 
| 


then, declines to answer the question. He knows ii 
well it is the part of prudence todo so. He (Mr. 
C.) would be willing to give him till another day || 
to answer it. He (Mr. C.) contended that an |j 
appropriation of $3,000,000 for civil, naval, and |: 
military purposes, was manifestly unconstitu- | 
tional. by such an appropriation (said he) you | 
surrender all power over the Treasury to the Ex- 

ecutive, to designate the objects upon which it 

shall be expended at pleasure. The most sacred 

trust confided to Congress, for the most sacred | 
purpose, would thus be surrendered to the Ex- 
ecutive. The gentleman from Pennsylvania had 
a right to decline giving an opinion, and he (Mr. 
C.) claimed no right to catechise, but he would 
like to see which horn of the dilemma, presented 
by the question, he would not choose to take. 
Establish a precedent (said Mr. C.) by voting |! 
such an appropriation, and there is an end to all | 
‘that is valuable in the Constitution to the nation. 
In demonstrating the unconstitutionality of the 
$3,000,000 amendment, he relied on the provis- 
ions in the Constitution, that Congress alone 
shall raise an army, and provide and maintain a 
navy. But give the power conferred by the 


amendment against which he had voted, to the 
President, (said he,) and he could bestow every 


dollar of it upon the navy, or use it for raising an 
army, a principle hostile to that sacred instru- 
ment, and destructive of the first principle of rep- 
resentative Government. The friends of the Ad- 
ministration in this body, he supposed, had as 
little reason to believe that this proposition was 


coming here on the last night of the last session as ` 


we,and had, therefore, voted hastily and without 
much time for reflection; and in the House they 
had voted undera hasty excitement. If a bomb- 
shell had been thrown on the floor of the Sen- 


ate, and exploded among them, it could scarcely | 


have been more unexpected, or produced greater : 
consternation in this body. It was in vain to at- 


tempt to sustain that vote by looking into prece- :, 


dents. Mr. C. here recurred to the precedent 
that had been cited by the Senator from Tennes- | 
see (Mr. Grunpy] and others, to show that they 

were all, to a certain degree, of a specific charac- : 
ter. He would now ask the gentlemen if they 
had not, by voting an appropriation without spe- 
cification of object, abandoned one of the great 
principles laid down by that statesman, of whose 
principles they profess to be the exclusive follow- 
ers, Thomas Jefferson? That appropriation, for 


which they had voted, was for the $3,000,000 : 
for naval and military defense, including fortifica- | 
If but one dollar was ap- <; 
| plied to fortifications and ordnance, the whole 


tions and ordnance. 


of the rest of the appropriation could be, under 
that phraseology, applied to any purpose what- 
soever relating either to the Navy or Army. 


What would the gentleman say, if the Senate | 


had withdrawn, and the President had been ad- | 


mitted into this Hall to exercise the functions 
of that body, in their place, so far as regards 


$3,000,000? That (said Mr. C.) would have been |; 
But it was ' 


said to be yielding up our rights. 
much worse to give this discretionary power, in 
this way, to the President, to designate objects of 
expenditure to that amount, for no one would 
know the intentions of the President until months 
after the time of passing the law. Laws thus 
passed would be worse than the laws of Caligula, 
which were placed on the pillars so high that no 
man could read them. Viewing this appropria- 
tion as grossly unconstitutional, the gentleman | 


from Massachusetts [Mr. Wesster] had said he |! 


would not vote that appropriation, if the guns of 
the enemy had been battering at the walls of the 
Capitol; and the allegation had been seen in the 
public prints, that for one who had uttered such 
a sentiment it would have been a natural and 
easy step to have joined the enemy. He inquired 


í what was the meaning of that expression of the 


gentleman from Massachusetts, [Mr. WeBsTER?] 
It was, that that gentleman preferred the Consti- 


| tution of his country to the Capitol; and where 


is the traitor—where is the coward, (said Mr. C.,) 
who would give up the charter of our liberties 
because the enemy were battering at the walls of 
the Capitol? In the days when Themistocles led 


|i the Athenians to victory at Salamis, he advised 


them to surrender their Capitol for the preserva- 
tion of the constitution of their country. That 


|| gallant people adopted his proposition to yield up 


their Capitol and their noble city, rich with the 
productions of every art, and glittering all over 
with the proudest trophics in the world; and 
when Chrysilas alone dared to advise the surren- 
der of their constitution to the delegate of a Per- 


sian despot, for a state of prosperous slavery, ' 


they stoned him to death; not satisfied with that, 
their wives stoned to death his wife. Grant that 
the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. WEBSTER] | 
believed what he declared, that he viewed the | 
principle involved in the appropriation as a sur- : 


|| render of the most valuable trust reposed in us by 
| the. Constitution to a single man, and as one 
| which, while it delegated the legislative power to 


the Executive, established a precedent to prostrate 
the Constitution forever, (and no gentleman here 
will question his purity of purpose and integrity 
in debate,) and then tell me what should be the 
fate of that man, if such a man could be found, 
who, having owed his elevation to the highest 
office in the world, to that gentleman and his 


| friends, and having been sustained in the adminis- | 


tration of it by the exertion of all the powers of his ` 
giant intellect, could, without other provocation, | 
have declared that such a man, for giving utter- | 


. which would have brought six per cent.; an 
: it was worth six per cent. in the Government 
` transactions, it was worth a great deal more for 


| ance to such a sentiment as he did, in debate here, 


| would find it a very natural and easy step toturn 
, traitor, and join the enemies of his country in 
‘war? Such aman should never be suffered by 
honorable men to stand in any party again; for 
such a declaration, if coming from sucha man, 
proves that he who uttered ıt will be false to all 
artics, and true to no friend. And, sir, (said 
Mr. C.,) I will do those in power the justice to 
' say, that I do not believe they had ever proffered 
him office, however that may be the object for 
which he has thus shamefully denounced his 
_ friend and abandoned his party—no, sir, if he be 
a political traitor, they, 


' “ Gave him no instance why he should do treason, 
Unless to dub him with the name of traitor.” 


Mr. C. was called to order by the Chair, on 

the ground that it was out of order to allude to 

| what had been said in the other House at this 
session. 

Mr. C. said he had named no man in the other 

House, and had only, in commenting on what 

: had appeared in a newspaper, followed an ex- 


|: ample set him by a member of that House. 


| Mr. C. was proceeding, when he gave way for 
a motion to adjourn. 


Monpar, February 8, 1836. 


Mr. CLAYTON said he regretted that it had 
been impossible for him to conclude his remarks 
on Thursday, the day on which he had com- 
menced them. He was always anxious to avoid 
political debates, and never resorted to them, 
unless necessarily forced into them. 

It would be remembered that the gentleman 
from Tennessee [Mr. Grundy] had asked them— 
those who voted against the appropriation—to 
come out and declare their sentiments as to what 
course they intended to take now. For one, he 
(Mr. C.) was, in the existing state of affairs, sat- 
isfied with things as they are. He (Mr. Grunpy] 
(said Mr. C.) is not satisfied with things remain- 
ing exactly as they are. He hoped the gentle- 
man (Mr. Grunpy] would not commit himself 
i in advance, by declaring himself against things 

as they are. 

In regard to the Joss of the fortification bill, 
the honorable gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
Bucnuanan] had asked who were to blame for 

‘leaving our whole sea-board defenseless, and 
went at great length into the state of our affairs 
with France, and calling their attention to the 

| proceedings of the last night of the session, to 
show that the Senate was to blame for the loss 
of it. He (Mr. C.) concurred in the expression 
of the gentleman that our sea-board was in a de- 
fenseless condition. But the question was, who 

, was to blame for it? Was it that the Senate of 
the last Congress was to blame? This Admin- 
istration came into power seven years ago, and 
there being a majority in Congress more thana 
year before in favor of it, he might say it had 
been in power nearly nine years. Whose fault, 
then, was it? 

The message sent there to-day said, to neglect 
to make provisions for defense of the countr 
involved a criminal neglect. If the $3,000,000 
_ appropriation had passed, what could 1t possibly 
: have accomplished in putting the Navy and forti- 

: fications in a state of defense ? 

Could he (the President) possibly have ex- 
pended the whole $3,000,000 advantageously, so 
as to prevent the calamities mentioned by the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania? There was not 
time allowed to do itin. You cannot (he said) 
build up a Navy and erect fortifications in nine 
months. Was it never before discovered that the 
country was in a defenseless condition? When 
a fort was burnt down, and an appropriation asked 
OF rebuilding it, the cry was, pay the national 

ebt. 

There was $13,000,000 yieldi 


ng three per cent., 
i d if 


the purpose of defense. What financiering there 
was! He and his friends were attacked, but he 
would turn round and attack them, (the friends 
of the Administration.) He would ask them 
| why it was, when they had it in their power, that 
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they did not provide for the general defense? All 
they had to say on this charge was, that they 
had voted for this $3,000, If there was 
blame, it rested on the very party who had made 
the attack. If an offer of so much for one pur- 
pose, and so much for another, had been made 
to them, backed by the recommendation of the 
President, they would have voted for it. Not 
that they apprehended any danger from a war 
with France. They would have voted for it upon 
the ground of increasing the peace establishment. 
But it came in a broad and sweeping clause, as 
they had thought, manifestly unconstitutional. 
Am I asked (said Mr. C.) to vote for money to 
maintain the Army and Navy, and am I not enti- 
tled to know the character of the ship to be built— 
whether the money is to be expended in building 
n-boats or ships of war? 
Injunction required they should know. It was not 


' others the 
' of Ohio, which had twice passed the 


excitement of alarm. There was a fictitious ex- 
citement got up in another body, which prevented 
the passage of some of the most important bills 
that had Srana in the Senate, and among 
bill establishing the boundar 
enate. 
What was the result of the excitement in the 
other House? It was that the treaty of July, 


mon to us all, (said Mr. C.,) and in which we 
had all concurred once before. If it was proper 
to vote the $3,000,000, then it was much more so 
to vote it before that period of the session. If 
the consequences followed that our cities were to 
be sacked, and our people butchered, how much 


hnes | 


|| more would the responsibility rest upon the gen- 
i; tleman from Pennsylvania, and those in power, 


lI 


cified how much was to be applied to any one ` 


object, and was as exceptionable as a delegation 
of the whole power of both Houses of Congress 
tothe President. The Senator from Pennsylvania 


Mr Bucnawan] had said he believed the Presi- : 


ent never had asked any man to bring this 
measure forward, which was to relieve the Presi- 
dent from a dilemma he had been thrown into by 
the gentleman from Massachusetts, [Mr. Wes- 


ster,] who had urged that it was the duty of the ` 
President to show to Congress that the exigencies | 


of the country required it. 


Letters of marque and reprisal had been recom- ` 


mended. But the gentleman from Pennsylvania, 
in order to rescue the President, takes up the 
of the President, which brought it to 


m 
view, that he expected everything would be done 
by Congress to maintain the honor and interest 


of the country. The President had said it was . 


unnecessa 


to say anything more than he had 


said in his former message, in which he had asked | 


for authority to grant letters of marque and repri- | 
sal 


s. 
To return to the important date—the point of 
time at which this appropriation failed—that point 
of time which was relied on to convict them; 
what was the fact? What new impulse had been 
received from any foreign Power at this point of 
time? He referred to the dispatches of Mr. Liv- 
ingston of 15th January, 1835, communicated in 
the Senate 26th February, 1835, in which he had 
said he should not be surprised if the French an- 
ticipated our preparations, and seized on our 
shipping, &c. Here was the ground on which 
danger was apprehended. Mr. Livingston had 
said if the law should be rejected, he should not 
be surprised if the French anticipated us, and 
seized upon our shipping, &c. r. Livingston 
had said l however, Phere was no doubt the law 
would pass the Chamber of Deputies, and conse- 
uently there was no danger of a war. After 
those letters came here, our affairs were less 
alarming than before their arrival. The warlike 
message before that had threatened a quasi war. 
There was, therefore, more reason to believe a 
war would ensue before, than after the receipt 
of those dispatches. On the 26th February, 
they were assured there was no danger. He re- 
ferred to a portion of the Deputies that they were 
not willing to take the responsibility of a rupture 
with this country. 

During ali the previous sessions of Congress, 
the patriotic sensibility of the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania, [Mr. Bucwawan,] and his asso- 
ciates, had slept, and even snored so loudly as to 
be heard on the other side of the Atlantic, where 
it had been heard and believed to have had an ex- 
cellent influence on the Chamber of Deputies. On 
the 14th January, the resolution that there was 
no further legis ation necessary in regard to our 
affairs with France, was passed unanimously in 
the Senate. If Mr. Livingston had himself been 
sitting in the Chamber of the Senate, he would 
have come to the conclusion to which the Senate 
did on the very same day on which he wrote that 
letter, (the 14th January.) The gentleman from 
Pennsylvania had spoken of an excitement. He 
(Mr. C thought the excitement was felt more 
strongly before than after the message of the 26th 
February. wx 

He (Mr. C.) had no remembrance of an ex- 
Gitement; when he said excitement, he meant the 


he constitutional i for neglecting for years before to provide for the 


defense of the country, than upon those who are | 


charged with neglecting this appropriation for 
months. The issue would be clear in the minds 
of the American people. For the sake of the 
argument, he would admit that the failure of the 


$3,000,000 appropriation is to be attended with | 


all the consequences epia by the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania, g r. BucHaNayx;] and then 
inquire who was to blame for the loss of the for- 
tification bill? 


He denied that the loss of the $3,000,000 ne- || 
cessarily involved the loss of the fortification | 
; amendment of the last session. 


bill. After the Senate had refused the $3,000,000 


on Mr. Foor’s resolution, had missed fire, and 
had like to have bursted. He had also missed 
fire in his defense of the Post Office Department. 
In regard to these rifles, he did not remember that 
the other one [Mr. byt ever had missed fire, 
uhtil his vote on this $3,000,000 appropriation. 
The people of Tennessee were good judges of 


| rifles. A shot had been aimed at their State, but 
1831, should be adhered to; a sentiment com- : 


: REpropHanon, the committee of conference met, | 
and agreed to confer in an amicable manner, so | 


that the views the Senate had of this matter 
might be adjusted. He knew not (said he) what 
would have been the fate of it, ifthe gentlemen 
from the other House had put it to them so as to 
say it was a sine 
a shape as that the Senator could have voted for 
it. But there was no difference; the committee 
of conference had shaken hands, and parted in 
friendship. The committee of the House of Rep- 
resentatives had pocketed the bill—our committee 
said we were not entitled to it. They offered no 


action upon it until after twelve o’clock. Admit ; 


(said he) that their functions ceased: at twelve 
o’clock; and how was it? The sum of $800,000 
in the fortification bill was'lost. He had heard 
that some gentlemen entertained scruples on that 


; point, butthey were notgeneral. Every Congress 
! assembled at twelve o’clock at noon, and as its 


official existence did not commence till twelve 


'o’clock at noon, it did not expire until a year 


: from that hour. 
į puted from twelve o’clock at midnight to twelve 
i o’clock at the next midnight, so the priama 


As the common day was com- 


or congressional day commenced at twelve o’cloc. 

at noon, and ended at twelve o’clock at noon of 
the next day. He would ask the gentleman 
from Tennessee and others, if they, in receiving 
their pay fur the first day of the session, had any 
scruples about taking pay for the whole day, 
when only half a day’s work was done? 
not until this second crowing of the cock, that 


| some were reminded of the close of their official 


existence, and had left their seats at twelve 
o’clock. There were some who, frem constitu- 
tional scruples, had left the Hall at midnight; but 
he. never knew of any who had refused full pay 
for a half day’s work. P 
The first session he was a member, they were 
kept up the last night till broad daylight, and the 
entieman from Tennessee [Mr. Grunpy] was 
then a member with him, and was not prevented 
by the tenderness of his conscience from sitting 
after midnight. fon EN, 
Gentlemen were usually anxious to make ar- 
rangements to leave the city at the elose of the 
session, which accounted for the abaence of so 
many members the last night of the session. . I 
well recollect, Mr. President, on one occasion, 
when you and.I [Mr. Kina, of Alabama, was 
in the chair] were here, and met after daylight 
in the morning to receive a message from the 
President. The gentleman from Tennegsee [Mr. 
Growpy] and his colleague differed on this point. 
His coll {Mr. Warre] was for adhering 
to the good old republican. doctrine. .Those.two 
entlemen. from Tennessee, when. ke. (Mr. C.) 
rst eame there, were jocosely pointed out td 
him as the rifles of the Presitient. One of them, 


It was | 


non, and had offered it in such | 


| tude of the gentleman from 
, WEBSTER, 
; strike out the word ‘‘surplus.’’ 


‘ 


the rifle on that occasion was not loaded by the 
President, nor did he pull the trigger. 

The appropriation bill came before the Senate 
at a very late hour, when the Senate was thin. 
The chairman of the Committee of Finance and 
himself carried the vote for an increase of the 
eppropriation for Fort Delaware; and his (Mr. 

-'8) constituents felt indebted to that gentleman 
for the interest he had taken in their behalf. Mr. 
C., afte” detailing some further transactions of 
the Senate, closed with some remarks compli- 
mentary of the high standing and political recti- 
assachusetts, (Mr. 
and with renewing the‘ motion to 


[The foregoing hasty sketch of his remarks ib 
necessarily condensed. ] _ aa 


Mr. WHITE referred to the precedents cited 
by two of the gentlemen who had preceded him 
in the debate, and which he said had been erro- 
neously relied on to support the $3,000,000 
The circum- 
stances under which these appropriations were 
made had not, in his opinion, received that atten- 
tion necessary to enable them to form a correct 


| opinion of the motives influencing the votes then 

‘given. In order to show to the Senate what little 

| reliance could be placed on these spproprsuons 
0 


as precedents for the attempted appropriation 
$3,000,000, and what little similarity there was 
in the cases, he would briefly refer to them, 
well as to the Journals of Congress of the period, 
explaining the circumstances under which they 
were made. 

The first edent relied on was found in the 
administration of President Washington, It was 
an act passed in 1794, providing ‘‘ that a sum of 
‘ 41,000,000, in addition to the provision hereto- 
‘fore made, be appropriated to defray any ex- 
* penses which may be incurred in relation to the 
t intercourse between the United Statés and foreign 
‘nations, to be paid out of any moneys which ma 
*be in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, 
‘and to be applied under the direction of the Pres- 
‘ident of the United States, who is hereby au- 
‘ thorized to borrow the whole or any part of said 
*sum of $1,000,000; an account of expenditures 


| * whereof, as soon as may be, shall be laid before 


t Congress.” 

Now, he apprehended if there was nothin 
more than what appeared from this law, it would. 
not warrant the inferences that had been drawn 
from it, for the appropriation was fọr but one 
object, (foreign intercourse,) which must neces- 
sarily have been left to the discretion of the Ex- 
ecutive,and an account for every dollar expended 
was to be rendered to Congress. The money 
was to be applied to foreign intercourse, and to 
no other purpose; and when they came to settle 
the accounts of expenditures, under this appro- 
priation, they were not obliged to look under 
a great many different heads of expenditures to 
find all the items. They had to, look only at 
foreign intercourse tọ see it the money was 
applied tg, foreign'intercouse, and to no other 


se. . But how was it with regard to. this 
$5,000,000 appropriation? To adri how this 
money was expended, they would have had to 


look under a great many different heads of ex- 


nenditure in order to sée what had been expended 
for this fortification and for that; how much for 
arms, how much munition for war, &c.; and the 
the same examination must be made for expendi- 
tures for the Navy. It was. obvious that Mr. 
Jefferson had. it in view to avoid difficulties such 
as these when he recommended specific appro- 

riatiods. This $3,000,000 approprigtion was 
Prought forward under circumstances wholly dis- 
similar to those in which the $1,000,000 appro- 
priation was made ‘under General Washington’s 
administration. Was it recommended by any 
committee of Congress, after having passed 
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through an examination „by it? Had it been | 
called for by any communication from the Pres- ; 
ident, or had any estimates been made by any ; 
Department of the Government on which it was : 
based? No. It was applied for simply as an 
amendment to an amendment of the Senate on 
the mere motion of a member of the House of 
Representatives, without any recommendation 
whatever, at his own will and pleasure, and on 
his responsibility. But was it possible that Con- 
ress did not know what was to be done with 
this $1,000,000 app oprni in General Wash- 
ington’s time? The Journals of Congress of the 
period would show the purpose for which it was 
to be applied, and were so full and so plain as to 
leave no doubt on the subject. General Wash- 
ington applied for this moncy, and told Congress 
what he wanted to do with it. He made a con- 
fidential communication to Congress in secret 
session, although it was to become the subject | 
of legislative action. The object was to redeem 
from captivity American citizens, who were pris- 
oners in Algiers; and the law making the appro- 
priation for it was not more specific, because it 
was deemed necessary to keep that object secret, 
not from the American people, but to prevent 
foreigners from speculating on us, and pe.haps 
defeating it altogether. The reason w y this 
appropriation was not more specific, was not for 
the purpose of giving a broader discretion to the 
Executive, but for the purpose of concealing the 
object from foreign nations. There would be no 
difficulty in finding out what this appropriation 
was wanted for, if gentlemen would only take 
the trouble to look over the Journals of Congress | 
of the period. 
[Here Mr. Wuire read from the Journal of 
Congress of 1794, page 96, the passages referred | 
to by him.] 


. their support. 


thought that they had another precedent in this 
act for the $3,000,000 appropriation. But what 
were the circumstances under which it was passed? 
i The act grew out of a communication made by 


| Mr. Jefferson to Congress, which was of such a | 
delicate nature that he did not choose to make it | 
public, and therefore sent it to Congress in secret | 
In 1802, as it was ; 
well-known, we made a treaty with Spain, who, ` 


session, This was in-1806. 
so far from carrying it into effect, was suspected 
of exciting the savages on our frontiers to acts 
of aggression on our border inhabitants. In this 


state of things President Jefferson came forward, | 


and disclosed to Congress the whole state of 
our relations with Spain, and recommended the 
raising this force of one hundred thousand men, 
and the appropriation of these $2,000,000 for 
The object was to defend the 
‘frontiers from the attacks of savages, whether 
instigated by Spain or any other nation. Con- 
gress examined all the matters connected with 
this executive communication rigidly, and after 
| the act had passed through all the forms of legis- 


i lation in the House of Representatives, with a 


perfect understanding of what the appropriation 
was wanted for, it passed that body, who sent 
it by a committce of their own to the Senate 
for concurrence. Whoever would take the 
trouble of looking into the Journals of Congress 
would find that he was correct in everything he had 
stated. The first $2,000,000 was to be applied 
by the President for the purchase of that very 


| country (Florida) we always desired to purchase, ° 


and which we could never purchase until the ad- 
ministration of Mr.Monroe. They passed an act 
_ to raise a hundred thousand men, and then appro- 
priated funds to support them; and they appropri- 
ated money to be at the disposal of the President, 
for foreign intercourse, which they supposed 


By tracing the Journals, it would be found that ; would induce Spain to enter into the contract for 
this matter went through all the stages of the | the sale of Florida. The bill went through all the 
most formal legislation, before the bill finally ;; necessary forms of legislation, and so important 
passed into a law. In addition to this, the Presi- |; was it considered that its object should be kept 
dent made another communication to Congress || secret, that it was not sent to the Senate for 
in confidence, and on March 3d, of the same year, ʻi concurrence in the ordinary manner, but was 
an act was passed authorizing a loan of $1,000,000 | sent by a committee of three members of the 
to raise the money before appropriated. Now, , House. What was the reason for making the 
he would ask, what similarity there was in this || object of this appropriation secret? If the object | 
case and the $3,000,000 appropriation of the | of the appropriation had been expressed in the 
last year? In the one case there was a commu- | law itself, it would have been telling Spain that 
nication from the President, saying that in his : we suspected her of exciting the Indians on our 
opinion the appropriation was necessary, and || borders to acts of hostility against us, and she 


j 
money must have gone, he would have been tell- 


ing a great untruth. If we sct precedent sai 
My. W.,) what is to become of a when ae ee 
i] President in whom we have no confidence ? 
|| Had they passed this $3,000,009 appropriation 
i| it would be cited, perhaps, as a precedent some 
i| fifty years hence, when 1t shall be attempted to 
raise money to be expended at the executive 
discretion; and then they will be able to say that 
they had precedent set by General Washington, 
by the great apostle of liberty, Mr. Jefferson, and 
i| lastly, by the republican administration of Gen- 
eralJackson. The greatest danger was in setting 
precedents during a popular administration. It 
was too easy a matter in such a case to set them; 
: while, on the other hand, under an unpopular 
administration, it would be exceedingly difficult, 
. lf not impossible, to induce Congress to grant 


any pou discretionary powers. There is 
(said Mr, W.) but one plain course for us to 
pursue. Let us (said he) take the Constitution 


for our guide, and let us establish no precedents 
which, in time to come, may be used to our dan- 
ger. I will vote against such (said he) so long 
| as I can have the power tosayno. And although 
the President now said that this $3,000,090 ap- 
propriation was in accordance with his views, 
yct, as he did not say so at the time it was before 
ji Congress, he thought it was his duty to vote as 
i he then did. 

| He had merely risen to set gentlemen right 
| with regard to the precedents they had cited 
| with so much confidence; and he would, there- 
| fore, no longer take up the time of the Senate. 


| Mr. GRUNDY remarked, that he had but a 
very few words to say; for he did not intend 
again to go into a discussion of the questions 
involved in the debate. As he had, however, 
introduced the precedents in the times of Wash- 
ington and Jefferson, which had been commented 

upon by his colleague this morning, it was prop- 
er that he should say something in reply. In 
the carly part of the debate, and before he (Mr. 
G.) had addressed the Senate, it had been urged 
by several Senators who had voted against the 
$3,000,000 appropriation at the last session, that 
it would have been a violation of the Constitu- 
tion. He (Mr. G.) had introduced the prece- 
dents referred to, for the purpose of showing 
that appropriations conferring more ample dis- 
erctionary powers on the Chief Magistrate had 


defining the object for which it was to be applied. : 
Then the appropriation went through all the | 
forms of legislation before it became a law. But 
this $3,000,000 appropriation was introduced on 
a mere motion of a single member of the House, | 
asan amendment to an amendment, without any | 
executive recommendation or any estimate from | 
any Department of the Government. And yet | 
the first was relied on as a precedent to sanction | 
the latter. Now, if they were to be governed by | 
precedents, instead of the Constitution, as some 
gentlemen argued, and precedents were to be 
stretched some ten years hence as much as the 
had been in this instance, they would find the 
President nothing to do but to spend the money 
they appropriated, at his own discretion, and at 
his own will and pleasure. 

How was it as to the other precedent that had 
been relied on, made in the time of Mr. Jefferson, 
the great apostle of liberty and head of the Re- 
publican party? In the 4th volume of the Laws 
of the United States, page 3, would be found an 
act as follows: ‘“ That the sum of $2,000,000 be, 
‘and the same is hereby appropriated, towards 
‘defraying any extraordinary expenses which 
‘may be incurred in the intercourse between the 
‘ United Statesand foreign nations, to be paid out 
‘of any money in the Treasury not otherwise 
‘ appropriated, and to be applied under the direc- 
‘tion of the President of the United States, who 
‘shall cause an account to be laid before Con- 
‘gress as soon as may be.” The next act was 
found at page 41, authorizing the raising of one 
hundred thousand militia or volunteers, at the 
discretion of the President, who was to call such 
a portion of them into actual service as he might 
deem necessary; and the 6th section of the act 
provided an appropriation for the pay and sub- 
sistence of these men. Now, the gentleman 


i would also have obtained information enabling 
her to take an undue advantage of our desire to 
yee Florida. Take the Journals, (said Mr. 

.») read everything throughoutin regard to this 
appropriation in Mr. Jefferson’s time, and so far 


this $3,000,000 appropriation, it will be consid- 
| ered one of the strongest precedents for those who 
voted on the other side of this question. This 
$3,000,000 appropriation was not founded upon 
any exccutive recommendation or estimate what- 
ever, but was introduced on the mere guess and 
conjecture of an honorable member of the House. 
Sir, (said Mr. W.,) it was anentire departure from 
all precedents. If this was a pope mode of 
disposing of the public moncy, he must confess 
he had been taught in a school where the prin- 
ciples of our Government were not rightly un- 
derstood. He had been taught to believe that 
the President should from time to time give in- 
formation to Congress of the state of the coun- 
try; to give them not only facts, but to recommend 
measures for them to adopt. This done, he 


fashion the measures he recommended. He con- 


tion, without defining the object for which it was 
appropriated. The principle for which I go (said 
Mr. W.) is to give money for specific objects, 
and to ey it shall be applied to thet and to no 
other. hen he voted against this appropria- 
tion at the last session, he had no doubts, as he 
had none now, that the President would apply 
the money faithfully, according to the best of his 
judgment; but if Le said this much of those 


subordinate to him, through whose hands the 


from its being found to be a precedent sanctioning , 


had performed his duty, and it was for Congress | 
then, on its responsibility, to mold into shape and ` 


fessed he should justly be deemed the tool of the » 
Administration, 1f he voted to give money to the : 
| Executive to be expended at his will and discre- ` 


| been made while they (Gencral Washington and 
: Mr. Jefferson) filled the chief executive office, 
than was proposed by the $3,000,000 appropri- 
ation; and (Mr. G. said) he had armed, that 
unless the acts passed in 1794and 1806 were un- 
constitutional, neither was the appropriation pro- 
posed at the last session any violation of that 
instrument. The force of this argument is now 
met by showing that each of the acts referred to 
were passed in pursuance of executive recom- 
mendations. This is, in his humble opinion, no 
' sufficient answer to the precedents cited, or the 
‘ argument founded upon them. An executive 
recommendation cannot change the Constitution, 
or make the measure or act constitutional which, 
without it, would be unconstitutional. An ex- 
position or argument contained in a President’s 
‘message may show the policy or expediency of 
a measure, but it never can render that constitu- 
‘tional which, without it, would be unconstitu- 
| tional. 
| Mr. G. therefore insisted that the argument he 
© had used had not been weakened by anythin 


|: that had been said in reference to the acts he ha 

'| cited, having been founded on executive recom- 
‘| mendations. Mr. G. said he wished to say one 
| word to the gentleman from Delaware, [Mr. 
: CLAYTON,] before he resumed his seat. ‘That 
` Senator has been pleased to say that there have 
' been two occasions since his [Mr. C.’s] appear- 
: ance in the Senate, in which it was thought by 
' some, that he (Mr. G.) had flinched or flashed. 
© The first was a speech made by Mr. G., which 
` partook too much of nullification. Upon this 
i point he would only remark, that upon a former 
i| occasion he had given in his experience to the 
Senate, and his conduct met with no censure; and 
what was of more importance, he had been tried 
before his constituents, and persecuted with great 
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the Senate to defend that Department; that de- 
fense he (Mr. G.) made as well as he could, in 
all cases where he considered it defensible. 


(Mr. G.) was always ready to give the Senator 
from Delaware, according to his (Mr. G. 3 feeble 
abilities, as sociable a reception as he couid. ' 

And how far the Senator from Delaware ob- 
tained a trium 
decide. Had the Senator from Ohio [Mr. Ewine} 
boasted a little on this subject, instead of the 
Senator from Delaware, there might have been 
more appearance in his favor. He (the Senator 
from Ohio) had commenced the war upon the 
Post Office Department at the same time with the 
Senator from Delaware; and he had continued in 
the service down to the present day. And still 
Mr. G. could not see that achievements worth 
boasting of had been performed by anyone. As 
to the Senator from Delaware, after he had com- 
menced the war upon that Department, and had . 
prosecuted it for three years, he became tired, 
threw up his commission, and retired from the 
service. Mr. G. admitted that to him the contest 
was very severe and unequal; that with the as- 
sistance alone of his able and efficient friend from 
Illinois, (Mr. Rosson, j he had contended against 
the Senator from Delaware, (Mr. CLayron,] Mr. 
Ewing, of Ohio, and [Mr. Kwicut, of Rhode Is- 
land;] that after the Senator from Delaware (Mr. 
Criarton] had quit the service, the Senator from 
New Jersey [Mr. Soursanp] was put in his place; 
and he, although not in the habit of yielding to 
the pressure of circumstances, had his place now 
supplied by the gentleman from Massachusetts, 
{Mr. Davis.] Now he (Mr. G.) would say that, 
although he was willing to admit the.great supe- 
riority of those with whom he had contended for 
the last five years, yet he could not see or feel | 
that they had much to boast of in this long and . 

rotracted controversy in relation to the Post 
Dice Department. 


Mr. BENTON, after some conciliatory remarks 
on Mr. Clayton’s proposed amendment, said that | 
a good consequence had resulted from an unpleas- 
ant debate. All parties had disclaimed the merit 
of sinking the fortification bill of the last session, 
and a majority had evinced a determination to 
repair the evil by voting adequate appropriations || 
now. This was good. It ke better resuits 
in time to come, and would di that illusion 
of divided counsels on which the French Gov- 
ernment had so largely caleulated. The rejection 
of the $3,000,000, and the loss of the fortificar 
tion bill, had deceived France; it had led her into 
the mistake of supposing that we viewed every 
question in a mercantile point of view; that the | 
question of profit and loss was the only rule we || 
had to go by; that national honor was no object, | 
and that, to obtain these miserable twenty-five |. 


millions of francs, we should be ready to submit | 
to any quantity of indignity, and to wade through | 
any depth of national humiliation. .The debate | 
which has taken place will dispel that illusion; | 
and the first dispatch which the young Admiral 
Mackau will have to send to his Government, 
will be to inform them there has been ‘a mistake 
in this business—that these Americans wrangle 
amone themselves, but unite against. foreigners, 
and that many opposition Senators are gmr to 
vote double the amount of the twenty-five million 
francs to put the country in a condition. to sustain 
that noble sentiment of President Jackson: That 
the honor of his country shall never be stained by his 
making an apolegy for speaking truthin the perform- 
ance of duty! ; cee 


It was in March last that the $3,000,000 and 
the fortification bill were lost; since then the whole 
aspect of the French question is changed. The 
money is withheld, an explanation is demanded, 


: XIV: 
» had as well be left to others to `; 


.. French Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs. )* 


| upon us, an 


| especially in the nable resolve of the States, whose 


i the bomb-ketches of Admiral Mackau have not 


people of this hemisphere, as it is to the other 
J 
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“ The Genoese had built four galleys for the service of | 
Spain ; the King (of France) forbade them, by his envoy, ' 

' St. Olon, one of his gentlemen in ordinary, to launch those 
galleys. The Genoese, incensed at this violation of their : 

liberties, and depending too much on the support of Spain 
refused to obey, the order. Immediately fourteen men of : 
war, twenty galleys, ten bomb-ketches, with several frigates, ` 
set sail from the port of Toulon. They arrived before . 
Genoa, and the ten bomb-ketches discharged fourteen thou- | 
sand shells into the town, which reduced to ashes a prin- ' 
cipal part of those marble edifices which had entitled this : 
city to the name ef Genoa the Proud. Fourthousand men | 
: were then landed, who marched up to the gates, and burned li 
the suburb of St. Peter‘of Arena. It was now thought | 
prudent to submit, ‘n order to prevent the total destruction 

of the city. ' | 

“The King exacted that the Doge of Genoa, with four of 
the principal Senators, should come and implore his clem- | 
ency in the palace of Versailles; and, lest the Genoese 
should elude the making this satisfaction, andlessenin any | 
manner the pomp of it, he insisted, further, that the Doge | 
who was to perform this embassy should be continued in his | 
magistracy, notwithstanding the perpetual law of Genoa, | 
which deprived the Doge of his dignity who is absent but a | 


moment from the city. 

“Imperalo Lecaro, Doge of Genoa, attended by the Sen- | 
ators Lomellino, Garibaldi, Durazzo, and Salvago, repaired | 
to Versailles, to submit to what was required of htm. The ` 
Doge, appureled in his robes of State, his head covered with | 
a bonnet of red velvet, which he often took off during his į 
speech, made his apology, the very words and demeanor of | 
which were dictated. and prescribed to him by Seignelai,” (the 


| Thus (said Mr. B.) was the city of Genoa and | 
its Doge treated by Louis XIV. But it was not 

the Doge who was degraded by this indignity, 
; but the Republic of which he was Chief Magis- 

trate, and all the Republics of Italy besides, which ! 
felt themselves all kumbled by the outrage which : 
, aking had inflicted upon one of their number. So 
| of the apology demanded and of the fleet sent | 
in presence of which President 
| Jackson, according to the Constitutionnel, is to 
make his decision, and to remit it to the Tuil- 
eries. It is not President Jackson that is out- 
raged, but the Republic of which he is the Presi- 
dent, and all existing republics, wheresoever | 
situated. Our whole country is insulted, and that || 
is the sense of the whole country; and this feel- 
ing pours in upon us every ya b every manner 
in which public sentiment can be manifested, and 


Legislatures are in session, and who hasten to 
declare their adherence to the policy of the special 
message. True, President Jackson is notrequired 
to repair to the Tuileries, with four of his most 
obnoxious Senators, and there recite, in person, 
to the King of the French, the apology which he 
had first rehearsed to the Duke de Broglie; true, 


yet fired fourteen thousand shells on one of our 
cities; but the mere demand for an apology, the 
mere dictation of its terms, and the mere advance 
of a fleet, in the present state of the world, and 
in the difference of parties, is a greater outrage 
ta us than the actual perpetration of. the enormi- 
ties were to the Genoese. This is not the seven- 
teenth century. President Jackson is not the 
Doge of .a trading city. We are not Italians, to 
be trampled upon by European Kings; but Amer- 
icans, the descendants of the Anglo-Saxon race, 
which for a thousand years has known how to 
command respect, and to preserve its place at the 
head of nations. We are young, but old enough 
to prove that the theory of the Frenchman, t 

Abbé Raynal, is as false in its application to the 


productions of nature, and that the belittling ten- 
dencies of the New World are no more exempli- 
fied in the human race than itis in the exhibition 
of her rivers and her mountains, and in the indig- 


; enous race of the Mammoth and the Mastodon. 
The Duke de Broglie has made a mistake, the 


less excusable, because he might find in his own 


| country, and perhaps in his own family, exam- 
; ples of the extreme criticalness of attempting to 
' overawe a community of freemen. There was a 


Marshal Broglio, who was Minister at War at the 


‘| commencement of the French Revolution, and 
| who advised the formation of a camp of twenty 
:| thousand men to overawe Paris. 
| was formed; Paris revolted, captured the Bastile, 


The camp 


marched to Versailles, stormed the Tuileries, 
overset the monarch, and established the Revo- 
lution. So much for attempting to intimidate a 
city; and yet here is a nation of freemen to be 


| intimidated, a Republic of fourteen millions of 


people, and descendants of that Anglo-Saxon 
race, which, from the days of Agincourt and 
Cressy, of blenheim, and Ramillies. down to the 
days of Salamanca and Waterleo, have always 
known perfectly well how to deal with the im- 
petuous and fiery courage of the French. 

In the course of the remarks (continued Mr. 
B.) which I had the honor to submit, when I 
first introduced my resolution, I took occasion to 
refer to what I thought was matter of history, 
namely: that the opposition of the Senate to the 
$3,000,000 contingent appropriation had lost that 
appropriation, and also, had lost the fortification 
annual appropriation bill to which it was attached; 
and that these two losses had left us defenseless; 


| and, what was more serious, had left us with the 


| appearance of not being willing to defend our- 
selves, and that this sad exhibition of divided 
councils and naked frontiers had drawn upon us 
the impending visit of that imposing fleet, which 
seems to be the only negotiator which French 
| susceptibility now condescends to employ in the 
| existing controversy with her ancient ally. 


| thought, Mr. President, that, in speaking of these 
| things, | was doing nothing more nor less than 
i making reference to historical facts, and had no 
expectation of exciting a feeling, or eliciting a 
warm remark, much less of provoking a discus- 
sion which has continued so many days and en- 
listed so many orators. Many speakers have, 
indeed, taken the field agejnst -me, but with an 
effect the reverse of what usually results from num- 
bers.. ‘The more the stronger, is the law of num- 
bers; but the more the weaker has been the effect 
here. For every speaker has a different reason to 
account for the same thing; while truth, which 
is single, admits of but one reason; and thus each 
confutes the other. One gentleman lays the 
blame upon the House of Representatives; an- 
other absolves the House-and censures the Pres- 
ident; a third throws it upon the Representative 
branch of the committee of conference; others 
again lavish the whole blame upon individuals 
of that committee; and, to complete the arcle of 
inconsistent solutions, and to attack one that.is 
never spared, there are ‘others who charge it upon 
the Presiding Officer. of this. body, -upon him 
who had no concern in the affair in any whape 
whatsoever. So many inconsistent answers are 
each and every.a refutation of the other, and 
might absolve mo fram further trouble than, to 
confront this series of contradictions, and to.leave 
the whole to -die of each other's, condempation; 
but I will not ‘limit. myself’ entirely. to tbis. brief 
task. I will expand: a little; and, touching at a 
few points, this circle of inconsistencies, I. will 
show what I first said to-be strictly true, namely, 
that.the Senate is the reeponsible. party, first, for 
the:loss of the $3,000,000; seeondly, for the loss 
of the fortification bill; and, thirdly, for the im- 
pending visit of the French fleet, and for the 
demand for explanation and apology. . . 

In presenting the Senate as the responsible 
pr for these harp and their scopeatence: as 

had- the honor. te do in my introductory re- 
marks, gentlemen- have arsumed. that I had 
indicted the Senate; and thereupon, incont- 


*It was this Doge who gave that lively answer which 


an apology 18 prescribed, and a- French fleet ap- 
proashen i Our Government, charged. with insult- 


French vivacity ‘still loves to repeat. Bejing asked by a 
courtier what he found most ge and wonderful at Ver- 
sales, he replicó, “ To sep myself H BN 


ntly, great indignation has been prepared and 
exploded: Certainly, I never intended to indict 
e Senate for this matter, but simply to state a 
historical fact; but since gentlemen will have me 
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to prefer an indictme 
leest, they must allow me: they must allow me 
an elementary conception of the constitutional 
mode of trying people in our country! For I 
have net proce: ded er parte: T have not indicted 
the Senate behind thetr backs; nor tried them 
when absent: nor condemned them unheard; nor 
denied them the privilege of self-defense; nor 
considered their defense as a breach of my priv- 
ileges, or an insult to my dignity! All this they 
must allow me: and then there ts something else 
which must be allowed me; and that is, that I 
have shown myself so far capable to conduct an 
indieonent, as not to be turned out of court for 
an error in the venue. For, as at common law, 
when a mortal wound is given in one county, 
and the wounded man dies in another, the slayer 
may be tried and hanged in either county; so in 
this case, where the fortification bill received its 
death wound in this Chamber, and died of that 
wound in the House of Representatives, the 
killers of the bill may lawfully be brought to 
justice here. 

The question before the Senate has two 
branches, each very distinct from the other, and 
not to be confounded in debate, nor involved in 
one confused decision. The first branch of the 
question is as to the loss of the $3,000,000 ap- 

ropriation: the second branch of it refers to the 
foss of the bill, to which it was attached. It was 
my purpose to treat these branches separately, 
and to show that the $3,000,000 appropriation 
was the main loss, and the bill the subordinate 
and incidental loss; and that the Senate was the 
cause of both losses, avowedly in the principal 
case, and provably in the incidental one. 

I say the $3,000,000 was the main loss, and 
establish that assertion, first, from its amount, for 
it was three times the amount of the other; and 
next, from its character, for it was an avowed 
preparation against contingent danger. It wasin 
these words: ‘The sum of $3,000,000, to be ex- 
* pended in whole or in part, under, the direction of 
“the President of the United States, for the military 
“and naval service, including fortifications and ord- 
“nance, and increase of the Nary provided sucH 
t EXPENDITURES SHALL BE RENDERED NECESSARY 
“FOR THE DEFENSE OF THE COUNTRY PRIOR TO 
t THE NEXT MEETING OF Conaress.’’ These were 
the words. The Senate rejected the appropriation 
so worded; and the rejection stood in France as 
the solemn declaration of the Senate that they 
would not provide for the defense of the country, 
although necessary, before they met again. Ít 
is in vain that Senators search their own bosoms, 
and find reasons for their vote of rejection; the 
record bears the fact, as I have stated it, asa 
contingent appropriation for the necessary de- 
fense of the conntry, and its rejection! And to the 
French it could appear as nothing more nor less 
than as a refusal to sustain the policy of the 
President, and as the final act which put the seal 
upon all those speeches which had justified France 
and condemned the chief of our own Govern- 
ment. 

In this light it appeared to the French, and the 
effect was instantaneous and decisive with them. 
It induced them to change their tone, and embold- 
ened them totake higher ground; and the Senator 
from Pennsylvania [Mr. Bcceranan] has well 
shown, by a clear narration of facts, and by a 


close collation of circumstances, that to this most i 
lamentable vote of the Senate we are indebted for | 


all the French measures so offensive to our feel- 
ings—the legislative demand for explanations— 


the dietated apology—and the fleet that is sent | 


to observe us. Thus, the loss of the $3,600,000 
was the main loss, both for its amount and its char- 
acter, and for the moral effect which a refusal to 


| 
| 


. pied and so fully explored by others. He would 


vote money for the defense of the country, even | 


though necessary for that defense before Congress 


met again, and for this loss the Senate is incon- ` 


testably and avowedly responsible. There is no 
dispute on this point. The House of Represent- 
atives passed it—the Senate rejected it—and there 
was an end of it. Whatever room there may be 
for contesting the responsibility of losing the for- 


tification bill, there is none for contesting the loss - 
of this $3,000,000, which has done all the mis- | 


chief. Conscious of this, the gentlemen of the 
Opposition lay out all their strength in laborious 


: fully established that the doctrine of specific ap- |! 


i 
i 
l 
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nt, there is something, at argumentsand minute details, in vindicating them- 


selves from the loss of the fortification bill, while | 
theintinitely more important loss of the $3,000,000 || 
is slightly run over with an admission and a jus- | 
tification. The Senate admits it made that loss, 
and justifies it; but what a justification! First, 
because it was not recommended by the President; 
next, because it was not specific, and was, there- | 
fore, unconstitutional; and thirdly, because it put 
dangerous power in the hands of the President. 
These are the three points of defense, and let us 
briefly examine them. i 
1. Ás to the want of the President ’s recommend- 
ation. That is true in fact, but futile in import. 
The President did not recommend the 43,000,000 
to the Senate, but the House of Representatives 
did; and it was a case in which their recommend- 
ation should be more potential than his. It 
was a money bill, and the House of Representa- 
tives, as the immediate representatives of the 
people, are the eapecial guardians of the purse— 
all tax bills must originate there; and, by conse- 
quence, all large appropriations—the expenditure 
of revenue being so nearly akin to the imposition 
of a tax, and often involving it—come with pecu- 
liar propriety from that branch of Congress. It 
is vain to say that this appropriation was sud- 
denly adopted in the House of Representatives 
upon the motion of a member. Granted. But 
when it was adopted, it was no longer the propo- 
sition of the member, but the act of the House, 
and came to the Senate with all the claims to re- 
spectful consideration which is due to the act of 
the whole body. But itis supposed that the Presi- 
dent gave private informanon of his wishes to 
some of his friends, and withheld it from others, 
and that effect was to entrap the uninformed. He 
(Mr. B.) presumed that this was all a mistake, 
It was not in unison with the President’s charac- 
ter, which was that of extreme frankness, and it 
was not consonant with the fact in his own ease, 
or he had never heard a word of the President's 
wishes—he, who as chairman of the Senate’s 
Committee on Military Affairs, and as a friend 
to the Administration, would have had a right to 
the very first information where there was a de- 
signed discrimination between friends, had never 
heard of the matter one way or another. His 
first knowledge of the $3,000,000 was from the 
reading at the Secretary’s table. He had never 
heard of the President’s wishes, never heard of 
Mr. Cambreleng’s notice in the House of Repre- 
sentatives, never heard of his motion, never saw 
the passage in the Globe, never heard that the 
$3,000,000 were coming until announced in the 
Senate; and if he had known of the President’s 
wishes, he should not have communicated them 
to the Senate, it being unparliamentary and a 
breach of the privilege of the body todo so. The 
President communicates to the Senate responsi- 
bly through a message, and not irresponsibly 
through a member; and to report his opinion 
upon bills, to influence the action of the Con- 
gress, is irregular and unparliamentary, and a 
reprehensible breach of the privileges of the body; 
and such is the law of Parliament. He should 
suppose, then, that whatever might have happened 
in communicating his wishes to some, and not to 
others, was purely accidental. Certainly, if an 
one had a right to think himself slighted, he 
had, for in his double character of chairman of 
the Committee on Military Affairs and friend to 
the Administration, he should have stood first on . 
: the Senatorial list for the insidious communica- | 
tion. 
2. As to the unconstitutionality of the appro- | 
: priation, because not specific, Mr. B. would not | 
travel over ground which had been so well occu- 


not repeat what had been so often and so well | 


said, that the Constitution had but two provisions | 
on the subject of appropriations; first, that the , 
money should be drawn from the Treasury by | 
law, and next, that it should be accounted for. | 
He would not repeat what had been already so || 


propriations, so desirable in itself, is matter of l 


wractice only, a reform of Jefferson’s time slowly | 
introduced, often departed from, and in some |; 
branches of the expenditure, only established :, 


within a few years past. He would leave all this || 


where his political friends had placed it, and take 
up the question in another way, in a mere prac- 
tical point of view, like a plain man engaged in 
an affair of business; and would demand how it 
happened—if want of specification was the real 
objection—how it happened that no attempt was 
made to cure so slight a defect by the natural 
and easy process of amendment? Why did not 
some one move to amend by dividing the gross 
sum into parcels, and assigning so much to each 
object? This is no figure of specch, no rhetori- 
a interrogation to enforce an argument, but a 
real question, which he should be glad to hear 
some gentleman answer, and for which purpose 
he would cheerfully give the floor. 

Mr. WEBSTER rose, and stated that, by the 
rule of the House, no motion could be made to 
amend the amendment under the circumstances 
of the case; and Mr. Leicu also rose and said, 
that ıt was his opinion at the time, that no mo- 
tion to amend the amendment could be made. 

Mr. BENTON was free to admit that there 
was a difficulty in the rule; that a direct motion 
to amend might have been unsustainable, and 
therefore excusably omitted. But he returned to 
his question, and changed its form, from direct to 
indirect amendment, from a motion to amend on 
the floor, to a motion to disagree, to confer, and 
to make the amendment in conference, and bring 
it back to the Senate, all of which might have 
been done in a few minutes, and was actually 
done at last, but too late to save the bill. Upon 
this point (said Mr. B.) I take a position. I 
stand upon it. I intrench myself behind it. I 
ask again, again and again, if want of specifica- 
tion was the real objection, why not obviate that 
objection by the easy, natural, and parliamentary 
mode of disagreeing, conferring, and amending? 
This is a plain and direct inquiry to develop facts 
and to elucidate truth. We all know how the 
$3,000,000 appropriation was received in this 
Chamber; was received in one burst of indig? 
nation—in one tempest of wrath—in one cataract 
of denunciation. The whole Opposition rose up, 
one after the other, to declaim against it, to reject 
it, and to adhere to the rejection, which, on the 
part of the Senate, was an end of the whole ques- 
tion. Instead of all this, if want of specification 
was the real objection, why did not some one of 
the majority, like a man friendly to the object, but 
dissatisfied with the form, get up like a man of 
business, in a quiet and placid state of mind, and 
move to disagree, to ask a conference, and to 
settle the form of the appropriation by conferees? 


: All this could have been done in a moiety of the 


time in which any one of those ten or a dozen 
violent speeches were made againstit. This was 
the real question for gentlemen to answer, and 
until they answered it, all other answers and ex- 
cuses for the loss of this essential and important 
appropriation must stand for nothing. 

3 The danger of such a large and indefinite ap- 
propriation. This head (Mr. B. said) was much 
dwelt upon. It was said the President might lay 
out the whole $3,000,000 in ships alone, or the 
whole in raising troops, and what kind of troops 
he pleased. This is all fanciful and far-fetched. 
Itis imagination, and not argument. Five ob- 
jects of appropriation were specifically named, to 
wit: 1, the military service; 2, the naval service; 
3, fortifications; 4, ordnance; 5, increase of the 
Navy, with a proviso that it was not to be ex- 
pended unless necessary for the defense of the coun- 
try before the next meeting of Congress. Here the 
objects of expenditure are specified, and nothing 
was wanting to come up to the most rigorous 
definition of a perfect specification but a division 
of the money, and setting apart so much to one 
object, and so much to another. And where is the 
danger in the omission of that apportionment? 
None! Even if the whole had been expended on 
the Army, or the whole on the Navy, or the whole 
on fortifications, still there was no danger in 1t 
to the country. It might have been unwise and 
improvident, but not dangerous. And here he 


would conclude this head with insisting that the 


reasons assigned are not sufficient. ‘The appro- 
priation was not unconstitutional; it was net 
On the 


unprecedented; it was not dangerous. 
contrary, it was clearly sanctioned by the Con- 
stitution, more than justified by numerous pre- 
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cedents called for by the e i 
and came to the Senate with the highest possible 
recommendation—that of the vote of the House 
of Representatives, the exclusive organ of the 
people in the imposition of taxes, 
the appropriate organ to originate the heavy ex- | 
penditures which are so nearly akin to the impo- 
sition of taxes. The Senate rejected, violently 
and contunteliously rejected the .appropriation 
under these circumstances; and in doing so, they 
put the seal of confirmation upon all the speeches 
they had made against the President, and 1n favor 
of the French, and announced to the world, by 
a solemn vote, that they would not appropriate | 
money to defend the country, even if necessary, | 
before the next meeting of Con i = | 
The second branch of this inquiry.(Mr. B. said) 
related to the loss of the fortification bill. 
the inferior branch of the inquiry, both because | 


xigency of our affairs, || motion to adhere, Mr. B. would. show from Jef- 


it was | 


ferson’s: Manual, and reads as follows: ; 


“The regular progression in this case is, that the Com- 
mons disagree to the amendment; the Lords insist on it3.. 


and therefore |! the Commons insist on their disagreement ; the Lords ad- 
i here to their amendment; the Commons adhere to their 


disagreement; the terms of insisting may be repeated as: 
often as they choose to keep the question open; but the 
first ariherence by either renders it necessary for the other 
to recede or to adhere also, when the mntter is usunily 
suffered to fall —10- Grey, 148. Latterly, however, there 
are instances of their having gone to.a second adherence. 
‘There must be an absolute conclusion of the subject some-: 
where, or otherwise transactions between the Houses would 
become endiess.—3 Hatsell, 268, 270. Fhe term of insist- 
g, We are told by Sir John Trevor, was then (1678) newly. 
troduced into parliamentary usage by the Lords.—-7 Grey, 
94. It wag certainly a happy innovation, as it muhipties 


in 
in 


+! the opportunities of trying modifications, which: may bring | 


the Houses to a concurrence. 
| free to pass over the term of insisting, and to adhere in the | 
: firet instante.—10 Grey, 146. Bat itis not respectful to | 
| the-other. ` In the ordinary parliamentary course, there are ‘ 


Either House, however, is | 


the amount contained in it was comparatively fi two free conferences at least before an adberence.—10 | 


small, something less than $1,000,000, and be- | 
rma: 

nse | 
The opposition Senators had | 


cause it was a general appropriation for 
nent objects, and had no view to particular 
against France. 
laid out all their strength in defending themselves | 
on this incidental, suberdinate, and inferior point, 
the loss of which, occuring as it did in the shades 
of a midnight session, afforded room fer con- 
trariety of statement; while the main loss, which 
was avowedly the work of the Senate, and the 
moraleffect of which, on the minds of the French, 
was so electric, was skipped over with rhetorical 
flourishes upon the Constitution, dictators, des- 
potiom, and the dangers of blind confidence. in | 

pular chiefs. The main loss being given up'as | 
the act of the Senate, the subordinate one was | 
scarcely worth the trouble of investigation; but | 
he woald show that that joss also was the work 
of the Senate. 

The bill died under lapse of time.. It died be- 
cause not acted upon before midnight of the last 
day ofthe session. Right or wrong, the session 
‘was over before the report of the confereer‘could 
be acted on. The House of Representatives was 
without a quorum, and the Senate was about in 
the same condition. Two attempts in the Senate 
to get a vote on some printing moved by his col- 
league, [Mr. Luew,] were both lost for want of a 

m. The session then was at an end, for 
want of quorums, whether the legal right to sit 
had ceased or not. The bill was not rejected 
either in the House of ntatives, or m the 
Senate, but it died for want of action upon it, and 
that action was prevented by want of tirne. Now, 
whose fault was it that there was no time left for 


Grey, 147.” | 


. : i 
This is the regular progression in the case of 
amendments, and there are five steps in it: 1.` 
To agree; 2. To disagree; 3. To recede; 4. To 
| insist; 5. To adhere. Of these five steps adher- 
ence is the last, and. yet it was the first adopted 
by the Senate. The effect of its adoption was, 
; in parliamentary usage, to put an end to the 
| matter, It was, by the law of Parliament, a dis- 


| respect to the House, No conference was even -; 
| asked by the Senate after the adherence, although |, 


| by the parliamentary law there ought to have 
| been two, free coriferences at least before the ad- , 
i herence was voted. All this was fully stated to , 
' the Senate that night, and before the. question to 
adhere was put. it was fully stated by you, sir, ' 
i (said Mr. B., addressing himself to Mr, ING, of 
' Alabama, who was then in the Vice President’s | 
chair.) This. vote to adhere, coupled with the ; 
violent speeches denouncing the President, and : 
by implication censuring the House of Represent- 
atives, and coupled, with the total emission of the | 
Senate to ask fora conference, seemed to indicate 
a fatal purpose to destroy the bill; and lost it 
would have been upon thé spot if the House of 
Representatives, forgetting ‘the disrespect with | 
which it had been treated, atid passing over the | 
gensure impliedly cast upon it, had not humbled 
itself to come and ask for a conference. The 
House humbled itself, but it wag a patriotic and 
noble humiliation; it was to #erve their country ! 
The conference was granted, and an amendment 
was agreed upon by the conferees, by which the 
amount was reduced, and the sum divided, and 
$300,000 allowed to the military, and $500,000 to 


acting on the report of the conferees? That was 
the true ion, the answer to it would 
show where the fault lay. This answer is as 
dear as midday, though the transaction took 
lace in the darkness of midnight. It was the 
nate! The bill came to the Senate in full time 
to have been acted upon, if it had been treated as 
all bills must be treated that are intended to be 
passed in the last hours of the session. It is no 
tame for ing. All speaking is then fatal to 
bills, and equally fatal whether for or inst 
them. Yet what was the conduct of the ate 
with respect to this bill? Members commenced 
epeaking upon it with vehemence and persever- 
ance, and continued at it, one after another. The 
speeches were fatal to the bill. They were nu- 
merous, and consumed mach time to deliver 
them. y were eriminative, and provoked re- 
plies. They denounced the President without 
measure, and, by implication, the House of Rep- 
resentatives which sustained. him. They were 
intemperate, and destroyed the temper of others. 
in this ei the precious time was consymed ‘it 
ill 


which the ht have been acted upon, and 
for want of which time it was lost. Every one 
that made a ch hel to destroy it, and 


nearly the whole body of the A pee spoke, 
and most of them at much length and with unu- 
sual warmth and animation. So certain was he 
of the ruinous effect of this speaking, that he him- 
self never opened his mouth or uttered one word 
upon it. Then came the fatal motion to adhere, 
the effect of which was to make bad worse, and 
to destroy the last chance, unless the House of 
Representativés had humbled itself to ask-a con 
ference from the Senate. The fatal effect of this 


the naval service. This was done at last, and 
after all the irritating speeches and irritating con- 
duct of the Senate; but the precious time wag 
one. The hour of midnight was not only come, 
ut méeinbers were dispersed—quorums were un- 
attainable, and the bill died for want of. action, 
And now (said Mr. B.) I return to my qiestion, 
I resume, and maintain, my position upon it. 
ask how it camé to pass, if want of, specification 
was really thé objection,—how it came to pass 
that the Senate did not do at first what it did at 
last?) Why it did not aménd by the easy, natural, 
obvious, and. parliamentary process of disagree- 
ing, insisting, and asking for a committee of 
conference? ` . , hii e Nea 
_ Mr. B, would say but a word on the new cal- 
endar which would make the day begin in the 
middle.. It was sufficient to state such a concep- 
tion to expose it to ridicule, A farmer would be 
sadly put out. if his laborers should refuse to. 
come until midday! The thing was rather too 
fanciful for grave deliberation. Suffice it to. say, 


| 
i| ident Jackson’s course. He stayed in the Capis 


_ tol until a quarter after one to sign all the bills 
i which Congress should pass before midnight, 


| he would sien at that. hour what. bad 


to act as a legislator; nor thé 


had no authorit 
him act as such. This was Press 


Senate to make 


He stayed until a majority of Congress was gone, 
and quorums unattainable. He stayed: in. the 
Capitol, in.a room convenient to the Senate, to 
act npon everything that was sent to him, and 
did not have to be waked-up, as Washington 
was, to sign after midnight; a most unfortunate 
reference to Washington, who, by going to bed 
at midnight, showed that he considered the busi- 
ness of the pay ended; and getting up and putting 
os his night-gown, and ing a bill at two 
o'clock in the morning of the 4th, showed that 
ud sign passed be+ 
fore midnight; and does not that act bear-date 
‘ the 3d of March? '- ie ca 
Me. B. said, that whenc he first spoke on the 
subjéet, he had: adverted. to` some collateral pro» 
ceedings of the Senate, as Aay a ments 
in favor of hig main proposition. He had shown 
other proceedings adverse to the defense of tha 
country, and hence drew an inference in support 
of-his proposition, that the Senate was the re- 
sponsible party for the loss of the $3;000;000 and 
of the fortifieation bill. These collateral pro» 
ceedings: were—1. The rejection of: the‘ $500,000 
recomimended by the Military Cominitiec;.2. The 
refasal to adopt the motion which he had made 
for information ov the subject of national: de+ 
i fense; 3. is iapandin '.motion to divide the 
i surplus: revemw: ng the States. He would 
| briefly touch these points agaiñ; which seemed 
| to have been misunderstood by some gettlemien, 
| and dKowed that they were entitled to’ the deepest 
| attention, as showing thé indisposition of the 
' Senate ta take measures for the defense of the 


at 


: iota) fad Bie : i : 
l! Is The $500,000. This had been agreed upon 


| in tha Militaty Committee’ of the’ Senate, with 
| three othisr items, and. direetion given to him ab 
| chairman. of the committée: to move them as 
‘ artendments tothe fortification bill, then in the 
_ hands of the Finance Committee. ‘The Senator 
' from Delaware [Mr. Cuayrow} had moved the 
| Rem of $500,000, and the: committee was unani- 
mois in ith: Jt was on:the 23d of Fe j that 
he (Mr. B.) moved: these: iteme in the Senato. 
The imahutes ‘in: the Senate show the proceedings 
more fully than the Jodenal, and from those 
minutes the’ proceedings ‘are shown to be theset 
First, the chairrian of the Committee on Fi- 
mance; [Mr. Wxessrea,} who had the custody 
of the bill under a reference to his committee, 
moved the three additional appropriations, which 
were nt he by the Senate. ‘These amendments 
were made in guasi Committee of the Whole. 
Mr. B. rose to offer hiv‘amendmenta, bet it was 
suggested that he should wait until the amends 
ments made inqast Committee of the Whole 
should be repotted to:the Senate, and concurred 
in.. He:(Mr.'B.) then withdrew hig arend ments 
for that purpése,and the instant the amendmnonts 
of the Fiance Committee were coneurred in, he 
offered, seriatim, the four umendmenty: reported 
from. the Mili Committee.: . Upon thess 
amendments the minutes show the following 


se ace eee nae 
"Mr. Banton, for Fort Mitin, 979,000, (agreed), 
- © Incréase Pes Patch fertificatio Oe Se eed y ` 
i “ For emansent of ‘eed lesdons, naiak, $000,000; 
ATOE PEOD Ar a as 
Thus, the motilon for the: 4500,000Tor increased 


and ‘armament of fortificatina way made and re- 


there are no fractions of days jn. any calendar. 
There is no 3}, 33, and 32 of. March, or of. any, 
other, month. When one day ends. another be- 
ins, and midnight is the turning point Hoth in 
aw and in practice. All our laws of the last 
day are dated the 3d of March; and in point.of 
fact, Congress, for every. beneficial purpose, is 
dissolved at midnight. Many members will not 
act, and go away; and such was the practice of 
the venerable Mr. Macon, of North Carolina, 
who always acted precisely ‘as President Jackson 
dìd. He.put on his hat and went away at mid- 
night; ho went away when his own watch told: 
him it was midnight; aftee-whieh, le believed, he 


jected. 1t was not withdrawn but-rejeeted ; and 
the Senatér from Delaware (Mr. CLartot] had 
correctly stated the cirvdmistances of rejection. 
It was presséd upon the Senate; and why fot 
seat : For tHe two precise reasons mentioned 

by that gentleman. Because the debate on the 
150,000 appropriation for the Pea Patch, (Fert 
jaware,) which was carried with difficulty, 
and after protracted discussion, brought ‘out the 
sense of the Senate against the $560,000 item, 
which it was then seen would stand no chance at 
ali. ‘Secondly, because the chairman of the Cum- 
mittee ‘on Finance informed the Senate that the 
Finance Cotnimiteee would producea substitute 
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for it, which substitute never came, unless, as the | 
Senator from Delaware [Mr. Clayton] suggests, |! 
the amendment from the conference committee, . 
on the Inst night of the session, could be consid- 


ered as that substitute! The Senator does not | Ana Vonig be found in the extract which he should 
read: 


intimate that it can be so considered; and cer- » 
tainly nobody can so consider it! The $500,000 | 
was then rejected by the Senate; and this rejec- 
tion is a pregnant illustration of the conduct of 
the Senate in the proceedings on the $3,000,000 
and the fortification biil; for here is a rejection 
of a sum, on the 23d of February, which was 
moderate in amount, specific in its application, | 
reported by the Senate *s own committee, and ex- |; 
pressly sanctioned by the Secretary of War; an | 
appropriation free from every objection taken to il 
the $3,000,000, and rejected the very week before | 
the $3,000,000. i! 

Mr. B.’s second collateral argument was the -| 
refusal of the Senate to adopt his resolution for | 
information preparatory to the defense of the 
country, and which was laid upon the table, on the | 
motion of an opposition Senator. A Senator from | 
Ohio [Mr. Ewing] seems to be at a loss to find 
and to understand this proceeding; but it is easily 
found. The resolution will be found at pages 
167 and 168 of the Senate Journal, of the last 
session, and under the proceedings of February 
16th, and with this brief history of its fact: ‘ On 
motion of Mr. POINDEXTER, ordered, that it be laid 
on the table.’’? So that the Senate, fifteen days 
before the rejection of the $3,000,000 contingent 
appropriation for the defense of the country, re- 
fused toadopt a resolution, calling upon the Pres- 
ident to cause information, relative to defense, to 
be laid before the Senate ! 

The third collateral argument on which Mr. B. 
relied, to show the indisposition of the Senate to 
vote money for the national defense, was the ex- | 
istence of the propositions to take the public. 
money for distribution among the States. This 
was matter of history, he said, and he would not 
further remark upon it, than to remind the Senate || 
that so- strong has become this disposition to `; 
hoard money for distribution, that not only the | 
defense of the country, but the adequate prose- | 
tution, even of the oldest and most meritorious 
work of internal improvement, the accelerated , 
continuation of the Cumberland road itself, is 
likely to be endangered by it! The bill forcontin- `! 
uing the road through the States of Ohio, Indiana, | 
and Illinois was actually arrested on its passage | 
through the Senate last Friday, and now hangs | 
suspended on an objection to the amounts to be | 
expended, and because these amounts will dimin- | 
ish the fund for distribution. 

Having disposed of these points, and shown 
the Senate, as Mr. B. believed, to be the respon- ' 
sible party for the loss of the $3,000,000 and of | 
the fortification bill, he would proceed to notice | 
some matters which had grown up in the course | 
of the debate, and which went to charge the Ad- : 
ministration, and its friends in Congress, with | 
gross neglect, and great dereliction of duty, in | 
asking for appropriations for the defense of the | 
country, or applying them beneficially after they 
were granted. The stress of the charge was, that 
the President, occupied with pursuing the Bank 
of the United States, had neglected the country; 
that every appropriation asked by the Adminis- 
tration for national defense had been granted— 
that there was little to show for the appropria- 
tions actually made—and that the opponents of 
the Administration were the true originators of 
the defensive measures adopted. Mr. $. believed 
that four Senators at least, had made these | 
charges—one from Ohio, (Mr. Ew1ne;] one from 
New Jersey, [Mr. Sournarn;] another from | 
Kentucky, [Mr. Crirrenpen;] and the fourth | 
from Delaware, [Mr. Ciayron.] Not content | 
with making these charges, the Senators had | 
exulted in their truth; had proclaimed them un- `| 
answerable, and had called for answers with a 
confidence and, pertinacity which seemed to an- |! 
nounce the perfect reliance of absolute knowl- || 
edge, but which he would show to be the blind : 
reliance of absolute ignorance. He would take || 
up the charges in their order, one after the other, 
and dispatch each in its turn with that logic of | 
facts which economizes phrases and. dispenses 


will show the particular details of operation in that branch 
of the service; it merits attention. 
observed that the best way to avoid war is to be prepared 


have recourse to, would be the first report of the 
Secretary of War, at the first session of the first 
Congress that sat in the first year of President 
Jackson’s administration. It wasfrom Mr. Eaton, 


“ A reference to the report of the Chief of the Ordnance 


It has been frequently 


for it. “c this point of view it is desirable that the appro- 
priations to be made for clothing our fortifications should 
cotrespond with the probable period of their completion. 
It would, indeed, be a mortifying result if, after the labor 
and cost which has been encountered for their completion, 
it should rest in the power of an enemy, at the onset of a 
war, to seize or destroy them, because the means had not 
been placed in readiness for their defense. From the re- 
port it will be seen that, at the present annual rate of ap- 
propriation, to wit, $100,000, sizteen or twenty years will 
have passed, before a proper supply of arms for those for- 
tifications now in progress can be obtained for their de- | 
fense. If, in the slow and gradua! preparation for a neces- 

sary and adequate armament at present pursued, sixteen 

or twenty years should be found requisite, and war within ©: 
that period took place, a consequence would be that some |! 
of our forts, built up at great expense, would be destroyed, |: 
because incapable of self-defense, or be retained and armed | 
by the enemy and used against ourselves.’>—(November, i 
1829.) : 

The second fact that I shall show will be a. 
memorandum, in answer to a note of my own 
from the Colonel of Ordnance, Colonel Bomford, | 
stating that the additional sum of $150,000 was 
asked for the armament of fortifications for the 
year 1830, which, added to the standing appro- 
priation of $100,000, would have made $250,000 
for that year, and which was not granted by Con- 
gress. 

The third fact which he would show, was a 
memorandum from the same officer, made at his 
(Mr. B.’s) request, and headed, ‘* Memorandum 
of items of the estimate of the Secretary of War, 
which were rejected from the bills of appropriation 
from 1830 to 1835, inclusive,” which showed a 
list of twelve items, one of them an additional 
appropriation of $100,000 for arming forts, and 
which would have been asked for annually, if 
granted; the twelve items amounting to $902,000. 

The fourth fact that he would show would be | 
a memorandum from the Engineer Department, | 


' showing that, from the year 1830 to 1835, inclu | 


sively, the sum of $4,911,479 94 had been asked | 
for fortifications, six of them new ones, and that į 
the sum of $3,957,515 94 only had been granted | 
by Congress, making a deficiency of $943,984 on 

that head. i 

The fifth fact that he should offer was a memo- | 
randum from the Navy Department, headed “A || 
‘statement of estimates submitted by the Secre- 
‘tary of the Navy, from the commencement of 
‘the present Administration to the close of the 
‘last session of Congress, which have not been | 
‘acted on, or for which no appropriations ‘have 
‘been made,” and which contains four items, one 
of them for deepening the bar at Pensacola har- 
bor, for $106,690, and contained in the Secretary 
of the Navy’s (Mr. Woodbury) report in No- 
vember, 1833, and another from the present Sec- 
retary, (Mr. Dickerson,) for $200,000, for steam 
batteries, to be expended during 1835—the whole : 
near $500,000. 

The sixth fact that Mr. B. would mention was | 
the bill of General Smith, of Maryland, for one 
million of dollars, for arming fortifications, a 
quarter of a million annually, and which was 
indefinitely postponed by the Senate. * 

The seventh fact that he would mention was 
that he himself [Mr. Benton] had moved the ` 
resolution at the last session, under which the 
Senate’s Committee on Military Affairs had in- | 


quired into the expediency of increasing the | 
military defenses. He made his motion to that i 
effect on the 29th day of January; and the com- 
mittee, upon communication with the Secretary | 
of War, Mr. Cass, reported neara million of dol- 


i lars, to wit: $75,000 for Fort Mifflin; $150,000 
for-Fort Delaware; $100,000 additional for arma- 


ment of fortifications; and $500,000 for repair, 
increase, and arming forts. It was under this 
very resolution, submitted by himself, under 
which the committee acted when they made these 


* On Mr. B.’s own motion, his object being to apply the f 
surpluses first on the extinction of the public debt, and next || 


with declamation. The first fact that he would | 


on the defensés of the Union. ol 


‘lif they were satisfied ? 
. the defense of the country in persecuting that in- 


` dispersed situation. 


i to this condition. But it may be best fo 


| new, 


important recommendations, and the unfortunate 
fate of which is so well known to the Senate, the 
first three items having been lost in the fortifica- 
tion bill after being agreed to by both Houscs; 
the fourth large item being rejected by the Senate 
under the circumstances which had been so fully 
stated both by himself and by the Senator from 
Delaware, [Mr. Ciayron.} 

Here Mr. B. would pause, and ask gentlemen 
So far from neglecting 


nocent bank which, though cut down, has grown 
up, like Jonah’s gourd, in one night, far higher 
than ever it was before; instead of this neglect, 
four or five millions are counted upin a few min- 
utes of sums applied for by the Administration 
or its friends, and not granted. The amounts 
would have been greater, if repeated refusal had 
not checked applications; but it is enough, as it 
is enough to vindicate the Administration, 
enough to show gentlemen their profound error, 
and enough to show the truth of Mr. Eaton’s 
remark in 1829, that, unless we accelerated the 
arming of forts, we might be building them to be 


| blown up by the enemy, or to be occupied by 
` them and turned against ourselves. 


But a specific demand is made upon the friends 
of the Administration to tell why it was that no 
application for extraordinary appropriations were 
made for forts and armaments in 1835. To this 
demand, especially as far as relates to armaments, 
the following memorandum from the Ordnance 
Department must be accepted as the answer: 
“ They had been so often repeated without success, 
that it was thought useless to renew them.” 

Another attack upon the Administration is upon 
the mismanagement or waste of the moneys voted 
for the public defense, and for which, it is said, 
no adequate returns are forthcoming. It is said, 


| that $40,000,000 have been voted since the last 
| war for the increase of the naval and coast de- 
_fenses; and it is triumphantly demanded, what is 


to be shown for all this money? I will answer 
and tell what is to be shown for it. In the naval 
arm, there are twelve ships of the line, either 
built or building; there are ten frigates of the first 
class, either built or building; and there are 
twenty-one sloops and schooners, either built or 
building; then there are a number of old vessels 
repaired, with dock and navy-yards constructed, 
ship-timber prepared, and munitions collected. 


: But only a few of these ships are ready for sea! 
‘Granted; and for what reason? 
‘appropriations required to fit them out, and es- 


Because the 


| pecially of the $3,000,000 of the last session, have 
i been refused. Next, as to the coast defenses. 


We have eighteen new forts built, many old ones 
repaired, and some munitions of war collected. 


| But gentlemen say, these forts are not defensible. 


They have no guns, no carriages, no shot, no 
shells. Granted again, not to the letter, but 

ranted. And why are the forts not defensible ? 

ecause the recommendation of Mr. Secretary 
Eaton, in 1829, had not been followed; because 
the repeated applications for accelerated. arma- 
ments had not been listened to; because the 
$500,000 asked for by the Military Committee 
had been rejected, the $3,000,000 lost, and the 
whole fortification bill lost, which contained items 
to the amount of eight or nine hundred thousand 


‘dollars. This is the reason why the ships and 


forts, built or building, are not ready for service. 

Another attack upon the Administration is, a8 
to the condition of the Navy, its paucity, the 
small number of ships in commission, and their 
This attack comes from the 


` Senator from New Jersey, [Mr. SourHarD,] and 


certainly comes with authority from him. He 
has been six years ante) of the Navy, and 
four years chairman of the Committee on Naval 


: Affairs in the Senate, and certainly’should know, 


better than any other member of the Senate, the 
actual condition of that arm of defense which he 
has had so long in hisown care. If found to be in 
a very miserable condition, he will certainly come 
in fora share of that kind of merit which a 
r 

French not to rely too implicitly upon the help- 
less, impotent, miserable picture which he has 
drawn. We have fifty ships of war, old and 
either built or building. Our naval arm 18 
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many times stronger than it was when it en- 
countered the thousand ships of war of Great | 
Britain, and augmented itself with captures from | 
her noble flag. The Macedonian and Java are | 
still in our hands todo service, if necessary, upon i 
the French. More than that, we have French | 
names upon our list, Le Guerriere and La Cyane, . 
which we took from those who took them from 
the French. It was a saying in England, that 
France builds ships for the British; that saying 
may be transplanted to our America, if war fal 
out between America and France. Those who 
can take the prize from the conqueror, with more 
ease could take it from the loser. 

And now, after defending the Administration , 


from the attacks of the opposition, Mr. B. would || our coast? This is m 
be glad to know what they themselves have done || makes no difference wit 
for their country? What has the Senate done? | exalted m 


| 


It is very ready to arraign and condemn others, 
and surely can have no objection to a little ar- 


raignment itself. The Opposition have the ma- 


jority here, and all the committees strongly 
organized —some of them four to one—in their 


favor, and could any measure for the pub- 


lic good which they pleased. Now, what has | 


this majority done? hat has it been about? į 
Has it passed the appropriations for defense | 
which have been aske ty the heads of Depart- 
ments? The memorandums which I have read 
answer that question. Has it passed the sums 
recommended by its own Military Committee? 
The fate of the $500,000 answers that. Has it 

the sums which had the House of | 


resentatives? The history of the $3,000,000 | 
will reply to that. Has it originated anything 
itself? No. Then, what has the Senate done? 


The barren condition of the defenses will answer | 
that. What has it been about? 
fruits of the a pean majority which the Op- 
position have held here? The fruits are nothing; | 
and the works, if I should give the‘answer which : 
the whole country gives, would be comprised in | 
four words: Parswent waxing, and PRESIDENT 
unmaninc! That, and that alone, has been the 
work of the Opposition. 

Mr. B. said that he had followed the lead of a 
former chairman of the Naval Committee of the 
Senate, in attempting to establish the rank of 
admiral in the Navy. He spoke of one of 
South Carolina’s most distinguished sons—Gen- 
eral Hayne; and he should be glad now to follow 
the lead of another naval chairman in the same 
attempt. The honors of the rank were due to 
the brave old officers who had carried our naval 
renown to the ee pitch af cory: it was an 
incentive to be p before the eyes of the 
younger officers to fire their emulation and to 


What are the |' 
; doing so, Mr. K. said he felt himself called on, : 


will lay taxes, if necessary to defend the country ; 
that, sir, is precisely what I wish to avoid. I 
wish to apply the surpluses in the Treasury for 
that object, and to avoid the odious resort to 


to carry the question to the 
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to a sacred object. Some gentlemen say they 


taxes, which will not be necessary if we act right - 
now. This is my object; and by moving an ' 
express resolution here, it has been my intention || 

people, and let every li 
citizen decide for himself, whether he will defend |: 


his country, or leave it at the mercy of the enemy? : 


. Whether we should put it in a state of defense 


| ginia, to make a short explanation of the course 


npa their exploits. 


resolution, which I have had the honor 
to submit, (continued Mr. B.,) proposes a very 
intelligible, and, I flatter myself, patriotic object. 
It is antagonistical to all the plans presented here 
for the distribution of the surplus revenues. It 
is not altered, in my view of it, by the amendment 
of the Senator from Tennessee, [Mr. Gronpy.] 
The qualification of the amount to be applied is 
a ification in words, not in effect. It will 
take all the surplus to accomplish the object. 
Fortifications alone will Pine $28,000,000 for 
construction, and $2,000, or $3,000,000 for 
armament. Gentlemen deceive themselves about 
this surplus. They all speak of 1,000,000, 
when the amount r orted | by the Secre of 
the Treasury is onl "410,500,000, and that before 
the Florida war and: e New York fire.. These 
two events will abstract some millions.. The 
surplus will be barely sufficient for the necessary 
appropriations this year, and cannot be counted 
on for many years. We should not forgét our 
own history. When Mr. Jefferson retired from 
office, he taxed the ingenuity of Congress to 
devise méans of applying the big dere ìn a few 


years the Treasury was empty.. In 1816, the rev- 
enue was $36,000,000 and the surplus $11,000,000; 
in 1820, the Navy appropriations had to be dimin- 
ished one half, the y reduced from ten thou- 


sand to six thousand men, and entrenchments 
made at all points to avoid borrowing money for 
current expenses. So of this surplus; it will go 
soon, and nobody ean tell where. Let us fix it, 
then, while in our power. Let us consecrate it 


| the bill came back to the House, insisting on ite 


while we can, or defer it till we cannot? Whether 


i; we will use the money in hand, or divide that 


money, and then raise more by taxes to defend ` 
object. . Peace or war 
me. England, with am 
animity, worthy of the high place 
which she holds among the Tiberal Powers, has 
offered her mediation; wien J jackson eps 
it, and the prospect of peace brightens. But 
that is nothing to delay our defenses. If I held 
the bond of fate for peace, I should still say, pre- :' 
pare for war. ` NG oe: 
Mr. LEIGH spoke to a question of order that 
had arisen in the discussion, in relation to the 
$3,000,000 appropriation. The question occurred: 
to him that they (the Senate) could not make an 
amendment to. the amendment of the House of 
Representatives.: A gentleman had told him it, 


| could. not be opened, and he understood at the `; 


time that it could not be done. But on looking |; 
at the rules, he now found that he had entertained | 
a wrong impression. He did not profess to be | 


‘| Very intimately acquainted with the rules. . ij 


Mr. KING, of Alabama, requested Mr: Leren ` 
to yield him the floor fora few moments. On his 
by the observations of the gentleman from Vir- |. 

rsued by him at the last session. When the |; 
‘ortification: bill.-was returned to the Senate with 
the amendment, appropriating $3,000,000 for the 
defenses of the country, he was not, as might be 
supposed from the gentleman’s. observations, oc- 
cupying the chair; the honorable Senator from 
Virginia [Mr. Tyr] was then siding as 
President pro tempore. He (Mr. K.) was not in 
the Chamber when the discussion commenced. 
on the meétion. to di to the amendment. 
He took no part in that discussion; and not‘until 


amendment, on a motion made to adhere, did he 
say one word on the subject; and then merely to 
warn the Senate against the consequences of. 
adopting such a proceeding, as harsh, unusual, 
and well calculated to defeat the bill altogether. 
He gave no opinion as to the power of amend 
ment; no such ‘question was made. He would, 
however, frankly state—and this was his prin- 
cipal object in asking the floor—that had his opin- 
ion been asked, he should, without. hesitation, 
have said, that an amendment in that stage of the 
business could not be made. He had go stated 
to several of his friends at this session. He was 
now, however, convinced that he wasin error, 
and that the amendment of the House could have 
been amended. : Yet, in fairness, he: must state 
that he had no doubt that many, perhaps all those 
who opposed the appropriation, were equally in 
error with himself as to the power of amendment. 
Mr. LEIGH continued, that the gentleman from 
Alabama had not understood him, if he supposed 
he referred to him, either at the last session-or at 
this.. He well remembered that hé was under a 
strong impression at the time, that the amendment 
of the House was not susceptible of amendment 
in the Senate. He did not know how he got-hia 


‘ moment his opinions should not be known. 


| then to state; but this 


opinions;: but he supposed he mij añsiblý havé 
got them from. the ileum beanies He was 
going to say; when he rose, that he desired: very 
much to say afew words on the general question; 
but he was reluctant.to do-so, aftet the remarks 
made by-the gertleman. from Missouri, at the 
commencement of his speech. He would not say 
anything further on the general question, if: it 
would be considered discourtequs in him to do 
so. He wished at all times to. act: with, perfect 


courtesy to every gentleman. 55 92 00 wet 
À Mr. BENTON said, thet. there would.:be 116 


79 


oo. BBNATE. 


discourtesy to him in the gentleman’s making 
any additional remarks he thought proper. He 
would hear the gentleman with pleasure; and if 
he pleased woul move that the Senate adjourn. 
On motion by Mr. BENTON, 
The Senate then adjourned. 


Turspay, February 9, 1836. 

Mr. LEIGH observed that he had not intended, 
by any further remarks of his, to protract this 
debate, and should not have again arisen, but for 
the exposition which the Senator from Missouri 
had given of his principal policy in offering his 
resolution to the Senate, and the assumption on 
his part, which assumption, so far as he (Mr. L.) 
was concerned, was erroneous. He knew that 
frequent occasions might hereafter occur, on which 
he would have an opportunity of explaining full 
his opinions on the subject of our relations with 
France, but he was unwilling that for a engis 

e 
gentleman told the Senate that his ‘purpose in 


|. offering his resolution was to present an antago- 
| nist proposition to those already before the Sen- 


ate for the distribution of the surplus revenue, 
introduced by the Senators from South Carolina 
and Kentucky; and, as he understood the gentle- 
man, he intended to use this possible result of a 
war with France’as an argument in suppert of his 
principal policy. . Though he was as much dis- 
posed. (Mr. L. said) as any gentleman to vote for 
every necessary, liberal, and reasonable appro- 
riation of money’ suited to a state of war, if war 
rs to come; and suited to a state of pesice, or to 
exactly the state in which we were, a state of 
poe with war expected to come, he desired to 
e distinctly understood, that-he was not willin 
to give one single dollar for any object inteodueed 
to defeat these two propositions of the gentlemen: 
from may and South Carolina. What he 
might think of these two propositions he declined 
e would say, that in 
selecting objects for the distribution of this sur- 


| plus revenue, now become'so burdensome, he was 


not willing to look: at any other than that for. 
which the appropriation was to. be made... Let 
them (said he) stand upon theirown merits, and 
be determined by them alone; and let:the ropos 
sition to ie Sa ‘the surplus revenue fot na- 
tional defense be determined bythe necessity of. 
national defense: alone. If ‘we: are to: have war 
with France, (said Mr. L.,).or if there is dange 
of that war, it becomes uš seriously to cénsider 
what is the nature of that danger, and to determ- 
ine how far we ought now to provide-against the 
possible occurrence of it, It did so happen that 
e found. himself less sanguine, as to the happy 


| termination of the ‘mediation offered .by Great 


Britain and accepted by our Government, than 
any gentleman with whom he bad conversed; or 
who had entered into this debate; at the same 
time he was-as much convinced as'he ever was; 
that there was no just or-reasonabie cause of a 
war with France. ©- 6e o s i en wi 

` The surplus revenve burned in our. pockets-+it 
was like money in the’ pockets of a school 4 
who was never satisfied till he got rid of it.. The 
loss to the United States, inthe event of a war, 
would extend to the benefit of ‘our trade: with 
France, and the loss of the carrying trade, whieh 
would go to England. iti wasinot mone¥x albhe: 
it was the blood of -beth nations : that wouid bo 
expended: : Fke people of the United States ought 
not te shape papier erg Maloney nnt te peace. 
He: conid: not, situated asi he was, be. indiferent 
to a wat. - He was less sanguihe thattkere wobld 
he no wab than some gebtlemen, and: more com 
vinced:than others ‘ there was: just eciuse for 
the -epprehensioh of iit; and: his. vote Would: be 
redi sapon the suppesition ofa wari o: >: 
- Mr: L-adversed to the -Berlin and Milan: de- 
crees, to. show thatthe President mast have been 
under: a niistaken: impression when he supposed 
that all spoliations committed by:thė Frech upon 
American vessels were not allowed. : Hei never- 
theless thought:the acceptance of the £00,000 
by our Government a judicious act under the cir- 
cumstances; and: that it waa wisein the Goverm 
tinte this treaty»: ‘There were some 


ment to n 
dc e' time:whether: the treaty would, be 


doubts: at 


~» 
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ratified. | 


What had been the condition of France | 
at that time? She had been paying indemnitjes | 
to the conqueror of her Government to a great i 
amount, and was laboring under other embar- ` 
rassments. 2 

The French Executive had notified to ours, that 
it was doubtful whether the Chamber of Deputies 
would vote this money. The American Govern- 
ment knew, or ought to have known, that the 
French Government could not Sonea nali 
have paid it at the time our draft was dishonored. 
But our Government looked upon this claim as of 
long standing, and a just claim, and could not see 
the reason of its detention. It did not, however, 
properly estimate the probable result of the vote 
of the Chamber of Deputies. 

The Duc de Broglie and the gentleman from ‘| 
Pennsylvania (Mr. Bucnanan] differed as to the 
fact of the claim having been presented by the | 
King to the Chamber of Deputies. The Duc de | 
Broglie had said it was repeatedly presented to the | 
Chambers; nothing was done, or, as he believed, . 
could be done. 

Mr. BUCHANAN said that he had asserted, 
and he did so again with the most perfect confi- 
dence, that the French Ministry had never pre- 
sented a bill to the Chambers to carry into effect 
the treaty, until more than two months after the 
first installment under it had become due; and 
there was nothing in the letter of the Duc de : 
Broglie to Mr. Pageot which, in the slightest 
degree, contradicted this assertion. Such was . 
undoubtedly the truth. 

Mr. LEIGH continued: All he knew was, that | 
the Duc de Broglie said it had been presented to ` 
the Chamber of Deputies at as early a date as . 
possible; but that to urge it hastily might endan- 
ger the safety of its passage through that body. 

The constitutional duty of the King was to | 
present these claims to the Chamber of Deputies, i 


and he was charged with an omission of that 


duty. ji 
Did the King of France think it detracted from | 
the honor and dignity of the French nation to offer |. 
an apology to the American Government for the 
delay? No, sir. The Secretary of State of this ., 
Government was extremely importunate, and an 
apology was expected from France for this omis- | 
sion, and it was given. He referred to the letter | 
ef Mr. Serrurier which set forth the difficulty in ; 
obtaining an appropriation in the French Cham- | 
bers, and the regret the failure had occasioned the | 
King’s Government. 
At the next succeeding session the bill was | 
long before the Chamber of Deputies, and was || 
defeated by a majority of eight votes. Mr. L. | 
referred to the letter of the Duc de lie as an 
evidence of the sense of justice of that great ,, 
statesman, and of hia anxiety for the fulfilment 
of the. treaty. 
A neglect of duty by omission, or a neglect of | 
it by commission, was virtually the same. An || 
apology for the omission of the French Govern- || 
ment in regard to this claim had been here given |; 
by the Minister of that Government—he was | 
ing to say—in its terms more humble than that | 
required by the King’s Government from the | 
President. 
. It had been charged that the King had not | 
brought the matter before his Government at as 
early a period as he ought to have done. . | 
i Mr . L. adverted to the time of meeting of the 
Chambers—the proroguing of them—the propo- 
sition of the King to call them together again at 
an early day—and of the dispatch by a vessel to | 
communicate his intentions to our Government. | 
‘He then read a letter from Count de Rigny to 
our Government, in which was stated the im- 
possibility of convening the Chambers before the 
winter; that the claim had to be treated of by | 
the public as well as before the Chambers; and | 
of the necessary procrastination in paving the 
way for its favorable reception by the Deputies: 


sh 
1j 


' dispels the gloom. 


‘| consent of the Deputtes. 


i| kind. 


‘| of significations of Frene 


believe the President was serious in his intention 


of making reprisals. Was there ever an instance 
in which notice was given to the adverse party of 
such intention, as had been donc in this case? In 
the administration of the elder Adams, letters of 
reprisal werc ordered against the armed vessels of 
France, but exempted her merchant vessels; no 
spoliation was to be committed upon her com- 
merce. When notice of reprisals was given, it 
pu the party against whom the reprisals were to 

e made upon their guard, and enabled them to 
defeat the object. 

Mr. Livingston had written a very able letter, 
of his own accord, and without the authority of 
this Government, stating that there was no inten- 
tion of menace on the part of the President to- 
wards the Government of France. What effect 
that letter might have had it was difficult to de- 
termine, for the action of our Government had 
done away the force of it. ‘The Ministry of 
France was still in favor of fulfilling the treaty. 
Mr. Livingston’s letter comes, and, as it were, 
He read from Mr. Livings- 
ton’s letters, in which he had said they (the 
French Ministry) would not take the responsi- 
bility of a rupture between the two nations. 

Also, that he, Mr. Livingston, did not hope for 
an adjustment before the — of January. 

Here are two letters (said Mr. L.) of Mr. Liv- 
ingston, received, from their dates, after the mes- 
sage of the President was sent to the House of 
Representatives, on the 6th of February, and 
must have reached France in March, 1835. 

He did not condemn Mr. Livingston for com- 
municating to his Government his honest opin- 
ions. But for what purpose, he asked, was the 
letter published? Was it for any other conceiv- 
able purpose, than to justify the language used in 
the President’s message? He would ask if the 


French Ministry would not look into those let- , 
ters and documents, and compare them together? ` 


France was at the time, if it was not now, torn | 
Mr. L. men- 


with 


N pay dissensions at home. 
tione 


the Bonapartists and other divisions of 


parties that existed in France,and the embarrass- | 
img situation of the Ministry. A simple law, - 


proposing the 


pone of our claim, (said he,) 
1s before the C 


amber of Deputies. 


to it, that an explanation shall be required of the 
President; and what could they do? 


want of a due sense of patriotism and national 
honor. The King knows thatthe decision of our 
Government sought for the payment of it, and 
yet he cannot make the payment without the 


. Mr. Livingston expects there was a motive for 
delay, while he himself desired a message of the 
He (Mr. Livingston) advised that the 
President of the United States should, bya strong 
message, aid them (the Ministry) in obtaining 
the necessary vote of the Deputies. What would 
be the effect upon the Chamber of Deputies of 


pliance? The course pursued by France in this 
matter was to preserve her own standing at home, 
and not with a view to embarrass the relation 
between that Government and ours. 

Mr. L. alluded to another letter of Mr. Liv- 
ingston, and also.to the letter of the Duc de Brog- 
lie to Mr. Pageot, treating of the temper of the 
French people, and of the necessity of prudence 
and caution on the part of the Government.. The 
first notice of the requirement of an explanation 
on the part of the French Government, he (Mr. 
L.) saw in a New York newspaper. The next 
was in the Government paper of thiscity. This 

aper had published it as asking. an apology. 

e (Mr. L.) had some little distrust as to the 
translations given us, and pane out the variety 

words, to show that 
translations of the French language required 


Here is another instance (said Mr. L.) in| 


which the French Government explains—yes, 


apologizes ta our Government. | 

Mr. L. adverted to the opinion entertained by | 
France in regard to the message of the President, | 
which contained, as he eupposed, a menace, and | 
to the succeeding message disavowing it. Said | 
he, upos the honor of a man, I never could | 


great skill. He, for one, was at once satisfied, 
if the views taken of the explanation which he 
| saw in the Government organ (the Globe) was 
relied on as characterizing the proviso as an 
apology to be given, there were little hopes of an 
amicable adjustment—he knew there would be 
none. The Count.de Rigny had said that the 
President would have to take the initiative. 


If they op- | 
posed it, the Ministry would be charged with a `. 


A member |, 
rises in his place, and proposed as an amendment | 


such a traitorous effort to force them into a com- || 


When he (Mr. L.) saw the letter, he gave up all 
hopes of an adjustment. 

The French Government, however, had thought 
better of the matter, and had in fact taken itupon 
itself to make the initiative step in a letter from 
the French Prime Minister to Mr. Pageot, and 
had given an opportunity to our Government, 
through our Chargé d’Affaires in France, or to 
their Chargé d’Affaires here, to make the neces- 
sary explanation. This letter had showna pacific 
disposition on the part of France, and no one 
would doubt that it sought to eschew war. 

He (Mr. L.)had had several conversations with 
several gentlemen of both parties; and, although 
he differed in political questions with those who 
were friendly to this Administration, yet he be- 
lieved he enjoyed their personal friendship. He 
had heard the views of a number of them as to 
the terms of an explanation—as to how far the 
President should go. In reply, he (Mr. L.) had 
said to them, that he could not see how it could 
impair the honor or dignity of any Goverment 
toask the precise thing wanted. We now, in a 
letter of the Duc de Broglie to Mr. Barton, had 


l what was wanted—an official written communi- 


| cation, unaccompanied with the polemical matter 
with which it was associated in Mr. Livingston’s 
letter. 

The construction the President had put upon 
that letter was, that France demanded an apology, 
and had dictated the terms in which it should be 
‘made. No, sir, (said Mr. L.,) it does not dictate 
the terms. No precise terms were prescribed. 
: This construction had embroiled us in further 
difficulties. He believed the French Ministry 
designed by it (the explanation) to promote peace. 
Does not the President now, said he, come for- 
ward and virtually say he is willing to make the - 
explanation? It was, therefore, a question as to 
a mere matter ef form in which the explanation 
was to be made. 

Mr. L. spoke of the frivolous pretexts upon 
which wer had been waged by different nations; 
and that Charles XII had waged a war because 
there was said to be a picture of an offensive 
character hung up ina particular place in Ger- 
many. The President was willing to make the 
communication in a particular way—in a message 
to Congress; but he (Mr. L.) thought it better, 
| so far as dignity was concerned, to let the Secre- 
tary of State of this Government make the ex- 
pan in a communication directly to the 

rench Minister, than that it should entera solemn 


| 

| message of the President to Congress. He looked 
upon the whole controversy as being a mere mat- 
| ter of form. He remembered no instance in 
| which the truth of the expression was more 
i clearly evinced which he had met with in some 
‘author, whose name he did not now recollect, 
| that ‘ words were things. ” 

Mr. L. controverted Mr. Livingston’s position, 
that the communications between the President 
| and Congress were like the family councils of the 
i official authorities in France. Their family coun- 
' cils were secret; the President’s communications 
with Congress were public. He said it was ad- 
mitted that, if the President had come out ina 
proclamation affecting France, we wouid be re- 
sponsible to that Power. In his opinion we were 
not less so on a message to Congress. There 
was no reason, founded in good sense or in good 
manners, to prohibit the explanation, except the 
manner of putting a few words inform. We 
were quarreling about matters of form with 
France, our national ally, whose commerce was 
worth to us, and ours to her, more than the com- 
merce of all the world beside, with the exception 
of one nation. If Solomon lived at this day, he 
would surely say there is something new under 
the sun. 

The gentleman from Pennsylvania had read 
from French papers extracts from speeches in the 
Chamber of Deputies of an exciting character, 
and had taken a course calculated to reflect cen- 
' gure upon the conduct of the French King and 
| Ministry.. These petty jars being kept up, were 
; illy calculated to accomplish the object of peace. 
' It was said that wars did not originate so much 
| from intercourse between the belligerent nations 
themselves as from the domestic belligerent par- 
ties in those nationsat home. He did not believe 
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we ought to persist in this measure of hostilities 
merely for the sake of having the particular di- 
rection of the surplus revenue. If we had no 
such surplus revenue, which had unfortunately 
accumulated on our hands to a large amount, 
there would be no such strife or indications of 
war. 

He alludcd to publications in the Globe in re- 

rd to the acceptance of the mediation of Eng- 
Pad. The President had stated with precision 
the terms on which it was accepted. He (Mr. 
L.) believed, that when that acceptance, with its 
reservations, is seen in France, it would be con- 
sidered as an additional cause of offense. If there 
was any freedom in the French press, though 
the gentleman from Missouri (Mr. Benton] 
thought there was not, we might expect to sec 
the publication of this message of yesterday, on 
its arrival in France, accompanied with a para- 

raph, stating that it was an additional insult. 
He thought it increased the difficulties, and that 
the prospect of a war was greater than was im- 
agined. The issue now made up between the 
two Governments seemed to be leading directly 
to a war! In this view of the matter, he was 
prepared to vote for appropriations for the 
national defense. But he was, nevertheless, not 
going to vote in the dark, nor was he going to 
make out a statement for himself of the amount 
necessary for each object—that was a matter for 
the proper Department to do. 


that could be judiciously expended for certain | 
once in one season. ; 

Mr. L. went into an ‘argument at some length 
insupportofthe vote he gave against the $3,000, 
appropriation of last session, which he said he 
had given under a belief entertained then, and 
now, that it was unconstitutional, and not from: 
any distrust in the President, and concluded by 
wishing to God that He (the Supreme Beia 
would put it into the hearts of them 
these unpleasant controversies’ He (Mr. L.) 
aimed only at a faithful discharge of his duty, 
and only wished to have an acknowledgment 
of it, 


` PORTSMOUTH NAVY-YARD. 


REMARKS OF HON. F. O. J. SMITH, 
OF MAINE, i 
lbr rue Hovse or RerreseNTATIVES, 
February 10, 1836, 
In the Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union, 


the Naval Appropriation Bill being under consideration, 
with the motion of Mr. Bez, of Tennessee, to reduce 


the item of $76,000 to $33,500, for the construction of | 
timber-ehed, mast-house, dock, and necessary repairs at | 


the Navy-Yard at Portamouth, New Hampshire. 

Mr. SMITH said, there were two features in 
the remarks of the honorable member from Ver- 
mont [Mr. Everert] which excited his special 
admiration. I a}lude now, sir, to his profound 
love of economy in the expenditure of the public 
money, and to his frankness in avowing the ulti- 
mate purpose which he had. in view in opposing 
the particular appropriation now before the com- | 
mittee, for the navy-yard at Portsmouth. _ 

But, sir, it has often fallen.under the observa- | 
tion of most men, that those who set up for great į 
economists in the abstract, are not always the 
most economical in fact, when they come to the 
application op practice of what they call economy. 
And I believe Gaid Mr.S.) that this remark will 
be found praan true in relation to that class 
of expenditures of the publie money to which 
the honorable member fom Vermont has ever 
been foremost in giving his most liberal support. 
But of this by and by. . 

The gentleman from. Vermont avows his ob- 
ject. in opposing this item in the bill for the 
Portsmouth $ navy-yard to be, not simply to de- 
feat this appropriation, but to discontinue and 
‘abolish the yard at Portsmouth entirely. And 
‘what, sir, are his reasons for 
.Propriation itself? Why, the firs A 
which he sets out cannot but. illustrate to every 
member of this committee, moat. satiafactorily, 
that the gentlenian has taken but a one-sided 
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ret reason with 


! 
HH 


o. Mr. L. went into | 
a statement to show the limits of the amount `` 


a 
all to avoid . 


opposing the ap- | 


Portsmouth Navy-Yard—Mr. Smith. 


view of the subject—that he looks but one way 
in relation to it. He says there is no necessity 
for building upand keeping in repair the yard at 
Portsmouth, because within sixty miles west- 
wardly—thatis, at Charlestown, Massachusetts— 
the Government has an extensive navy-yard and 


' depot, Why, sir, ifthe gentleman had but looked | 


in the other direction he would have at once seen 
a distance of three hundred miles of sea-coast, 
upon the east of Portsmouth, where not a single 
dollar of naval preparation has been made by the 
Government for the defense of the country against 
any enemy. If it be an argument against the 
continued existence of the navy-yard at Ports- 
mouth that another yard is. supported within 
sixty miles on the west of it, as it is not a much 
stronger argument in favor of its continuance at 


Portsmouth, that no other navy-yard or depot | 


, has been provided by Government for the wide 
| distance of three hundred miles on the east of it? 
| If it be true, sir, that the absence of all naval 
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preparation by the Government through the ` 


whole extent east of Portsmouth is the result of 
necessity, and from the want of suitable waters 
for the purpose on that sea-coast, or that it is the 
; result of other sufficient causes, it is equally ob- 
| vious that the nearest point that you can approach 
to that unprotected coast, is the most suitable 


` question. 
no gentleman, as it seems to me, should think of 
' discontinuing the navy-yard at Portsmouth, under 
| any circumstances. i 


i reasons in opposition to this appropriation, and 
perhaps they are equall 

_ which I have just adverted. 

| priation-ought not to be made, because the Gov- 


ernment has appropriated, or is about appropri- | 


ating, some million or more of dollars to ercct a 


cause, forsooth, the vernment appropriated 


', much, but probably an extravagant sum, to con- 
|. struct a bridge across the Potomac river. Sir, 
| there is no doubt a very striking connection be- 


mouth in the mind of the gentleman from Ver- 
mont, although I confess I am totally unable to 
| perceive it. 
i Mr. EVERETT asked leave to explain. He 
said, the gentleman from Maine had misunder- 
, stood his remarks; that he alluded to the ex- 
‘ penditures relative to the custom-house at New 
li Fork, and the Potomac bridge, as cases of pro- 
ceeding in large expenditure without sufficient 
i| information and data in the outset. The same 
i! objections, said he, applies to the appropriation 
now proposed at Portsmouth. 
dence of its necessity. : , . 
Mr. SMITH proceeded. I am happy to take 
the explanation of the gentleman. But how is 
his argument relieved by it? Have we not evi- 
dence before us of the necessity and propriet y of 
this appropriation? The honorable member from 
Massachusetts [Mr. Lincotn] has already ad- 
verted to the recommendation of the Secretary of 
: the Navy upon the subject, and also to that of 
the Board of Navy Commissioners. Yetanother 
document from the Board of N avy. Commissioners 
pronounces, in so many words, this class of works, 
at the navy-yards mentioned inthe document, in- 
cluding the one at Portsmouth, as among the *‘most 
important” of the Government’s works. Besides 
‘these recomniendations from the Board of Navy 
Commissioners, backed by the recommendation 
of the Secretary of the Navy, Bay have also the 
report of a committee of this House, reiterating 
the same recommendation. And yet i gentlé- 
man says we have no information—we have not 
sufficient information to show the prepriéty of this 
appropriation! Why, sir, what other information 
would the gentleman have, than this aecumula- 
‘tion of it in the printed documents npon his table, 
|| and from the appropriate sources?’ He sa¥a‘it is 
impossible for all the members of the House tö 
understand the necessity of the work. But, sir, 
u is ni impossible, if ye will but make the oats 
f he be not negligent of the oppertanity given hi 
15 unlderstandrit or blinded oy prejudice bgainst 
every recominendation “that emanates from the 


ii point for such a provision of Governmentas is in | 
With this understanding of localities, | 


ut the gentleman from Vermont urges other | 


cogent with that to | 
e says the appro- : 


custam-house in the city of New York; and be- ! 


some considerable amount, I know not how | 


| tween these subjects and the navy-yard at Ports- | 


e want evi- | 


8l 
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heads of Departmenta, he can fully understand the 
propriety of every recommendation made. If he 
suspects their propriety or expediency, and the 
| recommendations of the appropriate officers, he 
| can, at very little trouble, possess himself of their 
i whole merits; and unless he chooses to do this, 
with all due respect to the gentleman from Ver- 
mont be it said, he cannot, with propriety, com- 
i: Plain or object that he has not sufficient authority 
ji for the appropriation. 
i| I maintain, Mr. Chairman, that we have all the 
l necessary information to not only justify, but to 
_ require, this appropriation. We have all that is 
|: usual, and all that ought to be desired, unless we 
j are algo actuated by the ulterior purpose avowed 
|: by the gentleman from Vermont, of destroying 
| and abolishing entirely the navy-yard at Ports- 
mouth—a purpose which I apprehend very few 
‘ members of this committee are disposed to enter- 
tain. Look at the question jn point of economy, 
and how will the case stand? Is it not good econ- 
omy to construct sheds and docks at our navy- 
i yards, to preserve the property of the Govern- 
ment that necessarily accumulates there? The 
‘gentleman from Vermont is himself, I believe, an 
agriculturist, or, if not, the region he represents 
upon this floor is made up of agriculturists. I 
would ask him, what would be—what must be his 
opinion of the individual, who is in the manage- 
ment of an extensive farm, requiring an extensive 
i pory ofimplementsand materials, and who totally 
| neglects to make preparation of suitable sheds and 
| buildings for the protection and preservation of 
them from the elements -that destroy them—from 
rain, snow, daniphess, and decay? Would ‘you, 
sir—would that gentleman pronounce such a man 
a good hushandman, a prudent agriculturist ? 
| Would.he say such a man was practong upon 
principles of econemy? It cannot be. ell, sir, 
| apply the same reasoning to your Government. 
It riecessarily engages an extensive havy; it must 
|| maintain naval depots at different points. Vast 
amounts of property, in a wrought and in an un- 


.; wrought condition, are necessarily accumulated 


there. And is it not economy in the Government 
to construct, at such points, the sheds and docks 
by which alone we can hope to preserve the prop- 
erty thus accumulated from the action of the ele- 


i; ments that destroy it, that it may be ready for 


| the service of the Government on any emergency? 
It would be neglect and waste not to make such 
| preparation. y ARa RG ares 
he question that alone remains is, are the ap- 
propriations proposed—$18,000 for timber-sheds, 
| $25,000 for mast and boat-house, $20,000 for a 
| timber-dock, and $4,000 for repairs—proportioned. 
to the character of the works needed? The gen- 
; tleman from Massachusetts (Mr. Lincoty] has 
well said, that before objection be made to these 
|| propositions, regard ought to be had to the nature 
|: of the works designed. They are proposed to be 
|| permanent and durable works, and not to be con- 
' structed of materials and after the fashion of many 
| of. that class of works for which the honorable 
| member from Vermont has invariably voted most 
| liberally to support—works of internal improveé 
i ment, in harbors and navies, of which first parts 
| constructed have actually, in numerous instances, 


|| fallen into decay and ruin before the other parts 


were completed. It is not such a kind of econo 
my as the gentlenian’s favorite works have been 

conducted upon, that is désigned to he ‘applied in 
| the construction of: the havy building at Ports- 
‘mouth: The works ‘are’ tó be’ perninent ‘and 
| durable—of lasting tnatetials; and if they should 
cost more in thé outset, they are designed to be 
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either in public or private circles, though it were 
that a letter was discovered to have two seals in- 
tead of one, which did not excite alarm at once, 
as pariaking in some way of French influence, or 
having some connection with the French revolu- 
tion! Sir, I see no war measure in the proposed 
appropriations for the navy-yard at Portsmouth. 
It is a work of economy, of expediency, and of 
necessity. The idea of rejecting it with a view 
of discontinuing the navy-yard atthat place can- 
not, I trust, influence any considerable portion 
of this committee. It would be, in my estima- 
tion, the extreme of folly in the Government to 
forego the privileges which that yard combines: 
the facilities which that harbor furnishes for ship- 
building. Inno place of the Union is ship-building 
carried on with higher reputation than at Ports- 
mouth. The best, or among the best, vessels 
that float upon the ocean were constructed at 
Portsmouth. And the facilities of the Govern- 
ment for the purposes of a navy-yard of certain 
magnitude at Portsmouth are unsurpassed atany 
point of our sea-coast, from one end to the other 
ofthe Union. And I trust that the item of the 
bill now before the committee will not be stricken 
out with a view to delay the construction of the 
necessary buildings, and, much less, with a view 
to discontinue the navy-yard at Portsmouth. It 
would not only be bad economy to do so, but a 
direct and serious injury to the public service. 


SLAVERY IN THE DISTRICT. 


SPEECH OF HON. WILLIAM SLADE, 
OF VERMONT, 


In tue Hovse or REPRESENTATIVES, 
December 23, 1835. 


The question being that depending from yesterday on the 
motion of Mr. Patron, for reconsideration of the vote 
referring a Petition to abolish slavery and the slave trade 
within the District of Columbia, to the Committee for the 
District— 

Mr. SLADE said, he had been charged by a 
large and respectable portion of his constituents 
with the duty of presenting memorials of similar 
import to that under discussion; and for that 
reason, if for no other, he felt bound to ask the 
indulgence of the House to a few remarks. 

He approached the subject, he said, with an 
oppressive sense of its magnitude, and, knowing 
its exciting character, of the great danger of being 
betrayed, in the progress of its discussion, into 
a state of feeling unsuited to the place and the 
occasion. It was a subject on which he, as well 
as his constituents, felt most deeply; and he could 
neither represent their feelings, nor express his 
own, without a plainness and directness which 
might give offense. He begged gentlemen to 
believe, however, that he should say nothing 
intended to give the slightest personal offense to 
any, though he should, without fear of any, vin- 


dicate the petitioners, and assert the claims of . 


those in whose behalf they plead. He regretted 
to hear the memorialists spoken of in debate as 
intruders, and their respectful petitions upon a 
subject of great national importance treated as a 
vexatious intermeddling with concerns in which 
they have no interest. Gentlemen must have 
patience. 
acquainted with them, were among the most intel- 
ligent and respectable of the community in which 
they reside; while the subject of the petitions 
was one of which it will become them to speak, 
and the Congress of the United States to hear. 
The great purpose (said Mr. S.) of most of 
those who have hitherto spoken upon this sub- 
ject, seems to be to get rid of the petitions. The 
gentleman from New York [Mr. Bearpstey,] 
wishes to have them all laid on the table, as fast 
as presented, and ‘‘nailed ” there; and yet he is 
exceedingly regardful of the ‘sacred right of 
petitioning,’’ which must on no account, what- 
ever, be impaired! The gentlemen from South 
Carolina {Messrs. Hammonp, Pickens, and 
THomrson] are most consistent. They profess 
to regard the petitions as disrespectful, and the 
Reubouers as officious meddlers with that which 
oes not concern them. They, therefore, would 


These petitioners, as far as he was | 


tlemen have my thanks for evincing a disposition 
to meet the question fairly, Another gentleman, 
my honorable friend from Massachusetts, (Mr. 
Apams,] would have the petitions committed to 
the Committee for the District of Columbia; in 
other words, to use his own significant, and in 
this case, appropriate Ianguage—to have them 
consigned to the ‘family vault of all the Capu- 
lets;” and yet he, too, is jealous of the “sacred 
right”? of petition! The sacred right of peti- 
tion—that is to say, the “sacred right” of being 
«nailed to the table,” by the gentleman from 
New York, or the “sacred right” of being gath- 
ered by the gentleman from Massachusetts into 
the ‘family vault of all the Capulets!”’ 

Sir, the petitioners well understand the nature 
of both these rights. The last they have long 
enjoyed, and desire to enjoy it no longer. They 
want the action of Congress on the subject, which, 
judging from the past, they are sure now to have, 
if it is to depend upon the decisive action of the 
Committee for the District of Columbia. I intend 
no disrespect to that committee. To continue to 


do what has been done—that is, to do nothing— `: 
would follow, of course, a commitment to them, | 


with an express understanding that the petitions 
were consigned to the tomb, without the hope of 
a resurrection. 

I, sir, (said Mr. S.,) am in favor of the prayer 
of the petitioners. I believe that Congress has a 
right to legislate on this subject, and that the time 
has come when it ought to legislate. Something 
has been suggested with regard to political objects 
connected with the presenting of these petitions. 
Sir, I have no such object, nor do I believe that 
any such purpose exists in the minds of the pe- 

_titloners. They are moved by a spirit of phi- 
lanthropy, and deprecate the mingling of any 
consideration with this question which may tend 
to divert attention from its real merits. 

Gentlemen, I regret to say, secm willing to 
overlook the real object of the petitioners, and to 
go off into denunciations of ‘* Abolitionists,”’ to 
the end that the odium which has been attached 
to their measures for effecting the abolition of 
slavery in the States may be transferred to the 
exercise of an acknowledged right of asking Con- 


gress to abolish it in this District. But what do , 


the petitioncrs ask at our hands? Why, sir, 
simply that measures may be taken to put an 
end to slavery here, and especially that here, 


where the flag of freedom floats over the Capitol | 


of this great Republic, and where the authority 


of that Republic is supreme, the trade in human | 


flesh may be abolished. These are the questions 
which gentlemen are called on to mect, but which 
they do not meet, cither by calling the petitioners 
“ignorant fanatics,” or denouncing them as 
« murderers and incendiaries.’ If, in the fervor 
of their philanthropy, any have adopted measures 
of more than doubtful expediency, for the pur- 
pose of acting on the public sentiment in the 
slave States in favor of immediate emancipation, 
it surely furnishes no reason why we should 
‘ obstinately shut our eyes to the evils which are 
‘| within our control, and which call loudly for our 
‘, interposition. | . 
‘| I have said, sir, that I am in favor of the prayer 
| of the petitioners. Let me not be misunderstood. 
| The abolition of slavery which I would advocate 
|| is a gradual abolition. 1 believe the immediate 
|; and unqualified abolition of slavery to be incon- 
į sistent with a just regard, both to the best inter- 


‘such an abolition, whatever I may think of its 


' consummation, I would have the work begin 
‘immediately. Sir, I cannot stand here as a free- 
| man, without declaring, in the face of this House, 
i and of the world, that the right to hold men as 
: goods and chattels, subject to sale and transfer, 
at the will of a master, should cease, and be dis- 
continued instantly and forever. 

But while I say this, I would not render worse 
| the condition of the slave, by. conferring upon 
‘him rights which he is not fitted to enjoy, and 


|i ests of the community, and the highest welfare | 
: of the slave. The philanthropy which aims at | 


į! purity, I cannot commend for its intelligence or | 
| discretion. But though I would have abolition ' 
| advance by a gradual progress towards its final ` 
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| which would become to him a curse, rather than 


the authority of Law, which should be supreme. 

In saying this, sir, I do but carry outa principle 

‘which has long been dear to me as an anti-mason. 
I have maintained, and still maintain, and shall 
continue to maintain as a cardinal principle in my 
political creed, that in opposition to all individual 
and all associated, self-constituted authority, THE 
Laws should be maintained in full and uncon- 
trolled supremacy. There is no being entitled to 
the appellation of man, who should not find shelter 
under the ægis of their broad and ample protec- 
tion. In applying this principle to ihe case of 
the slave, however, I would not confer upon him 
the same rights which are possessed by his master; 
and for the obvious reason that he is not fitted 
to enjoy them, But I would place him under the 
supervision of laws made for his special benefit, 
and adapted to his new condition—laws which 
should essentially qualify the control of the master 

: over him—laws which should protect him in all 
the rights which he is fitted to enjoy, and pre- 
pare him for the enjoyment of those to which it 
would be buta suicidal philanthropy immediately 
toadmit him. Sir, we owe it to this degraded 
race of men to prepare them for freedom; to com- 
municate to them moral, and religious, and liter- 

‚ary instruction; to restore and protect the domestic 

, relations among them; to teach them the duties 
which they owe to God, and to us, and to one 
another; and to build upon the foundation of a 
conscious responsibility to the government of 
Heaven, and the authority of righteous human 
laws, a social structure which it shall be our 
glory to rear, and their highest earthly happiness 
to enjoy. 

But, Mr. Speaker, while I thus repudiate the 
doctrine of the immediate and unqualified aboli- 
tion of slavery, I maintain the duty of immediately 
and absolutely abolishing the slave trade within the 
limits of this District. And here I come toa part 
of the subject which gentlemen do not choose to 
approach, but manifestly desire toavoid. In this 
I commend their prudence. The slave trade is 
an evil for which they well know there is no 
defense and no palliation. I regret, sir, that I 
have not the means of ascertaining its extent and 
character within this District. But the fact that 
I have no such means furnishes a strong argu- 
ment for referring the petitions to a select com- 
mittee, raised for the purpose of going into a full 
investigation, and making a full report of the 

' facts connected with this traffic. I can, at pres- 
|i ent, only say, I am well assured that the trade is 
actively carried on in the cities of Washington 
and Alexandria,* especially in the latter, where 
is a large receptacle for the securing of slaves 
purchased in this District and the surrounding 
country; from which they are, from time to time, 
shipped to supply the markets in the southern 
and southwestern ports of the United States. I 
need not say that what is usually connected with 
‘the slave trade elsewhere is connected with it 
here—the forced and final separation of parents 
and children, of brothers and sisters, of husbands 
and wives—the utter annihilation of all the en- 
dearing relations of human life, and substitution 


cipal newspapers in this city: 
“CASH FOR TWO HUNDRED NEGROES, 
` Including both sexes, from twelve to twenty-five years of 
age. Persons having servants to dispose of will find it to 
their interest to give me a call, as I will give higher prices, 
in cash, than any other purchaser who is now in this mar- 
ket. I can atall times be found at the Mechanics’ Hall, 
now kept by B. O. Sheckle, and formerly kept by Isaac 
Beers, on Seventh street, a few doors below Lioyd’s tavern, 
opposite the Center market. All communications promptly 


attended to. 
“JAMES BIRCH, 
Washington city.” 


| 

Sor rece $ 

| * The following advertisements appear daily in the prin- 
| 

| 


i: 
| «dec 4—atf 
| “CASH FOR FIVE HUNDRED NEGROES, 
i; Including both sexes, from twelve to twenty-five years 
‘lage. Persons having likely servants to dispose of will find 
; it to their interest to give us a call, as we will give higher 
|! prices, in cash, than any other purchaser who is now or 
|| may hereafter come into market. 

“FRANKLIN & ARMFIELD. 


u Alexandria, April 6—d&tw.’? 


| 
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‘of the single relation which property beara to its 
absolute proprietor. 

Sir, shall this trade in human flesh be per- 
mitted to continue in the very heart of this 

ublic? Shall the law remain upon our statute- 
Pook, which solemnly pronounces the citizen of 
the United States who 1s found engaged in the 
slave trade upon the high seas ‘‘a pirate,” and 
dooms him to “suffer death, ’’ while here, in sight 
of this very Capitol, the same trade is carried on 
with impunity? Shall our citizens who make 
merchandise of men upon the ocean be hunted 
as outlaws, while here the same offenders against 


‘traffic unmolested? Sir, this subject demands a 
searching investigation. Will gentlemen den 
such investigation? Shall the petitions whic 


ask for it be “ nailed to the table,” or ‘* buried || sentiment there. 
in the tomb of all the Capulets?’’ I trust they || ton resolutions declares— 


-will not be thus disposed of, and that no fear of 
-“ excitement” will deter us from probing the 
subject to the bottom and administering a prompt 
and effectual remedy. 

Ihave, Mr. Speaker, spoken plainly and de- 
cidedly, because it is due to the people whom I 


e-: 
, complish at once all 


All the questions connected with this subject are 
eminently practical questions, and nothing can be 
more obvious than the danger of failing to ac- 
complish anything bya premature effort to ac- 
à tan ardent philanthropy 

may desire. 
T have said that the 


y ponie sentiment at the 
North is not understoo 


on this subject, I be- 


lieve, sir, it is greatly misunderstood. A large | 
jority of the people are opposed to certain views ` 


z 
and measures connected with the 


unt roposed abo- 
lition of slavery in the States; k 


but t 


i „at the same. time, an irreconcilable aversion to 
the human race are suffered to pursue the guilty || the institution of slavery in all its forma. The 


most conclusive evidence of this is furnished in | 


all the proceedings at the North which have been 


| 
| 


ey entertain, ` 


adverted to in this debate; as an index of public | 


|‘ be indisputable, that the condition of slavery 
ie finds no advocates among our citizens. Our laws 
: fdo not authorize it; our principles revolt against 


Thus, the preamble to the Bos- :. 
e hold the truth to: 


said, ‘‘ render under Cesar the things which are 
Cesar’s’’—a precept coincident with that which 
exhorts—* servants, be obedient to your own 
masters; not answering. again; not purloining, 
but showing all good fidelity.” the Savior 
| made it no part of his business, while upon earth, 
| to subvert the existing order of things, or to pre- 
| scribe specific regulations for the administration 
of civil government. But he came to redeem men 
, from sin—to write the law of Love upon their 
hearts—to establish principles and proclaim pre- 
cepts, before whose searching and all-pervading 
| influence the time-honored systems of injustice 
and oppression shall melt away. 
Permit me now, Mr. Speaker, to examine, for 
afew moments, some of the objections which are 
atged against the legislation of Congress on this 
subject. i l 
| Weare told, in the first place, that this is a 
"question which concerns exclusively the people 


.| of this District; that. the petitioners have no in- 


‘it; our citizens will not tolerate its. existence 


‘among them.” 
This, sir, expresses, I believe, the universal 


have the honor to represent that I should thus ' sentiment at the North on the subject. It is'a 


speak. It seems to me, sir, that the sentiments 
of the people of the North are not fairly under- 

` stood here on this subject. 2 . 
An honorable gentleman from New Hampshire 
{Mr. Prercs] has said that not one in five hun- 
dred of his constituents were in favor of the 
- object of these petitions; and other gentlemen have 
' been understood to assert that the great mass of 


; an 


sentiment which is not the production of a momen- 
tary excitement, but is deeply seated in the sober 

settled convictions of the public mind. And, 
sir, let me assure gentlemen that no expressions 
of disapprobation in regard to the measures of 
“« Abolitionists,’’ or doubts as to the practicabil- 
ity of immediate emancipation, are to be taken as 


evidence that the “principles” of the northern | 


the northern people are opposed to any action of people have ceased to ‘revolt against” slavery; 


Congress upon the subject. To sustain this view 
of the matter, the resolutions of public measures 


or that they will not avail themselves of ever 
suitable occasion to discuss it as well as of all 


atthe North, disapproving certain measures of reasonable and constitutional means of remedying 
the Abolitionists, have been adverted to. I am _ theevil. The slavery of the States they know 
well aware, sir, of the import of these resolu- they cannot reach but by moral influence, and 


- tions, and think I understand something of the 
nature of that public sentiment which the 
dicate. And I must be permitted to say 
believe gentlemen are much mistaken in suppos- 
ing that they furnish evidence that the general 


sentiment at the North is opposed to the favor- | 
able action of Congress upon the memorials which 


are now on your table. No, sir; the meetings 
which adopted the resolutions in question were 
got up with no reference to this subject. What 
are the facts? The southern country had been 


suddenly flooded from the North with anti-slav- ; 


ery publications; and northern meetings were, 
thereupon, convened to disavow a participation 
in the obnoxious measure, and to express their 
disapprobation of it. This they did, indeed, in 
strong, decided language. But let not gentlemen 
mistake the import of all this. It was the meas- 
- ure to which I have alluded which brought into 
existence these meetings, and it was this against 
which their proceedings were mainly directed. 
The question of the abolition of slavery and the 
slave trade in thie District was not agitated. It 
` is not so much aa alluded to in the resolutions of 
' the Philadelphia, New York, or Boston meetings; 
tut tHe doctrine of ance” Ca ciara and the 
“ extravagant i to use language 
cf the New York resolutions) of the Abolition- 

’ ists, Constitute the burden of them all. . 
Sir, there are very many of those who are dis- 
posed to press upon Congress the duty of granting 
the prayer of these petitions, who did not and do 
not approve the views and measures to which I 
have adverted; and it is due to frankness to say, 
sir, that I am among that number. I have never 
been able to perceive the expediency or propriety 
of attempting to inundate the South with even un- 
exceptionable publications on this subject, much 
less those having a direct tendency to excite the 
piseons of the slave, and tempt him to force the 
‘bondage which it is riot for him to break, but for 
ohers to unloose. I admire, indeed the purity 
of the philanthropy which seeks to abolish the 
ieetitaion of slavery, and elevate the degraded 
children of Africa from the condition of property 
“to the privileges of men; but I deplore its often 
misdirected zeal, and déeprecate the reaction which 
it is calculated to produce. The abolition of 
slavery in the States must. be their own work. 
o convince them that the whole system is ruin- 


ous and wrong is rot the labor cf a day or year. |! that be.’’ 


in- | 


at I || 


1 
$ 


that influence they think canbe made most effect- 


pu as within the competency of national legis- 
ation, and hold themselves, in common with the 
whole country, directly responsible for its con- 
tinuance. And I need hardly say that there is a 
very general desire that measures may be imme- 
| diately taken, looking to its final abolition; and 
| especially that what has, by almost the whole 
civilized world, come to be accounted piracy upon 
-the high seas, shall no longer be suffered to go 
Ce and unmolested in the capital of this 
ie. ae : : 
he venerable member from Massachusetts 
(Mr. Apams] has said, and said truly, that oppo- 
sition to slavery is, with the people of the North, 
a religious principle. - An honorable gentleman 
from Virginia (Mr. Jones] replies by asking, 
with emphasis, whether it is the religion of the 
: Savior of men? - Sir, E did not expect to hear 
such a question seriously prepounded here. 
pa not pre F aia a ie arias oe re- 
igion olding of human beings as 
ergs. Why, sir, what is the great leading 
moral preespt put forth by that Savior, whose 
name is thus invoked to sanction the practice of 
slavery? 
‘All things whatsoever ye would that men 
should do unto you, do ye even so to them.” 
`- Sir, I will attempt no commentary on this pre- 
| cept. It needs none. I willonly say that it con- 
tains the seminal principle of the pure and elevated 
morality of the Christian system—a morality so 
congenial with -the spirit, and so constantly en- 
forced by the example of its Divine Author while 
upon earth. - pin Recte d 
-Now, sir, let gentlemen show me that Africans 
are not.‘ meni,’ and I will give up the argument. 
But, until this is done—-until the decldration is 
blotted from the Book of Revelations;.that ‘* God 
hath made df one: blood all- nations of men, to 
dwell on all the face of the earth;’’ and until this 
great truth ceases to find a response in every hu- 
man bosom, shall slavery stand rebuked by this 
all comprehensive and sublime précept.of the Sa- 
vior of man... | : CES B® 
. Buty sir, the: religion which contains this pre- 
cépt also enjoins submission to the “powers 
The same mouth which: uttered it 


ual through kind and - respectful, though earnest : 
and urgent appeals to the southern interest and the | 
southern conscience. But slavery kere, they re- | 


terest in it, and have no more night to ask Con- 
gress to abolish slavery here, than they have to 


! petition the Legislature of Virginia to abolish it 
, within her limits. 


| Sir, the people who have signed these petitions 


:| regard themselves as citizens, not only of the par- 


| ticular States in which they reside, but of the Re- 
| public. Every interest within the scope of the 
egislation of Congress is their interest. Every 
i thing which concerns this territory concerns them; 


| its police; the value and security of the, public 
' property within its limits; and the safety of the 


| re 
Al This is the eroine 
|, What may be the al 


resentative bodies annually assembled here. 
capital of a great Republic. 
solute or relative increase of 
its slave population, or how much it may effect 
the future condition of this District, cannot easily 
| be foreseen. That population amounted, in 1830, 
to more than 6,000. The time may come when 
it will amount to ten times that number.. And is 
it of no importantes to our country whether. its 
capital shall be surrounded by a mass of hardy, 
independent freemen, ready to peril their lives in 
-defending it, as well as themselves, from the in- 
vasion of a foreign Power, or whether it ‘shall be 
guarded by 60,000 slaves, who, instead of rally- 
ing in its defense, may. hail the invader as an 
angel of deliverance from their bondage? | And 
is not this subject invested with additional inter- 
est when it is considered that the Congress of the 
United States will be surrounded by such anamount 
of sucka population? Have the petitioners, then, 
as a part of the American people, no interest in 
this question? ara . 
And then, too, there is the character of the coun- 
try, as it may be affected by the institutions within 
the territory, where the legislative power of that 
country is supreme. Is slavery tolerated in this 
‘District? The petitioners feel themselves, in 
some sense; responsible for it. Is merchandise 
made of men, within sight of the Capitol. in which 
their. Representatives, are assembled, afid on 
whose. summit wave the stripes and stars of free- 
dom? : As Americans, they keenly. feel the re- 
-proach, and instinctively reach forth their hands 
-to wipe out the stain from the escutcheon of their 
-country. SG es E . 
But, in the second place, it is asserted that Con- 
pra no right to legislate on this subject; that 
owever great may be the evil of slavery or the 
slave trade within this District, it-is an-evil which 
-must be. borne, since: authority to: remedy it is 
‘not to-be found-among the powers granted in the 
Constitution. 


And what are the powers of Congress touching 
this subject? - Is it true that Congress is author- 
ized to extend its legislation to the high seas, 
even to the very coast of Africa, and to. prohibit 
“the traffic in slaves, under the penalty of death, 
while it is powerless to reach the same evil in the 
_very heart of the Republic? If the. t of 
wers must be so construed—if there 13 clearly 
-no authority by which the Government ean act 
in this matter, then must we submit to the evil, 
and waitan amendment of the Constitution which 
| ghall makeit consistent with itself; and save the 
country from reproach. >- tee ed 
: Bat, ir, foruunately for the country, the Con- 
stitution, through which we derive our powers, 
| is not thus defective. The power to legislate 


84 


a 


APPENDIX TO THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


[December 23, 


247H Coxe... lsr Sess. 


Slavery in the District of Columbia—Mr. Slade. 


Ho. or Reps. 


his subject is granted; and that, not by '| An honorable gentleman from Virginia [Mr. 
remote implication, but in terms af obvious and | Waise] finds various grounds of implied exclu- 
familiar import. The eighth section of the first sion in the Constitution. 
article gives to Congress authority ‘to exercise tain admitted exceptions to the legislative power 
lation, in all cases whatsoever, over 
rsuch Distriet (net exceeding ten miles square) enumerates, and thereupon proceeds to infer, from 
tas may, by cession of pardcular States, and the the fact of these exceptions, that the power in 
faeeopianee of Congress, become the seat of question is also excepted. 
‘Government of the United States.” Thus he says that Congress is prohibited by 

In the first place, let it be observed, the power the Constitution from suspending the writ of 
of Conczress to legislate in this District is erclu- habeas corpus, from passing a law respecting the 
size. There is no other jurisdiction, either con- establishment of religion, and from abridging the 
current or conflicting. The jurisdiction of Vir- freedom of speech and of the press, or the right 
ginia and Maryland, from which this territory of the people to be secure in their persons, houses, 
was acquired by cession, i8 as perfectly excluded papers, and effects, &c., and asks if these prohi- 
as is the authority and jurisdiction of the Empe- Gators do not extend to the power of Congress 
ror ofall the Russias. to legislate for this District?) Most certainly 

The exclusive character of the jurisdiction being they fo; but it is for the obvious reason that they 
apparent, the next question is, whatisitsextent? are unlimited in their terms, and of course neces- 
The answer is, in the language of the grant, that sarily extend to the whole legislation of Congress. 
it extends to “all cases whatsoever. >? The Is there any such limitation of the power in ques- 
framers of the Constitution could have employed tion? Why, when the convention was in the 
no language of more comprehensive import than 
this—“all cases whatsoever.” But are there no 
limitations to this? Certainly. The grant is 
subject to the limitations which are incident to 
all legislative power. There are many things 
which no Legislature can rightfully do. It can- 
not pass an er post facto law. It cannot, by a 
mere act of legislation, transfer the property of 
one individual to another. It cannot authorize 
the commission of crime. Thesc, and such like 
limitations, exist in the present case, not because 
of anything in the language of the grant, but be- 
cause they are inherent, in the very nature of all 
legislative power. 

Now, will it be seriously contended that the 


toon t 


Serclusive legis 


had been granted to Congress, in the eighth sec- 
tion of the first article of the Constitution, did 
they omit to limit specifically the power of legis- 
lation ‘in all cases whatsoever,” which had been 
granted to Congress in reference to this District? 
Again: the gentleman from Virginia says, if I 
rightly understand his argument, that the pro- 
vision of the Constitution, that ‘the citizens of 
each State shall be entitled to all privileges and 
immunities of citizens in the several States,” 
necessaril 
and that Congress must be understood to be pro- 
hibited from disfranchising here the citizens of 
the several States; that is, that it cannot deprive 
abolition of slavery and the slave trade is em- them of the privileges of citizens of the District 
braced within these implied limitations of legis- whenever they come into it. It is truc it cannot, 
lative power? Is it not within the competency because there would be a gross and glaring ab- 
of ordinary legislation? Have not slavery and  surdity in securing, as the Constitution does, the 
the slave trade been abolished by many States right of citizenship in cach State, to citizens of 
of this Union; and that, not upon the ground, as every other State, and, at the same time, deny- 
has been suggested in debate, of interest merely, ing the rights of citizenship in this District—the 
but because, when thoroughly examined, the common property of all the States—to the citi- 
pretended right to hold and transfer men as prop- zens of those States. And, besides, the very act 
erty has been found to rest on no substantial of constituting this ten miles square a district of 
foundation? Indeed, the opposers of these peti- the United States, necessarily gives to the citi- 
tions themselves, by laboring as they do to derive zens of each and all the States common rights in 
a prohibition to legislate on this subject from the it; not the rights which they enjoy in their re- 
Constitution, and from the reservations in the | spective States—as the termsin which the gentle- 
cessions of this territory, manifestly betray an ` man states his argument would seem to imply— 
unwillingness to trust the claim to exemption |’ because that would constitute twenty-four ai er- 
from congressional legislation to the natural limi- |: ent rules of action, but the right of each resident 
tation of legislative power. i and sojourner here, of being protected by the 
It is said, indeed, by the gentleman from Vir-, laws made for the District, and the whole Dis- 
ginia, (Mr. Wise,] that the States which have trict. 
abolished slavery ‘‘have not violated the great . 
‘ principle of vested rights by taking slave prop- a citizen of Virginia who may come here, rests 
‘erty against the consent of the owners and upon a principle having no possible relation to 
‘without compensation; but that they have .. the case in question. 
merely “ adopted the post nati principle, and de- - But further: The gentleman from Virginia 
clared that rights which did exist at the time 


slaves, born after a certain future time, should be | District, can be discharged from such service or 


act of providing limitations to the powers which | 


He says there are cer- | 


of Congress in regard to this District, which he | 


the commerce and the ports of the District of 
Columbia, and if so, his inference is, that an im 

plied prohibition of the abolition by Congress of 
slavery and the slave trade in the States must 
also be taken to extend to this District. 

The first clause of the provision of the Consti- 
tution just referred to, was designed to exempt 
the exports of the country from taxation, and 
must of necessity be taken to extend to all the 
ports within it; otherwisc, the entire object of the 
clause might be directly defeated. The remaining 
clauses of the provision, it will be observed, have 
exclusive reference to the equality of privileges 
of the several States, which they aim to preserve, 


_ by prohibiting Congress from favoring the com- 


extends to the District of Columbia, | 


The exception, then, of a right to disfranchise || 


t ‘says, that no person held to service or labor ina | 
should never exist;” that is, that the issue of . State, under the laws thereof, escaping into this | 


free. Without stopping to inquire into the cor- labor, but must be delivered up to the party to ; 


“rectness of this, in point of fact, but for the pur- || whom such service or labor may be due, and that 
poses of this argument admitting it, let me ask, i| this constitutes an exception from the general 
what is the difference in principle between de- | power to legislate “ in all cases whatsoever,’’ for 

riving an individual of his slave by act of legis- | this District. 
haon. and of the right of the issue of that stave 
by the same act? Upon common principles an || 
absolute right to the one as properly and neces- 
sarily carries with it a right to:the other; anda 
farmer would resist as equal infringements of his 

‘yights an attempt to take away his cattle, and a 
claim to deprive him of their future progeny. 


-the right to the slave owner to reclaim his slave 
-in any and every State of. this Union, it would 
‘bea clear evasion of it, as well as a manifest ab- 
‘surdity, to deny him that right ina District which 
is the common property of the very States with- 
in which his nght of reelamation is seeured by 

It would be appropriate here to gointoanexam- |; the Constitution. The exception in ‘this case 
ination of the right which is claimed to hold men |; rests, therefore, substantially updn an express 
as property, and of the rightful extent of legisla- ||. rovision of the Constitution which, by no possi- 
tion on this subject; but it opens too broad a field |: bility of construction, can. sustain the exception 
for the present discussion, and I will not enter it. || in question. 

It thus appears that the right to legislate on the Again: The Constitution provides that ‘no 
subjects of these petitions, which is manifestly in- || ‘ tax or duty shall be laid on articles exported 
cluded within the terms of the grant of power to 
Congress, is not excluded by operation of the 
principles which form the basis of ordinary ex- 
ceptions to the power of legislation. What is 

-there, then, to exclude from the sweeping grant 
of power to legislate “ in all cases whatsoever,” 
“the power in question? 


‘by any regulation of commerce or revenue to 
| ‘the ports of one State over those of another; 

‘nor shall vessels bound to or from one State be 
‘ obliged to enter, clear, or pay duties in another.”’ 
And the gentleman from ieina contends that 
this prohibition ‘must be regarded as extending to 


‘from any State. No preference shall be given | 


i 
| 


merce, or the ports, or the navigation of one at 
the expense of another. This it might do, in 
effect, if the ports, and commerce, and navigation 
of this District might be exempted from the oper- 
ation of the clauses in question. Thus,a prefer- 
ence of the port of Alexandria over that of Balti- 
more would disturb the equality of privilege 
which the Constitution intended to preserve be- 
tween Virginia and Maryland. 

' But what has all this to do with the subject 
under discussion? The provisions with regard 
to commerce, &c., do not specifically reach it; and 
it is only, therefore, from the supposed analogy 

' between the implicd limitation of the power of 

‘ Congress in the cases cited, and the limitation 

‘ sought to be established in the present case, that 

| an argument can be drawn in favor of the latter. 

. But where is the analogy between an implied pro- 
hibition to abolish slavery in the States, and an 
express prohibition of a preference of the ports 
of one State over those of another State? There 

| is, indeed, a prohibition in both cases, but here 
the analogy ceases. If this is sufficient to estab- 
lish the position of gentlemen, let us see what 
other positions it mayestablish. Upon the same 
ground that Congress is prohibited from abolish- 
ing slavery in the State of Virginia, for example, 
it 1s also prohibited from forbidding in that State 
the sale of lottery tickets, and the practice of 
gambling, and the crime of kidnapping. But 
could it not have enacted a prohibition of these 
practices in the city of Alexandria, the moment it 
was ceded to the United States? Could it not, 
in fact, have rendered valueless establishments 
for gaming, and receptacles for the kidnapped, 
which had been erected under the sanction of the 

-laws of Virginia, if those laws had permitted such 

ractices? Would the gentleman from Virginia 
ave exclaimed against the invasion of vested 


i| rights, the taking of private property for public 


| use without compensation ? 
| Again: The gentleman from Virginia says, the 
“local legislature of this District cannot enter 
| into any treaty, alliance, or confederation, grant 
; letters of marque and reprisal, cpin money,” &c., 
and infers, if | understand him, that, because this 
disability results, as he supposes, by implication, 
from the inhibition to the States of the exercise 
of these powers, therefore the assumed disability 
-of Congress to abolish slavery and the slave trade 
in this District may, in like manner, result from 
its want of power to put an end to these evils in 
- the States. 


in i e | The whole of this argument rests on a false 
I admit it does, and why? Plainly | 
| because the Constitution having expressly secured : 


-supposition with regard to the source of the 
inability of Congress, as a Legislature for this 
District, to make treaties, grant letters of marque, 


‘and coin money; and falls to the ground when it 


is perceived that that inability results not from 
| the inhibition to. the States of the exercise of 
such powers, but from their utter inconsistency 
; legislate over this District was granted, and the 
relation which the District evidently bears to the 
| Union. 

| The gentleman from Virginia next proceeds to 
: lay down the following general rules to restrain 
| legislation over this District: : 

| 1. “That nothing which Congress 1s expressly 
eis by the Constitution from doing as & 
| « National Legislature, can it do as a local legis- 
‘lature for the District of Columbia. 


| 
| 
t 
ER 
i with both the purposes for which the power to 
| 
| 


2. « That all the duties and obligations which 
‘ the States are bound by the Constitution to dis- 
‘charge and observe, from one to the other, the 


t District of Columbia, or ite legislature, is bound 
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‘to discharge and observe towards the States 
‘respectively. ae 

3. “ That the local legislature of the District 
‘of Columbia can do no act, or s no law, 
‘which the States are prohibited from doing or 
‘passing by the Constitution.” 

And how, let it be asked, do these rules affect 
the present question? No express prohibition to 
legislate on the subject of State slavery is found 
in the Constitution, unless it be inthe amendment 
which provides that ‘the powers not delegated 
tothe United States by the Constitution, nor pro- 
hibited by it to the States, are reserved to the 
States respectively, or to the people.” But if. 
Congress cannot legislate an the subject of slavery | 
in this District, because the right to legislate upon | 


it in the States is ‘‘ reserved to the States,” how , 
is it to legislate for the District at all? The sub- ` 

yberision for the District are | 
subjects upon which Congress has no power to | 
legislate for the States, and are, therefore, accord- . 


iects of every-da 


ing to the gentleman’s argument, subjects on 
which it has no right to legislate here. 

And how does the gentleman’s second rule 
touch this subject? Are the States bound by their 
‘duties and obligations” towards each other, to 
refrain from abolishing slavery and the slave trade 
ihin their respective limits? Nobody pretends 


| 

Many States have done it, and many more may 
yet do it, for anything that can be found to the ' 
contrary in the Constitution. And can any greater 
evil result to any of the slave States from the : 
exercise of a power by Congress to abolish sla- 
very and the slave trade within the limits of this 
District, than would result from the exercise, by 
the States, of their admitted power of doing the , 
same thing within their limits? May not Mary- , 
wand, for example, if she chooses, put an end to | 
these evils within her limits? And would not | 
he exercise of the power be as dangerous to the | 
peace of the South, as would be the exercise of 
the same power by Congress in regard to this 
District? 

And has the gentleman’s third rule a more ap- 
propriate application to the present question than 
either of the others? To what purpose, in refer- 
ance to this argument, is it to say that Congress 
zan Te no law in reference to this District 
which the States are prooi from passing? 
Are the States prohibited from passing laws 
abolishing slavery and the slave trade within 
their respective limits ? 
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soever,’ is not restrained by any natural limit- 
ations of legislative power, nor by any express 
| or implied limitations to be found in the Const- | 
' tution, the question arises, Whereis the limitation | 
‘to be found for which gentlemen so earnestly | 
contend? I am answered, in the acts of cession, | 
by which the States of Virginia and Maryland 
ceded the territory which forms this District to 
the United States. These acts, say gentlemen, 
are conclusive upon the subject. Letus see, then, 
if these States did, in making the cessions, actually 
impose restrictions at variance with the plain lan- 
guage of the Constitution, and whether Congress 
nepred grants thus restricted. 
The cession from Virginia was made by actof | 
the Legislature of that State, on the 3d`of De- | 
cember, 1789, in the following words:* 


& Be it enacted by the General Assembly, That a tract of 
country, not exceeding ten miles square, or any lesser | 
quantity, to be located within the limits of the State, and 
in any part thereof, as Congress may, by law, direct, shall 


; full and absolute right, and exclusive 
of soil as of persons residing or to resi 


article of the Constitution of the Government of the United 
| States.” 


United States ‘‘ exclusive jurisdiction of soil and 
persons residing or to reside thereon,’’ and adds, 
“ pursuant to the tenor and effect of the eighth 
section of the first article of the Constitution of 
the Government of the United States;’’ that is, 
pursuant to that part of the Constitution which, 


as we have seen, expressly grants to Congress | 
the power “* to exercise exclusive legislation inall |! 
Here, then, instead of a re- | 


cases whatsoever.’’ 


striction of the jurisdiction contemplated in the 
Constitution, there is, both in direct terms and 
by reference to that instrument 
clear confirmation of it. 


followa this grant, that contains the limitation 
contended for. Let uş see. The proviso is as 
| follows: ý 


strued to vest in the United States any right of property in 

the soil, or to affect the rights of individuals therein, other- 
| Wise than the same shail or may be transferred by such in- 
dividuals to the United States.” 

_ Now, sir, is it not apparent, upon the slightest 
| inspection of this proviso, that it limited the 
' grant only so far as it extended to the soil, and 

was designed merely to protect the rights of indi- 


The gentleman from Virginia says the Consti- 
tution declares that ‘‘ private property shall not 
be taken for public use without just compensa- 
tion.” Supposing this to have any application 
to the present case, it only involves the inquiry, 
whether slaves can be rightfully emancipated by 
tegislative authority without providing a just 
compensation to their masters. This touches a ; 
question which I will not now discuss, namely: | 
what is the fdundation of the right to the slave, 
which is said to be vested in the master? Con- 
gress, however, are not asked to take private | 
property for public use; but to free the African | 
from the unnatural condition of being the prop- | 


walled on todo. We are asked to prohibit men : 
from making merchandise of their fellow-men; | 
from buying and selling them “to get gain.” 
Do gentlemen talk of a compensation to the 
slave merchant for the loss of such a privilege? 
Do they even touch the subject of the slave trade 
within this District? Dare they do it? Are, 
there any i 
lation on this subject? Is there any question 
about “ compensation ” involved ?—any limita- 
tion growing out of ‘the nature of society, and ; 
of government,” to which the gentleman from 
Virginia refers ?—any express or implied infringe- 
ment of the rights of the States?—any kind of 


obstacle, in short, but the want of a will in those || 


who have the power to put down this abomina- 
ble traffic? 


t vested rights ” in the way of legis- |. 


viduals therein—(that is, in the soil)—from the 
|: operation of that part of the cession which grants 
: & the tract of country” to the United States “in 
| full and absolute right?” It seems to me, indeed, 
' that, so far from limiting the grant in reference 
| to the subject-matter now under consideration, 


; from the operation of the grant, and onc only, 
| would seem to imply an exclusion of all other 
| exceptions. It is, indeed, altogether incredible, 
| that the Legislature of Virginia and Maryland 
| should have intended to restrict the United States 


by clear implication, reach the case. 
The gentleman from Virginia [Mr. Wise] gives 


: ‘their [the ceding States] consent to the purchase 
i € of places required by the Constitution, if it was 
| ‘not to give the States the power of imposing 
i ¢ condition and restraint upon your legislation 
| “over the ceded territory?’ bee 
| “The power of imposing condition and re- 
i gtraint!’? Very well. If this was the purpose, 
i the States of Virginia and Maryland of. course 
understood it, and would take care to impose in 
their grants all the conditions and restraints upon 
the legislation of Congress which they thought 
| proper; and to do itso plainly, that even the way- 
| faring man need noterr in regard to them. Now, 
where are the conditions and restraints on which 
gentlemen rely? I have recited the whole; and 
who will say that they embrace any restraintupon 


i 
i 
$ 


Having thus attempted to show that the power 
of Congress to legislate on the subjects of these 
petitions, obviously included in the power to ‘ex- 
ercise exclusive legislation in all cases what- 


* The grant from Maryland was made on the 19th of De- 
cember, 1791. It is in the same language as the grant from 
Virginia, and is limited by the same proviso. 


be, and the same is hereby, forever ceded and relinquished ,: 
to the Congress and Government of the United States, in | 
 janisdicuon, as well |; 
ide thereon, pursuant || 
to the tenoy and effect of the eighth section of the first | 


This grant, it will be perceived, transfers to the | 


„an express and <; 


' But, say gentlemen, there is a proviso which |; 


“ Provided, That nothing herein contained shall be con- | 


| this very proviso does, in effect, confirm it; since | 
an express exception of one species of right i; 


| States in their power over the subject of slavery, || 


arty of another, to the end, not that he may be-. | without using language which would directly, or |; 


zome the property of the public, but the propri- |: 


etor of himself. But this is not all that we are ll additional force to thin argument by asking— | 


ii Why was the cession required? Why was | 


Ho. or Rers. 


the power of Congress touching the subject under 
consideration? Is not the omission, upon the 
gentleman’s own view of the subject, decisive of 
the question? 
| But thegentleman, having looked into the grant, 
' and seeing that no such “condition and restraint”? 
| was imposed there, seeks to find it in ‘the nature 
of society and government in Maryland and Vir- 
ginia;’’ which he says is ‘‘ofitself, independent of 
conditions expressed in the acts of cession, suffi- 
cient to restrain your powcr of legislation over 
this subject.” Thus, at one moment, a cession 
was provided for in the Constitution, to the end 
that the ceding States might impose condition and 
restraint upon the legislation of Congress; and at 
the next, “the nature of society and government 
in Maryland and Virginia, is of itself a sufficient 
restraint,” without anything expressed in the 
grant. ; 
But, Mr. Speaker, what is the condition of the 
people of this District in regard to this important 
subject, if the power contended for itis not granted 
to Congress? Maryland and Virginia, possess- 
ing the power to abolish slavery and the slave 
i trade within their respective limits, had the power 
| of doing it within the territory which now com- 
| poses this District. But they possess it no longer. 
‘| This jurisdiction here is extinguished. The in- 
|| habitants of the territory are transferred to the 
|| United States, entirely divested of all civil juris- 
i diction; with no power to legislate on this or any 
i other subject, but subjected to ‘the exclusive 
i legislation” of Congress in “all cases whatso- 
: ever.” However much they may, at any time, 
desire to free the territory from. the curse of sla- 
very and the slave trade, they are powerless. For 
anything that they can do, by the force of law, 
they and their children, and their children’s chil- 
dren, to the latest time, must be doomed to ses 
among them a traffic which makes merchandise 
of the bodies and the souls of their fellow-men; 
which marches through their streets, chained to- 
ether, companies of human beings destined to 
the slave-prison and the slave-ship; and which 
agonizes their moral sensibilities by a severance 
of all the ties which bind man to his fellow-man 
in the most valued and endeared relation of hu- 
ower given to Con- 


man life. 

I have thus shown that the iP 
gress over this subject, by the general grant in 
the Constitution, is affected, neither by the nat- 
ural limitations to the exercise of legislative 
power, nor by any limitation, express or implied, 
in the Constitution itself, nor by any contained 
| in the cessions of this territory by the States of 
Maryland and Virginia. 

But the petitioners are here met with another 
| objection to granting the prayer of these petitions. 
u Itis made a question of public safety. o begin 
the work of abolishing slavery, and to banish the 
i detestable traffic in human flesh from this Dis- 
i| trict, will, we are told, tend to excite a spirit of 
insurrection in the southern States; and Fue: 
men give full rein to their imagination in depict- 
ing the horrors of rape, rapine, and murder which 
will follow. Ido not permit myself to doubt the 
perfect eee | of gentlemen m these gloomy 
forebodings. 1 know they are in a position to 
see what I cannot see and fecl. I will not allow 
myself to trifle with their views or feelings on 
this subject, though I must be permitted to doubt 
the correctness of the one and the justness of the 
other. 

And may I not well doubt? It is true I do not 

rofess a very familiar acquaintance with the dis- 
ition of the slave population, or the probable 
influence upon them of a discussion of, and action 
upon, this subject. And while I would hesitate 
to oppose my own individual opinion to the as- 
sertions of honorable gentlemen so. confidently 
made, they must permit me to confront them, not 
altogether with my own opinions, but with the 
authority of intelligent and respectable slavehold- 
ers themselves. , 

I hold in my hand a petition presented to this 
House in the year 1828, signed by more than 
eleven hundred citizens of this District, praying 
for the abolition of slavery and the slave trade 
within its limits. It was referred to the Commit- 
tee for the District of Columbia, and remained un- 
acted on until the last session, when it was called 
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: aay 
up, on motion of an honorable member from New 
Hampshire, (Mr. Hvssarp,] and ordered to be | 
nrinted, with the names of the signers. I send 


it to the Chair, and ask that it may be read by 


the Clerk. Be Ie, 
Here Mr. GARLAND, of Virginia, interposed, 


and said he should object to the reading of that 
and all other petitions on the subject, unless the 
entleman used it as a part of his argument. 

Mr. SLADE replied that he intended so to use 
it, and should read it himself, but, being ex- 
hausted, he wished it read by the Clerk. 

Mr. GARLAND withdrew his objection, and 
consented to the reading, as an act of courtesy to 


Mr. S. 

The petition was then read by the Clerk, as 
follows : 

« To the Honorable the Senate and House of Representatives 
of the United States of sImerica in Congress assembled: 
« We, the undersigned, citizens of the counties of Wash- 

ington and Alexandria, in the District of Columbia, beg 
leave 1ọ call the attention of your honorable body to an 
evil of scrious magnitude, which greatly impairs the pros- 
perity and happiness of this District, and casts the re- 
proach of inconsistency upon the free institutions estab- 
lished among us. 

“ While the laws of the United States denounce the for- 
eign slave trade as piracy, and punish with death those who 
are found engaged in its perpetration, there cxists in this 
District, the seat of the National Government, a domestic 
slave trade scarcely less disgraceful in its character, and 
even more demoralizing in its influence. For this is not, 
like the former, carried on against a barbarous nation; its 
victims are reared up among the people of this country, 
educated in the precepts of the same religion, and imbued 
with similar domestic attachments. 

“ These people are, without their consent, torn from their 
homes; husband and wife are frequently separated and sold 
into distant parts; children are taken from their parents 
without regard to the ties of nature; and the most endear- 
ing bonds of affection are broken forever. 

« Nor is this traffic confined to those who are legally slaves 
for life. Some who are entitled to freedom, and many who 
have a limited time to serve, are gold into unconditional 
slavery; and, owing to the defectiveness of our laws, they 
are generally carried out of the District before the necessary 
steps can be taken for their release. 


“© We behold these scenes continually taking place among : 


us, and lament our inability to prevent them. The people 


of this District have, within themselves, no means of legis- ; N a 
| lished documents of this ni ¢ 
| that it purports on its face to be a petition of in- 


lative redress, and we, therefore, appeal to your honorable 
body, as the only one invested by the American Constitution 
with the power, to relieve us. 


« Nor is it only from the rapacity of slave traders that | 


the colored race in this District are doomed to suffer. Even 
the laws which govern us sanction and direct, in certain | 
cases, a procedure that we believe is unparalleled in glar- 
ing injustice by anything at present known among the Gov- 
ernments of Christendom. An instance of the operation 
of these laws, which occurred during the last summer, we 
will briefly relate: 

“A colored man, who stated that he was entitled to 
freedom, was taken up as a runaway slave and lodged in 
the jail of Washington city. He was advertised, but no 
one appearing to claim him, he was, according to law, put 
up at public auction for the payment of his jail fees, and 
sold asaslave for life! He was purchased by a slave trader, 
who was not required to give security for his remaining 
in the District, and he was soon alter shipped to Alexandria 
for one of the southern States. 
some benevolent individuals to have the sale postponed 
until his claim to freedom could be investigated, but their 
efforts were unavailing; and thus was a human being sold 
into perpetual bondage at the capital of the freest Govern- | 
ment on earth, without even a pretense of trial, or an alle- | 
gation of crime. 

« We blush for our country while we relate this disgrace 
ful transaction, and we would fain conceal it from the | 
world, did not its very enormity inspire us with the hope 
that it will rouse the philanthropist and patriot to exertion. 
We have no hesitation in believing your honorable body 
never intended that this odious law should be enforced ; | 
it was adopted with the old code of Maryland, from which, 
we believe, it has been expunged since the District was 
ceded to the General Governinent. 

“The fact of it having been so recently executed, shows 
the necessity of this subject being investigated by a power 
which we confidently hope will be ready to correct it. 

“« We are aware of the difficulties that would attend any 
attempts to relieve us from these grievances by a sudden 
emancipation of the slaves in this District, and we would, 
therefore, be far from recommending so rash a measure. 
But the course pursucd by many of the States of this Con- 
fedacy, that have happily succeeded in relieving themselves 
from a similar burden, together with the bright example 
which has been set us by the South American Republics, , 
proves most conclusively that a course of gradual emanci- 
pation, to commence at some fixed period, and to take | 
effect only upon those who may thereafter be born or rc- i 
moved into the District, might be pursued without detri- 


ment to the present proprietors, and would greatly redound |: 


to the prosperity and honor of our country. 


« The existence among us of a distinct class of people ; : 


who, by their condition as slaves, are deprived of almost j 
every incentive to virtue and industry, and shut out from 
many of the sources of light and knowledge, has an evi- 
dent tendency to corrupt the morals of the people, and to j 
damp the epirit of enterprise, by accustoming the rising 


l 


An attempt was made by |! 
, northern prejudices” on the subject. 
: are in the midst of slavery, and understand what 
i itis. 


generation to look with contempt upon honest labor, and to 
depend for support too much upon the labor of others. Tt 


prevents a useful and industrious class of people from set- 
tling among us, by rendering the means of subsistence more 
precarious to the laboring class of whites. 

‘Tt diminishes the resources of the community by throw- 


ing the carnings of the poor into the coffers of the rich; 


thus rendering the former dependent, servile, and improvi- 
dent, while the latter are tempted to become, in the same 
proportion, luxurious and prodigal. 

& That these disastrous results flow from the existence of 


' slavery among us, is sufReicntly conspicuous when we con- 


trast the languishing condition of this District, and the sur- 


' rounding country, with the prosperity of those parts of the 


Union which are less favored in point of elimate and loca- 
tion, but blessed with a free and industrious population. 

ss We would, therefore, respectfully pray that these griev- 
ances may claim the attention of your honorable body, and 
that a law of Congress may be enacted, declaring that all 
children of slaves, born in the Distriet of Columbia after 
the 4th day of July, 1828, shall be free at the age of twen- 
ty-five years, and that those laws which authorize the sell- 
ing of supposed runaways for their prison fees or mainte- 
nance may be repealed. 

& And, also, that laws may be enacted to prevent slaves 
from being reinoved into this District, or brought in for sale 
here or transportation ; without, however, preventing mem- 
bers of Congress, resident strangers, or travelers, from 
bringing and taking away with them their domestic ser- 
vants.” 

Mr. PATTON inquired whether the gentleman 
from Vermont could inform him how many of 
the signers were slaveholders? 

Mr. GARLAND made a further inquiry, 
whether the gentleman from Vermont knew if 
they were all inhabitants of the District? 

Mr. SLADE replied, he could not inform the 
gentleman how many of the signers were slave- 

_holders. He personally knew some of them, and 
knew them to be owners of slaves. The list of 
names, some of which he read, embraced men of 
all the professions and employments in the Dis- 
trict—judges, lawyers, physicians, merchants, 
mechanics, and laborers. 

As to the question (said Mr. S.) whether all 
the signers were inhabitants of the District, I can- 
not, of course, answer it. I can only say that 


,, the petition was presented to this House seven 


years ago, and has remained on file in the clerk’s 
office ever since, open to inspection; and that it 
has been, during the past year, among the pub- 
ouse; and, moreover, 


habitants of this District. Under these circum- 
stances, I submit whether there is not a sufficient 
| presumption that itis what it purports to be, to 
| put gentlemen upon proof of the contrary. 
; And now, Mr. Speaker, let me entreat gentle- 


I 

! men to look into this petition. I do this the more | 
| earnestly, because they will find the names of | 
there whom, Iam persuaded, they will not . 


i; many 
' be inclined to charge either with ignorance or fa- 
naticism, but on whose truth and intelligence and 


udgment they may place the most confident re- 
anes. They state facts which they are in a 


| condition to know, and advance opinions the | 


soundness of which is not liable to be affected by 
They 


They have witnessed the slave trade, and 
| know something of its horrors; and without any 

of the doubts of gentlemen in regard to the power 
‘ of Congress on this subject, and without any of 


‘| the apprehensions with regard to the effect of its 


discussion upon the public peace and safety, 
which has been made the subject of such glow- 


‘ urgently appeal to Congress ‘as the only bod 
| invested by the American Constitution wit 


| power to relieve them.” 


' that these petitioners, sustained as they are by 
‘the concurrent supplications of their northern 
: brethren, should p 

whether the fact that eleven hundred citizens of 


: this District have signed the petition which had :; 
| just been read, is not a sufficient reply to the argu- | 
: ment which has been drawn from considerations ` 


i connected with a regard to the public safety. 
But further: the subject of the abolition of 
slavery, itis well known, was fully debated in 
i the Legislature of Virginia, in the year 1832, 
‘ when the ‘‘injustice, tyranny, and oppression ’’ 
| of the slave system were openly and boldly 
| maintained ;* and an effort was seriously made 
I 


ing descriptions and gloomy anticipations here |. 
‘and elsewhere, they fearlessly announce the truth |i 
| in regard both to slavery and the slave trade, and 


ii wrote, eminently entitle it. 


1 cA . ; commend to the honorable gentleman from South 
I submit, Mr. Speaker, whether it is not time | 


e heard and regarded; and ; 


to commence a system of abolition which should 
look to the final, and not distant, extinction of 
slavery in that State. And did that discussion 
produce any symptoms of insurrection among 
the slaves? No, sir. And why, indecd, should 
it? If you, sir, were the owner of one hundred 
slaves, and should seriously set about measures 
to give them the boon of freedom, do you think 
that the first intimation of it would beget in them 
a spirit of rebellion, and that it would rise in 
proportion as you should advance your benevo- 
lent plans towards their consummation? To sup- 

ose this, is to suppose what I want evidence to 
oas of the African race—that they are so lost 
to gratitude as to find no inducement to its exer- 
cise in such a manifestation of benevolent regard 
for them as this. 

Suffer me, sir, to dweil a few moments longer 
on the indications of opinion in Virginia on this 
subject, pending the agitation of the question in 
the Legislature of that State. While the subject 
was before a committee of the Legislature, the 


| editor of the Richmond Enquirer, a well-known 
| Jeading public journal at the seat of government 


of Virginia, said: 


& Itis probable, from what we hear, that the committee 
on the colored population will report some plan for getting 
rid of the free people of color. But is this all that can be 
done? Are we forever to suffer the greatest evil which can 
scourge our land not only to remain, but to inereave in its 
dimensions? ‘ We may shut our eyes and avert our faces 
if you please,’ (writes an eloquent South Carolinian, on his 
return from the North a few weeks ago,) ‘but there it is, 
‘the dark and growing evil, at our doors; and meet the 
‘question we must at no distant day. God only knows 
€ what it is the part of wise men to do on that momentous 
‘and appalling subject. Of this T am very sure, that the 
€ difierence—nothing short of frightful— between all that 


| < exists on one side of the Potomac, and all on the other, is 
|| towing to that cause alone. 
' €is at the heart’s core; it is consuming, and has all along 


The disease is deep-seated ; it 


‘been consuming our vitals, and I could laugh, if I could 
‘laugh on such a subject, at the ignorance and folly of the 
€ politician who ascribes that to an act of the Government, 
‘which is the inevitable effect of the cternal laws of nature. 
‘What is to be done? Oh! my God, I don’t know; but 
‘something must be done.’ 

“ Yes, something must be done ; and it is the part of no 
honest man to deny it; of no free press to affect to conceal 
it. When this dark population is growing upon us; when 
every new census is but gathering its appalling numbers 
upon us; when, within a period equal to that in which 
this Federal! Constitution has been in existence, those 


: numbers will increase to more than two millions within 


Virginia; when our sister States are closing their doors 
upon our blacks for sale ; and when our whites are moving 
westwardly in greater numbers than we like to hear of 3 
when this, the tairest land on all this continent, for soil and 
climate and situation combined, might become a sort of 
garden spot if it were worked by the hands of white men 
alone, can we, ought we, to sit quietly down, fold our arms, 


, and say to each other, ‘ Well, well, this thing will not come 


to the worst in our day. We will leave it to our cbiléven 
and our grandchildren and great grandchildren to take care 
of themselves, and to brave the storm.’ Is this to act like 
wise men? Heaven knows we are no fanaties. Wedetest 
the madness which actuated the mis des Noirs. But 
something ought to be done. Means sure but gradual, sys- 
tematic but discreet, ought to be adopted for reducing the 
mass of evil which is pressing upon the South, and will 
still more press upon her the longer itis putoff. Weought 
not to shut our eyes nor avert our faces. e And though we 
speak almost without a hope that the cominittee or the 
Legislature will do anything, at the present session, to 
meet this question, yet we say now, in the utmost sincer- 


: ity of our hearts, that our wisest men cannot give too much 


of their attention to this subject, nor can they give it too 


i soon.?? 


The honorable gentleman from Virginia will 
suffer me to commend this expression of senti- 
ment to the deliberate attention which the high 
standing and responsible position of its author, 
and the peculiar circumstances under which he 
Especially would I 


Carolina the declaration of the ‘‘ eloguent South 
Carolinian,’’ embodied in the article I have just 


‘read. The able editor of the Richmond Enquirer 


and his eloquent correspondent both had a near 
view of the evils of slavery, and describe them 


‘abolition said: It was a truth held sacred by every Amet- 


ican and by every republican throughout the world, and he 
presumed it could not be denied in that Hall, as a general 
principle, that it isan act of injustice, tyranny, and oppres- 
sion, to hold any part of the human race in bondage against 
their consent. That circumstances may exist which may 
put it out of the power of the owners for a timc to grant 
their slaves liberty, he admitted to be possible ; and if they 


_ do exist in any case, it may excuse, but not justify, the 


owner in holding them. The right ta the enjoyment cf nb- 
erty is one of the most precious, inherent, inalienable rights 


| which pertain to the whole human race, and of which they 


* The gentleman who opened the debate on the side of || can never be divested except by an act of grozs injustice.’ 
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in a language which at once attests their sincer- || article I have read, that ‘our wisest men cannot || the House has so kindly indulged me in discuss- 


ity, and commands assent to the correctness of 
their views upon this ‘* momentous and appalling 
subject.” . 

I will add, that the other leading pre at the | 
capital of Virginia, the Richmon hig, made | 
about the same time the following declaration: 

t We affirm, that the great mass of Virginia herself tri- 
umphs that the slavery question has been agitated, and 
reckons it glorious that the spirit of her sons did not shrink 
trom grappling with the monster. We affirm that, in the 
heaviest slave districts of the State, thousands have hailed 
the discussion with delight, and contemplate the distant but 
ardently desired result aa the supreme good which a be- 
nevolent Providence could vouchsafe to their country.” 


Mr. Speaker, if it was ‘* glorious” and safe for 
Virginia to ‘‘ grapple with the monster” in 1832, 
is it inglorious and unsafe for the Congress of 
the United States to grapple with the same mon- 
ster now? 

Suffer me, Mr. Speaker, to present one more 
expression of opinion on this subject. I leave 
Virginia, and go over the mountains into the val- 


ley of the Mississippi; and I there find the fol- 


give too much attention to this subject, nor can 
they give it too soon.” 


ing. 
Dany convinced, sir, that the petitioners have 


ut there is another objection sometimes urged || a right to ask us to abolish slavery and the slave 


‘against legislating on the subject of slavery, 
i which must notbe overlooked in this discussion. 


trade within this District, and that we have not 
only the right, but that it is our bounden duty 


_ Every attempt to disturb the existing relation || forthwith to commence the one, and to begin and 


of master and slave, it is said, tends to disturb || finish the other, I must ask, when the proper 
the balance of the Constitution, inasmuch as it o time shall come, that the petitions shall be refer- 


was amon 
_ of the slaves should be represented in this body. | 
|| Now, sir, in the first place, let it be observed : 
| of slavery in Virginia or South Carolina, but in 
| disturbs the balance of the Constitution only by | 
| the influence of its example upon the: laveholding | 
| States, 
| In the second place, I contend that a justexer- | 
cise of all the powers granted in the Constitution | 
l can never disturb its true balance, butis itself the 
preservation of that balance. 


|| that we are not asked to legislate on the abolition ‘| 


' the District of Columbia; and that our legislation ;; 


lowing recent resolution of the synod of Ken- | If the Constitution authorizes Congress to 
tucky upon the subject of emancipation: |, abolish slavery in the District of Columbia, and | 
a Ricacivel:. ‘iat à committee, ot ten bé appointed: tol the tendency of the exercise of that power should 
consist of an equal number of ministers and elders, whose | be to abolish slavery in the Slave states, and thus 
business it shall be to digest and a plan for the || reduce their representation in this body, it is a 
morai and religious instruction of our slaves, and for their || constitutional result of which no State has a right 


future emancipation, and to report such plan to the several | ' ; A E i 
presbyteries within our bounds, for their consideration and ': to complain. As well might we complain of the 


approval.” i 
The committee appointed under thìs resolution, | 
of whom John Brown, Esq., was chairman, and 
the Rev. John C. Young, president of Danville 
College, secretary, made a report, in which, 
among other things, they say: 
“1. A part of our system of slavery consists in depriving i 
buman beings of the right to acquire property. 2. e de- `; 
privation of personal liberty forms another part of our sys- | | 
iem of slavery. 3. The deprivation of personal security `; 
is the remaining constituent of our system of slavery.” Its 
effects are aaid to be: “1. To deprave and degrade its sub- 
jects, by removing from them the strongest natural checks 
vo human corruptton. 2. It dooms thousands of human be- 
ings to hopeless ignorance. 3. It deprives its subjects, in 
@ great measure, of the privileges of the Goepel. 4. This 
system licenses and produces greatcruelty. 5. Itproduces 
prea licentiousness ameng the slaves. 6. This system 
oralizes the whites as well asthe blacks. 7. This sys- 
tem draws down upon us the vengeance of Heaven.” 


These several points, in their order, are illus- 
trated and enforced at length Then follow | 
confutations of the various arguments of the 
defenders of the system. Then— | 

« As the conclusion of all that has been advanced, we |: 
assert it to be the unquestionable duty of every Christian to 
use vigorous aod immediate measures forthe destruction of || 
«his whole system, and for the removal of all its unhappy || 
“ffects. Both these objects should be contemplated in his | 
efforts.” i 

Mr. Speaker, is it regarded by good and intel- || 
igent men in Kentucky as safe openly to recom- 
mend a ‘destruction of the whole system of 
slavery;”? and shall we be quailing before the 
dangers of doing it in the District of Columbia? 

But, sir, I have another authority on this sub- 
ject. I return from the valley of the Mississippi || 
‘o this District, and, looking into the United | 
States Telegraph of the 4th of September last, I 
find the following. Speaking in the name of the 
southern people, the editor says: 

“ We hold that our sole reliance is on ourselves; that we 
Qave most to fear from the gradual operation on public 


opinion among ourselves; and that those are the most insid- 
ious and dangerous invaders of our rights and interests, 


i 
gi 
i 


who, coming to us in the guise of friendship, endeavor to || : 


persuade us that slavery is a sin, a curse, an evil. It is not 
true that the South sleeps on a voleano—-that we are afraid 
to go to bed at night—that we are fearful of murder and 
Pillage. Our greatest cause of apprehension is from the 
operation of the morbid sensibility which appeals to the 
conscience of our own people, and would make them the 
voluntary instruments of their own ruin.” 

So, then, the fears are not of insurrection, but 
of conseienee—not of the physical force of the 
slaves, but of the power of ‘ public opinion. 

Need I, Mr. Speaker, repeat the expression of 
my sincere conviction, that the fears expressed 
by gentlemen on this floor are groundless ? And 
is it not apparent that the true ground of fear on | 
this subject is to be found in a continuance of the 
“dark and growing evil,” so well described by 
the “eloquent South Carolinian,’’ to which our 
attention has been directed? Permit me to add, 
ın the language of the Richmond Enquirer, in the 


i fact, has been disturbed, and must be more so, by 


| tinction of it at the North. 


| 1830 was eighty-four per cent., while that of the 


abolition of slavery in the 
Great Britain, because its tendency is to produce 
the same result in the United States. Neither | 
Congress in the one case, nor Great Britain in 
the other, is under any responsibility for the | 
consequences of a rightful exercise ofpower—I 
mean a responsibility to the Constitution in the | 
one case, and the law of nations in the other. 
But, sir, the balance of the Constitution is al- 
ready disturbed in the other direction. When | 
the Constitution was adopted, the Mississippi on | 
the west, and Florida on the south, formed. the 
limits of the Confederated Republic. For any- 
thing contemplated in the Constitution, these 
boundaries formed impassable limits, beyond | 
which a slave population could not bring into 
Congress a representation upon that basis. The 
purchases of Louisiana and Florida have added 
two additional slave States, and will probably, 
ere long, add two more. And do gentlemen reflect 
| how much this has disturbed the balance of the 
| Constitution? 
But this is not all. The balance, in point of 


the great relative increase of the slave population 
of the South, and the diminution, almost the ex- 
And although this 
is not, of course, an unconstitutional increase, yet 
it is obvious that the enormous and alarming rela- 
tive increase of the slave population compared | 
with that of the whites, was not within the con- | 
templation of the men who formed the Constitu- 
tion. . : 

Thus, in the four Atlantic States south of the 
Potomac, the increase of the whites from 1790 to 


slaves was, during the same period, one hundred 
and thirty-six per cent. In South Carolina the 
disproportion was still greater; the increasc of the 
whites during the same period having been ninety- 
four per cent., while that of the slaves was one 
hundred and ninety-four per cent. 
To what results, Mr. Speaker, are the princi- 
ples which produce such a disproportionate in- 
crease of population to lead us? hat will, in 
the ess of fifty years, become of the balance 
of the Constitution?» These are questions which 
deeply concern the free States. - 

Hue there is another question which comes 
home to the slave States with tremendous and 
appalling interest. What will be their condition 
half a century hence, in reference to this subject? 
That period will roll away, and the. principles 
which govern the advance of the slave population 
will continue to operate! And Pi gentlemen 
say, ‘‘ Hands off—let us alone. e will leave it 
“to our children, and our grandchildren, and our 
‘ great grandchildren, to take care of themselves, 
‘and to brave the storm.” ; 

But, sir, I will pursue this train of thought no 
further. I leave it and with it the subject which 


est India Islands by ||. | 


g the compromises which entered into | red to a select committee, to the end that they 
the formation of that instrument, that three fifths || may have the speedy and decisive action of this 


body. It seems to me to be due to the great im- 
portance of the subject that they should be thus 
disposed of. Sir, we must not bury these peti- 
tions. And let me say to gentlemen, that sucha 
poliey will certainly defeat itself. You cannot 
smother investigation of this subject. Sir, the 
spirit of free inquiry is the master spirit of the 
age. It bows to the authority of truth and reason 
and revelation, but it bows to nothing else. It 
must have free course, and it will have it; givin, 
life and soul and energy to the march of liber 
principles, and destined to shake every institution 
on earth which does not recognize the “ inalien- 
able rights” of man, and bow to the supremacy 
of just and equal laws. . And, sir, it shall move 
onward and onward and onward, until ever 
kindred and tongue and people under heaven shall 
acknowledge and glory in the great truth that 
‘© ALL MEN ARE CREATED EQUAL.” 


SLAVERY IN THE DISTRICT. 


DEBATE IN THE SENATE. 
February 12, 1836. 


Mr. MOORE moved to proceed to the consid- 
eration of the motion of Mr. Bucnanan to reject 
the prayer of the Society of Friends, in the peti- 
tion to abolish Slavery in the District of Colum- 
bia; which being agreed to, 


- Mr. MOORE said he would be very brief in 
the remarks he was about to offer, and would not 
even now trespass at all on the patience of the 
Senate, except from the peculiar remarks from 
some of the Senators, and the high state of ex- 
citementin the section of country he came from. 
The Society of Friends had as much of his 
respect as any other class of individuals. That 
part of the Constitution authorizing the people 
peaceably to meet and consult upon their griev- 
ances, had been construed as authority to petition 
for the abolition of slavery in the District of 
Columbia. But there was no proposition or pe- 
tition before the Senate complaining of grievances 
of their own. It therefore did not apply. 
They denounced the existence of slavery; nay, 
further, they denounced all those who partici- 
| pated init. He conceived that the property in 
slaves was not only guarantied in the District of 
Columbia, but in all the slaveholding States, and 
any intermeddling in it was a violation of the 
commandment which required them to attend to 
their own concerns, and not meddle with the con- 
cerns of their neighbars. ; 
Suppose (said Mr. M.) they should petition 
for a restriction of the liberty of the press, the 
licentiousness of which he admitted. No one 
would consent to grant the prayer of such a pe- 
tition... > > : ae 
While the charges contained in these petitions 
were more particularly against the people of the 
District of Columbia, they also embraced a part 
of his constituents: and so far as his constituents 
were concerned, he entered the plea of not guilty, 


and that they were slandered. He entered the 
lea of not guilty for himself and his. colleague, 
Both of whom had bought slaves in the District 
of Columbia. Mr. M.spoke of the entire igno- 
rance of these petitioners from the North in re- 
gard to the treatment of the slaves in the South. 
The common principles of humanity would dic- 
tate humanity in the South as well as in the 
North. The slaves were well treated, fed, and 
clothed, and. well contented, if these disturbers 
of their peace and instigators of insurrection 
‘would let them alone. | nae i 
He would refer to a little book, which by acci- 
dent had fallen into his hand, . There were plates 
in it representing slaveholders in the most odious 


point of view. He would not say it was a main 
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ct in publishing this book to excit > 
Hon and insurrection; but he would not hesitate 
ta say that any man of sensibility, whether from 
the East, West, North, or South, would, on read- 
ing a paragraph in it, be excited to indignant 
feclings. Mr. M. here read several of the offen- 
sive extracts. 

In getting out instructions from a certain quar- 
ter, in order to send to the Senate and House 
of Representatives, in opposing the admission | 
of into the Union, he would like to 
know whether that opposition was founded on 


obje 


: if they differed, it was only a difference as to the 


4 


| 


e a rebel- | Their feelings and interests were the same; and | 


. mode in which the question should be disposed of; F . 
‘| the Senator from Georgia had misunderstood him, 


a difference simply as to the most expedient mode 


of stamping with disapprobation the pernicious | 


labors of these disorganizing agitators. 
he said, like the Senator from Alabama, he should 
make some exception in favor of the intentions 
of the particular memorialists whose petition was 
now undcr consideration. 


Perhaps, - 


Here Mr. K. asked, if it was not the petition , 


alone of the Friends that was under considera- 


political motives? If he were to trace that point — tion, all others having been withdrawn? and, 
to its origin, he would arouse the sensibilities of | being answered in the affirmative, he proceeded. 


some who were very sensitive. He would not, | 


He hoped even these good people would come 


therefore, say many things now he had intended ` to understand that their labors, however well 


to say. For one, he contended they had no 

right to entertain a petition praying for what he | 

conceived to be in violation of the Constitution. 
Mr. M. spoke of the restraints necessarily put 


upon the slaves in consequence of this interfer- | 
ence. At some of their meetings, they were re- i: members a mere difference of form in the manner 
mired to keep a patrol; and in some instances | of disposing of the subject, I regret exceeding] 
the slaves were necessarily restrained in assem- ;. that the Senator from Carolina has thought it 
his duty (as he doubtless has) to pass the subject | 


bling for public worship. 
The Legislature of 


intended, would be attended with the same mis- 
chievous consequences that followed the efforts 
of those who could not, in all cases, have the 
same charity extended to them. 

But (said Mr. K.) this being among the southern 


labama had been called | upon the consideration of the Senate in such form, 


upon to act, and had acted, and made a most | as not only to permit, but, in some measure, to 


solemn appeal to the Legislatures of different 
States to punish these evil-doers. 


The Executive of Alabama had made a posi- |, 


tive demand of the Executive of New York to 
deliver up a certain leader of the Abolitionists. 
But the Executive of New York had very po- 


litely declined. He had made liberal expressions | 


against the conduct of this man and those engaged 


with him; but he regretted he (the Governor of : 


New York) had declined recommending to the 
Legislature of that State the passage of a law to 
authorize him to deliver up that individual, or to 
punish him and others in that State, for exciting 
insurrections in the South, &c. If he had done 
so, the people of the South would have been bet- 
ter satisfied. The excitement in his (Mr. M.’s) 
part of the country had no parallel. 
constrained to believe there was more in these 
memorials than met the public eye. 

They were told there were many more aboli- 
tion memorials in the desks of Senators to be 
presented. They (the Abolitionists) concentra- 
ted their whole force first against the District of 
Columbia, and we may consider this (said Mr. 
M.) as nothing more than an entering wedge to 
a great scheme. 

In order that they might puta stop to this move- 
ment in its incipient stage, they should put the 
seal of disapprobation on it at once. It could not 
be done by referring it to a committee, or by lay- 
ing it on the table, but by a rejection of the peti- 
ions. x 

When the proposition from the gentleman from 
South Carolina came up, they should see who 
would come up to the sticking point. There 
could then be no non-committal on the constitu- 
tional question. 

Mr. KING, of Georgia, said, he would like to 
say a few words, if not encroaching on the busi- 
ness set apart for the day. As the remarks he 
wished to make were principally called for by the 
remarks of the Senator who had just taken his 
seat, he preferred making them then, but would 


: create, a necessity for the continued agitation of 
the subject. For he believed, with others, that 


i: Senator from South Carolina. What was the 
' object of the motion? Senators said, and no doubt 
sincerely, that their object was to quiet the agita- 
|, tion of the subject. ell, (said Mr. K.,) my 
object is precisely the same. We diffcr, then, 
i| only in the means of securing a common end, 
| and he could tell the Senators that the value of 
| the motion as a means would likely be estimated 
by its tendency to secure the end desired. Would 

| even an affirmative vote on the motion quiet the 
itation of the subject! He thought, on the 


| agi 
| BS : h h 
trary, it would much increase it. How would 


it con 


He was | it stop the agitation? What would be decided? 
| Nothing, except it be that the Senate would not | 
receive the particular memorial before it. Would | 


that prevent the presentation of others? Not at 
| a new issue for debate, which was all the Aboli- 


now expected. 


ield to the wishes of the Senate. No objection 

eing made, Mr. K. proceeded to remark, that 
he thought he had made up his mind to say not 
one word on these memorials. ` He disliked to 
participate in that which he had condemned in 
others. For the reasons just given, however, and 
for those given by other southern Senators who 
had previously offered their views briefly, it was 
poo right that he, as a southern man, should 

riefly explain the views which would induce him 
to vote against a motion, made by a southern man 
‘as a southern measure. 

Upon the general subject, his views had been 
already very well expressed by others. In fact, 
it had been well expressed in the course of the 
debate, that upon the object of the memorialists, 
their feelings, sentiments, and opinions, and also 
upon the pernicious tendency of their measures, 
there was not, nor could be, any material differ- 
ence among the members representing the south- 
ern section of the Confederacy upon that floor. 


intermission ever since the foundation of the Gov- 
ernment, and he could tell the Senator that if they 
were each to be honored by a lengthy discussion 
on presentment—an honor not heretofore granted 
i to them—they would not only continue to come 


the Government remained in existence. Wemay 
i seek occasion (said Mr. K.) to rave about our 
rights. We may appeal to the guaranties of the 
Constitution which are not denied. We may 


unmeasured denunciations against the North. We 
may threaten vengeance against the Abolitionists, 
and menace a dissolution of the Union, and all 
that. And thus exhausting ourselves mentally 
and physically, and setting down to applaud the 
spirit of our own efforts, Arthur Tappan and his 
pious fraternity would very coolly remark, ‘‘ Well, 
that is precisely what I wanted; | wanted agita- 


ently surrendertothem. I wished them, under the 
pretext of securing their own rights, to encroach 
upon the rights of all the American people. In 
short, I wish to change the issue; upon the pres- 
i ent issue we are dead. Every movement, every 


| demonstration of feeling among our own people, 


end.” This language (Mr. K. said) was not 
conjectured, but there was much evidence of its 
truth. 


Sir, (said Mr. K.,) if southern Senators were 
actually in the pay of the Directory on Nassau 
street, they could not more effectually codperate 


nothing was better calculated to increase agitation : 
|i and excitement than such motions as that of the ' 


tionists wanted; or, at any rate, the most they |: 


try. And yet (said Mr. K.) we have just been 
charged with sacrificing southern interests to 
attain a political end. (Here Mr. Moore said 


..d made some explanations.) Mr. K. said he had 
expressly understood the Senator to say that the 
object of the course of the Administration party 
was to favor the pretensions of acertain northern 
candidate for the Presidency, but accepted the 
explanation. 

It was a good maxim in politics, as well as 
private life, (Mr. K. said,) never to demand too 
much. By making unreasonable demands, we 
often lost that to which we were plainly entitled 
If the non-slaveholding States were willing to 
allow us all our rights, we should be satisfied. 
We should never leave an impregnable position 
for the doubtful prospects of a dangerous ally. 

Notwithstanding what he had said, he was not 
popoi tosay thatthe motion of the Senator from 

outh Carolina might not be entertained without 
any dangerous invasion of a constitutional right. 
It has been insisted that the memorialists bear no 
interest in the subject, and are therefore not enti- 
tled to the right of petition. We should recollect, 


: however, that the right of petition is esteemed a 


. very sacred one inthis country. And we should 


| all; it would only increase the number by making |! 
‘not change his action until he had changed his 


These petitions had been coming here without 


in the views, and administer to the wishes, of | 


make up no unnecessary issues about it. The 
people, on these matters, usually measured in 
the lump; they did not understand these nice con- 
Stitutional distinctions and parliamentary rules, 
and a refusal to receive petitions on such grounds 
would be looked upon as an arrogant attack ona 
popular right, and would be so used by the ene- 
mies of the South. 

But why were we bound to refuse to reccive 
these petitions? If he understood Senators, it 
was on two grounds; the first was, that the lan- 
guage reflected on a portion of the members. 
Now, (said Mr. K.,) every southern Senator 
feels an equal indignation at having these memo- 
rials brought before them. But he did not know 
how the memorialists, in this particular case, 
could have presented the subject at all in more 
respectful language than they have employed. 
But (he said) he was already strongly committed 
on this point, by votes given on other occasions, 
since he had been in the Senate. He could 


opinion. He considered the pretensions of the 
Senate on this subject the most dangerous and 
extraordinary ever tolerated in any representative 
Government. The doctrine, as acted on in a few 
cases in the Senate, was, that we would not 
receive any memorial that might, in the opinion 


"of the Senators, * reflect on the body, or any 


i here, but they would thicken upon us so long as | 


tion in the South. I wished to provoke the ‘ aristo- : 
cratic slaveholder’ to make extravagant demands , 
on the North, which the North could not consist: ' 


‘would the principle lead to? 


member of it.’’ On this principle, how are the 
people ever to obtain reform of abuses, originat- 
ing in the two Houses or either House? Where 
He would not 


‘dwell upon the subject, but he would put a few 


| speak of the strength of the South, and pour out i z \ 
‘habit of voting ourselves privileges, 


| plain cases, that would be well understood by 


Senators. We have (said Mr. K.) been in the 
All exclu- 


sive privileges are justly odious to our people. 


. Theyare inconsistent with the American charac- 


ter, and opposed to the genius of our institutions. 
We have voted oursclves the franking privilege, 
not during the session, as formerly, but in per- 
petuity. This privilege it was known, was some- 


times grossly abused, which would be a strong 


A 


argument for its total repeal. 

He also spoke of the purchase of books for the 
members, and referred to the practice of the mem- 
bers in paying for their newspapers out of the 
ublic money, in support of which practice he 
ad never been able to elicit any argument, ex- 


_ cept the unanswerable one of the yeas and nays. 


| The contingent expenses of the two Houses had 


| been also swelled in a few years to an enormous 


shows that upon the present issue the great body ,| 
of the people is against us. The issue must be | 
changed, or the prospects of abolition are at an : 


extent. There were other cases of more magni- 
tude which might be made the subject of com- 
plaint by the people, but he referred to these as 


' obvious cases that had been spoken of during the 


present session. Suppose, then, the people were 


_ to petition Congress to abolish the franking priv- 
` ilege, and state as a reason the enormous abuses 
; to which it is subject. Suppose they look at the 
- sum total of your contingent account, and be- 
` lieving it impossible it could be honestly expended 


li 


these enemies to the peace and quiet of our coun- <; 


for any contingencies that the Constitution w 


1986.) 
24rn Cone....1st Sess. 


Slavery in the District of Columbia —Mr. Cà 


-APPENDIX TO THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


99 


Thown, Mr. Hil 


* Steer. 


allow, pray Congress to look into the subject || what dangerous inducement to heap expensive 


and reform the abuse. According to this novel 


benefits on the District at the cost of their own 


doctrine, any Senator might rise and move that || immediate constituents? None inthe world. And 
“the memorial be not received,” because it ‘t re- | hence the alarming pictures drawn of the effects 
gon on the Senate or some of its members.” | 

| 


ir, (said Mr. K.,) I deny the whole doctrine. 
I deny it in the general, and I deny it in the par- 
ticular; I deny it in the gross, and I deny it in 
the detail. It has not one single inch of ground 
in the Constitution to stand upon. We were 
sent here todo the business of the public, and 
not to set up arbitrary codes for the protection 
of our dignity, and then be left to determine what 


dignity means. I consider true senatorial dignity | 
i| of Con 
‘| Columbia, there was à restriction upon the whole | 
| 


i 


to consist in a straightforward, independent dis- 
ch of our constitutional duties, and not in 
searching into the language employed by our 
constituents, when they ask us for a redress of 
grievances, to see if we cannot find some pretext 
to commit a fraud pon the Constitution. If the 
people thought we ; 

right plainly to tell us so, and if we found the 
charge true, we should set about a reformation; 
if untrue, we should reject their petitions on that 
account. j l l 

Mr. K. said he had spoken of this doctrine in 
a general point of view, and could not honor the 
Abolitionists so far as to suffer them to provoke 
him to a violation of the Constitution as he un- , 
derstood it. 

In the second place, it was contended that we 
should not receive the petition, because to grant 
it would be unconstitutional. Was it not appa- 
rent that this was assuming prematorely that 
which we should arrive at by an examination of 
the subject? It had been ed, why reccive the 

tition, if it were afterwards to rejected ? 
Eoriatore had asked, what was the difference be- | 
tween the two modes of ding? He would 
ask in turn, if there were no difference, why did 

entlemen insist on their motion? There was a 
ifference, however, which he thought was well 
understood. ` i i 

To refuse to receive denied the right of being | 
keard. To receive, and reject the prayer of the 
petitioner, gave the privilege of a hearing, and 


| 
| 
| 


the judgment of the Senate upon the subject. | 


This petition, he said, had been read, and its 
object considered; but not necessarily so. The 


of emancipation in this District, and in all the forts 
and arsenals in the slaveholding States, whilst 
slavery exists in the surrounding States, had not 
the slightest influence upon his deliberations upon 
the subject. The former might be admitted, and 
he had not the slightest apprehension that Con- 
gress would exercise it so long as there was virtue 


| and patriotism enough in the country to hold the 


| Governnient together. 


But, he said, without any particular distrust 


s as the legislature of the District of 


legislative power of the Union, State and Federal, 
which denied the ‘right to Congress to do that 


| | which was wished by the memorialists. This was 
il a national restriction, and extended to the District 


d done wrong they had 4 i of Columbia as well as to the States. This re- 


striction was to Be found in the fifth amendment, 
which had been referred to by others. This 
amendinent says that no person ‘‘‘shal! be deprived 


. “of life, liberty, or property, without dae process 
| Sof law, nor shall private property be taken for 


| * public use without just compensation.” ` 


© Mr. K. said he thought it might be found as 4 
historical fact, that this amendment owed its origin 
to the apprehensions of the slaveholding States 
on this subject. It was well known that 
the Constitution met with great opposition in 
the convention of Virginia. ere, some of the 
greatest men, and greatest patriots of the age, 
used every means to defeat it. Among other 
things, it was objected to by Patrick Henry and 
others, that Congress would have power under 
the Constitution to emancipate the slaves. in the 
slaveholding States. In vain did the advocates 
of the Constitution appeal to its obvious guaran- 


| ties on this subject; they still believed, or affected 


motion was perfectly in order, before reading, on 


a statement of the nature of the memorial by the | 
of the motion | 


Senator offering it, and the theo: 


was to deny the right to a consideration. This 


consideration might change an opinion previously | 
formed without it; and should not be denied be- t 3 y ; 
| and it was evident, that the private rights of the 


cause our first impressions may be against’the | 
rights of the petitioners. | 

Mr. K. said, that he believed also, after some | 
reflection upon the subject, that Congress had no | 
constitutional power to emancipate the slaves in | 
the District of Columbia, in the manner contem- | 
plated by the memorialists. He believed that | 
Congress had preciscly the same power over the | 
subject in the District of Columbia that the States | 
had. in their respective limits, and he agreed per- | 
fectly with the Senator from Virginia (Mr. Lerten] | 
that the States themselves had no power to take | 
the slave from the owner, og for public use, | 
and for a just compensation. 


construction of the proviso in the Virginia cession, ` 
as the pen import and intention of the proviso | 
was only to nope the idea that the soil was | 
transferred with the jurisdiction. But the aid of | 
this proviso was not necessary to the constitu- | 
tional argument, and he did not believe the Sen- 
ator placed much stress upon it. : : 

The argumentum ab inconvenienti also of the 
Senator from Virginia, although powerful—even | 
irresistible to prove the inexpedieney of exercis- | 
ing the power, if the power were admitted, was | 
still not sufficient, perhaps, to disprove the exist- 
ence of the power itself. 

It was the intention of the framers of the Con- 
stitution that Congress should have a very exten- 
sive legislative power over the District. Ít was | 
necessary it should have it, and it was reasonably | 
supposed that Congress could have no dangerous | 
temptation to abuse it. What inducement could | 
Congress have to oppress the helpless inhabitants 
of the ten miles square; or, on the other hand, 


e did not agree, |! 
however, with the Senator from Virginia, in his || 


|! tions, and this amon: 


to believe, that Co ss had the power under 
the general welfare doctrine so long. exploded. 
Finding that the Constitution would be adopted 
against their efforts, they then showed themselves 
consistent by preecsne and appending to the 
ratification of Virginia a bill of rights and sundry 
amendments, containing their principal objec- 
the rest. Some of the 
principles contained in the bill of rights and 
amendments were adopted by Congress, and 
others rejected. And this principle was adopted 
in the fifth amendment as before read. he 
great object was the certain security of private 
rights against the arbitrary power of legislation; 


slaveholder in the District of Columbia were in- 
consistent with the object of the memorialists. 


-He could, to be sure, imagine a state of things in 


which Congress, as the only legislative power 
for the District as a community, might interfere 
with the slaveholder at the expense of the Dis- 
trict. 
deserved our consideration. If slavery were 
abolished everywhere else in the Union, and the 
people of the District should find it a check to 
their prosperity and a curse to their community, 
Congress might, perhaps, in reference to the 
good, and supposed wishes of this District, tax 
it for the emancipation of its own slaves. The 
only question in such a case would be, whether 
emancipation-was such a public usé as that con- 
templated in the Constitution. He had given 


‘no ‘special consideration te this branch of the 


subject, and would detain the Senate no longer 
upon it. f 
He should vote against the motién of the Sen- 
ator from South Carolina, because he thought it 
useless and impolitie to be making up useless and 
unusual issues with these people, only calculated 
to give them importance and strength. And he 
should vote to reject the prayer of the petitioners, 
because he thought it inexpedient; and further, 
that Congress had no constitutional power to 
nt it. . Mo 
Mr. CALHOUN did not rise to prolong the 
debate. He had no idea that more than ten or 
fifteen minutes would have been occupied in con- 
senting, as he did, to the metion of the gentleman 
from Alabama, [Mr. Moors.) He bad heard 
the Senator from Georgia [Mr. Kano], with deep 


But the case was so remote that it scarcely || 


regret.. It was not that he feared the pernicious 
effects at home, but on account of showing & 
division here. We are (said he) but a small mi- 
nority here, and had kopen they would be united. 
He was sorry to hear that very harsh expression 
| made by that gentleman. 
| Mr. KING, of Georgia, wished the gentleman 

Mr. Catnoun] to designate any harsh expression 

e had made. 

Mr. CALHOUN did not know that he could 
repeat the very words of the gentleman, JMr. 
Kiva,] but repeated one expression he had un- 
derstood him to use, which Mr. Kine denied 
nevis used. Mr. C. was happy to learn that 

|, he had misunderstood him. 
_ Mr. C. proceeded. The petition was couched 
in calumnious language towards that gentleman’s 
: [Mr. Kino’s] constituents, as well as his (Mr. 
/C.’s.), Man stealing, &c., was charged to them 
in the petition. 
|, Did'he (Mr. C.) seek the introduction of peti- 
| tions here? No, sir. ẹ merely went for the 
, refusal of the petition. And I (said Mt. C.) have 
; been accused of siding the views of Arthur 'Fap- 
‘pan! He would not decide thie question now; 
; he would leave it to the people of the South. Had 
| any one prepared a law prohibiting the assem- 
| bring of these petitioners? No, sir, And yet they 
| were accused of a violation of refusing the right 
of petition! He was glad the gentleman from 
| Georgia (Mr. Kine had accorded in his opinion.. 
: But he would ask the gentleman from Georgia, 
i {Mr. Ewes) if he would receive such a petition 
i in the Legislature of Georgia? 
| Mr. KING answered,“ Yes.” ` 
| Mr. CALHOUN continued. I would rather 
| (said he} lay my head onthe block, than doitin my 
State. He would return the charge of agitator. 
He would repeat that, if he had known the motion 
of the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. Moorr] 
would have given rise to such a discussion, he 
would not have consented to it. f : 

He had a great deal to-say on this question, and 
would at the proper time. : 

He was determined, for one, if deserted by 
every other Senator, to stand firm on the position 
he had taken. The presidential question, in his 
opinion, was of no consequence conipared to the 
importanée of this. à a ved bw 

‘Mr. HILL. I do not (said he) objeét to many 
of the positions taken by Senators on the abstract 
quroni of northern interference with slavery in 
the South. But I do protest against the excite- 
ment that is attempted on the floor of Congress 
to be kept up against the North. 4 do protest 
against the array that is made here of the acts of 
a few misguided fanatics as the acts of the whole 
or of a large portion of the people of the North. 

| I do protest against the countenance that is here 

i given to the idea that the people of the North 

| generally are interfering with the rights and prop- 
erty of the people of the South. — -> ja 

Mr. President, the authors and movers of the 
abolition excitement at the North, so far as T have 
been able to identify them, are the same people 
who have so often attempted to move on other 
subjects of political agitation. The older ones 
might be traced through most of the exciteménts, 
from the Missouri excitement of 1816, down to 
the present time. Almost the same means bave 
been pursued in this matter that for a¢veral years 

were pursued in relation to the stepping of the 
. mails on the Sabbath during and. subdgequent-to 
the late war, and to ‘enlist the ayhipathies of the 
religious community in behalf of the “poof In- 
“dias,” within ihe ast few yon RE tha 
attempt of speculating, gambling politicians, to 
operaie on tha. prejadices o of the fanatical and the 
„credulous; and it is done through organized socie- 
ties, having the furtherance of religion: for their 
ostensible object. 

It fortunately happens, 


that never were the peo- 
ple of the North so entirely united in opinion on 
any exciting subject as they are on this question. 
The good sense of the community has utterly 
prostrated the fanatical party, so far as relates to 
any evils they can effect at home. Nine tenths 
of those who had for the moment been honestly 
deluded by the artful and the designing, have 
already disclaimed the connection. ne tas 
. The policy of the friends to the Union in the 
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State which I have the honor here, in part, to 
represent, had been not to contest the ground 
with the zealots who had embarked in a crusade 
against slavery in a country where slavery did 
not exist. They belicve that the zeal of the few 
fanatics would sooner tire, if left the entire field to 
themselves, than ifa collision was keptup. With 
all their efforts, with thousands of dollars poured 
in upon us to aid them, the malcontents made but 
few converts. There was no danger from their 
operations at home. It was not until the concen- 
trated movements of the leaders of the Abolition- 
ists at the North began to produce alarm in the 
South, that the people took the business of put- 
ting down the agitators seriously in hand. Oppo- 
sition has made them of more consideration than 
they were before: the artful leaders even now 


invite opposition, that they may cry out against , 
persecution, and enlist more or less of public ' 


sympathy; just as the missionaries to the Indians 
in Georgia sought to be imprisoned, and even re- 


fused to be released, till they found there was no , 
| violence would be done to his person if he made 


longer sympathy left for them. 


| on the ground that a large majority of those who 


here is no course that will better suit the few . 


northern fanatics, than the agitation of the ques- 


tion of slavery in the halls of Congress—nothing ' 


will please them better than the discussions 


which are taking place, and a solemn vote of | 
either branch denying them the right to prefer | 
etitions here, praying that slavery may be abol- | 


ished in the District of Columbia. 
that right at once enables them, and not without 


A denial of : 


color of truth, to cry out that che contest going | 


on is ‘a struggle between power and liberty.” 
Believing the intentions of those who have 
moved simultaneously to get these petitions up 
at this time to be mischief, I was glad to sce 
the first petition that came in here laid on the 
table without discussion, and without reference 
to any committee. The motion to lay on the 
table precludes all debate; and if decided afirm- 
atively, prevents agitation. It was with the view 
of preventing agitation of this subject, that I 
moved to lay the second set of petitions on the 
table. A Senator from the South [Mr. Sera 
has chosen a different course; he has interpose 
a motion which opens a debate that may be con- 
tinued for months. 


. the subject of the slave agitation. 


He has chosen to agitate | 


this question; and he has presented that ques- | 


tion, the decision of which, let Senatorsvote as 
they may, will best please the agitators who are 
urging the fanatics forward. 
have said the people of the North were more 
united in their opposition to the plans of the ad- 
vocates of anti-slavery, than on any other sub- 
ject. This opposition is confined to no political 
party; it pervades every class of the community. 
hey deprecate all interference with the subject 
of slavery, because they believe such interference 
may involve the existence and welfare of the 
Union itself, and because they understand the 


obligations which the non-slaveholding States | 


owe to the slaveholding States by the compact 
of confederation. Itis the strong desire to per- 
petuate the Union, it is the determination which 
every patriotic and virtuous citizen has made, in 
no event to abandon the ‘“‘ark of our safety,” 
that now impels the united North to take its 
stand against the agitators of the anti-slavery 
project. So effectually has the strong public 
sentiment put down that agitation in New Eng- 
land, that it is now kept alive Sa by the power 
of money, which the agitators 
and apply in the hiring of agents, and in issues 
from presses that are kept in their employ. 
To an interior town (Canaan) in the State of 
New Hampshire, funds were sent to establish a 
school to be devoted principally to the instruction 
of colored persons that might be sent there from 
abroad; and an attempt was made to mingle these 


eons exclusively white. This little communit 

rejected with disdain a bribe of $20,000 offered 
them. They expostulated, and entreated those 
who would force a favorite scheme of the Aboli- 
tion Society to desist: finding they could rid them- 
selves of the nuisance in no other way, the inhab- 
itants of the town and vicinity collected en masse; 
they brought with them some hundred yokes of 
oxen, and proceeded quietly to remove the edifice, 
in which the colored youth were to be instructed, 


' son who wrote and delivered an address laudatory | 


i they had broken 
‘ when the latter Power was the only barrier be- | 


- sentiment even of the city of Boston on the slave | 


i of Columbia, originates with a few persons who 
ave collected, |; 


: have issued and sent out their circulars calling 
colored persons as equals ina community of per- |: 
: lition of slavery in t 
: clergymen who have been instruments of the j; 
| agitators, have done so from no bad motive. 


to a place where it could not be used for that pur- 
pose. The removal of the building was justified 


had erected it originally fora different purpose 
had a right thus to dispose of their own property; 
and the nuisance has since been abated. 

It was in the place of my residence, at the cen- 
ter of the State, that the incendiary Thompson, 
who had been expelled from England for his 
crimes, first met sucha reception as compelled 
him in a few weeks atter to flee the country. He 
and other agitators were known to be in the vicin- 
ity; and a numerous meeting of citizens had just 
passed resolutions deprecating all interference on : 
the subject of slavery in the South and in the 
District of Columbia. Thompson made his ap- 
pearance, and notified the citizens that he would 
address them on the subject of slavery the next 
night. Inthe space of three hours such a spirit 
was aroused as could not be repressed by those 
who desired to see the public peace preserved. 
The few friends of Thompson were notified that 


his appearance. A large collection of people went | 
to the place where he was supposed to be; he had 


fled, disguised, as was said, in fernale attire, and |. 


under the darkness of night. The people being : 
unable to find him, had his effigy burnt in the 
public square, and carried out their triumph by 
some hundred discharges of artillery. 

These two cases are but samples of the deer 
feeling that pervades New Hampshire, indeed 
believe I may say the whole of New England, on 
There are no 
laws that can be passed by our Legislatures which 
will do so much to repress the agitators aş will 
the strong E sentiment that pervades the 
country. That sentiment even goes further than 
has been known on any other subject; it would 
in all cases be sufficiently scathing to the authors 
of the mischief, if it discovered itself in that 
withering scorn which few men have the brass to 
withstand, without proceeding to tokens of dis- 
approbation, such as the law will not warrant. 

Certain it is, that the South ought to be fully 
satisfied with the present disposition of the North. | 
The Senators from Virginia and South Carolina 
(Messrs. Leren and CatHoun] have mentioned 
a clergyman of Massachusetts—‘ the first scholar 
and writer of the age’’—as being the author of a 
disgusting and reprehensible pamphlet in favor 
of abolition. Are the Senators not aware that 
this clergyman (Mr. Channing) is the same per- 


of the crowned despots of Europe at the moment | 
own Napoleon and France, 


tween Great Britain (then at war with us) and 
the United States? This production of a Massa- 
chusetts clergyman is not an indication of the | 


question. Probably half of the efficient Aboli- | 
tionists in New England are to be found among a | 


' certain description of the clergy, and those cler- | 
i gymen much of the character of those who con- | 


sidered ita high offense to Heaven to pray for the | 


| success of the American arms during the war | 
| with Great Britain. 


The anti-slavery movement, which brings in | 
petitions from various parts of the country, ask- ` 
ing Congress to abolish slavery in the District 


have been in the habit of making charitable re- 
ligious institutions subservient to political pur- 


poses, and who have even controlled some of |: 


those charitable associations. 
set on foot by men who have had, and who con- | 
tinue to have, influence with ministers and reli- | 
gious teachers of different denominations. They | 
pra on Congress the abo- ` 

is District. Many of the ` 


for a united effort to 


Some of them, discovering the purpose of the 


i agitators—discovering that their labors were cal- 
culated to make the condition of the slave worse, 


and to create animosity between the people of the 
North and the South, have paused in their course, 
and desisted from the further application of a 
mistaken philanthropy. Others, having inlisted i 


The petitions are `! 


deeply their feelings, still pursue the unprofitable 
labor. They present here the names of incon- 
siderate men and women, many of whom do not 
know, when they subscribe their papers, what 
they are asking; and others of whom, placing 
i implicit faith in their religious teacher, are taught 
to believe they are thereby doing a work of dis- 
interested benevolence, which will be requited by 
rewards in a future life. 

Tt is to the esprit de corps that has been moved 
of late years in whole religious bodies, directing 
' benevolence away from home to distant objects— 
‘it is to the concentration of religious effort, some- 
times to useful and salutary objects, but often to 
objects altogether impracticable, that we may at- 
tribute the present abolition movements. These 
movements, Ido not doubt, are spurred on, if 
not secretly instigated, by those who have polit- 
ical objects to be effected by them. Never were 
men more mistaken than are that portion of the 
clergy in the northern States who have embarked 
in this undertaking. At first these clergymen 
were countenanced by a portion of the people 
who had been accustomed to be guided by their 
teaching; but within the last six months, nine 
tenths of even these have left them; and, as in 
other cases of unwise and improvident projects, 
the leaders are left nearly destitute of followers. 
| Within a few days I have received through the 

mail an abolition pamphlet purporting to be the 
“« First Annual Report of the Maine Anti-Slavery 
Society, held in Brunswick, October 28, 1835.” 
Of eighteen resolutions passed by this socicty, I 
find that fifteen were made by gentlemen wearing 
| the title of Reverend, and only three made by lay- 
imen. A resolution made by one clergyman de- 
: clares that ‘¢ all Christian churches and ministers 
have something to do with it,” (the abolition of 
slavery,) asa ‘great moral question.” A second, 
by another clergyman, declares that ‘ slavery is 
alike inconsistent with both natural and revealed 
religion,” and ‘*can never be defended or ex- 
cused.” A third resolution, moved by another 
clergyman, tauntingly declares that ‘‘ we have 
| liberated as many slaves as our opponents have 
educated.” The last resolution, passed on mo- 
tion of a deacon of a church, declares the society 
will attempt to raise $2,000 for the laudable pur- 
pose of keeping up the excitement another year 
in that State where slavery docs not exist. The 
last act is a prayer offered by one of the Reverends 
for the “blessing of God on the efforts” of the 
society; which then adjourned without day! 

Now, sir, as much as I abhor the doings of 

. weak or wicked men who are moving this aboli- 
_ tion question at the North, I yct have not as bad 
, Opinion of them as I have of some others who are 

attempting to make of these puerile proceedings 
‚an object of alarm to the whole South. 

Of all the vehicles, tracts, pamphlets, and news- 
papers, printedand circulated by the Abolitionists, 
there is no ten or twenty of them that have con- 
tributed so much to the excitement, as a single 
newspaper printed in this city. I need not name 
this paper when I inform you that for the last five 
years it has been laboring to produce a northern 
and a southern party —to fan the flame of sectional 
pee open wider the breach, to drive 

arder the wedge, which shall divide the North 
from the South. It is the newspaper which, in 
1831-32, strove to create that state of things in 
relation to the tariff which would produce inevit- 
able collision between the two sections of the 
country, and which urged to that crisis in South 
Carolina, terminating in her deep disgrace 

[Mr. Catuoun here interrupted Mr. HiL, and 
called him to order. Mr. HI. took his scat, and 
Mr. Hupparp (being in the chair) decided that 
the remarks of Mr. H. did not impugn the mo- 
tives of any man—they werc only aes of 
the effects of certain proceedings upon the State 
of South Carolina, and that he was not out of order.) 

Mr. H. resumed. It is the newspaper which 
condemns or ridicules the well-meant efforts of an 
officer of the Government to stop the circulation 
of incendiary publications in the slavcholding 
States, and which designedly magnifies the num- 
ber and the efforts of the northern Abolitionists. 
It is the newspaper which libels the whole Norta 
by representing the almost united people of that 
region to be insincere in their cforts to prevent 
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the mischief of a few fanatical and misguided 
rsons who are engaged in the abolition cause. 
Thave before me a cop of this newspaper (the 
United States Telegrap 7 filled to the brim with 
the exciting subject. It contains, among other 
things, a speech of an honorable Senator, [Mr. | 
Leica, of Virgivia,| which I shall not be sur- ' 
prised soon to Jearn has been issued by thousands 
and tens of thousands from the abolition mint in 
New York, for circulation in the South. Surely 
the honorable Senator’s speech containing that 
part of the Channing pamphlet, is most likely to 
move the southern slaves to a servile war, at the 
same time the Channing extracts and the speech | 
itself are most admirably calculated to awaken 
the fears or arouse the indignation of their mas- 
ters. The circulation of such a speech will effect 
the object of the Abolitionists without trenching 
upon their funds. Let the agitation be kept up 
in Congress, and let this news r be exten- 
sively circulated in the South, filled with such 
es and such extracts as this exhibits, and 
little will be left for the northern Abolitionists to 


do. They need do no more than send in their | 
painona, the late printer of the Senate, and his | 
riends in Congress, will create enough of excite- || 
ment to effect every object of those who direct | 

{ 


the movements of the Abolitionists. 

Within a few days there has been introduced | 
into this body a lusus nature, an animal with two | 
heads, in the shape of a report, laboring to prove | 
that Congress has no right to pass laws which | 
shall prevent the cireulation, through the mail, 
of incendiary publications, and, at the same time, | 
presenting a bill for the sanction of the Senate, 
which makes it a crime for the officers of the post 
office to suffer these publications to pass through 
their offices. This report, this monster, whose 
paternity is disavowed bya majority of the com- 
mittee which creates it, comes to us in such a. 
s questionable shape,” that I will speak of it. 
Had it not become a habit of this body to yield | 
much to courtesy, to certain Senators of the ma- | 
jority, I would say, that the monster comes here | 
entirely out of order. It is, however, so great a 
favorite, that while the Senate can order no more 
than three thousand extra copies of a message of 


the President of the United States, highly inter- į 


esting to the people of the country at the moment, 
five thousand extra copies are instantly ordered 
of this document, disavowed and disclaimed by 
a majority of the committee reporting it! The 
printing of these five thousand copies, if Senators 
will circulate and frank them, will save the Aboli- 
. tion Society at New York the expense of furnish- | 
ing, and those who receive them, the expense of 
siage. A better document for the agitators 
could not go forth than this same two-headed 
monster. If the bill should become a law before 
the report is circulated, the poor postmasters 
through whose hands it shall , May consider 
it of little advantage to them that they are of the 
forty thousand “ parasites of executive power” 
whose names are printed in the Blue Book. The 


chairman of the committee (Mr. Carnoon] will || 


find his last bill much more effectual in driving | 
postmastera out of office, than any bill he can 
devise to protect men in office from responsibilit 
to the Chief Magistrate of the United States. It 
will look well for this body to pass a law pun- 
ishing postmasters for suffering that to go through | 
the mail, which Senators themselves introduce to 
be read in this body, and circulated through the 
country in their speeches ! 4 
The honorable Senator from South Carolina | 
(Mr. Carnoun] has introduccd a certain news- | 
paper, published at Utica, in the State of New 
ork, favoring the abolition cause. The news- 
paper he states as recommending certain candi- i 
dates (Martin Van Buren and Richard M. John- 
son) for President and Vice President. He did 
not inform us whether the newspaper was printed 
last month or last year; nor did he inform us that 
the array of presidential candidates was intended 
to be a most gross imposition upon the people of | 
the South. The authors of that newspaper, I do 
not doubt, sent it here to be used for the precise | 
purpose ithas been used. They placed the names 
of Van Buren and Johnson at the head of their 
columns, knowing that they might injure them 


more effectually by seeming to be their friends 
than by openly opposing them. The authors and 
abettors of that newspaper are known, and they 
are known to be not less decided enemies to the 
| candidates named, than the Senator from South 
| Carolina himself. Since the Senator has chosen to 
' cast the reproach on the friends of the nomina- 
tions of Van Buren and Johnson of being favor- 


able to the Abolition cause—a reproach that isnot : 


less unjust than indicative of the true cause of 
the determination to discuss this abolition ques- 


tion in Congress—I will inform that Senator and | 


, the whole South, that in the State of New Hamp- 
, Shire, there is not, within the compass of my 
| knowledge, & solitary individual in favor of the 
nominations alluded to, who is not decidedly op- 
posed to the present abettors of the anti-slavery 


cause in New England. The primary meetings | 


peoa to the annual elections are now being 
eld in that State, Ever since 1829, the opposi- 
i| tion of every name has been beaten at each elec- 


:! tion; and it so happens that for the coming elec- | 


`' tion they have not as yet chosen to offer us battle 
—they show no symptoms, either of organiza- 
tion or concentration. 

The Hillsborough council district, being about 
| a fifth of the State, held ita convention on the 7th 
| day of January. This district has steadily ad- 
| hered to the principles of the Democratic party, 
| through evil report and through good report, 
i from the commencement of Jefferson’s adminis- 
i tration to the present moment. Eighty delegates, 

coming from nearly every township of the dis- 
. trict, and elected by the citizens of the several 
towns, attended this convention. These delegates 
unanimously passed resolutions approving the 
nominations of Van Buren and Johnson, and they 
; unanimously passed the three following resolu- 
tions: 
i “ Resolved, That the relation of master and slave is a 
| matter exclusively within the regulation of the States in 
| which it exists, and that any in 
intrusive, but faithless and dishonorable, as being against 
the letter and spirit of the sacred compact which binds us 
together. 

“ Resolved, That those who promote inflammatory dis- 
cussions, and are guilty of disseminating among the slaves 
of the South publications the tendency of which is to excite 
insurrection, are regarded by us as persons prompted by the 
most reckless wickedness, or by an insane fanaticism fally 
a2 mischievous in its consequences. 

% Resolved, That we advert with the deepest regret to the 
fact that some individuals of the clerical order in this State 
| have made their pulpits the source of exciting appeals and 
"i virulent denunciations on the subject of slavery ; that we 
j} consider all interference from the sacred desk in political 
questions, as aside from the sphere of the duties of clergy- 
men; and that we view those clergymen who countenance 
the proceedings of the Abolitionists, and indulge in such 
appeals and denunciations, as pursuing à course hostile to 


| to the true spirit of the Gospel of peace.” 


Stafford county convention, of more than sixty 
delegates, from about thirty townships, on the 
' 18th of January, unanimously passed a resolu- 
tion in favor of the same candidates for President 
| and Vice President, and the following: 

4 Resolved, That we have no fellowship whatever with 
i! northern Abolitionists—n set of deluded individuals, de- 
serving rather of pity than contempt.” 

Grafton and Coos convention, on the 27th of 
January, with nbout the same number of dele- 


imously 


“ Resolved, That anti-slavery, as acted out hy its present 
supporters, is fit emptoyment only for such as have no busi- 
ness of their own, and wish to interfere with the affairs of 
their neighbors. Should its advocates expect to ride into 
office by practicing such wild delusion, they will ere long 
discover their mistake.” 


Sullivan county, (a part of the old Cheshire 
council district,) on the 20th of January, by dele- 
a from nearly every township, unanimously 

eclares for the same presidential candidates, 
and passes the following preamble and resolu- 
tions: 

& Whereas, much excitement has prevailed in this State, 
in relation to the existence of slavery in the southern por- 
tion of the Union: and, whereas, in the opinion of this 
convention, the Constitution of the United States reserves 
to the slaveholding States the original right to the exclusive 
control of the servile portion of their population: and 
whereas, the present excitement in the northern States, got 
up by fanaticism and morbid philanthropy, and based upon 
an ignorance of the true condition of the slave, the character 


ference by the inhabitants ; 
of other States in regard to it is not enly unauthorized and | 


our Union, and to the cause of civil fiberty, and contrary | 


gates, approved the same nominations, and unan- | 


i 


of the master, and of the relative rights and duties of the 
several members of the Confederacy, has been seized upon 
by wicked and corrupt men, with a view to divide the 
Democracy of the North and South, and sever the union of 
the States: and whereas, in our belief, the course of thé 
Abolitionists, if persisted in, will lead to a dissolution of the 
Confederacy and its attendant calamities, a servile and civil 
war: Therefore— 

“ Resolved, That we view every Abolitionist as an enemy 
to his country, to the union of the States, and the integrity 
of the Democratic party. 

Resolved, That it is the duty of the Democracy to dis- 
countenance and check, by all proper means, the prosecu- 
tion of the plans and schemes of the Abolitionists. 

“ Resolved, That if Congress possess the constitutional 
power, it is inexpedient to abolish slavery in the District of 


i| Columbia.” 


Rockingham district, by delegates from its sev- 
eral towns, on the 28th January, passed the fol- 
lowing resolution, in addition to resolutions in 
favor of MartinVan Buren and Richard M. John- 
son: 


t: Resolved, That we view with deep concern and regret 
the recent exertions of a few fanatics to disturb the har- 
mony and peace of the Union, by their unconstitutional 
and illegal attack upon the rights and independence of the 
other States, by an unjustifiable interference with their 
domestic institutions of ‘slavery.’ ” 


At another collection of Democratic citizens; 
friends of the Administration, from fourteen dif- 
ferent towns in another part of the State, met for 
the purpose of celebrating the glorious 8th of 
January, besides other strong indications in 
toasts in disapprobntion of a certain abolition 
teacher under foreign pay, who had accompanied 
the renegade Thompson, in his future attempts 
to hold meetings, the following resolution was 
unanimously passed: 


“ Resolved, That we view with the highest disapprobation 
the avowed principles of certain individuals of the Abolition 
and Nullification parties; that the violent doctrines of the 
first serve only to irritate the feelings, but not convince the 
conscience of the master, and consequently to increase the 
severity, but not to ameliorate the condition of the slave; 
that the latter party is now only sustained and held together 
by the fanatical proceedings of the former, both openly 
avowing their readiness for the dissolution of the Union 
thus proving themselves to be twin sisters, and closely allie 
o their unholy progenitor, the infamous Hartford Conven- 

on. 


Still further, Mr. President, there is a town of 
New Hampshire (Barnstead) which has given, 
at both of the last elections, a majority of more 
than three hundred for electors friendly to An- 
drew Jackson, out of less than four hundred 
votes cast. That town, at a meeting of ite Dem- 
ocratic citizens, on the 9th of January, passed 
resolutions unanimously approving the nomina- 
tions before named, and also the following: 


“ Resolved, That those foreign emissaries and domestic 
fanatics who profess so much sympathy for the poor blacks, 
by their pathetic appeals to our brethren of the South, on 
the subject of slavery, are sapping the foundation of our 
liberty, and would gladly sever our happy Union. 

& Resolved, That all legal measures tor the suppression 
of unconstitutional interference by agents or incendiary 
publications among southern slaves, will meet our entire 
approbation. 

-& Resolved, That what we most abhor among Abolition- 
ists is their attempts to introduce the blacks into the society 
of whites, having even dared admit them as fit associntes 
and companions of our youth in schools, and domestic in- 
tercourse. May all such meet the fate of the Canaan Acad- 
emy! - 

& Resolved, That we despise no human being for the form 
of his features, or the color of his skin ; but, in our opinion 
of the African race, their. intellect ia too feeble, their 
passions too strong, and their dispositions too irritable, 
to encourage their immediate emancipation in this coan- 


Ré Resolved, That we deplore the existence of slavery and 
the slave trade, yet we do not claim nit tho morai nor all 
the religion in the country; but, though the evil does net 
exist in. ous own State, we set se high a value upon our 
Union as to concede to the several States their CONSTITU- 
TIONAL RIGHTS, leaving them to manage their own internal 
affairs and regulute their own morals.” ‘ 


These resolutions are from x community of 
respectable and intelligent farmers, as hardy as 
the face of the granite hills they inhabit; as ready 
to take up arms in their country’s defense as 
they are to vote down the men of any party who 
take ground against that country; from a commu- 
nity who have not sufficient contention among 
themselves to give support and business to a sin- 

le village lawyer. 
= The Piallieeat yeomanry who passed those 
plain, common-sense resolutions understand what 
duties the people owe to each other, and to the 
States of this Union, quite as well as those who 
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lit hairs and carry on a labored argument, at | 


either end of the Capitol, to prove that Congress 
has not a right to interfere with slavery in the 
District of Columbia. 


for his most conclusive speech, proving beyonda 
doubt that Congress cannot legislate on the sub- 
ject of slavery; and ina trice, another learned and 
able gentleman, [Mr. Hoar, of Massachusctts,] 
in another Hall, is complimented, perhaps by the 
same persons, who equally admire the talents 
and the principles of both speakers, with having 
demonstrated, beyond all question, that Congress 
has a right to abolish slavery in this District. 


Both the gentlemen belong to a party that can. 


agree to disagree whenever and wherever it may 


be necessary. The object now is to keep the ball : 
of contention moving between the North and the 


South; and no other course the two gentlemen 
can take will so effectually encourage the Aboli- 
tionists on the one side, and arouse the slave- 
holder on the other. The people are aroused; the 
seeds of disunion are strewed in new ground; an 
inveterate sectional distrust takes deeper root; 


and our congressional orators obtain a higher ‘| 
reputation with all such as would make our Con- | 
stitution mean anything or nothing. They are | 


little less than ‘god-like ” in their masterly ex- 
positions of the Constitution; an instrument so 
lain to common sense before they had touched 


it, that he who runs may read, and rightly under- ; 


stand! 

Besides the strong and unanimous expressions 
by public meetings of friends of the Administra- 
tion, I have numerous letters from New Hamp- 
shire declaring the public sentiment. One letter 
says: ; 

& Abolition here is at its lowest possible ebb. Not a dog 
attempts to move his tongue. 1 can recollect no political 
question that has ever been before the people that has been 
so completely put down. All parties, classes, ages, and 
sexes hold the Abolitionists in the most utter contempt. 
I observe that it is insinuated by certain politicians in Con- 
gress, that these protessions of the people of the non-slave- 
holding States are not sincere—that they dare not toe the 
mark. Now, let those gentlemen come bere, and they will 


find a people as _bostile to disturbing the slave question as | 


the people of the slavcholding States can possibly be. Our 


people consider this a question about which they have notli- | 


ng to do, other than as a member of the Confederacy, to 
eoutend that the just rights of each and evéry State shall 


be guarantied to them; and F am of opinion that Congress | 


have no more right to interfere with slavery in the District 
of Columbia than they have in any of the States.” 


Another letter says: 


“The leading feature on which the times hinge, (to use 
one of Lord Castlereagh’s metapliors,) seems to be a design 
of the Nullificrs and Opposition men of all sorts to agitate 
the slavery question in order to produce a sectional division 
on the presidential election, aud, it would appcar, witha 
design, in some of them, eventually to produce a dissolution 
of the Union. There is nothing that could so effectually 
conduce to that end, as a disregard in the South of all the 
efforts of the friends of the couutry at the North to preserve 
in their integrity southern rights. ‘Phe attempt to excite the 
feelings of the South, in order to induce them to contend 
against and put down the Democracy of the North, is so 
base that it cannot be spoken of except with feelings of in- 
dignation.”? * * * * * * * * 


& The Democracy of the North nre strenuously contend- ; 
ing forthe rights of the South. What can so effectually dis- : 


courage them in their exertions as for the South to disregard 
all their cfforts, and not only so, but to repay them witli 


injury and contumely? To say that a man belongs to the k 


Democratic party, and is an Abolitionist, is in New Hamp- 
shire a contradiction in terms. 


ical church, and turn him over to Arthur Tappan and the 


Nullifiers. But there would be no necessity for this; for if, | 


perchance, a person becomes tainted with Abolitionism, he 
at once jeaves the Democratic party. There is no one sen- 
timent in which our party in this State are so thoroughly 
united, as in detestation of abolition and of the proccedings 
of the Abolitionists. There is no exception within my 
knowledge.” 


The session of Congress two years ago will be 
long remembered as the panic session. We have 


had repeated attempts to create panics, and I con- ' 


sider the present efforts to create an excitement 


On the one hand, a gen- : 
tleman [Mr. Leien, of Virginia] is applauded ' 


If a person shouid avow | 
himself an Abolitionist, we should read him outof our polit- | 


guage: 

* Another subject more recently moved by the agitators 
is the slave question. 
the public mectings in South Carolina declaring to their fol- 
lowers, on pubiic occasions, that there is a deliberate design 
on the part of the people of the North, to drive the whole 
white population out of that country ; to annihilate their prop- 
| erty and destroy their prosperity.* The agitators of the 


| North being, in nine cases out of ten, the same persons who |’ 


have labored so zealously in the Indian agitation; these 
persons reduced to almost nothing in point of numbers and 
i influence, by the unsmasking of their lypoeriey, act in per- 
fect concert with the agitators of the South. They attempt 
to give color to their complaints, by calling meetings and 
delivering inflammatory a:idrésses in various places, and 
they are attempting to operate on Congress by fac simile 
petitions in various parte, asking that slavery may be abol- 
ished in the District of Columbian. Of these agitators it 
suffices to say, thatin the whole North not one intelligent 
man in twenty will join their standard. The South has 
; nothing to fear from their efforts, but in the effect they 
may have at a distanee. These efforts are made to produce 
: that distant effect, and they are everywhere formed against 
a general expression of scorn from the real friends of the 
` Union.” 


i 


were spoken two years ago, I claim the merit of 
i having then predicted precisely the course that 
has been taken on this Abolition question. Inow 
see in both branches of Congress an apparent 
desire to magnify this subject—to keep the ball 
' of contention in motion. From what quarter 
i this intention comes, let the records of Congress 
| speak. 
The book of Doctor Channing has been intro- 
duced into the Senate. If the Doctor had written 
his book for gain, he could desire nothing better 


| would not otherwise have sold one. In my mind 
|: itis a doubtful question whether it be more rep- 
|| rehensible to write such a book or to read it in 
i| the Senate of the United States. The Doctor’s 
i motive might have been good in the one case, 
' and the Senator’s motive might have been praise- 
|| worthy in the other. Iconfess I was shocked at 
the infatuation or the folly which would prompt 
any man to deliberately write what was here read; 
‘| and if the direct effect of reading those extracts 
` was to spread before the people of the South doc- 

trines the most odious and disgusting—if the effect 
:| of spreading the nauseous paragraphs in that re- 
ii gion be toexcite the colored population to mutiny 
‘i and murder—if the effect be to fan higher the 
': flame of disunion, let those only be responsible 
on whom the blame lies. Doctor Channing’s 
il book is condemned by nineteen in every twenty 


‘| intelligent citizens of the North, as is the agita- 


i| tion of the slavery question in Congress. 

The present agitation in the North is kept up 
| by the application of money—it is a state of 
| things altogether forced. AGENTS ARE IIIRED, dis- 
il guised in the characters of ministers of the Gos- 
i; pel, to preach abolition of slavery where slavery 
; does not exist; and presses are kept in constant 
employment to scattcr abolition publications 
through the country. Deny the right of petition 
; tothe misguided men and women who are induced 
from no bad motive to petition for the abolition 
il of slavery in the District of Columbia, and you 
l| do more to increase their numbers, than will 
|| thousands of dollars paid to their emissaries, who 


traverse the courtry to distribute abolition tracts 
and to spread abolition doctrines. Continue to 
debate abolition in either branch of Congress, 
|| and you more effectually subserve the incendiary 
|| views of the movers of abolition than anything 
|| they can do for themselves. It may suit those 
i, who have been disappointed in all their political 
|| projects, to try what this subject of abolition will 
now avail them. Such men will be likely to find, 
iin the end, that the people have too strong at- 


on the subject of the slave question as one of |; tachment for that happy Union to which we owe 


them. I donot believe the agitators of the North 
would here present themselves with numerous 
petitions for abolishing slavery in the District of | 
Columbia, if they did not feel assured that south- | 
ern men in Congress would lend their efforts to: 
agitate the question. On the 4th of March, two 
years ago, while certain famed resolutions, after- 


| 


i} Papers to have been made by Mr. Catuoon, in South Car- 
wards passed by the Senate, were under debate, i; olina. 


l all our prosperity and happiness, to be thrown 
: from their propriety at every agitating blast which 
i may be blown across the land. 

Mr. CALHOUN said, the Senator from New 


* The allusion here was toa speech reported by the news- 


than this—he will now sell ten books where he | 


Slavery in the District o yf Columbia—Mr. Calhoun, Mr. Hill. 


‘the Senator from New Hampshire. 


; ibaa hat _ .: lay the paper before the Senate, in order that it 
Without intimating in the Senate that I had in ` 


view any particular individuals when these words 


SENATE. 


I called the attention of the Senate to the various |; Hampshire could notexpect him to reply to him. 
li excitements which had been moved for political `; 
effect, and I then made use of the following lan- ` 


Accordingly, we find the agitators at ` 


That Senator had availed himself of the position 
he occupied on that floor to indulge very freely in 
assailing the motives of others. He was per- 
suaded that no Senator who had any respect for 
himself would stoop to notice anything of this 
character which had fallen from him. For him- 
self, he would as soon condescend to notice the 
mendacious and filthy columns of the Globe as 
to notice the general remarks of the Senator from 
New Hampshire. That Senator had, however, 
stated what purported to be a fact—that the Abo- 
lition excitement in New Hampshire was entirely 
extinct. But here wasa statement of facts in rela- 
tion to what that gentleman said of the Abolition 
question in New Hampshire; it was found ina 
publication coming from one of the incendiar 

publications in that State, and he would lay it 
before the Senate, in order that it might judge for 
itself. He would not institute a comparison be- 
tween the relative degree of veracity in the state- 
ment contained in this paper and the one made by 
He would 


might judge of the truth as to the Abolition spirit 
in New Hampshire. It was a paper that had 
been sent to him through the mail, but he did not 
know from what quarter it came. 

Mr. C. here handed to the Secretary a news- 
paper containing an article impugning a statement 
made by Mr. Pierce, of New Hampshire, in the 
House of Representatives, as to the number of 
Abolitionists in his State, with severe strictures 


on the state of slavery in the South, said articles 


stating that a great number bf petitions in favor 
of the abolition of slavery in the District of Co- 
lumbia would be forwarded to Congress from 
New Hampshire. 

The paper having been read, 

Mr. HILL inquired the title of it. 

The Secretary answered: The Herald of Free- 
dom, published at Concord, New Hampshire. 

Mr. HILL said he was aware such a paper was 


, there printed, and it was upon the sufferance of an 


enlightened community who adopted and prac- 
ticed the doctrine of Mr. Jefferson, that ‘* error 


' of opinion may be tolerated where reason is left 


to combat it.” This paper was there printed, 
but it could not be said to be there circulated; 
those engaged in it were ashamed to circuiate it 
in its own neighborhood. It was especiaily in- 
tended for a foreign market, and was supporied 
from foreign funds and from distant contribu- 
trons; whether derived from South Carolina, or 
from some other quarter, others knew better than 
he did. A friend who had been grossly abused 
in the same paper, (said Mr. EI.,) had sent him 
a single number, not that which had just been 
read by the Secretary, as requested by the Sen- 
ator from South Carolina; and this was the only 
number of the Herald he had seen at Washing- 
ton; this number contained a speech of the same 
honorable Senator on the subject of abolition, 


' which was published without comment, and was 
_ evidence that such speeches were the best matter 


for Abolitionists. He thought the Senate was 
well employed listening to the reading of disgust- 
ing extracts here, for the purpose of impuguing 
the statements of a member of the Llouse of Rep- 
resentatives, who could not be present to defend 
himself. That Representative [Mr. Pierce, of 
New Hampshire] was capable of defending him- 
self in this or any other theater, even against the 
Senator from South Carolina, who has caused 
the disgusting exhibition of reading the ex- 
tract. 

The petitions spoken of in that paper do not 
correctly represent the state of public feeling in 
New Hampshire. They were, so far as he had 
information, signed in most instances by women 
and children, many of whom were utterly igno- 
rant of the intent of sending them here. No peti- 
tion from that State had been yet presented; when 
they are presented, it may be in better time to 
magnify their importance. The Senator from 
South Carolina seems anxious to make the num- 
ber large; in this anxiety he but verifies what he 
(Mr. H.) had stated to be the object of keeping 


up the excitement on the floor of Congress. 


Mr. H. said he had nothing to say as to the 
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Removal. 


standing of the Senator from South Carolina on | 

this floor; he believed each and every Senator 

stood here on the ground of perfect meal The | 
i 


taunting remark of the Senator relative to himself 
applied not to him, but to his constituents, to the |' 
freemen who sent him here, and who were not to | 
be disparaged for intelligence and patriotism by : 
any invidious comparison with the constituents of 
the Senator from South Carolina. One thing he 
would say, and that was, that great as Were the 
disgust and contempt felt by the Senator from ,. 
South Carolina for him, they could not exceed | 
the contempt and disgust felt for that Senator ini |! 


: rejecting the 


he could make consistently with the right of peti- 

tion and the respect due to these petitioners. He 

might have moved a reference of the memorial to 

a committee; but he was prepared at once, and 

without-any report from a committee, to vote for 
1 piyer of the petitioners. 

He believed that the Senate had not the power 
to refuse to receive the petition, He would, some- 
time in the course of this debate, express ‘his 
Opinion at-some tength on thie subject. ~- 

Mr. BENTON rose to say a word on the sub- 
ject of Mr. Pierce, the member of the House of 
Representatives from New Hampshire, whose 


the State of New Hampshire, and in all the || statements in the House of Representatives had 


North. — 
Mr. HUBBARD (who was in the chair) asked | 
the indulgence of the Senate to submit a few re- | 
marks. He felt ew if an apology was due from 
him to ‘the Senate for hot having checked the 
reading of the tephs from the newepeper | 
which had just been read by the Secretary. He | 
was wholly ignorant of the contents of the paper, | 
and could not have anticipated the purport of the | 
article which the Senator from South Carolina | 
had requested the Secretary to read. He under- 
stood the Senator to say that he wishell the paper 
to be read, to show that the statement made by the | 
Senator fram New Hampshire as to the feelings | 
and sentiments of the people of that State, upon 
the subject of the abolition of slavery, were not 
correct. Itcertainly would havebeen out of order 
for any Senator to have alludéd to the remarks | 
meate by a member of pis Houge of Representa- ` 
tives in bar sibs his jadgment, H was | 
equally out of order to'permit ‘paragraphs from a | 
ne per to be réad it the Benate which went `: 
to impugn the course of dny‘inember of the other | 
House; and he should not: have permitted ‘the | 
paper to linve deen read! without the direction of | 
the Sette, if he had been-aware'of the character | 
of the‘articte. | ge n 

Mr. CALHOUN said he was entitled tò the | 
sbe and objected to being interrupted by the 

atr. : j ' ' 

Mr. HUBBARD replied; be had waid all he | 
wished to say. The Senator was entitled to the 
floor, and could proceed if he wished. 

Mr. CALHOUN continued. He knéw nothing 
of the paper just presented. He had seen it for 
the first time ihat morning, ‘and had presented it 
to the Senate for no other pu than to show 
from another quarter the state of the Abolition 
‘spirit in New Hampshiré. He knew the gentle- 


man (Mr. Pierce} who wasassailed in that paper, |: 


‘and was ready to bear testimony to his worth and | 
high standing. He meant no disrespéct to him. 
He had presented the paper because it was im- 
portant that the real state of things should be 
‘known. twas due from gentlemen of the North 
to those of the South to give correct information. 
‘He did not call those friends of the South who 
would disguise the state of things at ‘the North. | 
‘He believed, as yet, that the real number of Abo- 
Jitionists was small; but he àlsó believed that the 
number of those who contemplated ultimate abo- 
Tition was very great; and that those ardent ad- 
‘dresses in favor of liberty, so constantly made at 
the North, must have a deep effect on the young 
and rising generation. “The spirit of abolition 
‘was ‘not to be trifled with. Ft had had its bad 
effect on one'of the most powerful Governments 
of Europe, and ended disastrously to its colonial 
possessions. It was commencing in the same 
manner here, and must be met at once with the 
most decided resistance. He repeated, that he 
-had the greatest respect for the member from New 
-Hampabire mentioned in the paper justread;.and 
‘he took pleasure in bearing testimony to his high 
standing and moral Worth. He had ‘onty pre: 
sented the paper to show the state of things in 
New Hampshire, and that the Senate might judge 
whether the abolition. spirit was subsiding there. 
., Mr. BUCHANAN said he did fot rise to enter 
-into the debate at present. He wished merely to 
advert to a mistake, which seemed to be almost 
universal, in rd to the motion which he had 
made. He bad not moved to reject this petition. 
His motion was to reject the prayer of the memo- 
Tialists, and thus to decide promptly that slav 
oe not to be abolished within the District. 
Colambia. Ho had made the strongest ‘motion 


| read the section which forbids t 


| beth contradicted ‘in’ the newspaper article read 


at the Secretary stable. Hoe had the pleasure of 
| ain intimate acquaiAtanaé With that gentleman, 
| and the highest respeet for him; both on his ac- 
count, and that of his venerable and patriotic 
| father, who was lately Governor of New Hamp- 
i shire. Et ‘had ‘#0 happened (Mr. B. ssid) that at 
i the very moment of the reading of this article, 
i the member of the House of Representatives 
whose: statement it did ‘contradict, was coming 
into the Senate Chamber, and his whitening coun- 


i tenance showed the deep emotion excited in his 


bosom. The statement which that gentleman had 
trade in the House was in the -highest degree 
consolatory and agreeable to the people of the 
slaveholding States. He had said that not one 
in five hundred in his State was in favor of the 
Abolitionists;an expression understood by every- 
body, not asan arithmetical proposition worked 
out q ers; dutas a strong mode of declaring 
that these Abolitionists were few in number. In 
that sense it was understood, and was a most 
welcome and agreeable piece of information to the 
people of the slaveholding States. The news- 
prak contradidta him, and vaunts the num- 
ber of ‘the Abolitionists,and the numerous signers 
to their petition. Now, (said Mr. B.,) the mem- 
ber from ‘the House © resentatives [Mr. 
Prexce} ‘has this moment informed me that he 
knows ‘nothing’ df these petitions, and knows 
nothing to change‘his opinion as to the'small num- 
her of Abolitioniits in his State. : Mr. B. thought, 
therefore, that his statement ought notto be con- 
sidered as discredited by the newspaper publica- 
tion, and he, for one, should still give faith to his 
opifion, - > ee tee A ge 
Mr. B. then took up the bill reported by the 
select committee on incendiary pene: and 
eir. transmission 
by mail, and subjected the postmasters to fine 
and ‘loss of office who would put them up for 
‘transmission; and wished to know ‘whether this 
incendiary publiéation, which had been read at 
‘the Secretary ’s table, would be included in the 
prohibition, after being so read; and thus become 
a part of our debates? Asa publication in New 
drnpshire, it was clearty forbid;:ds a part of 
‘our congrersional proéeedings, woul: it still be 
forbid? There was a difficulty in this, (he. said;) 
take it either Way. If it could still be snculcated 
trom this floor, then the prohibition in -the bill 
‘wan inere thild’s play; if it could not, and all the 
‘city papers which contained it were to be stopped, 
‘then the other congréssional proceedings, in the 
‘game paper, would be st d ‘also, and -thus the 
people would ‘be prevented ‘from ‘knowing what 
their représentatives were doing. ` [t seemed to 
him to be but lame work to Mop decend arr pa 
‘Tiéations in the villuges where they were printed, 
and on to Speen Aid T this vel 
‘among the pr ngs of Congress; und that, 
fesding frorn this ‘center, and spreading to all 
“the points of the circumference of this dxtended 
“Union, one reading ‘here would pive it ten thou- 
Tand times more notoriety and difusion than the 
‘printing of it in the villige could do. He: on- 
‘cluded ‘with expressing his wish that the repoiters 
“would not copy into their account of the debate 
the paper that was réad. . It was tdo dffensive to 
the member of the House, [Mr. Piexcr,] and 
would be too disagreeable to 'the people :of the 
-slaveholding States, to be entitled to a place in 
“our debates, and to become a part of our congres- 
‘sional history, to be diffused over the country in 
the gazettes, and transmitted to posterity in the 
it vi of debates. He hoped they would ail 
omit it. Ba 


sf a Postmaster—Mr. Thomas. 
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REMOVAL OF A POSTMASTER. 


REMARKS OF HON. F. THOMAS, 
OF MARYLAND, 


In rae Elouss or REPRESENTATIVES, 
June 1, 1836, 


Concerning the removal of the Postmaster at Clearspring, 
Maryland. 


Mr. THOMAS appeared in the House when 
Mr. Wiss had concluded his remarks on the 
amendment of Mr. Hartan to strike out a clause 
in the post office bill, and inquired how his name 
had been connected with the discussion ? 

Mr. WISE said he had read a letter of Mr. 
Tomas to Mr. Ridenour, who had been removed 
from the post office at Clearspring, not for the par- 

ose of impeaching the motives of Mr. Tuomas 
n the matter to which the letter referred, but 
simply to show that Mr. Kendall had not stated 
the whole truth fn his letter to Mr. Ridenour. ` 

Mr. THOMAS said he would not recognize 
the right of the House, and certainly must not 
i be understood to admit, in what he should say, 
that any member of the House had either the 
right or the power to call on him to justify his 
conduct towards Mr. Ridenour. For that con- 
duct he was responsible to his own sense of pro- 

riety and justice, dnd to his constituents alone. 
| Nevertheless, as his letter had been read, he would 
take the occasion te say, that there was no part 
of it which he desired to qualify in the least de- 
gree. He had acted deliberately on the principtee 
contained in that letter; he would, under like cir- 
cumstances, do what he had done again; and, 
thoreover, he had no respect for any man who 
-would, circumstanced as he had been inthis case 
| have acted otherwise than'he had done. Those 
i whe had taken the-trouble to send this’ letter to 
| the gentleman from Virginia, being probably the 
ame persons who had impertinently forwarded 
to him certain proceedings eoncerning it, woutd 
be undeceived, if they had supposed that he was 
not preparen o vindicate the principles upon 
which he ‘had acted, whenever and by whomso- 
ever assailed. He never had cherished, and never 
-would privately cherish, ary motive of politieal 
‘eonduct which he was ashamed, nay, was tot 
‘willing, to proclaim: publicly to be: his, in any 
assembly in christendom.: ‘Tho facts in this case 
are these: About two years since, while Major 
Barry was Postmaster General, I received‘ from 
him a letter, requesting me to name an individual 
‘to be appointed: postmaster at Clearspring, in 
‘place of the then incumbent. . This request bein 
unexpected, I was not ‘prepared to comply wit 
it.. My acquaintance in the town where the post 
office is situated was not‘such as to:enable me to 
decide who would be best qualified and most ae- 
ceptable to the people of the district. To procare 
:the necessary information, T'wrote to a gentle- 
-mäti in that neighborhood, (Dr; Whariom,) whose 
name appears in the ‘proceedings referred to by 
the gentleman from Virginia, and asked him ‘to 
'yecommend's suitable person. F desired tochave 
-weleeted a political. friend, and expected that one 
:of ihat class-would be-recommended by the. gen- 
“tleman: whom if had consulted. : Ho'and myself 
‘had been then but recently elected by nearly. 
‘patty vote in the Cleampring district, where our 
‘friends constituted a:majority, one of us tọ take 
"a seat here, and the other inthe House of Dele- 
-patewof the State. ‘And I supposed that he would 
eoineide with. nie in the opinion that, to aw office 
‘about to be made vaeunt by. ihe removal of a“po- 
-litiont Criend, an individual of the same: s 
- gught to beappointed, if well qui lifted to perform 
„its duties. Whatever may be thought of tie 
libsrality or justice of this ‘sentiment in the ab- 
-ptract, I feel.certain that no‘honorable man will 
contend that the National Administration ought 
‘not to give a preference to ite friends in Mary- 
‘Nand, in elf new appotatments tobe made there, 
vided the public interests are well protected 
and preserved. In no part of this Union has po- 
litical power, panty aminga; been felt more 
sensibly than in Maryland. - i . 

"Knowing, as I do, the inexorable character of 

-the proscription which has been practiced by the 


Whigs of that:State, l have been filled with dis- 
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gust when the presses there, and their repre- 
sentatives in this and in the other branch of 
Congress, have countenanced and encouraged 
that coarse and bitter denunciation to which the 
National Administration has been subjected be- | 
cause it has removed public officers on account | 
of their political opinions, or has given a prefer- ` 
ence, in original appointments, to its friends. 
The Postmaster Gencral has declared: 

« Appointments to the more honorable and lucrative sta- | 
tions in this Government have been heretofore, and will be 
hereafter made, chiefly from political considerations.’ 


And this doctrine is said to be ‘ abominable 


” 


| and advantages due to the whole people. 
; peat, I envy neither the heart nor the head of any | 


ical friends. Their foes shall be my political | 
foes. Their wrongs will excite in my bosom a 
resentment as warm as could be engendered by 
an injury to myself in person. And whilever 
and wherever I have political power, it shall be | 
fearlessly exerted to insure for them equal and || 
exact justice—a fair participation in the privileges |! 
I re- 
man who will not concede that my course in the 
case under review, and my avowed purpose to 
refer a political friend toa political opponent in 
ike instances, is correct. But to return to the 


' foolish jests was unaccountable. 


placed in the office which Mr. Ridenour held; 
and others who sent to the post office for papers, 
received therefrom, instead of the papers they 
had a right to expect, newspapers of an old date, 
that had been laid by as useless lumber. 

At that time the infatuation which led to these 
Since the pro- 
ceedings have been published, to which the gen- 
tleman from Virginia has referred, l think a clue 
to them may be found. It is there stated that I 
had refused to recommend the removal of Mr. 
Ridenour unless Dr. Wharton would approve 
the measure. This is not so. I gave no such 


and “odious.” If this be true, the Whigs of 


\ statement I was making. 
Maryland have covered themselves with oblo- 


In reply to my letter, Doctor Wharton recom- ; 


quy, and ought not to hold up their heads proudly ; mended the appointment of the individual who | 


as equals when associated with the national | has been removed; and, in the full expectation 
politicians, so called. ,. that his appointment would be acceptable to those 
In 1826 a gentleman, now a Senator from : whose wishes I desired especially to consult, he | 
Maryland, was called from this House to become | was recommended to Major Barry, and was ap- 
the Governor of that State. In that capacity he ' pointed. Soon after the appointment was made, 
acted for three years, and had the power, by and |: several highly respectable citizens, immediately | 
with the consent of the Exccutive Council, || interested, applied to me to have Mr. Ridenour 
(wherein there was a majority of his political | removed, alleging that he was particularly obnox- 
friends,) to appoint a host of civil and military : ious to all the friends of the Administration of 
officers annually. During the first year of his ; his neighborhood, and to many of its opponents. 


service a few public officers were 
the two succecding years the Ram 
increased. ' exempted from that proscription for opinion’s 
At the elections of 1829 there was a political | sake which he assists his friends to practice in 
revolution, and the party with which | am identi- : Maryland; but I forbore to act in a spirit of mag- 
fied became predominant. All, or nearly all, the ;' nanimity, in the hope that he would, by his cour- | 
friends of General Jackson, who had been pro- ‘' teous deportment, conciliate the good will of all 
scribed, were restored to office, and many of those ` concerned. This expectation was not gratified. 
who had most clamorously justified, and had prof- |, Repeated complaints were made to me on account 
ited by the proscription thee had been practiced, |. of his rude and insulting deportment towards ° 
were made to feel the effects of the doctrines : those with whom he differed in politics, when | 
which they had inculcated. In 1830, the anti-: they, on business, called at the post office. Itis ' 
Jackson party again triumphed, and a scene ofin- | not pretended that deputy postmasters, or a sub- | 
discriminate, unsparing, inexorable, wide-spread |; ordinate in any other department, should servilely 
proscription ensued. In the county in which I |; copy and adopt the opinions of those who admin- 


er was largely had been done, Mr. Ridenour had a right to be 


roscribed. In! This I refused to do, not because if strict justice |: 


reside, more than two hundred public officers | 
were turned out; or, to adopt the mild language į 
of the Whigs of Maryland, by whom the act was 
justified, were ** left out °’ of office on account of 
their opinions, or to make way for those who | 
were willing to fill the stations assigned them. | 
No means have ever been adopted to ascertain, 
with entire accuracy, the number of persons pro- 
scribed on that occasion, but I have seen an esti- 
mate, in the accuracy of which I had entire confi- 
dence, from which it appeared that not lesa than 
two thousand friends of Jackson in Maryland, in 
1830-31, were proscribed by the State executive. 
It may be, indeed it is probable, that the highly 
respectable gentlemen who discharged these ex- 
ecutive dutics at the period referred to, took no 
delight in the work, but the effects were the same 
as they would have been if the actors in these 
seenes had scalped their political enemies with 
peculiar pleasure. The friends of the present 
Chief Magistrate were everywhere driven from 
office, and proscribed, (generally, not univer- 


sally.) They have endured for years a hail-storm |! 


of persecution for opinion’s sake. They have 
been hunted by the terriers of party, like wild 
beasts of the mountains, from brake to bramble. 
But, sir, it is with pride and pleasure I proclaim 
that they have not filled the land with weeping 
and wailing. They have uttered no complaints 
to excite publie sympathy. They have not begged 
for quarter. No, sir; year after year, election 
after election, they have repaired to the polls; 
have contended boldly, cheerfully, with their ad- 
versaries for mastery, with a full knowledge that 
_the odious, hateful, aristocratic constitution of 
-Maryland gave to the party in power every ad- 
vantage. Yes, sir; and the Republicans of Mary- 
land will “ stand up to the work,” will carry on 
the contest from generation to generation, until 
my own native State is ‘‘ redeemed, regenerated, 
and disenthralled.”’ 

Amidst the exacerbation and excitement which 
the state of things thus rapidly reviewed was well 
calculated to produce, I came into Congress. 

- From this high position I could have commenced 
a courtship with my political opponents, and 
possibly by so doing might have so far conciliated 

‘them as to have secured for myself a seat in this 


| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 


„House without contest. Of this I am proudly 
-ineapable. I desire.to share the fate of my polit- 


-Ridenour for their letters and newspapers were 
directed to go to the store of the gentleman who |; 


ister the Government; neither is it maintained 
that official incumbents shall basely cringe, or 
fawn upon those from whom they receive ap- 
pointments, or become supercilious to the people 
with whom they are to hold intercourse. 

But it is insisted, decidedly, that no subordi- `: 
nate officer has a right when holding official inter- | 
course with any portion of the people, to insult, | 
wantonly, their feelings, by coarse, personal, |` 
denunciations of the public men for whose pa- | 
triotism and public services the whole country | 
owes a heavy debt of gratitude. If deputy post- 
masters entertain such personal contempt for 
their superiors in office that they cannot avoid 
giving vent to it long enough to hand a letter or 
a newspaper to a customer, let them show that 
they have more self-respect than love for office, 
and resign. No spirited overseer, no negro- 
driver of the South, will hold employment for | 
mere love of power or emolument if he entertains || 
no respect whatever for his employer. 


| 
| 


Liberal | 
and enlightened men love to tolerate freedom of 

speech and freedom of opinion; but no one ought |. 
to sympathize with or countenance that intol- 

erance and bigotry which make men denounce as ' 
knaves or fools all who differ with them as to | 
the means best calculated to promote the public ; 
welfare. Contrary to my hopes and expectations, '; 
the removed postmaster became more and more || 
obnoxious, until a public- meeting was held at |i 
Clearspring in the summer of 1835, at which | 
resolutions were adopted recommending his rce- |: 
moval. The proceedings of the meeting, signed |; 
_by a large-number of persons, whom I know to || 
be highly respectable and influential citizens, were | 
forwarded to me, to be transmitted to the Post- || 
master General. This I declined doing. The || 
proceedings were returned through the. post office 
to the committee from whom Ihad received them; '; 
and the hope wasstill cherished that the proposed | 
removal would become unnecessary; but the con- |: 
duct of Mr. Ridenour, or his friends, frustrated || 
these expectations. Soon after the proceedings `` 
were returned, I have been informed that several | 
persons who had attended the meeting were sub- |: 
jected to taunts and gibes of a provoking char- |: 
-acter.. Persons who called at the store of Mr: || 


had been recommended by the meeting to be): 


|: "of the Postmaster General. 


able at the same time to those who had placed me in 


prodee: It is probable that an inference of that 
ind was drawn from what I did do, and that 
inference may have induced that infatuated and 
; ridiculous conduct which increased greatly Mr. 
; Ridenour’s continuance in office. In a letter 
which accompanied the proceedings of the meet- 
ing returned by me, I had requested a gentleman 
to call on Dr. Wharton, and ask him to do me 
the justice to explain howand why Ridenour had 
been appointed; for until then I had not made 
known to the public the agency of that gentle- 
i man inthe matter. He had been named by his 
‘friends as my competitor for a seat in Congress, 
‘and I was not willing to throw upon him any part 
f the responsibility of making an unpopular ap- 


‘| pointment, before the congressional convention at 


| Hagerstown had nominated me for reelection, lest 
it should be said that I dreaded his competition, 
and desired to lessen his influence to secure my 
own nomination. After my nomination had been 
made, and he had declined being a candidate, I felt 
no such restraint, and referred a gentleman to him 
for information. The same gentleman request- 
ed the Doctor to sign a memorial recommending 
Ridenour’s removal, which he refused to do; and 
from this circumstance, I presume, originated the 
belief that without Dr. Wharton’s signature, no 
memorial to the Postmaster General would be 
effectual. Whether this erroneous impression 
was thus derived or not, it is very probable that 
it was one of the sources, if not the chief source 
of that unbecoming conduct of Mr. Ridenour, or 
his friends, that has been mentioned. 

The opinion seems to have prevailed that he 
would not and could not be removed unless Dr. 
Wharton gave his assent to the measure; and he 
and his friends, instead of a magnanimous for- 
bearance towards those whose attempts had been 
defeated, practiced those insulting jests and taunts 


|, which alone would have fully justified the pro- 


ceedings of the Postmaster General. Another 
memorial to Mr. Kendall, accompanied by letters 
furnishing the facts that have been here given, 
was forwarded to me, to be sent to the Post Office 
Department. It was forwarded, and has been 


! treated as mentioned in my letter that was read 


to the House by the gentleman from Virginia. 
This is the second time that I have been com- 
pelled to trouble the House with explanations 
concerning matters of which it has no cognizance. 
Reluctant as I am to engage in these unprofitable 
and idle discussions, they could not be avoided 
unless I was willing to be misunderstood by hon- 
orable men here, and have my motives misrepre- 
sented before my constituents. 


The following is the letter read by Mr. Wise: 
; WASHINGTON, April 25, 1836. 

Sir: If your. removal from the office of postmaster at 
Clearspring was unexpected, your surprise cannot possibly 
exceed that of mine on reading your letter of the 20th of 
April. In it you declare your belief that you gave, while 
in office, general satisfaction, and that you cannot imagine 
for a moment for what catise you have been removed. 
These assertions, thus solemnly made, coming as they do 
from’ one whose veracity | have never heard impeached, 
ought to be confided in ; and yet it is strange that you have 
-been kept in entire ignorance as to matters which I know 
are well understood by many of your friends with whom 
you have constant intercourse. This concealment on their 
part may have been practiced for good cause, but { shall 
not imitate it. I shall reply to. your letter with that frank- 


-ness which becomes me. 


You were originally appointed postmaster at my instance. 
Major Barry, in 1834, notified me that it was his purpose 
to remove the then incumbent from the office which you 
subsequently filled, and requested me to name a person to 
fill the proposed vacancy. My acquaintance in Clearspring 
‘was not such that I could, readily, comply with this request 
I wished to recommend some 
t—who would be 
e accept- 
the 


persun who would accept the appointmen 
‘we)l qualified to perform its dunes—who would b 


1636.) 


Q4ru Coxo... Isr Sess. 
position which had iavited Major Barry’s application, and 
not obnoxious on any account to a majority of those with 
whom he would necessarily bold intercourse officially. To 
enable me thus to act, I addressed a letter to a gentleman 
in your neighborhood, in whose judgment and diserction I 


had entire confidence, and requested him to furnish me — 
In consequence of his : 


with the required information. > h 
reply, the office was given to you at my instance, by Major 
Barry. . 

Immediately after the appointment became known to the 
citizens of Ciearspring, l received lettera from several.af 
them ; amongst oibers, one from your brother-in-law, go- 
monstrating very strongly against your appointment, and 
urging your removal. ‘Chis t refused to recommend, and 
expressed the hepe and expectation to them that your cow- 
duct in ptice would be such that all opposition would sub- 
eide, and those immediately interested become satisficd. 
Subsequently, repeated complaints were made to me, which 
I thought proper to disregard, stih hoping that you would 
become acceptable to the peopic of the «district generatty. 
But ia this I was disapposmted. During the iyat summer, J 

received a letter from several highly respectable citizens of 
Clearspring, accompanied by the proccedings of a meeting 
-of a large portion of the people of that pines, recommend- 
ing your removal, and soliciting my aid to accomplish it. 
Al I was then a candidate for Congress, and needed 
the suffrages of those from whom this application came, 
and expected, too, that you and your innnediute friends 
‘would all oppose my etection, I returned the memorial 
which was addressed to the Postmaster General, and ad 
been forwarded to me to be transmitted, declining to send 
iton account of the mauner ia which your appointment 


“was referred tu, and in the hope that this opposition to you | 


would subside. In this expectation E was disappointed. 
. Another memorial, praying for the appointment. of the 
individual who has been made your successor, was sent to 
me in a Jetter from three highly respectable citizens of your 
neighborhood, who had been appointed x committee for 
“that purpose, at a meeting of a portion of the e¢itikehs of 
,Clearspring. 
and deporuneat towards those with whom you dif- 
in politics was such that it was unpleasant to hald 
‘intercourse with you as a public officer.) This memorial 
was forwarded by me to the Postmaster General in a short 
note asking for it n favorable consideration. . Mr. Kendall 
declined acting, in the absen¢e of proof of icular in- 
stances in which your deportment had been offensive. His 


‘letter to me to that effect. was sent to a gentleman at Clear: | 
spring, and the Postmaster General was requested not to | 
-act finally om the eubject, until he heard again from the | 


memorialists. Several certificates, the precise import of 
‘which I do not at this moment remember, were forwarded 
-to me} to be handed to the Postmaster General, which Was 
done, amd I made ne further, inquiry on the subject until 
_ after J had received several letters earnestly insisting on 
the appointment of Mr. Kneffer, and soliciting my inter- 
ference. Ithen caled on the Aésistant Postmaster Cen- 
- eral for the papers in your ease, and they were submitted 
'& my examination. J found that very few persons in your 
neighborhood had remonstrated against your removal. They 
alleged that you were acceptable to the people ; but, in the 
absence of other evidence of that fact than their letters 
afforded, I was compelled to confide in the statements made 


-in the proceedings of the meeting referred to, and concluded | 


that it was the settled, calm, and fixed desire of a. decided 
majority of the people ‘interested in the discharge of the 
duties of the post 

imposed on your successor. This opinion was formed 
. under the supposition that you had. not been kept, in entire 
ignorance hy your friends of that which I bad supposed 
was known to every intelligent individual in your district. 
And I must be permitted to repeat, that Iam surprised at 
the allegations in your letters, particularly as I was told 
. that you bad here in the Post Office. Department a friend 
who was fully apprised of.all the proceedings [ have re- 


to. 
Under an impression, therefore, that you knew that your 
appointment had aot given, as stated im your letter, “ gem- 
- eral satisfaction ;” that you were well awape that your ra- 
_moval had been recommended by a large number of persons 
‘interested, assembled at a public meeting, and seeing on 
file in the Post Office Department no reaonetrance against 
-that measure except the letters I bave, siready alluded to, 
I concluded that the opinion I had formed:upon the sub- 
ect was well founded, and determined to impress it en the 
osimaster General. With that purpose I called on him 
‘about a month siace, after having failed repearediy to find 
him at his office, in of bis indisposition, and 
recommended verbally your removal, telling the Postmaster 
General that you had. een originally appointed at my in- 
stance, and that it wonid not have been donc if I had been 
aware that your appointment was fustiy calculated to dis- 
please decidedly those who have. remonatrated. against it, 
and to whom, as a public man, L am under many obliga- 
tions. My correspondent at Clearspring had. led me to com- 
mit an error which I desired to correct. ` 
These are ali the facts and circamstences which occur 
to me aa being mecessary to communicate in reply bag goar 
an 
By 


letter. From tbem you may learn by what I have 
influenced in the matter to which your letter relates. 
what considerations the Postmaster General has been in- 
L know not, as I have not conversed of eorre- 
with him since the time of the last interview above 
referred to. If you have any desire to know anything as to 
his motives and reasons, he alone can gratify you. I pre- 
sume, however, he could say nmbing which would be more 
oat than that which this fetter contains. Se 
In conclasion, I $ that the appointment was origin- 
ally given to you, as it has been tome a source of much 
annoyance; and as your removal appears to have wounded 
your feelings, and will probably mortify some of your 
friends, for whom I entertain a high respect. 
Respectfully, your obedient servant, |. aa A 
a 7 , ‘FRANCIS. THOMAS. 
Mr. Davin Ripznetm .- ge ES < 


(in this letter it was alleged that your lan- |. 


ce at Clearspring, ttrat they should be |; 
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| SPEECH ON HON. B. BROWN, 
$ OF NORTH CAROLINA, 


In SENATE, February 9 and 10, 1836, 


On Mr. Benton’s resolutions, as modified by the. mover, 
on the suggestion of Mr. Grunpy, for setting apart so 


much of the Surplus Revenuc as. may be necessary for : 


, the defense and permanent security of the country. 

- ‘Mr. BROWN observed, that he had not in- 
tended to take any part in the debate which had 
grown out of the resolution..submitted. by . the 


honorable. gentleman from -Missouri (Mr. Ban- | 


won] until- few daye since; when some remarke 
chad bean madein the course of thadebase which he 
considered it his duty to notice. Strong and im- 
| parative, however, as he felt this duty to be, he had 
i Ten willing, on yesterday ,to forego the discharge 
- of it, in the hope thas the digcusgion had. approx- 
‘imated to ita.close, and. that: the question would 
then have been taken... Disappointed. as they had 
:been in that. hope, and renewed as the dabate was 
i to-day by the gentleman from. Virginia, (Mr. 
|| Lnren,] Ue considerations which had then induged 
n him to. abstain from asking the indulgence of the 
i| Senate no longer operated; and he would prooced 
'| briefly to fulfill what .bad.then beea his intention, 
|| whieh, under the hope that a vote would baye 
|| -beon taken on yesterday,.had:. been temporarily 
|| abandoned, 0. be tet 
‘|. From the observations of the Senator from Vir- 
ji inia, {Mr. Leicn,] and the gloomy forebodings 
i he had expressed, (which he trusted: were not well 
| grounded,) that, in the progreas'of.the difficulties 
' between the Gavernment of the United. States and 
| Frenece,.we might be figally involved -in a war, 
:we are (said he) admonished, by every consid- 
eration of. prudence, of interest, and af: national 
.pride,.to make the most effectual preparations for 
any contingency that may happen: That gentle- 
man had deprecated a war with Frahce'rhore than 
-with any. of ‘the ether nations of the Old World. 
-He confessed that he entertained somethi Rc 
‘been 


in oer glorious gle for 
us b 


‘Would. it nat. have the ‘effect to destroy thé moral 
power which our fret institutions possess at this 
expe if-we were to suffer cur national honor to 
tarnished and our rights to be violated ? Most 
assuredly it would; and he who was most anxious 
to benefit the woeld by the example of our free 
inatitutions, should be: the most careful to show, 
thei influence in preserving us both from injury 
and indignity. . E ee a 
The gentleman, in referring to the President’s 
recommendation, at a former session, for the is- 
‘suing of letters of marque and reprisals againdt 
France, said that he never did. believe that the 
President was serions in’ the recommendation of 
‘such a measure, and, until that time, so Goyern- 
ment,in ancient or modern times, hdd ever given 
previous warning to its antagonist when it thought 
‘proper to resort to it. : He would ‘ask the gentle- 
man if the distinction between the Constitution 
of this Government and those to whom he re- 
ferred had not occurred to.him? How was it 
-possible for the President of the United States to 
‘act in a measure of the kind without the codper- 
ation of Congress; and how was it possible for 
him to have obtained that coöperation without 
addressing ‘himself to them in a message? : The 
‘gentleman could see rio impropriety in the Pres- 


Cang ooo hos Geet, 


message sent by him in the performance of his 
constitutional duty to x codrdinate branch of thie 
Government. Now, almost every gentleman who 
-had addressed the Senate on this question, had 
| repudiated the idea that the Chief Magistrate of 
|; this country should make explanations to a for- 
eign Government touching the communications 
made by him to Congress; and hë confessed he 
was astonished at hearing such sentiments uttered 
by the gentleman from Virginia. He.cowld not 
į; -believe that such concessions could be made with- 
i: outan utter sacrifice of every principle of honor 
| without a violation of that independence which 
“we, of all others, should hold the most precious. 
i` Ew his. opinion, the ground on: this point, so 
i ably and successfully maintained by Mr. Living- 
| ston in addressing the French Minister, was the 
| only true and tenable one. : When anything eat- 
| culated to impeach the honor of a, nation is ubed 
-in the diplomatie communications of another, it 
‘then had a right to demand ‘an explanation; ‘but 
: where the matter taken exception to is found in 
„a communication from the Chief Magistrate of a 
nation to a codrdinate branch of his own Govern- 
{-ment, expressly intended to give information of 
its‘own affairs, the Chief Magistrate cannot enter 
| into any explanations with a foreign. Government 
without a surrender of every principle of honor 
and depandan : No Chief: Magistrate of this 
‘country had ever done so. a eo Pts 
~ Mr. B. would now proceed to notice some re- 
marka made by, gentlemen at an early stage of 
this. debate. he gentleman from Kentucky, 
(My; Critrenpen,] a. few days ago, remarked 
‘that we had not entered into extensive warlike 
preparations previous to: our late contest with 
-Great Britain; and he argued ‘from it that as we 
‘came out of. that contest with honor, we were 
now able to meet a less powerfal enemy with 
‘out increased population: and resources, without 
| placing the nation in a strong: defansive attitude. 
If ever a nation had been taught by severe ex- 
perience tho fallacy of that doctrine, hé thought 
this nation had. To-what cduse were we to at- 
‘tribute the disasters that marked the commence- 
ment of that contest, but the want of adequate 
preparation; but to the:fact-that we had not made 
the preparations which wisdom, prudence; and a 
sense ‘of honor and interest demanded?” Did not 
‘the enian revollect How the patriotic citizens 
‘of hie’ own! State were: dalled | on! todefend our 
‘northwestern frontier from’ the inċcardiote of the 
‘enemy, and: did he not vécoliect the disasters of 
the river Raisin, and othet places on the frontiers, 
occasioned mainly by the want of necessary prep- 
arations? It'did appear to: him that if ever a 
nation had been admonistied by expericnce—the 
best of all instrictors—that in peace they should 
pon for war, it wag the people of the United 
States. ‘The Senator from Delaware had endeav- 
ored to justify his vote; as well. ag that: of his 
friends, on the rejection of the $3,000,000 appro- 
‘priation, on the'groand of the uncoristitutionalit 
‘of the amendmentiof the House; and ‘challenge? 
‘thé feiends-of the measure’ to produce any war- 
‘rant for it in the Constitution; bat the gentlenia?, 
unfortunately for ‘his cause, Had failed to prove 
ithe truth of-his position: : Unconstitutional, did 
the gentleman say? (By what authority (said 
“Mri $) do we'àppropriàte monéy for the pablit 
service? ` Under the Conetitation, which provides 
‘that no money shall. be drawn from the Treasury 
bat: in' consequence of appt dione hade by 
laws ‘Then, ifthe Sendte of she: Unned States 
had: passed this amendment of the House, weld 
the money Not have been diawn from the! Tireas- 
-ury in vitae of an ap iation’ made:by law? 
Undoubtedty it would have béen dfawi in pursi- 
ante of the very words of the Constitution: The 
Conatitation kad not poitited oat whether general 
or specific appropriations should be. made, but 
very properly left that matter to the wisdom of 
Congress; t0 be judged. of by the peculiar cir- 
cumstances of thecose, 0 
While the gentleman wasendesyering t3 extri- 
-eate himself and those who voted with him from 
the difficulties in which they had involved thei - 
selves, it appeared to him that he was plunging 
himself and them still deeper than they were into 
‘4nsdufmountable difficulties. By a comparison of 
the eed on by the cofimitteé of confer- 


ident’s. giving tò France explanations as to tie || ence of the last session in reference to this amend- 
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ment of the House with the amendment itself, it | regard to the expenditure of the public money. |i lost moral power in the nation—if it had | 


would be found that the constitutional objections 
of the gentleman applied much stronger to that 
than to the amendment proposed by the House. 
Permit me (said Mr. B.) to call the attention of 
the Senate to the striking difference between the 
amendment of the House of Representatives and 
the report of the committee of conference, the 
latter of which met the concurrence of the gen- 
tleman and his triends. The amendment made 
the appropriation contingent in the first instance, 
and did not call for the expenditure of the money 
unless such expenditure became necessary to place 
the country in a posture of defense. lt was lim- 
jted to the next session of Congress; and permit 
me (said Mr. B.) to observe, that it was actually 
more epecific in its language than the subsutute 
pre by the committee of conference. In 
defining the objects of the expenditure, it went on 
to say that it was for fortifications, for ordnance, 
and tor the naval service; while the substitute 
roposed to appropriate the money for the forti- 
kakani and for the naval service only, leavir 
out the word ‘‘ ordnance.’’ The one was limite 
and the other was unlimited, possessing no qual- 
ificauon whatever by which the Executive was 
to be bound. Therefore, whilst honorable gentle- 
men were endeavoriog to shield themselves from 
the conaequences of having rejected the amend- 
ment of the House of Representatives under the 
Wide panoply of the Constitution, it appeared to 
him that they themselves had been inflicting a 
severer blow on that instrument than that which 
they had professed so much anxiety to avert. 
Genilemen had very suddenly discovered that 
appropriations, to be properly made by Congress, 
should first be recommended by the Executive. 
Many had said that the $3,000,000 appropriation 
was uncoustitutonal, because the Executive did 
not step forward, and say to Congress that this 
sum of money wae wanted for the exigencies of 
che country. He should like to know in what 
part of the Constitution gentlemen found the 
slause denying to Congress the power to appro- 
priate money without that recommendation? The 
practice of making specific appropriations had 
often been departed from; if there was one right 
clearly belonging to Congress, it was the righi to 
appropriate money of their own free will and dis- 
cretion, and to tell the Executive how he should 
apply it for the public service, without waiting 
for his application or recommendation. The Ex- 
ecuuve could control this discretion in no way 
but by withholding bis signature to bills making 
euch appropriations. It appeared that honorable 
gentlemen had fallen into this error by looking at 
the monarchical institutions of the Old World. 
In the British Parliament, the King’s Minister 
produces the annual budget,and asks the appro- 
Priations it calis for; and when these are granted, 
the King returns thanks to his faithful Commons | 
for their liberal supply. There was a wide dif- | 
ference between this practice and that of our ; 
republican Guvernment. The Congress of the 
United States appropriates money for the public | 
service, to be expended under the direction of the 
President; but they did not grant it to him, as the | 
British Commons did to their King. Suppose, | 
however, that the President at the last session of 
Congress had complied with the wishes of gentle- 
men, as now expressed, and had stated that the 
public service required additional appropriatione, 
and had asked Congress to make them. Is it not 
probable (said Mr. B.) if the President had made 
such a recommendation to Congress, that we 
should have heard rang in our ears the cry of 
dictation; that he wanted this money, not for the 
public service, but for electioneering purposes; 
or that the appropriation would result in war, 
into which the Exceutive was anxious to plunge 
thecountry? If those in opposition had not done 
so, they would have departed from their usual 
course in reference to the measures of this Ad- 
ministration. Gentlemen would probably have 
escaped from such Executive dictation, and re- 
fused to vote the money, by resorting tothe dex- ! 
trous logic of a celebrated knight, who, when 
pressed for reasons, refused to give them “on 
compulsion.” 
The gentleman from Delaware had said that 
the friends of Mr. Jefferson here had abandoned 


He thanked him for ‘(that word,” and rejoiced 
that he had identified the friends of the Adminis- 
tration with that great man. But in whatrespect 
(said Mr. B.) have we departed from the policy 
of Mr. Jefferson? It wasa favorite principle of 
his, which had been followed up by his party 
ever since, that specific appropriations should be 
made in all cases where it was possible to do so; 
but it was a practice of his administration to relax 
that republican rule when the public service re- 
quired it. In the case adverted to by the Sena- 
tors from Tennessee and Pennsylvania, in the 
administration of Mr. Jefferson, when an appro- 
priation of $2,000,000 was made, having in view 
the purchase of Louisiana, that appropriation was 
made in terms as general as it was possible to 
imagine; and the discretion granted to the Exec- 
utive was far beyond that contemplated in the 
amendment of the House of Representatives of 
the last session. In the latter case, the money 
was appropriated in a season of great emergency 
for the defenses of the country, under the most 
reasonable apprehensions of great difficulties with 
France, and the expenditure was limited to the 
next session of Congress, when an account was 
to be exhibited for every dollar expended. 

He would not(said Mr. B.) pursue the remarks 
of the gentleman from Delaware further. With 
the controversy between an honorable member 
of the other House and another gentleman of this 
body, to whose assistance the Senator from Del- 
aware had so gallantly come, neither him nor his 
poe! friends had anything to do. One of the 

eroes renowned in Grecian story was esteemed 
fortunate in having the devoted and faithful Pa- 
troclus as his friend; equally s0 was the gentle- 
man whose cause had been so well defended here; 
but he trusted that the gentleman from Delaware 
would not, like the friend of the Grecian hero, 
become the victim of his own generous fidelity. 

Hece Mr. Brown yielded the floor at the in- 
stance of Mr. Grunpy, who moved an adjourn- 
ment; but before the question was taken, at the 


request of Mr. Crirrenpen, of Kentucky, it was | 


for a moment withdrawn, when he entered into 


an explanation of some of his views which had , 


been remarked on by Mr. B.; after which, on 
motion of Mr. Grunpr, the Senate adjourned. 


THURSDAY, February 10, 1836. 


The Senate having resumed the consideration 
of the subject on the following day— 

Mr. BROWN (in continuation) said, he had 
to express the obligations he felt under to the 
Senate for the indulgence that had been granted 
him by an adjournment on the last evening. He 
would endeavor to requite it by disposing of the 


© remaining topics yet to be noticed as speedily as 


he could with justice to himself. The charge had 
been repeatedly made on that floor, and echoed 
: elsewhere, that a great effort was making to pros- 


‘| trate that branch of the Government, (the Sen- 


i ate,) that a war was waging against it, and that 
| that war was made by the President of the United 
States and the party who supported him. If war 
had been made against the Senate, it had not been 
| made by the Cinef Magistrate, or by the party 
| who supported him; but, in his opinion, it had 
| been mnde upon the Senate by itself. The course 
| of measures pursued by that body had produced 
more injurious consequences, so far as itself is 


| action of the Executive, however hostile to it. 
Who commenced that course of hustility said to 
|| be existing between the President and his eon- 


| gion of 1834 ¢ 
' gore, . 


| TheChief Magistrate bad been arraigned, tried, 


Xplain who were the first aggres- 


| resolution passed by.a decided majority; and this, 


i directly in violation of the Constitution, which 
gives to the House of Representatives only the 
power of impeachment. This was a manifest 


all the lessons inculgated by that statesman with 


aurpation ef power, and a war waged by the 
Senate against the President. Hf the Senate had 


concerned, than could possibly result from any ' 


| stitutional advisers? Let the Journals of that 
i body answer; let the ever to be remembered ses- i 


“and condemned without a hearing, for having | 
: done that which he believed to be his duty, by a | 


| in-his opinion, and in the opinion of a vast ma- - 
| jority of the people of the United States, was done , 


l 1 3 ost that 
salutary influence in the councils of the country 


it ought rightfully to possess—such loss had 
resulted from another circumstance than the one 
supposed by gentlemen who had adverted to it. 
It lad resulted from the fact that it had arrayed 
itself against public opinion, and had not yielded 
to it that respect which it was entitled to under 
our form of Government. Ife admitted that this 
body was constituted to check those ebullitions 
of popular feeling which must at times rise in all 
Governments; but it never was constituted to 
stand up against settled public opinion, when it 
had been repeatedly spoken. 

We all remember, (said Mr. B.,) in 1834, the 
great effort to break down the popularity of the 
present Administration, and to achieve success 
for the bank and its partisans by making unceas- 
ing appeals to the fears of a free, a high-minded, 
and enlightened people. 1 contend (said Mr. B.) 
if the Senate has lost power, it is from its own 
actions, and not from any other branch of the 
Government. It had been said, if the Senate was 
not popular now, a brighter day was coming, and 
that the virtue and intelligence of the people 
would yet preserve it from destruction. Yes, sir, 
(said Mr. B.,) the people will preserve it, but it 
will be by infusing into it gradually a strong por- 
tion of popular feeling, and one more congenial 
to their own. 

His honorable colleague had inquired, a few 
days ago,in what manner the appropriation bill, 
containing the amendment of $3,000,000 by the 
House of Representatives at the last session, 
came here indorsed; and had said it came to this 
body indorsed by the chairman of the Committee 
of Ways and Means of the House of Represent- 
atives, and a prominent member of the ‘spoils 
party.” Sir, (said Mr. B.,) that bill came here 
indorsed in a manner which ought to have enti- 
tled it to the highest respect; it was sanctioned 
by the popular branch of our national Legis- 
lature -—— that branch whose province it is to 
originate appropriations for the public service, 
through the hands of one of its most important 
committees, which, he thought, was an _indorse- 
ment sufficient to secure for it a proper degree of 
respect in this branch of the Legislature. His 


i colleague had also adverted to the great influence 
ponseased by the Executive, which, brought to 
J 


ear, in the shape of patronage, on the Legisla- 
tures of the different States, was producing the 
most dangerous effects. He was well aware that 
those who constituted the dominant party in this 
country were often taunted by these in opposi- 
tion with the appellation of the ‘‘ spoils party.” 
The charge had been so often made, that, although 
it had as often been successfully refuted, yet he 
could not pass over it without giving it some no- 

tice. As far as his own State was concerned, it 
was his duty to mect it. He would be faithless 
to them, as a portion of the Democratic party, if 
he did not vindicate them, at least, from an im- 
putation which, so far as it might be intended to 
apply to them, did great injustice. He did not 
hesitate to say, that he had no doubt, from in- 
formation in which he placed the most implicit 
confidence, derived from gentlemen of the highest 
respectability, aud whose opportunities of acquir- 
ing a correct knowledge of the subject were the 
greatest, that a vast majority of the Federal offices 
in North Carolina were filled by men in opposi- 
i tion to the Administration. 

He had been informed, and believed it to be the 
fact, that all the officers connected with the judi- 
ciary of the United States in North Carolina, were 
known as belonging to the Opposition. As re- 
garded those who held offices in the revenue ser- 
| vice of the United States, an equal number, if not 
; a majority, are said to be of the same class as to 
their politics, He had obtained sufficicnt inform- 
ation as regarded the political sentiments of those 
who are in office as postmaaters in North Caro- 
lina, to warrant the belief thata very large ma- 
jority are of the Opposition party. From state- 
ments which he then had in his possession, 
| vouched for as they were by the signatures of 
| those who had furnished them, with the liberty of 
inspection to any gentleman there who might de- 
i sire to examine them—made, too, by those who 
li had the best opportunities of correct personal 
| knowledge, it appeared that, in three of the con- 
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ional districts, represented by gentleniea || 
tiendly to the Administration; there Was a ma- `: 
jority of the postmasters in each opposed to the” 
Administration. In two others, friendly to the 
Administration, they were nearly equally divided,” 
and from one other of the same politieal complex- 
ion, he had received no information. With re- 
spect to the political opinions of postmasters in 
districts in his State, represented by members who 
differ in their pohtics from the friends of the Ad- 
ministration, he had no authentic information, 
except that which is usually in Notth Carolina 
denominated the “ Mountain district;’’ and that 
information, vouched for, as it was, by thé re- 
table gentleman who had furnished it; repre- 
sented the number of postmasters in opposition 
to the Administration as being more than two to’ 
one in the number greater than those who were’ 
in favor of it. Mr. B. said that these statements ° 
exhibited a result which he himself had scarcely’ 


Slasery'in the Distritt of Colunbid Me. Cushing, 


mentioned by the #entlemen who had just taken 
their seats, in those States where they had unfor- 
tunately been ih a minority, On the contrary, in 
some of the States they had been proscribed and i 
sweptfrom ofice almost withouta solitary excep- | | 
tion. i i f 
Much has bten said by gentlemen against the ` 
dangerous ericroa¢hments of Executive power, | 
and the alarming consequences threatened by it; 
but permit me (said Mr. B.) to say to them that 
they have greatly magnified the.extent of the dan- |: 
ger. From what cause did the Executive branch 
of oat Government possess powé? Was it be- || 
causé of the great authority inherent in it? He 
believed that the Executive office of this Govern- 
ment had heretofore possessed power that it would . 
never possess again. The Chief Magistracy un- 
der thts Government had hitherto been filled by 
men, with but one exception, whose revolutionary 
services gave them a weight and consideration 


character, deeply erred. 

All history showed that the nation which had’ 
endeavored to purchase peace by such a.course, 
had failed todo so. What was our history pre- 
cedirig the last wat? One submission only led to 
another, and one injury unresisted only served 
to provoke other wrongs. But when the Amer- 
ican people sternly and tesolutely determined to 


lated fo concifiate them and ‘protect our national: 


` take a manly stand in defense of their honor and 


interests, what was the consequence? Our flag is 


| respected in every sea; our country occupies a 


high stand among the nations of the earth; and 
we have acquired a national character in conse- 
uence of our energy and decision, stronger even ` 
than that which could be maintained by the largest 
naval and military force. Let me, then, (said Mr. - 
B.,) entreat gentlemen by all the remembrances 
associated with the deeds of imperishable renown 
achieved in the last war, to maintain on this oc- 


expected—it was, that in five of the congressional’ which their successors woald never hereafter 
districts represented by friends of the Adminis-* obtain. The eminent services of these great men | 
tration, a decided aggregate majority of thé post-" had brought with them into officé what, in truth, 
masters holding office under the present prvscrip- is the great source of power in popular Govern- 
five Administration, were in opposition to it. Te: ment—the public confidence. hen the race of 
which of the political divisions the term “‘ spoils! révolutionary patriots is ran out—when we have 


casion, that high national character; which the 
valor of our Navy and Army had so ‘honorably | 
won. i ; 


SLAVERY IN THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA: ` 


rty” properly applied, he thought there could ` 

but little difficulty in determining. ft was by’ 
Wo means a pleasant task for him to perform, to ` 

into an inquiry as to who were the real office 
Bolders anger the present Adminigteation in his’ 
own State; bat it was a daty which he had delayed ` 
longer than he should have done, in justice to the ` 
political party whose generous support, at a crisis 
of great public importance, had given him re- 
newed evidence of ity confidence. e claimed for 
the Democratieparty of his State the distinguished 
honor of having achieved their successés in the 
last two years, not only in opposition to the com~ 
bination of parties which had been arrayed against ' 
them there, but to a great €ktent in opposition tó ` 
the nage of the Federal.and State Govern- ’ 
ments; with which had been united a majority of 
the newspaper presses. The patronage of thé? 
Federal Government was against them, beĉause:) 
it bad so happened that the greater number of” 
those hohling official stations under it in that | 
State were in opposition to the present Admin- , 
istration. The patronage of the State goverti- 
ment bad been against them, because a majority” 
of the officers who had been elected to State 
offices for the last two years, were, as hë had ' 
been’ informed on: the best authority, likewise 
in opposition. `- pa Se . 

- Notwithstanding these facts, (said Mr. B.,) the 
political party friendly to the E omiko algae msl 
tion. had been uncuasingly deriounced as office- | 
holders and office-seekers, influenced by no pátri- 
otic motives, and governed only by the most 
mercenary tomiderations. Which of the parties 
in his own State had sought office with móést avid- 
ity, tet facts speak; which had suceceded most! 
in obtaining: the “ spoils’! of office, Was a ques: 
tion not difficult of solution. Mr. B. saig, that 
although the friends of the present Administration: 
were decidediy‘in the ascendency at the tait twa’! 
sessions of the Legistature of North Carolina’ id 
taey kad, with a liberality not often imitated by 
the Opposition elsewhere when iti power, elécted 
to ofits a majority who were averse to theni in 
poon o He believed this was ani instance of 

werdstednėss and magnanimity Which Had- 
been ner if at all, practiced in those States” 
where political power bad Been in thé hands of- 


those in. tioin. JN 
- Mr: CLAYTON having aked permission 18 
ithe Opposition patty in Del-: 
had’ rot tursed any: 


A 


{ 


{ 


aware, th u A 

á difference óf political 
opinions: Daaa iage i. 
respect torthe State of Loaisiana.. > - 


| should, in the exercise of his bes 


|| judicious, liberal, and necessary appropriations” 


| whith would show the féreign Governinents that 


no longer the remembrance óf the thrilling inci- 
dents of that eventfd! period of our national his- ' 
tory to associate with the office of our Chief ‘ 
Magistrate, it will be one of weakness, rathtr than ' 
of exorbitant power, compared with the other | 
bririches of the Government. The number of can- |! 
didates for the office would create great divisions | 
in public sentiment, and all the disappointed ' 
would probably unite and array themselvesazainst ' 
the successful candidate, which would weaken | 
and embarrass his Administration. Gentlemen, 
therefore, Were greatly mistaken in supposing i 
that’ the Executive branch of the Government 
was that which threatened the greatest danger to 
our Constitution. - His colleague had referred to 
the‘land bill introduced by the Senator from Ken- 
tucky. -He would say, in a few words, that he ‘ 
had tet nihe this measure to be impolitic, | 
anà on that ground had voted ageinst it. If, | 
! however, he should be instructed to support it, 
| by the Legislature of his State, he wold readily 
obey such instructions; but in their absence he 
tjudgmenit, vote | 
against the bill. © : Baska te 
With respect to the principal object of the rés-_ 
olution before the Senate, he wcs not for making 
appropriations to the extent of the surplus reve- 
nue. He was (said Mr. 8.) in favor of such’ 


as would be sufficient to place the defenses of the 
nation, both naval and military, on a respectable 
footing. Hé believed that that Government was 
cruel as well as unjast to its people, if it failéd to: 
adopt such measures as were nécessary to protect | 
them against foreign aggression. Failing to do so, 

it betrayed one of the highest trusts confided to 

Government by its constituency. He was anxious’ 
that that bédy should concur in some meastire 

the American people were united to a man when’ 
a quéstion toncerhiins' the natiénal hotior; ór the | 
national safety, wad involved. The Senate having’ 
unfortunately failed at the läst session to exhibit, | 
on its part, that unanimity of feeling on soim- 
portant a subject; it was calculated to havé an in: ' 
jurious effect dn our foreign felations. He did | 
nut méan to intpeach the patriotixm of the Sénate; 
bit it could not be ¢ondealed that the vote of the | 
last session had, in some mnedsure, produced the’, 
belief that there would rot be that codpération of ` 
the legislative with the executive branch of our 
Government ‘tiecessat'y to sécure for us the respect | 
of foreign ‘Powers. It was (said Mr. B.Y to sid 
the ‘moral’ power of out Goverment, ag well in 
Europe ‘a8 elsewhere, that hé: wis particalarly 
anxious that the greatest unanimity should. pre- 
vail id our éowricils on thë present occasion: But, 
above all, it was to take such a ground befóre the 


explain, stated: that 
in . power, 
persons out of office for 
Mr: PORTER, having shio requested perihis: 
sion to expla y miscde ‘a similar stateriédt With 
Mr. BROWN continued. When he pre Way: 
foran explanation.from óne pentlenat,; he did net’ 
oe that gentleman would consider theriseivés: 
called on seve to make thei? disclaimers, 
They certainly would have other opportunities of 
explaining the course of patties in the States they 
represented.’ He belteved ‘the Democratic party" 
bin met with the mhildnene nid forbes rates’ 
No. 7 


American people as would redeem the Senate, 
from every suspicion of apathy in defending the | 
couhtrya failure, he would agein Bay; ke-did | 
not impute to improper motives—that he 80 earn- 
esthy desired to sed the'rendlution adopted. Those 
who! believed that passive obedidice ahd an im- 
ploring- kao ‘to fordign Government Wers callous 
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SPEECH OF HON. C. CUSHING, 
` OF MASSACHUSETTS, ar 
Ix rue House op REPRESENTATIVES 
‘Fanuary 25, 1836, Ap My 
Om the right of Petition, as connected with petitions fóf the ' 
‘Abolition of Slavery and the Slave Trade in the District ' 
of Columbia. ; x ` peck 
‘Mr. CUSHING said: I hold: in my hand sev- 
efal petitions on the sublet of the slave intérest 
in the District of Columbia. One of them I now 
tesent to the House.’ Upon it I make’ the pre-' 
minary motion, understood to be nécessary in’ 
such casés, that it be received; and, in reference: 
to this question, I have some few remarks to: 
submit to the consideration of the House. ` 


into the question of slavery, in éither of its sub=: 
divisións or farms. ; 7 
of thote who long-ago foredaw, and early with- 
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stood, the coming of this anti-slavery agitation. |l 
Of the many occasions when I have actively inter- i 

osed in this behalf, I hope to be pardoned for | 
distinctly citing one as vesting in me some title © 
to be candidly heard by the House. [allude to | 
a published nddress upon the slave question, in 
which I deliberately asserted the constitutional 
rights of the South in this matter. It shall be 
my aim, on this occasion, to do and say nothing 
inconsistent with myself, with the letter of the 
Constitution, or with the spirit of the various 
compromises of interest and opinion incorporated 
into the Union of these States, 

The members of this House have been fre- 
quently called, during the present session, to vote 
upon divisions connected with petitions of this 
nature. On those occasions I have been content 
to pronounce my vote simply, and without ex- | 
planation, leaving my reasons and motives to be , 
construed or misconstrued by others, as chance 
might order. To have continued so to do until , 
the subject of the present controversy were finally | 
disposed of, is the part I should altogether have 
chusen, had circumstances permitted to me such 
a course. But, if I have been silent, I have not 
been incurious, nor, | trust, an uninstructed, 
spectator of events, It is rendered apparent that 
those great matters which occupy the public mind 
abroad do now occupy also this House. If other 

entlemen, differing with me in part or in whole, 
had voted without discussion, according to the 
dictates of their individual judgment, each of us | 
could fairly have stood upon his personal convic- 
tions, and his personal estimation elsewhere, for 
his justification in the eyes of his countrymen. ‘|! 
But that, much as it were in my view to be de- 
sired, isno longer possible. What has happened 
here is nealka already in the unchangeable rec- | 
ords of time and of eternity. It is become his- |; 
tory. It cannot be recalled; it cannot be blotted || 
from the memory; it cannot be expunged from || 
the annals of the country. The winged words || 


uttered in this House have gone forth to the iI place this petition at their disposal. 


world, on their mission of good or evil. Debate | 
we have; debate we must have; we are goaded ; 

into debate; it is forced upon us; and from a 

uarter of the Union whence, I am frank to say, | 

T dia not look for it to come; and forced upon us | 
in terms of dictation which I cannot brook; ‘! 
since they leave to me no alternative of escape || 
from debate, but in the passive surrender of some 
of the dearest of our birthrights, those of free 
petition, free speech, and free conscience. Isay 
of free speech and free conscience, both which 
are involved in the resolutions moved some time 
since by a gentleman from Maine, [Mr. Jarvis. ] 
When these resolutions shall be distinctly before 
the House, it will become its members to reflect 
whether they have the constitutional right to at- 
tempt, or attempting, have the power to enforce, 
what those resolutions seem to contemplate — a 
perpetual prohibition of debate, and even of mo- 
tions, upon a large and comprehensive class of 
subjects. These rights, neither my constituents 
nor myself feel disposed to surrender; and upon 
one of these great liberties of the land, and for 
the sake of incidentally vindicating the others, I 
shall, in due time, address the House at length. 

My only object, at this time, is to come to a 
fair understanding with the House as to the 
course to be pursued in the debate, and the dis- 
position it will make of these petitions. 

Ata very early period of the session, a gentle- 
man from South Carolina [Mr. Hamaonp] met 
such petitions with the motion that they be not 
received. All the debates which cnsued thereon 
terminated in evasive and unsatisfactory votes 
for laying on the table, which left every question 
of principle unsettled. 

_ Afterwards, on a similar objection to reception 
being made by a gentleman from Georgia, [Mr. 
Guascocx,] my colleague [Mr. Apams] appealed 
from a ruling of the Speaker on an incidental 
point of orders; which appeal, and the matters 
connected with it, have been put off, day after 
day, and week after week, and still remain sus- 
pended for some future time of consideration. 

Then came a set of resolutions applicable to a 
part of the prayer of these petitions, moved by a 
gentleman from Maine, (Mr.Jarvis,] under which 
there is a debate in progress, on an amendment | 


ee) 


moved by a gentleman from Virginia, [Mr. 
Wise, ] to the effect that Congress have no power 
granted by the Constitution to legislate on the 
subject of slavery in this District. 

Finally, on the last occasion when petitions of 
this kind were presented, the question of recep- 
tion being raised, that question was, by a vote of 
the House, laid on the table; as happened this 
morning in the case of those petitions presented 
by my colleague, [Mr. Apams,] the operation of 
which is practically to refuse to receive the peti- 
tions. 

Now, I am wholly dissatisfied with this course 
of proceeding, and I cannot submit to it in regard 
to the petitions which I am charged to present. 
I hold that the question of reception, as it is in 
fact and of necessit 


is it the first in order of principle. It must not | 


be pushed aside to make place for the discussion 
of speculative resolutions, or for debate on the 
merits of the question raised by the prayer of 
these petitions. 


I maintain that the House is . 


bound by the Constitution to receive the petitions; ; 


after which it will take such method of deciding 
upon them as reason and principle shall dictate. 
It should first lend an attentive and respectful ear 
to the prayer of the people. Whether it can or 
wiil grant that prayer is an after consideration. 
I have already kept back for several weeks the 
petitions committed to me, in order to shape my 


course according to the deliberate decision of the ; 


House; but that decision does not come; itis con- 


tinually procrastinated for the sake of considering , 
questions which, in my view, are secondary in ; 
time and in principle to the question of reception; ` 
.| been verified too speedily, I trust that the hopes 
stituents shall be held waiting, as it were, at the | 
doors of the Capitol for admission, when, as I : 


and I can no longer consent that these my con- 


read the Constitution, they have arightto demand 


immediate entrance, and to be respectfully received ; 


by their assembled representatives. 


I tender to the House, therefore, an alternative. ` y 4 i 
i! butanything, public or personal, which they deem 
_to be a grievance. 


. If they 
| choose to fix absolutely on a time certain for con- 
| sidering and deciding the question of reception, 


so that this shall take precedence of the other |; 


| debate, they will then have this day, as usual, for 
| its appropriate business of the general presenta- 
tion of petitions. But if they decide, as hereto- 
fore, to lay the question of reception on the table, 
then I shall feel myself constrained to take the 
floor upon another of these petitions, and to 
keep it, as under a late decision of the House I 
have a right to do, until I have fully debated the 
whole subject-matter. If the effect of this shall 
be to exclude all other petitions for the day, I can- 
not helpit. Be the responsibility on their heads 
who raised this novel and extraordinary question 
of reception, going to the unconstitutional abridg- 
ment, as I conceive, of the great right of petition 
inherent in the people of the United States. 

[The question, ‘‘ Shall this petition be re- 
ceived ?’’ was then, on the motion of a gentleman 
from South Carolina, [Mr. Hammonp,] laid on 
the table, when Mr. Cusuine resumed the floor, 
and said:] 

I now present to the House a petition signed 
by inhabitants of Amesbury, in the State of Mas- 
sachusetts, among the subscribers to which are 
persons whom I know and vouch to be citizens of 
the United States. They pray for the abolition of 
slavery and the slave trade in the District of Co- 
lumbia, and in the Territories under the jurisdic- 
tion of the United States. I make the preliminary 
motion that it be received; and upon that motion 
I proceed to express my views to the House. 

Steering clear of all the inflammable matter 
intruded into these debates, gauging myself to the 
standard of the most absolute moderation, and 
resolutely tying down my thoughts to the real 
point at issue, what I propose to examine is the 
single naked question of the constitutional right 
of petition, as involved in the disposition of these 
petitions. 

Looking into the Constitution, I find, among 
the amendments proposed by the Congress of 
1789, and in the very first of the number, the 
following article: 

t“ Congress shall make no law respecting an 
‘establishment of religion, or prohibiting the free 
‘exercise thereof, or abridging the freedom of 


‘speech or of the press; or the right of the people 
‘ peaceably to assemble and to petition the Govern- 
‘ment for a redress of grievances.” 

Long before I had imagined that such a right 
would ever be called in question, I remember to 
have read the remark of a distinguished jurist 
and magistrate of the State of Virginia, (Tucker’s 
Notes on Blackstone,) complaining that the con- 
cluding words of the clause I have cited from the 
Constitution did not strongly guard the great 
tight of petition, as the liberties of the people 
demanded. On the other hand, a still more dis- 
tinguished jurist and magistrate, of my own State, 
(Story’s Commentaries,) in remarking upon the 
same article, expresses the opinion thatit is ample 


x ; | in terms. ‘* Because,” he adds, ‘it [the right of 
the first in order of time, so |' 


‘ petition] results from the very nature of the 
‘structure and institutions of a republican gov- 
“ernment; it is impossible that it should be prac- 
‘tically denied until the spirit of liberty had 
‘ wholly disappeared, and the people had become 
‘so servile and debased as to be unfit to exercise 
‘any of the privileges of freemen.” These em- 
inent constitutional lawyers agreed in opinion of 
the importance of the provision; they differed only 


i in thinking—the one, that the right of petition 


could not be too clearly defined; the other, that 
whether defectively defined or not in the letter, 


. the people would take care that it should in spirit 


be faithfully observed. While the first enter- 
tained a wise jealousy of the encroachments of 
the people’s Representatives, the other looked for 
the protection of the public rights to the people 
themselves, the masters of the people’s Repre- 
sentatives. And as the fears of the former have 


of the latter will not be less truly realized. 
There are some things in the contextand phrase- 
ology of this article of the Constitution which 
may deserve attention. It speaks of ‘“‘ grievances” 
in the general, not ‘‘ their grievances’’—the per- 
sonal grievances of the individuals petitioning— 


It is the same article which 
allows to us the free exercise of our religion, and 
the liberty of speech and of the press. With 
these primary and fundamental rights of a free 
people, it associates the right of petition. But 
there is this peculiarity in the language of this 
clause of the Constitution. The words applicable 
to our subject are: ‘* Congress shall make no law 
abridging the right of the people to petition the 
Government for a redress of grievances.” The 
right of petition, therefore, is not a privilege con- 
ferred by the Constitution. [Ít is recognized as a 
preéxisting right already possessed by the people, 
which they still reserve to themselves, and which 
Congress shall not so much as touch with the 
weight of a finger. The people, in their Consti- 
tution, say to Congress, we place in your hands 


| our right and power of collecting a revenue to 


provide for the common defense and general wel- 
fare of the Union; our right and power to regu- 
late commerce, to coin money, to declare war, 
and to raise and support armies and navies for its 
prosecution. Upon these and other subjects you 
may exercise the discretion which we repose in 
you by virtue of our Constitution. But this you 


| shall not do: you shall not, until after the expi- 


ration of twenty years, prohibit the migration or 
importation of such persons as we think proper 
to admit; you shall not pass any bill of attainder; 
you shall not lay any tax or duty on exports; and 
you shall make no law prohibiting the free exer- 
cise of religion, or abridging the freedom of speech 
or of the press, or the right of the people peace- 
ably to assemble and petition the Government for 
a redress of grievances. These, our great natural 
rights, we keep to ourselves; we will not have 
them tampered with; respecting them we give to 
you-no commission whatsoever; and rights which 
Congress itself—the entire Legislature, consisting 
of the President, the Senate, and the House, acting 
in their combined functions in the enactment of 
a law—is forbidden to abidge, can this House 


i alone -undertake, by a mere resolution or vote, 
| practically to deny, abolish, and destroy? Sir, 


if we can successfully do it, 1 have greatly mis- — 


| conceived the democratic ancestry, the democratic 


principles,and the democraticenergy of the people 
whom we are appointed to serve in this House. 
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The right-of petition, I have gaid, was not con- | - New York, N orth Carolina, and Rhode Island 
ferred on the people by the Constitution, but was || proposed, either literally orin substance, the same 
a preéxisting right, reserved by the people out of || provision; and the consequence was, the addition 
the grants of power made to Congress. To un- ii to the Constitution of the article which I am now 
derstand its nature and extent; we must, therefore, | discussing, on the right of conscience, speech, 
look beyond and behind the Constitution, into the | and petition. And such being the history of this 
anterior political history of the country. clause, I look to the gentlemen from. Virginia 

And, in the first place, I beg of the House, and especially, constant and honorable as they are in 
especially of the gentlemen who so ably repre- their attachment to constitutional 
sent Virginia on this floor, to remember how this whatever hazard, to go with me in maintaining 
article found its way inte the Constitution. _ inviolate this grear original right of the 

You well know, sir, that when the Constitution But we shall not fully appreciate the force' and | 
was submitted to the people of the respective value of this provision, 
States for their adoption or rejection, it awakened 
the warmest debates of the several State conven- 
tions. Some of them, in aceeptng the proposed: land, which runs in our veins. When we fled 
plan of government, cou their acceptance . from the oppressions of kings and parliaments in 
with a recommendation of various additions to `` Europe, to found this great epublic in America, 
the Constitution, which they deemed essential to | we brought with us the laws and the liberties 
the preservation of the rights of the States, orof | which formed a part of our heritage as Britons. 
the people. The Commonwealth of Massachu- We brought with us the idea and the form of our 


I his p if we stop at this point of 
the investigation. The right of petition isan old. | 
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principles at |: 


people. |: 


undoubted household right of the blood of Eng- |: 


| Journals of the 


| in his fourth volume of Debates, page two hun- 


setts insisted, among other things, on the adop- 

tion of that memorable amendment, to the effect, 

“that it be explicitly declared that all powers not 

‘expressly delegated by the aforesaid Constitu- | 
‘ tion, are reserved to the several States; to be by |, 
‘ them exercised.” Having attained this object, | 
and thus clearly ascertained what peron it was ; 
that she parted with to the Federal Government, | 
she felt less anxious in regard to some things `: 
which in other States were deemed important. : 


legislative assemblies, composed of elected repre~ 
sentatives of the people; we brought with-us the 
right of petition, as the necessary incident of such 
institutions. For when, in the whole history of: 
our fatherland, has the right of petition ever un- 
dergone debate and question? Go back to the old 
parliamentary rolls, coeval with Magna Charta; 

ruse the black-letter volumes in which the early 
aws and practices of the English monarchy are 
seen to be recorded; and, so far as you find a 


Especially, she did not, for herself, demand the Government to exist you find the right to petition, 
insertion of those general clauses of political doc- , that Governinent existing also as an undeniable 
trines, popularly called, at that time, after the franchise and birthright of the humblest in the 
celebrated English Bili of Rights, and known in ; land. ‘The Normans came over, lance in hand, 
some modern European constitutions by the name burning and trampling down everything before 
of guarantees. She.was less tenacious on this them, and cutting off the Saxon dynasty and the 
point, inasmuch as her own: constitution was | Saxon. nobles at the edge of the sword; but the 


very full in this respect. It- contained two clauses 
material to the present question, in the following | 
words. anw N : 
‘All power residing originally in the people, 
t and being derived from them, the several magis- 
t trates and officers of Government vested with 
‘authority, whether legislative, executive, or ju“ 
‘dicial, are their substitutes and agents.” 
‘«The people have a right, in an orderly and 
* peaceable manner, to assemble to consult upon 
‘the common good, give instructions to their rep- 
‘yesentatives, and to request of the legislative 
t body, by the way of address, petition, or remon- 
t strance, redress‘of the wrongs done them, and 
t of the grievances they saffer.’’ . f 
These clauses being in her own constitution, I 
gay —and it being understood by her that all 
powers not granted to the United States were re-' | 
served to the States—she felt that she was safe in 
agreeing to the fundamental compact of the Union. | 
The people and the Commonwealth of Virginia’: 
reasoned differently from this; and I will not stop’ 
to argue whether they did or did not reason more’ 
wisely than Massachusetts. They said, We 
choose to leave nothing doubtful which language‘ 
can render certain in a matter of so much moment.’ 
We are laying the foundations of a Government | 
which:we hope may outlast the Pyramids. We 
anow; from old experience, that the depositaries ; 
of the popular power are ingenious in the finding ' 
of glosses and interpretations to abstract from the 
popular rights. Let us see to it that.this Consti- | 
tution contain such express recognitions of the’, 
rights of the dle it shall be impossible to’ 
misunderstand, e will write upon its very front’ 
the great doctrines of liberty in characters of light, | 
whieh, like the burning letters in the banqueting- 
hall of Belshazzar, may blast the eyeballs of 
whoever shall meditate treason to the democratic’ 
rights we have conquered with our blood and our 
fortunes. Accordingly, the convention of Vir- 
ginia proposed. to amend the Constitution by | 
Inserting therein the following, among other 
`“ That all power is ‘natural Sein in, and | 
‘consequently derived from, the people; that 
‘magistrates, therefore, are théir trustees and 
‘agents, and at all times amenable to’ them.” | 
“That the people have a right peaceably to- 
‘assemble together to consult for the common 
‘good, or to instruct their Representatives; and 
‘that every freeman -has aright to petition the 
‘ Legislature for redress of grievances.” =- 


:| Runnymede pledged 
s 


į right of petition remained untouched. In all auc- 


ceeding times, from the day when the barons at 
themselves te deny to no 


man redress of grievances, through every 


| vicissitude of revolution and of war,-down to the 


day when our forefathers abandoned their native 
country, the same right of petition continued with- 
out challenge.: In the next reign, it is true—that 
of the misguided Charles I.—the King invaded the 
i public Jiberties, and he expiated the wrong, as he 
| merited, by a felon’s death. After the Common- 
wealth had passed away, came the petition of 
right, and with it the statute of 13 Charles I., 
| distinctly recognizing the old right of petition, 
; and regulating the mode of its exercise; and 
! in, after the dethronement and exile of James 
H., the Bill of Rights, andthe statute of 1 Wil- 
liam:and Mary, again recognizing and regùlating 
the right of petition, as it has been exercised at 
all times throughout Great ‘Britain: i 
Now, I ask gentlemen to point me, in allor any 
of the periods under review, to the precedents of 
a refusal by Parliament to receive petitions. I 
invite them to turn’ over the histories of. parlia~ 
mentary proceeding, ‘and.cite me the examples of 
petitions being thrust out-of the House of Com- 
mons or of Lords, atthe instant of presentation, 
an the. grown@ that the prayer’ of the petition 
ought not to be granted.: Will they do it?) Car 
they do it? ‘Is it not perfectly notorious, or the 
contrary, that every subjeet is freely admitted to 
be heard in his petition, provided it be respectful 
in terms, even although he. pray expressly for a 
downright: revolution in the Government; as did 
the thousands of petitioners: who thus éarried 
through, in our own time, the great: measure-of 
parliamentary reform? -And shall ‘the people in 
republican America, with ks writter Constitution. 
for the Pose of the publie tights, and: by & 
body of strictly limited pewarecahall the people 
here be forbidden to do that whieh they may 
freely do in the monarchy of England, having no 
guarantees for the public liberty except laws and’ 
prescriptive usages, all of thém confersedly at thé 
will of an omnipotent Parliament? © Forbid it, 
reason! Forbid it, justiee! - Forbid it, liberty !- 
Forbid it the beatified spirite of the revolutionary: 
sages, who watch in heaven over the destinies of 
the Republic! - i Se EN R 
- Ayybut say gentlemen, if such: things are not 
done by the representatives of the people in mo- 
narchical England, they hare Deen done by their 
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precedents? ts 7 
To begin, I throw aside, as wholly inapplicablé 
to the question, or at least as evasive of it, the 
case of petitions refused on account of disrespect- 
ful language towards the persons or the body 
| petitioned. Those constitute a standing excep- 
. tion, independent of the merits of the su ject. 
The proceedings of the House in 1790, ìn refer- 
- ence to petitions on the matter of the slave trade 
and of slavery in the States, have been cited. It 
ig said, in a note appended in print to the very 


What are- those 


|; respectable speech of the gentleman from Vir- 


ginta, [Mr. Garanp,] that those petitions were 

not received.. That is a’ mistake, as every gen- 

| Heman may satisfy himself by recurrence to the 
ouse. : n 

| Mr. GARLAND rose to explain. He said 

| that the note appended to his former remarks was 


| wrong. He was led into the error by Mr. Elliot, 


dred and eleven. Mr.'E. had copied the debate, 


` heading it “Stave Trape; on committing the me- - 
mortal of the Quakers on the- slave trade, House of 
: Representatives, March, 17190;” and closing it with 
: “ memorial rejected.” 


From the statement of the 
| question, the debate being upon the commitment, 
and the addition, memorial rejected, Mr. G. said 
he took it for granted, without further examina- 
tion, that the memorial was rejected without 
commitment. Upon examination, however, he 
found that this statement was inaccurate, and that 
the memorial was referred to a committee. Mr. 
j G. said he was indebted to the courtesy of the 
gentleman from Massachusetts for the opportu- 
nity of making this explanation, and correcting 
the error. i 

Mr. CUSHING. I felt sure that the gentleman 
from Virginia would,: when occazion offered, 
afford an honorable explanation of this error; for 
1 myself noticed the statement in Elliot’s Debates, 
and might have been misled thereby if I had not 
followed up the subject to the original sources of 
information regarding it. The petitions were in 
fact received, committed, and debated on report, 
as I shall have occasion hereafter tostate at length. 
- One other-case is cited, that of the petition of 
Vicente Pazos, agent of New Granada, which, 
in the year 1818, the House tefased to receive. 
But the printed debates of that dey show clearly 
the ground of rejection. “Mr. Forsyth moved 
that it be not received.  ‘* He stated that, as the 
‘ petitioner was the agent of a foreign Power, 
‘and applied to Congress as an appellate power 
t over the Executive, he thought it improper that 
‘he Should be thus: heard.” And the question 
į was decided upon this single point. I heartily 
approve the remarks then made by a distinguished 
statesman, now no more, whoat that time repre- 
sented Massachusetts on this floor. 

Mr. Mills, of Massachusetts, said that, * the 
‘right of petition was a sacred one, and belonged 
“equally to: the meanest and the greatest citizen 
tin the nation; and if such a petition as this, im- 
‘ plicating the conduct of the Executive, had beer 
presented ‘from the meanest eitizen, he would 
“receive it, and: if it complaited ‘of grievances 
‘without pointing out redress, it would be the 
‘duty of the House to give the proper redress; 
‘but it was tô our own citizens only he would 
‘turn this listening ear. What right hada for~ 
‘eign subject to petition this House??? > ~- 
- Sir, I have incidentally todched‘ypon the ee 
ment of precedents, anid‘shown how dntenable it 
is; but I care not if there were a thousand prece- 


dents of refusal to receive petitions. Such’a fact, 
if -it existed, would not abate my Zeal on this 
point, or shift, in the minutest degree, my posi- 
tion. Upon the Constitution—-upon the preéxist- 
ing legal rights of the people, as understood imr 
this country and in England—I have argued that 
this House is bound to receive the petition under 
debate. It is impossible, in my mind, to distin- 

uish Between the refusal to receive a petition, 
of its summary rejection by some general order, 
and the denial of the right of petition. I have no 
such microscopie eye as to enable me to discern 
the point of difference: between the two things. 
This procedure may be keeping the word to the 
ear, but it is breaking it to the sense; and I go 
upon géneral, abstract, original, fandamental prin- 
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ciple—the great principle of democratic liberty, 
which is the found 
Jt is for the sacred and inalienable rights of the 
people tnat I here contend. I should regard the 
exclusion of petitions from the consideration of 
the House as a high-handed invasion of the im- 
prescriptible rights of the constituency of the 
country, of whom we are the representatives, not 
the dictators; and itis for that reason I take my 
stand against it on the very threshold. 

Sir, Fam a republican; and I desire to sce this 
House observe the principles of that democracy 
which is ever on the lips of its members, and 
which F hope is in their hearts, as I know and 


feel it is in mine, and mean it shall be in my con- : 


duct. This Republic was called into being, organ- 


ation stone of this Republic. ; 


petition does not admit of debate; that the delib- 
i erate consideration of it, and the decision of it ın 
| the ordinary course of business, would be fraught 
' with disastrous consequences to the peace of the 
| South and the general tranquillity of the Union. 
: Deeming this argument of more weight than the 
| other, I will give to it more careful attention, es- 
: pecialiy as on this point gentlemen have appealed 
with great force of language to the patriotic con- 
sideration of the North. 


1 
| 
aL 

i 


In the first place, I aver that I, and those with | 


whom I have acted or voted, did not seek debate | 


on this subject. We felt anxious, almost univer- 
sally, to avoid it. The members from Massachu- 
setts atleast have not invited, and until it had 
l been under discussion among other gentlemen for 


ized, and is upheld, by a great political doctrine.. - a whole month, they scarcely participated in the : 
That doctine is, that the people alone are supreme; '' agitation of the subject in this House. We sat 
that they are the fountains of power; that all, here week after week, submitting, for the sake 
magistrates are the delegated agents of the people, , of public peace, to hear in silence the harshest 


for the purposes limited and prescribed in their | 
letters of appointment and the general laws of | 
the land; that the constituents of a member of this 
House have the right to give instructions to him 
individually; and that every individual one of |’ 
the pcople has a right to be heard by petition on | 
the floor of this House. These are among the ; 
things which I understand to constitute the prin- | 
ciples of democracy; those general principles, ' 
which I learned in my boyhood with my cate- | 
chism, in the bill of rights prefixed to the consti- 
tution of my own State; which, on maturer study, | 
I have seen to be avowed more or less distinctly | 
in all the constitutions of this Republic, and of ‘| 
each of its constituent republics; which I per- 
ceive to be defended and applauded in the writings | 
of the great text authors of political seience in | 
modern times; and which, after being for the first | 
time practically exemplified in our own institu- | 
tions, have gone forth over the universe, toppling | 
down thrones, and raising up freemen, through 
all the nations of Christendom. 
And whilst I feel impelled by such convictions 
to resist the summary rejection of this petition | 
upon principle, I am irresistibly lcd to the same | 
conclusion by considerations of policy and expe- ; 
diency. I deny that such considerations should | 
decide the question; but seeing they have been 
urged into it, I shall concede to them all due re- ‘i 
spect. ij 
We have been told that the. prayer of the peti- || 
tion is for a thing which the Constitution does i| 
not permit to Congress, and so the petition itself ` 
should not be received. Task of the House how 
it appears that we have noright by the Constitu- 
tion to legislate upon the subject-matter of the i 
petition? It may be so; and it may not. One 
member of the House has earnestly averred that | 
itis; another that it isnot. Which of them is | 
right? I confess, for myself, that I cannot think | 
it becomes the House to decide either way, upon | 
the mere ipse dixit of individual members. Be- | 
sides, the petition calls in question not only sla- 
very, but also the commerce in slaves. And will | 
any gentleman affirm that the slave trade of the ; 
District is among these holy.things which Con- 
ress may not constitutionally handle? Is this 
istrict set apart by the Constitution, under what- 
ever changes of opinion or fact the progress of 
civilization may introduce, to be unchangeably. | 
and forever a general slave market for the rest of 
the Union? confess that I, again, am disap- 
pointed in that, among all the confident things 
said in denial of the constitutional powers of | 
Congress in this matter; there has not been, so 
far as | remember, any systematic argument on | 
the perfectly distinct branches of the double con- ; 
stitutional question involved in it, namely: the | 
slave property, and the slave traffic of this Dis- 
trict. And what shall be said of our constitu- | 
tional power in the purchased Territories, under 
the jurisdiction of the United States, to which | 
some of those petitionsapply? And what clause | 
of the Constitution restricts the.right of petition 
to constitutional things? This House cannot 
grant beyond its powers; these are limited by the 
Constitution; but the people may petition for 
anything; for the right of petition is, by the Con- 
stitution, secured forever against any and every | 
limitation or restriction. 
. But then it is.said that the subject-matter of the 


i as this House is concerned; for, by shutting out 


| that Congress have no power in this matter, or | 


\ the House establish those points in the usual way, 


reflections upon our constituents, and listening, 
with surprised curiosity, to the strangest legal 


| and political heresies, uttered as confidently as if 


they were gospel truths communicated by Divine 
inspiration. One of my colleagues (Mr. Apams] | 
did, indeed, beseech gentlemen not to provoke j 


him to a discussion of the subject; and thus it |: 


went on, untouched by us, until another of my 
colleagues [Mr. Hoan} could no longer abstain 
from the temperate defense of the Constitution 
and of his fellow-citizens. 

In the second place, I do devoutly believe that 
gentlemen misjudge, if they suppose that agitation 
out of doors is to be arrested by the quashing of 
these petitions on their very introduction to this 
House. With my whole heart I accord in the | 
view of the subject taken some time since by | 
an honorable gentleman from New York, [Mr. : 
Hunt,] and which I know is taken by one of 
the wisest and most trusted of the statesmen of : 
Virginia, now a member of the other branch of 

| Congress. If there be any plausible reason for 
, Supposing that we have the right to legislate on 
i the slave interests of the District, you cannot put 
down the investigation of the subject out of doors, 
by refusing to receive petitions. On the contrary, | 
you give the petitioners new force and efficiency, 
by giving them.a new cause of complaint and of 
excitement. Nor do you attain anything, so far 


petitions, you do not shut out debate; any mem- 
ber of the House can bring on debate any day, 
by moving some general resolution applicable to 
the subject. On the other hand, if it be so certain 


having power, ought not to exercise it, then let 


by a deliberate report, elaborated in the closet, 
by a committee of the ablest men upon this floor, 
and considerately adopted by the House. The 
argument by which this course is withstood, goes ! 
upon a false assumption. It assumes for granted | 
that the people of the United States are not to be | 
reasoned with; that their opinions can be put | 
down by bold and broad assertions at this or the | 
other end of the Capitol; and that they are not | 
to be trusted with the facts and law of the case. 


this Government is a republican one, resting 
exclusively in the intelligence and virtue of the 

eople. 1, for one, am willing they should look 
into any of the clauses of the Constitution, and 


be fully informed of the merits of every question |; 


arising under it, never doubting that, in the end, | 
their decision upon it will be just, true, and 
patriotic. Or is it that gentlemen are afraid to ` 
meet a proper scrutiny of the subject? Do they | 
shrink from a fair and full examination of its 
| merits or demerits? 

Sir, allusion has been made, in an early stage 
of this debate, to the history of the excitement 
which once pervaded a considerable part of the 
country in reference to the transportation of the 
mails on the Lord’s day. It is undoubtedly a 
pregnant case, directly in point. But I have an- 
other case, yet more cogent and pertinent. 

Within less than one year after the adoption | 
of the Constitution, there came to Congress peti- | 
tions, chiefly from New York, Pennsylvania, 
Maryland, and Virginia, and especially from the 
Society of Friends, praying Congress to suppress 


| 
| 


Here, again, as I conceive, gentlemen forget that |. 


the slave trade, and to interpose, in various ways, 
within the limits of the several States, in the 
melioration of the condition of the colored popu- 
lation of the South. I have examined the jour- 
nals giving the records of the proceedings in this 
' House; I have looked into the history of the times, 
: to understand the grounds of the disposition then 
made of those petitions. In the outset, I will 
observe, that the debates on the subject present 
a remarkable parallel with what has taken place 
under my own eyes in this House. Messrs, 
Jackson, Baldwin, Tucker, Smith, and some 
other gentlemen from the South, insisted, as we 
now hear it insisted, that the petitions should be 
summarily rejected, without commitment. They 
alleged the same reasons; such as unconstitutional 
object, and pernicious effects of the discussion 
upon the interests of the slaveholding States. One 
gentleman did, I believe, what 1 suppose would 
hardly be done at this day, enter into an elab- 
orate vindication of the transatlantic slave trade. 
But there was one most eminent and most patri- 
otic member of that House, a man as calm in 
judging as he was deliberate in acting, who had 
imself been instrumental among the first in lay- 
ing the foundation of this Union; who since then 
has successively filled the highest stations which 
the laws of his country acknowledge; and who 
yet lives, in a venerable old age, to receive the 
admiration of his countrymen, and to enjoy the 
rare felicity of surviving, as it were, a witness of. 
the honors bestowed upon him by posterity. 
Sero redeat in calum. Long may it be ere he 
. depart from among us, to take his place among: 
the great and glorious of other times. Sir, the 
House well anticipate that I have in my eye 
James Madison the younger, who stood forth to 
pour upon the troubled waves of that day the oil 
of peace and gladness. God grant there may yet 
be found among his patriotic countrymen some 
good and great man~a better and a greater there 
cannot be—now to perform the self-same office 
for the Republic. 

At that crisis, in the very greenness of the im- 
mature youth of the Constitution, when it was: 
least able to bear the shock of sectional collision, 
Mr. Madison, southerner as he was, steadily op- 
posed his friends from the South, and success- 
fully advocated the commitment of the petitions. 
I submit to the House his speech, as I find it very 

| briefly reported in the newspapers of that day: 
| “Mr. Madison observed, that it was his opin- 
‘ion yesterday that the best way to proceed in: 
‘ this business was to commit the memorial with- 
‘out any debate on the subject. From what has 
‘taken place, he was more convinced of the pro- 
‘priety of the idea. But as the business has en- 
‘ gaged the attention of many members, he would 
* offer a few observations for the consideration of 
‘the House. He then entered into a critical re- 
‘ view of the circumstances respecting the adop- 
‘tion of the Constitution, the ideas upon the 
‘limitation of the power of Congress to interfere 
‘in the regulation of the commerce in slaves, and 
‘showing that they undoubtedly were not pre~ 
‘ cluded from interposing in their importation, and 
i ‘ generally to regulate the mode in which every: 
‘species of business shall be transacted. He 
‘ adverted to the western country and the cession 
‘of Georgia, in which Congress have certainly 
; ‘the power to regulate the subject of slavery, 
i ‘which shows that gentlemen are mistaken in 
| ‘ supposing that Congress cannot constitutionally 
‘ interfere in the business in any degree whatever. 
‘ He was in favor of committing the petition, and 
‘justified the measure by repeated precedents in 
‘the proceedings of the House.” 

I produce this speech, not for the purpose of 
adopting all its views, for some of them I confess: 
' are new to me, and such as I have not had time 
or means to investigate; but in order to show 
conclusively what Mr. Madison deemed wise and 
Pori to be dene in a contingency so precisely 
ike the present. Accordingly, all the petitions: 
were committed to a select committee; that com- 
mittee made a report; that report was refcrred to 
a Committee of the Whole House, and discussed 
on four successive days; it was then reported to 
the House with amendments, and by the House: 
į ordered to be inscribed on its Journals, and then- 
| laid on the table. 
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APPENDIX TO THE CONGRESBION AY GLOBES 
Relief of Sufferers by Fire in New York—Mr. Gaskinwn, 
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That report, as amended in’ committee, is in || our stewardship, and who are the troe and only. 


the following words: at 

« The committee to whom were referred sundry || 
«memorials from the people called Quakers, and || 
*also a memorial from the Pennsylvania Societ 
‘for promoting the abolition of slavery, submit 
* the following report, (as amended in Committee 
tof the Whole:) 

« First. That the migration or importation of 
“much persons as any of the States now exiatin 
* shall think properto admit, cannot be prohibite 

by Congress prior to the year 1808. 

** Secondly. That Congress have no power to 

“interfere in the emancipation of slaves, orin the | 


“treatment of them, within any of the States; it . 
“remaining with the several States alone to pro- |: 


* vide any regulation therein which humanity and | 
“true policy may require. | 
“ Thirdly. That Congress have authority to | 
‘restrain the citizens ef the United States from | 
* carrying on the African slave trade for the pur- | 
$ pose of supplying foreigners with slaves, and 
‘of providing, by proper regulations, for the 
* humane treatment during their passage of slaves 
* imported by the said citizens into the States ad- | 
$ mitting such importations.” . 


sovertigns in this Republic. E 


- BUFFERERS BY NEW YORK FIRE. 


DEFERRED DEBATE. | 


© tried; a period when our forefathers pledged their * 


“In THe Horst oF Representatives, : 
-February 17, 1836. 


i 
i 
i 
1 


The Committee of the Whdie on tha state af the Union | 


" baving: under: consideration the bill from the Senate “ for- 


the relief of the Sufferers by the Fire in the city of New . 


York”? — 


Mr. CUSHMAN said: Mr. Chairman,whether I 
should agree with gentlemen who have preceded me 

: upon the subject of the warehouse system or not, 
is a question which need not now be decided; and, 
‘although much has been said in rega 
' payment of duties, whether it be the importer or 
: the consumer, can have no influence with me, in 
the formation of my opinion upon the subject now 

| under consideration. 
, discuss those subjects when they shall come before 
| the House with more relevancy. 


It will be the best time to ` 


rd to the ; 


i > The design of the bill upon which we are now! 


“t Fourthly. That Congress have also authority | 
* to prohibit foreigners from fitting out vessels in || called upon to act, is to grant relief to those who: 
tany part of the United States for transporting ¡| have suffered by the recent calamitous fire at the’ 
* persons from Africa to any foreign port.” |, city of New York; and, exeepting the proviso in | 
- Now, I entreat the House to call to mind the ' the first section, presents two questions; and, in | 
effect of these proceedings. There was no insur- | my opinion, only two questions, ‘which require ! 
rection, no servile war, no agitation in the South. | an answer. The first is, whether Congress has | 
Congress calmly and considerately examined the | the power to grant the relief which is solicited 
whole broad question, not of the slave trade only, 
but alzo of the slave interest. It decided how far 
it could go, and how far it would go. ‘Its decision | 
went forth to the world and settled the 
involved in it, as it were, forever. Nearly fifty | thie bill proposes to give, excepting what is.con- | 
years have since elapsed, and I am not aware that ' tained in thé proviso to which I have alluded. 
the points then adjudged have at any time since , Alt that iscontemiplated by the bill, excepting | 
been drawn into debate or controversy. - And I; the proviso, is to grant to those who have su 
do declare my solemn conviction that if the House |i by the late distressing fire at the city of New | 
would now pursue the same course, and dispas- | York an éxtension of creditupon all bonds which 
sionately determine what it can or cannot do, and i: have been given to secure the payment.of duties, 
make that determination known to the country in |! and which they now owe to the: ‘Government. 


do. : . 
‘I, sir, entertain no doubt as to: the constitu- 


a ful way, the result would be precisely | In this particular, Congress ought to exercise a | 
the same in this vexed question of the District of | sound discretion. It is not improbable, that | 
Columbia. : : : ; should the Government press this unfortunate’. 


i class of debtors to make immediate payment, that | 


and the other is, whether it be expedient so to :' 


ions :, tional power of Congress to grant all relief which | 


| iging the best interests of the. country. 


Entertaining these opinions of the course to be 
pursued, I beg of gentlemen to look at the ques- 
tion, as I have done, in & calm review of tacts 
and of principles. They deprecate all agitation | 
unfriendly to the peace and reciprocal good will 
of the different sections of the country. Sodo I, 
most heartily; and in my own humble sphere I 
have earnestly exerted myself to this end. And I 


do, unwillingly but decidedly, avow my convic- || 


tion, derived from abundant personal observation, 
that it is not by the summary suppression of 
petitions, it ia not by Lynching this or any other 
tition, that tranquillity ‘is to be restored and 
armony assured , either in the South or the North. || 
And whilst l entreat of individual members of the || 
House to regard this question in calmness, and. |! 
conclude it in judgment, as they would any lesser | 
question, | warn and adjare the House itself, as. 
constituent branch of this Government, to beware 


lest, in deciting this general question of the right || 


of petition, it overleap 
it by the Constitution. : 
Men of Virginia—covu en of Washington, 
of Patrick Henry, of Jefferson, and of Madison— 
will ye be true to your constitational faith? Men | 
of New York, will yë ride over the principles of 
thedem ye profess? Men of the West, can: 
yt prove recreant to the spirit of sturdy independ- 
ence which carried you beyond the niodntains ? 
Men of New England, I hold you to the doctrines 
of liberty which ye imherit from your Paritan 
forefathers. And if chis House ie ta be soared, by 
whatever influénces, from its ‘duty to reeeive and 
hear the petitions of the people, then [ shall send 
my voice beyond the walis of this Capitol for- 
tedress. To-the people I say, your liberties are 
in danger; they whom yoa have chosen to be 
your representatives are untrue to their trust; 
come ye to the reseue} for the vindication of your 
tight of petition, to you i appeal—to you, the 
people who sent us here, whose agents we are, to 


the bounds prescribed to | 


‘much might be lost which otherwise would ulti- | 
i mately be saved for the benefit of the country. 


` Every man who is acquainted with business, 
| knows that lenity oftentimes is productive of 


| debtor.. Such, I doubt not, would be the case in 
the present instance. So far, therefore, I think 
we may safely follow the examples which have 


who made some very appropriate remarks upon 


the committee to similar retief which had been 
nted to the inhabitants of the town. in which 


the years of 1802, 1867, and 1813, the town of 
Portsmouth, New Hampshire, was visited by very 
calamitous, destructive, and distressing fires; on 
two of wliich occasions Congress readily granted 


relief to- the sufferers: by extending the ume of. 
paymentofall bonds then due at the custom-house | 


for one year, and for one year only. This bill 

roposes to extend the time of payment of similar 
bonds from three to five: years. The principles 
involved, however, are the same, whether it be 
for one or for five years. : And if Congress have 
the right to extend the time of payment to those 


who owe the Government for one: year, it may. 
do it for five. . And ‘believing, as I:do, that we 


have the power to grant relief thus far, and that 
it is alsó ‘expedient that this: power should be 
exercised on the present occasion, I shall cheer- 
fully give the bitt my support, provided the same 
shall be amended agreeable to the motion made 
by the honorable gentleman from Kentucky. 
Bat the principles:involved in the proviso above 
mentioned do not meet my approbation, and are 
stich as Ishall not consent idsanction, It ism 


desire, therefore, to procure the amend ment whieh: 


has been proposed; for without which, I shail be 


whom we shall retarn to render a reckoning of 


compelied to give my vote against the passage of 


| great good, both to the creditor as well as the 


been set before us by the action of Congress in’ 
previous years. The gentlemanfrom New York, 


have the honor to reside. > It is true, sir, that in | 


| 


this-subject the other day, called the attention of i 


the bill. And, sir, as precedents have een quoted’ 
| as a reason why we should grant an extension of! 


| credit to the above-named sufferers, I ask the insi - 


dulgence of the committee, while I call its atten- 
| tion to one precedent, at Feast, which was estab-' 
lished at a very important crisis in the history of 
this country; a period when the souls of men were 


lives, their property, and their sacred honor, for: 
| the achiévement of the American independence.’ 
| While, sir, this tremendous struggle was poing 
| on at the expense Of go hiùch suffering, of blood, 
| and of treasure, the town of Falmouth, now the’ 
‘city of Portland, Maine, was consumed: tø ashes 
by that vindictive ‘foe with which this Spartan 
band was contending; in consequence of which’ 
the inhabitants of that place wera reduced to a 
sufferin, Condition not easily described. And, 
sir; in this hour of unspeakable distress, when’ 
the inhabitants of that town were without food, 
without clothing, and without a shelter from the: 
, Storm, they petitioned the Continental Congress, 
: then in session at Philadelphia, for relief. And 
if there was ever a case which would authorize: 
, that Congress, or ‘any other, to grant relief, that 
: was one. But, sir, how was the fact in this case? 
Was the prayet of this petition granted? Were 
the inhabitants of the town of Falmouth, thus 
reduced to wretchedness, relieved by the patriot 
band whe composed that Congress? No, sir, 
they were not; but ‘the prayer of that petition 
was rejected. Rejected, however; not beeatise’ 


'| they had no sympathy to bestow upon suffering’ 


| humanity—for I: resume there never were men’ 
more alive: to the sufferings: of their fellow- 


' creatures than those who were then assembled. 


in that Continental Congress—but because it es- 
tablished a dangerous precedent—a_ principle 
which would hòt'be carried out without jeopard- 


“Mr. Ghairttan, according to the inférmation 
Which I have received, the prayér of that petition’ | 


; Was opposed upon the ground which I have stated’ 


that it was then asked who would ratse:the vail 
of futurity? Who eould tell how long it might: 
be before'the same unrelenting foe might lay in' 
ashds the city of Boston, of New York; and every’ 
town and city upon the whole Atlanti coast? 
Grant relief in one ease of this sort--it must be 
done in all others of a like character, whicli, for’ 
aught any mortal man could tell, might, in a very: 
short time, involve the country ina dilemma from: 
which -there would be no escape. It would ba’ 
establishing a principle: which would make the 
Government the underwriters for all the propert: 

in the country — establishing a principle whic 

ought not for a moment to be tolerated. And, 
sir, there is, in my opinion, no difference between 
that case and the one now under Gotta ca 


'| éxcepting that was & request for-a donation, én 


this isa request for the loan of money fot three,’ 
four, and five years. But the effect’ upon the: 
Operations of the Treasury, for the time being, 
| would be the same in one case as in the other. 
Let Congress to-day loan: to the sufferers by fire 
in the city of New York one million of money, 
who among us‘can divine that, upon the same 
principle, we may not to-morrow be called upon 
to bestow:a similar benefit upon others equally 
deserving? If this were to be the®nly calamity 
of this character, then adopt the proviso contained. 
in this bill, for no great injury. would thereby: 
accrue to the country;:but so long:as the inhabs 
itanta of New York, ay ‘well as: of every other 
townor dity, shall be subject to similarealamines,. 
we eannot grant the relief proposed in the proviso’ 
of this bih without becoming the-underwriters or 
insurers of all the property in the country. 

- But, sir, I am opposed to retaining this proviso. 
ia the bill, not only because it would establish a 
dangerous pretedent; but I am opposed to it 
because F believe it would violate both the: letter 
and spirit of tire Constitution. “From the phrase- 
ology used’ in this proviso, we should not, per- 
haps, come at onee to such a conclusion. ty: 
sir, in plain English, it anrounts:to-mething more 
nor less tham a request for the loan of money. 
The words: used are as follows, namely: “ That 
‘those whe may have paid ‘their bonds subsequent to 
‘ the. fire, shall also be entitled to the benefits of this 
‘section, and that the. said bonds shail be renewed 
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« from the day whe ; 
all those who paid their bonds after the fire, shall 
have the amount thereof refunded, upon giving 

“new bonds to the collector, payable in three, 
four, and five years. Clothe the principles in- 
volved in this proviso as you please; wrap them 
inas much mystery as may be, still I again say, 
sir, the plain Enelok of the whole proviso is to 
authorize the collector of the district of New York 
to loan out, upon bond, all the money which he 
has received thereon since the fire. I am willing 
that the collector of that city may continue to be 
the receiver of public moneys; but he shall not, 
with my consent, be appointed to loan out the 
money belonging to the people. Where is the 
money which has been paid to the collector since 
the fire, in payment of bonds due the Govern- 
ment? Ifit be still in the hands of the collector, 
then Congress has no power over it. The only 
way in which he can be reached for that amount 
of funds, is upon his bond; but if they have gone, 
as they ought, into the Treasury, then that money 
cannot be drawn therefrom, except by special 
appropriation. 

The patrons of the bill have asserted that 
should the proviso be retained in the bill, that of 
itself will make an appropriation, to be disbursed 
by the collector, as therein contemplated. Well, 
sir, for the sake of the argument, I admit that 
such would be the effect. But the patrons of the 
bill may grasp either horn of the dilemma which 
they choose. If it has not gone into the Treasury, 
then Congress is called upon to loan out money 
over which it has not any control; and if it be 
in the Treasury, then Congress have no right, no 

ower, to make the contemplated appropriation. 

n neither point of view, therefore, can I vote 
in favor of retaining this provision of the bill. I 
ask the committee, ifa propositign was now before 

Congress to appropriate five millions of money, 

to be loaned. out on bond by the collector of the 

city of New York, whether this committee would 

consent to grant such an appropriation? This, 

sir, is the true test. All those who would make 

such an appropriation, and appoint the collector 

of the city of New York to be the agent of the 

Government to loan out the money, will vote 

against the proposed amendment. But, sir, all 

those who believe that Congress has no constitu- 

tional right to establish a broker’s office, for the 

purpose of letting out the money of the Govern- ; 
ment, will vote with me in favor of striking out 
the provision of the bill which has been men- 
tioned. If this is done, the bill shall have my | 
support—otherwise not. 

r. BROWN said he had obtained the floor 
not so much with a view to enter into an elaborate 
examination of the principles of the bill, as to 
recommend it earnestly and urgently, but respect- 
fully, to the immediate action and final judgment 
of the House. A proposition similar in its char- 
acter had been introduced by the Committee of 
Ways and Means near two months since, and it 
was upon the 20th of January that the bill under 
discussion came from the Senate. with nearly the | 


gentlemen could not but be aware of the conse- i 
quences of this inactivity on the part of the House | 
of Representatives. Bonds for a large amount’ 
were lying oVer-due and unpaid at the custom- į 
house; the public creditor had encountered diffi- | 
culties in making his usual entries; the importers | 
of foreign goods found their business in a state 
of doubt and uncertainty; commercial interests 
and operations of the greatest variety and magni- 
tude were suspended upon the issue of the ques- 


tion; and he earnestly hoped—he entreated, that ; 


whatever was done, whether it should be the 
adoption or rejection of the bill, or the substitu- 
tion of some other measure of relief in its place, 


sa fee OA 
when the same were paid.” That is, | influence upon his mind. 


should be done quickly and without further delay, į 


- He confessed he had been unable to see the 
force and efficacy of some of the arguments of- 
fered in the progress of the debate. It had been 
said, (with great truth he was willing to believe, ) 
that the New York merchants had discharged all 
their obligations to the Government, with prompt- 
ness and fidelity, and in the aggregate had paid 
more than three hundred millions into the Treas- 


ury. This fact, so creditable to their enterprise 
and honorable to their character, could have no 


It could form no foun- 
dation for legislative aid or interposition in a case 
like the present. It did, indeed, afford the best 
assurance to the nation that the bonds would be 
faithfully paid when they came to maturity, but 
beyond that it could not have the weight of a 
feather upon the judgment of the committee. He 
micht as well be told that the receipt of eleven 
millions within the past year from the sale of the 
public lands would justify and support the mul- 
uplied claims upon the national domain, which 
were so repeatedly and perseveringly pressed 
upon the consideration of Congress. Arguments 
in the form of appeals to the passions, to the 
sympathies, and sensibilities of members, were 
alike feeble and ineffectual, and must be rejected 
as inapplicable to the business of national legis- 
lation. He was not insensible to the multiplied 
and innumerable instances of individual and per- 
sonal suffering, to the wreck of private fortune, 
the destruction of private property, the anmit- 
igated ruin and desolation which had followed in 
the train of the late fire in New York. Where- 
ever like calamities visited the abodes and habita- 
tions of men, whether they fell upon the great 
cities of the sea-board, or the more humble hamlets 
of the interior, such were the terrible and inev- 
itable consequences; yet he doubted very much 
whether it was upon such considerations as in- 
dividual distress or personal suffering, that the 
principles of the bill could be maintained, or its 
provisions recommended to the favorable opinion 
of the committee. There were a large and nu- 
merous portion of the sufferers—and by far the 
most helpless and indigent, and on that account 
the most meritorious portion—who were, unfor- 
tunately, beyond the reach of any aid or assist- 
ance which Congress could give; and they found 

, themselves in this position, not because they were 

. without equal and paramount claims upon the 
public sympathy, and equally and especially the 
objects of the public bounty—could that bounty 
be legally an constitutionally exercised — but 
solely because they maintained no connections 
or relations with the Government which could 
authorize or justify its interference in their be- 
half. 

: Honorable gentlemen had objected to the bill 
because the relief it proposed to grant was partial 
in principle, and would be unequal in its applica- 
tion: that it did notembrace within its provisions 
the poorer and more humble class of sufferers as 
weil as the importers of foreign goods. He was 
willing to admit there was force in the objection, 


j, and he as willingly believed that no bill could be 


framed adapted to all the exigencies of the case. 
But if the event out of which the measure origin- 
ated was such as justified and demanded the in- 


‘ terposition of Government, upon considerations | 


: which he would name hereafter, it should not fail 
and be defeated, because it was impossible to 


: make itequal and universal in its operation. Lim- | 


ited and restrained as the power of Congress ne- 


| cessarily was, upon no question could it be more 
: y | circumscribed than upon a proposition to mitigate |, 
unanimous approbation of that body. Honorable || 


the consequences of calamities, such as formed 
the subject of the present debate. Governments 
do not undertake to repair the losses of their cit- 
izens occasioned by fire, by flood, or by tempest, 
nor to insure against the multiplied accidents to 
which property and the acquisitions of industry 
are perpetually exposed. However deeply (said 
Mr. B.) our sympathies may be awakened, and 
our feelings exeited by the eloquent and touching 
appeals which honorable members have felt it 
their duty to. make; however grateful it might be 
to us individually, to extend relief to the suffer- 
| ing citizens of New York, without qualification 
| or distinction; we cannot forget that we are here 
to represent others, not to act for ourselves. We 
| are here in the exercise of a specific and limited 
| authority—that the public treasure is not at our 
disposal for the purposes of benevolence or char- 
ity. And if we interfere at all, it must be upon 
some known and positive principle of policy and 
expediency, having immediate connection with 
the public interest. 

He thought he had been able to find the exist- 
ence of that principle in the relations maintained 
between a portion of the sufferers and the Govern- 
ment, in regard to the collection and security of 


Ho. or Reps. 


the revenue, and in the obligation imposed upon 
Congress to sustain the financial and commercial 
l! operations of the country, under the pressure and 
i derangement consequent upon the destruction of 
so large anamount of its active capital. The im- 
porting merchants were the debtors of the Gov- 
ernment upon custom-house bonds for something 
like four millions of dollars. They were the 
agents of the Treasury in the collection of its 
revenue. A sudden, unforescen, and appalling 
calamity, without a parallel in human history, 
had consumed their resources, and crippled their 
energies. The duties secured upon the bonds 
would, most probably, all be realized, if the 
time of payment was postponed; but if immediate 
payment was pressed, no onc could undertake to 
say what the result might be. Congress was not 
asked to give away the money, nor to release the 
debts, but only to prolong the credit to a more 
propitious period of time. Was there anything 
unconstitutional or unreasonable in so plain a 
| proposition? Could it be an unjustifiable or an 
i improper exercise of authority, for the Govern- 
‘ment todo that for the suffering public debtor 
‘which no gentleman could refuse to his private 
‘debtor, while laboring under similar misfortunes? 
It was manifest to his mind that the passage of 
the bill under consideration would yot only in- 
crease the security of the Government, and afford 
the public debtor time and opportunity to meet 
his engagements, but would also supply the busi- 
ness transactions of the country with a portion 
of that element so essential to their vigor and 
vitality. 

The city of New York, from her superior posi- 
tion, her facilities for commercial intercourse, and 
the vast extent and variety of her foreign and 
domestic transactions, exercised a powerful and 
controlling influence over all the business pursuits 
and occupations of men. Her enterprising and 
adventurous capitalists have pushed their invest- 
ments into every region of trade, and every de- 
partment of human industry. Their ships were 
seen upon the bosom of every sea,and their can- 
vas was swept onward with the force of cvery 
gale. It was substantially their means which en- 

‘abled the Government recently to realize eleven 
millions from the sales of the public lands. The 
Bank and Trust Company stocks, the stocks 
created for works of internal imorovement, in 
every section of the Union, are, in a great meas- 
ure, based upon their credit and resources. The 
western States had been liberal, if not prodigal 
in the creation of such property within the past 

‘year. The State of Indiana alone had authorized 

i a credit of ten millions for purposes of internal 

‘i improvement, and it was not more certain that 

i| the waters of the Wabash and the Mississippi 
would continue to flow onwards, and mingle with 
|| the ocean, than that all these stocks would ulti- 
|| mately seek a market in the city of New York. 

No portion of the country could be indifferent to 

the annihilation of twenty-five millions of cap- 
ital in a single night, and he could not believe it 
possible that the Government would withhold the 
aid contemplated by the bill from those who had 
encountered the first fury of the storm. 

The bill embraced within its provisions twa 

' classes of public debtors having bonds at the 

; custom-house in New York: those who had lost 

| property by the fire exceeding in value the sum 

i 
of one thousand dollars, and those who had not 

| suffered such loss. It proposed to extend the time 
for payment of the bonds of the firstclass, amount- 
ing to something like one million, to periods not 
exceeding three, four, and five years, and the time 
for payment of those of the second class, amount- 
ing to nearly three millions, for six, nine, and 
|| twelve months, to be computed from the time the 
same shall severally fall due. These four millions 
was the money of the people, a part of the com- 
mon treasure of the nation; for while the importer 
was the agent or instrument to collect, it was In 
fact the consumer who ultimately paid the duties 
upon foreign goods. He sawno good reason why 
the importing merchant should have the use an 

enjoyment of the public money without some 
equivalent paid to the Government; and he there- 
fore thought that interest at the rate of four per 
cent. should be imposed as a condition of extend- 
ing the time of payment. He would cheerfully 
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vote for the bill in its present form, although he 
would prefer that the prolonged credit should 
carry interest as a partial indemnity for the addi- 
tional hazard, if for no other reason. In eonclu- 
sion, he would avail himself of the present oppor- 
tunity to say, that inasmuch as the prospects of | 
the future were bright with the promises of tran- | 
quillity and peace, there was every assurance that | 
large appropriations for public defense would not 
be demanded. If Congress, therefore, should re- 
ject the bill, and insist upon the payment of the 


nds, its only effect would be to swell. the un- | 


appropriated surplus of more than ten millions - 
already in the Treasury. And he put it to the | 
-judgment of the committee to say whether the 
our millions proposed to be postponed would not 
be more beneficially employed in the business of 
the country, than it would be lying comparatively | 
ie ont inactive in the vaults of the deposit | 
8. 3 aa i . 


| 


NATIONAL DEFENCE—THE ADMINISTRATION. 


: T OF NEW YORK, 
In roe Senate, February 17, 1836. 
The special order—Colonel Bexron`s resolutions—were 
i announccd from the Chair. 


. Mr. WRIGHT, being entitled to the floor, said: 
Mr. Presipent: I took the floor on Friday last 


to detain the Senate with any remarks of mine, ` 
‘ered, directly or indirectly, as a party to these 


in the course of this debate, with extreme reluc- 
tance; a reluctance arising from the manifest de- 
sire of this body to terminate the discussion, and 
come to the question. The reluctance thus felt 
was greatly increased by the knowledge that many 
members upon both sides of the House under- | 
stood that the debate was to close with the closing ' 
speech of the mover of the resolutions, (Colonel | 
Beyrtox,] and that the question was to be taken | 
when he should reaume hisseat. My own desire 
that the resolutions should receive, if possible, 
the unanimous vote of the Senate, still farther | 
increascd my unwillingness to protract the dis- | 
enssion, as, in the then state of things, I consid- | 
ered it very desirable to have the- vote of the Senate | 
upon the resolutions, and the resolutions them- | 
selves go to the country with the message of the ; 
President, announcing the mediation of England | 
in our difficulties with France, that the sense of | 
this body, ag well as the message, might exert a | 
beneficial influence, not only throughout our own 
country, but upon the other side of the Atlantic. 
So strong, Mr. President, was.my anxiety upon 
this point that, even after the remarks made 
by the Senator from Virginia, [Mr. Lescu,] who 
followed the Senator from Missouri, (Mr. Ben- | 
ton,} I had consented, exceptionable in pores 
and practice as J considered those remarks to be, 
not to reply to them, but to let the queation follow 
the speech of the Senator from North Carolina, 
{Mr. Broww,] he having succeeded the Senator | 
from Virginia [Mr. Leicu] in the debate. When, | 
however, the Senator from Ohio {Mr. Ewa] felt 
it to be his duty again to take part in the discus- | 
sion, and not only to continue the debate, but, as : 
to most of the essential points, to take the same | 
ground which had been occupied by the Senator 
from Virginia, (Mr. Letes,) my reluctance to 
obtrude myself upon the attention of the Senate 
yielded to a sense of the imperious obligation 
Testing upon me as a member of the body, and 
as a representative, in part, of one of the States 
of this Union, not to permit positions s0 erro- 
neous, and so dangerous in their tendencies, to 
bé assumed and repeated without reply.” My 
principal object in asking the floor had this ex- 
tent: to reply somewhat at large to the remarks 
of these two Senators, touching our relations with 
France; the difficulties which had grown out of 
them, and the duties of our Government, as here- 
iofore discharged, or hereafter to be discharged, 
in reference to the settlement of thoge- difficulties. 
I had intended particularly to reply to the posi- 
tion assumed by the honorable Senator front Vir- 
ginia, [Mr. Leicn,] that it was permissible for 
any cause, or under any circumstances, that a for- 


4 


that the former mode of- direct diplomatic com- 
| munication was preferable. 


SPEECH OF HON. SILAS WRIGHT, | 


eign Government should interpose itself between 
the President and Congress; that any foreign Gov- 
ernment should have the right to ask, that it 
should be the duty of any department of our Gov- 
ernment to make either explanation or apology, 
(by whichever term the gentleman may choose 
to characterize the demand,) touching any matter | 
contained in any communieation from the Presi- | 
dent of the United States to the Congress of the | 
United States, or from the Congress of the United 
States to the President of the United States. j 
Mr. LEIGH asked leave to explain, and said | 


the question discussed by him was not whether | 


explanation or apology ought to be made; because 
it had been conceded on all hands that the requi- 
site explanation had been made in the last annual 
message from the President to Congress, but in 
what manner that explanation should reach the 
French Government; whether by direct commu- 
nication. in the ordinary course of diplomatic cor- 
respondence, or indirectly, by being contained in 
a message to Congress; and that he had contended 


Mr. WRIGHT resumed. The question is un- 
derstood alike by the gentleman and myself. He 
will not pretend that the annual message from 


| the President to Congress, or any other message | 


from that officer to this body, is a communication 
in any sense, directly or indirectly, to a foreign 
Government; that such messages are ever trans- 
mitted upon the demand or requisition of a foreign 
Government; or that any foreign Government 
can, in any proper view of the subject, be consid- 


communications. They cannot, then, be termed 
either explanations or apologies to a foreign | 


| Power; and the question returns, are we to permit | 


any foreign Government to interpose itself between ` 
these two branches of our Government, and de- | 
mand either explanation or apology in reference | 
to the communications passing berkain them? 
No, never, Mr. President, while we remain an | 
independent nation. i ! | 
I had also intended (said Mr. W.) to have | 
replied particularly to the position assumed by | 
the honorable Senator from Ohio, (Mr. Ewei 
that things had better remain precisely as they | 
then were, or as we supposed they then were, | 
than to have a war with France; in other words, | 
to give what I understood to be the purport of 
the Senator’s position, we had better yield the | 
execution of: the treaty on the part of France, 
than to insist upon its fulfillment at the expen 
ofa war. : . i 
I am prevented, Mr. President, by the news | 
which has reached the country since this subject | 


was last under the consideration of the Senate, | 


from replying to either of the gentlemen, or to |! 


any other gentleman who has addressed the Sen- | 
ate in the course of this debate, touching our | 
Frenchi relations; and, consequently, I am pre- | 
vented from making a reply to the two positions | 
I have just stated, and which I have considered | 
more exceptionable and dangerous than any other 
assumed by the gentleman. The information I 
have received through the public press and other- | 
wise, has entirely satisfied my mind that our dif- | 
ficulties with Franee are definitively and amicably |; 
settled; that the money due under the treaty has 
been, many days since, actually paid; that the 
French Government have considered the last an- | 
nual message of the President entirely satisfactory | 
as to the offense they assumed was contained in 
the preceding one; and that diplomatic relations 
between the two countries will be speedily re- 
sumed upon a friendly footing. I announce theee 
convictions with the highest feelings of gratifica- 
tion; and entertaining them, as I do, without the 
shadow of a doubt, it would be in the extreme 
improper, in my estimation, for me here to dis- 
cuss any topic connected with, er involving in 
any manner, our relations with France, or to 
reply to any remarks which have fallen from 
Senators in that portion of the debate which has 
transpired touching those relations. bc, 

I have, Mr. President, entered my distinct dis- 


ator from Ohio, (Mr. Ewme,)—and beyond that, 
for the reasons I have given, I must content my? 
self, as to this portion of the debate, with simply 
saying to those who, since the transmission of 
the last annual message of the President to Con- 
gress, have pronounced our Government in the 
wrong in this controversy with France, France 
has not thought so: to those who'have considered 
it the right of France to interpose between the 
President and Congress, and to demand explana- 
tions or apologies to anything contained in his 
messages to this body, that France has withdrawn 
her claim to any such right: to those who have 


| contended that it was better for us to yield the 


execution of the treaty on the part of. France—to 
give up our protection of our commerce upon the 

igh seas—to surrender the rights of their citi- 
zens to indemnity for depredations upon that com- 
merce, after thase rights have been acknowledged 
and liquidated. by the most solemn of. all. obliga- 
tions between nations, the execution of a treaty 
for the payment of the claims—to surrender, in 
short, our national honor, by the concession that 


: we cannot defend that honor, and its consequence, 
_ the safety of our commerce and the interests of 


sent from the two positions to which I have 
referred—the one assumed by the Senator from 
Virginia, (Mr. Læron,} and the other by the Sen- 


i our citizens-—I must also content myself with 


saying, that such have not ‘been the views of the 
present Administration of our Government. That 
Administration has considered it to be its highest 
duty to insist upon the execution of solemn treaty 
stipulations, to protect the rights and interests of 
our citizens and the safety of our commerce, and, 
above and beyond all; to preserve the honor of 
the country against every assault or imputation, 
from whatever quarter that assault may be made, 
and at whatever hazard, even the hazard of an 
appeal to the ultima ratio of nations. 
eyond these remarks, Mr. President, I must 
confine myself to the resolutions beforé the Sen- 
ate, with such very brief replies to a few remarks 
made in the course of the debate as I may find ‘it 
my duty to make, excluding any reference to our 
foreign relations. . . . 
- And here (said Mr. W.) I must be permitted to 
say, if I understand the:régolutions in their pres- 
ent shape correctly; that the information of the 
settlement of our difficulties with France does ‘not 
in the slightest degree affect their object, or ‘the 
action of the Senate upor them. ‘They propose 
a permanent system of defense, external: and in- 
ternal, for the whole country, a system of defense 
which does not contemplate war, but the preser- 
vation of peace and security, I cannot better 


i| illustrate my understanding of the object of the 


resolutions than by detaining the Senate to read 
them. They are as follows: 

«s Resolved, That so much of the surplus revenue 
‘of the United States, and the dividends of stock 
‘ receivable from the Bank of the United States, as 
“may be necessary for the. purpose, ought to be 
‘ set apart and applied to the general defense and 
< permanent security. of the country. 

tt Resolved, That the President-be requested to 
€ cause the Senate to be informed— ' 

66], The probäble amount that would be neces- 
‘sary for fortifying the lake, maritime, and gulf 
‘frontier of the United States, and such points 
Sof the land frontier as may require permanent 
t fortifications... °> oo 

‘92, The prabable amount that would be neces- 
‘sary to construct an adequate numberof arm- 
tories and arsenals in the:United- States, and to 
“supply the States with field artillery (especiall 
‘ brass: field-pieces) for their: militia, and wit 
‘side arms and pistols for their cavalry. 

‘3, The probable amount that would be neces- 
‘sary to supply the United. States with the ord- 
‘nance, arms, and munitions of war, which a 
‘proper regard to self-defense would require to 
* be always on hand. : 
_ «4. The probable amount that would be neces- 
t sary to place the- naval defenses.of the United 
‘ States (including the increase of the Navy, navy- 
s yards, navy-docks, and steam or floaung bat- 
“teried upon tlie footing of strength and respect- 
‘ability which is due to the security and :to the 
s welfare of the Union.” 

Thus it. will be seen, Ar 
the object is not to prepare, tem 
impending or contemplated war, 


at à single glance, that 
arily, for. an 
ut far the per- 
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manent and durable defenses of the whole coun- 
try against all dangers which may assail its peace 
and disturb its quiet, whether foreign or domestic 
whether having their rise from without or from 


{ 
i 
| 


within. The pledge is general for the ‘‘ perma- 


nent security” of the country; and the inquiries 
are as broad as the whole Union, and cover all its 
great interests in reference to defense of coast, 
lake, gulf, and land frontier, and every internal 
means of ‘‘ general defense and permanent secu- 
rity’? of armories, arsenals, and arms. They 
also cover the naval defenses of the country; and 
constitute, in contemplation, a permanent and 
durable system in every sense in which I am 
able to comprehend that such a system could be 
adopted, with proper regard to the respective in- 
terests and perfect security of the whole country, 
and of allits great interests, external and inter- 
nal. They do not, either in their language or 
design, contemplate immediate war; but they 
Jook to a state of defense and security against 
any and every war which may come upon the 
country in all future time. 

For the accomplishment of this great and para- 
mount national object, the resolutions rely upon 
the surplus moneys in the Treasury, after the ordi- 


nary and necessary appropriations for the sup- : 


port of the Government, in its various depart- 
ments, shall have been paid, including the ordi- 
nary appropriations for the gradual improvement 
of the Navy, and for the gradual progress in the 
construction and completion of the fortifications 
already commenced, and not any interference 
with those appropriations. Their object is to 
hasten the completion of perfect and secure de- 
fenses by the application of moneys in the Treas- 
ury not required for any other national object, 
but not to interrupt the course of the Government 
in any of the other great interests for which the 
ordinary annual appropriations are made. They 
propose to pledge not the revenue, but so much 
‘of the surplus revenue as may be necessary to 
this great object. 

The resolutions, then, Mr. President, or rather 
the first resolution, is, I apprehend, in the precise 
shape in which it should remain to meet the object 
the mover of the resolutions had in view, and 
which I have in view in supporting them. This 


resolution is designed to act upon the surplus rev- | 


enue only, upon that portion of the public moneys 
which shall remain in the Treasury after all the 
ordinary calls upon that Treasury have been fully 
‘answered; and it proposes to pledge so much of 
that surplus ‘‘as may be necessary for the pur- 
pose’’ to the great object of permanent national 
defense and security. Am I right in my construc- 
tion of this resolution in its present shape ? If so, 
the amendment of the Senator from Delaware 
(Mr. Crayon] to strike out the word “ surplus” 
ought not to prevail. That amendment will, to 
my understanding, change the whole character of 
the resolution and destroy entirely the pledge de- 
signed tobe made. The object is to setapartand 
apply to the general defense and permanent secu- 
-rity of the country, so much ofthe surplus of the 
‘revenues of the nation as may be necessary for 
that object, and if the form of the resolution be 
so changed as to apply its action to the revenues 
generally, and not to the surplus, it may be so con- 
strued as only to contain an expression that we 
will appropriate, for the present year, so much 
of the public money to the various purposes of 
defense as we may think proper and necessary, 
and nothing will be ‘‘set apart” for defenses 
which is not actually appropriated by the appro- 
-priation bills of the year. Any surplus which 
may then remain in the Treasury will be open to 
any other disposition which Congress may choose 
to make of it, without any infringement upon 
the pledge given by the resolution. This Ido not 
-understand to be in accordance with the object of 
the resolution. That object is to set apart a fund 
-such as may be necessary to be exclusively ap- 
-plied to the defenses of the country, naval and 
-military, and to constitute that fund of the sur- 
plus which shall remain in the Treasury after the 
ordinary appropriations of the present and of each 
‘succeeding year shall have been paid. In other 
words, I understand the object to be to carry on 
-the business of putting the country in a compiete 


| 
i 
I 
' 
| 


state of defense, internal and external, as rapidly 
as the meansin the Treasury will allow, without 


i: interference with the usual and necessary annual ; 


appropriations, in case the moneys which may be 
applied to this object can be economically and 


usefully expended as fast as they accumulate; :: 


but, if they cannot, that a permanent fund be 
“ set apart” from these accumulations sufficient 
to accoraplish the end in view at the earliest prace 
ticable period. Surely, then, the word ‘* surplus” 
should be retained in the first resolution, that the 
pledge may be made effectual and operative, and 
that the means to accomplish this vital object of 
national defense may be secured from the surplus 
moneys in the Treasury before any other dispo- 
sition shall be made by Congress of the present, 
or any future accumulation of means beyond the 
ordinary annual wants of the country. 
I have said, Mr. President, that I would vote 


forthe resolution, whether this amendment should ;: 


or should not prevail. I still retain the same} 
opinion; but I am bound in candor to say, that i 
when the amendment was first proposed I did not : 
think it at all important, and rather derived the 
impression, that, if it could be considered as 
changing the character of the resolution at all, 
it must be held to go beyond the object of the 
mover, and more rapidly than he proposed to go. 
Upon reflection, I am satisfied that I did not cor- 
rectly appreciate the force and bearing of the word 
“ surplus,” proposed to be stricken out, and that, 
without that word, we shall merely resolve that 
we will appropriate for this single year so much 
of the money in the Treasury as a majority of 

_ this body shall believe ‘* may be necessary, and 
can be usefully expended towards the general and 
permanent defenses of the country,” while the 
surplus, if any,in the Treasury will not be ‘‘ set 
apart,” or pledged to this great object, but will 
remain subject to any disposition which Congress 
may choose to make of it, without an infraction 
of our resolution. Our purpose to defend the 

© country will be declared, but the means to do it | 
will not be ‘‘ set apart” by our expression. For 


these reasons, I hope the proposed amendment ` 
vii 


|© may not prevail, and that the first resolution ma 
retain its present form. 
There is, Mr. Presi 


| trouble you with a single remark. I refer to the 
i. proposition of the Senator from South Carolina, ' 
| (Mr. Preston,] to strike out the whole resolu- 


tion after the word. *‘ Resolved,” and to insert the ` 


: following: l 
‘© That such appropriations as may be necessary for : 
| € the purpose ought to be made, to carry on the system | 
i ‘of general defense and permanent protection of the | 
€ enuntry.”” 

This amendment, if adopted, will make the res- 
olution much more vague and unmeaning than to 


j adopt the amendment of the Senator from Dela- 


i ware, to strike out the word ‘‘ surplus.” Indeed, 


|: if I rightly comprehend this proposition, it merely 
i: declares that we will, for the present year, make 
‘the same appropriations for the defenses of the ` 


, country which have been regularly and uniformly 
| made from about the close of our late war with | 


i tions of the last year being alone excepted. Is 
| it, then, Mr. President, necessary for us to declare 
! by a resolution that we will not now stop the 
ordinary appropriations for defense which have : 
been re 
| past? D 


Surely, then, we cannot be asked to adopt this | 


' pose to accelerate our progress in the work of 
: defense by the application of the surplus revenues | 
| of the country to that work. This amendment | 
| proposes to “carry on the system” as it now | 
exists, and has been carried on for the period 


I have mentioned. The resolutions propose to | 


i 
| 
j 
1 


| versal and applicable to all dangers, external or 


“the system” now in progress without exten- 
sion. 
that the adoption of this amendment would be an | 


I 
dent, another amendment }; 
proposed to this resolution, upon which I must |: 


| Great Britain to the present time, the appropria- ; 


gularly made for nearly twenty years last | 
oes any member of this body contem- i 
j plate fora moment that those very limited appro- || 
| priations will be either suspended or diminished? |! 


| amendment. The resolutions under debate pro- || 


extend our system of defense, and make it uni- |! 


_ And there will remain an ent sur- 
internal. The amendment proposes to carry on |: iis 


Ho. or Reps. 


| entire defeat of the resolutions offered by the Sen- 
‘| ator from Missouri. 
Mr. President, if the resolutions retain their 
‘| present shape, they are, as has been said by the 
_ mover of them, antagonistic to the proposition of 
the Senator from South Carolina, [Mr. ALHOUN,] 
to divide the surplus revenue among the States, 
Both propositions act upon the same money, and 
propose very different dispositions of it. The 
: former proposes to expend it, or so much of it as 
may be necessary, for the great object of national 
defense. The latter proposes to give it to the 
States, to be expended at their pleasure, not for 
national, but for State objects. They are, there 
fore, directly antagonistic. I think the resolu- 
tions, also, equally antagonistic to the measure 
introduced by the Senator from Kentucky, [Mr 
Cuay,] and known here by the designation of 
“the land bill.” It is not now my purpose to 
inquire how far the principle of this measure, 
and of that proposed by the Senator from South 
Carolina, are the same, and wherein they may 
differ. They both propose a distribution to the 
States of a sum equal to the whole surplus in the 
| Treasury. They both act upon the same money; 
: and the resolutions before us, proposing to set 
; apart so much of that surplus as may be neces- 
sary to be expended upon the national defenses 
of the country, must be equally antagonistic to 
both, because it proposes to apply, in a very dif- 
ferent manner, and for a very different purpose, 
a part, or the whole, of the fund upon which both 
the other propositions act. 

Much has been said by several gentlemen in 
the course of the debate as to the amount of this 
surplus. I have, Mr. President, used my best 
efforts to inform myself truly upon this point, 
and I will now give to the Senate the result of 
my inquiries. I sought the information at the 
Treasury Department, because I knew of no other 

lace where correct and certuin information could 

e obtained upon the point; and the statement E 
am about to make is one prepared from informa- 
tion communicated from the head of that Depart- 
ment, and rests upon the authority of the accounts 
of receipts and expenditures kept in that office, 
| with very trifling exceptions, which will be seen 
to be matters of estimate. I have found it neces- 
sary to give this result in the dry form of figures 
and arithmetical deductions; but I have com- 
pressed it into as small a compass as was pos- 
sible, and in that form I will give it to the Senate. 
The money in the Treasury on the Ist January, 

1835, WAS... cece cere eer e ener ces $8,892,858 
The collections of the first three quar- 

ters of the year 1835, as ascertained 

before the Secretary’s annual report 

WAS made, Were...eesessec. seese 23,450,881 
The collections of the fourth quarter 

of 1835, as far as those collections 
__ have been yet ascertained, are..... 10,919,852 
! In addition to these sums, the Secre- 

tary now estimates that there will 
remain to be added to the receipts 
of the year 1835, as part of the col- 
lections of the fourth quarter, not 
yetascertained......cccenscessece 


230,000 


This will show an aggregate of means 

for the year 1835 of... .....eee0+5 49,523,091 
Deduct from this aggregate the expend- 

itures of the first three quarters of 

the year 1835, as ascertained before 

the annual report of the Secretary 

was made. esso.. e oes -$13,376,141 
| Deduct also the actual ex- - : 
penditures of the fourth 
quarter of 1835, as now 
ascertained . with suffi- 
cient accuracy for this 
calculation ....esceeee 


4,050,000 
a 17,426,141 


pluS Of. .ceccceeceesenarcesces ces 26,097,450 


y || From this apparent surplus the follow- 
need not say more to satisfy the Senate || 


ing deductions must be made to as- 


| certain the real surplus, viz: 


* 
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National Defence—Mr. Wright. 


Which sum, taken from the wow at- 

eertained and estimated receipts of 
. the quarter, will leave an excess be- ey 
yond his anticipatian of, ....,.... $6,199,852 


armed, or entirely without arma; and all those 
portions of the Union most exposed to savage 
incursion, or domestic insurrection, withowt 
armories and arsenals, from which arms may be 
obtained in cases of ororgoncy anddanger. Such, 
sir, is my recollection, very briefly sketched, of 


1. The unavailable funds in the Treas- 
ury, which constitute a part of the 
. balance remaining in the Treasury 
on the first day of every year, as mS 
- shown by the accounts... $1,100,000 le 
Q. The amount of outstand- . ‘ pin, e7 


The receipts from the sales of 


. dete : blic lands |! : 
ingappropriations, being during the fourth quarter of 1835, bevond any || the picture we have often had presented from the 
sums appropriated by . reasonable anticipation formed upon past experi- Chairman of the committee of this body more 


law, but which have not 
. been called for at the 


_ |! ence, account for a very largeshare of this excess. especially charged with the subject of our land 
Treasury at the close of : 


| There was paid into the various land offices during | defenses. Surely, then, if an entirely defenseless 
` the last two months of that quarter, the following | condition, both by sea and land, can urge us on- 


} 


. the years This cama Wau pot a i Amounts: : ward in the grent work to which the resolutiong 
_ is an es is Wey ee |! A $ 3. oe ; : Invite us, we have a consideration here for their 
arrived UY making a a; ee ; In the month of November, 1835... .$1,776,000 < zaa ; ' : 

deduction frama the who A : s > © December, do .; <. 2,340,000 _ eee stronger than any friend to them could 
. amount of outstanding `. hi fen ta 4 PE >a o: Mr, President, so:clear and so palpable tó the 
_ appropriationsof alleueh ip dean Ma GIR ay i Making Lied at ed from ve |; mind of every statesman, and to Soe feelings of 
Se sabres E ny iN AE Seii \| < tie of...: nes uung ; one: wo 4 16,000 ': every patriot, was ‘the truism conveyed by the 

kely nottobecalledfor, © -p 2 ie Hs Mong Ole s's's.6.sre.0.2'2 see e yaeu Ay ’ ' worda of the Father of his Country, “in peace 
- and coasequentlyto pags: Maan ot i -o ==" prepare for war,” that those words hava grown 
. to the sinking fund. It ote i. These immense sales, too, were made when nọ |; into a maxim, which hag remajned undisputed for 
_ ig, therefore, in all proba- ; , important public sales were advertised to take | half a century.. If the principle conveyed in this 
_ bility, sufficiently small. . 7,595,574 , : place, or did taxe place, The payments which ` maxim be sound, and was eyer practically appli- 
3. Theestimate of expend-: . constitute this ae total were almostexclusively | cable to any Government upon the earth of which 
_ituresforthefourthquar- .. . . made upon lands purchased at the Government gives us any, account, with how much 


_ ter of the year 1835 was . 
- $4,800,000. The actual 
- expenditures of the quar- 
ter, ag ascertained and ie Be 
- above given, have only... . 
. been $4,050,000, leaving a 
a balance of the estimate . |.. 
over the expenditure of . . 
$750,000. As the esti- . 
: mate is made fram claims 
. known to exist against oe 
. the Treasury, the reason er eres 
. for this difference bes `.. 2 6 0 oe 
' tween the estimated and ....- . |. *,, 
~ actual expenditures for 9: a eu 
` this quarter has WR Tas 
out of the fact, that an . 
amount of these claimg,, © 5 =... > 
equal to the differenceof > oiy ks, 
$750,000, have not been © os es, 
presented for payment; 9; 2. c; 
within the quarter which pit 
;. it was anticipated would. cee p 
. be presented and paid. . .., 
.. The claims, however, re- 
. main,and must be paid in eee ae 
1836; and therefore this, ... ... Phos 
amount of outstanding... : 
+, appropriations, not hav- .. 
. ing been included in the: 
' general estimate of out- 
_ standing appropriations 2. >o 
’ lastabove given, because: :: uoo, 
- itwas not expected they | e e un 
, would be outstanding at ' 
the close of the. year,  .. 
_ should also be deducted, 750,000 


aoe ee 


9,445,574 
These sums deducted, leave the irae. ae 
.. surplus of money, in the Treasury, _. 


». 0p the Ist day of January, 1836, . 
See that being. seccorscpercccsopoens 16,651,876 


~ Tt is due to the Secretary of the Treasury that 
T should, in this place, give to the Senate his ex- 
planation of the very greatdifference between the 
revenue antici ated, and the actual revenue re- 
ceived for the fourth quarter of the last ‘year. 
The actual receipts into the Treasury, 
as alréady ascertained, daring’ that: k 
quarter, åre.. oeeo s.ooes eooo e.. $10,919,852 
The Secretary estimates that thére has. > = 
probably been collected, and naf yet.” °| ` 
ascertained at ‘the Department, &` =  ' 
` farther amotint, during the same = 
` Quarter, ofsiesos seter essi “ 230,000 


escóesoce 
aa : Ey 


Showing the whole probable receipts < 0 
of the quae to be. . asccrececes -$11,149,852 

In his annual report on the state of aor 
the finances, the Secretary estimated 


the revenue of this quarter Af... e. 4,950,000 


} 
4 
{ 


. . | lections of duties at the port of New. York alone, 


| 


| estimate for the fourth quarter, of 1835, given by ‘| 


t 
f 
t 3 
! the Secretary is, that the apprehension of a war | 


il. To return now, 
i; tiong; having seen what are. the meang in our 


Another cause of the excess of receipts over the i] 


with France, and of consequent commergial inter- || 
ruptions and disturbances generally, produced an || 
increase of importations within that quarter far | 
beyond any, anticipation entertained by him, and 

far beyond any former example. The actual col- | 


if 
not including the bonds.taken, and pot falling due || 
within the quarter, I think tha Seetelary usgured | 
me amounted to full five millions of dollars; a sum i 
almost equal to an ordinary half year’s collection || 
of revenue. at that port. hese two. gourges 
| of revenue, so immensely and so unaxpectedly 
swelled beyond any. former precedent,-haye.prin- 
| cipally produced the excess of $6,000,000. in the 
| revenues of the last quarter of the last year, | 

| r. President, to. the resolu- 
| handa to give them force and application; what, 
: let me ask, are the considerations which call upon 
| the Senate for their adoption ?. The firstand most 
prominent, and one which appears. to, my mind 
| entirely controling, is the defenseless state of the 
country. That the country is defenseléss seems | 
now to be. conceded by eyery Senator who has 
addressed the Senate upon this subject... We have 
the fact before this body from sources entitled to 
our peculiar confidence. The chairman of the | 
Committee on Naval Affairs (Mr. Souruaan) gave į 


; scribed? .We cannet—we shall not, 


Applicable to some portion of this bady, Mr. 
President, ig another consideration which I feel 
boand to notice, and which appeals strongly to 
those to whom it is applicable for. the passage of 
the resolutions, and,ihg carrying put, to their full 
‘extent, the principles expressed, by them, The 
present Administration has been extensively com- 
panor ofin the course. of the debate, for not 

aving, dpring tha six ar seven years of ius eke 
istence, put the country in a state of defense, The 
honorable Senator from Delaware (Mr. Crayron] 
met the question fairly, and placed his complaint 
upon the grogad that the Adminiatration had 
adopted the principle that the national debt must 
be paid. in preference to the conversion of the 
surplus moneys of the. Treasury to an, increase 
of the Navy, and other works of defense. This 
is so, gir. lam aware that there is a wide dif- 
| ference of opinion between the political -parties 
of this country in relation to the, policy. of pay- 
ing off, and finally extinguishing the national 
| debt The Administration has adapted the qem- 
| ocratie policy; that plain policy. which governg 
every prudent citizen in the management of hig 


‘ys, in the course of his remarks, a detailed ac- 
count of: the candition of the Nave. and of our 
force afloat and in service. Sir, it does not amount 
to a Navy at all, compared to the.extent of coast 
we have to defend and. the immenge 8nd, wide- 
spread commerce we have to protect; a single ship- 
of-the-line, I believe, two or,three frigates, and a 
few schooners and sloops-pf-war. _ I will not pre- 
tend to be accurate in the enumeration the hon- 
orable chairman gave us, byt I must say it was 
plmost equivalent to no force atall upon the oceqn 
in comparison with what will always, be required 
for defenag and commercjal protection, , We-have 
xeceived also from the honorable chairmen. of the 
Committee on Military Affaire (Mr, Baxron].ra- 
d accounta of the condition of our fortifica- 
tions and land defenses; but ene commercial town 
in the whole country, at the -mosta in any condi- 
tion to be defended against an‘attack-by gea:.with 
one or two.exceptions, not a gun in any of your 
forts, and. no preparations for mounting them:if 
they. were there. . Nearly all the public works 
which have been commenced far,the purpose of 
defense remain in an unfinished state, and cannot 
| be made useful and secuge without further large 

expenditures: the militia of. the country. badly 


| private affairs; and has considered itself. hound 
| in honesty. and honor, so far as the laws of Con- 
i gress left the money of the Government to its 


disposition, to apply every dollar of that money, 
not required for the necessitier of the country, to 
the payment of the publie creditors. To dis- 
-charge the country from debt bas beep its firstand 
highest pecuniary object; tọ. put ina state of 
defense. and security ageipshetiornel ae internal 
danger, stands next. in the gourse.of ita policy. 
It is not my object, Mr. President, af, this time, 
to. discuss tha abst whether the payment of 
a national debt. be, or be not, a wise and sound 
‘policy. . It is the policy which meets, my most 
“earnest and lively approbation, Tt is the policy 
of the Constitution; for the language of that in- 
‘strument is: ‘ The, Cangress shall have power to 
lay and collect taxes, duties, imposts, and ex- 
‘cises.’. For what, Mr, President? First, “ to 
pay the debts;’” and second, ‘‘to provide for the 
‘common defense.” These are the cgngtitutional 
uses to which the money of the. people, in the 
national. Treasury, may bẹ applied; and this is 
the order in which those purposes are mentioned 
in that sacred instrument. 3 

The honorable Sepator 


from Virginia [Mr. 
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National De fence—Mr. Wright. 


Leica] inquired, why did not the friends of the 
Administration, when they had the power of the | 
Senate, and the power of the formation of the - 
committees of the Senate, make these provisions 
for the defense of the country, if they were con- 
sidered so necessary? My answer to the Sen- 
ator has just been given. The Administration 
and its friends considered their first duty to be 
to pay the national debt. In that duty they pro- 
ceeded as rapidly as the funds of the Government 
and the legislation of Congress would permit 
them to go; but before it was accomplished, and 
the debt paid, the power of this body passed from 
their hands, and with it the power of forming its 
committees. 

Mr. President, among the objections to the 
passage of these resolutions which the debate has 
drawn forth, none has been heard by me with so 
much surprise as that made by the Senator from 
South Carolina, [Mr. Catuoun,] “that to arm is 
to declare war.” I believe, sir, this principle was 
laid down by that honorable Senator in reference 
to a rupture with France, which at the time he ` 
spoke we all had some cause to apprehend; but 
is it sound, as applicable to the condition of our 
country then as now? Is it a principle which 
should govern the statesman, as applicable to any 
country atany time, and under any circumstances? 
I contend it is not, but precisely the reverse is the 
truth: that to arm and fortify, and be prepared for 
defense, is to preserve peace. What country is 
most liable to attack in the conflicts and collisions 
which will arise between rival nations—that one 


whose defenses are strong and adequate, or that | 


one which is exposed and defenseless? It surely 
requires no great skill as a statesman or a diplo- 
matist to answer so plain a question; and the 
answer must establish my position, and overturn 
that of the Senator. 

I will next proceed, Mr. President, to reply to 
gome remarks which have fallen from honorable 
Senators, touching the extent to which appropri- 
ations for defense ought to be carried. 

The Senator from Kentucky, {Mr. Crirren- 


DEN,] whom I do not now see in his place, | 


‘treated these appropriations as local, and calcu- 
lated merely to benefit the portions of country 


where the moneys are to be expended. Pursuing , 
this train of argument, he said he was not willing ; 


to devote the whole surplus to defenses—to the | 
construction of fortifications—to the building of | 
ships—to the supply of ordnance—to the pur- : 
chase of swords and pistols; that he could not con- 

sent to yield al! to the coast and frontier, while 

the interior, and the State he had the honor, in 

part, to represent here, was to receive nothing; | 
that he could not grant all for war; but a portion 
‘must be reserved for purposes of peace. Was the | 
gentleman correct in considering appropriations | 
of money for the defense of the nation as local ap- ` 


propriations ?—as appropriations partial in their || 


‘character, and calculated only to benefit the small ; 
districts of country wherein the moneys are to be | 
expended? Will he, upon reflection, persist in | 
governing his action by this rule? Is not our. 
whole country one country? Are we not one 
people? 
where he may, a blow at us all? And is not the | 


‘defense of any point, equally to that extent, a j| 


defense for the whole country? Are appropri- 
ations for building ships local appropriations, 
because those ships are to traverse the ocean, 
and not the interior of the country ?—because 
they are to meet and beat off an enemy before he 
reaches our soil, and not to meet him 1n the heart 
of the country. Has the gentleman considered 
the two acts we have passed during our present 
session, making appropriations towards the ex- 
penses of the Indian war at this moment waging 
in Florida, as local appropriations for the benefit 
of Florida? The assault of the enemy has been 
local, as the assault of any enemy must ever be; 
but is not the offense national, and the work of 
defense national and general? I am sure, Mr. 
President, the Senator will see the impropriety 
of this objection, and abandon it. 

The Senator further spoke of a demand for the | 
plow-shares of his constituents to be converted 
into swords, and said they could not surrender | 


Is not the blow of an enemy, strike | 


the resolutions. Their object is not to convert 
the plow-shares of Kentucky into swords, but so 
to defend the country that the worthy husband- 


“man of that and all the other States may hold 


their plows and till their grounds in peace and 
security, without danger from a foreign or domes- 
ticenemy. That is their object, and the money 
is now in the Treasury of the nation to accom- 
plish this great national and constitutional object; 
and the true question is, shall it be appropriated 
for that purpose, or shall it be expended for the 
gentleman’s purposesof peace? He did not spe- 
cify what purposes of peace he had in view; but 
I inferred from his remark that roads, canals, and 
other works of internal improvements were what 
he intended. 1s it wiser to neglect our national 
defenses for these objects, or first to use the money 
of the nation to put the whole country in a state 


which will enable it to defend these works against '; 
I consider 


an invader when they shall be made ? 
the most effectual appropriations for purposes of 
peace appropriations for defense, and I again re- 
peat what I have already attempted to show, that 
the surest way to preserve peace to an extensive, 
rich, and prosperous country like ours, is to be 
prepared to defend ourselves promptly and effect- 
ually against war, come from what quarter it 
may. 

Again: the Senator says, the country has not 
been hitherto defended by fortifications and a 
navy; and he asks, with much emphasis, ‘‘ Were 

` not the people of former days as patriotic as we 
are?’? Let me ask the Senator, does he suppose 
that our fathers of the Revolution—that the old 
Congress, if they had had sixteen and a half mil- 
lions of dollars at their command, would have 
proposed to divide it out among the Colonies ‘for 
purposes of peace,” instead of applying it to the 


|! national defenses? Does he suppose that the 


brave men of the late war, who interposed their 
; persons and their lives against the march of an 
enemy upon our soil, would have neglected the 
l business of permanent defense, if the country had 
'' been in possession of the means to prosecute that 
work? Boca he believe that his brave and gallant 
constituents — and I most cheerfully concede to 
them bravery and gallantry and patriotism not 
surpassed by the citizens of any State in the 
, Umion—will call upon him to divide to them the 
small portion of this surplus revenue which may 


| fail to their share, and will agree, in return for E 
that bounty, to make breastworks of their per- | 


' sons when the hour of need shall come? They 


i have done this upon a former occasion, when the 
country had not the means to prepare defenses. 
Now the debt of the Revolution and the debt of 
the late war are paid and discharged, the national 
Treasury full to overflowing; and who will advise 
to postpone provision for the general defense, to 
the hazard of the lives of our citizen soldiery, if 
not of our national independence, that we may 
| distribute the money to our respective constit- 


ii wents? 


À ppor of the 
of the engineer department, made to Con- 


d 


hea 


|| progress, in a manner to secure the economical 
expenditure of the moneys appropriated, or to 
; insure the proper construction of the works. I 
‘ have not taken the trouble to look at the report 
, to which the Senator referred, nor is it my object 

to impeach in any way the statements of the 
officer who made it: The report was necessarily 
confined to the engineers belonging to the corps 
of the Government; and does the Senator sup- 
pose that all the science, all the skill, and all the 
, experience in engineering which exists in the 
; country is confined to that corps? Has he made 


‘them for that purpose. He mistakes the calls of 


himself believe that, if money be appropriated 
for the construction of forts, the arming of our 


Mr. President, the honorable Senator from Ohio — 


i ence to superintend the public works already in | 


SENATE. 


fortifications, the building and equipment of ves- 
sels of war, the manufacture of arms, and the 
| erection of armories and arsenals, the Govern- 
| ment cannot expend it for the want of engineers 
of proper skill and experience? Give the money, 
|, sir, and call for their services, and you will have 
ii competent engineers, which will constitute an 
! army of themselves. If you do not, you will be 
' much less fortunate than any State has been which 
is expending large sums upon public works, re- 
quiring the most skillful and experienced engi- 
neers; and still no State has an organized engineer 
corps constantly in its service. Mr. President, 
the apprehension of the Senator is unfounded, 
for if money appropriated cannot be expended 
in case the law making the appropriation be not 
too much restricted to reach the object designed, 
that fact will, I venture to say, be new in the his- 
tory of government. 

But as the gentleman relies upon the authority 
of the head of the engineer corps for this objec- 
tion to an increase of appropriations for defense, 
and goes to a report made to a former Congress, 
upon what subject I know not, if he had been 
fortunate enough to have examined, with equal 
attention, the communications from that same 
officer made during our present session, and to 
be found upon our files, confined to the subject 
! of defenses, he would have discovered what his 
opinions really are as to the appropriations for 
fortifications alone, which the state of the coun- 
try requires and demands from Congress. He 
would have found that officer telling us, that in 
addition to all the appropriations recommended 
in the general annual estimate, which is much 
larger than the estimates of former years, there 
is required for the year 1836, for the single ob- 
ject of commencing new fortifications for the de- 
fense of the sea-coast alone, $2,503,800. And 
‘are we to believe that an officer of the standing 
' of this one would recommend to us this large 

increase of our annual appropriations for a single 
' object, when he knew the moneys ordinarily ap- 
| propriated for fortifications could not be profit- 
| ably expended? Surely, sir, we cannot be asked 
i: so to consider the recommendations from that 
quarter. 

The Senator supposes he has also discovered 
: that the ordinary annual appropriations for the 
| Navy cannot be expended, and Have been unne- 
cessarily large in past years. In proof of his 
position, he refers to a single item in a report 
made by the Secretary of the Navy to the House 
of Representatives on the 4th instant, stating that 
the balance on hand of the moneys heretofore 
appropriated for ‘‘the gradual improvement of 
the Navy,” on the 3lst day of December last, 
amounted to $1,415,000, and adds, as it were in 
i; triumph, ‘‘ here is almost a million and a half of 
|! dollars of the appropriations of the last year yet 
-unexpended.’? Now, Mr. President, neither the 
': Congress of the last year nor the last Congress, 
'. by any act of theirs, appropriated one dollar of 

this money or of any money for “ the gradual 
_improvement of the Navy.” All these appro- 
" priations are made by a law, approved March 3, 
|| 1827, appropriating annually for a term of years 
, $500,000 for this object, which law was continued 
: and extended by anotherlaw, approved 2d March, 
‘| 1833. The expenditure of this money is con- 
' fined, by the acts appropriating it, to the purchase 
of materials for ships, to the preservation of live- 
_ oak timber, ard to the improvement of the navy- 
_ yards, and can be expended for no other purposes 
i| whatsoever, Neither the Secretary of the Navy, 
: nor the Navy Commissioners, can put two sticks 
_ of timber together, or do any other act towards 
|, the building, arming, or preparing a ship for ser- 
| vice out of this money.. 
1 I know [shall be asked here, admit this appro- 
| priation to be thus limited, and are all the mate- 
tals purchased which are now, or may hereafter 
| be, required, that this large’ balance is suffered to 
| remain unexpended? I will show presently that 
itis notunexpended, though it yet remains unpaid; 
| but, to cause the subject to be fully understood, 
| it is necessary to precede any explanation upon 
point with the statement of the fact that the 
l Navy Commissioners, who are the officers having 
|! charge of the expenditure of the money appro- 
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riated for ‘the gradual improvement of the 

avy,” are prohibited, by the positive provision | 
of a law of Congress, from anticipating in any | 
way these appropriations, They cannat make | 
a contract or a purchase in anticipation of the 
coming appropriation under this permanent law, 
and much less may they contract any debts or 
incur any liabilities, in anticipation of any future 
actioy of Congress. They must therefore wait 
until the appropriation is in fact made, and the 
money placed to their credit at the Treasury, 
before they can even issue proposals forcontracts, | 
That is done, as I assume, from looking at the 
two acts, on the 3d of March in each year. After 


that date, then, they must call for proposals by ` 


public notices published in the newspapers for 
the period required by law. When that period 
-has expired, they must examine their proposi- 
‘tions, give notice to the bidders scattered over 
-the whole country, that their bids are accepted, 
and obtain, as soon as they may, the execution 
of the proper contracts. Then, and not.till then, 
the work of fulfillment on the part of the con- 
tractors can commence,.and who does not see 
that a large portion of the current year must have 
, passed, in every instance, before this point can | 
possibly be reached? Is it strange, therefore, 
that large amounts of contracts should remain 
unclosed at so late a period as the few first days , 
in the second month of the year succeeding that 
in which they are made? ; 
With these explanations of the laws of Con- 
and the powers of the commissioners under 
them, I proceed to show, from the report of the 
.commissioners themselves, the actual condition 
of this unexpended balance of $1,415,000. I refer 
to document L, appended to the annual report of 
. the Secretary. of the Navy to the President, and 
by him communicated to Congress with his an- | 
-nual message at the commencement of the present | 
-session; and I cannot but observe that, had the | 
‘Senator been fortunate enough. to have :had his | 
-attention turned to this document before he made 
. his remarks, he would have saved me this tedious 
exposition of bis error. The commissioners, in 
the document referred to, give.a summary of all 
their doings under the acts referred to, making 
, this permanent appropriation, for.“ the gradual 
improvement of the Navy,”’ from the time of the 
of the act of the 3d March, 1827, up to 
.the close of the third quarter of. :the last year. 
They conclude this statement by giving the whole 
-amount of the appropriations under these acts up 
to the Ist October, 1835, at.......$4,500,000 00 
And the payments actually made ; 
3,002,755 20 


out of this sum at., sa eee.e seos 


paa 


“Leaving a balance of. ..'.,....+++-$1,497,244 80 


And then proceed to say: mo 
Of which there remained in the Treasury, on the 
Ist October, 1835, the sum of, . .$1,454,316 46 

`The balance supposed to be inthe 
- hands of Navy agents is.s..... 42,928 34 


Making a total, as above, of... .$1,497,244 80 | 
Of this sum, there will ‘be required | 
to meet existing engagements. 
under contract about....coesare. 


$881,244 80 


‘Leaving, for other purposes; aboat,, 


“ Advertisements have been issued, inviting 
“offers for farnishing the live-oak frames for five 
.* ships-of-the-line, six frigates, five slogps-of-war, 
.‘ five schooners, and three steamera; which, if 
.‘ contracted for, will probably:require about six 
-* hundred thousand dollars of the balance remain- 
‘ing after meeting existing engagements. ”’ 

Such, Mr. President, was the condition on the 

Ist of October last of this: unexpended balanee 
-of money appropriated for the improvement of 
the Navy; between six and seven thousand dol- 
lars of it due upon Sutatanding contracts; in re- 
.ality expended, but not in fact paid. Of the bal- 
„ance, $600,000 more was then set apart to: make 
.payments upon contracts, propositions for whieh 


| vanced: period of the year-whea the 


616,000 00 |! 
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| had been called for, and were coming in; which 
| propositions might come in so much higher than 
| the anticipations of the commissioners as to con- 

sume the whole sum. It is perfectly evident, that 


i while the commissioners are forbidden by law to | 


anticipate futare appropriations, they must, in all 
cases, when inviting proposals, keep themselves 
somewhat below the full amount of moneys in 
hand, so that if their estimates ‘of prices shall 
prove to be under those at which they can obtain 
offers, they may still be able to contract without 
a violation of the law, or without the inconve- 
nience and delay consequent u a rejection of 
all propositions, and an offer for new proposals 
based apan a new estimate. This js surely buta 
reasonable precaution which would suggest itself 


'i to all faithful disbursing officers, scrupulous in 


| their observance of the law, and anxipus to pra- 
_| mote the public service. So much for the facts; 
_ and now, Mr. President, for the argument drawn 
| from themi. 
' By the laws of Congress as they are, and in 
! consequence of the restrictions imposed by those 
i laws upon the Navy Board, moneys appřopriaied, 
at the usual period of each year, for the gradual 
improvement of the Navy, cannot be expended 


| and the accounts closed within the same year, so 


| as to vent the appearance, in. the accounts 
' with the Treasury, of:an apparent unexpended 
' balance on the first day of the following year. 
' Therefore, the Senator infers the appropriations 
for this object to have been excessive, and greater 
than could be economically expended. Does this 
conclusjoy follow the premises? : The delay inthe 
‘expenditure hes no connection with the amount 
to be expended, but arises solely from the ad- 
ropria- 
tions are made; the restrictions imposed, and, in 
“my judgment, most properly imposed, upon the 


_ disbursing agents, against anticipating funds not `: 


‘actually appropriated; the forms required to‘ be 
| observed in making contracts; ‘and the nature of 
|| the expenditure, and the. extent of the country in 
which jit is to: be made. Is it not, then, most 
palpable that the same time must be required, 
|| whether the expenditure be large orsmall? Does 


| be extended to almost any limit in thig country, 
iif the means of payment were placed at the dis- 
| position of the commissioners? Might they.nat 
|| as safely invite proposals, under this head of 
| expenditure, for $5,000,000 as for $500,000 an- 
l nually? And will any one believe they would 
! fail to receive propositions covering all the money 
i they should propose to expend? Most certainly 
not. The question, then, is not one of amount, 
,but simply of time, and, thus resolved, I am sure 


may .be invited, propositions received, examined, 


an amount of $500,000, or of $5,000,000, without 
any material variation in the time required to go 
through either process. Thus far as to expendi- 
tures tor‘ the gradual improvementof the Navy,” 


vation of our live-oak timber, and to’ the condi- 
tion of our navy-yardg, 5 -i 

But thisis, by no means, the extent of the ques- 
j tion presented.. Ships are to be built, armed, 
manned, and fitted for service, a branch of ex- 
penditure not included in the appropriation I have 
| been discugsing-——a branch -of expenditure, pow 
altogether unprovided for:by any appropriation. 
May not.such appropriations bé expended. simul- 
| taneously with the appropriations for the purchase 
-of materials, without causing additional delay in 
„time? Most certainly they may. - 0,025.2. 

Am I not, then, authorized to. conclude, Mr. 
President, that we are not in the condition sup- 
posed by the Senator from Ohio, [Mr., Ewyua;) 
and that the country is not, from necessity, to 
remain exposed and defenseless for half a century 
to.come, not because we have not the means to 
put it in a state of defense, but because we can- 
not expend the money if Congress appropriate 
it? May I not-hope that the resolutions.will no 
longer be opposed, or appropriations withheld, 
on account of such.anapprebension?, 


! anybody doubt that. the amount of contracts for ' 
|l. timber, and any other materials for,ships, might į 


I shall not be contradicted when I say that offers : 


accepted, or rejected, and. contracts executed, for j 


confined, as those expenditures are, simply to ; 
the purchase of materials for ships, to the preser- || 


I here take my leave of the resolutions; and:a 
very few additional remarks shail conclude what 
I propose to say further. . ; 
|! . The subject of the loss of the fortification bill 
i of the last session, and of the $3,000,000 appro- 
‘| priation for immediate defense, added by way of 

amendment in the House, and rejected in this 
body, have constituted prominent topics in this 
debate. Notwithstanding my particular relation 
to those subjects, as a member of the Committee 

| of Finance, and of the committee of conference, 

| Ido not feel called upon to enter into that portion 

| of the debate at the present time atall. Theaction 

‘sof both the Senate and House upon that bill, and 

; the proposed amendment, has long been matter 

' of history before the gountry. The vote of every 
member of both Houses is shown by their re- 

| spective Journals, and the divisions have been 
‘given to the public through the whele press. The 

| public judgment, as I think, was perfectly formed 

n upon the propriety or impropriety of the votes 

| given, and the course pursued by each individual, 

| before we commenced a debate here upon the sub- 

, ject. Remaining perfectly satisfied, as do, with 

; my course and my votes, | have no disposition to 

; attempt now to defend them. Were it otherwise, 
1 shold have no hope, at this day, to change, by 
anything I could-say here, the deliberate and set- 
tled opinion of the public mind in the matter. I 

||. must, whether.willing or not, (and I hope and be- 

i| lieve I am willing to do so,) abide the judgment, ` 

‘|. and, so faras my action upon that subject is con- 

‘ cerned, stand or fall by it. I voted for the three 

li million amendment in all the shapes in which it 

‘| was presented to me, for my support here, and I 

‘|. most deeply regretted that it did not meet the ap- 

| probation of this body. Of any action, out of 

| this Chamber, upon either the bill or amendment, 
it is not now my purpose to speak. 

_ It now begomes my duty. to reply to one or 
"two remarks which fell from the. Senator from 

| North Carolina, [Mr. Maneum,] in the course of 

ii. his impassioned address to the Senate upon these 

'' resolutions. That honorAble Senator, from what 

ii authority I know not, constituted me the repre- 

„sentative of the Albany Regency here. I knaw 
well, Mr. President, thp individuals who arẹ. un- 

„derstood to be included in that designation, and;I 
know them to be citizens of the highest standing, 

honest, talented, and, patriotic;.men who.serve 
the public faithfully and capably. The trpst thus 
conferred upon me. is an important and reapons- 
ible one, and I will only: tell the Senator, that 
while I continue to discharge it worthily, 1 shall 
stand firmly by the country and the. whole. coun- 
try, and by its interests and honor; and that I 
shall vote the appropriations necessary for its 
entire defenses, before I vote to give away its 

funds to be expended upon doubtful schemes of 

| internal improvement. , l ‘ 

| , The gentleman seems further to be occasionally 

|| deeply troubled.in his mind by some imaginary 
‘body or association of men, which he terms the 

|| “ spoils party.” He is not alone in this, Other 

|| honorable Senators have manifested equal appre- 

‘| hension from the dreaded influence.of this party; 
and none of. them have left me in doubt as to the 

| political party in this country upon which this 

term of opprobrium is attempted to be fastened, 

i. It is applied to` the great Democratic party of the 

Union... | will use my best efforts, Mr. Presi- 

dent, to calm their apprehensions, by telling them 

| that this party has:been hitherto, with very few 

exceptions, enabled to -keep_ the, public opinion 
‘of the.coyntry upon its.side; that it has done. 80 

iby following, and not aljempling. to. gover. 
popular will; and that I have the fullest confidence 

“yt will be honest enough, and wise enough, to 

‘pursue the same courses and fortunate engugh to 

“meet with the samẹ success :in faqure. In any 
event, I think 1 may safely assure these gentle- 

‘men that, however greedy. this party may be fer 
the honors and emoluments of office, as it never 

_has, so it never will find it necessary to, make a 
change in the organic law of the States where ‘it 
-has control, to enable it to retain. office or power. 

I am now impelled, Mr. President, most reluc- 

tantly, to notice a topic introduced into this debate 
by the Senator from Ohio, (Mr. Ewnic]—with 
‘how much. relevancy I leave him to determine. 
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expression of his own opinions in relation to the 
instructions, he would have called forth no reply 
from me; but when he felt himself at liberty to 
call to his aid the majority of the American people, 
and to declare that they had sanctioned the views 
he expressed, that the instructions contained mat- 
ter degrading to the character of our country, I 
was no longer at liberty to remain silent. 

Mr. EWING asked leave to explain, and said 
the gentleman had misunderstood him; that he 
had not used the expression imputed to him, that 
a majority of the American people had agreed 
with him in opinion in relation to the instructions. 
He had said nothing about the majority of the 
people, but had confined himself to the expres- 
sion of his own individual opinions. 

Mr. WRIGHT said, I have then done with 
the subject. Mr. President, I understood the gen- 
tleman to make the remark, or to advance the 
opinion I have imputed to him. If he did not, I 
have no desire to reply at all to this part of his 
argument. It was by no means my purpose to 
open a debate upon the propriety of these instruc- 
tions, as I consider that a question settled beyond 
the propriety of debate here; nor did I intend to 
make a single remark which could irritate the 
feelings of any member of this body, but merely 
to set the Senator right in reference to the decision | 
of the people upon the question. As, however, 
I misunderstood him, and he did not lay down 
the position I supposed, I have not a remark fur- 
ther to make upon this part of the subject. 

In the course of this very protracted debate, 
Mr. President, one other position has been as- 
sumed by several Senators, upon which [ must 
ask your indulgence to a very brief reply. The 
position is: that the great and extended popularity 
of the President of the United States is a matter 
of danger to our institutions, and to the perma- 
nency of our Republic. But forthe gravity which 


has characterized all the remarks upon this point, - 


-I should have been compelled to doubt the sin- 
cerity of the gentlemen who have urged them 
upon us. The popularity of the President a ; 
matter of danger tothe Republic, sir! The pop- 
ularity of the present Chief Magistrate danger- , 
ous! How has that popularity been acquired | 
and maintained? Has it been by some instan- | 
taneous and vivlent trapulse given to the public | 
mind, which may, and sometimes does, sweep | 
away the judgment, and make it subject to the 
government of passion? We are now far ad- | 
vanced in the seventh year of the Administration | 
‘of this same Chief Magistrate. Has any man! 
ever administered the affairs of this Government , 
against the efforts of a more talented, vigilant, | 
and untiring Opposition? Has any Administra- | 
tion, since the commencement of our national | 
existence, presented to the people so great a num- 
ber of immensely important and vitally interesting 
questions, connected with the principles and pol- 
icy of ourGovernment? Have questions of this 
character, at any former period of our history, 
been go distinctly, emphatically, and ably argued 
before the electors of the Union? Has any Op- 
position toany former Administration commanded 
more popular men, more high talent and charac- 
ter in the estimation of the country, more favor- 
able opportunities to act upon the public mind 
and the public passions and prejudices, or more 
powertal aids of every character and description, 


than have favored the Opposition to the Presi- | 


dent of the United States from the first year of 
his Administration to the present hour? I think, 
Mr. President, our opponents can give but one 
answer to these interrogatories. 

I then ask, further, has ever an Administra- 
tion, since the days of Washington, been more 
uniformly, more strongly, more generally, and | 
more triumphantly sustained by the people? Has | 
not its popularity, and the popularity of the Pres- 
ident, regularly increased with every new assault, 
and upon every new trial? The answer to these 


hitherto been known to the politics of the coun- 
try, to be set down as a popularity dangerous to 
liberty, and threatening its speedy overthrow? 
Sir, I cannot subscribe to opinions so injurious 


quences have been depicted; and the A 


to the integrity and intelligence of the free people 


of these States. 

How, Mr. President, was it in the days of 
General Washington? He was twice elected 
President of the United States, and passed through 
both of his official terms without even the form 
of an opposition. Has any man, from his day 
to this, ventured to pronounce his popularity 
dangerous to our existence as a nation? Was 
danger apprehended at the time by the patriots 
of the Revolution who surrounded him? They 
did apprehend danger from desperate and disap- 
appointed ambition, and from the madness of 
party excitements, but none from too much har- 
mony in the public mind. 
fears growing out of the too great popularity of 
the President then: I feel none now. 


SLAVERY IN THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 


SPEECH OF N. P. TALLMADGE, 
OF NEW YORK, 
In rue Senate, February 15, 1836, 


On the motion of Mr. CaLHoun not to receive the Petition 
of the Society of Friends to abolish Slavery in the Dis- 
trict of Coluinbia. 


Mr. TALLMADGE said he was one of those 


who believed that all discussion on this exciting | 


I have heard of no : 


subject was ill-judged, as well as ill-timed. Under ; 


other circumstances he would be the last to take 
partinit. But (said he) from the shape in which 
the question is now presented, and from the 
manner in which it is pressed upon our eonsid- 
eration, I am unwilling to record my vote with- 
outa brief explanation of the views which govern 
me. 

I regret, Mr. President, the necessity of the 
discussion, because its natural tendency is to in- 
crease the agitation. The interests of the whole 


country reauire that it should cease. Excitement |, 


is the food on which abolition feeds: take this 
away, and it will die for want of sustenance. No 
one can view with more sincere regret, nor with 
greater repugnance than I do, the attempts of the 
Abolitionists to disturb the peace and quiet of the 
country. Their efforts, however well intended 
on the part of some, are fraught with mischief; 
and on the part of others are characterized by a 
spirit of fanaticism which, if persisted in, may 
lead to consequences the most fatal to the peace 
and harmony of the Union. This spirit seems 
to be a part of the ultraism of the age. It is the 
same spirit that has shown itself in various ex- 


‘country within a few years past. 
means deny to many engaged in this ultraism of 
the day, honesty of purpose in the prosecution of 
their designs. 

| There are others to whom I would not extend 

(even this charity. But be their purposes what 

‘they may, they are equally productive of the 


| Their efforts, instead of alleviating the condition 
: of the slave, tend to make it worse. The own- 
_ ers, feeling that their rights are invaded by these 
nefarious attempts to incite the slave to blood- 
_ Shed and to murder, throw around them greater 
securities, and limit their indulgences within nar- 
rower bounds than they were before accustomed 


, Slaves to rebellion, and thereby produce all the 
_ horrors of a civil and servile war. But the tend- 
‘ency of their measures is to such results. And 


i I have known instances where these awful conse- 


,Most mischievous and injurious consequences. 


bolitionist 
has been asked if he could look upon them with 
composure, and without emotion, when he has 
answered, that he was pursuing what he believed 
his duty, and he left the consequences to God! 
Who can listen, without horror, to such foregone 
conclusions? What philanthropist can wish to 
see the blood of the master and the slave com- 
mingled in these desperate feuds? What patriot 
can wish to see the peace of the Union disturbed 
by the invasion of rights secured by the Consti- 
tution, and which should be held inviolate as tong 
as that sacred instrument stands? 

In the hasty view which I have taken of this 
matter, I believe I speak the almost unanimous 


' opinions of the North: I feel very sure that I do 


not mistake the public sentiment of the State of 
New York on this subject. And it is for the in- 
terests of the North, as well as the South, that 
these agitations should cease. It is to mea mat- 
ter of deep regret that these petitions should be 
sent here. They have been sent, more or less 
for years past. Congress has received them, but 
always refused any action upon them. ‘They 
have either been laid on the table, or referred to 
a committee, and there been suffered to sleep, 
never again to be disturbed. There has been, 
heretofore, an almost entire unanimity m Con- 
gress in relation to them. Scarcely an individual 
in either House could be found who was willing, 
by agitating this question, to disturb the com- 
promises of the Constitution. After this course 
had been pursued for a series of years, it was to 
have been hoped that Congress would no longer 
be troubled with such unprofitable applications, 
In this, those who entertained this hope have 
been disappointed. The attack has been renewed 
—the petitions are again presented; and the ques- 
tion recurs, what shall be done with them? ‘This 
brings us to the immediate subject of debate. 
The petition under consideration 1s from the So- 
ciety of Friends. I take great pleasure in saying 
that this peaceable and quiet people are not Abo- 
litionists, in the modern acceptation of the term. 
An opposition to slavery is one of the principles 
of their society; and they have, from almost time 
immemorial, been in the habit of bearing their 
annual testimony against it. I am persuaded, 
from an intimate acquaintance with many of them, 
that they would deprecate any results, such as 
every man conversant with the subject believes 
would follow from the interference of Congress 
with it. They seem content to bear their testi- 
mony against slavery by presenting their petition 
here. They seem to look upon it as a religious 
duty. Having, in this.way, discharged that duty, 
they leave to Congress to discharge its duty, in 
such manner as in its wisdom shall. seem meet 
and proper. The language of this petition, it is 
conceded on all hands, is unexceptionable. There 


` can be no objection, therefore, to receiving it on 


' that account. . 


What, then,.is the question which we are called 
upon to decide? Itis, shall the petition be received ? 


‘T regret that the. Senator from South Carolina 


[Mr. Catnoun] has felt it his duty to make this 
motion. It were much better, in my judgment, 


' that the petition should take the ordinary course 


citements which have, more or less, agitated the : 
l would by no ., 


todo. Ido not say that it is the design of the | 
. great body of the Abolitionists to excite the. 


ii 
Li 
i 


Hi 
; 

|i 
b 


‘our duty to consider it. 


—the course which has heretofore been pursued 
with them. The petition, however, has been pre- 
sented—the motion hasbeen made, and it becomes 
Although I regret the 
motion of the Senator from South Carolina, and 
think it unwise and ill judged, still I most cheer- 


, fully accord to him what { claim for myself in all 


my action here, purity of motive and honesty of 
purpose. At the same time, I cannot persuade 


_ myself that he has given to this subject that care- 


ful examination and reflection which its import- 
ance demands. It shall be my task, then, to ex- 
amine the principle of the question before us. It 
involves two important considerations; namely, 
the right of the citizen to petition, and the obli- 
gation on Congress to receive his petition. To 
my mind the right and the obligation are correla- 
tive. 

As to the right of petition.—T his has been deemed 
the inalienable right of every American citizen, 
Before the adoption of the Constitution, he held 
it as a birth-right from his English ancestors. 
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Like the right of peraonal liberty, the right of || adopted by moat of the States. In this way, the 
personal security, and-the right of private prop- || people of the respective States Lecaime entitled to 
erty, he has been in the habit of looking on the | all the rights, privileges, and immunities which 
right of petition as an inherent and inalienable i they enjoyed at. the time of the Continental Con- 
right. Centuries have elapsed since this right | gress in 1774, when they were thus solemnly 
was first asserted, aa one of the privileges of Eng- | promulgated to thé world, and continued to enjoy 
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lish freemen, The contest was long and bloody 
between the prerogatives of the Crown, and the 
immunities of the subject, These rights, which 
were deemed natural, inherent, and inalienable, 
were asserted and reasserted, affirmed and re- 
affirmed, by various statutes, in different reigns, 
and were finally embodied with the right of peti- 
tion, in the far-famed “ Dectanarronor Rigats,’’ 
which ended the dynasty of the Stuarts, and con- 
snummated the glorious Revolution of 1688. By. 
this it was established that every pereon hed the | 
right to petition the King, or the Parliament; for: 
a redresa of 
but affirmed, at that evenifal périod, and which 
has continued, to the present day, unquestioned ` 
and unquestionable. : i , ; 
The Americans, as coloniats of Great Britain,. 
were entitled to these rights and privileges, and 
exercised them with that fearless independence 
that became the descendants of Englishmen: |; 
Many of the colonies, at a very early day, aa- || 
serted them, by the most solemn legialative dec- | 
laratipns; subsequently, but as early as 1763, “a-ji 
‘convention of delegates from nine of the celo- || 
“nies, assembled at New York, and mate: ead | 
‘published a declaration of rights, in which they | 
‘insisted, that the: le of the colonies, were 
“entitled to all the toherent rights and. liberties: | 
‘or Engli subjecta.” - f ag ani 
But these rights and privileges weze:mare sol-' 
emnly established bythe first Continental Coe- 
gress, in 1774. This Congressadopted-a declara-:'' 
tion of vights, ab their English ancestors had done | 


before, them, for the. purpose of ‘“asserting and: : 
vindicating their ei ge and 'iibertiea:” "erhey. | 
YECLARRD amongst other things: i aS 


« That the inhabitants of the English colonies | 
tin North. America, by the immutable laws of 
“nature, the principles of thd: English constitur: 
“tion, and the several charters-dr conipacts, have: 
“the following nicHts:.. - Png & 

s That they are entitled to life, liberty, and 
t property; and they have: mevéer ceded to any- 
“sovereign power whatever a right to dispose of 
‘ either without their consent, : 

** That eur ancestors, who first. settled these: | 
t colonies, were, at the time of their emigration: | 
* from the mothercountry, entitled to all the righ 
€ Jiberties, and-im munities of free ntd matural born: 
* subjects within the realm of England. 

«That by auch emigration they by wo means | 
‘ forfeited surrendered, or lost any of those rights, 
“but that they were, and their descendants now 
“are, entitled ta the exercise and enjoyment of. 
“all such of them aa their local and other ciream- 


' All and each of which the aforesaid deputies, 
tin behalf of theriselteg and: their constituents, 
‘de claim, demand, and‘ insist on: as the indu- 
‘ bitable, rights and’ liberties; whieh cannot: be 
‘legally taken from them, altered, or abridged by; 
‘any powet whatever, without their own conbent; 
‘ by their representatives. in: theit/feveral Legis- 
£ latures,’”: fie. p Bo aD abe we phere pore 
- I have selected from this necnanattidw some -of 
the “ great and fundamental principles- of Ameri 
ean liberty)’ so far as they are bie:to the 
Ton under consideration.: ey se agers 

the right of petition is ranked with the right 

of life, liberta, abd mepi onne “which can 
be taken away, a , orabridged; without con- 
sent; by any power whatever. The Declaration 
of Bights in the reiguof Jauies H., which led to, 
thie Revolution of 1688, was-but the prot sof 
the Declaration of Rights by the Corfianental Contr: 
grens, which resulted in the Revolution of:1776:. ` 
Afwer the Declaration of Independence, and 
when the people of the several States: began to 
adopt constitutions for their own ie ayer OW: 
ernment, this declaration of the old Gongresit 
forastd the basis of the dills:of rights, whickiwent: 


| relatéon to it, -. Butthe pe 


ts, | 


them to the time of the adoption of the Constitu- 
tion of the United States, and the organization of 
the Government under it in 1789. One of these 
rights and privileges, as we have.seen, was the 
right of petition. Has it been taken away, altered, 
or abridged: by. the adoption of the Constitution? 
No, sir; so far from it, that it would be deemed 
one of the fandamental principles of a republican 
Government, and to result from the very nature l 
of our institutions.. 'Fhis would beem. to foliow, 
even if we could find no traces of this right during 
our revélutiqnary. struggle.: But, when itis seen 


grievances—e right, not conferred, in every step of our progress, from colonial in- ` 


fancy to revolutionary manhood, and until the 
final establishment of our independence as a na-` 
tion, who can: doybt its existence at this time, 
and who can doubt the propriety of its exercise . 
by every citizen of this Republic? Pa ie 
So well was the right of petition understood. 
by the people of the. several States, and: that it | 
was a right which no power under Heaven could | 
take from them; that it never entered into the | 
thoughts of those wise. and. pure: patriote who 
formed the Constitution, to provide for it in that 
sacred. instrument,- Thése men were familiar 
with ‘our colonial history; ‘Many of them, prab-. 


i ably most of them, had. assisted, in some mode ; 


os other, either in the old: Congresa-er.in: their- 
respective States, to declare in a: solemn. sibeneny| 
those rights and privileges as belonging to every | 
citizén, and whieh eoult not be taken fromshifn. 
Well might they suppose, thon, that there. was-) 
no necessity ‘for protetting such: a right in the 
Constitution. | No one dreamed that it could ever 
be iafringed pon; anā ‘no provision wasmade it 
opie were jetlous of their 
rights... The union of independent sovertignties, - 


for certain purposes} in one generat Government, -| 
was, at beat, anexperiment; and the wisest conid: 


not foresee the extent of pdwer which ‘might be: 
attempted. tọ be exercised. Many. objections 
were made. by-different States to the rauficatien | 
of the Constitution of the United States; and sô 
sttupulous were many of them, that they would 
not simply ratify, but they accompanied theiri 
ratification by a declaration, or bill of rights, with 
which the Canstitution:- could tot interfere; and 
aiso; with certain proposed amend ments; express-- 
ing the hope that the ne ‘measures would : 
be forthwith. taken, under the Constitution, to 
hate them adopted. : HS nee 2 ae 

. The-convéatian of the State of New York eet. 
forth the rights of the citizens atdarge, and with 
gréat particularity: . Amongst: others was. the 
right to.léfa, liberty, and property; * that the-people 


‘havea right peaceably. ‘to assemble together. 
‘to consult for their common good; dr to. metruct. 
‘their: representatives; and that everġ person-hen 
* the right to petition dr épply tothe Legislature for 
‘ redress :of grievances.” The convention of New: 
York alsò  propesed. many ameridments. ta: the; 
Genstitution;. anid: ‘‘:declaring that. the rights: 
‘aforesaid (the right to petition; &c.) chanot be: 
‘ abridged or vidlated, dnd-that: the explanations: 
‘aforesaid dre consistent with the Corstitation,. 
“and: in confidence that the aménd ments: which : 
‘shall have been proposed to thedaid Constisution 
‘-willreseive ee early and mature conaideratzon}” | 
did. assent tó; and ratify the said Constitutioriio 
This. convention ‘sat: at Poughkeepsie, the place: 
of my presént residence; and was -composed ef | 
some'of the most distinguished. men of: that-or. 
other. age-imen who, in the Cebingter the: 
» would nat: suffer: in: comparigoh! withthe: 
sages. bhd herdes. of ancientor modern timés; and | 
I should feel: that I-wés dome. injustice, both: to) 
thea :plete and :ta their memoriés, werd :I 66: pass: 
over in silence’ so: mich ‘assembled: talent and: 
witdors, ‘and if- I did not ateempt to-maintaim, At 
thin time and-on:this occasion, a: principle: which: 
they deemed of stich. vital importance: fo every: 
American citizen. The Coastitution was thus- 
ratified by thd people of the several States, with 
thesadeclarations of:-rights:ana kind iof conditiei, - 
ox ampart-ef the: satiention.: ii iioo i 
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What was the next ‘in putting into opera») 
tion the new aream aed Carding the Mehta 
of a people jealous of their liberties? At the first’ 
session of the First Congress, in conformity to 
the wishes of the people, as expressed by their: 
several conventions, Mr. Madison introduced cer- 
tain propositions by way of amendments to the 
Constitution. No one understood better than he: 
what the Constitution meant; what. powers were’ 


| granted: by iit to the General Government, and 
; what rights were reserved to the people. He was: 
: aware of the jealousy that existed against it; and,: 


i equall 


on introducing his amendments, he said: ‘ There: 
‘is agreat number of our constituents who are 
‘dissatisfied with it; among whom are many re-: 
‘epectable for their talents.and patriotism, and 
‘ respectable for the jealousy they have for ‘their! 
‘liberty, which, though mistaken in its object} im. 
‘laudable in its motive.’’ He did not deem these: 
amendments as essential in themselves; most of 
them being merely declaratory of the rights of the. 
peaple, as they existed. without them. “t But;’? 
said he, “it would be highly politic, for the tran+: 
£ qliy af the public-mind, and the stability: ef: 
: the prosecatnent, ihat we should offer somethin, 
îm the farm I have proposed, to be incorporat: 
‘inthe system of Government, as a deèlaration of 
‘ the rights of the people;’” Let: it be remembered 
that Mr. Matlison’s propositions, as. introducedy: 
were the same in substance, and almost the same: 
in langeage, with she amendments which were: 
adopted, and whith now form part of the Conati-: 
tation: Neither: Mr, Madison, nor. the eonven:: 
tion of New York, supposed that an.amendraenty: 
in regard to thie righs.of petition, was. necessary! 
to. grant to. the pedple-any new right, but: merélys 
to remove the-jealoasies egainst-the new Governs 
ment, by declaring, :in that. shape, @ right which. 
existed without such dédlaration. .It.is a 
remarkable fart, thatay entirely werd most:ef these: 
amendments deémed mera: declarations of rightas: 
and notas granting any-rights te the-pedple which: 
they did npt already:possese, but rather affirming: 
and guarintying thode with which they. had-uever 
parted, that Mr. Madison incorporated the moat: 
of them from the declaration of rights by the: New, 
York convention, which. ied -the ratifir; . 
chtion.of the Constitution and said, at the time 
of introducing them, thas. he offered: them + as ai 
declaration.of the tights-of the padple.D rt cbs 
, What, them isthe ateendmeéns of the Conntita- 
tion in relatibn. to theiright-of petition? lt ie:-thing 
‘*Cengress shall mhjse no Jaw respecting an estab, 
‘lishment of religion, or prohibiting the free exer 
‘ cise thereof; or abridging thé freedom of speech’ 
‘ or the press; or the right of the pedple peaceably. 
‘ to.assemmble,and to petition the Government for, 
ta redress of grievances:’’ or, divested of other 
matter; ‘+. Congrese shalF mdke hó lew abridging 
‘the right of the peeplé peaceably to assemble, 
‘ gad ta petition the Gorepnment for t-pedroas of- 
‘grievances.’ Such is'the-amendmest; and such. 
its history; from all. which it moptelearlyappeare. 
that the right af petition belonged to the pebple. at: 
the time of the adoption of:the Constitution ant 
which conid not.be ‘abridged or'violeteds!’ that, 
the amendment gave. nọ new tight; but: wes al 
mere declaration of reeoghition ef a right which: 
enero baat Without-ite, eC tee 
‘jhe to tho. obligatinne; drù: Congress to! réenive ithe, 


pelttion.— What is-that obligation}. If:it haerbeen, 


shown that she-eitizen Haa the-right to petiydar-, 
and whick, I apprehdnd,-cannok be doubted 4-stert 
meng Ce SO narra 
i | $ 3 H: s k 
riven tet one hand without incusring the obliy 


gation’ on. the others: it heing always understand. 
that the: petiton . 
guage towards 


he couched in. respectful. aa-; 
tha body to which-it'is presented , 
otherwise it-would be rejected an the: printiple: 
of: aei parterre Aiii ARE preen nE 
iaae ‘te everyte, slative: Be ed pong i aur 
para San however, that nat:to- receive tha: 
yetitien- dose not: contravene that provision of the: 
Ponetitutign whieh sayas“ Congrnes shbll make 
‘mo lew abridging the right of the people peace 
“ably. to assemble,,and sa petition the Govert 
«ment for a redresa of grievanves,”’ To reject 
the petition, says the Senator from South Caro»: 
lind, (Mr. Cacnoum,]is-notto make alaw abridg-. 
ing the right, &s. . Bat let me aak, let me put it- 
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to the candor and the common sense of every man | redressed. As they cannot lay down to him the | ciple that he objects to this, namely, its unconsti- 


who hears me, to say, wherein consists the dif- | 
ference between refusing to receive the petition or | 
making a law by which the citizen 1s prohibited 
from presenting it? Let any one point out the 
distinction—show me its practical operation. In 
both cases the right of petition is equally denied; 
and it matters little to the citizens by what means 
you have arrived at such a result. It is in vain 
to tell them you have made no law prohibiting 
the people from assembling and petitioning the 
Government for a redress of grievances, if, when 
their petition is presented, you refuse to receive 
jt. I have already shown that the right of peti- 
tion existed prior to the Constitution; that it was ` 
not parted with on its adoption; that it was pers 
fect without any amendment of the Constitution, ' 
and that such amendment was merely for greater ' 
caution and to satisfy the jealousy okitio people, 
and was considered as a mere declaration of an 
existing right. The language of the amendment 
is the language of prohibition to Congress, and 
not the granting of aright; because Congress had 
no power to grant it. The people had never parted ° 
with it, but merely, in this way, prohibited Con- ' 
gress from interfering with a right which already 
existed. There was no necessity for such a pro- 
hibition. If this amendment had never been 
adopted, there is no doubt of the perfect right of 
the citizen to petition, and the duty of Congress 
to receive his petition. How, then, can the 
amendment, which was intended not to make the | 
right more perfect, but more secure, be interposed 
to defeat, if not to destroy it? How can we say 
to the citizen, true, you have a right to petition, 
and Congress cannot abridge that right; but in- 
asmuch as we have made no law prohibiting its | 
exercise, we have the right to refuse to receive 
your petition? The result is the same in either 
case. Itis a denial of the right. And however | 
much such reasoning may accord with the meta- | 
physics of those who advance it, the practical | 
common sense of the whole nation will reject it. | 
If Congress should ee a law that petitions on 
the subject of slavery should not be received, it is 
manifest that under such a law such a petition 
as the one now under consideration would be | 
rejected. But all will agree that such a law would | 
be unconstitutional, because Congress is pro- | 
hibited from making it— and Congress was so 
prohibited because it was the right of the citizen, | 
with which no power could interfere but with his 
consent. Would it not, then, be equally uncon- 
stitutional to reject the petition, when there is no 
law on the subject? In short, if it be the con- 
stitutional right of the citizen to petition, it is 
equally the duty of Congress to receive his peti- 
tion. i 
But it is said by the Senator from South Car- 
olina, [Mr. Catnoun,] they must petition for a 
redress of grievances —and that they are not ag- 
grieved by the existence of slavery in the District: 
of Columbia—and therefore have no right to peti- 
tion. I will not stop to inquire how far a citizen 
of one of the States of this Union may be inter- 
ested in what he deems the prosperity of this 
District; nor how that prosperity may be best 
romoted; nor how far the condition of the inhab- 
itants of this District may have a moral influence 
on the whole Union; but I will test the matter of 
grievances in another way — grievances, so far 
as thg right of petition is concerned, are to be 
judged of by the petitioner himself. No power 
can prescribe rules by which he is to judge of 
them; and to which his petition must conform. 
You cannot lay him on the bed of Procrustes, 
and stretch out or lop off his views, in order to 
conform them to your standard. He must have 
his own.standard, and with which no one must | 
interfere, else his petition is not for the redress 
of those grievances which he feels. His griev- ; 
ances may be imaginary, or they may be real: 
In either case the right-of petition is the same; 
though they may seem to others to be imaginary, 
still to the petitioner they appear real. Of this 
he must be the sole judge, so far as the right to: 
ask redress ia concerned; but, so far as redress | 
ought to be granted, that is to be judged of by 
those to whom the petition is addressed. They 
have the sole power of determining whether his 


rules by which he is to be governed in asking, 
so neither can he prescribe to them regulations 
by which the redress is to be granted. If the 
right of citizens be not such as I have described 
them, where is the propriety of permitting them 
peaceably to assemble and consult of their griev- 


ances, if on such consultation they are not to be | 


the judges of them, so far as the right of petition 
for redress is concerned? The right to petition 
is a right which exists at the time of making the 
petition, and before it is presented. If the right 
exists before it is presented, then Congress cannot 
refuse to receive it when it is presented. After 
it is received, then the petitioner can no longer 
determine as to his grievances, which may have 
-been imaginary, but Congress is left to judge 
whether they are real. 
his prayer, but not his petition. ; 
Let us illustrate this right by some examples. 


Let us suppose that the citizens of South Caro- ' 


lina should petition Congress to pay off the debt of 
the District. Would this be a grievance, whether 


real or imaginary, for a redress of which they | 


would ‘have a right to petition? On the other 


hand, suppose the citizens of any State should , 
petition Congress on this subject, by way of re- | 


monstrance against the appropriation of the funds 
of the Government toany such purpose. In either 
case, would Congress refuse to receive the peti- 
tion? Certainly not. And, at the same time, it 
will be perceived that the grievances for which 
redress is asked are of a diametrically opposite 
character, and if the prayer of the petition be 
granted in the one case, it must be denied in the 
other. . 


received? There can be no doubt ofit. A 
tion of that character was presented a few 


Mr. | 
since, by the Senator from Pennsylvania, [Mr. 


Bucuanan,] and received without objection and 
ordered to be printed.: But, when one is pre- 
sented on the other side, we are gravely told 
that it ts out of order, and cannot be received. 
Wherein consists the difference, in principle, so 
far as the reception of the petitions is concerned ? 
‘can see none. And this illustration also shows 


their grievances; for they are the antipodes of 


| each other; and if their grievances are redressed 


in one case, they must go unredressed in the other. 

It is abjected by the same Senator that Con- 
gress has no constitutional power to abolish sla- 
very in the Distriet of Columbia, and, therefore, 


clusion is drawn from assumed premises. I- do 
not intend, on this occasion, to enter into the 
constitutional argument; I have sufficient grounds 


question. | 
if it be seriously contended, as it seems to be, 


at least, two sides to the question. 
the least of it, a matter on which public opinion 


titions on this or any other subject where there 


Shall we undertake to settle, on the very thresh- 


of the most important powers of this Govern- 
ment? To what would it lead? How many 
cases are there, where there exists a diversity of 
opinion as to the constitutional power of Con- 
gress over the subject-matter? On all such sub- 
| jects, would you refuse to receive petitions, be- 
cause, forsooth, we are unable to think alike on 
constitutional questions? Would not the Senator 


establishment of a national bank ? 

_ Ttrust he would, appreciating, as he does, the 
importance of such an institution; and still the 
constitutionality of such a bank has been contested 
from the very organization of the Government 
down to the present time. Would the Senator 


grievances are real, and such as ought to be 


refuse to receive a pe for a protective tariff? 
I take it for granted he would, on the same prin- 


If not, they will reject: 


Again, suppose some of the numerous and re- 

_ spectable citizens of the North, who are opposed | 
to the Abolitionists, should petition Congress not | 
to interfere with the question of slavery in the | 

i District of Columbia; would not their petition be l 

eti- 


the petition ought not to be received. ‘This con-` 


; for the vote I shall give, without reference to that | 
I will simply remark, in passing, that ,: 


that Congress has not the power, then there are | 
It is, to say | 


is divided. Shall we, then, undertake to reject |: 


1s such a diversity of opinion as to the constitu- 
tional power of Congress to entertain them? 


old, on the question of receiving a petition, some 


from South Carolina receive a petition for the’ 


tutionality in his judgment; and yet the constitu- 


; tionality of such a measure is deemed by many 


better settled than the Senator himself can possi- 


' bly believe to be settled the constitutionality of a 


national bank, Examples might be multiplied, 
to any desired extent, to show the utter absurdity 
of the position that a petition shall not be received 
when any man or set of men believe that Congress 
have no constitutional power to grant its prayer. 
The petitioner is presumed not always to be the 
best judge of such powers of Government. He 
should be presumed to pray for none other thana 
constitutional redress of grievances. He judges, 
in the first instance, as to his own grievances, 
Congress receives his petition, and determines, 
first, whether they require redress; and second, 
whether it has the constitutional power to redress 


: them; and whether it has or has not, the petitioner 
_ is to be presumed to have asked for nothing else. 


If he mistakes the constitutional power of Con- 
gress, it were better that his petition should be: 
respectfully and kindly received, and the prayer 
rejected, because Congress has not the power to 
grant it. Such was the case with the petition of 
the Society of Quakers in Pennsylvania and other 
States, and also with that of Benjamin Franklin, 
as President of the Pennsylvania Abolition So- 
ciety, presented to the first. Congress. They 
were received and duly considered, and Congress 
adopted the following resolution in relation to 
them: 

‘© That Congress have no authority to interfere 
‘in the emancipation of slaves, or in the treat- 


,*ment of them within any of the States, it re- 


‘ maining with the several States alone to provide 
‘any regulations therein which humanity and: 
“true policy may require.” 

These two petitions were to abolish slavery 
in the States; they were presented in 1790. No 
question was raised about this District, because’ 
the seat of Government had not yet been removed. 
here; but in regard to the States, there could not 
be a more palpable case of the want of constitu- 


i tional power than those petitions presented; and 


yet neither Mr. Madison, nor other distinguished 
men of that Congress, thought of not receiving 


| them, although they were, each of them, froma 


source well capable of judging in such matters. 
But Edo not deem it necessary to discuss on 


ne | this occasion the constitutional power of Congress 
that the petitioners must be the sole judges of || 


to abolish slavery in the District of Columbia. I 


| regret that the Constitution is not so explicit ag 


to put at rest all doubt on this subject. I wish 
the power had been expressly reserved by the’ 
States of Virginia and Maryland in their cession, 
so that Congress could not interfere, any further 
than to keep pace with those States in their legis- 
lation in relation to this matter. On the ground 
of expediency, aside from any constitutional 


; power, I have no hesitation in saying, that Con- 


oe not to interfere in any other way. 
f the proposition were now, for the first time, to 
introduce slavery into the country, l trust there 
would scarcely be a difference of opinion on the 
subject; but no such proposition is or can be pre- 
sented. If slavery be an evil—as it is deemed 
one by a large portion of this Union—it is an evil’ 
entailed upon us; we did not bring it upon our- 
selves. hen we assumed the rank of inde- 
pendent States, we found it here. It was inti- 
mately interwoven and incorporated with our’ 
institutions. When we adopted the Constitution, 
which forms the basis of our happy Union, we’ 
recognized ‘slavery as an existing institution in 
the country, and it formed one of those com- 
promises, without which we could have never 
presented ourselves to the world as one inde- 
endent nation. Those compromises are sacred. 
They must not, they eannot be interfered with, 
without a violation, not only of public faith, bat 
of private rights. Those States where slavery 
exists must judge of the time and manner of abol- 
ishing it, ifitbe abolished. They are best ca able” 
of judging of it, and until Virginia and Mary- 
land, which ceded this District, move in this: 
matter, I am unwilling to take the responsibility” 
of meddling with it contrary to their wishes, an 
in opposition to the people of the District itself. 
The efforts which are now made in reference to 
this District are deemed by the slaveholding 
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States as mere precursors. of the assaults which | ciations. of these Abolition movements. Friends 
are intended for themselves, Nosincere lover of || aid opponents of the Administration vied with -|| 
his country can look upon them without serious |; each other in reprobating these incendiary efforts. | 
apprehension of danger to the peace and quiet . I know of no presses there, except those owned. 
of those States, and to the Union itself. _ i by, or in the immediate: interests of, the Aboli-:' 
Entertaining these views, I am ready to receive, tionists, but what speak the sanie language. | 
this petition, and equally ready to reject its | When you see the presses that express the views 
rayer. By receiving it, we shall discharge our | of the great political parties into which the people | 
fate to the very respectable persons who have of the State are divided uniting on this subject, `; 
sent it here, and by rejecting its prayer, we shall and representing the feelings of the great mass of :: 
discharge our duty to ourselves and to the coun-. the people throughout the State, can it be doubted |; 
try. In the former case, we deny no right be- that the public sentiment of that ople is sound? |, 
longing to the citizen; in the latter, we do but; If more evidence were wanted, Í might refer to. |: 
exercive a right belonging to ourselves, When | the recent message of the Gavernor to the Legis- |! 
we have received the petition, we have granted ; lature of the State.’ ‘Knowing his sentiments as || 
to the citizen his constitutional right. e can I do, and supposing they were familiarly known.” 
ask no more of us as a matter of right. Then I | to every one who has taken an interest in this.. 
think it is our duty —a duty to consider the | question, I was not a little surprised to hear his || 
grievances complained of. Ifithe one, when our | conduct arraigned before this Senate by-the Sen-. 
minds from previous reflection and mature de- | ator from Alabama, in reference to his correspond- - 
liberation are made upadverse to the viewsof the-' ence with the late Governor df that State.. Per-- 
petitioners, then forthwith to reject the prayer is haps I misapprehend the remarks of that Senator. ` 
giving to it due consideration, and all that can be I shall be glad to hear that I did, and will cheer- `` 
required at our hands. The object of referring , fully give way for any explanation he may wish ` 
pelitions to a committee, is that they may be duly. to make. ` TE i| 
considered; but if we are ready to pronounce upon,,, . Mr. MOORE. ‘In reference to the correspond-: 
them the moment they are received, it is no dis- ; ence alluded to, I did not intend.to.commend the’! 
respect to the petitioner that the prayer of his || Governor of Alabama, nor to censure the Gov- 
peution be forthwith rejected; and the prompt- |i ernor of New York. |. l 
ness with which it is done may satisfy him that || Mr. TALLMADGE, | Will the-Senator, in-: | 
it is an unnecessary burden to himself to send it || form me whether he approves of the demand made -| 
here again. ep ok | by the Governor of Alabama on the Governor | 
Mr. President, 1 take leave tọ say, that the: of New York, and of the reasons for such de-. | 
right for which I have been contending is one not | mand? , = ; , eee I 
culiar to the North nor to the South. It isone | - Mr. MOORE. - I approve of his sentiments in. | 
in which every-eitizen of this Republic is equally ' relation to the Abolitionists. But, in regard to | 
interested, _It belongs exclusively to no State or ` the particular inquiry put to me, L can only say, :' 
section of the Union. ‘Et is one, in the preserta- that the late Governor of Alabama is a lawyer, . 
tion of which our southern brethren are as deeply ` and I am: nots- Iwill not undertake to give a- 
interested one can possibly be. It.is a right, legal opinion. ‘The fault] find with the Gavernor-| 
for the establishment-of which, amongst others, of New-York isẹ that whilst’ he was expressing ‘|| 
our fathers made comifion cause, and poured out" such strong disapprobation of the movements of -|| 
their blood together. Are the gentlemen from `: the Abolitionists, he did not redammend legisle~;|| 
the South willing to sacrifice so great a principle,-|' tive enactments to put them down, ! Saal | 
merely because a few fanatics seem disposed to!, Mr. TALLMADGE. I understand: the Sen-!/| 
abuse it?. I. beseech them to preserve the right; ator, then, to approve of that which wa all ap- 
inviolate, and let the public sentiment of the! prove af; and as td the residue. of Governor Gale’s |' 
North correct the evil of which they so justly | doctrines, his answer is non mi ricordo: The» | 
complain. That public sentiment, I undertake to | case alluded to, (said. Mr. T.,) is simply this: .:/| 
say, is sound. This has been manifested by the |: Governor.Gale made a demand of Governor Mam: 
. Movements of our citizens. No sooner were these |. cy, to deliver up to the authorities of Alabama:|! 
crusades against the rights of the South com- ;; the editor of an Abolition paper in New York, as- 
menced, than there wab a spontaneous burst of || a. fugitive from justice——a man;:who was then,- 
indignation throughout the North. I speak from |; and long had been, a citizen and resident of New 
personal infarmation and observation in relation j: York, but who had fled from justice from a State. 
to the State of New York. Public meetings of i| within whoselimits he had never been! To state: 
its citizens were held in every principal city and |; the ¢ase.is to show its absurdity, and I will’ not 
village, denouncing, in unmeasured terms, these || weaken the force of the able and: cloquent an- 
incendiary attempts to disturb the peace of the || swer of the Governor of. New! York. by any. 
Union, and to violate the’ rights of the States. |! further remark of mine. But letus look to his 
These meetings were held without distinctiomof || recent message to the: Legislature, and see- if he’ 
party. Political dissensions were hushed, in the || is so obnoxtous to the remark of the Senator: 
universal wish to put down shis ill-judged and ill- || from Alabama. This message has been univer:: 
timed agitation. This was the sentiment of all |' sally read ahd appear. Honorable gentlemien: 
parties; and afterwards, when political mectings || from the South have frankly said it contained alt» 
were held by the great political parties of the | that southern men could reasonably ask or desire. : 
State, in reference to the fall elections, they did || After adverting at great length to the- movements 
not fail to echo in their proceedings the sentiments -|| of the Abolitionists,and the tonsequences which’ 
which had been expressed at the general meetings |, must follow from them, he adda:'” ~- E 
whieh were beld at an early day. The opinions || ‘‘ Relying on the influence of a sound' and en-' 
of candidates for the Legislature, and other elect- || ‘ lightencd public opinion to restrain ahd -conttol:; 
ive offices, were publicly and distinctly known || ‘ the misconduct of the. citizens of a free Govern» 
on this subjeet, and received the approbation of || ‘ ment, especially when directed, asit: has: been | 
the people, as manifested by the result. of their || ‘in this casé, with unexampled-energy and ana-’}| 
suffrages. - * nimity to the particular evilsunderconsideration, | 
* and perceiving that its operations have been thus:: 
‘ far salutary, Í entertain the best hopes that this! 
‘t remedy of itself will entirely remove these evils; 
‘or render them comparatively harmless.: ‘Bot 
‘ if these reasdnable expectations should; unhap- 
‘ pily, be disappointed—if,in the face of numerans: 
‘and striking exhibitions of public: reprobationy! 
‘ elicited from dut- constituente by a just fear of :! 
* the fatal-issues in which the uncurbed efforts of: 
‘the Abolitionists may ultimately end, any .con+ 
‘ siderable portion of these misguided men shall 
‘t persist in pushing them.forward ‘to disastrous 
‘t consequeneea, then ey ser new to our Con- 


There is, also, an almost entire unanimity of 
the publie press on this subject. New York, on‘ 
this occasion, has presented a spectacle scarcely 
known in her paat history The violence of her | 

ty politics has. been somewhat proverbial. | 
he bitterness of her press has not unfrequently | 
been -repretted;, but ity opurse on this. exciting 
topic exhibited a kind of moral sublimity which 
has not been equaled nor surpassed. It has shown) 
that when the great interests of the Union are 
involved, and the epnstituational -rights of the 
States attempted to be violated; it can rise supe- 
thor to all local or political considerations, and sus- 
tain the principleg of which the compromises of 
the Constitation were-founded: Yes, sir, the 
public press of New York was loud in its denun- 


t federacy- will necessarily arise, and.must be met. 
‘ It must. then.be determined: how far tha several: 
‘ Staten can aroride; within the prope exercise 


| 


~- -Slavery in the District of Cokhimbid—Mn, Tallmadge: 


Ft. oy SONAPE. 


j ‘ of their constitutional powers, and how.far, in. 


‘ fulfillment of the obligations resulting from their: 
‘ Federal relations, they ought to provide by their. 


<: € own laws for the trial and punishment, by their- 


$ own judicatories, of residents within their limita” 


`“ guilty of acts therein which are calculated and. 
intended to excite insurrection and rebellion in 


‘a sister State. Without the power to pass such 
‘ laws, the States would not possess all the neces-. 
‘sary means for preserving their external rela-. 
t tions of peace among themselves, and would be 
‘ without the ability to fulfill in all instances the: 
‘ sacred obligations which they owe to each other, 
* as members of the Federal Union. Sucha power, 
‘is the acknowledged: attribute of sovereignty,. 
‘and the exercise of it is.often necessary to pre-. 
* vent the. embroiling of neighboring nations. The: 
‘ General Government is at thig time exercising; 
‘ that power to suppresg such acts of the citizens, : 
‘of the United States, done: within. its jurisdic-, 


'* tion, in relation to the -belligerent authorities. 


‘ of Mexico and Texas, as are inconsigtent with, 
‘the relations of peace and amity we sustained’ 
t towards those States, Such a power, therefore, : 
‘ belonged to the sovereignty of euch of the States. 
t beforé the formation of the Union, and as far as: 
‘regards their relation to each other, it was not: 
‘ delegated te the General Government. It still, 
‘remains unimpaired, and the obligations to ex-, 
t ercise it have acquired additional force from the 
‘nature and objects.of the Federal compact. I 
t cannot doubt that the Legislature possesses the 
‘ power to pass.sych penal laws as will have the 
‘ bent of: saetar saga ie citizens Of this- Side, 
‘ and residents withinit, from gvailing themselves 
‘ with impunity of the protection. of its, sover- 
‘ eignty and laws, while they are actually em- 


: “ployéd: in exciting insurrection and: seditivh in 


‘a sister State, or engaged in treasonable énter~ 
‘ prises: intended ‘to’ bd executed therein’? ~: 
These sentiments .will, without doubt; be :ne-- 
sponded to by the Legislature. They are worthy; 
of a Chief Magistrate who is worthy to preside 
over more than two millions of people. . Hf pulilic’ 
sentiment at the' North be sound—ifit be such as- 


| I have described it, is it desirable that it be kept: 
'g0?. One:would suppose. that :to this interroga~- 


tory there woulll’ be a:universdl: response from 

the South. : How irit fo be kept this sound? 1- 
will tell you, srs -Let gendemen tease -to agitate 

the question; suffer the excitement to-go downy 
whichis only kept: up by the ill-directed eforta; 
of those hete who profess the greatest horror of ` 
the Abolitionists, and the cause in which they are: 
engaged; and, above all, do not deny to them, or: 
to any citizens, the riglit of petition. As they 

have no grount of principle to stand òn, do not: 


‘ give them such a ground by denying to them that- 


which every citizen has the right to claim. We 

can adopt ‘no surer mode to create Abolitioniste. : 
We ean do no act that would. please them so welt. ' 
They are anxiously looking for this indiscretion; . 
nay; thés infatuation, on our part; and let me say: 
to’ southern gentlemen, that: their friends at the: 
North are ‘watching, with equal anxiety; our de«/ 
cision on this question... They know its effeat—: 
they foresee its consequentes, aht would most: 
willingly avert them. -Let me say to them, that 

we are the best judges on this subject. We know" 
the feelings of oar own people! best; and if they; 
are sincere in their desire, as E doubt not they: 
are, to put down this agitation, let 4hem notte») 
fuse to receive these a AT are: 
presented,» i Let them aot:invade:so gront a: prin- 
ciple.: Phere arb those whom- such-an “invasion: 
will aroase, when nothing elst can’ reach them: - 
Let: them -be absured that the great body. of- the‘ 
people is with them; but a violation of so great.a- 
principle as-that iavolved in the rr of petition, 
may turn their thoughts into a different c annel. ; 
It:was not tle paltry taxon tea which gave the» 
impulse to the ball of the Revoletions but it was- 
the principle involved which first: rockéd the cra: 
die of American libertys Give the Abolitonists ; 
no such! advantage, and ‘you may safely rely on: 
the public'sentiment of the N orth-that sentiment | 
which: pervades the breast of every man who. 
loves his country and reveres her justituttons-— 

that sentiment which restrains him from interfer-, 
ing in this delicate matter, even though he may 

suppdse he has the cénatitutional power to do 80: 
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its possessor re 


than all the restraints which parchment ever im- ', high water, or when the river is somewhat swol- | 


posed. : . 

Mr. President, I have felt it my duty to say this 
much on this subject; and I cannot butexpress the 
hope that the decision of the Senate will ba such 
as to preserve inviolate the great right of petition, 
the inalienable right of every American citizen; 
the inheritance from his English ancestors; one 
of the privileges of the people, extorted from 
King John by the barons at Runnymede, reassert- 
ed by the famous Petition of Rights in the reign 
of Charles I., and permanently established by 
the celebrated Declaration of Rights, which was the 
signal of the overthrow of James H., and with 
him the downfall of the house of Stuart. From 
that memorable period to the present time, this 
right has never been questioned either by the King 
or the Parliament of Great Britain. And scarcely 
three score years have elapsed since the same 
principle was established by the great charter of 
our liberties; and shall the American Senate be 
the first to deny to the citizens of this Republic 
that which is granted by the monarchy of Eng- 
Jand to all its subjects? I trust not; and I hope 
I may never see the day when the altar of Ameri- 
can freedom shall not burn with as pure a flame 
as that of any land under heaven. 


WABASH IMPROVEMENT BILL. 


REMARKS OF MR. HENDRICKS, 
OF INDIANA, 
In rue Senate, February 18, 1836. 


The Wabash Improvement Bill being under 
consideration — 


Mr. HENDRICKS said that, the bill being 
read at the Secretary’s table, he had risen in his 
place to say a few words in explanation of it; but 
the apparent unanimity of the Senate in its favor, 
had induced him to resume his seat, in the belief 
that a recollection of this bill, and former discus- 
sions upon it at previous sessions, and that the 
report of the committee in its favor, which had 
been printed and laid on the tables of the Sena- 
tors, had rendered all explanations unnecessary. 
The call of the Senator from New Hampshire he | 
would, however, cheerfully answer, and the few — 


| len. In low waterithas obstructions which wholly | 


prevent its navigation, and these obstructionsare | 


near its mouth. They entirely destroy the use- 
fulness of its navigation in stages of low water, 
and in some dry seasons boats with the produce 
of the country have been unable to get out of the 
river during the whole year. Such was the case 
during the spring and summer of 1834, when 
hundreds of thousands of dollars worth of pro- 
duce, prepared for the markets of the South, lit- 
erally rotted on hand. 

These obstructions (said Mr. H.) are below 
Vincennes, and pretty much confined to a region 
of river about fifteen or twenty miles in extent. 
They consist of ripples, eight or nine in number, 
which are filled with rocks, islands, bars, and 
crooked and shallow channels. At the Grand 
Rapids, the most difficult of these passes, the 
depth at low water is but two and a half feet. 
This river, fora great distance, is the boundary 
between the States of Indiana and Illinois, and 


the improvement of its navigation has long been : 


an object of much interest withdoth these States. 
In 1822, laws were passed by these States author- 
izing a joint examination of the obstructions by 
engineers of each State. This examination was 
had, and a report made on the subject, but the 


; estimates were considered beyond the means of 


the States at that time, and no appropriation was | 


made. 
tuces of those States, about one year ago, appro- 


At subsequent sessions of the Legisla- | 


k : p : z S me 
that sentiment which imposes voluntarily upon ! five hundred miles from its own mouth. But this |, 
straints far more to be relied on :; navigation is safe and certain only in times of | 


priations were made; but during the last summer | 
and fall, the water of the river was too high for 


operations upon the work, and nothing of any 
consequence has yet been done. At the recent 
sessions of those Legislatures, other appropri- 
ations to this object have been made, and the 
ensuing season will be, as it ought to be, of great 
exertionon thissubject. The work, however, is 
too important and heavy for the States, and one 
which, in their opinion, ought to be accomplished 
by this Government. The aid of this Government 
is wanted, and skillful engineers are needed. 
These obstructions ought to be removed by a 
canal that would pass steamboats; and the work, 
in whatever manner undertaken, is too important 
to be any longer neglected. Heretofore, this has 
not been considered by the Federal Government 


useless. The canal is now ahead of the river; 
and, begin this work when you may, the canal 
will continue ahead. I repeat, Mr. President, the 
navigation across the summit level of the country 
is already perfect. A splendid work is going on 
in the valleys of the Maumee and the Wabash. 
It has changed the condition of the whole coun- 
try. Ithassold for you millions of acres of lands, 
It has brought you millions of dollars into the 
Treasury, and you are already doubly paid for 
your canal grant of 1827. The ordinance of 1787 
had designated this summit level as a carrying 
place between the navigable waters of the Mis- 
sissippi and the St. Lawrence, and had guarantied 
its free navigation forever. ‘The Government of 
the United States ought to have made this canal. 
The guarantee has not been kept inviolate; but 
the work has been performed, and is in a state of 
rapid completion by the State of Indiana. Things 
have rapidly changed upon the Upper Wabash 
within the last year. There is now no question 
about local and national objects in reference to 
the Wabash and Erie canal and the navigation 
of the Wabash. These works can no longer be 
viewed as separate or of doubtful importance in 
a commercial point of view. A great highway 
of commerce is established there, and the union 
of the waters of the Mississippi and the northern 
lakes is effected. All objections of this sort to 
the passage of this bill will, I have no doubt, 
henceforth and forever cease. It will obtain the 
sanction of the Executive, as I believe, and I 
hope the unanimous vote of the Senate. 


NATIONAL DEFENCE.. 


DEBATE IN THE SENATE. 
February 17, 1836. 


The special order, Mr. Benton’s Resolution, 
being under consideration— 


Mr. CALHOUN rose, and after a few inaudible 
remarks, said he rejoiced most heartily that this 


. country had been saved from the calamities of a 


words which he might deem it necessary to say , an object of much magnitude. This river, un- ' 
in reference to this bill would be chiefly confined : connected with any other channel of commerce, 


to the necessity at the present time of passing it; 
a necessity stronger than ever heretofore. 

This bill (Mr. H. said) was the same which 
had sed the Senate at the last session, and 
which had passed the Senate at three previous 
sessions. Exceptin amount, it was precisely the 
same. Its history would, no doubt, be recollected | 
by many Senators, and the difficulties it had to . 
encounter, and what he had chiefly now to say ., 
in relation to it, was, that time and circumstances 
had removed those difficulties, as he believed, || 
both here and elsewhere, and he hoped that, on || 
the present occasion, there would be no hesita- 
tion in passing the bill. 

The navigation of the Wabash river (said Mr. 
H.) is intimately and inseparably connected with | 
the Wabash and Erie canal. It is through the 
navigation of this river, which empties into the 
Ohio river, that the Wabash and Erte canal unites | 
the navigation of the Mississippi with the lakes, 
and opens a channel of inland navigation be- 
tween the two great commercial emporiums of 
the country, New York and New Orleans. This 
line of navigation is on the most direct route; is” 
the shortest line of navigation which can ever be 
opened between these cities. The river itself is 
the largest and most important tributary of the 
Ohio. It flows through a larger and more fertile 
region of country than any other river of the || 
Ohio. It floats to the markets of New Orleans | 
and the South a larger quantity of agricultural | 

roductions than any of those rivers. Indeed, | 
It is questionable whether any river of the West, || 
of the second class, not even excepting the Cum- ‘| 
berland, the Arkansas, or the Red river, is justly |; 
entitled to be ranked with it in importance. Itis |: 


1 
H 


' has been thought to belong to a class of local 
| objects, not specially entitled to the consideration 
| and means of the Federal Government. Now, 


‘the Wabash and Erie canal is opened. The 


navigation of the summit-level section was com- ' 


menced on the 4th of July last, and other large 
sections will be opened during the ensuing spring. 
That portion of the canal, as originally located, 
which lies within the State of Indiana, is, with 


| the exception of thirty-five or forty miles, all 
| under contract, and by act of the last Legislature 


of that State, the canal is to be continued down 
the Wabash to Terre Haute, a further distance 
of eighty or ninety miles. The valley of the 


will, after the Michigan boundary question shall: 
be settled, be speedily made by the State of Ohio; 
and then this 


tional importance, will be an important link in 
the chain of one of the most splendid and useful 


United States; an inland navigation, the shortest 
‘and the best that can ever exist between New 


i York and New Orleans. 


_ Now, sir, when this bill was under considera- 
tion of the Senate one year ago, not one mile of 


this work, and of the whole country, has since 
essentially changed. The navigation of this river 
is closely and inseparably connected with the 


ariver navigable for steamboats to a great dis- 
tance—to the mouth of the Tippecanoe, perhaps 


canal. Without its improvement, the canal must 
be, a greater portion of the year, comparatively 


inland navigations in the world; certainly the’ 
most important that is, or can be made in the 


Maumee, from the Indiana line to Lake Erie,- 


I abash river, instead of being a” 
local object, not entitled to, be considered of na- ` 


this canal had beew opened to navigation. No | 
highway of commerce then could be said to con- |! 
nect the custom-houses and ports of entry on the | 
lakes, with those on the Missiasippi. All this | 
change has since taken place. The condition of ‘ 


French war—a war that must have been interm- . 
inable and ruinous. The amicable relations be- 
tween the two countries must be restored unless 
one unfortunate circumstance shall prevent it. 
He alluded to the last message of the President 
on the subject of our French relations, and an un- 
fortunate speech which had been delivered on that 
floor since that message. If that message should 
unfortunately arrive in France before the differ- 
ences between the two countries are settled, orif 


_ that speech of the gentleman from Pennsylvania, 


self, no man could tell the consequences. 


{Mr. Bocuanan,] directly impeaching the integ- - 
rity of the French King and his Ministers, con- 
trary even to the admissions of the President him- 
The 
Senate would bear in mind, that when he ad- ` 
dressed them some time since on the subject, he - 
expressed his deep regret that the President had 
not waited to hear what effect his annual message 
had in France before he sent in that one of so 
reprehensible a character. He then expressed 
his apprehensions that the second message would 
arrive in France before the first one had time to’ 
produce its effect. But thanks to a merciful’ 
Providence this unwise, ill-timed quarrel had 
terminated. He rejoiced that such had been the 
result. When he heard the Senator from Penn- 


. sylvania, holding the relations that he did to the: 


Administration, and acquainted as he was with 
the state of our foreign relations, rise in his place, 
and use such language in reference to the French 
King and his Ministers, and that too after the 


: mediation was accepted, he felt the deepest appre- 


I 


hensions that war was determined on; but, thanks 
to an all-wise Providence, that calamity had been | 
averted. 
The Senator from New York had given a state- 
ment of what would be in the Treasury on the 
Ist of January next; and he presumed that that 
statement might be relied on. The amount would 
be $26,000,000; but deducting the unavailable 
funds, as the Senator from New York very prop- 
erly had done, the amount would be brought 
down to about twenty-five millions. The Senator 
also went on to deduct, as the Secretaries of the 
Treasury had been in the habit of doing for some 


TRRET l 
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years, the outstanding balances. Bat these bal- 
ances ought never to be taken into the account. | 
They were ranning accounts, and before they can 
be demanded, more of them will accumulate. 
The true amount, then, of the surplus in the 
Treasury on the Ist of January next, would be 
ERA Now, sir, (said Mr. C.,) it is de- 
ightful to see how time will confirm truth. Did 
not every Senator remember that, when heat the 
last session said they would have a balance of 
$20,000,000 in the ‘Treasury in two years, that 
he was chatged with making extravagant asser- 
tions—that his calculations were laughed at 


ARFENDIK TOPR VONGABSION MM) GLOBH, 
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| 


Well, then, time hat come round, and he was 


more than justified in all that he had said. So 
far from there not béing $20,000,000 inthe Treas- 
ury, there would be more than he had calculated 
on. The Secretary had admitted an error iv his 
estimates, and that happening, too, in a space of 
twenty days. Was it ever heard of before that 
a chief financial officer of any Government com- 
Mitted an error in his estimates of $6,000,000, 
within ‘twenty days of.the termination of the: 
quarter?) This was the way in which our affairs 
were conducted. So help him Heaven, he had 


not, for six years past, looked into the estimates f divided it, and ke 

| divided, there cou 

if 

7 | efficient opposition. He would. not go into the |! 
his song |! causes of this, nor did he i 

‘and yet no |. ment to the North b 

man had undertaken to point out what particular |. simply on the ground of the 


of the Departments without see 
astonished him. : 
' Sir, (said Mr. C.,;) we are constant 
of the defenseless state of the country. 
has been sung from beginning to end; 


ing errors that 


fortifications were deficient, and what ordnance, | 
what muskets, swords, pistols, and munitions 

were wanted. He could not himself undertake 

to say; but if the appropriations which had been | 
made for such objects had been properly ex- 
pended, as they no doubt had been, under the | 
excellent arrangement of the War Department; | 
we were in twenty tines a betterwtate of defénse | 


than we were ia the ladt war, which was: carried || 


on with so much credit to the country. Gentle- 
ten spoke of the defenseless state of our fortifi- | 
tations, without naming one of them, and spoke 
with the confidence of a General Bernard or a 


hearing : 


General McCrea.’ Sir, (said Mr. C.,) we are in | 


an admirable state of defense. Our fortifications 


are equal to our means. He had no wish, how- | 


ever, to stop the appropriations for fortifications. 
He wished these works to go on to a reasonable 
extent; bat our principal reliance for defense 
must be on the Navy.’ He had one great conso- 
lation for the difficalties he had encountered for 
fifteen years, in returning truth. Gentlemen who 
had warred against him on this very subject of- 
fortifications were now loud in asserting their 
necessity’: He had to use every exertion, and to 
contend with the most strenuous opposition in 
favor of the system he had proposed. What 
would have beconie of these fortrficutions if he 
had given way to that opposition? He now had: 
the proud satisfaction to see those gentlemen who 
then opposed him coming forward, and strenu- 
ously'pressing appropriations for these objects; 
without sufficient maznanimity to do him justice, 
I again ask of gentlemen, (said Mr. C.,) if you 
hold this language now, what ought to have been 
your. language and your policy seventeen years 
ago? But time (he said) would go on, and those 
who opposed him recenity would in a few years 
hence change their note. There was a storm’ 
brewing, and he advised them to be prepared for’ 
it. The spoils party, without principle and with- 
out policy, held together by’ nothing but the: 
hopes of plunder, contained within themselves 
the elements of strife. Yes; there was a storm’ 
alead; and he advised them to lookout: ‘That’ 
nate measure of the Administration agaitist’ 
the Bank of the United States was now producing” 
Io con nees.: They already saw the evils of 
ea ixordinate- inetease of the banking system,: 
and the competition in the States for its extension; 
roduciag a state of things that must end in a 
Violent revulsion.: This lus revenue, too, 
while it remained in the deposit banks they wate 


sefe; but letit be withdrawn, and there wilt be a” 
shock thet wili be felt throughout the country. - 
He had heard a great deal. of the President’s’ 
popularity. Any man possessing a moderate - 
degree of intellect, and a moderate degree of firm-' 


and 
kest, with the méarisof the Treasutyin his powsr;'|| pebdiiato af money to: 


No. 8 


| these recommendations; he had not, as his friend ! 
‘| from North Carolina [Mr. Mancom] had re- 


the difficulty of getting an inerèabd of weperidnesd 


and under the circumstances in which the Presi- 4 

dent was placea, could easily maintain that pop- || military engineers. The gentleman from New 
` ularity. The Opposition was exceedingly feeble. || York had said, if thë money appropriated could 
', Did they not know that the Opposition differed | not be expended, it would be something new. He 


in its principles, and that at the very moment they | 
approached to victory they separated? Gentle- 

men laughed at this, but he would give them some- 

thing they would not laugh at. The President was | 
elected Ase oderons tariff man; ‘ and although”? 
(said Mr. Č.) “we of the South doubted him, we 
‘ were compelled to take him rather than take a. 
‘tariff man; we elected him, believing that he | 
‘would oppose the tariff; but he deceived. us ' 
“grossly. e were compelled, however, to take | 


| could inform the gentleman that at Fort Schuyler, 
| on Throg’s Neck, there was an unexpended bal- 
ance, from a total inability to procure hands to 
| do the work. They had tried in the city of New 
|; York, State of Connecticut, &., and failed to get 
. enough. These large expenditures could not be 
| Well expended. He referred to a report made 
| heretofore on the subject, that: woul give the 
Senate more fall information... He had always 
| voted in favor of these appropristions. Atpresent 
he was not disposed to make lompihg appropri 
ations ‘to carr 


‘him rather than take a tariff man; and the other 
‘ party preferred him to'a Nullifier.’? ‘The Pres- year after year, to unexpended 
ent, on his election, took the middle gom, : balances, for tht interest and profit of particulat 

. and used the power and inftuence of thè Govern- `| individuals, and not for the benefit ofthe country. 
. ment to buy up friends from both parties. He || The expressions given by the ‘Navy: Commis- 
arrogated to-himself atmost kingly power, which |: sioners relative te contracts for timber, referred 

_ was kept upon the principles of the spoils party | to by thé gentleman from New York, (Mr: 
 —a most contaminating, base, and low-minded | Warcir,] ‘amoiinted to thie — that they could 
system of policy There were scarcely any acts ` expend in 1836 the appropriations of 1838, and 

| of this Administration but would, under other that at some tive it éould be expended: = 
| circumstances, have united the South; but he had © - Whence (said Mt.E.) comes that large unex: 
p it divided. With the South pended balance of upwards of three- millions, ix 

d be but little opposition to any: `| the hands of these Navy Commissioners ?. i 
Administration. The North never could makean | ` IF itwasin'order, he would propose an amend- 
ment, the import of which was valling upon the 
President for information aa‘té' what antount of 
| Money could be judiciodsly expeitded within one 


ntend any disparage- ` 
the assertion; he pat it 


hildsophy of the | year, &e. © |. PERIG iu EAO H $ 
i system. There could be no effectual opposition, | ~; The CHAIR decillet: R'was notin order, ant 
| then, but im the South; and (said Mr. C.) they |, Mr. E. withdrew it. ey Behe caren ea 
| never gave us the chance of turning outan Admin- ! ~ Mr. WALL: Orrasdd dnd endccustommed to the 


istration but twice, and we then did the business | 
in high style and in short order. General Jack- ' 
son Was going out of power, and the Administra- | 
tion that succeeds hinicould not keep the South | 
divided. I tell the coming Administration to look 
out. The President certainly had high qualities, 
which (said he) we do not look upon ‘as existing | 
in his nominee. He had courage and firmness; | 
was warlike, bold, and audacious: buthe was not 
true to his word, and violated thé most sotem# 
pledges without struple. He had dorie the State, 
too, some service, which was remeinbered gfeatly: 
to his advantage. But Kis nominee had none of 


course of proceduro in this House, wheh:he heard 
the gentléman front South Carolina ‘on a former 
oveasion. proclaim that it was ‘on this floor that 
the great battle of liberty against power wasta 
be fought, he was disposed to enlist under hiv 
banner, ‘as he:avowed himself the champion of 
liberty. : Indeed, if he had rot entered: into sach 
conteston the side ofliherty, he felt that-"he 
would-have been unfaithful to: hie’ constituents; 
thousands of whom: would, at the first battls-cry, 
| rush tq the-aid of liberty. He ‘cordialy united 
with the honorhble gentleman alse in‘ the wiste 
thai the doos of thiv'Chamber should be opened; 
and, if possible, that the wholé Ainerican people 
should witness the comtest.” But hy Gould tiot're- 


arg the exprespion of his astotiehment at thé 


| marked, any of the lion or tiger breed about him; , 


ind of battle’ that! he'foukd wasito: be fouphts 
and if this was tó be-the wharacter of it, he should 
regret the presence of ever the small audience 
whom the limits of the gallery vould accommo- 
'| date. : He should have felt mortified and humbled 
if the eye of the whole American people should 
have witnessed the manner of the onslaught-thid 
day made. What was it? it wasan onslaught 
ariet the constitiited athorities of the country $ 
against the first and second officéraghosen by the 
people; against the sacred principles on which out 
Government‘was foandid; an onslaught agaist 
the officer whose constitutional duty be waw tó 
preside oves our deliberations, arid: not ing pitimi 
tion: to: defend Kimse. : And how was thiswno 


| he belonged more to the fox and the weasel, and | 
| had not the firmness to keep the South divided. - 
| - He had not intended to say 80 much when he- 
arose. ': He consoled himself that his past policy, 
which he had maintained with so mach aT 

for so many years, had beeti so highly applauded; | 
and he -rejoiced that the gentleman from -New | 
York had aecettained the amount of the surplus’: 
to be so much greater thah was anticipated. 

Mr. EWING would: say a very few words in 
reference ‘to the: remarks of: thè gentleman froi 
New-York, (Mr. Wriènr.] He differed from’: 
that gentfernan:in the estimate he had made.af the 
amount of surplus funds, and he thought hè rould: 


show hint to bé in'érròr. - Mr. B..then wentinto 


slaught made? -Wasit made is thecoérthobs and 
chivalrous bearing of the gatlanc soldiers‘of lib- 
erty warring against power? : Was it made in 
language consistent with the decorum and dig- 
nity of wlegislutive body> In his humble judg. 
ment it was not; and it wheltinte chat thia-manged 
of debate should coase De thie Ghawber::i <--> 
Sir, I have witnessed eliiscde y: what: 


a detailed statement of the receipts of the Treas- 
ury ih support of his position, ` As anadditional’ 
item in the caleulation, he said there was no doubt 
as to the receipt of the seven ‘millions from -the' 
United. States Bank.: Ie had received a- chätter i 
frony the State of Pennsylvania. : An act to re~ 
chartér it had passed the Legislaturd-of that State, sas 
and it only wanted the signature of the Governor’ ‘ Ttrlepee deh ie Oke ye Lidever 
to‘become alaw. The stock owned by the Unid ected to Have witnessed in nah ; ore 
States in that bank: would sell at least for twenty: deliberative body- The Presidente of tho n r 

t cent. advance, which’ would miake eight mil” States has been charged with falsehood pe À tbis 
lior fre hundred thousand dollars; w o> n sór; and the Prondent A ace: 
`: He would say one word in ‘regard w national || body, the chosen officer of thA pa te „bat 
defenses. : He would vote liberally fot the national || assailed=—he would oe a want ngonga: Puk 
defense; but that that vote must be founded ‘on’|| he would siy in language whic PA of Lampe 
a conviction’ that it could’ be' well! expended. || abé penthman:ou sae sane de à of thio: 
These Expenditures required time, talent, and’|| another, and unsuitable to ‘the decorum of taie: 
physical force. He-would again rofer the gentle- bao CALHOUN kert. requested the a toman: 


céption on this floor; 


ve 


man, as he had before, to the its of the Secre- ig $ > ; 
tary of War, to show that it sone in his:power from New J drepy ‘te bay what ith Aksi pieni 
to expend the money: during ‘the’ sate: year for || that be tad used, incorieiment with decoram. 
which it was'appropriated. : Inexperienced engi- || Mr. WALL resumed. | Noy eit, © stat wou 
neers did-not unswer the rurpose. Ft took time ihren os Pony ae ager for he! deehied 
x TE th di f á ce hi > reat ; -ehe thonity:: 
a ay te abe a ike apake of || it higielyinpvope arab etauited withe diguity: 
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of this body. I refer the 
speech. R g . 

"Sir, l have witnessed another thing in this 
body waich [ never expeeted to have witnessed 
in an American Senate. While the Senator from 
South Carolina hesitated not to make suca grave 
charges and denunciations against the chosen 
officers of the people of this country, he had ar- 
raigned an American Senator for daring, in his 
pice, to challenge the sincerity and good fauh 
ofa foreiza monarch in his negouation with this 
country — for investigating and examining the 
conduct of that monarch, and drawing such con- 
clusions as his judgment sanctioned, and ex- 
pressing it in courteous language. Yes, sir, while 
the honorable Senator hesitates not to charge the 
Chief Magistrate of this people with falsehood, 
he expresses his apprehension that the language 
of the Senator from Pennsylvania, used in his 
piace, in the strict discharge of his duty, will give 
otfense to a foreign monarch. Sir, if this ts the 
way in which the battle of liberty against power 
is to be fought, that gentleman need not search 
for metaphysical causes to account for the divis- 
ion of the South. Sir, I shalt enlist under no 
such banner. Itis a war against the power of the 


people. 

Mr. CALHOUN said, if the Senator from New 
Jersey had afforded him the usual courtesy, by 
giving way for an explanation, and stated what 
it was he objected to, he would have made the 
necessary explanation; as it was, he could only 
say, that he uttered no such thing as that im- 
puted to him, 

Mr. PRESTON said that the Senator from New 
Jersey had held a language in reference to phrases 
used by his honorable colleague, to which he 
begged leave to say one word in reply. Any 
proposition made by his colleague he knew very 
well that he was able to defend—he should but 
incumber him in offering his aid; but when he 
is denounced for using language which I (said 
Mr. P.) in my heart approve, I cannot permit the 
denunciation to go abroad without sharing in it. 
The gentleman from New Jersey referred to the 
contest to be fought between liberty and power, 
and I say that if the contest did not originate 
here, it is made when we are not permitted to 
speak of the Administration in terms that we be- 
lieve to be true, without being denounced for it. 
It was a contest between liberty and power and 
adverse to liberty. He would not agree that they 
were not to open their mouths against those who 
stood in high places without being charged with 
a want of decorum. He would not deny that a 

roper degree of courtesy in that body was both 
becoming and necessary; but, on the other hand, 
he was more remote from that spirit, whether it 
be the spirit of the molten calf, or that prostra- 
tion and debasement of spirit that would seal the 
lips against questioning the conduct of those in 
power. 


The President of the United States certainly 
demanded a degree of forbearance from his polit- | 


ical opponents; but am Í to be told that we can 


only allude to him in the humble language of a ' 


degraded Roman Senate, speaking of their Em- 
peror with his pretorian guards surrounding the 
Capitol? Am I to be told, when he came into 
power on principles of reform, after ‘‘ keeping the 
word of promise to our ear, and breaking it to our 


hope’’——am I to be told that I must close my lips, | 
Am Ito: 


or be denounced for want of decorum? 
be told, when he promised to prevent official influ- 
ence from interfering with the freedom of elec- 
tions, that I must not speak of the broken promise 
under pain of the displeasure of his friends? Am 
I to be told, when he came into power as a judi- 


cious tariff man, after my advocating his princi- : 


ples, and aiding in his election—believing at the 
time in his integrity, though I did not believe him 
possessed of intellectual qualities—am I to be told, 


after pledges that have been violated, promises | 
that .have been broken, and principles set at | 


naught, that I must not speak of these things as 
they are, for fear of being denounced for want of 


courtesy to the constituted authorities? Why, to | 


what pass are we come? Are we to be gagged— 
reduced to silence? If nothing else is left us, the 
liberty of speech: is left; and it is our duty to cry 


aloud and spare not, when the undenied, admit- 


| 


i| a false position. 
|| on a false issue, or that the honorable gentleman 


fizthting his battles, before they can conceal the 
recorded fact that he has made pledges which he 
has violated, and promises that he has repeatedly 
broken. If they succeed in reducing us to slavery, 
and closing our lips against speaking of the abuses 
of this Administration, thank God the voice of 
history, trumpet-tongued, will proclaim these 
pledges, and the manner in which they have been 
violated, to future generations. 
Neither here nor elsewhere, (said Mr. P.,) will 
I use language with regard to any gentleman 
that may be considered indecorous; and the ques- 
tion noteasily solved was, how far we shall re- 
strain ourselves in expressing a just and neces- 
sary indignation; whether the expression of such 
indignation might not be considered a departure 
from courtesy. That indignation—that reproba- 
tion, he would express on all occasions; but those 
who took upon themselves the guardianship of 
the Grand Lama, who was surrounded by a light 
which no one was to approach—about whom no 
one was permitted to speak without censure, ex- 
tended that guardianship to the Presiding Officer 
of that House. Gentlemen were not permitted 
to speak of the qualifications of that officer for 
the highest office in the Government, lest they 
may show a want of decorum to the constituted 
authorities of the country. Shall we, sir, (said 
Mr. P.,) because he is here as Presiding Officer 
of this body, keep silent when he is urged upon 
the people, who are goaded and driven to his sup- 
port, lest we be guilty of læse majestatis against 
those who are the constituted authorities of the 
country? Thank God (said he) it is not my prac- 
tice to ‘‘ crook the pregnant hinges of the knee, 
where thrift may follow fawning.” The practice 
he alluded to foreboded much of evil. Coming 
events cast their shadows before them, deepening 
and darkening, and asthe sun sets, the shadows 
lengthen; and it may be the going down of the 
great luminary of the Republic, and that we all 
shall be enveloped in one universal political dark- 
ness. A spirit had got up which, unless it was 
successfully resisted, indicated a most diseased 
state of the body politic. He trusted that an all- 
wise Providence would, out of this confusion, 
yet produce some good for our common country; 
_butif the principles which the gentleman from 
New Jersey had pressed so far prevailed, we are 
done—we are gone. If J cannot (said he) be 
! permitted to speak of the President or his suc- 
- cessor, or the constituted authorities of the coun- 
i try, in terms that I think they deserve, we are 
done, and it is useless to continue the debate 
longer. He rose in his place to protest against 
such principles. 
' Mr. WALL, in answer to Mr. Preston, said, 
| that he could not consent that gentlemen should 
| take a false position themselves, or place him in 
He was not disposed to be tried 


should bring on the trial of a false issue. The 
gentleman seems to think that I and those with 
whom I act, wish to abridge the freedom of de- 
bate. The gentleman is mistaken. Did I, or 
any one else, attempt to interrupt the debate, to 
stop the first gentleman from South Carolina, in 
the course of debate? Did he not say what he 
chose, how he chose, and of whom he chose? 
And how have I attempted to abridge the liberty 
| of debate? I have dared to express an opinion 
‘| of the manner in which the gentleman exercised 
‘| his right. Had I nota right so to do—to judge 
whether it was consistent with the knightly bear- 
ing of a gallant soldier of liberty fighting against 
poari Does the gentleman mean to monopolize 
iberty? Ishall not consent to it without a strug- 
gle. I repeat, were the gentlemen ever sto ped 
in the freest course of debate? Yet when bes: 
press my sentiments of that course, I am to be | 
reproached as bowing my suppliant knee to. 
power, as the minion of power. Sir, I tell the | 


are well 


shall not monopolize the 


assert, overthrown. 
nunciation and sweeping abuse, and the manner 


of it, that Í object. Sir, it may be owing to my 
ignorance; it may be owing to my incapacity to 
distinguish; it may be owing to my inexpericnce 
in parliamentary usages; but I must claim the 
privilege of persisting in that objection. 

Sir, I do not rise to enter into this debate, but 
being up, I must object to the position and atti- 
tude which the honorable gentlemen from South 
Carolina seem disposed to assume for themsclves 
and their friends, as the only exclusive friends of 
liberty on this floor. Sir, they are mistaken; 
gentlemen here, who do not follow their lead, and 
perhaps never will follow it, are as much devoted 
to the great principles of liberty as they can be, 
and will go as far in their support and defense. 

I beg leave to make another remark. The 
gentleman has alluded to the contest for the next 
Presidency, ane said that ‘ coming events cast 
their shadows before.” Be itso. My constitu- 
ents did not send me here to make Presidents for 
them. That is a business that they like to do in 
another manner. I am sent here for other pur- 
poses, and shall endeavor to confine myself to 
my appropriate duties. If, sir, the opposition 
thus announced to an Administration not yet 
formed, and as yet unknown, is to come, it may 
be that we may gather from the past the issue of 
the future. Sir, we are taunted about expunging 
the acts of the President. No, sir, no friend of 
Andrew Jackson, and, if I may venture to pre- 
dict, no friend of his country, when the acts of 
Andrew Jackson, as President of the United 
States, come to be recorded by the impartial pen 
of history, would wish to see one act of his Ad- 
ministration expunged. They will add to the 

roud monuments of his country’s glory. 

Mr. NILES. I feel impelled to submit a few 

- observations in reply to what has fallen from the 
honorable Senators from South Carolina. I am 
, not opposed to the freedom of debate, cither here 
or elsewhere. I am an advocate for it, within 
: reasonable limits; but, sir, I have heard lan- 
guage which I have not been accustomed to hear, 
_not having been long a member of this body. 
' When I hear the foulest imputations—the charge 
, of falsehood, and the violation of pledges, cast 
| upon the highest officer of this Government, an 
‘a venerable patriot, I am unable to be silent. Sir, 
that venerable man and high functionary who is 
the subject of these uncalled-for and unprovoked 
assaults, stands in no need of a defense from me, 
one of the humblest members of this body. He 
has no need of a defense from any one; yet I have 
i felt it a duty, occupying a seat here, to say afew 
words to repel the unfounded charges which 1 
have just heard with surprise and astonishment. 
Sir, if there is any occasion for a voice to be raised 
here in vindication of that illustrious man, this is 
the only place where it ean be necessary. Every- 
where else, sir, his fair fame, his great reputationy 
roteeted; they are safe in the hands and 
hearts of the people of this whole country. Yes, 
sir, Andrew Jackson is safe in the hands of the 
people—the whole people, in every section of this 
: extended Union. [h the South, in the West, in 
| the middle, and in the North, he is safe—he 13 
strong in their confidence, their affections, and 
their unshaken reliance on his integrity, his frm- 
nesa, and his patriotism. They have watched 
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his pablic career; they have examined his acts; | 
they have scrutinized his motives; they admire | 
his firmness, his patriotism, his moral courage, | 
and his devotion to his country. - This venerable | 
patriot, who is here charged with violating his 
pledges, has a stronger hold on the confidence 
and affections of the people than any other man 
now living. He has been tried, sir, in various 
ways: three times he has boen before the people, 
and has received a stronger pinmony of their 
unshaken and increasing confidence and approval 
than any other man has or can receive. . - 
Sir, l repeat; that Andrew Jackson. and his 
well earned reputation are safe in every place but 
one, and I shall name wher® that place is before 
I sitdown. Yes, sir, he would be safe even withia 
the marble walls of thuteorruptinstitution, which, 
in the discharge of a high official duty, his giant 
arm humbied'in the dust. > oitu’ 
Where, then, is the place in whieh he is not 
safe? Sir, I will tell you where that place is-it 
is in this Hall.. Here tia. that he. hasbeen’ ar- 
raigned; tried, and ‘condemned: unheard,. without 
any opportabiy to eoafront his accusers or make 
his defense; arrai and condemned in viola- 
tion of that Constitation which we have ali sworn 
to support, in disregatd?of those forms which the 
ait of the land have provided, and sented the 
tivilegtofemering his peatestagainst your illegal 
rochie. Here itis, sir, in thia Hall, that the 
reputation and fair fame of this illustrious patriot 
has from time to time been maligned, assaijed and 
traduced: Sir, there has, since the year 1824, 
been a great political problem before this country, 
the solution of which:has puzzled and troubled 
many ef our great men: 'Fhis problem is 
wover the cause of Andrew Jackson’s 
This great question, so deeply: interesting, and sb 
marvelous to adie, has. brought iato requisition 
the highest: talents und great erudition... States- 
men, orators, and ‘writers of ah descriptions, 
have tiel their hands and-pens in attempting to 
unfold this great secret; but the explanatione they 
have given have been in-direct conflict with saeh 
other, and all.wide of the trath. : >: ¥ ace i 
L Forseveral years it-was insiated that the po 
ularity of Géneral. Jackson rested entirely on his 
military reputation, and. that enthusiaam which 
prevailed among the people towards a military 
chieftain. Sir, on the very day that this. vener- 
able patriat was. sworn 10 the faithful discharge 
of the duties of his station, a distinguished states 
man, now a member of this Senate, publicly de- 
clared in this city, that, in this free Republic, a 
military chieftain was elevated tò tire ‘highest 
station qf. power against the intelligence and en- 
lightened judgment of the nation, as a short time 
before another military chieftain ‘had raised him- 
self to power in another 
hemisphere. From that time,-for several years, 
the election of Andrew Jackson--which aaton+ 
ished some gentlemen. so: much—wad attributed 
to the fally.and enthusiasm of the Peeples to Seir 
being swayed: and carried away by.the mititary 
services-‘and fame of a military hero.: This state: 
ment rung a thousand changes, and was presented 
ina nd forms.. . Even in public orations it 
was declared, by distinguished statesmen,:that 
the intelligentand well-informed portionof the péo- 
ple had no ageńey in the elevation of the President; 
that his election had: been beought.about. by the 
“ hurrak boys,” ahd those who knew fust enoàùgh 
to shout. ‘* hurrah for Jackson.” This explanat 
tion of the President’s popularity, however satis- 
factory for a time, did not continde to satisfy all 
of those who felt: so deeply interested in this ques- 
tion. . Other explanations were put forth, ©: - 
“The honerable Senator from Tennessee, coming 
from the same State as the President, has, ina 
recent speech; assi a differeht -cause for his 
election. He tells us it: was the: result: of:the 


» to dis- 


Republic, in this western | 
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~ But the honorable Senators. from South Caro- 
i lina have given an entire different explanation of 
ithe President's populaiity at' the South. They 
inform us that it was wholly owing to. his being 
' regardéd as a inodorate inci man, and that, de- 
Spairing of the success of any candidate opposed 
to the tariff, they had united on him as a choice 
‘of evils.. We are then told; that the President 
deceived and betrayed. his southern friends, and 
violated his pledges; that he gave his.eanction to 
high tariff, bven thé odious:act of 1828. Sit, I 
‘do not understand how:the -President: has sanc- 
-uohed the tariff. of 1828; he had,:.1 think, : sir, 
vesigned his seat in the Senate previous: to ‘that 


tima.: , eae wed et AE 8 ee 
'« Mr. PRESTON asked to explain; andisaid. the 
President oved and signed thatlaw. >.=: 


-~ Mr. NILES continued: Sir, I had supposed 

that the President entered upon the duties of his 
' office on the 4th of March, in the year 1829, and 

believe the Senator is mistaken on this point, as 
. well as some others. If it were true, as has been 

elaimed, that the President was supported by the 
| South on-the ground of his being a moderate tariff 
i man, has not his course in relation to that subject 
| been such as should havesatisfied all reasonable 
expectations?: Is:he to be charged with having 
|| disappointed such expectations—of having falsi- 
i fied his promises—of violating his pledges? Sach 
| 


| ch are totally unfounded and unjust.: Has 
i: not thé President pursued a moderate course in 
; relation to the tariff.: Have not the. gentlemen 
i, read his messages; which, year after year, urged 
| an Congress a reduction of the tariff, and the ad- 
|| gustment of the exciting question upon. equitable 
|, principles, which might;give reasonable setisfac- 
|| tion to all sections of the Union? These. are 
| #0toriols facts; and are we now to be told that 
|| the defection of a portion of his supporters at the 
| Seuth,: was owing to his violating his’ pledges 
; Yegarding ithe tariff? ‘It is to the persevering 
_ efforts of the President, that this distracting ques- 
|, tion was settled, and the tariff satisfactorily 
' adjusted,.although others have élaimed the credit 
, ofit. Sir, is not that gentleman [Me. CALHOUN] 
| aware. that there is another version of this mat- 
‘ter? that the public have heard:of andther and 
-very different reason for the support the President 
| received from a certain ‘party at the. South, and 
|; for the withdrawal of that support?: ‘Does. the 
|; gentleman understand me, or is it necessary to 
i be more specific? Sir, there was a southern can- 
i didate, and when it was found that there was no 
| chance for that candidate at the then. coming 
election, he was. withdrawn; and he and ‘his 
friends united in the support of Andrew Jackson. 
How far they were sincere. in this I will. not 
undertake ta decide.. ‘They continued their sup- 
rt during the early part:of the Grst term: of the 
resident, when it was suddenly withdrawn; and 
for reasona of which the public, ‘at: the time, 
formed an opinion; -Is it necesgary'to say more 
en.this point?;; Does the gentleman ‘understand 
me? care deo LA stan cutoratnch isuaarg ta 
: Having alluded to some of the attempts:at-« 
solution of the great, problem of Andrew Jack! 
son’s: popularity, which has occasioned so mach 
astonishment, and pgivén so much uneasihess to 
some. gentlemen, Twill now; sir,sinform those 
gentlemen: what 1 bekeve.is. the true explanation 
of this question. ! Sir, $.wil inot do this: in: my 
own language, but it the language of the pra 
aod bestman this country ever produced, if we 
except one; and: I'am not mire, sir, there should 
be any exception. `: In the language, then, of that 
great and good man, I declare that the-sacret of 
Andrew Jackeon’s:popularity. ie ae the poeple 
believe him to bei‘ capable, kones ‘and faithful 
te the Constitution.”: These sand particularly the 
second, are the attributes which have secured to 
him so strong, so. invincible a hold on the publie 


strong feeling which prevailed: against the abuse 
of executive influence, and that it wasito prevent 
this: infinence. being: brought inte: conflict. with 
the freedom of elections that’ the: pobple raised 


Andrew Jackson ‘to the Presidency: i Whether || 


this circumstance had any infuence:bi -that elec- 
tion, it isnot my. purpose:tdé examind; Fam only 
Pointing out the different eauses which bave been 
Bit dining as the solution of this great: political 
Problem... et oa! ted, BE ile WERE OSS 


eonfidencé: -We here havé oe ee ee of 
hie popular power—the charm, the: talisman; by 
which this mar: hds-carried away, the henrts:of 
the people: ‘This isithe true explanation of that 

Se Peay Stic ame to 

ave bten: se:much dreaded by:sdmei+se mach 
coveted. by ‘dthers: | It: is not!his military fame, 
great asthatd; it is wot his dpimidns onthe tariff, 
hor amy; other particular subject: No. The people 


ue I rally-apdand dim ang support him; beeaabe: 


pa g 
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know him to be honest, capable, bold; and fear- 
less; because ‘they confide in his integrity—hia 
firmness—his. readiness to assume any responsi- 
| bility, regardless of all consequences to himself, 
when the great interests of his country require it. 
Sir, was the secret of the popularity of this 
illustrious man a salable commodity, and thrown 
i into: market, there would, my word for it, be 
many eager purchasers; there would be one inthe 
West, one in the South, and one in the East, and 
; how many more I will not take upon me to say. 
+ Bir, what a consistent and. honest opposition is 
that which on this floor has waged incessant war 
| upon the- man the: people: have elevated to the 
| highest station von earth; according to: the ac- 
| knowledgments:of the Senator from South Caro- 
ina, (Mr. Carseuw.] He has- just assigned as 
a reason why they had: not succeeded in: over- 
throwing this Administration, that the Opposition 
| was componed of three distinct pasti ote should 
| have: said faetidne — professing. antagonist prin- 
' ciples. Yes, sir, they:can unite in a warfare to 
| overthrow the Administration; they-can unite to 
(arraign, ‘try,.and condemn: the! President; but 
i when: they have reached: that point; and it. be- 
comes necessary ‘to: develop their own “plans, 
| measures, and candidates, they fall:te. pieces; 
| they.can go together no further. oo csi 
Sir, in’ the State’ which E have-the honor; in 
parts to :represent,Andrew Jackson, wher first 
| brought forward for hia present high ofice.: was 
not known tothe peoples:they knew himonly as 
j: & general, asa successful military deader:: They 
| appreciated ‘the: important’ services he had ren- 
| dered his country; they gloried in his military 
| fame; but when he was proposed for the highest 
civil trust, not knowing his personal character, 
or his qualifications for civil office, they hesitated, 
and withheld their sapport. And the gross mis- 
representations and falsehoods which had been 
circulated ; had: poisoned the minds ‘of many, and 
spread fari and wide the most inveterate preju- 
dices. At the election of 1628, out of more than 
forty thoasand voters; he received but four:thow- 
wand suffrages - But when his Administration 
commenced, they began:to judge of him by his 
hote, his-measares, his messages, and his official 
condact. ‘They gradually discovered that they had 
been deceived) and: begun to admire his-decision, 
energy; his-independence} dnd thé lowest y:of his 
purpuses.: Aid now;sir,instead of fourthousand, 
there are more than twefity-four thousand, good 
men and trud, ready to sustain-him and hit Ad- 
ministration.: ‘It is not from enthusiasm or his 
y gained 


military fame; that he has thus graduall 
upon the confidence.of that people, © 00.) c 

The great secret of his popularity I havealready 
pointed ‘out—that: popularity which his enemies 
profess not to understand; which they seem ‘so 
much to fear, and which: some of them appear. só 
much to ¢ovet—so anxious ‘to filch from. him. 


employ them, 
honestly , faithfully, perseveringly,. reqaedlond of 
consequences to themselves, and with a single: 


Ap rep CMe TT r a 3 
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* Op. tte Resolation ‘to set apart the Surplus Revenue for 
the defense of the country— sed fh ices as S ; 
-- Mr. BHEPLEY said it was fot his intention 
to enter giito'the debate apon the‘ resolution; :but 
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he wished to make 
some of the topics w 
the course of the debate. irec 
call the attention of the Senate most distinctly to 
one of the statements made by the Senator from | 
Ohio, (Mr. Ewine.] In his estimate of the sur- 

plus in the Treasury he includes the seven mil- 

lions of the stock of the Bank of the United 

States. It is, therefore, in his judgment, not only | 
the duty of the Bank to pay over that sum at the | 
expiration of the charter, but it was to be renem- 
bered that it had been so stated here by the friends | 
of the bank. 


a few remarks in relation to 
hich had been introduced in 


Mr. EWING explained, in substance, that he | 


had not asserted that the money would be then 
paid over, but that the amount might be realized 
by a sale of the stock; that the stock now sold so 
high as to enable us to raise from that stock, he 
thought, $8,500,000. 


And he desired first to |: 


|, Look at the character of thcir duties. 
, to collect the |! 


| supposed, was to be done first by the means of 
| the office holders. 
One of the Senators informed us that the Army 
` and Navy were ‘sound to the core,” so that no 
aid can be expected or feared from them. Another 
class of officers by which the elections were to 
be controled were the officers of the customs. 
No one as well acquainted as he was with their 
duties would expect much aid in the elections 
from them. 
Their 


' business is to enforce the laws 
‘taxes, to selze upon property and cause its for- 
! feiture for violation of law. They are compelled, 
il as it were, to pry into men’s business, and to 
| come in contact with their private interests and 
|i affairs. Such duties as these ‘are not calculated 
i| to give them an influence over popular elections. 
Another class was the land officers; and with 


Mr. SHEPLEY sa 
the explanation, and desired only to present the 
case as the Senator wished to have it; but it was 
certainly presented to us to show that we were 
to legislate, and ought to legislate, as if it were 
certain that the amount of that stock would be in 
the Treasury in season to meet the demands thus 
to be made upon it. : Although this allegation had 


been made, and although he admitted that it has ° 


been correctly made, and believed that it ought 
to be placed in the Treasury, he had no confi- 
dence that it would be so. 
He understood the Senator also to assert that 
there was a surplus, over the seven millions, of 
about one million and a half in the vaults of the 
bank, making in the whole to be applied to our 
use, eight and a half millions. 
Mr, EWING explained, that 


a 


only expressed his belief that there was; it was 
his opinion merely. 

Mr. SHEPLEY said he did not understand 
the Senator as speaking from actual knowledge, 
but as giving his opinion, as collected from the 
returns made by the bank, and from documents 
open toall. He believed that we melt justly 
entitled to the whole amount stated, 
bank would pay us what was our due he would 
be glad; but he feared we should never get any- 
thing in season for us to legislate upon it this ses- 
sion as available, and that nothing would be re- 
ceived until after the termination of an. equitable 

rocess to settle the affairs of the corporation. 
He did riot expect, looking at the history of the 
past, that anything would be paid without litiga» 
tion. He would vote with the gentleman for a | 
bill to sell the stock at any price not under par, as 
woon as he pleased. 

That there was a surplus in the Treasury, after 
satiafying the amount chargeable upon it for the 
last year, he supposed did not admit of doubt. 
But he did not thtnk it was proper to legislate as 
3f the amount of the stock of the bank was to 
come into the Treasury the present year. Nor 
did he think it proper to regard the sum alrendy 
appropriated by law as existing in the Treasury 
for any purpose of legislation. It could not be 
appropriated a second time. This sum, there- 
fore, of about seven millions and a half of dol- 
lars, being already legally disposed of, must be 
deducted from the amount estimated to be in the 
Treasury. 

He could not be expected to place great confi- 
dence in the statements as to the condition of the 
Treasury, when he recollected that two sessions 
since we were informed from that side of the 
House that the Treasury was bankrupt; that the 
demands upon it could not be met; and when a 
report established the contrary, we were then 
told that the causes then operating: would. soon 

duce the result predicted. The Senator from 

outh Carolina [Mr. CaLnoun] takes to. himself 
credit for having last session statéd that there 
would be an excess. of $9,000,000; but even Ke 
was silent, if my memory is right, when rain and 
bankruptcy were 80 often predicted. | 7 i. 

Another subject to which he wished to allude 
was the alarm exhibited by the Senator from 
South Carolina, [Mr. dead lest the Govern- 
ment should obtain the control of public senti- 
ment, and sò influence public opinion as to.main- 

tain ite power. by the elections. This, it was 


id he was willing to receive | 


he did not assert ' 
that there was such a surplus in the bank, but |! 


and if the | 


their duties he was not familiar, but could readily 
|) perceive that they were to collect money from the 


| citizens, to make entries for lands, and to decide | 


© upon conflicting. pretensions; and it did not seem 
to him that these were duties calculated to make 

them very popular. 
But the most formidable class, and the one most 


alarming to the gentleman, is that of the post- ' 


masters. 

By these public opinion was to be corrupted 
and controlled. A large portion of them—a very 
` large majority, if they were bribed or influenced 

by money, were influenced. by very small sums; 
: and from his knowledge of men, he thought that 
‘| those who could be influenced for so small a sum 


|| of money to betray their principles, were of that | 


i! character that he would prefer that their influence 
should be on the opposite side. 

The money in the deposit banks, and the influ- 
| ence of those banks, were another source from 
‘| which were to flow corrupting streams. If those 
i; whose fears were excited would examine, they 
i! would find, if he was not deceived, that a major- 
|. ity of the stock in those banks was held by those 
‘| opposed to this Administration. So far, then, as 
i these was.a source of power, if used at all, it 
would be used against the Administration. . The 
' moneyed power in the country had been, and still 
was, against the people and against the Adminis- 
i tration. The people always must expect it to be 
i aie to them. 


sition. to use it in purchasing and establishing 
| presses, and in circulating newspapers: he then 
assured the Senator from South Carolina [Mr. 
Carnoun} there was little cause of alarm for the 
liberties of the country. It is true, that along the 
political highway we do find the political slain; 
they remain as memorials of the past, and as 
warnings for the future; but these were never 


Nor is it in the paver of the press, whether cor- 
rupt or pure, to de 

or general denunciation. 
teaches us, that aniongall the numbers who have 
been politically destroyed, not one has been so 
destroyed: by general denunciations of the press, 
or by like denunciations delivered either in legis- 
lative halls or in public assemblies of the people. 
They have been destroyed by their own acknowl- 
edged sayings and doings. The people judge 
men by what they say and do; and it is only 
when the newspapers give e correct account of 
these sayings and doings that they become for- 
midable. Noram I alarmed that the Senator has 
denounced the Administration as corrupt, and the 
President as deceiving them, aridas falsifying hia 
promises. General. denunciation and newspaper 
abuse, while it never destroyed one man, has 


to which, without it, they might never attain. 


of much anxiety ina particular quarter; and from 
a quarter, too, where the freedom has been prett 

freely used, and he hoped it would continue ti 

be so.used. He would not place the least restric- 
tion u 
in all boldness and inall freedom.. He hoped so, 
because, as he had already said, it was from these 
free sayings that the people learnt men’s opinions; 
and a direction was given by them to public senti+ 


pee it; hoped it would continue to bė used | 


l 


‘| 


i 


ment; if agreeable to the people, the man gained 
in the public favor; if otherwise, he declined. 
Hence, when he heard the Senator on this floor, 
‘as itseemed to him, with bitterness and scorn 
‘ denounce the Democracy of the country, it occa- 
‘ sioned no other feeling within him than sorrow, 


i that such a sentiment and feeling should have 


i: founda 


ut even if the moneyed. power were in favor | 
of this Administration, and there were a dispo- ;; 


slain by the slanders and abuse of a corrupt press. | 


stroy any man by general abuse | 
i All our past history 


elevated, and may still elevate, others to stations |! 


The freedom of debate seems to be the subject | 


place in the breast of the Senator—sorrow 
| that it dwelt there; but joy, that, dwelling there, 
ii it came out, that the Democracy might know it, 
‘| and remember it too,.in‘all long time to- come, 
Some occurrences here, he had noticed, seemed 
‘| to amaze and excite the Senator from New Jer- 
: sey, (Mr. wae and if it would not be unac- 
ceptable to him, |Mr. W. assented,} he would 
‘endeavor to explain them.. He supposed the 
Senator might have read the Constitution, and 
' have there learnt the duties of the Senate; there 
he might have’ learned that the Senate was a 
grave, deliberative assembly, a legislative body; 
that it also partook of the power of the Executive, 
and appeared as a great council in important 
matters, concerning the bation; that it also par- 
‘took of the judicial power, and might be a high 
‘and dignified tribunal, bringing before it for trial 
the highest officers in the country; so viewing it, 
he would regard it a’ sober, grave, deliberate, 
dignified. Ps 
. But there was one portion of its practical du- 
ties, that he might have overlooked; it was the 
part in which we were engaged five days out of 
| six, or, it may be, four days out of five. It was 
only for about one, out of four or five days, that 
| we were engaged in our constitutional duties; and 
on the other days we were employed as a grand 
electioneering central committee; and it was this 
part of our duties which the Senator from New 
| Jersey seemed to have overlooked; not finding it 
| in the Constitution, it might not have occurred to 
him, and. might have occasioned some surprise 
upon his first appearance in the Senate. 

And if that Senator would further indulge him, 
he would proceed to inform him, when in that 
grand committee of the whole on political affairs, 
how particular parts were apportioned out, 

To the Senators from South Carolina seemed 
to be assigned the part of general denunciation, 
except that occasionally they assigned a very 
peculiar part of it to the Senator from North 
; Carolina, [Mr. Maneum. ] 

To thé Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. WEB- 
STER] the part of guardian, protector, and expos- 
itor of the Constitution; and it must be admitted 
that it was most ably and splendidly performed; 
but he fancied he could always perceive a weak- 
ness, even in his reasoning, when it was proposed 
i| to take power by construction from any other 
branch of the Government, and appropriate to 
this body.  : 

To the Senator. from Kentucky [Mr. Cuar} 
secms to belong the part of originating all im- 
portant political measures—a part performed with 
great ability, tact, and eloquence; and we quite 
well understand, if a resolution is to be introduced 
to try the President unheard, or a bill to influence 
the people of the country through. the distribu- 
i tion of their own money, from what quarter it 

comes. ; 

To your colleague the part of influence by the 
way of ati increase of salaries, and the supply of 
extra compensations. Very. well performed. 

To the Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. Ros- 
BINS) the part of introducing resolutions to give 
good jobs to the printers, that they may have the 
| means of circulating freely all our political matter. 
And if, perchance, the Senator from Georgia {Mr: 
Kine] asks a reason for it, (a thing he’ is apt to 
do,) the Senator has the wisdom never to 6179 
him one. ae 

In this. grand central electioneering committcs 
; some of us are silent partners, and some of ua 
do not like political work; and being of this last 
number himself, has taken very little part in it 
before this time, and now proposes to leave it. 

Mr. MANGUM said he ought to make an 
apology to the honordble Senate for the remarks 
which had drawn òn him the rebuke of the Sen- 
ator from Maine. The other day he merely se- 
lected some of the most distinguished Senators; 
and assigned to them the line of duties which he 

supposed properly belonged to them, or rather 


"g 


ATu Gona... lsr Sess. 
he rofarred to the particular duties which seemed || silent yote on this aubjegt. Th for t 
to be assigned to them by their friends. To the || introduction of tee eoioes RAin iair 
Senator from Missouri, for instance, he assigned || away, he yoted for laying them on the table. So 
the charge of the bank rags; and, at the same || far ae they contemplated regulating the votes of 
time, inquired of pime--eepposing him to have the || members in to future appropriations, he 
beat information on the subject—the cause of their ; had heard that they trammeled no qne—that he 
reat increase. He also assigned to the Senator ` should be wholly unpledged. This-he wished to 
rom New York—a most able and distinguished be distinctly understood. oe 
Senator—the management of the affairs of the 
Albany. s b 
Pennsylvania, whose diplomatic education well, but every man could see that there was reason in 
qualified him for the charge, he assigned the, all things; that neither for the good of the coun- 
superintendency of our foreign relations, &c. He | 
had only referred, however, 


to the duties of the | sary or expedient that extravagant appropriations 


most distinguished Senatora. Had he descended 
to the subordinate ranks, he certainly should not 
have passed by the Senator from Maine; and in 
assigning him hia duties, he should ‘have desig- 
nated him as defender of the Kitchen Cabinet. It 
would be remembered, that ia a apepch made by 
ihe Senator at the Jast session; he distinctly said 
that“ many goad things came from the kitchen.” 

Mr, SHEPLEY said he thought so still; he 
had fouad many things come from the 


‘should be made. Such a course would derange 


‘ all things, and be productive of great.apd unne- , 


| Ceagary expenge. Hence the policy of making 

appropriations from year to year of the amount 
. that could conveniently be expended, had been 
| adopted twenty years ago—not because the conn- 
try had not the means of making larger appro- 
i priationn, but because more sould not lapel ian 
' ageously expended, and would create derange- 
l! ment ami pinfusion, ‘What was the difference? 


kitchen, and hoped to find many more good It was labor, brick, and mortar, afterall. If-(said 
thina coming from the same place. But he : he) you expend go many millions at once, you 
would inform the Senator from North Carolina || will derange the business of the country, inter- 
that the member of the Kitchen Cabinet whom |! fering with the labor and materials employed on 
he eulogized had since then been found to be so || railroads, canals, and. other useful works. He 
good, that he had-ascended from the. kitchen; | rose to express these general views, and to ex- 


and the Senator could now ascend and meet him 
without going there. 

Mr. LEIGH said, as he originally understood 
these resolutions, he bad no objection to vote for 
them more than any other abstract proposition. 
But the question was, whether, in voting for them, 
the effect would pot be to pledge them to appro- 
priate the revenye for these particular objects, for 
no matter how long, and to any extent. 

Several gentlemen said. that there would paly 
be a pledge to vote 90 much as was necessary. 

. Mr, PORTER observed, that he did not know 
what other gentlemen thought of these resolu- 
tions, They appeared to him to be no mare than 
the expression of an abstract opinion. -If any 
peni eme understood them otherwise, he wighed 
hem to explain them. In voting for these rego- 
lutions, he was not about to surrender hie judg- 
ment as to what was necessary to be appropriated 
for the objects embraced in them; and he sup- 

MO that other gentlemen, in voting for them, 
agreed only for what appropriations they them- 
selves might think Lnperg & He was not for 
having his hands tied and 
should appropriations be brought up that he cauld 
-pot approve af; and he had, therefore, thought 
proper to make this explanation before taking the 

estion. A 
` Mr. BUCHANAN made some. remarks upon 
4he nature and character of the resolutions, and 
bow far their adoption would pledge Senators to 
vote for appropriations in futyre. These remarke 

ve rise toan explanation from Mr. CALHOUN, 

0 which he stated that Mr. Bucnawgw had always 
iven his support to the fortifications necessary 
OF the defense of the country. 

Mr. DAVIS. observed, that he had voted for 
laying these resolutions on the table, and he did 
-iż for this. reagog. The discussion had gone on 
Nr a great while, and he was content, for one, 
that it should be debated by others, and so long 
as there was a prospect, though a remote one, of 
-hostilities with a foreign Power, while there was 
‘Ruy prospect of an interruption to the pacific re- 
lations of the country, he was willing that the 
:diseussion should continue, and that it should be 
ended by an expression of opinion on the part of 
the Senate in the form contemplated in the rego- 
lations. But within a. few days past, our foreign 
-relations had undergone a favorable change; there 
seemed now no prospect of our being in a hostile 
state with any Power, and no change of our cop- 

dition in that respect was expected for at least 
twenty years to come. These resolutions con- 
templated no action of the Government which 
would make a disposition of the funds of the 
coantry. They did not propose aay na ly le 
ations. It, therefore, appeared that they had no 
other object but to get an opinion of that body as 
-to the propriety of placing the country in a state 
.0f defense. For one, he was disposed to give a 


is mouth stopped, | 


|’ plain that, in the vote he was about to give, he 
|. did uot commit himself to vote for any further 
| appropriations for fortifications than he himself 
might deem just and expedient, and suited to the 
condition and wants of the country. 
Mr. BENTON said the Senator from Massa- 
. chusetts (Mr. Davis] understood the effect of this 
ii resolution precisely as he did. It was the same 
|: in character as the sinking fund act of 1790, and 
| which was reénacted in 1816. It was a declara- 
i| tion of policy, to let the public.know what sys- 
i| tem was to.be pursued. . : 
During the forty years the sinking fund contin- 
|| ued in force, every member voted upon it without 
being restricted. So upon the ing of this rego- 
lution, every. gentleman could vote as to what 
amounthe thought thestate of the country required. 
i| _ In the course of his travels lastsummer, he wag 
|| frequently asked what should be done with the 
surplus revenue. He had uniformly answered: 
|| §* get it apart for the great object of. fortifying the 
country.” He had met a hearty concurrence in 
|; the object thus expressed, . 

With respect to the occurrences indicating a 
war, which had passed away, he would state that 
| the oceasion was merely referred to by him, by 
| way of giving emphasis to his argument. __ 

. In.those remarks, he had several times declared 
that if he held the bond of fate in his band for 
peace, he would still go.on and prepare for war. 


j 


traordinary demand for materialsand labor. That 
|| consequence could not escape.the notice of those 
I| who had charge of the large appropriation bills. 
I speak (sajd Mr. B.) of the fortification bill. 
When that bill comes up, I will go into the con- 
sideration of this 
unfounded. Pot j 
In brief, we oecupy (said he) a widely ex- 
tended country, the outlines of which are four 
‘thousand miles in extent. One parta serrated, 
another cut into indentations and deep bogs, one 
.of them a thousand miles-in circumference. 
Upon this vast extensive coast, it was entirel 
practicable to carry on a great amount of wor 
„without any one part interfering with another, or 
injarionaly affecting the price of labor and mate- 
Fiala. : = Scheel b 


SLAVERY IN THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. . 


‘SPEECH OF HON. JOHN M. NILES, 
OF CONNECTICUT, a 
In rue Senate, February 15, 1836, . 
-Qn the Petition of a Socisty of Friends -in. Pennsylvania 
praying for the Aboljtion of Slavery in the . District of 
Jojumbia, . a 
The motion of Mr. Caruoun, that the petition 
be not received. being under consideration, 


Mr. NILES i 


LES said: Mr. President, I did. not 


 Slavéry ih the District of Columbian Mr. Niles 


With regard to the defenses of the country, he | 


, try, nor for any other purpose, was it neceg- | the public mind. 


Something had been said about making an ex- | 


objection, and show it to be! 


$ 


intend, at an earlier day, to have taken any part 
in this debate; I was opppsed to agitating thie 
question here, and was prepared to haye give. 

these petitions almost any direction which r 
have prevented discussion and the agitation pf 
the: question here. I ‘would have voted to lay 
these petitions on the table, or to have referred 
them, to a committee, with or without instructions 
| to report upon them, as I had no fears but what 


Regency. Also to the Senator from. would go as far as circumstances would justify; | any judicious committee of the Senate would 


| have made a report calculated to quiet the existing 
< pxcitement, and to exert a salutary influence on 
Terent course has been pursued, and a 
debate has been commenced, and evidently: on 
_ this or.some other question, to be continued; I 
have. therefore felt it a duty which I owe to my 
| constituents and .the coyntry, to offer some few 
| remarks on this exciting and delicate subject. 
| This discussion, sir, has hitherto come maini 
; from one quarter, and appears to have proceede 
, on a great misapprehension of the real. state of 
| public sentiment in that seetiqn.of the Union from 
| whence danger seems to be apprehended. ‘To 
| correct this misapprehension, and disabuse public 
sentiment, so far as it may be influenced by any- 
|| thing said or done here, is my principal abject f 
fare entering on this.tagk, however, L wish 
to make one suggestion... What is the object of 
| discussing this subject here, gr the various ques- 
| tions connected with it? What beneficial results 
ji are expected, from it? I make. these. inguiries, 
because I perceive that, on.the part of some gen- 
tlemen, there seems.a determination to discuss the 
subject of slavery generally, or at least so far as 
relates to this District. Resolutions haye been 
introduced, presenting for the consideration of 
the Senate sundry abstract questions in relation 
to this subject, and the constitutional, powers of 
Congress.. These resolutions are not now under 
consideration, and I have alluded to them only as 
evidence of a disposition, to press an the Senate a 
general and, ] apprehend,. unprofitable. debate. 
What is the object of such dehate? Is it to settle 
constitutional or other general principles, and thus 
put this guention at rest? If this is:the purpose, 
think it will fail. Sir, I have no belief in’ the 
utility of the diseugsion of abstract propositions, 
totally disconnected with legiglation,or any. prac- 
tical regulis.. I haye no faith, sir, in settling con- 
atitutional questiona by resolutions, or the discus- 
sion of them, which for years past have consumed 
so much of the time of the Senate. Nor do ] 
‘believe, sir, that any other abstract principles, to 
regulate the action of Congresasor the people, can 
e established by resolutions, howeverextensively 
or ably they may be debated. `“ e, 
I well remember, and I presume it is not for- 
gotten by the honorable Senator from South Çar- 
‘olina, a resolution introduced by a Senator from 
‘the State I have the honor in part to represent, 
some years since. It was a resolution, I believe, 
in relation to the public lands, which in adie 
nary course of business, would not have occupied 
the attention of the Senate.one hour, perhaps nat 
fifteen minutes. From some magic power, of 
which I have no knowledge, that simple resolu-. 
‘tion in relation. to the public lands, not a very 
abstract, subject in itself, was transformed into A 
text fora most voluminous commentary on the 
theory and principles of this Government... If T 
mistake not, this debate, which called forth, the 
‘most profound talent and great. ergdiGion, occu- 
pied a-large portion of one sesqion of Congresa. 
Of the evisaf that debate I forbear to spop; but 
“what, benefit, the country ever derived from it! 
shave never been able to’ learn, on the most dili- 
‘gent inquigy, unless it be, that, it. conferred on 
the name of the honorable Senator, who was the 
‘unintentional eanse of that debate, a most unen- 
viable notoriety. Sir, 1 believe at that time, not 
only every. man, but every woman and child ia 
the country, were familiar with the name of Mr. 
Foot and his resolution; yet, notwithstanding 
this, I believe that gentleman had very little. to 
‘do with his resolytiqn; and although he always 
appears to have regarded, it ás a very dear child, 
‘yet the care and protection of it, seems to have 
Fallen into other and abler hands. After the 


failure of this great, experiment, I am surprised 
that any one should 


think of settling congtitys 


Buta diffe 
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tional questions by resolutions. Surely, sir, we 
ought to draw some lessons of wisdom from the 

ast; and when we are about to make a similar 
attempt, it may be well to remember the issue of 
the first great experiment. as 

But if the object of this discussion is not to 
settle abstract principles, I would ask what it is? 
Is it to quict the public mind, and to put a stop 
to agitation? If I understood the honorable gen- 


teman from South Carolina, he declared this to | 


be his purpose. Ifso, sir, I am happy to say that 

Ican go with the gentleman heart and soul. 
believe that the peace and best interests of the 
country, both at the North and the South, require 
that this agitation should cease, the’ public mind 
be tranquillized, and confidence restored. Buthow 
‘dogentlemen propose to obtain this desirable énd? 
Why, it would seem, sir, that they propose to 
‘stop the agitation of this exciting question among 
‘the people by agitating it here.. 

Mr. CALHOUN rose to explain. He said he 
had not urged on a debate; he had done nothing 
to cause a debate; he had only made the question 
that the petition be not received; and if a debate 
had ensued, he was not responsible for it, but 
those who had opposed his motion. 

Mr. NILES. I did not allude particularly to 
that gentleman; my remarks had a more general 
application. The Senator from South Carolina 
‘made a motion, which he certainly had a right to 
make, and although a debatable one, he is not 

articularly chargeable for the discussion which 
tae taken placc; nor can I say that he has him- 
self partaken largely in this discussion. But the 
debate has come principally from one quarter; 
and until the ans the other day from the Sen- 
ator from New Hampshire, [Mr. Hitt,] almost 
entirely. I alluded to the fact of this debate hav- 
ing been continued mainly by those who profess 
to feel great alarm at the agitation of this ques- 
tion. 

Sir, I believe that the agitation of this subject 
here will promote agitation elsewhere, and tend 
to keep the public mind in an excited and fever- 
ish state. 

And here I must be permitted to express some 
astonishment that gentlemen urge a discussion, 
whilst they avow that their object is to prevent 
‘agitation. When I hear that this is their object, 
‘asserted in the most solemn manner, I am bound 
‘to believe it. I trust the gentlemen are sincere; 
at the same time I must be permitted to say that 
the means by which they seek to attain their end 
appear to me very extraordinary. Was it not for 
descending from the gravity of the subject, I 
would say, that_it reminded me of a person I have 
heard of in my section of the country. A man 
“who was very pugnacious and quarrelsome, who 
“was constantly wrangling with his neighbors, yet 
always insisted that he loved peace; and so great 
was his anxiety for it, that he declared he would 
have peace with his neighbors if he had to fight 
for it. 
able gentlemen, they seem disposed to agitate 
this question for the very purpose of preventing 
agitation. 
© Mr. CALHOUN wished to ask the gentleman 
whether he doubted the sincerity of his declara- 
tion, when he asserted that he was opposed to 
agitating the question? 

Mr. NILES. Ido not doubt the gentleman’s 
sincerity, when he so solemnly declares that heis 
“opposed to agitating the abolition question here; 
yet I must claim the right to make such infer- 
ences froni the course and the acts of that gentle- 
man and his friends as I think they authorize. 

Sir, I hope, most sincerely hope, there is no 


I, 


If I understand the views of some honor- : 


| 


from New Hampshire referred—professedly de- 
j voted to the interests of a certain party at the 
l! South, which has Jong labored with a zeal and 


`- perseverance worthy of a better cause to agitate - 


| the public mind on the slave question, whilst it 


has sought to alarm the South by the grossest |, 


misrepresentations of public sentiment at the 
North, by magnifying the numbers and influence 
of the Abolitionists—by representing them as 
connected with a political party, in the face of 
. the most notorious facts, it has endeavored to 
encourage the Abolitionists to persevere in their 
mischievous designs. There are also presses at 
the South devoted to the same party, which have 


pursued a similar course. Whilst these mis- , 
chievous vehicles have professed the utmost | 


abhorrence of the designs of the northern Aboli- 


tionists, and to feel the greatest alarm at the | 


tendency of their incendiary publications, they 
have at the same time given a circulation through 
their own papers to the very worst of these pub- 
lications, under a pretense of exhibiting their 
enormities. These papers have been circulated 
in the slave States, and are supported by a certain 
party in that section of the Union. It has been 
asserted by the honorable Senator from South 


Carolina, that he has no fears from the circulation | 


| of the tracts and other publications of the aboli- 
; tion societies at the South; that such is the state 
of things there, it is impossible they should be 
circulated. In this I presume the Senator is cor- 
rect, and it is therefore fair to conclude that the 
principal circulation which these mischievous 
publications have received in the slave States has 
been through the columns of political papers, 
professing to apprehend the greatest danger from 
the movements of the northern Abolitionists, and 
to feel the greatest abhorrence of their publica- 
tions. How is this inconsistent and absurd con- 
i duct to be accounted for, except by supposing 
© that there are agitators at the South, who are 
‘| attempting to create an excitement on the question 
| of slavery for political purposes? These same 
‘vehicles have been urging on the South the most 
i dangerous and preposterous measures, as being 
necessary for the security of the slaveholding 
States—measures which, if not revolutionary in 


| their character, have an obvious tendency to such | 


' results. 
: South, who are seeking to build up a sectional 


i the slave Seates, and misrepresenting public sen- 
|! timent at the North, they are more execrable and 


: Sir, a southern convention has been advocated by 
| these men; and what can be the design of such 
: a convention but to increase the existing excite- 
i: ment, to irritate the public sensibility, and to blow 
ii the enkindling flame into a consuming fire? Can 
such a measure spring from sober and discreet 
i! counsels? Can it be called for to devise measures 
for the protection of their interests, exposed by 
the mad schemes of the Abolitjonists? 1 think no 
intelligent and candid man will maintain this. 


ii 
L 
i 
i. by avery different set of men, and whose motives 
‘; I would be the last to impugn. Itis, that the Le- 
i. gislatures of the slaveholding States have a right 
l to demand of the non-slaveholding States the pun- 
‘ishment of acts committed by citizens of the latter 
_ within their own jurisdiction. In a report adopted 
‘by the Legislature of South Carolina, this prin- 
'| ciple is asserted and maintained; and in another 
i State, sustaining an elevated rank in the Confed- 
; eracy, there is a discussion now going on in rela- 
|| tion to the same principle. 


|, Sir, if there are such mischievous agents at the | 


i: party by appealing to the fears of the people in | 


l! more dangerous than the northern Abolitionists. | 


There is another measure proposed at the South . 


‘disposition anywhere, in the North or in the © “ Your committee would be inclined to recom- 
South, to connect this exciting subject with the ; 
‘party politics of the day. That there is no such |' ‘ demand on the non-slaveholding States for the 


intention here we are fully assured. But is there į. ‘ passage of penal laws by their Legislatures, pro- 


‘no such intention elsewhere? Sir, I am sorry to | ‘ viding for the punishment of the incendiaries |, 


“say that I fear there is. I cannot shut my eyes | ‘ within their limits who are engaged in an atro- 


to occurrences of general notoriety; I cannot re- |: ‘ cious conspiracy against our right of property `. 


‘sist the evidence of my senses. I fear there is a l; ‘and life. 
spirit of mischief at work in a certain quarter, at | 

the South as well as the North; it is, I hope, in |: 
both sections, confined to a small number of indi- | 
viduals. | ‘servative legislation rests. Apart from those | 
_ Itis a fact of general notoriety that there is a |' ‘ obligations, resulting from the constitutional ; 
press in this city—the one to which the Senator || ‘compact which unites these States, and which | 


‘mend to this Legislature to make an explicit | 


‘© We concur entirely in the view which our ` 
‘own Executive takes of the grounds on which `; 
‘our right to demand the enactment of such con- | 


| t makes it the imperious duty of one member of 
‘this Confederacy not to allow its citizens to plot 
‘against the peace, prosperity, and happiness of 
“another member, there is no principle of inter- 
= ‘national law better established than that, even 
‘among foreign nations: such atrocious abuses 
‘are not to be tolerated, except at the peril of that 
-*high and ultimate penalty, by which a brave 
‘and free people vindicate their rights.” 

As rights and duties must be reciprocal, the 
right to make such demand presupposes the obli- 
gation to obey it. But supposing it is not obeyed, 
as it most assuredly would not be; what is then 
to bedone? When one independent State makes 
demandsof another, of the redress of some wrong 
done to it, which is refused, it then must seek 

i redress in its own way. And the right to make 
the demand, supposes the concomitant right to 


| seek the redress. 

| We have heard something in a recent report— 
iI hardly know what—about a sort of inter- 
‘ national Jaw, which is applicable to the States. 

This is to me a new and strange doctrine; and, 
' as I have no faith in it, I shall not undertake to 
‘! examihe it. Can a State, acting in its sovereign 
' capacity, commit an aggressive act against the 
rights of another State, which will render it 
li necessary for the latter, acting in its sovereign 

capacity, to seek redress? To state such a prop- 
osition is to refute it. If any State should so far 
forget its obligations to the Union, and to its co- 
States, as by law or otherwise, to commit any 
aggressive act against another State, such law 
would be unconstitutional and void, and could 
afford no justification to the persons executing 
it, who would be amenable in their individual 
capacity in the Federal courts, or the courts of 
the State injured, if they committed any illegal 
act within its jurisdiction. 

Can the citizens of one State, whilst residing 
within its jurisdiction, commit any aggressive or 
illegal act against another State, or the citizens 

|: thereof? Itis clear to my mind that they cannot. 
© What relations, then, can ever exist between the 
i States to which the gentleman’s [Mr. CALHOUN} 
principles of international law can apply? 

I admit, however, that the citizens of one State 
may be guilty of an improper and unjustifiable 
interference in the local concerns and interests of 
another, and I will not deny but that there might 
'| be a case in which it would be proper for such 

State to restrain and punish such conduct by legal 
; enactments. But this never can be demanded as 
, aright; it must emanate from a spirit of comity 
and that sense of justice which the councils of 
every State must be supposed to entertain, rela- 
tive to what is due to its associate States in the 
Confederacy. If such evils exist, it must be con- 
ceded that the State where they exist is the rightful 
and best judge of the most suitable and efficacious 
; means to repress them, and it is to be presumed 
: that she will not want the disposition to apply 
i those means, This mutual confidence the States 
| must repose in each other; it is the cement of the 
Union, and should the time ever arrive when it 
becomes generally impaired and destroyed, I shall 
‘despair of long preserving that political system 
which ought to be the pride and boast of every 
' American, as it is the admiration of every enlight- 
‘ened lover of liberty on the face of the earth. 
Having briefly alluded to what 1 believe to be 
| errors in one quarter, I will now proceed to notice 
‘| those in another, and to bear my humble testi- 
| mony to what I consider to be the true state of 
| public sentiment on this interesting subject at the 
i North. In speaking of the North, as L may do 
for brevity’s sake, I wish to be understood as 
intending my remarks primarily for the State 
which I have the honor in part to represent; yet 
I think I may say, in the language of the alma- 
nac makers, that with little or no variation, they 
_ will be equally applicable to the neighboring 
| States. 

On this point I feel more confidence, and shall 

' boldly speak the things which I know, and bear 
testimony to the things which I believe. 

Sir, I apprehend that public opinion on the slave 
question at the North, both here and in the slave 
States, is greatly misunderstood, and that by 
some, as l have already stated, it 18 grossly mis- 


|: 
li 
ti 
| 


| represented. From these two causes, Í fear great 
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evils may follow, unless the truth is made to || that small class who are always meddling with || knowledge of the ahavectehae the peoples : Was 


appear. This 1 shall endeavor to do eo far as 
respects the State whence I came. Ishall fearlessly 
give the whole trath as I understand it, let it out 
where it may or whom it may. 

Why ie it that at this time there is so much 


| 


excitement and so much alarm in the slave States | 


regarding public opinion at the North in relation 
to their peculiar institutions and interests? It is 
owing to the conduct of a small class of men 
who call themselves Abolitionists, and who have 
formed themeelves into societies the better to 
prosecute their scorer: That the conduct ef 
these fanatics—-for I think I shall show they 


i 


deserve to be so considered—shouid have occa- | 


sioned some excitement, is not at all surprising. 
Jt was peeely natural, and probabl 
able. At the same time, I do not 


i, 
unavoid- i. 
esitate to : 


declare, as my solemn conviction, that the general ` 


state of public sentiment at the North in relation 
to the subject of slavery, in all its aspects and 


bearings, was never sounder since the establish- | 


ment of this Government than it is at this moment. 
If} am correct in this position, as I shall endeavor 
to show that I am, 
any, can be nothing more than what is to be 
apprehended from the immediate acts of the Abo- 
litionists in attempting to circulate their inflam- 
matory publications within those States. f 
But we have been told by the Senator from 
South Carolina that this is not the evil which is 
apprehended, because, he says, it is impossible 
to circulate the publications of the Abotitionists 
in those States. In what, then, does the danger 
consist? Why, the gentleman says in agitation. 
It is the spreading of the sentiments of aboli- 
tionism in the sie AEE J States, and the 
prevalence, among the people of t 
opinions unfriend!: , hostile, and injurious to the 


institutions, to the rights, and the character of |: -> 
the people of the slave States. To prove that | 


hose States, of : 


e danger to the South, if written bra 
|! northern tes, which favors the cause of-aboli- | 


this is regarded as the source of the danger, I | 


will again refer to the 
once read. 
` $6 Let it be admitted that, by reason, of an effi- 
‘cient police and judicious internal tegislation, 
‘ we may render abortive the designs of the fanatiċ 
tand incendiary within our own limits, and that 
‘the torrents of pamphlets and tracts, which the 
$ Abolition presses of the North are pouring forth, 
‘with an inexhaustible copiousness, is arrested 
tthe moment it reaches our frontier. 
Swait until our enemies have built up, by the 
*grossest misrepresentations and falsehoods, a 
1 body of public opinion against us which it would 
*be almost impossible to resist, without sepa- 
t rating ourselves from the rest of the social sys- 
*tem of the civilized world? -Or are we to sit 
‘down content, because, from our own vigilance 
* and courage, the torch of the incendiary and the 
t dagger of the midnight assassin may never bé 
* applied 2”? i S 
e are here informed, that the danger which 
is apprehended, is from the building up of & body 
of public opinion at the North, injurious to the 
South, and which cannot be resisted without 
separating the southern States from the rest of the 
civilized world. But have the proceedings of the 
Abolitionists done this? Have they tended to 
such a result? I think not—but their tendency 
has been directly to a contrary result. How have 
they been received? Have tHey not everywhere 
met with opposition?’ Have they not everywhere 
called forth the honest indignation of the people, 
the strongest expressions of their reprobation ? 
That this has been the case, in the State whence 
I came, 1 shall endeavor to prove. ° 
But gentlemen seem to look to erroneous sources 
to discover the public sentiment at the North. 
At one time we are told that the women at the 
North are all turning Abolitionists; that they are 
signing petitions to Congress praying for the abo- 
lition of slavery in this District. If this was true 
there might be cause of alarm, for they are very 
apt to carry the men with them. I hope, how- 
ever, it wilf not be supposed that the females in 
the cold climate at the North are opposed to union 
or the Union, for I verily believe they are ardently 
attached to both. In respect to those who send 
their names here as petitioners, they belong to 


report from which I have 


Are we to | 


i 


| 


|| was notin m 


matters which they do not understand, and which 
do not properly belong to their province. They 
| are of those who are more busy and more anxious 
| about the morals and religion of their neighbors 
than they are about their own. They are of that 
class who, a few years since, were petitioning in 


behalf of the poor Indians; and if applied to by |: 


the same agents, would as readily sign a petition 
praying Congress to appropriate the whole sur- 
plus revenue to send missionaries to Asia. E 
really hope, sir, no such petition will be sent here 
this session, as we have now at least three pro- 
jects before us for disposing of this surplus, and 
thus saving the virtue of the people, which, in the 
opinion of some, seems disposed to sink beneath 
he corrupting influence of this alarming. sur- 
plus. 
The honorable gentleman from Virginia has 
discovered public opinion at the North, from 

. another source, more elevated, but scarcely enti- 
tled to more reliance, as an evidence of the gen- 


i: eral state of popular sentiment on the slave ques~ 


tion. He has had sent. to him a pamplilet, 


distinguished divine in one of the 


| tionism. I have not seen that publication, and 
y seat when the gentleman read cer- 
tain extracts from it, and know not how far the 
| writer carries his abolition notions. But I was 
' surprised at the comments of the gentleman on 
‘this pamphlet. He stated that, from conversing 
with many intelligent gentlemen from the non- 
slaveholding States, from the proceedings of pab~ 
lic meetings, and other sources of information; 


he had come to the conclusion that the general. 


sentiment was sound at the North until he re- 
ceived the pamphlet referred to, which led him to 
believe that something was rotten in Denmark. 
Mr. LEIGH said he had used no such lan- 
guage, nor conveyed any such sentiment. 

Mr. NILES. I do not profess to quote the 


|; gentleman’s language. I have only stated what 
I believe to be the substance of what the Senator | 


said as to the influence this. pamphlet had on his 
mind. I claim the right to use my own language 
to state the substance of the genfleman’s remarks, 
and to comment upon them. I think I am not 
ee as to the import of what the gentleman 
said. . 
Why, sir, did the gentleman mean to be under- 
stood that he regarded the sentiments of one in- 
dividual, however distinguished for learning or 
inteHigence, as outweighing, in his mind, all the 
evidence he had received from all other sources? 
And why does the Senator attach so much im- 
ortance to the opinions of one individual? Is it 


talente and learning? If so, he hag but little 


versation or incident in a newzpaper, and said that, accord- 
ing to that account of the oceurrence, it would appear that 
he had been insulted, and had tamely submitted to it; 


| although be did not then, nor did he now believe, the gen- 


tleman intended any insult. He repeated his disclaimer of 
using the language and sentiments imputed to him. ` 

Mr. Nives said he had no intention to misrepresent the 
gentleman, or do him any injustice, or treat him witli dis- 
courtesy. He had no experience here, and did not know 
what was the parliamentary rule; but.supposed be had a 
right to put his own construction on the gentleman’s epeecit, 
and comment upon it, leaving him to make such. explana- 
tions or disclaimer as he saw fit. __ , z . f 

„Mr. Lecu then asked the gentleman to state explicitly 
whether he intended to doubt the sincerity of his disclaimer 
of the language and sentiments ascribed to him? 

Mr. Niles said he had already denied having any such 
intention ; that he had never pretended to give the precise 
language made use of by the gentleman, but only the con- 
struction of which he thought it was susceptible. 

Mr. Leen replied that he had no further remarks to 
make, except that he was wonder-sttuck that any human 
being could put such a construction upon the portion of his 
remarks in question. ; : 

` The following is an extraet from Mr. Leren’s speech, 
published in the National Intelligenéer, understood to have 
been made out by Mr. Leran himéelf. It is believed fully 
to jastify the construction put upon it: soa te 
Paral Extract from the Intejligencer. = 0° * 
{have since read the book itself; ite title is, ‘Slavery, 


cause he is a clergyman, and one eminent for | 


*Mr. Leran the next day read an account of this: con- | 


the gentleman aware that, in looking to such. 
source, he was going into the very camp of the 
Abolitionists? So far as I am informed, a large 
portion of the Abolitionists are clergymen. e 
might, with nearly the same propriety, have read 
a tract of the abolition society, as most of those 
are probably written by clergymen, as evidence 


‘| of northern sentiment. However much the opin- 
', ions of the clergy may be respected on subjects 


connected with their profession, on political ques- 
tions, and ‘all others relating to the ‘interests of 
the country, there is no class of men whose opin- 
ions are more at variance with the general current 
of popular sentiment. The reason is obvious: 
they do not mix ortake part with the people in sec- 
ular concerns; their ideas are drawn from different 
sources, and their opinions are abstract and spec- 
ulative. Those.who seek for. public opinion at 
the North must neither look above nor below the 
people, but they must look forit among the people 
themselves; they must direct their attention to 
the great mass—the men who toil, and the men 
who think; the yeomanry, mechanics, and Jabor- 
ers; the men of hard hands, sound heads, and 
honest hearts. ‘These clasees constitute the great 
body of our citizens, and are nearly all sufficiently 
intelligent to form their own. opinions on alt ques- 
tions regarding ‘their own rights or duties, either 
as individuals or as electors interested in the con- 
cerns of the great Republic.* I will row proceed 
to consider what I believe to be the general state 
of public sentiment among my constituents in 
relation to the matter under consideration. The 
subject of slavery id a comprehensive one, and Í 


| cannot speak of ‘public sentiment without ana- 


iyang it, as it embraces several distinct ques- 
ons. . “3 : 

The first is that of slavery, as itexistsin several 
of the States of this Union, and the power of the 
Government over it. On'this question it is neces- 
sary to say buta few words, as [am not aware 
that northern sentiment differs at all from south- 
ern sentiment. No one supposes that Congress 
can directly or indirectly interfere; and with the 
exception of thd small namber of modern Aboli- 
tioniats, the opifiion is statcely less universal, that 
the people ofthe non-slavéholding States have no 
right to interfere in’ any way with the local con- 
cerns, and. the -relations of: master and- slave, in 
other States. Dontestia‘#lavery is generally re- 
garded as a political and ‘social evil, but one with 
which the people where it does not prevail have 
no concern, any morethan they have with political 
evils in Canada or Ireland. But it is not consid- 
ered that the present generation at the South are 
responsible for the evils of slavery; nor is it be- 
lieved that in general the condition-of the slave 
population, in point of comfort, is worse than 


‘hy William E. Channing ;? printed at Boston, 1835. And 
tI must say, that I have never risen from the perusal of any 
‘book with a feeling of deeper sorrow. It hashad the effect 
tof weakening the chief remaining ground of hope in my 


; t mind, that the incendiary schemes of the- Abolitionists in ` 


‘the northern States; the system of agitation they have or- 
‘ ganized ; the war they are kindling against the peace and 
‘ happiness of the South; and ‘the harmony of the Union ș 
ít would be effectually counteracted and suppressed by the 
‘efforts: of our fellow-eitizens of the non-slavehoiding 
£ States.” : Done POE 
7 . ` £ Extvact from the-Globe. 
. ©Since thit debate; hé had ‘read a book entitled ‘ Sta- 
t very,’ by a: Me. E: Channing, of Boston.” He had never 
‘read any paper that filled -his hind with a deeper sor- 
“row, - M Aa EATE. Pa 7 
a «leis iw. Phis book, said Mr. L., has im- 
£ paired in iny breast the strong hope founded on the belief 
‘deduced from: conversations with intelligent gentlemen 
«front non-slaveholding States, that that inteligence and 
í good sense would be exerted to’ suppress this cause of mis- 
¢ chief and agitation: throughout the Union.” 


— i 


* These sentiments may not accord with those of Mr. 
Lren, who once stated ina speech, if my recollection is 
correct, (as I have not the speech before me,) that those 
classes who were compelled to obtain a livelihood by labor, 
occupied a position similar to that of the slave population $ 
that they had not, and could not have, sufficient intelligence 
to be safely intrusted with the elective franchise, or any 
participation-in the concerng of Governinent. 
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that of the free 3 Slavery is 
regretted as a social and poliucal evil, in relation 
to ns mtluence on society. ; . 
2. ‘Tie second form of this question is slavery 
in this Distnet. “Phe prevaring opinion is, that 
Congress have constitutional power to legislate in 
relation to slavery in this District. This opinion 
is not generaily the result of examination, as the 
question has not been discussed. ft has never 
been found necessary to discuss it, because very 
few have ever supposed that it would be proper 
or right for Congress toact on this subject, whilst 
slavery exists in the surrounding States. What 
l have stated to be the common opinion, I must 
add is my own opimon; but I do not intend to go 
into a discussion of this consutational question. 
J will only say that the ingenious and able argu- 
ment of the honorable gentleman from Virginia 
du carry convicuon to my mind. That argument 
was based on two assumptions, neither of which 
l think is true. The first is, that the power of 
Congress is derived trom the cessions of the States 
of Virginia and Maryland, and is coextensive 
with the power possessed by thase States. This, 
I apprehend, is incorrect. The cessions conferred 
no power on Congress; they were nothing more 
than a relinquishment of the jurisdictions of those 
States; but such relinquishment did not transfer 
to, and invest in Congress the precise measure of 
power which they possessed, nor, indeed, any 
wer at all. If any State was to cede to the 
Jnited States a part of its territory, would such 
cession vest in Congress the same jurisdiction 
and power over it previously possessed by the 
State? It is evident it would not. The power 
of Congress is not derived from the cession, but 
from the Constitution. A State can confer no 
power on Congress. The other assumption re- 
rds slaves in the light of property only. This, 
F arped. is incorrect; because their owners 
have not an absolute, unqualified, indefeasible 
right of property; they have only an interest in 
their services. They are also regarded by the 
laws of all the States as human beings; so that 
there is something on which laws can operate, 
besides the right of property. Ido not like the 
language which speaks of slaves only as prop- 
erty; it sounds harsh to my ears. I much prefer 
the language of the Constitution, which speaks 
of them as persons held to labor. I admit that, 
so far as regards the existing rights of property 
in slaves, ıt cannot be destroyed by legislation; 
and [ can go no further. 

But I leave this question; I do not deem it of 
as much importance as many seem to regard it. 
There are other, and, to my mind, equally insu- 
perable objections, to the abolition ot slavery in 
thie District, whilst it exists in the neighboring 
States. Are there no general principies which 
ought to control the action of Congress, except 
those of a constitutional nature? [ think there 
are principt:s of higher authority and higher ob- 
ligation: the great principles of justice and moral 
right. These principles existed before the Con- 
stitution, and wiil survive it, unless that shall en- 
dure forever. For Congress to abolish slavery 
in this District, against the will of the inhabitants, 
and whilst it exists in the adjoining States, | 
should regard as a palpable abuse of power, more 
censurable than a violation of the Constitution in 
a case not entirely free from doubt. This would 
be an abuse of power, involving a disregard of. ji 
the great principles of justice and moral right. ii 
Such, I believe, are the prevailing sentiments of | 
my constituents, who, for that reason, do not! 
trouble themselves about the constitutional pow- | 
ers of Congress over slavery in this District. ii 

I proceed now to speak of the third form in 
which the question of siavery presents itself— 
that of ebolitionism. This consists of two kinds: 
abolitionism of the old school, and abolitionism 
of the new school. The former amounts to 
nothing more than a rational wish and desire for Ț 

‘the emancipation of all persons held in bondage, | 
and a disposition to advance that object by the dif- | 
fusion of knowledge and the progress of society. i 
Of this kind of Abolitionists were Franklin and | 
Jefferson; and there are many such at the North, | 
and I presume at the South; and was it not far || 
the difference in the two races—a difference i| 


j ‘of freedom, whose efforts, under the mask of 


l} existing in nature, which seems to interpose an | 


insuperable barrier to that object—I should hope ii 
that the whole free population of the Union: 
would be Aboliuonists in this sense. 

Very ditlerenttrom these are the Abolitionists 
of the new school. What are their principles? 
l judge of them from their own publications, 
which Lhaveexamined. They propose an inme- 
diate abolition of slavery, and against the will of 
those interested in it. They, therefore, propose 
to abolish slavery by violence. And thia they 
design toetfect in communities where they do not 
reside, and have no interests or sympathies with 
the inhabitants, Whatever may be their inten- 
tions, ne rational person can doubt that their 
scheme has a tendency to insurrection, massacre, 
and a servile war. 

They regard slavery as a theological question. 
They say it is a sin and a moral evil in the sight 
of God and man, and ought to be eradicated from 
the earth; and that it cannot be wrong to remove 
an evil. They aver that they have nothing todo 
with the consequences. 

Can men be sane who avow principles like 
these, who are pursuing an object having the 
most important bearing on the vital interests of 
society, which exposes it to all the horrors of 
insurrection, massacre, and servile war, and yet 
declare that they have nothing to do with the 
consequences of their own acts? To call such 
men fanatics is too mild a term. I have no con- 
cern with their motives, but like all other moral 
agents, they must be held responsible for the 
‘natural and obvious consequences of their own 
acts. This principle, true in morals, is not less 
so in politics. Is it to be wondered at that a 
scheme, based on a total recklessness of conse- 
quences, should have excited the almost universal 
indignation of an intelligent and moral people? 
Does any one suppose that this scheme of Abo- 
litionism has, or can, under any circumstances, 
prevail to any extent among the people in any 
of the free States? It is impossible. hatithas 
been discountenanced and reprobated by the peo- 
ple of the State I in part represent, I shall endeavor 
to show. 

But there is reason to believe that there is one 
part of this scheme of abolitionism which has 
been kept more out of sight—that is, amalgama- 
tion. Their first movements appear to have been 
directed to this object, and were made in Connec- 
ticut. In 1332 some of these men, residing in 
another State, established a school in one of our 
towns for the education, in the higher branches, 
of colored females. It occasioned great excite- 
mentin the town, and some inthe State. In 1833 
a law was enacted by the Legislature making it 
unlawful to set up any school in the State for the 
education of persons of color without the consent 
of the selectmen of the town. In violation of this 
law, the school was continued, and a prosecution 
was commenced against the instructress, which 
was resisted on the ground that the law was a 
violation of the Constitution of the United States, 
and the question was never brought to a final de- 
cision; but such wae the honest indignation of 
the inhabitants of the town and vicinity, that the 
school was finally broken up. 

The proceedings of the Abolition Society, in 
the city of New York, called forth an immediate 
and strong expression of indignant feeling in 
Connecticut, which was nearly universal. 

The first public meeting was called in New 


Haven. It was large, and comprised the most 
distinguished and influential citizens of all par- 
ties. The Governor of the State presided. The 


resolutions adopted are strong and decided, and 
reprobate the principles and proceedings of the 
Abolitionists in the strongest terms. I will read 
some of the resolutions, sufficient to show the 
views and sentiments of the meeting: 

“ Resolved, That we have witnessed, with min- 
‘ gled feelings of alarm and reprobation, the reck- 
‘ less course of some professed friends of the cause 


‘ philanthropy, have infused gall and bitterness 
* into our social system. 

‘* Resolved, In the language of a report of a 
‘committee of the whole House of Representa- 
‘tives, made in the second gession of the first 


ay 


‘t Congress which assembled under this Constitu- 
‘tion, and by that body ordered to be recorded 
tin its Journal, ‘ that Congress have no author ity to 
‘interfere in the emancipation of slaves, or the treat- 
‘ment of them in any of the States; it remaining 
* with the several States alone to provide any reg- 
‘ulations thereiu which humanity and true policy 
‘may require,’ 

t Resolved, That no man or combination of men, 
‘in one State, has the right to interfere with the 
‘constitutional rights, or to violate the criminal 
‘laws of any other State in the Union, either by 
‘sending publications leading to insurrection in 
‘such States orin any other manner; and that 
‘we hold it to be the duty of good citizens, by 
‘all lawful measures in their power, promptly to 
‘ arrest such proceedings. 

“t Resolved, ‘hat the concurrent testimony of 
‘all parties in the southern States, as well as that 
‘of the ministers of the Gospel of all denomina- 
‘tions among them, whose proceedings have been 
‘ published, cannot fail to convince every reflect- 
‘ing man that the late proceedings of what are 
‘called the abolition and anti-slavery socicties, 
‘have a direct tendency to excite insurrection and 
‘dissolve the Union. 

‘© Resolved, That as the mail of the United 
‘ States was intended for common good, and is 
‘supported from the common Treasury of the 
¢ Union, any citizens who make use of ıt as the 
‘means of distributing publications hostile to the 
t public tranquillity, and under the presumption 
‘of secrecy and security, transmit thereby, pri- 
‘ vately, incendiary documents that they would not 
‘dare to follow to their destination, are deserving of 
‘the reprobation of all good and patriotic men. 

“ Resolved, That in responding to our fellow- 
t citizens of Carolina, we are not insensible to the 
‘ devoted zeal which she exhibited in the achieve- 
‘t ment of our national independence, and that the 
‘land of the Pinckneys, of Laurens, of Moultrie, 
‘of Marion, of Sumpter, and a host of other gal- 
‘lant men who periled, with our fathers, ‘ their 
‘lives, their fortunes, and their sacred honor,’ in 
‘a common cause, deserve, as a right, not as a 
‘ favor, the protecting influence and support of 
‘every northern patriot.” 

A public meeting of the citizens of Hartford 
was soon after called. For reasons not necessary 
to mention here, it was not so generally attended 
as the meeting at New Haven; but the resolutions 
adopted did not the less speak the true senti- 
ments of our citizens. l had the honor to be the 
organ of the committee which reported the res- 
olutions that were adopted. There is one which 
expressly touches on the question of slavery 
in this District, to which I would particularly 
call attention. I will read some of the resolu- 
tions: 

“ Resolved, That the States, in confederating, 
‘ retained all their rights as independent sovereign- 
‘ties, except such as were expressly delegated to 
‘the Union, and among the rights reserved were 
‘ those relating to all matters of a local and social 
nature, to private property and the security and 
relations of persons, including those of master 
aud slave—for at that period slavery existed in 
nearly all the States, and was sanctioned by 
their laws, ë 

** Resolved, That in view of these obvious prin- 
ciples, it is a violation of the spirit of the Con- 
stitution for citizens of one State to enter into 
combinations (to give more energy to their 
efforts) for the avowed object of effecting a 
change in the institutions, laws, or social rela- 
tions of the people of other States, who, as 
regards all such matters, are ag entirely inde- 
eae communities as they would have been 

ad they not entered into the Confederacy. | 

“ Resolved, That the conduct of the Abolitionist 
societies, in publishing and distributing in the 
slaveholding States, in violation of their laws, 
newspapers and pamphlets, the natural and 
obvious tendency of which is to excite insubor- 
dination and insurrection among the slaves, and 
expose the country to all the horrors of a servile 
war, is highly censurable, and cannot fail of 
mecting the reprobation of every friend of his 
country. Such proceedings being a violation of 
‘ the spirit of the constitutional compact, are not 


a a ad 
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‘more hostile to the 
‘immediately affeeted by them than dangerous 
‘ to the general harmony and the preservation of- 
‘the Union. P ene ee, 

*¢ Resolved, That it is the duty of all good citi- 
t zens who love liberty and venerate our happy 
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know little of our population. Their tendency 
hasbeen directly thecontrary. They have aroused 
attention, and excited a spirit of inquiry, which, 
have produced, not only a reprohation of the vio- 
lent measures of the 
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of those States. mare || the South?. Far from it. Those who.believe this, || desolation—the stoutest. hearts uailed beforerit. 


y+! a SERA 


pa 


It was like the pestilence that walketh in darknegg 
and wasteth at noon-day.. The ordinary barriera 
of law, Constitution, and even the sacred insti- 
tution of the Sabbath, seemed to yield before its 


‘AboliGenists, bat a decided || desolating sway, which, in the opinion of some, 


t institutions, to discountenance all interference, || and settled conviction that it is morally wrong | brought us to the very verge of a revolution. 


‘ by the citizens of any State, in the local inter- 
* esta and concerns of other States; that such ins 
< terference in the relations of, master and slave, 
“and the interests connected therewith, is in an 
“eminent degree reprehensible and dangerous. 
s That we will use all legal and proper means not . 
‘incompatible with our rights, and those great | 
‘ principles of liberty, freedom of speech and the — 
t press, to repress and prevent any such interfer- | 
“ence, so unwarrantable in principle, and so dan- f 
s gerous in its consequences, Tars 

“ Resolved, That we can see no good, but much 
s evil, from agitating the question in any form, in `: 


‘the States not immediately interested, and that | 


‘we should deprecate any action or proceeding 
‘ by Congress regarding slavery ia the District of 
t Columbia; and therefore disapprove of the pe- 
‘titien which we understand is in circulation |: 
“among the people of this State, to be. presented || 
€ to the next Congress, praying for the abolition 
+ of slavery in the District of Columbia. 

«t Resolved, That we regard the subject of ala- 
‘ very in the United States as solely a civil and 
s political question, and therefore cannot see the 
‘ propriety of its being taken up by religious com- || 
¢ munities, and treated as a moral ora theological || 


~ far the people of. one State to interfere, in any. | 


Whether anything was heard or known of this 


manner, in the local concerns of others, and espe- || panic here, I cannot sey; as I had not the honor 


cially in the delicate question of domestic slavery 
—that such interference has.a direct tendency to 
destroy the confidence which should exist bee 
tween the different sections of the Confederacy, 
and thus to jeopardize the Union, which ¢an be 
sustained only by public opinion. . 
- That auch has been the influence of the rash 
roceedings of these fanatics, in the State whence 


of a seat in the Senate. All that I know is, that 
| the mails, during the whole session, groaned 
| under the weight of panic speeches, all calculated 
i to convince the people that they really were diş- 
i tressed, whether they were sensible of it or not; 


: and to persuade them that the only way to remove 


-came, I am fully-asgured.,- Previous to these , 


events, there were some A bolitioniats. among us. 
I know of some who are Abalitignists. po longer, 
orat least, deem. it. prudent to keep their qpinions 
to themselves. oars aa i 


Sir, L can state a fact that showa. the force of 


publie epinion developed by the measures of the |; 


fanatica: A short time previous to :their pro- 
ceedings becoming known, petitions were sent 
into’ different perts of the State, te be circulated 
for signatures, and intended to be, presented ta 
cose praying for the abolition of slavery in 
this District. These were generally sent to clergy- 
men—from my situation, in connection with 1 
mails, E waa enabled to ascertain these facts. But, 
sir, not one of these numerous petitions has been 


t question; and for the same reason haye viewed | sent here; there is nota single petition from Con- 
t with regret and decided diaapprobation, the -in- | necticut on the subject of slavery in this District. 
‘ terference of some of the clergy, and especially Sir, pub!ic opinion must be respected; the indig- 


$ those of a foreign country, in a matter iavolying 
‘ such momentous political. principles, and such ;' 
s important social rights,” trea O i peti 

Other public meetings: were held in different | 
towns in the State, at which similar sentiments |, 
were expressed. But it is unnecessary to refer | 
to them. The sentiments expressed by the citi- | 
zens.in the two largest towna in the State were | 
responded to by the great body of our citizens, | 
with a unanimity seldom if ever witnessed, -The 
public presses of all descriptions proclaimed the 
same opinioas. I know of. but one Abolition | 
meeting in the State, and that oceurred. since | 
left home. It was, Í understand, disturbed and | 
broken up by violence. These proceedings led | 
to a call of a general meeting of the citizens of the | 
town, which passed sundry resolutions, ef which | 
I will read two, that may serve to-show their senti- 
ments: Me ate BEN A ue 

66 Resolved, That.as-by the Conatitution of the | 
‘United States, domestic slavery is left entirely | 
‘and exclusively ander the control of the indi- 
$ vidual States where the same exists; any intep- 
£ ference of the other States or the citizens thereof, | 
‘with a view of dictating to the slaveholding | 
‘t States, on this difficult and delicate subject; aad | 
* particularly by insisting on an immediate aboli- | 
‘tion of domestic slavery, is ayiolation of the 
‘$ spirit of that Constituyon.. . ae leat es 

t Re@lved, That this meeting, while it-depre- | 
t cates and will discounternance all. tumultuous and 
‘disorderly proceedings an the great question of 
‘slavery which now agitates the public mind,can- 
‘ not but deem. anti-slavery associatians, formed 
‘ for the purpose of disseminating, either by them- 
‘ selves or their special agents, the paces of 
‘t immediate. abolition of domestic slavery in all 
the States of the Union whexe.it exists, highly 
‘ inexpedignt, and injuriops -to the.slaves them- 
‘ selves; and this meeting cannot also but cansider 
‘the circulation of pamphlets and other publica- 
* tions in the slaveholding States and elsewhere, 
‘denouncing all those holding slaves under the 
‘sanction of the laws of those States as ‘ man- 
‘ stealers,’ and representing, either in words or 
‘ by pictures, all alaveholders indiscriminately as 
‘ guilty of cruel and barbarous treatment of their 
‘ slaves, to be. highly reprehensible, calculated not 
‘merely to disturb the harmony. of the States, 
‘ but to promote a servile war, and to destroy the 
t Union itseif.’’ A Ba ees, 

Is it supposed that the reckless principles, and 
violent measures of modern Abolitionists, are cal- 
culated to build up a bedy-of public sentiment at 
the North, unfriendly, injurious, and hostile to 


nant voice af the people, aroused by the conduct 
of the Abolitionists, put a stop to this movement. 
Does thia look like building up.a body of public 
sentiment, favorable. tothe cause of Abolition: 
fom? Bas eter, 

» And. here permit me to: correct an error which 
the’ gentleman from South Carqlina and others 


seem. to haye fallen into. They. speak of the | 


tracts and publications, issuing from the Abolition 
mint, as being extensively circulated and read by 
the people of the North, .This.ia an entire miş- 
take. Ida net believe that one person ina hun- 
dred has.ever seen ane of these publications; no 
one desires to read them; and there is not, so far 
as l have been able to discover, even a curiosity. 
toseethem. Ihave no doubt that a large portion 
of those sent through the mails. are not taken out 
of the post.offices. This I. know was the fact at 
the office of which I had the charge: even persons, 
supposed to. be Abolitionists, declined to receive 
them. Were I to seek fer these publications, or 


| sopious extracts from them, I would look into the 


columns of the. newspapers I have referred to; 
and I might also, find them, or parts of them, by 
looking into the speeches.ef members of Con- 
gress who profess to be most alarmed. at their 
cireulation. - : 


- This Abelitionipm of the new school is an 


| excitement, and. like all ather excitementa, it ;will 


soon pass away ,unles keptalive by persecution, 
or.some other: unjustifiable and unwise measures 
of registance to it, and not leave-a trace behind. 
This, sir, is an age of excitements; almost every 
year is characterized by some excitement,. A few 
years since, we had in my section of the Union 
an excitement in relation to the. mails being con- 
veyed on the-Sabbath; numerous petitions were 
sent to Congress to. interpose and cheek. : thig 
national sin, as it was-eailed, This was followed 
by- the Indian excitement, and : petitions wese 
again; circulated and sent to Congreas inbehalf of 
the poer Indians. .These petitions, in- beth of 
these cases, were also sizned:.by females; and I 
will.state one. fact-conceraing them.. ‘These citr 
culated in. Connecticut, in behalf of. the Indians, 
were printed at Andover, Massachysetts; and the 
petitions in:relation to slavery in. this District, to 
which I have referred, it ig altogether probable 
come from the Abolition mint in New York. `- 

What has become of the Indian excitement? 
It would be difficult now te find a man who would 
admit that he had any agency init. In 1834 we 
were visited with an excitement which surpassed 
all others; it was commonly. called the panic 
excitement. For a time it threatened universal 


the evil.was to increase its seyerity, as quacks in- 
form their patients that the only sure means. of-a 
cure are to.aggravate the disease. This excite- 
; ment, terrible as it was, soon passed away; 
i far be it from me to wish to revive it.. Peace to 
| its ashes!~-may. they long repose undisturbed, 


|| unless scattered by the winds of heaven aver the 


|! vast‘ solitudes” of the West, whether-lakes or 


prairies! . 
| Such ” six, 


l ix, will be. the issue of the Abolition 
excitement of 1835. It will not- be in the power 
of Sgitators and evil, disposed persons, either at 
the Narth or the South, ta keep it alive for any 
length of time; much less will it have the effect 
of producing settled convictions and opinions ip 
one section of the Union hostile to. another. , 
Sir, was this to be apprehended, I will admit it 
would bean evil of the most alarming character, 
This has once been tried at the North, under cir- 
| cumstances more favorable for success than will 
probably ever again occur. Sir, when disaffection 
—I will not say, to the Union, although that has 
been charged by others—when disaffection to the 
Administration and the principles of it prevailed 
| extensively at.the North, and had.sunk deep into 
| the hearts of the. people, the leaders of a great 
i party attempted to build up and consolidate their 
power b ee unworthy. prejudices against 
the people of the South. The slave population, 
and the fact of its forming in part the basjs.of 
Federal representation, was the principal ground 
on which the structure of sectional prejudices. was 
attempted to be erected. This scheme.was com- 
menced early. l think it was in the year 1796 
that a series of essays, written with unusual 
ability, were published in a newspaper in Con- 
necticut, standing high in the confidence’ of ate 
dominant party, agitating the slave question, an 
designed and calculated to excite prejudices on 
that subject. s pe y 
This first effort was followed up from time tọ 
time, and epoca at periods when the disaffec- 
tion to the Government here was most extensive 
.and violent, as during the embargo restrictive 
measures and the war of 1812. These measures 
the people were. told, and, calculations made to 
prove the statement, were carried through and 
sustained by a representation in Congress. based 
| -en.the slave population. : These.unworthy efforts 
i to infuse into the minds of the people prejudices 
against the South, were-not confined to the com- 
plaint on account of slave representation, but in 
many instances extended to the institutions in the 
slave States, and the condition of the slave popus 
Jation.. The first essays to which I have alluded 
declared that. the slaves of.the South were ag 
-much the property, absolute and, jndefeasible, of 
their masters,..as in Connecticut, cattle wore. of 
theirownera. ‘They.were declarnd.te bethe cattle 
of the South, and it was said they were treated 
no better than brutes. This scheme of sustaining 
party domination, by sectional prejudice, was 
rsevered.in for a series of years, and until Be~ 
cember, 1814, when it was-finally: abandoned and 
received its quietus by. what has been called by a 
-distinguished gentleman now in the other end of 
this Capitól, a “ catastrophe.’ Among the com- 
plaints published to the world by those connected 
-with this “catastrophe,” were’ those of slavery 
and the Federal principle of representation ag 
regards the slave population.* i ay See 
ee eS 


` * ¢ A most elaborate set of papers was then published in 


¢ the city of Hartford, in Connecticut, the joint productiop 
‘¢ of an association of men of the first talents and influence 
¢ in the State. They appeared in the Connecticut Courant, 
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But this great experiment, sustained by a pow- | “ that error of opinion can never be dangerous, 
erful combination of talent and immense wealth, || as long as reason is left free to combat it.” 
and favored by strong party feelings, did not suc- | Al attempts to correct errors, on the subject 
ceed. These great and persevering efforts, aided `: of abolitionism by legislation, would be like the 
as they were by the circumstances of the times ` attempts of a former age to put down heresy by | 
and deep party animosities, failed in building up ; penal laws. I do not speak of acts, but of opin- 


a body of public opinion at the North unfriendly, ions. The right of discussion, or the entire free- 


hostile, and injurious to the interests and char- 
acter of the southern States. The feelings and 
prejudices which were engendered were evanes- 
cent, and passed away with the exciting causes 
which produced them. The good sense and 
honest purposes of the people defeated this polit- | 
ical scheme, and proved the safeguard of the | 
Union, as they will at the present time. 

Sir, if the Democracy and the people of the ' 
North have been found capable of withstanding 
such combined efforts as these, is it to be sup- 
posed that they will be seduced from their fidelity | 
to the Union, and the duty which they owe to | 
their fellow-citizens in other States, by the vision- 
aryand reckless schemes of modern Abolitionists? 
No, sir! public opinion among the great body of 
the inhabitants at the North is sound; it was 
never sounder. I think I may say that those I 
in part represent are an intelligent people, and 
sure I am that they are a calculating and prac- 
tical people, who will engage in no scheme or 
measure, however plausible or correct in theory, 
without looking to its consequences and practical! 
results. They know their rights, springing from 
their Federal relations, and are not less sensible 
of their duties both to the Union and the people 
of the other States. 

But it seems to be thought by some that the 
slave States ought to have some better safeguard 
against the designs and schemes of the Abolition- 
ists than public opinion. What better can they 
have, so far as respects the non-slaveholding 
States? Is it supposed that laws would be more 
efficacious? Sir, public opinion is the element of 
all power in this country: it is stronger than all 
laws; and without which, laws are as the spider’s 
web. Sir, I asserta principle, which is confirmed 
hy the history of the world. It is this: that evils 
existing in popular opinion, can only be corrected | 
ty popular opinion. ‘This is the rightful and ` 
proper remedy. This noble sentiment was beau- 
fifully expressed by Mr. Jefferson, when he said, 


§ published by Hudson and Goodwin, two eminent printers 
s of, I believe, considerable revolutionary standing. 
t These essays, under the signature of Pelham, were ; 
‘t republished in Philadelphia, in a paper called the New | 
t World, edited by Mr. S. H. Smith. For eighteen years, | 
‘tthe most unceasing endeavors have been used to poison 
“‘ the minds of the people of the eastern States towards, and 
‘to alienate them from, their fellow-citizens of the south- | 
Sern. The people of the latter have been portrayed as 
t demons incarnate, and destitute ofall the good qualities 
t which dignify or adorn human nature. Nothing can ex- 
f ceed the violence of these caricatures, some of which | 


£ would have suited the ferocious inhabitants of New Zea- |: 


t land rather than a civilized or polished nation.”»—Olice | 
Brarich, 1815. 


Extract from Pelham’s Essays. 


tí Negroes are, in all respects, except in regard tolife and 
€ deat, the cattle of the citizens of the southern States. If 
t they were good for food, the probability is that even the 
* power of destroying their lives would be enjoyed by their 
5 owners as fully as it is over the lives of their cattle. It can- 
‘not be that their lawa prohibit the owners from killing 
£ their slaves because those slaves are human beings, or be- 
© cause it is a moral evil to destroy them. If that were the 
© ease, how can they justify their being treated in ali other 
* respects like brutes, for it is in this point of view alone 
£ that negroes in the southern States are considered in fact 
6 as different from cattle. They are bought and sold—they 
.©are fed or kept hungry—they are clothed or reduced to 
< nakedness — they are beaten, turned out to the fury of 
f the elements, and torn from their dearest connections, 
‘with as little remorse ag if they were beast of the 
í field.” 

* The northern States can subsist as a nation, a Republic, 
€ without any connection with the southern. It cannot be 
€ contested, that if the southern States were possessed of the 
€ same political ideas, a union would still be more desirable 
€ than a separation. But when it becomes a serious ques- 
€ tion, whether we shall give up our Government or part | 
€ with the States south of the Potomac, no man north of that 
€ river, whose heart is not thoroughly Democratic, can hesi- 
‘* tate what decision to make.” 


dom of the press and of speech, as applicable to 
the subject of slavery, as it exists in this country, 
must not be invaded or curtailed, to obviate any 
temporary evil, or to meet any particular emer- 
gency. This, sir, the people I in part represent 
will never submit to. Vigilant and jealous of 
their rights, they hold these privileges as too 
sacred, to suffer them to be impaired in the slight- 
est degree, as a means of correcting any tempo- ; 
rary disorder. The entire freedom of discussion 
on this gubiect, is, ł verily believe, the only 
effectual means by which abolitionism can be 
checked and put down. Sir, truth and reason 
are the detara aaitawe nists of error and delusion. 
If there are periods of excitement when their effi- 
cacy is impaired, they must be short, and the 
time soon comes when the voice of reason and 


the force of truth will sink deep into the heart of | 


man. . 

Sir, L will make one more observation. The 
organization of a geographical party in any sec- 
tion of the Confederacy, based on the supposed 
peculiarity of local rights and interests, or on 
sectional prejudices and animosities against the 
pore of another section of the Union, must ever 
e regarded as an evil of the most alarming char- 
acter. The sagacious mind of that great and 
good man who, whether in the field or in council, 
was first among Americans, foresaw this danger, 
and in his last solemn testament warned his coun- 
trymen against'it. He told us that artful and 
designing men would attempt to organize local 
parties, and acquire popularity and power by 
misrepresenting the feelings and sentiments of 
, the people of one section of the Union towards 
those of another. 


or little, which attends them. _ 
Sir, if there are at this time, either at the North 


or the South, any factious and restive spirits, men | 


who are not above that last infirmity of noble 
minds, ambition, who have been disappointed in 
, their attempts at acquiring power in the Union, 
' or who are not satisfied with their prospects—if 
` there are any such who are now seeking to organ- 


‘| ize a sectional party by agitating the question of 


` Abolitionism, let me conjure them, as they value 
' their own reputations, as they regard the sacred 
union of these States, as they cherish the peace 
and happiness of their fellow-citizens, to pause 
i before they proceed in a career which, if it fail, 


'' will cover them with disgrace; if it succeed, will | 


overwhelm their country with calamities, and 


| the authors of them ! 


‘ject. fÍ have candidly, impartially, and fearlessly 
: declared what I believe to be the prevailing senti- 
| ments of the great body of the people, of all par- 
| ties, in at least one of the States of this Union. 
If what I have said shall have any effect, how- 
ever small, to quiet the excitement, to allay un- 


quarter where danger is most apprehended, I shall 
be amply compensated for my labor. 


i the number of Abolitionists there may be in Con- 


| One person in ten, twenty, or one in a hundred, 
| Or one in a thousand of the population. I can, | 
however, say, sir, that I do not know of a single | 
_ individual who avows himself an Abolitionist of | 
| the new school, and approves of the violent meas- : 


This is the true secret of all 
` such operations, and of the success, be it much |; 


confer on them the unenviable reputation of being ' 


I have done, sir, with this branch of the sub- ` 


founded alarms, or to inspire confidence in that |: 


I have not stated, nor given, any opinion as to | 


necticut, nor will I say whether I think there is |! 


= ——— 
I will briefly state my objections to the motion. 
I am opposed to it for two reasons: the first is, 
that I consider it wrongin principle, and a viola- 
tion of the spirit of the Constitution; the second 
is, I believe it inexpedient, and caiculated to aid 
the cause of Abolitionism. Sir, I have heard 
with surprise the very low estimate which some 
_ gentlemen seem disposed to put on the constitu- 
tional right of the people to petition Congress for 
the redress of grievances. Some Senators appear 
to limit and contract this privilege to the smallest 
` possible point; to regard it as nothing more than 
a private right, or the privilege secured to indi- 
viduals of applying to Congress for the redress 
of some private injury, as the payment of a just 
debt, or the obtaining compensation for private 
property, taken or destroyed under the authority 
of the Government of the United States. Asa 
nation cannot be sued, the right of petitioning in 
this limited sense must exist in all countries, 
whatever may be the form of government, and 
however despotic. [I have a very different view 
of this question, and regard the right of petition- 
ing as an important political right, and one which 
should be held sacred. This, like many other of 
our political principles, was derived from that 
i country from whence our ancestors came; itis 
an English principle, and has been ingrafted into 
our institutions, as have many other principles 
of liberty which owe their origin to that country. 
' The right of petitioning was at an early period 
asserted by the people of England, and at different 
epochs has been recognized and established as a 
fundamental principle of liberty; and the ideas of 
our ancestors in regard to it were derived from 
this source. 

I do not consider the right of petitioning as de- 
pending entirely on the first article of the amend- 
ments to the Constitution. I believe it exists 
independent of that article, and is incorporated 

' into the texture of the Government. It springs 
from the form and principles of our institutions. 
Sir, this is a popular Government; the sovereign 
power resides in the people; and the depositories 
of it were established by them, and rest on no 
other foundation than their will. Public func- 
tionaries of every description are the agents of 
the people, authorized to perform certain duties 
for their benefit. Does it not result from the very 
nature of a Government so entirely popular as 
this, that the people have a right to psent their 
complaints or desires to Congress in relation to 
every subject ? 
Within'some years past, as well as at former 
}| periods, we have heard much concerning the 
|| doctrine of instruction; and if that principle is a 
j sound one, and can be sustained as incidental to 
our popular institutions, surely the right of peti- 
tioning cannot be questioned. The people, who 
appoint public agents, must possess the right to 
lay their complaints and wishes before them. I 
i think, however, this great privilege is sufficiently 
secured by the first article of the amendments of 
, the Constitution. This guaranties the right of 
, the people to assemble and petition Congress for 
redress of grievances. 
; It has been contended that this provision goes 
|| no further than to secure the privilege of petition- 
i| ing for redress of personal grievances; and when 
it does not appear that petitioners complain of 
grievances to themselves, they have no right to 
come before Congress. This would be a very 
illiberal and unreasonable construction of this 
article in the Constitution. Ft would be limiting 
it to cases of private redress only. It ought to 
‘| receive a liberal and reasonable construction, 
favorable to liberty and the rights of the people. 
The intention, no doubt, was to secure an im- 
portant political right: it is embraced in the same 
article which guaranties the liberty of speech and 


iures of the active agents of that cause. There | 


, confident their number must be small. 
f 
j few remarks on the particular question before the 
' Senate; and as I have been anticipated on this 
|point in some measure by the gentleman from | 
New York, [Mr. Tarumapce,] whose observa- 


tions have been go full and satisfactory, I shall | 


say less on this question than I might otherwise ` 
| have done. 


may, however, be more than I suppose, but I am | 


Sir, 1t now only remains for me to submit a | 


| 


, the press, and the free exercise of religion. Itis 
also said that this amendment only provides that 
Congress shall make no law prohibiting the right 
of the people to assemble and petition; and that 
l it does not prevent either House from refusing 
to receive a petition. This is a technical con- 
struction, The true import of the language 18, 
that Congress shall do no act to take away or 
limit the right of petitioning. Whether Congress 
obstruct this right, by law or in any other way, 
the consequence is the same. It was remarked 
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by the gentleman from Louisiana that the people || the strong current which is setting against their 
had a right to petition, and we had a right to || proceedings. I should be sorry to see, either here 
refuse to receive their petitions. ‘Fhis is setting i| or elsewhere, any course pursued towards these | 
one right in opposition to another. If held that || misguided and mistaken men calculated to keep | 
Senator’s note for one thousand dollars, this |! up an excitement which the peace and best inter- '; 
would give me the right to demand of him that ests of the country require should be ‘allayed. | 
Bum of money; but if he possessed the right to Nothing but injustice or injudicious measures in ` 
refuse to pay it, my right would be of very little opposition to their proceedings, can prevent a 
value. . OARS l speedy extinction of the spirit of abolitionism 
Rights and duties are reciprocal; if the people among an intelligent people, who, jealous of their 
have a right to petition Congress, itis our dutyto ownrights, will be careful not to invade the rights | 
receive them. I cannot consent to limit or re- of others—a people with whom truth and reason 
strain this right in any degree whatever: I'would | bear acontrolling sway; and public opinion is the | 
receive a petition, let the subject or prayer of it ` supreme law, from which there is no appeal. Sir, | 
be what it might, even if it was to abolish this T have done; my principal object was to state 
Government. The people have a right to present , freely and fully what I believed to be public sen- 


_ . 


relation | 


->o ‘Abolition Petitions Mr, Vanderpoel> => 


: attended the introduction of evry 
t 


their wishes here, and I would receive them, let | timent on this subject, in its various aspects and 
them be ever so extravagant or absurd. Areany ` bearings, in at least one of the northern: States, 
evils to be apprehended from this? Ifthe object where early and persevering efforts have been 
of a petition is unconstitutional or absurd, wé made to introduce the principles and spitit of 
need not be afraid of it; and can dispose of such modern Abolitionism, but I am happy to say with 
a petition with very little trouble. Icannot voté very little success. - ns Peter ; 
against receiving a petition for any other reason | : - i 

than its containing language insulting- towards thè |; -o0 e ti : Aei st 
Senate, or some member of it; and such a petition `- ~e: + ABOLATION PETITIONS. 

I would refuse to receive solely on the ground :! ite, tans Bray ; SS oa" 
that I should not regard it as bona fide a petition. || REMARKS OF HON. A. VANDERPOEL, 
2 should consider the petitioners as having made |, < - eee OF NEW CORK ‘ i 
use of the forms of petitioning Congress, when |. Ho: ANEW YORK, gai 
their real purpose was to offer an insult to thé | In rne Hovse or Represenrarives, °° 
Senate, or some member of it. Like other bodies, ' ‘ O: February 24, 1836 ` 

we must protect ourselves from contempt or in- , s aT Y A 200D K 
solence. NA ` On an Appeal from the Decision of the Speaker in 

The Senator from Vermont {Mr.Swirr] seems | ` to Abolition Petitions... > 

to consider that there is no difference between: a Mr. VANDERPOEL said that his mind had ` 
motion that a petition be not- received and a mo- not at first been altogether free from doubt or dif- |; 
tion to reject the prayer of it. l think the differ- | ficulty on this question; but his reflections had || 
ence is very great and material. The result, it | brought-him to the conclusion that the Speaker | 
is true, is the same in the latter ag in the former | was wrong; and he would now briefly submit the 
case. The object of the petitioners, in coming reasons that had brought him to such result. 
here, is not attained; neither is it, if the petition | -- On the 8th of February last, an honorable gen- 
‘is referred to a committee, or disposed of in-any . tleman from South Carolina, ir Firer] 
other way, unless Congress should. come to a for the very desirable and laudable purpose of |; 
conclusion favorable to the views and Wishes of || establishing some mode by which these agitating | 
the petitioners, In ordinary cases, it is true, it ' 

is usual and proper that there should be an in- | 

quiry, in some form, into the truth and merits of , 

a petition; but when, from the face of the’ peti- | 
‘tion, it is manifest that the prayer cannot’ be ' 

granted, there is no occasion for an investigation, 

and no sort of impropriety in a motion to reject | 

the prayer of the petition. It was, I presume, on | 

this view of the matter, that. the honorable Sen- 

ator from Pennsylvania [Mr. Bocnanan} made 

the motion to reject the prayer of the petition 

now before the Senate. e regarded it ‘as’ one | 

of those cases which did not require an examina- | 

tion into the merits of the petition, and therefore 

moved that the prayer be rejected. This motion 

is very different from that under consideration— | 

to refuse to receive the petition. In point of prin- | 

ciple the distinction is important; and. we should | 

be careful not to weaken or undermine. any of | 

‘the essential principles:sf liberty—ef which the | 

right of petitioning is one, and. associated with | 

those great political rights—the freedom of speech | 

‘and the press, and the free exercise of religion. 
_ But did not this motion involve any sacrifice of ; 


or spirit of the Constitution, Í could not vote for | 
it. .tisinexpedient, and calculated to keepalive 
rather than to repress the spirit of Abolitionism. | 
-To refuse to receive their petitions, is probably | 
the very course the Abolitionists would wis 
Congress to pursue. This would, at least, have 
the appearance of injustice, if not of persecution. 
“Will you shut your doors in the face of American | 
citizens who wish to present any subject, ‘no | 
matter what, before Congress? This willbe fur- 
nishing them with a pround of complaint; it will 
excite sympathy, and tend to form a collateral 
issue, intimately connected with Abolitioniem; it 
` would be putting a weapon inte their hands which 
they can use toadvantage. I would not give this 
class of persons any advantages by treating them | 
unjustly, or denying to them any rights to which 
they are entitled in common with any American 
citizen. Parin £ 

They are now in the wrong; public opinion is 
against them, and I would be careful to give them 
no advantages—to do no act calculated to check | 


principle, did it not conflict either with the letter | 
| 


abolition petitions could be disposed of, without | 


a most useles3—nay, a most exciting and mis- 


a-mdst overwhelming majority of this 


i rial to the consideration of the question now un- 
: der discussion, and is in the words following: 
- “ Resolved, That all the memorials: which have 


‘been offered, or may hereafter be pregented to 


* this House, praying forthe abolition of slavery 
tin the District-of Columbia, and:also the reso- 


“gima, [Mr. 
‘t paper or prdpositron that may be submitted in 
i $ relation to this subject, be referred to @ select 
“committee, with instructions to report adversely 
* to: the ‘prayer of the petitioner, and according 
$ to-ceftain requisitions contained in: the resolta- 
* tions.” StS Oe A aaa d E aaa) thy BoS4 

Subsequeatly to the adoption of these’ resolu- 
| tions, an honorable gentleman ‘from Massachu- 
setts [Mr. Bracs] presented - a petition forthe 
i abolition of slavery inthe District-of Columbia. 
‘The question which ‘had:so' often been agitated 
| was again made by an honorable gentleman from 
Virginia, [Mr.Wise,] whether this petition should 


ERETTE: 


|| be received, and was’ about tø be disdugsed at 


length, when it was urged by ai hénerable gen- 
;tleman from Ohio (Mt. Vrnron] ‘that ‘the: ques- 
| tion of feception could not now be contested -dr 
debated, because the House, by thé adoption’ of 
| the resolutions of the gentletnan from Soath: Cat- 
Olina, had established a‘ general uniform rule ds 
to the manner in which these petitions should be 
-disposed of. The Speaker decided that the ques- 
tion of reception was still -open to objection and 
debate, and from that decision an appeal:has been 
| taken, which is now the #ébject under consider- 
-ation.- -/ 5 Ei eats She SG Me hs f 

Mr. V. said that in order to determine the 
‘import, scopes and effect'of thd resolutions intro- 
duced by the honorable gentleman from South 
Carolina, it was pertinent to inquire what object, 
what purpose induced the presentation of those 


chievous debate, introduced a series of resolu- | 
tions, which, after some debate, were adopted by 

onse; | 
| the first of which is the only one which is mate- į 


$ lutions offered‘ by an honorable member from | 
* Maine, {Mr: Janvis,] with the amendment there- | 
‘to, proposed by an honorable member from Vir- | 
i 19£,} together with every other | 


} 


eile) Horor Rets: 


Ma 
Mats 


resolutions, and what circumstances attended 
their introduction into and passage through this 
House? It was well to inquire what was the old 
rule—what was the mischief; and then we could 
determine what sort of remedy was intended to 
be provided. Need he ask any gentleman what 
was the avowed object of the honorable: mover 


© of the resolutions in bringing them to our con- 


sideration? It was, as all would readily answer, 
to avoid those interminable, unprofitable, and 
most *‘ incendiary” debates which had previously 
one of these 
petitions. The public mind at the South was 
said to be in a high state of agitation; it was 
highly important that ‘it should be quieted, and 


_ all reflecting men could not but perceive that the 


constant and excited. discussions here, on. the 
introduction of these petitions, were calculated 


, to accomplish anything but to quiet the troubled 
| waters. They could: only serve to impress the 
| Abolitionists of the North with the idea that the 

' had become, or were becoming, wonderfully formi- 


dable; and increase the apprehensions which the 
slaveholders of the South so naturally cherished. 
The animated and ofttimes bitter discussions, 
provoked so constantly here by the offer of these 
titions, could only serve them to do mischief at 
oth ends, to stimulate the Abolitionist to greater 


| exertions, and increase the alarm of those upon 


whom their misehievous doings were designed so 
prejudicially and disastrously to operate. It was 


i highly important, then, that some movement 


should here’ be made, that some plan should here 


| be adopted by which. the mischievous conse- 


quences of constant discussion and agitation here 
might be avoided; and that very large and decided 
majority which voted for the resolutions of the 
gentleman from South Carolina hailed his propo- 
sition as the sure, the acceptable means by which 
the evils which we had so long encountered might 
be thereafter avoided. The source, too, from 
which they emanated (a gentleman from a slave- 
holding State) was well calculated to make the 
ey which he intended to work more com- 
ete. lat a 
p It is not assuming too much, sir, to suppose 
and affirm that all who voted for his resolutions 
did so under a conviction that this whole subject 
had received its quietus, at least, till after the re- 
port of this instructed committee should come in; 


‘but now, sir, if we sustain the decision of the 


Chair, and adopt the course contended for by the 
gentleman from Virginia, [Mr. Wisz,} then we 
will, indeed, have labored in vain to dispose, even 
Sor u season, of this troublesome subject. All the 
fond hopes of those who supported the resolu- 
-tions of the gentleman from South Carolina will 
be blasted, and. a conflict, unprofitable as it is 
-mischievous and painful, willagain be commenced 
-on this floor. -He-begged gentlemen to look to 
consequences before they voted upon this ques- 
ition re ci. o F ; KET E cee EN, 

Mr: Vi contended that the resolations'of the 


honorable gentleman from South Carolina, [Mr. 
| Pincener,;) now that: they were adopted, had all 


the’ force and efficacy of a ‘standing rale of this 


‘House; and: when we recarred to the manner in 


which they’ were introduced: hete; we would be 
more ready to admit that they hat all the essen- 
tial characteristics, and should, therefore, have 
all the force of, a, standing rule... Were they in- 
troduced in Tren at to, or, prone Py any 

articular petition? 0, e honorable gentle- 
man {rod South, Cokoliiia had offered ‘them: as 
independent propositions, not applying to any par- 
ticular isolated pétition or document, but as gen- 
eral rules ‘to dispose: rot only of the Abolition 
petitions that had-been presented, but to direct 
the disposition of those which might afterwards 
be- presented. It’ was competent fora majority 


‘of this House to establish a general rule, and then 
‘it could be rescinded, in reference to a’ particular 


case, only by a vote of two thirds of the House. 


‘If it was competent for the House to establish 


standing rules in relation to any subject of great 
interest to the nation, (which no gentleman would 


-deny,) then this was, toall intents and purposes, 


one of the standing rules of the House, which di- 


-tected that ‘all petitions which might thereafter 


* be presented, should be referred toa select com- 
* mittee, with instructions to make such a report 
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Heirs of James Letham—Mr. Reynolds, of Illinois. 


Ho. or Reps. 


future influx of these 
s Hall.” 

in the face of this 
object to 


' as should guard against the f 
«agitating documents Into thi 
How can gentlemen, then, 
standing order, or rule of the House, 
the reception of the f 
V.,) I voted for the resolutions—and so, accord- 
ing to the most obvious rules of common sense, 
must every gentleman who voted for them, have 
voted for them—on the assumption that the peti- 
tions, if presented, would be received; for, sir, 
the reference of the petitions, which the resolu- 
tions so emphasicaly order, presupposes the re- 
ception of them. ou cannot refer a thing toa 
select or a general committee before itis received; 
and he was sorry to hear his honorable friend 
from North Carolina, [Mr. Bynum,] a few days 
ago, contend that he did not consider the reso- 
lutionsas imposiog any obligation to receive these 
petiuons. He did not consider the reception of 
them as so very respectful to the petitioners, when 
they w 1 
only procuring the rejection of their prayer, 
of calling forth such arguments and expostula- 
tions as should guard against our being troubled 
with them hereafter. To receive a thing for the 


petitions? Sir, (said Mr. | 


ere referred for the very purpose of ae 
ut | 


purpose of killing it, was not, in his humble esti- , 
mation, such a reception of it as was objection- ` 


able on the score of respect to those who sent it 
here. 


But gentlemen tell us they want discussion. 
They do not like to be muzzled when these peti- | 
tions come here. Sir, (said Mr. V.,) how com- 


pletely has the policy of a certain section of this 
country changed within a few short years. He 
well recollected that, less than two years ago, 
upon the introduction of one of these petitions 
praying fo 


trict of Columbia, a discussion was commenced 


r the abolition of slavery.in the Dis- | 


in relation to it, in which some gentlemen from | 


the South evinced a disposition to participate, 
when an honorable and distinguished gentleman 
irom Virginia, whose great experience gave him 
n well merited influence here, (Mr. Archer, now 
nota member,] rose in his place, and admonished 
southern gentlemen, by every consideration of 
regard to their great interest, not to discuss this 
matter. 

The SPEAKER interrupted Mr. V., and said 
ne was traveling out of the iegitimate range of 
tiebate. 


ment of this honorable body that they did not 
understand a subject that was not interesting to 
them, and of but small import to any one except 
the parties concerned in it. He coincided with 
the opinion of his friend from Louisiana, [Mr. | 
Gar.Lanp,] that the House had not sufficiently | 
considered the subject, and had not examined it 
in all its bearings, or the opinion of the commit- 
tee, which was pronounced, would have been 
different. 

He said his object was simply to present the 
case of the heirs of Latham to the House for their 
consideration, and ask that justice be done their 
claim. He did not wish or expect to place the 
heirs in a situation better than the act of Congress 
found them; but should the amendment of the 
gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Vinton] prevail, they 
would no doubt have a very honorable notice 


_taken of them, but, in point of fact and truth, a 


very unprofitable one. 
On the subject of the public lands and preémp- 

tion rights there are arrayed two distinct classes 

of men. The primary object of one class is the | 


accumulation of money by the sales of the public j 


lands; while the great and leading policy of the ‘ 
other is the speedy and permanent settlement of © 
the country. This great and leading difference . 
of opinion arises, for the most part, in the minds | 


‘of gentlemen, not from any selfish or interested 


Mr. VANDERPOEL said he had many things ` 
more to say, but he was apprehensive that he : 


would be obliged very soon to choose the alter- 
native which his friend from Virginia (Mr. Gar- 
Lanp} had just submitted to with so much grace— 
namely, take his seat,and forego the residue of his 
speech. He would, however, before he closed, 
remind the House on what grounds the reception 
of these petitions was objected to before the adop- 
tion of the resolutions of the honorable gentleman 
from South Carolina. 

Mr. GARLAND called Mr. V. to order, and 
the Speaker decided that he was out of order. 

Mr. VANDERPOEL then concluded by re- 
marking that, forthe reasons which he had already 
urged, and for ninety-nine other reasons that he 
could have urged if he had not been arrested by 
calls of order, he would vote to reverse the de- 
cision of the Speaker. 


HEIRS OF JAMES LATHAM. 


REMARKS OF JOHN REYNOLDS, 
. OF ILLINOS, 


In tHe House or REPRESENTATIVES, 
February 27, 1836. 


A bill for the relief of the heirs of James Latham, de- 
ceased, provides that the heirs be permitted to enter a quar- 
ter section of land, by virtue of a preémption, in the State 
of Illinois. Mr. Vinton, of Obio, moved an amendment 
in the committee, which was adopted, that restricted the 
location to lands that are now in market. 


Mr. REYNOLDS, in opposition to the amend- 
ment, remarked that he was satisfied the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House, who had acted on this 
subject on yesterday, did not full comprehend it, 

-or else a different decision would be given. 
It is no disparagement or insult to the judg- 


` raised in the *‘far West,” amongst a class of 


| different sections of the Union. He [Mr. Vinton] 


motives, but from the very great and essential 
difference in the education of certain individuals, 
and the country in which they are raised. There : 
is, in this vast Republic, which is extended over 
a great continent, such variety in the local situ- 
ations, and in the different sections of the coun- ` 
try, that there will be, from necessity, a great 
diversity of opinion among the inhabitants thereof. 
"Thijs we see verified every day; and it will con- 
tinue to be the case so long as the causes existas 
they now do. 

Then it is not strange that the gentleman [Mr. 
Vinton] and he (Mr. R.) should not agree on this , 
subject. They were raised and educated in very | 


was raised in the old and respectable State of ` 


, Massachusetts, while Mr. R. said he was raised 


, They converted the wilderness into a country | 
| highly improved, and productive of all the con- ; 

veniences and comforts of man. Thesesame pio- || 
| ‘as far as he knew them; and he believed them 
| to be true, in relation to the case now before the 


| country in the hour of danger. 
| House. 


| R. said he would advance their interests. 


in the West, amongst the pioneers and preemp- 
tioners of that country. Mr. R. said he was 
proud, and considered it an honor to him, to be 


men that sometimes were traduced and called | 
squatters and land pirates. It is this claes of men, 
these brave and hardy pioneers, that firat pene- | 
trated the wilderness and brought the country into | 
notice and character; and it is to this class of men, 

that the Government is indebted for so many mil- ` 
lions of dollars for the sale of the public lands. — 


neers did, and are always willing to defend their 
On all occasions, | 
knowing the merit and worth of these meit, Mr. | 
tıs | 
on this consideration that the claimants, the heirs .| 
of Latham, who are honest and respectable citi- | 
zens, are the subject of these remarks. 

In order to understand the claim of the heirs, 
it will be necessary to refer to the act of Con- | 
gress of the 5th February, 1813, which gave the 
right of preémption in the following words, to 
wit: 

‘¢ That every person, or legal representative of | 
‘ every person, who has actually inhabited and 
‘ cultivated a tract of land lying in either of the 
‘districts established for the sale of the public | 
‘lands, in the Illinois Territory, which tract is | 
‘ not rightfully claimed by any other person, and | 
‘who shall not have removed from said Terri- | 
‘tory every such person and his legal represent- ; 
‘ ative, shall be entitled to a preference, in be- i 
‘coming the purchaser from the United States, | 
‘of such tract of land, at private sale, at the same | 
‘ price, and on the same terms and conditions as | 
‘are, or may be, provided by law for the sale of | 
‘other lands sold at private sale in said Terri- | 
tory.” | 

It will be necessary to state to the House that | 
part of the Vincennes land district extended into 
the then Territory of Illinois; and, by some im- | 


i 


Pa 
iy 


proper construction of the act of Congress, the | 


' to death by the officers who act on them. 


| Peoria was at the time of location. 1 ; 
‘| occupies one of the most beautiful sites in the 


settlers in the Territory of Illinois residing in 
the Vincennes land district were excluded from 
ane benefits and privileges of the preémption 
aws. 

It may not be improper to remark that on many 
occasions these acts of Congress are construed 
We 
have a memorable instance of it in the State of 
Illinois, in the case of the act of Congress, which 
contemplated relief to those individuals that lost 
horses in the Indian disturbance of 1832. 

In order to relieve those citizens in the Terri- 


‘tory of Illinois, an act of Congress passed on 


the 11th of May, 1820, which provided: 

“ That every person who would have been en- 
‘ titled ta a right of preémption in the said Vin- 
‘ cennes district, according to the provisions of 
‘the said recited act, passed the Sth February, 
‘ 1813, had it been so construed to embrace them, 
‘ shall be allewed to prove to the register and re- 
‘ ceiver, at Vincennes, that they would have been 


: © go entitled; 


“ And every such person, or his legal repre- 
‘ sentatives, shall, upon producing such certificate 
* to the register of any land office in the State of 
¢ Illinois, be allowed to enter one quarter section 
‘each, at the minimum price fixed by the United 
‘States, of any land which may be surveyed 
‘previous to the first day of September next, 
‘whether the same shall have been offered at 
‘ public sale or not.” 

The ancestor of the claimants became the pro- 
prietor of a preémption right, which is founded 
on these acts of Congress, and with it, on the 26th 
November, 1826, entered and located one quarter 
section of land, which included the ancient town 
of Peoria. 

Mr. R. said he was informed, as he did not 
personally know the fact, that no person, except 
probably one individual, resided on the premises 
at the time of the location of the preémption right. 
Mr. Latham paid into the receiver’s office at 
Springfield, in the State of Illinois, the price re- 
anne by law for this tract of land, and received 
the proper vouchers for the same, 

The constituted authorities of Peoria county, 
under the act of Congress of 26th May, 1824, 
allowing a preémption to the county for the use 
of the county, made some objection to the issuing 


' of a patent to the heirs of Latham; and thereupon 


the patent never did issue. 

The case hetween the heirs of Latham and the 
county remained. thus unacted on until the lagt 
session of Congress, at which session an act was 
passed permitting the county to purchase the 
same premises which had been before that time 
located and entered by the preémption right of 
Mr. Latham, reserving the right of the heirs to 
bring suit for the land in question. 

This is a plain and simple narration of the facts 


The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Vinton] objects 
to this bill, as the claimants may select a very 
valuable tract of land, and even may locate it on 
a site for a town. This (Mr. R. said) may be 


true. Every one is justified to do the best they 


can with the means in their bands, so long as 


. they act upright and honest in the transaction. 


Mr. R. said he would do sa; and he had no doubt 
the gentleman from Ohio would do the same, 
The heirs of Latham cannot locate their (prer 
emption right on a more valuable town site than 
This town 


State of Illinois, or in all the West. Itis situ- 
ated on the Illinois river, at the lower end of 
Peoria Lake, and in the center of the most fertile 
and desirable region of country in the State. 

This site attracted the attention of La Salle 
and Father Hennepin in their first exploring ex- 
peditions to the West from Canada, in the year 
1680. Their successors, of all nations and colors, 
who have visited this place, approve of their taste _ 
and judgment in selecting this position for a. fort 
atid town. It will at once be seen that the heirs 
of Latham cannot locate their claim on any place 
in the State of Illinois that will now be more val- 
uable than the site of Peoria was. 

The gentleman from Ohio says they may resort 


LF a 
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tó a lawsuit and recover theit rights. This 
remedy to recover the rights of the heirs is slow 
and expensive. It is attended with difficulty to 
rosecute the claim through the various courts || 
Pefore a final hearing and deeision could be had. | 
And, in the mean time, the town, which is how in | 
such flourishing condition, would wither and die. - 
It need not be named to this House that a town 
in dispute will not improve and prosper. This 
consideration wilt Haleh powerhally with this 
honorable body in the decision of this case. ‘The 
Congtese of the United States have ‘the power | 
of doing justice to these heirs, and at the same | 


time continuing the flourishing prosperity of one | In wlation tw this chatye, Me. R. saidhe woald | 


of the most 
hois. : . SEN 
This ease doce not present anew and dankerdus | 
vinciple in the policy of eur lind dystem.: fit 
within tio prinviptey and policy which hive | 
been adopted did atted on from the commence: , 
ment of the prevent systemy. ct tre | 
In the year 1800; the first tight of preemption | 
which he discovered ih the law booke was giren 
in the country white the gentlenran from Ohio | 
[Mfr. Vin row) resides, to persons who had erected 
miits, or who had commenced them. ‘This policy || 
has’ hever been sbandohed fron that time to the || 
pena ana Me: R. hoped im God ia never would | 
e while the Government owned one atre of land 
in the United States: © 2-2 Fe ji 
` From the year 1800; down to the timè; || 
there have beely passed thirty or forty, or perhaps || 
möre; acted of Congress allowiig the right of pre- :| 
emption. It is the settled atid acknowledged pol- | 
icy of the Government.” Theté is, dt the present | 
time; a preéshption-law ih éuistence, which will | 
not expire until next June. This has been the | 
forey yoaré.. Fhia policy ia founded dn oquitabls || 
fo .:' Phis policy is founded dn‘equitablé |; 
and just principles, whick edretituted a pert and | 
paieti of ‘our rosa ep “He! titipdil ‘ite pfo- 
priety and justice wouhl not 


promising towns in the State of- Mi 


2 | 


“hy 
aU 


how be either ques || 
troned or disturbed in this of stiy. other cane. | A |i 
single moment's reftection will rivetit strongly in | 
the breast of every. patriot: dnd: friend te ‘justice | 
and humanity. ‘Phe presinption system comports | 
with the views of those individuats who think 
the public aada ought alone dnd: singly’ to ‘be 
considered and used for the benefit of the:Freas- 
try ofthe United States. And it id alsd strongly 
and warmly recognizéd by thoss hs who 
think the primary object ‘of the public lands is 
to have on thein actual and settlers and 


If we desiwe the accumulation of money in thd 
‘Tréasury, to grant the right-of preemption’ to 
farmers will secomplish this baci cian 
adjacent to these preémptioners will sell higher 
and more tapidtyy ahd tea enban -in-walue by 
being in the viemity of i éd lands. : This 
will be ized by all .w a the 
operation of the preémption systent..: In this view 
of thé case the Goverinient is greatly benefited 
in the Treasury’ by the policy... e es: 

"Phe other clase of pe pi ie p aa with. the 

i : se country is setiled 
d. The lands are in the hands of the 
sititens;: and the States in>whieh the public do- 
main is situated can'exéreisy completh: and sot- 
ereign juriedietion over the Jandi by taxing them, 
and performing other acts of sovereignty, which 

now forbear to do. And what is sill more, 
and better, it secures:to the actual setider a home 


| nized b 


i when there is no foundation for it. 


and fireside of his own. He:js then, what aver 
farmer should be; the lord-of hie own soi}. - It 
inspires him with confidence in his Government, 
and deuce arin to him, what is. the proudest 
appellafion on earth, that he is « se free and. im 
depéndent American citizen.” ie: 
Another great consideration is to the fatmer, 
that he is secuted it hie possessions from the de- 
youring rapaeity of speculators. - Hie little farm 
and fissesdione, for. which he hba toiled. and 
labored: to ‘make, will: be saved. from! the grasp 
of the cold- and heartless ntiser.. The‘poer, but 
drohest rnad, máy hevo Soeeve BA means, and 
iach of his time.and:labor,:t) improve à tract 
of the public laride; then. to loat: it ia. too: múoh:to 
bear. The preémption system will preserve it, 
and the Government not be injured in any nragner 


t 
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_Heird of James Litthuin Mr, Reeyótds, of Hlinois, 


parara a 


The case of the heirs of Lathan is founded on || will be greatly benefitial to-the Atlantic States: 


these principles, which have been to long retos- 
the acts of the Government and the 
people that they are as immutable almost as the 
eon of thé country. i 

T. 


so has he, in various messages, for many years, 
urged to -Congress the: propriety to reduee and 
gradtiate ‘the pas of the publie tarids. These 
measures will be atike,and Mr. R. hoped together, 


R; said ‘he desired no more nor less then’ | considered by Congress. Letthe western farmers 
these principles and policy be applied to the cade | 


have the public lands at reduced prices, while the 


now before the House.. Although it is an isolated || citizens of the Atlantic States recetve all the public 


case, yet if it does not fall within the general prin- 
ciple which: is ‘recognized by the laws: of Con- 
gresd, le did not expect or wish it to pass: 


‘| Pmprovemerits. 


ı money for, 


fortifications, light-houses, and other 


The gentleman from Ohio‘ has dragged before 


The gentleman front Ohio sugpests the consid . the House an igolated cave fiom Chicago, in the 
eration that there may be fraud in this matter; State of illinois, to show that Mr. Baubien had 


vouch for the character of. the claimunts=thas 
they sustained the reputation of honest and cors 


quired a grdat fortune by his preëmption right; 
and that the heirs of Latham might do‘ the sames 
He eaid:the preémptioner, Mr. bien was (a 


; rect tien; x6 Was their father. : Fraud: ìs a kind | sutier;™-&c.:- Mr. R. said he was at Chicago: 


of charge that: may be made, with sone plausi- | few days:after the:zalo-was made to Mr. Badthion 
bility, agaihst any transaction whatever, The |, by virtue of his: preemption right; and thereby 
Scriptures themseives have hot been entirely clear becwmnme acquainted with the transaction. ite 


the allegation no credence whatever. > > 


: Of the charge, yeothe great mass of mankind give Had; since his arrival here; received docuntehtary 
- |, evidence: ow the subject, and. presumed ke-could 


- Tw fact, there éan be rio fraud gathered from . speak knowingly as to the whole transaetion.. 


the transactions and we caimot presume fraud 


- It appears; from the report of the somthitteey 
fhat the assignment or transferof the ion 
right to Latham was acknowledged by the pub- 


| He officers at the land dffice in Sprinpfieldy and 


she preemption loeated. “Latham, being: the as- 
signes, ho doubt; fora vataable consideration, has 
the same right as the original: pretrimptioner ‘had; 
under the laws of Congress; and so the répister 
at Springfield has decided; 
locate it on the lamda of the 


legaly 
to the’ premises, except by the act of Congress 
of ithe just session; and as: the ‘act of Congress 


deprived them of their right, and teft themsomy 
fire privitege abd lear ‘bled ing of a law seit; itis | 


jaust-and ‘propér that: Congres. should: telievo || 


them, and - place thenr, as near as ‘practicable; in 
the sitaatién they found them.) -© aoa oi 
In answer to gentttman from'Ohic; Mr. R: 
mid bre: would present the views of the:great/and 
talented statesman, Alexander Ha stilton, td repel 
the argument that the docu mulation of m in 
the Treakury ee to be the sole object:of Gavs 
ernment in the disposition of the public landsi 
This great and wise man, on the 20th of July; 
1790, while in the office of the Secretary òf the 
Treasary, reported, ‘in obediente to an order of 
the House of Representatives,” that there ap- 
peared +t two Idading objetts’’ of consideration; 
one- to' raise money, and: ‘the other to settle and 
im è the coontry, ‘in the disposition ef the 
public lands: Bhs Seeders emia ahaa ede He da 
' The first 4‘ leading abject,’ which was:to raise 
a revenue, has been fully accomplished. ‘The 
only misfortene arid trouble with tlie Government 
now is to: know what todo‘ with the surplus rev- 
enuo -in the Treasaty.' ‘The tariff laws; which 
established what-.is somatimes called ** thie com 
promise! syetent,’’ will provide for mbre-revenis, 
without! te inceme ‘on the public lands, than will 
be necessary for':the: ordinary operations: of the 
Goverrimem, ete ene rigi 
-: This being the east j there is bow remaining: in 
the Setratary’s report but £‘.one' leading object,” 
and that is to settle and iimprove the: country; th 
which he hoped the gentleman from Qhio would 
aid aod saii r a id) he s i 
-Hit necessary; (Mr. R..'said,) he might 
present to this House the repeated ‘and urgent 
recommendations of the Executive'of the United 
States, *‘¢that the public lands shall coa¢e, ae soon 
t as practicable, to be a source of revenue,'except 
* far the-payntent of those general: charges which 
‘graw out of the acquisition of the lands, theit 
‘survey, and sale.” These conmfifiued: recomr 
mordaétioha, coming from- the Exeautive Of a 
ation, and froma President thani whoni 
aranera tslcomed ky tis people, dst havo weight 
ormere' ts d| ‘people mysi beve weig 
on ihis adbject with adi claases of mankind, and 
ever with thp gentleman from Ohio-himaelf. |. 
` The President has, in nll his messages, taken 
‘high and. tlevated viewn of palicy throughout the 
whole Union. He has reenmmended strongly 
such messuates to bedffected cathe oard As 


[fhe did 


Mr, Batibien was hot asutieri nor.soid whisky: 
, in our State there is no law or pubia 


, Spintoh established! to exclude duders and: sellers 
‘| 6€ liquors from the :privilege of thè preemption 


'; and liquor sellers are, Hie-dther citizens, ` 
i| mitted to ‘co 


n ehareh. : 


[i 
i 


permiving him to | 
United Statis. aieea j| 
" It appears. that ‘the’ heirs of Latham, having ; 
cated the preémption, had a good right ; 


; laws. With us, we act on the principle of quale 
‘ity; wb know no orders df -nobility.:.. Satlers 
mo imd the ‘pale of out political 
| Mir. Batibien was once, but hot at the: time he 
made the purchase, the clerk: or agent of the 
“ Fur Company;,”’ se called in out country.: Mi: 
R. sait he was: infornied: that! Mr. Bdubtem was 
in the possession of the poaa ne ed 
virtneof his! preém Tight for man rs 

i bere the: sale: $ He aon the cals pave 
chased the houses imd improvements on the land 
in quedtion, amd had madè otherand further im» 
provenienta on the land ton considerable amount 
of moneys. o ties “te F Aey ta 
Under the: provisions of the: preémption laws 
He: presented: hameelf: before the proper offivers, 
the agents of the Cherren fn the land office 
at Chicago, with satisfactory! and ‘¢onclusive ew 
denos to entitle. ey like thier! Llib re i 
e-privilegds-of the; preéchptial Jaws, ind de- 
matided ' NE dig. "The éffverin of: the Govern: 
ment badi nd choice left them.: The land was not 
imarked on the plat, if reaérved from: aala; and 
they had io'official evidencey verbal ot document- 


ary, to prevefit Bad bien from becoming the pur- 
chaser, by virtue of his preémption:.:: The officers 
had no-authority to prevent: theisald. o. feo: 


: Since Mr. R. oame to thiseity,he has receive 
copies of bfficial. letters, estabbishing ‘the fact that 
the'land purchased: by Me. Baubien waa not rer 
served from sale, to the knowledge of the regimer 
or deceiver at Chioagas! Yo) SHPal ge 4 

- It ie-treeyas the gentleman from Ohio anys, ithe 
Jand ‘by Mr, Baubien was tery valor 
able; Bua (Mri Ri waid)} shere are: maby more 
fortunes: in: Illinois for enterprising and: talested 
individuals. . The gentleman: from Ohie-himecify 
if he has not a fortune already, cammake one in 
Ilúnois; aht so-canany other pexsos of:énterprise 
and: temperate habits. Making fortunes in‘our 
State is the otder ofthe day; and if, Mr. Bawbien 
has been fortunate, hundreds and: hundreds sore 
have-heeri and: willbe ‘equalyp fortunate in the 


State of Hlipeiea: fi fea ris: or ocu ka 
7 (Ma. Ri hoped bool pee mips be : Mr. Ban- 
bien would: tot. defeat thd heirs of kathamin thbir 


_zighta, Hip would propose an amendment to thie 
Sian the : proper coe ‘ateich would go-to pre 
Went-the claimants from entering with their pre- 
erèptjon:right any mineral lend, oF the improve~ 
ment df any ectaalwettion: oi! on su taal int 

- This last provigion ia dlmont useless, hs:no one 
Harts to'enter the imiprotement of a laboring an 
although it may beon'the publio lands = here 
would be taised the storma end. tornaderspk:an 
i ythat would-destroy the prospects 
might beiattempted-t0 be sequined 


insulted people 
of gain. which. ee 
in tig mmmere, i a a o To a pa 
ae remarked, in,.ponclusion, that all he 
wished was to.place the. heirs-of, Latham in the 
same situation as the aek of- Congress. pf- the last 
aeusion found theme... yee A ae pi 
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SUFFERERS BY NEW YORK FIRE. 


OF NEW YORK, 
In rue Howse or REPRESENTATIVES, 
February 18, 1836, 


Upon the bill for the relief of the Sufferers by the great 
Fire in the city of New York. d 


Mr. HUNT said: Mr. Chairman, I am fully | 
aware that favors may be delayed until all grace , 
in conferring them must 
aware that even a simple act of justice may come 
too late to effect its object. Iam admonished of 
the truth of this eentiment by a letter now before 
me, from the city of New York, under date of 


the 15th instant—a letter from a source entitled | 


to all credence, and not written with any view to 
this debate. In that letter, action, prompt and 
speedy action is called for; and I am told that, in 
case we do nothing, diatress beyond description 
must be felt, and many failures inevitably take 
lace. ! 
Thus admonished, sir, and feeling, as I do, a | 
deep solicitude in the speedy passage of the bill | 
now before the committee, Í shall not delay ac- 
tion by protracting the discussion beyond a few 
brief moments. Diseussion on the part of the 
friends of this bill may well be spared, after the , 
lucid, eloquent, and able appeals made by the 
gentleman from Massachusetts, (Mr. Purzirs,] 
and the gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. Srorer.]} 
The argument I could not strengthen, and most 
assuredly I should regret by any attempt of miné | 
to weaken it. j 
My task is a very humble one. It is, in the first - 
place, on behalf of my native State, to render my | 
sincere thanks to those gentlemen for the spirit 
and manner in which they have rescued this bill | 
from the reproach sought to be cast apon it; and, | 
in the second place, to endeavor to obviate some 
of the objections (notparticularly noticed by those 
gentlemen) urged by the gentleman from South 


Carolina, (Mr. Pickews,| the gentleman from | 
Kentucky, [Mr. Harpin,] and the gentleman | 
,. the period referre 


from Rhode Ísland, {Mr. Pearct. ] 

Sir, it has afforded ‘me unfeigned pleasure to 
listen to the manty defense here submitted of the | 
characters of those more immediately interested | 
in the provisions of this bill—the characters of | 
your merchants—-eoming, as that defense has, | 
from those connected with New York only by | 
that silver cord of a common nature which'in the ; 
social state binds man to his fellow, but which | 
cannot be loosed without breaking. the golden 
bowl, the piteherat the fountain, the wheel at the 
cistern, and resolving sdciety back into its original | 
elements. . E i . i 

Sir, to the character of the merchant I wish to 
add. but one further witness—a witness ranking 
amongst the greatest men of this or any other age; 
and I adopt the testimony of Dr. Chalmers, given 
in immediate reference to the English merchant, 
as applicable in all its freshness, ferce, and truth, 
to my own countrymen. He says: roo 

“It might tempt one to be proud of his species 
* when he looks at the faith that is put in him by 
*a distant correspondent, who, withoat one othet 
“hold of him‘than his honor, consigna to him thé 
wealth of a whole flotilla, and sleeps.in the con+ 
s fidence that itis safe. It is, indeed, an anima- 
‘ting thought, amid the gloom of this world’s 
‘ depravity, when we behold the credit which oné 
* man puts in another, though separated by oceans: 
+and by continents; when he fixes the anchor.of 
+a sure and steady dependence on -the: reported 
4 honesty of one whom he never saw; when, with 
‘all his fears for the treachery of the varied ele- 
< memts through whick his property has to pass, 
“he knows that, should it-only arrive at the door 
‘of its deatined agent, all his fears and all his 
*guspicions may be at an end. We know noth- 
‘ing finer than such an act of homage ‘from one 
‘human being to another, when perhaps the 
‘diameter of the globe is between themy nor do 
we think that either the renown of her victories, 
tor the wisdom of her councils, so signalizes thé 
‘eountry in which we live, as does the honor- 
* able dealing of her merchants; that all: the plo» 


| 
| 


REMARKS OF HON. W. HUNT, | 


be lost; and I am equally |. 


Sufferers by New York Fire—Mr. Hunt. 


Ho. or Reps. 


‘ries of British policy and British valor are far 
‘eclipsed by the moral splendor which British 
‘ faith has thrown over the name and the character 
‘ of our nation; nor has she gathered so proud a 


` € distinction from all the tributaries of her power | 


‘as she has done from the awarded confidence of :; 


“those men, of all tribes, and colors, and lan- 


‘for the most inviolable of ali custody.” 

Such, Mr. Chairman, is the character of the 
class of men who are now asking you for legisla- 
tion. . 

The gentleman from South Carolina [Mr. Picr- 
ENS] suppost there are constitutional objections 
to this bill, arising under those sections of the 
Constitution which provide that “all duties, 
imposts, and excises shall be uniform throughout 
the United States;’’ and again, that ‘no prefer- 
ence shall be given by any regulation of com- 
merce or revenue to the ports of one State over 


` those of another.” 


The answer to this objection has, in my appre- | 
hension, been abundantly furnished by the gen- 
tlemen who have preceded me. If the objection | 
be well taken, every fortification and every light- 
house you have erected have been in violation of 
the Constitution; and the practical construction 
given your Constitution has, from the commence- 
ment of your Government, been wrong. 
sir, again, whatever may. be considered as the 
true construction of the sections of the Constitu- 
tian above quoted, I submit that the bill under 

i consideration is not obnoxious to the objection | 


| guages, who look to our agency for the most - 
‘ faithful of all management, and to our keeping 


lector with any new power which may beabused ? 
He is now the judge in this matter. But, sir, 

ass this bill, and the Government will gain one 
important advantage—the right to claim new and 
undoubted sureties, in case the old sureties are 
not satisfactory to the collector. J will not en- 


'; large upon this argument, but will submit that, in 


view of this wide-spread and desolating calamity, 
affecting materially all the relations of business, 
this feature of the billis worthy of all commenda- 
tion. 

The honorable gentleman from Rhode Island 
[Mr. Pearce] has, also, with great industry and 
ability, collected and presented to us a variety of 
cases in which Congress has refused to interfere. 
Many of them, sir, may have been cases of great 
individual hardship. ‘They certainly were pre- 
sented by the gentleman, as were all his views 
and appeals, in a manner well calculated for effect. 
In reference to those cases, I will only remark, 
that we know not their peculiar and attendant 
circumstances, nor the reasons influencing former 
Legislatures to refuse relief. , But, on this subject 


i of precedent, permit me to add to the list of cases 


But, | 


itaken. The purport of its provisions is simply | 
` spirits, of Rogers, of Middlebury, Vermont, de- 


to regulate the debts due the Government. And 
i strange indeed is the proposition denying to the | 


| Government, as a creditor, the power beneficially || 


exercised (for the creditor) in dealing 
| embarrassed debtor. 
The gentleman from South Carolina also stated 

| that the English Government had uniformly re- 
fused to interfere in cases of this description; 

that no relief had there been granted since the | 

great fire im London. Sir, it may well be that | 


with the 


the honorable gentleman has met with no special | 


act of English legislation on this subject since 
to by him; but suare. Í am that 
upon reflection he will perceive that in England, 


for many years past, no particular legislation has | 


| been: needed; for since her commercial law re- || 


ceived its illustrations, its form, and symmetry, 


from the adjudications of her Mansfield, this | 


‘subject has been.amply provided for by general | 


: acta. The systems of the two Governments are 


i different. The English is the warehousing sys- 
| tem—ours is the system of cash duties and bonds. 
Should the time ever arrive in this country when 
our political men-can turn their attention from 


great and abiding interests of ‘the nation, it will 
not, L apprehend, be diffieult to-satisfy them that 
much may be learned.and advantageously eopied 
from the English system. As early as the 43d 
of George HI. ar act was passed providing that 
the Goverriment and its officers should not be 
liable: tø the. owners of goods destroyed by ac: 
cident in the warehouse, and also providing for 
the-remission of duties. ‘Thre provisions of that 
dct were sorhewhat extended by acts of 3d and | 
4th William IV. The doctrine of-remission of | 
duties was not:a:new:one, introduced by the act . 
of George III. That doctrine was: familiar to ; 
the peopies but the act had become necessary, for : 
the purpose ‘of settling a vexed question in the | 
English courts of justice —a question whether | 
in case: of loss of goods by any aceident other 
than’ that termed: the act.of God, or the public 
enemies, tie. Government or its‘ officers were not 
liable to the owner fos their valne, upon the legal 
principles of baiment.: i". i + 


- Thus, sir, it will be seen that in England there 
is ample provision for cases like'the one before the 
committee. `: Nay, the English acts cover vastly 
more ground than the bill before'you. They pro- | 
vide-for remission; this bill only provides for an; 
extension of credit. : It has. been objected by the 
gentleman from Rhode Island (Mr. Peance} that 
the proposed bill makes the collector the judge of 
the sufficiency of the ‘sureties offered. Is this, 
sir, any rew provision? -Will it clothe the col- 


the evanescent party politics of the day to the! v ént h 
i| fere, yet at other times, and in numerous cases, 


i 


presented by the gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. 
Srorer.] On the 14th of June, 1790, duties, were 
emitted on goods of T. S. Jenkins & Co., of Hud- 
son, New York, destroyed on their ‘passage from 
New York to Hudson. 

August 4, 1790.—Duties were remitted on salt 
of Stewart & Davidson, of: Annapolis, destroyed 
by flood the night after it was landed. i 

May 9, 1794.—Duties were remitted on coffee 
destroyed by fire at Baltimore. `~; 


June 7, 1794.—Duties were remitted vn distilled 


stroyed by fire. l Ee 
January 15, 1798. — Similar relief granted to 

West and Usey, of Charleston, South Carolina, 

on sugars destroyed by fire. . GN 
March'3, 1801.—Similar relief granted to Halsy 
and others on teas burnt at Providence. 

' February 19, 1803. — Extension of one year 
granted on the bonds of those who suffered by. 
fire at Portsmouth, New Hampshire. 

March 19, 1804. — Similar: relief: granted on 
bonds at Norfolk, Virginias: 2... t 

February 10, 1807.—Similar rélief granted on 
bonds at Portsmouth. - Pe re ee ee 

April 11, 1820.— Extension of four years granted 
on the bonds of those suffering by ftré at Savan- 
nah, and who were not insured, Sele die eee 

May 5, 1824.Aa extension of four years on 
the bond of E. Van Syckle, of Philadelphia, 
having suffered by fire, and not tasured.: 

» This list of precedents might be almost indefi- 
nitely extended. But, sir, I ‘trust. they are suf 
ficient to answer the argument of the. gentleman 
drawn from precedents, and :will at. least prove 
that, if at times Government has refused to intere 


| it has interfered to afford relief; And itis merely 
| in this light I have cited the above cases; for, so 
' far as concerns my ‘own vote; I shall never: be 


‘ sciénee, directed 
: me to act, = : 
|- }t has heen objecte 


troubled fora precedent in axase where my. con- 
by my best judgment, impels 


diagain that ‘there may be a 
class of sufferers in New York equally meritorious 
with thosé invluded in this bill, and who are not 
provided for in it. eea ea ise 
. This objection may be true to a cértaim extent; 
Esay may be, for as yet the objection ‘rests mainly 
upon: conjecture. But; sir, if true in its whole 
extent, does it follow that because we cannot in 
this:bill relieve all; we shall relieve mone? H there 
be another class of sufferers, entitled upon’ well- 
known principles of legislation; ta. relief, I shall 
most cheerfully go with the gentleman in afford- 
ing that relief. >" p E Aa E a 
- Tt has also been objected thal, by passing this 
bill;: you will establish 'a precedent authorizing 
Bavahnab’and other citiewtochim reliefe To this 
objection: | would say, thal whenever Savannah, 
or any othet place, shall present à casb similar in 
principle to the: poen one; we ghall be. bound to 
act apon it; atid I can never consent to withh 
an dct of justice through fear of its pecuntpry con- 
sequences.) = te ne 
A further objec 
supposition that, at the expiration of th 


tion has been drawn from the 
eextended 
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eredit, the bonds may not be collectable, and the 3 
importer (who does not always give the bond) be || ommending us to provide for the public defense; 
made liable tu the Government; basing this objec- || the other, since the happy termination of that 
tion upon the decision of our courts, which hold || question, announcing its auspicious conclusion, 
the importer liable, even when a bond has been || but still adhering to the recommendation in the 
given by the factor. Were this objection well || first one, and reinforcing his own sentiments 
taken, I should feel the necessity of inserting in ;; with the voice of Washington. This recom- 
the bill a new provision. But, sir, a moment’s | mendation, thus supported, must coincide with 
consideration must, I think, satisfy every legal the enlightened sense and patriotic feeling of the 
gentleman that no provision of the kind is neces- | Senate. We must all feel the necessity of pro- 
sary. Sir, the legal effect of this act must, beyond | viding for the national defense now, in this most 


French question wore a threatening aspect, ree- 


all doubt, be to adopt the bondsmen as the true 
and only debtors of the Government; thus releasing 
the importer from all liability. —_- ws 

The gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. Harpy} 


i 


avows himself. in favor of the provision in the | 


revenue laws allowing the drawback on s 
exported. That provision he considers a legiti- , 
mate regulation of commerce. If the gentleman | 
will but carry out his principle, he will find him- 
self constrained, I apprehend, to support the 

resent bill, Why, sir, is a drawback allowed ? 

imply because the goods have not gone into the ` 
hands of the consumer for. home c ion. 
Then, in principle, how does this case differ? 
Have these sgone into the hands‘of the con- 
sumer? Sir, this calamity presents the strange 
anomaly of a Government actually profiting by an: 
event which has‘brought distress, if not ruin, upon 
thousands. In this way, enable your merchants 
to continue. business, and your present bonds 
will be met, and new importations be madé to 
supply the place made vacant by the fire, and 
upon which new importations Government will | 
again receive its duties; thus receiving duties 
twice upon what has entered but once into the | 
consumption of the country. But press the im- 
mediate payment of the outstanding bonds, and | 
Í ask the committee jo reflect, with the evidence | 
before gentlemen from private and from: 
the nent, whether there be not 
great danger of driving men to extremities, of, | 
tasking them beyond their strength, and thus ! 
producing great individual suffering as well as 
national loss. ` ; 

From the remarks I have made, the committee 
will have perceived that I place this bill before 
theni not as appealing to the charity of the nation. 
No, sir, it comes to me, and so I wish to present 
it to the committee, commended by every consid- 
eration which should influence a wise and provi- 


dent creditor in his déalings with the suffering, ; 


unfortunate debtor. ` 
NATIONAL DEPENSE—FORTIFICATIONS. - 


SPEECH: OF HON. T. H: BENTON, 
OF MISSOURI, ` rae. 
In rar Senare, February 23, 1836. 


‘On motion of Mr. Bawrow, as chairman of the Committee 
on Military Affairs, the Senate proceeded to the consider- 
ation of the bill, making appropriations for the collection of 
matetials, the purchase of sites, and the eommencement of 
the construction of the new fortifications.. The bill having 
Mr. BENTON rose. and commenced his speech 
with saying that when the bill was reported from 
the committee some weeks ago, the French ques- 


favorable conjuncture, when the possession of 


ample means and the enjoyment of full leisure. 
| gives us full opportunity of doing so with the- 


| pops economy and the greatest effect. The 
isappearance of danger will not affect our wise 
| and systematic policy. We are not an assembly 


| of -frivolous Athenians, to inquire for the news 


before we vote, and then to give our votes not 
: according to the exigencies of the public service, 
' but according to the reported state of Philip’s, 
health. 


i In taking up this bill, (continued Mr.B.,) which’ 


| proposes appropriations for the commencement 
| of a large number of new works, I think it proper 


some general exposition of the.state of our forti- 
fications; to show the number of forts constructed; 
the number in progress; the number proposed to 
complete the whole system, with the cost of the 
whole, and the number of men it. will require to 
garrison them in peace and in war. This expo- 
sition I will endeavor to make with brevity, if 
not with perspicuity. ania 
First, as to the number of forts. | Of those fin- 
ished, we have thirteen; of those under construc-. 


to. be proposed hereafter, 
| sixty-one; making in the whole one hundred and 
(Seven,  - 0, PTE rE 
i Next, as' to the cost. ` For all built, or build- 
| ing, under the presen system, we have expended 
| $12,379,672; for all expected to be built, leaving 
| out a few for which data has not yet been col- 
lected to estimate the cost, and for finishing those 
now under construction, the sum of $28,000,000 
is estimated to be necessary; making inthe whole 
about forty millions of dollars. But to. have a 
view of the whole cost of fortifications since the 
I adoption of the Federal Constitution, we must 
add the sum of $7,607,000 for expenditures on 
this object before the end of the late war; but 
which sum, for reasons hereafter to be shown, 
becomes almost a dead loss, few of the farts then 
built being of any service now. a. 
Thirdly, as to the garrisons. The lowest num- 
ber of troops, in time of peace, jor all the forts 
now finished, ail. now under construction, and all 
proposed in the present bill, being, forty-six in 
number, is 1,820 men. The lowest number for 
all the remainder, leaving out a few, the plans of 
which are not yet formed, is 1,538, making a 
totality of 3,358 men; but this is to be understood 
of the lowest number necessary. to keep the forta 
in order. To form proper garrisons in ordinary, 
as ‘they are called, and with a view to keep up 
the discipline, police, and military spirit of the 
troops, the ‘division of companies ; should. be 
avoided, and the. number of men in garrison 
should be almost double the namber above stated; 
say seven thousand men for the one hundred and 
seven forts. In war, the. garrisons for the whole 


in itself, and pertinent to the occasion, to make’ 


tion wore.a lowering aspect, and a majority of || number of forts would require to be about sixty» 
the Senate seemed ready to vote the large appro- || two thousand men, of which the main part would 
priations which the crisis required. Since then, || consist of the volunteers and militia of the adja- 
the fear of danger from that quarter had vanished, || centcountry.. © =) eo i tar e a a] 
and he must now appeal to the enlightened fore- ||- Mr. B. presumed it might he agreeable to the 
cast of the Senate for the same vote which a || Senate to understand the distribution of all: these 
patriotic impulsion would then have given. 1-|| forts among the differerit: States. and Territories, 
took oceasion (said Mr. B.). then to say that my || and of the money:expended, ar to. be.expended, 
own support of the bill, and of the whole line of || upon them.. Ta give them this information, he 
policy which it indicated, had no dependence || had caused two tables to be drawn up, which che 
upon the French question; that E was in favor of || would read, premising that the information which 
providing for the general defense, without regard || they contained was intended for the satisfaction 
to extrinsic circumstances; and that, so far as my || of the Senate, and not to influence votes, as the 
own course was concerned, I should go on to || distribution of the fort’ and the co uént.ex- 
clothe the country with the mantle of defense, || penditure of money in: their construction, Was 
and to put her in a condition to meet the contin- || governed by the wants.of the country, its acces- 
gency of war, although I might hold in my hand || sible and vulnerable points, and not upon any 
the bond of fate for peace. cas ` || vale founded. upon populatian. or territory. Mr. 

The President of the United States has sent || B. then téad-two. detailed: :table», the; totals cof 
Us two meseages.on: this subject; one while the || which are-àa followes: -c.-s 22:5 10 (25 £I s 


gies eS 


| tion, fourteen; proposed in the present bill, nine- ;' 
|| teen; and remainin 
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. Maryland 
Virginia, ......00 


Maine... .cceccecccceves eassose 
New Hampshire...... e... 
Massachusetts......,...4 

Rhode Island.. 


seces 


ZETT) eee 


Pennsylvania and Delaware... 


North Carolina 
South Carolina 


ere meeences 


Florida Territory..s..s.s senes, | 


* Estimates for Forts Mifflin and Detsiware, not complete, 
and not included: . Cen SS Ree ene _ 
J t Estimate for Fort McHenry, not complete, and,not in- 

This table does not include fourteen smaller 
forts, the cost of which is not estimated; . . 

Mr. B. wished to repeat, and to be distinctly 
understood, as exhibiting these tables for the in- 
formation and satisfaction. of the Senate, not for 
the purpose of showing that more. or less was 
expended in one quarter than in another. It was 
a subject on which equality of expenditure would 
be .absurd;. besides, it was a, subject on which 


i tables. could not speak explicitly; for often the 
; fort counted in one State, belonged juat.as much, 


for all the purpases of protection and expenditure, 
to another State in which it was. not counted, 


i This was the case with all forts situated upon 


bays or rivers. which divide States; and was 


‘strongly exemplified in Comnecticut and New 


: Maryland and 


York, in Pennsylvania and Delaware, and in 
irginia, | Os 

After the general view of the whole number of 
forts, Mr. B. presented a general view of the pars 
ticular bill before the Senate.. It waa a bill to pros 


i vide for the.collection of materials, the purchase 
| af sites, and the, commencement of construction 


ofnew forts, The number proposed was.nineteen; 
their ultimate cost. was. estimated at $5,170,448; 
and the amount to begin with jn the present bill 
was $1,153,800.. Besides. these nineteen forts, the 
bill proposed $660,000 for steam batteries, tó, be 
stationed, in. aid of the forts, in the different ports 
and harbors of the United. States.. Thia was the 
general view ofthe bill,: . The particular view; of 
it, in showing. the distribution of, the fortą, their 
separate ulumate.cost, and present appropriation 
far ench one, he would also. show;-:and for that 
purpose read the following table: =. , 


gi i: -| No.of | Ultimate | Present ap- 
States. forts. . cost. prop’n. 
ee 3 $504,000 | $304,000 
New Hampshire... . 2:¢] -300,000 | ` ` 150,000 
Massachusetts >f 4- | 198,412 - 300,000 
Connecticut....e.de.0f: L: 132,231 100,000. 
New York..-3.....c00{ 1 435,989 | 200,000 
Delaware and Penta.) °° '2 = | 900, 250,000 
Maryland -3 452,070,906 350,000 - 
North Carolin sity 1 ‘12,000 
Georgia.. 1. -300,000 . 2,000. 
Florida . 1 100,000 [. ` 50,000 . 
Louisian » DEP eer e00 | > TT 
i, p19.) 5,170,448 | 1,783,800 
| Mr. B.saiditmight.be objected by some; whose 
position might not enable them to view the whole 


round, that the bill was anequal in its operation, 
cad: that fifteen ont of nineteen. pf. the forte which 
he proposed would: be nerth, of the Potomac. 
This. disproportion naight ‘strike the minds of 
some persons, anà therefore he would ‘ancount 
fdr it at ance; and show that it arose, first from 
the nature of the respective toasteof the northera 
and southern sections of the Union. North of 
the mouth ef the Chesapeake bay;:the const was 
4ndetited by deep bays, and opeiied by the wide 
‘estuaries of large rivers. , One of these bays alone, 
the Chesapeake, gave a double line of coast of 
a thousand miles in circuit, requiring ‘defense. 
Further north, and espeçielly in New England, 
the coast was cut in by a continued. succession of 
deep inlets. : It was a serrated .coast-rit Was a 
saw-edged coast—in. which the incessant open- 
‘ings presented a’ continual succession of accessi- 
‘ble and vulnerable points. Not so to the south 
of the Chesapeake. There the bays and.inden- 
dations! WUT: seatee, the estuaries of the rigers 


ou 


ras 
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comparatively shallow, the coast itself shoal, the 
accessible points few in number, far between, and 
the bars in the mouths of the harbors a total ob- || 
struction to the entrance of large vessels. He | 
believed that Charleston, South Carolina, pre- ` 
sented the deepest water to be found on the 
southern Atlantic coast, and there vessels-of-war 
above the size of the largest sloops did not enter. 
Pensacola presented the deepest water on the 
Gulf coast, and there, until the bar shalt be cut, | 
the entrance is only practicable to frigates of the 
second class. Thus, from.the nature of the two , 
coasts, the largest proportionof the defenses must 
go to the North. That of itself might be suffi- | 
cient reason for the disproportion in the bill: but 
there was another reason for it, and that was, 
that of the forts built, or budding, much the 
largest proportion was to the South, Thus of : 
the thirteen forts built, five were in Louisiana, ` 
ove in Alabama, one in Florida, one in South | 
Carolina, and one in North Carolina. i 
Mr. B. would repeat that he entered into this |- 
comparison, not that any effect on the votes of | 
the Senate could be produced by it, but to satisfy’ : 
those who did not occupy positions to take a view 
of the whole field, and to show them that the dis-. | 
proportion in question was not founded on par- | 
tiality, but in reason; that it resulted from the 
obligation of duty to give defense where defense | 
was needed; and that this depended upon the 
nature of the coast, and not upon any rule result- `i 
ing from territorial extent or weight of popula- | 
tion, With this general exposition of the bill, ` 
Mr. B. would now lay it down, reserving details ‘| 
upon each particular fort for the inquiries which 
Senators might put to him, or for answers to the | 
motions which might be made to amend or to 
strike out. Postponing these details for the pres- "| 
ent, and believing that we had reached a point in | 
the state of our public affairs when the great | 
policy of NATIONAL DEFENSE is to be established or |; 
abandoned, Mr. B. believed it to be both pertinent | 
to the occasion and profitable in its effect to pause | 
for a moment, to look back upon the past before i 
we proceeded with the present or the future, and | 


to take a rapid historical view, from the founda- 
tion of the Federal Government, of that branch of ;' 
the national defense now under consideration. 
The business of fortifying our coasts dates from 
the very commencement of the Federal Govern- | 
ment, and results from the constitutional obliga- 
tion of the Government to provide for the ** com- 
mon defense,” and from the surrénder of their 
castom-house revenues by the States to the Gen- 
eral Government for several important national |, 
objects, of which one of the mostimportant, the a 
most prominent, and most egşsentialiy national, | 
was that of, providing for the common defense: '| 
For the accomplishment of these abjects, the Con- | 
stitution invested the President with the right, or | 
rather imposed upon him the daty; of recom- | 
mending to Congress the adoption of the meas- 
ures which he deemed necessary; . to. Congress 
itself it confided the sacred task of acting on all the 
measures either of its own suggestion or of the 


President’s recommendation, and of doing what 
was right.and proper tobe done. Such were the 
duties of the Executive, and of the legislative de- 
mts, under the new Government; and in 
executionof them—I nowlimit myself tothe point 
under consideration—in execution of them, we 
see the Father of his Country immediately com- 
ing forward; and pressing upon Congress the great 
duty of national: defense, in a series of recom- 
mendations, repeated from year to-year, until his 
paternal advice produced its effect. woes 
The first of these recommendations was in the 
annual message of 1790, aad this is an extract 
from it: a. : aane ; : ot 
«Among the most interesting objects whieh wilt engage 
your attention, Shat of providing for the common detensp 
will merit particular regard. To be prepared for war is one | 
of the moet effectual means of preserving peace.” ae) 
__ The next was in the rhessage ‘of 1791, and was 
in these words ' >: > ; : ; 
In connection with this, (arming thè militia,) the e5- 
tablishiment of competent magazines and arsenals, and the 
AortifveaGbn-of such places as are peculiarly important and 
-vulnerabie, naturally present themselves. for-consideration. 
‘The safety of, the United States, under. Divine protection, 
ought to rest on the basis of systematic and solid arrange- 
ment, exposed as little as possible to the hazards of fortu- 


itvus circemstinces.” 


. Tw-the message of 1793, President Wenkington 


[February 23, 
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again adverts to this primary duty of Congress, 
and presses the necessity of ‘* complete defense,” 
in a renewed recommendation, couched in the 
most impressive terms, and enforced with earnest 
appeals, to the lofty considerations connected with 
the duty of Congress, the interest of the Union, and 
the honor, dignity, and independence of the coun- 


try. The following is the passage in his message: 


“I cannot recommend to your notice measures for the 
fulfilment of our duties to the rest of the world, without 


i! these instructions had issued. 


tions issued from the War Office to the engineers 


i to repair to their respective stations and commence 


operations; and by the 1łth of April the last of 
In other words, 


|i the first instructions issued within cight days after 
` the passage of the act, and the whole within twen- 


again pressing upon you the necessity of placing ourselves ;; 


in a condition of complete defense, and of exacting from 


them the fulfillment of their duties towards us. The Uni- 
ted States ought not to indulge a persuasion that, contrary 


to the order of human events, they wul forever keep at a ; 


distance those painful appeals to arms with which the his- 
tory of every other nation abounds. There isa rank due to 


! the United States, among nations which will be withheld, 
i if not entirely lost, by te reputation of weakness. Hf we | 


desire to avoid Insult, we ‘must be able to repel it; if we 
desire to secure peace, it must be known that we are at alt 
times ready for war.” 

This (said Mr. B.) is the recommendation of 
President Washington, adopted by President 


Jackson in his interesting message of Monday, j 
e 


the 22d instant; that message which presents t 

three great libera} Powers---Great Britain, France, 
and our Americi—under the harmonious aspect 
which they should forever wear; and in which 


the sacred duty of providing for the national de- ; 


fense is again pressed upon us under circum- 
stances, at a time, and so reinforced, that it can- 
not fail to make a deep impression upon the 
country, as well as upon the Senate. 

We will now turn (said Mr. B.) to the legis- 
lative department of the Government, and see 
what effect these repeated recommendations of 
President Washington produced upon Congress.. 
The last message was communicated in Decem- 


‘ber, 1793. On the 28th of February following, 


Mr. Fitzsimmons, from the Military Committee 


of the House of Representatives, reported in favor | 


of putting the whole maritime coast, from Maine 


to Georgia, in a state of defense, with a statement | 


from the Secretary of War, General Knox, of the 
number and kind of works the different ports and 
harbors would require, and an estimate of the 


| expense of construction, and of the garrisons 


necessary in peace and in war. The number of 
works recommended exceeded a hundred; but for 
want of means they were small in size, and to be 


constructed of perishable materials in the parts |, with ail possible vigor and dispatch.” 


which required solid masonry, wood being sub- 
stituted forstone, The largest number of cannon 


to be mounted for the defense of any city, was | 


tighty-two at New York, and seventy-two at 
Charleston, South Carolina. Such were the rec- 
ommendations, and an act of Congress in con- 
formity with them was promptly passed. Mr. B. 
would read that act; for, with the single exception 
of the ports and harbors acquired by extension of 
territorial limits, or of points covered by extension 
of population, it embraces nearly every port and 
harbor which at this time demands our protection. 
i The Act. 


-cc 'That the following ports and harbors be fortified under 
the direction of the President of the United States, and at 
stich time or times as he shall judge necessary, to wit: 


Portland, in the diswiet of Maine; Portsmouth, in the State | 
of New Hampshire; Gloucester, Salem, Marblehead, and ; 


Boston 
State of Rhode istand ; New London, in the State of Con- 
necticut; New -York 5 Philadelphia ; Wilmington, in the 
State of Delaware; Baltimore, in the State of Marytand; 
(Annapolis by suppleinentary act 3) Norfolk and Alexandria, 
in the State of Virginia; Cape Fear river and Ocracoke 
Inlet, in the State of North Carolina; Charleston and 
Georgetown, in the State of South Carvlina; and Savatin: 
and St. Mary’s, ia the State of Georgia” ' i 
Sach was the act—such the first act for fortify- 
ing the ports and harbors of the United States. 
{t is not generat im its provisions, and coextensive 
with the whole maritime frontier, but vested Pres- 
ident Washington with discretionary powers over 
the whole subject. The execution of this act was 
the next point to which Mr. Bi would call the 
attention of the Senatè. ` It is already seen that 
dt conferred plenary and discretionary powers on 
President Washington over the whole subject, 
and particularly over the time when the works 
shoaid be commenced: With that great man, the 
present time was usually the proper time for doing 
what had to be dene; and such was his conduct 
in the great trust now confided to him. The act 
putting into:his hands the power of fortifying his 
country, ed-om:the 20th day of March; on 
the 28th day of that same month thefirst instrúc 


in the State of Massachusetts; Newport, in the ; 


ty-twodays! Seven engineers were employed, all 
French officers. The whole coast, from Maine to 
Georgia, was parceled among them, and the whole 
line of coast was under operation at once, and 
within a few weeks after the passing of the act. 
The engineers employed were Rochefontaine, 
Vincent, L’Enfant, Rivardi, Vermonnet, Mar- 
tinon, and Perrault; and the instructions to them, 


` as well as their reports to the Government, will 


still reward the research and curiosity of any 
citizen who will take the trouble to hunt them out 
and to read them. They may still be read with 
profit by the military man; and the friend of State 
rights may dwell upon them with pride and exul- 
tation for the respect and deference which they 
evince for State authorities. Mr. B. would read 
an extract from the instructions, and another from 
some of the reports, as a specimen of the whole, 
and was certain that the Senate would hear them 
with pleasure as showing the state of the inter- 
course between the Federal. and the State Govern- 
ments in that early age of the Republic, - 

Mr. B. then read from the instructions to Roche- 


i fontaine, charged with fortifying the coast from 


i thew that you 


Portland, in Maine, to New London, in Connec- 
ticut: 


“ En pursuance of the directions of the President of the 
United States, you are hereby appointed an engineer for. 
the purpose of fortifying the ports and harbors hereinafter 
mentioned, to wit: New London, in the State of Connect- 
icut; Newport, in the State of Rhode Island ; Boston, Mar- 
blehead, Salem, Gloucester, and Portland, in the State of 
Massachusetts; and Portsmouth, in the State of New 
Hampshire. a 

« Yon are therefore immediately to repair to the ports to 
be fortified in the said States respectively, and in case the 
Governors should be near any of the said ports, you are to 
wait upon them and exhibit these instructions. But if the 
Governors should be atany considerable distance from your 
route, you are respectfully to notify them of your appoint- 
ment, inclose them a copy of these instructions, and inform 
have repaired to the ports aforesaid, in order 


| to make the necessary surveys and investigations relative 


, partic 


‘necessary for the defense of their ‘harbor; 
| thereupon the works were begun.” 


to your mission, which you will submit to their considera- 
tion, and take their orders thereon. 

«Ag goon as you shall receive their approbation of your 
plans, you are to construct the works, and to execute them 


_ Having read this extract from the instructions, 
Mr. B. would next read an extract from the first 
report of the same engineer, and show the man- 
ner in which he executed them. He writes from 
Boston, and says: 

“On the 25th of May, hia honor: the Lieutenant Gov- 
ernor, elected since that time Governor of the State of Mas- 
sachusetts, declared to the engineer that he did not find 
himself empowered to approve of the execution of the law 
of the United States respecting the fortification of the sea- 
port towns in the State, without the advice of the Legis- 
lature, meeting a few days afterwards. His Excellency, 
however, gave orders to the officers of the Executive ot the 
State, to the State garrison of the Castle Island, and to the 
gentlemen the selectmen of every sea-port town directed to 
be fortified, to assist, every one in his capacity, the engi- 
neer in his reconnoitering and surveys. On the tst of June, 
his Excellency was furnished with a general plan of defense 
for the harbor of Boston. On the 4th of June, a committee 
of the Legislature, appointed for the purpose, called on the 
engineer to be present at one of their conferences respect- 
ing the fortification of the harbor, and that of Castle {stand 
ularly. On the 8th, the said committee visited Castle 
Istand with the enginéer, that being the only portinthe State 


: that the Legislature would have anything w do with as to 


fortifying. On the 11th, his Excellency permitted the engi- 
neer to Visit the sea-port towns of Salem, Marblehead, and 
Cape Ann, until the Legislature should come to a determ- 
ination on the questions proposed in the address of the Gov- 
ernor respecting the fortification of the harbors of the State. 
On the 20th, his Excellency authorized the engineer to pro- 
ceed to the State of New Hampshire, the Legislature of the 
State of Massachusettshaving not yet come to any vote on 
the subject of fortifications. On the 29th of July, the 
engineer waited on his Excellency the Governor ot Mas- 
sachusetts, at Boston; the Legislature not having decided 
anything respecting the fortifications of the State, his Ex- 


| cellency could not give any approbation to the erecting Of 


any throughout the State, even at Portland, where the 
selectmen and town meeting had irregularly acted in pur- 
ehasing land for the United States without being authorized 
to do it by the Legislature. On the 16th of August, the 
Secretary of War authorized the engineer to erect fortifi- 
cations, according to the law of the United States, at Salem, 
Marblehead, and Cape Ann. The inhabitants © Salem, 
in alegal town mecting, unanimously voted a cession to 


i ich should be thought 
the United States of the ground which shou P mediately 


© Mr. B. had read these extracts for the purpose 
of showing the respect and deference which was 
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shown by the Federal Government, in that early | 
age of the Republic, to the State authorities, when |! 
even a duty of constitutional obligation would || 
not be exercised within a State without first en- i 
deavoring to obtain the approbation of its au- , 
thorities, both for the thing to be done, and the . 
manner of doing it. He had read them also for 
the purpose of showing the zeal of President 
Washington in carrying into effect the act of 
Congress, exemplified in the order to all the en- 
gineers, ‘‘ to exeeute their work with all possible vigor 
and dispatch.’? This (said Mr. B.) was in the 
year 1794, when the Federal Gevernment was | 
almost without revenues, when it was encum- | 
bered with debts of which it could with difficulty ` 
discharge the annual interest, and when the 
means of the Treasury were so low that the en- 
pincers were directed to apply to the State au- 
thorities for voluntary contributions to eke out 
the scanty appropriations of Congress! an appeal 
which was nowhere met with such generosity of 
feeling as at Charleston, South Carolina, where the 
contributions were characterized by the wonted 
liberality of that State: eight thousand days’ 
work of labor; between £700and £800, in money; | 
four thousand feet of ranging timber, given gra- 
tuitously ; and all the mechanical work done gratis 
by the mechanics of the city. j 
- Mr. B. would remark, in dosing his brief notice 
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ment of his great policy recommended in the 
messages of 1790, 1791, 1793, and 1795, for cloth- 
ing his country with the armor of defense, — for- 
tifying all her ports and harbors, —and putting 
her in a condition to maintain, among nations, the 
rank to which she was entitled. This policy was 
now. completely established; and the historical 


view which he had attempted to sketch, no longer . 


encumbered with documentary evidences and 
minute details, would proceed with ease and ra- 
pidity. The system of fortifying thus established 
under Washington’s administration, went on with 
an accelerated pace under that of his successor, 
the first Mr. Adams, stimulated as it-was by the 
impending difficulties with France. But a frost, 
a killing frost, fell-upon that policy on the acces- 
sion of Mr. Jefferson.: The difficulties with 
France had vanished, and besides, he was not 


| Sage was sufficiently indicative of his views to 
' decide the fate of the fortifications. To do jus- 
; tice to him, an extract from that message will be 
‘read: 


i1 “The fortifications of our harbors, more or less advanced, 


, present considerations of great difficulty. While some ot 


i 
1 
i 


i 


j them are on a scale sufficiently proportioned to the advan- ° 


tages of their positiun, to the efficacy of their protection, 
and the importance of the points within it, others are so 
extensive, will cost so much in their erection, so much in 
their maintenance, and require such a force to garrison 


| them, as to make it questionable what is best now to be 
| done. A statement of those commenced or projected, of 
i: the expenses already incurred, and estimates of their fu- 
, ture cost, as far as can be foreseen, shall be laid before 
: You, that you may be enabled to judge whether any altera- 


of the reports of the engineers of 1794, that they 
selected, in almost every instance, when not 
cramped by the smallness of appropriations, the | 


same points for defending the ports and harbors į; 
which have been subsequently indicated by other | 
engineers, and that, at most of the harbors, they | 
recommended floating batteries and galleys to be 
combined with the fortification defense; a species | 
of floating defense which the late engineers adopt i 
in the idea and supersede in the form by recom- || 
mending the adoption of the great improvement | 
_ af the age, steam power. 

At the meeting of Congress in November, 1794, | 
President Washington caused to be communicated |; 
to that body the steps which he had taken, and the |! 
progress which had been made, in carrying into 
effect the act of the 20th of March preceding, with 


an urgent recommendation to increase the fortifi- || 


cations, and make them commensurate with the 
exigencies of the country. The Military Com- 
mittee of the House of Representatives responded 
to this appeal, and as early as the 4th day of 


December ensuing made a report by Mr. Fitz- 
simmons, their chairman, fully sustaining and | 
sarrymg out the President’s policy. r. B. 


would read it, and would propose it as a model 
now to be followed, both for the brevity of its 
style and the efficiency of its recommendations: 


THE REPORT. 

“Mr. Frrazsmmons, from the committee to whom was 
referred that part of the mesage of the President which 
respects the fortifying of the ports and harbors of the United 
States, made the following re : 

“« That by the report of the Secretary at War, it appears, 
that in pursuance of the act of the last session, the fortifi- 
cation of the different ports and harbors are in considerable 
forwardness, excepting only the port of Boston, and Wil- 
mington, in-the State of Delaware, suspended for reasons 
assigned by the Secretary in his report. 

‘< That contracts have been entered into for the ordnance 
necessary, and measures taken for progressing in the forti- 
fications as soon as the season will permit. 

“ That from the necessity of enlarging the plan of de- 
fense in some instances, and the enhanced price of labor 
and materials since the first estimate was made, a sum not 
less than will be necessary to complete the pian 
of defense contemplated, admitting the fortifications to be 
constructed of timber and earth; and if executed with 
stone, to a much jarger sam. 

“The committee, taking into’ view the eircumstances 
connected with this subject, and having received the neces- 
sary information from the Secretary of War, submit the 
following resolutions: 

“ Resolved, That the necessery works for fortifying the 
ports and harbors of the United States ought to be contin- 
ned, and constructed of the most durable materials, so as 

t to answer the purposes of defense and permanency. 

“ Rewloed, That a sum noi Exceeding 450,000 (over 
and above the sums already appropriated) appropriated 
for the purpose aforesaid; and that asum notexceeding 
pies ook per annum, be provided for the service aforesaid. 

g ved, That the President of the United States be 
authorized to give preference, in point of time, to the com- 
pletion of such of said fortifications as he may think ad- 


„Mr. B. would here drop details and economize 
his remarks, He had arrived at a point at which 


tion is necessary in the laws respecting this subject.” 
Under this message, resumed Mr. B., the for- 
tifications languished and declined. Appropria- 
tions became less and less; the old works de- 
cayed; garrisons were reduced, and new ones 
were not begun; but difficulties with England 
arose; some outrages were committed within our 


, waters, and the States possessing sea-port towns 


began to remonstrate, and to demand defenses 
for their ports and harbors. The legislative re- 
solves of the State of New York, as coming froma 


| State friendly to the Administration, as containing 


| Anargument within themselves,as beinga sample 

j of what came from other States, and as bein 

| strictly pertinent to the present debate, Mr. B. 
would read: 


| 

| ‘New Yorx Lectatature, March 20, 1807. 

| Resolved, As the sense of this Legislature, that every 

i consideration of ape A and duty roguires that adequate 
measures should be adopted by the National Government 
for the protection of the port of New York. 

“That the agricultural as well as commercial interests of 

the State are deeply interested in this most desirable ob- 
| ject. 
| That in surrendering to the United States the revenue 
arising from imposts, this State anticipated, and has now a 
right to expect, that a competent portion of that revenue 
would be appropriated for its defense, and that the Congress 
of the United States, are bound by their constitutional 
duties, as guardians of the common defense and general 
welfare, to satisfy this proper and reasonable expectation. 

& Resolved, That an application be made to the President 
of the United States, in behalf of this State, to fix upon a 

lan of durable and permanent defense for the port ot New 
Fork, fully adequate to the importance of the object, and 
that he be also respectfully requested to appropriate, out of 
the moneys placed at his disposal, as large a sum as can be 
usefully expended for that purpose, until Congress shall 
have it in their power to make further provision in the 
premises. ` 

“ Resolved, That the Legislature of this State fully ap- 
preve of the conduct of our Senators and Representatives 
in Congress, in advocating and intorcing the claims of this 
State in this respect, and that they be requested to support 
and inforce such further measures as may be necessary for 
the permanent defense of this State, and to obtain, either 
by annual appropriation or by general provision, a sum 
competent for that important object.” 

Under this appeal from New York, (continued 
Mr. B.,) backed by others from other States, and 
stimulated by the increasii gressions, con- 
tempt of the proclamation of inhibition, and mul- 
tiplied violations of jurisdiction within our 
waters, by British ships of war, the administra- 
tion of Mr. Jefferson found it necessary to do 
something, and the experiment of gun-boats was 
resorted to. The gun-boats were tried. They 
had their day, and a brief day it was, for the end 
of Mr. Jefferson’s administration saw the end 
of their glory. Mr. Madison came into office in 
March, 1809—convoked Congress for May of 


he would stop and take a position. It.was the 
commencement of the second term of Waning: 
ton’s Presidency, and the successful establish- 


No. 9 


the same year—informed them that the gun-boats 
were put in a situation to require no further ex- 
pense, and that large appropriations for fortifica- 
-tions demanded their.early consideration. ‘This 


ed, an h i| be large and annual, no less than 
favorable to the policy in itself; and his first mes- , 


was the farewell to gun-boats ahd the revival of 
the great system of defense planned and estab- 
| lished by Washington. The Congress of 1809 
| concurred with Mr. Madison, and at that very 
i session the largest appropriation was made for 
i fortifications Sich has ever been made in any 
: year from the foundation of the Federal Govern- 
‘Ment to this day. It was $1,419,000, being 


i! $250,000 more than was appropriated in the first 


| year of the war, and within $300,000 of the sum 


|; contained in this bill, the amount of which seems 


| to astonish some gentlemen so much. The Sec- 
| retary of War (Mr. Eustis) made a report upon 
| fortifications, in whieh may be found’nearly ever 

| port and -harbor now proposed to be fortified, 
from Passamaquoddy fey to the mouth of the 
Mississippi; and the appropriations continued to 
405,000 in 
the first four years of Mr. Madison’s administra 
tion, which were years of peace, but menaced 
| with war. The next four years, which covered 
| the war, saw a further sum of $2,200,000 appro- 
' priated to this object. At the return of peace, 
: everybody took warning from the past, and all 
: the Departments of Government entered cordially 
i upon the business of repairing past errors by 
| providing for the future, and covering the coast 
| with permanent and durablé works. Mr. Craw- 
ford, who was in Paris, sent us an engineer from 


|| the school of the great Napoleon; Congress took 


| him into service; a board was formed to plan 
and direct the works, and appropriations of 
| $800,000 or $900,000 were annually made to carry 
i them on. The messages of President Monroe, 
and the reports of the Secretary of War at that 
: period, in favor of the system, are too well known 
ito be repeated here. The result of this spirit 
was the formation of the board alluded to—Ber- 


i| nard; Totten of the Army, and Elliott of the 


Navy; and their laborious examinations and va- 
rious reports, especially of 1821, revised in 1826, 
by which one hundred and seven forts, besides 
field works, and floating batteries, were resolved 
upon for the defense of the maritime and gulf 
frontier. The system of Washington, thus re- _ 
vived at the end of the war, has been pursued 
ever since, with some relaxation in 1820, ’21, ’22, 
when the Treasury, from a surplus of $16,000,000 
run out in about four years, had to overdraw in 
the Bank of the United States; and the Gevern- 
ment, to avoid the disgrace of a public loan for 
current expenses, had to reduce the annual ap- 
propriations for the increase of the Navy, from 
$1,000,000 to $500,000, disbanded four thousand 
men out of its little army, diminished the fortifi- 
cation appropriations one half, and enforced a 
rigid economy and minute curtailment at all 
points. With the return of a prosperous Treast- 


|| ry, the usual appropriations for fortifications were 


resumed, and the sum of $2,740,000 undér the 


i| second Mr. Adams’s administration, and- about 


$5,000,000 under President Jackson’s; have been 
applied to that object, with the great consolation 
that all that has been applied since the -war, 
amounting to $12,500,000, is saved, the works 
being constructed of durable and permanent mà- 
terials, while the $7,500,000 previously laid out, 
may be considered as lost, the works being done 
in perishable materials for want of means itrthe 
time of Washington and Adams, and for want 
of time, and under the pressure of danger, in the 
time of Mr. Madison. 

Here (Mr. B.- said) there was room for pre- 
cious and valuable fetrospection. Seven and a 
half miljons of dollars applied to fortifications 
had been lost, partly by pernicious economy in 
using perishable materials, but more by improv- 
ident neglect of time and means when We pos- 
sessed both, and conseguen, wane and hurry 
when danger was pressing. There was a time, 

anterior is the lale Wat; when the United States 
ssessed both the means and the leisure to 
ave entered upon a system of permanent fortifi- 
cations; it was in the second term of Mr. Jeffer- 
son’s administration; and if the surpluses of 
-revenue had been then so applied, the large ap- 
‘propriations afterwards made during Mr. Mad- 
ison’s administration would have been saved 
from a hurried and wasteful expenditure on tem- 

| rary works; and many of the disasters and 
] piet h of the late war would have been pre- 


|-vented. Unhappily, Mr. Jeferson, even in his 
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last message, in 1808, co 
Washington's policy; an : 
yentive genius of Congress to find out constitu- 

tional modes of expending the accumulating sur- 
pluses and in default of finding such objects, 
recommending alterations in the Constitution to 

enable them to be turned to roads and canals, 

totally overlooked the fortifications; without 

which it is now certain that an extended sea- 

board, with its rich and populous cities, must lie 

at the merey not merely of the bombs and crews 

of an enemy’s ficet in time of war, but even of 

the daring enterprise of pirates and buccaneers ! 

Asimilar period has come round again; we have 
surplus revenue, and we have peace. We can 
now lay it out in our defense with the skill and 
care which durability and true economy require; 
and if it is not so laid out, there is one Depart- 
ment of the Government at least which will not 
be to blame—the Executive Department, whose 
multiplied messages to this effect, and especially 
the one on the anniversary of the birth-day of 
Washington, and reinforced by the sentiments 
of the Father of his Country, cannot be lost 
either upon the Senate or the country. 

Having finished his historical view, and de- 
duced the history of our fortifications from 1794 
to the present day, Mr. B. came to the great 
question which must now engage the attention 
of the Senate, and of the country: Shall the sys- 
tem of fortification go on, OR SHALL IT HALT? Shall 
the surplus revenues be applied to fortifications and 
other defenses, OR SHALL THEY BE DIVIDED AMONG 
tHe States? These are the questions, or rather 
this is the question; for the two make but one, 
and are convertible in their essence, though dis- 
tinct in their terms; this is the question, and the 
time has arrived for deciding it. If the money 
is divided among the States, then the great pub- 
lic defenses, of which fortifications are only one 
branch, must halt where they are, beginning no 
new works, and merely completing old ones; or 
they must creep and crawl, and languish, under 
inadequate appropriations, for some ten or twenty 
years, until some new danger arouses the coun- 
try from its supineness to repeat the folly of 
hasty works and perishable materials. his 
must be the result; for the surplus cannot go to 
both objects, and will be insufficient for the ob- 
jects of defense alone. A systematic exaggera- 
tion seems now to prevail in filling the Treasury 
with inexhaustible surpluses, as a systematic 
exaggeration prevailed two years ago in demon- 
strating its emptiness. Then, we were to be 
bankrupt at this day! Now, we are to have 
such masses of surpluses that no extravagance, 
nor even profligacy of expenditure, can get rid 
of them! And, what is curious, these opposite 
exaggerations are maintained by the same per- 
sons, to the same auditors, and for the same ob- 
jects. The Opposition are the exaggerators; the 


uld not bring himself to | ruptcies, sacrifices of property, and enrichment 
d while taxing the in- i| of money dealers, was the universal scene. The 


same catastrophe is now in full prospect, and 
blind is he who does not sce it! Bank expan- 


sions have pushed everything above its level; in 


a little while everything will be as much below 
its just level, as they are now above it.. 
large surplus now in our treasury will vanish, 
like that in Mr. Jefferson’s time, and that of 1817. 
Let us, then, apply it to useful and constitutional 
objects while we have it. The question is imper- 
ative; shall we apply it to the public defense, or 
divide it out in parcels among the States and the 
people? It cannot go to both purposes, and we 
must decide, and decide on this very bill, to which 
purpose the money shall go. This is a bill for 
new fortifications; it commences new works, 
nineteen in number, requiring an expenditure of 
$1,750,000 this year, and a total expenditure of 
about $5,000,000. If the bill passes, it is a pledge 
for the completion of the whole system, and the 
speedy commencement of the remaining works; 
if it is rejected or curtailed, it isa halt inthe sys- 
tem, and may terminate in its present abandon- 
ment and long postponement, until some new 
danger rouses us again from our supine improvi- 
dence. Besides these general considerations, Mr. 
B. had recourse to others of more limited and 

articular application, showing the injustice of 

alting now in the system of defense, and reject- 
ing or postponing the works in the bill. He 
deemed such a course utterly unjust to the States, 
whichas yethad had nothingdone for them. Ofthe 
fourteen forts finished, Louisiana and Alabama 
have seven; Maine, New Hampshire, Massachu- 
setts, Connecticut, Rhode Island, and Pennsyl- 
vania, not one. Of the forts under construction, 
Virginia, the two Carolinas, Georgia, and Florida 
have eight; on which about $3,824,000 have been 
expended, and a further expenditure of $1,700,000 
is to take place; while Maine, New Hampshire, 
Connecticut, Pennsylvania, have nothing under 
construction, and will have nothing for a long 
time, unless the bill becomes a law. It is the 
peculiar perms of this bill to provide for the 
States whose claims have been postponed. It 
provides chiefly for those States which have had 
least or nothing: three for Maine; one for New 
Hampshire; three for Massachusetts; one for 
Rhode Island; one for Connecticut; one for New 


i York; two for Pennsylvania and Delaware; and 
three for Maryland. Shall these States be disap- | 


people are the listeners; and the overthrow of ;; 


the Administration is the object. Two years 


ago, the overthrow was to be effected by terrify- | 
ing the people with the apparition of a bankrupt | 


Government; now, it is to be accomplished b 

the seductive dividends of an inexhaustible 
Treasury! In both instances the exaggerations 
are the same—unfounded in 1834—unfounded in 
1836. The Treasury is in no more danger of 
bursting from distension now, than it was of 
collapsing from depletion then. It is true we 
have a large surplus at present, but no larger 
than it was in 1817, and resulting from the same 
cause, and to be followed by the same catas- 
trophe. Bank expansions filled all coffers, public 
and private, at that time; bank contractions, in 
three years afterwards, emptied all; and_none 
more completely than the Treasury of the United 
States! that treasury, which was held to be 
inexhaustible in 1817; which, in the second 
quarter of that year held in deposit in the Bank 
of the United States $15,935,050 36; and which 


ran out so rapidly that, at the end of 1820, its į 


vast deposit was reduced to $388,210 94; and in 
the first quarter of 1821 it was all gone, a de- 
ficit incurred, and an overdraw of $1,044,539 91 
actually made upon the funds of the bank; and 
this after the great reductions made in the 

ublic expenditure! The Bank of the United 

tates itself was on the eve of stopping; half of 
thelocal banks stopped payment individual bank- 


pointed? Shall their commercial capitals remain j, 


he showed that the peace establishment of 1802 


exposed? Shall Boston, New York, Philadel- 
phia, and Baltimore, remain without defense, 
while New Orleans has been completely covered 
and protected? Shall that of 


The ` 


ew York still , 


| tions which he had put to him, would astonish 
' gentlemen in exposing to them the magnitude of 
their mistake. His answer would be two-fold: 
, first, positive, showing the number that would 


be required to garrison the forts in peace and 
in war; secondly, comparative, showing that this 
number, the relative state of the country consid- 
ered, would not be equal to the reduced” military 

ceace establishment prescribed by Mr. Jefferson 
in 1802; a rule of proportion and a standard to 
which he presumed no Senator, not even the 
most fastidious opponent to standing armics in 
time of peace, would object. As to the numbers 
General Gratiot shows that 1,820 men will be 
sufficient, in time of peace, to take care of all the 
forts now built and now building, and all now 

roposed in the bill before the Senate, and that 
34,140 will be sufficient to garrison them in time 
of war. These numbers will be sufficient for 
forty-six of the forts; the remaining sixty-one 
will require a less number; because the forts, 
though more numerous, will be much smaller, 
and will mount fewer guns; these sixty-one will 
then require, to keep them in order in time of 
peace, 1,538 men; and to garrison them in time 
of war, 22,092 men. Here will be a totality, 
when all the forts are finished, of about 3,500 
men in time of peace, and of about 60,000 in time 
of war; the whole of which, except about 5,600 
artillerists, may be the militia and volunteers of 
the adjacent country, called into service when a 


, Siege is apprehended, and discharged when it is 


over, Such were the numbers that would be 
sufficient both in peace and war; but for peace, 


the garrisons, if regulated with a military eye, 


remain without defense, which so strongly de- 'i 
: manded it as a right in 1807—in 1807, near thirty 


years ago,and before New Orleans was acquired? 
Mr. B. said the view which he had taken of 
this subject would be incomplete, if he did not 


| pursue it still further, and look into some of the 
objections urged against fortifications, and some 


of the advantages resulting from them. 

First, as to the objections. 

It was objected to fortifications that they were 
expensive, costing a great deal to erect them, and 
a great deal afterwards to garrison and maintain 
them. This, he said, was an error of such per- 
verse character, that the very reverse of it was 
true. The cheapness of this species of defense 
was one of its absolute recommendations, and he 
should reserve the head for enumeration under 
the advantages of forts. When he came to speak 
of those advantages he would show that fortifica- 
tions, instead of being the dearest, were the 
cheapest of defenses, not only in money, but in 
the more important consideration of men and 


| lives; as it was a mode of defense which abstract- 


ed fewer men from the other pursuits of life to 
accomplish the same object, and was attended 
with less loss of life, either from the casualties 
of battle or the diseases of the camp. 

Another objection was to the garrisons which 
fortifications required, amounting, as it was sup- 
pores to a standing army in time of peace. 

his objection, (Mr. B. said,) if true, would be 
serious; but it was untrue and unfounded, and 
the answer which he should give to it, founded 


upon the reply of the Chief of the Engineer De- 
partment, General Gratiot, to the precise ques- 


with a view to discipline, police, and martial 
spirit, would be about double, say 7,000 in the 
whole, as these objects would require that com- 
panies should not be divided. Taking, then, 
3,500 men as sufficient to take care of the whole 
one hundred and seven forts, when completed, 
and that 7,000 men would constitute the proper 
AREH in ordinary, Mr. B. would proceed to 
nis comparative view, and show that the largest 
of these numbers would not require an addition 
to our present peace establishment, which would 
make it equal, the relative state of the country 
considered, to the peace establishment of Mr. 
Jefferson. 

To verify this comparative view, Mr. B. tool, 
first, the number of the troops and of the popu- 
lation then and now; and secondly, the extent of 
territory then and now. Under the first aspect, 


|! was 3,080 men; that of the present period was 


6,000; the population in 1802 was five and a half 
millions; at present aboutsixteen million. Here 
was a difference of about three to one in the popu- 
lation, so that a peace establishment upon the 


‘mere data of relative population of 9,240 now, 


would be no greater in 1836 than 3,080 was in 
1802. But the comparison was not to be limited 
to this data; extent of territorial limit, and b 

consequence of frontier outline to be guarded, 
must be combined with it; and this of itself would 
double the numbers of 1802. The territorial limit 
on the map in 1802 was the parallel of thirty-one 
degrees to the south, and the Mississippi to the 
west; the actual frontier to be guarded at that 
time was through Georgia, North Carolina, Ten- 
nessee, Kentucky, and Ohio. The limits on the 
map now, are the gulf coast to the south, and the 
Pacific ocean to the west; the actual frontier to 


‘be guarded now, to the south approaches the 


: Tropic of Cancer, at Key We 


i 


| of 1836 might be raised to 12,320 men 


st; tothe west lies 
along the Sabine, crosses the Red river, the Ar- 
kansas, and the Missouri, extends to the Falls 
of St. Anthony, and to the outlet of Lake Su- 
perior; with occasional expeditions to the con- 
fines of Mexico and to the foot of the Rocky 
mountains. Thus both the territorial limits and 


' the actual frontier are doubled since 1802; and 


s increase, the peace astablishment 
without 
of that of 1802. Thus, if 
f one hundred and seven 
forts were now completed, and full garrisons an 
ordinary were allowed them, there would still 
main about 6,000 men for the western or Jan 

frontier, and the whole would be within the limits 
of Mr. Jefferson’s reduced peace establishinen 
But the whole of the forts are not now finished, 


allowing for thi 


exceeding the ratio 
the whole number o 
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and cannot, with all the men and means that can 
be employed upon them, be finished under ten 
years from this time. By that time our popula- 
tion will have increased five millions more, and ' 
would furnish another three thousand and eighty | 
men to keep in the ratioof Mr. Jefferson’s peace 
establishment; fifteen thousand men might then 
be kept up on the basis of 1802; but that number 
will not be wanted; about twelve thousand will 
even then be enough; and for the present, ten 
thousand men, allowing six thousand for the 
western and northwestern frontier, and four thou- 
sand to the forts, will be sufficient; and this num- 
ber, in the present state of the country, would be 
nearly three thousand under the ratio of 1802. 
Upon these data about which there could be 
no dispute, Mr. B. considered the objection of 
the standing army in time of pan to garrison 
the forts to be completely exploded, and would 
dismiss it without taking in another element 
naturally belonging to the comparison, to wit, 
the increase of revenue which would render an 
establishment of ten thousand men now less bur- 
densome than three thousand and eighty was in 
the time of Mr. Jefferson. Mr. B. took for his 


basisthe military establishmentof 1802, presented | 
by Mr. Jefferson, who came into power upon the ; 


fall cry against standing armies in time of peace; 
and he presumed that no person would ever object 
to a military establishment which kept within the | 
ratio of the one he presented. | 
He would, therefore, dismiss this head with 
informing the Senate that since the United States 
had precipitated all the Indians upon the western ` 
frontier, an increase of the regular force would 
be démanded by the voice of the West. Forts, 
or no forts, ten thousand men were required in 
the present state of the country, of which six 
thousand should be on the western and north- 
western frontier; and upon this number the Con- 


gress would be called to vote at the present ses- |i 


sion. 

A third objection to the fortifications was as to 
the locality of the oe which they would 
anvolve. It was said the money would be ex- 
pended on the coast, to the prejudice of the inte- 
rior. Mr. B. demurred to this objection. It was 
anti-national and anti-social. It was against the 
letter of the Constitution, and against the nature 
and the principles of the social compact. Protec- 
tion and allegignce went together; every part of 
the country owed allegiance to the Government, 
and the Government owed pros to every 
part. Happy, most happy, those who needed no 
protection; after all that can be expended on the 
exposed coasts, the inhabitants of the coasts will 
milll be less secure than those of the interior, on 
which nothing is expended for defense. The 
objection is not only anti-national and anti-social, 
but it is fallacious! Itis a fallacy in itself, and | 
must deceive those who rest their faith upon it. 
An expenditure upon the sea-coast for the defense 
of a seaport, a harbor, or the mouth of a river, 
is nota focai expenditure! Itis not an expendi- 
ture, the benefit of which is confined to the town, | 
to the harbor, or the mouth of the river; but it is 
an expenditure national in its nature, constitu- 
tional in its obligation, redounding to the benefit | 
of all, and beneficial to the farmer at the head of | 


the river and in the gorge of the mountains, as | 


well as to the merchant on the sea-board; for un- ` 
leas the sea-port is protected, and the mouth of the | 
river is kept open, the crop raised at the head of 
the river, and the stock driven from the gorge of 
the mountain will return valueless upon the hands | 
of the owner. It was, therefore, an unfounded 
objection, and although the expenditure might be 
unequal, yet that inequality was neither unjust 
nor injurious. It afforded no argument for the 
distribution bills, in whose aid it was certainly 
invoked! Those bills were repudiated by most 
of the interior States, and by nearly all the new 
States; and as for the old ones which had asked 
for the distribution of surpluses, they had also 
asked for forts and navies; and they could not 
have the same money for both objects. The true 
aid to the new States would be in reducing the 
price of public lands, as they have often requested; 
and all the interior States will have the benefit of 
the national defenses, both in the use and in the 
expenditure for them, by the armories and arse- 
established within them, the i troops 


lon the frontier, and the annual expenditure for | 


| bi rake the whole. The forts, the navies, the 

| troops will be supplied and supported from the 
interior; the armories and arsenals will be in the 
interior. : 

A fourth objection which had caught Mr. B.’s 
attention was the supposed effect which the build- 
ing of so many fortifications would have on the 
price of labor. It was supposed that it would 
create so large a demand for labor that the price 


would be greatly enhanced, to the prejudice of | 
railroad, turnpike, and canal companies and | 
Mr. B. had two answers to this objec- ` 
_ tion: first, that it was not valid, if true; secondly, | 


. makers. 


‘| that it was not true, if valid. To him it seemed 


no great harm that the fact should be as supposed, | 


- and that the railroad, turn 
panies should have to pay t 
more per diem. It was written in the holy Scrip- 

' tures that the laborer was worthy of his hire; 
and, for his own part he knew no one better en- 
titled to all that he could get than the man who 
works with his two hands from sun to sun. Cer- 
tain he was, the freight and the toll on the road 
and the canal would not be a penny the less be- 
cause the laborer had been hired at a: reduced 
price. But Mr. B. denied the fact: The fortifi- 

` cations were so remote from each other, they had 


mo and canal com- 


to be built upon such an extended line, stretching | 


from ¥apenmiaquoddy Bay to the delta of the 
Mississippi, that the building of one would have 
no effect upon the cost of building another, and 
the cost of the whole would have no influence 
upon the rate of labor in the country. Even if 
all the defense bills passed, and their appropria- 
tions of ten or eleven millions took effect, 1t would 
be but no more than what is annually spent for 
labor A materials in single cities, while this 
would diffused over a line of four thousand 
miles. 

A fifth objection was somewhat akin to the 
| last, and imported that the amount proposed to 
| . 
| be appropriated was too large to be usefully and 
|| beneficially expended within the year. The valid- 
| ity of this objection (Mr. B. gaia depended upon 
| the time when the appropriation bills should pass. 
| If delayed till the spring was advancéd, and the 
|| working season partly lost, the- objection would 
|| acquire more weight. Time was already lost, 
'! especially in the South; and if these important 

bills were to be pushed aside to make room-for 
: abolition debates and land bills for distributing 

the public moneys, so much more time might be 
lost as to make it impossible to use the money 
| after it was voted. But, still it was an objection 
' of which the objectors could not take advantage; 
no man may take advantage of his own wrong; 
and if it is wrong to appropriate money that can- 
not be expended, it is certainly wrong to stave 
off the appropriation till the time for expending 
it is lost! And here Mr. B. would invoke atten- 
tion to the debate just closed on the loss of the 
fortification bill, and of the $3,000,000, at the last 
| session. All parties have just been washing 
their hands of the merits of those losses; an 
shall any of us, in the same instant, go on to 
frustrate the present appropriations, or to make 
them inoperative for want of time? Besides, the 
money appropriated for this year is not obliged 
to be expended within the year; it -may be ex- 
pended in the commencement of the next year, 
and thus enable the year’s operations to com- 
mence, and especially in the South, before the 
be i ener ean be got through Congress. 
he sixth objection which Mr. B. would men- 
tion, and the one perhaps which was progenitor 
to all the rest, was the very palpable assumption 
that the application of so much money to the 
defense of the country, would be fatal to the 
schemes of distributing the surplus revenues and 
the proceeds of the public lands among the States 
and the people. his objection, he acknow- 
ledged, was well founded. The defense of the 
country, and the distribution of the po money, 
were antagonistical objects, and the success of 
either was fatal to the other. Itwould take more 
surpluses than ever would be found in the Treasury 
| to defend the country. The military arm alone 
| would require above forty millions; the naval 
| arm, would require more than as much more. 
| The two objects, then, being antagonistieal and 
incompatible with each other, must come- before 


i 


+ 


e laborer a few cents | 


the Senate, and go before the country, upon the 
respective merits and demerits of each; the defen- 
sive scheme resting upon a duty of constitutional 
| obligation, upon a consideration of national in- 
dependence, upon the sense of national interest, 
‘and upon the sanctioned system of forty years 
decision; the distributive scheme resting upon 
the seductions of proffered pelf, without warrant 
in the Constitution, unknown to our history, 
oppressive to the new States, demoralizing to 
the old ones, corrupting in its tendencies, and 
bringing the element of the public property to 
enter into the canvass for the presidential office. 
Upon these intrinsic and overruling considera- 
tions, Mr. B. would rely for the decision of the 
Senate and of the country, between the two ob- 
jects. 
He would not.descend to the low comparison 
of sordid and pecuniary inducements. He could 
_ not insult his countrymen by referring to them 
the seduction of a sordid money scheme on one 
:, hand, and the enlightened obligations of duty 
and patriotism on the other. If he could do s0, 
and could present the two schemes in a mere 
trafficking, trading, profit-and-loss point of view, 
the one divested of its patriotic attractions, the 
| other stripped of its moral deformities, it would be 
| easy to show that there would be more mone 
diffused among the people by defending their 
| country, than by pillaging it themselves, and 
i leaving it to be pillaged by foreign enemies after- 
| wards. For such ‘Is the extent and variety of 
| the means and objects to be combined in a great 
, and durable system of national defense, that every 
| part of the Union would receive its share in the 
' first disbursements, and in the annual expendi- 
tures thereafter. Forts, navies, navy-yards, and 
dock-yards, on the coasts; armories, arsenals, 
founderies, depots of arms and munitions in the 
interior; troops on the western frontier; and an- 
i nual supplies from the interior for all the estab- 
' lishments on the vast circumference of the Union; 
such would be the sources of expenditure. The 
, firstoutlay and the perennial expenditure for all 
‘ these objects would be great; and if the system 
of defense required for the country be now adop- 
‘ted, many great objects heretofore planned must 
; go into effect; a grand naval and national arsenal 
at Burwell’s bay, in Virginia® as recommended 
by the military and naval board of 1821; a navy- 
yard at Charleston, South Carolina, and another 
at Pensacola; with a fort and naval station at 
Key West to command the Gulf of Mexico, to 
make that gulf what the Mediteranéan sea was 
to the Romans, mare nostram, our sea—belonging 
as it ought, to the masters of the Mississippi, 
' and considered and treated as the outlet and es- 
| tuary of the King of Floods. In such great es- 
tablishments, and the numerous others indicated 
by the hand of defense, the people would find 
moneyed reasons for preferring the defense of 
their country to its pillage: but I donot present 
such reasons; I resume my position; I defer to 
their intelligence, and to their patriotism, and rest 
the choice between the defensive and* the distrib- 
utive schemes, upon all the lofty and holy con- 


* «í The navy-yards (excepting that of Charlestown, near 
Boston) have ail been improperly placed; the conveniences 
for the erection of the necessary establishments having 
alone been taken into consideration, while ali the other | 
requisites for points so important, sueh as security agninst 
attack by sea and land, facility for réceiving all kinds of 
building materials in time of war ae well’ usin time of 
penres vicinity to a place of rendezvous, have bees Over 
looked. E ans 

« A defensive system for the frontiers of the United States 
is, therefore, yet to be created. Fts bases are—lI, a navy ; 
2, fortifications; 3, regular troops and well-organized mili- 
tia; 4, interior communication by. land and water. These 
means must all be combined, so as to form 8 complete sys- 
tem. ; z A 
The navy must, in the first place, be provided with 

Tie tabishments for construction and repair, harbors 
of rendezvous, stations, and ports of refuge. It is oniy by 
taking into view the general character as well asthe details 
of the whole frontier, that we can fix on the most advan- 
ta; points for relieving these naval depots, harbors of 
rendezvous, stations, and ‘ports of refuge. 

« On these considerations, Burwell’s bay, in J 
and Charlestown, near Boston, have been especially recom- 
‘mended by the commission as the most proper sites for the 
reat naval arsensals of the South and of the North; Hamp- 


in J ames river, 


g i dezvous, and 
ton roads and Boston roads as the chief rendez 8 

set bay as an indispensable accessary to Boston 
Naan Reports of 1819, 182 , 1821, by the Military and 
Naval Board, General Colonel Totten, and Com 
modore Eliott) -- — 5 7 : 
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siderations which recommend one and condemn 
the other. 


Finally, and by way of concluding his notice 


of the objections to fortifications, he would bring 
forward one which he had not heard mentioned 
by any speaker, but which he had found in the 
reports of ane of the French engineers employed 
by President Washington, in 1594. It was Mon- 
sieur Rivardi, and might be interesting as a reml- 
niscence now, asthe novelists callit, and to show 
what kind of objectors there were to fortifications 
forty years ago, alihougn the race may be now 
extinet, and the reference may remain without 
application: 


i 
+} thought (said this ingenious soldier) that, in a small 


community, where public welfare ought to be the chief aim 
of every individual, no jealousy, no parties, could be found. 
L do not think, however, that there exists, anywhere else, 
such ridiculous divisions as here. There is a large number 
of dissatistied men who object altogether to fortifications, 
from the same principie for which they object to every 
measure of Government. Some would rather bush fight, as 


they call it, in case of a war; and the fact is, I fancy they | 


had rather not fight at all. I drop this disagreeable subject ; 
the only thing is to be deaf, and do what the safety of the 
country requires.” —( Letter of Rivardi to General Knoz, 
Secretary at War, July 28, 1794.) 

Next, as to the advantages of fortifications. 

On this head Mr. B. would be brief, referring 
the Senate for a full understanding of the subject 
to the masterly reports of the Board of Engi- 
neers for 182] and 1826, and confining what he 
should say chiefly to statements and reflections 
resulting from those reports. 

1. Fortifications close up all important inlets 
to ports and harbors against enemies; they give 
security, confidence, and tranquillity in time of 
war to the cities and coasts covered by them; the 
truth of which is exemplified in the opposite 
coasts of France and Great Britain, where the 
coast inhabitants and cities, covered by fortifica- 
tions, are as tranquil in the pursuit of their busi- 
ness in time of war between these countries as 
in time of peace. 

2. They give, security and protection to the 
commercial and naval marine, as ships, either of 
war or of commerce, pursued by an enemy, fly 
to them for refuge, and lie in safety under the 

uns of a fort, or within a harbor defended by it. 

Ve have a vast commercial marine to which we 
owe protection; we have determined on the cre- 
ation of a navy; and, for the preservation of both, 
we must have fortified harbors for their refuge 
and protection. 


3. Forts are often necessary at points where ' 
there are not cities to defend, as at positions | 
which an enemy might occupy in time of war, ' 


and from which he could assail, annoy, devas- 
tate, or alarm the neighboring country. Our 
extended coast presents many positions of this 
kind, and which we must occupy to prevent an 
ay. from establishing himself upon them. 

4. Forts are necessary on the lines of interior 


navigation, to keep open the communications in || 


time of war. The debouches of canals, the pas- 
sages through sounds, bays, straits,and between 
islands and the main land, are examples of this 
necessity, and of which many instances may be 
found on the maritime and gulf frontier of the 
United States. 

5. Forts are indispensable to the protection 
of navy-yards, dock-yards, and naval arsenals. 
The nature of these establishments require them 
to be accessible from sea; and unless protected 
by forts, they may be invaded, plundered, and 
burnt by anenemy. This happened once in Eng- 
land, when the Dutch penctrated the Thames, and 
destroyed the naval establishments at Chatham. 

6. Forts are the cheapest mode of defense; 
cheapest in money, cheapest in the number of 
men to defend them, and cheapest in the number 
of lives lost. They are cheapest in money, be- 


cause when once built of the proper and durable ; 


material, earth and stone, they are built forever, 
and in the course of centuries require but little 
for repair or reconstruction. They are cheapest 
in men, because a few can defend a fortified posi- 
tion against a great number, and.thus abstract a 
smaller proportion of the population from peace- 
ful pursuits. They are cheapest in blood spilt, 
or in lives lost, either of men killed in battle, or 
dying of diseases from camp and field exposure. 
Behind the defenses of a fort, sheltered from the 
weather, amply provided with every essential to 


i 


| health, the troops in a fort suffer far less, in pro- 
| portion to their numbers, than those in the ficld 
or the camp. In exemplification of these ideas, 


Mr. B. would refer to the calculations made by |! Departments could prepare it. 


the Board of Engineers, to show the difference of 
expense in men and moncy in defending a given 
number of our cities, for a given time, with and 
without the cover of fortifications. They took 
Boston, New York, Philadelphia, Baltimore, and 
New Orleans, and based their calculations of a 
campaign of six months against a menaced attack 
from an cnemy’s squadron. Without forts, the 
number of men required for the protection of 
| these cities, not knowing which was to be attacked, 
and bound to be provided at each city, the aggre- 
gate number would be seventy-seven thousand 
to meet a descent of a fourth or fifth of that num- 
.. ber at any one point; the expense of which, for 
' six months, would be $19,000,000. ‘To defend 
the same cities with forts would require an ag- 
gregate of no more than twenty-seven thousand 
men, and an expense of $6,500,000; makinga dif- 


t ference of fifty thousand men and of $12,500,000. | 


t Thus, in a brief war of two or three years, the 


whole cost of the fortifications for the whole coast ' 


: of the United States, on the largest scale pro- 
jected, would be completely saved. 
7T. The cfciency of the defense is another of 
the advantages of fortifications on the sea-board. 
That efficiency on a land frontier has been a 
problem among military men, and opinions have 
divided upon it; but no such problem has ever 
existed in relation to the coast defenses; on that 
point opinions have never divided; and through- 
out the world, in all ages, and in all countries, 
the defense of the coast, by fortifications, is the 


only safe reliance against approaches by sea; | 


approaches which may be made without warning, 
which may threaten dozens of cities and thou- 
sands of miles of coast at the same time; which 
may stand off and on, hover round, distract and 
scatter the troops collected atany one point, wear 
out anarmy by marches and counter marches, 
and eventually strike where least expected, or 
. least prepared to resist. 

8. But the great and crowning advantage of 

fortifications is their peculiar adaptation to de- 


fense by militia, by volunteers, and by the yeo- , 


manry of the country, and their consequent dis- 
pensation of large bodies of regular troops, both 
in war and in peace. Forts are the peculiar de- 
fense of the militia. A few artillerists, and the 
militia of the adjacent country, are the proper 
defenders of forts, To these points, on the first 
signal of danger, the yeomanry of a free country 
will forever flock. hey will fly to the forts 


with alacrity and confidence, and will make bril- , 


‘ liant and glorious defenses. Placed in positions, 
and sheltered by works, even indifferent, the 
‘| yeomanry of the United States have always per- 
l! formed prodigies of valor. Even in temporary 
‘| field works, and the merest apologies for forts, 
| they have rivaled and transcended the exploits 
‘| of veterans. Our history is too full of examples 
of this character to admit of naming any without 
seeming to neglect others; but I must refer to a 
few—to the green-log pen at Charleston, called 
Fort Moultrie, and the post-and-rail fences piled 
upon each other at Buaker’s Hill, in the war of 
the Revolution; and the mud wall at New Or- 
leans, and the stakes stuck in the ground for a 
fort at Sandusky, during the late war—to remind 
the Senate of what a yeomanry and a few regu- 


defenses. 


|| on the extent and variety of the defenses re- 
|i quired for the United States, and the wisdom, 
|, propriety, and necessity of dedicating our present 
| surplus money and our present leisure time to 
‘i the creation of these defenses. Ships, navy- 
yards, dock-yards; two great national naval 
|| arsenals of construction and repair; forts, arm- 


ories, arsenals, depots of arms and munitions 


swords and pistols for the cavalry of the States; 


| northwestern, and, he might add, for the south- 
į ern and southwestern frontier also; such was the 
vastness of the system, and the multitude of its 
poan which the defense of the country re- 


! 
L 
1 
i 


| 


lars can do, placed in position and covered by 


Mr. B. concluded his speech with expatiating 


an increase of the army for the western and ': 


| not calculated; but the Senate had adopted a res- 
| olution to ascertain that expense, and the answer 
| would come in as soon as the Navy and War 
Of the military 
branch alone he would venture to give an opinion 
and would say the estimates for that branch alone 
must exceed $40,000,000. Of all the branches 
of this system of national defense, he had dis- 
cussed but one, and not the whole of that. He 
| had spoken of foris alone, but of the forts on the 
‘maritime and gulf frontier, without mentioning 
though certainly not without remembering, that 
we had an extended line of lake frontier, washed 
by inland seas, and bordered by a foreign Power. 
He had spoken of fortifications alone; ‘but it was 
not to be dissembled or denied, that the whole 
system of defense, naval and military, was now 
upon trial. The bill for the nineteen new forts 
is the touch-stone of the whole question. If 
that passes, then the whole system moves for- 
ward; if it is rejected, the whole system halts; 
for forts are the indispensable part of the whole 
system; they are its back-bone, without which 
all the rest becomes vain and ineflicient, and ships 
themselves are idle preparation. For what are 
ships without ports of refuge? What are har- 
bors and breakwaters without defense? What 
are dock and navy-yards without forts to cover 
them? Nothing but prizes, spoil, and prey for 
‘the public enemics. But (Mr. B. repeated) the 
fate of this bill is the fate of the whole system 
of defensc, and of antagonistic schemes for the 
distribution of the public money. If the bill 
becomes a law, the defenses go on, and all the 
surpluses of revenue will go to that object; if the 
‘bill fails, the defenses will halt and linger, and 
the distribution bills will spring upon the stage, 
and will labor to scatter and squander that money 
i which a defenseless country calls for in vain. 
i I conclude (said Mr. B.) with remarking that 
the present period is to be an era in the history 
. of our country. It is a period from which there 
must be a new movement forward, ora sad re- 
trogression. It is a point upon which posterity 
will look back for ages and for centuries, to ap- 
plaud the wisdom, or deplore the weakness of , 
the national councils. The Navy and the War 
Departments will report soon, and will develop 
` all the points of national and permanent defense 


ii which the extent of our country demands, and 


the destiny of the Republic requyes. President 
Jackson has given us his earnest, his zealous, 
his reiterated recommendations; all depends now 
| upon the legislative department, and upon the 
‘i decision of the question, whether the public 

money shall go for the public defense, or shall be 

lavished and squandered in unconstitutional and 
' demoralizing distributions among the States? 


SLAVERY IN THE DISTRICT. 


DEBATE IN THE SENATE. 
l February 29, 1836. 


The Memorial nf the Society of Friends of Lancaster 
County, Pennsylvania, praying for the abolition of Slavery 
and the Slave Trade in the District of Columbia, was taken 
up as the order of the day. 

The question being on the reception of the 
petition, 

Mr. WALL rose and said: 

| Mr. Presipent: I had hoped that the commu- 
“nity of object so strongly and decidedly professed 
by all who have mingled in this debate, would 
have resulted in some measure acceptable to all 
‘to disarm this question of its excitability, and to 
relieve the business of the public from its par- 
alyzing effects. I had hoped that some measure, 
conceived in that noble and fearless spirit of pa- 
triotism which, in another place that I am not. 
permitted to mention, has added new honors to 
a name so illustrious for all that can adorn the 
, chivalry of the soldier and the patriotism of the 


t 
i 
f 
l 
| 


: l "< citizen; a name connected with the most trymg 
i of war; arms and field artillery for the militia; ` 


and the most glorious periods of our commo 
history, and of the State which gave him birth, 
would have conducted the dangerous electricity 


‘| with which the dark and threatening cloud of 


l E: ` soe . 
abolition incendiarism is supposed to be charged, 


-. harmless to the earth. 


Ihave been disappointed. The honorable Sena- 


quired. The expense of all these works he had |! tor who made the motion to reject the petition 
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presented by the honorable Senator from Penn- 
syivania, has avowed that he feels it his duty not 
only to persist in that motion, but should feel it 
to be his high and imperious duty to demand the | 
question of reception on the presentation of every | 
other petition of a similar character; and I feel i; them that it is inexpedient to grant their petition . 
that my duty will not permit me longer to remain | —that it would endanger the integrity of the: 
silent. $ . st a Union, the peace, the lives, and the liberties of 

Sir, the question raised by that motion isa con- |: our fellow-citizens—that it would scatter rapine, : 
sytutiona! question of deep and abiding interest,’ murder, and desolation over the fairest portion 


which comes home to the sensibilities ofthe whole | of the Union; and they would forbear. They 
are for the peace and happiness of man, not for 


American people, and, like all constitutional ques- |! 
ven- || blood and rapine. They would leave it to the. 


tions, ought to be approached free from all 
titious excitement. . _, || Providence of God in his own good time to work 
Let me premise, Mr. President, that the petition | out the remedy for evils which would be aggra- i 
which you are now called upon to reject does not |: vated by the rash and inconsiderate and officious ` 
come from the great laboratory of abolition incen- | ' 
diarism. It does not spring from the heated atmos- | that one of the 
phere produced by the contention of men strug- | of liberty which 
gling for political power; 
men, who, under pretense of conscience, 
worldly, selfish, or unholy designs. | 
But, sir, it comes from a source which, on this ` ity is not of that reckless character that it will | 
floor, and everywhere else where the doctrines of wade to its object through rivers of blood and | 
the civil and religious liberties of man are main- amid the fallen fragments of an em ire. | 
tained, cherished, and supported, is entitled to be | Mr. President, I must be allowed to say that I 
heard with respect. It comes from 
quarterly meeting of the Society of Friends. 
Although not my immediate constituents, I ject this petition. ‘T had heard this body called 
have the pleasure of knowing some of the very the last refuge of liberty—the defenders of the 
respectable citizens who compose that quarter, 


timony against the evils of slavery, as they do | 


which the laws of society recognize. Speak to : 


illars of the most glorious temple | 
human wisdom has ever erected | 


ij 
li Constitution—the champions of the liberties of |; 


‘movements of human action. Tell them, sir, 


the Caln was surprised when I heard the honorable Sena- ; 
Í tor from South Carolina make his motion to re- '' 


and I feel bound, from that knowledge, to say that :| the people against the attacks and assaults of ex- |: 
they are neither fanatics in religion nor politics; '! ecutive power. Is it wise, then, if they are en- I 


and that they seek not to destroy the Constitution 
or endanger the peace and permanen 


cy of the ` defense of the Constitution, to se 
Union. . 


They are what they profess—members of the 
religious Society of Friends.. A society adopting . 
the nure and simple doctrines of the pel pro- 
claimed by the angel herald of the advent of our | 
Savior, * on and good will to man,” | 
have emphatically taken as their rule of conduct | 
the doctrines which he ta 
as you would they should do unto you,” and : 
“love your neighbor as yourse 
well as the other fundamental principles which | 
characterize them, they maintain, not by conten- | 
tion or force, but by bearing what they call their | 
desis i cong such acts as they, in their con- 
science, believe subversive of their golden rules | 
of action. | 

Theirs is no pona faith which impiously ' 
invokes the judgment of Heaven upon the sins 
of others, while vaunting their own superior good- 
ness and virtue. They address not the passions ` 
or the feelings of interest or avarice, but the com- 


mon sense, the wisdom, and justice of man. Their | from one to the other is not only easy but natu- 


only weapon is the calm, mild, and dispassionate |! 
voice of reason, and they conquer, if they conquer ; 
at all, by submission and endurance. 
Mr. President, these petitioners are not only ' 
attached to the Union, but to the principles of our | 
Constitution. And well they may be, for their 
own system of discipline, which dates back long | 
anterior to that Constitution, not only contains | 
the same general principles of civil and religious || 
liberty, but in a most remarkable degree shadows |! 
forth the same system of government, afterwards n 
so admirably developed and expanded in the 
State and Federal relations of that instrument. 
And what is it that these petitioners have done, | 
which should bring down upon them the fiery in- i 
dignation of the honorable gentleman from South || 
Carolina, and exclude them from the right of |; 
being heard in this Hall? They have prayed | 
Congress to exercise what they conceive to 
their constitutional right over the territory of the 
District of Columbia, in respect to the abolition 
of slavery and the selling of slaves in that Dis- 
trict. Admit that they are mistaken—admit that 
Congress have no constitutional right over slavery 
or the exercise of the right of slavery in this Dis- 
trict-—ad mit that they understand the Constitution 
differently from the honorable Senator from South 
Carolina, or even from this Senate; yet I believe 
it is not a crime in any but one man to construe 
the Constitution as he understands it. Ifthey are 
mistaken in their views, it belongs to us so to 
determine, and our rights and our duties begin 
where those of the petitioners end. Speak to 
them in the ianguage of courtesy and of reason, 
end they will submit, although they might still 


ht—* Do unto others || Am 


‘| upon our ears in the harsh and imperative ac- 


| where but in the District of Columbia; and that | 


is the liberty, for which they are contending, | 
the mere liberty of letting the people hear their 
voices ? 

Mr. 
ing to the people, which .they at least value as , 


| dearly as the liberty of hearing our voices. | 
ong these, not the least, is the liberty of `, 


making themselves heard in these walls—of | 


modes of deing this: one is, by petition, which | 
comes to us in the mild gentle voice of sup- 
plication. The other by instruction, which grates 


i cents of command. Sir, whether obedience to 
; the latter is to be expunged from the list of Sena- 
' torial duties may hereafter be determined; but 
if we reject the right of supplication—if we 
abridge the right of the people to petition—it is 
' hazarding nothing to predict, that we shall spurn 
and scorn the commands of the people; the step 


ral. 
Mr. President, I have examined this question 


with all the care and deliberation that I am capa- | 


ble of exercising;.and I feel bound to declare my | 


deliberate judgment that you cannot reject this | 


petition without violating the Constitution which 
we are all sworn to support. 

I beg you, Mr. President, to look at the peti- 
tion; it is couched in respectful language to this 
body, and to everybody else. It does not assert | 
the existence of slavery, or the selling of slaves, | 
anywhere, or invoke the action of Congress any- | 


action is to be regulated by the Constitution. I| 
beg the honorable Senator from South Carolina | 
to review this petition, and to withdraw his, 
charge that it.traduces and villifies the conduct | 
of the institutions of the State which he so ably 
represents. I ask where, how,and in what part, 
letter, or sentence, of the petition does he find 
che evidence to support this charge? : 
which 


- Sir, it is not the habit of the society to 
these petitioners belong thus to act. They 
speak of the evils of slavery, and of the sellin 
of slaves, in the abstract and impersonally. 
trust, sir, that we have not yet reache the 
excited susceptibility of the followers of the 
Montagues and the Capulets, when the simple 
interrogatory, “ Do you bite your thumb at us?” 
could provoke riot, blood, murder, and suicide. 
- Mr. President, you have no-right, no constitu- 
ition, but for disre- 


tional right, to reject a peti 
spectful language; and even then the language 
must be understood in its mildest sense. The 
disrespectful language must be so gross as to 


President, there are other liberties belong- `. 


If.” “These, as || making us hear their voices. There are but two | 


gaged in such a holy struggle against power, in į 
parate them- |, 
selves from the sympathies of the people? Or || 
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Senate. 


think themselves bound in conscience to bear tes- | show that it is not the exercise of the right of 
c J : petition. 
against the evils of war, and many other things © 


In that case, sir, the power of rejection 


: flows not from the Constitution, but the inherent, 


e l | primary right which belongs to all representative 
| them as citizens of a common country— satisfy ‘: p Vie p : 


deliberative bodies to protect themselves from 
insult and contempt. If, sir, the language of thie 
petition is disrespectful, it must be because it 


:: speaks of slavery and the slave trade in the ab- 


stract as evils. So decide, and this Senate will 


i; cut out for itself new matter for the expunging 
: process. 


It will not be their own acts over which 
they have a control, but it will be the acts and 
labors of the wise and the good of all ages—of 
the patriots and statesmen of our whole country. 


: You must begin with the Declaration of Inde- 


nor does it come from i! is based upon slavery; that you cannot remove l 
cloak | that foundation without destroying the whole ; 
|! edifice, and they will be satisfied. Their human- | 


pendence, the labors of the sages of the Revolu- 
tion, the works of Mr. Jefferson, the library 
which you bought of him, and the whole library 
of Congress, and finish with the proceedings of 
Congress itself. 

_ Mr. President, the right of petition is not de- 
rived from the Constitution. It existed anterior 
to it. It is a primary, inherent, absolute, and 
essential right, which belongs. to representative 
Government. Its origin, its progress, and its his- 
tory, is the history of the struggles, the over- 
throw, and the triumphs of the people. It is the 
political barometer which marks the state of the 
atmosphere of liberty in every age. 

Sir, in the deduction of our title to that rich 
inheritance of Anglo-Saxon liberty called the 
Folk law, an inheritance which our ancestors 
brought with them on the first settlement of this 
country, we find that, whenever the real bona fide 
issue of liberty against power was tried, the right 
of petition stands forth as one of the most 1m- 
portant and essential muniments of liberty—from 
the first trial at Runemede to the final decision by 
the revolution of 1688, when the right of the 
peor to eel governmen was finally established. 

ir, on this side of the Atlantic it has been con-: 
secrated by the blood of our revolutionary sires, 
and is written in the history of our struggle for 
freedom. - 

When the Constitution was formed, the right 
of petition was held by the peopie, in fee si 


ee mune 
| without render of service to'any superior lord in 


sae It was uin, and Dar 
one of the great prerogatives of the people, an 
attribute ofthe sovereign y of the people, and, 
like all prerogatives which spring from sover- 
eignty, unalienable and indestructible. Sir, it is 
a great trust held by the people themselves, for 
the preservation and maintenance of the liberties 
of mankind. It could not be granted; and on the 


absolute sovereignty. 


| adoption of the Constitution it was not granted, 
i but remained among the vast mass of the reserved 


rights of the people. 
ut, Mr. President, so important and essential 
to the preservation of liberty did the people con- 
sider the right of petition, that they were not 
content to let it remain as a mere reserved ‘right 
of the people. The statesmen of those days were: 
deeply imbued with the great principles of popu- 
lar liberty, and thoroughly acquainted with its his- 
toryinallages. Especially they were acquainted 
with the principles of the English law. Extra 
parliamentum, nulla petitio, est grata, licet necessa- 
ria: in Parliamento nulla petitio, est ingrata, st 
necescaria, is the maxim of Lord Coke. They 
know that, in the third year of the reign of the 
first Charles, when the arbitrary conduct of the 
Tudor and Stuart dynasties had made it necessary 
for the people to recur to the first principles, as if 
to render the right of petition and.the primary 
rights of man one and indivisible, and to conse- 
crate it as the great muniment of civil liberty. The 
petition which recited the principles of Magna. 
Charta, with the acknowledgment of the King of 
their truth, was solemnly enrolled among the 
rolls of Parliament; and afterwards, in the thir- 
teenth year of the same reign, was enacted into a 
tute. 
They knew that, notwithstanding thet solemn 
confirmation, in the thirty-second year of Charles 
IL., the right of petition was abridged, by exclud- 
ine matters of State and religion from the subject- 
matter of petition, unless sanctioned by the mae — 

jatracy, and even then, if it was signed by more 

than twenty persons, or presented by more than 
ten. They knew that by the glorious revolution 
of 1688—glorious because it was the first where 
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i 
the right of the sovereignty of the people to con- | petition founded on the law of Parliament, has I| of opinion may be entertained; and 
x oundation of Govern- i| never been adopted, and could not be adopted by || (and I do not mean myself now to express any 
; the Senate. 
' Constitution under which they hold their seats. 


fer power was made tne, $ 
ment—the right of peution was restored to its 
pristine freedom by the bill of rights. 

They knew that, nocwithstanding all this, Lord 
Mansfield had then recently, on the celebrated 
trial of Lord George Gordon, by judicial legisla- 
tion done what no Parliament of Great Britain 
would have dared to have done—abrogated the 
clause of the bill of rights, which repealed the 
statute of 1632, Charles Il., and reénacted that 
statute abridging the right of petition. They 
knew, sir, that in the English law the right of 
peaceably assembling, and the right of petitioning 
for the redress of grievances, were held only 
subordinate to the primary rights of life, liberty, 
and property, but the necessary and indispens- 
able auxiliaries to them. 

Hence, sir, the first amendment to the Consti- 
tution declares: ‘t That Congress shall make no 
‘law respecting an establishment of religion, or 
t prohibiting the free exercise thereof, or abridg- 
‘ing the freedom of speech, or of the right of 
‘ the people peaceably toassemble, and to petition 
‘the Government for a redress of grievances.”’ 
By this amendment, the people did not grant to 
Congress any right to intermeddle with the right 
of petition. 
served rights; but they meant ‘‘to make assur- 
ance doubly sure, and take a bond of fate,’’ to 
take away from Congress all power whatever 
over the right of petition. Mark the language: 
Congress shall make no law prohibiting or abridg- 
ing, &c. It seems to have Keen drawn with ex- 
press reference to the decision of Lord Mansfield, 
in Lord George Gordon’s case, and to the statute 
of 1632, Charles II, which abridged the right of 
petition, and which was resuscitated by that de- 
cision. It therefore withdraws from Congress 
all right of interferencë with the right of petition 
in any form, or in any shape whatever. And if 
it be true, as is stated by the honorable Senator 
from South Carolina, in a recent report submitted 


Madison to the Virginia Legislature, in 1799, 
conclusively settled that Congress has no right, 
in any form, or in any manner, to interfere with 
the freedom of the press—and the violation of 


that principle, in the enactment of the sedition ` 
act, was the leading cause of the civil revolution ' 
of 1801—1 say, if this be so, sir, how can a dis- | 


tinction be drawn between the right of Congress 


to abridge the freedom of the press, and the free- | 


dom of petition? They are alike protected by 
the same clause of the Constitution, and by the 
same language placed beyond congressional ac- 
tion. If this be so, sir, the people themselves 


have settled the construction of this clause irre- || 


versibly. 
_ How, Mr. President, then, can we deny the 
right of petition without violating the Constitu- 


tion; without a .gross usurpation of a power not ` 


only not granted to us, but withheld from us in 
clear, plain, and unequivocal language? 

We cannot make any law; we cannot legislate 
at all as to the right of petition; we cannot—call- 
ing to our aid all the powers of the House of 
Representativesand the Executive also, the whole 
powers of legislation—abridge, in any form or 
shape, the right of petition. Can we, then, do it 
by rule? No, sir; surely not. We cannot do 
indirectly what we cannot do directly. But, sir, 
the Senate have done no such thing. Their rules 
have been drawn by sound constitutional law- 
yers. 
declares: 


“ Before any petition or memorial addressed to the Sen- 


ate shall be received and read at the table, whether the | 


same shal! be introduced by the President or a member, a 


brief statement of the contents of the petition or memorial | 


shall verbally be made by the introducer.” 


The rules, then, simply regulate the mode of 
the introduction of a petition. The 
ther; they couid not go further by the Constitu- 
tion, or without violating it. They make no 
question of the reception of petitions. The re- 


jection of a petition for disrespectful language is | 


an anomaly, and must furnish its own rule. 
' Sir, how is the rejection of this petition at- 
tempted to be justified? It is by the lex parlia- 
mentaria, the law of Parliament. Now it is 
clear that this rule respecting the reception of a 


They did not grant any of their re- . 


| the grievance of one is the grievance of all. 
thought, so felt, so acted, the gallant sires of the | 
| constituents of the honorable Senator, in the 
' darkest and most fearful period of the Revolution, 


Page 48, section 24, Rules of the Senate, | 


go no fur- | 


It is hostile to the principles of that 


It is adapted to another mcridian—a meridian 
where the right of petition has been abridged 
by act of Parliament, by judicial decisions— 
usurping legislative powers—where it has been 
pared down to the size of parliamentary discre- 
tion. Here, sir, it is too mighty, too large, for 
senatorial power, much less for senatorial dis- 
cretion, to grasp; and can it be seriously con- 
tended that it can be abridged by the parliamentary 
law of England—borrowed or not borrowed— 
adopted or not adopted—naturalized or not nat- 
uralized? No, sir, no. The position cannot be 
maintained. Sucha doctrine assumes for its basis 


that the Senate may violate the Constitution with ` 


impunity, under the shield of a rule of the British 
Parliament, wholly inconsistent with, and subver- 


sive of, the principles of that Constitution. 


But, sir, it has been said that the right of pe- 
tition is limited to grievances which personally 
affect the petitioners. Sir, this doctrine sounds 
strangely to my ears. It is not the doctrine of 
the Revolution; and it is there that the people of 
the United States have learned their lessons of 
that right. It is not the doctrine of our ances- 
tors. It is not the doctrine of liberty. It is not 
the doctrine of our Constitution. Sir, as respects 
the Union, the Government is a unit. That great 
mass of human liberty which reposes in safety 
under the protection of our Constitution is com- 
posed of the rights and liberties, the prosperit 
and adversity, the weal and the woe, of each 
citizen and each section of our wide extended 
empire. Sir, the sympathy between the members 


` of the natural body is not more direct and imme- 
; diate than that between all the members of this 


great Republic. Touch the right, the interest, or 


| the liberties of the humblest citizen of this great 
| Republic, no matter where his lot may be cast, 
i and the pulsation is felt in every part. Raise but 
to this House, that the celebrated report of Mr. ` 
Missouri, or the rudest dell of the Alleghanies, 
| and the cry isechoed and reéchoed—ay, sir, and 


the cry of oppression in the remotest prairie of 


felt, too—in every street, and in every alley ofevery 
city and town; in every valley, and upon every 
hill top and mountain of the extended limits of 
the Union. We are bonded together for common 


weal and common woe. Itis this which breathes | 
the Promethean fire of liberty into the cold and | 


chiseled forms of republican government. Sir, 


before compact had added new obligations to the 
sacred ties of a common aneestry, kindred, and 
institutions. The cry of oppression raised in 
Faneuil Hall pealed over the whole South; and 
petitions for redress of grievances—grievances 
which fell first upon the cradle of liberty only— 
besieged the English Parliament from all quarters 
of the good old thirteen States. The true doc- 
trine upon this subject is written in the history 
of the Revolution in characters of blood—of the 
blood of our sires in the East and in the West, 
the North and the South. The right of petition 
for the redress of grievances, is as broad and ex- 
pansive as the rights of the citizen, and circum- 
scribed only by the limits of the Union. It can 
be abridged only by those limits. The people 
must be and are the judges of what is or is nota 
grievance. 


Another objection has been made to the recep- 


tion of this petition, that it prays what the Con- 
gress cannot constitutionally grant. Admit it. 
What then? Is that a cause for rejecting a peti- 
tion? Does the gentleman forget the principles 
which lay at the foundation of our institutions, 
of our Revolution, that government was instituted 
by the people and for their benefit, and that they 
may remodel it when they see proper? Does he 
forget the doctrines of the Declaration of Inde- 
pendence? Does he forget the provision of the 
Constitution which expressly provides for amend- 
ments? But, sir, has the question as to the con- 
stitutional power of Congress over slavery and 
the treatment of slaves in the District of Colum- 
bia, been settled? When? where? how? Is it 


So: 


if so, sir, 


'; opinion on the subject,) is it a ground for reject- 
| ing a petition? It may be good ground for reject- 
i ing the prayer of a petition, that it asks what we 
i have no power to grant; but we must receive 
| it to understand it, to examine it, to judge. We 
| must receive it in order to enable us to discharge 
‘our duties. We must not forget that itis our 
‘duty to sustain the rights of the people—that in 
. this Hall the relation between us and the people 
is, on the side of the people, rights; and on our 
side, duties. 

Sir, where will this doctrine carry the honor- 
| able Senator? The Legislatures of some States 
‘ have instructed their Senators to vote in favor of 

what are called the erpunging resolutions. Ibe- 
lieve, sir, that some people have imagined that 
the resolutions are unconstitutional. Are they 
¿to be rejected? Is a sovereign State to be re- 
: jected at the threshold on this ground? I warn 
‘gentlemen that this is a subject upon which the 
| people know their rights, and, knowing, dare 
maintain them; that they will not be paltered 
with in a double sense. I warn gentlemen that 
this is a subject upon which no metaphysical in- 
genuity can perplex them. 

Sir, the people will never consent to wait at 
your door as suppliants, or as masters, until 
they have been taught the mode of making a 
graceful bow, or the precise language which will 
suit our courtly ears. 

Mr. President, it is said, and said truly, that 
we ought to beware how we suffer our feelings 
to be our counselors, where the judgment ought 
only to act. It will not do for us to turn from 
the propriety of our own course, by either real 
or imaginary danger. Great Fans Sa are always 
immutable, and cannot be made to bend to circum- 
stances. 

Sir, we all, North and South, abhor abolition 
incendiarism. But what isit? It is the attempt 
to deceive honest men into the belief that their 
dutiesas freemen, as Christians, as human beings, 
compel them to violate the sacred compact of their 
ancestors; to destroy that Constitution which 
binds us in the golden chain of the Union; to 
array brother against brother, and to put the 
dagger and the torch in the hands of infuriated 
madmen, to destroy the lives and property of our 
brethren. It is a negro and slave philanthropy, 
which rejects and spurns all humanity and con- 
sideration for the whites and the masters. It is 
; crimsoning the religion of peace with the blood 

of our fellow-men. Itis setting fire to the whole 
|: edifice, in order to purify it from the stain of a 
i single spot. This, sir, is monomaniaism; it 1s 
'' fanaticism. How, sir, can this be put down? 
‘| By persecution? No, sir. It is its life-blood, its 
|| aliment. Sir, the only way of putting down fa- 
‘| naticism is by infamy or ridicule. The history 
l of fanaticism in all ages and in all countries 
l: teaches us this lesson. 

‘| Sir, why is abolition incendiarism to be put 
‘down by infamy? Because it seeks directly or 
. indirectly to violate the solemn compact of our 
‘ancestors—to dissolve our happy Union, and 
| under a false and frensied notion of humanity, 
i, to involve our fellow-citizens in the horrors of 
| rapine, murder, and a servile war. This is what 
renders abolition incendiarism infamous in the 
L| non-slaveholding States. There, sir, it has looked 


! . . 
|! into the pure and clear reflection of public opin- 
‘ion, seen its own Gorgon features, and. been 
| turned into stone. That public opinion is not 
the light wich coruscates from the heat of excite- 
ment, dazzling but to blind, but the steady and 
‘ glorious light of the common sense of the wise 
| and good; of that common sense which God in 
| his infinite mercy has imparted to all his crea- 
tures in his own image, as the etheria] element of 
| man, and like the natural elements, common to 
‘all. It is that voice of the people which justifies 
‘| the maxim, vox populi vor Dei, which has spoken 
|! in the North, and abolition incendiarism has 
i been annihilated. 

I can assure the honorable Senator from South 
| Carolina, that in the State which I have the honor 
in part to represent, I know no one abolition in- 
cendiary—I have never known one, however đe- 
sirous many citizens may be to see the abolition 


not a question at least so open, that a difference il of slavery. No one there would dare to avow, 
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that to accomplish it, he would dissolve or even 
putat h the Union, and the peace and se- 
curity of our southern brethren. 

The danger, Mr. President, at present, is not | 
from the Abolitionists; but from agitation and | 
excitement We have heard the voice of the | 

reat agitator of Europe pealing across the At- | 

antic, and proclaiming at once the watch word | 
and the ruleof action for his co-laborers—agilation, | 
agitation. Will we not aid in this, if we teach | 
the people to believe that the religion of our Con- | 
stitution requires the sacrifice.of any of the chil- | 

dren of liberty upon its altars?—that the right | 

of petition, of the liberty of speech, and of the | 

, is inconsistent with, and must be made 

to yield to preserve other constitutional rights? | 

Sir, the bones of abolition incendiarism now lie 

bleaching upon the desolate heaths where they | 

have been driven by public infamy. They are | 
harmless; but if you collect those bones and fire 
them either for sport or warmth, a spirit may | 
arise with the powers of vitality and of procreation. | 

Mr. President, in advocating the right of peti- 
tion, I wish not to be misunderstood. When || 
the petition is received, and the right of the peo- 

le has been vindicated, I shall be prepared to 

ischarge my duty. That duty under all the 
bear meeps which surround me will compel me 
to adap 


pt only such measures as will insure do- | 


mestic tranquillity, promote the general welfare, | 
and secure the blessings of liberty to ourselves | 
and our posterity, not according to new and un- ; 
tried experiments, but the plain dictates of the © 
(onstitution 1 say this duty, as I understand 
it, will lead me to reject the prayer of the petition. 
Mr. BLACK said that, as so much had been 
gaid on this subject by Senators coming from 
States immediately interested, he did not deem it 
necessary to enlarge upon it. With regard to | 
the action upon the petitions, he believed it would |, 
be with a view to the same general result by all | 
the Senators, except it might be the gentleman 
from Ohio, (Mr. ensie He must take this 
occasion to say, that be felt greatly indebted to 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania (Mr. Bu- 
cuanan] for the liberal course pursued by him 
on this subject. The question was, how they 
should dispose of the petition presented by the 
gentleman, (Mr. Bucuanan.]} 
The gentleman from South Carolina [Mr. Car- 
noun] had moved to reject the petition, and the | 
ntleman from Pennsylvania (Mr. Bucaanaw) | 
ad moved to reject the prayer of the petition. 
The former, in his opinion, was the strongest | 


motion that could be made, and he should vote || 


for it. If the South had no right to reject the 
reception of the petition, the matter was then at | 
an end. He went into an argument, and cited 
the rules to show the powers of Congress to | 
reject petitions that asked for an unconstitutional : 
act, or contained improper language towards cither | 
branch of Congress or any member thereof, and | 
drew a distinction between the use of the right | 
of petitioning and the abuse of it. The freedom | 
of meea and of the press were rights analogous | 
to the right of petitioning, and laws had been | 
passed by the State Legislatures stating in what 
they consisted. He spoke of libels as an abuse 
of the freedom of the press. They had a right 
to define what was a peaceable assembly for the 
redress of grievances. Provisions in the Federal 
Constitution were broader than in State govern- 
ments, which were always in some degree jealous 
of each other. The gentleman from New Jersey 
Mr. Wat] had said the right of petition should | 
as broad as the Constitution. Suppose (said 
Mr. B.) a petition should be sent here praying 
for an alteration of the Constitution to elect the 
President for life. Should they not reject it? He, 
should do it instanter. If the right to petition 
was as broad as the Conatitution itself, it could 
not be broader. 

The gentleman from New Jersey [Mr. Watt) 
had said the grievance of one citizen was the | 
grievance of another. The grievance complained | 
of in this petition did not back any grievance of 
the District of Columbia. The doctrine was as | 
vain and jdeal,as to say that the missionary was 


‘ cerned in it; but there was a 
‘| the country aiming at the assumption of power, 


|| threatening to bring their influence to bear against 


essential to the eatablishment of religion. 

If the powers alluded to by the gentleman from 
Connecticut (Mr. Nites] were not transferred | 
by the cession of Virginia and Maryland to the 
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General Government, then they were not trans- 
ferred at all. The petitioners had asked Congress 
to do what they had no right to do, and could 
not do, without a breach of trust. Were the 
petition on this subject not unconstitutional in its 
wer, and presented at a time of extraordinary 
eep and pervading excitement, he might be dis- 
peed to give it the usual direction. But it was 
rought ap 
t 


tamper with this subject. 


mediately interested. The people there looked to ! 


this movement as the entering wedge to the in- 
terference in the slaveholding States. He believed 
the most direct way in which it could be met 
was the most proper. 
confined to a few straggling mercenaries, or con- 
fined to Arthur Ta , he treated it with sov- 
ereign contempt. But when they assumed the 
formidable character of societies, to stir up and 
incite to cutting throata, the people of the South 
would exert all the power they had on earth to , 


they could not expect mercy from the 
He understood there were many petitions, nu- | 
merously signed, in the possession of Senators, 


not yet presented, and that the Abolitionists had :: 


organized societies throughout the North, | 
f he should say that these societies would be , 
put down by the people of the North, he would | 


not speak the truth. In regard to the commer- | 


| cial community, they had nothing to say concern- ' 


ing them, as they were not supposed to be con- 
ody of clergy in 


who were connected with them, and were the 
mere index of them. While they said they had 


| not the right to interfere with the rights of the 


South, why did they claim the right to discuss | 
the subject, circulate 
phlets, and pictures for? It was for the purpose | 
of raising a political party at the North; and if | 
not for that object, it was for no object at all. He | 
had received a paper from a gentleman in New 

York, from which he read an extract, finding 

fault with the sentiments of Governor Marcy, in | 


opposition to the Abolitionists, contained in his || 


message to the Legislature of that State, and | 
him. Whether that was their object or not, it 
must necessarily lead to politics. There was no 
excitementthat did notrun into politics. That ex- 
citement would be brought to bear upon the elec- 
tions, and they would send members of Congress 
here; and no doubt their object was to do so. If 


there were any citizens of the North who did not | 


desire to plunge the country into direful conse- 
quences, he would call Spon them to review the 
manner and scope of their operations. The 
opinion of the South was made up; and Con- 
gress never could act on it. As soonas Congress 
took the first step in a legislative point of view, 
it would be the last; it never could be touched, 
except at the point of the sword. He did not say 
these things for the purpose of excitement, but 
he said it in the sincerity of his heart. It was a 
notorious fact, that some three or five years ago | 
there was a party in the South in favor of the | 
gradual abolition of slavery, whose efforts were 
now cut short by the conduct of the Abolitionists. 
They dare not now even speak 
views. He alluded to the charges of the Aboli- 
tionists against slaveholders. e was willing, 
for his part, to bear the share of the odium. 
was astonished at some of the remarks of the 
Senator from Georgia, (Mr. Kive.] The people 
of the South were not willing to have this matter 
connected with the presidential election, as was 
charged tothem. They had nothing to gain by it. 
There was no such feeling in the public mind in 
the State he came from. All they desired was, 
that a man should be elected who would admin- 
ister the affairs of the Government purely with a 
view to the public good. The feelings, then, were 
not got up with reference to any such question. 
With regard to the merits of slavery itself, itwas 
a question the merits of which he would never 
consent to discuss. He alluded to some remarks 
from the Senator from Pennsylvania (Mr. Bu- 
citaas ie was sorry to hear. If any suffered, 
it was the whites. e condition of the blacks 
in the southern States was better than in any place 


at a time when it would not do to |) 
h He spoke in reference |: 
to that section of the country where he was im- :. 


As long as the matter was ` 


i 
| repel them. While exciting to such purposes, |, 
‘South? 


titions, newspapers, pam- |; 


'' gee the object of it was to teach the 
of their laudable | 


ey, 
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|| in the Union. The morality of the South, which 
: had been reflected upon, would not suffer in com- 
E parison with any other section of the country. If 
| he were to indulge in epithets— 

Mr. BUCHANAN rose to explain. He had 
said in the abstract, as regards slavery, he coin- 
cided with the opinions of the people of his native 
State; and that was all he did say. 

Mr. BLACK continued. He had supposed the 
gentleman coincided in the sentiments expressed 
in the petitions. He should vote for the very 
strongest motion in which he should consider the 
|: petition itself rejected. Entertaining, as he did, 
i no doubt that Congress had a right, on account 
of improper language and the unconatitutionality 
of its object, to reject the petition itself, he should 
vote first for its rejection, on the motion of the 
Senator from South Carolina, [Mr. Catnoun.] 
i He considered the Proportion of the gentleman 

from Pennsylvania [Mr. Bucuanan] as coming 
_ second to it; and, if the first proposition failed, 
he would join the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
{Mr. Bucnanan] in voting for his proposition. 


‘| He was the more reconciled to vote for it, as a 


part of the gentlemen from the South were of 
opinion that ıt was the better mode of disposing 
of it. 

Mr PORTER said it was not his intention to 
have spoken on any subject to-day, and especi- 
ally on the subject spoken upon by the gentleman 
from Georgia, [Mr. Kine.) Subsequent reflec- 
tion had not struck him with any error advanced 
onthat day. What he had seen had struck him 
i with the necessity of observing silence. He felt 


'| as if the liberties of the country were involved in 


: this discussion. Unless the people of the North 
i used stronger measures than had yet been used, 
_ he despaired of suppressing the growth of abo- 
litionism. He was proud to call the gentleman 
from Georgia [Mr. Kine] his friend He be- 
| lieved him honest. He believed if he i Kine 
, thought he was pursuing a course which woul 
` weaken the cause of the South, he would instantly 
' retrace it. The course pursued vy that gentle- 
i man this day, was in his (Mr. P.’s) opinion well 
i calculated to thwart them, (the southern delega- 
tion.) They were presented here with a divided 
front—the maxim of “divide and conquer” was: 
| bearing upon them. When everything dear to 
them was involved, when the gentleman had seen 
they were bowed down, he hoped he would unite 
with them, so that they might show that they were 
not divided at home. For his part, he should 
persist in the course he was going to pursue, and - 
to which he had expressed his preference, even at 
the risk of a division. The South ought to unite 
‘| on the very strongest measures. No matter what 
| was done; whether they rejected the prayer of the 
i petition, or refused to touch it as contaminating, 
the Abolitionists would continue their schemes; 
they were animated by a religious enthusiasm— 
| they had their movers, and they would continue ' 
| thelr avocations to the end of their lives. He 
: feared the good sense of the North would not be 
; able to put them down. 

He had said before, that he would move to 
reject this petition at once. Was there not a 
motion for that purpose now? Could not the 
honorable gentleman from Georgia (Mr. Kine] © 
m that this 
was a subject about which they of the South 
‘could not be talked to? Sacred as that instru- 
‘ment, the Constitution, was, when he saw their 
‘rights, their property, and their lives in jeop- 
iardy, the sacredness of its character was lost. 
He admitted the right of petition was sacred, and 
did not wish to abridge it, He saw no difference 
between rejecting the petition and rejectin: the 


rayer of it. e right of petitioning did not 
imply the righ 


t of assenting to the petition. He 
felt a higher obligation than any other on earth 
to resist this attempt to interfere with southern 
rights. He warned those in the North, whose . 
affections were kind and whose judgments were 
sound on this subject, that this temple was des- 
tined for purposes which those who built it never 
nemile: If these societies were growing, 
as he believed they were, he could not shut his 
eyes to the threatened dangers. Gentlemen were 
mistaken if they thought he wished to discredit 
or weaken the exertions of his northern friends. 
He did not believe that those gentlemen from the 
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South who acted with, him were mistaken in 
their statements in relation to the feelings at the 

orth. 
aun pamphiets or newspapers. He would ask 
the gentleman from Vermont, [ Mr. Svwirr, | 
whether the number of these societies had not 
increased in his State of late? 

Mr. SWIFT could only speak of a part of the 
State of Vermont, in which he had understood 
some five or six societies had been formed since 
he came here. 

Mr. PORTER continued: The statement of 
the gentleman trom Vermont corroborated what 
he had heard from other sources. He had no 
doubt that the accounts in those abolition papers 
were exaggerated. But he nevertheless believed 
that where there was so much smoke, there must 
be some fire. He believed a large majority of 
the people of the North were virtuous, and it was 
to their virtue he looked for aid. He could, how- 
ever, assure them that the only way to put down 
the Aboliuonists was by prompt and decisive 
measures. As to that wretch Thomson, he did 
not regard anything he said. The Senator from 
Connecticut (Mr. Nikes] had said all the mischief 
had been done by the clergy. 

Without coming to a conclusion, the Senate 
adjourned. 


NEW YORK FIRE. 


REMARKS OF HON. C. JOHNSON, 


OF TENNESSEE, 


In rue Hovse or REPRESENTATIVES, 
February 17, 1836, 


On the amendment to the bill for the Relief of 
the citizens of New York, in the Committee of 
the Whole. 


Mr. JOHNSON said, that he was desirous of 
saying a few words on the amendment to the bill 
now under consideration, before the final action 
of the committee uponit; that his opinions upon 
such a subject as this could not be influenced in 
the least by any consideration of a political or 
party character, and he could not believe that 
those of any member of the committee would be, 
notwithstanding the allusions to such subjects so 


often made in the debate; that he would extend ` 
to the citizens of New York the same relief, and 
no more, than ke would be willing to allow toany ; 


He had information from other sources | 


other city in the Union visited by sucha calamity. . 


The 
the consideration of the committee upon this bill 
were similar, in all respects, to others which had 
been often before Congress; he might indeed say, 
almost every Congress from the origin of the 
Government; that the action of Congress upon 
this class of cases was as well settled and more 


questions which presented themselves to | 


closely adhered to, than upon any other he had | 


examined; and if the determinations of Congress | 


were in any case to form a rule for its future ac- 
tion, the relief to which the present applicants 


were entitled under the usages of the Govern- |: 


ment, and which they ought to expect, should 
be considered as such: for more than thirty 
years, similar relief had been extended to all such 
applicants, and he believed that there was not a 
single case in which it had been refused; that his 
object in addressing the committee at this late 
hour, was to give a concise view of the course 
heretofore adopted upon such applications: he 
believed it was liberal and just, and should be 
allowed to the present applicants; and that the 
amendment which he had the honor of submitting 
to their consideration was intended to bestow 
the same relief that had been heretofore given 
under similar circumstances, and he trusted 
would be adopted by the committee in lieu of the 
first section of the bill. 

Merchandise imported into the United States, 
upon which the duties to the Government had 
been paid or secured to be paid, was often des- 
troyed by fire, floods, or some unavoidable acci- 
dent, whilst in the original packages, and of 
course before it entered into the consumption of 
the country, and had often heretofore, and would 
hereafter, produce applications to Congress for 
relief of some sort. Prior to the year 1802, it 
was the constant practice of Congress to remit the 


| duties. He had found in the course of his exam- 
i ination but a solitary case in which that relief 
had been refused; he alluded to the case of Dev- 


l 


it 


ithe country. We cannot delay until the import- 


‘ing merchant sells or goes into suchexaminations 


ereux and others, which had been rejected by a : 


committee on the 11th of January, 1796. There 
was a number of case from the year 1790 to 
1802 in which the duties had been remitted, but 
which he need not delay the time of the committee 
in reciting. The last of the cases had been often 
brought to the notice of the committee, as a pre- 
cedent affording even more relief than provided 
in this bill. The custom-house in Providence 
was burnt in the latter part of the year 1800, and 
a large quantity of teas destroyed: the act of the 
23d of February, 1801, remitted the duties—a 
very strong case for the interposition of Congress; 
and the committee who reported the bill, as if 
conscious that Congress had gone too far upon 
such subjects, was careful in placing the relief upon 
the ground that the goods were destroyed whilst 
under ‘‘ the care of the custom-house officers.” Re- 
lief had been often given before that time to ap- 
plicants whose goods had been removed from 
the custom-house, and in some cases after a 
reshipment of the goods for other ports. 

In the latter part of the same year, a number 
of applications, similar in character, were made 
to Congress, which produced the adoption of a 
resolution of inquiry as to the propriety of making 
some general law upon the subject, whereby such 
cases might be settled at the Treasury Depart- 
ment without any application to Congress. Mr. 
Randolph was then at the head of the Committee 
of Ways and Means, to which that subject was 
referred; and on the 2d of April, 1802, made a 
report against the adoption of the resolution, deny- 
ing the propriety of remitting duties in any such 
cases. Congress had, prior to that time, acted 
upon the principles so forcibly and eloquently 
urged by the gentleman from Massachusetts, [Mr. 
Puivutes,] who addressed the committee the other 
day. The report of the committee, which he 
then had before him, and which he would not 
trouble the committee by reading, did not enter 
at large upon an enumeration of those principles, 
or the causes which induced the committee to 
change the course upon which Congress had 
before that time acted. It appeared from the 
report, however, as it would appear to the com- 

| mittee upon a slight examination, that the safety 
of the public moneys in the Treasury required 
that more restrictions as well as a more rigid cx- 
amination of such claims should be made before 
their allowance, than had been practiced by the 
Government. To permitareturn of the duties to 
be made, or a remission to take place upon every 
casualty and at any time, whilst the goods re- 
mained in the original packages, or whilst the 
owners had the right of debenture, seemed to 
him to open the door for the commission of in- 
_numerable frauds upon the Treasury; to prevent 


ernment could adopt. ; ; 
| If the importing merchant was entitled to a remis- 
: sion of duties upon goods accidentally destroyed 


; original packages by any accident, would have a 
| right to call upon the Government to pay to him 
| the amount of duties which he had paid the im- 
| porter, and which had been paid by the importer 

to the Government. And the same principle 
| might, with equal propriety, be applied to the 
| Consumer who purchases the goods which is de- 

stroyed before used by him. In our system of 
indirect taxation, it is no doubt the intention and 
| expectation of the Government that the consumer 


: great force, that any accident which destroys the 


, the country should induce Congress to remit the 
; duties to the merchant; otherwise the merchant 
| not only loses the goods destroyed, but pays the 


i it is necessary for Congress to fix u 


pon some 
time when duties shall be considered as due, or 
when the goods shall be considered as to have 
| entered into the consumption of the country. 
| ‘We cannot delay the collectionof the duties until 


| of the goods imported shall pay the duties, and | 
; not the merchant; and it is therefore argued, with 


which, he did not see any means that the Gov- 


whilst in the original packages, upon the same ' 
, principle and upon the same reasons, the merchant 
‘in the interior, whose goods should be lost in the ` 


į whole tax; but, however forcible this may appear, ' 


| goods before they enter into the consumption of | 


' first section of the bill, that gave relief to al 


Since 1802, the rule seems to have been to exact 
the duties in all cases after the entry at the cus- 
tom-house, and bonds given according to law 
after that time there is no remission; the duties 
become a part of the value of the goods, and it is 
the duty of the merchant to insure; the omission 
to do so on his part is to be esteemed an act of 
negligence, for which the Government ought not 
and cannot be made responsible, 

This seems to have cen the principle upon 
which the committee acted in 1802. At the next 
session of Congress, another application was 
made to Congress, well calculated to test the 
sense of that body upon the correctness of the 
principle, and the propriety of the report. The 
custom-house at Portsmouth, New Hampshire, 
was burnt, and a large quantity of merchandise 
consumed in it. Application was made to Con- 
gress for relief; he presumed for a remission of 
duties. Mr. Ranpo.rn continued at the head 
of the Committee of Ways and Means; and, in- 
stead of remitting the dutics, as had been the 
practice of the Government, and as had been 

| done twenty years before, in behalf of the mer- 

chants of Providence, in a precisely parallel case, 
he introduced, and passed, the act of the 14h of 
February, 1803, allowing to the sufferers by fire 
one year’s indulgence upon their bonds. No 
other relief was given, although the goods had 
been burnt in the custom-house, “* under the care 
of the custom-house officers.’’ Similar relief was 
extended to the sufferers by fire at Norfolk, by 
the act of 19th of March, 1804, and by the act 
of 10th of February, 1807, a second time to the 
merchants of Portsmouth. The provisions of 
the preceding acts extended relief to the debtors 
of the Government, whose ‘* property’? had been 
destroyed by fire, without any other limitation 
or restriction. 

By the act of the 11th of April, 1820, similar 
relief was extended to the sufferers by the fire at 
Savannah; and by the ag of 5th May, 1824, to 
Elijah Vansykel, of Philadelphia, extending the 
time in each case, for the payment of the bonds, 
to four years. Upon comparing these acts with 
the former, it will be perceived that two restric- 
tions are added to the latter, which, in his opin- 
ion, were necessary for the equal and just opera- 
tion of the act among the sufferers; first, that the 
relief should be limited to those whose merchan- 
dise had been destroyed by fire; and in the second 
place, to that class of them who had not obtained 
insurance. It was at that time apparent, and, in 
his opinion, not the less so now, that the import- 
ing merchant, who had his goods insured, upon 
their destruction, would receive from the insur- 
ance offices the value of the goods, which of 
course included the duty, and that he was not 
the sufferer. In such cases, there was not the 
slightest grounds whatever for an application to 
Congress, either to remit the duties or extend the 
time of payment on the bonds. If relief in such 
a case was to be given, it should be to the insur- 
ance company, not the importing merchant; and 

` he presumed we should never have the insurance 
companies esking us for relief. 

The other restriction in the act of 1820 was 
also proper, and should be introduced in this bill, 
that the time of payment should be extended on 
the bonds only which had been given for merchan- 
dise destroyed by fire: the only ground of relief, 
either for prolonging the time of payment, or 
remitting the duties, was that the merchandise 
upon which the duties had accrued had been de- 
stroyed. He did not believe that misfortunes 
overtaking the debtors of Government, of what- 
ever character they might be, ever constituted, or 
ought to be made in themselves, a ground of relief; 
such as the burning of the house of a debtor, or 
the destruction of his house by flood or earth- 
quakes, or the loss of his annual crop by drought 

: or any other causes. If any kind of relief was 
to be allowed in such cases, there would be no 
end to the applications to this House, nor could 
any calculations be made of the ability of the 
Treasury to meet any exigency whatever. This 
constituted in his mind a serious objection ig the 

per- 


) ` sons “ who had suffered a loss of property” by 
the good actually enter into the consumption of © “ burning of their buildings or merchandise,” em- 
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bracing the class of sufferers whose “ buildings | 
and merchandise” have been insured against fire, | 
and who may have received the full value of their | 
property from the insurance offices. This class ` 
ought nat to be ranked among the sufferers by 

fire and given the relief provided in the first sec- | 
tion of this bill. Again, that portion of the im- , 
porting merchants whose merchandise had been 

sold and entered into the consumption of the - 
country, and who had of course actually received 

the amount of duties from the consumer, would 
be entitled to relief under the first section of this 
bill, if they had only a house burnt, however large 


‘| ples upon which Congress had heretofore acted , 


~ some of the bills reporte! 
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he did not believe that the bill had received forty 
votes in this House. 

Mr. J. said, it was unnecessary at this time | 
further to examine the correctness of the princi- 


| In refusing to remit duties; that question would | 
: be more properly the subject of discussion when | 
by the Committee of | 

` Ways and Means during the present session ' 
- should be before the House. He trusted that the 
committee was satisfied frem the remarks he had 
‘made, that prolonging the time of payment had 
been substituted by Congress, in lieu of the re- 


‘| creditor would allow his debtor under such 
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payments due the United States, at the respective 
periods allowed them. . 
Mr. J. thought it was the duty of Congress, as 
well as the interest of the Treasury, to give relief 
: to the present applicants in some shape. He 
, thought the relief in the amendment which he 
had submitted to the committee, preferable to 
, that given by the bill; but if the amendment did 
‘not meet the approbation of the committee, he 
| should probably feel it his duty to sustain thes 
bill in its present shape. 
It was a relief which every liberal, generous 
an 


the debt might be to the United States, : 
Mr. J. said that he could not see the propriety 
of any legislation whatever for persons thus sit- 
uated. Congress had, upon more occasions than 
one, refused relief to public officers, whose houses 
had been burnt, and the public mone collected 
by them lost in the conflagration. It also refused 
relief to officers robbed of the public money in 


| mission of duties, and that, if the House adopted 
| the present bill or his amendment, it would be 
| 80 considered. He acknowledged (he said) that 
| he did not see the principle or the reasons upon 
‘| which some members of the committee acted, | 
‘| who avowed themselves willing to remit the 
li duties, but were unwilling to allow the extension 
i! of the time of It was a case, in their 


i afflicting calamity. It was a relief which they 
had a right to expect at our hands, having before 
i given such relief upon every application for more 
| than thirty years. - It wasa relief which our in- 
i terest as creditor required us to give, to avoid any 
` losses which might result from a pressure. The 
| United States had been liberal, generous to the 
|| Sufferers at Carracas, and by his vote should not 


their possession, because of the danger that | 
would arise to the Treasury if such a precedent | 
was established. Such a principle incorporated 
in our laws might operate more to the prejudice 
of the public Treasury, than extending relief to 
claimants of the latter character. Givi time 
for the payment of bonds due to the United | 
States, was originally allowed, because of the 
t hardship imposed upon the merchant of 
farie the duties to pay upon the merchandise 
destroyed by fire, upon which they had accrued. | 
They had not entered into the consumption of 
the country, and of course the merchant paid 
the whole tax, in addition to the loss of his 
property; whilst, in most cases, other merchan- 
dise would be imported into the country to sup- 
ply the place of the quantity consumed, and the 
Government would thus, a second time, receive 
the duties. He was for limiting the operation of 
the first section of the bill to the debtors whose mer- 
chandise, upon which the duties accrued, had been | 
burnt, and who were without indemnity—leaving | 
those whose “houses’’ or other “property ” ha 
been burnt to seek relief with the ather debtors | 
of the Government, under the provisions of the | 
second section of the bill. He was for substi- | 
tuting the credit of three, four, and five years’ 
indulgence in the place of a remission of du- | 
ties. 
It had been said that the insurance offices in 
New York bad been involved in the common 


ruin; and that those who had insurance would | 


be but partially relieved if the same restriction ' 
was inserted in this bill as had been done in the ; 
bill for the relief of the sufferers by fire in Savan- 
nah. This might be the case to a considerable | 
extent. He understood, however, that it was not 
uncommon for the merchants of the city of New 
York to have insurance effected in other cities; 
and such of them as had been indemnified by their | 
insurances ought to be excluded from the relief 
given in the first section of this bill. They had, in | 
faet, received the duties due the Government from 
the insurance companies, and should be compelled | 
to pay itover. He had, however, in consequence 
of the suggestion, somewhat changed the phrase- | 
-ology of the act of 1820, in the amendment which 
he had submitted to the committee, so as to ex- | 
tend the relief to those ‘‘ not indemnified by in- | 
surance,” and to those whose merchandise had : 
been consumed, upon which the duties had ac- | 
crued, intending, as far as practicable, to propor- | 
tion the relief to the loss sustgined by the mer- | 
chant. : 3 

The remission of duties seems to have been | 
wholly given up; he did not believe there was a 
solitary case since 1802. But those most inter- 
ested on such subjects seemed very reluctant to | 
yield to the decisions of Congress. In 1825, a | 
fire occurred in Boston: Bangs and others, Sea- 
wall, Jones & Co., asked a remission of duties on 
the merchandises destroyed in the original pack- | 
ages. A bill wus reported by the Committee of ` 
Ways and Means giving the relief asked, and 
was finally acted upon by the House in the 
spring of 1830. When he had for the first time | 
the honor of a seat upon this floor, he recollected | 
the debate: itwas ably and eloquently resisted by 
the chairman of the Committee of Ways and 
Means at that time, (Mr. McDuffic,) as well as 
by the present chairman of that committee, and 


payment 
estimation, so hard upon the applicants, that they |; 


would forgive the debt, but could not allow a j 
credit of three, four, and five years. He thought, i! 
if the debts ought to be forgiven, that would be | 
of itself the strongest reason for protracting the ' 
payment, so as to enable the debtors to present |! 
their case to Congress, and get the final action of i! 
that body before the payment of the money. The | 
Government needs not the money—the surplus ‘| 
on hand cannot be disposed of. If we collected | 
the money, it would remain in the deposit banks 
without interest, and would not probably be | 
touched by the Government until after the pro- |: 
posed time of payment; it seemed probable, in- | 
deed, that it would increase rather than diminish ` 


- until after the period; and, for his part, he wouldas 


soon have the money in the hands of the debtor, ' 
well secured, as in the banks; and if by that ; 


` means the dreadful calamity which has befallen 
| the city could be mitigated, 


he for one would 
cheerfully allow it. 

Mr. J. said that he had another objection to the 
first section of the bill; it authorized the time to be 


old bonds, or new bonds to be taken, and the old 
| ones to be canceled; that he apprehended it | 
would not be safe to impose upon the collector 
at New York. the responsibilty of taking new 
obnds and new security for so large a sum of 
money; that it would difficult, if not impos- 
| gible, for the collector to ascertain what influence 
this great calamity would have upon the fortunes 
of the various individuals who would be pre- 
sented to him as principals or sureties in the ob- 
ligations to the Government. With the utmost 
care and caution on the part of the collector, good 
bonds might be surrendered for new ones, with 
doubtful or insufficient security taken. He 


retain all the security they now have, and in| 
every doubtful case make it the duty of the col- | 
lector to require other and further security before , 
the indulgence should be allowed. 
_ Mr. J. said that he had proposed the amend- ; 
ment, to avoid what seamed to him exceptions to ; 
the first section of this bill. By it the same relief | 
would be given to New York that had been | 
extended to Savannah by the act of 1820, and in ; 
very nearly the same language; he thought it | 
more appropriate and more just than the relief 
given by the peine acts. He would have 
preferred the bill without the second section, 


all the debtorsat New York. It was a dangerous 
precedent to set: there would be no end to Bp- 
plications for postponement, if allowed for any 
cause, and it could only be excused on account 
of the unparalleled calamity which had befallen 
the city. If the Government coerced the pay- 
ment of the bonds at New York, amounting to 
near $4,000,000, upon the heels of such acalamity, 
a pressure mightbe produced in the money market | 
that might lose us half the money; by allowing to 
our debtors whose merchandise was destroyed in 
the fire, which he understood was near $1,000,000, 
three, four, and five years to pay it, and to our | 
other debtors at the city, six, nine, and twelve 


extended, with the assent of the securities on the | 


thought, if such an indulgence was extended to |i 
the debtors of the Government, Congress should |; 


which allowed six, nine, and twelve months to |! 


months, every opps would be afforded to 
them to recover from the effects of that distress- 
ing calamity, and prepare themselves to meet the 


be less liberal to our own citizens at New York, 
beh had suffered.by the late dreadful conflagra- 
ion. 


DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 


‘DEBATE IN THE SENATE, 


February 15, 1836. 
The Resolution submitted by Mr. Sournarn, for com- 


i piling and printing the Laws and Documents relating to the 


District of Columbia, being under consideration— 


Mr. SOUTHARD spoke of the great import- 
ance of having those laws and documents com- 
| prised in one book as matter of convenient refer- 
ence, and for the information of the Senate, and 
i of the great difficulty and inconvenience in find- 
i ing them when they were wanted. He could not 
i tell the amount of the expense the printing and 
| compilation of the book would incur. 

r. KING of Georgia opposed the resolution 
on the ground that it would impose upon the Sec- 
` retary of the Senate a very great burden, which 
was not strictly within the line of hisduty. He 
i knew of no obligation resting on that officer to 

compile and superintend the printing of such a 
work. They had no reasonable idea or data of 
| the expense of the publication, He did not like 
this leisan in the lump. It was an unusual 
mode of legislation. There was a provision of 
the Constitution that no money should be drawn 
from the Treasury except by law. If this mode 
of taking money from the Treasury was adopted, 
they might as well blot out that part of the Con- 
stitution—or if it would be more likely to arouse 
the attention of his honorable friend from. Mis- 
! souri, (turning to Mr. Benron,) he would use the 
‘term “expunged.” He adverted to the facility 
of obtaining the imformation embraced in these 
! documents, by applying at the different offices in 
: the Capitol. 

He moved that the bill be referred to a com- 
mittee, who could report whether such a publi- 
cation was necessary, and if so, the prabable 


expense. k , i 
Mr. SOUTHARD believed that committee did 

not know what documents were wanted. He 
resumed there were not three Senators in that 

fody who knew what documents were wanted. 

It was to him most unaccountable that Congress 
should be the sole Legislature of the District of 
Columbia, without having a compilation of the 
laws relating to it.. These acts were small in 
number, but were scattered over the acts of Con- 
gress for many year At the last session, some 
of the acts could only be found among the secret 
files of the Government, They were solemnly 
bound to know the relation in which these acts 

laced them towards the District. He spoke of 
a book containing a code of laws which the Sen- 
ator from Missouri thought worth of a place 
among the laws of the District. He (Mr. 8.) 
wanted these laws for his own information, as 
well as for the information of the people. They 
ought not to pass laws as despots and tyrants. 
Three, four, or five thousand dollars, with an 
overflowing Treasury, was no objection, com- 
red with the importance of the object. If it 
were some favorite document from the Executive, 
there would be no difficulty in getting 1t printed. 


The object he had in view was what he had 
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stated, and no other. He had no objection to the 
alteration of the resolution ın point of form. He 
did not stand on matters of form. 

It was not his intention, in offering the resolu- 

tion, to compel the Secretary of the Senate to 
attend to it in person. The words in the resolu- 
tion were, that he should cause it to be donc. A 
duty had been imposed on him in another case, 
which would measurably qualify him for this. 
*He had designated the Secretary of the Senate, 
because he believed that gentleman had the in- 
tclligence and the economy, with his knowledge 
of the subject, to secure them the publication of 
the work in a style that would make it useful 
and valuable, Any calculation as to the expense 
must be uncertain. The country ought to have 
that document in its hands. This was the resi- 
dence of the Government, and many of these 
documents were the acts of General Washing- 
ton, and could not now be found in print. 

Mr. WRIGHT enumerated various documents | 
that would be embraced by the resolution, and | 
among others, the reports from committees in - 
relation to the District of Columbia, many of 
which would be useless at this time, and it was 
the same way with many of the laws. He 
thought the resolution ought to go to the com- 
mittce to report only such as were useful to Con- 


ress. 
d Mr. BLACK would cheerfully vote for the res- 
olution, if he could see the benefit of it. He 
would ask if the resolution did not embrace re- 
ports made and bills reported, that had never been 
assed into laws, and if so, whether any estimate 
[iad been made of the number of volumes it would 
make? He remembered they got intoa difficulty 
a year or two ago in ordering printing in a case 
similar to this, which had been swelled to some 
one hundred and fifty volumes. Under this reso- 
lution he should consider laws merely drawn up 
and never passed were to form a part of the 
work, and here was no estimating what it would 
cost. Thatwould restentirely on whoever super- 
intended it. He knew of no such projects in the 
several States. He was entirely opposed to this 
whole project. He thought the lesson they had 
received about two years since in printing docu- 
ments was enough to put them on their guard. 

Mr. KING, of Georgia, then moved to refer 
the resolution to the Committee on the Contingent 
Expenses of the Senate, with instructions to as- ; 
certain and report the documents that would be 
required under the resolution to be printed, and 
the probable expense of executing the resolution. 
He was himself inclined to believe that the print- 
ing required to be done by the resolution would |! 
exceed twenty volumes as it was. 

Mr. BENTON spoke against these resolutions | 
for printing, by which tens and hundreds of thou- . 
sands went out of the Treasury, without any | 
appropriation made by law, but by mere resolu- | 
tions read once and passed, and then charged || 
upon the contingent fund. He specified many | 
instances, and objected to these resolutions as 
being against the positive rules of the Senate, || 
which he read, anil which required the resolu- 
tions which took money out of the contingent 
fund to undergo all the forms of a bill; to be in- ; 
troduced on notice and leave; to be read three | 
times, &c.; and clearly discriminated them from 
the mere motions to do the current business of 
the Senate. 

These responsibilities (said Mr. B.) have here- | 
tofore been attached to our opponents, but we 
are so near a majority now, that some responsi- 
bility begins to attach to us. 

r. SOUTHARD meant to pursue this sub- | 
ject till the Senate would say, by a direct vote, | 


that they either would or would not sanction the || 


publication. He was disposed to adopt the course | 
suggested by the Senator from Georgia. 
e had had no idea he was offering a resolu- | 
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l referred to. 
| uments relating to this little ten miles square 
| would hardly be confounded with that work. 
‘| Did not the imagination of Senators carry them 
‘beyond the true state of the case? He had no 
idea, when he offered this simple resolution, that 
it would have engendered a discussion about 
squandering millions of the moncy of the coun- 
try. If the committee had made an inquiry on 
the subject, and embraced these documents in 
their report, and asked the printing of them asa 
part of their report, it would then have become 
perfectly legal, and the objections to its legality 
would be entirely removed. The responsibility 
‘did not rest on the one side or the other of the 
Senate—it rested on all. He hoped the motion 
of the Senator from Georgia [Mr. Kine] would 
- prevail. 
' Mr. Kine’s amendment was agreed to. 


He thought the printing of the doc- 


tion of such magnitude in which was involved | 
hundreds of thousands of dollars, capitulations ; 
at midnight, and the labor of the Secretary of the | 
Senate. He hoped the Secretary would survive | 
it. His sympathies were aroused for their poor | 
Secretary. But seriously. If he (the Secretary) | 
had to cause this printing to be done, very little 
labor would devolve on him. The expense of 
printing the documents, comprising the history 
of all the old States of the Confederacy had been 
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SLAVERY IN THE DISTRICT. 


SPEECH OF HON. R. J. WALKER, 
OF MISSISSIPPI, 
In Senate, March 2, 1836. 


The question being on the reception of a Memo- 
rial praying the abolition of Slavery in the Dis- 
trict of Columbia— 


Mr. WALKER said: It is with no ordinary 
emotion that I fec! constrained to participate in 
the debate upon this question. Having served 
but a few days in my present situation, never 
heretofore having occupied a seat in any legisla- 
tive assembly, State or national—borne down by 
a severe domestic bereavement, with which it has 
pleased Providence to afflict me since the com- 
mencement of this scssion—gladly, most gladly 
would I give a silent vote upon this occasion. 
But there are considerations connected with this 
question, involving so deeply the vital interests 
of my constituents—the repose of my country, 
the perpetuity of that Union which is dearer to 
me than life, for I have no desire to survive its 
dissolution—that I am impelled, by a solemn 
sense of duty, to express my opinions on this 
subject. 

A petition has been presented to the Senate, 
requesting Congress to abolish slavery in the 
District of Columbia. 
made in relation to this petition; one to refuse to 


The former has the precedence 


me as expressing more strongly our disapproba- 
tion of this petition, than the rejection of the 
prayer of the petitioners. 

But we are met in the threshold of this discus- 
sion, by a preliminary question, which is honest] 


believed by many of all parties, from the South | 


as well as the North, to interpose a constitutional 
barrier against the rejection of this petition. We 
are told, that to reject the petition is to abridge 
the right of petition, and to violate the Constitu- 
tion. With my oath to support that sacred in- 
strument yet fresh upon my lips and green in 
my memory, did I suppose that a constitutional 


obligation was imposed upon us to receive all |i 


petitions addressed and presented to us, whatever 
their language, character, or tendency might be, 


my vote should be given against the rejection of | 
The rights of my constituents | 


this memorial. 
are infinitely dear to mc, but they do not desire 
to secure those rights by trampling down the 
Constitution of the Union. 

The first article of the amendments to the 
Constitution is relied upon as denying to us all 
power to reject this petition. That article is as 
follows: ‘* Congress shall make no law respect- 
ing an establishment of religion, or prohibiting 
the free exercise thereof; or abridging the free- 
dom of speech, or of the press; or the right of 


the people peaceably to assemble, and to petition |! 
the Government for a redress of grievances.” | 


What is it on this subject that Congress cannot 


do? Itcan “ make no law ” ‘abridging ’’ “ the | 
right of the people peaceably to assemble, and | 


to petition the Government fora redress of griev- 
ances.” Do we propose to abridge this right? 


Do we attempt to say to the peoples either by a 
law or otherwise, that they shall not peatsably 


Two motions have been i 


assemble and petition the Government for a re- 
dress of grievances? Do we say they shall not 
| assemble, or that when assembled they shall not 
petition? Or even that when the petition is sub- 
' scribed, that they shall not present it for the 
action of this body? We say none of these 
things. Notwithstanding our refusal to receive 
this petition, the people may again assemble, 
again subscribe, and present here another and 
another petition, precisely similar to that now 
before us; and this right we do not undertake to 
abridge or question. But when the people have 
fully exercised and exhausted the right of peti- 
tion, as secured by the Constitution, and pre- 
sented that petition here, then our rights begin, 
and we may, in determining the order of our 
own proceedings, reject the whole petition; or, 
. what is nearly the same thing, reject the prayer, 
which is the vital part of it, or refer the petition, 
or postpone indefinitely the consideration of it, 
or lay it upon the table to sleep the sleep of 
death, and the constitutional rights of the people 
are not infringed by adopting any of these 
modes. 

T am not willing to be accused of violating the 
sacred right of petition; my veneration of that 
right is as great as that of any Senator upon this 
floor; but this right is not assailed or invaded by 
refusing to receive the petition, but remains in its 
full force, unimpaired and undiminished, subject 
to be exercised in all its extent, whenever the 
people resolve to petition for a redress of griev- 
ances. I repeat it, we do not say that the people 
shall not assemble—that they shall not petition— 
that they shall not present their petitions here: 
we do not, in any manner, limit the action of the 
petitioners, either by the adoption of any law or 
rule on this subject; we do not even say that this 
petition shall not be read or discussed; but when 
all this has taken place, we may refuse to receive 
the petition, either because its language is offen- 
sive, or because it asks us to violate our oaths 
and the Constitution, or because it requests us to 
disturb the harmony of the Union, or for any 
other cause the Senate may deem sufficient, for 
the Constitution is silent upon this topic, leaving 
it where it ought to be left, to the sound, well- 
: regulated discretion of the Senate on this subject; 
_and as we cannot, and do not undertake to limit 
or prescribe the manner in which the people shall 
exercise the right of petition, so neither can we 
i| permit these or any other petitioners to usurp the 


ií receive it, and the other to reject the prayer of | power of this body, and dictate the manner in 
:; the petitioners. I 
‘| in the order of decision here, and is regarded by 


‘| which we shall act upon their petition. Nor is 
|; there anything clearer to my mind, than that to 
| compel the Senate to receive all petitions, how- 
|| ever wild or visionary they may be, or destruc- 
| tive of the Union, or of the Constitution, would 
l! be to interpolate in that instrument a most dan- 
|! gerous provision. Suppose the Senate refuse to 
grant the prayer of these petitioners, and that 
another and another petition for the same pur- 
pose is presented from day to day, and week to 
week, must we forever continue to receive these 
pes and render the Senate a registering tri- 
unal for abolition memorials, denouncing the in- 
` stitutions and people of the South? My constit- 
i uents have rights on this floor, as well as these 
petitioners; and I shall not, to gratify the blind 
| fanaticism or gangrened malice of these or any 
‘other Abolitionists, put in jeopardy all that is 
dear to the people of Mississippi, by consenting 
to receive these or any other petitions of a similar 
' character. 
| My honorable friend, the distinguished Senator 
|. from Pennsylvania, [Mr. BucHaNnan,] has referred 
; us to various enactments of the British Parliament, 
|; limiting the number of petitioners, or providing 
_ for their dispersion by an armed force, or annex- 
` ing various precedent conditions and limitations 
: restricting the right of petition, and imposing pen- 
` alties upon the exercise of that right. Now, the 
| illustration afforded hy a reference to these laws, 
appears to me to weaken the position assumed 
by that Senator. It was with a knowledge of all 


| these laws, and others of a congenial character, 
ntroduced 


that the declaratory amendment was 1 

into the Constitution, with a view to protect the 
f similar 

But 


|; American people against the enactment 0 
: laws by the Congress of the United States. 
| we undertake to pass no such laws, or any laws 
‘| whatever on this subject; we propose to exercise 
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no such power, nor do we impose any limitations 
or restrictions upon the exercise of the right of 
petition. 

Itis said, however, that what we cannot do by 


th sage of a law, we will accomplish by | 
a: i What we cannot ` 


adopting the present motion. 
do by a law has been already stated: the Con- 
stitution states it, by declaring that we cannot 
abridge “the right of the poops peaceably to 
assemble, and petition the Government for a re- 
dress of grievances.’ 
untouched; it cannot be touched by any order 
this House may now make upon this 
It is positive legislative action, limiting the exer- 
cise of the right of petition, that is forbidden by 
the Constitution, and not the mere order this 
House may make, after the presentation of the 
petition here, when the right secured by the Con- 
stitution has been fully exercised and exhausted. 

It is said that to reject the petition is to ren- 
der the right of petition anempty form. As well 
might it be contended that to reject the prayer, 
which is the vital part of the petition, would ren- 
der nugatory the right of petition, as to say that 
this right is invaded by rejecting the petition it- 
self. To reject the prayer, is to deprive the 
memorial of all vitality—to make it a dead letter, 
an empty sound, a mere preambulary—nothing. 
A petition without a prayer is an absurdity; it 
is not a petition; and if we may reject a part of 
the petition, the only part which makes it a pe- 
tition, why may we not reject the whole petition? 
A petition is a written prayer for us to do or not 
to do acertain act, and if we reject the prayer, 
we do substantially reject the petition itself. If 
the rejection of these petitions could induce the 
Abolitionists to refrain from sending here any 
further similar memorials, it should constitute a 
strong reason in favor of adopting this motion. 
It is because I wish, not by the enactment of any 


law, or the adoption of any rule abridging the ` 


right of petition, but by the moral influence of 
our votes and opinions, to arrest the transmission 
of abolition memorials to this House, that I vote 
against receiving the petition. The friends of 
both motions are equally opposed to the Aboli- 
tionists; both desire to put out these balls of 
flame, which are kindled at the North in the fires 
of fanaticism, and blown into tenfold fury here, 
in the very act of endeavoring to extinguish 
them. 

We are told, that to reject these 
increase their number. 


titions is to 
And have these petitions 


been diminished in number, by receiving them in | 
times that are past? Has this course been hereto- | 
fore successful, or, rather, have not these petitions | 


multiplied from year to year? Are niey not now 
increasing? and can we expect, by yield 
thing from courtesy to fanatical incendiaries, to 
diminish their number, or arrest the surges of 
that mighty flood which threatens to overwhelm 
the institutions of the country? No! Itis only by 
indomitable firmness and resolution, by a spirit 
of resistance unsubdued, unconquerable, by a re- 
sort to the very strongest measures, that we can 
hope to arrest the mad carcer of the incendiary, 
or strike down that Moloch banner which waved 
in blood-stained triumph over the desolate fields 


of St. Domingo, and beneath whose gloomy folds |; 


80 many thousands are now summoned to the 
crusade against the lives and property of the peo- 
pleofthe South. Will persuasive measures, will 
courtesy, will mildness and moderation, check this 
fearful spirit? Have they checked it? or will 
they, or can they rescue us from the dangers and 
dificulties by which we are environed? Itis b 
meeting these incendiaries at the onset of their 
attack, and sternly rebuking them, by the rejec- 
tion of all their petitions, that we may indulge 
the hope that here, at least, they will cease to 
disturb the repose of the country.. : 
To reject the petition, it is said, is to condemn 
the petitioners unheard. I am not for introducing 
here the principles of Rhadamanthus, to punis 
first, and ear afterwards; although it is true, that 
the “ dura regna, ”” the gloomiest caverns of Rhad- 
.amanthus, are the appropriate abodes of abolition 
incendiaries. But have not these petitioners been 
heard? have not their petitions been read here, and 
fully discussed? They cannot say, “‘ strike, but 
hear me,” for we have heard them,and the ques- 
tion is, shall we receive their petition? Why is 


Now, this right remains ` 


tition. | 


ing any- | 


pounded, if we may not answer no, as well as 

ay? Is the propounding of this question an 
| empty form, or is the question already answered 
in the affirmative by the Constitution itself? The 
very question propounded is itself a violation of 
the Constitution, if we may notgive a negative as 
well as an affirmative answer. Under the power 
delegated by the Constitution to each House to 
“ determine the rules of its proceedings,” the call 


this motion on the reception of the petition pro- 
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brightest models of human excellence, when the 


blind spirit of fanaticism, which now assails her 
institutions, shall be remembered only to be con- 
| demned and execrated. 
| The constitutional provision, so much relied 
: on by the opponents of this motion, guaranties 
the right of petition for but one purpose—*‘ a re- 
. dress of grievances.” Whose grievances? Cer- 
tainly those of the petitioners. Now, is it any 


, grievance of these petitioners, all far distant from 


for this preliminary question may be demanded, : 
asa matter of right; and the right to propound | 
the question involves the right to vote in the ` 


i. negative or affirmative, without any violation of . 


the Constiution ! 
There is another reason inftiensing 
pose the reception of this petition. V 


l 


j: 


me to op- 
hy receive 


ii 


Would not the reception of the petition, under 
such circumstances, be 
` gress has no constitutional power to abolish sla- 
very in the District of Columbia. It is said, 
Congress has a grant of ‘‘ exclusive legislation” 
over this District. So has Congress, under the 
same clause of the Constitution, ‘like authority’ 
over ‘‘all places’? purchased from any of the 
States; and, upon the same principle, bon ess 
i might therefore abolish slavery in all those places 
' purchased in the slaveholding States, or, what is 


| still stronger, introduce and establish slavery in | 
‘all these places purchased from the non-slave- | 
ut this is a grant of “ exclu- | 


: holding States. 
sive,” not of unlimited, power of legislation; a 
grant only of legislative power over the District 
to the exclusion, in ‘‘ all cases whatsoever,” of 
any concurrent jurisdiction. There are, how- 
ever, other clauses in the Constitution, which 

‘ limit and restrict this power as regards this Dis- 
triet, especially the provision which forbids Con- 

| clares, “ nor shall private property be taken for 

| public use without just compensation.” But 
| this petition proposes to take from the people 
|| af this District their slaves, which are their 
|| “ private property,” “ without due process of 
|| law,” “ without compensation,” and. for no 
|| “public use,” the only case in which private 

: property can be taken, even with compensation, 

; and that compensation, the Supreme Court of the 

' Union has decided, must first be paid or tendered 

‘ under the finding of a j y of the country.. To 
liberate the slaves of this District, even with com- 
pensation, would be equally. a violation of the 
Constitution; for.to liberate them is not to take 

; them for the use of the public, by a transfer of 

property to the Government, or its agents. Un- 

ess, then, this Government has the power, which 
| none pretend, to purchase and hold slaves, to 
| gratify the morbid sensibility of a few miserable 
| fanatics, it can never, in any manner, constitu- 
tionally affect the institution of slavery in this 

District. Do not the people of this District live 

| under the guaranties of the Constitution; or could 

| Congress, by the mere passage of a law, take from 

i the people of this District, their lands, their lots, 

| their houses, as well as their slaves? If Con- 
ress have such a power, the government of this 
istrict is the very climax of despotism. The 

States of Virginia and Maryland had no such 

power; they could not, therefore, impart it in the 

cession of this District; they never intended to 
impart any such authority; they never would 
have ceded this District upon such conditions. 
| Fully persuaded, then, that we have no authorit 

over the case embraced in the petition, I shall 
vote against receiving it. Gentlemen tell us, that 
they look at slavery in the States as. the Consti- 
tution looks at it, as a question beyond their con- 
trol. And why not look at slavery in the Dis- 
trict as the Constitution looks at it, and leave it 
also where the Constitution found and left it? 

The institution of slavery, as it exists in the 

States, I will not discuss here, either as an ab- 

stract or practical question, because we have no 

control over it; but this I will say, that the peo- 
ple of the South, so much abused by Abolition 
petitioners, will be declared by faithful history 
as unsurpassed in any age or country in all that 
adorns the character of man. Her heroes, her 
patriots, her statesmen, will live among the 


, 


t 


an idle ceremony? Con- ` 


i! the petition, when the Government has no con- '' 
stitutional power to grant the redress requested? ` 


|| for fugitive slaves from the States, the 


gress to deprive any citizen of his ‘‘ property” |. 
“ without due process of law,” and further de- | 


| late -here, except at the peril of his life. 


this District, that the people within its limits 
own lands, or lots, or slaves; and why should 
they ask us to receive their petition for a redress 
of grievances, which those who are alone con- 
cerned neither know nor acknowledge? And 
what is this proposition which we are asked to 
receive and consider? It is a proposition to vio- 
late the Constitution and endanger the Union It 
` is a proposition for rapine, plunder, and spolia- 
‘tion. Itis a proposition, not merely to attempt to 

render the slaves of this District freemen, but, in 

its inevitable results and consequences, to render 


': the freemen of this District slaves; to chain them 


to the car of a despotic central power, whilst the 
wild spirit of fanaticism lashes her fiery steeds 
over the broken columns and shattered fragments 
of the Constitution, and driving onward in exult- 
ing triumph to the very Capitol of the nation, 
| waves her black. and blood-stained banner from 
the very dome, where now float the glorious kin- 
dred emblems of our country’s Union. The 
mighty revolution proposed by these petitioners 
would make this District a den of thieves and 
assassins, of liberated slaves and blacks already 
free. Itis threatened with a sale to the Dutch, 
| but the District would not be worth selling after 
' you had delivered it upto the negroes. This 
_ proposition would make the District an sayin 
ran 
' citadel of abolitionism, whence it would light the 
torch of the incendiary, and whet the knife of the 
assassin, upon the very borders of Virginia and 
' Maryland. It would fill the whole District tc 
| overflowing with a free negro population, drunk 
with the wild spirit of fanaticism, and render it 
utterly impossible for any southern man to le i 
n 
can we, ought we, will we submit to this? No, 
never. Oh, my country! are we American Sen- 
ators, and is this the Senate Chamber of the 
American Union, in which we are constrained to 
debate such a proposition as this? nae: 
Mr. President, let us all awake to the momen- 
tous consequences of the perpetual agitation of 
this fearful question; let us shake off all som- 
nambulism, and contemplate for & few moments 
the true character and inevitable consequences 
of abolition agitation. It is a question, not of 
i abolition or anti-abolition, but of Union or dis- 
| union. The vital current freezes around my 
heart when I contemplate the bare possibility of 
a dismemberment of this Union; but with a view 
to prevent this dread. catastrophe, it is time to 
addresa the people of the North in the language 
of truth; to tell them that Abolitionists are dis- 
unionists; that their success would be the suc- 
| cess of disunion; that if they love thiş Union, let 
| them all now rise in the majesty of their strength 
| and put down forever those fanatical incendiaries 
who are threatening to place in jeopardy all that 
is dear to the people of the South. e ask them 
to teach the Abolitionists, that to persist in their 
mad career unchecked, is to endanger the Union, 
and that their object, the abolition of slavery in 
the. South, would not, en never can be tay 
ished; that they ma every pulpit, eve 
Dee ery Sua of ihe North, with Abolition 
incendiaries; and yet they will not, cannot ac- 
complish their object. ‘hey may check the 
S aelioration of the condition of slaves in the 
South, heretofore so rapidly progressing; they 
may deprive them of many privileges which they 
before enjoyed; they may substitute distrust for 
confidence, and subject the slave, from dire ^e- 
cessity, to much severer discipline; they may 
change the now truly happy an pastoral condi- 
tion of the slaves into real chains and bondage; 
they may almost extirpate the negro race, tor 
they are unfit for freedom; but this 13 all they can 
accomplish. No, this is not quite the.full extent 
of their victory. They may occasionally incite a 
few negroes to insurrection. Here and there, for 
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“ort time, a few of our generous and chival- 
Se anle hay fall beneath the knife of the 
black insurgent, urged on by northern Aboli- 
tionists. Now and then a few of our dwellings 
may be consumed by the torch of the incendiary; 

few, a very few o 
hnd children, of the people of the South may fall 
in one indiscriminate and unsparing massacre; 
but the grand object of the Abolitionists can 
never, never be accomplished. They may pub- 
lish document after document, and print after 
print, and it will all be vain and nugatory. They 
will not have made the slightest approach towards 
the grand object of all their efforts. No, our 

ular institutions we will yield only at the 
point of the bayonet, and in a struggle for their 
defense we would be found invincible. 

This is not the language of a Nullifier or Seces- 
sionist. No; it is the opinion of one who ever has 
opposed, and will continue to oppose, those doc- 
trines, as fatal to the perpetuity of the American 
Union. It is the language of a man whose love 
of this Union is as warm as the vital blood that 

shes from his vital heart; who values his own 
feny here as less than a bubble bursting on 
the ocean surge, compared with the duration of 
this Government, and life itself as auey worth- 
less, were this Union dismembered. It is be- 
cause he thus loves and values the Union, that 
he would warn the people of the North that the 
unchecked efforts of the Abolitionists do endanger 
this Union—that we ask for the strongest and 
most decisive measures against them, and that 
they may be made to know and feel that they can 
in no eontingency effect their object. Let usall, 
then, rouse ourselves to the contemplation of the 
mighty stake which is at hazard, and see what 
we can do to maintain and perpetuate the bless- 
ings of this great confederacy. Let us also never 
forget, that now is the time for exertion; for if 
the sun of this Union should once set, it will go 
down forever, that there will be no morning to 
the midnight of that universal despotism which 
would ensue upon the setting of the sun of the 
American Union. 

- A distinguished Senator from Massachusetts, 
(Mr. Wesster,] ina celebrated debate here, de- 
clared that, whenever the Unien was in danger, 
he should be found in the midst of the combat, 
trying “ To the rescue! to the rescue!” Sir, the 
Union is in danger; the battle is now going on; 
it is progressing in this Senate Chamber; here, 
here, we are endeavoring to resist the efforts of 
abolition incendiaries, and will he not now come 
to the rescue? Now is the accepted time; now is 
the day for the éalvation of his country’s Union. 

Mori also be permitted to cal) upon the emi- 
nent Senator from South Carolina (Mr. Caruoun] 
to come forward, as he did in the days of his 
tarly glory, as the champion of the honor and 
perpetuity of this Union. Whilst the Senator 
from Massachusetts [Mr. Wesster] shall sternly 
tebuke the fanatical Abolitionists of the North, 
set the voice of the Senator from South Carolina 
tMr. Carnoux] be heard in endeavoring to pre- 
vent the formation of a southern sectional and 
geographical party, which must prove fatal to the 
sermanency of this Confederacy. Not many 
years t these two Senators were engaged upon 
apposite sides of a great controversy, when the 
acales of intellectual superiority were left in equi- 
poise. Now let them go forward together, the 
one with the good broadsword of Richard, the 
other with the keen saber of Saladin, not to en- 


gage in another political tournament with each 


other, but to go forward together as champions of 


the Union against the abolitionism of the North— 
as champions of the Union against sectional or 


geographical parties in the South; and they will 
wreathe their bows with unfading laurels—laurels 
that can never be gathered upon the grave of their 
country’s Union—laurels that can flourish only 
in that holy American atmosphere which em- 
braces the whole country and all its parts. 

To my honorable and distinguished friend, the 
Senator from Pennsylvania, (Mr. Bucwanan] 
most happy am I to say, it is unnecessary to ap- 
peal. He has avowed sentiments on this floor 
on this subject worthy of the best days of the 
Republic, -worthy of Pennsylvania, the keystone 
of the arch of the Union, worthy of the spirit in 
Which the Constitution was formed, and which 
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can alone perpetuate its blessings. And, Mr. 
President, let us all have the same proud con- 
sciousness of endeavoring to discharge our duty. 
Let us send forth the dove from this Senate Cham- 
'' ber, to return with the olive branch of peace. Let 
"ys endeavor to find some political Ararat, where 
` the ark of our Union, now tossing upon the dark 
i: surges of tumultuous passions, may yet repose; 
: and when we may truly declare, that the deluge 
| of bitter waters has subsided. 

Mr. President, whilst I cannot say there is no 
danger to the Union from abolition incendiarism, 

et neither can I agree with the very eloquent 
Benator from South Carolina [Mr. Preston] in 
believing that the case is desperate; that Europe 
is against us, the North against us, and that aboli- 
| tionism must triumph or dismember the Union. 
Whilst the thrilling but lugubrious tones, the 
melancholy bading of that Senator, were echoing 
through these walls, could we not almost fancy 
that the sun of the Union was now sinking be- 
neath the horizon? that darker and yet darker 
clouds were gathering round us? that the elemental 
strife had already commenced, and that fanati- 
i cism had already drawn the line which marked 
the boundaries of a dismembered empire? This 
was a picture of fancy; but what are the facts? 
That Senator seems to have no confidence in the 
people of the North; he seems to regard them as 
Abolitionists by some imperious, irresistible ne- 
cessity. My confidence in the American people, 
in the people of the North, as well as the South, 
i is firm and unshaken. It is the people who es- 
tablished and maintained, and will perpetuate, this 
Union. It is they who will come to the rescue 
when the Union is in danger—it is they who will 
sacrifice abolitionism, as a burnt offering, upon 
the altar of our country’s welfare. From the 
humblest cottage they will come forward, with 
American hearts and American feelings, and tri- 
umphantly sustain those honorable Senators from 
the North who are so nobly maintaining here the 
cause of our common country. They will be 
hailed, upon their return to their constituents, as 
the preservers of the Union which the people 
value above all pats and which they are resolved 
to transmit to their children, all whole and invio- 
| late, in undiminished glory. Shall we then de- 
spair of this Union, when our brethren of the 

orth are rising to crush out the fangs of those 
vipers that are hissing among them? Look at 
| Boston, at Utica, at Albany, at New York, at 
Philadelphia, and say, are not the people of the 
| North preparing to put their feet upon the fanat- 
ical disturbers of our country’s repose? And 
are they not doing it in a spirit of manly, Ameri- 
can patriotism, worthy of the best days of our 
Republic, and with a vigor beyond the law? Say 
not then that the people of the North and the 
South have no common sympathies or affection. 
Our whole history is one of a common origin, of 
common wrongs, and symp and resistance, 
and triumphs, and it will be the history of a com- 
mon destiny. The descendants of New England, 
of New York, of Pennsylvania, will be with us, 
as their fathers were, in the hour of gloom and 
danger, when they baptized with their blood the 
sunny plains of Carolina, and mingled their ashes 
with those of our forefathers upon the battle- 
fields of the South. More especially do we re- 
gard with heartfelt gratitude the noble efforts of 
the people of the great State of New York against 
abolition incendiarism. 

They are fighting our battles against a powerful 
foe—they are fighting our battles beneath the 
banner of the Constitution and the Union; and 
shall we, can we withhold from them the tribute 
of our heartfelt gratitude? And if public opinion 
should be found insufficient to check this fanat- 
ical spirit of abolitionism, Governor Marcy, of 
New York, in his executive message, proposes 
to suppress it by legislative enactments. Goon, 
then, noble and enlightened Chief Magistrate of 
New York—go on, virtuous and patriotic people, 
and put down abolition incendiarism, and you 
will erect to yourselves a monument upon which 
the American people will engrave, in letters never 
to be effaced—New York—her patriots, her states- 
men, and her people—they have preserved the Union. 
And if there are any of any party on this floor, 
| who come forth as witnesses or champions in the 

cause of abolition, let them stand alone in their 


glory—the glory of aiding in the dismemberment 
of this Union. And should they succeed in de- 
stroying this Government, let them not suppose 
that the present age or that posterity will rank 
them with the wise, the virtuous, the good, or 
the truly pious. No; on this side the tomb, 
amid the tears that patriots shed over the ruins 
of our departed glory, they would be pointed out 
with loathe and disgust, as guilty traitors and 
criminals; and when they have escaped in the 
grave the horrors of this living death, posterity 
will inscribe upon their tomb-stones that damn- 
ing epitaph of everlasting infamy, Here lies a de 
stroyer of the American Union ! 


SLAVERY IN THE DISTRICT. 


SPEECH OF HON. W. R. KING, 
OF ALABAMA, 
In Senare, March 3, 1836. 
The petition of the Society of Friends of Lancaster county, 
Pennsylvania, for the abolishment of slavery in the District 
of Columbia, being under consideration— 


Mr. KING said, that he could not consent that 
the question should be taken on the reception of 
the memorial then under consideration, without 
saying one or two words explanatory of the vote 
he should feel it his duty to give, and the grounds 
on which he shouid give it. He was too unwell 
to consume much of the time of the Senate by a 
lengthened argument; and as the constitutional 
part of the question had been sufficiently and 
ably discussed, he should be exceedingly brief 
in the address he was about to make. 

He was one of those who, when this unfortu- 
nate subject was first attempted to be introduced 
in that body, was anxious to escape all excite- 
ment onit. He felt then, and still thought—and 
the conviction had been more firmly impressed 
on his mind the more he had reflected on it—that 
all discussions on this subject had a strong tend- 
ency to aid the excitement not only here, but 
throughout the country; and by that very ex- 
citement they but added to the mischiefs which 
these incendiaries, or these fanatics, or whatever 
they might be called, were most anxious to pro- 
duce. He was disposed to take such a course 
that, without affording any pretext for the charge 
that they were infringing on the right of petition 
as secured by the Constitution, or on the other 
hand giving the slightest countenance to the wild 
and extravagant views of the petitioners, would 
quietly get rid of them without discussion and 
without excitement, and lead them to the conclu- 
sion that it was a hopeless task to endeavor to 
get any action from Congress on the subject. 

This had invariably been the course in both 
Houses of Congress, from the formation of the 
Government to the present time. Two or three 
hundred petitions on this subject of abolition had 
been presented a few sessions past, received with- 
out a moment’s hesitation, referred to the appro- 
priate committee, and then were heard of no 
more. At other periods, memorials of this de- 
scription were received and laid on the table. 
There they slept; there was no excitement; the 
number of the Abolitionists was not increased; 
they saw a silent determination on the part of 
Congress not to interfere with the subject on which 
they petitioned; that it was vain to persevere in 
their attempts, and they in a great degree aban- 
doned them. He was not, however, disposed to 
find fault with those gentlemen who differed with 
him with regard to the course that should be 
taken with these memorials. He knew that they 
stood, as he did, pledged by every consideration, 
both of feeling and interest, to support what they 
believed to be the strongest measure in opposition 
to these memorials; but he could not e with 
them in the propriety or expediency of the course 
they had determined on; he could not agree that 
any other question should be mixed up with 
one so vitally important to the section of the 
country he came from, and particularly a ques- 
tion which might draw with it the sympathies of . 
well-disposed persons, for those whom it was 
their imperative duty to put down by the best 
means ir their power. ‘The question before them 
was that raised by the Senator from South Caro- 
lina, (Mr. Carnoun.] ‘Shall the memorial be 
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received??? He should but consume the time of 
that body, if he pi be to add anything to 
the able argument of his friend from Georgia, 
(Mr. Kine,] so strongl and clearly enforced by | 
his friend from Pennsylvania, 
on the constitutional principle involved. 
should therefore leave the question, as it-seemed | 
to him, perfectly settled. 


The right ofepetition was admitted on all hands — 


to be one of the most sacred rights inherited from | 
our ancestors. 
stitation—not granted, for it was inherent in the | 
very nature of our Government, and was not to | 
be set aside under any circumstances. Should 
they, therefore, to answer the purpose of putting 
an end tp these abolition petitions—and certainly 
in the opinion of many it would not have that 
effect—should they give occasion to many well- 
meaning citizens to array themselves on the side 
of those in whose persons the right of petition 
might be violated, and to unite with them in the 
prosecution of an enterprise they would not other: | 
wise have thought of? We should be cautious - 
en Mr. K.) how we give occasion to these 
bolitionists to shift the odium from themselves ` 
to a decision of the Senate. Even if he admitted 
the constitutionality of refusing to receive the 
memorial, he would hesitate long before he pur- | 
sued a course calculated to -produce.unfavorable 
im ions in the minds of our fellow-citizens, | 
simply on the ground of expediency. Since the 
commencement of the present Congress; those ` 
individuals associated together for the purpose of 
agitating the public mind and disturbing the 
peace of the South had increased beyond all eal- 
culation. They had their agents out everywhere 
distributing their tracts and phiets, and were 
pouring out their treasure with a lavish hand to 
subsidize presses and circulate papers for the | 
purpose of uperating on these very deliberations | 
that were then going on; thus endeavoring to 
bring to bear on Congress the power of the abo- 
lition societies, and the influence of thé presses 
which they had set up, with the acknowledged 
design of producing action here. Now he would 
not undertake to say, that the discussion which 
had taken place had had the effect of stimulating 
the exertions of these misguided men, bat he felt 
that there was too much reason to fear that it | 
had done so. If this was not the case, he would | 
ask, why had the zealous efforts of these Aboli- 
tionists heretofore failed in producing the effect | 
they had intended? For it was undeniable that 
they had hitherto failed. in producing such an 
effect; and it must have been because Congtess | 
did not give consequencé to their memorials Ae 
protracted discussion, but passed them by with | 
silent contempt. .. . ane 
The reception of thése memorials was so 
strongly impressed on his mind, to be the only 
true po icy, that he could not resist the obliga- 
tions of duty which impelled him to urge the 
Senate to pursue that course. They had been told 
by the Senator from Mississippi, [Mr. BLacx,] 
that many of the State Legislatures had acted on 
such memorials, and had refused to receive them. 
But (said Mr. K.) we have our own rule of action 
prescribed by the Constitution, and are not to be 
overned by what ‘has been done in the State 
istatures. 
he reception of petitions had been compared 
to the introduction of bills on leave; and they had 
been told by the gentleman from Mississippi that 
even here, in this body, they had refused per- 
mission to introduce bills in extraordinary cases. 
“That was very true as regarded the introduction 
of bills; but the principle on which they had been 
refused did not apply to petitions. He recol- 
lected a case where a resolution which the honor- 
‘ableSenator from Missouri sought to introduce 
_was thrown out, because a majority of the Senate 
did not approve of its‘ principles. This was a 
resolution in opposition to the Bank of the United 
States, and was offered at a time of high party 
excitement, and when a majority in both Houses 
of Congress were known to be favorable to the 
bank. Did this preserve the bank? The result 
is known toall. In one word, then, he could not 
vote against receiving this memorial. He could 
not, because he did not believe that they could con- 
stitutionally refuse it; and he did not believe it 
would be good policy to create a sotisation against 


(Mr. Bucnanan,] || 
He | 


It was secured to us by the Con- |; 
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them among those who valued, and correctly val- 
ued, the right of petition as one of their dearest 
privileges. He had listened with great attention, 
as wellas with h great pleasure, to the Senator from 
Mississippi, [Mr 


the Senate to adopt some measure that would put 
‘an end to the prevailing excitement. He knew 
; that that poni ojan came from a country where 
| this exci 

i fearful extent; he came from a hot-bed, where 
this all-absorbing and all-powerful excitement 


wherever the feelings and passions 


borne alon 
Bitade carried them. But that 


of the mu 


a longer time siffte we left the places where that 


ried along with it into the adoption of measures 
| that our cooler judgment condemns; we should 
' take up the subject as wise, discreet, and reflect- 
ing men, anxious to preserve the peace and tran- 
quillity of the community, and should be very 
careful to do nothing that would defeat the end 
we have in view. He would go with the Senator 
from Mississippi in voting for the strongest 
measure against these Abolitionists. But was 
the refusal to receive the memorial the strongest 
measure? No. It would place us (said Mr-K.) 


in a false position, in which we could not main- ; 
tain ourselves; we should create an excitement | 
and: by enlisting the sympathies of | 
favor of these Abolitionists, we | 


against us, 
the people in 
‘should relieve them from the odium which now 
| properly attaches to them, and thus defeat the 
: principal object we have in view. The strong- 
jest vote, in his opinion, the one best calcu- 
lated to quiet the agitation in the public mind, 
to put down the agitators, and to prevent the 
Lae pre recurrence of their misguided and fanat- 
ical attempts to disturb the peace of the South, 


was that proposed by the motion of the Sena- | 
tor from Pennsylvania, [Mr. Bocwanan,] to | 


reject the prayer of the petitioners at once, and 
show to these men that any hopé of produc- 
ing an effect on Congress was entirely delusive. 
By this course (said Mr. K.) we steer clear of 
those constitutional objections which apply to 
the refusing the right of petition. We receive 
from the citizens of the United States who pre- 
| sent themselves here, be they fanatics, incendia- 
| ries, or mistaken zealots, the expression of their 
wishes; but we go not one step further; we tell 
| ‘them that the prayer of their memorial is unrea- 
| sonable and cannot be granted; that to grant it 
would be contrary to the obligations of our duty; 
that it would be ‘a violation of the Constitution, 
and against every principle of justice and human- 
| ity; and we, therefore, stamped it with our un- 
qualified reprobation. He took occasion some 
days since to express the grateful sense he enter- 
tained of the manly, frank, and disinterested 
manner in which his friend from Pennsylvania 
had comé forward with his motion, as well as for 
the enlarged, liberal, and. clear-sighted views 
taken by him in the remarks with which he 
accompanied it. Sir, (said Mr. K.,) he has my 
thanks, and deserves, for the disinterested stand 
he has taken, the warmest encomiums of every 
‘southern man, as well as every lover of the 
Union, be he from the North or from the South. 
“If anything (Mr. K. continued) could put an end 
to the unfortunate state of excitement produced 
by this agitating subject—if anything could tran- 
quilize the feelings of the South, and put a stop 
to these petitions which were pouring in upon 
Congréss, it would be that gentleman’s motion 
to reject the prayer of the petition then before 
‘them; dnd he could not avoid here expressing his 
sinéere regret that the question had not been 
taken at first on this motion, without going into 
any, discussion whatever. ater 
his excitement, however, which had so ihaus- 
piciously commenced, would probably go on for 
some time longer; but he looked to public senti- 
ment, particularly to the public sentiment of that 
portion of the country whence these agitating 
-memorials came; he looked with confidence to the 
wisdom, and virtue, and patriotism of the people, 
to put that evil spirit down. If that-could not 


. WaALKER,] and was struck with | 
the earnestness and zeal with which he had pressed ` 


ment prevailed to an alarming, to a. 


was so strong, that no man, no matter what was ` 
his firmness, his coolness, and _ self-possession, : 
could possibly resist it; he could not fail to be | 
said | 
Mr. K.) is not the case with us; it having been ; 


excitement was raging, it is not for us to be hur- | 
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be done, he confessed that he must almost despai: 
of a much longer duration of the Union. He 
could not, however, admit that the prospect was 
so deplorable as that represented by the eloquent 
Senator from South Carolina, [Mr. Presron.] 
We see, (said Mr. K.,)as he does, the storm brew- 
ing, but we feel assured that we are not to be 
overwhelmed by it; that, though it may howl 
above our heads, it will pass harmlessly by, leav- 
ing a purer and fresher atmosphere. I care but 
little Ge said he) for the sympathies of those abroad. 
So long as we have public sentiment with us at 
home—so long as we have the Christian world in 
America with us—so long as we have so strong à 
party of wise, zealous, and disinterested friends 
at the North, making every exertion to put down 
the fanatical spirit of abolition, we care little about 
what is said or thought in France ot England. 
Let us cherish, then, (said he,) those kindly sym- 
pathies felt by each section of the Union for the 
other; and though the fairest fabrics of. Govern- 
mentin the old world may be broken down, theugh 
li the liberties of their people may be put in je 
|ardy, we shall stand secure; our Union will be 
preserved, upheld by a community of feeling, of 
i} interest, and of origin, as well as the ennobling 
recollections of the history of our common 
country. 

It was not to be doubted, however, (said Mr. 
K.,) that if ever public sentiment at the North is 
'| against us—that if it acquire such strength as to 
induce Congress to take up the subject of aboli- 
tion, and legislate on it, to the destruction of our 
rights, of our peace, and of our safety, great as 
must be the sacrifice—whenever that day arrives, 
|| we shall consider that the cords which bind this 
Uniontogetheraresevered. Heb his north- 
ern friends to bear this in mind—to believe that 


'\ such would be the ‘inevitable effect of an inter- 


|| ference by Congress with the subject, and to use 
every exertion in their power to put an end to this 
excitement before it slr in further mischief. 
“It was disavowed by these Abolitionista on all 
hands, that they had any intention of interfering 
with slavery as itexisted in the States. Here, 
in this District, was the battle-ground, and here 
the plan of all their operations was laid. It was 
admitted that there was a difference of opinion 
entertained among gentlemen of sound and dis- 
criminating judgment on both sides of the ques- 
tion, with. to the power. of Con to 
legislate on the subject of slavery: within the ten 
miles square ceded to the General Government 
by the States of Virginia and Maryland. The 
Senator from Vermont (Mr. Prentiss) had en- 
tered into along and carefully prepared argument 
to show that Congress possessed this power, but 
the gentleman had failed in convineing him that 
his views were correct. He recollected that, some 
years ago, a report was made in the other House, 
on a bill before that body claiming remuneration 
for a slave killed at New Orleans, in the public 
service, in which the doctrine was advanced that 
slaves were not property. We thought (said 
Mr. K.) atthe time, that the author of the report 
was very little removed- from a madman, in on- 
deavoring to get around the Constitution in so 
strange a way; but the ntleman from Vermont 
had leaped over all the barriers of the Constitu- 
tion, and lighted-at onc? on the pene that if 
Congress emancipated the slaves in District 


of Columbia, it would be “for the public we,” 


and therefore 'in'accordance wA wid o 

a. if theré ‘was oné single mdm, when this 
know, if the Hie beligved that, if 
y from him in 


an ng 

Mr. PRENTISS explained. F c kei 
the expediency of propriety < man- 
ing fie slaves inthe District “for the public 
use. only referred to what ri t hereafter 
be dotie tnder color of that particular. Clause in 
the Constitution, and at the instance of à majority 
of the people of the District. x 

Mr. KING. Do youmake compensation (said 
he) when you emancipate a slave? ‘Where is 
our fund? Is it for the public use? What pub- 
ic use? Do you put him to any use whatever? 
None, sir, none. - 


Sir; (said Mr. K.,) the framers of our Consti- 
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tution well understood that cases would frequently Í explanatory of the extent of the powers conferred i alarm at the South which could 


occur, when it would become necessary for the || 
Government to use the property of individuals to |, 
advance the public interest, and to guard against 
the injury which might result from the obstinate 
refusal of the owners to yield up such property, 
it was well provided that it might be taken. Yet 
so careful were they to guard the rights of prop- 
erty from any improper interference on the part 
of the Government itself, that it is expressly re- 
quired that it shall only be taken for public use, 
paying therefor a just compensation. i 

Now he would ask how this clause in the 
Constitution could possibly apply to the eman- 
cipation of slaves? You cannot (said he) take 
private property, without the consent of the 
owner, unless you make him just compensation, 
and then only for public use. But the gentleman 
went still further. He said that Congress could 
get rid of slavery in the District of Columbia, by 
taxation. That is, (said Mr. K.,) if you can 
render property valueless by taxation, you may 
as well take it away at once. He should like to 
know what others from the North thought on 
this subject. If that is the prevailing sentiment, 
(said Mr. K.,) it is time that we should know it. 
Taxation may be carried to the States; but he 
did not believe that the gentleman from Ver- 
mont himself entertained the opinion that such 
a course of legislation would ever be either just 
or expedient. Such, he felt assured, was not 
the sentiment in the State of Vermont. At the 
last session of the Legislature of that State, if he 
was correctly informed, resolutions were intro- 
duced declarative of the power of Congress to 
emancipate slaves in this District, and they were 
rejectea by a small majority; but at this session 
resolutions of the same tenor were again intro- 
duced, and they were rejected by an overwhelm- 
ing majority. Yet this was the State where the 
abolition spirit was said to be so much increas- 
ing, and was so much to be feared. 

Xr. PRENTISS explained. He had made 
no statement that the Abolitionists had increased 
in Vermont, or were increasing 

Mr. KING said he had not stated that the Sen- 
ator had gone into an examination of the number 
of societies for the abolition of slavery in the 
State of Vermont; this he believed had been done 
by the gentleman’scolleague. But to pursue the 
subject further. It was to him as clear as day- 
light, that if it had been believed for a moment, 
when this Government required the cession of ; 
this territory of ten miles square for the use of the 
National Legislature, it would ever assert the 
right to emancipate, or so to tax slave property as | 
to drive it from the possession of the owners— ' 
that if, at that time, it had been even suspected | 
that Congress would ever claim such a power, the 
States of Virginia and Maryland never would 
have made the cession. The Senator from Mary- , 
land [Mr. GoLpsgoroven] had put that matter on | 
a proper footing. The cession was made with a | 
clear understanding, implied or otherwise, that f 
no such power would ever be claimed. This was 
.apparent from the fact, that at the time of the || 
cession the States of Virginia and Maryland had, 
as they still have, a large siave population; and 
they never would have been so blind to theirown 
safety as to make this cession, could they have 
believed that Congress thereby acquired the power 
to produce a state of things in this District that 
would operate on their slaves in so dangerous a 
manner. If such, then, was the understanding 
with which this cession was made, would it not 
be a violation of the faith pledged to these two 
States, if Government was now to attempt any 
interference with this prohibited subject? He did 
not believe that there were any gentlemen on that 
floor, disposed to attempt any legislative action 
by Congress with regard to slavery in this Dis- 
trict; but there was too much reason to apprehend 
that there were many men in the northern States 
who anxiously kept that object in view. He 
would not dwell longer on that part of the subject, 
but would say, that whether the Constitution did | 
or did not apply to this case, and precluded all 
interference with it, good faith, as well as sound 
policy, demanded that such interference should 
never be attempted. With this remark he would 
add the expression of the hope, that the argument 

-of the Senator from Virginia, [Mr. Letcu,] 


on Congress by the acts of cession of the States of 
Virginia and Maryland, would be read and atten- 
tively considered by every man in the country 
who had any doubts on the subject, and carry 


with it, as it should, the conviction it was so well | 


calculated to produce, that that subject should 
never be touched by Congress. 

He should ever remember with feelings of de- 
light, in the proceedings of a town meeting held 
in the city Gf Boston the last summer, in which 
strong and decisive resolutions were passed, ex- 
pressive of their sentiments on the subject of 
abolition; and he was highly gratified to witness 
their laudable efforts to put down these deluded 
Abolitionists, with a foreign miscreant at their 
head. He was gratified at the liberal views taken 
there by menof high standing for moral and intel- 
lectual worth, who, with thrilling eloquence, had 

ortrayed the direful consequences to this Union, 
if the mad schemes of these misguided zealots 
were persevered in; vindicated the rights and feel- 
ings of their brethren of the South, and called 
upon their fellow-citizens to aid them in restoring 
pio and tranquillity to their common country. 

e did hope, that the efforts of such men, aided 
by the good sense and virtue of their fellow-citi- 
zens, would be finally successful. He looked to 
the course of the great State of New York, and 
particularly to the able and patriotic message of 
her Governor, as one of the most powerful en- 
gines employed in the destruction of this danger- 
ous spirit of abolition. He looked to the messages 
of the Governors of the States where these socie- 
ties existed, and which could not be too highl 
commended, asan evidence, that they of the Sout 
had with them the intelligence, the moral worth, 
and the influential eminence, of their northern 


brethren. But he would say to those of the North | 


who, notwithstanding the opposition of these in- 
fluences, still contemplated the emancipation of 
the slaves now in the District of Columbia, that 
they never could, by any possibility, accomplish 
the object they had in view. If there was no 
constitutional obstacle in the way; if there was 
no breach of good faith towards the States who 
ceded this District to the- Federal Government, to 
be broken down, what would be the consequences 
if Congress attempted to legislate on the subject? 
Why, the very moment that either House of 


Congress carried out such legislation, there would | 
I i They would | 
immediately be sold to the South; they would be | 


not be a slave left in the District. 


driven from the homes that were endeared to them 
—from the masters who had reared them up, and 
the sports of whose children they had shared, to 
toil in a disjant land, controlled by a stranger 
master. Was it worthy of discreet, wise men at 


the North to lavish their money, and sendabroad | 
: their agents to effect an object that could end in 


accomplishing no ard good? Was the slave 
to be benefited? No, t Y 
would forbid it. He could not be emancipated 


even by an act of Congress; but his condition 


, might be rendered worse by sending him to a dis- 


tant land. When the day arrives (said Mr. K.) 
that slavery is abolished here, then the pious ladies 
of Ohio, who are so feelingly alive to the evils of 
slavery, may come to listen to the debates in Con- 
gress without having their feelings shocked by 
witnessing the bondage of their colored brethren; 
they will see no slaves here, for they will all have 
been transferred to the South; but they willseea 
miserable, depraved, and degraded colored popu- 
lation, called free, instead of the well fed, well 
clothed, happy and contented slaves whom their 
misguided zeal had aided in driving from the homes 
of their childhood. 

These would be the inevitable consequences of 
the abolition societies, if they succeeded in their 
designs with respect to the District of Columbia. 
It was not designed by them, he believed, to ex- 
tend their object beyond this District; but if it 
was so, it was time that the people of the South 
knew it. Few, he presumed, were so entirely 
deluded by their mistaken philanthropy, and so 
wholly ignorant of the condition of the southern 
States, with regard to their slave population, as 
to contemplate producing such a horrid state of 
things as must result from any interference with 
the subject there; but the course of operations on 
this District had created a state of agitation and 


e interest of the master |: 


be 
| hardly any other subject. It was de aie oy 
, their friends from the North to adopt some meas- 
‘ure which would put down these dangerous asso- 
i ciations whose memorials had caused so alarm- 
ing an excitement. By doing so, they would 
quiet the apprehensions of the South, and prove 
| to the people of that section of the country how 
little cause they had to fear that this Union, so free 
so happy, so essential to the well being both of 
the North and the South, could be jeopardized by 
wild attempts at emancipation, that can produce 
no good effect on the happiness of the slave, but 
must, from the very nature of things, result in 
the deterioration of his condition. He could not 
conclude without saying one word to his brethren 
of the South. He wished them to believe that, 
as cordially and as promptly as any man, he 
would go with them in adopting the most ener- 
getic measures for the purpose of putting an end 
to these continued attempts in Congress, which 
disturbed and disquieted the southern States; and 
that if ever the time arrived, that Congress should 
‘interfere with this prohibited subject, he would 
' be found among the foremost, resisting, by all the 
means in his power, any and every encroachment 
on the rights secured to them by their fathers. 
He wished them to know that if he could bring 
himself to the belief-that the reception of the me- 
morial would have the effect of producing an im- 
pression that Congress could legislate on the 
subject of which it treated, he would hesitate long 
before he would consent to receive it. But he 
could not entertain such a belief; he felt assured 
that the reception of the memorial would have no 
such effect, while it would avoid the dangerous 
implication of having abridged the right of peti- 
tion as secured by the Constitution. The course 
proposed by the Senator from Pennsylvania, on 
the other hand, would, if adopted, be the most 
decisive that could be pursued. It would allow 
the petitioners in their quality of citizens of the 
United States to present themselves before the 
Senate to have a hearing, and it would at the 
same time show them how vain and futile was 
the hope of their ever producing any action in 
Congress. Sir, I have done. T feli bound in 
justice to myself, differing as I do with many of 
ny friends, briefly to state the grounds upon 
which my action rests. : 


SLAVERY IN THE DISTRICT. 


SPEECH OF HON. A. CUTHBERT, 


| 
| OF GEORGIA, 


i Ix Senate, March 7, 1836. 
į! The Petition of the Society of Friends, of Lancaster 
| county, Pennsylvania, for the Abolishment of Slavery in 
| the District of Columbia, being under consideration— 
Mr. CUTHBERT observed, that the indispo- 
sition under which he labored, as well as the ex- 
treme length to which this discussion had been 
carried, would make him prefer, if he could think 
i, it proper to do so, to avoid addressing the Senate 
| on this occasion. At best, he should be able to 
speak but briefly, and with his usual difficulty, 
and he should incur no risk, therefore, of being 
charged with having unnecessarily protracted the 
debate. This certainly was a subject on which, 
as an individual, he could not feel indifferent; and 
if he could be so, he should only be criminal to 
i the deepest interests and feelings of the people he 
i represented. He should, therefore, on a few 
‘ points which appeared to be the most important, 
express the opinions he had formed; and here 
let him be understood in making a clear and uni- 
‘form distinction, in all that he might say, be- 
i tween those who lead and those who follow, be- 
| tween those who, under the influence of vanity 
| and a criminal ambition, had meditated and at- 
| tempted the wildest and most dangerous projects, 
and those well-disposed persons who, misled by 
| a mistaken philanthropy, may yet recover their 
: sober and steady judgment. He hoped, nay, he 
| felt confident that they would recover from their 
| delusions. z £ 
Do I (said Mr. C.) feel any apprehensions of a 
dangerous increase and wide-spread prevaletice 
of the spirit of abolition? I do not, (said he,) 
would belie my own judgment, if I feltany serious 
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Why am I, (said 


listurbance on this subject. ] i 
or this plain 


he,) insensible to these terrors? 


and obvious reason, that the spirit of abolition |; hi 
was not an American spirit; it was transplanted || signed from the regions of romance, and notfrom || triotism a mere word to flatter the people, or to 
from a foreign soil; it belonged not here, and was | sober reality, had no terrors for them; one glance 


a base mockery of what had 


South Carolina, (Mr. Preston,] a picture which 
owed the darkness of its colors to the strength of 
| his own imagination; a picture which was de- 


v sed in another |, ata brighter prospect, and, truth owning ils sway, 
country, whose relations to their slave population |, they were freed from the melancholy presenti- : 


were not only not similar to ours, but stood in || ments but momentarily indulged. 


absolute contrast with them. Has this spirit 


(said Mr. C.) grown among ourselves? Has it. those Abolitionists, who, with such a Govern- 
originated on this side of the Atlantic, or has it, ment as ours, with such a population, and with 
been caught by contagion from England? It was |. such relations of society, could hope to propa- 
caught by contagion certainly, for it had nothing li gate their miserable delusions? What must be 
proper to American growth, nothing congenial |: thought of their wickedness, as well as their total 
with American feelings, and was wholly foreign ‘ destitution of all the common feelings of human- 


and unsuited to the genius of our peek: 
if it came across the Atlantic, if it had no kindred 
feeling herc, was there any feeling to apprehend 


Then | 


that it would ever take a firm root in our soil? | 


He felt assured not. The colonies of England 
where abolition took place were all governed 
with as absolute a sway by the mother countr 

as the slaves in this country are tuled by their 
masters. They had no privilege of sclf-govern- 
ment; they had not even the privilege of inter- 
posing their advice when the mother country was 


about to take from them their property; their fate : 


was absolutely determined by the will of the 
mother country, and they could not even raise a 
voice of their own to delay the evils which that 
Government was about to inflict upon them. And 
what then was the character of the white popu- 
lation of the West India Islands? Had these, 
people ever any fixed character? The owners of 
property in the West Indies were not even, a 
majority of them, residents there. A few luxu- 


rious, feeble slaveholders resided in the mother | 


country; these were nent in the islands by 
their agents; also a smal 

to manage the business of these non-residents; 
and there being no inspection of society there, 
led depraved and licentious lives, destined to a 
short period. The whole desire of the owners 
residing in the mother country was to exact as 
much as possible from their estates in the colonies 
for the maintenance of their luxuries at home, 
and their vast possessions in the islands were 
managed by the agents solely with a view to their 
selfish interests. Was this the relative condition 
of the white and black population in the southern 
States? And was such a state of society as he 
had described to be found in them? Why, every 


gentleman’s good sense revolted at the compari- | 


tt 


son. Our States were actual sovereignties, com- | 


bined together into one great Republic. Here, 
then, was the difference between this country and 
the British colonies. The question as to emanci- 

tion was not the same with us as with them; 
it was not only not similar, but in direct contra- 
diction to it. 

These several State governments not only ad- 
ministered all their own internal concerns by their 
own laws, but all the other State governments 
were in no manner permitted to interfere with 
them. They watched over the peculiar safety 
and interests of their own citizens, and were not 
to be regarded, not even to be looked at, by the 
governments of their sister States. Here, then, 
was a strong reason why we ought not to feel 
any apprehensions of the p s of the spirit of 
abolition. A state of society such as he had de- 
scribed in England and her colonies existed not 
here. We had a numerous, active, and spirited 
pe ulation, advancing every moment in all that 
belonged to morals and intelligence—a population 
in which general education was an actual passion 
—in which to enlighten the people was a principal 
care. All that could dignify, all that could 
strengthen, all that could adorn human nature, 
was here found; it was native, and notof to-day, 
but came to us through a series of generations. 
And second to that state of society, the relations 
subsisting between masters and slaves had for a 
series of years been approaching to that state of 
perfection which had never before been exhibited 
in any slaveholding country. Could any one 
suppose that a population such as this could be 
disturbed by the ill-directed efforts of a parcel of 
miserable, deluded fanatics? No change in their 
situation could be made without actual ruin, 
without actual extermination. Hence the gloomy 
and alarming picture drawn by his friend from 


d 


number sent from Europe | 


i 


ity? Did they not show the weakness of their 
: understandings, as well as the depravity of their 
hearts; and who and what were they? Boys 
from the cloisters of a college, ignorant of the 


seaenlneed with the state of society their blinded 
and ill-directed philanthropy. eau intermeddle 
with; bigoted priests, forgetting their sacred call- 
ing and the service of their God, regardless of 
that holy religion whose leading principle was 
e and good will-among men, would intro- 
uce discontent, discord, and even rebellion, 
where there was contentment, happiness, and 
ace; others, of the vain, ambitious, and rest- 
ess, who, conscious of the want of those moral 
and intellectual powers which alone are truly 
calculated to elevate the individual, seck to rise 
into consequence by the aid of a popular delu- 
sion. What was the leader of all these? Who, 
and what was hed Had he been marked out by 
the Almighty, and gifted with those great and 
over intellectual qualities with which Provi- 
ence endows those who are to accomplish great 


vidual ever possessed any such attributes. 
was not a Wilberforce, to draw with him the 
feelings and opinions of a nation in favor of uni- 
versal emancipation. Here (Mr. C. said) he 
would observe that if Wilberforce had been an 
American, he would have been an anti-Aboli- 
tionist; he would never have sought to alter such 
astate of society as exists in the slaveholdin 
States, and never would have incurred the ris 
| of producing such fearful evils in a population 
where there was so little that required ameliora- 
tion. Was there any one who supposed that an 
| enlightened statesman, possessing the talents, 
the general intelligence, the enlarged and liberal 
views of society and of the principles of govern- 
| ment that Wilberforce did, would cherish for a 
: moment the wild and visionary schemes of these 
Abolitionists ? Was thereany man on that floor, 
whether from the North or from the South, who 
avowed himself an Abolitionist? If there was, 


Here was an answer to the Abolitionists. There 
was not one man on that floor who avowed him- 
self a follower of this pitiful mockery of English 
philanthropy. 

If our Government, and the connections of. our 
society and Government were such as he had 
described them, and as every gentleman believed 
them to be; if their influence was felt as he had 
supposed throughout the country, (and to doubt 
that they were so felt would be to doubt that ours 
was a thinking and sagacious people)—if such 
was the character of the American people who 
had uniformly expressed their detestation of the 
plans of the Abolitionists, then let him say that, 


so far from being influenced by any terrors arising 
from the events of the last year, his confidence 
in the stability of the Union, and in the perma- 
nency of our free institutions, had been strength- 
ened. No man who had attentively observed the 
poe for years of certain doctrines, but must 

ave come to the conclusion that strenuous and 
persevering attempts would be made for the 
emancipation of the African race in this country- 
He believed every gentleman knew this, and the 
only question was, would or would not the 
American people encourage such attempts? Did 
they encourage them? No. Was saying that 
they discouraged them, using sufficiently strong 
a term? Everywhere these attempts had been 
met by the most decided opposition; everywhere 
it had encountered the universal scorn and de- 
testation of the community, and the feeling with 


Then what was to be thought of the folly of . 


; form and spirit of our free institutions, and un- | 


revolutions? He had never heard that this indi- '' 
He | 


let him speak. There was none, then—not one. | 


which this spirit of abolition had been met, had 
of itself been sufficient to kindle and strengthen 
the spirit of American patriotism. And was pa- 


|! adorn a speech with rhetorical flourishes? No. 

| It was a holy feeling, springing from the purest 

and noblest principles of our nature, and where 

| government was well understood gave double force 
to every social virtue. 

_Our people had evinced that patriotism in re- 
sisting with energy and success that wide-spread 
and wild spirit of fanaticism which threatened to 

| produce jealousies and heart-burningsin a united 
and happy country; and so far from the events 
of the past year having tended to weaken the 
' bonds of this Union, they were only calculated to 
show its durability and its strength. As the 
lofty pne on the mountains becomes more firmly 
rooted as it is shaken by the tempest, so had the 
| love for this Union taken deeper roots in our 
' hearts. As we watch over the infant sleeping in 
|, our arms, it comes nearer and dearer to our hearts; 
i go was this Union more deeply rooted in our af- 
: fections the more it was cherished. Yes, he felt 
with his friend from Alabama (Mr. a) how 
kindly they weretreated by their northern fellow- 
| citizens. They did not (said Mr. C.) coldly do 
_ their duty to us as signified by the terms of the 
; Constitution. - With a warm affection for their 
; Southern brethren they rushed totheir aid; with 
i a strong and willing indignation they rebuked 
j the spirit of discord and mischief; and witha 
|, generous zeal put themselves in hostile array 
: against those we have a right to term our ene- 
|; mies. They had(said Mr. C.)done us full jus- 
' tice, and that justice was given with a promp- 
|; titade and warmth of feeling truly consistent with 
| the American character. 

There was one principle which had not been 
recognized in the course of this discussion, and 
| gave him greater confidence in the strength of 
| ourinstitutions, It was this: although this de- 
| bate had been protracted to an unusual degree, 
` and accompanied with all that energy which be- 
‘longed to the American character; yet, with a 
| spirit of conciliation and harmony not to be found 
| in any other legislative body in the world, they 
all concurred in the desire to accomplish one ob- 
ject, differing only as to the manner of accom- 
plishing it; and the result was, that, throughout 
the country, there. was a strong party formed in 
favor of all that was good against that which was 
evil, and a powerful influence was now ohersung 
against these miserable fanatics for the safety o 
ourinstitutions. There isanother additional point 
of strength (said Mr. C.) in our position which 
would soon become well known to the mass of 
| the people of the United States. It was, that these 
| liberated blacks (should the Abolitionists succeed 
in their projects) would find no spot on which 
to reat a foot in this widely-expanded Union. 
Would they find it in New York? Let the events 
_of the last season speak. "Would they find it in 
friendly Philadelphia? No. The tumultuous 
assemblages in that city, the well-known state of 
| popular feelings there, as evinced not long ago, 
sufficiently showed that the black portion of its 
population would never be suffered to increase. 

{ pronounce (said Mr.. C.) that there is a 
stronger natural horror and aversion for the black | 
race in the North than in the South. What, then, 
would be the consequences of emancipation? If 
the northern people could not. tolerate the small 
number of blacks. now -among them, how would 
they admit the vast number that will be set at 
large by the plan of emancipation? And if they 
would not admit them, were they to be caged up 
with the people of the South for mutual massacre 
and destruction ? No; the inevitable consequences 
of emancipation so readily presented to the view 
showed the absurdity impossibility of the 
scheme, and that it never could gain strength 
or durability among a reflecting and reasoning 
people. 

e would say one word as to the two propo- 
sitions before the Senate for the disposal of the 
memorial; the one not to receive the memorial at 
all, and the other to receive it, and then reject its 
pomt 


He should separate himself, in the vote 

e should give with regard to the first, from 
friends with whom he had acted; friends they 
were,and when he spoke of the sincerity and 
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purity of their course in that body, he did not 
speak vain words. He knew that they were 1n- |i 
fluenced by a sincere and honest conviction that ; 
the pressing of the first motion was not for the 
public good; but his judgment differed from 
theirs, and he believed it to be his duty to sup- 
port the first motion, though he held that belief 
with great diffidence, because he saw the whole 
force of the reasons which gentlemen urged 
against it. . 

Of the two propositions before the Senate, he 
felt himself compelled to vote for that which was 
the strongest in opposition to the memorial. He 
had found no constitutional reasons for opposing 
this measure, no well founded objections, under a 
proper construction of the Constitution, to giving 
this vote, such as his friends believed; it did not 
appear to him to be violating that part of the 
Constitution which secured the right of the 
people peaceably to assemble, and petition for a 
redress of grievances. The first step, with regard 
to the right of petition, it was not pretended had 
been Paved: The people had assembled 
without let or hindrance, and had petitioned. 
The question then was, how this vote would affect 
the second part of the right of petition, and how 
far the petition was for a redress of grievances. 
With respect to the latter, it was not pretended 
by any one that slavery in the District of Co- 


lumbia was a grievance of which the petitioners | 


had a right to complain; and as to the first, the 
pen had a hearing, and their petition had 
en fully discussed. ‘The member who intro- 
duces a petition states the substance of it, and 
any member may demand that it shall be read. 
Then what was denied to the petitioner? Was 
he indignantly refused a hearing? By no means. | 
The motion applied not to the petitioners them- | 
selves, but to the substance of their petition. 

You make (said Mr. C.) the most prompt and 
decided objection to the prayer of the petition 
which the rules of the body permit, and you do | 
it with a due regard to the feelings of those who | 

resented it. You say to them no more than a 

ind and indulgent parent hasa right to say to his | 
own child, that their request is so unreasonable 
that the granting of it would be productive of so 
much mischief to themselves, as well as to others, | 
that it could not fora moment belistened to. Was | 
this unkind, or language unbecoming a parent | 
addresing his child? Your purpose (said Mr. 
C.) is to warn them in the most decided terms, 
that to persevere would bring ruin on themselves, 
as well as produce the most fearful evils, and you 
entreat them to abandon a course destructive of 
the best interests of the political family, without 
producing the least good to themselves or to those 
for whom their sympathies were excited. 

_ The rule (said Mr. C.) under which this mo- 
tion was made was founded on the Constitution 
itself; and so far from determining that you shall 
receive a petition, it made the first question to de- 
termine whether it shall or shall not be received. 
What, then, was their duty? Itis a duty (said 
Mr. C.) which we owe to ourselves, to those 
whom we represent, and to the petitioners, to 
express what we know to be the determination 
of the whole southern people on the subject, in the 
most decided and most intelligible form. Should 
the petitioners not know this, they might be led 
into a course of perseverance productive of great 
and continued excitement; and what might now 
be resisted by quick and decided action, might 
hereafter be more difficult to quell, and not to be 
put down but by a heated and protracted debate, 
shaking the very foundations of this Republic. 
We tell these petitioners (said he) that the sub- 
ject is one of such delicacy, that its agitation was 
so dangerous, that they shall not even touch it. 
Was not this the feeling of the whole Senate; | 
and if so, wag it not their right and their duty to | 


tell the petitioners so, that they might at once be || 
; endured by the settlers, thus improperly denied 


induced to abandon their designs? 
The whole Senate felt confiddent that the peo- | 


ple of this country would not give countenance | 
| 1820, allowing all such persons as had been thus 
' deprived of the benefits intended to be conferred | 


to the projects of these Abolitionists, and there- 
fore in refusing to receive the petition they would 
be acting in accordance with the sentiments of 


the majority. There was one delicate point in j, 


this question which they must meet face to face. 


There was a project entertained by many good 


men to touch this subject as- it regarded the | that law been correctly construdd, and that they li my purpose now to enter in 


l District of Columbia, and some gentlemen were li had not purchased the land claimed by them 
obliged to acknowledge it; and he told them, and | either at public sale or private entry, : 


the register 


told them in good time, that to touch this subject ' was authorized to issue a certificate in favor of 


people of the South would regard such legislation 
as the breach through which their invaders would 
march to spread ruin, devastation, and blood over 
their country. He called on gentlemen, then, to 
check the spirit which would lead to woe and 
disaster. I tell them (said he) to warn their 
people not to approach this subject. In the sin- 
gular structure of the human mind, the firmest 
convictions might rest on erroneous foundations; 
and it became not one situated as he was to pre- 
dict with certainty that it was impossible that 
the spirit of abolition should ever be prevalent in 
this country. He now believed that it never 


, could; but as there seemed, in the estimation of 


many, to be some danger of it, he warned gentle- 
men of the necessity of adopting such measures 
as would effectually put down this spirit while 
there was yet time. 


HEIRS OF JAMES LATHAM. 


MARKS OF HON. WM. L. MAY, 
OF ILLINOIS, 


In tHE House or REPRESENTATIVES, 
February 26, 1836, 


In Committee of the Whole House, on the bill 
for the relief of the heirs of James Latham, 
deceased. 


Mr. MAY said: . 

Mr. Cuarrman: The opposition of the gentle- 
man from Ohio {Mr. Vinton] to the bill now 
under consideration, is by no means unexpected, 

' for I have yet to see the first instance in which 
that gentleman has failed to exert his influence 
to defeat every measure connected with a liberal 
disposition of any portion of the public lands, 
| especially if such disposition were likely to confer 
: upon the people of the West the slightest benefit. 
: Sir, had the gentleman been only a few moments 
| since as solicitous to guard the Treasury, as he 
| now is to preserve the public lands, he would 
: have voted with me against the allowance of a 
: claim of $30,000 which has just passed the House 
‘in the shape of a bill. But, whilst claims for 
large amounts against the Government are re- 


| RE 
| 


| termined character. 


than may be necessary briefly to apan the 
nature and origin of the claim upon wh 


it to the House. This claim has been twice acted 
' upon by the committee, and on each occasion 
there was no difference of opinion among themas 
to the propriety of granting relief. Last year a 
bill similar to the one now under considcration 
was reported and passed the House, but, for the 
want of time alone, failed in the Senate. 

By reference to an act of Congress, passed on 
the 5th day of February, 1813, it will be seen 
that the right of preémption to one hundred and 
sixty acres of land was, upon certain conditions, 
granted to every settler upon the public lands 


tricts established at Vincennes and Kaskaskia for 
the Territory of Illinois. 


|; emption to certain persons, as not being within 
the boundaries of the land district at Vincennes. | 
This decision was afterwards found to be erro- 
neous, and Congress, to remedy the hardships | 


the right of preémption by the decision of the 
land officers, passed a law on the 11th of May, 


by act of Congress of— -, 1813, > appear before 
theregister at Vincennes, and upon their making | 
proof that they would have becn entitled to the | 


‘right of preémption under the former law, had li 


` here was to touch itin the southern States. ‘Lhe : 


ceived and favorably considered by this House, |, 
the just claims of the people of the West to land, | 
|! however limited in quantity and trifling inamount, 
are resisted with an opposition of the most de- || 
Sir, I shall not trespass |; 
longer upon the time and attention of this House |i 


| 


ich this: 
bill is predicated, and the reasons that influenced | 
the Committee on Private Land Claims to report | 


residing within the limits of the two land dis- 


€ The register and re- | 
ceiver at Vincennes, when called upon to act || 
| under this law, refused to allow the right of pre- |i 


| cation of the tract embracing Peoria? 


such persons, setting forth the fact of such proof 
having been made; and upon the production of 
such certificate at any land office in the State of 
Illinois, the original preémptor, or his legal rep- 
resentative, was entitled to enter one hundred 
and sixty acres of any of the lands of the United 
States lying within the limits of the State of Hli- 
nois, which had been surveyed prior to the Ist of 
September, 1¢20, whether the same had been 
offered at public sale or not. Such, sir, is the 
origin of what is called the Vincennes preemption 
floating claims, and it was in virtue of one of 
these claims that the present town of Peoria was 
located by James Latham in his lifetime. For 
the period of almost seven years after this tract 
of land was purchased by Latham, although the 
Commissioner of the Gencral Land Office was 
often urged to issuc a patent in favor of the pur- 
chaser, he refused to doso. This refusal on the 


` part of the Government to recognize the validity 


of the sale of the land, was produced by the 
county commissioners of Peoria county, who 
made application to purchase the same land for 


_county purposes, under the general preémption 
law of 26th of May, 1824. r 


The land officers at 
Springfield rejected the application of the commis- 
sioners of Peoria county to purchase the land, 
and it remained in this situation till Congress, on 
the 2d March, 1833, passed an act by which the 


, county commissioners were authorized to enter 


the land subject to the claim of Latham’s heirs. 
Had the Commissioner of the General Land 
Office decided within a reasonable time the entr 
made by Latham to have been legal or lezal, 
which he was urged to do, Latham would have 
acquiesced, for he then could have selected other 
lands equal, or at least but little inferior, in value 
to the tract of which he has been deprived. But 
by reason of the great delay on the part of the 
Commissioner to make any decision in the case, 
Latham lost all opportunity of locating other 
lands, as almost all of the public lands which 
were surveyed prior to the Ist of Septen- 
ber, 1820, were offered at public sale and sub- 
ject to private entry before the heirs of Latham 
ascertained that they would not be permitted to 
hold the land acquired by them, without a law- 
suit. Sir,would the passage of this bill confer 
upon the heirs of Latham any greater or higher 
privilege than they enjoyed at the time of the lo- 
I under- 
take to say that it would not. The bill proposes 
only to give them the right to select from any of 
the public lands in Ilinois, which may now be 
surveyed a quantity of land not exceeding one 
hundred and sixty acres, by paying to the Gov- 
ernment the minimum price of said lands. 

It is well known that there are but few town- 
ships of surveyed lands now in Illinois, which 
have not been offered at public sale; and in those 
few most of the valuable lands have already been 
taken by floats under the preémption law of 1834. 
The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Vinton] ex- 

resses his apprehensions that the present bill, if 


' it become a law, will enable the heirs of Latham 
‘ to locate mineral lands, salt springs, or situations 
‘embracing water privileges. 


Sir, Í am greatly 
surprised that the gentleman, coming, as he does, 
from a State in which the public lands are sit- 
uated, should possess so little knowledge of the 
subject upon which he has spoken. Does not 
the gentleman know that all mineral lands, as 
well as salt springs, are expressly reserved for 
sale, and are not subject to location? But if such 
were not the fact, still the passage of this bill 
would not enable the heirs of Latham to obtain, 
by their location, either mineral lands or salt 
springs, for the mineral lands lying within the 
State of Illinois, are yet unsurveyed; nor 1s It be- 
lieved that salt water is anywhere to be found 
upon any lands of the United States in Illinois, 
not heretofore offered at public sale. 

The gentleman has alluded to the claim of an 
individual to the tract of land embracing Fort 
Dearborn. Sir, the gentleman’s object cannot be 


mistaken. By referring to this claim, and the 
value of the land, a prejudice is sought to ve 
It is not 


created against the heirs of Latham. 1 
to any discussion on 


1836.) 
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the merits of the claim to , of 
bracing Fort Dearborn. The decision of that ' 
question belongs to another tribunal; but I feel 
constrained to repel the slanderous insinuation 
made against the claimant of that tract, which has 
been represented by the gentleman from Ohio to 
be a poor dealer inwhisky. This, sir, is not the 
fact; Mr. Beaubien, although not rich enough, 
perhaps, to command the respect of the gentle- 
man from Ohio, is not a dealer inwhisky. Had 
this property fallen into the hands of same rich 
speculator, perhaps the gentleman from Ohio 
would have,regarded it with greater complacency. 
Sir, itis painful to witness the narrow-minded, 
contracted policy, on the part of some members 
of this House, in relation to any liberal disposi- , 
tion of the public domain, The people of the 

West have been again and again stigmatized on 

this floor as land pirates and robbers. Sir, if the 

application of these opprobrious epithets are to 

be indulged in, it is not difficult to foresee the re- ` 
sult. It must, in the nature of things, tend to 

alienate the feelings and affections of the people 

of the new States from those of the older mem- , 
bers of thaConfederacy. The people of the West 
rejoice in the prosperity of their Atlantic breth- 
ren; they murmur not at the vast expenditures 


of public money annually made for the protection | 


oftheir commerce, the improvement of their har- 
bors, and the fortification of theirsea-board; but, 
while such enormous sums of the revenue of the 
nation are thus expended,.they confidently expect ; 
that their own wants willenlist the sympathies and 
good feelings of their northern as well as south- 
ern friends; and least of all da they expect to 
have hurled at them, when modestly urging those 
wants upon the consideration this House, 
epithets which belong quite as much to those 
who use them, as to those to whom they are 
apple ; nens 
ir, the only land pirates known in Illinois | 
are found among the avaricious speculators who 
come among us, and who, in the absence of pre- | 
emption laws, are enabled to purchase the im- | 
provements of the honest settler, without render- 
ing him therefor any equivalent whatever. 
"Sir, the gentleman from Ohio tells us that if 
Latham ’s ferr have acquired any right to the 
land embracing the present town of Peoria, their 
claim has not been impaired by the action of Con- 
gress, in passing a law authorizing the entry of | 
the same land by the county commissioners of ` 
Peoria county. The heirs themselves thought 
differently; at feast they saw no prospect of main- 
taining their rights without a long, tedious, and 
vexatious law-suit, the great expense of which | 
they were not well qualified to support; and as | 
Congress, by its legislation, has left them no other 
alternative than a law-suit or an abandonment of 
their just rights, it would be strange, indeed, if 
they would add to their injustice by refusing to 
pass the present bill. The wild lands in Ilinois 
are estimated far beyond their real value. It is 
only when these lands are cultivated and im- 
proved by what some term the squatters, that 
they command more than the minimum price of | 
the Government. There is not. an instance, within 
my knowledge, where any of the public lands in | 
Munois have sold. for more than $1 25 per acre, |! 
except at the sales of the public lands at Chicago || 
in June last, when some of those lands near that || 
piace sold, perhaps, as high as ten dollars per | 
acre; and some lands which were lying along the | 
line of the Illinois and Michigan canal soldat a 
few instances, for from three to four dollara per 
acre. It cannot, then, be imagined that the heirs 
of Latham are likely to realize any great advant- 
age from the passage of this bills, > ; 
_ Sir, let as now consider for a moment the chara 
acter of the amendment offered by the gentleman 
from Ohio, to this.bill, In that amendment he 
proposes to allow the heirs of Latham to locate 
their float upon any lands, which are now subject 
to private entry. ould such an amendment 
confer any privilege upon Latham’s heirs, which 
they do not already enjoy, and which is not pos- 
sessed by every man. in the Union? . Does: nót 
the gentleman know that it requires no.additional 
legislation to enable the heirs of Latham or. any 
other person, to purchase as much land as they 
have money ta pay far at.private entry,?, Whegce 
then the neceesity.or propriety of pasiing a law 


No. 10 


|i to inte 


the tract of land, em- | authorizing persons to do that which they may 


do already? Sir, I hope the House will at least 


save themselves from the imputation of folly so | 
gross, as that of authorizing, by the enactment of ' 


a special law, persons to do that which they now `| 


have the right to do without additional legisla- ' adroitly or powerfully used, will ever so far suc- 


tion. But, sir, the amendment offered to the bill 
prope instead of conferring a privilege, to 
eprive the heirs of Latham of a right they al- 
ready possess—a right secured to them under the 
act of llth May, 1820, to which I have already 
alluded—and in virtue of which they can now 
locate their claim: upon any of the lands of the 
United States in Illinois, which may have been 
surveyed prior to the Ist of September, 1820. 
But, Mr. Chairman, I have clecaly detained the 
. House longer than I had intended, and I shall 
conclude by expressing the hope that the amend- 
ment proposed by the gentleman from Ohio may 
not be adopted. : 
ee a ne 


SLAVERY IN THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 


— 


OF SOUTH CAROLINA. 
The following resolutión of Mr. Pincxnery, of 


and is as follows: 


of}. 
'  & Resolned, That all the memorials which have been 
offered, or may hereafter be presented to this House, praying 
for the abolition of slavery in the District of Columbia, and 


important as we believe them to be, intended to 
be accomplished by its adoption, will, after the 
mature and deliberate action of this branch of 
Congress, be wholly lost sight of, or be com- 
pletely changed. I trust that no skill, however 


ceed as to prevent the full action of this reso- 


lution from effectuating those important final 
results, which the originator and friends of it 
do most ardently anticipate, and which we did, 
and do still hope in the God of our country, will 
result from the course of action and feeling 
directed by this House under it, and that the 
exponent of each of these will be such as to 
gladden the hearts of patriots and soothe arising 
irritation, by restoring harmony and renewing 
confidence in every portion of qur common coun- 
try. I regard this resolution now as a guide or 
settled rule of action for this House, as’ much. 
so as any other which Congress is competent to 
establish, or as any which can be made binding 
upon it under its legitimate functional action; as 


, binding as any parliamentary laws can be, sanc- 
| tioned as they may be by the wisdom and con- 


SPEECH OF HON. R. J. MANNING, |) 


secrated by the usages of the Congress of the 
United States. If the Speaker can by his decis- 
ion reverse this resolution, which expresses and 


i | “ that all th ials which h 
South Carolina, was adopted by an overwhelming | pene STE Oreos Hist ere Ves 


i vote in the House of Representatives of the Con- : 
: gress of the United States, on the 8th of February, ` 


also the resolutions offered by an honorable member from | 


Maine, (Mr. Janvis,} with the amendment thereto, pro- 
posed by an honorable member from Virginia, [Mr. Wise,} 
and every other paper or proposition that may be submitted 
in relation to that subject, be referred to a select committee, 


i with instructions to report that Congress postesses no con- 


stitutional authority to interfere in any way with the insti- 
tutions of slavery in any of the States of this Confederacy ; 
' and that, in the opinion of this House, Congress ought nog 

riere in any way with slavery in the District of 
| Colambia, because dt would be a violation of the public 
| faith, unwise, impolitic, and dangerous to the Union; 
assigning such reasons for these conclusions as, in the judg- 
ment of the committee, may be best calculated to enlighten 
the public mind, to repress agitation, to allay éxcitement, 
to sustain and preserve the just rights of: the slaveholding 


| States, and of the people of this District, and to reéstablish | 


| harmony and tranquillity amongst the various sections. of. 
| the Union.” 

At a subsequent day, abolition memorials or 
petitions were presented to the House. Members 
‘contended that, under the adopted ‘resolution 
‘above referred to, all petitions subsequently of; 


i| fered were necessarily and properly referable to 


this select committee raised under the resolution. 
Other gentlemen eontended against this conse- 


| quential reference, and insisted that petitions not 
i under the action of the House, or not presented 
; when the resolution was adopted, might. receive 
i a different direction than a direct reference to the 


select committee. The honorable Speaker :de- 
cided that such petitions, as were afterwards pre- 


| sented might properly take any other direction, 
or might be opened for discussion. ;On ‘Tuesday, | 


the 23d February, on the presentment of abolition 
memorials or petitions, much indirect discussion 
or debate. was entertained by the House. At 
length a motion was made to reverse. the previous 
decision of the Speaker, so that necessarily, under 
the resolution, all abolition memoriala or. peti- 
tions introduced into, the House should go-to the 
select committee raised under Mr. Povcuney’s res- 


decision was.reversed by a vote of 147 to 56. 
_ As considerable latitude had been given to gen- 
tlemen inthe course: of the debate which incir 
dentally arose, A acre ne iene? ca 
Mr. MANNING, of South Carolina, made 
the following remarks: . _. a ee 
Mr. Speaxgn: Should the decision of the,Chair, 
which. has been made, remain sunreversed, then 
this strange.anomaly will he forced to result from 
it, that: the resolution, o€ered by my colleague 
fram South Carolina; : [Mr.- Prncxwex,] and 
adopted .by oe ehcp ajority. -of this 
House, intended to apswer.a definite gnd special 
object, will be wholly defeated; because it. will 
he -easentially changed, soas to fail.in answering 
the moat. important purposes for which it wag 
‘ nd ot high, it, was 


originated, and ;on: agcount of. w] 
auppo byt dena. The obj s»: highly 


olution. On'the vote of the House, the Speaker’s | 


t offered, or may hereafter be presented to this 
* House, praying forthe abolition of slavery in 
© the District of Columbia, be referred to a select 
€ committee,’’ &c., so as to mean no more than 
that all petitions or memorials which had been 
received at the time of the adoption of: the reso- 
lution, shall be referred to the select committees 
raised under them, and that, therefore, all of a 
like character subsequently introduced could: be 
allowed to.take any other directign; then the 
whole character, scape, and extent of it will be 
so limited or modified as to countervail, the full, 


‘specified, and declared objects.of it. If this be 


| light of day, ox,to accomplish 


| true, then he has power to suspend, alter, or 


change, any deliberate act of this House, in- 


, tended as a rule for.its governance, 


- I know fall well the responsibility and delicacy 
of the Speaker’s situation, f feel and acknowl- 
edge. how important.it is to the orderly managen 
ment and. proper deliberation of this Dody., that 
he shonld be sustained: by all parties in-his,gen- 
eral efforts to preserve properdecorum. would 
do all.in my power, generally,.to, sustain the 
Speaker; but, in this instance, 1 feela paramount 
duty to myself and to. my country, to urge upan 
this House a reversal. of his,decision. I tryst that 
it will be reversed; that the legitimate and galu- 
tary results contemplated by the supperters of the 
resolution may be reached. I wish that thia 
course had. been instantly pareyefl at, the very 
first moment when indicatiang were given that 
the Jong. established usages af. Congress, ip dis- 
posing of these memogials and petitions, the usage. 
of both branches: of Congress, from the first çom- 


| mencement of the Government, was-to be des 


parted from. The practice heretofore has been, 
to lay all these classes of papers on the, table. 
This has been the practice not only of this Houge, 
but of the Senate also. There they were laid— 
there they have .remained—to sleep that. sleep of 
oblivion. which, they so justly merit, On some 
occasions, such petitions were referred to the 
Committes on the District of Columbia, from 
whose safe-keeping they never escaped to see the 
that magnitude of 
evil which they were calculated to produce through 
the agency: of wicked or thoughtless citizens who 
originated them, or sent them here. ‘Is has been 
painfultomany,aad indeed to mostof this House, 
that we have been. carried away from that prac- 
tice of. both, Houses of Congress in the disposition 
of anti-slavery memorials and petitions, which, 
heretofare, has been found so safe and politic. 
We were driven reluctantly to pursue some mode 
; which. we hoped -to arrest that tendency: of 
things here, which we deeply feared might lead 

incalculable evils, and to dangerous ‘results. 
We hoped ‘by. this resolation. to stey debate, 
to prevent.fisquasiqn, ta keep. down Irritating, 
heartburning invectives, and go.unite Congress 
by a strang expressiqn of its feelings and opin- 
iong, both as regards jhe States, as:well as the 
District of Columbia; so 


by 


-as to remove doubts, 
give renewed secugjty, and unite us once more in 
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the bonds of common interest and of united affec- 
tions; and that we might meet and unite upon a 
broad and common ground from which distract- 
d agitating questions might be avoided, all 
debatable grounds might be shunned, and where 
varying and practically unimportant abstract no- 
tions and opinions might have no influence in pre- 
venting useful and practical results. Our aim has 
been to reach practical objects, to prevent discus- 
sion, to keep down the excitement of one portion 
of the Unionagainst the other, to restore harmony, 


ing an 


confidence, and that feeling of security to life, : 


liberty, and property, without which Govern- 
ments cannot long exist in this age of the world, 
and without which they would, if they could 
exist, be a curse. 

Sir, I have been filled with anxiety and care at 
the course which things are taking 1n this coun- 
try. My bed is not refreshing to me, as it used 
to be. Unhappy visions flit across my mind; 
thorns are planted under my pillow; the air does 
not refresh me as in other days; the sunbeams 
do not bring those gladdening and animating 
sensations to my frame as was the case when our 
southern country was happier and more united; |; 
when the South, the land of generous feeling and | 
of noble sentiment, the land of hospitality and of | 
elegant and polished life, of warm, impassioned, 
and sweeping eloquence, and of moral and intel- 
lectual power, was one and united. These are | 
the bright features by whith our southern States 
have ever been characterized; these are the fine | 


traits which adorn the lovely character of the I 


South. This interesting country, in earlier and | 


of hope—rioted in the grand prospectives of the 

distant future; and, as the series of events un- , 
folded the rising prosperity of our State and | 
common country, all was joy, and hope, and | 
gladness. The times are changing; slowly oper- | 
ating causes are producing discontents; undefined 

apprehensions are succeeding to full and unlimited | 


confidence; a thrilling sensibility has been awak- || 


ened, under clouded apprehensions that attempts | 
may be made to unsettle the existing order of 
things by an interference directly, in the District 


of Columbia, at no distant day, with the rights || 
of the slave owners, and by making this a mere |; 
first move in progression to a more extended and |: 
general system of operation in the slaveholding | 


States at some still more distant day. Our object ; 
is to disabuse the public, to substitute for im- 

proper, correct statements, and to present just ; 
views of northern sentiment and féeling in rela- 

tion to our institutions, and to give the other por- 

tions of our common country an opportunity of |; 
putting down those wild and erratic movements |' 
at the North, by which those who aim at press- 
ing their memorials and petitions upon Congress, 
that they may produce discussion, excite feel- 
ings, and thus to force themselves and their ob- 
jects into the notice, and under the consideration 
of a thinking, speaking, and writing age, may 
fall short of their aim. Their success will best 
be secured, and their ends best answered, if they 
can but so far press themselves and their objects 
upon the notice of the country as to produce ex- 
citement, awaken resentment, or elicit abuse. 
Under the silence of contempt, or under the in- 
dignant rebukes of the lovers of order and stable 
governments, they will dwindle down to their 
proper and safe dimensions. If let alone, they 
will sink into that insignificance which they 
merit; they will sink under those rebukes from 
the moral and intellectual forces of our northern 
brethren which seem to await them. If they 
progress, the battle must be, will be, fought at 
the North. The good of society, the safety and 
happiness of every portion of this country, will 
bring about this result; for, if these crusaders 
against the rights and interests of the slavehold- 
ing States are permitted by northern portions of 
this country to move on upon their erratic and 
frantic course, they will produce such throes and 
convulsions not only in the South, but in the 
North, that the established order of things will 
become unsettled; the reign of law and of liberty 
will be endangered. 

The South, sir, ought never to debate this 
question — it ought never to discuss it, for dis- 
eussion will produce excitement; one degree of 
excitement will beget another. A warm and 


: make any such transference. 


{Vass P 5 
i| animated southern excitement will—nay, must, 
i produce a corresponding northern excitement. 


, Each will grow in character and in degree, until 


a grand northern interest may stand opposed to | 
The North then be- 


`a grand southern interest. 
comes arrayed against the South, and the South 
against the North. I will not allow myself to in- 
quire, under a conjuncture like this, what will 
become of this our beloved and happy country? 
Under such circumstances, truly will the hearts 
of patriots tremble for the ark of our political 
safety. The ground assumed in the resolution is 
|' not only a broad and common ground, upon which 
‘i all may safely unite, but is one broad and ample 
| enough to sustain all the rights and interests of 
‚i the South. Under the compromises of the States 
:! which led to the formation of this Government, 
i and to the adoption of the Constitution of the 
| United States, we believe, however other gentle- 
.i men may differ from us, that Congress, under it, 
: has no power whatever to interfere, directly or 
| indirectly, with the slave property of the citizens 
:' within the District of Columbia, no more than it 
has to interfere with houses or land, or any other 
description of property. It cannot do this other- 
wise than in such way, and for such high and 
necessary purposes, as has been clearly -and 
definitely expressed in the Constitution itself. 
: Property cannot be taken by the Government 
from its citizens without full and adequate com- 
pensation, and then only for such important pur- 
poses, and for such absolute wants, as the safety 
of the country may require. Under these com- 


slaveholding States, the Constitution of the Uni- 
ted States was adopted; under these understand- 
i ings the Government was formed;-upon these, as 
i their proper basis, rest the Constitution and Gov- 
ernment. These, then, under legitimate deduc- 
| tions of reason, are the spirit and life of the Con- 
| stitution and Government; and under their broad 
banner we the people will protect and defend our 
property and lives, should this sad alternative 
: ever be forced upon us. 

When Virginia and Maryland made a cession 
of the ten miles square within the limits of this 
District, they never for a moment believed that 
the original and inherent right of those States 
would be or could be transferred to Congress, so 
that it could interfere with the rights of property 


i could Maryland or Virginia do any such act, or 
The constitution 
of neither State gave any such power to their 
respective Legislatures. If no such power re- 
sided in the constitution, then any such attempt 
to exercise it on the part of the Legislatures, 
would have been a gross usurpation of power, 
never yielded by the people. Nothing butan act 
of the people in convention could have yielded 
that power, which certainly was never granted 
under those State constitutions. Then, it is as 
clear as light that the Congress of the United 
States never can interfere so as to emancipate the 
slaves in the District of Columbia, until the peo- 


the people of those States, shall see proper to 
confer the power. I believe that an unfortunate 
issue was made up when a fundamental principle 
of our Government was connected with the ques- 
tion of slavery. What would, if this course 
should be pursued, be the result? By a forced 


circumstances are and will be against us—but you 
drive, on a most important vote, those who differ 


| are among our very best friends—the abiding 
friends of southern rights—and who are firm and 


ernment of the United States. 
the right to petition gentlemen never could have 
i yielded. They would have been rebuked by 
public sentiment for yielding one of those great 
principles upon which rests fundamentally not 
only our Government, but without which no free 
government can exist. 

Besides, sir, where was the necessity of taking 
this ground? It is one which is impracticable; 
one which cannot be maintained by republicans. 
It would, if persevered in, drive fon us those 


| promises, in reference to the property of the; 
happier days, was united and happy, was full || 


| of their citizens who lived upon the soil. Neither | 


with us on a mere abstract legal opinion, but who | 


unwavering supporters of those compromises | 
under which the States united to form the Gov- | 
This denial of | 


| 
| 
| 


| 
| 
| 


very friends who, to protect and defend the exist- 
ing order of things, to preserve the Government, 
protect and defend the Union of these States, and 
the rights and interests of the southern, or of 
any other portion of this Confederacy, in the 
manly and patriotic language of the present Gov- 
ernor of Massachusetts, used some years ago, 
buckle on their knapsacks, and, with arms in 
hand, rally to the support of the laws and Con- 
stitution of this country. Yes, sir, to the defense 
of those very compromises under which our 
fathers, with their fathers, cleaved down British 
power in this country, and under which they, 
together, built up that form of government which 
is the admiration of the civilized world at thig 


day. 

Livelieze that without a resort to this mode, or 
to some other like it, by which the broad field of 
discussion opened on this vitally important sub- 
ject should be closed, the heat created here and 


- thrown off in every direction, like as from a great 


ple of Virginia and Maryland, in conventions of | 


i free Governments can be made to assume. 


] | favor of receiving, and nine against It. 
and unnatural action of this House, you would |; 
drive—not the Abolitionists, for they under any | 


| and his perfect devotion to the true 1 


‘ of the Government, do otherwise t 
: this principle of the Government s 


central fire, would not, like common radiant heat, 
lose its intensity as it departed further and further 


' from its great scurce, but would gain intensity 
_and violence as it progressed from the elements 


upon which it would feed. There is nothing in 
this country which has connected with it so many 
dangers to this Union as this very question of 
slavery. The unhappy relations which lately 
existed between this country and France, and 
which, I thank God, are so happily settled to the 
honor of my country, to that of France, and of 
England, was, to the lovers of order and security, 
a matter of secondary importance; nay, a war 
with France, and with the combined world, and 
a fortunate and happy issue out of'it, could not 
be of half so momentous a consideration to this 
country as a proper and safe settlement of this 
vexing and harassing question. 

This settlement could not be accomplished, and 
never will be accomplished, by motions to reject 
‘in limine” petitions or memorials. Good results 
can never be safely produced by illegitimate and 
unwarrantable means. If petitions or memorials 
are presented, licentiously abusing the sacred and 
fundamental right of petition, on the receipt Con- 
gress will instantly reject, or will pursue such 
mode as either to treat them with the silence of 
contempt, or will take such measures, give such 
rebukes, or inflict such punishments, as the pro- 
priety of the case may require. The abuse of a 

rinciple must be separated from the principle 


‘itself. Fundamental principles ought not—can- 


not be impaired, or be trenched upon, because 


| abuses grow out of practices upon them. Licen- 
‘ tiousness but too often springs up from the wick- 


edness of mankind under the purest forms which 
This 
is incident to all human institutions; but for this 
the great foundation upon which they are built 
cannot—ought not to be disturbed. hose who 


i administer this Government, or those who legis- 


late under it, must have such virtue and wisdom 
as will check and control, so as to give a safe di- 
rection to whatever may come under their legit- 
imate action. If this should be otherwise, the 
Government itself will fall to pieces. 

In 1805 a memorial was offered in the Senate 
of the United States, praying for the emancipa- 
tion of slaves in the States. On the question to 
receive, the vote of the Senate was nineteen 1n 
Among 
the nineteen was the venerable and distinguished 
name of General Sumter, of South Carolina. It 
is impossibe that the denial of the right of peti- 
tion can be sustained under a republican Govern- 
ment, 

This distinguished patriot, soldier, and states- 
man, the immediate and intimate friend of Mr. 
Jefferson, in whose firmness, correctness of opin- 
ion, and strong republican virtue, Mr. Jefferson 
is said to have had more confidence than in any 
man in Congress at that time, could not, as a 
Republican, with all his strong southern feeling, 

interest of the 
South, could not, as a supporter of the true theory 
han vote, that 
hould not be 


violated, and that the memorial ‘“‘ should be com- 


mitted.” i 
In 1790, on the presentment ofa memorial pray- 


ing for the abolition of slavery in the States, 


-. 
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debate arose, and began to take a warm and in- 
-flammatory character, and to assume such an as- | 
ctas to make it proper at once to dispose of this | 
irritating subject. Mr. Madison, then a member - 
of Congress, moved to refer it to a select commit- 
tee. This wasdone. The report was made; this 
satisfied Congress and the country. Within a 
few years, petitions or memorials of a- similar 
kind, were referred to the Committee on the Dis- ' 
trict of Columbia. A strong report was made by : 
Mr. Doddrige, of Virginia, which was acceptable | 
to Congress, and which satisfied the country. 
Sir, excited gentlemen at the South are surely | 
not aware of the extent and character of the in- 


jury they are doing to our interests by discus- ; 
titions which ‘are | 
-sent here by unreflecting or wicked Abolitionists. | 
policy to bring either their news- | 


sions on the memorials and 


Is it not bad 
‘papers, their books, or their false pictures, into 
‘public notoriety? 3s this not accomplishing one 
of the objects which they most ardently desire? 

The tendency of this course of action on the 
one side, and of the counteraction on the other, | 
is, I contend, to throw the elements of civilized | 
society into dangerous commotion. The truth 
of this is deeply impressed upon my convictions; 
and I feel that something ought, and must be 
done, to arrest the tendencies which are rapidly 
developing themselves. 

How different was everything in relation to : 
this subject during the last session of Congress ' 
to what it has been during the present session. I 
-was gratified then, as a southern man, and as an 
American citizen, to observe the direction given 
to such anti-slavery memorials as were pre- 
sented. As they were offered then, they were 
‘successively laid on the table, and were never 
again called tp. This was in conformity with | 
the common usage, and, With the few exceptions 
stated, has been the invariable practice of Con- 
gress from the origin of this Government to this 
time. Nota word during the whole session was | 
‘spoken, tothe best of my recollection, on aboli- 
tion, either on the floor of Congress or else- 
"where. i 

Į deplore it as a deep misfortune, that the coim- 
mon practice of the Congress of the United States 
has been abandoned; that the course of southern 
presses and southern policy has been abandoned; 
that the order of the business and the time of this 


House have been, to a considerable extent, occu: | 


pied with the discussion of these miserably-dis- 
turbing petitions and memorials. oe 

From my earliest recollections, from my child- 
hood up to this time, it has ever been the settled | 
‘and fixed polity of the southern people, never to 
‘write, to speak, or to print anything ón this all- 
absorbing question. Consult the old men of this 
‘day—look over your public legislative journals— 
‘look over the columns of the newspapers in the 
#outhern States, and you will find nothing to dis- 
“prove what I have here asserted. Sir, Fam not 
mistaken; this has been the settled policy of the 
South, and wherefore depart from it? l 

The slave property of the slaveholding States 
has been, and is so surrounded and guarded by 
the sanctions of prescriptive right, by long lines 
of enano (bar approbation of civilized 
men at that period, and since its first institution 


‘by the joint purchase with the united capital of || 


northern and southern men of this kind of prop- 
erty; by the sanctions of laws, compacts, and 
Constitution; by the approval of a purely vir- 
tuous and ‘enlightened clergy; and, more than 
all, by the arrangements under the plans of Di- 
vine Providence, that no question or doubt could 
ever be entertained by us. Our policy has been, 
and still is, never to discuss, never to entertain 
discussions. And if the countless guards, which 
we believe are sufficiently strong to protect and 
to secare our rights, should fail us, we should 
then be compelled to employ all those means of 
self-defense and protection, which the providence 


| a self-evident proposition impair or weaken its 


-force? Can the repetition, for ten millions of 
| times, that two and two make four, impair ‘this 
_ self-evident truth? Or the reiteration of the truth, 


that the whole is greater than a part, weaken one `! 


Or 


jot or tittle the ton at this postulate ? 
» that Congress has no 


can the fundamental trut 


power to interfere with slavery in the States, add | 
or take from the certainty of this truth? It can- | 
not. The mover of this resolution believes, with ` 
many who have voted for and supported it, that . 
Congress has no competent power to interfere | 


in the District of 
eclared that this is 


‘with the existence of slaver 
Columbia. I have alread 


ern rights do not believe as wedo, but entertain'a 
difference of opinion on an abstract legal question, 
with regard to the powers of Congress over the 
District of Columbia. Those gentlemen. who 
differ from us on this point are as staunch and 
abiding—nay, as devoted friends of our institu- 
tions as. the purest and loftiest. patriots to be 
found on earth.. Was it politic or expedient, 
under these circumstances, to assume a ground 
on which, for practical results, the advocates and 
friends of southern rights and. southern security 
under the compromises of the Constitution were 
unavoidably to be separated? Was it right to 


: bring on a forced and unnatural action of Con- 


gress on the constitutional question, when it was 
to result in an impolitic division and separation 
of our friends? . Was it politic that a weak vote 
should go forth, making it appear to the world 
that the great majority of Congress were against 
the rights and interests of the South?:. This 
would have given a false and unnatural presenta- 
_ tion of the true feeling of Congress to the people 

of the United States. It would have produced 


‘ distrust, created unkind feelings, and would ulti- | 


i mately have had an evil bearing on the safety and 


i hanpina of this country. _ 
approve. the resolution offered by my col- 


him, to this House, and to my country, that I 
believe his motives are pure, and honest, and 
| disinterested; and that his conduct on this occa- 
| sion is worthy of that name which he bears, and 
| which, connected as it is with the history of this 
i country, is dear, and ever will be so, to thè 
|! American people. ; 
‘|. Sir, if this resolution fails to effectuate its 
| legitimate and laudable objects, it will be because 


| league (Mr. Prvcxney] most cordially. I-say to |- 
| 


| the opportunity afforded for quieting the country, ; 


and for obtaining for all useful results a strong 
i and decided declaration from Congress, shall be 
| unwisely defeated.- It will be defeated by creating, 
i under unjust excitement, and from bitter invec- 
‘ tives against our northern friends, counteractions 
to the efforts which they have been, and are still 
making, to rebuke and prostrate the wild and 


acting without a- just regard to the rights and 
| interests of the South, or without foreseeing the 
i throes and convulsions which must inevitably 


be arrested. 
and northern integrit 
alities will be the result. They will convulse this 


| Republic tò its center, and lay bare its massy 
foundations. 


profess to be, they will stay, and perhaps for- 
ever, those meliotating: caused which have been 
gradually exercising their influences for the last 
| thirty years upon the condition of the slave pop- 
ulation of this country, and-will consign’ it to a 
necessary and. inevitable condition of gréater se- 
verity. Yes, sir, they may produce that deplor- 
able condition by which their utter destruction 
may be necessary to secure the safety of this 
country. ` Was it ever yet known in the history 


of God has placed amply within our réach. 
What I have said is not the opinion of yester- 
aay is one which was pu ST lage attra 
and which was, I presume, publicly recorded, 

‘in 1896. toes ae 7 a 
One objection urged against the resolation un- 
er consideration is, that it is improper to reaf- 
firm that Congress has'no power to interfere with 
slavery in the States. How cana reiteration of 


of mankind that two distinct colors could‘ coexist 
on terms of equal, civil, and political liberty? 
Sooner than this shall ever be realized, the one or 
the other will be exterminated. - — -7 — 105 

When the Abolitionists, in their Quixotic no- 
tions of general emancipation; press: forward to 
theit ‘objects against thé arrangements and the 
established order of: things, under. the plans-of 
Divine Providence, they censure thé wi Mm and 


my own belief; but,‘sir, all the friends of south- : 


: unhallowed efforts of those wicked men, who are | 


result from their course of action, should it not | 


If these reckless agitators continue their course, | 
and northern patriotism | 
should not put them down, these melancholy re- ; 


Instead of conferring benefits upon | 
the black race, whose exclusive champions they | 


virtue of. oar: common ancestors, condemn the 
usages of the patriarchal ages, disregard the sane- 
i| tions of the Bible, and arraign the justice and 
i| wisdom of God. aes ae 
I feel assured that the virtuous, the considerate, 
the lovers of order, the supporters of the Union, 
|-and of life, liberty, and property, have made up 
a cool and deliberate judgment; that northern 
people have nothing to do with the institution of 
slavery in the South; that to attempt to interfere 
will eventuate in remediless injury to the black 
and to the white population, and that the end may 
-be to destroy that beautiful fabric of government 
: which has, for fifty years, given unrivaled hap- 
pines and prosperity to this country, and which 
bas produced by successive actions the happiest 
changes on every Government in Christendom. 
F have predicated my opinions and declarations 
“with regard to northern faith and northern pat- 
-riotism in reference-to slavery in the slaveliolding 
l States upon my earliest convictions with regard 
: to that enlightened:and-admirable portion of our 
common country; upon ‘those historical recol- 
‘lections, which made us one people; upon the 
i declarations of gentlemen from every portion of 
| the country, possessed of all the means necessar 
, to enable them to give just views of feeling an 
| of public sentiment; upon the declarations of the 
‘people in their-primary meetings, contained in 
‘their deliberate resolves; upon the addresses and 
; avowals of many of the best and wisest men of 
the North; upon executive messages to different 
| State Legislatures in the northern sections of the 
i Union; and upon the unequivocal declarations 
|-and assurances of the great body of both branches 
iof Congress. These are the grounds upon which 
I predicate my belief, that with the exception of 
, the mere Abolitionists, northern feeling and sen- 
timent are perfectly safe, and that the moral and 
intellectual forces of the country will: prevail— 
i| if southern folly and excitement do not prevent 
i! it—in prostrating northern folly and fanaticism. 
Under these circumstances, and with these 
convictions, I call on the Congress of the United 
States, under deep and solemn feelings, to regard 
this question, which is most injuriously affecting 
the people of this country, and to unite, by some 
decisive act, to quiet-and arrest the eourse which 
things are taking; for, if thig‘agitating subject is 
not settled, and excitement and agitation shall be 
‘allowed here, then you'will- meet in thie Capitol, 
|| sir, some oRe or two years hence, under such 
cirtumstances‘of feeling atid of deep dissatisfad- 
tion as will endanger the safety and duration of 
this Union. I ‘call upon -miembers' from. every 
section of this great and powerful Confederation, 
under a just and proper sense of duty to the Re- 
public, to compromise differing opinions, and to 
give confidence and security to every section of 
this blessed and happy country. This Govern- 
ment was born under`a lofty and enlightened 
‘spirit of compromise;' and it cannot exist one 
pa it. Moderation, justice, and for- 
rance, are necessary and cardinal virtues: in 
carrying on thé great’ plans of self-government, 
first conceived. and executéd by the: conscript 
fathers of this country. All ‘will be: elemental 
war, unless ‘wisdom, ‘rather‘than passion, shall 
preside over the councils of the nation; in ‘the 
management ‘of. the multifarious’ interests. and 
‘endless concerns of this: extensive and ‘mighty 
‘country, o Foun st fait j ane Wr k 
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“+ Iw tue Senate, February 29, 1836, : 
‘On the Memorial of the. Society of Friends, of Lancaster 
` County, Pennsylvania; prying for the Abplition of Sla- 
, very in the District-of Columbia, RE i a 

Mr. KING said, as the Senator who bad J 
taken his seat seemed, with others, to have some- 
what misunderstood ‘the import of what. he had 
said on a former day, he would’ tke, before: the 

destion wad finally taken; to correct that misun- 

derstanding, arid add afew remarks in answer 
to the Senator from Mississippi. He was very 
anxious that the difference between himself and 
his southern: friends should be well understood ; 


148 


24rn Conc... lsr Sess. 


Se oe j 
that too much should not be made of it either at : 


the North or at the South. 


He thought he had been very explicit, when he 


before bricfly addressed the Senate, in stating 
that on the subject and object of the memorialists 
there was no diference of opinion among southern 
members. They only differed upon the questions 
raised on the preliminary motion made by the 
Senator frora Carolina. In other words, they 
agreed on the subject of abolition of slavery in 
the District of Columbia, which was the object 
of the memovial, but differed on the constitutional 
right of petition raised under the motion; and 
also upon the expediency of contesting that right 
on the present occasion, 

He did not believe that they could differ on 
this branch of the subject, if his friends had not 
suffered their reasoning faculties to be obscured 
by the excitement of their passions, and the 
influence of their prejudices. Under this belief, 
he could not do better than to remind the Sen- 
ator from Carolina, [Mr. CaLuowun,] and those 
who acted with him, of the wise admonition of 
the Senator himeclf, at an early stage of the ses- 
sion. 

On another branch of this same subject, the 
Senator had cautioned the Senate against the 
establishment of precedents on subjects of high 
excitement. He very properly stated that -on 
such occasions we might hastily establish princi- 
ples dangerous to the Constitution, and embar- 
rassing in future times to our legislation under it. 
His friend was then justifying himself to the 
southern people in advance, for an opposition 
report which he intended to make against the rec- 
ommendation of the President in his annual mes- 
sage. The President recommended to Congress 
so to regulate the action of the Government under 
a power expressly granted to it, as to effect only 
the national objects for which it was granted, and 
avoid any encroachments upon the rights of the 
Siates on the subject of domestic slavery, for 
which it was not granted. Whether the admo- 
nition of the Senator was called for on that occa- 
sion might better appear on a discussion of that 
branch of the subject; but the admonition was 
certainly a wise one, and he was sorry the Sen- 
ator had lost sight of it in the motion he had 
made. He would not rebuke his southern friends; 
he believed they acted under excitement; and if 
they erred they erred honestly, and believed, no 
doubt, they were doing the best for the South. 
He thought their error so palpable, however, 
that he hoped he would be excused for the re- 
‘mark, as a general one, that he thought it ill be- 
came gentlemen of the South—ay, gentlemen of 
the South, who professed to be struggling and 
straining every nerve, upon all occasions, to pre- 
gerve the Constitution in its purity, incautiously 
to put their foot upon it ina moment of irritation 
at the conduct of a few deluded and mistaken 
philanthropists. The South wished the Consti- 
-tution as it is, intact as it has been written, so 


long as it answered the purposes for which it was | 
| though it might some 


framed. It would be needed by us, he hoped, 
after the abolition excitement had passed off, and 
been forgotten. A sentiment had (he said) fallen 
from a Senator from Massachusetts that had been 
much censured from various quarters, He had 
‘voted against the Senator on the accasion out of 
-which the remark had grown, because he did not 
believe with him in the danger to the Constitu- 
tion. But when a Senator believed that he was 


called on to violate. tbe Constitution, the senti- | 


ment was one in which he fully concurred. Sir, 
(gaid he,) if the watis of this Capitol-should be 
“battered down,” they may be built up again; 


| 
| 
| 
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` reconciling the peace of the community, and the 
safety of established institutions, with the rights 
and liberties of individuals. Practically and the- 
oretically, it had divided the world more or less 
in all ages, but he had thought that it was not 
now a debatable question with the people of the 
United States. 

He considered it settled by the very form of 
our Government and institutions; for it was in the 
establishment of the form of Government that 
this question was usually considered and settled. 
The Government of our choice (Mr. IX. said) was 
purely republican. It was based on popular 
opinion, which was known to be mutable; the 
freedom of that opinion was. secured, as was also 
a free and unobstructed intercourse between Gov- 
ernment, the agent, and the people, the constitu- 
ent power. 

The opposite form of Government (said Mr. 
K.) assumes that Government, when once estab- 
lished, is always right; that it is based on prin- 
ciples unchangeable; its acts infallible; and the 
Government is to be guarded, if necessary, by 
its own organized force; denying any voice to 
the citizen for whose good it was established. It 
was strange (Mr. K. said) to see gentlemen, by 
their arguments, actually sustaining the latter in 
opposition to the former system of Government. 

Sir, (said Mr.-K.,) there is no good without 
alloy. The privileges allowed to the citizen uader 
a free Constitution, may be, and are, as in this 
case, very often grossly abused, the communit 
troubled, and established institutions sndanasiad: 
But the people of the United States have determ- 
ined that these abuses are rather to be combated 

_ by reason and patriotic discretion, than that the 
` freedom out of which they grow should be de- 
‘nied. In other words, they prefer the enjoyment 
of a rational liberty at the price of vigilance, and 
at the risk of occasional trouble, by the crrors of 
. misguided or bad citizens, to that repose which 
is enjoyed in the slecp of despotism. 

However unpatriotic, then, (said Mr. K.,) 
these petitioners may be; however deluded, how- 
ever mischievous in every sense, and however 
we may reprobate their conduct, they are still 
citizens of the United States. It was acknowl- 
edged that these memorialists were highly rep- 
utable and peaceful citizens, as those belonging 
to the Society of Friends usually are. However 
this might be, they were certainly citizens, sub- 
mitting to the operation of the Government, and 
contributing to its support, and must, under its 
theory, be allowed the same rights of other citi- 
zens. They must be allowed, like other citizens, 
to petition the Government — the Government 
having a perfect right to reject their prayers, after 
receiving their petitions. The simple right of 
petition was the most harmless and inoffensive 


of all possible rights, if it be properly treated. 
It enforced nothing and effected nothing but what - 


Government thought proper to yield to it. The 
peaceable exercise of the right, however | idly 
‘employed, could rarely be productive of mischief, 
times be evidence of mis- 
i; chievous intentions. The greatest danger was in 
| imprudently and unnecessarily resisting it. All 
' history was full of the most warning instances 
l. in which the most worthless men and the most 
| worthless principles had been elevated to un- 


© right of the 


same principles. He thought himself, that the 
were meddling with a matter that should not cone 
cern them; and would strongly recommend to 
them to attend to their own business, and allow 
the people of the District to attend to theirs. But 
still it was insisted that the District of Columbia 
was a national territory, and under national iuris- 
diction; that the representatives of the people of 
the District were the representatives of the peo- 
ple of the United States; that the public build- 
ings, and a vast amount of public property, in 
which they have a common interest, is located 
here; that the District is governed, to some ex- 
tent, at the cost of the nation; in short, that there 
is that kind of relation between the people of the 
District and the people of the United States, as 
citizens of the same nation, which gives them an 
interest in the subject of their memorials. How- 
ever light this reasoning, it was difficult, on prin- 
ciple, to get round it; and he thought, at any 
rate, we should not settle this question on nice 
distinctions, perhaps convincing to ourselves, 
but to nobody else. : 

But, (said Mr. K.,) waiving this objection, as 
seems to have been generally done, and how do 
gentlemen get round the constitutional objection 
to their motion?) Why, they say they do not 
propose “‘ to pass a law” to abridge the right of 
petition, and therefore do not propose to do any- 
thing which the terms of the Constitution forbid. 
He begged that his southern friends would reason 
on this as they would reason on other subjects; 
that they would shake off momentary influences, 
and employ their reasoning faculties for the dis- 


‚covery of truth. If they would only do this, they 


i, merited consequence, by opportunities incau- ; 


i tiously given them of throwing themselves into 
|, the breaches of a violated constitution. 

He had been asked if he would receive a peti- 
|; tion to abolish slavery in Georgia? This was a 
j; Strong and improbable case; but he had answered, 


1 and would stil! answer, that he should feel bound 


but in the selfish, sectional feelings of the present : to do so, and would then treat it with that con- 


day, if our-glorious fabric of Government should 
perish in the conflict of sectional passion, where 
are the political journeymen with the wisdom or 
the patriotism to reconstruct the noble edifice, 
with all its present symmetry, usefulness, and 
beauty? . ae 

He thought. it remarkable. that his southern 
friends, who were opposed to him, seemed, by 
their argumems, to have lost sight of the very 
nature of our institutions; and especially of the 
essential distinetion between republican and des- 
potic Governments. 
. One of the most difficult subjects (he said) in 
the whole acieace of Government, was that of 


i 


tempt which so extravagant a proposition would 
deserve. Mr. K. thought we had no right to 
refuse to receive a petition, if made by a citizen 


_of the United States, and touching a matter that ' 


; concerned him as such. These he thought the 
| only essential requisites to entitle the petition to 
i: a reception. It must be signed by citizens, and 
., touching their interests as citizens. We could 
i; not be embarrassed by petitions to relieve the 
‘riots of the East Indies from the oppressions of 


|; purpose might be refused; and gentlemen had 
kia that this memorial 


: the Zemindars, or from the heavy exactions of : 
‘the East India Company. Petitions for such a | 
| longer upon this bran A prop- 
ight be refused on the |! already said more than was necessary. A prop 


` of the preéxisting right? ‘* Abridge’ 


` Statesman, and he would ask him 
| stitution could provide against the ** 


. Could we abridge a nonentity? 


‘and was guardedly secured by 


- the united legislative po 


could not disagree with him for a moment, for 
they must instantly discover that their answer 
was a palpable evasion of the Constitution itself. 
Mr. K. called for and read the first amendment, 
as follows: ‘“ Congress shall make no law re- 
‘ specting an establishment of religion, or pro- 
‘ hibiting the free exercise thereof; or abridging 
‘the freedom of speech or of the press, or the 
eople peaceably to assemble and 
‘ petition the Goverment for a redress of griev- 
‘ ances.” 

Congress, under this article, can pass no law 


| to “ abridge” the right of the people to petition 


Government. A modern commentator on the 
Constitution, of some note and much ability, in 


| noticing this part of the article, dismissed it with 
i the remark that it was totally unnecessary. This 


is obvious toevery one who will consider for a 
moment the relation between a free people and 
the Government of their own choice. The priv- 
ilege belonged (Mr. K. said) to the form of Gov- 
ernment; was united with it, and inseparable from 
it. It as clearly belonged to the people on the ~ 
formation of the Government, as did the right to 
use the English language without any constitu- 
tional provision for that purpose; and (said Mr. 
K.) if gentlemen will only look at the Constitu- 
tion and not evade it, they will see that the right 
was not ACQUIRED by the Constitution, but only 
SECURED byit. The right as a preéxisting one, was 
expressly recognized by the language of the Consti- 
tution itself. What was the language applicable 
to the question before the Senate? It prevented 
Congress from passing any law “‘ abridging the 
right of the people to petition the Government,” &c. 
Was not here a plain and express recognition 
what? His 
friend from Carolina was a logician as well as a 
how the Con- 
abridgement”” 
wledge to exist? 
Could we take 


anything from nothing? Could we add securities 
where there was nothing to secure ? Certainly 
not. As a thousand noughts added will make 
nothing, so a cipher cannot be reduced. The 
right, then, belonged to the people, as inseparabl 
incident to their form of government-—was acknow 
edged to exist by the language of the Constitution; 
the provisions of that 
d Mr. K.,) secured against 
wer of the whole Govern- 


ment, and yet gentlemen propose unceremoni- 
imple motion in one 


ously to defeat it by a s31 
i . He would not dwell 
branch of the Lape ne Heaul edi: He had 


of a right which it did not ackno 


instrument. Yes, (sat 
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osition so extraordin 


as a fair subject of argument or discussion. 


Mr. K. said it was perfectly clear that the 


people of the United States intended to secure a | 


free intercourse between the people and their 
Government, and especially to place beyond 
doubt the right of petition. 

That Congress would be troubled with many 
petitions it could not grant, and would occasion- | 
ally have submitted to it propositions foolish and | 
extravagant, was a foreseen incident of the right, | 
and one that could not be avoided without as- 
suming the power to deny the right altogether. 
The fact of sending a petition here for any pur- 

ose, proved that the petitioner believed that he | 
ad a right to ask it, and that Congress had a 
right to grant it. We had only to receive the 
petition, look into it, decide on the right to relief, | 


and act accordingly. No man ever was con- : 


vinced of his error by refusing to hear him. 

Bat, in the second place, (said Mr. K.,) if we, 
by the aid of our prejudices, should be able to 
convince ourselves that this motion may be sus- 
tained without a violation of the Constitution, is 
it expedient to press it, when it is apparent that 
we would never be able to convince anybody 
else? It gave no promise of good, in the most 
favorable view of it, and in all other views | 
threatened a great deal of mischief. All these 
extra and unnecessary issues, attacking popular 
and genera! rights, to secure particular rights, ' 
threw new and additional weight uponour friends, 
the reasoning aad patriotic citizens of the North, 
who were using their influence in the way they 
thought most efficient to put down the miszuided 
enthusiasm of the Abolitionisw; the evidences of 
every day, as well as oar general reflections, | 
should satisfy us of this. An unpopular cause, | 
was always strengthened by union with a pop- ` 
ular one. The abolition of slavery, as prayed | 
by the memorialists, was unpopular, and we | 
wished it to be moreso. It had not, he believed, 
a single advocate in the Senate. There might be 
an exception or twa, but he did not believe it, 
Qe the other hand, the right of petition we. know 
4o be a very popular right. It always had been 
so, and no considerable portion of the people in 
say part of the Union would allow it to be ques- 
tioned, and if, in the red heat of excitement, we 
weld these two propositions together, the unpop- | 
larity of the one will be lost in the popularity of | 
the other, and men will thus be brought into a | 


Slavery in tke District of Columb 


could only claim atten- | saw (he said) the use they were making of. our 
tion from its respectable paternity; certainly not |; pretensions, and the meaner in which we had 


i 
L 
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pressed them. By such motions, we gave them 

| theadvantage ofinsisting that whilst wedemanded | 
our own rights, we had no respect for: the rights 

_ of others; that claiming rights under the Consti- 
tution, we show no regard whatever to the Con- 
stitution ourselves. He had been among the peo- 
ple of the North during the past summer, and 
met with not a single man with whose sentiments | 
he was dissatisfied. The great mass of the intelli- 

i gent and patriotic were, so far as his observation 

: extended, perfectly sound on the subject. All 
they seemed. to dread was the imprudence and 

: violence of the South, in the extravagance of 
their demands and the multiplication of false is- 
sues. They seemed to have full confidence that 

_ they would be able to put down the agitators, if 

they could only be permitted todo it in their own | 

way, and be relieved from demands which could 

‘not be Aesally gratified, and angry denunciations 
not deserved. He was also gratified to notice 
that great allowances were made for the natural 
excitement of their southern brethren upon this 
delicate and irritating subject. He hoped thig 
indulgence would continue; but he really feared 
that, unless his southern friends were more pru- 
dent and more just towards those who had been 


using every means in their power to put down |} 


azitation—those who had espoused the cause of : 
the South in every form—the apparent injustice 
would ultimately prove beyond all human endur- 
ance; and those (said Mr. K.) of all political par- 
ties at the North who are now and have been 
our open, avowed, and active friends, if they do 
not become enemies, must become indifferent to | 
our rights and to us. We could not complain of 
those as enemies whom we rejected ‘as friends. 
An error of this kind had just been repeated 
by the Senator from Mississippi. But for this 
repetition he should not, perhaps, have noticed 
ja mistake of a similar nature made a few days 
i since by his friend from Carolina. What were 
| these mistakes, and what were the consequences 
| they would naturally lead to? He said it was 
| known that there was a talented, patriotic, and 
highly influential member of the other House 
| from New Hampshire [Mr. Pierce] to whose 
| diligence and determined efforts he had heard | 
‘attributed, in a great degree, the present pros- 
trate condition of the Abolitionists in that State. 
He had been the open and active friend of the 
South from the beginning, and had encountered 


union of action, who are at present as widely 
teparated in thought and purpose as the poles | 
are asunder. i 
Man (he said) was a social and a sympathetic 
being. He was always pleased and flattered by 
s coincidence of opinion; and agreeing in one 


i prospects of the Abolitionists in his State, near 


the hostility of the Abolitionists in every form. 
‘He had made a statement of the strength and 


the commencement of the session, that was very 
gratifying to the people of the South. These 
atatements were corroborated by one of the Sen- 


ia—Mr. King, of Georgia. 


‘| to step forth ir our behalf? 
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tinually: furnishing them evidence with which to: 
aid them in the contest. Did gentlemen cali this 
backing their friends? What encouragement did 
such treatment afford to our friends at the North 


| _ [Here Mr. K. good-humoredly remarked to his 
. friends from Cardlina and Mississippi, that they: 
" seemed greatly in favor with the Alolitianists bere 
` lately—that they did not honor him with any of 
their papers. ] 7 
He objected to the papers as any evidence. to 
any fa¢t, and especially ohjected that they should: 
be used by southern men against the friends of the- 
South. He would not even carry one of the vile 
vehicles of falschood in his pocket. The whole 
system upon which these publications were con- 
ducted seems to be one of pure fiction, falsehood, 
and fraud. They could not be relied on for the: 
establishment of any fact whatever; and this was: 
one of the strongest evidences, to his mind, againat 
_the good intentions of the intelligent leaders of 
the abolition societies. There were doubtless; 
good men among them, who, without a sufficient. 
knowledge of the subject, had been too easily 
imposed upon, but that the master spirita of the, 
mischief, who well understood the system upon, 
which they acted, could be actuated by benevoz 
lent motives, was very improbable. . ; 
As these abolition papers were introduced as 
evidence, he would ask his friend from Carolina 
| one single question, and that was, whether among’ 
the bushels of this trash with which the Abolitian- 
ists seemed to furnish him, he had ever seen ong: 
single narrative of facts in relation to slavery at, 


i: the South, that he did not, as a southern man, 


_and acquainted with the subject, either know to ba 
i false, or believe to be so? He did not know what 


` would be the Senator’s answer ta this; but, for 


himself, he would say, under the sanction of an 

oath if required, that in all the abolition publica- 

tions that he had ever read he had never seen a: 

single statement of importance in relation to the: 
i Subject, that he did not, either of his own knowl- 
, edge as a southern man, know to be destitute of 
truth, or from the incredible nature of the story 
believe to be so. One of these stories occurred 
to him which might be selected as a fair specimen 
of the whole, and he selected it only because the 
alleved facts were confined. to this city; and gen- 
tlemen who were anxious to sustain the credit of 
these papers could, if they chose, investigate the 
facts stated. ` He referred to the history of Miss 
Mary Brown, (he believed that was the name,) 
whose history was given in one of the anti-slavery 
periodicals during the last summer. Miss Mary, 
it seemed, was a very pious young lady, born of 
free parents in the city of Washington, and raised 
in the same place to years of maturity. She was 
walking in the public streets, about noonday, a 


I 
| 


tneasure of primary importance, men are more | ators from that State a few daya after; and the 
readily prepared for agreement ineverythingelse. ` Senator from Carolina rose, and without due re- 
On the other hand, if they believe others extrav- | ficction, he was very sure, drew from his pocket 
agantly wrong upon one fundamental principle,’ a dirty sheet—an abolition paper—containing a 
they easily believe them wrong in their opinions  scurrillous article against the member from New 
upon every other; and not agreeing in that, they | Hampshire, which pronounced him an imposter 
will agree in nothing. Without referring with ‘and a liar. Tise same thing, in effect, had just 
any disrespect to a doctrine in which he did not) been repeated by the Senator from Mississippi 


gree, he ‘could cite his southern friends to the | against one of the best friends of the South— 


teorganization of parties at the South on the doc- | 
trine of nullification, as a practical illustration of 
the truth of this position. Thousands of intelli- | 
gent men, who ia polities formerly agreed in 
everything, new agreed in nothing, because they : 
did not agree upon the doctrine of nullification; | 
and on the other hand, thousands who formerly | 
agreed in nothing, now agree in everything, be- 
cause they do agree in that doctrine. “rhe his- 
tory of parties would prove the same results in 
similar cases in all time past, and the same results 
would follow similar causes in all time to come, 
until the nature and constitution of man should 
be essentially changed. , 
What, then, (inquired Mr. K,,) could be gained 
by uniting these questions? Nothing; but a great 
-deal lost in elevating abolition by its union with 
the popular right of petition. Being entirely pros- 
trate in many parta of the North, and he hoped 
weak everywhere upon the true question they 
have beeu pressing, they wish new ground to 


stand on; they wish something that they may |: 


carry upon their election grounds, and use to the | 
Prejudice of the southern people. We already 


Governor Marcy, of New York. [Here Mr. 
Canon rose to explain, and said he had in- 
| tended, by the introduction of the paper, no dis- 
i respect to the member from New Hampshire. 
Mr. Brac also rose to. say he only wished to 
shaw the course the Abolitionists were pursuing, 
‘and their future views.} Mr. K. said he had 
| been interrupted by the Senators, but corrected 
i by neither of them. He was not attacking their 
motives, but only exposing their mistakes. The 
article read by his friend from Carolina was 
‘abusive of the member from New Hampshire, 
and contradicted his statements. The article 
read by his friend from Mississippi against 
Governor Marcy was of a similar character. It 
| abused, menaced, and contradicted him. These 
| abusive productions would seem to be credited 
and adopted by those who used them as evi- 
i dence, and incorporated them in their speeches. 
Here, then, was a contest in the North between 
the most open and avowed friends of the South 
and the ia bolitionists, and we had the strange 
exhibition of southern gentlemen apparently es- 
pousing the cause of the latter, who were con- 


few years since, (as she certainly had a right to 
do if she were free,) and was ney. a kidnapper 
of no less responsibility than the Marshal of the 
District, who seized her, and carried her to an 
auction then going on upon Pennsylvania avenues 
where she was sold to a Mississippi trader, to the 
highest bidder, for perhaps $350. Now, sir, you 
perhaps suppose that, being kidnapped and sold 
in the city where she was born and raised, she 
was immediately sent off to prevent some procesa 
in her behalf; but not at all, sir. She was lodged 
in the jail of the District, and there remained for 
thirty or forty days before she was marched, une 
der frightful suffering, to the State of Mississippi. 
After much affliction, and some adventures there 
which E will not detail, she makes her way to 
Cincinnati, where she furnishes the materials for 
her biography, of which, no doubt, tens of thou- 
sands of copies have been published and circu- 
lated by these pious societies to enlighten the 
Christian world on the subject of slavery in the 
District of Columbia and the slaveholding States. 
Their system.seemed to be one of unmixed in- 
vention. They drew on the imagination exclu- 
sively for facts. Did gentlemen ever sce a truth 
in one of these papers in relation to themselves? 
If not, why use them as evidence against their 
northern friends? ; 

A great deal has been stated in one form or 
-other, and in one quarter or other, as to the num- 
bers and increase of these disturbers of the peace; 
and be did not undertake to say what was the 
fact, He learned, and thought it probable that 
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the session, and had heard also the increase at- 
tributed to the manner in which the subject had 
been treated here. However this might be, what 
he insisted on was, that those base productions 
were no evidence of the fact, or of any fact, and 
especially should not be used by southern men 
in opposition to the statements of high-minded, 
honorable men at the North, who were the active 
and efficient friends of the South. 


If gentlemen wanted further evidence of the | 
reckless system of fabrication and falsehood, pur- | 


sued by the abolition fraternity, he would give 
them another proof of it, which he thought would 
settle their opinions on that point. As intro- 
ductory to this further proof, however, and in 
fact, as a necessary part of it, he must remind 
them of the glowing accounts to be seen in all 


the abolition prints of the great success and tri- | 
umphant march of the missionary George Thomp- ° 


son, from the time of his arrival in this country, 


untilcompelled toembark rather unceremoniously | 


on a return voyage to make his final report to the 
Glasgow maids who sent him. Every number 
of almost every paper which fell under his eye 
during this alleged prosperous mission, was filled 


with flattering and cordial receptions, crowded , 


and attentive meetings, brilliant triumphs, and 
increasing resources. All statements of formt- 
dable opposition to him were flatly contradicted. 


These statements were generally corroborated by ` 


Thompson, until the dying declarations of his 


mission, when the truth could no longer be con- | 


cealed or falsehood be made profitable. At any 
rate, we found him contradicting the whole pre- 
ceding history of his mission, in letters written 
from this country to England just before he em- 
barked. Mr. K. read the following article from 
the Leeds Mercury, an English paper: 


u Miz. Georce Toompson.—Letters of a most distressing i 


nature have been received from Mr. George Thompson, the 
zealous and devoted missionary of slave emancipation, who 
has gone from this country to the United States, and who 
writes from Boston. He says that ‘the North’ (that is New 
England, where slavery does not exist) ‘has universally 
sympathized with the South? in opposition to the Aboli- 
tionists 5 that 
chants and mechanics, priests and politicians, have alike 
stood forth the defenders of southern despots, and the 
furious denouncers of northern philanthropy ;’ that all 
parties of politics, especially the supporters of the two rivals 
for the presidential office, Van Buren and Webster, vie 
with each other in denouncing the Abolitionists; and that 
even religious men shun them, except when the Abolition- 
ists can fairly gain a hearing from them. With regard to 
himself, he speaks as follows: ‘Rewards are offered for 
my abduction and assassination, and in every direction [ 
meet with those who believe they would be doing God and 
their country service by depriving me of life. I have 
appeared in public, and some of.my escapes from the hands 
of my foes have been truly providential. On Friday tast I 
narrowly escaped losing my life in Concord, New Hamp- 
shire.” “ Boston, September 11.—This morning a short 
gallows was found standing opposite the door of my house, 


93 Bry street, in this city, now occupied by Garrison. Two j 
halters hung from the beam, with the words above then, ; 


< by order of Judge Lynch!” 

The contradiction between this and the pre- 
vious accounts referred to, he hoped would satisfy | 
gentlemen that the statements of Abolitionists | 
were not worthy of the use they had made of them ! 
to disprove the statements of honorable men. 

Other errors, he thought, had been committed, 
and sentiments expressed, doubtless under the 


influence of excited feelings, and in the hurry of j 
debate, which he deeply regretted. The most | 
friendly advances by those whose friendship had | 


been manifested in the most undoubted manner, 
had been rudely repulsed. The kindest feelings 
had been met by unmeasured denunciation. To 
assurances of devoted friendship to the South 


and its institutions, it had been angrily answered : 


that the South did not want the sympathies of the 
North; that it had no occasion for assistance, and 
set opposition at defiance. This was proper lan- 
guage toan enemy, but was uncalled for to friends, 
and was calculated to have an unhappy effect in 
weakening the national sympathies of the people. 


These were hasty sentiments, however, and he ; 


hoped would be so considered. As for his part, 
he did wish the sympathies of the northern peo- 


ple where they were freely given, either on this |. 


her decasicn necessary to preserve and 


or any ot 
and- 


rosper our great and glorious Confederacy: 
if it should ever become necessary, he wis 
their assistance algo. 


‘the North has let fall the mask ;’ that‘ mer- | 


hed I 


| performance of a paramount constitutional obli- 
gation. 
If we did not want the sympathies of our own 


countrymen, who owed them to us, whose sym- ; 


ee did we expect? Those of England and 
rance? Were there still any advocates of the 
wild project of preserving the South by a separa- 
tion, and forming alliances with those two Pov- 
ers? He presumed not. England had seized 
upon the property of her own West India plant- 
ers, and ruined the planters and ruined the coun- 
try; at the same time imposing new burdens upon 
` analready overtaxed people at home. Whig and 
Tory, however they disagreed on other matters, 
seemed (he said) to agree tolerably well on this; 
and the great master spirit of the movement party, 
O’Connell, (of whom it had been said that he 
sought mischief from the pure love of mischief,) 
was endeavoring to move heaven and earth against 
| the southern planters. 
France, too, it seeme 


d, overlooking the squalid 
poverty of her own starving millions, had, all at 
once, become wonderfully sensitive on this sub- 
ject. And partly from her journals, and partly 
through channels of a more private nature, but 
more to be relied on, we learned that many of the 
, most influential and leading men of that king- 
il dom were striving to combine the moral power 
i of the press of Europe in the cause of abolition. 
From this intermeddling fanaticism abroad, was 
it not likely we might have enemies enough with- 
out these spirited efforts to make enemies at 
home? We could expect nothing, and we asked 


' installments, in one, two, and three years from the said time 
of payment, or in one year from such time of payment with- 
out interest, at their election; which new bonds shall be 
praceedcd with, in all respects, like other bonds taken by 
collectors for duties due to the United States, and shall 
have the same force and validity. 

Mr. EVERETT said, though in favor of 
granting relief to the sufferers, he could not bring 
himself to vote for the bill in its present shape. 
He thought it could not be sustained on principle, 
and that the relief granted was too partial in its 
objects, and too limited in its effects. He was 
aware, from the large majority by which it was 
ordered to be engrossed, that it would pass, unless 
a substitute should be brought forward, which 
should be acceptable to that majority. With him 
it was no longer an original question—it was no 
longer a question of choice, but of preference. 
The substitute offered was not what he would 
have presented, but had been made under the 
necessity of the case. He had gone as far as he 
could go to render it acceptable to the friends of 
the bill, and offered it asan alternative. To them 
he appealed, to say whether it would not be more 
beneficial and more generally acceptable to the 
commercial interest of New York, than the bill— 
and of those opposed to any relief, he would ask 
whether it was not less exceptionable in principle? 

Mr. E. said, I regret that I was not able to 
obtain the floor before the gentleman from Rhode 
Island. Sir, the tendency and effect of his re- 
marks, I fear, have been to confirm the friends 


‘of the bill in its- support, and to prejudice the 


nothing, from other countries. We could pro- i 


', tect ourselves; and, with the patriotism and fra- 
` ternal feeling of our own countrymen—on which 
' he hoped and believed we might always safely 
| rely—we might set all christendom at defiance, 
if disposed to intermeddle with us on this or any 


.: where; but would not, by such unprovoked de- 
i fiances, insult and drive from us our countrymen 
| and friends. 

The Senator from Carolina had remarked that 
that floor, and therefore ought not to divide. He 
felt that this was true; but the remark might be 

' addressed to his friend with the same justice that 
it could be addressed to him. They happened 
to differ in the course best calculated to protect 
and secure the interests of the South; but he was 
happy to say that they differed only on collateral 
and comparatively unessential points. Upon the 
main subject they were united, and would stand 
together, and sustain eack other to a man. We 

| might as well expect the right hand to be warring 
| against the left, instead of warding a blow aimed 
|, by an enemy at the heart, as to expect the South 
to divide on any esse 
this subject, so vital to that 


section of the coun- 
‘| and was a southern man in feelings, affections, 
and interests. His interests were there; his af- 
' fections were there. What local prejudices he 
had were there; and if he had ay ambition be- 


|| yond the grave, it was, that his bones might be 


| buried in that section of the country, where he 
' had been nurtured, raised, cherished, and hon- 
ored. 


SUFFERERS BY NEW YORK FIRE. 


REMARKS OF HON. H. EVERETT, 
OF VERMONT, 


In tue House or REPRESENTATIVES, 
March 8, 1836. 
Mr. EVERETT moved to recommit the bill 


to report the following amendment: 


Strike out all after the enacting clause, and insert the 
following: 

That on account of the late destructive fire in the city of 
New York, on the 1Gth day of December last, the collector 
`i of the port of New York is hereby anthorized to extend to 
i; all persons the time of payment of all duties secured at that 
‘| port by bonds given before, and falling due on and after that 
i day, and to cancel such bonds; and in case such bonds have 

been paid, to refund the money so paid out of any money in 
| his hands, upon their giving to said collector new bonds, 


He did not ask it in a | with one or more suretics, to the satisfaction of said col- 


humiliating fone op a humiliating senge. He il lector, for the sums of the former bonds, payable with in- 


‘ other subject. Our enemies he would defy every- | 


the southern members were in a minority on | 


ntial point connected with | 


House against the favorable reception of any 
proposition whatever foran amendment. They 


l had been fatigued into an impatience for the 
| question. I have, however, some hope that the 


i be acceptable to the friends of the bil 


amendment, as coming from one who is in favor 


of granting substantial relief, offered in good 


faith, and for no collateral purpose, may still be 
deliberately considered. If the proposition should 
l, they had 
the majority—the power to pass it. I desire no 
delay—if the motion prevails, the House can 
immediately go into committee, report the amend- 
ment, and take the final vote to-day. For one, 
I hope they will sit out the question. Whatever 


. may be its fate, I hope the proposition will be 


received in the spirit in which it is made. 
An apology is perhaps due to the House for 


‘not offering the amendment in committee or in 


the House before the bill was engrossed. After 
offering one unsuccessful amendment I concluded 
to leave the bill to be shaped by its immediate 


| friends, trusting that amendments from distant 


friends would be more heeded ina time of need 
than at that time. Indeed, I did not suppose it 


; ti f a slaveholding State; | °°. : : : i 
tey» Fle was a native o5 a CAVETO CE oions i, their passing any bill that may give substantial 


possible that the bill would pass in its present 
shape. I have found myself mistaken; it has 
"passed by a majority so large, that I even derive 
some hope from the absolute security it gives of 


' relief, that the substitute may be at least exam- 


to the Committee of the Whole, with instructions | 


| 


ined. It is now offered as a substitute, to be 
adopted entire; under the motion no amendment 
could be proposed in committee, and when. re- 
ported to the House, good faith requires that I 
should not support any amendment that would 
render it less beneficial to the commercial in- 
, terests. 

By the bill it is left to the discretion of the 
collector to extend the time of payment on the 
old bonds, or to require new bonds; and to all, 
‘| who have sustained loss by the fire to the amount 
of $1,000, an extensionof credit is given of three, 
i four, and five years, without interest; and on the 
‘bonds of all other debtors of six, nine, and 
; twelve months, with interest at five per cent. 

'| The substitute proposes that new bonds, with 
sufficient sureties, shall be taken in all cases. It 


adopts the principle of the second section of the 
li bill, extending relief to all the debtors of the 
|; Government on duty bonds; it considers the 
_ calamity as affecting severely, directly oF indi- 
rectly, the entire class of importers who are 
| debtors for duties, and extends equally to all the 
‘alternative of a credit of one, two, and three 
|| years, with interest at three per cent., OF of one 
| year without interest. 
|| The pecuniary benefit, in addition to the con- 
venience of the delay, which both bills confer no 
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the debtors, is the amount of interest that is saved 
to them by the terms of the credit. The amount 
of bonds of debtors who have had property de- 
stroyed to the value of $1,000, may be assumed 
Alin cccesccccscsoce $1,000,000 
And of all others, at..se.esescssoccee 2,700,000 

Making, in the whole. «e s « o e.. «+ $3,700,000 | 


A comparison of the effects of the bill and sub- | 
stitute will give the following result of the benefit . 
of a pecuniary character to the debtors. 

By the bill, the debtors of the first class save the 
interest at 6 per cent. on $1,000,000, equated 
at four years. .seseeersosoreeee oo -$240,000 
While all the rest save the interest at 1 
per cent. on $2,700,000, equated at nine 


MONTHS. cc vcecccccccvcscccvcsssecce 


saree eeeeseocset 


‘And this amount is a loss to the Treas- =: 
vee aa eee Siew ¥ewr ee E 260,250 


ur 
By the substitute, the debtors save the 


‘Interest at 6 per cent. on $3,700,000 
for ONE Year. ..esessseseceseeoeecos 222,000 


Difference. .oc.secseces ed eoccceece $38,250 


‘This difference did not enter into the motive | 


of offering the amendment, yet it will not render ‘! 
it the less acceptable to those who are: opposed :' 
to the bill. One feature is common to both the |; 1 i 

|; calamity, go far as it may affect the future reve- 


bill and the substitute; both place those who 


have paid their bonds since the fire on the same | 


footing. -> ao 
One objection to the principle of the bill is, that | 
it is in part founded on mere charitable consider- 
ations. The relief granted cannot to its full ex- 
tent be sustained on any other principle than that 
of gratuity. The bill provides that those who | 
have lost property by the fire to the amount of | 
$1,000, shall be entitled to an extension of pay- 
ment of three, four, or five years, without interest 
on all their bonds, whatever may be the amount. 
‘The interest saved is equal to twenty-four per 
cent., (compared with New York interest of 
twenty-eight per cent.) The amount of the ben- 
efit received bears no relation to the amount of 
roperty destroyed. I regret that we are not 
‘arnished with a statement of the bonds and of 
the losses. We should then have been relieved 
from the necessity of reasoning from hypothetical 
eases. But it is obvious from this want of analog 
between the losses sustained and the relief granted, 
what must be the effect of this provision. In 
‘many cases the sufferers are not on y.indemnified 
for their actual losses, but will receive large gratu- | 
ities over and above the indemnity. I will illas- | 
trata the principle in a case when the loss is $1,000 
and the bonds $50,000. 
Che twenty-four per cent. gained on this sum 
{Mic csu dbs nee'as'e coher ts wees cee’eases§l 2,000 
-Deduct for the actual loss. .....0ececees 


7 t 


——= 


Gratuity. cos. cccrcccsccccccsee scree of] 1,000 | 


And the moment ``- bill passes, you will have 
put into the pockets of individuals gratuities of 
five, ten, fifteen, and perhaps $20,000 each. In- 
stead of sufferers, they become gainers by the fire. 
_. The only principle on which I can sustain the 
bili in any shape is that of strict public interest. 
I lay out of the principle every motive of charity. 
At, however, is no objection that the course which 
‘interest dictates should produce benevolent results. 
-We stand in the relation of a creditor, and if you 
. please, of a hard-hearted creditor, seeking solely 
our own interests.. We have revenue due, and 
revenue accruing; and both are put at hazard by 
the calamity that has befallen the city of New 
‘York. Our object-is to secure both with the 
least loss possible. 

One object is to secure the payment of the duties 
that have already accrued. The bill leaves it to 
‘the discretion of the collector to demand further 
security, or to extend the payment on the old 


-bonds. The substitute requires new bonds in all 
_cases, and thus guards against the Joss that ma 
arise from the inadvertence or neglect of the col- 
lector. The consideration of additional security 
_does not apply to all the provisions of either the 
bill or the substitute. The extension of credit to 
debtors, and a new credit to those who have paid 
their bonds, are directed to be given: the real 
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character of both is aloan. The principle of ob- 
taining better security applies only to doubtful 
debts. I do not consider the substitute as deriving 
much aid from this principle, or from a reference 
to the situation of particular debtors, but that it 
can only be supported by considerations ofa more 
general character. À 

The calamity of the 16th December affected 
all the debtors of the Government. Such are the 
varied intimate relations of debtor and creditor 
in a commercial city, no great calamity can fall 
on a large class of men that does not severely 
affect the whole. The sudden destruction of a 
large amount of active capital -would create a 
general p 
ularly distressing to those who are debtors, and 
also on those who stand in the double relation of 
debtor and creditor. All merchants in active 
business must feel the pressure, and none more 
than the importers who are debtors to the Gov- 
ernment. No line of distinction can be drawn. 
The fire may make the immediate sufferer a bank- 
rupt. His bankruptcy may draw after it that of 
his creditor. Trace out the connection, and then 
attempt to draw the line between those debtors of 


who have not. An immense capital has been 
suddenly withdrawn; all the debtors of the Gov- 
ernment feel the pressure; and the relief, to be 
effectual, should be as general as the effect of the 


nue of the Government, through the embarrass- 
ment of its debtors; and that the substitute pro- 
poses to do, by extending to all the same measure 
of delay; and this for the sole purpose to enable 
all to continue their usual extent of importations. 
In order to insure a future supply of revenue, in 
the character of an extension of credit and of 
loans, the capital destroyed is temporarily re- 
placed. ° 
. On what terms this capital should be replaced, 
is a mere question of public interest. In view of 
the future revenue, we may be considered as 
standing in the relation of a landlord to his 


tenants, who have been visited by a calamity, | 


which directly or indirectly causes general em- 
barrassment, by which the rent due and accruing 
is put at hazard. We are then called upon by 
the motive of interest, and by interest ‘alone, to 
give such relief as will enable them not only to 
pay what is due, but to carry on their farms and 
pay the rent for the year to come. We have the 
means—we are under no necessity of calling the 
money imniediately out of the hands of our 
debtors. On what terms, then, shall the relief 
be granted. What will best secure the great 
objects in view, the future revenue of the Govern- 
ment. This is the issue between the bill and the 
substitute. 

The bill divides the debtors of the Government 
into two classes; those who have suffered a loss 
of property by the fire, 


lost anything, or not to that amount. To the first 
class, constituting, in amount, only one fourth 


of the debtors, a pecuniary benefit of $240,000; || 
while to the other class, constituting three fourths | 


in amount, it only gives $19,500. The accom- 
modation to the first as a convenience of time, 
three, four, and five years is given; to the others 
only six, nine, and twelve months. The bill 
establishes a criterion, by which it determines 
who shall be deemed suffererg; but preserves no 
analogy between that criterion and the relief it 
grants. The substitute distributes among all the 
debtors a pecuniary benefit of $222,000. The 
accommodation of time given by-the bill to the 
first class, is three, four, and five years, where 


only six, nine, and twelve months is given to the | 


second. 

The bill establishes an arbitrary criterion, by 
which it determines who shall be deemed suf- 
ferers, and with equal absurdity preserves no 
analogy between that criterion, and the relief 
granted. It determines that all who have lost 
property by the fire, whether insured or not to 


the amount of $1,000, shall be entitled, as suf- | 


ferers—to what? To a credit of three, four, and 
five years, without interest. For the loss of 


.$1,000-a. gift is made equal. to twenty-four per 


gent, on the whole amount of bonds, whatever 
may be their amount; while on. all cases of loss 


ressure on the entire commerce, partic- | 


‘| the Government who have suffered, and those | 


| 


Sufferers by New York Fire—Mr. Everett. 
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| under that sum only three fourths of one per 
cent. is allowed. The substitute proposes no 
criterion, for the obvious reason that no satis- 
factory criterion can be established. It proposes 
to give a general and equal measure of relief to 
all, more moderate in extent, but more generally 
beneficial. To the relief as proposed, and on the 
principle of loans, I think no constitutional ob- 
jection can be made; and I repeat, the terms 
must depend on our views of public interest. 
The substitute is not what I should have origin- 
ally proposed, but such as I prefer to the bill as 
| engrossed, and which I foresee will pass, unless 
: that or some other substitute shall be acceptable 
to the majority. They have the power to pass 
i either. The friends of the bill are certain of 
i their majority. The opponents of the bill gen- 
erally would not vote for the substitute as an 
original proposition; but I would ask them to 
consider which of the two is to be preferred, and 
how they can, without inconsistency, vote to 
adopt the substitute, and yet vote against the ulti- 
mate passage of the bill. They may select between 
two propositions, and yet vote against either. 
There is one other view in which I wish to pre- 
sent this subject to the friends of the bill—to the 
friends of the sufferers by the fire. I will submit 
| to them the consideration, whether the passage of 
the bill, in its present shape, wil] not prejudice— 
whether it may not defeat the passage of a future 
bill for the remission of the duties, secured an 
goods that were destroyed by the fire. In my 
judgment such will be the effect; and here I 
ought, perhaps, to set myself right before the 
House. I find that on the bill for the relief of the 
Messrs. Bangs for relinquishing duties on goods 
in the original package destroyed by fire, I voted 
in the negative. Since this discussion came on; 
I have reéxamined the principles of that case. I 
am satisfied that my vote was wrong. The rea 


| sons which induced that vote had passed my 


` mind; but the principal one has been recalled by 
an argument on this bill. It was then, as now, 
admitted that duties on imports were intended as 
a tax on the consumer; that if destroyed at sea, 
at the wharf, or while in the custady of the offi- 
cers of the Government, in conformity with the 
Generel principle, no duties could be. claimed. 
hey did not go into the consumption of the 


whether insured or not, | 
to the amount of $1,000, and those who have not : 


country; other goods must be imported to sup; 
ply their place, on which duties would accrue; 
and the Government lost nothing.. Yet.it wag 
said, when the owner took the goods into his 
own custody, they were at his own riek, and the 
Government ought not to be placed in the light 
of an insurer. it was said that the owner might 
insure, and that to him the loss was the conse- 
quence of his own neglect; and it was asked, by 
| way of illustration, whether, if indemnified_by 
insurance, he should pocket the duties. The 
argument denies the principle that duties are a 
tax on the consumer; the illustration takes it for 
granted that the insurer has no rights—that the 
i| remission could, in no event, inure to his benefit. 
| But as to this question, the insurer stands in the 
place of the insured. Take the case of an insur- 
ance of $4,000 on the value of the goods, and 
i| $1,000 to cover the duties; or, what is the same 
| thing, of $5,000 on the value of the goods, in- 
i cluding the duties. The goods are destroyed; 
and before the insurer is called on,.the duties are 
remitted. The insurance is a mere contract of 
indemnity; and the value insured, less the amount 
of duties, only could be recovered. - 
Nor is the case changed in principle by the 
point of time when the duties are remitted; if 
the whole amount of the insurance were paid be- 
fore the duties were remitted, the money, when 
remitted, would belong to the insurer. This prin- 
ciple is familiar in the case of indemnity for for- 
eign spoliations. The Government 18 not, then, 
| called on to stand as an insurer; the only ques- 
i tion is, whether the goods have gone into con- 
sumption. The principle is general; but the 
i danger of fraud requires it to be reatricted to 
goods destroyed in the original package. Being 
thus in favor of the remission of the duties, I am 
unwilling to vote for a bill which, in my opinion, 
would and ought to defeat that claim; and why? 
This bill is solicited by those who may hereafter 


claim the remission; it grants to them œ pecuniary 
| benefit pf twenty-four per cent, on all their bonds. 
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y shall hereafter ask that a part of those 
bonds shall be canceled, the inquiry will be ne- ' 
cessary, whether they have not already received 
sufficient, over and above all losses, ta meet their 
claim, and this will involve an account of their 
actual losses; an account which 1 cannot think 
the Government at any time, and especially ata 
future time, will undertake to take. Suppose 
the amount of the bonds to be $50,000; on this 
the twenty-four per centum granted by this bill, 
JSicoe av vip oie ened vies Sled sens dee eo-ee O12,000 
And the amount of actual loss by fire, 
and that too of goods in the original 
package, to Detenu TEA aa 


When the 


2,000 » 


The net gain conferred by this bill is... . $10,000 : 


The importer asks to have this bond of $1,000 
canceled, on the ground that it was given for the 
duties on the goods destroyed. If this be done, 

ou add the amount to his former gain, $1,000. 
f this bill passes, I think it will be the only re- 
lief the sufferers will ever obtain. If they, how- 


ever, are content, I have no reason to complain. |! Government for subsistence and 


The friends of the bill, with all those conse- 
quences before them, must take the responsibility 
of passing the bill or the substitute. 


ADDITIONAL PAYMASTERS. 


REMARKS OF HON. R. FRENCH, 
OF KENTUCKY, 


In rue House or REPRESENTATIVES, 
March 10, 1836. 

The House being in Committee of the Whole on the bill, 
with the amendments of the Senate, entitled “ An act for 
the payment of volunteers and militia corps in the service 
of the United States ’— 


Mr. FRENCH did not profess to know much 
about the Army regulations, or the various duties 
required of the different officers of the Army. He 
had, however, attended to the discussion upon 
the amendment from the Senate now under con- 
sideration, with the view of collecting the facts 


` A bloody war is raging in Florida. The citizens 
of that Territory are threatened with Indian mas- 
sacre. Many of them have already fallen vic- 
tims to savage barbarity. Many of our gallant 
men have repaired to the scene of action, to 
avenge the blood that has been shed, and to put 
an end to the war, by punishing the savage for 
his cruelty and lawless devastations. These sol- 
diers must be fed, clothed, and paid, and this very 
war had greatly added to the duties of your pay- 

` master, 

Mr. F. asked the House how it was with them- 
| selves. Members of Congress had a law by 
| which they could, if they chose, draw their eight 
i dollars every day. With that per diem pay, 


| honorable members can enjoy themselves in this 
‘| city, according to their own good will and pleas- 


| ure. But the soldier, who is separated from 
, home, compelled to undergo the fatigues and 
‘hardships of the tented field, dependant upon his 

ay, can only 
i| draw his pay quarterly; and could anything be 
i! more just than that he should receive it whenever, 
| by the laws of his country, it fell due? 


i “Mr. F. maintained that the character of the | 


| Government required punctuality of payment, 
‘even to the soldiers. The justice of the Govern- 
"| ment required it; the public service required it; 
i, the laws required it; and the soldier required it; 
|. the subsistence of the Army required it; and a 
| just responsibility upon the disbursing officers 
' required it. 

: He considered the increase proposed necessary 
_ to the efficiency of that protection which all our 
| military posts were intended to give to our coast, 


| and our exposed and widely dispersed frontiers. . 


|, He maintained that no part of the nation was 
_ more interested in that protection than 


! fore should vote for the amendment of the Senate, 

and believed, if no Indian war existed, that the 

. increase proposed was necessary for our perma- 
; nent peace establishment. 


upon which the three additional paymasters to | 


the Army are proposed to be added to the num- 
ber now existing, and of making the facts dis- 
closed his guide in voting. 

He found several important facts, satisfactorily 
established, strongly recommending to his mind 
the proposed amendment. We have the judg- 


ment of the Senate in its favor, and that is entitled |; 


to respect. In 1821 Congress reduced the num- 


NORTHERN BOUNDARY OF OHIO. 


| REMARKS OF HON. T. MORRIS, 
! OF OHIO, 


IN THE SENATE, March 10, 1836. 
The bill toestablish the Northern Boundary of Ohio being 


our north- - 
| western and southwestern frontiers. He there- | 


ber of paymasters to fourteen, and when that .. under consideration, as in Committee of the Whole, Mr- 
reduction was made it was contemplated that the || Morris moved to amend the bili so as to conform to the 


x \ . 
| southwestern borders, are almost interminable. | Congress to the provisions of our own constitu- 
| The duties of the paymasters extend now to the | 
militia in service, as well as to the regular army. : 


tion. And we came here as if Congress had the 
power to render that valid, or alter its provisions 
which can receive no validity or alteration but 
from the hands of the citizens of the State. On 
this question, however, let it be understood that 
I speak for myself; and I should not probably 
have spoken at all, did [ not believe that there 
existed amongst us here—I mean the Ohio dele- 
gation in Congress—a difference of opinion as to 
the nature of our claim, and the manner in which 
the power of Congress should be exercised over 
it. Let it be constantly borne in mind that 
Ohio, on this question, comes before Congress 
as a sovereign State; that she is not soliciting a 
favor, but demanding a right; that she claims to 
have the clear grant of the territory in dispute 
between her and Michigan, and appeals to Con- 
gress to withdraw the incumbrance they have 
cast over her title. . 

It will not be necessary for me, in the investi- 
gation of this subject, as I understand it, to look 
beyond the ordinance of the 13th of July, 1787. 
Congress, by virtue of that ordinance, acquired 
jurisdiction. over the northwestern territory. 
The nature of that jurisdiction, where it arose, 
or how it came into existence, have been so often 
repeated here, that it has become a beaten path, 
and well understood. It is sufficient for us to 
know that it existed, how it has been exercised, 
and if it has in any of its parts ceased to exist; 
and if the power of Congress under it has been 
spent, and can no longer be exercised, in what 
manner, and in what particulars, that has taken 
place. 

It will be recollected in that ordinance there are 

! a number of articles which are to be considered 
| articles of compact between the origina} States 
. and the people and States in the aforesaid Terri- 
' tory, and are to remain forever unalterable, un- 
less by common consent. It would be well that, 
in the first place, we determine for ourselves what 
_ construction we ought to give to the words com- 
| mon consent, as contained and used in the ordi- 
| nance, and to whom those words apply, and by 
| whom this common consent can be given; for, 
i! it seems to me that, oh a correct understanding 
ii of this part of the ordinance, and a proper appli- 
cation of these words as used, depends, in a great 
degree, if not altogether, a proper construction 
of the articles which follow. These articles of 
‘compact are declared to be between the original 
States of the one part, and the people and States 
in the Northwestern Territory of the other part. 
|; Iam of opinion that the words, ‘‘ the people and 
States,” as used in the ordinance, are used as 
terms of equal import; the people, before the 
formation of the States, possessing the same 


i 
iy 


i 


duties of the paymasters would extend to the | views he had embodied in his joint resolution on the sub- | 


regular Army alone; and it is fair to presume 

those duties required the number then retained. ` 
Since that reduction was made, Congress has by | 
law made it the duty of paymasters, whenever | 
and wherever the militia shall be called into the | 


public service, to pay them as well as the regulars. | 


This increase of duties requires of the paymasters 


more than was contemplated when their number į 


was reduced. Your Military Committee made a 
report about two ycars ago, recommending an 
increase of paymastcrs to Congress. In that 
report we are informed that the Army has been 
increased seven hundred; the number of military 
posts greatly multiplicd and extended; that haif 
a million of dollars had accumulated upon the 
paymasters to be distributed and paid to the Army 
of the United States; that the Army has to be 
paid quarterly; and that the fourteen paymasters 
could not, owing to the increased burden of duties 
laid upon them, and the dispersed condition of 
the military posts, pay off the Army at the times 


and in the manner required by law. Such, also, : 


is the opinion of the Secretary of War, as dis- 
closed in that report. 

Your Military Committee, of which my hon- 
orable colleague [Mr. R. M. Jounson] is chair- 
man, had this bill, with the amendments of the 
Senate, under advisement, and recommended to 
the House a concurrence in those amendments- 
Yet, notwithstanding these facts, honorable mem. 
bers say there is no necessity to increase the 
number of paymasters. For one, he (Mr. F.) 
must be allowed to differ with those gentlemen. 


ject. 
t 


Mr. MORRIS said: In offering the amendment 


| first view, it may seem to some Senators that I 
| am seeking to make a distinction where no real 
called for, and unnecessary to a correct decision 
of the question before us. I trust, however, that 
the Senate will carefully examine this amend- 
‘| ment, and that they will cheerfully adopt it, if it 


i is believed to contain matter essentially right, or 


‘if they shall be of opinion that by so doing more 
| general satisfaction will result from their decision, 
be that decision what'it may. lt is, I believe, a 


| 
i 


i 
\ 
| . 

|| justice, to be well received, must be well under- 
stood. And I believe that it is essentially neces- 
sary in this case, and that the people of Ohio 


i 


that determination be for oragainst them. I must, 
‘| therefore, ask the indulgence of the Senate for a 
few moments, in which [ shall endeavor to show 


| the right and justice of that claim, and the neces- 
Ht 
i 
{ 
i 


the principles on which that claim is determined. 

I feel that we appear before Congress on this 
subject in rather an embarrassed situation. 
came to ask here what no State, I presume, has 
heretofore asked; we came as suitors to Con- 


to tne bill under consideration, I fear that, at the | 


difference exists, and that the amendment is un- ` 


maxim that will held universally good, that even | 


would be much better satisfied to understand the _ 
rinciples upon which their claim to the northern | 
oundary: of the State is determined, whether ` 


| the nature of the claim as advanced by Ohio, and ° 
sity there is that we should understand distinctly ` 
We. 


gress, after our full admission into the Union as |, had organized her government unde 
Our sea-coast, and our borders, northwestern and "a sovereign State, for a recognition or assent of |i had sent her members to Congress, 


| power to give this common consent as the States 
_ could possibly have in their sovereign capacity. 
This common consent, then, I contend, is the 
consent of the people within the territory, before 
the formation of any State therein, or the con- 
sent of any State when formed, together with that 
of Congress; each State acting independently for 
itself, is the only consent required for the alter- 
ation of any of these six fundamental articles 
contained in the ordinance of 1787. Such, | be- 
lieve, has been, and still is, the opinion of all par- 
ties and conditions of men inhabiting any part 
of the Northwestern Territory; and in support 
of this opinion I beg leave to call the attention 
of the Senate to an act of the Territorial Legisla- 
_ ture, before the formation of any State northwest 
ii of the river Ohio, passed with a view of changing 
the boundaries of the three southern States as 
described in the ordinance, and declaring the as- 
sent of the people there inhabiting said territory, 
and asking the consent of Congress to the pro- 
' visions of that act. No one at that time or since, 
to my knowledge, has, for a moment, doubted 
: that, if the consent of Congress had been thus 
obtained, the change would have taken place ac- 
', cordingly. f 
In illustration of this position, which I assume 
`' as correct, permit me to state a case mM which it 
_will appear in a more striking light. Suppose 
'! that Ohio, in the formation of her constitution, 
` had provided that slavery, absolute and uncon- 


| ditional, should be allowed within the State, and 
rconstitution; 


and they had 


1836.) 
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been permitted to take seats in that body without 
objection; I ask, could any man doubt that Ohio, |! 
in such case, would have been a slaveholding | 
State? But such a provision would not have 
extended slavery a single step beyond her own 
limits. To my mind, then, it is clear that the | 
common consent required by the ordinance ne- 
cessary to a change of any of the six articles 
appended thereto, 1s confined exclusively to any 
portion of people who are entitled to State gov- 
ernment, or the consent of any State, when 
formed, together with that of Congress; and 
when consent is thus given, the change rightfully 
takes place, and needs not the approbation of any 
other State or sovereignty whatever. 

Iam warranted and sustained in this opinion 
by the act of Congress in the admission of both 
Indiana and Illinois into the Union. The act to 
enable the people of Indiana Territory to form a 
constitution and State government, comes in di- 
rect contact with the preceding act of Congress, 
establishing the Michigan Territory; and takes 
from that Territory a large tract of country lying 
north of a due east and west line drawn through 
the southerly extreme of Lake Michigan. And 
the act proposed to the people of Indiana that, 
if they assented thereto, the line as described ia 
the ordinance of 1787 should be thus changed. 
The convention of Indiana alone, without the 
consent or concurrence of the people of Mich- 
igan, or any other people or State, accepted of 
this territory as a part of her jurisdiction; and 
thus, by this common consent of Indiana and 
Congress, has the ordinance of 1787 been changed 
in one of its fundamental articles, and the law | 
establishing the Territory of Michigan been, in 
part at least, repealed or abrogated; and the same 
proceeding has been had in the case of Illinois, 
when the people of that State were admitted into 
the Union. lt must clearly appear that the ordi- 
nance of 1787 has been changed; that it is com- 
petent for Congress, with the assent of that por- 
tion of the Territory northwest of the Ohio river, | 
over which the power or act of Congrese in 
effecting such change is to operate, so to change 
it, without the approbation or consent of any 
other portion of the country. .This ought now 
-to be considered a settled question. The only 
remaining one is, has not such change been made 
with regard to the northern boundary of the State ‘| 
of Ohio? We contend that such is the fact. 

It will not be forgotten that the proposition to 
change the northern boundary by extending north 
of an east and west line drawn through the south- 
erly extreme of Lake Michigan, both the States 
of Indiana and Illinois, first came from Congress, | 
and was accepted by the convention of both these i 
States; and thus, by thia acceptance of each State i! 
for itself of the proposed alteration offered by |; 
Congress, the boundaries thereof became fixed | 
and determined, and beyond the power of Con- 
gress to alter or change; for when this common 
consent is once given, the whole power is spent, || 
and cannot be again exercised. A different mode , 
was pursued with regard to Ohio, but in no way | 
differing in principle from that afterwards pur- || 
sued with regard to Indiana and Illinois. The | 
proposition to change the northern boundary of | 
the State of Ohio from that described in the ordi- | 
nance, and the law of 1802, authorizing the peo- . 
ple of Ohio to form a constitation and State gov- | 
ernment, was first made by the convention of || 
Ohio to Congress, and was one of the principal 
features in the constitution, which Ohio presented, 
as evidence of her right to admission into the 
Union. The proposition did not contain any |: 
alternative, as was the case with regard to In- 
diana and Illinois; that if Congress did not assent 
to the line proposed by Ohio, then the State 
‘should be bounded by the line as described in the 
act of Congress, for the purpose of enabling the 
people to form a constitution, passed in 1802. 
No. Ohio offered no such conditions; her only 
Proposition to Congress was, when fairly and 
justly considered—and as she then intended, and 
Now insists it to be—to come into the Union with 
a boundary, at all events, extending to the most 
northerly cape of the Miami bay; and the con- 
stitution of the State was presented to Congress 
as an entire instrument, to be understood and 
construed as intended by Ohio; in other words, 
-Ohio, in presenting her constitution, said to Con- 
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the charter of our rights, with which no power 


on earth but that of our citizens has a right to | 


interfere. We cannot, however, 
Union without you admit us, nor can you com- 
pel us to change, alter, or modify this constitu- 
tion. If you cannot consent to the alteration we 
propose as to our northern bounda 
from that contained in your law of 1: 

But on the terms of this constitution we believé 


we ought to be admitted, and we ask your con- | 


sent to the same, and to each and every part 
thereof; and on these terms it will be our highest 
ambition to become a faithful and deserving 
member of this Union. And without a single 
objection on the 
of Ohio admitte 
sovereign States of this Confederacy. Congress 
may admit:new States into the Union, and in the 


canstitutional exercise of this power may refuse | 


such admission; but when a State is once admitted 
into the Union, the power of Congress to look 


into her constitution has ceased; and all the ` 


rights, as well territorial as‘politic, granted by it 


are thus made permanent, or guarantied by Con- 
i gress to the citizens of the State. This, I pre- 
sume, will not be controverted, nor can it, I 


maintain, be denied that the admission of mem» 
bers of Congress from a State to seats in this 
body is, to all intents and purposes, the admis- 
sion of such States into the Union. And it is to 
my mind equally clear that a State cannot be 
admitted into the Union by piecemeal; that one 
part of the constitution of a State can be assented 
to by. Congress at one period, and that a further 
assent to another part will extend the jurisdiction 
or power of the State; and thus, until the whole 
instrument is agreed to by Congress, such an 
idea, it seems to me, is an absurdity in itself. 
Yet such would be the case with Ohio, if we are 
now under obligation to ask and obtain of Con- 
gress as new matter, assent to any provision of 
our constitution, to render it valid. We contend 
that assent has been given to our boundary, as 
well as every other part of our constitution; and 
the right of our claim I beg leave to illustrate by 
an individual case, and one which I presume 
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| gress: This is the form of our government, and | 


ty, differing ` 
802, we retire. ` 


pet of Congress, was the State , 
into the Union as one of the ` 


functionaties and transactions of the State, sines 
l the formation of the State government. Tt is 
| true, that soon after the admission of Ohio inté 


come into the || the Union, a bill was reported to the Senate for 


‘the purpose of dividing the Indiana Territory 
‘into two separate governments, containing à sec- 
_ tion declaring the assent of Congress to the sixth 
section, seventh article, of the constitution of 
Ohio, and was no doubt added to the bill at the 
_ instance of one of our Senators, [Mr. Worthing- 
ton,] who was chairman of the committee who 
reported the same. And this section was stricken 
out before the bill passed the Senate. Tis eir- 
_cumstanee has been urged as a denial, on the 
part of Congress, of their assent to the sixth 
section, seventh article, of the constitution of the 
State, and of the validity of our claim to the line 
we contend for. 

Before we admit the argument thus urged, it 
would be well for us to examine. Is not the re- 
verse most probably the true state of the case? 
The constitution of Ohio had been presented to 
Congress. Is it not fairly and legitimately to be 

| inferred that Congress believed that assent had 
been given to this provision of the constitution, 
so far as the State was concerned; and as no ob- 

i jection was made from any quarter whatever, it 
| was unnecessary to retain this section in the bill, 
; and more especially that Congress had no power 
| over the constitution of Ohio, or any one of the 
| States—and for these reasons the section was 
‘stricken out? The constitution of a State is the ` 
‘highest and most solemn act that can be per- 
formed by the people, and cannot be altered, 
abridged, revoked, or in any manner rendered 
void or inoperative, even in its most unimportant 
clauses, by any other power than that which 
created it. It-is true the admission of new States 
into the Union depends upon Congress. This 
Congress may do, or may refuse. And when a 

¿© new State presents herself for admission, Con- 
| gress may look into her constitution; and if any 
. part thereof is exceptionable, as being incompat- 
' ible with republican principles, or the nature and 
‘frame of our civil institutions, or for any other 
‘cause deemed just, such admission may be re- 
|, fused, There can be no doubt of the power of 


would be sustained in a court of justice. Appli- :| Congress in this instance; and the power must, 
cation is made by an individual for leasing a farm. | in a good degree, be a discretionary power, de- 
The owner-makes out his terms in writing, de- |, pending: on the judgment of Congress. But if 


i| fining its boundary by lines to the cardinal points, |' delegates from a new State ave‘admitted to seats 


and presents them to the applicant, who, after i! in Congress, the power of that body to look into, 


examination, accepts them with the following | 
i addition: But it is fully understood and declared, 


that if the: boundaries you offer do not include 
the pasture field on the north side of the farm, 


then, and in that case, with your assent, the said ` 


field shall be included in this lease. The owner 
of the farm looks over the addition to the lease, 


and, without a single comment or objection, says <: 
Reason, | 
law, justice, ard every honorable consideration, || 


to the applicant, “ Go upon the farm. 


would bind the landlord to the terms offered by 
the tenant.” 

Is not this, in principle, analogous to the case 
of Ohio? ‘The terms of her admission into the 
Union, as to boundary, was matter of agreement 
between the people of that State and Congress, 
neither party, within themselves, having power 


to fix the boundaries of the State in the first in- | 


stance; but the same was to be agreed by com- 
mon consent, as declared in the ordinance of 
1787. The proposition as to the boundaries of 
Ohio was first made by Congress to the people of 
Ohio, by the act of 1802. The answer of the 
convention was, ‘“ We agree to the boundaries 


i 


you propose, if the northern line will include | 


the most northerly cape of the Miami bay; but 


| it is understood, and declared by us, that our 


northern boundary must be to that point.” Our 
Senators and Representatives presented them- 
selves to Congress with this condition in their 
hands, and were admitted to seats in Congress 
without a single objection. Is not this sufficient 
to satisfy every disinterested and impartial mind 
of the constitutional right of Ohio to the bound- 
ary she claims, as well as the right and justice of 
that claim? . 

In this opinion of the nature and validity of 
the claim of Ohio, as asserted by the State, I feel 
that l am fully supported by the constant, unt- 
form, and undivided -opinion of all the public 


irgiven by the admission 


or object to, any of the provisions of the consti- 
tution of such State no longer exists; but it be- 
comes obligatory upon the United States to pro- 
tect and defend such State in every provision of 
its constitution, as it respects its boundaries and 
| jurisdiction, as well as its civil policy. 

|” I believe the declaration in the constitution of 
‘Ohio, asking, apparently, the consent of Con- 
gress to one of its provisions, to be an anomaly 
not contained in the constitution of any other 
|| State; but it will be remembered that Ohio was 
l: the first State of this Union formed exclusively 
|-of the territory of the United States; that there 
|; wag no precedent in point to look to as a guide; 
|| that her citizens were few in number; and that 
:| close and critical examination of words and 
|! phrases was not then had, that would have taken 

lace if the country had been more fully settled 

|i Yet, under all those circumstances, when they 


|i presented their constitution to Congress, and 


i applied to be and was admitted: into: the Union, 


|! Congress rightfully judged that tle: instrument 


was of too sacred a character to be touched by 
that body in any of its parts; that. the rights 
-secured under it could not be garbled, and that it 
would be a mere act of sunererogation for Con- 
| gress to give any oter or Partant consent a any 
isions of the constitution, : 
iren Iy es of the State into the 
Union. It is true the assent asked for would 
only be necessary to be given on the ascertain- 
ment of a fact then not known; but the power to 
give assent could as well be exercised before the 
fact was ascertained as afterwards.: In this light 
has the question been viewed by the people of 
Ohio. They made no further application to Con- 
gress on this subject, but felt secure that the 
boundaries of the State would continue undis- 
turbed, as described in the proviso of the consti- 
tution; and-even the act of Congress of the llth 
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ary, 1805 1 
hore PARENTY. of their boundaries. Yet, as - 


the provision of that act, in describing the bound- ; 
aries of the Michigan Territory, was believed to - 
be within their chartered rights, they soon after - 
called the attention of Congress to the subject. 
In the year 1806, I first had the honor of a seat 
in the Ohio Legislature. No one then doubted 
the constitutional boundary of the State; no one 
thought of a provisional boundary, subject to the 
after control of Congress; or that any consent of 
Congress, then given or withheld, without the 
conse@ of the State could possibly make any 
alteration of the actual existing boundary. But, 
as the country in the northwest part of the State 
was then unsettled, and its geographical situation 
not well understood, and as political movements 
of much importance were then taking place in 
the United States, the attention of the General 
Assembly was not turned to this subject during 
this session. But the next session the General 
Assembly took up the subject, and after express- 
ing a belief that the due east and west line drawn 
through the southerly extreme of Lake Michigan 
would not intersect Lake Erie, or would inter- 
sect that lake east of the Miami river of the lake 
—they, therefore, instructed their Senators and 
Representatives in Congress to obtain the pas- 
sage of a law to ascertain and define the northern 
boundary of the State, and fix the same agreeably 
to the proviso contained in the sixth section, and 
seventh article of the constitution. The succeeding 
-session renewed the request, and also in the ses- 
sion of 1811. Congress, in 1812, passed an act 
to authorize the President to ascertain and desig- 
nate certain boundaries. This act was passed in 
pursuance of the repeated applications of the 
General Assembly of Ohio; but— the war inter- 
vening — was not carried into effect until 1816. 
In that year the President directed the Commis- 
sioner of the Land Office to authorize the Sur- 
veyor General to run and mark the northern bound- : 
ary of Ohio. In pursuance of this authority the | 
Surveyor General directed Mr. William Harris | 
to run and mark the line to which Ohio asserted 
jurisdiction, and contends is her true northern | 
poundary. | 


It may not be improper or useless to notice, | 


but is worthy of remark, that this officer—the |, 


Surveyor General—had been president of the con- 
vention that formed the constitution of Ohio; he 
had been the first Governor of the State, and | 
afterwards Senator in Congress. As a faithful 
pubiic officer of the United States—and that he 
war no one will doubt—he was bound to carry 
into effect the instruction of the President; and 
being fully acquainted with all the circumstances 
and public acts that had taken place with regard ; 
to the northern boundary of the State, he must ; 


have believed, and rightfully, that the act of Con- || 


gress of the 11th of January, 1815, creating the | 


Michigan Territory, was inoperative, so far as | 


the same should be found in contact with the con- | 


‘| in the proviso.” 
| And as no express objection was made to any 


stitution of Ohio; and that Congress had given the 
proper assent to a change in the northern bound- | 
ary of the State from that described in the ordi- | 
nance of 1787, as well as in the act of 1802; and 
he directed Mr. Harris to run the line accord- 


northerly cape of the Miami bay, on a direct 


course to the most southerly extreme of Lake | 


Michigan. Governor Cass, of the Michigan Ter- 
ritory, soon after objected to the correctness of 


this line; and a correspondence took place be- !: other part of the constitution, I think the sounder 


tween him and the Surveyor General on the sub- 


ject. Ina letter from the latter to the former, in |; part of the constitution is of equal validity. But 


1817, he concludes with the following remarks: 
“ By attending to the words, ‘ with the assent of 
‘the Congress of the United States,’ and calling 


‘to mind that Congress did assent by receiving the , € 
€ State into the Union upon the terms and condi- į the proviso. I confess I am not well able to un- 


‘tions above expressed, I should suppose no 
‘ doubt can arise relative to the true boundary.”’ 
In December following Governor Worthington, 
(the same gentleman who had formerly been a 
member of the United States Senate from Ohio, ) 
in his message to the Gencral Assembly, declared 
that the northern boundary of the State had been 
lately ascertained, under the authority of the United 
States; and believing it important that the ques- 
tion should be settled with the least possible 


| had been correctly run, he called their attention 
to the subject. The message was referred to a 


select committee, who reported a preamble and | 
resolutions, which passed both Houses, without |: 


a division, in the following January. In the pre- 
amble the committee declare, ‘‘ that the Congress 
‘of the United States fully assented to the pro- 
‘ viso in the constitution of Ohio by their accept- 
“ance of the State into the Union;”’ they therefore 
, reported a resolution * That this General As- 
| t sembly consider the line running from the most 
; ‘northerly cape of the Miami bay to the southerly 
'© extreme of Lake Michigan, until it shali inter- 
‘sect a line drawn due north from the mouth of 
‘the Great Miami river to the north boundary of 
‘the State, in that part which adjoins the Mich- 
‘igan Territory.” 

Sir, permit me here to pause and ask the 
solemn question, how public compacts are to re- 
ceive construction, action, and validity? We have 
seen what the compact was, the circumstances 
under which it was made—the parties to it; and 
I know of no better source to look for the man- 
ner in which it ought to be fulfilled than public 
opinion. Ft was that which laid the foundation 
of our Government, erected the superstructure, and 
constantly supports the whole edifice. Letus test, 
then, this compact by public opinion in Ohio in 
the first place. The constitution of the State was 
formed when her territory contained less than 
fifty thousand inhabitants; and up to the present 

! moment, when the same territory is teeming with 
i nearly, if not fully, one and a half millions— 
| during all this time, and under every change of 
_ circumstances and men, there has been but one 
; undivided, unbroken opinion in the State on the 
' question of her northern boundary, and that is, 
that the northern boundary of the State is estab- 
lished by the constitution, and is where the line 
: has been lately remarked by the authority of the 
Legislature. To this fact all the public function- 
aries of the State have borne ample testimony, 
as well as the united voice of her citizens. Can 
| it be possible that any portion of the enlightened 
| citizens of this country, acting in the sovereign 
' character of a State, can in a question of consti- 
' tutional right be mistaken, and that mistake per- 
sisted in for more than thirty years; or that more 
than a million of our citizens are so unjust that 
they ask an alteration in the boundaries of the 


did not shake or alter their belief Íl might be necessary to ascertain whether the line | ‘ questions it to do so with great 


| State, and are willing it should be resolved into a | 


' question of mere political expediency? Sir, I can- 
| not thus libel the people of Ohio; I cannot believe it. 
In looking into the opinion of the Attorney 
General of the United States on this boundary 
' question, I am not able to view it in any other 
light than as sustaining the views I have taken 
| onthe subject. He says, ‘It does not appear 
‘ to me that the convention of Ohio did transcend 
; ‘ their powers in proposing for the consideration 
| ©of Congres the ultimate extension of the north- 
‘ern limits of the State in the manner suggested 


part of the constitution, l think it the sounder 
fi Dee Paice : 
| opinion, that by the admission of the State into 


: the Union, the Congress of the United States ` 
ingly; and the line thus run was from the most :, assented to the proviso, as well as every part of 


i, that instrument. 
' necessary to the admission of Ohio into the 
| Union, as it surely was, and if Congress assented 
' to the proviso in the same manner as to every 


|! opinion, and the more safe one, to be, that every 

the Attorney General thinks there is a difference 
: ketween the assent of Congress. thus virtually 
given to the proviso, and its assent to the actual 
and present extension of the line as described in 


~- derstand this distinction, nor can I very well see 


how Congress could give an implied assent, with- 


out that assent becoming obligatory on the United 
States. The convention of Ohio never intended 
a provisional line, but a line in part, and that line 

' atallevents to be north of the mouth of the Miami 
river of the Jake. 


The Attorney General further remarks, ‘* That 


‘the unanimity with which the Executive and 


. ‘Legislature of Ohio have recently taken the 
:delay. and that the action of the General Assembly |: ‘ contrary opi.sion, may well admonish him who |, 


| unfortunately and strangely, is the case. 
| will now examine into the cause why it ts so. 


deference to 


: nde ; t 
' ‘their opinions, and with some distrust of his 


town.” The Attorney General ought, however 
to have remembered that this opinion, unani- 
mously entertained by the Executive and Legis- 
lature of Ohio, is not of recent date, but has 
been entertained by every executive as well as 
legislative body in Ohio, since the formation of 
the State government; and if unanimity of opin- 
ion in one instance ought to create distrust of the 
correctness of a contrary opinion, this constant 
unanimity for morethan thirty years, by different 
individuals who have filled the executive and 
legislative departments of Ohio, ought to be re- 
ceived as conclusive evidence of the correctness 
of that opinion. 

If it be possible to settle a question by force 
of public opinion—and that is the foundation on 
which this Government, her Constitution and 
laws, must forever rest—it seems to me that the 
third part of a century, the age allotted to man, 
is sufficiently long for that purpose. The Attor- 
ney General, however, endeavors to sustain his 
argument by a reference to the acts and proceed- 
ings of Congress subsequent to the admission of 
Ohio into the Union. I can only say, that he 
seems to have mistaken the views of Ohio; so far 


{as she was concerned or had any agency in the 


passage of those acts, in no instance has the State 


i admitted, even impliedly, that her constitutional 


boundary did not extend to the line she now 
claims; but as doubts ex.sted at what point that 
line would strike Lake Erie, when accurately 


| run, application was made to Congress for the 


papers of ascertaining that fact; and she hag 
een as solicitous to obtain a settlement of the 
question as she was confident that the line that 
has been called the provisional line in her consti- 
tution, was the true and proper boundary of the 
State. Thus it appears that we have not only 
had the unanimous opinion of the citizens and 
public functionaries of our own State, but the acts 
and proceedings of the public functionaries and 
officers of the General Government, constantly in 
favor of the constitutional boundary of Ohio, as 
that State now asserts it. And last, though not 
least, is the opinion of the first law officer of the 
Government, who admits that Congress did im- 
pliedly assent to this proviso in our constitution; 
and surely, if any act or proceeding of Congress 


| was of such character that the State and people 


of Ohio could impliedly infer that such assent 
was given, then surely Congress is bound by 
every principle of justice and good faith to sus- 


tain the just belief and expectation of Ohio in 
, reaffirming that assent, if there exists any doubt 


or dissatisfaction on the subject, and such, most 
We 


In January, 1805, Congress passed the act 


establishing the Michigan Territory, and by the 


provisions of that act imprudently, if not unwit- 
tingly, extended the southern boundary of that 
Territory over the constitutional limits of Ohio; 
but I am strongly inclined to the opinion, though 
I cannot assert it as a fact, that the actual exer- 
cise of the authority of Michigan was not at- 
tempted within those limits until 1818, and after 


_the authorities of Ohio had assessed a tax on 
If the assent of Congress was | 


the people living within that part of the State 
included in the Michigan Territory by the act 
of Congress before mentioned. After this took 
place, some of the inhabitants applicd to the 
.Governor of Michigan for commissioners or jus- 
tices of the peace, and other officers under the 
authority of that government, which were readily 
granted; and thus commenced the jurisdiction of 
Michigan within the borders of Ohio. After the 
possession of the disputed territory was thus 
acquired by Michigan, under color at least of an 


_ act of Congress, the application of the military of 


Ohio would have been unjustifiable in regaining 
the possession at that time, and would be so still. 
Congress having cast over our boundary another 
title, and possession under that title being ob- 
tained whilst we slept, the President of the Uni- 
ted States, who is bound to take care that the 
laws of Congress are faithfully executed, would 
have been required, by a faithful discharge ae 
his duty, to have sustained the jurisdiction 0 

Michigan against a military force, until Congresa 
should have withdrawn the jurisdiction of that 


1896.) 


APPENDIX TO ‘THE. CONGRESSIONAL GLOBR. 


155 


ki 


24ra Cone....1lst SESS. 


Additional Paymasters—Mr. Mann, of New York. 


Ho. or Revs. 


erritory beyond the boundaries of Ohio; and 
this is ail thay Ohio now wishes to be done. 

The people of Ohio will not, I know they will 
not, endanger the peace and safety of the country 
by an attempt to prevent the operation of an act 
of Congress by force. They have already had 


too many evidences of the justice as well as the ; 


liberality of Congress, to believe that this will ; 
ever be necessary. But this disposition on the . 
rt of Ohio, the forbearance of her citizens, ' 
will not, I hope, be construed into an abandon- 
ment of their rights, or a dullness in compre- 
hending them. t it be remembered that Ohio 
has claimed jurisdiction of the country in contest 
between the State and Michigan as her undoubted 
right, being included in her constitutional limits; 
nothing short of a recognition of this principle | 
will satisfy her people; and it would be an act of | 
humiliation to the State, to give to her territory | 
to which she has not a constitutional right, as | 
an act of law, of equity, or political expediency. | 
Sir, there are situations and circumstances under ! 
which an honorable mind would recoil in accept- | 
ing what is unquestionably his own. So with — 
States and nations. The money due us from the 
French nation could be obtained from that Gov- 
ernment by making acknowledgments for an act 
done, which was clearly proper; and does not 
every American heart spurn its reception on such 
terms? And that, too, for the plain and simple 
reason that it is our just due by compact, and 
justice and good faith require its payment. 
Suppose, sir, you give Ohio the boundary 
claimed by the State, on the score of political ex- 
pediency, will it not be expected that Ohio, under 
this obligation, will, on the score of political 
expediency, be also bound to favor the political 
views at least of the donors, for this favor, thus | 
gratuitously bestowed? It may be thought that | 
the smallest return she could make would be to, 
act with or for you in future elections, if it should | 
be at the expense of her honor, as well as consti- | 
tutional rights. It will be an entire mistake if 
you expect to conciliate the favor of the people 
of Ohio by letting them know that their constitu- 
tion gave them no such right, but that the same 
has been granted out of your abundant favor and 
goodwill, and as an act of grace. Sir, is not this 
the language you hold to Ohio when you talk of 
political justice and expediency? Ohio, I am 


fully persuaded, will never so far humble herself | 


as to acknowledge sucha principle. It will prob- 
ably not be insisted on that this bestowment is a 


mere act of political justice and expediency alone, | 


but that you will give her-the territory contained 
in her constitutional limits as a matter of law. 
Pray, sir, what laws are to be yet enacted, or are 
already in force? I doubt the power of Congress, 
and I doubt the capability of my State, to receive 
any extension of her constitutional boundary by 
the mere operation of any act of this Government. 
Hf the territory of a State can be enlarged by act 
of Congress, why, by virtue of the same power, 
cannot it be diminished? If such power is vested 
in Congress by virtue of the Constitution of the 
United States, then indeed is State sovereignty a | 
solemn mockery. The most that could be done 
in a case of this kind would be by an act of Con- 
.gress, approved and ratified by a convention of 


the people of a State, elected for that purpose, with |; 


power to amend the constitution in this particular. 

If Ohio is to rest upon existing law for the 
maintenance of her rights, we should be glad to 
know what particular law is relied on. If the 
constitution of Ohio is intended, we thank you 
for your justice, and would be gratified to have 
it so expressed: if you mean an act of Congress 
has given it us without our consent to such act, 
properly obtained, we are still at a misunder- 
standing. 

But suppose Ohio obtains her claim as an act 
of sheer justice, we would be happy to know 
upon what principle this act is founded, or from 
what fountain it springs. Is it drawn from the 
power of Congress, or does it naturally flow from 
our rights? It is true we ask for nothing but 
justicenaked, simple justice; but we ask that 
not as an abstract principle, but as our undeniable 
right. It seems strange, at least to me, that we 
should feel so much disposed to assail the con- 
stitution of the State, and constantly looking 
after some principle by which we can, with some 


degree of plausibility, claim the honor of addin 
to Ohio a strip of territory, which we woul 
make her citizens believe the constitution of the 
State had not secured to them; when, if we would 
‘look directly to that instrument, and make it the 
; man of our choice, we would find it sufficient for 
our purpose, and there written all that we ask 
for. Ohio expects this of her own representatives 
here, at least. But suppose that, after all we 
have said and done on this subject, Ohio, with 
more than her million of inhabitants, has been, 


and is still, mistaken in this matter, that mistake | 
has grown with her growth, and strengthened ' 


with her strength; for the last General Assembly, 
with but one dissenting vote, resolved that the 
northern boundary of the State is, by a direct 
line running from the southern extreme of Lake 


Michigan to the most northerly cape of the | 
Miami bay, thence northeast to the territorial . 


line. 
: mistake thus exists, it must, in the first instance, 
be imputed to a want of correct understanding 
in the people of Ohio as it respects their own 


If it can for a moment be supposed that a | 


constitution as ta the extent and boundaries of | 


- the State; and that the legislative body is equally 
‘uninformed. I hope we are not prepared to offer 
this biting compliment to the intelligent citizens 


of that State, by giving them, as an act of polit- |: 


ical justice and expediency, that which they uni- 
formly, and from the first, claimed as their con- 
stitutional right, but with which the acts of 
Congress have improvidently interfered. 

, But if it was the intention of Congress, as well 
as the people of Ohio, that the northern bound- 
ary of the State should be where it is claimed on 
the part of Ohio, and if a mistake as to the actual 
fact existed in the passage of the act of Congress 
to enable the people to form a State government, 
that mistake ought, at once, to be rectified, and 

i Congress do that now which was originally in- 
tended to be done; and a declaratory act is all 

i that is necessary on the subject; and there can 

| be no question of expediency involved that ought 

to induce a different action. 


, boundary of Ohio, nor could it ever have been 
| intended by Congress that the State should be 
| cut off from Lake Erie at any point, after her 
' northern line had touched the border of that 

water, or that the jurisdiction of the State should 
| not extend to the territorial line in the center of 
| that lake. Yet such would be the case; and a 
considerable portion of her territory, in the north- 
east part of the State, would be without its juris- 
diction; and, in fact, without government or law 
of any kind, if the line conten ed for, on the part 


| of Ohio. 


| part exist, as the parties understood and intended 
| at the time of making such contract, and are to 
be so carried into effect. This principle, I pre- 
sume, will not be denied in any case. If we 


with much confidence—though young at that 
` time—that not a single individual then in the 


by virtue of the act of Congress of 1802, would 


_ a convention under it, had they not fully believed 
that the line contemplated by that act would not 
| have intersected the territorial line at or near the 
mouth of the Detroit river; much less would 
they have been willing to accept the provisions 
of the act I have mentioned with a knowledge 
that the line would be found where it actually is. 
Nor would a single citizen of Ohio be now found 
of a different opinion, were the question at this 
moment an original one. And I am equally clear 
in opinion that Congress would never have passed 
the act with the line as therein contained, and 
with a full knowledge that the new State about 
| to be formed would, by the letter of that act, be 
excluded from the margin of the lake at any 
point after the intersection of that line with its 
waters, because such an act would be contrary 
| to all former proceedings of Congress in their 
views with regard to new States. 

Suppose you pass the act in its present form, 
which imports on its face to be a mere gratuity 
on the part of Congress, and you place it on the 


The east and west - 
| line, drawn -through the southern extreme of | 
i Lake Michigan, never was, in fact, the northern — 


: of Michigan, be, in truth, the northern boundary | i 
|| investigation which the questions demand. 


_ apply it to the Ohio boundary question, I can say | 


‘ boundary of the new State, about to be formed | 


have accepted the provisions of that act or formed ; 4 
' shall be told that they are also ‘“ honorable men,’ 


ground of political justice and expediency, I 
should be glad to know what will prevent a 
future Congress from again reviewing this ques- 
tion, and at.a time when it may be thought polit- 
ital justice and expediency requires its repeal? 
Are the boundaries of a sovereign State to depend 
on the fluctuating legislation of Congress? This 
doctrine of depending exclusively on an act of 


. Congress for their boundary will not satisfy the 


‘people of Ohio. 


They will require something 
more permanent; and they will not cease in their 
endeavors until Congress withdraws all jurisdic- 
tion, foreign to their constitution and laws, north 
of a direct line drawn from the most southerly 
extreme of Lake Michigan to the most northerly 
cape of the Miami bay; and thus recognizing the 
jurisdiction of the State under the provisions of 
their own constitution, and which they are fully 
satisfied no power on earth but themselves has 
any right to alter, abridge, or restrain in a single 
jot or tittle. 


ADDITIONAL PAYMASTERS. 


REMARKS OF HON. A. MANN, JR., 
OF NEW YORK, 
-Ix rue House or REPRESENTATIVES, 


March 10, 1836, 


In the Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union, 
upon tire amendments of the Senate to the bill to provide 
for paying the Militia and Volunteers called into the ser- 


'.. viee of the United States. 


[One of these amendments provides for the appointment 


| of three additional permanent paymasters in the Army.) 


Mr. MANN said: That the honorable chair- 


‘man of the Committee on Military Affairs [Mr. 
‘Jonnson] had well remarked that this was nota 
, New proposition in the House. True, sir, (said 


-had served here. 


Mr. M.,) to many of us it is an old acquaintance 
here. ‘The honorable member, who had so long 
served the country, had not neglected to report a 
bill upon the subject for the time he (Mr. M.) 
The head of the bureau of the 

ay department had not, Mr. M. believed, neg- 
[ected his duty in soliciting ‘its passage; and we 


| are now informed that he is a high and honorable 


It is a well settled principle that compacts in || au ) t 
| increase the corps of military and civil engineers, 


man. Be itso, Mr. Chairman. . Does this fur- 


; nish a good reason for the passage of this bill to 


create these three new offices in addition to the 
resent list of Army—lI will. not say sinecures? 
he heads of the military bureau stationed at 
Washington, were not back ward in recommend- 


ing additional force to their respective corps; and 


the kindness of heart for which the honorable 
chairman of the committee is so distinguished, 
leads him to yield to their solicitations sometimes, 
Mr. M. feared, without that full consideration and 


The honorable gentleman had reported bills to 


the corps of. topographical engineers, and per- 
haps, as is usual in such bills, “to regulate” 


i! (which, in nautical and military language, I find, 
i means to increase) their pay, an 


to provide 
clerks and,servants to do the business. ‘These 
bills are also introduced with the pressing recom- 
mendation of those distinguished military heads 
of the respective bureaus over which they preside, 
appendant to the Department of War; and we 


and therefore we should pass their bills; that the 
topography and internal, improvements of the 
country cannot.move onward, unless places are 
provided for those supernumerary ‘' promising 
youths’? who are annually ingrafted upon the 
stock of the military aristocracy of the country 
by the aid of the Military Academy at West 
Point. These young gentlemen, * more favored 
of Heaven than the rest of their kind,’’ must be 
provided for at the “ public crib,” through. the 
instrumentality of these overshadowing bureaus, 
and sent beyond the mountains to teach the 
farmers and the hardy yeomanry there how to 
make roads scientifically. Yes, sir, and how to 
vote wisely and properly. It is said, by some 
gentlemen, that they have not neglected this latter 
branch of their business so much as to subject 
them to the censures of their superiors; but that 
the road-makers have sometimes manifested such 
a disposition to mutiny that those ‘booted and 
spurred” teachers of scientific road-making have 
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(to use a western phrase) ‘ been found missing. | 


eo(sal M re we under the au- | 
w, sir, (said Mr. M.,) are y ; lier i , 
a TA of the honorable chairman and ` sir, (said Mr. M.,) I am not, for one, disposed 


the honorable generals stationed in the military $ to enlarge this “ nucleus” of officers, as now or- 
bureaus appurtenant to the Department of War, ganized, without commands or men, or much 
instead of the posts on the frontier, to go on active service, lest it should become an *‘ incu- 
increasing the officers of the Army, and regulating bus” upon the body-politic, which, in medical 
(increasing) their pay and allowances? Isitnot phrase, might require ‘ excision. There are . 
time we should hesitate and investigate more now fourteen paymasters belonging to the peace 
thoroughly the real and actual necessities of these establishment, besides one stationed permanently 
demands?’ For one, Mr. Chairman, I must decline at West Point, who must be burdened with an 
going any further until I have more data to show onerous and responsible duty, judging from the 
me that the interests of the country require our amount of disbursements there. The Paymaster 
compliance. aN General wishes three more, and believes they are 
Morcover, sir, I am opposed, upon principle, necessary, and would be useful by making more 
prompt payments to the troops. 


to uniting the administration of mere ministerial ! 1 7 
and civil duties with military duties in the same Now, sir, | am informed by a military officer, 
hands; yet who can shut his eyes to the fact, who has belonged to the service more than 
that the officers of the Army, since the reduction twenty-five years, that a less number of pay- 
in 1821, have gradually become possessed (per- masters could perform the duty with more punc- 
haps without fault of theirs) of the administration > tuality and dispatch, if they were properly sta- 
of a large share of the civil and ministerial duties tioned. The evil existing, therefore, is not ina 
want of sufficient number of officers, but in a 


of the country? Who disburses the vast annual w of 
appropriations of the public revenues? Who has disposition (a very natural one, I admit) of those 
we have to desire the advantages and pleasures 


the direction and application of the revenues av > adı € L pi 
of civil and domestic life while enjoying the 


annually applied to the improvement of the w t 

country? Is it not mainly in the hands of the rewards and honors of military office. The 

military power, divided and subdivided ‘ into remedies for this evil, I believe, therefore, (said 

detail,” as they express it? Are these officers Mr. M.,) are in the hands of the worthy head . 

accountable to the people, or identified withthem of the pay department, and he has nothing to 

in feeling, to the extent necessary to a harmo- do but apply them. A paymaster should, I 
t believe, be stationed at the general headquarters 


nious action? Many of them, sir, I believe, are f : a 
of great worth, and deserve the confidence they of each regiment of infantry, and of the regiment 
! of dragoons, and at some central post of each 


enjoy, and the approbation they receive. These c f ) , ¢ 
regiment of artillery, instead of the cities and 


must, perhaps, be considered honorable excep- j 
towns, where I am informed that most of them 


tions, rather than as the basis of a general rule. i 
The union of the military and civil powers should, | are now quartered, and sometimes more than one 
in the same time. 


however, always be regarded with jealousy, and . f 
Sir, (said Mr. M.,) in every pcint of view 


resisted in its incipient progress. Some of the { 
military bureaus, as they now exist, therefore, | which I am enabled to take of this question, so 
should, in my opinion, be placed upon a civil: unexpectedly presented to me at this time, I can- 
footing, and the “ brevets,” with which they are , not discover any actual necessity for the adop- 
now filled, should be lopped off as a useless ap- ; tion of the amendment of the Senate, and I there- 
pendage, not in accordance with the spirit of our ', fore hope it will be rejected. 
Civil institutions. I know, sir, that there is not | Lest it may be supposed (said Mr. M.) that 
much ‘in a name,” and I have learned here that | I am unfriendly to the Army generally, from the 
“ names are not things,” yet the propriety and | tenor of my remarks upon this question, I take 
faith of history would always induce me to en- leave to disclaim all such feelings; but I admit | 
deavor to have names indicate what things were | freely that I fear that great abuses have crept 
meant by them. | into its administration. Such, I am confident, is 
Sir, the gathering of these bureaus, so near the | the belief of some of its best and most experi- 
public crib, serves, at least, to remind common | enced officers. I would, sir, if it were in my 
people of the tendencies of our nature; and some, || power, correct these; and I am confident it must 
who have been inclined to tolerate them as inci- ` Be done, or the sense of the American people 
dents to the Government, begin to apprehend that | will ere long overwhelm the establishment. The 
the incidents may become the principals. Ien- | very fact that this provision comes by way of 
tertain, sir, (said Mr. M.,) a high and habitual ' amendment and rider from the Senate shows that 
respect for military service in its proper sphere, | those who propose it are fearful of its fate when 
defending the country in the field, protecting our || separated from its yokefellow. 
hardy and enterprising inhabitants upon the fron- (Mr. R. M. Jounson, the chairman of the Com- 


1) e nucleus,” around which an army could be 


gathered, if occasion should ever require. Now, 


t 


impulses of his generous feeling, the rights and 
interests of those masses of our fellow men scat- 
tered over the surface of our wide country, al- 
ternately submitting to and contending with the 
curse of Heaven, which dooms them to till the 
ground for their daily food. I wish only to re- 
mind my honorable friend that all the revenues 
which Governments receive are obtained either 
' directly or indirectly from the labors of this class, 
: and that this consideration should never be lost 
sight of while we are acting as their Represent- 
atives. 

Again, my honorable friend supposes that I 
am ungenerous with high and honorable officers 
stationed here. I have not intended to be so, sir, 
but I must tell the honorable member that [ do 
believe that these officers prefer to make cam- 
paigns to Washington, in preference to our ex- 
posed and defenseless frontier, which he brings 
to our view in such eloquent and feeling language. 
At all events, they find it, in the course of duty, 
to be here, either in station or in the proper dis- 
charge of duty. Their wants are not limited by 
the scale of civil life; but I shall have another 
and more appropriate occasion to comment upon 
the items of their allowances. Many of them 
now have both hands in your Treasury at once, 
while one at a time, in my opinion, would suffice, 
in these ‘‘ piping times of peace,” for any ordi- 
nary cupidity. Iam confident that if my honor- 
able friend had investigated this question upon 
both sides, he would have come to a different 
result. There are, sir, I perceive, fifty-three 
military posts, besides thirteen arsenals, belong- 
ing to the United States—less than five for each 
paymaster. With the facilities now afforded for 
traveling, I am a little surprised that the worthy 
_ officer at the head of the pay department should 

have made himself believe that this provision was 
in any manner necessary. 


ADDITIONAL PAYMASTERS. 


| REMARKS OF HON. W. C. DUNLAP, 
l OF TENNESSEE, 


In rae Hovse or REPRESENTATIVES, 
March 10, 1836, 

On the bill for paying the Troops and Volunteers received 
into the service of the United States; the question pend- 
ing being the amendment of the Senate providing for the 
appointment of two additional Payiasters. 

Mr. DUNLAP said: The House must now 
see the situation in which it was placed by the 
amendment of the Senate to this apprupriation 
bill. He would venture to assert that there was 
not half a dozen members who knew what they 
were voting for when they voted to suspend the 
rules of the House, and postpone the special 
orders of the day, to take up this bill. He was 
warranted in this assertion from the vote just 


tier, and would reward it liberally by pecuniary || mittee on Military Affairs, replied at length.] 
Rha and the meed of public approbation; || Mr. MANN rejoined, that he felt constrained, 
ut that respect is much impaired when I see | in justice both to the honorable gentleman and 
those military and chivalrous men withdrawing | himself, to say a word by way of rejoinder. He 
from their proper sphere into the cloisters of the || had been greatly misunderstood, or he had mis- 
Government, seeking civil employments under || represented the honorable member. Mr. M. did 
military garments, and receiving sinecure and || understand the honorable chairman to say that 
patriotism money in exchange for the higher and |! he did not urge the adoption of this provision as . 
nobler rewards of military service. But, Mr. ; necessary to the service in Florida, and he be- 
Chairman, (said Mr. M.,) I find myself digress- | lieved he understood him correctly; but the hon- 
ing too far from the immediate question. The |; orable gentleman now appeals to me in behalf of 
honorable gentleman from Kentucky had in- |; our bleeding countrymen; our defenseless fron- 
formed us that there was no immediate necessity |; tier; our women and children exposed to the : 
for passing this amendment in order to pay the | relentless tomahawk of savage war. Thisappeal, 
troops now in service in Florida, and that he || sir, would be effectual and well in the proper 
himself would not vote for the provision for this 
purpose; and therefore he opposes the amend- ; 
ment moved by the honorable gentleman from | 
Tennessee (Mr. Cave Jounson] to limit this pro- ‘| 
vision to one year. I cannot (said Mr. M.) see |: 
the necessity of these three additional paymasters | 
from any data now before me. It is perceptible, 
by this time, that Ido not put such unqualified | will receive my warmest support; others I can- 
confidence in these brevet heads of bureaus as ' not approbate. I am obliged, sir, to scrutinize 
the honorable chairman on Military Affairs. | the recommendations of the honorable gentle- 
This may be my misfortune—perhaps my fault. man with some care, because I know that he 
Thereare continual calls for an increase of these | possesses so much of the milk of human kind- 
officers. Bear in mind, however, that there are |! ness in his “gentle nature,” that it is hardly 
now, sir, six hundred and seventy-one commis- !` possible for him to resist the personal importu- 
sioned officers belonging to the Army of about |: nities of his friends, to which he is constantly | 
six thousand men, or one commissioned officer ‘i exposed, and which impels him onward, uncon- 
for about nine men, forming what is called aii sciously forgetting for the moment, under the 


i honorablefriend. The honorable gentleman com- 
| plains that 1 attack all the recommendations of 
the Committee on Military Affairs. In this, sir, 
he does me injustice. I do not condemn indis- ; 
criminately. Some—yes, many of the recom- 
mendations of that committee have received and 


l: place, but not after the admissions made by my | 


i taken on the motion made by himself to take up 
: the Tennessee land bill. He had not complained 

at the Elouse for that vote; he knew well the 
i reasons that induced the gentlemen to give the 
votes they did. The special orders contain two 
‘bills that the necessity of the Government re- 
quired the action of this House upon immediately. 


|. As to the other bills included in the special order, 


‘there was not that necessity for immediate action. 
Although the House refused to suspend the rules 
to take up the bill in which his State and constit- 
uents were so much interested, we find ourselves 
voting for a suspension of the rules to take aE a 

. bill to increase the number of paymasters. SI, 

' would any member on this floor have given such 

a vote if he had known for what he was voting? 

How inconsistent must he have been to vote to 

postpone the Navy and fortification bills, since 

we have so often been told the public service 18 

suffering for the want of money to be appropri- 

ated by those bills, and to take up a bill to in- 
crease the number of paymasters! Mr. D. said 
the House had voted for the caption of the bill 

! without any knowledge of what amendments had 

been offered by the other branch of the Legisla- 

‘ture. The House believed they were voting s 

take up a bill ‘‘ for the payment of volunteer ang 

militia corps in the service of the United States. 

The bill had passed this House without any op 

There was not a member that woul 

hhold from that gallant band 


i 
I 
! out 
| position. 


| for one moment wit 


1836.] 


JATH Conacciee Sess. ji 


of soldiers now engaged in the service of the Uni- 
ted States in Florida, in putting an end to the 
cruel and savage war of the Seminole Indians. 
Mr. D. said, in what situation are we who are 
o d to the increase of paymasters? We are 
liable to be charged with opposing the bill appro- 
riating money to pay the gallant sons of the 
uth, who did not wait, when their country 
needed their services, to be drafted; but, sir, the 
only draft was, who should stay at home. All, 
es, all were ready, willing, and anxious to go 
and fight the battles of their country. He, for 
one, was unwilling to be placed in such a situa- 
tion. If this manner of legislation is adopted, of 
putting measures of a different character in the 
same bill, what will be aur situation? Sir, take, 
for example, the case now before the House. 
Suppose a majority of this House shall be op- 
posed to increase the number of paymasters, and 
non-concur in the Senate’a amendment, and the 
Senate should refuse to recede from their amend- 
ment: the House will be compelled either to lose 
the bill, as the fortification bill was lost last ses- 
sion, or agree to increase the number of pay- 
roasters. Mr. D. said he was utterly opposed to 
auch a practice of legislation. It was anparlia- 
mentary, end the House should unanimously 


refuse to adopt such a principle. Mr. D, said, ' 
‘as to the amendment, he desired that its merits | 
might be considered when the bill of this House | 


‘on that subject came up, and also the bills to in- 
crease the engineer and topographical corps. It 
-would seem strange to his constituents that four- 


toen men were not sufficient to pay quarterly six ` 


thousand men what the Government owed them. 
It was certainly strange to him, if they could not 
each pay lens than five hundred men, although 
they were stationed over a large tract of country, 
The facilities of traveling were now very great; 
‘much more so than in 1821, when fourteen 
-wnatera were considered sufficient. - —. 


ADDITIONAL PAYMASTERS. 


‘REMARKS OF HON. R. M. JOHNSON, 
` OF KENTUCKY; i 
In rup Hovsz or REPRESENTATIVES, 


“March 10, 1836, 


{n the Committee of the Whole, on the question of agree- 
- ment to the amendment of the Senate to the bill from 


tho Howse, providing for the payment of Volunteers and ; 


Militia in the service of the United States. 
_ Mr. JOHNSON observed that, as chairman of 
the Military Committee, it became hia duty to 
„explain the matter in question by a simple state- 
‘ment df the facts cenneeted with the bill and the 
amendments. He was reluctant to intrude upon 
the time of the committee by any remarks of his; 
-but the views of the War De 
-chief of the pay department, and of the Military 

ommittee, which were in perfect coincidence, 
ought to. be known to every member before 
-giving his vote. 

The bill (said he) provides that the militia, 
when called into actual service, shall receivethe 
-same pay as the regular Army, and that the 
widows of such as may die in the service shall 
receive five years’ half pay, and that the widows 
of such as shall. perish in the regular service shall 
also receive five years’ half pay. This bill passed 
-the House, and was sent to the Senate. 

Another bill has been reported by the Military 
Committee, providing for the appointment: of 
three additional paymasters to the Army, but it 
has not yet been acted upon by the House. 

The bill which passed the House has been 
taken up by the Senate, and amended by adding 
to it the other bill for the appointment of three 
additional; paymasters, and in that form returned 
to the House for its concurrence. The bill, then, 
as r-tatned from the Senate, } parila to us the 
two bills amalgamated, one of which has already 
been passed by the House, the other matured by 
the committee, but not yet acted upon vy the 
‘House. Though the committee of the Houde 
reported two hills to effect the object of the one 
billas amended, the Senate did not discover such 
@ want of relation between the: two ás to render 
it improper to embrace the. whole gs ve in one 
ne The whole is strictly mili : 


tary. It specifies 
allowance to be made for miliary services, 


pay- i 


rtment, of the | 
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| and it provides for a sufficient increase of the 
j| number of disbursing officers to carry this, to- 
| peber mib the preëxisting laws, into effect. 
'| There is in it nothing of that complexity caicu- 
‘lated to produce confusign; nothing novel or 


anomalous.. The object of a law is lost without: 


the means of carrying it into effect; and the Pay- 
master General, knowing, from practical demon- 
_ stration, the immediate necessity of the measure, 
requested the amendment to. made by the. 
Senate. The committee of the Senate gave to 
the subject the same investigation which the com- 
; mittee of the House had done, and arrived at 


‘the same conclusion. They incorporated, as an, 


i, amendment, the same bill, verbatim, which had. 
`: been reported by the Military Committee to the 
i House. The Senate adopted the amendment, and 
‘asked the concurrence of the Howse. Their ob- 
‘| ject appears to have been, not to counteract the 
; Views of the House, but to further them, by so 
; accelerating the business as to give efficacy to the 

: measure at the moment when our bleeding coun- 
try feels its necessity. f 
te is objected by gentlemen that we have already 
fourteen paymasters—a number. quite sufficient 
for the payment of an army of but six or seven, 

:: thousand men. The.argument seems. specious, 
and it is admitted that half the number would be 
amply sufficient for a much larger army, if they 
were consolidated at one, two, or three stations.. 
' But the labor imposed on the paymaster is not 
proportioned ta the number of troops, ‘as the 

` gentleman would seem to intimate. Itis propor- 
tioned to the scattered situation, and the remote- 
ness from each other of the stations occupied by. 
the troops. [Ít requires as much time and labor 
|, fora paymaster to perform a journey. of five hun- 
‘| dred miles to pay three companies at three differ- 
ent stations, as it would to pay: three. regiments 
of.a thousand men eagh, at pne-station, The 
|| present number. of paymasters was fixed in 1821, 
when the number of military stations was- much 
less than what they areatthis time; and,even then, 
some of our troops, cocupying distant posts, were 
kept out of their pay for more than six months 
together, and in-some instances reduced to a state 
of actual suffering, in time-of peace, for want of 
proper facilities to give them their pay according 
to law. Our military stations are now greatly 
extended in their distance, and multiplied in-their 
number. They are spread along our maritime 
frontier from. Eastport, in Maine, to Florida and 
| New Orleans, in the South; aud upon our western 
frontier, from the Red river; along the western 
-border of Arkansas, Missouri, and en the Upper 
Mississippi, to Green Bay and Mackinac, in the 
‘North, embracing the whole ciccumference of the 
United States, and farming a circuit of ten thou- 
sand miles. The whole of thie circuit must be 
traversed once every three monthy by paymasters, 
i| or the troops cannot receive their-compensation 


they enter the service. It is required of each pay- 
master to prepare pay-rolls, visit every. station 
within his cists, pay each person his due, and 
-make his return, properly euthenticated, to the 
paymaster pren for adjudication oneg in-every 
three months. The labor hap been found to be 
physically impracticable. Offeers-and pritates 
in Forde, the seat'of recent slaughter, have been 
deprived of their pay for more than: six months 
together; and it has been stated thet the yoluar 
teers who aeted ‘so’ gallant n part in the Black 
‘Hawk wer, did not, in many instances, recipe 
their pay for more than a. year after their services 
terminated. In these cases the fault is. not pseribr 
able to the disbursing officers, nor to the Departr 
ment, but ‘to the want of n sufficient number of 
paymasters to perform. the service.: Ie thie ‘ths 
treatment which our heroic Army- merita from 
the nesion which it-defends?. 0.0 0 tf 

.. Gentlemen now call: for proaf of the-sorrecty 
neas of the statement. (eg penton artery evidence 
as shall satisfy them that the-present nunibar:is 
inadequate .to the sorviec. It in net posatbla, 
sir; to subject: this to the ‘rales of mathematical 
dethonstretion, begause it is not a propositian:of 
that nature. :..But we have ‘suffieiant evidence to 
patiofy the mont incredulous: mind, if credit-is dae 
to the agseveratins--of disinterested men-of the 
highest: honor and truat. The: measure is recom 
| mended by the Preaidents who is'nos utterly ignor 


according to the terms of the law under which. 


rant of what is necessary to perfect our military, 
establishment. It is recommended by the Secre- 
tary of War, who is not unacquainted with the 
| wants of his Department. It is earnestly recom- 
| mended by General Towson, the Paymaster Gen- 


|: eral, who alleges the impossibility of punctuality. 


m paying the Army promptly with the present 
number of paymasters; and it is long experience 
which has demonstrated to him the truth of the 
proposition. His veracity is unimpeached and 
unimpeachable. His character, both as a man 
and as an officer, will stand every scrutiny. He. 
has no end to answer, in this request, but his 
country’s good; and if any other temptation could 
` present itself, no person would suspect him capa- 
le of yielding to it. With these authorities, I 
ask no farther evidence of the necessity of the 
measure proposed in the amendment, ithout, 
it the Government cannot. fulfill its stipulations 
tothe Army. The money is provided; the ap- 
propraation is made; the service is performed;, 
ut for want of a sufficient number of paymas- 
ters, the heroic band is defrauded of its timely 
dues;.the officers and soldiers are reduced to suf- 
fering, and the Treasury-is not benefited ane cent 
by the delay... And is this true economy? No, 
sir, it ia prodigality. Economy gives sufficient 
aid to effect the entire object of appropriations. 
, The.want of these means is alike destructive to 


'| public and private credit, and must end in disas- 


| ters, which ‘years of true economy cannot repair. 
The tendency of any measure which has an 
unjust bearing upon any‘class of citizens, whats 
| ever may be its present prospect, will always and 
in misfortune. Butif any one class merits.promptr 
neas in meting to. them their stipend, it is the 
Army. Their whole allowance is but a scanty 
competence, They serve not their sountry for 
money; - They form 6 bulwark of defense around 
us, and glory is their reward... Of thisthey have 
surrquaded themselves with a radiance as lasting 
as the sunbeams, which the eye of envy can 
pever poantinss and weeannot.deprive them of 
it. The complaints of officers occasionally visit- 
ing ‘the seat of Government, whether an duty or 
on furlough, cannot eclipse their glory, nor pluck 
one laurel from their brows.. . Their. deeds of 
chivalry. during the late war have covered them 
with-immortal:hopors;. «pd the character of those 
who compose this little amy for intelligence and 
honor -is unsurpassed. by. any equal number in 
creation. ‘Why; then, withhold from. them, agir 
stipulated dues.after they become payable! 
contract, for the trifling consideration of furnish- 
ing a sufficient number: of disbursing, officers to 
perform this service?. s . 
This measure is.but a branch of the system of 
defense which the safety of our whole interior 
frontier imperiously demands. The States bor- 
‘dering upon the savages are warranted. in the 
expectation of protactian-from. the: tomahawk and 
‘scalping knife. The wansof this .ayatem, has 
already stained the watere of tha Upper Missis- 
sippi, and deluged the Illinois with’ the bload of 
innocence; aad -Florida,is now: bleading under the 
hand,of savage barbarity; when.a small propor- 
tion of the moneys which. thèse two wars w1 
have cost, qxpended.in perfecting the system of 
which -thig.:cagaayre is an-important branch, 


would- hava prevented. the catastrophe. The 
game.scenes will be reacted in Arkansag, in. Mis- 
souri, in our. Northwestern Taiepa the 
whale system. of grotedtion thall: he, adopted, 
The destruciea pf: many valuable lives 9nd the 
waate-of many millions of. dollars, will: be the 
cqriain. result, though. the-aneuel -appropeiauon 
‘of afew handsed thousand -dollars,.app 19 
prepar time, may prevent the dingstera, .--. 

ete ty i o priye per eee 
-NORTH CAROLINA CONTESTED RLECTION. 
REMARKS OF HON. A; P.-MAURY, 
certs to Oy TENNESSEM y 
y tan Howse or REPRESENTAMIYES, 

Ahe i ting farther thae } 
On theta) elpetos of Me. ‘Gripau, phe of the sitting 
“members from North Caroling. ae 

‘Mri. MAURY said-he hoped the House would 
not make this subject the order of the day for any 
particular-and. proximate.day; but that it would 
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etevery motion of that nature, forthe purpose | 
ertaining the resolution proposed by the: 

n from New York (Mr. Harp] to re- 
commit the reports and documents to the Com- 
mittee of Elections, with instructions to grant 
further time to the sitting member to take depo- 
sitions, He respectfully asked the attention of 
the House tor a few moments, while he proceeded 
to state, as succinetly as he might, the reasons 
in favor of such a disposition. 

The Committee of Elections met for the first 
time on the second Monday of the present ses- 
sion. The chairman was instructed to inform 
the sitting member and the petitioner that on the 
following day their presence was desired for the 
purpose of ascertaining if they were ready, and 
of entertaining any propositions which they 
might think proper to make. They appeared 
accordingly——the sitting member in person, and 
the petitioner in person and by counsel. In the 
course of the session the sitting member sub- 
mitted a protest, in which he objected to the 
reception, as evidence, of all the depositions 
referred to the committee, on account of the 
vagueness and generality of the notices for taking 
them which had been served on him by the peti- 
tioner. The counsel for the petitioner combated, 
with much earnestness, and at great length, the 
objections contained in the protest; and the com- 
mittee adjourned without coming to any decision 
on the subject. This protest, if sustained, would 
decide the question in limine, and render any 
further proceedings, at least till other eotimony 
not liable to its exception should be produced, 
unnecessary. 

In consequence, however, of the absence, from 
indisposition, or other sufficient cause, of several 
members of the committee, a decision on the pro- 
test was deferred from day to day, until a full 
session of all the members could be had. This 
did not take place till the 15th of January, when 
the objections of the protest were overruled by a 
majority of the committee. The sitting member, 
on pone apprised of this decision, promptly 
applied for further time to take depositions. He 
stated the persons whose testimony he desired to 
procure, the voters whose qualifications he im- 
peached, and the particular disqualifications under 
which they labored. That this application was 
not earlier made, is ascribable to causes over 
which the sitting member had no control. At 
the earliest possible period he had offered a pro- 
test, in the nature of a plea in abatement, to all 
the testimony before the committee. If a decision 
had been made promptly and adversely to the 
views of the sitting member, there is every reason 
to believe that the application for further time 
would have been as promptly made. But the 
committee did not so decide. The investigation 
dragged its slow length along till the middle of 
January. If, then, this application would have : 
been deemed reasona®le at the commencement of , 
the session, it is contended that the sitting mem- ' 
ber did not lose any right, ought not to be de- | 
prived of any privilege, in consequence of a delay | 
which he not only did not occasion, but of which | 
he deprecated the continuance. By every con- 
sideration of justice and fair dealing he stood, on 
the 15th of January, when the preliminary ob- 
jections raised by him to the receivability of the 
testimony were overruled, precisely where he 
would have stood if those objections had not been 
made, or, when made, been promptly acted on— 
at the threshold of the investigation. 

Placing, then, the sitting member on this ground 
—a ground from which he cannot rightfully be 
removed—let us examine whether the merits of 
thé application are such as, if made at the outset, 
would have entitled him to the delay asked for. 

The election was held early in August last. 
The sitting member was not apprised by the pe- 
titioner of his intention to contest the seat till the 
2d of October following, a period of nearly two 
months. The first notice to take depositions was 
served on the sitting member on the 19th of Oc- 
tober, and the 29th of that month designated as 
the time when the actual taking of them was to 
commence. In all this long interval, from early 
in August till the 19th of October, the petitioner, 
it is fair to presume, was ransacking the district 
for the purpose of ferreting out testimony to 
‘sustain his pretensions; while the sitting mem- 


reje 
of ent 
gentlema 


| 


sworn officers and in his certificate of election, | 


did not make corresponding exertions. 

When, therefore, the notices were served on 
him, he had difficulties to encounter which were 
peculiar to his position. He had a district of 
great extent to traverse, two hundred miles in 
length, by about ninety in breadth, comprising 
within its limits six sparsely populated counties, 
and presenting, in its broken and mountainous 
surface, physical obstacles to traveling of the 
most formidable nature. He had to encounter 
an opponent forearmed, who had already sur- 
bowed he ground, selected his positions, and mar- 
shaled his array of witnesses. He had to act 
upon the inadequate information of vague and 
general notices to appear, in rapid succession, at 
points remote from each other, alike uninformed 
of the witnesses to be examined, the voters al- 
leged to be unqualified, and the particular dis- 
qualifications charged against them. It resulted, 
then, from the very necessities of his position, 
that he was taken by surprise. 

It was utterly impossible that he should pre- 
pare himself beforehand with explanatory or re- 
butting testimony. Everything was withheld 
from him but the single privilege of cross-exam- 
ination, and of that he could not avail himself, in 
one instance at least, even by attorney. 

The depositions, as before stated, were com- 
menced to be taken on the 29th of October. In 
thirty days from that time the sitting member 
was called to this place to enter upon the dis- 
charge of his public duties. Of these thirty days 
the greater portion were monopolized by the pe- 
titioner, leaving him inadequate time to travel in- 

, termediate distances, much less to take de 
‘in his own behalf. 

Such being the facts of the case, can it be pre- 
tended, with any approach to plausibility, that 
the sitting member was placed on a level of equal- 
ity with his competitor ?—that -he had an equal 
opportunity afforded him of procuring and mar- 
shaling his testimony ? 

At an early stage of this debate, the case of 
Letcher and Moore was cited as a precedent in 
point against the pending application. But so far 
as it was analogous to the present, he (Mr. M.) 
drew from it a directly contrary conclusion. 
That election, like the one in question, took place 
early in August; the district was much smaller, 
the country more level and traversable, and not 
only the names of the voters, but the person for 
whom they voted, placed on record. The latter 


; advantage, resulting from the viva voce mode of ` 


voting, must have greatly abridged the labor of 
the parties to that controversy. Yet, on reaching 
this place, they both applied for further time, and 
further time, till the Ist of January was granted 
them. In point of fact, they did not return till 
| the middle of that month, and they were allowed 
, till some time in March to prepare briefs, and 
‘arrange the testimony. If time was granted to 
' both in that case, why not to one in this? 
On the 31st of November and Ist of December 


|. depositions were taken on behalf of the petitioner 


at Morganton, in Burke county, about six hun- 
dred miles from this place. The sitting member ; 
was notified of the fact, but alleges that, inasmuch : 
as it was physically impossible for him to attend ' 
there, and reach the seat of Government, where | 
paramount public duties called him, by the 7th 


li 


suggestion afterwards of his absente, to another | 
friend, to attend and actin his behalf. Neither | 
of them did attend; and the sitting member was, | 
| In fact, unrepresented. The depositions taken | 
under these circumstances are, therefore, ex parte, 

; and ought not to be received as evidence. 
He (Mr. M.) was no lawyer; but he had al- | 
ways understood that the object of notice was to ` 
give the adverse party an opportunity to attend 
either in person, or by attorney, for the purpose 
of cross-examining witnesses. If he cannot at- 
tend in person, the option, which can alone give 
validity to the notice, is taken from him. he 
obstacles to personal attendance may be either | 
physical or moral. Physical, as if, for example, | 
sufficient time be not allowed him to reach the | 


positions | 


of December, he wrote to one friend, and, on the || 


lution of facts, Mr. M. said he would not enlarge; 
it need only be suggested to produce a proper im- 
pression on every mind at all conversant with 
jadicial investigations, A state of things might 
possibly arise, resulting from the decision of the 
House on other points involved in this contro- 
versy, which would make the admissibility of this 
testimony the hinge on which the election would 
turn; and the question is propounded whether gen- 
tlemen could reconcile it to their sense of justice 
to oust the sitting member upon evidence which 
may justly be characterized as ex parte, and under 
circumstances which would render them obnox- 
ious, whether deservedly or not, to the imputa- 
tion of partiality, or at least precipitance ? 

There is another view of this case, (Mr. M. 
said,) which he wished to present. This is not 
so much a contest between the sitting member 
and the petitioner, as between the majority and 
minority of the people of the twelfth congressional 
district of North Carolina. The point of difficulty 
is to ascertain which is the rightful majority of 
legal voters. By all the sanctions of our free in- 
stitutions, the voice of that majority, from which- 
ever side it may issue, has a right to be heard on 
this floor. Every avenue should be opened which 
may let inadditional light upon the subject. Let 
the facts on each side be fully and fairly presented, 
and then we may arrive at a decision which will 
‚abide the test of public scrutiny. Even if the 

imputation of laches, of negligence in procuring 
testimony, could justly attach, as it cannot, to the 
sitting member, this should not affect, injuriously, 
the interests of those whom he claims to repre- 
sent. The petitioner, if indeed he be the rightful 
Representative, cannot be injured by delay, but, 
on thecontrary, benefited. Time hasever proved 
itself, not the enemy, but the friend of truth. 
Another argument in favor of delay, is dedu- 
cible from the fact that there is no law of Congress 
regulating the mode of proceeding in cases of 
contested election. The sitting member was sud- 
, denly launched into this ocean of investigation, 
without chart or compass to direct hiscourse. It 
cannot be said that he has not conformed to law, 
when there is no law. He knew not what evi- 
dence was admissible, and what inadmissible. 
The statute-book did, indeed, once speak upon 
the subject; but its voice has long since ceased. 
The law expired by its own limitation, and Con- 
gress applied no Promethean fire to prolong its 
existence. If precedents be appealed to, they 
are vague, loose, and contradictory; sometimes 
adapted to subserve the ends of temporary polit- 
ical interests, sometimes conforming to the laws 
of the particular State in which the contest arose, 
just as the caprice or wisdom, the policy or pas- 
sion, of majorities in this body or its committees 
might suggest. Under these circumstances, to 
adopt a rigorous rule, and give it a retrospective 
operation, would be virtually to enact an ex post 
facto law—a mode of proceeding which. is the 
resort of despotism, and therefore not to be tol- 
erated in a free country. 
|. It may be said that the sitting member should 
i have looked to the laws of North Carolina regu- 
| lating the mode of proceeding in contested elec- 
| tions for the State Legislature. The proper reply 
i to this is, in the first place, that those laws have 
no binding force either upon him or upon Con- 
gress; and in the second place, that regulations 
| which may be very appropriate to cases of which 
| the theater of operations is ¢ircumscribed within 
the limits of one county, may be very unjust and 
oppressive in their practical bearings, when ex- 
| tended over a congressional district of six times 
the extent. The laws of North Carolina, for ex- 
ample, provide that notice of an intention to con- 
test the seat of a member returned for the Legis- 
lature shall be given within thirty days of the 
meeting of that body. This time may be amply 


place designated in the notice on the day ap- | 
pointed. Moral, if paramount public duties, of 


sufficient where the sphere of investigation is 
confined to one county. But where, as 10 the 
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The Cumberland Road—Mr. Clay, Mr. Tipton. 


- SENATE. 


resent case, Six counties are embraced , the num- 
rof days, by the rule of proportion, would be 
multiplied six-fold. : . 
Allusions have been made in the course of this `! 
debate to the political preferences and connections ` 
of the parties to this controversy. The gentle- 
man from North Carolina, [Mr. Brnvum,] in ref- 
erence to the motion, dictated by a sense of 
justice, of the gentleman from New York, (Mr. 
Haro) to allow the petitioner a seat within the 
bar of this House, and the privilege of speaking 
in his own behalf, remarked the other day that he 
would hesitate to receive favors from political or 
rsonal enemies. The gentleman from New 
ork (Mr. Mann] threw out this morning an 
intimation or threat, unless a certain course imdi- 
cated by himself were pursued by those whom 
he was pleased to denominate the political friends 
of the sitting member, this would be made a party 
question. Political or personal enemies? Party 
questions! Sir, how came those gentlemen to | 
know that the political connections of the sitting | 
member and the petitioner were different and ad- 
verse? Rumor has informed us that, in their 
canvass before‘the people, both those gentlemen 
avowed the same political preferences in regard to | 
men. 
seats on this floor, and can disabuse our minds | 
of the faise impression. But if it be true, what 
propriety is there in giving utterance to such sar- 
casms and minatery admonitions? 


I 
| 
il 
ti 
im 


however, that those gentlemen have held, or do i 


the State of Ohio, and inserting $200,000; and by 


striking out $350,000, appropriated for the road in 
the State of Indiana, and inserting $100,000. 

Mr. TIPTON observed that he would not have 
troubled the Senate with a single remark on the 
subject now under consideration, had he not 
found opposition to this measure from a quarter 
qa unexpected and new to him; and he had no 

oubt that it will be news to his constituents that 


i they were not prepared to expect. 


The Senator from Kentucky, [Mr. Crar,] 
who moved to reduce the appropriation to the 
amount applied on the road last year, was surely 
not seriously hostile to the continuation of it, 
after having supported this work, with great 
ability, for thirty years; and he could not believe 
‘that he wanted it abandoned, but rather wished 
to reduce the sum required, that the road might 
be longer in progress. The gentleman wanted 
to be six years doing what he tMr. T.) proposed 
to do in three. 


Something had been said with |; 


regard to the number of hands that could be | 


employed economically. On this subject doubts 
had been expressed as to whether a sufficient 


i number of hands could be found to perform the 
i work. We are now (said Mr. T.) in 
If the rumor be unfounded, they both have || of constructing but two public works in the State, 


rogress 


the Wabash canal and the Cumberland road. 
Contractors have gone from:public works alread y 
completed in New York, Pennsylvania, and Ohio, 


Granting, | and they have taken with them hands, generali 


Irish laborers, and tools sufficient to go on wit 


hold, antagonistic sentiments and preferences in | these works. They were now, and would remain, 


regard to the great questions, whether relating to . 
men or measures, which divide and agitate the 
country, is the principle to be acted on, and not ' 
only acted on, but openly avowed, in this Hall, 
that on questions ofa judicial resort—of questions + 
which affect the purity of the elective franchise, ; 


the discipline of party is to prevail over the dic- ‘| 


tates of justice, and right to be trampled under 


on those works until they were finished, if the 
money to continue them was appropriated; but 
if you cut dewn and limit the appropriation, 
(said Mr. T.,) you put off the time of finishing 
the road, and you double the expenses. 

The State of Indiana has appropriated ten mil- 
lions of dollars for internal improvements, had 
organized a board of public works to conduct 


foot at the nod of power? Sir, this is a judicial | them. Two canals, two railroads, and one turn- 
‘question. Our functions are those of judges, not | pike road, were to be made, and the board would 


of legislators; of jurors, to try facts, and not of 
political partisans to stifle or distort them. Let | 
us examine and decide upon the question in the | 
spirit of candor and impartiality. Let us place | 
it where alone it should stand, on its naked, ab- 
tract merits, separated from every extraneous | 
attribute of party, and purified from the discolor- ` 
ations of passion or of prejudice. Let us grant 
the application for further time. i 


THE CUMBERLAND ROAD. 


DEBATE IN THE SENATE, 


; February 26, 1836, 
On the bilt making an appropriation for the completion of ; 
the Cumberland Road in the States of Ohio, Indiana, 

Ilinois, and Missouri. E 

Mr. CLAY, after a few preliminary remarks, | 
said he felt then, as he always did, a great solici- 
tude for this road; but he owned he felt also some | 
difficulties on the subject. The great system of | 
internal improvements which he had advocated | 
forso many years had been suspended, and by | 
the coöperation, too, of the very States most in- 
terested in the system, and for whose benefit this 
road was to be made. ‘The States of Tennessee 
and Kentucky had received less money from the 
Government than any other two ‘States in the 
Union. In the project to extend a great leading 
road from Nashville to the Gulf of Mexico, an 
appropriation to 4mostimportant link from Mays- 
ville to Lexington, in forming a conneetion 
tween that road and the Cumberland road, had 
been vetoed: and Kentucky had, by her own 
enterprise, to make the road herself. If he weré 
to listen to a spirit of resentment, he might say 
he would withhold his support until all the States 
received equal benefits; but he was willing to go 
on to the Mississippi, and also to aid in those 
improvements east of the Wabash, to a reason- 
ableextent. He hoped the gentlemen from Indi- 
ana (Mr. Hexparcxs and Mr. Tipton] would let 
them circumscribe the appropriation, until bridges 
were built over the Wabash and Ohio rivers. The 


must seek employment elsewhere. 


country embraced in this of the road was poor 
and thinly settled, and, Re thousht, did nòt re- 
quire so much expenditure now, ` ae 
, Mr. C. then moved to amend the bill by strik- 
ing out $320,000, the appropriation for the road in 


| meet in a few days to determine on their plan of 
| operations for this year. If you make a large 
| appropriation (said Mr. T.) for the national road, 
itis probable that the State will not commence 
| any of her new works this year; for the Wabash 
| canal and national road may employ al! the hands 
' now there; but if you reduce the appropriation 
' as proposed by the motion of the honorable Sen- 
| ator, there will not be sufficient funds to pay for 
the labor of all the hands now there, and they 
Thus you 
' will procrastinate the time, and double the ex- 
| pense of finishing the road. No good reason had 
besa assigned for reducing the sum proposed in 
the bill. It-was admitted on all hands that there 
was abundant money in the Treasury; and the 
Senator from Ohio had shown clearly, to his 
mind, that they might pags this bill, the fortifi- 
cation bill, and the favorite land bi:l of the Sen- 
ator from Keritucky, and stili they would have a 
large surplus at the beginning of the year 1837. 
When this bill was before the Senate, some days 
ago, an honorable Senator from South Carolina 
[Mr. Catnoun] moved to lay it on the table; and 
he understood him to say that he made the mo- 
tion to prevent heavy drafts being made on the 
Treasury, until he was informed whether we 
were to have peace or war. ‘Fhe gentlemar was 
kind enough to withdraw his motion—for which 
I thank him—to give the friends of the bill an 
opportunity to explain and defend it. I am happy 
now, bit, (said Mr. T.;) to say that a favorable 
change in-our foreign relations justifies me in 
assuring the Senator that there is no reason tö 
apprehend’ war from any quarter, unless it bé 
those skirmishes that happen now and then with 
the Indians on our frontier; ‘but should it ever 
become necenary for us, as a nation, to choose 
between war and a dishonorable peace, he had 
no doubt the Senator from South Carolina and 
himself, whether at that time citizens or Senators, 
would be found contending, side by side, for the 
honor of the country. He could not suppose that 
the Senator from South Carolina was actuated by 


other motives in making that motion than a strong 
sense of public duty. He had too long known 
him asa friend to internal improvement, to believe 
that any other motive could influence him to vote 
against an appropriation for the national road: 


A 


He confessed that he was surprised to see a 
newspaper Puly to the Senator, in noticing 
his motion to lay the bill on the table, attempt to 

| give it a party coloring, the paper remarking that 
i his motion caused a fluttering among the friends 
| of the Administration. He would regret to sce 
` the question on the passage of this bill made a 
party question; indeed he did not see how it 
could be made so. It never had been considered 


|, a party measure; and of the political parties that 


| had existed in this country for the last thirty 
years; some members have supported, and others 
; have opposed appropriations forthe national road, 
‘ without regard to political bearing. If proof 
; were wanting at this late day to establish the 
' national character of this road, he could refer to 
an able report, made by the honorable Senator 
himself, while he was at the head of an important 
Department of the Government, to be found at 
page 61 of the Senate’s Documents, second ses- 
sion of the Nineteenth Congress. It was there 
shown that the continuation of the Cumberland 
road to St. Louis was of national importance. 
| This had never been questioned. 
| ‘The Cumberland road was commenced under 
alaw of Congress of 29th March, 1806, while 
Mr. Jefferson was President of the United States; 
it was favored by him, and by every Adminis- 
tration since his day; by none less than by the 
| present Administration. It was true that this 
; road had many friends among the present puny 
i in power, and it was equally true that it had able 
| and efficient supporters among those who did not 
| Support the present Administration. Others op- 
, posed this road on grounds satisfactory to them- 
selves and their constituents; and we have no 
right (said Mr. T.) to object to their opposition; 
but I protest against a bill of so much importance 
ı to those whom I have the honor in part to rep- 
| resent, being condemned to die on your table, 
without:giving to its friends a hearing. 
- Mr. T. begged honorable Senators to come up 
to a vote on this bill, not as a party question, but 
as ‘a-measure in which both national faith and 
| national honor were pledged to the young States 
of the West, for the completion of this road to 
Missouri. Thedct of Congress of 1606, to which 
he alluded, and to which he begged leave to refer 
gentlemen who had doubts on the subject, au- 
thorized a survey of a road fróm Cumberland, in 
Maryland, or from a point on:the Potomac river, 
near Cumberland, over' the mountains, to the 
State of Ohio; and provides that the money— 
$30,000—appropriated for that object was to be 
refunded to the Treasuty ott of the fund set 
apart by the compact between the United States 
and the State of Ohio, for making roads leading 
to that State. By compacts between the United 
States and the new States, a portion of the pro- 
ceeds of the sales of the public lands was set 
apart for the purpose of making roads leading to 
them; and the ‘continuation of this road was in 
compliance with these compacts entered into, he 
might say, with the whole West, which would 
ere long be more than one half the Union. Under 
this compact, these States, on their admission 
into the Union, relinquished the right to tax lands 
owned by the United States, or lards sold by 
them within their limits, for five years from their 
sale; and the United States agreed to give to these 
new States lands for education, salines, and this 
road fund as an équivalent for relinquishing their 
right of taxation: (UR POE eR 0. o 
- Mr. T. put the vote on the’ pill on the ground 


of complying with, the compact between the Uni- 
ted Sas and the new States of the Northwest. 
We have aright (said Mr. T.) to expect appro- 
priations to continue this road to the far West, 
not as a gift or a grant ta the new, States, but in 
compliance with an agreement between the Gen- 
etal Government and their people at the time of 
their admission into the Union,, Were there no 
compact, the United States, being the great land- 
holder in the new States, would find it both their 
interèst and their duty to contribute’ money fot 
constructing a road leading to their own lands. 
Those i opposed this road surely had nota 
hope of arresting its progress westward; for as 
population increased in the older States, the young 
and the enterprising naturally looked to the West 
for a residence and futare home, and they emi- 
grated to the Mississippi valley. He was forcibly 
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struck with a remark made by an honorable Sen- 4 
ator from South Carolina, [Mr. Prestron.] He | 
told us yesterday (said Mr. T.) that the western 
people were not the purchasers of the public 
finds; that it was the people of the East and 
South who purchased them. This was true toa 
certain extent. As population increased, the 
young and the enterprising, quitting the land of 
their nativity and the homes of their fathers, em- 
igrated to the West, and became the purchasers 
of the publiclands. We are always (said Mr. T.) 
glad to receive them. They make valuable citi- 
zens; they contribute to fill your Treasury, and 
unite with us in adding to the wealth and power 
of the nation. Hence, the construction of the 
road was cqually beneficial to the old and the new 
States; and its extension must keep pace with the 
extension of our settlements towards the far West. 
A settlement had already commenced on the 
west fork of the Mississippi, above the State of . 
Missouri; and it would not be ten years before 
these people would form a State government, and 
apply for admission intothe Union. This coun- 
try would make a fine State; extending up the |: 
Missouri river, far above the State of Missouri, :! 
toward the Rocky mountains; the inhabitants 
would be our neighbors, our friends; they would | 
become purchasers of the public lands,and would |: 
they not have a right to expect the mail sent to ;, 
them? and is it to be expected that they would 
not, demand an extension of the national road? , 
They surely would. And he could not doubt 
that this road would go on to the foot of the |: 
Rocky mountains, perhaps cross them, to the ‘i 


1 


Pacific ocean. The sales of the public domain | 
will afford the means, and we will apply it; and 
I cannot doubt that Congress will, as they have 
heretofore, apply them to that object. 

In 1829 Congress made an appropriation to 
remove the timber from the road through the | 
State of Indiana, and to grade the banks, prepar- | 
atory to making ita turnpike road.. The timber 
had been removed, and near half the road, was j 
graded, half the bridges were constructed, and 
stone prepared to cover a small portion of the 
good graveled road. Putting the stone in the || 
road, is the most expensive partof road making. | 
This is the reason why a heavy appropriation is 
now asked for. Ifthe graded road was not cov- 
ered with stone, the travel on the road would 
destroy the grade, and the work would have to |; 


‘the United States, if he administered the Gov- 
‘ernment agreeably to the Constitution and the 


_making a number of roads and canals. 


| T.,) Ido not remember that a proposition for a 
i bridge across the Ohio at Wheeling was ever 


be done over again next year. 

The Senator from Kentucky [Mr. Cray] told 
them that he rather thought that the country | 
through which this road passed in Indiana and |; 
Illinois was thinly settled, and that it was a long || 
distance between houses on some parts of the || 
road. He would not undertake to say how the | 
fact was as regards the road in Illinois; the Sen- 
ators from that State would no doubt inform the 

‘Senate; but he assured the Senator from Ken- 
tucky that every acre of public lands along the 
road in Indiana had been purchased from the 
United States; that the country was densely 
populated; and farms, though -not quite as ex- 
tensive as they were in Kentucky, were much 
more numerous, and villages were growing up at 
short intervals along the road. 

That Senator had also been pleased to allude 

to the cl digas to. the present Administration 
by friends of the bill now before them; and he 
said that the States southwest of the Ohio wanted 
z. branch of this road, which was denied them; 
and called upon the friends. of the national road 
to do even-handed justice to the States south, as 
well as to those north, of the Ohio river. 
- Sir, qan Mr. T.,) if that gentleman will look 
at our Journals, I think he wil find that several 
friends of this national road voted for the bill to 
which he alludes—the Maysville and Lexington 
road bill. If it did not become a law, it was no 

_ fault of theirs. 

With regard to his feeble support (said Mr. | 
T.) of this or any other Administration, he could 
only be influenced by the Executive as by other | 
public men. He would go with them just so far, | 
and no further than they pursued that course 
which he thought sustained the honor and inter- 
est of his country. He looked to the wishes of 
a majority of his constituents, and to his own | 


i a pledge to support it, if the proposition is made 


| White rivers had bridges over them at the expense 


Magistrate, or of any other public or private in- 
dividual. He cared not who was President of 


laws. If he does this, (said Mr. T.,) he hasa right 
to expect my support, and upon no other terms. 
We have been told (said Mr. T.) during the 
discussion of this bill, ihat the great system of 
internal improvement by the General Govern- 
ment had been suspended. Why, sir, this was 
no fault of the friends of the national road. It 
was owing, as he believed, to a change in public 
opinion; public sentiment on the subject of in- 
ternal improvement by this Government was not : 
now what it was in 1825. In that year an appro- 
priation was made to prosecute surveys, with a 
view of constructing roads and canals in different | 
parts of the Union. The United States engineer ` 
went to work; civil engineers were employed to 
assist them; and surveys were extensively made | 
for the purpose of ascertaining the probability of 
In 1828, 
a great political conflict terminated, that brought 
a new party into power. The veto by the Chief 
Magistrate of the Maysville and Lexington road 
bill, and the message that accompanied the return 
of that bill, set the people to reflecting on the 
subject of internal improvement on their own re- 
sources by the States, or by chartered companies; 
before that time, but three States—New York, 
(stimulated and led on by her Clinton,) Pennsyl- 
vania, and Ohio—had embarked extensively in 
internal improvement. What, he now asked, 
was the fact in 1836? Why, sir, many States 
were making large appropriations for construct- 
ing roads, railroads, and canals. The people 


., looked this way now no longer for aid, unless 
, for the improving of our rivers, though the im- , 
i; proving of some rivers—the Wabash, for in- 


stance—had been denied them; to his utter as- | 
tonishment, and to the serious injury of a large | 
portion of the West. 

The Senator objected to a new proposition, as 


| he called it, in this bill for a bridge over the 


Wabash at Terre Haute, and said that the Ohio 
river was not bridged. where this road crossed it, 
nor was the United States called on to bridge the 
Muskingum at Zanesville. Now, sir, (said Mr. 


submitted to Congress; and I am confident that I 
have not opposed it, though I-will not now give | 


hereafter. A bridge had been constructed over | 
the Muskingum at Zanesville before the Cumber- | 
land road reached that place; and the Sciota and 


of the United States. This proposition to bridge 
the Wabash was not new to the Senate; a bill’ 
passed that body three years ago containing an | 
appropriation for that object in an amendment | 
made by the Senate to a bill from the House, and | 
the House of Representatives, for reasons that he 
would not trouble the Senate with relating at this 
time, refused to concur in the amendment. This 
was near the close of the session; and fearing 
that. the bill would be lost between the two | 
Houses, in the hurry and bustle on the last da 
of the session, the Senate receded from its amend- | 
ment, that the bill might become a law. a 
An opinion was entertained by some that a | 
bridge could not be constructed over the Wabash | 
at Terra Haute without interrupting the naviga- | 
tion of the river. This, if true, would have been | 
a sufficient reason why a bridge should not be | 
constructed, as one. fourth of the people of Indiana 
and a large portion of Illinois are interested in the | 
navigation of the river above that place, and to | 
remove all doubt upon the subject, the Secretary | 
of War was instructed by a resolution of this | 
Senate to cause an examination to be made of the | 
site for a bridge, and to report the facts, with a 
plan and estimate of the probable cost of the | 
work, to be laid before-Congress, This report ` 
had been received, printed, and laid on our tables, ; 
and gave satisfactory evidence that the bridge 
could be constructed on a plan that would not | 
obstruct the navigation of the river; and one item | 
of appropriation in the bill now on your table is for | 


judgment of what was right and weno: for his i 
o 


rule of conduct here; not to the will of a Chief 


procuring materials, and for the commencement | 


of the bridge over the Wabash at Terre Haute. 
It was of much more importance to the Statea | 


west of Indiana than to her, that a bridee should 
be constructed at the point where the national 
road crossed the Wabash, which was within nine 
miles of the western boundary of Indiana; aud 
every western Senator surely knew that the 
United States mail could not pass that river with- 
out a bridge, when the ice was floating, and that 
the mail, at such periods, would be arrested in 


‘its progress to the States and Territories west of 


that river; all travel and communication would 
be cut off for a part of the winter,and this would 
produceastate of things exceedingly embarrassing 
to a very large portion of the western country. 
The Senator objected to the amount intended 
to be appropriated by this bill, and said that it 
was too large, and that we were satisfied in by- 
gone days with far less appropriations. He said 
further, that although he did it with great reluct- 
ance, yet he felt compelled by his sense of public 
duty to move to reduce the appropriation to what 
it was last year. It was true, (said Mr. T.,) that 
when the Treasury was drained to the last dollar, 
with the war debt unpaid, and a limited com- 
merce, we were satisfied to take less from the 
Treasury; but it should be remembered that, at 
the time the honorable gentleman referred to, our 
population was far less than now. Our settle- 
ments were then confined to a region of country 
bordering on the Ohio and Mississippi rivers; 
but the last seven years had wrought a wonder- 
ful change in our population, condition, and busi- 
ness. The heaviest population at this time was 
in counties back from the Ohio river, in the center 
and north part of the State, through which this 
road was being constructed. He had reason to 
regret the loss of that able and efficient support 
that that honorable Senator had given this meas- 
ure in by-gone days. Separating from him on a 
vote for internal improvement was like parting 
with an old friend; but the best friend, it was 
said, must part; and we must continue the Na- 


| tional road without his aid if he will not stick to 
| us; though I can scarcely bring myself to believe 


that he will abandon his old favorite, the Cum- 
berland road. I am (said Mr. T.) an advocate 


i for an energetic prosecution of this work. In two 


or three years I hope to see this road finished 


| through Indiana, when the States west of her will 


have an equal claim to be heard; and I cannot 
doubt that this national work will go on to the 
Rocky Mountains. The Senator had always been 
distinguished for marching boldly up to his object, 
and he was not prepared to find him advocating 
the propriety or the expediency of tardy opera- 
tions, We now possess most ample means; and 
in my judgment we.should prosecute the work 
vigorously to Missouri before we pause. 
Something was said by the gentleman in refer- 
ence to the population of the States southwest, 
and those northwest of the Ohio river. By the 
census of 1830, it appeared that there was a small 
fraction in favor of the southwestern States; but 
it would hardly be contended at this time that 
there was not a greater population in four States 
northwest of the Ohio river, than in five south- 


| west States, including Kentucky and Tennessee. 


Should the southwestern States desire to apply 


| their road fund to construct a branch of the Cum-° 


berland road through Kentucky and Tennessee, 


| to the new States bordering on the Gulf of Mex- 


ico, he should raise no objection; but if they de- 
clined applying their road fund in that way, it 
could be pleaded in bar of our right to apply our 
fund to the national road leading to, and through, 
the northwestern States; this being the legitimate 
object for which their fund was provided by the 
agreement between the General Government and 
the new States. 4 

Mr. CLAY didnot think there was much in the 
arguments based upon the compact in relation tọ 
the two per cent. on lands. It was well known 
that the whole amount of it had been a thousand 
times exhausted. The only justification for the 
appropriation, was to be found in the neo 
the General Government to make these roads. 
There might be something in the argument ie 
enhancing the value of these lands. There 5: 
been several thousand acres of land in Ohio, In id 
ana, and Illinois, appropriated for roads. It Babar 
not be expected, that they should yearly an 
to see these roads continued in these new ara 
while no appropriations were made tointernalim 
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provements in t e eld States; that they: would 
not have same feeling on the subject, while Jav- 
ishing money ou one side of the river, they could 
not expect indifference on the other side. We 
hate before us (said Mr. C.) a great Dojet for | 
the equitable disposition of the whole of the pró: | 
ceeds of the public domain by which:all would 
be equally benefited: by ita provisions, but an at- | 
tomp ee irine eee todefeat it, which, if suc- | 
cessful, he should much regret.;' He had not come _ 
to the conclusion to vete: against these improve~ ` 
ments. He would vote a moderate sam for thia | 
toad. When the House of Representatives bals | 
anced upon these . impro mit was not. for | 
him to say who had s by them. - This was | 
nota commercial road, except in the immediate ; 
neighborhood of some of the rivers, and was mare | 
for the benefit.of ‘neighborhood intercourse; the | 
accammodation of persona traveling from.the seat | 
of justice of one county or State to another, The | 
rivers were the great seats of commerce. There | 
were no bridges ereeted over the Muskingum: or | 
Ohio rivers, where:this:read crossed them. - Had. | 
a southwestern branch of it been made by .the 
oremnmene honek Tennessee, Alabama, &c.; 
to the gulf, it would have accommodated the tra- 
ding and traveling population ten to one over the 
nt route; the prevention ‘of which, he im- 
puted to the policy of the present Administration; 
and on account of .which, he. indulged ia some 
tart remarks upon the course of the Administra- 
tion, which, he said, wese «painful to make, but 
were wrang from him by this: policy, which 
raade: them on one side of the river as: 
they were outlawedand aliens.to the liberality of: | 
the Government, while it was lavish: of its munifi- 
cence on the othér aide. The: gentlemen should 
ask in moderation, ea a& not toendatizer the gen- || 
eral proposition to: distribute the surplua funde 
among, all. the States... You cannot, said he, get 


{ 


the labor to'consiime. thie: large appropriation, 
without disturbing agrieultaral pursuits... ~.. 
It was natural that gentlerrien should feel aax- 


idus and even zealond in behalf of their immediate 
constituents. -` It was said that stone-was hauled: 
to the bed of the road, and ready to'be put on; 
Beone, of all other materials, was the: most-im- 
rishable, and ought not to: be:put on the roait 
immediately. The ground ought to have: time to 
nettle before aa were placed’ on it.: The road 
from the Wi to the Mississippi would cost 
from ten to fifteen thousand dollars per mile. The. 
stone, în some instances, would have to be hauled. 
ten er twelve miles to the. bed of the roait. Thi 
in this world did notalways go onas they wished, 
and they must bear with it as well as they could. 
He did hope the geatlemen from. Indiana (Mr. 
Heyonices and Mr.: Tirtow} would moderate 
the amount asked for. pal ee Pe 
Mr. ROBINSON. said, as a member ‘of the 
committee which ha@ reported. this bill, he fele-it 
his duty to state some’ facts in relation te it, of 
which other Senaters were, perhaps; not fully it |: 
possession. Thé system, so far as respects the 
rhode of performing. the work, hai been wholly 
changed ‘about: a ainee. ‘Previously,. ‘the 
work was dore letting at out by the jab te the 
lowest responsible bidder; ‘mow handa and citi 
zens are emnloyed by: the day, by the superin- 
tendent, an.affieer of the engineer corps.: This 
last and: present mode admitted of large ¢xpendi- 
tires advantageously. The amounts, a8 now iB 
the bill; are based upon ¢stimates | the War. 
Department. The-eommittee have’ had two.sets 
of estimates; one showing: the. smallest amount 
which ought to be. appropriated. for anything, like 
a successful prosecution of ‘the wark; the other, 
the maximum amount which could ‘be advantar. 


geously expended. A SE ee tof Sig : 
Passing over the-ndmitted importaace and use- 
aoa te worke—rone: 

ought'to 


fulness of this: road, it is a. néesional 
which it was agreed: apon on all. hands 

be and would -be completed... It ia now only tobe 
determined, shall the work progress: ae spe 

as Circumstances: fairly authorize? or shall it bea 
slower rate? iland, if the jatter, how slow? ‘The 
fact is.indisputable, that a certain number of offi- 
cers are necessarily te be kept employed, whether 
the appropriation be the’ fal or half.the amount 
as now in the bill, -To his mind--and so he 
thought it must strike evary ane-—thare-coukd be 
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ji size of the. several counties. th 


| wsed in the 


| much of it would -he driven.’ ~As to: traveling 


| causes, it was who 
| necessary number of hands. These balances he. || 
more || 


no hesitancy.as-to the.propercourse. [fan indi- 
vidual was’ compelled teckeep in his employ « 
certain number of overseers, until a given piece 
| of work was completed, and by hiring as many 
‘ hands as his overseers could adventadeoualy find 
employment for, the work could be finished in 
one-year, would he not be a very bad economist 
(having, too, the means at hand to hire laborers 
so sparingly) to keep the overseera:ten- years 
doing what could have been dona inone?” The 
same course. which would-be adopted by an indi- 
: vidual in the case just put, ahoni » bythe Gov» 
; evament, be observed in the preseht case.: ; 
, The minimum estimates Have been takdn, not 


p 
periously, will: languish, and in. many instances, ` 
In its unfinished state, suffer much injury. Ft hes | 
been said, the road passes thtough a sparsely- 
populated: country, particularly that. part: of it i 
which is: in: Illinois, and where the road is not | 
' much icalled for. :: True, the ation is notas : 
i dense.as the country: would admit and invites. 
: [Here.Mr. K. gave a statement of.. the av. J 
h: whieh thé: | 
| road .passed, froni where it first énteréd. Ilinois,- 
; to Vandalia, the. seat of government, and the:re~ | 

co. population of each, which, he ‘trusted, ' 
! showed a population aot so veiy sparse; and; aw ` 
‘he: thought, ‘not very far short: of. the average: 

population of. Spine. portion of the weatern coun-. 
i try, and, it-is said; never;would. be one of very 
: great commerce:};; Admit it never will be one 
upom-which wagonewill passa great distance upon 
it at-a timey for the purpose‘ef taking. produce ta 
market, yet for that purpose it would :be-much’ 
ighborhoods of towns and ‘navigable | 
rivers, The: States af Missouri, Illinois, and. In- 
diana:must ever be agricultural and stock-raising 
States.. East, they wal &nd a market fer a very: | 
læge portion: of their surphra:stock.. «Already | 
that trade had commenced; and upor. this: road | 


i 


on: it, be had only 4o say it would :bé used sas’ 

'ather roads generally are hy the people of the: 
country..ie .péasing:; fram one neighbórbood to: 
another, frog, -ene county to, another, ant from. 
| ane State toanother. It wae certainly true, an has 
bech stated; that any. one wishing to come here 
| or east Uf thé, mountains: from where this road: | 
will cross the Mississippi, would most probably | 
| make the.tyip:by water, if steamboats were run- | 
i nings which, byhe-by, was not by.any means: 
| always the case. Pood ae 
cMr: R, hoped the motion to reduce the. sums : 
: Bow. in the bill to the amounts iated ‘ast, 
year would not be sustained by the Senate... | 
it was, that.nniety; miles of the road: in‘ Ilinoie, 
which is in a, very Aanisome state of progress, | 
would be left withouta single dollar for the prosce- : 
cution of the work, because ‘for that part, there 
was no appropriation whatever last year;.and-the: 
reason was:this: there was an excessof previous ` 


| appropriations upon hand, supposed to be enough, | 
an was. enough tbr the year. 1835. .. This-exeess 
| was owls ta the derangement: of ber by -the | 


Indian war in-1882, and. the cholera.aid other | 
siekneas the two succeeding years. From these | 
impossible. to- employ: the | 


believed were now exhausted, and perha 
than, exhausted. .. Should the. latter be the case, | 
and ‘such was the, case in Ohio, the. amendmenta, 
| if. adopted, would. leave your officers ia a very. 
awkward position. . Be ke} aa it may as. fo aay : 
arreara yet due hands under this amendment, all | 
further Jaber upon the ninety miles in, Ilinois is | 
absolutely stayed, which certainly could not :he | 
dasigned by any one, much less the mover.of the | 
amendment,{Mr. Ciar,} who tells us he. 

to the road and ita completion; a eom; 
slowly, to be sure, than I think is 
in keeping with good policy.. ° 
6 sp pean 10e en said abou 

road per mile, and that stone has te .be hauled. 
ten miles. ..1 have seen (said: Mr.: R.) nopstimate 
of .cast pee mile for the entire completion pf. that 
part in Llinois, nor am J.advised any has been 
made, . This, though, Iwill venture to passert: 
that it can. he made as.cheap as any- ninety mileq 
of thassme kind of road ip any partofthe knows, 


efion more 
visable, and 


| 


ing; ete ` 


e maximum; and: unless:these amounts be ap- | 
ted, the work, instead. of going on pros» | 


If i 


is friendly, il 


t the cpatof this | 


| 
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| we "Fhe country is level, and: abundanti 
i| Material of every kind necessary for ite construgs 
| tion. Stone, it is true, has at some places to be 
: hauled considerable distances, and in one instance 
as faras thirteen miles. The bottom at Vandalia, 
itis‘admitted, will be costly; there:the road has 
to be raised several feet. for the distanee of about 
two: miles, and. this is thé only place.of extraor+ 
dinary cost: Many bridgés will have to'be con+ 
|, strueted, but not more,'if so'many; as are found 
i| necessary in every country; and none of them:are 
|, of a very costly character, for tha.etreama are 


i| we s3 Se. iait tes “eh ok 
| Mr. EWING, of .Ghio, -said, ‘although .thd 
nt the twa! per cent. fund were properly 
chargeable to the section of country west.of the 
_ Ohio, this read accommodated the people eant of: 
| the Ohio, as:-well as’ those west of it. It waa 
| just as iniportant to:the pdople on the séa-coast 
| passing westward; asto the:people west travels 
: ng eastward: Their interests met at. Wheeling. 
The greatest amount :had been expended on the 
road east of the Ohio river, in which the conatit, 
uents of. the gentleman from’ Kentucky [Mr 
Ctar] had participated, because from the Ohio 
| eaatward, it facilitated. their, intercourse with the 
east; aé much as it did that-of the western States, 
He would ‘hot. oppose this law, for fear it was 
ğoing to interfere with el ae osition:of the gen- 
, eman from: Kentucky, {} r.Cuan] to distribute 
| the-sorplus-fonds::among.the. Siates.. That bill 
; Contained a provision of ten percent. to-be ap- 
plied.to theamprovemient ofall the States, ; :1t-was 
: the duty of the United: States, as a great land 
holder in those States, to make.appyopriations ta 
improvements, which. eahaneed the value of 
those lands.: The property of: the ‘people. there 
: was in lands; they-had not yet, as-in the older, 
States, accumulated: wealth in personal property; 
stocks, &c. He alluded to.a grant of lands.to: 
State of Ohio, with ‘certain’ conditions. connected 
With. it, in relation’ tothe. canal: td .conneet. with 
the:Jakes, ahdito. the benéfite.thé United States 
woul|d:derive from it! in the tranapartation of its 
arms and munitions df. war... Hd. taentioned:the 
amount-of apprapriations to-objects in the State 
of Ohia, the amount. brought into ‘the. Treas- 
ury fram publicilands ih, that State. She had 
received st -utmast..§1,000,000,:and the: revenue 
derived from her lands .amounted..to. about 
$19,000,000. ». Akio! :necoived., fom Heri jnteroal 
improvements lesa iby $1,090,000.than the other 
States. Fndiana.:reccired an: appropriation, af 
four hundred’ thousand acres: 'of land. for hex 
canal, and had paid into ‘the pablie Treasury 
; nearly $10,000 .. At the minimum price, the 
lands she had received amounted: to §500,0005 
: and putting the quota she woald be-entitled to at 
$1,000,000, the Government would be indebted to 
her in the sum of’ $500,000. .He also adverted 
: to the‘sules of the public lands in Illinois, and the 
‘ amount ahe would be entitled to from the ten per 
: cont... The sales of all.these lands; were greatly 
| increased by these warka of internal. improver 
; ments. Inthe old districts, where these improve- 
| mente Were, the land: soldynnagh faster thansin the 
new districts, yccpt.in.cases of publie gajeg... 
‘The. sales last, year were. greater. than waa en: 
tigipated. In the month of Jagugry: lasts which 
was considered as,pqor 4 month. for sales.ag any 
month: in..the year, the salea in Ohip: amequnt 


| world.. 


|, grants of 


I 


i 
l 
! 
| 


i 
A 


to $118,000; in Illinois to $223,000; and in. } 
to §540,000.,. And allowing Janyarygg be anayerr 
age month, the sales this wouk aunt to 

7 D000 Fhe: ppm, asked hers for: a, 
padng thro h- thpt section of, country, ielding 
so much to the publig reasur ya Wat AA yo 
an appropriation hich ¢ould not. be consideret 
as-improporly made, He,had waid he,would not 
support ‘this, if it,interfered wath, the: tand, bill, 
But, all the appropriations. to, the fortika ne in 
he, go of, the gentleman. from South Cars 
olina, [ Mr. Parsten,| cannot. touch the surplus, 
He did. not consider the, land hill an antagppist; 
ical: measure to the fartafcation bill; theg, canla 
both. travel along together. without tpuphing or 
jostling each other, “joo. 2, Very gist ~ 
` Mr. PRESTON said be hagvhéard that. 
Legislature. of Glinajs had, resolptions de- 
charing that*t 


he road sho 
| their. Step Unless: ik: ras. sare 
ee TS, E 


F 
i 
i 


f 


prssed reso 
“Rot, pass. through 
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Cumberland Road=-Mr. Clay, Mr. 


Linn, Mr. Hendricks, etc. 


SENATE. 


them. He should be glad to learn 


designated by hould | 
a rs from Ilinois if such was the 


from the Senato 


fact. 

“ir. ROBINSON replied that there was a con- 
test between the States of Ilinois and Missouri 
as to where this road shouid terminate. Adis- 
souri Wished it to terminate at St. Louis, while 
Ilinois wished it carried twenty miles above that 
slace to the mouth of the Missouri river. The 
Legislature of Hlinois had also passed a resolu- 
tion that the road should not pass through their 
State, if it took the other route. 

Mr. LINN said that at an early stage of this 
bill, his attention was directed to its provisions, 
from the circumstance that the Legislature of 
Illinois had passed a joint resolution, requiring 
imperatively that this national road should strike 
the Mississippi river at Alton, or pernussion 
would be retused to allow the road to be carried 
through that State; in a word, to nullify an act 
of Congress, ugless that act confarmed to her | 
wishes. But on examining the bill, no appro- 

riation was found in it to make the road from 
Yandalia to the Mississippi. If such a provision 
had been in the bill, he would have felt himself 


bound, in justice to his constituents, to have op- , 


posed its passage, unless all pretension to dictation. 
m this matter had been abandoned. He was well 
aware that powerful attempts were making to putf 
Alton into consequence at the expense of St. Louis, 
and that she was represented as very great, and 
growing; in a word, the ‘ Tadmor” of the West 
for commercial advantage of situation. Now, a 
small matter of fact illustrated the relative im- 

rtance of the two places at this time. Expect- 
ing this bill to come up, he (Mr. L.) walked to 


the Post Office Department, and inquired the. 


amount of revenue from the post office at St. 
Louis, and found it to come to cight or nine thou- 
sand dollars; whilst at Alton it amounts to two 
or three hundred dollars. The truth was, St. 
Louis was, and must ever be, the great emporium 
of the Upper Mississippi. She had advantage 
of position, of capital, population, enterprise, and 
trade, and bid defiance to all rivals. He had not 
now, nor ever had, a doubt where this great na- 
tional work would terminate on the Mississippi. 
It must terminate at St. Louis, the center of com- 
merce, and near to the arsenal and military post 
at Jefferson Barracks. 

Mr. CLAY wished he could get a little aid_in 
this work of economy he had undertaken. He 
would like to know of any estimate of the prob- 
able expense of the road from the Wabash to the 
Mississippi. Hc had been told since his former 
remarks, that in some places stone would have 
to be hauled twenty-five miles to cover this road, 
and would cost at least $7,000 per mile. The 
State he belonged to had resolved, notwithstand- 
ing all vetoes, to progress with her roads. The 
honorable gentleman from Hlinois [Mr. Rogtx- 
son] had said this was a road leading from one 
neighborhood to another, in the same county, 


same State, or adjoining States, which was very ` 


true, and coincided with what he had said, that 
it was not a great commercial road. 


tan that, in driving stock, he ought to avoid 
roads made of stone. He had some experience 
in this matter, and on a certain occasion he had 
to transport his bull, Orazimbo, in a wagon, in 
order to get him along on one of these stone turn- 
ikes. ; i 
The Fourth Auditor; and‘all the Auditors to- 
gether, could not equal the calculations of the 
gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Ewine] respecting 
this ten per cent. on lands. He said the trans- 
portation of munitions of war for the Govern- 
ment would amount to as much asthe whole cost 
of the construction of the canal. o 
ber of contingencies upon which this calculation 
depended, was first that of having a war, and 
next the manner of prosecuting it. He knew the 
owers of that gentleman. Give him that if, 
(said Mr, C.,) and he would accomplish what 
Archimedes did. He would advise the gentleman 
from Ilinois, [Mr, Rosinson,} that he hed better 
drive his cattle and hogs over the prairies than 
over these stone roads. _ 
The gentleman had said that it was economy 


He had: 
touched on the subjectof stock. He (Mr. C.) was | 
at home on that subject. He could tell the gentle- | 


Among a num- :; 


lto appropriate large sums, ns the same n 

: of officers could superintend the work as would 
be required if the appropriation was less. He 
would ask whether it was intended to adapt the 
workmen to the officers, or the officers to the work- 
men? 


His motion was to reduce the appropriation in ` 


Ohio and Indiana to the amount passed at the 
last session. 

In consequence of the conformation of the road 
from Columbus to the Mississippi, stone was 
difficult to be got, and in some places almost im- 
practicable. He would vote for a moderate sum: 
to grade from the Wabash to the Mississippi, 
and if the gentleman were not content with that, 
he would himself, or hoped some one else would, 
move to postpone the bill until they had esti- 
mates. 

Mr. ROBINSON would be very happy to get 
the gentleman’s vote for grading the road, asit 
was not contemplated to put the metal on it this 
year. The present appropriation was asked only 
for grading. Many bridges, not of a very ex- 
pensive character, were already in progress; and 
these were wanted that their stock might not be 
drowned, though they escaped injury from the 
road. As to the distance that the stone must be 
carried, he thought the gentleman from Kentucky 
was mistaken, at least as to its being transported 
as many as twenty-five miles. He had heard of 
stone being carried as far as thirteen miles, but 


: though he recoliccted no other such case. 
Indianapolis a bridge had been built over the 
| White river. 


umber | Government found a bridge in the hands of a 


company. It was adopted for the road, and, for 
aught he knew, this might be the case elsewhere, 


At 


This (although the engineer had 
in the location of the road, made estimates for) 
the Department preferred an expression in the 
appropriation law respecting it, similar to the ex- 
pression contained in this bill for the bridge over 
the Wabash. The law passed containing this 
direction, and the bridge has been built. This 
proposition for a bridge across the Wabash had 

een called a new proposition; but this was not 
the fact. It would be recollected that, on a pre- 
vious occasion, this same proposition had been 
inserted by the Committee on Roads and Canals 
of the Senate, ina Cumberland road appropria- 
tion bill. Objections were then made elsewhere, 
not here, on the suggestion that this bridge would, 
or might, injure the navigation of the river. This 
fear prevailed, and the clause was stricken out 
of the bill. Since then the Senate have directed, 
by resolution, that the United States engineer 
superintending the road should examine and re- 


' port on that subject; and the reportis, thata bridge, 


this was to only one part of the road.. There; Other s 
It is said that, while large sums of moncy have 


was no serious contest yet with the State of 
Missouri, as to the termination of the road, 
whatever; there might be after the surveys shall 
: have been made. 


` often been his duty, from the position he occu- 
pied in relation to the business of the Senate, to 
present the claims of this road, and the tlaims of 
‘the northwestern States in connection with it, 
that it had become irksome and unpleasant to 
him to make any further remarks on the subject; 

' but that duty, as well as the expectations of the 
` Senate, seemed to require him to make a state- 
ment on the present occasion, which should be 
: as brief as.possible. 
| swer some of the objections of the Senator from 


Mr. HENDRICKS remarked, that it had so 


He would endeavor to an || 


' mercc and im 


_ that no Rpp 
T 


. Kentucky; and, in thefirst place,that to the Wa- | 


bash bridge contemplated by the bill. The Sen- 
ator from Kentucky supposes that it has never 
been the intention of the Government to construct 
bridges over rivers of this magnitude, and men- 
‘tions the fact that the Monongahela river, at- 
' Brownsville, in Pennsylvania, and the Ohio river, 


at Wheeling, had not been bridged, although the’. 


necessity for bridging these streams was much, | 


_ greater than that of bridging the Wabash. But 
l a simple faet seemed to have escaped his recol- 


| lection, which would no doubt explain to him the ; 


‘i reason why those rivers, and especiaily the Mo- | 


ii nongahela, had not been bridged, and convince 


'! him of the fact that it had always been the inten- ; 


tion of the Government to bridge all other streams 
between Cumberland and the Rican The 
ropricty of bridging the Ohio river at Whecling 
as always been questioned. In relation to the 


p 


i| isted authorizing them to be brid In all 
‘| other cases on the road, bridging has been author- 
‘lized by Jaw. He referred to the appropriation 
i| bills, which ‘at one time directed the Cumber- 
i| land road to be constructed to the Monongahela 
river at Brownsville. The appropriation after- 
wards made for the road from that river to W heel- 


|) it in Ohio. 
struction of the rond westwardly of Wheeling, 
thé law directed the work to commence on the 
|| western bank of the Ohio river, leaving out the 
width and bed of the river. 
rivers there was no provision made by law—no 
estimates of engineers. 
i| not the case. For bridging all the streams be- 
i| tween the Ohio and the Mississippi, on that road, 
i| there are estimates, and the streams are included 
| in the admeasurement of distances. Itis no doubt 
‘| true, as has been stated, that no bridge was built 
jl over the Muskingum at Zanesville. Here the 


Hi 


ing direéted the construction to commence on. 
H the western bank of the river; and it»width, the | 
bed of the river, was left unprovided for; so was | 
When Congress authorized the con- | 


For bridging these : 


Further west this was | 


Monongahela and Ohio rivers, no law ever ex- | 


1 


such as is recommended, will not, in any degree, 
injure the navigation. The fact of previous ob- 
jection having existed to this bridge makes it the 
more necessary now that the bill should direct 
the construction. 

Other objections have been made to 


this bill. 


been, for the last ten years, expending on this 
road through the northwestern States, the other 
side of the river is left destitute. It is said 
that the southern side of the valley of the Ohio, 
Kentucky, Tennessee, Alabama, and other por- 
tions of the great southwest, are in point of com- 

eee as ten to one, in compari- 
son with the States north of the Ohio river, and 
ropriations for a similar work can be 
obtained from the Federal Government, on the 
south side of that noble river. Mr H. said, 
that he was unable to perceive by what prem- 
ises the conclusion of ten to one in favor of 
the south side of ‘the river had. been arrived at. 
He had arrived at a conclusion very different. 
He andertook to say that, from the. eastern line 
of the State of Ohio, to the Mississippi river, 
the States on the other side of the river would 
compare with the southern side, of equal geo- 
graphical extent, much more favorably than ten 
to one. He believed that the population was at 
the present moment very nearly, if not quite 
equal, on the north side, to that on the south; 
and it was hazarding little to say, that in a short 
time it would be double. But is there (said Mr. 
H.) no consideration on the north side, inducing 
appropriations, which docs not exist on the 
south? Are the $6,500,000 which, during the 
year 1835, have been paid into the Treasury of 
the United States, through the medium of the 
land officers in the four northwestcrn States, 
nothing? Is the consideration, that not one dol- 
lar has been paid into the Treasury by the south- 
ern section of the country referred to, nothing? 
The Sates south of the river to the western 
boundary of Tennessce, own the lands within 
their limits. North of the river the whole of 
the public domain is owned by the United States, 
unshackled by taxation. Is this nothing? Is 
there not equitable obligation on the owners of 
the soil to aid in the construction of the public 
roads in every country? And is there any other 
country in’ which this obligation is not enforced 
by law? None (said Mr. H.) that I know of, 
or ever heard of. The lands of this Government 
in the hands of the new States.are not taxed for 
roads or any other purpose; and whilst these 
States are expending millions in roads and cat 
nals, and increasing the value of adjacent public 
lands as five to one, or ten to one, we, the 
representatives of those States, are continually 
hearing murmurs and regrets, that the fostering 
hand of this Government is, in the dispensing of 
its boons and favors, leading the new States im 
the paths of unparalleled prosperity, lavishing 
millions upon them, whilst many of the old States 
are wholly destitute of its benefits and favors. Is 
the prosperity of the new States so mysterious 


1886.} :: 


APPENDIX TO THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE, 


247H Conc....Isr Sess. 


. Cùmberland Road——Mr. Hendricks. 


_ SENATE. 


that it can be accounted for in no other way than 
in the gifts, and grants, and two per cents. of the 
Federal Government? They are blind, or poorly 
informed, who cannot see other causes for the 
prosperity of the new States of the northwest, 


than the benefits derived from this Government. | 


Sir, (said Mr. H.,) the great prosperity of the 
northwest may be traced to various causes. The 
population that has emigrated to these States are 
the bone and sinew of the old States. They pos- 


sess more energy, enterprise, and industry than ` 


themen left behmd them. They are generally men 


early in life, who go to the new States for the . 
urpose of bettering their condition, and who, , 


ing well aware that in entering upor an uhtried 


scene, great exertions will be necessary, are prer | 


to make thase exertions. 
perity of the West we are also indebted to the 


great fertility of our soil; the navigation of our | 


majestic rivers; the salubrity of our climate; the 
susceptibility of our country for works of internal 
improvement, as well as the enterprise of our peo- 
ple in making them; the productiveness of. the 


country in all the necessaries of life, being per- ; 
haps as fine a grain growing country as is on the ` 


face of the globe. These, sir, are the causes of 
the great prosperity of our country. Is it said 
that this Government has raised that country up? 
Rather might it be said that this Government 
could not have kept it down. It would have 
grown and prospered, to a much lesser.extent in- 
deed, under the most grinding despotism that ever 
a people endured. 
of Harmon, St. Clair, and Wayne repressed. the 
savages and opened the country for settlement? 


This is true,in a certain degree; but it might, |; 
with almost equal certainty, be affirmed, that the : 


armies of Harmon, St. Clair, and Wayne, had 


they been combined with the savages for that . 
rpose, could not wholly have prevented the set- | 


tlement of that country. Such a country, on our 


borders, could not have been withheld from such | 


a people as that of the United States, inured to 
war as they were, and just having emerged from 
the conflicts of a glorious revolution. 
_ The importance of this road, Mr. President, it 
seems to me has been greatly undervalued. It is 
said not to be a commercial road, because it runs 
parallel with the river Ohio, which floats the 
whole commerce of the country. This not a 
commercial road! And what, Mr. President, is 
a commercial road? Jt is true that it is not a 
highway of foreign commerce; but for all the 


purposes of domestic commerce, it: is certainly | 


more emphatically a commercial road than an 
other, of like extent, west of the mountains. It 
is the principal thoroughfare of emigration from 


the eastern States to the central parts of the three |; 


northwestern States. Formerly the Ohio river 
was almost the only line of. approach for the 
stream of population continually pouring in upon 
that country from the Atlantic States. The coun- 
try bordering on the Ohio river was in this way 
first brought into market, sold. and settled; but 
for the central region of those States, for a wide 
helt of country, extending from the eastern 
boundary of the State of Ohio to the Mississippi 
river, it is almost exclusively the channel of em- 
igration and of commerce. “It is the great stem, 
as the Senator from South Carolina has denom- 


inated the Charleston and Cificinnati railroad, | 


with which almost every important road of the 
northwest is united.. It has been the means of 
settling a country of greater extent and fertility 
than perhaps any other road of the United States. 

he emigration to the northern portion of those 
States has had facilities of water transportation, 
as well as that to the southern portion of them; 
but this central and by far the most fertile region 
of these States has been chiefly indebted to this 
Toad for its first settlement, as well as for its sub- 
sequent prosperity and improvement. And, sir, 
if an account had been, or could be .opened be- 
tween this road and the Federal Government, 
giving it credit, as it is fairly entitled, for a large 
share of the present prosperous condition of the 
country, as well as for the millions rolled into 
your Treasury by it, how far on the back-ground 
would be placed the small and inconsiderabte 
sums which you have appropriated for iis con- 
struction? But the sums which were et first 


For the pros- _ 


Is it said that the campaigns : 


| injudiciously expended on this road upon the 
| mountains, and east of Wheeling, as well as the 
‚sums which have more recently been expended 
on the same eastern road for repairs, made ne- 
cessary by your refusal until lately to put toll 
gates upon it, or to transfer it to the States, have 
also been mentioned as fairly chargeable against 
this road, and the fund set apart for making it. 
Well, sir, take this all into the service against this 
road, and still the amount will be a pitiful sum, 
compared with its great advantages to the north- 
western States, and to the Treasury of the Union. 

But is it fair to charge all the sums expended 
upon this road east of Ohio against the fund. and 
against the States which ask that this road be 


it has been to. the States of Ohio, Indiana, and 
Illinois, because more people have been profited 
by it from the south side of the Ohio river than 
from the north side of it. And it is hazarding 
very little to say, that, but for the accommodation 
of Kentucky, which has used the road, agreeably 
to the language of the Senator from that State, as 
|! ten is to one in comparison of the people of the 
I other side of the river, the road would not have 
|i been commenced or finished to Wheeling as soon 

as it was. Is it fair, then, to charge all this upon 

the two per cent. fund, undertaken as it was 
| chiefly for the benefit of others, who have to this 
| day enjoyed most of its benefits? By the com- 
pact, however, you were only authorized to ex- 
pend the fund of Ohio east of the river, and if 
;, you expended more, you cannot fairly charge it 
upon the road funds of the States further west. 

‘ow are bound, with the fund aécruing from the 
land sales in Indiana, to make a road or roads to 


that State; and you are bound in like manner, 


with the Illinois road fund, to make a road to 


made to the Mississippi? Surely not; for this i 
road east of Wheeling has been more valuable to | 
Kentucky, Tennessee, and western Virginia, than ` 


| that State. The Indiana fund is to be expended | 
; far as Hebron, in the State of Ohio, and given up 


in Ohio, and the Illinois fund in Indiana. 


: (said Mr. H.,) that the sum accrued is more than 
| exhausted; but the fund aeċruing is not. I have 
'mot entered into any minute calculation in this 
| matter, but a paper has been put into my hands, 
|i based on a calculation of the whole two per cent. 


: & territory west of Missouri, about as large as it 
|. is proposed to make the Territory of Wisconsin, 
| and the ag te is about seven millions and. a 
Half. ‘This, it will be admitted, would go far 


i of Congress. ; 

' Mr. H. continued to remark, that the Senator 
i from Kentucky had complained of the largeness 
i of the appropriation asked for, and proposed its 
| reduction to the sums appropriated last year; but 


| priated last year were added to large balances of 
! appropriations for the previous year remaining 
‘unexpended. This was occasioned by the late 

period of the session at which the appropriation 
| of that year was made, and by the late commence- 
ment of the work in the summer of 1834. 


|| $80,000, which, with the $100,000 granted last 


| have, whenever put on, preserved it from dilapi- 
i dation, could not be spread over it for want of 
: funds. 
i to signify the intention of Congress not to finish 
‘the road. The largéness of the appropriation, 
‘Mr. President! Ifthe Senate would permit him 
| the time, he would turn to the appropriation of 
| 1819 for this road east of Wheeling. Then, on 
| a road of one hundred and thirty miles in extent, 
i and much of it finished, $535,000 was appropri- 
$150,000,000, and some of thie bearing interest 
i of seven per cent. Now, the line of this road 
under actual construction exceeds three hundred 


$30,000,000 in the ‘Treasury, and yet it is pro- 
posed to diminish tbe appropriation contained in 
this bill. He hoped it would not be done, and 


Frequently has it been remarked, that the twọ | 
| per cent. fund is wholly expended. I admit, sir, ` 


| fund to arise from all the publie lands, including |: 


| towards making a good road to the base of the | 
Rocky mountains, should that ever be the pleasure ‘| 


| he would mention a fact, that the amounts appro- | 


This : 
i: unexpended balance in Indiana was upwards of ;' 
i; lands, will be entire 
|: year, was expended before the working season |: 
fi Pad ended; and the stone which had been pre- | 
; p for the bed of the road, and which would `' 


Should the motion prevail, it will go far |! 


ated, when we had a war debt upon us of abeut |: 


that the Senator from Kentucky would yet with- 
draw his opposition, and lend us, as heretofore, 
an efficient helping hand. ' 

Mr. H. said that he placed this bill distinctly 
and emphatically on the ground of solemn com- 
pact with the Federal Government, and on the 
ground of its having long been recognized as a 
settled public work, began and to be finished by 
this Government. He said that this road was 
based on compacts of this Government with all 
, the new States northwest of the Ohio, and west 

of the Mississippi rivers. .. These compacts had 

their origin in the policy of setiling the western 
country, and of uniting that country in interest 
‘and affection with the eastern States. They 
were based on the consideration that the new 
States with whom they were made, should for- 
ever ahandon their right of taxing, in the hands 
of purchasers, the lands sold by Congress, for 
. five years next ensuing the date of sale; a right 
| clear and ingiapulable, and acknowledged by 
Congress in asking for the compact, that it 
should be abandoned. These compacts appro- 
priated a portion of the moneys received from 
the sales of the public lands, to be expended, 
under the direction of Congress, in making roads 
leading to the new States; and this road was 
, commenced in 1806, during the administration of 
: Mr. Jefferson, in the fulfillment of the then exist- 
ing compact with Ohio. Appropriations fram 
i year to year have been made to this object ever 
i Since. They have been sanctioned by every Ad- 
| ministration, and it has long been considered a 
settled work of the country, for which estimates 
are continually made as for other public works. 
The present, bil is based on one of these esti- 
mates, and he had. supposed that no member of 
the Senate, not even those whose constitutional 
scruples prevented them from voting for it, 
wished the work now to be wholly abandoned. 
This work has been finished (said Mr. H.) as 


‘ 
i 


to the States through which it passes, for the pur- 
poses of preservation and repair, and much work 
| 4s done on it beyond that point. It had been 
| retarded in the western part of Ohio by continued 
efforts to change the route by Dayton; but the 
| road is graded and bridged through the greater 
į portion of Indiana, and is in a condition to be very 
much injured by neglect and delay in its comple- 
i tion. The continual and almost unparalleled 
| travel on this graded road subjects it to much 

injury, and makes continual repairs necessary. 
| To some extent, stone is prepared for covering 
ii the bed of the road, which, for want of funds, 
| has not yet been put upon it. 

Sir, (said Mr. H.,) this road is the favorite 
measure of the States. northwest of the river 
Ohio. If no appropriations are to be made to 
this road, and no distribution of the surplus rev- 

enue among. the States, the interests of these 
States in the present session will be small and 

trifling indeed. The beneficent hand of the Fed- 

eral Government will not there be felt. Yes, sir, 

i| the great West—the new States that have borne 
i thé burden and heat of the day, that have paid 
i| you millions into the Treasury, ($14,000,000 last 
year,) and will probably pay twenty or thirty 
millions during the present year from the public 
iy unprovided for. I make 

these statements (said Mr. H.) on good and suf- 
ficient data. The sales in Indiana,. during the 
month of January last, amounted ‘to: three hun- 
i dred thousand dollars, or thereabouts; and in the 
| State of Indiana alone it is a reasonable calcula- 
| tion that you will receive more than three millions 
: of dollars the present year. And are these mil- 
lions all to be withdrawn from the interior, and 


|| expended on the sea-board? I, too, am for the 


military and naval defenses of the country; but [ 
shall give no vote here that will lose sight of my 
own section of the Union. ; ae 
This road, Mr. President, was intended origin- 
ally to subserve the‘ interests of the Treasury of 
‘the United States, as well as those of: the est. 
And has it disappointed the expectations of its 
| friends in either respect? Compare the amounts 
| expended on it with the millions it has aided in 


and fifty miles. We have a surplus of about | 


bringing into the Treasury, and it will be ex- 
tremely difficult to strike the balance against the 
| road. os 
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Mr. President, it would be wrong to ascribe 
the prosperity of the northwestern States to any 
single cause, but it would be equally erroneousto | 
deny that this road had largely contributed to | 
that prosperity. The truth is, that every dollar 
heretofore appropriated to the improvement of | 
the country northwest of the Ohio river, has re- || 
turned into your Treasury, in amounts more than | 
double. The grant of land to the Wabash and | 
Erie canal looks large on paper, and is so in | 
reality, and often do.we hear of it on this floor. | 
In every proposition. for grants to the new States, 
this road, and that grant, with the grant to Rii- | 
nois, and some others, are continually broughtin | 
review before us. And has not the Wabash and 
Erie canal grant been the means of selling mil- | 
lions of acres, which but for that grant would, to | 
this day, have remained unsold ?: And has it not , 
sold lands in its vicinity for ten dollars per acre, ` 


which would otherwise have remained unsold to `| 


this day; or, if sold at all, would have sold at $1 25 | 
per acre? Sir, (said Mr. H.,) I well remember | 
telling the Senate, when that proposition was be- | 
fore this body in 1827, that every acre granted to | 
the State for the construction of the Wabash and | 
Erie canal would be an acre well sold, and would | 
swell the amounts thereaftcr received into the | 
Treasury. I was then thought to be sanguine 
ant visionary. The bill struggled along, as this | 
bill is now struggling along. Tt got through, as | 
I hope this bill will get through. My most san- | 
guine expectations have been doubly realized; 
and I verily believe that every acre contained in | 
that grant has brought into the Treasury five , 
times as much as it would otherwise have sold ! 
for. Without that grant the canal would have | 
been tenor fifteen years later in being commenced | 
and completed. The Upper Wabash lands would | 
have sold at minimum price, and millions of acres, 
now in the hands of purchasers, would still have 
belonged to the Government. 

A proposition is now before the Committee on 
‘Commerce to appropriate $25,000 for a harbor at 
“Michigan city. You have about one hundred 
townships of new lands in that pertion of the ; 
State, not yet brought into market. Now itisa 
calculation perfectly safe, that the making of this 
appropriation of $25,000 for a harbor at Michi- | 

an city—the only place, as is believed, where a 

arbor can be made within the State of Indiana || 
=-will make a difference of $100,000 at the land | 
sales in that vicinity, within the present year. © | 

The bill before the Senate is based on estimates | 
of the Department; and if it be intended to com- | 
plete this road, as it no doubt will be completed, | 
then it is unquestionably economy to appropriate | 
the targest sum; for all the. contingencies of the | 
disbursements will be the same: for the lesser | 
sums as for the larger sums; and the road, if | 
rapidly completed, will cost much less in repairs. 
As soon as complcted, it will pass into the hands | 
of the States, as other portions of it further east 
-have done, and it will be a most valuable public. 
«work, of lasting duration, without further ex- 

ense to the Government. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN expressed the wish that 
the subject might be postponed for the present. 
He remembercd that sixteen or seventeen years 
ago, when he was a member of the other House, 
the subject was before them. It was urged that 
this two per centum fund would be prolific enough 
‘to: repay any advances made for the young mem- 
bers of the Confederacy. The advances were 
‘made to them; and after.a lapse of sixteen or 
seventeen years he saw that this two-per centum 
‘fend was as prolific as ever. Why were these 


made on a bounty that had already been ex- | 
hausted? He wished to see a feeling of gratitude 
for the bounties of Government cherished; and 


the way to cherish that feeling was to acknowl- | 


edge the bounties conferred. Gentlemen seemed 
to think that this two per centum fund was not 
‘exhausted, and as respected Ohio and Indiana, 
if they were not eatiahed ‚they never would be. If 

entlemen wanted this appropriation, let them take | 


it as the bounty of the Government, and strike ! 


out from the bill the delusive clause which prom- j 
-ises repayment out of the fund long ago exhausted. 


‘| for the road in the new States 


Jarge appropriations asked? Why were claims | 


They talk, too, of the compact between the Gov- 
ernment and the new States, Let them stand by 


that bargain. ‘How would it be violated by stop- 
ping the road at the Ohio? Mr. C. entered into 
a lengthy argument to show that the Government 
was not bound by the compact to carry the road 


beyond the Ohio, and that the two per cent. fund | 


being long ago exhausted, every appropriation 
rocecded from 
the bounty, and not from the obligations, of the 
Government. He denied that these appropria- 
tions were given as an equivalent ‘to the new 
States for not taxing the public lands; contend- 
ing that they had no right to tax them, and that 
Congress had the power, when it admitted those 
States into the Union, to impose, as a condition, 


‘| that they should not tax the ublic lands within 


Mr. C, contended that the States 
‘southwest of Ohio, which were not permittéd to 
participate in the bounties of the Government, 
were, on every principle of justice, of good policy, 
and national interest, as much entitled to appro- 
priations for their public roads as the States 
favored by the bill. : 1% 

Mr. TIPTON said he was aware, that: some 
gentlemen opposed appropriations for this road 
because they considered it a gratuity to the peo- 
ple of the new States. : This was a mistaken idea 
of the facts of the case. The sums appropriated 


their. limits. 


for the construction of this road would be re- : 
placed in your Treasury from salas of the public | 


lands within the new States. Again; it should be 
borne in mind, that the Cumberland road was the 
great leading mail route to the far West, through 


the center of the States northwest of the Ohio | 


river. On this road the United States mail to six 


States and Territories must be transmitted during | 


the winter season; for the western: rivers were 


locked up with ice, and communication between : 


the East and the far West must be suspended for 


one fourth of the year, unless the National road | 


wascompleted. Our ability to construct this road 
would pop pace with the increase of population, 
and the-sales of the public lands extending west- 


ward. Money expended to improve the naviga- ; 


tion of rivers, or to construct roads in that portion 


of the country where the United States were the ` 
owners of the soil, he trusted, would not be set | 
down in account against the people who purchase || 
and improve the public lands, when such works | 
are executed, for he could demonstrate to the | 


satisfaction of any one who would set down with 
him to make the calculation, that grants of lands 
and money to these objects have beén beneficial 
to the Treasury of the United States. wet 
Take, for example, a grant of land made eight 
years ago, of near half a-million acres of tand to 
aid the State of Indiana in constructing a canal, 
to connect at navigable points the waters of the 
Wabash with those of Lake Erie. This grant 
consisted of the one half of five sections on each 
side of the linc of canal; the State accepted the 
grant with doubt and hesitation, and by a close 
vote, (I believe a majority of one,) after a lengthy 
discussion in her Legislature. Many leading 


members of the General Assembly doubted the | 


propriety of accepting the grant, and obligating 
the State to commence in five, and finish within 


twenty years, a navigable canal two hundred | 


miles long; apprehensive that the land would not 
sell, and that the State would incur a heavy debt 
to complete the canal.. But, sir, the grant was 
accepted, and the State authorized a loan to begin 
the canal, and soon after we commenced in good 
earnest on this great work. 
sold at:from one dollar and ahalf to three dollars 


and a half, and some at fifty dollars, and as high | 
as seventy dollars per acre. ‘The United States |. 


lands that have heen offered within sevéral miles 


.of the canal have been sold, and even lands of an 
inferior quality, that would have remained the 
property of the Government for a generation to | 


come, were sold; and more money had been 


brought into the United States Treasury in a: 


shorter period of time, than if the General Govern- 
ment had offered the whole of theselands without 
the commencement of a canal by the State. 

The construction of the canal and Cumberland 
road in that State, with the industry and enter- 
prise of the peor: had enhanced the value of 
every acre of public land. a hundred per cent. 
Ten millions of dollars have been realized to the 


The State’s land ` 


= ily. 
Government from the sales of publiclands within i| limited appropriation, let the Senate say 80; 


| the State of Indiana. The United States are still 


|| the owners of about eleven millions of acres within 

, the limits of Indiana, and a large proportion of 

' these were fresh lands, never in market. The 
recent sales of public lands at Fort Wayne and 

- Laporte demonstrated, beyond contradiction, that 

` fresh lands would here often sell at from two to 
‘twenty dollars per acre. The land office at La- 
porte took in $200,000 for lands sold at private 
sale during the last two months. As he was in- 
formed by a letter from the receiver of public 
money in that office, these sales have not been 
equaled by sales in any other State or Territory 
since the existence of the Government. 

- Indiana was about to embark in a general sys- 
tem of internal improvement. She has appro- 
priated $10,000,000 for the construction of roads, 
railroads, and canals, and this had given a fresh 
spring to the sales of the United States lands in 
that State. He had no doubt that all. the lands 
fit for cultivation, that now were,. or hereafter 

: might be brought into market, would sell within 
two years. We are anxious (said Mr. T.) to 
i complete the Cumberland road through our State 
within three years, and for this purpose ask a 
| large appropriation to continue. the road, and for 
‘bridges. The next year, one half the balance 
would be asked, and the remainder would be 
wanted in 1838. We consider (said Mr. T.) that 
we are entitled to heavy drafts on your Treasury, 
while the country enjoys unexampled prosperity, 
_and our constituents contribute so:largely to fill 
your:coffers. : f 
The Senator from Kentucky, [Mr. Carrren- 
DEN,} (said Mr. T.,) since we havé long since 
| exhausted our two per cent., and he denies the 
existence of a compact; we are at issue. I claim 
: the money ona compact; and further, if he will 
examine the quantity of public land sold and to be 
solt in the States and Territories, frem the eastern 
boundary of the State of Ohio to the Rocky moun- 
' tains, he will find that the:two per cent. is over 
! $7,000,000, and we have not yet had half that 
sum appropriated. to the Cumberland road. The 
posing wished.to lay the bill on the table, that 
e might ffy. if’ hè could ‘get his own consent to | 
vote for it. He expressed a kind feeling for this 
work,and would, if:he could with propriety, vote 
| with us. We would be gratified with his vote, 
, (said Mr. T. ,) but prefer taking the questionat this 
| time, even if we are so unfortunate as mot to be 
| favored with his opon and we expect a favor- 
| able decision of the Senate on this most important 
| measure for the northwestern: States and Terri- 
tories, Much had been said about different plans 
of making roads, and of the science of, road- 
making; he did not profess to be a competent 
| judge; but the national road to Indiana was placed 
|| under the direction of an able and efficient officer 
: of the corps of United States engineers, who was 
capable of judging of the best method of con- 
structing this road, and was responsible for. its 
i faithful execution. The road was progressing 
well, under this valuable officer; he has his assis- 
tants, with hands and tools enough on. the road 
to finish it through our State within three years, 
and a very large portion of the road was now 
ready to receive the stone. Every one acquainted 
with road-making, knew that this was the most 
expensive item of this work, and it would be 
economy of botlf money and time to give the full 
- amount of his estimates for the present year’s 
appropriations.on the work.. 
‘| r. T. hoped that the final action of the Senate 
would not be postponed. Should you, said he, 
make the appropriation at an early day, the 
officer in. charge of the work will make his ar- 
rangements to prosecute it vigorously; but if we 
‘are put off until the close of a long session of 
Congress, before he is advised what amount will 
be at his disposal, the spring season for work, 
i. which will commence in three or four weeks, 
will have passed away, and the laborers now on 
| the road must seek employ elsewhere. The en- 
i! gineer would not be as well prepared to prosecute 
' the work at the beginning of the fall as he would 
< be on the first of April, if the appropriation bill 
i: passed in March. Gentlemen would see that ıt 
l, was vastly important to decide this matter speed- 
If the road was to drag on slowly, nr 


i 
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\ 
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| 
j 
i 


1836.] 


APPENDIX ‘FO THE CONGRESSIONAL,GLOBE. 


165 


247H Conc.... Ist Sess. 


Cumberland Road—Mr. Buchanan, Mr. Niles. 


| sy SENATE, 


was to be abandoned, let us, said he, know it;. 
we are now as well prepared as we expect to be 


I 
| 


at any future time to abide the disastrous conse- : 


quences to our new and rising States. 

The estimate to continue the work in Ohio, 
this year, was $320,000. His colleague [Mr. 
Henparcks} had withdrawn his proposition to 
increase it. The estimate to continue the road, 
and for bridges in Indiana, was $350,000, and 
for Illinois $191,000; making the round sum of 
$361,000—a littl more than was paid into the 
Treasury for lands sold by the United States in 
the State of Indiana in last month—January. 
This small item he hoped would not frighten his 
friends: they could as casily appropriate thou- 
sands as hundreds, when they had money enough 
to spare. . 

East of the Ohio river the road is completed, 
end givea up to the States within which it was 
located, who had placed toll-gates upon it, and 
collected toils sufficient to keep it in good repair. 
Gentlemen from the southwest, who had busi- 
ness at the seat of the National Government, all 
ascended the river. to Wheeling, and took the 
national road to the eastern cities. There was 
not a man in the nation, no matter how hostile 


he might have been, or now is, to internal im-' 


‘| Is not the Treasury overflowing? 


provement by the General Government, while ; 


comfortably seated in the stage, and viewing the 
fine bridges and magnificent scenery as he glided 


swiftly and smoothly over the. majestic Allegha- | 


nies, that could feel otherwise than proud when 

he reflected that he was a citizen of our Union, 

and that this work would forever stand forth as 

an unfading monument of the liberality, center- 
rise, and munificence of his country. . 

Mr. BUCHANAN said he had often traveled 
upon the Cumberland road. before. It had been 
a standing subject before Congress ever since he 
had been first a member of the other House. 
He was, therefore, always ready. to.act upor it. 
He would vote for the appropriation proposed 
by this bill. He did not think the friends of the 
bill should consent to lay it upon the table at the 


request of the, Senator from Kentucky, [Mr. : 


Crirtrenpven,] in the hope that further reflection 
might induce him to change his opinion.. His 
remarks had induced Mr. B. to believe that the 
prospect of such a change. was but fajnt. 


In one respect (said Mr. B.) I am, happy to | 


concur in opinion with that gentleman. I admit 
that we are not bound by the compacts with the 
States of Ohio, Indiana, and Illinois to appropri- 
ate this money. It cannot be demanded from us 


as a matter of contract, . The two per cent. fund |, been of great service to the country. 


arising oyt of the sales of the public lands in 


Mr. BUCHANAN. Then, what can be the 
objection to this appropriation? If the road must 
be made, will be made, why not pass this bill? 
‘ Is there any 
necessity for limiting the expenditure, during the 
present year, below the sum which can be judi- 
ciously applied? Besides, if you grant the cn- 
. gineers what they required, and hold them toa 

strict responsibility for its expenditure, they can 
never excuse themselves hereafter by alleging 
that the expense has been increased by your re- 
fusal; to give them the sum necessary to prosce- 
cute the work is the best and. most economical 
manner. .You do not interfere with their plan 
of operations. .For my own part, I do not pro- 


fess to be a judge of the sum which can be prop- | 


erly expended; and as there is no want of money 
in the Treasury, I am disposed to complete the 
work as rapidly as it can be done consistentiy 
with the permanent and proper construction of 
the road, 

The Senators from Kentucky complain that 
whilst the new northwestern States have receive 


large sums from the public Treasury for the con- , 


struction of their roads, their State has been 
entirely neglected. Does it stand alone in this 
particular? Might Inot, with equal justice, com- 
pan of the. same. neglect towards Pennsylvania? 

am proud to say.that she has almost completed 
her vast system of internal improvements with- 
out having received one. dollar from the National 
Treasury. Itis true she is in debt more than 
$20,000,000; but the income which she will de- 


rive from these very improvements will ere long | 


prevent this debt from being a burden upon her 
people. I would advise Kentucky to do likewise. 
g She can 


The 


po undertaking, if she will accept it. 
aave the benefit of all our experience. 


however, I do not, complain. 


e can now afford her important aid in such a , 


_ agents who have been employed upon our pub- | 
ı ic works—men faithful, competent, and experi- ; 
-, enced—have been or will be swept away with the : 
, besom of reform... Not one will be left. Of this, | 
I should be glad ; 
| if Kentucky would be benefited by jt. Wé-can |, 
‘| afford her men who will conduct the public im- : 


that visit. He had then formed a most favor- 
able opinion of the State and of its population, 
But he must also say that he never should forget! 
their roads. He was glad to Icarn that the road. 
between Lexington and Maysville had been turn- 
piked. It needed it much. He would venture 
to say, that, before this turnpike was made, all 


| the horses which could have been attached to 


any vehicle of sufficient dimensions to accommo- 
date Orozimbo, would not have drawn him, in 
the spring season of the year, from Maysville to 
Ashland. . 7 ; ; 

Mr. NILES said he had made, several unsuc- 
cessful attempts .to get the floor, but ‘did not in- 
tend to detain the Senate, as it was not his pur- 
pose to enter into a general dis¢ussion of this bill, 


ior of the particular motion before the Senate. 
: This was a western interest, and, in his opinion, 


especially a local onc; yet. it was calléd a great 
national work, and perhaps in one view of the 
subject, it might be so considered.’ Coming from 


, a different quarter, it. could not be supposed that 
' he felt any special interest in the bill; yet having 


never before had the honor of a seat in Congress, 


` this was the first time. he had been called on to act 


‘| provements. which she is about to uadertake | 


i| With integrity, economy, and skill 
il, In reference to the veto upon the Maysville 
road, which has been introduced into this debate, 
; E shall make a few remarks. I voted for that bill, 
‘and whatever I may have thought, at, the time, 
| of the veto on that particular road, I am convinced 
that the principles which were asserted in it have 


‘| If we had pursued the system of appro! riating 


these States has long since been expended. It is |! money for the construction of roads and canals 


now millions ia the arrear, more than it will ever | 
pay. The Senator from, Indiana [Mr. Hen- i| 
pricks} estimates that this fund will eventually |; 
pet upwards of $7,000,000. This may,possibly | 
so, though I very much. doubt. it. . At all | 
events, it is a prospective, contingent calculation; | 
and the money to make the road is required. im- || 
mediately. I am disposed to grant it; but not | 
because the compact imposes any such obliga- 
Uonupon me. I wish to be distinctly understood j| 
upon this point. Pe GA ue, ; 
Why, then, shall I vote for this appropriation? 
Simply because it has long been the. established | 
policy.of Congress to canstruct thig road as far 
west as the Mississippi.. _We have acted upon 
this principle steadily for many years. Shall we 
now arrest the progress of this road, and abandon 
the policy which.we have so often sanctioned? 
Is there a single Senator within the sound of my 
vaice who believes seriously that this will be 
done? No, sir. The road must be completed; 
it will be completed; and the only question which 
can arise is, as to the amount whieh we ought to 
appropriate for the present year. . On this branch 
of the subject I shall say afew words. . We have 
n informed by the chairman of the Committee 

on Roads and Canals, [Mr. Henpricas,] that the | 


sums appropriated by the bill have been asked for | 
by our engineers in their estimates, and that they | 
believe this amount of money can be judiciously 
expended upon the road during the present year. 

« HENDRICKS observed that the sums in 
of what the engineers 


the bill were the minimum 
required, _ 


all over the Union, the attention of Congress 
would thus have been diyerted from the great 
objects intrusted to our care by the Constitution. 
Our time would have been almost exclusive! 

occupied in this business. Besides, althoug 

each member might have prescribed it as a rule 
for himself to grant no appropriations except to 
national objects, yct when a road or canal was 
preposed affecting nearly the interest of his own 
constituents, hé would have been ingenious in 
satisfying himself that it was of gencral import- 
ance. Such is the nature of man. Each member 
would have had to decide this question for, him- 


| self, and each decision would have been a prece- 


dent, upon the strength of which we might go a 
little further. The natural tendency of the sys- 


the chief objects of our pursuit would have been 
to obtain money from the Treasury to be ex- 
pended on roads and canals for the benefit of our 
constituents. ae Spline Butea ae 
Notwithstanding all the knowledge and all the 
ability which are centered in Congress, in my 
humble opinion, we would constitute a very in- 
efficient. and injudicious board of internal im- 
provements., I-am glad this system has been 


li checked. I think it the very worst mode which 


we could adopt of expending the surplus in the 
i Treasury. I should greatly ‘prefer any other 
which has been proposed.. 0. : 

Mr, B. said he Had been in Kentucky when he 
‘was very young; and he yet retained and ever 
should retain a lively and grateful impression of 


. 


tem was to proceed to such an extent that, instead | 
j of legislating for the great interests of the Union, 


in relation tothe Cumberland road; and, consider- 
ing that it had been an old and constant claimant, 
having been for more than thirty years, before 
Congress, he was perhaps called on to pay his 
respects to it. This road appcars to have been 
a particular favorite of this Government, and like 


; other favorites, to have been a large sharer in the 


public bounty. His object was to notice some 
of the suggestions of the honorable Senators from 
Kentucky, [Mr. Cray and Mr. CRITTENDEN,] 
rather than cither to oppose or advocate the bill, 
in the fate of which he folt no. particular solici- 
tude., He could not subscribe to the correctness 
of the positions: which the Senator from Ken- 
tucky, whe first spoke, [Mr. Cuay,] had assumed, 
and in which he seemed disposed to place others. 

He did not understand the position which the 
gentlemen from Kentucky have assumed in rela- 
uon to this bill, In saying this, he had no inten- 
tion of charging them with the want of clearncss 
or forco in their remarks—far from it; but there 
appeared to be something in reserve; some object 
which lay beyond this bill, and which they 
scemed disposed to advance indirectly, by their 
course in‘relation to this subject. “Are the gen- 
tlemen opposed to the bill,’or in favor of it? 


| In either case, he thought, he Should understand 


them. A . 

He understood perfectly well the position of 
the two honorable Senators from Indiana, (Mr. 
Hewnpricks and Mr. Tirron;] their object is to 
get through this road, to have it made at the 
expense of the Government, and as soon as pos- 
sible; and, consequently, they wish to obtain as 
large appropriations as they can. He did not 
complain of this; it was a course perfectly natu- 
ral, and consistent with the relation in which 
they stood to the subject. But the Senators from 
Kentucky appear to occupy a more uncertain and 
equivocal relation to this bill. At one time, it 
would seem as if the only question was, whether 
this road was to be constructed on one side or 
‘the other side of the Ohio river? If this ‘is the 
main question, it is one in which the members of 
this’ body generally will probably feel but little 


interest. , . f 
The Senator from Kentucky, wha first spoke, 


| [Mr. Cray,] informed us of, his early friendship 


for this great work—of' the ‘totistant support he 
has afforded it. “He might have said, powerfal 
support; but he seems now to intimate 4 reluc- 
tance to sustain it, because the system of internal 
improvement, of which he says this road ‘wag & 
part, is suspefided. Mark that’ word, sir: the 
entleman says this system is suspended; but I 
will take the liberty to use a more definite term, 
and inform the gentleman that I think this fa- 
vorite system of hisis ended; thatitis overthrown, 
not only by the act of the Executive, but b 
public opinion, and thatitis ended now, hencefort 
and forever. He says the veto of the bill for the 
Maysville and Louisville road had ‘destroyed the 
system, and that those who sustained the Ad- 
ministration which had put down the system, 
could hardly expect the support ‘of those who 
are friendly to it. But whilst he still professes 
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to be friendly ta the object of this bill, he insists ‘The honorable Senator has informed us that he 
on placing it on a ground which, he must know, || wishes to see the blessings of this Government 
would be fatal to it, not only in another quarter, '| reach the whole Union, and spread over the whole 
but in Congress. He says the Cumberland road || and every part with an even hand. But what 
cannot be distinguished from any other work of | docs he regard as the blessings of this Govern- 
internal improvement, and that itcan rest on no. ment? Is it the extension of its agency in the. 
other foundation than the existence of a power ` construction of roads and canals within the States? 
in this Government to construct roads. Sir, if Is it the distribution among them of large sums 
this bill can stand on no other foundation than `of money for these objects? Sir, I hope never 
this, it cannot stand at all—it cannot be sus- : to see the day when the States of this Union shall 
tained—it must fall to the ground. i be encouraged and induced to look up to this 
I had supposed that the campacts with the new "central power for money, whether to make their 
States, by which five per cent. on the amount of ` roads and canals, or any other object. I hope the 
Tands sold in such States was reserved, two per day will never arrive, when the sovereign States 
cent. for roads leading to those States, and three shall be reduced to a dependence on this Govern- 
per cent. for making roads in such States, amount- : ment—when they shall become its pensioners, as 
ed to something—that it was entitled to some con-. are now the surviving remnants of the glorious 
sideration, as distinguishing this from other roads, ' army of the revolution. If theseare the blessings 
notwithstanding this fund and much more have the gentleman alludes to, I hope we may be long 
already been expended. But this road owes its ' saved from them. Sooncr than vote for such a 
origin to those compacts—it was undertaken in system, I would sce this arm fall from its socket. 
ursuance of them; and having been begun, has Would the gentleman have this Government like 
een continued, and a sum expended greatly ex- that of Francc, where $40,000,000 are expended 
ceeding the five per cent. on the sales of the pub- annually by the Exccutive on the public roads, 
lic lands. Ido not say that these compacts were and an immense patronage attending it?’ If the 
wise, but I regard them as unwise and unfortun- States are taught to look to this Government for 
ate, by involving this Government in a business ` means to construct roads, and to carry on their 
which did not belong to it, and in regard towhich | works of internal improvement, they will soon 
its constitutional power is very doubtful. Ire- look here for means for other objects—for the 
pard these compacts as still in force, because the erection of their public buildings, for education, 
ve per ċent. on all the lands to be sold within and even for their ordinary current expenses. 
those States is to go into our Treasury. I regret Should such a system be established—a system 
that these compacts were entered into, but having ' of degradation and dependence on the part of the 
been made, and the Government having under- States; of a vast accumulation of power, patron- 
taken this work—having persevered initfor more age, and influence on the part of this Govern- 
than thirty years—it having received the sanction | ment—it would work a revolution inthat system, 
of every x ministration, from that of Mr. Jeffer- I should despair of long preserving our libertics; 
son to the present, and of every department of | they would at once lose their freshness: a blight 
the Government—it becomes'a grave question, . would come over them, and decay, rapid decay, 
whether we can stop short’ and now abandon it; ; would follow. Sir, the disbursement of the Paie 
whether, after all that has been done, afterthe long | treasure is the essential element of, Government 
course of action on this subject for more than patronage; and the extent of the one depends 
thirty years, the nation is notin some sense com- | on the amount of the other; neither is it very 
mitted—is not in some way pledged to complete material how this moncy is paid out, whether to 
this road? If it is, if this Government. has yet | public officers, to agents or contractors, or dis- 
to build this road to the Mississippi, as the gen- | tributed among the States. ; ir 
tleman from Kentucky scems to admit, itis not | The swelling flood which is now flowing into ` 
perhaps very material whcther the appropriations | your Treasury, according to the gentleman from 
are made in one year or in many years, if we have South Carolina, (Mr. raraton] and which he so 
the money to spare. This becomes only a ques-  éloquently described the other day, would all be 
tion as to time and convenience, and a wise econ- | wanted to keep up a system like tis, and would 
omy in the expenditure of the money. If we all go to extend the patronage of this Govern- |, 
have yet to make this road, having now a large ; ment. | ns 
surplus, (which is so alarming to some gentle- _ Sir, the real blessings of this Government are | 
men,) we i perhe sas well appropriate what `. diffused over the whole Union; they are diffused |; 
can be profitably and advantageously expended. ;; equally in every State,and among the whole péo- | 
The sooner we are done with this road the better; || ie ‘All participate in them, and all share alike. | 
it is time this. Government. was clear of it. H These blessings are the mora! power and influence | 
But the honorable Senator from Kentucky ap- || of this Government; the protection and security | 
ars to have another object in view—to revive | which it affords to all; the consciousness of this | 
is favorite system in another form, by the dis- | security, and the peace and happiness which flow | 
tribution of the proceeds of the public lands, Sir, | from it. This is the great an primary end of 
it is not surprising that that gentleman should feel ‘| all civil institutions. It is the great moral agenc 
sensibly and deeply the loss of that system—a || of this Government, and its influence on public | 
system.of which, and I presume correctly, he || sentiment at home and abroad, which preserves | 
has been called the patron: no doubt it wasa fond || peace among the States and security against for- 
child of his; one which he cherished with pa- || cign Powers. We have recently experienced the 
rental solicitude during its brief and troubled ex- || importance of this security, whilst the danger of | 
istence; one on which he relied, and from which || a rupture with 4 great nation impended over us: I 
he expected much: And since it has been taken |! Had it not been for this system, what would have | 
from him, it doubtless appears more intéresting. i! been the situation. of the States? Would they | 
It is a principle of our nature, that when objects || have been able to have afforded protection, ard 
dear to us are lost, they appear more lovely than || would the people have felt that security and com- || 
when we possessed them; and our affections are || posure which they did? These blessings are not 
revived with more vividness and force., I have || the legs’ to be prized ‘because the power from | 
myself had the. melancholy experience of the || whence they flow is ina great measure unseen | 
truth, of this principle. wales _, ij and.unfelt. If the action of this Government'was ; 
` The regrets of the honorable Senator over his || confined to its proper limits, it would be scarcel 
fallen system are perfectly natural.. I am not sur- i: seen or felt by the people. Your tax-gatherers 
prised at them; but I think they will be unavail- ; do not go among them; they seldom see your, 
ing; I trust that spum something more than |; marshals or executive officers. This Government 
suspended; itis, hope, ended, and never to be | acts on the great body of the people only by its 
revived, either inits original shape or in any new || moral power and influence, and the blessings į; 
form or disguise. I hope never to see the day | which it confers may almost be compared to , 
when there will be such an enlargement and ex- || those dispensed by Divine Providence; we enjoy, 
tension of the powers and patronage of this Gov- || we realize them; we feel their influence, but 
ernment as that system is calculated to bring with |: hardly know the source of the power whence || 
it. Sir, the accumulation of power here, in this || they fow; it is far removed, invisible, and felt | 
‘central, this engrossing, engulfing Government, || only in the blessings it diffuses over the Union. |, 
is sufficiently rapid and alarming, without giving || | Mr. BENTON said the Government had been | 
any new impetus to its natural tendencies. i! about thirty years—the life of a generation—!! 


it 


+ 


` the Great Wabas 


road, that the point of strikin 
u was not frxed, and that Missouri and Dlinois were 


i he would vote for it; but he did not inten 


engaged in this road, and still it had not reached 
the Mississippi. Some of the superintendents, by 
the smallness of the sums which they had applicd 
for, had seemed to consider their occupation asa 
life estate, which it would be a pity to abridge. 
He had often, and years ago,s oker to the chair- 
man of the Committee on Roads and Canals [Mr. 
Hexnpricks) to have these appropriations in- 
creaged, and the work carried forward more rap- 
idly, as the same superintendent could overlook 
large portions of the work; and now that large 
appropriations were actually asked for,a motion 
was made toreduce them—a motion which Mr. B. 
hoped would not prevail. He wished all the pub- 
he works, which were overlooked by superin- 


| tendents at salaries, to go forward more rapidly; 


the public interest would be benefited by it, though. 
the private interests of some of the superintend- 


| ents might not. Long and slow jobs might suit 
‘| them, as a long and moderate war is supposed to 
: have been the toast, and to have suite 


the in- 
terests of a certain army chaplain during the Rev- 
olution; along war, thathe might have his salary 
continued; and moderate, that too many men 
should not be killed for his remaining in office. 
But quick work does best for the country, and 
now that a good appropriation was asked for, he 
trusted it would be granted. . 

Mr. B. said, this road rested on compact, and 
had received the sanction of every President, from 
Mr. Jefferson to General Jackson; it had also 
been supported by every majority that had ever 
prevailed in either House of Congress; and, 
therefore, should not be opposed now. Itneeded 
bridges, especially overthe Wabash, and he hoped 
they would not be denied. The same road, on 
this side of the Ohio, had many noble bridges 
erected on it, of which he would mention the one 
on the Youghisgheny, in the State of Pennsyl- 
vania; and he should. be in favorof treating both 
ends of the rodd’alike. , ated 

It had been objected that the country between 

and the Mississippi was desti- 
tute of stone, and would ‘not farnish material for 
covering the road. Or this point he had some 


‘| information, as well as some personal knowledge. 


The genetal character of the country was that of 
scarcity of stone quarries; but-he had been in- 
forme by Gonna McRee, one of the commis- 
sioncrs. for reconnoitering the country for its 


location, that gravel pits abounded, which would 


furnish a flint. gravel, well adapted to the cover 
of the road; and he had seen these pits néar Vin- 
cennes, in the famous swamp called Purgatory, 
through which General Clark’s men marched to 
surprise the British post Vincennes, and the 
character of which was indicated by its name. 
The ground for many miles was a trembling 
morass, in which men and ‘horses often sunk, 
and required help to get them out. Now a good 
road is :there; boughs from the trees being cut 
and laid on the morass to form a bed for the 
gravel, which was got from pita in the same 
prairie which contained the swamp. 

Tt was also objected to the continuation of the 
the Mississippi 


contending aboutit. ‘That question (Mr. B. said) 
could not become imaterial until the road passed 
Vandalia, and the present appropriations were to 
carry it to‘Wandalia. The Senators from those 
States, now on this floor, were not disposed to 
balk the bill ‘by a premature difficulty, and he 
hoped nobddy else would raise difficulties for 
them, while they were in harmony, and disposed 
to pee amicably. Sufficient for the day is the 
evil thereof. At present, they would work to- 


‘| gether to get the road to Vandalia, and after that 


would settle the difficulty as commodiously'as 
possible, All they asked, at present, were good 


| appropriations for the road and the bridges, and 


a speedy passage to the bill, that the season for 
doing the work might not be passing by before 
the work could begin. s 

Mr. DAVIS said, that as the motion was n 

y 
that vote to express any hostile purpose towards 
the bill. No estimate was before them of the 
cost of this road; but he had been informed an 
estimate was made in a former year. A great 
deal had been said in this discussion that reflected 
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much light on the subject; but he would like to 
see the estimate. 


SLAVERY IN THE DISTRICT. 


SPEECH OF HON. H. HUBBARD, 
OF NEW HAMPSHIRE, 


In Senate, March 7, 1836. - 

The Memorial of the Society of Friends upon the subject 
of the Abolition of Slavery in the District of Columbia, and 
the question as to the proper mode of disposing of it being 
before the Senate— 

Mr. HUBBARD said: 

Mr. Prestpent: The Senator from Vermont 
(Mr. Swirt] who has just resumed his seat, has 
informed the Senate that anti-slavery societies 
within his own State—particularly within his 
own immediate distiet_have greatly multiplied 
since he left his home in November last. It may 
be so. I presume the fact to be as stated by the 
Senator; but whether these societies be few or 
many, does not disturb my convictions; if is mat- 
ter of little concern to me. I cannot, for one, believe 
that they can contain such a portion of the good, 
the wise, the prudent men of any non-slaveholding 
State, as to endanger the order and repose of the 
community. There will be no occasion, Mr. 
President, for the gentleman from North Caro- 
lina, [Mr. Browwy,]} as he stated, to leave this 
pel with any apprehensions that the moral 

intellectual power of New England is not 
sufficient to correct, and to maintain correct, pub- 
lic sentiment there upon this all-absorbing sub- 
ject. 

It is, sir, upon the moral principle, upon the 
gencral intelligence of the North, that I place my 
confiding reliance. It will prove abundantly suf- 
ficient, unless I greatly mistake the signs of the 
hag to putdown excitement, to restore tranquil- 
Yet, sir, [ cannot, I will not say, that these 
things are not calculated to give alarm to southern 
men—the owners of slave property—those who 


live in the midst of a slave community. The ' 


very statement of the Senator from Vermont does 
not tend to calm their fears—to bring peace to 
their troubled minds, The daily occurrences— 
the information coming to them from various sec- 
tions—the events which have transpired since we 
have assembled in this city—the very agitation of 
this subject here, growing out of the proceedings 
of our constituents, one and all, are calculated 


more or less to disturb the confidence of the South 
in the security of their rights. This very morn- || 


ing, Mr. President, I. have received information 


that the Presbyterian synod of Ohio has, by a | 


majority of the presbytery, determined to shut : 
their 
preachers and 


r s who are not the avowed | 
friends of abolition. 


These passing events can- ` 


not fail to produce a most unfavorable effect upon `! 
l laws as will secure the right of freedom to every human 


| being residing within the constitutional jurisdiction of Con- |! sections of the Union—in the free 


‘the owners of ‘stave 


roperty: in slaveholding 
States. ake oii? Sas ğ 


__ In those sections everything is involved in the |. 
Issue and final determination of this question. ; 


Their peace, their prosperity, their safety are put | 
-in jeopardy by the movements of the Abolition- ; 
ists. Iam not, then, Mr. President, at all sur- | 


prised at thé fecling, the alarm which some of our ` 


‘southern friends have manifested upon this sub- | 


“ject. Yet, sir, J can assure them that all will end | 


‘well—that their rights cannot in reality be endan- 
gered through all the influence which can be exerted 
by all the foree which the Abolitionists can com- 


“mand in all the free States. There isan abiding | 


“virtué among the people which will come to the 
‘rescue, The sentiment. of the North-ia sound 
‘pon this subject; and whenever occasion -ghell 


demand—whenever duty shall call for ‘action, our : 
southern friends may rely upon the force of that | 


sentiment to put down all opposition. 

Mr. President, the remarks of my honorable 
colleague in relation to this matter, and which 
“met with my entire approbation, seemed to ren- 
der it unnecessary for me to add a: thing more; 
and it was my intention to have given © silent 
vote; but since this subject has been’ under the 
consideration of the Senate—since the question as 


Slavery in the District of Columbia—Mr. Hubbard. 


to the fit mode of disposing of this memorial has 


been under discussion, I have regeived a petition 
purporting to be signed by sundry persons resid- 
ing in one of the interior towns in New Hamp- 
shire, asking for the abolition of slavery in this 
District; and, from this circumstance, I have 
been induced, with all the attention, with all the 
consideration which il teas in my er to bestow, 
` to examine this whole subject. have endeav- 
ored to examine it with candor and with fairness, 
certainly with a mind free from any prejudice 
against the petitioners. Although I have no ac- 
quaintance with a single individual whose name 
is affixed to this petition, yet I know they area 


portion of my constituents, and as such are en-' 


titled to my respectful consideration. Certainly 


as such they have a right to demand at my hands ` 


a deliberate examination .of, and attention to, 
their requests when communicated. 


And, Mr. President, with a knowledge of the . 


relation which subsists between the representa- 
tive arid the constituent, and of all the obligations 
of duty growing out of that relation, T have fully 


examined this subject, and have satisfied my own | 


mind what course I ought to pursue; how I ought 
to treat this petition, and how I shall feel myself 
bound to act with reference to the petition which 
I hold in my hand, and which has been forwarded 
to me from a portion of my constituents, and to 
all others of a similar character. I cannot agree 
to lend my aid in any way, directly or indirectly, 
in furtherance of the object contemplated by the 


etitioners. To abolish slavery in this District, | 


In my opinion, would be unjust, impolitié, inex- 


edient, even if the measure itself were practica- | 


le. But, in my opinion, the object contemplated 
would be found altogether impracticable. hat 
I mean to say is this, that if you should be able 


to abolish slavery in the District of Columbia by , 


a positive enactment, you would not thereby 
emanci 


in this District. 


i 
limits of this ten miles square. I shall endeavor 
to illustrate this position before I conclude my 
remarks. As I have brought my mind to the 
conclusion that I ought not upon any principle 
to grant the prayer of the petition of my con- 
stituents, I must state at length the considerations 
which have induced that conclusion. It is due 
to them, it is due to myself, that the grounds 
of my objection should be fully and explicitly 
stated. . 

What is the prayer of the petition now before 
us? What do these memorialists ask at our 
hands? The following extract from the paper 
itself clearly shows: 


ball 


bondage, and having no doubt that the happiness and inter- 
ests, moral and pecuniary, of both master and siave, and 
our whole commanity would be greatly promoted if the in- 
: estimable right to liberty was extended equally to all: _ 

+t We therefore earnestly desire that you wil enact such 


| gresa, and prohibit every species of traffic in the persons of 
men, which is as inconsistent in principle and inhuman in 
| practi¢e as the foreign slave trade.” j 
| In the petition committed to my charge, the 
! same Icaditg ideas are advanced: an 
| © They consider the toleration of slavery in the District 
: of Columbia as inconsistent with jastice, humanity, and 
| Christianity.” : noe 
| And the petitioners ask, 
‘| That Congress will, without delay, pass a statute to 
‘| abolish, immediately, sldvery in the District of Columbia: 
|| w déclare every person coming into the District free.’’ 
il The manifest objeet, the direct purpose, of all 
|| these petitioners is to emancipate the slaves+~to 
‘liberate those who are heid.in bondage ‘within 
this District: : The first inquiry is, can this pur- 
ae be accomplished? Can this object be effected 
y the legislative power of Congress? In other 
|i words, will the abolition of slavery in this Dis- 
| triet—will the destruction of the slave trade by an 
! ect of Congress, make one slave less in the coun- 
i try? Myanswer is—no;. you cannot, by destroy- 
| ing that traffic in this District, destroy the relation 
| of master and slave; you wilt not, by abolishing 
| slavery in this District, thereby diminish the num- 
| ber of slaves, although you may possibly lessen 


te those who are now held in bondage ; 
My position is, that we never | 
‘ can by our legislation make the slave a free man, | 
without the consent of the owner, within the. 


” «That, having long felt deep sympathy with that portion |; 
> h ! of the inhabitants of these United States which is held in |; 
foe and to close their churches against | 
N 
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the number of masters. Admitting for argument, 
that the toleration of slavery in this District is 
inconsistent with justice; admitting that it is the 
bounden duty of Congress to pass, without delay, 
a statute to abolish slavery within its limits; ad-- 
mitting that the slave trade is opposed to every 


| feeling of humanity; yet, by doing all that the 
; petitioners ask, they will not thereby ‘ secure the 
: right of freedom to every human being residing 


within the constitutional jurisdiction of Con-. 
gress.” They will still have occasion to ‘“‘ feel deep 
sympathy for that portion of the inhabitants of the 

nited States which is held in bondage.” The 
petitioners have not asked for any interference of 
Congress with slavery, as it exists in the States. 
They disclaim every intention of any such in- 
terference. They do not hesitate to deny to 
Congress the constitutional power over this sub- 
ject within the States. 

If, then, the grounds which are assumed by the- 
petitioners for the abolition of slavery and of the: 
slave trade within the District of Columbia be 
true—if every consideration which they have sug- 
gested be matter of fact—yet the object which they 
have in view cannot be obtained, if all is done 
which they require. FA 

It would seem, from the zeal which charac- 
terizes the proceedings of the Abolitionists, that 
slavery in our country is confined to the District 
of Columbia; that it exists in no other parts of 
this Confederacy; that if slavery can be abolished 
here, the slaves of our country become at once 
freemen; that their involuntary servitude is at 
onee changed for the blessings of constitutional 

iberty. ` 

According to the official enumeration, the slaves 
of our whole country amounted in the year 1790, 
to 697,697; in 1800 to 896,849; in 1810 to 1,191,364; 
in 1820 to 1,538,064, in 1830 to 2,010,436. Be- 
tween 1790 and 1830, this description of our popu- 
lation has more than trebled. 

The whole population of the country in 1790, 
was 3,927,827; in 1830 it was 12,856,407; having 
alittle more than trebled within those periods. 
And it appcars that the increase of the slave pop- 
ulation of our country has been nearly equal to 
the nee of the free population within the same 

riods. 

In 1830 the slave population of the District of 
Columbia was 6,050. The whole population of 
the District was at that time 39,858, leaving a free 
population of 33,808. ° - 7 

n 1810 the slave population of this District 
was 5,395. The whole population of the District 
was at that time 19,783, leaving a free population 
of 14,388 at that time. ` It follows from this state- 


i ment that, while the free population of this Dis- 
: trict has more than doubled, the slave population 


‘tion has been equal to the increase of 
: po 


| as it respects the present slave population of this 


has been only increased a few hundreds. 
How has this been produced? The general in- 
crease through the country of the slave ro 
the free 
lation within the same periods of time. . ‘ 
his effect has been in'some degree produced 
by the frequent agitation of this subject in other 
tates of this 
Confederacy. The reiterated applications to Con- 
gress forthe abolition of slavery in the District 
of Columbia has given to slave property here a 
character of insecurity—a degree of uncertainty, 
both as it respects its tenure, continuance, and 
durability, which must prevent its increase to any 
great oxtent. “Is it sotonos apparent that by 
abolishing slavéry you'will not emancipate the 
slaves of this District? Is it not also clear that 
by the destruction of the slave trade you can 
produce no_such effect? ‘We may compel, by 
our legislation, masters to sell their slaves; we 
may drive from this District those. who are held 
in bondage 40 less desirable sextions of this Re- 
ublic; we may change the place of traffic from 
‘Alexandria to Richmond; but we shall not set 
free one solitary individual now bound to servi- 
tade; we shall not better the condition ‘of the 
slave. No; we shall make his condition worse; 
we shall rivet still stronger bis chains; we shall, 


District, do an essential injury to them. By the 
‘abolition of slavery here, we shall unavoidably, 
but inevitably, coerce the slaves from . their 
friends—-from all those early associations which 


si APPENDIX ‘TQ: THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. [March 7, 
Todak Cona....1st Sess. Slavery in the District of Columbia—Mr. Hubbard. aie 2 


and dear to them. 
pose thal: if we should abolish slavery in this 
istrict, without the consent and against the 
will of the owners of slaves, they will acqui- | 
eace and submit to such a proceeding? No, | 
Mr. President, the action ot’ Congress upon this | 
subject would induce every slaveholder to sell 
that description of his property to the planters 
of Mississippi or of Louisiana. I am no advo- 
cate of slavery; for nearly forty years it has | 
entirely ceased to exist in New Hampshire; but ; 
it does exist, and constitutionally exists, in other 
States of this Confederacy: it also exists within 
the limits of this District; and it is here that the 
memorialists seek to effect the abolition of . 
slavery. Under the clause of the Constitution 
giving power to Congress ‘* to exercise exclusive 
legislation in all cases whatsoever over this Dis- 
trict,” itis contended that we ought, against the - 
consent and without the will of the owner, to 
deprive him of his property, Slaves are held 
here as individual, personal property. 
It is far from my purpose to go into any con= 
sideration of the extent of the legislative power | 
ef Congress over this District. It is upon the 
ground of expediency that I oppose this Seating 
mg: It is because the people of this District, 
whose interests are to be affected by. this move- 
ment, ask no legislation of us upon this subject, 
that I oppose it. Jt.is because I regard it as 
an officious interference onthe part of the Aboli- 
tionists with the rights of, others, with which: 
they have no coneern, that I oppose it. lt would 
be regarded as the worst species of tyranny for | 
Congress to annihilate in any one of the States 
any one description ef property witheut the con- 
sent of the owner. And is it not equally so for 
Congress to interfere ‘with slave property in this 
District, against- the will of its proprietor? It 
was this principle which produced the American 
Revolution. It was the enactment of laws—the 


jmposition of parliamentary cdicts, without the | 


cousent of the eclonies—it was taxation without 
representation that first’ put the ball of the Revo- 
lution in motion. :- 
- I cannot entertain any doubt that the measures 
proposed by the petitioners are fraught not only | 
with the most imminent danger to public peace . 
and to. public. order, tending, ini my judgment, 
not.only to undermine the foundations of this , 
Confederacy, to rend asunder the bonds of this : 
Union, but also tending to destroy the rights of | 
individual property—~to jeopardize the safety, the 
security, the happiness of the slave population 
within thig District. - ise a . 
- I would say to the. petitioners—to the people, 
of the Notth—to my own constituents who seek 
the abolition of slavery in this District, that every 
consideration! of: public. policy, every sentiment 
of common justice, every feeling of just humanity, 
calls upon them to consider well their ways; te 
stay their dangerous course; to abandon: that 
which cannot be obtained, but the agitation of 
which, at a time like this, is productive of the 
most deadly and destructive. consequences. - - — 
« The evil that.men do lives after them: the 
good is oft interred with their bones.’’.. 
: By aban a aaan ae this District, which is 
all the petitioners ask; by providing that slavery 
shall no longer exist within its limits, we. shall 
not, we cannot, effect the emancipation. of the 
slaves within: the District; but, the effeet which 
would be. produced upon yee plane in the 
States of Virginia and Maryland, could not fail 
to be ofthe most.injurious character... - 
a. The States of Vitginia and Maryland granted 
+o the United States the territory now constituting 
the District of Columbia. They are both slave- 
holding. States. -At the tinge. of: the ‘cession, the 
alava population of-Maryland exceeded one hun- 
dred tinusand, while that of Virginia was nearly 
three hundred and fifty thousand. And can.it be 
supposed that those States would set apart a 
‘portion ef their domain for the seat of Govern- 
ment, if they had supposed that, under the clause 
of the Constitution: to which I- haye referred, 
Congress would ever undertake to abolish slavery 
in this District, so lòng as slavery should eon- 
tinue to exist. within their limits?. Never, sir; 


Can any one sup- | 


would be in bad faith—against the spirit of the 
: compact—a violation of that understanding which 
: must have subsisted in those States which ceded 
: to us this territory. On that ground I will oppose 
this proceeding, so long as I shall have the ability 
to understand, and physical power to enable me 
to act. Abolish slavery in this District, and you 
make it the asylum for every runaway negro in 
the country. You change the character of the 
tori popalotion from better to worse; you make 
this a 


could be excited to do every mischicvous work 
to the safe enjoyment of slave property in the 
adjoining States.. They would be employed as 
fit instruments by the designing and mad fanatic, 
to carry distress, dismay, desolation, among the 
people of Virginia and Maryland. While the 
owners of slave property in the adjoining States 
would. be greatly annoyed and essentially injured 
by the abolition of slavery in this District, yet, 
if it has ever entered into the calculations of the. 


so the resort of free blacks, the abiding || 
© place of that colored population, who readily. 


Abolitionists that. this would become a safe and | 


secure retreat for the fugitive slave, such a cal- 
culation would prove vain and delusive. The 
framers of the Constitution have been more just 
to the rights of individuals, than to leave this dc- 
scription of property at the mercy of such fanat- 
ics. This District can never become the den of 
fugitive slaves-from any of the States. The Con- 
stitution provides that ‘< Persons held to service 
or labor, who shall flee into another State, shall 
be given up on claim of the party to whom such 
service or labor may be due.” If the Constitu- 


tion has watched so cautiously to prevent the ' 


protection of runaway slaves, it could not have 
intended to vest Congress with power to establish 
an asylum for such persons in the District of. 
Columbia. `. . i 

Will any man assert, be he Abolitionist or 
anti-Abolitiopist, that, in a comparison between 


sionally to have visited a plantation not ten miles 
from this District, upon which lived two bache- 
lors, the only white persons I believe upon the 
plantation, surrounded by forty or fifty slaves of 
different ages and sexes; and from the oldest to 
the youngest, I never discovered the slightest 
discontent; all was confidence—all was peace. I 
asked how this general appearance of happiness 
and contentment could be accounted for? The 
reply was, all their wants are supplied; they are 
all well fed, well clothed, well taken care of in 
sickness and in health; that no instance of cruel 
and barbarous treatment would be tolerated; 
that public fecling, common sentiment, would put 
down, render cxecrable and odious, that master 
who should attempt to exercise any undue sever- 
ity over his slave. There is, then,a false philan- 
thropy, an unwarrantable feeling governing this 
whole matter. 

There is more poetry than truth, more fancy 
than fact, in the tales and pictorial representations 
of the Abolitionists, 


Oh! judgment, thou art fled to brutish beasts, 
= And men have lost their reason.” - ; 
Abolish slavery and the slave trade in the Dis- 
trict of Columbia—we shall not thereby diminish 
the number of slaves in the country: we shall not 
in the slightest degree check the traffic in that de- 
scription of property; but we shall not onty bring 
evils upon the slave population, but we. shall 
bring evils upon the free white population of the 
country. : 
Mr. President, one ofthe great evils to be ap- 
prehended from the agitation of this subject, cer- 
tainly from any action of Congress upon it, is, 


‘ that the slavelholding States will find it necessary, 


the free blacks and slaves in a slaveholding coun- , 
try, the advantage in condition is in favor of the | 


former? Can any man say with truth, that the 


preven state of the free negra population of the | 


orth is more desirable, unless it be in the enjoy- ` 


ment of personal liberty, than the slave popula- 
tion of the South? 

retended by any man acquainted with the sub- 
ject, that the character, the condition, the com- 
fort of the free blacks are superior to that of the 
slave. . It cannot be pretended that, in the adjoin- 
ing States, they are as well fed and as well clothed 
as the slaves themselves. The race of free blacks 
in a slaveholding country is more debased, more 
degraded, less controlled by the sympathies of. 
our nature, more desperate and more a andoned, 
than the slaves themselves. I well remember of 
| once being told that you could not use language, 
‘in a slaveholding country, conveying in terms a 
more severe and humiliating .reproach to a slave 
' himself, than to call him ‘‘as bad as a free negro.”’ 


iI would not blame the slave for resenting the 
| insult. papi na ate 

To excite our enpagedness in this matter—to 
stimulate our zeal—to induce our speedy action, 
| we have had sent to us the most gross and shame- 
ful pictorial representations of slavery, as it is 
said to exist in this District. Sir, I will not stop 
to inquire, whether individual cases exist, or have 


these prints; but if they are designed to give a 

true representation of the relation which subsists 
| between the master and the slave; if they are in- 
| tended to exhibit the general conduct of ‘the one, 
and the sufferings of the other; if they are in- 
tended to paint the weal of the master..and:the 
woe of the slave, they are. most deceptive and 
! most libelous. It haa been my fortune to have 
| formed some acquaintances with slaveholders, 
| both in Maryland and in Virginia. I have visited 
| theirplantations. I have seen with my own eyes, 
| and heard with my own ears, sufficient to enable 
| me to say, that these prints are most deceptive. 
| Sir, it would be but an act of justice to add, that 

more warmth of feeling, more ardency of attach- 
; ment, I have seldom seen exhibited in my own 
| section, than I have seen upon these plantations 


‘no, never. 4 i aoe 
` Suchan interference on the part-of Congress 


| between the master and slave. It has been my 
| privilege, since I have been. in Congress, occa- 


Mr. President, it will not be ; sued, if this project be not abandoned—a conse- 


| And as far as my own observations have extended, | 


existed, meriting the character given to them hy || 


for their own security, to drive, by positive en- 
actment, or by the force of public opinion, every 
free black from their own dominions. They 
will find that population dangerous to the peate- 
able and secure enjoyment of their slave proper- 
ty. Another effect to be produced by the wished- 
for action of Congress in relation tọ this matter 
is, to fill the’rich valleys’ of New England with 
the free black population of the South, and there 


. to compete with her free labor. This, sir, is an 
i unavoidable consequence, if this course is pur- 


; eda conse 
: of New Eng 


j we can “éontersplate 


| it would be mixed with the approaching 


quence, sir, which would be most deeply lament- 
ene which every son and daughter 
and would regret. 
` Such a state of things would lead to great po- 
litical evils—would put to hazard our dearest and 
our freest institutions. I hope never—never to 
sce the time when the hardy yeomanry of New 
England will find themselvés surrounded by a 


| black population in no respect congenial in habit, 


in disposition, in principle. Can it be possible that 

a such an event with any other 

émotion but that of deep sorrow? ` 

“í Breathes there a man with soul so dead, 
Who never to himself hath said : 
This is my own—my native land?” 


Mr. President, I would conjure the Abolition- 


| ists to let this subject alone—to be at peace—to 


give up their policy, fraught. as’ it is with mis- 


i chiefs, dangers, consequences, of the most alarm- 


ing character. They can gain nothing; they may 


| lose much thatis dear and most precious to them 


and to us all, PE ey ; 
In the course of this debate, we have been often 


| reminded of the importance of this subject. Im- 


portant, I admit it to be, in every point of view; 
important in its character, important in its con- 


| sequences, important to the tranquillity of the 


South, no less important to the honor of the 
North, important to the-slaveholder, equally im- 
ponn s the holder of any and of every other 

escription ef property. In my opinion, it 18 a 
subject of the Pakea and deepest importance to 
the perpetuity of our free institutions, to the 
preservation of the Union itself. 

It has been said that this question must, and 
would mingle itself with the politics of the day. 
It has been said by a distinguished Senator that 
public 
elections. . Sir, I was sorry to hear that declara- 
tion. It too plainly asserted that those who hap- 
pened to live north of a given line would be re- 
garded as unworthy of political trust, from the 
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District of Columbia—Mr. Hubbard. 


... SENATE 


mere fact that they resided in a non-slaveholding ‘| this memorial should no: be received was, that 
country? Such a sentiment illy comports with | its language is not respectfu: to a portion of this 
the magnanimity, the love of justice which has Unian. l admit most freely, that whenever peti- 
uniformly characterized the South. What would ; tioners undertake to attack the integrity of this 
have been said, Mr. President, by our southern | body—whenever they presume to reproach the 
friends, if we of the Nuria had objected to those ` Senate, it becomes our duty—the common prim 
who have filled the highest office m the Republic 
for forty out of forty-eight years of our constitu- 


) at once refuse to receive such a memorial, whether 
tional existence, that they were not entitled to 


its object be constitutional: or unconstitutional, 
our support, to our confidence, because, forsooth, reasonable or unreasonable. But this isnot that 
they were slaveholders, and lived in a slavehold- case. The memorial speaks not of persons or 
ing country? I leave it for them to give the. portions of the Union, only as connected with the 
answer. | subject-matter; it uses no language reproachful 

The question then put to the American people | to this body; and I would :not, on that ground, 
was, ** Was the candidate qualified for the high refuse to receive it. -A third ground taken by the 
trust?” And, notwithstanding the evil fore- 
bodings of some, the same question will be re-| ance with which the memorialists.have no con- 
peated to the American people so long as the cern; that they are not residents within.the Dis- 
Confederacy shall exist. Is the candidate honest, | trict of Columbia, and are in no way injured by 
capable, worthy of confidence? Upon the an- the existence of slavery in the District. The 


swer to be given will depend his success, be his 
residence where it may—north or south of the 
Potomac. 

Mr. President, the sentiments of my own 
State, the sentiments of all New England upon 
the subject of slavery, in the abstract, are well 
known. I do not, on this occasion, deem it 
necessary to advert to them. 


ject of discussion at this time. My purpose is” 
to allay an excitement which has already become: 
fearfully dangerous. Itis ne object of mine to 
add fuel to the flame. Jt is the leading desire of 
my heart to bring back repose, to restore peace 
to the troubled mind of the public. { would not 
then, unnecessarily, bring before the Senate mat- 
ters which are foreign from the subject imme- 
diately claiming its consideration. ` - 

. Mr. President, I have said all that I have to say 
upon the character of these petitions; the object- 
of the Abolitionists; the entire inability on the: 


memorialists think otherwise; they believe that 
this District is peculiarly under the jurisdiction 


. of Congress; that it is the seat of our national 


Government; that the citizens from every por- 
tion of the Confederacy resort here for the trans- 
action ot their business; they know that slavery 


' exists here; they believe it to be their duty to 
T cannot regard it `: 
as a matter of importance to make them the sub- `! 


ask for its abolition within this ter miles square. 
I would not, then, on this ground, refuse to 
receive the petition. 


ciple of self-preservation demands—that we should : 


| 
| 


Senator is, that the memorial speaks of a griev- - 


more destructive to public peace, than any other 
step which we could take. Such a decision 
would be most disastrous in its effects—would 
add fuel to the flame—would multiply these 
visionary fanatics—would enkindle a spirit which 
all the prudence and power of the Government 
could riot control. L would,not, Mr. President, 
refuse to receive this memorial. I would never 
say to petitioners, we will turn a deaf ear to 
your complaints—no matter whether well or ill- 
founded—real or imaginary—feelingly or unfeel- 
ingly described. Ft will never do to drive from 
the doors of our legislative halls the sovereigns’ 
of this land; it would be unjust, impolitie, and 
contrary to the spirit of our. institutions. 

The Senator from Louisiana says that there 


; is no egsential difference between the motion 


of the Senator from Carolina and the motion of. 


' the Senator from Pennsylvania. Sir, there is a 


very great difference, in principle and in practice. 


: The one motion seeks to keep out of the Senate 


What reasons should induce the Senate to re- ` 


ceive this memorial ? 


ii measure which tends more than an 


First, a refusal would impair and abridge the! 
right of petition—an inherent, an inalienable : 2 3 1 
' measure.. I wish to give: such a direction to this 


right; aright existing before the Confederation, 
guarded and protected by our Constitution. It is 


not:my purpose to discuss at length the right of >: 


| the people to. petition Congress for, a redyess.of 


what they regard as grievances. That right has 
been fully considered and most ably sustained. 


by those who have preceded me in this debate.. , 
| Congress for redress of grievances—could I 


part of Congress to accomplish that object, even || It has been regardqd, and justly regarded, as the 
foundation of popular governments—governments. 
i| not so. The vote of the Senate tast year declar- 


if all is granted that they demand et our hands. |; 


I have oftered all I have to offer upon the conae-‘| 
uences which would result from: the adoption of 
the measure demanded. I have stated the effects 
it would produce upon the slave population, upon: 
the slaveholding States, and upon ourselves, the 
inhabitants of the free States of the Union. One 
question remains: How shall the Senate dispose 
of this and of all similar memorials? The honor- 
able Senator from South Carolina has moved, in 
effect, ‘that this memorial be not received.” 


This he regards as the best course; as the one |} l i 
; would not be impaired=-would not, in effect, be , 
abridged—by the adoption of the motion of the į 


more calculated than any other to check the course 
of the Abolitionists; to do away—effectually to 
destroy, this spirit of fanaticism. His general | 
object and my own are the same, and that is, to 
silence this restless, meddlesome, interfering dis- 
position; to-induce the A bolitionists to be content; 
to mind their own business, and let the business 
of others alone. But is the mode suggested by 
the Senator from South Carolina the best mode 
for accomplishing these objects? I think not. | 
What are the grounds upon which the Senator | 
rests his motion? First, that the Senate has no" 
jurisdiction of the subject matter, . -> 

I will not undertake to:discuss the question as 
to the right of Congress to legislate upon this | 
subject within the District of Columbia. That 
is not my purpose. It is foreign from my object. | 
No such discussion could have any profitable ten- | 
dency; no such discussion would tend to produce, | 
here or elsewhere-—in, the South or in the North! 
harmony, confidence, submission. A directly: 
eontrary effeet would be the inevitable result of ' 
debate and of action upon this proposition. Is 
not the honorable Senator perfectly aware that: 
this is debatable ground? The petitioners'them-: 
selves think differently. They believe this. subject 
is clearly within the jurisdiction of Congress; and 
among the members of this Senate:a difference of 
opinion prevails upon this subject. It is perfectly 
manifest that there does not exist among the 
people of the country a anion of sentiment on this 
point. Buteven if the memorial contemplated an 
object which, in the opinion of this bedy, in- 
fringed the Constitution, it would be a want. of | 


policy to refuse to receive it. On this ground, 
then, the petition ought not to be kept out. 
A second ground taken by the Senator why 


depending for their support on the virtue and in- 


telligence of the people. This inherent, this in- ; 


dependent right of the legitimate sovereigns of 
our country, has been viewed as essentially 
| between the representative and the constituent. 
| I.can add nothing to what has been offered upon, 
j this subject. I fully concur in the views which 


|| have been expressed upon this.point by the Sen- 
‘| ator from New York,|Mr. Tarimanes.] 


But, 
sir, itis contended that this right of petitioning 


honorable Senator from South Carolina. 
The Senator from Georgia [Mr. Curnperr] 


pass.any law inhibiting the right of the people to 
petition Congress; and. hence he argues that a 
vote not to receive the petition cannot. affect that 

ight. 


the door of this Hall with their petition asking 


the Secretary. 
hearing of this body; and although its language is 
unexceptionable, yet the Senate. by. the exercise; 


on .our files, It may direct its officer to carry 
back to the people their petition, and to say to 
them, we cannot receive it, But would it be pos- 
sible to convince the American people that such a 
course would be no abridgment of their right to 
petition? Wauld.it be possible to satisfy the plain, 
common-sense yeomanry of the country that it. 
would be no violation of. their right for us ta re-. 
fuse to receive from their hands their petition? 
We cannot doit. . ie ; 
Say not to the people, if we wauld have peace 
within our borders, that they shall not come up 
here with their complaints—that they shall not. 
ask their public servants to receive. the expres- 
sion of their will—that we, their representatives, 
will turn a deaf ear to their addresses. No one 


thing could. be done more fraught with danger. 
Such a step would be more fatal to public order, 


relief. They may have it placed upon the table of | 
ey may hava it read in the | 


of its power, will refuse to receive it, to.place it į 


necessary to preserve in purity: the true relation |. 


this memorial, while the other puts it into the 
possession and under the control of this body. 

oth of the Senators from Mississippi will vote, 
as they say, for the motion of the Senator from 
South Carolina, because it is the strongest meas- 
ure. The strongest. measure! Sir, what is the- 
strongest measure? Is it not that measure which- 
produces the strongest effect? Is it not that 
measure which makes the greatest possible im- 
pression upon the public mind? Is it not that 
y other to in- 
fluenee the human conduet? s 

Mr. President, I wish to vote for the strongest 


subject as will produce an abiding effect upon the- 
public. mind—as will check this spirit of. fanat- 
icism; and willingly would I vote with the honor- 
able Senator from South Carolina, did not his 
motion, in my judgment, infringe that inherent, 
that independent right of the people to petition 
re- 
gard it as the strongest measure. But, sir, it is 
ing that, in the then posture of our affairs with 
France, “no legislation was necessary ,’’ the vote 


: of the Hause of Representatives, declaring ‘ that. 


says. that itis not proposed or contemplated to | 


Can this be so? Is it not an infringement ! 
of the right of the people to refuse to take their | 
petition? ‘The people may assemble peaceably— | 
may discuss their grievances—may talk over the. 
grounds of their complaints. They may came to.! 


| effect from, the unanimity whic 


the terms of the treaty ought to be insisted on,” 
were strong measures. ey produeni a strong 

prevailed.in both 
branches; and the influence, the effect, the im- 
pression upon the publié mind in relation to the 
matter now before‘us would be greatly incredsed: 
by the united, combined; and undivided vote of 
the Senate. 3 ; 

The motion of the Senator from Pennsylvania 
is, “That the prayér of the petition ought to be 
rejected.” And is not this the strongest possible 
measure?) What do we say by agreeing to this 
vote? Your petitions we have received; we have 
well considered your requests; we have weighed 
the reasons for and the reasons against your ob- 
ject; and we have come to the conclusion that we 
cannot.grant. the prayer of your memorial; that 
you ask what we cannot give; that considerations 
of public policy, of justice, and of right. have 
convinced us that we ought not to lend our aid in 
the accomplishment. of your purpose. Would 
not this be a strong measure? and if it could be 
sustained by the unanimous vote of this body, 
would it. not be the strongest possible measure? 
Clearly so, sir.) 5o s x geet z 
_ Mr. President, the time has arrived. when there 
must be something done, and done by t,- the 
representatives of the States-and of the people, 
upon this all-absorbing and. difficult subject of, 
slavery. We are called upon by every consider- 
ation of public policy and of publie duty; we are 
called upon as the constitutional guardians of the 
rights of the people, to act—to act promptly—to 
act efficiently. It will no langer do to remain 
passive. Memorials, addresses, petitions, eome 
from teo many sources for us any longer to refuse 
action upon them. I am free to admit that there 
is imminent danger involved in the principles and 
in the practice of the Abolitionists; I- am free to 
admit that. their course and their conduct merit 
the severest reprehension; yet, sir, if we receive 
their petitions; if we consider their subject-mat- 
ter; if we vote to reject their prayer, I cannot 
doubt that. they will be, deterred from prosecuting 
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. North Carolina Contested Election—Mr. Bynum. 
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further their purpose. There are moments when l that the gentleman was totally mistaken. 
delusion itself will lose its control over the mind; j! 


È c > : ordinary motion or resolution on such occasions $ 
when morbid philanthropy will fail to stifle the > was exactly the reverse of what the gentleman |. 


voice of judgment; when argument will produce | had stated. Mr. B. said he had not moved his |! 
effect; when right reason will govern human amendment without the cansultation of authority 
conduct. . : -or precedent. He had referred to the whole his- 
A partion of the Abolitionists are governed by tory of contested elections in that House, and 
religious fanaticism, ot pushed on by a love for there had nat been a single case in which counsel : 
distinction. A much larger portion of them are had been refused the petitioner when applied for. ` 
honest in their views, but ignorant of the tendency The whole number of contested elections that had 
and effect of their movements. The latter class taken place in it were forty-two, but for the 
are desirous of doing their duty, but by an undue twelve fast contested elections counsel had not 
influence, and from a want of information, are been asked; but, when applied for heretofore, 
prevented. By adopting the motion of the Sene- (said Mr. B.,) they had been granted in the fol- 
tor from Pennsylvania, we cannot fail to.satisfy lowing form, and not in thatas stated by the hon- 
this class that they are engaged, if-notin an un- orable gentleman from Kentucky. e would: 
holy, in a most unjust crusade against the rights read from the Journals of the House, in the case 
of others. ; of the contested election from New Jersey, in 
Mr. President, I will close my remarks by giv- 1739: 3 
ing to the Senate an extract from the proceedings «Mr, Soxey moved that Wednesday next be assigned 
of a respectable meeting of my fellow-citizens 11 for the parties to appear and be heard by their counsel be- 
my own immediate neighborhood. I offer it as fore the House, of which notice should be given, and that 
the best evidence of public sentiment and of pub- the committee be discharged.” oo 


lic feeling in my native State: seas E : 
« Much excitement has prevailed in this State The next case took place in 1792. It was the 
case from Georgia of Jackson rs. Wayne, which 


‘in relation to the existence of slavery in the ; lowi : 
‘southern portion of the Union. ‘Ard. in the he found in the following words: 
‘opinion of this convention, the Constitution of 
‘the United States reserves to the slaveholding 
‘States the original right to the exclusive control 
‘of the servile portion of their population. And 
‘the present excitement in the northern States, 
‘got up by fanaticism and morbid philanthropy, 
vand based upon an ignorance of the true condition 
‘of the slave, the character of the master, and. The other case to which he had before reférred’ 
‘of the relative rights and duties of the original was from Virginia—the case of Moore vs. Lewis. 
‘members of the Confederacy, has beew seized. This was in1804 ‘On the 1st of March, 1804,” 
“apon by wicked and corrupt men with a'view to- (says the Journal,) ‘the committee was dis- 
‘divide the Democracy of the North-and South, ‘charged; and resolved that the memorialist and 
‘and sever the union of the States: and, in our «the sitting member, if they desired it, be heard 
‘belief, the course of the Abolitionists, if per-- ‘by counsel before the bar of the House. Mr. 
‘sisted in, will lead to a dissolution of the Con- ` «Jones, the counsel of Major Lewis, then spoke 
‘federacy.”” ‘`i in favor of his right to his seat.” Since that 
“|! tine (Mr. B. said) a practice had grown up, and’ 
| had beén generally acquiesced in, that had meas-':! 
urably done away with the appearance of counsel 
viva voce, but that the petitioners and sittirig mem- 
` bers had been in the practice of submitting their ‘| 
| defense in writing, in the shape of memorials, 


“The 6th of February was assigned by the House for 
the trial of the cause, but by the agreement of the parties, 
and on the application of the petitioner, it was postponed 
te the Ith of February, 1792. On that day, it was further 
continued by the sitting member to the 10th of March, and. 
on which day jeavo wes grasicd to the silting member to be 
heard by his counse! at the bar of the House.’’ ; 


NORTH CAROLINA CONTESTED ELECTION. 


REMARKS OF HON. J. E. BYNUM, 
OF NORTH CAROLINA, “he 


In THe House or REPRESENTATIVES, 
March 11, 1836, 


Qn the motion of Mr. Spancier to reconsider , 
the vote whereby the motion to allow the peti- || 
tioner, Daniel Newland, to be heard by coun- | 
sel was rejected. ; ec 


Mr. BYNUM said, before he proceeded to sub- |; but five contested elections since the organization |! 
mit any further remarks on the subject then be- ii of the Government. : : | 
fore the House, he would move that the orders || 171793, there was a case from Pennsylvania of || 
of the day be suspended; for the purpose of pro- | ‘ : ! 
ceeding with action on the North Carolina con- |: 
tested election. EENE y | 

The SPEAKER said, that the time for its dis- || 
cussion had not yet expired, and that the -gentte- 
man might proceed to discuss it until the expira- | 
tion of the hour allotted to that subject. 

Mr. BYNUM said, he would then beg the in- 
dulgence of the House to subimit a few remarks 
to its consideration, in addition to what he had 
before said, and in reply to what had fallen from 
several honorable gentlemen who had opposed 
the amendment which he had the honor to pre- 
pose to the resolution of the gentleman from 
New York. ses f : BE 
- He was truly sorry that that amendment had || 
given birth to such a latitudinous and protracted 
diseussion.as had growh out of it. He had not 
expected, when-he first submitted the amendment, 
that it would have met with any serious objec- 
tion from any quarter of the House, and he re- 
retted to see it coming from the quarters that 


with | 
ewis, |! 
“rose. He hoped that he would be permitted to 
“say a few'words, in this early stage of the bùsi- `! 
“ness, in regard to the manner, of conducting it,” || 
&c. Of the four other cases that had occurred: 
no counsel had been in the Senate, - ins 
In the case of Lanman from Connecticut, leave ! 
had been grantéd that he be heard at the bar of | 
the Senate. He appeared, and spoke an hour or’ 
more ‘in Ris own behalf, who; ‘he imagined, had« 
been a lawyer of some eminence. In the other 
cases no rhotions had been made of the kind, and 
there had’ been little contests about them. ‘Mr. 
B. said such had been the invariable usage of the 
| two branches of the American Congress: ` But, 
sir, (said. he,) do not’ let us confine ourselves to 
our own body; let us not believe that we possess 


it did. : : all the wisdom ant all the parliamentary learning 
The worthy ‘and honorable member from Ker- || in the nation; let us not be too much intoxicated 
tucky, (Mr. Hagpiy,] he believed was the first to’ |! with our own importance and self-sufficiency; let | 


make war on the amendment that he had offered, |! us not shut our eyes to the motives and reasons | 

and had, he thought, by his opposition, been in- |; and practices that operate on‘ and influence other | 

strumental in misleading the House in a degree. || parliamentary bodies. Yes, sir, let us not feel 
That gentleman had said that the resolution of- |! our power, and ‘forget right, as the Senate of the 

fered by the gentleman from New York was the || United States did in 1834. 

castomary and ordinary motion that was made on || ` [Here the Speaker shook his head, as though 

such occasions, In that, however, he would show || hé was on the eve of calling Mr. B. to order.} 


The I 


Mr. B. said he would make no allusions to the 
present Senate: it was to the Senate of 1294. 
(Mr. Boow said in 1834.) Mr. B. corrected him- 
self, and said in 1834. That Senate, forgetful of 
all that was right and just, and becoming them 
as Senators, had presumed to try and condemn 
the President of the Unitcd States by a foul and 
ignominious charge, and which remained as yet 
a blot of ineffable hue on the Journals of that 
then frenzied and deluded body; and he would 
intreat the House to take warning from the ex- 
ample set by that unfortunate body, and not to 
stain its Journal with a resolution or ordors that 
would bring down onthe House the denuncia- 
tions of every unprejudiced freeman in the coun- 
try. But, sir, (said Mr. B.,) whatare the feclings 
and motives and reasons and actions that govern 
the conduet of other legislative bodies? He 
would here refer to what was at that very time 
going on in an adjoining State. 

“On the 7th of March,’’—he read froma paper 
that he held in his hand, purporting to contain a 
report of the proceedings of the Legislature of 
Maryland, then in session, —** Mr. McLean pre- 
‘sented a'communication from Samuel Harker, 
‘chairman of the committee of one of the branches 
‘of the City Council of Baltimore, requesting 
‘the Legislature to postpone further action upon 
‘the report of the joint committee on the memo- 
‘rials of the sufferers by the late Baltimore riots, 
‘to afford an opportunity to the corporate author- 
‘ities of said city to produce and have examined 
‘before the committee testimony on their part, 
“and also to be heard by counsel.: 

Again: “Mr. Prarr submitted an order, which 
“was adopted, directing the Clerk of the House 
‘to inform the corporate authorities of Baltimore 
‘that Thursday. next has been assigned for. hear- 
‘ing the counsel for the petitioners praying indem- 
‘nity; and also to inform them, that the joint 
‘committee on-that subject will be instructed to 
‘hear any testimony which may be furnished 
‘antecedent to that day, or on the same day ex- 
‘amined; and on the-same ‘day the counsel on their 
“part will be heard, if they destre it?” > > 


almost invariable practice, since the first days of 
‘t Magna Charta, that counsel had never been de- 
nied even toa British subject. He had found, as far 
back as-1816, two reports of contested elections, 
one of & Mr. Man, and another:of a Mr. White- 
lock, in both of which a motion was made for 
them. to be heard by counsel, and there was no 
report of: its having been objected’ to; the right 
seemed to have been acquiesced in by universal 
consent. In fact, he had not found scarcely an 
instance where an application for counsel had 
been denied in-even the Parliament of Great Brit- 
ain. There had been but one which he had found, 
and which he would exhibit to the House. It 
was a case in relation to the election of Sir Robert 
Walpole, that took place in 1711; the journals of 
the House of Commons are as follows: l 


On the 23d of February, 1711, a petition of the freemen 
and free burghers of the borough of King’s Lynn, in the 
county of Norfolk, was presented to the House and read, 
setting forth thut Monday, tlie 11th of February last, being 
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appointed for choosing a member to serve in Parliament for | 
this borough. in the room of Robert Walpole, Esq., expelled : 
the House, Samuel Taylor, Esg., was elected their burgess, ; 
but John Bagg, present mayor of the said borough, refused 
to return the said Samuel ‘Taylor, though required so to do, 
and returned the srid Robert Walpole, though expelled this 
House, and then x prisoner in the Tower, and praying the 
consideration of the Heuae, 

“March sth. The order of the day being read of taking: 
into consideration the merits of the petition of the freemen 
and free burghers of King’s Lynn, in the county of Norfolk, 
and motion being made that counsel be called in, upon a 
division, it was resolved in the ‘nevatice.»? 

Such was the report of the contested election 
referred to, and perhaps the proceedings of no 
body had ever proved more fatal and disastrous. 
to its authors, than did these proceedings prove 
to the authors of that Parliament. What, sir, 
had been its consequences? ‘Sir Robert Walpole 
had been reélected in the very teeth of the party’ 
that had refused him counsel, and expelled him 
from Parliament; and the contest finally ter- 
minated in the revolution of the criminal Parlia- 
ment, and an entire overthrow of the party that 
were sustaining measures so flagrant and incom- 
patible with every principle of justice and lib- 
erty: and the object of their vengeance wag soon 
placed at the very head of his persceutors. By 
such a system of persecution and injustice was 
it that Sir Robert Walpole had been made the | 
Prime Minister of Great Britain, to the total | 
overthrow and discomfiture of his encmics. 
That House should be aware, he thought, how. 
it left an order on its Journals, at that time, 
that should require and justify a process of 
expunging and purifying its records. There 
was a striking case of that kind that was held 
up as a beacon to all posterity. It was the case 
oF the celebrated John Wilkes, that occurred in 
the British Parliament on the 17th of ‘February, 
1769.. Ip that, year it, was that, the .Heuse 
of ‘Commons of Great Britain had sindertaken, 
after passing many orders and resolutions neg- 
ative of the freedom and incontestible rights 
of the subjects of Great Britain, did pass a 
resolution, not only of expulsion of ithe viefim;: 
of their resentment, but declaring him incapable 
of being elected to serve as a member im that 
Parliament.. Here the Parliament had taken 


upon itself to investigate the qualifications and |; 
| of Commons must be dissolved.” . 


character of one of its members, which had been 
acquired before his election. And his honorable 
friend from Massachusetts (Mr. GRENNELL]) had 
made a strong intimation that this House should 
also take into consideration the qualification or 
competence of the petitioner. For (said the gen- 
tleman, if he understood him rightly) this House: 
was interested in the decision. of this question;. 
it was not alone the people of the district of the ‘| 
contesting member that were interested. He 
was to become a member of Congress of the | 
whole nation, and the whole people of the country | 
were to be affected by his acceptance or rejection | 
from the floor of Congress. Sir, (said Mr. B.,) 
do not such declarations involve the right of this . 
Tlouse to pass on the qualifications and compc-. 
tence of the contesting member and petitioner? 
He thought the inference irresistible, and which 
would place the House precisely in the condition | 
of that Parliament to which he had referred, | 
which had presumed to decide on the qualifica- ‘| 
tion and incompetence of one of its members to, . 
take a seat in its body. That was a question ` 
with which this House had nothing todo. Sir, | 
(he said,) I will read you the opinion of one of. 
the ablest and most distinguished men that Eng- 
land has ever produced on that subject, and in | 
relation to the character and body of that Parlia- 
ment. He hoped the House would pardon him | 
while he dwelt for some moments on this subject, 
as he conceived it had a striking analogy to the 
casc then before them, as well as a strong re- 
semblance to the proceedings of a certain other 
hody, which it mizht not be deemed proper for 
him there to mention. 
Sir, (said Mr. B.,) in a.speech made in support | 
of the following motion submitted to the House | 
of Lords, in 1771, by the Duke of Richmond, 
“that an humble address be presented to his | 
‘Majesty, most dutifully and corneal beseech- 
‘ing his Majesty, that, under the late viola- 


: Chappily arisen between the claims of privilege 


| ance; that the King’s Ministers, supported: by the: slavish’, 
| etmeurrence of the House of Commons, ha@at once made | 


| that they, in effect, had mhie him am alderminn of London; 


: imitation to the proceedings of which is the re- 
! fusal of hearing the petitioner by counsel, at the 
. bar of this House; and such is the language of 


‘| Mr. Wilkes, after several unsuccessful attempts, | 


‘tions of the rights of electors of Great Britain, 
Sin the election for Middlesex, still unredressed, 
‘and, in the present conflict, which has so un- 


‘of the House of Commons on one side, and | 
‘ those of magistracy on the other, his Majesty i 
‘ will, in his paternal wisdom, deign to opeu the 
“way to compose this alarming warfare: and'that 
“in order to prevent the said House and nation 
‘from being involved in ‘intemperate discussions 
‘of undefined powers, which, in the extreme, 
‘may endanger the Constitution, and tend to 
‘shake the tranquillity of the kingdom, his Ma- 
‘jesty will be graciously pleased to recur to the 
‘recent stnse of his people by dissolving, after 
‘the end of this session, the present Parliament, 
‘and calling, with convenient dispatch, a new , 
“Parliament.” Chatham, in denouncing the ar- ‘| 
bitrary conduct of that most slavishing and un- |; 
principled: Parliament, in relation to their unwar- |: 
rantable act in refusing to hear by counsel, or 
otherwise, the individuals whose claims they had 
passed on, in his tlear, forcible, and drastic style, 
1s represented as having used towards them the | 
following bold, elegant, and cutting language. ` 


: The extract from his speech was in these words: 


“ The depraved system of government, which had ina 


| few years reduced it from a most flourishing. to a most 


miserable condition. He warmly defended the magistrates 
in the conscientious discharge of their duty ; that the House 


| in committing them to prison, without hearing their defense 


upon the points of privilege, had beeu guilty of a gross and 
palpable act of tyranny; that they had heard the prosti- . 
tuted clevtors of Shoredam in ‘defense of an agreement to 
sell a borough by auction, and had refused to hear the Lord 
Mayor of London in defense of the laws of England; 
that theit expunging by mere force the entry of the recog- 
nizance, was the act of a mob, not: of a’ Parliament; that 
it was solely to the-messures of ‘the Government, equally 
violent and absurd, that Mr. Wilkes owed all his import- 


him a person. of the grdatest. consequence in the’ kingdom ;: 


and representative of the county of Middlesex, and now, 
it seems, they, imtend to make him. shoriff, and. in-due | 
course. Lari Mayor. of ‘Londow; the preceediag of, the 
House of. Commons in regard to that gentleman måde the 
very name of Parliament ridiculous; thatto gave the name - 
and institution of Parliaments from contempt, this House 


Sir, such is the description given of that par- 
liamentary body by the first man of his age, in 


anoble and patriotic Englishman denunciative 


that body, wł took to de- |. af k } : 
of cheered. of taat body, who-undertóok tode !: disapprobation of the English nation. As to the 


cide on the qualification and competence of a: | 
member of the English Parliament, as. the gen-:: 
tleman from Massachusetts has intimated that |; 
we should do on this occasion. Such was the | 
opinion of that great and illustrious man-of that i 
Parliament that : lad refused: to hear- counsel in 

the defense of even. a subject of Great .Britain; 

but to: show that House in what light the whole | 
nation of Great Britain viewed this conduct of | 
their Parliament towards one of its subjects, `; 
the people again returned the member that the | 
Parliament had expelled; and in the year 1782,: | 


again brought forward his motion to expunge `i 
from their journals the disgraceful procecding || 
that had been enacted by the former Parliament. | 
Mr. Wilkes, after having been interrupted by | 
the usher of the Black Rod, in bringing forward | 
his motion, is represented again to have ad- 
dressed the House as follows; oo: 


“ I'return my thanks to the Black Rod for so luckily in- 
terposing in favor of this House when I might possibly 
have again tired them with the important, however stale, 
case of the Middlesex election, which their patient ear has 
for several years, with much good nature, suffered. . I will 
now make some return to their indulgence in profiting by 
the circumstance of this happy interruption, and not saying 
a word about, &e. F will not detain the House longer than 
by observing the parliamentary form of desiring the Clerk 
to read the resolution of the 17th February, 1769; which 
having been complied with, he then moved that the entry 
of the resolution of the 17th of February, 1769, ‘that John 
< Wilkes, Esq., having been in this session of Parliament 


; occurred in the British Parliament, and which 


t expelled this House, was, and is, ineapable of being clected 
‘a member to serve in the present Parliament, might be 
‘expunged from their Journals, it being subversive of the 
‘rights of the whole body of the electors of this kingdom.’ 
This motion was, after some opposition from the late Mr. 
Fox, then Secretary of. State, and from the late Lord Mel- 
ville, then Lord Advocate for Scotland, the former of whom 


: had strenuously supported the whole of the resolutions 


passed by the House of Commons in respect to the Middle- 
sex election, carried on a division—185 to 47, Mr. Wilkes, 
as soon as the question was disposed of, moyed ‘that the 
t declarations, orders, and resolutions of the House, respect- 
‘ing his election for the county of Middlesex asa void elec- 
‘tion, the duc and legal election of Mr. Luttrell into Parlia- 
‘ment, for the said county, and his own incapacity to be‘ 
‘elected a member to ‘serve in the said PaHiament, be ex- ' 
‘punged’;? which motion was, for the reason above given, 
‘carried without a division.’ 9? => i 


Thus terminated (said Mr. B.).one of the most 
extraordinary transactions of modern date. Not 
only the condemnatory resolutions of Mr. Wilkes, 
but every “declaration, order, and resolution”? re- 
specting it were effaced from the Journals of the. 


: House of Commons by a vote without a division. 
' Yes, sir, this is the true history of the proceed- 


ings of a legislative body that had refused to hear. 
a subject of Great Britain in defense of their 
their rights, at which the spirit of Englishmen 
revolted; and how can we, expect it to be toler- 
ated in free America? It was against such ar- 
bitrary acts that the whole nation of Great Britain 
waseraused as one man, and never sleptnorabated 
until the foul stain upon the records of her his- 
tory was wiped clean. | 

For the act which. we are now about to commit, 
then, in derogation of the rights of one of our 
citizens, we have no. precedent, either in Great 
Britain or in America; and let no man who, by 
his vote, sanctioned this act, speak in future in’ 
disapprobation of that.high-randed measure that. 


i has so recently taken place in another body to the 


disgrace of thig nation, and in derogation of the- 
most sacred rights of this House. He most sin-. 
cerely believed the act that the House was about 
tọ commit was qually repugnant to the rights 
of the ‘citizen, and’ incompatible with the spirit 
and genius of the Constitution of our country, 
ag that recently committed by another hody, He 
could not perceive how any man could reconcile 
it to himself to advocate the onc and oppose the 
other.. . 

_ The precedents that he had referred to, both 
in England and America, were in favor of the 
greatest latitude being given to the hearing of the 
prayers of petitioners, without objections to hear- 
mg counsel, with but two exceptions, which 


afterwards met, as he had shown, with the signal 


practice, then, of this body, the Senate, the Eng- 
lish Parliament, and the different Legislatures of 
the States, the whole weight of precedents was 
in favor of granting counsel to the petitioner, as 
he had asked. g 

Mr. B. said, having gotten through with the 
references to the long-standing practices of almost 
every legislative body on the subject, he would 
then call the attention of the House to some of the 
grounds taken, and arguments assumed, by dif- 
ferent gentlemen, who had stepped forward to 
oppose the right which the petitioner had .to be 
heard at the bar of the House by. counsel, and, 
could but confess that he had not been alittle as- 
tonished at the opposition that had been made to 
what he conceived to be so reasonable an appli- 
cation, coming, as part of it had, from a quarter 
that it did. He was not at all surprised at the 
opposition that had been made to it by the two 
honorable members from Massachusetts; the one 
on his left [Mr. Reep] and the other on his right, 
(Mr. Grennetu.] From what he had seen, and 
heard of elsewhere, the freedom of speech and the 
rights of the citizen. had but little to expect from 
that quarter; it was not a source from which he 
had been taught to expect much in favor of the 
rights and privileges of the commonalty of the 
freemen of this country. He had not, therefore, 
been at all surprised, he repeated it, at the oppo- 
sition from that quarter, to the extension or se- 
curity of the rights and privileges of the hardy 
yeomanry of this country. 
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The first gentleman from Massachusetts who 
had addressed the House in opposition to the |l 


amendment, [Mr. Reep,] had stated that it | tucky, [Mr. Harpin,] 


kind enough to offer the petitioner his aid on that 
floor, and with the honorable member from Ken- 
thought the petitioner 


would be an unnecessary consumption of the ' would be safe in committing his interest in their 


time of the House to hear counsel. Mr. B. 
doubted very much if the time of the House 
would not be greatly saved by the hearing of 
the counsel of the parties, and then act on it 
without the House mingling in the debate itself. 
The members, by becoming advocates of the 
different parties, might imbibe, imperceptibly, he 
thought, feelings and interests that arose by the 
excitement of the discussion, which rendered 
them often, in his judgment, incompetent judges 
of the matters and facts submitted to their con- 
sideration. The same gentleman had said that 
there were lawyers enough in the. House to do 
the parties justice. So he thought; but did 
that gentleman think, amidst the multiplicity of 
business in that House, that each lawyer was 
going to take the pains to con over the various 
statute laws of the State from which the election 
was contested, to prepare himself, not only to 
decide for himself, according to the requisitions 
of the several statutes, but to enable himself to 
to convince others, and to bring the House toa 
just decision on the same subject? Such a pre- 
sumption he thought fallacious in the extreme; 
the tact, however possible, to him appeared most 
improbable, that each member should so inform 
himself. 

Another gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. 
GreNNELL] had said, that if it had been a case 
in which the interest of a private individual alone 
was concerned, it might, under certain. circum- 
stances, be proper to grant counsel. In this the 
honorable member from Pennsylvania had also 
concurred; and much, too, to his astonishment, | 
as that gentleman came from a quarter of the 
country where the highest regard was professed | 


for the sacred rights. of an American citizen. i 


The sternness of the Democracy of that State was ©: 


proverbial, and their devotion to the untrammeled | 
rights of freemen. Sir, upon that position I take ` 
issue with both the honorable gentleman from , 
Massachusetts [Mr. GRENNELL] and the gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania, (Mr: ‘ANTHONY.] 
contend that where the applicant has charge, not | 
only of his own interest, but of the interest of | 
many thousands, the increased magnitude of the 
subject justifies the granting the privilege to be || 
heard by counsel by reasons far more cogent than, 
it would in a case of a private claim, as contended | 
for by the two honorable gentlemen. It, he said, | 
arose out of the very nature of things. | 
The petitioner might feel perfectly disposed to i| 
hazard his own claims on his own private efforts, 
but he should certainly be more diffident in per- 
iling the claims and interests of forty-seven 
thousand four hundred ‘souls, upon efforts in 
which he was himself conscious of his own defi- | 
ciency. It did oppen to him, therefore, that the 
reasons were infinitely more forcible in favor of 
granting the privilege to be heard by counsel in 
the latter than in the former case, and that it was | 
due from the House to grant it; he could, by no | 
rocess of reason that he was master .of, bring 
imself otherwise to believe. He had listened 
with some patience to hear what could possibly 
be ad vanced in opposition to a practice that had 
existed so long, and that had never before been 
denied to any free citizen of the Republic, but he 
had listened in vain; for not an argument had 
been advanced that could possibly have the least 
weight with the most superficial understanding. 
The difference that gentlemen had attempted to 
make between a private grievance and a public 
one was only the difference between “ tweedle 
dee and tweedle dum; and was only calculated 
to quiet their awn mind for the commission of an 
act of injustice, hitherto unprecedented in ‘the | 
annals of this body. 


: hands. 


; being heard freely was coeval with the right of 


| right. The freedom of speech was aright that he 


righ 
j which he had contended, and of which he thought 


, injustice towards an American citizen; but ‘for | 
I) 


| great principle directly at war with the spirit and 


But what, to him, appeared still more extraor- 
dinazy, if anything could poy be so, was the | 
unofficious, disinterested declaration, no doubt, | 
of the honorable gentleman from New York, who | 
represented the minority of the committee, who 
were opposed to the petitioner, and who had, on- 


every occasion, shown an uncompromising hos- ` 
tility to his claims. ` That gentleman had been 


He belicved the two gentlemen from 
Massachusetts [Messrs. Reep and GRENNELL] 
had, in substance, said the same; allof whom most 


‘violently opposed the claims of the petitioner; 


but they would see that his rights shouid be pro- 
tected; that he should not want for the aid of 
counsel. Sir, (said Mr. B.,) isnot this monstrous? 
Would it not be such care as the lion would ex- 
tend to the lamb? They take into their hands 
the protection of the rights of a political adver- 
sary; they are to see that justice is to be done 
the petitioner, Do. they believe that the.petitioner 
is so much of a child as to place his reliance on 
such support and protection? Surely these gen- 


: tlemen underrate much the good sense, not only 


of the petitioner, but of others, when they thus 
speak. . 
Mr. 
the sentiments expressed the other day by hia 
honorable colleague, [Mr. A. H. Suspuxrp,| that 
he felt deeply mortified that it was a citizen of 
North Carolina that was to be made the first 
victim of the arbitrary actof this House; he could 
say, that he was not only mortified to witness the 
illiberality and injustice done to one of the citi- 
zens of a State which he had the honor to repre- 
sent in part on that floor, but that he felt indig- 
nant at it, and thought every member from that | 
State should resent it in the most prompt and de- | 
termined manner. He viewed it as an insult to | 


sacred rights of her citizens, against which every | 
man of spirit and resentment should protest in the | 
most solemn manner. : TAN 
Mr. B. sąid it.was: not. the violation of the | 

t of the petitioner alone, so much against 


of such magnitude to the country at large, but it 

was against the principle, and the: adoption of’! 
such a precedent. in that House, that might be | 
quoted in future time to ‘justify the most erying | 


that, he would not turn on His heels for the adop- 
tion of the amendment that he had had the honor 
to propose; but he did believe that it involved a 


genius of constitutional liberty. The right of 


trial under the law and the Conatitution, and this 
House should be the last. place to abridge that 


believed was secured:and held sacred under our 
constitutional government, and the denial to hear 
by ‘counsel was, to him, an unquestionable abridg- 
ment of that*freedom, as a case might occur 
where one could not speak for himself. n 

He was sorry that so much time had. been con- 
sumed in the discussion of a mere preliminary 
question. Had it not involved considerations; 
which, to his mind, appeared of the greatest im- 
portance, he would have contented himself by 
giving a mere silent vote. He was in hopes, 


to be inflicted on the petitioner, not only by the | 
refusal of counsel to him, but by the procrastina- 
tion of a decision of this subject. The citizens 
of that district were anxiously looking to the 
termination of this contest, and he thought it due 
to them, from the House, to put as speedy an 
end to it as praticable. 

Nore.—The act ‘of George HI, that regulates 
the mode of settling elections in the British Housé 
of Commons, to which allusions had been made 
in the discussion: of this question, and which 

uaranties the right of the British subject to be. 

eard by counsel, is in the following words, as 
contained in the 13th section, cap. 52: 


tnd be it also enacted, That if within one hour after the | 
time fixed in pursuance of the above-recited acts, and of | 
this act, for calling in the respective parties, their coun- 


ment of a select committee, the petitioner or petitioners, or 
some one or more of them, whoshal! have signed any such 


petition, shall not appear by himself or themselves, or by his 
or their counsel or agent, the order for taking such petition 


sel or agents, for the purpose of proceeding to the appoint- |; 


into such consideration shall thereupon be discharged, and 
such petition shall not be any further proceeded upon, in 


| the manner directed in. the above-recited act, and in this 


l 


i 


-/; Commons of 


act.” 


As late as the 


year 1818, January 28, may be 
found the entr 


on the Journals of the House of 
reat Britain, John Luthill, Esq., 
of the county and city of Limerick, vs. John 
Prendergrass: i 


‘Memorandum in pursuance of the several acts made 


: for the regulating the trials of controverted elections, or 
' return of members to servein Parliament. The like notices, 


B. said that he most cordially roed with ,. follo wing:entry: 


as in former cases, were sent to the parties, with orders 
for their attendance, by themselves, their counsel, or agents, 
at the time on which the said petition was ordered to be 
taken into consideration.” 


_ The same Masten has prevailed -uniformly in 
relation to other petitions of a private nature. In 
the House of Commons, on the 19th of February, 
1818, in the same Parliament, is to be found the 


“ A petition of several persons, -owners and occupiers of 
and in the parish or Moltram Longdindale, in the county 


, of Chester— - : 


‘ Ordered, That the said petition be referred to the com- 
mittee on the bil, and that the petitioners be heard by 
themselves, their counsel, or agents, upon their petition, if 
they think fit.” 

On the 28th of February, 1818, “ two petitions 
‘of the Right Honorable Nathaniel Curzon, Lord 
‘ Searsdale, and of several persons, whose names 
‘are thereunto subscribed, were presented and 
‘read, and said petitions were ordered to be 


Sogo | © refi mi i 
i the State, and as a violation of one of the most | referred to the committee on the bill, and the 


‘ petitioners are to be heard by their counsel or 
‘ agents, upon their petitions, if they think fit.” 


THE LAND BILL—SURPLUS REVENUE. 


SPEECH OF HON. ISAAC HILL, 
‘OF NEW HAMPSHIRE,- ` 

In Senate, March 17, 1836) | 

On:Mr. Cuxar’s bill for dis‘ributing the Surplus 


Fund among the several States, called the 
Land Bill. 


Mr. HILL said: Congress has now been in 


| session more than three months; the bill for the 


distribution of the proceeds of the sales of the 
public lands was introduced during the first 
month. -A’most fascinating argument was first 
presented by the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. 
Cray] in favor of the bill, and the circulation of 
this argument has been coextensive with the 
limits of the Union. It was followed -by an 
elaborate report of the Committee on Public 
Lands, embracing another elaborate report of a 
former committee, five thousand copies of which 
have been printed by order of the Senate. In 
addition to this, the subject has been moved in 
the Legislature of nearly every State which has 
been in session during the past winter, in which 


, direct appeals to the interests of the several States 
n es, || have been made. 
however, that the House would see the injustice | 


The sum to be divided has 
been enormously magnified, embracing in a single 
dividend the ordinary nominal receipts from the 
lands of half a dozen years for the purpose of 
making the appeal more forcible and more effect- 
ual; for nearly three months the people of the 
United States have had only an ex parte view of 
this question; the argument in Congress has been 
altogether one-sided. Whether it be intended to 
pass the bill, or only to hold it out to the people 
as a gilded bait to tempt them away from the 
support of those men who oppose it, itis high 
time an examination of both sides of this ques- 
tion should be had before the public; and as the 
reasons in favor of the bill are spread over much 
ground, this must be my apology for occupying 
a larger.portion of time in discussing this sub- 
ject than I could otherwise have wished. 

When the bill appropriating the proceeds of 
the sales of the public lands was before the Sen- 
ate in January, 1833, I then stated my objections 
to it to be the following, viz: 
` That the distribution would have a demoral- 
izing effect on the States and people who are the 
recipients: 
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uted: 

That it was bad policy to raise money for the 
purpose simply of distributing it among those 
who have eriginally contributed it; the expense 
of collection and the use of the money collected 
during the process being a dead loss: f 

That the true policy was a reduction of taxes 

on imports, rather than to gather money from the 
people to be distributed and expended on objects 
of internal improvements and education from the 
national Treasury: 

That the distribution could not be equally ap- 
lied in the séveral States, and would engender 
ocal strife and scrambling in the several legisla- 

tive bodies which should direct its application: 

That projects for internal improvements would 

be started in the several States invelving expend- 
itures greater than theland fund would discharge, 
creating anecessity for further taxation to supply 
the deficiency: >- A CC E S 
That, 


ually or equitably appropriated: 
Tha a aot decisive ikehin to the bill was 
its inequality, giving to seven of the new States 
nearly one third of the whole amount, while an 
equal distribution would entitle the same States 
to one sixth; and tħis, besides presenting to some 
of the same States half a million of acres each, 
together with other previous donations of lands 
to all of the new States: ' 

That the proportion which the distribution 
gives to the old States would not amount to the 

roportion paid into the Treasury by the same 

tates, and expended in purchasing titles to the 
same lands, in annuities arid other Indian ex- 
penses, and in expenses for managing the public 
domain: 

That up to the time the bill was introduced the 

roceeds of the sales of the public lands fell short 
of the expense of purchase and management to 
the amount of more than eleven millions of 
dollars: 

That the debt for which the public lands were 


pledged—the debt of the Revolution—had not by . 


those lands been discharged; that they ought 
first to supply the pan of money collected from 
impost duties which had becn applied to the dis- 
charge of the national debt; and that they ought 


further to be applied to pay millions of dollars | 
which the law had made necessary to be paid in’ | 


years to come: 


That the cessions by Virginia and Georgia to | 


the Union never contemplated that the lands re- 
served to the Union as a ‘‘ common fund’’ should 


be sold to fill the coffers of Massachusetts, Maine, | 


and Connecticut; which latter States were already 
enjoying the proceeds of lands each of them had 
retained to itself: i 

Finally, that the framers of the Constitution 


never contemplated the distribution of the funds | 
of the nation, however raised, among the sev-:| 
< ‘|! for every other bill for reducing duties that has | 
come before Congress during the last four ses- |; 
! sions; but I voted for it with the disclaimer that |: 


eral State governments. 


It has become exceedingly fashionable of late if 


years for politicians of a certain cast to ride 


some favorite hobby. The internal improvement :' 


hobby has been ridden in.either branch of Con 
gress until the animal had been absolutely broken 


down! Appeals have been made to the avarice | 


of citizens in every section of the country where 
votes were most wanted, by proffered appropria- 
tions from the Treasury, until the gilded bait 
would no longer be swallowed; and now the dis- 
tribution of proceeds of the sales of the public 


lands for a series of years—a retrospective dis- | 


tribution of the money which had already been 
expended and paid out—comes up to take the 
place of other projects which have failed either 
to benefit the people, or to raise their authors to 
the stations and consideration they have sought. 

Thus far the projects of gentlemen have noto- 
riously failed. The taxes on various imported 
articles had been reduced; and so far from ruin- 
ing the manufactures, as had been predicted, the 


tted either to purposes of education, ' 
or to colonization in Africa of the black popula- |, 
tion of this country, the money could not be |! 


` ing of articles of consumption; and yet more 


money was collected for the Treasury than was 
wanted for the public expenditure. How sadly 


- had been the predictions of the enemies of this 


Administration verified! If those enemies have 
not succeeded in their predictions of distress and 
ruin, may they not now obtain some credit by 
surmounting the barriers of the Constitution, 
and distributing to the four winds the treasure 


which a prosperous and provident Administra- : 


tion has amassed? ; 

I will present a summary statement which I 
have procured at. the Treasury, going to show, 
not how much has been distributed to the States, 
but how much has been saved in the pockets of 
the consumers by the reduction of duties, which 
the friends of this Administration have been able 
to make in the tariff since the year 1829. Iknow 
there are gentlemen, who are not the friends of 
the Administration, who claim to themselves the 
compromise bill of 1833. But the blow against 
a high tariff was struck, first b 
duties on coffee, cocoa, and molasses, made by 


| Congress in 1830, and a still farther reduction on 
i coffee, on teas, and on salt, in 1831, followed up 


by a more effectual blow in 1832, by which still 
further reductions were made on some of the same 
articles, and great reductions made on wool and 
woolens, onthe various manufactures of _ ttons, 


_ silks, and linens, on sugars, on iron and its manu- 


factures, on crockery and glass ware, on indigo; 
and by which teas, coffee, almonds, currants, figs 
and raisins, pepper, pimento, &¢.,were made duy 
free. These several reductions were hard fought 
in both Houses of Congress; the opposition gen- 
erally was all on one side of the House, and the 
several bills struggled through a long contest, on 
the point of being defeated at man 
the interposition of propositions furthering some 
sectional interest, by offering to sacrifice some 
other sectional interest. . 

Well, sir, all these reductions, with the antici- 


n patton of more, did not satisfy South Carolina. 


he had made up het mind to nullify the laws, 


Land to break up the customs altogether; she 
arrayed herself against the Government’ of the | 
_ Union. Some of her principal men lashed her | 
of passion, which | 
could not be controlled. ` They found affairs ap- : 
reaching a crisis which must involve their State | 
in bloodshed and civil war; they became alarnied; | 
i they retraced their steps; they were glad to find | 


population into a whirlwin 


any pretext forescape. Thecompromise—acom- 


promise between two extremes—between those ': 
who had contended up to that moment that south- 


ern agriculturfsts and northerr. manufacturers had 
diametrically opposite interests, which never could 
and never should be reconciled; a compromise 


was effected, not so much to benefit any partic- ; 
: ular interest as to relieve South Carolina from her | 
This compromise effected | 
: no immediate Important reduction of duties from 


unpleasant dilemma. 


the act of the previous year; it reduced the dutics 


|| on some articles and raised them on others, while 
: it contemplated a still further prospective reduc- 


tion of duties at a future time. | 
I voted for this compromise bill as I have voted 


E did not consider myself, nor the people of my 
State, bound by the compromise. In my place T 


then declared of this bill, ‘ë that the reduction of 


duties was not as rapid as the public sentiment |;i ; 1 
‘hitherto extremely poor and the.stinted to have 


of my State called for’’—that ‘the people of 
New Hampshire, for their own sakes, wanted a 
large reduction of the taxes on all articles which 
they consume, when those taxes are no longer 
needed for the support of the public expenses;” 
and that “they would not allow their Senators or 
Representatives to pledge the public faith that the 
reduction shall not be more rapid. ”* ' 

A reduction has becn made, and events have 
shown that even a greater reduction might have 
been made without detriment to the public.inter- 
est. This reduction has been effected in spite 
of prejudice and of passion in favor of what was 


* Gales & Seaton’s Debates, vol. 9, part I, page 103. 
t 


a reduction of. 


, demonstration. 1 1 
| Single State of New Hampshire had, imposed 
-a direct tax upon its citizens to the amount of 


on In 
|. wood screws, 14 cents per pound; on lead, 123; 


| called the “ American system.” The reduction 


has had the effect on the revenue ef the last six 
years exhibited in the following table: 


Statement exhibiting the amount of Duties which actually 
accrued on Merchandise imported during the years 1829, 
1830, 1831, 1832, 1833, and 1834, compared with an esti- 
mated amount of Duties which would have accrued had the 
tariff of 1828 been continued. 


Which would! 
have accrucd 
under the tar- 
iff of 1828. 


Amount ofan- 
nual reduc- 
tion. ‘ 


Which actu- 
ally accrued. 


$27,662,461 65 827,662,461 65 
28,282,964 95 | 28,468,441 64 
36,559,383 41 | 40,288,108 72 
29,310,894 78 | 36,615,401 06 
24,139,674 66 | 43,942,264 69 
19,648,062 00 | 43,517,757 60 


$185,476 69° 
3,728,725 31 


23,869,695 60 


t 


aes: 154,817,993 91 


By the change of duties about fifty-five millions 
of dollars, eleven months a year, had been saved 
to the people up to the expiration of the year 
1834. Thirty millions, at least, might be added 
for the year 1835, making eighty millions of dol- 
lars for the last six years, or an average of more 
than thirteen millions of dollars in a year, and 
twenty-five millions for each of the three last 
years, saved in the pockets of the people by the 
reduction of the tariff. The sum saved already 
is nearly four times as much as the bill. proposes 
to distribute among the States; and the propor- 
tions will be two millions of dollars to the State 
of New Hampshire, three millions of dollars to 
Maine; four millions and a half to Massachusetts; 
eight hundred thousand to Rhode Island; two 
millions two hundred thousand to Connecticut; 
and two millions one hundred thousand to Ver- 


mont. , ; 
stages by |i 


That a great degree of the prosperity which 


| pervades the whole country is due to the reduc- 


tion of the tariff, is. a proposition susceptible of 
Suppose, for instance, that the 


$400,000 a year—the amount that has been 
saved by the reduction of duties, and much less 
than the amount that ‘will be hereafter saved— 
would not the abstraction. of that amount from 
the pockets of her citizens, even though it should 


| go into her State Treasury, have been quite suf- 
i ficient to produce a general scarcity of money 


among her farmers? 
As the case is, the money has been left in the 
possession of the people. . And it is not simply 
the amount of the reduction of dutes that has been 
saved;.itis the profits on the amount of duties 
of factor, merchant, and retailer, that should be 
added to the amount of reduction of duties. On 
teas, from 35 to 50 cents per pound; on coffee, 5 
cents; on raisins, 4 cents; on macc, $1; on nut- 
megs, 60 cents; on pepper, 8 cents; on salt, 10 
cents per bushel; on worsted stuffs, 27} cents per 


i yard; on linens, 273 cents; on silks, 22 to. 363 


cents per yard; on blankets, 13 to 33g per cent.; 
fia piece goods, 26; on cottons, 23; on iron 
on indigo, 35; on Leghorn hats, 25 per cent.; on 
manufactures of steel and iron, 8 to 14 cents per 
pound, a NES: 
These are some of the items coming into the 
use of every family in the ‘country, for its sus- 
tenance and comfort, on which ‘there has been a 


‘ saving; and those ‘savings, to every prudent and 
j temperate man in the community, have contrib- 


uted to make him better off; they have made the 


a sufficiency; and t ey have made the coffers of 
the moderate in pecuniary means to overflow. 
About $2,000,000 have been saved in five years, 
to the people of the State of New Hampshire, by 
a reduced tariff. _ This saying, together with the 
change that has taken place in the consumption 
of ardent apirits, and, the consequent increased 
industry of its producing population, has placed 
the independent yeomanry of that State in a con- 
dition that might be envied, even by those who 


i have been habituated to circumstances of more 


case in the higher walks of life. 
Another material fact has been demonstrated 
by the reduction: of the tariff, and this is, that 
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never have the great manufacturing interests been i 


more prospercits Chan since this reduction. The com- 
promise, as it is cailed, is calculated to affect the 
manufacturing interests less favorably than al- 
most any change that could be devised. Thus, 
the duty was taken off entirely from silks manu- 
factured this side of the Cape of Good Hope, 
from silk and worsted, and from linens; while 
the duty on manufactured cottons was reduced a 
mere trifle, and that on woolens not much more. 
The result has been that the free articles have ex- 
tensively taken the place of the highly taxed ar- 

- ticles, so that in effect the protection on cottons 
especially is little better than that on free articles 
themselves. Yet, although silk goods came in 
duty free, this does not prevent the enterprising 
citizens of the country from planting mulberry 
orchards, and preparing for the extensive produc- 
tion of silk in this country. Now, if the imposi- 
tion of duty furnishes any protection, would it 
not be pradent to impose a small tax on silks 
which are free of duty, and bring down the duty 
on cottons to the same medium ? 

~ The idea of protection of manufactures by 
imposition ofa high duty, while the expectation o 
the manufacturer is to dispose of his articles in a 
foreign market, is preposterous and absurd. Pro- 
tection at home cannot reach the market abroad. 
If the price of wool be raised by a protective 
duty, the raised price of the article increases the 
expense of the manufacturer, and lessens his 
ability to go into a market abroad, or to compete 
with foreigners at home; if the duty be taken off 
of wool, while the high duty is kept up on the 
manufactures of wool, this will increase the gains 
of the manufacturer at the expense of the wool 
producer. In either event, the increased duty 
acts against the intercsts of the other, so that 
what is the manufacturer’s gain is the wool- 
grower’s loss, and what is the wool-grower’s 
gain is the manufacturer’s loss. 

From the operation of the reduced tariff thus 
far, it is clear to my mind that Congress may, 
without hesitation, bring it still farther down to 
the lowest point of expenditure for an economi- 
eal Government. This Government ought to be, 
may be, and must be made the cheapest, as it 
will be the most effective, Government on earth. | 
If the public lands are destined to yield a large 
revenue to the country—(and they yet owe the 
country a great amount for the repayment of ; 
their original cost and protection)—let this reve- ' 
nue go to the support of the ordinary expenses — 
of the Government—let the pledge made by a | 
resolution of Congress, which is older than the | 

Constitution itself, that ‘the unappropriated i 
lands shall be disposed of for the common benefit ; 
of the United States,” be rigidly enforced. i 
We have just seen the salutary effects on the | 
people of the reduced tariff. A still further reduc- ; 
tion—a reduction to that point which will make | 
a bare Treasury, and drive away from it the vul- 
tures who hover around, and grow poor in wait- . 
ing to feed upon it—would be beneficial. If our | 
land will yield a revenue of $10,000,000 a year, | 
and $10,000,000 more can be reduced from the tax 
upon the imports, why not leave that $10,000,000 


| 
in the pockets of an industrious people, rather i 

t 

| 


than take it from them, not to be returned to 
them, but to go into the several State treasuries, | 
there to be scrambled for by men who have done 
little towards earning it—to be wasted, as millions | 
have been wasted from the National Treasury, on 
objects of internal improvements, such as. the 
Cumberland road, the Chesapeake and Ohio, the 
Dismal Swamp, and the Chesapeake and Dela- 
ware canals? ‘“here is no danger in further re- 
ducing the tariff; there is no particular danger 
in keeping on hand the surplus we already have 
in the Treasury. Better protection Congress 
cannot give to manufacturing industry of every 
kind, than to reduce the tax on every article 
of consumption to the lowest possible point. 
Does Congress consider it good policy to take | 
of entirely, for the encouragement of ¢orpora- 
tions engaged in building railroads, the duty on 
imported iron rails? and will they not afford the 
same encouragement to the mechanic who man- 
ufactures the utensils of the common farmer? If | 
the West India islands afford a market for all 
those articles which are easily raised or manu- | 


be permitted to bring sugars from the same West 
Indies without duty, as we do from New Orleans? 
Sugar is a necessary of life—its nutritious quali- 


ties not only sustain life, butcontribute to health; | 


factured in the United States, why should we not 


The Land Bill—Surplus Revenue—Mr. Hill. 


and it ought to be furnished to the poor at the ` 


lowest possible price. There is no reason why 
the consumers should pay two and a half centsa 
pound on sugar, adding at least, in duty and profits 
on the duty, one-third to the price of the article, 
for the benefit of the rich planters in Louisiana. 
Those planters can pay enormous prices, for 
slaves, and make overgrown fortunes in a few 
years. ‘They are the last men in the country 
who should ask for aid from a protective duty for 


a product of agriculture; and yet they are almost , 


the only class of agriculturists in the country 
who receive such protection. If policy require 
that protection shall be given, humanity would 
seem to demand that this protection shall confine 
itself to limits that shall bar the temptation to an 
unnecessary traffic in human flesh. Raising the 
price of slaves in Louisiana and Florida, this 
sugar duty is indirectly a tax on the culture of 
the cotton region, operating to raise there the 
price of slaves and slave labor, and to encourage 
the rearing of slaves in the Middle States, to be 
disposed of in the South. 

As long as it shall be necessary to have duties 
on importations, the lowest duties required for 
supplics to the public Treasury will be a sufficient 
protection to manufactures and agriculture against 
foreign competition. If twelve and a half, or 
even ten per centum, as a permanent policy, will 

‘ not protect any kind of production, that produc- 
tion ought to be yielded for.some other which 
will support itself; and eyery kind of political 
economy should be repudiated which does not 
teach that labor should be turned away from that 
production which requires artificial heat in a cold 
climate to sustain it, when the same may .be 
transported, for a trifling expense, from a climate 


in which it grows spontaneously.. The manu- | 


_| lic lands. 


_ factures of this country do not require a hot-bed | 
protection. If the price of labor be higher here : 


than it is in Great Britain, our Government may, 
by reducing its taxes, and economizing its ex- 
penses, be in that condition which will free the 
aborer and producer of every name almost en- 
tirely from taxation; while in the foreign country 
the taxes and burdens imposed to pay the interest 


‚on a public debt, enormously great, and to dis- | 


charge Government expenses that. knew no par- 


allel here, will more than counterbalance the i; 
difference between them and us in the article of |; 


labor. 


I have taken this view of the subject to show |; 
‘| other road. The reason was that two percent. of 


there is not even a necessity at this time to adopt 


any new plans to get rid of the ae that may `: 


be in the Treasury. We are, I be ieve, the first 
nation of the world that has honestly discharged, 


i 


| principal and interest, a debt of the magnitude `. 
: that ours has been; and as we are singular inthis | 


i respect, may it not be possible that we shall, in | 


‘the hey-day of our prosperity, keep on hand, 
until an evil day shall come upon us, a portion 
: of that surplus? If the country continue in its 
; duce the tariff of duties. 
take place, the surplus will then be much more 
| effectually applied to useful or necessary ob- 
jects, than it can be now. The present high 
| price and demand for labor makes this the very 
| worst time to apply. a surplus, either by the State 
or nation, to Internal improvements. Private 
capital and private enterprise are most effectually 
|| conducting all useful improvements in the north- 
ern section of the Union. If it could be possible 
|| to distribute this money among the States, its 
ere pean. I fear, would mar those enterprises, 
and produce results scarcely less disastrous to 
capital than has been the application of $1,000,000 
by this Government, and the $1,500,000 Dutch 


j 
i 
1 
i 
i 


unfortunate undertaking, 
Okio canal. 

. The Senator from Kentucky, [Mr. Crayv,] who 
| introduced it, says: “ This bill is not founded 
i upon any notion of a power in Congress to tax 
tand collect taxes, and distribute the amount 
i ‘among the several States. I think (he says) 


the Chesapeake and 


present palmy state of good fortune, we may re- | 
If a revulsion shall; ; 
‘| of the Ohio, $2,341,900 88. Total amount ex- 


| 


l 


| 
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| * Congress possesses no such power, and has no right 


| € to exercise it, until some such amendment as 
| that proposed by the Senator from South Caro- 
| «lina. [Mr. Catuouy] shall be adopted.” 
` [thank the Senator for making this admission; 
because, if it shall not induce his friends in Con- 
gress to vote against this bill, it will at least jus- 
ufy the opponents of the bill, and the Bresident 
of the United States, should it pass both Houses 
of Congress, and again receive hig veto, for the 
course they shall take in relation to it. 
The proposition I tay down is, that every dollar 
_ of the surplus in the public Treasury, which is 
now proposed to be divided among ‘the States, 
was derived from taxes laid upon and collected 
from the people; that no part of it was in fact 
, derived from the net proceeds of the sales of pub- 


, A document, under date of January 11, 1836, 
from the Register of the Treasury, shows that 
_ the whole receipts into the Treasury on account 
‘of the sales of the public lands, from the earliest 
period, to the 30th September, : 
1835, 18. cae or eeose. cece ee os $58,619,593 00 

: And that the cost of management ; 
IS se eeetirecccrcccccsecseess 57,652,207 89 


Leaving in favor of the land fund.. 


$967,316 11 


This cost of management includes the several 
items of expenditures under the head of Indian 
, Department; the payment for the purchase of 
Louisiana and interest on the same; the payment 
for the purchase of Florida and interest; the pay- 
| ments to the State of Georgia on account of lands 

rclinguished to the United States; the amount of 

Mississippi stock issued under the act of the 3d of 

March, 1815; salaries and contingent expenses of 

the Genera] Land Office; salaries and incidental 
‘expenses of land offices; salaries of surveyors 
general and their clerks,and of commissioners 
' for settling land claims; and payments from the 
ets on account of the survey of the public 
ands. 
This view of the case presents, up to the 13th 
of September last, little short of a million of dol- 
lars on the credit side of the public lands. 
| . But the statement from the Treasury is not 

the moiety of what has been charged on the 
Treasury on account of the public lands.. I. will 
name several items which are tangible. 

_Itis well known that the Cumberland road has 
been considered as:standing on different ground 
from all other objects of internal improvement 
which have been moved in Congress. Members 
of Congress have voted for appropriations for 
this road who would vote appropriations for no 


the amount of sales of the public lands in several 
' States was set apart for the erection of this road, 
and thereby it was not considered a direct appro- 
priation of money from the Treasury. I have 
ascertained, by a written communication from 
the Treasury Department. that the two per cent. 
fund,as faras yet ascertained was but $924,511 18; 
while there has been expended .on one hundred 
and thirty miles of the Cumberland road, this side 
of the Ohio, the enormous sum of $2,827,506 88, 
or $21,650 per mile; and on the same road west 


pended on the Cumberland road up to the 30th 
' of September, 1835, $5,169,407 76. This ex- 
penitius is most clearly a charge on.the receipts 
or the public lands, -A 
| In like manner, all the appropriations for 
. money for roads, or other improvements, in the 
new States and Territories, made expressly with 
the view to raise the price and help the sale of 
the public lands, are chargeable to the same re- 
ceipts. For seventeen years, commencing Jan; 
| Wary 1, 1817, and ending December 31, 1834, the 
‘expenditures for roads in the new States and 


é i: Territories, (sec House document No. 39, of the 
loan, which has bankrypted this District, to that 


present session,) were as follow: 

In Ohio. ...+erncccesccceen es $214,129 
Tllinois... cece eeseeceees 39,637 
Indiana.. ss ..cesaecsseceees 207,519 
Alabama....scceneceereeees 138,922 


97 
81 
20 
43 


Mississippi... .esseseeeeee: 37,024 a 
Missouri..cseseeeeeeeeeees 94,031 a 
Louisiana... cecceecesesccese 36,736 


7,920 00 
81,706 20 


$858,127 31 


Indian Territory ....seeeeee 
Other Territories. ...e.eseee 


This, it will be observed, is only a part of the | 
expenditures for roads in the Territories named. 
To it, we may add the $1,000,000 paid by the 
Government as a subscription to the Phicenpeake 
and Ohio canal, opening an avenue for the benefit 
of the public lands at the West. 

The three per cent. fund paid to States, ex- 


to the expenses of the public lands: ' 


ae tl 


73,441 73 
69,585 21 


$786,616 75 


Hlinois e.e... 
Missouri ....... 


$524,511 18 


. We may add the expenses of the civil govern 
ment of Territories, (which, exclusive of the 


judiciary and customs, amounted for seventeen ~ 


years, ending December 31, 1834, to $676,269 99,) ` 
at least a million and a half of dollars. These : 
expenses are not less legitimately chargeable to | 
the land fund than the expenses of the land offices 
themselves. : S 

In addition to this, all the frontier and Indian | 
wars, since the revolution, are justly chargeable ' 
to the public lands. If, for ten years to come, 
these lands were to yield: a clear revenue of 
$10,000,000 a year, they would scarcely repay 
the expenses which the. United States have in- | 
curred in defending them. A contest of only 
a few months with Black Hawk cost the nation 


some two or three millions of dollars; and the Si è 38 2a 
mB 


on ac- 
count of the public lands. : | 
The Senator from Ohio [Mr. Ewe] has con- |; 
tended that the public -lands are not chargeable ij 
with marty of these expenses; and the billassumes | 
that they are not even chargeable with the expense | 
of surveys and of the land offices, for it divides the |: 
whole receipts without making any provision for 
thoseexpenses. Butthe Senator justifies the large 
grants of land and money for internal improve- 
ments to the new States on the express ground | 
that they were chargeable to che public: lands. 
The two positions taken by the gentleman show | 
that, when his object is to make partial grants, all 
may be charged to the aecount of the public lands; | 
bat when the object is to divide the surplus funds | 
among the States, nothing is to be charged to the | 


expense of the. public lands! . 
nsidering the many millions expended on 
account, and for the benefit of the public lands |' 
not taken into account in the statement of the | 
Register of the Treasury, can it be pretended |! 
that there is now, that there ever has been, a dol- | 
lar of money in the Treasury, which has not been | 
derived from taxes laid upon the péople? If it-be |! 
admitted that Congress has no power: “tolay and 
collect taxes, and distribute the amount. among 
the several States,” it must as freely be admitte 
that the bill distributing among: the .States a ‘| 
greater amount than the present: surplus in the 
public Treasury, is not warranted by the Cont 
stitution of the United States. i. 28 He 
Further, Mr. President, this bill is condemned 
for the inequality of distribution upon its face. 
The Senator from Kentucky has franied a-table, 
which may operate as a bait to the several States, 
to show how much money they will gain by the 
bill. Ihave made an addition to his table to show 
the people of eighteen of the oldest States how 
much they will lose in the distribution of the bill 
before the Senate. I have added to the seven 
new States, in addition to the money they are to 
receive by the bill, the minimum price of the land 


i 
i 
l 


< 


i! by Mr. Hint to the table of Mr. Cray. 


i be $753,349; thatis, this amount, which has-been 


; More luxuriant than that of the old States, is 
; tempting, and drawin to them, without such 
| invidious distinction, the best of the enterprise 


| pay of her exceutive, legislative, and- 


souri, 500,000 acres; to Indiana, 115,272 acres; 


that had previously been made to some of those 
States. 


The following is the table referred to by Mr. : 
Ctar: 


Statement showing the dividend of each State (according to | 
its Federal population) of the proceeds of the Public Lands, 
during the years 1833, 1834, and 1835, after deducting from 
the amount fifteen per cent. previously allowed to the seven | 
new States . ` 
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Nore.—The three right hand columns of figures are added 
-The loss- to the six New England States will 


paid by the people of New England directly. into 
the Treasury from taxes on articles which the 

have consumed, will be taken from them by: this 
bill, and‘given to seven new States, whose ‘soil; 


| granted to them in the same bill; that is, to each | 
of the States of Mississippi, Louisiana, and Mis- |i 
n 


to Alabama, 100,000; and to Illinois, 20,000 acres; ` 
i not taking into acccunt the extensive donations 
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| wards an equal proportion with all the rest. Now, 
by what right, either in law or equity, can either 
of these States, as States, be entitled, not to 
simple equality, but to manifest favoritism in 
making the division? Those two States with 
their inhabitants were a foreign country until 
after the great mass of public lands this side of 
the Mississippi had been acquired through the 
blood and toil of the old States of this Union, 
which have always been of the disfavored States 
when any benefits were to be derived from the 

ublic lands. The most of those old States have 
| had no expenditures made within their borders 
| of the public money for internal improvements, 
i Itis plain to common sense that neither Louisiana 
| nor Missouri can be entitled to receive into its 
| State coffers the avails of that property which 
i belonged exclusively to the.old States. before 
they were admitted into the Union. As a joint 
' interest, Louisiana and Missouri might enjoy 
their portion of benefits to be derived from the 


‘ public lands. As a separate interest, those States 


$ 


can have no claim whatever to that part of the 
ublic domain which was acquired while the 
tates owed allegiance to a foreign Government. 
Again: the States of Maine and Massachusetts 
have a domain which they retained under the 
jurisdiction of Massachusetts after the war of the 
evolution. From this land the two States during 
the year past have received some one hundred and. 
fifty thousand dellars each; and if the boundary 


i line shall be established where it is claimed to be, 
| & extended territory rising in price will furnish 


each of those States annually still larger sume 
from the sales of land. Is it just that these twe 
States should derive a large revenue from the 
lands which fell to them on the termination of the 


i contest for independenee, at the same time they 


and capital of the States from whem this advan- 
tage is taken.: The losswhieh the State of New 
Hampshire will sustain in this unequal distribu- 
tion is $107,915—more than twice.the amount of. 
money which that State annually pays for. all 
her State expenses, including the salaries and 
judi 
oses in 


departments, The State of New York 


| the distribution $768,740, and Virginia, $410,104. 


The injustice and inequality of this bill are not 
its only bad features. Take the two States of 
Louisiana and Missouri, besides the direct gift 
of five hundred thousand acres, each receives her 
share as one of the seven new States of fifteen 
per cent. on the whole amount first, and after- 


come in foran equal portion with the other original 


| States, of the proceeds of sales of lands which 


other States, holding them under a like tenure, 
ceded for the common benefit of the whole United 
States? Massachusetts and Maine may enjoy 
the benefits of the‘public lands while preserved as 
a common fund for the use of all the States; but 
when this bill, becoming a law, shall vest in them 
a separate interest in the. proceeds of the sales of 
public lands, making in their favor the invidious 
distinction of two separate interests, violence will 
bé done.the Constitution, which must seek in vain 
for any true ground. of justification. , 

. Further: the State of Connecticut retained a 
tract of land without her -limits, called the Con- 
necticut. reserve, within the limits of the present 
State of Ohio,. from the: sale of which she has 
created a fund for common schools, whose in- 
crease. is now more than $1,000,000, and in a few 
years will go far towards supporting those schools 
in each and every school district of the State. She 
retained this tract, when she had really no better 
claim to it than others of the original States which 
claimed nothing and. had received nothing, had to 
an equal quantity. Would it not be just, before 
the “common fund” shall be dispersed to the 
four winds, first to grant the old States, which, as 
yet, have had nothing, at least an equal amount 
with others which have received? 

Again: Virginia, at the close of the war of the 
Revolution, besides the whole country within the 
present limits of Kentucky, claimed what was then 
called the Northwestern Territory, comprising 
the preseet States: of Ohio, Indiana, and Illinois, 
the new State of Michigan, the Territory of Wis- 
consin, and all:the country west. She claimed 
this, although it is manifest that beyond the limits 
of Kentucky, which had then just been commenced 
as a settlement, she had really no more pretension 
to it than any. other State which had contributed 
an equal share with her in the blood and toils of 
the Revolution. Nor did.she yield up this im- 
mense tract of country without an equivalent. 
The officers and soldiers of the Revolution of the 
Virginia line had grants of land, which were given 
to the officers and soldiers of no other State. And 
when she gave up her pretension for the common 
benefit of the whole United States, she made 
ample provision for her own. In the first instance, 


she. covered all that remained of Kentucky as 

rants for her own benefit; she traveled afterwards 
into Ohio, and took to herself district after district 
there for the benefit of her officers and soldiers. 
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SS eee : 
She claimed these immense grants, extending be- : 


yond what she had herself conceived, because It 
ias “notified in the bond” that she might take 
some of the land for such a purpose. Buta single 
taste never satisfies. Although, ‘perhaps, four 
times the amount of land that had ‘been first ex- : 
pected was taken ups and although ‘it ‘was not | 
dreamed there could be a possible pretext for 
taking more, some antiquated resolution or order | 
of the revolutionary government of Virginia was - 
discovered, on which certain claimants founded 
a suit for more land against the State of Virginia. 


‘As miglit be expected, after making w decision — 


against there claimants, the fadieiary of Virginia 


deemed it’ expedient, magniach ae ‘the United 


States, and not Virginia, would ultimately: be _ 


obliged to foot the bill, to. reverse that decision, 
and the claimants, and children yand heirs of claim- 
ants come in fifty years after the service was per- 
formed, and obtain'scrip for incredible quantities 
of public lands; from four to eix, and I believe as 
high as ten thousand acres to each person. Thip 
scrip locates the land in no particular place, there 
being no land left of the reservation first made, 
but it is a certificate to enter for land anywhere, 
either at the public sales at the price of the bid, 
or after the public sales at the minimum price. 
The approprittions already made by Congress to 


cover these claims, I believe, amountto about two `: 


millions of acres. Iam told that land scrip has 
issued for the benefit of officers who were merely 
nominally such, and who never did a particle of 
service; and it is said there have been grants made 
where the officer and the service were wholly 
fictitious. If the whole business be not a gross 
fraud, it looks very much like it. Three millions 
of dollars, at least, of the avails of the public 
lands will have been abstracted from the Treas- 


ury by this after-claim of Virginia. And when | 


it is considered’ that this comes upon the.top of 
other previous grants made for the benefit of that 
State, is it not claiming too much for her, that, in 


the process of dissipating the ‘common fund” | 


which remains from the public lands, shé receives 
an equal share with other States which have had 
none of the benefits that she has derived ’?': E 

Still further: by the-compact with the State of 
Georgia, yielding, for the benefit of the “common 
fund,” a now constitutes the State of Missis- 
sippi and a part of Alabama, and which she 
claimed as within her own prescribed limits, the 
United States guarantied to that State the title to 
the soil possessed: by the Indians within the 
present limits of that'State. To give-Georgia a 
free title: to the lands within these limits, the 
United States have already encountered immense 
difficulties and large expenses. Noris the Indian 
title yet purchased. » | Five millions of dollars have 
been offered to purchase the small tract remain- 
ing. If the whole ‘proceeds of the sale df lands 
be divided as the ‘bill proposes, whenever this 
purchase shall be made, the five or ten millions 
which the lands may cost, and the further sum 
whieh a war.on account of the removal of the 
Indians may cost the Government, will be raised 
from taxes directly imposed on the people.: The 
State of Georgia, having no more right to the 
public domain than the other States which par- 
ticipated in the war of the Revolution, is favored 
beyond. them by her compact.. Is it right that, 
in the division ‘of : the proceeds, she should be 
forced to. violate her compact, which declared that 
the. proceeds of the lands which she ceded to the 
Union should be used “‘as.a common fund for 
the use and benefit of the United States, Georgia 
included, and shall be faithfully disposed of for 
that purpose, and for no other use or purpose 
whatever?” Is it just that, as a State, she should 
receive two shares of a dividend in the proceeds 
of the public domain, while other States, as such, 
can receive but one share? 

The facta I have shown in relation to some of 
the States prove that, even if the division were 
an equal one now to all the States, great injustice 
would be done.to New Hampshire, to Vermont, 
to Rhode Island,to the great States of New 
York and Pennsylvania, to New Jersey, Dela- 
ware, and Maryland, and to North. and South 
Carolina, and perhaps to Kentucky and Tennes- 
see. The ten first, if not the two. last States, 
would not receive their-réspective shares, equal 


‘ta the other old States whose cases have been | 


stated. But when itis considered that the seven 
new States of Ohio, Louisiana, Indiana, Illinois, 


Thé report of the Committee on Public Lands 
i| States “that the public lands in the State of Ohio 


|, have broughtintothe Treasury about $17,000,000, 


‘Missouri; Mississippi, and Alabama, besideslarge | besides satisfying to a large amount the debts of 


‘grants of the public doindin itself, are to be en- 
titled in the first instance to fifteen per cent. of 
the whole amount, leaving the remnant only to 
‘be divided, it must be 
injustice is done to the ten States first named. 
Can it be believed: that these States will quietly 
; submit to he taxed by a hi 


i among the States, in which they are to receive. at 
i the rate of fifty cents to their neighbors receiving 
one dolar? Sek ae EY ie a 

The lustreport ofthe Committee on the Public 
Lands, which recentmends’‘the bill under consid- 
eration, has this striking. sentence: ‘* The several 
‘States which form parties to the national compact 
‘have all. an equal right to, and an equal interest 
‘in, the national domain, and-sych: an application 
‘of it to the use of some of the ‘States, which: is 


' not just to all, cannot be expected to meet with 


‘general favor.” Can: it be posstble: that: the 
` writer ofthis paragraph hasduly considered the bill 
which the report recommends? Can he. gainsa 
the fact that out of their. own mouth does their 
intended law of distribution stand condemned ? 

: A Senator from Kentucky, (Mr. Crirrenven,] 

“whose déportment and whose talents deserve 
: high commendation, remarked some time ago, 
|. while debating on another subject, in substance, 
' that millions have come from the West to the 

Treasury. in the East, in payment for the public 

; lands; and that the nation wa. constantly deriv- 
:, ing large amounts of money from that portion of 
| the Union, while little or nething was there ex- 
. pended. The report of the committee also gives 


|, of Ohio, for a great portion of its revenues. I 
|| will presume that both the Senator and the com- 
|| mittee believe they are correct in their opinions. 
But they cannot have well considered all the facts. 
| In the first-place, mueh of the money that is paid 
| for public lands comes originally from the: East. 
Since the sales have so much increased, there 
has been an almost constant stream of money 
flowing from all the States East into the land 
offices of the West; the drain of money, within 
the last three or four years, is felt in almost every 
neighborhood of both town and country through- 
out New Englanti. :And; sir, no part of this 
money ever has, or probably ever will, come back 
again. Aninvestigation of this subject will show 
that ever since the establishment of Government, 
up to the year ending on the 30th September last, 
the local expenditures of the western States have 
always exceeded the amount of revenue derived 
from those States. I cannot now go into an in- 
vestigation and analysis of the whole expendi- 
tures since the adoption of the Constitution. 

In executive document No. 27 of the House 
of Representatives, for the second session of the 
last Congress, the Secretary of the Treasury has 
furnished an analysis of the receipts and expend- 
itures for the year 1834, of which I avail myself. 
it will be remembered that the receipts from 
the sale of the public lands in that year were 
$5,000,000— $1,000,000 larger than the previous 

ear, and nearly $2,500,000 more than in 1832. 

p to that time, the average receipts would not 
much exceed. $1,000,000 per annum. The year 
1834 will, therefore, present a more favorable 
result to the: West than any preceding year; and 
what was that result? - The document I have 
named informs us that the whole expenditures 
of appropriations for 1834 were $21,293,200; that 
the whole collections in 1834 were $20,624,717; 
that the expenditures: in the six eastern States 
were less tham the collections, $28,908; that the 
expenditures in the middle States, including the 
| District of Columbia, were less than the coHec- 
: tions, $1,127,297; leaving a balance in favor of 
the eastern and middle States of $1,156,205; that 


States were more than the collections $957,218; 
that the expenditures in the western States were 
more than the collections, $867,470; leaving a 


:| ern States of $1,824,688. 


ene that the most gross ` 
a 


C ; gh tariff of duties ùn the | 
. necessarics of life to contribute towards adividend ; 


, countenance to the idea that the nation is much | 
i; indebted to the West, and especially to the State | 


the expenditures in the South and southwestern | 


balance againstthe South, southwestern, and west- | 


` the Government.” In 1834, the local expendi- 
tures in Ohio, without taking into view her por- 
tion of the expenditures at the seat of Govern- 
ment, were $569,600, and the receipts from the 
sale of lands and from customs in that State were 
| $433,433; leaving a balance of $136,167 against her. 
' ‘The Atlantic States have no reason to complain 
‘of the generous West, even though the money 
; of the former for the purchase of public lands, 
and for paying on the rise of property, flows into 
the latter, and contributes to their prosperity. 
Every new country encounters disadvantages and 
hardships:. the profits of labor, canverted in large 
rdportion.to permanent capital, will. not allow, 
in any new settled country, of present pecuniary 
ease. and-enjoyment. -The West, from its highly 
' fruitful. soil, and from the facilities of transport 
' which Nature hasafforded her, enjoys advantages 
-which the Atlantic States, and especially the 
-States of New England, never possessed. Com- 
pare, if. you will, the condition of the present 
, Western settler with the first hundred. and fifty 
years of the New England settler. When ai- 
| tacked by the ferocious tribes of the forest, the 
latter could look only to the strength of his own 
arm for protection and defense. In the West, if 
a.singlé Indian murder is committed,.a thousand 
men are ready to march and avenge the autrage. 
.In New England, the first settlers were liable to 
starvation whenever their crops were cut off or 
destroyed. .In the West, although the crops fail 
-and money fails, plenty comes in a few days on 
credit alone, and on the '‘‘ wings of the wind.” 
The New Engtand settlers had to encounter not 
only. the ruthless tomahawk and scalping-knife 
of the savage, but for many pr the hostility of 
a more powerful and scarcely less savage foe in 
| Successive wars with France, terminating only in 
i the conquest of Canada by the English. The 
first western settlers have had sanguinary con- 
tests with the Indians, which have Been of short 
duration, and the frontier settlements encountered 
great perils during the three- years’. war with 
| Great Britain; but at any point to the eastward 
-of the Mississippi, and north of Florida, there is 
now scarcely more to be apprehended from any 
anticipated hostility of the Indians, than there 
is in the heart of New: England. The first 
settlerin the East had no improvenients in roads, 
bridges, or canals, until he was able to make 
‘them with his own hands; and to this day, for 
these- objects, there has been in that region, no 
help from. the Government. The first settler of 
‘the West has had liberal appropriations for roads 
and bridges, opening the avenues of communica- 
tion to his very doors; and even the more modern 
improvements of railroads and steam naviga- 
tion keep pace with the falling of the forest trees 
-by the settler, as he recedes to the far West. The 
people of the Atlantic States: spilt much blood, 
and endured many privations, to conquer inde- 
pendence, and did gain that independence, and 
i the great national domain, whichis now the sub- 
ject of discussion; and the young West, no less 
than'the East, enjoys her full portion of blessings 
resulting from that arduous struggle. These are 
considerations which should bind closer to each 
other the West and the East, instead of dividing 
them. The East andthe West must be mutuali 
beneficial each to the other; aed -whatever shall 
conduce to the growth and prosperity of the one, 
will conduce to the growth and prosperity of the 
other. The great bulk of those who now inhabit 
the West, either emigrated or descended from the 
States of the East: will they not reverence the 
birthplaces, and the tombs of their fathers? 
‘Will they not rejoice when we rejoice, and wee 
with us when we have cause to weep? Will 
they not, in the day of their greatest strength, 
consider whence they derived those elements 
of knowledge and enterprise which have “de 
them all they are? We say to the West, “let 
there be no strife between me and thee; for 
we be brethren;”? least of all, let there be no 
unprofitable contest in a struggle between us, of 
who can make most out of a property which can 


|| bestow no real benefits to either, until the hand 


1836.) 
24ru Cone....lst SESS. 


of diligence and industry shall “ cause the waste 
laces to become fruitful fields, and the deserts to 
lossom as the rose.” 

Even if, contrary to the opinion of the author |! 
of this measure, it were no violation of the Con- | 
stitution to divide among the States the money 
in the Treasury, true policy would dictate the 
rejection of this bill. ow can it be possible 
that gentlemen who have condemned so freely 
the magnitude of numbers in the public offices, 
ae exhibited in the Blue Book, should advocate 
this bill, which, under its present provisions, will 
go to the creation of another army of officers de- 
pendant on the State treasuries, and these last 
dependant on the Treasury of the nation, and the 
good graces of members of either House of Con- 
gress? How can they who have so clamorously ' 
complained of the alarming extent of executive 

tronage, vote for a law which shall at once 

ouble the patronage of whoever administers the 
national Government? 

The mischiefs that will attend the distribution 
of the whole amount of money received from the | 
sales of the public land cannot be duly appre- i| 
ciated until they shall be realized. It should. be |: 
borne in mind that the people of thé States must || 
be taxed to pay the expense of managing these l 


tends — <0 pay the Indian annuities, and for the | 
support of the Indians—to pay for the purchase || 
of the Indian title to the lands, which, in some || 


cases, will be equal to the amount for which the |: 
lands will seli—to pay the expense of defending | 
the lands against depredations, and also to pay ` 
for the expense of all the Indian wars that may 
arise on account of the lands. The people of the 
United States must bé heavily taxed; articles of l 
necessary consumption, brought into the United’ | 
States, must be heavily taxed to pay expenses, | 
incident to the lands; but the poe of the’)! 
public lands are to be disttibated, not to the peo- 
ple themselves, who pay these expenses, but to | 
the several State treasuries. I cannot better illus- | 
trate the mischiefs and the miseries of such a | 
distribution, than by contrasting the present con- | 
dition of the three cities which compose the Dis- ` 
trict of Columbia with the condition of the rèst | 
of the United States. ; 
The bankruptcy of these three cities is too | 
well known to be denied; it was admitted on all | 
hands, in a debate which took place in the Senate | 
during the presént session. Now, what has 
caused this bankruptcy ?. What has brought upon |, 
these three cities a load of debt, the annual intet- || 
est of which burdens every inch of the real estate 
within her limits with a tax equal, at léast, to the | 
price of rents in other parts of the country? Do 
not these corporations, in so many words, charge 
the evils on the former action of Congress, making 
them pet children in a system of internal ini- 
provements? The Congress granted, directly 
from the Treasury of the nation, $1,000,000 to | 
build a cañal, which was to waft prosperity into 
their lap; and by this grant they were induced 
to ask liberty of Congress to borrow, öt. their 
own accourit, $1,500,000 mote, mortgaging them- 
selves for the payment of principal and: interest 
to the Dutch. The cities now charge theit mis-' 
erable condition, not on themselves, but on Con- | 
gress; and they boldly say, and their friends in 
this body say, that Congress has sedticed them! 
into this wretched condition, as well by giving 
the $1,000,000 for the canal as by authorizing the 
cities, at their own request, to run in debt fot a 
farther sum, which has been éxpended on the 
canal; and they boldly insist that Congtess is 
bound in honor to pay their i 


r debts. . 
If we search for the causes of the prevent misery: 
of this devoted District, piach of thent may Bel 
traced to the fact that they (and especially the 
ay of Washington) are thrown directly on the 
public Treasury. The people here look so anx- 
lously for the distribution of the public funds—the 
rely so exclusively on the Treasury, and #6 tittie 
on themselves, that there is no room left for prow 
perity in any kind of asefal business. More than 
three mittions of the public money até anntally” 
disbursed here; and yet there is Ao part of the 
country where there is actually so’ much peewni- 
ary suffering, according to the number of inltab- 
itants,as there is here. For theinternal improve- 
tient of the District, Congress has give outright, 
AOt the million to thy castal alowed: itikad puid he! 
No. 12 


: sums for various other items. 


of great magnitude; and, as our comfort, 


: State coffers.. 


|| tend the improvements of the State by railroads, 


| into the. Treasury by sévere taxation on, the 


interest which this city.owes on the Dutch debt; 
it has paid large sums for improvements; among 
other things, $130,000 for cAdamizing Penn- 
sylvania avenue, $150,000 and upwards for build- 
ing a bridge over the Potomac river, and large 
s Yet with all this 
feeding, the pecuniary condition of the District is 
daily growing worse. Gladly would they retrace 
their steps in the internal improvement mania; 
but they have gone too far to recede, and they 
have not the power to go forward. Their last 
resort is to induce Congress to purchase their 
valuable stock, to pay their Dutch debt, to relieve 
the Corporation of Washinptoi of another debt 


told that Congress is bound in honor, 
and exclusive legislators for this District, to take 
the money of the people of the United States and _ 
contribute at once so much as may be necessary | 
for these purposes ! 

The miseries of a generous distribution of the 
public money in the District of Columbia are but 
a foretaste of the evils that will follow a distribu- 
tion of an amount equal to all the sales of the 
public lands among the States. There is, how- 
ever, this difference between the distribution in 
the District and the corrupting distribution pro- | 
posed by the bill; for the money expended in the 

istrict, the people of the District were never 
taxed; for the money distributed among the 
States, the people themselves are to be heavily | 
taxed; and in some.of them the amount of one i 
dollar is taken from the people’s pockets for. 
every fifty cents that shall be brought into the | 


Í cannot, Mr. President, speak of such a'cor- 
rupting system as the bill proposes with any , 
feelings of complacency. The title of the bill— | 
‘t to appropriate, for a limited time, the proceeds 
of the salės of the public lands of the United | 
States, and for granting lad to certain States,” 
is scarcely less a misnomer than is the title of the 
bill which Has been forced by the vilest corrup- 
tion through the Legislature of Pennsylvania 
entitled “ An act to repeal the. State tax.on real 
and personal property, and to continue and ex- 
and canals, and for other purposes.” This bill 
bribes the people of Pennsylvania with a bonus 
mhuch larger than the bank was to give Congress 
in thé bill vetoed by the’ President, to be ex-. 

nded on internal improvements., ‘The land bill 
14 á bribe offered to the States from maney paid | 


people, undér the ided of being the proceeds of 
the sales of the public lands;. when, in truth, the. 
public lands have not yet paid, and cannot for 
twenty years to come, pay back the expense 
which the people have incurred on their account. 

The Senator from Kentucky [Mr. Ctar] yields 
to tax 
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|| these as they do 


we are | scarcely tolerable. 
as the sole |, national funds were 


If it be not made 
agent is called to account, and is at once dis- 


oy 


honor bere in, part to. represent 
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the support of the government of the State, ofthe 
county, and of the town in which he resides. 
| Paying the money directly from his own pocket, 


a vigilant eye is kept upon those who expend it. 
to produce its equivalent, the 


| missed. The consequence is, that the money is 
. generally well- expended for the most salutary 
and useful purposes of government. The burdens 
| of the people are comparatively light. If they 
were obliged to fey as much in proportion for 
or the few objects for which the 
! General Government is instituted, they would 
, groan under an oppression which would be 
It is my belief that if the 
d derived from direct instead 
; Of indirect taxes, the public agents would be held 
to a more strict accountability; that one dollar 
: would not be wasted where ten dollars now are; 
. and that every kind of service performed for the 
; Government would be better done than it now is. 
| How degrading to the people of a State must it 
| be that numerous salaried agents shall be added 
| to her without her consent, which salaried agents 
are dependent on the breath of Congress for their 
| existence! How degrading that, so long as the 
State shall retain the good graces of Congress, she 
shall have thrown upon her an annual stipend, to 
be scrambled for and seized by that portion of 
her citizens who shall have received the highest 
instruction in the arts of. chicanery, and made 
i themselves most adroit in the business of log- 
| rolling! How degrading that she is to be an- 
nually called up, like a beast ta the stall, to feed’ 
; Out thé proportion which shall be dealt out to 
| her; that, like the noble ox who works for his 
: master, it is to be considered as a favor that the 
‘one half of what she has earned is to be dealt out 
| for a daily allowance! = 
_The gentlemen. of the Senate composing the 
usual political majority, and the party with which 
they act, consider this bill as a measure which is 
to do them -great credit; and the senior Senator 
from Kentucky, [Mr. CxAv,] from the top of | 
Pisgah, views the fair Cariaan on the other side 
of Jordan, the “land flowing with. milk and 
honey,”’ ds dating. its prosperity, its blooming. 
verdure, its rapid growth in wealth, its fairy 
efichantment. of cities and towns, and splendid. 
edifices, and beautiful cottages; its canals and its 
di a atan af this, his. 


railroads—from the consur 
favorite project of dividing the proceeds of the 
sales of the public lands! If,’’ said he, “t I can 


‘be instrumental, in any degree, in the adoption. 
‘ of it, [shall enjoy, in that retirement into which. 
‘1 hope shortly to enter, a heart-feeling satisfac- 
| ‘tion, and a lasting congolation.’’ . There may, be 
| great merit in devising a measuré tó take mony ; 
| from the Treasury; óne would, however, think | 
i there was more merit in putting money into it 
| without enfeebling or oppressing the people. The 
Senator will recollect that he has been the father 
and patron of other measures, which, had they. 
not been interrupted in their progress by another: 
edtate in this Government that has cohstantly ` 
stood in his way, would have left no surplus in, 
thé Treasury to be divided. The billg that have 

been vetoed, and those that.wouyld have passed 

had not the veto power been interposed——the bills 

that have passed the Senate and failed to obtain 

the sariction of the House, appropriating. money,, 
which of right belongs to that House and not to, 
tHis—the favorité theasures df on! party of. which 

thé Senator has been the conspicuous ledder— 


fró 
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stedin theability to concentrate means, 


lory consi rate 
B t obstacles natural and artificial, and, : 


to sarmoun 
before his enemy was aware o 
sis presence ready to give him battle, and finally : 
to mect and beat that enemy with one half his 
own nominal foree. His glory, after conquering 
emnerors and kings in asix weeks’ campaign, 
which other emperors and kings had essayed in 
yain to conquer in the campaigns of as many 
successive years—his glory was to bring to the 
capital of France, as the trophies of his victories, 
the most celebrated works of art, and to fill the 
coffers of the public treasury, Another great 
man, not a “ military chieftain,’ may fnd his 
greatest notoriety, notin bringing anything either 
to the capital or the public cotfers, but in attempt- 
ing to seize on the public Treasury as ‘ spoils” 
for distribution in the several States, to be ap- 
plied to the creation of a horde of agents who 
shall minister to power, and become its most sub- 
servient instruments from that sheer necessity 
which throws them on power as the most effect- 
ual help to obtain their daily bread. 

The Senators from Kentucky and Ohio, [Mr. | 
Curar and Mr. Ewine,] the first of whom nur- | 
turcs this billas his own, and the other feeds it | 
as the child cf his adoption, are doubtless im- ; 
pelled to urge its passage from the circumstance 
that it will carry into the treasuries of these two , 
States as the first dividend nearly two millions 
anda half of dollars. If they do not conclude 
that the people of their States ought to consider 
themselves indebted especially to them for that 
amount, the natural inference is that the boon to 
the States will have been gained by them; or at 
least the obvious effect of the bill, being defeated 
by the votes of those who consider it unconstitu- : 
tional or impolitic, will be to induce all such as | 
regard possession of the moncy to be of more 
value than either constitutional scruples or ques- 
tions of expediency to become warm supporters | 
of its friends, and to repudiate and cast off all , 
who oppose it. eas 

I would suggest a measure which, if the Sen- | 
ators, with the powerful influence they have had | 
over this body, would adopt and pursue to its 
consummation, would entitle them to, if it did | 
not actually secure to them, a higher commenda- ; 
tion from the people of their States than this | 
measure of dividing the money in the Treasury 
among the States. We will suppose the present 
Federal population of the two States of Kentucky 
and Ohio, increasing as it is rapidly, to be two | 
millions of souls. By the price current of Nash- 
ville, Tennessee, I observe the wholesale price of į 
common brown sugar is twelve dollars the hun- 
dred pounds. - If, by the repeal of the entire duty 
on this article, its price could be reduced to eight 
dollars the hundred pounds, supplying the place 
of, because as little expensive as, other common 
articles of sustenance, it would not be extrava- 
gant td suppose that the consumption of brown 
sugar would reach toanaverage of twenty pounds 
per head each year. One third of the price re- 
duced on twenty pounds of sugar would gain to 
every man, woman, and child, eighty cents, and 
would save to the two States in a single year the 
sum of $1,600,000. Let the Senators introduce 
a bill repealing the duty on the single article of 
sugar, and they will give cause to every citizen 
of their States and of the United States to thank 
them. A repeal of this duty would annually 
savce to the people a much greater amount than 
the States—not the people—will receive by the 
present bill. ; 

The rich planters of Louisiana might possibly 
feel for a year or two the effect of an entire re- 
peal of the duty; but so long as sugar bears two 
thirds of its present price, the sugar business is 
probably more lucrative to its owners than any 
other agricultural business pursued in this coun- 
try. Besides the reduction of price, increasing 
the demand will enable the growers of sugar to 
make equal profits from the greater Lean e 

oths, 


? 


is a fact that the manufacturers of cotton c 


although the price of the raw article be not re- į 


duced, make more money at the present price of 
ten cents the yard than they did when the same 
article of the same quality sold for twenty cents 
the yard. 

The first effect of the grand canal in New York 
‘was to reduce, on the Atlantic sea-board, the price 


| of flour one dollar, and the price of pork two | 


i dollars per barrel. If the producers of these 


f the fact, to be in i articles, who were affected by the reduction, had !i for a series of years ever 


‘complained to Congress, would ‘there not have 
been as good reason why the nation should have 
made up their loss as there is that Congress 
should continue a severe duty on sugar, not be- 
cause the money is wanted in the Treasury for 
national purposes, but because a few hundred 
gentlemen of wealth want a bounty of two and 
a half cents on every pound of sugar they pro- 
duce, to be paid from the hard carnings of men 
and women who labor with their own hands? 

I mention the single article of sugar becuuse it 
is more tangible and convenient than any other. 
But the Senators need net confine themselves to 
that article: if the money shall not be wanted 
for the public service, this reduction is not the 
half, nor even the fourth, that may be made 
without essential injury to any manufacturing 
or producing interest whatever. Every article 
cheapened by a reduction of duty encourages, 


as well as cheapens, production of that or some _ 


other article. Every day’s experience proves 
that never did American interests encounter a 
greater enemy than in the affected friendship of 
the authors of what was called the t‘ American 
system.’’ Every dollar saved to an individual 
by reduction of his taxation will be of more 
benefit to that individual than every five dollars 

i voted into the treasury of his particular State. 
: The * pictorial representation” drawn by the 
' Senator from Ohio presents the country in quite 
a different state from the gentleman’s haggard 
picture two years ago. The patient, the “ skin 
and bones” of March, 1834, is now so full and 
plethoric that Dr. Sangrado prescribes depletion 
from profuse bleeding, and is anxious to draw 
blood from every vain from the top of the head 
to the end of the toes. He says itis physically 
impossible to make any impression upon the 
Treasury by any appropriation you can male on 
the works of fortifications and defense. You may 
appropriate money, but it will not, cannot be ex- 
ended! This is truly a new state of things. 
hen was it ever before known that a nation had 
so much money that it was a greater curse than 
a nation’s utmost poverty? 


tor from Ohio, (political as well as civil engi- 


| anxious heart to the surplus in the Treasury. 
The head of the engineer corps, (Gratiot,) who 


i internal improvement; the head of this corps, 
whom the Senator has quoted ‘as last year de- 


j 


| his corps, he can take care of at least five millions 
| of your surplus! It was only a few days since 
! we were told that a large appropriation must be 
| made for the Cumberland road, (and the Senator 
| from Ohio voted for the highest amount proposed, ) 
because if that amount was not appropriated, the 
engineers must stand still while their expense was 
| going on! I will confess that I have not so much 
confidence in this engineering bureau as some 
gentlemen have. It appears to me that the cal- 
culations of the bureau are generally based on the 
wishes of the officer who wants employment, rather 
than on the public interest. If the object be to 
increase the corps, we are told that the public in- 
terest suffers for want of them, while there is 
a little army of West Point gentlemen dancing 
i attendance in this city. If it be to induce Con- 
| gress to commence some new work, the cost of 
‘that work is underestimated; and after twice as 
| much has been expended as was first called for, 
still larger appropriations are called for, lest the 
engineers should stand still for want of employ- 
ment!* On the whole, I should consider the 
public expenditures on works of any kind more 
safe in the hands of practical men than in those 
of young men just merging from West Point, 
who have had no practice in the useful affairs of 
life beyond what they have been there taught. 


* See report of the Committee of Ways and Means in the 
House of Representatives, No. 297, Twenty-Fourth Con- 


gress, first session. 


There are many | 
hundred gentlemen, political friends of the Sena- | 


'neers,) who are looking with wistful eyes and .' 


! is a man of all administrations, and the best friend | 
of him who will vote most money for objects of | 


monstrating that there was nota sufficient number | 
i of his subalterns to spend the little amount that | 
! has been heretofore appropriated, this year proves | 
it out and out that, even without an addition to. 


All I wish to say in relation to the enormous 
i| amount of ten or fifteen millions to be received 
y year from the sales of 
“the public lands, which the Senator anticipates, 
would be, that such anticipation furnishes the 
best argument in the world for the immediate re- 
duction of the taxes on imports to the seale of 
1792. Seven per cent. duty will give a better 
protection to all interests than thirty, fifty, or one 
hundred per cent. The article of silk, paying no 
duty, was imported into the country in the year 
1830, to the amount of $14,934,584; while only 
' $267,035 of free silks was exported during that 
year. The India and sewing silks, paying duty, 
imported during the same time were valued at 
$1,513,399; and of these $470,474 were exported. 
Now, if any branch of the cotton manufacture 
had been made duty free, so that $15,000,000 in 
_ that same manufacture had been imported, it is 
my opinion that such reduction would not have 
more injuriously affected the cotton manufac- 
turing interest, than would the introduction of 
$15,000,000 worth of silks free of duty. The 
cotton grower must consider the cxtensive sub- 
stitution of silks for cotton, resulting from one 
' being free of duty and the other subject to high 
duty, as peculiarly injurious to his interests. 
The present flourishing state of cotton growing 
and cotton manufacturing, under the grcat dis- 
couragement which the introduction of silks free 
of duty presents, must convince every manufac- 
turing and producing man in the country, that 
his interest has more to fear from a high than 
from a moderate duty. Of consequence, there 
can be no objection to the immediate reduction 
of taxation on imports to any amount that shall 
not leave the Treasury bare. 

The Senator says the money should be divided 
because it will not be possible to procure laborers 
to work upon the fortifications to the extent that 
may be nceded. If the money shall go to the 
several State treasuries, the bill provides that it 
shall by the States be expended on internal im- 
provements. Can the States find laborers where 
the United States cannot find them? If neither 
can find them, will the money waste faster in the 

| United States than in the State treasuries? 

It seems, Mr. President, that we have arrived 
at another crisis. We have had a “crisis” of 
some sort, as often as once in every two years, 
for the last quarter of a century. The Senator 

| from Massachusetts [Mr. Wessrer] is alarmed 
| on account of the enormous amount of deposits 
in the selected State banks, and the amount of 
issues by those banks. I could wish that we 
might have had a similar alarm sounded by that 
gentleman years ago, when another single insti- 
tution (the United States Bank) was making 
greater issues than all the pet banks are together 
at this time. If the money be not safe where it 
is, I will go as far as he who goes furthest in 
taking all proper measures not only to secure the 
ii public money, but to prevent extraordinary issues 
of paper by those banks. ‘The Senator from 
i Missouri [Mr. Benron] has said, truly, that 
‘ when a great bank issues paper to a large ammount, 
, all the little banks follow suit; and when the 
` great bank hauls up and contracts, all the little 
‘| banks are obliged to do the same thing. The 
| only way to correct the business of panic-making 
|, by the banks is for the Legislatures, both State 
i; and National, to take steps for the introduction 
, of a specie foundation in the place of the paper 
circulation, which is as unstable and uncertain as 
i! the wind. The great “paper crisis’’ anticipated 
|| by the Senators who have spoken this day must 
|| be met as every other crisis has been met, until 
i the mania for banking and paper currency gen- 
|| erated by the gambling propensity of the Bank of 
ii the United States shall be repressed by the pru- 
:| dence of our Legislatures. Certain it is that the 
; present distribution of the surplus money cannot 
|, lessen the chances of panic and pressure, or the 
|| explosions of a paper currency. . 
|| f it should be asked, what would I do with the 
|, surplus in the Treasury, I would answer, that it 
| should not be expended in erecting roads, bridges, 
| or canals under the superintendence of Ba ae 
i| tent engineers and overseers; it should not be cx- 
| pended to pay the raised compensation of oilicers 
|| of the Army or Navy, when in a time of F 
profound peace many of those officers are doing 
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no service; it should not be expended in erecting | 
fortifications like those of the Rip Raps and the | 


never exceeded by any public officer of this Gov- 
ernment; the Secretary of the Treasury has been 


Pea Patch under former Administrations, where | reproached, on the floor of the Senate, for having 


millions of money were thrown away, because | 
incompetent or dishonest agents were employed 
to conduct the work; jt should not be expended 
on an increased civil list, where the officers receive 

_ more pay than their services are worth; it should 
not be expended in manufacturing pieces of ord- 
nance which would burst at the first trial of their 
strength; it should not be expended in finishing 
works that ought to be permanent with such 
perishable materials as will scarcely last a single 
year; it should not be expended to create an 
army of officers, who shall remain idle because 
they have no rank and file of soldiers to follow 
them. 

I would, of the present batt kl always keep 
on hand some eight or ten millions of. dollars, to 
be used in any exigency; that sum, even though 
it lie still in the Treasury, will better subserve 
the public interest than to bé expended on pro-. 
jects which have’ neither true science nor expe- | 
rience to recommend them. I would, of the 
remainder, expend every dollar that is necessary 
to make permanent the works of defense at im- 
portant points on the sea-board—to arm those 
works, so that in case of a sudden emergency | 
their defense may be entered on at once. 1 would 
take measures for the security of our naval sta- | 
tions; build more ships of war, if necessary; 
build at least one steam vessel, carrying guns of | 
the heaviest caliber, as the most effectual means : 
of defense, in each of our important harbors; and ; 
purchase and Keep on hand all the material neces- | 
sary for ship building. I would erect an arsenal | 
in each considerable State that has none, and 
continue to furnish rifles, guna, and bayonets for 
the use of that ‘‘ surest arm of our defense,” the | 
militia. I would manufacture a sufficient quan- | 
tity of heavy artillery to supply every fort of the 


country, g0 soon as competent science and skill | 
could be brought to the aid of such manufac- | 
ture. | 


- Having taken measures to complete the defenses | 
of the country, and to enable the Gavernment to | 
cause the American flag to be respected in every. | 
clime, if a surplus still remained in.the Treasury | 
Í would bestow something on the. purchasers of ; 
the public domain, as a premium for a given | 
Pime of acres, brought into profitable cultiva- 
tion, within a given date from the day of pur- | 
chase. I would give a bounty to the agricultyrist | 
who should furnish evidence of having raised, for 
exportation, either to a sister'State or td a foreign | 
nation, a given quantity of sugar, of cotton, of 
tobacco, o wheat and flour, of beef and pork, or 
other material profitable to the country as articles 
for exportation; I would pay bounties on the 
production of iron, or other minerals, including 
salt and coal, which shall be’ exported; in like 
manner I would protect the various manufactures | 
that would be made: for exportation. Farther 
reducing the dutiés on importation, such bounty 
on exportation would havé a most salutary effect 
on all the great interests of the country. With 
a Treasury by no means redyndant, the pockets 
of the people would be full of money. . Other 
Occupations than those to be sought for under the 
patronage of the Treasury, would be universally 
preferred, because they would present more de~ 
cided advan §.. Instead of passing AR 
the public coffers of either of the States:or the 
pation, where money.can be. of. no more adyant- 
age to the people at large, than in the hands of 
any wealthy. individual, who makes use of it. 
The people, being. almost entirely relieved from 
taxation, will flourish under that state of things, 
Presenting no wants.that cannot be immediately 
tified. Make such use of-the surplus in the 
reasury ag I have described, or even, keep. it 
locked up where it now is; but I beseech Sen- 
ators never to send any surplus money to the 
treasuries of thé several States, to whom it must 
prove in fact, what the wise man has called it— 
** The root of all evil.” Aeon, eni Sek 
The Secretary of the Treasury, an officer whose 
ability is everywhere acknowledged—whose ap- 
plication and perseverance in ‘whatever he under- 
takes is proverbial td all who know him—whose 
answers to inquiriés are as prompt as the calls. 
made tpon him—whose knowlédze of details was 


anticipated, somewhat wide from the fact, the re- 
| ceipts into the Treasury during the last quarter of 
' the year ending. December 31, 1835. Those re- 
ceipts were by him estimated at $4,950,000, when, 
in fact, they have turned out to be $11,149,000. 
The report of the Committee on the Public Lands 
also raps that officer over the knuckles for the 
same alleged fault.. The anticipation of the Sec- 
retary was mere conjecture, and that conjecture 
, made at a time when he could avail himself of 
‘no official information indicating the truth. It is 
well known that the speculations in land during 
: the past year have exceeded all precedent. As 
‘aoea precmabons had been kept up to a great 
ı extent during the first three quarters of the year, 
‘and as there was a supposed change in the money 
: market, it was natural that the Secretary should 
| base his calculations on a lower estimate than 
i the ascertained amounts of the three first’quar- 
ters.. He judged as everyman of sense would 
judge; but he did not judge correctly; instead of 
alling off, the spirit of speculation in lands in- 
creased, and the receipts of the last quarter, for 
lands, much exceeded any former quarter. So 
an anticipated rupture with France forced into the 
country, during that quarter, an. unprecedented 
amount of goods paying duties. From both 


i| sources the amount received was double what 


; the most astute calculator would have fixed on. 
' Sight changes in events transpiring, or even- in 
public opinion, would have altered the state of 


| things entirely. No greater change in the spirit | 
of speculation than frequently takes place in a. 


single week might have reduced the land receipts 
seventy-five in the hundred dollars; and a kno 
edge of the facts which have since been devel- 
oped—a certainty that no war with France will 
j-take place—would probably have lessened the 
receipts of the customs at least one half. Who 
can calculate, with any certainty, within one half 
of what will be the réceipts of the. public lands 
for the year to come? ‘Take the last year for.a 
standard, and we may conjecture.either that the 
amount will be doubled, or that'it will not be so 
igreat by one half; and events’ of a seemingly 
| trivial character. may tend to one or the other 
| result, 0 Dra 

i . Not more in error was the Secretary“in his 
antictpation of the revenue of the last quarter of. 
1835, than were gentlemen of, this Senate two 


| years ago, in their anticipation’ of what was to 


follow from the withdrawal of ‘the deposits from 
the Bank of the United States.. Then, according 
to some gentlemen, the whole people were to be 
overwhelmed’ in ruin, and the Treasuty was to 
be bankrupt. ‘The canals were to become a 
solitade, and the lakés a desert waste of waters.” 


glad that in both instances our fortune has been, 


are turned a different way. This’ fact should 
sources, that we tiay be duly and truly prepared, 
when ‘the evil day'shall“come upon, us.” I 
think, however, the Senator’ from Ohio [Mr. 
Ewine] was not more in error in predicting ruin 
two years ago than he is now in the confident 
ppg ion that’ there will be a airplas’ of 
$40,000,000 in the Treasury, during the present 
year. ' y - ae 


But, Mr. President, the more recent attack upon 
the Secretary of the ‘Treasury on this floor by 
the Senator from South Carolina [Mr. Cinaoun] 
demands a passing notiċe. That attack, front its 
violence and its asperity of terms, preceded. as it 
was by assaults made at formier sessions from the 
same quarter, evinces. that there might have 
rankled some personality in the bosom of the as- 
sailant. ‘* What secret griefs he has, alas! I 
know not.” Might it be that the Seeretary would 
not embark in the same. ship with the honorable: 
Senator in a controversy which terminated in the 
dismissal of the first Cabinet of President Jack- 
son? Might it be that the Secretary, then aSen- 
ator on this floor, refused to take his stand with, 
others me “gree ot ‘their political rain ix 
serving the interests’ of a fiture apirent. fo, the 
Preddcney, : thier thin By ‘assisting: the” Enit 


wl- | 


turned to the brighter. side. This may not always | 
be so—indeed, in the majority of cases, the tables 


The anticipations were not verified. Tam heartily ‘| 


teach us‘to husband our preserit abundant re- | 


| 


Magistrate to discharge his duty to the country? 
Whatever the fact be, if common report be nota 
liar, there has been no personal intercourse indi- 
cating even a former acquaintance between the 
honorable Senator and the Secretary since a cer- 
tain correspondence between the President and 
the Senator was first broached by the latter to 


| the Secretary. 


But what is the crime with which the Secretary 
of the Treasury is charged withal? Whatis the 
“head and front of his offending?’’ Is it that he 
has deceived the people by his calculations, so 
that the Treasury had becume bankrupt, when 


| he informed them there might be a surplus? Is 
; it that the public service has suffered b 
| of funds whenever and at whatever distant points 


ji 


i of the Union they might be wanted? No, sir, 


ya want 


the Secretary has made a mistake last year, in 
estimating, or rather guessing a year before hand, 
the revenue from the customs to be the sum of 
sixteen ‘million of dollars, when in consequence 
of accelerated imports from an anticipated rupture 
with France, the. revenue may have exceeded 
that amount by the sum of two or three millions 
during the year 1835; and in making the further 
estimate of the receipts of public lands one year 
beforehand, he guessed those receipts would be 
three millions and a half of dollars, when they 
have turned out to be more than three.times that 
amount.. If the Secretary of the Treasury be 
indeed verily guilty, either for making that esti- 
mate short of the fact, or for estimating on the 
Ist of December, that the receipts for the last 

uarter òf the year.1835-would probably average 
the amount of the three first quarters of the same 
year, then let him that has made better and more 


| accurate calculations, cast the first stone. 


The Senator from South Carolina says he pre- 
dicted what would take place: I know not where 
to find that prediction. I do find in a celebrated 
report, purporting to be drawn up by the honor- 
able Senator, (Senate document No. 108 of the 
last session,) that he estimates or guesses the 
‘average annual receipts from the customs during 
a series of years (including the year 1835) will be 
equal to the sum of $16,370,000;”’ and that ‘it 
is believed to be ‘a safe estimate that. the average 
annual increase”? from. the public lands will be 
$3,500,000! : By this it would stem that the Sen- 
ator himself, when he. had all the benefits of the 
offictat returns fur one quarters income more than 
the Secretary, waa equally wide of the mark with 
that. officer. in. his. calculations. .The Senator 
would yield probably to. no man in America the 
palm of financial sagacity; and if he was deceived 
as to the receipts of the year 1835, how can he 
blame the Secretary of the Treasury for not an- 
ticipating aright? The sober truth is, no human 
being, on the first day of December, 1834, could 
have anticipated the speculations of that year in 
real estate, and the anxiety to grasp at the public 
lands.- -None would have guessed -on the Ist-of 
December, 1835, before an official return had been 
made for any portion of the quarter at the Treas 


i ury, when none or-few lands were offered ‘at pei- 


vate sale, that more money would bé“ taken’ itt 
that. quarter than in any two prior quarters of the 
same year. Of consequence, it is not surprising 
that both the Senator from South Carolina an 
the.Secretary of the Treasury should have been 
mistaken in their anticipations of the amount of 
revenue fot the year 1835. If neither of them had 
committed a-worde political sin than this; neither 
of them would deserve reprobation., .-..,..-..: 

- Turning back’ to ‘that ‘report of last year, the 
famous report on executive patronage—turning 
back to the charges therein made upon the present 
Exeeutive of the-United States of ‘‘ great and exs 
travagant expenditures,” of the “growing and 
excessive patronage,” which has “ tended to sap 
the foundation of ‘our institutions—to throw a 
cloud of uncertainty over the future, and to. de- 
grade and:corrupt the public morals,” I am forced 


‘into reflections that otherwise would have been 


dyed od es Se ae 
_ An, the first place, it strikes ‘me from a recent 


latior the reduction of more than FIVE MILLIONS, 


` OF DOLLARS in that revenue which would take 
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the whole amount of imports has for some years 
been increasing, that portion of imports paying 


duties has been diminishing; and that the actual . 


consumption in the United States of such foreign 
merchandise as pays duties, is little more than 
one third of the whole value of our imports, no 
impartial and prudent statesman, ona calculation 
of the ordinary risk of depression in trade, or of 
the casualties incident to relations between dif- 
ferent Governments, would have found it in his 
heart to recommend that waysand means should 


be found for the division of a surplus revenue. : 


May it not be safe to calculate, as the Secretary 
of the Treasury has calculated, that the biennial 


:, favor by its ‘* growing and excessive patronage”? | 


reduction of $1,000,000, in the rates’ under the : 
last tariff, will not be made up by the increased : 


quantity, when it is officially ascertained that the 
annual increase of consumption of foreign mer- 
chandise has not equaled the annual increase of 
population? 

The Senator has said, in substance, the esti- 
mates since the commencement of the present 
Administration have been a serics of blunders; 
that the present Secretary has been so incorrect, 
that he places no reliance upon them. A recur- 
rence to all the estimates from the year 1802 up 
to the present time, will show that the recent 
calculations have been much more accurate than 
they were formerly. At the same time it must 
be admitted that the credit system extending from 
ten months to two years after the duties were 
secured, furnished data for more accurate calcu- 
lations than the present system of cash pay- 
ments. 


* The following tables were made and communicated ta 
Mr. Calhoun before the production of that report by the 
Treasury Department ; but for some cause were not pub- 
lished with the other documents. 


Statement, exhibiting the value of Imports and Exports of 
Soreign Merchandise during the years 1833 and 1834. 


VALUE OF IMPORTS. 
ae eee TEE pe ESOL ESTE LEER ES AN 


A Paying Paying 
Year ending) T dat of duties ad | specific Total. 
J+ | valorem. | duties. i 


447,950! 49,354,349] 26,316,012 
,018,034 | 35,148,669; 22,602,251 


108,118,311 
125,768,954 


Sept. 39, 1833 32 
“ 1834/68 


VALUE OF FOREIGN MERCHANDISE EXPORTED. 


Sept. 30, 1833 


7,410,766} 8,260,381; 4,151,588) 
"1834 


19,122,734 
12,371,763] 8,194,629, 2,411,890: 


22,978,285 


VALUE CONSUMED AND ON HAND. 


41,093,968 
26,954,040 


Bept. 30, 1833! 25,037,184 


99,164,424 
1834) 55,646,269 


- 88,295,756 
20,190,381 


| 102,790,670 


Duties on Merchandise—183A. 


Duties which accrued during the first second, and third 
quarters Of 1834.........ccceeaces «$15,157,448 60 
Fourth quarter estimated at 3,500,000 00 
18,657,448 60 
Deduct estimated drawback. ..$2,835,000 00 
Deduct estimated bounties and 
250,000 00 


allowances .......ccaseceeee 
———_ 3,085,000 00 
15,572,448 60 
1,350,000 00 


Deduct estimated expenses of collection.... 


Estimated net revenue........e0000+0+-14,222,448 60 


Biennial reduction of duties under the first section of the act 
of Id March, 1833. 
Upon importations similar to those of 1834, producing duties 
` to the amount of $18,657,448 60, the biennial reduction 
would be— 


From Ist January, 1834, excess of one tenth over twenty 
52,000 00 
? 


mese aes -1,704,000 00 


over twenty per cent terrse 
From 1st January, 1838, excess of three tenths 

over twenty per cent ee tees eseeee e. 2,506,000 00 
From tst January, 1840, excess of four tenths 

over twenty per cent.... sa veveesseee 3,408,000 00 
Prom 1st January, 1842, excess of one half res- 

idue, or three tenths......ccsecsceeee 
From Ist June, 1642, excess of.one half residue, 

Or three tenths 2... 6... cee ees eens aose esee» e 2,556,000 00 


Norg.—The duties as above stated, in 1834, are exclusive 
Of the reduction of $352,000 00. 


The State Department was grubbing its way to 
the Presidency on a sectional contest in favor of 
northern principles and northern predilections. 
The War attempted to force itself into the public 
—by “ great and extravagant expenditures’’—by 
patting on the back every man who would do its 


‘i work, and by butchering in cold blood ever 


j 
i 
{ 
| 
i 


: other man who discovered a scintilla of independ- 
‘ence. The Treasury was also of the candidates: 

it had all the real democracy which the amalga- 
i mating policy of an Administration without any 
: definite political character had left in most of the 
: States; but it was weakened much in the North 
' from the circumstance that many of the old Feder- 
, alists pretended (as they have since pretended to 
i General Jackson) to support that, rather than. the 
i northern pretender by whom they have been be- 
i trayed. This was the state of things: three candi- 
| dates forthe Presidency in the Cabinet, and another 
| contending for the palm as premier of the House of 
! Representatives. The battle was fought as if the 


: politicians here, and not the people at home, were | 
_ to make the President. The principal candidates ' 


| had each his newspaper in this city to advocate his 
i claims. The War Department, for several years, 
as if determined to carry the question by a coup 
de main, went on the high-pressure principle, till at 
length a demonstration on Pennsylvania discov- 


| ered it could neither carry that nor probably any 


i of necessity, at the eleventh hour, it yields its 
pretensions in favor of General Jackson, whom 


s. +e «2,556,000 00 `| 


it sees carrying everything by the people which 


been thus particular in stating this controversy, 
because it involved a scene in the Cabinet of those 


again—a scene in which the patronage of office, 
| and of emoluments, and of contracts, in one De- 
partment at least, were directed to promote the 
election of a man to the first office in the Govern- 


could not, with all that patronage, command a 
single vote—a scene in which every public man 


ister to the most greedy pretender—a scene in 
which the ‘* public morals were corrupted and 
degraded to the lowest ebb.’’ 


charged on the Post Office Department “ rotten- 
ness”? and “ corruption,” and ‘ abominable vio- 
lations of trust;” and then said we “ must have 

During 


reform, or we must have revolution.” 


are the “ parasites of power,” of the “ spoils 


odious. 
saying—that ‘ evil thinketh he who evil doeth. ” 
If corruption and rottenness exist in any depart- 
ment of this Government, the diseased part can- 


sary to apply the cautery or the knife. I will 


the people to judge whether, if reform has not 
Proy 
ta do allt ings at once, the evils that are left will 
not, many cf them, be referred back to a time 
when the Senator himself was a part of the exist- 
ing Administration. 

At the commencement of the year 1817, the 
Army of the United States, in the aggregate, 
amounted to ten thousand and twenty-four men. 
There were recruited in that year three thousand 
nine hundred and thirty-nine; in 1818, four thou- 


| 


' other State of the Union; when, making a virtue || 


:it had the presumption to claim for itself. I have : 


times which we may hope never to see acted | 


ment who had no hold upon the people, and who | 


was assailed and sacrificed who would not min- : 


During the last session of Congress, a Senator | 


the present session, the same Senator has charged | 
on the friends of the Administration that they | 


party; and made use of other epithets equally | 
Now, sir, it is a common and a true. 


not be too soon taken away, whether it be neces- | 
refer to, or recapitulate a few of the abuses, the ` 
t unwarranted exercises of executive power,” i 
under a former Administration, and leave it with ` 


done its work, finding it impossible | 


thirty-eight; in 1819, four 


‘| years. 
© Fn this state of things, the Secretary of Wa. 
(Calhoun) called on Congress for an appropria- 
i; tion of $183,925, for the recruiting service of 1820. 
|, The House of Representatives paid so little atten- 
|| tion to the Secretary ’s estimates as to appropriate 
no more than $34,125 for the whole recruiting 
‘į service of that year. The House of Represent- 
atives particularly specified the number to be 
| raised by the words, ‘‘ for bountics and premiums 
| for fifteen hundred recruits.” Yet, in violation of 
` this law, and, as was said, ‘* to keep in pay near 
seven hundred commissioned officers,” the Sec- 
; retary recruited three thousand two hundred and 
‘eleven instead of fifteen hundred men, and ex- 
pended for the recruiting service $66,398 22, 
instead of $34,125. And when called on to account 
for the expenditure beyond the law, the Adjutant 
General reported that the money had been made 
up from the balance of old appropriations, which 
balances were not in the Treasury. One of these 
, balances was for ‘* amount due Robert Brent, late 
. ‘ Paymaster General, being part of the advance 
‘ made him on account of bounties and premiums 
‘out of the appropriation of 1816, refunded in 
* 1820, on settlement of his account, $35,364 56,’” 
i respecting which it was expressly stated by the 
| Second Auditor that it “ought not to be under- 
stood that he refunded that sum in money; he 
i refunded it in settlement of account only.” 
I would also refer to Document No. 99, of the 
i| first session of the Twenty-First Congress, for 
examples of executive legislation by the Secre- 
tary of War, by which the pay and emoluments 
of sundry officers of the Army were enormously 
sneeeased at several times by a simple order, 
sometimes subscribed in pencil by the initials of 
i that officer. The pay and emoluments were 
| increased in a manner which the law never con- 
templated. The legislation of the Secretary was 
always quite laconic; it ran in this manner: 
** Until otherwise ordered, the chief engineer, 
‘ while resident in Washington, will be allowed 
i| fat the rate of nine hundred dollars a year, in 
‘lieu of fuel and quarters. He will also receive 
'| « double rations. J.C. Carnoux. 
“ May 12, 1818.” 


‘* You will instruct the paymaster of the corps 
‘of engineers at West Point, to pay the super- 
| é intendent of the Military Academy at that post 
| ‘triple rations from the Ist of September last, 
‘until further orders. J.C. CALHOUN. 

£ October 16, 1820.”’ 

‘* Does the command of the corps of engineers 
‘entitle Major Worth to brevet pay and emolu- 
‘ments? A battalion of infantry consists of three 
‘hundred and forty men. 

‘* Answer. The command of Major Worth is 
“equal to his brevet rank, and his pay as such is 
t allowed. J. C. Carnoun. 

‘* January 6, 1821.” 

** The quartermaster general, commissary gen- 
‘eral of subsistence, the colonel of engineers, 
‘and the chief of the ordnance department, while 
‘stationed at the seat of Government, will be 
‘allowed double rations from this date. 


s J. C. CALHOUN. 
© July 27, 1821.” 


‘In the absence of the chief of staff bureaus, 
‘ the allowance of double rations will devolve on 
‘| € the officer having charge in their absence. 
: s J. C. Carnoon. 
** June 4, 1822.” 


The special decisions of the Secretary of War, 
allowing officers of the Army extra pay and emol- 
uments, nowhere to be found authorized in any 
law of Congress, are numerous in the document 
Ihave referred to. A decision in one case has 


been held to be a rule in all similar cases; and by 


| 


1836.] 
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these special decisions the pay and emoluments j 
of officers in the Army, at Washington, from a | 
major general to a lieutenant of topographical || 
engineers, have been raised to a point much | 
beyond the salaries of our civil officers. And it ` 
is a fact worthy of remark, that in proportion as : 
the pay of these officers has been raised, so have . 
their numbers increased, while the Army itself 
has really all the time been growing more and 
more ineficient. To the executive legislation of 
the Secretary of War, from 1817 to 1829, are we 
indebted for that state of things which, creating 
in the officers of the Army a desire for ease and 
increased emoluments, has made of that instite- : 
tion an increased burden of millions to the Treas- : 
ury, and rendered the service aad the Army itself 
more and more unpopular. : a 

A cotemporary historian, in 1823, saya: “Tho 
* contests between the Secretary of War and the 
“two Houses of Congress have been frequent 
“and arduous; he struggling to draw money, 
“money, more money, from the Treasury for the 
* use of his Department, and they to retain it for . 
“other purposes. If, in all this, the Secretary. ' 
* has been right and Congress wrong, then must | 
“it be considered as. unfortunate that they did . 
“not, in the year 1820, borrow six millions ‘' 
“instead of three, and, in the year 1821, ten |; 
< millions instead of five. Then our peace estab- 
“lishment might have been kept up at ten thou- 
“sand men; our Army removed a thousand 
< miles further into the wilderness, from Council 
* Bluffs to Yellow Stone river. Then we might 
“have recruited five thousand men every year, 
“and every year have expended two or three 
“hundred thousand dollars upon Rip Rap con- 
* tracts.” l 

These were the “‘ glorious times” of which the 
Senator boaste. Glorious times, indeed, when 
the Government, in atime of profound peace, was 
obliged to borrow money to support extravagant 
expenses in the War Department! , 

By the law of the United States it is made the | 
duty of the Comptrollers of the Treasury to “‘ take | 
all such measures as may be authorized by the 
law to enforce the payment of all debts due the | 
United S:ates.’’ The general regulations of the- 


‘their scats to a late hour to hear all he 


fortifications at the Rip Raps I have never seen; 
I am told they are little better than those of the 
Pea Patch. I have, however, heard much of Rip 
Rap contracts; and thereby hangs a tale respect- 
ing some of the favorites of, if not the Secretary 
of War, that may not much redound tothe “glory” 
ofcither. If there be a single fort or other work 
erected in these “ glorious’’ days that stands asa 
perfect and useful work, evincing military science 


| 


advised the Executive to negotiate anew respect-. 
ing it, after the award, so called, of the King of 
! the Netherlands had been communicated to the: 
i Senate. In accordance with such advice, a new 


|’ negotiation had been opened, and it seemed to be: 


- well understood that the award had been entirely 


applied practically to it, that work remains yet, 


to come to my knowledge. Those I have seen | 
were not to be compared with the French works | 


erected at Ticonderoga, at the head of St. George, 


at Oswego, and the mouth of the Niagara, more `. 


than one hundred years ago, some of which were 
; blown up in the war of the Revolution; that is, 


it would seem to me that the blown-up works 


i might be repaired and rebuilt with even less ex- 


| pense than those erected in the ‘‘ glorious” reign ` 


‘of that Cabinet, three of whose members were 
fighting on their own hook, and all pulling dif- 
ferent ways, for the Presidency. 

Mr. H. concluded by expressing his obliga- 
tions to those Senators who had penny kept 
a 


say. He did pot now wish, he never had in- 
tended in any speech that he should make, to 


set aside; and thereby the right of the parties: 
had been placed upon precisely the same founda-. 
tion upon which they rested before the treaty of 
Ghent. Before that treaty, it appeared from the 
correspondence of the Ministers, that Great Brit- 
ain sought to obtain by cession the disputed ter- 
ritory, ora part of it. Having been informed 
that our Ministers were not clothed with power 
to cede it, the commission was instituted under 
that treaty. I agree with the Senator from Mas- 


‘ sachusetts, that the evidence to prove our right: 


ought to have been entirely satisfactory, and the 
claim of Great Britain I regard as most unjust, 
and as set up under the most extraordinary cir- 
cumstances. I do not understand that Great 
Britain, or the Province of New Brunswick, is- 
in the actual possession of the disputed territory 


'. in the manner that seems to be supposed. There’ 


d to: 


has been no surrender on the part of Maine of: 


`; any actual possession which she had before the 


i; treaty of Ghent. 


interfere with the time that could be more use- `, 


' fully employed than in hearing him. He said, 
. the first session he had a seat in this body, four 
years ago, of the twenty-four Senators repre- 
- senting twelve States north of the Chesapeake 
and Ohio, and east of the Wabash, he alone took 
his peculiar stand on the subject of the tariff; and 


; the stand he then took in favor of a large reduc- 


tion of taxes upon imports was, in this body, 
made a subject of derision. 
Kentucky, (Mr. Cuay,] in the proud character 
of father of the ‘* American System,” said the 
, whole North was, in this body, unanimous in 


Aa I have before observed, the: 
rights of the partics are now, both as to jurisdic-- 


‘ition and possession, precisely what they were 
‘ before that treaty; and so are the actual posses- 


The Senator from | 


: sions, so far as I am informed. 


Maine has sur- 


‘rendered nothing; nor has she agreed that this 


Government should surrender anything belong- 


‘ing to her. 


In regard tọ the resolutions, the first proposes 


i a speedy settlement of the controversy. Maine’ 


certainly would not be likely to object to that; it 


‘| could not but be most desirable to her to have the’ 
. questien settled as early as possible, in a manner 


‘favor of a high. protecting tariff. He said he | 


| begged 

| believed he had heard a‘ still small voiec’’ in 
| this Senate against that system! It is true (said 
| Mr. H.) the still small voice in this body was 
| but a speck of the size of a man’s hand in the 
| North at that time; it is true that I then took my 


Army also required that the pay of all officers in 
arrears should be stopped. To make himeelf 
more popular with those officers who loved their | 


tase and emoluments better than they loved jus- ; 


tice, we have the following further sample of exec- ` 
utive legislation by the Secretary of War: 


s Depaatment or War, 
: December 3, 1821. 

“t Sm: The practice of instructing paymasters | 
4to withhold from officers of tne Army all such | 
‘sums as may be reported by the Second and | 
‘Third Auditors to be due from them to the | 
‘United States, is superseded. ` 

“T have the honor, &<., : 
“J. C. CALEOUN. 
“The Parmasrer GeneraL.” 


Congress, however, continued to be refractory | 
and disobedient; they introduced into the appro- 
priation bill, at the very next session, a clause 
requiring “ that no money appropriated by that 
‘act shall be advanced or paid to any person on | 
‘any contract, or to any officer who 1s in arrears 
‘to the United States, until he shall have accounted | 
‘for and paid into the Treasury all sama for which 
the may be liable.” ; 

We are now reproached with having taken’ up 
the system of the Senator, for which he suffered 
mach persecution from our friends—a splendid 

stem of fortifications. Where. is the fortifica- 

on on Rouse’s Point, on which the Secretary 
then made a large expenditure? Abandoned, 
because if fell within the British. territory, and 
scarcely a stone remains to tell where it once was. 
How many other forts projected by Mr. Mon- 
roe’s Secretary of War were abandoned as unten- 
able? Where is the value of the millions ex- 
pended at the Pea Patch? Burnt—but good for 
nothing before it was burnt, as the foundation, 
laid up in the most improvident manner, had 
given way; and the wood-work erected over it 
seemed to be there placed for the particular pur- 
pose of burning down the whole, that its imper- 
fections and its uselesgness might not remain as 
a monument to the folly of its projectors. The 


i: of the country. 
i; was; (continued Mr. H.,) my ground on the sub- 


' stand against fearful odds; but the speck in the 
i horizon‘has since become a cloud filling the whole 
atmosphere. The whole peaple have become 
convinced that a high tariff is not needed for the 
protection of any intercst, or for the prosperity 
Inefficient and weak as I then 


| ject of the tariff was taken on my own respons- 
ibility. I consulted and advised with na men 
high in office or friends of the Administration at 
that time. I have consulted on this subject with 
none. An ardent friend of this Administration, 
I would do nothing to injure it or its-friends; for 
the opinions I have now offered the Administra- 
tion is not responsible. Hf my suggestions are 
worthy of attention, they will doubtless have 
their due weight; if they are unworthy, they can 
injure no one but myself. : 


NORTHEASTERN BOUNDARY OF MAINE. 


REMARKS OF HON. E. SHEPLEY, 
i OP MAINE, 


l In THE Senare, March 23, 1836, 

Upon the occasion of the presentation of the Resolutions 
of the Legistature of Massachusetts, respecting the 
Northeastern Boundary of Maine. 


Mr. SHEPLEY said: I do nat intend to enter 
upon the digcussion of the subject of these reso- 
lutions at present. I have two -reasons for de- 
clining todo so. Iam troubled by an infirmity 
of voice, which will prevent it; and I should de- 
cline doing so out of respect to. my State, for E 
perceive that the resolutions are to be transmitted: 
to. the Governor of. Maine, and I do.not wish to 
attempt to commit her to any course respecting 
this matter, I prefer that she should act upon it 


remarks of the Senator from Massachusetts, 
{Mr. Davis,] call for a few words from me.. I 


boundary; but it will be fresh in the recollection 
of the members of this body, that the Senate 


pardoni was net quite unanimous—he | 


before I indicate any course respecting it. The | 


shall not enter upon a history of the northeastern 


‚i that would give to her all her just rights. The’ 


delay haa been great in bringing the negotiation: 
to a favorable termination; and the course pur-- 
sued in regard to it has not been, in all respects, 
eciaely as I could have desired; but I am not: 
informed of any just cause for imputing blame to: - 
the Executive, that it has not been brought to a 


| close before this time. : 


The second resolution, if I understand it, pro- 
poses an agency from this Government, to have 
the guardianship and control af the disputed ter- 
ritory, pending the negotiation’ for the preser-- 
vation of the property upon it. It is certainly 


| desirable to prevent trespasses upon that terri- 


tory. And it may be that the State of Maine: 
may Consent to such an agency as is proposed, 
if it can be arranged with her consent, and can 
be under her direction. But F cannot believe that 
she ever will consent that this Government, or. 


„any other, shall, without her consent, attempt. to 


exercise a jurisdiction or control where she right- - 
fully. exercises it. It is for my own State, and | 
not for me, to decide upon her proper course in 
relation to this. matter., I will only repeat, that . 
no-one can be more sensible of the injustice of the 
claim set-up against my own State than I am. 


SLAVERY IN THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. | 
REMARKS OF HON. J. BUCHANAN,, 


OF PENNSYLVANIA, 
. Iy tne SENATE, Match 2,1836, 


In oppdsition to the motion of Mr. Caimovy not to receive , 
the Petition of the Caln Quarterly Meeting of the Religious 
Society of Friends for fhe Abolition of Slavery in the Dis- . 
triet of Columbia, and in support of bis own motion to, 
reject the prayer of the Petitioners. 


Mr. BUCHANAN said it was not row his: 
intention to repeat anything he had said on a; 
former occasion in regard to the abolition of sla- 
very in this District. he.remarke which he had 
then made, after much reflection, still met his 
entire approbation. He would not now: have al- 
luded to them were it not for the misapprehension 
which still appeared to prevail. upon this floor in 
r pe to the state of other feeling on this 
ject. . 2 
“Those remarks had, he believed, been more 
extensively circulated throughout Pennsylvania 
than any whieh he had ever made upon any occa- 
sion. If they had been censured anywhere in 


ONG... lst Sess. 


24TH C 


APPENDIX TO THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


Slavery in the District of Columbia—Mr. Buchanan. 


that State by any party, the fact was unknown ll whether it was not necessary to dissolve this | tained, the right of petition is go 


to him. On the contrary, he had strong reasons 
to believe they had been received with gencral 
approbation, . 5 ? 3 
He was not in the habit of using private letters 
to sustain any position which he might take upon 
his floor or clsewhere. He would say, however, 
that since he bad presented the memorial now 
the subject of consideration before the Senate, he 
had received another memorial of a similar char- 
acter from the city of Philadelphia. This memo- 
rial had been transmitted to him by two gentle- 
men whose names and character would be the 
strongest guarantee for the truth of their asser- 
tions, did he feel himself at liberty to make them 
known to the Senate. He would not even have 
alluded to their letter, but it related to a public 
subject in which the country was deeply inter- 
ested, and accompanied the memorial which they 
had requested him to present to the Senate. The 
following is an extract from this letter: 

“ Although we have not the pleasure of thy 
t acquaintance, permit us, on this: occasion, to 
‘express our satisfaction with thy remarks in 
t the Senate some weeks since, in which the opin- 
‘ion was forcibly sustained that no sensible man 
tat the North would advocate the right of Con- 
t gress to interfere with the subject of slavery in 
‘the slave States themselves. We are fully per- 
*suaded this is the fact in our neighborhood. 

“Tn a pretty extensive acquaintance with the 
‘friends of abolition in this city, we unhesita- 
‘tingly declare that we have never heard such an 
‘opinion advocated, and we defy our opponents to 
t point out a man ho has ever circulated any publica- 
‘tion calculated to produce discord in the southern 
* States. 

“ But whilst we fully recognize this view, we 
‘are aware that the Constitution guaranties to us 
* the right of memorializing Congress on any sub- 
‘ject connected with the welfare of the District 
‘of Columbia, and we intend ever to exercise it 
‘in the spirit of charity and good feeling.’’ 

Mr. B. believed this statement to betrue. Al- 
though all the people of Pennsylvania were op- 
posed to slavery in the abstract, yet they would 
not sanction any attempts to excite the slaves of 
the southern States to insurrection and bloodshed. 
Whilst they knew their own rights, and would 
maintain them, they never would invade the rights 


Union for the protection of their rights. Mr. B. 
thought far otherwise. The crisis had not ar- 
rived, and, he trusted, never would arrive. The 
force of public opinion will prostrate this fanat- 
ical and dangerous spirit. He must say, how- 
ever, that the enemies of the cause of abolition at 
the North had a right to expect that gentlemen 
from the South would not adopt a course which 
might tend to increase our difficulties. They 
ought to permit us to judge for ourselves in this 
matter, and to throw no obstacle in our way which 
the nature of the subject does not necessarily 
prevent. 

Let it once be understoced that the sacred right 
of petition and the cause of the Abolitionists must 
rise or must fall together, and the consequences 
may be fatal. I would, therefore, warn southern 
gentlemen to reflect seriously in what situation 
they place their friends inthe North by insisting 
that this petition shall not be received. 

We have justas little right to interfere with 
slavery in the South, as we have to touch the 
right of petition. Whence is this right derived ? 
Can a republican government exist without it? 
Man might as well attempt to exist without 
breathing the vital air. No Government pos- 
sessing any of the elements of liberty has ever 
existed, or can ever exist, unless its citizens or 
subjects enjoy thisright. From the very structure 
of your Government; from the very establishment 
of aSenate and House of Representatives, the right 
of petition naturally and necessarily resulted. A 
representative Republic, established by the peo- 
ple, without the people having aright to make their 
wants and their wishes known to their servants, 
would be the most palpable absurdity. This 
right, even if it were not expressly sanctioned by 
the Constitution, would result from its very na- 
ture. It could not be controlled by any action 
of Congress, or either branch of it. Ifthe Con- 
stitution had been silent upon the subject, the 
only consequence would be that it would stand 
in the very front rank of those rights of the peo- 
ple which are expressly guarantied to them by 
the ninth article of the amendments to that in- 
strument, inserted from abundant but necessary 
caution. I shall read this article. It declares 
that ‘the enumeration in the Constitution of 
certain rights shall not be construed to deny or 


of others which had been secured by the Federal : disparage others retained by the people.” It 
Constitution. He was proud to say this had , would, without any express provision, have stood 
always been the character and the conduct of the | in the same rank with the liberty of speech and 
State which he had, in part, the honor to repre- '| of the press, and have been entirely beyond the 
sent, in her relations with her sister States. |; control of the Government. 
He felt himself justified in declaring that Penn- ‘| could not have been infringed without extinguish- 
sylvania was perfectly sound upon this question. | ing the vital spirit of our institutions. If any 
Abolitionists there may be in Pennsylvania, but |, had been so bold as to attempt to violate it, it 
it had never been his fate to meet a single one. would have been a conclusive argument to say 
If we have a man amongst us who desires, by `. to them that the Constitution has given you no 
the circulation of incendiary publications and power over the right of petition, and you dare 
pictures throughout the slaveholding States, to |: not touch it. 
produce a servile insurrection, and thus to abolish | The Senator from South Carolina [Mr. CaL- 
slavery, he knew him not. In the language of | noun] has justly denominated the amendments 
the letter he had just read, whatever might be i. to the Constitution as our bill of rights. The 
the case further north, he might ow any gentle- |! jealousy which the States ee of Federal 
man to point out a man in Pennsylvania who has : power brought these amendments into existence. 
ever circulated any publication calculated to pro- il They supposed that, in future times, Congress 
aie area in are ee sree i 3 1i might desire to extend the powers of this Gov- 
e had heard, within the last few days, that 
emissaries were now traveling throughout Penn- |. them by the people of the States. From a prov- 
sylvania for the purpose of propagating the doc- : ident caution, they have, in express terms, denied 
trine of immediate abolition. He thought he |: to Congress every sort of control over religion, 
might venture to predict that they would fail in || over the freedom of speech and of the press, and 
their attempts. : i| Over the right of petition. The first article of the 
Although he did not mean at present to discuss | amendments declares that ‘* Congress shall make 
the general question, yet the Senator from South : ‘no law respecting an establishment of religion, 
Carolina [Mr. Preston] must permit him to say ! ‘or prohibiting the free exercise thereof; or 
that, in his remarks of yesterday, he had done | ‘abridging the freedom of speech or of the press; 
much to dignify the cause of abolition, and to || ‘ or the right of the people peaceably to assemble, 
give its supporters a character which they did || ‘and to petition the Government for a redress of 
rot deserve, || < grievances,” 
-Mr. B. was not so well able to judge what !! Now, sir, what is the first 


p 
| 
i 


i 


It is a right which 


| ernment, and usurp rights.which were not granted — 


osition taken by 


ffect those remarks might produce on the South; ' 
vat he protested against the accuracy of the state- 


nents which that gentleman had made in regard | 


:0 the condition of northern feeling on this sub- |; 


the Senator from South Carolina against receiv- 
ing this memorial? I desire to quote him with 
perfect accuracy. He says that the Constitu- 


tion prohibits Congress from passing any law to , 


2ct. Hisinformation had been incorrect. If the | 
‘loomy coloring of the picture which he had pre- ' 
ented could be considered anything but a fancy | law;-and that, therefore, the Constitution would 
ketch, the South might believe that the time had '! not be violated by such a refusal. Does not the 
‘trived when it would be their duty to decide i! Senator perceive that, if this doctrine can be main- 


| 
| 
| 
| 


abridge the right of petition; that to refuse to re- ' 
‘| ceive this petition would not be to pass any such | 


ne forever? Itis 
a mere empty name. The Senate would possess 
the power of controlling it at their will and pleas- 
ure. No matter what may be the prayer of any 
petition; no matter how just may be the grievances 
of the people demanding redress, we may refuse 
to hear their complaints, and inform them that 
this is one of our prerogatives, because, to refuse 
to receive their petition is not the passage of a 
law abridging their right to petition. How can 
the gentleman escape from this consequence? Is 
the Senate to be the arbiter? Are we to decide 
what the people may petition for, and what they 
shall not bring before us? Is the servant to dic- 
- tate to the master? Such a construction can never 
ii be the true one. 
| The most striking feature of this argument is, 
that the very article of the Constitution which 
i was intended to guard the right of petition with 
the mest jealous care, is thus perverted from its 
original intention, and made the instrument of 
destroying this very right. What we cannot do 
by law—what is beyond the power of both 
Houses of Congress and the President, according 
to the gentleman’s argument, the Senate can of 
itself accomplish. The Senate alone, if his argu- 
ment be correct, may abridge the right of petition, 
acting in its separate capacity, though it could 
not, as one branch of the Legislature, consent 
to any law which would confer upon itself this 
| power. 

What is the true history and character of this 
article of the Constitution? In the thirteenth 
year of the reign of that ‘royal scoundrel,” 
Charles the Second, as the Senatorfrom Virginia 
[Mr. Lecu] has justly denominated him, an act 
of Parliament was passed abridging the right of 
petition. It declared that ‘‘no petition to the 
‘ King or either House of Parliament for any alter- 
‘ation in Church or State shall be signed by above 

, ‘twenty persons, unless the matter thereof be ap- 
' “proved by three justices of the peace, or the major 
‘ part of the grand jury in the county; and in Lon- 
‘don by the Lord Mayor, Aldermen, and Com- 
‘mon Council; nor shall any petition be presented 
‘by more than ten persons at a time.” Each 
Senator will ene perceive that the right of 
petition was thus laid almost entirely prostrate 
at the feet of the Sovereign. The justices of the 
peace, and the sheriffs who: selected the grand 
juries, were his creatures, appointed and removed 
at his pleasure. Out of the city of London, with- 
out their consent, no petition for an alteration in 
Church or State could be signed by more than 
twenty individuals. At the Revolution of 1688, 
‘| the Bill of Rights guarantied to English subjects 
|, the right of petitioning the King; but the courts of 
i! justice decided that it did not repeal the statute of 
the second Charles. This statute still remained in 
' force at the adoption of the Federal Constitution. 
, Such was the state of the law in that country 
': from which we have derived most of our institu- 
tions, when this amendment to the Constitution 
was adopted. is 
Although the Constitution, as it came from the 
hands of its framers, gave to Congress no power 
to touch the, right of petition, yet some of the 
States to whom it was submitted for ratification, 
apprehending that the time might arrive when 
Congress would be disposed to act like the British 
. Parliament, expressly withdrew the subject from 
; our control. Not satisfied with the fact that no 
, power over it had been granted by the Constitu- 
| tion, they determined to prohibit us, in express 
' terms, from ever exercising such a power. This 
|, is the true history of the first article of our Bill 
|: of Rights. 
|, _ Let me put another case to the Senator from 
, South Carolina. Some years since, as a manager 
i on the part of the House of Representatives, I 
| had the honor to appear before this body, then 
' sitting as a high court of impeachment. In that 
case the accused, when sitting as a district judge 
of the United States, had brought an attorney 
| of his court before him by an attachment for con- 
tempt, and, without any trial by jury, had con- 
victed him of a libel, and sentenced him to 
imprisonment. The judge was acquitted; and, at 
the moment, I thought this decision had placed 
l the freedom of the press in danger. If the sedi- 
_ tion law were clearly unconstitutional, and nobody 
| now doubts it; if Congress could not confer upon 
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the courts of the United States, by express enact- | 
ment, any power over the question of libel, I! 
thought it monstrous that a judge, without the | 
intervention of a jury, under highly excited |: 
feelings, should be permitted to try and to punish l 
libels committed against himself, according to his 
will and pleasure. My apprehensions were of ` 
but short duration. A few days after the acquittal . 
of this judge, the Senate, without one dissenting 
voice, passed a bill, not to create a new law, but 
declaratory of what the old law, or rather what the 
Constitution was, under which no Federal judge 
will ever again dare to punish a libel as a con- 
tempt. The constitutional provision in favor of 
the liberty of the press was thus redeemed from 
judicial construction, ` ` f 

Now, sir, we mast all admit that libels of the 
goaa character are daily published against the 

nate and its individual members. Suppose an 
attempt should be made to bring one of these ` 
libelers before us, and to punish him for a con- 
tempt, would the gentleman from South Carolina 
contend that we might do so without violating the 
Constitution, and that we might convict him and 
sentence him to imprisonment because such a con- 
viction and sentence would not be the passage of | 
a law abridging the freedom of the press? The || 
gentleman’s excited feelings upon the subject of 
abolition have led his judgmentastray. Nocon- 
struction can be correct which would lead to such 
palpable absurdities. : 

The very language of this amendment itself 
contains the strongest recognition of the right of 
petition. Inthe clearest terms, it-presupposes its 
existence. How can you abridge a right which 
has no previous existence? On this question, I 
deem the argument of my friend from Georgia 
(Mr. Kise] conclusive. The amendment assumes 
that the people have the right to petition for the `; 
redress of grievances, and places it beyond the | 

ower of Congress to touch this sacred right, i 

he truth is, that the authors of the amendment i 
believed this to be a Government of such tremen- 
dous power, that it was ‘necessary, in express | 
terms, to withdraw from its grasp their most | 
essential rights. The right of every citizen to 
worship his God according to the dictates of his 
own conscience; his right freely to speak and 
freely to print and publish his thoughts to the 
world; and his right to petition the Government 
for a redress of grievances, are placed entirely 
beyond the contro! of the Congress of the United 
States, or cither of its branches. There may they 
ever remain! . These fundamental principles of | 
liberty are companions. They rest upon the 
same foundation. 
together. They will be maintained so long as 
American liberty shall endure. ` 

The next argument advanced by the gentleman 
is, that we are not bound to receive this petition, || 
because to grant its prayer would be unconstitu- 
tional. In this argument I shall not touch the 
question whether Congress possess the power to || 
abolish slavery in the District of Columbia or not. || 
Suppose they do not, can the gentleman maintain 
the position that we are authorized by the Con- 
stitution to refuse to receive a petition from the 
people, because we may deem the object of it 
unconstitutional? Whence is any such restric- 
tion of the right of petition derived? Who gave 
itto us? Ig it to be found in the Constitution? 
The people are not constitutional lawyers; but 
they feel oppression, and know when they are 


aggrieved. They present their complaints to us 
in the form. of a petition, I ask, b what au- 
thority can we refuse to receive it? They have 


a right to spread their wishes. and their wants 
before us, and to ask for redress., We are bound 
respectfully to consider their request; and the 
best answer which we can give them is, that they 
have not conferred upon us the power, under the 
Constitution of the United States, to grant them 
the relief which they desire. On any other prin- 
ciple we may firet decide that we have no power 
over a particular subject, and then refuse to hear 
the petitions of the people in relation to it. We 
would thus place the constitutional right of our 
constituents to petition at the mercy of our own 
discretion. i ; ah 

. Again, sir, we possess the power of originating 
amendments to the. Constitution. Although, 
therefore, we may not be able to grant the peti- 


- and when they ought to be satisfied, 


: insults presented in this or any other form. 


‘ solely for the 


| man’s right.” They may, and a 


They must stand or must fall |} 


| slavery in the State of Georgia. has 
i I would receive the petition, and consign it at 
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tioners relief, such'a petition may indice us to 
exercise this power, and to ask for a new grant 
of authority from the States. 

The gentleman’s third proposition was, that we 
are not bound to receive this petition, because it 
is no grievance to the citizens of any of the States, 
that slavery exists in this District. But who are 
to be the judges, in the first instance, whether the 
people are aggrieved or not? 


suffer, or fancy they suffer, or the Senate? If we . 


are to decide when they ought to feel 
o. the tri- 
bunal to whom their petitionsare addressed may 


: refuse to receive them, because, in their opinion, 
there was no just cause of complaint, the right ; 


of petition is destroyed. It would be but a poor 


"answer to their petitions to tell them they ought 
i not to have felt aggrieved, that they are mistaken, 


and that, therefore, their complaints would not 
be received by their servants. 

I may be asked, is there no case in which I 
would be willing to refuse to receive a petition? 


' Tanswer that it must be a very strong ohe indeed 


to justify such a refusal. There is one exception, 


! however, which results from the very nature of 


the right itself. Neither the body addressed nor 


any of its members must be insulted, under the | 
' pretext of exercising this right. 


perverted from its purpose, and be made the in- 


: strument of degrading the body to which the 


etition is addressed. Such a petition would be 

in fraud of the right itself, and the necessary 
power of self-protection and self-preservation in- 
herent in every legislative body confers upon it 
the authority of defending itself against direct 
Be- 
yond this exception I would not go; and it is 
urpose of relr penecan, in my 

opinion, that the rules of the Senate enable any 


of its members to raise the question, whether a | 
petition shall be received or not.” If the rule has | 


any other object in view, it is a violation of the 
Constitution. a ety ; 

I would confine this exception within. the nar- 
rowest limits. The acts of the body addressed 
may be freely canvassed by the people, and the 
may be shown to be unjust or uncohstitutional. 
These may be the very reasons why the petition 
is presented. ‘* To speak his mind is every free- 
ought, to 
express themselves with that manly independ- 
ence which belongs to American citizens. To 
exclude their petition, it must appear palpable 
that an insult to the ‘body was intended, and not 
a redress of grievances. ` 

Extreme cases have been put by the Senator 
from South Carolina. Ridiculous or extravagant 
petitions may be presented; though I should 
think that scarcely a sane man could be found in 
this country who would ask Congress to abolish 
Ta such a case 


once to that merited contempt which it would 
deserve. The Constitution secures the right of 
being héard by’petition to every citizen; and I 
would not abridge it bécause he happened to be 
a fool. ; i 

The proposition is almost too plain for argu- 
ment, that if the people have a constitutiónal 
right to petition, a corresponding duty is im- 
posed upon us to receive their petitions. „From 
the very nature of things, rights and duties are 
reciprocal. The luman mind cannot conceive 
of the one without the other. Théy are relative 
terms. If the people have a right to command, 
it is: the duty of their servants to obey. IfI 
have a right to a sum of money, it is the duty 
of my debtor to pay it to me. Ih the people have 
a right to petition their representatives, 1t is our 
duty to receive their petition. ay 2 

This question was solemnly determined by the 
Senate more than thirty years ago. Neither 
before nor since that time, so far as I can learn 
has the general right of petition ever been called 
in question, until the motion now under consid: 


| eration was made by the Senator from South 


Carolina. Of course I do not speak of cases 
embraced within the exception which I have just 
stated. No Senator has ever contended that this 
is one of them. To prove my position, T shall 
read an extract from our Journal. On Monday, 
the 21st of January, 1805, ‘ Mr. Logan presented 


aggrieved | 
an 


It must not be’: 


i 


1 


ta petition, signed Thomas Morris, clerk, ih 
‘behalf of the meeting of the 'répresentatives of 
‘the people called Quakers, in Pennsylvania, 
t New Jersey, &c., stating that the petitioners, 
t from a sense of religious duty, had again come 
t forward to plead the cause of their oppressed 
“and degraded fellow men of the African race; 


| “and, on the question, * Shall thi tition b 
Is it those who . i : i i repes 19. 


t received ?? it passed in the affirmative—yeas 19, 
‘nays 9. 
“The yeas and nays being required by one 
‘ fifth of the Senators present—those who voted 
t in the affirmative are: ae f 
- “Messrs. Adams, (Massachusetts,) Bayard, 
* (Delaware,) Brown, (Kentucky,) Condict,(New 
t Sersey,) Franklin, (North Carolina,) Hilhouse, 
oanet Howland, (Rhode Island,) Lo- 
: gn (Pennsylvania,) Maclay, (Pennsylvania,) 
‘ Mitchell, (New York,) Alcott, (New Hamp- 
t shire,) Pickering, (Massachusetts,) Plummer, 
‘ (New Hampshire,) Smith, (Ohio,) Smith, (Ver- 
‘mont,) Stone, (North Carolina,) Sumpter, 
‘ (South Carolina,) White, (Delaware,) Worth- 
t ington, (Ohio.). . ret avo 
_ “ And those who voted in the ‘negative are: 
‘‘ Messrs. Anderson, (Tennessee,) Baldwin, 
‘ (Georgia,) Bradley, (Vermont,) Cocke, (Teh- 
nessee,) Jackson, (Georgia,) Moore, (Virginia,) 
‘Smith, (Maryland,) Smith, (New, York,) and 
© Wright, (Maryland.) . . À 3 
| “ So the petition was read.’” 
` The Senate will perceive that I have added to 
the names of the members of thé Senate that of 
the States which they each represented. The 
Senator from South Carolina will see that among 
those who, upon this occasion, sustained the right 
of petition, there is found.the name of General 
Sumpter, his distinguished predecessor. I wish 
him, also, to observe that but. seven Senators 
from the’ slaveholding States ‘voted against re- 
ceiving the petition; although it was of a char- 
acter well calculated to excite their hostile and 
jealous feelings. =. - j 
The present, sir, is areal controversy between 
liberty and power. In my humble judgment, it 
is far the most important question which has been 
before the Senate hince'T have had tha honor of 
occupying a seat in this body. ft id a contest 
between thosé, however tinintentionally, who de- 
siré to abridge the rightof the peoplé in askin 
their servants ‘for a rédtegé of grievances, an 
those who desire to Jeave, it. as t e Constitution 
left it free as the’ air. Petitions. ought ever to 
find their way into the Senate without impedi- 
ment; ‘and I trust’ that the decision upon this 
question will result in the establishment of one 
of the dearest. rights which a free people can 


enjoy. T or 
ow, sir, why should the Senator. from South 
Carolina urge the motiun which he has made? I 
wish I could persuade him to withdraw it, We 
of the North honestly believe, and I feel confident 
he will not doubt our sincerity, that we cannot 
vote for his motion without violating our duty 
to God and to the country—without disregarding 
the oath which we havé sworn to support the 
Constitution. A f 

This is not the condition of those who advocate 
his motion. Itis not pretended that the Consti- 
tution imposes any obligation upon them to vote 
for this motion, With them it is a question of 
mere expediency; with us, qhe of gonstitutiona 
duty. ; Faak gentlemen of the South, for their 
own sake, as well. as for that ‘of their friends in 
the North, to vote against this motion. It will 
place us all in a false position, where neither 
their sentiments nor ours will be properly under- 
stood. E ae eae er E 

“The people of the North are justly jeatone of 
their rights and liberties. Among these, they 
hold the right of petition to, be one of the most 
sacred character, J would say to the gentlemen 
of the South, why, then, will you array your- 
gelyes, without any necessity, against this right? 
You believe that we are much divided on the 
question of abolition; why, then, will you intro- 
dace another element of discord among us, which 
may do your cause much harm, and which cannot 
possibly do it any good? When you possess an 
impregnable fortress, if you will defend it, why 
take shelter in an outwork, where defeat is cer- 
tain? Why select the very weakest position, 
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one on which you yourselves will present a | 
divided front to the enemy, when itis in your | 
ower to choose one on which you and us can | 
all unite? You will thus afford an opportunity | 
to the Abolitionists at the North to form a false | 
issue with your friends. You place us in sucha | 
condition that we cannot defend you without in- 
fringing the sacred right of petition, Do you not 
erceive that the question of abolition may thus 
e indissolubly connected, in public estimation, 
with a cause which we can never abandon? If 
the Abolitionists themselves had been consulted, 
I will venture to assert they ought to have ad- 
vised the very course which has becn adopted by 
their greatest enemies. : 
The vote upon this unfortunate motion may do 
almost equal harm in the South. It may produce 
an impression there that we who will vote against 
the motion are not friendly to the protection of 
their constitutional rights. It may arouse jealousy 
and suspicion where nore ought to exist; and 
may thus magnify a danger which has already 
been greatly exaggerated. In defending any great 
cause it is always disastrous to take a position 
+ which cannot be maintained. Your forces thus 
‘ become scattered and inefficient; and the enemy 
may obtain possession of the citadel whilst you 
are vainly attempting to defend an outpost. Į 
am sorry, indeed, that this motion has been made. 
I shall now proceed to defend my own motion 
from the attacks which have been made upon it. 
It has been equally opposed by both extremes. I 
have not found, upon the present occasion, the 
maxim to be true, that ‘in medio tutissimus ibis.’’ 
The Senator from Louisiana, [Mr. Porter,] and 
the Senator from Massachusetts, [Mr. Wesster,] 
seem both to believe that little, if any difference | 
exists between the refusal to receive a petition, | 
and the rejection of its prayer after it has been | 
received. Indeed, the gentleman from Louisiana, 
who Iam happy to call my friend, says he can 
see no difference at all between these motions. At 
the moment I heard this remark, I was inclined 
to believe that it proceeded from that confusion 
of ideas which sometimes exist in the clearest 


descended. What, sir, no difference between 
refusing to receive a request at all, and actually 
receiving it and considering it respectfully, and `i 
afterwards deciding, without delay, that it is not ‘| 
in your power to grant it! There is no man in j' 
the country acquainted with the meaning of the || 
plainest words in the English language, who will | 
not recognize the distinction ina moment. If a | 
constituent of that gentleman should present to |. 
him a written request, and he should tell him to ‘| 
go about his business, and take his paper with 
him, that he would not have anything to do with | 
him or it: this would be to refuse to receive the 
petition. On the other hand, if the gentleman 
should receive this written request of his con- 
stituent, read it over carefully and respectfully, | 
and file it away among his papers, but, finding it | 
was of an unreasonable or dangerous character, 
he should inform him, without taking further 
time to reflect upon it, that the case was a plain 
one, and that he could not, consistently with what 
he believed to be his duty, grant the request: this 
would be to reject the prayer of the petition. 
There is as much difference between the two | 
cases, as there would be between kicking a man 
down stairs who attempted to enter your house, 
and receiving him politely, examining his re- 
quest, and then refusing to comply with it. 

It has been suggested that the most proper | 
course would be to refer this petition to a com- | 
mittee. What possible good can result from re- | 
ferring it? Is shire a Senator on this floor who | 
has not long since determined whether he will | 
vote to abolish slavery in this District or not? | 
Does any gentleman require the report of a com- 
mittee, ın order to enable him to decide this 
question? Not one. 

By granting the prayer of this memorial, as I 
observed on a former occasion, you would estab- 
lish a magazine of gunpowder here, from which 
trains might be laid into the surrounding States, 
which would produce fearful explosions. In the 
very heart of the slaveholding States themselves 


throughout these States—by circulating their in- | 
cendiary pamphletsand pictures—the seeds of dis- | 
union, insurrection, and servile war. You would | 
thus take advantage of the generous confidence | 
of Virginia and Maryland in ceding to you this 
District, without expressly forbidding Congress 


to abolish slavery here whilst it exists within 
their limits. 


No man can for one moment sup- 
pose that they would have made this cession 
upon any other terms, had they imagined that a 
necessity could ever exist for such a restriction. 
Whatever may be my opinion of the power of 
Congress, ae the Constitution, to interfere 
with this question, about which at present, I say 
nothing, I shall as steadily and as sternly oppose 
its exercise as if I believed no such power to 
exist. 

In making the motion now before the Senate, | 
I intended to adopt as strong a measure as I 
could consistently with the right of petition and 
a proper respect for the petitioners. I am the 
last man in the world who would intentionally 
treat these respectable constituents of my own | 
with disrespect. I know them well, and prize ; 
them highly. Ona former occasion I did ample 
justice to their character. I deny that they are | 

bolitionists. I cannot, however, conceive how 
any person could have supposed that it was dis- 
respectful to them to refuse to grant their prayer 
in the first instance, and not disrespectful to re- 
fuse to grant it after their memorial had becn 
referred toa committee. In the first case their 
memorial will be received by the Senate, and will 
be filed among the records of the country. That 
it has already been the subject of sufficient delib- 
eration and debate; that it has already occupied a 
due portion of the time of the Senate, cannot be 
doubted or denied. Every one acquainted with 


| the proceedings of courts of justice must know 


that often, very often, when petitions are pre- 


‘sented to them, the request is refused without 
| 
| 


; that this was treating the petitioner with disre- ,. 
: spect? 
heads of that country from which he derives his ! 
origin, and from which I am myself proud to be || 


any delay. This is always done ina plain case 
by a competent judge. And yet who ever heard 


In order to be respectful to these memo- 
rialists, must we go through the unmeaning form, | 
in this case, of referring the memorial to a com- 
mittee, and pretending to deliberate when we are 
now all fully prepared to decide? 

I repeat, too, that I intended to make as strong 
a motion in this case as the circumstances would į 
justify. It is necessary that we should use every | 
constitutional effort to suppress the agitation | 


which now disturbs the land. This is necessary, 7 
| 


as much for the happiness and future prospects | 
of the slave as for the sccurity af the master. | 
Before this storm began to rage, the laws in regard | 


to slaves had been greatly ameliorated by the | 


slavcholding States; they enjoyed many privileges 
which were unknown in former times. In some 
of the slave States prospective and gradual eman- 
cipation was publicly and seriously discussed. 
But now, thanks to the efforts of the Abolitionists, 
the slaves have been deprived of these privileges; 
and whilst the integrity of the Union is endan- 
gered, their prospect of final emancipation is 
delayed to an indefinite period. To leave this 
question where the Constitution has left it, to the 
slavcholding States themselves, is equally dictated 
by a humane regard for the slaves as well as for 
their masters. | 
There are other objections to the reference of | 
this memorial to a committee which must, I think, 
be conclusive. I ask the Senate, after witnessing ; 
the debate upon the present question, to what | 
conclusion could this committee arrive? If they | 
attempted to assert any principle beyond the 
naked proposition before us, that the prayer of | 
the memorialists ought not to be granted, we ` 
would be cast into a labyrinth of difficulties. It 
would be confusion worse confounded. If we | 
wish to obtain a strong vote, and thus atthe same | 
time tranquilize the South and the North upon | 
this exciting topic, the reference of it to a com- 


mittee would be the most unfortunate course | 
‘i has found any fault; no one can justly find any 


which we could adopt. Senators are divided into 
four classes upon this question. The first believe 
that to abolish slavery in this District would be 
a violation of the Constitution of the United 


i 
i 
t 


you would erect an impregnable citadel from 
whence the Abolitionists might securely spread 


| 
States. Should the committee recommend any i 
proposition of a less decided character, these Sen- | 
ators would feel it to be their duty to attempt to | 


i 
i 
i 


amend it by asserting this principle; and thus we 
should excite another dangerous and unprofitable 
debate. The second class, although they may 
not believe that the subject is constitutionally bc- 
yond the control of Congress, yet they think 
i that the acts of cession from Maryland and Vir- 
' ginia to the United States forbid us to act upon 
the subject. These gentlemen would insist upon 
the affirmance of this proposition. The third 
class would not go as far as either of the former. 
They do not believe that the subject is placed 
beyond the power of Congress either by the Con- 
stitution or by the compacts of cession, yet they 
are as firmly opposed to granting the prayer of 
the petition, whilst slavery continues to exist in 


| 


: Maryland and Virginia, as if they held both these 


opinions. They know that these States never 
would have ceded this territory of ten miles square 
to the United States upon any other condition, if 
it had entered into their conception that Con- 
gress would make an attempt sooner to convert 
it into a free district. Besides, they are convinced 
that to exercise this power, at an earlier period, 
would seriously endanger not only the peace and 
harmony of the Union, but its very existence. 
This class of Senators, whilst they entertain these 
opinions, which ought to be entirely satisfactory 
to the South, could never consent to vote for a 
resolution declaring that to act upon the subject 
would bea violation of the Constitution or of the 
compacts. The fourth class, and probably not 
the least numerous, are opposed to the agitation 
of the question, under existing circumstances, 
and will vote against the abolition of slavery in 
this District at the present moment, but would 
be unwilling to give any vote which might pledge 
them for the future. Here are the elements of 
discord. Although we can all, or nearly all, agree 
in the general result, yet we should differ essen- 
tially in the means of arriving at it. The politic 
and the wise course, then, is to adopt my motion 
that the prayer of the memorialists ought to be 
rejected. Each gentleman will arrive at this con- 
clusion in hisown way. Although we may thus 
travel different roads, we will all reach the same 
point. Shonld the committee go one step further 
than report this very proposition, we should at 
once be separated into four divisions; and the 


i result must be that the whole subject would finally. 


be laid upon the table, and thus the Abolitionists 
would obtain a victory over the friends of the 
Union both to the North and to the South. 
' Before I made the motion now before the Sen- 
ate, I deliberately and anxiously considered all 
| these embarrassing difficulties. At the first I 
| was under the impression that the reference of 
| this subject to a committee would be the wisest 
| course. In view of all the difficulties, however, 
| I changed my opinion; and I am now willing, 


| most cheerfully, to assume all the responsibility 
| which may rest upon me for having made this 


‘motion. 

I might have moved to lay the memorial upon 
the table; but I did not believe that this would be 
doing that justice to the South which she has a 
right to demand at our hands. She is entitled to 
the strongest vote, upon the strongest proposi- 
tion, which gentlemen can give, without violating 
their principles. 

I have but a few words more to say. As events 
` have deprived me of the occupation assigned to 
i me by the Senator from North Carolina, [Mr. 
| Maneum,] I feel myself at liberty to invade the 
| province allotted by the same gentleman to the 
| Paor from New York, [Mr. WricnT,} and to 
| defend a distinguished member of the Albany 
| Regency. In this I am a mere volunteer. I 
i chose thus to act because Governor Marcy has 
‘expressed my opinions better than I could do 
myself. 

‘And here, permit me to say that, in my judg- 
‘ment, southern gentlemen who are not satisfied 
| with his last message, so far as it relates to the 
| Abolitionists, are very unreasonable. With the 
general tone and spirit of that message no one 


li fault. In point of fact, it is not even liable to the 


; solitary objection which has been urged against 
it, that he did not recommend to the Legislature 
_ the passage of a law for the purpose of punishing 
those Abolitionists wha, in that State, should at- 
tempt to excite insurrection and sedition in the 
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slaveholding States, by the circulation of inflam- | 
matory publications and pictures. It is true that 
he does not advise the immediate passage of such !| 
a law, but this was because he thought public i: 
opinion would be sufficient to put them down. : 
He, however, looks to it as eventually proper, in 
case, contrary to his opinion, such a measure 
should become necessary to arrest the evil. He 
expressly asserts, aod clearly proves, that the 
Legislature possesses the power to pasa such a 
law. Thisis the scope and spirit of his mes- 


S ught he to have recommended the immediate 
passage of such alaw? Ithink not. The his- 
tory of mankind, in all ages, demonstrates that | 
the surest mode of giving importance to any sect, 
whether in politics or religion; is to subject its | 
members to persecution. lt has become a pro- . 
verb, that ‘the blood of the martyrs is the seed 
of the Church.” By persecution religious sects, |; 
maintaining doctrines the most absurd and the | 
most extravagant—doctrines directly at war with | 
the pure faith and principles announced to the 

world by the Divine Author of our religion, have | 
been magnified into importance. I do aot believe || 
there is any State in this Union—unleas the in- 
formation which we have received from the Sen- 
ators from Vermont might make that State an 
exception— where penal: laws of the character |: 
proposed would not advance instead of destroy- |; 
ing the cause of the Abolitionists. I feel confi- | 
dent such would be the event in Pennsylvania. | 
Severe legislation, unless there is a manifest ne- ; 
cessity for it, is always’ prejudicial. This ques- 
tion may be safely left ta public opinion, which, 

in our age, and in our country, like a mighty | 
torrent, sweeps away error, The Joerie» al- 

though they may sometimes be misled in the be- | 
ginning, always judge correctly in the end. Let; 
severe penal laws oa this subject be enacted in 
any State—let a few honest but misguided en- `: 
thusiasts be prosecuted under them—let them be | 
tried and punished in the face of the country, 
and you will thus excite the sympathies of the 
people, and create a hundred. Abolitioniste where 
one only now exists. Southern gentlemen have 
no right to doubt our sincerity upon this subject; 
and they ought to permit us to judge for our- 
selves as to the best mode of aliaying the excite- 
ment which they believe exists ampng ourselves. 
. If the spirit of abolition had become so exten- 
sive and so formidable as some gentlemen sup- 
pose, we might justly be alarmed for the existence 
of this Union. Comparatively speaking, I believe 
it to be weak and powerless, though it is noisy. 
. Without excitement got up here or elsewhere, 
which may continue its existence for some time || 
longer, it will pass away in a short period, like 
the other excitementa which have disturbed the 
public mind, and are now almost forgotten. ` 


; SUFFERERS BY THE NEW YORK FIRE. 


SPEECH OF HON. W. J. GRAVES, 
Va OF KENTUĊKY,. : 
Is rue House or REPRESENTATIVES, 
, February 17, 1836, 
On the bill for the relief of the Sufferers by the Fire at New 
: York. 

Mr. GRAVES addressed the Chair to the fol- 
lowing effect: 

From the latitude allowed these who have pre- 
ceded me in this debate, I hope it will not be con- 
sidered out of order.ip me ta speak to the merits 
of the whole bill. I have entertained the opinion, 
since the first introdaction of this bill, that we 
could not, in accordanee with sound policy and 
correct principles of legislation, grant the relief 
Proposed by it to the unfortunate victims of this 
most unprecedented calamity; much leas extend 
the operations of the bill, as proposed in the sec- 
ond section, to all such merchants as are not 
included in the first, and who, though they had 
suffered no loss by the late fire, were indebted to 
the Government for duties at the port of New 
York by bonds that fell due prior thereto. 

Laboring under the influence of that almost 


i Cin equal installments, from and after the 
| “payment specified in the bonds; or to allow the 


Univerdal sympathy which was pervading the 
community for the objectaof this ion, Í have 


felt a strong and sincere desire, if I could con- 
aistently with my convictions of duty, to give 
my support to this bill; yet, although I have given 
a most patient and impartial hearing to all that 
has been said in support of it, my opinions re- 


: main unchanged. The honorable member from 


Massachusetts, [Mr. Puiuuirs,] who last ad- 
dressed the committee, in a very elaborate, able, 
and truly eloquent speech, has occupied all the 
grounds, in my humble conception, that can be 


_ urged in support of this measure, and that too, 
‘| in a manner most.peculiarly felicitous. 


The first section of the bill provides, ‘That 


| £ the collector of the port of New York be, and 


‘he ig hereby, authorized, as he may deem best 


‘ States, to. cause to.be extended (with the assent 
t of the sureties thereon) to all persons who have 


‘tion at that place, the time of payment of all 
‘ bonda heretofore given by them. for duties, to 
t periods not exceeding three, four, or five yeans, 
ay of 


‘said bonds to be canceled, upon giving to the 
‘said collector. new bonds, with one or more 
‘ sureties, to the satisfaction of the said collector, 
‘ for the gums of the former bonds, respectively, | 
‘payable in equal instaliments, in three, four, | 


| examine well into. the subject, and weigh well 
the probable effect and consequence of such. a 
| precedent upon the future legislation of this 
: House. 
We, Mr. Chairman, I am fully apprised, are 

! most delicately and peculiarly situated in refer- 
$ ence to this as well as all other claims that come 
i before us; we occupy the attitudes both of party 
‘and judge; and whilst we should be careful not 
; to let self-interest bias us on the one side, we 
i should not be less careful to see that we are not 


i: driven into error on the other hand from too 


| great an apprehension of doing injustice to the 
j applicants. But, sir, let us now proceed to con- 


’ best || sider, in detail, the arguments of the friends of 
‘| € calculated to secure the interests of the United i| this measure. The honorable member from Mas- 


| sachusetis,as has been remarked, having covered 
i all the. grounds taken in support of this bill, E 


| ‘ suffered loss of property by the late conflagra-.| will confine myself particularly to his remarks. 


| The first ground taken by him is, that the 
| Government has such an amount of surplus rev+ 
; enue Bow in its Treasury, that it would have na 
: use for the money if the bonds were collected, 
| and that it would be suffered to lie in the deposis 
j banks without interest. Is it true, Mr. Chairman, 

that. thia Government has no use for money at 

this time? Is it true that the different States in 

this Union have already done for themselves al} 
that can be done in the way of promoting the 


‘and five years from and after the day of: pay- 
‘ment specified in the bonds to be taken up or | 
‘canceled, as aforesaid; and the said collector ia | 
“hereby authorized and directed to give up or | 
‘ cancel all such bonds upon the receipt of others | 
‘described in this act; which last- mentioned , 
‘bonds shall be proceeded with in all respects. 


‘like other bonds which are. taken by collectors `` 


t for duties due to the United States; Provided, | 
‘ That those who are designed to be relieyed b 


i: (this section, and. who may have paid their bonds ` 


< subsequent to the late fire, shall also. be entitled 


| to the benefit of this gection, and that the said |! 
‘ bonda shall be renewed from the day when the 


“game were paid.” 

The second section provides “‘ that the collector. , 
‘of the port of New York is hereby authorized | 
t and directed to extend the payment in the man- 
t ner prescribed in the-first section of this.act, of 
‘all other bonds given for duties at the port of 
t New York prior to the late fire, and not provided 
t for in the first section as aforesaid for six, nine, 
‘and twelve months, from and after the day of 
‘ payment specified in the bonds: Provided, how- 


| t ever, That nathing contained in this. act shall 


“extend to bonds which had fallen due before the 


| © seventeenth of December last.” 


I, Mr. Chairman, gave my undivided and most 


| special attention to each and every position taken 
i by that honorable gentleman in the progress of his 


argument, and propose, as briefly as the nature 
of the case will admit, to review such of them.as 
bear upon the real merits of this question, 

Before, however, I proceed to a consideration 
of the arguments of that gentleman, allow me to 
remar. ‘that we have been required to act upon 
this subject.rather in the dark; that we have had 
no official information as to the extent of the relief 
asked. We have to rely on the verbal informa- 
tion of the friends of this measure, who, I sup- 
pose, have it from those who are asking relief, 
and who, it is to be presumed, would feel no 
interest in magnifying the amount upon which 
they ask indulgence, without interest, and who, 
because of their interest, would be held in all 
legal tribunaleas incompetent witnesses, Taking, 
then, the account of the friends: of the bill as 
correct, the first section of. it embraces bonds for 
about. seven hundred thousand dollars, and the 
second section about three million dollars. Pred- 
icating my calculation upon this information, I 
find interest on those bonds, at the rate of six 
per cent. perannum, renewable annually from the 
time they reepectively fall due up to the period 
to which it is proposed to extend the credits, 
amounts to something upwards of three hundred 
and eighteen thousand seven hundred and forty 
dollars; an amount greater than is required to 
pay the two hundred and forty-three members of 
this House for one hundred and sixty days, and 
sufficiently large, especially when taken into con- 
sideration in connection with the importance of 
the principle involved, to induce this House to 


i interest and happiness of their citizens, and that 
| they are now reclining at their ease in conse- 
| quence of having nothing to do calculated to ad- 
| vance the publia good? I humbly conceive not. 
| Look abroad in the land, and what do we see? 
| Within the last year or two, the public spirit of 
| our fellow citizens seems to have received a new 
impulse in almost every quarter of this vast Re- 
public. A new era seems to be bursting on us. 
The people are aroused to their own best interest. 
We see the different States, situated on the dif- 
ferent extremes of this vast Union, contemplating 
and moving in the work of connecting themselves’ 
with each other by inland_ communication that 
literally conquers space. We see the Legisla- 
tures of the different States providing for works 
of internal improvement upon a scale that ia truly: 
worthy of a free people. They are not contract- 
ing loans of thousands and tens of thousands for 
the accomplishment of this, that, or the other 
little loeal.improvement, but of tena of millions, 
for objects embracing the improvement of the 
whole extent .of their territory. Never, in the 
history of this Government, was there such 4 
spirit of. enterprise abroad. Never was there a 
time when there was such a demand for money, 
on the part of the different States for their re- 
spective improvements ae the present; and are 
we to be told we have no use for the money in. 
the public Treasury? : , 

l readily agree that it is better that these import- 
ing merchants who are engaged actively in enter- 
prising commerce that adds to the wealth of the 
nation, should hold this money, which belongg 
in common to them and the rest of their fellow- 
citizens, without interest, than that the deposit 
banks, in whose vaults it is to be placed, should 
be allowed to fatten and. grow rich off of interest 
paid them by the people, for the most gracious 
privilege of using their own money. But I am 
not: willing to stake the fate of this bill on thig 
issue. It is not the true issue, I, for one, sir; 
intended to legislate upon this and: every other 
subject calculated to affect our finances, with just 
as strict an eye to economy as though.I knew 
this Congress intended to obey: the voice of the 
people, in their demand for.an equal distribution 
of the aurplus revenue among the States. Tam 
not yet prepared to anticipate failure of this 
most important measure. Se een 

Government is a moral person, possessing 1n 
reference toits property all the natural, moral, 
and legal rights of a private individual; every 
citizen constitutes a component part thereof, and 
his right in everything that belongs to the Govern- 
ment--whether it be in the public lands, or bonds 
upon importers, or in whatever the right of prop- 
erty can exist—though small in point of size, yet 


bears the same proportion to the entire thing 
which one bears to the number of citizens in this 
Government; and is just as perfect and unques- 
tionable as though the right to the entire thing 
was vested in him, and the same policy, which 
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is observed in the fiscal concerns of a wise, pru- 
dent, humane, and just private individual, should 
control and regulate the financial operations of 
every Government, where the interest and hap- 
piness of the great mass of the people are the 
paramount considerations, Hence, we should 
adopt the same process of analysis, the same 
rules of investigation, in arriving at the relative 
rights of the Government, and such of its citizens 
as are embraced by the provisions of this bill, 
as though it were a matter between two indi- 
viduals. 

His second ground is, that it is the interest of 
the Government, acting as a prudent creditor, to 
extend the proposed credit, in order the better 
to secure the collection of her debts. The Gov- 
ernment holds the bonds on its citizens for duties; 
and when they fall due, it has a right to expect 

yment, without some sufficient cause against 
n. The merchant, in the present instance, says 
to his Government: You hold my bond due on 
such a day, for such an amount, for duties; from 
an unexpected misfortune I am, in some degree, 
crippled in my commercial operations; and it will 
be your interest to indulge me for four years 
after my bonds become due, without interest, in 
order that your debt may be the better secured. 
Ought not the Government to act as any other 
prudent creditor, and say to its debtor: You must 
give me some evidence, in addition to your own 
suggestion, that it is my interest thus to act? 
Would not any prudent private creditor require 
other proof than the statement of his debtor be- 
fore he would thus prolong, for four years, the 
time of the payment of his debt, and that,.too, 
without interest? Being, then, altogether without 
proof that it is its interest to extend this credit, I 
think the Government on this account alone ought 
not to do tt. 

I will conclude my remarks upon this branch 
of the subject by asking whether it is supposed 
by any friend of this bill that one of those im- 
porters would agree to extend a credit of four 
years without interest for the price of a quantity 
of goods purchased of him in New York bya 
merchant from Louisville or Cincinnati, and lost 
by the purchaser in descending the river, or by 
fire after they had reached their destination? Un- 
Jess he had satisfactory reasons to believe it was 
his interest, he would be just as far from doing 
this as a high-minded merchant from a western 
city would be from asking it, or receiving it if 
offered. 

All who have assumed to represent the feelings 
of the merchants of New York, embraced by this 
bill, have expressly disavowed, on behalf of those 
merchants, a desire, or even willingness, to ac- 
cept of the proposed measure, as a favor, boon, 
or charity from the Government. They say they 
rest this claim upon its intrinsic justice; that it is 
founded in correct principle, and demand of us, 


as a matter of right, the passage of this bill; to 


prove which, they assume that the importer is a 
mere agent of the Government; that the bond he 
executes for duties is executed under a sort of 
legal restraint; that his contract is not voluntary. 
Both of these positions I consider altogether 
untenable. 
tion, be understood to sustain to the Government 
the relation of an agent to his principal. [It cer- 
tainly cannot be, as the supporters of this measure 
have contended, that the importer sustains to the 
Federal Government the relation that the collector 
of the revenues in the States does to the State 
governments. The collectors of the ports, as I 
understand it, answer to the place of the collectors 
of the revenues in the States, and the importer, 
to every intent and purpose, answers to the place 
of tax-payer. 

The collectors of the revenues in the State gov- 
ernments have no right of property in the taxes 
they collect, and are in strictness agents, just as 
much as the auctioneer is the agent of the owner 
of the goods which he sells. An agent has no 
right of property in the article the owner has 
placed in his hands; the owner has the entire right; 
and thus the one is easily distinguished from the 
other, fs not the importer, then, to every possi- 
ble intent, the owner of his imported goods? Can 
he not Keep and use them himself, or retail or 
wholesale them out, or refuse to do either at his 


ewnoption? Nonecan deny this; and if so, how |; position to make a much greater profit on these |, asking the Government to sup 


i 


‘ relation to this Government of a mere agent? 
really seems to me the position is too self-evi- | 


can it be contended that the importer sustains the 
It 


_ dently fallacious to be susceptible of elucidation, 


The importer cannot, in my concep- .. 


The gentleman from Massachusetts contends that 
it is the spirit and intention of the law that the 
consumer, and not the importer, should pay the 
duty; and hence, before the goods are sold to the 
consumer, if they are destroyed by fire, or other 
accident, the importer should be released from 
the duty. Now, whilst I readily admit the prac- 
tical effect of imposing duties upon importations 
in this as in every other country is, that the 
consumer pays it, [ do deny that there is any- 
thing in the spirit and meaning or policy of the 
laws imposing duties on importations that re- 
quires a sale by the importer, or a consumption 
of the article imported, before the Government 
Jas a right, in justice and in law, to exact its 
duties. 

When an importer introduces a foreign article 
into this Government, he acts with a view of 
making a profit by it. If it be in great demand, 
he perhaps makes a heavy profit: if in less de- 
mand, his profit diminishes in the same propor- 
tion. If it be in no demand, he perhaps fails in 
his sale, and loses upon the article. He makes 
his importation with a full knowledge of all his 
risks, and only does it because of his conviction 
that the prospect of a good profit is greater than 
the probability of a loss. His is a chancing bar- 
gain; and if he lose by it, nothing but just one 
of those contingencies which in the nature of 
things must occasionally occur, has transpired, 
and he has no just ground of complaint. Sup- 
pose an importer introduce a quantity of some 
article subject to become worthless, and after he 
enters it, and gives his bond for the duty, it 
actually becomes worthless, will it be contended 
the importer shall be released from the duty be- 
cause the article had not gotten off his hands 
before it spoiled? Surely none will so contend. 
As well might it be conended, that if such article 
had enhanced in value the Government should be 
entitled to the increased value. Such risks are 
incident to the nature of the business; and every 
rational man who engages in it so calculates, and 
lays his profits accordingly. 

I do not consider that the profit or per cent. 
which the importer makes upon his importation 
is the consideration that supports and renders 
valid the bonds given by him for duties, but it is 
the privilege of importing, and taking the chance 
of making a profit, that constitutes their real con- 
sideration. The Government does not undertake 


: 


to guaranty to the importer a sale of his imported | 


goods, or a profit upon that sale. None, itis to 
be presumed, will contend that the importer who 
, has failed to realize more than cost and carriage 


for his cargo shall claim to be released from the | 
duties he owes his Government, because he was - 


unable. to make a sale covering cost, carriage, 
: and duty. nie 
Theconsideration of a bond for dutiesis exactly 
analogous to that of one executed for lottery 
: tickets, the purchaser only paye a chance fora 
| prize, and not the prize itself. And the purchaser 
of a ticket could with just as much propriety go 
| to the agent of those who have made a lottery 
| and ask for his money back after he had drawn 
| a blank, as the importer can come to us, sir, as 
‘| the agents of the people, to whom all duties be- 
|| long, and ask us to forgive him his bond, or to 
extend him a credit averaging four years; for it 
will be borne in mind that those who have advo- 


| cated this bill have avowed an intention of sus- . 


| taining another bill to release the duties on all 


: goods that were destroyed in the hands of the’ 
i; Importer, and no small proportion of their argu- , 


` ments have borne on this question. 
| to elucidate my understanding of the practical 
: operations of the chancing bargain of the im- 
| pa suppose those sufferers by the fire in New 
| York had, since the fire, imported French goods 
: to the value of $20,000,000, and a war with 


, France, or a total exclusion of all French goods — 
' from our ports, had been determined upon by ` 


Congress—would not those importers have felt 
themselves entitled to all the advantages accruing 
. to them in such a contingency? Would they not, 


But, further ` 


: as sensible men, have improved their fortuitous , 


importations than they anticipated when they 
engaged in the enterprise? And who would ever 
think of their dividing their profits, thus greatly 
increased, with the Government, by whose im- 
mediate action those profits were enlarged ? 

The gentleman from Massachusctis says, al- 
though it is the intention of the law that the con- 
sumer should pay the duty, and not the importer 

et the situation of the importer is altogether 
different from the merchant in Cincinnati, who 
may have purchased from the importer; the im- 

orter, being a kind of agent of the Government, 
ias a right to demand his duties back of the 
Government, if the goods imported be consumed 
before sale; but if the Cincinnati merchant buy 
the whole cargo, and itisconsumed by fire, whilst 
his, though perhaps unremoved, the Government 
ought not to interfere, because one is a sort of 
agent of the Government, and pays the duty, and 
the other does not. Is this not rather a distinc- 
tion without a difference? In neither case has 
the article reached the hands of the consumer. 
And if the gentleman’s argument be good, that it 
is the intention of the law that the consumer 
should pay the duty, would it not as much defeat 
that intention in the case of the Cincinnati mer- 
chant as in that of the New York importer, and 
as much in the oase of the village merchant, 
who is, perhaps, the third owner, as in either 
instance? 

But it is contended again by the gentleman 
from Massachusetts, that the laws imposing du- 
ties operate as a legal restraint on the natural 
right of the importer; that he is compelled to 
execute his bond. before he can land or enter his 
cargo, and therefore the bond is not altogether 
voluntary, and that in this, it essentially “differs 
from an ordinary bond given to a private creditor 
by his debtor. There may, at first blush, be an 
apparent difference in the two cases, but, on ex- 
amination, I think it will be found that there is 
no essential or material difference. I hold that a 
merchant enters upon the pursuit of his chosen 
avocation with a knowledge of the laws by which 
the wisdom of the nation has regulated it. He 
knows that when his ship arrives in port he has 
to execute his bond, with approved security, for 
the duties on his cargo, before he can land or 
enter itin the custom-house. With a full knowl- 
edge of all this, he, as a free agent, laboring under 
no legal compulsion or restraint, voluntarily en- 
ters upon the business of an importer, it is to be 
presumed with a knowledge of, and a willingness 
to comply with, the laws regulating the imposi- 
tion and collection of duties. Hence, with great 
deference to the opinion of the honorable gentle- 
man, I cannot admit the validity of his position, 
that the contract between the importer and his 
Government is not entirely voluntary, and that 
it differs essentially from one between a private 
creditor and debtor. 

Every pursuit has its peculiar advantages and 
disadvantages. We find the rewards of labor in 
the thousand various pursuits of life, from the 
humble day laborer up to the most enterprising 
and hazardous merchant, are generally small in 
proportion to their certainty, andenlarge as they 
grow more uncertain. Hence, he whois content 


with the meager supply of the absolute neces- 


sities of an humble life, will adopt the pursuit of 
a day laborer, because the reward of his labor is 
immediate and certain; he draws each night the 
wages of the past day, and retires to his humble 
dwelling to rest from his labor, free from all the 
cares and perplexities to which others of large 
possessions and multifarious engagements are 
subject. He, however, who is not content with 
his condition, will, perhaps, adopt the business 
of a tiller of the earth, the rewards of whose 
labor, though more uncertain and not so imme- 
diate, are yet larger in proportion to their greater 
uncertainty. Anearly frost or an unusual storm 
may occasionally sweep from him the fruits of 
months of labor; yet, as such occurrences are 
rare, and the inducements in the way of profit 
are great, we sce the great mass of our fellow 
citizens engaged in agriculture. But when the 
early frosts come, and cut short the crops of the 
farmer, he isconscious that it is nothing but what, 
from the nature of his business, he had reason 


occasionally to anticipate, aie ie an 
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again, he who is ambitious of great wealth, who 
has no relish for mediocrity, and who, from the 
peculiarity of his organization, is happiest when 
most excited—which is when his prospects of 
gain and hope of profits are greatest—adopts the | 
rsuit of an importer, whe, whilst he shares i 
undividedly the immense profits attending pros- 
perity in his pursuit, should not, as a just man, ` 
when adversity comes, desire his fellow-citizens 
—which is but another name for his Govern- 
ment—to reinstate him in his losses. I cannot 
reeive that his claim for relief has any more 
foundation in principle and justice than that of 
the farmer whose crop has been cut short by the 
frosts, or an unfavorable season. : i 
Upon the subject of the warehousing system ` 
of England, about which the honorable gentle- 
man has exhibited much learning, I will Saray: 
remark, that the only material practical difference | 
between it and our system is, that there the risk |, 
of the importer is less than in this country, and 
he lays a less profit to cover that lesa risk. Our 
merchants, enlightened and intelligent, as the 
gentleman has just said they are, lay a profit 
upon their business that bears a proper propor- | 
tion to their risk; as evidence of which take the i 
importers of goods to this country for the last | 
twenty years. Look at the amount of capital | 
invested by them in their business, and then see 
whether, under all the supposed hardships of our 
system, the same amount of capital has been em- 
ployed by the same number of mon, with any- ! 
thing approaching the same profit. It cannot be 
the polity of this Government, by partial and 
individual legislation, to contribute to the amass- 
ment of ovegrown wealth in the hands of any 
particular class of its citizens. The people in 
every community, are most happy when there is 
least inequality in their wealth; and as the hap- 
piness of the people is the prime object of this 
Government, we should be slow to indulge in a 
course of partial legislation calculated to defeat . 
that great object. Our Government has a just and 
natural right to demand of its importers duties | 
upon their importations, in return for the mil- |; 
lions of dollars it annually expends in protecting , 
and affording facilities to their commerce, among 
the most conspicuous items of which stand the 
expenses of our Navy and our diplomatic corps, 
It is unjust that the Government, which is but | 
another name for the whole people, should Jay | 
out and expend millions annually for the pro- 


tection of a portion of its citizens in a particular || 


pursuit, and get nothing in turn for it to the 
common Treasury. - 

The honorable gentleman further insists on the 
propriety of this measure, because of the immense 
amount which the port of New York has yielded 
to the Treasury, exceeding, as we are informed, 
two hundred and sixty millions of dollars, and 
now annually equaling one half of all the duties 
of the Government. And itis urged with great 
zeal and earnestness for the Government, that 
merchants who have done this much havea right 
to.claim its special protection. Now, mark, Mr. 
Chairman, that the friends of this bill have con- 
tended that the spirit and meaning of the laws 
imposing duties on imports are, that the con- 
sumer shall pay them; and all admit that in gen- 
eral the practical operation of these laws is, that 
the consumer paya the first costs, the carriage, 
the profits of all the intermediate owners, and the | 
duty of the Government, on everything that is 
imported, If, then, this be correct, can it be 
said that New York is entitled to the credit of 
paying the taxesand supporting the Government? 

tis the products of the tillers of the earth, sir, 
that go abroad and return in the shape of foreign 
commodities through the port of New York, that 
fill your coffers; and New York collects and pays 
over to. the Government the duties, and then 
turns round and says she isthe supporter of the 

overnment,.. Does she, gir, do this service 
without compensation, that she should claim sa 
much merit for it? Let us look into this matter. 
She keeps for her trouble ten per cent. on the 
amount colleeted, and this is the lowest estimate 
that is placed on the. expense of collection; so 
that, in truth, we perceive that she has charged 
us at least twenty-six millions of dollars for the 
services rendered ua in, collecting and paying our 


; representatives tell us that she is so completely 


! in New York; and unless she is relieved b 


„ital peronas to that city, and that the vacuum 


‘| felt by the people of Kentucky, and by no por- 
i tion of them so sensibly as my immediate con- 


|| what all impartial writers have said) is the garden 


|| devoted and assiduous advocate, But, sir, I should 


own money! And yet we are asked to pass this 


measure for her benefit, which is, in effect, a 
donation of upwards of three hundred and eigh- 
teen thousand dollars. I, for one, am a posed |! 
to this extension of the credit on these ta. | 
upon principle, and because I think the precedent 
will involve the country in immense troubles and | 
difficulties; but if it be extended, I insist, in: 
justice to. the balance of the citizens of this Gov- | 
ernment, that the obligers be required. to pay ' 
interest upon their bonds. aed 

We have heard much said, Mr. Chairman, in | 
commendation of the city of New York. She! 
has been justly called the London of America. 
Weare truly told that she belongs alike to all the . 
citizens of our. wide-spread Republic, and that 
every One has cause to be proud of her. .Her | 


the heart of these United States, that the derange- 
ment of any of her fanctions, like a derangement | 
of the healthful operations of the functions of the |. 
human heart, will be severely felt by all the dif- |: 
ferent members. We are told that every city, | 
village, and. hamlet in the land will feel the effecta | 
of this calamity, unless we extend the relief con- 

templated by this bill. We have been told that ' 
a large proportion of the banking capital upon | 
which the enterprise and the business of the |, 
West and the Southwest are predicated, belongs ' 
our ; 


i timely interposition, that this portion of the Union | 
is to feel the shock with peculiar force. We, the ; 


Representatives from Kentucky, have. been ad- : 
monished to look before we leap, and see that 
our opposition to this bill does not conflict with | 
the best interests of our constituents, and, as a | 
natural consequence, amount.to a misrepresenta- | 
tion of them.. We, sir, are advised, in a most 
special and significant manner, by gentlemen from ` 
New York, that very much of our. banking cap- 


occasioned by the late destruction of capital there, |! 
unless this. measure should be successful, must ‘| 
and will be supplied by. funds withdrawn (by the || 
Ne York capitalists) from the West. aa a 

, Mr. Chairman, am not unapprised that a | 
heavy pressure in New York would be sensibly. 


stituents, the eitizens of the city of Louisville and || 
the circumjacent, counties; that city presents a, || 
grand and magnificent.specimen of the.incalcula- 


of Kentucky, which (I hope I may be permitted to |! 
say without incurring the imputation of egotism, 


of.the world.: The history of the world, under 
similar circumstances, sir, presents no parallel.to 
the rapidly increasing population and commerce 
of this city; which, sir, though for. months in 
the dry season of every year is inaccessible, 
except for boats of.a smaller size, has more than 
doubled her population of ten thousand since the 
census of 1830, and now possesses more com- | 
merce by one fourth than her very flourishing | 
and enterprising sister, Cincinnati, which in 1830 
posni: a.population near three times-as great 
as her’e. Iam: proud of a station upon this floor 
as the Representative of such a city; and as. long 
as I am honored with its confidence, its best in- 
terests shall find in me, though a feeble, yet a, 


feel myself an unworthy representative of my con- 
stituents, who consider of, and act upon, every 
subject connected with the. public interest wi 
expanded and enlarged views, were. I not to act 
upon this subject with views which I consider to 
be correspondingly liberal and enlarged. I, sir, 
however, do not consider that we act upon this 
subject with views ‘safficientiy enlarged; when 
we confine the operation of this measure to’ the 
present effects to be produced upon. New York 
and such other: sections as may feel the conse+ 
quences of the late fire; but we should took for- 
ward to the effects that this att is to have as a) 
penn future legislation in this hall. - I be- || 
ieve the laws regulating ithe collection of our |i 
duties are not unwise. IT believe they reflect the 


image of enlightened public opinion, upon which | ie dato feel the effects of the refusal? 


| prohibited b 


, New York will, be attende 
:| ble resources of the West, and most particularly |! 


| legislative assistance, pe 


all the laws of this Government rest;.butif they are |i 


wrong and oppressive, let us change the system, 
and let it be uniform in its operation, so that the 
citizens of every State, whether represented on 


this. foor by the influence and votes of one.or 
forty members, shall experience equal benefits 
from it. a 

Then, sir, I do admit that this fire will produce 


: a pressure in New York, and that its effects will 


in some degree reach my constituents, and that 
the proposed measure would to-some extent alle- 
viate that pressure. But, sir, it does not hence 


' follow that I can support it; it does not follow 


that my constituents, if standing in person here, 

would support it. I know them well enough to 

assert, and I do assert with pride, as their Rep- 

resentative, that self-interegt is no unerring test 

of their kappon of a particular measure, and that 

they would not hesitate to ounces this bill even 
i 


though they were the immediate sufferers, and 


| were intended to be the recipients of the favor, if 
' they thought it wrong in principle, and bad in 


policy.. ‘Therefore I oppose the bill, believing, 
as I conscientiously do, that I could not vote for 
it, except in violation of important principles and 
sound poliey. i i 
- But, sir, let us consider of what appears to me 


. to be another very weighty objection to this bill. 


It will be seen by the first section that. every mers 
chant whg has suffered a loss to the amount of. 
one thousand dollars shall have credits, equal ta 
an average of four years, on the whole amount 
of his bonds from and after they fall due. -Now, 
suppos an importer is indebted $50,000 for duties 
to the Government, and has lost $1,000 by the 
fire, calculating the use of his money, worth to 
him six per cent, per annum, he makes a net 
profit, over and above his.loss,, of $11,000., And 
off of whom? The people—the rightful owners 
of it, to whom. it is always worth at least six per 
cent. per annum,.and who. have as much right 
to the interest as, the principal. deaa aren Aet] 

I hold, as it respects the second section of this 
bill, unless he credit asked is extended with the 
sole view of better securing the collection of bonds 
embraced by it, that there is no more propriety 
in extending the proposed credit than in taking 
the amount of $3,000,000. out of the Treasury, 
and loaning it to the. merchants of Philadelphia, 
Cincinnati, or Louisville; to do which we are 
considerations of policy not lesa 


: than those of a constitutional character. . , 


I am not one of the number.who believe that a 
check.on. the. growth. and. power. of the city of 
r with thoge, blasting 

and ruinous effects on all the partsof this Govern; 
ment which some seem. fo anticipate... Whilst I 


| am the last, to desire a. calamity to befal New 


York; whilst I am entirely content that she may 
enjoy and improve -those benefits which nature 
has given her, I should be- happy to witness, in 
Boston, Philadelphia, and Baltimore, rival cities, 


. commanding an eqnal commerce and an equal 


power. I must confess, occurrences have tran- 
spired, and ideas have been suggested, in con- 
nection with the power aad importance .of that 
city, which have rather aroused my apprehen- 
sions... Lt 4 
` We arc told she is the. heart of this nation, and 
to allow her commercial operations to. become 
deranged is to derange every. member of thig 


i whole Union, in all-its ramifications; that already 
: she has extended: to the West and South loans 
‘and accommodations to the amount of twenty- 
‘nine millions of dollars,,and already. do.we hear 
' the representatives of the people admonished, that 
| if they do not attend to the present demand of the 
- city of New York, their constituents will feel the 


effeots of a refusal... How long will it bës: if she 
continues to increase in her:commerce, and pop- 
ulation, and power,.and money, as in years past, 


i before she can come into this hall; and say, 


through. her representatives, that the interest of 
this city of ours requires this, that, or: the other, 
I rhaps. the use of twenty 
or fifty, millions of dollars, as a loan. from the 
Government, without interest, for four or forty 
years,.in order to. sustain herself. under. her 
č: much-abused spirit of enterprise,” and to. ad- 
monish a majority of the members that, if they 
refuse the demand, their constituents, who have 
the use of millions of New York money, will be 

I, for one, Mr. Chairman, do protest in my 
place against New York, or any other city, ad- 
yancing to auch an eminence of pawer,. 1 hope 
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never to see any city in these United States sus- | merchants who are untouched by the fire, we quence of such orjection and belief, and before any vote 
tain to them the relation Paris sustains to France. |! could, with much more propriety, if we had the | mania be ndiuted Dy say tae orpurlisnenGee mew er 
S Re r . f p | Stuti ; E S } nan : y e Of | > ctice, o 

God forbid that New York should ever become : constitutional power to dispense charity to any, `| by any principle of legal implication, secret intendnient or 
what the advocates of this measure have denom- extend it in the present instance to the helpless mental reservation, to remain and continue a part of the 
inated it—the same to our political system which — widows and starving orphans, whose whole means Written ana punic resolve from which they were thus with- 
the heart is to the corporeal system ! of subsistence, vested in the insurance offices, as Oiiieieat to sustar Teche ee they would not be 

We have heard much, Mr. Chairman, from a the only stocks in which their limited resources And whereas the Senate being the constitutional tribunal 
certain quarter, though not from Massachusetts, wowd yield them a support, were in one night for the trial of the President when charged by the House of 
about a moneyed corporation wielding dangerous swept from existence, and they thrown fatherless, Representatives with offenses against the laws and the 


Sealy na ; ` - s tae Constitution, the adoption of the said resolve before an 
powers that were hkely to overshadow the liber friendless, and penniless upon the cold charities impeachment was preferred by the House, was a breach 


ties of the people. l should be pleased to know of the world. of the privileges of the House, a violation of the Constitu- 
whether gentlemen who were, in gone-by days, ee a a tion, a subversion of justice, a prejudication of a question 
sv sensitive about moneyed influences, are now EXPURGATION OF THE JOURNAL. which might legally come before the Senate, and a disquali- 


> ER fication of that body to pertorin its constitutional duty with 
to be feund among the number who are admon- fairness and impartiality, if the President should thereafter 


ishing the West to mark well their course on he regularly impeached by the House of Representatives 
kis cabat antare that rg ua Sag SO Arderea 
to the interests of their constituents. e have OF MISSOURI, A s rate, respectful, and argumenta- 
h tive defe and tof the S a s 
been told that New York has acted the part of a ive defense and protest of the President against the afore 


; i , In Tug Senare, March i said proceedings of the Senate, was rejected and repulsed 
kind, fond, indulgent, and čonndmg mother to 7 anion 1936 by that body, and was voted to be a breach of its privileges, 
the cities and villages of the West. E do not The following preamble and resolution, sub- and was not permitted to be entered on its Journal, or 


“ . ate any > a sies mitted by himself on the 17th, having been read: printed among its documents, while all memorials, peti- 
wish, sir, to create any sectional jealousies upon y 17th, S tions, resolves, and remonstrances against the President, 


this or any other subject that comes before this Whereas, on the 26th day of December, in the year 1833, however violent or unfounded, and calculated to inflame 
House; for I consider it an improper mode of the following resolve was moved in the Senate : the people against him, were duly and honorably received, 
legislation: but I will barely remark that, whilst `t Resolved, That, by dismissing the late Secretary of the = encomiastieally commented upon in speeches, read at the 


fi ë Treasury because he would nut, contrary to his own sense table, ordered to be printed with the long list of names 
I have learned there is much of enterprise, indus- of duty, remove the money of the United States in deposit attached, referred to the Finance Committee for considera- 
try, and prudent financiering in the New York with the Bank of the United States and its branches, in tion, filed away among the public archives, and now con- 
character, I had not read so far into their history conformity with the President’s opinion, and by appointing stitute a part of the public documents of the Senate, to be 
as to ascertain that they were in the habit of Pis successor to effect such removal, which has been done, handed down to the latest posterity : 

dine cheieckind and iadulsence uch the President has assumed the exercise of a power over And whereas the said resolve was introduced, debated, 
extending their Kindness ge m the Treasury of the United States not granted him by the and adopted, at a time, and under circumstances which had 


further than the dictates of interest might chance Constitution and laws, and dangerous to the liberties ofthe the effect of cooperating with the Bank of the United States 


to suggest. I suppose the merchants of New poopie ay i ee ee itt in the parricida! attempt liich that eatin was then 

- > $ . to their western ic proposed resolve was altered and changed by the making to pr uce a panic and pressure in the country, to 
York occasionally extent time; so fall due: E ¢ mover thereor on the 23th day of March, in the year 1834, destroy the confidence of the people in President Jackson, 
customers after their obligations fal due; Dut 56 as to read as follows: to paralyze his administration, to govern the elections, to 
} have not within my recollection heard them “ Resolved, That in taking upon himself the responsibility bankrupt the State banks. ruin their currency, fill the whole 


charged with refusing a little interest by way of of removing the deposit of the public money from the Bank pea with wile and distress; and thereby to exon irom 
indemnity for the forbearance. And we in the ofthe United States, the President of the United States e sutlerings and atarms of the people the restoration o 
West a to the merchants of New York: If it P3» assumed the erercise of a power over the Treasury of the deposits and the renewal of its charter: 


; k the United States not granted to him by the Constitution And whereas the said resolve is of evil example and dan- 
be inconvenient to pay your bonds when they fall and jaws, and dangerous to the liberties of the people ;” gerous precedent, and should never have been received, 
due, it is but just you should pay interest for the Which resolve, so changed and modificd by the mover faces ete Whe on Pate ee eee eee 
indulgence : thereor, on the same day and year last mentioned, was upon se cournal: e a 
‘ 5 . further altered di w on ds: , Resolved, That the said resolve be expunged from the 

The gentleman from Massachusetts, as.an ad- un era terea 80:43 TO readin these worde: , Journal; and for that purpose, that the Secretary of the 
ditional reason why this bill should pass, brings “ Resolved, That the President in the late executive pro- Senate, at such time as the Senate may appoint, shall bring 


to the view of the House the immense losswhich fistself authorisy and power hot contered ued upon the manuscript journal of the session 1839-34, into the 
7 z 3 i a $ nterr Onsu- Senate, and in presence of the Senate, draw black lines 
the fire has caused to New York; he has told us tution and laws, but in derogation of both ;”” round the said resolve, and write across the face thereof, in 


wo set down the destruction of goods and build- Tn which last mentioned form the said resolve, on the strong letters, the following words: ‘t ExPUNGED BY ORDER 
ngs at $25,000,000, (which I think exceeds by same day and year last mentioned, was adopted by the or THE SENATE, THIS — DAY OF ——, IN THE YEAR OF 
$8,000,000 any previous estimate I have heard,) Senate, and became the act and judgment of that body; ovr Lorp 1836.” 

and to that add the amount of credit that such a #2% a9 such, now remains upon the Journal thereof: Mr. BENTON rose and said: Mr. President, 


k And whereas, the said resolve was irregularly, illegali A A : 
sum would give merchants of good character,and and unconstitutionally adopted by the Sesate, it viokton I comply with my promise, and I presume with 


also the amount of profit that such a capital of the rights of defense which belong to every citizen, and the general expectation of the Senate and of the 
would reasonably have yielded merchants well '" Sig ah as fundamental principles of law and jus- people, in bringing forward, at the first day that 
established in business, and the additional loss patel ar fe Ne gulity OF an lnpeachane OSa an a the Senate is full, and every State completely 
consequent on the destruction of their account- — stigma placed upon hiin asa violator of his oath of office,’ represented, my long intended motion to expunge 
books and papers, and the amount would be as- : and of the laws and Constitution which he was aeons to ; on the Journal ora Senate, the ee of 
tounding. I agree that the loss to New York has | Preserve, protect, and defend, without going through the ` condemnation, which was pronounced against 
been immense; but it would very much puzzle forms of an impeachment, and without allowing to him President Jackson at the session of 1833-34. I 


| the benefits of a trial, or the means of defense: 4 , 3 A š 
the gentleman from Massachusetts, learned and | And whereas, the baid resolve, in all its various shapes | have given to my motion a more extended basis, 
eble as all admit him to be, to demonstrate to the |: 


and forms, was unfounded and erroneous in point of fact, ‘and a more detailed and comprehensive form, 
satisfaction of an impartial judge, that New York | Se eee unjust Seen cau tara Pid l than it wore at its first introduction; and I have 
can sustain herself under such a loss, amounting, | neither in the act of dismissing Mr. Duane, nor in the ap done so for two reasons— first, that all the pro- 
if his calculations be not magnified, to at least ' pointment of Mr. Taney, as specified in the first form of the ` ceedings against President Jackson might be set 
100,000,000, and yet be unable to meet the de- || resolve, nor in taking upon himself ae responsio ity 7 out together, and exhibited to the public at one 
mands of the Government to the amount of be- || Theanine mie deposits, ie gpecifed eh was then or con view; secondly, that our own reasons for impugn- 
tween three and four millions. If they can main- || how, he specified under ihe vazuê aud ambiguous terms ing that act of the Senate should also be set out, 
tain their credit unimpaired under all these losses; || of the general denunciation contained in the third and last and fully submitted to the examination and scru- 
if, as it seems to be admitted on all hands, not a || form of the resolve, did do or Ghat any act Le aca tiny of the people. The first is due to the Senate, 
failure has occurred so far among all the Govern- or in eis thie ponies Onstitution, or dangerous - that all its proceedings in this novel and mo- 
ment debtors, it seemsto me that gentlemen who And whereas the said resolve, as adopted, was uncertain , Mentous case should be fully known; the second 
have warned us to pass this bill, or great losses || and ambiguous, containing nothing but a loose and floating is due to the impugners of their conduct, that it 
must be incurred by the Government from the || charge for deroganng from te awa and C onaritorion, and may be seen now, and in all time to come, that 
failure of these merchants, are rather disposed to Goss preces lingi Pilation to the public revenue, without law and justice, and not the factious impulsions 
deal in fancy, more than in reasonable calcula- || specifying what part of the executive proceedings, or what Of party spirit, have governed our conduct: 
tions, predicated upon ee: ET a e a a o ea, R ie n seen by HN ne of my resol 
The gentleman from assachusetts has felt Bot tne fe A P ' tion that I have reinstated and adhere to the wo: 
himself called on to give the gentleman from have been infringed, or in what part of the Union, orat ¢, expunge.” At the last session of the Senate, 


what period of his Administration, these iate proceedings ` A 4 å 
Rhode {sland [Mr. Pearce] a gentle rebuke for || were supposed to have taken place: Thereby putting each | I gave way to the entreaties of friends, and sur- 


the course he has seen proper to adopt upon this || Senator at tiberty to vote in favor of the resolve upon asep- rendered that word, but I had no sooner made 


subject. He seems to think the effort of that gen- i Brat and secret reason of hig own, and leaving the ground | the surrender than I had reason to repent of my 


i i of the Senate’s judgment to be guessed at by the public . : 
tleman, in proposing an amendment to the bill, || and to be differently and diversely interpreted by individual complaisance, and to revoke my concession. 


was intended to excite in other classes a preju- |! Senators according to the private and particular under- :' repented and revoked in the face of the Senate. I 
dice against that class of the community for whose standing of cach PEAN ee eee and | have since examined and considered ree poja 
eS A $ : ine— gt : : ravi 
relief it was intended. Now, sir, W ilst I trust |; great prejudice of the accused, who could not know against |, tion 1o all the ee tot epr ae 
I shall ever be the last man on this floor or else- || what to defend himself, and 'to the loss of senatorial re- | Of the subject, and with all the deference which vt 
where to say or do anything with a view of excit- ||- sponsibility, by shielding Senatorsfrom public accountability due to the dissent of friends; and upon this fu 
ing the mechanic or farmer against the merchant, |! fr pes up beech upon flee pue oe and renewed consideration, I remain By ne 

. : A canine now, and whicn, 1 nown, nig! prove to be in- + i (0) e 
or any one portion of the community against |! šufficient in law, or unfounded in fact: © vinced of the propriety of the phrase, an an 
other portions engaged in different pursuits, (for And whereas the specifications contained in the first and | Justice of the remedy which it implies; an 5 
I consider they are all necessary to make up a | second forms of the resolve having been objected to in de- |! 80 convinced, it becomes my duty to present 1 
prosperous community, and are dependent on 


bate, and shown to be insufficient to sustain the charges . over again to the Senate, and to submit the decis- 
E . they were adduced to support, and it being well believed |: ; tos 

cach other for their prosperity,) I do most hon- || that no majority could be obtained to vote for the said spe- |, 100 to their judgment. sian rR 

estly accord in opinion with that gentleman that, || cifications, and the same having been actually withdrawn | It is also seen that the resolution p 

instead of bestowing our charity on importing by the mover in the face of the whole Senate, in conse- 


mode of expunging which avoids a total oblitera- 
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tion of the Journal. I have agreed to this mode 
of executing the resolution, not from the least 
doubt of the Senate’s right to blot out the whole 
obndxious entry—for itis a part of my present 
purpose to maintain and to vindicate that right! 
nor from complaisance merely to my friends— 


j 


ii journal to be made; and if this interpretation is 


for some of those who objected to the expunging || 


rocess at the last session are ready now to sus- ' 
a it in its whole extent; but I have agreed to 
jt because, while it relieves the serupi of some, 
it pronounces, in the opinion of others, a more 
emphatic condemnation than mere obliteration 
would imply; and because it will enable gentle- 


men in the opposition to emerge from their pre- |! 


liminary defenses behind the screen of the Con- 
stitution, and come into action in the open field, | 
upon the merits of the whole question; and thua 
meet my motion upon the broad grounds of the 
injustice, the illegality, the irregularity, the un- 
conitijusonalii y, the error of fact, and the whole 
Ss wrong, of that proceeding against the Pres- 
ident which it is my purpose to expose and to 
correct, . F ; $ 
The objection to this word expunge is founded 


upon that clause in the Constitution which directs : 


each House of Congress ‘! to keep a Journal of its : 
proceedings.” The word keep is the pregnant 
point of the objection. Gentlemen take a posi- 
tion in the rear of that word; and out of the nu- 
merous and diverse meanings attributed to it by 
lexicographers, and exemplified by daily usage 
they select one; and shutting their eyes upon all | 
other meanings, they rest the whole strength of 
the objection upon the propriety of that single , 
selection. The e the word in the sense of | 
rve; and adhering to that sense, they assume | 
hat the Senate is constitutionally commanded to 
preserve its Jaurnals, and that no part of them | 
can be defaced or altered without disregarding. 


Where is the injunction under which our Sec- 
retary is now acting in writing down a history 
of your proceedings on this my present motion? 
There is nothing else in the Constitution upon 
the subject. There is no other clause directing a 


to prevail, then the absurdity prevails of having 
an injunction to save what there is no injunction 
| to create !—the absurdity of having each succes- 
_ sive Congress bound to preserve the journals of 
| its predecessors, while neither its predecessors 
| nor itself is required to make any journal what- 
i ever, 

| Again: if the Houses are to be the preservers, 
; and not the makers of Journals, then a most in- 


| the time the twa Houses are not in session, the 
| keepers are not in existence, for the Secretary is 
| not the House, and during all that moiety 

| be kept all the time. | 

| Again: if to keep the Journal is to save old 
: ones, and not to make new ones, then the con- 


` stitutional injunction could have had no applica- | 
88, for | 
the two Houses during that session had no pre- | 


tion to the first session of the First Co. 


existing Journal in their possession whereof to 
| become the constitutional keepers. 

. There are but two injunctions in the Constitu- 
tion on the subject of the Journal: one to make 
' it, the other to publish it; and both are found in 
' the same clause. . There is no specific command 


|| to preserve it; there is no keeper provided to | 


stand guard over it. The House is not the 
i keeper, and never has been, and never can be. 


they are not the Houses. The only preservation: 
provided for is their custody and the publication; 


‘| and that is the most effectual, and in fact the 


the authority of that injunction. I am free to ad- 
init that, to preserve, is one of the meanings of the 
verb to keep; but I must be permitted to affirm 
that it is one meaning only out of three or four 
dozen meanings which belong to that phrase, and 
which every Senator’s recollection will readily. 
recall to his mind. It is- needless to thread the 
labyrinth ofall these meanings, and to show, by 
multiplied dictionary quotations, in how many. 
instances the verb to keep displays a significa- 
tion entirely foreign, and even contradictory to 
the idea of preserving. A few examples will suf- 
fice to illustrate the position, and to bring many 
other instances to the recollection of Senators. 
Thus: to keep up, is to maintain; to keep under, 
js to oppress; to keep house, is to eat and sleep 
at home; to keep the door, is to let people in-and 
out; to keep company, is to frequent one; to keep | 
a mill, is to grind grain; to keep store, is to gell 

goods; to keep a public house, is to sell entertain- 

ment; to keep bar, ia to sell liquors; to keep a 


|| only safe preserver. What is published is pre- 
served, though no one is appointed to keep it. ' 


| of time | 
| there can be no keeper of this thing which is to | 


he Secretary and the Clerk are the keepers, and | 


What is not published is often lost, though com- ' 


mitted to the custody of special guardians. 


I have examined this word upon its literal : 


bound to examine it practically, as a statesman 
should see it, and as the framers of the Consti- 
tution used it. Those wise men did not invent 
phrases, but adopted them, and used them in the 
sense known and agcepted by the community: 
; law terms, as understood in the courts; technical, 
i as known in science; penaa Enan 
i in legislation; and. familiar. phrases, as used by 
| the people. Strong examples of this occur twice 
| more in the very clause which we have been ex- 
amining. There is the word house: ‘*‘ each house 
shall keep,” &c.. Here the word house is used in 
the parliamentary sense, and means, not stone 
and mortar, but people, and not people generally, 
but the Representatives of the people, and these 


diary, is to write æ daily history of what you do; 
and to keep a journal is the same thing.. It is to 
make a journal; and the phrase has the same 
meaning in the Constitution that it has in com- 
mon parlance. When we direct a person in our 
employment to keep a journal, we direct him to 
make one; our intention is tbat he shall make 
one, and nat that he shall preserve an old one 
already made by somebody else; and this is the 
recise meaning of the phrase in the Constitu- 
ion. That it is so is clear, not only from the 
sense and reason of the injunction, but from the 
words which follow next after: “and from time 
to time publish the same, except such parts as, in their 
judgment, require secreoy.”’ "Fhig injunction to 
publish followa immediately after the injunction 
to keep; it is part of the same sentence, and can 
only apply to the makers of the Journal. They 
are to keep a Journal, and to publish the same. 
Which same? the new one made by themselves, 
or the old one made by their predecessors? Cer- 
tainly they are to publish their own, which they 
are daily making, and not the one. which was 
both made and published by a former Congress; 
and in this sense has the injunction been under- 
stood and acted upon by the two Houses from 
the date of their existence. . 2 
_, Again: if this injunction is to be Faterpretod to 
signify preserve, and we are to be sunk to the 
condiiion of mere keepers of the old Journala 
where. is the injunction for making new ones} 


Representatives organized for action. Yet; with 
a dictionary in hand, this word House. might be 
shown to be the habitation, and not the inhab- 
itants; and the walls and roof. of this Capitol 
might be proved to have received the injunction of 
the Constitution to keepa Journal.. Again: the 
House is directéd to publish the Journal, and under 
that injunction the Journal is printed; because 
e pular sense of publishing is printing, while 
the i 
in any manner whatever. The reading. of the 
Journal at the Secretary’s table every morning, 
the leaving it open in his office for the inspection 
of the. po lic, ia a publication in law;-and this 
legal Ave lication would comply with the letter of 
the Gonstitution. But the common-sense men 
who framed the Constitution used the word in its 

opular sense, as synonymous with printieg; and 
in that sense it has been understood and executed 
by Congress. So of this phrase to keep a Jour- 
nal: the framers. of the Constitution found it in 
English: alaton, in English history, and im 
English life, and they used it as they found it. 
The traveler keeps a journal of his voyage; the 


meanings, as a verbal critic would doit; but É am | 


Feel sense is a mere discovery of its contents , 
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adequate keeper is provided; for during one half : 


i Senate. 


is technical, and no person who has not studied 
parliamentary law can tell what it includes. Both 
in England and America rules have been adopted 
to define these proceedings, and great mistakes 
have been made by Senators in acting under the 
orders of the Senate in relation to proceedings in 
executive session. Grave debates have taken 
place among ourselves to know what fell under 
the definition of proceedings, and how far Sen- 
ators may have mistaken the import of an order 
for removing the injunction of secrecy from the: 
Senate’s proceedings. Every word in this short: 
clause has a parliamentary sense in which it must 
be understood; ‘* House,” ‘* keep,” “ publish,” 
s: proceedings,” all are parliamentary terms as 
here used; and must: be construed, by statesmen 
with the book of parliamentary history 


spread 
| before them, and not by verbal critics with En- 


tick’s pocket dictionary in their hand. 

Mr, President, we have borrowed largely from 
our English ancestors, and because we have so 
borrowed results the precious and proud gratifi- 
cation that our America now ranks among the 
preat and liberal Powers of the world. We have 

orrowed. largely from them; but, not to enter 
upon a field which presents inexhaustible topics, 
1 limit myaelf to the precise question before the 
hen, sir, I say, we haye borrowed from. 
England the idea of this Congress, its two Houses. 
their organization, their.forms of proceeding, the 
laws for their government, and the general scope. 


_ of their powers and of their duties, with the-very. 


words and phrases which define everything; and. 
so clear and absolute is all this, that, whenever 
not altered. or modified by our own Constitutions: 
our own laws, and our own rules, the British. 
parliamentary law is the law to our Congress, and: 
as such is read, quoted, and enforced every day.. 
The English Constitution requires 4.Parliament;. 
a Parliament of two Houses; and it requires each 
House.to keep a Journal of its proceedings; and 
thatduty has been performed with a fidelity; a jeal- 
ousy,a care, and a courage which shows them to 
have been as vigilant and as faithful in the preser- 
vation of their Journals as-we can ever be. The 
pages of their Journals are traced back in a con~ 
tinuous line to the reign of Edward the Sixth. 
The Clerk of the English House of Commons. 
was the keeper of the Journal, and he took an 
oath ‘to make ‘true entries, remembrances, and 
Journats of the things done and passed in the House 
of Commons. As far back as 1641, the clerk was 
moved againstfor suffering his Journals, or pepers 
committed to. his trust, to be taken by members 
of the House from the table, and it was declared, 
‘s that it was a fundamental order of the House that: 
* the Clerk, who is the. sworn officer, and intrusted 
‘ with the entries and the custody of the records of the 
* House, oyght not to suffer any Journal ar record to 
€ be taken from the table, or aut of his custody; and 
“that if he shall. hereafter do it, after this warning, 
that at his peril he shall do it.” . 
. Many instances occur in the:parliamentary his- 
tory.of England of severe reprimands upon mepi~ 
bers for slight and innocent alterations in the 
Journal, and merely to. make them conformable 
to the fact-—-the House of Commons permitting 
none bat: the House itself to. meddle with the 
Journal; and when King James the First sent for 
the Journal, and tore out of it.the celebrated deo+ 
laration of their Fpivilecets which the. Commons 
had made, the House took, effectual care that 


| that declaration should be the better known, end 


should be. hel 
tempt to al 


whale in one. ward 


‘the more agcred; for that very at- 
ihilate. it,, Amd, to comprise the 
W and to son ie perereca 
which the. English Parliament-had fot their Jour- 
ARE two Houses, as far back as the reign of: 
Henry the Sixth, by act of. Parliament, afirmed 
them to be records, and compelled. the judges to 
recognize them at such. (Sir Edward Coke, ini. 
4 Insi., 23, 24.). This suffices to show the high 
and sacred.character of their Journals in the eyes 


of the. Éaglish Parliament; but thie high and. 


natural philosopher of his experiments; the Par» sacred: character did nat prevent the two Houses, 

liament Prits Doeane: and in every case the || each in its sphere, from rectifying any ea sere 

meaning of the phrase is the same: Our Con- || in the Journal, or expunging trom its oy. So 

stitution adopts the phrase, without defining it, || obliteration, any entry that was ner “sh A 5 

and of course adopts it in the sense in which it || or untrue in: law or in fact, or up ` ar wa 

was known in the lang ; from. which it was into future precedent. The business of rectifying 
f j aa ; 


horrowéd. So of the ward, “* 


it || mistaken or erroneous entries in the Journals ia 


X 


190 APPENDIX TO THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


[March 18, 


Expurgation of the Journal—Mr. Benton. 


2478 Conc... isr Sess. SENATE 


as old as the Journals themselves. The rectifi- || expunging now proposed, a mode that saves the 
cation is made by a committee appointed to in- |; remedy, and avoids the objection, and effectually 
quire into the facts, and to report them to the i| expunges without the least obliteration. 

House; and there is no limitation of time upon Thus far, Mr. President, I have examined this 
these inquiries. {Instances occur in which the | objection in a mere verbal point of view, and 
erroneous entry has been corrected four years shown that there is nothing in it, even in that 
after the mistake had occurred. The expunction contracted aspect, to prevent the Senate from 
or expurgation of the Journal, and that by total ' executing justice upon this Journal. But gentle- 
E ii ory min an put ie it , men who brought it forward did not limit them- 
is as early at least, in England, as Lord Straf- . selves to that narrow view; they took a wider 
ford’s cae in the reign of Charles the First, and . range, and argued earnestly that maischievels con- 
as late as the Middlesex election case inthe reign sequences would result, and actual injury would 
of George the Third. Ihave found no instance ` be inflicted on themselves and the country, if my 
in which the right or the power of the House to motion should prevail. They maintained that a 
expunge has been questioned. Ihave seen no part of our legislative history would be destroyed; 
instance in which the duty to keep a Journal of that a part of the Journal would be annihilated; 
its proceedings has been eap in opposition m that the proceedings contained in the annihilated 
any motion to expunge unfit matter from the 
Journal; and therefore I hold it to be the settled | that their own proceedings would become illegi- 
law of Parliament that each House has power ` ble; that they would be deprived of the means of 
over its own Journal, both to correct it, and to showing what they did, and how they acted. All 
efface objectionable matter from it. these disastrous consequences, and all these actual 

And this, Mr. President, brings me to the law wrongs and serious injuries to themselves and 
of a teas and i poet of ite we Peace to the pubes ay See ele a fll 
over their Journals. at'is the law of Con- upon them if the proposed obliteration of the 
gress in regard to its powers and duties? Itis Jour took plese nd they affirmed that it 
the Lex adhe DOr anhe law of Parlia- was no answer to all these real injuries to say 
ment, except where changed, or modified, b that the expunged part would be transferred to 
ourselves. This is so entirely the case, that ery the new Jour, aid there preserved in full; for, 
book that we have on parliamentary law is Eng- they declared, this transfer would mislead and 
lish. We have nee peak ie the subject, nor an them; because they could not read the 
Jefferson, which is in ieelf an abstract from the first put, but would. be dleappowied in Woking 
English books, with the changesand modifications || for them there, and might not be able to find 
made by our rules and Constitution. ' Our whole || them in their new place, under a different date 
ITE E aati We te en a ee ae 

it, goes to the four is the substantive part of the objection to m 
quarto volumes of Hatsell, and the less volumin- . motion; and if ther happened te be any ality 
ous compilations of ae Elsynge, and Dewes. || in the supposed existence of all these wrongs and 
Mr. Jefferson’s Manual is little more than an injuries, there might be some apology for the 
index to these books, and is so declared by him- ; resistance they set up; but this is not the case; 
as and pee n supply, in a slight degree, i; Not one of a disastrous consequences will 
the want of those books in this country. is i ever occur: All is mistake and delusion—the 
oon eee in his preface, and os aatborily of || penn of fancy, the Elen imagination, and 

nglish parliamentary practice, where not con- || the figment of the brain. There will be nothin 

trolled by our own rules and Constitution, will | lost, nothing destroyed, nothing displaced. All 
be too instructive on this occasion to be omitted, |, will exist just as clearly, and just as usefully, for 
and I shall accordingly read a passage from the ;; every practical and every lega purpose, as it now 
Lge oy ian eee oe at ‘ : dace; and this I will establish by proof in less 
ings in the Senate as composed of the precepts | tion. net me to state the proposi- 
‘of the Constitution, the regulations of the Sen- |! I request the Secretary to show me the Senate 
‘ate, and, where these are silent, of the rules of | Journals for 1833-34; to tell me what the Jour- 
‘Parliament, I have endeavored to collect and |; nals are; and how they are kept or disposed 
‘ digest so much of these as is called for in ordi- ;| of. 

‘nary practice, collating the parliamentary with || The Secretary stood up, and said: There is a 
‘ the senatorial rules, both where they agree and || manuscript copy of the Journal, and a printed 
yee y Math I have done this as well to || copy. The manuscript Journal ae a ave 
* have am at hand for my own Government, || copy, and is the same that is read in the enate 
e which T judge, and am willing to be Jadera, || boad bre mdame Teora thie amemusceipe one 

’ ng to be judged. ound ‘ina volume. Fro 

‘could not doubt the meca of daonna the 
‘sources of my information; among which Mr. 
< Hatsell’s most valuable book is preéminent; but 
‘as he has only treated some general heads, I 
t have been obliged to recur to other authorities 
‘ in support of a number of common rules of prac- 
€ tice, to which his plan did not descend.” 

The authority of the English parliamentary 
law is here recognized, and brought into action 
over the Senate in every case in which the pre- 
cepts of the Constitution and the rules of the 
Senate are silent; and on the head of expunging 
both are silent. The English parliamentary law, 
therefore, takes effect, fe is to no purpose that 
gentlemen may recur to that poor little word, | 
“keep.” Itisin the English constitution, and 
in the English parliamentary law as much as it | 
is in ours; but no one in England ever thought ; 
of that word except as an injunction to make a | 
Journal. No one ever thought of it as constitut- || 
ing the House of Commons or the House of 
Lords the custos, keeper, or preserver of the || 
Journals, an office which cannot be performed by 
a collective body; but there, as here, and in law || 
as well as in fact, the Secretary and the Clerk | 
are the keepers of the history of their proceedings | 
which the two Houses cause to be daily written. |: 
And thus I hold that the right of expunging, even |; 
to entire obliteration, is completely made out. Of ; 
course there can be no objection to the mode of | 


uted as follows: 

[The Secretar 
tribution, from which it appeared that twenty-five 
copies were to be placed in the Library of Con- 
gress, two hundred and pla pale were to be 
furnished to the Governors, Legistatures, uni- 
versities, colleges, and incorporated historical 
societies, in each State; two copics each to each 
member of the Senate and of the House of Rep- 
resentatives; five copies each to the Vice Presi- 


States courts; two each to all bureau officers; 
twenty-five to the Secretary of State; thirty-five 


ate and the Clerk of the House of Represent- 
atives; and two copies each to the Ministers from 
Great Britain, France, Spain, Russia, Prussia, 
Sweden, the Netherlands, Denmark, Portugal, 


Sicilies. ] 


and has already expunged the objection to my 
motion, whether the motion shall succced In ex- 
punging the Journal or not. He says there are 
two sets of Journals: the manuscript, which con- 
sists of one copy, and the printed, which is mul- 
tiplied to one thousand and ten copies. Hitherto 
the discussion has proceeded upon the assump- 
tion that there was but one copy of the Journal, 
and that any erasure of that copy would be a 
total loss of the erased part. But now one thou- 


sand and ten other copies start up to our view, 


part would be lost to the public and to posterity; : 


stand in array before us, and offer their multiplied 
pages to our free perusal; and the question now 
is, what are' all these copies for What use is 
made of them in fact and in law? And the answer 
comes as quickly as the question can be put: 
Jirst, in point of fact, that these printed Journals 
are the only ones read, used, or referred to either 
in this Senate, in the other House, before the 
public, or by the members themselves. Secondly, 


=: that in point of law they are on an equal footing 


Mr. BENTON resumed. We now arrive upon ` 
firm ground, and have solid matter to go upon. | 
' We can see and feel the question, and can handle ` 
both the objection and the answer to it, The Sec- ; 


thousand and ten copies are printed, and distrib- - 


here showed the list of dis- , 


dent of the United States, to the Speaker of the . 
House of Representatives, the Heads of Depart- | 
ments, Attorney General, judges of the United | 


copies for the offices of the Secretary of the Sen- 


the Hanseatic. Republics, Mexico, Colombia, | 
Chile, Peru, Buenos Ayres, Brazil, and Central | 
America, and to the Consul General of the two 


with the original manuscript volume, and re- 
ceived as legal evidence in every court of justice. 
Such are the decisions; and not to impede the 


‘march of my argument by the voluminous cita- 


tion of cases, I refer you for a summary of them 
to Peake’s Law of Evidence, American edition, 
by Norris, in the notes at the bottom of pages 
84 and 85. He says: “ The printed Journals of 
Congress have been allowed to be read without proof 
of their authenticity, and refers to cases. This 
puts an end to all objections. It settles all ques- 
tions. Take the Constitution as you please, to 
make or to preserve Journals, and it is complied 
with; for both is done. One copy is directed to 
be made; a thousand and ten are made. Parts 
are directed to be published; all is published. 
Suppose preservation is intended; the most ample 
precautions are taken to preserve them, and so to 
multiply them that every State in the Union, and 
every kingdom, republic, and empire in Europe 
and the two Americas shall possess copies, in 
addition to all the Departments of the Federal 
Government, the Library of Congress, and the 
offices of the Secretary of the Senate, and of the 
Clerk of the House. Besides all this, each Sen- 
ator has two copies for himself. All these are 
equal in law, and many ten thousand times supe- 
rior in use, to the manuscript Journal. 

Suppose that one be blacked up and blotted 
out according tothe import of the word expunge; 
is the expunged matter lost? is any fact sup- 
pressed ? are gentlemen prevented from justifying 
themselves by showing what they had done? is 
the knowledge of anything extinguished? So 
far from it, thatif the manuscript Journal should 


: be secretly withdrawn and burnt, not a Senator 


here would find it out to the cnd of his life, unless 
gratuitously told of it! so little does it enter into 
the head of any one to think of that Journal, 
much less to look at it or to use it! Suppression 
of facts! Suppression of the knowledge or the 
fact, that the Senate of the United States, in 
March, 1834, adjudged President Jackson to be 
guilty of having violated the laws and Constitu- 
tion of his country! the preposterous conception 
never entered our imaginations. We know that 


. this act of the Senate is to live,and to live while 
: American history lasts. 


We know that it is to 
and multiplied existences, 


gain new notoriet 
To 


from the very motion which I now make. 


‘say nothing of our own action, my resolution, 


our speeches, the newspaper publications, and 
the universal attraction of the public mind to the 
subject, our own Journals are again to become 
the recipient of its existence, and the instruments 
of its diffusion over the Union, the two Americas, 
and all Europe. The new manuscript Journal, 


` read this morning at our table, will contain every 


word of this judgment; the one thousand and 
ten copies to be printed will, every one, be hon- 
ored with its impression. f , 
Nothing is suppressed; nothing so insane i4 
intended. The whole effect, and the whole de- 
sign of the motion, is to declare the solemn sense 
of the Senate that such proceedings ought never 
to have taken place; that they were wrong from 
the beginning, and require a remedy which ex- 
tirpates to the root. The order to expunge does 
this; and there.is no other remedy which can 


retary’s answer is the platform of my battery, |i amount to its equivalent, or stand for its substi- 
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tute. It is the parliamentary phrase, and the || air, hung suspended over the pale face of the 

only one in the whole vocabulary of parliament- || country, and over the devoted head of the Presi- 

ary language, which implies that original, wrong- || dent? when history was: ransacked and language 

ful proceeding, which infers misconduct as well! was tortured, to find examples and epithets in- 

as error, and requires rebuke as well as reversal. | famous enough and odious enough to paint his | 
Take any other phrasc—go into circumlocution— | crimes? when every furious passion, bursting ! 
string epithets together—write an essay; and all. ; from itslong confinement in thebosom came rang- | 
united will not express the meaning, and come i ing through thie Hall, crying vengeanceupon the — 
up to the import of thissingle word, Reverse,—.!' wicked destroyer of his country, and shame upon | 
repeal,—-rescind ,—annul,—make void,—none of : every collared slave that took his part? Where | 
them will do, They all admiteither a legal aran: were comity and dignity then? Trampled under | 
innocent beginning, and fail in that flagrant con- foot in the hot pursuit after the-devoted victim ! 
ception of wrong which the word capang alone Banished from this floor, and not from this floor | 
imports. Try them by their accepted meanings; ` only, but from those galleries, where the-satellites | 
we reverse an attainder, repeal a law, and rescind || of the bank assembled every day to applaud the 

an order; and none of these terms imply either- i` assailants, and to hiss the defenders of the Presi-._ 
misconduct or defect of power in the Parliament |. dent, and to triumph in the impunity which the | 
which passed the atiainter, enacted the law, or |) benevolence of the majority accorded to their in- | 
directed the order. A superior tribunal annuls | solence. Expunge is a severe remedy, but, it is. 
and makes void the judgment of the inferior; the | a just one. It reflects reproach, but the fault is: 
legal error is corrected, but judicial misconduct is- '' not ours, but of those who compel us to. use it. i 
not rebuked. These terms are all inadequate, and t us go on, then, and neither compromise for ; 
not only inadequate, but inapplicable; for they- difficulties, nor despair for failures. If we fail 
imply remedies which have no application to the now, let us try again. If we continue to fail, and , 
state of the case against President Jackson. They- have to retire before the good work is accom» ° 
all apply to future proceedings. They are all in- : plished, let us transmit and bequeath it to the | 
tended to arrest the progress of some measure; Democracy of America. Let usgive it to the aged 
still in a course of execution. Thus, we reverse-|, sire, that he may hand it down to his heir—to | 
an attainder, to stop the corruption of blood, and. l the matron, that she may deliver it to her maniy i 
to prevent the forfeiture of estates; we repeal a- |; son—to the young mother, that ‘she may teach | 
law, to prevent its further operation; we rescind ; her infant babe to suck in the avenging word | 
an order, to arrest its fulfillment; we annul and: |: ExPUNGE, with the life-sustaining milk which it | 
make void a judgment, to prevent execution from | draws from her bosom. Bn 
being taken out upon it. In all these cases there |; . Mr. B. said that he had chosen to'make out his | 
is something to be stopped or restored; but in. | case upon reason and argument, with as little 
President Jackson’s case, there is nothing, no cor-.', reference as possible to precedent and authority. 


rupted blood to be purified, or forfeited estates: I am (said he) in favor of the arguments which | 


to be restored; no law in operation whose prog-.| convince the. understanding, in contradistinction 
ress requires to be arrested; no order which ats ‘ ; £ 

to be revoked; no judgment on which execution: '; the will. I wish always to receive reasons my-, 
of person or property can be taken out. The | self, and therefore feel, bound to render them. | 


judgment against him attacks his character, not | Addressing an enlightened Senate, and an intelli-. 


to the authorities and precedents which subdue’ 


of that year; and, searching it carefully over, not 
a speck of the expunged proceedings could be 
found, nor even the place at which the expurga- 
tion had been made. [And here Mr. B. exhibited 
; the manuscript Journal to verify his statement. 
_ Unwilling to be foiled in the search, with the ai 
` of a clerk, one of his friends had asceniled to the 
' garret rooms of the Capitol; and there, at the top 
of the building, the fad got to the bottom of 
this affair, and found the original minutes of the 
session of 1806, drew them out from their thirty 
years’ sleep, and reconducted them into the Sen- 
. ate Chamber. [Here.Mr. B. exhibited a large 
unbound volume of manuscript sheets bearing 
‘strong marks of age.. They were the minates 
' of 1806, from which the fair copy of the bound 
Journal had been made.] On these original min- 
utes everything appeared—the presentation of 
| the memorials-—the statement of their contents— 
, the Senate’s leave to withdraw them—and, finally, 
: the order to expunge everything. Mr. B. then 
' read the following extracts from these minutes: 


` “Mr. ADams communicated two memorials, one from 
: Samuel G. Ogden, and the other from William S. Smith, 
' stating that they are under a criminal prosecution for certain 
` proceedings, into which they were led by the cireumstance 
that their purpose was fully known to, and approved by, 
the Executive Government of the United States; that on 
| this prosecution they have been treated by the judge of the 
| district court of the United States at New York, Mathias 
i B. Talmadge, Esq. in such a manner that the same grand 
. jury which found the bills against them made a present- 
; Ment against the judge himself, for his conduct in‘ taking 
the examination and deposition of the said Samuel G. 
; Ogden. . And the memorialists, considering Congress as the 
| only power competent to relieve them, submit their. case to 
the wisdom of Congress, and pray such relief as the laws 
and Constitution of this country, and the wisdom and good- 
ness of Congress may afford them; and the memorials were 
read, and, wont , ne re : of 
. © On motion Gs Bots Ary g 
: « Ordered, That the memotialists have leave to withdraw 
théir memorials respectively.” - 3 


Mr. B. said that these entries showed à part of 
what was wanted, but not the whole; they were 


his person or property. Itisa proceeding to dis- | 
grace his name, and to dishonor his memory; to- 
cover him with odium now, and execration here- 
after. It is a denunciation, a stigma, a brand!— 
and if he is willing to wear it, his judges are con- | 
tent. No further proceeding is meditated. The | 
Senate does not mean to chastise the guilt which it | 
hasdenounced. They propose np fine, no impris- | 
onment,no corruption of blood, no forfeiture of es- | 
tate,no.removal from office, and no disqualification : 
to hold office. Their mercy stops short of all this.: 
By a sort of gratuitous exercise of the pardoning 
power, they intermit the punishment which their | 
judgment implies, They are content to let the 


i gent community, I look to theirunderstandings;,- 
and feel safe when I speak to their judgment. I. 
have, therefore, postponed to the last an authority 
drawn from our own history—an authority drawn- 
from the history of the American, Senate—cover- 
ing the whole ground of the present case, and: 
going far beyond what I now propose todo. It 
is a precedent of thirty years’ standing, occurring. 
in the good days of Mr: Jefferson, when the 
Democracy were in the ascendant in both: Houses, 
of Congress, and when the fathers of the Repub- 
' lic—the framers of the Constitution—were in full 
‘life and full power to protect their work, and to 
' see that nothing was done to impair the Consti- 
| tution which they had established., pa ae aoe 


culprit run, unwhipt of justice, but bearing to his 
grave the stigma they have put upon him, and de- 
livering down to posterity the memory which they 
have attainted. This is what the Senate proposes; 
and it is absurd and nugatory, it is irrelevant, 
inapt, and supererogatory in us to apply-a remedy 
which implies the arrestation of what is not im- 
ending. No, sir! our true remedy lies in the 
nife, with which we are to cut out; in the fire,-| 
with which we are to burn out; in the potential 
cautery, with which we are.to extirpate the brand: | 
which has been stamped upon the first patriot of 
the age, for the most glorious action of his lifes 
Expunge is the word, and expunge is the remedy. | 
None of. your reversals, repeals, rescisions, an- 
nullings, or vacatings; but let our Secretary bring 
the manuscript Journal to his desk; open it in 
the presence of an assembled Senate and of at» 
tending multitudes, and encircling the odiqus sen- 
tence with lines as black as its own injustice, let 
him inscribe upon.its face the indelible decree: 
‘EXPUNGED BY ORDER OF THE SENATE.” Yes 
sir; expunge is the word. It is the only.one that 
befits the occasion. . It is the only one that can 
render adequate justice to that man who has done 
more for the human .race than any other. mortal 
who has ever lived in the.tide of times. It is 
true, the word bears hard upon the. Senate; it 
implies great_misconduct in them; .it amounts to 
a reproach. But fet us hear nothing of that, Let 
us have no posthumous appeals to the comity: 


and dignity of the Senate. Comity and dignity | 

Vhere were they during that prolonged enun- 
ciation of one hundred days, when this fell sen- 
fence of condemnation, like poison in, the. sick 


. then read: ! par 
. ‘í Senate Journal, Monday, April 21, 1806.: ` 
On motion that everything in the Journal relative to the 
memorials of S. G. Ogden and William 8. Smith: be ex- 
punged therefrom, it passed in the affirmative. Yras— 
Messrs. Adait, Condit, Gilman, Kitchel, Logan, Mitchell, 
Smith of Maryland, Smith'of New York, Stone, Thruston, 


Mr, 


| Worthington, and. Wright—-13. Navs—Messrs. Adams, 


Tracy, and White—8.” Pee , 
- Mr. PORTER, of Louisiana, rose to inquire of 
the Senator from Missouri at what time it was 
that this order for expunging had been-made in- 
the Senate, and éspecially whether it was at.the 
same- session? - - Bc ws E asia pee 
. Mr. BENTON replied that he was. too well 
practiced in these contests to suffer his fire to be 
drawn until he was-ready to deliver it.. He would: 
answer the Senator from Louisiana, but not antit 
he had arrived at the point at which the answer. 
and the reasons for showing :the immateriality: 
of time in this case could: be given together.’ In 
the-mean time he would cautidn the gentleman 
against taking a position upon so small a point 
upon a distinction without a difference; and to 
warn him, if he did, that he might find himself- 
guddenly blown up. © = 0 te o 
This (said Mr. B.) is ‘an entry. which! we find: 
upon our printed Journal; and searching the same’ 
Journal over to see what these memorials were,: 
and what had been the proccedings-of the Senate 
upon them, and wherefore they were ordered to 
be expunged, nothing, no, not anything, no trace. 
of these: proteedings could. anywhere’ be found. 
Recourse was the to the manuseript Journal: 


Baldwin, Hillhouse, Pickering, Plumer, Smith of Ohio, 


deficient in showing the reasons upon which the. 
Senate acted in ordering the expurgation, al- 
though. these reasons might, be well guessed at 
from the statement. of the. contents of the peti- 
tion. Other searches were: then. instituted into, 
the newspapers of the day,:and the Journal of 
the House. of Representatives. . He was told, for 
he had not looked himsel » that the copy of the. 
National Intelligencer in the Library,of Congress 
was either silent on. the point, or minus a page 
at that part; but. the Journal of the House sup- 
plied the defect, and. showed that, the same me 
morials were presented in that body, on the same. 
day, and: that they had .been ordered to be re- 
turned to the petitioners.for reasons set forth i 

a resolve of the House: These proceedings of 
the House. he would then read: _.. ee, 


Journal of” House of Represintatioes—-Ménday, Aprit y 


- © Mr: Quincy presented ‘ta: the House twò several memo- 
rials of Samnel G; Ogden ang of William 8.:-Susith, of thecity. 
of New York, which were received and read, respectively, 
stating that they are under'a criminal l piosečutión, how de- 
pending in the Cireuit:Cóürt of the United States for the 
district of New: York, for an alleged offense against the laws 
of the United States, ia which, if gully they have heey led, 
into error by the conduct of officers of o. Executive Gov-, 
ernment, who now intend to bring upon the memorialists, 
the penalties of the laws, and to sacrifice their characters, 
fortunes, and liberty, in expiation of their own errors, or ta 
deprecate the vengeance of forei Governments by offering 
the memorialists as a victim to their resentment: that they 
have'also experienced great oppression Ahd injustice id The 
manner of conducting the said progeentibn : -and praying 
such relief therbin, ar the sviedom of Congress:may: think 
proper to grant.??- EETRI, ae ` ` ` ` Sot 


ifi ile aii : Ti Cp 

. “The House then proceeded to. consider-the said memon 
rials rain ‘on motion of Mr. EARLY, and seconded; 
that the House do come to the following resolution: — , 

: 6 Resoleed, ‘That the charges contained in the memorials 
of Samuel G. Ogden and William S. Smith are, in the opm- 
ion of this House, upstipported by Any evidence which, in the 
least degree, criminates the Executive Government of this 
country: that the said memorials appear to have been pre- 
sented at 4 time, and under circumstances, insidiously calcu- 
lated to excite unjust suspicion in the minds of the good peo- 
pie-of this nation, against the existing administration of the 
General Government, and tbat it would be highly improper 
in this House to take any step which might influence or 


Beatie a cause now depending in a begat tribunal of the 
i States: Therefore wee: g 
Ma iei, "That said memorials be. by the Clerk of this 
House, returned to those from whom they came.’ 


ine read these entries from the Journal, 
(Me Beaid,) the ‘Senate would doubtless wish 
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to see how the resolution of Mr. Early was dis- | 
posed of, and whether the memorial of Messrs, ` 
Ozden and Smith were actually returned to them, 
He said that such was the tact. The resolution 
of Mr. Early was adopted, not in one resolve, 
but piece by piece. Divisions were called, and 
separate voles taken upon every separate member 
of the resolution, making five sets of votes, and 
all carried in the atrmative by yeas varying trom 
seventy to seventy-five; nays varying from fifteen 
to eight. The first list of nays were—Wessrs. Silas 
Betton, Christopher Clark, Samuel W. Dana, 
Caleb Ellis, William Ely, Joseph Lewis, Jun., 
Jonathan O. Mosely, Jeremiah Nelson, Timothy 
Pitkin, Jun., Josiah Quincy, Benjamin Talmadge, 
Samuel Tenney, Thomas W. Thompson, Wil- 
ham K. Van Ransellaer, and Peleg Wadsworth. 
Mr. B. then remarked upon the passages which 
he had read from the Senate and House Journals. 
He said that they established every point which 
was material to be made out in support of his 
motion; they establish both the right to expunge, 
and the duty to expunge, in such a case as is now 
resented in the proceedings against President 
Fackaon: The memorials which were presented 
in the Senate and in the House of Representatives 
contained criminal charges against President Jef- 
ferson. They went to criminate him as a con- 
niver at a violation of the laws, and to stigma- 
tize him for bad faith to those who had been his 
dupes. The petitions were in duplicate,and were 
presented simultaneously in the two Houses. In 
the House of Representatives they were instantly 
met by a resolve denying their truth, declaring 
them to be unfit matter to be presented to the 
House, and ordering them to be returned to the 
petitioners. In the Senate they were first or- 
dered to be returned, but no reason assigned; 
they were then ordered to be expunged from the 
Journal, and were expunged in the most effectual 
and irrecoverable manner. They were dropped 
from the volume. The very pages that contained 
them were dropped and omitted; for the Journal 
being still in loose sheets, the sheets which con- 
tained the obnoxious proceedings were left out 
of the bound volame, and thus all trace of their 
existence disappeared. It is only by looking to 
the minutes and the Journal of the House of Rep- 
resentatives, that we can find out what these pe- 
titions were. Such is the case of 1806. Itisa 
complete and perfect precedent for the case of 
1836. The memorials were attacks upon Mr. 
Jefferson. They contained impeachable matter 
againsthim. They charged him with connivance 
and secret participation in the unlawful, disas- 
trous, and tragical expedition of Miranda. The 
charges which they contained had filled all the 
opposition newspapers of the day, and had been 
used for every purpose of party warfare against 
him. To get these criminal charges on the Jour- 
nals, was the next object. In the Senate, and in 
the House of Representatives, they were pre- 
sented by the political enemies of Mr. Jefferson, 
and so far as they received support or coun- 
tenance, it was from the ranks of the Opposi- 
tion. So of the proceeding against President 
Jackson. They are attacks upon him. They 
charge the President with violating the laws and 
the Constitution. They go to criminate and to 
stigmatize him. 


tion newspapers before they were presented in 
the Senate. The Bank of the United States had 
formally accused the President, and all the pub- 
lications of the day, periodical, diurnal, and what 
not, that espoused the cause of the bank, were 


filled with the charges. Party warfare had used | 


them to the uttermost in the fall elections of 1833; 
but that was not sufficient; the same party spirit, 
and the same party—the bank federal party which, 
in 1806, wished to have its charges against Pres- 
‘ident Jefferson transferred from the newspapers 


to the Journals of Congress, thence to be trans- | 


mitted to posterity as a part of the legislative his- 
tory of the country—that same spirit, and that 


same party, has wished to do the same thing with | 
the accusations against President Jackson. The 


Congress of 1806, both House and Senate, met 
this unconstitutional attemptas it deserved. The 
House refused the memorial, and voted it to be 
unsustained by evidence, and reprehensible in its 


The charges which they ex- 
hibit were universally circulated in the opposi- | 


| 
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i 
character; the Senate ordered the whole proceed- ʻ 
ing, and every trace and letter of it, to be expunged 
from the Journal. 
ident, that any one may attempt to draw a dis- 
tinction where there is no difference. It is to no 
purpose that any one may attempt to drawa dis- 
tinction between expunging at the same session, 
and ata subsequent one. ‘There is no difference 
between the cases. The right to expunge rests 
upon the right to keep the Journal clear of what 
ought never to be upon it. It rests upon the right 
to purify it from anything improper, which inad- 
vertence, mistake, or the injustice, virulence, and 
fury of party spirit may have put upon it. To 


this purification there is no limitof time, either in 


‘law of in morals. 


Ít is not a case for the statute 
of limitations. Thus, from its very nature, the 
purification of the Journal is to be effected when 
it can be; and that always implies a time posterior 
to the wrong; and in the case of faction, it implies 
atime posterior to the downfall of the faction. 
The precedent of 1806 meets the objection of 1836. 
Tt meets it full and fair in the face. The objec- 
tion is, that the Senate is bound to preserve its 
proceedings; that it must write down all its pro- 
ceedings in the Journal; and then preserve them 
forever; never altering, changing, or effacing one 
word, one letter, one iota, one tittle, of the sacred 
work, from the moment it is done to the end of 
time. This is the objection; and it has been re- 
peated rather too often to be itself changed or 
altered to avoid the overpowering authority of 
the precedent of 1806. And this, sir, is my an- 
swer to the Senator from Louisiana, [Mr. Por- 
TER.] I tell him the expunging was not only at 
the same session, but on the same day that the 
proceeding took place. 

I would here drop this head of my argument, 
but it seems that something has occurred in our 
own history on which gentlemen rely either to 
justify themselves or to criminate their oppo- 
nents. I allude to the case of Mr. Barry, who 
was condemned for a violation of the laws by the 
unanimous vote of the Senate. This was done 
at the same session, and a few months later than 
the President was condemned. Both parties 
voted for that condemnation of Mr. Barry; and 
it is argued this must sanction the proceeding 
against the President, or involve in an inconsist- 
ency those who voted for that condemnation 
without objection, and now object to the pro- 
ceeding inthe case of the President. Not so the 
fact or the consequence. The proceeding against | 


Mr. Barry was objected to, and that in the viry | 


first stages of it, upon the same grounds on whic 

we now stand in the case of the President; and 
the vote which was given by me and my friends 
was a vote forced upon us by the majority of the 
Senate; and being so forced upon us was given, 
as we believed, according to the truth and the 
fact. I well recollect that vote, and the conversa- 


; tion among ourselves to which it gave rise. Some 
‘ thought we should vote against it on the ground 


‘i fact in each case. 


that the proceeding was unconstitutional, and 


| that a vote in its favor would commit us on that 
i| point; others, of whom I was one, objected to the 


negative vote, because it would be against evi- 
dence, and would subject us to the imputation 
of voting as partisans, and not as Senators, and i 


It is to no purpose, Mr. Pres- ` 


SENATE. 


by the Postmaster General from office, and the 
speaker the same that now addresses you. 

“ Mr. Benton then rose and said that he did 
‘not appear on the floor for the purpose of joining 
‘in the debate, nor to express any opinion on the 
‘truth of the allegations so violently urged against 
‘the Postmaster General. He had no opinion on 
‘the matter, and did not wish to have one, except 
‘it was that presumptive opinion of innocence 
‘which the laws awarded to all that were accused, 
tand which the pure and elevated character of 
‘Mr. Barry so eminently claims. If impeached, 
‘it might be his duty to sit in judgment upon him, 
‘or, if he had an opinion in the case, to retire 
‘from the judgment scat; as he could neither 
t reconcile it to the dictates of his conscience, nor 
‘the rights of the accused, to take the oath of a 
‘judge, with a preconceived opinion in his bosom, 
‘ to be dropped out as soon as the forms would 
‘permit. He rose, he repeated, not to accuse or 
‘to absolve Mr. Barry, but to express his opinion 
‘of the character of the proceeding which was 
‘carrying on against him, and to intimate an idea 
‘of what might be proper to be done hereafter in 
‘regard to it. He then affirmed that he looked 
‘upon the whole proceeding, from its first incep- 
‘tion to that moment, as one of eminent impro- 
‘ priety, compromising the judicial purity of the 
‘Senate on one hand, and invading the privileges 
‘of the House of Representatives on the other. 
t The Senate, under the Constitution, tries im- 
‘ peachments—the House of Representatives pre- 
‘fers them. Each has its assigned part to act, 
‘and itis an invasion of privilege for either to 
“assume the part of the other. If the tenth part 
‘of the matter so furiously urged against Mr. 
‘ Barry was true, or even founded in probability, 
‘he might come before the Senate for trial; and it 
‘would be a horrid mockery of judicial forms for 
‘his future judges to take the lead now in the 
‘case of accusation, and to excite, promote, fo- 
‘ment, and instigate charges against him. To 
‘ the House of Representatives belonged that pain- 
‘ ful part of the business; and present proceedings 
‘in the Senate must appear to them as an invasion 
‘of their privilege, and an implied censure upon 
‘their negligence. It did seem to him that the 
‘ House of Representatives might take notice of 
‘the proceeding, and feel itself bound to vindicate 
‘its rights; and the two Houses thus be brought 
‘into serious collision. To avoid these conse- 
* quences, as well as to escape a compromise of 
‘the judicial character of the Senate, he was de- 
‘ cidedly of opinion that the debete and the pro- 
“ceeding should terminate immediately. This 
* would save the further evils to the Senate itself, 
‘which might ensue. As to the past—the proceed- 


| tings already had—he declared that he thought 


‘them a fit subject for that operation which had 
‘been performed upon the record of Wilkes’s ex- 
‘ pulsion from the British House of Commons— 


: “upon the record of the Yazoo fraud—and upon 


because a negative vote admitted the jurisdiction :- ! 
: most appropriate means in the power of the 


just as much as an affirmative one. Upon these 
grounds, and because the majority had the power, 
and enforced it to compel a vote, we took the 
alternative, which truth seemed to require, and 
acted upon the same penapi in both cases—that 
of Mr. Barry and that of President Jackson— 
voting according to what we believed to be the 
But let no one delude himself 
with the notion that the proceeding against Mr. 
Barry was not objected to. Let no one suppose 
that the difference in rank has made a difference 
in the opinions held in the two cases. The pro- 
ceeding against Mr. Barry was objected to, and 
fully and unequivocally in open debate, and upon 
all the grounds assumed afterwards in the case 
of President Jackson. 
from the debate of February 10, 1831, and pre- 
served in the congressional history of that period. 
The debate was on the adoption of a resolution, 
of criminative aspect, concerning the examina- 


tion of witnesses as to the causes of their removal | 


Here is the proof, taken | 


‘the record of the Massachusetts General Assem- 
‘bly, which declared it to be unbecoming the char- 
‘acter of a moral and religious people to rejoice in 
‘the victories of their country. He declared it to 
‘be his deliberate opinion that the history of the 
‘whole proceeding against Mr. Barry ought to 
‘be expunged from the Journals of the Senate ! 
‘Total expurgation from the Journals was the 


‘Senate to restore its own injured character—to 
‘make atonement to the invaded privileges and 
‘insulted feelings of the House of Representa- 
‘tives; and what, perhaps, was still more import- 


i ant, to prevent this evil example—this horrid 


: ‘combination of the accusing and trying func- 


‘ tions—from being drawn into precedent in future 
‘times, when the party in power, and predomi- 
‘nant in the Senate, might want the spoils of a 
‘victim. If the American Cato, the venerable 
‘ Macon, was here, it would be his part to become 
‘the guardian of the honor and dignity of the 
‘Senate; in his absence, that high duty might de- 
‘volve, at an appropriate time, upon some aged 
‘Senator. If none such undertook it, it might 
‘become his part to consider how far their places 
‘ought to be supplied bya less worthy and a less 
‘ efficient member. ” 
This, sir, is what I 
Barry in the month of February, 


said in the case of Mr. 
1831, just five 


1836.) — 
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| Senate. 


ing against President. Jackson. I took ground 
for him as promptly, aa unequivocally as I took 
it for President Jackson. I took the same ground 
for him that I took for the President. Gentlemen 
will, therefore, see how far they have been cor- 
rect in supposing that we have been inconsistent, 


or inattentive, or unjust, and how far we have |: 


been detected in keeping two measures for meting 
out justice to different ranks. They may see also 
how far my voice has been prophetic in warning 


ago, and full three years before the proceed- 


Nays—Messrs. Gilpin, Sullivan, and Wager—3. . z 
On motion it was resolved that five thousand copies of 

mhe saig geport be printed for the use of the stockholders of 
e Bank. z : i 


Extract from the minutes. bia 
: S. JAUDON, Cashier. 
Mr. B. then read the following extracts from 
! the report thus adopted by the board: , 
“The committee to whom was referred, on the 24th of 
September, a paper signed ‘ Andrew Jackson,’ purporting 
to have been read to a Cabinet on the 18th; and also an- 


. Other paper signed ‘H. D. Gilpin, John T. Sullivan, Peter 


the Senate against the dangers of an evil ex- | 
ample, which might be drawn into precedent ata , 


future time, when the 


y in power, and pre- | 


dominant in the Senate, might pant for the spoils | 


of an illustrious victim! : 


wer of the Senate over its Journal, and in via- 
ication of its authority tọ expunge by total ob- 
literation, and consequently to expunge by an 
order instead of an erasure, Mr. B came to the 


merits of the question, and said the view which he ` 


posed to take of the proceedings against Pres- 
ident Jackson required him to proceed to the 
fountain head and original source of this extra- 
ordinary process. It did not originate in the Sen- 
ate of the United States, but in the Bank of the 
United States !—and all that the Senate has done 
has been to copy the proceeding of which that 
institution was 
rial as this, (continued Mr. B.,) and which goes 
to exhibit the Senate of the United States as fol- 
lowing the lead of the Bank of the United States 
in the condemnation of the President, cannot be 
made without evidence-at hand to supportit. No 
assertion of such a thing sheuld be made, except 
as an introduction to the proof. Fully aware of 
this, it ism 
dispense with assertion—and to proceed directly 
to the evidence. With this object, and without 
adverting at present to a masa of secondary evi- 
dence in the bank gazettes of the autumn of 1833, 


L have recourse at once toa publication issuing | 


directly from the bank—a pamphlet of fifty pages, 
issued by the Board of Directors on Tuesday, the 
3a day of December, 1833.. This was the same 
day on which the President of the United States 
ivered his annual message to Congress, and 
the day on which it was known everywhere that 
he would deliver it. On-that day the President 
of the Bank of the United States sat at the head 
of his Board of Directors; and, taking cognizance 
of the imputed delinquencies of President Jack- 
son, they proceeded to try and condemn him for 
a violation of the laws and Constitution of his 
country—to denounce him for a despot, tyrant, 
and usurper—to assimilate him to counterfeiters 
~~to load him with every odious and every infa- 
mous epithet—to indicate his impeachment to 
Congresg—to argue at great length to prove him 
guilty—to order five thousand copies of the argu- 
ment and proceedings to be printed, and a copy 
to be furnished to each member of the Senate and 
House of Representatives. Asa member of the 
Senate, I had the honor to receive one of. these 
pamphlets, the only favor I ever received from 
that institution, and for which I hope to show 
myself mindful by the use which I make of it. 
it is from that pamphlet that I now quote; and I 
shall first read the order from its adoption and pub- 
lication to show the authenticity of its origin, the 
gravity of its: character, and the formality with 
which the Board of Directors, aitting as a high 
court of justice, took cognizance of the imputed 
offenses of the President, pronowuncet! him guilty, 
and promulgated their sentence to the world: - 


Banx or rae UNITED STATER, 
; $ 3, 1833. 
At an adjourned meeting of the Board of Directors held 
this evening, present—Nicholas Biddie, President, Mesars. 
Willing, Eyre, Bevan, White, Sergeant, Fisher, Lippincott, 
Chauncey, Newkirk, Macalester, Lewis, Holmes, Gilpin, 
Sullivan, and Wager. ` à 

t. Chauncey, from the special committee appotated on 
the 24th September, presented the following report, whieh 


sie hereupon Mr. Chauncey moved the following resolu- 
n: 


Resolved, That the said report, with the accompanying 
resolution, be adopted. j 
- Upon this motion the yeas and nays were called for, when 
it was carried by a vote of twelve to three, as follows: 
pict? Messrs, Willing, Eyre, | Bevan, White, Borman 
Fisher, Lippincot uneey, Newkirk, Lew. olmes, 
and Biddienig, ” nauneey> Ease po a 


No. 13 


li * It would appear from its contents, and from other sources 


e author. A statement so mate- || 


intention to economize words—to ` 


| state 
After this preliminary view of the rights and | * 


| 
'| made by the order of the Secretary of the Treasury. 
| 


| 


i practice. 


Wager, and Hugh McEldery,’ bearing date August 19, 1833, i 
with instructions to consider the same, and report to the | 


board whether any, and what steps may be necessary on 


unless the Secretary of the Treasury forbids it. The Sec- 
retary of the Treasury will not forbid it. The President 
dismisses him, and appoints somebody that will. So thé 
laws declare that no money shall be drawn from the Treas- 
ury, except on warrants for appropriations made by law. 
If the Treasurer refuses to draw his warrant for any dis- 
| bursement, the President may dismiss him, and appoint 
| some more flexible agent, who will not hesitate to gratify 
; his patron.” * * * z * The power is as- 
serted in a tone fitter for the Enst, than for any country 
` claiming to be governed by laws.” * * * * i 
“ At this moment the process of evading the Jaw is in full 
By the Constitution of the United States, no 
money shall be drawn from the Treasury but in conse- 
quence of an appropriation made by law. But there has 
, been a usage of transferring funds from one branch of the 


the part of the board, in consequence of the publication of .; Bank of the United States to another, or one State bank to 


the said letter and report, beg leave to state, that they have 
carefully examined these papers, and will now proceed to 
: * ar * q @ OF the paper itself, and of the indi- 
' vidual who has signed it, the committee find it difficult to 
speak with the plainness by which alone such a document, 
from such a source, should be described, without wounding 
their own self-respect, and violating the consideration 
which all American citizens must feel for the Chief Magis- 
tracy of their country. Subduing, however, their feelings 
and their language down to that respectful tone which is 
Que to the office, they will proceed to examine the history 
; of this measure, (removal of the deposits,) its character, 
and the pretexts offered in palliation of it.” oor * 


of information, that the President had a meeting of whet 
| is called the Cabinet, on Wednesday the 18th of Septem- 
i ber, and there read this paper. Finding that it made no 
| impression on the majority of persons assembled, the sub- 
| ject was postponed, and in the mean time the document 
| was put into the newspapers. It 
| for two reasons. The first was to influence the members 
of the Cabinet, by bringing 10 -bear upon their immediate 
decision the first public impression’ excited by misrepre- 
' sentations, Which the object of them could not refute in 
time; the second was, by the same excitement, to affect 
the approaching elections in Pennsylvania, Maryland „and 
New Jersey.” * * .* . *. “The indelicacy of 
the form of these proceeditigs ‘cottesponds well with the 
substance of them, which is equally in violation: of the 
Hs cel thé bank: and the laws of the country.” 7 * 
í That the Secretary of the Treasury, and the Secretary of 
the Treasury alone, has the power to remove them, (the 
deposits,) that officer being specially designated to perform 
i that specific duty, and the President of the United States 
: being, by the clearest implication, forbidden to interfere.?? 
pe eae * «The whole structure of the Treasury 
shows, that the design of Co 8 was to make the Secre- 
tary a3 independent as possible ef the President. The 
other Secretaries are merely executive officers; but the 
Secretary of the Treasury, the guardian of the public rev- 
enue, comes into more immediate sympathy with the Rep- 
resentatives of the people, who pay that revenue ; and 
l; although, according to the general scheme of appointment, 
|| he ig nominated by the President to the Senate, yet he is 
in fact the officer of Coagress, and not the officer: of the 
President.”? * * k k * k. * * 
“It is manifest that this removal of the deposits oa 
t is 
a perversion of language so to describe it. On the contrary 
the reverse is openly avowed. The Sccretary of the Treas- 
| ury refused to remove them, believing, as his published 
| letter declares, that the removal was ‘ unnecessary, unwise, 
vindictive, arbitrary, and unjust.? He was then dismissed 
because he would not remove them, and another was ap- 
pointed because he would remove them. Now this.is a 
palpable violation of the charter. The Bank and Congress 
agree upon certain terms, which no one can change but a 
particular officer, who, although necessarily nominated to 
the Senate by the President, was designated by the Bank 
and Congress as the umpire between them. Both Congress 
and the Bank have a right to the free and honest and im- 
artial judgment of that officer, whoever he may be—the 
Bank, because the removal may injure its interests; the 
Congrese, pocanse the removal may greatly incommode and 
distress their constituents. In this case they are deprived 
of it by the unlawful interference of the President, who 
‘assumes the responsibility,’ which, being interpreted, 
means, usurps the power of the Secretary. To make this 
usurpation more evident, his own language contradicts the 
very power which he asserts.” á * * “í But 
a judicial investigation of his charges is precisely what he 
dreaded. “The more summary and illegal invasion .of the 
powers of others seems to have more attraction than the 
legitimate exercise of bis own.” — * * Bice ® foi 
« But the wrong done to the pecuniary interests of the Bank 
sinks into insignificance when compared with the deeper 


injury inflicted on the country by this usurpation of all the 
powem of the Government? TACE * * Cer- 
tainly,.since the foundation of this Government, nothing 
has ever been done which more deeply wounds the spirit 
of our free institutions. It in fact resolves itself into this: 
that whenever the laws prescribe certain duties to an offi- 
cer, if that officer, acting under the sanctions of his official 
oath and private character, refuses to violate that law, the 
President of the United States may dismiss him, and ap- 
point another ; and if he, too, should prove to be a ‘ refrac- 
tory subordinate,’ to continue his removals until he at last 
discovers, in the descending scale of degradation, some irre- 
-sponsible individval fit to be the tool of his designs... Un- 
happily, there are never wanting men who will think as 
their superiors wish them to think—men who regard more 
the compensation than the duties of their office—men to 
whom daily. bread is a sufficient consolation for daily 
shame.” * * * * * * * * * 

At this moment the whole revenue of this country is at 
the di , the absolute uncontrolled disposal of the Pres- 
ident of the United States. The laws declare that the pub- 
:lié funds shall be placed in the Bank of the United States, 


the result of their reflections in regard to them.” | 


obviously published | 


; another, when the public service required disbursements 
| at remote places... This transfer draft has been abused,” 
| &e. * * * * ©The committee (of the bank) 
: willingly leave to the Congress of the United States the 
assertion of their own constitutional power, and the vindi- 
cation Of the principles of our Government, against the 
most violent assault they have ever yet encountered, and 
will new confine themselves to the more limited purposé 
of showing that the reasons assigned for the measure are as 
unfounded as the object itself is illegal.” i 


| | When Mr. B. had read thus far, he stopped, 
: closed thè pamphlet, and said that he had arrived 
at the point where the bank divided the criminal 
; from the civil proceedings against the President; 
and consigning him to Congress for the notice 
| which was due to the violation of the laws and 
! Constitution, it proceeded to make out its own 
| case for damages for the loss of the deposits, and 
| to adopt a resolve to claim redress for that injury. 
The argument in the whole pamphlet is pertinent 
to the motion ‘now before the Sénate, as showin 
the relation between the proceedings of the ban 
and the proceedings of the Senate against the 
President, and how closely the latter, arguments 
| and all, were copied from the fermer. The whole 
pamphlet was pertinent to his motion, and it ought 
: tæ be printed and preserved among the public 
; documents, as ùa part of the history óf the case; 
but time forbade him to read any more; and hav- 
ing arrived at the point where the bank turned 
over the President to Congress for criminal pros- 
ecution, and where the Seuate took it up, he went 
on-to say: The three resolves which I have read, 
though varied in their form, are all intended tó 
accomplish what the bank indicated when it vouch+ 
safed `‘ to leave to the Congress of the United States 
€ the assertion of their own constitutional power, and 
* the vindication of the principles of our Government 
* against the most violent assault they had ever encoun- 
‘tered;” and the first of these three was accom- 
panied by another resolve, which pursued thé 
civil branch of the subject-which the bank had 
reserved to itself; namely, to show that the rea- 
sons assigned for the removal of the deposits were 
“ unsatisfactory and insufficient,” or, as the bank 
pamphlet expresses it, “ unfounded as the object 
itself is illegal.” Thusthe proceedings in the Sen- 
ate and in the bank were identical; and, what is 
too obvious and striking to escape observation, 
the very form of commencing the work against 
the President, and the precise material upon 
which the work was commenced, was the samé 
in both bodies. The bank commenced its pro- 
cess, and took, for the foundation of its proceed- 
‘ings, ‘‘a certain paper signed * Andrew Jackson,” 
“and purporting to have been read to what was 
*called a: Cabinet, on the 18th day of September, 
<in the year 1833.” So of the proceeding in the 
Benate. ‘It takes for its commencement, and for 
its foundation, the samd identical paper, and, in 
every essential phrase, describes and-calls for it 
in the same words: Our Journal of that period, 
at page 40, and for Wednesday, the 11th of Dé- 
cember, 1833—just nine days after the promut- 
ation of the bank proceedings—exhibits an entry 
in these words: ; by we fs 
“The following motion, sabmitted by Mr, CLAY, was 


Lore ed, That the President.of the United States be 


; unicate to. the Senate a copy of the paper 
Feuer been published 5 and which purports to have been 
‘sead by him to the Hends of the Executive Departments, 
dated the 18th day of iber last, relating to the removal 
of the deposits of the public money from the Bank of the 
United States and its offices.” - 
= This call was adopted by the Senate. The 
President was requested to furnish the paper de- 
scribed; and upon hig: declining to do so, the 
Senate of the United States proceeded, as the 
Bank of the United States had previously done, 
to use the copy of the paper as found in the col- 
umns of. the Globe. _. ote : 
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Upon the contents of this paper two distinct || here, nursed and cherished it, adopted all that 


utions were submitted by a Senator from 
Kentucky, [Mr. Cray,] one criminal, the other 
civil. The criminal resolution has been read. It 
stands at the head of the three resolves uoted 
in the preamble to the resolution which 
offered, and follows not only the charges and 


reso 


the specifications which the bank had preferred | 
against the President, but uses the very words | 


d 


which that institution had used. The civil reso- 
Jution, offered at the same time, is not inserted in 
the preamb! 4 U 
not proposed to reach it; but it is necessary to 
read it by way of identifying the proceedings of 


have |: 


e, because the expunging process is | 


the bank and of the Senate, and to show. how 
faithfully the Senate took up the cause of the 
bank. This is it: Manas l 

«“ Resolved, That the reasons assigned by the Secretary of 
the Treasury for the removal of the money of the United 
Btates deposited in the Bank of the United States and its 
branches, communicated to Congress on the 3d day of De- 

39 


cember, 1833, are unsatisfactory and insufficient 

The reasons assigned før the removal were 
voted by the bank to be unfounded; by the Sen- 
ate they were voted to be unsatisfactory and in- 
sufficient, showing the exact division of the sub- 
ject in the Senate to be what it was in the bank, 
and expressed in the same phrases. 

The bank refers the paper which was read to 


what was called a Cabinet to, one of its commit- |; 


tees, to report “ what steps are necessary to be 
taken on the ‘part of the board.” They report 
two steps: first, to vindicate the Constitution and 
laws from the most violent assault they had ever 
encountered, which, being interpreted, signified 
to impeach him; and such was the language of 
the bank gazettes; and a member actually named 
who was to move the impeachment; secondly, to 
assert its own right to redress for the injury of 
removing the deposits. Both these steps were 
pursued in the Senate; only for want of a regular 
impeachment, preferred by the House of Repre- 
sentatives, the Senate took it up irregularly, as 
indicated by the bank. . , ; 
I do not detain the Senate, Mr. President, to 
make any remark upon. the unparalleled and 
almost incredible audacity of this moneyed insti- 
tution, which, erecting itself into a codrdinate 
branch of the Federal Government, and assuming 
a political, judicial, and moral supremacy over 
the President of the United States, takes cogni- 
zance of his imputed offenses, refers his conduct 
to one of its committees as. to a grand jury, re- 
ceives a report arraigning him for a public crime 
as well as for a private injury, adopts it in both 
aspects, and adjudges him guilty of the crime, 
while it demands redress for the injury with the 
unceremonious indifference and perfect self-com- 
placency which belongs to, the conduct of an es- 
tablished constitutional tribunal. Nor do I com- 
ment upon the significant intimation for an 
impeachment which their high mightinesses, the 
serene directors of this moneyed corporation, so 
distinctly holds out to Congress. Nor shall I 
dwell upon the coincidence that the bank pro- 
ceeding against the President should have made 
its appearance in Philadelphia cotemporaneousl 
with the assembling of Congress in this city. A 
these circumstances, and many others, will nat- 
urally attract the attention and excite the. reflec- 
tions of the people. My purpose at present is 
uite different. It is to show that the Bank of 
the United States is the original author of all the 
roceedings against the President, and that what 
bas been done in this Chamber is nothing but a 
copy of what had first been done at the Board of 
Directors in the city of Philadelphia. The ex- 
tracts which I have read are sufficient for the 
present; and I shall only refer, at this time, in 


confirmation of them, to the columns of the bank |; behavior which amounts to misdemeanor, But 
gazettes at that period—the meetings got up by || I will take the charge in its natural import, and 


the bank to condemn the President—the commit- 


tees and memorials sent here—the purchase by || fested by gentlemen in all their speeches; and, 


the bank of eight hundred thousand copies of the 


speeches made against the President—its efforts || was charged with a great, heinous, and daring | 


to distress and alarm the country—and the pal- 
pable line which is still drawn in all the Legisla- 
tures of all the States between the friends of the 
bank and the friends of the President wherever 
expunging resolutions are brought forward. 

- These are sufficient to prove that the bank, from 
‘firat to last; took charge of this proceeding against 
the President; that he originated it, followed it 


i! E shall show, first, what it is that constitutes an 


was done; and now opposes the expunging reso- 
lutions in the different States, with such fidelity 
| that the list of votes, except in Tennessee, and 
' some individual exceptions, in the other States, 
shows the question of expunging to be a mere 
bank question, to be lost or carried as the bank 
party predominate or not in the Legislature. 

Mr. B. then took up his expurgatory resolu- 
tion, and said that he had digested his motion 
: for the sake of a more convenient and intelligible 
presentation of his subject, into a series of dis- 
| tinct propositions, covering the whole ground of 
i the case, yet separating the parts so that a dis- 
tinct consideration, and a distinct vote may be 
taken on each distinct point. 

I. The first proposition which Isubmit assumes 
the cardinal position that the proceeding against ` 
President Jackson was for an impeachable of- | 
fense; and that, being conducted without the 
forms of an impeachment, it was, by consequence, 
irregular, illegal, unconstitutional, and subver- 
sive of the fundamental principles of law and 
justice. 

The stress of this proposition lies in the pogi- 
i tion that the offense charged upon the President 
| was impeachable; and to maintain this position, 


impeachable offense under our Constitution; and 
next, what the offepse is that the President was 
charged with. 

By section four, article two, of the Constitu- 
tion, the President may be impeached: 

1. For treason; . 

2. For bribery; ` Di 

3. For other high crimes; .. . 


4. For misdemeanors. ; . 
Here are four classes of offenses 


common and constitutional law; and two of them 
resting, not upon strict legal definitions, but 
rather upon the general acceptation of terms, and 
the moral sense of the community. Treason and 


have not been legally defined, so as to include all | 
cases which may fall under their heads. They | 
were evidently adopted by the framers of the 
Constitutian, on purpose to include all the un- 
known and all the possible cases of malfeasance | 
in office which should amount either to a high | 
offense or to a petty offense, and for which the | 
officer might deserve actual punishment at com- 
mon law, or a mere removal from that particular 
office, or a general disqualification to hold any 
office whatever. A crime is a great offense; a 
misdemeanor is a petty offense. . A high crime 
is always understood to be some great offense 
against the State or. the public; a misdemeanor 
is some petty offense in office, consisting of any 
kind of misbehavior or ill behavior. So say the 
books. It would be sufficient for my argument 


to show that the offense charged upon President | 


because he dismissed Mr. Duane from the Treasury 
Department, and appointed Mr. Taney to it. Sec- 
ondly, with assuming the exercise of a power over 
the ‘Treasury of the United States not granted to 
him by the Constitution and laws, and dangerous 
to the liberties of the people; because he took upon 
himself the responsibility of removing the deposils 
fromthe Bank of the United States; and thirdly, with 
assuming upon himself authority and power not 
conferred by the Constitution and laws, but in 
derogation of both; because of the late Executive pro- 
ceedings in relation to the revenue. These were 
the charges; and how much soever the specifica- 
tions were again and again changed, and finally 
all dropped, yet the charge itself remained the 
same, and wears its meaning plainly on its face, 


that of usurping power and authority, and violat- 


ing the laws and Constitution of the land. This 
is the plain meaning of the charge, in every in- 


‘ stance of its threefold repetition, and so was un- 


for which 
impeachment lies; two of them well defined by : 


bribery have their precise definitions; other high | 
crimes and misdemeanors have their import, but | 


those petty offenses growing out of misbehavior 


or ill behavior in office, which constitutes a mis- 
demeanor; for even that would be impeachable, 
and would sustain my position, that the President | 
was adjudged guilty of an impeachable offense. | 
But I will not wrong the Senators who passed 
that judgment upon him, so far as to lower their | 
charge to the petty offense, which constitutes a: 
mere misdemeaner.. I will not undertake to de- | 
prive them of their excuse or justification for. 
Marong and agitating the country as they then 
did, and denouncing President Jackson with the j 
viblence then exhibited, by reducing the offense 
with which they charged him to. the mere. mis- 


according to the understanding of it then mani- 


according to these, I say that President Jackson 


offense; and being so charged, was impeachab! 
charged, not with a petty misdemeanor, but with | 
a high crime. 

How was he charged? The record answers | 
that he was charged, first, with assuming the ex- 
ercise of a power over the Treasury of the United 
States not granted to him by the Constitution and | 
laws, and 


Jackson by the Senate of 1833-34 was one of | 


| derstood and expressed by every speaker, who 


constantly applied the terms of usurper and vio- 
later of the laws and Constitution, and rammaged 
history to find, in the lives of the most odious of 
tyrants, acts of usurpation and of lawless violence 
sufficiently infamous, wicked, and dangerous to 
exemplify the conduct which they charged upon 
the President. 

The precise words, in the resolve.adopted, fully 
charges the violation, and that twice over. To 
assume power not conferred by the laws and Con- 
stitution is to violate the laws and the Constitu- 
tion; to do an act in derogation of both is, in the 
President, a violation of both. The legislative 
power may derogate from a law, that is to say, 
can repeal and take away a part of it; but it can- 
not derogate from the Constitution, that is to say, 
repeal or take away a part of it; and the attempt 
to do it is to violate it. The President can neither 
derogate from the common law nor from statute 
law, nor from the Constitution. : He has no re- 
pealing power over them; by consequence, to dero- 
gate from them is to violate them. oa 

Mr. B. well recollected that some of the-gentle- 
men in opposition called the President’s conduct 
a gross abuse of a power. Be itso. The smallest 
abuse of power is a misbehavior in office, and a 
misdemeanor, for which the officer may be im- 
peached; a gross abuse of power is a high crime, 
for which impeachment also lies. The charge, 
then, still continues impeachable, whether qual- 
ified as a gross abuse of power, or charged as & 
direct violation of law. 

The charge, then, stripped of its thin disguise, 
taken in its obvious sense, and put into the words 
proclaimed by every speaker, is a charge of usurp- 
ation of power and authority, and of violation of 
the laws and Constitution. I do not make a sepa- 
rate head of the usurpation here charged, because 
it is merely subsidiary in its reference, and ex- 
planatory in its import, of the main charge more 
distinctly expressed. To usurp powerand author- 
ity is to seize upon power and authority without 
right or law—to violate the laws and Constitu- 
tion; is to do the same thing; so that all the 
charges substantially end in one, that of violating 
the laws and the Constitution.: .Is this a petty 
offense, or a great crime? It is sufficient for my 
argument that it should be a petty offense; but 
truth and justice will qualify it as a great crime. 
Ina country of law the violation of law is always 
acrime. In the mere citizen it is criminal: in the 
common magistrate it is hemous: im the chief 
officer of a Republic it is atrocious and parri- 
cidal. In a President of the United States, bound 
by his oath not only to preserve, protect, and 
defend. the Constitution, but to cause all others 
faithfully to execute the laws, the violation of the 
laws and Constitution, involving as it does per- 
jury to his conscience, treachery to his trust, 
danger to the country, and evil example to all, 
becomes an offense of the greatest magnitude, 
inferior only in turpitude and mischief to high 
treason itself. In republics the greatest jealousy 
is felt at assumptions of power beyond the law; 
and the more exalted the magistrate, the more 
eminent the citizen who commits that offense, no 
matter how strong the necessity, or how slight 
the consequence, the voice of offended justice 19 
sure to be heard. Why was Cicero banished 
from Rome? Not for putting Lentulus and Ce- 


erous to the liberties of the people; | thegus to death—for these parricides deserved te 
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die | a thousand deaths !—but because, in orema 
Roman citizens to be strangled, the Consul ha 
assumed the exercise of a power not granted to 


| still greater ina common magistrate, and greatest 
| of all in the Chief Magistrate of the country. Our 
own Chief Magistrate is laid under the most 


him by the constitution and the laws of Rome. ; sacred.and solemn responsibilities to God and his 


What was the cause of that immortal contest in | 


Athens—that contest for the crown, not of roy- 
alty, but of honor and patriotism? Not that 
Demosthenes did not deserve to wear it, but that 
Ctesiphon had transcended the law in causing it 
to be conferred upon him. These were excusable 
or venial violations of law; yet their commission 
agitated the great republics of antiquity, and their 
memory, at the end of two thousand years, and in 
a new hemisphere, is fresh in the recollection of 
every reader. But why quote examples? Why 
go to foreign countries ? hy quit our own soi! 
—this Chamber—and this very case, to prove that 
the violation of law is the commission of a great 
crime? Did not every geatléman, in arguing this 
very case, treat it as a crime of the greatest enorm- 
ity? Did they not denounce the President’s con- 
duct, not metely aga violation of the laws and the 
Constitution, but an actual overthrow of all Gov- 


ernment ?+—aa the establishment of one man’s will |: 


in place of alt law and government? as being in 
itself a revolution ? as an act pregnant with every 
calamity, filling: the country with distress and 
alarm, ruining the currency ,-sinking the price of 
roperty, paralyzing industry, stopping factories, 
nkrupting merchants and traders, destroying 
all confidence between man and man, and striking 
the whole couatry down from a state of unpar- 
. alleled prosperity to a state of unparalleled mis- 


ery? -Did not every speaker against the President | 
this, and Fafinitely more and worse? | 


assert all 
-And did not one hundred and twenty thousand 


petitioners back their assertions, reiterate their | 
denunciation, send it here for our information, | 
and call upon uş- tp undo what the President had | 


done, aa the only means of saving the country 
from utter ruin? And were not these, petitions 
received with all honor, and their cantents made 
every speaker’s own by the manner in which he 
-adopted and commented upon them? Certainly 
all these things were so; and during the six 
months that they were going on, the act of Pres- 
ident Jackson, in removing the deposits, was ex- 
preasly treated as a crime of the direst import, 
Paloi the most calamitous consequences. Hav- 
ing personally witnessed all these things, and too 
well remembering. them, it is incomprehensible 
ta me, and my mind will remain incredulous to 
the apparition until I shall behold it, that any 
one of the supporters of the proceedings against 
President Jackson, will now take a position .in 
the rear of President Jackson’s innocency, and 
rest the success of their defense now, upon the 
overthrow of their attack then. I say upon his 
inuocency ! for every denial of the criminality of 
his conduct is anall on p innocence; and 
every attempt to sink the ¢ against him 
below the derce of a high fessin de admission 
-of the injustice of those who then denounced and 
condemned him; for nothing can excuse them for 
the course they then pursued, and for the alarm 
and agitation. in which they involved the country 
-but the reality oftheir belief in the high crimes 
which they then imputed to the President. : Here, 
then, lies a dilemma. ‘To justify themselves for 
their conduct then, gentlemen must.now stick to 
the charge as then. made, and. maintain the Pres- 
ident to have been: guilty of a ‘high crime.’ To 
defend themselves from the censuré. of having 
violated the Constitution, subverted justice, a 
seta dreadful: example; it is- for them 
to maintain that he ‘committed no crime ‘at: al}; 
not even the petty offensé and vehial misedndact 
-which will constitute a misdemeanor in offices -In 
this dilemma; itis nat for me: to ‘anticipate what 
course ‘gentlemen. will take; whether they: will 
retrace their atéps, or advance fdrther. It ig not 
for me to decide whether it is a.caze.in which the 
actora, far steeped in blood, may think itusafer.to 
go-thrapgh-than to: turn: back; :but: solely -cecu- 
pled with my own courses I proceed to-pstablish 
my position, thatthe President..was..adjudged 
guilty of an. impeachable.. offense; and that the 
Senate was unjustifiable .for..proceeding ‘against 
him without the forms.of: an impeachment... ' 
_ The sentence against the President is for viola- 
ting the laws and:the Constitution. .I have -said 
that this offense was great ina -private citizen, 


country: to abstain. from this crime. He takes 
an oath to do so; and here is the copy of. that 


oath which President Jackson actually took, ad- | 


ministered by the late Chief Justice Marshall in 
the presence of assembled thousands, and on the 


steps of that Capitol, and at the base of that col- _ 


umn at which he came so near to pay the dread- 
fal forfeit of a supposed violation of his oath: 


“TI do solemnly swear that I will faithfully execute the | 


office of President of the United t Staten, and will, to the beat 
A z 10. Ene D 
SO I Reger P ome alone Conan 
Preserve, protect, and defend the Constitution. 
Such is.the oath! . The sentence is, that he vio- 
lated that Constitution, and by consequence, that 
he violated that-oath., Here, then, is the aggra- 
vated charge of perjury upon his. conscience, 
treachery to his trust, migchief to the people, and 
destruction to that which‘ he was, bound to pre- 
serve, protect, and defend. Can such things be, 


t 


i! and got imply crime ?.thas high. crime, for which 
|; nog only impeachment lies under our, Congtitu- 


| tion, but indictment and punishment also at com- 
| mon law? Surely the point is too plain for argu- 
! ment; and I must be permitted to repeat, that I 
| cannot figure to my imagination. anything so 
| strange and won ‘erful as that gentlemen who 
i pushed the. condemnation. of President Jackson 


selves of all justification for what they then did 
by: special pleading upon the verbality of the ac- 
cusation which the 


motive, :declare-that his. intentions were not im- 
pugned!, and defend themselves fromthe conser 
| quences of pronouncing him criminal then by in- 
| trenching themselves behind, his.innocency now! 
Far.from it: - The justification of gentlemen for 
what they did to agitate the country rests upon 
-the conscientiouaness of their. belief that the Pres- 


| ident was.in reality the lawless and dangerous 


criminal which they-described him to be; and the 
| moment they give up that--the moment-they adr 
| mit that innocency of motive, without which crime 
| cannot exist—that moment they condemn them+ 
| selves, and admit that they were factious agita- 
tors, unjust judges, and relentless persecutors of 
‘an innocent man. Instead of this, they and I 

should now act together, both maintaining that a 
' high crime was charged upon the President; but 
as Í have not conferred with gentlemen, and do not 
know upon which horn of this dilemma they pre- 
fer to hang themselves, I must proceed in my own 
way,and make out my cage upon its own strength, 
without.reference to their-weakness...-. - 

The great position which I take is, that an 
impeachable offense has been charged upon the 
President, and, that he has been’ adjudged guilty 
of that offense, without, the forms of ‘an inpeach- 
ment, and without the benefits of atrial. `` -.. 

Sappose gentlemen undertake to arrest. me at 
the throsko ‘and. say, we did not impugn. hig 
motives; we did not attribute bad intentions; we 
merely charged. the fact... i. - : - 
-1: To-this-I anawers. oo 6 n poate baat Sead ged 
"1. JE there was no allegation,. there..was no 
denial.ef bad motive; and the. charge of the crime 
implies the wicked intents- ('1'" 


pete eitea l 
N 1 


vte That the spocie of gentlemen: supplied 
what the, form, of: their. charge omitti BAA that 
the imputesion, withheld. fron: the. record, was 
prociaimed:from the mouth, ‘and.incexporated inte 
avery speech,- Sepptp it eeoba att [nrmo ne 
«3. That.the crimipel-qvermang,§ dangerous to 
the liberties of the pepple;’’ was inserted in the firat, 
and: retained in the senopd form of the.charge, and 
only deopped from the. thind and. last: farma after 
baying been: Levseinny alee: -out;-and fally 
relied-on.as. showing, the’ criminal and impeach- 
able character: of the accusation; u=; whore 
o 46 Thetnd. legialative.uge was made ofthe con- 
dempatory.resol yar after it:was passed, and, that 
no auch. use. coyld: thep, or-can nowy be. made of 
is3- because; in ite nature, itis a criminal accusa- 
tion;-and. presents a case, not for:legislation, but 
for punishment.: ao seule 


6. That gentlemen i 


ae ; 


nthe opposition drew the 


" charge themselves, and altered it themselves; and 


with such fury in 1834, should now deprive them- | 


sati themselves -drew up, and, | 
pointing to the careful omissien of imputed bad ; 


SENATE. 


may have had a reason, not yet explained, for 
omitting those imputations of criminality in the 
record which were so profusely and conspicu- 
ously used in their speeches. 


j 6. That even a regular and formal impeach- 


|| ment requires no allegation of corrupt motive. 


|  % That the offense being stated in the article 
: of impeachment, the conviction will be valid; and 
| the only sentence known under our Constitution 
: will be pronounced without reference to the quo 
_ animo. = 
. 8 That this is not a case of regular impeach- 
‘ment, but of irregular condemnation without im- 
achment, and a charge on which the House of 
Representatives might. frame an impeachment in 
form, and send it to us for trial. It is precisely 
the preliminary resolution, the general charge, 


i| without specification and technical averments, 


-which is the incipient -atep.and opening process 
to. the. preferment: of an impeachment in form. 
It is the initiative.to impeachment. So say the 
books.. Listen to Jefferson in his Manual. of Par- 
liamentary Practice, drawn up by him for our 
especial guidance, and printed by ourselves. for 
our convenient-and constant reference. He says: 
-< Thegeneral course is io pass a resolution contain- 
ing a criminal charge against the supposed delin- 
quent, and then to- direct some member to impeach 
: him by oral accusation at the bar of the House of 
Lords.” This is the way to begin an impeach- 
ment. in. the House of Representatives, and this 
is the precise manner in which we began it in 
the Senate.: We. passed the resolution as the 
book. direets, and we passed it with the criminal 
charge in it, . We began the impeachment regu- 
larly; but we began itin the wrong place, and 
our proceedings ended where those of the House 
of Representatives: begin; we ended with the 
adoption of a general resolution- containing a 
criminal charge against the supposed delinquent. 
These brief answers I hold to be sufficient, Mr. 
President, to set aside any defense which could 
be bottomed on. the omigaion, accidental or de- 
signed, of.formal averments of bad motives in.the 
sentence pronounced against the President. They 
show that: the. impeachable nature of the charge 
is-not affected by that omission. On thecontrary, 
the very circumstance of the omission may aggra- 
vate the conduct af:the Senate by showing an 
extension of the non-conmistal policy to-the high 
and sacred: functions of Senatora and judges, and 
exhibiting’ a subtile contrivance: for condemning 
the: victim .without committing the judges. They 
‘show that this is not a case for common-law aver- 
ments—not a case for setting out with legal ver- 
bosity that the aforesaid Andrew Jackson, yeo- 
man, not having the fear of God before his eyes, 
but being moved and seduced by the instigation 
of the devil, he. first: dismissed Mr. Duane from 
the Treasury; and after that appointed Mr. Taney 
to the Treasury; and after. thathe took upon him- 
self the remponarbiliiy pf removing the deposits; 
and finally he performed a certain late proceedin 
in relation to the public revenue. ‘Ailahis, though 
eminently picturesque, and even quite dramatic 
in a common-law indictment, happens-to have no 
place in an impeachment; and I rg amend rest 
my case where it-now stands; but I choose to go 
further, to. rise higher; ard. to place my cause 
upon loftier'and: nobler ground. | take the’ frue 
position, that the impeachment of a magistrate 
differs from the indictment ofa citien; ard that 
a magistrate: may: bess cheéd ‘under our Con- 


btitution, tried; cohvicted,: and-subjected to every 
penalty. known to an impeachment, not only 
without the allegation of bad motives, but with- 
out the fact: of such intentions, or even the pos- 
sibility of possessing intentions of any kind, either 
good ar:bad. And, firsty L show what the judg- 
ment on impesehmeént is, and for that purpose 
refer to article one,‘ section three, of the Consti- 
tution: =: = ~74 + z an eee 
~ 6 gmeni in i 8 no a 
chicane ar in m a , and di. i ion to hold 
and enjoy any office of honor. trust, or under the Uni- 
ted States ; but the party convicted shall nevertheless be liable 
to indictment, trial, judgment, and punishment according to 
ee ph, have ton os . i 
non this provision in the Constitution, I have 
to remark that impeachment lies against nobody 
hut-an officer, gad, in its judgment, is official and 
not personal. . , It affeats the officer, not the man. 
The .objéet, of the judgment ia preventive, not 
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penal justice. It is not punishment for past of- 
fenses, but prevention of future misconduct, that 
is intended. Removal from office, and disqual ifi- 
cation to hold office, is the ultimate penalty which 
can be inflicted under it. If the offense for which 
the impeachment was made should amount to a 
crime at commen law, or by statute, then a crim- 
inal trial might ensue, and the punishment pro- 
vided by law for that offense might be inflicted. 
The difference between indictment and impeach- 
ment lies in the difference between preventive and 
penal justice. The impeachment is to prevent 
the officer from doing further mischicf; the indict- 
ment is to punish the man for the mischief he has 
done. A man can only be punished for crime, 
and wicked intention is necessary to constitute 
crime; but the officer may be deprived of his office 
for acts not amounting to crime for want of the 
corrupt intention; for these acts may be detri- 
mental to the community, and the welfare of the 


‘| could not, and did not, appear before the Senate 


community may require that these acts should . 


cease, whether they proceed from a wicked heart, 
or a weak head, or even a mistaken principle of 
action. Hence, impeachment lies for the act, 
without regard to the criminal intention; and in- 
dictment hes for the crime of which criminal in- 
tention is the essence and the touchstone. From 
this fair analysis of the impeachment process and 
judgment, in contradistinction to indictment, re- 
sults the inference that criminality of intention is 
no way essential to the validity of impeachments 
under the Constitution. So daonet is the trial 


by impeachment from that upon indictment for i 
| the law. The three articles thus silent on the 


the same offense, that one cannot be plead in bar 
of the other under the clause of the Constitution 
which protects the citizen from two prosecutions 
for the same offense. 


to make any defense. His unfortunate condition 
was both proved and admitted; and the Senate 
was moved by counsel to stop the proceedings 
against him, and to remit or postpone the trials 
but the Senate took the clear distinction between 
a proceeding which could only go to removal 
from office, and a disqualification for holding 
office, and a prosecution which might involve a 
criminal punishment; and they proceeded with 
the trial, heard the evidence, found the illegal acts 
to have been committed, and pronounced the sen- 
tence which the good of the community required, 
and which the unfortunate judge was a proper 
subject to receive—that of removal from office. 
They did not add a sentence of disqualification 
for holding future offices; for he might recover 
his understanding, and again become a useful 
citizen. The Senate limited itself to a sentence 


, which the good of the community demanded, and 


which was applicable to misfortune, and not to 


‘criminality, which was suited to the acts of the 


In England, on the contrary, the sentence on ` 


conviction under impeachment, extends to legal 
and actual punishment; to punishment in person 
and in property; for get paty may be both fined 
and imprisoned. On indictments both in Eng- 
land and our America, as everybody knows, the 
direct object of the prosecution is punishment— 
punishment in life, limb, person, or property; 
and preventive justice isonly an incident. When- 


ever, then, punishment would follow conviction, - 


whether on indictment or impeachment; when- 
ever the life or limb of the party was to be touched; 


whenever his body might be cast into prison, or | 


his property taken by fine or forfeiture; in every 


such case the quo animo, the state of mind, the || 
i allegation “ that they were dangerous to our liber- 


criminal intent, was of the essence of the offense, 
and must be duly averred and fully proved, or 
clearly inferable from the nature of the aet done; 
but in the case of impeachment under the Con- 
stitution of the United States, where the sentence 
could extend no further than merely to prevent 
the party from using his power to do further mis- 


chief, leaving him subject to a future indictment; | 


then the intent of the party, whether good or 
bad, innocent or wicked, became wholly imma- 
terial, not necessary to be alleged, nor requirin 

to be proved or inferred, if the allegation shoul 

chance to be made. Every averment relative to 
the intention would be surplusage; for the mis- 
chief to the public was the same, whether a pub- 


lic functionary should violate the law from weak- , 


ness or wickedness, from folly or from design. 
Mr. B. said that the cases of the Judges Chase 
and Pickering were evidences of the truth of his 
argument; for in one of these there could be no 
corrupt or wicked intention; for the party was 
insane, and therefore incapable, both in law and 
in fact, of being either corrupt or wicked; and 
in the other, of which the mere naked violation 
of law was charged, without the slightest refer- 
ence to the intentions or quo animo of the party. 
Mr. B. then went into a detailed statement of the 
impeachment of these two judges to sustain the 
view be had been taking, and to apply historical 
facts and judicial decisions to the legal doctrines 
which he had laid down. Judge Pickering, a 
district judge of the United States for the State 
of New Hampshire, was impeached for acts of 
flagrant illegality, and which, in truth, implied 
great wickedness; the articles of impeachment 
charged wicked and corrupt intentions; yet it 
was proved that he was incapable in law and in 
fact of wickedness or corruption; for he was ut- 
terly insane, both at the time of committing the 
acts, and at the time he was tried for them; and 


judge, without regard to the absence of inten- 
tions. ’ i 
The cese cf Judge Chase was a case of a dif- 


ferent kind to prove the same point. It wasa ; 
case of various articles; some with, some without || 


the averment of criminal intentions. Judge Chase 


was impeached upon eight articles; five of them ` 
charged corrupt and wicked intentions; three , 


charged no intentions at all, being wholly silent 


on the question of motives, and merely alleging © 


the commission of the acts and: the violation of 


question of motives were distinct and substantive 
charges in themselves; not variations of the same 
charge in other articles; but containing new and 
distinct charges, and therefore to stand or fall 
upon their own merits, without being helped out 


by a reference to the same charges in another | 


form, in another part of the proceedings. The 
were the erticles first, fourth, and fifth. Mr. 

would state them particularly; for if the least 
doubt remained on the mind of any one, after 
seeing the case of Judge Pickering, the tenor of 
these three articles in the impeachment of Judge 
Chase would entirely remove and dispel that 
doubt. The first of these articles, which is num- 
ber one in the impeachment, relates to the trial 
of Fries, at Philadelphia, and charges the judge 


. 


' with three specific instances of misconduct in con- 


ducting that trial; and concluded them with the 


ties,” and “in violation of law and justice; but 
without the slightest reference to the quo animo 
of the judge, or the state of mind in which the 
acts were done. The article is wholly silent with 
respect to his intentions. The fourth article con- 
tains four specifications of misconduct, all charged 
to have occurred on the trial of Callender, in 
Richmond, Virginia, and alleged them to be ‘* sub- 
versive of justice,” and ‘* disgraceful to the character 
of a judge;” but they were wholly silent as to the 
intentions of the judge, and left the quo animo 
with which he aid the acts entirely out of the 
record. The fifth article charged a specific and 
single violation of law, in ordering the arrest of 
Callender upon a capias, instead of directing him 
to be called in upon a summons, but without im- 
puting any motive or intention whatever, good 
or bad, to the judge, for preferring the capias to 
the summons. The only averment is, ‘‘ that Cal- 
lender was arrested and committed to close custody 
contrary to law, in that case made and provided.” 

Such were the three articles which charged vio- 
lations of law upon Judge Chase without imput- 
ing criminal intentions or corrupt motives to him; 
and upon which the judge was a8 fulty tried, and 
miade as ample a defense both upon the law and 
the facts, as he did upon the five other articles 
which contained the ordinary averments of wicked 
and corrupt intentions. Netther the learned judge 
himself, nor any one of his numerous and eminent 
counsel, made the least distinction between the 
arti¢les which charged, and the articles which did 
not charge, corrupt intentions. They went to 
trial upon the whole alike, put in no demurrers, 
made no motions to quash, reserved no pointe, 
but defended the whole upon the law and the 
facts of each separate charge. This, sir, should 
exterminate doubt and silence cavil. It should 


put an end toall idea of getting out of the dilemma 


in which the Senate is placed by intrenching them- 
selves now behind the innocency of President 
i Jackson’s intentions. 
Thus far, Mr. President, I have argued this 
i point upon principles of law and reason, sup- 
‘ported by precedents drawn from our own his- 
‘tory, and i trust have fully established my first 
- proposition, namely, that the offense charged 
-upon President Jackson was an impeachable of- 
fense, and that as a high crime, though it would 
be sufficient for my argument, that it charged con- 
duct amounting to misdemeanor only; and, con- 
sequently, that the conduct of the Senate, in 
roceeding against bim without the forms of an 
impeachment, was illegal, irregular, and unconsti- 
tutional, and subversive of the fundamental prin- 
ciples of law and justice. But although my case 
may be made out, and my proposition established, 
yet my magazine of argument is not exhausted, 
and F still have in reserve a most potential argu- 
ment to be used in this case. It is the argument 
of authority, and is drawn from. the legislative 
history of one of the States of this Union—the 
State of Kentucky; and a brief introductory nar- 
rative may be necessary to develop its origin, 
and to elucidate its application. 
i Itis a matter of history, Mr. President, that 


' some forty years ago, a judge of the court of ap- 
peals in Kentucky, had the misfortune to bea 
pensioner on the Spanish Crown, and held asecret 
correspondence with the Governors General of 
Louisiana for the separation of the western from 
|i the Atlantic States.: A legislative inquiry estab- 
|! lished these facts, and the unhappy judge avoided 
' the stroke of justice by retiring from the judg- 
i: ment seat. The same inquiry implicated another 
|| judge in Kentucky, not of the State courts, but 
| of the Federal judiciary; and at a succeeding ses- 
` gion of the General Assembly, a member of that 
body, Humphrey Marshall, Esq,, introduced a 
|! resolution condemning the conduct of that Federal 
judge, and recommending an inquiry to be insti- 
tuted into it by the House of Representatives of 
the Congress of the United States. This proceed- 
ing was resisted by distinguished members of the 
Kentucky Legislature; and another resolution was 
brought in utterly reprobating the motion of Mr. 

Marshall, and severely condemning the attempt 
| to procure from a legislative body the expression 
' of an opinion upon the guilt or innocence of an 
| officer who was subject to impeachment before 
| the Senate of the United States. After several 
days’ discussion, says the historian, the follow- 
ing resolutions were offered by Mr. Cray: 

“ Whereas, the General Assembly did, at their Jast ses- 
sion, order transcripts of the evidence taken’ before the 
committee appointed to examine into the conduct of Ben- 
jamin Sebastian, to be transmitted to the President of the 
United States, and to the Senators and Representatives 
from the State in Congress; and as the present Assembly 
has entire confidence in the General Administration, and 
: in the Congress of the United States, among whose duties 
is that of arraigning the public officer or private citizen 
| who may have violated the Constitution or the laws of the 
‘ Union; and whereas, the legitimate objects which call for 
_ the attention of the Legislature are themselves sufficiently 
|. important to require the exercise of all their wisdom and 
j; time, without engaging in pursuit of others, thereby con- 
' suming the public treasure, and the time of the represent- 
atives of the people, in investigating subjects not strictly 
within the sphere of their duty; and inasmuch as the ex- 
pression of an opinion by the General Assembly upon the 
guilt or innocence of Harry Innis, Esq., in relation to cer- 
tain charges made against him would be a prejudication of 
his case—if in one way, would fix an indelible stigma upon 
the character of the judge, without the forms of trial or 
judicial proceeding; and if in the other, might embarrass 
and prevent a free and full investigation into those charges : 
Wherefore, ae 

“ Resolved by the General Assembly, That it is improper 
in them to prescribe to Congress any course to be taken by 
that body in relation to the said charges, or to indicate any 
opinion upon their truth or falsehood. 

“ Resolved, That the Constitution and laws of the land; 
securing to each citizen, whether in or out of office, a fair 
and impartial trial, whether by impeachment or at common 
Jaw, the example of a legislative, body, before the com- 
mencement of any prosecution, expressing an opinion upon 
the guilt or innocence of an implicated individeral, would 
tend to subvert the fundamental principles of justice.” 

Mr: President, I seize with confidence, and 
appropriate without abatement to the present oc- 
casion, every word that is contained in this reso- 
lution, with the remark, that the severe reproba- 
i tion which it expresses is many ten thousand 
times more applicable to the Senate of the United 
States for its conduct towards President Jackson, 
than to the Kentucky Legislature for its pro- 
posed conduct towards Judge Innis. In that case 
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Senate. 


the Kentucky General Assembly was not the 

-tribunal for the trial of the Federal judge in the 

event of his impeachment; and their prejudica- 
“tion of his case did not affect the bosom of his | 
constitutional triers. In President Jackson’s case , 
his prejudgers were his constitutional judges, and | 
judges who would have a legal right, to sit in| 
judgment upon him, notwithstanding their moral 

disqualification for that duty by their prejudica- 

tion of his case. In Judge Innis’s case there was 

no great national event connected with his fate; 
no change in the ascendency of political parties 
.to be effected; no political prophecies to be ac- 

complished by the prophets themselves; no great 


to be printed, a eopy to be laid upon the table 
of every member of Congress, and the rest dis- 
tributed allover the Union. It was that famous 
manifesto from which I have read some passages, 
‘in which the President of the United States was 
compared to counterfeiters, and the first place in 
the comparison assigned to him. The Senate and 
the country would remember that manifesto. It 
was the authentic act of the bank, and contained 
the identical charge against the President which 
was immediately afterwards brought into the Sen- 
ate, and what is more, it contained every argu- 
: ment which was used in the Senate in support of 
: the condemnatory resolution. 


moneyed power to be gratified; no barrier to be _| then, was an implicated and accused individual, 
struck down from between the people and their! at the commencement of the session of 1833-34. 
eternal foe; no obstacle to be removed from before ‘| He was accused by the bank; and being thus ac- 
the onward march of a politicaland moneyed con- | cused, the Senate took cognizance of the charge, 
federacy which was advancing to the conquest of |` without the intervention of the House of Repre- 
the Government, and only stopped in its course sentatives, debated it for a hundred days, and 


by the invincible courage and incorruptible integ- | adopted it. The resolutions brought into the Gen- , 


rity of one man. Judge [nnis’s case was different eral Assembly of Kentucky, in the case of Mr. 


from all this. It affected no one but himself. It Innis, strongas they are, are yet described by the ; 


was individual and personal; his prejudgers were |’ historian,*from whom I have read them, as being 
-not his triers; and whatever wrong might be done | ‘‘ temperate and just, and respectful to the sacred 


The President, || 


him, hia country at least was eafe, and her free | 
-institutions might survive and flourish; yet even 
in this case of unmitigated wrong and centingent 
injustice, how keen was the scent that snuffed 
theapproach of danger in the tainted breeze! How 
pang was the eye that detected the.lurking mia- 
chief in the remote contingency of a bare possi- 
bility! How pointed, how cutting, how strong, 
and how just the rebuke that was lavished upon j 
A legislative body for setting the example of: pro- 
nouncing an opinion upon the guilt or-innocenee | 
of an officer, subject to impeachment before the | 
Senate of the United States! Every word of it is ' 
a two-edged sword, cutting into the vitals of the | 
Senate, and leaving that deadly wound fox which | 
there is no healing im the art of surgery. -To | 
comment upan auch a case ip im pasaihiot to am- 
plify, is to weaken it; to repeat, iz to destroy; yet 
at how many points must the minds of Senators 
dnstinctively halt, catch up the cutting phrase, 
apply it to their own case, while the small, still 
voice of conscience whispers—ten thousand times 
more applicable to us than to them! .Marka few 
of these phrases: * The constitutional right of 
‘Congress to arraign the public officer who may 
-have violated the Constitution;’’ ‘‘.the waste of | 
dime and public money in pursuing subjects not | 


66 gay, 
rig 
‘ trial, without -the denunciation of influential men in 
| € office.” I concur in this sentiment, Mr. Presi- 
dent, and so did the General Assembly of Ken- 


| which I have read; for although those resolutions 
| ing the resolutions of Mr. Marshall, and to deprive 
| them entirely of their criminating character. 

Such were the sentiments entertained in Ken- 


i tucky, such the jealous and sensitive delicacy of | 


i the feeling. against the prejudication of an im- 
|-peachabie officers and all- this generous feeling, 
: watchful jealousy, and cutting rebuke, was called 
: forth in a case of most remote and contingent mis- 
: chief, where.the prejudgers were not the triers, 


|i and where the prefudication could have but a 


| most indirect: operation upon the minds of the 
‘actual judges. If just there and then, how much 
nore so now and here! When the Senate of the 

United States, upon charges: put forth by the 

Bank of the United States, sits in judgment upon 

the President of the United States, condemns Fim 
unheard, fixes a stigma upon his’ name, rouses 
one hundred and twenty thousand people to peti- 
tion against him—more than ever appeared at the 
| bar of the national convention against Louis the 


‘within the sphere of their duty;” ‘ the injustice 
of prejudging an impeachable officer;’’ ‘the; 
stigma upon an innocent man, if unjustly con- | 
demned;’”’ ‘*the impediment to justice if the | 
guilty should be absolved;’’ ‘‘ the flagrant enor- 
mity of pronouncing an opinion upon impeach- | 
able charges without the forms of trial, or judicial 
‘proceeding;’’ ‘* the total impropriety of even in- 
dicating an opinion upon the truth or falsehood 
of the accusation;’’ “ the constitutional and legal 
security of each citizen to have a fair and impar- 
tial trial, both by impeachment and at common 
law;”’ “ the subversion. of the fundamental prin- 
ciples of justice, and the dangerous example of 
A legislative body, before the commencement of 
Any prosecution, expressing an opinion upos the 
guilt or innocence of an implicated individual.” 
-AH these expressions apply directly, and with | 
dnfinitely more force to the case of President 


„Jackson, than to thatof Judge innis. The Bank || 


of the United States, through all its organs, had 
-appeared as the accuser of President Jackson. 
At had satin judgment upon him for a violation of 
the laws and the Constitution, in dismissing Mr. 
Duane and appointing Mr. Taney; for taking 
upon himself the responsibility of removing the 
deposits, and for his proceedings in relation to 
the- revenue. It had demanded his impeachment, 
foretold it, and named the member of the House 
of Representatives whom it presumed to say | 
.would bring it forward. . The public press in the 
service of bank had been for many months 
‚preparing the public mind for the event, and just at 
-the commencement of the seasion, the bank itself, 
in its own person, and in the most imposing form, 
stepped from behind the curtain and appeared 
-upon the stage as the responsible accuser. It 
«caused a manifesto of some fifty pages to be drawn 
up by a committee of its directors, adapted by 
A Vote of the beard, ordered fiye thousand copies 


‘XVI—gives an audacious institution a triumph 
' over him, and subjects his life to imminent deadly 
‘peril. Yes, sir, puts life itself in danger; for it is 


incontestable that the denunciations of the Senate | 


had the effect of putting the pistol in the hands of 
the assassin. Yes, sir, these denunciations! for 
i while rational, intelligent, and informed people 
saw the injustice of the charge against the Presi- 
dent, and the folly of believing that the removal 


ignorant, the uninformed, and the insane, it was 


istration of the *‘ tyrant” that was destroying their 
country; the ‘* insane”? went to the portico of the 
| Capitol to put an end, with his pistol, to the life 
|.of the same ‘‘ tyrant.’’?. But thanks to God, and 
to the people! His providence held back the bul- 
lets; their confidence sustained him at the polls, 
| and their justice will find the means of expungin, 

| from cursourals that unjustifiable sentence whic 

, should never have been pat upon it! Sooner or 
later, expunged it will be.. At this session, if 
‘the voice of the people is obeyed; after the next 
generai election, if it is not done now. There 
was no room for mistake, Two years past his- 
tory, and the issue of the elections, had developed 
the will of the people. Far from believing in the 
‘truth and justice of the sentence pronaunced by 
the Senate, and returning a House of Represent- 
atives to impeach the President in form, they have 
gone on increasing in their confidence and affec- 
tion, returning larger and larger majorities in his 
favor; and, in primary meetings, legislative re- 
solves, and a thousand different modes, have tes- 
tified their will that this unjust sentence should 
be expunged from the Journal, The will of the 
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of every private citizen to enjoy an impartial | 


| tucky concur with the mover of the resolutions | 


| were not adopted, yet they had the effect of chang- | 


‘of the deposits had made the distress, yet with the | 


quite different. They believed ft all, and acted ac- | 
cording to their belief. The ignorant wentto the |. 
olls to put an end, by their votes, to the admin-_|! 


great majority of the people of ‘these States is 
known; it is in favor of expurgation. ‘The fa- 
mous Mr. Fox voted in favor of expunging the 
record of Wilkes’s expulsion from the Journals 
| of the House of Commons, against his own opin- 
| ìon, and against his previous votes, and in pro- 
fessed obedience to the will of the people. His 
= example is worthy of imitation; and I trust (said 
| Mr. B.) that the expressed will of the people will 
| be obeyed in this case. For, or against, the ex- 
pungiņg, Í trust it will be obeyed; and that the 
, Voices of the State Legislatures will be equally 
‘| respected, work which way they may. 
| Mr. B. concluded what he had to say upon this 
i part of the case with saprene his deep regret 
i| that the General Assembly of Kentucky, in 1834, 
|; should have so sadly and lamentably forgotten 
! their own example of 1807. In 1807, as has been 
= shown, they deprived the resolutions of Mr. 
Marshall! of their criminating character before 
they would adopt them. In 1834, and in the 
|: month of February of that-year, while the pro- 
ceeding against President Jackson was.in full 
! blast, it adopted resolutions against him of the 
most violent character, upon the very points in 
-discussion, and ordered them to be transmitted 
to their whole delegation in Congress. The fol- 
lowing is the copy of these resolutions: 
“ Resolved, That the President of the United States, by 
causing to be withdrawn the public money from the place 
|| of safe deposit, where it had been made by Jaw, and placing 
‘| it in local banks under his control, of the solvency of which 
the people at large know nothing, and into whose affairs 
-their representatives have no right to examine, has violated 
the laws and Constitution of the United States-—~that he has 
| assumed a responsibility’ dangerous to liberty, and which 
‘tends to the concentration of all power in the hands of the 
i} Chief Magistrate of the United States. 
i| § Resolved, That by the frequent exercise of the veto 
i! power, and that still more arbitrary and dangeroup one of 
| withholding bills passed by both Houses of Congress, thereby 
|| preventing the opportunity of a reconsideration by that body 
|; in the mode prescribed in the Constitution, the President 
: bas, to a great extent, crippledand paralyzed the legislative 
department of ovr Government, and ih some instances has 
prevented the exercise by Congress of their essential con- 
stitutional rights. ae ies 
t Resolved, That the Clerk of this House transmit to each 
-of our Senators and Representatives in Congreas copies of 
_the foregoing resolutions.” oe ape eae 
|: HL. Having shown, Mr: President, that the pro- 
eeeding against President Jackeon.was itegal and 
-unconatitational, } take up my ‘second proposi- 
-tion, which afirma the injustice of that proceed- 
ing, and: makes an ‘iesue of fact'upon the truth of 
“the sentence pronounced upon him: : The prop- 
‘osition is in these worde: i s. oors o3 A 
c And whereas the said resolve, in all ‘its various shapes 
and forms, was untounded and erroneous‘in’ point of fact, 
and, therefore, unjust and usrighteous, as Well as irregular 
and unconstitutional ; because the said President Jackson, 
neither in the act of dismissing Mr. Duane, nor in the ap- 
pointment of Mr. Taney, as specified in the Årst form of the 
:Tesolve, nor in taking upon himself the responsibility of re- 
moving the deposits, as specified in the second.form of -tbe 
|| same resolve, nor in any act which was then, or can now, 
' be specified under the vague and ambiguous terms of the 
|| general denunciation contained in the third-and last form of 
ithe resolve, did do or commit any act in yiolation or in 
derogation of the laws and Constitution, or dangerous to the 
|: liberties of the, people.” SE : . ' 


The condemnatory. resolution, as first. drawn 


|, up, contained two. specifications of supposed vio- 
i sion of Mr. Duane from the Treasury Depart- 
i! ment. because he would not remove the public 
second, the appointment. of Mr. Taney to make 
that renioval.- The#acond form of.the resolution 
upon himself the responsibility of removing the 
| depositas and the third and ultimate form of the 
eification whatever.. Having remarked that 
t these. specifications were. copied from the pro- 
in the very words used by that institution, such 
nd he kad vead them at the opening of this debate, 
ifications, as far.as they are made under the 
eet and second forms which. they bear, and are 
can be assigned under the vague terms of the 
third form. 
lation of the laws or Constitution in the dismissal 
‘of Mr. Duane, or in the appointment of Mr. 


i lation of law and Constitution: First, the dismis- 
moneys from the. Bank of the United States; and, 
contained a single specification, namely, taking 
same resolution- was utterly destitute of any 

i| eeedings of the Bank of the United States, and 
Mr. B. said, we join issue upon each of these 
ready to join issue upon any specification which 
We deny, out and out, that there was any vio- 
‘Taney, or in taking ‘upon himself responsibility 
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ublic revenue. 

‘All these denials we made at the time; and 
every specification ventured upon by the mover 
of the resolution, was promptly met, and fully 
overthrown by us. Shall I repeat the arguments 
we then used? or shail I limit myself to a recapit- 
ulation of points which mark our reasoning, and 
to an enumeration of proofs which attest our 
victory? I prefer the latter, and shall proceed 
accordingly. 

First, then, the dismissal of Mr. Duane, be- 
cause he would not remove the deposits. 

In answer to this specification we showed, first, 
that the right of the President to dismiss this 
Secretary, resulted from his constitutional obliga- 
tion to see the laws faithfully executed; secondly, 
from the recognition of the right in the first act 
of Congress establishing the Treasury Depart- 
ment. 

Here is the law: ‘* Whenever the Secretary (of 
‘the Treasury) shall be removed from office by the 
$ President of the United Slates, or in any other case 
t of vacancy in the office of Secretary, the Assistant 
‘ shall, during the vacancy, hare the charge and cus- 
t tody of the records, books, and papers, appertaining 
t to the said office.” This is the seventh section 
of the act entitled, ‘* An act toestablish the Treas- 
ury Department,’’ passed September 2, 1789. It 
ig an express, and as the debates of the time will 
show, a purposely expressed recognition of the 
right of the President to dismiss this officer. 


resident was, therefore, as unjust and unright- 
eous as it was illegal, irregular, and unconstitu- 
tional. 


III. I pass on to the third proposition which 
affirms the vagueness and ambiguity of the resolve 
as adopted, and presents some of the evils result- 
ing from such an indefinite mode of condemnation. 
It is in these words: 


& And whereas the said resolve, as adopted, was uncer- 
tain, and ambiguous, containing nothing but a loose and 
floating charge for derogating trom the Jaws and Constitu- 
tion, and assuming ungranted power and authority in the 
late Executive proceedings in relation to the public reve- 
nue, without specifying in what part of the executive pro- 
ceedings, or what part of the public revenue, was intended 
to be referred to, or what parts of the laws and Constitution 
were supposed to have been infringed, or in what part of 
the Union, or at what period of his Administration, these 
late proceedings were supposed to have taken place, thereby 
putting “ach Senator at liberty to vote in favor of the resolve 
upon a separate and secret reason of his own, and leaving 
the ground of the Senate’s judgment to be guessed at by the 
public, and to be differently and diversely interpreted by 
individual Senators according to the private and particular 
understanding of each, contrary to all the ends of justice, 
and to all the forms of legal and judicial proceeding—to the 
great prejudice of the accused, who could not know against 
what to defend himself; and to the loss of senatorial respon- 
sibility, by shielding Senators from public accountability, 
for making up a judgment upon grounds which the public 
cannot know, and which, if known, might prove to be 
insufficient in Jaw, or unfounded in fact.” 


When he had read this proposition, Mr. B. 
said, is this a true description of the Senate’s 
And here I might dismiss this specification; but judgment? Can it be possible that this elevated 
it is right to recall the recollection of the fact, body, intended by the Constitution to be the 
that the mover of the resolution gave itup, and gravest assembly on earth, could have so far 
was compelled to give it up, or lose the whole , sported with its own responsibility, and with the 
resolution; for it was well known throughout the rights of an accused person, as to deliver a sen- 
Senate, that not even a party majority,at the end tence of condemnation so void of form as this 
of a hundred days’ debate, could be got to vote description announces? The question is a grave 
for it; that several members of the Opposition one, and the answer should be the best which the 
openly admitted the right of the President to nature of the case can possibly admit of. In- 
make the dismission, and could not vote for the spection is the best answer which the case admits 
resolution with that specification in it. of. It is a case for the inspection of the record— 

The second specification was for apporatitig for trying the record by itself. Here it is; read, 


Mr. Taney to make the removal of the deposits, listen, and judge: 
-which Mr. Duane would not. This requires no “ Resolved, That the President, in the late executive pro- 
consideration, and admits of no notice. It was ceedings in relation to the revenue, has assumed upon him- 


self authority and power not conferred by the Constitution 
and laws, but in derogation of both.” 

Vague! vague! vague! uncertain, ambiguous, 
deceptive! amphibological; and the highest illus- 
tration of that Cynic’s sarcasm who defined lan- 
guage to be an art conferred upon man to enable 
his tongue to conceal his thoughts. Surely the 
very thing is concealed here which is the only 
thing that ought to be known, namely, the spe- 
cific act which constitutes the violation of law and 
Constitution intended to be fastened on the Pres- 


acarcely noticed in debate; and being wholly de- 
pendant on the first specification, it was with- 
drawn with it, and never mentioned since. It 
was given up by the mover without a vote, be- 
cause even a party majority could not be got to 
vote for it; and it cannot be resuscitated now for 
the sake of a posthumous discussion. 

The third specification was, for taking on him- 
self the responsibility of removing the deposits. 
This specification, like the two former, was found 
to be too weak tostanda vote. It was withdrawn | ident 


by the mover without a vote; because it was : i 
: ee | Ido not dilate upon the use and necessity of 
known, that not evene party majotity could Ds precise allegation in criminal accusation. The 


induced to vote forit. Being thus given up and , t- 
it can F | time, the place, and the act are the essence of the 
Paned yit no lóngerielaim the:honor ofa charge, and can never be dispensed with. The 


notice. NE E E A 

i i ' instinct of justice in every human bosom recog- 

An allegation, twice repeated _: instinct Of J 2a recog 
vation, alzo graced the first std ee Pada tie nizes this; the forms e alae Proceed ig d 

the resolution, which disappeared from the third: ` all iene aa ead a i abe A Pea 
it was, that the President’s conduct was danger- ' the mover ths: COngeminas on Sai 3 M 

ous to the liberties of the people. This allegation liis repcated'attempis. to: piva PPECNCagone an 
also shared the fate of the three specifications It by his tardy abandonment of that attempt at the 
i last moment, at the end of one hundred days 


was given up and withdrawn without a vote, be- debate, when the sentence of condemnation could 


cause not even a party majority could vote for it; |; po longer be delayed without losing the benefit of 


and thus it was clearly admitted that the Presi- | it at the impending elections, and when it was 


: a ; 
dent’s conduct was not dangerous to the liberties | indisputably known that no majority, not even 
of the people. | 


: . | the party majority which then prevailed in this 

_ The resolve, as adopted, was void of specifica- i Chamber, ould 7 brought to unite in any act of 
tion, and contains no allegation whatever on which || illegal conduct which the genius of the mover 
an issue of fact or of law could be taken. It was  ¢cuid impute to the President. Iwill not dilate 
a vague, indefinite denunciation, without a refer- upon this plain point, but I will produce an ex- 
ence to any act, at any time, in any place, or to : ample from our own history to show with what 
any law, or any clause in the Constitution sup- precise allegation of time, place, and act, viola- 
posed to be violated. Againstsuch a condemna- tions of law were charged upon exccutive officers 
tion, argument is impossible, for issuesareimprac- in the earlicr are of our Republic 
ticable. I limit myself to the broad, emphatic | 5 s 
denial of the truth and validity of anything that  yecentatives in 1793. They are the resolutions 
can be specified under this vague denunciation. | Submitted by Mr. Giles, of Virginia, for the pur- 
I pronounce myself and my friends to be now | pose of impeaching the Seerctary of the Treasury, 
standing ready, challenging and defying any spe- (Ġeneral Hamilton, and are in these words: 
cification under this resolution, and waiting toi Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury has vio- 
impale and transfix it the moment it 19 produced. | lated the law passed the 4th of August, 1790, naking appro- 
And here I conclude this head, and hold my sec- | priation of certain moneys authorized to be borrowed by 
ond proposition to be completely established, |. the same law, in the following particulars, to wit: 


‘| [read from the Journals of the House of Rep- | 


ii the decency of what has been said 


«1. By applying a certain portion of the principal bor- 
rowed to the payment of interest falling due upou the prin- 
cipal, which was not authorized by that or any other kaw. 

sO, By drawing a part of the same moneys into the Uni- 
ted States without the instructions of the President of the 
United States.” 

Here all is open, manly, and intelligible. Mr. 
Giles tells what he means, and commits himself 
upon the issue. General Hamilton knows what 
he is charged with; the House knuws what to 
pe upon; and the public knows for what to 

old the accused to his defense, the accuser to his 
proofs, the House to its justice, and all the par- 
ties to their official accountability to their con- 
stituents. Compare this resolve against Presi- 
dent Jackson, with the resolve of Mr. Giles, and 
see how different in the essential particulars of 
criminal accusation. The general charge is the 
same in both cases, that of violating law, and 
acting without authority; yet the resolves are 
totally different—one, all precision; the other, all 
ambiguity. In one, every word a declaration of 
fact or law, on which precise issues might be 
taken; in the other, every word a problem, and 
susceptible of as many meanings as there were 
tongues todebate it. Like the oracular responses 
of the Pythian Apollo, they seemed to be selected 
for their amphibology, and because any meaning 
and every meaning which might be required or 
forbid, might be affirmed or denied under them. 
Try them by their sense and import. ‘‘ Late 
executive proceedings.” Here are three words 
and three ambiguities. 1. ‘‘Late.’? How late? 
one year, two years, five or ten years ago? 
2. « Executive.” What part of the executive? 
the Chief Magistrate, or one of the heads of De- 
partments? 3. ‘ The public revenue.” What 
part of it? That in the Bank of the United States, 
or in the deposit banks, or in a state of collection 
in South Carolina? I defy any man to affix any 
definite idea to either of these terms, or to take 
any issue upon them. All is uncertain, ambig- 
uous, problematical; nothing is clear but the 
abandonment of all that related to Mr. Duane, 
Mr. Taney, the removal of the deposits, the re- 
| sponsibility of removing them, the danger to the 
i liberties of the people, and the complete cutting 
‘loose from all connection with the Bank of the 
| United States; whose wrongs had solely occupied 
i the two previous forms of the resolution, and 
‘had figured so incontinently in the eae of 

allits friends. All this is abandoned: all men- 
tion of the bank is dropped. Instead of it, the 
vague charge is substituted, which has been so 
often pointed out to the noticeof the Senate; and 
under this general denunciation, a general verdict 
was procured by a new species of individual con- 
tribution, something like a subscription list, or 
poney purse of accusation, in which each one 
put in according to his will and his means. 

Mr. B. said he had adduced this instance of 
criminal allegation, this charge against General 
Hamilton, for the purpose of showing that pre- 
cise allegations were indispensable in such cases; 
butit was also available and eminently applicable 
for another purpose; for the purpose of showing 
that corrupt, wicked, or improper motives were 
not necessary to be alleged in proceeding against 
an officer for animpeachable offense. The design 
of Mr. Giles was to impeach General Hamilton; 
and for that purpose he charges him with a naked 
violation of law, without the slightest imputation 
of an improper motive, and without the smallest 
allegation of injury to the public. It is a case in 

. point; and added to the cases of the Judges Chase 
and Pickering, is conclusive to show that even 

: where a regular and formal impeachment is in- 

'| tended, no averment, under our Constitution, of 
: criminal motives, or public detriment, need be 
_ alleged. - 

Mr. President, the public, and even the Senate, 
' have heard much of late years of a certain doctrine 
in politics called non-committal, and it has gener- 

_ ally been presented in a very unenviable and un- 
.. desirable point of view. Some have even gone so 
far as to say that they scorned the character of an 
ancommitted man; and a certain gentleman that 
you and I wot of, has been conspicuously paraded 
in speeches and gazettes as the founder of the 


‘ non-committal school, and the original of the por- 


trait which has been drawn of an uncommitted 


man. Of the justice, the propriety, the truth, and 
JP whas had been said and published 
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of that gentleman, on that point, it is not my pur- 
ose, in this place, to make a question, nor would 
it, I presume, be your pleasure to decide. I pre- | 
termit that labor; and, proceeding upon the as- || 
sumption of his opponents that the aforesaid gen- | 
tleman was actually the founder of the aforesaid ! 
school, I have to remark that it seems to me that, 
like other great inventors, he isin danger of being | 
robbed of the glory of his discovery by the im- :: 
rovements which are made by others upon his | 
invention. So far as I understand the institutes | 


of the original school, the right of non-committal ;| last moment, and then had to 
extended no farther than to problema in politics; ‘| 


itdid not embrace cases of law and morality, nor | 
extend to the conduct of judges and Senators! | 
But who can stop the march of improvement? | 
Who can limit the genius of the scholar? . Who | 


could commit the supporters of the resolve to the 
name to the cause, or to the complaints of the 
ank ! 


I have described the scene, faintly described it, || 
as it took place in this Senate, in the face of all | 


then present, and while the call for the yeas and ` 
nays was delayed to give time for making up the 
phraseology of the resolution. It now becomes 
my duty to explain the reason why it came to | 
pass that this business of fixing the non-commit- 
tal phrases of the resolve was postponed to the 


consultations and whisperings in the Senate. The 


| the session of 1833-34, the Bank of the United 
; States and the Senate of the United States appear 


can baffle the art of the cunni 
the doctrine of non-committal has made its way to ' 
the judgment seat--to this Chamber—and to this 
very case. The Senate refuses to commit itself 
upon the question of what it is that they have con- 
demned President Jackson for! They not only 
refuse to commit themselves for the grounds of | 
their judgment, but they revoke the committal , 
which they had partly made. They withdraw | 
everything upon which they could be held to their | 
accountability. They haul in, back out, cut loose, | 
and run away, from their own attempt to specify 


ne imiiator Already ‘| 


| to have commenced an attack upon the people, | 
the property, and the Government of the Batted 
States. The bank created a pressure; the Senate | 
; excited a panic; and the spring elections in New 
York and Virginia were the first and principal | 
objects of both. The bank sent out her orders to | 
_call in debtsand break up exchanges; the Senate - 
| brought in its. resolution to condemn President — 
| Jackson for a violation of the laws and Constitu- | 


! tion; and under the combined action of this double : 


process, the price of all property was sunk, and 
the public mind agitated and alarmed, until a fic- 
‘titious panic was produced. The operation was 


the guilt of President Jackson; and,then condemn |: kept up, the bank screwing tighter and tighter, ` 


him ın a general verdict, made up by compro- `' 
mise, and unable to bear the teat of any one spe- ` 
cification whatever. Yes, sir, made up by com- 
promise! for whom of us, that were then in this ' 
Chamber, that does not remember the extraordi- 
nary circumstances of the closing scene ? the per- 
ipatetic movements which took place among mem- 
bers? the crossing to and fro on this floor? the | 
consultations and the whisperings? the fixing and || 
altering, the writing and rubbing out, the offering | 
“and withdrawing, the tearing up and beginning | 
anew, .which went on in this Chamber, to the de- ji 
lay of the call for the yeas and nays, until.a set || 
o prami were collected, by contributions from | 
different parts of this floor, sufficiently non-com- 
` mittal to embrace all who were willing to con- 
demn the President, without being able to tell 
for what? I speak as an eye-witness, when I 
describe the closing scene in these terms; and I | 
appeal to forty Senators, then and now present, 
toafirm my statement. And what say the laws | 
of the land to the verdicts obtained by compro- 
mise? Utterly reprobated; the jury reprimanded 
who gives them; their verdict set aside, and a 
new trial ordered. i ; 

Sir, (said Mr. B.,) examine this sentence of | 
condemnation as it stands. Examine it word by 
word, and see if it is located to any one place, 
limited to any time, or confined to any one act? 
‘Will it not cover the ‘‘ late” executive proceed- 
ings relative to the revenue in South Carolina, as 
well as the ‘‘ late’? executive proceedings relative | 
to the deposits in Philadelphia? „Will it not cover | 
the orders to Commodore Elliott to proceed to 
Charleston, just as well as it will cover the order | 
to Mr. Duane to quit the Cabinet? Would it not 
„cover the removal of troops to, the South, to insure 
.the collection of the revenue, just as well as it | 
would cover the removal of the deposits from the 
bank to prevent the mischiefs of their remaining 
there? ere not the two measures equally com- 
plained of at Charleston and in Philadelphia? and 
is it not notorious, that when distinguished. sons 
of South Carolina, immediately after the condem- ' 
nation of the President, denounced the lawless 

tyranny of his conduct in public speeches. in 
Philadelphia, meaning all the while his conduct 
in relation to the. revenue in South Carolina, that 
the friends of the bank, who had previously ap- 
plauded the President for that conduct, clapped 
and shouted, and flung their caps into the air, in 
a delirium of exultation, under the delusion that 
all this denunciation, found its innuendo in the 
wrongs of the bank, and not in the wrongs of 
South Carolina? Certain it is, that the crimina- 
ting resolve which, in its first and second form 
was all bank, in its third form, cut loose from. the 
bank entirely ! that Mr. Duane, Mr, Taney, the 
responsibility, the deposits, the mother bank and 


\.of April 


and the alarm guns firi 
faster and louder in the 
had reached its-highest point of culmination, and 

the important elections of New York and Virginia : 
were just at hand, and everything was ripe for 

the final blow. The condemnation of the Presi- ; 
dent before those elections, and at the moment of 
their commencement, was this final blow, and the 
exact moment for striking it had arrived. on Fri- 
day, the 28th day of March. That was the day, 
for it was the last day that it could be done in 


„and the tocsin ringing | 


it was therefore indispensable that the news of 
the condemnation of the President should leave 
Washington a few days before the 1st of April, 
in order to reach in time the more remote election 
grounds in the great States of New York and Vir- 
ginia, and to have its effect upon those elections. 
This is the reason why the debate on the con- 
demnatory resolution was delayed, protracted, 
prolonged, and spun out from tke 26th of Decem- 
! ber to the 28th of March, and then passed in the 
hurry and precipitation which produced that scene 


; of consultation and of whispering, of runnink to 
| and fro, of putting in and striking out, of offer- 


ing and withdrawing, which was then witnessed 
in the Senate, and which ended in the engender- 
ing of that unrivaled specimen, that ne plus ultra 
produciion, that chef d’euvre, and everlasting 
masterpiece of the non-committal policy which 
now stands upon your Journal as a judgment. of 
condemnation against President Jackson! 

Mr. B. said he was an enemy to monopolies, 


and must express his dissatisfaction to them in ! 


whatsoever shape they were presented to his 
view. Here was.a monopoly—a new and strange 
monopoly; it was a monopoly of non-committal 
and of irresponsibility, and that by friends pres- 
ent to the prejudice of their friends absent. The 
Kentucky legislative resolve, all the State legis- 
lative resolves, all the resolves of all the public 
meetings, and all the petitions of the one hundred 
and twenty thousand petitioners sent into the 
Senate, were direct and san in their charges 
against the President.. ` They all charged, in di- 
rect terms, the violation of the laws and Consti- 
tation; and all. grounded their charges upon the 
dismissal of Mr. Duane, the appointment of Mr. 
Taney, the assumption of the responsibility, the 
removal of the deposits, and the danger to the 
liberties of the people. They all specified these 
acts, and therefore fully committed themselves, 
and now stand committed upon them. So did 
their friends and leaders où this floor. All were 
even at the atart. All were in the same predica- 
ment up to the memorable 28th day of March, 
1834. to that day all were together in the 


e transacted by : 


time to have its effect. Monday was the first day |, 
and the great elections were to begin; |; 


Caudine Forks; but now the leaders and the fol- 


its branches, which figured exclusively in the 
firat and second forms, were all expunged in the | 
third form! and not one word retained, which 


lowers are divided. The leaders extricated them- 
selves;. they, uncommitted themselves; they.cut 
loose from the bank and all. its griefs. and com- 
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Htati 7 "i The politician should do the same. 
reason, sir, was this: at the commencement of | 


plaints. They dropped everything which could 
connect them, upon the record, with the bank and 
its cause; ensconced themselves in the mystifica- 
tion of amphibological phrases; and now stand 
untrammeled, unpledged, untied, uncommitted, 
and non-committed upon one single allegation 
of law or fact on which responsibility can be in- 
curred, or an issue can be taken. This is wrong. 
The leaders should never desert their followers; 
they should never leave their deluded associates 
in the larch. The military man shares the fate 
of his soldiers; he saves them or dies with them! 
No monop- 
oly of escape is allowed to one any more than to 
the other. Here is a case for sympathy and re- 
lief—for interposition and help. The followers 
should be allowed to escape with the leaders; they 
should be allowed to cut loose from the bank; 
they should be permitted to uncommit them- 
selves; and for that purpose should have leave to 
withdraw and amend; to amend by striking out 
every Oe that relates. to the deposits, the Sec- 
retaries, the liberties of the people, the responsi- 
bility, &c., and float at large upon the undefinable 
and intangible denunciation of ‘ THE LATE EX- 
ECUTIVE PROCEEDINGS IN RELATION TO THE REV- 


. ENuE!’? 


IV. My fourth preposition applies to the doc- 


` trine of legal implications, and affirms that what 


nate, yatil the pressure | 


‘might legally com 


has been withdrawn upon objection, cannot after- 
wards be understood, by implication, to remain 
a part of the record. The proposition, for ita 
better understanding, will be re It is in these 
words: i , 

& And whereas the specifications contained in the first 


‘| and second forns of the resolve, having been objected toin 


debate, and shown to be insufficient to sustain the charges 
they were adduced tu support, and it being well Lelieved 
that no majority could be obtained to vote for the said speci- 
fications, and the same having been actually withdrawn by 


' the mover in the face of the whole Senate, in consequence 
: of such objection and belief, and before any vote taken 


thereupon, the said specifications could not afterwards be 
admitted by any rule of parliamentary practice, or by any 
principle of legal implication, secret intendment, or mental 
reservation, to remain and continue a part of the written 
‘and public resolve from which they were thus withdrawn; 
and, if they could be so admitted, they would not be suf- 
cient to sustain the charges therein contained.’’ 

The proposition contains three points: 1. An 
affirmation; 2. A rule of law; 3. An issue offered. 
The affirmation, in part, 18 proved by the record; 
namely, that the specifications of President Jack- 
son’s supposed illegal and unconstitutional con- 
duct, were all withdrawn; ‘and the remainder of 
it, namely, that they were withdrawn because no 
majority, not even a party one, could be got to 


|-vote for them, can be proved by the Senators then 


and now present. The rule of law is too clear 
for argument. It is known to every apprentice 
to the law, that what is given up upon the face 


| of the record, cannot be retained as a part of the 


case by any fiction of pleading, legal intendment, 
constructive implication, mental reservation, or 
supposititious reintegration whatsoever. - The is- 
sue is open and bold, that if the specifications can 
be saved by implication, they are insufficient to 
justify the condemnation; and to the trial of this 
issue, we challenge and defy the whole power of 
the. Opposition. . . 

V. My fifth proposition affirms the total impro- 
priety, and the particular unconstitutionality of 
the Senate’s proceeding against President Jack- 
son. Itis in these words: ot 

c And whereas the Senate being the constitutional tribunal 
for the trial of the President when charged by the House of 
Representatives with offenses against the law pud the Con- 
stitution, the adoption of the said resolve before any im- 
peachment was preferred by the Honse, was a breath of 
the privileges of the House, a violation of the Constitution, 
a subversion of justice, a prejudication of a question which 
e before the Senate, anda, Gigun eation 

body to perform its constitutional duty with fairness 
e amipartyality. i if the President shotld thereafter be regu- 
larly impeached by the House of Representatives for the 


same offense.” 

In this proposition (said Mr. B.) I take my 
stand upon the same ground which I took in the 
case of Mr. Barry in February, 1831, and in the 
case of President Jackson in January, 1834. What 
I said in the case of Mr. Barry, five years ago, 
has been read; what I said in the case of Presi- 
dent Jackson, two years ago, will be read now. 
It is done for two purposes; first, to show that 
we stand upon the same ground now which we 
occupied then; and neat, to let it be seen that the 
expunging process is no afterthought with us; 
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as spe naa i 

and that gentlemen are not allowed to take a dis- i 
tinction between expunging now and expunging 
then; their power alone having prevented the 
expurgation at the same session, the same day, 
and the same instant, at which the unjust and 
unrighteous sentence was passed. 

Mr. B. here read from the debate of February, 
1S4: ' 
v Mr. Bextros said that the first of these reso- 
‘lutions contained impeachable matter, and was, 
tin tact, though net in form, a direct impeach- 
ement of the President. He recited the consti- 
‘tutional provision that the President might be 
t impeached, 1. for treason; 2. for bribery; 3. for 
‘other high crimes; 4. for misdemeanors; and 
t said thatthe first resolution charged both a high 
t crime and a misdemeanor; the crime in violating 
* the laws and Constitution in seizing upon illegal 
‘and ungranted power over the public Treasury, 
‘to the danger of the liberties of the people; the 
s misdemeanor in dismissing the late Secretary of 
‘the Treasury from office. Mr. B. said that the 
* terms of the resolution were sufficiently explicit 
*to define a high crime-within the meaning of the 
‘ Constitution, without having recourse to the ar- 
*guments and declarations used by the mover of 
* the resolution in illustration of his meaning; but 
‘if any doubt remained on that head, it would be 
t removed by the whole tenor of the argument, 
tand especially that part of it which compared 
t the President’s conduct to that of Cæsar in seiz- 
“ing the public treasure in Rome to aid him in 
s putting an end to the liberties of his country; 
‘and every Senator, in voting upon it, would vote 
‘as directly upon the guilt or innocence of the 
‘ President as if he was responding to the question 
‘of guilty or not guilty in the concluding scene 
tof a formal impeachment. We are, then, (said 
‘Mr. B.,) trying an impeachment! But how? 
‘The Constitution gives to the House of Repre- 
‘sentatives the sole power to originate impeach- 
t ments; yet we originate this impeachment our- 
‘selves. The Constitution gives the accused a 
‘right to be present; but he is not here. It re- 
s quires the Senate to be sworn as judges; but we 
‘are not so sworn. It requires the Chief Justice 
‘of the United States to preside when the Presi- 
‘dent is tried; but the Chief Justice is not here 
‘presiding. It gives the House of Representa- 
‘tives aright to be present, and to manage the 
t prosecution; but neither the House nor its man- 
‘agers attend this proceeding. It requires the 
s forms of criminal justice to be strictly observed; 
‘ yet all these forms are neglected or violated. It 
tis a proceeding without law, without justice, 
t without precedent! in which the Chief Magis- 
* trate of the Republic is to be tried without being 
t heard, and in which his accusers are to act as 

‘his judges.” 

‘This is what I said two years ago. I choose 
to refer to it as then said, and to repeat it now, 
first, to show that my present opinions of the con- 
duct of the Seiaic were formed two years ago, 
and fully expressed then, and are not tlie creation 
of subsequent events and afterthoughis; and sec- 
ondly, that the specifications then made were laid 
hold of, and expressly objected to, as showing 
the impeachment character of the resolution; so 
that the proof is clear that they were withdrawn 
to avoid objections which could not be answered, 
and on which votes could not be taken. I thus, 
show that the opinions expressed in this fifth | 
proposition are as old as the commencement of 
the Senate’s proceeding against the President; ' 
and what is, perhaps, more material, I have : 
shown, from the resolutions proposed in the Ken- , 
tucky Legislature, in the case of Judge Innis, : 
that they were expressed by others long before I 
had any occasion to form opinions upon such 
subjects. I will place my proposition by the side 
of that resolution, and leave it to any one to show 
adifference, except inthe circumstance that makes 
the conduct of the Senate many ten thousand 
times more censurable than the conduct of the 
Kentucky General Assembly. 

It was thus, Mr. President, that I challenged 
the unconstitutionality of the Senate’s proceed- 
ing on the moment of the first introduction of this 
fatal resolution. I did so from a thorough con- 


viction of its total infringement of the Constitu- `: 


tion. J knew then, and Í know now, what was :' : ; ] 
due to the Senate; and what was implicated of | merely historical, and intended to preserve the i 


_Expurgation of the Journal—Mr. Benton. 


SENATE. 


k E a KOT p i! 
myself in the expression of such an opinion. I! 


knew that I spoke under a just and mighty re- 
sponsibility to that enlightened discernment and 
high moral sense of the community which no 
man may be permitted to disregard, and which is 
So prompt to perceive, and so able to avenge, the 
outrage of unjust accusation. I knew that the 
charge must be made good or recoil upen its au- 
thor; and I went on at that time to justify the 
challenge which I had made. Will the Senate 
indulge me in the reading of a few words of what 
l then said, and which will stand for a part of 
my speech now? This is the part which I beg 
leave to repeat. 

Mr. B. then read from the same debate: 

“ Mr. Benton called upon the Senate to consider 
‘well what they did before they proceeded further 
‘in the consideration of this resolution. He called 
‘upon them to consider what was due to the House 
‘of Representatives, whose privilege was'invaded, 
‘and who had a right, and which had a right, to 
‘send a message to the Senate complaining of the 
‘proceeding, and demanding its abandonment. 
‘ He conjured them to consider what was due to 
‘the President, who was thus to be tried in his 
“absence for a most enormous crime—what was 
‘due to the Senate itself in thus combining the 
‘incompatible characters of accusers and judges, 
‘and which would itself be judged by Europe and 
‘America. He dwelt particularly on the figure 
‘which the Senate would make in going on with 
t the consideration of this resolution. It accused 
‘the President of violating the Constitution, and 
‘itself committed twenty violations of the same 
‘Constitution in making the accusation. Itac- 
‘cused him of violating a single law, and itself 
‘ violated all the laws of criminal justice in pros- 
‘ecuting him for it! It charged him with con- 
t duct dangerous to the liberties of the people; 
‘and immediately trampled upon the rights of all 
‘ citizens in the gratuitous assumption to protect 
‘them from that illusory danger.” 

Mr. B. would close this head. It was a pain- 
ful one. Ut was a pointed and severe condemna- 
tion of the Senate’s conduct; but not more so 
than had been pronounced in Kentucky ina case 
many thousand degrees below the culpability of 
the present one. Mr. B. would confront his 
proposition with the concluding resolve in the 

entucky case, and appeal to all candid men to 
say if the censure then pronounced is not many 
ten thousand times more applicable to the Senate, 
who are the constitutional triers of President 
Jackson, than to the Kentucky General Assem- 
bly, who were not the triers of Judge Innis. 

The fifth proposition. The Kentucky resolution. 


©The Senate being the con- “That the Constitution 
stitutional tribunal for the and Jaws of the land secur- 


trial of the President when 
charged by the House of Rep- 
resentatives with offenses 
against the Jaws and Consti- 
tution, the adoption of the 
said resolution before any int- 
peachment was preferred by 
the House, was a breach of 
the privileges of the House, 
a violation of the Constitu- 
tion, a subversion of justice, 


ing to each citizen, whether 
in or out of office, a fair and 
impartial trial, whether by 
impeachment or at common 
law, the example of a legis- 
lative body, before the com- 
mencement of any prosecu- 
tion, expressing an opinion 
upon the guilt or innocence 
of an implicated individual, 
would tend to subvert the 


fundamental principles of 


a prejudication ofa question f 
jusuce.” 


which might come before the 
Senate, and a disqualifiea- 
tion of that body to perform 
_ its constitutional duty with 
fairness and impartiality, if 
the President should be after- 
: wards regularly impeached 
by the House of Representa- 
, tives for the same offense.” 
l . . a,t 
' VI. Mr. B. took up his sixth proposition, and 
read it: 

“ And whereas, the temperate, respectful, and argument- 
ative defense and protest of the President against the afore- 
said proceedings of the Senate was rejected and repulsed 
by that body, and was voted to be a breach of its privileges, 


and was not permitted to be entered on its Journal, or |: 


printed among its documents, while all inemorials, peti- | 
tions, resolves, and remonstrances against the President, | 
however violent or unfounded, and calculated to inflame 
the people against him, were duly and honorably received, ! 
encomiastically commented upon in speeches, read at the 
. table, ordered to be printed with the Jong list of names at- 
tached, referred to the Finanee Committee for consider- 


ation, filed away among the public archives, and now con- 
stitute a part of the public documents of the Senate, to be | 
handed down to the latest posterity.” 
Resuming his speech, Mr. B, went on to say | 
that the statements in this proposition were 


memory of the manner in which the defense of 
the President was repulsed, and the attacks of 
his assailants were received. The proof of the 
main allegations will be found in the Journals of 
the session of 1833-34; but what that Journal 
docs not show, and what no history can ever 
adequately tell, is the violence and fury with 
which the President was denounced, and his pro- 
test stigmatized during all that period. It was a 
period which covered the progress of the Virginia 
elections, which, protracted through the month 
of April in that State, are extended in some in- 
stances into the month of May. The debate in 
the Senate on the protest was calculated for the 
meridian of that State, and spread over the three 
weeks that the remaining elections had to con- 
tinue; and during all that time a daily torrent of 
invective was poured upon his head, and lan- 
guage the most furious and contumelious was 
lavished upon him, exhibiting, perhaps, a degree 
of virulence in the breasts of those who had just 
been acting as judges never before witnessed in 
our America, never seen in England since the 
time that Jeffries rode the western circuit, and 
never seen in France before or since the time when 
the revolutionary tribunal sat in judgment upon 
the noblest spivits of the country, and called up, to 
be insulted at the bar, those whom it dismissed 
to be detruncated on the scaffold. This scene 
ended in the adoption of the resolution which will 
be found at page 253 of the Senate Journal for the 
session of 1833-34: ‘‘ THAT THE AFORESAID PRO- 
TEST IS A BREACH OF THE PRIVILEGES OF THE 
SENATE, AND THAT IT BE NOT ENTERED ON THE 
Journa.s.”’ 

A breach of their privileges! The attempt of 
the President, after sentence pronounced upon 
him, to show that it ought not to have been pro- 
nounced, to be solemnly voted to be a breach of 
the privileges of this Senate! What are, then, 
our privileges? Is it the privilege of the Senate 
to condemn without hearing, and to insult whom 
itcondemns? In the language of the Kentucky 
resolutions, is it their privilege to arraign the 
public officer who may have committed a violation 
of the laws and Constitution of the Union, and 
to fix an indelible stigma upon him, without the 
forms of trial or judicial proceedings ? Is it their 
privilege to consume the public treasure, and the 
public time in investigating subjects not within 
their sphere? Is it their privilege to violate the 
right to that fair and impartial trial which the 
Constitution and the laws of the land have secured 
to every citizen in or out of office, whether tri~ 
able by impeachment or at common law? Is it 
their privilege to exhibit the example of a legis- 
lative body, before the commencement of any 
prosecution, expressing an opinion upon the guilt 
or innocence of an implicated individual, and thus 
subverting the fundamental principles of justice? 
More than all, is it the privilege of the Senate 
to try the President of the United States upon 
charges put forth by the Bank of the United 
States, and to use against him the fifty pages of 
accusation furnished by the bank, and not receive 
one word of defense offered by himself? Is it the 
privilege of the Senate to act as witnesses, pros- 
ecutors, and judges in the same case? fs it their 
privilege to withdraw specifications from the rec- 
ord, and retain them in the mind? to make a ver- 
dict upon compromise, and to condemn the Pres- 
ident without being able to tell for what? Is it 
their privilege to receive petitions from one hun- 
dred and twenty thousand people, demanding the 
condemnation of the President, and not hear one 
word from himself in vindication of his innocence? 


| If these are the privileges of the Senate, then has 
: the President violated those privileges by protest- 
| ing against them. I é 
‘placed another entry upon its Journal, which 


If not, then has the Senate 


truth and justice would require to be taken off. 
Mr. President, this condemnation of President 
Jackson for violating the privileges of the Senate 
is a much more serious affair than would seem 
to persons not familiar with parliamentary law. 
It is a conviction for a crime !—for a crime which 
may affect the independence, the existence, and 
the purity of the body. It is a crime for which 
the Senate has a right to punish the offender—to 
take him into custody by their Sergeant-at-Arms, 


‘and have him brought to the bar of the Senate, 


reprimanded, imprisoned, or required to apolo- 
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ize. In cases of imprisonment the party is not 
Bailable, nor can he be released upon habeas 
corpus; so that here is a condemnation of the 
President, by virtue of which the Senate could 
make the President their prisoner, and keep him 
in confinement without the right to legal release. 
In England there is but one instance of the House 
of Commons having declared the King to have 
violated the privileges of Parliament, and that 
declaration was followed by civil war, and the 
eventual death of the King. 
Charles the First going in person to demand the 
arrest of the five members, Hampden, A 
Holles, Strowd, and Haslerig. The House of 
Commots voted the demand to be a violation of 
their privileges, and that the violation of privile 
was the overthrow of Parliament. Here are t 
words of the resolve: That the violating the privi- 
leges of Parliament is the overthrow of Parliament, 
and acted accordingly, for the civil war immedi- 
ately began, and ended, as everybody knows, in 
e dea’ 


not follow up the vote to do something in vindi- 
cation of those privileges? Why not follow out 
the judgment? If true, it ought to be enforced: 
if not true, it ought not to have been pronounced. 
Was it sufficient that the Virginia elections were 
impending, and that effect there would satisfy jus- 
tice here? This was twice in the same session that 
the President was pronounced guilty of criminal 
offenses, and twice permitted to go unpunished 


by the gratuitous clemency of hie judges. ` Yes, | 


sir, gratuitous clemency! pardon, without peti- 
tion for mercy; for the man who does not *‘ stain 
the honor of his country by making an apology 
for speaking truth in the performance of duty”? 
does not compromise the dignity of his species 
by impetrating pardons from judges who eon- 
demn without hearing, and reject, as insult, a 
protestation of innocence! ' 
` Mr. B. took up his seventh and last proposi- 
tion, and read it. It wasin these words: `’ 


“ And whereas the said resolve was introduced, debated, 
and adopted at a time, and under circumstances which had 
the effect of cooperating with the Bank of the United States 
in the parricidal attempt which that institution was then 

„making to produce a panic and pressure in the country—to 
destroy the confidence of the people in President Jackson 
—to paralyze his administration—to govern the eléctions— 
to bankrupt the State banks—ruin their currency—fill the 
whole Union with terror and distress—and thereby to ex- 

` tort from the sufferings and alarms of the people the resto- 
ration of the deposits and the renewal of its charter.” 


In support of this proposition, (said Mr. B.,) 
I propose to read, before I 
proofs, the prediction which Mr. Jefferson made 
thirty years ago, and in which he described to the 
life, and foretold to the letter, the exact conduct 
of which the present Bank of the United States 
has just been guilty: : de 
“ This institation is one of the most deadly hostility ex- 
isting agains} the principles. and the form of our-Constite- 
tion. The nation is, at this time, so strong and united in 
its sentiments, that it cannot. be shaken at this moment; 
` but suppose a series of untoward events to occur, sufficient 
to bring into doubt the competency of a republican Govern- 
' ment to meet a crisis of great danger, or to unhinge the con- 
fidence of the people in the public functionaries; an insti- 
tution like this, penetrating by its branches every part of 
the Union, acting by command and in phalanx, may, ina 
critical moment, upset the Government. I deem no Gov- 
. €mment safe which is under the vassalage of self-consti- 
tuted authorities, or any other authority than that of the 
nation, or its regular functionaries. What an obstruction 
could not this Bank of the United States, with all its 
branches, be in time of war! It might dictate to us the 
peace we should accept, or withdraw its aids. Ought we 
then to give further growth to an institution so powerful, so 
hostile? That it is so hostile we know ; first, from a knowl- 
edge of the principles of the persons composing the body of 
directors in every bank, principal -or branch, and those of 
most of the stockholders; secondly, from their opposition 
to the measures and principles of the Government, and to 
the election o1 those friendly to them ; thirdly, from the sen- 
timents of the newspapers they support. Now, while we 
are strong, it is the greatest duty we owe te the safety of 
our Constitution to bring this powerful enemy to a perfect 
subordination under its authorities; and the first measure 
would be to reduce them to an equat footing only with other 
banks as to the favors.of the Government.” : 


Such was the prediction! The fulfillment took 
place in the winter of 1833-34, and ‘we all beheld 
it. That the Bank of the United States plotted 
and machinated the panic and préssure then pro- 
duced is a fact that nobody doubts at present, 
and few deny. It was a plot against the Govern- 
ment, and against the property of the country. 
If proof was necessary to establish the faet, it 


It-was the case of | 


of the King. After voting that Presi- ` 
dent Jackson had violated their privileges, why | 


produce the direct |: 
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could be had in a thousand ways, a few of which 
I will now briefly enumerate. 

1. There was no necessity for the pressure. 
| This ie proved by the fact that the bank had made 
| two curtailments before the pressure, and had cur- 
| tailed upwards of three millions more than she 
! had lost by the removal of the deposits. The 
| amount of deposits on the lst of October was 
i. $9,868,435, of which $3,066,561 remained unre- 
| moved at the commencement of the pressure, and 
until it was over. The whole removal then was | 
oane To meet and cover this loss, the 
i ank had aad by orders sent out in August, 
' as soon as it knew the removal was to be made, 


| sum of $5,825,000, making $9,868,436, and being `: 
| the full amount of all the deposits, and $22,500 
: over; so that to repair a loss of about six millions 


:in about nine millions and three quarters. So 
well did the bank know that it had no exeuse for 
making a further cartailment on account of the | 
removal of the deposits, that it did pot dare to 
state that falsehood to its own branches, which 

i knew the truth, but placed the third curtailment, 

| which was ordered in January, and produced the 

| pressure, wholly upon different grounds, namely, 

i** upon the new measures of hostility understood 

: * to be in contemplation.” But what places this | 
point beyond the power of guilt itself to dery, is | 
that the whole amount collected from the people 

conse the pressare, and about one hundred thou- 

sand dollars over, amounting in the whole-to about 

, three millions five hdndred thousand dollars, was 

remitted to Europe to lie idle in the hands of 

(agents there, until long after the pressure was : 

over.) i i iisi et 


-apon the businessythe P 
i and the commerce of the country, was J sitios 

: the universality of its operations,;and the system | 
i of its efforts in‘all parte of the country at the ; 


-kapas Creek, from. the Dismal Swamp in Vir- | 
| ginia to Boonslick in Missouri, everywhere. that 


country, the scene was the same. ‘Shops and 
factories shut; wages reduced; workmen and day 
laborers dismissed; loans: refused to business | 
men, and granted to brokers; the exchanges 
doubled at some points, and stopped at others; 
| public meeti held; the. President: denounced 
for all the mischief which the bank itself was 
perpetrating; committees sent on to petition Con- 
gress; itinerantorators addressing the peoplein the 
streets and on taverh steps, even on Sundays, to 
| excite and exasperate the people; the most alarm- 
jing reports constantly put in circulation; the 
, whole crowned’ by the great distress jubilee in 
ithe cow-yard at Powelton, in the purlieus of 


and by the fraternal reception of the four mem- | 
bers of the Finance Committee of ‘the Senate. | 
- 3. The attacks. upon the credit and currency | 
of the State banks, the predictions of their insol- | 
vency, and ‘the efforts to make them so, were | 
clear proof of the designs of the Bank of the Uni- | 
; ted States to bankrupt these institutions, and to | 


out the Union. This attack was general against : 
the whole six hundred banks in the country, but | 
hottest, heaviest, and longest continued against 
the banks, and especially the safety-fund banks, | 
of New York. The heaviest artillery of the Uni- | 
| ted States Bank press was directed against them, 
and at ‘the same time the Bank of the United 
i States was lauded; in its own publications, as the 
| -only cheek to the corruption and political pre- 
‘dominance of the safety-fund system, and the 
Albany regency which founded and directed it. 
The Quarterly Review, a periodical published 
under the eyes of the bank, and devoted to its 
interests, had publicly opened the batteries upon 
these points, and carefully indicated every sepa- 
-rate point to the subaltern assailants. Hiere are 
‘extracts from that journal which attest this asger- | 
tion, and show the true origin of all the assaults 
upon the name, character, institutions, and citi- , 
zens of New York which i n 
and particularly displayed themselves in this | 
Chamber during the whole panic session: 


t 


i the sum of $4,066,000; and in October the further ‘| 


i and three quarters, the bank had already called | 


2. ‘The parrieidal nature of the bank attacks ; 
rosperity, the confidence, ‘| | 


i same time.: From Passamaquoddy. Bay to Atta- | 


the. bank had power to excite-and disturb: the |; 


i Philadelphia; by the insulting-repulse ef the se- |; 


| leet committee of the House of Representatives; ment; that great changes in public affairs were 


ii suddenly expected; that the bank was contend- 


produce a scene of general insolvency through- f conform its policy to the change; that is to say, 


rvaded the Union, |; 
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y From the March number for 1831. 

* Let us, for example, suppose that a system of 
was adopted for a State, by which, under the color of gu 
ing the public against their insolvency, those institutions 
were subjected to a surveillance and control, which were 
calculated to make them feel their dependence on the State 
governments, and, when this plan was matured, to make 
them obsequious to its will. Would not every friend of the 
political purity of the State, and the independent spirit of 

| its citizens, wish to see a scheme of this character frus- 
' trated? And what means se conducive as the Bank of the 
i United States?” 


: From the March number for 1832. 
‘ Besides these contrivances to consolidate the banking 


| system of that State into one great machine, a further con- 


centration of power ìs obtained and vested in a few indi- 
, Viduals around the seat of Government,* by means of that 
portion of the public revenue appropriated to the redem 
tion of the canal loans. This institution is in the hands ofa 
; few leading men of the prevailing party in that State ;¢ and 
in the incorporating of the new banks, for severa] years 
past, efforts have been made to provide in the distribution 
of stock for euch as fraternize with them in political senti- 
: ment in the places where the new banks are located, so as, 
in general to give tothem a controloverthem. The conse- 
quence has been, that an undue share of banking influence 
, has been concentrated in the hands of the dominant party, 
and they now stand rendy to control the banking system of 
the State, or in case the United States Bank be not rechar- 


.. tered, to take upon themselves the transaction of the ex- 


change business.” 
Mr. B. referred to the secret orders sent to the 


` branches in January, 1834, for the third curtail- 
i ment, for corroboration of what he had said. 


i was distinctly shown to be political, and to have 
| reference to 


changes in public 
‘orm ith policy to 
| dur, ou will ba 
| Mr. 


er 9 
affairs, which may 
big 


30th January. The passage is this: 


“ On the defeat of these attasipte to the Bank de- 
nds, in our judgment, not metely the.pecuniary interesta, 
ut the whole free institutions of our country; and our de- 


termination is, by even a temporary sacrifice of profit, to 


place the bank entirely beyond the reach of those who med- 
itate its destruction.” , 

Mr. B. said that these letters were as plain a9 
such communications could be expected to be, in 
| letting these confidential and distant branches, 
for none others received the same intimations, 
know that the bank was at war with the Govern- 


| ing for the free institutions of the country, and 


| meant to ineur temporary sacrifices of property 


to incur them; and that as soon as the changes 
took place; that is to say,as soon as the Admin- 
istration was overthrown, these distant branches 
should be informed of it, and the bänk would 


would stop the pressure, and pour. put its. money 
in loans and accommodations, in support of the 

arty that everthrew the tyrant. is is the 
fiter and fajr interpretation of the letters; and if 
anybody wishes for mare evidence to convince 
them of the wantonness and wickedness of. the 
curtailment at New Orleans, where it was so 
heavy, and where so much mischief was done to 
merchants and traders, and to the produce of the 
upper country, it can be found in the fact, that 
the: bank shipped off to Europe, immediately, 
the whole amount it curtailed, to lie in Europe 
i undrawn for, until long after the panic was 

ver. 3 TT 
ss That the design of this bank was to unhinge 
the confidence of the people in their public func- 
tionaries, and to upset the Government, was 
proved not only by the ferocity of the warfare 
carried. on against the President, and the House 
. * The Albany Regency. t The aforesaid regency. 
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of Representatives which stood by him, and by 
the plaudits showered upon the Senate which was 
attacking him, but by the express declarations and ; 
ostentatious proclamations of the bank itself; for ' 
to such a pitch of unparalleled audacity was the | 
impudence of that institution carried by its confi- 
dence in its own moneyed power, and the codper- 
ative effect of the Senate’s conduct, that far from 
denying, it boasted and gloried in its determina- 
tion to drive the usurper, interloper, and profligate 
adventurer, as the President was called, from the 
high place which he dishonored. Here is one 
of these declarations, issued by the President 
of the bank himself, and published in the organ , 


of the bank, the Philadelphia National Gazette. | 


«The great contest now waging in this country is between 
its free institutions and the violence of the vulgar despotism. 
The Government is turned into a baneful faction, and the 
spiritof liberty contends against it throughout the country. 
On the one hand is this miserable cabal, with all the patron- 
age of the Executive ; on the other the yet unbroken mind 
and heart of the country, with the Senate and the BANK. 
The House of Representatives, hitherto the instinctive 
champion of freedom, shaken by the intrigues of the kitchen, 


hesitates for a time, but cannot fail before long to break its : 


own fetters first, and then those of the country. In that 
quarrel we predict they who administer the bank will shrink 
from no proper share which the country may assign to them. 
Personally they must be as indifferent as any of their fellow 
citizens to the recharter of the bank; but they will not suf- 
fer themselves, nor the institution intrusted to them, to be 
‘the instrument of private wrong and public outrage; nor 
will they omit any effort to rescue the institutions of the 
country from being trodden under foot by a faction of inter- 
lopers. To these profligate adventurers, whether their 
power is displayed in the executive or legislative depart- 
ment, the directors of the bank will, we are satisfied, never 
yield the thousandth part of an inch of their own personal 
rights, or their own official duties: and will continue this 
resistance until the country, roused to a proper sense of its 
dangers and its wrongs, shall drive these usurpers out of 
‘the high places they dishonor.”? 


This public avowal of the design of the bank to 
upset the Administration has been confirmed by 
subsequent developments, and since the Prince- 
ton address may be considered as the fixed and 
permanent policy of the institution. In that ad- 
dress the President of the bank thus holds forth: 


tc Never desert the country—never despond over its mis- 
fortunes. Confront its betrayers, as madmen are made to 
quail beneath the stern gaze of fearless reason. They will 
denounce you. Disregard their outcries—it is oniy the 
scream of the vultures whom they scare from their prey. 
They will seek to destroy you. Rejoice that yourcountry’s 
enemies are yours. You can never fall more worthily than 
in defending her from her degenerate children. If over- 
borne by this tumult, and the cause seems hopeless, con- 
tinue self-sustained and self-possessed. Retire to your fields, 
but look beyond them. Nourish your spirits with medita- 
tion on the mighty dead who have saved their country. 
From your own quiet elevation, watch calmly this servile 
route, as ita tiumph sweeps before you. The avenging 
hour will at last come. It cannot be that our free nation 
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the only remedy for existing evils, that the public money 
may be restored to the Bank of the United States, and that 
the Bank may be rechartered with suitable modifications. 
“Mr. Cray presented the memorial of one thousand 
seven hundred citizens of York county, Pennsylvania, 
| praying, as the only means of restoring public and private 
credit, the public money may be restored to the Bank of the 
: United States, and that that bank may be rechartered with 
suitable modifications. 
“ He presented the proceedings and resolutions adopted 


at a meeting of the citizens of Butler county, Pennsyl- , 


vania, opposed to all the acts of the Executive in relation 
tothe public money and the Bank of the United States, 
and in favor of rechartering that bank. 

“ He presented the memorial of seven hundred citizens 
of Mason county, Kentucky, remonstrating against the acts 
of the Executive in relation to the public money and the 
Bank of the United States, as an usurpation of power, and 
dangerous to the liberties and happiness of the people, and 
' praying for its restoration, and a recharter of the bank.” 

Such were the memorials presented on Friday, 
the 27th day of June, accompanied by the usual 
lamentations over the ruin of the country, and 
‘ the usual commiseration for the hard fate of the 
‘bank, and the usual reiteration of the impossi- 

bility of relieving the distress until the deposits 

were restored, or the recharter renewed. Such 
| was the scene going on in this Chamber; while 
| on the same identical day, and, peradventure, in 
i| the same hour, the bank, calm as a summer’s 
|, morning, was quietly adopting a resolve to put 

| an end to the game—to cease curtailing—to re- 
| store exchanges—to loan five or ten millions of 

| dollars—to make money plenty, and to expand 
‘| its currency with more rapidity than it had ever 
The resolve was adopted at the 


contracted it. 
| board, and the result communicated to the New 


| York merchants with that flippant levity which , 


| discriminates one branch of the bank school from 
|i the ponderous verbosity of the other. The com- 


‘| munication, in the lightest style of an unimport- ' 


|, ant note, stated that Congress was about to rise 
|| without doing anything for the relief of the coun- 
| try; so the bank would relieve the country itself, 
and immediately commenced loaning and expand- 
| ing with all possible rapidity. And so ended the 


' agony of six months; the light and flippant con- 
į clusion of the panic being in exact proportion to 
| the audacity of its conception, and the ferocity of 
i| its execution. So true were the words of Presi- 
i| dent Jackson, who constantly told the distress 
|| committees to go back to Mr. Biddle, that he 
‘could relieve them at any hour that he pleased! 
i| But what are we to think of the insolence of this 
| institution, its contemptuous indifference to its 
: friends in the Senate, to let them continue to go 


the deposits made the distress, and nothing could re- 


can long endure the vulgar dominion of ignorance and prof- 
ligacy. You will itse to see the laws reéstablished — these | 
banditti will be scourged hack to their caverns—the peniten- 
tiary will reclaim its fugitives in office, and the only remem- 
brance which history will preserve of them is the energy with | 
which you resisted and defeated them.” i 


The levity and flippancy with which the pres- :; 


sure was abandoned by the bank in Philadelphia, 

without giving notice to its friends in the Senate, 
` was a circumstance on which Mr. B. dwelt at: 

large, not only to show the wantonness of the 


ressure, but the insolence of the bank towards | 


its friends and champions. He wished to recall 
to the recollection of the Senate the scene of Fri- 
day the 27th day of June, in the year of the panic 
session. It was a day of heavy presentation of 
‘ distress memorials, and great delivery of distress 
speeches. 
which the panic had produced. 
. a rally for the last final effort. 
alarm guns fire quicker—the tocsin ring louder— 


It seemed to be 


or the distress flag float higher, than on that day. | 


The speeches which ushered in the distress me- 
morials might be lost, or imperfectly reported; 
bat a statement of the memorials is preserved upon 
the Journal, and from that source I will read them 
to the Senate: f 

Mr. B. then read from the Journal of Friday, 
the 27th of June, 1834: 

« Mr. Henpricks presented the petition of upwards of 
five hundred citizens of Marion county, Indiana, disap- 
proving the removal of the public deposits, and praying a 
recharter of the Bank of the United States. 

“Mr. Ewina presented the memorial of one hundred and 
three citizens of Harrison township, Piqua county, Ohio, 
disapproving the removal of the public money from the 
Bank of the United States, and in favor of a national 

ank. 

“ Mr. TomtiNson presented the memorial of the citizens 


of Newtown, Fairfield county, Connecticut, praying, as | 


It was one of the most alarming days | 


Never did the ` 


lieve that distress but the restoration of the deposits 


j 


and appearing in her true condition, bids adieu 
to the panic, makes a laugh at the whole affair, 
and goes on to run upits loans and circulation to 
| the highest amount that the country would take. 

I know, Mr. President, that the four members 
of our Finance Committee made a report in favor 


prove its innocence of everything laid to its charge; 
but I know also, that the report was incorrect in 
‘| its views, mistaken in facts and in law, partial to 
l| the bank, unjust tothe President and to the House 
‘| of Representatives and to Mr. Taney, injurious 
to the people, and dangerous to their rights and 
|| liberties. I know this to be the character of that 
report, for I studied it well, and made a motion 
| at the last sesaion to recommit it, that I might 

have an opportunity of showing what it was. 
i| That motion was laid upon the table by the friends 
‘| of the bank, and I was precluded from making 
i my exposition of its errors and infirmities; but 
what I was able to do then I am able to do now; 
i and if any one member of that committee shall 
'| dissent from the judgment I have now pronounced 
upon their work I hold myself hound and ready 
to make it good, and even to show that I have 
spoken in terms of limited censure and subdued 
moderation in respect toit. The gentleman who 
‘i was the organ of the report [Mr. Tyler] is no 


j 


if 


ii remain to defend their work; and we all remember 
+ that it was announced at the time that the com- 
i mittee were unanimous in that report. 

| That it was the misfortune of the Senate so to 


on in the old strain, singing to the old tune, and | 
repeating that eternal ditty: ‘ That the removal of , 


|i or the renewal of the charter;’? and thus exposing į 
themselves to ridicule in the Senate at the very ; 
! moment that the bank, throwing off all disguise, 


of the bank, and which will be relied upon to” 


ii longer here; but three members of the committee | 


act during all this frightful scene, as to have the 
effect of codperating with the Bank of the United 
States, itis now my duty to show. With motives 
or intentions, I have nothing to do; I deal with 
acts alone! and limiting myself to the most sub- 
dued style of historical narrative, I proceed to 
enumerate the leading points which give to the 
Senate’s conduct the fatal aspect of a coöperation 
with the bank. 

1. The nature and specifications of the charges 
preferred by the Senate against the President; 
being the same which the Bank had previously 
set forth in all the newspapers engaged in its in- 
terest, and in that famous manifesto of which I 
have given the origin and read some parts. 

2. The arguments used by Senators in support 
of these charges; being the same which had been 
previously used by the bank in all its publica- 
tions, and especially in that authentic manifesto. 

3. The adoption of all these speeches and re- 
ports by the bank; about eight hundred thousand 
copies of which are ascertained to have been paid 
for out of the corporate funds of the institution, 
(costing about $26,250,) and distributed under the 
| frank of members of Congress friendly to the 
! bank, into every quarter and corner of the Union. 
| 4. In the identity of action on the fears and 
| passions of the community, by alarm meetings 
, got up by the bank, and alarm speeches delivered 

in the Senate. 

5. In the manner of treating the petitions against 
the President, which were gotup by the bank and 

' sent to the Senate, the whole of which were re- 
ceived with emphatic distinction, read at the table, 
` applauded, referred, printed, laid away among the 
archives, and transmitted to distant posterity in 
the numerous volumes of our public documents. 

6. In the concurrence of time in the periods of 
commencing operations in the Senate and in the 
bank; the resolution for condemning the Presi- 
dent having been brought in on the last days of 
December, and the two-and-twenty orders for 
making the curtailmentand pressure having issued 
from the bank in the January following. 

7. In the concurrence of time in the periods of 
terminating the operations in each case, and the 
conformity of these terminations to the occurrence 
of elections in New York and Virginia; the Sen- 

‘ate having reached the end of its process on the 
88th of March, the bank curtailment having at- 
tained its maximum on the first days of April, 
and the elections occurring at the same period. 

8. In the long neglect to act upon the nomin- 
ations of Government directors for the Bank of 
the United States, and the eventual rejection of 
all those denounced by the bank, whereby the 

; people of the United States were deprived of the 
' lawful share of representation at the board of the 
bank during the period of the panic and pressure, 

9. In the rejection of Mr. ‘Taney for the office 
of the Secretary of the Treasury, after the speci- 
fication of the illegality of his appointment had 
been withdrawn, and after Senators had thus 
deprived themselves of their own argument for 
rejecting him. ; 

10. In the manner of receiving the plaudits of 
the friends of the bank in the galleries of the 

“Senate for whatever was most offensive to the 
: President and most honorable to the bank. 
11. In the peregrinations and harangues of Sen- 
‘ators, who visited cities and traversed States, 
making speeches to multitudes, declaiming against 
the President, and lauding the bank. 

12. In the unity, energy, and perseverance of 
the attack in the Scnate and at the bank upon the 
credit and currency of the State banks, and es- 
pecially of the State of New York, and above all, 
of the safety-fund banks. i 

13. In the illegal and unparliamentary appoint- 
ment of the standing Finance Committee of the 
Senate to visit and examine the Bank of the Uni- 
ted States after the legal and parliamentary com- 
mittee of the House of Representatives had been 
repulsed; the said committee consisting of the 
exclusive friends of the bank in its controversy 
with the President, and its public advocates on 
the identical points most requiring examination. 

14. In laying on the table my resolution for re- 
committing the report of that committee, whereby 
I was prevented from showing the illegal and 
unparliamentary constitution of that commuitce, 

ithe partiality of its conduct to the bank, the 
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injustice of its report to the President, to Mr. 
Taney, and to the country, and its manifold mis- 
takes and errors of law and of fact, to the preju- 
dice of the country and to the advantage of the 


- bank. 
The condemnation of the President, combining © 
as it did‘all that illegality and injustice could in- » 


flict, had the further misfortune to be codperative 
in its effect with the conspiracy of the Bank of 
the United States to effect the most wicked and 
universal scheme of mischief which the annals of 
modern times exhibit. It was a plot against the 
Government, and against the property of the 
country. The Government was to be upset and 


property revolutionized. Six hundred banks were | 
to be broken, the general currency ruined, myr- ' 
jads bankrupted, al! business stoppefi, all FOr, 4 


erty sunk in value, all confidence destroyed! 
that, out of this wide-spread ruin and pervading 


distress, the vengeful institution might glut its | 


avarice and ambition, trample upon the President, 
take possession of the Government, reclaim its 
lost deposits, and perpetuate its charter. These 
crimes, revolting and frightful in themselves, were 
to be accomplished by the perpetration of a whole 
system of subordinate and subsidiary crime! the 
people to be deceived and excited; the President 
to be calumniated; the effects of the bank’s own 
conduct to be charged upon him; meetings got 
up; business suspended; distress deputations or- 
ganized; and the Senate Chamber converted into 
a theater for the dramatic exhibition of all this 
fictitious woe. That it was the deep and sad 
misfortune of the Senate, so to act as to be co- 
operative in all this scene of mischief, is too fully 

roved by the facts known to admit ‘of denial. 
p of acts, not of motives. The effect of 


the Senate’s conduct in trying the President, and ; 
“uttering alarm ‘epeeches, was to codperate with © 


‘the bank, and that secondarily, and as a subord- 


inate performer; for it is incontestable that the 


. bank began the whole affair; the little book of 


t 


t 


-them with honor. 


- country was agitated. 


‘alarm and distress many 


fifty pages proves that. The bank began it; the 
bank followed it up; the bank attends to it now. 
Itis a case which might well be entered on our 


Journal, as a State is entered against a criminal | 


im the docket. of ‘a court: THe BANK or THE 
Usiren Srates versus Presipent Jackson: on 
impeachment for removing the deposits. . The entry 


the indubitable facts. The bank started the 
accusation; the Senate took it up. The bank fur- 
nished arguments; the Senate used them. The 
bank excited meetings; the Senate extolled them. 
The bank sent deputations; Senators. received 


answers for the President which he never gave; 


the Senate repeated and enforced these answers. | 


Hand in hand, throughout the whole process, the 
bank and the Senate acted together, and suc- 
ceeded: in getting up the most serious and afflict- 


ing panic ever known in.thiecountry. The whole | 
Cities, towns, and vil- į 


lages, the entire country, and the whole earth, 
seemed to be in commotion against one man. A 


revolution was proclaimed! the overthrow of all ; 


law was announced! the substitution of one man’s 
will for the voice of the whole Government was 
daily asserted! the public sense was astounded 
and bewildered with dire and portentous annun- 
ciations! In the midst ofall this: machinery of 
od citizens lost their 
‘reckoning; sensible heads: went wrong; stout 
hearts quailed; old friends gave way; temporizing 
counsels came in, and the solitary defender of his 
country was urged to yield! Oh, how much de- 


- pended upon‘that one man at that dread and awful 
. point of time! If he had given way, then ali was 


gone! An insolent, rapacious, and revengeful 


. Institution would have been installed in sovereign 


power. The Federal and State Governments, the 
Congress, the Presidency, the State Legislatures, 


all would have fallen under the dominion of the | 


bank; and all departments of the Government 


. would have been filled and administered by the 


~- moneyed corporation. 


debtors, pensioners, and attorneys of that insti- 
tution. Pe did not yield, and the country was 
saved. The heroic patriotism of one man pre- 
vented all this calamity, and saved the Repub- 
lic from becoming the appendage and fief of a 

"Ahd what has beem his 
reward? So far as the people are concerned— 


The deputations reported | 


| honor, gratitude, blessings, everlasting benedic- 
; tions; so far as the Senate is concerned—dis- 
' honor, denunciation, stigma, infamy. And shall 
' these two verdicts stand? Shall our Journal bear 
|. the verdict of infamy, while the hearts of the peo- 
ple glow and palpitate with the verdict of honor? 
race than the whole tribe of hack politicians put 
together, and shall he remain stigmatized and 
condemned for the most glorious action of his 
life? The bare attempt to stigmatize Mr. Jeffer- 
son was not merely expunged, but cut out from 
the Journal; so that no trace of it remains upon 
_ the Senate records. The designs are the same 
in both cases; but the aggravations are inexpress- 
‘ibly greater in the case of President Jackson. 
Referring to the Journals-of the House of Repre- 
sentatives for the character of the attempt against 
» President Jefferson, and the reasons for repulsing 
it, and it is seen that the attempt was to CRIMI- 


‘wate Mr. JEFFERSON, AND TO CHARGE HIM UPON | 
THE JOURNALS WITH A VIOLATION OF THE LAWS; | 


AND THAT THIS ATTEMPT WAS MADE AT A TIME, 
AND UNDER CIRCUMSTANCES INSIDIOUSLY CALCU- 


| LATED TO EXCITE UNJUST SUSPICION IN THE MINDS 
| OF THE PEOPLE AGAINST THE CHIEF MAGISTRATE. 
| Such was precisely the character of the charge; 
| and the effect of the charge against. President 
| Jackson, with the difference only that the pro- 
| ceeding against President Jackson was many ten 
|! thousand times more revolting and aggravated; 
commencing as it did in the bank, carried on by 

a violent political party, prosecuted to sentence 

and condemnation, and calculated, if believed, to 

destroy the President, to change the Administra- 


-tion, and to put an end to popular,representative | 


Government. ‘Yes, sir, to put an end to elective 


all the-attacks upon President.Jackson’s Admin- 
istration. but attacks. upon the ‘people who elect 
and reélect him, who approve his Administra- 
i tion; and. by: inge maka it their own? : To 


condemn the people, to condemn the elective 
principle, to condemn the furdamental ‘principle 


i| dogma of the monarehists, that the people are 
incapable of self-government, and will surrender 


military chieftains. -- Fai en 

|. -Great are the services which President Jackson 
‘| has rendered his country.. As a general he. has 
i: extended her frontiers, saved a city, and carried 
: her renown to the highest pitch of glory. . His 
| civil administration has rivaled: and transcended 
his warlike exploits. Indemnities procured from 
+ the great Powers of Europe for spoliations com- 
mitted on our citizens under former Administra- 
tions, and which by former Administrations were 
-reclaimed in vain; peace and friendship with the 
| whole world, and; what is mare, the respect of 
the whole world; the character of our America 


citizen treading the continent of Europe, and con- 
i| templating the sudden and great elevation’ of the 


a hundred feet high. 
At home we behold: a brilliant-and grateful scene: 
the public debt paid—taxes reduced—the gold 
currency restored—thé southern States released 


stitution repulsed in its march to the conquest of 
the Government—the highest prosperity attained ; 
and the hero. patriot now crowning: the list of his 
glorious services by covering his country with 
the panoply of defense, and consummating his 
measures for the réstoration and: preservation of 
the currency. of the Constitutions, . We have had 
brilliant. and’ prosperous Administrations; but 
that of President Jackson eclipses, surpasses, 
i| and casts into the shade all that have preceded it. 
And is he to be branded, stigmatized, condemned, 
unjustly and untruly condemned, and the records 
of the Senate to bear the evidence of this outrage 
‘to the latest posterity? Shall this President, so 

lorious in peace and in war, so successful at 

ome and abroad—whose administration, now 
hailed with applause and gratitude by the people, 
and destined. to shine for.unnumbered ages in the 
ponei firmament of. our hi shall this 


istory — 
resident; whose name.is:4o live forever, whose 


President Jackson has done more forthe human | 


and representative Government! For what are | 


-condemn such a President, thus: supported, is to ' 
of our Government, and to. establish the favorite | 


|| themselves as -collared slaves.into the hands of | 
would be justified by the facts, for these are | : Teal 


exalted in Europe—so exalted, that the American | 


national character, might féel as if he himself was `- 
Such is the picture abroad! | 


; from a useless and dangerous population—all dis- | 
turbing questions settled—a gigantic moneyed in- | 


retirement from life and services will be through 
the gate that leads to the temple of everlasting 
| fame—shall he go down to posterity with this 
‘ condemnation upon him, and that for the most 
|’ glorious action of his life? . 
Mr. President, I have some knowledge of his- 
tory, and some acquaintance with the dangers 
which nations have encountered, and from which 
heroes and statesmen have saved them. I have 
:' read much of ancient and modern history, and 
i nowhere have Į found a parallel to the services 
rendered by President Jackson in crushing the 
conspiracy of the bank, but in the labors of the 
Roman Consul in crushing the conspiracy of Cat- 
iline. The two conspiracies were identical in their 
objects; both directed against the Government and 
the property of the country. Cicero extinguished 
the Catilinean conspiracy, and saved Rome; — 
President Jackson defeated the conspiracy of the 
bank, and saved our America. Their heroic service 
was the same,and their fates have been strangely 
alike. Cicero was condemned for violating the 
Jaws and the constitution; so has been President 
Jackson.. The Congul was refused a hearing in 
his own defense; so has been President Jackson. 
The life of Cicero was attempted by two assas- 
‘gins; twicé was the murderous pistol leveled at 
our President. All Italy, the whole Roman world, 
tore the sentence of the Consul’s condemnation 
from the fasti of the Republic; a million of Ameri- 
cans, fathers and heads of families, now demand 
‘| the expurgation of the sentence against the Presi- 
| dent in the Capitol. Cicero, followed by all that 
i| was virtuous in Rome, repaired to the temple of the 
‘| tutelary gods, and swore upon the altar that he 
had saved his country; President Jackson, in the 
‘temple of the living God, might take the same 
_oath, and find its response in the heartsof millions. 
Nor shall the parallel stop here; but after times 
and remote posterities shall render the same honors 
„to each. . Two thousand years have passed, and 
the great actions of the Consul are fresh and green 
in history. The school-boy learns them; the 
, patriot studies them; the statesman applies them; 
| soshall it ba with our patriot President. Two 
-thousand years hence—ten thousand—nay, while 
|; time itself shall last—for who can contemplate the 
||:time when the memory of this Republic shall be 
lost?—-while time itself shall laat,. the name and 
fame of Jackson shall remain and flourish; and 
this last great act by which he saved: the Govern- 
ment from subversion, and property from revolu- 
tion, shall stand forth as the seal and crown of his 
heroic services. And. if anything that I myself 
may do or say, shall survive the brief hour.in 
| which I live, it will be the part which I. have 
| taken, and the efforts which ] have made to: sus- 
|| tain and defend the great defender of his country. 
| Mr. President, I have now finished the view 
|; which an imperious sense of duty has required 
!! meto take of this subject., I trust that I have 
|| proceeded upon proofs and facts, and. have left 
| nothing unsustained which I feel ittobe my duty 
'}to advance. It is not my design to repeat or to 
i| recapitulate; but there is one further and vital 
consideration which demands the notice of a re- 
‘mark, and which I should be faithless to: the 
|, genius of our Government if I should pretermit. 
' It is known, sir, that ambition for office isthe 
bane of free States, and the contentions of rivals 
the destruction of their country. These conten- 
tions lead to every. species of ipjustice, and to 
every variety of violence, and al cloaked with 
the pretext of the public good. “Civil wars and 
| banishment at Rome; eivil wars and the ostra- 
cism at Athens; bills of attainder, Star Chamber 
prosecutions, and impeachments in England ; all 
to get rid of some envied or hated rival, and all 
pretexted with the public good; such has becn 
the history of free States for two thousand years. 
The wise men who framed our Constitution were 
well aware of all this danger and all this mis- 
chief, and took effectual care, as they thought, 
to guard against it. Banishment, the ostracism, 
the Star Chamber prosecutions, bills of attainder, 
| all those summary and violent modes of hunting 
down arival which deprive a victim of defense 
i| by depriving him of the intervention of an accus- 
' ing body to stand between the accuser and the 
i| trying body; all these are proscribed by the genius 
'l af our Constitution. Im eachments alone are 
permitied; and these wou d most usually occur 
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for political offenses, and be ofa character to en- 
list the passions of many, and to agitate the 
country. An effectual guard, it was supposed, 
was provided against the abuse of the impeach- 
ment power; first, by requiring a charge to be 
preferred by the House of Representatives, as 
the grand inquest of the nation; and nezt, in con- 
fining the trial to the Senate, and requiring a ma- 
jority of two thirds to convict. The gravity, the 
dignity, the age of the Senators, and the great 
and various powers with which they were in- 
vested—greater and more various than are united 
in the same persons under any other constitu- 
tional Government upon earth—these were sup- 
posed to make the Senate a safe depository for 
the impeachment power; and if the plan of the , 
Constitution is followed out it must be admitted — 
to be so. 

But if a public officer can be arraigned by his 
rivals before the Senate for impeachable offenses 
without the intervention of the House of Repre- 
sentatives, and if he can be pronounced guilty by 
a simple majority, instead of a majority of two 
thirds, then has the whole frame of our Govern- 
ment miscarried, and the door left wide open to 
the greatest mischief which has ever afflicted the 
people of free States. Then can rivals and com- 
petitors go on to do what it was intended they 
should never do; aceuse, denounce, condemn, and 
huntdowneach other! Great has been the weight 
of the American Senate. Time was when its 
rejections for office were fatal to character; time 


ł 
| 
i 


is when its rejections are rather passports to pub- ; 


lic favor. Why this sad and ominous decline ? 
Let no one deceive himself Public opinion is 
the arbiter of character in our enlightened day; it 
is the Areopagus from which there is no appeal ! 
That arbiter has pronounced against the Senate. 
It has sustained the President, and condemned 
the Senate. If it had sustained the Senate, the 
President must have been ruined ! as it has not, 
the Senate must be ruined, if it perseveres in its 
course, and goes on to brave public opinion !—as 
an institution, it must be ruined. 
Sir, I finish. I have endeavored to discharge 
a painful duty with firmness; but without vio- 
lence. I have endeavored to keep within the 
pale of recorded facts. I wish nothing to stand 
upon my assertion, but every assertion to be re- 
ferred back to the evidence and to be measured 
by it. If any one thinks that I have been harsh 
-or severe, let him only carry back his memory 
to the scenes of the panic session, and recollect 
in what terms President Jackson and his friends 
were spoken of at that time. Above all, let him 
remember that he is now present to speak, and 
to vote, for himself; that he has two advantages 
of which the President had neither; and, of one 
of which, it behooves him to use wisely as well 


as justly; I speak of the voting power; and am free | 
. to admit that so far as a Senator is backed by his | 


State in voting for himself, he votes efficiently and 
justifiably; so far as he votes for himself against 
the sense of his State, he votes without the in- 
prea wen gives efficacy to his voice, and 
eke his case more deplorable than it was be- 
ore. 


ABOLITION IN THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 


REMARKS OF HON. SAMUEL HOAR, | 


OF MASSACHUSETTS, 


In tue House or REPRESENTATIVES, 
January 21, 1836. 


The House having under consideration the following res- 
olution offered by Mr. Jarvis, of Maine: 
Resolved, That, in the opinion of this 


not to be entertained by Congress. 


it is the deliberate opinion of the House that the same ought 
to be laid on the table, without being referred or printed : 


And the following resolution, submitted by Mr. Wise as | 


an amendment thereto: i 
Resolved, That there is no power of legislation granted by 
the Constitution to the Congress of the United States to 


abolish slavery in the District of Columbia; and that any | 
attempt by Congress to legislate upon the subject of slavery i 
will be not only unauthorized, but dangerous to the Union |; 


of the States ; 
Mr. HOAR addressed the House as follows: 
Mr. Sreaxer: The resolutions on your table 
-present for the consideration of the House a dry 


| 


constitutional question. Not only has this ques- 
tion been discussed by several gentlemen who 


| 


H 


'| have addressed the House, but the subject of sla- |' trict. 


ee 
| intended to confer on Congress unlimited power 
over the inhabitants and property within the Dis- 
It is said that this is not “ an unlimited, 


| very as it exists in the States, its bearing on the li absolute, despotic power of legislation over this 


: Union of the States, the relation which the several 

: States and the General Government bear to each 
other, as far as this subject is concerned, have 
been freely and warmly debated. I propose to 
offer some remarks on the constitutional question, 
and to answer some of the observations respect- 
ing the conduct of the governments of the north- 
ern States which have been madein the course of 
the discussion of these resolutions. 

| Before I enter on the consideration of the ques- 


© tion whether Congress can constitutionally abol- 


ish slavery in the District of Columbia, I wish to 
. express my views on the subject which seems to 
have caused the principal alarm and apprehension 
in the minds of gentlemen from the southern por- 
tion of the Union. It has been observed by a 
number of the members from that part of the 
country, that the abolition of slavery in this Dis- 
' trict is an “entering wedge” to the abolition of 
‘glavery in the States in which it exists. This 
` geems to be a very favorite expression with many 
. of the gentlemen who have.addressed the House 
against these petitions. Notwithstanding the very 
high authority in its favor, the figure does not 
seem to me in the least degree appropriate. By 
an “‘ entering wedge,” gentlemen are understood 
to mean, in this case, a method of passing the 
boundary between right and wrong, in a manner 
almost imperceptible at first, and advancing grad- 
ually to the completion of the wrongful purpose. 
It is difficult to imagine a more clearly defined 
‘ limitation of power than is afforded by the Con- 
stitution on this subject. The “ hitherto shalt 


thou come, and no further,” is as clearly marked `: 


here as in any other part of that instrument. 
, the wedge shall ever be used, it will be introduced 
head foremost. 
t There is no section, clause, nor expression in 
; the Constitution which would seem to su 
| countenance the idea that it was intended by its 
framers to give to Congress the power to abolish 
i slavery in the States. If the existence of slavery 
is recognized, the control of it is left, by the fra- 
: mers of the General Government, where they found 
i it—with the States—where it exists. Among the 
numerous political heresies started in different 
parts of the country, I may have heard the doc- 
| trine that the General Government does possess 
; the power to abolish slavery in the States, alluded 
i to as one entertained by ‘“ some people,” and 
| 66 gomewhere;’’ butas far as I can recollect, I have 
never heard any person, from any part of the coun- 
: try, assert or pretend that Congress possesses this 
‘power. Whether slavery be right or wrong in 
itself, the subject is exclusively. for the consider- 
ation of the State governments within the limits 
of the States where it exists. The southern States 
cannot, therefore, for a moment admit the power 
in the General Government to interfere with: this 
subject in the States, without yielding their claim 
to independence. No northern State can wish 
them to make this admission; because, by parity 
of reasoning, their own State powers would be 
merged in the power of the General Government. 
Far different are the provisions of the Consti- 
tution in regard to this District. ‘To Congress is 
given the power ‘to exercise exclusive legisla- 
tion, in all cases whatsoever, over” this District. 
This language is as comprehensive, as plain, as 
unambiguous as any which could have been used 
to confer the power in question. If gentlemen, 


House, the subject ; 
of the abolition of slavery in the District of Columbia ought | 
And be it further re- : 
solved, That in case any petition praying the abolition of: 
slavery in the District of Columbia be hereafter presented, | 


denying the existence of this power, were called 
i} on for proof of the existence of a 

in Congress, they would find it dificult, as far as 
the mere form of expression is concerned, to 
name one more indisputably conferred. It then 
is incumbent on those who deny the existence 
of this power to show that, notwithstanding the 


tion of the framers of the Constitution to except 
from the grant the power inquestion. This seems 
to be conceded. It is not pretended, and indeed 
cannot be pretended rationally, that the language 
used is not sufficient to convey the power. It 
is said, however, that though the language used 
would, by its usual import, convey ali power 


If | 


of legislation, or rather exclusive power of legis- . 
lation, yet it cannot be supposed that it was |i tution was made, (as early as 1780,) on 


gest or. 


| points where danger was apprehended. 


| District.” —(Mr. Leigh.) “That private prop- 
erty cannot be taken for public use, and much 
less for private use, without compensation.’ ?— 
(Mr. Pickens.) That ‘‘ the local Legislature of 
this District can pass no law which the States are, 
by the Constitution, prohibited from passing; that 
there are great leading principles in the nature of 
society, and of government, which prescribe limits 
to our legislation; and that, fortunately, here the 
Constitution speaks too plainly to be misunder- 
stood, declaring that private property shall not 
be taken for public use, without just compensa- 
tion.’’—(Mr. Wise.) 

Comprehensive and strong as is the language 
of the Constitution above cited, I do not contend, 
Mr. Speaker, that it was its design to confer un- 
limited and despotic power on Congress over 
this District. I have not very critically examined 
all the exceptions which have been mentioned in 
the course of this debate, because most of them 
are irrelevant to the present question. Those 
which have been urged as having a bearing on 
the present question will be carefully examined. 

If slavery cannot be abolished in this District 
without violating the principle which prohibits 
Government from taking private property for 
public use without compensation, slavery here 
must remain undisturbed. In determining the 
question, however, whether this great rule of 
legislation would be violated by granting the 
prayer of these petitions, it will be well to advert 
to a rule which seems almost a mere truism, viz: 
‘¢ That the intention of the parties to a contract, 
or of the Legislature in passing a law, is. to gov- 
ern the construction.” The intention, then, of 
the framers of the Constitution is here the object 
of inquiry. The authors of this instrument knew 


well the force of the language they employed. 


They were exceedingly cautious in guarding all 
It will 
not be said that there is any more direct expres- 
sion used in any part of the Constitution declar- 
ing the sense of the parties to this instrument, 


; and indicating an intended exception to the gen- 
eral grant, than has been above mentioned. 


I shall not much insist on the proposition that, 


i though slaves be property, they are also persons, 


other power `i 


and, as persons, their rights may be abridged or 
enlarged, as justice and the good of the whole 
may seem to require. lt might be urged that the 
government of any State, consistently with all 
the rights of individuals, might extend the prop- 
erty of a free parent, in the labor of his child, 
one year or five years beyond the common law 
age of freedom; or abridge, to the same extent, 
that property in the parent, and give it to the child. 
It is to be observed that these resolutions equally 
embrace all other modes of abolishing slavery, as 
well as the immediate and universal emancipa- 
tion of the slaves. Some of the arguments also 
are founded on the supposed embarrassment to 
southern members of the Government, coming to 
: this District with their families, while resident 
here for the discharge of public dutics. It is very 
apparent that all thesé difficulties may be easily 
avoided. 

In order to solve the question, then, ‘how did 
_the parties to this instrument regard the point 
i now in issue when the Constitution was made ?”’ 
‘ inquiry should be made, “ What was the practice 
i of the several Governments with which the par- 
i ties recently had been, or then were, connected ! 
That the Government of Great Britain pos- 


| sessed this power probably will not be doubted. 
i! That Government has recently exercised the 


; universality of this expression, it was the inten- |: 


: power in relation to her West India possessions. 
‘ But I do not rely on this, except to show that 
: the stretch of power which Parliament had exer- 
cised towards the colonies induced the framers 


i: of the Constitution to guard vigilantly against 


: this question. 


themselves on this subject at this time?’ 


_conferring dangerous powers on Congress. A 
more important inquiry is, ‘‘ What was, in fact, 
the understanding and the practice of the aie 

e 


answer to this inquiry, it is believed, must settle 


before the United States Consti- 


Several years ; 
A e State in 


1836.] 
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the Confederacy had whollyabolished slavery wi 
its limits. Several others had passed laws by 
which the same end has since that time been grad- 


thin || warrant. On this statement, considering the North. 


and the South as two parties to the constitutional 
compact, the South are bound to adopt the North- 


ually attained. Each of these States adopted || ern exposition by every system of law which men 
such means as, to its own Legislature, seemed || hold sacred, whether moral, honorary, municipal, 


advisable. No l 
one of the Siate Legislatures by the people, nor | 


cial power was granted to any || or international. 


It is believed that no part of this statement of 


was such power ever asked. The language used |, facts is questionable. The views of the northern 


in the State constitutions, or charters, neither 
was, nor could be, more clear or explicit in con- 
ferring the power under which they acted, than 
that above quoted from the Gonstitation of the 
United States. : \ 
It is said that the constitutions of the present 
slaveholding States give no power to their respect- 
ive Legislatures to abolish slavery in those States, 
and that new power must be given to enable those 
Legislaturés to accomplish that purpose. 
Conceding that the gentlemen who have made 
this remark are better qualified to give a true con- 
struction of the constitutions of their respective 
States than I am, and that these constitutions, 
in fact give to the Legislatares of those States no 


such power, I still contend that the fact (if it be | 


such) has but little effect on the present question. 
It is perfectly undeniable that the southern mem- | 
bers of the United States Convention, who framed | 
the Constitution, knew as well when that instru- į 
ment was formed, as any one now knows, what | 
the views and what the practice in the northern | 
States of the Confederacy were on this subject. 
They then knew that, in the northern part of the 
country, it was clearly and fully believed; and; 
indeed, was doubted by no one, that ! no 
more plain and explicit than the clause now under 
consideration did confer'the power on the several : 
Legislatures to abolish slavery, without any other 


consent of the owners of the slavés than that | 


which they gave'as members of the community; | 
when they formed their ivè constitutions, | 
or whe they entéred into their ivé socie- | 
ties. Having this knowledge of the views and 
the practice of the i : 


northern States, the’ southern 
members at that time did not disagree with thé 
northern in opinion oft this sabject; or if they in 
fact entertdined a different opinion, they gave no 
notice of this difference, which as far asthe present 
question is affected, wotld'be the sáme thing. 

It probably will not be deniéd by any one that 
theresult of this inquity will be the same, whether 
it is supposed that the same Opinion was ènter- 
tained by the members from the North and the 
South on the constriction their given to the State 
constitutions at the North, or that there wae a 
difference of opinion on this point at that time; 
and the difference was concealed, or not expressly 
notified by the southern meiitbers of the Con- 
federacy. - BA PUN a Ra Tie re 

Sappost for the sake of stating! clearly the ar- 
gument, (what no person would seriously impute 
to the sages who represented the southern portion 
of the country in the Conventioti, on account of 
its disingenuoummeéss,) that having assembled: for 
conference apart-from their northern associates, 
they should have held this language: ‘ It is an- | 
derstood at the North that the power-to abolish 
slavery is vested in their State Legislatures, and 
given them by language no more comprehensive 
or strong than that by which this Constitution 
gives the power intended to be conferred on Con- 
gress over the future seat ‘of Government. At 
the South this is understood’ differently. We 
believe that the people of the respective States 
must give the power of abolishing slavery in so 
many words, or by other and more precise lan 
guage; or we believe that the liberation of the 

slaves would bė a violation of the great rule; that 
private property cannot be taken for public use 
without compensation, It is not necessary for 
us to state our opinion on this sabject to them. 
It is not necessary for us to atate to the people of 
the Notth that we'think their ideas of jastico and 
propriety on this subject tod much resemble ‘the 
principles and the practice of the British Govern- 


| 
\ 
| 
| 


} 
i 


. “in this 


i * eubjeet, they would have: violat 


ment, which we unitedlycondemn. When they 
shall attempt to act in the Government of the 
district to ceded, on the same principles on 
which they now act in their respective State gov- 
ernments, we niay then urge our objections to 
their principles and their measures.” 

This is as favorable a statement 


the history of the transactions in question will i| any way binding on Congress. 


:! States on the subject of slavery, and the power || 
to control it by the State Legislature, were as well 
‘i known at the South then as now, as well known 
|. as that there were northern States. in existence. 


If the difference of opinion on this mibject then 
existed, ax no limitation to this comprehensive 


language 

certainly the limitation cannot now be introduced 
by implication: But it is not easy to perceive any 
good reason for believing that such a difference 
of opinion did then exist. -The idea of this im- 
plied limitation of power:comes neatly half a cen- 
tury too late. we “ 

i objection to the existence of the power in 
Congress to legistate on this subject has been men- 
tioned by several gentlemen in the course of this 
debate in this Hoyse, founded on the construc- 
tion of the constitutions of the States of Virginia 
and Maryland. : Ae 


Ít is thus stated by a gentleman ‘from South || 


Carolina, (Mr. Prexens.} -` That gentlemam ob- 
serves: *“‘ I take higher ground, and contend that, 


| ‘according to the bill of rights of Maryland, and 


‘the constitution of Virginia, these States them- 
“selves could aot have ceded absolute and unre- 
* strained power over private property of any kind 
istrict.” * If Virginia‘arid Maryland 
“had attempted to tede absolute power over this 

ed the rights of 
‘ thet own citizens.” . `- fo a hoes 


x moinen My: Leren] whos 
‘and 


eurresey: to hig opimions,.evén on questidne of 
doult and difficulty, in‘an argumerit Published in 
the mrp observes: “‘ The atgument for 
the pow hay sheath understand to be this: 
that the grant to Congress of the power of exclu- 
sive 
District vests'in Congress all powers which the 
Lėgisiatures of Virginia and Maryland may 
rightly exercise within their respective jurisdic- 
tions.” Undoubtedly, sir, Virginia and Maryland 
neither did cede, nor could cede, absolute power, 
nor. any power, over persons of any description, 
nor private property of any description, in this 
District: If they::could do this, the absurdity 
stated by the gentleman from South. Carolina 
would follow. A-State government might cut up 
its territory, and sell that and its citizens to’ any 
Goverhment, savage of civilized, on earth: This 
proposition rests on a principle no Jess elear and 
certain than:that government is a trust nat trans- 
ferable~an agency without power or substitution. 
Precisely so.far as either of these States should 
attempt to convey any power of legislation of any 


kind to. the General Government, so: far would ; 


that State government attempt to alienate its trust 
or agency. So, sir, with great deference, I con- 
tend that the power which Virgivia and Mary- 
land: mi have exercised: over ‘this District’ is 
not the measure of the power which Congress 
may exercise here. All that Virginia and Mary- 
Jand could do; and-all they professed to do, as to 

er over the Distiiet, was:to: relinquish each 
its own power. Most-manifest:it is that no State 
in: the 
power to the United States, or to any other Gov- 
‘ernment. Unless: it.be true that a reléssor of 
‘property, after h release, made without condition 
or reservation in the instrument of release, still 
-‘retains'dominion over the property released, no 
‘more reference is to'be made to the constitutions 
.or Jaws or usages:of Virginia or: Maryland, than 
.to the eonstitations$ laws, and usages of any other 
State in the Union. ‘All the power which Con- 
-gress possesses is derived through the. Constitu- 
tion of the United States from ‘the people of the 
United States, equally, and no more than equally, 


with the rest, from the people of Virginia and 
Maryland. Itisa soniradiei on to say that Con- 
gress shall exercise exclusive legislation, and yet 
that the laws or constitutions of either of those 


of the case as || States limit that power of legislation, or are m 


The above cited 


was introduced into the Constitution,. 


e high intel- | 
worth tends strongly to give a | 


in dll cases: whatsoever over ‘the | 


won: could transfert any portion of its . 


provision of the Constitution of the United States, 
it is contended, is the ‘‘ only source,” if not “the 
ont measure,” of the power of Congress. 

he act of cession of Virginia contains this 
| proviso: 
| 6 Provided, That nothing herein contained shall be con- 
i! strued to vest in the United States any right of property in 
|| the soil, or to affect the rights of individuals therein.” 


| The author of the argument above cited [Mr.. 


|! Leres] contends that the word “ therein’’ refers 


| to both members of the sentence, and that the 
|| sense is the same as if it had been written ‘‘any 
ii Fight of property in the soil therein, or to affect 
i| the rights of individuals therein.” ocd 
|| . If this be the true construction, the citizens of 
i| Alexandria have still the right to be represented 
|; in the Legislature of Virginia, and have still all 
i; the tights which they ever enjoyed as citizens of 
| thet State. If nothing in the act of cession affecta 
: the rights of any individual in the ceded terri- 
| tory, those rights remain wholly unchanged by 
| the act, and Congress for many years has been 
| exercising an unwarranted power in every act of 
iy inletion over: Gus District. . 
he resolutions under consideration deny all 
|| power ‘in Congress .to interfere with slavery in 
| this District. ` $ 
. It has been said, ‘‘If we are deprived of the 
free use of our property; we are, in effect, dee 
prived of our property.” os 
- The South claims. to hold its slaves as prop- 
erty, with all the incidents and rights pertaining 
to other property. : Be it sọ: what is the power 
‘| of Congress over the trade of the country in all 
| sections of the Union? Nota bale of broadcloth, 
not a hogshead of sugar, not a cask of wine, no 
| article of necessity nor of luxury, can be intro- 
| duced into the country, but by, observance of 
| the rules prescribed by Congress. An excise is 
imposed and collected on the sale of such articles 
of domestic growth, and at such times and places 
as Congreep chooses to prescribe. Acts of Con- 
press have.Jong since been passed to facilitate the 
' gale-and transfer of slaves within this District; 
and yet it is contended that Congress has not the 
constitutional power to prohibit. the making this 
ten miles square the factory of slave dealers from 
the southern and western sections of the Union, 
Heretofore Congress has legislated on the subject 
of the trgngportation of slaves from one State to 
another, prohibiting, with much particularity, cer- 
tain. proceedings with them, considered injurious 
to the community. [Act 1807, chapter 77, (or 
&7,) sections 8, 9, 10, act of 1820.] ms pi 
. Mr. Speaker, the northern States are required 
to interpose, by legislative enactments, to sup- 
presa-the efforts of the Abolitionists, and to de- 
liver up to the officers and governments of the 
South, for trial and punishment at the South, 
northern citizens, who have never left the limits 
of their respective States, for a violation of a law 
enacted by a southern Legislature. Charges of 
|| a grave character are made. against the whole 
northern section of the Union, collectively, im- 
puting to that portion of the country insincerity 
in-their professions of regard for the peace and 
the welfare of the South, because they have not 
‘complied with these requests. 
> A eseis brought into notice by.a gentleman 
from Tennessee, (Mr. Pexron,} which hg. con- 
siders and urges as a case supporting this heavy 
accusation against ‘the. Werth, and as a violation 
of the law of comity, which every independent 
State or nation is. bound to observe towards a 
,heighbaring State. The „case ‘stated is this: A 
‘grand jury of Alabama prefers an indictment 
-against a eitizen of New York, who has never 
entered. the limite of the territory of Alabama, 
for the commission of analleged crime in violating 
a law of the last mentioned State. The Governor 
of Alabama demands: of the. Governor of New 
York the aurrender of the supposed culprit to the 
vernment of Alabama, to-be tried by the courts 
Of the last named State, bythe laws of the same 
State, and for a violation of a law enacted bya 
‘State into whose territory the offender never en- 
tered until-transported there for trial and pun- 
ishment. . 

The bare statement of such a claim would 
seem to be sufficient to place it in its true light, 
but for the character and standing of those who 
thus.come forward in its support. It is because 
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the Chief Magistrate of one of the States in the 
Union, and an honorable member of this House |; 
urge this claim en the North, and especially be- |: 
cause a refusal by one northern Governor to 
comply with this request is made a ground of 
criminating the whole northern section of the 
country, that gives it a claim to notice. 

What is the great fundamental principle of our 
governments? Is it not that the people shall 

overn themselves? In the case above stated, the 
ky is enacted by a Legislature wholly foreign to 
him who is claimed as its subject. The legislator 
is in no way nor degree amenable to him, or to 
those who are said to be subject to the law; nor 
have the latter, in any way or degree, given to 
the former any authority or power to control their 
conduct. 

To allow this principle would indeed introduce 
a strange state of things. The highest judicial tri- 
bunals of the State of New York cannot officially 
understand the laws of another State, until the 
are proved as facts in the particular case in which 
they are to be applied; and yet the most unedu- 
cated adult person in the State of New York would 
be exposed to be seized, transported a thousand 
miles from his home, tried for a breach of one of 
those laws, which the judges of his own State 
cannot know, and, it may be, condemned to fine, 
imprisonment, or death, for doing an act which, 
if judged by the laws of his own State, is per- 
fectly innocent. Mr. Speaker, if this be not sla- 
very, I will acknowledge the obligation to any 
one who will inform me what slavery is. 

There are many provisions of the Constitution 
manifestly repugnant to the claim set up in this 
case, but it cannot be necessary further to exam- - 
ine the subject. 

It is said that the Abolitionists wish to abolish 
slavery in this District, in order that they may 
have a proximate and convenient position in- 
which to carry on their future operations against 
the South. The petitioners are represented as 
saying, ‘Give us whereon to stand, and we will 
move the (southern) world.’ Any person cast- 
ing his eye on a map of the country, and noticing 
the length of line by which Virginia and Mary- 
land are now bounded by non-slaveholding States, 
will probably think they must be miserable engi- 
neers to suppose this little spot of ten miles square 
can afford much aid to the accomplishment of 
their plans. The abolition of slavery in this Dis- 
trict would probably have very little effect on the 
slaves or on slavery in any of the States. 

Another ground of complaint, urged by sev- 
eral gentlemen in the course of the debate, is this: | 
It is said that the essays of the Abolitionists have | 
for their object the excitement of uneasiness and | 
discontent among the slaves, and that their tend- | 
ency is to produce insurrection and servile war. || 
They further allege that the writing and printing 
of the essays, being carried on within the limits | 
of independent States, and being injurious to the | 
slaveholding communities, the latter communities |: 
have a right to complain of the proceeding, and || 
to demand the suppression of those publications, 
as libelous and seditious in their nature, by the 
punishment of their authors. 

This complaint deserves serious attention. It 
presents for consideration questions of great and 
acknowledged difficulty. That a person standing 
on one side of the line between two States may, 
in various ways, inflict an injury on a person on 
the other side of the line, and that the guilty part 
is justly punishable; that, in many cases which 
may be imagined, he ought not to be protected, 
and would not be protected, in any well-ordered 
State, would seem not to be questionable. Al- 
though this case has been stated, in the course of 
the debate, to prove the propriety of the complaint 
and demand above stated, it does not seem to ac- 
complish the purpose. It remains still necessary 
to inquire how far the publications above alluded | 


to are wrong in their nature and tendency, and |: 


how far, if wrong, it is practicable to correct the | 
wrong. I trust, sir, that the northern Legisla- 
tures and people generally, desire faithfully to 
observe the federal compact, and as faithfull 
to perform all the duties of good neighborhood. 
Gentlemen from the South, I suppose, will admit | 
the impropriety of asking from northern Legis- j 
latures the enactment of laws such as, under like 


l refuse to sanction. 


: States. 


Obligations of the kind in 
raion if they exist, are reciprocal. It is said 
that the principles of international law require 
this interposition on the part of the northern 
States. here doubtless are precedents in great 
abundance for indictments and punishments of 
real or supposed seditious, fanatical, and treason- 
able publications. The eminent scholar and phi- 
lanthropist, Dr. Channing, the pride and the boast 
of his countrymen, one of the great lights of the 
age, who has been so peculiarly noticed by the 
gentleman from South Carolina, [Mr. Pickens,] 
has heretofore written several essays, any one of 
which would, under the reign of Henry VIII, or 
of either of his daughters, have carried him to the 
stake. The pioneer of truth, he who, in advance 
of his cotemporaries, discovers and fearlessly ad- 
vocates the cause of truth, will often find that, 
like the soldier in an enemy’s country in advance 
of his corps,.he is concentrating on himself the 
missiles of the foe. f 

It is not enough, however, to cite precedents 
in distant ages, or in countries where principles 
of government essentially different from our own, 


are in operation. Authorities, to avail as author- i 


ities, must be generally approved in our own age 
and country. One case, and one case only, has 
been cited to prove this law and practice. It is 
the case of the indictment, in England, of Pel- 
tier; on the complaint of Bonaparte’s minister. 
The gentleman who cites this case [Mr. Ham- 
MOND] says, ‘‘If England, where more battles 
have been fought for the liberty of speech and 
the press than in any portion of the world, felt 
bound to indict a journalist for libeling her great- 
est enemy—the enemy of the whole human race—is 
it unreasonable to ask you to extend the same 
justice to the grossly slandered and deeply in- 
|jured people of the South?” It would be very 
easy to adduce almost any number of precedents 
of indictments and punishments, found and in- 
flicted for libela on Governments, or for seditious 
writings. That such precedents exist, by no 
means proves what must be proved to lay a just 
foundation for the complaint in question, which 
is, that at the present day the southern States 
would themselves prescribe to their own citizens 
such laws as they require to be enacted at the 
North. In the above cited case of Peltier it ought 
to appear that his punishment (if sentence had 


been awarded and punishment inflicted) was ap- | 


of Peltier’s counsel, he thinks his punishment 
would have been approved by the gentleman who 
cited the case himself. 

Suppose the language above cited from the gen- 
tleman’s speech had been used, not in public 
debate, but had been printed by him in the reign 
of Bonaparte, and application had been made by 


United States, or of South Carolina, to institute a 


| been successful? Yet what could have been said 


, of that tyrant worse than that ‘* he was the enemy 
; of the whole human race?’’ 
; say or to intimate that this language is unjust. 
| Far from it. Language of like import was used 
| concerning him by persons, and in instances in- 
| numerable, in every State of the Union, and prob- 
| ably in every month, from his accession to the 
| 
| 
| 
| 


A similar statement might be made concerning 
for many years subsequent to 1789... What re- 


: marks have we heard in this debate concerning 
i the treatment of Ireland by the. English Govern- 


|: ment? Charges of tyranny, of oppression, of 


| unrelenting cruelty, have been uttered, repeated, 
| and reiterated in the public prints of our country, 
with all the force ani 

i English language can supply. 


i 


, Suppressed, with more or less bloodshed in Ire- 
‘land. Yet who has heard of an indictment in 
this country for a libel of the British Government? 


circumstances, the southern Legislatures would 


each of the successive Governments of France | 


proved ae public voice of the citizens of free | 
The gentleman did not state whether, | 
after a deliberate consideration of the argument 


Bonaparte’s minister to the Government of the |, 


prosecution against him for the words as libelous, - 
| who can believe that the application would have | 


Ido not mean to |; 


by the law of nations? Would southern legisla- 
tors prohibit the utterance, with perfect freedom, 
of any opinion concerning any Government on 
earth? The members of the Holy Alliance have 
not always been spoken of as perfectly « holy’? 
; by Americans. Probably no one here has been 
very apprehensive of punishment on this account. 
he present Chief Magistrate of South Caro- 
lina, a gentleman who has often instructed and 
delighted not only his auditors in this Hall, but 
the people of this nation, has recently, in an offi- 
cial communication to the Legislature of his State, 
given utterance to sentiments which, carried to 
their legitimate practical consequences, would 
produce great and radical changes in the govern- 
ment of every northern State, and, if received as 
true, would produce as much discontent among 
the inhabitants of the North as anything which 
has been uttered by any northern Abolitionist 
could produce at the South. Now, should a 
; northern man ask for an indictment against any 
‘citizen of South Carolina, for uttering similar 
sentiments, either orally or in print, he would be 
thought insane. Yet, the difference between the 
two cases is this: In one case, those on whom 
the unfavorable influence is to be exerted cannot 
' generally read anything which is written, whether 
good or bad. In the other case, those who are to 
be affected can read, and do habitually read, what- 
ever is written on public affairs. Inthe one case, 
liberty and its institutions are brought in ques- 
tion; in the other, slavery and its concomitants 
are the subjects of discussion. 

An instance of legislation on the subject of se- 
ditious writings has occurred in the Government 
of the United States. What was the opinion of 
that law generally at the South need not be stated. 
It certainly was not such as to render it probable 
that any statute regulation of the press, as far 
as expression of opinions on subjects of public 
interest should be concerned, would soon be at- 
tempted. rae 

Could any Legislature of the State of Virginia, 
for instance, be induced to prohibit, by statute, 
the most full and free expression of opinion on 
any subject, either of morals, politics, or religion? 
Could the Legislature of that State, by any act of 
legislation, succeed in preventing the citizens of 
that State from a full and free expression of 
opinion, or deter them from a fearless discussion 
of any subject pertaining to the public welfare, or 
hinder their advocating any plan for the advance- 

ment of the greatest good of the greatest number, 
however wild or heretical? It may be presump- 
tuous in an inhabitant of another State to express 
an opinion anthe subject; but it is believed they 
could as easily, by legislation, exclude the tide 
waters from their own Chesapeake. 

I have thus far, Mr. Speaker, proceeded on the 
supposition that the Abolitionists are wholly in 
error in their theory; and I do not intend, at 

resent, to discuss the question, whether slaver 
is a blessing or a curse, nor whether the Aboli- 
tionists be fanatical or rational.. Suppose, then, 
that there is an opaque body at the North, ‘‘ radi- 
ating darkness’’ on the regions of the South, and 
producing unreasonable discontent in a portion 
| of the inhabitants: what ought to be done? A 
| band of furies in Paris, in the reign of Robes- 
pierre, were hurrying: a victim to their common 


|, gallows—the lantern post—and were about to 


l 


in all the forms which the | 
While this lan- | 
guage has here been used, numerous insurrec- `: 
| tions and rebellions have broken out, and been || 


Would southern juries consent to indict and con- - 
| viet their fellow-citizens for this liberty of speech || 


i 
: or of the press, as an offense at common law, or il 


exëcute on him what—in some sections of the 


! © country-—is called Lynch law, on account of some 
throne to the day of his departure for St. Helena. i 


‘real or supposed ‘heretical opinion on the subject 
-of Government, when.the object of their rage saved 
his life by proposing the pertinent question to 
. those who held him in custody, whether they ex- 
, pected to see any better, after they should have 
i suspended him at the lantern post, than before? 
| What, Mr. Speaker, ia the antagonist principle, 
‘or the appropriate corrective for speculative error? 
‘Is it. physical foree? Will-you enact a bill of 
pains and penalties for absurd reasoning or hypo- 
critical cant? Will you punish, as criminal, false 
-inferences in regard to facts in newspapers or 
pamphlets? The practice would be new in this 
country. A late King of France tried an experi- 
ment there, within a few years, on the freedom of 
the press. The result need not be stated. It is 
universally admitted that, in this country, there 
are newspapers in great numbers so conducted, 
that their statements scarcely afford the slightest 
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presumption in favor of their truth; yet, for the 
sake of the incalculable benefit to be derived on 
the whole from a free press, the immense evil is 
tolerated. The slander of individuals depends on 
different principles, and will be punished by grand | 
juries and traverse juries. Seldom, however, I 
lieve, will an attempt be successfully made to : 
punish, by indictment, any one for any writin 
professing to have in view the advancement o 
the public good on account of its seditious nature 
or tendency. I do not mean to assert that a case 
never has occurred in which this has been judi- 
ciously done, nor that it can never be done here- 
after; but it does seem that a careful examination | 
of the cases in which this has been attempted will || 
not lead to a conclusion very favorable to them. 
What, then, is to be done? It is asked, when 
was fanaticism put down by reasoning? I an- 
awer, that it has, probably, been put down by | 
reasoning as often as by force. If honest, but | 
mistaken meh are to be opposed, let the sword | 
lie still in the scabbard, and take up the pen. ` 
Southern gentlemen will not distrust théir own i 
power to meet argument with argument, when 
truth is on their side. fam quite sure that some | 
of the southern gentlemen will admit the inexpe- |; 
diency and injustice of sending a man to become ‘| 
cool within the walls of a prison, merely because | 
he has been a little too much heated in debate. | 
If mere fanaticism is in question, the most effect- | 
ual antidote is neglect. If, in two centuries, | 
there has been but one insurrection among the 
slaves of the South, it is difficult to believe that ` 
ntiemen have not overestimated the danger to 
apprehended from that source in consequence 
of any essays to be sent from the North. The | 
southern States can make such provision as to | 
them shall seem expedient for the punishment of 
any person, from whatever quarter of the world | 
he may come, who shall be found attempting to | 
instigate their slavesto insurrection and rebellion. || 
If any sach person shali suffer, having been | 
fairly tried for his offense, he will probably suffer 
with little more sympathy than others excite who 
suffer for their crimes. gh 
I have'no more of an inclination than I have of 
a right to dogmatize on this’ threadbare spot. 
Perhaps my views are wholly wrong. It may 
appear, within some few months, that northern 
legislators will find no difficalty:in accomplishing 
what is required of them; or, if they should meet 
difficulties, some southern statesman may sug- 
gest a method of obtaining their object which, 
upon examination, will be approved by the public 
voice. If so, all freemen will rejoice that, at 
length, that great desideratum in legislation is 
supplied—a method of effectually suppressing 
the Tanton of the press without infringing 
its liberty. ae oor ace 
` It is readily granted that it is scarcely possible 
for man to inflict a greater evil on his fellow-man 
than is inflicted by the malicious or thoughtless 
dissemination of falsehood; but ean human tri- 
bunals so distinguish between the different classes 


| of this discussion. 
i Senate of the United States needs not my poor 


| pes 


of writers as to send one'claes to the penitentiary, 
and give due rewards: to the other? That this 
can in no instance be done is not affirmed. The 
experience of the world thus far, however, would 
seem to apply to-this case generally the mandate: 
“Let both grow together untit the harvest.”’ 


_. NATIONAL DEFENSE, | 00. i: 
REMARKS OF HON. J. J. CRITTENDEN, 
oo te v OF KENTUCKY, i: 

- Iw the Seware, February 25 1886.5: > 

The resotutions introdaced by Mr. Benron, for appropri- 
ating the Surplus Revenue to the National Defenses, being 
before the Senate, tia are oe CS 
Mr. CRITTENDEN said he was very sensible 
of the small claims he had upori the attention of 
the Senate, and fett that he should stand in need 
of all its indalgenoe. í i ce 
The debate had been of a very discursive char- 
acter, and had led to some discussion of the con- 
duct of the Senate. In the course of it, the Senate 
had, with great solemnity, been accused of neg- 
lecting proper measures for the defense of the 
country, and of having defeated the passage of 
the fortification bill of the last session. As hé 
(Mr. C.) was not then a member, and having no 


h’ 


personal knowledge of the circumstances and pro- 
ceedings on which the accusation was founded, 
he did not intend to engage in the controversy on 
that part of the subject. He would say, however, | 
that the confidence he had long entertained in the | 
wisdom and patriotism of the Senate, had induced | 
him to anticipate that their conduct would be | 
found to be free from any merited reproach or | 
imputation. i 

e had been confirmed in that opinion by all 
the disclosures that had been made in the course | 
But, sir, (said Mr. C.,) the ` 


vindication. It needs no man’s vindication. Itis 
the same Senate that for years past has maintained 


| here the noblest struggle for our laws, our liberty, : 


and our Constitution. Its conduct is before the | 
world. It belongs to history, and its brightest : 
es will be illuminated with the names of those | 
illustrious Senators who were foremost iù that ' 
great struggle. To the accusations and reproaches | 
with-which they had been assailed throughout the | 
long period of their trial and their glory, they | 
may safely turn their backs, and look proudly | 
forward for the grateful judgment of theit country » 
and posterity. fn the great reckoning on which ` 
that judgment will be pronounced, the “ fortifi- 
cation bill’’ of the last session will be but an insig- 
nificant item, and the secrets of its fate will be con- 
sidered too worthless for any inquiry or research. 
But, sir, (said Mr. C.,) I am called upon to | 


| consider the resolutions offered by the Senator | 


from Missouri, [Mr. Benron,] and to vote in 


: favor of them seems to be exacted by some gen- | 


tlemen as the only admissible evidence of patriot- | 
ism and proper American feeling. Modified as | 
these resolutions have been by the amendment of ; 
the gentleman from Tennessee, [Mr. Gronpy,] | 
they embrace, in the generality of their terms, | 
room enough for almost every variety of opinion, | 
and no Senator can probably feel any difficult 
in voting for themn.: In the original form in which | 
they were offered, they contained the distinct and i 
simple proposition that the entire “surplus reve- 
nue of the United States, and the dividends of 
stock receivable from the: Bank of the United | 
States,” should be appropriated and applied er- 
clusively to warlike preparations for defense of the 
country, by the construction of fortifications, the 
procurement of cannon and arms, and the increase 
of our naval means. As amended, the resolutions 
require only that so much of those funda shall be 
appropriated to those objectsas may be necessary. 
ow much is nécessary, is a question left entirely 
open. But it is evident, from the remarks of the 
Senator from Missouri, and from his ready ac- 
ceptance of the amendment of the Senator from 
Tennessee, [Mr. Gaunpy,] that he considers that 
amendment as changing the phraseology, without 
altering the’effect of his original resolutions; and 


that, according to-his view, the whole will be neces- | 


sary, and ought to be applied to the warlike prep- 
arations recommended by him. This course of 
expénditure and warlike pepe it must be 
recollected, is advocated by that Senator as a set- 
tled system of policy proper to be pursued in times 
of profoundest peace; for he tells us that he should 
ein urge and recommend it, if our difficulties 
with France (the only. cause that threatens our 
ce) did not exist. E i 
-To this system, Mr. President, I am opposed, 
as unnecessary, unwise, and improper. - E 
For the' necessary defense of our country I am 
teady to vote all the millions in your Treasury, 
and ten times as much—ready to give sree 
and do everything; and, if I. were not, I should 
be a faithless representative of: my: constituents. 
But is the vast appropriation proposed by the 
Senator from Missouri nec roper for 
the defense of the country? That‘is the subject 
ofinquiry? ` : ae et 
~The present surplus revenue, and the dividends 
of stock receivable from the Bank of the United 
States, cannot: amount to much less than thirty 
millions of dollars, if it does not exceed that 
amount; and this, with all the surplus revenue 
that may accrue in future, ought, according to 
the Senator from Missouri, to be set apart-and 
appropriated exclusively to the warlike prepara- 


tions before stated. 
I object to this appropaados as an unparalleled 
extravagance. If the real object is-to get rid of 


all this treasure as ofa troublesome thing, a more 
objectionable scheme could scarcely have been 
devised. The proposition to apply to military 
purposes aLL the surplus public revenue of the 
people, seems to me to be only less extravagant 
than to call upon them for their plowshares to be 
molded into swords. There is no necessity nor 
reason for such a sacrifice. The plowshare is 
much better employed, and so, in my judgment, 
may also be the money. 

It is to be remembered that all this money has 
been the produce of peace. Has peace no claims 
upon it? Is she to be considered as a mere slave, 
toiling to prepare for war? and are all her accu- 
mulations to be expended in warlike preparations? 
Are these to be made the paramount objects of 
Government? I trustnot, sir. Our country every- 
where presents us with objects claiming the pa- 
rental care and bounty of the Government. Pet 
these have a share out of your abundant treasure, 
and let portions of it be, in some mode or other, 
returned to the people, to increase the sources of 
national wealth from which it came. I am will- 
ing, sir, to go on in the policy which the Govern- 
ment has heretofore pursued on this subject, and 
to vote for suitable and even liberal appropriations 
for the general defense and security of the coun- 
try. Such appropriations have been constantly 
made from the very origin of our Government; 
and from official documents it appears that from 
the Ist of January, 1817, to the Ist of January, 
1835, there has been expended on our militar 
and naval establishments $40,655,458 37. f 
this sum $11,171,712 70, was expended on the 
Navy, and the balance of $29,483,745 67 upon 
the military establishment; of which last sum, 
$15,025,812 04 was expended on fortifications. 
But, not content with the customary and usual 
appropriations for these objects, the honorable 
Senator [Mr. Benton] now asks us to appro- 
priate the whole of the surplus revenue. Besides 
other objections that I have to this scheme of 
policy, one of no small consequence with me is, 
that it, in effect, confines the whole expenditure 
of the revenue to the line of our sea-coast, and 
cuts off the western and interior States from the 
hopes they have indulged of a more equal dis- 
tribution and expenditure of the public revenue. 
The financial operations of this Government have 
always been such that the money drawn from 
the West has been expended on other sections of 
the country. ‘This has heretofore been a matter 
of necessity, resulting.from the condition of the 
Union. But the nationat debt is now paid, and 
the time has arrived when we might justly expect 
a more equal participation in the disbursement of 
the public money. This just expectation seems 
to be fortified by every consideration that belongs 
to the subject. We have contributed our full 

jortion of the public revenue, whether resulting 
from direct or indirect taxation; and, in addition 
to this, vast sums of money have been paid into 
the Treasury from the West for the purchase of 
public lands. Heretofore we have been thus con- 
stantly paying, and receiving back nothing. This 
course of things has operated as a perpetual drain 
upon the West, and nothing but ite extraordinary 
natural resources could have enabled us so long 
to bear up prosperously against it. We cannot 
always do so. .- i 
- Ofthe surplus now in the Treasury more than 
twenty millions are the proceeds of the sales of 
public lands within the last three years. I do not, 
sir, cherish sectional feelings or jealousies; I look 
upon the whole United States as my country; but 
still, while ready to serve the general cause, 
must not entirely forget the special interest of my 
own particular section of country and of my own 
constituents. And it does not seem to me that 
the time has come when, upon every principle of 
policy and justice, I may claim for it and them 
some share in the accumulated riches of your 
Treasury. ` But to the undoing of these expecta- 
tions, and to cut us off from future hope, the 
Senator from Missouri [Mr. Benton] proposes 
to seize upon and expend the entire surplus rev- 
enue on fortifications, the Navy, &c.; thus con- 
tinuing the old system, so exhausting to the West, 
of expending all the money received from it upon 
distant sea-coasts. The unequal and, as I think, 
unjust operation of such a course must constitute 
a strong objection in the minds of western men. 
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I am willing to make the usual appropriations | 
—to make liberal appropriations to the objects | 
suggested by the gentleman from Missouri, and ` 
articularly for the Navy: of that I am proud; I 
believe in its usefulness and in its efficiency as a 
great arm of national power and defense. 

But, sir, E must confess that the fortifications 
suggested by the Senator [Mr. Benton] are much 
less favorite objects with me, and that I shall vote 
cautiously and with jealousy anything beyond 
the ordinary appropriations for them. Mr.C. 
said he had no great confidence in fortifications as 
means of national defense. In a few peculiar sit- 
uations, and at a few points, they might, he sup- 

osed, be useful, and to that extent he was will- 
ing to go. But from the magnitude of the appro- 
priation now contended for, it was evident that 
the views of other gentlemen were not limited as 
his own were, and that it was designed to line 
our sea-coast with a chain of fortresses that was 
to render us impregnable to an enemy. On such 
an extent of coast as ours, the scheme is imprac- 
ticable, if it were expedient. But he did not con- 
sider itexpedient. ‘The best and only sure de- 
fense of nations was the courage, the intelligence, 
and patriotism of their people. Upon these must 
be our reliance in the hour of danger The peo- 
ple is our bulwark; and the Government, by every 
act of wisdom and beneficence, that increases their 
attachment to it and their prosperity, provides 
more effectually for national defense, than by the 
erection of all the fortifications that could be built 
of brick or stone. His objection, as before stated, 
did not go to the comparatively few fortifications 
that might be necessary at particular points and 
situations, but to the extensive and costly system 
of fortifications that seemed to be designed for 
every assailable point of our coast. We did not 
(he said) stand in need of such defenses. What , 
enemy would dare to land on ourshores? Itmay 
be necessary for the weak and timid to labor and 
toil, and expend their substance in erecting walls 
around them for their defense. Such a course 
would be altogether inconsistent with the spirit, 
the power, and the policy of this great Republic. į; 

But suppose this scheme of fortifications com- ' 
pleted, and our coasts girded with frowning bat- 
tlements; what follows? You must have troops 
to garrison these fortresses. How.many will this ; 
service require? Certainly a great augmentation | 
of your present military force—a considerable 
army. And thus it will in the cnd turn out that 
the expenditure of millions in the erection of for- | 
tifications will fasten upon us the canker of a 
standing army, and entail upon the people a tax 
for the support of that army. 

The policy of the honorable Senator, [Mr. Ben- 
Ton,] by giving such paramount importance to | 
all the preparations for war, seems to me calcu- 
lated to give to our Republica military aspect, | 
and dangerous tendency to war. The spirit of | 
free Governments has always been sufficiently 
warlike. The pride and haughtiness of the re- 
publican character have ever been but too read 
to kindle into war, and to seek for conquest. We 
need not stimulate that spirit. We have enough 
of it, and it will grow upon us, or there js no truth 
in history or philosophy. ‘To moderate and re- 
strain that warlike temper will be among the diffi- 
cult tasks of this Government. 

These views and considerations of the subject 
compel me to dissent from the policy recom- 
mended by the honorable Senator, [Mr. Bewrow.) 
Tam content to pursue the course that has been 
marked out tp us on this subject by the former 
practice of the Government, We have had wars, 
and rumors of wars, and we shall have them 
again. But is it necessary, because if the possi- 
bility of occasional war, that we should be con- 
stantly clad in steel, and oppress ourselves with 
the weight of our own armor? 

Sir, the Senator from Missouri [Mr. Benron] 
has alluded to our present difficulties with France | 
in terms calculated to excite our pride, if not our 
apprehensions, and has told us that our country 
isina ‘‘naked,’’ “miserable,” and ‘‘ defenseless’? 
condition. | 

It is with deep surprise that I heard such a 
declaration. How has it happened, how can it 
be, that our country is in so ‘* naked, miserable, | 
and defenseless a condition?’ From the very 
origin of the Government such preparations as it 


i 
j 


| fenseless. 


| of subjects had been introduced into this debate, 


deemed necessary and proper have been making 
for the security and defense of the country. And, 
from first to last, about two hundred millions of 


dollars have been expended upon our naval and | 


military establishments. About twenty years ago 
we had a war with Great Britain—an enemy much 
more powerful and formidable, as it respects us, 
than France can be. We were then capable of 
resisting this more formidable enemy, and of suc- 
cessfully defending our country, its honor, and | 
its rights. Since that war about forty million | 
dollars have been expended upon our naval and | 
military establishments. 


And let it also be re- ' 
membered that, for the last seven years, the ad- 
ministration of this Government has been in the 
hands of a President renowned in war, and that 
the Senator from Missouri [Mr. Benton] has 
been one of the leading supporters of that Admin- 
istration. Is it not then matter of surprise to hear 
that Senator, under all these circumstances, and _ 
near the close of such an Administration, declar- 
ing the country to be in a ‘‘ naked, miserable, and 
defenseless condition ?’’ 

Sir, I must, in this particular, be the vindicator 
of the Administration.. I cannot agree in the 
opinion of the honorable Senator from Missouri, 
though sanctioned by the Senator from New Jer- 
sey, [Mr. Sournarnp,] and some other Senators, 
that our country is in a ‘‘ naked, miserable, and 
defenseless condition.” 

Compare its condition now with what it was 
at the period of our last and glorious war with 
Great Britain. The issues of that war will prove 
that we were not even then in a naked, miserable, 
and defenseless state. Since that war we have 
expended forty millions of dollars upon our naval 
and military establishments. Our largest public 
vessels at that time were frigates. We have since 
increased their number, and have added to them 
some of the most formidable line-of-batile ships 
that the world ever saw. Since that war we have 
doubled our population, and now number about 
fifteen millions. Since that war we have paid off 
our national debt, and now have an overflowing 


Treasury, an abundant revenue, and unbounded , 
dd to all this, that our country, through- 


credit. 
out its wide expanse, is full of energy, and teem- 
ing with prosperity, and then, sir, let me proudly 
ask of any one if it can be said of such a country 
that its condition is ‘“ naked, miserable, and de- 
fenseless?’’ No, Mr. President, we are not de- 
Give us a just cause of war, and we 
have nothing to fear. Ina just quarrel we can 


| meet any and all enemies without danger of over- 


throw or disaster. My confidence in this is such, 


| that, except for the protection of our great cities, 


and the great channels of our commerce, it does 
not seem to me that fortifications are necessary. 
I utterly object to them as a system of national de- 
Jfense—a system for which, together with other 
warlike preparations, its advocates at once, and 
now, callupon us for all the surplus in our Treas- 
ury, estimated at thirty millions, and all the sur- 


plus that may accrue hereafter till the object be | 


completed—a system that must lead to a standing 


army, and perpetual taxes for its support, and , 


which, to a great extent, must permanently limit 
the expenditure of the revenue to the maritime 
frontier, to the prejudice of all the interior coun- 
try from which it shall be collected. 

_ But, Mr. President, if I thought less unfavor- 
ably of the proposed system of fortifications and 
defense, I should still think it very impolitic to 
apply to it all our surplus revenue. Some of it 
at least should be given or.applied to the peaceful 
pursuits of gociety, to invigorate and replenish 
the sources from which it came. We are not 
probably doomed to have more, upen an average, 
than one year of war to twenty of peace, and it 
would seem to me, therefore, to be most unequal 
and unwise to neglect entirely the objects con- 
nected with the peaceful prosperity of the coun- 


try, and to expend all the surplus revenue the || 


peace has furnished on objects connected with 
war. Better uses, I think, may be made of it, 
than the multiplication of forts, and the pur- 
chase of superfluous arms to be hung up to 
rust. ` 

Mr. C. then proceeded to state that a variety 


the country had been broadly imputed to the 
Senate. Thisimputation, however, had resolved 
itself into the comparatively petty charge of hav- 
ing, at the last winter’s session, defeated the pas- 
sage of the ‘fortification bill,” as it is called. 
This charge has been denied, and an animated 


‘I discussion has ensued as to the causes of its 


. failure. Having no personal knowledge of the 


, circumstances attending that bill, I can enter into 


no controversy concerning them; but, sir, I have 
been a curious and interested listener to the de- 
bate, and have made up my verdict on the case. 
That opinion is founded on none of the disputed 
questions or details of the controversy, but upon 
this admitted state of facts: that the bill was in 
progress after night of the 3d of March last; that 
the two Houses of Congress differed about some 
of the appropriations contained in it; that the bill 
was likely to be lost in consequence of that dis- 
agreement; that to avoid such aresult, the Senate 
proposed a conference between the two Houses; 
that the conference was agreed to, and held by 
committees mutually appointed; that all the mat- 
ters of disagreement between the two Houses 
. were settled and agreed upon by these commit- 
tees, and that each, as was its duty, should re- 
port to its respective House, that the bill might 
- accordingly pass; that the committee of the Sen- 
ate did, without delay, make the proper report to 
that body; that the Senate was then rea y and 
willing to act, and to pass the bill upon the terms 
agreed upon, and so anxious, indeed, to do so, 
that, after waiting some time to hear from the 
other House, in whose possession the bill was, 
they sent a respectful message to that House to 
remind them of the subject; that there was some 
delay on the part of the committee of the House 
of Representatives, or its chairman, in making 
its report to that House; that the report was not 
made till about, or after, the hour of twelve o’clock 
at night, and that the House did not at all act 
upon it owing to scruples of conscience on the part 
of some of its members in doing anything after 
that hour of the night at which they supposed 
their congressional power ceased. As I have 
learned, and understand it, such is the plain and 
authentic history of the overt acts connected with 
the fate of this bill. 
According to these facts, the Senate stands 
clearly acquitted, and the loss of the bill is im- 
| pumni alone to the House of Representatives. 
|. It is not necessary to this conclusion to inquire or 
|| search for secret causes that may have prompted 
: these scruples of conscience that destroyed that bill. 
|, It must be consolatory, I should think to its pa- 
I triotic friends here, who mourn so eloquently over 
l its fate, to know, sir, that it died for conscience 
| sake. All will, no doubt, admit that, to some ex- 
i| tent these scruples were very honest and sincere; 
|! but I grant,sir, that such a sudden and extensive 
i| ebullition of conscience may seem a litile surpris- 
|| ing, especially when it is recotlected that it is 
i against all former experience; that neither Wash- 
ington, nor Adams, nor Jefferson, nor Madison, 
nor any of our former Presidents, nor any former 
Congress ever indulged such scruples, or hesitated 
to act after twelve o’clock at night of the 3d of 
March, whenever it was necessary to the com- 
pletion of the public business. But, sir, con- 
science does not go by precedents. Its waysare 
often mysterious and inscrutable; and, after all, 
and notwithstanding all reasonings and prece- 
dents to the contrary, there is nothing, perhaps, 
unnatural or strange in those conscientious emo- 
tions which it seems interrupted the ‘public busi+ 
ness in the House of Representatives at the close 
of the last session. Remember, sir, that it was just 
about the hour of twelve, that witching time of 
night, when conscience, long pent up, and clogged 
with the politics of a whole session of Congress, 
would be-most apt to break out, and make her 
** compunctious visitings.”? 

Thus it is, Mr. President, as it seems to me, 
that the loss of the fortification bill is clearly ac- 
counted for, the Senate acquitted of its destruc- 
tion, and the House of Representatives of the 
last Congress shown to have been the most con- 
scientious and scrupulous with which the people of 
these United States have ever been favored. 

I must say, Mr. President, that [have been not 


upon some of which he wished to make a few 
remarks. The alleged defenseless condition of 


a little surprised at the grcat importance that has 
been ascribed to that bill, and at the sensibility 
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that some gentlemen here have manifested at the 
bare recollection of its fate. T had supposed that: 
this sensibility had been more confined to the-sea- | 
coast, where the money was to have been ex- | 
pended, and to sorrowful contractors and under- | 
takers, who were disappointed, perhaps, in their- 
anticipations of good contracts and fat jobs. I- 
am bound to state that, unpatriotic as such a want 
of sensibility may seem to be, there was not, in 
all the section of country from which I:come, the | 
least exhibition of popular distress, or even regret, 
upon the occasion. And if any of the Senators | 
who are charged: with having defeated that bill 
should be prosecuted for the offense, and can ob- 
tain a change of venue to Kentucky, they may be 
assured of a very impartial trial; for if: there is ` 
any man there that: made the fate of this bill a 
matter of any care, concern, or importance, I do 
not now recollect him. Yet Senators tell us here 


that a ‘tremendous: responsibility” ‘must rest | 


somewhere for the loss of that bill. ` The ptocess | 
by which this ‘tremendous: responsibility” is 
got up is curious enough. It is by: ing that 
in consequence of the logs of the bill the French 
had invaded our country, captured our cities, and | 
destroyed our people. Can anything, air, be |i 
more idle ar extravagant than such iti | 
suppositions gravely made the basis of ment || 
here long after they have all been contradicted |: 
by facts? The French had no cause. to invade | 
us; we had no ground to apprehend such:an in- || 
vasion; and in point of fact they did not invade 
us, or capture our cities, or destroy our people. | 
What, then, becomes of this imagined ‘ tremen- , 
dous responsibility ” that has resounded so muth: 
and so fearfully in this debate? ns a 
Our present relations and our- pending contro- | 
versy. with. France have also been discussed at , 
large on this occasion. That subject had, for 
some: time passed, created much concern and | 
agitation in the public mind, and war was, by: 
many, anticipated as the most ble result. ; 
For his part, he had not believed that war sould , 
be made out of such slender materials, but still 
be could not avoid all apprehension on the sub- | 
ject. The parties were in that state of irritation | 
easily to be inflamed, and in which trival circum- | 
stances might produce important consequences. i 
In this critical situation of affairs; he was curious 
and anxious to know what measures were de- | 
signed, and to be recommended by the. Executive. 
It was (he said) in this anxious and listening 
mood that, on a former day of this debate, he ! 
observed, with. pleasure, the honorable Senator 
from Tennessee (Mr. Gauwpy] rise to address 
the Senate on the subject. Whatever should fail 
from so distinguished a:friend and supporter of 
the Administration, might, he supposed, be re~ 
rded as high evidence of the coursé intended to 
‘be pursued by that Administration. He was, 
therefore, arattentivelistener. ThatSenator, [Mr. 
Gavnor,] after discussing the grounds of contro- 
versy with France, and concluding that our Goya 
ernment had been in the right througheut, that 
was in the.:wrong, and persisted: in the: 
Wrong, then demanded ‘‘ what was to be done??? || 
and called. upon Senators “to: come up to: the | 
mark, and to sa 
This (said Mr. C.) was just the point on which | 
I wanted to hear the gentleman himself; and 
when that Senator proceeded immediately to say 
‘that for his part he had no objection to declare 
frankly what he wasfor,”’ myattention was quick- | 
ened to the utmost. ‘The. gentleman paused for. 
an instant, as if to collect himself for the occasion, 
and then made his promised frank avowal by 
stating “that he was not willing things should: 
remain exactly as they were.’’ You must judge, 
Mr. President, how I was enlightened and affected 
by this most frank and ieit diselosure; That 
nator, sir, is an old and valued acquaintance, 
and I cisim some sort of affinity with him as am 
old Kentuckian; Willingto reciprocate all good 
Offices with him, Iam determined thathis extreme: 
frankness on this occasion shall be fully recipro- 
cated; and happy I am, sir, to be able to repay the 
obligation literally, by:here declaring, as I now 
Moat conscientiously do, to that gentleman, (bow- 
ing to Mr. Grompr,) “ that I am not willing that 


hh 


openly what they were for.” || pocket 
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seems to have increased as the prospect of war 
has decreased. Since our last adjournment on 
Thursday or Friday, wa. have all heard of the 
offered mediation of Great Britain for the amioa+ 
ble settlement of our controversy with France, 


‘and of the ae of that mediation by our: 
| Government. 
general satisfaction, and an almost perfect assur- 


his intelligence has diffused a 


ance of the continuance of peace, and the resto- 
ration of ail our former friendly relations. with 


France. The honorable Senator from Pennsyl- : 
vania [Mr. Bucnawaw} expresses his confidence : 
that war will be averted; and yet,sir, at this-very | 
moment of returning. peace and good wilt, that 
_ Senator has indulged:in a hostile and reproachfal . 
strain of discussion. . With ruefal industry he has: 


gone over the whole grouad of our controversy, 
and all. the:diplomacy connected with it, colleet- 
ing together every little circumstance, and odd 
end of speech, 


version against France; and finally concludes with: 


a charge of willful bad feith against her King ‘and 
| Government. Why is ali this, Mr. President 7 
| We have had an unfortunate dispute with an old 


friend. We are on the eve of an honorable recon-: 


— || ciliation; and are about to shake again, in friend’. 


ship, the only hand, among all the:nations of the 
earth, that fought with us, and for us, in the bat- 
dea of our: Revolution. : Why, at such a time, 
and on such an occasion, does the Senator (Mz. 
BucuaNaw] assume such atone and language of 
insult and exasperation? Wh 
of France. by aceusing their 


the making of any such accusation. ` There was: 
certainly :much less reason for the. Senator's 


making it, now thatthe ‘odntest is virtually | 


ended. ta . 
But I remember, Mr. President, that the Sena-: 
tor differs very much with the Président of the 
| United States an-rekitien to these French affairs: 
' He thinks that the President has beer altogether’ 
| T00 forbearing and: too maderate in his-conduct to- 
; wards France, and he openty expresses his dissp- 
| probation of that: forbearance, and rebukes. that: 
; moderalinn. Yes, şir, we-haye seen and heard the: 
| Senator from Pennsylvania—that land of honest: 
; peace and honest induetry—the land of the peace- 
| ful Penn—gravely rébuking General Jackson for. 
| his gentleness T00 great moderation, Nothing 
| can be added, sir, to that picture. - cae | 
The same Senator, further to aggravate the bad: 
Jaith which-he -charges against the French Gov- 
ernment for their fatiure to 
the treaty of July, 1631, 


as represented that: 


and states that, in canse ce af the. reduction 
of duties or taxes stipulate: for by that treaty, 
upon the. importation of -French wines ahd silks 
into our country, France -had: already pocketed: 
three millions of dollars of our money, and: was: 
still reaping this golden harvest. If this be‘re- 


| ally so, what becomes of the much boasted diplo» | 


macy to Which woars indebted for that.treaty— 
a. treaty by which France has been enabled to; 
s and will continue to pockét,; about. one 
million of dollars per annum of our money? ` 
- But I think it must be very clear that the gen-i 
tlemaxfie entirely mistaken, and. that his state- 
ment, though sanctioned as he, supposes it to be, 
by official authority from our Treasury Depart- 
ment, is altogether «rroheons. It may be. true. 
that, if the imiportaudns of French wines, and 
silks had been the same under the-utdiminighed 
duties that they have been under the duties as di-: 
thinished in conformity to that treaty, the differ- 
ence in point of revenue to. this Government: 
might have been the same (three millions) stated: 
by the gentleman, Butit- by no means follaws 
that, because that-sum has been prevented from- 
going inte our Treasury, it has gone into: the 
pocket of France. The gentleman has.only mis-- 
taken the poeket into which it has. gone, as will 
be evident to him on a moment’s reflection. ‘The 
chief effect of the reduction of duties on the arti- 
cles of wines and silks has not been to put the 
amount of the reduction into the pockets of: the 


i 


things should remain exactly as they are.”’ 
Mr. President, the belligerency of this debate 
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importers of. these articles, but to cheapen them: 
to the consumer.. And thus, sir, insteadof trans+- 


| 


Message, or correspondence, that: | 
could be made the subject of jaiii or auimad."' 


insole the people. 
overnment of bad : 
faith? In the midet.and heat of the controversy,’ 
our President has often and: solemnly disclaimed | 


perform on their part | 


treaty as most favorable and beneficial to France; | 
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‘| I cannog. eive. how oyr hopor 
| to be atfecind by the halt ee 


ferring three : millions of: our money teeFrench > 
pockets, the principal effect of the diminished : 
duties is to-enable ‘somé poor girl to buy. a silk 
dress, or some poor fellow to uy a draught of + 
wine, which they could not otherwise do. . Such - 
an effect, I hope, would. not be at all obnoxious - 
to the Senator. ' PS a hen eRe od 
The same honorable Senator deeras to think 
that it is, somehow or other; indispensable to our : 


' 


; aniyang independente that-we should, at all: 
hazards 


4 compel France to pry the sum of 1 : 
which by tveaty. she owes us, and that her failure > 
and refasal to make that payment reflect dishonor 
and disgrace upan us: Whendveriv shall beraie 
necessary, Mr, President, I hope that I shall be 
ready—I know that my constituents will be ready 


—to go tð bwhry oxtréthity OT haAGAbis Warfare 


_ for the vindication of owr-country’s dignity and 


Bray icover nia a Teor n: 


our country aye mieh tomcernedamrthis occasion. 


| ftal dr tance 


| to pay us the debt sie gwes: "If ihe debtor fails 


or re to pay the debt he owas, the, ask, 
whatever it may be, falls upon him.;;, ‘Who ever: 
heard that, in such a cage, the honor; 
itor was supposed to be affected by t 
duct of the debtor ? hes ' a 
-Fhe now-payment by Pradce ‘ofthe debt: bhe 
Owes. us seems tome to ben whntter that affects: 
dur interest rathet than our honory and; therefore: 
that aH questions as to ‘Mmenssres of redress 
war-or otherwise, are merely questions of 


f the cred~, 
ẹ miscon- 


» by 
e- 


| diency for our own diseretion to determine, -": 1 


-:Fagree-with the honorable Senator (Mr; Buon-: 
Awan] that Francejowes: us twenty-five millions: 
of francs, hang sémething less:thai five millions: 
of dollare, and that'she assigna ‘an insufficient 
reason for withholding arent, But this is the: 
whole head and front of her offendiag. We have’ 
no ‘other complaint against her: Would itwa 
expedient-ahd proper for us to make war formash: 
a cause? . There is. no. other caus of complaint 
on our part. France: has in no: way’ offended: 
against us on thie oceasioh extcept hay fink Make 
faalare toipay the money in question. Shall we: 
go towar to eiifosce ile payment} abdomen 

‘Fhatik: 
bye and: 
ANEMIC: 


Št is needless! to disedsk the: question: :: 
God, the: da of thin: wap has pasted 

we have, awk belitve,an-almostgerthih ase ° 
of ‘reconciliation: and péace with ‘Fwanee. Such’ 
ah. issue of: this conti ‘taknat be regarded - 
otherwise than asia matter of pablic congtatila- 
tion. If war had been its reaulty I should : Hava: 
contributed:all that was in my humble powár to: 
render my country suceessful in that war. W. 
of itself would have been:a saffictent reason: with 
me to take ‘my country’s side; without reference: 
to its cause. But, sir, 1 mast confess that i should: 
have been most loth to witness any such a wari 
as that with which we have béen:threatened. 1A 
war with whom; and) for whati: A: war with: 
France, our first; our: aneieiit ally~whose blòod ` 


| fowed for us, and with our dwn, ‘in ithe g 


great 
struggle that gaveng:freedom, áhd nade'ik s ia2-> 
tion! À warfor money t:apettj, paltry tum. of-: 
money! 1 Know of no Inqtande++cortainly wont: 
among the civilized nations of medern times; 
of a war waged for sùth wn‘ object; and;if it bet 
among the legitimate omie ery Dd iw z 
the most inglorious of them:alk.i: Iti wah eéftré> 
but little of that«goneroue ifmpiration whith, in à. 
noble ‘cadsey gives to war ee ond: 
i ry. “War for money mast ever be an ignes : 
te eel <- On Sa bene fields:the laurel cannot’ 
flourish: In the sordid contest but little konor: 
can be won, and victory herself is almost deapoiied . 
of her triu f if an f 


fiwe shouldattempt,by wary tecompel France 
to pay the money in question, none who know: 
the two nations can doubt bat the contest would 

be fierce, bloody, and obstinate. “Sapposs;hew-: 
ever, that our success is such as fmally to enable - 
us to dictate terms to. Franee, and to oblige her : 
to pay the money. Imagine; Mr. President, that - 
the little purse, the prize of war and carnage; is 
at last obtained. There it is, sir, stained with - 
the blood of Americans, and of Frenchmen, their 

ancient friends. Could you, sir, behold or pocket 

that. blood-stained purse, without some emotions: 
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Sufferers by New York Fire—Mr. Phillips. 


Ho. or Reps. 


i 
of pain ‘and remorse? I will follow the subject | 
no further. , ; | 
Permit me, Mr. President, in conclusion, to | 
express my thankfulness for the hope and confi- 
dence [ now entertain, that we are to be saved 
from the calamity of such a war. And I will, 
sir, inddlve the further hope, that the amicable 
settlement of all our difficulties with foreign na- 
tions, may contribute to restore more harmony 
to our councils here, and enable us, in a more 
fraternal spirit, to act together upon the great 
subjects of domestic policy, in which the perma- 
nent interest and prosperity of our common coun- 
try are more immediately concerned. 


tressed community. 

The relation between the Government as a 
creditor, and the citizens whom it requires to be- 
come its debtors, by giving bonds for duties upon 
imports, is, under our revenue system, in several 
respects, peculiar; and the course of the discus- 
sion upon this bill has shown that it is not suffi- 
ciently understood. It differs essentially from 
the usual relation between creditor and debtor, 


| much to restore confidence and hope to a dis- 


voluntary contract, as between buyer and seller, 
but from a legislative action which creates the 
debt without furnishing to the debtor an imme- 
|, diate, but only a contingent equivalent. Let me 
| endeavor to illustrate my meaning upon this 
v point, confining the illustration to the case of du- 
' ties secured’ by bonds. 


SUFFERERS BY NEW YORK FIRE. - 


landed, the importer is required to execute his 
. bond, with sureties, for the amount of duties on 
Ix rae Hoose or REPRESENTATIVES, the goods consigned to him; and from that mo- 
ment, except that he is entitled to an allowance 

February 16, 1836. for. damage ascertained to have been incurred 

The House being in Committee of the Whole on the New during the voyage of importation, he is respons- 
York Relief bill and the motion of Mr. Harory, to strike ible to the Government for the amount of his 


out the proviso of the first section, still pending, ond, whatever losses he May ANCHE In landing 
$ and storing the goods, or while they remain in 
Mr. PHILLIPS said: 


stare, before he has had an opportunity of dis- 
Mr. Cuairman: I have felt it my duty to ex- posing of them for consumption or export. 


SPEECH OF HON. S. C. PHILLIPS, 


OF MASSACHUSETTS, 


inasmuch as it results not from an ordinary and . 


Immediately upon the | 
` arrival of a ship in port, before the cargo can be | 


amine with care the provisions of this bill, and Should the goods be exported, he is entitled to a ` 


_ to weigh the objections which have been urged drawback of the duty; if they are sold for con- 
against it. From an acquaintance with the state sumption, the duty becomes an increment of 
of business,and the general situationof merchants value, and is received back by the importer.in the 
in the city of New York, from personal observa- ' price which the consumer pays; but while they 
tion of the immediate effects of the recent calam- remain in the warehouse of the importer, even, 
ity, and from inquiry into the probable extent of | as in many cases, under the lock and key of the 
its wide-spread consequences, I have been con- | custom-house, the Government holds him re- 
vinced of the importance, nay, of the absolute ne- ' sponsible for the duties against all risks, and, 
cessity of some early provision on the part of this should the goods be destroyed or lost, will still 
Government for the relief of its debtors in that 
city; and, upon reflection, I am satisfied that itis . ously of no advantage to the importer that a dut 
not more the impulse of liberality, than the ob- is thus levied upon his goods, and it is as obvi- 
vious dictate of sound policy, to do at least all | ously not the design of the revenue laws that he 
that is proposed in this bill. ` shall be a loser by reason of his being held sub- 

The bill provides for two objects: First, the ject to the payment of the duty; but the design 
relief of aüch debtors of the Government as were is, that the payment of the duty shall devolve 
immediate sufferers by the fire; and secondly, the | ultimately upon the consumer, and the Govern- 
relief of all who were indebted tothe Government | ment employs the importer as its agent for col- 
in the city of New York at the time when the fire ` lecting the duty from the consumer. When the 
occurred. The proposed relief is confined, in importer has sold the goods to the consumer, 
both cases, to debtors of the Government, and | (though he is obliged to take upon himself the 
consists simply of an extension, without interest, ` risk of bad debts, without any guarantee from 

of the time of payment of bonds given, to secure | the Government,) he has realized a consideration 
the duties upon goods recently imported. This ; for his bond, and acquired the means of paying 
relief it is proposed to afford in the largest meas- | it; but, until that contingency has occurred, he 
ure to the immediate sufferers, and in a less de- i| remains in the situation of an agent who, upon 
gree to the others, who are supposed to be liable |! the receipt of goods on consignment, has made 
to temporary embarrassment, if not direct loss, |! an advance in cash, or given an acceptance to his 
from the necessary consequences of such a ca- i| principal, without being able to avail himself of 

the legal privilege of the agent in such cases, of 

recovering from the principal the amount of the 


lamity. 
advance or acceptance, if the goods should be lost 


The extension of payments thus provided for, ' 
is an indulgence which the Government can grant, 
in the present state of its finances, without incon- | 
venience, and, under the existing arrangements | 
of the Treasury Department, without any sacri- 
fice. Such is the amount of surplus revenue | 
already collected, that, if these bonds were paid 
at maturity, the Government would have no use 
for the money, and it would be suffered to lie in | 
the deposit. banks without interest. The effect 
of the bill will therefore be to allow to the debtors 
of the Government, rather than to the banks, the 
gratuitous use of the amount of the bonds during 
the time of extension. So far as the privilege | 
which the banks would otherwise enjoy may be’! 
thus curtailed, they can have no right to complain, ' 
since the use of the Government balances that .| scribed regulations; and the goods are allowed 
will still remain in their hands must be more than f to remain in such warehouse for a term of three 
an ample remuneration for the services they per- | years, subject only to the standing bond of the 
oe ive eee i re ae ee of pee pice of a Sp rash or ue 

that is proposed, then, is nothing more | special bond o e importer or the paymen 

than an ordinet y arinei ni to which, under || of the full duties of inponation, or for the due 
various circumstances, creditors are often obliged | exportation of the goods.” If within three years 
to accede, from considerations of prudence and | 
liberality. In this-case, while there may be reason — 
to suppose that, by refusing such temporary || 
accommodation, the Government might fail of; 
securing its debts, it is clear that, by granting 1t, | 
it will afford direct and effectual relief to its 

debtors, and, in relieving so many of them, do | 


can be sold. . . f 
The disadvantage and injury to which the im- 


of a WAREHOUSING SYSTEM. In England, where 
that system, after many gradual efforts to estab- 


evil does not exist. It isthere provided that the 
importer, upon landing his goods, may deposit 
them, under the inspection of officers of the cus- 


payable in eash upon delivery from the ware- 
ouse. While the goods are warehoused, the 
duty does not accrue; if they are lost or de- 


_ Stroyed by unavoidable accident in the warehouse, | iath 
the duty is not held to be payable; or, if they are || that the claim upon the Government 19 the same, 


exact the payment of his bond. Now it is obvi- : 


or destroyed, in landing or in store, before they ' 


porter is thus exposed, may be attributed to a | 
prominent defect in our revenue laws—the want : 


lish it, has been in full operation since 1826, the - 


toms, in a ‘¢ warehouse of special security,” as ' 
it is termed, which may be a private store or : 
| quay, duly licensed for the purpose, under pre- | 


lost or destroyed in landing or shipping,” or 
‘¢ in the receiving into, or delivery from, the ware- 
house,” the duty, ** payable or paid,”’ is remitted 
i orreturned. While the goods remain in the ware- 
house, sales may be made by one party to an- 
‘| other, (the law prescribing a mode of transfer, ) 
and the purchaser succeeds to all the privileges of 
the importer; or, rather, the privileges attach to 
the goods, so long as they remain in the ware- 
house, whatever may be the changes of owner- 
ship in the meanwhile. Itis not until they are 
about to pass into immediate consumption that 
the duty is payable; and thus the importer has 
the opportunity of collecting the duty from the 
consumer before he is required to pay it to the 
Government; and it is only after the goods have 
passed into the consumer’s hands that the Gov- 
ernment is released from the risk of losing the 
duty in consequence of any unavoidable accident 
(by fire, or otherwise) that may befall the goods. 

Such, Mr. Chairman, is the design of the Eng- 
lish warehousing system; and the gentleman from 
South Carolina [Mr. Pickens] will perceive that, 
in a case like the present, it- would save harmless 
(in respect to liability for duties) most of the im- 
porters, for whose partial.and temporary relief 
this bill makes provision. Had the English sys- 
tem been in operation at New York, a large pro- 
portion of the imported goods destroyed by the 
fire would have been warehoused, the duty would 
not have accrued, and would not have been pay- 
able, and the Government could not have been a 
gainer by the calamity, as it now may be, since 

_it has secured the duty upon all goods which, if 

‘not burnt, would have been exported, and will 
derive an increase of revenue from the importa- 
tion of goods required to supply the place of 

, those (also burnt) which were intended for con- 
sumption. 

I regret, sir, that the warehousing system could 
not long since have been. introduced here. As 
perfected in England, it affords innumerable ad- 

_ vantages to the commerce of the country, and has 
not proved liable to abuse. I perceive no suffi- 
cient obstacle toits introduction here. The prin- 
ciple was partially recognized in the sixtieth sec- 

‘tion of the act of Congress of 2d March, 1799, 
providing for the landing, storing, and relading 
of the cargoes of ships arriving from foreign ports 

in distress, without requiring the consignee, in 

/ such cases, to enter the goods and secure the 

duty: The allowance of drawback upon goods 

' exported is also a partial recognition of the prin- 

i ciple; but itis only by adopting the system in its 

| entire extent, that we can secure to our citizens 
i| the same advantages of foreign trade that are now 
| enjoyed in England, as well also as at most of the 
| principal ports of the continent of Europe. The 
|! fire at New York furnishes striking proofs of the 

‘| injury and injustice to which merchants are ex- 

: posed from the want of the system; and I shalk 
| consider it as the strongest indication of friendly 

i regard for the mercantile interest, whenever Con- 

gress shall see fit to entertain a suitable proposi- 

‘| tion in reference to this object. I shall cheerfully 
: vote for this bill, because [ consider it founded in 

the most equitable principles, and because it pro- 
vides for a case of suffering of appalling magni- 
tude; and yet I am not unaware that it furnishes 
| some foundation for the charge of partial legisla- 
tion, inasmuch as there have been other. cases, 
| similar in all important respects to this, in which 
importers, from unavoidable accident, have been 
subjected to the loss of goods upon which they 
had secured the duties, and have received no re- 
lief from the Government. It is impossible to 
refer to any single case which exhibits an amount 
| of loss at all approaching to what has been sus- 
| tained at New York; but I am safe in saying that 
the aggregate of losses in such cases as the Gov- 
ernment has failed to provide for, if it could be 
ascertained, would prove that importers have been 


| hitherto great sufferers from the unjust operation 
| of laws which are still in force,and from the want 
the goods are exported, the bond is discharged; ` 
if they are taken “ for home use,” the duties are ,, 


be established. 


l 
The gentleman from South Carolina, [Mr. 
as I conceive, the 
t and the im- 


| porter, upon which th 


1836.] 
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or that there is equally no ground for a claim, 
whether the sufferer by fire is an importer at 
New York or a purchaser of imported goods at 
Cincinnati. The Government is clearly under 
no obligations to the dealer at Cincinnati. It has 
subjected him to no legislative exactions; it holds 
him under no peculiar responsibilities; it sustains 
towards him no other than the ordinary relation 
of the Government to a citizen. It is, more espe- 
cially, in no sense his creditor; it has no demand 
against him as a debtor; and, most of alf, it can- 
not regard him as a debtor, of whom it is requir- 
ing the payment of a debt for which it has given 
him no equivalent, and in regatd to whom the 


contingency, upon which alone depended-the op- 


portunity of his realizing an equivalent; throagh: 
unavoidable aecident, cannot oceur. .: This, then, | 


is the distinction between the two cases, result- 


supposed sufferers sustain towatds the Govern- 
ment. When the foreign goods 
importer to’ the consumer, or to the consumer’s 
agent—the purchaser for consumption—I agree 
that the duty becomes an increment of value; that 
the importer then realizes-the equivalent for what 
he has paid or owes the Government; that from 
that time the importer can have no claim ‘upon 
the Government, growing out of: the pecaliar re- 
lation which he has assumed; and that, of course, 
he cannot transfer to the ¢onsumer or his agent, 
an equitable right, which’ was peculiar to himself 
as an importer, and has ceased toexist. ‘The pur- 
chaser for consumption buys the foreign goods 
of the importer as he would! buy any other goods 
—for a fair consideration—and afterwards holds 


hot involve any assumption of responsibility to | 


the Government; he cannot, thtrefore, 


that contract; and there is no other upon 
which he can rest a claim. Whenever the Gov- 
ernment shall return to a system of which its ex- 
perience has been too unfortunate again to recom- 
mend the adoption, and shalt levy an excise upon 
whisky before it has been removed from the vats, 
or, at least, from the warehouse of the distiHer.at 
Cincinnati; and when that distiller can state the 
fact to Congress, that, as one of the sufferers by 
an awful conflagration, which has reduced to 
ashes an extensivé section of the thriving empo- 
rium of the West, he has been deprived, by the 
destruction of his property, of the means of re- 
covering from the consumer the amount of the 
excise which he has paid or owes the Govern- 
ment, there may be a case at Cincinnati resem- 
bling, in some of its features and in its equitable 
claims to thè consideration of Congress, the pres- 
ent case at New York. > 
I have thus far confined myself to a statement 
of some of the reasons which induce me to regard 
it as an act of justice to make provision for those 
debtors of the Government who have been im- 
mediate sufferers by the fire—the first class desig- 
nated in this bill. My convictions lead me to the 
conclusion that the most reasonable objection to 
the first section of the bill is, that it falls short of 
its proper object; and that it should bave pro- 
vided, not simply for an extension of the time of 
payment, but, under suitable regulations to pre- 
vent fraud, for the absotuté remission of the du- 
ties upon all goods subject to duty which were 
destroyed by the fire. And, sir,if any argument 
applicable to this case is to be drawn from that 
clause of the Constitution which requires duties 
to be “ uniform,” I submit to the gentleman who 
has quoted it, [Mr. Pickews,] whether it is not 
virtually a palpable disregard of uniformity to 
require of the importer whose goods perished in 
the fire on the day of their landing, or on the day 
preceding that on which (the outward entry, per- 
zps, having been lodged at the custont-house) 
they were to have been exported, or on any in- 
termediate day, so long as they remained in his 
hands undisposed of for consumption or export, 
the same duty which has been paid by another 
importer who has received the duty from the con- 
sumer, and has thereby been enabled to act as 
the law intended he should act, merely as the 
agent of the Government in collecting the duty 


prefer a || 
claim against the Government as resulting from |: 


' designe 


which is thas actually paid by the consumer? 
Upon a proper construction of the clause, how- 
ever, I do not consider it as furnishing any argu- 
ment applicable to this case; and I suppose it only 
to prescribe that the general revenue 
laws shall operate equally and alike throughout 
the country, without restraining the power of 
Congress to make suitable proviston for extraor- 

in 
sity, Justice, or the public interests may require. 
l will barely submit, in this connection, that: to 
insure the most salutary effect to this and every 
part of the Constitution relating to the collection 


of revenue from imports and to the regulation of |: 


commerce incident thereto, there is no legal pro- 


vision so practicable, sosimple, and certain in its 


operation, and so well adapted to exclude cases- 


i of special legislation, as a. warehousing system. 
ing from the widely different relations which the |; p legi i ng 87 


ass from: the | 


' Government expires. 
| him that, though the bond has been paid, if good 
them as he would hold any other gooda—at his |, 
own risk. His contract with the importer does i 


: It is-my deliberate opinion, for the reasons 
which I have stated, that the importers of. ‘‘du- 


tiable’’ goods destroyed by fire, and upon which | 


the bonds are in the course of collection, may 
justly claim a remission of duties. If the bonds 

ave been collected, or if the duties wére paid in 
cash, I hold, for the same reasons, that the amount 
of duty in such cases should be refunded. But, 
at this point; the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
(Mr. Crampers] encounters a difficulty which, 


| it appears to me, may be easily removed. €on- 
| fining himself to the ‘case of bonds which have 


been paid, he says that, as soon as they are paid, 
the relation of creditor and debtor ceases; and 
that thereupon the claim of the importer upon the 
Allow me to suggest to 


cause shall subsequently appear why it should 
not have been paid, or if it can be shown that the 
consideration for which: the bond was given has 
not been and could not be realized, or if, where 
the duty was paid in cash at the time of entry, 
the exportation of the goods has entitled the im- 
porter to drawback—in all these cases, the fact 
of payment has not settled the account; and. that 
it may be the relation of creditor and debtor, in- 
stead of having ceased, hag, in effect, been re- 
versed; the Government having become the debtor 
for the amount paid, and the importer, as a cred- 
itor,. being entitled to reclaim it. The English 
law, in the eases to which have referred, author- 
izes the commissioners of customs to “ remit or 
return’’ the duties ‘* payable or paid;”’ and the 
entleman in justice must acknowledge that, when 
fe can agree that the duty cannot equitably be 
claimed by the Government, he should be equally 
ready to refund the money if it has been paid, or 
to give up the bond if it has been secured. He 
surely will not attempt to screen the Government 
from the obligation to do equal justice to two 
claimants, similarly situated in respect to the 
merit of their claims, merely because one claim- 
ant had been obliged, or had chose: to advance 
the amount which he claims in cash, and the 
other had been suffered to substitute hia bond; 
or between two claimants similarly situated in all 
respects, except that both having given their 
bonds, the bond of one should happen to fall due 
the day before, and that of the other the day after 
the occurrence of an event which, it is admitted, 
annuls the consideration for which both bonds 
were given. l : 
Instead of providing for the remission of duties 
on goods destroyed by fire, and for refunding. the 
money in such cases when the duties have been 
paid, the bill simply provides (with the single 
exception of the first proviso in the first section) 
for an extension of credit to the importers, to 
allow them time to recover from the necessary 
embarrassment of their present situation, and to 
afford them some advantage in the saving of in- 
terest upon the amount of theirbonds. The gen- 
tleman from Vermont, [Mr. Evererr,] regarding 
this extensión in the nature of a loan, would 
charge them with the full rate of interest. Had 
these debtors actually received the principal of 
their debts from the Government, the charge of 
interest might not be deémed unreasonable, were 
it not that their unprecedented misfortunes entitle 
them to the most liberal indulgence usually, or 
ever, granted under extreme circumstances; but 
I submit to the gentleman that the principal of 


cases arising under those laws, as neces- 
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| the debts, that is to say, the amount of the bónda, 


has not been received by the debtors when the 
goods, upon which the duties accrued, have been 
estroyed in their hands before they have been 
enabled to dispose of them. With this under- 
standing of the case, I am sure he will agree with 
me, that if the Government is not bound in equity 
to release the debtors altogether, it will lave ó 
sufficiently rigorous in prosecuting its legal claims 
against them if it should allow a short season of 
delay before insisting upon payment. I have 
| already suggested that, by the existing Treasury 
| arrangements, if the bonds were promptly paid 
: the Government would suffer the money to lie, 
| without interest, in the deposit banks; and that, 
therefore, the Government cannot be a loser by 
: allowing the proposed extension. The gentle- 
; Man says that the arrangements with the, deposit 
banks have not béen made, and will not be con- 
tinued, with his consent; and that he would not 
permit the use of the Government funds either to 
| importers or banks without requiring interest. I 
| agree with the gentleman in all his general views 
in respect tothe management of the public money; 
| but I presume he has as little faith as myself in 
| the practicability of changing the present system; 
and that he cannot be disposed (yet such would 
| be the virtual operation of his amendment) to 
restrict the demand of interest to such sufferers 
as ‘this. bill provides for. te ge 
It is undeniable, as has been suggested by the 
, gentleman from Vermont and others, that the pro- 
posed extension ‘of payments to the immediate 
| Sufferers will afford relief unequally, and ia some 
instances in striking disproportion to the losses 
| actually incurred. Any provision which comes 


|, short of remitting the duties upon all dutiable 


| goods destroyed by the fire must operate une- 
| quallys and if this consideration should lead the 
committee to determine that it is more equal, as 
well as more strict justice—in other words, that 
| it is the only mode of doing justice—to authorize 
‘such remission, I shall be entirely prepared to 
| acquiesce in the decision. Still I cannot abandon 
the bill in its present shape from an apprehension 
that its beneficial effects will. not. precisely corre- 
spond to its design in all the cases to which it may 
be applied. : We can pass but few laws not liable 
to this: objection;. and, in respect to this bill, I 
content myself with the conviction that it will 
produce much general benefit, and can furnish but 
few causes of complaint. I would prefer as a.sub- 
stitute for the first section, the provision in favor 
of which I have argued; but the bill comes to us 
from the Senate; the committee who have it par- 
ticularly in their charge do not propose toamend 
it; and I am willing, under such circumstances, 
to take itas [ find it. I do so the less reluctantly, 
as we have had an intimation that the provision I 
desire may yet be proposed in:a separate bill. 

: The second section of the bill proposes to re- 
lieve all the debtors of the Government in the 
city of New York by allowing an extension of 
the time of payment of “all bonds given prior to 
the fire.” ‘The section, in my view, is imper- 
fect in not providing for a similar indulgence in 
regard to the payment of cash duties; but still, 
so far as it goes, I am disposed to: advocate it 
upon the ground of public policy, and to regard 
the measure it Lai pa as at least an act or wiše 
liberality. | To judge of the expediency of this 
measure, all the peculiar: circumstances of the 
case deserve to be:considered. +=: : A 

The fire at New York has been justly repre- 
sented as-a most desolating calamity, unprece- 
dented upon this continent, and with only one or 
two parallels in the history of the world. This 
is a just, but, for our ‘purpose, too eneral a de- 
scription. It becomes us to consider it in its 
necessary consequences as a commercial embar- 
rassment, and by inquiring into. the nature and 
extent of these consequences, to satisfy ourselves 
bow far it has affected the debtors of the Govern- 
ment, who constitute a large portion of the mer- 
chants of the city of New York. ee 
- What is the city of New York, and who are 
its merchants? "The city of New York is, far 
more distinctively than any other city, the com- 
mercial emporium of the United States. The ad- 
| vantages which it derives from its central position, 
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1 
and from its unrivaled facilities of communication 
with every section of the country and every quar- | 
ter of the globe, have made it the grand depot of 
imports and exports, the principal resort of mer- 
chants and traders, and a scene of unparalleled 
enterprise, industry, and improvement. To use 

can expression W 
far-fetched here, itis the seat of the commercial 
congress of the western hemisphere, in which 
every State of the Union and all foreign nations . 


are more or less numerously represented by res- 
ident agents, and where negotiations are yearly © 


effected of sufficient magnitude to constitute a 
leading item of the business of the world. I speak 
of the city of New York as a commercial empo- 
rium; and regarding it as such, who can behold 
its situation, or trace its rise, or contemplate its ` 
destiny, without emotions of admiration, aston- 
ishment, and pride? It is already called the 
London of America; and it has ceased to be ex- 
travagant to suppose that the time may come 
when this appellation will insufficiently repre- 
sent, if not the number of its inhabitants, at least 
the extent of its commerce and the magnitude of 
its resources. i 
And who are the merchants of New York? 
They are, as I have said, resident agents from 
every foreign nation, and each State of the Union 
can number among them the choicest specimens 
of one of the best classes of its population. So 
intimately are they connected with every State, 
that perhaps there is scarcely a gentleman upon 
this floor who would not recognize among them 
some of his personal acquaintances, and constant 
or occasional correspondents, or, at least, many 
of whose constituents could not fail thus to rec- 
ognize them. Known, therefore, as they are, 
personally, or by their general reputation, I must | 
resume that the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. | 
ARpIN] does them unintentional injustice, when | 
he alludes to them in terms which, if not con- 
veying a direct reproach, aré adapted to excite 
an unfounded prejudice. But, whatever may be 
his object, he cannot succeed iù combating the 
public sentiment of the country. The merchants 
of New York have an established character for 
intelligence, enterprise, and probity which, while , 
it has been the brightest ornament of their pros- 
perity, will prove to them the guarantee of uni- 
versal sympathy and confidence in the season of 
their adversity. They occupy the front rank of | 
the merchants of the country; and throughout the : 
country, they are respected, honored, and will be 
sustained as eminent contributors to the national | 
welfare, as indispensable agents in the accumu- | 
lation and diffusion of the national wealth, and | 
as worthy representatives of the national charac- 
ter, in the wide extent of their commercial rela- | 
tions. 
The merchants of New York are and always | 
have been the principal debtors of the Govern- | 
ment, or its principal agents in the collection of | 
its revenue. At the custom-house in that city, | 
and from the hands of its merchants, there have | 
already been collected between two and three 
hundred millions of dollars for the use of the coun- 
try; more than one half of the imposts regularly 
accrues there; and ve the ability and integrity 
of the merchants of New York, therefore, the 
Government must mainly depend for its available 
resources. The facts which are upon the records < 
of the Treasury Department attest that, while the 
Government has been always a strict, and some- 
times an inexorable creditor, it has sustained only 
the most inconsiderable loss from the insolvency 
or fraud of its debtors in New York. Hitherto, 
they have rarely as individuals, and never collect- 
ively, urged claims to its indulgence, but have 
promptly and scrupulously fulfilled their engage- 
ments; occasionally, too, during periods of serious 
embarrassment. Even now, when overwhelmed 
with distress, they adhere strictly to their obliga- 
tions, and not a bond, except by the voluntary 
permission of the collector, remains unpaid. Since 
the fire, the collector, in the use of a sound dis- 
cretion, although in the exercise of an authority 
not strictly conferred by law, has permitted bonds 
to lie over, conformably to a suggestion of the 
Secretary of the Treasury, that some seasonable 


hich can hardly be considered as ` 


‘| record of their amount. 
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gress. The present bil is designed to satisfy that 
expectation. 

Having said thus much in justice to the city of | 
| New York, to the character of its merchants, and ; 
to their relations to the Government, I will ask : 
‘the attention of the committee to some of the ` 
circumstances of the case which have determined 
; my own judgment in regard to the expediency of 
| the provision contained in the second section. 
| -The fire laid waste a section of the city occu- 
ied by tke merchants as a place of business. 


hen I visited the scene a few days after the 


| sad event, I beheld an area of fifty acres covered 


` with smoking ruins, and strewed with fragments 
‘of damaged goods partially rescued from the 
‘flames. I perceived at once that the immense 
‘ mass of buildings which had been thus laid pros- 
| trate consisted almost entirely of warehouses, the 


| : : 
| occupants of which I recoliected to have been 


li chiefly importing merchants, commission houses, 


| or grocers, such as were always the holders of 


heavy stocks of goods, the aggregate value of `; 


‘which must have usually exceeded the largest 
estimate of the loss which is supposed to have 
been sustained. I was told that the work of de- 
struction had been so rapid, that, in addition to 
the loss of buildings and goods, many of the mer- 
chants had not been able to save their books, | 
notes, and papers. Now, Mr. Chairman, view- 
ing this. fire as a commercial embarrassment, I 


wish to remark that no ordinary estimate of the | 


value of buildings and goods destroyed can con- | 
vey a sufficient idea of the actual suffering which 
` has been produced, nor even of the positive pecu- 
| niary loss which has been, and is yet to be, sus- 
tained. These sufferers are almost exclusively 


| merchants, who were holding a large amount of 
_ property, enjoying an extensive credit, and en- 
| gaged in profitable business. 
i this fire, not only is. their property destroyed, 
| but, to a greater or less extent, their credit must 
| be impaired; and their business, for a time at 
least, is stopped. All their previous engagements, 
| nevertheless, remained to be fulfilled. The fire, 
| while it has destroyed their property, has left the 
' debts which they owe untouched. While it has 
' burnt their books, it has not finally balanced 
them. Their notes and bonds will still be pro- ; 
| duced against them, although they have lost the 
They had used every 
atau to guard against such a calamity. 
| Their buildings, were properly secured: some 
supposed to be fire proof. Whatever was the | 
origin of the fire, none of them, at most with but | 
one exception, are chargeable with carelessness; 
and they had insured their property for its full | 
value. But the insurers were not insured! Itis 


bankruptcies, attributable to the fire, were those | 
of one half of the fire insurance companies, who, 


fifty 
may 
postpo 
a period too 
Without going into further details, Mr. Chair- 
man, I leave you to judge, from this strictly ac- , 
curate description, of the actual condition of the © 
merchants who were immediate sufferers by the 
fire. Estimate, if you gan, the necessary effect 
of these combined causes of suffering, destruction — 
of property, diminution of credit, suspension of 
business, overhanging debts, failure of insurance 


per cent. of the demands against them; and 
be compelled, by the state of their affairs, to 
ne the payment of this meager dividend to 


and contingent results, and tell me what sum of | 


the deplorable calamity? Set down the loss of ` 
buildings and goods at $25,000,000, and consider | 


in the hanes of merchants in active business would | 
usually command,and make that the second item. | 
Calculate the accruing profits of the business in| 
which all these merchants were engaged, and also | 


measure of relief might be expected from Con- 


In consequence of | 


of property which the pressure of debts, under 
such circumstances, and the suspension of de- 
mands against insurers, must occasion; and stop 
here: what is the aggregate? Could the figures 
be cast and the sum stated, I think it would be 
sufficient to convince the most incredulous that 


. the immediate sufferers are entitled, at least, to 
| the scanty indulgence which the first section of 


the bill provides for them. I think it would also 
be a convincing and an alarming proof that such 


: an overwhelming calamity cannot be confined to 


the immediate sufferers, but must, in its conse- 
quences, extend far beyond them. I think it 
would satisfy the gentleman from Kentucky that 
such an amount of loss may have given “a shock”? 
to the business and credit of the whole city; and 
I am sure it must compel him, if he will under- 
take to estimate it, to carry his conceptions far 
beyond his ordinary standard of magnitude in 
money matters, and quite as much beyond the 
range of his previous acquaintance with the nature 
and extent of commercial transactions. 

When the ravages of the fire had ceased, and 
the inhabitants began to recover from the bewil- 
dering sensations of terror and alarm, which at 
the instant overcame them, how did they regard 
their general situation? They saw, as they were 
collected on the spot, that, though only a section 


| of the city had been destroyed, the whole com- 


munity was doomed to suffer by the calamity; 
that though the wound was local, the stroke of 
the destroyer had been aimed at the heart; that 
though it was an easy matter to complete the list 


! of immediate sufferers, it was difficult to know 


where to begin or where to end in enumerating 
the many and many others who could not escape 
uninjured. The merchants, more especially, in- 
siantly powell that not one of their number 
was a disinterested spectator of such a scene of 


i ruin; but that, connected as they were by mutual 
‘interests, and bound together by reciprocal obli- 


gations, the consequences which would result 
from such a destruction of property, and a cor- 
responding prostration of credit, and consequent 
suspension of business, must affect them all. The 
dense cloud of smoke ascending from the spot to 


' which the fire was confined, had overshadowed 


late to afford seasonable relief. i 


an incident of this case, which distinguishes it 1 
i| above all others in the aggravation of misfortune, | 
that the first names inscribed upon the list of |. 


the whole city, intercepting for a time the bright 
beams of the returning sun; and these merchants 
felt that a heavier cloud of distrust and embar- 
rassment, produced by the misfortunes of the 
immediate sufferers, was fast gathering over them 
all, threatening to blast the gilded prospect of the 
near future, and the precursor of events which 
might involve them all in temporary distress. 
They felt at once that it was their common duty 
to prepare for the worst. The impulse of sym- 

athy with their neighbors was blended with the 
instinct of self-preservation. Inthe manifestation 
of mutual confidence, in the readiness of each to 
sustain every other, in that spirit of accommoda- 


' tion to circumstances which belongs to the mer- 
perhaps, will not be able to pay, upon an average, i 


cantile character, they proceeded to provide for 


‘the emergency. To guard against the unavoid- 


able scarcity of money, and the consequent diffi- 
culty of meeting such of their debts as were 
approaching maturity, they appealed to the banks 
to codperate in all practicable measures of relief, 
and they imparted the force of public opinion to 
the obligation of creditors to grant indulgence 


. to their debtors by the extension of payments. 


| 


They ealled upon the Bank of the United States 
to apply all the means within its disposal for their 
accommodation; they called upon the city gov- 


4 1 ` ernment to create stock which might be made 
—follow them out in their remote consequences | 


available capital; they invoked the State govern- 


_ ment for its prompt and liberal interposition in 


money will sufficiently denote the real extent of | various acts of legislation, and they appealed to 


the General Government to assume its just share 
of loss, to postpone the collection of its super- 


this as only the first item inthe account. Esti- '| fluous revenue, and to give such a direction to 1t9 
mate the value of the credit which such a capital | finances, that they might be rendered more con- 


tributory to their immediate benefit. 

T am convinced, Mr. Chairman, that none who 
have made due inquiry into all the circumstances 
of their situation can suppose that the merchants 


determine what the privilege is worth to so many ' of New York have acted with a greater degree 
merchants of being well established in business: ; of foresight or vigor than the occasi i 
let this be the third item. Conjecture (for it can ; Fortunately for them, the fire occurred at the sea- 
only be conjectural) the amount of the sacrifices |, son of the year which affords almost their only 


on required. 
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respite from the pressure of business, and they || bility of deciding that this Government may 
were enabled to avail themselves of a brief leisure || safely, and wisely, and honorably, postpone the 
to concert and attempt to execute their plane. || claims of its debtors, and refuse to listen to the 
The efforts which they have made are memorable || united and urgent appeals of so many of its 
proofs of manly fortitude and dauntless persever- || citizens. 
ance, which deserve, if they should not achieve, , . I have already noticed some of the objections |, to such as are its debtors. It proposes to afford 
success. They illustrate a public character which ; that have been urged against this bill;. there are ` them the same indulgence which other creditors, 
is entitled to universal admiration. They indicate _ others which may be supposed to deserve consid- | under similar circumstances, which other cred- 
a determined purpose which, if anything can, will ` eration. The gentleman from Kentucky, [Mr. |. itors in New York at this moment, have extended 
sustain them, in their most unequal struggle with  Haroin,] with his characteristic prom ptness, |; to their debtors. If it were proposed, if it were 
adversity, and enable them to start forward with | commenced an attack upon the bill before, as it | expedient, to attempt to relieve all sufferers by 
redoubled energy upon a prosperous career. |, proved, he had become acquainted with its pro- || the fire, without reference to the peculiar relation 
The crisis of their fate is still impending. The |. visions; and in the use of his accustomed weapons || which some of them sustain to the Government, 
extent of the calamity is not yet developed in its ` of sarcasm and invective, endeavored to array |; the gentleman would do right to vindicate the 
results, and a period is approaching which must , against it the untimely influence of sectional and || claims of such as are not now provided for; and 
put to the severest test their ability to support | political prejudice. In glancing at his objections, || if the bill were designed to be merely an act of 
themselves, Independently of their own fauitful | let me respectfully suggest to him that, if it be charity, he might properly argue that the mer- 
sources of embarrassment, the signs of the times |; the misfortune of these debtors, it surely is not |; chants of New York are the last who should re- 
indicate a fearful tendency of events to aggravate | their fault that the city in which they reside has |, ceive, as he must well know they are the last who 
and multiply the dangers of their situation. What become the principal depository of the public |; would accept, the bounty of the Government. 
‘is the state of things in the country at large?— | revenue, and that the Government does not make | But when the gentleman perceives that the single 
Greatly brightened, I delight to acknowledge, by the most profitable use of its funds which are | object of the bill (which f agree ought to be ex- 
the cheering intelligence which we have this day ` there collected. If it be their misfortune, it surely |, pressed in its title) is to make an equitable pro- 
received, but still sufficiently perplexed to deserve |’ is not their fault that the State of which they are || vision for the debtors of the Government assuch, 
anxious consideration. A year of unexampled |i citizens possesses, under the Constitution, a vast || he can hardly consider it a justifiable. mode of 
. prosperity has closed, and another year has com- |; share of political influence, and that this influ- defeating this object, to attempt to asperse not 
menced, of which they who survive its termina- || enca, here and elsewhere, has been, and is likely || their character, but their occupation, and to in- 
tion may be obliged to render a different account. || to be, applied to pu which that gentleman || veigh not at all against the equity of their claims 
A year has commenced fraught with results which || does not approve. Upon this occasion he-ought |! in reference to the grounds upon which ajone the 
must leave a durable impression upon the po- || to remember that the claim presented for his con- || claims are urged, but in a strain—I will not say 
litical and financial condition of the country. |i sideration is one totally disconnected with polit- || of vulgar abuse —but of unmerited censura, 
Never were men of business more unprepared for : ical orsectionalconsiderations—the simple, naked, against the necessary incidents of the rank in so- 
‘sudden reverses and severe pressure, and yet ; and, as I had hoped all would regard it, indis- || ciety to which the circumstances of these debtors 
never, perhaps, has there been more signal occa- | putable, irresistible claim of the sufferers, by an || have entitled them. I have no doubt that the 
sion to apprehend both. The over-trading of the || unprecedented calamity, who claim no other ser- |! recent fire has furnished many cases of suth as 
past year, the rage for wild speculation, the abused | vice at his hands but such as is due to the cir- || are not debtors of the Government, whose claims 
spirit of enterprise, have led, as it would seem, |, cumstances to which this calamity has reduced || to sympathy and relief are quite as strong as the 
to almost every conceivable misapplication of cap- | them. He ought to remember that, if so large a || gentleman represents them; and I hope and be- 
ital, in whatever form it exists, and to an &xten- proportion of the revenue is, and must continue | lieve that those claims will be cheerfully recog- 
sion of the system of credit to so dangerous an |; to be, collected and deposited in the city of New || nized by all to whom they can be properly ad- 
extreme that it is difficultto imagine any mode of |: York, it-is of great importance to the interests || dressed. It may be fortunate for such su erers 
rescue from the evils which it must produce. of the Government to prevent the occurrence of || that the Government is not one of the creditors 
The present state of the money market affords |' general embarrassment and distress, one. conse- || to whom they must uow appeal for indulgence, 
some indication of what may’ yet be expected; || quence of which will be to endanger the security || but that they have only to resort to their neigh- 
and letany member who has the means of form- || of the present deposits, and greatly to enhance || bors, the merchants, for the ready acquisition of 
ing a corréct judgment, turn his attention to the || the risk of bad debts in respect to the bonds which || the facilities they need. Yes, sir, to the abused 
` general situation, at the preserit. moment, of men || remain unpaid. He ought to remember that upon ||.and denounced merchants, upon whom the trades- 
~of business, and of the many who, in the use of || the prosperity of New York the accruing re- || men and mechanics, so warmly and, deservedly 
‘the most unheard of expedients, and under the || sources of the Government are immediately de- haba ei by the gentleman, are immediately de- 
impulse of the maddest passion for adventure, |! pendent; and that whatever the Government may || pendent for credit and employment, and. in whose 
“have forced their projects and extended their || now do for the temporary accommodation of the || stability (to which the proposed relief may prove 
transactions so vastly beyond the views and pur- || merchants of that city will be:more than repaid || essential) the only hopes of these tradesmen and 
oses of men of business, properly go called; let || to the national Treasury by the future results of || mechanics are directly and deeply involved. 
ies endeavor to farm some idea of the unprece- || their persevering and successful enterprise. Let me advise the gentleman, then, to consider 
dented financial demands ef the coming year, of The gentleman also owes it to himself, to hia || whether he can. doa greater injury to the very 
the engagements to be met, the contracts to be |! constituents, and to the country, not to forget that || class of whose interests he aspires to be regarded 
falfilled, the notes and bonds to be paid; let him |! all sectional interests are merged in the welfare of || as the especial advocate, than by acting himself, 
consider the strained condition of the State banks, || the great commercial metropolis of the Union. || and endeavoring to „persuade the committee to 
and the necessary effects of the approaching dis- || He should not forget that such are the indissolu- || act, upon the supposition that their interests can 
‘solution of the Bank of the United States, unless, || ble relations of New York to all parts of the coun- || be otherwise than aarp A affected. by what- 
“indeed, they are to be obviated by a modified re- || try, that they must share in its prosperity and || ever is calculated to excite distrust, and to pro- 
‘suscitation of that important institution; let him || misfortune. He should not forget that, directly || duce ill-will, and to direct the force of the most 
anticipate the various vicissitudes which usually || or indirectly, the planters, manufacturers, and || illiberal prejudice against their only patrons and 
p e and follow a diminution of the value of || traders, of Rontucky have always something at || their best friends. Let him consider, further, 
the leading staples of the country, and a general |, stake in New, York; and that he fails to consult || whether, at this critical moment, when the work- 
depreciation of real and personal property; let || their interest, and must be presumed to oppose || ing classes of New York have their all at stake 
him notice the consequences already experienced |! their wishes, when, in a time of the greatest need, upon the ability of the merchants to recover from 
at New Orleans, of a suspension of the trade with |; he refuses to extend the helping hand of the Gov- || the disaster which threatens to overwhelm them, 
Mexico; fet him bear in mind the contingencies || ernment for the relief of those with whom, by all || he will not prove himself the true friend of the 
to which all branches of our foreign trade are |; the ties of mutual dependence, his constituents, || working classes by advocating, upon this occa- 
constantly liable; and then let him judge of the |' and the people of the whole country, are thus in- || sion, in reference to their proper object, the claims 


he considers to be implied in the title is, ar ought 
to be, recognized in our legislation. The pro- 
visions of the bill are designed to extend the in- 
| dulgence of the Government to those who are its 
| debtors in the city of New York, and exclusively 


influence—the combined influence asit may prove || timately connected. Iam sure, sir, that I donot || of the merchants. , 
—of all these causes of commercial embarrass- |! give to this consideration an undue importance. The gentleman. from Rhode Island maker it 
ment upon the straightened condition of the mer- || I am sure that neither the gentleman from Ken- || another cause of complaint against the bill, tł ras 
chants of New York. Lethim then decide whether || tucky, nor any other gentleman who will allow it not only provides. for the relief be sone who 
the circumstances are not, or may not be, such as || himself to exercise the practical judgment upon || are almost exclusivel mershunta, dul u e 
‘to justify this Government in extending to its || this view of the subject, will disagree to.the con- || pf them also do not happen to bi Oca eae 
‘debtors, and all its debtors, in that distressed city, || clusion that the business of New York is in effect || zens. My answer to this ka jenon i ey AA 
the same measure of indulgence which, amongst || the business of the whole country; and that a sud- || briefly, that they are, neres 6 mitt el to share 
themselves no creditor is sufficiently regardless || den interruption and extensive derangementof the || the Government, and, as suc hs T thane 
of his honor or his interest deliberately to refuse. || business of that city will prove a check to the || without discrimination, rhe a ver pos fie 
Let him decide whether, when all other applica- || prosperity of the whole country. eg . || Government may see bl pris pry By Ss 
tions for assistance have been freely granted, their || .Thegentleman from RhodeIsland [Mr. Pearce} || debtors. It is the sri © ode aan facility 
resort to the General Government shall be coldly, || has tasked his ingenuity to produce popular ob- || commercial system, at te ae cere hat it ine 
and sternly, and harshly repulsed. Let him con- festins to the object. of this bill, and has, per: || for the introduchon Q ra n dt e merchanta sf 
sider whether, when the stroke which has fallen || haps, been more successful than the gentleman || vites to our ponat es ups ane Soe aeaeate the 
so heavily upon that city is universally regarded || from Kentucky in exciting the prejudices of some || all sree +4 con the distributio oh burdens 
asa national calamity, and when all that can be || members against it. He has. proved, I think, || privilege—and t “ in Faire heheh a 
done for her relief must be alike regarded as a || that the title of the bill is not sufficiently definite, || and benefits it erry no j ea a York kes 
tational benefit, we will assume the responsi- || but has erred in supposing that the object which |i tween citizens and foreigners. 
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been built up by the aid of foreign capital and 
enterprise: the revenue which has been there col- 
lected has been always contributed, in a consid- 
erable measure, by foreigners or their agents; and 
since, as the gentleman represents, the recent 
calamity has fallen so heavily upan the French 
and other foreign houses established in the city, 
the statement of that fact atfords a sufficient rea- 
son for extending to them whatever benefit they 
may gain, as debtors of the Government, from 
the general operation of the bill. 

The gentleman from Rhode Island has made 
an elaborate investigation of precedents, and has 
shown very conclusively that they do not exhibit 
a uniform practice of the Government; but that, 
deciding every case upon its own merits, and 
with more or less consideration, Congress has 
sometimes granted, and sometimes refused, ap- 
plications somewhat similar to this. From the 
number of such precedents, and from the fact 
that previous decisions have been thus contra- 
dictory, I can readily infer that there is an inher- 
ent defect in the existing laws, which, as I be- 
lieve, and have stated, can only be remedied by 
the introduction of the warehousing system, un- 
der which such cases could not occur; but as the 
precedents do not establish a general rule, and 
as the present case is marked by circumstances 
in many respects unprecedented, I do not see 
anything that should deter us from the exercise 
of an independent judgment in deciding it. 

The gentleman from Rhode Island grounds 
another objection upon the fact that the relief af- 
forded by this bill is so inconsiderable that it can- 
not be desirable. Itis, indeed, fortunate for the 
merchants and for the Government, that the fire 
did not occur a few years sooner, when almost 
all imported goode were subject to duty, and, in 
Many instances, a very heavy duty, and when, 
of course, the average amount of bonds remaining 
unpaid must have vastly exceeded the sum which 
is now payable. If the amount of duties upon 

oods destroyed by the fire, instead of being, as it 
is, less than a million of dollars, had not been less 
than five millions, and if the amount of dutics 
upon other goods, payable at the moment, instead 
‘of being between three and four millions, had not 
been less than fifteen or twenty millions, I agree 
that the magnitude of the claims of the public 
debtors would heve been such that the Govern- 
ment must have yielded to the necessity, the un- 
controllable necessity, of the most Inberal and ex- 


traordinary measures of relief. Still the duty of , 


the Government is not to be strictly measured by 


the magnitude of the claims; and if it were, I can | 


deduce no other conclusion from the gentleman’s 
premises than that, under the existing circum- 


stances of this case, we ought to do far more than | 


the bill proposes—a conclusion, to say the least, 
manifestly incompatible with the gentleman’s 
avowed determination to do nothing. 

The relief afforded by the bill, I am free to 
admit, does not correspond to the exigency of the 
case. I hope that still more may be done, espe- 
cially that another bill for the remission of duties 
upon goods burnt may be reported and passed, 


and that the Secretary of the Treasury may give | 


such a direction to the public funds, already col- 
lected and capil accruing at New York, as 
to make them available for the greater accommo- 
dation of the mercantile community, from whom 
these funds have been derived. An enlightened 
policy seems to me to justify and require such an 
administration of the finances at the present mo- 
ment, and its results, I am well persuaded, must 
be extensively and permanently bencficial. I say, 
then, let all this be done; and let this bill be 
passed, in the first instance, as a measure of sim- 
ple justice and manifest expediency, and as an 
earneat of the disposition of Congress to sanction 
the other measures which should succeed it. Let 
this bill, at least, be judged and decided upon its 
own merit; and, if there remains no other objec- 
tion to it than that it does not afford sufficient 
relief, let that objection be removed, as has been 
just suggested, by further legislation, and by the 
arrangements of the Treasury Department. 

The gentleman from Rhode Island does not 
exaggerate the influence and importance of the 
city of New York. That city sustains a relation 


| to the Government and the country which gives 

: hera rightatall times to claim from both the most 
favorable consideration. At the present moment 
hereallupon the Government, specially warranted 
by the circumstances of her situation, is enforced 
by numerous and simultancous demonstrations of 
tne approbation of the country. 

It is not the call of New York alone. Pura- 
pevpnta has seconded the call with a spirit worthy 
of the name she bears. Banrimore has instructed 
her Representatives to sustain her honor by sup- 
porting any practicable measures of relief. Bos- 
Ton, speaking for Massachusetts, has invoked 
the members from that State to a like generous 
coöperation. The memorial of New Oneans is 
the spontaneous and emphatic utterance of the 
voice of the West. Itis not the call of New York 
alone, but everywhere, along the coast and 
throughout the interior, wherever there has been 
an expression of public sympathy, it is coupled 
with an earnest appeal to Congress. Let us 
answer the appeal by an act that shall be worthy 
of the constituted guardians of the national inter- 
ests and the national honor. 


SLAVERY IN THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 


SPEECH OF HON. R.H.GOLDSBOROUGH, 
OF MARYLAND, 


In THE SENATE, March 3, 1836. 


The question of the Abolition of Slavery in the District of 
Columbia being before the Senate, 


Mr. GOLDSBOROUGH said: 

Mr. Presipent: It was my wish to have de- 
clined saying anything upon the petitions on your 
table, but the deep interest involved in them for- 
bids that course. The people of Maryland and 
the people of ten other States in this Union have 
a great common stake at risk—not of property 
alone, but of tranquillity, of peace, and of secur- 
ity. Under such circumstances I should have 
been remiss in being silent, and I should have 
felt self-reproach in not adding my efforts to those 
of others to arrest the general misfortune. 

It has been charged upon some Senators here 
from the South, that they have exhibited a most 

| excited feeling on this occasion, and that they 
| have yielded toit. Sir, I am not surprised at 
this feeling—it is no dissembled excitement. If 
| they who make the criticism could only translate 
themselves into the position which those gentle- 
‘men hold, and feel, with them, and all around 


| ing on the issue, they would not, they could not, 
feel less; and if they could extend their views to 


ing state of anxiety that no tongue can describe. 


| session, the whole slaveholding country is and 
i has been moved by a most intense anxiety—it is 


by your decision; and whether that decision is to 


| suspense which gives rise to that solicitude. Sir, 
| there is nota mail or a messenger arriving at this 
day within their borders—not a door opencd in 

ropounded, what is the news from Washington? 
country, and the representatives of a country, 
agitated by such causes, cannot be expected to 
present an appearance or tone of much calmness 
or apathetic contentedness. Abolition in the Dis- 
! trict of Columbia would be a greater evil—far 
| greater—than any protracted forcign war that 
| could be waged with any nation or country. In 
the latter case we could trust, and well trust, to 


: sinew, wealth; but in the former there would be 
i no peace, no hope, but a recourse to a state of 
things at which the mind revolts,and which would 
rob hoth peace and hope of every charm. 

The proposition immediately before the Sen- 
ate regards the mode of disposal that you are 
to adopt as to this and other petitions of a like 


them, the stake and risk which they have depend- | 
the various and vast communities from which | 
those gentlemen come, they would witness a thrill- , 


‘| At this moment, and from the early part of this | 


| an anxiety that looks to a destiny to be produced | 
leave them in the peaceful enjoyment of domestic , 


security and comfort, or to involve them wrong- j: 
fully in all the horrors of an awful calamity, is the |' 


their domiciles, but the ready interrogatories are | 


s the question of abolition settled—and how? A: 


the united resources of the whole country—mind, | 


‘nature, which pray for the abolition of slavery in 

: the District of Columbia. The source from which 

this proposition springs [Mr. Catnoun] always 

commands my respect; and if I differ with him 
on this occasion, my dissent is founded upon the 
opinion that the course suggested, under all cir- 
cumstances, is not the best course. My object 
is to keep the question of abolition insulated and 

unmixed with every other subject. I desire to 
place it in no situation that it can gain any ex- 
traneous aid; my wish is, that it should neither 
impart nor receive force or strength to or from 
anything else. When we sce Senators on this 
floor entertaining and animatedly defending their 
opinions, that not to receive these petitions’? would 
not only be unconstitutional, but would be a vio- 
lation of the birthright privilege of every freeman 
—the right of petition—how many may we justly 
suppose there are out of the doors of this Capitol 
who entertain like epinions? And if an impres- 
sion gets abroad, right or wrong, that this Sen- 
ate has disposed of these petitions in a way or 
by means in which they have disregarded the 
guarantees of the Constitution, and robbed the 
people of a privilege that has been the character- 
istic of freemen in all ages, can we conceive of 
anything more calculated to produce a state of 
mind and feeling abroad that would add sympa- 
thy and numbers to the abolition cause? ‘Could 
anything be done here that would enable the 
friends of abolition to impress a belief generally 
that the right of petition had been contumaciously 
denied the people? It matters not whether that 
impression is attempted to be made either from 
misapprehension or misconstruction—the effect 
would be the same. New efforts would be made 
with redoubled ardor by quadrupled numbers, 
when the petitioners would give strength to their 
cause by uniting it with a vindication of their 
supposed violated rights. Yes, sir; and the same 
presses that are now teeming with cvery species 
of publication so deleterious to our peace, to aid 
the cause of abolition, would, in that case, spread 
as far and as widely abroad, through their thou- 
sands of agents, denunciations against Congress 
for trampling down the great safeguard of pop- 
ular freedom—the right of petition. 

In the few remarks which I made some weeks 
ago, when this subject was before us ina more 
transient form, I then indicated the course that 
I should prefer; and that was a calm and more 
silent one. My judgment directed me to think 
that the better course would have been to have 
received the petitions, and to have laid them upon 
the table, until some proposition could have been 

| either formally or informally suggested and pre- 
pared, in form of resolution or otherwise, under 
which we could have disposed of them, assigning 
a reason for so doing; or, if preferred by others, 
that the petitions should have gone to a commit- 
tee, and that they should have made a brief re- 
port of the grounds of rejecting the prayer of the 
petitioners; for Iam happy in the belief that there 
1s not a Senator on this floor who is not opposed 
to the object of the petitioners. And I would 
have done this, sir, under a hope, and with the 
| design of rationally influencing a large portion of 
| the signers to these petitions, however enthusi- 
| astic the other portion of them may be, as I am 
| 

| 


| 
| 
| 


, persuaded they are rational, though mistaken and 
misguided men; and such men I would wish to 

propitiate by truth and reason, My design would 
have gone further, too; I wished to have waylaid 
_ the ear and the understanding of the rest of the 
i| world, who were not influenced by the spirit of 
: propagating this destroying system into the midst 

of the slaveholding country, and I would have 
i appealed to their unpledged judgments, to their 
_ sense of philanthropy for us, to have erected them 
las a mound to prevent the further rise of the 
‘troubled waters that threaten ta overwhelm us. 
‘On this, and on all trying occasions, we must ap- 
'` peal to public opinion; it is the great arbiter at 

i last; itis the only sovereign acknowledged in our 
|, land; we cannot resist its power, if we would. It 
| is true that this monarch is sometimes maddened 
: with the fervor of the moment, and it becomes 
'| our duty to compose it; if it is subject to delu- 
‘| sion, we hope, as we believe, that it is capable of 


l being recalled to reason. 
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24H Conec... Lst Sess. 


. Slavery in the District of Columbia—Mr. Goldsborough. 


- Senate. 


One of the most productive sources of the evil 
against which we are contending, and the chief 
impediment to successful resistance, is, Tam per- 
suaded, to be found in the misapprehensions 
which are entertained both by the Sayaka Mug 
and non-slaveholding States in relation to the rea 
state of things existing in each. Under the ex- ; 
citing circumstances in which the people in the 
slaveholding States are placed, it is not to be 
wondered at that they should regard every man 
who signs one of these petitions as ah enthusiast, 


| 


| : 


land, for security trom disturbance. This goes 
to show that the exclusive object of extending 
this Government over the District of Calumbia 
was for the single purpose of enabling Congress 
to protect its members from insult, and to guard 
their deliberations upon the national concerns 
from interruption and all overawing influence, 


. and for no ether purpose. 


The site for this District was selected by the 


„great founder of the Republic, embracing a por- 


or a foe to their peace. Yet surely, in life, many .- 


of these men are considered and known to be of | 
good intelligence and inoffensive habits. So, on 
` the other hand, there are very many in the non- | 
slaveholding States who, uataught by any prac- 
tical views of their own ag to the real state and 
conditien of things generally existing in the slave- 
holding States, have indulged themselves, ab- 
- stractly in reflections on slave 
around it all the glooms and 
imaginations could depict, ort 
could furnish; and thus:they find themselves led | 
on to a crusade to do-that to which a wounded 


orrors that-heated | 


| 
| 


sensibility prompts, withoyt the pewer or the | 
thought to calculate the greater miseries that must | 


_xesult from their interference. 
and I have known many—where an intelligent | 


man from the North has come ¢o the South, with- |: 


out any other impressions of negro slavery than | 
thase formed in his own fancy at a distance, have | 


Tever known him to be otherwise than coumi , 


astonished and panet at the real condition o 

things. Instead of meeting with his supposed 
squalid, trembling, ill-treated set of beings, he 
_findsacheerful, well-conditioned, laboring people, 
with a body of lively and kindly-treated domestic 
servants; in fact, instead of abject and tyran- 


-nically-abuged slaves, he finds a happy, well- :: 


trained peasantry, who divide with their masters | 
a goad panion of the prođucta'of.their labor, and | 
who, unlike other peasantry, ‘are not left to 
chances and accident for their support, but, 
through all accident and chance,.are sustained 
.and protected by the means, the care, and the 
‘favor of their masters. In this state of things I- 
desire to address myself particularly to the hou- 
orable Senators upon this floor from the non- 
slaveholding States, and, through them, to the 
.people themselves, if what I say here shall be 
Kred worthy to reach their ear on this all-ab- 
sorbing question; and I need net declare how 
much [ crave their pardon. and their favor for 
. this direct appeal. : 


Upon the. constitutional question involved in 
this subject it is not my purpose particularly to 
dwell; but I may occasionally advert to it in my 

rogress ; since the views I entertain on that pojnt 
‘hase been so ably enforced and finely illustrated 
- by othe, as to render anything more unneces- 
sary and superfluous; besides, that part of the 
question does not, at this time, enter- into m 
views; I mean to appeal to another powerful di- 
_rector in matters of this sort—the soefal tie as 
cemented between us by mutual interests, sound 
common sense, and love of justice; and with this 
intent I will refer to the origin and character of 
government over this little District’ of Co- 
lumbia whose agency is invoked by the petition- 
.ers to establish a system that would, if adopted, 
Inevitably spread disquiet and destruction in the 
-proximate neighborhoods, and through them into 
the whole South. 

It is a part of the history of. this Federal Gov- 
-ernment of ours, that is familiar to all who hear 
‘Ine, that the clause in the Constitution which es- 
.tablishes the seat of the General Government in 
‘this District of Columbia, ten miles square, was 
‘hot contained in the original draft of that instru- 
-ment, but was inserted afterwards upon the sug- 

gestion of the expediency of the matter, founded 
upon a fact which had taken place in Philadelphia 
towards the latter end of the revoluti ‘war, 
.when the old Congress wag insulted, and their 
deliberations threatened to be overawed by a 
turbulent mob; and ‘the ‘police of Philadelphia at 
that time being either too weak or too timid to 
-afford them the necessary protection, Congress 
found it necessary to remove to Trenton, in New 
Jersey, and afterwards to Annapolis, in Mary- 


In no' instanee— | 


tion of country on either bank of the Potomac, 
within those portions of the States of Virginia 
and Maryland that were then among the most 
slaveholding parts of those two slaveholding 
States, and which havé since undergone no ma- 
terial change. The cession was made by those 
States, and agreed to by the persons holding the 
territory ceded, no doubt 


vantages. Bringing with them their own 
daws as a part of the compact. of cession, subject 


fancies of others | to such future changes as they might find useful | 


for their local and other circumstances, amd stip- 
ületing for the security of property, they looked 
to nothing.else, they never had a thought of any- 
thing else, than that all changes that might be 
made. by Congress would affect their domestic 


relations, their property, their habits, would alone 


praceed from their own suggestion, dictated by 
their own wants and their own judgment, in re- 
lation to theirown exclusive concerns; they never 
dreamed that they were to be subject to a legisla- 
tion dietated by others on whom the effect of that 
legislation was not to fall. 


would ever have consented to have exchanged a 


legislation over their personal rights and prop- | 


erty, by representatives chosen by and responsi- 
ble to themselves, for the exelusive legislation of 


‘a:Congresa, irresponsible to them, if subject to 
be directed by the petitions and wishes of others, 


who had neither a common residence nor a com- 
mori interest withthem? It could not have been 
expected. They never, never had an idea about 
external interference to introduce laws and sys- 
‘tems to bind them and their property, foreign to 
their habits, conflicting with their established in- 
terests, and inconsistent with -the happiness and 
comfort of which they felt themselves secure in 
.the'eajoyment; nor did the probability of such a 
thing ever occur to others. > =. 

Upon this plain view of the state of things, 
I turn to the intelligence of the North and of the 


: West, and of the whole non-slaveholding coun- 


‘them to panse and 


everything. _ 


let their calmed Christian spirit speak. 


-try, and I put it to their generous social feeling, 


and I ask them, is it right, is it just, is it friendly 


-in them, merely for the indulgence of a feeling 


upon the abstract question. of slavery, to try to 
influence Congress, who have the exclusive legis- 
lation. over this District, to farce upon their fel- 
low-eitizens in this District a system of. things 
uncongenial with their habits, inconsistent with 
their wishes and interests, and adverse to their 


: views; which, at the same time, spreads alarm, 


excites dissatisfaction and hostile feeling through 


all the neighboring and similarly situated States? 
| When they see that the people of the District, 


whom they desire immediately to affect, are averse 
to it; and when they see hundreds of thousands 
of their intelligent fellow-citizens, who must be 
inevitably mediately affected by it, thrown into 
consternation, and agitated to desperation at the 
very demonstration of their designs; what mọ- 
tive can they find in charity, in benevolence, or 
‘in any of all the Christian virtues, to jastify a 


perseverance in a causé that is to bè a hateful. 


source of strife fed by blood? Let me entreat 
to forbear. They have nothing 
ledge on the result, Whilst we risk 
7 'hey desire to gratify a sentiment, 
whilst we have all at risk that is dear to the heart 
of man—our country, our. wives, our children, 
friends and home, and, what would be insup- 
portable in the ‘loss of these, our lives; weiga 
‘these stakes and riska in the balance, and then 
I cannot 
doubt their intelligence; I will not distrust their 
generous moral sentiment, nor their pious benev- 


to risk or to 


| olence, 


Allow meto propound a case to their consider- 


from motives of patriot- ; 
ism and pe as wellas from the hopes of various | 
sand have thrown |! future a 


Could it be presumed | 
that the independent citizens of independent States | 


ation, as we sometimes are enabled to bring things 
home to our understandings and our hearts mote 
strongly by the illustration of a converse proposi- 
tion. Suppose the site for the District in which 
the seat of Government was to have been placed, 
; had been selected in Pennsylvania, or in some 
‘other neighboring non-slaveholding State; and, 
i after Congress had been long established there, 
and the inhabitants of the District had become 
|. fixed in their habits, with everything adjusted to 
| their own taste and wishes, and to those of the 
‘| proximate and neighboring States, that the peo- 
': ple of the South should have taken up the opin- 
` ion that it would be much more agreeable to them, 
:; much more suitable to their habits and mode of 
‘| life, if slavery could be introduced into that Dis- 
|| trict, and that they were, in consequence of this 
sentiment, to send in petitions to Congress, year 
| after year, from all quarters of the South, to estab- 
ilish slavery in that District, would the Senators 
,and Representatives from the non-slaveholding 
States, or the people themselves in those States, 
give ear fer a -moment to such petitions? Cer- 
tainlynot. And why? Beeause their object would 
-be to interfere with the established system of 
|| things already existing, with which those imme- 
i} diately to be affected, and those around them, were 
content, and. which they preferred, and because 
it would produce-a change that they deprécdted, 
| ag unsuited to their views as it would be contrary 
to their wishes. Yet this is but the converse of 
‘the state of things that the petitioners desire to 
| bring about, when, to gratify a sentiment that 
they have imbibed,-in contemplating slavery at a 
distance, as it is supposed to exist among us, 
they endeavor to prevail upon Congress to foree 
us against our will, and against our best judg- 
i| Ment as to ourown security and peace, to derange 
|| our whole social system by a revolution that we 
|| are morally certain will be pregnant with calam- 
ities that make tho heart sicken to contemplate. 
Peculiar opinions may be found to exist in 
various parts of our extended country, arising 
from education, habits, local position, or other 
causes, for which we may entertain-a predilection 
founded in early impressions, and strengthened 
by association; and perhaps it might be quite 
natural that, under the influence of this devotion, 
we might feel a strong disposition: to traneplant 
such opinions elsewhere, where we Mehi aap- 
pose they would become as useful and satiefac- 
tory to others as they are to ‘ourselves. This 
design may ‘be innocent in’ its odneeption,-and 
perhaps benevolent; -yet, before we attempt to 
press it upon others, we ought at least to consult 
their wishes, and to consider all thé circumstances 
with which they aré surrounded. Sentiments like 
these may probably have worked up a zealous 
sort of sense of duty to eradicate a system in the 
: District of Columbia, and, through ita influénee 
‘there, in ‘the adjoining’ southern States, that: is 
j regarded at a-distanee by those who have-but 
little practi¢al acquaintance with it, a¢.an evil and 
a wrong; and looking upan‘Corigrésa as. the Le- 
-gislature of the Union, to which al} have.access, 
‘for the purpose of making known their wishes, 
they think they may elaim a right to give effect _ 
to their wishes through the eeurse of poret 
‘in that body. But if the exercise of this sup- 
posed right, thus claimed, is destined, in the be- 
‘fief of all who are to-be affected by it, -to-disturb 
the rights of property as eqnctioned by law and 
| long-eatablished usage, to break up: most: incon- 
veniently nd ijuriously an established ‘state of 
‘things, and to spread ‘abroad just causes for alarm 
and danger to personal péace and safety, can it 
be consistetit With ‘sound discretion, or with a 
benevolent fellow-feéling, or is it legal, to attempt 
-w revolution that -is calculated to produce such 
effects? : Why is it that I am prohibited by law 
"from exereising my full right of ownership and 
of absolute right over my property in a house 
:which adjoins my heighbor’s, by puting 1t out 
of the way; by barning it down, with a view to 
my improvements? The house is my own abso- 
hutely, but it is not suited to my taste, and is an 
‘impediment to the indulgence of what I think 
: would greatly add to-the embellishment and value 
of all around. Is not the answer ready and ob- 
vious? Because I must exercise my own rights 
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the procedures of the present time. I refer, sir, 
to the proceedings of Congress in the year 1790, 
upon the various petitions from abolition socie- 
ties in Pennsylvania, where they first originated, 
praying Congress to interfere, to produce a sys- 
tem of gradual emancipation of slavés. These 
petitions were received by Congress, and referred 
to a committee, in usual course, consisting of 
. seven members, six of whom represented non- 


slaveholding States, and one represented a slave- | 


holding State. Mr. Foster of New Hampshire, 
_Mr. Gerry of Massachusetts, Mr. Huntington 
of Connecticut, Mr. Lawrence of New York, 
Mr. Sinnickson of New Jergey, Mr. Hartley of 
Pennsylvania, and Mr. Parker of Virginia. ‘The 
report of this committee was discussed and delib- 
_ erated on in a Committee of the Whole House, 
and after it had passed through the various forms 
of proceeding, itresulted in three distinct proposi- 
tions expressing the power and want of power in 
Congress over the question of slavery, as declared 
by the Constitution of the Union. First, ‘‘ that 


Whatever may be the views of the petitioners 
in this case, be they born of benevolence or what, 
1 am persuaded they are little aware of the real 
practical effect that must ensue from the pursuit 
of this object—abolition. Instead of promoting 
the happiness of the bond and the welfare of their 
masters, they will insure the misery of both. If 
they would bat be contented to forbear to inter- 


meddle in this subject, and leave Ít to work its | 


own ,way, the piceress to that state of things 
which they profess to desire to bring about would 
become more accelerated and more sure. The 
sentiment which they want abruptly to force upon 
us has already a cherished existence amongst us 
all, and it has been gradually growing more and 
more effective as circumstances arise to permit it. 
Nothing so certainly checks its growth as this 
ill-judged interference. Yielding in sentiments 


' of philanthropy to none, and desiring to extend 


its influence when we may, we must hush its 


our thoughts and might to protection.* The prop- 
agation of the doctrines of abolition among the 
slaves of the South produces discontent, restless- 
ness, and insubordination, that has been and must 
be put down by any restrictions or punishment 
necessary to the end. To prey upon and poison 


.| fetters to be riveted more closely, and hands them 
‘| over to suffering or to death. 


If the danger is 


. Congress could not, prior to the year 1808, pro- | imminent, summary justice takes the place of 


sons as any of the States then existing should : pronounces the judgment that an excited state of 
think proper to admit; which was no more ` feeling executes. Could the design be, which it 
than an affirmation of what the Constitution it- | cannot be, to light the torch of servile discord, 
self declares. Secondly, that Congress have no | and to drench the land in blood, these mistaken 
authority to interfere in the emancipation of | and misguided benevolent efforts would lead, if 


slaves, or in the treatment of them within any < persisted in, unerringly to that result. How mis- : 


of the States—it remaining with the several States 
alone to provide any regulations therein which | end! If they who are leading on to such things 

. humanity and true policy may require. Thirdly, , could only witness the return of these southern 
. that Congress have authority to restrain the citi- | gentlemen with their families to their homes, and 
zens of the United States from carrying on the see their meeting with their slaves, as they call 
African trade, for the purpose of supplying for- them, and as they really are, they would not only 
_ eigners with slaves, and of providing, by proper | be astonished, after all they have heard or thought, 
„regulations, for the humane treatment, during ' but I believe sincerely they would desist. In- 
the passage of slaves imported by the said citi-{ stead of the ‘‘ crouching creatures in the forms 
zens into the States admitting such importa-| of men,” coming with doubting fear into the 

_ tion. mo . | presence of a tyrant, as the scene is ever falsely 
This part of the recorded journal of congres- ', represented, they would see the gladdened coun- 
sional proceedings has been cited heretofore on | tenances of a well-taken-care-of people, hastening 


taken is this zeal;-how ill-adapted to its professed 


_recall it to view for the express design of show- | 
ing the true line of demarkation of the constitu- 
. . tional power of Congress over the question of 


by the non-slaveholding States themselves—a de- 
` cision founded upon a fall view of all the powers 
` „in the Constitution in relation to slavery, strength- 
. ened by the lapse of more than forty years, and 
. fortified up to thig time by tranquil acquiescence 
_and unprecedented prosperity. It is true that 
Congress held its session at that time in the city 

. of Philadelphia, and the question was more pat- 
ticularly applicable to the States; yet as this 
was the deliberate result of the view of the whole 

_ powers of Congress over the question of slavery, as 
vested in them by the Constitution, and as the 


for health and cares, and all is sausfaction and 
joy around. Sir,I present no fancied picture. I 
give the scenes that are prevalent and usual. 

My object is to place things in the true point of 


Carojina, 1835, pages 21 and 22: 

tc The subject of our slaves is one which circumstances 
-have made of so much delicacy; it is in consequence of an 
ill-informed, unwise, and even a reckless philanthropy affect- 
ing it in other parts of oyr Union, surrounded by so much 
| Sensibility of alarm and offense ; and, where the moral iu- 


* See Bishop. Bowen’s Pastoral Letter by order of the ; 
Convention of the Protestant Episcopal Church in South j 


_ appropriation of a district, not exceeding ten | incumbered, confessedly, with so mach difficulty that the 
ministers of religion cannot approach it with tao great cau- 


miles square, for the seat of the General Govern- reas stars of religion o 
a ` P E ae R ‘| tion and circumspection., + P > , 
ment is contained in that coe ‘| sali m `“ There are schemes respecting them [the see) now, and 
: powers of Cangress over it, and the selection of |. for some years past, on foot among the pious, on every 
the site had then been made in parts of two slave- | | ‘account respectable, of our fellow-citizens, in which I awn 
holding States, it does not seem to be quite fair |. myself ungble to see it to be the duty or wisdom of the Chris- 
| to contend that, after a decision upon sọ. dispas- |; 
_sionate and thorough a view of the whole ground, || 


peculiar manner to be his. Both the duty and the wisdom 
: of the Christian seem to me, in a manner greatly paramount, 


there was any particle of power omitted to be con- | 
- sidered that had any existence under the Consti- | 
tution. Itis then with increased confidence that . 


_ I appeal to the intelligence and love of justice in‘: 


_the non-slavcholding States, when I peint out to ! 


; to consist in giving them {the slaves} in the condition in 
which they are, the knowledge of God, according to the 
; Gospel of Jesus Christ, and cheerfully committing the event 
lof this course—prudently, intelligently, observingly, and con- 
scientiously pursued—to the disposal of an all-wise and 
'.benignant Providence.” i 


| 


view, to prevent these scenes from bein 
into scenes of sadness and horror. 

It ought to be known, but it is not known 
that there is no portion of the inhabitants of this 
country who has been more bencfited—whose 
condition has been more ameliorated by the in- 
dependence of this country, established by the 
war of the Revolution, than the slave population. 
Anterior to that time, and for a short period after, 
the system gf negro slavery in the Colonies and 
in the new States was pretty much the same as in 
the British West Indies—not a great deal better. 
But no sooner had our dependence upon, and 
close connection with, the mother country become 
severed, and the new system of things had time 
to diffuse abroad its beneficent influences, than 


g changed 


: wë saw their effects in the happy amelioration of 


every class in life. It is a law in social life, that 
the condition of dependents will always keep 
pace with the liberalized views and sentiments of 
their superiors, produced by mental culture and 
refined association; and in no instance has it been 
more happily illustrated than in our negro pop- 


ulation. In no part of the whole slaveholding 


-= voice upon the approach of danger, and bend all |; 


country can we find any exception, unless, pos- 
sibly, ın Louisiana. 

Mr. PORTER asked the Senator from Mary- 
land: to yield the floor for a moment; which re- 
quest being complied with, Mr: P. said he had 
interrupted the Senator for the purpose of cor- 


| recting an error into which he had fallen in regard 
£ the treatment of the slave population in Louis- 
ana. 


1 


He assured the honorable Senator that the 
treatment of the slaves there would compare ad- 
vantageously with any portion of the Union. If 


3 1 n | the honorable Senator would only visit that sec- 
the minds of these people is but to cause their | 


tion, he would be as convinced of his mistake as 


: he is satisfied that the people of the North would 


be of their misconceptions, if they would go into 


Maryland. 
hibit the migration or importation of such per- | established law, and an excited state of feeling 


Mr. GOLDSBOROUGH proceeded: I should 


| not, probably, have made the disparagement so 
‘| great as the honorable Senator (Mr. Porte 


|| might have been led to believe. 
| to say, that as Louisiana had much more recently 


| terest of it is concerned, is, under the supposition of even |! 


ed 
I only designe 


emerged from the colonial state than most of the 
other parts of our slaveholding country, it was 
to be expected that she retained more of the old 
colonial usages than the elder sister States, who 
had been longer freed from the thraldom of colo- 
nial subserviency. However, sir, I rejoice to be 
corrected by the honorable Senator, and thank 
him for’ the correction; and [ shall endeavor to 
use itto good account by offering it as another 


‘evidence to show how easily men are led into 


error who trust to their theories in relation to the 
‘state and condition of things at a distance from 


, them. 


Yes, sir, the American Revolution has pro- 


_ duced no happier change in the state 6f any of 
this floor for somewhat different purposes; but I |, with joy to greet their friends’ return; and the | 
| rustie laborers from the field, when they come in | 
i from their employments, are no less anxious to 

i bid the hearty welcome; then ensue the inquiries | 
slavery in this country,as declared and laid down |: 


our people than in the negro population; the 
general sentiment and treatment in regard to them, 
has undergone a great revolution, and they have 
been progressively advancing to an improved con- 
dition. ‘That spirit, engendered by the character 
of our Government, which has liberalized and 
elevated the minds of the white race of men, has 
been the cause of extending to the slave a full 
portion of its ameliorating influence. To check 
this improving state-of things will be no volun- 
tary act of our own; it must be forced upon us 


-by those at a distance, who interfere in our con- 


cerns, or it will not be arrested. Itis not that 
we fear the influence of individuals so much, who 
may come amongst us with the views of incul- 


-cating doctrines adverse to our institutions, that 


the best dispositions entertained among us to promote it, | delude our slaves, and render them dissatisfied— 


' men are tangible and responsible, and we can 
' therefore guard against them—but it is the silent 
circulation of poisonous principles that are dif- 


fused, by means of every channel that 


resents 


i itself, throughout our country; and whilst we 


i coh i i ris- |. are unsuspicious of their operation, they are cor- 
t t i x : 
tian to bear the part which is so loudly urged on him, as in a | rupting all around us, and spreading turbulence 


and blind vengeance in our very households. 


i Inflammatory and insubordinate doctrines, that 


: tend directly to sever all 
: and dependent servants, t 
ings, and stimulate them to restle 
-bellion, are the secret sources of wh 


the ties between master 
hat pervert all their feel- 
ssness and re- 
atever calam- 
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ities may befall ourselves or our slaves. ‘Phese 
are what we dread. Itis against their intrusion 
upon us that we complain; and to guard against 
their introduction into our communities, our ut- 
- most vigilance must always be directed. In such 


a state of things there can be no peace within our | 
borders; allisagitationand anxiety. When men | 
are bent on schemes of disorder, they first infect | 


the minds of those on whom they design to oper- 
ate, with doctrines adapted to lead on to it; and 
then, by the means of that contamination, the 


way is opened, and the impulse is given to tumult |: 
_and revolt. The effect of corrupting principles is |; 


more to be dreaded than arma, as they sécretly 
discipline those that are+to be turned loose, at an 
angandi moment, to spread abroad the horrors 
of devastation and carnage. \ ` 
We ought not to be regardless of the lessons 
of experience. 
: early period ‘of her revolution; zealous in the 
_ causeof republicanizing the werld, had proclaimed 
war against all crowned heads, and against all 
Governments of law'and order, and had particu- 
larly marked out the neighboring empire of Great 
. Britain as the chief object of her emancipating 
designs, unable to reach her object through fleets 
- and armies, she resolved to accomplish it by the 


agency of her destroying revolutionary prineiples. ; 
Against these Great Britain kept up the war for 


years. The cannon and the bayonets of France 
she could meot on the ocean or in the field with- 

. out fear and with equal chances; but the corrod- 
. ing ‘principles of her revolutionizing schemes 
fought always in ambuscade; their force it was 
: difficalt, if possible, to elude when once they had 
ined admittance.” Yet the léaders in France, 


. In these glowing schemes for the deliverance of | 


. nations from the bondage of monarchy, of aris- 
tootaty, of establiahed law, and of usages that 
were 
were then held by multitudes to be the apostles 
of liberty and equality, who professed themselves 

‘as aiming at equal rights, to aid the mind in its 

. progress to perfectibility, and to establish uni- 

. versal happiness by universal liberty. 

: Fortunately, the profound and patriotic intelli- 
gence-that directed the councils of the British 
empire did not become enlisted among the pros- 
elytes of this fatal imposture. That intelligence 
knew its origin, and saw its inevitable tendency; 
and, in the undaunted spirit of resistance forced 

; up to defiance, established the maxim as the rule 
o 


her principles there was no safety but in war.” 
France imarms could be. met, and she could be 
| resisted; but the all-subverting influence of her 
false philosophy, her atheism, her Jacobinism, 
and her dissolute course df anarchy, spread terror 
and dismay throughout the world. 
holding country in respect to the doctrines of 
- emancipation that ate now attempted to be intro- 
‘duced among us. Capable of resisting men, even 
with arms, we only dread the secret influence of 
principles, which ie most active when we are 
- asleep, and which may awaken us to become the 
: Victims of its maddened. proselytes. - 
Mr. President, the happy Government. under 
- which we live, in its very nature, dissuades from 
: and interdictaall this sort of interference. Formed 
: to regulate our foreign concerns, to defend ‘ua 
- from without, and:to preserve peace and security 
< within our borders, it leaves the S.ates themselves 
to manage their own concerns within their own 
- limits, without’ interference and without hin- 
: drance. Our Government is national in its char- 
` acter, and cannot be made an engine to transplant 
the feelings.and opinions of one section into an- 
` other more distant, to work revolution and change. 
- We look to it for the general ‘protection, and we 
t demand that it ke not made to intrude upon or 
intermeddle with our domestic interests, our com- 
‘ forts, or our possessions. -It cannot be the prov- 
- ince of the Federal Government to regulate our 
property or our internal social: relations, or, at 
‘the bidding of one part of our great community 
of States, to break down the system of another 
part. The Government of this Union was ‘de- 
- signed to'be universal and equal in all-ita‘infla- 
cence and action; and it.is our business here to 


When ‘regicide France, in the |; 


anced as:corroded by the rust of time, ` 


action, “ that with revolationary France and | 


Similar to this is the condition of our slave- |: 


direct all its operations to ‘nationat purposes alone, 
to preserve the security of all, and to establish 
national happiness, prosperity, and power. 


F 


R 


THE PUBLIC LANDS. 


l DEBATE IN THE SENATE, 
f Tnuorspay, March 31, 1836. 


_ Mr. WALKER introduced the following bill, 
in pursuance of previous notice: 

. A bill to reduce and graduate the price of public:lands 
‘in favor of actual settlers only, to provide a standing pre- 
A faite law, ta autborize the sale and entry of all the 

utlic lahds in forty-acte lots, and to equalize the grants of 
|-eertain portions of the public domain among the new States 
i in which the public lands are situated. ý 
Mr. CLAY said, that were it not an unusual 
course, he should move to reject the bill imme- 
diately; that it waa, in fact, a bill ‘ta give every- 
|| thing to the new States, and leave nothing for 
l distribation:among the older States of the Con- 
' federacy. That with its graduation clause, and 
donation clause, and: preémption clauses, it might 
as well be called by its true name—a bill to give 
the whole of the public lands. ta the new States 
l or to the séttlers that would roam over them. 
Mr. CALHOUN opposed the provisions of the 
bill, particularly the clause reducing the price of 
i: the public lands and granting preémption to set- 
‘| tlers, and: closed by moving a reference of the 
| bill to the Committee on the Public Lands, 
| Mr. WALKER said that, having introduced 
this bill only this mopning, he could not have 
‘ anticipated any debate, much lesd could he have 


| expected the severe denunciations which this bill || 
had received from the gentleman from Kentucky, `: 


| (Mr. Cuay.} ‘What, (said Mr. W..,) teject, with- 
l, out consideration, a'bill, the principal features of 
which have received the sanction of at least six 
-` States of this Union!’ Mr. W. proceeded to con- 
ii test Mr. CLay’s position, that this bill gave every- 
f thing to the new States, and left nothing for-dis- 
tribution among the old States. He compared 
the provisions of this bill with that of Mr. Cray; | 
and to show that a larger sum would be left for 
the use of the people of the whole Union under 
his bill, than under that of Mr. Cray; that the 
| objection heretofore made to the reduction of the 
price of the public lands by the gentleman from 
| Kentucky, (Mr. Cray,] and renewed at this ses- 
' gion by the gentleman from Ohio, [Mr, Ewie,] 
was, that it would operate against the settlers, and 
‘Lin favor of speculating monopolists, who would 
‘enter all the lands-at thé reduced price. Mr. W. 
| gaid his bill wad not liable to this objection; that 
| it reduced the price only in favor of thé actual ‘set- 
“tlers, and would arrest monopolies ef thë public 
lands. If the gentlemen from Ohio and Kentucky 
were against monopolies, and in favor of the act- 
tial settlers, they: ought to support this bill; but 
‘from their opposition to it, and to preémptions, 
it was obvious that they were opposed to the 
actual settlers. . a 
= Mr. W. said he ad heard with regret’ the 
actual settlers denounced in the Senate as squat- 


t 


(said he}) our glorious Anglo-Saxon ancestry, 
the pilgrims who landed on Plymouth Rock,’the 


| settled this continent with less pretension to title 
than the settlers-upon the publiclands. Mr. W. 
said that Daniel Boone was a squatter; that Chiis- 


gress [Mr. 


CLamboxWe] at one time a squatter 
-upon public lands; 


he ts a citizen who, for 
unblemished purity of ‘character, for intelligence 
arid worth, and for talents-also, might fairly chal- 
lenge a comparison with that of any man of -his 
| age in the country: And, sir, (said Mr. W.) 
[yey 'much-abused squatters constitute many, 


very many, of the people who sent me here; and 
‘I wäl defend both: their rights and ‘character #0 


| to squatters, 


ters, as if that'were a term of reproach, Sir, | 


eaily settlers at Jamestown, were squatters; they | 


: SQENATE. 


E a ann enn nd ree nn dec ne) 


| long ae I have a ‘seat on this-ftoor.. They are the | 
very men who cultivate the soil in peace, 
|| defend your country in war, when those who 
| denounce them are reposing upon beds of down, 
iP These are:the men who, in the track!ass wilder- 
|i ness, and upon the plains of Orleans, carried for- 
‘| ward to victory the bannered eagle of our great 
'i and glorious Union. Sir, these are the men with 
:| whom the-patrist Jackson achieved his great and 
| glorious victories; and, sir, if but one thousand 
"of these much-abused squatters, these western 
'i yiflemen, had been at Bladensburg beneath their 
great commander, ‘never would a British army 
: have polluted the soil where stands the Capitol 
i of the Union. No, sir, they would have driven 
“back the invader ere the torch of the incendia 
` had reached the Capitol, or they would have Wft 
i their bones bleaching here (as did the Spartan 
at Thermopylæ) alike in death or victory, the 
patriot defenders of their country’s soil and fame 
-and honor. [Here Mr. W. was interrupted b 
'~ warm applause from the crowded galleries, whic! 
i; ceased, however, upon a call to order by the Vice 
| President.] And it is proposed to send. this bill 
t to the Committee on Public Lands, a committee 
“that. has ‘already reported against reducing the 


- |} price-ef the public lands; against granting pre- 


‘emptions to settlers; against every other material 
feature of this bill—to send this bill there, to hate 
another.report against us. No, we have had one 
report against the new States, and: the settlers in 
them; and- now let them be heard through the 
report of a select committee, and: let argument 
encounter argument, ard. the question be decided 
upon its reat merits. Mr. W.coneladed by illus- 
trating and defending that portion of  his:bill 
which granted remuneration to Alabama and 
Mississippi for the loss of the five per cent. fund 
and sixteenth section. - 
Mr. CLAY rose and stated, that his opposition 
to this-bill had produced at least one good effect, 
-to elicit the burst of sequence from the gentle- 
man from Mississippi {Mr. W aLger] which had 
': jugt now. so: much delighted the Senate and audi- 
iors. He disclaimed any intentional disrespect 
but hardly thought that they would 
have saved theCapitol, unless they had givenup 
their habit of squatting.: He hoped:the motion 
‘to tefer the bill to the Committee onthe Public 
Lands would prevail. : : a ee 
- Mr.-K ING, of Alabama, said, this debate has 
taken a most extraordinary range, upon-a bill in- 
troduced on leave by'a Senator in his place, who 
proposes to give it the usual direction of refer- 
ence to a committee to examine and report upon 
ity merits, and correct its details. Gentlemen have 
‘pressed forward to the discussion, as ifz by com- 
| mittal, they were about to establish the provisions 
of the bill by solemn enactment: The impropri- 
i ety of such a course was made manifest by the 
‘fact that, throughout this protracted debate, gen- 
tlemen had altogether mistaken the rovisions 
“and: objects ‘of. the bill’ One Senator [Mr. Crart] 


j 


eee, 


i" 


j 
| 


Al 
1 et such, 
An- 


ceeds‘of the sales'of the public lands; Mi 
faet. 


L 
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l topher Columbus was a: squatter; that many of || the bill, and wd shall then bd ‘able:to determine 
the most enlightened of his constituents; many | how far they justify the declarations of ret oar 
members of the Legislature which sent him here | pyableSanator.' Bir, one of Te ig Da 
were squatters; that gò was thè Speaker of that ||the General Government ‘shall pay to’ iio ace 

{ hody; {Colonel Irwin,} a man df great intelligence of Mississippi and Aiara a o Coe. ade 
and worth, and of gentlemanly deportmeni egual p eænt, of the proeseds o! the sates o ary 

ined that of any Benator on thie floor Bo-aluo-was || lying: within their rempective. cma 7a peat >y 
‘one of the Representatives of Mississippi in Con- || tresty with the Chickasaw nation : 


this an unteasonableor extravagant demand? By 
‘a solemn. 


iwith the 


reement entered into by those States, 
“General Government, it is’ expressly 
‚stipulated that five percent. of the proceeds of the 
-sales of the publiclands within thir jurisdictional 
limits shalt'be set apart for their benefit, three to 
-bo expended under the direction of those States, 
dnd two under the direction of the General Gov- 


ernment, in making roada without their limits, 
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but leading tothem. Here, then, isa vested right, | 
for which the States paid more than an equivalent. 
But it pleased the Government to enter into a 
treaty with the Chickasaws for the cession of 
their lands, in which they stipulate to give to the 
Indians the whole of the proceeds of the sales, 
reserving no part to satisfy the claims of the 
States in which the lands are situate. Can you, 
by your own act, annul your contract, and justly, 
legally, deprive them of this sum? Every lawyer 
will answer no; the obligation is perfect; the 
money must be paid. So much for this extravagant 
claim of the new States, which has so strongly 
aroused the Senator’s apprehensions. 

Let us examine another of these extravagant 
claims set up by this biil. Why, sir, when our 
admirable system for the survey and disposal of 
the public domain was devised, it was determined, 
from the wisestand most praiseworthy of motives; 
to set apart tbe one thirty-sixth part of each 
township for the purposes of education. The sec- 
tion as near the center as practicable was desig- 
nated; this was the sixteenth; here the school- 
house was to be built, that the children of both 
rich and poor might have convenient access to it; 
and from the proceeds of the rent or sale of a part 
or the whole of this section the poorer children 
of the township were to be educated. When 
those States formed their constitutions this grant 
of the sixteenth section constituted a part of their 
compact with the General Government. It has 
always heretofore been held sacred, as much from 
the laudable objects to be accomplished by it as 
from the legal obligations of the Government. 
By the provisions of the Chickasaw treaty these 
lands have been, or are, liable to be sold for the 
benefit of the Indians. With what semblance of 
poses then, does the Senator from South Caro- 

ina pronounce this claim for remuneration to be 
an effort, on the part of those States, to appro- 
priate to themselves the public domain? Sir, 
they but contend for their rights; strictly legal 
rights. Can you withhold them? You cannot. 

- Your sense of justice and of the sanctity of your 
obligations forbid it. 

The bill also contains another provision which 
rests, it is true, upona different footing, involving 
the liberality of Congress. He would not now 
enter into an examination of the propriety of 
granting preémptions to actual settlers in the 
mode proposed; he would reserve himself for a 
future occasion. He would only say that, guarded 
as it seemed to be in the bill, none of the frauds 
apprehended by the Senator from South Caro- 
lina could take place; but if those guards were 
not found to be sufficient, it would be the duty of 
the committee to throw around the public domain 

_ other and stronger guards. He would merely 
say that nine tenths of the frauds which had 
been perpetrated under previous preémption laws 
grew out of the floating provision contained in 
them; none such is to be found in this bill; the 
settler will be confined to the lands actually cul- 
tivated, and under no circumstances will be per- 
mitted to take any other. 

One word as to the proper committee to which 
it should be referred. It embraces, as has been 
shown, various objects; part involving legal ques- 
tions, which might very properly have been re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Judiciary; and 
had he been consulted by the honorable gentle- 
man who drew the bill, he should have advised 
the introduction of two, rather than include the 
whole in one. He has preferred that they should 

- all constitute one bill, and I am not disposed to 
disturb his arrangement. I mention it merely to 
show that the bill does not, strictly speaking, ap- 


ertain to the duties of the Committee on Public ` 


nds; and will you violate in this case a well- 
established parliamentary rule, which requires 
that subjects shall not be committed to commit- 


tees known to be hostile to the objects they con- - 


template to establish? On all hands we are told 
that the Committee on the Public Lands have al- 
ready prejudged this matter; that they are known 
to be decidedly hostile. I ask gentlemen whether, 
under these circumstances, they will refuse a 
select committee to the honorable member from 
Mississippi, and send his bill to be smothered by 
the Committee on the Public Lands? Such a 


| course would be discourteous to the honorable 
‘Senator, violatory of parliamentary usage, and 
unjust to the States interested. 

After some further debate, in which Mr. Crary, 
Mr. Catnoun, Mr. Ewie of Ohio, Mr. Buack, 
Mr. Porter, Mr. Bucuanan, Mr. Moore, and 
Mr. Waker participated, Mr. Catnoun’s mo- 
tion to refer the bill to the Committee on the 
Public Lands was lost by the following vote— 
yeas 19, nays 25. 

Mr. Wavker’s motion to refer the bill to a 
select committee then prevailed; as also the mo- 
tion that the committee be appointed by the 
Chair. 

The committee consists of the following Sen- 
ators: Mr. WALKER, (chairman,) Mr. Ewine of 
Ohio, Mr. Linn, Mr. Prentiss, and Mr. Ewine 
of Illinois. 


SLAVERY IN THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 


SPEECH OF HON. JOSEPH KENT, 
OF MARYLAND, 
In THE Senate, March 8, 1836, 


_On the Memorial of the Society of Friends of Lancaster 
county, Pennsylvania, on the subject of the Abolition of 
Slavery in the District of Columbia. 


Mr. KENT said: 

Mr. Preswenrt: I participate so little in de- 
bate, that the Senate will credit me when I state 
that it is always painful to me to trespass upon 
their patience. On the present occasion I will 
promise to detain them but a few moments. | 

Interesting as these memorials before you are 
to the country generally, they are doubly so to 
the State of Maryland, which, in part, I repre- 
sent here, from her proximity to this District. 
Hence it becomes my duty to make a few re- 
marks in addition to what has been so well said 
by my colleague on this occasion. 

That the prayer of the petitioners is an im- 
proper one, and ought not to be granted by Con- 
gress, I have not the smallest doubt; indeed, I 
have not understood that a single individual on 
this floor is disposed to yield it; notwithstanding, 
when memorials are presented here, couched in 
respectful language, l ever have been, and ever 
shall be, unwilling to refuse to receive them. 
The right of petitionjng is considered a sacred 
one; is guarantied by the Constitution, and, car- 
ries with it the obligation to be received; and if 
it was not secured by the Constitution to the 
people of the United States, one of our ablest 
commentators has said it was a right that resulted 

. so obviously from the nature and structure of our 
Government, that he considers it unnecessary that 


it should have been inserted in the great charter |! 


of their rights. . 
; The second session of the First Congress un- 
_ der our present form of Government had not com- 
. menced its duties six weeks before a memorial 
was presented to the House of Representatives, 
| praying the abolition of slavery throughout the 
i Uinked States. This memorial embraced a much 


‘jand its object was notoriously unconstitutional. 
|; Notwithstanding, it was received and reported 
‘/an, the House of Representatives denying that 
'; Congress had any power over the subject, and 
`, thus were those people quieted for many years. 
‘| Mr. Madison, at the time a Representative from 
i| the State of Virginia, voted for the reception of 
i this memorial; and we all know that he was not 
| only among the most prominent members of the 
| Convention, but one of the ablest and most effi- 
cient advocates of it when it was before the people 
i for their adoption. ; 


i 
| 
i 
| 
{ 


ii opinion might be tolerated whilst reason was left 
free to combat it. I have the utmost reliance 
‘| upon the good sense of the people of the United 
= States. They are too well-informed to press this 


the same dangerous consequences to the peace, 
happiness, and prosperity of the country. That 
|, their conduct is calculated to accomplish mischief 
| only I shall endeavor to prove in the few remarks 


li 


I 


| 
| 


from their course if we adopt the proper action 
on the subject. 
After much reflection, and the most careful 


: deliberation I have been able to devote to this 
. matter, I have come to the conclusion that Con- 


gress has not the power to liberate the slaves in 
this District, were they aisposed to do so, under 
the Constitution and the deeds of cession made 
by the States of Virginia and Maryland. Those 
States use the same terms, and are very guarded 
in their language. They make the conveyance 
agreeably to the eighth article of the first section 
of the Constitution of the United States, which 
embraces all the positive grants of power made 
to Congress, none of which touches the subject 
of slavery, and moreover reserve all rights of 
property to individuals, except such individuals 
shall transfer the same to the United States. Un- 
der these reservations the transfer was made and 
accepted, and we are bound to respect the rights 
of property thus reserved. 

I am aware gentlemen rely on that portion of 
the Constitution which gives exclusive legislation 
to Congress over this District—which means no 
more than that Congress shall legislate free from 
the interference of any State legislation; that all 
other legislation shall be excluded from this Dis- 
trict, save that of Congress. It does not mean 
a despotic, unbounded, unrestricted, unlimited 
legislation; but a legislation guarded by all the 
restraints of the Constitution. That such was 
the intention of the framers of the Constitution, 
may be inferred from the practice of President 
Madison; such have been the decisions of the 
Supreme Court, and such the recorded opinions 
of Congress. We never act as a local Legisla- 
ture; we cannot be converted into one. We act 
invariably as a Congress of the United States. 
It is in that capacity only that we have exclusive 
legislation, as Thorne to show hereafter; and in 
all our proceedings we are bound by the mandates 
of the Constitution. 

The great difficulty with me is to determine 
what is best to be done with these memorials. 
There is no motion before you, in my estimation, 


| that will give a salutary direction to them. Adopt 
, the motion of the Senator from South Carolina, 
. and refuse to receive them, and similar memorials 


will be presented the next day, and this painful 
and exciting debate will be resumed in all its 
odious forms. Adopt the proposition of the Sen- 
ator from Pennsylvania, [Mr. Bucuanan,] which 
is a strong measure in relation to this subject, and 
he deserves great credit for making it, and the . 
same difficulty occurs. The memorials will be 
presented the next day, the distussion renewed 
we ought to wish to avoid. 

This subject, Mr. President, has been very 
fully discussed, it has elicited a large portion of 


: the best talent in the Senate, and we ought to come 
| to some conclusion how we can dispose of it to 


the best advantage. It occurs to me, Mr. Presi- 


; dent, that the most effectual way in which we 
, could put it to rest would be for us to express 


our opinion with some degree of unanimity that 


` the prayer of the petitioners could not be consti- 
` wider and broader scope than those before you, ` 


Mr. Jefferson wisely remarked “that error of ' 


i 


: or any other subject too far that is fraught with . 


| tions, in sending them here. 
: the-belief that they have been prompted by the 
| Abolitionists, or that they are members of those 
- boasted abolition societies, and that their real ob- 


tutionally granted, or, if-unwilling to go that far, 
to say that, in a matter entirely local, it was im- 
proper for them to interfere, and that private prop- 
erty could not be taken without due process of 
law, and full compensation. This would puta 
stop to the improper interference of these peti- 
tioners, and €Mieve us from the presentation of 
these memorials hereafter. 

Those of us, Mr. President, residing in slave- 


. holding States, however indulgent we might be 
| disposed to be in interpreting the motives of those 
': memorialists, cannot avoid the apprehension that 


they have a much more extensive object in view 
than what is expressed upon the face of the peti- 
‘We cannot repress 


ject is to have a bearing on the adjoining States 


-of Maryland and Virginia. It is impossible to 


i 
+ 


resist altogether this impression, or to avoid con- 
necting the presentation of those memorials in 
such large numbers with the events of the last 


ii I intend to make. They must and will desist || year, and the open and official declarations of the 
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Slavery in the District of Columbia—Mr. Kent. -> - 


oY SENATE. 


Abolitionists themselves. Then, if my opinion | 
is correctly formed, their object is directed ulti- 
mately to the States, although they 
that the States alone can regulate sla 
their limits. Let, then, those Abolitionists turn | 
their attention to their own condition. Every 
State north of Maryland, with the exception of 
Vermont, holds slaves, agreeably to the census 
of 1830, some of them thousands, and thereby ' 
recognize slavery. If they have found so much | 
difficulty in disposing satisfactorily of the few 
they have had, how insurmountable would have 
been the obstacles thrown in their way in accom- | 
lishing even what they have done had the slaves | 
in any of those States exceeded the whites in | 
number, or even sppronchd an equality. j 
Let us look, Mr. President, at what is ou | 
condition in relafion to this subject, and inquire 
‘what itis those Abolitionists would have us do. | 


In the adjoining county east of the Capitol, in | 


which I reside, there Were; agreeably to the cen- ; 
sus of 1830, seven thousand 
eighty-severt whites, eleven thousand five, hun- | 
dred and eighty-five slaves, and twelve hundred 

free negroes; making nearly two blacks to one 

white. Can it be possible that those Abolttion- 

ists, reckless as they appear to be, can`be serious 

when they call upon us suddenly to yield up this 

large amount of property, worth not less than four 

or five millions of dollars, to carry their fanatical 

schemes into effect? And that is not all; that is 

but a small part of the sacrifice. We are required 

to degrade our own caste, by placing the whites 

at the disposal of the blacks, as far as numbers 

-can achieve it; and we all know the power of 

numbers. I have referred to the adjoining county, 

‘because, whatever takes ’place in this District— 

between which and the county there is only an 

‘imaginary line—must materiality affect its inter- , 
“ests. In this District! there are about six thou- | 
“gand slaves, valuable to their owers, whose con- 
-dition, as slaves, could riot be made better, and, 

if liberated to-morrow, would be in a worse con- 

‘dition; and- it is proposed by the memorialists 

‘whose petitions are before you, that the inhab- 
jtants of this District should forthwith yield up 

this property, in order to gratify their mistaken 

views of philanthropy, without having ‘ prop- 

erty in, or common interest with, or any attach- 
ment to, this community;’’ and that, too, with- 


six hundred ard ` 


| we look at the means ‘placed at the disposal of 
| the Abolitionists to accomplish their object and 


must know | annoy us. They officially inform us they have | 
very within 


a press exclusively employed to propagate their 
views, to destroy our peace, disturb our repose, 
and keep us in eternal apprehension; to take our 
roperty from us without our congent, or render 
it useless to us. Able and heartless writers, they 
inform us, are to be constantly employed against 
us. Every odious epithet is to be applied to us, 
and our conduct is to be characterized by all the 
. disgusting coloring that.a heated, a deluded, and 
| distempered imagination can invent, - 
| Suitable matter is always to be in readiness for 
i the press. The press is-never to be idle, which 
| operates like the irresistible screw, retains what 
| -power it has acquired to-day, and contends stren- 
‘ uously for more to-morrow. These Abolitionists 
' have also, we are informed by a recent publica- 
tion of theirs, an abundance of funds. Their office 
‘js in the great city of New York, the center of 
communication from every part of our extensive 
country; and they boast that they have upwards 
of three hundred and fifty anti-slavery societies, 
(the Senator from South Carolina, Mr. Pres- 
ron,] who is better informed upon the subject 
than E am, puts them at five hundred,) and they 
tellus that they bid defiance to any Post Office 
regulations we ¢an make—that they can evade 
them all; and they have able and influential emis- 
| saries constantly employed. This isa formidable 
i array of power to be: brought to bear upon the 
‘ slaveholdine States, and directed, too, at’ a vul- 
nerable point. ji ‘ re 
The press, itself, ‘to bé directed constantly 
against us, unless timely rebutted, is truly for- 
midable; The annual exposé to Congress by the 
Executive Department of our Government, ex- 
hibiting the unprecedented growth of the wealth, 
happiness, and prosperity: of this country, is 
rapidly uprooting the long-established prejudices 
of Europe, guarded as they have béen by the re- 


annual publication can achieve: sö much, 


employed to accomplish a particular object, how- 
ever reprehensible or ill-judged it may be? - 

If the hasty view I have taken of this subject 
is at all correct, it behooves‘us, Mr: President, to 


out paying any respect to that part of the Con- 


stitution which declares that ‘no person shall be || 
‘deprived of property without due process of law, i! 
property be taken without just : 


nor shall private 
compensation.” ` . 
_ [have called the attention of the Senate to the 
‘adjoining State of Maryland, from which I have 
“been deputed to a Seat on this floor, because I 
-was an eye-witness to the excitement, the uneasi- 
ness, and the painful apprehension ; which but 
` too generally prevailed throughout that section of 
‘the country during thé last summer and autumn, 
growing out of the events in one of the southern 
“States. If such occurrences would cause uneasi- 
‘ness now, what distress would they not produce 


-were this District filled with forty or fifty thou- |) 


zand freed negroes, and they stimulated to mad- 
‘ness by the Abolitionists? Even at this time we 
‘experience much annoyance from the agents of 


the Abolitionists. ‘They are prepared to furnish | i 
| justified the First Congress in expressly stating | 


‘any amount of forged papers to any number of 
slaves that may apply for them; those I have 
“geen, with all the forms of office attached to them. 
‘The conduct of the Abolitionists may be sport to 
them, but it is death to us; and, moreover, they 
“may rely on #, this course is well calculated to 
‘defeat the very object they pretend to have in 
view—the amelioration of the condition of the 
slaves in this District. : i 
aa. agree with those, Mr. President, who have 
‘preceded me, in expressing the beli¢f that, if the 
_Abolitionists are determined to persevere 1n their 
attempts upon the slaveholding States, 1t 1s high 
time those States should be aroused to a sense of 
their condition, and be prepared to resist firmly, 
but calmly and legally, the dangers with which 
they are beset, and that Congress should decide 
at once how far they will go to secure to them 
‘their just rights, and to check the Abolitionists in 
their mad caréer. 


follow the example of the pure and patriotic men 
who constituted the First Congress, and who de- 
clared they had no power over this subject, and 
to give such’a direction to it as will satisfy the 
Abolitionists of their mistaken views, and secure 


the slaveholding States in their just rights, and 
i! restore to them their former repose. 


Since 1790, 
when the then Congress decided they had no 
control over the subject’of slavery, no alteration 
had taken place in our condition, except that the 

_ foreign slave trade had been abolished, in which 

' the South had little or no participation, and this 

District has been ceded to the General Govern- 

‘ ment, agreeably to the requisitions of the Con- 


|, stitution, as the seat of the Federal Government, 


| under the reservations I -have mentioned, and 
which never would have been ceded by the States 
of Virginia and Maryland, if it could have been be- 


the means of annoyance to them it is now threat- 
ened to become. The same Constitution which 


they had no control over the subject of slavery, 
is in full force, in every word and syllable, ın 


justify our adopting the decision then made, a 
pe oe on the present occasion. = ` o 
- Far be it from me, Mr. President, to wish to 
‘implicate our northern fellow-citizens generally, 
in the proceedings of the Abolitionists. : L-appre- 
ciate too highly their good sense, their'patriotism, 
and their devotion to the Union, to entertain such 
an opinion of them. Moreover, it has been de- 
nied on this floor, as well as elsewhere, and I give 
full credit to their declarations.. S Uh 
I know the number of the Abolitionists is small 
compared to those opposed to ‘heir financial con- 
‘duct. Yet we are bound, isi self-defense, not to 
‘underrate their strength, not to underestimate 
their influence, when we take into view the formi- 
-dable weapons of annoyance at their 


command. 


Those dangers may be readily ascertained when 


The Abolitionists should leave the subject of 


spective Governments of that country; and if an © 
what |: 
| may not be apprehended from a press exclusively ; 


lieved at the time, that it ever would have proved ; 


this District, and would, in my humble opinion, |; 


| 


| slavery to the people of the States, where the 
' Constitution has placed it. No one living with- 
|, out the limits of any State, can justifiably inter- 
i! fere with this subject within the State, nor will 
| they be permitted to do so. 

| Kt is from the enactments of each State that the 
‘Slave living within its limits’ must look for any 
:: amelioration of his condition; and allow me to 
‘assure you, Mr. President, that much has been 
' done in. that way during the last twenty-five 
‘y years.’ In this District, the reliance of the slave 
‘i must be upon the force of public opinion, which 
iis strongly in his favor; and whenever slavery 
i: shall cease in Maryland and Virginia, it will, as 
-'a matter of course, cease to exist here, under the 
‘influence of that public feeling I have alluded to, 
and will be accomplished by tae inhabitants of 
| this place, free from the interference of persons 
|| living five-hundred ora thousand miles off. 

| An honorable Senator from Vermont, [Mt. 
i į Prentiss,] whilst delivering his sentiments the 
': other day upon this subject, expressed the opinion, 
‘that, when legislating for this District, we acted 
|as a local Legislature, and that Congress possessetl 
‘the power, in consequence of acting thus, to lev 
Va tax of such a character upon the slaves of this 
District as would; from its amount, oblige their 
owners to liberate them in preference to payi 
leer tax. TI have a high respect for the intelli- 


H 
pi 


gence and legal attainments of the ‘Senator from 
| Vermont, but. presume he has not investigated 
i this part of his argument with his usual diligence, 
-otherwise he would have found that neither of 
“those questions was yet to be settled. They have 
been heretofore fully discussed and solemnly 
decided on by the Supreme Court in the cases of 
ir Cohens vs. irginia, and Luf borough vs. Blake. 
‘| The power of Congress to exercise exclusive 
| jutisdiction over this District and other ceded 
“places, is conferred ow that body'as the Legisla- 

ture of thé Union, and cannot’be exercised in any 
-other character. The reasoning of the court, 
affirming that every act of Congress was a Jaw of 
the United States, and that Congress, in passing 
it, acted as the-Legislature of the Union, can best 
-be conveyed in its own language: etal oe 

“ Jn: enumerating the powers of ‘Congress, 
«which is ‘made in the eighth: section 6f ‘the first 
* article, we find that of exertising éxetusive legis- 
« lation over'such district as shall become tlie teat 
“of Government.. This power, like all others 
« whith are specified, is-confetred on Congress as 
‘$ the Legislature of the Union; for; strip them of 
‘that eharacter, and they would not possess it. 
‘In no other character can it be exercised. In 
‘ legislating for the District, they necessarily pre- 
|! «serve the cliaracter of the Legislature of the 
|! € Union; for it is in that-character alone that the . 
| «Constitution -confers on them. this power of 
‘exclusive legislation. This proposition need 
|, €not be enforced. The Becdnd clause of the sixth 
| “article declares that ‘ this Constitution, and the 
| “laws of the United States which shall be made 
in pursuance thereof, shall be the supreme law 
‘t of the land.’ The clause'which gives exclusive 
‘ jurisdiction is unquestionably a, part of ‘the 
«Constitution, and ás such bind’ alf the United 
* Btates.”” pl este a ae 
i. Since Congress legilatés in the same form’and 
in the same character, in virtue of powers of 
equal obligation. conferred im- the same instru- 
ment, when, exercising its’ exchisive ‘powers of 
legislation: as well as when' exercising those 
whieh are limited, we must in 


wire Whether there 
be anything ‘in the ‘nature of this exclusive legis- 
| lation ‘which’ necebsarily confines the Operation 
of the laws miade in virtue of this power to the 
place ‘with a view to which they’ are nade. Con- 
nected with the- power to. le tislate within this 
| District is a similar power in forts, arsenals, 
dock-yards, &c. Congress his aright to punish 
murder inva fort or other place within’ its exclu- 
give jurisdiction; but'no ‘general right to punish 
murder committed within an of the States. In 
the act for the punishment o crimes against the 
United States, murder committed within a fort, 
or any other place under the sole and exclusive 
‘nrisdiction of the United States, is punished 
-With death; thus Congress legislates in the same 
act under its exclusive and its limited powers. 
The act proceeds to direct that the body of the 


| 
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criminal, after execution, may be delivered to a | 
surgeon for dissection; and punishes any person | 
who shall rescue such body during its convey- ; 
ance from the place of execution to the surgeon | 
to whom it is to be delivered. 

Let those actual provisions of the law, or any 
other provisions which can be made on the sub- 
ject, be considered with a view to the charac- 
ter in which Congress acts when exercising its 

owers of exclusive legislation. If Congress is to 

considered merely as a local Legislature, in- 
vested, as to this object, with powers limited to 
the fort or other place in which murder may be 
committed, if its general powers cannot come in 
aid of these local powers, how can the offense be 
tried in any other court than that of the place in 
which it has been committed? How can the 
offender be conveyed to, or tried in, any other 
place? How can his bedy be conveyed Etoagh 
a country under the jurisdiction of another sov- 
ereign, and the individual punished who, within 
that jurisdiction, shall rescue the body? The 
decision of the court is illustrated by other exam- 
ples which I consider it unnecessary to refer to, 
and, in conclusion, remark that Congress exer- 
cises all its powers in its high character as the 
Legislature of the Union, and not as a local Le- 
gislature. 

As regards the tax upon slaves in this District, 
heretofore referred to, I presume the honorable 
Senator is equally mistaken. The question was 
raised in 1815, whether Congress had, under the 
Constitution, the right to tax this District at all, 
so long as it was unrepresented; but I never 
heard it insinuated before that Congress could 
levy upon the inhabitants of it a separate capita- 
tion, or direct tax. The principle of apportion- 
ment established in the Constitution, secures them 
against the oppressive exercise of the power to 
levy and collect direct taxes as effectually as the 
principle of uniformity established in the Con- 
stitution secures the District from oppression in 
the imposition of indirect taxes. The decision 
of the Supreme Court in the case of Lufborough 
vs. Blake fully sustains the opinion; and at the 
same time that it confirms the right of Congress, 
should they think proper, to levy a direct tax 
upon this District, whenever such a tax shali be 
levied upon the property of the States, it denied 
the power of Congress, if I comprehend the 
opinion of the court, to levy a separate tax upon 
this District, at any time of for any purpose, 
except such as may be entirely municipal, with 
which Congress, I take it for granted, wiil never 
interfere. 
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a very small minority of the whole people who 
are in favor of the interference of Congress to 
| abolish slavery in the District of Columbia. It 
‘igs true many petitions have been forwarded to 

that effect; but out of a population of more than 

a million of souls, a few thousand petitioners of 
‘both sexes make up but a very small proportion 
' of the aggregate mass; something more, perhaps, 
than one out of a hundred. But these few, Mr. 


. President, are not incendiaries, or persons who | 


are disposed to march to their object through 
violence and bloodshed, burning and massacre; 
notatall, They are humane, orderly, and peace- 
ful citizens, whose object is to do good, but who 
have, in my opinion, mistaken the way to do it. 


I| 
| 


They are certainly impelled by no motives of | 


interest, nor by hopes of gaining popular influ- 


, free people, would pronounce in its favor. 


ence, for the public feeling is, as I have said, all .; 


the other way. Gentlemen here have, in their | 


speeches on this subject, said that violence was 


done to the Abolitionists at their meetings in their |. 


respective States. There have been a few similar 
instances in mine, but they are, I am happy to 
say, rare; and they are ahnost the only instances 


that I have known in which popular feeling , 
triumphed over law; for the people of Ohio are a | 
law-abiding people, essentially so; and it must be | 


a strong case of public excitement, indeed, which 
could for a moment, and to any extent, defy the 
law. . 
I have said that I thought the Abolitionists 
_even those moderate and rational ones whom we 
; have among us, are doing evil instead of good; 
and I think further, if they could be convinced of 
this, they would cease to meet and petition on the 
subject. They do evil, in the first place, because 
their views and wishes cannot, in the estimation 
of the great body of the southern people, be sep- 
| arated from those mad and reckless fanatics who 
attempt, by various devices, to excite insurrection 
among the slaves, and bring on all the horrors of 
a servile war. Those who are threatened by the 
machinations of the last-named associations, few 
i in numbers as they are, and confined to a small 


:: space, cannot, and do not, draw the distinction © 
between them and these petitioners, who make 


' the law their guide, 


i and who wish to do nothing 
i but what Jaw and h 


umanity sanction. The dis- 


. tinction between these two classes of men, strong ` 


as it is, cannot be fully kept in view, even in 
debate here on the ftoor of the Senate; much less 
‘| can we expect that it will be in the opinions and 
feelings of the mass of the people of the South, 
i especially in a movementof excitement andalarm. 


, These petitions tend to keep up that alarm, to | 
, sow distrust in the people of the South against ; 


i those of the North and West. It makes whole 


‘' communities in the slaveholding States distrust- 


| ful of their colored population, and causes them 


SPEECH OF HON. THOMAS EWING, 


OF OHIO, 
pene Sriati, March B, 1836; || legislation, which seems to us so harsh, has been 
caused by the abolition movements. Those same 


On the Memorial of the Society of Friends, of Lancaster | 
county, Pennsylvania, on the subject of the Abolition of |i 


|| to pass rigorous laws against them, denying them | 
i: reasonable indulgence, and making it penal to | 
|l instruct them. We are assured that most of this |; U k ! r 
i "i its progress with much pain, with a user Tod 

Iff- 


Slavery in the District of Columbia. 


Mr. EWING said he was reluctant to prolong 
the debate even for a moment; and yet he felt it 


- posed to slavery, and think it a great evil in any 
community; and I believe such is the opinion of 
moat of the reflecting menin the South, viewing the 
question in the abstract, without reference to any 

. fixed and settled condition of society. Such, I 
am very sure, is the almost universal opinion in 
the State of Ohio. The people of that State en- 
tertain that opinion, fixed and immovable; it was 
imbibed by them from their earliest infancy, and 
it has grown up with them asa part of the morals 
of the society in which they are reared; and yet 
public opinion on the subject of abolition is, in 
that State, such as our southern brethren them- 
selves would consider sound. There area few 
in favor of the interference of Congress to abolish 
slavery in this District; and yet I can safely say 
that I know of none who would push that measure 
beyond what they suppose to be the constitu- 
tional powers of Congress; none who would dis- 
turb the people of the States in the enjoymen of 

_all that the Constitution secures to them. Itis 


+ 


injurious to both master and slave. They cause 
\| jealousy and distrust between them, where other- 


Such, I believe, are the general consequences of 
|| the very reverse of what is intended by those who 
i frame them; and they produce no good effects to 
counterbalance those evils. If the petitioners 
|| Should succeed, (of which there is not the least 
probability }—if by common consent all should 
: agree to abolish slavery in the District, not a 
|| single slave would be thereby emancipated; all 
i; would be hurried off in anticipation of such a 
; law, if it were likely to pass, and sold to the cot- 
i ton and sugar planters in the South. 

|| Again: the measure would be arbitrary in the 
i; extreme. The people of this District, whose 
i| condition would be changed so materially and so 
violently, are not consulted. They have no voice 


; deed, peculiar. Our government over them is 
|| among the most arbitrary on earth; they have 

none of the blessings of self-government what- 
ever, and have no participation in selecting their 
rulers. We who are here, know something of 


their situation, their wants, and their wishes. | 


} ; | wise there might exist confidence and affection. : 
his duty to say a few words in explanation of the | 


vote he was about togive. Iam (said Mr. E.) op- | these petitions throughout the Union; certainly | 


i| in the proposed measure. Their situation is, in- | 


But those of our constituents at home 
tion for this change in the condition of these peo- 
ple, do evidently know very little about them. I- 
have already stated what I believed would be the 
effect of a law to abolish slavery in this District 
on the slaves themselves; that it would sell them 
into a much more cheerless and more bitter bond- 
age than they now endure. Its effects upon the 


» who peti- 


| whites would be equivalent to an edict of banish- 


ment; nearly the whole population would be 
changed; for families would rather change their 
pase than change so materially their domestic 
habits and relations. 

All other objections apart, I would not vote for 
such a measure unless I could be satisfied that the 
people of the District, if they could speak as a 
For 
these, and various other reasons which have been 
often repeated in this debate, I am opposed to 


granting the prayer of this petition.. But I can- 
not vote with the Senator from South Carolina, 


i to refuse to receive it. This brings up another 
— question—the right of petition as guarantied by 


the Constitution, and as inherent in the very na- 
ture of all free institutions. This right would, 
it seems to me, be invaded by such a refusal; at 
least, it would be questionable whether we had 
not invaded it; and, if we err in this matter, it is 
better that our error should be on the side of the 


' Constitution. But even if we have the right, it 


is not sound policy to reject it. Opinion is not 
to be controlled by harsh or even violent meas- 
ures; and it is better that an investigation should 
be had, and a reason given in all our communi- 
cations with a reasoning people. For like cause, 
I hold the motion of the Senator from Pennsyl- 
vania objectionable, though, if nothing better is 
proposed, I shall incline to vote for it. I would 
much prefer a reference to a committee, and a re- 
port, explaining in a calm and temperate manner 
the reasons which govern the Senate in refusing 
to interfere in the manner proposed, Or I would 


_be satisfied if some of the leading reasons on 
i which we act were appended to his resolution to 


reject the prayer; and reasons I have no doubt 
could be set forth, which would be satisfactor 
to the calm and reflecting people who sent us this 
memorial, ; 


SLAVERY IN THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 


SPEECH OF HON. W. C. PRESTON, 
OF SOUTH. CAROLINA, 
In tue Senate, March 1, 1836, 


On the Memorial of the Society of Friends of Lancaster 
County, Pennsylvania, asking for the Abolition of Slavery 
in the District of Columbia. 


Mr. PRESTON said: 


Mr. Presipenr: I deeply regret the course 
which this discussion has taken. I have remarked 


anxiety and depression which I find great 


movements, it seems, have another effect equally | 


1 


i 


culty in expressing. It has been mixed up with 
all those small topics of party and personal bitter- 


i; ness which, whether properly or not, enter so 


largely into the ordinary debates of the Senate, 
but which are altogether misplaced, and dan- 
gerous, when connected with the consideration 
of those deep and vital interests involved in any 
discussion of the institution of slavery. Itis very 
desirable, as has been well suggested by the Sen- 
ator from Massachusetts, [Mr. Wessrer,] that, 
if we must deliberate on this subject, we do so 
with all the calmness possible, awẹ with a delib- 
erate and combined effort to do what is best, 
under the perilous circumstances which surround 
us, uninfluenced by the paltry purposes of party. 
In whatever temper you may come to it, the dis- 
cussion is full of danger. The fact that you are 
deliberating on the subject of slavery inspires my 
mind with the most solemn thoughts. No matter 
how it comes before you, no matter whether the 
questions be preliminary or collateral, you have 
no jurisdiction of it in any of its aspects. These 


i doors should be closed against it, for you have 


no right to draw into question here an institu- 
tion guarantied by the Constitution, and on 


| which, in fact, the right of twenty-two Senators 


to a seat in this body is founded—and, emphat- 
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ically, you have no right to assail, or to permit 
to be assailed, the domestic relations of a partic- 
ular section of the country, which you are incapa- 
ble of appreciating—of which you are necessarily 
ignorant— which the Constitution puts beyond 
your reach, and which a fair courtesy, it would 
zeem, should exempt from your discussion. It: 
exacts some patience in a southern man to sit: 
here and listen, day after day, to enumerations of 

the demoralizing effects of his household arrange- ` 
ments considered in the abstract—to hear his con- . 
dition of life lamented over, and to see the cool: : 
ness with which it is proposed to admit petitioners | 
who assail, and vilify,and pity him, on the ground 
that it would hurt their feelings if we do not listen 
tothem. We sit here and hear all this, and more 
than this. We hear ourselves accused of being 
agitators because.we ask the question, is it the 
pleasure of the Senate to hear those who thus 
assail us? As yet, Mr. President, the incendiaries 


are but-at your door, demanding admittance, and |; - 


it is yet within ‘your power to say to them that | 
they shall not throw their burning brands upon | 
this floor, or propagate the conflagration through | 
this Government. Before ‘you lend yourself to 
their unhallowed purposes, I wish to say a word 
or two upon the actual condition of the abolition 
question; for I greatly fear, from what has trans- 
pired here, that it is very insufficiently understood; 
and that the danger of the emergency is by no 
means estimated as it ought to be. d forbid 
that I should permit any matter of temporary 
interest or passion ‘to enter into what I am about 
to tell you of the real dangers which environ | 
us. My State has been assailed. Be it so.. My 
peculiar principles have been denounced. T sub- 
mit to it. Sarcasms, intended to be bitter, have | 
been uttered against us. Let them pass. I will 
not permit myself to be disturbed by these things, | 


or, by retorting them, throw any icion on | 
the temper in which I solemnly wam both sec- | 


tions of thie Union of the impending dangers, 
and exhort this Senate to do whatever becomes 
its wisdom ‘and patriotism under the circum- 
tances. Let us not shut our eyes, sir, on our 
condition. Some gentlemen have intimated that 
there is a purpose to get upa panic. No; no, 
sit, I have no such purpose. A panic on this 
subject is a disaster. The stake is too great to 
play for under a panic. In the presence of so 
much danger as I solemnly believe exists, I would 
rather steady every mind to the coldest contem- 
plation of it, than endeavor to excite my own, or ! 
the feelings of others, by adventitious stimulants. 
If I over-estimate the magnitude of the dangers | 
which threaten us, it is in spite of myself, against | 


my wishes, and after the most deliberate tonsid- |: 


eration; ie : 
Look round; sir, on the circumstances under 
which these ramerous and daily-increasing peti- 
tions are sent tous. They do not come as here- 
tofore, singly and far apart, from the quiet routine 
of the Society of Friends, or the obscure vanity 
of some philanthropic club, but they are sent to 
us in vast numbers from soured and agitated 
commanities, poured in upon us from the' over- 
flowing of public sentiment, which everywhere, 
in all western Europe and eastern America has 
been lashed into excitement on this: subject. 
‘Whoever has looked at the actual condition of 
society must have perceived that the public mind 
is not in its accustomed state of repose, but active 
and stirred up and agitated beyond ail former 
example. The bosom of society heaves with new 
and violent emotions.. The general pulse beats 
stronger and one than at any period since the 
aceess of the French Revolation. Pablic opinion 
labors, like the priestess on her tripod, with the 
prophecy ofgreatevents. In Germany, in France; 
and in England, there is a great movement party 
organized upon the spirit of the times, whose ten 
ency is to overturn established institations, and 
remodel the organic forms of society; for whose 
purposes the process of experiment is too slow, 
and the action of reason: too cold; whose infari- 
ated philanthropy goeth about seeking whom it 
may devour. Te these éthiea! or political enthu- 
siasta the remote and unsustained institution of 
slavery offers at ‘once a cheap and fruitful gub- 
ject. Aecordingly, it is known that the doetrin= 
aire and juste mileu. party of France, and. its 
leading paper, the Journal des Debats; eonducted 


| 
i] 


|: languag 


: lightened and ju 
| cause,” 


with muth ability, is devoted to the purposes of 

abolitionism. The Duc de Broglie, Prime Min- 

ister of France, with St. Domingo before his eyes, 

is president of an abolition society having in view 

es manumission of the slaves in the French West 
ndies. 

But the state of-feeling in England has a much 
more direct influence upon us; and is, therefore, 
of -more important investigation. 
a vast er over the public mind of this coun- 
try, and especially of the northeastern portion of 
it. An intense and immediate sympathy binds 
them together. ‘The same literature, laws, and 


inatitutions—are so bound up together, or rather 


‘interwoven, by a vast and infinitely ramified in- ` 


: tercourse, that the inhabitants of the northern 
| and middie States ‘ate more familiar with the 
| daily press of England than with that of their 
own country south of the Potomac. 
What, sir, is the condition of this slave ques- 
i tion in England? The English Parliament, not 
only with the approbation, but at the instance of 
the English people, has liberated the slaves of 
the West Indies. The rights of individuals—the 
public irtterest—the existence of the colonfes— 
could not arrest the torrent of public opinion: all 
are Swept away. “A Government, laboring under 
a load of public debt, and a péople oppressed by 
enormous taxation, have given $100,600,000 for 
the abolition of slavery; have destroyed the most 
cherished colonies, arid trampled upon the rights 
of private property. This is a lesson of terri- 
ble admonition to us; and let not the history of 
the proren of events in England be thrown 
away. It is but forty or fifty years since that 
the abolition of slavery was conceived in England 


bya weak enthusiast in Parliament, and a clois- | 


tered scholar of Oxford, whose heated imagina- 
tion was directed to this subject by accident, or 
by that unseen. but potent spirit of the times 
which, pervading’ the generat mass of intellect, 
is at first known only by its effects upon indi- 
vidual minds peculiarly adapted to its influences, 
‘Wilberforée and Clarkson were not attended to— 
neglected, despised: the planters lulled them- 
selvés into.a fatal seéurity. The politicians ad- 
| dressed them then as they do us now. The mem- 
ber of Parliament gradually brought to his assist- 
ance a small neutral party in politics—the scholar 
poured his declamation from the press. The 
great parties in Parliament courted the néutrais; 
the public ear became familiarized to the denun- 
ciations of Clarkson. Still the platters reposed 
in security, and the politicians said: ‘‘ There is 
no danger.” = >- : 

The Edinbargh Réview, in 1817, held this lan- 
guage: — i i 

“It is scarcely necessary to premise, that the advocates 
for the abolition of the slave trade móst cordially reprobate 
all idea of emancipating the sieves already in our planta- 
tions. Such a scheme, indeed, is sufficiently answered by 
the story of the galley slaves. in Don Quixote, and we are 
persuaded never had any place in the minds of those en- 
dicious persons who have conteriéed in this 


r. Walsh, in 


Quoting this passage in 1819, M 
his Appeal, says: f 

“The most zealous of the English. philanthropists have 
not carried their views ao far, with respect to West India 
slavery,.as its immediate or speedy abolition.” `. 

And he adds:. TER ES 
. & So late as 1817, Lord Holland, one of the most devo! 
amongst the associates of Mr. Wilberforce, moved in the 
House of Peers, a petition to the Prince Regent, praying 
that the idea of emancipating the slaves in the West Indies 
might be disowned by royal proclamation throughout the 
islands; which was dene accordingly.” . 
- And now, look to Jamaica for the result. Look 
too, sir, to ‘the sway and dominion whith -thé 
principles and feelings of Wilberforée and Clark- 
son have obtained over the whole ‘public mind: 
The daily press, the periodicals, wotke of polit- 
ical €conomy and. of fiction, the whole mass of 
literature, ‘is filled’ and reeking with abolitionism. 
Every channel which feeds the public intelligence 
is choked with it. Every topic which can arouse 
attention or inflame the imagination, is perverted 
into its service. Christendom is invoked to join 
in the crusade. - Abolition societies are multi- 


plied, aid nobles and commoners press into them 
with equal zeal. Meetings are held, in which are 
found together the proudésttities and-the starving 
operatives. -The condition of the Africans ‘hes 
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She exercises | 


e—to a certain extent the same political |: 


|: contortions. 


Si oe 
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ceased to be matter of discussion, and is given 
up to declamation. Cant has been stimulated 
into passion, and passion inflamed into fury. A 
| morbid sensibility has been roused for the African, 
_ and has outrun the general excitement. A sort 
` of crevasse has broken from the main stream of 
| public excitement, and pours itself upon Africa. 
| With a strong perception of this feeling, O’Con- 
nell exclaimed in the British Parliament, while 
: claiming its attention to the infinitely worse con- 
ij dition of the Irish Catholics, ‘* Would to God 
'| we were black.” ; ; 
i| The smartness of debate might reply to me, 
i that all this is the march of mind, the progress of 
í reason, before which the institutions of the South 
must eventually give way. Itrarely happens, sir, 
i thata fixed public opinion, properly so ealed; 
manifests itself by such violence and as 
characterize the proceedings of abolitionism, or 
that the progress of reason is attended by sach 
c Those who assail us know nothing 
of the institution which they denounce—nothing 
of itẹ complex and various character. They have 
not seen it in its actual existence, are ignorant of 
the facts about which they pretend’ to reason, and 
cannot comprehend the consequences of theit pro- 
' ceedings. : 
But what is it to me or yon, sir, sitting here 
' under ‘the Constitution, whether it be the march 


li of mind or of madness that is treading under foot 


| that instrament to ‘get at. those Institutions? 
Whether it be opinion or frenzy—whether it be 
destiny or fashion, you have no right to decide 
upon it, of to consider of it. We are neither a 
| college nora clab;‘bat a constitutional aseenibly , 
| whose business it is to maintain the Constitution 
and defend the rights it guaranties; and it’ is 
equally our duty to do so whether public opinion 
er madness rules the hour. I protest against 
your jurisdiction of ahy abstract proposition on 
this or any other subject. My object isto rouse 
this Senate, and, as far as I can be heard, these 
States, toa just sense of the impending dangers; 
and let me ask, sir, if this danger would be dimin- 
| ished by attributing these petitions to the dictates 
_ of reason rather than to the ravings of fanaticism ? 

Clarkson ‘and Wilberforce have done their 
work! How many such men are now in the 
field, now-in this country, at our doors; Mr. 
President, pressing on to this work-of devastation 
and massacre!‘ Let'us look at the state of things 
in our own country, and at the moment òf our 
deliberations. here 

It is of the utmost consequence to both sections 
of the Union that we maké an accurate review of 
our position. We'should not resign our minds 
to a stolid stoicism; which awaits danger without 
resorting to the means of avoiding it, or to that 
|! counterfeit courage which sustains itself by un- 
| derrating the power of its assailant. Let us not 
| diminish the difficulties, that we may excuse our 
impotence or indolence in overcoming them. 
The best way to avoid danger is to meet it plump. + 

Mr. President, I thank gentlemen of the Senate 
from non-staveholding States for the very strong’ 
assurances they have given us of their decide 
opposition to the purposes and practices of the 
Abolitionists. their declarations with’ 


I receive 
unhesitating confidence in their candor and un- 
feigned gratitude; and I am firmly persuaded that 
they, as well as many members from my own 
section, suppose that the agitation is made by #& 
| few infatuated then, whose froth y philanthropy; 
if not whipped up by our discussions, will, in w 
short time, subside. ey, ia pea Are 

But I -beg to call the attention of such, mthe 
first place, to the avowals which have been made 
by the Senators from Vermont. The honorable, 
Senatar, (Mr. Prentiss,] with his charactéristic 
earnestness, and with the weight communicated 
to everything he says, by the high estimate of: 
his worth and ability, and the known gřavitý of: 
his mode of thinking; has informed us that amongst 
these petitioners are men of as much worth and: 

atrictism-as are to bë found anywhere; and the- 
honorable gentleman himself vindiodtes the peti- 


tioners by the authority of his codperation, wher 
he declares here in hia place that Congress is 
constitutionally endowed with the power of mán- 
amitting the slaves in this District, anid that it is 
expedient to exercise this power. But à short 
me sinoéithè Legislature of-the State-which the 


| 
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gentleman represents passed resolutions that the 
matter of slavery ought not to be agitated. Now 
the Senator thinks it expedient to act. His col- | 
league, too, assures us that the progress of the | 
agitation in Vermont is greatly accelerated; that ` 
seven societies have been recently organized in ` 
onecounty; and thathe hears of societies springing 
up in quarters, remote neighborhoods, where he 
had supposed that abolition had scarcely been : 
heard of. Is there nothing in these facts? 
Five hundred societies are now organized, and `| 
in active operation, and daily increasing in num- 
bers. Is there nothing inthis? In these wide- 
spread associations, are there none but the weak _ 
and base, a noisy and impotent rabble, which will ; 
fret itself into exhaustion? Or are they com- 
posed, as all such popular movements are, of a 
mixed multitude of all those whom wild enthu- 
siasm, mistaken piety, perverted benevolence, 
and blind zeal, hurry and crowd together, to swell 
the torrent of public enthusiasm, when it sets 
strongly towards a favorite object? However 
humbly I may think of the wisdom of these peo- 
ple, I do place a high estimate upon their zeal and 
enterprise. We have seen what these qualities 
effected in England on this subject, and they are 
not less efficacious here.. There is at this moment 
in New York an association of twenty-five men 
of wealth and high standing, who, with a spirit 
worthy of a better cause, have bound themselves 


propagation of abolition doctrines through the 


ars a year,and one one thousand dollars a month. 
Such is the spirit, and such the means to sustain 
it. N i 

Again, I demand, sir, do these things indicate 
nothing? The press is subsidized—societies for 
mutual inflammation are formed—men, women, 
and children join in the petitions—rostrums are | 
erected—itinerant lecturers pervade the land, 
preaching up to nightly crowds a crusade against , 
slavery. The pulpit resounds with denunciations | 
of the sin of slavery, and infuriate zealots unfurl | 
the banner of the cross to the standard to which the ` 
Abolitionist is to rally. The cause of anti-slavery ` 
is made identical with religion, and men and 
women are exhorted by all that they esteem holy, 
by all the high and exciting obligations of duty to 
man and to God, by all that can warm the heart | 
or inflame the imagination, to join in the pious |} 
work of purging the sin of slavery from the [and. | 
Gentlemen have told us of the array of the rev- | 
erend elergy on these petitions. Infatuated and 
deluded men! In the name of charity, they lay 
a scene of blood and massacre; in the blasphemed 
name of the religion of peace they promote a civil 
and servile war; they invoke liberty to prostrate 
the ony, Government established for its preserva- 
tion. But what voice can penetrate the deafness 
of fanaticism? It neither hears nor sees nor rea- 
sons, but feels and burns and acts with a maniac 
force. 

Nor are the all-exciting topics of religion the 
only sources from which this turbid and impetu- 
ous stream is swollen. All the sympathies of the 
American heart for liberty—the word itself has 
a magic in it—achieved through war and revolu- 
tion, are perverted into it. When the war-cry is 
God and peony when it is thundered from the 
pulpit, and reéchoed from the press, and caught 
up and shouted forth by hundreds of societies, 
until the whole land rings with it, shall we alone 
not hear it, or hearing it, lay the flattering unction 
to our souls that it portends nothing? Be not 
deceived, I entreat gentlemen, in regard to the 
power of the causes which are operating upon 
the population of the non-slaveholding States. 
The public mind in those States has long been 
prepared for the most favorable reception of the 
influences now brought to bear upon it. It has 
been lying fallow for the seed, which is now 
sown broadcast. A deep anti-slavery feeling has 
always existed in the northern and middle States; 
it is inscribed upon their statute-books. Each, 
in succession, impelled by this feeling, has abol- 
ished slavery within its own jurisdiction; and 
what has been effected there without, as yet, 
any fatal consequences, unreflecting ignorance 
will readily suppose may be effected everywhere 
under all circumstances. The spirit of propa- 
gandism is in proportion to the distance of the 


object, and the ignorance of the propagandist. 


Of the whole population of those States, ninety- 
nine hundredths regard the institution with de- 
cided disapprobation; and scarcely a less propor- 


be abolished, in some way, at some time, and 
believe that the time will come, and the mode be 


; devised. They believe that slavery is bad in the 


abstract, and not incurable as it exists. The re- 
moteness of it from themselves makes them at 
once more ignorant of its actual condition, and 


_ bolder in suggesting remedies. It is to such a 
, temper of mind that the inflammatory appeals I 
: have spoken of are addressed. 


But there is still another element of power 


| scarcely less than either of those I have adverted 
: to, which the incendiaries will not be slow to avail 
. themselves of. Cast your eyes, sir, over the 


States where they have already gained foothold, 
and mark the eagerness and equality with which 


; two great political parties are struggling for as- 


cendency. Animated by the utmost intenseness 
of party spirit, and in the very height of a con- 


test of life and death, they will be willing to. 


snatch such arms as fury may supply, and avail 
themselves of such auxiliaries as chance may 


_ offer. A third party, even were it less numerous 


than the Abolitionists, occupying for a time a 


i neutral position, will of course be able to decide 
; the controversy. Each party will dread its ac- 
to contribute forty thousand dollars a year to the | 


cession to the other; and each may, perhaps in 


0 | turn, court its influence. Thus its consequence 
ress, Five of these pay twenty thousand. dol- | 


is enhanced, and deriving strength from position, 


it acquires a new principle of augmentation, until .; 


it becomes sufficiently powerful to absorb one or 
the other of the contending parties, and become 
itself the principal in the controversy. Then are 
added party spirit, political ambition, local inter- 
ests; and with all this aggregation of strength 
and power, think you, sir, that abolitionism, at 
your next session, will pause at your door, wait- 
ing to see if it be your pleasure to ask itin? Even 
now, sir, candidates for popular favor begin to 
feel the influence of this new power. The very 
fact of the reluctance which we all feel to agitate 
this matter here bespeaks our fears of exasperat- 
ing the strength which we instinctively know re- 
sides,in the Abolitionists. Gentlemen say we 
must tread softly lest we wake the giant; we 
must not breathe upon the spark lest it burst into 
a blaze; we must bow down before the coming 
storm until it blows over, for fear that it will 
prostrate us if we stand up; and while the policy 
of such a course is urged we are told there is no 
danger. 

No gentleman will suppose that 1 take pleasure 
in indicating the causes of growth, or the present 
strength of the Abolitionists, or would willingly 
exaggerate them. It is not, I confess, without 
the deepest apprehensions that I contemplate 
them; but my chief fears arise from the supine- 
ness with which they are regarded here, on both 
sides of the House. We repose ina false and 
fatal security. I am amazed and dismayed at 
the view which my friends have taken of these 
matters. 
ical with mine. I know their honor and candor, 
and most willingly would I indulge in their sooth- 
ing hopes, if the deepest sense of the most im- 
perious duty did not exact of me to call upon 
them to awake to a sense of the danger, and be 
prepared to meet it with a thorough comprehen- 
sion of its import; and asa member of the Senate 
of the United States, I warn and exhort gentle- 
men to take early and decided counsel as to what 
is fitto be done. The occasion concerns us all, 
not perhaps in an equal degree, but it deeply con- 
cerns all who feel, as I do, a profound veneration 
for the Constitution, and an ardent love for the 
Union. I conjure the Senators from the non- 
slaveholding States to approach this subject with 
a steady regard and unfaltering step; to come to 
the task at once, before it is too late; to interpose 
all the authority of this Government between the 
incendiaries and their fatal purposes; and to 
pledge the moral weight of their individual char- 
acters against it, . i 

I heartily approve the sentiments which have 
been generally avowed in the Senate, and appre- 
ciate the patriotic feelings which gentlemen have 
pand in regard to the Abolitionists. f have 
read, with unfeigned pleasure, the wise commu- 


nication ‘of the Governor of New York to his 
Legislature, and am gratified to believe that there 
is a mass of intelligence and worth in that great 


i| State, as well as in others of the northern and 
tion entertain some vague desire that it should | 


middle States, which deeply disapproves these 
procedines: But what E is, that neither 
nere nor elsewhere is there a sufficient 
of the imminence of the danger, or the potency 
and permanency of those causes which create it. 
Even honorable gentlemen from the South, who 
have all at stake, around whose hearths, and in 
whose bed-chambers, the cry of thousands is 
invoking murder, in the name of God and liberty— 
with the example of Jamaica and St. Domingo 
before them, even they are not sufficiently aroused 
to the emergency. {entreat them to awake; 1 
invoke gentlemen from all quarters, of all parties, 
to unite at once, to combine here, in the adoption 
of the strongest measures of which this Govern- 
ment is capable, and thus to enter into mutual 
_ pledges to oppose, by all possible means, and to 
the last extremity, the destructive and extermin- 
ating doctrines of these terrible incendiaries. 
Signalize your opposition by the most decided 
action. Stamp their nefarious propositions with 
unqualified reprobation. Throw the whole au- 
thority of this Government against them. Pledge 
the authority of each Senator in his own State. 
Say to the Abolitionists that this Government 
will in no event be made an instrument in your 
‘hands. Say to the South that this pestilential 
stream shall not be poured upon you through 
these Halls. Give us the strongest measures. 
If you cannot adopt the proposition of my col- 
; league, let us know what you can do. The matters 
before us are of the deepest consequence, and it 
, may, perhaps, not be within the competence of 
this Government to effect an entire remedy of the 
evil. Something, however, can be done; you 
may, at least, save yourselves from becoming 
either passively or actively accessory to the result. 
_ Erect yourselves into a barrier between the op- 
posing sections. Save the Union if you can. 

If things go much further, you may find this 
no easy matter. Recent experience has, thank 
God, demonstrated that this Government is not 
strong enough to produce disunion. Will it be 
strong enough to prevent it if proceedings go on 
which inevitably make two people of us, warring 
on a question which on the one side involves ex- 
istence, and on the other arrays all the fury ot 
fanaticism? Think you, sir, that if you have 
not the spirit or power to trample out the brand 

i that is thrown amongst us, you can yet bring 
help when the whole land is wrapped in confla- 
| gration? If, however, in your judgment it is not 


perception 


|; competent or expedient to act decisively, tell us 


| so. Let us know what you can or will do, and 
| we will consider it, and bring to the consideration 
| of it a candid and conciliatory temper, anxious 
_ to find safety for the Constitution in 


your meas- 
ures. Our own safety is in our own 


eeping. I 


‘| will not more than allude to it, for fear of mis- 
;, construction; but while with the most painful 
| emotions I have adverted to the dangers of our 
I know well that their interest is ident- | 


| situation, while with the most profound solicitude 
: I entreat the Senate to guard against them, I know 
that the South has the power and the will to vin- 
dicate its rights and protect itself. Even if it 
weré destitute of the high spirit which charac- 
terizes it; if it were without the resources which 
abound there, it would be forced into a position 
of self-defense by the inexorable necessities of 
self-preservation. The South has drawn deep 
lessons-of instruction from the colonial history 
of France and England. St. Domingo and Ja- 
maica were colonies subject to the dominion of a 
foreign Power, and perished because they were 
colonies. Theirdisastrous history is not recorded 
in vain. I will not pursue this topic. I am here 
a member of the Senate of the United States, 
impressed with a sense of my federal duties, and, 
in discharge of them, have felt myself compelled 
to state my conception of the perilous circum- 
stances in which we are; because I fear there is 
| a fatal misconception in regard to them. It is 
possible, sir, that I may have conceived them too 
strongly. I wish it may turn outso. Itiserring 
| on the safe side to magnify the strength of the 
| enemy, if you intend to encounter him with forti- 
tude and just preparation. Many friends near 
me see nothing on the horizon but a floating cloud, | 
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which the summer breeze will driveaway. I see, 
or think I see, the gathering of a tempest sur- 
charged with all the elements of devastation. If 
they be right, it is happy for us all; but if they | 
be wrong, and I right, and the blessed moments `: 
of preparation are thrown away until the storm 
bursts, they incur an awful responsibility. 4 
Mr. President, I have troubled you with great . 
reluctance. It is very painful to me to hear these 
mattcrs debated here. The presentation of these 
petitions forces. the subject-upon us; but it is 
every way disagreeable. I trust the Senate will » 
bring the unproijitable debate toa speedy termin~ | 
ation by a prompt and efficient discharge of its | 
high duties; and for one I shall be silent until it i} 
acts. 2 |! 
t 


SLAVERY IN THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 


SPEECH OF HON. J. C. CALHOUN, | 
OF SOUTH CAROLINA, ' 
Ix rag Sewars, March 9, 1836... | 
The question of receiving the Petitions from Pennsylva- ; 
aia for the Abolition of Slavery in the District of Columbia 
being under consideration— a i 


Mr. CALHOUN said: If we may judge from 
what has been said, the mind of the Senate is 
fully made up on the subject of these petitions, 
With the exception of the two Senators from 
Vermont, [Messrs. Prentiss and Swirr,]| all 
who have spoken have avowed their conviction, ' 
not only that they contain nothing requiring the ` 
action of the Senate, but that the petitions are : 
highly mischievous, as tending to agitate and 
distract the country and te endanger the Union , 
itself, With these concessions I may fairly ask, 
why should these. petitions be received? Why. 
receive, when we have made up our mind not to || 
act? Why. idly waste out time and lower our | 
dignity in the useless. ceremony of receiving to 
reject, as is proposed, should the petitions be 
received? Why finally receive what all acknowl- 
edge to be highly dangerous and mischievous? 
But one reason has been, or can be, assigned— 
that not to receive would be a violation of the 
right of petition, and, of course, that we are bound | 
to receive, however objectionable and dangerous 
the petitions may be. If such be the fact, there 
is an end to the question. As great as would be 
the advan to the Abolitionists, if we are bound i 
to receive—if it would be a violation of the right | 
of petition not to receive, we must acquiesce. On | 
the other hand, if it shall be shown, not only | 
that we are not bound to receive, but that to re- 
ceive on the ground on.which. it has been placed 
would sacrifice the constitutional. rights of this 
body. would yield to the Abolitionists all they 
could hope at this time, and would surrender all | 
the outworks by which the slaveholding States | 
ean defend their rights and property HERE, then 


| 


| ie a manifest violation of its constitutional rights. | 


p 


examined: this question carefully, and I assert | 
boldly, without the least fear of refutation, that, 
stretched to the utmost, the right cannot be ex- 
tended beyond the presentation of a petition, at | 
which point the rights of this body commence. 

When a petition is presented, it is before the 
Senate. It must thea be acted on. Some dispo- 


peed to the consideration of any other subject. : 
his no one will deny. . With the action of the 
Senate ita rights commence-—rights secured b 
an express provision of the Constitution, whic 
vests each House with the right of regulating ite 


rnies, the order and form of its action. 


Here, then, we have the limits between the right 
| of petition and the right.of the Senate to regulate 
i its proceedings clearly fixed; and so perfectly | 
| defined, as not to admit of mistake; and I would | 

add, of controversy, had it not been questioned | 

in this discussion. S : 

If what I have asserted required confirmation, 
ample might be found in our rules, which embody 
the deliberate sense of the Senate on this point, 
from the commencement of the Government to 


this day. Among them the Senate has prescribed. | 


that of its proceedings on the presentation of 
titions, it is contained in the 24th rule, which 
ask the Secretary to read, with Mr. Jefferson’s 
remarks in reference to it: . 
“Before sny petition or memorial addressed to the Sen- 
ate shall be received, and read at the table, whether the same 
shall be introduced hy the President or a member, a brief 
statement of the contents of the petition or memorial shall 
verbally be made by the introducer. a Rule 24. 


Mr. Jefferson’s remarks: 

t Regularly a motion for receiving it must be made and. | 
seconded; and a question put whether it shall be received ; ' 
but a cry from the House of ‘ receive,’ or even a silence, ; 
dispenses with the formality of the question.” oy 

Here we have-a confirmation of all I have às- 

serted. It clearly proves that, when.a petition is: 
pesama, the action of the Senate commences.. 

he-first act- is to receive the petition: Received 
by whom? Not the Secretary, but the Senate: 
And how can it be received by the Senate, but on 
a motion to receive, and a vate of .a majority of 
the body? And Mr. Jefferson accordingly tells 
ug that larly such a motion must be made’ 
and seconded. On this question, then, the right 
of the Senate begins, and:its right.is as perfect 
and full to receive or reject, as it is to adopt or- 
reject any other question, in any subsequent stage 
of its proceedings. When} add, that this rule 
wag adopted as far back as the 19th of April, 
1789, at the first session of the. Senate, and that 
it has been retained, without alteration, in all the 
subsequent changes and modifications of the rules, 
we have the strongest evidence of the deliberate 


a unanimous rejection of these petitions ought of 
right to follow. ; Pr doe) 

The decision, then, of the question now before 
the Senate is reduced to the single point: ‘‘ Are 
we bound to receive these petitions?” or, to vary 
the form of the question, “ Would it be a viola- 
tion of the right of petition -not to receive them?” 

When the ground was first taken, that it would 
be a violation, I could scarcely persuade myself 
that those who took it were in earnest, so con- 
trary was it to all my conceptions of the rights 
of this body and the provisions of the Constitu- 
tion; but finding ‘it so earnestly maintained, I 
have since carefully investigated the subject, and 
the result has been a confirmation of my first im- 

ression, and a convietion that the claim of right 
is without shadow of foundation, The ques- 
tion, I must say, has not been fairly met. Those 
opposed to the side which we support have dis- 
cussed the question as if we denied the right of 
petition, when they could not but know that the 
true issue is not as to the existence of the right, 
which is acknowledged by all, but its extent and 
limits, which not one of our opponen has so 
much as attempted to ascertain. What they have 
declined doing I undertake to perform. | 

There must be some point, all will agree, 
where the right of petition ends, and that o 
this body begins, Where is that point? Ihave 


sense of this body, m reference to the point under- 
consideration. . ' ; TE ae 
I feel that I might here terminate the discus- 
sion. l have'shown conclusively that the right 
of petition cannot possibly be extended beyond 
presentation. At that point it is met by the 
rights of the Senate; and it follows, as a neces- 
sary consequence, that, so far from: being bound 
to receive these petitions, so far would a rejection: 
be from violating the right of petition, Were it left 
perfectly free to rejeet or receive at pleasure; to 
rive us of which would violate the rights of 
this body secured by the Constitution. ANTS 
. But, on a question of such magnitude, I feel it 
to be a-duty to remove every difficulty; and that 
not a shadow of a doubt may remain, I shall not: 
okey to reply to the objections our opponents: 
ave made te the grounds I have taken. At the 
head of these, it has been urged, again and again,’ 
thet petitioners have a right to be heard, and that 
not to receive petitions is to refuse a hearing. Ht 
is to-be regretted that throughout this discussion, 
those opposed. to us have dealt in such vague 
generalities, and ventured assertions with so little 
attention to facts. Why have they not informed 
us, in the present instance, what is meant by the 
right to be heard, and how that right is violated 
by a refusal to receive? Had they thought proper 
to give us this information, it at least have : 


i| right has been enj 
i; the fullest extent. 


greatly facilitated my reply; but, as it is; { am 
constrained to inquire into the different senses in 
which the assertion may be taken, and then to 
show that in not one of them is the right of peti- 
tion in-the slightest degree infringed by a refusal 
to receive. - 


el : |- What, then, is meant by the assertion that 
sition must be made of it before the Senate can | 


these petitioners have a right to be heard? Is it 
meant that they have a right to appear in the 
Senate Chamber in person to present their peti- 
tion, and to be heard in its defense? If this be 


| the meaning, the dullest apprehension must sec 
i |, that the question on receiving has not the slightest 
own proceedings; that is, to determine, by fixed | 
’o exe |! 
tend the right of petition beyond presentation is $ 
clearly to extend ıt beyond that point, where the ` 
action of the Senate commences; and, as such, |, 


bearing on such right. If they have the right to 
be heard personally at our bar, it is not the 24th 
rule of our proceedings, but the 19th, which 
violates that right. That ruleexpressly provides 
that a motion to admit any person whatever 
within the doors of the Senate to present a peti» 


| tion, shall be out of order, and of course excludes 
| the petitioners from being heard in person. 


But 
it may be meant that petitioners have a right to 
have their petitions presented to the Senate, and 
read in their hearing. If this be the meaning, the 
oyed in the present instance to 
he petition was presented by 
the Senator from Pennsylvania, (Mr. BUCHANAN, } 
in the usual mode, by giving a statement of its 
contents, and, on my call, was read by the Secre- 
tary at his table. eae : eae 
But one more-sense can be attached to the as- 
sertion. It may’ be meant that the petitioners 
have a right to have their petitions discussed by 
the Senate. If this be intended, L will venture to 
say:that there never wasan: assertion more di~ 
rectly in the teeth of facts than that which has 
been so frequently made in the course of this dis- 
cussion—-that to refuse to receive the petition is 
to refuse a hearing to'the petitioners. Has not 
this T been before us for months? Has 
not the petition been discussed day after day, 
ay and freely, in all its bearings? And how, 
with these facts before us—with the debates still 
ringing in our ears, any Senator can rise in his 
place, and gravely pronounce that to refuse to. 
receive this petition is to refuse a hearing to the 
petitioriera—to refuse discussion, in the broadest 
sense, is past my comprehension. Our oppo- 
nents, as if in-their eagerness to circamscribe the 
righi of the Senate, and to enlarge those of the 
Abolitionists—for such must be the effect of their 
course—have closed their: sensts against facts 
sing before their eyes; and have entirely over- 
ooked the nature of the question now before the 
Senate, and which they have been ao long dis- 
cussing. a Lee ah Pest ek, fo . 
The question on receiving the petition hot only 
admits discussion; but admits it in the most ample 
manner; more so, in fact, than any other, except 
the final question on the rejection of the prayer 
of the petition, or some tantamount question. 
Whatever may go to show that the petition is or 
is not deserving the action of this body may be 
freely urged for or against it, as has been done, 
on the present occasion. In this respect there is 
a striking difference between it and many of the’ 
subsequent questions which may. be raised after. 
reception, and particularly the one made by the 
Senator from Tennessee, [Mr.: Growoy,)] who 
now is so strenuous an advocate.in favor of the: 
right of the petitioners to be heard. He spoke 
with great apparent complacency of. his. course, 
as it respects another of these petitions. And 
what was that course? He who is now go eager, 
for discussion—to give a hearing, moved to lay 
the petition on the .table—a motion which cuts 
off-a discussion. utes Se Pee ae 
But, it may be asked, if the question on receiv- 
ing petitions admits of so wide: a scope for dis- 
cussion, why not receive this petition, and diseuss: 
it at some subsequent stage? Why not receive, 
in order to reject its prayer, as proposed by the 
Senator from Pennsylvania, (Mr. Bucwawax,} 
instead of rejecting the petition itself on the ques~ 
tion of receiving, as we propose? What is the: 
difference between-the two? i 
I do not intend, at this stage, to compare or 
rather to contrast mere SeT for iiey admis 
of no comparison. My object, at present, 1s to 
tablish, beyond the possibility of doubt, that - 
we are not bound to receive these petitions; and. 
when that is accomplished, I will then show the: 
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disastrous consequences which must follow the 
reception of the petition, be the after disposition 
what it may. In the mean time, it is sufficient to 
remark, that it is only on the question of receiv- | 
ing, that opposition can be made to the petition `| 
itself. On all others, the opposition is to its prayer. 
On the decision, then, of the question of receiv- 
ing, depends the important question of jurisdic- 
tion. To receive is to take jurisdiction—to give 
an implied pledge to investigate and decide on the 
prayer, and to give the petition a place in our 
archives, and become responsible for its safe-keep- 
ing;.and who votes for receiving of this petition 
on the ground on which its reception is placed, 
votes that Congress is bound to take jurisdiction 
of the question of abolishing slavery both here 
and in the States; gives an implied pledge to take 
the subject under consideration; and orders the 
petition to be placed among the public records 
for safe-keeping. 

But, to proceed, in reply to the objections of 
our opponents. It is next urged that precedents 
are against the side we support. I meet this 
objection with a direct denial. From the begin- 
ning of the Government to the commencement of 
this session, there is not a single precedent that 
justifies the receiving of these petitions, on the 
ground on which their reception is urged. The 
real state of the case is, that we are not following, 
but making, precedents. For the first time has 
the principle been assumed that we are bound to 
receive petitions; that we have no discretion, but 
must take jurisdiction over them, however absurd, 
frivolous, mischievous, or foreign from the pur- 

ose for which the Government was created. . 

eceive these petitions, and you will create a 
precedent which will hereafter establish this mon- 
atrous parce: As yet there are none. The 
case relied on by the Senator from Tennessee 
(Mr. Gronpy] is in no respect analogous. No 
question in that case was made on the reception 
of the petition. The petition slipped in without 
taking a vote, as is daily done, when the attention 
of the Senate is not particularly called to the 
subject. The question on which the discussion 
took place was on the reference, and not on the 
reception, as in this case; but what is decisive 
against the precedent, and which I regret the 
Senator [Mr. Gronpy] did not state, so that it 
might accompany his remarks, is the fact, that 
the petition was not for abolishing slavery. The | 
subject was the African slave trade; and the peti- 
tion simply prayed that Congress would inquire 
whether they might not adopt some measure of 
interdiction, prior to 1808, when, by the Consti- 
tution, they would be authorized to suppress that : 
trade. I ask the Secretary to read the prayer of 
the petition: 

“ But we find it indispensably incumbent on us, aS are- i 
ligious body, assuredly believing that both the true temporal , 
interests of nations and eternal well-being of individuals | 
depend on doing justly, loving mercy, and walking humbly | 
before God, the creator, preserver, and benefactor of men, | 
thus to attempt to excite your attention to the affecting sub- - 
ject, [slave trade, ] earnestly desiring that the infinite Father 
of spirits may so enrich our minds with His love and truth, j 
and so influence your understandings by that pure wisdom | 
which is full of mercy and good fruits, as that a sincere and 
an impartial inquiry may take place, whether it be not an 
essential part of the duty of your exalted station to exert 
upright endeavors, to the full extent of your power, to re- | 
move every obstruction to public righteousness which the 
influence and artifice of particular persons, governed by the 
narrow, mistaken views of self-interest has occasioned; and 
whether, notwithstanding such seeming impediments, it be 
not really within your. power to exercise justice and mercy, 
which, if adhered to, we cannot doubt abolition must pro- 
duce the abolition of the slave trade.” 


Now, I ask the Senator where is the analogy 
between this and the present petition, the recep- 
tion of which he so strénuously urges? He isa 
lawyer of long experience and of distinguished 
reputation; and I put the question to him, on 
whee possible principle can a case so perfectly 
dissimilar justify the vote he intends to give on 
the present occasion? On what possible ground 
can the vote of Mr. Madison to refer that petition, 
on which hé has so much relied, justify him in: 
receiving this? Does he not perceive, in his own 
example, the danger of forming precedents? If | 
he may call to his aid the authority of Mr. Mad- 
ison in a case so dissimilar, to justify the recep- 
tion of this petition, and thereby extend the 
jurisdiction of Congresa over the question of 
emancipation, to what purpose hereafter may not- 


the example of his course on the present occasion 
be hereafter perverted ? 


It is not my design to censure Mr. Madison’s | 


course, but I cannot refrain from expressing my 
regret that his name is not found associated, on 
that occasion, with the sagacious and firm repre- 
sentatives from the South—Smith, Tucker, and | 
Barber, of South Carolina, James Jackson of 


_ Georgia, and many others, who at that early pe- į 
| riod foresaw the danger, and met it, as it ought 


ever to be met by those who regard the peace and . 
security of the slaveholding States. Had he 
added the weight of his talents and authority to 
theirs, a more healthy tone of sentiment than that | 


:: House relating to the bill for 


which now unfortunately exists would this day > 


have been the consequence. . 
Another case has been cited, to justify the vote 
for reception. I refer to the petition from the 
Quakers, in 1805, which the Senator from Penn- 
sylvania [Mr. Buchanan] relies on to sustain 
him in receiving the present petition. What 1 | 
have said in reply to the precedent cited by-the 
Senator from Tennessee, applies equally to this. 
Like that, the petition prayed legislation, not on 
abolition of slavery, but the African slave trade, 
over which subject Congress then in a few years 
would have full jurisdiction by the Constitution, 
and might well have their attention called to it in 
advance. But, though their objects were the 
same, the manner in which the petitions were 
met was very dissimilar. Instead of being per- 
mitted to be received silently, like the former, 
this petition was met at the threshold. The ques- 
tion of receiving was made, as on the present 
occasion, and its rejection sustained by a strong 
southern vote, as the Journals will show. The 
Secretary will read the Journal. f 
“Mr. Logan presented a petition signed Thomas Morri 


| 


3 
‘| clerk, on behaif of the meeting of the representatives of 


the people called Quakers, in Pennsylvania, New Jersey, 
, &c., stating that the petitioners, from a sense of religious 
| duty, had again come forward to plead the cause of their 
| oppressed and degraded feilow-men of the African race, 
On the question, ‘ Shal! this petition be received ” it passed 
in the afirmative—yeas 19, nays 9.” 


i 


| 


! but four from the slaveholding States, and this 
| on a Single petition praying for legislation on a 
! subject over which Congress in so short a time 
' would have full authority. What an example to 
į us on the present occasion! Can any man doubt, 
from the vote, if the southern Senators, on that 
occasion, had been placed in our present situa- 


meet that torrent of petitions which is now poured 
in on Congress, not from peaceable Quakers, but 


with united voice, have rejected the petition with 
scorn and indignation? Can any one who knew 
him doubt that one of the Senators from the 


sion, voted for receiving the petition, would have 
been among the first to vindicate the interests of 
those whom he represented, had the question at 
that day been what it is on the present occa- 
sion? ; 

We are nežt told that, instead of looking to the 


instrument aside, and go back to Magna Charta 
and the declaration of rights for its origin and 
limitation., We live in strange times. It seems 
there are £hristians now more orthodox than the 
Bible, and politicians whose standard is higher 
| than the Constitution; but I object not to tracing 


I hold in high estimation the institutions of our 
| English ancestors. They grew up gradually 


untiring efforts of an intelligent and brave people 


that has been gained for liberty in modern times, 
excepting what we have added. But may I not 
ask how it has happened that our opponents, in 
going back to these sacred instraments, have not: 
thought proper to cite their provisions, or to show 
in what manner our refusal to receive these peti- 
tions can violate the right of petition as secured 
by them. I feel under no obligation to supply 
the omission—to cite what they have omitted to 
| cite, to prove, from the instruments themselves, 


| 
Among those to receive the petition, there were | 


tion—that, had it been their lot, as it is ours; to | 


the right to these ancient and venerated sources; 


through many generations, by the incessant and | 


struggling for centuries against the power of the | 
Crown. To them we are indebted for nearly all’: 


ferocious incendiaries, not to suppress the African 
slave trade, but to abolish slavery, they would, | 


South—the gallant Sumpter—who, on that occa- ; 


Constitution; in order to ascertain what are the | 
limits to the right of petition, we must push that | 


| not proved to be a violation. 


! House against the bill for la 


that to be no violation of them which they have 
| f It is unnecessary. 
The practice of Parliament is sufficient for my 

urpose. It proves conclusively thatit is no vio- 
ation of the right, as secured by those instru- 
ments, to refuse to reccive petitions. Toestablish 
what this practice is, I ask the Secretary to read 
from Hatsel, a work of the highest authority, 
the several paragraphs which are marked with a 
pencil, commencing at page 760, under the head 
of Petitions on Matter of Supply: 

“ On the 9th of April, 1694, a petition was tendered to the 
granting to their Majesties 
e of ships; and the question 
e received, it passed in the 


several duties upor the tonnag 
being put, that the petition b 
negative. 

“On the 28th of April, 1698, a petition was offered to the 
ying a duty upon inland pit- 
coal; and the question being put that the petition be re- 
ceived, it passed in the negative. See also the 29th and 
39th of June, 1698, petitions relating to the duties upon 
Scotch linens, and upon whale fins imported.—Vid. 20th 
of April, 1698. . 

“On the Sth of January, 1703, a petition of the masters 
of Nottingham being offered against the bill for continuing 
the duties on malt, and the question being put that the 
petition be brought up, it passed in the negative. 

“On the 2lst of December, 1706, Resolved, That this 
House will receive no petition for any sum of money 
relating to public service but what is recommended from 
the Crown. Upon the llth of June, 1713,.this is declared 
to be a standing order of the House. 

‘On the 29th of March, 1707, Resolved, That the House 
will not proceed on any petition, motion, or bill for granting. 
any money, or for releasing or compounding any money 
owing to the Crown, but in a Committee of the Whole 
House ; and this is declared to be a standing order. See 
also the 29th of November, 1710.. 

“ On the 23d of April, 1713, Resolved, That the House. 
will reccive no petition for compounding debts to the Crown 
upon any branch of the revenue, without a certificate from 
the proper officer annexed, stating the debt, what prosecu- 
tions have been made for the recovery thereof, and what 
the petitioner and his secugity are able to pay. 

“On the 25th of March, 1715, this is declared to be a 
standing order. See the 2d of March, 1735, and the 9th of 
January, 1752, the proceedings upon petitions of this sort. 

“On the 8th of March, 1732, a petition being offered 
against a bill depending for securing the trade of the sugar 
colonies, it was refused to be brought up. A motion was 


` then made that a committee be appointed to search prece-' 


dents in relation to the receiving or not receiving petitions: 
against the imposing of duties ; and the question being put 
it passed in the negative.” 

Nothing can be more conclusive. Not only are 
petitions rejected, but resolutions are passed re- 


i; fusing to receive entire classés of petitions, and 


that, too, on the subject of imposing taxes—a 
subject above all others in relation to which we 


: would suppose the right ought to be held most 


sacred, and this within a few years after the 
declaration of rights. With these facts before 
us, what are we to think of the assertion of the. 
Senator from Tennessee, [Mr. Grunpy,] who 
pronounced in his place, in the boldest and most: 
unqualified manner, that there was no deliberative 
body which did not act on the principle that it 
was bound to receive petitions? That a member 
of his long experience and caution should venture. 
to make an assertion so unfounded is one among: 
the many proofs of the carelessness, both as to. 
facts and arguments, with which this important 


' subject has been examined and discussed on that: 


side. 

But it is not necessary to cross the Atlantic, or 
to go back to remote periods, to find precedents: 
for the rejection of petitions. This body, on a 
memorable occasion, and after full deliberation, 


| a short time since, rejected a petition; and among 


those who voted for the rejection will be found 
the names (of course I exclude my own).of the 
most able and experienced members of the Sen-: 
ate. I refer to the case of resolutions in the na-. 
ture of a remonstrance from the citizens of York, 
Pennsylvania, approving the act of the President 
in removing the deposits. I ask the Secretary 
to read the Journals on the occasion: 


“The Vice President communicated a preamble and a 
series of resolutions adopted at a meeting of the citizens of 
York county, Pennsylvania, approving tlie act of the Exec- 
utive removing the public money from the Bank of the 
United States, and opposed to the renewal of the charter 
of said bank. which having been read, Mr. CLay objected 
to the reception. And on the question, ‘Shall they be 
received? it was determined in the negative—yeas 20, 
nays 24, . 

‘On motion of Mr. Preston, the yeas and nays being 
desired by one fifth of the Senators present, those who 
voted in the affirmative are— 3 

“ Messrs. Benton, Brown, Forsyth, Grundy, Hendricks, 
Hill, Kane, King of Alabama, King of Georgia, Linn, 
McKean, Manguin, Morris, Robinson, Shepley, Tallmadge, 
Tipton, White, Wilkins, and Wright. 
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4: Those who voted in the negative are— 

«Messrs. Bibb, Black, Calhoun, Clay, Clayton, Ewing, 
Frelinghuysen. Kent, Leigh, Moore, Naudain, Poindexter, 
Porter, Prentiss, Preston, Robbins Silsbee, Smith, South- | 
ard, Sprague, Swill, Tomlinson, Waggaman, and Web- | 
gter.” : 

In citing this case, it is not my intention to call | 
in question the consistency of an member on || 
this floor; it would be unworthy of the occasion. ': 
1 doubt not the vote then given was given froma ` 
full conviction of its correctness, as it will doubt- -' 
less be in the present case, on whatever side it | 
may be found. ane! object is to show that the : 
principle for which I contend, so far from being 
opposed, is sustained by precedents, here an 
elsewhere, ancient and modern. 

In following, as I have, those opposed to me, | 
to Magna Charta and the Declaration of Rights, | 


| Sequence if we should surrender it. 
| 


tion, I am not disposed, with them, to set aside | 


the Constitution. I assent to the position they || 


assume, that the right of petition existed before | 
the Constitution, and that it is not derived from : 
it; but while I look beyond that instrument for ' 
the right, I hold the Constitution, on a ques- 
tion as to its extent and limits, to be the highest 
authority. The first amended article of the Con- 
stitution, which provides that Congress shall pass 
no law to prevent the people from peaceably as- : 


embling and petitioning for a redress of griev- | 


ances, was clearly intended to prescribe the limits 
within which the right might be exercised. It is | 
not pretended that to refuse to receive petitions, 
touches, in the slightest degree, on these limits. 
To suppose that the framers of the Constitution 
—no, not the framers, but those jealous patriots | 
who were not satisfied with that instrument as it |: 
came from the hands of the framers, and who‘! 
proposed this very provision to guard what they 
considered a.sacred right—-performed their tas 
so bunglingly as to omit any essential guard, | 
would be to do great injustice to the memory of | 
those stern and sagacious men; and yet this is 
what the Sénator from Tennessee [Mr. Grunpy] 
has ventured to assert. He said that no provision 
was added to guard against the rejection of peti- 
tions, because the obligation to receive was con- 
sidered so clear that it was deemed unnecessary; 
when he ought to have known that, according 
to the standing practice at that time, Parliament 
was in the constant habit, as has been shown, 
of refusing to receive petitions—a practice which 
could not have been unknown to the authors of 
the amendment; and from which it may be fairly 
inferred that, in omitting to provide that peti- 
tions should be received, it was not intented to 
comprehend their reception in the right of peti- 
tion. 

I have now, I trust, established beyond all con- 
troversy that we are not bound to receive these 
petitions; and that if we should reject them, we 
would not in the slightest degree infringe the right 
of petition. It is now time to look to the rights 
of this body, and to see whether, if we should 
receive them—when it is acknowledged that the 
only reason for receiving is that we are bound to 
do so—we would not establish a principle which 
would trench deeply.on the rights of, the Senate. 
I have already shown that where the action of 
the Senate commences, there also its right to de- 
termine how and when it shall act, also, com- 
mences. I have also shown that the action of 
the Senate necessarily begins on the presentation 
of a petition; that the petition is then before the 
body; that the Senate cannot proceed to other 
business without making some disposition of it; 
and that, by the 24th rule, the first action after 
presentation is on a question to receive the peti- 
tion. To extend theright of petition to the ques- 
tion on receiving, is to expunge this rule — to 
abolish this unquestionable constitutional right 


in accordance. with the Constitution. Thus, in 
the case of received bills, which by the Consti- 
tution must originate in the other House, it would 
be out of order to introduce them here, and it has 


‘| accordingly been so decided. For like reason, if 


we are bound to receive petitions, the present mo- 
tion would be out of order; and if such be your 
opinion, it is your duty, as the presiding officer, 
to call me to order, and to arrest all further dis- 
cussion on the question of reception. Let us 
now turn our eyes for a moment to the nature of 
i the right which, I fear, we are about to abandon, 


‘! with the view to ascertain what must be the con- 


| tions, than the right to determine at its discretion 


what it shall receive, over what it shall extend its ` 


jurisdiction, and to what it shall direct its delib- 
eration and action. It is the first and universal 
‘law of all such bodies, and extends not only to 
petitions, but to reports, to bills, and resolutions, 
varied only in the two latter in the furm of the 
uestion. It may be compared to the function in 

, the animal economy, with which all living crea- 
tures are endowed, of selecting, through the in- 
stinct of taste, what to receive or reject, on which 
the preservation of their existence depends. De- 
prive them of this function, and the poisonous, 
as well as the wholésome, would be indifferently 


, Teceived into their system. So with deliberative 


‘ bodies; deprive them of the essential and primary 
right to determine at their pleasure what to receive. 
or reject, and they would become the passive re- 
ceptacle, indifferently, of all that is frivolous, 
absurd, unconstitutional, immoral, and impious, 
as well as what may properly demand their delib- 
eration and action, 
this impious principle, (as it would prove to be 
in practice,) and what must be the consequence ? 
To what would we commit ourselves! Ifa peti- 
tion should be presented praying the abolition of 
the Constitution, (which we are all bound by our 
oaths to protect,) according to this abominable 
doctrine it must be received: so, if it was prayed, 
the abolition of the Decalogue or of the Bible it- 
self. I go further. If the abolition’ societies’ 
should be converted into a body of atheists, and’ 
| should ask the passage of a law denying the ex- 
istence of the ‘Almighty Being above, the Creator 
of all, According to this blasphemous doctrine we 
would be bound to receive the petition—to take’ 
jurisdiction of it. I ask the Senators from Ten- 
| nessee and lesa Mid cos [Messrs. Grunpy and 
| BucHANAN,] wou 
petition? [await not an answer. They would 
instanily reject it with loathing. What, then, 
becomes of the unlimited, unqualified, and uni- 
versal obligation to receive petitions which they 
so strenuously maintained, and to which they 
are prepared to sacrifice the constitutional rights 
of this body? | cole ot ae 
I shall now descend from these hypothetical 
casés to the particular question before the Senate. 
What, then, must be the consequences of re- 
ceiving this petition, on the principle that we are 
bound to receive it, and all similar petitions, 
whenever presented? I have considered this 
question calmly, in all its bearings, and do’ not 
hesitate to pronoance.that to receive would be to 
yield to the Abolitionists all that the most san- 
ine cauld for the present hope, and to abandon 
all the outworks upon which we of the South 
rely for our defense against their attacks here. © 
o one can believe that the fanatics who have 
flooded this and the other House with their peti- 
tions entertain the slightest hope that Congress 
would pass a law at this time to abolish slavery in 
this District. Infatuated as they are, they must 


of the Senate, and that for the benefit, in this 
case, of the Abolitionists. Their gain would be 
at the loss of this body. I have not expressed 
myself too strongly. Give the right of petition 
the extent contended for; decide that we are 
bound, under the Constitution, to receive these 
incendiary petitions, and the very motion before 
the Senate would be out of order. If the Con- 
stitution makes it our duty to receive, we would 
have no discretion left to reject, as the miotion 
presupposes. Our rules of proceeding must be 

eevee i Cb hots 
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see that public opinion at the North is not yet 
prepared for so decisive & step, and that seriously 
to attempt it now would be fatal to their cause. 
What, then, do they hope? What but that Con- 
gress should take jurisdictiqn of the subject of 
abolishing slavery — should throw open to the 
Abolitionists the halls of legislation, and enable 
them to establish a permanent position within 
their walls, from which hereafter to carry on their 
operations against the institutions of the slave- 
holding States. If we receive this petition, all 


| f all the rights belonging to a deliberative | 
body I know of none more univérsal, or more | 
for the origin and the limits of the right òf peti- i FERE p PE i ALET AN Hee A 


tablish this monstrous— | 


d they vote to receive such a, 


j 


{ 
| 


j 


| 
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these advantages will be realized to them to the 
fullest extent. Permanent jurisdiction would be 
assumed over the subject of slavery, not only in 
this District, but in the States themselves, when- 
ever the Abolitionists might choose to ask Con- 
gress, by sending their petitions here, for the 
abolition of slavery’in the States. We would be 


; bound to receive such petitions, and, by receiving, 


would be fairly pledged to deliberate and decide 
on them. Having succeeded in this point, a most 


i favorable position would be gained. The center 


of operations would be transferred from Nassau 
Hall to the Halls of Congress. To this common 
center the incendiary publications of the Aboli- 
tionists would flow, in the form of petitions, to be 
received and preserved among the public records. 
Here the subject of abolition would be agitated, 
session after session, and from hence the assaults 
on the property and institutions of the people 
of the slaveholding States would be dissemi- 
nated, in the guise of speeches, over the whole 
Union. 

‘Such would be the advantages yielded to the 
Abolitionists. In proportion to their gain would 
be our loss. What would be yielded to them 
would be taken from.us. Our true position, that 
which is indispensable to our defense here, is that 
Congress has no legitimate jurisdiction over the 
subject of slavery, either here orelsewhere. The 
réception of this petition surrenders this com- 
manding position; yields the question of juris- 
diction, so important to the cause of abolition; 
and so injurious to us; compels us to sit in silence 
to witness the assaults on our character and insti- 
tutions, or to engage in an endless contest in their 


| defense. Such a contest is beyond mortal endur- 


ance.. We must, in the end, be humbled, de- 
graded, broken down, and worn out. 

The Senators from the slaveholding States, who 
most unfortunately have committed themselves 


j to vote for receiving these incendiary petitions, 


tell us that whenever the attempt shall be made 
to abolish slavery, they will join with us to repel 
it. I doubt not the sincerity of their declaration. 
We all have a common interest, and they cannot 
betray ours, without betraying, at the same time, 
their own. But i announce to them that they are 
now called on to redeem their pledge. The attempt 
is now making. The work is going on daily and 
hourly. The war is waged, not only inthe most 
dangerous manner, but in the only manner it can’ 
be waged. Do they expect that the Abolitionists 
will resort to arms, and commence a crusade to 
liberate our slaves by force? Is this what they 
mean when ‘they speak of the attempt to abolish 
slavery?’ Ifso, let me tell our friends of the South 
who differ from us, that the war which the Aboli- 
tionists wage against us is of a very different 
character, and far more effective. Itis a war of 
religious and political fanaticism, mingled on the 
part of the leaders with ambition and the love of 
notoriety, and waged not against our lives, but 
our character. The object is to humble and debase 
us in our own ‘estimation, and that of the world 
in general; to blast our reputation, while they 
overthrow our domestic institutions. ‘This is the 
mode in which they are attempting abolition, with 
such ample means and untiring industry; and 
now is the time for all who are opposed to them to 
meet the attack. How can it be successfully met? 
This.is the important queen There is but one 
way; we must meet the énemy ‘on ‘the frontier; 
on the question of receiving: we must secure 
that important pass—it is our Thermopyke. The 
sower of resistance, by a universal law of nature, 
is on theexterior. Break through the shell, pen- 
étrate the crust, and there is no resistance within. 
In the present contest, the question on receiving 
constitutes our frontier. It is the first, the ex- 
terior, question, that covers and protects all the 
others. ‘Let it be penetrated by receiving this 

étition, and not a point of resistance can be 
ound within, as far as this Government is con- 
cerned. If we cannot maintain ourselves there, 
we cannot on any 1 


interior position. Of all the 
questions that can be raised, there is not one 
on which we cam rally on ground more tenable 
for ourselves, or more untenable for our opo 
nents, not excepting the ultimate question of abo- 
lition in the States; for our right to reject this 
petition is a truth as clear and unquestionable as 
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that Congress has no right to abolish 
the States. 


slavery in 


movably on the question now before us. Such 
are the advantages that we of the South would | 
sacrifice, and the Abolitionists would gain, were | 
we to surrender that important position by re- 
ceiving this petition. What motives have we for 
making so great a sacrifice? What advantages 
can we hope to gain that would justify us? 

We are told of the great advantages of a strong 
majority. I acknowledge itin a good cause, and 
on sound principles. I feel in the present instance 
how much our cause would be strengthened by 
a strong and decided majority for the rejection of 
these incendiary petitions. If anything we could 
do here could arrest the progress of the Abolition- , 
ists, it would be such a rejection. But as ad- | 
vantageous as would be a strong majority on 
sound principles, it is in the same degree danger- . 
ous when on the opposite—when it rests on im- 
proper concessions, and the surrender of princi- 
ples, which would be the case at present. Such | 
a majority must in this instance be purchased by | 
concessions to the Abolitionists, and a surrender 
on our part that would demolish all our outworks, 
give up all our strong positions, and open all the 

asses to the free admission of our enemies. It 
is only on this condition that we can hope to ob- 
tain such a majority—a majority which must be 
gathered together from all sides, and entertaining 
every variety of opinion. To rally such a ma- 
jority the Senator from Pennsylvania has fallen : 
on the device to receive this petition, and imme- | 
diately reject it without consideration or reflec- 
tion. To my mind the movement looks like a 
trick—a mere piece of artifice to juggle and de- 
ceive. I intend no disrespect to the Senator. I 
doubt not his intention is good, and believe his 
feelings are with us; but I must say that the | 
course he has intimated is, in my opinion, the | 
worst possible for the slavcholding States. 


surrenders all to the Abolitionists, and gives noth- | 


ing, in turn, that would be of the least advantage 
tous. Let the majority for the course he indi- 
cates be ever so strong, can the Senator hope that 


it will make any impression on the Abolitionists? | 


Can he even hope to maintain his position of 
rejecting their petitions without consideration 
against them? Does he not see that, in assuming 
jurisdiction by receiving their petitions, he gives 
an implied pledge to inquire, to deliberate, and 
decide on them? Experience will teach him that 


we must either refuse to receive, or go through. |: 


I entirely concur with the Senator from Vermont | 
{Mr. Prentiss] on that point. There is no middle 

ground that is tenable, and least of all that pro- 

posed to be occupied by the Senator from Penn- 

sylvania and those who act with him. In the 

mean time, the course he proposes is calculated 

tu lull the people of the slaveholding States into 

a false security, under the delusive impression 

which it is calculated to make, that there is more. 
universal strength here against the Abolitionists 

than really does exist. 

But we are told that the right of petition is pop- 
ular in the North, and that to make an issue, 
however true, which might bring it in question, 
would weaken our friends and strengthen the 
Abolitionists. I have no doubt of the kind feel- 
ings of our brethren from the North on this floor; 
but I clearly see that, while we have their feelings 
in our favor, their constituents, right or wrong, 
will have their votes, however we may be af- 
fected. But I assure our friends that we would 
not do anything willingly which would weaken 
them at home; and if we could be assured that 
by yielding to their wishes the right of receiving 
petitions, they would be able to arrest, perma- 
nently, the progress of the Abolitionists, we then 
might be induced to yield; but nothing short of 
the certainty of permanent security can induce 
us to yield an inch. If to maintain our rights 
must increase the Abolitionists, be itso. I would 
at no period make the least sacrifice of principle 
for any temporary advantage, and much less at 
the present. If there must be an issue, now is 
our time. We nevercan be more united or better : 
prepared for the struggle; and I, for one, would 
much rather meet the danger now than to turn 
it over to those who are to come after us. 


But putting these views aside, it does seem | 


i ; to me, taking a general view of the subject, that | 
Such is the importance of taking our stand im- || the course intimated by the Senator from Penn- 


' sylvania is radically wrong, and must end in dis- 


It |. 


1 


appointment. The attempt to unite all must, as 
it usually does, terminate in division and distrac- - 
tion. It will divide the South on the question of 
receiving, and the North on that of rejection, with 
a mutual weakening of both. I already see indi- 
cations of division among the northern gentle- 


men on this floor, even in this stage of the ques- 


tion. A division among them would give a great 
impulse to the cause of abolition. Whatever po- 
sition the parties may take, in the event of such 
division, one or the other would be considered 
more or less favorable to the abolition cause, ` 
which could not fail to run it into the political 
struggles of the two great parties of the North. 
With these views, I hold that the only possible 
hope of arresting the progress of the Abolitionists . 
in that quarter is to keep the two great parties 
there united against them, which would be im- 
possible if they divide here. The course inti- ' 
mated by the Senator from Pennsylvania will 
effect a division here; and, instead of uniting the 
North, and thereby arresting the progress of the 
Abolitionists, as he anticipates, will end in divis- 
ion and distraction, and in giving thereby a more 
powerful impulse to their cause. f must say, be- 
fore I close my remarks in this connection, that 
the members fram the North, it seems to me, are 
not duly sensible of the deep interest which they 
have in this question, not only as affecting the 
Union, but as it relates immediately and directly 
to their particular section. As great as may be 
our interests, theirs is not less. If the tide con- 
tinues to roll on its turbid waves of folly and 


. fanaticism, it must, in the end, prostrate in the 
' North all the institutions that uphold their peace 


and prosperity, and ultimately overwhelm all that 
is eminent, morally and intellectually. | 
I have now concluded what I intended to say ' 
on the question immediately before the Senate. 
If I have spoken earnestly, it is because I feel the 
subject to be one of the deepest interest. We are 
about to take the first step; that must control all 
our subsequent movements. If it should be such, 
as I fear it will, if we reccive this petition, and 


, establish the principle that we are obliged to 


receive all such petitions; if we shall determine 


| to take permanent jurisdiction over the subject 
| of abolition, whenever and in whatever manner | 


the Abolitionists may ask, cither here or in the 
States, I fear that the consequences will be ulti- 
mately disastrous. Such a course would destroy 


| the confidence of the people of the slaveholding 


States in this Government. We love and cherish 
the Union; we remember with the kindest feelings 
our common origin, with pride our common 
achievements, and fondly anticipate the common 
greatness and glory that seems to await us; but 
origin, achievements, and anticipation of coming 
greatness, are to us as nothing, comparcd to this 
question. It is to us a vital question. It involves 
not only our liberty, but, what is greater, (if to 
freemen anything can be,) existence itself. The 
relation which now exists between the two races 


in the slaveholding States has existed for two- 


centuries. It has grown with our growth, and 
strengthened with our strength. It has entered 
into and modified all our institutions, civil and 
political. None other can be substituted. 
will not, cannot permit it to be destroyed. If we 
were base enough to do so, we would be traitors 
to our section, to oursclves, our families, and to 
posterity. 
and preserve this relation by a joint action of the 
Government and the confederated States of the 
Union; but if, instead of closing the door; if, 


instead of denying all jurisdiction and all inter- |, 


ference in this question, the doors of Congress 
are to be thrown open; and if we are to be exposed : 
here, in the heart of the Union, to an endless | 


attack on our rights, our character, and our insti- ; 


tutions; if the othef States are to stand and look | 
on, without attempting to suppress these attacks, 

originating within their borders; and, finally, if | 
this is to be our fixed and permanent condition ' 
as members of this Confederacy, we will then be į 
compelled to turn our eyes on ourselves. Come | 
what will, should it cost every drop of blood, and | 


We. 


It is our anxious desire to protect ` 


every cent of property, we must defend ourselves; 
and, if compelled, we would stand justified by alk 
laws, human and divine. 

If I feel alarm, itis not for ourselves, but the 
Union and the institutions of the country, to 
which I have ever been devotedly attached, how- 

j ever calumniated and slandcred. Few have made 
‘greater sacrifices to maintain them, and none is 
more anxious to perpetuate them to the latest 
‘generation, but they can, and ought to, be per- 
petuated only on the condition that they fulfill 
the great objects for which they were created— 
the liberty and protection of those States. 

As for ourselves, I feel no apprehension. I 
know, to the fullest extent, the magnitude of the 
danger that surrounds us. I am not disposed ta 
under-estimate it. My colleague has painted it 
truly. But, as great as is the danger, we have 
nothing to fear, if true to ourselves. We have 
many and great resources; a numerous, intelli- 
gent, and brave population; great and valuable 
staples; ample fiscal means; unity of feeling and 
interest, and an entire exemption from those dan- 
gers originating in a conflict between labor and 
capital, which, at this time, threatens so much 
danger to constitutional Governments. To these 
may be added, that we would act under an impe- 
rious necessity. There would be to us but one 
alternative—to triumph of perish as‘a people. 
We would stand alone, compelled to defend life, 
character, and institutions. A necessity so stern 
and imperious would develop to the full all the 
great qualities of our nature, mental and moral, 
requisite for defense—intelligence, fortitude, cour- 
age, and patriotism; and these, with our ample 
means, and our admirable materials for the con- 
struction of durable free States, would insure 
security, liberty, and renown. 

With these impressions I ask neither sympathy 
nor compassion for the slaveholding States: We 
can take care of ourselves. It is not we, but the 
Union which is in danger. Itis that which de- 
mands our care—demands that the agitation of 
this question shall cease here—that you shall 
refuse to receive these petitions, and decline all 
jurisdiction over the subject of abolition in every 
form and shape. It is only on these terms that 
the Union can be safe. e cannot remain here 
in an endless struggle in defense of our character, 
, Our property, and institutions. 
I shall now, in conclusion, make a few remarks 
| as to the course I shall feel myself compelled to 
pursue, should the Senate, by receiving this peti- 
| tion, determine to entertain jurisdiction over the 
| question of abolition. Thinking as Ido, I can 
i perform no act that would countenance so dan 
gerousan assumption; and as a participation in the 
i| subsequent proceedings on this petition, should 
iit unfortunately be received, might be so con- 

strued, in that event I shall feel myself constrained 
i to decline such participation, and to leave the 
| responsibility wholly on those who may assume 
‘at. 


MARITIME DEFENSES. 
OF HON. W. THOMPSON, 


OF SOUTH CAROLINA, 


SPEECH 


Ix rue House or REPRESENTATIVES, 
March 2 and 3, 1836. 


The House having under consideration, as in Committee 
; of the Whole, the bill making appropriations for the support 
' of the Navy, for the year I837— 


Mr. THOMPSON, of South Carolina, said: 

Mr. Cuarrman: I regret, sir, that these appro- 
priations are presented under circumstances which 
make it impossible for me to vote for them. 
They may be, to a certain extent, necessary and 
‘| proper. Tenno say that even the inclination of 
my mind is against them; but coming before us as 
| they do, not in the usual routine, after an investi- 
gation of the subject and a report from the Naval 
Committee, but ìn a bill reported by the Com- 
: mittee of Waysand Means, I cannotvote forthem. 
Instead of a bill providing for the general mari- 
time defense of the country, the whole country, 
based upon evidence, reports, and estimates from 
the proper sources, presenting one general sys- 
tem, equal and just, we are called upon to actin 
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detail, upon detached, minute, and separate mem- | 
bers. [cannot doubt that all the materials are | 
at hand, and that there are officers capable of | 
digesting such a plan. Why is it not done? What 
is the pressing exigency by which we are required : 
in such haste to act on these particular navy- 
yards? Why is it that the appropriations for 
these yards are thus pressed upon us, and brought 
up in this unusual mode, when the application . 
for a yard at Pensacola, more important than any. 


of them, and in my judgment of as much import- | Norfolk. ccc ec ceeecreccaeeseeeees 53,687 75 


7,362 50: 


ance as all of them put together, is condemned to ` 
the usual, but dilatory course of a reference to | 
the Naval Committee? Whenever, sir, such a: 
lan as I have suggested is presented, I am will- | 
ing to appropriate as much money as can be | 
wisely and economically expended; and if some- | 
thing like justice ia done to the South and West, 
Ishall not be over captious as to the greater mag- 
nitude of the appropriations to the North. Until 
that is done, I will not vote one farthing; I will 


not vote these appropriations, and then take the. _ 


chances for our own. No, sir, it is a common | 
board, at which all must sit down, or none. I 
will not wait for the second table, and take the : 
fi ents which may be left by the appetites 
which I will not call voracious, but which I shall 
show are not very easily satisfied. 

The items of appropriation now under consid- 
eration are taken without the change of a letter 
er figure from the report of the Secretary of the 
Navy I therefore take it for granted, that the : 
other recommendations of the Secretary, in imme- 
diate connection with this subject, will in due | 
season also be presented to us. 


once. It may, however, have been prudent to | 
give them to us in broken doses. | shall, how- 
ever, take leave to advert to all of them in this - 
discussion; I will also endeavor to collect these | 
scattered sweets, and I am utterly mistaken in the 
force of truth, if the result does not astonish this 
House and this nation. - 

Expecting, as I do, sir, the aid and codpera- 
tion of very many honorable members who are 
attached to. the Adminstration party, I shall 
endeavor, as far as practicable, to avoid even the 
imputation of making this unneceesarily a party 

aestion. Its importance. rises infinitely higher 
than any such considerations. I have no motive 


todo so. The President of the United States is | 


rapidly passing from the stage of public action, 
and is about to assume his station in oa I 
will not anticipate what that station will be; I 
feel that I am not an impartial judge. I cannot 
forbear to express the happiness which I feel 
that we are called upon to act upon this important 
subject free from the extraneous and exciting in- 
fluence of the prospect of a collision with France. 
I can now vote money for permanent and pro- 
gressive works, which, under such an apprehen- 
-sion, I weuld have husbanded for men and ships; 
and, sir, I will not disguise that the adjustment 
of our differences with France affords me a per- 
sonal—a selfish satisfaction, as justifying remarks 
heretofore made, that I saw in the course of 
‘France nothing of threat or intimidation, but 
everything of conciliation, even of kindness. 
Through the magnanimous interference of Eng- 
land, that controversy is now settled—magnan- 
imous (if disinterested) beyond anything in his- 
tory. Our maritime frontier may properly be 
divided into three sections. 1. From Maine to 
‘the Capes af Virginia, denominated the North 
Atlantic. 2. From the Capes of Virginia to 
‘Florida point, the South Atlantic. 3. From 
Florida point to the Sabine, or the Gulf frontier. 
-From the Capes of Virginia to Maine is less than 
one third of the whole frontier, 'and the countr 

-dependent upon it less than one fifth of the terri- 
tory of the United States. I will endeavor to 
show, from the report of the Secretary of the 
av and other measures before the House, how 
much it is proposed to appropriate to these sec- 
tions respectively. I am aware, sir, that I'am 
entering upon an invidious duty. I hope that it 
is not my nature to be over querulous or jealous. 
1 know that I should not properly represent those 


I have only to `: 
regret that they are not ail under consideration at © 


who send me here if I were to scrutinize too 
nicely the measures of disbursement to the differ- 
ent sections of our common country—a disburse- 
ment necessarily unequal to a certain extent. 
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trust, sir, for my apology to the facts which I 
will develop. 
Sums specifically estimated for the navy-yards 


i on the North Atlantic. : 


Pay of Officers and others. 
Portsmouth... eseseessessesoes sose 823,739 75 
E E E a ER Y 1D 
i New York..ccwscsecccssecccescssce 53937 75 
' Philadelphia.. .....secesseceesceeee 29,437 75 
| Washington.. essessacseseesoessse. 29,783 75 


i Baltimore station.. ...sssseeecsecceo 


Sackett’a Harbor......-.seseesecees 1,000 00 


Total of North Atlantic» .........$256,362 00 
Charleston... ......cccccccscccseese+$7,689 75 


Total of South Atlantic and Gulf.. -$37,179 50 


Improvement and Repair of Navy- Yards. 


Portsmouth. ss «so. eeo; eo e o ee o e e- o + -$67,000 00 | 


Boston. .ccceccasccecccscccetseees 199,575 00 
New York...cscssscccesceccceesess 84,300 00 
Philadelphia... ..e..cessceesessecee 11,750 00 
i Washington......seeeees see 37,500 00 


Norfolk... ..ccesceevccecccerceeses -167,000 00 


North Atlantic. see ee o se o o o o ee o e -$567,125 00 
South Atlantic, nothing. 
Gulf of Mexico......csceccseee 64,000 00 


Additional Improvement of Navy-Yards. 


Portsmouth... ..ccccccecccesee ss o> -$100,000 00. 
Boston. .cccccrcccanscecsecssccess 500,000 00 


New York...escesescecsecceese . 1,450,000 00 | 
60,000 00 | 


Philadelphia. ..2.seecescccvececces 
Washington ...ccccesseccedocesses 65,000 00 
Norfolk... ..cecccscvcsccescecss + -1,000,000 00 


Total of North Atlantic....... .§3,225,000 00 


South Atlantic. How much do you suppose, 
sir? You would never guess. I will tell you— 
nothing, sir, nothing: Whole Gulf frontier, 
$275,00 


0. 

I would forbear to remark upon these separate 
points until I had presented the whole, but I can- 
| not. Is there any one man whose sense of justice 
| does not revolt at this. One third of the frontier 


| and one fifth of the territory is to receive, for one 
|| item of expenditure, $3,225,000; another section, 


. more than equal in extent of coast and territory, 
to receive nothing; and against this enormous 


|: sum appropriated to this small section, you have į 
: $275,000 to the other four fifths. Can any people | 


i bear this—ought any people to bear it—from a 
Government, too, under the most sacred obliga- 
tions to distribute, as equally as practicable, its 
burdens and its benefits ? 


tures of which must 
North Atlantic: 
Provisions... ccasecccessccsscces $5 


principally be made on the 
«+ $560,000 00 


| Repairs of vessels in ordinary..-.. 950,000 00 
Medicines......secccseceseeeses 40,000 00 
Ordnance stores.....cccecesees-+- 50,000 00 


-Miscellaneous items.........-.+++ ° 295,000 00 
‘Contingencies. ..secesecseesscoee: 
Pay of officers of receiving: vessels 


at Boston, New York, Philadel- 


ey enone 


> L Totals ve ceeses fie e e see's s oe 1335995043 50 


Washington, on general duty....e... 5,000 00 ` i 


Pensacola, .s.esssesoseseesoseoos eo 294489 75 | 


I will now give you the estimates, the expendi- | 


3,000 00 | 


_Recapitulation. _ ` 

Pay of officers and soldiers... e.e. $256,362 00 
Improvement and repair of yards.. 567,125 00 
Additional improvement of yards. . 3,225,000 00 
General estimates, ...esesee esse 3,599,043 50 


i ———_—__— 
| Total North Atlantic..........+$7,547,530 50 
Bey of officers at Charleston and 
i! ENSACOlA. cs ccccscecccccccccees 


$37,199 50 

.. Improvement of the navy-yard at 
eNsacdla.scsaceccccsscceeses 64,000 00 

| Additional improvement of navy- 
| _ yard at Pensacola.........-s++- 275,000 00 
| Powder magazine at Pensacola.... 17,000 00 


ee 


Total for South Atlantic and Gulf 
Of Mexico. .ecesssscseqvee $393,199 50 


| Gross specific appropriations for 
North Atlantic.... eese. o $7,547,530 50 
| To which may be added the amount 
of the bill on the table for finish- ` 
. ing ships, &c., of course at north- 
Ern YATdS. cocaceece soccseseccs 


2,000,000 00 
$9,547,530 50 
To which may be added the follow- .. 
ing, which must be incidentally , 
i| applied to North Atlantic, pay of. - 
ii officers and men...$1,974,338 91 
| Pay of superintend- gies 
ents, naval contin- 
gencies, and civil : 
establishments at - ol 
yards. a. sevcccee 68,540 00 . 


$2,042,878 91 
From which deduct 
. amountexpendedon . 
Gulf of Mexico, say 150,000 00 


1,892,878 91 
Total for North Atlantic.......$11,440,409 41 
South Atlantic and Gulf. o e » e» +. -§393,179 00 

Amount incidentally expended on 
150,000 00 


Gulf. oc ccnsedccenccecceesvcaese 
i $543,179 00 


To which, sir, allow me to add the proposed 
appropriations for fortifications, which give to 
this same favored section $2,326,000, and $170,800 
to the remaining four. fifths.: It stands thus: 
Naval -appropriations on North - 

AtlantiCuscccccseee's cocescee $11,440,409 41 

2,326,000 00 


Total..cssssceecssscer cesses $13,766,409 41 


Fortification@...cccsscoorcevves 


Whole South Atlantic and Gulf— 
‘Naval appropriations. .....9 +++ -$543,179 00 
Foriificalions, boccececess sis: Eiss 170,800 00 
Totalne. cescseseesceseseeee ses $713,979 00 
-One fifth of the country receives appropriations 
at about the rate of two millions to every hun- 
dred thousand given to the remaining four fifths. 
These, Mr. Chairman, are facts depending on 
figures, about which I think there can be and is 
no mistake. If there be any error, I am happy 
shall be corrected, and no one be 


i i BEO ET 6: 9 || to know that I ; ya 

Parai a A E ; a0 aA ‘misled by mé. Are.they not appalling ee’, Do 
i the sarne abovenamed ss, 37,790 00 | Y,20 ene Sout and Went? Ja Nia rab 

À i aded. the South an ? is tel 
ate aioe ae ee ee PE 1 TF equality unavoidable? Is there anything in the 
% FPA arts ne ey ced ae 500,000 00 circumstances of the two sections, natural, social, 
c aplatir ay te en vean is. at Ne ee 0,0 ae lor political, which causes it, and for which there 
Tar INg MLSA: VERME AE- ATON, 50.000: 00 |{ i8, n° remedy? I sincerely hope—I believe not. 
ae hea a trate 150,000 09 || Tr were to say otherwise should feel that ies 
cous at somo northern yard „>s. 675,000 00 || entitled myae foa saethar of disunionist, Si, 
ital ae a gee just ied to me— lisunionist, Sir, 
popie aNe vice ang Kenn i salt oo if this e ide, it never was designed; it cannot 
Coast’ survey, con ned ‘to North . = 000. 00 || come to good, that two. People with interests so 
[Anane nee sae arr S00 incompatible -should remain together. If, sir, 
-Powder-magazines, New York and -o there is no remedy for all this; if you announce, 
Bostonist eeri nicest st 19,200 00 bya perseverance in this course of legislation, 


|F that this state of things must continue, one sec- 
If tion almost exclusively to pay taxes, and another 


IFT. 


e 
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to receive them; that ; 
and West to the North is to be forever that of 
tribute-payers—of tribute-receivers—ot colontes 
to a mother country—ay, sir, to a step-mother 
country and that this is our irreversible destiny, 
the result of causes, inherent, permanent, you 
have not only started the strands of the Union, 
vou have disselved it. Sir, a union of States 
buch as ours, like the relation of private friend- 
ship, to he honorable or lasting mast be one of 
the most perfect, the proudest equality, The mo- 
ment you announce that we of the South and 
West must pay in dollars and cents for the honor 
and advantages which we derive from this Uuion, 
the honor of being day after day denounced in 
tbe Hall appropriated to our common legislation 
as robbers and land-pirates, and the advantage of 
paying one fourth of our income as tribute to 
another section, you announce that this Govern- 
ment is one which no man from the South or 
West could desire to perpetuate, but one who 
was born to be a slave, and deserves his destiny. 

Mr. Chairman, I am aware that these are un- 
welcome truths. I know, sir, that any allusion 
to these topics is not very graciously received, 
coming from one of that calumniated party to 
which itis my pride to belong; but, sir, they are 
truths which every consideration of duty compels 
me to utter. The attachment, sir, of the whole 
South to this Union is a wise, deep, and abiding 
attachment. It is one of the first articles of our 

olitical faith, not the very first; no, sir, we prize 
feny more. It is a matter of political religion, 
almost superstition. It is an affair of combined 
principle and sentiment; one of those subjects in 
which all the colder calculations of the head are 

uickened and invigorated by all the impulses of 
he heart. 

In the general, it is true, that when money is 
once brought into the Treasury, it belongs to the 
whole country, and too strict an inquiry should 
not be instituted whence it comes; but when such 
a monstrous inequality of disbursement is discov- 
ered, the inquiry is natural, where is this money 
Jevied? A plain, honest man would naturally 
suppose that, of course, it came chiefly from the 
region upon which it is so lavishly, so profusely 
disbursed. Let us make this inquiry, and ac- 
cording to the result will this seeming and most 
revolting enormity be mitigated or aggravated. 
Is it, can it be true that this favored region, which 
receives at the rate of at least forty to one in 
comparison with the rest of the country, does not 
pay more, does not pay as much, does not even 
pay one third as much, as its fair proportion of 
the public revenues? How, gir, is_our revenue 
raised? First, by duties on imports. How is it 
that the foreign merchandise 1s brought to us 
upon which these duties are paid? Because we 
can pay for it. Let our ability to pay cease, and 
it will cease to come. Credit between nations, | 
which is only an aggregate of the credit of indi- 
viduals, cannot outlast the ability to pay. In 
what is this foreign merchandise paid for? In 
the rice, cotton, and tobacco of the South and | 
West. Abstract these, and can the commerce | 
continue? The northern section of our country | 
has nothing, in comparison, which will serve the | 
purposes of foreign exchanges. The people of 
that region have often declared that they cannot 
contend, even in our own markets, without dis- 
criminating duties. How could they meet, on 
even disadvantageous terms, foreign competition? 
I may be told that much of this money is col- 
Jected at the North. New York, for instance. 
It is collected there, but it does not follow that 
the tax is levied there. People are generally wey 
willing to relinquish the privilege of being taxed. 
Would New York give up the privilege of this 
collection, and all its incidents? No, sir. It is 
the profits which that city has received from the 
transit of southern staples and European goods 
which has mainly contributed to building up that 
modern Tyre—that city of commercial noblemen. 


I may be told that the consumer pays the duty; ` 
orth pay as ' 


and therefore that the people of the 
much as we do. Admit that argument to be true, 


is it not manifest that, whilst that section (as a | 


section, | speak not of individuals) pays with . 
one hand as a consumer, it receives back with 
the other, under the protection of the tariff, more 
than it pays; whilst to us it is uncompensated 


` smallness of their number. 


i| increased. 


not very material, in a general point of view, how 
high the taxes of a country are, if they are dis- 
bursed in the same region where they are levied. 
They will diffuse themselves through the whole 
system. It is the blood of the social system, 
which, if in the foot at one moment, is in the 
head the next; but take it from the arm, and fee- 
bleness follows. Sir, the heart of this system is 
at the South, whence the blood gushes out at 
those great ventricles — Charleston, Savannah, 
Mobile, and New Orleans. Ht flows out through 
the arteries, but returns through the veins. The 
South, sir, is the well-spring, deep, abundant; 
the North the reservoir; this Government the 
machinery by which the water is raised in one 
section, and deposited in another. We only 
know our Government as a tax-gatherer; the 
North by its bounties and beneficence. It comes 
to us in exaction; it visits the North, as it did 
Jupiter Danze, in a shower of gold. It comes to 
us in absorption; to the North in fertilizing 
showers. If we have it even in dew, it is not 
in its refreshing quality, but only in the gentle- 
ness of its fall. 

The other great source of revenue, and destined 
to be equal, at Teast, to the first, is the public 
lands—a revenue derived exclusively from the 
South and West. Can the West—the youthful 
and comparativety poor, but gallant and patriotic 
West—which pays a large portion of the taxes 
on imports, both as consumers and producers, 
bear this eternal depletion—this tide that knows 
no reflux? It is estimated that there will next 
year be abstracted from that section twenty-five 
millions; with the Cumberland road, and every 
other appropriation, you will not return two. 
Can any country long endure this? Will any 
people, who deserve to be free, long endure it? 
I feel the responsibility of developing and com- 
menting on these facts. We are told that, in the 
third or fourth century, a bishop was expelled 
from his diocese for revealing to others than the 
priests and catechumens, certain mysteries of his 
religion; but as I do not like mysteries or secrets, 
either in religion or politics, | do not hesitate in 
the discharge of what I regard my duty. Fora 
different course I might, perhaps, receive a com- 
pliment to my liberality, which £ should regard 
as purchased by the sacrifice of the sacred obli- 
payons of duty and fidelity to those who sent me 

ere, 

Is this state of things beyond the reach of rem- 
edy? He is the worst enemy of this Union who 
shall say so—he its best friend who shall prove 
the opposite. It is to acertain extent true that 
the southern and gulf coast does not afford as 
many harbors fit for navy-yards, and requiring 
to be fortified as the northern coast; but it does 

. afford some three or four, and they, I apprehend, 
` are infinitely strengthened in their claims by the 
The charge will be 
i go much the less, whilst their importance in time 
| of war, both to ourselves or to an enemy, will be 
Charleston, Port Royal, and Bruns- 
| wick present admirable positions for navy-yards, 
with every possible advantage, and bars already 
deep enough for sloaps and frigates, and capable 


cess which it has been demonstrated at Ocracoke 
il and Nantucket is not only practicable but easy. 

But, sir, there is another point—Pensacola, whose 
| importance I do not think I magnify when I say 
| that it is greater than that of New York itself, 
|| and as great as all the other points put together ! 
i! Ttisthe only pointon the gulf where the ship ofany 
enemy can lie in safety, and literally commands 
i the whole of the commerce of the vast valley of 
; the Mississippi—a country equal to eight tenths 
of the United States. 


fications? To secure a place of refuge, supplies, 
and repairs; to protect the avenues of interior 
commerce. To keep out of the hands of an 
| enemy a strong position. As to the first, it is a 
roadstead in which half the navy of England can 


point so important? Suppose an enemy in pos- 
session of New. York, the great city of New 
York, how small is the country absolutely depend- 


ride with perfect safety. As to the twa last, what | tively small expense.” 


ent, and which could not find some other outle 


t? 
Let an enemy have possession of the debouche 
of the Mississippi, and you block up the trade of 
eight tenths of the Union, the whole of that vast 
valley, in comparison with which Egypt is but a 
garden spot—a commerce, going and returning, of 
more than one hundred and twenty millions annu- 
ally, and involving the interests of sucha vast ex- 
tent of our country, from the trapper of the fro- 
zen forests of the Rocky Mountains, to the owner 
of the princely sugar estate on the banks of the 
Mississippi, almost within the tropics. A safe 
harbor for an enemy—a place of refuge for repairs 
and for supplies unsurpassed by any in the world 
—and as a point from which to harass an enemy, 
when engaged in war, ‘that unprofitable contest 
which should do the other most harm,’’ it is more 
important than all the other naval places put to- 
gether. Near what other point on our coast has 
any foreign nation islands or harbors? Here the 
West Indies are almost within a stone’s throw. 
In the lately apprehended contest with France, 
at what point was it expected that the blow would 
be struck? At the North, where millions have 
been expended? No, sir, but upon this tempt- 
ing, vulnerable, and neglected point. One would 
naturally suppose that this place not only pos- 
sessed no advantages, but was absolutely inca- 
pable of being made a naval station. Is this so ? 
Who knows? The coast survey, as reported by 
the Secretary of the Navy, has not extended to 
our coast; it has been confined to this consecrated 
section, Why has not the southern and gulf 
frontier been explored? The.very first triangu- 
lation has yet to be made there. But, sir, the 
evidence, notwithstanding, as to the advantages 
of Pensacola as a naval station, is strong, con- 
clusive, accumulated beyond any other place on 
our whole coast. I will give you some of the 
names embracing every officer who has served in 
the gulf, who not only concur in their opinions, 
but use language as to the local advantages and 
importance of Pensacola, which would seem ex- 
travagant if used by only one. I will read you 
the list: Bainbridge, Warrington, Biddle, Rod- 
gers, Ridgely, Dallas, Wolsey, Clarkson, Bolton, 
Slidell, Kearny, Gratiot, and the whole board 
of Engineers—and one other which I will not 
name. No, sir, Í will not introduce the renowned 
hero of Charleston harbor into such company. 
To which I will only add the name of Southard, 
of whom I believe I only express the sentiment 
of our whole Navy, when I say that the Nav 

Department was never better administered bè- 


' fore, nor as well since, as when he was at its 
: head. 


e Uni What are the objects in ` 
selecting sites for navy-yards and maritime forti- : 


of being deepened to any required extent—a pro- : 


| 


The Board of Engineers say: 

« Situated as Pensacola bay is, with respect tothe coun- 
try on cither hand and the immense regions behind, its rare 
properties as a harbor become of inappreciable value. 1. It 
is accessible to the largest class of sloops and frigates, and, 
as the bar is narrow, may be deepened so as to admit stil? 
larger vessels. 2. Its bar is near the coast. 3. It is per- 
fectly landlocked. 4. It has excellent facilities for build- 
ing, repairing, and launching, and for docks and dockyards. 
5. Abundance of good water. 6. Is perfectly defensible.’’ 

Mr. Southard says the whole country, from 
the Alleghany mountains to the Gulf, and from 
the Rocky Mountains to New Orleans, is inter- 
ested in the maintenance of a sufficient naval 
establishment at that place. 

Again: 

« With whatever nation we may be at war, the principak 
theater of contest will probably be in the Gulf of Mexico, 
and the object of attack the commerce of the Mississippi. 
Every principle of prudence demands that preparations be 
made to meet such an attack.” 

Have any such preparations been made? And 
why have they not? , 

Captain Dallas says the bar is already twenty- 
three feet at Jow water, and only twenty-seven 
feet are required for the largest vessels. He fur- 
ther says: 

‘I see no difficulty in deepening the bar to almost any 
extent that may be desired ; but to the depth of seven feet 
nothing can be more practicable.’” 

Captain Chase, an officer of whom I will not 
say the half I know he deserves, lest it should be 
attributed to a too partial friendship, says: 

« The impediment to the bar at Pensacola may be re- 
moved, and, in proportion to its importance, at a compara- 


He adds: 
« It is the only harbor on the Gulf at which a great naval 
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arsenal can be established, and is too intimately connected 
with the great western and southwestera interests to fear 
opposition.” 

Commodore Ridgely says: 

« The incalculable advantage to an enemy of taking Pen- 
sacola, and making it a rendezvous fora blockading squad- 
ron, will make obvious at the first glance the necessity of 
fortifying it.” 

I will not add to this evidence. 

ly it to an almost indefinite extent. Has the 
Government been ignorant of all these facts? 
No, sir, but in full possession of them for years. 
By an act of Congress approved 3d March, 1825, 
the President is directed to purchase a site on 
the coast of Florida for a navy-yard and place 
of depot, and to erect the necessary buildings; 
and make the necessary improvements. How 
has this order been executed? After the lapse of 
eleven years, a shipwrecked or dismantled vessel 
on that dangerous coast cannot be repaired with- 
out being brought round to one of these northern 
navy-yards. fam told that a long-boat cannot 
‘be repaired there. : 

Again, sir, by an act of 1827, two dry-docks 

are ordered to be constructed; one north, the 
other south of the Potomac. 
{ am told, is satisfied by the construction of the 
dry-dock at Norfolk. Why was it not fixed at 
Pensacola? Why was it established amongst the 
thick cluster of northern yards, at the very nearest 
point south of the Potomac at which it could be 


done in conformity with the law? In addition | pesses altogether inaccessible ? 


:; over-excited imagination, which alone may antici- 
‘| pate scenes on the frontiers of Missouri and Ar- 
‘| kansas; which, in every circumstance of atrocity 
‘ and horror, have no precedent, unless in the des- | 
| olation of the Carnatic by Hyder Ali. 
| gallant friend from Missouri, [Mr. AsHugy,]} as | 
ti little given to conjuring up imaginary dangers as 


to all the advantages which f have enumerated, 
there are others not to be całculated. Itis in the 
very heart of the live-oak region, within the reach 
of all the materials necessary for that magnificent 
fabric, a ship of war, so beautifully described by 
the gentleman from Massachusetts. Sail-cloth, 
cordage, iron, copper, lead, all supplied by the 
valley of the Mississippi. Why has this point, of 
such vast importance, been so long neglected? 
i will mention a fact, sir, and let others draw 
their own inferences. For once in the history 
of our Government, all the heads of Departments 
charged with our internal affairs are exclusivel 

from this favored section; and, allow me to add, 
without any irreverence to that gallant and good 
man who is at the head of the navy board, or any 
disrespect to its members, that all of that board 
are from the same section. Others more given 
to phiJosophizing may discover the relation of 
cause and effect in this. And, sir, what have 
we now recommended for this important point? 
Sixty-four thousand dollars, and two hundred 


and seventy-five hereafter. Sixty-four thousand |; 


dollara to build a smithery, cook-shops, and the 
like, when { have the very highest authority for 
saying that to put that station on a footing with 
the least respectable northern yards and dry- 
docks, more than two millions will be necessary. 
Gentlemen are mistaken if they éxpect with this 
sop to Cerberus, honey and drugs ia poppy 
juices steeped, to silence the South and West. 

” Mr. Chairman, it is not in the matter of naval 
appropriations alone, that this gross, this: mon- 
strous inequality exists. It isin the whole scheme 
and practice of this Government.* I beg, in this 
connection, to call the attention of the committee 
to another subject. I allude to the distribution 
of national armories, military schools, forts, and 
garrisons. As to them, it will not be pretended 
that there ig anything in the localities of the South 
and West which should prevent these sections 
from enjoying a fair participation. 


<- 


Worth Atlgntic. South Atlantic. Gulf. 
National aymories.......: 2 a= 5 
‘Arsenals. .esesssesse esere ]2 3 3 
Military schools.......... 1 O. Sit Fe Na 
Navy-yards.........e0006 8° - nominally 1 
oT aeons eneesurea | IE 7 : 10 
Garrigas.. ances soenoe 2 6Qd q 8 


Sixteen forts and twenty-five garrisons, in less 
than one fourth of our territory, and only four 
{at Augusta, St. Stephen’s, Baton Rouge, and 
St. Louis) embracing the whole country between 
the South Atlantic and our extreme western 


* To say nothing of one hundred other eases, such asthe 
expenditures for clothing, &c., for the Army. Take as an 
exampie the subject of pensioners. This same favored 

section (exelasive of Maryland) reeeives @1,508,555—all 
- the rest of the Union $812,424; less than one Gfth receive 
Tahin a fraction of twice as much as the remaining four 


Į could multi- | 


This requirement, 


_ Ho, or Rees. 


vale 


border, and between the Gulf of Mexico and the 
Rocky Mountains. Of the arsenals, twelve are 
situated in this same small section, and one on 


the South Atlantic, and three moregin the whole |: 


South and West. 


arsenals; and, sir, is not the enormity of this 
thing inexpressibly aggravated, when it is remem- 
bered that these garrisons and arsenals are situate 
, where there is no sort of necessity for them, and 
‘not in that immense region of country where no 
man can say for a week to come that the fury and 
| ferocity of an Indian war may. not burst upon 
our defenseless frontier? Look at the scenes 
now exhibited in Florida; scenes in every way 
disgraceful to the country—disgraceful that cause 


i] 
ti 
Hi 


disgraceful to the military character of the coun- 


terminated. But, sir, if a handful of Seminoles, 
| the miserable remnant of a once powerful tribe, 


! tribes of the Northwest, the Blackfoot, O 


sage, 


| in a month fifteen thousand of the most warlike 
| Indians which this country has ever known, all 
| well armed and mounted, with inexhaustible 
|| Supplies of provision, and strongholds:and fast- 
t is not, sir, an 


| to the shrinking from those which are real and 

‘ present. He, sir, will tell you that the picture is 
not a fancy sketch. Wif, 

men and arms, that may be 


had at a moment’s 


sideration of the safety and protection of the 
West, that they are located far from the point of 
real danger in places where there is none? . Four 
companies in Maine, six in New York, and so on 
throughout the chapter. ; 

I find my. full justification in these facts, sir, 
for refusing to vote for any of these partial, piece- 
meal appropriations. -When a broad, general, 
equal system is presented to us, I will vote as 
| much money as can wisely be expended. I will 
not waste it with the profligacy of a spendthrift, 
only anxious to squander his patrimony. Ofsuch 
a system, I will throw out an outline. Three 
national armoriea, one on the.Ohio, Mayaville, or 
| some other more advantageous point; one some- 
where on the line between North and South Caro- 
lina; another at some point in the neighborhood 
of Columbus, in Georgia. Arsenals at Fayette- 
ville, Columbia, Natchitoches, Little Rock, Vin- 
cennes, Nashville, Columbus, Mississippi, and 
some point on the Ohio canal. The establish- 
ment of navy-yards at Charleston or Port Royal, 
the best harbor on the southern coast, and at some 

oint on the Georgia coast. . Extensive yard at 
Pensacola, dry-dock, materials for building the 
largest ships, naval station at Key West, and a 
rfect Moro Castle erected there. Let all this 
be done, and I will not withhold anything that 


may be reasonably required by the 


¿it is, I will hold the public treasure with a miser’s 
grasp. I will vote as much as can be expended 
wisely. I have no idea whatever that one half 
.the amount asked for on the North Atlantic can 
be expended, and that a vote to appropriate it is 
only a vote P elow the money to remain in the 

t banks... Looking at the thing a priori, it seems 
to me that forty thousand lahovers cannot be ob- 
tained in that very small section. But, sir, we 
have authority on that subject. There being no 
appropriation for fortifications last year, the only 
fund which was to be used in that way was an 
amount unexpended of the previous year. Of 
that sum, about one hundred and fifty thousand 
dollars were appropriated to work in the vicinity 
ofthe city of New York. The work was not done. 
Hear the reason assigned by General Gratiot why 
the work was not done, He says: 

ti FORT SCHUYLER, Tanoa’s Neck, Bast Riven, New 


should have been given for that war; still more | 


sir, why is it, when i 


orth; until | 


It will scarcely be said that - 


: there are no localities in this vast region which ` 


sete É : has bee z ilita p i i i 
will not answer as fit places for garrisons or as n spared to facilitate the operation, either by letting 


try, that such a war had not been instantly : 


have been able to effect so much mischief, what . 
have we not a right to dread from the powerful ` 


Ask my , 


warning, are so Joudly called for by every con- | 


Yorr.—It was hoped, from the ample preparations made 
last year, and the funde-available for their application, that 
the construction of this fort would have been prosecuted 
the present year with much vigor. But though materials 
and fucilities of every description have been in waiting, it 
bas been impossible to procure a sufficient force to carry on 
the work with the progress that was desired. No exertion 


parts on contract, or by hired labor, and unavailing efforts 


' have been made to collect the necessary force in Boston, 


Newport, Connecticut, and the western part of New York.” 


Of the Navy appropriations, three and a half 
millions remain unexpended. How much of those 


i appropriations demanded labor, and were not ex- 


pended for the want of that labor. does not appear, 


: and therefore we have no certain data. Here, sir, 


was our Government under such an apprehen- 
sion of war, that Senators are denounced for 
not committing what they regarded a violation of 
the Constitution, to prepare for that war, and yet 
funds at the disposal of the Government to put 
the country in an attitude of defense were not 


: used. Why were they not? The only answer 
i that can be given—that is not disgraceful to. the 


Government—is that given by General Gratiot: 
Labor could not be procured. If the President 


ii did not anticipate war, he was practici s- 
| Camanche, Sioux, and others, able to bring into |' R f ait Oide] 
i the field forty thousand warriors, and to assemble || 


conade unworthy of his character; if he did, he 
was bound, as far as in him lay, to put the coun- 
try in a state of defense. 
But, Mr. Chairman, even if this immense sum 
of ten or twelve millions can be expended, do 
not the enlightened men from that section—those 
especially representing the great manufacturing 
and shipping interests of the country—see that 
to send the Government there with $10,000,000, 
as a bidder for labor, must derange the whole in- 
dustry of their country? The state of society at 
the North is eminently complex and artificial. 
The slightest shock must affect it. With the 


; appalling scenes which a crash in our currency— 


| a crash as certain as time itself—must 
' the manufacturing 


roduce, 
g interest has already trials long 
and seveye enough before it. I entreat gentlemen 
to look well to the consequences of the experi- 
ment of sending the Government there as a com- 
petitor in the labor market, and under the con- 
straint of positive orders to expend this vast sum, 
let Jabor rise ever so high. It is already one dol- 
lar a day, when, in the South and West, it is leas 
than fifty cents. These appropriations are not 
for this year alone. They are the beginning of 
a system. of lavish expengiture, which will last 
until 1842. No longer? No, air, no longer, m 
word for it. Are the judicious men of the Nort 
—the property-holders of the North—disposed to 
organize in their bosom this army of day-labor- 
ers—men who, all over the world, spend between 
Saturday and Monday the wages of the week, 
and who, at the period of their disbandment. in 
the year 1842, will be penniless, and who must 
go supperless to bed, unless they rob by lawless 
insurrection, or by the equally terrible process of 
the ballot-box? t gentlemen look to it: they 
are in quite as much danger of insurrection as 
we are. dee 
Mr. Chairman, this business of fortifying such 
a coast as ours is not to be the work of a day, 
nor scarcely of acentury. England, with all. her 
resources, has not yet finished her fortifications. 
The genius of Vauban and the magnificence of 
Louis XIV. required more than fifty years to 
place France in any decent condition of defense. 
But, sir, 1 am willing to accelerate this great 
work to the. utmost practicable point. If am 
not wholly mistaken in the condition of things in 
Europe, a great struggle is coming on between 
the Northern Powers, the colossal Power of 
Russia, directed, in a great degree, by the all- 
ervading genius of Metternich, on the one side, 
France and England on the other—a struggles 
sir, between the principles of despotism an the 
cause of constitutional representative government. 
Such a contest rhust shake the civilized world to 
its deepest foundations. Either for the magni- 
tude of the Powers engaged, or the importance of 
the issue, the world has heretofore- seen nothing 
like it; no, sir, not even in the wars of the first 
fifteen years of the present century, when that 
man of destiny literally “ stormed across the war- 
convulsed earth.” This, I rather think, has been 
the true reason for the wise interposition of Eng- 
land in our controversy with France. In sucha 
contest, where the cause of free government and 
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of human liberty is at stake, we can scarcely de- 
sire to be neutral; we cannot be if we do desire 
it, unless prepared to maintain an armed neutrality 
—armed, sir, to the teeth. 

If there are any who think by these and such 
appropriations to dispose of the surplus, I have 
only to say that, if practicable, it would be unjust 
in the extreme, especially to the West, to draw 
such vast revenues from one section, and expend 
them on another. But, sir, it is impracticable, 
to the point of absurdity. The surplus in the 
Treasury, by the last advices from the Treasury, 
independentof bank stock, is nearly tease 
million dollars, to which add the United States 
Bank stock, and you have thirty-five millions. I 
say by the last advices from the Treasury, for 
one hardly has time to make calculations on the 
basis of one report, before another comes upon 
us, correcting some error, and I doubt not, that, 
in less than a month, this last report will be fol- 
lowed by another making some corrections either 
in the estimates or the *‘ciphering.’? With this 
thirty-five millions to begin with, and a revenue 
of at least thirty-five or forty millions next year, 
you will not be able to expend it, but it will con- 
tinue to accumulate on your hands. Sir, itis 
miserable quackery; and, like all quackery, will 
not only not cure the disease, but ruin the sys- 
tem. I feel as deeply as any one can the porten- 
tous danger of further accumulation, and regard 
it as the very first duty of patriotism to devise 
some plan of disposing of the surplus. I feel, 
sir, that we are reposing under an avalanche, 
which a breath may precipitate on us. Roman 
liberty first began to give way on the accumula- 
tion of corn in the public granaries. British 
liberty perished by the corrupting influence of 

ublic patronage, in the time of Sir R. Walpole. 
Eren Lord Chatham, one of the meane men in 
the tide of time, was scarcely able to galvanize 
it. I will go with any party which will devise 
any feasible plan of ridding us of this threatening 
evil; one which I contemplate with absolute dis- 
may. 

Mr. Chairman, there are practicable plans of 
disposing of the surplus, if gentlemen will conquer 
all their personal and party prejudices, and pass 
the land bill, and the constitutional amendment 
for the distribution of the surplus revenue. These 
are, in my naemen the only practicable pro- 
jects; and I rejoice in my heart that they come 
from those two great minds, which have for the 
last twenty-five years so gloriously illustrated the 
history of their country. In the present, as in 
every past crisis of danger and difficulty, the war, 
the Missouri question, the compromise, two com- 
manding figures have been seen above the hori- 
zon, with the eyes of their country intently fixed 
upon them, with a well-placed confidence which 
has never been disappointed. These men are out 
of power, or my voice should not be heard here 
in their eulogy. Sir, the expunging process must 
be carried very far; you mustexpunge the history 
of your country for a quarter of a century; you 
must tear from that history its brightest pages; 
ay, sir, and you must expunge from the human 


heart every virtuous and honorable sentiment, ` 


homage for genius, gratitude for public services, 


before their well-earned laurels can be torn from | 


their brows. They will have added another to 
their many claims upon the gratitude of posterity, 


if they can succeed in relieving the country from || 


the great danger of an overflowing Treasury, a 
difficulty for the first time known in the history 
of the world. 


MR. BENTON’S EXPUNGING RESOLUTION, 


SPEECH OF HON. WILLIAM C. RIVES, 
OF VIRGINIA, 
In THE Senate, March 28, 1836. 


Mr. CLayron moved that the resolutions of the Senator 
from Missouri should be taken up, in order that the discus- 
sion upon them might proceed. The motion being adopted, 


Mr. RIVES rose, and addressed the Senate 
in substance as follows: i 
If no other gentleman, Mr. President, be dis- 


posed to do so, I will avail myself of the oppor- | 


i 


Delaware to trouble the Senate with some remarks 
` on the subject now under consideration. In do- 
ing so, I do not propose at this time to go into 
the wide fiele of diversified and interesting matter 
opened for discussion by the resolutions of the 
Senator from Missouri. My purpose will be to 
confine myself at present strictly to the constitu- 


| criticism. 


that of writing down, from day to day, our daily 
transactions as they transpire. 

But it is not my intention, Mr. President, to 
discuss this question on the niceties of verbal 
I choose rather to take itup on broad 


: views of the common sense, and practical mean- 


tional question which has been raised as to the | 


power of this body to expunge from its Journal 
an entry heretofore made upon it, trusting to the 
indulgence of the Senate, in a future stage of the 
discussion, to be permitted to present my views 
of the other highly important questions involved 
in the general subject. I propose thus to limit 
my remarks for the present, because the consti- 
tutional question is naturally and properly pre- 
liminary to all the rest, standing first in the order 
of discussion as well as first in importance; for 
however justly obnoxious l deem the resolution 
of March, 1834, to the various exceptions which 
have been taken to it, it certainly ought not to be 
expunged, unless under the Constitution we have 
the rightful authority todo so. It seems proper 
to confine my remarks for the present to this 
single view of the subject, for the further reason 
that, as yet, the able and lucid arguments of the 
Senator from Missouri on the other branches of 
the discussion have remained withoutany answer, 
or even an attempt to answer them. 

A free people, Mr. President, and especially 
the enlightened people of this country are natu- 
rally and wisely jealous of the observance of their 
fundamental law, and acutely sensible to any 
violation, actual or meditated, of its provisions. 
Hence it is that, in the warfare of parties, appeals 
are so frequently made to this patriotic instinct 
in the public mind, and alarms, often groundless 
and artificial, attempted to be raised in regard to 
the security of the Constitution. Hence it was, 
I presume, that in the memorable contest of which 
this Chamber was the theater two years ago, the 


President was denounced as a usurper of un- 


granted power, as a violator of the Constitution 
and the laws of his country, when, if all that was 


alleged by his adversaries could be sustained, it ` 
would have made buta case of the misapplication , 
or abuse of power granted both by the Constitu- - 


tion and the laws. Hence it is, too, I suppose, 
that on the present occasion a new panic is 
attempted to be raised by holding up the image 
of mutilated records and a violated Constitution, 
and that the exercise of a lawful discretionary 
power over their own Journals and proceedings, 
which has been known and admitted since the 
origin of legislative bodies, and is familiar in par- 
liamentary practice, wherever such bodies exist, 
is represented as something monstrous, iniquitous, 
and even felonious. If gentlemen expect thus, 
by the use of strong language, bold assertion, and 
vehement denunciation, to carry the public judg- 
ment by storm, they will, in my humble opinion, 
find themselves woefully deceived. The public 
mind is, at this moment, calm, self-balanced, 
scrutinizing, inquisitive, and instead of mere as- 
sertion and vague denunciation, it will require 
reason, argument, proof. S 
It is in this spirit, Mr. President, that I shall 
: proceed to the examination of the objection which 
has been made to the proposition under consider- 
‘ation, on the ground that it demands an act to 
‘| be done which is forbidden by the Constitution. 
| What, sir, is the argument of gentlemen on this 
; Subject, so far as argument has been attempted? 
| It is, that as the Constitution requires that **each 
| House shall keep a Journal of its proceedings,” 
' an entry once made upon that Journal can never 
; thereafter be, in any manner, touched, altered, or 
‘removed; that if we do so, we fail, from that 
moment, in the language of the Constitution, to 
“keep a Journal of our proceedings.” The con- 
- nection between the premises and the conclusion 
,, in this reasoning is, I must confess, Mr. Presi- 
| dent, to my mind incomprehensible. If this bod 
| shall, bya formal resolutionentered on its Journal, 
:| direct a previous entry, improvidently, wrong- 
' fully, or erroneously made, to be corrected or 
:' removed, does it follow from thence that we do 
| not still keep a Journal? On the contrary, this 
| very proceeding, in being entered on the Journal, 


yt 


! tion, is itself a fulfillment of the constitutional in- 


tunity afforded by the motion of the Senator from || junction in its true and well understood sense— 


| and embodying the whole history of the transac- | 


l 


| secrecy.”’ 


ing and operation of the Constitution. While the 
Constitution requires that each House shall keep 
a Journal of its proceedings, it does not direct 
how that Journal is to be kept. The manner of 
keeping it, what is to be put upon it, what not, 
the nature, the form, the fullness of the entrics, 
are all matters left for the regulation and control 
of the body whose duty it is to keep the Journal. 
In these respects, there is great diversity of usage 
among legislative bodies. By some, the entire 
bill presented for its action, is spread on the 
Journal, as was done during the first two Con- 
gresses under the present Constitution by this 
body; by others, the title of the bill only is en- 
tered on the Journal, as is now the practice both 
of this House and the other branch of Congress; 
by some, the reports of committees are entered 
in full on the Journal, as was done by the old 
Congress under the Articles of Confederation, 
and is still practiced, I believe, by the Legislature 
of Virginia; by others, the resolutions only, re- 
ported by committees, are admitted to a place on 
the Journal. According to the rules and practice 
of some legislative bodies, as, for example, of 
this, proceedings in Committee of the Whole are 
entered on the Journal; while in others, as in the 
House of Representatives, no notice whatever 
appears on the Journal of what has been done in 
Committee of the Whole. I might mention, also, 
as illustrating the discretionary powers which 
every legislative body possesses over its Journal, 
theapparently anomalous practice, founded, how- 
ever, on long usage, of both this House and the 
other, to enter on their respective Journals the 
messages of the President, though not forming 
a part of their own ‘ proceedings,” of which 
only they are required to keep a Journal. 

It results from these considerations that, al- 
though each House of Congress is bound to keep 
a Journal of its proceedings, yet that Journal, as 
to the manner of keeping it, the nature and char- 
acter of its contents, what is to be upon it, what 
not, is necessarily subjected to the control of the 
body whose duty it is to keep it. This control 
is an inseparable part of that self-governing power, 
in all matters of interior economy and parliament- 


| ary régime, which the Constitution expressly del- 
‘egates to either branch of the legislative depart- 


ment. Each House, by the Constitution, is ‘* to 
choose its own Speaker or President, and other 
officers.”? <“ Each House, also, shall be the judge 
of the elections, returns, and qualifications of its 
own members.” ‘* Each House may determine 
the rules of its proceedings, punish its members 
for disorderly behavior, and with the concur- 


| rence of two thirds, expe] a member.” ‘‘ Each 


House shall keep a Journal of its proceedings, 


‘and, from time to time, publish the same, except- 


ing such partsas may, in their judgment, require 
In regard to all these powers and 
functions, a very large discretion is necessaril 
left to either House, in the exercise of whic 
abuses doubtless may be committed. But the 
possibility of abuse is no argumentagainst the ex- 


i istence of a power. Congress has, by express 


and unequivocal grant in the Constitution, power 
“to lay and collect taxes,” &c., and “to raise 
and support armies.” In the exercise of these 
powers, Congress might raise, even in time of 
profound peace, an army of half a million of men, 
and levy upon the people annually two or three 
hundred millions of dollars for their support, 
converting one half the nation into soldiers, and 
the other half into paupers. There could be no 
grosser abuse; and yet the constitutional power 
would still be indisputable. Where it has been 
deemed necessary and proper, for the public good, 
to vest any particular power in the Government, 
or a department of it, the Constitution grants the 
power, and provides securities against its abuse in 
the structure and organization of the Government 
itself. The periodical election of the public fune- 
tionaries by the people, and for the most part for 
short terms, their responsibility to their constitu- 
ents, and the constant influence and control of 
public opinion, are relied upon in our system as 


1836.] 


APPENDIX TO THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


231 


24ru Cone....1st Sess. 


Mr. Benton’s Expunging Resolution—Mr. Rives. 


. n SENATE. 


conferring every reasonable security against the 
s abuse of necessary powers. 

The .arge discretionary power which the Con- 
stitution has left to cither House of Congress 
over its Jqurnals, is strikingly exemplified in the 

rovision respecting their publication. Each 
Kous is required by the Constitution to publish 
its Journal from time to time, excepting such parts 
as may, in their judgment, require secrecy. Now, 
under the terms of this provision, either House 


of Congress, if disposed to abuse the trust reposed | 


in them, might suppress and withhold from the 
knowledge of the people the most important part, 
if not the whole of their proceedings, under the 
plea that they were such as, in their judgment, 
uired secrecy.. 
T the jealous apprehensions which were enter- 
tained at the time of the adoption of the Consti- 
tution, of the encroachments and abuses of the 
new Government, this objection was strongly 
urged against the clause in question; but it was 
replied, and with success, that every legislative 


body must have the power of concealing import- | 
ant transactions, the publication of which might ; 


compromise the public interests; and as it was 

impossible to foresee and enumerate all the cases 

‘in which such concealment might be necessary, 

they should be left to the sound discretion of the 
ay 


itself, subject to the constitutional respons- , 


‘ibility of members, and the other securities pro- 


‘vided by the Constitution against the abuse of 
power. These securities have hitherto been found 
sufficient, and, in point of fact, the Journals of 
both Houses have been published from day to 
day, with such special and limited exceptions as 


have been universally approved bythe public ; 


judgment. 


fulfillment and consummation of the design of the 
Constitution in requiring a Journal to be kept by 
either House of its proceedings. It is agreed on 
all hands that the great object for which a Jour- 
nal is required to be kept is to give authentic in- 
formation to our constituents of our proceedings, 
and that information is to be given, as the Con- 
‘stitution provides, by means of a publication, 
from time to time, of the Journal itself. The 
requisition to keep a Journal, on which gentlemen 
have laid so much stress, is therefore merely in- 
trodactory, or what the lawyers call matter of 
inducement only, to that which forms the life and 
substance of the provision, to wit: the publication 
from time to time of the Journal. The whole 
structure and sequence of the sentence sustains 
this interpretation: ‘‘ Each House shall keep a 
Journal of its proceedings, and from time to time 
publish the same.’’ It is evident that the whole 
practical virtue and effect of the provision is in 
the latter member of the sentence, and that the 
former would have been implied and compre- 
hended in it, though not expressed. It will be 
seen that the corresponding provision in the Ar- 
ticles of Confederation was founded explicitly 
on this idea, for, presupposing the keeping of a 
Journal as a matter of course, it proceeded at 
once to require that ‘* Congress shall publish the 
Journal of their proceedings monthly, excepting 
such parts thereof relating to treaties, alliances, 
or military operations, as in their judgment re- 
quire secrecy.’’ 
Nothing was said of keeping a Journal, that 
being presupposed and necessarily implied; but 
can any one doubt, though the articles of con- 
federation were silent as to keeping a Journal, 
that Congress was as much bound to keep a 
Journal of their proceedings under that instru- 
-ment, as each House is now bound to do under 
the existing Constitution? How could they make 
the required monthly publication of their Jour- 
nal, unless a Journal were kept by them? The 
requisition, therefore, in the present Constitution 
to keep a Journal, is but an expression, for the 
sake of greater fullness, of what would otherwise 
have been. implied, and serves only as.a more 
formal introduction to the practical end and sub- 
stance of the constitutional provision on the sub- 
ject, and that with which it emphatically con- 
cludes, to wit: the publication, from time to time, 
of the Journal. That publication once made, and 
the people put in possession of the authentic evi- 
dence of the proceedings of their agents, the pur- 


poses of the Constitution are fulfilled, and the 

hontai of the original manuscript Journal 
come thenceforward an official formality.* 
Even if the true and only meaning of the 

| requisition to keep a Journal were that. which has 


| 
. 


, been so much insisted on; that is, to preserve, do | 


|| not gentlemen perceive that the preservation of |: 


; the Journal is fully and most surely accomplished 


ii in ita publication? The thousand and ten copies 


| printed and distributed by order of the Senate to 
| the members of Congress, to the various public 
| functionaries, to the State governments, to 


institutions and societies throughout the Union, 


on its own action. To this, I reply that the rules 
prescribed by patliamentary bodies for their goy- 
ernment are always binding upon them till re- 
scinded or repealed; and while a rule or order is 
retained nothing inconsistent with it can be done, 
unless the rule be first suspended by a vote of 
the body. Such is the invariable practice, both 
of this and, the other House of Congress, as of 


t ` legislative bodies elsewhere. 
, which the Secretary has told us are regularly - 


| furnish a far better security for the preservation | 


of the Journal than the most scrupulous care and : 


vestal guardianship of the original manuscript, | 


| which, in spite of every precaution, might yet 
| lost or destroyed- by inevitable accident. 


hese . 


: multiplied printed copies, while placing the pres- | 


| ervation of the Journal beyond the reach of con- 
tingency, are, at the same time, for every prac- 
tica 
political accountability, on a footing of equal va- 
lidity with the manuscript original. ue 
The numerous parliamentary precedents in 
, England, as to the power of legislative bodies 
over their Journals, are not deni 


Congress shall keep a Journal; while, in England, 
it is said, no such requisition exists in regard to 
‘ either House of Parliament. The requisition in 
the Constitution of the United States, I have al- 
ready shown, is but declaratory of the natural 


x Soa ft ? _ _ ` and preëxisting law of all legislative bodies of 
This publication, when made, is the practical . i 


whose organization and functions it is a neces- 


sary and invariable incident to keep a Journal of : 
their proceedings; and in this view I am borne || 


public use, whether of legal evidence or | 


; but it is con- | 
tended that, those precedents should have no ; 
weight here, because the Constitution of the Uni- |, 
ted States expressly requires that each House of : 


1 


- out, not only by the example of the Articles of | 
` Confederation, but by that of several of the State | 


i constitutions, which, presupposing the keeping of | 


a Journal as a matter of course, provide only, | 


‘after the manner of the Articles of 
for the periodical publication of it from time to 
time. But, without dwelling further on this view 
of the matter, it is altogether a mistake to say 
| that there is no positive requisition that either 
| House of Parliament in-England shall keep a 
i Journal of their proceedings. I find the classic 
, historian of that country stating that, in 1607, 
; when the nascent pretensions of the Stuarts, and 
‘the spirit of the age, first made the House of 
Commons sensible both of its importance and 
responsibility as a guardian of the public liberty, 
that body entered a formal order for ‘‘ the regular 
‘keeping of their Journals.” Subsequently, in 
i 1621, as I learn from another authority not less 


; authentic, (Hatsell,) an entry was made in the 
‘| Journal of the House of Commons, on the mo- 


i tion’ of Sir Edward Sackville, in these words: 
i * That all our proceedings may be entered here, 
‘and kept as records.” ow, sir, it is very re- 
markable that these two orders of the House of 
Commons contain the identical language of the 
Constitution of the United States, to wit: ‘* that 
ia Journal shall be kept of their proceedings.” In 
| each of them the magic word to.‘* keep,’’ which 
i seems to have exerted so potent a spell on the 
‘ imaginations of gentlemen, is found; and yet we 
\ know it has never been held to be a violation of, 
or inconsistent with, this order to keep a Journal 
| of their proceedings, for the House of Commons, 
| in certain cases, to apply an effectual corrective to 
| wrongful or improvident entries previously made 
init. It may be said, however, that this order 
being made by the body itself, is not obligatory 


* It is a remarkable fact that there is no original man- 
uscript Journal of the House of Representatives in exist- 
ence trom the date of the adoption of the Constitution to the 
first session of the Eighteenth Congress, 1823-24. As soon 
| as the Journal was printed and published, it was supposed 
! there was no Jonger any practica! motive for retaining the 
| original manuscript Journal, which wae, therefore, never 
| taken care of, or preserved. Such was the practice during 
| the whole period of the clerkship of the celebrated Jobn 
| Beckley, than whom there never was a more accomplished 
Clerk, and but few abler men; and if there be propriety in 
| the maxim, cuilibet in sua arte credendum est, such a practi- 
cal construction of the Constitution, in this regard, by & man 
so conversant with bis business, must be admitted to be 
entitled to no slight consideration. 


onfederation, ; 


ublic - 


ut this matter stands on yet higher ground. 
An act of Parliament, which all will admit is 
binding on the respective Houses, and which 
neither House can repeal or control by its sepa- 
_rate action, virtually requires a Journal to be 
kept by the House of Commons, in requiring 
certain entries to be made in it. I refer to the 


statute of six Henry VIII., which provides, “ that 


.*the license for members, departing from their 


.“ service, shall be entered of record in the book 
‘ of the Clerk of Parliament, appointed, or to be 
‘ appointed, for the Commons House.” The 
book of the Clerk for the Commons House, here 
referred to, and in which certain thingsare required 
to be entered of record, is of course the Journal 
of the House. But how can these entries be made 


, in the Journal, unless a Journal be kept. This 


i 


| command of act of Parliament. If 
‘similarity or community of principle could, in 


act of Parliament, therefore, requires, and virtu- 
ally commands, the keeping of a Journal by the 
House of Commons; just as the Articles of Con- 
poan; already referred tọ, in providing that 
ongress ‘shall publish the Journal of its pro- 


: ceedings monthly,” virtually requires Congress 


to keep a Journal; for otherwise the required 
publication could not take. place. 

. The distinction, therefore, which has been re- 
lied upon to justify the rejection of the British 


, precedents on this subject, is not founded in a 
gust view of the constitutional or parliamentary 
h 


istory of that contry. The two Houses of 
Parliament are, in fact, bound and required to 
keep a Journal of their proceedings, as well as 
the two Houses of Congress. They are bound 
to do so by the very nature of their institution, 
by their own rules and orders, and by the virtual 
If, therefore, a 


any case, justify arguing from the institutions 
and usages of the one country to those of the 
-other, it is certainly upon a question like the 
present. I find that much use was made on 
another and recent.occasion in this body, of Brit- 
ish parliamentary precedents, by gentlemen who 
seem now inclined to disavow and reject them 
altogether. If I am not mistaken, the Senator 
from South Carolina, [Mr. Catnoon,] on the 
question which was so earnestly and ably de- 
bated here recently, as to the right of either 
House to refuse to receive a petition, introduced 


| Hatsell’s work, the great repository of British 
, parliamentary 
| at in support o 


mooie and drew largely from 
the position he maintained —that 


: it would be no violation of the right of petition- 
_ ing, as guarantied by the Constitution, to refuse 


1 


to receive a petition after presentation. 

Mr. CALHOUN here explained, and was un- 
derstood to say that gentlemen on the other aide 
of the question, in that discussion, had referred 
to the English laws and doctrines on the subject 
of the right of petition, and that he made use 
of the parliamentary precedents from Hatsell to 
show that, in the British parliamentary practice, 
it was held no violation of the right of petition to 
refuse to receive a petition. l 

Mr. RIVES said he had not had the pleasure 
of hearing the speech of the gentleman from 
South Carolina; but he inferred from reading it, 
that he considered the parliamentary practice of 
Great Britain as, at least, high authority in ref- 
erence to the question then under discussion. | 
am not at all disposed said Mr. R.) to question 
‘the propriety of the application then made by the 
Senator from South Carolina, of precedents from 
the English parliamentary practice. I mean only 
to say that, however a 


plicable they may have 
been on that occasion, they are, at least, as much 
so on the present. 


The_ precedents in the’ British parliamentary 
practice (which, itmust be admitted, has furnished 
the model, and, to a great extent, the law of the 
proceedings of our legislative bodies here, and in 
“every State of the Union) are, on the subject now 
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Se, a ae i 


under consideration, fall, unequivocal, and con- of Burgesses of Virginia in 1765. This trans- | recent period, some seven or eight years ago, the 
clusive. Some of them have been mentioned on action has been referred to as an odiousand abor- |; Senate of another highly respectable State, (Ten- 
this floor, and are familiar to the minds of gen- tive attempt at expunging made by the King’s |: nessee,) as E learn from undoubted authority, 
temwen. fF will not repeat them: but there are. party in the House of Burgesses, which was de- | directed a formal and important entry on its 
two cases which E believe have not attracted the feated by the energy and talents of Mr. Henry. | Journal to be stricken out; which was done in the 
notice of gentlemen, and which, from the peculiar Such, sir, are not the facts, as transmitted tous by very manner proposed by the resolution on your 
grounds on which they stand, illustrate so forcibly the most unquestionable cotemporary testimony. table, by drawing a black line around the ton- 
the high supervisory and controlling power of The attempt to expunge was not defeated. The demned entry. But, without dwelling on these 
parliamentary bodies over their Journals, that I proposition, on the contrary, was carried. ft instances, let us descend to cases which come 
will take the liberty of detaining the Senate a few was carried, not by an odious King’s party, but more immediately home to ourselves. The case 
moments with their recital, In 1662, Skinner, with the concurrence, as we are authorized to which occurred in this body in 1806, and which 
an English merehant, presented a petition to the believe from the only account extant of the trans- has been already noticed by the Senator from 
King, complaining of various wrongs and out- action, of men who were, and who proved them- Missouri, has been in vain attempted to be parried 
rages he had sustained from the East India Com- selves to be among the brightest champions of or evaded.* In that case, a formal entry made on 
any. The matter was considered not cognizable American freedom and independence—such men the Journal, in pursuance of the standing rules 
»y the ordinary tribunals, and was referred by as Peyton Randolph, the President of the first of the Senate, and in strict conformity to the 
the King to the House of Lords. Strong objec- American Congress; George Wythe, Edmund truth of facts as they transpired, was ordered to 
tions were urged to the jurisdiction of the House Pendleton, Richard Bland, Richard Henry Lee, be expunged, and actually expunged. The entry 
of Lords; but they, nevertheless, took cognizance all of whom, afterwards put their hands to the recited the substance of two memorials presented 
of the affair, and finally entered a judgment in Declaration of American Independence, or bore by a member of the Senate, containing grave and 
favor of Skinner against the East India Company, a conspicuous partin the deliberations which led criminal insinuations against the Executive, and 
for five thousand pounds damages. The pro- toand established it. stated also the proceeding of the Senate which 
ceeding was immediately and earnestly resisted The circumstances were these: Mr. Henry took place on their presentation. This entry, as 
by the House of Commons, as contrary to the moved a series of resolutions, five in number, I have already remarked, was in strict pursuance 
law of the land, and an invasion of the rights of declaratory of the rights of the colonists. The of the standing rules of the Senate, the thirty- 
the people. A violent and protracted controversy first four of these resolutions merely reaffirmed second article of which expressly requires that 
ensued between the two Houses; and the Lords whathad been earnestly asserted, only six months ‘‘a brief statement of the contents of each peti- 
being compelled at last, after a struggle of eigh- before, by the House of Burgesses in three sev- tion, memorial, or paper, presented to the Senate, 
teen months, and repeated prorogations of both eral documents of the most solemn character— shal! be inserted on the Journal;’’ and, in general, 
Houses, to yield their claim of jurisdiction, they an address to the King,a memorial to the House that ‘‘a true and accurate account of the proceed- 
expunged from their Journal the judgment they of Lords, and a remonstrance to the Commons. _ ingsof the Senate shall be entered on the Journal.” 
had entered in favor of Skinner against the East The fifth resolution, however, went somewhat Now, sir, how is the force of this precedent in the 
India Company, and the whole of their proceed- further, and seemed to tender at once an issue of annals of our own body attempted to be parried? 
ings connected with it; whereupon the Commons, force with the mother country. These resolu- Why, sir, by the circumstance that the order for 
in like manner, expunged from their Journal the tions were opposed by Messrs. Randolph, Bland, expunging the obnoxious entry, was adopted on 
various resolutions and proceedings they had Pendleton, Wythe, and other gentlemen, as de- the same day (the last of the session) that the 
adopted. In this instance we see a proceeding voted and firm friends of the rights of America entry itself was made, it being contended that the 
even of a judicial character, ynder which private as any of the great statesmen and patriots of that Journal is not complete till it is read over in the 
rights might be claimed, expunged, in virtue of day, bat who deemed Mr. Henry’s resolutions Senate, as it usually is, the following morning, 
the high discretionary authority of parliamentary inexpedient atthat moment, inasmuch as the sen- for the purpose of correcting any mistakes which 
bodies over their Journals; and in such a case, timents and principles they contained had already may have been made in it; and that, till that cere- 
perhaps, the expunction is admissible, mainly on and very recently heen expressed in other pro- mony has been gone through, it is under the 
the ground that the obnoxious proceeding took ceedings, to which the expected answers from the perfect control of the Senate, and fully open to 
place in the exercise of an illegal jurisdiction, at Government in England were not yet received. revision and correction. This is the argument 
last admitted to be such, and intended to be re- The fifth resolution was deemed especially inex- of the honorable Senator from Louisiana, (Mr. 
nounced, as in fact it was finally abandoned, by pedient in the then feeble and defenseless con- Porter.] Itis obvious to remark upon it, in the 
the act of erpunging the judgment, which was its dition of the colony, as it might provoke a conflict first place, that it confounds two things entirely 
fruit. of force, for which time and forecast were neces- distinct in their nature, and wholly different in 
The other case to which I have alluded occurred sary to prepare. The resolutions, however, under the principles on which they rest—the correction 
in the proceedings on the recognition bill in 1690. a powerful display of Mr. Henry’s cloquence, of mistakes in a Journal, and the expunging of 
A clause was introduced into that bill, on the were passed by one or two votesonly; butonthe matter therefrom, in which there has been no 
motion of the Whig party of that day, and the following day, on a motion made for that pur- mistake, but which is otherwise and intrinsically 
friends of the Revolution, declaring that the acts pose, and carried, the fifth resolution was ex- objectionable. The purpose for which the Journal 
of the Convention Parliament, though assembled punged from the Journal. Thesearethe factsas is ordinarily read over in the morning, after it is 
without the formality of a royal summons, were vouched by the testimony of Mr. Jefferson, and made up by the Secretary, is simply to correct 
good and valid. This was strongly objected to the elder Judge Carrington, (both witnesses of any mistakes which may have been made in the 
by the Tory lords, a number of whom, by the the transaction,) and as recorded by the eloquent entries upon it. This is explicitly declared by 
leave of the House, entered their protest against biographer of Mr. Henry himself. There was the standing rules of the Senate, the very first of 


it on the Journal. ae i ee val then no odious and abortive attempt to expunge, 
The Senate well know that it is a distinctive made by a King’s party, in the House of Bur- . 
and fundamental principle in the constitution of gesses. The attempt was not defeated, as has * In that case the following are the facts: On the 21st 


: ae day of April, 1806, being the last day of the session, Mr. 
the House of Lords, that any member or number been said; on the contrary, the proposition to Adams presented ¿wo memorials, which are thus noticed 


of members, dissenting from a measure which expunge was carried—and carried, as we are au- on the Journal: i 
has passed that body, have the right, with the thorized to believe, by the only authentic account “Mr. Adams communicated two memorials, one from 
leave of the House, to enter a formal protest ‘which has ‘reached us of the transaction, by the Samuel G. Ogden, and the other from William S. Smith, 


i i i i ` < H stating that they are under a criminal prosecution for cer- 
ae he Howe the Journal.. Imithie case tlie leave influenceand with the concurrence of high-souled tain proceedings, into which they were led by the circum- 


of the House was granted. The right of the American patriots: of Peyton Randolph, Presi- stance that their purpose was fully known to, and approved 
protesting lords became thereby vested and com- . dent of the First Congress; Richard Bland, one by, the Executive Government of ihe Noitea are tet 
. i ine i ini on the prosecution they have been treate y J g 
plete; and yet T appearing, m a en of the chosen delegates of Virginia to that glo- tire diariet court ol tlie United Statesat New York, Mathias 
examination of the protest, that the grounds of | rious assembly; Edmund Pendleton, another del- p, Talmadge, Esq., in such a manner, that the same grand 
objection taken in it assailed, and were subversive egate; and George Wythe, whose name stands jury which found the bills against them made a presentment 
of, the principles of the revolution, and settlement : proudly at the head of the Virginia signatures to _ against the judge himself for his conduct in taking the ex- 


of the Government just accomplished, the House |: the tion of Independence. The two last- amination and deposition of the said Samuel G. Ogden. 
ordered it to be a unged foi their Journal: ` Da M $ dlet dMr.w th And the memorialists, considering Congress as the only 
pung. 3 : named gentlemen, iir. Fendleton andu ivir. W ythe, power competent to relieve them, submit their case to the 


which order was carried into execution, and gave afterwards, and for a long period, respectively ; wisdom of Congress, and pray such relief as the laws and 


rise to another protest for expungine the former resided in and adorned the hichest courts of law | Constitution of this country and the wisdom and goodness 
P 5 punging P 8 | of Congress may afford them; and the memorials were 


protest. . , and equity in the State; and it will be no dispar- Sead: and, on motion 
But the precedents of parliamentary expunging agement, I humbly conceive, to the pretensions | her Ordered, "That the memorialists have leave to withdraw 
are by no means confined to the land of our ofthe highest here, to say, that they understood | their memorials respectively.” 
ancestors, from which we derive the modelof our as well, and felt as religiously, the sanctity of a || These memorials appear to have been presented in the 
i instituti d dings. Si i i: morning. After disposing of them, and a variety of other 
parliamentary institutionsand proceedings. Sim- record, as any gentleman on this floor. | business, the Senate took a recess, and met again at five 
ilar instances have occurred in our own country, Examples of the like character have occurred ` o'clock, p.m. The very last entry on the Journal of the 


both before and since our revolution; subsequent, . in the other States. In the Senate of Massachu- || evening session is the following order, adopted on yeas and 
as well as previous, to the adoption of our present setts, as is well known, a few years after the | nays, for erpunging everything in the Journal relative to the 
Federal Constitution, both in the State and in the close of the late war with Great Britain, a reso- Oa OF aidan tae Certe iR the Journal relative to the 
National Legislatures. There is a casein the his-' lution was triumphantly carried for expunging |: memorials of S.G. Ogden and William S. Smith be ex- 
tory of my own State, which as there appears to: from its Journal the anti-American sentiment j; punged therefrom, it passed in the affirmative. ee 
have been singular misconeeptiona about it, the which the baleful spirit of party had recorded |; Messrs. Anir sondit Giinan, Kiteen Lorn ta 
Senate will excuse me for mentioning somewhat there, in the very midst of the conflict, that it || i ar a Gna’ Wehi 13. Nays Messrs. Adams, 
in detail. I refer to the expunging of a resolu- `` was unbecoming a moral and religious people to || Baldwin, Hillhouse, Pickering, Plumer, Smith of Ohio, 
tion of Mr. Henry, which took place in the House : rejoice in the successes of our arms. Ata more ' 
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which provides that the “« President having taken | 
‘the chair, and a quorum being present, the |! 
‘Journal of the preceding day shall be read, to |: 
© the end that any mistake shall be corrected that shall | 
* be made in the entries.” 

Now, sir, in the precedent of 1806 there was 
no mistake in the entry which was ordered to be | 
expunged. It recited truly, and in compliance 
with a positive injunction of the rules of the Sen- 
ate, the substance of the memorials presented, 
and the proceeding of the Senate on their present- 
ation. There was, and could be, no allegation 
of any error in these respects. -The entry was 
ordered to be expunged, not because of any mis- 
take in it, but because the matter of it was unjust | 
and wrong; because it went to criminate the Ex- 
ecutive administration of the country, without 
proof or probability; and for that reason ought 
not to stand upon the Journal of a codrdinate 
department. It is in vain, therefore, to endeavor 
to resolve the precedent of 1806 into the ordinary | 

wer of revising and correeting the Journal be- | 

ore it is finally made up. It was a far different | 
thing, It was no process of correcting mistakes 
in entries on the Journal, which is ordinarily 
done the morning after the entries are made, and 
without the formality of an order-or resolution, | 
It was the exercise, on the part of this body, of | 
a higher and more important power—a power | 
not to correct mistakes, (for there was none;) | 
bat to redress wrong—to purge its Journal—not 
of erroneous entries, but of improper matter, in 
the entry of which there had -been no error or , 
mistake~a power which, from the nature of it, | 
and the principles on which it is founded, must 
exist in as full force the next year, as the next 
aa after the objectionable entry has been 
made. 

No ingenuity, Mr. President, however great, 
no effort of mind, however gigantic, can ever ‘| 
succeed in the attempt which is made to reconcile i 
the senatorial precedent of 1806, with. the doc- 
trines of gentlemen who oppo the resolution 

‘now under consideration. On what, sir, is their 
- whole argument built?. Is it not the assumption 
that each House of Congress, in being required 
-to “keep a Journal of their proceedings,” is 
bound to preserve to all future time the record of 
each and áll of their proceedings; that every act 
or ing of either House should be entered 
on the Journal, and once truly entered there, that | 
entry can never thereafter be touched, altered, or | 
removed, but must remain as it is, without the 
change of a letter or a comma, to the “last syl- 
lable of recorded time.” Now, sir, can it be con- | 
tended, that the presentation of the memorials of 
` Messrs. Smith and en by a member of the | 
Senate, the reading of those memorials, the action | 
taken upon them by the Senate, were not proceed- | 
ings of which the Constitution requires a Journal 
to be kept? We have already seen that the rules | 
of the Senate, adopted for the purpose of fulfilling || 
the injunction of the Constitution, expressly rê- |; 
ae all these things to be entered on the Journal. || 
it be pretended that these matters were not 
truly entered? By no means! In every possible 
. aspect, then, in which the proceeding of this body | 
in 1806 can be viewed, it utterly prostrates the | 
whole fabric of technical refinement on which the 
arguments of gentlemen against the power to ex- 
punge have been raised. 


1 
t 


A case of expunging, involving precisely the |; 


same principle, and leading to the same conse- 
quence, occurred in the House of Representatives 
not many years ago. On the 25th of February, 
1822, Mr. Randolph, of Virginia, being informed 
“that Mr. Pinckney had just. died in the city— 
where he then was—rose and announced the 
event tothe House, with the impressive eloquence 
which the loss of such a man naturally drew from 
a genius of kindred inépiration, and moved an 
- immediate adjournment of the House. It after- 
- wards appeared that Mr. Pinckney was not dead 
at the time that.Mr. Randolph communicated the 
event to the House, ouzh he died some few 
hours after. The fact, however, of Mr. Ran- 
dolph’s having announced the event, and- the 
consequent adjournment of the House, were ne- 
` cessarily entered on the Journal as a part of its 
proceedings; and the following day, Mr. Ran- 


: Journal of the suc 


oy Beware. 


dolph, after an explanation of the circumstances, 
moved that the entry on the Journal of the pre- 
ceding day should be expunged, which was or- 
dered, and accordingly done. Now, sir, if the 
extreme, and, I might well call it, superstitious 
strictness which is now inculcated in regard to 
the sanctity and inviolability of entries once made 
on our Journals had prevailed then, this expunc- 
tion, however simple and proper in itself, could 
not have been made. It will be remarked that 
there was no mistake in the entry made on the 
Journal. The entry was not of Mr. Pinckney’s 
death, but of the fact that Mr. Randolph on a given 
day announced to the House that Mr. Pinckney was 
; dead, and then moved an adjournment. 


j tion would have been the ordinary one, to correct, 
| and not the extraordinary one, to expunge it. If, 
| moreover, the doctrine now so earnestly con- 
| tended for by gentlemen was well founded, that 
"a transaction or proceeding in either House once 


changed in a letter or a comma, without a viola- 
tion of the Constitution, then Mr. Randolph, in- 
stead of the short and obvious remedy of an 
expunstion of the entry of the preceding day, 
could have, constitutionally, attained hia object 
only by a distinct ent 
ing day. 

But, sir, the Senator from Louisiana, even con- 
ceding the power of each House over entries pre- 
viously made on its Journal, contends that this 
power is limited to the current Congress, and that 


of his explanation on the | 


the Senate or House of Representatives of a suc- ; 
ceeding Congress has no control whatever over || 
the Journal of the Senate or House of Repre- | 


‘: sentatives of a preceding Congress. ‘Without 


stopping to show that this argument, even if cor- 
rect In its principle, would be wholly inapplieable 
to the Senate, which, from the successive partial 
renewals of its members, (one third of the whole 
being replaced by new elections every second 


meet the principle of the objection at once: b 


nature of the legislative trust. Itis a fundamental 
-principle in regard to legislative bodies, that’ in 
their ordained succession, by virtue of periodical 
‘elections, one Legislature has precisely as much 
-and the same power as another; a law enacted by 
| one Legislature, or in one session of a Legisla- 
ture, may be: repealed by another, or during a 
subsequent session. What one resolves another 
| may rescind; and in like manner, and on the 
same principle, one Legislature has as much and 
the same power over the legislative records as 
another. In this respect there is an.obvious and 


cial bodies; a supposed analogy in whose func- 


honorable Senator. 


It has no power, as legislative bodies have, at a 


set aside anything dane.by it at a preceding term 
or session. If error has been committed, that 
error can‘be corrected after the expiration of the 
term only by a higher tribunal, and certain lim- 
itations of time are prescribed within which even 
these appas to higher tribunals must be. prose- 
cuted. So imperative is the maxim, ‘interest 
retpublice ut sit finis likum,” the public. repose 
requires a limit to be fixed to judicial contro- 
versies. The nature of the legislative trust, how- 
ever, being altogether different, and. requiring 
that the exercise and expression of the -public 
will should: be, at all times, unfettered in matters 
of general concern, every Legislature, or session 
of a Legislature, has an unlimited contrel over 
the acts, proceedings, or resolutions of a preced- 
ing Legislature er session....: : 
. Gentlemen have been misled, asit seems to me, 
through the whole course of this discussion, by a 
supposed analogy between legislative and judicial 


from the foree of professional habits, or from a 


important distinction between legislative and judi- | 


That |: 
fact was truly entered, precisely as it occurred. ' 
| If there had been a mistake in the entry, the mo- | 


tions and proceedings has, doubtless, misled the | 
After the adjournment or | 
close of the term of a court, its proceedings, its | 
orders, its judgments, its. decrees, are final and — 
irrevocable, so far as depends on its own. aetion. | 


subsequent tetm or session, to revoke, change, or ; 


proceedings, when, in fact, none exists. - Either | 


; alteration whatever. 


hasty consideration ef the subject, we have heard 
legislative journals and judicial records constantly 
confounded, when no two things can be more 
distinct. The security of private rights, titles to 
property, real and personal, repose on the judicial 
records of the country; and hence those records 
are everywhere guarded by proper penal enact- 
ments against, unauthorized interference, or any 
i Bat in regard to legislative 
journals, while they are necessarily confided to 
the sound discretion of the respective bodies 


. whose duty it is to keep them, private rights and 


the security of property can never depend upon 
them. Important rights and interests may some- 
times be claimed or acquired, I know, under le- 
gislative acts; but those aets, if laws, are never 
spread upon the Journal; or if joint resolutions, 
they are enrolled and preserved. like the laws, 


| out of, and independently of, the Journal; and 


| both are included ia annual and authorized pub- 
' lications of the acta of Congress, which are re- 
| ceived in evidence in all the courts without further 
truly entered on its Journal, the entry must stand |: 
there to all future time, and cannot be touched or | 


proof of authenticity. 
Dismissing, for the present, Mr. President, the 


' authority of precedentg, there are cases in which, 


; would: agree that the 


i § each 


| * derogation o 


the. very 


s ident of the United States, has, i 
tive pi 


upon the mere reason of the thing, I think all 

right of this body to ex- 
punge an entry from ia Journal would be unques- 
tionable. : The Constitution requires each House 


! to.keep a Journal of its “ proceedings;”’ that is, I 


presume, its proceedings as a constitutional body, 


| acting in discharge of its appropriate constitu- 
‘tional functions. 


On: this. point I beg leave. to 
read a passage from Mr. Jefferson’s Manual, the 
authority which especially governs our proceed- 
ings in this body—a passage which seems to me 
to have an important bearing on the question. we 
have been considering: 

He says: ‘* Where the Constitution authorizes 
ouse to determine the rules of its pro- 
‘ ceedings, it must mean, in those cases, legisla- 


‘ tive, executive, or judiciary, submitted to them 


“ by: the Constitution, or in. something relating 


| £to these, and necessary towards their execu- 
year,) is a perpetual body, I choose rather to `i 
i| Sentered in the Journals having 
demonstrating its utter incompatibility with the | 


‘tion. But orders and resolutions are sometimes 
no relation to 
tances of invitations to at- 
e part in. processions, &<. 


t these, ‘such, as acce 
‘tend orations, to ta 


k 


-s These muat be understood to be.merely conven- 


‘ tional among those who.are willing to partici- 
‘pate in the- ceremony; and ares therefore,: per- 
‘haps improperly placed among the records of! the 
‘ Howse.” ; Pas ery a a a at 
The result of this asit seems to- me; very clear 
and just distinction is, that nothing is to ke re- 
garded.as properly a proceeding-of either House, 


| of which a Journal is required to be kept, but such 


acts as are done in discharge of the legislative, 
executive, or judicial functions respectively com- 
mitted to them -by the Constitution, If any act 
be done by either House not appertaining, to the 
discharge of its constitutional functions, that act 
ought to be considered as extra-official, or, as 
Mr. Jefferson expresses it, as merely conventional 
among the. members participating in it; conse- 
quently, not-as a proceeding of the body to be en- 
tered on the Journal, and if improperly placed there, 
may be, and ought to be; taken-off. . With. this 
distinction as -my guide, let me suppose a case. 


| Letus suppose that this body, imitating the irreg- 


ular practice which. has obtained in some of the 
State Legislatures, should, while gill prganized 
as a Senate, proceed to the nomination of a Pres- 
ident of ‘the United States: -let us suppose. that 
resolution which is now. proposed to be 
d had. been used, as it well might, as a 


expu Sy S 
leite sych a nomination: Jet us suppose 


prea. 


„that the President had been in his first term, and 


then the preamble and nomination. would have 
run thus: ‘* Whereas Andrew Jackson, ‘ the Pres- 
n the late execp- 
roceedings inrelation tothe public revenue, 
‘assumed upon himself authority and power not 
‘conferred by the Constitution and laws, but in 
fboth,’and has thereby proved him- 
f the confidence of a free people: 
‘Resolved, therefore, as the o inion of the-Senate, 
That —— be, and is hereby, recommended 
to the good people of the United States ay the 
most. fit and proper person to replace the said 


self-unworthy o 
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Mr. Benton’s Evpunging Resolution—Mr. Rives. 


z : : = samara 
Andrew Jackson in the office of President, ” |! is formed of wholly different materials, surely || both in temperament and principle, as an er- 


&e. 


had been adopted by the Senate, organized as it 
is at this moment, yourself in the chair, all the 
Senators in their seats, the Secretary at his table, 
the yeas and nays called upon it, and the resolu- 
tion finally entered on the Journal; could such 
a resolution, notwithstanding all the senatorial 
forms which might have accompanied it, be con- 
sidered as a proceeding of the Senate withfn the 
meaning of the Constitution? Can any one doubt 
that there would be full authority in this body, 
when it should see the error and evil tendency of 
its act, to expunge such a resolution from its 
Journal? If so, the question of power is settled ; 
and the propriety only of its exercise would then 
depend upon a question, which I will not antici- 
pate the discussion of, but which it may be well 
to suggest for the consideration of gentlemen, 
whether the resolution actually adopted on the 
occasion referred to, had more relation to the 
functions, legislative, executive, or judiciary, 
intrusted by the Constitution to this body, than 
the resolution supposed, would have had. 
While, therefore, Mr. President, I cannot doubt 
that there are cases in which an entry improperly 
placed upon our Journals may be removed or ex- 
punged therefrom by actual erasure or oblitera- 
tion, it must yet be borne in mind that no such 
obliteration or erasure is contemplated or required 
by the resolution now under consideration. lt 
contemplates a moral, not a physical expunction; 
an expunction of the act, without expunging the 
record. It seeks to deprive that act of all legal 
force and validity by applying to it the appro- 
priate and significant language of parliamentary 
condemnation; and without erasing or obliterating 
the original entry of it on the Journal, to affix to 
that entry a visible mark, which shall show in 
all time that the act there recorded, had been re- 


voked, annulled, and repudiated by the solemn : 


judgment of the Senate and the nation; so that if 
in any future search for precedent, the act be 
found, its condemnation be found inseparably 
associated with it. That this is the meaning and 
intention of the resolution, is shown by its own 
express declaration. But it is objected that, in 
that sense, the term expunged cannot be prop- 
erly used. The question, then, becomes one of 
mere verbal criticism; and surely gentlemen will 
admit that it is the privilege of public bodies, as 
well as of private individuals, to define the sense 
in which they use terms susceptible ofa difference 
of signification. This is explicitly done by the 
resolution under consideration, and all objections 
founded on the assumption of a meaning, different 
from that in which the resolution interprets and 


defines its own language, must of necessity fall | 


to the ground. But I willingly meet gentlemen 
on the question they have made, and maintain 
that the use of the word expunge, in the sense in 
which it is employed on the present occasion, is 
perfectly correct and consistent in itself, and jus- 
tified by numerous parallel examples in the usage 
of language, both in juridical and parliamentary 

roceedings. I will call the attention of m 

earned colleague (Mr. Lercu] especially, to a 
striking illustration furnished by the decisions of 
the highest courts in our own State, with which 
he is far more familiar than I can pretend to be. 
We all know, Mr. President, that, in law, a deed 
is an instrument, signed, sealed, and delivered— 
that it is an essential and indispensable element 
in its legal character that it should be sealed, and 
that a seal, in the common understanding of the 
word, and as defined, I believe, by Lord Coke 
himaelf, is an impression made on wax or wafer; 
and yet the court of appeals in Virginia—as have 
more recently, I believe, the courts in a majority 
of the other States—decided on principles of com- 
mon sense and common law, independently of 
any statutory provision on the su A 
scroll or black lines drawn in any shape to suit 
the fancy of the drawer, when declared to be in- 
tended for a seal, does, in fact, constitute a seal, 
and makes the paper to which it is attached, to 


ali intents and purposes, a sealed instrument. | 


Now, sir, if black lines can thus be made to con- 
atitute a seal, a thing which, in its ordinary sense, 


‘bad that a |: 


Mee they may be made to stand for expunging, which, 
Suppose, Mr. President, that such aresolution ` in its strictest and most literal sense, demands | 


In either - 


only the use of the same materials. 
case the declared intention stands in place of, and 
is equivalent to, the thing itself. 

Again, sir, the term cancel, if not of precisely 
the same, is certainly of very analogous import, 
to the word expunge. lts etymological meaning, 
as well as that which is given to it in the legal 
definition, is to destroy a deed or other writing 
by drawing lines across it in the form of lattice 
work. It is a principal branch of the common 
law jurisdiction of the court of chancery in Eng- 
land to cancel letters patent (which are records) 
obtained from the King upon false suggestions, 
or otherwise void. In both legal and popular 
phraseology we speak of a deed or will (also 
matters of record) being canceled by the decree 
of a court. Now, sir, in these cases, I presume 
the Lord Chancellor does not actually draw lines 
in the form of lattice work on the letters patent 
which he cancels; nor does the court run the pen 
across the will or deed which is canceled and set 
aside by its decision. On the contrary, it is the 
decision of the Chanceller or the decree of the 
court pronouncing the patent, will, or deed, to 

‘be fraudulent and void, which, per se, cancels it; 

.that is, destroys its legal validity and effect, 
while leaving the record of its material existence 
unimpaired. In like manner the word expunge, 
in the present instance, exerts its whole force on 
the legal act or precedent itself, without impairing 
the written entry of it upon our Journal. 

The illustrations furnished by familiar parlia- 
mentary proceedings, are not less forcible, while 
they have the advantage of coming still nearer 
home to us. When a motion is made and car- 
ried to strike out a clause or section in a bill, it 
is not, as I understand, actually stricken out or 
erased with the pen, but the portion voted to be 
stricken out is indicated by suitable marks, with 
a corresponding notation on the margin of the bill, 
or on aseparate paper, and is considered as stricken 
out by the mere force of the vote. What is di- 


| 
i 


rected to be done, is, by a parliamentary fiction, , 
if you choose, considered asactually done. Itis; 


a singular coincidence that, in the earlier period 
of our parliamentary history, this very word ex- 
punge, which has of late furnished such a fruitful 
theme of commentary, was habitually used instead 
of the phrase to strike out, in reference to amend- 


+ 


ments, and in the sense in which the latter phrase 


has just been explained. During the two first 
Congresses under the present Constitution, I find 
that in the Journal of this body especially, the 
word expunge is of constant recurrence; and that 
in proposing amendments to bills, the motion was 
to expunge, instead of strike out; and when car- 
ried, the clause or section which was the subject 
of the motion, was said to be expunged, though, 
as in the case of striking out, there was no actual 


punger. It may not, therefore, be improper to 
add, that this word stood in the Declaration of 
Independence not only as it came from the pen 
of Mr. Jefferson, but as it was reported to Con- 
gress, and sanctioned by the rest of the commit- 
tee, by John Adams, Benjamin Franklin, Robert 
Livingston, and Roger Sherman. What, sir, did 
these great men and illustrious patriots mean by 
expunging our *‘ former systems of government??? 
Did they mean that the royal charters, in which 
those systems of government existed and were 
delineated, were to be erased and obliterated with 
the pen, as modern commentators would have 
us believe the word expunge can only mean? No, 
sir, they meant, as we mean on the present occa- 
sion, that the institution, the act, should be ex- 
punged, leaving the record of it unimpaired. 
Having thus, sir, I hope, satisfactorily estab- 
lished the true parliamentary sense of expunging, 
permit me to say something of the thing itself. 
Attempts have been made here and clsewhere to 
represent it as something very odious and iniqui- 
tous. Now, sir, I take upon myself to say that, 
from the nature of the thing, implying necessa- 
rily a deliberate change in the public councils, it 
never can be resorted to in a representative Gov- 
ernment but with the sanction, and under the 
authority of the people, and in their hands will 
never be used but for the vindication of their 
rights and of the principles of their fundamental 
law. In the history of our British ancestors, sir, 
it comes down to us through a long line of glori- 
ous traditions. In that country it has been the 
instrument by which every great principle of civil 
and political liberty has been successfully vindi- 
cated and established. How was expunging used, 
sir, in the celebrated case of John Hampden and 
ship-money in 1640? We all know, sir, that in 
that case the King claimed an arbitrary power to 
levy upon the people, at his own discretion, what- 
ever imposition he might deem necessary for the 
support of the Government and the defense of 
the kingdom. This enormous usurpation was 
sanctioned by the judges, not merely in an extra- 
judicial opinion irregularly obtained from them, 
ut in their solemn judgment rendered in the Ex- 
chequer Chamber against John Hampden for his 
refusal to pay the odious tribute exacted of him. 
These iniquitous proceedings were afterwards 
expunged in the high court of Parliament; and by 
that expunction the great principle of free govern- 
ment, that the people can be taxed only with 
their consent, given through their representatives 
—that principle which gave birth to our own 
glorious Revolution, was, for the first time, suc- 
cessfully and irrevocably established. In the case 


of Skinner and the East India Company in 1669, 


erasure, which it is now contended the word ne- ; 


cessarily imports. From its frequent recurrence 
in the same application, in Yates’s report of the 
proceedings of the Convention which formed the 


i Constitution, we are authorized to infer that its 


use in the same sense was also familiar among 
: trious assembly. 

ii But there is an example of its use which I can- 
‘i not forbear to mention. In the draft of the dec- 
| laration of independence this significant word is 
|; used in the very sense which is assigned to it on 
i| the present occasion. After stating the funda- 


i mental principle of the right of the people to alter 


i: dence requires should not be exercised for light 
and transient causes; and accordingly, that all 
'! experience hath shown mankind more disposed 
to suffer, while evils are sufferable, than to abol- 
: ish the forms to which they are accustomed, the 
following pregnant sentence occurs: ‘Such has 
u been the patient endurance of these colonics, 
i and such is now the necessity which constrains 
i them to expunge their former systems of govern- 
‘| ment.”’ 

| Now, sir, as Mr. Jefferson was what Lord 
|j Clarendon, Í think, called John Hampden, a root 
i| and branch man, he might be considercd, perhaps, 


i the learned statesmen who composed that illus- | 


or abolish their institutions—a right which pru- : 


< person of the Prince of Orange, 


to which 1 have heretofore referred, what was the 
great principle involved? In addition to that ul- 
timate appellate jurisdiction in questions of law, 
of which the House of Lords in England has been 
long possessed, it claimed, on that occasion, 
cognizance of original suits, in utter subversion 
of the trial by jury. By being forced at last, by 
the noble resistance of the House of Commons, 
to expunge the judgment they had pronounced, 
and their other proceeding in that memorable case, 
they renounced finally this dangerous claim of 
original jurisdiction, and the glorious institution 
of our Anglo-Saxon ancestors, the great bulwark 
of British and American freedom, the trial by 
jury, was thus triumphantly rescued and main- 


_ tained. j 


- called together in the emergen 


In the case of the protest of the Tory lords in 
1690, to which I have also had occasion to refer, 
the principle involved and finally vindicated by 
this odious process of expunging, was even of a 
deeper and more vital character. The Senate 
will recollect that the clause in the recognition 
bill, to which the Tory lords objected, and against 
which they entered their protest, was one assert- 
ing the validity of the acts of the Convention Par- 
liament—that Parliament under whose auspices 
the glorious revolution of 1688 had just been 
achieved. The Tory lords were unwilling to 
recognize the validity of its acts, because 1t was 
l cy of a great crisis, 
the voice of the nation itself, speaking 1n the 
and without the 


by 
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formality of the King’s writ, which these lords 
held was indispensable under all circumstances, 
to constitute alawful Parliament. This objection, 
formally recorded in their protest, struck at the 
vital principle of the revolution which had just 
been accomplished—the sovereign right of the 
people to alter or abolish their institutions without 
a slavish submission to preéxisting forms. The 
House, therefore, ordered their protest, which 
had been regularly entered on the Journal, to be 
expunged, and in doing so worthily vindicated 
the vital principle of the right of the people to 
change, modify, or abolish their institutions, 
whenever it shall seem to them good, a principle 
which stands in the very front of the declaration 
of American independence, and is even more 
essential to American than British liberty. 

The case of the Middlesex election, which gave 


-There the great right of the people freely to 
choose their own representatives was vindicated 
and established by expungine a resolution of the 
House of Commons, adop 
ard which was justly described as ‘ subversive 
of the rights of the whole body of electors in the 
kingdom.” We have seen, then, this denounced 
and calumniated process of expunging, through 
two centuries of British freedom, used as the 
efficacious instrument by which every great con- 
atitutional right, every cardinal principle of pop- 
ular liberty dear to the hearts of freemen, has 
been successfully vindicated and redeemed: in 


1640, the right of the people to be taxed only with |; 


their own consent; in 1769, the right to jury trial; 


in 1690, that right, which is the mother of all |: 


others, the right of the people to organize, mod- 
ify, or abolish their political institutions at their 
own pleasure; in 1682, that right, which forms 
the practical security for the rest, the right of the 
le freely to choose their own representatives. 
n view of these facts it is no exaggeration to say 
that every cardinal principle of Britishand Amer- 
‘ican freedom has, at one period or another, been 
vindicated and established by this remedial but 
‘calamniated process of expunging. . 

I have already remarked, Mr. President, that 
this remedy for the abuse of delegated power can 
never be resorted to, in a representative Govern- 
ment, but with the deliberate sanction and under 
the formal authority of the people. Expunging 
is, in fact, the embodied and potential voice of 
the people, bursting, by its legitimate power, the 
doors of legislative assemblies, and correcting, in 
the most solemn form, the deviations and assump- 
tions of their servants. It necessarily implies a 
change in the public councils by the operation 
of the public will; for the body which has com- 
mitted an error or been guilty of a usurpation, 
‘remaining constituted as it was, will not be the 
willing instrument of correcting or expunging its 
‘own wrong. Accordingly, in every one of the 
eases which I have mentioned, the final parlia- 
mentary action has been preceded by the ma- 
tured, the settled, the irreversible judgment of 
the public mind. In the case of Hampden and 
the ship-money, the proceedings which were es- 
punged took place in 1637; the expunction fol- 
lowed, three years after, in 1640. In the mean 
‘time the public mind had been anxiously and 
intensely exercised on the subject; the question 
had been publicly and solemnly argued before all 
the judges in the exchequer chamber, from time 
to time, through a period of six months. After 
their decision was pronounced, the merits of that 
decision continued to furnish the theme of able 
‘and earnest discussion at the bar of public opin- 
‘lon; and finally the settled judgment of the na- 
-Uon was carried into execution, by the order of 
‘the high court of Parliament, for expunging the 
rolls of the obnoxious proceedings. In the case 
‘of Skinner and the East India Company, in like 
manner, the question between the two Houses 
‘was pending, and earnestly debated before the 
nation, for eighteen months; and the House of 

ommons was but the organ of the settled public 
opinion of the country in finally wresting from 
the lords the expunction of their dangerous and 
illegal proceedings. In the case of the protest 
of the Tory lords, in 1690, the great principle 


fourteen years ago, | 
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involved had been kept constantly before the 


public mind by the profound interest awakened 
by the revolution of 1688; and the faithful and 
patriotic Whigs of that day but acted out a delib- 
erate and foregone conclusion in the public judg- 
ment by expunging a protest which assailed the 
vital principle of popular sovereignty. In the 


i: case of the Middlesex election the question had 


l been pending before the nation for fou 


| Eleven of the sovereign 


| supposed it to be unnecessar 


] h rteen long 
years; during which time it had been the subject 
of public discussion in every possible form— 
popular, parliamentary, and legal; in meetings 
of the people, in both Houses of Parliament, and 
incidentally before the judicia! tribunals of the 
‘country. Public opinion was never more ma- 
turely formed, more: fully expressed, or more 


| faithfully represented, than in the order for ex- 
n M, W | punging the unconstitutional and obnoxious res- | 
rise to another instance of expunging in 1782, is ; 
perfectly familiar to the minds of the Senate. | 


olution in that case. 

So it is, sir, on the present occasion. It is this 
day precisely two years since the resolution now 
proposed to be expunged was adopted by this 

ody. During the whole of that period the pub- 
lic attention has been constantly recalled to it by 


discussions of the press—by thé calm and self- 
directed inquiries of the public mind. The sub- 
ject has been constantly under the consideration 
of the people in one form or another. Every tem- 
porary and artificial excitement has passed by, 


en made up, and in grent part pronounced. 


the expunction of this resolution fròm our Jour- 


that four or five more desire to, and would ap- 
prove of it, though they have not yet spoken in 
an authoritative form, probably because they have 

ve do so. The 
judgment of our constituents, then—ofthe people 
and of the States—has passed on this transaction 
consider the résolution adopted by this body on 
unjust, as unconstitutional; and the more alarm- 
ing as proceeding from that branch of the Fed- 
eral Legislature which is the most irresponsible, 
and as tending dangerously to increase its power, 
already sufficiently great. On these grounds they 
! demand that that resolution be expunged from 
| our Journal; and seeing not the slightest consti- 
tutional impediment to the remedial process for 
which they have indicated their preference, I, for 
one, Mr. President, will cheerfully obey their 
voice. 


REORGANIZATION OF THE MILITIA. 


SPEECH OF HON. R. H. GILLET, 
. OF NEW YORK, : 
Iw rae Hovse or REPRESENTATIVES,’ 


March 14, 1836, 
On the Resolutions of the Legislature of New York relating 
i to the Militia. 

Mr. GILLET said, that among the resolutions 
heretofore passed by the Legislature of the State 
of New York, and now presented by him, he 
wished to call the attention of the House to the 
following: , a 

“ Resolved, That our Senators in Congress be instructed, 
| and our Representatives be requested, to use their exertions 
to procure such amendments to the acts of Congress organ- 
izing the militia, as shall relieve the people, as far as prac- 
ticable, from the burdens of the system, without impairing 
its efficiency.” 3 : 

He desired that this resolution should go for 
consideration to the standing Committee on the 
Militia, and with the view of presenta distinct 
propositione for their action, he moved the fol- 
owing instructions: 3 

That the committee inquire into the expediency 
of so altering the laws relating to the militia as to 

rovide— ; 
F Firat, That all free white able-bodied male 


a 


tates of the Union have | 
spoken, and spoken authoritatively, demanding | 


nals. There can be but little hazard in saying | 


—I believe, irrevocably passed upon it. They | 


the 28th March, 1834, as irregular, as illegal; as | 
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ii less than six day 


j| able and eloquent debates here—by the searching || 


and the public judgment has been left to its own | 
| Self-balanced wisdom to pronounce on the issue | 
joined before it. Its decision, I believe, sir, has | 
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citizens of the United States, between twenty-one 
and forty-five years of age, shall be enrolled in 
the militia. 

Second. That of the persons so enrolled, all 
| who are under twenty-seven years of age shall, 
once in each year, be called out for a period not 
8, and remain under arms during 
_ that period, with a view of improvement in mili- 
' tary discipline and martial exercise; and such 
|, persons to be minute-men, and to be first called 
|, upon in case of insurrection or invasion. 
i| Third. That the persons who are so called out, 
j| and remain under arms, shall receive a reasonable 
| compensation for their time. 

Fourth. That the Government of the United 
States shall furnish, at proper depositions, for 


|| the use of the persons thus called out, all needful 


tents, arms, and accouterments. 
Fifth. That there shall be deposited, at the 
proper points on the frontiers and sea-board, all 


i| necessary and proper arms, including brass can- 


i non and accouterments and ammunition, to sup- 
ply the enrolled militia, when called into actual 
service in defense of the country. i 

The Constitution of the United States has 
vested in Congress the power “to provide for 
‘ organizing, arming, and disciplining the militia, 
| § and for governing such part of them as may be 
i employed in the service of the United States; re- 
: * serving to the States respectively the appointment 
‘ of the officers, and the authority of training the 
‘ militia, according to the discipline prescribed by 
€ Congress.” ; 

This provision had emanated from those who 
had pledged their lives, their property, and sacred 
honor, in the cause of liberty — those who had 
| Duy appreciated the. evils of a standing army, 

and had referred to them as one just cause for re- 
gisting British sovereignty. The wisdom of this 
provision has seldom been questioned; and there 
are few known to the public, who would hazard 

a reputation, by advocating the abandonment of 
militia, and the substitution of a standing army. 

The potency of the latter in controlling and di- 

recting events, not connected with their legitimate 

employment, has been too frequently and forcibly 

‘illustrated, to be soon forgotten; while the former 

has, on all occasions, been found a safe, cheap, 

and efficient power, when properly directed, in 
aiding the civil authority'in the due exercise of 
its power, in the execution of process, the sup- 
pression of domestic violence, and in repelling 

Invasion. When the citizen soldier has accom- 
plished the objects which called him toarms, and 
fulfilled the requirements of duty to his country, 
he joyously bids adieu to the tented field, and the 
horror and havoc of war, resumes his station in 

society, and enjoys the blessings of peace and 
tranquillity in the bosom of his family. The 

; whole aim of his military life is to protect and 

reserve his country, and secure to himself and 
fis fellow-citizens the enjoyment of freedom at 
their own fire-side. While the hired mercenary 
of Europe is impelled by his appetite for bounty, 
the American citizen soldier has no motive. but 
the glory of his country, and the peace and hap- 
piness of its citizens, Bale ; 

In order, however, to secure to the country this 
efficient, safe, and available force, it is necessary 
to secure a proper organization of the militia. 
The present organization does not produce the 
desired result. Soon after the adoption of the 
Conatitution, when the whole number of free 
white inhabitants in thie Union amounted to only 
about three millions, a law was passed organizing 
the militia. It bears date May 8, 1792. This 
law requires all free white able-bodied persons, 
between the ages of eighteen and forty-five years, 
to equip themselves and perform military duty. 
With slight modifications this law remains with- 
out alteration. This act was passed when our 
population was limited in number, and at a time 
when the Indians were hanging upon our exten- 
sive frontier, with hostile feelings. The country 
has undergone a change; but no corresponding 
change has been made in our law regulating this 
subject, although it has long been desired, and 
without it the system must sink. It now receives, 


for the want of proper legislative attention, much 
of public contempt. 
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The Constitution of the United States, in pre- | 
scribing the duties of the President, says: | 

« He shall, from time to time, give to the Congress in- 
formation of the state of the Union, and recommend to 
cheir consideration such measures as he shall judge neces- 
sary and expedient.” 


Under the direction given in this clause of the 
Constitution, the subject of the more efficient 
and proper organization of the militia, has been 
recommended by the different Presidents, in all 
thirty-two differenttimes, commencing with Gen- 
eral Washington’s inaugural address. 

Mr. Jefferson is now allowed by all to have 
possessed clear and correct views in everything | 
that relates to the good of his country. His 
opinions are at this day taken as the true stand- 
ard on all such subjects. In his message to Con- 
gress, in 1805, he said: 


« Whether it will be necessary to augment our land forces 
will be decided by occurrences probably in the course of |. 


your session. In the mean time, you will consider whether 
it would not be expedient for a state of peace, as well as of 
war, so to organize or class the militia as would enable us, , 
on a sudden emergency, to call for the service of the younger | 
portions, unincumbered with the old and those having fam- 
ilies. Upwards of three hundred thousand able-bodied men, 
between the ages of eighteen and twenty-six years, which 
the last census shows we may now count within our limits, 
will furnish a competent number for offense or defense, in 
any point where they may be wanted, and will give time 
for raising regular forces, after the necessity of them shall 
become certain; and the reducing to the early period of 
life all its active services, cannot but be desirable to our , 
younger citizens of the present as well as future times, 
inasmuch as it engages to them in more advanced age a 
quiet and undisturbed repose in the bosom of their families. 
I cannot, then, but earnestly recommend to your early con- 
sideration the expediency of so modifying our militia system | 
as, by a separation of the more active part from that which | 
‘s less so, we may draw from it, when necessary, an effi- 
cient corps, fit for real and active service, and to be called 
ia regular rotation.” 


These suggestions, so pertinent and valuable, 
have been amplified and adopted by General 
Jackson, in his message to Congress at the open- 
ing of its present session. His opinions on this 
subject are entitled to great respect and considera- 
tion, as there are few who will deny to him high 
consideration as a military man, and a defender | 
of his country. In his message, he says: 


‘Occurrences to which we, as well as all other nations, 
are liable, both in our internal and external relations, point 
to the necessity of an efficient organization of the militia. | 
Iam again induced, by the importance of the subject, to 
bring it to your attention. To suppress domestic violence, 
and to repel foreign invasion, should these calamities over- 
take us, we must rely, in the first instance, upon the great | 
Dody of the community, whose will has instituted, and : 
whose power must support, the Government. A large stand- | 
ing military force is not consonant to the spirit of our insti- | 
tutions, nor to the feelings of our countrymen; and the 
lessons of former days, and those also of our own times, 
show the danger, as well as the enormous expense, of these 
permanent and extensive military organizations. That just 
medium which avoids an inadequate preparation on one 
‘hand, and the danger and expense of a large force on the 
other, is what our constituents have a right to expect from 
their Government. ‘This object can be attained only by the | 
maintenance of 3 small military force, and by such an or- 


i 


ganization of the physical strength of the country as may | 


bring this power into operation whenever its services are 
required. A classification of the population offers the most 
obvious means of effecting this organization. Such a di- 
vision may be made as will be just to all, by transferring 
each, at a proper period of life, from one class to another, 
and by calling first for the services of that class, whether 


| such an arrangement, and in giving the necessary element- | 


; ary instruction. 


We are happily at peace with all the 


i 
i 


: world. A sincere desire to continue so, anda fixed determ- : 
! ination to give no just cause of offense to other nations, ` 


: furnish, unfortunately, no certain grounds of expectation 
that this relation will be uninterrupted. With this determ- 
ination to give no offense is associated a resolution, equally 
decided, tamely to submit to none. The armor and the atti- 
tude of defense afford the best security against those col- 
lisions which the ambition, or interest, or some other passion 
of nations not more justifiable, is liable to produce. In 
many countries it is considered unsafe to put arms into the 
hands of the people, and to instruct them in the elements of 
military knowledge. That fear can have no place here when 
itis recollected that the people are the sovereign power. 
Our Government was instituted, and is supported by the 

; ballot-box, not by the musket. Whatever changes await it, 
still greater changes must be made in our social institutions 

! before our political system can yield to physical force. In 

! every aspect, therefore, in which I can view the subject, I 
am impressed with the importance of a prompt and efficient 

organization of the militia.” 

© Mr. G. said the conclusions of his judgment 
accorded very nearly with the President’s, as 
would be observed by reference to the proposi- 
tions he had submitted. 

i Itis objected to the present system—first, that 

_the number required to perform militia duty is 

' unnecessarily large. 
objection. The present organization was adapted 
to the times at which .it was produced. The 
number of persons liable to perform duty under 
it at that time cannot now be ascertained; but, 
judging from the amount of population then and 
now, it may be fairly estimated at about two 
hundred and fifty thousand. This militia force 
was then considered amply sufficient to protect 


our extended and varied frontiers under the most |! 


adverse circumstances. Thecountry haschanged, 
but there is no modification of the system. The 
law that then secured the services of two hundred 
and fifty thousand, now imposes duty upon about 
a million and a half of persons. These men are 
called out, upon an average, at least three days in 
each year. 


This is a true and a valid i 


f their time and expenses are valued | 


at one dollar per day, it forms an aggregate of ` 


four million five hundred thousand dollars per 
annum. The welfare of this country does not 
require such an annual tax, which falls almost 
exclusively upon that class which is least able to 
bear it. To obviate this objection, he had pro- 
posed merely to enroll a large force, but not to 
require any duty of a very large portion of the 
persons composing it, except when. called into 
actual service. 
The second objection is, that the present law 
‘ requires the service of minors who are eighteen 
or upwards, while their time and services belong 
to the parent, and that the parent is compelled to 
equip his sons. This objection is not without its 
force: There is little justice in requiring of one 
' who is paying, or has paid, on his own account, 
the militia tax, to give up the time of his sons for 
this purpose; and much less justice in requiring 
him to purchase arms for them. This period, 
_with very many young men, is spent at school, 
‘and in other employments, which render it incon- 
venient for them to meet the requirements of such 
| a law. Moralists have long objected to minors 
| entering upon those duties at such an age. He 
ment should be at the age of twenty-one years. 
: This is the period when young men he finished 
| their education, and become masters of their own 
| actions—when they become entitled to the privi- 


for instruction or action, which from age is qualified for 


duty, and may be ealled to perform it with least injury to | 
themselves or to the public. Should the danger ever become © 


so imminent as to require additional force, the other classes 
in succession would be ready for the call. And if, in addi- 


tion to this organization, voluntary associations were en- | 


couraged, and inducements held out for their formation, our 
militia would be in a state of efficient service. Now, when 


we are at peace, is the proper time to adjust and establish - 


a practicable system. The object is certainly worth the ex- : 
periment and worth the expense. No one appreciating the 
blessings of a republican Government can object to his - 
share of the burden which sucha plan may impose. Indeed, 
a moderate portion of the national funds could scarccly be 
better applied than in carrying into effect and continuing | 


: and responsibility of protecting and defending 
| the country from all foreign or domestic aggres- 
sions. 

A third objection is, that those whose charac- 
ter and standing in society qualify them to sus- 
tain the credit and respectability of the militia, 
are exempt from duty. The weight of this ob- 


ta 


! 


the exemptions. f | t 
found that those who participate in the honors 


| 
| 


| 


{ 


had provided that the earliest period of enroll- , 


: leges of freemen, and should share in the honor ' 


jection rests upon the extent and character of | 
In some of the States it will be | 


of certain public employments, and those engaged ` 


in certain professions and callings, are exempt 
_from duty. 


| Mr. G. sai 


d he knew of no one whose station i; 


` terments. 


in society, or whose calling, exalted him above 

the obligation of defending his country. He hoped 

no man was considered above defending it. He 

who administers justice in the forum, and he who 
| performs the sacred rites of our religion at the 
altar, might well aid in giving dignity and sanc- 
tity to the glorious employment of protecting and 
defending our altars, our wives, our children, and 
ourhomes, While the most distinguished classes 
are exempt from duty, the service sinks in disre- 
pute, and it becomes the scorn and contempt of 
those who ought to be its chief supporters, if not 
of the whole community. 

He had made no provision to allow any ex- 
empts; and he confidently expected that the effect 
of enrolling all would be to place the protecting 
our country on elevated ground. Should he ever 
meet a man who looked upon defending it as be- 
neath him, he should place him on the catalogue 
of the enemies of the country. 

The fourth objection is that the arms and ac- 
couterments now in the hands of the militia are 
not generally fit for actual immediate service. 

Mr. G. said he was well aware of the validity 
| of this objection. Not an inconsiderable portion 

of the arms now met with in the ranks of the 

militia were such as would not be tolerated in the 
: Army. 
Mr. G. said we have two national armories, 
| one at Springfield and the other at Harper’s Ferry, 
at which arms are fabricated for the use of the 
regular Army. At these the musket now costa 
$12 25, and the accouterments complete cost 
$3 01, making $15 26. Hall’s rifle costs $17 50, 
and the accouterments for it, $4 05, making $21 55. 
The carbine costs $18. Since the Revolution 
| great improvements have been made in the man- 
ufacture of powder, and it now has nearly double 
the strength it then had. It follows, of course, 
that a corresponding change is required in the 
strength of the musket. That change is now 
introduced in our armories, and hereafter they 
will not only possess the requisite strength, but 
will be so constructed that each part of a musket 
will fit any other one of a like construction. 

In addition to the two national armories, there 
| are Six private anes, at which such arms are made 

as are designed to be distributed under the law 
of 1808, providing for the arming of the militia. 
At each of these armories all arms are inspected 
and proved by agents of the ordnance department, 
| before they are received by the Government, At 
| these trials many are condemned. Others, that 
| have been in the use of the Government, are con- 
| demned as unfit for the Army. All these con- 
| demned arms are now sold, and a vast number of 
| them are found in the hands of the militia. That 
very many of them are worse than useless all 
| must admit; and he hoped hereafter measures 
| would be adopted to prevent the increase of this 
_ evil. 
| Mr. G. said he would add, that some of these 
refuse and condemned muskets were sold as low 
as $4.50. Another portion, now in the hands of 
‘the militia, were the relics of our former wars, 
of different magnitudes and constructions, and 
covered with the rust of the last century, and 
many in the worst possible order. He thought 
many a regiment, if faced about to meet an en- 
emy, would find a very large portion of their 
arms quiteincompetent for defense. Many, also, 
would prave far more fatal to their possessor than 
to the enemy. Their faultiness would prove 
_fruitful in disasters, produce confusion and dis- 
may, which would be likely to end in defeat and 
disgrace. 
| To guard against the evils calculated to flow 
from this source, he had proposed that the Gov- 
i ernment should furnish all the arms and accou- 
Then all the articles used would be 
of the best quality, and fit for instant use. 

The soldier requires the same guarantee from 
the Government of the goodness of the arms with 
which he defends the country, as he does of the 
genuineness of the coingin which his wages should 
be paid. Why should the militia man, the effi- 
cacy of whose first aim may so materially affect 
the question of success, be supplied with an 1n- 
ferior article? It may be said he should buy the 
genuine article; in reply to which it may be asked, 
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where can it be purchased? The valuable pro- 
ducts of the national armories are not thrown into 
market for sale; and, if they were, self-interest 
or necessity would induce a large majority to 
purchase the C ccour 

cheapness. The poor article, which is one of 
mercantile speculation, is almost the only one 
within his reach. Hence the militia are compelled 
to purchase the refuse article thrown from your 
armories, the like article from abroad, or such as 


Reorganization 


inferior article on account of its | 


i 
i 


are manufactured by individuals on speculation, ` 


where there is no guarantee of quality beyond the 
external appearance. It is useless to require the 
militia to furnish their own arms when they are 
so seldom fit for actual service. TheGovernment 
should furnish them, and keep them at such places 


as will enable the minute men at all times to be ; 


supplied with a first rate safe article, to be re- 
turned when ño longer needed. 


A fifth objection is, that no military knowledge : 


is derived from the ordinary trainings. - 

Mr. G: said he could not admit the truth of 
this objection to the full extent. In many sections 
of the Union there are those who profit largely 
by their efforts at improvement. hole com- 
panies, and even whole regiments, had arrived at 
a state of discipline worthy an American militia, 
and even a peeuiar army. His own personal 
knowledge enabled him to say that military talent 
had been frequently developed at niilitia train- 
ings that would not suffer by comparison with 


much in the regular service. Still it must. be | 


admitted, that less military knowledge had been 
generally acquired than a due regard to our wel- 
fare required. The average time that persons 
now train, in each year, is about three days, 
making an aggregate, during the twenty-seven 
yaa of service required by law, of eighty-one 
ays. It had not been customary to call out the 
privates more than one day at a time; and the 
-consequence had been, that 
they usually forgot much of what they had pre- 
‘viously learned. By the time the words of com- 
-mand become intelligible to them, the exercise 
was ended. He proposed to require the trainings 
to continue at least a week. During this con- 
tinuous period much instructign might be im- 
parted, which would not soon be forgotten. The 
te of service would be lessened more than 

one half, while the improvement would be quad- 
rupled. Instead of requiring eighty-one days’ 
service during the whole term, only thirty-six 
would be exacted, making a saving of forty-five 


days. 

Mr. G. thought it impossible to keep up a mili- 
tary spirit in the country, without trainings and 
martial exhibition. He would ask when it was 
that gentlemen felt the beating of the high mili- 
tary pulse? ‘The answer must be, at the time 
they saw a brilliant military array, conducted in 
an orderly manner. He well recollected it was 
these exhibitions, that induced him, at an early 
age, to leave the quiet enjoyments of home for 
the ak of war, and regret still lingered in his 
bosom that parental authority had defeated his 
purpose of doing so. The periodical. and pro- 
tracted trainings which he had proposed, would 
develop the military talent required in case of 
‘actual service, and would foster a spirit that 
would never yield. to any opposing force. It 
would prepare a corps of active young men read 
for any emergency, the very existence of whic 
-Would preserve domestic quiet, and prevent all 
invasions. It would restrain the turbulent spirit 
of the Indians in the West, and cause: them to 
respect our authority, which they would. other- 
‘wise contemn. It would algo restrain. the out- 
breakings of that spirit which had been attempted 
to be excited at the South, by-the mischievous- 
“eas or wickedness of fanaticism. - 

The sixth objection urged against the present 

w, is that it requires every person to equip him- 
self at his own expense, i : 

Mr. G. said he had, when discussing the quality 
of equipments in the hands of the militia, partially 
examined this point. He was of the opinion the 
true basis of all taxation is property. The tax 
should be laid, not upon the individuals, but upon 
the wealth of the country. No one would pre- 
tend that it would be just or consistent with the 


ween the trainings | 


|: free government, d 
i: ositions, that arms‘ should be furnished by the 
| Government at its own expense. 
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spirit of our institutions to tax the man who was 


not worth a dollar the same that you would one 
worth ten thousand dollars. Such a proposition 
would find favorin no quarter. If it should ever 
become necessary to lay a direct tax, is there a 
single member in this House who would propose 
to tax every individual, let him have much or 
little property, the same sum? Would any one 


sition to tax all the free white able- 
between eighteen. and forty-five years of age, the 
sum of fifteen dollars, leaving all others untaxed. 
The ordinary expense of a good musket, bayonet, 
and accouterments, is about fifteen dollars, while 
the same quality of rifles and appendages cost 
about twenty. The law which requires certain 
of our citizens to provide themselves with equip- 


|: ments, rests in equity upon the same foundation 


as the tax just mentioned. It is equally unjust, 
and as much at variance with the principles of 
e had provided in his prop- 


Mr. G. said that the principle of the law which 
exacts a service in time of one citizen, not re- 
quired of another without compensation, rests 
upon the foundation just mentioned. To indi- 
viduals, it was of little consequence whether you 
require of them a day’s labor, or their earnings 
fora day. It is alike a tax. With the militia it is 
a tax, not imposed upon the community gener- 
ally, but it falls usually upon that class of persons 
least able to bear it. What reason can beas- 
aigned why a man, under forty-five, of the same 
wealth, should. pay a tax from which his neigh- 
bor, who isa year older, is exempt? Why should 
we make a man, who is able-bodied, pay a tax 


from which a neighbor is exempt, because he has | 


| some slight personal defect, which may-not fa 


vent him from constant labor? Mr. G. 
could seè no reason why those who were for- 
tunaté eno to hold official stdtions, and those 
who devoted themselves to particalar elevated call- 
ings, showld be exempt from taxes imposed on 


-others in humble walks in life. They needed the 


-protection of the Government ag much ás others, 
‘and should equally partieipate in the hardahipa 
and expenses of défending it. There should 
no privileged orders. The laws should pratect 
all, and all should be required to aid in their sup- 
port in the preservation of freedom. ae 
The same rule which you.apply to others serv- 
ing the public-ought to be applied to those who 
serve it as militia~men. Notan officer, from the 
President to the least important town officer, goes 
unrewarded for his services. Every one is paid 
in proportion to the estimated value of his ser- 
vices. May you not as weil call upon those pub- 
lic officers who serve but a few days in a-year in 
civil duties, to.do-so for nothing, as to ask itin- 
discriminately from those who are enrolled in the 
militia? “The injastice of this tax hed been dis- 
tinetly admitted by legislation in the State he had 
the honor in part to represent. - A small number 
of the -miliția (non-commissioned officers) had 
been exempted from’a certain portion of:the State 


tax, in consequence of the conceded and -glaring 


inequality of the tax imposed upon them. . The 
only reason why they are exempted from. the 
State tax (highway labor) is that they bear the 
militia tax in-a greater degree than others, 
The object designed to be obtained by the 
establishment of our Federal Government is stated 
in the Constitution to. be, “ to- form a’ more per- 
‘fect Union,- establish justice, insure domestic 
‘ tranquillity, to provide for the common defense, 
Pons the general welfare, and ‘seeure the 
‘blessings of liberty.” To- accomplish. these 
purposes, the Constitution had given the General 


Government certain powers, and he had net heard 


-President and every Congress since Washington 


a doubt expressed, but what it extended ag far as 
was necessary to sustain his-propositions; Every 

‘g 
time had sanctioned laws which could stand upon 
no broader foundation than the principle he con- 
tended for.. Under a power in these words, ‘to 


. raise and support armies,” during General Wash- 


ington’s administration, a school wag establish- 
ed at West Point, where young men were educa- 
-ted.at the expense of the Government, go as to 


' the 
expect the concurrence of the. A ee in a propo- |, 
odied citizens || 


og propone a 


-hearty approval. 


serve and- petpetuate our 
| about one Eaton five hund 


; iep- The number of brass cannon istwo hun- 
, d ninety-nine; r 

Papen eead The latest-returns to the Adju- 
‘tant General’s office show—in arene ninety 


‘bia, one hundred and forty-four muskets, 
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develop and secure in the countty military know) 
edge, a small portion of whom find their way into 
the Army. There is certainly more reason for 
disciplining and improving those whose services 
are certain to be at the command of Government, 
than in educating those who may or may not 
form a part of the defense of the country. Under 
wer ‘to provide and maintain a Navy,” 
teachers were employed, and young men taught, 
‘and he believed a school of instruction had often 
the Navy Department, if not 
e was not, however, aware of 


by Presidents. 


| any being instructed who were not already in the 


service of the country, and in this respect they 
were on a footing with the militia, Every Con- 
gress since its establishment, he believed, had 
voted appropriations for West Point. While that 


| institution was sustained, he could net conceive 


how the expense of “organizin , arming, and 
disciplinin Pike militia,” could be ooed to. If 
these words do not authorize the Government to 
expend money, then he would inquire, by what 
authority does Congress purchase and distribute 
-books of instraction for militia officers, and upon 
what authority rests the act of the 23d of April, 
1808, appropriating $200,000 annually, for ‘the 
purpose of * providing arms and military equip- 
ments for the whole body to the militia?” He 
thought this law was an emphatic admission on 
the part of Congress that at least the burden of 
purchasing arms ‘ought not to'be borne. by the 
militia who performed.duty. ‘The right to relieve 
from one part of the tax must be as great as itis 
in the other; and the duty of Congress to exercise 
that right at a proper:periéd seemed to him to be 
equally imperative. as eS 

Mr. G. said he sincerely hoped that Congress, 
before the close of this session, would suspend 


ja portion of those discussions, which seemed 


to have little effect, except exhibit ebullitions of 
political or -personal ‘feeling, and do an: act of 
Justice to the militia. Questions of order were of 


‘far less: uence to the country than a well- 
regulated ‘and efficient system of public defense. 
He wished to see the efforts of the militia at im- 


‘provement as elevated as their deeds had been 


iglorioua at Plattsburg and New Orleans. He 
hoped te: see the time when this important arm 
of the:public defense should no longer be spoken 
of with contempt and riditule. -> , 
T'he. law of 1808 was designed to:be the means 
of placing arms in the handa, or within the reach 
of ‘‘ the whole bady of the militia of the United 
States.*? Two purposes were had in view—to aid 


in the public defense, and to relieve the people 
from the burden of providing themselves with 
arms. The manner of the distribution was left to 


-be provided for by the State Legislatures. This 
had been different in different States.. In Ohio, 
he had understood, the arms were kept.in depos- 
-itories within certain districts, were used at train- 
ings, and returned.. ‘This accorda-with the evi- 
‘dent intention of the law of 1808, and met his 

But why should we stop at thie annual appro- 
priation of $200,000? We are daily told of dibe 


‘calamities that are: to fall upon and overwhelm 
-ug; because we have so many millions in our 


Treasury. May nat this money very rightfully 


and patriotically be ‘used in furnishing the arms 


and other meane ar pa e the country is bites 
thete-a mi Object $! i re- 
e Ae 
red thousand, 
enrolled:in:the-United States, and among all theae 


the Jatest ‘returns show but about four ‘hundred 
akniteund -muskete: and rifles, including man y 


fowling-pieces. It 


may be-safely seid that not 
n one half-of gi ns 


e are fit for. botual ser- 


iron ‘cannon, three hundred 


eight muskets, ani seven hundred and thirty-two | 
rifles; Missouri; seventy musketa, and one hun- 
dred and fifty-seven rifles; the District of coe 
not a cannon in either, except 
. Diinois, Florida, and Arkan- 
If these returns are 


sixty-six rifles; 
four in the latter. . 
sas do not return any arms. 
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ut the country in a better state of defense. 
fad referred to these States and Territories in no 
spirit of unkindness; on the contrary, he wished 
to see the necessary steps taken to put them ina 
better condition. His attention had been turned 
toward those on the frontiers to ascertain their 
condition and their ability to repress Indian hos- 
tilities. There were men there, noble and brave 
men; but he looked in vain for the weapons of | 
defense. He had looked in vain for that exhibi- 
tion of strength and power which were likely to 
deter and repress savage vindictiveness. The 
weakness of these border States invite the toma- 
hawkand scalping-knife. It sufficiently accounted 
for the Black Hawk war and the present struggle 
in Florida. These two wars alone will cost mil- 
lions. Half of their expense properly used in 
arming and disciplining the militia on those fron- 
tiers would have prevented the effusion cf blood 
—would have secured the persons and property 
of our fellow-citizens, and Font in awe those sav- 
age hordes whose friendships so often changed 
to hatred when the fear of chastisement no longer 
restrains them. 

Is it consistent with the honor and dignity of 
this Government? is itcompatible with the lessons 
of experience, to continue the present state of 
things? From these returns, it appears that only 
about one fourth of the whole militia have arms. 
It is true that there may be arms in several States 
not returned; but whether that is so or not, he 
could not ascertain. He could only look at what 
had been returned by the officers whose duty it 
was to make returns. The fault was not with 
him, if he was in error. The Government is 
now able, and let it move with spirit in this 
matter. 

To provide muskets and accouterments for the 
present number of militia will cost over twenty- 
two millions of dollars; it will cost those required 
to perform duty that sum. The expenditure from 
the public Treasury for the object and in the 
manner he had proposed could not excite local , 
jealousies, nor prove a weapon in the hands of ; 
politicians, with which to fight their battles for ; 
power or place. Other propositions to use the | 
public revenue have been met with various, and 
some of them by constitutional objections. Some 
of them are calculated to increase local wealth and 
build up the fortunes of individuals. History 
proves, that in practice this increase generally 
occurs in favor of those whose fortunes are pre- 
viously large, as they are the principal actors in 
controlling events. All cannot, in that way, share , 
equally in the benefits conferred; but by carry- | 
ing out his proposition, the benefits will be equally , 
diffused to all parts of the Union, and will reach | 
that class who are the pillars of our prosperity | 
and protection, in peace and war—those who resist | 
the encroachments of power,in whatever guise it | 
may appear, and those who in person defend our | 
country and her cherished institutions. His plan | 
did not propose to increase the wealth of any, | 


that this discussion would arouse its attention to 
the subject, so as to insure speedy action in some 
form. If any good should result from the agita- 
tion of this question, he should feel amply com- 


pensated for the little time he had been able to ` 


devote to it. To his mind it was too important 
a subject to remain unattended to, and would not 
permit himself to doubt that the House would 
give ita full share of attention. 


SPECIE CURRENCY. 


DEBATEIN THE SENATE, 
March 28, 1836. 


The bill for the payment of the Revolutionary and other 
Pensioners of the United States being under considera- 
tion— i 


Mr. BENTON offered the following amend- 
ment: 

Sec. —. And be it further enacted, That no bank note of 
less denomination than twenty dollars shall hereafter be 
offered in payment in any case whatsoever, in which money 
is to be paid by the United States or the Post Office Depart- 
ment; nor shal] any bank note, of any other denomination, 
be so offered, unless the same shall be payable and paid on 
demand, in gold or silver coin, at the place where issued, 
and which shall not be equivalent to specie at the place 
where offered, and convertible into gold or silver upon the 
zpot, at the wili of the holder, and without delay or loss to 

im. 

Mr. GRUNDY thought the word ‘instantly’? 
would perhaps answer as well as the words ‘‘ on 
the spot.” He made no motion, but suggested 
that the phraseology would be improved by it. 

Mr. BENTON said this was a bill for the re- 
lief of old soldiers, and he was inclined to adhere 
to the word ‘‘ spot.’ He wanted them to have 
the gold standing in their tracks. 

Mr. KNIGHT was in favor of substituting the 
word ‘‘ received’’ for the word “ offered.” 

Mr. TALLMADGE thought it better to make 
the amendment a distinct proposition from the 
bill under consideration. He did not like to em- 
barrass it with a matter on which there was evi- 
dently a division of sentiment in the Senate, and 
which would lead to discussion, and necessarily 
delay the bill. 

Mr. CLAYTON was opposed to putting riders 
on the bill. 
bill might not get through. 

Mr. BENTON thought this an appropriate 
subject to attach the amendment to, and spoke 
of the extent of mischief he had seen in shaving 
bank notes in the hands of old soldiers; and, after 

' thus seeing it, he had so much anxiety about it, 
that his feelings would not permit him to- waive 
the amendment he had offered, which was so 
appucabie to this and all other appropriation 

| bills. 

After some remarks from Mr. NILES, 

| Mr. DAVIS said, all the Senator from Mis- 

: souri [Mr. Benron] expected to accomplish by 
his amendment was, that the disbursing officers 

| of the Government should be prohibited from 


but to relieve all from burdens. Jt held forth no |' paying out bills under the denomination of twenty 


rewards to avarice or cupidity, but simply to pre- | dollars. 


pare manfully to defend and protect our common 
country and her institutions in a constitutional 
and equitable manner. 

Let the means of defense be as ample, and the 
burdens on the people be as light as possible. 
Fortify where necessary; make the naval prepa- 
rations demanded by our position in the world; 
place all needful arms at proper points on the 
frontiers and sea-board; give your young men 
the proposed instructions, and insurrections will 
cease to desolate our cities; savage barbarity will 
cease to disturb the slumbers of our citizens, and 
spread desolation and ruin among them; and for- 
eign foes will never venture on our soll, or tram- 
ple upon our rights. While we have power, and 
exhibit it to the world, we shall command respect, 
and our rights will not be invaded. If, from our 
misjudged economy or parsimony, other nations 
shall think lightly of our means of defense, and 
our ability to command respect, we shall fail in 
having our rights properly appreciated and re- 
spected. 


Under this amendment the question 
|, would arise whether the disbursing officers shall 
|: disburse the money they shall receive. These 
| banks never disburse the notes they receive, but 
ii their own notes. Any claimant of specie had the 
| right to demand and receive it from these banks 
‘| now; and if they did not pay out the money they 
i| received, he could not see the application of the 
i remarks of the gentleman from New York, [Mr. 
: Wricut.] Mr. D. was not aware that the notes 

‘ of the United States Bank were depreciated. If 
they were, then they ought not to be received or 

|; paid out. He had said these banks were bound 
_| to pay specie. No individual had the power to 
‘ compel the Government to pay him specie. The 
' agents of the Government might offer him what 
they pleased, and he lies entirely at their mercy; 

' he must receive what they offer or nothing. It 
ı was important to know the amount of notes in 
- circulation and the amount of specie in that bank. 
‘If it had no specie to redeem its notes with, they 
; would find but few of them in circulation. If, 


'then, they could not be kept in circulation, he | 


He hoped his propositions would find favor | 


To attach this amendment to it, the | 


did not see why the deposit banks should have 
this privilege. 
| Mr. WRIGHT said the object of the mover of 
_the amendment, to restrain the excesses of the 
present paper system of the country, and to infuse 
into our circulation a greater proportion of gold 
and silver, met his cordial and sincere approba- 
tion. He had labored, and was willing to labor, 
in that cause, with that powerful and worthy 
leader; but he must say he was sorry that he had 
felt it to be his duty to make the bill now before 
the Senate the one upon which the principle of 
his amendment was to be tried. He was sorry, 
also, that the Senate was called upon to act upon 
this proposition until another bill which was now 
before the House, and which he soon hoped to 
see here, should have been acted upon by this 
body. He referred to the bill to repeal that pro- 
vision in the charter of the Bank of the United 
States which compelled all the receivers of moncy 
due to the Government, for any consideration 
whatsoever, to receive the bills of that bank. 
The charter of the institution expired, by its own 
limitation, on the fourth day of the present month, 
but two years are allowed, by the charter, after 
that day, to enable it to close its business; and a 
question has arisen whether the clause of the 
charter making its bills receivable for debts due 
to the Government expired with the expiration 
of the charter, or extended itself through the two 
years given to close the concerns of the bank. 
The head of the Treasury Department had applied 
to Congress to solve the doubts by a repeal of that 
section of the charter, and a bill had been under 
the consideration of the House containing the 
desired provision. But (Mr. W. asked) would 
it be just to the deposit banks, or proper in itself, 
to impose upon them this restriction, in paying 
our appropriations, while we compel them, by an 
express provision of law, to receive all the notes, 
of all denominations, of a particular institution, 
and that, too, after the charter of that institution 
has expired, and which the measures taking by 
those who have the management of its affairs, 
are directly calculated to make the notes in circu- 
lation of a less value than par at every point but 
one in the whole country? He presumed his 
honorable friend from Missouri [Col. BENTON 
_ was not aware of the course of policy adopte 
l: and adopting by the late Bank of the United 
|, States, to continue the notes of that institution in 
‘circulation throughout the country, and to press 
| them into the hands of the agents of the Govern- 
| ment, and consequently into the deposit banks, 
by the force of this legal privilege extended to 
those notes, to the exclusion of all other notes 
' of any bank in the country. . It was his present 
' object to inform the Senate and the country as to 
| the policy pursuing in this matter; and to do so 
‘| he would read parts of a correspondence with the 
Secretary of the Treasury, which had been put 
: into his hands as a member of the Committee on 
|: Finance of the Senate, to show the necessity of 
the speedy passage of the bill to which he had 
referred. 

The officer in charge of the deposit bank at 
Boston wrote to the Secretary to know whether 
i‘ he was considered legally bound to receive these 
bills in payment of dues to the Government, after 
the expiration of the charter of the bank. The 
Secretary, in his answer, inquired of the officer 
i. of the deposit bank how, and in what case, the 
| question could arise, and become important to the 
|| institution under his charge; telling him he pre- 
i sumed the payments for duties then had been, 
‘and would continue to be, made chiefly, if not 

entirely, by checks on his own and the other 
' banks of the city. To that suggestion, the officer 
i replied as follows: 
| € Heretofore the branch bank in this city has redeemed 
|| the bills of the United States Bank, drawn here by regular 
i| course of business, consequently making them equal to the 
|: city bank bills; being therefore no difference in value, the 
i payments to Govemment have been made generally in 
: checks and bills of the city banks. But this branch of the 
|| United States Bank now refuses to redeem any bills but of 
|: their own issue, and, consequently, every other city bank 
` refuses to receive them. This depreciates in value all the 
i! United States bills issued elsewhere, and they must be nego- 


i} tiated by brokers, and purchased for the purpose of paying 


i ; debts due the Government; the rate of exchange will prob: 
, ably cause them to be remitted from one city to another, 


when money is scarce, and to be placed in the hands of the 
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nd rs, to whom they will be equal tospecie, although 
Payable at a distant part ve the country, and for ali other 
purposes of less value. Jt was to guard,if possible, against 
this probable contingency, that I addressed the Department. 
Respectfully, CHARLES HOOD, 
«í Cashier.” 


The letter from which this extract is taken ` 


bears date ‘ Commercial Bank, Boston, March 
18,1836.” Here, Mr. President, we see that notes 
of this bank, not issued by the Boston branch, 
but by distant branches, are finding their way 
into the hands of the debtors of the Government 
in that town, and through them into the deposit 
bank there; while the other banks of that city 


will not receive them at par at their counters, and ` 


the branch of the bank there will not redeem them. 
Hence they constitute a depreciated currency, and 
still our agent is bound by law to take them at 
. Ought we, then, while our law imposes this 
urden and loss upon the deposit banks, to add, 


by our own voluntary act, the further restriction | 


roposed in the amendment under discussion? 
r. W. said he thought not.. It. seemed to him 
enough that we were compelling the deposit banks 
to receive a depreciated currency, and to account 
to us for it at par, without prohibiting them from 
making payments on our account in their own 
notes, which are at par, of denominations similar 
to the depreciated notes they are, by our law, 
obliged to receive. 
_ But(Mr. W. said) this is not all. The Secretary 
of the Treasury, having obtained this information 
as to the course pursuing in Boston to force these 
notes upon the Government, made a call upon one 
of the directors of the Bank of the United States, 
appointed by the Government, for further inform- 


ation as to the course taken by the late bank, | 


and by its successor, in reference to its notes in 
circulation. The.corregpondence was very short, 
and he would read it to the Senate. The follow- 
ing is the letter of the Secretary: 
7 . 7 | Treasury DEPARTMENT, March 23, 1836. 
Sm: I will thank you to inform me what disposition is 
made of the bills of the Bank of the United States as they 
are redeemed—are they kept on file or destroyed—-or handed 
over to the new bank, and by it reissued? and also, to state 
who are the agents for the branches of the old baak ; and 
_ whether these agents have been directed to redeem all the 
old bills or checks presented in the usual course of busi- 
ness, or only those issued by the branch for which they 
act 


Iam, very respectfully, your obedient servant, 
a Pasha WOODBURY, 
; ecretary of t easury. 
Henry Totann, Fog., Philatelphia. S ti 
Mr. Toland’s reply is-in these words: ‘ 
| Perapeppnta, March 25, 1836. 
_ Sm: In reply to your letter of the 23d instant, I beg leave 
_toinform you that the circulation of the old Bank of the 
` United States is reissued by the new bank, and that no new 
» circulation under the present charter has been prepared ; 
that no one of its branches is considered as having any legal 
existence after the 4th instant; and that all the notes of the 
bank and its branches are considered as payable at the 


bank in Philadelphia. 
{ am, very respectfully, HENRY TOLAND. 


Levi Woopsvry, iy 

Secretary fae Treasury, &c. 
Here (Mr. W. said) is the present condition of 
things. We compel the deposit banks by law to 
receive at par, in payment of debts due to us, the 
notes of the late k of the United States, not- 
Withstanding its charter has actually expired, 

and the institution no longer possesses bankin 

‘powers. By a regulation of the directors, al 
those notes, no matter where issued, or by what 
branch, are to be redeemed at Philadel hia, and 
at no other place in the United States. This must 
depreciate the value of the notes for all other pur- 
_Poses but that of payments to the Government at 
all points distant from Philadelphia. The deposit 
anks receiving them must send them to Phil- 
adelphia to be redeemed, or to convert them into 
‘current funds. They do receive them, and do so 
send them to the dead institution. Are they then 
discharged from further expense, and trouble, and 
loss on their account? No, sir; the correspond- 
ence shows that another institution, to which this 
Government is a stranger, immediately reissues 
and returns to the place from whence they came, 
these same notes, to be again paid intothe deposit 
banks as a depreciated currency, and again re- 
turned to Philadelphia at their cost, that they 
may exchange them for money. Who does not 
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see that, by this process, these notes may forever 
circulate as the legal currency of the Treasury, 
and that they may be issued and diffused over 
abet foot of our territory, to be purchased u 

by those who owe the Government, to the full 
extent of all the payments to be made to it? 
i These notes, therefore, must constitute the de- 
| posits of the Government in the deposit banks, 
, and by the amendment proposed, we prohibit 
| their payment from those banks to the creditors 
| of the Government, and thus make them unavail- 


': able funds in their hands until they can be sent 
i; to Philadelphia and their equivalent returned. 


Of this (Mr. W. said) he did not complain, as 


‘he did not wish that any creditor of the Govern- 


ij 
f 


` ment should be compelled to receive in payment 
of his demand depreciated paper. Indeed, as he 
understood the law now to be, no creditor of the 
: Government was under obligation to receive any- 
thing but gold and silver, and that the acceptance 
| of bank notes from the Government, in any case 
i where they were accepted, was the voluntary 

act of the person receiving them. He must say, 

however, that, until we ceased to compel the 
| State banks to receive this depreciated paper, he 


| could not believe that we ought to interdict them 
‘| from the circulation, in their capacity as pgents 
‘| of the Government, of their own notes, which 
i| are at par value, tinless those notes were of the 


i| denomination of twenty 


dollars. If these notes 


' of the Bank of the United States were to be, in 


_ this disadvantageous manner, but once redeemed 
i by the deposit banks, they might be able to sus- 
` tain themselves under the unreasonable burden; 
; but when it wag seen, by the correspondence he 
had read, that they were to be continued in cir- 
| culation—-that a single redemption was merely 
| furnishing to another institution additional means 
for a reissue, he must express his apprehensions 
i that if, in addition to these burdens imposed, 
other and important privileges were denied to 
them or greatly restricted, they might be driven 
‘to refuse their services to the Government, and 
thus lay the foundation for a hew argument for 
a recognition, and employment, if not a direct 
charter, of this new and, dangerous State bank 
by Congress. l A 

His apprehensions upon this subject were by 
no means diminished by finding some of the most 
zealous friends of the late Bank of the United 
States advocating this amendment. . These gen- 
tlemen, so satisfied with the safety and superior 
i value of a paper currency, when that bank had 
existence, and its notes constituted that currency, 
had now become too sudden converts to the dan- 
gers of bank paper, and too hastily attached to a 
metallic circulation, to gain his confidence. What 
were their reasons for this great change? Did 
they desire, in this way, to prove that their former 
opinions as to one great bank were sound, and 
that such an institution alone could transact the 
public business, and preserve the currency? Did 
they wish to embarrass the deposit banks, at the 
moment when alarms as to their solvency were 
sounded from this Chamber? Did they hope 
that such a course would compel the State banks 
to surrender their agencies, and thus produce a 
necessity for another national bank? Or, had 
they become converts to the true, sound, Demo- 
‘cratic doctrine, that a metallic currency for circu- 
lation among the people was the course of wisdom 
‘and safety? 

He impugned no man’s motives, and he would 
hope the latter was the true solution of his in- 
‘quiries. He knew that was the patriotic object 
of the mover of the amendment, and he would go 
with him in heart and by his vote as far as fe 
‘could believe that.safety or prudence would per- 
‘mit; but he did believe this amendment proposed 
too rapid a change. We had gone to the extreme 
in the paper circulation. We must retrace our 
steps gradually, and with care and caution, if we 
would avoid a convulsion dreadful in its effects, 
and much more dreadful in its consequences. The 
effects time might repair or efface, but the meas- 
ures which might grow out of the agitations and 
disasters might ingraft themselves too strongly 
upon our institutions ever to be shaken off. Ex- 
perience spoke to us upon this point in a voice 


of warning which no one should disregard. Great 


~~ Senate. 


abuses, stich as he believed a Bank of the United 
States to be, always took their rise from publit 
distresses, and he feared too hasty changes in 
our present currency would produce those dis- 
tresses and their consequences. 

Mr. W. said he wished the bill to which he 
had referred might be acted upon here, before the 
principle involved in the amendment should be 
adopted. He repeated, he would go as far as he 
could think pafiy would permit, but he hoped 
our progress would be gradual, that it might be 
sure. If we could relieve the deposit banks from 
the legal obligation of receiving the notes of the 
late Bank of the United States, he thought we 
then might safely make some advance towards 
limiting them in their payments of their own 
paper to the creditors of the Government; but 
until that was done, he was sorry to be compelled 
to act upon the proposition. “Tse reply to an 
inquiry by Mr. Davis, as to the amount of notes 
of the Bank of the United States in circulation.] 
Mr. W. said it was impossible for any person 
not possessed of the books and papers of the new 
United States Bank, chartered by the State of 
Pennsylvania, to answer that question. He spoke 
from memory, and without confidence in his cor- 
rectness, when he said he believed the last return 
of the Bank of the United States to the Treasur 
Department showed some twenty or more mi 
lions of their paper in circulation, but that was 
no standard for the present time. The Senator 
did not seem to have understood the purport of 
the correspondence he had read. [Mr. W. here 
again read the letter from Mr. ‘Toland above 
given.] From this letter the gentleman will see 


| that these notes, as they came in, are immediately 


reissued by another institution. How, then, can 
the question be answered as to the amount in 


‘circulation? And the answer to-day would be no 


answer for to-morrow, He wished further to 
staté what he believed to be the fact, that since 
the expiration of the charter on the 4th instant, 
no returns of any description had been made to 
the Treasury from the late bank, and it was to 


‘be presumed the directors considered themselves 


‘no longer bound to make the returns required by 


‘the charter. This (Mr. W. said) was the exist- 


ing state of things, and gentlemen must see that 
hundreds of millions of these notes might be 
thrown over the country, but he fe ‘they 
could not so well tell what institution was to 
redeem them. 2 
Mr. BUCHANAN said that he entirely ap- 
proved of the general principles, and the policy 
upon which the amendment proposed by the Sen- 
ator from Missouri [Mr. Benron] was founded. 
The country was now flooded with bank paper, 
and it was certain there would soon be still greater 
‘issues. The amount of bank notes now in cir- 
culation, was greatly a Se any just popoean 
to the specie in our banks; and from the vast in- 
crease of banking capital in the different States, 
since the commencement of the present year, this 
evil would for some time continue to increase. 
The évils which resulted from the system to the 
laboring man, to the manufacturer, and to all 
classes of society, except speculators, were pal- 
pable. He should not now attempt to portray 


‘them. This he would undertake upon some future 


occasion. He would merely observe that sach a 
system, conducted by banks, in this respect, 
wholly irresponsible for their conduct, which, at 
one time, could ‘make money plenty, and at 
another time, could make money scarce—which, 
at ohe moment, could nominally raisé the price 
of all property beyond its real value, arid at the 
next moment reduce it below that standard, must 
be ruinous to the best interests of the people. It 
was calculated to transfer the wealth and prop- 
erty of the country from the honest, industrious, 
and. unsuspecting classes of society, into the 
hands of spéculators, who knew when to pur- 
chase and when to sell. 


“Mr. B. said that the ebb did ‘not more neces- 
-sarily succeed the flow of the tide, 


than that we 
must ere long have a severe pressure 1n the 
money market. He did not think, then, that 
this was a propitious moment to proceed at once 
to the extent which the Senator from Missouri 
had proposed. The pressure must inevitably 
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—_—__ rr ooo 
come, and he wished no portion of the responsi- 
bility of producing it to rest upon Congress. 
What (said 
ing this amendment? 


notes of a less denomination than twenty dollars, 
but it is prohibited from offering in payment 
notes of a less denomination. The inevitable con- 
sequence will be, that the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury must obtain specie from the banks for all the 
notes received by the Government of a less de- 
nomination than twenty dollars. The disbursing 


officers of the Government must be furnished with . 


Itis true that it does not | 
prohibit the Government from receiving bank 


Mr. BENTON observed that gentlemen seemed 
to act as if they were legislating for the States, 


Mr. B.) will be the effect of adopt- || and not for the United States. We are only say- 
i ing (said Mr. B.) that certain notes shall not be 


paid out, not that we will not receive them. He 
wished to put the mark of the Government, in 
relation to bank notes, at twenty dollars; and he 
was confident, if this was done, that the people 
of the States would soon come up to it. He was 
sorry that his friends could not go with him; but 
he viewed the subject as one of such importance, 
that he could not relinquish the a aaben on 


` which his heart was set. 


a much larger amount of gold and silver than is |. After some remarks from Messrs. WRIGHT 


at present required, for the purpose of paying our ` 
Army and Navy and our other creditors. They | 
must pay all sums or balances of less than twenty | 


dollars in the precious metals. In order to pro- 
tect themselves, the deposit banks would be com- 
pelled to draw upon the debtor banks for specie; 


‘and DAVIS, the further consideration of the sub- ; 
| ject was postponed, and the Senate adjourned. 


| N.B. The amendment on which the above discussion 
- took place, has since been adopted in the Senate as modi- 

fied by Mr. Nites; the debate on which was given in the 
_ proceedings of the 6th instant.—Reporter. 


and this operation would contribute to producea | 


pene anda pressure. If the banks only were to 
e 


affected by this process, he should care bat | 


little for the consequences; but they would be 
obliged to demand payment from their debtors in 
order to fortify themselves, The community 
would thus be made to suffer. P 
Whilst he went with all his heart in favor of 
the policy of restraining paper issues,and thereby 
increasing the circulation of specie, so far as ıt 
could be done constitutionally by Congress, he 
thought that the present situation of the country 


required that we should proceed cautiously and | 
| being under constderation ; Mr. Bett having concluded . 


gradually in rcaching the ultimate end which we 
had in view. 
hibit the Government from offering in payment 
notes of a less denomination than ten dollars, 


with a distinct understanding that after another | 


year we should adopt twenty dollars as the stand- 
ard. The banks would, in the mean time, have 
‘an opportunity of preparing for this event with- 
out distressing. their customers. 
fore move to strike out ‘‘twenty’’ dollars from the 
amendment,and insert “ten.” This would secure 
to our soldiers on the frontiers, and to our sailors, 
a considerable proportion of their pay in specie; 
and after anoiner year we might proceed with 
comparative safety to the limit of twenty dollars. 
Mr. BENTON said he would barely state that 
he had drawn up a bill to establish the currency 
_of the country, and that was intended to cut the 
Treasury loose from all thecurrency of the States; 
but he was satisfied that no bill of this kind could 


be brought forward without creating some oppo- i 


sition. He had introduced this amendment as the 


inception of a principle he hoped to see carried | 
out. Though the United States were receiving | 


e was willing, at present, to pro- . 


‘NAVY APPROPRIATION BILL — MARITIME DE- 
i FENSES. 


| SPEECH OF HON. J. GARLAND, 
| OF VIRGINIA, 
In tHe House or REPRESENTATIVES, 


| April 1, 1836. 


i The motion of Mr. Bett, of Tennessee, in the Committee 
| of the Whole, to strike from the Navy appropriation bill 
j the appropriation of $67,000 for the repairs and improve- 
ments of the Navy- yard, at Portsmouth, New Hampshire, 


his remarks— 


Mr. GARLAND rose, and addressed the com- 


: miitee as follows: 


Mr. Cuarrman: The motion now under consid- 
eration, embracin 


the navy-yard at Portsmouth should be discon- 


| tinued or re aired and improved, could of itself 
He would there- ; involve no important question, either of principle 


or expediency, and so far as this simple proposi- 
tion is concerned, the discussion might long since 
have been closed; but instead of confining the 
‘ discussion to the question really involved in the 


motion to strike out, there has been connected | 
with it, in the able and eloquent discussions of : 
the honorable gentleman from South Carolina, | 
[Mr. Tuompson,] the honorable gentleman from | 
Maine, [Mr. Evans,] and the honorable gentle- | 


man from Tennessee, [Mr. Betx,] the propriety 
and expediency of adopting at this time asystem 
‘of defense by fortifications, the increase and im- 


‘provement of the Navy, and a review—partic- 
‘ularly by the latter gentleman—of the course and 
' policy of the existing Administration, a scope of 


all their revenues in depreciated paper, it would, | discussion certainly not legitimately growing out 


.80 far from stopping him, stimulate his exertions | 


to prevent the creditors.of the Government from 
_ being paid in such paper. He wished to be un- 
derstood that this little amendment was only the 
commencement, and he hoped, therefore, that it 
would meet with no. opposition. The arguments 
of the gentleman from New York, so far from 
inducing him to abandon his amendment, only 
_stimulated him to exert himself for the suppres- 
sion.of those bills, which might be given to the 
soldier in Arkansas, and be payable in Philadel- 
„phia, where he could nat go toget themexchanged, 
but must take what the sutler chose to give him 
for them. He knew that many. notes of these 
‘deposit banks. might be paid out to the saldier, or 
laborer, who would ‘have to exchange them ata 
loss. What would the nates.of this Metropolis 


they can get for them. He was sorry. that his 
friends differed with him as to the value of..this 


‘initiatory measure, which he prizedso highly-that | 


he might almost. say his whole soul was staked 
onit. a ' f i 


Mr. BUCHANAN ‘said that if the gentleman | 
would agree to take- his first step at ten dollars, © 


aud leave all the rest of the resolution as.it stood, 
the poor soldier and laborer would still have the 
benefit of it. He would suggest to the gentle- 
man to amend the amendment by inserting ten 
instead of twenty dollars. 


of the question before the committee. 


The 


' the Government should be frequently and freely 
' discussed in this House, in order that the people 
| might be informed, and that he deemed this a 
| proper and suitable occasion to discuss the merits 
| of the present Administration, as it was probable 
no occasion more suitable would offer during the 
| present session. Whenever a subject is pre- 
"sented to the consideration of this House, involv- 


ling a question of constitutional power or of ex- 


review the, course and-practicc-of the Govern- 


embracing so many topics of deep and pervading 
interest; for if it be proper or expedient to do so 
„in relation to one subject, it is equally so in rela- 
‘tion to another; and thus, upon-every subject 
which can be proposed, there would be an illim- 


‘itable range of debate; and this body would as- , 


semble for no other purpose than to prosecute 
‘discussions affecting presidential elections. It 
„must be readily perceived by every gentleman 


present, that this mode of discussion can have no ; 
“other bearing than to affect presidential elections, 
‘as it obviously is intended to affect the coming: 


simply the question whether | 


onorable gentleman from Tennessee, in 
' his introductory remarks, contended that it was — 
| proper that the general course and practices of 


l pedieñcy, I admit it is legitimate and proper to 


i ment, under each and every Administration, so | 
‘far ag that course and practice applies to the sin- | 
Bank be worth to the soldiers on the confines of |: gle subject under consideration; but Tutterly deny ; 
‘Missouri? They knew nothing about them— | 
they cannot keep them, and must take whatever 


that it is expedient or proper, upon a single iso- | 
_lated subject, to take such a range of discussion, - 


election, and that the principal business of the 
body will be to make and unmake Presidents. 

r. Chairman, to the propriety of all and every 
discussion having reference to the election of Pres- 
ident and Vice President, I utterly object; this is 
no part of the duty assigned us by the Constitu- 
tion. The Constitution assigns to Congress duties 
of purely a legislative character. It does not 
authorize us to concern with the presidential clec- 
tions, except in cases where the people have 
themselves failed to make a choice, and it is even 
doubted by many whether this contingent power 
should not be taken from the House of Repre- 
sentatives; indeed, propositions, time after time, 
have been made, and one is now before this 
House for that purpose. There is no man here, 
I presume, whose experience has not taught him 
that the subject of a presidential election is the 
most agitating and exciting political topic which 
can occupy the attention of the people or of this 
body. It never fails to produce that degree of 
excitement which puts into full play the strongest 
passions of our nature, and disqualifies the mind 


_ for that sober, rational, and deliberate investiga- 
' tion necessary to conduct the mind to truth, and 


the judgment to sound conclusions. Congress 
being charged by the Constitution with the im- 


‘portant duties of legislation for this great and 


growing Republic, it isall important that harmony 
and good feeling should prevail in its delibera- 
tions; that it should examine, with sound reflec- 
tion and mature deliberation, all measures which 
come under its consideration; and, in their adop- 
tion, look to the fundamental principles of the 
Constitution for their guide, and the power, hap- 
pioc and prosperity of the people for their end. 

f, however, the propriety of introducing the 
exciting subject into this House, to which I have 
referred, be established, this subject will become 
the polar star of all our actions here, without re- 
aril ta the effect of our measures upon the prin- 
ciples of free Government, or the wealth, happi- 
ness, liberty, and prosperity, of the people. The 
minds of members, from the excitement always 
attending discussions of this character, will, by 
their prejudices and prepossessions, become to- 
tally disqualified for sound and wholesome legis- 
lation; for the truth of which I appeal to the 
experience which we have already had. If the 

rinciple and example of the gentleman from 
Tennessee be carried into practice, I think the 
honorable gentleman ought not to complain of the 


| delays of this House. 


I, for one, Mr. Chairman, am determined to 


discard, as faras I can, every consideration upon 
| legislative questions of a mere partisan character, 
i but look to the fundamental principles of the Con- 


stitution as my guide, and the good of my country 
as the end in all my actions, while I have the honor 
of a seat upon this floor. I never will consent to 
lower the standard of the Constitution to promote 
the views or secure the dominancy of any party. 
The party with which I act, and which I sustain, 
must come up to that standard of constitutional 
construction which I regard as fundamental, or 
I must part with it. Entertaining these views, I 
should not have deemed it necessary to have made 
a single remark upon the subject now before the 
House, butthe gentlemen to whom I have referred, 
particularly the gentleman from Tennessee, have 
thought otherwise, and have brought into view 
the whole subject of fortifications, increase and 
improvement of the Navy, and the course and 
practice of the present Administration, attempting 
to show that the Administration had departed 
from the principles upon which it came into power, 
and that its practices are corrupt and anti-repub- 
lican. I should not now, Mr. Speaker, have 
undertaken to address the House, had not the 


honorable gentleman from Tennessee made such 
‘frequent allusions to the Virginia delegation sus- 


taining the Administration, but should have left 
the ‘task to some other friend of the Administra- 


‘tion whose superior abilities and greater experi- 


ence better qualified him for the task of defending 
the principles and policy of the Administration 
which have been assailed, and which 1, in the 
main, approve and am prepared cordially to sus- 
tain, as far as my humble abilities will permit, 


than myself, 
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The first question which sents itself for con- 
sideration growing out of the extensive range of 
this debate, is the propriety of a system of defense 


and increase ofthe Navy. In coming 


to a conclusion upon this question, it should he | 


borne in mind that oar institutions being demo- 
cratic and essentially pacific, all the wars in 
which we may unhappily be engaged will be prin- 
ci of a defensive character; our system, hap- 
pily, 1s totally inadequate to the successful pros- 
ecution ofoffensive foreign wars,while itis entirely 
adequate for all the purposes of successful defense. 
Large standing 


armies and numerous fleets, || 


always in commission, are incompatible with the | 
p= of our institutions and the security of our : 
be: 


rties; hence they cannot. be. emaplo 
are only essential to the prosecution of offengive 
foreign war. The militia, composed of the great 
body of the yeomaary of the 


safe reliance for the defense of the nation against 


3 they. 


country, is the only | 


invasion by hostile armies, compatible with the | 


ployed in the,most efficrent manner possible; being 


lea of free government, and should be em- , 


composed ef the same materials, and. with the | 


game discipline, would be as efficient as regular 
troops; yet from the nature of the militia system, 
men called out an short service, acting together 
for the first-time, havi 
ments of military discipline, could not be relied 
eponinar r field conflict with well-organized, 
well-disciplined, Hooper which an invading army 
would. in all. probabil 


be com d; disaster. 
and defeat would be the inevitable result; but 
protected b 


much discipline and experience would not be ne- 


ceasary to succesaful resistance, they would make || 


up in reliance upon the security which such de- 
fenses afford, what they would lose by the want 
of discipline i, the fela. ` This truth Mia been 
most. decisi tested.by. experience, Iy the 
brilliant defense of New Ôrleans during. the. late 
war, in which the citizens .of Kentucky. and, the 
countrymen: of the honorable gentleman from. 


Tennessee bore: sych a conspicuous part-—a de- | 
fense in which about three thousand men resisted | 
and put to flight about fourteen thousand of the | 


flower of the British army, before whose victo- 
rious 3 the proud eagles of Napoleon him- 
self had crouched—this system was well tested. 
Who doubts that if the battle had been fought in 
the open field, that from want of discipline our 
t militia would have been defeated, and 
ew Orleana hag dae and 
examples might be cited, su 
Fort Erie; bat it is wnnecegsary.to detain the 
committee with the recital. I will here citeanex- 
tract from the report of the Board of . ineers, 
at the head of Whichwas General Bernard, made 
on the 25th af Fe «during bhe late Admin» 
istration, and approved by.the then Seere 


system of national defense now proposed, It is 
as follows: ... ` a 


« Fortifications must close. all important har- | 


‘ bors against an enemy, and secure them to our 
‘military and commercial marine. 2d, Must de- 
‘ prive- an enemy of all strong positiéns, where, 
‘ protected by naval. superiority, he might fix per- 
‘manent quarters in our territory, maintain him- 
‘ self during the war, and keep the whole frontier 
in perpetual alarm. 3d, Must cover the great 
cities from attack. 4th, Must ‘prevent, as far 
‘ as practicable, the great avenues of interior nav- 
igation from being blockaded at their entrance 
into the pcean, Sth. Myst ee ne ears 
‘and interior navigatio closing the: harbors 
‘and the several inlets Torr the sea, Which inter- 
‘sect the lines of communication, thereby 
‘ further aid the Navy in protecting the navigation 
* ofthe country, And, 6th. Myst protect the great 
fern eaae A eee i ate 
“ The Navy must be provided with suitable es- 
‘tablishmenta for construction. and repair, sta- 
‘tions, harborsof rendezvous, and ports of refuge 
‘—rall secured by fortifications, defended, by. reg- 
‘war troops and militia, and supplied with men 
‘and materials by the lines of intercommunication. 
‘ Being the only species of offensive force com- 
“patible with our political institutions, it will 
‘then be prepared to act the great part which its 
‘early achievements have promised, and to which 

‘its high destiny will Jead.” 
No. 16 


‘ 
6 


at | 
‘War, who is a southern man, in. support, of the | 


scarcely the first rudi- | 


undered? Many. ' 
as Plattsburg and | 


‘Fortifications must close all important harbors 
‘against an enemy, and secure them to our mili- 
‘tary and commercial marine. 2d. Mustdeprive 
‘an enemy of all strong positions, where, pro- 
‘ tected by naval superiority, he might fix perma- 
‘ nent quarters in our territory, maintain himself 
‘ during the war, and keep the whole frontier in 
‘perpetual alarm. 3d. Must cover the great 
‘cities from attack. 4th. Must prevent, as far 
‘as practicable, the great avenues of interior nav- 
‘igation from being blockaded at their entrance 
‘into the ocean. 5th. Must cover the coastwise 
‘and interior. navigation by closing the harbors 
© and the several inlets from the sea, which inter- 


‘sect the lines of communication, and thereby | 


‘further aid the navy in 
‘of the country. And, 6 
‘naval establishments.” 

“If our Navy be inferior to that ofthe enemy, 


rotecting the navigation 
. Must protect the great 


‘it can afford, of course, unaided by fortifications, | 


‘but a feeble resistance—single ships being as- 
‘ sailed by whole fleets; if it be equal or superior, 
‘having numerous points along an extended 
‘ frontier to protect, and being unable tò concen- 
‘trate, because ignorant of the selected point of 
‘attack, every point must be simultaneously 
s guarded: our ge squadrons may therefore 
‘be captured in detail, by the concentrated fleet 


| ‘of the attacking power. If we attempt to con- 
: centrate under an idea that a favorite object of 


7 y | € tection. 
‘strong fortifications,in. which so || 


“the enemy is foreseen, he will not fail to push 
‘his forces upon the places thus left without pro- 
is mode of defense is liable to the 
‘further objections of being exposed to fatal dis- 
‘ asters, although not engaged with an enemy; 
“and of leaving the issue of conflicts often to 
‘ determined by accident, in spite of all the efforts 
‘ of courage and skill. If it were attempted to 
‘improve upon this mode, by adding temporary 
‘ batteries and field works, it would be found 
‘that, besides being weak and inadequate from 
‘their nature, the. most suitable positions for 
‘these works must often be neglected under a 
‘necessary condition of the plan, that the ships 
‘themselves be defended; otherwise, they must 
‘either take no part in the contest, or be destroyed 
‘by the superior adversary. 
č We pass over the great comparative expense 
‘of such a mode of defense, rendered clearly 
‘apparent by a little reflection, with these brief 
‘remarks, viz» that the defensive expenditures 
‘t by this system will, in the first instance, greatly 
“exceed the offensive; and that these defenses 
‘being perishable in their nature, will require 
‘ frequent renewal and repairs, 
ee The proper fortification of the. coast prevent- 
‘ing the possibility of a blockade so strict as not 


| § to offer frequent opportunities for our vessels to 


‘leave the harbors, the navy, no longer needed 
‘for passive defense, will move out upon its 
© proper theatre of action, though inferior to the 
‘enemy, with confidence; knowing that, whether 
‘ victorious, whether. suffering under the violence 
“of tempests, or whether endangered by the 
€ viginity or the pursuit of a superior force, they 


‘can strike the extended coast of their country |, 


t (avoiding the- harbors and the important out- 
"lets of the country were alone a blockading force 
‘may be supposed to lie) at numerous points 
‘ where succor and protection awaitthem. Hov- 
‘ering: around the flanks and rear of blockading 
€ fleets, and recapturing their. prizes; falling upon 
t portions of these fleets, separated for minor ob- 
“jects, or by stress of weather; watching the move- 
t ments of convoys, to capture straggling vessels; 
‘breaking up: or restraining the egerny’s com- 
“merce in distant seas; mecting by concert, at 
‘distant. points, and felling in ‘masg upon his 
‘ smaller squadrons, or upon his colonial pòsses- 
é sions, and even levying contributions ib the un- 
‘ protected ports; blockading, for a time, the nar- 
‘row. seas, and harassing the coasting commerce 
‘ of the enemy’s home—thege are objects which 
‘our own history shows may be accomplished, 
‘although contending against a nation whose 
‘marine has never been paralleled as to forcé and 
‘efficiency, with a navy apparently, as to rium- 
‘bers, insignificant. own history. shows, 
‘besides, that the reason why our infant navy 
‘did not accomplish still more, was, that the 
t enemy, being able to occupy unfortified harbors, 
t was enabled to enforce a blockade sa strict as to 
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‘eonfine a portion within our waters. That this 
s porton-1odeed that all—was not captured, is to. 
‘be attributed solely to a respect (so. misplaced 
‘ that could only have been the fruit of ignorance) 
‘ for then the existing fortifications; a result, not- 
‘withstanding, amply compensating the nation 
‘for the cost of these works. 

“Tt is truly an axiom in military science, and 
‘one fully illustrated by military history, that 
‘the worst-mode of waging war, although strictly 
| ‘defensive, is to allow its field of action to be 
‘within the borders, and that the best is that 


| “which most frequently assumes an offensive at- 


i citude, In our case, war can only be excluded 
‘from our territory by fortifications; and we can 
‘only assume the offensive through our Navy. 
‘ The construction of the former secures the means 
‘ of creating, equipping, and repairing the latter, 
‘and leaves it unencumbered with duties which 
‘it imperfectly performs, to the full exercise of 
‘its important and appropriate functions.’? 

In the principles of the above extract I fully 
concur, and am confident it will forcibly strike. 
| the attention of every member in his deliberations 
upon this subject. A system of defense by for- 

cations has been recommended by almost every 
Administration since the foundation of the Gov- 
| ernment, and by some most zealously pressed. 
General Washington, in his annual message to 
Congress of 1790, made the following strong rec- 
ommendation: ‘Among the most interesting ob- 
‘jects which will engage your attention, that of ` 
t providing for the common defense will merit par- 
‘ticular regard. To be prepared for war is one of 
‘the most effectual means of preserving peace.’ 
Again, in his méssage of 1791, he says that ‘In 
* connection with this (arming the militia) the es- 
‘tablishment of competent magazines ahd arse- 
‘nals, and the fortification of such places as are’ 
‘peculiarly important and vulnerable, naturally 
* present themselves for consideration. The safety 
‘of the United States, under Divine protection, 
“ought to rest on the basis ofsystematic and solid 
‘arrangement; exposed as little as possible to the 
‘ hazard of.fortuitous circumstances.” 

Again, in 1793, General Washington, whose 
solicitude for the safety and security of his coun- 
try was in constant action, urged upon Congress 
the necessity of adopting a complete system of 
defense, in the following patriotic and energetic, 
terms: ‘I cannot recommend to your notice 
‘measures for the fulfillment of our duties to the’ 
‘rest of the world, without again pressing upon 
‘ you the necegsity of placing.ourgelves in a con- 
‘dition of complete defense, and of exacting from 
‘ themthe fulfillment of their dutiestowardsus. The 
‘United States ought not to indulge a persuasion 
‘that, contrary to the order of human events, they 
‘ will forever keep at a distance those painful ap- 
‘ peals to arms with which the history of every 
‘other nation abounds. There is a rank due to 


“a com- 
made a 


the récosnmendation of the present War Depart- 


——— 


and. barbors be fortified ender 

i of the Preside! Be mhe niwa Brates, y na mt 

i CESRATY » - = 

such time > or ene he shall judge ne yat bite 

: Newport, in the 

Nataan vieoe inte 
Philadelphia; mingtòn, Ì 

Í ‘in the State of Maryland; 


is; by supplementary act;) Norfolk and Alexan- 

ier ra at pe V inin; Cape Eear irer, am Orro: 
i 8 ‘arolina; Charleston 

Sec é ns aie Stai a; and Savannah 


town, in the State of. South Carolina; 
ind Bt. Marys, in the Sito. of Georgia.” 
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ment is but a recital, with a little more energy, of 
the recommendations made by previous Adminis- 
trations. This system of defense and the increase 
of the Navy was somewhat abandoned during 
the administration of Mr. Jefferson, and the gun- | 
boat system substituted for it. i 
This system was found utterly inefficient du- 
ring the late war, and has been abandoned. The 
system of fortifications was recommended and 
vigorously prosecuted during the administration 
of Mr. Madison, and has been strongly urged 
upon Congress ever since by every succeeding ; 
Administration, and to Congress belongs the fault | 


why we are now in so defenseless a condition. | 


If there had been proper defenses by fortifica- 


tions on the Chesapeake, posterity would have | 


been saved the moe er of reading the dis- 
graceful capture of this city during the late war 


by a handful of British troops. Much blood, | 


much treasure, and much destruction of property 
would have been savedto the nation. The pres- 
ent President of the United States unites his voice 
with those of Washington, Madison, and Monroe 
in recommending the immediate commencement 
and energetic prosecution of a system of fortifica- 
tions for our national defense; by it we may in 
time be saved the horrid calamities. of wars of in- 
vasion, such as were felt during the late war, in, 
the pillage, plunder, conflagration, and devasta- 
tion of oyr towns and villages, and the murder of 


our citizens in cold blood by a brutal soldiery. : 


Sir, want of preparation invites attack: prepara- 
tion frequently preventsit. Iam, Mr. Chairman, 


a decided advocate for the adoption of this sys- | 


tem of national defense, and shall vote for appro- 
riations for that object. In ma NE 
owever, I am not to be understood as pledging 
myself to vote for the erection of fortifications at 


every point which may be proposed; I design no | 


such thing. But I will take up each scheme and 
ascertain its importance and necessity, and vote 
for it or not, as I may deem expedient. I shall 
in the first place vote for fortifying those points 
which are of primary importance and most ex- 
posed, and so graduate the system until all neces- 
sary and important points are provided for. 
Intimately and importantly connected with a 
proper and judicious system of national defense, 
are the improvement and increase of the Navy. To 
this arm of national defense we must look with in- 
creasing solicitude; for, as our power, commerce, 


and resources increase, so increases the proba- |, 


bility that any future foreign war in which we 
may be engaged will be mainly upon the ocean; 
more particularly if our maritime frontier shall be 
inaccessible by means of its fortifications. Our 
Navy is now totally inadequate to our defense, | 
comparing its strength with that of those foreign 
Powers with whom there is any probability of 
coming into collision. Itis ädmited on all hands, 
that our present Navy is inadequate to the pro- 
tection of our extended and increasing commerce. 
If thus inadequate to this purpose, how much 
more so to the protection of our coast against the 
Pe navies of European Powers, particularly 
rance and Great Britain? The importance ofan 
increase of this arm of the national defense need 
only to be mentioned to be poy The neces- 
sary connection between these two systems is 
perspicuously and ‘forcibly enforced in the follow- 
ing quotation from the document before referred 
to: “The Navy must be provided with suitable 
‘establishments for construction and repair, sta- 
‘tions, harbors of rendezvous, and ports of refuge; 
‘all secured by fortifications, defended by regular 
‘troops and militia, and supplied with men and 
‘materials by the lines of intercommunication. 
‘ Being the only species of offensive force compatible 
‘ with our political institutions, it will then be pre- 
t pared toact the great art which its early achieve- 
< ments have promised, and to which its high des- 
‘tiny will lead.” These are sound truths, and 
to their practice we have been urged by the pat- 
riots me statesmen who have, and do now, ad- 
minister the executive department of this Govern- 
ment. 1 therefore readily conclude, that the 
proposed system of defense is, upon every princi- 
pe of economy and efficiency, the best whichcan 
e adopted; not so prodigal of human life as 
contests in the field, and most compatible with 
the genius and stability of our free institu- 
tions. 7 


i which the Republican 


thisavowal, | 


This system has been assimilated by the hon- 
orable gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. BELL] to 
that of the Federal Administration of 1798, to 
arty was so warmly 

opposed; the parallel will not hold good; the 

policy of that Administrction, so strongly repro- 
bated, was that under the mask of a war with 

France, a standing army and a navy, far beyond 

our resources, physical and pecuniary, and dan- 
gerous to liberty, were sought to be established. 
The proposed system is not beyond our resources, 
pecuniary or physical, and involves no necessary 
increase of the standing Army, and a very gradual 
increase of the Navy. The system of defense by 
fortresses is peculiarly adapted to the efficient 
and successful employment of the militia. No 
| inerease of the Army worthy of consideration is 
proposed. . We have before us statements of the 
chief of the engineer department and the inspector 
general, proving that, so far as the system of 
fortifications is concerned, any material increase 


' the Army, grows out of the concentration of so 
' many hostile tribes of Indians on our western 
frontier, which, combined, can bring into the 
field twenty thousand or more warriors, and the 
existing hostilities between Mexico and ‘Texas 
requiring a strong force on that frontier for the 
|| maintenance of our neutrality. 
' The adoption of an efficient system of national 
| defense is of high constitutional obligation. Com- 
| mon defense, growing out of a sense of common 
danger, arising from the individual weakness of 


, the very foundation-stone upon which it was 
' erected, and constitutes one of the most important 
' duties of this Government. 

then, for Amcrican statesmen is, whether there 


! hostile attack, undefended; if there is, our con- 
| stitutional obligations require that it should be 
| putin astate of defense; if we refuse, then we 

ave failed to perform our constitutional duties 
and discharge our constitutional obligations. Is 
this the condition of the country? Upon almost 
every point of our extended maritime frontier 
there are many important points entirely without 
| defense, and but few, if any, having sufficient 
‘defenses. This appalling fact is admitted by 
almost every member here—indced is not denied 
by any. Many have felicitated the country on its 
| escape from damage and dishonor by the settlement 
| of our controversy with France, growing out of 
‘this miserable state of our defenses. Shall not, 
| then, the experience of the past, and the dangers 
we have escaped, admonish us so to prepare for 
the contingencies of the future? Shall we not 
avoid such great risks by adopting and executing 
an invulnerable system of defense? Wisdom 


this system of national defense, and make appro- 
priations for its execution, are what the gentle- 
man from South Carolina, [Mr. THompsoyn,] and 
the gentleman from Tennessee, [Mr. Bext,] call 
a war upon the Treasury—as constituting a part 
of the corrupt practices of this Administration. 
If, Mr. Chairman, this is a war upon the Treas- 
ury, it should be prosecuted with the utmost vigor 
until its end is accomplished. 
as ought to be waged; it is a war upon the Treas- 
ury, to do that which constitutes one of the high- 
est duties and strongest obligations of the Gov- 
ernment to the nation, to provide for the common 
defense. In acting upon this subject, I shall not 
be controlled by a miserly calculation of dollars 


are lost to the experience of the past, and un- 
faithful to the obligations of the Government and 
our duty to the country. f 

The navy-yard at Portsmouth, to strike out 
the appropriation for the repairs and improve- 
ment of which the motion is now under discus- 
sion, was established in 1794, with the sanction 
of General Washington, during his administra- 
tion. Its repairs and improvement have been 
the subjects of appropriation by every succeed- 
ing Administration; and I cannot perceive an 
good reason why it should now be abandone 
and all the works constructed there thrown away 
and lost. It is not questioned by any one that 


.of the Army will be unnecessary. The only’ 
' reason which would induce a small increase of 


| the States, is one of the main pillars of the Union, | 


The only inquiry, 


| be a point on our extended limits, accessible to 


says we should. The recommendations to adopt 


It is such a war |: 


and cents, but by the necessities of the country; | 
she ought to be, and must be, defended, or we | 


the harbor is safe, and that the depth of water is 
ample for ships of war of the largest size. 

This point is very important in another point 
of view. It is near the southern boundary of 
the State of Maine, and its preservation impor- 
tant, to prevent, in case of invasion, this State 
from having its communications with the other 
States cut off. The State of Maine, in its geo- 
graphical position, is bounded on its southeast 
by the Atlantic ocean—on its east, north, and 
northwest, by Canada. An enemy, having the 
command of the ocean, and in possession of 
Portsmouth, might, by forming a military post 
on the Canada frontier opposite Portsmouth, 
successfully cut off Maine from the other States, 
and reduce her to subjection. In this point of 
view, the preservation of the navy-yard and for- 
tifications at Portsmouth is absolutely necessary. 
It should not be forgotten that both during the 
revolutionary war and the late war, we were in- 
vaded from the Canadas. I hold it a sound prin- 
ciple in our system of national defense, that 
every port and every harbor which could give 
i security to a hostile fleet, or constitute a post 
| from which expeditions into the interior might 
i be made, should be secured by ample and invul- 
‘| nerable defenses. We should not permit war to 
ii be brought into the interior, if it can be pre- 
i! vented. 

‘| The gentleman from Kentucky, [Mr. Axian,] 
|| who addressed the House several’ days since, 
_takes it for granted that the standing army is to 
| be greatly increased by adopting the system of 
| defense proposed, and charges the President with 
i! inconsistency. To sustain this charge, the hon- 
'! orable gentleman read an extract from the Presi- 
‘|dent’s first inaugural address in these words: 
| «« Considering standing armies as dangerous to 
' < free Governments in time of peace, I shall not 
‘seek to enlarge our present establishment, nor 
< disregard that salutary lesson of political expe- 
‘ rience, which teaches that the military should be 
‘held subordinate to the civil power.” Here the 
gentleman stopped, when, if he had merely read 
on in the same paragraph, he would have found 
the President then had in view this very system 
of the defense, which reads thus: 

“ The gradual increase of our Navy, whose 
‘flag has displayed in distant climes our skill in 
‘navigation and our fame in arms, the preserva- 
‘ tion of our forts, arsenals, and dock-yards, and 
‘the introduction of progressive improvement 
< in the discipline and science of both branches 
‘ of our military service, are so plainly prescribed 
‘ by prudence, that I should be excused for omit- 

| cing their mention, sooner than enlarging on 
i € their importance.” ; 
| The material objection of the honorable gen- 
‘'tleman from Tennessee to this appropriation 
seems to be founded upon the assumption that 
|| we have already too many navy-yards. He 
, Seems to think that two would be amply suffi- 

cient; and, in. proof of this, refers to Great 

Britain, the greatest naval Power in the world, 
_which, he says, has but two navy-yards of any 

importance, while the United States have seven. 
In this opinion I differ entirely with the honor- 
able gentleman: on a coast so extensive as ours, 

indented by so many bays, harbors, and inlets, 

accessible to a hostile fleet, it is all important 
| that our Navy, charged with the defense of so 
extensive a coast, should at every convenient 
point have a place of refuge, in case of distress 
and peta by a superior fleet, and, of course, 
| naval supplies in case of blockade. If there be 
but one navy-yard, the whole force of an enemy 
could be concentrated in an attack upon it, and, 
if successful, would destroy all the material and 
supplies belonging to the whole Navy, and thus, 
at one blow, destroy our naval supplies, epee 
our naval operations, and lay open our W ole 
coast to attack. If there be but two, the same 
consequences, to a proportionate extent, would 
result. If, however, our navy-yards are extended 
at convenient and suitable points along the whole 
coast, the capture of one would not so seriously 
affect our naval operations, as there would be 
ample supplies at others. In addition to this, 
they would be more safe, because it is not rea- 


| 
| 


| 
| 
| 
| 


sonable to suppose that an enemy could with 
safety so divide his fleet and army as to attack 
all our navy-yards at the same time; if he did, 
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our Navy and Army, would, by judicious man- 
cement, be enabled to beat him in detail. 

The honorable gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. 
BeLL] contends that upon a principle of economy 
we should reduce the number of our navy-yards, 
because he thinks the costs of construction, re- : 

irs, &c., are in proportion to. the number we ; 

ave, and that four will cost as much again as 

two. Ido not concur with the honorable gentle- ` 
man in this view. The proposition would be 
true, if each navy-yard was precisely of the same 
dimensi. ns and constructed with the same mate-: 
rial; but it is not to be presumed, that the seven 
navy-yards. are each as large as. the two would ` 
be, if there were but two;.on the contrary, the . 
extended system is calculated. to reduce the di- 
mensions, for each navy-yard, in its construction, - 
will have reference to the character of the harbor. 
and the importance of the point, and would be. 
constructed.either on a-lar 
as these facts might tender expedient. Eight 
navy-yards may not, in fact, cost more.than two,. 
depending entirely upon: the scale of their con- 
struction. . The argument deduced .from the fact 
that England has but two important navy-yards, 
is not conclusive, owing to the great dissimilarity 
in the situation of the two countries. England 
is surrounded by the ocean, has a territorial ex- 
tent not much ‘exceeding that of Virginia and 
Maryland, and is accessible at but few points, | 


and has a coast not more than a third of ours in 
extent; hence there is no necessity for extending || 
her navy-yards to the same extent as ours... Eng- | 
Jand_has, in fact; seven navy-yards of all descrip- | 
tions; but either.of the two referred to. by the 

gentleman from. Tennessee is larger than all of |; 
ours put together. I decidedly believe our true | 
licy is to construct navy-yards at. convenient ' 
stances at every suitable. paint, to secure sup- | 
plies and protection to our Navy, in its operations |, 
on so extensive a coast as ours. 


i 


of national defense, has properly submitted to the 
consideration of Congress a comprehensive plan, 
embracing all the important points which, need 
fortifications, together with the supposed costs of 
improving, repairing, and completing existing and 
uninishe works, as well as. such as are to be 
constructed hereafter. Having done so, with. the | 
reasons foreach, it is the duty of Congress to | 
determine which shall be constructed, and when 
all or either shall be.commenced. ‘The Depart- 
ment points out the works, and the necessity for 
them—Congresa must determine. which is. to be 
undertaken now, and which hereafter. ‘The Sec- 
retary does not insinuate that we are ta undertake 
all at the same time; so that the Administration is | 
unjustly. charged with seeking a sudden appro- | 


priation for every work proposed, so as'to exhaust 
the surplus in the renee Nicos } 
It being admitted by all that there ate important 


fortifications in a state of dilapidation and ruin, 
and that there are man ints without: defense, 
which should be provided for, the only question 
seems to më to be, the time when this: system is 
to be commenced? To this.inquiry, reason and 
safety would seem to dictate bat a’ single reply, 
and that is, now; now we aré defenseless; now 
we are at peace with the whole world; now we 
have ample means; and I. cannot see any good 
reason for postponing, unless’ we are disposed to 
await an unexpected war, and „sacrifie much of 
blood and treasure. before we shall, be prepared 
to meet it, as was done during :the Jate ;war, for 
the want of proper defenses. "he was a maxim of 
the Father of his Country, the great Washington} 
that “in peace prepare for war.’ The sentiment 
has been adopted and strongly recommended by 
President Jackson, and ‘its wisdom: conclusively 
demonstrated, not only by our own experience, 
but that of every nation, on. earth. I cannot 
imagine to myself more appropriate time, arising 
from the fact of our being in a state of Sate 
eace, owing not a cent’ of national debt, and 
ving ample means. . Certain it is.we can never 
be in a better situation to commence and’ prose- 


ment we may be in a worse,.but not in a better 
condition. Sir, I ask, shall the admonitions of 
wisdom from the great Washington be buried 
with him in the hallowed tomb of Mount Vernon? 


or contracted scale, i 


. wis ee sudden, unexpected hostilities, and the consequent 
The War Department in submitting a scheme || calam 


Ik 


| answer, no. . Washington meant no such thing, 


jj Ueman said. As to the objection growing out 
cute an efficient systern of defense; by postpone- | 


Wisdom, prudence, discretion—all say no. Then, 
sir, look at New Orleans, Pensacola, Charleston, 
Richmond, Petersburg, Norfolk, Washington, 
Baltimore, Philadelphia, New York, and Boston, 
all without sufficient defenses, all exposed to the 
attacks of a hostile army; shall they be provided | 
with defenses? is the question. 

The President of the United States, in his - 
message to Congress of the 23d of February last, 
announcing the proffered mediation of Great 
Britain, witha wisdom and patriotism which ad- 
dresses itself to the confidence and approval of the 
American 
the belove 
in the most energetic manner, the admonition, in 

` peace prepare for war; after speaking of: the want 
of effective preparation in which a contest with 
France would have found us, says: “From the . 

: nature of œur institutions, the movements of the Gov- ` 

ernment in preparation for hostilities, must ever be 


i 


ther of his Country, and renews, | 


Peoples availed himself of the maxim of | 
‘a 


| 
|; 


commence the work; for so soon as one election, 
is over the agitation of another commences, and 
thus the subject is perpetually agitated, and 
would perpetually bar any action upon this sub- 
ject. .As to the question of confidence, I will 
only now say that I have sufficient confidence in 


; the Administration to confide to its care the dis- 
;, bursement of the funds necessary to be appro- 


priated for all necessary works of defense; a con- 
fidence, I think, well fustilied by the experience 
of the past, as I shall hereafter be able to prove 


; Most satisfactorily when I come to reply to the 


gentleman’s charges against it. . 
The honorable gentleman from South Carolina, 
{Mr. Tuompson,] who go ably and so eloquently 
_ addressed the committee on, this subject, made no 
particular objection tó any item of appropriation 
recommended by the Committee of Ways and 
Means... He professed; and no doubt sincerely, 


i! a willingness and readiness to vote liberal appro- 


, too slow for the exigencies of unexpected war.” In || priations for the purposes of national defense, 


the concluding paragraph of the message he says: li 


“If we desire to secure peace, one of the most power- | 
ful instruments of our rising 
known that we are at all times ready for war.” The | 
honorable gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. Bet] | 
seizes hold of these two 
upon them inconsistency. - 
ciple of the first paragraph be true, the recom- | 
mendation of the latter cannot be effected. With | 
that deference which I feel for all the opinions of | 
the honorable gentleman, I feel confident in the 


prosperity, it must be , the one now under consideration. 


ut did not signify whether he approved all or 
either of the appropriations proposed, not even 
i The objection 
, was, that many of them-are not recommended 
by the Departments having charge of the various 


phs,and charges | branches of the public service, and that they 
e says, if the prin- |; were not based upon executive estimates, as they 


should be.. The Executive has done all it could 
do. It hag reported to you the true condition of 
, the defenses of the country and the Navy; in its 
. annual reports it has pointed out where defenses 


assertion; that the most fastidious criticism.cannot |: are needed, and estimated the cost upon the best 


torture the expression into the slightest incon- | 
sistency., In the first paragraph, the President, | 
speaking of the,slow operations of our system, ' 
regards it as too slow to make ample preparation ` 
for sudden, u ected war; a trath which severe | 
experience has fully and lamentably taught us. 
To avoid this eyil; to avoid the-serious results of 


ities attendant upon it, he urges on the nation 
the necessity of being always prepared to repel 
every aggression, when or wherever itmay come; 
| he. warns us against the effects,of that lethargy 
| incident to our institutions, of postponing our 
reparations for repelling aggression until the 
anger is upon us. The message is not only 
` consistent,. but wise and patriotic. T 

The honorable gentleman from Tennessee here, 
, in. very emphatic terms, inquired what was meant 
by the maxim, ‘‘ in peace prepare for war.’ Does 
it mean, said he, that preparation made by the 
monarchies of Europe, by ‘a system of large 
| standing armies and heavy taxation? -To this I 


nor does the President, mean any. such thing, 
; Our system is opposed. to er ees 
; was Washington,and so is the President opposed 
to them; they mean by the maxim, ‘‘in peace pre- 
pare for war,’’ the preparation of a well-organized 
and well-disciplined militia, and all the material 
of war,.with suitable means of defenses,.so ar- 
ranged, that they may be brought into: speedy 
action in cases of emergency; such a system as 
‘Washington recommended, followed 2 effer- 
son, Madison, and Monroe, and such as the 
President has now recommended. . If,I could 
suspect the President of favoring a large stand- 


abandon his Administration, but would do m 
utmost to’oppose it... But, sir, he means no suc 
thing; he values libert 
too highly; he hi 
preserve them. a: ee 
othe honorable gentleman. from Tennessee, 
[Mr. Bewt,] without indicating that most or all 
of the fortifications proposed. are.;not necessary 
to. our. security, inquires whether this, is. the 
proper time, being on the eve of a presidential elec- 
i tion, and whether we have such confidence in the 
| ability and integrity of those who will have the. dis- 
bursement of. the ap iations, as to justify. us in 
‘making them? ‘These are not the words, but I 
think the substance of what the honorable, gen- 


as made. too many sacrifices to 


armies; so | 


ing army.I would, without hesitation, not only |; 


y and our. free, institutions || -pr 
“Lis 


of the fact that we are on the eve of. a presiden- 
tial election, I think it is not of much force; for 
| if a system of national defense is postponed 

until the nation is clear.of. the agitation and ex- 
| citement of a presidential election, we shall never 


: data within its reach; it has re¢ommended im- 
| provements in the’ Navy and navy-yards, and 
sestimated. the costs; it remains.for Congress to 
conform its action to.those estimates according as 
it may deem them accurate and necessary for the 
_ public service. All inquiries from the House or 
its committees have had as prompt answers as 
` circumstances would permit. But Ido not under- 
: stand the reason why nothing can bé done here 
| without, executive recommendation and executive 
| estimates.. I cannot perceive why this House or 
a committee may not act upon its own knowledge, 
without regard to executive recommendation or 
executive. estimate, when it perceives measures 
, necessary for the public service,, It is true, the 
Constitution requires the Executive, from time 
| to time, to recommend such measures as it may 
deem necessary for the public good; but the Con- 
stitution does not require Cangress to limit its 
action to the measures recommended by the Ex- 
ecutive, or to adopt them. Congress has no bar- 
rier to itsaction but the limits of the Constitution; 
; and it is the Department Peay charged with 
; these duties to which the country looks for wise 
and salutary legislation. Hitherto the Executive 
| has: been, according ‘to ‘some, too officious and 
intermeddling, taking too much responsibility; now 
į all responsibility is.to. be thrown upon the Exec- 
utive, and gentlemen will not act upon some sub- 
jects without executive recommendation and execu- 
tive estimates. eae Mies y 
: ı The debate on the part of my friend from South 
Carolina . [Mr. ‘Txompson] was confined princi- 


| 


calculation is based, is ‘true; but the principle is 
and the..caleulation, however accurate as 
rite results. -The honorable 
mense dis- 


imp 


ini 


uth; she is content with being Virginia, and 
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But, Mr. Chairman, when the | 
South, if ever Heaven shall so order it, is beset : 
with danger and with difficulty, the pride, the 
chivalry. the southern fecling, and high character 
of Virginia will be appealed to. I feel very con- 
fident my friend from South Carolina meant not 
the slightest reflection upon her. In the establish- 
ment of navy-yards, if the Government is to be 
regulated by suitable positions, there is not one 
south of Virginia suited to the construction of ves- 
sels of the first class, for the wantof harbors of suf- 
ficient depth of water, so that in this point of view 
all appropriations for this object have been prop- 
erly made, although unequal in dollars and cents. , 
Virginia must be classed a southern State, and . 
the appropriations for her defenses southern ap- 
ropriations. Take the proposed appropriations 
Rom the amount stated by the gentleman, take 
also the pay and provisions of the officers and | 
sailors, which cannot be considered in the light — 
of local appropriations, and others of like char- 
acter, and the disparity will be greatl reduced; 
yet, upon this point of a ropriation, the advant- 
age is favorable to the North. But the reason 
of this disparity is obvious, and is accounted for 
without the slightest imputation of favoritism 
upon the Executive or either of the Departments. 
he inequality has been produced by nature. To 
the North there are numerous bays, rivers, and 
harbors, suited for navy-yards, having naturally 
safe and sufficient depth of water; hence the navy- : 
ards have been principally established to the 
orth. There, too, were our principal maritime 


towns which needed defenses. All these northern | 


navy-yards were established during the Admin- 
istrations of southern Presidents, and have been 
sanctioned by southern Representatives. I have 
not gone into the minute details of inequality of 
the gentleman from South Carolina, because they 
depend upon the leading points, and will be cor- 
rect or not, as they are correct. 

While, however, navy-yards have been pro- 
vided for to the North, the South has been pro- 
vided for in fortifications; and in this branch of 
public defense, the dis any of appropria fa- 
vorable to the South fine eretofore been much ' 
greater than the diepariiy favorable to the North ; 
upon navy-yards. The annexed table, exhibited | 
by the honorable gentleman from Maine, [Mr. 

vans,] in his able discussion of this question, ` 


ives the number of fortifications erected since the | 


‘oundation of the Government, and the expendi- 
ture on each, classed North and South by the | 
Potomac river: 


EXPENDITURES ON FORTIFICATIONS FROM 1812 ro 1835. 


Works North. 
on Fort Independence: preservation of Castle | 
Island, Massachusetts. ......- suseccee 1832. ..$54,594 00 | 


Fort Warren, Massachusetts .......+-.- 833.. 
Fort Adams, Rhode [sland........... +. . 1824.. „960,000 00 
Fort Lafayette, New York. .. 1812. . .318,305 00 
Repairs of do., New York. .. 1829... 33,386 00 
Fort Hamilton, New York ..... . 1825. ..481,000 00 i 
Repairs of Fort Columbus and Castle 

Williams, New YOork....ssesssssecses 1831... .175,000 00 
Fort Schuyler, New York..............1833. ..125,000 00 
Fort Delaware, Delaware river.........1817...527,100 64 
RebuildingF ort Delaware Delaware river.1833. ..129,000 00 
Fort Washington, Maryland............1816...454,103 00 

$3,447,772 44 
Works South of Potomac. 

Fort Monroe, Virginia........2++0++¢+-1817.§1,741,144 15 
Fort Calhoun, Virginia......+. +++ ...-1818. 1,391,573 40 
Fort Mason, North Carolina...... +... -1825....349,500 00 
Fort Caswell, North Carolina.........+ 1825. ...412,734 00 


Fortifications Charleston harbor, South 
Carolina.....-eeeeee . 


Fort Pulaski, Georgia....... z 

Repairs of Fort Marion, Florida...... . 1833. 

Fort Pickens, Pensacola, Florida....... 1828... 

Fort in Fosler’s Bank, Florida......--- 1833.....75, 

Fort in Dauphin Island, Alabama...... 1833. . ..245,999 15 

Fort Morgan, Alabama........+++++++ -1819..1,026,777 00 

Fort Pike, Louisiana..........- PERIS 1819. . ..314,597 25 

Fort Wood, Louisiana.......-- RER 1822. . ..378,642 00 

Fort Jackson, Louisiana.......+.--+++ 1822. ...659,500 00 

Battery at Bayou Bunvenu, Louisiana. -1826.....96,447 10 

Tower at Bayou Dupie, Louisiana..... 1829...,.16,677 41 

Fort Livingston,Grand Torre, Louisiana.1833. .... 75,000 00 
$8,043,591 46 

3,447,772 44 


4,595,819 02 


| It will be seen that there have been expended 
‘South $8,043,591 46, and North $3,447,772 44, 
leaving a balance in favor of the South of $4,595,- 
819 02; and here the gentleman from Maine drops 
the calculation. In the appropriations now pro- 
posed for repairs and improvements of navy- 
yards, there is a balance in favor of the North of 


$369,125. Upon all the works finished, under ; 


construction, not finished, and proposed, the 


‘(the North,) and onl 
: from the South. The g 


expenditure will be, North, $18,000,425, South, k 


16,530,054, leaving a balance in favor of the 
orth of $1,470,371. This disparity, however, 


: is the result of circumstances which cannot be | 
controlled, and of which we cannot complain. | 


- But the true point upon which we have good cause 
` of complaint isthe unconstitutional appropriation 
for works of internal improvement, and the tyran- 


i works of internal improvement, the honorable 
i gentleman from Maine [Mr. Evans] admits that 


. the advantage is greatly in favor of the North, 


' but charges the inequality upon the refusal of the 
southern States to receive appropriations for such 
objects. This is true, sir; true to the letter; Vir- 
ginia has always regarded these appropriations as 
unauthorized by the Constitution; and has re- 
fused the beneficence of the Federal Government 
founded in violation of that sacred compact. She 
has acted upon that principle of integrity upon 
which an honest man will refuse to receive stolen 
goods. 
the unclean thing. 
gument addressed to her cupidity, thatthe States 
believing the Federal Government has this power 
under the Constitution are receiving yearly large 
appropriations. She regards her integrity with 
i unyielding pertinacity, and will not surrender it 

to considerations of avarice or cupidity. She will 

not sell her integrity at any price. Her motto is, 


to do right, let others do wrong who will. I do | 


not doubt that gentlemen of the North honestly 
believe that the Federal Government has this 
power; yet I think they should have some respect 
to the opinions of so many southern States, and 
not be willing to clutch all they can get by a 
strained construction of the powers of the Con- 
stitution, although they may kelero the doctrine 
sound. 
| Mr. Chairman, our Yankee friends understand 
how to manage these moneyed affairs better than 
we do. They always have had, and I fear 
‘always will have, the advantage of the South in 
: this particular; they know how fastidious south- 
‘ern statesmen are in their construction of the 
powers of the Constitution, and very generally 
i throw out some constitutional question for our 
| discussion; and, in its heat and excitement, carry 
some scheme of appropriation without attracting 
notice. I heard of a very sagacious northern 
man who, upon a certain occasion, said that 
when an appropriation was to be carried which 
| might excite opposition from the South, the 
| right plan was to give the southerners a consti- 
tutional question for debate, and that, while that 
was debating, the appropriation could be carried. 
I think the history of our legislation proves very 
clearly the success with which this stratagem 
has been practiced. 

Mr. Chairman, the framers of the Constitution 
never contemplated that, in authorizing appro- 
priations for the common defense, they were in- 
corporating a principle of equality in dollars and 
cents; and that when so many dollars were ex- 
pended in one State, so ey were to be expended 
in another, whether needed or not. The object 
was to defend the whole; and the only question 
in making appropriations is, where are defenses 
needed? In our extended territory, nature her- 
| self has created the inequality of which the 
honorable gentleman complains. There are more 
assailable points in one section than another, 
which must be provided with defenses; and 
hence this natural inequality necessarily pro- 
duces inequality of expenditure. The only true 

rinciple is to provide defenses for every point, 
orth or South, wherever needed, without re- 
gard to any other consideration. 

But my honorable friend from South Carolina 
[Mr. THompson] complains that under this Ad- 
ministration the interests of the South, particu- 
larly in its defenses, have been grossly neglected; 


She will neither touch, taste, nor handle | 
She will not listen to the ar- | 


i 


| likes. 


' the 


and, in order to account for it, refers to the loca- 
tion of the present members of the Cabinet. He 
says the Secretaries of the Treasury, of War 

and of the Navy, are all from this favored region, 
the Secretary of State 
ecretaries of the Treasur 

and of the Navy are from the North, but the 
Secretar of War is from a northwestern Terri- 
tory, (Michigan.) But even taking them all three 
from the North, upon the principle of population 
and commerce the inequality does not exist; for 

in addition to the Secretary of State, the ‘chief 
executive officer, the President—he whois charged 
with the whole executive power, and controls all 
executive officers—is a southern man; so that I 
think there is, on this ground, little cause of com- 


) -plaint. But, Mr. Chairman, what I princi 
- nical and unequal operation of the tariff laws. In |. f eet. 


complain of in this part of the honorable gentle- 


|; man’s argument is its tendency to create sectional 


feelings, sectional jealousies, and sectional dis- 
I know the gentleman intended no such 
effect. JI only speak of the tendency of his argu- 
ment, however honestly felt or designed. So 
long as parties exist in name, extended over every 
quarter of the Union, the integrity of the Union 
is not hazarded; but it was against parties sep- 


| arated by geographical lines, by sectional divis- 


ions, that the paternal and warning voice of 
Washington was raised, early in our history, 
and against which the effort of every patriot has 
been, and will ever be, directed. Whenever the 
geographical line shall be distinctly drawn, and 
arties shall be known as a northern and 
southern party, then, indeed, there will be an 
array of party which will ultimately sever the 
Union, dissolve us into our original fragments, 
destroy our free institutions, and produce that 
state of anarchy, war, bloodshed, and despotism, 
against which all our sages and patriots have 
struggled, and to prevent which the Union was 


, formed. 


: fenses of either Charleston or Pensacola 


I think there is no just ground to charge the 
Government with nekeng the interests or de- 
(or there 
seems to be no complaint elsewhere.) There is 
proposed for Charleston, $ : there have been 
surveys and inquiries set afloat, as to the practi- 
cability of constructing at Charleston a navy- 
yard, and there is now a proposition depending 
for that object before Congress, under the pat- 
ronage of its own Representative, founded upon 
the informationcommunicated and recommended 
by the Executive. For this appropriation I am 
repared to vote. The appropriations recom- 
mended for Pensacola by the Navy Department, 
are contained in the following letter, addressed to 
me by the Department, containing also the course 
pursued by the Department upon that subject: 


Navy DEPARTMENT, February 12, 1836. 


Sır: In answer to-your letter requesting my views as to 
the expediency of constructing a dry-dock, and of deep- 
ening the channel over the bar at Pensacola, and request- 
ing any information in this Department necessary to acor- 
rect decision on this subject, I have the honor to state that 
the Secretary of the Navy, in his report of the 30th Novem- 


| ber, 1833, brought this subject before Congress by recom- 
i 


mending the continuance of Pensacola as a naval station 3 
and submitting a report from Captain Dalias, on the means 
and expense of deepening a channel through that bar, and 
a memoir and estimate on the improvement of that bar by 
Captain W. H. Chase, of the Engineer corps, (to be found 
in the first volume of executive documents of H. R., 1st 
session 23d Congress, No. 1, page 263.) 

Captain Chase calculated the expense of adding three 
fret to the depth of the channel over the bar at 106,690. 
The various items of expense are given in detail in his esti- 
mate. Captain Dallas, however, is of opinion that the 
channel over the bar should be made six feet lower than at 
present, and adds $40,000 to the estimate of Captain Chase, 
making the whole expense amount to $14€ 690, for deepen- 
ing the channel six feet, and giving a depth of water over 
the bar of from twenty-nine and a half to thirty feet, which 
will be amply sufficient for our vessels of the largest class. 

These gentlemenare very capable of making the observa- 
tions and estimates which they have submitted, and there 
is no reason to doubt the accuracy of their calculations; 
and I have no hesitation in expressing my opinion, that the 
great importance of Pensacola, as a naval station, would 
justify the expenditure of the sum estimated for the object 
stated. s 

Annexed to my last annual report will be found estimates 
for buildings of different kinds at the Pensacola navy-yard, 
to the amount of $64,000 ; for building a powder mapatie 
near the yard, $17,000. In addition to which, there are the 
following estimates for Pensacola: 


For wharves and appendages..---++++++ . 
Hydraulic dock.......-+-0+++° Fi 
Making the whole of the estimates for Pensacola, for the 


18386] 
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Navy 


1836, $356,000. If to this we add $146,690, deemed 
Maleta as before stated, for deepening the bar, it will 
amount, in the whole, to & ; 

It is believed that, for this sum, the harbor of Pensacola | 
may be rendered a safe and commodious statian for the | 
purposes of our Navy, and a convenient place for building | 
and repairing our vessela of war.” ) 

The construction of a dry-dock, sach as we have at Nor- 


folk and Boston, and such as it is proposed to build at New - 


York, and which would cost nearly $1,000,000, cannot be 
considered as necessary at Pensacola, until the channel 
over the bar shall be deepened, even if it should be deemed 
expedient to build a fourth dry-dock upon the la. t scale. 
In the mean time, an h lie dock, such as is now in 
successful operation at New York, and which it is believed 
may be constructed in the course of a year, and at the ex- 
pense mentioned in the estimate, would be highly useful, | 
as this kind of dry-dock answers perfectly welt for all ves- 
eels under the size of a frigate. : 

The estimate of $150,000 for wharves and appendages is - 
made without the knowledge necessary for an accurate de- | 
tailed statement of the itema of expense. It is hoped, | 
however, that, in the course of a few months, a careful ex- 
amination may be had of this station by com mt officers, | 
whose the same will afford all the information | 
wanted; but it is confidently believed that the full amount | 
estimated will be required for the objects stated. I am not ` 
aware that there js any information ia this Department 
upon the subject of your letter which has not been com~- 
municated to the House of Representatives. 

I am, very respectfully, your obedient servant, 


M. DICKERSON. 

Hon. L. Jarvis, ` 
Chairman Naval Cammittee, House of Representatives. 
So there are $592,690, instead of $342,000, es- | 
timated by the gentleman from South Carolina. | 
(The gentleman from South Carolina here tells | 
me that the additional estimate was not in the | 
annual report, and had not been laid before Con- | 
. gress until after he delivered his speech. The | 
chairman ofthe Committee of Ways and Means ' 
states that it was in, and laid on each member’s 
. table long before.) I haye no doubt both gentle- 
men are right in theirgecollection, and that the 
additional estimate hadescaped the attention. of 
-my friend from South Carolina. -I only use the 
fact to prove that the 


or any other, .neg- 
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refused to the North? This charge of neglect, 
Mr. Chairman, if true, lies at the aoe of southern 
men, and I leave them to answer it. The table of | 


It was intended as a common fund, to pay a com- 
mon debt, incurred in a common cause, and when 
i that should be done, to lessen the requisitions 


| appropriation for defenses heretofore referred to l| upon the States for the annual support of the 
i I think clearly proves that the South has had her j: Federal Government. Tha sales o These lands 
full share of the protection of the Government. | were intended to supply the revenue which would 


R I come now, Mr. Chairman, to consider the ob- ` 
jections which have been urged to the system of .. 
national defense now under consideration, and ` 
which are apart from the intrinsic merits of the 
subject itself; and 

_1. It is objected that, if the proposed system is car- 
ried into execution, it will largely increase the peace 
establishment of the army. e establishment of 


otherwise have to be raised by taxation. 

The adoption of the Constitution did not dis- 
charge the obligations of the condition in the act 
' of cession, or authorize the diversion of the pro- 
|, ceeds of the public lands to any other purpose 
i| Whatever than that specified. The clause of the 
Constitution giving power to the Federal Gov- 
ernment to regulate and dispose of the public 
domain, reads thus: “The Congress shall have 
‘ power to dispose of, and make all needful rules 
‘and regulations respecting the territory or other 


F | 
| 
li 
single company to the present army establish- | 
ment. An sane nes been made ised force jj 
necessary to be employed in keeping and preserv- || ‘ pro belonging to the United States, and 
ing the fortifications, if all proposed shall be con- ;; ‘ not ox te this Constitution shall be so construed as 
structed, which will be.about thrée thousand one | ‘to prejudice ony claims of the United States, or of 
hundred and eighty men. An estimate of the | ‘ any particular Btate.”’ If this clause of the Con- 
Inspector General makes the force necessary | stitution could without the reservation have been 
about 3 so that, from either statement, no < construed into an abandonment of the condition 
. addition on account of these works will be neces- , in the act of cession, the reservation retains. the 
sary. If any addition shall be found necessary force of the obligations in its full effect, so that 
; to our army, it will grow out of the concentra- . the obligation cannot be avoided without a flag- 
i tion of so many restless Indian tribes on the Mis- | rant breach of faith. In the proposed plan of 
souri and-Arkansas frontiers, who can bring into | distribution fifteen per cent. is allowed to the new 
the field twenty thousand warriors, and the civil | States, over and above what would be their equal 
war raging between Mexicoand Texas, demand- proportion upon the plan of equal distribution— 
| ing a force on the Texan frontier of sufficient ; the result of which is, that Virginia would lose 
| Strength to enforce our neutrality and preserve || $410,104, all the old States would lose $4,096,346. 


|, our peace. | The table attached to the next page will exhibit 
| 2. B is urged by the gentleman from Kentucky, || the whole operation. 


ment had not, from | 


|, [Mr. Ariaw,] and the gentleman from South Caro- i 

i dina, -[Mr. ‘T'Hompson,] that the adoption of this ‘| 

i, system will prevent the distribution of the public lands 

|, and the surplus revenue. ‘This objection involves , 

-| the consideration of two very serious and jmport- |; 

ant goain in both their aspecte of constitu- `: 
na. 


| tionality and expediency, each of them, in all its | 


considerations of pve pk f À a: 

lected its duty to the Sopth; forin ralation to | bearings, affording subject-matters of sufficient | 
both these points of Charleston and Pensacola, || miagnitudo for.a long argument. Ido not design, | 
the Executive has been employing all the means || upon the present occasion, to.do more than glance | 


placed in his hands by Congress in ascertaining 
the practicability of constructing navy-yards at 
both these points, and has in several annual re- 
ports strongly recommended them to the consid- 
. eration of Congress. Here, Mr. Chairman, I 
must correct a misapprehension of the gentleman 
from Tennessee, (Mr. Beur.) He says that the 
late Secretary of the Navy (now the Secretary 


of the Treasury) madea tour of inspection to the | 


South with a view of informing himself as to the 
necessity and practicability of establishing, par- 
ticularly at Pensacola, an extensive bu Beda 
and that after his return he had not heard of any 
recommendation from him favorable to it. It is 
true that the Secretary did make such a tour, but 
the gentleman is entirely mistaken as.to: the fact 
that he made no favorable report. . The Secretary 
- not only made a re favorable to the scheme, 
„but strongly urged its adoption on Congress. I 
refer. to the document,.from the Navy Department 
. accompanying the President’s annual message of 
December, 1833. 

In addition.to these facts, in. the recammenda- 
tion and estimates of works of defense, $5,000,000 
are recommended to be appropriated to the de- 

- fenses of Florida alone. 


‘ 


Our navy-yards were located and constructed | 


- before the purchase of Florida, and no new pne, 
except at Pensacola, I believe, has been cen- 
. structed since. Upon the whole of this branch of 
- the subject, I. would ask, if this inequality exists, 
- how is it thatit has been produced by southern 
statesmen? Thirty-nine out of forty-seven. years 
-southern men have administered the executive 
-department of the Government, some of them 
always.in the Cabinet. A distinguished son of 
- South Carolina administered the War Department 
for eight 8, who did much to recommend the 
- system of defense now proposed to the favorable 
consideration of the nation. Why is it that so 
much of neglect to the South has marked the ad- 
- ministration of southern men? Why is it that 
-eouthern representatives have neglected to pre- 
sent the claims of the South upon Congress? 
When and where was it, that a Pope for 
defenses have been asked and refused to the 
South, which were not in like manner asked and 


at them. If I were to do otherwise, I should || 
unnecessarily detain the committee, as both these 
subjects will be poa far discussion when they 
come up. directly for consideration. The bill for 
the distribution of the public lands originated in 
| the Senate, under the patronage of a distinguished 
| Senator from Kentucky, {Mr. Cray.] It pro- 
poses, in substance, a distribution of the proceeds 
of the public lands among all the States, accord- 
ing to the ratio of representation, for purposes of 
; “internal improvement” and “ education.” All 
| the public lands ae the Mississippi were ceded 
to the United States by the several States, mostly 
‘by Virginia, The cession by Virginia was an 
j act of magnanimity, generosity, liberality, and 
devotion to liberty, unparalleled in the annals of 
history. She stripped herself of dominion, power, 
and wealth, for the sake of liberty and the security 
of free institutions. This cession embraced the || 
now great and flourishing States of Ohio, Indiana, 
and Illinois, and the Teritory of Michigan. In 
the act of cession, however, she entered into cer- 
i tain stipulations with the Government for the | 
disposition and proceeds of these lands, the ful- | 
| fillment of which she has a right to demand, and 
will insist upon. The Virginia deed of cession 
was executed on the lst day of March, 1784, 
| and contains the following condition: 
“ That all the lands within the territory so ceded to the 


United States and not reserved for, or appropriated to, any 
of the before-mentioned purposes, or disposed of in boun- 
ties to the officers and soldiers of the American Army, shall 
.be considered as a common fund for the use and benefit of 
such of the United States as have become, or shall become 
members of the confederation or federal gfltance of the said 
States, Virginia inclusive to F usual respective 


in the general chavge and expenditure, and shall 
fe fathfally end bana fide of for thot purpose, and 
for no other ase or purpose wi 7 


When it is recollected that this cession was 
made previous tothe, adoption of the Constitution, 
that it was made when the Confederacy owed a 
heavy debt incurred during the revolutionary war, || 
and that this debt, as well as the current expenses 
of the Federal Government, was made, not by a 
‘system of taxation, but by direct requisitions 
upon the State Governments in fixed proportions, 
the manifest intention of the condition which I 
have read cannot be mistaken or misunderstood. 


i 
i} 


| the whole 


This inequality, in express violation of the 
compact, and of every principle of justice in re- 
lation to any of the public lands, is, in my humble 
opinion, fatal to the pretensions of the Senate’s 
bill, if either justice or good faith is to prevail. 

Another palpable inequality in regard to all the 
southern States, and especially Virginia, is covert- 
ly couched in the Pee or the Senate’s bill 
which directs the distribution according to what 
is called federal numbers. The constitutional com- 
promise allowing the slaveholding States only 


| three-fifths of the slave population in the estimate 


adjusting the representative ratio among the 
States, I will not complain of. It may have been 
right to give this preference to free over slave la- 
bor in estimating the morał worth and adjusting 
-the weight to be given to the suffrages of different 
sections of the Union. But when the uestion 
becomes one of money, of a division of the pro- 
ceeds of the public domain, a very different con- 
sideration should enter into the calculation. It 
is known that slave labor is not so productive as 
free labor—it.is.the .inevitable.consequence that 
the population, and strength, and wealth of the 
southern States suffer a relative diminution in re- 

ard to the other States from this very cause. 

s it not monstrous, then, that while. slave labor 
tends to this result, making the wants of the 
southern States greater and their means less than 
their more opulent and powerful neighbors, an 
argument should be drawn from it to give them 


| two-fifths less of the proceeds drawn from the 


public domain in right of their laboring popula- 
tion, than the northern States would obtain in 
virtue of the same class within their limits? And 
how much more outrageous is this scale of dis- 
tribution, whereby almost two thirds of the in- 
come of the public lands would be monopolized 
by the N oni, when it is considered that. almost 
the whole of the great domain was generously 
seHinguiches by: Mia er for the common benefit of 
nion? In the proposed division, al- 

though she gave up all, she would get but half 
the portion of New York, that gave up nothing. 
In addition to this objection, I regard the pro- 
osed seheme as at.war with the principles of 
the Constitution, unless indeed the worn-out and 
long-ago-refuted federal doctrine, that the “ gen- 
eral welfare” phrase in the Constitution, confers 
in itself an independent power, unrestricted and 
uncontrolled by the defined limited powers of the 
instrument, is to be exercised in the sound dis- 
cretion of Congress—-a discretion which the Con- 
stitution was designed to restrict and control. 
The Constitution authorizes Congress to raise 
revenue for national purposes only; for common 
defense andgeneral welfare. It was never designed 
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ral Government the grand res- | 
ervoir of bounties and largesses to the separate | 
States or to individuals; nor was this system of | 
distribution ever designed to be placed in the | 
hands of the FederalGovernment. It is certainly 
not to be found m the express grant of powers, | 


to make the Fed 


| 


j 


upon these subjects at all. ` Among the subjects 
over which Congress has no power (in my opin- 


i jon) are the subjects of internal improvement and 


public education in the States. If they have not, 
then this: bill. is unconstitutional, appropriating 
the public moncy to purposes over which the 


i 


| 


but is, if to be found at all, 

implication. i 

Statement showing the dividend of each 
its Federal population) of the proceeds 


during the years 1883. 1834, and 1835, a 
the amount fiftcen per cent. previously allowed to the se 


new States. 


by inference or 
= 


St 


of the Public Lands, 


` vën 


l: Federal Government has no power. T know that 


{ 
i 


ate ( according to 


er deducting from : 


‘there is much diversity of opition upon this sub- 
ject. I only speak my own views and that of 
my State. ` a a ae Se 
‘The distribution of the surplus revenue among 
“thé States is à scheme introduced into the Sehate 


| “ander the ‘patronage.of an able and distinguished 


Senator from South Carolina.’ Tt proposes an 


ever, they will be seriously awakened if these 
schemes succeed. If they be adopted, it is eas 

to perceive that it paves the way for another hen 
tariff system, and an unlimited system of internal 
improvement; for, sir, when the people shall be 
told of excessive taxation by tariff, they will be 
told it is immaterial; what they pay in taxes 
ney, get back in the distribution; and thus they 
will be deluded into a fatal security and indiffer- 
ence to the exercise of the taxing power. The 
‘people, sir, the hard-working tax payers, will 
never get back any part of the taxes they pay. 
The indirect manner of its collection conceals 


from them its onerous burdens; 


I am not will- 
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‘amendment of the Constitution, so as to author- 
“ize the distribution’ of thé surplus revenue until 
1849, the time fixed for the expiration of the tariff 
Taw as regulated by what is familiarly called the 
“compromise bill regulating the tari ‘until that ` 

time. This bil does not propose any restriction | 

upon the States as to thë application ðf their re- | 
ctive portions, andis not susceptible of alt the | 
ections to its constitutionality’ as thé “land | 
: bil.” It only involves the question of:the power 
lof distribution itself. Yet, sir, the-atthor of this 
bill, for whose discrimnipating and sagatious mind 
“T have the highest respect, introduced 'it mto the 


heel 


' Senate, and it will: come‘ befdre this House, ad- 
mitting the want of cotistitutional potver in this 


ing, Mr. Chairman, to see the States coming in 
humble supplication, asking, at. the hands of this 
Government, their. due portions of its bounty and 
its munificence. I wish to see the States, in 
their own domestic concerns, looking to their own 
energies and their own resources, forbidding the 
slightest control over, or interference with them, 
by the Federal Government. Above all, I wish 
to avoid a moneyed dependence. > A 
There is another principle involved in the latter 
scheme, to which I am utterly opposed, as being 
of dangerous tendency. I have learned, 'sir, to 
veherate the Constitution asa system of funda- 
mental law, framed and adopted upon the most 
mature and deliberate investigation; an instru- 
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the want of 


` Government, and ‘seeking to supp 
“power by àmendment of the Constitution. ‘Now, 
“sir, if there is no power to’ disthbute the ‘public 
- money in the Constitution, where is the pqwer to 
‘distribute ‘:public'lands?” Nowhere, sir, unless it 
Fean be proved thatthe “is mote danger. in au- 
| thorizing this Government to ‘use money derived 
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lt from'duties’or direct taxation than: from public 
‘lands. YT humbly believe the danger is the'same 
“from either Sourée; thé principle is wrong, and 
- ¢annot bè made right, bécduge df the source from 
i which the money comes: 7" E n 5 
> The tendency of this system of distribution, if | 
-once introduced , will be dangerous ih the xtreme. | 
“Yes, sit, in its operation it will destroy thé ‘sov- 
: ereigaty and respectability Of the: States—_ft' will | 
demoralize and corrupt thé people. ThE Stites, | 
“instead of relying upon théjr own @nérgy and | 
‘enterprise, and their own | tesdurees,’ will have | 
: their éyes tarned tò this great center of attraction, 
‘the FederalGovernmetit, fs the sourcé ofall their 
‘wealth and ‘prosperity ; évery’ Session of Congress 
t will exhibit the sickening and ‘disgusting scene 
- of the representatives of the several States s¢ramb- 
ling for their portiéns, eath Yeturning ‘hort “arid 


i! 


“porary amend 


P 


+ do: L regard them 


-ment intended to be al endwring as time, ‘and hot 
‘to be ajtered upon slight and trivial oċcasions. 
“Amendments should only be made to introduce 

rmahent fundamental principles, whieh the se- 
verest test of experience has demonstrated to be 
salutary and netessary. If it be approached and 
-amended upon slight amd trivial occasions, or for 
temporary purposes, it Will lose all that -venera- 


| tion and respect necesa@ry to its‘ perpetuity and 
: faithful ‘observarice. 


It will occupy ‘no higher 


` grade than legislative enddtments,and be tepealed, 


altered’, or amended, upon‘ the most slight and 
trifling odedsidns, ‘and ‘be subject to all-the disad- 
vantages of excessive, pretipitate, und capricious 
Aepislation. ` This &inendment, if adopted, is. to 
last five of ‘six years, and then die.: Sir, upon 
‘the 'same’priaciplée other temporary amendments 


-may be introduced; until, finally, we shall havea 


new constitution, subverting all the principles of 
he old: for itis‘ not to be doubted that these'tem- 
ments will finally become permanent 
rincipled. - I ¢annet, sir, upon'any view I have 
een able to ‘take of ‘this subject, bring myself to 
vote for eithcr of these bshemes, or for any scheme 
‘of giving away thé public lands.‘ So dangerous 


p 


uthat I would prefer resigning 


li saying to his cbjistituentg, see what the Govern- fi : I 

: |}-mont as done for you: ' The State’ Legisidtures rm gèt Hiere, to sistaing them by ay votes, 
— [will be scuffing tó Ånd stijects fo'which to ap- ||. The honorable'gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. 
À Ein |! ply the bounty of the Fedetat. overnment: Sir, ||}-Arten] claims’ these schemes of distribution as 
= i ~« JesE "thas been sad that mioney'is Power.’ Ft is || matter of right, and strongly declaims against the 
PETERIN : ES 5 || true—fatal experience proves it to be true.” In expenditure of the public-money upon the sea- 
ETE £5 5 |} addition, then, to'the power’ of the “purse” and || ‘board, to the exclusion of the ‘West. ‘Sir;-in the 
eos > jae Z || “the sword,” now in the hands ofthis Government, |; system of defense proposed, does it not occur to 
“ES | give it this power of enlarging its influence by | the gentleman that the defense of our maritime 
ih 8 authorizing another theater for its employment, | frontier is the ‘defense of the ‘West? Can the 


© Nore.—The three right hand columns-of figures are added 
by Mr. Hitt to the table of Mr. Cray: > . : 

This bill limits the appropriation by the States 
to purposes of internal improvement ‘and public 
education. This isa direct apptopriation of the 
means of the Federal Government to works of 
internal improvement of a local character and 
public education, reserving to the States only the 
right to determine to what subjects the appropria- 

tion shall be made. The public lands are public 
property, and, when sold, the proceeds become 
‘public money. I cannot perceive in the Consti- 
tution a distinction between public money derived | 
-from daties on foreign importations, ‘diréct taxa- | 
tion, or the sales of public Jarids; nor do I per- 
‘ceive that the Constitution gives any authority 
to apply the public mioney derived from the one : 
-source to subjects which it prohibits to the other; | 
the powers granted may be exercised by the ap- 
ptopriation of money drawn from either source, 
so the powers restricted cannot be_exercised by 
-the employment of public funds derived either 
from the one source or the other. The restric- 
tion was to prevent Congress from exercising the | 
forbidden powers, without regard to the source 


and I would not give & fig for yout liberties. The | 
watchfulness and vigilance of the States over the | 
‘action of this 
fatal confidence atid security; they will no longer 
stand upon‘ the battlements of liberty, and sound 
the alarm against approaching danger; but the | 
| sentinels will sleep upon their watches,-and ‘the | 
enemy enter the citadel by stealth. | 
The people will no longer watch the action of | 
the Federal Government with their accustomed 
jealousy and vigilance; the deformities of the Fed- 
eral action, and its gradual approaches to despo- | 
tism, will be unperceived-amidst the glare and , 
splendor of its munificencé and bounty. , Sir, ih- 
terest is the mainspring of humanaction, and no 
scheme could be better devised to operate upon it 
than these distribution schemes: They are at 
war, vitally ‘at war, ‘with that frugality, simplic- | 
ity and poverty which it was designed ‘should 
| attach to the Federal Government; they destroy | 
‘the very foundation upon which the safety and 
durability of our institutions were based. I do 
not attribute to the authors of these bills any 
such designs—far from it; but I must confess I 
should view their adoption as the sure precursors 


b 


“from whenėe the means were to be derived. Tt 
“wes not intended to authorize Congress to act | 


of consolidation and ultimate despotism.: I hope 


Goyernment-will be lulled ‘into'a t invaders 


i of the West? “Certainly, sir, the 


ee 


| West be endangered, sir, by a foreign invasion, 


while the Atlantic States successfully resist the 
? ‘Are not-the Atlantic and Gulf towns 
nel of transportation for all the exports 

ntleman, when 
‘not, for he can- 


the chan 


he reflects upon this subject, will 
nöt; reasonably complain. — D 
J do not intend here, Mr. Chairman, to inquire 
who has or who hasnot recommended this scheme 
of distribution. I am well aware that the present 
President, as did Mr.Jeffergon during his admin- 
istration, thade some undefined suggestions for 
the distribution of the sarplus: revenue. which 
; Treasury under certain con- 


might remain in the 4 
‘tingencies, yet-both were mere suggestions. ac- 


‘knowledging the di 


ficulties attending it, both as 


‘bregards constitutional: power and 


dency, and was: never earnestly. 


‘corrupt ten- 
ressed. ‘The 


t should be: so unrestricted ‘as ‘to 1 


present President, inmost emphatic terms, dep- 
‘recated the idea that ‘the scheme, if adopted, 

introduce into 
the practice of the Government the habit of creat- 
ing a surplus revenue for the purpose of distri- 
bution. Itis matter of no concern with me who 
does or does not maintain opinions favorable to 
this scheme. I decide for myself; I speak my 


my fears may be- unfounded. I confess, how- 


own opinion upon this subject, and I believe the 


1836] 
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effect of this measure, if adopted, will be to pro- 
duce that state of things so deprecated by the 
President—the creation of a surplus revenue for 
the purpose of distribution, I therefore oppose 


i 
i 


it, and would do so, even if it were sanctioned by | 


the high authority of Andrew Jackson. In the 
view which I have taken of the dangerous ten- 
‘dency of this proposed plan of distribution, I am 
strongly fortified by the opinions of the honor- 
able gentleman [Mr..Catuoun] who is the re- 
puted author of the scheme now under discus- 
sion. Ina speech delivered by him in the other 
branch of this body, on the removal of the de- 
posits, he said: ‘‘'Thereis anotheraspectin which 
‘this subject may be viewed. We all remember 
_*how early the question of the surplus revenue 
“began to agitate the country. Ata very early 
‘ period, a Senator from New Jersey [Mr. Dick- 
- * ERSON] presented his scheme for disposing of it 
‘by distributing it among the States. The first 


‘President is upon no principle responsible for 
any abuses of the Governmént, however glaring 


i, OF corrupt, for the simple reason, that he has no 


! constitutional power to correct them. It is ob- 
„vious, however, that he is to be held responsible 
by his opponents, with a view to affect him in 
the coming presidential election. ; 

I come now, Mr. Chairman, to consider the 
charges of the honorable gentleman from Tennes- 

‘see against the Administration; in doing so, I 
shall attempt to defend the Administration by fact 
and reason.. I shall not employ opprobrious party 
elated or impeach the motives of any man upon 
.this floor. Conscious of the integrity of my own 
opinions, T shall extend to ‘others with whom 1 
i differ as much credit for integrity of opinion as I 

| claim for myself, knowing, as 1 do, the fallibility 

ii of the human mind and its proneness to'err, and 

‘| being unwilling to claim to myself infallibility. 

|: If facts and reason cannot be found to sustain my 


‘t message of the President recommended a similar ` opinions, I am sure denunciation will not. The 


` 4 project, which was followed up b 
‘ ety ‘he part of the Legislature of New York, and, 
* T believe, some of the other States, > The public 
* attention was aroused;. the scheme scrutihized; 
‘its gross unconstitutionality ahd injustice, arid 
_‘its dangerous tendency—its tendency to absorb 
“the power arid existence of the States, were 


apprehension, to defeat this dangeron measure, 
i - from .. Tennessee, 


sly, derelict iù. its. duty ‘in 


wo a ne 


: sponsible... But upon. what. principle the, Viee 
>i confess 


. President, | y the death, removal, or resignation, 
_ or. disability of the President, Sir, the Vice 


a movement © first charge which 1 propose to consider is, that 


the Administration came into ‘power professing 

one set of principles, and that it practices upon 
another, The first specificdtion made by the gen- 
tleman from Tennessee, which Y shall discuss, is 
the’ ‘subjept ‘of ‘‘internal iniprovement.”? He 
| charges that the‘present Admimistration came into 
“power professing opposition to this system, and 
‘Im practice hal expended mord money than in 
“the same period of any preexisting Administra- 
"tion. ` First, then, ‘sir, as to the ‘profession, and 


“then the pains ;and here I might rest the defense | 


“of the Administration against this charge, by 
simply quoting from the speech of the gentleman 
‘from Kentuéky, (Mr. ALLAN,] the charge that 
the President came intd power favoring the system 


i _* This Jeter, throughont the West, was considered as 


The gentleman sarcastically says, that this 
| pledge’ was redeented by the veto of the Mayaville 
i road bill, and the yeto of the bill for the benefit 
if of the Louisville canal, in the latter of which the 


| President’ expressed this.sound and orthodox 


Opinion: - | S ees 
ce Positive experience, and a more thorough ider.atio: 
| of the oubject, have convinced me (the President) of the im- 
|| propriéty, as well as inexpediericy of such investments.”? > 

||, -After the gentleman had spoken of the shock 


T 


|, and. disappointment which the Maysville and 


Louisville'canal ‘had produced in the West, and 
their tendency to weaken the ties‘which bind to- 
gether representative and constitueht,and denying 


‘ opinion, he says: ‘‘ But it was necessary to break the 
shock which this disappointment caused in the West.” 
’ This purpdse was accomplished, says the gentle- 


|! man, in the’ message of ‘1829. - Sir, this is cer- 


| tainly a most singular state of things. The force 


‘West, is broken byt e annual message of Decem- 
' ber,'1829. Most singular—the force of a shock which 
pe placėin May, 1830, is ‘broken. by a message de- 
f livered about six monthsbéfore! ` 1 teave, the gentle- 
| man to make the best of this argument he can; 
p for it is, I admit, greatly beyond niy`compre- 

hersion. .' In addition to this. testimony. T will 
offer that of Mr. Clay, who pronounced, I think 
| in 1834, the death of his favorite system of in- 
ternal improvement urider the blow given it by the 
‘Maysville veto.. Every member knowsthe partic- 
ular sdligitude with which that gentleman watched 
over this favorite system, and that ‘he, from his 
“public ‘or private relations with the President, 
[would not be disposed to do him.more than jus- 
''tice; yet, as late as 1834, he pronounced the sys- 
i tem crushed beneath the power of the veto. Now, 
|| sir, this gentleman, or the gentleman from Ten- 
| nessee,is mistaken. “But, sir,as to the professed 
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-the right of a representative to change his pledged || 


‘| of the shock, and disappointment created by the | 
:| Maysville veto message of May, 1830, in the 


Principles of the President upon this subject, |! 
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when he came into ore dependen! of. this tes- 
‘timony, I think I shall be able satisfactoril¥‘to 
| prove that the President, in the administration 
| of the Government, has been consistent with 
|: himself, in profession and practice, in relation to 
i this subject. The Maysville veto was the first 
| occasion upon which the President made a par- 
' ticular avowal of his‘ opinions upon this all-im- 
porent question of constitutional power, in which 
e denies the right of this Government to con- 
struct works of internal improvement within the 
i boundaries of a State, or to appropriate mone 
in aid of such works by subscriptions for stoc 
: -or otherwise. He avows also t e opinion th:t 
| this Government has the power to apptopriate 
| money for removing obstacles from, and improv- 
i` img the navigable rivers within, the limits of a 
- State, or where it isthe boundary between States, 
' and for constructing works of improvement in 
the Territories; in all of which he distinguishes 
| between works of a national, and those of a mere 
ie Jocal character. | The President, however, in the 
| veto message, expresses himself doubtfully of 
' what is the true boundary line within which the 
` Government may appropriate money, and recom- 
' mends such an‘amendment of the Constitution as 
i will place the exercise of this important power 
E ipon its true ground, defining the line over which 
i! the Governmeht shalt fot go, age patting to rest 
|' forever this vexed question’ The President rè- 
‘peated in each of his succeeding ‘messages the 
Tifficulty under which he labored; arid the recom- 
mendation of a: constitutional améendmeént-to re- 
lieve the Executive ftom the difficulty. This 
i recommendation’ df his, merely to defirie by con- 
' stitutional declaration’ this power, has not been 
responded to- by the representatives of the peo- 
ple, and the responsibility: for its‘ failure rests 
upon them. | ‘ ain eee $ 
- Tt cannot be ‘forgotten that the Maysville veto 
|, was hailed with enthusiastic Si the oppo- 
+ ménts of this power, as cutting off the whole'sys- 
‘tem of local: improvenients ‘within: ‘the’ limits of 
; the States, and thongh not achieving the whole, 
| yet-achieving ‘much, very much, for the principle 
of strict constriction, © 00 E e 
. All the public jourtitils so'regarded it, and this 
was'the view which was taker by the whole na- 
į tion. |: This, sir, is the principle which the Admin- 
| istration professed; and I contend that, in all the 
appropriations ‘for works. of internal improve- 
ment, none have been constructed of a local char- 
f acter incompatible with the ‘principles avowed in 
‘the Maysville veto. and subsequent messages. If 
there is one, sir, it has escaped my memory, and 


as 


n | I should like to know it, for I wish. to knéw the 


trath. t: 
| Mr. WISE rose and said, that, understanding 
his honorable colleague [Mt. Garran] to inquire 
-orto ask -fora specification of any act of appro- 
|| bation by the Executive of the principle of inter- 
i nal improvement sirice his veto of the Maysville 
“road bill; he. would, with his colleague’s per-nis- 
sion, eee instance during the last 
; Congress.. Mr. Gartann gavé way, and Mr. 
i! Wise proceeded to state, that, during. the last 
, Congress, there was a bill of appropriation ‘for 
l-the construction of certain harbors on the lakes, 
; in the States of New York and Ohio; that when 
that bill came up for consideration, his colleague 
'{Mr. Mercer] moved to amend it, by adding an 
‘item of $30,000, or thereabout, for surveys for works 
‘of internal improvement. This‘ bum had been, 
for several years, annually ppro for inter- 
nal improvement, and had ever been considered 
the foundation oft the whole system. 


It was the 
nucleus, the nest egg of works of internal im- 
* provement, for without previous surveys no works 
“whatever could be constructed. It involved the 
‘whole principle of the system without limitation 
—without the refined distinction ever involved in 
-the ‘word ‘national.’? So viewed, when this 
amendment was offered to this harbor bill, a few 
` strict constructionists from the South, of whom I 
was one, determined tò make one more effort to 
resist the principle of internal improvement, and 
to strike a. blow at the very foundation. of the 
“system. Accordingly, when the bill came up, 
‘several gentlemen and myself appealed to the 
‘gentlemen of “the party,” particularly from New 
ork, to aid us in resisting this amendment of 
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colleague [Mr. 
se nevi A kenen] when the amendment 
was offered, called for the ayes and noes, and, to 
our gratification, it was rejected by the votes of “the | 
party” from New York, united with the strict con- ! 
structionists of the South. We congratulated our- 
selves upon the triumph; and I remember well 
that I was cordially congratulated by several 
gentlemen from New York upon the evidence 
which they had then given us that they were with 
the South on the question of internal improve- 
ments. I relied upon their evidences and their’ 
smiles, but was doomed to disappointment, and, 
in turn, to defeat. My colleague [Mr. Mercer] , 
and the national Republicans, as they are called, | 
generally, seeing the manner in which their favo- 
rite appropriation for surveys had been defeated, 
turned round and united with the strict construc- 
tionists in voting against the harbors of New York 
and Ohio. Thus we, in fact, defeated the whole 
bill; but the rejection lasted only twenty-four hours, 
for the moment ‘‘the party’? of New York saw 
their harbors fail, they forgot they were against the 
principles of internal improvement which they admit- 
ted, and all admit, is involved in the appropriation | 
Jor surveys, came in the next day, moved a recon- 
sideration of the vote rejecting the amendment of 
my colleague: it was moved by Mr. BEARDSLEY, 
of New York. The amendment, then,was passed 


Mercer.] My honorable | administration, but a restricted principle restricted | 


‘ to national works, the very principle of the veto. 
| Yet, sir, I am free to confess that this principle 
is broader than my own notion of constitutional 
power, and incompatible with the strict doctrine 
of the Virginia school upon this subject. 
. agree with the President as to the power which 
he asserts over rivers within a State, or where 
the jurisdiction of two States extends over it. 

Iam not attempting to prove that the doctrines 
' of the President are entirely in accordance with 
‘the Virginia doctrines upon this subject; I know 
' they are not, and he never pretended that they 

were. J am only contending that he is consistent 

with himself in principle and practice in relation 
to this subject, and in this practice he has done 
‘much, very much, to restore the practice of the 

Government to the true constitutional standard, 
` for which he has my sincere thanks. 

To prove thatthe practice of the Administration, 
in the expenditure of the annual appropriation 
for surveys, &c., before referred to, has been in 
accordance with the principles of the veto, I here 


charged with the duty of making surveys, &c., 
' upon the principle upon which this fund is ex- 


by their votes. The vote rejecting the harbors was 
then reconsidered—the bill containing surveys 
and harbors was passed, and the President of the 
United States signed and sanctioned the act with all 
its features of internal improvement in every form. 
Mr. GARLAND resumed. I do not doubt at 
all the truth of the statement of my friend from 
Virginia. I know he would make no intentional 
misstatement; nor is it material to my argument 
to vindicate or defend the course of members on 
this floor, who may act inconsistently with them- 
selves; that is their own business, with which I 
have no concern, and with which I shall not 
meddle; but I do not think the annual appropria- 


tion of $30,000, referred to by my colleague, at | 


for plans and surveys was made on the 30th. of |: 


April, 1824, and is in these words: ‘‘ Be it en- 
‘acted, &c., That the President of the United 


|; the report) which have been prescribed for this 
i © office in these matters are as follows: That, Ist, 
| “surveys ordered b 
i, “are generally specific appropriations, should be 
' © attended to. 
‘| «©. Surveys ordered by resolutions of Con- 
' t gress. The expenses of these are paid out of 
' € the annual a: ropriation for surveys, including 


‘the pay of the civil engineers, which is taken | 


` ¢ out of the same appropriation. 
© «3, Surveys ofa national, or highly interesting 
| *commercial character, applied for by States or 
. ‘incorporated companies. In these cases such 
|’ © officers as can be spared (with their instruments) 
are allowed to be assigned. All other expenses, 

‘including those for additional engineers or addi- 
| < tional instruments, are supplied by the parties inter- 

i 6 ested in the survey, the United States being subjected 
' © to no charge on these accounts; or, in other words, 
‘ confining the aid from the United States to the mere 
© loan of such engineers, and of such instruments as 
; © can be conveniently spared.” 


| 
[o 


all conflicts with the truth of the assertion; for | 
there is nothing in it, nor has there been any | 
practice under it, incompatible with the principles 
_of the Maysville veto. The first appropriation 


t States is hereby authorized to cause the neces- |; 


‘ sary surveys, plans, and estimates to be made 
‘of the routes of such roads and canals as he | 
‘may deem of national importance in a commer- 
‘ cial or military point of view, or necessary for 
. ‘the trangportation of the public mail; designat- | 
t ing, in the case of each canal, what points may | 


‘ be made capable of sloop navigation,” &c., in || 


` which the surveys to be made are to be for works į 
of “national importance,” and in its execution re- 
stricted to such works as are of national import- | 


ance in a commercial or military point of view, or || 
necessary for the transportation of the public mail. | 
The first appropriation for this object during this |; 


Administration is in these words: “ For defray- | 
* ing the expenses incidental to making examina- 
* tions and surveys for national works under the act | 
‘ of thirtieth April, one thousand cight hundred | 
‘and twenty-four, &c., $30,000.’’ Act of May 
31, 1830; in which the appropriation directly re- 
fers to the surveys, &c., contemplated by the act 
of 1824, and only incorporates the principles of 
that act. Every appropriation since is in the 
same language, and is made to Te the sur- 


Here, then, is proof that the manner in which 
| this annual appropriation is disbursed, is compat- 
; ible with the strictest letter of the Maysville veto. 
‘Task, then, what survey has been made in con- 
' flict with it? Mr. Mercer said, “that as his 
| colleague had called for a case, he would give the 
: Surve 
| It is true the survey of the canal designated 
' by my honorable colleague [Mr. Mercer] was 

made by the Topographical Department, but not 
| one cent of the expense was paid out of the public 
money; it was paid for by private subscription. 
My colleague also designates the Marshill road, 
in the State of Maine, as a local work, at war 
with the principles of the Maysville veto. This, 
sir, is a military road, constructed from a mil- 
itary post on the Maine and Canada frontier, into 


ported to that post, and is the A road by which 
they can be transported. This being a military 
road, and necessary to military operation, con- 


! tional. I think the cases si 
lall at war with the professed principles of the 
` President, and that I have succeeded in proving 


veys, plans, &c., contemplated by the act of 
1824; and are expressly restricted to the objects 
named in that act. atever, then, is wrong in 


the annual appropriation referred to by my friend | 
from Virginia, is to be traced to the act of 1824, | 


for which the Republican Administration of Mr. 
Monroe is responsible. In that act, the distinc- 
tion is taken between local and national works, and 


is the distinction taken in the Maysville veto, and | 


running throughout the messages of President 
Jackson. 

I admit, sir, for I never will disguise truth for 
any consideration, that this annual appropriation 
of $30,000 contains within it a principle of internal 
improvement, not an unrestricted and unlimited 


i conformity with his professed principles. 

The charge of prodigal and excessive expendi- 
ture upon works of internal improvement, by this 

|. Administration, when inpattially and thoroug 

| examined, will be found unsustainable. sy 


he 


ing the expenditures of the year 1829; for the 
: expenditures of 1829 were the result of appropri- 
‘ations made in the preceding Administration. 
There must also be deducted the whole expendi- 
ture upon the Cumberland road, amounting to 
: $2,600,511. This road was authorized and com- 


` menced in Mr. Jefferson’s Administration, has |! 


principle, such ag was claimed by the preceding 


i been the subject of appropriations by every suc- 


I dis- | 


read an extract from the report of the able and ; 
intelligent head of the Topographical Department, , 


pended, and proving that not one cent has been | 
‘expended upon local works: ‘* The rules (says ` 


law, and for which there į 


for aship canal around the Niagara falls.” | 


the interior of Maine, by which suppliesare trans- ` 


| nected with a military post, is certainly constitu- ; 
kn out are not at ; 


‘that his practices upon this subject are in strict | 


hly į 
whole amount expended is $4,930,176 92, includ- | 


ceeding Administration, and could not with pro~ 
pricty be vetoed by the President, as the whole 
work, so far as completed, would have been lost. 
The acts I regard as unconstitutional, although 
sanctioned by high authority of Mr. Jefferson, 
and shall vote against any further appropriation 
for it. The President, in his Maysville veto, ex- 
pressly disapprobates the original law; yet he 
avowed his determination not to arrest works 
commenced by his predecessors. From this 
amount is also to be deducted $388,200 93 for 
expenditures upon works authorized and com- 
meneed by preceding Administrations, leaving 
the net sum of $1,941,434 56, expended by author- 
ity of the present Administration, and for which 
it is alone responsible. This expenditure, mod- 
erate when compared with the amount charged 
upon the Administration by its opponents, has 
been expended principally in the improvement of 
bays, harbors, and navigable rivers, for the ac- 
commodation of foreign and domestic commerce, 
and for the improvement of the Territories which 
‘are entirely dependent upon the Government. 
View this subject, then, in its true light, and all 
will admit that, in relation to it, gross Injustice 
has been done to this Administration. In its 
‘ course there is much to approve, but little to dis- 
approve. 
ut if the amount of expendi upon objects 
‘of internal improvement has elicited so much 
alarm, I ask how much is the country indebted 
to the firmness of the President in arresting the 
many local and extravagant schemes which were 
i proposi and about to be proposed; when the 
aysville veto was presented? It is said there 
were in bills and reports, in both Houses, in the 
‘ session preceding the Maysville veto, schemes of 
a general and local character, which would have 
' cost the Government upwards of $100,000,000. 
Mr. MERCER interposed and said, that the 
' statement was not true; that he had before pro- 
nounced it false; that ‘all the bills and schemes 
reported by the committees would not have cost 
one-fifth of that sum. 
Mr. GARLAND. I make the statement, Mr. 
; Chairman, upon the authority of the President’s 
message of December, 1834, which I now have 
“before me. Whether the President or my col- 
| league is mistaken, I shall not here stop to determ- 
‘ine; it is a matter of calculation. The reports 
and bills are here, and will speak for themselves, 
and correct any error of calculation in relation 
'| to them. "Whether the error be with my col- 
li league or the President, it is immaterial now for 
i| me to determine, for, in either case, a very prodi- 
|| val and excessive expenditure has been prevented. 
This is not all upon the same authority; it is 
stated that there were petitions and memorials 
|! for works of internal improvement, which were 
| estimated at about $100,000,000 more. If this 
| be so, and I do not doubt it, I ask if the country 
‘does not owe a heavy debt of gratitude to the 
'! present Administration fot the achievement of so 
much of principle and of economy? I leave the 
| impartial to decide upon this subject. Whatever 
| blame there is must rest upon Congress, as the 
‘| annexed table shows what has been estimated by 
‘the Administration, for purposes of internal im- 
provement, and what has been appropriated by 
: Congress: j 


| : 


ri Estimate. Appropriation. 

i| 1831... eo ee.. ..8639,216 59 $1,035,494 44 
1832.......+- -1,018,811 23 1,280,006 75 

‘| 1833... .... e- 1,011,983 30 1,090,953 30 


1834... o.. e o 1,523,871 00 
$4,193,882 12 


1,777,757 36 


$5,194,111 85 
4,193,882 12 


Excess over Executive estimates. . $1,000,229 7 


The increase of works necessarily increased 
' estimates for their continuance. 

The next subject of complaint in support of 
ion has not prac- 


|| the charge that this Administration 
ticed upon its professed principles is, the extray- 
| agance and prodigality of its expenditures. In 
determining the truth of this charge it 1s neces- 
sary to determine the true signification and mean- 
ing of the word economy; whether the principle 

be determined by the necessity, 


{ 


of economy is to 


i 
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propriety, and value of thesubjectupon which an 
expenditure is made, or whether itis to be determ- 
ined by the mere amount of dollars and cents 
expended. I contend, and I think no gentleman 
will contradict it, that the true principle of econ- 
omy must be determined by the necessity, pro- 
riety, and value of the subject of expenditure; | 
‘or one thousand dollars may be lavishly and 
prodigally thrown away, while millions may be 
usefully and economically expended upon sub- 
jects of great importance and value to the nation. 
f this be the true standard to test the economy 


of the Administration, it will, all circumstances !. | 
considered, bear a safe comparison with any pre- `` 


ceding Administration, It is true itexhibits more | 
in amount, ¢xcept during the late war; yet, when | 
the subjects upon which the. excess of expendi- 
ture has been made, are taken.into the account, its 
reasonableness and propriety are made manifest, 
and every suspicion of prodigality dissipated. 
The following table presentsa comparative view 


of the expenditures of this Administration with || 


the two preceding. It exhibits the aggregate of | 
and usual expenditures, as also of 


the ordi 
the SALONDA, and such as will not be per- : 
manently incorporated into the annual expendi- ` 


| Ditto from 1821 to 1828, inclusive 


DIX TO THE CONGRESSION 


| Amount of expenditures-for ordinary purposes frona 1829 to 


p InClUSIVE. 0.2... cece eee ees 


....e $88,678,198 80 
74,468,756 81 


Difference $6960 Cee Os epee e... $14 99 
Which is accounted for as fellows: — tea 

i By excess of expenditures from 1829 to 1836 

(including the ‘estimates of 1836) over 

those from 1821 to 1828: 


On account of the Legislature, $1,615,899 85 
i judiciary.... 7 5742 79 
f Army proper 
| and fortifi- 
i cations... 6,000,648 36 
Navy*...... 4,757,993 31 
survey of . 
í pu blic 
ds.... : 95,205 50 
Mint and ‘ 
new huild-., wt dy 
ings, &c.. 548,415 02 
; Terntorics.. 223,216 53 - 
All other expenses, inciuding 
- increase on account of the 
Management of the. public 
lands, the General Post Of 
fice,intercourse with foreign 
nations, &c,......eee0.66. 130,250 63 | 
1 a Ce 
| Difference, aa above........cssescereses $54,200,371 99 
j — 


| Balance of appropriations for internal improvements on 


m the 3tst December, 1828........ esaeces 1,368,007 64 
tures of the Government: : >. i Balance on account of the Cumberland ei 
Expenditures of the United States, from 1881 to 1828, in- (| road. cco... cece es ceccuccccuce coccececed 342,601 64 
BE ashi octet i pce ete a00 42 a : —_—_ 

sof there paid on account e : The expenditure in 1833 over that of 1832, 

public debt. ............. 83,617,986 34 | exclusive of paynient om account of the ` a : 
For tands relinquished under ebt, WAS... eee eee cececetceececete $6,107,306 M 

Indian treaties..,,......,.. 1,363,723 26 ; Arising from payments on account of— . - me 
For pensions—revolutionary -Revolutionary payments... ,. 83,404,731 00 : 

and other .......sseseeeee 10,062,702 76 ‘Indian treaties .............. 903,511 24 ` 
For internal improvements, Duties refunded. .........0.- 701,760 76° * 

including surveys of ports Awards under the treaty with 

and harbors, roads, break- Denmark...........2+-0.. 663,161 04 

waters, and canals..... «+. 1,401,645 79 ; Purchasing the right to the : 
Fonus Cumbenand roadan «3,73 9 i Washington , Canal Com- ' : 

Serer errr ee and ; i oF 

Por claires and awards ene | e Dt n wwa O 

treaties with foreign Paw- : ‘ ; - 5,976,865. 

CTE cscs secevscereseseses 6,186,827 94 ; ; aM = 2 
For badag cumo mouses 7 9S | ihe aggregate expenditure of Mr. Adams's 
“and light-houses.......... 630,645 70 administration was $50,501,913 21. "The first four 
For relief ofindividusia—rev- © | years of this Administration is $57,270,480 62; 

sinionay and otber pri- 1,267,460 99 excess, $5,768,567 41. This excess of: expend- 

Wsceastadsdsdee ? 105,936,128 43 || iture by this Administration for the first four 


Payments on account of the ordinary ex- - 
penses of Government. ..vp..ssveceseses $74,468,756 99 


i of the United. States from 1829 to 1835, in- 
elusive, and including the estimated expenditure of 
Ce + sm e e «9203,871,956 96 | 

Whereof there was paid on account of the 

GED... aceecccevecce cove 2 36 
For lands relinquished under 
__ Undian treaties... asenso eee 
For ions, revolutionary 
OT cease csr ccce ce 
For internal improvements, 
inelydi 


4,881,272 23 
16,370,687 59 
-ports , 

, breakwaters 
ae 35 
3,546,137 32 


and 

CONTMMATION ...0.. 0000666 
.For awards, &c., under 
treaties with foreign Pow- 
ers. 1,207,446 75 
700,311 35 


1,167,147 45 


aad light-houses, esso sse. 
For reliefof individnala, rev- 
olutionary, and other pri- 
vate claims 
For duties on wines and mer- 
chandise refunded...,.... 
ae discharge a sundry 
judgments e Uni- 
Sees oa 
For e expendi- 
tures per estimate for 1836 < 
Debt.........6 00 
Pensions 


1,493,513 59 
813,596 02 


201,113 63 


y 


provements... 977,721 87 
Cumberland 
Amount oferta. 
expenditures 
in the estimate 
ofthe War De- 4 g 
partment... . .1,518,063 
Amount of extra Cues 
expenditures 
for the Navy 
Department ...5,308,761 


10,626,811 62 


115,193,828 16 


Payments on account of the ordinary ex- 
penses of Government......0-.-+++ - 888,678,128 80 


years over the preceding four years, is to be 
principally found under two heads, miscellaneous 
;and military. In the miscellaneous, embracing 
a large number of private claims to. an amount 
never before allowed, the excess of expend- 
iture in this over Mr. Adams’s administration is 
$2,798,081 98; and in the appropriations for the 
military department, embracing pensions, Indian 
annuities, purchase of Indian lands, and various 
Indian appropriations, the excess is $4,316,190 92, 
making in-bath of those branches an excess of 
$7,114,271 83; from which take the balance be- 
fore stated, of $5,768,567 41, leaves a balance of 
ordinary expenditures of. $1,344,704 42 in favor 
of this Administration; but from this must be 
deducted $1,000,000 paid by Mr. Adams’s ad- 
ministration towards the treaty of Ghent, leaving 


largely increased commerce, and increased for- 
eign relations. I challenge, under these two 
heads of appropriation, to be shown 4 single im- 
proper, injudicious, or prodigal item of appro- 

riation. These calculations are made exclusive 
of. the public debt. . The annexed table presents 
acamparative view of the expenditures of this 
Administration, embracing the estimates for the 
current year, in comparison with the eight pre- 
ceding years, inclusive and exclusive of the public 


debt, showing in what way the expenditures of || 


this Administration have been increased, either 
in its ordinary expenditures or on extraordinary 
objects. I invite particular scrutiny, and feel no 
doubt that it will remove from the Administra- 
‘tion the slightest imputation of prddigality. The 
items of increase are such as have been sanc- 
tioned by Congress, and such as the country, 
with some few exceptions, will generally approve. 

:Mr. BELL rose and said, he did. not charge 
that the general expenditures of this Administra- 
-tion exceeded those of the late Administration. 
His charge was, that those branches of the public 
expenditures which were most liable to suspicion 


; si Exclusive of extraordinary expenditures estimated for 
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the net balance of $344,704 42; and this, too, | 
under the eircumatances of increased population, 


Ha. or Rees. 


and abuse, and which depended upon the discre- 
tion of the officers, had increased under this Ad- 
‘ministration, — ` IRAE ; 
| Mr. GARLAND. ` Iam gratified that the hon- 
orable gentleman so explains, and it relieves me 
i from the necessity of saying much more upon 
this subject. KAO i ee 
But if, pon the most fastidious principles .of 
economy, the charge of extravagance can be gus- 
tained, it is not chargeable upon the executive 
administration, but upon Congress. As a proof, 
` I here exhibit a table showing the estimate made 
and recommended by the Executive, and the ap- 
propriations made. by Congress, embracing the 
‘years 1831, 1832, 1893, 1834, and 1835; in which 
it will be seen that the. appropriations made by 
Congress exceed the estimates of the Executive 
by $15,418,495 038: siete ee 
Executive Estimates ond Appropriations by Congress. 
‘ -` , Bstimatey, —— „Appropriations—Excesp. 
1831,.... «$11,852,911 09 ` $13,588,681 39 
|. 1832, . «4 ...12,864,099. 38 18,397,751 82 


: 1833. . . -e~ 17,995,581 17 22,695,782 .65 
1834,..... 18,057,488 73 ‘20,968,992 49 
; 1835. . ep4. 17,183,541 352 17,720,908 57 
și ` $99,372,116 92 . 
‘+ 77,953,621 .89 
wae ` 415,418,495. 03 
‘ „ Upon what princi le, I would ask, can the 


Administration be held responsible for the prod- 
igal ropriation by Congress? Upon none 
that F>can perceive. Congress is particularly 
charged by the Conşstitųtion with appropriations 
of the public money. The Administration does 
: hot elect the Representatives, but the people do 
“It; and it is for the people sustaining the prin- 
ciples of the Administration to elect such Rep- 
i*resentatives as will sustain and carryout those 
principles which they demand at the hands of the 
Administration, or it is impossible the Adminis- 
“tration ćar effect its wishes. “Some how or other, 
Upon some subjects, the friends of the Adminis- 
| tration have never. been ynited, and have thus 
| thwarted the efforts of the Executive to carry 
| out some of its, valuable and important principles. 
‘The President cannot, with reasonablé propriety, 
veto money bills within the congtitational power 
of the Government; hence the. responsibility for 
the ‘fadure..of.the Administration to reduce the 
expenditures of the Government to a great extent 
resta with the, peaple themselves. The cure of 
_the evil is alone in their hands. In 1833, from 
the increase of the pension list, the Indian war, 
i| purchases of Indian lands, and various other 
| Causes, the expenditure of the Goveynmentgreail 
: increased; butin1834 diminished about $4,000,000, 
i| also in 1835 about $1,000,000, as will be seen from 
| the following table: , or co 
Comparative Expenditure of 1833 and 1834. - 

SL Crvin List. 

The expenditures under this head were about 
| $500,000 greater in 1834 than in 1833. ‘The fol- 
lowing items will show the sources of most of 
| their increase: = — ; 
Í During the long session of Con 

members more thas the sho 


ss of 1834, the pay of the 
session of 1833, amounted 


ND ccveccccesce cevecscoseceesccsseseasvescscese y! 
Increased expenses of printing and contingencies too 
. from length, of BE8SIOR sser. seen- o eoserpmsrapene. GOl 
incréased.expenditures Pe padan pe pent.. 40,000 
Expenditures occasion burning Tres A 
building s Feat, &c., and some other small items, :! 13,000 
; $413,000 


Q, MISCELLANEOUS EXPENDITURES. 

Under this head the expenses were about 
"$1,000,000 lower in 1834 than in‘ 1833. -The fol- 
owing items show the principal differences. The 


balance between the two columns indicates its 
ea Amt. of Amt. of 

decrease. excess. 
Roads in 1834 less than in 1833... ..... 150,000 


Various objects connected with District 


Columbia, such as the Potomac bridge, 50,000 
Aqueduct, canal, &C.... esee cee ereees eed 
Pennsylvania avenue........ +++ asaros . 50, 
Duties refunded... ... esre.. PEE s... 600,000 
Building custom-h9uses.....sesee reese 150,00 
Building light-hOUSeB,.ssessseereeessso 35; 
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Ho. or Reps. 


decrease. excess. 


Virginia CiM. esseere cree cece seen eens 130,000 
Cumberland road... cess eeeee eee $100.000 
Custom-house offices 60,000 
Payment tor property lost in war with 

Black Hawk. ...c.eeeeee cree eee eees 400,000 
Surveys of public hinds .... s+ eeeree eee 93,000 
Individual claims allowed b special acts 

Of CONgeess.. oe cece eee ere eee eee tees 120.000 
Expenses Of MINE... eee ee ee estere etete 50,000 


$1,385,000 $753,000 
TOR000 


612.000 
To which sum should be added about $400,000, 


being the amount of a great variety of small 
items either reduced or discontinued. 


Less paid in effecting Indian treaties....... 
Less paid in pensions 


More paid in aniuities to Indians...... 
More paid for barrack and store-houses, 
New mounted regiment of dragoons.... 


$300,000 
100,000 
84,000 


$484,000 3,720,000 
484.000 


$3,236,000 


4. Navy. 


In 1834 the expenditures in this branch of the 
ublie service were about $200,000 greater than 
in 1833. This increase was principally occa- 
sioned by the rebuilding and repairs of vessels, 
and the addition made by law to the pay of offi- 
cers during a part of the year. 
5. PAYMENTS oN ACCOUNT oF FOREIGN INTER- 
` COURSE, 
Were about $600,000 less in 1834 than in the 
preceding year, that sum having been paid in 
1333, under awards in the treaty with Denmark. 
Besides this item, the expenditure was about 
$50,000 less. 
RECAPITULATION 


Amount of excess in civil list.... £500,000 
Diminution of miscellaneous... aes. eee eeeeee 1,000,000 
Duninution ot military establishment.......... 3,236,000 
Increase Of NAVY .... cece cere ecco e nee 200, 

Diminution of foreign intercourse, about....... 700,000 


$700,000 4,936,000 
700,000 


Beside debt. Diminution in 1834 below 1833... $4,236,000 


Expenses or 1835. 5 

_The general expenditures of 1835 are very 
similar to those of 1834. But, from the session 
of Congress being ashort one, and there being no 
appropriations forthe fortifications, the payments 
under these heads were of course ntuch less, and 
the aggregate expenditures of the year lower by 
over halfa million. i 
EXPENSES HEREAFTER. | 

The annual expenditure for ordinary purposes 


might be brought down.to $14,000,000, were the |; 
and ought to 


expenses of all connected with the military es- 
tablishment placed on the footing of ten or twelve 
years ago; the miscellaneous expenditures re- 
stricted as at that period, and the naval, civil, and 
miscellaneous appropriations not greatly enlarged. 
The increased expense from miscellaneous appropriations 
since that period averages per annum about.. -$ 1,000,000 
Increased expense from pension arrearages, about 3,500,000 
increased expenses from Indian treaties and annu- 
ities ..ceeorrecs .. 1,003,000 
$5,500,000 
Which is about $1,000,000 over the average 
excess beyond previous years. : 
The annual expenditures from 1817 to 1821, without in- 
cluding expense of public debt, averaged per annum 


DDOULL. ccee cee eee cote eeteern et coer enecaeees 15,000,000 
Similar average from 182] to 1825, about...... 12,000,000 
ee s «o 1895 to 1829, we eee 12,000,000 
A & 1819 to 1833, “ 14.000.000 
1833, © uaes 22,700,000 

183A, © eee 18,500,000 | 


1835, lesa than 1834 


and under... 


i this he charge 


The details in the foregoing stateme 
from the number of selections forming them, not 
be altogether correct; the general results are 
deemed correct. 

The next fact upon which the honorable gen- 
tleman from Tennessee bases his charge of the 
corrupt tendency of the practices of the Govern- 
ment, is the connection of the Government with 
the publie press. The gentleman says that the 
Government has an annual fund of $30,000 at its 
disposal, for the purpose of being employed in 
the publication of the laws, Government propo- 
sals, &e., and that with this fund, the Govern- 
ment subsidizes the press, makes it subservient 
to its views, and thus controls public opinion. It 
is true, Mr. Chairman, that the Government has 
this fund appropriated to it annually by Congress, at 
its command, which is employed in paying for 
the publication of the laws, proposals for carry- 
ing the mails, supplies for the Army and Navy, 
&e.; but this, sir, is a work of necessity, and 
cannot be dispensed with. The Government 
must either use the celumns of existing news- 
papers, or employ-a press of its own; the laws 
must be disseminated, as well as proposals for 
contracts; and there is no means by which it can 
be so extensively and successfully done, and, in- 
deed, there is no other practicable mode in which 
it can be done, except through the medium of the 
press. The Government, then, must of necessity 
employ the public press. If the sum appropriated 
be too large, Congress has the power and should 
reduce it; if not, then there is no cause of com- 
plaint. In making the selection it is but natural 
to expect, if there be rival presses at the point se- 
lected, that the Executive would select the press, all 
other circumstances being equal, which is friendly 
to it; this is a feeling attached to human nature 
which does not die with incumbents in office; it 
is a feeling which should be approved rather than 
reprobated, for all of every party act upon the 
principle of preferring a friend to an enemy. Ido 
not approve of a change for mere opmion ’s sake, 
without any other cause; but it is making a very 
small allowance, indeed, for the infirmities of 
human nature, to suppose that the Government 
would or ought to continue its patronage of a 


ress, in the constant habit of traducing and vil- . 
ifying its administration. This is requiring the ' 
Government to do what no man here would do. į 


I deny, however, toto calo, that the Administra- 
tion has employed any press, in which the laws 
and proposals are published, to vilify and abuse 
any man. I deny that it is in any wise respons- 
ible for the editorial or other articles in such 


papers. The editors are free—they conduct their 
papers in their own way,and are individually 
responsible. 


The honorable gentleman charges thata copy of 


what he calls the semi 


nessce and Alabama, 


. tures of Ten r 
n which was con- 


fall, franked by the President, i 
tained an article copied from ano 
a very offensive character, to 
s as an abuse of the patron 
do not believe that the President 
article when he franked the 
He had a far different and 


the press. I 
saw or knew of that 
| papers alluded to 
more important 0 


ecch of Mr. Benton in 
States upon the resolu- 
ournal of that body 


[i franked contained the s 
ij the Senate of the Unite 
f tion to expunge from the J 
|| (whether properly or not, Į shall not here under- 
| take to discuss) its resolution charging the Pres- 
‘| ident with violating the laws and the Constitution 
| in the removal of the public deposits from the 
Bank of the United States; a resolution as unau- 
| thorized by the Constitutio 
to the character of the President. 


upon his character for an act which had been 


| jority 


 punged from the Journal by a decisive mark of 
' reprobation. For this purpose he appealed to 
i the peop 

whom he had done so much, for whom he had 


18,000,000 |: made so many sacrifices, and with whose char- ji as has 


-official paper in this city | 


was sent to each of the members of the Legisla- : 
during the last : 


ther journal, of | 
Judge White; and | 


age of | 


bject in view; one which was: 
be very near his heart. The papers |, 


nas it was defamatory || 
The President | 
„, was deeply solicitous that the imputation stamped |; 


decisively sustaincd by an overwhelming ma- | 


of the American people, contained in the, 
| Senate’s resolution, should be obliterated or ex- | 


le of his own State—that people for ° 


This, sir, induced the frank of the papers refer- 
red to; and fam sure none will blame the Pres- 
ident for feeling some interest in the vindication 
of his character against the foul imputation 
stamped upon it for an act which will in future 
time be regarded as the most brilliant event of his 
eventful Administration. ‘This, sir, was his ob- 
ject, and his only object; and he could not have 
appealed with as much propriety to any other 
people as to that people, the people of Tennessee, 
to whom he was so strongly attached, with whom 
he had lived, and among whom he expected to 
die. Ifthe President has either openly or covertly 
used his influénce with the press for the purpose 
of vilifying and abusing any man—if any mem- 
ber of his Administration has done it—I have yet 
to learn the fact; but it does not follow that, be- 
cause presses are employed by the Government 
to do the public printing, the Government au- 
thorizes or is responsible for everything that is 
inserted in the columns of their papers. It is to 
be expected that the Administration would feel 
some interest in the vindication of its measures, 
and against the antagonistic principles of the one, 
and the misrepresentation of the other. But, sir, 
I deny that the press has been purchased, for it 
is a fact notorious that the majority of the Amer- 
ican press is opposed to this Administration. It 
is reasonable and proper, then, that the President 
should prefer presses sustaining it. I would ask 
the honorable gentleman if he holds the candidate 
whom he supports in the coming election respons- 
ible for all that is said in the presses that are 
sustaining his clection? If he does, will he hold 
him responsible for this article of the Richmond 
Whig? 

“ Judge White elected, (if elected at all,) by the votes of 
the Whigs, he will naturally and necessarily select his coun- 
selors from theirranks, and modify bis measures according 
to their views.” ; : . 

As also this article from the Charleston Mer- 
cury: er , 

“Tf Judge White should be elected, the Union party 


would be dead and buried. ‘The nullifiers would not only 
have the ascendencey at home, but in. the Federal Govern- 


ment to boot.”? - 


i acter their own was so intimately identified 
j i 
| 
i 
i | 
! 


Again it says: > 
« They (the Union party) would be dead politically both at 
: home andat Washington; and not only this, but while their 
iptes would be whisked to the winds, 
‘| the principles of the State-Rights party, under a man like 
White, would spread and prosper, and become-substantially 
' the principles of the Federal Administration.” 


i; party and their princ 


i Upon the principle that an Administration is 
|; held responsible for all that is said in the presses 
|| supporting it, Judge White would be held re- 
sponsible for the articles cited, avowing that his 
i administration would overthrow the Union party 
|, and its principles. ; 

Again: is ine Judge to be held responsible for 
all that has been said by the presses, sustaining 
his pretensions to the prejudice of his opponent, 
l the Vice President? Ifso, I would invite a com- 

parison between the presses sustaining each, and 

it will be found that the abuse and vilification of 
Judge White has been trifling; compared with 
the volumes of slander and abuse poured out 
upon the head of the Vice President, Sir, this 
state of things grows out of the freedom of the 
_press. It cannot be controlled. I admit that the 
press has become greatly licentious—too little re- 
|| spect to individual feeling and private reputation. 
ji Itis to be deplored, yct it cannot be avoided unless 
|i ithe shackled. To this F never could consent, for 
|| I would much prefer enduring its licentiousness 
i| than shackle its freedom. The freedom of the 
|} press once shackled, and liberty is gone; then, 
1 sir, what cannot be avoided must be endured; it 
, is the price we pay for liberty. There is but one 
| mode of correcting the evil, and that is, by the 
patronage of the press, withholding their patron- 
age from licentious presses. I do not intend to 
-| discriminate. . The presses on both sides are 1n 
fault. I can only say, in relation to my humble 
self, that when the press condescends to notice 
me, I trust it will do it in tender mercy, for I 
` shall never have the folly to undertake a war 

: with it. . 
In relation to the present public printer, I can 
; only ey that he was elected by Congress, and, 
een truly said, by a party vote. Those 
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who oppose the present incumbents are proprie- 
tors of presses, and each had a distinct party 
vote; and the only reason why neither was 
elected is, the party to which they were attached 
was not strong enough. The party vote which 
elected the present incumbents is cited as proof | 
of party organization; yet, sir, the direct party | 
vote to the other candidates is proof that, there ; 
was no organization; a singular conclusion 
certainly. Ifthe election proved party organiza- 
tion, it proved it in relation to all parties. 

I think, by recurring to the elections of public 
printer, it will be found, from the foundation of 


the Government, that the conductor of a public .: 


journal has been selected; and since poe have 
assumed a distinet character, the editor elected 
has always been:attached to the daminant party. 
It is generally one of the tests of the strength of 
y; itis one of the results of our system of 
overnment, and cannot well. be avoided; the 
public panang is. dọne at fixed rates, and may 
rom time to time be reduced.’ . So much for what 
has been charged as the corrupt practices of the . 
Government; for it is all based upon the fact, that | 


papers sustaining the Administration have been: hastenin 


employed to do the public 
gladly aid in restricting any improper interfer- | 
ence,. by presses doing the public work, with eléc- | 
tions, if it could be done consistent with the high | 


principles of liberty involved in the, freedom of |' 


the press. . But, sir, I cannot consent to disfran- 
chise the whole class of editors, because, in com- - 
mon with their fellow-citizens, they use the free- 
_dom of the press and of speech; it would not be 
_just; it would be incompatible with every princi- 
Pe of liberty and our free institutions. I confess 
do not see very clearly how it could be done; ; 
but if the public service could be disconnected | 
with the public press, I ;would aid. all, in my 
power to accomplish it; but it seems very imprac- 
ticable, however plausible in theo 
-I wih now consider the charge of nebar in the 
Executive Department, in providing for the de- 
fenses of the sonay In making this charge, 
the honorable gentleman from Tennessee has 
. called to the attention (of the committee) the de- 
plorable state of the defenses of the country, and 
almost entire destitution of. arms and munitions 
of war, and charges this state of things upon the 
War Department, = 
Mr. B said he made no attacks, nor in- 
tended to make none, upon the War Department 
in particular. My attack was upon the party— 
upon those who were responsible for the action 
of the Government in. both -the executive and 


legislative departments.. ; 

r. GARLANI D. - 1 was aware that the hon- 
orable gentleman did not exclusively implicate 
the War Department; yet, sir, he chatged upon 
that Department great neglect... Itis my purpose 

- now to vindicate the Department itself: I will 
ay something hereafter as to the majority. 
‘There presides over that Department, Mr. Chair- 
man, a man whose genius, enterprise, energy, 
and. activity, are not surpassed by any of his pre- 
decessors. Order, skill, energy, integrity, and 

` activity prevail in the administration of that 
Department in all its ramifications, and I assert, 
without the fear of successful contradiction, that 
all the means which have been placed in its power 
have been promptly and judiciously employed in 
placing the defenses of the country inan a ase 
and safe condition. Beyond the means afforde 
by Congress, that Department could not go. It 

- is known. that nearly: all. the fortifications eon- 
structed during the late war, owing to the haste 
with which they were constructed, and’ the bad 
materials employed, are, and have been for years, 

. n & state of rapid, decay; yet, sir, what are, the 
means which have been appropriated for their 
repair? The annexed table will show: 


Statement of the estimates for repairs and contin- 

gencies of fortifications, and the amounts o- 
priated for the same object from the year 1821 to 
1835 inclusive. i 


ot 


Por the service of Estimates. Appropriations. 
821e o eoe e 820,000 00 $20,000 00 
1822.....60+064 20,000 00 20,000 00 
3823. ...:.564¢+ 23,000 00 26,000 00 
1824, ...00608+6 26,000 00 - 26,000 00 
1825.....0006-6 8,320 50 8,320 50 


Navy Appropriation Bill—Mr. Garland; 


printing. I would |! the fortifications wag stated 


- 1826..:........ 15,000 00° ` -15,000 00 
1827.6... n.e ce. 15,000 00 15,000 00 
1828... s.e... 15,000 00 15,000 00 
1899........... 15,000 00 15,000. 00 

000 00 10,000 00 

... 15,000 00 © * 10,000 00 
| -1882.......6..5 15,000 00 10,000 00 
1893........... 15,000 00° 10,000 00 
1834... e... ... 10,000 00 ` 10,000 00 


1835... eee. 10,000 00 


= 210,320 50 


: 
8 


. These sums are totally inadequate; yet it will 
be perceived, that the last year, 1834, and several 
: preceding, only $10,000 were appropriated to this 


:. object; that for four successive years, commencing 


| completed. With the annual appropriation of §100,000 


| towards this purpose, it will require ten years to accom- 
| plish the object for those whieh are in-readiness. Should 
i we be blessed with peace, no injury will arise; but should 

war take place, thé effects upon our country would be of 
_ serious and prejudicial character.” = - 


In ‘the ‘annual report from the Secretary of 


4 War, of November 21, 1881, this: subject was 
; again brought before Congress, and all the neces- 


details connected with the supply -of cannon 


say 
, on. hand, and of the number wanted, were given, 


- with 1830, the Department asked $15,000, and : 


Congress apprapriated 


000 only, In 1835, ; 


0 
nothing was sat aaa a This accounts for the | 


state of dilapidation in which many of our forti- _ 


fications are found. ` 


t from the. 


the preparations for the armament of 


| propriations were asked therefor. 


‘ Extract fram the Annual Report of the Serrete 
ae f dated 30th November, 1829. a 


1t A reference to the report of the chief of the ordnance 


e.e... 


of War, 


: will show the particular details of the operation in that | 


` branch. of the service ; it meyits attention. It has been 
- frequently observed that thé best Way tò avoid war is to 
" be in preparation. In this point of view it ia desirable that 
the appropriations to be made for clothing our fortifications 
< should correspond with the probable periods of ‘their com- 
letion. It would, indeed, be a mortifying result, if, after 
` the Tabor and cost which have been encountered for their 
. completion, it should rest in the power of aa enemy, at the 
} onset. of war, to seize and destroy them, because the means 
| had not been placed in readiness .for their defense. 
tc From the report it will be perceived that; at the present 
k annual rate of ap riation, to wit, $100,000, sixteen or 
* twenty years will have passed before ‘es. proper supply of 
p arms for those fortifications nowin progress can be obtained 
for their defense. As ds this subject,.the course, most 
| advisable to bè pursned would be, that the armament prep- 
aration should progress corrospondentiy with :the works 
themselves ; not that they d be moynted, and, by ex- 
posure ta the weather, become decayed and useless, but 
that ‘the guns Being at their positions, and the carriages in 
readiness, on the apprehension of war, suitable preparations 
for resistance might at all defensible points appear, meeting 
-the objects for which those fortifications were designed, 
and yielding protection to the assailable parts of the Union. 
If, in the slow and gradual preparation for a necessary and 
| adequate armament at present purstied, sixteen years shall 
be found requisite, and war within that period take place, 
a consequence would be that some of our forts, built up at 
great expense, would be destroyed, because incapable of 
| self-defense ; or else, by being retained and armed, be used 
by the enemy as annoyance and injury to ourselves. A mheas- 
ure involving such important considérations should not be 
protracted iu its execution; it carries with it, in foreboding 
anticipation, too much óf probable evil consequence. This 
subject derives. additional interest from the consideration 
that guns and carriagda- require time in preparation; they 
are things that cannot be hastily arranged, and which, to 
defer, mi 1e prove prejųdiçial., ` 7 , : 
s¢ At the different arsenals and. magazines an abundant 
supply of powder is in store. Considering its liability to in- 
jury, rather than keep up the supply, it would bo preferable 
to proctre the materiala of which it is composed, ‘ready to 
be manufactured, when circumstances shall make it neces- 
sary. Thesé articles are now remarkably cheap, and are 
easily preserved from deterioration. Recoftection retains 
the fact, that during the last war, the average price of sait- 
peter was about rong cents, arid brimstone eight. Involved 
in another contest, the same state of things might, be pre- 
sented, while at present those articles can be procured at 
one eighth the ptice which, of necessity, had: then to be 
ven. - ‘ 3 : 
ey Being susceptible of ready preservation, it would prove 
a matter of economy to forbear any future purchase of pow- 
der, contenting ourselves merely with obtaining an ade- 
quate supply of ingredients, whenever it could be procured 
at fair prices. The materials thus preserved and in readi- 
, ness, could, at short notice, be manufactured, whenever oc- 
casion should make it necessary.” _ ee 
.. In theannual report from the 
of December 1, 1830, the subject wae. a 
:newed, and the propriety of an addition 
priation again pressed. i 8 
Extract fromthe Annual Report of the Secretary of War, 
i of the 1st December, 1830. : 


+ 


re- 
appro- 


» and, additional’ ap- |. 


| 
| 
| 
| 
H 
i 
i 
i 
j 


ASe a 


and the propriety of establishing a national 
` foindery; with-a view-ef-providing the necessary 
armament, was suggested and recommended: 
| Extract from the Aniti Report of the Secretary of War, 


+ Besides, these, 
the. 


ent dalibérs : -- 


18: dow 
12 do. 


1 6.,., do. taedecoqess omgee ones : 
a Ic is estimated that an iron cannon will not safely bear 
*möre than 1,200 discharges with the sérvice charge, after 
t which it should be broken up. 0? 0 tos Tira 
t The United States have no armorigs for the fabrication 
of cannon. The praetice for some years has beep to make 
, contracts with the owners of thé four _founderies at Rich- 
‘mond, Georgetown, Pittsburg, ‘and’ West Point; to the 
t amtount.-of the. annual appropriation, alldwing: about: an 
| equal. proportion to each, and, paying: suchi price as the 
; Oninince Department, on the best information, judge rea- 
sonable. a Enep NS G y 
, _“ This procedurę has beet! tepdatedly weated ‘in the an- 
nual reports td Congress, together: with the seasons which 
ded to it. ‘These are founded in the capital and experience 
| required to conduct ‘this business; in the necessity of de- 
pending, in some degree, upon the integrity and character 
‘of the manufacturers, :as' there ‘may be defects ‘in the piece 
+ not easily discoverable, owing to the . necepeity of mizing 
together iron of differnt qualities; and, im the belief, that 
if a general competition, for -these pypplics were excited 
the existing establishments would: roken dgwn, and 
others endeavor to take théir places, which’ either 
fail from similar causes, or furnishicarnon unfit: for, ser- 
vice, and. thas leave the Government, at gome ¢ritical pe- 
riod, without the means of procuting this indispensalile 
arm of defense. ‘The provisions of the act of Congress of 
March 3, 1809, seem, iowever, to present serious objec- 
tions to this course ; and I-bring the subjeet before you, at 
this time, that it may be fully considered. ae 
“Tt appears to me that a public armory for the fabrica- 
tion of cannon is. required by obvious considerations. By 
‘forming such an éetablishment, the necessary experience 
| and artisans would be provided, and suth supplies of heavy 
ordnance manufactured as the Government might direct. 
: The actual value of the article would be ascertained, and 
contracts with individuals’ cotld be formed, with a fall 
‘knowledge of the circumstances. There would be no 
danger of combinations, nor would any injuty result. from 
j fair competition. The supplies might be so contrajled as 
to leave no fear.of a deficiency in the quality or quantity 
of this essential arm of defense.” i DAN 


. In each of these years the sum of $100,000, in 
addition to the usual. appropris tion of .$100,000, 
‘was asked for the armament-of fortifications, and 
not granted by Congress. =. ss 
The sum actually appropriated for the arma- 
ment of fortifications, which object, includes 
cannon, carrfages, &c., for each year since 1829, 


ope chee. 


=r 


Secretary of War, | 


see The Ordnance Department is progressing as rapidly as 


the meane afforded will permit, in arming the militia of the 
States, and in preparing the necessary gums and carriages 
for garnishing the different fortresses of the country. It is 
worthy of consideration whether the appropriation appii- 
| cable to this service should not he increased, so as to pro- 
vide a suitable armament by the time the different fortifi- 
cations along the coast shail be completed. For the forts 
which are finished, $1,000,000 -will be necessary ; but, be- 
sides these, others are in progress, and will shortly be 


inclusive, is $100,000, naag for the years 1829 
-to 1835, the sum of $700, Or i, a at 
- There have been, procured, with this gum—, - 
O a Q 4Q-pounder.cannon.., aoso oo oa 
1,052 32-pounder do. es 
-..t,, 26 R4pounder: qos: o -i oa: 
j 47 42-pound bafla. ` 
19,482 32-pound do. 
1,264 24-pound do.: l 
355 casemate carriages. .- . 
342 barbette . do. , 
_ "There was on hand, on the 4th of March, 1829, 
2,241 guns of every description, new and old, 
which were serviceable. i 
There have been since added, as is shown 
above, 1,153 cannon of various descriptions. The 
number of carrieges on hand at the same time 
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an 
was 378. The number of carriages since made 


is 697. : 
As a general rule, the practice has been to 
expend between seventy and eighty thousand 


dollars per annum for cannon, and the balance of | 
the $100,000 for shot, and timber to be seasoned 
for the carriages, and other materials for the 
same. 


Statement showing the amount of money expended for the 
last seven years, under the appropriations for arming the 
fortifications, for the foliowing objects, viz: 


For 42-pounder guns .. Led aabivpace'veen esac @1;000"! 
For 32-pounder guns .. 727520;000 | 
For 2t-pounder gums eese. es ; . 320 | 
For 33-pound cannon balls......++.++ eo 25,448 
For gun CAITIABES pesses oesesseses eessen seseo e oee e 150,900 : 

—— | 

$697,868 . 


Amount appropriated $700,000. Balance applied to mis- 
cellaneous purchases of articles. 


Orvwance Orrice, Washington, March 29, 1836. 


The reasons why guns have been procured in : 
greater numbers than carriages, are: 
ist. Because only a limited supply of guns 


could be procured, the manufacture requiring :; 
: 4 : : j 
peculiar and extensive preparations, and artisans |, 


well acquainted with thé business. Previous ar- 
rangements, therefore, were required for their 
manufacture, and it was essential that the found- 
eries employed in this manufacture should be 
kept in operation, for, if once broken up, it would 
be difficult to replace them, and on a sudden ex1- | 
gency, we. might not have been able to procure an 
adequate supply of cannen. 

Qd. Carriages could be made at every place 
where mechanical labor could be procured, and 
to almost any extent; and it was not therefore so 
necessary to hasten this supply as that of can- 
non. The truth of this remark is shown by the | 


fact, that under the exigency of the last season | 
800 carriages were made; and this | 


upwards of 


number might have been increased to an almost |; 


indefinite extent, had circumstances demanded, | 
and the means been provided. : 

3d. Wooden carriages are liable to decay, and | 
it was therefore expedient to postpone the pro- | 
curing of these rather than the cannon, which are | 
almost indestructible, when the appropriation | 
was not sufficient for a supply of both. Iron car- | 
riages have been lately introduced into service, 
and were made for the first time last season. 
Wooden carriages are yet necessary in certain | 
situations. Had the appropriations been suf- 
ficient for an adequate supply of both guns and 
carriages, both would have been procured; but as 
they were not, the funds were first expended upon , 
the most indispensable articles. 

These statements prove, beyond possible doubt, | 
that all the means appropriated by Congress have 
been promptly and judiciously employed, and 
that no part of the public service committed to 
the care of that Department has been in the 
slightest degree neglected. 

n addition to the strong recommendation of 
the War Department, the President, as early as | 
the year 1830, called the attention of Congress to 
this important subject, in the following terms: 


«It is worthy of your consideration, whether the , 
yotiy , 


‘armaments necessary for the fortifications on 
© our maritime frontier, which are now, or shortly 
‘will be completed, should not be in readiness 
€ sooner than customary appropriations will enable 
‘the Department to provide for them. This pre- 
‘caution seems to be due to the general system 
‘ of fortifications which has been sanctioned, and 
‘is recommended by that maxim of wisdom 
‘which tells us, ‘in peace prepare for war.’” 
What more, I would ask, could the Executive 
do; and where rests the responsibility? I answer 
upon Congress. i ; 
If the majority, then, have neglected to provide 
the means for the defense of the country, is the 
Administration responsible for the consequences? 
I answer no; the Administration has done its 
duty; 
argument avail the honorable gentleman from 
Tennessee? Was he not one of that majority, 
and involved with them in the consequences of 
his own charge? I leave him to answer the ques- 
tion to himself and to his country. Why do the 
minority complain if they had done their duty to 


its skirts are clear; but, sir, how will this | 


the country? There would have been ample de- 
fenses—all these complaints silenced. Yet they 
| complain of the Executive for not doing what 


they themselves prevented being done, by not’ 


appropriating the means. 

The Navy Department is also involved in this 
general charge of neglect, for the almost entire 
want of preparation and sad condition of our 
Navy. To vindicate this Department against this 
charge, I need only refer to every annual message 
of the President, and accompanying report from 

the Navy Department, to prove that the attention 
| of Congress has been unremittedly called to this 
| important arm of our national defense, and its 
increase, improvement, and equipment urged in 
the strongest terms. The appropriations have 
been faithfully and judiciously disbursed. The 
true strength of the Navy may be seen from the 
annexed table: 

The President, in his message, strongly urged 
upon the consideration of Congress this subject. 


NAVY. 
In commission. In ordinary. On stocks. Total. 


1 Thr ceceeeeee 1 6 5 12 
cee: 4 7 14 
36. ..c0eeeee l 2 1 3 
Q4...cceeeee I 1 0 2 
18. seess eo soli 6 0 17 
12. .aseeeeee 6 0 0 6 

54 


This shows that although the vessels in com- 
mission are few in number and inadequate to our 
defense, yet that such is the state of material and 
penar non et alarge force could en promptly 

e put afloat in case of necessity. ‘he whole 
“navy is inadequate to the defense of our coast, 
| butit is as large as the acts of Congress have 
authorized, and no blame can attach to the De- 
partment. It is true that some of the materials 
' are in a state of decay at our navy-yards. Why 
‘is it so? Because Congress had not provided 


i| sufficiently for their protection. As to the unex- 


| pended balances so much spoken of, I have buta 
| single word to say. There are existing contracts 
which will require every dollar. And now, Mr. 
, Chairman, while the honorable gentleman from 
| Tennesse has complained of our almost utter desti- 
| tution of preparation for defense, and congratulates 
i the country on its escape from damage and dishonor 
by the settlement of our controversy with France, 
he opposes entering at this time upon the adoption 
| of that system of preparation proposed, the want 
y asserting the want of 
preparation, and the dangers which we have 
escaped, growing out of it, conclusively proved 
that we ought speedily to remedy the evil by 
adopting a judicious system of defense! I humbly 
think he has. 

I will now, Mr. Chairman, proceed, as well as 
I can, to answer the charges of the gentleman 


practices of the Government which were designed 
to delude and excite the people for political 
effects; and first, what the gentleman opprobiously 
calls the “ gold humbug.” The honorable gen- 
tleman says this Administration pledged itself to 
restore a metallic circulation to the country—a 
pledge which it has totally failed to redeem. It 
is true, sir, that this Administration maintains 
ithe principle that this was intended to be, and 
ought to be, a hard-money Government, and that 
it would use its utmost exertions to restore a 
hard-money circulation. 
mended, and Congress has placed the value of 
gold here upon an equality with gold in Europe, 
and thus destroyed one motive to exportation. 


t 


been coined, in value, $61,816,650 48, of which 
there has been coined, in value, during this Ad- 
ministration, $30,609,824 10, near one half. The 
' Mint establishment has also been extended; all 
of which proves, that if the effort fails, the Ad- 
ministration has done everything which it could 
constitutionally do to redeem this pledge. Why, 
then, has it not been redeemed? he answer is 
| obvious: the State governments have the consti- 
tutional power to charter banks; this power has 


been freely exercised; most of the State banks 


of which he so strongly complained of. Sir, has i 
i not the gentleman, 


from Tennessee affecting those promises and 


To effect this, it recom- ` 


Since the formation of this Government, there has ` 


| 


|| issue immense masses of small notes, which 


| throw specie out of circulation. 


i 


A This was the 
very scheme which Alexander Hamilton, the 
father of the American banking system, resorted 
to, to throw out of circulation specie, so as to 
give full scope to the circulation of bank notes, 
and thereby secure their permanent and extensive 
circulation. The Administration has done its 
duty; it cannot do everything; and if the effort 
fails, the fault will be with the States and the 
people themselves; yet it must be admitted that 
the metallic circulation has much increased, and 
is gradually increasing, and [ yet have strong 
hopes for the final accomplishment of so desirable 
an object. 

The next subject of charge of this character, 
made by the gentleman from Tennessee, is, that 
the Administration professes to be greatly alarmed 

_at the idea of the presidential election coming to 
this House, and are solicitous so to amend the 
Constitution as to prevent it, while in truth and 
in fact they have no such fear, but hold it out to 

the people with a view of exciting their appre- 

-hensions to favor the election of a particular 

candidate for the Presidency. This charge the 

, honorable gentleman applies to the friends of the 

| Administration, but expressly excepts the Pres- 

. ident. To sustain this charge, the gentleman 


l-refers to the action of the last session. of Con- 


_ gress, as exhibited upon the face of the Journal, 
| and contrasts the course pursued upon that sub- 
© ject by the friends of one candidate with that 
‘pursued by the friends of another, and thence 
deduces the opinion that the friends of the Vice 
President are mostly opposed to the measure, 
i; while the party with which the gentleman from 
| Tennessee acts favors it. 
| Such an amendment of the Constitution as 
' would prevent, under any contingency, the elec- 
tion of President and Vice President devolving 
‘upon the House of Representatives, has always 
been, and still is, a favorite measure with the 
‘present President; and he has never failed in 
‘every annual message to Congress, from the 
commencement of his term to the present session, 
to urge it strongly upon Congress. He urged it 
when coming into power, and he urges it when 
' going out. I have examined with much care 
' the Journals of the last session, and find the fol- 
| lowing to be the true state of the proceedings on 
‘that subject. On the 9th of December, the Pres- 
| ident’s message, recommending an amendment of 
‘| the Constitution in relation to this subject, was 
it eferred to a select committee. (See Journal, 
_ page 9. 
| On the th of December, before any report 
© was made, Mr. Hamer, of Ohio, (the present 
 chairman,) offered the following resolution: 


| 


l “Resolved, That the select committees to which was 
referred so much of the President’s message as reiates to 
|i the election of President and Vice President of the United 
'| States, be instructed to inquire into the expediency of fo 


ii amending the Constitution, as to provide for the election 


| of President and Vice President by a direct vote of the 
people in districts; the number of districts in each State 
i to be equal to the number of Senators and Representatives 
to which such State may be entitled in Congress, and each 
district having one vote ; the election of such officers in no 
event to devolve upon Congress. No person who has been 
' elected President to be again eligibic to that office ; and 
. that no Senator or Representative shall be nominated or 
appointed to any office of honor, trust, or profit, under the 
authority of the United States, whilst holding a seat in 
"i Congress.” (See Journal, p. 111.) 


Mr. Hamer was then, as now, a friend of the 
Administration, as was also a majority of the 
committee. 

On the 31st of January, Mr. GILMER, an op- 
.| ponent of the Administration, who was chair- 
! man of the select committee, reported that the 
| committee could not agree. (Page 294.) 
| On the same day, Mr. GILMER, by leave, 
i offered joint resolutions on the subject, embrac- 

ing a variety of propositions, and details of an 
important character. 

Read and laid on the table. 

On the 13th of February, Mr. GILMER made a 
motion to suspend the rules, ta take up and con- 
sider these resolutions—yeas 151, nays, 56; the 
great body of the friends of the Administration 
voting for it; resolution read, and postponed to 
Thursday, the 19th. (Journal, 378. 

Same day, Mr. HanneGan move 


to amend, 


ii 


ae 
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go as to refer the election of Senators directly tó 
the people. 378. 

February A Bede oh made by Mr. GILMER | 
to take up his resolutions. 

February 25: Mr. Wipe moved to suspend 
the rules, so as to take up and consider the reso- 
lutions of Mr. GiLmer— yeas 112, nays 92. 

By unanimous consent, the consideration of the | 
resolutions were suspended for the present, and 
the House proceeded to dispatch business on the | 
Speaker’s table. i | 

Same day, resolutions taken up, and, on motion ` 
of Mr. Grrwer, amended. Theamendmentdoes | 
not materially vary the original resolutions, and ` 
need not be repented (See Journal, 483.) i 

Same day, Mr. Sreicut moved an amend- | 
ment, that the presidential term should bë six, | 
instead of four years; and the President to be | 
ineligible to a second term. (Journal, page 454.) | 
Rejected—yeas 4], nays 162. 

ame day, Mr. Guoxsow offered an amend- | 
ment by striking out some passages. (Journal, | 
455. ; 


Pebranry ih: Mr, Gruen thoved to suspend 
the several orders of the day, to take up and | 


consider the resolutions; many of the friends of | 
the Administration voting in favor of taking up— | 
among them Mr. Porx-—and rain Sr Seine it, | 
and many of the Opposition voting for and | 
inst. _ 

RA day, the consideration of the resolutions 
‘was resumed, and Mr. Gaorson withdrew his | 
amendment. 

Mr. Goxwas: (an opposition member) moved 
to lay the resolutions on the table. 

Mr. Baras (an opposition member) moved tò 
aam: rejected—yeas 38, nays 126. (Page. 


Mation omy on the table, rejected—yeas 39, | 
nays A a ee i 
i ner farther ebate, Mr. Vawbeneoer moved | 
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The views of the present incumbent of the | able amount at the close of the current year, dei 
chair, (Mr. Potx,] to whom some reference has 


been made by the honorable gentleman from Ten- 
nessee, were favorable to this amendment of the 
Constitution. In the discussion upon Mr. Gilmer’s 
resolutions, he pointed out what he regarded a 
defect in the resolutions, and made the remarks 
which 1 will now read: Mr. Polk said “ he be- 
‘lieved he had discovered avery important omis- 
‘sion in the resolutions; they nowhere stated the 


| “number of votes to which each State was enti- 


‘tled, although they laid down the mode and 
t manner in which the elections should. be held 
‘Mr. P. said, that his views in many points re- 
‘sembled those of the gentleman from Georgia; 
‘but in making important fundamental changes 
‘in our Constitution it became the House to 
‘pause and deliberate. Mr. P. was, for a single 
‘term, against an election by that House, and would 
“in all cases confine the election to the people; but 
‘he did not think that they should pass upon so 
* weighty a subject in half an hour’s deliberation. 


‘| § Fle again avowed himself in favor of the princi- 


‘ples of the resolutions, and referred to his for- 
* mer course in support of thèm.” 

The approbation, then, of the present Speaker, 
of the propesed amendment, is not a matter of 
doubt. Itis expressed in the remarks which I 
have quoted, in the most unequivocal terms; and 
the manifest inclination of a large majority of the 
friends of the Administration im favor of the 
amendment, is to be found in their votes upon 
every question taken by yeas and nays upon this 
subject. When, therefore, it is considered that the 
last session of Congress was what is familiarly 
called a short session; that the proposition in- 
volved altérations and sadendments in the Consti- 
tution, of the most-grave and important character; 
the late when they were called up; and that 
Mr. Giliner-at ‘no tithe seriously pressed the de« 
cisive action of the House upon the subject, the 


v2 oe Tejected—yeas 59, nays 112. (Page 
Debate resumed. Mr. Piommek, a friend of 
Judge Waive, was addressing the Howse, when 
he was called to ordet by Mr. Wise, on the 
ground that hie remarks were irrelevant, imper- 
tirent, and profane: decided to be dut of order, 
but ai leave to preceed—yeas 136, nays 38. 


After Aher debate, the House adjourned. 
(Page 481.). This was on the 28th of. February, 
but six days before the expiration, and is the 
last proceeding on thia resdlution. 

"Thehonorablogentieman from Tentesseostates 
that the majority of thé seleet committee, tb 
which the ident’s message, and the resolu- 
tions referred to, Was eorkniitted, wae composed 
of a majority of the friends of the Vice President, 
the purity dnd fidelity of some of. whom cannot 


Leh wate è course taken by the House is 
strikingly manifest, and will be approved by the 
couhtiy. These. amendments and alterations 
were, no doubt, introduced merely for the consid- 
eration of the to be finally acted upon at 


’ Hoet Rava: 


pendent upon the appropriations of the present 
session. 

1. The actual surplus in the Treasury on the 
ist of J ope 1836, after deducting unavailable 
funds, and all outstanding appropriations, was 
about $18,000,000. 

The balance on hand was about $25,731,152; 
and the outstanding appropriations near eight 
millions. This surplus was larger than had been 
previously estimated, on account of the great im- 

ortations in the last quarter of the year, made 

fore the apprehended: difficilties with France 
should probably end in commercial restrictions 
and war; and on account of the unexpected con- 
tinuence of extravagant speculations in public 
lands through the months of November and De- 
cember. 

2. The amount of the surplus: at the close of 
1836 will of course depend on the receipts during 
the year and the expenditures, which have not 
yet been ascertained for a single month with en- 
tire accuracy. 

But if the estimates made in the last annual 
report of the receipts should be exceeded by 
three or four millions of dollars, as seems prob- 
able from the large imports to supply the destruc- 
tion ef goods by fire ii New Yor and from a 
continuance in January and February of large 
purchases of public lands, then the whole receipts 
in the year may be expected to equal’ about 
$25,000,000, The receipts from lands are so un- 
certain, they may ‘exceed or fal! short of. thè 
allowance ineluded in the above computation. - 

Ido not see any indications. that the United 
| States Bank intends to pay into the. Treasury 
| much, if any, of our capital stock during 1836, so 
as to swell the ria ee from that source. 

From this $25,000,000 is to be deducted the 
expenditure during 1836, of new appropriations, 
which have been estimated m the annual report 
at about $23,000,000. 

If the expenditures in: 1886 of new appropria- 
tions should equal that sum, the balance of re- 
ésipts in the year would exceed the expenditure 
about $2,000,000. i E 

But if to.those e itures, as estimated seven 


the present session. - A report-upon this subject 
as been ate by the Committee on the Judiciary, 
and will, no doubt, be-acted apon by the House 
‘during the present session. But, sir, the honor- 
able gentleman from Tennessee has himself been 
numbered among the friends of this amendment 
of the Constitution; it has been earnestly pressed 
by the President ever. since his inauguration into 
office. I ask, then, why it is the gertleman him- 
self has not-been found pressing this amendment, 
‘it being, in his. view, eo. very-i t? .The 

Teman stands involved in all the consequences 
of the failure of the majority, of which he was 
one, to act upon this subject, and mast take his 


be doubted; and from thence strongly insinuates 
that the diffcatty with the’ Committee in coming 
to dn agreement 18 chatgeable to their opposition 
to the proposed amendment. I think that the 
history of thé progtes#of this proposition proves, 
foost clearly, that the honorable gentleman ‘has 
ascribed the failure to the wrong caase. There 
is little doubt that Mr: Gilmer sought to ingraft 
upon the report of the conintittee all the proposi- 
tions and détails contained in the resolution whieh 
he submitted to the House on thé 31st of January, 
itvolvirig a variety of propositions of very sérious 
and i it concern, awd deserving grave and 
deliberate considerations for it was said in thè 
House, by Mr. Speight of North Carotina, + that 
‘although the A ee cae coma T wo ogret- 

ment, generdhy; thig did agrée, one edep, 
‘to that aine to the election of President ént 
‘ Vice President of the United ‘Stetes.”?. This is 
proof coñclusivë that; upon the simple: proposi- 
tion of taking from the House of Representatives 
any participation in the election of President abd 
Vice President, the comtiittes found no difficalty 
in comhing toar agreements but that the conflict 
of opinion arose upon the proposition afterwards 
subntitted fo the Fouse by Mr. Gilmer; and 
that this was the real cause why there was nd 
action by the committde; for, let it be rerharked 
that, on the very day Mr. Gilmer reported that 
‘the committee could come to no agreetient, he 


submitted his resolutions: 


‘share of responsibility to the people. - 
The ee es in alladinig tó some 
of the members of the select committse, to whose 
considetation the'resolutions were:referted , spoke 
of them as gentlemen whose perty fidelity tould 
hot be doubted... This, sir, is a complinient of no 
ordinary character; and I appeal to the testimony 
of the-honorable gentleman. hiraself,ufforded in 
A speech ascribed: tohim, (whether justly of mot 
Ido ndt know, for I finid merely dt extract in the 
newspapers, y delivered at Nashville since the ast 
session of Congress. In speaking: of the ditt 
‘ealties under-which the Administration labored in 
relation to the public Sap he said: eee 
_ “Tt was not speeches: the friendy af the Adminis 
+thatlon huod in heed of; it was sota; truc anid legal 
Sf rieneds that. would att iw the hour of aisd?! o> 
> \From-this expression; E ant ebvethe genilentaa 
Foih Tennessee will not: honet purty fiiah 
‘Wy with any displeasure: Upor the whole, I 
think the géntletnan: froh "Tennoised Hab. failed 
to: fix: upon the friends of the Asdnimasration, ot 
ashat-he calls ‘t the: >” the: responsibility of 
the failure of the ame ent, or any ibsineersty 
in their advocacy of it. Bp PRE ey el 
- Much has been said, Mr. Chairman, by'all the 
gentlemen who have preceded me inthis debate, 
about the ihmense surplus in the Treasury, and 
its vapid: inerease, I here submit: a- statement 
‘showing the actual :amoant of the surplus at the 
‘clowe.of the laat year; and what will:beits prob- 


months ago, are added the new items for the Flor- 
ida war; and other ineidents,; equaling $5,000,000 
the balarice of apona ‘over. receipts would 
be $3,000,600, and this what might bd deented a 
surplus in ae ares Jan $ 1637, would 
be only abbut $15,000,000, instead of what it was 
Jan 1, 1836, of about $18,000,000. = 

Should Congress, however, appropriate still 
more to fortifications and the Navy, to build cus- 
tom-houses, &c., &c., than was.conte d in 
‘the estimates submitted last December, (and it is 
expected they may to the ambunt of at least six 
or seven tiillions,) all that excess will pro-tento 
rédxice the surplus below fifteen millions, and 
make it not over seven or eight millions. So if 
the receipts from duties are actually pdstponed 
much to subecquent years by the New York fire 


bill, or are diminished by any large remission of 
duties, the surplus will be further reduced. On 
— from lands, hry frisky be 


fad will coftimieto:de ea, snlosw we = 
, 
of 1692, 


it-anbounta in.cal- 


a and year 
ected WI 

Yaar wås:the' period. of -falfiliment—when; le and 
hold! we are not alarmed on aceount of a bank: 
rapt Freasury: and. a rained country, but, sir, 


254 


APPENDIX TO THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


[April 1, 


irre ee 


Q4rH Cona.... 1st Sess. 7 


avy Appropriation: Bill—Mr. Garland, of Virginia. 


Ho. m R ae 


, | F ; 
because of an overflowing Treasury, and a pros- li about the necessity of renewing the charter of 
‘the United States Bank, or chartering a new na- 


perous people. We are actually alarmed because 
we have so much money we do not knew what 
to dowith it. What a singular fulfillment of pro- 
phecy this!! There iss Mr. Chairman, a ready 
way to relieve all our difficulties upon this sub- 
ject— relieve the taxes of the people by reducing 
the tariff, and the surplus will seon be reduced. 
I hold myself under no obligation to abide any 
compromise of conflicting interests, which shall 
unnecessarily burden the great body of the 
people. f f 

E come now, Mr. Chairman, to consider the 
subject of the deposit banks. Ft is said by the 
gentlemen from Tennessee, [Mr. BELL, } that the 
deposit of the public money in the State banks, 
extending, as they do, over the whole nation, se- 
cures to the Executive an extensive and danger- 
ous influence over the moneyed concerns of the 
country to an extent dangerous to public virtue 
and liberty; that the deposit banks will be en- 
urely subservient to its views. Sir, the public 
money must either be concentrated at one point 
in the Treasury Department, which would be 
unsafe and dangerous, or in the hands of indi- 
viduals, which would also be unsafe, or in banks; 
and the question is, which would be the most 
judicious deposit. Mr. Gallatin, for whose opin- 
ions I entertain very high respect, in a report to 
Congress in 1811, when the charter of the old 
United States Bank was under considcration, 
used this language: ‘‘The banking system is 
‘ now firmly established, and in its ramifications 
‘extends to every part of the United States. Un- 
‘der that system, the assistance of banks appears 
“to me necessary for the punctual collection of 
‘the revenue, and for the safe-keeping and trans- 
‘mission of public moneys. That the punctual- 
‘ity ‘of payments is principally due to banks is a 
‘fact generally acknowledged,” &c. ' 

This argument is used merely to prove the'ne- 
cessity of using banks, because the system is 
firmly incorporated into our system. He then 
goes on to e the advantages of a national over 
State banks, but says: ‘‘ If, indeed, the Bank of 
‘the United States could be removed without af- 
‘fecting either its numerous debtors, the other 
‘ moneyed institutions, or the circulation of the 
‘country, the ordinary fiscal operations of the 
‘Government would not be materially deranged, 
‘and might be carried on by means of another 
‘ general bank, or of State banks.” ` 

This concedes the whole ground I desire; and 
that State banks can be effectively and safcly em- 
pleyee is already proved by actual experiment. 


he concession comes, too, from a man favoring ; 


a national bank. 


The reasons, under existing circumstances, of . 


selecting State banks, by the Executive,are man- 
ifest; it was an act of necessity. There is no 
law directing where the public money should be 
deposited in case of the expiration of the United 
States Bank charter, or in case the Secretary, 
under the discretion with which he was vested, 
should deem it expedient to remove them; the 
State banks were the only safe places which ' 


tional bank. Sir, we should cease to assail the 
Executive about its influence and control over 
the State banks and of the publie money. The 
Executive has earnestly invited and urged you 
to regulate the deposits, and restrict its control 
over the public money. 


Gentlemen complain of the influence which the | 


Executive will exert over the community—an 
influcnee, they say, dangerous to libert —through 
the medium of the deposit: banks. submit it 
to the country to decide, whether there be less 
danger from a connection with a national bank 
of $35,000,000, having ita branches in the capital 
of every State, controlled by a single board of 
directors, or the same number of State banks, 
having cach its-independent board of directors, 
controled by the vigilance. of twenty-four State 
governments, each interested for its own security 
in restraining’ any’ undue influence over Stato 
institutions by the National Government, even 
with $50,000,600 of capital. E am myself, Mr. 
Chairman, no frierd of banking institutions; the 
whole system is corrupt in its tendency, and is 


as successfully building up aristocracy in this ' 
country as the laws of primogeniture and succes- | 


sion sustain it in Great Britain. 
But, sir; gentlemen not only 


prn to be 
alarmed at the influence possesse 


by the Gov- 


ernment over these institutions, and the danger- : 


ous tendency of that influence, but they strike up 


another panic, and assert that the deposit banks | 


are not safe; that the public money will all, or 
nearly all, be lost. J here exhibit a statement 
showing the true condition of the deposit banks 
up to the Istof February, by which it will be seen 
that all the demands against them amount to 


$86,844,763.36, and their means to meet them, | 
$128,074,570 15; leaving a sum over and above | 


all demands of $41,229,833 79., 
It appears that the immediate liabilities of all 
the deposit banks are as follows: 
Owing to other banks....... «$14,879,161 45 
Circulation to be redeemed .... 26,243,688 36 
Private deposits. ...e+e.,+20+4 15,043,033 64 


Public deposits. sess.. peese eee 30,678,879 91 . 


Aggregate. nesese eose e o e $86,844,763 36 


f not allude to any gentleman on tnis floor. 


agency, are intended to effect some other favorite 
objoet—they squint at another national bank. 1 do 


, 
Bur, 


isir, does it not eecur to gentlemen that if these 


Their immediate means to meet these immediate | 


liabilities were— 
Due from other banks...» .» «$15,712,977 35 
Specie on hand... .....+++.-++ 10,198,659 24 
Notes of specie-paying banks.. , 9,573,089. 53 


Se eel 


Aggregate...secccreqecene $35,484,726 12 


So that their immediate means were as one to 


i about two and a half of their immediate liabilities. 


i other banks in the United States; 
' United States Bank itself used generally to have 


This is a proportion larger than most of the 
larger than the 


‘when a public depository, and larger than the 


could be selected. At the opening of the session || 


of Congress succeeding the removal of the public | 


deposits, the President in his message notified 
Congress of the act of removal, the selection of 
the State banks, and earnestly recommended to 
Congress to make suitable regulations. He said, 
“ the attention of Congress is earnestly invited 
‘to the regulation of the deposits in the State 
‘banks, by law. Although the power now ex- 
‘ercised by the executive Department in this be- 
‘half is only such as was uniformly exercised 
‘through every Administration, from theorigin of 
‘the Government up to the establishment of the 
‘ present bank, yet it is one which is susceptible of 
‘ regulation by law, and therefore ought to be so 
‘ regulated.. The power of Congress to direct in 
‘ what places the Treasurer shall keep the moneys in 
‘the Treasury, and to impose restrictions upon the 
* executive authority, in relation to their custody and 
* removal, is unlimited; ” and Congress, from that 
time to this, has failed to do so. The reason is 
obvious. 
embarrassed in its progress with clogsand restric- 

tions, which might induce the State banks to 

refuse to receive the deposits, and thus bring | 


The bill regulating this matter was | 


Bank of England usually has. (See supplemental ' 


report, 1834, table AA, Doc. No. 27, Ho. of 
Reps.) Ba Ont : 
But besides these immediate means, the deposit 
banks had also other means to secure the Gov- 
ernment and other depositors, and the holders of 
their notes of about fifty per centum more than 
the amount of all their immediate liabilities. 
Thus besides the above immediate means, they 
have bills of exchange, in many cases as available 
as specie, arnounting to $27,149,935 39. They 
have due to them on notes and obligations dis- 
counted, the sum of $65,439,908 64, and add to 
this their immediate means of $35,484,726 12, 
and they have in all the sum of $128,074,570 15 
to. pay and secure their immediate debt of 
$86,844,763 36. In addition to this, the Treasury 
hold collateral security of most of these banks, 
to secure what is due to the United States, as 
suggested in annual report, page 21. 
` The reports up to the Ist of March vary this 
view but little. It is manifest therefore, Mr. 


' Chairman, that so much alarm for the safety of 


the public money is totally unfounded. Itis easy 


| to discover that all these fears and alarms about 
i the deposit banks, this irresistible influence of 


the Executive over the public mind through their 


! removal. 


deposit banks are all broke, thatthey can exercise 
no deleterious influence upon the country, and 
that these fears are entirely visionary? 

The next subjectof complaint on the part of the 
honorable gentleman from Tennessee (Mr. Bein] 
to whieh shall advert, is the subject of exccu- 
tive patronage, the Increase and dangerous ten- 
dency of whish seem to excite so much appre- 
hension for the virtue and safety of the nation, on 
the partof that gentleman. In discussing this 
question, Mr. Chairman, [ shall not stop to in- 
quire what friend of the Administration may or 
may not be involved in inconsistency; that is im- 
material to me. I shall present my own views 
upon this, as upon all other questions which shall 
come under consideration, without regard to the 
consequences to others. The question is, what 
are the principles of this Administration upon this 
subject? not what is, or what has been, the opin- 
ion of this or that individual friend; and whether, 
upon this subject, the profession and practice of 
the Administration have been consistent. The 
honorable gentleman says the bill now before the 
House, sent hither by the Senate, is intended to 
restrict and cut off improper executive patronage. 
This bill provides, that the limitation of four years 
to the duration of the term of the public officers, 
to whose offices it now applies, shall be repealed; 
and that in case of removal from office, before the 
nomination of a successor is acted upon, the Pres- 
ident shall assign to the Senate his reasons for the 
Now, sir, I deny that this bill is in ac- 
cordance with the professed opinions.of the Ad- 
ministration. The views of the President upon 
this subject were announced in-his first annual 
message to Congress, in which he says: 

‘‘ There are perhaps few men who can for any 
‘great length- of time enjoy office and power, 
‘without being more or less under the influence 
‘of feelings, unfavorable to a faithful discharge 
‘of their public duties. Their integrity may be 
‘proof against improper considerations immedi- 
‘ately addressed to themselves; but they are apt 
“to acquire a habit of looking with indifference 
‘upon the public interests, and of tolerating con- 
‘duct from which an unpracticed man would 
“revolt. Office. is considered as a species of 
‘ property; and government,. rather as a means 
‘of promoting individual interests, than as an 
‘instrument created solely for the service of the 
‘people. Corruption in some, and in others, a 
‘perversion of correct feelings and principles, 
‘divert government from its legitimate ends, and 
‘make it an engine for the support of the few at 
‘the expense. of ‘the many. he duties of all 
‘ public officers are, or at least admit of being 
‘made so plain and simple, that men of intelli- 
‘gence may readily qualify themselves for their 
‘performance; and I cannot but believe that more 
‘is lost by the long continuance of men in office, 
“than is generally to be gained by their experi- 
‘ence. I submit, therefore, to your consideration, 
‘whether the efficiency of the Government would not 
“be promoted, and official industry and integrity 
‘better secured, by a general extension of the law 


; t which limits appointments to four yeurs. 


: € another. T 
| í support to Poan men, at the public expense. 


| 


i *the same means of obtaining a living, 


“ In a country where offices are created solely 


‘for the benefit of the people, no one man has 


‘any more intrinsic right to official station than 
Offices were not established to give 


No individual. wrong is therefore done by re- 
‘moval, since neither appointment to, nor con- 
‘tinuance in office, is matter of right. The in- 
‘ cumbent became an officer with a view to public 
‘benefits; and when these require his removal, 
‘ they are not to be sacrificed to private interests. 
“Tt is the people, and they alone, who have a 
‘right to complain, when a bad officer is substi- 
‘tuted for a good one. He whois removed has 
that are 
‘enjoyed by the millions who never held office. 
‘ The proposed limitation would destroy the idea 
‘of property, now so generall connected with 
‘ official station; and although individual distress 
‘may be sometimes produced, it would, by pro- 
‘ moting that rotation which constitutes a leading 
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t principle in the republican creed, give healthful 
‘action to the system.”’ 

If any man can discern in these views of the 
President the slightest accordance with the prin- 
ciples of the bill from the Senate, he has more 
acuteness than Ihave. The Senate’s bill proposes 
to repeal the limitation of four years entirely, 
while the President recommends an enlargement 
of the limitation of four years to ucarly all the 
offices under the Government; certainly a very 
material difference. The Senate’s bill requires 
the President to assign his reasons for removal; 
the President nowhere intimates the propricty of 
such a requisition. 

Mr. Chairman, it was a leading object in the 
formation of our Government, to divide it into 
three separate and independent departments, 
legislative, executive, and judicial, lcaving each, 
as far as practicable, uncontrolled and untram- 
meled in its action by the interference of the 
other. This is a constitutional division and a 
constitutional object; the principle has been sanc- 
tioned by our most distinguished patriots and 
statesmen. The executive power is placed in the 
hands of the President by the Constitution; and 
however unwise the investment, if it be so, he 
cannot be divested of it but by constitutional 
amendment. Among the most efficient powers 
vested by the Constitution in the President, is the 
power of removal from office. The importance 
attached to thisexecutive power is well illustrated 


after the formation of the Constitution, a provis- 
ion attached to the bill- organizing the State De- 
partment, authorizing the President to remove 


the Sceretary from office at pleasure, was stricken | 


out on the ground that the power was constitu- 
tional and could not be conferred by law. The 
proposition to strike out that provision gave rise 
to a long and able debate, in which the question, 
whether the power of removal was derived from 
the Constitution or not, was ably and elaborately 
discussed. Mr. Manison, who participated 
largely in that debate, said, while discussing the 
President’s power of removal: 


‘But there is another part of the Constitution which in- 
clines, in my judgment, to favor the construction I put upon 
it. The President is required to take care that the laws be 
faithfully executed. If the duty to see the laws faithfully exe- 
cuted he required at the hands of the Executive Magistrate, it 
would seem that it was generally intended he should have 
that species of power which is necessary to accomplish that 
end. Now, if the officer appointed is not to depend upon 
the President for his official existence, but 


ii and prior to the decision of the case.” . 


na distinct | 


body, I confess I do not see how the President can take | 


care that the laws be faithfully executed.”’ 


In the same speech he said: 


“ If any thing in its nature is executive, it must be that 
power which is employed in superintending and seeing that 
the laws are faithfully executed.” 


Again Mr. Manison said: 
‘1 think it absolutely necessary that the President should 


have the power of removal from office; it will make him in a : 


peculiar manner responsible for their conduct, and subject 
him to impeachment himself, if he suffer them to perpetrate, 
with impunity, high crimes and misdemeanors against the 
United States, or neglect to superintend their conduct so as 
tocheck theirexcesses. On the constitutionality of the dec- 
laration, I have no manner of doubt.” 


_Mr. Gaxes, in a debate in 1802, upon the judi- 
ciary bill, expressed the same opinion. He said: 


“Tn relation to newspaper scribblers, Mr. Jefferson once 
said: ‘Let them stand undisturbed, as monuments of the 
satety with which error of opinion may be tolerated, where 
reason is left free to combat it.’ ‘ 

“Mr. Gites. The President is authorized, without 
limitation, to commission all the officers of the United 
States. The question arises, by what tenure? The reply 
is, according to his pleasure or discretion. It was not dif- 
ficult to foresee that, if the President was fully émpowered 
to commission as he pleased, he would commission during 
his pleasure.. The Legislature has no more -contro! over 
an officer who holds an executive commission, during the 
pleasure of the President, than over a judicial officer, 
holding his office during good behavior—the remedy given 
by the Constitution being the same in both cases, to wit: 
impeachment. Nor is there any reason why the office of 
the one should be less subject to the discretion of the 
Legislature than the office of the other; and it seems to 
be universally agreed, that although the Legislature cannot 
deprive an executive officer of his office in any other way 
than by impeachment during the continuance of such 
offiee, yet the office is always subject to be abolished. The 
fame reasoning will hold with equal force respecting a 

judge and a judicial officer. The reason why the Execu- 
tive is proscribed from the removal of a judge, is, to secure 
to the judge the complete independence of the President, 
who is not responsible for the discharge of judicial duties; 
but the removal is perfectly correct in the case of an 


| 


ii ible for the due discharge of executive duties. 


executive officer, because the President is highly respons- 
The Legis- 


| lature is not responsible tor either, and, of course, stands 


in the same constitutional relation to both. There is the 


same remedy against both—impeachment.’”? 


The late eminent Judge Tucker, of Virginia, 
expressed the same opinion. 
his commentary upon Blackstone, he said: 


“ The Constitution has made ample provision for his aid 
in these respects, by assigning to him ministers, to whom 
the conduct of each of the executive departments may be 
committed, from whom he may require all necessary in torm- 
ation, as also their opinions in writing upon any subject 
relating to the duties of their respective offices; and whom 
he may, morcover, remove at pleasure.*? 


In further support of this claim of constitutional 


, power for the Executive, I here quote from Mr. 


Caxrnoun’s speech upon the removal of the de- 
posits in 1834. In that speech he said: 


“J cannot doubt that the President has, under the Con- 
stitution, the right of removal from office ; nor can I doubt 
that the power of removal, wherever it exists, does from 
necessity involve the power of general supervision ; nor can 
{ doubt that it might be constitutionally exercised in refer- 
ence to the deposits. Reverse the present case.‘ Sup- 
pose the late Secretary, instead of being against, had been 
in favor of the removal, and that the President, instead of 
for, had been against it, deeming their removal not only 
inexpedient, but, under the circumstances, illegal ; would 
any man doubt, that, under such circumstances, he had a 


; Tight to remove his Secretary, if it‘were the only means of 


| preventing the removal of the deposits? 


Nay, would it 
not have been his indispensable duty to have removed him? 
And had he not, would not he have been universally and 


j . pie '| justly held responsible ?”? : 
by the fact, that in the first session of Congress, | 


In further support of this claim, I quote from 
Mr. Cray’s speech at Fowler’s Garden, in which, 
while he declaimed against the abuse, by fair 
inference admitted the constitutional, power of 
removal. 

“The President ts invested with the tremendous power of 
dismission, to be exercised for the public good, and not to 
gratify any private passions or purposes. It was conferred 
to prevent the public from suffering through faithless or in- 
competent officers. It was made summary, because, if the 
slow process of trial before a judicial tribunal were resorted 
to, the public might be greatly injured during the progress 

These opinions are founded upon the principle 
that the President, being charged by the Consti- 


| 


In the appendix to | 


tution with the whole executive power, is respon- | 


sible to the country for the duc and faithful exe- ||’ 


cution of the laws: his oath requires it at his 
hands. In support of this opinion, I quote. from 
Mr. Jefferson’s letter to Monsieur De Tracy:. 


«& While the tranquil and steady tenor of our single Ex- 
ecutive, during a course of twenty-two years of the most 
tempestuous times the history of the world has ever pre- 
sented, gives a rational hope that this important problem is 
atlength solved. Aided by the counsels of a cabinet of 
heads of Departments, originally four, but now five, with 
whom the President consults, either singly or all together, 


he has the benefit of their wisdom and information, brings | yet I believe that there is more danger to liberty 


their views to one center, and produces an unity of action 


and direction in all the branches of the Government. The ! 
excellence of this construction of the executive power has ; 


already manifested itself here under very opposite circum- 
stance. During the Administration of our first President, 
his Cabinet of four members was equally divided by as 
marked an opposition of principle as monarchism and re- 
publicanisin could bring into conflict. Had that Cabinet been 


a directory, like positive and negative quantities in algebra, | 
the opposing wilis would have balanced each other, and į 
| produced a state of absolute inaction. 
| heard with calmness the opinions and reasons of each, de- 


| 
| 
| 


of the Government, which were vested in a single person 
to give energy and promptitude in execution.” 

The principle of unity in the executive de- 
partment, as maintained by all our distinguished 


i statesmen, necessarily attaches to it responsibil- 


ity, and with that responsibility the power of re- 
moval; for it would be most outrageous to hold 
the President responsible for the faithful execu- 
tion of the laws, and at the same time compel him 
to retain in office a set of unworthy officers, who 
would thwart his views and resist his authority, 
preventing the prompt and faithful execution of 
the laws. I should have thought the construc- 


- tion of the Constitution, by its very authors, the 


But the President | 


cided the course to be pursued, and kept the Government | 
steadily in it, unaffected by the agitation. The public knew | 
well the dissensions of the Cabinet, but rever had an uneasy | 
thought on their account, because they knew also they had | 


-provided a regulating power which would keep the machine 
in steady movement.” ‘ 

I also refer to Mr. Madison’s opinion in the 
debate before referred to, and just quoted. [also 
refer to Judge Tucker’s commentary on Black- 
stone, appendix to lst volume, part 1, in which 
he says: / $ 7 

“ The true point of responsibility rests upon the shortness 
of the period for which a President of the United States is 
elected, and the power which the people possess of rejecting 
him at a succeeding eleetion.” =~ . 

The-same able author says: 

“ Responsibility pursues him (the President) in every situ- 


| ation, whether active or passive; sleeping or awake a sen- | 
timent the truth of which is confirmed by that unerring test, ; 


experience,” 


And to the opinion of Mr. Calhoun, expressed 


in a letter to General Hamilton in 1828, in which 
he says: 

t No relation can be more confidential than that between 
the President and members of the Cabinet, as his constitu- 
‘tional advisers, charged as he is with the executive duties 


I 


uniform practice ever since, would have settled 
this principle so far as to prevent any cffort to 
change it by acts of Congress. In this, however, 
I am mistaken; and this bill from the Senate has 
that object in view. 

Regarding, as 1 do, that.the power of removal 
is a power conferred on the President by the 
Constitution, I have not examincd into the details 
of the bill with a view to ascertain their probable 
effects; but, at the threshold, find ita bill to re- 
peal a constitutional principle by operation of 
law. - The executive and legislative departments 
being both creatures of the Constitution, and co- 
ordinate branches of the Government, I cannot 
consent that the one shall destroy or impair the 
independent constitutional powers of the other. 
Hence, sir, I am, in principle opposed to this 
bill; it seeks to destroy, by law, the power of 
removal conferred by the Constitution. Mr. 
Chairman, it will be dangerous to permit such 
insidious encroachments, by law, as these, upon 
the Constitution; the principles of the Constitu- 
tion should be preserved unimpaired, and when- 
ever the construction of its powers is doubtful, 
the only safe way to settle the question of power 
is to aa to the source of all power—the peo- 
ple. Sir, upon this question, I am asked to re- 
per by law, a power of the Constitution ac- 

nowledged and acted upon for near fifty years. 
Gentlemen should poe and reflect well upon 


the ERR of the act before they consum- 
F it. I, for one, will not touch this power by 
wW. 


There is another important question connected 
with this bill from the E aaie „and that is, whether 
it is not, in its effects, calculated not only to impair 
the constitutional power of the Executive, but to 
add, to a dangerous extent, to the legislative 
power. Sir, while I admit that there is danger 
to liberty and our free institutions in the construc- 
tion of the executive department, and that it 
should be watched, with unsleeping and untiring 
vigilance, by a people jealous of their liberties, 


and free institutions in the legislative apaan, 
growing out of its immense powers, than from 
the Executive; for it has in its hands the power 


of war and tazation—the two. most. dangerous 


owers to liberty which could be imparted to it. 
aiving my own views, l here subjoin an ex- 


‘ tract from the forty-eighth number of the Feder- 


alist, page 248: 

“ The founders.of our republics have so much merit for 
the wisdom which they have displayed, that ‘no task can be 
less pleasing than that of pointing out the errors into which 


-they have fallen. A respect for truth, however, obliges us 


to remark, that they acem never for a moment to have 
turned their eyes from the danger to liberty, from the over- 
grown and all-grasping prerogative of an hereditary magis- 


| trate, supported and fortified by an hereditary branch of the 


legislative authority. They seem never. to have recollected 
the danger from legislative usurpations, which, by asyem- 
bling all power in the same hands, must lead to the same 
tyranny as is threatened by executive usurpation. 

«In a Government where numerous and extensive pre- 
rogatives are placed inthe hands ofa hereditary monarch, 
the executive department is very justly regarded as the 
source of danger, and watched with all the jealousy which 
a zeal for liberty ought to inspire. In a democracy, where 
a multitude of people exercise in person the legislative func- 
tions, ahd are continually exposed, by their incapacity for 
regular deliberation and concerted measures, to the am- 


| pitious intrigues of thcir. executive magistrates, tyranny 
: may well be apprehended, on some favorable emergency, to 


start up in the same quarter. But in a representative re- 
public, where the executive magistracy is carefully limited, 
both in the extent and the duration of its power, and where 
the legislative power is exercised by an assembly, which is 
inspired, by a supposed influence over the people, with an 
intrepid confidence in its own strength, which is suffi- 
ciently numerous to feel all the passions which actuate a 
multitude, yet not so numerous as to be incapable of pur- 
suing the objects of its passions by means which reason 
prescribes, it is against the enterprising ambition of this 
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department that the people ought to indulge all their jeal- | 
ousy and exhaust all their precautions. va tage | 
“The legislative department derives a superiority in our | 
Governments from other circumstances. Its constitutional 
powers being at once more extensive, and less susceptible 
of precise limits, it can, with the greater facility, mask, 
under complicated and indirect measures, the encroach- 
ments which it makes on the coérdinate departments. It 
is not unfrequently a question of real nicety in legislative 
bodies, whether the operation of a particular measure will 
or will not extend beyond the legislative sphere. On the 
other side, the executive power being restrained within a 
narrower compass, and being more simple in its nature, and 
the judiciary being described by landmarks still less uncer- ; 
tain, projects of usurpation by either of these departments 
would immediately betray and defeat themselves. Nor is 
this all: as the legislative department alone has access tothe 
kets of the people, and has in some constitutions full 
discretion, and in all a prevailing influence over the pecu- 
niary rewards of those who fill the other departments, a 
dependence is thus created in the fatter, which gives still 
greater facility to encroachments of the former.” 


These reasons are satisfactory to my mind, and 
are strengthened by the fact, that all the violent 
breaches of the Constitution, the alien and sedi- 
tion laws, the two national banks, the tariff, and . 
internal improvement system, and various others, 
have had their origin in the legislative depart- 
ment. 

The principle of this bill is objectionable in 


another point of view. If, in requiring the Pres- 


ident to assign his reasons for removing an ex- 


ecutive officer, the Senate only means to have the . 


reasons without any action upon them, then it 
enables the President to stamp infamy and dis- 


grace upon the character of any public officer, . 


who, ftom personal hostility or any other cause 
he may think proper to select for his victim. I 
the Senate means that any action should be had 
in relation to the removal, then it involves the 


truth of the facts communicated by the President, | 


and this would present the undignified and dis- 
graceful aspect of the trial of a question of ve- 
ely between the President of the United States 
an 
judgment between them. Sir, this would be the 
Inevitable result, and who is willing to see an 
officer thus disgraced, or the President of the 
United States a party to an action of slander for 
the discharge of his official duties? I for one, sir, 
cannot consent to do it. There is no power, sir, 
under the Government which may not be abused. 
We must, as far as we can, prevent it by ample 
responsibility. J am as much opposed to pro- 
scription as many of the opponents of the Ad- | 
ministration who profess opposition but practice 
it to the utmost extremity, possibly can be. 

If this bill be passed, it creates a life estate in 


all the offices to which it applies, removes the | 


force of responsibility, and tends to the utter neg- 
lect of the public service; for without ample an 
sure responeibility there. is but little hope of se- 
curing fidelity in the discharge of public duties. 
The next subject to which I shall call the at- 
tention of the committee, growing out of this dis- 
cussion, is that affecting our French relations. 
The honorable gentleman from Tennessee charges 
that all the apprehensions expressed of a state of 


hostilities growing out of our relations with France | 


were merely pretended, to delude and deceive the 
people; and that, in fact, no apprehensions of a 
collision were ever entertained by the Adminis- 
tration and its friends; but, he saya, if the appre- 
hensions were serious, the Administration was 
criminally negligent in their preparations for 
such an event, and that it may take either horn 
of the dilemma. In this opinion, Mr. Chairman, 
I think that the honorable gentleman is entirely 
mistaken. Sir, ¥ propose briefly to examine the 
history of our controversy with France, and to 
present the prominent facts in their pper point 
of view before the American people. It will not 
be denied, I presume, by any mah, that the insult 
of our flag, and spoliations upon our commerce, 
capturing and burning our ships from 1806. to 


the removed officer—the Senate sitting in ; 


insult and injury was acknowledged, and every 
principle of honesty, honor, and good faith re- 
' quired that its stipulations should be fulfilled. 
i The treaty is unconditional upon its face; and 
_ how, sir, has it been fulfilled? First, by dishon- 
| oring a draft drawn by our Government for the 
first annual installment due under the treaty. 
Secondly, by pretending that she had been in- 
| sulted by the President in his message to Con- 
| gress of December, 1834. I propose, briefly, to 
examine these two pretensions. 


| 


1 
i 
t 
i 


| the French Legislature had not made the appro- ; 
priations necessary to fulfill the treaty. he | 
treaty was executed on the 4th of July, 1831; was 
ratified by our Government on the 2ist of Febru- 
tary, 1832, and the fact communicated to the 
French Government prior to the 8th of April, 
1832. The French Chambers were then in ses- 
; sion, and no application made by the Government 


‘| for any appropriation. The next session of the 


Chambers commenced on the 19th of November, 


session commenced on the 26th of April, and con- 
| tinued till the 26th of June, 1833; a bill of in- 
demnity was introduced into the Chambers, but 
no final action was had. In April, 1834, a new 
session commenced, nearly three years after the 
execution of the treaty, and two installments due; 
| the appropriation was applied for and refused. 
The communication to our Minister of the fact, 
| that the Chambers had refused the appropriation, 
|| was accompanied with the regrets of the King, 
and a promise that, so soon as the pending elec- 
| tions were over, the new Chambers should be 
‘| assembled, and the appropriation again pressed. 
The elections cee 


stood the matter at the opening of the last session 
‘of Congress. We had negotiated for twenty 
years, took an insufficient indemnity, and then, 
_ sir, we had been delayed another three years, in 
i the fulfillment of a plain, simple, unconditional 
treaty. In addition to this, there was annexed 
to the bill of indemnity, an article favorable to 
iis productions in our port, which reads 
thus: ; 


“The wines of France, from and after the exchange of 
| thie ratifications of the present convention, shall be admitted 
to consumption in the States of the Union, at daties which 
‘ shall not exceed the following rates by the galion, (such as 
is used at present for wines in the United States,) to wit: 
six cents for red wines in casks; ten cents for white wines 
in casks; and twenty-two cents for wines of all sorts m 
bottles. The proportions existing between the duties on 
French wines thus reduced, and the general rates of the 
tariff which went into operation the first of January, 1829, 
shall be maintained, in case the Government of the United 
States should think proper to diminish those general rates 
in a new tariff. In consideration of this stipulation, which 
shall be binding on the United 6 3, the 
French Government abandons the reclamations which it 
had formed in relation to the eighth article of the treaty of 
-eession of Louisiana.. It engages, moreover, to establish 
on the long staple cottons of the United States, which, after 
the exchange of the ratifications of the present convention, | 
| shall be brought directly thence to France by the vessels of ; 
the United States or by French vessels, the same duties as | 
| on shart staple cottons.” 
This article, as was acknowledged by the 
French Ministry, during the whole time of this 
protraction, our Government was faithfully ful- 
filling, and lost to the revenue, in the reduced du- 
ties, hear $5,000,000. ię was gross prevarica- 
tion, injustice, and fraéd, whether perpetrated by 
the King er the Chambers, and demanded the 
strongest resentment. 
The President having 
him, without any explanation from the King why 
the Chambers were not assembled according to 
promise; made his communication to Congress, 
stating the truth of the case, and recommendjng 


1810, under the Berlin and Milan and other de- 
crees, were outrages, unless redressed, which 
justified war. If these shameless and flagrant 
reaches of national law, insults upon our flag, 
and confiscation of our property, were good 
causes of war, I ask the committee when was that 
cause of war removed, and our grievances re- | 
dressed? Not, sir, till by the treaty of July, 1831. | 
If that treaty was an atonement for insult, and | 
a satisfaction for injuries, the existence of the 


ii in vi 


that Congress, if it thought any further action 
should be had at this timé, should authorize re- 
prisals, in case the French Chambers should again 
|| refuse the appropriation. The following is the 


ed; the Chambers were not || 
convened as promised by the King; and thus | 


‘upon French property, in case provision shall not be 
‘made for the payment of the debt at the approaching 
s session of the French Chambers: such a measure 


: ‘ought not to be considered by France a menace.” 
This is the paragraph in the message which in- 
: sulted the French Chambers, whosc sensibilities 


The apology for dishonoring the draft is, that i: 


| faith of treaties. 


' the 4th of 
1832, and continued till the 25th of April, 1833; || 
no appropriation was proposed to the Chambers | 
till the 6th of April, near the close of the session; | 
|i no final action was had at that session. The next 


| tion of national eompact. 


ii language of thisrecommendation: ‘Since France, |; 
olation of the pee given through her 
‘Minister here, has delayed her final action so long '; 


ii 


il 


| «time to be communicatéd to this Congress, F rec- 
‘ommend that a law be passed authorizing reprisals 


seem to have been much more acute than their 
sense of justice. What was it in this message 
which could reasonably have been tortured into 
a menace or insult?) Was it that it recommended 


; to Congress to provide a suitable remedy in case 


of another refusal to pay the money? Certainly 
not; for a final refusal to perform the treat 

would have been good cause for war. Was it 
that the President should express a doubt of the 
fidelity of France in fulfilling the treaty? Cer- 
tainly not; for the Chambers had previously re- 
fused, which was good cause of suspicion, to 
say the least of it. The recommendation was 


_ contingent, and based upon the fact that the ses- 


sion of Congress would constitutionally expire on 
arch following, before the final action 
of the French Government could probably be as- 
certained. Suppose the French Government had 
finally refused ; what was to be done? surrender 
aclaim acknowledged and payment promised un- 
der the high obligations of a treaty? No Ameri- 
can will say this. It was not the money alone 
that required us to demand the fulfillment of the 


' treaty; it was a higher and more important con- 


sideration: ‘it,was the faith of treaties—the obliga- 
How would it tell to 
posterity that this high-spirited Republic had re- 
ceived outrage and insult, had stipulated satisfac- 


| tion by treaty, and yet would not coerce its ob- 


gervance? Sir, we compel the little Indian tribes 
and other weak nations to perform with punctual 
fidelity their treaties. Is, then, France to be ex- 
cused because she is powerful? No, sir; I would 
spend milliong to compel the execution of this 
treaty; not for the paltry sum of $5,000,000 in- 
volved in the controversy, but for the preservation 
of the important principle of national faith—ihe 
This message, which has been 
regarded as a menace, although the truth of the 
statements have not been questioned, has been 
trumpeted forth as menacing and insulting to 
France, and even justifying the refusal of the 


| French Government to fulfill the treaty, although 


there is an express disclaimer in the message of 
any such design. After this message was received, 
the French Chambers made an appropriation to 
fulfill the treaty, but annexed to ita condition that 
the money should not be paid until an cxplana- 
tion was made. 

The manner in which the explanation was to 
be made, demanded by the condition annexed to 
the law of the Chambers, is, as avowed by the 
Duke de Broglie, in his Ictter of the 26th October, 
1835, in reply to Mr. Barton’s inquiry whether 


} | the French Government would fix any determin- 
States for ten years, the |! 


ate period whenit would pay the money. “< To- 
‘ morrow, (says thè Duke,) to-day, if the Govern- 


` ment of the United States is ready on tis part to 


< declare to us, by address, its claim (reclamation to 
‘ us) officially, in writing, that it regrets the mis- 
‘understanding which has arisen between the coun- 


6 tries, that this misunderstanding is founded upon 


oes ; | message, 
this state of things before | 


| ‘that her decision will not probably be known in| 4, 


< a mistake, and that it never entered into its inten- 
‘ tions (pensée) to call in question the good faith of 
‘the French Government, nor to taking a menacing 
€ attitude towards Pronce.”* . , 

This condition, which was one of national dis- 
honor and disgrace, the President indignantl 
refused to comply with. After the President's 
the. French Government withdrew its 
Minister here, and offered ours at that court his 
pa On the 25th of February, the Presi- 

ent addressed the following message to both 
Houses of Congress: 
& To the Senate and House of Representatives 
: ji 7 H the United States: 

« I transmit to Congress a report from the Secretary of 
State, with copies of all the letters received from Mr. Liv- 
ingston since the message to the House of Representatives 
of the 6th instant, of the instructions given to that Minister, 
and of all the Jate correspondence with the French Gov- 
ernment in Paris, or in Washington, except a note of M. 
Serurier, which, for the reasons stated in the report, is not 
now communicated. . N 
«c Tt will be seen that Ihave deemed it my duty toinstr uct 
r. Livingston to quit France, with his legation, and rowr 
to tho United States, if an appropriation fur the fultilinent 
of the convention shall be refused by the Chambers. 


1836.) 
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« The subject being now, in all its present aspects, before 
Congress, whose right it is to decide what measures are to 
be pursued on that event, I deem it unnecessary to make 
farther recommendation, being confident that, on their 

, everything will be done to maintain the rights and 
Poise of the country which the occasion requires. 
> “ANDREW JACKSON,” 


In which he states the true condition of the 
controversy, and says he relies upon Congress to 


do its duty to the country. On the 26th of Feb- : 


i 
ł 


i 
{ 


yuary the Committee on Foreign Affairs of the | 


House of Representatives reported, among others, 
a resolution: ‘* That preparation ought te be made 


| 


H 


fo meet any emergency growing out of our relations 
ith France.” j 


ne 
On the 28th of February Mr. Archer, of Vir- 
inia, offered this resolution in the House of. 
Representatives: 
“ Resolved, That in the just expectation that the Gov- 
emment of France will have made provision, or will make 
provision, far carrying into effect the stipulations of the 


i avoided. If anything 
ug 
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massage must be ‘ded as most unfortunate, whether we 
regard the object to be gained, or the evils and. dangers to be 
could sérve to delay for a long time, 

not to postpone forever, the payment of our claims on 
at Government, it is the tone of intimidation and menace 
ee by the Chief Magistrate on this occasion, should the 
rench nation unhappily not distinguish between the per- 
sonal opinions and feelings of the individual who occupies 
that station, and that of the people of whom, in our foreign 


intercourse, he is the restricted and limited representative. | 


The message, we know, disclaims all intention of menace. 
But while the language of menace is held, the disclaimer 
will go for nothing—we had almost said ought to go for 
nothing— with a proud, fiery, chivalrous, and powerful 
nation.” 

This denunciation, with many of like kind from 
other journals, reached Paris cotemporaneously 
with the message; more than this, this article i 


, Sinuates that the American people regarded the 
: message in this light, and would not sustain the 


President. In this state of things, the Chamber 


_ of Deputies might well conclude, if the American 


treaty of indemnity with that Government of the 4th of `. 
_ regarded the message offensive, they would be 
: hound so to regard it themselves; and I have no 
` doubt this was the cause, although I do not in- 


July, 1831, this House will forbear, at the present time, to 
adopt any measure in relation to that subject.” 

This resolution, which was certainly a peace 
offering, was rejected by the House; and, after 
various propositions, on the 2d of March the fol- 


lowing resolution was offered and unanimously . t 3 
: the sentiments of the American people, is the 


adopted: 

u Rérolsed, That, in the opinion of this House, the treaty 
of the 4th of July, 1831, should be maintained, and its ex- 
ecution insisted on.” 

On the next day a contingent appropriation of 
$3,000,000 was adopted by the Flames of Repre- 
sentatives. Thus, sir, we have this case: the treaty 
had been executed without condition; France pro- 
fessed to be insulted, and refused to fulfill the 
treaty unless the American Government madean 
apology or explanation. The American Govern- 
ment refused. The House of R 

` adopted a resolution that the fulfillment of the 


press and a large portion of the American people 


tend to intimate it was co-designed, why the con- | 
dition was annexed to the Jaw, requiring expla- | 
nation; and the ascertainment of their mistake in | 


reason why a disclaimer in the-firet message, not 
sufficient to avoid offense, was sufficient in the 
second to remove it. The quarrel is ended; and 


‘ now, sir, those who thought the President desired 


resentatives . 


treaty should be insisted on, and had voted a con- | 


tingent appropriation of $3,000,000 to meet emer- 
oe ieni aed Fa we are told by the gentleman 
rom Tennessee that the Administration never 
apprehended any collision. If there was not good 
cause to apprehend collision, there is no state of 
ings which can produce apprehension in the 
relations of two Governments, each persisting in 
its course, and withdrawing all diplomatic rela- 
tions. : 

This assertion of the honorable gentleman from 
Tennessee is very incompatible with the notes 
which echoed through the oe when the last 
annual m was delivered. [t 
serted, that although the measage was, according 
to some, pacific in appearance, it was war in dis- 
guise, Others said it was war altogether; that 
the President was determined on war; that his. 
message re » Without modification, the state- 
ments of the preceding m , and that it 
would not be satisfactory; that it was, designed. 
to produce war, and war we should have; that 
the preceding message contained the precise dis- 
claimer that thie did, which was nat deemed sat- 
isfactory. Then, sir, the President desired war, 
and no but war: now, sir, the case is altered. 
The messages received in France, and is entirely 
satisfactory. There is seen in it in the United 
States what cannot be seen in it in France—war 
én segue: Immediately on its reception, (al- 
though the mediation of England is in-progress,) 
the French Government. agcepts this war in dis- 
guise—this i ing explanation, as entirely satis- 
factory, and notifies our Government that the 
money is ready. Pere : : 
. The truth is, Mr. Chairman, the message which 
gave offense, and the message which removed it, 
are precisely the same. The assert the same 
charges of want of faith, contain the same 

mer; and. if one was offensive the other 
was. But the secret of the whole matter is, the 
French Executive never did regard the message 
of 1834 of so offensive a character as to justify a 
refusal to perform the treaty. The first discovery, 
message was insulting in its character, 
was at home, by the opposition journals. I hold 
in my hand an article in a very influential journal 
of this city,in which the message was denounced 
as offensive, and that the French Government 
should so regard it. It reads thus: : 
“ Be this as it may, the language held to Fraace in this 


No. 17 


was then as- 


war, designed war, and would have war, suddenly 


ascertain that the whole was a delusion, to prac-: 


tice upon the credulity of the American 
for electioneering pu 
dent neither desired, 
Gentlemen were wrong then, and.are wrong now, 
although at opposite points of the compass. The 
French King and bea never regarded the 
message as an act of the Government to which 
France should take exception; their whole, course 
hag been taken ia obedience to the condition im- 
posed by the Chamber. To-suatain me in this 
assertion, I here read an extract from Mr. Hu- 
man’s (the Minister of Finance) speech on pre- 
senting the.bill of indemnity to the French Cham- 
bers, January 15, 1835; > 

* General Jackson has been in efror respecting the extent 

Qi 


ople 


af the faculties conferred upon us by the constitution 
the State; but if he has been mistaken as to the laws of 
our country, we will not fall into the same error with regard 
to the institutions of the United States. Now, the spirit 
and letter of those institutions authorize ys to regard the 
document above named (the message) as the expression of 
an opinion merely personal, so long as that opinion has not 
received. the sanction of either the other two branches of 
the American Government. The m is a Government 
act, which is still incomplete, and should not lead to any 
of those determinations which France is in the habit of 
taking in reply to a threat or an insult.” 

Again he says: Sees 

The maintenance of the national dignity was the first 
object of its solicitude. You know, gentlemen, the means. 
adopted for its security. Bat as the treaty of July Has not 
become less just or less advantageous; as the conduet of 
the President of the United States has, not disturbed the 
basis of equality and reason on which that. compromise 
reposes, the Government has persevered in its determination 
to presentit to you again. An engagement has been entered 
into, and the honor pf France requires that it should be 
accomplished.’ aa : 

- Again: s , l as 

“In thus speaking, we wish anly to render due consid- 
eration to truths long admitted, to place them in array, 
against passing impressions, and especially to declare thar 
France imputes neither to the people nor to the Government 
of the United States the sentiments and propositions ately. 
expressed by the Presidént. We willingly view his message 
to Congress as the hasty act of one branch of the Govetn- 
ment only, and the honor of the nation commands us to 
persist in that honorable coarse whieh has ever been the 
policy of the King’s Government.” 

I think ypon the whole it is perfectly manifest 
to every impartial mind that thera wasgoad cause 
to expect hostilities; which nothing but the fact, 
which could not have -been anticipated, that 
France receded from her ground, has prevented.. 
In doing so she has done much to retrieve her 
character from the dishonor-of her first position. 

` ‘Whether the appropriation for fortifications 
during the last session was lost by the Senate or 
House.of Representatives I shall not inquire, not 
being then a member. The Senate certainly lost 
the three million appropriation, and, if the neces- 
sities of the country had called for it, would have 


been responsible to the nation, for the provision 


n- ; 


rposees and that the Presi- | 
esigned, or expected war. | 


| 
| 
| 


id 
i 
5 
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t 


{ 
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! would remain unanswere 


which they proposed in lieu of it was grossly inad- 
equate. er apology, that there was no execu- 
tive recommendation, is answered by the message 
of the 25th of February. 

The gentleman from Tennessee says, if the 
President had seriously apprehended hostilities 
with France, it was his duty to have called Con- 
gress together, to provide the necessary means 
for defense, and not have waited till the opening 
of the present session. Sir, the last Congress 
expired on the 4th of March. The elections in 
most of the States did not take place till late in 
the summer and fall, several not till November. 
So that there was no Congress which could have 
been called together, unless many of the States 
had been unrepresented. {It was with a view to 
this state of things that the three million appro- 
priation was made by the House of Represent- 
atives. 

_ The honorable gentleman from Tennessee fe-- 
licitates the country on the great magnanimity 
and forbearance of France, and its escape from 


; damage and dishonor, under such circumstances of 


high provocation. Sir, I am astonished at the 
forbearance of France. What had she to for- 
bear? The full measure of her resentment for 
this great outrage upon her susceptibilities, was 
to withhold the money; and I feel confident if our 
Government had pressed the demand no further, 
she would have forborne till the end of time. 
The whole course of France upon this subject 
has been one of equivocation, prevarication, in- 
justice, and delay. We had pressed our demands 
for twenty years, She'evaded them, sometimes 
on the ground that there was nothing due; some- 
times that the Government of the restoration was 
not responsible for the spoliations of Napoleon; 
sometimes that other Governments had committed. 
the same outrages, and that we had not pressed 
our claims to indemnity; sometimes one pretext, 
and then another; and sometimes the communi- 
eations of our Ministers, pressing our claims, 
? for months, until 
finally all hope seemed to be abandoned. ‘After 
twenty years, however, of vexatious and pro- 
voking negotiations and delays, the treaty was 
executed; and I have already shown the fidelity 
and promptitude of its fulfillment. ° The gentle- 
man ought rather to admire the patience and for- 
bearance of his own Government.. : 
This treaty, Mr. Chairman, although uhani- 
mously ratified by the Senate, has beeh madé a 
fruitful theme ofirivective anddenunciation against 
Mr. Rives, the Minister who negotiated it; and 
even the French Government has been excused 
for not performing the treaty, because they had 
been overreached, although that Government has 
over and over again disclaimed it. Has Mr. 
Rives in this negotiation secured a larger amount 
of indemnity than was just? Eanswerno. The 
reports of both the French commission ang our 
own prove thatit was not. Has he accepted less 
than he ought to have done? In a simple calcu- 
lation of dollars and cents, perhaps he has much 
less; yet, sir, when in the treaty the obligations 
of the eighth article of the Louisiana treaty. is 
taken into the account, and the propriety of a 
compromise of along standing controversy the 
treaty is a favorable bne. I here annex the seventh 
and eighth article of the Louisiana treaty, that 
it may be seen how important that stipulation 
was: Z Pia Aa Be abr 
` “ARTIOL® 7. As it is‘ recipoealy Gdvdittageous tó the 
com meree.of France and the United: Gtates.to encourage 
the communication ọf both nations for a limited time:in-the 
country ceded by the present treaty, until general arran; 
ments relative fo the commerce of both nations may 
agreed On, it has been agreed between the contracting 
parties, that the French ships coming direetly from France, 
gr any of her colonies, Joaded ay with the. produe e Or 
manufactures of France or her said colonies ; or the ships of 
Spain coming directly from Spain or any of her ‘colonies, 
loaded only with thé prodtiee of mantfactures of Spain or 
beż colonies, shall-he admitted. during the space of twelve 
years in the ports of New Orleana, and in all other lega} 
ports of entry within the eéded Territory, in the same man+ 
ner as the ships of the United States coming directly from 
France or Sain, or any of their.colfonies, without being 
subject to any other. or gor duty on merchandise, or 
other or greater.tonnage than those paid by the citizens of 


United States. i ros me 
va ARTICLE 8. In fature, and forever after the expiration 
of the twelve years, the ships of France shall be treated 
upon the same footing of the most favored nations in the 
ports abovementioned.” - acon : 
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It produced in its operation & continued breach - 
of the Constitution which requires an equality of 
duties in all our ports, or it involved the Govern- 
ment inthe necessity of makirg a discrimination 
in favor of French products greatly prejudicial to 
our intercourse with other Powers. With the 
approbation of the Executive, and the unanimous 
ratification of the Senate, every whisper of com- 
phint should be hushed. In the conduct of that 
nevotiation, Mr.Rivesstrictly pursued the instruc- 
tions given him by the Government—he yielded 
nothing but what he was instructed to yield upon 
the principle of compromise, not of right, and his 
course was highly approved by the Government. 
The skill and talent with which the negotiation 
was conducted received its merited compliment, 


both here and in France, and cannot now be dis- | de 4 
' Since the congressional caucus has been putdown, ` 


paraged. A paragraph in his letter, announcing 
the termination of the negotiation, has been seized ` 
upon, torn from its context, and charged to him 
as vanity and braggartism. I invite the most 
fastidious to read that letter carefully. It will be 
found that Mr. Rives detailed very accurately the 
difficulties attending that negotiation; the diffi- 
culty in ascertaining the true amount of claims; 
and was really excusing himself to the Govern- 
ment for taking so little in the exercise of the dis- 
cretion with which he had been invested. The 
opinion which he expressed, as mere matter of 

robability, as to the real amount of claims, was 

ased, not upon his own estimates, but upon 
those of Mr. Gallatin, who had examined them 
at an earlier period than he had; and this is all. 
The skill, fidelity, and ability of the negotiator, 
throughout the whole negotiation, is most man- 
ifest. 

Sir, what is most singular in this business is, 
that the assertion that Mr. Rives’s letter pre- 
vented the fulfillment of the treaty by France 
should be persisted in, in the teeth of the declara- 
tion of the French Governmentto the contrary. I 
do notalludeto the remarks ofany gentleman here. 

Mr. Chairman, I hope T shall be excused for 
saying that the result of this controversy has 
elevated my American pride to the utmost degree 
of elevation. For the first time in our history, 
two mighty kings have condescended to call usa 
great nation. Our national character in the eyes 
of all Europe has been elevated beyond any for- 
mer period of our history; and we have every 
reason to believe that the faith of treaties will 
hereafter be punctually observed towards us, the 
course of the Administration having satisfied 
foreign Powers that the violation of treaties will 
not be submitted to. 

There was one remark made by the gentleman 
from Tennessee to which I beg leave to reply. 
It was, that if war had resulted from our contro- 
versy with France, we should have been whipped 
severely. I heard it stated in an early part of the | 
session, and before the controversy was settled, | 
that one of the navy commissioners had declared | 
that if war ensued, we should be whipped for | 
three years. Sir, I say nothing of the propriety 
of this remark pending the controversy, and the 
influence it might have upon it. But I do not 
believe it would have been so. Sir, the last war 
with a more powerful enemy did not last three 

ears; and we were not only not whipped, but bril- 

jant victories crowned our arms. We are not, 
I hope, the degenerate sons of gallant sires; and 
if war had ensued, the glories of our achieve- 
ments in the late war would still have shone about 
our flag, and conducted us to victory. Unpre- 
pared as we were, our soldiers and sailors, ani- 
mated by that spirit of liberty which is never felt 
by foreign mercenaries, would have been an 
overmatch for all the myrmidons which Louis 
Philippe could have poured upon us. As to our 
being beaten at sea, 
who furnish so many sailors, to answer that. All 
I know is, they are very hard to whip, particu- 
larly when prizes are ahead. But, sir, if we should 
have been whipped, damaged, and dishonored, 
for the want of preparation, is it not time to pre- 
pare against a like danger? And why is thére 
opposition to it? Does not the honorable gen- 
tleman himself say it would have been for the 
want of that very preparation which the Admin- 
istration is now recommending to Congress? 


. All caucuses, conventions, or meetings, of the 


| man alluded, was a meeting of so many indi- 


‘they had no organization—they had no chair- | 
 man—no secretary—they kept no minutes—they | 
: adopted no 

it was not intended that anything they did should ` 
, be published—they only met as so many indi- 


; to some virtual resolutions to make their support 
| of Judge White as effective as possible. 


: was the same. 


I leave my Yankee friends, 


Among the many charges made to affect ‘“‘the 


| party,” as the gentleman calls it, is the ** caucus” 


system which he says has been adopted, to con- | 
trol public sentiment; a practice which he de- | 
nounces with bold and unmitigated severity. He | 
makes reference to congressional caucuses, and ; 
its repudiation by the Jackson party. Ihave but 
a few words to answer upon this subject. Con- 
gressional caucuses were for a long time prac- 
ticed during the protracted contests for power, 
between the old Republican and Federal parties. 
The practice was introduced for the purpose of 
concentrating public sentiment upon a single in- | 
dividual, to secure the triumph of the principles . 
of the party, which might be lost by division. | 
I 
| 


dominant party have had the same object in view. | 


conventions of delegates from the people have 
been adopted to effect the same object. These 


' are all acts of the people, which they, or portions 
` of them, be they many or few, have aright to do. 
` The Opposition have pursued the same course. 
| They have had their State conventions, and their 


national conventions, and their legislative cau- | 
cuses. Even the Tennessee Legislature has re- 


_ cently nominated a candidate for the Presidency. 


By what authority, sir? Not in discharge of any 


will not determine on a candidate without seeking their aid 
and advice in general convention. 3 

« If there be one political evil which preéminently afflicts 
the country, it is angry contentions and divisions growing 
out of no differences of opinion as regards principles of na- 
tional policy, but such as are based upon personal consid- 
erations—likes and dislikes of political aspirants. This evil 
we desire to avoid. 

«¢ We desire to aid in the elevation of a citizen to this 


| office, who is honest, discreet, and talented, (Mr. Von 


| 
| 


l 


legislative duty certainly. No, sir, but of their | 


own free will and accord. Sir, did not eleven | 


| highly honorable and intelligent gentlemen, mem- 
. bers of Congress, all from Tennessee — among 
| them, the honorable gentleman himself—hold a || 
| meeting, and recommend a candidate for the Pres- || 


D 


idency,and I do notdoubt honestly and sincerely? | 
Why, then, is “the party’? complained of for 
doing that which they have a right to do? 

Mr. BELL (interrupting) said, that the eleven 
of the Tennessee delegation, to which the gentle- 


viduals, who met, not to nominate Judge White— 


resolution—they published nothing— : 


viduals, to ascertain the views of each other; and | 
all they did was to devise the means, and come | 


Mr. GARLAND. It is true, sir, they had 
neither president nor secretary, yet their object 
They intended to nominate and 
recommend a candidate for the Presidency, and 
did so, and this is all the caucuses or conventions 
do. I am not complaining of the act, for the 
gentlemen did what they had a right to do. I 
only claim that the party with which I act shall 
not be denounced by gentlemen who have done 


the very same thing, in effect, if not in form. 
The paraphernalia of president and secretary | 
does not alter the object in view. Now, sir,’ 
whether eleven gentlemen, however honorable | 
and respectable, or six hundred, have the greater : 
right to nominate a candidate, I leave to the ' 
American people to decide. em 
Baltimore Convention is the devoted victim of 
every possible denunciation. The recommenda- 
tion of the Baltimore Convention stands upon 
the same footing with all other like meetings, : 
dependant for the force of its recommendation : 
upon the character and principles of the nominee. ; 
But, sir, how long has a Baltimore Convention | 
and its nominee been odious in the State of Ten- 
nessee? I find a meeting was held in the city of | 
Nashville in 1832, in which the following resolu- | 
tions were adopted in favor of a convention, and ; 
of Martin Van Buren: | 

« We shall, in all probability, be resolving to no useful ; 

yurpose, were we toactalone, and nominate a candidate for - 

ice President without concert with our fellow-citizens of | 
the other States of the Union, who maintain the same opin- 
ions, and are inclined to the same political course with our- 
selves. They might disagree with us, as to the man best 
qualified to fill the station. Several candidates might be 
voted for at the polls ; the election devolve upon the Senate, 
and other injurious consequences might follow.” 

“ Resolved, That in selecting a proper person to be sup- : 
ported for the office of Vice Presidentat the next election, 
we consider it wise and just to act in concert with our fel- 
low-citizens of the United States who approve of the meas- | 


ures of the present Administration, and who are friendly to 
the election of our present Chief Magistrate ; and that we 


But it seems the `; 
| 


Buren,) firm of purpose, experienced as a statesman, and 
dignitied as a man; who the country, not himself, wilt 
serve ; one who, by his past conduct, shall have proven that 
he will advocate and sustain, if elected, the political doc- 
trines we ptofess.”’ 

These resolutions embrace all the reasons upon 
which the Baltimore Convention was called. 

Another meeting was held at the same place in 
1835, in which the following resolutions against 
the Baltimore Convention and Martin Van Buren 
were adopted: 

Resolved, That, in the opinion of this meeting, a system 


of controlling elections to all high and important public 
trusts and offices by caucus nomination would be a viola- 


i tion of the spirit of the Constitution ; that it would inevi- 


tably lead to frequent combinations between a few self-ap- 


| pointed leaders ofa party to codperate in all their movements, 


and to accommodate their principle to the single object of 
obtaining power, and of sharing among themselves and their 
partisans the offices and entire patronage of the Govern- 
ment; and that sucha system, when once sanctioned by 
the acquiescence of the people, and put into full operation 
in a majority of the States of this Union, will be fatal to 
LIBERTY itself : 

« Therefore, in opposing the system of caucus nomina- 
tions, and in opposing the election of MA RTIN VAN BU- 
REN, who is avowedly the candidate of that system and of 
those who seek to make it permanent and universal in elec- 
tions, both State and national, we do not consider that we 
do, in any respect, fail in a fair, full, and due support of the 
present Administration.” 


At both these meetings I find the following 
gentlemen acting as officers: W. E. Anderson, 
Joseph Vaulx, George S. Yerger, A. A. Hall, 
George C. Childys. 

Mr. BELL (interrupting) said that the nomin- 
ation of Mr. Van Buren at Nashville, as a can- 
didate for the Vice Presidency, was the act of a 
few individuals, and one which gave considerable 
dissatisfaction in Tennessee. The practice of 
caucus nominations has always been odious in 
this State. He said he had been charged in some 
of the public journals with being privy to, and 
consenting to that proceeding. e neither ad- 
vised it, nor had any knowledge of it, until in- 
formation of it reached this place, where he was 
at the time. : 

Mr. GARLAND continued: Sir, I had not 
heard that the gentleman from Tennessee was 
there, or that he had any agency in getting up 
the meeting, nor did I intend to involve him per- 
sonally in the inconsistency of those who com- 
posed it. If this be a Baltimore convention, and 
the same Martin Van Buren, there has been a 
most wonderful revolution in the opinions of 
those who attended the two meetings. This is 
not all, sir; if the sin of the Vice President be 
that he is the nominee of the Baltimore conven- 
tion, that which is now a sin with the good peo- 
ple of Tennessee was a virtue in 1832; for they 
almost unanimously voted for his elevation to 
the Vice Presidency, notwithstanding he was . 
then the nominee of a Baltimore convention. 
Sir, gentlemen who employ these arguments 
must confide but little in the intelligence and 
integrity of the people. 

There are many charges which the honorable 
gentleman has made, such as proscription, dicta- 
tion, &c., which I have neither time nor inclina- 
tion to answer, they have been so often urged 
and refuted, that it would be useless to under- 
take it. 

The honorable gentleman thinks it somewhat 
singular that the gentleman from Maine [Mr. 
Evans] should be found advorating any measure 
of the Administration. Sir, upon this occasion 
it is not singular. Yet, sir, that gentleman said 
but little favorable to the Administration, on the 
contrary, he reprobated it in no measured terms. 
The gentleman also attempts to throw the honor- 
able gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. Apams] 
into the ranks of the Administration, and then 
attempts to prejudice the Administration, by al- 
leging that the gentleman from Massachusetts 13 
consistent with himself-—that he has not changed 
his opinions. But, sir, ia it true that the gentleman 
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from Massachusetts has attached himself to the 

arty supporting the Administration? If he has, 
Phave not heard him make the avowal. On the 
contrary, some of the severest thrusts which I | 
have heard o 
this session, have been given by that gentleman. 
If he acts with us, it can only be because he pre- 
fers our party to the Opposition, although he 
does not seem to estimate either very highly. 
Although I have essentially differed with that 
gentleman upon many important questions, I 
never doubted, norcan any man doubt his integrity 
or patriotism. If, then, he chooses to give his 
vote and his influence to our candidate, I shall be 
pleased, although I shall concede to him nothing 
of principle. Is this, then, sir, an objection to 
our party? I answer the interrogatory from high 
authority—the authority of the gentleman from 
Tennessee himself, in a speech delivered at Nash- 
ville last fall. He said: 

Te cannot be a serious objection that Judge White is 
willing to receive the support of any portion of the Oppo- 
sition which may prefer him to his competitor. This may 
be a ground of prejudice with heated partisans; but with 
men of unprejudiced reason it is no objection, and none 
euch consider it so. Connecticut is not the less welcome to 
the Jackson ranks, nor is she likely to be less efficient in 
support of the Jackson , because, at the election two 
years ago, a portion of the freemen of that State, who lately 
gave their votes in support of the Administration ticket, 
gave them to the Opposition candidates.” 

If the gentleman’s present argument be sound, 
it is a two-edged sword, and cuts both ways, for 
what do we see? Judge White, who is sustained 
by the honorable gentleman, was a strong advo- 
cate of the proclamation and force bill, in its 
strongest features. Governor Tyler, who is at- 
tached to the same ticket as Vice President, was ` 
the bitter and uncompromising opponent of both. 
He denounced the proclamation as ultra-Federal, | 
and the force bill as a bloody and Botany Bay bill, | 
and gloried that he was the only man in the Sen- 
ate whose vote was recorded against it. Slight 
matters of difference are insuperable as to the 


Administration, but opposite, permanent, irrecon- || proportional reduction as to all the other yards 


cilable differences a matter of small moment with | for which the bill proposes approprianoni: 
_ |; sir, upon this motion we ha 


the Opposition. ` Peed | 
Now, sir, upon the whole, what are the vio- | 


lent breaches of the Constitution by this Admin- | immediately and fairly under consideration. 


istration, to which the gentleman refers? Are 
they to be found in the crippling of the system ; 
of internal improvement; the reduction of the | 
high tariff of 1828; the overthrow of the United | 
States Bank, and the defeat of the land bill, or in | 
our extended foreign relations, and increased and ' 
increasing commerce, our elevated national char- | 
acter, the happiness and prosperity of the 
ican people?. Judge ye. 

With the President’s preferences or prejudices 
I have nothing to do; he.is an American citizea— 
a free man. The office of President. does not 
take from him the freedom of speech, and the 
expression of his opinions. As to the questions 
of delicacy and propriety attached to the Presi- 
dent as a man, I have no concern; I can only 

ok to the administration of the Government; 
with this I am in the main. satisfied, perfectly 
satisfied, and have no regret that I have cordially 
supported it. The President will soon retire from 
office; and when the bitterness and asperity of 
party shall have passed away, and calm and im- 
partial reflection succeed, I do not doubt that the 
course of the Administration will, in the general, 
be decidedly approved, and the memory of the 
President honored by most, if not all, of his op- 
ponents, for his distinguished and valuable ser- 
Vices, both civil and military. . ut 


DEPENSE OF THE ADMINISTRATION. a. 
SPEECH OF HON. A. VAN DERPOEL; 


OF NEW YORK, 
Iw rur House or REPRESENTATIVES, 
April 6, 1836. 

The House having under consideration, as in Committee 
of the Whole, ttie bill making appropriations for the naval 
Service for the year ending 1837—: 

Mr. VANDERPOEL said: i 
r. Cuarnman: Had the honorable gentleman 
from Virginia [Mr. Ropertson] closed his argu- 
ment on yesterday, and thus justified the hope 


given to the Administration during `' 
$ 


|| had commenced its labors upon this bill, moved | 


|| for the yard at Portsmouth, in New 


| tory skirmishing, of talk confined to the subject 


that we could this morning have taken the ques- 
tion, I would not have obtruded upon this com- 
mittee. any observations of my own in relation to 
the bill now before you; but as now the whole of 
this day will inevitably be devoted to its consider- 
ation, I may indulge the hope that the remarks | 
which I intend to submit will not at all retard its | 
passage. 

The solicitude which my honorable colleague, || 
the chairman of the Committee of Ways and ' 
Means, [Mr. Camsretenc,] has so long discov- || 
ered to secure the early passage of this bill is not: 
only a very natural but a very laudable solicitude. | 
The public service is said to suffer for want of | 
the ordinary annual appropriations, at least so 
far as the naval service is concerned. My hon- ‘| 
orable colleague has not consumed the time of |! 
this House with long and unnecessary speeches. : 
He reported to us the annual appropriation bills | 
at a stage of the session as early, if not earlier 
than they were reported in preceding years. He | 
has, from time to time, urged the consideration ‘! 
of them with an earnestness and courtesy that: 
became the responsible station which he occu- 

ies; and if, sir, their final passage should be so | 
ong delayed as to prejudice the public interest, || 
my honorable colleague will at least be able to 
enjoy the consolation of having faithfully dis- ;! 
charged his duty. i i 

The debate upon this bill has indeed taken 
an unexpectedly wide range. The Committee of || 


Ways and Means, at an early stage of the ses- |! 


sion, reported this ordinary appropriation bill, || 
providing for the pay of officers, provisions, ord- | 
nance and ordnance stores, and the improvement ' 
of navy-yards. The honorable gentleman from || 
Tennessee, [Mr. BELL,] very soon after the Com- |: 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union || 
to reduce the amount proposed to be appropriated 

ampshire, | 
one half, and intimated his intention to move a 


ell, 
several days desul- 


he 
honorable mover of the amendment himself made 
some two or three very guarded speeches in favor. 
of his own amendment, and we had good reason 
to hope that nearly all the little five and ten min- 
utes speeches were exhausted, and that soon, 
very soon, we should be permitted to take the 
question; when lo! an honorable and eloquent 
gentleman from South Carolina, [Mr. Tromp- 
son,] with a bolder spirit than had yet distin- 

uished any of the orators that had preceded | 

im, in'a speech of some two or three hours, 
launched forth into an unexpectedly extensive 
range of debate, and pressed topics into the ser- ; 
vice that might of themsélves. have served as 
fruitful themes for orators for the residue of the 
session. a 

The partiality of this Government in the distri- 
bution of its favors or its bounties; the system of 
absorption, without any irrigationin return, which 
had so nearly drained the poor persecuted South; 
the necessity of amending your Constitution, so 
as to dispose of your’surplus revenue among the 
States, according to the tatio of their population 
and representation—these, and a great variety of 
kindred topics, were deemed neither irrelevant or 
far-fetched by that honorable gentleman; and from 
the course which the debate. subsequently took, 
it seemed, indeed, that we were launched upon a 
wide ocean, without the ability to determine, 
with any degree of certainty, whet we should 
be able to anchor or see‘land again. | “As matters 
then stood, we could hardly hope of. gening to 
safe moorings again before the reign of the dog- 
star. 


At this stage of our proceedings, the honorable 
gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. Ber] again suc- 
ceeded in getting the floor. Having repented of 
his original intention .to reduce the appropriations 
for all the navy-yards one half, those South as 
well as. North; and probably convinced, by the 
speech of the honorable gentleman from South 
Carolina, that a certain section of the country 
had very peculiar claims, he all at once withdrew. 
his ‘original’ motion, and proposed wholly to 


“expunge” the appropriation for the yard at Ports: 
mouth; and in support of his substituted motion 
favored us with a speech, which was indeed a 
miserable illustration of the justice of those com- 
plaints which are constantly doled out here about 
trammeling gentlemen in debate. It was, intruth, 
the most striking exemplification of the freedom 
and latitude of debate tolerated here or inany other 


legislative body, that I have ever yet witnessed. 
| It was a speech four days long, one day longer 


than the French revolution!! 

In some respects it was a most cheering and 
consoling example to many of us here, who, 
when we undertake to speak, are ofttimes troubted 
with that most reasonable, though inconvenient 
requisition, always to keep within hailing dis- 
tance of the point under discussion. It was most 
encouraging to some in. another particular. It 
taught ambitious young orators here that if once 


‘laden with a speech, it matters but little what 


hook they hang it upon, and that anything like 
affinity between a speech and the legitimate sub- 
ject of a speech, is not a matter of so much 


| consequence here as most gentlemen are very 


naturally disposed to imagine when they first 
enter this Hall. But, sir, it was replete with. 
much encouragement and consolation to us in 
some other particulars.. The illustrious source 
from which it emanated gives it authority; and 
it has taught us that terseness and compactness, 
and that lucidus ordo which all rhetoricians and 
logicians have (from the time of Quintillian to 
the present day) regarded as essential to a good’ 
discourse, are not Indispensable requisites here; 
and I very strongly apprehend, sir, that the force 
of the precedent will be illustrated by the perform- 
ance which is now being executed. 

Sir, the course of remarks in which the honor- 
able gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. BELL) saw: 
fit to indulge, sounded strangely in my ears; 
coming, as it did, from one who had been for 
years the open and avowed friend of our illustri- 
ous Chief Magistrate; when the honorable gen- 
tleman descanted so eloquently upon the force 
and danger of party organization—when he in- 
dulged so flippantly, and with so much facility, 


-in the stale and hackneyed catch-words of the Op- 


position of ‘THE PARTY,” (words which danced’ 
so conspicuously through his labored speech,) 
and when he descanted so earnestly upon the 
dangerous ‘application of exectitive power and 
executive influence, under the administration of 
our present Chief Magistrate, methought that he 
was only reiterating those threadbare doctrines 
and standing complaints which the opposition 
to every Democratic Administration have, under 
all names and all guises, promulgated, from the 
days of Mr. Jefferson to the present era; and 
when the honorable gentleman told us that the 
party supporting the present Administration had 
forsaken its principles, but that he still adhered 
steadfastly to his—when he told us, in effect, that 
there were one hundred and forty supporti of 
the President, and of the existing Administra- 
tion upon this floor, with many of whom he had 
formerly acted, who were going all wrong—who 
were’ propagating and sanctioning all ‘sorts of 
political heresies and abominations, but that he 
remained orthodox, and fully invested with his 
pristine political purity, it occurred to me that 
the honorable gentleman had full as much confi- 
dence in his own infallibility, and full-as' tittle 
respect and deference for the opinions of that 
majority with which he had formerly actéd, ad 
once had a memorable and self-complacent juror, 
who, after, in the fullness of his own sel -suffi- 
ciency, keeping out his associates for two days 
and two nights, and inflexibly determined’ not to 
adopt their conclusion, indignantly declared that 
they were eleven of the most obstinate and wrong: 
headed men he had ever seen or actéd with im his 


life. : N 

In what light has the President, and the party 
supporting the President, been exhibited here by 
the honorable gentleman from Tetinessee, (Mr. 
BeLL?] Sir, I took his very words down, and 
cannot, therefore, be mistaken as to the senti- 
ments heuttered. He told us that considerations 
now exist, which prevent the country from having 
the benefit of the boi geil ar aint that it 
is very difficult, if not impossible, for a majority 


260 


n 
J4ru Cona....Ist SESS. 


APPENDIX TO THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


[April 6, 


Defense of the Administration—Mr. Vanderpoel. 


Ho. or Reps. 


of this House to act against the will of the Pres- | 
ident; consequently, the President must, in law | 
and in good sense, be Tepon for all the mis- || 
chief we perpetrate; for the gentleman Is lawyer | 
enough to know, that he who does not prohibit ' 
and prevent mischief when he has it in his power 
to prohibit and prevent, is to be considered as 
ordering. He has further told us, that the Pres- 
ident, with such a majority as he has here, can 
effectually decree whether there shall be war or 
no war. He had, in truth, been represented as 
almost omnipotent; as having, for all practical 
urposes, the power of peace and war in his 
bands, and that he is now devoting himself to the | 
views and objects of a favorite successor. These ` 
are grave charges, and were no doubt well weighed `: 
by the honorable gentleman before they were tI 
made. | 
That the venerable old man, after enjoying all | 
the honors that his country can bestow upon him, 
should now, in the evening of his days, when 
about to return to that retirement from which, | 
seven years ago, the voice of a grateful people 
called him, forget the high duties and responsi- 
bilities enjoined upon him by his oath to his God, 
and by the Constitution of his country, and pros- | 
titute his official power and patronage, not to the | 
good of his country, but to the securing success | 
to a favorite nominee, is, I humbly conceive, what 
a majority of the enlightened and patriotic people 
of this country are not yet prepared to believe. |i 
But, sir, it would seem, from the general tenor 
of the honorable gentleman’s remarks, that he | 
does not wish to be considered as having entirely | 
cut loose from the Administration, but that he is |; 
what the lawyers would call a sort of qualified 
sub-modo Jackson man. I have his own definition. 
He telis us ‘‘ that he is a supporter of the Adminis- |: 
tration as to all measures except those which have | 


i| plaint is, that the President has vast power and 


i: age are dangerous to the liberty of the people; | 


| course laws, how loud was the vociferation, from | 
| every 


sprung from the effort to elect a favorite successor. aoe 

Here, sir, 1 was on the lookout for a specifica- | 
tion, for an enumeration of all those prominent | 
measures of the Administration that the honorable 

entleman now dissents from, or those of which |; 

e is willing to be considered the supporter and | 
champion; ut it occurred to me, that instead of 1 
favoring us with anything like a satisfactory , 
exposition upon this point, he gave us a most 
striking specimen of non-commitialism. Instead A 
of telling us what acts and what measures of the | 
present Administration he supported, he lapsed | 
off into a labored effort to show the striking | 
similitude between the acts and principles of the |. 
party supporting the present Administration, and | 
the acts and principles of the party that supported || 
the elder Adama in 1798. Tnileed, he was willing |: 
to give the authors and supporters of alien and || 
sedition laws more credit for integrity than he 
was disposed to allow to the party now in power. 
The former, he told us, were open and honest in 
the avowal of their principles, and boldly unfurled 
their flag to the world; while the latter, equally 
obnoxious in their principles and practices, did 
everything (hypocritically, I suppose) “in the 
name of Democracy.” And ilonel? as the party 
now in power approximates in its practices, its 
measures, and its principles, to the party ascend- 
ant in ’98, yet the honorable gentleman avows 
himself a supporter of the Administration thus 
sustained by this party as to all measures ‘‘ except 
those which have sprung from the effort to elect a 
Savorite successor.” 

And pray what are those measures which have 
originated in a design to elect a favorite successor? 
Is it uncompromising hostility to the United States 
Bank? I fancy not. Was the removal of the 
deposits one of them? I imagine not, sir; for I 
believe that that measure was honored with the 
honorable gentleman’s vote, though I think his 
poice was never raised here in defense of the meas- 
ure. During the memorable panic session I had 
the pleasure of sitting next to the honorable gen- 
tleman from Tennessee, (Mr. Bexu,] near the 
place which he now occupies; and during that 
tremendous and trying conflict, day after day, 
week after week, and month after month, was 
the President denounced here as a tyrant and 
usurper—as trampling under foot the rights of 
the widow and the orphan, and where then was 


which threatened the destruction of popular lib- 


| will be ruined !” 


| brought so many curses upon theland. Sir, this 


our ears? Where then was the eloquent and po- 
tential voice of the distinguished gentleman who 
then represented the Hermitage district? Sir, if ; 
my memory serves me correctly, it was, for all 
the purposes of vindication, mute as the grave, and 
much to the wonderment of many gentlemen! 
Let no one infer from this course of remark, that 
I cherish any unkind feelings personally towards 
the honorable gentleman. He has always, both 
personally and officially, treated me with kindness, 
and I am not, therefore, personally unfriendly 
to him; but after he has so unsparingly arraigned 
the acts and the principles of that political party , 
of which I am an humble member, he will not 
surely take umbrage should any gentleman deal 
out in return ‘‘ measure for measure.” 

The burden of the honorable gentleman’s com- - 


patronage; that this immense power and patron- 


and that he is now applying much of this power | 
and patronage to the objects of a favorite suc- || 
cessor. ‘ 
Sir, these mournful ditties, about the dangers 
and abuses of executive power and patronage, 
whether they come from the President’s open ene- 
mies, or his sub-modo friends, have ceased to shake 
the nerves of a majority of your enlightened peo- į 
ple. ‘Our country is about to be ruined—our |; 
country is about to be ruined,” by executive 
power and patronage, and executive blunders and 
abuses, has been the standing cry of all opposi- 
tions to the Democracy of the country from the 
inauguration of Mr. Jefferson to the present day. 
When you passed your embargo and non-inter- 


quarter of the land, ‘‘ our country will be 
ruined !?? When you declared war against Great 
Britain, to vindicate if not to reassert your inde- 
pendence as anation, how loud, how astounding, 
was the cry ‘our country will be ruined !”? When 
you so lately strangled that colossal institution 


erty, and which, before it was out of its teens, 
was almost powerful enough to ride triumphant] 
over the Government of the people, how loud, | 
how lugubrious then the panic note, ‘‘ our country | 


These prophets of woe have doled out their 
jeremiads over prospective ruin and desolation 
ever since I have had any knowledge of the polit- 
ical history of this country; and yet, sir, our 
country is not ruined; your people are more happy, 
free, and prosperous than any people that the 
world has ever seen; never were you more pros- 
perous at home, or more respected abroad, than 
you have been, and now are, under the auspices 
of that administration which is said to have 
continual falsification of prophecies by events, this 
eternal cry of ‘* mad dog, mad dog,” is calculated | 
to induce a spirit of indifference when the real | 
hydrophobia animal, makes his appearance. It | 
seems, indeed, that this dread of executive power | 
and executive patronage has become a disease, a | 
monomania, which unnecessarily disturbs the | 
slumbers of some gentlemen. It has been the | 
standing theme of minorities ever since the foun- | 
dation of your Government. Itis natural that it | 


but the privilege of all minorities to fret and | 
scold, just as natural as it is for the unlucky and | 
aspiring ours to wage war against the more for- 
tunate INS. 

Sir, we have had from the honorable gentleman 
from Tennessee [Mr. BeLL] a most appalling 
picture of the abuses and enormities of the party | 
now in power. We have been told that it is dik- 
cult, if not impossible, for the majority in this 
House to resist the influence of the Executive; 
and then it most clearly results, as before stated, 
that the Executive is to be held responsible for | 
all the abuses and corruptions so forcibly dwelt | 
upon by the honorable gentleman. He has told | 
us, with all the vehemence of impassioned elo- 
quence, that the press has been corrupted; that 
your State Legislatures have been transformed 
and prostituted into the mere creatures of Exec- 


that voice whose querulous notes ainst the dom- 
inant party are now so constantly ringing through 


utive will; that new offices have been created, and 
salaries paid, without the authority of law; that 
the whole Treasury of the country has been sub- 


U 


| incipient stages; and where, then, was 


should be so; for it is not only the propensity || 


|| jected to the will and control of the President; 


that the money of the nation has been brought to 
bear upon elections; that the Senate has been ex- 
punged; and last, though not least, that the coun- 


i try has been most grossly and culpably deceived 


as to the great question of peace and war with 
France; that its commerce has been crippled, 
and that its fears have been most unnecessarily 
alarmed. From the somber picture given us by 
the gentleman, a stranger entering yonder gallery 


' would have inferred that Pandora’s box had been 
| opened upon this devoted country, and that cor- 


ruption in its most hideous and loathsome form 
was stalking through the land, if not by the pro- 
curement, at least by the toleration, of Andrew 
Jackson! 

I would here ask, and I hope it will not be 


‘deemed impertinent by any one, when did the 
| honorable gentleman first make discovery of this 


mighty train of abuses which he has portrayed 
to us? When did his vision first break upon this 
black catalogue of abominations, the recital of 
which occupied him four days? According to his 
account, they were too full grown, too gigantic, 
and too multifarious, to be the growth of a day, 
a week, ora year. It must have taken years to 
have brought them to the almost plethoric and 
bursting maturity in which he has exhibited 
them. His eagle eye, his well known sagacity, 
must have discovered their first buddings—their 
the * lion 
heart’? to impel him to sound most seasonably the 
tocsin of alarm? Sir, I admire the sentinel who 
sees quickly, and fires early; not him who waits 
till the enemy enters the heart of the citadel, and 
then acquits his conscience by pouring out his 
anathemas over the desolations which the foe has 
wrought, and the enormities he has perpetrated. 
The gentleman, no doubt, means what he says, 
when he tells us that he is, in some measure, the 
friend of the Administration; but after the exposé 
he has given us of the estimation in which he 
holds most of the acts and principles of the Ad- 
ministration, he must permit me, in reference to 
such friends, to exclaim, with Laocoon, ‘* Timeo 
Danaos.” Thegentleman’s classical reminiscenses 
will enable him to supply the residue of the line. 
But a very small portion of the honorable gen- 
tleman’s speech was devoted to the question 
raised by his motion, and which is the only 
question fairly under discussion. His genius 
was too erratic, too exuberant, to be confined to 
the little point immediately under consideration. 
This point was but a small speck in the wide 
ocean of matter over which he deemed it profit- 
able to roam. The majority on this floor was 
most severely lectured both for its sins of omis- 
sion and commission. It was said that discussion 
has been stifled—that we fear discussion, and 
try to prevent it; and that awful bugbear, the 
«s previous question,” has received its full share 
of pelting in the course of this discussion. Gen- 
tlemen need not lay the ‘flattering unction to 
their souls” that we fear their speeches. We 
are, perhaps, not quite as strong believers in the 
magical influence of speeches as some other gen- 
tlemen; for we believe that the people determine 
the merits of their servants not by their ‘‘ speeches, a4 
but by their acts. We had a fine specimen of the 
potency of speeches two Ah ago, when it was 
so confidently foretold that your canals would 
soon be ‘‘a solitude, and your lakes a desert 
waste of waters.” The evanescent influence of 
speeches was triumphantly shown by the prompt- 
ness and facility with which a discriminating and 
indignant people averted the blight with which 
the never-to-be-forgotten panic-makers of that 
lay attempted to blast all their prosperity. 
ut is it true that gentlemen here who belong 
to the minority have unreasonably and arbitra- 
rily been prevented from making their speeches ? 
ho have made most of the pamphlet book set 
speeches since the commencement of this session? 
Certainly not the majority. The minority have 
made and published more than three times as 


| many voluminous set pamphlet speeches as the 
| majority; 


and all candid gentlemen will bear me 
witness that gentlemen of the minority have con- 
sumed their fall share of the time and attention 
of this House in the incidental debates that have 
sprung up since our session commenced. Gentle- 
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men of the minority are already beginning to 
lecture the majority for not executing the business 
of the House, but take special care at the same 
time to inveigh most indignantly against the pre- 
vious question. They tell us that little or nothing 


has as yet been accomplished, and that the ma- | 


jority will be held responsible. How can we 
pass bills if gentlemen will eternally talk about 
them; and what the remedy for this retarding, 
talking disease but the previous question? I hope, 
sir, that the vocabulary of epithet will no longer 
be ransacked to find terms strong enough to char- 
acterize the ‘ petion question,” and that after 
a subject has n fairly debated, so that every 

tleman must have made up his mind as to its 
merits, we shall witness no more scruples about 
the exercise of the most salutary power with 
which a legislative body was ever invested; and 
if gentlemen by this means lose the opportunity 
of making their speeches for the benei of their 
constituents, the remedy is a full and an easy 


| 


| one or the other purpose, 
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and to afford them every possible facility to refit 
and enter again upon their cruises. 

There are, it seems, two kinds of depots néces- 
sary, building and manufacturing yards, and 
those for repairs and equipping; and some of the 
yards we now have are exclusively devoted to 
and some to both, and 


‘the attention that I have been able to bestow 


upon the subject, has convinced me that we could 
not now reduce the number of yards without 
prejudice to the publie service. If we had but 


, one or two yards, and were to get into a war 
with one of the great naval Powers of Europe, 


one. Let them write off their speeches and print . 
them. We have high authority in the honorable | 


ntleman fror ‘Massachusetts, now in my eye, 
Fra. Apams,} for printing speeches; and 


world; for I have long thought that speeches are 
made for any practical purpose but to produce 
conviction here. 
` But itis high time that I should take leave of 


the President-making portion of the speech of. 


the honorable gentleman from Tennessee and say 
something about the subject now before the com- 
mittee.: Preliminary, however, to the views I 
propose to gubmit, { will premise, that there is 
one circumstance connected with this discussion 
which is indeed a fair subject of congratulation. 
It is this, sir, that in all the speeches which have 
been yet made, there has been no demonstration 
of hostility to your Navy;-no seeming unwilling- 


| going out. 


the enemy would at once invest those naval sta- 
tions, and prevent vessels from coming in or 


_ with such great naval Power suddenly breaking 


, had several naval stations scattered along 
' coast, It would not be possible for any of the | - 

am not certain that it is not decidedly the best | 
mode of delivering them to the nation atid to the || 


out, we had but two naval depots, and eight or 


, ten of our vessels were out upon a cruise of four; | 
_ five, and.six months, or a year. The first move: | 
ment of the enemy would 


r to invest those áta- 
tions. Then, how could your véssels enter to 
refit or repair? This could not be the case, if we 
the 


great naval Powers to blockade all of them effect- 
ually. But, itis asked, why has not Great-Britain 


‘, thereased her naval stations? The honorable 


aess to make hberal appropriations towards fos- | 


tering and cherishing it. ‘Thisis, sir, as it should 
be. Our position, our habits, our enterprise, our 

its, and the experience we have already had 
as a nation, plead loudly, eloquently, and most 
irresistibly, the cause of the Navy. We are al- 
ready the second commercial nation on the globe; 
soon, very soon, we shall be the first. The history 
of civilized nations tells us, that to carry on an 
extensive and successful commerce for a long 
series of years, without an efficient navy to de- 
fend and protect it, is just as impossible as it is 
for the fruits of the earth to grow without the 
aun and rains of heaven to warm and nourish 
them. The pirate must be driven from the ocean: 
The refined laron. the Turk, and the Hindoo, 
the barbarian, and the native of the remotest isl- 
ands of the Pacific, must be taught to respect 
your flag. There is no place on the habitable 
globe where may not be seen the evidences of 
American genius and enterprise; and wherever 
the American citizen is pushing his Mwful ad- 
venture to bring new treasures into the country, 
there ought you to be able, if necessary, to cheer 
his onward course, by displaying the stars and 
stripes of his native land. Your Navy should 
be put upon a footing strong enough to convince 
the world that it'is not mere empty bravado when 
you proclaim the motto—‘‘ Millions for defense; 
Rot a cent for tribute.” . 

The honorable gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. 
Bext) seems to think that we have too many 
Davy-yards, to consist with the economy and 
efficiency of the service, The utility of having a 
samber of navy-yards, located along a cost Hke 
ours, must -be obvious to every: gentleman who 
will bestow -upon the subject a little reflection. 
The honorable gentleman frota Maine, chairman 
of the Naval Committee, [Mr. Jaavis ,] bas moet 
ably and triumphantly demonstrated it, and has 
enticipated most of the considerations which I 
had intended to urge upon this point. We have 
a vast extent of coast, with namerdue large estu- 
aries, and very much expesed tò an enemy in 
ume of war, whether he be powerful, or compar- 
atively insignificant. The object of your navy- 
yards is to build and equip your ships, to enable 
you to keep on hand, at proper places, a suitable 
supply of materials for repairs and manufacture 
of vessels of war; and, if necessary, to furnish a 
shelter for the vessels belonging to our Navy, 


| gentleman from Maine [Mr. Jarvis] has shown 
| you that Great. Britain has increased the number 


of her navy-yards, but if she Kad hot, it would 
not militate against the necessity of our main- 


| taining at least six or seven. The same reasons 
j donot exist for the increase of the naval depots 
| of Great Britain that seem to indicate the neces- 
sity of our maintaining at least the namber we 

now have. Oar navy-yards are, or should be, 


located in referenee to the facilities that nay exist 
for aequiting the particular material which is to 
be used at the particular station. They. should 
be located in reference to proximity to timber; 
and other materials necessary to be used. Not 
so as to Great Britain. ‘She gets her timber from 
the Canadas, from Norway, and from othet 
quarters of the globe; and, ftom her imsalar: posi- 
tion, one station is about Hs convenient ae another, 
in regard to materiale required at her naval depots. 
Nor need she increase her naval stations for feat 
of the exposure or blockade of & very timite 
number. She has naval force enough to protect 
them, and to always -secure to her ships free 
ingress and egress. If England, then, had adopted 
the policy represented as hers by one honorable 
gentleman, different as is our position,-and as are 
out means of defense, it furnishes no reason in 
Javor of our it. 
` The bilt now under consideration, Mr. Chair- 
man, proposés no new works, no new navy~-yards. 
The amount proposed to be appropriated is rather 
larger than usual; and so far as it exceeds the 
ordinary annual appropriation may be regarded, 
and has been regarded, as an: extraordinary àp- 
ropriation in the course of this debate. Follow- 
ing, then, the example of hdnorable gentlemen 
who have preceded. me in this discussion, I may 
as well here as on any other oceaston say what 
I have to say in favor of the course which J in- 
tend to pursue upon propositions involving ex- 
traordinary appropriations for the permanent de- 
fense of our country. Whether the particular 
item of extraordinary appropriation be great or 
small is wholly immaterial; it may still afford a 
fit opportunity for the expression of thoée senti- 
ments that may influence us in favoring or op- 
posing liberal appropriations for eur country’s 
defense. : 
While, sit, on the one hand I consider an eeo: 
sonnel Sones of the Government, as & 
neral principle, an object that no’ Representa- 
fve should lose sight of, yet it has been my habit 
to think that, in the execution of the high and 
important trusts confided to us here, our love of 
economy should not be so all-absorbing as to pro- 
duce a forgetfulness of, or inattention to, some of 
the high duties that are enjoined upon us by thé 
Constitution. It has also been my inclination to 
believe, while here, that the protection of our im- 
mense and rapidly-extending commerce, and the 
securing means of defense to our common coun- 
try, were objects that eame not only within the 
range of our powers, but of our duties, and that 
the unreasonable neglect of these great objects 


Suppose that, in the event of a war || 


Ho. or Reps. i 


for the purpose of saving the public treasure; 

would be as preposterous as would be that econ- 

omy in the husbandman which would induce him 

to expose his crops to trespasses and destruction, 

rather than incur the experise necessary to guard 

and fence his fields; yes, sir, that the folly and 
|; delinquency would be more palpable in propor- 
lj tion to the greater interest jenparded in the onë 
case than in the other. [s itnota gross misno- 
‘| mer, sir, to call that true economy which loses 
ii Sight of national defense and national security; 

which would take no caution from the infinite 
_ causes and the awful ravages of war which the 

history of nations disctoses; which would permit 
i: Your eities to be sacked, your sea-board to be 
desolated, and your gréat commercial interests to 
| be exposed to constant depredations, rather than 
| afford them that protection which your bloated 
Treasury now enables you to do? Gentlemen arë 
welcome to all the credit and all the honor that 
i such an économy can secure to them. I trust 
that a majority of this House will not enter the 
| list of competition for the glory of such an equiv= 
ocal virtue. | i 
It is the part of wisdom -tg profit from reeent 
experience. Who, two years ago, could’ have 
imagined that the fitst nday of Deceniber, 
1835, would have found tis s0 near a‘ rupture 
with France as we actually were at the ‘oor: 
mencement of the presént ‘session of Congress? 
| We should remember; that'as our commerce eX- 
tends, will the causes of collision with othér na- 
tions incréasé; and that man must, indeed, have 
read the history of nations to very little purposé 
who has not learned that a very extended com- 
merce, without proportional means to protect it, 
will eventually incur embarrassments and ob- 


stituent members? While deliberating pon this 
great subject, should we not invoke thé spirit of 
union; df concord, and of patriotism? | 

- The Secretary of your Treasury, in his annual 
report, tells you that after satisfying all claims 
apon your Freasury, founded upon past and ordi- 
hary appropriations, there was at the commence- 
ment of the present session of Congress a pretty 
large surplus in your Treasury which would not 
be required for the ordinary purposes of the Gov- 
ernment, and which might be applied to other 
| purposes not included in the estimates, and tib- 
| erally aid in promoting any constitutional object 
which Congress may deem most expedient. The 
exact amount of surplus has been a subject of 
| speculation and dispute with many genttemen. 
H now satisfactorily appears, from information 
farnished by the Secretary of the Treasury to a 
member of the other branch of this Legislature, 
that on the Ist day of January last the actual sur- 

lus was about sixteen millions of dollars. This 
is, indeed, a fair subject of exultation to many of 
| us whose reeolleetions can extend back only two 
short years. Then you were told by the panic- 
makers of that day that your country was ruined, 
that a general mildewed national prosperity and 
an empty Treasury would be the certain fruit of 
the great measure upon which such oceans of 
warses were heaped. It was even said that your 
Treasury could not be found. Only two short 
years have elapsed, and where is there aught now 
to justify these gloomy forebodings? Where 


now are these prophets of terror and distress? 
Why, sir, we find them racking their invention 
for the best means of easing your bloated Treas- 
ury of its contents. Should these false and un- 
fortunate prophets wonder at the evidences every- 
where exhibited, that the confidence of the people 
in them is on the wene—nay, that it is gone for- 
r! eos 
“What, sir, is the best, the most judicious mode 
of disposing of this surplus revenue? Ist. Shall 
we immediately reduce your tariff of duties upon 
protected articles, and retain this surplus in order 
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to meet any deficit which such immediate re- 
duction might hereafter occasion? Or, 2d. Shall 
we recommend an amendment of your Constitu- 
tion, so as to authorize the distribution of this | 
surplus among the States? Or, 3d. Shall we apply | 
this fund to the purposes of securing permanent 
defenses for your country, to the erection and 
armamentof your fortifications, and to the increase 
of your Navy? 

j. To the first proposition, that of reducing 
your revenue and securing this fund for any con- 
tingent deficit to resultfrom such reduction, an ob- ; 
‘ection will readily occur to every reflecting mind. | 
qt would violate the compact involved in your com- 

romise act of 1833. The instability of your legis- 
Tason has already become too proverbial; calcu- 
lations made under it, or in reference to it, have 
already too often been frustrated by the fickle 
spirit of change, sometimes misnamed ‘‘ improve- 
ment.” The act of 1833 was made in a spirit of 
compromise between two great and important in- 
terests which agitated this country to its center; 
and I would deprecate, as fatal to that quietude 
which that healing act produced, a spirit here that 
would prematurely molest any of its vital pro- 
visions. Let southern gentlemen beware how 
they listen or yield to any suggestions to disturb 
any of the radical provisions of this act. Iam | 
not, I never have been, the advocate of ultra, of 
most extravagant tariffs, The district which I 
have the honor to represent, is second in manu- 
facturing interest to scarcely any in the State 
which gave me birth. I know the feelings, the 
aspirations, of many of the manufacturers of the 
North. Like every other great interest, it em- 
braces both reasonable and unreasonable men. 
There are those, and only a few, I trust, whom 
you can hardly satisfy with any measure of pro- 
tection short of a total exclusion of the manu- 
facturesof the Old World; who, do for them what 
you please, would still assail your ears with the 

orse-leech cry of “* Give, give us more protection.” 
At present, sir, there is an abiding feeling among | 
a large proportion, if not a majority of the north- | 
ern people, that there was a time when the advo- 
cates of inordinate protecting duties pushed their | 
claims to an unreasonable extent. Their senti- 
ment is, that the North should not disturb the 
compromise bill, and if the South should violate 
or disturb any of the terms of this adjustment, | 
they would do it at the risk of losing much of | 
that repugnance to exorbitant tariffs which is now 
a growing sentiment at the North. Gentlemen 
will therefore seriously pause and look to conse- 
quences before they attempt to interfere with the 
present tariff of duties on protected articles, and 
thus disturb the settlement of those great interests 
which was wrought by the famous compromise 
act of 1833. Cut this subject loose, and set this 
whole matter adrift again, and there is no telling, 
sir, which section of the country would be the 
gainer and which the loser. Every great interest 
of our country is now prosperous; and to attempt 

to elevate the one above the other, would be un- 
wise, unjust, and faithless in the extreme. The 
voice of wisdom proclaims to us upon this sub- 
ject—‘‘ Leave well enough alone.” 

2. Your tariff is not to be disturbed. Are you 
prepared, in the next place, to amend your Con- 
stitution, in order to enable you to distribute your 
surplus revenue among the States of this Union? 


the act to which I have so often alluded; and if | plus revenue among the States, is not a novel 


you were to make reasonable and liberal appro- 
| priations for objects of public defense, and make 
. such a modification of your tariff of duties as 
' you could do, without prejudici 


be protected by the act of 1833, it is more than 
probable that your surplus revenue would not 
hereafter accumulate to such an extent as to jus- 
tify the extreme remedy of amending your Con- 


stitution, contended for by some gentlemen here. ; 
In corroboration of this view, I would remind the ` 


| committee that we have been told, by authority 
‘ upon which we are bound to place great reliance, 
, that after 1842, when the last and most formid- 


' able reduction is to be made under the act of 1833, ` 


| the diminution of your customs will be between 
| five and six millions of dollars in that single year, 
; and then the revenue from customs, as we are 
‘told, will be $9,000,000 instead of $17,000,000. 


` ng articles that į 
require protection, and which were intended to ` 


| In this view of the future, sir, I am fortified by ' 


that we can hardly expect that the im- 
of dutiable goods in 1836 will be equal 


| the fact, 
| portation 


} 


‘| to the importations of 1835. The importations 


| during the last year were unusually large, in con- 
| sequence of the apprehension of a rupture with 

France. So also in regard to your public lands. 
‘ It cannot reasonably be expected that your reve- 
` nue from them will, in the present year, be equal 
to what they were in the last. Immense quanti- 
ties of the public lands have lately gone into the 


large tracts. ‘These will be in market, ready to 
compete with the Government in supplying the 
wants of the actual settler. It should be recol- 
lected, besides, that the sale of the Chickasaw 
lands has been postponed to the present year, 
and the proceeds of them must be invested for 
the benefit of the Indians. In this view of the 
certain past and the probable future, is it not un- 
wise now to adopt the desperate expedient of 
amending your Constitution, so as to authorize 
the distribution of your-surplus treasure for six 
| years to come? 


before you adopt this new, this hazardous remedy. 
: Arguments, almost irresistible, will occur toevery 
reflecting mind, against the untried scheme of 
i making this great central Government the tax 
| gatherer from, and the revenue dispenser to, the 
different members of this Confederacy. The plan 
of taxing the people with one hand, and paying 
it back with the other, has at least the charm of 
| novelty. And when you see deducted, first the 
| expense of collecting it, and then the expense-of 
i paying it back into the hands of your citizens, it 
will be very apt to occur to almost everybody 
that it would have been much better to have left 
it in the pockets of the pon But this view of 
the subject does not exhibit the strongest argu- 
ment against this scheme. sir, | 
the consequence if you were to distribute, for 
' any number of years, a surplus among the States, 
adequate to the support of the State governments? 
She States would at once repeal all laws imposing 
direct taxes upon their people, and then it might 
be found in many of the States quite difficult to 
make them consent to taxation again. 
We all know, sir, that indirect taxation is the 
most quict and insidious mode of picking the 
pockets of the people. 


Independently of the objections to this scheme 
that will readily occur to every intelligent mind, 
and at which I will merely glance presently, 
‘there are considerations which render this unpre- 
cedented, and now unconstitutional, remedy un- 
necessary. Do gentlemen recollect that the head 
of your fiscal department tells you that, under 
the operation of your compromise bill, you will 
not hereafter realize much, if any, surplus reve- 
nue, especially if you reduce or wholly abolish 
the duties upon some articles of foreign produc- 
tion, which you should do, because you can do 
it without at all violating the spirit of the com- 
promise of 1833? The abolition duties on wines 
and silks from beyond the Cape of Good Hope, 
would alone work a reduction of over six hun- 
dred thousand dollars; other articles might be 
selected so as to reduce the revenue flowing from 
your customs more than a million of dollars, 
without at all violating that principle of protec- 
tion till the year 1842, which was recognized by 


see, as wellas feel, the terrors of the direct tax- 
gatherer; while the horror of your custom-house 


State governments, or for works of interal im- 
provement, under the direction of your States, 
| could not fail to weaken the attachment of your 
people to your State governments, and tend most 
powerfully to what all lovers of their country 
would deprecate, consolidation. Pour upon them 
the largesses contemplated by this new scheme, 
of being liberal to them with their own money, 


“many a longing, lingering, affectionate look,” to 
that great central Federal benefactor, which had 
so long lavished upon them treasures of their own 
contribution. This ill-founded attachment of the 
people to the general, at the expense of the requi- 
site affection for their State governments, is, 
surely, a result which all patriots would deplore. 


I grant, sir, that this scheme of dividing the sur- 


| hands of speculators, who have purchased very | 


|” Sir, the disease ought indeed to be desperate, ' 


| one. It was proposed in the other branch of the 
|| Legislature in 1829, and found very little favor 
'| then. The honorable gentleman from Virginia 
| (Mr. Rosertson] has read an extract from Pres- 
ident Jackson’s message of 1829, to show that 
his opinions have changed upon this subject since 
that period. This circumstance, were it so, would 
not affect my course; but if the President has 
changed his views upon this subject, other gen- 
tlemen, with whom it is the pride of the honor- 
able gentleman from Virginia to act, have also 
changed theirs. It wasin the South, where the 
plan, when first started, found its most decided 
and uncompromising enemies; and it is not a 
little surprising that it should now be exhumated 
by those who then killed and buried it. 

3. You will not, you showld not reduce your 
tarif of duties, so as to violate the principles of 
‘your compromise act. You will not yet adopt 

the extreme remedy of dividing your surplus rev- 

enue among the States; what, then, will you do? 
. What have you been admonished to do by the 
recent signs of the times? I answer, extend your 
| system of fortifications, and increase your navy; and 
| for these great and patriotic objects you will re- 
quire the whole of your surplus revenue, as well 
| that now on hand as that which will accrue be- 
tween this period and the year 1842. 
' But it has been contended in the course of this 
debate that, in the distribution of the bounties of 
this Government, the South has been most un- 
justly and cruelly neglected. The investigation 


' which I have been able to bestow upon this point 
i| has satisfied me that gentlemen who have urged 


this position have (unintentionally no doubt) 
taken too partial a view of the matter, and have 
run into very greaterrors. But before I under- 
take to show this, I will observe that equality of 
disbursement throughout the conntry, when exe- 
cuting the duty of putting the country in a state 
of defense, is wholly impracticable without totally 
losing sight of the inquiry, whatis expedient, and 
what is necessary? 

The Constitution imposes it as an incumbent 
i duty on Congress to provide for the ‘‘ common 
defense.”? Suppose nature has fortified one sec- 
tion of your sea-board with a bold and inaccessible 
shore, and left the other easy of access; or sup- 
pose she has effectually guarded one section 
| against the approach of an enemy, with bars, and 
shoals, and sand banks, must all sections, thus 
differently circumstanced, share in the bounty 
of the Government for the purposes of public 
defense? If this be so, then indeed have we very 
strange duties to perform under this Constitution 
of ours; then are we under obligation to expend 
as much for defending our weak as our strong 


What, sir, would be | 


They know, because they | 


officers are neither seen nor comparatively felt | 
by them. This resource for the support of your 


and they would be constantly throwing back , 


points. The whole body is to be taken care of 
| anddefended. One member is diseased and sickly; 
it requires your special care, pains, and expense, 
i! to restore it to health and vigor. Now, sir, ac- 
; cording te the argument which I am combating, 
in order to do justice to the whole body, you 
_ must bestow equal expense upon every other 
member. This is a species of logic that will 
' hardly be deemed sound by any one. If put into 
|| practical operation, it would conduce to a system 
i| of log-rolling that would disgrace, if not ruin, the 
| country. 
| But, is it true, sir, that this Government has 
been so partial in the dispensation of its care and 
|| protection, and in the distribution of its bounties, 
for the purposes of national defense? The dis- 
cussion Pitharto has embraced all species of ex- 
| penditures that come under the head of ‘ nalional 
|, defense,” fortifications, navy-yards, arsenals, and 
i| every other object of expenditure. I will, in 
|, imitation of the example which has been set me, 
‘| say a few words about our expenditures for forti- 
‘fications. This great branch of expenditure cer- 
| tainly exhibits anything but the fact that the 
,, South has been overlooked or neglected. 
| In 1821, the House of Representatives, by res- 
| olution, called upon the Secretary of War fora 
| general plan of defense, and adesignation of forts. 
From this, resulted the offer of a plan in 1821, of 
fortification for the whole maritime coast, from 
| Georgia to Boston. It may be found in the very 
€ able report of the board of engineers, at the head 
of which was General Bernard, among the Exec- 
il utive documents of 1821. It embraced between 
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eighty and ninety forts upon that part of the coast 
extending from Savannah to Boston. And here, 
it is not amiss to inquire when, and under whose 
administration of the War Department, it was that 
this liberal scheme originated. It was at a time 
of profound peace; when, instead of a plethoric 


tional debt of many millions of dollars. It was 
under the auspices too of a distinguished gentle- 
man, then at the head of the War Department, 
[Mr. Carnoux, } who would now, it seems, rather 


i this Governme 


forts are located, and what amount haa been ex- 
pended for each, I apprehend that no gentleman 
will deny that, in relation to fortifications at least, 
nt has been extremely liberal to 


ii the South; that the South ought to be the last 
ce; i section of the country to utter complaints. 
Treasury and millions of surplus, we owed a na- ; 


than complete the system of defense then ap- . 


proved if not projected 


b 
plus revenue among the States. It may be well, 


him, divide your sur- ` 


` BeLL) told us that if we went as extensively into 
a system of fortifications as now seemed to be 


too, to bring to the recollection of the committee ` 
the patriotic doctrines maintained by the Presi- 


dent of the United States in those days, when we 
had neither the same means nor inducements to 


make liberal expenditures forthe purposes of pub- | 


lic defense, that the present crisis exhibits. Pres- 


ident Monroe concluded his annual message of. 


December, 1822, with the following just and pa- 
triotic sentiments: 


« Unprovoked injuries are often inflicted, and ` 


* even the peculiar felicity of our situation might, 
t with some, be a cause for excitement and aggres- 
“sion, The history of the late wars in Europe 
‘farnishes a complete demonstration that no sys- 
‘tem of conduct, however correct in principle, 


‘can protect neutral Powers from injury from | 


‘any party; that a defenseless position, and a 


-* distinguished love of peace are the surest invita- | 
‘tions to war, and that there is no way to avoid | 


‘it other than. being Prepared and willing, for |. 
f 


s just cause, to meet it. there be a people on 


‘earth whose most especial duty it is to be at all | 


* times pre 
‘they are blessed, and to surpass all others in 
‘ sustaining the necessary burdens, and in sub- 
* mitting to sacrifices, to make such preparations, 
tit is undoubtedly the people of these States. 
‘The United States owe to the world a great 
t example, and, by means thereof, to the cause 
tof liberty and humanity. a generous support. 
< They have so far succeeded to the satisfaction 
$ of the virtuous and enlightened of every country. 
s There is no reason to doubt that their whole 
t movement will be regulated by a sacred regard 
‘to principle, all our institutions being founded 
‘on that basis. The ability to support our own 
* cause under any trial to which it may be exposed, 
‘is the great point on which the public solicitude 
‘rests. It has been often charged against free 
*Governments that they have neither the fore- 
‘sight nor the virtue to provide at the proper 
‘ season for great emergencies; that their course 
‘is improvident and expensive; that war will 
‘always find them unprepared; and, whatever 
‘may be its calamities, that its terrible warnings 
‘will be disregarded and forgotten as soon as 
‘peace returns. I have fall confidence that this 
“charge, so far as relates to. the United States, 
‘ will be shown to be utterly destitute of truth.” 
: If this was the language of truth and wisdom 
‘when it was uttered, when we were incumbered 
with a heavy national debt, when we had had no 
ery recent prospect of a conflict with any other 
nation, how much more authoritative should it 
now be, when we have millions of surplus treas- 


ure on hand, and when we have so lately been | 


threatened with a war with one of the most pow- 
erful nations of Europe? How many forts have 
been finished since our last war with Great Brit- 
ain? The principal engineer has been kind enough 
to furnish me with a list, from which it appears 
‘that eleven forts have been completed, and that 
thirteen are now in a course of construction; the 
coat of finishing which, according to the estimate 
which has been furnished me, will be, $3,535,815 
The fortifications that have thus been 


finished, have cost...-.e.e.e2e0+ 4,072,934 
Expenses already incurred for those 
under construction... .ecssecesees 6,305,779 


Total expended for fortifications since 
the year 1816......600%.c000++--$10,378,713 


Other gentlemen have furnished us with state- 
ments that are fallacious. They include arsenals 
and ordnance, and thus, probably, swell the 
mount to some twelve or thirteen millions of 
dollars; and when I come to tell, sir, where these 


red to defend the rights with which || 


‘necessary, in time of peace, one thousand eight | 


contemplated by the friends of the Administra- 
tion, you would require a standing army of 
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from any disposition to find fault with what has 
been done. No, sir. If the southern sea-board 
| had required fortifications, as it doubtless did, it 
: is right that your forts were located there. But 


. is it not surprising that the honorable gentleman 


would be necessary to garrison all the forts. The ` 


head of the engineer department has alao fur- 
nished me with the number of men necessary to 
garrison as well the forts that have been com- 
pleted as those which are in a course of construc- 


tion. According to this statement, there will be | 


necessary to garrison the eleven forts finished, in 
time of peace, five hundred and fifty men; in war, 
four thousand six hundred and thirty men. For 
the thirteen forts now under way, there will be 


hundred men, and in war fifteen thousand seven 
hundred and sixty-five men. I have the authority 
of the able board of engineers, who made the re- 
port of 1821, to say that your garrisons might 
consist of the same number of regular troops in 


_ time of war as in time of peace, and that the re- 


mainder might be furnished by the militia, held 
in readiness to throw themselves into the forts 
on the first approach of an enemy, so thata large 


standing army in time of peace to garrison your | 


forts is not necessary. No one can read the able 
report of General 
without being struck with the immense economy 


and saving, both of blood and treagure, that would 


result from numerous fortifications along your- 
; coast in time of war. 
| one of the great maritime Powers of Europe, it 


In the event of a war with 


| seems that without forts it would be necessary, 
‘in order to defend New Orleans, Norfolk, Balti- 


more, Philadelphia, New York, and Narraganset 
bay,:(only six places,) to maintain sixty-seven 


thousand men encamped and under arms, and i! 


fifty-three thousand ready to march, and within 
call. Aceording to the estimate made, these sixty- 
seven thousand would cost, in a campaign of six 


months, sixteen millions seven hundred and Sifty |: 


thousand dollurs, more than enough to construct 
the fortifications necessary for the above places, 
since the amount necessary to construct works at 
the above places was, according to the report of 
1821, only a little over eleven millions of dollars. 
“ By these means,” says the report above-men- 
tioned, ‘* twothousand seven hundred and twenty 
* regulars and twenty-one thousand militia, either 
‘in the forts or in small corps, upon advantageous 


‘ positions, would suffice after the erection of these || 
‘works, and we should have only twenty-three |: 


$ ee seven hundred and twenty-men to pa 
‘an 

t The difference ($11,092,000) being about equal to 
‘ the estimated expense of the forts, it follows that 
‘ the coat of their erection will be compensated by 
‘the saving they make in a single campaign of 
‘six months.” Do-not such facts and such con- 
siderations plead eloquently in favor of the plan 
of liberally extending our system of fortifications? 


A word more, sir, about this alleged injustice | 


to the South. In order to determine whether 
there is any foundation for the charge in regard 
to fortifications, it is proper to inquire where your 
forts have been located. I mean those which 
have been constructed according to the tables to 
which I have referred. From these tables, fur- 
nished by the Chief Engineer, it appears that of 
the eleven forts finished, two are in the harbor of 
New York, and the other nine are in the southern 
States; that for fortifications that have been fin- 
ished, there has been expended for those located 
in the southern States the formidable sum of 
$3,275,393; and for the two in New York harbor, 
and being the only two in the northern States in 
the list indicating those finished, the sum of only 
$797,541. Of the thirteen forts now under con- 
struction, seven are in the southern, and six in 
the northern States. Upon those located in the 
southern States there has already been expended 
the sum of $4,804,374. Upon those in the north- 
ern States $1,451,405. i X 

I have not, sir, instituted these comparisons 


support instead of sixty-seven thousand. | 


rnard and others in 1821, |! 


` from South Carolina, [Mr. THomPsoN, 
The honorable gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. ` 


jÍ that legitimately belong to the South. 


in the 
ingenious and eloquent speech with hick he 
favored us, should have overlooked this marked 
, liberality of this Government in the expenditure 
_ of its treasure to the southern section of the 


€ ; Union? The remarks of the honorable gentle- 
twenty or thirty thousand men—that this force | 


man were, no doubt, the offspring of pure and 
patriotic intention, and of affection for that Union 
which all should regard as the certain means 
‘ of national and individual prosperity; but what 
, effects do arguments like that addressed to us 
| by the honorable gentleman from South Carolina 
naturally produce? Sir, they can only serve to 

j render the southern people more discontented 
| with their political condition, and to impress 
them with the belief that this national Govern- 
ment is, to them, a curse rather than a blessing.. 
The South, the *‘ magnanimous’? South, ‘ the 
Sorbearing,’’ the prosperous South, which has 
been represented to us as the “ great well-spring”’ 
from which almost all our national treasure flows; 
the ‘neglected’? South has been the subject of 
most unmeasured eulogy by the honorable gen- 
tleman from South Carolina, [Mr. Tompson. } 
! inferred, from the gentleman’s details of expendi- 
i ture at the South, that the ‘* Old Dominion” was 
| not intended to. be embraced by his designation 
of “the South.’ I suppose that since the passage 
of her expunging resolutions, her geographical 
position has been changed, and that no relation- 


| ship is now acknowledged by the sovereign State 


ef South Carolina. Sir, [ would not attempt to 
, abate or detract from any of the honor and glory 
She is 
| proud, chivalrous, and animated by a lofty spirit 
of independence. She has produced her full quota 
of good and great men to bless and adorn the 
nation; but let not gentlemen, in justice to their 
own understandings, imagine that all the patriot- 
ism, all the chivalry, all the wealth, all the enter- 
| prise, and all the means of producing national 
revenue, are monopolized by a particular sec- 
tion of thig country. If the North, sir, is not 
loud here in the trumpeting of her own fame or 
the annunciation of her wealth, her resourcea, 
and her improvements, let not gentlemen suppose 
that she is therefore less the fair subject of praise. 
If her sons on this floor have been taught that 
there is a State egotism as well as an individual 
egotiam, and that the one is about as obnoxious 
to the lovers of a correct taste as the other, gen- 
tlemen may, perhaps, in some measure, be able 
j.to account for the unfrequency with which the 

raises of the North are here echoed. If we, too, 

ave our ‘* well-springs,’’ we are content to enjo 
them, without parading them to the world. If, 
sir, we were the first to embark in and accomplish 
works of enterprise which do honor, not only to 
the nation, but to the age in which. we live, we 
consider it no part of our duty to sing our own 
hosannas here. If, in every part of New York 
and New England, we could boast a system of 
common schools, of elementary instruction, which 
| imparts education to the poorest and the humblest, 
and fits them for free government; if there we 
could behold every sist the evidences of pros- 
perity in the excellence of roads, the neatness of 
dwellings, the productiveness of fields, the taste 
and cleanliness of villages, the rapid growth and 


astonishing number of cities, and the indications 
of religion and refinement in thousands of altars 
dedicated to God, we would feel a secret and 
innate satisfaction in the contemplation and frui- 
tion of these blessings, but would deem it no 
art of our duty to make any ostentatious exhi- 
bition of them here. Have we cause for such 
satisfaction? Let the impartial who have visited 
us answer. [on 
Gentlemen who urge the objection to appro- 
priations, that your public treasure is not equally 
disbursed through the country, do not correctly 
estimate the feelings that unite, or should unite, 


the patriotic citizens of this Confederacy. Money 
expended for the defense of Kentucky or Mis- 
souri is, ina national point of view, money ex- 

ended for the benefit of the freemen whom I 
fave the honor to represent. Let a foreign foe 
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efense 


e e e 


entirely erroneous position. Why enlarge your To this report was appended a table showing 


| 


invade the West or Southwest, and it is enough 
for my constituents that a portion of the Repub- 
lic is invaded; as against the foreign foe, we are, 
we should be, one united, indivisible whole. Let 
the enemy strike a blow upon the remotest cx- 
tremity of this widely extended country, and it 
is instantly felt at the heart, and at the other ex- 
tremity. So, when victory perches upon the 
American standard, whether on the banks of the 
Niagara or the plains of New Orleans, every true 
American citizen, no matter where his lines may 
be cast, shares in the joy and the glory of the 
achievement. Itis our country’s arms that tri- 
umph, and we rejoice. Itis our country’s foe 
that is victorious,and we mourn. Expend your . 
money to defend any one vulnerable point of your ` 
country, and, speaking as a patriot, you expend 
it for the benefit of the whole country. Partial 
appropriations for the defense of the country, 
because it so happens that necessity compels us 
to spend more in one State than in another! 
Jealousy, for such cause, isunworthy of the high- 
minded men whom we represent. 

A few years ago the savage Black Hawk made 
most sanguinary incursions upon the borderers of 
one or more of your western States; a national 
force was summoned to the scene of action to 
subdue him. It cost the nation, perhaps, two 
million dollars to put him down; and think you, 
sir, that any gentleman from this side of the 
mountain would have dared to have urged to this 
national disbursement the contracted objection, 
that the money was spent exclusively for the 
benefit of your western borderers, and that they 
therefore ought to have paid the whole or the 
Ags proportion of the expense of this war? 

hat man very much underrates the patriotism 
of the Atlantic States, who imagines that, within 
their borders, there could ever have been found a 
single man with a soul contracted enough to urge 
such an objection. An Indian war has broken 
out in Florida. The national purse is opened, 
and the national force is ordered to put it down. 
It will cost the nation more than two million dol- 
lars. Is there any gentleman here who would 
dare to say that itis unjust to tax the whole nation 
with the expense of this local, this neighborhood 
war? Yet my constituents are not immediately 
affected by it. The constituents of the gentleman 
from Kentucky, [Mr. Harpin,] who opposes al- 
most all extraordinary appropriations, are not 
immediately affected by it; but, sir, they would 
not come up to our standard of Kentucky chiv- 
alry, if, for this reason, they would not freely 
contribute their full share of blood and treasure 
towards terminating this local though desolating 
war. We have, in days gone by, had our Sem- 
inole wars, and our Creek wars. The nation has, 
as it should have done, prosecuted them to a suc- 
cessful termination, though not one twentieth part | 
of the nation was immediately affected by them, ' 


et it was enough for nineteen twentieths of this || 


nion, that their fellow-countrymen, their wives | 
and children were exposed to, or suffered, all the 
horrors of savage warfare. They never mur- 
mured; nor will they, so long as they deserve the 
name and retain the character of American citi- | 
zens, murmur because they are required to con- | 
tribute to such purposes. 
I speak in no unkind or taunting spirit, when 
I say that constant and most liberal drafts have 
been made upon your Treasury for the removal 
of Indians, and extinguishing Indian titles. A 
treaty has just been entered into with the Chero- 
kees, which is now before the Senate for its rati- 
fication, by which you stipulate to pay them 
$5,600,000. Were we to look at the sums of 
money thus expended, through a contracted me- 
dium; we might say that these Indians, thus 
bought out and thus removed at this enormous 
expense, did not molest or incommode the citi- 
zens of the middle or northern States, and that 
they ought not to be thus constantly taxed for 
their removal; but if E know the people of the 
North, their Representatives here would gain but 
little favor with their constituents, if they should 
take such selfish and anti-national ground. Let 
them urge such objections, and their people 
“would shake them off like dew-drops from the lion’s | 
mane.” When western gentlemen tell us that | 
the West is not bekel by expenditures for 
expenses upon your sea-board, they assume an 
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‘| Navy and fortify your commercial cities, but to 


i defend the commerce of the country, a commerce 
‘in which the farmer or merchant of the remotest 
corner of Missouri may be as much interested 
as those who reside in the immediate vicinity of 
your commercial cities? In a large commercial 
country sea-board fortifications and an adequate 
Navy should always coexist. The experience 
of the last fifty years amply demonstrates this. 
We have also had experience enough to convince 


1 
i 


us that agriculture and commerce must, for years , 
_to come, be the great means of wealth to this ; 
‘country. The productions of our rich and ex- ; 
_ tensive soil cannot be locked up within our bor- 


ders. They must find vent abroad; and if to 
insure them a safe transit to their destination 
‘fortifications and ships are necessary, expendi- 
tures for such objects are as beneficial to the 


hardy yeomanry of Illinois and Indiana as to the | 


inhabitants of your sea-board; nay, more, in pro- 


portion to the greater agricultural surplus which | 


they raise for foreign consumption. The south- 
ern States own but little of the tonnage of the 
, country; but in the event of a war, would they 
‘not be most vitally interested in the commerce 
| of the nation, and in a Navy adequate to its sup- 
port? Would not their great staples, which look 
to foreign markets, be most imminently exposed? 


This matter was well understood here a year ago : 


„b 
were under the apprehension of a French war. 
I well recollect two speeches—the one made by 
an honorable gentleman from Kentucky, [Mr. 


tleman from Virginia, [Mr. Ancuer,] in which 
i the losses that their respective constituents would 
sustain, in consequence of a war, were portrayed 
in most appalling colors. It was not then be- 
lieved or supposed by any one that the remote 
position of Kentucky from the sea-board would 
i exempt her from the pecuniary losses always 
inseparable from war. 

You are destined soon—very soon, to be the 
greatest -commercial nation on the globe. You are 
‘already the second, taking your commercial ship- 


| seventh naval power; you ought to be at least the 
‘third. Our country is constantly developing new 
‘resources; and if its future advances in wealth 
and greatness shall justify the hopes of its friends 
and the fears of its enemies, the day is not far dis- 
tant when in commerce and in wealth we will be 
first among the nations; and then, sir, it will not 
be enough to have those mighty possessions. 
i We must have at hand the ability—the ready 
‘ means to protect and defend them. 
We should always bear in mind, sir, that the 
glorious example of our success in free govern- 
ment is not looked at with over-much compla- 
cency by crowned heads and potentates. Sooner 
or later its influence will be exhibited by a mighty 
shaking among the nations of Europe. They will 
be able to trace the convulsions which rack them 
to their true source; and woe to us then if we 
shall be unprepared for 
which may then await us. 


' a united giant struggle to extinguish this bright 
western orb of freedom, which is shooting its 
vivid rays athwart the dark valleys of Europe, 
‘| illustrating to its benighted subjects the charms 
of free government; and if, at such a crisis, they 
shall be encouraged by the brilliant temptation 
of a commerce dotting every ocean, without the 
means of defending it either at home or on the 
deep, then will we indeed discover how worse 
than miserable was that parsimony which, in the 
days of our abundance and prosperity, had 
grudged a few millions for the purposes of na- 
‘| tional defense! 

‘| While upon this subject, I may, and I hope 


| 


1 
it 


l| who are honestly impressed with the idea that 
the South and West have not equally participated 
in the public bounties, bring a fact or two to their 
knowledge, of which all, perhaps, are not ap- 

rised. By looking back into the documentary 

istory of the country, for only two years, you 
will find that in 1824 your Secretary of the Treas- 
ury made a very able and voluminous report on 
the present system of keeping the public money. 


y western and southern gentlemen, when we | 


Harpr,] and the other by a distinguished gen- | 


where the public moneys, appropriated for the 
| year 1824, were expended; and from this it ap- 
| pears that the whole expenditures of appropria- 
tions for 1834, was $21,293,200; that the whole 
‘collections of 1834, were $20,624,717; that the 
' expenditures less than collections in the eastern 
States, was $28,908; that the expenditure more 
than collection, in the southern and southwestern 
States, was $957,218; that the expenditure more 
than collection, in the western States was $867,470; 
making an excess of expenditure in the southern 
and western States of $1,824,688. 

It also appears from this same table, that about 
one third of all your naval expenditures were 
made at Norfolk in that year. This, sir, does 
not look much like draining the North and East 
at the expense of the South and West. 

Again, sir: for the benefit of which section of 
your country more particularly has your little 
army hitherto been maintained? What sections 
of your country since the peace of 1815, have 

i most required its presence? It has been most 
| needed at your western and southwestern posts, 
and in the vicinity of your Indian tribes. Since 
the last war, sir, an epauleted gentleman in the 
service of the United States, is a very rare object 
in my district. 

It has been said, too, that the West and south- 
west are constantly filling your Treasury with 
moneys paid for your public lands, and that this 
Government is constantly draining the West of 
its available means in the avails of your public 
lands. Sir, illiberality to the purchasers of, and 
the settlers upon, your public lands, is certainly 
the last thing with which this Government is 
justly chargeable. No nation on earth was cver 
more liberal than we have been in the disposition 
of our public domain. Last summer, when in 
his Britannic Majesty’s dominions I heard our 
liberal policy in relation to our public lands con- 
| trasted with that which obtained in the Canadas. 
| I heard it stated that our very liberal policy had 
a tendency to drive all the emigrants who passed 
up the St. Lawrence, directly into the nited 


| States. 
` ping interest as your standard. You are only the | 


It is entirely wron 


to say that the immense 
sums of money that 


’ 
hive so recently flowed into 
your Treasury as avails of the public lands are 
contributed exclusively by the West; millions of 
the capital of the Atlantic States and Atlantic 
cities have been invested in your public lands; 
and I might go further, and show to you that, 
large as are the revenues that have recently been 
received from your public lands, they have not 
yet yielded to the Government as much as they 
cost the Government. I have in my hands, sir, 
a document, being a report made by the Secretary 


the trials and conflicts , 
And if then, sir, they ; 
shall attempt to save their trembling thrones by 


‘| any taunting spi 
without giving offense to many gentlemen here, | 


i| they have not been forgotten or ne; 


of the Treasury to the other branch of the Legis- 
lature, on the 25th day of January last, in com- 
| pliance with a resolution of the Senate on the 
i subject of the public lands. From this, it ap- 
‘| pears that your public lands have cost the na- 
LION. cece ee eece cece reesec esee... e -$63,608,232 
And that the amount received for them 

to the 25th of January last, was 

OnLy. cece srecceceesceecsceeetses 57,652,207 


' Leaving them still a debtor to the 

|| Government in....eesse esane ee oe -$5,946,025 
| Gentlemen can refer to the document to which 
I have above alluded, for the particulars that con- 
‘| stitute the above sum of more than sixty-three 
million dollars. The main items are the Louis- 
iana purchase, the expenditure under the head of 
! the Indian department from the commencement 
of the Government, the amount paid for the Flor- 
'| idas, the expenses of the land offices, and the 
| expense of surveying the publiclands. Irepeat, 
' sir, that I indulge in this course of remark notin 
rit; not to induce the belief that 
one for the West and Southwest 
(for I do not 


more has been d 
than ought to have been done, (fo : 
cherish this belief,) but to convince, if possible, 
our brethren of the West and Southwest, that 
elected, and 
‘that their fellow-citizens of the sea-board have 
| not engrossed an undue share of the favors and 
the bounties of this Government. Let us then, 
sir, discard that narrow feeling, which would 
oppose a national work, because the money 
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appropriated for its construction is not to be 
expended in our immediate neighborhood—oppo- 
sition founded on such feelings is unworthy of 
the high places we here hold. It is the emana- 
tion of a spirit contracted and selfish. It was 
not such a spirit which achieved the independence 
of this Republic. It is not such a spirit which | 
can urge us on to the high destiny which, but for | 
ourselves, awaits us. f 
Sir, it appears to me that the inducements that 
now urge us to make liberal appropriations for 
our country’s defense, to increase our Navy, and 
extend our system of fortifications, are ofirresist- | 
ible force. Our commerce is daily extending, and | 
in proportion as it spreads wider and wider, will | 
‘the causes of our rupture with foreign nations 
increase. Nations are but masses of individuals, 
-and every day’s experience teaches us that indi- 
viduals who are engaged in extended commercial 
operations are more exposed to controversies and 
litigations than those who are engaged in more 
quiet and limited pursuits; and though the cloud 
-of war that so lately hung over us has been dis- 
Ned, yet, in the ever-var ying current of national | 
interests and national events, who can tell how | 
goon we may be called upon to expend our blood | 
“and our treasure in defense of our dearest national 
-interests? Recent occurrences should not, they. 
cannot, fail to awaken throughout the country 
more respect for the familiar and almost hack- 
neyed, though sound maxim of the Father of his | 
` Country, “In peace fo be prepared for war.”? | 
wisdom of this advice ts demonstrated not only | 


j 
j 


` by the observation of the disposition of nations, || 


: but of individuals. The man who is-willing and | 
~eble to repel assault, is not apt ta be molested | 
-by the b ‘aitd the bully. All experience | 
-teaches us that the best way to avoid attack is | 
never to court it, but always to be prepated to | 
‘meet it firmly, come when and how it may. 
| Those who would otherwise molést you will then 
- be apt to act upon the principle that ** the’better 
- part of valor is discretion;”’ fast so with nations, 
‘gir. -> 
~ - To conclude, then, sir, we have an overflowitig 
- Treasury; we have lately had most threatening 
: Yelatidns with one of the most powerful nations 
-of Eu ; a-vastly extended and almost defense- 
: less sea- avy which, much agit has eon- 
tributed to the honor of the country, ranks only 
` with that ofsome of the smaller Powers of Europe; 
and (what seemed to be quite indispensable to 
. some gentlemen on another occasion) the recom- 
- mendation of the President to make liberal appro- 
’ priation to objects of defense. What, sir, are the 
: suggestions of wisdom and patriotism under such 
circumstarices? Shall we adopt a policy that 
shall prove our love of money stronger than our 
- Jove of country? When the nation has so lately 
- beer! threatened: with a rupture, shall we hoard 
our treasure with the miser’s spirit? emulate the 
: example of Patrick Henry’s hero, and cling to 
our “beef, beef, beef, our money, money, 
‘ rather than promptly execute the great duty of 
+ common defense, authorized, if not inculcated, 
RA the Constitution? No, sir, the noble and 
_thivalroua spirit which achieved our independ- 
'ence,and the example which we owe to the cause 
of free government throughout the world, forbid 
‘it. Those eloquent monitors urge us now in the 
days of our plenty and prosperity, to secure the 
‘means of oan Sel py country, that kings 
and despots may be faithless and ambitious, and 


| 
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the motion of the gentleman from Tennessee, to 
strike out of the bill which is under consideration 
the appropriation of $67,000 for the repairs and 
improvements of the navy-yard at Portsmouth, 
i it would be difficult to determine upon-what sub- 


| 


true question before the committee has been nearly 
kept out of view. Upon the two motions of the 


gentleman from Tennessee, [Mr. Bett,] first to ` 


; reduce the appropriation for the New Hampshire 
navy-yard one half, and afterwards to ‘strike it 
-out altogether, we have had arguments upon the 
‘expediency of reducing the‘number of navy-yerds, 
| of creating a new’one upon the shores of Narra- 
| panes bay, and of expending three millions of 


ollars upon the navy-yard at Pensacola. -We 
have had a touch upon fortifications, on ship- 


building, on nullification, with a sprinkling of 


;disunion. We have heard also about the Bank 


'| of the United States. and the gold currency and |- 
i; the surplus revenue. Office-holders have come ' 
i in for their share of notice; and there have been | 
eulogies upon Senators and engineers, and attacks | 
upon the present and all preceding Administra- '' 


tions. It is unnecessary to say that there have 
| been diatribes against the! President, for no debate 
| would be ‘perfect without that ingredient. Sir, 
this little navy-yard of the Granite State has been 


at the bottom, that after gentlemen shall have 
‘ blown off their steam, and been allowed at pleas- 
-ure to-confound the freedom of debate with its 
licentiousness, the business of the nation will be 
suffered to proceed, and a vote be taken upon the 
- Navy bill before the service has seriously suffered 
for want of the appropfiations. 
’ The gentleman from Tennessee, whose motion 
is the.cause of all the delay which has occurred 
in: the progress ofan appropriation: bill,-which 
contains nothing ofah-ebnoxious character, noth- 
ings Ww 
-party feeling, would havepravented ite immediate 
saage, after being a member 
| of ‘this House ‘for eight: years, and after having 
voted handreds of thousands for these navy -yards 
twhich he would nowabelish, pounces;ion'a sud- 
+ den, upon an old report of the navy commission- 
‘erg, which had been repudiated by the subsequent 
tand continued action of Congress, and consigned 
-to that receptacle of things forgotten on earth, 
the document Harar of Ne House;and, in virtue 
+ of this document, delays the navy appropriation 
bill, and calls upon us to stop and inquire with 

| him into the expediency of reducing the number 
of our navy-yards. - aoe 
Sir, I must confess myself. disappointed in the 
-course of that gentleman! Having constantly 
iiaa with him until now upon all the eventfal 
-questions which have thrown an intense interest 
. over the passing history of Congress for the last 
five: years, and having seen in the public journale, 
during the last year, while-he was a candidate for 


the Administration, was not: prepared for this 


ministration heretofore supported’ by him; it is 

ursuing the same course heretofore ‘approved by 

im, and not by him alone, but bya large major- 
ity of the people of.the United States, from Mis- 
sourito:-Maine~and yet he styles his.old political 
friends, with whom hehas stood shoulder to shoul- 
der, in so many trying scenes, the gentlemen pn 


— 


yet the free born citizens of America may sit 
under their own vine and fig tree, “none daring 
to molest or make them afraid. SEER a 


o : . MARIPINE DEFENBES. © | 
' SPEECH OF HON. LEONARD JARVIS, 
‘OF MAINE, 
‘Iw raz House ór REPRESENTATIVES, 
.. April 4, 1836, . 
The bill making appropriations for the support of the 
Navy for the year 1837 heing before the House aa in Com- 
mittee of the Whole, (Mr. Hames in the chair)— 
Mr. JARVIS said: : : 
_ Mr. Cuaimman: Were it not for the daily an- 
‘nonciation made by you upon resuming the chair, 
that thé. question before the committee: is upon 


Pi 


the otherside! He has left us, then! -He has 
| abandoned us for the snemy! Instead of being 
a distinguished supporter and champion of the 
Administration of the favorite son:of Tennessse, 
he-seeks to thwart-and embarrass it! Sir, I wish 
him joy of his change! ieee car 
iI pray the committee to bear in: mind the na- 
ture of the bill against which his opposition is 
first directed. It is a bill making appropriations 
| for the naval service, reported. in the usual form 
by the usual committee, upon the usual esti- 
mates. Itis a bill providing for the pay. a 
subsistence of our officers and seamen; for the 
repair and equipment of our ships, and for the im- 
provement and renair of our navy-yards. During 
the time that I have had a seat on this floor, a 
bill of a similar character has been passed early 
in each sueveeding session, without:question and 
without delay. I pray. the committee: also to 


ect we are called upon to deliberate. The debate | 
‘has been of such a rambling character that the | 


-prolific as Pandora’s box, and there is hope, too, | 


hich heretofore, in the utmost bitterness-of | 


reélection, the professions of his attachment to | 


opposition. The Administration isthe same Ad- | 


a 


: Hoor Revs. 


En 


recollect the time when this opposition was first 
manifested. It was at the time when a war-cloud 
was lowering over the cquntry—when a contest 
| was expected with the second maritime Power in 
i| Europe, and when the uncertain character of our 
foreign relations rendered it necessary for ue to 
urge, with all possible haste, our preparations 
for deferise. It is a time like this, and upon a 
bill of this description, that the gentleman from 
Tennesse selects to break ground against the 
Administration! But whence the sudden flood 
of light which has pushed upon’ his benighted 
eyeballs, ‘disclésing defermity where all before 
was fair? Is it a + Sun”-beam, reflected from 
the “ Drapéaw tans tache,” from the t spotless 
banner,” unfurled ‘as a signal, and adopted as à 
marvelous proper war-ery by a certain little 
knot of politicians, and fastened on them in utter 
derision by those against whom it was vainly 
raised ? AE fe os ; DERI 
Let us examine the grounds upon which the 
sentom has placet: his opposition: to the bilt. 
e says thera'are too many navy-yards. T would 
ask if this questidn is never to be settled? Sir, 
the‘six navy-yards upon the Atlantic were estab- 
: lished prior to the Administration of Mr. Jeffer- 
son. ‘The questions of ‘the empediency of re- 
ducing their number, and of changiag ‘their loca- 
tion, have been repeatedly before Congress, and 
the result has uniformly been the sanie—namely, 
an implied: refusel to-make any: change, and a 
determination to tentinue the yards:as at present 
established, utanifested by additional. appropri- 
ations for theis improvement. ‘This was the con- 
stant course until the year 1827, when the Nine- 
teenth Congicss seemed decided: by its action to 
remove all doubt... In that year the Committee 
on Naval Affairs of tke House reported against 
the establishment ‘of navy-yards ‘at: Baltimore, 
Narraganset: Bay, and New London; and an act 
‘was passed for the gradual improvemant:of ‘the 
Narvy of the United States, the sixth section of 
which i$ in-the following. words: E 
A nd bo it further enacted; That the Presidént of the 
.United:Statet: he andhe. heseby-is, authorize to: cause the 
navy- yards of the Unjted Statas to be thomugily examined, 
“and plans to be prepared aod sahctioned by, the Presi ent, 
for the improvement of the sàme, antl the preservation of 
‘the public: property therdin ; Front witich plana no deviation 
-ghalt-herrafter be made; but:by:hia speesit drder.??, 
In-pursuanee of this dathoriżzatióh, sho: Presi 
dent. caused: the advertl -yards:'at) Portsmouth, 
Boston, New ‘York, :Philadulp bias Wastington, 
Norfolk, and Pensacola, to be surrey ad, and plans 
to be made, whieh were?) approved by ‘him, and 
‘are now’ to be séenin the office of the Navy:com- 
‘missioners. It is for the: purposd: of carrying 
these plans ‘into effect that the appropriations are 
-asked for now, as they have been 'asked. for in 
every preceding year: of this Administration, 
which, in this respect, has only followed the ex- 
ample of the Administration to which itsucceeded 
.in pursuing what seemed to‘be the settled and 
invariable policy: of the country. ` vs 
From the- time when the first stroke was struck 
upon our navy-yards up to the time! when. the 
gentleman from Tennessee was first called to give 
„his powerful aid. in. the cquncils of the nation—- 
-which was the .vevy-epovh of ‘thre passage ‘of the 
act to which Lhave-referred—a periot comprising 
‘twenty-seven, or twenty-eight years, the whole 
amount of the appropriations for all our navy- 
yards was onty $3,106,200," !Daring the time that 
„gentleman: has:heen‘in Congress, the:amount 
-propriated for thasame ya shaw beet $2,243,223; 
cand.if we add. thereto the eost of tho dry-dotks at 
Norfolk and Charleston, whiely: have both been 
constructed within this period,‘the honorable gen- 
tleman will have:sanctioned or:permitted an ex- 
-penditure upon these ‘navyryards, some of which 
pow give him so much uneasibess; of $3,668,890 ! 
Sir, the gentleman has plated: himself in an: un- 
pleasant dilemma. If these establishments were 
-not necessary, how can he justify himself for 
permitting so large. an exponditure. upon them 


nd || without one word of caution. or expostulation ? 


if they were necessary, what. reason, what ex- 
cuse can: he offer, for. arresting the progress of 
-this appropriation-bill through his opposition to 
-them ? : 

$ It would seem-to be almost soperfluous to enter 
into an argument to show. the impolicy of redu- 
cing our.-navy-yatds, butt will, nevertheless, ask 
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the indulzence of the committee for a few minutes 
to enable me to glance at this question. The 
French have a proverb, that ‘a mouse with one 
hole is soon caught.” This saying is peculiarly 


applicable here. If we had but one or two naval 
stations, how easy would it be for an enemy that : 


was powerful upon the ocean to blockade our 
whole fleet; increase the number to what we now 
have, and it becomes impracticable. Besides, if 
an enemy were to attack and succeed in destroy- 
ing one of our seven naval arsenals, the shock 
would scarcely be felt; but if all our naval stores 
were concentrated upon one or two points, the 
destruction of either would be a blow from which 
it would be impossible to recover during the con- 
tinuance of a war, and which might produce a 
disastrous issue to the conflict. Again, by having 
our navy-yards scattered along our extensive 
coast, much greater activity might be given to 
their operations in time of war, as the services of 
all the ship carpenters in their immediate neigh- 
borhood could be secured; whereas, whether the 
establishments were large or small, no more ship 
builders could be procured to labor in them than 
were to be found in their vicinity, unless at an 
increased expense. Our people are migratory in 
their disposition; but they are also a calculating 
people: When they pull up their stakes, it is 

cause they expect to find greater profit and 
advantage from setting them down elsewhere. 
Sir, they will not suffer you to transplant them, 
unless you make it for their interest.. You may 
carry your establishments to them, but you can- 
not bring them to yourestablishments. The whole 
power of the United States has been exerted in 
vain to build up one city, while villages, towns, 
and cities have started up as if by magic, without 
our aid or the aid of the States, in every section 
of our country. The gentleman from ‘Tennessee 
cited the example of Great Britain as conclusive 
against the multiplication of navy-yards. He 
represented that nation as having only two great 
naval establishments, and of course referred to 
those at Portsmouth and Plymouth. Sir, I know 
not what that gentleman may consider as great 
naval establishments, but in England there are 
seven dock yards, the least of which is far superior 
to the greatest of ours. Four of these are between 
London and the mouth of the Thames; they are 
situated at Deptford, Woolwich, Chathams, and 
Sheerness; then come the two great yards of 
Portsmouth and Plymouth, upon the shores of 
the English Channel; and then at the confluence 
of the Bristol and St. George’s channels, in the 
magnificent harbor of Milford Haven, is the new 


establishment of Pembroke, which it is the inten- | 


tion of the British Government to make one of the 
first, if not the first, naval station in the world. 


This is the furthest from London of all the docks, | 


and yet the distance is only two hundred and 
thirty-seven miles. I will mention a few of the 
improvements at some of the establishments which 
the gentleman considers of an inferior class. 


The dock-yard at Deptford contains thirty-one | 


acres; it has two wet docks, one of wnich covers 
an acre and a half, and the other two acres; it 
has three building slips for men-of-war, a basin, 
two mast-ponds, twenty forges for anchors, be- 
sides mast-houses, timber-sheds, &c.; and there 
are employed in it, in time of peace, one thousand 
artificers. 

The dock-yard at Woolwich is a mile long; it 
has two dry-docks, several slips for building, 
three mast-ponds, a boat-pond, a rope-walk four 
hundred yards long, and employs fifteen hundred 
workmen in time of peace. 

The establishment at Chatham is one mile in 
extent along the river; it has two basins, four 
docks, six building slips, twenty-one forges, store- 


houses six hundred and forty feet long, a sail-loft | 


two hundred and nine feet long, and an extensive 
rope-walk. 


he yard at Sheerness contains sixty acres. It | 
was formerly used only for building frigates, and | 


for making slight repairs, but it has been rebuilt 
since the peace of 1815 at a cost of $14,400,000, 
and is, perhaps, the first in Europe; it has an 
extensive quay-wall, a basin capable of contain- 
ing six first-rate ships of the line, two basins for 
smaller vessels, three dry-docks, and the largest 
store-house in England. 

In France there are no less than thirteen naval 


establishments, of which I will enumerate five, 
which are infinitely superior to anything we can 
[| boast of. These are the works at Cherbourg, in 
i: the English Channel, where the labor of man has, 
by raising an artificial island, created a secure 
roadstead, and where a superb basin, large enough 
to contain a fleet, has been blown out of the solid 
rock. Then there is Brest, at the mouth of the 


Channel, the establishments in the Loirc, and at | 


Rochefort, in the Bay of Biscay, and at Toulon, 
in the Mediterranean. 
conceit may not lead us to suppose that we are 


Sir, I hope that our self- : 


wiser than all the rest of the world, and that a ` 


policy pursued unvaryingly by all the Adminis- 
trations of Great Britain, and by ali the Govern- 
ments of France, will not be rejected without 
mature deliberation—more deliberation than can 
or ought to be bestowed upon it as an incident to 
an appropriation bill. Itis a policy, too, which 
is better calculated for our Confederacy, and more 
imperiously required by us, than by either of the 
nations to which I have referred. The vast extent 
of our sea-board, and the consequent impossi- 
bility of a concentration of our physical means, 
call loudly for this system. The very nature of 
our federative, Republic makes it one of indis- 
pensable necessity—a necessity which does not 
exist elsewhere, but which has never been lost 
sight of by any Administration, as is shown by 
the endeavor to apportion, as far as practicable, 
the expenditures of our Government among the 
different sections of our country. 
With regard to the appropriation which is re- 
quired by the Navy commissioners for the Ports- 
. mouth navy-yard, it is less by $26,000 than the 


estimate made by the commander of that yard, | 


who is not an eastern man, and who can have no 
| interest in the appropriation but the interest of 
his country. Since the proposition was made to 
reduce this expenditure, I have received a letter 
from the lieutenant of that yard, who does not 
expect to be continued there, who is not a citizen 


of New Hampshire, and whose pecuniary inter- ' 


ests cannot in any way be affected by the decision 
' of Congress in this matter. He writes to me that 
the BEprcpaation is absolutely necessary; and 
that the timber at that yard has suffered hereto- 
i fore for want of suitable accommodations. Me- 
i thinks it would be quite as prudent to rely upon 
the estimates of the Navy commissioners, con- 


firmed as they are by the impartial and unbiased 


opinions of the officers of the yard, as to take ai, 


leap in the dark with those who determine, with- 
‘| out showing any grounds for their decision, that 
|| the appropriation ought to be reduced. 
|| Sir, I perfectly agree with my honorable col- 
|i league, who sits before me, [Mr. Evans,] in his 
| contempt of the argument resorted to bya Ports- 
mouth newspaper, and transferred to the columns 


of the Globe. I trust that, in the location of our 


public works we shall never debase ourselves ; 


by investigating the state of the ballot-box. If we 
; stooped to this inquiry, we should have nothing 

permanent, and everything would depend upon 
' the changes in the political atmosphere.’ The 
‘only inquiry for us to make is, whether the ap- 
| propriations are necessary and proper. If they 
-are, let us grant them, though every vote in the 
i place where they are to be expended should be 
given against the Administration; if they are not, 


in that place should be such as the majority in 
this House could desire. 

In the article referred to by my honorable col- 
league, I was amused by the rhodomontade of 
the writer in calling the harbor of Portsmouth 
the best harbor in the world; but I am not dis- 
posed to quarrel with him for the extravagance 
of his eulogy. Sir, this is the only harbor of the 
State; it is the poor man’s ewe lamb, and it is 
no wonder that they are disposed to praise and 
to cherish it. There is no doubt, however, of its 
being a very good harbor, and a navy-yard is 


i I say let them be withholden, though every vote |. 


ii calendar year, yet in reality they are for twel 


the advantages of my own State, if another mem- 
ber from it had not spoken in doubtful terms of 
them in his eagerness to sustain the New Hamp- 
shire navy-yard; and if the honorable gentleman 
, from Virginia who preceded me in this debate 
had not made an argument for that yard “ onthe 
score of the benefit it was to Maine.” The State 
of Maine derives no advantage whatever from 
the location of this navy-yard on her western 
frontier, and I trust the gentleman from Virginia 
will permit me to set him right in this particular, 
And with regard to the natural advantages of the 
sea-coast of my own State, in comparison with 
Portsmouth, I am sure that I shall be sustained 
by every one acquainted with the shores of the 
nited States east of Boston, in the assertion 
which I here make, that as harbors of refuge, as 
situations for navy-yards, as stations for fleets, 
there are many harbors in Maine decidedly su- 
perior to thatof New Hampshire. Among many 
others, I will mention Wiscasset, where a fleet 
of the largest size may ride in safety in from five 
to twelve fathoms water, on good holding ground, 
perfectly land-locked, and secure from the ene- 
my; Booth bay, so well known to our numerous 
coasters, and in which I have counted more than 
seventy vessels, which had sought shelter there 
„at the same moment from the threatening of a 
storm; the waters of the Penobscot, in which, 
among other harbors, is that of Castine, which 
the British know so well how to appreciate, and 
of which it is said in a report of Commodore 
Bainbridge, ‘‘ that it has great strength, from its 
‘ natural situation. .Its bold water and excellent 
‘ harbor affording shelter for the largest fleets, its 
‘accessibility at all seasons of the year, its fa- 
‘vorable situation for the entry of prizes, &c., 
‘and its geographical position, make its posses- 
‘sion an object of the highest consequence in the 
‘event of another war with Great Britain.” The 
only other harbor which I will mention, is the 
magnificent sound running up into the heart of 
Mount Desert, where all the navies of the world 
might ride in security, perfectly sheltered from 
, wind and sea, and which, if it belonged to any 
| other State, would be the theme of many an elab- 
: orate encomium, and the occasion of many along 
speech. Several of these harbors have the ad- 
, vantage which the gentleman from Rhode Island 
‘ claims exclusively for Narraganset bay—that of 
being accessible with a northwest wind. They 
do not, like that bay, labor under the disad vantage 
i of being easily blockaded; and by their position, 
' stretching inta the Atlantic, they are very im- 
| ortant in a military point of view. Sir, my 
onorable colleague [Mr. Evans] said there were 
more harbors in Maine than on the whole South 
| Atlantic frontier. -He would have been nearer 
i the mark if he had said, there were more good 
| harbors in Maine than in all the rest of the Uni- 
ted States. 

The gentleman from Massachusetts on my right, 
[Mr. Puitiies,} found a novel reason for opposing 
this bill; or rather, he found two. The first was 
that there was a balance of appropriations. Sir, 
if the gentleman had examined this matter, he 

` would have found that, from the institution of 
our Government, the average of the balances of 
appropriations was about thirty-seven and a half 
percent. Sir, these balances arise from the very 
necessity of the case. The estimates for the ser- 
vice of the ensuing year must be made before the 
Ist of December, and the supplies may not be 


| 
voted before a quarter or a third of the year has 


elapsed. Until the act has passed, no contracts 
' can be made, no engagement entered into. So 
| that, though the supplies are nominally for the 
i ve 


months, beginning with the month of May. If 


| the whole amount of the appropriations should, 


| therefore, be inconsiderately expended before the 


:| month of January, there would be a cessation of 


; labor on all the public works for nearly, if not 


well situated there as an adjunct to that of Bos- | 


ton. It furnishes a good port under their lee to i; 
all vessels bound to Boston from the east, and |: 
that may not be able to weather Cape Ann, the |! 
eastern point of Boston bay. If they should fall | 
to leeward of this cape, they can up helm, and |. 
bear away for Portsmouth, where they are at | 
once in from sea, and safe from storm. ; 

Sir, I should not have said a word respecting | 


he year. Besides, pay- 


quite, one third part of t i 
| the work is executed; 


ments are not made unti 
and unforeseen causes may prevent or retard the 
fulfillment of contracts; or the very nature of the 
contract may require more time than a year for 
its completion, or the contractor may entirely fail 
to comply with his engagements, 1n all of which 
cases balances must of necessity be accumulated. 
As an instance in point may be adduced the large 


1836.) | 
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balance under the head of ordnance and ordnance 
stores. The amount applicable for the service of 
the year was $32,745 72. The amount expended 
was only $12,809 67; the reason for which was, 
that the gunpowder, which had been furnished on | 
contract, did not stand the severe tests required : 
by the Navy Commissioners, and proposals had 
to be issued anew, under which the powder has 
not yet been furnished, though contracted for. 
The second reason of the gentleman for opposing 
the progress of this bill was, that we had no 
account of what part had been expended of the 
sum which was voted last year for the repairs in 
the Portsmouth navy-yard—the enormous sum 
of $4,000! Really, sir, this looks too much like . 
trifling. The gentleman is ready to vote the 
public treasure with an unsparing hand, to furnish : 
a capital for his mercantile friends in New York, : 
but not a cent will he vote for repairs of navy- 
ards, until he haa the proof that the unconscion- 
able sum of $4,000 has been judiciously expended 
“in mending windows, replacing slates upon the 
roofs, stopping leaks,” &c. Sir, it is the business 
of the Auditors to settle accounts, and to them 
we had better leave it. . ; 
The gentleman from South Carolina [Mr. ; 
Tuompson] rose apparently with a predetermin- 
ation to find fault with everything emanating '' 
from the Administration.. He began with de- | 
nouncing as most extraordinary the manner in | 
which this bill was introduced. Sir, I have al- | 
ready atated that it was introduced in the usual | 
manner, and I challenge any gentleman to prove | 
the contrary.. He then objects to the bill for be- ‘' 
ing in dribblets. What would the gentleman 
have? Does he wish that we should vote at once 
the sums which may, in a series of years, be 
expended in each of the nayy-yards? Sir, it | 
-would be ia vain to attempt to please any person || 
-who is resolved upon being displeased. Ti make 
.our nayy-yarda what they ought to be would re- 
quire an appropriation ten times as t asthe 
‘present estimates. Suppose such a bill had been 
introduced, and I ask what would have been the 
Janguage of that gentleman.and of those who act 
-with him? We should have heard the changes 
rung upon bribery, corruption, and extravagance; 
and wasteful expenditure, in goad set phrases; 
and the Administration would have been asked, 
and very pertinently too, why it deviated from 
the beaten track in asking for greater appropria- 
tons than it, was possible to expend -during the 
rear? "a TUS aes ` : 
The gentleman gays that the appropriations 
are not fairly distributed, and his observations 
are calcylated ta produce a state of irritation at | 
the South, by instilling the very unfoanded. şus- 
‘picion that justice has not been done to that sec- 
-tion of the United States in the expenditure of the 
-revenue. In order to establish this position, he 
is reduced to the necessity of making a novel | 
and somewhat remarkable division of the United 
States, The twelve Atlantic States, from Maine 
-to Virginia, inclusive, he calis the North Atlantic; 
North Carolina, South Carolina, Georgia, and 
ithe eastern shore of: Florida, to Cape Sable, he 
-calls the South Atlantics. and from Cape Sable to 
‘the Sabine, he denominates the Gulf district. He 
considers Maryland and Virginia unworthy to be 
„classed with South Carolina. : He has cast them 
„of from the South, and has-joined them to the 
eastern and middle States. Sir, I accept the 
‘division. The eastern and middle States are 
steady and willing to be classed with the ancient 
-dominion; her services in the early days of our 
Republic, in the days of trial and peril, can never 
:be forgotten; we take pride in her great men of 
„those days, and we claim them as the common 
.Property of our country.. The. gentleman has 
divided the States to suit his purposes; but will 
-they atay divided? Will North. Carolina suffer 
-herself to be cut off from her old agsociates ?— 
‘North. Carolina, whose conduct as a member of 
‘this Confederacy, is a model for the imitation of 
„the other States;. contented, magnanimous, mod- 
-erate in her demands, and never urging. them 
withimportunity; neither rash, norboisterous, nor 


sir, never! Is there any greater hope of Georgia? 
Ask her Representatives and the Pill tell oa 
it is equally forlorn. Even Florida disclaims all 
wish to avail herself of the invidious partition. 
She complains not of partiality; she declares, 
through her Delegate, that she is satisfied with 


|i the treatment she has received from her eastern 


: friends, she asks not for sueh help, nor such 


defenders. What, then, has become of this 
southern Atlantic division? Renounced by North 
Carolina, repudiated by Georgia, rejected by 
Florida; what is there left of it? In the expressive 
phraseology of the West, there is left hardly a 
grease spot! 0 O ; 

In order to make out his charge of partiality in 
the expenditure of the revenue, the gentleman 
from South Carolina gives to the North Atlantic 
all the expenditures for the Navy. Is it come to 
this? Is the Navy, for the purposes of party, to 
be made a sectional concern? Does the honor, 
which radiates from our flag wherever the stars 
and auripes are seen to float, belong exclusively 
to the North? , Are the skill, and the valor, and 
the illustrious deeds of our small. but truly gallant 
Navy the pride and the property of only the north- 
ern portion of the Confederacy? Is the respect 


i which the renown of that Navy has inspired for 


-Impetuous,-nor vain-glorious, she vaunts not her- 
self; and, satisfied with her honorable rank among 
her sister States, looks calmly down upon. the 
turbulence of her southern neighbor. ill she 
give herconsenttothis arbitrary division? Never, 


the United States, wherever. waves can waft,or | 


winds blow, a sectional concern? Sir, the gen- 
tleman from South Carolina may refuse to Ba 


any portion for his State, but I trust she will-not || 


regard him as a faithful. Representative, in this 
particular, of her opinions or her feelings; and 
sure I am that there is not another. State in: the 
Union that will.be willing to relinquish its share 
of the imperishable glory which that Navy, com- 


mon, to ug all, cherished by us all, has shed over 


the whole United States! . Sir, ypon examination 
of the. Navy.Register, | find that, there. is. not:a 
State or Territory which.hags not contributed 
officers to thé naval service; and where are eur 
ships. employed? . At the North? Noy sir! upon 
-the shores of pe gulf frontier of the United States; 
in the West Indies; in the Mediterranean; on thg 
coasts of Brazil.and Africa; in the Pacific, and in 
the East Indies; everywhere protecting our com- 
merce, giving security to oar: mariners, and ex- 
tending the name and the fame. of aur country. 
With what Propriety, then, can the appropriation 
-for our Navy be called a sectional appropriation? 

Then, sir, there are the expenses of the five re- 
eruiting stations which are to-be ¢harged against 
the North. These are established at Boston, New 
York, Philadelphia, Baltimore,and Norfolk, And 


i! where else, let me. ask, should they be placed? 


They arg placed in those ports where most sea- 
men are to be found for the service of the Navy, 


and it would be idle to place them elsewhere. 


Of what avail would it be to have a recruiting 
‘station at Charleston or Pensacola, where, out of 
six thousand seven hundred and six seamen who 


. were registered in the different ports of the Uni- 
.ted States, only 
| Charleston, and only twenty-three at Pensacola? 


forty-seven: were. registered at 


Another reason for not shipping our seamen at 
these ports, if indeed another reason were want- 
ing, is equally conclusive.. It is, that the wages 
of seamen in the South are so high, that it would 


.be inconsistent with economy to ship them; for 


it would be impossible to procure them at the rate 
which is paid in the northern Atlantic ports. Sir, 


while the complaint was fresh upon the lips of 


the gentleman from South Carolina, a letter was 
received at the Navy Department from the com- 
mandant of the navy-yard at Pensacola, giving 
information that, in consequence of slave labor 
being at seventeen dollars, he could not procure 
seamen for twelve dollars the month,!(the price 
allowed in the Navy,) and asking leave to pro- 
cure them at the former price. - > : 
And while upon the subjeet of wages, permit 
me to notice the position taken by the. gentleman 
from South Carolina—that, in consequence of the 
cheapness of slave labor, the expense of ship 
building is much less at the South than at the 
North. . Sir, according to the old saying, ‘an 
ounce of practice is worth a pound of theory.” 
An experiment was made of the cost of building 
at our several ports. The John Adams was built 
at Charleston, and the Adams was built at New 


York. These vessels were of the same size. 
The cost of the former was $113,505 72, and the 


cost of the latter was $76,622 27; the expense of 
j the Charleston vessel exceeding that of the New 
| York vessel $36,883 45. The frigate Philadelphia 
| was built at Philadelphia, and cost $179,549; the 
: frigate Chesapeake was built at Norfolk and cost 
| $220,677. These frigates were of equal size, and 
| the difference of cost in favor of the northern 
) frigate was $41,128. The frigate President, which 
was built at New York, was four hundred tons 
, larger than the Chesapeake, and cost only $233 
more. The comparison in every instance is in 
i favor of building at the North; and yet we are 
__ to be told that economy requires that we should 
build at the South. 
| The result was the same in the construction of 
| the docks.at Norfolk and Boston. These docks 
ii are-of the same size, and are built of the same 
ji materials; the one in Boston cost, in round num- 
‘bers, $677,000, and the dock at Norfolk cost 
| $950,000. Iam aware that a part of this differ- 
ence may have arisen from difference in the cost 
_ of materials, from greater difficulty in excavation, 
‘and in preparing the bottom of the dock for the 
| reception of the masonry; but certainly a fair 
| object of comparison is the cost of the Tabor in 
the masonry of the two docks. The labor in the 
meaonry of the dock at. Boston.cost $123,502 60, 
and at Norfolk $201,816 79, or sixty-three per 
cent. more. «Soon after I had become acquainted 
with the fact of this great. difference, I had an 
opportunity of asking the cause of it of the able 
gngineer under whose superintendence both docks 
were. constructed.: He-told me it was because 
more work was done for the same money at the 
North; that though the nominal price of labor 
' was less at Norfolk than at Baston, yet the dif- 
| ference in the amount of labor performed was 
much greater in favor of the latter. 

The gentleman complains of the Administra- 
tion because a dry dock has not been constructed 
at Pensacola, and. insists that authority was given 
‘ for this purpose nine years ago. Sir, authority 
| was given at that time to-the President by law, 
viz: en March 3, 1827, to cause -two dry-docks 
to be constructed—one to the north, and the other 
to the.south of the Potomac; and in the exercise 
of the discretion confided to him, the navy-yards 
of Charlestown, near Boston, and of Gosport, 
near Norfolk—the latter being the extreme point 
of our coast towards the south where there was 
water sufficient for our large ships—were selected 
for, the sites of the two docks, which were begun 
in 1827, and finished in 1833; and the. require- 
ments of the law were thus complied with. Upon 
what ground, then, does the gentleman assert 
that authority exists for constructing.a dry-dock 
at Pensacola? . He tells-us, with a sneer, that the 
Navy Department appears to be ignorant of this 
fact; and weil may it be so, for no such fact 
exists. 

Not only, sir, were there no inetructions given 
‘by Congress for the construction of a dock at 
Pensacola, but it is also evident that no such in- 
tention existed; for, in the very law to which I 
have referred, and in the next. section to that 
which authorizes the two docks which have been 
built, we find this authority is given to the Pres- 
ident: ‘ to cause the necessary examinations and 
‘inquiries to be made, to ascertain the practica- 
-< bility and expediency of erecting a marine rail- 
‘ way for the repair of sloops of war and other 
‘ vessels of an inferior class, at. Pensacola; and 
‘if it should appear from such inquiry and ex- 
‘ amination, that such railway would be useful to 
‘the Navy, and can be constructed at a reason- 
able expense, that he cause the same to be con- 
< structed.” Now, is it not apparent from this 
section, that it did not enter into the intention of 
Congress to have Pensacola selected for one of 
the d ry-docks? Congress was too wise tô under- 
take a work of that magnitude where there was 
‘not sufficient water to float our large vessels; but 
as there was sufficient water for our sloops, and 
other vessels of an inferior class, provision was 
made for a railway upon which they might be 

aired. 
ill it be asked why this has not been done? 
The answer is, that, under an eastern President 
and undera Secretary of the Navy from the mid- 
dle States, the necessary inquiries and examina- 
tions were instituted; but then came a change of 
administration, the Secretary from the North 
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Atlantic was removed and his place was supplied | 
by a Secretary from the South Atlantic, a polit- ! 
ical friend of the gentleman from South Carolina. 
What course does he take? This South Atlantic ; 
Secretary will surely take care of the South, and 
the railway will be erected with all possible des- 
patch! Is it so? Sir, if you will turn to the 
report of Mr. Secretary Branch you will see that, 
after referring to the report of the engineer who 
had been appointed to make the examination, he 
says: ‘Ut has not been deemed advisable since 
t the receipt of the report to take any new order 
‘on the subject, in consequence of the great diffi- 
“culties and heavy expense attendant upon its . 
‘construction as therein represented.” By ref- 
erence to the report of the very able and practical 


engineer who was employed, it will be seen that |: 


the difficulties to be overcome were not of a char- 


pense, including an allowance of twenty-five per 

cent. for contingencies, was estimated at only 

$77,682. Truly, a Secretary of the Navy from | 
the South Atlantic does not appear to be of much 

avail to Pensacola, and the Gulf section would 

fare better in the hands of an enemy from the 

North, than under the nursing care of such a 
‘friend as this from the South. 

But I have not yet done with Pensacola, of | 
which the gentleman from South Carolina has 
made himself the champion. He calls upon us | 
to appropriate two million nine hundred and fifty | 
thousand dollars for that yard, and threatens us | 
with the loss of the regular appropriation bill for | 
the usual purposes of the Navy unless this be | 
granted, Sir, this threat sounded harsh upon my | 


ear: it was out of place. The gentleman will ` 


learn, if he should make the attempt, that the 

House of Representatives of the United States is | 
not to be operated upon by such influences. This ' 
House will give much from reasonable consider- | 
‘ations: it may, too often, perhaps, give from 

kindness. But, sir, it never has had, and I trust | 
it never will have, a boon extorted from it by a | 
menace. Sir, even if there were-danger in the | 
threat, I would tell the gentleman that he would, : 
by making it, injure, rather than promote, the : 
object he has in view. But, sir, it is harmless; ` 


there is no terror in it. I am confident that upon | 


reflection the gentleman himself would revolt at 
such a proceeding, and would be the last to sus- | 
-tain such a proposition. What! because this 
House will not agree to introduce into an ordinary 
appropriation bill an appropriation of a most -. 
extraordinary character—an appropriation unpa- | 
ralleled in extravagance, which has not been rec- |, 
ommended by the executive branch of this Gov- 
ernment, or examined by a committee of the 
legislative—-because the House objects to an ap- | 
propriation of this amount, introduced in this | 
manner, the pledged faith of the nation is to be 
violated, and our officers and sailors are to remain | 
unpaid! Sir, there is not a member of this body 
who will defend so monstrous a suggestion ! 

I have said that this appropriation would be of , 
extravagance without a parallel. It is so by the | 
gentleman’s own showing. There have already 
been expended upon the navy-yard at Pensacola | 
upwards of four hundred thousand dollars; and 
we are asked for nearly three millions more! | 
Undoubtedly this expenditure would render the 
Pensacola navy-yard the first in the United States, 

-gince it would be nearly, if not quite, as much as 
‘the aggregate of the expenditures upon our two 
-most important yards, namely, those at Norfolk 
-and Boston, from the-time of their purchase up 
to the present day! Notso, sir. This appro- 
priation, the gentleman tells us, will only serve 
to place Pensacola upon a footing with the least 

-of the Atlantic navy-yards. 
I take the gentleman’s own assertions, and [I 


ask the committee whether they are prepared to |. 


expend upon Pensacola nearly as much as the 


whole cost of the navy-yards at Boston and Nor- |! 


folk, when all that they can promise themselves 
from such an expenditure is to put it on a footing 
with the navy-yard at Philadelphia, which has 
not cost one twenticth part of that sum? But the 


honorable gentleman has not done justice to Pen- || 


sacola; he has derived his information from some 
source which is unworthy of reliance; he has 
-been grossly deceived. 


|! of committees from being made. 


He tells us, also, that not even a long-boat can 
be repaired there. If his information on this 
head is from the same quarter, I cannot place any 
dependance upon it; and it would seem strange 
indeed if, after an expenditure of between four 


and five hundred thousand dollars upon that yard, |. 


it were in so destitute a condition as he asserts. 
If it were so, what must we think of Pensacola? 
The whole amount expended upon all our navy- 
yards, except Washington, prior to February, 
1806, was as follows: 

Portsmouth. ...0ccce cece cece ce cree $33,249 07 
Boston. ce ccc cccccerccsecrscecesees 80,521 94 
New York...... cee ceccerceseesess 89,555 50 
Philadelphia. ...2...ccceeeeeeeesees 41,180 84 
Norfolk... .ccccccccsccccecesessces 52,748 78 


| $297,256 13 
acter that would have prevented a northern Sec- | = 
retary from going ahead, and that the whole ex- ` 


There have been expended at Pensacola 

, $419,748 05, being $122,491 92 more than was 
expended on the five yards above enumerated, 
from their creation to 1806; and yet we had con- 

| trived to keep our sh 
| state of efficiency: 
on] 
` which are unsurpassed by any vessels that we 
have since built—which freed us from paying 
| tribute to the Barbary Powers, and gave so good 
ian account of the English heart of oak. Now, 
‘if, after so great an expenditure as has been made 
| at Pensacola, there should exist such alamentable 
| deficiency as the gentleman from South Carolina 
| would have us believe, it must be occasioned either 


e were able to repair not 


i 
i 
| 
i 


cumstances, the practicability of deepening the 
water ought not to be ascertained before we plunge 
headlong into an expense of millions, which would 
| be useless unless that object can be effected—un- 
' less, indeed, the committee should be disposed to 
aid the views of speculators, without regard to 
the public interest. 
It was painful to me to hear what seemed to be 
the crowning reason for the lavish expenditure 
which has been urged upon us. It was distinctly 


' stated that the ‘* Sop to Cerberus”? was not suf- 


pe of war in avery tolerable ` 


| by a wasteful expenditure of the appropriations, | 


which I am not disposed to admit without con- 
clusive evidence, when I recollect the high char- | 
' acter of the officers who have been stationed | 


' there: or else it must have arisen from the entire 


am equally unprepared to allow. 
But this navy-yard, for the culpable neglect of 


our long-boats, but those noble frigates, || 


unfitness of the place for a navy-yard, which I |, 


ficiently large. This was an unusual sound to 
_be borne on southern breezes. The gentlemen 
who have heretofore represented the interests of 
| the South may have been rash—may have been 
impetuous, but they always manifested a gener- 
ous spirit. Ambition may have been theirs— 
' towering, overweening ambition—but it was un- 
tainted with avarice. Their views with regard 
to the national sa eal were liberal, enlight- 
ened, patriotic. They would have indignantly 
repelled the proposition of working by the rule- 
| of-three, to ascertain whether the South had re- 
; ceived its share of expenditures. 
| ir, it is irksome to me to take such a view of 
the subject. For my own part, I ask not where 
the revenue has been expended; whether in the 
North or the South, the East or the West. I 
only ask that it may be expended in the most 
judicious manner. In saying this I speak not 
my own sentiments alone; but I consider myself 
| the organ of the State which I have, in part, the 
| honor to represent. Maine never has been ob- 
trusive with her claims, and she never will be. 
The third State in point of tonnage, furnishin 
a large proportion of the seamen of the Unite 
States, and with more good harbors than can be 
found in all the other States of the Confederacy, 
‘ she has but a small proportion of your naval off 
cers; nota fort of any importance to defend her 


‘numerous bays and harbors, and not a navy- 


, which the Administration is to be made respons- . 


‘ible, has received ite full share of attention and 
| expenditure since its establishment 
evident from the following facts. During the 
| eleven years which have elapsed since the estab- 
lishment of the yard at Pensacola, the whole 


dry-docks, on -the six Atlantic navy-yards, has 
‘-been $2,395,074 95, being, on an average, about 
: $399,179 16 for each yard; while the amount ex- 
pended on Pensacola is $419,748 05, or upwards 
of twenty thousand five hundred dollars more 
than the average. The average estimate for Ports- 
mouth, New York, Philadelphia, and Washing- 
ton in the bill now before the committee is only 


: $50,132 50; while the amount proposed for Pen- 


sacola is $64,000. In addition to this sum, the 
Committee on Naval Affairs have recommended 
an appropriation of $200,000 for constructing a 
hydraulic dock or a marine railway, and for re- 


| moving the bar at the entrance of the bay of Pen- 
i sacola. i ] 
seemed to think that it was the potency of his , 


The gentleman from South Carolina 


| thunder which had brought this appropriation to 
| the view of the House, and I am sorry to 
| obliged to disturb his self-complacency. ‘fhe bill 
for this improvement was decided on by the com- 


us with his views; and I had been prevented from 

reporting it to the House by the question of the 
i North Carolina election, which, it will be remem- 
bered, prevented for a number of days the reports 
So far as I am 

individually concerned, I can assure the gentle- 
| man that the course pursued by him in this de- 
| bate, if it had produced any effect whatever, would 
: have retarded instead of accelerating the action 


of the committee. Sir, the Committee on Naval 
Affairs agreed unanimously that the experiment 
of removing the bar at Pensacola was worthy of 
trial, but they are by no means so confident in 
the result as the gentleman from South Carolina. 
He refers to the successful experiment which has 
been made in removing the bar at Nantucket, as 
an earnest of what may be expected at Pensacola; 


the attempt to remove the bar at Nantucket has 


' proved to be an entire failure. I hope that it may 
be otherwise at Pensacola; but I put it to the good 
sense of the committee whether, under these cir- 


amount of expenditures, exclusive of those for | 


, as will be ; 


mittee many days before the gentleman favored | 


be - 


yard upon her extended coast. I say not this 
as a matter of complaint, but rather of pride. I 
rejoice that our citizens can take care of them- 
selves; that they exercise their industry at home, 
instead of besetting the Executive for appoint- 
¿ments in the Army and Navy, or in the public 
offices at the seat of Government; that they pay 
their share of the revenue of the country; ay, 
sir, and scot and lot, too, without complaining 
| that it is not expended within our borders. She 
has increased, and is increasing, rapidly in wealth 
and in population, unaided by the favors of the 
General Government. She cares not for your 
patronage, and she scorns to ask for it. Look 
in your public offices here, and how many citi- 
zens of Maine will you find, from the heads of 
Departments down to the most insignificant of 
your clerks? Sir, amid the whole host I know 
of but one! Let us compare the number of offi- 
cers of the Navy furnished by commercial Maine 
and by the plantation State of South Carolina. 


‘| The former has a free white population, accord- 


` ing to the last census, of three hundred and nine- 
ty-cight thousand two hundred and sixty; the 
_latter of two hundred and fifty-seven thousand 
eight hundred and sixty-three. The whole num- 
ber of captains, commanders, lieutenants, and 
` midshipmen in the Navy are seven hundred and 
eighty-five, of which the proportion of South 
Carolina, according to her free white population, 
would be nineteen, and of Maine twenty-nine; 
‘but South Carolina has forty, and Maine has 
‘twenty. The former has double her proportion; 
the latter has nearly one third less than she is 
: entitled to! 
i The gentleman complains of the monstrous 
inequality in the disbursements for fortifications, 
and in the distribution of our forts and garrisons. 
Sir, I‘confess myself at a loss to comprehend him. 
If he had said that the North had a right to com- 
plain, and that the South Atlantic and Gulf fron- 
tier had received more than their share, he would 
heve the advantage of being sustained by existing 
facts. When we get to talking about shares, (sir, 
I detest the word,) we must first determine upon 


' what these shares are to be founded. Shall they 
i but he was very unfortunate in his example, for : 


be in proportion to the population, or to the num- 
ber aad ifaportance of the ports to be defended, 
_or of the magnitude of the commerce to be pro- 
i tected? Take either, take all—the result will still 
' be the same. 
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The North Atlantic frontier of the gentleman | May, 1834, to ‘* William Lavall, his heirs and 


comprises the sea-board of the AtlanticStates from 


and Gulf frontiers comprehend the shores of 
North Carolina, South Carolina, Georgia, Florida, | 
Alabama, and Louisiana. The first division con- | 
gists of twelve States, who have upon this floor | 
one hundred and forty-two Representatives; the 
Jatter is composed of five States and one Terri- 
tory, having thirty-nine Representatives and one 
Delegate. Tha expenditures for fortifications | 
have been as follows: 


North Atlantic frontier. «e... e e e e $5,830,886 00 | 


South Atlantic and Gulf.......... 4,527,227 00 


ividing these sums by States and Represent- į 
SNe EI if P | and Richard Roe. 


atives, the following result is produced: 


For each State of the North Atlantic..$485,907 17 ` 


For each State and Territory of the . 


i Focccvcace 5 
South Atlantic and Gul € PLIL _ Let the committee say whether there be any more 


For each Representative of the North 

Atlantic... cccccccccseecseccce. 41,062 58 
For each Representative of the South ' 

Atlantic and Gulf. ............s. 113,680 67. 
_ Butif we wish to see a specimen of ‘‘ monstrous 
inequality,” we must compare the five Atlantic 
States of New England with the five States and 
the Territory. of the South Atlantic and Gulf. 

New South Atlan- ` 
$ Engiand. ticandGulf. ` 
White population... as a.. 1,653,564 1,325,534 
Ports of entry. ..eseeeeee . 33 


94 Richmond, Va. 


le sea-DO: É m |: assigns, forever, in free and common socage.” 
Maine to Virginia, inclusive; the South Atlantic 


It is called in the grant “ a plantation or tract of 
land,” and it is granted with all woods, trees, 
and appurtenances thereunto belonging. Woods 
and trees upon a sand bank covered with salt 
water could hardly be expected, and the only 
appurtenances are the constructions of the United 
States. This grant has arrested the progress of 


the work, and if such impediments are inter- | 


posed, however unintentionally, by the State 


' authorities, it does appear to me that the Admin- | 


istration will stand excused, even if it should not 
be over-zealous in renewing its operations until 
itis made secure from the assaults of John Doe 


The gentleman from South Carolina says, that 
this gross, this monstrous inequality exists in 
the distribution of arsenals, forts, and garrisons.” 


foundation for thie complaiat than for the others. 
There are seventeen arsenals, whieh are thus dis- 
tributed: . 


North Atlan- South Ailentic Lakes and West- 
tic, 8. and Galf, 4. ern waters, 5. 
Augusta, Maine. Augusta, Ga. ` Vergennes, Ver- 
Watertown, Mass. Mt. Vernon, Ala. mont, near Lake 
: Watervliet, N.Y. Appalachiola, Fl.  Champain. 
! Frankfort, Penn. Baton Rouge, La. Detroit, Mich. 


Pikesville, Md. 
Wasbington, D.C. 
Fort Monroe, Va. 


Rome, N.Y., near 
. Lake Ontario. 
Pittsburg, Pa., on 
the Ohio. 
St. Louis, Mo. . 


Porta wher, ms P A e Such are the positions of the arsenalis. The 

is considered necessar 115 44. honorable gentleman from South Carolina, how- 
Tonnage of vessels built). 95,145 ` 4648 ever. places twelve on the North Atlantic, which 
Tonnane of vessels owned. aa > | he could only effect by transporting Lake Cham- 

exclusive of steamboats, 807,425 88,900 | Plain, Lake Michigan, Lake Ontario and the rivor 
Tonnage of vessels en- ork Ohio, to the Atlantic coast. > — — 

tered D 448,592 269,796 |: | Let us: now examine the distribation of our 
Fori completed. sss sess. A >~r g | forts, posts, and garrisons. The Army of the 
Cost of fons completed... *  42,890;890 | United’States consists of one handred and six- 
Forts under construction. . og eee || teen companies, which are distributed among 


Expended upon forts un- |. at 
der construction....««.§1,119,678 $1,726,537 
Let me crave the attention of the committee to 

a comparison between complaining South Caro- 


lina and uncomplaining Maine: 


Maine. poe, j 
Free white popnienon e... 398,260 257,863 
Tonnage of vessels. built, i 

79 for l.cceccensescees 51,687 650 
Tonnage of vessels. owned, 

exclusive of steamboats, 

18 for lessccccccsesceee 225,297 12,238 
Tonnage of vessels-enter- | . 

ing, 27 for 10..s..ae e.. 151,281 54,259 
Ports of entry, 4 for 1.... 12 3 
Hospital money collected, 

Br for leeseveeceseecee $4,071 71 $870 42 
Forts finished,...+.ecerese - 1 
Forts under construction, - Bho 8i 
Expended upon forts un- 

der construction.. see.» e - $324,426 


But though so much has been expended upon 
the fortifications of Charleston harbor, itis not the 
fault of the Administration that the expenditures 
have not been still greater. The operations on 
Fort Sumter, which is nearly in the center of 
the lower part of Charleston harbor, have been 
suspended since the month of November, 1834. 
The general pesition and character of this. work 
were decided upon daring the adwinistration of 
the War Department. by a distinguished. gentle- 
man cf the b; the first appropriation for the 
fortifications in Charleston harbor were made in 
1828, and active operations on Fort Sumter were 
begun in 1829, since which period the werk had 
steadily advanced, and as rapidly as the nature 
of it would permit. It. was founded on a: sand 
bank, or shoal, no part of which was ever left 
bare at the lowest tides, and over much of which 
the water is never less than eight or ten feet deep. 
This shoal, after having been selected for the 

sition of a fort under the administration of the 

ar Department.by a distinguished citizen of 
that State, after it had been occupied by the Gov- 
ernment of the United States for more than five 
years, and the foundation of the fort had begun 
to show itself above. the water, was granted b 


y 
the State of South Carplina, on the Sth day of 


| fifty-two forts and-posts as ‘follows: 


| 


>e, T o o. andposts : panies 
North Atlantic. ...csenseae l5. +. 220 
South Atlantic and Gulf. .. 18 27 
Lake and Western frontier, 19 67 
B2 n6 


Before the reduction of the Army, when. we 


. had a southern Secretary, the Army, exclusive 


of the staff, amounted to nine thousand one. hune 
dred and.eighty-nine officers: and men;. of whom 
two thousand six hundred and sixty-seven were 
stationed en the. North Atlantic.. We had then 


; twenty-nine per cent. of the Army in that section 


| 


of the country. The proportion has since been 
reduced to nineteen per cent. Before the gentle- 
man made this complaint againat the. Adminis- 
tration, he would ‘have done well. to have cone 


| sulted his friend, the former Secretary.. 


The gentleman mentions a fact, and leaves it 
to others ta draw their own inferences... “For 
once,” he a, ‘in. the history. of our Govern- 
ment, all the heads of Departments charged with 
our internal affairs are from. the favorite. North.” 
Sir, I have shown that, in relation to the Navy, 
the South had no reason to exult in the southera 
Secretary; and the reference I have just made 
with relation to the distribgtion of the Army is 
conclusive, that under. the present Secretary the 
North is. not so much favored. as. it was when 
that Department was administered by a. distinr 
guished citizen of South Carolina. hat, then, 
is the fair inference to be drawn? rong not 
that any undue partiality has. been.-manifested 
by the Administration towards. tha narghern seer 
tion of the Confederacy.. Permit me, in my.turn, 
to mention a fact, and. to leave it to others to draw 
the inference from it. For once in the history of 
our Government, the Departments are distributed 
with some show of equality; and the gentleman 
from South Carolina finds cause for remark, if 
not for complaint, in this distribution. Sir, how 
was it when this Administration came into power? 
Let it be. borne in mind that the President was 
from the Southwest, and that the Vice President 
was from the South. How were the Cabinet offi- 
cers distributed then? Two were from the Sduth, 
two from the Soushweet, and two from the mid- 


die States. This “ monstrous inequality‘ does 

not exist at present; for each section of the coun- 

try is represented in the Cabinet. The Secretary 

of State is from the South, the Secretary of the 
Treasury is from the Ensi, the Secretary, of War 
| from the Northwest, the Secretary of the Navy 
; and the Attorney General from the middle States, 
‘and the Postmaster General from the southwest. 
| Sir, I consider the present, like the former dis- 

tribution, to have been the effect of chance; for I 
! do not believe that it belongs to the character of 
|: the President to be-influenced by calculations of 
i! this nature; he is above them. . 
Sir, I will mention -but one other complaint 
i| made by the. honorable gentleman from South 
' Carolina. Itis the coast survey, which hag not 
| yet extended te the South. Now, I presume the 
! pontian will admit that there ought not to be 
‘half a dozen places of beginning; at least such 

was-the opinion in 18}6, when it was undertaken, 
| and when Long Island was selected as the locality 
i forabage line. . The triangulation wag commenced 
| i the following year, when two distingaished 
i citizens of Georgia and South Carolina were 
| members of the Cabinet, and was suspended in 
; the year 1818, in consequence of the repeal of 
the law by which the survey was authorized. In 
1832, the act to provide for the coast survey was 
revived, and it was.consideted expedient.to recom- 
mence the work where it wes ok off, the. pror 
priety of which no pne will undertake to dispute, 
| It ia proceeding towards. the Seuth,.and-in due 
! time will reach South Carolina. _ The gentlemen 
asks, why has not the southern and Gulf frontier 
been expjosed?, My answer ia, that jt has been 
explored, andi not only so, but that greet attention 
has-been paid to the survey of that coast, Sir, 
the following: ia a listef the places surveyed to 
the south of Cape Hatteras, viz: Ocracoess,-Beaur 
forty (North Carolina,) Cape.:Lookout. Shoals, 
Cape Fear river, Fryingpan Shoals, Charleston, 
Savannah, St, Augustine, St..Mary’s, St. John’s 
river, Key West, Dry Fortugas, St. Joseph’s, 
| Pensacola, Mobile, and the whole coaat ef Louis- 
iana has been examined ás far as the river Atcha- 


falaya. ; ; A 

The gentleman from South Carolina has had 
the complaisance to inform us of the rate at which 
he values hie vote. If we will erect three armosies 
somewhere or other, (for really the gentleman 
hes not told.us exactly, where,) nine argepala at 
places of his selection, a navy-yard-at Charles- 
ton or Port: Royal, and another. on the-noast of 
Georgia, an extensive yard.at Pensacola, with a 
dry-dock, and materials for building the: largest 
ships, a naval station at Key West, and a perfect 
Moro. Castle there—‘ let all-this-be done,” says 
the gentleman, ‘aad. he will not withhold any- 
thing that may be reasonably required by the 
North;”’ in other words, make idle, useless ex- 
penditures, wherever my caprice may dictate, 
and then I will grant the North whatever I iay 
consider reagongble!. Sir, the enunciation: of suc 
a proposition.ig the beat answer te it! 

The gentleman would fain persuade us that 
there are admirable sityationa: for navy-yarda on 
his south Atlantic frontier. kie says that G 
ton, Port Royal, and Brunewick,. nt every 

ible advantage.. Ther¢ are, however, two 
important defiqiencies which he has entirely over- 
looked; namely the want of water aad she want 
of shipcarpenters., All thrae ara barred harbors; 
there 16. not -water.at theentrance of the: kest of 
them. for a frigates. and at Charleston theag is-not 
enough for.even qur large sloops-of-war... With 
regard. to. another Moro Castle at Key Went, I 
‘would.observe thet if it should be thought, neces- 
sary to.nelect awe of the Florida keys, the Dry. 
Tortugas offer.a better harbor and + healthier 
gitustion.. But.it would be well to pause before 
we ingraft a preject.of this -kind upon an appro- 
priation bill. There cannot be a doubt that either 
of the positions are feyorably situated for con- 
trolling the commerce ofthe leaward West India 
islands; but would it therefore be advisable to 
erect fortifications upon either of them? Would 
Great Britain permit us to bridle her commerce 
‘with her islands in the Caribbean sea? Sir, she 
has gone to war an a lesa occasion. She might 
permit us to expend some eight or ten millions in 
fortifieations, but she would then. take possession 
lof them for herself. An insular establishment, 
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like the one in question, can only belong to the 
greatest naval Power, unless through sufferance. 
Your castles would no more withstand the force 
of Great Britain than did the Moro Castle of the 
Spaniards in 1762. Or if it were possible to ren- 
der them impregnable by assault, the slow but 
sure process of blockade would cause the meteor 
flag of England to float upon their battlements as 
it did upon those of Malta. Sir, it is enough for 
us that these formidable positions belong to the 
United States, and cannot be occupied by an 
enemy to our annoyance, unless we should be 
mad enough to erect fortifications there ourselves. 
The gentleman from South Carolina, though | 
so eager for large appropriations at the South, : 
recommends that we should waitat the North for 
a reduction of the high rate of wages. As my 
honorable colleague spoke of the gentleman’s 
classical attainments, he will permit me to remind ° 
him of the rustic in Horace who waited for the 
river to pass by. While countless millions of 
acres remain unoccupied within the limits of our 
Republic, the high price of labor must continue. 
It would be as reasonable to wait for the passing , 
by of the stream of the Father of Waters—the | 
mighty Mississippi—in order to traverse the bed | 
of that river dry shod, as to postpone our prep- 


arations for defense until the rate of wages in | 
this country shall be diminished. The citizen of || 


our Republic spurns at the thought of being a | 
bondsman, and will not brook a taskmaster. | 
Hardy, persevering, and industrious, with his ax | 
on his shoulder, he journeys to the far West, and | 
with a strong arm and stout heart, he hews for 
himself a home and independence, a competency 
and even affluence, in the forests of that favored 
region. While this spirit endures, the demand 
for labor will exceed the supply, and the high rate 
of wages will be sustained. And who is there , 
that would wish to have a change come over the | 
irit of our citizens? Sir, it is of more avail for 
the preservation of liberty than all your parch- 
ments; it is the only safeguard of our Republic. 


The gentleman from Tennessee (Mr. BELL] :, 
seems to have compared notes with the gentleman | 


from South Carolina: they both harp 
same string. Fault must be found with the Ad- 
ministration; and a fault has been discovered by 


the former gentleman for which I was not pre- | 


ared. It is that contractors are found at the | 
orth who will furnish sugar to the Navy 
cheaper than it can be supplied at New Orleans! 
Now, sir, if this were the fact, I do not perceive 
that it affords a legitimate cause of complaint | 
against the Administration. The supplies for 
the Army and Navy are procured by contract, 
and the contractor who will furnish at the cheap- 
est rate has the preference, whether he belongs 
to the South or to the North. And if the citizens 
of New England should be satisfied with a smaller 
profit, or should be able to make better calcula- 
tions, and be enabled, in consequence, to engross 
the supply of our soldiers and sailors, with what 
reason—with what propriety, let me ask, can this 
be fashioned into a charge against this or any 
other Administration? lam disposed to believe 
that this will be found to be an enduring subject 
of complaint, and that even the rice of South Car- 
olina and the live-oak of Florida will be furnished 
by contractors of the eastern and middle States. 
But with regard to the article of sugar, which the 
honorable gentleman lays so much to heart, it 
gives me pleasure to relieve his anxiety by assur- 
ing him that it is not a component part of either 
the Army or the Navy rations. There is indeed 
a bill reported to the House, and referred to the 
Committee of the Whole, by which several ben- 
eficial changes are made in the Navy ration, and 
among others is one which gives to honest Jack 
an allowance of sugar and tea, instead of keeping 
him dependent for these two articles upon the 
urser. Now it is possible that this bill may not 
ave escaped the vigilance of the gentleman from 
Tennessee; and through his natural sagacity, or 
being possessed of the Scottish gift of second 
sight, he may have foreseen that this bill would 
become a law, and that the contract for groceries 
under it would be taken by some shrewd Yan- 
kee; and he therefore determined to lay an anchor 
to windward, as a sailor would say, and make 
his complaint now for what is to take place a 
year hence. TE en 


upon the ` 


| And 


Sir, I regret the effort which is made to excite 
jealousy and ill-feeling towards the North, by 
representing it as monopolizing the supply of the 
Navy. The contracts it may monopolize, but 
the furnishing of the supplies 1s beyond the con- 
trol of any contractor. The laws of nature can- 
not be changed by contracts. The Navy is sup- 

lied from every section of our widely-extended 

epublic. From the South are received the 
masts, the planks, the ship timber, the naval 
stores, the rice, tobacco, and sugar; from the 
western and middle States are furnished, I be- 
lieve, exclusively, the flour and whisky and iron, 
and from these States, and from New England, 
are supplied the gunpowder, the butter, cheese, 

ork, and beef. Sir, it may not be generally 
ae that even the far West contributes towards 


the supply of the latter article. The cattle which | 
are raised in that boundless region are driven to ` 


Ohio to revel in the luxuriant fertility of that 
favored State; and, when fattened, are driven to 
New York, and even to Boston, for the supply 
of those markets. The South, too, furnishes the 
cotton, which, in the eastern and middle States, 


is manufactured into sail-cloth for the hammocks |} 


and bags of our seamen, and the light sails of our | 


ships; and our canvas is made in New York and 
New Jersey, from foreign hemp, which is pur- 
chased by the exportation of our own produce. 
It is not the fault of the Administration that this 
article is not purchased in the western States. It 


Ho. or Reps. 


Value of vessels afloat and building.. $6,913,000 


Materials on hand........eeees...-. 5,762,310 
Dry-docks, improvements in navy- 

yards, and care of live-oak planta- 

tions, paid out of this fund........ 1,863,178 


In the Treasury, to meet existing and 
future engageMentS. cereveccceees 2,563,475 


$17,101,963 


Leaving a balance of $10,087,909, or half a 
million a year for the operation of deterioration 
and decay, to which the Navy like everything 
earthly is liable, and which cannot be avoided. 

Sir, I will not follow gentlemen any further 
through the mazes of this debate, not even to 
touch upon the favorite subject of the approach- 
ing election of President. I can say, inthe words 
of the admirable squire of the worthy knight of 
La Mancha, that ‘I neither make king, nor mar 
king.” That matter I leave to the people of the 
United States, to whom it rightfully belongs, not 
doubting their sagacity to detect and counteract 
the project which is on foot to deprive them of 
the privilege of electing their own Chief Magis- 
trate. But let me warn the friends of those can- 
didates who, having no other hope and no other 


; bond of union, are seeking to produce this result, 
| that even if success were to attend their machi- 


' nations—of which I can discover no prospect— 


will be preferred whenever our western brethren . 


shall see fit to water-rot it. The desire to use 
our own productions on board our ships of war 
has been carried to even a blamable excess. In 
order to propitiate the South, rice has been made 
a component part of the sailor’s ration. Now, it 
is well known to every Navy officer, that Jack 
has no fondness for this article of food; and that 


he grudges every drop of water which is used in - 


boiling it. We may, perhaps, be told that rice 


is good for the scurvy; and so it is; but tea is ; 


still better, and would, moreover, be highly ac- | fo 
i| pied the floor. 


ceptable to our mariners. 

Sir, my friend from Virginia, who preceded me 
in this debate, [Mr. Garuanp,] having alluded 
to what had fallen from one of his colleagues in 
a former debate, respecting the opinions of one 
of the Commissioners of the Navy, I feel myself 
called upon to do justice to that officer. The 


| conversation took place between the commis- 


sioner and two members of the Naval Committee, 


: of which I was one. It was free and unreserved, 


and was certainly not intended to be repeated. 


| If every word that is uttered by officers of Gov- 


ernment, not confidentially, but in the fullness 
of confidence, that private opinions and conversa- 
tions will not be divulged to the world, are to be 
trumpeted forth on this floor, the intercourse 
between those officers and the members of the 
House must soon become strictly official. The 
purport of the observations of the commissioner, 
as understood by me, was, that as France had 
for many years paid great attention to her Navy, 
we skoud. not at first contend on equal terms; 


that she could bring such a force to act against | 


us as would be an overmatch for the superior 


skill and bravery of our seamen; that three years | 


would be required to develop our resources; that 
the final issue would be favorable to the United 
States; and that no honor would be lost in the 
intermediate time. The impression made on my 
mind by the conversation was, thatit was intended 
for a stimulus to prompt and vigorous action, 
and for nothing more. 

In the attacks made about the same time upon 
the Navy, it was charged that $65,000,000 had 
been expended upon it since the war, and yet, 
that it was in a deplorable state. Now, the 
whole amount of appropriations since the peace 
of 1815, for the increase of the Navy, has been 
ONlYeesoooseesessosercessesoo a. e o 14,034,000 
Add amount of appropriations for re- 

9,495,872 


UIE PEE E E dee ie's 


And the value of our vessels in 1816.. 3,660,000 


ou will have the whole amount 
to be accounted for, which is... . .$27,189,872 


Hereare twenty-seven millions instead of sixty- 
-five, which are accounted for as follows: 


il worse than useless without officers. 


no advantage could accrue to them from it. Their 
administration would be a minority administra- 
tion, powerless for good or for evil, which, after 
a rickety, uncomfortable existence of four years. 
would sink into nothingness, under the oppro- 
brious rebuke of an indignant people. 

Mr. Chairman, it was my intention, before I 
sat down, to have alluded to the general interests 


| of the Navy, though perhaps not strictly in order 


on the discussion of this bill; but 1 have already 
trespassed upon the indulgence of the committee 
much longer than I intended, and I am warned to 
forbear by the time which I have already occu- 
I will not, however, resume my 
seat without expressing a hope, earnestly cher- 
ished, that there will be found a majority in this 
Congress who are disposed to render our Navy 


| more commensurate with the demands of our 


widely extended commerce, with our revenue, 
our population, and our boundless resources; and 
that some scheme may be devised to give promo- 
tion and active service to our officers of the inferior 
grades in the Navy, who are lingering on under 
our present system, sick at heart from hope lon 
deferred, and who will grow gray, wither, an 
sink through decrepitude into unknown graves, 
without the chance of arriving at the command 
of evena frigate! Sir, this picture may appear 
overcharged, but the colors and the pencil are 
those of stern, unvarying truth. 

In the five years from 1831 to 1835 inclusive, 
the promotions inthe Navy have been as follows: 
Nine commanders to be post captains, twenty- 
one lieutenants to be commanders, sixty-three 

assed midshipmen to be lieutenants, and two 
handred and twelve midshipmen to be passed 
midshipmen. There are at present forty com- 
manders, two hundred and fifty-seven lieutenants, 
and one hundred and ninety-nine passed midship~ 
men. At the present rate of promotion it will 
will require sixteen years to make a passed mid- 
shipman a lieutenant; sixty-one years more to 
make this lieutenant a commander; and twenty- 
two years more to make this commander a post 
captain. Nowallowing thata midshipman should 
enter into the service at the earliest age at which 
he ought to be received, which is fourteen years, 
and that he passes his examination at the ear- 
liest opportunity, which is after six years ser- 
vice, and, to use a phrase formerly much in vogue 
in New England, ‘* if he should live and do well, 
and God should spare his life,” he may at the 
ripe, patriarchal age of one hundred and nineteen 
years totter on the quarter-deck of a frigate of 
the second class, the junior captain in the Navy 
of the United States! . 

Sir, this requires amendment, and it must be 
looked to. We amass materials for building, 
but we neglect the personal of the Navy. So far 
as ships are concerned, a Navy may be created 
in twelve or eighteen months, but your ships are 
The story 
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of the French revolution is pregnant with instruc- 


nimity of sentiment as had been expressed, in 


tion in this respect. During that agitating period || Congress and out of Congress, in opposition to 


nerals were made, as if by inspiration, who 
affied and defeated the veteran marshals of the 
ancient Governments. Genius, kindled at the 
torch of enthusiasm, was found sufficient tosupply 
the place of experience. But it was not thus upon 
the ocean. Skill in seamanship, to be attained 
only by experience, is necessary to place 
ship to advantage alongside of the enemy, to keep 
e her in a favorable position, and to profit by any 
unforeseen changes that may occur, and then 
clear bull-dog fighting will do the rest. The 
French had the latter, but they could not acquire 
the former. Their old officers belonged to the 


nobility, and had emigrated, or were guillotined, ` 


and new ones could not be created on shore. The 
French fought upon the water even more desper- 
ately than apart land, but the tri-colored flag 
of the Republic and the Empire was constantly 
doomed to strike to the triple cross of her more 
skillful and equally daring rival. But something 
more than skill is required.- You must have the 
warm blood and the high pulse of youth. The 
caution of old age is not calculated for the ocean; 
por paui lieutenants are but of place on ship- 
rd. 


Sir, let me repeat ‘the hope that the Twenty- 
Fourth Congress will be the epocha for the estab- 
lishment of a permanent, self-regulating, self-cor- 
recting system for our Navy, which shall render 
the wooden walls of our Republic as renowned 
in story as the wooden Is of the nation to 
which we trace our origin, the Island Empire of 


the eastern world; our glorious mother, first in | 
the arts of war, first in the arts of peace, to | 


whom is given the proud destiny never to be 
surpassed, unless by this, her fairer daughter of 
the western hemisphere! Sir, with this hope I 
conclude. i : 


_ SLAVERY IN THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. _ 


_—_— 


SPEECH OF HON. B. BROWN, 
i OF NORTH CAROLINA, 


In THE Senate, March 7, 1836, 


On the Memorial of the Society of Friends, of Lancaster 
county, Pennsylvania, praying for the Abolition of S!avery 
in the District of Columbia. The question being on the 
reception of the Petition— 


Mr. BROWN said: Before the question on 
receiving the petition was taken, he owed it to 
himself, as well as to the importance of the sub- 
ject which they were about to decide on, to pre- 
sent s me additional views to those already given 
by him at an early period of the session in sup- 

ort of the vote which he felt it his duty to give. 

Sensibly alive as he was to everything which 
mich menace the great interests of the South; 
and fixed in his determination as he was to guard 
against every attempt, so far as he could, to in- 
terfere with those interests, yet he could not but 
express his regret at the exaggerated representa- 
tions which had been so often indulged in by 
gentlemen in the course of this debate, to prove 
that the abolition party (if party they could be 
called) had increased to a dangerous and alarm- 
ing extent. 

f (said Mr. B.) a southern planter had chanced 
to enter the Senate Chamber when the honorable 
gentleman from South Carolina [Mr. Prarstow] 
was addressing it on this subject a few days since, 
he would have imagined that a proposition for 
the immediate emancipation of slavery was under 
consideration; that a vital blow had already been 
aimed at the great interests of the South, which 
required the most determined and energetic resist- 
ance. What, sir, would have been his surprise, 
after hearing the eloquent picture of the dangers 
to which we were said to be exposed, when he 
had learnt that there was not only no sition 
of that kind made by any member, but that the 
doctrine of abolition was repudiated by almost 
every individual who had a seat in either of the 
Halls of Congress! He would venture to say, 
that on no question which had ever agitated the 
public mind, from the foundation of the Govern- 
Mento this time, had there been so much una- 


| 


i 


our . 


_ for their own defense. He rejoiced, 


the fanatical movements which had taken place 
in some portions of the North! If (said Mr. B.) 
the honorable gentleman [Mr. Preston] can 
make good his case, if he can establish the 
| existence of the danger which he supposes to 
i exist in regard to the subject of slavery, he, for 
one, would be prepared to leave the station which 
his constituents had assigned him hera, and return 
home, and warn them to take the proper steps 
owever, 
i that a state of things existed far different from 


i that, which was, ina great degree, but the creation 
:, of the gentleman’s vivid imagination. 


| 


| 


of astonishment. 


The honorable gentleman had professed a most 


! should be correctly informed as to the true state 
l of things to the North, in regard to this ques- 
tion, and the extent and magnitude of the danger 
which menaced them. He regretted that the 
i gentleman, in the anxiety of bis wish to furnish 
| correct information to the South, had omitted, 
; almost entirely, the testimony which had been 


| most abundantly borne, with few exceptions, by || 


i every man to the North of distinction and prom- 
i inence in pattie life, while he seemed to give cre- 
: dence to the statements of the Abolitionists, who 
| had artfully sought every means to exhibit their 
| strength, in the most imposing manner, on’ 
| paper. : ‘ 
The course pursued by-many gentlemen, in 
the progress of this discussion, was to him one 
Many of those who had ad- 
dressed the Senate on it had relied on the testi- 


mony of the Abolitionists themselves to prove that || 


their cause was progressing. He should, indeed, 


ii think ‘it strange, on a trial at law, if either a 


i suitor or his counsel in a court were to assail a 


man’s character, and shout afterwards be found 
relying on his evidence to make out their case! 
Most of the gentlemen who oppose the receiving 
these petitions have denounced the Abolitionists 
as the most vile and criminal of men, in all of 
' hich he concurred; and most ‘of them, in the 
's:me speeches, here read froin the papers and pam- 
| phlets of the same men to make out the existence of 
a dangerous and alarming state of feéling to the 
|| North on the subject of slavery. He thought it 
against every rule of evidence, as understood in 
‘courts of law, that an individual, after having 

discredited a witness, should claim for him any 
degree of weight, if he should afterwards produce 
him to testify in his behalf. 

Much had been said about insults which the 
South was subjected to, by the introduction of 
these petitions. This had been appealed to as a 
strong circumstance against receiving them. What 
was his surprise, then, at hearing honorable gen- 
tlemen, in the course of their speeches, read many 
of the most abusive and insulting extracts from 
Abolition papers and pamphlets! What had be- 
come of that fastidious delicacy—what had be- 
come of that insulted feeling, of which we had 
heard so much? These extracts were worse, 
much worse, than any language used in the pe- 
titions; yet they had been openly read’ by gentle- 
men in the Senate, who could not submit to the 
insult of receiving petitions! From their lan- 
guage, one would have supposed that they would 


fabulous story for inflicting the severest pain on 
those who wore it, as in any way to have handled 
much less read these incendiary publications. 
Mr. B. said, gentlemen had not only read in their 
places here most offensive extracts from these 
publications, but they had incorporated them in 
their speeches, to be issued from the daily press 
of this city throughout the country. In this way, 
and by the aid of gentlemen representing some 
of the southern States, incendiary matter had 
been Proper nied to an extent which the Aboli- 
tionists could not have done themselves by years 
of labor and perseverance. Three daily papers 
were published in thie city, circulating through 
the remotest part of the country; and in perform- 
ing their duty to report the speeches of members 
of Congress, their columns, at different periods 
of the session, had been filled with very many 
containing matter of this kind. The Abolitionists 


had been very properly deprived of the opportu- 
nity to-abuse ii oa of the mail, by trans- 


as soon have worn the shirt of Nessus, famed in | 


` done b 


mitting publications of an incendiary character 
through it. Not so was it with the speeches of 
members of Congress. -On them there was no 
restriction; and to many of them were the. Abo- 
litionists indebted for sending to the South their 
fanatical effusions; which, but for that circum- 


: Stance, must have remained in deserved contempt 
‘and obscurity. This, too, (said he,) had been 


gentlemen who could not for a moment 


. allow the petitions to be received in obedience to 


| the ie injunctions of the Conatitution as re- 


garded the right of ‘petition, although there was 
a certainty that the Senate would not entertain 
the objects of the petitioners for a moment, but, 
after being in possession of it, would stamp their 


1 ; h | eondemnation on it, by rejection or otherwise! 
anxious desire that the citizens of the South |: 


Mr. B. said that himself and others from the 


. South who acted with him on this occasion had 


been charged with dividing the South on this 
question. He repelled the charge as unsustained 
by the whole history of petitions in regard to the 
question of slavery from an early day of our Gov- 
ernment. It had been the uniform practice of Con- 
gres#s to receive them in relation to thie District, 
and had been constantly ‘voted for and acquiesced 


: in by the most wise and patriotic men from the 
| South. 


‘Congress had heretofore wisely given 
them a silent direction, and had thus avoided the 


| ill-advised course which had this session been 


' taken, and which every hour admonished us was 


| pregnant with the greatest evil. 
| friends who had divided the South on this occa- 


It was not his 


sion; but it was those who had thought proper 
to take a different course than that heretofore 
taken by thè southern representatives who had 
produced the division; ay, not only divided the 
South, but had divided from themselves by pursu- 
ing a different course from that taken by them on 
former occasions in fespect to this question. Mr. 
B. here referred to the Journals of the Senate at 
the session of 1833 and 1834, and that of 1834 
and 1835. In the former, several petitions in 
favor of abolition in the District of Columbia had 
been presented in the Senate. In the course of 
the latter, a number more had been presented at 
different periods of the session, all of which were 
not: only received, but honored with a reference 
to the Committee on the District of Columbia 
without opposition from a single individual of 
that body, and, consequently, by the unanimous 
consent of the Senate: The tors from South 
Carolina were then’ members of thig“ body, and 
must have acquiesced in this eourse. Most of 
the gentlemen at present members of this body 
from the South, and who now oppose the simple 
reception of these petitions, were then belonging 
to it, and must likewise have assented to the dis- 
position made of them. He repeated, therefore, 
that it was not those who acted with him on this 
accasion who had contributed to divide the South, 
but it was those who now raised the question out 
of whieh this debate had sprang who had pro- 
duced that division, and had even donë more— 
had divided from the course formerly pursued by them- 
selves, -0 0’ ae 

Mt. B. said he was at a logs to understand how 
it happened that gentlemen thought go differently 
from what they had done in the years 1834 and 
1835. Was it because this happened to be the 
year 1836? es , 

It had been charged (said Mr. B.) against those 
with whom he acted, by one òf the Senators from 
South Carolina, that they had introduced ‘topics 
of a party and political character intò this debate. 
What motive or what inducement could they 
have in connecting party politics with this ques- 
tion? “On the contrary, if was that very connection 
which himself and his friends had constantly 
deprecated as ‘being fraught with the most per- 
nicious consequences to the whole country. he 
gentleman’s usually faithful memory had not 
served him well on this occasion. d he not 
remember that his colleague had, but a short time 
before that, exhibited in the Senate an abolition 
paper, and had sought to connect with it the 
names of two distinguished individuals, candi- 
dates for high offices, when it was promptly stated 
by a meniber on this floor that the paper so 
exhibited was one of inveterate enmity to the 
cause which it had pretended to espouse, and had 
assumed that guise the more fully to accomplish its 


purposes of political hatred? 
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Mr. PRESTON, in explanation, said he did |: been enabled to do so from the aliment afforded | which the gentleman had come, and 


not intend to attach blame to either political party, 
if he was so understood. 

Mr. BROWN said he was happy to hear the 
gentleman disclaim making the imputation which 
he had understood him to make. Ele well knew 
the unuring efforts which partisan politicians 
and editors of newspapers of a certain politcal 
cast are making to connect this quesdon with 
party poliucs. 

It had been urged as an argument in favor of 
the motion to refuse to receive the petition, that 
it would have the effect to arrest the progress of 
the Aboliuonists, if the doors of Congress were 
closed against them. He could not believe that 
it would produce the result which seemed to be 
eo confidently anticipated by some Senators. 
The tendency of such a course would be far more 
likely to aid their designs, and increase their 
strength, than to put them down. It would enable 
them to take shelter from the storm of public 
indignation, which then threatened them, under 
the conatitutional provision which secures the 
nght of petition to the humblest and meanest 
individual. It would give them a weapon to use 
against our friends to the north; in short, in hia 
estimauon it would have the effect to weaken 
those in that section of our country, who had 
taken an open and manly stand ia behalf of the 
South, while on the other hand it would tend to 
strengthen our enemies. Were there any so little 
experienced in the knowledge of human nature 
as not to know that there is no individual, how- 
ever abject and degraded he might be, if brought 
before a court of justice, to answer to a criminal 
charge, and he is deprived of the rights on his 
trial which the laws secure to all without distinc- 
tion, but would have sympathies enlisted in his 
behaif in the community around him, which, 
under other circumstances, would have remained 
unmoved? Similar to this would be the effect of 
refusing the constitutional right of petition in thia 
case. So much for the probable etfect of such a 
course on public opinion to the north. A few 
words, then, as to the probable effect on the 
Abolitionists themselves. He could not believe 
that it would operate to cure that mental insanity 
on this subject, which had seized on them. Did 
geneman really believe that a decision of the 

nate not to receive their petitions, would have 
the efficacy attributed to it? Did they hope to 
convince their judgments by such decision? If 
so, he thought they would be greatly deceived, 
for when had a rooted prejudice been plucked 
from the human mind by such a course engen- 
dered in the dark and brooding spirit of fanat- 
icism? 

Mr. B. said that the Senator from Vermont 

Mr. Swirt] had, in answer to a call made on 

im by a member of that body, borne testimony 
to the increase in the number of abolition societies 
in his State since he had left home to attend Con- 
gress. He regretted that the gentleman had not 
communicated another very important fact, in 
connection with this subject, in relation to his 
State. He had been informed from a source which 
he could not doubt, that the Legislature of Ver- 
mont had, at its session held some time during 
the last fail, rejected resolutions which had been 
brought forward in favor of abolishing slavery in 
the District of Columbia by a very large majority 
—one much larger than had been given against 
resolutions of the same character at the session 
of the preceding year. 
from this indication—and surely it was a very 


the decrease down to the meeting of the Legisla- 
ture of that State, which he believed was a short 
time before the commencement of the present session 
of Congress. If, therefore, the number of Aboli- 
tionists had increased as the gentleman says it 
had done, as he has been informed since his ar- 
rival here, the inference is very strong that it had 
reecived a new impulse from the excited discus- 
sions which commenced here at a very early 
period of the present session of Congress. ft 


gave still stronger confirmation of the pernicious ` 


consequences of the course which had produced 
the discussion of this subject in the Halis of Con- 
gress. The spirit of abolitionism, if it was ex- 


It would therefore seem, | 


: | of the greater portion of the Christian world to 
tending as was represented, had, in his opinion, ii be against us. Mr. B. denied the conclusion to 


it by the agitation of the subject here. It was | 
by that alone that it could be kept alive to any $ 
extent. Agitation on this most exciting subject, 
like one of the most powerful passions of the 
human breast, ‘makes the meat on which it 
feeds.” 

Mr. B. said that he could not but trace, in his 
own mind, a very strong similitude between the 
history of the memorable panic session and that 
of the present session, in connection with this 
subject. When Congress had met, at the com- 
mencement of the former, and some time after 
the removal of the deposits, the public mind was 
comparatively tranquil, and but little was heard 
of distress; but no sooner had it assembled, and 
speeches, calculated to alarm the fears of the 
country, were every day thrown upon it, than 
the public mind became excited, and its appre- 
hensions aroused. When the present session of 
Congress commenced, although the people of the 
southern States had been in a state of high ex- 
citement in the summer months, in consequence 
of the movements of the Abolmionists, yet they 
had become comparatively tranquilized after the 
almost universal demonstration of public opinion 
at the North. An expression more general, a 
manifestation of public sentiment more strong 
and universal never had been given before, in 
that quarter, on any great question pertaining 
even to their own immediate interests, than was 
shown in the proceedings of the numerous public 
meetings assembled to discountenance the move- 
ments of the fanatics. To this had been added 
the powerful energies of the Post Office Depart- 
ment to protect us from the dissemination of in- 
cendiary publications; all of which had naturally, 
in a great degree, allayed public feeling. Whether 
another panic was to be gotten up, and the public 
mind again to be disturbed, remained to be seen. 
He trusted that the good sense of the country 
would not yield to it, and that it would meet the 
same fate in public opinion which its predecessor 
had done. 

It had been repeatedly urged (said Mr. B.) that 
the rights of the South would be surrendered, and 
its dignity and honor insulted, if these petitions 
were received; and those members of the Senate 
from the South who intended to vote for their 
reception, had been more especially alluded to in 
no very complimentary terms. The dignity and 
honor of the South insulted! He could not admit 
that any of the miserabie effusions of the deluded 
persons — composed, as a large portion of tłem 
were confidently said to be, of women and chil- 
dren—could insult the people of the South. As 
a Senator from one of the southern States, he felt 
that the elevation of the body of which he was a 
member was too high for itto notice with so much 
gravity these contemptible papers, and that the 
objects themselves were too low to enter into a 
question seriously of dignity or honor with. If 
he were to do go, he did not believe that he should 
either promote the one or advance the other. 

In regard to the great interests of the South, 
he hoped he might be allowed to say, that other | 


Senators representing the southern States, and 


who intended to vote to receive the petitions, had 
the same high motives of fidelity to their con- 
stituents, of sacred regard to all the ties of social 
and other obligations which united them to their 
immediate portion of country, in an extent as 
great as could possibly operate on the Senators 
from South Carolina. He could not admit that 


i ; i any were the exclusive depositaries of southern 
fair one by which to judge of public opinion— © 
that the abolition party in that State had been on 


honor or of southern interests. He did not doubt 
if danger at any time should threaten the South, 
if an attempt should be made to interfere with | 
her domestic institutions, by violence or in any | 
other way, but that those who thought differently |; 
on this question from the Senators from South | 
Carolina, would be as prompt to repel.it at all | 
hazards as they could possibly be. i 
He could not (said Mr. B.) pass over a remark | 
made by an honorable Senator [Mr. Presron] . 
when addressing the Senate on this subject, with- 
out especially replying to it. That gentleman ʻi 
had alluded to the feeling which pervaded Eng- 
land and France on the subject of slavery, and |; 
had represented the moral power and sympathies | 


| put in a plea in her behalf. 


7 1 as one of the 
representatives coming from the South, would 
If the question of 
slavery were at this time an original one, if it 
were now for the first time about to be introduced 
into the southern country as an institution, then 
he would admit that the conclusion was just. 
But in the circumstances which surround us, in 
the situation which we find ourselves placed, and 
in the present actual condition of the South, were 
to be found a necessity so strong and inexorable 
for the continuance of this institution, as to afford 
the most perfect and triumphant justification in 
the eyes of the statesman, the moralist, and the 
philanthropist, whatever opinion they might en- 
tertain on the abstract question. 

Let us suppose (said Mr. B.) that what the 
gentleman had, in the extravagance of his im- 
agination, considered might possibly occur, that 
some modern fanatic like him who, in the days 
of darkness and superstition, had spread over 
Europea religious frenzy that ended in the famous 
crusade, should, in any part of our country, at- 
tempt to set on foot such an expedition against 
the domestic institutions of the South by an ap- 
peal to the fanatical feelings of ignorance or mis- 
guided religion, what, in all probability, would 
be his fate, and that of his wicked and deluded 
followers? Why, every Christian sympathy 
which is felt in the human breast—every enno- 
bling sentiment that belongs to our nature—every 
patriotic remembrance of our common efforts ina 
common cause—the indignant sense of the whole 
country at the attempt of such a wicked and 
daring atrocity, would all unite to bring down on 
the heads of those engaged in it a vengeance so 
speedy that they would be annihilated by their 
own countrymen before they could pass beyond 
the confines of a single county in their own State! 
Such were his impressions as to the sympathies 
and feelings of the great body of citizens of the 
non-slaveholding States, derived, as they were, 
from most respectable and intelligent gentlemen. 

He would say a word or two as to the influence 
of the moral power of the nations in Europe, 
against the South, of which mention had been 
made. He believed, on examination that the very 
reverse of the picture which had been given, 
would be found quote likely to be true. The 
Government of Great Britain had much more to 
apprehend from the moral influence of our ex- 
ample as a nation, than we had from theirs. The 
South, which had been sporen of as having ar- 
rayed against it such a host of influences and 
sympathies, had borne a most conspicuous and 
important agency in conducting the Government 
and public offices of this nation, The names of 
her distinguished sons — her Washington, her 
Jefferson, and Madison, animated the friends of 
liberty in every part of the civilized world. He 
did not believe any portion of the world had pro- 
duced greater moral effect on the destinies of the 
age, than had the principles and examples of the 
eminent statesmen of the South, who had filled 
the executive department of the Federal Govern- 
ment for a period of forty years. The public 
journals of England, in particular, were almost 
continually filled with expressions of admiration 
at the cheering and brilliant results which cach 
year was unfolding under our system of govern- 
ment. The rapid march of reform was hastened 
by the example; and he again repeated, that the 
moral power of our Confederacy, though it was 
composed in part of slaveholding States, was 
much more felt in Europe, than any effect that 
they could produce against us. 

Mr. B. believed if those who represented the 
southern States in Congress united, as they had 
been called on to do, and, by a solemn vote, de- 
nied the constitutional right of petition on the 
plea that the abuse of the privilege, in this in- 
stance, justified a sacrifice of the great principle 
avoid in it, and then, indeed, the South would 
no longer be considered as furnishing, m her 
statesmen, the champions of constitutional lib- 


| erty, who had always been among the first to fly 


to its succor; but it would do more to lessen that 
moral influence, which she had exercised in the 
councils of the nation, than any other stand 
which he had ever before taken. : 

Mr. B., in conclusion, expressed his unabated 
confidence in that good sense, liberal feeling, and 
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patriotism which pervaded the great mass of 
American citizens, both in the South and North; 
and in all the great difficulties which had existed 
in our progress as a nation, had proven them- 
selves abundantly competent to overcome them. 
He did not doubt their success in this instance, 
and believed that they would again exert then 

l 
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same happy effect. 
NAVY APPROPRIATION BILL. 


SPEECH OF HON. S. CUSHMAN, 
OF NEW HAMPSHIRE, i 

In rue House or REPRESENTATIVES, Hs 

. April 7, 1836, , i 

On the bil] making appropriations for the improvement of 
Navy- Yards, &e. i 

Mr. CUSHMAN rose and addressed the House ` 
as follows: . 

Mr. Speaxer: Owing to the lateness of the 
hour of the day, considering the length of time ` 
that this bill has been before the House, and 
believing, as I do, that the public interests are | 
suffering in consequence of the delay in making | 
appropriations for the naval service, I shall con- | 
fine myself to a very few rematks upon the 
aubject now under consideration. On a former | 
occasion, about two months since, I had the honor `` 
of addressing the House relative to the appro- | 
priations which have been recommended by the 
committee for the improvement of the navy-yard ' 
at Portsmouth, New Hampshire. The remarks | 
which I then made were elicited by a motion: 
submitted by the gentleman from Tennessee, ` 
{Mr. Perii a strike out oe half of the sum | 
which had been recommended for that purpose; |: 
which motion I opposed, on the ground: that it | 
would be prejudicial to’ the public service. At! 
that time T conceived it to be my duty to give a 
very minute description of the abovementioned: 
naval station, in order that I might satisfy, if it 
were possible, every member of this House that 
at was one of the most favorable positions for a 
large naval depot of any in the United States; that 
nature had, in a great measure, protected it from 
the assaults of the enemy. At all events, that a || 
very small force would secure it from depredation 
by an invading foe. — , TAN ; 

Another important fact which I then offered for 
the consideration of the House—a fact which I | 
then thought, and which I still firmly believe, || 
ought to be sufficient to put this question entirely 
at rest, was that the above-mentioned navy-yard | 
was-accessible at all seasons of the year. As 
proof of this fact, reference is made to a memo- 
rial of the citizens of Portsmouth, presented to | 
the Senate of the United States in February, 1827. 
Speaking of the ‘harbor of Portsmouth, the fol- 
lowing language is used: +6 It is never, even in the 
‘nost intense cold of winter, obstructed by ice; and 
‘the: fact is remarkable that, for several weeks past, | 
‘and at the present time, while ali our other naval | 
‘ports ere closed with ice, this is as free and open as | 
‘ at midsummer.” This was the’ authority upon 
which I then stated, that while all other harbors 
north of the Potomac were rendered injaccessible’- 
in consequence of the ice, the one at Portsmouth 
weg entirely ftee from any such obstructions; 
that in the coldest weather of the coldest winters 
this harbor was open te the whole world. It was 
Upon this ground also that U-theh stated the fact’) 
to which the gentleman from Mas@athusetts [Mr. ' 
Cusnme) took an exceptiop—that while Boston 

r was frozen up from four to sik weeks, th 
dne at Portsmouth was entirely free from ite. I 
any member of: this Flouse then gupposéd that F) 
Was stating a fact with my own knowledge, pèr- ' 
mit te here {o say that I did not intend to be so 
understood. Bat; sir, being A little surprised by 1 
the reply mude by that honorablé gentleman, 
embraced the. frst opportunity in my power to. 
obtain further evidence upon that subject, and 
from the receipt of which Tam prepared to’ repeat | 
that the fact as then stated by me was sabstan- 
tially true. -` re ges oe 

I have said this múch, not from any. 
which I indulge toward the inhabitants 
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prejudices. 
of ihe city 


a betel eas 


of Boston, or the State in which that flourishing. 


city is situated. Neither did I make that state- 


ment with an expectation that the merits of one 
place were to be enhanced by detracting from the 
merits of others. I would not do this, any more 
than I would endeavor to establish a good repu- 
tation of a friend by slandering his neighbor. 
There are occasions, however: when comparisons 


| ought to be made, and I believe this to be one of 
‘them; when an attempt is made by some gentle- 
| men of this House, to produce an impression that 
` the naval depository in that part of the country 
i towhich I belong ought not to receive the 
: age of the General Government. 

‘Mr. Speaker, within a few days past, it seems | 


patron- 


that old things have been done away; and one 
thing, at least, has‘become new. I allude to the 
first motion made by the gentleman from Tennes- 
see to reduce the appropriations for the improve- 
ment of the navy-yard at Portsmouth one half. 
This metion, which was made two months ago, 


` has, for some reason or other, been withdrawn, 


and a motion made by the same: gentleman to 


strike out the whole sum. The gentleman says | 


that he has adopted. this course for the purpose 
of throwing open the whole ground, so as to dis- 
cuss the propriety or the impropriety of consol- 
idating the navy-yards agreeable to the report df 
the Navy Commissioners of 1827, Although this 
course was entirely unexpected, yet, sir, I have no 
right to complain. Igam willing to meet the ques- 
tion either upon its most unlimited extent, or 


within a more narrow compass, as may best suit || 


the disposition of those who desire to discuss this 
subject. And, sir, it is now my intention, if it 
be ‘possible, ta satisfy every member of this 
House that the navy-yar@ at Portsmouth, New 
Hampshire, is not one of the best places for a 
national depot, but that it is thé very best which 
has been selected for an establishment of this pur- 
pose in the whole country. ` : 

The truth, so far as I ‘have the power, I now 
shall proteed to establish, and F hope it may be 
done to the satisfaction of every gentleman pres- 
ent; after which it is my intention to ask their 
indulgence while I can make a few remarks rela- 
tive to the réport above mentioned; to which the 
honorable gentleman from Tennessee has alfaded. 
In addition to the recommendationa which have. 
heretofore been mentioned, I wish to call the at- 
tention óf the House to the fact, that ships are 
built at this place at less expenses than at any 
other place in the country—I mean where the 
Government has carried on ship-building to any 
great extent. It is supposed by somé that ships 
can be built as cheap and as well at Pengacola as 
at Portsmouth.: This cannot, at present, be sat- 
isfactorily determined; but, save that place, there 
has been ‘none; and I prestime that the Govern- 
ment will not, iñ all futaye time, find a place 
where ships will be built so well and so cheap as 
at Portsmouth. In the first placé I would refer 
tg the presumptive evidence which the past his- 
tory of the country furnishes to prove this point. 
Many years since, while New Hampshire was 


one of the British colanies, those whose duty it | 
was to manage the affairs of that Government in ` 


nu poner branch of the public service; se- 
lected Portsmioutit a8 the most favorable spot for 
the above porne “And in: everything apper- 
tathing to the naval service I believe no ohe will 
doubt their sagdcity:’ And from the earliest pe- 
riod ‘of the ‘history of that State and of the coun- 
try to the present time, this has been considered 
one of the most favérable places for ship-biiild- 
ing, bbth fer the ae and-tnérchant service, of | 
any in the Unitéd States.’ If‘l'am not mistaken 
in'my yetollectidns, this is the favored spot where | 
was erected ‘and’ completed the first vessel which 
was ever’ built in this country; at aby tate it is. 
the place where the’ first’ public ship was built. 


This, óf itself, ought to awaken suth associations 


in the mind of the patriot as not to abandon this 
lace, unless the public good shall imperiousl 
emand such à éacrifice. But, sir, for proof. 
euch ‘an important fact, E will not ask the House. 
to rely,alone upon presumptive evidence. I have. 
in my‘possessidn a public document which puts 
this subject entitely at rest. It is a‘letter from 
tlie late’ Secretary of the Navy, Mr, Soythard, 
cane vay Ges kaa ght ee -4 edsilea i ie dei et 
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dated the 9th of February, 1827, wherein it is 
stated that the schooner Alligator, which was” 
built at Boston, cost the Government the sum 
$22,745 65 
When the Porpoise, a schooner of the 

same class, was built at Portsmouth 

for the sum Of .....cceceseeeeseee 20,408 75 


VEEE sid TE 


` Making a saving of expenditure in this 


one small transaction Of.e..ese...» 2,336 90 


By this we perceive that there is a saving of at 


; least ten per cent. by building ships here rather 
Y 


than at Boston, only sixty miles south of that 
place. And any gentleman who will please to 
examine this document will find that the average ` 


, expense between ship-building at Portsmouth and 
: the other nayy-yards in the country is twenty 


per cent. less than at other places. 
Again, sir, it is said by those who have had 


; experience on this subject, that timber and other” 


; materials which are extensively. used in ship- 


building are less liable to receive injury at this 
lace than in more southern latitudes; that tim- 
er, during the time of its dockage, does not be- 
come worm-eaten in those waters, and that iron 


` does not suffer so much from rust at that place 


as to other navy-yards. These are consilerations 
which ought to have, and I doubt not will have, 
great, weight in governing the final action of Con- 
gress upon this subject. It is well known to those 
who have any experience in thig business, that 
timber, before it'can be rendered fit for the 
builder’s use, ought for a long time to be im- 


, mersed in salt water; and if it should during this 


period become worm-eaten, it of course’ is very 
much injured, if not rendered entirely worthless. 
It is well known also to those who are conversant 
with this branch of the public service, that im- 
mense quantities of iron are used in the construc- 
tion of ships, and that it is necessary for the 
Government to have at all times large supplies in 
store for that purpose. Hence it becomes very 
important that those places, if ‘any such can be 
found, should be selected for the storage of those 
supplies where that article is the least liable to 
receive injury. Ido not assert the above-men- 
tioned facts upon my own knowledge; but, sir, 
they are facts which have been tonimunicated to 
mie by those whose duty it was to know them, 
and whose statements are antijled to the most 
implicit confidence; and if the facts are so; then ` 
should the navy-yatd at Portsmouth be patron- 
ized by every statesman in the country. | ak 
‘Once more, sir: the depth of water in the Pis- 

cataqua river gives this place a decided advantage 
of all others as a naval depot in the United States. 
There is not‘a navy-yard in the country,‘unless 
Norfolk make an exception, whete the largest 
ships of the Navy can, with ease and with saféty, 
gain access, save the one at Portsmouth. In. 
proof of this fact, I again ask leave to refer the’ 
members of this House to the aforesaid memorial. ` 
It is there stated, ahd without the fear of contra-. 
diction, that ‘*at the lowest tides there are ten’ 
‘fathoms, or sixty féet, at the entrance through’ 
‘the main ‘channel (of the river). to’ the navy. 
‘ yard, and at the navy-yard, where ships of ‘the 
atgest class. may lay, and from when¢e the 
‘may proceed to sea at dead low water, a desid- 
‘eralum not to be found at ‘any other naval sta- 
‘tion in the United Sten tere he it it mised 
alone, entirely alone, would be a aufficient reason. 
why ‘this national, dépositotý Auld gror, be: 
abandoned; ‘but, on the contrary, it should be a 
sufficient reason. why it should’ receive,’ in all, 
fdture time, the patronage of the Generat overn- 
ment and the unceasing ‘influence of, those who 
ailiginister ite important concerns. Admit this 
fact, and eveh in & time of profound peate. the 
Govérriment could not safely and conveniently 
carry.on its nayal operations without this, place. 
It is true ‘that those.skips-of-the-line which are 
ordéred to the South Atlantic or into the: Pacific 
ocean. may, on their. return, perchance, gain 
access to the navy-yard at Norfolk, and. there, 
receive a speedy refit for the public.service. But, 
sir, what is to Be done with those in the Mediter- 
ranean or the Eastern éeas? Shall they also be 
compelled to sail along the whole of the éastern 
cuit to the Chesapeake bay, before th¢éy can 
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reach a navy-yard where they can undergo requi- 
site repairs? My belief is that a wise and intel- 
ligent individual weuld not so manage his own 
concerns; why, then, should the Government 
pursue such a course of conduct? If an intelli- 
gent merchant would not unnecessarily sail a 
vesse! a thousand miles for repairs, when he 
could do it betterand cheaper elsewhere, because 
it would oceasion him a loss of time and prop- 
erty, why should the Government refuse to be 
governed by such a discreet and prudent course _ 
of conduct ? 

But, sir, whether it may or may not be import- |, 
ant in a time of peace to have national depots so | 
located, that the ships which belong to our Navy |, 
may easily, safely, and readily enter or not, ina | 
time of war it would be of immense importance; | 
and here, sir, let me ask, from what quarter are | 
we to expect collisions? From the east, or the , 
west; the north, or the south? Most probable li 
from the east. And, sir, in such an event, shall, ;) 
it be said, that those gallant ships, which would |, 
then stand at the head of the American squadron, | 
have to sail from New Brunswick to the Chesa- | 
peake bay, before they can receive the supply of 
a mast ora spar? Would not such a state of | 


i 


admit with ease and with safety the largest class 
of our public ships. Fourthly, by building ships 
here there is an average saving to the Government 
of at least twenty per cent. And in one very im- 
portant particular this place has a most decided 
advantage over every other navy-yard in the 
country; that is, that timber and other materials 
are less liable to be injured here than elsewhere. 


| To the last recommendation, even the waters of 


Narraganset bay, which have been so highly eu- 
logized by the honorable gentleman from Rhode 


i| Island, would be compelled to yield the palm. 


Yet, sir, notwithstanding all that has been said 
in favor of this national depot, its paramount ad- 


a favorable place for ship-building, both for the 
public and the merchant service, the millions 
which the Government has invested in erect- 
ing suitable buildings for dwelling-houses, ship- 
houses, stores, marine-barracks, timber-sheds, 
| timber-docks, &c.; and notwithstanding it is so 
| easily protected, unobstructed by ice in the win- 


| from the same safe and expeditious; and although 


affairs injure the public service, and jeopardize 
the best interests of the country? Ay, the de- 
struction of the whole American Navy might be 
the consequence, and the whole country suffer a 
disgrace worse than the loss of a thousand na- , 
vies, or the support of a thousand navy-yards. 
Yet, discontinue the navy-yard at Portsmouth, 
and such predictions might be verified. Sup- | 


bleed at the thought that this ship must, in her | 
| 


Pupp 


residue of the American squadron should be cap- 


ever 

whole American people exclaim, why and where- | 
fore is it that we have not a navy-yard nearer 
than that at the Chesapeake bay, where our ships 
can at once enter, and be repaired with more ex- 


pedition, so as to return immediately to the battle- f 


round to protect the liberties of the country ? ; 

et, sir, discontinue the naval station at Ports- 
mouth, and if the report of the Navy commis- | 
sioners, which has been alluded to, be true in i 
this particular, of which I doubt not, there would | 
not remain a navy-yard north of the Chesapeake 
where a seventy-four could gain access. Should, 
then, any of the events happen which have been 
supposed, then the probability is that all the evils 
which have been mentioned might be realized. 
But, sir, in a time of peace we have vessels on | 
some of the eastern stations, which after a two 
or three years’ cruise may be ordered home for 
the purpose of receiving repairs; and although 
frigates, schooners, and sloops of war can gain 
access to other navy-yards north of the Potomac 
besides Portsmouth, during the spring, summer, 
and autumn months, yet in the extreme cold of | 
winter even the above classes of vessels cannot 
gain access to any yard, save the one at Ports- 
mouth, short of the Chesapeake bay. 

I am, sir, fully persuaded that the recommend- 
ations in favor of the navy-yard at Portsmouth 
to Which I have alluded, will be sufficient to sat- 
isfy every candid mind that this place, of all 
others, is one of the most favorable spots on the 
whole Atlantic coast for a large national depos- 
itory, and that a discontinuation of it would be 
criminally unjust to the Government and the | 
whole American people. My design has been to | 
establish the fact, that in four important, and in 
some respects indispensable, particulars, this has | 
a decided preference over every other navy-yard 
north of the Chesapeake bay, First, it can be 
more sisiy protected from the invasion of the 
enemy. econdly, it is at all times easy of 


the Government can, by constructing her ships 
at this place, save much of the people’s money; 
‘and although the raw materials here are less 
, liable to suffer injury; and although. there is no 
; other naval depot north of the Chesapeake to 
| which the largest class of ships can safely have 
/access—if it be for the interest.of the country 


„i that it should be discontinued, it will be my duty 


i to sustain the motion of the honorable gentleman 


1 


' of 1829, before 


i this national depository. And as the most, if 


The proposition of the Navy Commissioners 


| € yards at Boston, Washington, and Norfolk, and 
‘another near the Gulf of Mexico, (principally 


‘ might, in the course of a few years, be dispensed 
‘with, without injury to the public service, pro- 
‘ vided an establishment be made near Newport, 
‘Rhode Island.” And the above proposition 
rests upon the basis of ‘* economy and efficiency.” 

But, sir, to this concentration of epee I do 
not give my consent. That we should study the 
principles of economy I agree is right; and I wish 
this disposition prevailed more extensively. But, 


centration of power further than that authorized 


so long contending, and against which we have, 
for the last seven or eight years, contended with 
so much success? For myself I shall regret to 
see the day wher the people of this country shall 
sanction a discontinuation of any naval station 
which has heretofore been established, and with 
which are connected so many pleasing associa- 
tions—institutions which have became hallowed 
by time, and the breaking up of which would be 
like breaking asunder the cords which bind to- 
gether the social compact—the Union of these 
States. And I doubt not that it would be better 


than to diminish or lessen it; for this plain rea- 


of the General Government, and consequently 
create a stronger sympathy with the administration 


the integrity of the Union. It is upon this ground 
that I shall exert all the influence which I pos- 
sess in favor of the proposition now before Con- 


access, free from ice and other obstructions. 
Thirdly, by having a sufficient depth of water to ! 


gress to establish a navy-yard at Charleston, 
South Carolina. It will, in my opinion, add 


vantages, when compared to others of a similar- 
character, the long time it has been occupied as 


ter season, so as to render the navigation to and .. 


| then was, ‘“ That with the exception of the | 


‘as a deposit of stores,) all of our other yards | 


sir, to a consolidated Government, or to the con- |: 
7 a literal construction of the Constitution of the |. 
n 


ited States, I enter my most solemn protest. - 
Is it not against this principle that we have been ` 


for the country to increase their number, rather | 


son, that it gives to the people of the several | 
States a better eEpenunlty to see the operations © 


of it, and a more fixed determination to support | 


another ligament to the cords by which we are 

bound together as a great and a mighty people— 
, a people chosen of Him who guides and controls 
' the destinies of nations, as well as individuals. 
| Its tendency will be to blot out and entirely efface 
| those geographical lines which have been so often 
mentioned upon the floor of this House since the 
commencement of the present session of Con- 
gress. 

The gentleman from Maine, speaking upon 
this subject, a few days since, very appropriately 
remarked that these establishments did not belong 
to the place where located, but to the country. 
Establish the one at Charleston, agreeably to the 
request which is now made by the freemen of that 
district, it will not belong to that place, but to the 
country. Yet that people will see and feel that 
the General Governmentis not unmindful of their 
wishes, desires, and interests; and by rearing up 
some national works among them, it will bind 
them more closely to the national confederation. 
And for the same reasons, sir, I shall record my 
; vote in favor of the appropriations mentioned in 
this bill, and also for increased allowances for 
the navy-yard at Pensacola. Yes, sir, this place 
| deserves the patronage of the Government. It 

belongs to the nation, as well as others of a sim- 
| ilar description, and so long as my constituents 
|| provide for me a seat in this House, it will be my 
|| endeavor, at all times, to guard with vigilance the 
| reserved rights of the States, yet to manifest 
' national sentiments, and to use what influence I 
| may possess, to eradicate every sectional feeling. 
‘In regard to national stations of this kind, as 
well as for fortifications, I shall look alike to the 
; East, the West, the North, and the South. The 
|i safety, the prosperity, and the glory of the one is 
|| the safety, prosperity, and the glory of the other. 
| But, sir, it is time that I should again turn my 
‘| attention to the more immediate consideration of 
i this report, and for a few moments examine the 
other proposition which is offered by the com- 
i missioners in favor of ‘‘ concentration,” viz: that 
of “ economy.’’ I admit, sir, that if, by discon- 
tinuing one half of the number of our navy-yards, 
we should lessen the expenses of the people in 
proportion then it would be our bounden duty 
to pursue the course at once, provided that the 
remaining one half would subserve the interests 
ij of the country, as well as the whole number. 
But would that follow? Would there, in such an 
event, be a saving of any considerable expense 
to the people? In order to answer these ques- 
| tions correctly, we must take into consideration 
| the investments which have heretofore been made 
| in the improvements of those yards, and, conse- 
| quently, the great sacrifices which would be 
| made by their demolition. Furthermore we must 
` take into consideration the expenses which would 
| be incurred by enlarging those which might be 
| retained, together with the millions which would 
be required to build a new magnificent establish- 
/ ment upon the waters of Narraganset bay. I 
must confess, if the recommendations mentioned 
in the report of the Navy Commissioners should 
' be carried into effect, Í am unable to perceive 
i| how it can materially affect the current expenses 

of the Government. In that case millions of 
' property, which is now answering all the pur- 
|; poses for which it was originally designed, would 
i; be sunk, and millions more must be expended to 
| build up new naval stations, which would answer 
no better, and probably not so well for the 
interests of the country, as those which are now 
extant, 

It is highly probable that, should the number 
‘of yards be reduced, three or four officers on the 
| civil list might be dispensed with; I mean naval 
| storekeepers. But, sir, should this be done, it 
| would be a saving in expense only of five or six 


thousand dollars; and the probability is, that 

even this sum would have to go to meet the ex- 
| penses of additional clerks in these magnificent 
consolidated institutions How, then, is there 
to be any saving of expense by consolidation ? 
| The Navy commissioners say that “ concentra- 
| € tion would enable the Government to select and re- 
‘ tain in its service the most valuable artificers, at 
‘fixed and moderate wages, because they could 
* have constant employment.” Is this anything 


| 
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new? Has not the Government always selected 
artificers, mechanics, and ship carpenters? Most 
assuredly. And I apprehend that not a single 
instance can be pointed out where the Govern- 
ment has met with any dificulty in obtaining the 
first rate of workmen in sufficient numbers to 
complete all the works which have been con- 
templated by the Government; and as it respects 
my own State, the General Government may rest 
assured that she may there always be furnished 
with asufficient namber of the first class of work- 
men, at reasonable, fixed, and moderate wages. 
My belief is, that by reducing the number of 


navy-yards agreeable to the plan proposed in the ` 


above-mentioned report, the wages of artificers, 
shipcarpenters,and mechanics would be increased 


in that case, be a much more limited circle than 
the Government now has, from which to make 


Northern Boundary of Ohio—Mr. Ewing. 


have been mentioned, I do not pretend to bea 
suitable judge. This is no part of my duty, unless 
it be apparent that the sum asked for should be 
very extravagant, manifesting a disposition to 
squander away the public money in a wanton 
manner. This ibility should be made to 
rest where it ought, that is, on the honorable gen- 
tleman at the head of the Navy Department. 
But, sir, as to the necessity of making the im- 
provements which have been recommended by 
the Committee on Naval Affairs, I have no doubt. 


This naval depot, as its merits became more |: 
known, has been made to assume a |: 
rank but little inferior, if any, to similar insti- : 
tutions in the country. Two ship-houses were |: 


extensivel 


rs,and me '; erected many years since, in which there are two 
instead of being diminished, because there would, :' 


of the first rate of ships. The foundation for a `: 


` third ship-house has been laid, and will probably 


a selection. Supposing Congress should, at its : 
present session, make provision for building eight | 
ships, would it not be as cheap for the Govern- ` 


ment to build one at each of the navy-yards, as 
to build four at Norfolk, and the other four on 
the waters of the Narragansét bay? It appears 
to me that every gentleman must answer this 
question in the affirmative. And he would do it 


' paragraphs contained in the 
. been so often alluded to. - 


upon the ground that the wages of a thousand ;, 
aa would be the same, whether they were all to i 


be concentrated into one 


as to the expense of those whose gury it is to 
superintend this branch of the national service, 


place or dispersed into: 
ten places. Neither can it make any difference : 


especially in a time of peace, betause more or ;' 


less of them are to be found in almost every town. 
and city on the Atlantic coast, and their salaries 
are the same, whether they are diversified or con- 
centrated. 

But, sir, although the plan laid' down in this 
report, of hating 
itories, one on the Chesapeake, and the other òn 
the Nar nset bay, and retaining those at Wash- 
ington and Boston as auxiliaries thereunto, might 
possibly answer for the public service in a time 
of peace; but in that case, what would be the 
situation of the country in a time of war? Itis 
to such a period that we should direct our atten- 
tion, when we are about to make appropriations 


for the improvement of the navy-yards, for the | 
increase of the Navy, and forfortifications. Might | 


not both of these great depositories be blockaded, 
and by that means the country be cut off from 
all supplies for the Navy? Would not these two 


two magnificent national depos- `; 


places, in the case of a war, be more easily block- | 


aded, and in that event more liable to be block- 
aded than any two places on the whole Atlantic 
coast? Let the history of the revolutionary war, 
as well as the history of the late war, answer 
that question. I may also refer to this very re- 
port to prove that fact; forthe Navy commission- 
ers say, “our past sufferings admonish us that 
the Chesapeake bay and the waters near Rhode: 
Island are our most vulnerable points.” 


A fine recommendation this for the only two | 


national depots in the country! Ifthe authors of 
that production had been speaking of fortifica- 
tions, then might they have said with Prone 
that these are two of the *¢ most vulnerable points 
in the country, and therefore the means of defense 
should be sufficient to render them invulnerable. 
But, sir, let these two places become the only 
depositories for naval stores, and the general ren- 
dezvous of our Navy, past experience will show 
that the best and the highest interests of the coun- 
try would thereby be put in jeopardy. I hope 
and trust, sir, that neither this nor any other 
Administration will ever carry into‘execution an 
such project. And, sir, if the opinion of this 
ouse should accord with my own, then the 
sums mentioned in the bill under consideration 
for the improvement of navy-yards will be appro- 
priated for that laudable purpose. This brings 
me to the time when it is proper to go into a con- 
sideration of that part of the subject; I must, 
therefore, ask the indulgence of the House for a 
few moments while I submit a remark or two 


relative to the several items included in the report 


of the Navy commissioners. . 

. Mr. Speaker, as to that part of thë subject 
relating to the estimates, or he amount whic nit 
may require to complete the public works which 


| that no one woul 


be completed the ensuing season. Very exten- | 


sive supplies of ship timber have been sent to 
this ya 

art of my argument upon this part of the sub- 
ject, I -wish to refer the committee to one or two 
report which ‘has 

The Navy Commissioners 
‘ necessity, ever since the creation of our Navy, 
t we have been compelled to use, to a great extent, 
‘ unseasoned timberin the construction and repair 
‘ of our ships; hence immense expenditures and 
‘great loss of time, (invaluable in war,) arising 
‘from the necessity of frequent repairing them. ”’ 


`. The same report then proceeds to provide a 


remedy for this great evil, which is as follows, 
namely: * Provide extensive supplies of ship tim- 
‘ber, and place it in a state to’ be well seasoned 


i before it is used; and for this purpose they 
‘yecommend ‘that the timber be immersed in || 


“water for twelve months, then taken up and 
E andet cover, to protect it against the sun, 
‘rain, and high:winds; ite immersion will render 
tit less liable to split or rent. It should not be 
* taken out of the water, however, exceptin sal. 
‘in the spring, if it can be avoided; and it should, 
‘after being sawed ‘or reduced to pepe 

be: pat under 


i sizes 
‘ required in ship-building; 


sheds 


* go constructed as to admit of a frée circulation | 


‘ of air, but at the same time to shield it from too. 
‘much exposure tò the sun and strong currents 
‘of air. It is believed that if timber used in ship- 
‘ building should undergo-a process ‘like this, 
‘ their durability would-be increased two-fold.” 

If these facts be true, then add to those one 
other, viz: there is at this plave extensive supplies 
of ship timber unprovided for. It would seem 
for a moment dbjett to the 
appropriations contained in this bill. : Every gen- 
tlerian čan readily conceive that so long as it 
shal be necessary and expediént to have an ample 
supply of masts, spats, boats, and othef naval 
supplies constantly on hand, so long it wH be 
necessaty ahd ‘expedient to have mast Houses, 
boat housés, and tintber sheds. I hope, there- 
fore, that the sunt named in the bill will be appro: 
priated for thosd purposed. © < <50 0S7 

» -NORTHERN BOUNDARY OF, OHIO. <z mi 
SPEECH OF HON. THOMAS EWING, 
Loy, 23 -_ > OF OHIO, . 

“Tw tHE Senate, Dectmber'21, 1835, 
On introducing the Bill to settle and:determine the Northern 
poi * Boundary Line of the gjate af Obio. 

“Mr: EWING said: TNA v tei a ni 
~ Mr: Prestpenr:1 feel it due to thëimportance 
of the measure which I propose, and to publié ex- 
pectation and public opinion in my State, that I 
presar, at this early stage of the proceeding, a 

rief summaryat least of the question to which 
this bill'will give rise. I feelit the more important 
to do 80, as public dpinion abroad, throughout 
the Union, has been assailed, and in some meas- 
ure preoccupied, with papers issuing from various 
quarters inimical to the proposed measure, papers 
in which a one-sided view of. the case has been 
presented; and in some instances erroneous state- 
ments of public documents Lave, in the over-zeal 
of individuals to-establish their favorite position, 


iyi 


„whieh requires attention; and, as a i! 


sty, that te from | 


SENATE. 


been sent abroad as a part of the political history 
and of the law and truth of the case. I wish, in 
behalf of Ohio, that the facts as they exist may 
go forth to the public in such small compass that 
they may be seen, examined, and understood. 
| And I wish, by reference to documents here, and 
| all the documents that I think bear upon the ques- 
| tion, to lighten the labor of gentlemen who wish 
' to examine it, and form their judgment. This 
' being my object, I shall attempt little argument, 
and indulge in no discussion. 
_ The bill, so far as relates to Ohio, is the same ` 
in all its provisions with that which I have twice 
offered in the Senate, which has twice passed this 
i body, and which has been twice lost among the 
j| unfinished business of the House. A few words 
are necessary, however, to explain the full pur- 
port of its penons The act of Congress of - 
| the 30th of April, 1802, ‘authorizing the inhabit- 
ants of the eastern division of the northwestern- 
| territory to form a constitution and State govern- , 
|i ment,’’ directs that the contemplated State shall 
|; be bounded “on the north by an east and west: 
line, drawn through the southerly extreme of: 
Lake Michigan,” “ running east until it shall 
intersect Lake Erie on the territorial tine; thence 
| with the same through Lake Erie to the Penn- 
sylvania line.” Under this law the convention 
met, and formed the constitution of Ohio; but 
| fearing that the mouth and estuary of an import- 
| ant river, which had: its course within the State, 
would be excluded by.the prescribed boundary, 
| the convention accepted it, with a proviso which 
is found in the sixth section of the seventh article: 
of the constitution, and is in the following words: 
' Provided, always; and it ix hereby fully understood and. 
declared by this couvention, that, if the southerly bend or 
; entrance of Lake Michigan should extend so far south that 


| a line drawn due east from it should not intersect Lake 
Erie, or if it should intersect the said Lake east of the mouth 
of the Miami of the Lakes, then and in that case, with the 
assent-of the Congress of the United States, the northern 
boundary of the State shall be established by and extend to- 
a line running from the southerly extremity of Lake Mich- 
igan to the most northerly cape of the Miami Bay,” “thence 
northeast to the territorial line; ahd by the said territorial’ 
line to the Pennsylvania line.’’ : 

. Now, sir, the position of Lake Michigan is. 
proved to be, as: was apprehended by the framers: 
of the constitution of Ohio. The southerly bex- 
treme of Lake Michigan is go far south thata line. 
drawn from it due east, cuts. off the mouth of the: 
Miami of the Lakes, and intersects Lake Erie 
many miles east of that river;:and this bill copies 
substantially the above recited: proviso of the con~ 
stitution of Ohio, and will, if-it become a law, 
give the express assent of Congress to the bound- 
ary designated therein. The objections to the 
boundary named in the act-of: Congress, is best 
understood by reference to a map of the oa 
which Senators will find upon their tables., -It 
will: be seen that the. Miami of the Lake, a la 
and navigable river, the largest I believe which 
flowa northward into that chain of Lakes, has 
almost its whole course in Ohio, and its whole 
and entire navigable course in Ohio and Indiana, 
except the last eight miles, and its mouth and 
bay, or estuary, which are cut off by this eadt 
and west line, and thrown into.another jurisdic- 
tion, that of the Territory of Michigan. : 

- Tecan acgujt at once thé framers of the ordi- 
nance of 1787, and the Congress which passed 
the law of April 30, 1802, of the apparent neglect 
‘of the just interen of the- eat civil hich g 
our country which comprises the communi 
which those acts called into being. They had 
fixed, aceording to their belief of the gaograprica' 
telations:of the country, boundaries to that State 
which were totally unexceptionable.. The line, 
as they had fixed it, did, as they believed, instead 
of eutiing off from Ohio the mouth of the Miami 
of the Lake, extend northward beyond the river 
Raisin, to the head of the lake, or rather above 
it, near the mouth of the Detroit river. I refer 
to an ancient map of the ceuntry, the same which 
was of the highest authority at the time of the 
passagé of the ordinance and the act of 1802, to 
show what was their. purpose, and what were 
their opinions as to this boundary. | Tt is a sin- 

ular case of an error affecting a division of land 
or a tract of country. It is not a mistake in the 
position of ah object which forms part of a bound- 
ary; but the position of a very remote object, 
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lying in an unexplored region, from which a line extent and boundaries, and they asked for dis- 


was to be produced in the given direction, until 
it should touch the territory in question, and form 
the boundary. 

Bart the difficulty will be remedied by adopting 
the bill which i now offer. It will give to Ohio, 
not ail that was supposed and intended by the 
Congress which framed the act of 1802, but it 
will give her all that is important to her internal 
improvements and commercial interests, and all 
that was asked for by the framers of her consti- 
tution, And there would seem to be the most ob- 
vious propriety and policy in according it, having 
a due regard to the great leading features of our 
country in its civil divisions; if, indeed, Congress 
have the power to do so without the infringe- 
ment of a compact, or the violation of national 
faith. 


This measure has been long a subject of dis- 


cussion. Those who oppose it contend that Con- ` 


ress, by the terms of the deed of cession from 

irginia, by the ordinance of 1787, for the Gov- 
ernment of the territory northwest of the river 
Ohio, and by their own subsequent acts, have 
been deprived of the power of extending the 
boundary of either of the southern States of the 
Northwestern Territory, Ohio inclusive, north of 
aneast and west line drawn through the southerly 
extreme of Lake Michigan. And the first and 
most important inquiry is, whether Congress 
does now possess that power? To me, indeed, 
it seems a question of easy solution. 


At the close of the revolutionary war, Virginia ' 
and Connecticut claimed each a portion of the 


Northwestern Territory. Connecticut ceded her 
jurisdiction without any directions as to its future 
civil divisions; but Virginia required that the 
lands so ceded should be divided into States, 
“ containing a suitable extent of territory, not 
‘less than one hundred, nor more than one hun- 
‘dred and fifty miles square, or as near thereto 
“as circumstances will permit,” &c.; which pro- 
vision was made in accordance with a resolution 
of Congress of the 10th of October, 1780, 

The country was at that time unexplored, and 
great difficulties might have arisen from the fixing 
of any unbending rules for the formation of new 
States, in respect to location and boundary. Con- 
gress soon became sensible of this, and by their 
resolution of July 7, 1786, asked Virginia to 
revise her deed of cession. ‘The preamble to that 
resolution shows what were the views and wishes 
of that Congress in the formation of new mem- 
bers of the Federal Union, and what I believe 
has been, at least what ought to have been, the 
purpose of each succeeding Congress which has 
been called to act on this subject. It is as 
follows: ` 


‘ Whereas it appears, from the knowledge already ob- 


tained of the tract of country lying northwest of the river i Ort d 
' above-named; but it is not said that they SHALL 
be formed of that Territory, or or ant that Ter- `: 


t th bject; | t6 i ; 
Ie were hard. to reason” on; me anoen : will, I think, be able to draw any such inference 


Ohio, that the laying it out, and forming it into new States 
of the extent mentioned in the resolution of Congress of 
October 10, 1780, and in one of the conditions contained in 
the cession of Virginia, will be productive of many and great 
inconveniences. ‘That by such a division of the country 
some of the new States will be deprived of the advantage 
of navigation ; some will be improperly intersected by lakes, 
rivers, and mountains; and some will contain too great a 
proportion of barren and unimprovable land, and of conse- 
quence will not for many years, if ever, have a sufficient 
number of inhabitants to form a respectable government, 
and entitle them to a seat and voice in the Federal Council. 
And whereas, in fixing the limits and dimensions of the new 
States, due attention ought to be paid to natural boundaries 
and a variety of circumstances which will be pointed out 
by a more perfect knowledge of the country, so as to pro- 
vide for the future growth and prosperity of each State, as 
well as for the accommodation and security of the first ad- 
venturers. In order, therefore, that the ends of Govern- 
ment be attained, and that the States which are formed 
may become a speedy and sure emission of strength to the 
Confederacy: Resolved, That it be, and is hereby, recom- 
mended to the Legistature of Virginia to take into consid- 
eration their aet of cession, and revise the same, so far as 
to empower the United States in Congress assembled to 
make such a division of the territory of the United States 
lying northerly and westerly of the river Ohio into distinct 
republican States, not more than five nor less than three, 
as the situation of that country and future circumstances 
may require, which States shali hereafter become members 
of the Federal Union, and have the same rights of sover- 


eignty, freedom, and independence as the original States, j 


in conformity with the reselution of Congress ofthe 10th of 
October, 1780.” 


By this resolution Congress asked for authority 
to change nothing relative to the contemplated 
States in the Northwestern Territory, except the 


i! immediately south of it. 


' cretion for the purpose of adjusting their bound- 
aries to suit the natural features of the country. 
And this discretion, which was accorded by Vir- 
ginia, is, if I can read and understand the laws 
and ordinances aright, continued over the whole 
northern portion of that country down to the 
present day. 

The extent of the powers thus retained by Con- 
gress depends upon the ordinance of 1787 for the 
government of the territory northwest of the 

: river Ohio. I join in all that has ever been said 
in praise of this invaluable charter. It has been 
called irrevocable. So it is as long as the faith of 
the nation is regarded. It has been called a sacred 

‘instrument. I hold itso. Next to the Constitu- 

; tion itself—of which indeed this ordinance is by 


i, adoption a part—] hold it the most sacred among 


the monuments of our national liberty. But it 
: does not, therefore, follow that every manner of 


pretension must be sanctioned which any one į 


thinks fit to advance in its name. 
The question of the power of Congress over 


this disputed territory grows out of the fifth arti- | 


cle of the ordinance. I need not trouble the Sen- 
ate by reading that article; a simple analysis of 


' its provisions, so far as they touch the present 


question, will suffice. 

Ist. It ordains that Congress shall form not less 
than three, nor more than five, States within that 
territory. 

Qd. It defines the boundaries of three of those 
States according to the present boundaries of 
Ohio, Indiana, and Hlinois, on all sides except 


' the north; and it extends them all northward to 


the boundary line of the United States. 


| 3d. And it provides that ‘ the boundaries of | 
‘ these three States shall be subject to be so far | 


: altered, that if Congress shall hereafter find it 
‘ expedient, they shail have authority to form one 
‘or two States in that part of the Territory which 
‘lies north of an east and west line, drawn 
: *through the southerly bend or extreme of Lake 
i ¢ Michigan.” 


_It appears to me clear, by the mere reading of | 


the latter part of this section, of which I give the 
words, that all the obligation imposed upon Con- 
gress was to form three States in said Territory, 


the northern boundary of any of which should |; 
‘, not be, pressed further south than the southerly | 


bend or entrance of Lake Michigan; that the east 
and west boundaries of each of the three States 
should be fixed within the limits prescribed, and 


that the northern part of the Territory should be |; h : 
j t | of Congress into a State) to come into the 


formed into States, or attached to. the southern 
: States, or part of it be formed into one or two 
| States, and part of it attached to the State lying 
One or two States MAY 
| be formed by Congress mw that part of the Ter- 
ritory which lies north of the east and west line 


ritory. J 
the ordinance itself is as clear to the point which 
! I would sustain as any language I can use in 


in statement or in argument, that a doubt has 
been raised as to its interpretation. 

I will refer, by way of specimen, and it is not 
the only one in which public documents have 
been thus treated in this contest, to an article en- 
titled ‘ The case of Michigan,” which appeared 
in the Intelligencer of the 5th instant. The writer 


is unknown to me, but the editors say it is ‘‘from 
a highly intelligent and respectable source.’? The 


lows: 

& By the ordinance of 1787, whenever any of the States 
or Territories in the Northwestern Territory ‘shall have 
sixty thousand free inhabitants, such State shall be ad- 
mitted, by its delegates, into the Congress of the United 


respects whatever, and shall be at liberty to form a perma- 
nent constitution and State government.’ ”? 


I call the attention of the Senate to the word 
Territories, in that part of the paragraph which is 
introductory to the quotation from the ordinance, 
and which fixes the sense of that quotation. 
That word is an interpolation in language, and it 


changes the whole sense of the paragraph. It is 


support of it, and it is only by passing over, or ; 
interpolating, or modifying its provisions, either ` 


sentence in that ‘ exposition,’’ in which a clause || 


in the ordi f 1787 i i is -i ! : 
lo a a iene tt which divided the Northwestern Territory into 


< two Separate governments. 


States on an equal footing with the origina! States, in all : A 
D the boundary to which they have a permanent 


|. purpose of a temporary government, 


not to be found in the text quoted, nor in the 
context, nor any word or words which convey 
an equivalent meaning to it, in the convention in 
which it is here introduced. And, unfortunately, 
this single word, thus thrown in, is the one on 
which the whole argument in behalf of Michigan 
and her rights to this territory must hinge. Take 
that away, read the ordinance truly, as it is writ- 
ten, adding nothing and suppressing nothing, it 
does not leave them ground whereon to rest the 
soles of their feet. It is the fifth article of that 
ordinance (Ist vol. Laws of the United States, page 
480) that has been thus misused. That article 
declares that there shall be formed, in the North- 
western Territory, three States; it defines their 
boundary on all sides except the north, as the 
States of Ohio, Indiana, and Illinois are now 
bounded; and it extends them all northward to 
the northern boundary of the United States, 


, which is there called the territorial line; it chen 


provides that ‘‘the boundaries of these three 
€ States shall be subject to be so far altered that, 
‘if Congress shall hereafter find it expedient, 
‘they shall have authority to form one or two 
‘States in that part of the territory which lies 
‘north of an east and west line drawn through 
‘the southerly bend or extreme of Lake Michi- 
‘ gan.” Then follows the misquoted clause, which 
is in these words: ‘* And whenever any of the 
‘ said States shall have sixty thousand free inhab- 
‘itants therein, such State shall be admitted, by 
‘its delegates, into the Congress of the United 
t States, on an equal footing with the original 
‘ States, in all respects whatever, and shall be at 
‘liberty to form a constitution and State govern- 
‘ment.’’. i 

I am bound, in courtesy, to believe that this 
misrepresentation of this clause of the ordinance 
by the writer who thus volunteers to instruct the 
community on this subject, was a mistake, fallen 
into by him in his zeal to support the cause which 
he has seen fit to espouse, and that the power 
and discretion to form States, as I have set them 
forth, which immediately precede in the ordinance 
the parap cited by this writer, was omitted, 
because he had not a clear perception of its bear- 
ing upon the proposition which he advances; and. 
not because he saw, as | think all impartial men 
who examine it must see, that it destroys, to its 


‘very foundation the whole fabric of his argu- 
| ment. Butif any one can find in the clause of 


the ordinance referred to by that writer, and which 


| I have just read, a vested rightin this Territory 


(which is not formed by the ordinance or by act 
nion 
when its inhabitants shall be sixty, thousand, or 
to hold fast, permanently, against the will of Con- 
gress, to the boundaries fixed for itas a Terri- 
tory, for the express purpose of temporary gov- 
ernment, he must have functions and reasoning 


' faculties of a different order from those which are 
: possessed by the rest of mankind. Indeed, when 


the ordinance is set out truly, as it is, no one 


from it. 

Congress had the right, by virtue of their gen- 
eral powers, without any express compact au- 
thorizing it, to erect territorial governments such 
as they might see fit, as to number, extent, and 
boundary, and to change and modify them at 

leasure. So at least it has been held, and such 
as been the practice of the Government. And 


if they have not this power, the Territory of Mich- 


igan was creatcd without authority; for the ordi- 


‘nance of 1787 expressly authorizes a division of 
. the Northwestern Territory into no more than 


“two districts;”? and this express authority was 
exhausted by the act of the 7th of May, 1800, 


l take it, therefore, 
for granted that the general power will not be 
disputed by the advocates of the claims of Mich- 
igan; and if it be not, why do they fix upon, as 


right, those assigned to that Territor i ra PA 
of llth January, 1805, instead of either of n 
other acts fixing other limits? That act is neither 
the first nor the last which gave a temporary g0V- 
ernment to the inhabitants of the country m- 
cluded in that Territory. It first formed a part 
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of the government of the Northwestern Territory. 
It was next divided. between that Territory and 
Indiana. It wae in the next place attached wholly 
to Indiana, and made to form a part of it. Next 
it was formed into a separate Territory, “for the || 
urpose of a temporary government;”? and lastly, |i 
the whole residue of the Northwestern Territory | 
was attached to it, and formed with it one Terri- ; 
tory for a like purpose, and remaing, and is part | 
and parcel of it at this day. How, then, can it . 
be with reason contended that the limits of the | 
local government to which the inhabitants of this 
tract of country owed allegiance, should, in its 
fourth modification, though never before, be 
holden fixed and immutable? There are no words | 
in the law to countenance it save what are also 
contained in the other laws fixing the boundaries ` 
-of the several territorial governments which, by ` 
different names, were from time to time extended | 
in whole or in part over this peninsula. On the 
whole, that law gives to the inhabitants of that | 
part of the ‘Territory of Michigan no vested right | 
to come into the Union as a State with those par- 
ticular boundaries assigned them: it therefore 
` throws no obstacle in the way of extending, or | 
‘adjusting and defining the boundaries of the States . 
of Ohio and Indiana north of the east and west 
line above referred to, even if we admit that line | 
to have been once made the boundary of the | 
Michigan Territory. | 
I believe it has not been denied by those who | 
advocate the claims of Michigan, that Congress | 
had aright to extend all or either-of the three | 
southern States north to the territorial line; ac- , 
cording to their limits as set out in the first part ; 
of the fifth article of the ordinanoe; but they ton- | 
tend that Congress must include in-each of. those 
States all or none of the territory which lies within | 
its limits north of that line; that they cannot in- 


i is given them in fixing the:boundaries of 

those States on the north, but no discretion be- 

ond the mere choice of one of the two lines. 

n aid of the several arguments which I have ad- 

vanced against this position, I will now adduce 

a series of acts of Congress showing a legislative 
construction of their own powers. 

The east and west line named in the ordinance 
of 1787, has but a singte call, “ the most south- 
erly bend or extension of Lake Michigan;” it 
has no terminus to the east or the west — it of 
course passes- across the-whole Territory—and if 
the position be correct, that Congress could not 
extend any State heyond that line without, in- 
cluding all the territory which lay beyond it and 
due north of such State, then Congress in the 
formation of the State of Ohio, and the designa- 

‘tion of its boundary, has violated the ordinance. | 
In the act of April 30, 1802, under which Ohio | 
was authorized to form a State: government, the 
line running due east from the southerly extreme 
of Lake Michigan.is taken, in part, as the north- 
ern boundary of the contemplated State: Thus 
far it agrees with the line named in the ordinance, 
but it introduces another call, ‘Lake Erie, or the 
territorial line, and thence with the same through 
Lake Erie to the Pennsylvania line,’’ making a 
totally different northern poundary. The two 
lines run together until they touch Lake Erie, | 
then diverge widely. The line named in the ordi- | 
nance runs through the-southern bend of Lake 
Erie, and passing out of it euts off a large extent 
of territory, with fifty or sixty thousand inhab- 
itants, in the northeast corner of the State of 
Ohio, to which Michigan has the same-right, by 
virtue of the ordinance, that she has to the country 
north of that line and south of the northern cape 

:of the Miami bay. But Congress: did ‘not con- 
aider themselves bound :by the ordinance to pur- 
sue that line, or they acted under-a mistake ag to 
the true position of Luke Michigan, the bearing 
of which error I will by and by consider. 

In the formation of the State of Indiana, Con- 
‘gress disregarded this-assumed restriction in the 
ordinance, or they had failed ta‘discover it. ‘The 
State is extended ten miles'north:of the souther! 
-eXtreme of Lake: Michigan; ‘and Illinois, whic 
“was admitted a few. -after,is extended north 
about thirty-five miles further than Indiana, and 
within a few miles of the line.of latitude which, 
according to the old maps to which I -sball by- 


southerly extreme of Lake Michigan. The mis- 
take which had been made in the position of the 
object of that call was substantially corrected in 
the case of Illinois. 


I need not now advert to the unhappy conse- | 


quences which would flow from holding the east 


and immovable boundary: the question is too | 
clear by the very language of the ordinance itself, | 
and the legislative constructions of it have been | 


too frequent and unequivocal to require this aux- 
iliary aid in settling the principle. Still it ought 
not to be forgotten that the establishment of the 
‘doctrine contended for by Michigan involves, as 


number of their citizens under a government 


which they did not help to form, and to which | 


they have never yielded; and to which, I believe, 


thoy never will yield their willing allegiance. 
aving, as I trust, established the position, 
if any arguments were necessary to establish it, 


n 
that Courees has power to pass this act without 
| vielating the Constitution, or compact, or any 
principle which ought: to govern legislators, I 
‘will now proceed to offer some reasons why the 
proposta adjustment of boundary ought to be 

made. 
First, then, it was the intent ‘of the framers of 


the ordinance of 1787 that the northern line of || 


‘each of ‘the three -acuthern States should extend 


“north of the points over which that east and west | 


‘line is, by-detual observation and survey, found 


‘to pass. This intent is proved by the clearest || 


i evidence. ‘At the time of the passage of that ordi- 
; Rance we had no information of the country- north 
‘and west of Lake Erie, save what we derived 


‘tfrom observations -made or collected under the 
clude a part and exclude-another part; that an || 


‘Colonial:Government. ‘A map of that country, 
‘published in £1756, and:still familiarly known as 
itchell's map, was:the first in authority in Eng- 
-Jand and Amerita ‘fromthe time of its publication 
until long after -thè date of the ordinance. It is 
‘eaid-to:‘have been the‘ map -referred to by the 
‘American and British Commissioners at the treat 

-of peacein'1783. “And in the particulars in whic’ 

-it bears the ent question; it was copied, 
or:very ‘closely followed, in all the maps which 
rap in our country from that time until after 
the close of the'late war. ‘That map, and, indeed, 
‘every ootemporarteous map that I have seen, fixed 
the latitude of the southernextreme of Lake Mich- 
gan. about 42° 20° north, or'about forty-five miles 
| north of its actual position, and so situated with 
|. regard to. Lake Erie, thata line running due east 
; through it would -touch the Lake near its head, 
or the Detroit river a little north of its entrance 
into the Lake. I have laid upön your table, and 
-on that.of each of the Senators, a copy on a re- 
duced. seale, of this map,‘as it is preserved in the 
-State Department, by: which may be seen ata 
glance the~position of those ‘lakes, and of that 
l iiney as it:waa then believed and understood to 
‘exist. Con had earnestly sought the power 


should be improperly intersected by rivers or 


“properly pertained to it. 
‘power, and intended to exert it for the benefit of 
zeach of the new States; and in fixing that east 


-any future Congrese: from bringing down the 
northern line of that State, which is now Ohio, 
zæsouth of a line which would touch Lake ‘Erie 
near its head, or the Detroit -river above the 
llake. Ought’that-intent to be défeated by a 
.mistake, by misinformation, as to the position 


-from any Nea of the State whose beundary was 
“to befixed? We are of opinion that the intent 
of the framers of. that:ordinance ought to be ear- 
‘ried into effect so faras it is necessary for the well- 
‘being of the State that it should be so. i 

It can be shown that the-sarie intent prevailed 
with the Congress who passed the ‘act df 1802, 
under which Ohio framed her constitution; and 
came into the.Union as a sovereign and independ- 
-ent State... The line designated ‘as her northern 


of fixing the:limits of the proposed States accord- | 
ing to ‘natural boundaries, s0 that none of them |, 


| Jakes, and so that there should be secured to each | 


‘such natural advantages of navigation as most || 
They obtained that | 


-and west, they obviously interided to prohibit | 


iof a natural object, i i ote |: es - : 
joet, in A hostile egihtry, rem Uthe line run by the commissioners of the United 


“States and Great Britain, in pursuance of a treaty 
| stipulation, 
‘countries. 
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and-by more particularly refer, cut through the | 


boundary is the same as that before referret fo 
laid down on Mitchell’s map. That map thën 
hung, as I have been informed, in the committée 
room of the committee of Congress who reported 
that law. That there was a mistake in the posi- 
tion of this line by the Congress which enacted 


` the | f April 30, 1802, i 
and west line, named in the ordinance, as a fixed | Shel tharine ie r BLE 


the fact that the boundary they affix to Ohio is 
an impossible boundary. That law provides that 
‘the northern line shall run due east, through the 
southerly extreme of Lake Michigan, until it 


‘intersect Lake Erie ‘or the territorial line, thence 


: with the same through Lake Erie to the Pennsyl- 
; Vania line. This boundary, therefore, is based 


d } ` on the assumption that the east and west line 
: its consequence, ‘the dismemberment of ‘these |: 
States of this Union, and the bringing of a‘large | 


will touch the territorial line (which is the north- 
ern boundary line of the United States) in Lake 


| Erie,-or north of it; otherwise it could'ndt, with- 
; out changing its direction, run with it through 


Lake Erie to the Pennsylvania line. 
Bat that line does not touch the northern bound- 


` ary line of the United States at-any point in Lake 


`* Michigan.” 


i the United States in Lake Erie do not la 


-south ‘of the point'at which it was fixed b 
-commissionérs under the treaty of Ghent. 
“has, it is te, been'an ex parte proceeding by the 
"United States; but Great H ca t 
-it; as it gites her (if the new position of the line 
be adhered to) jurisdiction over many miles of 


Erie. The act of the 14th Juty, 1882, directs the 
President “to cause to be ascertained (amongst 
t other shiney) by accurate observation the latitude 
‘and longitude of the southerly extreme of Lake 
“ Also, that he cause to be ascer- 
‘tained with all practicable accuracy the latitude 
“and longitude of the most southerly pointin the 
“northern boundary line of the United States in 
* Lake Erie.” The performance of this duty was, 
as-a matter of course, assigned hy the President 
‘to the War Department. And among the Ex- 
ecutive Documents of 1833-34, vol. 6, Doc. 497, 
is found the report in part of the engineer em- 
ployed to perform that service. He fixes the lat- 


: Itude of the southern extreme of Lake Michigan 


at 410 37’ 07.9" north. His observations as to 
the-southern point of the northern boundary of 
claim 


to-aceuracy, but he supposes it to be in latitude 


| 410 38’ 38", being north of the east and west line 


1 mile 2.1440 yards. But there was another and 
better mode of ascertaining the last-named fact 
than that adopted by the Department. Tt willbe 
remembered that missions were appointed by the 
United States and Great Britain to mark the 
boundary between the two countries under ‘the 
treaty of Ghent. This duty was performed; this 
line was marked with t care through the 
western part of Eake Erie, and the map showin 
ite position is among the archives of State. 
hold in my hand a letter from Thomas P. Jones, 
keeper of the archives, directed to Mr. Vinton, 
of thé Ohio delegation in the House of Represent- 
atives, dated January 7, 1835, in which he states 


| that he has carefully examined the map of Lake 


Erie as laid down and marked out by those com- 


| missioners, and that he finds the latitude of the 
' most southern point to be 419 39’ 43”, as nearly 


as he can ascertain by the scale, but that the 
Measurement may possibly vary a second or so 
from the truth; so that the east. and west line 
would not touch the northern boundary line by 
about three miles. I understand, however—for 


-T have not yet seen the report—that the Depart- 


ment has at last brought the two lines together. 
‘Lake Michigan, I believe, still holds its firat 
position—its southern extremity would move no 
further north; but the boundary line between the 
United States and Great Britain has been found 
more flexible, and has come about four miles 
the 
his 


ritain cannot object to 


the surface of the lake which was assigned by the 
saint commissioners to the United States. For 
the present, however, I am disposed to consider 


as the trae boundary between the two 
Taking, then, ‘the position of the 
‘southerly extreme of Lake Michigan, as found 
‘by Captain Talcott, and the southern point of 
athe:northern boundary line of the United States 
-in‘Lake Erie, as settled by the commissioners, 
-and as measured on their map by the keeper of 
the public archives, it is clear that these lines do 
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wg 
not close, and that one of them must be varied l 
by legislative enactment or udicial construction, © 
or the State of Ohio has no boundary. This state 
of things could not have been in accordance with 
the intent and purpose of the framers of the law 
of April 30, 1802. : 

The line, then, so far as it touches the bound- 
ary of Ohio, was intended, by the Congress of 
the United States, to be where it appears on 
Mitchell’s map, and the other megs of the day. 
If this were the case—if two individuals contract- 
ing for the transfer of land, who had been gov- 
erned in their contract by a plat spread out before 
them, and if such contract had been made, and 
such map exhibited as showing the boundary be- 
tween individuals, I ask every land lawyer here, if 
a reference in the deed to some remote object as 
that from which one of the boundary lines should 
emanate, when the position of that object was 
proved to have been mistaken by the parties, 
would control the bounds of the grant? In equity 
would it? Would it between man and man, the 
facts being fully made out? Would it be per- 
mitted to defeat the manifest intent and purpose 
of both parties? We know well it would not. 
We know that where the lines and bounds of a | 
tract of land are shown by the vender to the pur- 
chaser, either upon the ground or on a plat, and 
the description in the deed does not cover it, no 
matter whether by accident or design, a court of 
equity will hold the conveyance to be according 
to the boundary shown, and so correct the deed. 
In the acts of Governments there is no distinc- 
tion between law and equity. The appeal to law, |, 

‘as it regards a nation, is an appeal to the national | 
sense of justice, and an obligation much less | 
strong than that which would move a court of `; 
equity in the case of an individual, ought to be | 
sufficient, especially in a case like this, to com- 
mand the action of a just and generous nation. 1 

But Congress not only intended to give a: 
boundary which included the mouth of the Miami | | 
of the Lake, and its bay, but the people of Ohio, || 
in convention, asked and expected to receive it. 
They believed the line included the Miami bay, | 
and a doubt was for the first time thrown upon 
it by information received from a trapper who ; 
returned from the shores of Lake Michigan while 
the convention was in session, which caused the 
insertion of the proviso in the seventh section of 
the sixth article of the constitution. This con- , 
stitution was accepted by Congress without a | 
syllable, yea or nay, on the subject of the proviso. 
It was accepted altogether, the proviso forming 
a part of it. No objection was urged to it b 
Congress, or by the committee of Congress which 
reported on the constitution. And when we con- i 
sider that this proviso was fully and entirely in : 
accordance with the end and aim of the resolution ‘| 
of Congress of the 7th of July, 1786, which asks |! 


of Virginia a modification of her deed of cession, | 
with a view to regard natural boundaries, and | 
the commercial relations of the contemplated | 
States; that it accorded with the views of the | 
Legislature of Virginia, who changed their deed | 
of cession for that express and declared purpose. 

That it accords with the views of the framers of | 
the ordinance of 1787, as appears by the map of 

their day, showing their opinion of the line which 

should bound the contemplated States; that it | 
accords also with the opinion of the Congress 

who passed the law under which Ohio formed 

her constitution and State government; that this 

proviso, the solemn act of that people met in 

convention, declares that, as a part of their con- 
stitution, they ask and claim of Congress that 
boundary; and, finally, when it is considered that 
the whole constitution was accepted without a 
dissent to that proviso, I think a strong case of 
equitable, if not legal right, is presented on the 
pe of Ohio for the definitive sanction of the 

oundary which she claims; and that it is an | 
irresistible appeal to the sense of justice of the 
nation. And T for one, care not whether this act 
be passed on the ground that Ohio is entitled to 
the boundary claimed by law, by equity, or on 
principles of political justice and expediency; but 
sure I am that the people of that State feel strongly 
that the concession is due them, and that dissat- 
enga will be general and deep if it be witk- 
ield. 


r 


, same power. 


; nication ? 


! wish to force into their fellowship and fraternity |: 


But it is said that the rights of Michigan are im- | 
plicated in the adjustment proposed by this bill, | 
and that it cannot pass without doing injustice 
to that Territory; but for myself I can discover 
nothing solid in this objection. I have already 
shown that that Territory has no right to any 
particular boundary, either by virtue of the ordi- 
nance of 1787, or any of the acts of Congress. If 
T have succeeded in establishing this, what is left 
of her claim on those general principles of polit- 
ical justice and expediency to which I have ap- 
pealed in behalf of Ohio? 

Michigan is a temporary territorial govern- 
ment, extending over about one hundred and 
seventy-seven thousand square miles of terri- 
tory, equal in extent to three of the largest States 
in the Union. It was called into existence by an 
act of Congress; and so long as it continues a Ter- 
ritory, it is subject to be changed and modified, 
as to boundary and extent, at the pleasure of the 
The inhabitants have their rights 
as American citizens secured under the ordinance 
of 1787,-and various acts of Congress; but they 
have no territorial rights; and Michigan, as such, 
has none against the will of Congress. he. 
question of expediency only then occurs in be- | 
half of a State that is to be hereafter formed north 
of Ohio and Indiana; and I ask, is it expedient 
that that State should hold the mouth of the 
Miami, which has its whole navigable course in | 
Ohio and Indiana, and contro] its entrance? Those : 
two States are constructing a canal connecting 
the Miami bay with the Wabash river; and that 
grand work is now delayed, awaiting the decision 
of this question. I ask, is it expedient that a 
State, which you are to form hereafter north of : 
these two States, should hold this outlet of the 
vast region which is intersected by this canal? 
That the new State should have delivered to her 
the key, and be the sole keeper of the entrance || 
to the noble edifice erected by the industry and | 
enterprise of her neighbors? It is not right. And 
the pride of those States must be wounded, and 
their sense of justice outraged, by such a de- 
termination. But, again, what policy is there in 
giving the new State, when it shall be created, 
the jurisdiction over this disputed territory? Is 
the territory of that State without it likely to be 
too small, or does it want for navigable commu- 
Neither. One hundred and seventy- 
seven thousand square miles—an extent equal to 
the three largest States in the Union—must be | 
formed into no more than two States, and its 
eastern portion has advantages of. navigation 
equaled by few States on the Atlantic sea-board. 

Then, with respect to those who belong to the 
unclaimed part of the Territory, who profess to 
be contending for their rights, and who accuse 
Ohio of ambition, and usurpation, and injustice: 
what is their claim, and for what do they con- 


tend? Not the right of self-government, or the 
right to choose their own rulers, or the jurisdic- | 
tion to which they shall be attached—for nothing | 
of this is sought to be wrested from them: but | 
they claim to govern their neighbors, who deny ; 
them allegiance. Or, if notto govern them, they 


those who turn from them with fear and aversion, `! 
and who seek protection from Ohio, whom they | 
think more regardful of their feelings, and more | 


plenitude of their chivalry, wish to protect the |. 
weak against the strong, would do well to think | 
of extending that protection over this people, who, |, 
if attached to Michigan, will feel themselves de- |; 
livered over to a kind of political bondage, and || 
into the hands of those whom they look upon as |! 
their adversaries and rivals. 

Something is surely due to the opinions and | 
feelings of these people of the disputed territory. | 
If joined to Michigan, they cannot and they will 
not be content with their condition. They con- 
tend against it now, like men who are struggling 
for all that they hold dear and sacred, and against | 
whatever is deemed most calamitous. They think 
(but I cannot answer for the correctness of their || 
opinion) that, instead of enjoying the privileges 
of freemen; instead of being placed in the hands 
of a fostering and paternal government, which |: 
would watch over and protect their interests, and | 


aid in the improvement of their natural advant- : 


friendly to their interests. Those who, in the |, 


ages, and in the development of their resources— 
they would be delivered over to a bitter adver- 
sary, and a determined and inveterate rival. 

Mr. President, I ask in behalf of Ohio, and I 
most earnestly ask, an early decision of this ques- 
tion. It has been, for years past, the victim of 
procrastination. For more than twenty years 
has Ohio presented herself, year after year, at the 
bar of Congress, as a petitioner for what she 
deems her right—what this body, whenever it 
has spoken has declared to be her’s, either on 
principles of justice or of national policy, but she 
has been delayed, postponed, and the measure 
for her redress lost in the other House, without 
a hearing had or an opinion elicited. I trust 
and hope that it now approaches a termination, 
and that its result will be such as to satisfy the 
public mind, and calm the dissatisfactions of our 
people. 


Letter to Hon. Samuel F. Vinton. 


Dear Sir: Agreeably to your request, I have carefully 
examined the map of Lake Erie, as laid down and marked 
out by the commissioners to settle the boundary line under 
the treaty of Ghent, and find the latitude of the most south- 
ern point to be 41° 39 43/, as nearly as I can ascertain by 
the scale, but the measurement may possibly vary a second 
or so from the truth. 

I have the honor to be, very respectfully, your obedient 
servant, 

THOMAS P. JONES, 
Office of Archives, Department of State. 
WASHINGTON, January 14, 1835. 


The following is a copy of the bill introduced 


‘by Mr. Ewine: 


: A bill to settle and establish the northern boundary line of 


the State of Ohio. 


Be it enacted, §c., That the northern boundary of the 
State of Ohio shail be established by, and extend to, a 
direct line running from the southern extremity of Lake 
Michigan to the most northerly cape of the Miami bay; 
thence northeast to the northern boundary line of the 
United States; thence with said line to the Pennsylvania 
ine. . 

Sec. 2. And be it further enacted, That the boundary 
line surveyed, marked, and designated agreeably to “ An 
act to authorize the President of the United States to ascer- 
tain and designate the northern boundary of the State of 
Indiana,” approved March the second, eighteen hundred 
and twenty-seven, shall be deemed and taken as the east 
and west line mentioned in the constitution of the State of 
Indiana, drawn through a point ten miles north of the 
southern extreme of Lake Michigan, and shall be and 
forever remain the northern boundary of said State. 

Sec. 3. And be it further enacted, That the northern 
boundary line ascertained, surveyed, and marked agreeably 
to a law of Congress, entftled “An act to ascertain and 
mark the line between the Stateof Alabama and the Ter- 
ritory of Florida, and the northern boundary of the State 
of Illinois, and for other purposes,” approved March second, 
eighteen hundred and thirty-one, shall be deemed and 


| taken as the line west from the middle of Lake Michigan, 


in north latitude forty-two degrees thirty minutes, to the 
middle of the Mississippi river, as defined in the act of 
Congress entitled ‘ An act to enable the people of I}inois 
Territory to form a constitution and State government, and 
for the admission of such State into the Union on an equal 
footing with the original States,” approved eighteenth of 
April, eighteen hundred and eighteen, and shall be and 
forever remain the northern boundary line of said State. 
Passed the Senate January 7, 1835. 


Attest: WALTER LOWRIE, Secretary. 
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REMARKS OF HON. A. HUNTSMAN, 
OF TENNESSEE, 


In THE House or REPRESENTATIVES, 
April 18, 1836, 

On the question of concurring with the Committee of the 
Whole to strike out the following clause from the Gen- 
eral Appropriation bill: “ For the Documentary History 
of the American Revolution, per act of 2¢ March, 1833, 
$20,000.” 


Mr. HUNTSMAN rose and addressed the 


| House as follows: 


Mr. Sreaxer: We are called upon to give a 


: vote in regard to an item of twenty thousand dol- 
: lars to pay 


Messrs. Clarke and Force for printing 
and binding into books the Documentary History 
of the Revolution. This is to be done by virtue 
of a former act of Congress, by the operation of 
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which, it seems, the Treasury of the nation is to 
suffer nearly to the amount of a half million of 
dollars, and the common people of the country, 
out of whose pockets the most of this money 
comes, are not to be benefited one cent. This item 
is the sum now demanded in addition to the sum 
of twenty thousand dollars granted heretofore, 
and enormous sums hereafter, which, by the im- 
providence of the contract, we will be called upon 
to vote in future times. I cannot return to my 
constituents, and render a just account to them 
of my actings and doings here, with the expect- 
ation of meeting their approbation, without en- 
tering my most solemn protest against this un- 
sound, unjust, and indiscreet appropriation. It 
claims to 
the late Secretary of State, Mr. Livingston, under 
an act of Congress, the stipulations of which were 
that the Government was to pay for each copy 
‘of the volumes the sum of thirteen dollars and 
forty cents. There was no limitation to the num- 
ber of volumes in the first instance; and the un- 
dertakers could, if they were so disposed, con- 
tinueand extend the publications until the volumes 
would reach one hundred, and thereby draw one 
or two millions of dollars out of the Treasury. 
Such a construction can be put upon this con- 
tract that every old newspaper, pamphlet, alma- 
nac, advertisement, Tom Paine’s writings, camp 
songs, and other trash, if it even has the remotest 
reference to the scenes of the Revolution, or any- 
thing that was written during the war, can 
baptized by the name of revolutionary documents, 
and be placed irr these volumes. Is it expected 
by any person that this catchpenny contrivance is 
to be depended upon, in after times, as a correct 
history of the revolutionary transactions which 
give immortality to our ancestry, and place us in 
aland of equal laws and equal rights? Surely 
no one has the credulity to hazard such a suppo- 
sition! A 
But this is by far the least objectionable part of 
this transaction. It appears by one portion of 
the contract, that fifteen hundred copies of this |! 
work are to be struck, and by a subsequent mod- |; 
ification of the contract, it is limited to twenty 
volumes; yet it is stipulated that the members of 
Congress who passed the law were to have one | 
‘copy of each volume of the whole work for their | 


private use. I am desirous, sir, that it may be dis- | 


tinctly understood, that I do not cast any imputa- 


-tions ‘upon the motives of the honorable members || 


of Congress who gave this vote, for I suppose 
‘them all to be honorable men; yet it may be useful 


‘to examine how this subject has worked in its | 


practical operation. There are two hundred and 
eighty-eight members in Congress. Each mem- 
ber of that Congress who passed this law is to 
get one copy of these volumes; fifteen dollars or 
thereabouts per volume, for twenty volumes, will 
amount to three hundred dollars to each member. 
This amount of three hundred dollars to each 
member, multiplied by two hundred and eighty- 
eight, amounts to the sum of eighty-six thousand 
‘dollars to members of Congress alone. 
similar to these were canvassed in my district; 
the principle was disapproved of, and I cannot 
assent to them here. I take the liberty to pro- 
teat most solemnly against it in the name and on 
behalf of my constituents. 


The honorable gentleman from Massachusetts || 


{Mr. Avams] has been quite luminous in his dis- 
play of ancient and modern lore in advocating 
this appropriation. But, if I had any doubts re- 
maining as to its impropriety; the gentleman has 
entirely removed them, for he has not only con- 
vinced me that my first impressions are right, but 
‘has given us such information as“enables me to 
see clearly how the Government has been so 
grossly cheated in this contract. He informs us 
that great prudence and economy was observed 
in making the contract by the late Secretary of 
State, (Mr. Livingston,) who is a man of very 
superior political information, as well as an ac- 
complished scholar, possessing the finest order 
of literary attainments. This solves the riddle. 
Thave a most exalted opinion of the talents, the 
integrity, and the pure and undefiled republican- 
ism of the gentleman spoken of. It stood by him 
in the times that tried men’s souls; he was one of 
the forlorn hope in °98, that laid bare his arm 


predicated upon a contract made by | 


Subjects | 
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against aristocracy; and the god of political bat- 
tles enabled him, with his small band, to prevail. : 
They planted the standard of republicanism upon | 
| the ramparts of the Constitution, where, I hope, ' 
l it will wave triumphantly forever. , But, sir, if I 
were about to engage in a contract in any of the 
business concerns-of this life, those gentlemen of 
vast literary attainments, who know every thing in 
the books, and little or nothing out of them, who can 
` take you by a luminous path through the whole ; 
circle of sciences, but who will lead you into a. 
| quagmire as soon as the purchase of a pig or a 
| lamb is the subject of action, are the last men in 
' all christendom that I should select to make a i 
‘contract for me. If you employ one of them to | 
trade a horse a common countryman will cheat 
him out of one half the value of the animal. If 
you employ them to contract for the publication 
of a few books, they will get cheated out of one 
half million of dollars, as the Secretary was in this 
instance by the original contract. If you employ | 
them to negotiate about a boundary line, they | 
will get cheated out of a tract of country as e 
, as all Texas, as was done by the Florida treaty in 
: 1819. This serves to convince us at once, that 
|, they cannot descend from their high literary cog- 
:j itations, and mix with us mortals in the common 
: spheres of life to a sufficient extent to understand 
| anything about contracts. 
i! here are many people in this world who have | 
|| all sorts of sense but common sense, which is much | 
i the most useful to nine tenths of the human ' 
‘family. Those persons who have no opportu- | 
| nities to acquire more than a common education, | 
who acquire their worldly substance by the toil | 
of their hands and the sweat of their brows—al- | 


|, though they may not have been raised at the feet || 


i of Gamaliel, nor descended from parents who 
‘| rolled in wealth and splendor; who fared sumptu- 
: ously every day; who could pass their children | 
i; through the schools, academies, and colleges, and 
; finish with a diploma marked with the insignia 
| or initials of Bethelor of Arts, Doctor of Divinity, 
&c, inscribed with such flourishes’as to suffocate 
.a common countryman in any attempt to pro- 
nounce them—yet, sir, these men know the value 
of the property they have acquired by their labor 
most accurately, and are at all times ready to 
place a proper estimate upon the value of prop- | 
erty or.the value of labor. Notwithstanding they 
|! might not be enabled to spell the word Congress 
without beginning with a K, they have a fund 
of common sense, acquired by the study of men 
|i and things, added to a close observance of the 
ordinary transactiéns of life, which never can be 
| found in the books, nor yet in seminaries of edu- 
cation. These are the people to make prudent 
contracts for you. The Government, in this con- 
|| tract, made through the medium of the literati, | 
has been vastly overreached. Yes, sir, a con- | 
tract has been fastened down upon us, by which 
near half a million of dollars is now claimed for | 
these books, although not one of them has issued : 
from the press. One gentleman, who was a mem- | 
ber of Congress at the passage of this law, has | 
sold his interest in it for ten dollars, when, at the | 
same time, it will cost the Government about | 
| three hundred to print and publish it, or, in other | 
words, to pay the contractors for doing it. This 
il is a description of economy which 1 hope the | 
Lord will deliver us from shortly. 
It was said in argument by the gentleman from 
, Massachusetts, [Mr. Avams,] (I always listen to | 
that gentleman with pleasure,) that notwithstand- | 
ing the wording of the contract might seem to 
limit the contractors to the documentary history 
of the Revolution, yet they might fairly incorpo- 
rate matter going far antecedent to the time, by 
way of collecting materials, tracing the causes 
and effects which led to the Revolution; that 
Chief Justice Marshall, in writing the life of 
‘Washington, wrote a whole volume which was 
entirely introductory to the main history of one 
man only; and that the publishers, in this instance, 
might write many volumes where a host of 
heroes were concerned, and in arranging the many 
incidents and transactions which happened ante- 
cedent to and led to the Revolution. If this doc- 
trine be correct, the history might commence at 
Magna Charta, when the sturdy Englishmen 
took the sword in one hand and their honor in 
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| the other, and effected a revolution which gained 


strength from time to time by the revolution of 
1688, by the protection of rights, and in many 
other instances; but was never finaliy consum- 
| mated until the glorious achievement of Ameri- 
can independence. Such a course as this might 
: enable the publishers to swell the work to five 
: hundred volumes instead of twenty, and by this 
process bankrupt the Treasury. 

Tt has been strongly insisted by the gentle- 
men from Massachusetts, [Mr. Apams,] Rhode 
Island, [Mr. Peance,] and Georgia, [Mr. Grass- 
cock,] that this contract cannot be rescinded— 
that, like the laws of the Medes and Persians, it 
altereth not; that it would be a stain upon the 

` honor of the Government to rescind it. The gen- 
‘tleman from Massachusetts alleges that in this 
: case, if it were five millions, he would not hesi- 
j tate to fulfill the contract any more than if it were 
for five dollars; that one of the gentlemen to whom 
this contract was given was long the Clerk of this 
House, was the Clerk at the time, and that he is 
advantageously known as a gentleman. Be it so; 
I know nothing of the gentleman; I have never 
seen him to my knowledge, and, consequently, 
have neither partialities for nor prejudices against 
‘ him; but this much I do know, from some little 
experience I have had in legislative bodies, that 
i sometimes these Clerks become very popular 
among the members; they pass to and fro among 
them, and render many little services. Some- 
times, in a convenient ante-room, there may be 
some cool, wholesome water to drink, and the mem- 
| bers are invited in. The conclusion is that this 
Clerk is a very clever felluw; and by these and 
other little attentions the Clerk gets the contract, 
the members the books, and Uncle Sam is tared 
with the costs; so ends-the farce! I do not know 
| that any such things happened here; for, as An- 
tony said, I suppose they were all honorable 
men. I therefore will vote to rescind this con- 
tract. 

Tam told that the materiale for the first and 
second volumes of the book are collected, digested, 
and arranged. Iam perfectly willing to pay for 
them and stop. If the undertakers shall suffer 


| any damages by the reason of the contract bein 


rescinded, I am willing to vote them a libe 

compensation for the time, trouble, and expense 
they have spent orincurred. ‘This, between nation 
and nation, individual and individual, is the law 
all over the world. A man may refuse to complete 
his contract, and conclude to pay the damages 
incident thereupon. It is frequent in all nations. 
T will call one instance to the recollection of the 
gentleman from Massachusetts, which perhaps 
may change his opinion in regard to any dis- 
honor being attached to the Government, if thia 
contract is suspended in its further progress. If 
I remember rightly, the treaty made with France 
during the American Revolution, bound this Gov- 
ernment in an offensive and defensive treaty with 
France, to defend that Government with men, 
money, &c., against all the enemies of France. 
Afterwards, in General Wushington’s time, when 
John Adams was a member of the Government, 
France called upon this Government to fulfill 
her contracts, and aid her in the war she then 
waged—the most solemn of any contract that could 
be entered into by mankind, and by which our 
independence was secured, existed in this treaty. 
Did General Washington and his Cabinet think 
it was dishonorable to decline fulfilling it? France 
complained as loudly then as the gentleman from 
Massachusetts does now about a breach of faith, 
of dishonor, and what not; but General Wash- 
ington, John Adams, and the great men of those 
times, who were associated in the Cabinet, abso- 
lutely refused to fulfill the treaty; and if the gen- 
tleman from Massachusetts considers that this 
was dishonorable, I hope it will not be put in this 
book that is about to be pressed upon us and the 

d in the present case. : 

yee [am told by the honorable members of this 
House, that these undertakers represented that 
the work could be done for one fourth of what is 
now demanded. If so, there was a fraudulent 
representation by them, for which the contract 
ought to be set aside; and by paying them a rea- 
sonable remuneration for damage or loss, there 
| is neither dishonor nor injustice. Two or three 
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hundred thousand dollars, or more, may be saved 


to the Government by it, and injury inflicted upon | 


none. Ifa nation refuses to comply with a treaty, 
nothing more than reasonable indemnity is ex- 
pected or demanded; these undertakings stand 
upon no better ground. 


DOCUMENTARY HISTORY. 


REMARKS OF HON. F. O. J. SMITH, 
OF MAINE, 
In rue Hovse or REPRESENTATIVES, 
April 16, 1836, 


On the proposition of Mr. C. Jonnson, of Tennessee, to 
strike from the Civil and Diplomatic Appropriation bill 
the clause: ‘+ For the Documentary History of the Amer- 
ican Revolution, per act of 2d of March, 1833, $20,000.” 


Mr. SMITH said: 

Mr. Speaker: All the gentlemen opposed to 
the amendment offered by the honorable gentle- 
man from Tennessee, appear extremely desirous 
of holding the House to the strict letter of the 
contract alleged to have been made by the late 
Secretary of State [Mr. Livingston] with Messrs. 
Clarke and Force. They maintain that the honor 
of the nation is involved in the fulfillment of the 
construction now put.upon that contract. Iam 
in favor (said Mr. S.) of looking into the letter 
of it, but desire that the spirit also of the instru- 
ment by which the honor of the nation is said to 
be thus deeply pledged, may also be examined. 
I think, sir, that it will be found, upon critical 
examination, that there is evidence enough in the 
documents connected with this contract, that no 
injustice will be done to Messrs. Clarke and 
Force by striking out the appropriation of twenty 
thousand dollars now under consideration, and 
that the honor of the nation will be in no degree 
violated by following out hereafter the course in- 
dicated by the resolution of the House adopted 
this morning, referring the whole subject of these 
books to the Committee of Ways and Means for 
final investigation.* 

The honorable gentleman from Tennessee { Mr. 
Jounson] has remarked that this contract, if not 
afraud in its inception upon the Congress of 1833, 
is, in the shape which it is now jade to assume, 
a great imposition upon this House, and that the 
House is not bound to sustain it. I am, sir, also 
of this opinion, and I think there is evidence to 
substantiate this opinion to the satisfaction of 
any impartial jury of twelve men that might be 
empanneled in any part of the country. Let 
me invite the attention of the House to some 
features of the contract, to show that it was not 
contemplated, either by Clark and Force or by 
the Congress of 1833, to be of the character and 
magnitude now represented by the honorable 
gentleman from Massachusetts, [Mr. Apams,] 


and by other gentlemen who preceded him on. 


the same side. 

By turning to the contract of Clarke and Force 
with Mr. Livingston, then Secretary of State, I 
find the following language made use of, de- 


acriptive of the work then contemplated: ‘* The ;: 
‘said Edward Livingston, &c., doth hereby au- | 


*thorize and direct the said Clarke and Force, 


‘jointly and severally, to prepare and publish I: 
‘fifteen hundred copies of said ‘ Documentary | 


| 


< History of the American Revolution,’ according 


* The following is the resolution alluded to: 
“On motion of Mr. Jounson, of Tennessee, 
& Resolved, That the report of the Secretary of State, 


instructions : 


“Ist. To inquire into the propriety of repealing the act | 
of the 2d March, 1833, and rescinding the contract made | 


by virtue thereof, by Edward Livingston on the part of the 
United States, and Clark and Force, for the publication of 


the “ Documentary History of the Revolution,” and to pay ; 


the expenditures incurred by said publishers in conscquence 
of said contract. 


«ad. If that is not proper to be done, then to inquire into : 
the propriety of better regulating said contract; directing : 
the number and size of the volumes, and the sum to be paid | 
for the same, and the time for the completion of said pub- i 
lication, and the best and proper means of superintending | 


said publication, and directing the documents to be inserted 
in said publication,” 
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Documentary History of the Revolution—Mr. 


|‘ to the plan laid down in their memorial and accom- 
, ‘ panying documents presented to Congress, and upon 
_ ‘which said act has been passed.’’ 


Now turn to the memorial here alluded to for 
“the plan” of the work. That memorial, the 
original proposition of Clarke and Force, reads 
thus, in part: 


& The memorial of the subscribers respectfully represents | 
_ that, as early as the lith day of July, 1778, the memorial | 
: of Ebenezer Hazard was presented to Congress, calling 


their attention to the importance of ‘a collection of Amer- 
jean State papers.’ On the 20th of the same month cer- 
tain resolutions were passed approving of the object, and 
granting such patronage and facililies as he desired. (See 
copies herewith, A.)”” 

* Shortly atter Mr. Hazard was appointed Postmaster 
General two volumes were published by him; but the ob- 
ject of Congress was not attained, inasmuch as not a sin- 
gle document relating ‘to the rise and progress of the pres- 
ent war with Great Britain,’ referred to by the committee, 
was published by him. He gave up the work in conse- 
quence of his other engagements ; and no one Aas since ven- 
tured to complete it. 

‘<< Your memorialists present themselves to Congress, 
willing and partially prepared to undertake this interesting 
and laborious collection,” &c. 

Such is the language that is descriptive of the 
work to which the Congress of 1833 was induced 
toextend its patronage by the act of 3d March of 
that year. And such is the plan of the work to 
which that act has reference, and upon which it 
was based. It was substantially to aid in the 
particular work which Hazard had projected and 
commenced, and in nene other. What evidence 
have we further of the character of Hazard’s 
pian, and of the magnitude of it? Why, sir, we 

ave evidence on this point which cannot but be 

of the most satisfactory character—evidence by 
which we can accurately judge of the view enter- 
tained by the Congress of 1833 upon this sub- 
ject. We have the resolutions of the Congress 
of 1778 respecting Hazard’s proposed work; and 
these resolutions are referred to by Clarke and 
Force in their contract with Mr. Livingston, and 
constitute a part of their memorial to the Con- 
gress of 1833, for the purpose of describing ‘‘ the 
plan’? of their work. One of these resolutions of 
1778 reads thus, after setting forth “that Mr. 
Hazard must necessarily be put to expense of 
various kinds in procuring the extensive collec- 
tion of materials he proposes to make:”’ 


« Resolved, That to enable Mr. Hazard to sustain such 
expense, one thousand dollars be advanced to him upon ac- 
count, returns being made to Congress of his expenses in 
this business.’ 


Such, sir, is the indication furnished in the | 
papers of Messrs. Clarke and Force, the memo- į 


rialists, of the views entertained by the Congress 


1833 as the plan of their work, they having trans- 
formed the title of Hazard’s work, ‘* 4 Collection 
of American State Papers,” into the title of ‘4 Doc- 


umentary History of the American Revolution.” Wiil | 


it be pretended, sir, hereafter upon this floor, that 


the Congress of 1778 contemplated, in Mr. Haz- | 


ard’s work, an enterprise to be compared in any- 


"thing with the work now attempted to be imposed | 
upon Congress under Clarke and Force’s con- | 
It has been demonstrated that this latter | 
: work is to cost from four hundred and eight thou- ; 
sand to half a million of dollars, as the least : 
. estimate. i 
And will the gentleman from Massachusetts, 
[Mr. Apams,] or any other gentleman, reflect so | 


tract? 


severely upon the Congress of 1778 as to charge 
| them with having in view a work of this magni- 
| tude, or anything like it, when they contributed 


we are told by these memorialists themsclves, 
Messrs. Clarke and Force, that to Hazard’s work, 
whatever it was—and it is alluded to by them as 
giving the outline of their own plan*—that the 


* Messrs. Clarke and Force further say in their papers, 
in reference to Hazard’s plan: “It will be seen that much 


i Sof the time intended to be covered by our work was em- 


‘braced in Mr. Hazard’s plan, extended, as it was, by that 
í part of the resojution of the Continental Congress which 
6 authorized the collection of such papers as related to the 
‘¢rise and progress of the present war with Great Britain.’ 
‘If, then, in 1778,a most gloomy period, &c.; if, under 
‘all these adverse circumstances, the Continental Congress 
‘ordered that to be done which we now proffer to do, AND 
£ MORE, was it presumptuous in us to ask for, or imprudent 
é or premature in Congress to pass, the act under which our 
‘contract has been made?” 


| so charge them? 


y themselves or the Congress of 1833. Let me 
ask gentlemen if they believe that Hazard, had he 
in contemplation an enterprise involving an ex- 
pense of nearly halfa million of dollars, at the low- 
est estimate, would have desired ‘* patronage and 
facilities” of Congress to the amount of only one 
thousand dollars, inasmuch as they were willing 
to grant all that he desired ? 

ir, ĮI maintain that here is proof enough to 
insure the verdict of any jury in the country, that 
neither Hazard, nor the Congress of 1778, nor 
the Congress of 1833, for an instant conceived of 
such a stupendous enterprise as is now sct up 
under the contract of Mr. Livingston, which has 
been read; nor do I believe that the memorialists 
themselves contemplated one of such magnitude 
at that time. I believe, sir, that here is evidence 
in abundance, in their reference to Hazard’s plan 
as a description substantially of their own plan, 
and in the character of the resolution of 1778 
respecting Hazard’s plan, to sustain the positions 
taken by the honorable gentleman from ‘Tennes- 
see, that Congress has been outrageously imposed 
upon under this Clarke and Force contract, and 
that Congress is not bound now, in either honor 
orequity, to fulfill the construction now attempted 
to be put upon it. Sir, we ought to stop, before 
contributing an additional sum of twenty thou- 
sand dollars to the sum of twenty thousand dol- 


-lars already appropriated, until a thorough in- 


vestigation of the subject has been made by the 
Committee of Ways and Means, under the reso- 
lution of the same honorable gentleman, adopted 
this morning by the House. . 

We are told further by these memorialists, that 
Mr. Hazard pursued his plan through two vol- 
umes, and hen abandoned it. Why did he 
abandon it? Because the magnitude of the enter- 
prise was too great for his means, and because 
Congress refused to aid him sufficiently in com- 
parison to his enterprise? No such thing. Con- 
gress contributed one thousand dollars towards 
it. It does not appear that more was needed. 
But he abandoned it. We are told, ‘‘ he gave up 
the work in consequence of his other engage- 


' ments, and no one has since ventured to complete 
of 1778 relative to Mr. Hazard’s work, which |; 
these memorialists described to the Congress of | 


it.” Such is the history of the work he planned, 
and such is the plan of the work presented to the 
Congress of 1833, to induce them to pass the act 


| under which the present enormous claim of Clarke 


and Force is set up. 

Sir, there is another consideration in aid of the 
position of the gentleman from Tennessee. On 
recurring to theact of 1833, directing the contract 
to be made, it will be seen that there is no limit- 
ation imposed as to either the number of copies 
to be contracted for, nor the number of volumes 
to which each copy shall be confined, nor the 
number of pages or magnitude of each volume. 
What is the inference from these, singular omis- 
sions, for most singular they must be, if the act 
authorized the contract now contended for by 
those gentlemen who favor the proposed appro- 
priation? Is the Congress of 1833 to be charged 


l: with recklessness or want of the exercise of ordi 
or ue 1 ' nary vigilance over the public Treasury in this 

the trifling, pitiful sum, in comparison, of one | 
|! thousand dollars to aid Hazard in his work? Sir, 
dated the 22d of December, 1834, numbered 36 among the || 
documents of the first session of the Twenty-Third Con- !! 
gress, and the papers accompanying the same, be referred | 
to the Committee of Ways and Means, with the following | 


Will the gentleman from Massachusetts 
ut is it short of making such 
a charge to say that they had in view an enter- 


matter? 


' prize that would involve an expenditure by the 
: nation for books, to be distributed principally 
|, among the members of Congress, to the amount 
of nearly half, and perhaps to a full million of 


| dollars, and yet omitted entirely to impose the 
| slightest restrictions upon the contracting party ? 
Sir ) 
| demonstrate to my mind that cang s did not 
| have in view any such enterprise. 0 

! dream of such an enormous expenditure of public 
; money for books as this Congress 18 called upon 
i to sanction. 


these omissions of the act of 1833 clearly 


hey did not 


They authorized no such contract 
as Mr. Livingston is said to have made—no 


‘such contract as the contract he actually at- 


1836.] 
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tempted ia now represented by construction to 


There is another view of this subject which 
occurs to me, to disprove entirely the position | 
that the honor of the nation, or that this Congress, 
isin equity bound to fulfill the enormous expendi- 
ture of half a million of dollars for books now | 

ressed upon us. I appeal to the gentleman from 

assachusetts to say, (and he perhaps has as | 
deep an interest, all things considered, in having 
as perfect a work as possible,) if we must have 
any work of the high character he has described 
as desirable. I will appeal also to every gentle- 


man having a seat upon this floor, whether they | 


believe that the Congress of the United States, if 
at an 
torical compilation so extensive and magnificent | 
as that now represented to be embraced by this 


contract, would have passed by the long catalogue | 


of great and splendid names engraven upon your ' 
nation’s annals, and Epon the 
national literature, and fallen upon Messrs. Clarke 
and Force as the suitable persons to engage in 
the great undertaking? Is it reasonable? Is it 
credible? I intend to say nothing disrespectful 
of those gentlemen as men; I speak of their qual- 
ifications in reference to such a work as the gen- 
tleman from Massachusetts has described. Are 
they qualified for it? Sir, that gentleman will not 
say it. And this consideration, of itself, demon- 


strates that it could not be that the Congress of | 


1833 had in view any such work, or any such 
contract as the one now attempted to be imposed 
upon us. 

There is another consideration which charac- 
terizes this contract, and has not yet been alluded 
to—a consideration which may well operate as a 
release of Congress from proceeding further into 
the contract. Mr. Livingston was imposed upon, 

in my humble judgment, in the price to which he 
was induced to-assent to for the proposed work. 
By the terms of the act of 1833 the rate of ex- 
pense was not to exceed the actual cost per vol- 
ume of the Diplomatic Correspondence which 
had been, or was being printed. The contract 
reads: “ And whereas it has been ascertained, 
‘by the report of the.agent in the Department of 
‘State, that the edition of the Diplomatic Corre- 
. “spondence now printing will cost two dollars 
‘and twenty cents per volume, without any index 
‘thereto;”’ also that the average cost with an 
index thereto would be two dollars thirty-one and 
a half cents per volume, ‘‘ which would amount 
to the cost of four mills and one fourth of a mill 
per pa&@ of said edition.” It is to be remarked 
that “the report of the agent in the Department 
of State” here alluded to, and by which Mr. 

Livingston was made to believe that *‘ the actual | 
. cost’ of the Diplomatic Correspondence was two | 

dollars thirty-one and a half cents per volume, is | 

nowhere to be found among the papers connected | 
with the contract; and if so, it has entirely es- | 
_caped my investigation. Who this agent was 
does not appear. I, however, undertake to say | 
that in this report Mr. Livingston was egre- 
giously imposed upon , or the agent who made. it 
must have been imposed upon. Refer the details 
of that report, whatever they mmay have been, to 
any number of impartial practical printers in the 
United States out of this city, with inquiries into 
the accuracy of its conclusion, and I verily believe 
that nine in every ten of them will tell you that | 
the same work can be executed, and the very best 
security can be had ina contract for the execu- 
tion of it, at leas than two thirds, if not one half, 
of the price thus reported. Refer the subject to 

a jury of practical printers in this city, or to a 

committee of any number—to those who have no 
_ interest in the matter—to. honest and impartial | 

men, and they will tell you, I have no doubt, 
that “ the actual cost ”’ of the Diplomatic Corre- 
spondence is not two thirds of the sum which 

Mr. Livingston was made to believe. It may be 

true that the cost of the work, if executed in this 

city, might necessarily be greater than at Phila- 
defphia, New York, or Boston; but the memo- 
rialists were not required to have the work exe- 
cuted here, but wherever it could be executed 
upon the most reasonable terms. Yet, executed 


ages of your |, 


ened upon the Government. In this particular, 
therefore, if I am not entirely mistaken—and I 
admit this is matter of judgment entirely—the 
contract was not made in good faith, and is not 
binding upon the Government in honor nor in 
equity. 


us in halting where we are in this matter. The 
terms of the contract are yet incomplete. Con- 
gress is not bound to adopt, in the particulars 


expense in collecting materials from the State‘of 
Georgia, from New Hampshire, and I believe 
théy mention a third State, and then add elsewhere. 
Now, sir, it is known to be the first dictate of 


|! policy, when a person is desirous of magmfying 


_ pose. 


not yet agreed upon, the terms which the memo- ` 


rialists may dictate or prescribe. I ask gentle- 
men to tell me where, in the act of the 3d of 
March, 1833, the number of copies of the pro- 


hat th : posed history to be taken by Congress is speci- 
time it should intend to attempt a his- | 


ed? Itis not there at all. But, in the contract 
of Mr. Livingston, it is true, the number of fif- 
teen hundred is assumed. But even this is not 
the most essential point. Let any gentleman 
answer—where is there any agreement between 


Congress and the memorialists as to the number ; 


of volumes which each copy of the work is to con- 
sist of? There is no such agreement yet com- 
pleted. In this most important particular the 
agreement is yet incomplete, and remains to be 


: consummated before Clark and Force are author- 
. ized to proceed a step further under the partial 
| contract, or the contract relating to other parts 


of the work, which has been made. Messrs. 


' Clark and Force have proposed, as reported by 


! selves to 


Mr. Forsyth two years since, to limit them- 

wenty volumes per copy, ‘leavin 
Congress afterwards to determine whether, if 
any papers should remain, the work should be 


` further extended.” Any person ¢an readily un- 


' derstand what this condition meahs. 


It is true 


| that in a letter of subsequent date from Clark and 


where it may be, it is not in the nature of things 
to cost such a sum as 


for such a work at this da 


is now attempted, under this contract, to be fast- Il read by the Clerk, t 


Force, which has been read by the Clerk, the 


| proposition is now made by them to limit the fif- 


teen hundred copies to twenty volumes each un- 


conditionally. AU this is admission that this | 


important part of the contract is open to dis- 
agreément between the parties; and, until it shall 
have been concluded, the parts agréed updn be- 


come nugatory. Sir, I am in favor of stopping |' 


all approprienioes for the work until this, por- 
tion of the detail in the contract has been òm- 
pletely settled, either under the resolution refer- 
red to by the Committee of Ways and Means, 
to which I have before adverted, or in some other 


way , 
ut, sir, there is another and’ most essential 
point in this contract which is yet open and 
incomplete. It is as important, in fact, as either 
the number of copies you are to take of the pro- 
posed work, or the number of volumes of which 
each copy is to consist. I now allude to the num- 
ber of pages, or magnitude of each volume. The 
ages of each volume, the size being folio, may 
e eight hundred, twelve hundred, or two thou- 
sand, without a disregard of proportions, just as 
these contractors may determine, if Congress be 
actually bound upon this point; and consequently 
the work may vary from half a million of dollars 
expense to that of a million of dollars, and even 
more widely. And is it to be contended that we 
are to stop all further inquiry, or modification of 
the enterprise, and be told that the nation’s honor 
is violated because we do not assent to make 
appropriations to carry out such a construction 
of this contract? Sir, I maintain that upon this 
point Congress has aright to stop, and refuse alt 
further appropriation, until a definite agreement 
and understanding has been made between the 


‘parties respecting it. It is a point open to differ- 
i It is a most essential point || 


ence of opinion. 
involved by this contract, and until this difference 


‘shall have been adjusted, the contfact is incom- 


plete, and neither party is but ‘partially bound. 
And the fault of this, sir, lies as much with the 
memorialists as with Congress. They induced 
Congress into this position, and placed themselves 
there voluntarily, and it is not for them, nor for 
‘any one else, to accuse the nation of meanness or 
dishonor, if there be a refusal on the ‘part of 
Congress to come up now to Messrs. Clarke and 
Force’s particular and favorite terms respecting 
it. E 

It has been told us that i s he 
progressed in their work, and cannot stop with- 
out great loss. They say ina letter that has been 
at they have been at grêat 


the memofialists have 


H 


| matter of judgment on 


‘ment 


_of these points. 


opposed to appropriating one 
for the Ae of the: work, 


i : . l ‘any class of his labors, to select fi ificati 
Sir, there are other views which will jistify | HiL tell most tor his pur- 


those portions which will tell most for his pur- 
I know not what have been the expenses 
of these gentlemen in the State of Georgia, or in 
the third State which I believe was mentioned; 
but I have been informed thatin the State of New 
Hampshire the aggregate of their expense does 
not exceed one thousand five hundred dollars;* 
and if so, taking all of the old States from whose 
archives it may be necessary to draw materials, 


_ the amount already expended cannot be so enor- 


mously large as to require Congress to appropriate 
another twenty thousand Sollee upon ihe "a of 


| twenty thousand dollars heretofore appropriated, 
' for the purpose of indemnifying them prior to the 


investigation of the matter now resting with the 
Commitige of Ways and Means, shall have taken 
place. 

Mr. Speaker, from the views I have thus taken 


of the subject—from the facts contained in the 


papers connected with Clarke and Force’s ori- 
ginal memorial, if there be any weight in them, I 
am persuaded that the appropriation new con- 
tained in the bill for this Documentary History 
should be stricken. out. We are justified in: put- 


ting a stop to the alleged contract; first, because 


it ig made to assume a shape and magnitude now 


|| which. was not, and could not have been contem- 


plated by the act of 1833 on the part of Congress, 
if it were on the part of the memorialists; and 
because the contract, thus magnified, is an impo- 
sition upon Congress; and next, because the price 


| ofthe work imposed upon Mr. Lavingston, or upon 


the agent of the State Department, is an imposition 
upon Congress. It cannot have been ascertained in 
good faith to be the actual cost of. a work like the 
iplomatic Correspondence. I admit this is a 
my part, and I ma 
mistaken; et I do not believe it. It should be 
investigated before this additional appropriation 
is made. We may justly stop where we are in 
ourappropriations, because the terms of the agree- 
etween Congress and Clarke and Force, 
are. yet incomplete; the agreement is yet unfin- 
ished in its details, and in its: more: important 
details, about which a wide difference may be 
entertamed by the two parties. Both the number 
of volumes of which each is to consist, and 
the number of. pages or magnitude of those vol- 
umes, are yet to be agreed upon. Nor is it for 
these memorialists to complain- if we stop at either 
. They induced Congress into a 
false position. If they did ‘not do it designedly, 
if they did not mean to impose upon Congress a 
contract that was fraudulent on their own part, 
(and I do not assert it was #0,) they at least know- 
ingly permitted Congress to pass the act of 1833, 
upon their own application, without coming to'a 
definite understanding opon the subject of it, or 
suspecting the magnitude now ‘attributed to it. 
If there be trouble brought upon them, therefore, 
they have been ‘mainly instrumental. in induci 


‘it. It is their fault. But, sir, I am not oppose 


totreating them fairly: Tam in favor of the course 
in which the Committee of Ways and Means have 


been instructed upon the subject. ‘I would not 
‘do them injustice in any course. 


- Twould.redeem 
their loss, if the conclusion be to stop the publi- 
cation entirely, and indemnif; them even to the 
extreme of gentrosity, although the have induced 
the difficulty upon themselves. But, sir, until 
investigation is had, and until a new understand- 
ing is entered intori respectin: ae apen mea ue 
isput arts o e š 
aE E 4 additional dollar 
-and hope that 
the appropriation will be siricken out of the 
bil a oe se she 
Mr, Sierra hud beei shiceinforinéd, that although the 
actual payments for materials iti New Hampshire have been 
less than the gum stated, the liabilities incurred therefor are 
about two thousand dollars. But probably less of the doc- 


Pa 


“umentary history of that State. thar of any other of the 


original States has been heretofore published,-and conse- 
quently copies from there will be more extensive than from 
‘gimost any other Stite. 
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DEFENSE OF THE ADMINISTRATION PARTY. | Connecticut [Mr. Nites] to say, in the course of 1 mail, while all snch taxes ought to be apportioned 


REMARKS OF HON. R. BOON, 
OF INDIANA, 
In rue Hovse or REPRESENTATIVES, 
Ipril 19, 1836, 


| 


In reply to some remarks which had been made by Mr. ' 


WHITTLESEY, of Ohio, on the Genera} Appropriation 

bill, while under discussion on the 19th of April, 1836. 

Mr. BOON said that he had not risen to make 
a speech, but merely to say thatit had become an 
every day practice with certain gentlemen of a 
certain political party epee to the present Ad- 
ministration, to rise in their places on this floor, 
and charge this Administration and its friends 
with acts of fraud and corruption in the broadest 
vossible terms. The Opposition, in politics, (said 
Mr. B.,) have charged this Administration with 
fraud and villany, and the friends of the Admin- 


istration have been charged with having mani- 


fested a disposition to stifle debate on this floor, 
and an inquiry into the abuses which have been 
charged upon this Administration by the party in 
politics opposed to it. We have been told too, 

y the same party, that this Administration and 
its friends have given pledges which they do not 
intend to comply with. Mr. B. said, that for 
himself, no pledge whatever had been given, that 
he would not comply with to the very letter. He 
said that he was in favor of a thorough investi- 
gation into the affairs of the Government; but he 
‘would not, (he said,) ever consent to, or permit 
‘the Opposition, in politics, to dictate a course for 
him to pursue in any matter whatever. 


Mr. 


trenchment and reform” under the present Ad- 


ministration, and have had thrown in our faces, | 


by a set of political demagogues on this floor, the 
stale charge of fraud and corruption having been 
practiced under this Administration. Sir, I repel 


the foul charge with indignation, and throw back . 


the slander upon those who have thought fit to 
utter those false charges against this Administra- 
tion and its friends. Mr. B. here said that he 
would just mention a single case of fraud and 
` corruption by an officer of the Government under 
the late Administration, as a full offset against all 
“the false charges which have been made by the 
friends of that Administration now in power. I 
allude (said Mr. B.) to the defalcation of Tobias 
Watkins. Where, I ask, were those Treasury 
dogs and.friends of the late Administration, and 
‘now fault-finding gentry, when those enormous 
frauds upon the ‘Treasury were committed by 
Tobias Watkins? Were those gentlemen, who 
are now in the daily habit of charging this Ad- 
ministration with acts of frauds and corruption, 
as vigilant in searching out and exposing to 
‘public view the frauds and corruptions which 
occurred under the Administration which imme- 


. continued by saying that we have heard | 
much from the Opposition about promised ‘‘re- | 


diately preceded the present Administration? No, | 


Mr. Speaker; these very same fault-finding gen- 
tlemen were then as silent as the grave on the 
subject of fraud and corruption! And it was not 
until the present Administration came into power, 
that the fraud committed by Tobias Watkins 
was ferreted out and exposed to public view by 
the vigilance and watchfulness of Amos Kendall. 
The party opposed to the present Administration 
are in the daily habit of making charges, but they 
have proven nothing, whilst the frauds committed 
` by Tobias Watkins under the late Administration 
have been proven in a court of justice, and the 
confines of a public jail have been, in part, his 
reward. I hope that, with these facts and cir- 
` cumstances staring the Opposition in the face, we 
` shall hear no more about alleged frauds and cor- 
ruptions under the present Administration. Mr. 
Speaker, I will not detain the House longer by 
any additional remarks. 


INCENDIARY PUBLICATIONS. 


SPEECH OF HON. T. MORRIS, 


OF OHIO, 
In THE SENATE, April 13, 1836, 


On the bill to prohibit the circulation of Incendiary Publi- 
cations through the Mails. 


Mr. MORRIS said: 
Mr. Presipent: I understood the Senator from 


‘his remarks, that if the amendment he offered | 
: Should be adopted by the Senate, still he could | 
not, consistent with his views on the subject, vote | 
for the final passage of the bill. If such are his ` 
suggestions, I regret that he has offered the 
amendment; for I think it but just that he should 
leave the bill in the hands of its friends, who ap- 
prove its principles, and permit them to make it 
as perfect as possible, according to their judg- 
ment, before they present it to us for our final 
vote on the question of its passage. Opposed 
myself both to the bill and the amendment upon . 

_ the broad principle that its passage would be an į 
abuse of the legitimate power of Congress, its ' 
details are, to my mind, of but little importance; 
for I cannot possibly see any shape in which the 
principle contained both in the amendment and 
the bill could be presented to my understanding 
. that would induce me to vote for it; yet I hold it 
to be fair and correct legislation, especially in so 
important a matter as this, that the friends of the 
bill should, in its progress, have the entire man- . 

: agement; and on my part I should be glad that 
no obstacle was thrown in their way; and I beg 
leave to suggest to my honorable friend from 
Connecticut to withdraw his amendment, and 
permit the bill to travel on to its final passage 

under the guidance of those who introduced it. 
Sir, I have said that I was opposed to the bill; 
it contemplates the exercise of a new power or 
powers, in a new form, over the Post Office and 
mails of the United States; and if the power con- 


| Mae Al ioe 
templated be not unconstitutional, it is, to my 


i mind, a most dangerous abuse. ‘‘ Congress shall 
have power to establish post offices and post 
|, roads.” Those words, as used in the Constitu- . 
i! tion, have an evident reference to an existing 
state of things, and the use for which post offices . 


' a free intercommunication of thoughts and opin- 
| ions between the citizens of different parts of the 
l poy and was deemed of so much import- 
|, ance, that the power to provide for its safety was | 
` vested in Congress; and the words ‘to estab- | 
lish’? were used to denote that Congress had the . 


i. and post roads was intended—for the purpose of |' 


among the States according to their respective 
numbers. But, sir, it is not necessary for the 
purpose [ have in view to examine this point. 
That Congress have power to regulate the mail 
and prescribe what shall be carried therein, I do 
not deny; but I insist that this power is confined 
to the material, not the moral, matter to be con- 
veyed. Congress can prescribe the weight, the 
bulk, and the kind of material which shall not 


_ be conveyed by mail, but the material must be 


judged by its outward appearance alone, and not 
by breaking any envelope or seal for the purpose 
of ascertaining this fact; for instance, no post- 
master would be bound to put into the mail a 
piece of sheet iron or tin of the shape or size of 


“a common letter, even on the payment of postage 


according to established rates; and why not? 
Because tt is the usual means of conveying men- 
tal property only, and because its very texture 
would tend to the destruction of papers and doc- 
uments which the mail was designed to convey, 
and which is its legitimate business. Butif even 
an article of the above kind was carefully folded 
in the usual paper envelope, sealed, directed, 
and put into the post office, it would be a dan- 


: gerous exercise of power indeed to permit a dep- 


uty postmaster to refuse its conveyance in the 
mail because he should judge it contained im- 
proper matter. 

But, sir, I would say to the Senator from Con- 


; necticut, that this amendment affords no redeem- 


ing quality to the dangerous principles of this 
hill by confining its operation to postmasters in 
the slaveholding States. Can we, can Congress, 
take from any citizen in such State any personal 
right or privilege, or regulate, under any circum- 


i stances, the manner of this engagement? Ishould 


i! power to fix, unalterably and immovably, be- : 


yond the interference of any State 
entire operations of the Post Office, and the travel 
i! of the mail throughout every part of our extended 
‘| Republic. The Post Office establishment was , 
, Not intended as an attribute of the power of Gov- | 
ernment, but as a means by which that power 


| individually, by providing a channel of free and ! 


‘full communication between them, though re- | 
! siding in different sections of the country; and | 
| 
| 


| that their letters, papers, or pamphlets, should 
pass without any hindrance or molestation from | 
| State authority. This principle has never been | 


|, considered as a proper charge on the revenue of ` 
the country; but Congress have provided that it | 
shall be supported and paid for by those who use | 
|; it—Congress being vested with its management, 


/ and guarantying its safety and fidelity. The use 
of the mail, then, is in the nature of a reserved : 
| right, with which no law ought to interfere. It 
‘is not, then, a Government machine exclusively, 
i which Congress can withdraw at pleasure, or 


penses of the Department, and fix its income, so _ 
that the Government shall at no time be subject | 
to, or chargeable with, any expense of the estab- - 
lishment; and the postage has, from time to time, ` 
been regulated accordingly. 

It is true that the mail is a great convenience, 
| and probably’a necessary appendage to the Gov- ` 
|! ernment; but I consider this not to be the first | 
;, and most important object; it is second to the’ 
! safety of intercommunication between the citi- | 
i zens of this extensive Republic. Though this 
; was the primary object, yet Congress has, in the 
, regulation of the mail, levied a tax on those who 
| make use of this privilege to the full extent of all 
jj the purposes of Government, by the exercise of » 
| the franking privilege. Isomewhat question the ` 
' correctness of this franking power while the Gov- | 


| of the Post Office establishment, because it is in ` 
| the nature of a direct tax in the rates of postage ; 
| which is levied upon those only who use the | 


į ernment contributes nothing towards the support `` 


ower, the i, 


think not. Suppose a letter, package, or even a 
pictorial representation, folded and directed in 
the usual manner, and put into any post office in 
the United States: I would ask the gentleman 
whose propery that letter or pamphlet is? Does 
it remain the property of him who deposited it? 
I think not. And though postmasters might, as 
a mere act of courtesy, permit the depositor to 
take it back from the mail, yet he would not be 
bound to do so, because it is his sworn duty to 


‘forward all packages which, in their common 


render nugatory by the acts of its officers; but -` 
| Congress have the power to regulate the ex- | 


€ | States or Post Office Department? 
: should be exercised for the benefit of the citizens ;' 


outward appearance, are such as are commonly 
sent by the mail. In a letter or package, when 
left in a post office, the property of the United 
Surely not; 
no one will contend for this. It is, then, the 
property of the person to whom it is directed, 
and the United States have given a solemn con- 
stitutional pledge that they will convey it to him, 
without permitting its contents to be inspected, 
or suffering it in any degree or manner to be 
detained or injured beyond what must necessarily 
take place in its passage. 

Sir, what would be thought of the honor, or 
even honesty of an individual who would receive 
a letter or printed document, under a general cr 


_ special promise that he would deliver it safely to 


the person to whom it was directed, and should 
afterwards retain or destroy it, because he should 
be of the opinion it contained offensive matter? 


_ Every honorable mind can furnish a ready an- 


: him who has paid for the pu 


swer. And what, sir, shall Le thought of the 
honor of this Government, which, after having 
declared that ‘the right of the people to be se- 
cure in their persons, houses, papers, and effects, 
against unreasonable searches and seizures, 
should not be violated,” and that no State shall 


i pass any law impairing the obligation of con- 
' tracts; who, after having received into its pos- 


session, for the purpose of carriage and safe 
delivery, the papers and property of one of its 
citizens, (for printed publications and letters are 
property, as well as papers,) suffer this property 


:i to be seized and detained, by the most unreason- 
` able of all means—that of the belief of a post- 
` master that it contained something touching the 
: subject of slavery? or permit the State 


s, by any 
law or regulation therein, to violate, or rather 
impair the obligation of the contract on the part 
of the United States for the delivery; as well as 


that existing between the person who sent, and 
blication or docu- 


Sir, the very 


ment, and for its transportation ? 
ver will be, 


thought that this Government is, ore 
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disposed to listen to a regulation. of this kind, 
must, in my humble judgment, meet with the 
mostdecided disapprobation of the great majority 
of the American people. 
lose sight of our argument, by attempting to ex- 


tend it too much into generalities; the mind, by ` 


attempting to embrace too many ideas, is apt to 
become confused. I will, then, make a single 
case for an illustration of the subject; and I will 
take one as strong as the honorable Senator from 
South Carolina could desire. Suppose I anda 
citizen of the gentleman’s own State should see 
proper to subscribe and pay for a New York 
abolition paper, or the proceedings of an aboli- 
tion society. These tracts, by the laws of New 
York, are legitimate property, and he would vio- 
late no law, either human or Divine, in making 
such purchase. The United States has an estab- 
lishment, the Post Office, by which the Govern- 
- ment has given a general notice that all property 
_of this kind shall be conveyed for a given price; 
he paya that price, and his property thus pur- 
chased, is sent to the post office in New York for 
that purpose; and, according to the gentleman’s 
theory, this property is to be seized by an officer 
of this Government, without warrant, detained 
on mere suspicion, or with a knowledge of its 
contents, care not which, and without the knowl- 
edge of the person to whom it belongs, and finally 
destroyed; and that too, in the very face of these 
sacred pledges given ih the Constitution for the 
_ iaviolability of ita contracts, and the security of 
. papers thus sent. I should. tremble for the lib- 
. erties of my country could I suppose, for a mo- 


ment, that Congress would adopt a principle of | 


this kind; the very suggestion, coming from the 

. quarter it does, is sufficient to give alarm. 
But, sir, permit me to turn the tables on the 
- gentleman. He, too, has had within his State a 


withia without the State; I mean the attempt 
. to nullify acts of Congress on the subject of the 
tariff. Í assure the gentleman I do not mention 
‘this with any unkind feelings whatever. df, in 
that excitement, societies had been formed, and 
; publications made in the State, for instance, in 
which I reside, in aid of the doctrines contended 
. for by the tleman and his friends in South 
Carolina, I ask the | sec what he would 
have thought and said if an.act of Congress had 
- been d to prevent the proceedings of those 
societies, and such publications in newspapers, 
from being sent by the mail to any citizen of 
South Carolina? 
have condemned the Government in the strongest 


and moat emphatic manner, for the bare attempt | 


thus to embargo public opinion; but we are now 


~ called on, in the most impressive manner, to} 


sustain a like measure, by the provisions of the 
- bill now before us—a bill new in‘its character, 


, unthought of by any former Congress, and, in | 


my opinion, well calculated to produce more 


excess and wide-spread discontent throughout | 


. the country than any measure that has been sub- 
mitted to the consideration of this body since the 
existence of the Government. And pray upon 
what ground is this extraordinary call made upon 
our judgment, addressed to our feelings, and, I 
had almost said, in despite of our patience? It 

- is upon the ground that the General Government 
is bound to respect the laws of the States, to aid 

` in their execution, and to permit its own officers, 
in ‘the discharge of their duties, as required by 
acts of Congress, to be subject to the control of 

' State laws, and liable to punishment for the per- 

: formance of those very duties. And it is further 
insisted that slavery is a domestic or State regu- 
lation; that the property of the master in his slave 
is guarantied by ihe Gonstitution of the United 

: States; and that it is the duty of Congress to 
provide by law,-in obedience to the wishes of 

- the slaveholding States, or any one of them, that 

- ho pamphlet, newspaper, handbill, or other paper, 

` printed or written, or pictorial representation, 
touching the subject of slavery, shall be sent into 
any State, Territory, or district, whereby: the 
laws of such State, Territory, or district, their 
circulation is prohibited. ` Sir, the whole doctrine 
‘is founded in error; that fatal error which would 
subject the lawa of Congress to- the different 

- policy of twenty-four States, and thus- entirely 


We, sir, frequently :, 


pees which caused much excitement both | 


ir, I have no doubt he would |; 
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i destroy the usefulness and benefits which this 
i Government was intended, and is calculated, to 
administer. 

In support of this strange, wild, and visionary 
doctrine, we—the free States I mean—are called 
on to put the gag into the mouths of our citizens 
i —to declare that they have no right to talk—to 

preach or to pray on the subject of slavery; that 

we must put down societies who meet for -such 
purposes; that we shall not be permitted to send 
abroad our thoughts or our opinions upon the 
abstract question of slavery; that the very liberty 
of thought, of speech, and of the press, shall be 
so embarrassed ag to be, in many instances, de- 
nied us; and if not entirely prohibited, rendered, 
in a great degree, useless. All this is required 
to be done by an act of thig Government, out of 


respect to laws of one or mora of the slavehold- | 


ing States. Sir, I deny the whole argument, and 
all its inferences, with but one single exception, 
and it is that which declares that slavery is a 
domestic or State regulation. While I freely ad- 


mit this as my opinion, as my vote on the admis- , 


sion of Arkansas into the Union will prove, and 


although I may view slavery both as a moral and | 


_ political evil, yet while we assure our brethren of 
the South and slaveholding States, in the spirit 
_of truth and candor, that we have no power to 
interfere -with their domestic regulations, and 
that our sense of the moral wrong cannot cause 
; us pain fora breach of our political duties im- 
| posed on us by our own consent, with-a full 
: knowledge of their condition; and that, under 
our social compact, we would be bound to aid 
them in the suppression of any insurrection, 
, whether servile or free, that should become too 
'; powerful for their own lawa; if, after all these 
i. assurances made by us—and I repeat it with the 


| utmost candor—I think .it unkind, if not unjust | 


ii fied, but still require of us another condition— 
that we should acknowledge that slavery is guar- 
antied by the Constitution of the United States; 
and though I have heard that doctrine often re- 
peated, I have heard no express denial—a denial 
| which. now venture to make in this Senate, and 
before the American people; and on behalf of the 
State I, in part, represent here, as well as myself, 
I enter my most solemn protest against it. This 
| is the important point in this whole, controversy; 
j and on it I wish so to express myself, not aly 
|; that I may be understood, but that it may be, as 
|| far as I am able to make it, impossible to mis- 
bar ee tears wate cnet ‘ 
eny that the right of property is guarantie 
by the Constitution of the United States, or that 
the right of the master to his slave as property, 
is founded on, or arises from, that instrument. 
Property in slaves, as well as other things, is a 
mere creature of law, and in this country is en- 
tirely the creature of State laws. The words 
| slave or slavery, is not to be found in the Consti- 
tution of the United States; and bya bare perusal 
of that instrument, without a knowledge of the 
past, no one would suppose that slavery existed 
in any form in this Republic. Yet I am willin 
to admit, that the Constitution was formed wit 
a knowledge existing in ita framers, that slavery 
did in fact exist in the different States; yet the 
slave is treated as a person, nota thing; and as 
a person, not as property, is represented in Can- 
gress. Hence provision ig made in the Constitu- 
tion-of the United States, that no person who is 
held to, service or labor in one State, under the 
laws thereof, escaping into another, shall, in con- 


charged from service or labor, but shall be deliv- 
ered up on the claim of the y to whom such 
service. or labor is due. This provision of the 
Constitution of the United States only recognizes 
the existence of a person held to service or labor, 
under the. laws of a State, and in its application 
would as well be andarateod: to mean a white as 
a colored person, and one held to labor for a term 


of years, as well as a slave for life; and I cannot | 


consent that this provision disproves the position 
I assume, that the Constitution of. the United 
States does not guaranty the right of property 
in slaves; yet I have heard this so often and so 
earnestly asserted, that I begin to feel some con- 


cern, that, should this doctrine remain much longer `- 


towards us, that gentlemen should not be satis- | 


sequence of any law or regulation therein, be dis- | 
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without being contradicted, it might become the 
settled doctrine of the country, and produce the 
most mischievous consequences to the non-slave- 
i holding States; for if it be true, and can be main- 
: tained, the honorable Senator from South Caro- 
_ lina or any other gentleman, may bring his hun- 
‘dreds or thousands of slaves into the State of 
Ohio, cause them to labor there as long as shall 
suit his convenience, and withdraw them at pleas- 
ure, and no law or regulation of my State, no, 
not even the constitutional prohibition against 
, Slavery, could reach his case, or afford us an 
, Security against this innovation, for the Consti- 
tution of the United States, and the laws of Con- 
gross made in pursuance thereof, shall be, or is, 
the supreme law of the land, and the judges in 
; every State are bound thereby; anything in the 
constitution or laws of any State to the contrary 
notwithstanding. 

It seems to me that the free States have a thou- 
sand times more just cause for fear and alarm, 
while gentemen so strongly assert their consti- 
tutional right to their slaves, that they will at- 
„tempt to introduce slavery into the free States, 

than the slaveholding States have that we shall 
attempt. to interfere in any manner with the ques- 
tion of slavery as settled by the laws of their own 
States.. They are attempting to overwhelm us 


l: by the power of this Government, while we deny 
| the right of Congress or the Legislature of any 


i State to interfere with the internal regulations or 


|| police of another State; but while we deny this 


, power of legal action, we contend that no institu- 
i tion of any State, or of this Government, can or 
ought to be exempt from the moral power of 
| public opinion—that power by which the whole 
fabric of our institutions ought to live, move, and 
| have its being. 
If the argument as to the constitutional ques- 
tion of the right of property in persons be sacred 
i and criviolable, it is certainly much stronger and 
, more forcible when applied to property in things; 
, and although a State might by penal enactments 
endeavor. to prevent any person from bringing 
into its jurisdiction, for use or for sale, playing- 
_cards, or gambling machines of any description, 
yet as these articles might be considered prop- 
erty, and the right of the owner secured under 
the Constitution of the United States, such penal 
enactments would be yain and useless attempts. 
A state of things of this king would be most de- 
plorable indeed, and one to which, I think, the 
people. of the United States would not long and 
tamely submit. Yet if these things were manu- 
factured in a sister State, held and recognized as 
valuable property there, our condition would be 
far-worse. Should Congress, by the exercise of 
its power, attempt to prevent us from speaking, 
writing, printing, publishing, and forming socie- 
ties for the exercise of all our moral power in 
order to induce the people of our sister States to 
refrain from such practices, and of sending by 
mail all such proceedings, in order to induce them 
to abandon their pursuits, by proving that they 
were both moral and political evils? Yet such is 
the doctrine of the bill now before us, a plain 
exposition of which is its best refutation. 

There has been another topic constantly con- 
nected with this subject, that if abolition societies 
and papers were not put down, and incendiary 
publications (as they are.called here) prevented 
from being sent into the slaveholding States, the 
Union must and. would be dissolved, and that 
the South would take care of her own interests, 
and that she was sufficiently able to do.so. 

ret, ag I have before expressed myself on an- 
other subject, that I so often hear this threat of.a 
‘dissolution of the Union; it is, however, 4 vain 
and idle threat, calculated to effect no good, but 
may dosome mischief. We are sometimes spoken 
“of as a family of States, and the allusion is not 
an inappropriate one. What family, I would 
ask, could long continue in harmony, if any one 
of its members, on the least dissatisfaction with 
the general economy pursued, should always be 
found declaring that he or she would dissolve the 
union of the family, or secede from it altogether? 
No family could long continue happy and pros- 
perous under such a.state of things, nor co 
partners in business ever be successful, or labor 
together in peace, if one of them should on every 
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slight occurren 
a like threat. 


being a benefit is always an injury to the remain- 
ing members. Dissolve the nion! Who has 
the right to do this? No State or individual has 
either the moral or constitutional right to dissolve 
or secede from the Union for any cause. A man 
may attempt revolution, and may commit treason 
against his country, but whether he may finally 
receive the reward of the traitor or the patriot, ' 
may depend upon the final issue of the contest. ` 
The Union of these States cannot be dissolved , 
but by the consent of the people to a change in : 
their government, in the manner provided by the | 
Constitution of the country. States or individuals 
will never be permitted to do it; for if there exists ; 


inthe American bosom one principle of patriotism ta 
more strong than another, it is that of attachment `: argument. ] 


to the Union. This principle is so deeply seated 
in the hearts of our countrymen, that it cannot 
be shaken; and the Union must and will be pre- 
served. All threats of dissolution, as I before 
said, are vain and illusory; they never can, they | 
never will be carried into execution. ! 
This question, like most others agitated here, 
has not been suffered to pass by without an alu- - 
sion to party. We have been told that such is 
the influence of party discipline, that in the very | 
eye of the gentleman rests one who, by raising | 
his finger, could muster the party to a vote. In- | 
sinuations of 
me; the country will judge of their correctness. 
It is said, however, that the President, in his | 


annual message, recommended a measure of this |! of Congress, 
kind; and it is strange that his party should now ‘ of all constitutional difficulties. 
falter. I follow party where the Constitution and || lect to have heard the constitutional 


principle lead; and when men attempt to take | 


their place, I halt. I support the Administratio 
party, 
princip 
sustain them in all minor and formal points. 
the sake of those principles, I sustain the Presi- | 
dent to the best of my abilities, because I believe | 
that he has done more for the liberty of his 
country, and to place his Administration upon 
the basis of the Government and public opinion, | 
than any man living. That he may sometimes 
err, is human. That his most ardent friends 
may sometimes think him in error, when, in 
truth he is not, is natural to expect. But that 
this honest difference of opinion should divide | 
them, his opposers need not hope for; that he 
has recommended that postmasters and officers 
of this Government should arrest the passage 
` through the mail, of publications of any kind, as 
contemplated in this bill, I do not understand; 
but he suggests the propriety of passing such a 
law as would prohibit, under severe penalties, | 
the circulation in the southern States through the | 
mail of incendiary publications intended to insti- 
gate the slaves to insurrection—not barely a pub- 
lication touching the subject of slavery. With 


great respect to this recommendation, or rather | 
| assume a power fatal to the rights of the States. 


suggestion, I cannot give it my support; to punish 
injuries done to individuals, belongs exclusively 
to the States; they have ample security in their | 
‘own power to punish any person in their juris- 


tion which their laws may prohibit, but they 

cannot reach the post office or the postmaster for 
its delivery as directed, because such act is 
-under a paramount authority. I, for one, doubt, 
strongly doubt, the power of Congress to provide 
by law for the punishment of any act, as a crim- 
inal offense, but those especially enumerated in 
the Constitution; and I can find but few such 
grants, such as counterfeiting the securities and 

current coin of the United States, the punishment 
of piracies and felonies committed on the high 

seas, offenses against the law of nations, and - 
treason against the United States. It will readily 

be perceived that I confine my doubts to punish- 

ments to be inflicted in consequence of judgments 

by the civil tribunals of the country, rendered in 

courts of justice. Whatever, in my course here 

or elsewhere, on this or any other measure, I 

have no guide but party. I cannot suffer the Sen- 
-ator from South Carolina to be my sole judge. 


j | 


ce which he did not approve, make | There is another and higher tribunal before which 
For my own part, I should always |! I must and am willing to answer; and to whose 
be disposed to believe, that persons who make | just judgment I will most cheerfully submit for 
such threats, desire what they threaten, and that! my opposition to this bill. 

their continuance in the family or firm, instead of © 


| sup 
assent to the principles of the report, he must say | 
this kind, I, for one, cast behind i` enough to set himself right on that point. 


| 


|, existence of the Government itself, and which, ; 
i! if established and carried into practice, must 
i hastily end in its dissolution. He did not believe 
i the Government could stand a twelvemonth if we | 


‘| principle of permanent necessity for a collision 
|: between the State and General Governments 


1 


{ 
i 


|| slavery in the slaveholding States; because— 


{ 
i 


\ 
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In THE Senate, April 11, 1836, 
On the bill to prohibit the circulation through the Mails of ' 
Incendiary Publications. 


[Mr. Carnoun was entitled to the floor, and | 
expressed a wish that if any Senator wished to | 
address the Senate he could do so, as his argu- 
ments were to be found in his report, which Sen- 
tors had read, and he wished to conclude the 


Mr. KING, of Georgia, said he had intended 
to say something upon the subject before the 
question was taken onengrossing the bill, and as ` 
the Senator from South Carolina so wished it, he 


| would as soon say it then as at any other time. 


He should support and vote for the bill, and if 
the chairman of the committee had been content 
to report the bill without his reason for it, no dis- 
cussion would have arisen between them on the 
subject of the bill or the bill itself. But as his 
port of the bill might be taken as an implied 


Mr. K. said, before’ and since the President 


had recommended the subject to the consideration 


He did not recol- 
wer of 
Congress over the subject seriously doubted until 


nthe President had made reference to the subject 
because I am a firm believer in the great. in-his message. That there were difficulties in 
les which govern them; and I endeavor to |i the details of legislation necessary to fasten upon 
For |! the mischief complained of, had been anticipated 


by many. 

But (Mir. K. said) positions had been assumed 
and principles insisted upon by the Senator from 
Carolina not only inconsistent with the bill re- | 
ported, but (he thought) inconsistent with the | 


were to establish, as a fundamental principle, that | 


which he thought might be deduced from the 
principles of the Senator from Carolina, as laid 
down in his report. What were these positions? 
Why, it was insisted that Congress had no power | 
so to modify its laws under the Post Office pee 
as to refuse to transmit matter intendéd to abolish ' 


Ist. Such legislation would abridge the free- 
dom of the press; and 
Qd. Because such legislation by Congress would 


He thought the second objection the most ex- 
traordinary of the two, but would notice them in 


wn pers | the order in which they had been treated in the 
diction who may read or distribute any publica- || 


report. 


upon all constitutional questions, for a correct 


| understanding of the subject, that we should con- | 


sider the extent of the powers granted to this | 


of the grant. 
reasonable and proper connection between the | 


| States, in part, and principally, for the controland || 
enjoyment of such rights and interests as expe- | 


common. But whilst established in part for this | 
purpose, it was to a certain extent, as much the 


object of the national association to add addi- | 


tional securi 


he had thought the subject was clear || 


‘He said it was right, however, in the first place, || 


Government, and then make an analysis or clas- || 
‘sification of the powers in reference to the object : 
We had, then, only to establish a | 


the Union was a Government of limited powers. || 
It was established by the people of the United || 


rience had taught them they could best enjoy in |: 


the separate rights of the States as such, as it 
was to concentrate the powers of the whole for 
certain national purposes. 

Under the State governments, the people en- 
joyed their nearest and dearest rights. The whole 
system of their domestic economy was protected 
and regulated under these jurisdictions. They 


: surrendered none of these rights, of a purely local 


character, by the adoption of the Constitution; 


i but, on the contrary, they added additional se- 


curities to them by force and virtue of the na- 
tional association. There were many instances 
of this; but the most appropriate, and enough 
for his purpose, was the right of the slaveholder 
to reclaim his fugitive slave on every foot of the 
territory of the Union. This was a State right 
not previously possessed, and which the slave- 
‘holders acquired by virtue of the Constitution 
itself; and the slaveholder had a constitutional 
right to the whole power, moral and physical, of 
this Government to enforce it. He referred to 
this, only to show that, under our system, the 
action of the General Government should have 
reference to State rights, when those rights were 
recognized in the Constitution and secured by it. 

It was unpecsenaty (Mr. K. said) to refer to 
the powers of a purely national character. Suf- 
fice it to say that both Governments, State and 
Federal, were established by the people for their 
own purposes. These purposes were not incon- 
sistent with each other, and never could be made 


!go under a correct administration of both Gov- 


ernments. And it was as much our duty, in legis- 


' lating under the Constitution, to legislate in ref- 


erence to the local and peculiar rights of the 
States, when those rights were recognized in the 
Constitution itself, and by the Constitution se- 
cured to the States, as it was so to legislate as to 
secure the objects of the Government when purely 
national, 

The Constitution of the United States, (he 
said,) like every other instrument, should be 
taken as a whole, and so construed as to make 
every clause effectual, and give consistency to all 
its parts; and this without bringing the action of 
the Government under one clause into collision 
with its action under another. 

The President, then, had recommended Con- 
pona to pass a law so regulating the action of the 

overnment under the Post Office power as to 
withhold the agency of the mail in the transmis- 


| sion of certain matter, the acknowledged object 


and evident design of which was the destruction 
of an interest recognized in the Constitution, and 
by the Constitution secured to the States. 
“Under what classification of powers did such 
legislation fall? Mr. Madison, in his classifica- 
tion of powers granted to the General Govern- 
ment, had spoken first of the powers to secure 
the country against foreign danger; secondly, for 


|! the regulation of foreign commerce; and thirdly, 


of the important and extensive class—‘‘ for the 


‘| maintenance of harmony and a proper intercourse 


among the States.’? What (inquired Mr. K.) are 
the specific powers making up this class? It was 


` unnecessary to enumerate all of them; the most 


© obvious would occur to all. 


| 


They were also 
enumerated by Mr. Madison; and besides the 
power to regulate commerce among the several 


| States, and others, was to be found the power 


i 
| 
I 


i 
{ 
| 
| 


i 


ties to the independent enjoyment of || papers from the. non-slaveholdin 


“ to establish post offices and post roads.” The 
power ‘to establish post offices and post roads’? 
was then a power belonging to that class given to 
the Government “for the maintenance of har- 
mony and a proper intercourse among the States. = 
It was, of course, auxiliary to every other power 
belonging to this ¢lass, but could not be made 
inconsistent with any of them. -The power was 


a ‘granted in a general and simple form; it was not 
objects of the grant and the objects of the legis- |. 
lation proposed, and we had the power required. | 

It would be admitted that the Government of | 


mail, or what 


stated what we should carry a ied 
eft to be limite 


we should not carry. This was 
only by the purposes of the grant, and to be rec- 
onciled with the other provisions of the Consti- 
tution. With this limitation, like every other 
general grant, it was submitted to the discretion 
of Congress, who have power ‘to pass all laws 
necessary re ae to carry into execution the 
powers granted” in the Constitution. , 
Mr. K. then asked if the existing laws, which 


authorized the transmission by mail of abolition 
g to the slave- 


1836.} - 
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holding States, were laws “necessary and proper” || Although the Senator from South Carolina had | was a.State right; and they could be easily. recon: 


for the maintenance of harmony, and a proper 
intercourse among the States? Were they ne- 
cessary and proper for the preservation of an 
interest they were intended and obviously calcu- 
lated to destroy? No; they were unnecessary 
and improper for this. or any other constitutional 
urpose. And yet it was said by the Senator 
From Carolina that we had no independent power 
to modify or repeal them; we were under the 
atrange necessity of doing wrong, until the States 

ight meet, and legislate, and compel us to do 
right; thereby creating a fandamental necessity 
for a collision between the two Governments. 
Why, (said Mr. K.,).80 far from pan compelled - 
to carry these abolition papers, in the. spirit of 
the Constitution we have no power to carry them. 


been long a politician, he seemed very subject to 
the emotion of astonishment during the present 
session, and on one or twa occasions had expressed 
astonishment at him, (Mr. K.) As for himseif, 
however, though only a few years in politics, he 
had already ceased to became astonished at. any- 
; thing, or he should be amazed at the different, 
` positions assumed by the Senator on the same. 
amendment of the Constitution, petitioning | 
Congress. the petitions could do no harm, unlesa 
Congress did it for them. They, gave us notice 
of their existence. and designs. in the least dan- | 
gerous way, unless, we made it dangerous. No | 
_ one ever intimated that to refuse to receive these | 
| petitions would diminish the number of, Aboli- : 
: tionists; on the contrary, it was well known it | 


This resulted (he said) from the acknowledged 
right of the States to stop them. All admitted 
this right in the States; and upon what principle 
was it? It was simply on the principle that.the 
eirculation of such matter was not necessary: for 
national purposes, and was inconsistent with 
rights which belonged exclusively to the alave- 
holding States. If we had a right.to send them, 
the States had no right. to.stopthem. In sending 
these papers by our laws, we assumed the right 


'; would increase. them; and whilst they were in.the | 
`. country plotting mischief, he wished to know who | 

' they were, where they were, and what were their, | 
|. views. and designs. All insisted thig was import; | 
ant information for the South; and,as.a southern | 
man, if.he had. his wishes, he would like for 

-every Abolitionist, man, woman, and child, in| 

|, the. United States, to petition Congress on the | 

‘| subject, if. he could only be assured that, their | 

‘i petitions, would be prudently, treated, These 
to send them. is assumption was either right, `. petitions not only, gaye us the, sentiments and | 
or it was wrong. If right, the States had no right |, designs of these, people, and. showed us, where | 
to interfere with us; and if wrong, we should ‘| they lived, but kept the. South advised of the 
give them no-occasiontodg so, Rights (he said) ' feelings of Congress on the subject, which was 
might be coexistent and concurrent; but they, | all-important to that seetion of country. - With | 
could never be coexistent and inconsistent. Hav- ; such admonition, the South could never be taken 
ing no right, then, to use any means inconsistent | by surprise. In-every view of the subject, even | 
with the acknowledged rights of the States, we |: on. the score: of expediency, the moré he had 
could not be compelled to do so through the Post ` reflected, | me better wag. he satisfied. with the 
‘Office power, which was limited by the purposes : course he had proposed òn the right of petition, 
of the grant, and should be carried into effect by | Something was gained by receiving, and certainly 
laws ‘necessary and proper” to effect the pur- | nothing lost, by it. He was led to this short 
poses for which thé power was granted, and not || digression (he said) upon á motion long ‘since | 
to effect the purposes for which the power wag 
not granted, If these positions were true, it, wag 

plain that Congress had aright to regulate its own 
action. under its own power, with a due. regard 
to those rights of the States recognized in the 

Conenuuuen „and it was the duty of Congress ta 

0 80. 

Mr. K., after laying down these general prin; 
les, proceeded to notice the specific objections, 
e first, he said, was, that any modification of, 

our laws preventing the circulation, through the 

. mail, of abolition matter, would abridge the free- |! in the States at the time the. onstitution was 

dom of the press. And where did gentlemen, | adopted. The provision was only declaratory. of 
under this sacred right of.the freedom of the |! 
press, obtain for the Abolitionists the right to use 
this Government as an involuntary instrument 
for the abolition of slavery in the slaveholding 
States?’ They claimed it under the amendment 
of the Constitution, which provides that ‘* Con- 
* gress shall make no law respecting an establish- 
* ment of religion, or prohibiting the free exercise 
* thereof, or abridging the freedom of speech, or 
of the press, or of the right of the people peace- 
‘ably to assemble and petition the Government 
“for a redress of grievances.” - Now, (said Mr. 
K.,) those who have been here during the session 
must feel somewhat astonished at the awful 
respect which is paid by the Senator from Caro- 
lina, to one right secured by this amendment, 
when they recollect the unceremonious. manner 
in which ‘he' treated another, expressly secured in 
the same artiele. It would be seen that this was 
the same article in which the right of petition 
was expressly secured to the worst, ag well as 
the best citizens, and to petition for. the worst as 
well as the best objecta. And yet the Senator had 
refased to receive petitions on the subjeet of sla- 
very, and had agitated the country for months, 
making war on a parcel of women and chil- 
dren, disappointed old maids, and boarding school 
misses; the former class having, haps: lost all 
sympathies with the world, amd the. latter not 
having learned anything about. it. These peti- 
tions, such as they were, were not permitted, 
nder an express right, to ask Congress, in its 
discretion, to abolish slavery in the District of 
Columbia, whilst the same Senator, under the 
same clause, looked beyond the Constitution for a 
- remote implication, to secure to the same persons 
the active and efficient agency of the Government 
to abolish ‘slavery in elf the slaveholding States. 


disposed of, in consequence of the subject having | 
bena revived by the Senator (Mr. Carnon) who | 
had again cast censure on those who had voted | 
against his motion not‘to receive petitions. 

Mr. K. then returned to the first position in the 
report, and asked what was the freedom of the 
press? How was it secured? For what pur- 
poses, and to whom? The security provided for 
the freedom of the press, was by a restriction on 
| the. National Legislature, intended to prevent any 
active interferen¢e with that right, as it éxiste 


a preéxisting right, acco impanied by an.engage- 
ment not to disturb it. at freedom consisted 
in the right to print and publish „whatever might 
be permitted by the laws of the State, whose cit- 
izens insisted upon theright. The privilege was 
| a reserved one, and could not be disturbed within 
the jurisdictional limits of any State, by any act- 
ive interference of the General Government what- 
ever, But as the right was a State right, as. the 

rivilége was.a local one, (and go.acknowledged 
in the yeport,) it could not be- extended by ex- 
pression or implication, or by State. or national 
agency, unless, some parainout constitutional 
purpose required it. Did any such paramount 
constitutional purpose require the extension here? 
He thought not. The right, like every other 
cohstitutional right, must be reconciled with other 
constitutional rights secured to the citizen in the 
same instrument. Most of the States, he be- 
lieved, had. similar provisions in their own con- 
stitutions for the protection of the freedom af the 
press; and yet it had never been seriously., or at 
any rate successfully, contended that such pro- 
vision was a protection to the libeler or. alan- 
derer; and why? It was Becanbe, suck an exten- 
sion of the privilege would be inconsistent with 
other private rights secured to the citizens under 
the same constitution, and was notat all néces- 
sary to the reasonable and useful enjoyment of 
the right. Each provision could'be made effect- 
ual, and ‘answer.all its useful purposes without 
any conflict between them. Any claim, then, 
(said Mr. K.,) which the freedom of the press 
has to ouratténtion ‘in this place, especially when 
the claim is an implied one, must be reconciled 
with other claims gecured to the citizen under the 
same Constitution. rights of domestic sla- 
very were State rights; the freedom of the press 


ciled on the principle that they did not necessa- 
rily interfere with each other, and should not be 
permitted todo so. The freedom of the press in 
the State of Maine should not interfere with the 
rights of slavery in the State of Mississippi. As 
domestic slavery in Mississippi should not inter- 
fere with the freedom of the press in Maine, and 
as the States could ‘not infterere with each other 
in these State rights; how could they ask the 
General Government to lend ‘them its agency to 
do so, when that Government was by. its Consti- 
tution bound to protect and respect both rights ?. 

How, then, did we abridge the freedom of the 
press by withholding the national agency: from 
all means calculated’ to abolish slavery in the 
slaveholding States, when the national Govern- 
ment had no power for this purpose, either ex- 
pressed or implied? We do not (said he) pro- 
pose to. prevent the printing, and publishing, of 
even the circulation of any matter perniitted by 
the laws of the respective States within the limits 
of. the States.where printed and pablished; and 
as the right was acknowledged: tobe. 4 State 
right, it could. nọt be further insiste of, except 
for ‘purposes purely. national, and. therefore not 
conflicting with the rights of ‘other States. ‘The 
power was given to keep up a social, friendly, 
and commercial intercourse among the people of 
the Statew; and, so far as,it extended an inter- 


course among the people of the different ‘States, 
it was the creature of the Congtitution; must be 
confined to its objects, and could not be used to 
destroy an. interest which we bad no fight to 
teuch; and,which, on the. contrary, by the Con- 
atitution, we were hound to secure. 

Further, ' 


ident, it was done by. p ion, Was t 
then, any implied;rigħt in the citizeh to claim an 


ment, there Was aah implied . 


dènt- could be extended 
power. ‘The truth was, that 


by implication’ as necessary and proper. to some 

“And he again asked 
onal end here? “T'hè 
é slaveholding States? 
y e consti- 


) i presiatibly drew after it, as 

an incident, the. involuntary ageney of the Gov- 
tion of matte onica to 

taveholding States? When 

h ection Hetween meaits, and 
ends was proposed to us we must decide it; and 
we bess ha rainy an unconstitutional’ means 
insigied on because it, proposed an unconstitu- 
tidnal.end. But the Senator from Carolina most 
strongly insisted (he said) that aw implied right 
claimed for en unconstitutional purpose should defeat 
s énerclse of an exprest power, then that exercise 
sas proposed for q purpose ackiowledged.to be con- 
stitutional. He would ask the Senator how it 


vas possible to abridge a liberty of the citizen b 
dening w0 him the means of doing that whic 

fad no liberty to do? - A 
he had no liberty, ta do y pai 


He thought, then, that it. was f 
that the freedom of. the press could not, by im- 
plication, be made to contro] an expressty dele- 

ted power for purposes inconsistent with the 
objects of that power, and the general purposes 
of the-national compect. It could not, in this 
be made the cloak for any auch unauthor- 
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jzed mischief as that which was placed under its 
protection. y 

Mr. K. said the construction put upon another 
law* had been referred to in the report as author- 
ity; but it was plain there was no analogy what- 
ever; for in that law printing and publication 
were directly acted on within the States, and that by 
the assumption of a power nowhere granted. Unau- 
thorized power was assumed to violate rights ex- 
pressly reserved to the States; whilst here we so 
exercise a power expressly granted in such way as 
to respect the rights of the States. Mr. K. tock 
leave of this branch of the subject, and proceeded 
to notice the second ground; that such regulation 


would assert a power fatal to the rights of the ` 


States. 


by the Constitution and not inconsistent with the 
reserved nights of the States, in that case its cir- 
culation might be enforced. If of a different char- 
acter, it could not be enforced, and the State 
whose acknowleged rights might be affected, 
could interfere and arrest the circulation. Each 


them. 
But (Mr. K. said) it was a waste of time to 


_ dwell longer upon this report, as the bill reported 


Mr. K. said that he had alrcady stated that he | 
thought this a most extraordinary position; and, | 


when considered in reference to the subject, he 
still thought so. The Senator had stated that it 
was perfectly plain that if we could say what we 
would not carry, we might say what we would 


carry, and enforce its circulation. This might be | 


very plain to the chairman of the committee, but 
it was yery far from being plain to him, (Mr. K.) 
Propositions, the identity of which depended on 


easy conditions, were very convenient and pop- . 
ular with popular reasoners, from the great lati- . 


tude which they gave to the speaker, and the 
inexhaustible materials for argument which they 
usually afford. By the use of them the orator 


could frequently Jot himself off into a train of | 


easy reasoning without any assignable limitation 
whatever. He had the advantages of the theory 
of the northern diver (whose name he had for- 
gotten) whose theory was, that it was just as 
easy to do one thing as another. He believed, 
however, that he had furnished a practical refu- 
tation of his own theory in the end; for he found 
it perfectly easy to leap down from an elevation 
of one hundred feet into a gulf of water below, 
but did not find it so easy to leap back again. 
The error of the chairman. of the committee, he 
said, (if it be one, and he believed it to be, with 
all due respect,) seemed to him to have arisen 
from a misapprehension of the nature of the ques- 
tion he was deciding. The question was one on 
the affirmation of power under a limited Consti- 
tution. We could run with the current of consti- 
tutional authority, but we could not run against 
it; and the Senator might just as well say, that 
if a man had power to swim down the falls of 
Niagara, it was perfectly plain that he had power 
to swim up them. We never asserted a right to 
exceed a limited power by acting strictly within it. 
The Army (he said) was confided to the General 
Government, but a protection was also provided 
to the citizen in the Gonstitarion against the quar- 
tering of soldiers on him in time of peace. Ac- 
cording to the doctrine of the report, if we were 
to pass a law to make that protection efficient, 
and, as a matter of discipline, punish the officer 
for a violation of it, we would thereby assert the 
power to violate the right at pleasure in face of 
the Constitution. Asa further illustration of the 
doctrine of the report, Mr. K. instanced the pro- 
rietor of a freehold, who had full authority on 
is own estate, but had. no power to cross the 
line and trespass on the land of his neighbor; and 
yet, if he wished to respect his neighbor’s rights 
and forbid his servants to commit trespasses, and 
unished their disobedience, he thereby, accord- 
ing to this doctrine, asserted a right to trespass 
on his neighbor at pleasure. The plain difference 
in all these cases (Mr. K. said) was, that we 
had power in the one case and no power in the 
other. l o 
The power here was limited by the purposes 
for which it was to be exercised; we could go 
with the Constitution, but could not go against it. 
We could act within our constitutional limits, 
but could not go beyond them. Whether we 
could enforce the circulation of a paper through 
the mail in the slaveholding States, would depend 
on its character. If it were a commercial letter, 
a bill of exchange, a bill of lading, a war despatch, 
or any other paper fuirly connected with the 
granted powers and social relations as established 


* Alien and sedition law. 


_ ered a violation of the right. 
i provisions of the bill? If it does not interfere 
|! in some form or shape ” with the circulation of 


‘ perfectly lawful in the 


i prohibited. 


i Strong and extensive interference; an 
i the Senator reconcile this interference with the 


' shape whatever?” 


by the chairman of the committee was a practical 
refutation of every principle laid down in the re- 
por up to that part of it which recommended the 

ill. ‘The bill proposed to Congress to do that 
which the report said Congress had no power to 

o. 
The position assumed in the report was, that 
the amended article before referred to deprived 
Congress of all power over the subject, because 


tc it was the object of this provision to place the: 


| 


‘freedom of the press beyond the possible interfer- | 


tence of Congress,” &c. 
‘Congress all right of interference with the press 
‘in any form or shape whatever.” This (he said) 
was the language of the report; and as the right 
to circulate was assumed as an incident to this 
freedom of the press, any interference with cir- 
culation, by refusing to transmit anything the 
States might permit to be published, was consid- 
Now what are the 


matter the printing and publishing of which is 
tate where published, I 
care nothing for it. Mr. K. read the bill, and 
said it would be seen that it prevented the trans- 
mission by mail of papers, &c., on the subject 
of domestic slavery, from one State to another, 
when by the laws of the State to which the same 
was directed the circulation of such papers was 
Here was an ‘‘ interference’? by 
Congress with circulation, and he thought a very 

i how did 


rinciples of his report? Why, the constitutional 
ifficulty was removed by the coöperation of the 
State. Codperation with the State! and how 


‘ could the General Government codperate in an act 


which, according to the report, it is deprived of 


“all right of interference in, in any manner or ' 
How could this Government |. 
; act in conjunction with another agent when it 


was under a constitutional restriction not to uct 
atall? ` 

But this (said Mr. K.) is far from being the 
worse of it. The freedom of the press, as ac- 
knowledge in the report, is strictly a State right; 


to be printed and published. 
of the press in the non-slaveholding States, then, 
that is affected by the law. 


the State? 


“It withdraws from | 


| and, as a State right, implies a right to circulate | 
| through the mail whatever the State may permit | 
It is the freedom | 


|! 


Government should act within its own powers, | 
and in doing so asserted no right to go beyond | 


Is this sacred con- |: 
stitutional right released by the coöperation of ; 
he coöperation of what State? The i; 


State whose rights are to be affected? Not at all. | 


According to this doctrine the sacred reserved 
right of the freedom of the press in the State of 

aine may be abolished in an instant by the 
action of the Legislature of the State of Missis- 
sippi. 
ihe noored uarantees of the Constitution, in a 
reserved right beyond ‘‘ any possible interference 
whatever” by the General Government, may be 
capitally punished by that same Government for 
the exercise of this right, by the consent of the State 
of Mississippi. Why, what a jumble of incon- 
sistent political powers and inefficient constitu- 
tional securities is found here! That the consti- 
tutional powers of the General Government could 
be ae by the action of a single State, and 
enlarged, too, in its operation over the rights of 
States that do not codperate or consent, was one of 
the strangest doctrines that had ever grown out 
of the heresies of modern times. 

The truth is, (said Mr. K.,) we have the power 
to. act in this matter under the Constitution, or we 
have no power at all. We cannot derive any 
power from the laws of one State to act upon the 
citizens of another. We derive our power here 


under the Constitution, which gives us exclusive 


The people of Maine, though secured by . 


charge of the Post Office Department. Under 
this power we can pass all proper laws, and pun- 
ish their infraction, which carry into effect the 
objects of the power, and duly respect the rights 
| of the States. Here was the source from which 

i we derived our power; and he hoped gentlemen 

would not refuse to vote for the bill because they 

could not agree to the principles of the report or 
reconcile it with the bill. 

i He did not know how the chairman of the 
committee could have fallen into this thorough 
inconsistency, unless it was that he had seen the 
recommendation, and took it for granted it must 
be all wrong, as it had been made by the Presi- 
dent. But on further consideration he had found 
it right, and that the South expected something 
to be done; and hence this Opposition report 
accompanied by an Administration bill. Yes, 
(said Mr. K.,) an Administration bill. I wish 
my friends to understand that, and hope they 
will not fall into the same error with regard to the 
chairman of the committee that he did in regard 
to the President, and take it for granted that the 
bill is wrong because it has been reported by the 
Senator from Carolina. Sir, the bill is right, and 
precisely conformable to the views of the Presi- 
dent, against which the report is made. Mr. K. 
then read that part of the message which indicated 
the character of the law that the President recom- 
mended, as follows: 

‘¢ In leaving other branches of this interesting 
‘subject to the State authorities, to whom they 
| “properly belong, it is nevertheless proper for 

: Congress to take such measures as will prevent 

| © the Post Office Department, which was designed 

| € to foster an amicable intercourse and correspond- 
‘ ence between all the members of the Confederacy, 
‘from being used as an instrument of an opposite 
‘character. The General Government, to which 

i ‘the great trust is confided of preserving inviolate 
‘the relations created among the States by the 

i Constitution, is especially bound to avoid, in 
‘its own action, anything that may disturb them. 
‘I would therefore call the special attention of 
‘ Congress to the subject, and respectfully suggest 

“the propriety of passing such a law as will pro- 

i ‘hibit, under severe penalties, the circulation in 
‘the southern States, through the mail, of incen- 
‘diary publications, intended to instigate the 

| € slaves to insurrection.” , 

No new power was asserted here. On the con- 
trary, the power of the States over the whole sub- 
| ject of slavery is admitted. The Post Office power 
is asserted to be in the General Government, and 
we are only recommended to use it in such way 
as not to disturb the rights we acknowledge in 
these States, These are precisely the principles 
of the bill. We might adopt the laws of the 

States where we acknowledge their right to pass 

them, without deriving any authority from them. 

In placing this confidence 1n the States, where we 

wish them to aid us in respecting their rights in 

the exercise of ours, we had only to seethat the 
law to be adopted was such as they had a right 
to pass. This was done in the bill which con- 
fined the laws to be adopted to the subject of do- 


‘| mestic slavery, which all acknowledge to be under 


i the exclusive jurisdiction of the slaveholding 


‘| States. 


Mr. K. next proceeded to notice the arguments 
of the Senator Koti Massachusetts, [Mr. Pate 
who hadattacked the bill principally on the groun 
of expediency. He had stated that ‘it took the 
| whole Post Office power from the General Gov- 
ernment, and gave it to the States.” Not at all 
—not a particle of Post Office power was claimed 
bys or given to the States by the bill. The General 

overnment was only so regulating that power 
in itself, as to respect the rights of the States. 
| But the Senator further objected (Mr. K. said) 
| because it would be establishing an inquisitorial 
pow in the Post Office Department; and did the 

enator from Massachusetts propose anything 
‘better? It was certainly unfortunate that any of 
our citizens should league themselves with for- 
eigners, and engage in a species of mischief that 
makes any extraordinary measures necessary, 
| either by the State or General Government? 
But when men were disposed (he said) to 
trouble the peace of society, they could only be 
i oanleine by laws. Laws could not be admin- 
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istered without officers, and officers must have 
some discretion, and it was possible that such 
discretion might be abused. But it was difficult 
for any honest officer to mistake the character of | 
these papers. The power had been some time |i 
exercised by the Department, and no difficulty `i 
had grown out of it. Unless the papers were 
strongly marked, they were not calculated to 
answer their object. Their very title generally 
condemned them. They were “ anti-slavery 
records,” “ emancipators,”? &c. These were 
easily known, when sent in open pamphlet form, 
and it was not expected that we would be able 
to prevent anything that should be sealed up and 
subjected to letter postage. With this charge on 
them, they would circulate them, not in such 
quantities as to produce excitement. The only 
hope was to break up the extensive establish- 
ments on Nassau street, from which this inflam- 
matory matter was sent—not in bags and baskets, | 
but by cart loads, to be shipped off to Charleston 
and other southern cities, there to produce excite- 
ment and be destroyed. 

The dangers of this inquisitorial power were 

reatly magnified; but admit them, and what 
Eeter was proposed by the Senator from Massa- | 
chusetts? Why, he proposed that the States 
should legislate. He acknowledged that the States ' 
had full authority over the subject, and proposed 
that they should. legislate, and that we, should 
avoid this inquisitorial power ‘ in the Post Office, | 
Department.” Did it escape the Senator that the 
legislation of the Stetes on the sulfject was eds | 
cisely the same with as without this law? e: 
only proposed to coöperate with the slave States. 
And did the Senator suppose that this ‘ inquis- 
itorial power” he complained of would be more 
rigorously exercised by the cool reasoning post- 
masters of the North than by a southern post- | 
master, a committee of vigilance, and an excited 
mob? He presumed not. Why, then, send these ` 
papers from one end of the Union to the other at | 
the public expense, to trouble and excite the com- 
munity, endanger the whole mail, weaken the 
national sympathies of the people, and threaten 
our institutions, when it was admitted they would 
be destroyed before they came into the hands of | 
those to whom they were directed? There could | 
be no possible object in this useless agency on our !! 
part, except it be to gratify the pride and ambi- | 
tion of these disturbers of the quiet of the coun- li 
try. They, the Abolitionists,' knew perfectly | 
well that these papers would be destroyed in the || 
southern post offices by virtue of the State laws, !' 
and yet they insisted on sending them, and had 
the effrontery to avow that their oniy object was 
“to keep up an excitement.” Would gentlemen 
encourage such misohief, and that, too, at the 
public expense? IE ase 

The Senator from Massachusetts had further 
complained that a monopoly of the Post Office 
power was granted to the General Government, 
and this increased its obligations to carry what- 
ever might have been carried by the States them- 
selves. Well, in this sense, what sort of monop- 
oly was it, and what was its injurious operation? 
A monopoly to be complained of, must have sur- 
rendered some preéxisting right which the party 
complaining previously enjoyed, and had surren- 
dered. Had the States any right to push their 
Post Office power beyond their own limits, before 
the adoption of the Constitution? Not at all. 
They had still the use of the Post Office for all 


4) respect it. 


purposes within their own limits; and had, b 
the Constitution, acquired its use all over thé 
Union, for all national, social, and constitutional 
purposes. By this monopoly, then, they had ac- 
quired a great deal, and lost nothing. © 
, But the Senator was apprehensive that the prin- 
ciples of this bill would recognize the right of the 
States to pass any law they pleased, breaking up 
all intercourse among the hates, and that Con- 
gress would be bound to adopt it. Here the Sen- 
ator had fallen into the same error in relation to 
the power of the States thát the Senator from 
Carolina had in relation to the Generàl Govern- 
ment. The powers of each had their limits; ahd 
as we did rot assume unlimited power in the 
General Government by exercising its powers 
within their limits, so we did not give unlimited 
power to the States by recognizing that which all 


acknowledged they properly had. If the States 
were to legislate beyond their own rights, and attack 
the Post Office power, their acts would be void. 
It was unnecessary here, he stated, to inquire 

what the States might properly stop from circu- 

lation within their limits, and what they could | 
not. He could only say to the Senator, that when 
they proposed anything improper, it. would be 
time enough to consider whether he would co- | 
operate; and he would further state, that when- 


ever any State might think proper to prevent the, 


circulation of any matter within its limits, and. |: 


their right to do so was clearly acknowledged, as in 
this case, it would be very useless, unprofitable, 
and improper for the General Government to’ 
carry such forbidden matter to them, to be de-. 
stroyed in their post. offices before distributed. 
Whenever we acknowledge a right, we ought to 


He hoped the bill'would pass. tt would doubt- 
less do some good; and it would, at any. rate, 
show to the South a disposition. in Congress to 
coéperate, as far as the Constitution will allow, 
to prevent these unwarrantable interferences with, 
their rights. He said he was willing to give the | 
agitators all their constitutional rights, however | 
mischievous their intentions, but he was willing 
to give them nothing more, and would not consent. 


to lend, them the agency of the Government for j 


the purposes of pure and unmjxed mischief. 


` SLAVERY IN THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. aa 
OF HON. F. W.,PICKE 
OF SOUTH CAROLINA, 
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o Jinuaty 21,1836. ° ile 
‘The resolution of Mr. Wise, declaring. that Congress baa 
no. power, under the Coastitution to abelish Slavery id 
the District of Columbia,:&c.,: being under consideras 
tion— . rok wd Peat PY 
Mr. PICKENS rose, and observed that he re~ 
gretted exceedingly the necessity, that ‘inducted’ 
him to say anything on the interesting ‘and deeply 
exciting topic before the House. Sir, when T 
had occasion, some weeks since, to make a few 
remarks on this subject, I, as well as the party E 
have the honor to be associated with, was de- 
nounced, as attempting to raise a discussion and 
excitement for party purposes. It was said that, 
like the Hartford convention men and Abolition- 
ists, we were put down and sunk in the country, 
and that we desired some sectional excitement 
to raisé us from our weak position, &c. I would 
disdain to notice thi8, if the charge had, originata 
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| from, and been confined to, a miserable whipster 
| editor, who has been hired to: hunt down all that 


is virtuous and intellectual in the country—who 
has fed ypon calumny, and fattens upon slander, 
and upoti whose countenance envy and malighity 
hold their cadaverous union—I would loathe to 
touch this pitifül thing that lives by licking the 
spittle of men, if it were not that it i$ understood 
to. represent the executive branch of this Gov- 
ernnient, that it is the organ of the dominant 
arty that now rules the destinies of this Repub- 
fie. This being the fact, I call upon every honest 
and virtuous man to brand it with the indignation 
that its falsehood and infamy deserve. Let no 
man suppose that, because I belong to a com- 
paratively small party, persecuted and mistepte- 
sented, my voice is ever to be silenced upon this 
floor, when’ the honor or the interests of ‘those I 
stand here to ig gy may be involved tiety 
or indirectly.. No earthly consideration hall 
deter me from uttering the sentiments of my Heart 
on this subject. Let no man make it a question 
for partisan warfare, or for patty triumph. It 
rises above all parties, and is identifed with the 
dearest and paramount interests of every southern 
State in this Confederacy. E - 

- Mr. Speaker, I have seen enough to con¥ince 
me that there is an unsound state of feeling here 
and elsewhere, totally at war with our rights and 
our institutions. F have not read passing events 
for the last year to be now deceived at what I 
see. “I agree with gentlemen when they say the 


A 


| strength acquiesce, to a certain extent, in their 


abolition societies and their open partisans are, 
at present, compared with other great parties, 
small, so far as numbers are concerned. But, to 
ascertain their real strength, we must examine the 
peculiar division of parties that exists in the non- 
slaveholding States. Take, for instance, New 


.| York, and we find there the anti-Masonic party, 


the Whig party, and the party, I believe, called’ 
the ‘Regency party.” From the division of 


_ these parties the Abolitionists become important 


-the gentleman from 


i and tremble like wnweaned infants un 


and powerful, as holding the balance of power; 
hence it is that all other parties desiring their 


measures and movements. There is a high game, 
playing for political power; arid those who would 
seem to be weak from numbers become strong 
from position, Their strength consists in fanati- 
cism—in painting scenes of imaginary evil—in 
appealing to the, passions of the heart; and, as 
1 Massachusetts (Mr. Adams 
says, to their religion. And when waa fanati; 
cism arrested? Look at its history allover the, 
world. In its first commencement it is seen like 
a speck in the distant horizon; but mark it as it 
rises—it spreads and widens, and grows blacker. 
and blacker, until it sweeps with the fury of tha 
rushing tornado, desolating the earth; and the, 
ood and the wise stand as if stricken with 
umbhegs, while the’ bold and. the strong quake 
der the 
trumpet’s blast. In its first struggles it is de- 
spised for.its weakness; but at length, “t crescit 
eundo,” until it walks erect in its giant strength 
and power; and, with the muscular action of a 
madman, trampleg into the dust and earth those 
who, at first, felt pity for its delusion, and con- 
tempt for its impotence. The, only way to con- 
tend with it is to meet it, and strangle it in its 
infancy. we pes Cain Settee ee 
What has been the history of the last summer? 
We have seen the whole country excited and 
agitated to the highest degree. There hag not 
been a State, nor county, nor town, from’ one 
end.of this Union to the other, that hab not been 
tremblingly alive to the ‘‘ general welfare.” So- 
cieties upon societies have been formed—thou- 
sands upon thousands have, beeñ raised for the 
avowed object of producing a chatige, a deep and, 
iral incon in the domestic “institutions of the 
southern State. ‘There is’ scarcely a common 


newspaper, a magazine, of’ reviéw that ‘comes 
from The. North, but: what bringd fsorhething “of 


prejudice and dénundiation against us. There is 
not à school book, not a common geography, 
which does not contain something by innuendo or 
insinuation, calculated to train up our children to 
believe that the inhéritarice of their fathers is full 
of evil and iniquity. The’ prejudices, opinions, 
and moral power of the‘ whole non-slaveholding. 
States are directly end openly against us on the 
sabject. of domestic. sérvitude. And well ma 
the gentleman from Massachusetts (Mr. Anami 
declare that every member’s speech on this sub- 
ject, from north of Mason and Dixon’s ‘line, 
would ‘bean incendiary pamphlet, and if they 
pursued’ a certain course here, they, would be 
swept from their seats. Sir, under these‘circum- 
stances, is it astonishing that we should be ex- 
čited here? 5 
4 But it is not iv our exe on Aap ‘hat we 
jave to encounter prejudice. Engtatid haw eman- 
cipated her West india Tslatids.” France is also 
moving in the same direction; her press, too, is 
calling ‘up the prejudices of the nation against 
this institdtioh.” And in England there it fio re- 
view; from the pdlished and talented Edinburgh- 
down. to the Jeremy Bentham, leveling West- 
iiinster, that’ does not open ‘its’ battery. and de 
nunciatidn upon us. Even, too, that. prince of 
modern demagogues, Mr. O'Connell, in the plen- 
itude of his arrogance and vanity, must think fit 
to strike thé vilest and basest notes to call up the 
passions and prejudices of the ignoble and low 
against institutions, the trde nature of which his 
ignorance forbade him tounderstand,.and arene 
a gallant people, whose virtues his natural vul- 
garity could never appreciate. . He talked about 
equal rights and public truth, when he lives upon 
a splendid income raised by s grinding the face 
of the poor,” by drawing the last farthing from a 
starving and devoted people! ‘And here I regret 
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—deeply regret, that a gentleman on this side of | 
the Atlantic, distinguished for his learning and ; unless he is prepared to abandon the inheritance 


l and trappings of office, this is no place for him, | 


in those other places where public works are: 
‘and, if slavery can be abolished here, then, in like 


elegant diction, has recently thought proper to | 
echo back these notes, and play a second part to 
this Irish demagogue by publishing sentiments, 


of his fathers, and cover his children with degra- || manner, can it be abolished in all those places in 
dation and ruin. It is of no avail to close our || the heart of a State where there may be public 


Í allude to Doctor Channing, and I allude to him . the wilderness of the West. It is in vain to avoid 


with pain and regret. Instead of standing on his 
almy eminence, with the benevolence and char- 
ity of an enlightened Christian, to pour out ‘oil ` 
upon the troubled waters,” we find him incul- 
cating sentiments and spreading doctrines calcu- 
lated to alienate the affections and sympathies of 
the people of this Union from different sections. | 
r. Speaker, we cannot mistake all these. 
things. The truth is, the moral power of the ' 
world is against us. It is idle to disguise it. We 
must, sooner or later, meet the great issue that is 
to be made up on this subject. Deeply connected 
with this is the movement to be made in the Dis- 
trict of Columbia. If the’ power be asserted in 
Congress to interfere here, or any approach be 
made towards that end, it will give a shock to 
our institutions and the country, the consequences 
of which no man can foretell. Sir, as well might 
you grapple.your iron grasp into the very heart 
and vitals of South Carolina, as to touch this 
subject here. Georgia has perceived this, and 
felt its full force. 


She, under these views, has . 


: the contest. 


', Mr. Speaker, as to the constitutional power of 


this Government to touch the subject in any shape 
or form within the States of this Union, I disdain 
to argue that point. If the dominant interest of 


this nation should ever become so bold and reck- ` 


less as to touch the matter, or exercise such a 
power directly or indirectly, then, if we hold our 
seats on this floor, we shall become the slaves of 
slaves, and deserve our infamous destiny. If 
ever we should be forced to hold up the noble but 
mutilated parchment of the Constitution as a 
shield between us and the Goths and the Vandals 
who may have come in to desecrate and desolate 
all that is venerable and fair in the institutions of 
our country, then, indeed, shall we have lived 
to see the day when conflagration shall sweep 


through the land, and scathe its living monuments, 
—when the scattered fragments of a broken and 


dismembered empire shall exist here and there, 
` only to mark where the Republic once was. 
While I can never consent to discuss the con- 


recently passed a resolution declaring it uncon- | stitutional power of this Government as relates 
stitutiona! for Congress to touch this matter here, | to the States, yet it becomes us to examine the 
and met the whole subject as became her and her , powers, under the Constitution, given in this 
interests. Under these circumstances, I was District, 

t 


astonished to hear the gentleman from Georgia : Speaker, before we proceed on this point, 


(Mr. Harser] intimate that he was willing, for 
the present, to give this resolution the go-by. 

ere Mr. HALSEY explained that he waa 
willing to meet the question, when it came up at 
the proper time, in a distinct and independent 
resolution, &c. 
` Mr. PICKENS then proceeded, and said he 
would not press these circumstances at present. 


Virginia has but the other day passed a reso- ' 


lution to the same purport. She, alive to the. 
deep stake she has in the question, has approached : 
near to unanimity on it. The resolution deny- 
ing ‘to. Congress any constitutional power was | 
passed by a yote of one hundred and fifteen to į 
nine in her House of Delegates. There is one | 
subject at least upon which all parties can unite. 
I was deeply gratified to see that noble State 
speaking ag became. her ancient character. That | 
proud State, jusily proud from having enrolled on | 
the: scroll of fame her hundred patriots, has felt | 
her. vital interests, and honor concerned, and 
moved with a unanimity and spirit that became 
the land of Richard Henry Lee, George Mason, 
and Patrick Henry. I trust no son of hers here 
will fall below the position she has chosen to 
occupy. Before she can waver or falter. on this 
subject, directly or indirectly, you must first 
break up the foundations of all her. institutions; 
ou must make a new. race of people in her 
osom, who must forget the glory of the past— 
whose: hearts must beat with impulses and emo- 
tions of a new. and degenerate nature—whose 
mothers must quicken with a new and unnatural 
offspring. . as 
Sir, I deprecate all- party ties and party feelings 
in this matter. It ig top solemn a subject for this. 
If there be any man here who has any misgivings 
or tremblings as to the future on this aubject, let 
me say to him, this is no place for him, If there 
be any Representative here from any part or por- 
tion of the slaveholding race, whose heart is sa 
bowed down in subserviency and aeni #2 party 
discipline and party organization, as to be drawn 
off on this question for the vile purpose of parti- 
san ascendency and political triumph in the mis- 
erable conflicts of the day, let me say to him, 
this is no place for him, unless he is prepared to 
cover himself with prostitution. If there be any 
gentleman here from the same region, whose 
aspirations are to please the dominant interests 
of this Confederacy, by sycophancy and flattery, 
for the purpose of clothing himself in the livery 


it would be well for us to call to our minds the 
circumstances and causes that induced the acts of 
cession granting jurisdiction in this District. 
|! When Congress was in session in Philadelphia, 
| a mob created great disturbance, and they found 
| themselves unable, for want of authority, to pro- 


| tect themselves and their officers. Hence it be- 
| came important that they should have some terri- 


tory with exclusive jurisdiction over it. The 
object and sole desire of Congress was to be able 
ta protect itself, its officers and its public build- 
ings, and make such other municipal regulations 
as might be deemed necessary for the harmony, | 
uiet, and independence of the Government. 
hen we look at these circumstances, and then 
compare the clause in the Constitution conferring 
legislative power, we can come to but one conclu- 
sion as to the great leading objects of the trust. 
The words are, that Congress shall ‘‘ exercise 
‘exclusive legislation in all cases whatsoever over 
‘such district (not exceeding ten miles square) 
‘as may, by cession of particular States, and the 
i “acceptance of Congress, become the seat of Gov- 
: ernment of the United States, and to exercise 
| ‘like authority over all places purchased by the 
| © consent of the Legislature of the States in which 
| € the same shall be, for the erection of forts, mag- 
| ©azines, arsenals, dock-yards, and other needful 
| € buildings.” 
“ Exclusive legislation” here cannot mean ab- 
' solute and unlimited legislation. This Govern- 
| ment cannot legally exist in any position without 
all the restraints of the Constitution binding upon | 
it. It is created by. the Constitution, and cannot 


And to-contend that it has all the powers here | 


ries is a solecism in constitutional law; for the 
States can exercise all the powers not prohibited | 


tutions, or the Constitution of the United States, 
| while this Government can exercise no power 


‘absolutely necessary to carry into effect some | 
‘ specific grant. Exclusive legislation means that . 
' no other Government shall have concurrent, legis- 
| lation. Congress ghall exercise “‘ like authority 
| over all places purchased ” for forts, arsenals, 
'&c. The legislation and authority exercised in | 
: this District, in like manner, shall be exercised ; 
| over places. purchased for forts, &c. If, then, | 
| Congress is unlimited here, then it is unlimited | 


| 


act in any sphere except under its specific grants. | 


that the States can exercise within their territo- | 


by the principles and spirit of their own consti- | 


‘not specifically granted by the Constitution, or |, 


eyes to passing events around us in this country | works, &c. All the power intended to be given 
and a tissue of visionary declamation, calculated and in Europe. Everything proclaims that, sooner t 
to have no other effect than to excite feelings,’ or later, we shall have to meet the strong and 
sympathies, and prejudices at war with the har- : the powerful, and contend over the tombs of our 
mony of the Union, and the forbearing principles fathers for our consecrated hearth-stones and 
of the Constitution, which he, as well as every ; household gods, or abandon ourcountry to become 
other good citizen, has tacitly sworn to support. ; a black colony, and seek for ourselves a refuge in 


was to enable this Government to protect and 
| preserve its public works and improvements, and 
“dike authority’? war intended to be given in 
this District—authority that might be essential 
to carry out the legitimate objects of the original 
trust, and no more. Any exercise of power be- 
yond the obvious meaning and plain intentions 
of the grant of power at the time it was given, 
is a violation of its spirit and perversion of its 
purposes. 

Again: the ninth section expressly excludes 
Congress from prohibiting the importation of 
slaves until 1808. If the clause giving “ exclu- 
sive legislation’? embraces the power to abolish 
slavery, then it was created without limitation at 
the date of the instrument. But if Congress had, 
before 1808, attempted to prohibit the importa- 
tion of slaves, here or elsewhere, it would have 
been directly against the letter of the Constitu- 
tion. There has been no new acquirement of 

ower since the date of that instrument, nor en- 
argement of the provisions of the clause grant- 
ing ‘* exclusive legislation.” We cannot do that 
indirectly which we cannot do directly. And if 
Congress had abolished slavery here, prior to 
1808, it would have been the most effectual meas- 
ure to prohibit this importation, and this they 
were clearly and expressly prohibited from doing. 
I do not refer to this so much as being perfectly 
conclusive, as to show that it was the whole spirit 
i and intention of the Constitution that this Gov- 
‘ernment should have no power to disturb this 
. delicate and exciting subject. We all know the 
extreme jealousy that existed amongst the States 
on this matter at the formation of the Constitu- 
tion; so much so, that it was one of the principal 
difficulties in forming a ‘more perfect Union.” 
Is it to be supposed that Virginia, sensitive and 
jealous as she was at that time on the subject of 
slavery, would have ceded a portion of her terri- 
tory and citizens, if she had, for one moment, 
conceived that, under the clause in the Constitu- 
tion conferring legislative powers, they were to 
be thrown at the mercy of other interests, and 
other sections, antagonist to herself on this vital 
point? , 
i The fifth amendment declares that ‘‘ private 
property shall not be taken for public use without 
just compensation.’ Much less can it be taken 
or private use. It cannot be taken except for 
public use. It becomes, then, important to ascer- 
tain whether slaves are private property! And 
here let it be observed that there is a loose idea 
abroad that we hold our rights to that species 
of propery oiie the compromises of the Con- 
ii stitution. We hold them as original rights before 
' and above the Constitution, coming from the 
' States in their separate existence. The compro- 
‘mises of the Constitution relate entirely to the 

relative representation that the States, as political 

communities, shall have upon this floor; but this 

is not the source of rights to us in this or any 
i other private property. The Constitution recog- 
| nizes them as private property. The second sec- 

tion apportioning our representation, the clause 
‘enabling the owner to recover his fugitive slave, 
and the clause sanctioning their importation until 
1808, all show that the Constitution recognizes 
them as property—as things other than persons. 
The judicial tribunals of the non-slaveholding as 
well as the slaveholding States have all settled 
this principle. Then they cannot be taken ex- 
cept for public use. What is public use? If they 
were wanted on our public works—if they were 
needed in a great emergency, then might they 
be taken on just compensation. But if there be 
any one thing clearer than another, it 1s that 
abolition was not the public use contemplated in 
the Constitution. They cannot be taken with- 
ont just compensation, even for public use. How 
can money be drawn from the public Treasury, 
except through appropriations by law? There 
can be no legal appropriation, except to carry 
into effect the specific power granted in the 
Constitution, or clearly implied, as absolutely ne- 
cessary to carry into effect some specific grant. 


} 
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There is no specific power to abolish slavery, | 
and it being itself a high exercise of substantive | 
ower, cannot be imphed as absolutely necessary | 


to carry into effect any other power. As well ` 


might we pass appropriations to pay the people | above the Constitution. And even in convention 


of this District for their cattle and horses, to give 
them the blessed privilege of running free and 


unrestrained over the barren hills and waste com- ` 


mons around this Capitol. As to principle and 
ower, itis the same. i 

Butit is said, all the States may emancipate, and 
this District be left without the means of chang- 
ing its condition. This is certainly anything but 
aconstitutional argument; for I answer, that even 
if this were to be the case, it is the Constitution, 
and will be so until it is changed by the proper 
authorities. There is really no difficulty on this 
int, as those who choose can now emancipate 

y deed or will. : In connection with the Consti- 
tution, let us for a moment examine the act of 
cession from Virginia. ‘The proviso declares 
“that nothing herein contained shall be construed 
“to vest in the United States any right of property 
‘in the soil, or to affect the rights of individuals 
‘ therein, otherwise than the same shall, or may 
‘ be, transferred by such individuals to the United 
‘States. Let it be understood that this follows 
immediately after the clause describing the tract 
of country and particular extent of territory 
ceded. I admit the terms are somewhat equivo- 
cal atfirst. If the words ‘the rights of individ- 
uals therein’? refer only back to control the prop- 
erty in the soil, then they were of no use, for, 
under the Constitution alone, Congress could not 
have interfered in the frechold. One of the first 
principles of the Magna Charta is, that no free- 
man shall be disseized of his freehold without the 
judgment of his peers. If those words were 
meant only to limit the powerof the Government 
over the freehold of a citizen, then they were 
useless verbiage. ` Those who insertet thet 
must have meant something more. 


When we |; British 


eign power of the community for the specific ob- 
ject of abolishing that property, and the people 
might choose their delegates for that alone. But 
this would bea reorganization of the body politic 


they would do it under the unwritten and organic 
law that governs all simple consolidated commu- 
nities, and which exists from the necessity of 
the case, that the majority must govern. This 
exists only in a consolidated community, when it 
is thrown into its simple and Sreet eloMents 
And even then the minority acquiesce more froni 
a calculation of expediency than obligation. 

Sir, if this view be true of the great principles 
that regulate-even the power of the States on this 
subject, how futile and shallow is that argument 
which claims for this Government all the legisla- 
tive powers here that the States have within 
their territofies! But it is stronger than this. 
The Government of the United States can acquire 
no legal power éven by consent of citizens. It 


has no existence beyond the express grants of 
the Constitution, and no power can be acquired 
for it by the action or acquiescence of the people, 
as people, or citizens; this must be given by the 
States that made it. 

There is a wide mistake and loose notion on 


this subject of the power of Government overt | 
private property. Gentlemen draw their ideas on ` 
this subject from the history of European Govern- | 
ments and the jurisprudence of Great Britain. If : 
there be any one principle that has distinguished | 


ery aloud to save this Union, after it shall be too 
late, when the beacon fires of an indignant peo- 
ple shall blaze over a thousand hills, and the 
swords of a hundred thousand freemen shall gleam 
on nigh to avenge our wrongs and vindicate our 
rights. 

r. Speaker, it has been said that slavery is a 
“foul blot upon our national escutcheon”’—* an 
evil’’—that ‘‘all men are created equal,” &c. 
Let us examine these propositions for a moment. 
“ All men are created equal.” What, sir, was 
the meaning that the author of the declaration 
attached to this proposition? Was it meant that 


all men are created equally strong and of equal 
, size? Surely not. 


as it meant that all men 
were horn free? From the child in the bulrushes 
up to those of the present day, there never was 
an infant wrapt in “swaddling clothes” that was 
born free. Was it meant that all men were born 


i with equal rights toan equal destiny? From the 


time it was declared that the iniquities of some 
should be “ visited unto the third and fourth gen- 
erations”’—from the days of Moses and the chil- 


dren of Isracl—the history of mankind pro- 


claims that there is ‘fan elect and chosen few” 


‘made the peculiar receptacles of the favors and 


our Revolution from all others, it is this—that we |: 
have succeeded in limiting and restricting the | 


power of Government over private property, and 
more effectually securing the rights of citizens , 
thereto. Ifthis was not the great principle of 
the American Revolution, then it has none. 
line that scparates the power of Government from | 


The |} 


private property is the' Hine that defines the limits i 


of liberty in all countries. 


I know, sir, that the || 
overnment, under the claim of omnipo- |, 


look at the sensitiveness of Virginia on the inter- || tence in Parliament, has again and again trampled |; 
esting and vital subject of the peculiar property || over the great principles of the Magna Charta, ; 


of her citizens she was about to cede, we are led || and it is not there that we sre to look for exam- || 
to believe that she must have meant in the words, ‘| ples to define our notions of power in Govern- || 
“ rights of individuals therein,” other rights than |: 


those of ‘soil.’ Connect this with the clauses 
in the Constitution, and no man can refrain from 
admitting that it is, to say the least of it, a doubt- 
ful power, which every patriot in a limited Gov- 
ernment would refrain from claiming as under the 
Constitution. ; 
But, Mr. Speaker, I take higher ground than 
this, and contend that, according to the bill of 
rights of Maryland, and the constitution of Vir- 
ginia, those States themselves could not have 
ceded absolute and unrestrained power over pri- 
vate property of any kind in this District. The : 
citizens of this District had peculiar rights secured 
in their property by the constitutions of their own 
States; and if Virginia and Maryland had at- 
tempted to cede absolute power over this subject, 
they would have violated the rights of their own | 
aitizens,and would have committed not a legalact, 
but an act of force. Next to life and liberty, these 
citizens had, under the paramount laws of the two 


adjoining States, the rights of property secured in || 
the most solemn and unqualified manner. And || 


as well might Virginia now divorce from herself | 
any portion of her freemen, and transfer them, 
bound hand and foot, to the jurisdiction of New 
York, as to have thrown the citizens of this Dis- | 
trict, in their rights to a peculiar property, upon | 
the Uttrestrained and tender mercy of this Gov- 
ernment. 

_Again: No State, from the Potomac to the Mis- 
sissippi, under their constitutions as they now 
stand, has any right to abolish slavery without 
the consent of the individual owners. I assert 
this upon the great principle of English liberty 
whichis incorporated into every constitution, that 
no freeman shall be deprived of his property but 
by the pigment of his peers or the laws òf the 
land. The constitutions are the paramount laws of 
the land, which the action of no Government con- 
stituted under them can legally subvert. States 
may do unlawful acts which their citizens may 
assent to, or acquiesce in, but this does not con- 


stitute legal authority. Those States that hold 
slaves as property might, if they desired, assem- 
ble in their conventions, representing the sover- 
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ment over the property of a free people. Under 
the plea of State necessity and the high preroga- 
tives of police power, a country may be protected 
and a people regulated, but the Government may 
be a despotism. But in this country, with our 
constitutions and limitations defined, F deny the 
right to interfere with private property except by 
«due process of law” through the verdict of a 
jury of freemen. 

lt is, however, suggested that, although you 
cannot pass an act to abolish slavery at present, 
yet you may pass it to take effect in future, upon 
the post nati principle. Let us examine this. If 
the rights of citizens be secured unqualifiedly at | 
present under the -Constitution, how can you 
directly or indirectly interfere in the future? IfI 
have a perfect right to my stock, I have a right 
to its proceeds, and the Government that attempts 
to cut off the right of proceeds, is as absolute 
and despotic as that which would take the prop- 
erty itself. A free Government may regulate and 
shape “‘ descents,” to preserve and protect them 
for the benefit-of its citizens, but no Government 
is free that, instead of a wholesome and judicious 
exercise of its power, usurps to cut them off en- 
tirely. If Government have no right to destroy 
the existing property el it has no right to 
destroy its proceeds. ‘The principlé and the powet 
are the same in the one case as the other. 

Mr. Speaker, allow me to suggest to our north- 
ern friends the propriety, if they can, of taking 
these constitutional grounds. I respectfully sùg- 
gest whether it would not be better for them to 
raise the constitutional restrictions as a shfeld 
between themselves and popular fanaticism, than 
to rely upon the grounds of ‘expediency. if they 
intend to save the institutions of this country, let 
them raise the constitutional powers against the 
movements of Abolition in this District; let them 
go home with the Constitution in their hands, to 
show that it precludes any interference. I entreat 
them to take this ground now, and make the issue 
with this Abolition spirit, when the good and the 
virtuous have some power and control. Put them 
down now, by this and strong acts of local legis- 
lation, or you will be compelled to come here and 


blessings of an all-wisée and all-pervading Provi- 
dence. This is the world as we find it, and it 
is not for us to war upon destiny. 

What, then, was the meanmg? It was in- 
tended to declare the abstract truth that all men 
were born equally entitled to political privileges. 
Let us look into this as practical legislators. 
Throw man back: into a state of savage exist- 
ence; proclaim his physical and: brutal propensi- 
ties triumphant, and himself Jord of the recesses 


: of the wilderness, and then this abstract truth 


may have some practical bearing. But let him 
accumulate property; let his intellectual attri- 
butes triumph over his brutal nature; make him 
civilized; and send him forth, erect in the image 
of his Maker, with the light of reason and 
benevolence beaming from his countenance, then 
his great characteristic is, that he becomes a 
social being. Organize him into society, to act 
with his fellow-men, and then proclaim the ab- 
stract truth that all men are equal, as a great 


j fundamental doctrine to be practically acted 


upon, and you do nothing more nor less than 


j raise his hand against every other man, and 


every other man’s hand against hirn; and, in- 
stead of its becoming a doctrine full of light and 
peace toa world sleeping in darkness and bond- 
age, it becomes a doctrine of universal discord, 
confusion; and ruin. True, it is an abstract 
truth; but, like all other mere abstractions, it 
can have no actual existence. True and prac- 
tical liberty, in my opinion, exists among a peo- 
ple who live under a system of ascertained and 
well-regulated law that has grown up from time 
immemorial out of the experience and absolute 
necessities of the society that is framed under it; 
and for one people, living in a totally different 
region, and under totally different circumstances, 
to attempt to give a system of political liberty to 
another people, living under entirely different 
wants and ne¢essities, is one of the most stupid 
pieces of folly that belongs to the age, and par- 
takes deeply of that arrogance and presumption 
which saul prompt a blind despotism to pro- 
claim one uńiversal and consolidated system for 
the government of mankind. te 

In the nineteenth century, when the great in- 
stitutions of civilization had their foundations laid 
deep in the wants and experience of accumulated 
centuries, let no mari, in the madness and folly 
of his zeal, be so reckless as to proclaim a mere 
abstract theoretical truth for the purpose of call- 
ing up the most envious and malignant passions 
of the human heart, which must resultin pulling 
down all that is settled and peaceful, and spread- 
ing around anarchy and blood. Let no public man 
act upon a great people by experimental theories. 
You may proclaim a truth and form a system 
perfect in your own mind, but put it into prac 
tical operation, and you may bring misery ani 
wretchedness upon a happy land. 

Look to the French nation for the last half cen- 
tury, that great source of lessons, so full of prac- 
tical wisdom. They commenced by declaring 
that “all men were created equal.’ And the next 
great solemn act was to declare there was no 
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God, and that the ‘‘ Bible was a lie.” What was : 


the result? After they succeeded in transferring 
the property of the nation from those who had 
accumulated it, to those who had none, then they 
chanted hallelujahs to their imaginary system of 
equality, even while the blood of virtue and of 
innocence flowed in wide-spread sluices from the 
guillotine, under the hands of Robespierre and 
Danton. The same sword that was raised on 
hizh at Lodi and Marengo, to vindicate the equal 
rights of republican France, was soon, very soon, 
grasped by the hand of a tyrant and despot, who 
waved it dripping with blood over an enslaved and 
unhappy people. Let no man proclaim universal 
equality as practically to be enforced in any so- 
ciety on earth, unless he is prepared to appeal to 
universal revolution to sustain It. 

Mr. Speaker, we are denounced before the 
world for holding a race amongst us in domestic 
servitude. It is not my province, nor is this the 

lace, to expound the precepts of divine law; 
ut I lay down this proposition as universally 
true, that there is not, nor ever was, a society 
organized under one political system for a period 
long enough to constitute an era, where one class 
would not practically and substantially own an- 
other class in some shape or form. Letnot gen- 
tlemen from the North start at this truth; we are 
yet, asa people, in our infancy. Society has 
not yet been pressed down into its classifications. 
Let us live through an era, and then we shall dis- 
cover this great truth. All society settles down 
into a classification of capitalists and laborers. 
The former will own the latter, either collectively 
through the Government, or individually in a 
state of domestic servitude, as exists in the south- 
ern States of this Confederacy. The only con~ 
test in the world is between the two systems. 
If laborers ever obtain the political power of a 
country, it is in fact in a state of revolution, 
which must end in substantially transferring 
property to themselves until they shall become 
capitalists, unless those who have it shall appeal 
to the sword and a standing army to protect it. 
This is the history of all civilized people. There 
is not a Government in Christendom that does 
not rest upon this power,.except our own, and 
here we have substituted for open force consti- 
tutions and the concentrated public opinion of 
communities. But we have not yet lived through 
experience; and it is yet to be seen whether 
bribery, corruption, and fraud shall not take the 
place, for the present, of the Constitution and 
public opinion, and finally force the old appeal to 
the sword. To illustrate this position, take one 
hundred men, and organize them under one Gov- 


ernment, and start them with your imaginary | 
notion of all being equal. Whatistheresult? The | 
Creator has made some more active, more econ- | 


omical, more industrious than others, and in five 


yon in all human probability, forty out of the |: 
undred will accumulate property, while sixty ` 
will not. The political power must be supported | 
by taxes and revenue; and if all have equal | 


power, the sixty will lay taxes upon the forty, 
and distribute the revenue, not amongst the forty, 
but amongst themselves. 


to the sixty, or the former must appeal to the 
sword, when twenty out of the sixty will be 


asis of power in the forty. Let it be under- 
stood that, in the political action of classes, the 
restraints of public opinion and public responsi- 
bility do not operate through a series of years; 
but that man, acting in his collective capacity, is 


essentially impelled by his appetites, his passions, | 


and his interests. It 18 only in his individual ca- 
pacity that he becomes an intellectual, moral, and 
virtuous being. 


Let us analyze any Government onearth: take, | ; 
Į ‘| Take, sir, a case nearer home. In the city of 

| New York it is that societies upon societies have’ 

been formed, and thousands upon thousands . 

raised to alleviate the evils of the far South, and | A 

© sentiments little calculated to please those inter- 


for instance, the British Constitution. The House 
of Lords represents the landed capitalists of Great 
Britain; the House of Commons the commercial 
and manufacturing capitalists; and both together 
represent the aggregate capitalists of the country. 
The King is supportedasa third power, to check 
and balance the two other equal powers, and give 
vigor to the system. They are mutually inter- 


ested in one thing only, and that is to ascertain , 


what the labor of the nation will live on; and all 
crer cod above that they take and divide among 


; This will, in time, | 
substantially transfer the property of the forty | 
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themselves, and the interests they represent, by | 


| the power of raising revenue, and in its distribu- 
l tion. This they do in the ten thousand shapes 
and forms which human ingenuity and wicked- 
ness can invent, through a standing army and 
navy, the civil and diplomatic corps, and half a 
million of pensioned profligates, besides the 


whole system of taxation, by which all capital is | 


keptathome. But nothing but open agrarianism 
can much longer keep in peace and supjection an 
excited and hungry multitude, who, under the 
_ery of the “poor against the rich,” may be 


raised to clamor for vengeance around the vaults . 


i of hoarded wealth. 


| The capitalists north of Mason and Dixon’s 


line have precisely the same interest in the labor 
of the country that the capitalists of England 
have in their labor. Hence it is that they want 
a strong Federal Government, through which 
they may more effectually control the labor of 
the nation. But it is precisely the reverse with 
‘us. We already have not only a right to the 
. proceeds of our laborers, but we own a class of 
‘laborers themselyes. Hence it,is that we want 
a strong Government at home and a weak one 
here, except so far as concerns our foreign rela- 
tions. And hence it is that no doctrine, that 
makes this Government controlled by the simple 
action of a majority of mere numbers, can be 
more desolating and fatal in its effects upon us. 
This, sir, is the basis of all difference between the 
slaveholding and non-slaveholding States of this 
Confederacy. But let me say to gentlemen who 
represent the great class of capitalists in the 

: North, beware that you do not drive us into a 
separate system; for, if you do, as certain as the 
decrees of Heaven, you will be compelled to ap- 
eal to the sword to maintain yoursclves at home. 

` It may not come in your day, but your children’s 
children will be covered with the blood of domes- 
tic factions, and a plundering mob contending for 
power and conquest. ‘ 
Mr. Speaker, let us look for a moment into 
this sudden crusade, raised all over the world 
against domestic servitude. The British Gov- 
ernment violated the rights of property to eman- 
| cipate a race in the West Indies, only to throw 
ithem upon the world, strolling vagrants and 
' vagabonds. And it is remarkable, that the same 


:; Minister who held in his hand the act of emanci- 


| pation to the black man abroad, rose in his seat 


‘place them in the manufacturing districts” at 
home, ‘‘ to keep down insurrection and disturb- 


| ance.” While a mistaken sympathy, and bigo- |! 


ted and fanatical religion, can prompt men to feel 
for the imaginary evils of the black or red man 


the suffering and slavery of the white man at 
home. The same Government that suffered itself 
to be forced to an act of emancipation, through 
the influence of stupid fanaticism, aided by the 
instigations of the British East India Company 
for the purposes of gain and monopoly, actually 
holds in political vassalage at home, Ireland, the 
land of genius and eloquence. While seven 
millions of men around them feel all the pressure 
of despotism and abject slavery, in want and 


f l i| misery, they have the hardihood and shameless- 
paa to constitute a standing army, and form the || 


| 
| 


ness to proclaim emancipation abroad.’ While 


England holds in oe one hundred millions ` 
of f 


uman beings in her East India possessions, 
where, if any native should dare to raise a voice, 
even although that voice should be that of a female 


princess, against British clemency or the British | 
Government, immediately fifty thousand bayo- 
i| nets would spring up for plunder and murder; | 
et, sir, while this is notoriously the case, she . 
as the hypocrisy to preach universal emancipa- ' 


tion. 


to regenerate our country. Go into that city, 


"i visit “ Five Points,” and then gaze, if you can, | 
‘| upon the scenes of wretchedness, guilt, woe, and 
misery. Behold thousands upon thousands, of | 


‘a single instance. 


to congratulate the nation that he was enabled to | 
withdraw troops from foreign stations, and to | 


of distant regions, there seems to be no heart for | 


ing nature. I solemnly believe there is more want, 
more evil, and more suffering in that single city, 
than exists from the Potomac to the Mississippi. 


li It would take all the resources of their societies 
to relieve those who suffer at home. 
_ stupidity, bigotry, and fanaticism of modern days, 


Yet the 


which are sweeping through the land, seem only 
to seek out distant objects, when the imagination 
exaggerates evil on which to exercise their blind 
and ignorant benevolence, 

Mr. Speaker, as to the particular treatment of 
those we avow to hold in bondage, and our pe- 
culiar rights in them, I scorn to vindicate either 
the one or the other HERE. But let me say, sir, 
that our system of domestic servitude, where all 
the sympathies and interests that can bind indi- 
vidual capitalists and individual laborers together 
exist, is the same patriarchal system that existed 
in the first ages of society. Our classification is 


i into blacks and whites, and we openly avow be- 


fore the world that we own the former through 


| both intellectual and physical force. We have 
| nothing to conceal or disguise. 
| cient system of society that existed amongst the 
` Greeks and the Romans, and, to a certain extent, 


Ours is the an- 


in the feudal serf system of the Gallic race. And 
here let me refer, when the world supposes it full 
of intrinsic weakness and evil—let me but refer to 
I allude to Attica, when there 
were five hundred and thirty-six thousand souls, 
and out of them only one hundred and twenty- 
two thousand free citizens. And where does the 
world look for the highest specimens of art, and 
taste, and refinement? Where for the loftiest and 
purest strains of poetry and eloquence? Where 
for the noblest and most exalted examples of 
arms and patriotism, but to Athens. Ours is 
a frank and bold system that sustains itself by 
open and undisguised power. And, let me say, 
that here consists the. great difference between 
the ancients and the moderns: the former were 
more open, frank, and bold; the latter have more 
ingenuity, duplicity, and cunning. The modern 
system of ruling classes through the Government 
and party ascendency rests upon duplicity, brib- 


_ ery, and fraud. 


Hence it is that there has not been, for the last 
hundred years, a statute passed in Great Britain, 
professing to give equal rights and privileges to 
the great mass of the people, whose preamble is 
not full of falsehood and hypocrisy. Public men 
are traincd up from the institutions of modern 
society, to practice deception, duplicity, flattery, 
and fraud, that one half of society may rule the 
other half. 

Look, for instance, to the State of New York 
as things now exist there. We find an artful, 


| profligate, and daring party, leagued together by 


moncyed corporations—by the distribution of 
offices, and the power and terror of perfect or- 
ganization, for the open purpose of swaying the 
political destinies of the country. Sir, I solemnly 
believe that, for baseness of purpose and in de- 
grading means, no party has ever risen in any 
civilized country to equal it, since the Jacobinic 
clubs of France held their midnight meetings; 
when no man dare whisper the secrets of his 
heart, even to the partner of his bosom, without 
being arraigned under their terrible inquisition. 
I appeal to the minority from that State on this 
floor, to know if they do not live mnder a system 
of political vassalage, in which the dominant 
party openly spread out upon their banners 
“ booty, booty!” “the spoils of victory belon 
to the conquerors! ” and under this vile standar 
call upon their mercenary bands to gather in the 
plunder of a sacked camp. Sir, they preach 
democracy and universal equality to us, „and 
practise political despotism at home. This is 
the cant, duplicity, and profligacy of modern 
times; : 

Mr. Speaker, I owe, perhaps, an apology to 
this House for speaking so plain; but, sir, I have 
been taught from my father’s board to disguise 
no sentiment I entertain. I know I have uttered 


ests that now hold the destinies of the country F 
their hands. I know that what ĮI have said is il 
calculated for popularity in this country, but 


all hues and complexions, dragging their starving | speak the truth as I believe it to exist, and ask 


and emaciated forms from their dens and cellars 
into the light and warmth of day to support sink- 


no favors of any man or set of men living, save 


my own constituents. 
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Sir, it may he said that what I have uttered i 


tends to disunion. Idid not come here, dema- 
gogue like. to talk about the glories and the 
Blessings of this Union. These stand recorded 
ja the history of the country, and need no feeble 
yoice of mine to held them up to the admiration 
of the world. But let me here say to gentlemen 
from the slaveholding race, beware! beware! un- 
Jess in your generous and patriotic attachment to 
this Union you should find yourselves finally 
dragged down and kneeling in idolatrous worship 
before some idol made by human hands of the 
sent day. 

That Union, which springs from ambition and 
fanaticism—an unnatural offspring, begotten in 
gin and iniquity, foul and loathsome from its 
leprosy—bloodshotten and bloated from reveling 
in spoils plundered from others—T scorn to love. 
Raise not up this monster-god, and call upon me 
to bow down and worship at its unholy and un- 
hallowed shrine. I disdain to do it. Give me 
that Union which springs from truth and virtue, 
fair and comely in its form, in a bending attitude 
with an outstretched arm, to raise the feeble and 
protect the weak: dispensing equal and political 
favors, and imposing equal burdens on all sec- 
tions; give me the Union under the Constitution; 
give me the Union that has borne our stars and 
our stripes to the remotest quarters of the habit- 
able globe; give me the Union that our fathers 
gave us, and I will pledge the last drop of blood 
in my veins to vindicate and defend it—but no 
ether Union. 


CIVIL AND DIPLOMATIC APPROPRIATION BILL. 


REMARKS OF HON. R. FRENCH, 
OF KENTUCKY, 
In tHe House or REPRESENTATIVES, 
April 21, 1836. 


The House took up the bill making appropriations for the 
Civil and Diplomatic expenses of the Government for the 
year 1836. The question being on the final passage of the ; 
bill. 

Mr. Mercer moved to recommit the bill to the Commit- 
tee of the Whole on the state of the Union, with instruc- 
tions to reduce the appropriation for the custom-house of 
New York from $300,099 to $100,009; and also to add an- 
other section to the bill, by which $23,861,972 of the net 
proceeds of the public lands should be distributed among 
the several States, according to their federal numbers. 


Mr. FRENCH inquired of the Speaker if the 
motion made by the gentleman from Virginia per- 
mitted a range of debate beyond the merits of the 
question raised by the motien itself? 

The SPEAKER replied, the debate must be 
confined to the merits of the question pending. | 

Mr. FRENCH said it was not his object or 
wish to transgress the rules of order, but there | 
were certain subjects upon which he desired to | 
speak, if it were permissible under the rules ‘of | 
the House to do so; and, therefore, he had made | 
the inquiry. He would, however, respect the | 
decision of the Chair, and on some future occa- | 
sion go at large into the subjects to which he al- ` 
luded. Whilst up, however, he would take , 
occasion to say that, during the last summer, and | 
before he was honored with their confidence, | 
many of his constituents understood. from him 
most distinctly, and in a public manner, that he 
was in favor of distributing among the States the 
net proceeds or surplus money arising from the 
sale of the public lands. His constituents were 
intelligent and patriotic, and knew as well as he 
did, that the Congress was under paramount ob- | 
ligations first to apply to all national objects as 
much of the public money as the public interest 
and service required. Thatbeing done, thebalance | 
of the net proceeds of the public lands remained 
to be disposed of by Congress. He held himself | 
incapable of deceiving his constituents, and every | 
pledge made should be, on his part, honestly 
redeemed. They would not expect, however, 
much less require of him, in the discharge of his 
duties here, te depart from the established usages 
of legislation, and jeopardize the passage of the 
bill under consideration byan amendment which, | 


į tleman in incorporating in this bill the amend- 
| ment proposed. He did not pretend to a correct 


He could not concur with the honorable gen- 


| 


knowledge of the rules of this House, or what 
were or were not proper subjects to introduce as 
amendments to this bill; but he could see no ne- 
eessary connection between the subject embraced 
in the amendment and that contained in the bill; 


on the contrary, for reasons which were to his 
‘mind most obvious and convincing, he should be 
‘compelled to vote against the amendment. 


: bill under consideration? 


if added to the bill, might, and probably would, 
defeat it. .- . 


What are the title, character, and object of the 
nde It is a bill making ap- 
propriations for the payment of the civil and 
diplomatic expenses of the Government for the 
year 1836. Its character is in unison with its 
object; and that is, to provide for the payment 
of the President, Vice President, heads of De- ‘ 
pene clerks in the several Departments, 
udges of the Supreme Court, judges of the sev- 
eral Federal district courts; in short, of-all the 
civil officers of the United States, and of our di- 
plomatic corps with foreign nations, with which | 
we maintain a friendly intercourse. This bill is 
one required by law to be passed, and Congress 
is bound to pass it. If it should be defeated, all 
those officers would be deprived of their pay, 
and the great interests of the nation eGneequente 
neglected, unless they would work for nothing. 
He said there were other reasons growing out 
of the established order and usages of legislation, 
operating strongly against the proposed amend- 
ment. He alluded to the well known arrange- | 
ment by which different subjects of legislation are 
classified and embraccd in their appropriate bills. 
The subject, fur. example, of your navy-yards 
belongs to your navy-yard bill; the subject of the 
Navy, to the navy bill; the subject of the Army, 
to the army bill; the subject of fortifications, to 
the fortification bill; and the bill under considera- 


= tion, having for its object the pay of the civil 


officers of the Government and foreign Ministers, 


| appropriately exhibits its own classification. 
| Should the amendment, therefore, prevail, it would 


derange the order of business, break in upon the | 


settled precedents of legislation, and, by its ex- `| 
ample, lead to the accumulation of all the great 


' subjects of legislation into onc general bill; a state , 


` army bill—in your fortification bill? And is not | 


' sufficient in itself to deserve and receive from 


of things the effects of which can be better ima- 
gined than described. 

Sir, he asked, how would it look to see a prop- 
osition to distribute the net proceeds of your | 
public lands incorporated in your bill to armand | 
equip the navy of the United States—in your || 


. 


the incongruity equally obvious in tacking it to || 

your civil list bill? He, for one, thought so. i 
The subject of the distribution proposed in the ' 

amendment of the gentleman, was of magnitude 


the House a separate consideration. , It should 
be disconnected from all other subjects, and un- 
dergo the most careful, impartial, and profound || 
investigation. It had ever been so treated and | 
considered, and he thought its importance com- 

manded that respect for it at least. Why, then, | 
depart from the usual course? He would sub- 
mit to the honorable gentleman, whether the 
course he was pursuing did not put this highly- 
important bill, especially if his amendment pre- | 
vailed, to the hazard of becoming a law; and | 
whether, if it failed, its defeat might not lead to 
an interregnum in the Government? He would 
also remind him, that he was equally jeopardizing 
the objecte of his amendment. He (Mr. F.) 


i and justly too, upon them? 


thought he could discover a state of things in the 
House, evidently evincing the propriety of with- 
drawing the amendment, and appealed to the 
honorable gentleman to withdraw it. i 

A few days ago, he said, an honorable gentle- 
man from Massachusetts [Mr. GRENNELL] asked 
leave tointroduce a resolution, the object of which 
was to distribute the net proceeds of the public 
lands, retaining to the new States within which 
they lie a certain per centum in land or money. 
He (Mr. F.) was one of those who voted to 
let in that resolution, butit was refused by the 
House. If it had been reçeived, the House would 
have had it in its power to have modified its terms 
soas to have made it acceptable to the House. 
He was disposed to give all subjects a free and 


full investigation, and therefore was willing for 


. that resolution to come before the House. 


He said there was a bill pending in another 
part of the Capitol, which, if it came to the House, 
would present the whole subject of distribution. 
The Kentucky resolutions, also, upon the same 
subject, were before the House, and had called 
forth discussion. Why not permit those resolu- 
tions to go to a committee with the instructions 
appended to them, by which the committee will be 
required to renort a bill to the House, and for that 
bill to experience the ordinary course of legisla- 
tion? For one, he was willing to refer them, with 
the instructions, and so bring up the subject. He 
was not disposed to exclude from the House any 
subject worthy of its consideration, and thercfore 
should continue to vote for the admission before 
the House of the different schemes, in order that 
the best might be selected, and, if possible, made 
unexceptionable. 

The honorable gentleman [Mr. Mercer] was 
pleased in his remarks to refer to the veto of the 

resident upon the land bill heretofore passed, 
and to inform us that his amendment avorded all 
the objections made by the President to that bill. 
He (Mr. F.) would also allude to that veto, as an- 
other reason why this amendment ought not to 
be attached to this bill. Whether the President 
would or would not veto a land bill, passed in the 
shape of the amendment of the honorable gentle- 


; man, he did not know. He,in fact, knew nothing 


on that subject, and, but for the example set him 
by the gentleman himself, he would not have said 
a word about the veto. ; 

If, however, the amendment should prevail, 
and the bill be vetoed because of the amendment, 
and Congress should adjourn without passing the 
bill, as was the case with the fortification bill at 
the close of the last session, upon whose shoulders, 
he asked, would the responsibility rest? Did not 
the country look to the majority as responsible 
for the necessary legislation called for by the 
public interests, and would .not the blame rest, 
Ought not the ma- 
jority, then, to exclude from important bills every- 
thing endangering their passage, and especially 
a subject not within the. legitimate range of the 
bill? He thought so; when he alluded to the 
majority, he meant no disrespect to the minority. 
He did not doubt their intelligence or patriotism, 
or that they were equally influenced by the high 
obligations which rested upon and stimulated 
the majority; but merely intended to say that the 
majority, and not the minority, would be held 
responsible for the loss of this bill, if it were 
lost; a Joss infinitely more to be deplored, be- 
cause infinitely nore injurious to the country, 
than that of the fortification bill. He was com- 


' pelled, therefore, to vote against the amendment 
proposed. 


In giving that vote, however, he must not be 


| understood as opposed to the distribution of the 


money among the States, according to their fed- 
eral numbers, or as evading his obligations to 
those by whom he was honored with a seat here. 
He would most cheerfully and unhesitatingly 
redeem those obligations, whenever an occasion 
arose in the House in which it could be done 
consistently with the precedents and usages of 
parliamentary proceedings. He added that it 
was to guard against all misconception in regard 
to the course he felt bound to pursue, and withal 
to show the impropriety of connecting with the 
bill under consideration the subject of distribution 
contained in the amendment of the honorable 
gentleman, that he had been induced to trouble 


the House at all. 


ABOLITION OF SLAVERY. 


SPEECH OF HON.GABRIEL MOORE, 
OF ALABAMA, 
In Senate, February 12, 1836, 

In support of the motion not to receive the Petition from 
Pennsylvania, presented by Mr. Bucwanan, for abolish- 
ing Slavery in the District of Columbia. 

Mr. MOORE said he felt sensibly the obliga- 
tions imposed upon him by the courtesy of the 

Senate, by their adjournment, when this subject 


292 


oii ee 
Ə4ru Conc... lsr Sess. Slav 


APPENDIX TO THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


[February 12, 


ery in the 


District of Columbia—Mr. Moore. 


SENATE. 
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cussion at a late hour on a former |! 
dav: and, in order to make what he had no p 
doubt they would receive as a suitable return for il 
that indulgence, he promised to be as brief in his 
remarks as possible; and he would not even now 
trespass upon their patience for a single moment, 
except for the peculiar course of remark that had 
been indulged in by certain Senators, and the 
high state of excitement which prevailed in the; 
section of country from which he came, con- | 
nected with the subject. 

Mr. M. desired to assure the Senator from 
Pennsylvania, [Mr. Bucuanan,] who introduced 
this petition, that, in anything he should say, or 
in the vote which he was about to record against 
receiving the petition, he was not influenced by 
any want of regard for that orderly and high 
respectable body of men from which it emanated; 
for he believed in his heart, as a profession, the 
Society of the Quakers or Friends had as much 
to command his regard as any other. It was 
true (he said) there were certain points in their | 
creed or book of faith to which he could by no. 
means subscribe. 

But it was claimed for these petitioners that 
they had assumed their attitude before the Senate 
under the Constitution, and that the Senate had 
no right to refuse to receive their petition. 

Mr. M. said it was with great deterence—great 
deference, indeed—to the opinion of others, that 
he begged leave to say, in his opinion, that that 
article in the Constitution which guaranties to the 
citizens of the country the right peacably to as- 
semble and petition for the redress of grievances, 
had nothing todo with this matter whatever; that 
it was entirely foreign to the subject; and asked 
whether Congress was about to pass any law 
having for its object the infringement of this right, . 
thus secured, peaceably to assemble and petition | 
for the redress of grievances. Was any such | 
proposition pending? No. Had these petition- | 
ers complained of any grievance with which they | 
were afflicted? No. They had complained of 
the existence of slavery in the District of Colum- 
bia as a grievance, and they had complained of 
the slave trade in the District of Columbia, which 
they had been pleased to denounce in no meas- | 
ured terms. They had also taken the liberty to | 


was under dis 


i! its commission a capital punishment. 
' must be permitted, as far as his constituents were 
‘ concerned, to enter in their behalf ‘the plea of 


| 


for he said it could not be disguised that, in this 
petition was a serious charge—made, it was true, 
more directly against the good pcople of the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, but it also included a portion 


of his constituents. The slave trade in the Dis- 


| 
| 


t 


trict is denounced, and those who participate in ` 


it are denounced as being as base, as criminal, 
and as guilty, as if they were to be concerned in 
the African slave trade, which it was known our 
laws have characterized pIRAcY, and annexed to 
He said he 


not guilty;’? and he would go further, and say 


cent, and not only innocent, but slandered. He 


| said he would enter the same plea in favor of his |, 
colleague [Mr. Kine] and himself, for they, too, | 
| had purchased slaves in the District for their own || 
and he was unwilling to admit that : 


i 


| plantations; 
| they had committed any crime, much less on 
' so serious an import as that charged. 

Mr. M. said he would feel it his duty to say 
' more in defense of the moral character and repu- 
| tation of the People in the South, who had been 


wantonly assailed as regarded the treatment to 


e of 


their slaves; but upon this branch of the subject | 
he had been anticipated by the honorable Senator |; 


from Virginia, (Mr. Leren,] who had been so 
happy in putting this matter in its proper point 
of view, 
tender the honorable Senator his thanks, an 
` thanks of his constituents, which he had no doubt 
: he would receive as he would the gratulations of 
: his own constituents, the citizens of the Ancient 
' Dominion, whose honor, views, and principles, 
| constitutional rights, and privileges, he had so 
. ably and eloquently defended and supported. 
Mr. M. said, on this point he would only add, 


| th 


| justice; they would at once admit that these 
| attacks were made either through a gross ignor- 
` ance of their character, or from a design willfully 
| to misrepresent them. The principles of hu- 
'manity, (said Mr. M.,) (which he fondly hoped 

had as much influence in a southern àsa northern 
: climate,) as well as a proper regard for their own 


they were not only not guilty, but entirely inno- |! : 
y y eA y i thor, whilst he was so ver 


that but little was left for him, except to | 
the : 


at, to those who knew the southern people | 
| best, there would be no difficulty in doing them : 


denounce those who participated in that trade. | interest, dictated a different treatment to their 
And to these allegations he said he would make ' slaves. Sir, (said he,) they constitute our prop- 


(said Mr. M.,) will the Senate excuse me for 
reading one sentence only, on the first page, as 
a sample of the work? Here Mr. M. read as 
follows: 


* One of the reasons why the southern States advocated 
the purchase of Louisiana and Florida was, that they might 
be able to recover their runaways, as well as to open a mar- 
ket tor their surplus slaves, and increase the number of the 
slaveholding States. 

“For the same recsons, they now urge the purchase of 
Texas.” 


Was ever a more foul calumny or base libel 


_ published against any community or class of 


a single reply. He said, if slavery in the Dis- | erty, our wealth, and, in some instances, our all. ; 


trict of Columbia be an evil or a grievance, it was 
one which it belonged exclusively to'the people | 
of the District to adopt the necessary measures 
to redress and be relieved of, and not to the peo- 
ple of Pennsylvania. And as regarded the traffic 
carried on in the persons of slaves, this had been 
the case ever since the Government was estab- | 
lished; and he was glad to know this property , 
was secured and guarantied, not only to the citi- | 
zens of the District of Columbia, but to the citizens 
of all the slaveholding States, by that sacred in- 
strument, the Constitution of the land, which we | 
were all sworn to support. He said he regretted 
that these petitioners had, in this instance, vio- | 
lated a rule of propriety in their own deportment 
which he believed they bes Aho violated upon 
any ordinary occasion. He alluded to the rule 
called by some ‘‘a golden one,” by others ‘the 
eleventh commandment,”’ ‘‘ thatenjoined the duty 
upon each member in society to attend to his own 
business, and let his neighbors alone.”’ 

These petitioners had unceremoniously left their 
own domestic firesides, and had thrusted them 
here before the Senate, and demanded that they 
should be permitted to meddle with their neigh- 
bors’ concerns. Suppose (said Mr. M.) these 
petitioners were to take it into their heads that 
the existence of slavery in Alabama, or in any 
other State, or suppose they were to imagine the | 
liberty of spééch or thé freedom of the press, to 
the extent they have been exercised of late, were 
grievances, (and he could not doubt but many 
would agree with him that the freedom of the 
press had been grossly abused and licentious,) 
yet would a petition, embracing these topics, be 
received by this Senate? He thought not. 

Then, as to the language in which this petition 
is couched, although it was not as offensive as 


Gur interest, therefore, requires that we should |: } e. E 
| was well apprised that the fears and sensibilities 


| see that they are treated with humanity, in order 
, that we may derive the greatest possible advant- 
‘age from their services. And, sir, (said Mr. 
| M.,) I will not hesitate to say they were well 
treated, well fed, well clothed, furnished with 
comfortable dwellings to shelter them from the 
cold and from the. rain—yes, sir, and they are 
well satisfied, and well contented, too, and would 
remain so, if permitted, if these officious inter- 
meddlers, these enemies of our peace, these insti- 
gators of insurrection, would only stay their 
han 


or satisfy the South. 

Asa suitable commentary upon the manner in 
which the South has been slandered and abused, 
and a suitable commentary, too, upon the char- 
acter of those base incendiary productions with 
which that section of country has been literall 
inundated of late, he would refer to a little boak 
that had by accident got into his hands; it con- 
tained some plates, engravings, &c., one object 
of whieh was doubtless to place the southern 
people in the most odious and degraded point of 
view that it was possible to imagine, at the same 
time that it laid the foundation for rebellion and 
insurrection among a portion of our population. 
He would not say that this was a principal ob- 
ject in the authors of this work, but he would 
say, this was among the natural consequences of 
productions of this character, connected with an- 
other result not much less objectionable—the cre~ 
ating prejudice and ill-will in the breast of the 
northern against the southern people. Mr. M. 
said, no person of sensibility, of whatever po- 
litical party he might be, whether he hailed from 
the South or the North, the East or the West, 


that employed in other petitions on the same sub- 
ject, yet it was certainly highly objectionable; 


could read a half page in this pamphlet, and be 
| able to suppress the most indignant feeling. Sir, 


d, would let us alone. And surely we have a | 
right to demand this much; less will not quiet | \ 
|| selves as being treate 


| great 


citizens? 
Sir, (said Mr. M.,) I wish this incendiary au- 
learned and orthodox 
in the reasons assigned ala influenced the re- 
publican administration of Mr. Jefferson in the 
purchase of Louisiana, had been pleased to fur- 
nish us with those which influenced the course 
of certain politicians in getting up and transmit- 
ting to Senators here, and members on the other 
fioor of the National Legislature, instructions by 
which an opposition was made to the admission 


| of Missouri into the Federal family, unless she 


would come in with à restriction as regards sla- 
very, and which opposition was waged and prose- 
cuted with a spirit and violence that threatened 
the integrity of the Unionitself. Mr. M. doubted 
not but this author, from his peculiar locality, 
could have informed us whether that opposition 
was predicated upon political considerations, in 
order to prevent an accession of political power, 
in proportion to the black population, which is 
entitled to representation according to the prin- 
ciples of the Federal Constitution, or whether it 
proceeded from the dictate of humane and phi- 
lanthropic motives, which these fanatics make 

paan of, without possessing the least 
particle of such feeling. 

Mr. M. said he had intended to have prosecuted 
this inquiry with a view to ascertain, if possible, 
the secret motive and latent springs which gave 
rise to the instructions and opposition alluded to; 
but (he said) he feared he would be deemed as 
approaching forbidden ground. He was well 
aware some would think it unkind to open old 
wounds. Some honorable Senators deprecated 
discussion on this subject; they deprecated ex- 
citement—caused by whom? hot by us who 
oppose the reception of these petitions, but by 
those who get them up and send them here. He 


of certain gentlemen were easily aroused, lest by 
inquiry and discussion a political partisan leader 
should be involved. He, therefore, would not 
prosecute this subject further; he would not ever 
say what he had intended to say, and what might 
be very well said in connection with this subject, 
but would return to the petition of the citizens of 
Pennsylvania, asking the abolition of slavery in 
the District of Columbia. And Mr. M. desired 
fo know where was the utility of receiving this 
petition for the avowed purpose of rejecting it im- 
mediately. Would the petitioners consider them- 
: with more respect by 
giving this direction to it than if its reception was 
refused? Would they be inclined to appreciate 
that right, guarantied by the Constitution, peace- 
ably to assemble and petition for the redress of 
grievances, of which gentlemen talk so much, as 
being worth one cent, if it only extends to the 
right of having a petition read, and the prayer 
contained therein forthwith rejected, without 
having it referred or even considered in any man- 
ner? Gentlemen attempt to draw a distinction 
between a proposition to reject the petition and 
one to reject the prayer of the petition; but surely 
this is a distinction without a difference, and 
so he imagined the Quakers of Pennsylvania 
would think. 

My. M. asked whether this procedure was ne- 
cessary in order to give Congress jurisdiction in 
this case? Was it necessary, in order to hold 
out the idea to those petitioners and others who 

artake of their views and feelings, that they 
ave a constitutional right to petition Congress 
to abolish slavery in the District of Columbia? 
Was it necessary, in order to encourage persons 
of this description, to continue to harass and 
embarrass Congress with applications of thie 


1836.) 


APPENDIX TO THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


298 


24th Cone....lst Sess. 


Surplus Revenue to Fortifications—Mr. Ro 


bbins. 


SENATE. 


: 7 
character? H this was to be one of the conse- | had the action of the Executive in confirmation 


quences of receiving this petition, to his mind it ' 
furnished an additional reason why the petition | 
should not be received; for he would not admit | 
tha anv had the right to approach that body, and ` 


demand, or even to petition, for the adoption of 
ameasure which it was admitted that Congress 
had no right constitutionally to pass; and, upon 
this point, he believed there was no difference in 
opinion among those representing the southern 
section of the Union. 

But (said Mr. M.) he had already intimated 
that an extraordinary state of excitement pre- 
vailed in the section of country from which he 
came, connected with this subject; and, in con- 
firmation of this position, he would refer to the 
numerous public meetings that had been called 
by the citizens of the State. He believed the 

ople in every populous ‘county had congre- 
gated themselves together for the purpose of 
adopting such measures as they deemed best cal- 
culated to secure their safety, and avert the evils 
and dreadful calamity with which they were 
threatened by the publication of these incendiar 
pamphlets. Resolutions had been adopted ad- 
vising a more rigid discipline over our servants; 
patrols recommended to be kept up incessantly 
day and night; passes refused to be given in the 
usual way; they not permitted to assemble for 
the purpose of holding their own public worship 
as usual; and many other measures, looking to 
additional restraints upon the comfort and liberty 
of the servants themselves, had followed as nat- 
ural results from the state of excitement. But 
(said Mr. M.) this was not all: resolutions had 
been adopted invoking the aid and the action of 
the General Assembly upon the subject, and the 
General Assembly had accordingly acted. 

A memorial had been adopted by the General 


Assembly, addressed to the Legislatures of the , 
States whence these insurrectionary pamphlets , 


issued, a copy of which he had the honor of pre- ` 


senting to this body, and which the Senate in- 
‘dulged him in having printed; a copy of which 
now lies on each Senator’s table.’ In this, it will 
‘be seen, a most earnest appeal is made to these 
legislative bodies, urging the propriety and jus- 
tice of legislative enactments to punish the offend- 
ers. Is more evidence wanting? It would be 
found in the correspondence which he had seen 
published between the Governor of the State of 
Alabama [J Gayle] and the Executive of the 
State of New York; wherein it appears that the 
former had felt it to be his duty, in accordance 
with the oath he had taken to see the laws of the 
State faithfully executed, to make a formal de- 
mand upon the latter for the surrender of a cer- 
tain individual against whom a bill of indictment 
had been found by the grand jurors of a respect- 


able county, charging him with having wickedly tition, In or 
` in its incipient stage. 


and maliciously published and circulated these 
incendiary publications in that State. It is true, 
the Executive of the State of New York made a 
very courteous reply to Governor Gayle, declining 
a compliance wiih [is command. He refused to 
deliver up the celebrated 
of that notorious and insurrectionary work, upon 


constitutional grounds. ' But, (said Mr. M.,) as | 


the Executive of New York had admitted it was 
constitutional for the General Assembly of that 


State to pass laws to punish those who might ` 


publish pamphlets calculated to excite rebellion 
and insurrection inasister State, he regretted that, 
whilst the Executive of New York had made the 
most liberal professions of kind feelings for the 
‘people of the South, he should have declined to 


he presided, and exercised such a commanding 

pularity, the propriety and necessity of legis- 
‘lative enactments to punish the individual whom 
he had refused to deliver to the authority of Ala- 
bama, and his associates, for the prosecution of 
these nefarious and wicked schemes in which they 
are engaged, calculated to annoy, and finally to 
‘threaten the peace and safety of the southern 
country. Mr. M. said he could not doubt, if 
‘such a recommendatien had been made by the 
Governor of New York in good faith, that such 
enactments would have been passed; and such 
would have been more gratifying to the southern 
people than mere empty declarations or expres- 
sions of friendly feelings; they would then have 


Williams, publisher | 


Ht 
i 


recommend to the General Assembly over which |; 


connected with this subject. 


of his friendly expressions of kind feeling for 
the South. e said he regretted that the Gov- 
ernor had not embraced the favorable opportunity 
that had been afforded him to prove the sincerity 
of the declarations so frequently made by north- 
ern gentlemen in favor of the southern people, as 


Mr. M. said it was not necessary for his pur- 
pose that he should either cbeameny and laud the 
Governor of Alabama for the course he had pur- 
sued in relation to this subject, or that he should 


censure the Executive of the State of New York ` 
for the manner in which he had thought proper . 


to discharge his official trust to his constituents. 
His object in adverting to this topic was to show 


.the high state of excitement that prevailed—a 


state of public feeling that had scarcely a parallel 
at any former period in the history of our country. 
Mr M. said there were other circumstances 
connected with this matter, well calculated to 
excite fears that thére was something more in- 
tended by the abolition party than met the public 
eye. He said he had been informed that from 
twotothree hundred of these petitions had alread 
been presented to the other branch of the Na- 
tional Legislature. Many had been presented 
here, more than ever had been presented in the 
same length of time at any former session; how 
many more were yet lying in the table drawers 
of honorable Senators, and in the drawers of 
members of the other House, waiting a favor- 
able moment to be brought forth and presented, 
he could not say; nor could he pretend to say 
how many of these misguided fanatics were then 
industriously engaged in the laudable work of 
manufacturing these petitions at the very moment 
the Senate were discussing the propriety of re- 
ceiving one of them. One thing he did know, 
that the number of the petitions had increased; 
he was: informed the anti-slavery societies had 
increased; their exertions had been doubled, and 
their assaults trebled of late, upon the District of 
Columbia; doubtless for a good reason, in their 
opinion; the District may present the most assail- 
able point, from its peculiar organization ; -and 
hence, they have concentrated all their force 
against the District in the first instance; but his 
word for it, give them but ground to stand upon 
here, and more than half hes object is accom- 
plished; for he had formed the deliberate opinion 
that this movement was intended only as an 
entering wedge to a great and general scheme of 
emancipation, that, if encouraged, would be prose- 
cuted with a zeal and perseverance that merited 


a better causc, into all the slaveholding States; | 


and, entertaining this opinion, he felt it to be his 
duty, representing the section of country from 
which he came, to vote against receiving the pe- 
tition, in order, if possible, to arrest the project 
He thought it was not 
only our duty to reject the petition, (or the prayer 
of the petition, for he could sce little or no differ- 
ence,) as the Senator from Pennsylvania, [Mr. 
Bucuanan,] who introduced it, was willing to do, 
but he thought it should be rejected in the most 
decisive manner possible—that the seal of dis- 
approbation should be put upon the measure in 


: that stern and emphatic manner that would be 


i true position. 


the best calculated to put down this mischievous 
project forever. 

Mr. Moore said he was glad the honorable 
Senator from Virginia to his left [Mr. TYLER] 


: had introduced a resolution on this subject which 


would not give quite so wide a field for debate. iy 


! He understood the resolution presented the single 


constitutional point, and negatived the constitu- 
tional power in Congress to meddle in any manner 
whatever with the relation between slave and mas- 
ter in the District of Columbia. 


When this res- | 
olution shall be discussed, (and he hoped it would | p 


be called up and acted upon very shortly,) Mr. : 
M. said we should then see who would be willing 
to march up to the sticking point boldly; who , 


would show their hands; who would 


et haltand ; 


occupy neutral ground; and from what quarter . 


* the non-committals would come.”’ 


acted upon and decided, they could then claim to 
know that those who were not with them were 
against them. 


Until a de- | 
! cision was had, the South could not know their . 
When the question was finally | 


SURPLUS REVENUE. 


SPEECH OF HON. ASHER ROBBINS, 


OF RHODE ISLAND, 
In SENATE, February 18, 1836, 


On the Resolution introduced by Mr. BENTON, 


respecting Fortifications, &c. 


Mr. Benton’s resolution for appropriating the 
surplus revenue to national defense, was taken 
up as the special order. 


Mr. ROBBINS rose and addressed the Senate 
as follows: 


The proposed appropriation of $3,000,000 on 
the last night of the last Congress, (now forced 
into this debate, on the resolution now proposed 
to pledge the surplus revenue to the defenses and 
armament of the country, and making so promi- 
nent a part in this debate, though it has nothing 
to do with the merits of the question presented by 
the resolution,)—this $3,000,000 appropriation, 


‘Tsay, was refused, on theground that it could not 
‘be granted as proposed without a violation of the 


Constitution, which we are allsworn to support, 
or, in other words, which we are allsworn not to 
violate. It is true, other objections were urged, 
and had their weight; but this was the decisive 
objection; at least, it was so with me, and, as I 
believe, with that abused majority with whom I 
voted. I think it the more necessary to make this 
statement, as I see the ground of refusal by the 
Senate has been strangely misconceived, or still 
more strangely misrepresented, in quarters and 
by persons of whom better information or more 
candor might have been expected. 

I propose, now, simply to review the ground, 
and to confine my ramais to the argument that 
went to prove conclusively, as I then thought, 
and still think, that such an appropriation would 
be a violation of the Constitution: 

The proposed appropriation was in the follow- 
ing words: 

«c And be it further enacted, That the sum of $3,000,000 
be, and the same is hereby, appropriated out of any mone. 
in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, to be expended, 


in whole or in part, under the direction of the President 
of the United States, for the military and naval service, 


; including fortifications and ordnance, and increase of the 


, Navy: Provided, Such expenditure shall be rendered neces- 


sary for the defense of the country prior to the next meeting 
of Congress.” g 
Who was to judge of the necessity here spoken 
of? The President himself. Then the money was 
to be placed in the hands of the President, to be 
used at his discretion. How was the money to 
be expended? For any naval or military prep- 
aration for the defense of the country, and that 
also in his discretion. Under the implied authority 
of this vote, then, the President might raise an 
army in addition to our present army; for this 


‘would be for military service in defense of the 


‘country, if he chose so to consider it. 


Under the 


; express authority of this vote, he might provide 


a navy in addition to our present navy; for this, 
too, would be for naval service in defense of the 
country, if he chose so to consider it. I need not 
say, that an authority to do these things implies 


an authority to do all other things which would 


be necessary and proper as means to these ends. 
How any constitutional jurist could conceive 


‘that such an appropriation, with this sweeping 
: authority, woul vio ‘ 
| stitution, or how any such jurist can still contend 


not be a violation of the Con- 
for such an interpretation of the Constitution, I 
am at a loss to imagine. Why, who does not 
gee? It is to transfer, by a vote of Congress, to 
the Executive, all the powers of war, except 
merely those of issuing letters of mark and re- 
prisal, and of actually eclaring and waging war; 
owers vested by the Constitution in Congress, 
expressly and exclusively. The Constitution 
expressly ordains that the Congress is to raise 
armies and to provide navies; and yet this ap- 
propriation would have authorized the Executive 
to do both. I need not remind this body, for to 
them it is a truism, that all the powers of Con- 
gress are trust powers, and incapable of alienation 
or substitution by the trustee. Where is the 
constitutional jurist, I ask, either here or else- 
where, who will seriously contend that Congress 
can transfer the constitutional powers expressly 
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Surplus Revenue to Fortifications—Mr. Robbins. 


SENATE. 


a them, exclusively intrusted to the 
to be executed by him? Yet we have 
heard an honorable gentleman on this floor boast 
that the moment when he voted for this appro- 
priation, as sroposed, he considersas the proudest 
moment of fis life. Whata life that must have 
been, if its proudest moment was that in which 
an effort was made, though unsuccessfully, in 
which he participated, and of which he might 
say “magna pars Jui,” that went in its direct 
tendency and effect to make an open inroad upon 
the Constitution of his country, and to undermine 
itsfabric; tountrame its very frame by subverting 
the great principle of its structure—namely, that 


intrusted t 
Executive, 


of keeping and confining its different powers to | 


their different departments; a separation essen- 
tial to the very being of a free Government; and 
in which, and by which, liberty herself has her 
life and breath and being and aliment! But here 
I take the part of the gentleman against the gen- 
deman himself, and deny that he has done justice 
to his life. I do not believe that his three million 
vote is the climax of his merit, the crowning 
glory of his life; nor that his biographer will so 
consider it. On the contrary, I believe that the 
merits of his life are so many, and so much 
brighter, that his biographer will omit the men- 
tion of this altogether; or, if this cannot be done, 


that at least he never will record it as one of his | 


eulogies. It will be one of those passages in his 
work which the biographer, if a friend, will be 
willing the reader should overlook or forget as 
soon as possible. 

But it is said the objections might have been 
obviated by amendments. But how could this 
be? Recollect the appropriation was to be not 


only contingent, but discretionary—discretionary | 


as to the object. The discretion was the great 


thing desired of us; this was the end and aim of ; 


the project. Now, to make it specific would be, 
not to amend, but to destroy the project alto- 
gether. Subsequent events show that it was so 
considered, for the conferees did make it specific; 
and because they did make it specific, the project 
was abandoned, and considered as lost and de- 
stroyed, and all appropriations for defense were 
indignantly abandoned with it. True, this was 
not avowed at the time; nay, it was studiously 
disguised; for, indeed, it would not do to avow 
that the Executive insisted on this discretionary 
power as the condition sine qua non to the coun- 
try, for having any, even the ordinary, appro- 
priations for the works of defense. Nor would it 
do to avow that the President himself desired a 
discretion that, in the then critical state of things, 
would make him the arbiter of peace and war 
between the two countries, believed, as it then 


was and would be, that the desire of this discre- ' 


tionary power was prompted solely by his hostile 


feeling and intentions towards France. Hence, ' 


all that parliamentary machinery was got up and 
per ofl in a House of Representatives now gone 
y, (of which we have seen the evidence in their 


Journals,) to give out the appearance to the public _ 
thattheagreement of the confcreeswas notreported | 


to the House, cither for the want of time before the 
House became defunct, or for the want of a quo- 


rum to receive the report; and for the further ob- `’ 


ject,tohavea pretext for fastening upon the Senate 
the odium of having occasioned the delay which 
had occasioned the loss of the whole bill, contain- 
ing all the ordinary, as well as extraordinary, ap- 
propriations for the defense of the country. 
But what has all this to do with the real ques- 
tion? The real question is, whether the appro- 
riation as proposed was constitutional? That 
is the question on which we voted, and that is 
the vote which we are challenged to vindicate. 
Its correctness or incorrectness must be tested by 
the Constitution, applicd to the appropriation as 
proport, not to the appropriation as it might 
ave been proposed or might have been modi- 
fied. We stand or fall as the Constitution shall 
determine the appropriation as proposed to be or 
not to be constitutional; so dothe gentlemen who 
voted for the appropriation as proposed. They 
can derive no justification from the possible modi- 
fications which might have been given, but were 
not given, to the appropriation. 
_ The Constitution ordains that 
be drawn from the Treasury but in consequence 
¢f appropriations made by law.” 


‘ no money shall | 


Now, an appropriation may be either general 
or specific; and it is made a question of interpre- 
tation whether specific appropriations only are 

I hereby intended. Thisis the interpretation which 
|| the practice of the Government has put upon this 
‘clause, and it is founded upon reasoning which 
appears to me conclusive in favor of the practice; 
the reasoning alluded to I will advert to hereafter. 
At present I only say that it is not necessary to 
decide this question of interpretation in order to 
decide upon the constitutional character of the 


$3,000,000 appropriation; for that goes beyond 


|| appropriation even the most general, which im- 
i plies some object or objects already defined and 
established by law for the expenditure. But this 
l! appropriation gave not only discretionary power 
_ over the money, but power to originate and estab- 
| lish the objects of expenditure, and objects which 
itis only competent for the legislature to originate 
andestablish. In this, its distinguishing feature, 
making its. distinctive character, this $3,000,000 
appropriation has no precedent in our history, 
none that has a semblance of analogy to it, not 
one. The $1,000,000 appropriation for diplomatic 
intercourse, and the $2,000,000 for the same ob- 
ject, so vaunted by some gentlemen as precedents 
in point, were not even general appropriations; 
for, though general in appearance on the bill, yet 
coupled with the proceedings had by the Execu- 
tive and the Senate, but for public reasons had in 
' secret, they became in fact specific appropriations, 
| as specific as in the nature of things they could 
i| be made. This has been most clearly and hap- 
l pily demonstrated by the honorable gentleman 
| from Tennessee, [Mr Wuire,] who voted with | 
| us against this appropriation. | 
But, waiving this, and admitting for the present 


given to the Executive powers which the Constitu- 

tion gives to the Congress, and which can only be ` 
| exercised by Congress, but was simply a general 
appropriation of money to be expended on objects 
already established by law, would the appropri- ` 
i ation, for being general, therefore be unconstitu- 
© tional? This depends, as I said, upon the inter- 
| pretation of that clause of the Constitution which 
;; says that “no money shall be drawn from the 
l Treasury but in consequence of appropriations 
made by law.’ The interpretation given to it 
by the practice of the Government I have already ` 
|. referred to. 
` and necessary to fulfill the intention of the Con- 
stitution. For why was this provision inserted 
in the Constitution? Because the theory of the 
H Constitution supposes the Congress is to raise 
l: all the funds to be raised for the Government; to 
‘| prescribe all the objects on which these funds are 
l to be expended; and to control the expenditure 
: on all; and because, to this control, this provision ` 
| was necessary. The Congress is made the trus- 


Constitution expressly ordains that the Congress 
| are to lay and collect the taxes, the duties, the | 
': ımposts, the excises. To prescribe the objects : 
ii of expenditure is implied in the enumerated 
|; powers given to Congress to be executed by | 


| Congress to control it, this provision was in- ' 
: serted, for it could have no other assignable pur- 
pose. Now, to control the expenditure, Con- 
[| gress must not only prescribe the object, but 
j mit the amount to be expended upon it; other- 
i: wise, and if Congress only prescribes the object, 


[I 


i 
I 
i 
i 


upon, it, itis the Executive who controls the ex- 
l; penditure, and not the Congress. Now, to pre- 


i 


U scribe the object, and to limit the amount of i. the country. 


but does not limit the amount to be expended ` 


expenditure upon it, is to make a specific appro- 
priation. The two things are identical, hen 
as certainly as that the Constitution did intend 
the Congress to have the control of the public ex- 

enditure, (which nobody disputes or doubts,) 
it did intend specific appropriations, and none 
other. 

I deem it no slight evidence of the correctness 
of the interpretation which makes the Constitu- 
tion to st ar specific appropriations, that it falls 
in with all our prepossessions on the subject, all 
our habitual impressions, all our received opin- 
ions; and this as well of those who approved ag 
who disapproved of the $3,000,000 appropria- 
tion. It is a common, a received and scevedited 
article of constitutional faith. This has been ap- 
parent through the whole of this debate; for those 
gentlemen who have defended this $3,000,000 ap- 
propriation have labored hard to make out this 
appropriation to be specific, or to find somewhere 
in some part of our history of appropriations 
some precedent that would give some counte- 
nance to the generality of this, clearly evincing 
that they felt the prima facie case to be against 
them; the common impression to be against 
them; the tide of precedents to be against them; 
in a word, that they had the laboring oar in the 
case. Now, this could not have been so if their 
previous and habitual opinions had been that 
general appropriations were constitutional. 

I am aware that, in justice, I ought to make 
one gentleman an exception to the generality of 


‘my statement; I mean the honorable gentleman 


> lina, I do not see 


from North Carolina, [Mr. Brown.] I confess 
that he seemed to be wholly unembarrassed by 
the difficulties which had so much embarrassed 
all the other speakers on the same side of the 
House. He had a short and easy way with the 
dissenters. He told us that an appropriation, 
when passed, became a law, and the money to 
be drawn would then be drawn out of the Treas- 
ury in consequence of an appropriation made by 
law. So, and according to him, there could be 
and there can be no such thing as unconstitu- 
tional appropriation; for every appropriation, 
when passed, becomes a law, and, therefore, ac- 


| cording to him, becomes constitutional. 


The honorable gentleman from Pennsylvania 
[Mr. Bucwawan] seemed to think it prudent to be 
a little cautious how he answered to the interrog- 
atory put to him by my friend from Delaware, 
[Mr. Crayron,] as to general pep. 
The honorable gentleman looked about him care- 
fully on all sides; he seemed to see a dilemma 
ahead, and that an indiscreet answer might involve 
him in straits where, with Scylla on one side and 
Charybdis on the other, he might, peradventure, 
get foundered. The honorable gentleman was 
too wary to commit himself by a categorical an- 
swer. Bat, if the same interrogatory had been 
put to the honorable gentleman from North Caro- 
how it could have embarrassed 

or how any interrogatory of 


him in the least, ato 
ropriation of 


the sort could. Suppose an ap 


. $20,000,000, in a gross sum, for the uses of the 


I think this the true interpretation, ;. 


Government for the current year, and suppose he 


' were asked, would that appropriation be consti- 


eral appropriations are constitutional; 
tee of the people for these several purposes. The |. 


His prompt and unhesitating answer I 
“Undoubtedly; for, when 
and would be 


tutional? 
should expect to be: 
passed, it would become a law, 
therefore constitutional.” f 

I admit the gentleman to be an pn to the 
generality of the statement which I have made, 
and that he holds the singular opinion that gen- 
and he 


holds it, too, for a reason as singular, as it ap- 


"pears to me, as the opinion itself. Though all 


. previously to the appropriation, or, 


li them. To control the expenditure, and to enable |: 


others, so far as 1 know, hold that the law referred 
to in the Constitution means some law passe 
at least, inde- 
pendently of the appro riation, he holds it to be 
the identical law made by the a RE : 

A mind disposed to despondency, on & view 
of the falling fortunes of our free Republic, would 


_ be apt to draw a gloomy presage from one pecu- 


liar feature of this debate. It has been made the 


' occasion by the honorable mover of the resolu- 


tions, unprovoked to doit, unnecessarily to make 
an attack upon the defenders of the Constitution; 
and to make their act to prevent and preventing 
a violation of the Constitution, a crime against 
He professed his object to be to 


1836.] 
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arraign them before the bar of the country on 
this criminal charge; and he spoke with confi- 
dence of their anticipated condemnation. In the 
great contest that is going on here, and has long 
been going on, between lawless power on the one 
side, and constitutional power on the other, and 
after so many triumphs of the former over the 
latter, perhaps he is not extravagant or wild in 
his expectation of another in this appcal to the 
people. This attempt to make the defense of the 
Constitution a crime against the country, which 
before has been repeatedly made, and with too 
much success, I consider as one mnong the many 
sickly symptoms of our expiring liberties, and 
of the rapid approaches of death to our free Gov- 
ernment. We have lived tosecit, and have scen 
it in this very case, a noble sentiment of devo- 
tion to the Constitution—a sentiment that would 
have done honor to Roman virtue in the best 
days of Rome; and which, in better days of this 
Republic, would have found an echo in every 
American bosom, denounced as a sciitiment little 
short of treason to the country, and the denun- 
ciation received with a tempest of applause—I 
will not, for I am not permitted to say where; 
but where, I may all places it say, of ought least 
to have been expected. And this noble senti- 
ment of devotion to the Constitution, which 


ought to have made the author the idol of the : 


people, is relied upon as a torch to kindle the 
popular indignation against him. And, for this 
incendiary purpose, this torch is, by an extraor- 
dinary eflort, to be carried to every region, and 
applied to every nook and corner of our wide 
domain. Yes, it is so; shut our eyes to the mel- 
ancholy fact as we may, this Constitution—the 
noblest fabric ever raised on carth by human wis- 
dom for human liberty—is fast giving way; this 
torrent of lawless power is forcing it from its 
foundations; the people look on and see column 
falling after column, and they look on with un- 
concern; nay, insiead of stemming, they yield, 
they add themselves to it, and swell the torrent; 
they seem to have eaten of the insane root, and 


to be madly in love with their own destruction. | 


How else could they be invoked to abjure the 
gren defender of the Constitution as a traitor to 

is country, and to take a fervid sentiment of 
devotion to the Constitution as the evidence of 
his guilt? i 


But let him not despond or falter in his | 


course; let him still pursue, as he hitherto has 
done, ‘‘that fame which follows, not that which 
is run after; that fame which, sooner or later, 
never fails to do justice to the pursuit of noble 
ends by noble means.” And if our free Repub- 
lic is doomed to perish, of which the signs are 
so many and so portentous, and by ber own 
suicidal hands, still she will live in history; and 
History, the dispenser of Fame, will charge her- 
self with his. Oh! let him think how poor are 
all the honors of office, compared to the glory of 
being a chosen theme for the Muse of History to 
celebrate; to be her Promethean fire, to enkindle 
in the human breast the flame of patriotism in all 
aftertimes! Let him recollect that, whenever we 


think of the great men who have made the glory '' À l 
li The militia laws contemplate no difference of cir- |! 


The ` 


of any age or country, we never think of the 
offices they have filled, however dignified. No; 
these are sunk and lost out of sight; we think 
only 
which their minds and their achievements have 
thrown around them. Who now ever thinks of 
Demosthenes as the Senator of the Areopagus, 
as the Archon of Athens, as the Embassador so 
often to so many States, or as the acknowledged 
chief and leader of the Grecian Confederacy for 
so many years? No; we think of him as the 
devoted patriot who bared his bosom and breasted 
the storm which he saw gathering and coming to 
overwhelm the liberties of his country; and 
which did come—did overwhelm these liberties, 
and break with a fearful and fatal violence on his 
own head; and we think, too, of that * resistless 
eloquence’? which, in that cause, ‘‘ shook the 
arsenal, and fulmined over Greece to Macedon, 
and Artaxerxes’s throne ;’’ whose animating 
sounds, at this distance of time, after the revo- 
lution of so many ages, still vibrate on the 
human ear; and whose stirring appeals still influ- 
ence and carry with him the human heart. 


of that splendor, of that halo of glory | 


| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
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VOLUNTEER SERVICE. 
REMARKS OF HON. R. M. JOHNSON 
‘ OF KENTUCKY, 


In rue House or REPRESENTATIVES, 
April 21, 1836. 
The bill authorizing the President of the United 


States to accept the service of Volunteers, being 
under consideration, 


Mr. JOHNSON rose and said: 

Mr. Cuarrman: It is not my intention to de- 
tain the committee, except for a very brief expla- 
nation of the object of the bill; for the measure 
which it proposes requires dispatch. The letter 
of the Secretary of War, which I will here re- 
quest the Clerk to read, shows the necessity of 


> 


; immediate action: 


' safety should require that length of service. 


War DEPARTMENT, April 18, 1836. 

Sır: In answer to your inquiry, I have the honor to 
state, that various reports which have reached the Depart- 
ment lead to the belief that the Indians upon the western 
frontier are in a state of considerable uneasiness, and that 
disturbances with them arc anticipated. It is my impres- 
sion the safety of that frontier requires that a road should 
be opened, and a cordon of posts established along it, in 
conformity with the plan recommended in my report to the 
chairman of the Military Committee of the Senate, and 
communicated in my letter to you of 19th February ; and 
I would farther recommend that the necessary law should 
be passed as soon as convenient, in order that no unneces- 
sary delay may take place in the arrangements of the De- 
partment. 

I have farther to state, in conformity with your sugges- 
tion, that in the event of any difficulties among the Indians, 
I consider the measure proposed by the Military Commit- 
tee, of allowing velunteer corps to be taken into service for 
a term not excceding twelve months, to be discharged as 
much sooner as the public interest will permit, very im- 
portant, and one which, it adopted, cannot fail to be more 
efficient and economical than the present method of re- 
stricting the services of the militia to three months. 

Very respectfully, your most obedient servant, 


LEW: CASS. 
Hon. R. M. Jonnson, 
Chairman Committee on Military Affairs, 

House of Representatives. 
The bill now before the committee authorizes 
the President to accept the services of voluntecrs 
for a term not exceeding one year, but to be dis- 
charged at an earlier period if the public service 
will permit. The existing law authorizes the 
President to call out the militia for'a term not 


exceeding three months, for the object specified | 


in the Constitution, namely, to repel invasion, 
suppress insurrection, or to enforce the laws of 
the country. The bill before the committee pro- 
vides, that in lieu of a requisition upon the militia 


indiscriminately, without consulting the will or: 


convenience of those who may be called upon, 
he may accept of such as shall volunteer their 
service; and that, instead of being required to 


discharge them for new subsidies, he may con- | 


tinue them in service for a year, if the public 
It 


': does not authorize him to accept their service for 


any other object than what is specified in the 
existing law, and in the Constitution; nor does it 
change the principle of the existing law in any 
other respect whatever. 


The advantages, both to the public service and | 


to the civil community, of volunteers over mili- 
tia drafts, are certainly very great and obvious. 


cumstances or condition among citizens. 


farmer may be compelled to leave his ficld ata) 
moment in which the loss of one month would . 


prove a sacrifice of the whole year’s produce. It: 


may be when he has prepared his land for the seed, 
but before he has sowed or planted it; or it may 
be when his crop is ripening, and the whole may 

erish for want of cathenug The mechanic may 
be called from his work at a time when its neg- 
lect would ruin his whole business. Both my 
be called away when their families are in the most 


critical situation, and when the sacrifice would be : 


greater than could be remuncrated by any pecu- 
niary consideration. But volunteers will proffer 
their services when no such sacrifices are re- 
quired. They will be persons without dependent 
families, or whose affairs are in a state that will 

ermit their absence without great inconvenience. 

he greater proportion of them will be young 
men, who are animated by the ardor of youth, 
impelled by the thirst of glory, urged by the fire 
of patriotism, and willing to learn the duties of 
the camp and the field, while indulging the nov- 
elties so grateful to youthful minds. 


| 
| 
| 
| 
| 


| 


| of notice. 


As it regards the public service, all experience 
shows that the man makes the best soldier who 
makes the field his choice. The univarsal char 
acter of Americans is that of bravery; but the 
same person, with all the love of country whica 
is common to Americans, (and no country on carth 
ever presented such charms, or ever commanded 
such patriotism,) would be much more effective 
in war when circumstances marked the field of 
glory as his choice, than when the state of his 
affairs athome, or the distresses of his depender 
family, forecd upon his mind a painful reluctance 
to do what, under other circumstances, would be 
a matter of choice. 

The difference between a tour of three months 


j and a year’s service, of the same persons, is so 


decidedly in favor of the latter, both in efficiency 
and economy, that it must forcibly strike the 


: mind of every person upon a moment’s reflection. 


Persons in public service but three months, will 
scarcely have learned the use of arms, the exer- 
cises of the ficld, and the discipline of the army 
before their term will expire. Experience is as 
necessary to the efficiency of an army as to any 
other employment; and it is a fact as well estab- 
lished as any other principle in military annals, 
that troops disciplined and experienced are, in 
action, nearly equal to double their numbers of 
untutored novices, especially when to knowl- 
edge and experience is added the ardor of voli- 
tion. Our western frontier, on the extreme con- 
fines of Missouriand Arkansas, is at this moment 
threatened with Indian hostilities. While we are 
here deliberating, the tomahawk is preparing and 
the scalping-knife sharpening; and before the ap- 
pearance of a sufficient force to subdue, by terror, 
the martial spirit of the savages, there is danger 
of the reaction of the Black Hawk and the Florida 
scenes in those western regions. I am unwilling 
to cause an hour’s delay; but if ordinary militia 
drafts are made, which cannot exceed three 
months, at least half that time must be occupied 
in going and returning, so that for three months’ 
pay, the country will not have more than six 
wecks field and camp service. By the time they 
reach the scene of action, new levies must be made 
to relieve them, so that at least double the number 
of men must be in motion, and in pay, to keep 
the same number in the field; and these of new 
troops, instead of those who are accustomed to 
the service. The expense of outfits, whether in- 
curred by the public or by individuals, is so much 
actual expense to the country, and this must be 
renewed as often as new levies are made; so that 
in point of economy, there is a difference of more 
than one half in favor of volunteers for a year, 
as well as double the efficacy in their service. 
The saving of life isalso a desideratum worthy 
The loss by sickness and mortality 
brought on by the change of life from the enjoy- 
ment of home to the privations and hardships 


‘incident to the camp, 1s believed to be greater 


than by the strife of battle; and this loss is prin- 
cipally among those who are commencing the 
service. After an experience of three months, 


‘men become habituated to the soldier’s life, and 


' generaly enjoy as good health as in private life. 


Ne have a sufficient number of patriotic citizens 
in the morning and vigor of life, who are willing 
to indulge the patriotic ardor which they have 
derived from their revolutionary fathers by the 
performance of this service; and surely no army 
is so virtuous and patriotic, no force so efficient, 
as volunteer citizens, after they have learned the 
duties of service. They never assume a mercen- 
ary character. They retain all the moral senti- 
ments of citizens, expecting to return to civil life, 
and in their return, they bring with them into 
civil life all the honorable and liberal sentiments 
of American soldiers. 

The bill does not propose, as some gentle- 
men seem to suppose, giving to the President ex- 
traordinary power. The Constitution gives him 
the power, as commander-in-chief, to call into 
service the militia for the same purposes contem- 
plated in the bill. The existing law recognizes 
this power, but it limits the service of the same 
persons to three months, when he may supersede 
them by others. The present bill provides that 
instead of changing them, he may continue the 
seme persons by their own consent, and that, in- 
stead of drafts, he may receive such as volunteer 
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their service. It 
numerical and efficient for the country, r 
consonant to the feeling of freemen, Fo sustain 
a republican Government, some sacrifice of liber- 
ty must be made for its defense. It is a common 
duty to proteet the country inthe points speciñed 
inthe Constitution; and for this the tree American 
must relinquish the liberty of remaining at home 
when his country’s service calls him to the field, 
but it is wise to make that sacrifice as light as 
possible. This object will be accomplished by 
the passage of the bill before us, as it provides 
for the acceptance of volunteers in lieu of those 
who might otherwise be required to serve. As 
friends of liberty, then, we should unhesitatingly 
pass the bill. The cloud which is gathering in 
our western horizon warns us to make immediate 
preparation for the approaching storm, Our un- 
protected citizens expect it, and the obligation 
restsonus. Nothing but a sense of the strongest 
obligation could have induced me to occupy the 
time for making this explanation of the object of 
the bill. The necessity of its immediate passage 
forbids further delay, and I earnestly desire the 
final action of the committee upon it before the 
present morning shall pass away. One day’s 
procrastination may be productive of fatal disas- 
ters; and for the consequences we must bear the 
responsibility. 


LAND DISTRIBUTION BILL. 


SPEECH OF HON. T. H. BENTON, 


In Senate, April 15, 1836. 


The bill introduced by Mr. Cray to distribute 
the net proceeds of the sales of the Public Lands 
for five years, being under consideration, 

Mr. BENTON rose to redeem his promise, and 
to show that this bill was antagonistical to all the 
bills for the defense of the country, and that it 
could not be adopted without frustrating the 

bjects contemplated by those bills. He might 
take a stronger position, and assume that this dis- 
tribution scheme could not be adopted without 
depriving the Treasury, before the five years 
were out, of the money wanted for the current 
and ordinary support of the Government, and 
laying Congress under the necessity of borrowing 
money, or raising the tariff of duties for these 
current and ordinary expenses. But he would 
not go into that view of the case; the other was 
sufficient for his purpose; and he should look to 
the Finance Committee, to the members of the 
committee individually, as well as to the commit- 
tee itself, to present all the views which the op- 
eration of this scheme upon the Treasury would 
suggest, and especially to show how far the whole 
proceeds of the sales of the public lands—for the 
word net, as used in the bill, wasa deception and 
a fallacy—how far the proceeds of these sales 
could be abstracted from the annual revenue, and 
the whole expenses of the land system besides— 
for such was the effect of the bill, notwithstand- 
ing the interpolation of the word net—the whole 
expenses of the land system thrown upon the 
custom-housc revenue, without leaving the Treas- 
ury destitute of the means of meeting the or- 
dinary and current expenses of Government. 
That committee, or some member of it, charged, 
as they were, with watching over the money con- 


this branch of the subject, while he (Mr. B.) 


would find his own object accomplished by show- 


ing that the defenses of the country required the 


application of all this money which the distribu- | 


tion bill proposed to divide. 

It must be premised, (said Mr. B.,) that the 
Senate, as far back as the month of January, on 
my motion, and after ample discussion, adopted 
two resolves, one declaring that provision ought 


to be made for the defense of the country, and ; 


i 


the other calling on the President for information 


as to the amount which a general system of i 


permanent defense would require. The first 


resolve was in these words: 


“ Resolved, That so much of the revenue of the United | 


States, and the dividends of stock receivable from the Bank 
of the United States, as may be necessary for the purpose, 
ought to be set apart and applicd to the general defense and 
permanent security of the country.”? 


The second in these: 


“ Resolved, That the President be requested to cause the 
Genate to be informed— 


See f =r 
is in this respect not only more |: 
but more 


|| For the repairs and wear and tear of vessels... 
‘| For building vessels and purchase of materia! 


fortitving the lake. maritime, antl gulf frontier of the U 
States, and such points of the land trontier as may require 
permanent fortifications, 

2. The probable amount that would be necessary to 


' construct an adequate number of armories and arsenals in 


the United States, and to supply the States with field artil- 
lery (especially brass field pieces) for their militia, and with 
side arms and pistols tor their cavalry. 

<3. The probable amount that wonld he necessary to 
supply the United States with the ordnance, arms, and 
munitions of war, which a proper regard to self-defense 
would require to be always on hand. 

v4. The probable amount that would be necessary to 
place the naval defenses of the United States (including 
the inerease of the Navy, navy-yards, dock-yards, and 
steam or floating batteries) upon the footing of strength and 
respectability which is due to the security and to the welfare 
of the Union.” 

The answer to this call (continued Mr. B.) 
has been received; and it is now my purpose to 
show, from this authentic and official data, that 
the defense of the country will require all the 
surplus money which can be found in the Treas- 
ury for five years to come, and will leave no such 
sum as that contemplated by the distribution bill 
to encumber our vaults or to tempt the cupidity 
of distributees. The answer of the President 
covers the reports of the Secretaries of War and 
Navy; and these cover the more detailed reports 


of the Navy Board and of the heads of bureaus , 


charged with the superintendence of the different 
branches of the service. The whole constitute a 
body of information rich with facts, luminous 
with reasons, and animated by patriotism, which 
claims the attention of every considerate citizen 
as well as of every legislator, and which cannot 
fail to have a decided influence upon the destiny 
of the country, and to mark an era in the annals 
of its history. I begin with that branch of the 
defense which seems to stand foremost in our 
system of national defense, and which, among 
other merits, possesses that of having won its own 
way from a point of low depression to a state of 
eminent public favor—the Navy. My plan, and 
the very nature of the exposition which I propose 
to make, forbids copious details, and confines me 
to results and aggregates; but Senators will find 
in the document which has been printed, and 
from which I quote, the particulars of ever 


statement, and the facts and reasons by which it 


is supported. 

In the naval arm of defense the report of the 
Navy Board, signed by the president, Commodore 
Rodgers, states the sum of $17,760,000 to be ne- 
cessary for building vessels; the sum of $1,800,000 
to supply the ordnance, arms, and munitions of 
war which will be wanted; the sum of $750,000 
annually for five years, and two-thirds of that 
sum for several years afterwards, for navy-yards; 
and the sum of $950,000 annually for the repairs 
and wear and tear of vessels. 


The annual appropriations for these items, in- ` 


cluding the supportof the Navy and of the marine 
corps, is stated at $7,000,000 per annum for a 
period of about fifteen years; but with a distinct 
declaration that so remote a period is only named 


n the ition that t “ 
pa ihe eee ere Oat asy cali Huge indeed must be the mass, when $40,000 ,000 


‘taken from it will not touch its surface or affect 
‘its amount! 


afford Jarger annualappropriations for this branch 
of the service; and that much larger sums can be 
, annually and beneficially used if Congress should 
: think proper to grant them. Mr. B. deemed 


i these statements so material that it would be | 
. proper to give the very words of the Navy Board, | 


cerns of the country, would doubtless attend to © and for that purpose he would read some passages | 


from their report. He read: 


mome time must be assumed within which they shall be pre- 
pared. 


ury to meet the probabie demands upon it, for all the pur- 


poses of the Government, must necessarily be considered : 


in determining what amount may be allotted to the Navy 


‘the Board have examined the reports of the Secretary of ‘| 
|! the Treasury, and respectfully propose to establish the 
i, Ordinary annual appropriation for the Navy, including the |; 


ordnance, at $7,000,000. 


of expenditure : 
: For the force in commission and its dependencies, as be- 


| fore stated........... fee eer cenec eee - $3,850,000 
| The average appropriation for navy-yards 


i| ‘Total for the Navy proper........ Leese $6,600,000 
| For the marine COrps...ccesececceecusesscvee 400,000 : 
$ -87,000,000 


“To determine the annual amount which it may be `` 
necessary to appropriate to prepare the vessels and reserve || 
frames and other materials which have been proposed, | 


Believing that reference to the ability of the Treas- | i k : 
0 . propriety of those establishments at present. 


ry for i| “ By tbe adoption of this gross sum for the Navy and its 
‘nited !: dependencies, and the other items as proposed, $1,300,000 


would be annualiy applied to inereasing the number of our 
vessels and the purchase of materials, and, with this an- 
nual expenditure, the deficiency of $17,760,000 would not 
be supplied sooner than between thirteen and fourteen 
years, or at about the year eighteen hundred and fifty. The 
board consider this as the most remote period at which the 
proposed force ought to be ready, and are of opinion it 
might be prepared much sooner, should Congress deein it 
necessary or advisable to make larger appropriations than 
have been suggested.’? , 

Mr. B. invited the particular attention of those 
who supported the distribution bill to these state- 
ments. The naval branch of the expenditures, 
including the marines, is limited to $7,000,000 for 
about fifteen years, under the assumption that the 
Treasury cannot spare a larger sum; but the 
board does not wish to be confined to that limit; 
they do not wish to postpone the completion of 
the naval defenses until the year 1850; they wish 
to complete them much sooner; and aver their 
ability to do so_if Congress will increase the ap- 
propriations. Here, then, is a direct application 
for larger OARS aloe dere and a direct averment 
that they can be beneficially used. Let these in- 


creased appropriations, then, be granted before 


any more distress is indulged in at the inexhausti- 
ble surpluses in the Treasury, and before any more 


, lamentations are lavished upon the impossibility 


of getting rid of the surplus in any other manner 
except by distribution. He (Mr. B.) did not be- 
long to the Navy, Committee, and could not have 
any voice in directing its movements, but he had 
no doubt but that that committee would immedi- 
ately have an interview with the officers of the 
Navy Board—would ascertain in what particulars 
the appropriations could be increased, and imme- 
` diately propose additional sums to the fullamount 
| of the largest beneficial expenditure that could be 
made. By this means our naval-defenses, instead 
of being postponed for completion until the year 
1850, may be-completed in eight or ten years, the 
Treasury relieved of its burdan in an easy, nat- 
ural, constitutional, beneficial, and meritorious 
way, and all pretext for the distribution bill scat- 
tered to the winds. 

Mr. B. did-not find precise data in the report 
for calculating the totality of the expenditures 
which the completion of the naval branch of de- 
fense would require. For want of a civil engi- 
neer, provision for whose appointment is strongly 
recommended by the board, they could give but 
general opinions in some cases where detailed 
estimates were desirable; but taking the data 


‘ furnished for the annual appropriations under the 
four heads of increase of the navy, repairs, ord- 


nance, and navy-yards, and assuming these an- 


“nual appropriations to continue until the year 1850, 


and the aggregate would be about $40,000,000. 


This (said Mr. B.) is certainly something. It 
' will certainly cut deep into the surplus, notwith- 


standing the confident opinions, reiterated on this 
floor, that all the defenses put together, both 
military and naval, would not require enough 
even to touch that mass of inexhaustible treasure ! 


But he (Mr. B.) was not certain that he could 
limit himself to the estimate of the naval board; 
he did not know but that a larger sum might be 
wanted for navy-yards. Their estimate might 


‘| be limited to those yards now authorized by law, 
' and in his opinion others ought to be-established. 


of Charleston, Pensacola, and the re- 
Naval Board of 1821, in 
but did not discuss gi 


more suitable occasion should occur; and when 


He spoke 
port of the Military and 
favor of Burwell’s bay; 


t e pperation of such annual appropriations may be i 
seen by the following recapitulation of the proposed heads | i 
j prap ~ |; port of the Navy Board, and had no doubt it 


: it did, a more enlarged view than a mere military 


i| eye could take might include considerations by 


a legislator which could not be taken by an en- 
| gineer. l f 
Mr. B. expressed great satisfaction at the re- 


| would receive every consideration from the N ee 
Committee, to which it was referred. He wou 


‘| barely sa : 
| to bas nee ‘board act up to the exigency of ne 
‘| occasion, and boldly propose what the honor, the 


in general terms, that he was rejoiced 


| interest,and the growing greatness of the oo 
require to be granted. Fifteen ships of the line, 


i twenty-five frigates, twenty-five sloops of war, 
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twenty-five steamers, and twenty-five smaller 


yessels—in all one hundred and fifteen vessels 
either in commission, or réady to be launched— 
would constitute a force of such respectability as 
would give protection to our commerce in every 
sea, honor to our flag all over the world, and de- 
fense at home when the approach of danger re- 
quired its arm. He hoped the force proposed 
would be granted; thatthe surplus revenue would 
be taken for that purpose instead of distribution; 
and thatthe rank of admiral should he established. 

Mr. B. took up the military branch of the 
national defense, and commenced with the report 
of Colonel Bomford of the ordnance. Looking 
to the results as stated by him, and it was seen 
that a sum of $30,000,000, in round numbers, 
would be wanted for this branch of the service, 
and that the annual appropriations might be 
double as large, and in some instances four times 
as large, as heretofore. This sum of $30,000,000 
embraced seven different heads—armories, arse- 
nals, field artillery, cannon and munitions. for 
fortifications, small arms, ammunition, and a na- 
tional foundery. The amounts were thus distrib- 
uted: ` 
Two national armories...........++ $1,050,000 
Fourteen arsenals...........e.e002. 1,746,000 
Nine hundred and twenty-six pieces 

of field artillery,with carriages, &c.,. 576,175 
Ordnance and ordnance stores and 

ammunition for fortifications...... 17,840,249 


Small arms and accouterments...... 8,243,113 | 


Ammunition for field service........ 
A national foundery.......e 


$29,955,537 


To the amounts stated under some of these 
heads (Mr. B. said) the Secretary of War dis- 
sented, and supposed that a sum much less would 
be sufficient. The dissent particularly applied to 
the number of small arms and accouterments, and 
to the quantity of ordnance and ammunition for 
forts. Kaeatine that there may be some diminu- 
tion on each of these heads, the balance would 
still be sufficient for all the purposes of the argu- 
ment he was now making; the remainder would 
atill be sufficient to show that there would be no 
money to be spared for distribution, and that the 
public defenses require every surplus dollar that 
we have got. Toa specific question addressed 
to Colonel Bomford, the head of the Ordnance 


Department, he answers in writing, that for the ; 


several objects of armories, arsenals, field artil- 
lery, ordnance and amunition for fortifications, 


small arms and accouterments, ammunition for | 


field service, and a national foundery, the sum of 
$2,000,000, over and above the usual appropria- 
tion of about $1,000,000, can be annually and 
beneficially expended until the object is accom- 
plished. This would make $3,000,000 annually 
for the ordnance department, and would require 
ten years to expen 
tribution bill has but five years to run, and no 
diminution in the ordnance estimates can bring 
them down to $15,000,000, or even near it. The 
ordnance will, then, require $3,000,000 a year for 


a greater number of years than the distribution | 


bill is to continue; so that, during that whole 


time, the ordnance department must be stinted |, 


of money and languish for want of employment, 


if this distribution bill takes effect. The engineer | 
department is explicit in the statement that it can | 


beneficially expend $6,000,000, at least, annually, 
upon the construction of the fortifications; and 


the ah Board is equally explicit that it can 
beneficia ly employ many millions annually in 
the completion of the naval defenses. ere, 


then, is an extraordinary demand of twelve or | 
fourteen millions per annum for the defenses of | 


the country; and it is certain that this demand 
would continue for a longer period than the five 
years which the distribution bill is proposed to 
run, 

Mr. B. would then look into the objects of ex- 
penditure belonging to the ordnance department, 
and see how far it was proper to postpone and 
set aside these objects, for the purpose of seizing 
upon the contents of the Treasury, and making 
a general distribution of them among the States. 

The first object was that of national armories. 
At present there were two of these establish- 


$30,000,000; now, the dis- | 


other at Springfield, Massachusetts. Both were 


north of a middle point between Florida and 


ordnance from these two armories to all other 
parts of the Union was a serious item in their 
expense, and besides that item, the harmony of 
the Union and the spirit of our Government, 
which required a distribution of benefits as well 
as of burdens, would enforce the policy of dis- 


in the Atlantic States, and both would fall to the | security.” 


tributing the expenditures of the Government . 


wherever it can be done without injury to the 
public service. The West has long petitioned 
for an armory; the South would be benefited by 
one also; and the colonel of ordnance has re- 


commended both. He has also recommended an ` 


arsenal in each State in which there is not now 
one; and he has recommended depots for arms 
and munitions of war,in addition to the arsenals, 
in some of the exposed or peculiarly situated 
States. He has also recommended an ample 
fabrication of arms for,the militia of the States, 
with field artillery and swords and pistols. All 
these recommendations are of the highest mo- 
ment; and the whole of them accord with that 
principle, and tend to give effect to that policy 
which looks to an armed population for the prin- 
' cipal defense of their country and their liberties. 
| “The second branch of the military defense 
which Mr. B. took up was that from the en- 
gineer department, embracing the fortifications. 
He showed that the sum of $31,560,000 was 
estimated by the engineer department for com- 
pleting the system of fortifications planned and re- 
ported by the Military and Naval Board, in their 
reports of 1821‘and 1826. This was the sum, he 


ments—one at Harper’s Ferry, in Virginia, the i mend; and after all the necessary facts and consideratio; 


: are presented, the Government should proceed to place 


Maine. The expense of transporting arms and ‘| 


this commercial metropolis of the country in a state of 


As an illustration of his ideas on the policy of 
fortifying roadsteads or anchorages to prevent an 
enemy from occupying them, the Secretary men- 
tions Mount Desert Island, in the State of Maine, 
and thus expresses himself: 


“It will be perceived, also, that it is proposed to fortif, 
Mount Desert Island, on the coast of Maine, and that tho 


; expense is estimated at $509,000, and the number of the 


garrison competent to maintain it, at one thousand men. 
This proposition is founded, not on the value of this harbor 
to us, for it possesses little, and is, in effect, unoccupied, 
but on account of its importance to the enemy. Were 
there no other secure position they could occupy in that 
quarter, and which could not be defended, I should think 
the views submitted upon this branch of the subject enti- 
tled to great weight. But there are many indentations 
upon this coast, affording safe anchorage, and which are 
either not capable of being defended, or, from their great 
number, would involve an enormous expense, which no 
sound views of the subject could justify. An enemy, there- 
fore, cannot be deprived of the means of stationing himself 
upon this coast. And before this expenditure at Mount 
Desert Island is encountered, it ought to be clearly ascer- 
tained that the difference, in its practical advantages to an 
enemy, between the occupation of Mount Desert Island 


, and that of some of the other roadsteads in this quarter 


incapable of defense, would be sufficiently great to war- 
rant this measure. My present impression is that it would 


' not. 


« And on the subject of roadsteads, generally, with a few 
exceptions, depending on their loca! positions, I am in- 
clined to the opinion that any attempt to fortify them would 
be injudicious. I do not speak of harbors and inlets which 
are occupied by cities and towns, but of mere anchorage 
grounds, deriving their value from the shelter they afford. 
If all could be defended, and an enemy excluded from 
them, the advantages would justify any reasonable expend- 
iture. But this is impracticable; and I doubt whether the 


| circumstances in which most of them differ, give such 


said, which would yet be required for completing |: 


the system then planned; but the present Secre- 
tary of War, Governor Cass, in the report just 
made, dissents from that plan in some particulars, 
and recommends the organization of a board of 
‘ officers further to examine into the subject of 
| fortifications; and President Jackson, in his mes- 
sage covering the Secretary’s report, expressly 
'! concurs with him in the particulars in which the 


| Secretary dissents from the system heretofore | 


recommended by the board and engineer de- 
partment. 
! The points of dissent (Mr. B. said) were 
: principally to the magnitude of some of the 
large fortifications, and to the erection of forts at 
roadsteads and anchorages, which did not cover 
L! towns or inlets. 
Asan exemplification of his ideas, the Secretary 
mentions Fortress Monroe, at Old Point Com- 
' fort, which covers sixty-three acres of ground, 
and would require an armament of four hundred 
i and twelve pieces of cannon, and which is already 
built. At page 12 of hisreport, the Secretary gave 
| bis reasons fully and distinctly for objecting to the 
| magnitude of this work, and which he (Mr. B.) 


‘zen to read. The Secretary also objects to the 
magnitude of a fort projected at Newport, Rhode 
| Island, and which might cover twenty acres, 
` and gives his reasons at page 14. 
l| Mr. B. considered his own opinions of very 
| little moment, but thought his position might 
‘make it proper to declare it; he was, therefore, 
l' free to say that he concurred with the Secretary 
in his objections to forts of this magnitude. The 
plan for the works at New York were in part 
|: questioned by the Secretary, and areéxamination 
i| by a board of officers was recommended. The 
plan of defense from the engineer department 
recommends three classes of works for the secu- 
rity of that greatemporium: 1. Anexterior class 
for the protection of the harbor; 2. An interior 
harbor to shut up Raritan bay; 3. Another to 
prevent a hostile fleet from approaching the city 
through the Sound. Of the first class, the Sec- 
retary says: “< Its importance cannot be doubted,”’ 
(p. 13 of the report,) and recommends a reéx- 
amination of the other two classes, and looks 
to steam batteries in aid of forts for important 
effects. His words are: 


« The situation of New York affords a fine theater for 
the operation of floating batteries ; aud whether a sufficient 
number of them would secure it from the designs of an 
enemy better than the full completion of the extensive sys- 
tem of permanent fortifications recommended, is a question 
deserving investigation. Such an investigation I .reeom- 


| 


would recommend every Senator and every citi- | 


marked superiority to those we can defend over those we 
cannot, as tolead to any attempt to fortify them, in the first 
instance, and to maintain garrisons in them during a war. 
“I have adverted to these particular cases, in order to 
present my views more distinctly than I could do by mere 
general observations; certainly, not from the remotest 
design of criticising the reports and the labors of the able 
professional men to whom the subject has been referred, 
nor of pursuing the investigation into any further detail. 
“J consider the duty of the Government to afford ade- 
quate protection to the sea-const a subject of paramount 
obligation; and I believe we are called upon by every con- 


‘ sideration of policy to push the necessary arrangements 


| 


as rapidìy as the circumstances of the country and the 
proper execution of the work will allow. I think every 
town, large enough to tempt the cupidity of an enemy, 
should be defended by works fixed or floating, suited to its 
local position, and sufficiently extensive to resist such at- 
tempts as would probably be made against it. There will, 
of course, after laying down such a general rule, be much 
latitude of discretion in its application. Upon this branch 
of the subject, I would give to the opinion of the engineer 
officers great and almost controlling weight, after the proper 
limitations are established. These relate, principally, to 
the magnitude of the works; and if I am correct in the 
views I have taken of this branch of the subject, a change 


| in the system proposed is necessary.” 


Having shown the points at which he dissented 
from the plan of fortifications heretofore poets 
ed, the Secretary is equally explicit in showing 
wherein he approves of it. At page 21, he says: 

I think all the defensive works now in the process of 
construction should be finished, agreeably to the plans upon 
which they have been projected. 

“ All the harbors and inlets upon the coast, where there 


i are cities or towns whose situation and importance create 


just apprehension of attack, and particularly where we 
have public naval establishments, should be defended by 
works proportioned to any exigency that may probably 
arise.” 


On the subject of steam batteries, inaid of for- 
tifications, the Secretary concurs with the board 
of 1821 and 1826, and with the engineer depart- 
ment, and recommends (p. 23) that— 

«c Provision should be made for the necessary experiments 
to test the superiority of the various plans that may be 
offered for the construction and use of steam-batteries ; I 
mean batteries to be employed as accessories in the defense 
of the harbors and inlets, and in aid of the permanent for- 
tifications.’? 

The Secretary urgently recommends the re- 
organization of a board of officers to examine the 
subject of the proposed fortifications generally, 
and the vigorous prosecution of the works re- 
solved on, with an appropriation at once for the 
whole amount of the fort, to be drawn out an- 
nually, as needed, and in sums fixed by law. 
Here are his recommendations: 

«I think that, when the plan of a work bas been ap- 
proved by Congress, and its construction authorized, the 
whole appropriation should be made at once, to be drawn 
from the ‘Treasury in annual installments, to be fixed by the 
law. This mode of appropriation would remedy much of 
the inconvenience which has been felt for years in this 
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branch of the public service. The uncertainty respecting 
the appropriations ann i p 
Belay iiei biennially takes place in the passage of the 
necessary law reduces the alternate season of operations 
to a comparatively short period. An exact inquiry into the 
effect which the present system of making the appropria- 
tions has had upon the expense of the works, would prob- 
ably exhibit an amount far greater than is generally antici- 
pated.” 

The increase of the corps of engineers, for 
which the Senate has twice passed a bill, is also 
strongly recommended by him. He says: 


«The corps of engineers should be increased. The reu- 
sons for this measure have been heretofore submitted, and 
the proposition has been recommended by youto Congress. 
] will merely add, upon the present occasion, that the 
officers of this corps are not sufficiently numerous for the 
performance of the duties committed to them; and that if 
an augmentation does not take place, the public interest 
wiil suffer in a degree far beyond the value of any pecu- 
niary consideration connected with this increase.” 

With respect to the two bills now depending 
for fortifications, he is explicit in recommending 
the speedy passage of the one which contains 
appropriations for completing works now in pro- 
gress, and for passing the other with the excep- 
tion of seven forts which he names, and proposes 
to be deferred until a further examination can be 
made of their sites and plans. These are his 
words: 

“There are two bills for fortifications now pending 
before Congress. One before the House, amounting to 
2,180,000, and intended to prosecute works already actu- 
ally commenced. The estimates for this bill may therefore 
be considered necessary in themselves, under any view of 
the general subject, and not unreasonable in amount for the 
present year, because they include the operations of two 
years. The incidental expenses, however, may be safely 


reduced one half, as it will not be necessary to make such `! 
extensive repairs as were considered requisite when the || 


estimates were prepared. 

“The bill pending before the Senate contains appropri- 
ations for nineteen new works, and for the sum of $600,000, 
to be expended for steam batteries. The estimates on 
which this bill was founded were prepared at a time when 
prudence required that arrangements should be made for a 
different state of things from that which now exists. An 
examination of the general system of defense was not then 
expedient; and the means ot protecting the most exposed 
points, agreeably to information previously collected, were 
asked of Congress. It was no time then to stop, and, in- 
stead of prosecuting established plans vigorously, to lose 
the period of action by surveys, and examinations, and 
discussions. But the opportunity is now afforded, without 
danger to the public interest, of applying the principles 
suggested to the works under consideration. 

“ft cannot be doubted but that fortifications at the follow- 
ing places enumerated in this bill will be necessary: 

t“ At Penobscot bay, for the protection of Bangor, &c.; at 
Kennebec river; at Portland; at Portsmouth, at Salem ; 
at New Bedford; at New London; upon Staten Island; 
at Sollers’ Flats ; a redoubton Federal Point; for the Bar- 
ancas; for Fort St. Philip. 


“ These proposed works all command the approach to | 


places sufficiently important to justiiy their construction 
under any circumstances that will probably exist. I think, 
therefore, that the public interest would be promoted by 
the passage of the necessary appropriations for them. As 


soon as these are made, such of these positions as may ap- | 
pear to require it can be examined, and the form and ex- ; 


tent of the works adapted to existing circumstances, if any 
change be desirable. The construction of those not needing 
examination can commence immediately, and that of the 
others as soon as the plans are determined upon. 


tions.”? 


The western and northwestern frontier has re- : 


ceived the particular attention of the Secretary, 


both in the present report and in one previously ; 


made, recommending an increase of the Army and 
the addition of rifle and light infantry troops. 
That frontier requires great attention. 


numerous tribes of Indians. It extends from the 
Gulf of Mexico to the Wisconsin, and to the 
outlet of Lake Superior. The Indians upon it, 
or in striking distance of it, including those in- 
tended to be removed by the Government as well 
as those actually removed, amount to two hun- 
dred and fifty thousand souls, which, at the usual 
proportion of men bearing arms in Indian tribes, 
one to five, would give about fifty thousand war- 
riors. To the incursions of all this mass of In- 


dians, the western and northwestern fronticr is, | 


so far as the Federal Government is concerned, 
almost entirely open and defenseless. The few 
troops in that quarter, too few at any time, have 
been called to the Texas frontier, and the people 
for the present are Icft upon their own resources. 
Governor Cass has proposed an adequate, appro- 
priate, and permanent defense for this extended 
and important frontier. He says: 


‘¢T had the honor, in a communication to the ehairman 
of the Committee on Military Affairs of the Senate, dated 


ually deranges the business, and the | 


By this | 
proceeding, therefore, a season may be saved in the opera- | 


2. Itis one | 
of extreme length, and open to the incursion of | 


February 19, 1836, a copy of which was sent to the chair- 


| 


i 
'| Representatives, to suggest the mode best adapied, in my 
| opinion, to secure our frontier against the depredations of 
i the Indians. The basis of the plan was the establishment 
i of a road from some point upon the Upper Mississippi to 
: Red river, passing west of Missouri and Arkansas, and the 
construction of posts in proper situations along ìt. F think 
the ordinary mode of construction ought not to be departed 
from. Stoekaded forts, with log bloek-houses, have been 
found fully sufficient for all the purposes of defense against 
Indians. They may be built speedily, with little expense ; 
and, when necessary, by the labor of the troops. Our In- 
dian boundary has heretofore been a receding, nota station- 
ary one, and much of it is yet of this character. And even 
where we have planted the Indians who have been removed, 
and guarantied their permanent occupation of the posses- 
sions assigned to them, we may find it neccssary, in the 
; redemption of the pledge we have given to protect them, to 
; establish posts upon their exterior boundary, and thus pre- 
! vent collisions between them and the ruder indigenous tribes 
' of that region. I think, therefore, that no works of a more 
: | permanent character than these should be constructed upon 
! our Indian frontier. A cordon established at proper dis- 
| tances upon such a road, with the requisite means of oper- 
ation deposited in the posts, and with competent garrisons 
| to occupy them, would probably afford greater security to 
i the advanced settlements than any other measures in orr 
. power. The dragoons should be kept in motion along it 
during the open season of the year, when Indian dis- 
. turbanees are most to be apprehended, and their presence 
i and facility of movement would tend powerfnlly to restrain 
, the predatory disposition of the Indians ; and if any sudden 
i; impulse should operate or drive them into hostilities, the 
i’ means of assembling a strong force, with all necessary sup- 
‘| plies, would be at hand. And as circumstances permit, the 


sts i 
fine of operations, should be abandoned, and the garrisons 
transferred to it.” 

Mr. B. said that the reports from which he had 
read, taken together, presented a complete system 
of preparation for the national defense; every arm 
i ail branch of defense were to be provided for; 
l! an increase of the Navy, including steamships; 
| appropriate fortifications, including steam bat- 

| teries; armories, founderies, arsenals, with ample 
| supplies of arms and munitions of war; an in- 
crease of troops for the West and Northwest; a 
| line of posts and a military road from the Red 
‘ river to the Wisconsin, in the rear of the settle- 
ments, and mounted dragoons to scour the coun- 
| try; everything was considered; all was reduced 
‘to system, and a general, adequate, and appro- 


| 


man of the Committee on Military Affairs of the ILouse of |! 


Here, then, is an immense commerce collected 
into one channel, compressed into one line, and 
passing, as it were, through one gate, This 
gives to Key West and the Dry Tortugas an im- 
portance hardly possessed by any point on the 
globe; for besides commanding the commerce of 
the entire West, it will also command that of 
Mexica, of the West Indies, of the Carribean 
sea, and of South America down to the middle 
of that continent at its most eastern projection, 
Cape Roque. To understand the cause of all 
this, (Mr. R said,) it was necessary to look to 
the trade winds, which, blowing across the At- 
lantic between the tropics, strike the South Amer- 
ican continent at Cape Roque, follow the retreat- 
ing coast of that continent up to the Carribean 
sea, and to the Gulf of Mexico, creating the Gulf 
stream as they go, and by the combined effect of 
a current in the air and in the water, sweeping 
all vessels from this side of Cape Roque into its 
stream, carrying them róund west of Cuba and 
bringing them out between Key West and the 
Havana. These two positions, then, constitute 
the gate through which everything’ must pass 


' that comes from the valley of the Mississippi, 


n the Indian country, now in the rear of this proposed | 


from Mexico, and from South America as low 
down as Cape Roque. As the masters of the 
Mississippi we should be able to predominate in 
the Gulf of Mexico, and to do`so we must have 
ets establishments at Key West and Pensacola. 

uch establishments are now proposed; and every 
citizen of the West should look upon them as 
the guardians of his own immediate interests, the 


‘indispensable safeguard to his own commerce, 


' priate plan of national defense was presented, ' 


| sufficient toabsorb all the surplus revenue, and 
wanting nothing but the vote of Congress to 
| carry it into effect. In this great system of na- 
'| tional defense, the whole Union was equally in- 
| terested; for the country, in all that concerned 
its defenses, was but a unit, and every section 
was interested in the defense of every other 
| section, and every individual citizen was inter- 
ested in the defense of the whole population. It 
was in vain to say that the Navy was on the sea, 
and the fortifications on the sca-board, and that 
the citizens in the interior States, or in the valley 
of the Mississippi, had no interest in these re- 
mote defenses. Such an idea was mistaken and 
delusive. The inhabitant of Missouri and of 
Indiana had a direct interest in keeping open the 
mouths of the rivers, defending the sea-port 
towns, and preserving a naval force that would 
protect the produce of his labor in crossing the 
ocean, and arriving safely in foreign markets. 


li 
1 


i 
ji 


| ern States, as if those States were down at the 
mouth of that river. So of all the forts on the 
Gulf of Mexico. Five forts are completed in 


security to western Commerce in passing through 
the Gulf of Mexico. Much had been done for 
that frontier, but more remained to be done; and 
among the great. works contemplated in that 
quarter were. large establishments at Pensacola, 
Key West, or the Dry Tortugas. Large mili- 
tary and naval stations were contemplated at 
these points; and noexpenditure or preparations 
could exceed in amount the magnitude of the in- 
terests to be protected. On the Atlantic board 


commerce of the valley of the Mississippi, all 
that of the Alabama, of western Florida and 
some part of Georgia, passes through a single 
outlet, and reaches the ocean by passing between 


| Key West and Cuba. 


All the forts at the mouth of the Mississippi | 
į were just as much for the benefit of the. west- . 


the delta of the Mississippi; two are completed | 
on the Florida or Alabama coast; and seven or ` 
eight more are projected; all calculated to give ` 
_ we cannot get passed ; fo 


| ida; in the west, on the contrary, the whole :: 
| ‘| Navy 
` lions; an 

, tribution bill has five years 


and to him the highest, most sacred, and most 
beneficial object to which surplus revenue could 
be applied. The Gulf of Mexico should be con- 
sidered as theestuary of the Mississippi. A naval 
and military supremacy should be established in 
that Gulf, cost what it might; for without that 
supremacy the commerce of the entire West 
would lie at the mercy of the fleets and priva- 
teers of inimical powers. 

Mr. B. returned to the immediate object of his 
remarks—to the object of showing that the de- 
fenses of the country would absorb every surplus 
dollar that would ever be found in the Treasur 
He reeapitulated the aggregates of those heads 
of expenditure; for the Navy, about forty millions 
of dollars, embracing the increase of the Navy, 
navy-yards, ordnance, and repairs of vessels for 
aseries of years; for fortifications, ubout thirty 
millions, reported by the engineer department, 
and which. sum, after reducing the size of some 
of the largest class of forts, not yet commenced, 
would still be large enough, with the sum reported 
by the Ordnance Department, amounting to near 
thirty millions, to make a totality not much less 
than one-hundred millions, and far more than 
sufficient to swallow up all the surpluses which 


‘ will ever be found to exist in the Treasury. 


‘ Even after deducting much from these estimates, 
‘the remainder will still go beyond any surplus 


that will actually be found. Every person knows 


that the present year is no criterion for estimat- 


ing the revenue; excess of paper issues hasinflated 


all business, and led to excess in all branches of 
the revenue; next year it will be down, and 


:; soon fall as much below the usual level as it now 


| 


the commerce of the States found its way to the | 
ocean through many outlets from Maine to Flor- ` 


Fi 


p 
} 


i 


is above it. More than that; what is now called 
a surplus in the Treasury is no surplus, but a 
mere accumulation for want of passing the appro- 
riation bills. The whole of it is pledged to the 
bills which are piled upon our tables, and which 
r the Opposition is strong 
enough to arrest the appropriations—to dam up 
the money in the Treasury, and then call that a 
surplus which would now be in a course of ex- 
penditure, if the necessary appropriation bills 
could be passed. i 
The public defenses will require near one hun- 
dred millions of dollars; the annual amount re- 
quired for these defenses alone amount to thirteen 
or fourteen millions. The engineer department 
answers explicitly that it can beneficially expend 
six millions of dollars annually ; the ordnance that 
it can beneficially expend three millions; the 
that it can beneficially expend several mil- 
d all this for a series of years. This dis- 
to run, and in that 
time, if the money is applied to defense instead 
of distribution, the great work of national defense 
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will be so far completed as to place the United 
States in a condition to cause her rights and her 
interests, her flag and hersoil, to be honored and 
respected by the whole world. 

Mr. B. would not pursue the financial view of 
this subject any further. He left it to gentlemen 
of the Finance Committee to render that service 
to their country. For himself, he had only ex- 
amined the effect of the bill upon the public de- 
fenses, and had shown them to be completel 
antagonistical and wholly incompatible with cack 
other. The public defenses must be given up if 
the distribution scheme takes effect; there will 
not be money for five years to come for both ob- 
jects; all this was now established upon authentic 
daia drawn from the reports of the Navy and 
War Departments. This was sufficient for his 
argument, but not sufficient to show the whole 
mischief of the operation of the distribution bill. 
It was a tariff bill in disguise. It was a high 
tariff measure, and supported by all the friends 
of the high tariff. It was to continue in force till 
1841, when the amount of revenue receivable from 
imports would fall far below the expenses of the 
Government, and when an increase of duties, and 
the reëstablishment of the high tariff, would be 
the only resort for supplying the deficiency oc- 
casioned by the fatal policy of distribution—a 
policy which once begun, can never be relin- 
quished. ; 


ABOLITION OF SLAVERY. 


SPEECH OF HON. HUGH L. WHITE, 
OF TENNESSEE, 
Iw Senate, March 2, 1836. 


The Petition of the Society of Friends, of Lan- ' 


caster county, Pennsylvania, for the abolition of 
Slavery in the District of Columbia, was taken 
up as the special order. , 

Mr. WHITE said: - 

Mr. Presiwent: I address you under the sol- 
emn conviction that if this Government is to 
continue to accomplish the. great purposes for 


which it was established, it can only be by ad- | 


ministering it in the same spirit in which it was 
created. 

When the Constitution was framed, the great 
and leading interests of the whole country were 
considered, and, in the spirit of liberality and 
compromise, were adjusted and settled. They 
.were settled upon principles that ought to remain 
undisturbed so long as the Constitution lasts, 


which I hope will be forever; foralthough liberty `: 


may be preferable to the Union, yet I think the 
Union is indispensable to the security of liberty. 
At the formation of the Constitution, slavery ex- 


isted in many of the States; it was one of the | 


prominent interests that was then settled; it, in 
all its domestic bearings, was left exclusively to 
the respective States to do with as they might 
think best, without any interference on the part 
of the Federal Government. This, it is admitted 
by every gentleman who has addressed you; is 
now the case in every slaveholding State; there- 
fore, it is only urged that Congress has the power 


to abolish slavery in the District of Columbia. | 


It should never be forgotten that, when the Con- 
‘stitution was formed and adopted, what is now 
the District of Columbia was then comprehended 
within two of the slaveholding States, Maryland 
and Virginia. 

Suppose, when all the details of the Constitu- 
tion had been adjusted, it had been foreseen that 
the District of Columbia would be formed out of 
a tract of country ceded by those States, and 
situated in the center between them, it had been 
asked of the members of the Convention, what 
do you intend as to the District? You have 
placed the question of slavery in the States 
entirely under their control within their respec- 
tive limits—do you intend that Congress shall 
have the power to abolish slavery in the District? 
Would not every man have answered in the neg- 
ative? 

It has been said that when petitions to abolish 
slavery are presented to either House of Con- 
gress, those who demand the question whether 
they shall be received, and thus produce discus- 
sion, are agitators, and produce excitement on 
this delicate subject. To me it seems this is 


| eustances of the country, and the situation in 
! which we are all placed. 

|: There are twenty-four States, several Territo- 
i- ries, and this District. Thirteen of these States 
have no slaves, the other eleven have slaves; in 
fact, their slaves constitute a large item of all the 
property they own. 
so happened that many newspapers, pamphlets, 
and pictorial representations made their appear- 
ance, and were, through the mail, and by other 
means, extensively circulated in the slaveholding 
States. By these means, a spirit of discémtent 
was created, which occasioned much excitement 
and disoffer in various places, and rendered it 
necessary, in a summary manner, to put to 
death several white persons and a number of 
slaves. In various quarters of the Union there 


were assemblages of people, who expressed | 
In the course | 


their opinions. with great freedom. 
of the fall and winter, many of the State Legis- 
latures have. been in session; they have been ad- 
dressed on this subject by their respective Gov- 
ernors. 


During the past year, it has | 


have expressed publicly their | 


They 
opinions; the President, in his message, has in- | 


` vited the attention of Congress to it; the Senate 
has referred that part of the message to a special 
committee, which has made a lengthy report, ac- 


docket, and must, in due course, be discussed, | 


. and either passed or rejected. Areal] these to be 
, called agitators, and charged with unnecessarily 
producing excitement? If not, how is it that 
members of Congress are to be thus charged 
when petitions are presented that we must in 
some mode dispose of? Each of us must suggest 
such mode as we think mest correct, and none 
can.justly be liable to any such charge. 
is any wrong, it is found in those who, in such 
a state of public feeling, will press their petitions 
i.uponus. The petitions are forwarded to mem- 
‘| bers who feel it their duty to present them; when 
|| presented, others think it their duty to demand 
|| the question wlicther they shall be received. Is 
| it true that on this delicate subject every officer 

of the Federal or State Government can express 
‘his opinion as to what it is best to do, and that 
a Senator dare not express his opinion without 
being liable to censure? I hope not. 

This is a delicate subject: would to God it had 
not been pressed upon us; but as it is placed here 
i by the petitioners, we must dispose of it. To 

enable us to do so, we must think upon it, and 
| we may tell each other what we think and our 
reasons for so thinking. It is not by speaking 
upon it we. will be likely to do mischief. Every 
thing depends upon the temper with which we ex- 
ress our opinions, and the sentiments we advance. 

y wish and aim is, if T can do no good, to do 
no harm; and if I believed, in what I propose to 
say, I would utter a sentiment from which mis- 


take my seat, and content myself with yea or nay 
| to every question proposed by others, leaving 
i every person at liberty to conjecture the reasons 
i for my votes: but entertaining no fear of that 
kind, Í must ask permission to state, as briefly as 
I can, some of the reasons for the course I shall 
! pursue. In doing this, I shall not address myself 
i to Senators coming from either the East or the 
: West, the. North or the South, in particular, but 
. to the Senate, the whole Senate, because, if it is 
desired, as I believe it is, that we should remain 
together as one people, secure, prosperous, happy, 
and contented, the whole. country, every section 
of it having a deep interest in this matter, this 
agitation and excitement must cease. 

What, then, ought we to do, as most likely to 
put an end to those angry feelings which now 
prevail? . 

In my opinion, we should refuse to receive 
these petitions. Itis a mere question of expedi- 
ency what disposition we shall make of them. 
All who have yet spoken admit that Congress has 
: no power whatever over slavery in the respective 
States. It is settled. Whether slavery is right or 
wrong, we have now no power to consider or dis- 
| cuss. Suppose, then, a petition were presented, 
to abolish slavery in the States, would we receive 
it? Assuredly we ought not, because it would be 
asking us to act upon a subject over which we 
have no power 


If there | 


chief would be produced, T would close my lips, - 


unfair. Let us for a'moment consider the cir- 


But these are petitions asking Congress to 
abolish slavery in this District. Have we the 
į power? I think not. I consider the argument of 
; the honorable Senator from Virginia,[Mr. Lercu,] 
i upon that point, conclusive. It has not been an- 
swered, and I do not believe itcan be. Slaves are 
. property in this District—Congress cannot take 
private property even for public use, without 
making just compensation to the owner. No 
fund is provided by the Constitution to pay for 
slaves which may be liberated, and the Constitu- 
tion never gives Congress the power to act upon 
any subject, without, at the same time, furnish- 
ing the means for its accomplishment. To libe- 
rate slaves is not taking them for public use. Itis 
declaring that neither individuals nor the public 
shall use them. I will not weaken the honorable 
member’s argument by going over it. 

This District was intended as the place where 
the great business of the nation should be trans- 
acted for the good of the whole. Congress, 
under the Constitution, is placed here to legislate 
upon those subjects enumerated and specified in 
the Constitution, that we might be able to protect 
ourselves, and the officers residing here, and be 
out of the reach of the laws of any State. It 
was never intended that we should have any 


‘ local legislation, except such as would meet the 
companied bya bill, which is now upon your |: 


wants and wishes of the people residing within 
the ten miles square. We should never permit 


: this place to be converted into a political work- 
‘shop, where plans would be devised or carried 
' into operation that would have the effect of de- 


| came. } 
| domestic servants with them; those from the 


i 


se hae the interest of any of the States. 
embers of Congress, executive and judicial 
officers, were to come from any and every section 
of the Union, from the slaveholding and the non- 
slaveholding States, and their property was to 
be as secure here, in this ten miles square, as it 
was in the States from which they respectivel 
They would bring their habits and their 


non-slaveholding States their hired servants, and 
those from the slaveholding States their slaves. 
And who can believe it was intended to vest the 
power in Congress to liberate them if brought 
within the District. 

Again: The right of property in slaves in the 
States is sacred, and beyond the power of Con- 
gress to interfere with in any respect; yet, if it 
be conceded that we have the power to liberate 
them in the District, we can as effectually ruin 
the owners as if we had the power to liberate 
slaves inthe States. By abolishing slavery here, 
we not only make a place of refuge for runaways, 
but we produce a spirit of discontent and rebel- 
lion in the minds of slaves in the neighboring 
States, which will soon spread over all, and which 
cannot fail to compel owners to destroy their own 
slaves to preserve their own lives and those of 
their wives and children. I beseech gentlemen 
to look at this matter as itis. Take, for illus- 
tration, the case of a small planter in Mississippi, 
living on his own land, with thirty slaves to cul- 
tivate it. Suddenly it is discovered that one half 
of them are concerned in a plot to destroy the 


| lives of their master, his family, and neighbors, 


with a view to produce their freedom, and imme- 
diately, with or without law, they are tucked up 
and hanged. The man is thus deprived of his 
property without any chance for an indemnity, 
besides the disquiet and anxiety of mind occa- 
sioned by a loss of confidence in his remaining 
slaves. te cannot have been intended that Con- 
gress, by acting on this subject, should have a 
power thus to occasion a destruction of slave 
rty. 
a b. me it seems that we ought to treat these 
petitions precisely as we would do if they prayed 
us to abolish slavery in one of the States. We 
have no more power to abolish it here than we 
have there. I think, in either case, we ought to 
refuse to receive them. I hold, that if the peti- 
tioners ask us to do that which we have no power 
to do, or to do that which will be productive of 
a great and lasting mischief, we not only have 
the right, but that it is our duty, to refuse to re- 
ceive them. 
“By the Constitution, no man can be held to an- 
swer for a criminal charge but by presentment or 
indictment. Suppose a petition presented here, 


alleging that some citizen in the District had been 
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guilty of a crime, and that he was so influential 
that he could not be reached by the ordinary forms 
of law in court, and therefore we are asked to 


pass a bill of attainder: ought we to receive the | 


petition? Suppose a petition to ask us to pass a 
law to prohibit any member of this body from 
making a speech against the prayer of the peti- 
tioners; would we receive it? Suppose a petition 
to be offered asking us to establish a particular 
religion in this District, or to prohibit any publi- 
cation in a newspaper on the subject of abolishing 
staverv, unless it was previously approved of by 
a committee: would we, ought we, to receive any 
euch petition? I think, most certainly, weought 
not. But suppose we have the power, is there 
any Senator who believes we ought to exercise it? 
Itrustnot. Those who urge the reception of this 
yetition, which is from the Society of Friends, 
fags spoken most highly of the petitioners and 
the class of citizens to which they belong. In all 
this I cheerfully concur. These particular per- 
sons are strangers to me. I doubt not the purity 
of their motives; the sect to which they belong is 


worthy of all the encomiums passed upon it. I` 


respect and esteem them most highly, and do not 
feel that in my composition there is a particle of 
unkindness towards them; but I think they would 
have us do that which we have no power to do, 
and if we had the power, by exercising it we 
should do infinite mischief. This these petitioners 
do not desire. They have discharged what they 
think is their duty by having their penon pre- 
sented; I only discharge mine when I say, consist- 


ently with what I feel to be my duty, I cannot | 


receive them. 

But it is further insisted that the right of peti- 
tion is a sacred one, that belongs to the nature 
of free government, and existed before the for- 
mation of our Constitution, and that instrument 
did not give the right to petition, but intended 
only to secure it. This is sound doctrine, and 
has my hearty assent. The people are sovereign; 
members are their agents or servants; they have 
aright to make known their grievances, real or 
imaginary. We can pass no law, we can make 
no rule to abridge or destroy that right. But 
what do gentlemen mean when they speak of the 
right of petition? Do they mean that, when the 
petition 1s- presented, we must receive it, and do 
that which is prayed for? No. Not one mem- 
ber contended for this ; so far from it, they say, 
that if the language of the petitioner is disrespect- 
Sul to the body, or to any member of it, we may 
and ought to refuse to receive it. ‘ 

How is this? I heg that we may reflect seri- 
ously upon this matter. We are about toestab- 
lish a doctrine to which I can never yield my 
assent. 
ployers? Is our dignity to be of a higher con- 
sideration than the property and lives of those 
who send us here? i 
charging disgraceful conduct on the Senate, or 
any of its members, we may not receive it; but if 
it contains matter which. is to destroy the slave 
property in this District, and in eleven States of 


this Union, and also to endanger the lives and : 


davellings of every citizen within their limits, we are 
bound to receive it. 
tained in the arguments. I deny that there is any 


such distinction to be found ina single feature of ! 


our political institutions. The truth is, we have 
the power, in both instances, to refuse to receive 
the petitions, but in exercising it, when we our- 
selves only are assailed, we ought always to act 
most liberally in receiving; but where the safety, 
the lives, and the property of our masters are con- 
cerned, we have no right to exercise the same 
liberality. : l 

With great deference for the opinions of others, 
I think the force of their whole argument rests 
ona plain mistake. They argue as if we neve, 
became acquainted with the contents of a petitionr 
or could consider and decide upon its merits until 
after it is received. This is most clearly not 
correct. What we have been doing for the last 
few weeks is full proof of it. These petitions 
have been publicly read; their merits and tend- 
ency, and our powers to abolish slavery have 
been long under discussion; has any man denied 
our right to do so? Not one; the only doubt 
suggested is, whether it was prudent to adopt 
this course? 


Are we to be exalted above our em- | 


If a petition contains matter ` 


This is the doctrine con- | 


| By the twenty-fourth rule, when a petition is 
|| presented, the member must briefly state its con- 
‘tents, and what the petitioners wish should be 
done. He then asks that the petition may be re- 
ceived, and specifies what he wishes to be done 
with itafter it is received. If no member objects, 
for the purpose of saving time, it is received and 
disposed of without formally propounding the 
question of reception; but if any member objects, 
he may call for the reading, and then urge his 
reasons why it should not be received. This rule 
establishes no new doctrine; it is founded in good 
sens®, is perfectly consistent with the right of 

etition, and is laid down as the correct practice 
yy Mr. Jefferson, in his Manual, at pege 140. 
What is the right of the petitioner? It consists 
in his having free permission to make known to 
Congress what he esteems a grievance, and to ask 
them to provide a remedy. When his petition 
is presented, the duty of Congress commences. 
That consists in the members making themselves 
acquainted with the contents of the petition, and 
granting its prayer, if it be just and consistent 
with the public interest, or in refusing to receive 
the petition, or making some other disposition 
of it, which, in their judgment, will more con- 
duce to the good of the community. When we 
refuse to receive a petition, we no more destroy or 
impair the right of petition, than we do when we 
receive the petition and lay it upon the table, or 
joa the prayer of it, or refer it to a committee, 
who reports that it is unreasonable, and ought 
not to be granted. In each of these cases, the 
complaint of the petitioner has been heard, con- 
| sidered, and decided on. In neither instance has 

he obtained a redress for what he supposed a 

grievance, but each leaves him cqually at liberty 

to renew his petition at any subsequent 

Four modes have been suggested by which to 
dispose of this and all others on the same sub- 
ject. 

, The first we have been considering, and is to 
refuse to receive it. 

The second is to receive them, lay them on the 
table, and there let them lie. 

The third is to receive them, and then instantly 
reject the prayer of the petitioners.. 

The fourth is to receive them, refer them to a 
committee, and let that committee make a report 
upon them. 

I prefer the first, because, when we refuse to 

' reccive the petitions, they are returned to those 
‘who. sent them, and it will most strongly dis- 
countenance all hope that Congress ever can, or 
ever ought to, pass any law upon the subject to 
which they refer. In each of the other three we 


eriod. ` 


fee] bound to receive petitions from citizens of 
Maine or Pennsylvania to emancipate slaves with- 
in their own State? Assuredly not. If that be 
so, is it not most reasonable, when we are called 
upon to pass an act confined exclusively to this 
District, that we should conduct towards the 
people here as if in this matter they were our 
constituents? Will it not be time enough to re- 
ceive petitions on this subject when they are pre- 


| sented on behalf of those upon whose property 


alone it is said the law would operate? 
Honorable Senators have told us there are two 
classes of Abolitionists, and that public opinion 
will soon put down the mischievous class, which is 
smallin numbers. Gentlemen, I doubt not, think 
as they say. All we know is, that our peace 
has been very much disturbed by them, whether 
few or many. Their newspapers, their pam- 
phlets, and pictorial representations have been 
plenty. They have come to us through the mail, 
and by other means, in great abundance; and, if 
we are to live together as one people, they must 
stop. It is vain to reason with people about the 
liberty of speech and of the press, when their 
lives are put at hazard. When the domestic cir- 


_ cle is invaded; when a man is afraid to eat his 


provisions, lest his cook has been prevailed on 
to mix poison with his food, or dare not go to 
sleep, lest the servants will cut the throats of 
himself, his wife, and children before he awakes, 
he will not endure it; and when he can lay hands 
upon those who prompt to such deeds of mis- 
chief, he will not wait for the ordinary forms of 
law to redress him. He takes the law into his 


, own hands, and everything which accustoms us 
: to violate the law is a serious evil ina country as 


free as ours, where the laws should govern. 

The honorable Senator from Mississippi has 
shown us something of the feelings of his State, 
which has suffered much. In mine, when we 
first heard of punishing persons in Mississippi 
without legal trial, we thought it all wrong, and 
some of our leading newspapers courteously 
found fault with it. Their columns were not long 
dry until one of these distributors. af Abolition 
pamphlets was found in our most populous and 
respectable city, and an assemblage of our most 
orderly and discreet citizens iaci ately tanarted 
for redress to the same summary process which 
had been used in our sister State. Public opinion 
may have done something on this subject. I 
know of only one attempt to establish a press 
for such publications in any slaveholding State. 


i The neighbors of the gentleman informed him 


retain the petitions, place them on our files, in . 


| for any member to move their reference to a 


committee: whereas, if returned to the petitioners, 

if they ever again make their appearance, it must 
' be by their being resent and represented. I think 

that plan is the most advisable, and will be most 

likely to calm the disturbance in the slave States, 

which will most strongly manifest to all, in ever 
i, quarter, that Congress will not interfere wit 

slavery as it exists in the States and in this Dis- 
i trict. 


pepreeine any opinion whatever. 


Ta influence on 


', Legislature for the local concerns of the District of 
|| Columbia. These petitions do not ask us to make 
ia general law, operating throughout the whole 
|i Union, but a law, the operations of which are to 
| be spent entirely upon property within the ten 
imiles square. Now, if we were in form, as well 
‘as in substance, a local Legislature when acting 
‘on this question, which gentlemen say is to affect 


| we be bound to receive these petitions? No 
‘more than we are bound to receive petitions 
i from France or Germany. Would gentlemen, if 
| sitting as members of the Legislature of Alabama, 


i| Slavery in the District, and nowhere else, would | 


the custody of our officer, and at any subsequent | 
session they are here, and it will be competent : 


that his press.would be productive of mischief, 
and he must not establish it in their town; he 
answered that he held ita high duty, which he 
could not dispense with, to proceed, and he would 
do so. They replied, if he did, they would con- 


‘sider it their duty to demolish his building, and 


sow his types, broadcast, in the streets. This 


_ manifestation of public opinion he respected. He 


knew that those with whom he had to deal would 
keep their word. He desisted, retired to a neigh- 
boring State, where, as I have understood, he is 


` now publishing his paper. 


sequence to us whether Abolitionists, i 
' States, are many or few; their publications are 
" numerous; they have already produced much mis- 
‘| chief, which, if persisted in, must 
`: quences to be forever regretted by us all. 
i myself, on the subject of the disposition we ma 

make of these peti 


I beg gentlemen to consider that itis of no con- 
in their 


end in conse- 
For 
itions, I can have.no other wis 

than that it may be such as will most tend to allay 
excitement, and restore that harmony which is s80 


essential to the common interest of our whole 
country. 


NORTH CAROLINA CONTESTED ELECTION. 


SPEECH OF HON. T. L. HAMER, 
OF OHIO, 
In THE House or REPRESENTATIVES, 
March 26, 1836, 

On the Contested Election from North Carolina, 
between David Newland and James Graham. 
Mr. HAMER addressed the House as follows: 
Mr. Speaker: A number of gentlemen in the 

course of this discussion have expressed their | 
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surprise at the sentiments which have been ad- | 


volved in this controversy. I must be permitted ` 
to express my surprise at the sentiments which 
those gentlemen have themselves maintained. 
We are gravely told that we are sitting in a judi- 
cial capacity, performing a solemn duty, and 
bound to decide according to right and justice. 
Why, we areall aware of that, sir. One gentle- 
man, however, informs us, that he does not con- 
sider himself qualified to decide this question. I 
believe Lam not misrepresenting the gentleman. 
I so understood him at the time, and I find it so 
reported in one of the morning papers. 

Mr. WISE rose to explain. hat he had said 
was this: he did not consider himself ‘fit’? to 
decide this question, nor did he consider the gen- 
tleman from Ohio’ fit’’ to decide it. 

Mr. HAMER said he had not then misunder- 
stood the gentleman; he understood him at the 
time to include all the members of the House as 
unfit to decide the question. A great deal had 
been said by that gentleman and others about 

arty influence upon a case like the present. It 
is thought that we cannot adjudge between the 
respective Claimants without being governed by 
this influence. It seemed from the opinions ex- 
pressed by some gentlemen that this party influ- 
ence, too, was allon one side. He would ask 
any gentleman to look over the yeas and nays 
taken in this case, or in the case of Moore and 
Letcher, or in any other case of a contested elec- 
tion in high party times, and he would then ap- 
peal to his candor to say whether party consid- 
erations influenced the dominant party alone. 
Sir, (said he,) if any one attempts to sustain that 
position, I apprehend he will find every import- 
ant fact upon record tobe décidedly against him. 
It would be sufficient to satisfy any one on this 
point to tarn to the votes given last week upon 
the proposition to fix Thursday for the discus- 
sion of this report of the Committee of Elections. 
If gentlemen would talk about party, they might : 
there see which political party it was that voted, | 
to a man, upon one side of a party line, and which 
one it was that crossed that line. He held that ` 
we ought not to be governed by party consider- 
ations in such cases; and in that sentiment we 
all seemed to agree. But, unfortunately, there 
were parties in this, as well as in every other free : 


country, who professed one thing ‘and practiced ‘| 


another. It did appear strange, however, that, 
after so much had 


1 een a casion to comment upon the importance of this |! by the single vote of one member, whose seat 
vanced by others, in reference to the points in- || case. In the views thus expressed he entirely 


concurred. But whilst its importance to the 


: twelfth congressional district of North Carolina, 


as well as to the whole country, had been con- 


i ceded on all hands, some gentlemen had contended 
‘that the individuals claiming the seat have no 


interest here. He dissented from this doctrine. 
They had a deep interest; one of minor im- 
portance, to be sure, to the interest which the 
people of the district have; but still a deep and 
abiding interest. Sir, (said he,) has not every 
member on this floor an interest in the seat he 
has here? Is it not one of the most honorable 
poritions that can be oecupied by mortal man? 
f not, why do gentlemen encounter so much 
trouble, anxiefy, abuse, and privation, to obtain 
the privilege to sit here and deliberate upon the 
welfare of our countrymen? Each one has a 
right to his seat, derived from the suffrages of 
his fellow-citizens; and each of these claimants 
has aninterest in this question, which he esti- 


‘mates in proportion to the actual value of the 


station which he claims, and his supposed chance | 


of success. We have a duty to discharge, then, 
towards these gentlemen themselves, as well as 
to the people of the district which they both as- 
pire to represent. 

He said there had beech unreasonable delay in 
the decision of this controversy. Ifwe did not 
proceed to dispose of Such subjects with greater 


i dispatch, no one would be willing to contest an 


' electidn in this House. 


l Contests of this descrip- 
tion were always unpopular; there was a strong 
feeling in the community against them; and this 


: was shown by the fact, that very generally, when 


the question had been referred back to the peo- 


ple, they had decided against the contestor. This ' 


consideration, in connection with the great ex- 


| pense of collecting testimony, the time lost in ar- 
i ranging the case for presentation, the suspense 


een said upon the influence '! 


of party, we should be informed by the gentle- jl 


man from Virginia [Mr. Wise] that both these ' 
individuals, the sitting member and the petitioner, 
are of one and'the same political party. 

Mr. WISE explained: He had spoken cau- 
tiously and guardedly. He had understood that, 
in their canvass before the people, both gentlemen 
had avowed the same principles, but he knew 
not what might have been the effect of the magi- 
cian’s wand since then. 

Mr. HAMER did not know, personally, what 
these gentlemen’s political opinions might be, | 
with regard to the approaching presidential elec- 
tion. He could only know from what he had 
heard, that they were both of the same party, 
and hoth opposed to him. If so, he (Mr. H.) 
could have no party considerations to govern him; 
nor could any other member of the House. Both 
of them belonging to one party, their political 
friends in the House would be voting between 
two friends; and those who differed in sentiment 
would be deciding between two political oppo- 
nents. So that, on all sides of the House, every 
gentleman would be perfectly unbiased and tm- 
partial. ` i . 

The Constitution of the United States, he re- 
marked, made it our duty to decide this question. 
By that instrument this House is mađe the judge 
of the election and qualification of its own mem- 
bers. And whether we were “fit” or unfit, in 
the language of the gentleman from Virginia, he 
would say to that gentleman, and to every other, 
that it was our duty to examine ourselves and 
prepare our minds, as far as poor human nature 
would admit, to investigate this case fully, and 


to determine it impartially. We owed it to our- 
selves, to the parties interested, and to the coun- 
try at large. 

All who had spoken.in debate had taken oc | 


! froma contest. 


j and anxiety attending the trial, and the delay and 
expense of fpur or five months in Washington, | 
must necessarily deter almost any man hereafter | 

We were, therefore, setting a | 

bad precedent; for, if an individual obtained a | 

certificate of election, no matter whether by fraud j 

| or accident, either in himself or others, he would | 

i! hold his seat and wrongfully represent the dis- 

trict for two years; although, upon a fair and full || f 

| this case might be decided. He did not attribute 

; any such intention to the gentleman who moved 

; them; he only spoke of the character and effect 


examination of the polls, all might be perfectly 
satisfied that he was not entitled to a place on 
that floor. It was wrong to throw any such ob- 
stacles in the way of obtaining justice; and he 
was sure no gentleman would knowingly con- 
tribute to produce such a result. 

It was certain, however, that there seemed to 
be an unwillingness on the part of the House to 
hear discussions of this kind. Itinterferred with 
public business of much importance, which it was 
supposed ought to take precedence of it; and it 
frequently interfered with private bills, which 
gentlemen were anxious to have passed. Besides 
these difficulties, it required a study of dry de- 
tails, of law and fact, which were exceedingly 
uninteresting, and which many members were 
disinclined to read; because they resided in other 
States of the Union, and could feel no particular 


i| interest in the points presented by these details. 


In addition to all these considérations, a contest 
like the present crowds out certain party debates, 
connected with the presidential question, in 
which some of us are anxious to engage, or are 
very willing to hear. Under the influence of so 
many unpropitious causes, it is almost impossible 
for an individual to obtain a thorough, patient, 
and edrly investigation of his claims to a seat on 
this floor. : 
This was wrong. It was a question that re- 
lated to the organization of the House itself—to 
its very existence. It was in fact a question 
whether we hàd a House of Representatives, and 
if s0, who composed it? It ought, therefore, to 
be promptly acted upon and determined. No one 
should be permitted to sit there and vote, unless 
he had really been elected, and sent to do so by 
the people of the district. Without such elec- 
tion, his acts were not binding upon the country; 
and the community would not acquiesce in the 
legislation of anaüthorized agents. A case might 
be easily imagined where a law of the greatest 


consequence should be carried through the House 


: might on the day following be declared vacant, 


because he had not been duly elected, and had in 
truth never been a member of that body. The 
necessity, therefore, of speedy action must, he 
thought, be apparent to all, and he trusted no 
further delay would be allowed. Already had 
four months elapsed since the subject was pre- 
sented. The committee had reported some time 
in February, and we had been one or two weeks 
engaged in the diseussion of preliminary points. 
Had we decided a single question, or progressed 
a single step in the investigation? We had not. 


, He was astonished that gentlemen should occupy 
so much time in fighting upon the borders and 


skirmishing along the frontiers. Why not come 
up to the main question? Why not advance to 
the merits of the controversy, and not consume 
week after week in debates about mere incidental 
points, that could lead to no practical results? 
On this morning, there had been presented a 
series of resolutions by the honorable gentleman 
from North Carolina, (Mr. Rencner,|-which it 
was said would facilitate our investigations, and, 
if adopted, would show the country and posterity 
upon what principles this case is'decided. He 
denied that such would be their: effect. A part 
of these propositions were mere truismis. Take, 
for example, the first one, that ‘* testimony taken 
upon due notice will be received by the House.’? 
All agree to this. But what is “due notice ? ” 
When we have adopted the resolution, we shall 
be as far froma Conclusion as we were before. 
Every gentleman will -have to determine for him- 
self, when a deposition is prosented, whether it 
has been taken upon “due notide;’’-and one will 
determine that question‘in the affirmative, and 
another in the negative, according to their re- 
spective opinions of what is legal and reasonable 
notice; so that nothing is gained by the adoption 
of the gentleman’s resolution. Why then discuss 
what nobody denies; or adopt that which cannot 
furnish us the slightest assistance in the investi- 
gation before us? i 
Others of these resolutions ‘were sufficiently 
definite as distinct propositions, but as regarded 
the final result of the contest they were wholly 
vague and indefinite. He could not, therefore; 
vote for them. They were calculated to mislead 
the public mind as to the principles upon which 


of the resolutions themselves; he would show 
why they were thus deceptive. 

Upon the face of these resolutions, if they were 
adopted by the House, and the first one should 
be so construed as to let in the new testimony 
now offered by the sitting‘member, he [Mr. Gra- 
Ham] would seem to be clearly and fairly elected 
by a majority of the qualified voters of the dis- 
trict; and yet he may not be so elected; and a 
meniber of this House who votes for all these 
propositions may honestly and property vote to 
admit the petitioner to'a seat hete, in place of the 
gentleman who now occupies it. This might 
seem strange; but it was, nevertheless, true. 

For the sake of illustration, he would suppose 
a case. A and B have difficulties of a pecuniary 
character, which they cannot settle themselves; 
and they refer them to three of theif neighbors, 
as arbitrators. A’s account ‘cUnsists of three 
items, of $1,000 each. The first is a balarice of 
a book account, the second a balance or a prom- 
issory note, and the third a‘balance’ of the pur- 
chase money of a tract of land, sold to B, all 
of which, he contends, arë justly duehim. B, 
on his part, denies the validity of these claims, 
alleges they have all been paid, and claims a 
balance of $5,000 as justly due him, ona fair 
ettlement with A. er f 

The atbitrators, after hearing all the testimony 
and arguments, unanimously decide that B’s ac- 
counts are not established, and must be rejected. 
They then take a vote separately upon A’s three 
items. The first one is rejected, C voting for, 
and D and E against it; the second orte is re- 
jected, D voting for, and C and E against it; the 
third is rejected, E voting for, and C and D 
against it. Here would appear to bean end of 
the case; but itis not so. A vote is then taken 
upon the whole of A’s claim,-and he is -unani- 
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mously allowed and awarded $1,000 against B, 
C allows him $1,000 on his book account, Da 
like sum on the note, and E the same amount | 
upon the contract for land. Each one is per- i 
fectly satisfied that A is entitled to the $1,000; | 
upon this point they are unanimous; but each || 
one has his own particular reason for thinking | 
so; and each one arrives at the conclusion by his 
own course of examination and comparison. 
This (he said) was a case perfectly analogous to 
the one before the House, and it was stated in 
such a simple and concise form, thata child might 
comprehend it. : 
- But apply the same process to a cantested elec- 
tion. A, the sitting member, has a majority of 
one vote, and B claims a majority of fifteen, in 
this way: He alleges that two of A’s votes were | 
given by aliens, two by minors, and two by non- 
residents, and that the returns from a precinctor | 
township where A got a'majority of ten votes, || 
ought to be rejected, on account of the illegal | 
manner in which the election was conducted.. 
The subject is referred to a committee, and they 
report that B’s allegations are sustained, except 
as to the precinct, the votes of which, in their 
opinion, ought to be retained. They conclude 
their report with: resolutions, declaring that A is. | 
not efititled to a seat, and that Bis, having a ma- | 
jority of five of the whole number of qualified. | 
Votes given in the congressional district. - 
“The House; composed of two- hundred and | 
forty members, then proceeds to act upon the | 


l 
i 


j} 
i 
i 


separate propositions involved in the contest. The | 
first forty members called sustain the committee 
as to the aliens, but the remaining two hundred 
decide the votes to be good;.the second class of | 
forty. memberé sustain the committee as to the ` 
minors, but the first forty and the remaining one 
hundred. and sixty reverse the decision of the 
committee on that point; the third class of forty 
members called, decide with the committee as to 
the non-residents, but the first eighty and the 
remaining one hundred and twenty are of a differ- 
ent opinion; the fourt 
the precinct returns oug 
first one hundred and ,twenty and the remaining | 
eighty decide that it should be rejected. Thus, : 
every decision of the committee upon these sev- 
eral points is reversed; and_there would seem: to 
be a large majority of the House in favor of the ` 
sitting member.. But a vote would then be taken | 
upon the wain question, the resolutions of the ; 
committee, which were the results of their inves- i 
tigation. The classes of members who had been |, 
in the minority upon each several proposition | 
were all composed of different and distinct indi- 
viduals.. The first class of forty would believe 
A to be in a minority ef one, on account of the 
two aliens, and would vote against him; the sec- || 
and class of forty would believe him to be in al 
minority of ene, on account of the two minors; | 
the third class of forty would believe him to be | 
in a minority of one, on account of the two non- 
residents; and the fourth class of forty would 
believe him in a minority of nine, on account of 
the illegal votes counted for him in the precinct 
or township, which ought to be rejected. These 
four classes of forty each, making a majority of 
two thirds of the House, would vote against the 
sitting member, and thereby sustain the result 
at which the committee had arrived; although the 
same House, by votes of two hundred to forty, 
had reversed all: the different preliminary propo- 
sitions which were tg be found in the report. 
The House would arrive at the same conclusion 
as the. committee; bat they did so by another 
mode of reasoning, precisely as a judge or juror 
often decides a cause-in favor of a party, but for 
reasons altogether variant from those assigned by. 
his advocate. We might all meet at the same 
point at the same time; but in traveling thither, 
each one would take the path that-his own judg- 
ment or his own fancy might dictate to him. 
‘Was not this proper?, Must not each gentleman 
be allowed to examine and decide for himself? 
Is he not bound todo so? And is not the com- 
mon result of all these examinations and deci- : 
sions, when. thrown together, the judgment of | 
the House? ; 
From this simple statement it must be apparent 
to every gentleman, that- all attempts to place 
-upon record our reasons for deciding this or any i 


i 
I 
i 
| 
| 
j 


{ 
i 


ht to be retained; but the | 


it 


h class of forty vote that |; 


other case must be utterly vain and fruitless. It 
would involve members in sceming inconsisten- 
cies, which would require continual explanations 
to satisfy those who did not understand the whole 
case. Ño plan could be devised by the wit of 
man which would show precisely upon what 


principle the House acted, in coming to a con- ` 
clusion, except to allow each member to make a ` 


speech, giving his views of the case at large, or to 
offer a string of resolutions, presenting the entire 
process of reasoning by which he arrived at the 
result that his final vote might indicate to his con- 
stituents. This would be utterly impossible. It 
would, in the one casc, consume the whole year 
in making speeches; and in the other, increase the 
Journal to an enormous bulk, for no reason could 
be assigned why we should vote upon separate 
propositions in contested elections, that did not 
equally apply to all the other.business of the 
House. ‘To carry out the principle, wę should 
occupy the whole session in writing and printing 


| what nobody would read, to the exclusion of all 
i the important business of the country. Were 


| gentlemen prepared for this? If not, why did 
they urge these doctrines upon the House with 
so much zeal? How could this case be distin- 
guished from any other? And yet, who ever 
hought of asking us to vote in that manner upon 
| an appropriation for a particular harbor, light- 
: house, or fortification? Who has ever required 
; us so to vote upon a bill to increase or diminish 
ithe duties upon a particular article of com- 


|! merce; to increase the Army or Navy; upon the 


admission of new States into the Union, or upon 
the allowance or rejection of a claim presented 
_ by an individual? Such demands had never been 


heard of, and yet they were as applicable to the 


‘one case as to the other. He was against them, | 


| because they did not give a fair and impartial view 
; of the case. They were unjust in their operation. 
j 
iS . , 

showed why some membcrs voted in a particular 


i only by not showing why they voted differently, 
| but by implying reasons for their action which 
| did not exist. All this was manifested by the ar- 
‘ gument of the honorable gentleman from North 
' Carolina, {Mr. McKay,] who had just addressed 
the House. Hc disagreed both with the majority. 
and with the minority of the committee upon 
several points involved in this controversy. He 
also differed with. his colleague, who salaniited 
these resolutions. He took a view of the casc, 
which varied in some respects from any hereto- 


' fore taken; yet he had come to the conclusion 
| that Mr. Newland was entitled to a-seat. 
' was with every member on the floor. Each one | 
would have his own peculiar views and mode of | 


reasoning to arrive at a result upon this subject. 


should be sent back to the people. To do justice 
to all alike, we must allow each one to present his 


question, without requiring each member to 
evince, in detail, to the country, what might be 
his opinions upon all the questions of law and 
fact involved either in this or any similar contro- 
versy. ; 

The first point before the House for consider- 
ation, after disposing of these resolutions, is, 
shall the sitting member be allowed longer. time 
to take testimony? To answer this inquiry, we 
must ascertain why he is not ready now. Unless 
some good reason can be given why he is un- 


hat are the reasons? The principal one seems 
i to be, that between the period of his receivin, 

notice that the election would be contested, an 

the commencement of the session, there was not 
sufficient time to tako his testimony; that he was 
under. a ‘‘ moral obligation’’ to come here as a 
member of Congress; that he was not bound to 
employ an agent to take depositions during the 
session, because he has a right to be personally 


testimony has not been procured. Now, if this 
be a correct view of the subject, longer time 
should be allowed. Let us see if it is so. 


Th y might be true.as far as they went, and yet | 
hey did not tell the whole truth. Whilst they . 


manner, they grossly misrepresented others, not ' 


So it ; 


Some would think one party elected, and some ; 
the other; and some might believe that neither | 
was entitled to a seat, and that the whole matter | 


own views, and have them recorded. He was |' 
therefore in favor of voting directly upon the main | 


repared,.we ought not to admit a further delay. | 


present when they are taken; and therefore his | 


If he were under a ‘moral obligation’? to 
come here at the commencement of the session 
he is under a ‘“‘ moral obligation’? to stay here 
now. The obligation has not diminished. Itis 
as strong at one period of the session as at 
another. | Yet he now asks the privilege of vio- 
lating this supposed obligation, to go home and 
take depositions. This is a singular position. 
Or does he intend to remain here and transact 
the business through agents? If so, this could 
have been done as well at the commencement of 
the session as at present. Why did he not leave 
agents, when he came on here, to proceed in the 
collection of evidence and the cross-examination 
of the petitioner’s witnesses? If that had been 
done, he might have had all the evidence that 
could. have been obtained in the district, and 
would now be perfectly prepared, according to 
his own views of the case, to come to a final 
hearing. Whose fault is it that he did not do 
so? Not Mr. Newland’s. Is the latter to suffer 
on account of the other’s neglect? This is not 
| just. Whilst we are so cautious about the rights 
of one of the parties, we must remember that the 
other has rights, too. Each one has an equal 
claim to our protection; and before an order is 
made to the prejudice of the one, we must be 
satisfied that the other is fairly entitled to it upon 
principles of equity. 

But I deny that there was any such ‘moral 
obligation” upon the sitting member, asis alleged. 
We often deceive ourselves in discussing a sub- 
ject, by taking things for granted which cannot 
i be proved, and which are not conceded by our 

adversaries. It is said he was morally bound to 
come here at the commencement of the session, 
i and therefore did not stay to take testimony in 
the district. Why was he so bound? Was it 
| because he was a member of Congress? That 
, is denied, and is the very question we are about 
to try. The petitioner says he is the member from 
that district, and offers the proof to convince us 
that such is the fact. How can gentlemen talk 
about a moral obligation upon one of the parties 
that does not rest upon the other? They stand 
precisely upon the same ground with regard to 
the seat; each one claiming it, and calling upon 
the House to say who has the best title. True, 
the sitting member has temporary possession of 
the place, because‘he held a certificate of election; 
buta certificate is only prima facie evidence, as the 
lawyers call it, of a man’s right toa seat. Itis 
notconclusive. Better evidence can be presented 
| than the certificate, and the petitioner informs us 
he has that evidence. The fact, then, that the 
sitting member hada certificate created no “ moral 
obligation” tocome here. He knew his right to 
i! the seat was contested, that evidence would be 
| presented here to overthrow his certificate, and 
4 fis was bound, if he intended to make a defense, 

to stay himself or appoint an agent, 


| 


f 
| 


and have his 
proof collected to sustain his claim. If he did not 
choose to do this, and should now lose by it, he 
has no-one to blame but himself. He cannot sct 
' up a distinction between the rights of himself and 
the’ petitioner, to produce delay. It isa petitio 
princepii, a begging of the question, to assume 
this distinction, when,the point thus assumed is 
not only not admitted, but is peremptorily denied, 
If he must be considered a member of Congress at 
| the commencement of the session, and therefore 
not bound to defend his claim, merely because he 
has a certificate, he ought, upon the same princi- 
ple, to be considered a member through every 
eriod of the session; and he might claim to remain 
| here, notwithstanding the testimony may prove 
| that he ought never to have hada certificate. 
Again: it is urged that time shall be allowed, 
| because he relied upon his: protest, and expected 
the petitioner’s testimony would be rejected. 
This is nota tenable position. Gentlemen are 
. continually reminding us of the rules which pre- 
vail in courts of Jaw. In those tribunals every 
‘man is bound to know what the law is; and if 
a party makes an issue upon & legal point, ove 
: relies upon it for his defense, if the court an 
decide it against him, he will not be allowed on 
that account to delay the opposite party m a 
trial upon the merits. If this principle were 
adopted, a continuance of the cause could a any 
time be obtained by making a legal issue. Upon 
| gentlemen ’s own principles, 


i 


1 


then, this 1s not a 
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good reason for delay. The sitting member chose 
to make a legal question, protesting against the 
legality of the proceedings, and asking the com- 
mittee to overrule all the petitioner’s testimony; 
but in the mean time he should have prepared 
for trial. 
against him, he cannot expect the petitioner to 
wait until he can go five or six hundred miles to 
procure evidence to sustain his claims. This 
would be unreasonable, and cannot therefore be 
nted. All judicial tribunals must have a time 
when the doors are closed to the admission of 
further evidence. Without such a rule, a trial 
could never be had. Litigants would grow gray 
during the pendency of their lawsuits, and the 
roceeding would in fact amount to a denial of 
justice. f the sitting member were dissatisfied 
with the decision of the committee upon any 
int, he should have appealed to the House. We 
five the right to instruct our committees. They 
are always under our control. A decision made 
by them, overruling his protest, or refusing him 
longer time to procure evidence, could have been 
reviewed here and reversed, if we thought proper 
to reverse it, the next day after it was made, as 
well as now. i 
He made no such appeal, but submitted to the 
decision, and there is no reason why We should 
now interpose for his relief. It will not do to say 
itis a hard case; that injustice will be done by 
our refusal of time. The same may be said in 
every case in court where the party wants time 
granted, but has-used no diligence to get ready 
for trial. Neither will it do to say that the people 
of the district demand longer time, as some gen- 
tlemen have said during the discussion. Who 
speaks the sentiments of the people? Whois 
the true representative of the people? That is 
what we are about to decide. hilst one party 
alleges that the people want more time, the other 
says the people do not want it. - We must de- 


be taken on sufficient notice, allowing something 
like twenty-five miles a day to the adverse party, 
Sundays excepted, to travel to the place of taking 


| them. In some places he is only required to 
|| travel twenty miles per day. These general: 
rules, applied to the depositions before us, will 


When the legal principle is decided | 


cide, therefore, according to all the circumstances, į 


without reference to either of these declafa- 
tions. ; 
We come now to the next pointin this contro- 
versy, which is the admissibility of the deposi- 
tions which have arrived here since the decision 
and report of the committee. To judge from the 
zeal displayed by gentlemen to ‘bring in these de- 


positions as proof, we might conclude that the’ 


whole case turned upon this hinge. Indeed it 
seems to be tacitly admitted, that without their 
reception, taking the case upon the testimony be- 
fore the committee, there 1s a majority of the 
legally qualified votes in favor of the petitioner. 


;; others. 


If this be so, we should examine and decide the . 


proposition to admit this new proof, with the | 


greater care and’ caution. If its effect were only 
to swell or diminish the majority of one of the 
parties over the other, its admission or rejection 
would be of comparatively little importance. 


It has been rightly remarked ; that we are acting || 


now as a judicial tribunal, and, as such, must be 
governed by the rules adopted in those tribunals 
for the administration of justice. We are not 
bound by the inflexible rules of any particular 
court; nor are we restrained or guided by any 
law of Congress upon this subject; it is a matter 
of serious regret that there is no law to regulate 
these contests. Still, no one will deny that we 
ought to be governed by the general principles 
observed in all judicial bodies, which secure fair- 
ness in the proceedings, and accomplish the ends 
of justice in the result. The taking of depositions 
is regulated in all the States, either by positive 
statute, or by the rules and practice of the courts. 
One great principle will be found to prevail uni- 
versally, which is, that no undue advantage is to 
be gained by either party over the other.. In 
every court, it will be found, that the opposite 
party must either be notified of the time and 
place of taking the depositions, so that he may be 

resent to cross-examine the witnesses, or else he 

as time allowed him after they come in, to take 
testimony to explain, rebut, or discredit the evi- 
dence. The experience of succeeding ages has 
shown the wisdom of these rules, and they ought 
hot to be lightly departed from, even in this 
enlightened assembly. Depositions, to be legal, 
must be taken before some person authorized to 
administer oaths; and as a general rule they must 


readily determine their admissibility. 

They consist of two parcels; the first dated on 
the 30th day of November, purporting to be taken 
before L. Fullom and Charles Greer, at Buncombe , 
county; but what part of it is not known. E 

There was no cross-examination of these wit- ` 
nesses by the petitioner or his counsel; no proof ; 
that they were present. To render them admis- 


. taken pursuant to the notice, before some person | 


| which excuse the opposite party from attending, 


j taken within a few days before the meeting of Congress, 


i to p 


| in opinion. Speaking of the depositions taken at 


authorized to swear the witnesses. ‘Both these | 
are wanting. There is no certificate or seal of, a | 
clerk of the court to show that the persons before | 


| 
. . . . ! 

whom the examinations took place were justices |. 
i 


of the peace. Without this, the testimony could 
not be admitted in any court in another State or 
district: this is a fatal objection. The depositions 


| 
| 
do not show, upon their face, where they were 
taken, except that it was in Buncombe county. | 
This is also a fatal objection. Such papers | 
could not be admitted as proof an | 
well ordered community: In: fact they are not | 
only no depositions, but they are not eten affida- 
vits, and yet we are urged to hear them, for the 
purpose of depriving an individual of one of his 
dearest: privileges, and of excluding from this 
House a man said to be elected by the people as 
their Representative. ; ; . 

How is it with the second parcel of deposi- 
tions? They purport to have been taken in Febru- 
ary last, during the progress of this investigation, 
and after the committee had decided against giv- 
ing the parties longer time to take depositions: `: 

These depositions are inadmissible, because 
taken ex parte,—that is to say, without: sufficient 
notice to the adversary. A notice may'be given 
of the intention to take depositions, yet if it do 
not allow a reasonable time to go to the place of 
taking them, or if it be given under circumstances 


the depositions cannot be used as evidence. There 
is no better rule can be adopted, than’ that 
which a man has himself prescribed in relation to 
The sitting member has laid down a rule 
on the subject of admissibility of evidence in. 
his protest, to which I will refer for ‘the purpose 
of showing what he considers ex parte deposi- 
tions. It may be found on pages 21 and 22 of 
the report of the committee, and is as follows! 

& T object particularly to all the depositions taken by the 


petitioner at Morganton, Burke county, North Carolina, be- 
cause: Ist, They were taken ex parte; 2d, They. were 


and after I was obliged to leave home to attend to my public 
duties.” i 

Such ishis view of the question. By reference 
18 of the same document, it will be seen 
that the minority ‘of the committee agree with him 


Morganton, they say: : 
“ A reference to the testimony will show that the sitting 


member was not present either in person or by counsel; 
or in other words, that the de ions are ex parte. The 


ywhere in a |; 


{adhere to their position. 
| their ground, why do they not say so? If they 
| are for equal justice, why not contend for the 


h || no such argument. 
sible, therefore, proof must be addaced that due | 
_ notice was given, and that the depositions were 


sitting member a eS notice was served on him, 
but he alleges that a moral obligation, growing out of the 
relations in which he stood to his constituents, called him 
to Washington, distant from his residence five hundred 
miles, and that the friend on whom he relied, and to whom 
he had written, to act fer him on that occasion, was una- 
voidably absent. He further alleges, that inasmuch as it 
was physically impossible for him to have been at Morgan- 
ton on the lst of December, and at Washington on the 7th, 
points six hundred miles apart, and as paramount duties 
called him to the latter place, the option of attending either 
in person or by attommey was virtually denied him; which 
option he contends ought to have been afforded bim, in 
order to stamp the depositions there taken with the char- 
acter of legal evidence. The consequence of the non-at 
tendance of his agent was, that no cross-examination was 
had in the cases above referred to; and as the undersigned 
have no just cause to impute laches to the sitting member, 
in not attending himself, or being represented by counsel, 
they have come to the conclusion that the depositions thus 
taken ought to be rejected.” : 


Here, then, is the rule laid down by the sitting 
member, and by the minority, who advocate his 
claim to a seat on this floor. Neither he nor they 
can complain, if his testimony shall be tried by 
the same rule. It may be replied, that the major- 


ity of the committee decided against them, and 
admitted the depositions taken at Morganton. 
No matter; that does not change the case at all. 
Truth is inflexible. If the rule were good against 
the petitioner, it is good for him. But besides 
this, the minority and the sitting member still 
If they have changed 


admission of these depositions in the alternative? 
Why not say, that if the depositions at Morgan- 
tomare admitted, then these ought to be; but if 
not, then they should be excluded? I have heard 
uch a On the contrary, gentlemen 
are insisting absolutely upon reading these depo- 


| sitions, and expressing great astonishment that 


any one should object to them. But to the 
rule. ` i 

I have already shown that, so far as ‘moral 
obligation” was concerned, these persons are up- 
on a perfect equality. If the depositions taken 
at Morganton were inadmissible, because the sit- 


;. ting member was obliged to come here and take 


his seat; then the depositions taken by him at 
Haywood county, in February last, during the 
time the gical was compelled to stay here, 
(if he did his duty,) are equally inadmissible. 
The sitting member insists that he was not bound 
to regard the notice served upon him to take de- 
pomno on the 1st December, because he had to 
e here, under a paramount óbligation, on the 7th 
of the same month. By the same principle, the 
petitioner was not bound to regard the notice 
served upon him to take depositions at Haywood, 
in February, when he was compelled, under a 
paean obligation, ta remain here, prosecuting 
is claims to the seat which he believes is his 
right, and towhich his antagonist is not properly 
entitled. Each one presents the proof of. his 
claim; the sitting member a certificate of his 
election, and the petitioner offers evidence to show 
that the certificate ought to have been given to 
him, he having a majority of the votes of the dis- 
trict. The one creates just as strong a ‘ moral 
ebligation’’ as the; other; for from the moment 
a notice is given that an election is to be:con- 
tésted, a certificate becomes valueless. This 
Houge cares not who has the certificate;: they 
inquire who-has a majority of the legal yotes. 
Whoever shows this in his favor is-entitled to be 
the representative. So that the notice was given 
in this case under circumstances which, according 
to the reasoning of the minority and the sitting 
member, excused the petitioner from attendance, 
and consequently the depositions are ex parte and 
inadmissible. l ; . 
But the notice was insufficient in other respects. 

A reasonable time must be allowed the party to 
travelto the place of taking the depositions. Here 
the distance is fixed by the sitting member at six 
hundred miles from this place to the district in 
which the testimony was taken,- What time was 
allowed to travel it? The notice’given was eleven 


days. ; 
. (Here some gentleman remarked that it was 
seventeen days. A copy of the notice was handed 
to Mr. H., from which it appeared that deposi- 
tions were to be taken at various places on differ- 
ent days, commencing at the end of eleven or 
twelve days, and going on to seventeen or twenty 
days; aad it was remarked that none of these de- 
positions were taken on the days first named.] ., 
- Mr. H. continued. For the purposes of his 
argument, it was -perfectly immaterial whether 
the depositions were taken on the first dy named 
or not.. They. were all to be takenin the same 
region; and:the party had a right to be present 
at the taking of them all, first as well as last, As 
a sufficient time had not been allowed him to 
travel to the district before the commencement of 
the examination, he was not bound to go at all. 
How could he know that the sitting member 
would not take testimony.on the day first named? 
He was bound to suppose he would take it, be- 
cause the noticeso declared. But even seventeen 
or twenty days were not sufficient notice. Twen- 
ty-five miles a day for seventeen days, not de- 
ducting Sundays, would only have taken him 
four hundred and twenty-five miles. | He would 
still be one hundred miles from the district. The 
sitting member ought not to have asked a man to 
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travel five or six hundred miles in the dead of 
winter in twelve days, when he complained of a 
notice given to him in the district on the second 
dav of November to take depositions on the first 
of December. The testimony was illegal, there- 
fore, and must be rejected for this defect, if there 
were no other. Sales 
But (Mr. H. said) he took a still higher ground 
with regard to it. ‘The notice was given in open 
violation of the decision of the committee, that no 
longer time should be allowed to collect proofs. 
Gentlemen had contended that the committee did 
not decide that no more proof should be taken; 
they only declared that no more time should be 
allowed to take it. He said he meant no disre- 
spect to gentlemen in denouncing this distincuon 
as a there sophism. When the committee de- 
termined that no more time should be given, they 
determined that the parties should commence the 
trial—shouki begin the investigationimmediatdly 
with the proofs they had. How could they pro- 
with the trial, and be absent at the same 
time, taking testimony? Did they mean to.allow 
one party to entrap the other, b 


rested quietly with what he had, making oat his 
case before the committee? No such thing. The 
door was’ cloacd. No more proof was to be ad- 
mitted... This is the only reasonable or. sensible 
construction to be given to the decision. If either 
party was dissatisfied, an appeal lay to the House, 
and the committee would have been instructed, 
either to allow longer time, or to progress with 
the investigation. The decision was submitted 
to; and from that moment no proof obtained by 
either party is legitimate: H: 

Various cases have been quoted from the pro- 
ceedings of courts to show that this: evidence 
ought to be received. We have ‘been told of a 
motion to continue a cause on:account of in absent 


witness; the motion overruled, ‘the: trial com- ` 


menced, and the witness unexpectedly appearing; 


and we are asked, with an air of triumph, bene ! 


the court would refuse to hear the witness? 
answer, no. Another case is stated of -a similar 


motion for continwarice, made on account of the | 


absence of depositions regularly taken, which 
were to be forwarded by mail, buthad not arrived. 
‘The motion is overruled, the trial commesices, and 
during its progress the’ depositions. arrive; the 
inquiry is made again, whether the court would 
not allow them to be read? My answer is, that 
in some courts the 
others not. It would depend upon the rules and 
practice of the court, and the effect the introduction 
of the testimony would have, to take.the opposite 
party by surprise, and prevent him from having 
a fair hearing. In some ‘courts, depositions are 
required to be filed a certain’ number uf days be- 
fore the commencement vf the term. “Buti my 
agit et answer to both these, and ‘to all the 
casés 1 have heard, is, that there is not the slight- 
est analogy between them and the case before the 
House. i i 

I will put a case which I think is enatogous. 
A motion is made by the defendant'for the con- 


tinuance of a cause, alleging the .abseace of Wit: |; 


nesses, at the distance of one hundred miles, 
whose testimony is necessary to him: inthe at- 
tainment of justice. The court refuse his appii- 
cation, and the trial commences, whith is:to last 
a week, The next evening the defendant serves 
à notice upon the plaintiff to attend at the-resi- 
dence of the witnesses, two days thereafter,!(travs 
eling Afty miles a day, ):to hear their éxummation. 
Is there ia lawyer in- this House, or a man of 
commidn sense in the-country,-who would: advise 
the plaintiff to go? Notone. ‘Bot suppose the 
defendant, by his agents, ‘were to procure the 
depositions, and bring them in-daring the trial; 
would the court receive thom? Is there alawydr 
here who would fisk his professional reputattón 
by rising and asking the court to receive such 
testimony? Sir, there is ‘not one. If he would, 


there is no court in the United States who would || 


listen to him for a moment. Such, in my esti» 
mation, ia the case now before the Howse; and 
the same principles which would reject the one 
set of depositions would equally reject the other. 

What would be the effect of admitting this tes- 
timony? It would be ruinous to. the petitioner. 


sending off - 
runners or agents for testimony, whilst the other - 


might: be received, and in |. 


| Ff the sitting member had intended to entraphim, 
‘| he could not have devised a surer plan to accom- 
‘| plish his object. I do not charge him with any 
-| such design; nor do I intend, in anything I say 
upon the present occasion, to impugn his mo- 
tives; personally, he has my respect. I speak 
only of the effect of his measures. In the first 
instance, he refuses to continue the taking of 
depositions, on account of a moral obligation to 
come here. When the petitioner has followed 
him here, he asks leave to go, or send back to 
take more testimony. This is refused; and he 
then leaps over the moral obligation, the decision 
of the committee, and the distance of six hundred 
miles, and requires the petitioner to recommence 
the examination of witnesses. If testimony thus 
taken can be received, the petitioner will be com- 
pletely overreached and subjected to the greatest 
lajustice. . 
Yet, after all this, we are told that the objec- 
tions against these depositions are ‘‘ mere techni- 
¢alities!’? The sitting member and his friends 
say this too; when all of us who look at the 
papers must see that he has been making tech- 
nical objections from the commencement. He 
gbjected to the notice of contest because it was 
not specific; it did not set out the names of the 
witnesses, what they would swear,and the points 
on whieh the petitioner would rely in the contest. 
This no man could do, for it was impossible to 
. knew beforehand what the witnesses would prove, 
' er what new facts might leak out during the con- 
i test. Again, he objected and protested against 
receiving the depositions taken at Morganton, 
‘because he had to come to. Washington,’ and 
could ‘not. be there “in person; although an 
=a might heve attended then as well as now. 
. Timely notice was given to him of taking them, 
| and no advantage sought for or obtained by the 
‘| petitioner. He could not anticipate that the sit- 
ting member would not remain in the district to 
'! take depositions in December. Indeed he was 
bound to- believe the contrary, for a notice had 
been served upon him by the sitting member to 
attend at Franklin on the 7th of December, to 
| eross-examiine witnesses. After such a course 
| it does not seem kind in him and his friends to 
| talk so much about ‘‘technicalities.”? But I have 
| ghown. that the defects in this testimony are not 
i formal and technical; they are substantial, and 
|, such as no change of mere forms could possibly 
| remove. 


Gentlemen ask if we are afraid of light? I 
‘answer, no!-but let the light shine upon both: 
i sideg; let it come down direct from above, and 
i not-he forced to shine upon one side; whilst: the 
| ether is left in total darkness. We are asked 
\ if we fear justice. No; it is the very thing we' 


administration; rules which are founded upon the 
wisdom and-experience of successive generations 
of men, and impli followed in all similar in-. 
Vestigations.in t 


lieve ‘the freemen of North Carolina will 


as high as that of any gentleman upon this floor; 
and I would as soon receive their testimony as 


that I ought tg violate the Constitution or taws of 
ny -country -tọ receive. any man’s testimony. 
When it-has been legally and pre rly taken; let 
it be réesived; when iHegdlly and improperly 
taken, Ict it-he tejected’. . This question’ is to be 
settled: without,reference. to the ‘character of the 
witness, whether: good or bad; or the State or 
fligttict in which he may yesite. In this sentii 
| ment I am sure the freemen. of North Carolina 
| will. most heartily eneur., , oo o 

There iq another question connected with these 
depositions which ought not to-be overlooked: 
Somegentlerhenate bf opinion, that if d majority 
of the House. should: reject the testimony, yet 
these wha: differ with the majority may read it 
and be-influescedsoyit m:coming to their con- 


clusions as. to .the contest between the parties. | 


the testimony of my own constituents, who, in | 
point of all that constitutes good citizens and | 
good: patriots, are equal: to any like number of | 
men in the United States. “Rut T do not believe | 


ji report, 


This is an erroneous opinion. As a judicial 
body we must decide upen the admissibility of 
roof when offered; and if it should be excluded 
it cannot be heard by any member of the court. 
Suppose a court of justice to be composed of 
three judges, and two of them overruled a deposi- 
tion because it has not been properly taken; can 
the other judge, when he comes to give an opin- 
ion upon the merits of the case, be governed by 
what was contained in such deposition? Clearly 
not. It has not been before the court during the 
discussion. Neither the parties nor their counsel 
have commented upon or noticed it. The deci- 
sion is made in reference to what has been be- 
fore the court. The majority of the judges 
| themselves would decide the case differently, per- 
| haps, if the deposition had been admitted. A 
. majority must rule as well in deciding prelimi- 
naries and incidental points asin determining the 
main question; and when testimony is once re- 
jected, ıt is no longer in court, and cannot be 
regarded by any member of the court, no. matter 
how much he may be dissatisfied with the deci- 
sion of the majority. The same principles apply 
here; and if a majority should reject these depo- 
sitions, no member of this court will havea right 
to consider them in. making a final decision be- 
tween the sitting member and the petitioner. 

Mr. Speaker, I had thought of examining the 
facts of the case, and showing, as I think the truth 
is, that the petitioner is entitled to the seat, by 
having aclear and decided majority of the legal 
votes given at the election. But, as the evidence 
has all been upen our tables for several weeks, 
giving each one an opportunity to examine for 


i| himself; as the honorable gentleman from North 


| Carolina [Mr. McKay] has gone into it at large, 
i and as I have already detained the House a con- 
: siderable time, I shall decline doing so. I ought 
not to clase, however, without saying a word or, 
two in reference to the case of Moore and Letcher; 
so often adverted to in this debate. poog 
Somegentlemen Tar itas good authority upon: 
various points, whilst others think it ought not to: 
be regarded as deciding anything. It hes been 
said that the majority pf the committee reported 
that Mr. Moore was entitled to the seat, and then 
turned round and voted to send the contest back. 
to the people, because they could not tell who was. 
elected. Now, sir, ‘was a member of the com- 
mittee, arid one of the majority who made that 
I believed then, as I do now, that upon 


' a fair and impartial investigation of all the facta 
_ of the case, and a proper application of the Con- 


e judicial tribunals of the coun-. 
try. Again; gentlemen inquire, if we do not be- ` 
speak | 
the truth? I answer, yes; I have no doubt of it. ' 
My regard for the freemen of North Carolina is | 


t 


seek; but we do not think it attainable by dis-' | 
tegarding all the rules heretofore observed in its ‘| 


stitution and law to those facts, Thomas P. Moore 
was duly elected. We reported accordingly. 
But, after the subject. had been discussed in the 


| House for many days; after various decisions of 


the House—-some for and: some against the de- 
cisions of the committee; after seeing a majority 
of the House declaring one vote to ba good upon 
certain testimony, and another bad, upon the 
same state of facts, we voted for the resolution 
which referred the subject back to the people. 
What was that resolution? Did it declare that we 
could not tell who waselected? No, sir, it did no 
such thing. If it had been, sọ worded as to con~ 
tain that sentiment, I never. wopld have voted for 
it; and I believe I am authorized, from conversa, 
tions held both then and since, to say -for my 
colleagues who were ọn the committee, hat not 
one of them would havé vpted:for it .- ; 

-It speaks of what the House cai -doz not what 
particular individuals in the House believed. Tt 
spéaks of the House as a body; and notof -indi- 
vidual members. We voted for that resolution, 


because we:beliaved ‘the House by ita decisions 
had thrown, the case into sych confusion-—had 
exvossed its own track and made such erroneous 
and contradictory decisions, that it was just as 
likely {o decide the case wrang as right.. Webe- 
lieved it better, therefore,-to send it directly back 
toi the. people at once, and let them do.what they 
pleased with it; and we voted for the resoluuon 
under these impressions: - So much for that case. 

I rose chiefly to.discyss three points; the Do 
priety of voting upon separate ropositions; : re 
motion to grant the stting member longer time to 
take depositions, and the admissibility of the new 
testimony which has come im since the report of 
the committee., Having shown, I think conclu- 
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sively that we ought not to vote on these separate 
propositions; that no more time should be given, 
and that the depositions are wholly inadmissible, 
I cheerfully give way to other gentlemen who 
are so anxious to obtain the floor. 


PROCEEDS OF THE PUBLIC LANDS. 


SPEECH OF HON. HENRY CLAY, 
QF KENTUCKY, 
In THE Senara, April 26, 1836, 


On the bill for the distribution of the net proceeds of the 
sales of the Public Lands, &c. 


Mr. CLAY rose to address the Senate in sup- 
port of the bill. He observed that more had been 
already urged with great ability in its support by 
those who had preceded him in debate, than was 
necessary to convince even the most skeptical of 
the great benefits to be derived from it; and had 
he consulted the feelings both of that body and 
of himself, he should have remained silent, acqui- 
escing in what had been said in behalf of this 
measure. But regarding it as one of great and 
unmixed public good, conducive in all its results 
to the benefit of this whole country, he could not 
reconcile it to a sense of duty to leave the burden 
of the argument on his friends, able as they had 
shown themselves to be. 

It was possible that he might, on this occasion, 
present some views to the Senate that were new, 
or that he might have the power to exhibit those 
already offered in a new light, so as to induce a 


more favorable opinion for what had not been ` 


sufficiently considered. It was for this purpose, 
therefore, that he ventured to intrude upon the 
time of the Senate. His friend from New Jersey, 
who satin front of him, [Mr. Sournarp, 
been reproached by the Senator from New 
[Mr. Waicur] with having endeavored to create 
alarm in the public mind, and to destroy its con- 
fidence in the circulation of the gounty, at a mo- 
ment when it was essential that the public property 
should be rendered secure. The man who en- 


deavored to disturb a just confidence deserved the. 
highest degree of reprobation; but his fault was || 


not greater than that committed by him who en- 


deavored to inspire a confidence where confidence. 


was not due. He put it to gentlemen, whether 
the sentinel at his post was most culpable who 
concealed the approach of danger or the one who 
announced it when it was not near. He would 
not charge the Senator from New York with 
treachery when he endeavored to impress on the 
public mind the belief that all was safe and pros- 
perous, as that Senator had endeavored to do. 
Sull, the public treasure was not in such a condi- 
tion aa warranted the Senator in making such 
representations; and if he could, he would inspire 
him with one deep and constant apprehension of 
itssecurity. His friend had also been reproached, 
and with little justice, he thought, with having 
indulged in party acrimony. This reproach was 
altogether unmerited. His friend had drawn a 
picture, a just picture, of the state of the Treas- 
ury, and referred to tae powers assumed over it 
by the Executive. He did not say that the powers 
assumed had beep abused by the President or by 
those about him—he trusted that it would not be 
abused; but he thought that all would agree with 
him that the powers assumed were utterly at 
variance with the liberties of a free country where 
a Constitution and laws prevailed. What was 
the state of the Treasury? According to the re- 
turns of the Secretary of the Treasury, last brought 
in, there were upwards of forty millions of public 
Money in about thirty-four banks created by State 
authority, composed of money which still be- 
longed to the public, part of it being at the credit 
of its disbursing officers, which, with the seven 
millions of the United States Bank, stock, made 
a total of about forty millions. The banks in 
which these deposits had been made, had an 
amount of specie of about eleven millions of dol- 
lars, and their total immediate liabilities amounted 
to about the sum of ninety-three millions, their 
immediate means amounting to only thirty-eight 
millions. This great sum was held by banks not 
under the control of law. 


He regretted that he had not time to examine 


No. 20 


had | 
ork | 


| the report of the Secretary of the Treasury that 
| came in that morning, but he perceived that he 
f commenced in a defense and in excuses which 
ought not to be necessary on such an occasion. 
This great sum might be withdrawn ina moment, 
at the fiat of the Secretary, and might be placed 
all in one bank, or deposited in a place which was 

| not a bank; and, without inquiry whether this 
` power might be abused or not, he asked if it was 
not a powcr too dangerous to be confided to any 
one man? This was the state of things referred 
to by the Senator from New Jersey, and which 
induced the Senator from New York to reproach 
him with having indulged in party feeling. This 
power was too great to be trusted to any one 
uman being. In any one of the three hundred 
and sixty-five days of the year it wasin the power 
of the Secretary of the Treasury to destroy any 
one of these banks, and thus lead to the explosion 
of the paper system, in which the property and 
credit of such vast numbers were involved. Now, 
if they looked to the means of these banks, and 
compared them with their immediate liabilities, 


they would find that there was very little to en- | 
courage the idea of the Senator from New York, | 
that all was safeand prosperous. They hadcol- |’ 
lected from the people of the United States about | 


forty millions of dollars, and placed it in these 
thirty-four deposit banks, which gave them no 
interest, and no security for the return of the 
i capital, They could give, in fact, no security, 
for if the Secretary of the Treasury were to take 
bonds from them, he would do so without the 
authority of law, and the bond would be there- 
fore void. This money, thus deposited in these 


ij it, to.the people of the United States, and the 
, means of returning this sum, collected from the 
i! whole people, consisted of the notes of those to 
'i whom it had been loaned, and who these were was 
i not even known to the Secretary of the Treasury 
| himself. Thus this vast sum was loaned out by 
i banks, acting without authority, to persons un- 
known to the Secretary, and in the case of an 
explosion, the loss to the Treasury would be in 
proportion to the extent of thatexplosion. This 
had actuall 
the close of the last war, and caused the unavail- 
able funds which are now in the Treasury. Butif 
| such a pressure were to occur as took place about 
|: the year 1819—want of confidence, or a large ex- 
|: port of specie for the wants of commerce, or a fail- 
i ure of the crops, or a great reduction of prices of 
| the great southern staple—if the banks became 
| affected by any one of these causes, the loss to the 
i Treasury would be far greater than it was to the 
|! public. in 1819. . Look now to the state of the 
. surrency; confidence in it was already diminish- 
: ing, and exchanges were greatly deranged, while 
| bank issues had enormously increased. All this 
had arisen from the unfortunate controversy with 
the Bank of the United States. The number of 
State banks in 1830 was something like three 
hundred, and up to January, 1835, they amounted 
to nearly seven hundred and fifty, while the cir- 
culation was nearly double what it was in 1830. 
He had no doubt, if they could get accurate ac- 
counts, that the present circulation would be 
found to be upwards of one hundred millions, 
and the number of banks eight hundred, all of 
them without law, and without responsibility to 
the United States. Was this a state of thingsin 
which the Senator from New York could place 
manl on the watch-tower and cry that all was 
safe? 

When the currency was arrested from the 
power of Congress, where was it transferred? It 
was not even in the possession of the States; it 
was in the passegsion of these thirty-four banks, 
and the Secretary of the Treasury, whose interest 
it was that it should be secure, did not know to 
whom they had loaned it. The attention of the 
Senate had been called by the Senator from Ohio 
to a single bank, which had attempted to regulate 
the currency, to a certain extent, by prohibiting 
the Land Office from taking the notes of other 
banks designated by it. And let us see what the 
Secretary of the Treasury has done while Con- 
gress is legislating on the subject of the currency. 
In his letter of the 22d February, he requests 
these banks—he puts his commands:in the form 
of a request—that after the Ist of July next they 


banks, was loaned out, a considerable portion of | 


occurred, or something like it, after || 


will not issue notes of a less denomination than. 
five dollars; and, at a certain period thereafter, 
i that they will discontinue the issue of notes of a 
| less denomination than ten dollars. Now, he was 
| not about to inquire into the expediency of dis- 
continuing the circulation of bank notes under 
. ten dollars, or into the expediency of making the 
currency consist of gold and silver only — this 
might be right. It was to the right to exercise 
this power, without the sanction of Congress, 
that he should call the attention of the Senate. 
Where did the Secretary derive this power, con- 
ferred on Congress alone, by the Constitution, 
and reserved by it from the Executive himself? 
The power of taxation was not much greater 
than the power of determining the thing on which 
taxes should be paid. Give him the latter power, 
the right of detérmining the modes of taxation, 
and he could make it nearly equivalent to the 
power of taxation itself. Now, if the Secretary 
of the Treasury could declare what should be 
the currency of the country—if he could regulate 
these banks without the authority of Congress, 
this power was capable of being rendered equiv- 
alent to the tax-laying power. 

No man of ordinary prudence and forecast could 
contemplate the existing state of things without 
the most serious alarm. It was impossible that 

' they should continue—that eight hundred banks 


|| should go on, from day to day, to issue so much 


‘paper, and that the twenty-four sovereignties 
! should submit to it. It was utterly impossible 
| but that an explosion must come; though when 
| it would come he could not pretend ta say. They 
| might differ there about the cause of it, but come 

it certainly would. There was a most unnatural 


|: state of things presented—abundance on the one 
|| hand, and scarcity and pressure on the other. 
i: What was the cause of this pressure? One cause 


' was the vast portion of public revenue locked up 
‘in the vaults of these banks, or loaned out by 
them to persons who might not be able to return 
it promptly; and if they loqked to the state of 
| the public pressure they would find something to 
| support this opinion. Where was the greatest 
| pressure at the present moment? It was at the 
oints where the greatest amount of revenue had 
een collected. and deposited that the severest 
| pressure was felt; and of these points the city of 
New York, being the greatest both for collection 
and deposit, they had every reason to believe, 
from the accounts received, suffered the most 
from pecuniary pressure. Let us look (said he) 
at other points—at cities where the collections 
were not so great, and where comparatively little 
| was deposited. Take Louisville, for example, 
or any of the cities on the western waters. At 
Louisville, where capital always found a ready 
‘employment, there was no pressure, and the 
course of exchange demonstrated a state of pros- 
: perity and security. Go to Cincinnati, or to any 
of the southern cities, and it would be found that 
the measure of pressure was equal to the measure 
| of collection. There was another cause, and that 
was the want of confidence, which had caused a 
severe pressure in the money market. _ 

The fact of this pressure was undeniable. It 
| was severe and alarming, and called loudly for 
the application by Congress of any cgnstitutional 
| means within its power to relieve this distress. 
How was the city of New York to be relieved 
from the abstraction of eleven milliona of dollars? 
She was to be relieved from the pressure only by 
the distribution of the money in the public Treas- 
ury, which would afford immediate relief; and 
immediate relief would be afforded to the banks. 
in that city, and in those other great commercial 
cities of Philadelphia, Baltimore, and Boston. 
And was it possible Congress could adjourn with- 
out distributing this vast treasure? Among the 
achemes devised to dispose of this fund was one 
of making large appropriations for ublic defense; 
and the term “‘ public defense” had been repeated 
in their ears until everybody was sick of hearing 


it. . : > 

In good old times the Commons of England or 
the Congress of the United States did not go to 
the Crown in the one case, or the Departments 
of State or the Executive in the other to ask how 
much they could spend, but cut it down to reduce 
it to the proper sum consistent with economy. . 
But now they goaded and harassed the disburs- 
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ing departments to tell them how much, and what 
was the maximum amount they could spend. 

The Secretary of War, in a document highly 

creditable to his sound judgment and discretion, |! 
had told them how much had been expended; | 
and it was evident he was against this cxtrava- | 
gant system, as he had cautiously avoided indi- 

cating any sum that could be expended, and sup- 

posed they were capable of judging for therm- 

selves. But this did not suit some gentlemen; 

and he was called on again, and it was referred | 
to Colonel Gratiot; and finally it was referred to 

a lieutenant in the service, who had given it as : 
his opinion that $6,000,000 could be expended. 
In other cases they had not only the authority | 
of the Secretary, but the authority of the Presi- 
dent. But now the Secretary refers it to the 
same branch of the Department, and Congress |; 
was asked to expend $6,000,000 on the opinion 
of a lieutenant. There could be no diversity of |. 
opinion on this subject. He asked gentlemen to 
look at the condition of the country now, and 
compare it with that period when we defended ` 
ourselves so successfully against a powerful na- | 


tion. Our population was about doubled since |; 


then. We had twelve ships of the line finished | 
or on the stocks, and an additional number of | 
frigates; and our whole coast, from the Balize to ` 
Norfolk, was increased in all its fortifications. 

He adverted to the efficient defenses of New 


York, and of the whole north Atlantic coast; and |: 


asked the Senators to look at the Canada fron- 
tier, and compare our resources and strength 
there with what it was in 1814, and they would | 
find it possessed a thousand times the strength 
it then did. We had paid off a debt of upwards 
of a hundred millions, and it was ideal to com- 
are our strength then with what it was now. 

he introduction of steam power on the father 
of rivers, the Mississippi, and other navigable 
rivers, baffles all calculations in figures of our 
strength. This thing of making these extrava- 
gant calculations in regard to fortifications, &c., 
was nothing but an effort to get rid of the sur- 
plus. Appropriations and expenditures were not 
synonymous terms; appropriating more than 
they could expend would only be turning another 
leaf in the ledger, and charging it against, instead 
of leaving it where it stood—to the credit of the. 
Treasury. The appropriation of last year could 
not be expended; they might appropriate it as 
they pleased, and they could not expend it; and 
to leave it where it was—it was in repositories 
that were insecure and unsafe—and the loss of 
interest while it remained in these banks alone || 
would amount to upwards of two millions per 
annum; and, besides the loss of interest, they ran 
the risk of losing the capital itself. What, then, 
ought they to do with it? He answered, dis- 
tribute it. 

These lands were acquired by cessions from 
States, and by treaties from foreign Powers; and 
under either mode they came under the general 
powers of Congress. The lands acquired by 
cession were ceded in consequence of the revolu- 
tionary struggle, to pay the debt of the Revolu- 
tion, and to satisfy Maryland, New Jersey, and 
other States, for the extensive waste lands in 
those States. The President, in his message of 
1832, had said the object for which they were 
ceded having been accomplished, they were then 
subject to the disposal of Congress, in such way 
as would best satisfy the several States. The 
deed of cession from Virginia was prior to the 
adoption ef the present Constitution, and Virginia 
having been a party to it, it followed that when 
the power was concurred in by the ceding States, 
it was intended to be at the disposal of the States. 
The power to dispose of the thing itself, implied 
the power to dispose of the proceeds of it. In 
the view he had taken of it, under the treaty, the 
power to dispose of it was unlimited. If any 
Senator doubted the right of Congress to dispose 
of the proceeds of the lands in Florida and Louis- 
iana, he might move to strike out those proceeds, 
and they would still have the means of carrying 
the bill into effect. He should be able to satisfy 
every Senator there could be no doubt of the 
pows if they limited it to the deeds of cession. 

he language of the deed of cession was that all 
lands within the Territories, not granted to offi- 
cers and soldiers of the revolutionary army, should 


be for the use and benefit of the several States, 
(Virginia included.) The title conveyed was to 
the use and benefit of the several States, (Virginia 


inclusive,) and not for the benefit of the Union. |. 


If the cession was not intended for the benefit of | 


|: the States, the language designating the States, 


and Vigtun inclusive, would not have been 
used. 

But it has been said that if these lands were 
given to the Union for the use of the States, how 
could the application of it to the uses of the 
Union be justified? Why, because the applica- 
tion of it to the uses of the Union was for the 


i, benefit of the States composing it. The States | 


had contracted debts which were assumed by the 


ment of this revolutionary debt, was the great | 
object of the cession by the State of Virginia, and |: 
such application was for the benefit of the States : 
composing the Union. If it was intended that 
this cession should form a consolidated fund, 
why was there any reference to the proportion 
of the burdens borne by each State of the general 
expenses of the Union, as establishing the mode 
of distribution? No, the fund was to be a com- 
mon fund, but the trust was to be applied like ' 
any other trust or administration—though general 
in name, it was for the separate and individual 


: use of each corporator. 


Now, recollect that at the date of the Virginia 
deed of cession the exactions from the several 


; members of the Union were in their corporate” 


; capacities. Suppose, then, Virginia had paid her 


ortion for the general defense, or chose to pay 


: in some other form, would she not have an un- 


doubted right to demand her portion of this fund, 
or this common trust? 

The measure of Popor as provided by this 
deed to be shared by tlie States was the measure 
of burdens respectively borne by each in the gen- 
eral expenses—the measure of contribution, and 
the measure of taxation. Now, what was the 
principle of the plan before the Senate? It adopted 


| precisely the same measure of taxation and of | 
' burdens, varying only according to the Constitu- 


| tion of the 


nited States. Suppose, again, that ` 


: the whole revenue of the United States was, in- 


| stead of being drawn from imports, drawn from 


the States by direct taxation, then they would | 
have information of what was drawn from each i` 
State. Could they not in that case allow each ` 
State to receive her proportion of this fund, and `; 
to pay the amount of her direct taxation in gross? 
Or if a regular account was kept, would not the | 
State be charged with her portion of direct taxes, |: 
and credited with the amount of her portion of | 
these lands? : 

Suppose that, instead of the funding system | 
which we had adopted—instead of the General |' 
Government assuming the debts of the States, 
each State had been cumpelled to provide for, and’ 
make payments of its own debts, would it not, 
after it had been known that this grant was made 
for the express purpose of paying the revolution- 
ary debt, have become necessary that this fund 
should be divided for the purpose of enabling the 
States apne their debts? If this was not so, 
why did Virginia declare that these lands should 
be held for the common benefit of all the States, ` 
Virginia inclusive? Now, if these debtshad been || 
charged to each individual State, was there a |; 
Senator there who doubted that the States would |i 
have come forward, and demanded their share of |! 
this fund? It did not seem, therefore, that the | 
application of this money to the uses of the Union |! 
weakened the argument. The fund was so ap- | 
es and applied according to the terms of the `! 

eed. 

An argument much stronger in favor of the ap- 
plication of the fund that was now proposed was, 
that they had arrived at the first application of it | 
by inference only, because the fund being given 
for the common benefit of the States, it was in- | 
ferred that it might rightfully be applied to the 
Union which was composed of the States; while 


l 


for the application now contemplated, they had || ei 


the direct sanction of the deed of cession. Tf the 
old articles of confederation had remained in force, 
there would have been no difficulty as to this dis- 
tribution, as each State would have paid its own 
share of the common burdens, and would have 


i Mr. C. contended, as had been done b 


‘ policy of removing 
| sissippi was no 


| of the fund. The mode of taxation, however, 
i had been changed, and was now laid on con- 
sumption, as the only rule by which they could 
approximate so nearly to equality. And what 
other rule could approach so near? Taxation on 
consumption was in proportion to population; 
and, by following it up, they in this bill adopted 
the same rule; that is, the burden of taxation 
being on the population of the States, the distri- 
bution was to be made according to it generally. 
This rule of distribution was fair, just, and in 
conformity with the terms of the deed of cession. 
Did it not rest on the grounds of principle and 
reason? The uniform practice of the Govern- 


'; ment, down to this very day, had been in con- 
: Union, and therefore to apply them to the pay- |, 


formity with this exercise of its power over these 
lands. He never knew this power to be ques- 
tioned until the veto of the President. All the 
Presidents — Mr. Madison, Mr. Jefferson, Mr. 
Monroe, and Mr. Adams — had administered 
the Government in conformity with this power. 
What had the public lands been distributed for? 
For almost all the purposes of the country—for 
internal improvement, for education, and for be- 
neficent pur oses. By a humane policy, they 
granted lands to the expatriated Poles. They 
granted lands to the French; and although they 
were given ostensibly for a designated purpose, 
yet, in fact, the grants were an absolute bounty. 

t was true that Congress had gone too far on 
some occasions, but all uniformly acknowledged 
that they possessed the power to make the grants. 
After referring to the messages of the President 
on the subject of the public lands, Mr. C. said, 
that supposing this power of Congress over the 
public lands to be incontestable, the Senator from 


New York [Mr. Wricut] contended there was 
‘ nothing to distribute. 
| tleman objected to the bilt with some reason; for 


If this were so, the gen- 


if it were true that there was no surplus to dis- 
tribute, it was not right that this bill should pass. 


' But the Senator had met with his match in his 


friend from New Jersey, who had most ably re- 
futed all his positions, and shown clearly that all 
his calculations were founded in error. Mr.C 
then entered into various calculations to show 
the amount of the surplus revenue, with that 
accruing, and replied to Mr. Wricur’s argument 
that the military bounty lands, the purchase of 
Louisiana and Florida, and various other offsets 
should be taken from the proceeds of the land 
sales, before they could be called net diet a 

r. 
CriTTENDEN, that the jurisdiction only er Louin. 
iana and Florida was of far greater value than the 
amount of their purchase, and that the revenues 


| derived from New Orleans and.Mobile alone, (the 


claim of Spain to the latter having been quieted 
by the Florida purchase) would pay for these 
two provinces over and over. 

Louisiana was purchased for the peace and 
security of the country, and human figures could 
hardly reach the benefits of this res EA under 
the treaty of 1804—and so also of Florida. There 
was then virtually a Texan war going on, and 
we took possession of the country. He alluded 


| to a document, drafted by Mr. Madison, which 


had been pressed upon him by Mr. C. The joint 
possession of Mobile and Pensacola, by the treaty 
of 1818-19, would alone justify the sum of money 
paid for that accession of territory. Looking at 
the great commercial advantages secured, and the 
constant emigration opened out by it, with a 
statesman’s eye, and such as the Senator from 
New York (Mr. Wricut] had, he would no 
doubt have seen the great benefits derived from 
it, and that not one cent of those charges he had 
made were chargeable to the public lands. ‘The 
the Indians beyond the Mis- 
t for the purpose of getting the 
d the expense of removing them 
was nota fair charge upon them. The amount 
of the two items, in the purchase of Louisiana 
and Florida, was about thirty millions. 

The whole product of the public lands bie 
ghty-three millions; and, eleven millions an 

i upwards deducted for bounty lands, would ee 
upwards of seventy-one millions. Take na 
| whole claimed by the Senator from New Yor a 
| [Mr. Wricut,] the entire cost of removal an 

| interest, and the amount would be about twenty- 


public lands; an 


been entitled to receive her proportionate share 


four millions; so that, however the account was 
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stated, there was a surplus remaining of about 
twenty-four millions. 

The Senator from New York had objected to | 
that feature, assigning ten per cent. to the new l 
States. He (Mr. C.) had been unjustly charged 
with feelings of hostility towards the new States; 
and he thought it particularly hard for the Sen- 
ator from Mississippi yesterday to question the 
equity of this provision. He believed that Sen- 
ator had questioned its equity, but not its justice. 

Mr. WALKER said that he had already ex- 
plained that it was not against the equity of 
giving this ten per cent. fund to the new States, 
because he believed that it was not as much as 
they were entitled to. He had only said that, 
taking the gentleman's argument, there was an | 
inequality in this grant. A 

Mr. CLAY said he would show that if any- 
thing was wrong in that provision, it was not in 
not assigning enough to the new States. The 
principle was founded upon the measure of bur- 
dens. It gave to the people in equal proportion 
to their burdens. He went into a calculation to 
show that there was an increase of six per cent. 
of population of the new States over the old. The 
mode of taxation now pursued was not by direct, 
but by indirect, taxation. The measure of tax- 
ation was a measure of burden. The burden was 
the taxation paid on the direct consumption. It 
would take up too much time to go into a detail 
of the increase of all the States. The nearer they 
got to the period when the next census should be 
taken, the more unequal it would be in regard to 
the new States; and as he had not time to make ` 
the calculation, he had put it at ten percent. The 
increase of population was where there was the 
greatest amount of sales. The greatest increase 
of population was in the new States; and, as they 
increased more in population, they got more of 
the ten per cent. By taking into the account the 
advantages accruing from the acquisition of | 
Louisiana and Florida in the shape of duties and il 
direct taxes, and the great benefits derived from | 
commercial advantages, it would expunge the 
debt. The Senator from New York thought the || 
customs would dry up; and contended that the || 
sales were now inordinate in amount, and that || 
by 1841 we would not receive $1,000,000 from || 
them; that while the customs would be but |! 
erent; the expenses of Government would | 

$17,000,000, su that there would be a defi- | 
ciency of $2,000,000. How was it (he asked) | 
that an Administration that came into power on 
the principles of reform was to increase the ex- 
penses from $13,000,000 to $17,000,000? But (he 
said) it would be caused by the increase of popu- |; 
lation. The machinery of Government (Mr. ©. 
said) was the same in an increase of population 
as it was now. The salaries of the President and <` 
pay of officers of the Government would be the j 
same as now. The late Secretary McLane had |) 
estimated the expenses at only $15,000,000; and | 
the late Senator from South Carolina, since Gov- | 
ernor of that State, (Mr. Hayne,) had estimated 
them at $12,000,000. The Senator from New || 
York had not served the Senate with any data to | 
show the increase from $13,000,000to $17,000,000. |: 
He did not wish to see any of the protected arti- | 
cles in the great principle of compromise touched; ' 
but if it should become necessary, other means. | 
might be resorted to without touching them. 

There was one feature in the compromise bill | 
which was a most happy one, and he was de- | 
lighted at having borne an important part in that 
measure. The whole country seemed to have 
been satisfied with it; and best of all, his late 
friends, the manufacturers, whom he would be 
the last man to desert, and whose interests he had | 
always supported, had found that it was the best 
measure that could have been adopted for them. 
That feature was this: There was a large class | 
of articles on which the power of taxation was | 
reserved, and the taxes, which might in an emer- 
gency be increased without violating the spirit of 
the compromise. They had many luxuries which | 
might be taxed, if the revenue should fall short. 
In their anxiety to reduce the duties, they had 
diminished the duties on silks and wines—arti- 
cles which might well bear increased taxation. | 
Why, sir, (said Mr. C.,) we may have abund- 
antly enough of revenue for all the wants of the 


Government, without resorting to loans or the 
lands, simply by taxing luxuries. Mr. C. then 
went on to show that the receipts of the customs 
would probably increase, instead of diminish. 
There was reason to believe, that unless a paper 
explosion took place, the revenues of this year 
would be greater than the last. The first quarter 
of the year was estimated at five millions, and the 
whole customs of the present year would be up- 
wards of twenty millions. They might reason- 
ably calculate that the revenues of the coming 
years would be in proportion to the wealth of 
the country and its ability to consume. It was 
absurd and out of reason to suppose that there 
would be a deficiency from the customs. 

Mr. C. having shown, as he said, the power 
of ‘distribution and the ability to make it, next 
went on to show the expediency of the measure. 


It had been objected that if they once commenced ` 


this system they would not be able to get rid of 
it. hy (he would ask) were they afraid to 
trust the States? Recollect (he said) that the 
whole was founded in the confidence of the people; 
and if they found that the system was not a good 
one it would undoubtedly be repealed. But gen- 
tlemen could not have pronounced a higher eulogy 


on this bill than by saying, that if it was once | 


passed they never would be able to get rid of it; 


. for the argument inferred that the beneficial effects 
_ of it would be so sensibly felt by the people that 

they would not be willing to give itup. Could . 

there be a measure (he said) more calculated to : 
piness, and harmony of | 
t setded forever that dis- | 
tracting question of the right to appropriate money | 


promote the peace, ha 
the Union than this? i 


for internal improvements. Could it be believed 
that the States of the West would continue to be 
satisfied with the vast expenditures of this Gov- 


‘ ernment on the sea-board? The day would come 


when the united West and Southwest would de- 
mand that this unequal distribution should cease. 
But pass this bill, and that question would be 

uieted forever, The distribution among the 

tates would place in each a fund amply sufficient 
for all the great purposes of internal improve- 
ment and education, to be applied as the States 
thought proper. There would be no further call 
from the States for appropriations for these pur- 
poses; and was there not great fitness in enabling 
the States to act for themselves, without asking 
for the bounty of the General Government? It 


was impossible to imagine anything more fitting | 
; or more proper, with regard to the new States as | 


well as the old. He would call on gentlemen of 
the West to give up their vain idea of appropri- 


ating this immense domain to themselves. What | 


hopes could they have of success in their gradu- 
ating projects? Let them look at the votes of 
this session, and say whether there was any 
chance of their ever carrying them into effect. 


Were they-nearer to the accomplishment of their |, 


plans now than they were ten years ago? ; 
The more these graduating projects were dis- 


cussed before the people, the greater would be | 


the opposition to them. This plan of measuring 
the value of the lands by the bed of Procrustes, 
and putting lands worth twenty dollars an acre 
down to fifty cents, because some were not worth 
more, would never meet the approbation of an 
intelligent people. And in the meantime, what 


l 


were they losing, while they were looking after | 


an object that could never be gained? 


They | 


passed by a measure promising the most incal- | 


culable benefits, aggrandizing their States, and 
enabling them to keep pace with their neighbors 
in internal improvements, and ameliorating the 
condition of their people. These were practical, 
tangible benefits, which should not be lost sight 
of in planning wild and visionary schemes which 
could never be realized. Mr. C., after eulogizing 
the land system, predicted that the time woul 

come when a measure of this kind would be 
adopted by a large majority, if it failed now. 
His life for it, (he said,) this measure would, 
political opinions apart, find advocates where it 
now had opposers. He called the attention of 


| gentlemen from the new States to the gradual re- 
| duction of the quantity of unsold lands in each 


State, and the increasing favor this must procure 
for the scheme of distribution. As the lands in 


the new States were sold off, the interest of cach | 


in the lands within it lessened, while their in- 

terest in the lands exterior to them increased. 

Ohio might already be said to be an old State, and 

Indiana and Illinois were rapidly becoming so, 
|| and all these States would in time stand nearly 
‘| in the same relation to the public lands that the 
old States now did. The argument of the Sen- 
‘ator from New York, that the States would be 
reluctant to give up the proceeds of these lands 
when the honor or interest of the nation required 
it to go to war, was little complimentary to their 
patriotism or public spirit. As well might the 
, gentleman carry the argument a little further, and 

say that people were not to be trusted. But he 
- believed that one of the most favorable features 
_of this bill was, that it imposed some sort of 

restraint on that natural proneness of Republics 
. to go to war. 

In controversies with foreign nations, it was 
natural for the people to take part with the Gov- 
ernment. The remark of the noble Decatur, 

“Our country, right or wrong,” was one that 
was always felt by this people. He remembered 
the events of the last summer, and how near they 
were being involved in a war with a foreign 
Power; and although he did not approve of the 
course of the Administration, yet he would have 
given it.his most hearty support, had war unfor- 
: tunately taken place. Look at the controversy 
; between Ohio and Michigan, and say why it was 
that all on gne side were unanimous in favor of 
Ohio, while all on the other were in favor of 
Michigan, if it was not from the natural disposi- 
tion of the people to take sides with their Govern- 
ment, right or wrong. This bill would have a 
salutary restraint on the disposition of republics 
to go to war, by making it the interest of the 
States to preserve peace. But when the honor 
or safety of the country required that they should 
go to war, who could doubt the readiness of the 
| people to make every sacrifice to maintain them? 
By passing this bill, that greatest of all inter- 
ests, the interest in preserving the Union would 
| be greatly advanced. There were yet seven hun- 
| dred millions of acres of land, lying outside of 
| the States, unappropriated; upon which, it is 
i true, there were some incumbrances by the unex- 
tinguished title of the natives; but from the moment 
the white man put his foot on the rock at Ply- 
mouth, or on the shore of Jamestown, commenced 
i the entire extinction of that unfortunate race of 
people; and the Indian lands mgr all be counted 
on as a source of distribution. This system was 
i| not intended for one year alone, but for hundreds 
of years. In no sales for cepturies to come could 
they imagine any but large proceeds; and could 
| they conceive a tie more strong to bind the Union 
| together than the fact that every year each State 
would share with its co-States? There were 
f other topics connected with this subject, but he 
|| would not detain the Senate with a discussion of 
them at this time. 

It would be recollected that this fund would 
remain to be distributed when they were cold 
| and lifeless beneath the clods of the valley. 
| Long after parties and party strifes had ceased 
to exist, this vast fund would continue; then let 
them throw aside all their predilections, and come 
up to the measure which would improve the 
country in so many ways, and suppress all this 
excitement, caused by not distributing that which 
justly belonged to the people. 


NORTHERN BOUNDARY OF OHIQ. 


‘DEBATE IN THE SENATE, 


April 1, 1836. 
The bill to establish the northern boundary line of Ohio, 
and for the admission of Michigan into the Union, being 
under consideration— 


Mr. BENTON rose to vindicate the bill, and 
the conduct of the people of Michigan, from the 
objections which were taken to them. The Sen- 
ator from Ohio who has just resumed his seat, 
[Mr. Ewinc,] objects to the bill itself, and also 
to the conduct of the people of Michigan, and 
some others object to the extent of the boundaries 


which were proposed for the new States. He 
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said, that Michigan being a frontier both to Can- | 
ada and the Indians, it was right she should be a | 
strong State, and rank with those of the first mag- 
nitude. With this view, her boundaries were 
extended far enough on the Lake Superior and 
Green bay to include about sixteen or eighteen 
thousand square miles, which, added to the thirty- 
six thousand in the peninsula, would make about 
fifty-four thousand square miles; an extent which, 
while it placed her among the great tes, would 
still leave her behind several, which had a content 
of about sixty thousand square miles. In point 
of territory, then, the new State would be large, 
but not the largest, and therefore subject to no , 
objection on that account. In point of capacity, | 
to sustain a population, he was sorry to have to 
add that the additional sixteen or eighteen thou- 
sand square miles would be of small importance, 
the general character of the country added being 
that of extreme sterility, and chiefly desirable for 
its mineral resources, of which copper was a prin- 
cipal indication. 

The amendment offered by the Senator from 
Ohio, (Mr. Ewine,] Mr. B. supposed to be in 
substance a bill intended as a substitute for the 
bill reported by the select committee, and in the 
usual form of billsauthorizing the inhabitants of 
Territories to hold elections, meet in convention, 


frame a constitution, and send it to Congress for | 


approval. 

Mr. EWING assented, and said that such was 
the character of the amendment which he offered; 
that it was mainly copied from the act admitting 
the people of Ohio to form a constitution; and 
that it differed from the bill of the committee in 
some of the boundaries; as it stopped at the 
mouth of the Huron instead of going to the Mon- 
treal river. 

Mr. BENTON resumed, and said that the ob- 
ject of the amendment offered by the Senator 

om Ohio [Mr. Ewinc] was to turn the people 
of Michigan back —to consider as nothing all 
that they had done—and to require them to begin 
anew, under the sanction of an act of Congress, 
with holding elections, meeting in convention, 
framing a constitution, and sending it on to Con- 
gress. This (he said) was the object; and what 
related to the boundary was subordinate and in- 
cidental, which might be considered under the 
committee’s bill as well as under the proposed | 
amendment. The great object was to turn the 
people of Michigan back, and make them com- | 
mence in a regular manner, as it was called, in | 
contradistinction to the irregular, disorderly, and 
revolutionary manner of conducting themselves , 
which had been impuged to them. : | 

Mr. B. denied that the conduct of the people of , 
Michigan merited these epithets; but admitting | 
that they acted without a previous law of Con- 


gress, he desired to know whose fault it was? 
and would assume to say that no person could , 
answer that question better than the Senator from 
Ohio. He desired to see where the fault lay— 
whether in the people of Michigan or in the Con- 
gress—whether in their disorderly and revolu- 
tionary movement to break into the Union, or in 
the refusal of Congress to grant them the prelim- 
inary law which had been extended to other Ter- 
ritories, and to which Michigan was better en- 
titled than any other one had ever been? These 
were the questions, and, happily, the Journals 
of the Senate, as well as his own memory, would 
enable him to answer them. He would state, 
then, that Michigan having, as the Senate well 
knew, an absolute and perfect right under the 
ordinance to enter the Unica when her popula- 
tion amounted to sixty thousand souls, and hav- 
ing attained that number four years ago, she 
applied to Congress for an act to regulate her 
admission by the customary formalities, and that 
this application had been rejected or neglected 
for successive years. Without detaining the 
Senate with going over a tedious history of these 
applications and rejections, he (Mr. B.) would 
refer to the Senate Journal of 1834—two years 
Re show in what manner the people of 

ichigan were then treated. 

Mr. B. then read from the Senate Journal, of 
May 9th, 1834, as follows: 


if 


& The Senate resumed, as in Committee of the Whole, 
the bill to enable the people of the eastern division of Mich- 


igan to form a constitution and State government, and for 
the admission of such State into the Union, on an equal 
footing with the original States, and for other purposes, 
together with the amendment reported thereto by the select 


' committee; and, on motion by Mr. Ewrne that they be 


laid on the table, it was determined in the negative—yeas 
14, nays 20, &c. 

“ On motion by Mr. CLAYTON, 

no That said bill and amendment be laid on the 
table. 


When he had read these entries from the 
Journal, Mr. B. said that three points were made 


out by them: first, that the people of Michigan ` 


had applied to Congress for the customary bill, 
to enable them to form a State government; 
secondly, that the Senator from Ohio had moved 
to lay that bill upon the table; and thirdly that 
it was actually laid upon the table; and he would 
afterwards show that that ordcr was fatal to the 
bill. 

The next entry he would read from the Journal 


_ was from its proceedings on the 12th day of the 


same month; and was in these words: 


“ The Senate resumed, as in Committee of the Whole, 
the bill to authorize the people of the Tcrritory of Arkansas 
to form a constitution and State government, and for the 
admission of such State into the Unin, upon an equal 
footing with the original States in all respects whatsoever; 
and on motion of Mr. Ewine that it be laid on the table— 
yeas 22, nays 20.” 


Here (Mr. B. said) it was right to stop and 
remark that Michigan and Arkansas were now 


| together in the Senate; that bills for the admis- . 


sion of each of them had been reported; that both 


, had beef made the order for the same day; that 


the Arkansas bill would come on when the Mich- 


_igan bil] was finished, and that the fate of one, it 
` was generally conceded, would be the fate of the 


other. What he now wished to remark was that 
the people of these two Territories had applied 
at the same time years ago; that bills to enable 
them to form State governments were reported 
together in the Senate; that the same amend- 
ments were offered to both; the same motions to 
lay on the table were made in the case of both; 


' and that the fate of one was the fate of the other; 


for neither of the bills ever rose again from that 
fatal table. He said it could not escape observ- 


| ation that the Senator from Ohio (Mr. Ewine] 
; had made motions in each case to lay these bills ~ 


upon the table, and thereby prevented the people 
of the two Territories from obtaining the cus- 
tomary law to regulate the formalitics of their 
admission; so that he had prevented them from 
doing, two years ago, the very thing which he 
was proposing to turn them back for, and make 
them- do now. There was a maxim of law 
(Mr. B. said) which was also a maxim of rea- 
son and justice, and which prohibited any man 
from taking advantage of his own wrong; and 
certainly this maxim should estop that gentleman 
at present, and prevent him from opposing the 
admission of these States, and treating them as 
irregular, disorderly, and insurrectionary for 
holding a convention without a previous law of 
Congress, when he himself was the actual mover 
of motions in both cases to lay the bills on the 
table, which were then depending, to grant them 
these previous laws. 

But by what fatality (continued Mr. B.) has | 
that Senator mentioned the word party, and in- | 
sinuated that there is a design to get in those two 
States irregularly and prematurely for party pur- | 

oses? (Mr. Ewine disclaimed the insinuation.} | 

r. B. continued: The admission of new States | 
had always been opposed by party, and by the ; 
same party. Kentucky forty years ago, and 
Tennessee thirty years ago, and others since, 
had been opposed because they were Democratic, 
and would add to the strength of Democracy in 
the Congress; and he presumed that every ques- 
tion, the collateral as well as ths main one, even 


to a question of adjournment, would be decided ` 


SENATE. 


i their conduct was commendable. 


by party votes in the admission of Michigan and 
Arkansas. What party was in power (de- 
manded Mr. B.) in th 


States were so compendiously disposed of by the 
motions to lay on the table?—motions which fore- 
close debate, preclude discussion, and condemn 
without the assignment of reasons? What party 
was in power then? Was it not the opposition 
party? The party which, by whatsoever name 


i 
t 


man ' e Senate in 1834, when the ; 
initiatory bills for the admission of those two | 


it may be called, is still the party antagonistical 
to the Democracy? And was not the fate of 


| these bills decided by a clear party vote? He 
| would read the yeas on the Arkansas bill on the 
: 32th of May: for, after that the Michigan bilf 


was considered decided, and was not called for 
again, the fate of one being considered the fate 
of the other; and the vote on Arkansas beine 
taken as the fixed determination of the Senate. z 

Mr. B. read the yeas. They were—Messrs. 
Bell, Calhoun, Clay, Clayton, Ewing, Freling- 


_ huysen, Kent, King of Georgia, Knight, Moore, 


Naudain, Poindexter, Porter, Prentiss, Robbins, 


i Silsbee, Smith, Sprague, Swift, Tomlinson, Wag- 


gaman, and Webster—22. 

A clear party vote, (continued Mr. B.,) with 
the single exception of the Senator from Georgia, 
[Mr. Kine;] and it was incomprehensible how 
the vote could run in such a regular line, upon a 
motion to lay on the table, unless it was felt to 
be a party measure, and as such to be put down 
by party power. 

Now, (said Mr. B.,)' what was the precise 
measure thus laid on the table? It was the bill 
and the amendment. ‘The Dill has been stated, 
but the amendment has not, and this point wilk 
now be attended tu; for it is a great aggravation 
of the wrong done these Territories. The bill 
was to authorize a convention to be held; the 
amendment was to authorize a census of the 
inhabitants to be taken, and to be returned to the 
next session of Congress. Both were laid upon 
the table; so that not only was the law to authorize 
a convention refused, but even a law to count the 
people, to see whether there was population 
enough to authorize the formation of State gov- 
ernments! Even the census was refused! so that 
there seemed to be a determination by the party 
then in power in the Senate to do nothing, not 
even the most remote and preliminary act, in 
favor of these Territories. And how now can 
they be called disorderly, irregular, and revolu- 
tionary? So far from it that their conduct was 
regular and natural. They have a right to admis- 
sion; they have been denied the customary for- 
malities; they then actin virtue of theirownrights; 
they form constitutions, and send them here for 
ourexamination. So far from being reprehensible, 
It showed a 
laudable desire to enter the Union. It was not to 
get out, but to get into, the Union, that they were 


; Struggling; and he (Mr. B.) deemed so highly 
; of the benefits and advantages of this Union, that 
| he could excuse the new States for endeavoring 


even to break into it, while he could never excuse 
an old one for endeavoring to break out of it. 
Mr. B. then entered into an ample vindication 
of the rights of the people of Michigan and 
Arkansas to meet in convention, without a pre- 


‘liminary law from Congress, adopt constitutions, 


and send them here for examinations. Conven- 


| tions were original acts of the people. They 


depended upon inherent and inalienble rights. 
The people of any State may at any time meet in 
convention, without a law of their Legislature, 
and without any provision, or against any pro- 


i| vision in their constitution, and may alter or 


abolish the whole frame of government, as they 
pleased. The sovereign power to govern them- 
selves was in the majority, and they could not 
be divested of it. The people of these Territories 
had rights founded on the ordinance of 1787, in 
one case, and on the treaty with France of 1803, 
in the other. They had acted upon these rights, 
and it was ynjustifiable either to stigmatize them, 
as disorderly now, or to turn them back to the 
point they were at two years ago, and at which 
point nothing would then be done for them by 
those who wished now to turn them back. The 
cases of both Territories were clear and strong, 
that of Michigan being perhaps the clearest, as 
having a precise stipulation, and a right to adma 
sion at sixty thousand, while she now had nearly 
three times that number; the right of Arkansas 
being on a treaty, and her numbers being indis- 
putably sufficient, and larger than the poa 
of several of the new States were at the time of 
their admission. ; : 
Mr. B. said that he had been led by the identity 
of the subjects to speak of Michigan and eer 
sas together. Their two cases were similar, an 
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ao would be their fates ` Other gentlemen had | 
felt the necessity of defending both at the same ; 
time; and he made his thanks to the Senator from | 
Pennsylvania, [Mr. Bucuanay,] who had the | 
Arkansas bill in charge, for the distinzuished 
ability with which he had come into the contest 
onthe Michigan bill, and aided those who were 
more particularly charged with it. He repeated 
jt was an innocent movement for Territories to 
make a constitution, and send it to Congress for 
examination; and if it was republican, and the 
Territory qualified by population, the right to 
admission was clear and perfect. He said that 
Congress could not reject a constitution, except 
in the single case of which it was the guarantee— 
that of its republican character! It could not reject 
for ordinary provisions, for qualifications of voters, 
and such minutiæ. These were points of State 
regulation exclusively; and the absurdity of mak- 
ing them conditions of admission was proved by 
the facility of altering all such provisions after 
the State: was admitted, and when they would 
never be submitted to Congress. The right of 
Congress to reject for matter found in the consti- 
tution was limited to the feature of republicanism. 
Of that Congress was the guarantee. Whether 
the constitution was submitted to her or not— 
whether it was an old State or a new one— 
Congress was bound to guaranty the republican 
character of the State constitution; and for that 
purpose had cognizance over all the State consti- 
tutions, and for nothing else. Anything further 
was an invasion of the rights of the States; and 
he (Mr. B.) was too truly and sincerely a friend 
to the rights of the States to suffer Congress to 
meddle with the qualifications of voters in any 
State, old or new. This brought him to the: ob- 
jection, that the voting privilege was extended to 
the inhabitants of the Territory at the time of the 
adoption of the constitution, and not confined to 
those who were citizens of the United States. He 
left this question where it had been placed by 
others, as an affair that belonged to the State, 
and which every State had decided for herself, 
and many of them s0 as to give aliens the right 
of voting, and even of holding office. He referred 
to Illinois, Louisiana, and even Ohio, and asked, 
was it not a matter of history ihat within a few 
years past the Legislature of Ohio had decided 
that the word ‘inhabitant’? meant citizen? And 
they defined it so because a gentleman who was 
a subject of the King of Great Britain was pre- 
siding over their deliberations, and might act as 
their lieutenant governor. In conclusion, Mr. 
B. said he thought he had completely answered 
the material objections of the gentleman from 
Ohio. The first, that Congress had not passed 
a law authorizing the people of Michigan to form ` 
a constitution, was met by the proof that they 


had made repeated applications, which were re- |: 


jected by the vote of that body; and with respect | 


to the other, he held that the people of that Ter- |! 
ritory might meet as often as they pleased—might |; 


take up the map, and drawing a diagram repre- 
senting any boundaries they pleased, adopt these 
boundaries in their constitution, and send the 
whole to Congress; and all this would be an in- 
nocent operation. It would be innocent, because 
Congress might act on it or not act on it, as it, 
thought proper; they might agree to the consti- ; 
tutiosf or not agree to it; and the whole would be 
innocent, for it would be nothing more than a 
proposition for the acceptance of Congress. 
held that the proceedings of the people of Michi- 
gan had been not out of want of respect to Con- 
gross, but from a proper respect for themselves. 
fter their applications for admission had been | 
repeatedly rejected, they, in the exercise of their | 
inherent rights, formed their constitution, and | 


sent it here for acceptance. He hoped the amend- |; 


ment gending this constitution back, and delaying | 
the admission of this State for at least two years ; 
longer, would not prevail. 


| 
Mr. BUCHANAN said that he intended to || 
resent his views on this question very briefly. || g y 
| General Washington said they had the right, as | 
they unquestionably had, to be admitted into the | 


e had good reasons for desiring that the bill | 


might be very speedily decided on; and, there- | 


fore, in what he had to say, he should take up | 
as little of the time of the Senate as possible. i 


He i 


Senator from Delaware; and that was, that no 
act had been passed by Congress for the purpose 
of enabling the people of Michigan to form a 
State constitution, in obedience to what had been 


i supposed to be the custom in regard to other 
States that have been admitted into the Union. | 


Now, was there, he would ask, any reason for 
passing such an act? Was it required by prin- 
ciple, or was it required by former practice? He 
utterly denied that it was required either by the 
one or the other before a new State may be ad- 
mitted into the Union; and whether it was given 
previously or subsequently to the application of 
a State for admission into the Union, was of-no 
earthly importance. He admitted that the pas- 
sage of such an act previously to the admission 
of a new State was the best course to adopt; but 
if a people had formed a republican constitution, 
and if Congress should think that they had as- 
sumed proper boundaries, was there any objec- 
tion to their admission whether the preliminary 
law had.been passed or otherwise? But, in the 
history of this Government they had precedents 


to sanction this bill; and they had one which ap- : 


plied expressly to this very case, it being utterly 
impossible to draw any distinction between the 
two, unless in favor of Michigan. He referred 
to the case of the State of Tennessee, found in 
the second volume of the laws of the United 
States. The preamble was short, containing but 
a few lines, and he would read it. 
preamble was a declaration that ‘‘ by the accept- 
‘ance of the deed of cession of the State of North 
t Carolina Congress were bound to lay out, into 
‘one or more States, the territory thereby ceded 


‘to the United States. Congress, therefore, upon || 
i § the presentation of a constitution by Tennessee, ` 
* declared that State to be one of the United States ' 


‘t of America, on an equal footing with the original 


! ‘States, in all respects whatever, by the name and 


* title of the State of Tennessee.” 


Now, sir, what was the case here? There was |! 
no stipulation in the act of cession from the | 


States of North Carolina and Georgia, confining 
this territory to the formation of one State. On 
the contrary, the acts of both States provided 


i that the ceded territory should be formed into 


one or two States. According to the terms of the 
original cession, the territory was to be formed 
into one or more States; and, without any previous 


act of Congress, the Legislative Council passed a į 


law for taking the census of the people of that 


‘ territory, declaring that if a sufficient population 


should be found to entitle them to admission into 


: the Union, the Governor was authorized to direct 
, elections to be held for members of a convention 
to form a State constitution. The consitution, as | 


in the case of Michigan, was formed under their 


territorial government; and Congress was not | 
The first intima- | 


consulted at all in the matter. 
tion Congress had received of the fact, was in the 
message of General Washington, recommending 
the adrhission of the State into the Union. He 
would read one sentence from this message. It 
was dated the 8th of April, 1796. General Wash- 


ington, in this message, states that, ‘‘ among the | 
| * privileges, benefits, and advantages secured to ; 
| $ the inhabitants of the territory south of the river 
Ohio, appears to be the right of forming a 


t permanent constitution and State government, 


i ‘and of admission as a State, by its delegates, 
‘into the Congress of the United States, on an ` 
t equal footing with the original States, in all ; 
| € respects whatever, when it should have therein | 
| ‘sixty thousand free inhabitants, provided the ; 
i| < constitution and government so to be formed | 


< should be republican, and in conformity to the 


| < principles contained in the articles of the said 


< ordinance. ”? 

This was the opinion of General Washington 
himself, distinctly expressed. The people of the 
territor themselves made the first efforts for 
admission into the Union; they acted on their 
own authority solely, never having asked Con- 
gress for the passage of a previous law; and 


| Union, if they had a sufficient population. This 


The first objection he should consider was the || mittee in both Houses of Congress; and in the 
one suggested, rather than insisted on, by the |! House of Representatives a report was immedi- 


. Territory to admission. 


This brief | 


| right to it. 1 
' claimed it; and, as a matter of expediency, he 


| thought that Congress 


| Message, just mentioned, was referred to a com- 


SENATE. 


| ately made by General Dearborn, the chairman 


of the committee of that House, in favor of the 


admission of the State. In the Senate this people 
: met with a different reception. 


f A report was 
made by Mr. King, chairman of the Senate com- 
mittee, against their admission; and the commit- 
tee took the ground that, as Congress had the 
right to decide whether this Territory should be 
divided into one or two States, Congress should 
have been consulted previous to the formation of 
their constitution. There was another objection 
taken by the committee, and this was, that as 
the census had been taken under the authority of 
the Territory, and not under the authority of 
Congress, there was not evidence of the existence 
therein of a sufficient population to entitle the 
e The Senate agreed to 
this report, and passed a bill directing a census 
of the inhabitants of the Southwestern Territory 
to be taken. That bill went to the lower House, 
who struck out every provision contained in it, 


i and amended it by providing for the immediate 
‘admission of the State into the Union. 


The 


Senate receded from the position it had taken; 


', the bill was passed on the last day of the session, 


as amended by the House; and at the subsequent 
session the Senators and Representatives of the 


‘new State took their seats in Congress. Now, 


he would defy any man whatever to point out the 
distinction between the two cases, unless it be in 
favor of Michigan. Here is no question whether 


! one or two States were to be formed, making the 


case strongly in favor of Michigan. Yet, without 
the previous assent of Congress, Tennessee formed 
her constitution, knocked at your doors for ad- 
mission, and being a welcome stranger, was 
cordially admitted. He would, then, ask of gen- 
tlemen to mete out the same measure of justice 


i and liberality to Michigan that was meted out to 
| Tennessee. 


Ought they to be offended with the 
eagerness of the new States for admission into all 
the rights, privileges, and benefits of this Union, 
at a time when some of the old States were 


i| threatening to leave. it? Ought we not (he said) 


to hail the coming in of these new States, our 
own flesh and blood, and, on account of the 
absence of a little form, not send them dissatisfied 
from our doors ? 

He might view this subject with a partial eye, 
but he was sure that he had as strong a regard 
both for Ohio and Indiana as for Michigan; and 


| he most solemnly believed that the very best in- 


terests of these three great States required that 
the question of boundary should be settled in the 
way that the bill proposed. What had been the 
conduct of Michigan in relation to her boundary? 
Did any man believe that the people of that Ter- 
ritory thought that this eastern and western line, 
running through the southern bend of Lake Mich- 
igan, was not an irrevocable line? He himself 
was of a different opinion; but they had high 
authority to sanction the belief of Michigan on 
this subject—an authority that a few years ago 


: would not have been questioned. This people, 
‘then, acting under this authority, and under the 
' authority of the act of Congress of 1805, claimed 


the territory north of the line running due east 


‘from the southern bend of Lake Michigan to 


Lake Erie. One thing had surprised him, and 
that was the tenacity and the ability with which 


| his friends from Indiana had taken up this mat- 


ter, under a belief that this slip of ten miles of 
their State wag in danger. 

Now, out of Indiana there were not ten men 
who had the slightest belief that this respectable 
State was in any danger of losing any part of its 
territory. He admired the zeal of his friends on 
this occasion, but he did not believe there was 
the slightest cause for their apprehensions. As 
to Ohio the case was different. Congress had 
not, in the act authorizing her to form a State 
government, given to her any part of the country 
north of the east and west line. Nor had they, 
in admitting her into the Union, recognized her 


The proviso in her constitution had 


had the power to give itto 


her. But he would not go into any remarks on 


' this subject further than to say that it was his 


oe : : tory 
opinion that Ohio ought to have this territory, 
and that it was her interest that the question 
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should be finally and immediately settled. He ‘| one years of age or upwards, having resided one 
would, however, undertake to predict, that if || year in the State, are entitled to vote. 


they refused to admit Michigan into the Union, `: 


after depriving her of this territory, they would 
do SEN 


feelings and sympathies of the people would be 
excited in favor of the weak against the strong. 
The nation might be very unwilling that you 
should pass the bill taking this territory away 
from Michigan, and at the same time turning her 
away from your doors, and refusing her admis- 
sion as a State into the Union. He thought that 
the interests of all required that this entire ques- 
tion should be settled, and finally put to rest. On 
one point he was inclined to agree with his friend 
from Delaware, [Mr. Ciayron.] He was glad 
to agree with him on any occasion. It was this: 
he did not think that the ordinance annexed to 
the constitution of Michigan gave to her Legis- 
lature, either in terms or in spirit, the right to 
alter the boundaries established by it. In that 
he agreed vith him. He said, however, he would 
not touch the question, whether a sovereign State 
had or had not, by her Legislature, the right to 
accept territory from the United States, or to cede 
a part of her own to another State. 

He had received a paper from Detroit, which 
he presumed had been sent to every Senator, and 
he therefore would not enlarge on its contents. He 
was personally acquainted with Mr. Biddle, the 
gentleman whose name was at the head of the 
paper, and had a great respect for him; but as re- 
garded the admission of Michigan, he looked upon 
that paper as a most unfortunate one, calculated, 
as it was, to distract and divide, and to delay and 


embarrass the measures of those who were labor- | 


ing in behalf of her admission into the Union. 
The paper undoubtedly conveyed the meaning 
that the Senators and Representative of Michi- 
gan had been willing to barter away the territory 
of the State. Now, if ever he had met with three 
pertinacious gentlemen in his life, it was these 
very men, one of whom he was proud to call his 
friend. The line, the. irreversible line, fixed by 


the act of 1803, and by the ordinance of 1787, ` 


was the burden of every song they sang. He 
should as soon have thought of obtaining the 
consent.of a man to deprive himself of his life, as 
to have dreamt of obtaining the consent of these 
three gentlemen to the relinquishment of this line. 
He would do them the justice to say, that if any 
member of that Senate had ever heard them 
express the slightest willingness to accept the 
boundary provided in this bill, he had been more 
fortunate than himself. He asked any Senator 
to say whether he had ever heard from them any 
such intimation. He thought it would be better 
to amend this bill, so as to refer the question of 


boundary back to the people of Michigan, in| 


order that they might acce 
scribed by the bill. He understood that an 
amendment was prepared which would meet the 
views of his friend from Delaware, by making 
this boundary and the admission of Michigan go 
hand in hand together; for she certainly never 
could be admitted until she consented to relinquish 
the claimed territory to Ohio and Indiana. 
would refer to another objection, raised by his 
friend from Delaware, whom he knew to be a 
reasonable man, and open to conviction; and he 
thought he could satisfy him that the objection 
did not in reality exist. The gentleman had said 
that Michigan ought not to be admitted under her 
present constitution, because by it every white 
male inhabitant in the State had the right of 
voting, contending that this provision gave the 
right of suffrage to other than citizens of the 
United States. He asked gentlemen to mark the 
distinction here drawn by the gentleman from 
Delaware, and to judge whether this objection 
were well founded. 

Michigan confined herself to such residents and 
inhabitants of her territory as were there at the 
signing of her constitution; and to those alone 
she extended the right of suffrage. Now, we had 
admitted Ohio and Hlinois into the Union, two 
sister States of whom we ought certainly to be 
very proud. He would refer Senators to the 
provision in the constitution of Ohio on that sub- 
ject. By it, all white male inhabitants, twenty- 


to make the contest between her and : 
Ohio one of blood instead of words, and thus the ` 


He}; 


‘ had very properly confined the elective franchise 
‘ to inhabitants within the State at the time of the 
adoption of her constitution; but Ohio had given 
the right of suffrage as to all future time to all 
her white inhabitants over the age of twenty-one 
years; a case embracing all time to come, and not 
limited, as in the constitution of Michigan. He 
had understood that since the adoption of her 
constitution Ohio had repealed this provision by 
law. He did not know whether this was so or 
not; but here it was, as plain as the English lan- | 
guage could make it, that all the white male in- 
habitants of Ohio above the age of twenty-one 
years were entitled to vote at her elections. Well, 
what had Ilinois done in this matter? He would 
read an extract from her constitution, by which - 
it would appear that only six months’ previous | 
residence was required to acquire the right of ; 

suffrage. 

The constitution of Illinois was, therefore, still 
broader and more liberal than that of Ohio. 
There, in all elections, all white male inhabitants 
above the age of twenty-one years, having resided 
in the State six months previous to the election, 
shall enjoy the rights of an elector. 

Now, sir, it had been made a matter of prefer- 
ence by settlers to go to Illinois, instead of the 
other new States, where they must become citi- 
zens before they could vote; and he appealed to 

: the Senators from Illinois whether this was not 
now the case, and whether any man could not now 
, vote in that State after a six months’ residence ? 
: Mr. ROBINSON said that such was the fact. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. Now, here were twocon- 
stitutions of States, the Senator from one of which 

_ was most strenuously opposed to the admission 
of Michigan, who had not extended the right of 
suffrage as far as was done by either of them. 

. Did Michigan do right in thus fixing the elective 

| franchise? He contended that she did act right; 

' and if she had not acted so, she would not have 

acted in obedience to the spirit, if not the ver 
letter, of the ordinance of 1787. Michigan too 
the right ground, while the States of Ohio and 

_. Illinois went too far in making perpetual in their 

p constitutions what was contained in the ordi- 

|i nance. When Congress admitted Ohio and In- 

l diana on this principle, he thought it very ungra- 

i, cious in any of their Senators or Representatives | 

: to declare that Michigan should not be admitted 

' because she has extended the right of suffrage to | 

|| the few persons within her limits at the adoption ` 

;| of her constitution. He felt inclined to go a good | 

‘| deal further into this subject; but as he was ex- 

. ceedingly anxiotis that the decision should be ` 

; made soon, he would not extend his remarks any 
further. It appeared to him that an amendment 


pt the boundaries de®, might very well be made to this bill, requiring 


li that the assent of the people of Michigan shall be 
| given to the change of boundary. He did hope 
|| that by this bill all objections would be removed; 


; and that this State, so ready to rush into our 
i! 


i 


sence of some formalities which, perhaps, were 
very proper, but certainly not indispensable. 

Mr. NILES said he hoped the amendment of ` 
p the Senator from Ohio [Mr. Ew1ne] would not 
; be adopted. 
i sider well the consequences of such a course, | 
j! before they gave their sanction to it. 


| 


the proposition which is to be offered to the people 
of Michigan, if this amendment should prevail? 
| It is giving them permission and authority to | 
| form a constitution in the way and manner Con- 
' gress may prescribe, as the preparatory steps for 
i admission into the Union. Sir, they do not ask 
| for this; ee have not come here for this pur- 
l pose; they do not now supplicate Congress for 
l favors; they come here to demand their rights— 
l: to demand admission into the Union as a matter | 
|: of right; they stand upon their rights—upon the 
{| rights secured to them by the ordinance of 1787. 
| Gentlemen seem to forget that they have rights; 
i they seem to throw the ordinance out of the case, 
| to treat the question as though the people of | 
| Michigan had no other right to admission than | 


| what the Constitution secyres to them. If such : 
| was the case, I think they are entitled to admis- | 


Michigan had made the proper distinction: she | 


: arms, would not be repulsed because of the ab- ;! 


He trusted the Senate would con- f 


What is ; > Ol 
|| any evils from the admission of Tennessee—any 


| sion; but they stand upon the ordinance, which 
expressly secures to the people of Michigan 
when their population shall amount to sixty 
thousand, the right to form a constitution, and 
: to be admitted into the Union on an equal footing 
. with the original States, and they have now nearly 
three times that population. What occasion is 
there, then, for an act of Congress? Does not the 
| ordinance confer on them all the authority an act 
| of Congress could? 
| Sir, they do not ask that you should point out 
i to them the straight and narrow path in which 
they are to find their way into the Union, They 
do not ask for authority to form a constitution; 
they have done that heretofore; for three years 
they have been memorializing Congress, and you 
have turned a deaf ear to their petitions; they 
‘have been repelled, and the door of the Senate 
has been shut against them. Having for three 
years been treated with neglect, having been 
driven from Congress, you have forced them to 
the course which they have pursued, to stand 
upon their rights, secured to them by a solemn 
ordinance, which is irrevocable. They have 
taken the preliminary steps; they have organized 
a State government, and formed a constitution, 
which they have laid before Congress, and now 
ask to be admitted into the Union as a matter of 
right. Will you now refuse them admission, 
and tell them that all they have done is wrong, 
and that they must retrace their steps, and come 
here through the straight and narrow path which 
Congress may prescribe to them, but which you 
, refused to do when they applied to you for the 
purpose? Do you think they will do this? Do 
pu think they will abandon the ground they 
ave assumed, which they have been forced to 
assume? From the information I have received 
from the gentlemen representing their interests 
here, not on this floor, but in this city, I am per- 
suaded they will not do it; should this amendment 
prevail, they will spurn your law. In what situ- 
ation, then, will the people of Michigan be placed, 
and what may be the consequences of such an act 
of Congress? It may be well for gentlemen to 
consider these questions. | 
And why is a course so harsh, and fraught 
with so much danger, to be pursued? Why can- 
not Michigan be admitted now, and in the way 
she has applied for admission? Numerous ob- 
| Jections have been urged; I will not say that they 
are frivolous, or that there might not be sufficient 
: force in them to occasion doubts, if the questions 
were raised now for the first time. But such is 
not the fact: every one of these objections has 
been overruled in the admission of other States. 
The question which is now presented to the Sen- 
ate, and which we are called upon to decide, is 


|, whether Congress will adopt new principles in the 


admission of States into the Union? This is the 
true question, and I wish it to be distinctly un- 
derstood. And what reasons have been urged 
i for this? I have heard none. When Congress 
| has for a long series of years acted on certain 
| principles, are they to be abandoned, and new 
‘principles adopted, without cause? Have any 
evils been experienced from the principles on 


‘which Congress has acted in the admission of 


States; or has public opinion condemned those 
principles? If such had been the case, it might 
‘then have been necessary to reéxamine those 
| principles, and perhaps to abandon them, and 
introduce a new course of action. Were there 


i in the cases of Ohio, Illinois, and Louisiana? 
i Why, then, shall not Michigan be admitted on 
i the same principles as those States? 

Sir, it would be better and more. respectful to 
the people of the State, to reject their application,. 
| than to adopt the proposed amendment, which 
they can view in no other light than an attempt 
to coerce and force thein to retrace their steps, to 
undo what they have done, and fall back into a 
Territory. But suppose they refuse to do this 
at your bidding? They consider themselves of 
age, and do not choose longer to remain under 
guardianship; they claim the rights of freedom, 
and ask Congress to acknowledge their rights. 
They demand justice at your hands. The only 
: question properly before the Senate 18 the admis- 
i sion of the State, and that question I hope we 
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shal! meet directly, and decide it one way or the || Can they not do an act which is to give force and | 


other. If we reject them, it will then remain for 
the people of Michigan to decide what they will | 
do in the new situation in which you will have | 
placed them. To refuse to admit, to deny them | 
justice, and then to undertake to prescribe the |, 
course of action for them, would be adding insult 
to injustice. If they are refused admission, it, 
will be for the people of the State to decide what 
course to pursue. If they conclude to retrace 
their steps, and petition Congress for an act 
similar to what the amendment proposes, it will 
then be in time for us to pass such a law. But 
let us not attempt to force them into that course, 
but leave them untrammeled, and free to act, as 
in their judgment the exigency of circumstances 
may require. He would not examine the objec- : 
tions which had been urged; they had been 
explained in a manner he thought satisfactory 
and conclusive, by the Senators from New York 
and Pennsylvania, {Mr. Wricut and Mr. Buca- 
anan,] but would notice briefly some new ob-' 
stacles attempted to be raised by the Senator 
from Ohio, [Mr. Ewinc.] That Senator thinks 
there is a difficulty in this case which did not 
exist in the admission of Tennessee; he says, 
that by the ordinance it was left for Congress to 
decide whether there should be one or two States, 
in the northern division of the Northwestern 
Territory, and that Michigan has decided this 
question by forming a State out of part of the 
territory. So far the gentleman is correct; it does 
belong to Congress to decide whether there shall 
be one or two States, and Michigan, so far as . 
depends on her, has decided that there shall be 
two States. She probably supposed that the act 
of Congress of 1805, defining her limits: and , 
creating a territorial government, had, in some 
measure, settled this question, as that act might | 
be supposed to have reference to the ultimate |: 
creation of a State from the Territory, and its || 
admission into the Union. But Michigan has not | 
and could not take this question away from Con- | 
ress; it is now presented, and must be decided | 
tn the question of admission. By deciding to 
admit Michigan, we of course determine that the 
territory shall compose two States, or at least 
that it shall not all be comprised in one State. If 
the Senator, or any other gentleman, thinks that || 
the whole territory ought to be comprised in one | 
State, that would be a sufficient reason for voting | 
against this bill. But the same difficulty existed | 
in the case of Tennessee. By the cession, the | 
territory southwest of Ohio was to be formed into | 
one or two States, according to the pleasure of |; 
Congress. But before Congress had acted on 
the question, the people of the Territory decided |! 
that it should constitute one State only, and || 


formed a constitution extending over the whole |, 
of it, which Congress ratified and approved, and || 
thereby decided that there should be but one. 
State. The cases are precisely parallel. 

But the Senator says that it would be, in sub- || 
stance, the same thing to refer the question of the | 
change in the boundaries to the people, to be as- || 
sented to by them in convention, as to refer back | 
the whole matter. The difference would be very | 
great; in one case you approve their constitution, | 
and admit the State into the Union, on condition ' 
of a change in its boundaries, and submit that | 
guesnon simply to the people for their assent. il 

t is also said that the constitution cannot be 
changed, as regards the boundary, without com- | 
plying with the forms contained in it. A very | 
satisfactory answer has been given to this ob- || 
jection by the Senator from Missouri, that there i 
1s no act which the people, by virtue of their | 
inherent, indefeasible right of power, of sover- 
eignty, cannotdo. They can change or abolish 
their constitution in such way and form as they 
may choose. But there is another answer. The 
boundary is no part of the constitution; to change 
it is only to enlarge or contract the jurisdiction 
of the State. But the constitution is in an in- 
choate State—the gentlemen regard itas a nullity, 
and mere waste paper. It has been formed asa 
preliminary step to admission into the Union, | 
and is subinitted to Congress for its ratification. 
If Congress proposes a change in the boundaries 
of the State, and make the assent of the people 
the condition of their admission, can they not 
Rive such assent in the way we may prescribe? 


i 
l 
it 
] 
j 


yeu to their constitution? This act is to pre- 
cede the operation of the constitution; the pro- 
visions in the instrument regarding amendments 
can- have no application to an act to be done be- 


fore the constitution goes into operation by the» 
‘admission of the State. Those provisions can ' 


only be appiicanle to amendments after the State 
is admittec „and the constitution is in full force. 
But even in that case a change in the boundary 
of a State does not change its constitution, and 


has repeatedly been done by the ordinary Legis- 


lature. 

Mr. President, the honorable Senator from Ohio 
seems to condemn the proceedings of the people 
of Michigan, and speaks of them as a mere pop- 
ular movement, a sort of revolutionary measure; 
but the Senator is mistaken; their proceedings 
have been regular and legal. From first to last, 
all their measures relative te admission into the 
Union have been authorized by the Legislative 
Council of the Territory. 1 think they have acted 


with propriety—that they have been patient and ; 


forbearing under the delay, neglect, and what 
they consider the i 
perienced. 

I think their course is clearly justifiable; but if 
there is anything wrong or unusual in it, it is to 
be attributable to the neglect of Congress. For 
three years they have been rapping at your door, 
and asking for the consent of Congress to forma 
constitution, and for admission into the Union; 
but their petitions have not been heeded, and 
have been treated with neglect. Not being able 
to be admitted in the way they sought, they have 
been forced to take their own course, and stand 


upon their rights—rights secured to them by the : 
Constitution and a solemn irrepealable ordinance. , 


They have taken the census of the Territory; 
they have formed a constitution, elected their 


officers, and the whole machinery of a State gov- | 


ernment is ready to be put in operation; they are 


only awaiting your action. Having assumed this | 


attitude, they now demand admission as a matter 
of right; they demand it as an act of justice at 
your hands. Are they now to be anelai, or to 
be told that they must retrace their steps, and 
come into the Union in the wa 
sought to do, but could not obtain the sanction 
of Congress? Sir, I fear the consequences of such 
a decision; I tremble at an act of such injustice ! 

There is a point beyond which a free people 
cannot be driven. Why are the people of Mich- 
igan to be vexed and harassed in this way? They 
feel that they are treated harshly—that great in- 
justice is done them. They have been opposed 


and resisted in every course they have pursued ; 


to obtain admission into the Union; and you have 
now divided their territory, and taken from them 
a part of it to which they attach great value. In 
these measures of opposition to Michigan the 
Senator from Ohio has acted a prominent part; 
he has succeeded in opposing their former appli- 
cations, and in keeping them out of the Union; 
he has carried through a bill to divide their Ter- 


ritory, of the justice or injustice of which I will |, 


not speak, but the people of Michigan regard it 
as an act of great injustice. Will the gentleman 
still persist in his opposition? Does he wish to 
drive that people to desperation—to force them 
into acts of violence? Does he think that, by 
breaking up what has- been done, by creating an 
excitement, and forcing the people to organize 
their government again, the result may be differ- 


ent—that it may be more favorable to a certain j 


party or portion of the population which, he in- 
sinuates, took no partin the proceedings in organ- 
izing the State government? Whatever may be 
the object, such a course is fraught with much 
danger. 
forbearance of the people under measures which, 
in whatever light we may view them, they will 


| regard as unjust and oppressive. Who is willing 
| to be responsible for an act operating on a whole 


people, with their passions excited and inflamed, 
and calculated to rekindle the extinguished flames 
and to produce evils worse than the border war, 
which fas happily subsided? Should the amend- 
ment of the Senator prevail, a heavy responsibil- 
ity will rest somewhere; and I fear as much of it 
will fall on that honorable Senator as he will find 
it convenient to bear, 


njustice, which they have ex- | 


they at first , 


Let us not presume too much on the |! 


PROTECTION OF THE WESTERN FRONTIERS. 
_ REMARKS OF HON. A. G. HARRISON, 
{ OF MISSOURI, 


i 
| 


In rue House or REPRESENTATIVES, 
l April, 1836, 
In Committee of the Whole on the bill to give to the Pres- 
ident the power to accept the services of the Militia for 

a certain time. 

Mr. HARRISON said: 

Mr. Cuainman: The people I represent are 
deeply interested in this subject, and I hope I 
shall be indulged by the committee in making a 
few remarks, : 

It is the part of wisdom to accommodate our 
condition to the circumstances which surround 
us. Before the policy was adopted of removing 
_, the Indians west of the Mississippi, and concen- 
; trating them upon the borders of Missouri and 
| Arkansas, it was not so necessary to increase 

the Army, or to adopt such measures as would 
, more readily contribute to the defense and pro- 
‘ tection of the country. Before their removal they 
|: Were scattered over twenty-four States and three 
j Territories; and, from their weakness, were con- 
i| sidered more as troublesome neighbors than dan- 
| gerous enemies. But now, sir, this state of things 
i 1s greatly changed, and an imperious duty de- 
i, volves upon this Government promptly and effi- 
|| ciently to afford adequate protection to those most 
| exposed to the attacks of this uncertain and dan- 
| gerous class of people. I am glad to see the gen- 

tleman from New York [Mr. Camprevenc] and 
ıı the gentleman from South Carolina [Mr. Tomp- 
son] supporting this measure. They have no 
immediate interest in it, as we have. It augurs 
well for the cause, and better for their hearts; for, 
seeing the danger to which the western frontier 
is exposed, they are willing, as liberal and high- 
., minded patriots, to give us the protection which 
we ask. 

These Indians are thrown immediately upon 
our borders, without our solicitations or consent; 
and in such a manner as to make them feel their 
| strength, and consequently to be more ready to 
seek that revenge which their wild and ferocious 
temper nurtures against the white man. Now 
is the time to increase the military force of the 
country. Your own policy has led to the neces- 
sity, and if it-is not done in a way adequate to 
the emergency, this Government will prove her- 
self recreant to every principle for which Govern- 
ments are instituted, and faithless to the pledge 
| which her policy has created. Look at this map, 
{holding up a map of the Indian country,] let 
| gentlemen examine it closely, and answer me, if 
i the western frontier is not in danger every day 
i: from the attacks of these savages? Are gentle- 
| men unacquainted with the Indian character? 
Have no lessons of wisdom been collected from 
the past? Do they not know the uncertain, 
capricious, and savage disposition of the Indians? 
And are we to be told that there is no danger— 
that all is peace and quietude? Sir, this will not 
do; itis mockery. The map which I hold in my 
| hand shows our exposed situation; it shows that 
i| the whole borders of Missouri and Arkansas, 
li from the Mississippi to the Red river, are lined 
4 with numerous tribes of Indians, whe might at 
i| any time fall upon our defenseless citizens, and, 
| before they could be checked, might spread far 
and wide the work of death and desolation. 
This is too much; the very thought of our con- 
i dition is appalling; and if the Government will 
not afford the necessary protection, she will act 
a cold, calculating, unfeeling, and faithless part 
| towards us. - 

I have been astonished—utterly confounded, to 
| see any opposition either to the billorto the amend- 

ment offered by my colleague. To a measure 80 
just and necessary it was impossible we could 
anticipate that there would be any objections. I 
ask gentlemen if they have seriously considered 
i this subject—if they have, In sober earnestness, 
examined it in all itsdetails? Are they apprised 
'! of the number of Indians, emigrant and native, 
! that line our frontiers? Do they know the dis- 
| tance that there is between the forts that are sit- 
uated in the immense extent of country west and 
south of us, and the force—yes, the collected 


i 


i 


| 
i 
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hich they contain? I particularly beg the 
sien of the somatic to this branch of the 
The report of the Secretary of War | 


aubject. 
chews that we now have on our northern and 
western frontiers, of emi tend native Indians, | 


about one hundred and eighty thousand, and that 
there: will be, when all shall have been removed 
west of the Mississippi, about two hundred and 
fifty-three thousand. It shows further that the 
distance between Fort Towson and Fort Gibson 
is two hundred miles; between Fort Gibson and 
Fort Leavenworth is three hundred miles; be- 
tween Fort Leavenworth and Fort Snelling is four 
hundred miles; between Fort Towson and Fort 
Leavenworth is five hundred miles; between 
Fort Leavenworth and Fort Des Moines is two 
hundred miles; and between Fort Des Moines 
and Fort Crawford, one hundred and ‘thirty 
miles. 

Is this not enough to excite just apprehensions 
in the breast of every candid man? hat! two 
hundred and fifty-three thousand Indians living 
upon a frontier of about a thousand miles in 
extent, capable, in the event of a general war, of 
bringing into the field at least thirty thousand 
warriors; and, in the event of a war of any 
description, from two to five thousand, and yet. 


there 18 no danger, no cause for alarm? Sir, this |: 


is but trifing with us—it is adding insult to 
injastice. But we are answered that the propo- 
sition contained in the bill will be a sufficient 
protection, and that there is no occasion for the 
amendment offered by my colleague. Sir, what 


is the great and essential difference between the | 


proposition contained in the bill, and the amend- 
ment of my colleague? The bil proposes that 
the President sh 
militia, fot the term of one year, in the event of a 
war with the Indians, or in the event of a just 

sion of difficulties with them. -And the 
amendment proposes to give us at once peace and 
quietude, by affording us the adequate protection 
by raising and organizing another regiment of 
d ns. We ask for present security. We are 


answered that we shall have it when necessary. | 


I say that it is now, and always will be neces- 
sary ,as long as these Indiansare upon our borders. 
But I will tell you when you will give us protec- 
tion. It will be when our dwellings are wrapt in 


flames; when our fields are laid waste; when our | 


people are driven from their homes; when death 
and desolation shall stalk over the land: when 
our wives and our children shall be inhumanly 


butchered; when mourning and grief shall cover . 
the land, and the tears of the widow and the cries | 


of the orphan shall -tell you the fate of your 
wretched policy. Then, it will be then, that you 
will be very kind in giving us protection! When 
blood has been shed; when lives have been lost, 


tion. Houses burnt; plantations destréyed; the 


people driven from their homes; villages deserted, | 


and men, women, and children inhumanly slaugh- 


tered! The picture is but begun. Look still | 


farther at the gallant men that have fallen; look 
at the inhuman massacres that have been com- 


mitted; and perhaps I may reach the convictions | 


of certain gentlemen in this House by saying to 
them, look at the millions that have been expended 


in endeavoring to put down’a few Indians in |! 


accept the services of the ` 


I ask it for the honor of the country, and the 
| peace and safety of my constituents. 
| The army has been alluded to. Some seem to 
_ think our regular force sufficient to give us all the 
protection we need. Sir, itis the most abomin- 
able mockery on earth to pretend to fight Indians 
with regular troops. They are too slow and too 
regular in all their movements to fight an enemy 
` who only fight from the ambush. Has not woe- 
ful experience sufficiently taught us that regular 
troops cannot successfully encounter the Indians? 
From the time of Braddock’s defeat to the present 
hour, the history of our Indian wars affords us 


the melancholy instruction thai it is worse than | 


idle to fight Indians with regular troops. I do 
not mean to disparage our officers and troops of 
the regular Army. Braver men than they are, 
and braver and more skillful officers in the sci- 
ence of war, never lived. It is their very science 
that makes them unfit to fight the Indians. Look 
back at the Black Hawk war; look at the present 
one in Florida, and say if I have not spoken the 
truth. I say without hesitation, and I repeat 


without meaning any disparagement, that had | 


! the gallant Dodge, with his corps of dragoons, 
: been in Florida, he would long since have term- 
inated the war. 

Give us western men—men who can use the 


rifle, and who can fight the Indian upon his own- 


` terms, and I answer for it that they will render 
i to their country a very different account from the 
‘one we are in the habit of receiving from our 
regular troops. j ' ; 

Sir, 1 hope the amendment will be carried. I 


I ask it for the peace and safety of my constitu- 
ents. I ask it to stay the tomahawk, and to pre- 


vent the shedding of blood; and you may rely | 
mplishing all. 


, upon it it will be the means of acco 
; those ends for which Task it, . ` 

I said that E asked it as a matter of right, apd 
` as a matter of justice. Asa matter of right be- 


: cause we are your countrymen; we are American ` 


' citizens, and have the right to look to the Gov- 


,, Owes to every portion of the country, and to 
', of her citizens. As a matter of justice because 
| your policy has placed them upon our borders, 


and because you have armed ‘them yourselves. | 
Never, in the history of our country, have any ‘' 
Indians been better prepared for war than those ‘: 
. you have placed upon our frontiers. The Gov- | 


‘ernment has not only furnished them with the 


ammunition. After having done all this, will you 


ARMAMENT OF FORTIFICATIONS. 


SPEECH OF HON. C. C. CAMBRELENG, 
OF NEW YORK, 
In rue. House or REPRESENTATIVES, 
April 27, 1836, 


the state of the Union, to appropriate g1 
armament of our Fortifications. 


Mr. CAMBRELENG said: 


Florida. -Sir, the whole affair is a disgrace to the 
country. It is a disgrace to our name that the 
proper steps were not taken to prevent this war, 
which could have been easily done; and it. is a 
shameful and abiding disgrace upon the annals 
of our country, that Oceola, at the head of a few 


hundred warriors, has baffled the skill and eluded | 


the grasp of our bravest and most experienced 


officers, at the head of a much superior force. li 


And the war. is still going on; and how it will 
end, and when, and where, no one knows. Does 
not this afford us a lesson of wisdom? Is not 


this sufficient to convince you that for the purpose $ 
of seeming to be very economical and very patri- | 


otic, we have too long pursued that miserable and 
wretched policy which brings upon our people 
ruin, desolation, and death, and upon our country 
shame and disgrace? Let us change this course. 


i 
I 
| 
| 
| 
| 


I feel it to be a duty I owe the committee, Mr. 


“mit some views on the income and 
‘| of our Government. 
| occasion to notice some charges, I can assure the 


| induced me to take up a moment of ‘their time. 
Believing, however, as I sincerely do, that the 
| Proposition to distribute the surplus revenue 
would be disastrous in its consequences, I cannot 


must, I think, revolutionize the character of our 
State and Federal Governments, 

I regret, Mr. Chairman, that in discussing the 
| important questions connected with our public 
defenses, our Federal expenditures, and the dis- 


ask it as a matter of right—as an act of justice. ` 


ernment for that adequate protection which she, 


best of arms, but with the greatest abundance of | 


| still hesitate to give us the protection we ask? 
li If you do, you are faithless to the pledge which! 
l! your policy has created, and faithléss to the obli- 
: | gations you owé us as your countrymen. 

and when desolation has marked our fair and :; 

beautiful fields as her own, then you will believe |: 
in the necessity of protection! and it is then that | 
we shallreceive youraid! Seé what your wretched | 
policy has done for Florida. Look at her condi- |! 


i On his motion, made in the Committee of the Whole on ' 
7224,000 for the |; 


;, Chairman, in presenting the first proposition to |: 
|| dispose of a part of our surplus revenuc, to sub- | 
expenditure | 
Although I shall take the ; 


committee that no personal motive could have. 


i refrain from contributing even my humble efforts | 
to arrest a measure which, if it is ever adopted, | 


| position ọf our surplus revenue, the unusual 
_ course pursued by the gentleman from Tennessee 
© [Mr. BELL] on a former occasion should oblige 
me to,ask the indulgence of the committee while 
: I notice some charges which have since been pub- 
' lished in the doutnals of the day. I regret, sir 
that the gentleman from Tennessee, in his ex. 
tensive and comprehensive speech on political 
principles, finances, national defense, and the 
peuey of parties and of Governments, should 
| have thought it a proper occasion to notice me 
. personally, and to arraign my conduct in relation 
i; to the appropriation bills at the last and present 
sessions. In regard, sir, to the proceedings of 
| the last night of the late session, I concur with 
| the gentleman that it cannot be supposed * that 
i; the Speaker could possibly remember all that was 
said and done on that most harassing night.” 
: But there are some things which the presiding 
., officer of the House on that night ought certainly 
'; to have remembered. The.gentleman has charged 
'|me with gratuitously assuming that there was no 
‘| quorum, when he himself announced the fact in 
j reporting the yeas and nays on the Letcher res- 
| olutions—the very first. question stated by the 
j! Chair after the committee of conference returned, 
; and which remained on other motions.still the 
uestion when the, House adjourned at half-past 
three in the morning. Again, the gentleman has 
argued to prove that it was in my power to com- 
‘mand a quorum. . This, sir, is an extraordinary, 
argument to come from. the late Speaker, who 
: was unable ‘to command a quorum, and. who, 
when called upon to enforce his authority, and 
compel members to vote, declined deciding even 
the preliminary question of his power. The gen- 
tleman must also pardon me for expressing my 
surprise that he, of all others, should now en- 
.deavor to prove that the committee returned at 
„an earlier hour than that which I stated ona 
former occasion. Sir, I rely neither upon my 
own nor the subsequent recollection of any gen~ 
tleman. The Journal of this House is the only 
: evidence in which confidence can be placed. The 
: time when the committee returned is recorded on 
that very Journal, made up by the officer of the 
House, and revised, ratified, and signed by the 
gentleman himself. - ee: Bae, À 
Mr. BELL denied that he signed the Journal— 
explained the difficulty of examining it—that it 
‘ was, of course, nat read in the House, &c. 
| Mr. CAMBRELENG. Sir, it is immaterial; 
| it is made up by the officer of the House, and 
| should be revised by the Speaker. My declara- 
| tion as to the time when the committee returned 
is recorded on that Journal; it was made in the 
presence of the members of the House; of the. 
‘gentleman from Tennessee himself; of both my 
colleagues on the committee, including the gen- 
i tleman from Alabama, [Mr. Lewis,] who was 
present then, as he is now. That declaration 
was uncontradicted then, and will remain so as 
| long as the reeord of our proceedings, shall last. 

' But the gentleman from Tennessee makes 
another grave charge, that ‘ the regular and ordi-, 
| ‘nary appropriations for the Army, Navy, and 
į * fortifications, were not reported by. the Commit- 
| € tee of Ways and Means at the first of the ses- 
i € sion, nor until after the lapse of nearly a month; 
ij and after they were reported, they were per- 


, mitted to sleep upon the table for more than a 


| © month before they were seriously moved. te 
' The gentleman must pardon me for saying that. 
| his attack is unusual and extraordinary. I never, 
ii sir, should have thought of instituting any com- 
parison hetween the muny of the present with 

any former Committee of Ways and Means had 

not the inquiry assumed a dignity by having been 

noticed by the late Speaker of the House of Rep- 
resentatives. The charge, coming from so. re- 
spectable a quarter, gave me the trouble to ex- 
amine our Journals in the long sessions for the 
last ten years; and I find that these bills were 
never before reported in so short a time after the 
committees were announced. The gentleman 

may go back, sir, for forty years, and I doubt 
whether he will find an instance In which the 
Army, Navy, and fortification bills were reported 

as these were, in fifteen days after the committees 

were announced. They were announced on Hee 

|| 14th, and these bills were reported on the 29t 

l!i December. | ; 
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Mr. BELL explained. He had not said that 
they were not reported as early as at former ses- 
sions, but he spoke of negligence ın reference to 
the prospect of a French war, &c. 

Mr. CAMBRELENG. There was no negli- 
gence, air, on the part of the committee, in acting 
upon and reporting these bills, nor was there, on 
my part, in calling them up. I moved the con- 


: $4,000 for repairs was to remain. 
| leave the property of Government to perish, and 


‘repair a navy-yard which it was proposed to 


sideration of the Navy bill on the 13th January, ` 


and the bill was completed in its details on that 
day. Anxious to adopt prompt measures of de- 
fense, the committee did not wait for the move- 
ments of the Department, but instructed me to 
propose an additional appropriation of $1,050,000 
for increasing our navy afloat. On that motion 
adebate arose. At this time, the bill for the re- 
lief of the sufferers by the calamitous fire in New 
York reached the House from the Senate. Be- 
lieving that a measure which was so urgently 
required would be promptly adopted, I moved ita 
immediate consideration, never supposing that a 
measure of that character would be fiercely re- 
sisted for two months. I am responsible for 
moving its consideration; but the committee well 
know that I am in no manner responsible for the 
procrastinated debate that followed. 


has thought proper to allude to my course as to 
the approprintion bills. I hope he will not think 
it unkind if I should, in return, notice his move- 
ments in regard to the Navy appropriation bill. 
When I moved that bill, on the 13th of January, 


the gentleman immediately objected to its consid- | 
eration, and proposed to engage us in a debate ; 
upon various amendments to our rules and orders. ` 


Ata moment when the question of peace or war 
was undecided; when, notwithstanding the sub- 


i its final passage, the gentleman from Virginia, | 
The gentleman from Tennessee, Mr. Chairman, ` 


i and lands—of the amoant of public money in, and | 


sequent discovery of the gentleman that the party ʻi 


in power never contemplated a war, the question 
was so nicely balanced as to baffle the soundest 
judgments. At such a moment he proposed to 
set aside the ordinary naval appropriation bill, 
which has almost uniformly passed this House 
in the month of January, without debate, and 
which embraces appropriations for expenditures 
in every quarter of the globe. Sir, what was the 
next movement of the gentleman, when the bill 
came up on the 9th of February? The Commit- 
tee on Naval Affairs having previously. reported 
abill providing for allextraordinary expenditures, 
I had. arranged with the gentleman from North 


Carolina [Mr. Bynum] to yield me the floor, that ; 
I might withdraw my motion foran extraordinary | 


appropriation, in order that we might at once 
pass the bill. In withdrawing my motion, I 
announced that my object was to terminate the 
debate, and to act immediately on these appro- 
priations, as they were argently required for the 
naval service. But the moment I withdrew my 
motion, the gentleman from Tennessee interposed 
a second and an unexpected obstacle. He moved 
to strike out one half of the appropriations for all 
our navy-yards, not even excepting Pensacola, 
which he has subsequently soeloquently defended. 
And what was the object of his motion? To save 
some three hundred thousand dollars, to provide 
for the contingency of a war with France! Why, 
sir, if that war had come upon us, these ver 
expenditures would have been tripled or quad- 
rupled. That motion was subsequently modified 
and limited to striking out one half of the pro- 
vision for the Portsmouth navy- ard, and a debate 
followed. Next came the third movement of the 
ee from Tennessee, on the 16th of March. 

had understood that he was about to withdraw 
his proposition, and I had hoped that the naval 
service was no longer to be embarrassed by 
delaying these appropriations; but, to my sur- 
prise, the gentleman withdrew his motion only 
to substitute another, to enable him to commence 
a debate on the affairs of the nation. He moved 
to strike out the whole appropriation for Ports- 
mouth, not from hostility to that navy-yard, but 
because he thought the number.ought to be 
reduced. 

Another and a long debate followed, which 
was terminated on the 6th of April, and when 
the question was finally taken the next day, the 
gentleman declined voting upon his own motion! 
And how was this explained? He had intended 
to modify his motion, and to submit the pop 
osition of the gentleman from Vermont, [Mr. 


|, country has been sacrificed. Some millions have 


| rass and injure every branch of the public service 


į our surplus among the States, the interest of the 


| especially to the increase of those for harbors, 
| rivers, roads, &c., from half a million to near two |! 


; and not of executive origin. If you would ascer- 


Everett,] which was to strike out $63,000, 
leaving $4,000 for repairs. The $63,000, every 
dollar of which was for preserving our timber 
boats and spars, was to be stricken out, and the 
Why, sir, | 


abandon? l 

_ I shall not, sir, on this or on any occasion, 
impute improper motives to the gentleman from | 
Tennessee or any other member of this House; 
but he must pardon me for saying that he must 
not be surprised if the public should think his | 
course somewhat extraordinary for a professed 
friend of the Navy, and a supporter of this Ad- 
ministration in all its efficient measures. Nor, ;. 
sir, ought he to be astonished, however pure and 
just his motives no doubt are, if his successive 
motions following this appropriation bill, as they ` 
have done throughout the session, should be con- `: 
nected with other movements which have had | 
the effect to- embarrass Government and alarm 
the country. Sir, even the bill for the support 
of Government could not escape. After debating `! 
it for a fortnight, and when the question was on | 


(Mr. Mercern]—a gentleman of ability and great 
experience in legislation—moved to recommit jt ;; 
for the purpose of appending to it a provision for || 
distributing three and twenty millions of the sur- :! 
plus revenue!—a measure which, if it had been 
adopted, would have effectually defeated the bill | 
for the support of Government. Again, sir, have 
we not had call after call upon the Treasury for j 
weekly and monthly statements of the balance of | 
the public money—of the revenue from customs 1 

| 


the condition of, the deposit banks. Have we not 
had attempts, as in 1834, to excite panic and alarm |. 
about the tottering condition of the deposit banks, 
and the enormous surplus of public money, which || 
was all in jeopardy ? Can gentlemen be surprised 
if some of these extraordinary movements should |i 
be ascribed to the then approaching elections in 
Virginia, Connecticut, and Rhode Island? But no || 
matter what may have been the design of gentle- 
men in both Houses, the effect has been to embar- 


—to diminish the necessary expenditures of the 
ear for the Army, Navy, and fortifications; and, 
y postponing the appropriations for the public 

service, to increase the surplus—the very evil gen- 

tlemen complain of —and.to add some five millions 
to that large amount which they tell us is in 
jeopardy! Whatever may have been the purpose 
of those who are anxious for the distribution of 


been added to the balance in our Treasury, which 
might have been long since applied to measures 
indispensably necessary for our defense; and, by 
postponing the contracts of Government, we have 
now to make them at heavily increased rates. 
The gentleman from Tennessee is equally un- 
fortunate in his attack upon this Administration 
for its extravagant expenditures. He refers 


millions. These expenditures are of legislative, 


tain their origin, go to your Committees on Com- 
merce, Roads and Canals, and Ways and Means— 
witness the importunities of members for appro- 
panoni for surveys and improvements of every 

ind. Sir, the class of expenditures referred to 
by the gentleman embraces the Delaware break- 
water, more than ten years old, and the Cumber- 
land road, of some thirty years standing. No 
Executive can be held responsible for extrava- 
gance in public expenditures, when the legis- 
lative branch of the Government is, on principle, 
opposed to it. As well might the gentleman hold 
this Administration accountable for the measures 
of that Congress which passed the Maysville 
road bill, or for rechartering the Bank of ‘the 
United States. Mr. Chairman, the increase of 
the expenditures of the Federal Government is a 
very proper subject of inquiry, and there is no 
penio when it is more necessary than when we 
have an overflowing Treasury. One of the chief 
causes of this increase is the extraordinar. growth 
of our population, and the expansion of our ter- . 


| ritory; but the regulator of these expenditures, 


no matter what may be the economy of the exec- 
utive branch of the Government, is our Treasury. 
They have uniformly risen with the flood, and 
subsided with the ebb, of our revenue. The 


| amount expended in the first legislative year 


of Mr. Jefferson’s administration, 1802, was 
$3,700,000; in the last, 1809, it was $7,400,000. 


i The expenses of the Navy were tripled, and of 


the Army quadrupled; necessarily so, sir, owing 
to the spoliations on our commerce, and prepara- 
tions for war. But when we were deprived of 
our revenue by the restrictions of that day, we 


, find the expenditures in the first year of Mr. 


Madison’s administration suddenly reduced to 
$5,500,000. After the war was over, we had, in 
1816, an overflowing Treasury. We immediately 


‘: had projects, as now, for new and increased ex- 


penditures of every description, which, had they 
been carried into full operation, would have 
increased our expenditures by this time to forty 


i| millions annually. We were saved from this 


extravagance by a sudden decline in the revenues 
of the country, which obliged us to reduce even 
our annual appropriation for the increase of the 
Navy one half, and to curtail our expenditures in 


_ every branch. But, even with all this forced 


economy, they were reduced only to $11,200,000 
in 1820 and 1821, more than double what they 
had been in 1810 and 1811. Jn the administra- 


ii tion of the venerable gentleman from Magsachu- 


setts, [Mr. Apams,] the expenses rose to about 


i thirteen millions; but I cannot hold him any more 


accountable for the economy of a Congress, which 
he could not control, than Í should this Adminis- 
tration for the acts of another which attempted 
to recharter the Bank of the United States. The 


i| ordinary expenditures of our Government are 


now estimated at $17,000,000. In examining the 


|| details of the increase, there will be found but 


one million which can be justly considered as 
of executive origin, in the Indian and naval 
branches, and these expenditures are sanctioned 
by public opinion throughout the country. Sir, 
we have approached another crisis, when wa 
have an overflowing Treasury, and it will require 
the utmost caution and prudence to avoid em- 
barking in the many wild schemes which we have 
had, and shall have, for emptying our Treasury. 
It would be well to deliberate upon them before 
we adopt any new contrivance to diminish our 
surplus; it would be wise to inquire how long we 
are to have an overflowing Treasury, and whether 
we have, or shall have, for ten years to come, a 
surplus of revenue adequate to defray even the 
cost of measures which are admitted on all hands 
to be indispensably necessary for the defense of 
the country. 

The gentleman from Tennessee seems to ap- 
prchend the most disastrous consequences from 
the measures adopted in relation to the Bank of 
the United States. He tells us that ‘‘ the most 
‘ obvious and alarming accession of executive pat- 
‘ronage, power, and influence which has taken 
‘ place has proceeded from the policy of the Ad- 
‘ ministration in putting down the United States 
‘Bank;’’ and that the effect has been ‘‘ to put 
‘the Treasury, the money power of the country, 
‘at the absolute disposal of the Executive.” 
These declarations come from a gentleman wha 
voted for every measure to put down the Bank 
of the United States, and to ratify the removal of 
the deposits! Sir, the gentleman from Tennes- 
see need not be alarmed; he and his friends may 
console themselves in every quarter of this Union; 
for so long as this Government stands, nine tentha 
of those who by law are authorized to make the 
currency of the country a source of revenue, will 
never be found in any great contest, whether em- 
ployed by Government or not, supporung those 
whom they know tobe hostile to laws from which, 
in part, they derive their income. No, sir, these 
gentlemen will support the Opposition candidates 
for the Presidency, without reference to charac- 
ter, qualifications, or principles. Itis but justice, 
however, to the institutions employed by Gov- 
ernment to say that the public money never was 
in safer hands, and that the financial arrange- 
ments of the Treasury were never executed with 
greater economy or dispatch. It is difficult to 
understand, sir, what gentlemen mean by placing 
the Treasury “at the absolute disposal of the 
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regards the banks or places where the public 
moneys shall be deposited, and the condition on 
which such agents shall be employed, can we 
blame the Executive because Congress has neg- 
lected to do its duty? We are ready to go wit 
ntlemen at any time into the discussion and 
adjustment of this question—to surround the pub- 
lic revenue with all peaos i guards—to emplo 
other agents than banks, if such can be found; 
and for one I should be gratified, and I believe 
the public interest and the interests of trade gen- 
erally would be essentially served, if the Treasury 
were entirely to dispense with the agency of banks 
of circulation, compelled as they are to expand 
and contract their credit according to the frequent 
fluctuations of our revenue. But, sir, I am not 
willing to go with gentlemen for the distribution 
of any portion of our surplus revenue. That 
there is, and probably will continue to be, a sur- 
plus which may not be required for a short time 
to come, cannot be denied; but it is equally cer- 
tain that we have not only great and indispens- 
able objects to apply it to, but that we are ap- 
proaching a crisis in our financial affairs for which 
we ought now to prepare. What temporary dis- 
position should bé made of a portion of our sur- 
plus ia a question full of diffiealty. We must 
either charge the banks an interest upon it, or 
invest it for annual disbursement. It is a hard 
alternative to choose between bad measures; itis 
a choice of evils forced upon us by the temporary 
condition of our Treasury. An investment in 
stocks is Nothing but dire necessity 
should ever induce this Government to become a 
dealer in stocks. I trust we shall hereafter dis- 
solve ali connection between this Government and 
stocks or banks, and forever suspend the powers 
and duties of the commissioners of the sinking 
fand. But if we must invest a portion of our 
warplus, let us not put it beyond our control; for 
we shall soon have occasion for its use. Let it 
be considered as a fund pledged to the purposes 
for which the public lands were originally ceded 
the Confederation—-for defraying all charges of 
war, and all other expenses that shall be incurred 
for the common defense or general welfare.” 
` Mr. Chairman, the existence of a large surplus 

in your Treasury is a serious evil, not beeause it 
ja withdrawn from the uses of trade; for that can 
only exist where State legislation has placed un- 
Necessary réatrictions on the employment of cap- 


fal. But it is 4 national evil to draw, through `` 


the medium of taxation, millions into your Treas- 
tury before it is wanted for the purposes of Gov- || 
éroment. And what, sir, is the origin of this | 
evil? The gentleman from Tennessee, in de- 

niouncing Federal principles, need not have gone | 


back to 1798; the measures of the Congress of |, 


1816, so far as they affected our Constitution and |i 
the permanent interests of our country, went far. 
beyond any of the measures of 1798. I refer to || 
this subject for no political object, and with no | 
hostility towards any gentleman. I speak of thé 
measures of the Congress of 1816; and, among 
others, of the tariff of that day, which laid the 
faundation of a new system, and was the origin 
of yoor existing surplus. Prior to that period 
the wants of Government were ascertained before 
our taxes were increased; since then, sir, we have 
been taxed to benefit particular interests, without 
reference to the condition of our Treasury. Under 
this system millions were prematurely drawn from 
the consumption of the country, and under it we 
our Confederacy.to the verge of dissolu- 
tion; The celebrated compromise act—the result 
of that m—a measurs we adopted to preserve 
the harmony of the Union, is one of the great 
causes of our existing surplus: ‘Look at its pro- 
visions. Be ul 
- -Instéad of redacing our revenue from customs, 
as was recommended by the’ President, to an 
amount equal to the wants of Government, that 
act provides that four tenths of the excess of duty 
beyond twenty lit? cent. amounting to about nine 
millions, should be reduced in the progress of 
nine years, and that the six tenths of the excess 
then existing should be reduced in six months! 
Sir, if we can take off that amount in six months, 
sould we not have reduced our tarif in three 
years? Had we done so, we should not now be 


| 


Executive,” when we all know that not a dollar | 
can be disbursed without our authority. As it ‘| i 
‘| garded the repented recommendations of the Pres- 


drawing $20,000,000 instead of $10,000,000 an- 
nually from customs. And had we not disre- 


ident, we should have long since revised our land 
laws. 


For the existing surplus the legislative, : 


and not the executive, branch of the Government : 


is entirely responsible to the country. 

Sir, I do not believe in the continuance of an 
overflowing Treasuty. I may be deceived, but 
I do not believe that the revenue under the com- 
promise act, and the receipts from the public lands, 
will be permanently sufficient to pay the expenses 
of Government. Bat if the dreams of gentlemen 
are to be realised—if we are to have twenty mil- 
lions from custome, and twenty more from public 
lands—if we are to have no ebb, but, contrary to 
the experience of ages, one eternal flood of rev- 
enue—what, I ask gentlemen, will become our 
duty? I mean, sir, to excite no alarm, for I do 
not believe in the existence of a permanent sur- 
plus; but if we have twenty millions annually, or 
any amount beyond the wants of Government, 
your compromise act, rely upon it, will not escape 
Modification. We shall find that our successors 
will as little respect our legislative compacts for 
perpetual taxation as they will ourlaws enacting 
perpetual corporations. Sir, whatever may be 
our theories, the ple of this country, in no 
portion of it, will ever consent tu be taxed a 
dollar beyond the wants of Government, under 
any speculative pretext whatsoever. That cele- 
brated compromise act will be examined hereafter. 
Whenever it is, it will be found one of the most 
oppressive measures upon the agricultural interest 
that ever was‘devised. A convention of manu- 


:; facturing capitalists could not have framed a tariff ' 


'; mere unfriendly to the agricultural and other 
‘Jaboring classes. Under our old laws luxuries 
i were selected as objects for the highest taxation; 

under our modern policy, the taxes on these are 
i relinquished, and the whole weight of your rev- 
"enue from customs falls upon commodities indis- 
i pensably necessary. Even when the duties are 


| reduced, ‘under the compromise ‘act, to twenty | 


ii per cent. on a home valuation,'with cash duties, 
; charges, and exchange, it will be equal-to a proi 
‘ tection of fifty per cent.—raising to that extent 

|, all supplies consumed, whether of foreign ‘or 

1i domestic origin. This tax upon agriculture is 
, imposed upon an assumption wholly fallacious, 

' that manufactures outgrow agriculture—the fact 
` is' the reverse, and has been so for half a century. 
| The importation of every commodity coming in 

competition with ours, and of any importance, 

| has uniformly increased. The importations of 
¥835, in every branch, largély exceeded those in 
any one year previous. 


interests pérpetually, for the exclusive benefit of 


sir, if we are to have twenty millions of revenue 
taxation. 
Nod, sit, buta small proportion of it. 


passive observers of: these frauds, and permit 
to monopolize every acre of our rich prairies of 
the West and the low lands of the South. Sir; 


it was never designed to be transferred from Gov- 
ernment to our capitalists. It is a noble inherit- 
pance, in which every farmer and every farmer’s 
son has an interest, whether in the old or the 
new States; and whatever may be the opinion of 
our great land proprietors; the farmers of the old 
as well as-of the new States will never consent 
that our public lands shall be transferred to those 
who calculate on enriching themselves at the ex- 
pense of the emigrant. I eannot, sir, on this 
question, nor on that of our public defénses, enter 
into the views of gentlemen; I cannot regulate 
oer by geographical rules or parallels of lati- 
tude. ` 
presents onë of the sublimest scenes upon the 
surface of the globe. We see the light of civil- 
ization penetrating the shades of the wilderness, 
and our emigrant pdpulation spreading and adding 


- We are also to have twenty millions of revenue | 
| from public lands. Is this caused by emigration? | 
It is noto- || 
riously through fraud and speculation: and to in- | 
erease this fund for distribution we are to be the | 


associations of capitalists on the Atlantic border | 


the public domain was eeded for no sach purpose; ' 


he settlement of our western country | 


ti 


ii that term, from $50,000,000 to 


to our Confederacy new and great States, where 
but a generation since all was wild and dark. I 
cannot participate in the feelings of gentlemen who 
mourn over such scenes, and talk of the impov- 
erishment of the old States. I rejoice to see the 

| emigrant on his route, for I feel the assurance 
| that one man at least has escaped from the vas- 
salage of our northern corporations to breathe 
the free and independent air of the West. Our 
policy in regard to our public lands has been 
neither wise nor parental. Revenue should have 
been a secondary consideration. The public do- 
main should in every country be main y consid- 
ered as a source of wealth and population; it 
should be reserved for the emigrant, and not for 
the speculator. Our sales of public lands should 
be restricted to those who actually settle upon 
them. Your receipts from that source would 
then be regulated by emigration; they would be 
steady, and we should not have, as we now have, 
three millions in one year, and fifteen in another. 
We ought not to sacrifice the interests of thè 
West to add to the profits of our capitalists. We 
have already, by State and Federal legislation; 
made our revenue and currency tributary to their 
income; let us not permit our public lands to be- 
eome a third source of reverfue, and that, too, at 
the expénse of agriculture. Distribute the pro- 
ceeds Of. your public lands, and what will be thé 
relative position of the manufacturing capitalist 
of the East and the agriculturist of the West? 
As you increase your tariff, you increase the 
surplus tapital of the former, to be invested in 
public lands to be sold at a profit to the latter. 
On one side we have two incomes; on the other; 
double taxation. Such will be one of the results 

. of transferring our lands to speculators, and diš- 
ibuting par surplus revenue. LeS 
But, Mr. Chairman, before we engage in any 
extravagant expenditures, or rashly distribute 
eur surplus revenue among the States, let us 
examine into the condition of our finances, past, 
present, and prospective, and inquire thoroughly 
into the cause of the present extraordinary con- 
dition of the trade and revenue of the country. 
This cannot be understood without going into 
‘some details, and tracing the progress of our 
exports, imports, customs, public lands, and 
i banks. The exports of domestic produce, the 
| permanent regulator of our revenue from cus- 
‘toms, and generally of the receipts from public 
lands, amounted, in 1898, to $50,000,000—they 
iinereased, and, in 1895, reached $98,500,000. 
| For five years the increase was steady, rising, in 
$70,000,000 in 


'| 1833; bat between 1833 and 1835 they suddenly 


t 18, therefore, mani- ' 
festly afijust to tax our great and most valuable || 


a small pottion of the community. Certainly, | 


rose to $98,500,000—in other words, at the rate 
of $5,000,000 annually in the first four years— 
pU oT in 1834, and $17,500,000 in 1835. 

our importations for consumption, f mean after 


i; deducting the amount exported, were, in 1830, at 


from customs, as gentlemen tell us, we may spare | 
our- country one half of this excess of unjust | 


$49,000,000. It is proper to state that I do not 
refer to the statements reported from the Treas- 
ury,as they include specie among the merchandise 
consumed in the country, which I have excluded 
in my ¢alculations. The amount of merchandise 
imported for consumption rose from $49,000,000 
in 1830, ($10,000,000 below the exports of do- 
mestic produce in that year,) to $27,000,000 in 
1834; and in 1835 suddenly to $122,000,000, 
being $23,500,000 beyond the exports of domestic 
produce. The revenue of the first quarter of 1835 
was not very large, but, judging from the im- 
portations in the remainder of the year, and the 
extraordinary revenue at the port of New York, 
for the first quarter of the present year, there can 
be no doubt of an importation for.consumption 
in the year ending the 1st of April, of from thirty- 
five to fifty millions beyond the exports of do- 
mestic produce. Thé receipts from the public 


|| lands were, in 1828, about a million; they rose 


rradually to $4,850,000 in 1834, and‘ then. sud- 
enly to $14,750,000 in 1835. one 
Such; sir, are the evidences of sudden and ex- 
traordinary overtrading. These seasons of specu- 
lation are incidental to our rapidly growing coum- 
try; and without any. other cause, after twenty. 
years of peace, it was natural to expect i 
enjoying as we do, unparalleled prosperity, ang 
outstripping all other nations in the growth o 
wealth and population, we should be, as we now 


i are, hurried on-everywhere by a 


wild and uncal- 


1836.] 
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culating spirit of speculation. But other causes 
have accelerated speculation, and a sudden ex- 
pansion of credit within the last two years. The 
severe lessons we received between 1818 and 1820, 
from overbanking and overtrading, arrested for a 
time, the increase of banking capital; and in the 
ten years from 1820 to 1830, the increase was 
only about fifteen millions, while from 1830 to 
the present time it has been suddenly augmented 
more than one hundred millions. Owing to this 
cause, and the solid prosperity of the country, 


there was a strong tendency to overtrading, when , 


the bank of the United States commenced curtail- :: 


ing in 1833, and in nineteen months reduced its ` 


loans and exchange nearly nineteen millions in || 
This reduction had its effect | 


November, 1834. 
upon the banks and trade of the country. But 
the moment the bank changed its policy, and 
united with other banks, and with trade, in ex- 

nding business and credit, the spirit of specu- 
Teton suddenly spread throughout the Union. 
Between November, 1834, and July, 1835, the 
bank increased its issues between nine and ten 
millions, and its loans and exchanges about nine- 
teen millions and a half. This affords some idea 
of the vast and sudden expansion of the business 
of all the banks in the Union, and of the increase 
of that immense mass of private credit which it 
is impossible to measure. One other cause—and 
a powerful one it is—has added to this spirit of 
speculation, and is sufficient to explain the mys- 
tery about exchange. Our act altering the rela- 
tive value of gold and silver made the former, 
the chief currency of Europe, more valuable here 
than it is there: we suddenly became purchasers, 
after being for so many years venders of gold; 
and the effect of that act was to substitute gold, 
in place of silver, as our currency. 

But whatever may have been the causes of the 
present condition of the country, it is an unnat- 
ural one. Prices cannot continue to rise; the tide 
of trade and revenue cannot roll on forever. The 
moment it reaches its utmost point of elevation, 
the returning ebb will be felt in every quarter of 
this Union; and we shall feel it—sensibly feel it, 
in every branch of our revenue. We have been 
for eighteen months past as we were from 1816 


the average of the last six years, when the 
imports have been rapidly increasing, 


would be equivalent to a gross importation of 
$95,000,000, you would have but $40,000,000 on 
which your revenue, under the existing tariff, 
would be collected. Your revenue last year, 
when thisclass ofarticlesamounted to $64,000,000, 
was $19,300,000. A consumption of $40,000,000 
of dutiable articles would give you a revenue of 
little more than $12,500,000. What shall we 
have under the compromise act when that takes 
effect; when other articles are to be added to the 
free list, besides those reductions that are pro- 
posed at the present session? What will your 
twenty per cent. duty then yield you? Sir, 
before gentlemen talk of distributing our surplus, 
| they had better inquire how we are to defray the 
; expenses of our Government hereafter. ` Our 
ordinary expenses are already estimated at 
: $17,500,000, and even these will ccntinue to 
; advance as long as we have a surplus, without 
| taking into view the claims amounting to mil- 


| lions, not even to be estimated, for extraordinary ` 


; purposes, which are accumulating upon us; and 


to 1818. We had a revenue from customs in | 


1816 of $36,000,000, which fell to $13,000,000 in | 


1821. Our imports were, according to the Treas- 
ury statements, $133,000,000 in 1816, and but 
$41,000,000 in 1821. 
were, in 1815, $2,300,000. They rose to about 
$7,200,000 in 1818; then rose suddenl 

$17,700,000 in 1819; and as suddenly A 
to $1,900,000. Such, sir, has been our experi- 


Our sales of public lands | 


to about | 
ll in 1820 ` 


ence; and yet we are told we’are to have no dim- | 


inution! Your importations may go on at the 
rate of $150,000,000 to $200,000,000 annually, 
but the higher they reach the more terrible will 
be the revulsion. If between 1816 and 1821 they 


fell from $133,000,000 to $41,000,000, where is |: 


the reduction to stop when the ebb follows our 


present flood? Will it stop at $100,000,000, more | 


than double the amount in 1830, or willit stop at 
$75,000,000, far beyond the usual amount im- 
ported for consumption in former years? Before 
gentlemen tamper with our revenue and empty 


our Treasury, I hope they will devise the ways || 


and means to fill it again. Before they squander 
or distribute our existing surplus, let them reflect 
that we have relinquished the duty on nearly half 
of ail our importations; let them inquire what 
revenue one half of even $100,000,000 would give 
at the twenty per cent. proposed in the compro- 
mise act, 

If our tariff, as it now is, had existed in 1821, 
your revenue from customs would have been less 
than seven millions. In our prospective calcula- 
tions on our revenue from customs, we have but 
two years, and those of heavy importations, to 
guide us—1834 and 1835. In the former year the 
whole importation of merchandise for consump- 
tion was $87,000,000, of which $47,200,000 were 
liable to duty, and $39,800,000 were free of 
duty. In 1835 the aggregate was $122,000,000, 
$64,000,000 dutiable, and $58,000,000 free. As- 
suming the same ratio for past years, and the 
amount heretofore imported, which are now 
chargeable with duty, will be found to be for the 
ten years ending with 1829, at an average of 
$26,700,000; that for 1830 but $27,000,000; and 


' most of which are for indispensable purposes. | 
| Where is the revenue hereafter to come from to | 
i pay some twenty or twenty-five millions for all | 


| our expenditures, with all the econoicy we can 
| exercise, irvin public lanus: 
Sir, while I-do not concur with the gentleman 


| from Tennessee, that the revenue from this source | 


will be reduced to a million in three years, yet 


| we all know that these speculations cannot be || 


‘carried on to any great extent under a heavy 
pressure upon the money market. When the 
| supply of capital fails, and fail it will, your rev- 
i enue from public lands must suddenl 
: but nat quite so low as in former periods of pres- | 
sure and distress, owing to the internal improve- 
ments of the West. One thing, however, is 
certain, that whenever the spirit of speculation ` 
is checked, your revenue from customs and pub- ; 
lic lands will not both pay the annual ordinary | 
and extraordinary charges upon your Treasury. 
The same opinions were entertained in 1816 as | 
we now hear. They had $36,000,000 from cus- 
toms in one year, and had a balance in the Treas- ' 
ury of $22,000,000. In 1820 and 1821 we cur-, 
tailed our expenditures, and authorized loans to | 
the amount of $8,000,000. No wise financier will 
| tamper with a revenue depending, as ours does, 


; and political world. 
Without, Mr. Chairman, gz: 


| which authorizes us to distribute some twenty or 
| thirty millions of surplus revenue? I shall not, 
sir, include in the estimate of our available means 
the stock in the Bank of the United States. Of 
that stock $619,000 belongs not to the Govern- 
ment, but to the Navy pension fund. Jt is not 


your officers, seamen, and marines, to provide 
pensions for invalids and for the widows and 


e can expect little justice from an institution 
which would divide the premium on the stock 
belonging to such a fund among the capitalists, 
of this and other countries. If the widows’ and 
orphans’ fund is excluded from all partition in 
the benefits of the new partnership, Government 
has no reason to expect justice, unless through 
the avenues of chancery. We shall want that 
fund long before it will be received into the 
Treasury. We had in the Treasury on the Ist 
January last of available funds.. .§25,523,986 89 
The appropriations authorized prior 

to that date, but not expended, 

amounted to..... $9,210,573 76 
From this is to be de- 

ducted the amount 

applicable to the ex- 

penditures of 1836, 

and the amount to 

be transferred tothe 

surplus fund...ee. 828,290 40 
8,382,283 36 


—— 


17,141,703 53 


is only | 
$45,000,000. Should the importations for sane 
: sumption only decline to $75,000,000, which ! 


decline, || 


‘| For the execution of Indian 


| 


on the vicissitudes ef the natural, commercial, 


ing into view the | 
deficiency in our revenue which may exist here- | 
; after, what is the present condition of our finanses j 


drawn from your Treasury, but from the pay of | 


i orphans of those who may die in the service. | 


| From this it is the cus:om of the 
Treasury to deduct for claims on 
account of the principal and in- 
terest of the funded and un- 
| funded debt... 
I 
Leaving in the Treasury on the Ist 
of January last........eee0e- -$16,850,914 53 


esesseessososeae 290,789 00 


In speaking of the balance in the Treasury, I 
;, concur with gentlemen that it is not necessary to 
refer to unexpended appropriations; but we must 
recollect that the money in the Treasury cannot 
' be twice appropriated, and that in alluding to a 
ji surplus applicable to be distributed or applied to 
i other objects, we had in the Treasury on the 1st 
of January last, but about seventeen million dol- 
‘i lars; the above statement being made from the 
i| corrected accounts in the Treasury. The balance 
in the Treasury applicable to be appropriated to 
| new objects, WAS. ..scee cece ceae « « $16,850,914 
i The ordinary appropriations for 1836 
amounted to... e ee... $17,515,933 
The extraordinary appro- 
` priations for 1836, for for- 
tifications, Navy, arming 
fortifications, &c., with- 
out including any new 
work, and excluding a 
large amount reported. . 
Estimate for the Seminole 
|| war,including $2,120,000 
already appropriated... 
‘| Additional appropriations 
inthe civiland diplomatic 
bill, already passed the 
‘| . House. ..ee- 
: Installments of the 1,500,- 
%0 m due onder the 
“rench treaty, and pay- 
able in 1836. esse ae 
Three per cent. to the States 
on the net sales of public 
BNdS. oo cccrreceseescce 
Debt of the corporations of 
the District, passed the 
Senate and will pass the - 
House. ....ceeeereseee 


7,000,000 ` 


4,500,000 
607,250 


295,000 


500,000 


2,175,000 


treaties, according to a 

statement of the War 

Department, including 

appropriations added to 

the Indian bill.....2... 8,767,325 

l ~ 41,290,508 


$24,339,594 


In the foregoing statement of extraordinary 
appropriations and claims on the Treasury, noth- 
ing is included for new fortifications, or for the 
prospective increase of the Navy; for miscella- 
neous claima and appropriations authorized by 
Congress; for any addition to the Army, or to- 
pographical corps; for the regiment of dragoons, 
i| and the volunteer corps of ten thousand men; 
nor is any sum estimated for the expense which 
may soon become necessary on the frontier of 
Texas. What all these may amount to it is not 

ossible now to estimate. It is not intended to 


e understood that all these will be required for 
| 


the service of 1836. The statement is made to 
show what are the probable charges against the 
surplus on the Ist of January last, and the 
amount which may be received into the Treasury 
during the present year. [It is impossible to 
anticipate what may be the revenue for 1836. 
Should the spirit of speculation continue unabated 
till 1837, the revenue of the present may exceed 
that of the past year; but there are already symp- 
toms of extreme pressure in various quarters of 
the Union, and we hear of transfers of specie. 
The existing expansion of commercial specula- 
tion and credit is too great to authorize any ex- 

ectation that the pressure for money will cease. 
The trade and banks of the country have not 
been kept in check for a year and a half as in 
1834. Neither the Bank of the United States, 
nor all the banks in the Union, can now afford 
relief by extending their business as they did in 
1834. There is, indeed, but one remedy for 
an overtrading nation, and when that arrives, 
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whether in this year or the next, when the 
enormously-expanded debts of the country ought 
to be reduced or canceled, prices must decline, | 
and our revenue from customs and public lands | 
must suddenly give way: : i 
-~ Whatever may be the surplus on the Ist of 
January next, it will all be required to discharge || 
the actual liabilities of the ‘Treasury, and to pro- |; 
widé even for a small portion of indispensable 
measures of defense; and as to the year follow- 
ing the next, there is little probability that our | 
receipts from customs and lands will be equal to | 
the expenditures of Government without an ad- 
dition to the tariff. 

Such is the condition of our finances, and the 
prospect before us, when we are called upen on | 
all sides to distribute the surplus revenue to an | 
amount which would bankrupt our Treasury. | 
This is the third time when an overflowing | 

. Treasury has threatened to change the character | 
- of our Government. In those years of great pros- | 
perity, when we enjoyed the carrying trade of 
the world, gentlemen of both parties had their 
projects for getting rid of the surplus. At the 
close of 1808 we had $10,000,000.in the Treasury, 
an amount far more formidable at that time than 
$30,000,000 would be-now. ‘We were saved at 
that crisis by war—a calamity infinitely less dis- 
astrous in its permanent effects. upon our Govern- 
ment than the measure proposed... At the close 
of 1816 we had remaining of our $36,000,000 of 
revenue, from customs alone, $22,000,000, equal 
to $40,000,000 at the present time. We escaped, 
then, by being compelled, in 1820 and 1821, to 
resort to the most rigid economy, and to borraw 
some seven or eight millions.. I trust that this 
Constitution will be saved a.third.tame, notwith- 
standing this powerful combination against the 
Treasury. I am not surprised, sir, to see the 
manufacturing capitalist zealously contending for | 
a distribution of the surplus revenue, noram [to 
see the gentleman from Virginia (Mr. Mercer 
and his associates, who have always advocate 
Federal power; but I am. to. see some of those 
who so recently brought our Union to the verge 
of dissolution, in justly resisting, however wrong 
' their measures, a most oppressive system of tax- 

ation—I am surprised to.see the same gentlemen | 
wishing to secure, through the medium of a con- 
stitutional amendment, and to fix forever upon 
the country this tariff in disguise; for, sir, let this 
proposition assume what form it may, it inevita- | 
ly results in an increage and distribution of your | 
revenue from cpstoms........... eae 
© Nar, sir, em-I-less-astonished to see some of | 
the-mest-rigid constructionists so alarmed at the 
idea, of our-surplus revenue as to unite zealously 
iv this assault upon the Treasury. Gentlemen 
whose constitutional scruples would not: permit 
them to vote a dollar for a light-house to save the: 
mariner from perishing ou our coast amidst the | 
storms of midnight, are now ready to empty the 
Federal Treasury, and distribute. it among the | 
States. They:are ready to violate the solemn | 
pledge of the Congress of the Confederation in | 
1700, before an acre of these lands-were ceded, 
that they should “be disposed of for the common 
benefit of the United: States—to be settled and 
formed: :into: distinct republican. States,” and to 
abrogate the compacts with New York in 1783, 
and Vieine in 1784, by which these lands were 
ceded ‘‘ as a common fund for the use and benefit 
of 'the United: States’’—to be ‘faithfully and 
bona fide disposed of for that purpose, and for no 
ather use or purpose whatsoever.” They are 
eaget to annul the compacts with Massachusetts, 
Conneticut; and: Soitth- Carolina in 1785, ’86, 
and ’87; with North Carolina-in-1789,:and finally 
with Georgiain: 1802. The: purposes, sir, for 
which these lands were ceded ‘are not only stip- 
ulated in these compacts, but they are fully ex- 
plained by the‘eighth.article of the Confederation 
to be for *all-the charges of war, and all other 
expenses: that: shall be incurred for the common 
defense or general welfare.” It never was con- 
templatetl that the proceeds of these lands should 
in any manner be applied-to the local expendi- 
tures of ‘the States, and had a provision for such 


a distinction between the revenue from customs, 
from lands ceded by the States, and. from those 
acquired b rchase from France and Spain. 
Sir, every dollar in your Treasury is secured by 
the same constitutional guards, the revenues of 
the Confederation, and the lands ceded to it were. 
all for the same common and confederated pur- 
poses. If there be a distinction, it is in favor of 
the moneys arising from the proceeds of the 


| lands ceded by the States, guarantied as they are’ 


by compacts, more ancient than the Constitution 
itself, and which, in strict good faith, cannot be 
canceled even by a constitutional amendment. 

We have, also, among the advocates of dis- 
tribution, however strange it may appear, some 
of the most decided enemies of consolidatien and 


vised. Should we once commence distribution, 
we should have our lobbies filled, session after 
session, with committees of your Legislatures, 
humbly presenting their State.memorials, peti- 
tioning. for an increase of the Federal: fund for 
distribution; praying Congress for an increase of 
our tariff,and for the more rapid sale of the pub- 
lic lands; millions of acres would be disposed of. 


| by contract to swell the distribution fund. . If 


customs:and public lands both failed: to.answer 
the-urgent petitions of the States, you would have 
memorials to restore the public debt; and if that 
was not sufficient, a charter of a Bank of the Uni- 
ted States would: be-disposed of for $10,000,000 


mence this revolationary proposition in any formy 
and it at once becomes the permanent. policy of 
theGoverument. Your Legislatures wiil-be seen 
scrambling for the plunder of your Treasury; 
every officer, State and Federal, from the highest 
to the lowest, would depead for his bread.on.a 
common Treasury. Your Governors would be- 
come: mere viceroys, and your States would be. 
degraded to the condition -of .ptovinces. . We: 
should hear no more of: State rights. then, Bir. 
The gentleman from Tennessee would then real- 
ize his désoription of a ‘great central moneyed 
power,’’ con plea corrupting every branch 
of your State and Federal Governments... ‘Your 
‘“ State Assemblies’ would: then, indeed, became, 
ag. he says, “ the supple and convenient instru- 
ments-of the Federal Executive,” and be ‘ pros-. 
tituted ta purposes of Federal power and-domina~ 
tion? o.. Sons GERD Foa ; 
. Mr. Chainman,igentlemen who are friendly to: 
the defenses of our country cannot go for the dis- 
tribution of the surglys among the Statea. We 
have net the- means to do both;: Be:your-surplus: 
what it may, you cannot execute one half of the 
measures of defense which are:admitted. on all 
hands to be indispensable. Sir, this question of 
public:-defense is no Lardy decree Ht ig not a 
measure exclusively of this Administration, not- 
withstanding the argument of the gentleman from. 
Tennessee about the new and extravagant meas- 
ures which were proposed by the y now in 
power. Every gentleman who has discussed the 
orao of our surplus revenue has admitted the 

efenseless condition of our country; and avowed 
himself an advocate of efficient measures of de- 


ntle- 


a ‘distribution been then insisted upon, the new 
Constitution would: have been formed, as-the-old 
Gonfederation was, without the cession of an 
ecre.of these lands, Gentlemen:attempt.to make 


from Virginia, [Mr. Meacer,] even the- 
man from Tennessee himself, has declared him- 
the Navy, and for such fortifications as may be 
necessary for the defenge of the country. He 
has- reprebated—justly. -reprobated, our utterly 
defenseless condition. ‘ Well, sir, if gentlemen 
are in: earnegt—if, in a spirit of patrictism, we 
are all determined to unite, and to execute thesé 
necessary measures of defense, where, let me ask 
gentlemen—whether we distribute any portion of 
our surplus or sot--where are we to get the mil- 
lions which will be required to finish any-one 
branch of our public defense to the extent pro- 
posed? We have estimates amounting to more 
than sixty millions for fortifications. I concur 


line our extensive coast from Mexico to Canada 
with fortifications—of engaging in enormous and 
useless expenditures for defending every inlet 


and river. But, sir, strike out the whole of these 
supempous .works; confine yourself to works 


zealous advocates of the rights of the States. A’! 
more fatal measure to the States, or a more cer- | 
tain one to effect consolidation, could not be de- ; 
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more, for the purpose of distribution. Once com: i; 


fense, The gentleman from Maine, (Mr. Evans;}] || 


self ready to.vote: for liberal appropriations: far || 


with gentlemen in the impolicy. of attempting to |, 


[April 27, 


Ho. or Reps. 


mitted to be indispensable, and the least amount 
which will be required would be equal to the 
whole of our surplus revenue. But look at the 
condition of the fortifications already constructed. 
In Boston not a gun can be fired. In New York 
where we ought to have three hundred cannon 
mounted, we have sixty. At Fortress Monroe 
where we should have two hundred, we have but 
: forty-three. In New Orleans, instead of one hun- 
_ dred, we have twelve. The Inspector General 
says: 
- & More than a thousand hea i 
be mounted, before our principal Sues on Eragon muat 
in anything like a defensible condition; and in case of war 
with a foreign Power, the armament contemplated would 
| require to be greatly increased.” < All of which is required 
independent of the armament necessary for the defense of 
the less important cities and towns on the sea-coast.”” 
And what amount will your Navy require? 
_The Navy, sir, has been the most neglected 
branch of our public defense, considering its im- 
portance, from the commencement of the Govern- 
ment to the present time. It was not until 1798, 
under a much denounced Administration, that it 
was permitted to become. an independent depart- 
ment. It has fought ite way into the confidence 
of every. Admihistration, and has become the 
' favorite.of all- parties, On this branch of our 
defense we have. but one voice. And yet, sir, 
look at its condition. I weuld not degrade our 
country by iistituting a comparison between the 
Navy of the United States and that of Great 
Britain or. France. I would: not disgrace it by 
, comparing it-even with the fleet of the Pacha of 
| Egypt. . 
| 
| 


now in construction, and to others which are ad- 
| 
| 


| - @ar Navy is inadequate to the: protection of 
our commerce, and in. no degree corresponds with 
our relative maritime Power, or our rank among 
| mations. -It is not strong enough to form any part 
of our. coast:defense in case of war, nor to dis< 
cipline our officers in time of peace. We should 
` have a.smali force on our own coast; of which our 
i officers know too little; a considerable increase in 
the Gulf of Mexico, and also in the Pacific.: In 
the event of war with a maritime Power, in the 
absence of a. strong foree in the Pacific, the first 
| sacrifice would be our whale trade, with ten thou- 
sand of the most effective mariners in the world. 
Wa. cannot employ our surplus. revenue more 
| wisely than in increasing this most:powerful arm 
of our: defense.. The estimates of our Navy 
| commissioners amount to twenty-three millions, 
and, with some additions and allowances for esti- 
matéa, will probably reach forty millions, which 
would all be required, and should be expended, 
whenever it is compatible with other interests and 
the condition of our Treasury. 

Are we to make no provision, sir, for our 
inland and equally defenseless frontiers? Can we, 
at the moment we are called upon to distribute 
| que surplus revenue—can we estimate within ten 
millions the amount that may be required within 
: twelve months to protect aur countrymen in 
Florida, Louisiana, Arkansas, ind Missouri? Sir, 
| while-every heart is quivering with agony at the 
horrid massacres of our countrymen by the Sem- 
| inoles, I cannot be startled by the specter of a 
, standing army; raised by the gentleman from 
| Tennessee... Our frontiers must be ‘protected, 
| cost what it may. We have one Indian war on 
| our hands, and before three months we may. have ` 
‘ another. + 


-I wish, sir, te excite no alarms of war; but I do 
! wish’ to-alarm gentlemen who would empty our 
| Treasury. ata crisis. like the present. I wish them 
| toeXamine well the war-cloud that hangs over our 
southern'berder. We shall, 1 know, respect the 
| righta-of nations, and endeavor to maintain our 
neutrality. - But; air, that war is not to be de- 
termined in a single campaign; bo matter w 

| party may. conquer, the.war will, be renewed, 
| and continued so long as Mexico struggles for 
dominion, over Texas. On- the one side the tide 
of emigration sets in that direction; on the other 
! they have means, supplies, and disciplined troops. 
i We may avoid being involved in that contro- 
, versy; but is there nothing in, the character of 
| the parties—nothing in the position. of the war— 
| nothing in ,the hostile disposiuon of the Indian 
tribes, who may be easily excited to war-—nothing 


in the movements within our own borders which 
no proclamations of neutrality can control? Is 


1836.] 
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SENATE. 


= 


there not danger that our territory may be vio- 
lated? Are all these circumstances nothing? Is 
this a crisis when our surplus should be distrib- 
yted? I have great confidence, sir, in this Ad- 
ministration, especially in the management of 


our foreign relations; but if we ultimately escape | 
being involved, in some way, in this contest, they | 


will deserve credit for extraordinary skill and 
ability. Mexico cannot permanently maintain 
her dominion over that province, and she will 
not surrender it without a long struggle. What- 
ever may be the result of the campaign, or the 
duration of the contest, no one can estimate the 
amount which will be required for the protection 
of that frontier. We should have, at this very 
moment, a force there sufficient to command the 
respect of both parties—-to prevent our territory 
from being violated, and to protect our country- 
men from the consequences of the savage war 
actually existing on that frontier. i 
While such is the condition of things at home, 
what is the political aspect abroad? We see ah 
Europe converted into a camp, where two mil- 
lions of troops stand ready for war. We see two 
great alliances contending, not only, as of old, 
for the balance of power, but for hostile princi- 
ples of government— preparing, evidently pre- 
aring, for a general war on that continent. 
henever it comes, can we escape spoliations 
on our commerce ?—can we avoid being involved 
in it? We may, sir, avoid both by promptly 
and vigorously attending to the defenses of our 
country, and by increasing our Navy. Let us 
discharge these essential duties, and we shall not 
again have our flag insulted, our commerce plun- 
dered, and our country disgraced by invasion. 
Let us attend to our national defenses, and we 
shall preserve tranquillity at home, and cause 
our flag to be respected in every quarter of the 
obe. 
É Mr. Chairman, such is the state of our affairs. 
at home—such the prospect abroad; and yet, sir, 
we have gentlemen, distinguished as statesmen 


and financiers of great experience and reputation, | 
contending zealously and eloquently for a distri- | 


bution of our surplus revenue, at the very moment 


they tell us they are ready to make the most lib- | 


eral appropriations now and prospectively for 


our national defenses. Let me entreat gentlemen | 


to pause—let me entreat them not to squander 
our revenue at a crisis like the present. The 
amount of our surplus, bowever high it may go 
before the tide of revenue subsides, will not dis- 
charge existing claims upon Government, and 
complete even a part of the measures proposed— 
measures indispensable to our defense. We are 


at this moment merely anticipating the collection | 
of our revenue—we are, approaching a series of :| 


ears when the receipts from customs and public 


ands will scarcely equal, if they do not fall be- | 


low, the amount necessary to defray the ordinary 
expenses of our Government. I hope, sir, under 
such circumstances,.we shall not 


Teserve a portion to meet any deficiency which 


may occur hereafter, and appropriate the remain- | 
der, with a wise economy, to measures indis- | 


pensable for our national defense. 


THE DISTRIBUTION LAND BILL. 


DEBATE IN THE SENATE, 
April 27, 1836. 


Lhe bill to appropriate for a limited time the | 


proceeds of the sales of the Public Lands among 
the States, and to grant lands to certain States, 
was taken up as the order of the day. 

Mr. BENTON moved to postpone the bill, for 
the purpose of taking up the bill making appro- 
Priations for fortifications. 


r. B. said he would take the sense of the. 


Senate in the most formal manner, on this mode 
of proceeding with the business of the country. 
It was now the end of the fifth month of the ses- 
sion, and scarcely a bill for the service of the 
country had yet been passed. He had been 
fteen years a member of the Senate, and had 
never seen the parallel of it before. Not to go 
into the enumeration of the immense number of 
bila lying upon the tables, and not acted upon, 


istribute our ` 
surplus, but that we shall husband our resources, ' 


here was the fortification bill, reported in January 
from the Military Committee, and not yet acted 
upon, although there were no appropriations for 
fortifications last year. The Senate and the 
; House had both engaged in ample discussions to 
show who was in fault for the failure of the forti- 
fication bill last year; no such discussion would 


be necessary to show who occasioned the virtual | 


defeat of it this year. Mr. B. considered the 
fortification bills for the present year as virtually 
defeated! The year would be half out before the 
appropriations would be ready; and by that time 
the season for work in the South would be gone 
by; and in the middle and north workmen and 
laborers would be engaged for the season; and 
the United States would find it difficult to obtain 
laborers, and be under the necessity of paying 
enhanced prices for them. 

His present motion was intended to bring things 
to an issue; it was to have the sense of the Sen- 
ate formally taken upon the question of proceed- 
ing with the fortification bill; and therefore he 


should move, and should ask the yeas and nays i: 


upon it, ty poaionr the land distribution bill for 
a week, and in the meantime to proceed with the 
fortification bill, and afterwards with all the bills 
for appropriations and for the defense of the 
country. The distribution bill was now the an- 
tagonist, not of fortifications only, but of every 
bill for the service of the country. 
antagonist of every bill that tended to diminish 
the mass of money for distribution. Many were 
the bills which had already suffered under it—too 
many to be enumerated; but the fate of one, that 
of the Cumberland road bill, was too striking in 
itself, and too clearly characteristic of the distri- 
, bution policy, and its effects upon the country, 
; to be overlooked. This bill was to carry on the 
: oldest and best-established work of internal im- 
| provement in the country; one resting upon com- 
| pact, and sanctioned by every Administration 
i from Mr.. Jefferson’s time to the present day. 
| This road was.to go to the Mississippi at the 
| least, and appropriations for it were brought in 
early in the session. What was the fate of that 
appropriation? sacrifice to the distribution 
scheme! It was resisted for many weeks, the 


nounced to discontinue the only thing that could 
: give it any value, that of making it permanent by 
| macadamizing or graveling. Thus the Cumber- 
,| land road has fallen a victim and a sacrifice to the 
| distribution spirit; and the fate of that bill is to 

be the fate of many more. At present the forti- 
| fications are to suffer, and may be considered as 
‘| defeated for this year. Thus far nothing has 
been done. 
try have been delayed and postponed; all the 
| heavy appropriations have been kept back, and 
for a purpose which is perfectly understood in 
| this Chamber, and ought to be understood by 
the country. Itis to make a surplus! It is to 
make a fictitious, delusive, and unreal surplus, 
to excite the cupidity of distributees, and to form 
the new rallying point of the same party which 
has had the career of so many new projects and 
changes in a few years past. They now proclaim 
a surplus of thirty millions in the Treasury; and 


| appropriations; by delaying every bill that they 
can; by cutting down every appropriation to the 
lowest dollar! By these tactics they have suc- 
ceeded in damming up the money in the Treasury, 
while the business of the country has stopped for 
want of that money. Every branch of service is 
suffering for want of the money now in the Treas- 
ury, and which is ridiculously called surplus, 
while the officers of the Government are in vain 
calling for it. l 

Mr. B. said that every person knew, or might, 
that officers were borrowing money, or getting 
public money without law, from banks, to carry on 
the public business, while Senators here are pro- 
claiming a surplus of $30,000,000, and absolutely 
refusing to go on with appropriation bills; and 
giving all their time and all their pathetic elo- 
quence to the miseries of an overburdened Treas- 
ury. More than that, salaried officers, with pay 
due them, are borrowing money at usury for 


the support of their families, while we sit here 
refusing to vote their pay, and indulging in 
sorrowful lamentations over the impossibility of 


amount reduced, and a determination openly an- | 


how have they got it there? By stopping the ; 


It was the || ri h 
‘| tion bill, and the other bills for the service of the 


ever getting rid of the public money, except b 
dividing it out. They are shedding ronl teans 
over their empty pockets, while we are sheddin 
fictitious and crocodile tears over the fullness o 
ji the Treasury. Such were the first fruits of this 
li most fatal and ruinous policy of distribution. It 
| would soon manifest its hideous spirit in the de- 
feat of the most important and the most necessary 
bills; and he, (Mr. Bo) without treading upon for- 
bidden ground, might allude to what was publicly 
ı Known, that a treaty had been made with the 
i Cherokees last year requiring $5,500,000, and 
| another with Indians in Michigan for $1,750,000; 
and that now, at the end of five months, neither 
| of these treaties were acted upon! and could not 
; be passed without putting an end to this lament- 
| ation about the surplus. Everything had to be 
i kept back to swell a surplus, to make an ostensi- 
i ble amount in the Treasury; and then everything 
: that could be defeated would have to be defeated, 
‘in order to save that ostensible surplus for dis- 
| tribution. Hence a new and fell spirit was 
: brought into our legislation—a spirit wholiy in- 
tent upon getting at the money in the Treasury; 
., and pushing aside, trampling down, and cutting 
ii off every measure for the good of the country, 
which threatened to take a dollar from this adored 


|, surplus. 
i| _ How is it (said Mr. B.) with this bill? What 


right has it to take precedence over the fortifica- 


i country? Surely the supplies ought to be voted 
| before the excess is thrown away; surely the 
surplus ought to be ascertained before it is dis- 
‘tributed. This is regular and natural; but if it 
‘was done, the surplus scheme would be blown 


‘up. All the money in the Treasury, and more 


All bills for the service of the coun- | 


i too, would be appropriated ; the $30,000,000 would 
; be gone; and the duped and deceived distributees, 
| who are now, each one, with slate and pencil, 
calculating the amount of his share, would find 
that the vision had vanished; the mountain had 
disappeared, and the appropriation bills had cov- 
ered every dollar that he was counting up for 
distribifttion. This was the true reason for pushing 
the distribution bill; this was the true reason for 
keeping it ahead of all other bills; if it were post- 
poned until after the bills for the service of the 
country were passed, then the delusion of the 
surplus could not be kept up. Even now, within 
this hour, by the good fortune of getting the 
Navy bill and a Florida. war bill through, we had 
reduced the surplus between seven and eight 
millions; still that seven or eight millions will 
still flourish in the speeches of gentlemen. Sup- 
pose these bills had been passed two months ago, 
and the Indian treaties ratified two or three 
months ago, then half the surplus would have 
been gone, and a great many fine speeches spoiled. 
This would have been the consequence of pro- 
ceeding regularly and naturally, and ascertaining 
the surplus before it was used.¢ Even now, if 
the ADMINISTRATION PARTY in the Senate is strong 
enough to bring on the business of the country, 
if that party is strong enough to vote money for 
the service of the country, and to ratify treaties, 
two weeks will explode this bubble of a surplus, 
and show every dollar in the Treasury, and more 
too, covered by appropriation bills, and in a reg- 
ular course of expenditure for the public service. 
The question was then taken on Mr. Benron’s 
motion to postpone; and lost—yeas 20, nays 26; 
as follows: a pan 
—' enton, Brown, Cuthbert, Ewing of Ili- 
noe Gani Hilly Hubbard, King of Alabama, King of 
Georgia, Linn, Moore, Morris, Niles, Rives, Robinson, Rug- 
gies, Shepley, Tallmadge, Walker, and Wright—20. 


— . Black, Buchanan, Calhoun, Clay, Clay- 
Shee eee Davis Ewing of Ohio, Goldsborough, Hen- 


i i igh, McKean, Mangum, Naudain, 
dricks, Kent, Knight, Leigh ; Preston, *Robbins, ’Southard, 
Swift, Tomlinson, Webster, and White—26. 

Mr. BENTON remarked that some gentlemen 
might have voted against his motion because the 
postponement was to a day certain. He would 
now make another motion, which was to lay the 
bill on the table for the purpose of taking up the 
bill making appropriations for fortifications. 

This motion was also decided in the negative— 
yeas 21, nays 26; as follows: 


— . Benton, Brown, Cuthbert, Ewing of IMi- 
eae ay Till, Hubba King of Alabama, King of 


ton, Crittenden, 


nois, Grundy, Hill, Hubbard, 


Niles, Rives, Robinson, Rug- 


Georgia, Linn, Moore, Morris, and Wright—2l, 


|| gles, Shepley, Tallmadge, Tipton, Walker, 


šie 
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Calhoun, Clay, Clay- 


7 ae . Black, Buchanan 
NAYS—Messts p € Goldsborough, Hen- 


ì is, Ewing of Ohio 
BE ee rah, Leigh, McKean, Mangum, Naudain, 
Nicholas, Porter, Prentiss, Preston, Robbins, Southard, 
Swift, Tomlinson, Webster, and White—26. 

Mr. EWING, of Ohio, moved to amend the | 
bill by striking out all after the words ‘ United | 
States’ to the words “‘thirty-six,’’in the seventh | 
line, and insert: ‘‘ one, fourth part on the 4th day - 
of July, 1836, and one fourth part at the end of © 
each ninety days thereafter, until the whole shall 
be paid;’”? which amendment was agreed to. i 
[The above amendment fixes the periods of | 
distribution] ; é 

Mr. ROBINSON here moved the following | 
amendment, to come in as an additional section: 

Sec. —. nd be it further enacted, That all lands belong- | 
to the United States which have been, or hereafter 


be, subject to entry at private sale for twenty years 
upwards, and have not been sold, shall hereafter be 


ing 
ma! 
and. 
sold at one dollar per acre, and at a reduction in price of 
ten per centum every five years, until the price of such 
lands be reduced to fifty cents per acre. , : 

Mr. WALKER said he would be glad if the 

n would confine his amendment to actual | 

settlers. Too many of the public lands were now | 
taken up by speculators; and if the reduction was | 
made in fayor of all purchasers, the public domain ‘ 
would pass into their hands, with little benefit to ! 
the cultivators, in. whose favor the gentleman, no | 
doubt, proposed his amendment. He would, | 
therefore, move to amend the amendment of the 
Senator from Illinois by adding the following: 
:. Provided, That no person, under the provisions of this 
act, shall be.authorised or. permitted to enter, at the prices | 
specified by this act, more than three hundred and twenty | 
acres, or two quarter sections in subdivisions not less than ' 
à quarter-quarter section, in his or her own name, or in the 
name'of any other person, for his or her own use, and in 
ne case; unless ho or she intends.it for settlement or culti- 
vation, or the use of bis or her improvement; and the per- 
son applying to make an entry under this act shail file his 
or her affidavit, under such regulations as the Secretary of 
the “Treasury shal) prescribe, that he-or she makes the 
entry in his or her. own name, for. his or her own benefit, 
and not in trust for another: And provided also, That no | 
patent shall issue to any person making said entry until 
three years thereafter; and that any sale, contract for sale, 
lease, or contract for lease, of said lands so enter@d under 
the provisions of this act, which may be made prior to the 
emanation of the patent, shall be.utterly null and void 
and shall operate as a forfeiture of the title to the Unite 
States: find provided also, That said entry shall not be 
made at the reduced price, uniess it is proved, under such 
regulations as the Secretary of the Treasury shall pre- 
scribe, that said applicant at the date of said entry was in 
porsession of said tract proposed to ‘be entered, or culti- 
vating the adjacent tract. i 


Mr. CLAY observed that the proposition of 
the Senator from Illinois [Mr. Rozinson] was to 
teduce the price of all lands which have been in 
the market twenty years down to fifty cents per 
acre, making -a reduction of ten per cent. every 
year for a period of five years. The proposition. 
of the Senator from Mississippi [Mr. Warrer] 
was to confine the proposed reduction to what 
he considered actual settlers. He muet repeat 
that he had th®-most insuperable objections to 
any alteration of the existing prices of the public 
lands. According to the proposition of the Sen- 
ator from Mississippi, the person making the 
entry must file an a davit of his intention to settle 
and cultivate the land. Now, who could know 


|| because it would produce injurious effects; and | 


cent. Indeed, some new States were increasin 
at the rate of eighteen per cent., and Mississippi 
was increasing at a still greater ratio. The set- 
tlement of the public lands was sufficiently rapid 
for all safe and salutary purposes, and for the 
well-being of the new States themselves. Any 

lan of the reduction of prices would only tend to 
Increase speculation and the interests of the new 
States, as well as the old, were actually opposed 
to it. i : 

Mr. WHITE said if the gentleman would ' 

modify his motion so as to require the person ' 


| declaring his intention to settle to be the head of || 
moment the foot of the first white man touched 


a family, to make an actual settlement on the | 
land, and to continue to reside upon and cultivate |; 
it for three years, with a provision’ that it shall 
be forfeited to the Government if he removed or 
transferred the land within that period, he would 
vote for it; otherwise; he must be compelled to 
vote against both the amendment of the. Senator 
rfrom Illinois and that of the Senator from Mis- 
sissippi. | 
Mr. WALKER replied that ifthe Senator from ` 
Tennessee would confine his restriction on the 
settler to one year he would agree to it. It would 
be a hard condition on the settler to compel him to 
reside three years on the land before getting his 
title. He wished the amendment to apply not 
merely to the ‘actual settlement, but to the actual 
settlement and cultivation. He thought that a 
cultivator who resided on a small tract, and |; 
wished to increase his cultivation by entering the 
adjoining tract, should be permitted to do so. 
r. ROBINSON could not give his assent td 
the amendment of the Senator from Mississippi,. 


iy 
ii 


was not at all necessary, because his. amendment || 
went on the principle that the lands that had been | 
in the market for twenty years were not worth | 
more than one dollar per acre. He did not know : 
how it was in the other States, but he knew that i 
in Ilinois it was better for a man to give $1 25 | 
for fresh lands, than to have thesé refuse lands | 
given him for nothing. The reduction was so | 
| gradual and so small, that he was surprised that | 
any objections had been made to it. There was 
no inducement for any human being to enter these 
lands for any purpose whatever, except actual | 
settlement and cultivation. His plan would offer | 
no inducements whatever to speculation, and he | 
hoped that this moderate reduction, so long asked 
for by the new States, would be made. 

Mr. PORTER said that the amendment was 
only intended to secure the rights of the poorer 
class of persons who might make settlements on 
the public lands, and he would therefore vote for 
it. i 

The question was here taken on Mr. WaLKER’s 
amendment; and it was lost. ec 

The question then recurring on Mr. Rosmson’s 
amendment, as ' 

Mr. EWING, of Ohio, by rier to him that 
he would obtain more favor for it by adding the’ 
words ‘‘ twelve and a half” after the word “ dol- 
lar;”? which Mr. R. agreed to, and modified his: 
amendment accordingly. 

. Mr. WHITE moved to amend the amendment 


what any’ man’s intention was; or how could it 
be proved, should he violate his contract, that it 
was not his intention at the’time of making the 
affidavit to fulfill it? Could he not say that such 
was his intention, and that he changed his mind? 
It was true that the patent would not issue for 
three years, yet that would not prevent the per- 
son making the entry from getting it, even As he 
did not settle and cultivage the land. He believed 
that the introduction of the principle of graduation 
would be this: it' would throw the question of 
reduction before the. new States, which would 
continually agitate them with hopes of further 
reduction, The question of reduction would be 
brought ifto the elections, and candidates would. 
build their hopes on.it.. If they looked to the 
Jand sales,.they would find there was. no reason 
for reduction, as they had increased to such an 
extent that they would this year amount to 
twenty-four millions. There was no earthly | 
motive for the reduction, as respected the sales. 
and the consequent settlement of the public lands. 
The new States were increasing at a ratio of 


by providing that the person making the entry 
should be the head of a family, and Conka o 
reside on the land for three years before receiving 
his patent, and that in case. he removes from or 
transfers the land, it shall revert to the United 
States ; prefixin to it the first part of Mr. 
Watxen’s amendment. z 
After some remarks from. Mr. WALKER, 

` Mr. PORTER observed that he did not want 
to enter into a discussion with the Senator from 
Mississippi as to the relative merits of Missis- 
sippi. and Louisiana. He only rose to notice 
some remarks of the gentleman, which deserved 
the most serious consideration. The policy of 
the Government had been to rëmové ‘the Indians 
from the new States, and to’ throw them on the 
frontiers; and had he known as much’ when this 
policy was first put into operation, he would have 
protested against it with all his might. The 
Indians had been taken from the places where 
nature intended them to be, and cast upon the 
borders of his State, from whence, in time, they , 
might prove a source of the most serious annoy- | 


eighty-seven and a half per cent., while the old 
were ‘increasing only two and a half per 


ance and danger. They were now in such num- 
-bers. upon ‘the frontiers; that it only required 


| refuse us protection~ample protection. 
, Should Congress in a moment of delusion refuse, 
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some master-spirit among them—some Tecum- 
seh—to stir up a war which would carry blood 
and desolation from the Mississippi to the banks 
of the Sabine. 

Mr. LINN returned thanks to his honorable 
friend from Louisiana for coming to his aid, and 
for the opinions expressed on this occasion. Yes, 
sir, a ane of the commanding character of Te- 
cumseh, possessing a mind to conceive, and a 
hand to execute, could form combinations amon 
the discordant elements that would set that whole 
border in a blaze. They are our hereditary enemies, 
and we may expect such’ combinations. From the 


the soil of this continent, a system of injustice 
and aggression commenced towards the Indians, 
which has been persevered in and perfected, until 


, they find themselves on the confines of the great 


western plains, far from their homes and the 
graves of their fathers. Their hatred, therefore, 
is natural. But the laws governing population 


i can no more be stayed than the tides of the ocean. 


Cain slew Abel; and the farmer will ever possess 


i power over the hunter or herdsman. The Indians 


are therefore a doomed race ; treat them with all 


| the kindness and humanity in your power, and 
: to this melancholy complexion must it come at 
i last. 


To relieve the old States from the evils of 


! their presence, they have been placed along the 
; western line of frontier. Against the danger to 


us of their existence there, you will surely not 
But 


we will be compelled, reluctantly compelled, to 
resort to the first law of our nature, necessity, for 
protection. Should the hour of trial come, we 
will: be forced either to kill off your Indians, or 
by reversing the kind and humane puy of the 

overnment, which has ever exerted its influence 
to prevent collisions between the different tribes, 
excite them to kill each other of. It will be for 
Congress to say whether either horn of the di- 
lemma should be presented us. He said he found 
himself wandering from the object which induced 
him to obtrude himself on the notice of the Sen- 
ate. He rose spain d to state that for months 
previous to the celebrated Black Hawk having 
crossed the Mississippi to commence the war 
which afterwards raged, he had dispatched emis- 
saries to every tribe from the Mississippi to the 
Sabine, with a view to form combinations, and 
holding out inducements to the different tribes to 
make a simultaneous attack on the whole line of 
frontier. He said, from the information which 
had been imparted to him, and which came from 
a source every way to be relied on, he felt him- 
self perfectly justified in asserting, that if Black 
Hawk had gained a decisive battle, such an as- 
sault would have been made, the consequences 
of which would have been such as to harrow up 
every feeling of the soul. 

That such combinations will take place, no 
reasonable, thinking man will permit himself to 
doubt. If, when the Indians resided in the very 
heart of many of the States, surrounded by a 
white population, broke through all restraints, 
and commenced war, what may we not expect 
from them in their present position? Why, sir, 
we may expect, whenever it suits their thirst for 
plunder or revenge, to have our exposed borders 
attacked, our women and children to pass under 
the tomahawk.and scalping-knife, and our prop- 
erty destroyed. They can burn, plunder,’ and 
destroy; and if met.at length by an overpowerin 
force, they.can fly to the boundless plains behin 
them, where they can sustain themselves on the 
countless herds of buffalo that roam over these: 
plains, until such period as they may think proper, 
to renew the attack. tle anf ta Bry 

Nothing, at some future day, will prevent this, 
state of things, but the presence of a force suffi- 
ciently great to. overawe the disaffected, and: 
restrain the unruly. The presence of such force, 
is due to theta from humanity, and to us from, 
justice. . He said that, previous to his arrival. 

iere, this subject had excited his attenuon; and, 
among the first measures proposed by him was a 
depot of arms, a militar ‘road from the ee 
sippi to Fort Gibson, and an increase of E i~ 
tary force of the United States. On the latter: 
subject, (on a call made by. him,) the Secretary: 
at War-had sent to the Senate an elaborate and 
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mteresting report, recommending an increase of | 
the Army, on which the Military Committee 
reported a bill. When that bill comes up for |: 
consideration, he would perhaps take part in the | 
discussion, and give his opinion more at large. 
On taking the question, Mr. Wnrrr’s amend- 
ment was lost—yeas 20, nays 21; as follows: 
YEAS—Mesers. Benton, Buchanan, Crittenden, Hen- 
dricks, King of Alabama, Knight, Linn, McKean, Mangum, 
Moore, Nicholas, Porter, Prentiss, Preston, Ruggles, Shep- 
ley, Swit, Walker, Webster, and White—20. 
NAYS—Messrs. Black, Brown, Calhoun, Clay, Davis, 
Ewing of [finois, Ewing of Ohio, Goldsborough, Grundy, 
Hill, Hubbard, Kent, Morris, Naudain, Niles, Rives, Rob- 
bins, Robinson, Southard, Tallmadge, and Tomlinson—21. 


The question was then taken on Mr. Rosry- 
scn’s amendment, and it was rejected—yeas 16, 
nays 27; as follows: $ 

YEAS—Messrs. Benton, Black, Davis, Ewing of Illinois, 
Ewing of Ohio, Grundy, Hendricks, King of Alabama, Linn, 
Movre, Morris, Nicholas, Porter, Robinson, Walker, and 
Webster—16. 

NAYS~Messrs. Brown, Buchanan, Calhoun, Clay, Clay- 
ton, Crittenden, Goldsborough, Hill, Uubbard, Kent, King 
of Georgia, Knight, Leigh, McKean, Mangum, Naudain, 
Niles, Preston, Prentiss, Rives, Robbins, Shepley, South- 
ard, Swift, Tallmadge, Tomlinson, and White—-27. 


The bill was then reported to the Senate, and 
the amendments made in committee were con- 
curred in. i ; 

Mr. BROWN here moved to strike out that 
part of the bill which gives the ten per cent. fund 
to the new States. 

Mr. MANGUM did not like the provision in 
relation to Missouri and the other new States. 
He thought it gave them more than they were 
justly entitled to. But he had made up his mind 
to vote for it on the principle of a compromise. 
But if taken out of this bill he would not vote for 
them in a separate bill. f 

On taking the question, Mr. Brown’s motion | 
was rejected by the following vote: i 

YEAS —Messrs. Brown, Buchanan, Cuthbert, Hill, Hub- | 
bard, King of Georgia, McKean, Mangum, Niles, Ruggles, -| 
and Shepley—l11. si 

NAYS—Moessrs. Benton, Black, Calhoun, Clay, Clayton, || 
Crittenden, Davis, Ewing of Illinois, Ewing of Ohio, Golds- ` 
borough, Grundy, Hendricks, King of Alabama, Knight, 
Leigh, Linn, Moore, Morris, Naudain, Nicholas, Porter, || 
Prentiss, Preston, Rives, Robbins, Robinson, Southard, | 
Swift, Tomlinson, Walker, Webster, and White—22. i 


Mr. BENTON would now make the motion | 
for which he had given notice some days ago, | 
namely: to strike the name of Missouri from the | 
enumeration of States to which the grants of land |; 
were to be made. He repeated what he had often 
said, that it was an injury and an insult to those ‘| 
States to have their grants embodied in this bill. || 
He had brought forward the bill for the grant of i 
Missouri before this land distribution bill had | 
been thought of; it had been amended by the ad- į 
dition of the names of Louisiana and Mississippi; 
had been considered and agreed to by the Senate, | 
ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, and | 
actually engrossed and read the third time, when | 
it was faid upon the table to be diverted from its | 
passage, and to be incorporated in the provisions 
of this distribution bill. 

This distribution bill had been vetoed by the 
President, and the grants to the new States, 
including the additional quantities to Alabama, 
Indiana, and Ilinois, had all shared of the fate 
of the bad company in which they were found. | 
They fell under the veto, not for any fault in | 
themselves, but because they were connected | 
with a measure in which the President found 
Insuperable objections. Thus these six States 
had lost their grants for four years. Now they | 
are, in all probability, to share the same fate | 
again, They are again put into that bill; that | 
bill is more objectionable than it was before. 
Judging from the President’s public messages, it 
Was unquestionable that he would again affix his 
veto upon the bill, if it went to him; and thus the | 
States might be again defeated of their grants. |, 
It might be thought by the Opposition members | 
that they could break down the President by these | 
Vetoes. They might think that they would rouse | 
the new States against him on account of the loss | 
of these grants; but this was a mistake—one of 
those numerous mistakes into which the Opposi- || 
hon were constantly falling, and which resulted i 
from their underrating the intelligence and virtue 
of the people. Every man in the new States | 


| the road marked out by authority of the United || 


| policy, tribe after tribe has been located, until 


knows the state of this proceeding. They under- 
stand the subject too well to be the dupes of these 
crooked tactics. They know that Ohio has had 
a million of acres of fand for internal improve- 
ment; that Alabama, Indiana, and Ilinois have 
had three or four hundred each; that Missouri, 
Louisiana, and Mississippi have had nothing. 
They know that Ohio received hers in a bill by 
itself, a bill resting on its own merits; and they 
know that they ought to have theirs in the same | 
way. They know that bills have been brought 
in for that purpose, and that the friends of the | 
distribution bill have caught them up and put 
them into the distribution bill, where they have 
been once vetoed, and where they must be vetoed 
again. All this they know, and must feel indig- 
nant at the ingult to their understanding, and the - 
injury to their interest, which this conduct in- | 
volves. 

The calculation upon destroying the popularity 
of the President by these tactics is all in vain. | 
The people know who to blame. They know 
where to point their indignant resentment. They 
know that the wrong to them lies not in the veto 
which rejects their grants with the land bill, but 
in the orginal act of stopping their grants, and 
putting them into the land bill, and putting them | 
there to be vetoed! The authors of the land bill 
are the opponents of the President; they want to | 
overthrow him, and for this purpose, among 
others, they mix up all these grants to the new 
States in this distribution bill, that he may veto 
all together, and thus a great storm be raised || 
against him. But it will not do. The people are | 
neither ignorant nor corrupt. They can neither `: 
be divided nor seduced. They know that every | 
Senator who votes for putting these grants into |: 
the distribution, and then votes for the distribu- ; 
tion bill, is in effect voting for putting the grants | 
where they are to be defeated. With those who | 
vote to put them in, and then vote against the ‘| 
bill, it is different. They may have a laudable || 
object in view—the object of getting a vote for | 
the grants in one shape, after which they will 
have a right to expect the same Senators to vote | 
for them in another shape. Mr. B. then made | 
his motion, that the name of Missouri be stricken 
out of the bill, &c. i 

Mr. LINN said it was far from his intention | 
to vote for this bill, nor did he believe it could | 
become a law after what was known of the delib- 
erate opinions of the Executive, as expressed in 
his veto on this or a measure of a similar kind. 
Still he had no wish to see this five hundred 
thousand acres of land for Missouri left out of 
this bill. He would not only vote to retain this, 
but also vote for the five hundred thousand acres 
in his colleague’s bill. His friends appeared to 
be amused at the extravagance of his demands 
and wishes; but before he was done with the 
subject he would convince them that the whole 
amount was not too much for Missouri, and that 
it was intimately connected with grave and seri- | 
ous considerations. By granting a million of 
acres, it could be employed in constructing a line | 
of railroad from the point where the Cumberland | 
road will terminate on the Mississippi to the | 
western boundary of the State, connecting it with | 


it 
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States to the Mexican frontier. On it could surely || 
and swiftly be transported arms and munitions | 
of war, and when necessary, any number of men, | 
to repel sudden incursion or avenge outrage. He 
implored the Senate to look ‘at the great western 
frontier from the Falls of St. Anthony to the Gulf 
of Mexico, and the examination he was sure 
would produce feelings of sympathy for the situ- 
ation of the people of Louisiana, Arkansas, Mis- 
souri, and Wisconsin. The existence of numer- 
ous tribes of Indians claiming to be independent 
within sovereign States had shaken the Union to 
its center, and at one time appeared to threatena 
dissolution of the Confederacy. To get rid of 
this embarrassing subject, and to save the Indians 
from destruction, their removal to the west bank 
of the Mississippi was determined on by the Gen- 
eral Government; and following out this line of 


the aggregate amount had become alarming to 
contemplate. These Indians were placed there for 
the benefit of the old States exclusively. Have we 
not, then, the right to demand from the justice of 


| great wandering tribe of the Camanches. 


Congress all the means necessary for our defense 
and protection? And for that defense and pro- 
tection nothing was more important than a good 
road on which to transport arms and munitions 
of war. War (he said) was at all times terrible, 


|| but a war with Indians was doubly so. The tide 


of emigration to Missouri was flowing on in a 
wide stream, bearing on its bosom much that was 


| valuable of industry, virtue, and capital. 


During the last summer, in looking at the in- 
terests of a people so suddenly overspreading the: 
land, his attention was arrested by their extraor- 
dinary wants'in mail accommodations, For the 
purpose of obtaining all the information necessary 
to enable him to act efficiently here, he addressed 
a short circular letter to his constituents, in which 
will be found the following language: 

“ That we have not our just proportion of mail facilities 
any one will be convinced by an examination of the sub- 
ect. This State contributes to the revenue of the Post 
fice Department several thousand dollars more than Illi- 
nois, and nearly as much as Indiana; and yet we are far 
behind them in this respect. If there must be ad ispropor- 


i tion, it ought to be in favor of this State, in consequence 
| Of its military position, its northern and western frontiers 
being darkened by hordes of Indians, indigenous and im- 


ported. We have acquiesced in the policy pursued by the 
General Government in throwing clouds of savages along 
our borders; but it should be recollected that peace and 
tranquillity with them is not always to be expected, as a 
contest with Great. Britain or with our neighbors on the 
other side of the prairies would soon have the effect of 
organizing and putting in motion the elements of hereditary 
hatred now sleeping in the bosom of thousands who roam 
along our frontiers. The recent conflict with Black Hawk’s 
band should admonish that foreign influence is not always 
necessary to light up the flame of war between us.” 


Recent events in Florida prove the truth of the 
last position; and since those lines were written 
our neighbors over the prairies have brought down 
upon the Americans in Texas all the power oe 

e 
have seen within the last few months the beauti- 
ful Territory of Florida laid waste by the unex- 
pected hostility of the Seminoles, and who, to 
this moment, are unpunished and unsubdued. 


i Such, sir, are the scenes to be enacted from time 


to time on our borders. 

Mr. Benton’s motion to strike out Missouri 
was then rejected—yeas 6, nays 34; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Benton, King of Georgia, Morris, Niles, 
Robinson, and Ruggles—6. 

NAYS— Messrs. Black, Brown, Buchanan, Calhoun, 
Clay, Clayton, Crittenden, Davis, Ewing of HMlinois, Ewing 
of Ohio, Goldsborough, Hendricks, Hill, Hal , Kent, 
King of Alabama, Knight, Leigh, Linn, McKean, Mangum, 
Moore, Naudain, Nicholas, Porter, Prentiss, Rives, Rob- 
bins Bhepley, Swift, Tomlinson, Walker, Webster, and 

ite—J34. s . 

Mr. BENTON Tose to present the amendments 
of which he had given notice. He said that some 
members might be supporting the bill under the 
belief that they were voting to divide the net pro- 
ceeds of the public lands, when in fact the division 
went to the gross proceeds. Under the bill as it 
stands, nothing will be deducted from the gross 
proceeds but the five per centum to the new States, 
and the one half per centum to the registers and 
receivers. All the other expenses of the land 
system; all the heavy items for salaries and ex- 
penses of the General Land Office, in the offices 
of all the surveyor’s general, in the salaries to all 
the registers and receivers, in surveying the lands, 
in the purchase of the lands from the Indians, in 
the annuities to them on account of lands bought, 
in the expense of treaties for purchasing lands, 
and in the expense incurred in removing Indians 
from lands purchased; all these enormous ex- 
penses would still remain-undeducted, and would 
fall upon the custom-house revenue. Mr. B. 
referred to documents to show that these items 
would amount to many millions, perhaps to ten 
millions this year, and must be deducted by law 
out of the gross proceeds of the lands, or they 
would fali on the custom-house revenue, as they 
were now payable out of the Treasury, and the 
accounting officers would not notice them in ascer- 
taining the net proceeds. He said these itema 
must amount to ten millions this year. two 
treaties alone required seven millions and a quar- 
ter; and was this to be thrown upon the casioni 
house revenue, or were the treaties to be rejecte: 
in order to swell the tempting mass for distribu- 
tion? The idea of net proceeds would regire a 
costs and all expenses about the lands to be de- 
ducted; this bill as it stands will not touch their 
cost at all, nor an item of their expenses, except 
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ie 
the insignificant per centum to the States, and to 
the registers and receivers. 

Mr. B. addressed the gentlemen who were op- 
posed to the high tariff, and asked them if they 
wished to revive that measure? If they did so, 
vote for this bill, and their object would soon be 
accomplished. Abstract the land sales from the 
Treasury, throw all the expenses of the Govern- 
ment upon the custom-house, and there would 
soon be a deficit in the Treasury be | 

-filled by loans or taxes. Revival of the tariff | 
would then be inevitable, and would be the reg | 
ular sequence of me plen upon which the friends 
of the high tariff ` acted. in the compromise, 
and were now acting on the distribution bill. 
‘Brother Lazarus is not dead, but sleepeth.”? The | 
high tariff ie not abandoned, but postponed. It 
was postponed because the issue of the presi- 
dential election in 1832 showed that the people 


were against it. It was then postponed to save it! |! 


It was openty’stated by its author, (Mr. Clay,) | 
that he had taken it out of the hands of the Phil- | 
istines—that he had laid it away on a shelf to 
rest! Now, it is rêgular and natural in him, by 
diverting the proceeds of the land sales from the | 
Treasury, to create the necessity for supplying | 
the vacuum from another source. ‘The hig 
is that source, and its tevival will be inevitable 
upon the passage.of this bill. ` Considering this | 
an important era in our financial history, and 
that the future revival of the tariff might be traced 
back to its true date and right cause, Mr. B. then 
submitted his list of items to be deducted from 
the gross proceeds of the sales of the lands, in 
the shape of the following amendment: 


To come in after the words “net proceeds ?— 
which net proceeds shall be ascertained to be the hal- 
ance which remains, after deducting from the gross, pro- 
om all expenses for the year on account of public lands, 
to wit: 
. 1. Appropriations for the General Land Office. 
_ 2. Appropriations for the Surveyor General’s offices. 
3.‘ Appropriations for surveying public lands. 
4. Appropriations for salaries and commissions to regis- 
ters and receivers. : 
5. Appropriations for annuities to Indians on account of 
the purcirase of lands.. . e 
i 6 Appropriations for holding treaties for the purchase of 
ands. ; : 
. 7. Apprapriations for amounts paid within the year for 
the extinction of Indian titles. 
8. Appropriations for removing Indians from the lands 
purchased from them. : 
, 9. Appropriations for the five per centum allowed by com- 
pact to the. States in which the lands lie. 


Mr. EWING, of Ohio, could hardly conceive 
how the Senator from Missouri’s experience 
could have led him to the conclusion that nothing 
but the commission. of five per cent. would be, 
deducted. The item for the removal of the Indians 
was not properly chargeable to the public lands, 
for the reason ‘offered by that Senator: himgelf,. 
that some of the lands cost more than they were 
worth, and they were removed more from political 
than financial considerations. It was a matter 
of indifference to him (Mr. E.). whether the first 
named items were in the bill or not; but thought 
the latter not a proper charge upon the public 
lands, and ought not to be put into the bill. He 


which must be |! 


i 


tariff |! 


believed, however, those other items would be 
deducted by the officers of the Government. 

Mr. CLAY had begn alternately. in majorities 
and minorities, and his experience had taught 


| the removal. 
i power to cede away any of the soil ceded to her; 
: and so it was in regard to Alabama. 
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facts in the case of North Carolina, and made 
some comments thereon. This burden, he said, 
was put on Georgia, not only in defiance of her 
consent, but against her solemn protest, and the 
Government was bound to be at the expense of 
The United States never had the 


After a few remarks from Mr. WEBSTER, 

Mr. WRIGHT replied that this bill swept the 
whole public land into one bill. Suppose (said 
he) in one year we pay more for the purchase 
of lands than all the money received, would you 
call the amount received surplus? The argument 
of the Senator from Tennessee [Mr. Waite] ap- 


im to loo. 
Alabama, and answer the suggestions 
propounded. Whatever might be the facts in 

relation to North Carolina, the argument was not 
| applicable to the other States. In his State they 
| considered the Indian title a mere possessory, 
‘and were every year extinguishing it. ‘They had 
, there pursued for many years the policy of pay- 
‘ing them the net. proceeds, after hai all 
| expenses of removal; and would it (he asked) be 
contended that it was not a proper charge in the 
case of Georgia? We were paying millions upon 
millions to extinguish the Indian title; and he 
contended it was not for the common benefit of 
all the States, but for the particular benefit of the 
States from which they were removed. He asked 


lar benefit that the Indians were removed? 


put them into the market, and apply them as a 
remuneration for all this money paid out. He 
had heard none of the positions assumed by him 
controverted. The question nów was. whether 
the simple expenses of these lands themselves 
should be deducted from the gross amount. 

The friendsrof the bill did not contend that ina 
settlement. with the Treasury these charges were 
not to be deducted; but the officers, they said, 
would deduct them.. Then why not insert them 
in the bill? They denied the position that the 
amount paid for the purchase of Florida and 
Louisiana should go into the debit side of the 
account, because we had bought the jurisdiction 
which they said induced the purchase, and was 
an equivalent for the sum paid; and the Senator 
from Ohio said the expenses of the removal of the 
Indians should not be allowed in the aceount-be- 
cause of certain political considerations. 

Mr. W. went into an argument of some length 
to sustain these positions denied. by the friends 
of the bill; and in reference to the net proceeds: 
he desired this body to give a sanstruction in re- 
lation to Louisiana and Florida. 

Mr. PORTER said_that the valye.of the soil 
was certainly no part of the. object.the United 
States had in view. when Louisiana was pur- 
chased;. that the objects were the sovereignty 
over. the goil and the outlet for the valley, of the 
Mississippi to the ocean. 

Mr. LINN said he thought his friend from 
Louisiana mistaken, and that he could make it 
apparent. France, in pursuing her great plan of 
uniting the Gulf of St. Lawrence with the Gulf of 
Mexico, had erected, at an enormous expense, a 


him the propriety of submitting when in the lat- || chain of military forts, around which she planted 
ler; and he would suggest to his friends in the || colonies under a system of land laws peculiar to 


minority on this bill, whether they 


had not better || herself. On transferring the sovereignty to 


Spain 
acquieste:in ite-passage.. He believed the minds || all.grants-made to her subjects were Coca con- 


of the Senators were all made up, and'nochanges 


firmed by the mere act of transfer. These grants 


would probably be made. The position assumed || were never questioned by Spain. Spain, on com- 


by the opponents of the bill resolved. itself into. 
the phates whether the waste Jands to which he 
had beforeadverted should bear the whole burden.. 
The object of removing the Indians was founded 
on the great policy of. locating them at one point.. 
He thought no part of the other amendments were. 
necessary to be inserted in the bill, as the plain 
import of it was to deduct all necessary expenses 
of Government. ` 
Mr. WHITE. contended that the removal of 
- the Indians was a political regulation. founded on 
humanity, and was a burden: in which -all the 
States were alike. interested, and should therefore 
be a common charge. upon them, as it was for 
their common: benefit, and was not properly 


sued a liberal and paternal policy in relation tothe 
granting of lands to her subjects. What, sir, (he 
said,) has been the course pursued by this Gov- 


we consider those grants confirmed by the mera 
act of cession? No, sir. How did we treat the 
ancient, simple-minded, honest inhabitants, who 
had lived for Pes onkemnid a wilderness, and 
had preserved the lights of religion in that wil- 
derness?. Was our course a liberal one? No, 
sir;. differing from us in laws, manners, and cus- 
toms, we vexed them with lawyers and unknown 


laws, in an unknown language, and interposed 
every obstacle that ingenuity could invent to pre- 


changeable to this fund. He adverted.also to the |! vent the final settlement of their claims to that 


lied solely to Georgia and Alabama. He asked ; 
to those States besides Georgia and , 
e had | 


| if Massachusetts considered it as for her particu- | 


He thought it his duty to take these lands, and |, 


ing into possession of this noble province, pur-- 


ernment in the acquisition of this country? Did | 


Senate. 


soil which had been conquered by their valor and 
improved by their labor. A generation has passed 
off, and your tables are now loaded with petitions 
for justice at your hands. He said that this 
fighting off, inch by inch, step by step, and acre 
by acre, these old claims, he thought was some 
evidence that this Government attached value to 
| the soil which they had acquired by money. 
Mr. WEBSTER said that there were some 
|, considerations that applied with great force against 
li this amendment. One was, that it proposed to 
: make up an account of the lands purchased within 
. the year as an offset against the lands sold within 
the year. Now, if the same lands were both 
pute ased and sold within the year, there might 
e some propriety in so making up the account. 
There might be Indian treaties.within this year 
for the purchase of lands costing seven millions 
of dollars, which would not probably be sold for 
ten years tocome. It certainly, then, could not 
"be just to charge this purchase against the pro- 
ceeds of the sales of the year. In every light in 
which he viewed this amendment he thought it 
ought to be rejected. 
Mr. BENTON, in reply to remarks from Mr.: 
l! Wessrer and Mr. Wuirs, reiterated the allega- 
i| tion that every item that he had enumerated was 
|| strictly and truly a charge upon the public lands, 
and quoted the speech of General Hayne, of 
South Carolina, to the same effect, when he was 
a member of the Senate. Some of these items 
were now admitted to be correct charges, but the 
main’ ones were still disputed, and it was evident 
that a twofold object would be gained if they 
could be kept out. The first object would be to 
‘| swell the amount for distribution; the second 
the foundation for reviving the 


‘ would be to la 
' tariff; both objects dear to the hearts of the 
: authors of this bill, but such as could not be 
openly avowed at this time. Mr. B. said the. 
whole scheme of the bill was a deception and a 
fallacy. It professed to divide surplus money, 
and yet took the money which was now wanting’ 
for the public defenses; it professed to divide the’ 
net proceeds of the public lands, and yet took the 
gross proceeds; it professed to take nothing but. 
the money which came from the lands,:and yet 
took all that it could find in the Treasury by 
scraping back for three years. This was the real 
character of the bill, a deception, a fallacy, a 
delusion throughout, and masked with professions’ 
at war with its object. All this would be appa- 
rent in time. For the present, it could not be. 
overlooked that the whole structure of the bill is 
changed; it is no longer a bill to divide the pro-: 
ceeds of the lands in future, and for five years to 
come, but it is to reach back into the Treasury, 
to travel back through the years 1835, °34, and 
°33, and to gather up all the proceeds of the land 
sales for these three past years, and commence. 
dividing this mass on the Ist day of July, and 
divide one fourth on that day, one fourth the Ist. 
of October, one fourth the Ist of January, and. 
one fourth the Ist of April, 1837. To these 
divisions are to be added the amounts received 
from lands this yearand next year. Itis expected 
to begin the division upon twenty-eight millions 
|| in July, and finish thirty-eight millions by the Ist 
|| of January next. Now, what is the object and 
effect of all this? Is it the object to take all the 
i money for distribution, and leave nothing for 
defending the country? Is it the object to break 
all the deposit banks? Is it the object to distress 
the country by making the deposit banks eall in 
all their loans in six months? Is it their object 
i to ruin the currency by enabling Whig States to 
draw their distributive shares in specie, compelling. 
the hanks to stop: payment, and then calling for 
the Bank of the United States as the only remedy 
for the evil?. Whether this is the object, it will. 
he the effect; and to do all this, it is necessary to 
reach back three years to find money in the. 
Treasury which is not there, and thus make a 
larger sum for distribution than the deposit banks 
n pay. i 
The reventiéa of the year 1833 were received 
by the Bank of the United States, and have been 
expended in the public service. No part of those 
revenues. were ever transferred to the deposit 
banks; they all remained in the Bank of the Uni- 
ted States until expended; yet this bill, in its 
mass ọf deceptions and. fallacies, assumes that 


| 
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| 
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the deposit banks received all the revenue for the 
year 1333; has separated the land revenue from 
the custom-house revenue; has saved that land 
revenue to the present day, and now has it in a 
separate pile by itself, to be divided out! These 
are the assumptions of the bill; while the realities 
are that part of this land revenue never was re- 
ceived at all by the deposit banks. What they 
actually received for 1833 has been paid out, and 
what they have got is the revenue of the country. 
The land receipts are in the mass of the revenue, 
and in professing to divide the proceeds of the 
lands the revenue itself is taken; and itis taken 
for three years back, in order to raise an immense 
sum for instant division—such a sum as is ex- 
pected to tempt the cupidity of distributees beyond 
resistance, to ruin the President if he vetoes the 
bill, and to ruin the deposit banks and the cur- 
rency if he does not. r. B. said it was a bill to 
revive the tariff, to reéstablish the Bank of the 
United States, and to crush President Jackson, 
and all who opposed it, by mere dint of money ! 
He asked for the yeas and nays, item by item, 
on his amendment. : 

Mr. EWING said he had no objections to the 
amendments except to those which proposed to 
deduct the Indian annuities and the sums paid for 
the extinguishment of Indian titles; and the ques- 
tion was taken on the several amendments with 
the above exceptions, and they were carried with- 
out a division. - 

The question was then taken on the clause of 
the amendment proposing to deduct the amount 
of annuities paid to Indians for the purchase of 
lands; which amendment was rejected—yeas 18, 
nays 27; as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Benton, Brown, Cuthbert, Ewing of Ili- | 


nois, Grundy, Hill, Hubbard, King of Alabama, King of 
Georgia, Linn, Morris, Niles, Rives, Ruggles, Shepley, Tall- 
madge, Walker, and Wright—i8. 

NAYS—Messrs. Biack, Buchanan, Calhoun, Clay, Clay- 
ton, Crittenden, Davis Ewing, Goldsborough, Hendricks, 
Kent, Knight, Leigh, McKean, Manguin, Moore, Naudain, 
Nicholas, Porter, Prentiss, Preston, Robbins, Southard, 
Swift, Tomlinson, Webster, and White—27. 


The question was then taken on the clause of 
the amendment deducting the expenses of hold- 
ing Indian treaties for the purchase of lands, 
which was lost—yeas 18, nays 26; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Benton, Brown, Cuthbert, Ewing of 
Mlinois, Grundy, Hill, Hubbard, King of Alabama, King 
of Georgia, Linn, Murris, Niles, Rives, Ruggles, Shepley, 
Tallmadge, Walker, and Wright—18. 

NAYS—Messrs. Black, Buchanan, Clay, Clayton, Crit- 
tenden, Davis, Ewing of Ohio, Goldsborough, Hendricks, 
Kent, Knight, Leigh, McKean, Mangum, Moore, Naudain, 
Nicholas, Porter, Prentiss, Preston, Robbins, Southard, 
Swift, Tomlinson, Webster, and White—26. 


The next clause of the amendment, deducting 
the amount paid to Indians for the purchase of 


lands, was also rejected—yeas 18, nays 26; as | 


follows: ` 


YEAS—Messrs. Benton, Brown, Cuthbert, Ewing of 
Minois, Grundy, Hill, Hubbard, King of Alabaina, King of 
Georgia, Linn, Morris, Niles, Rives, Robinson, Ruggles, 
Shepley, Tallmadge, Walker, and Wright—18. 

NAYS—Messrs. Black, Buchanan, Clay, Clayton, Crit- 
tenden, Davis, Ewing of Ohio, Goldsborough, Hendricks, 
Kent, Knight, Leigh, McKean, Mangum, Moore, Naudain, 
Nicholas, Porter, Prentiss, Preston, Robbiris, Southard, 
Swift, Tomlinson, Webster, and White—26. 


The last clause of the amendment, deducting 
the amount expended in the removal of the In- 
dians from the lands purchased, was also re- 
jected—yeas 17, nays 28; as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Benton, Brown, Cuthbert, Ewing of 
illinois, Grundy, Hill, Hubbard, King of Georgia, Linn, 
Morris, Niles, Robinson, Ruggles, Shepley, Tallmadge, 
Walker, and Wright—17. 

NAYS—Messrs. Black, Buchanan, Clay, Clayton, Crit- 
tenden, Davis, Ewing of Ohio, Goldsboraugh, Hendricks, 
Kent, King of Alabama, Knight, Leigh, McKean, Mangum, 
Moore, Naudain, Nicholas, Porter, Preptiss, Preston, Bives, 
Ronhins, Southard, Swift, Tomlinson, Webster, and White 


The bill was then ordered to be engrossed for 
a third reading—yeas 25, nays 21; as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Black, Buchanan, Clay, Clayton, Crit- 
tenden, Davis, Ewing of Ohio, Goldsborough, Hendricks, 
Kent, Knight, Leigh, McKean, Mangum, Naudain, Nich- 
olas, Porter, Prentiss, Preston, Robbins, Southard, Swift, 
Tomlinson, Webster, and White—25. 

NAYS — Messrs. Benton, Brown, Calhoun, Cuthbert, 
Ewing of Illinois, Grundy, Hill, Hubbard, King of Alabama, 
King of Georgia, Linn, Moore, Morris, Niles, Rives, Rob- 
pa Ruggles, Shepley, Tallmadge, Walker, and Wright— 


No. 21 


' points touching so 
‘ant interest, that 


SLAVERY IN THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 


SPEECH OF HON. JOHN BLACK, 
OF MISSISSIPPI, 
In rue Senate, February 29, 1836. 
The question of receiving the Petition of the Society of 


Friends, residing in Pennsylvania, being under consid- 
eration— 


Mr. BLACK said that, not having expected | 


that the debate on this subject would be called 
up to-day, he had not come prepared to address 
the Senate; but as it appeared 


to be the desire of ; 


the Senate to bring the question to a vote to-day, ` 


he would proceed to make a few suggestions. 


I, 


feel, sir, (said he,) an utter repugnance to entering · 
on the discussion of this question; and my posi- ; 
: tion alone forces me into it, rather to show to | 
' those whose interest it is my duty to guard, and 
' who feel such an all-pervading concern on all 


great, and to them all-import- 
have not been wanting in 


: attention to this subject, than with a hope, after 


; Very, either actual or abstract, it is one into which | 


so able a debate, that I shall be able to urge any | 
j new consideration upon the attention of the Sen- | 


ate. As to a discussion on the propriety of sla- 
I will neither now, nor at any other time, enter; 
no consideration can force me into it. My con- 
stituents, whatever may be their confidence in 
their representatives, never have delegated to 


i them an authority to debate or determine this 


matter. They consider it as settled and closed, 
never to be open to discussion or decision either 
by this or any other Congress, however enlight- 
ened. Their rights in this respect rest on no 


other foundation than the Constitution itself—the | 


same law which 


by virtue of which they are now assembled. 


gave to this Senate a being, and | ] w. e f 
c i; to receive these petitions as comparing with a 


Mr. President, it is my purpose to make a few | 


remarks on some points connected collaterally 


with this question; and, in doing so, in order to | 


be as brief as possible, after the lengthy discus- 
sion to which this and other similar petitions 


have given rise, I will content myself, under the | 


present circumstances, with giving merely the 
reasons for the vote I feel bound to give. 

In this debate, while I must say that many 
remarks have been made by Senators who have 
favored the Senate with their views which I would 
be glad had been omitted, there is a coincidence 
of opinion of all, (unless it may be inferred from 
what was said by the Senator from Ohio, [Mr. 
Morais] that he forms an exception,) that Con- 
gress cannot with any propriety, regarding the 
interest of the people of this District, whose local 
Legislature they are, and the welfare and safety 
of the Union, legislate to effect any of the objects 
which these petitioners ask, even in the District 
of Columbia. This being settled, the only ques- 
tion is, in what way is it most expedient and 
proper to dispose of such petitions? : 

he two propositions presented for the consid- 
eration of the Senate are, first, shall the petition 
be rejected? secondly, shall the petition be re- 
ceived, and the prayer be rejected ? 

I am clearly in favor of the first of these prop- 
ositions as the most direct and unequivocal 
expression of opinion against these petitioners the 
Senate can give; and if that shall fail, I will vote 
for the other as the second in point of strength. 
I would most strenuously insist on the first course 
being taken but for the fact that several southern 
Senators [Messrs. Kine of Alabama and Kine of 
Georgia] who have addressed the Senate are 
averse to it, and several from the non-slavehold- 
ing States whose opinions are altogether with us 
have constitutional scruples. I consider this di- 
versity of opinion at this time particularly unfor- 
tunate, more especially as respects the southern 
delegation; and if this were a matter of ordinary 
importance, or important as it is, if as heretofore 
these petitions were presented by the Society of 
Friends (a class for whose virtues all entertain 
the highest possible respect) rather for the pur- 
pose of avowing their opinions than with a wish 
that any action of Congress should take place, I. 
for one would concede a point, and yield my 
opinion to meet the views of others; but there are. 
‘other coadjutors more formidable in numbers, 
more dangerous in their views and intentions, 


and I must add, showing little scruples as to the 
means they shall use; and it is also to be con- 
i sidered that while we are debating this question 
| there is in the South a heretofore unknown ex- 
i citement. Influenced by these considerations, I 
have found it impossible to yield a single point 
' by way of concession in deference to the opinions 
of others; and notwithstanding all I have heard 
about the danger of a false issue being made by 
involving the right of petition, being confounded 
in the minds of the people of the non-slavehold- 
ing States with the already too-perplexing ques- 
tion of ‘abolition,’ I cannot be deterred from 
my course for fear of consequences which do not 
and ought not legitimately to follow. 

I have said already that I consider a refusal to 
receive these abolition petitions as the most direct 
way of meeting and negativing them. I will 
elucidate this idea by a reference to the ordinary 
proceeding on a bill. It is the undoubted right 
of every member of the Senate to propose, by 
a bill, such provisions as he may think pro- 
motive of the common weal. he ordinary 
course we know is to test the merits of a propo- 
sition of this sort on the question of engrossment 

' fora third reading, when each member determines 
for himself the propriety of the act or the shape 
| proposed. But if the Senate should think the 
/ enactment improper, in any shape whatever, 4 
motion may be made to reject the bill after the 
first reading. If the Senate should be averse to 


|: the proposition in the manner proposed, or in any 
|; shape which amendments could give to it, and 


| should also think it improper to permit the ques- 
ition to be agitated, they would refuse leave to 
introduce it, in which case the Senate would not 
have possession of the bill, nor the member 
asking leave to part with it. I consider a refusal 


refusal to grant leave to bring in a bill, and the 
second proposition made by the Senator from 
Pennsylvania, (Mr. Bucnanan,] to reject, imme- 


i diately after receiving the prayer which they 


contain, as comparing with a motion to reject a 
bill after the first reading. 

If a member of the Senate should rise here 
now, and ask leave to introduce a bill to meet 
the views of these petitioners, what course ought 
to be taken? Iam fully persuaded that the Sen- 
ate would refuse. Suppose the matter had pro- 
ceeded to the ‘‘authoritative command” to which 
the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. Watt] al- 
luded, and the Senator was even instsucted by a 
Legislature of a State to offer it, would the Sen- 
ate be bound to grant leave? 1 think we ought 
not, and would not. If the Senate would not 
entertain this proposition when offered in pursu- 
ance of instructions from a State Legislature, it 
is something singular if they shall be bound to 
do so when presented by a few individuals of a 
State because they choose to adopt the form of a 
petition. It is upon this consideration that I am 
not in favor of receiving these petitions, and not 
that I entertain the opinion intimated by the Sen- 
ator from South Carolina, [Mr. Catnoun,] that 
reception gives jurisdiction over the subject. — 

To ascertain the subject-matters upon which 
we may act, we must look to the Constitution of 
the United States. I know that precedents are 
sometimes resorted to to ascertain the opinions 
of former Congresses, as to the proper construc- 
tion of the Constitution. These, I do not hesitate 
to say, do carry un, in some instances, beyond 
our proper and legitimate sphere., These are bad 
enough, and ought not to be implicitly relied on; 
but to resort to petitions on file would be still 
worse. If that were done even in this case, we 
should find ourselves already entertaining juris- 
diction; for there are many such petitions on our 
files from the establishment of the Government. 

Mr. President, it is thought by some we are 
precluded from taking this strong ground, and 
meeting these petitions in limine by'a provision 
of the Constitution of the United States, found 
among the amendments, article first, in these 


words: ; i 

& Congress shall make no law respecting an establish- 
ment of religion, or prohibiting the free exercise thereof ; 
or abridging the freedom of speech or of the press; or the 


right of the people peaceably to assemble and petition the 
Government for a redress of grievances.” _ 
There appears to be some difference of opinion 
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among Senators who have preceded me as to the 

roper limit of the right of petition. While the 
Eater from New Jersey, on my right, [Mr. 
Watt,] admits that the petition should be re- || 
spectful in language to the body to whom it is || 


should be as broad as the Constitution itself.” . 
The Senator from Georgia (Mr. Kwe] is willing 
- to admit no exception whatever either as to lan- į 
guage or object. I say none. For after disclosing | 
that he would vote to receive a petition requesting |: 
Congress to abolish slavery in the State of Georgia, |, 
I know of no stronger case which could be put. `; 
The opinion of the Senate is manifested in the 
rejection of petitions, for disrespectful language 
appears to be in accordance with that expressed 
by the Senator from New Jersey, [Mr. Watt,] 
that it is not their duty to receive petitions con- | 
taining abuse of themselves, when it appears that | 
the form of petition has been agsumed for the | 
urpose of slandering and abusing.them.as a | 
y, or individuals composing it. Upon the | 
second branch, no case has happened in which ' 
the reception of a petition has been resisted, 
requesting Congress to do an unconstitutional act. `: 
That such petitions may be presented, is easy to 
imagine; and that these now presented are.so, I, 
for one, have no doubt. Am I, and those who 
think with me on this point, bound by this pro- 
vision of the Constitution to-receive these peti- 
tions by the force of this provision? On a careful 
examination of it, I think not. The citizens of 
the United States have a right peaceably to || 
assemble and petition the Government—for what? || 
For a redress of grievanees. Butare the two Houses | 
of Congress bound to receive and consider com- . 
plainta on subjects wholly beyond their control, | 
and palpably not within. their delegated powers, | 


7 
u 
it 
i 

| 
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| 
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by whatever exciting-circumstances they may be |, 


attended, and however much they may endanger ' 
the peace, and repose, and safety of another por- 


tion of this widely-extended community? Sup- || 


pose petitioners, choosing to consider themselves | 


rieved for the want of an established religion, || 


should request Congress to make a law ‘‘ respect- 
ing ‘an establishment of religion,’’ which: Con- 


gress is prohibited to do in the first clause of this 


very amendment, would that be-a grievance which || 


Congress could redress? -Or suppose they should 
petition Congress to change the form of the Gov- 
ernment itself from a: republic to an elective or 
hereditary monarchy, could-you grant redress? 
Would the subject of complaint be a grievance? | 
Why, would we entertain them, consider of them? 
No, I say reject them instantly, corn a 
. These grievances-must be their awn, not those | 
of others... In what way conceivallé:are these 
petitioners, inhabitants of Pennsylvania, inter- 
ested in the question what property the inhabit: 
ants of other States. or Districts or Territories 
shall hold, or in the conditions and. restrictions 
upon which they shall hold it? About as much 
as they are in the affairs of;the people of India; | 
and if they should take it into their heads to think 
their barbarity and ignorance. of Christianity.a 
grievance, they could with as much. propriety 
send us a petition to fit up, with the funds of the 
Government, a ‘missionary establishment; as the 
can interfere in the matters: to. which these peti- 
tions relate. Sir, [ say, then, that the holding of 
slaves by the inhabitants of the District of Co- 
lumbia is a matter.of no grievance to the citizena 
of non-slaveholding States, in-the legal sense of 
that word; and if it could by construction be so 
considered, it- is one which ‘eon ress cannot, by 
any possibility, redress. I am willing to adopt the 
definition of the right of petition advanced. by the 
Senator from. New -Jersey,:[Mr. Watt,] “ that 
át is as broad as the Conatitutien,’’ if it is not 
to be made broader. The Senator from New Jer- 
sey,.[Mr. Watt,] in - searching to find some | 
ground upon which to rest this complaint of | 
grievance, has said that “the grievance of one | 
‘American citizen is a grievance to all, and that | 
all may complain. of it; but then presupposes 
that this one citizen considers the matter com- 
plained. of as a grievance. If this petition came 
in aid of one ‘presented by those owning slaves 
here, this argument would be fair; but, so far 
from that being the case, the reverse is known to 
he true.. Sir, suppose certain citizens having no 
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property at- all should represent that other cti- | erty in the same manner that Congress is. How 


zens had large fortunes, and request an agrarian 
law by which all would be made equal, would the 


gentleman tell us that the ‘‘ grievance of one citi- 
zen is that of another,’ 


those who have property think fit to consider its 


possession a grievance, and request to be relieved | 
The two cases are similar in every re- | 


from it. 
spect, except that these petitioners.do not desire 
to be benefited by the dispossessing of the inhab- 
itants of this District of their property... . 

Mr. President, if we are not bound to listen to 
grievances, when Congress has no power to redress 


*and therefore it would | 
addressed, in defining its objects, he says, ‘‘it | not be a groundless complaint? Wait, sir, until | 


them, as I think we are not, this question should ' 
be settled with reference to the right of Congress | 
to interfere in the question of slavery. We derive ; 


our power and jurisdiction over the District of 
Columbia, first, from the Constitution of the 
United States, and, secondly, from the acts of 


cession by Virginia and. Maryland. - From the . 


Constitution of the United States we derive those 
general, pqwers which Congress ma 


embraced within the territorial limits of the Union; 
by the acts of cession Congress is subrogated, as 
the local Legislature of.the District, to all the 
powers possessed by the respective Legislatures, 


: making these cessions with sych limitations as 
i they. have made. If there were not a single word 
said in the Constitution of the United States on ; 
| the.subject of slavery, I think it would „be easy | 
to show, from the very nature of the power.itself, | 


that it is, and must necessarily rest exclusively 
with the Legislatures of the, respective States. 
Congress has no power to say who shall and who 
shall not be held to service; whether that service 
is a qualified or an unqualified service; whether 
it is general as to time, or limited... Could Con- 
gress interfere with the laws of apprenticeship, 


held to service for a limited time; or when liberty 


i 


contravene these laws? But it is not necessary 


uestion is settled and fixed by the Constitution, 
he third, clause of the second section, article 
fourth, expressly provides, that ‘‘ no person held 


| © to service or labor in Qne State, under the laws 


‘ thereof, escaping into another, shall, in conse- 


‘service or labor may be g 
expressly reserved to the State Legislatures to 
say where service may be due. If this provision 


powers of the General Government, the same 
conclusions would have resulted from the con- 
struction of the first clause of section ninth, article 
first, made irrevocable by article fifth, in which 
power is given to Congress to prohibit the intro- 
duction of such persons as the States then exist- 
iog thought proper to admit, in the year 1808; 
which power Congress has exercised by prohib- 


General Government being one of limited powers, 
whenever a power of a. particular subject is 


cised beyond the limit prescribed, and the idea 
of its being general is precluded. Congress had, 
by this: provision, power to, prohibit the further 
introduction of slaves in 1808, and, by conse- 
quence, no other power over the subject... .. 
.. The idea of any other power is also negatived 
by representation being, to a certain extent, based 
upon this description of people. We look in vain 
for any other power. than the ane alluded to in 
the Canstitution of the United States; we are 
obliged to look for it in the acts of cession of 
Virginia and Maryland. _ The Senator from Vir- 
ginia [Mr. Leica] has shown, in a very able argu- 
ment, which I should only weaken by repetition, 
that the Legislature of Vi 

| Selves, by the constitution of that State, the power 
of abolishing slavery. Their powers are also 
limited by constitutional law. No such power 
‘was delegated to them by the people, the Legis- 


lature being restrained from interfering with prop- | 


exercise j 
i over the. District in common with all the country 


i common to all the States, by which persons are | 


had not been. inserted, so far as respects the | 


iting. the further introduction of slaves in the | 
United States, under the severest penalty. The | 


granted, to a certain extent, it cannot be exer- | 


to advert to these general principles, for the ‘| 


t quence of any law or regulation therein, be dis- : 
‘ charged from,such.service or labor, but shall be . 
¢ delivered, upon claim of eee), to whom such | 

p ue.’ There it is 


i 


isit then possible for the Legislature of that State, 
by any act of cession, or any other act, to clothe 
Congress with more power than they possessed 
themselves? The people of the District of Colum- 
bia, being parts of two States, did not, by the 
Constitution of the United States, empower Con- 
gress to abolish slavery within the States of which 
they formed part, nor did they empower the State 
Legislatures to do it. How is it, then, that they 
have not this portion of power never given up; 
and how is it Congress has got it? Mr. Presi- 
dent, if it were even admitted that Congress has 
any general power over the subject—which has 
not been ever contended for upon this floor—I 
think we would find, on an examination of the 
acts of cession, particularly that of Virginia, 
that, so far from authorizing Congress to abolish 
slavery in this District, they are expressly re- 
strained. They are expressly required to protect 
“all the rights of the citizens therein”—rights 


- as I. presume they then were—and this right of 


| is taken away for acts committed, as under the | 
vagrant laws of some of the States, can Congress | 


property was one. It would be a flagrant breach 
of this act of cession, as well as of trust, should 
Congress even consent to adopt the measure which 
these petitioners ask. Can slaves be taken, as 
suggested, for “ public use?’? No: the public, 
as such, have no use for them; and the general 
funds of the Government, intrusted by the peo- 
ple to our care, cannot be used for the purpose 
of purchasing them for liberation. 

For these reasons, and many more which might 
be urged, I am.of opinion we have no power over 
this subject, and that we cannot redress these, 
which the petitioners choose to call grievances. 


| Disposed as I am at all times to treat those who 


come here to petition with the utmost respect and 
kindness, I might, although it cannot be con- 
sidered as a matter of strict right; be willing to 
receive these petitions; but, sir, the excitement 
whith prevails on this subject in the State from 
which I come, in common with. all the South, 
whose peace and security are threatened by these 
proceedings, compels me to resist them at every 
steps and in every stage. . ieii a. 

re these petitioners such as are entitled to pe- 
culiar grace and favor in the eyes of the Senate . 
Who are they? . They are those who, overlook - 
ing the ameliorations which might be made in the 
condition of those immediately around them, give 
wings to their charity, and seek to. interfere in 
the affairs. of others. Sir, I do not allude par- 
ticularly to the Society of Friends, who have 
annually, from the formation of the Government, 
sent to Congress such a document rather in the 
nature of a continual claim, and to declare their 
opinion apon the subject, than with any wish or 
expectation that their views will be adopted; but 
it.is to the Abolitionists, who came in as auxili- 
aries, with respect to some of whom I do not en- 
tertain the same favorable opinion. Sir, I do not 
intend to follow the course some have.taken, of 
denouncing, en masse, this class of people at the 
North as fanatical, or hypocritical, or diabolical. 
Some there are among them, I have no doub 
who are agitators for the love of mischief, an 
who would be willing to involve the whole South 
in one scene of civil commotion rather than desist 
from these schemes, which. alone. gives them 
importance. This class, actuated by a depraved 
ambition, without regard to consequences, how- 
ever awful, prefer to be distinguished by being 
the. instigators of crime, rather than remain. in 
that obscurity to which nature has destined them. 
To these I have not one word to say; they are 
joined to their iniquities, let them go; but.to 
those who are willing to reflect for themselves, 
and.who. have been misled in associating with 
others unworthy by mistaken ideas of philan- 
thropy, (and I hope this class is numerous,) I 
would suggest a few considerations. They all 
admit that they haré legally no right to act upon 
the subject of ‘slavery in other States. Neither 
Congress nor the State government can touch 
this subject. Is there not an impropriety in your 


rginia had not them- || interfering in the affairs of others by numerous 


s—by raising large sums 
of money—with which you have legally no right 
to intermeddle? Do you suppose yourselves 
capable of suggesting considerations upon the 
subject which have not occurred to the minds of 


voluntary association 
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those who have been accustomed to slavery all 
their lives, and have made it the constant theme 


of reflection and study? Do you suppose that |' to suit their views. 


among the countrymen of Washington, Jetferson, ` 
Madison, Monroe, Henry, Marshall, and of 
Lowndes, there are not men who have equal 
sagacity with yourselves, and who are ready to 
do everything, even to the sacrifice of their lives, 
to effect any object which would promote their 
country’s prosperity and happiness? Is there 
not a manifest indelicacy in doing so? Do you 
think that you could be induced to alter the legis- 
lative and constitutional institutions of your own 
States on the dictation of others who are not res- 
idents of your States, whose interests are in no 
way affected by such change? If arguments to 
show you the impolicy or vapors y of the 
political institutions of your own States should 
fail to induce you to change them, do you sup- 

e they would become more convincing if to 
argument they should add the. gressest abuse? 
If you should discover those interfering with your 
affairs heaping the most degrading epithets upon 
you which the language furnishes, forming asso- 
ciations to force you to do unwillingly what you 
would not assent to willingly, would it not have 
a tendency to steel the mind against the force 
even of truth itself? Do you suppose the publica- 
tion of pictorial representations and pamphlets, 
fabricating the grossest misre presentations, libel- 
ing the whole South, calculated to produce any 
other feeling than exasperation? It is for such 
trash as this that they Jevy contributions on you, 
which you are induced to furnish from feelings 
of (I must call) mistaken philanthropy.. Acknowl- 
edging there is no legal right to interfere with the 
aubject of slavery in the South, societies are 
formed, presses are established, papers and pam- 
phiets are issued, pictorial representations are 
struck and circulated almost entirely.at the North, 
where slavery does not exist, under the pretext 
ofenlightening the South upon the subject. These '' 
papers do not circulate in the South. It is easy |: 
to foresee, if you pursue this plan, while the | 
minde of the people of the North may be well 
affected rowarda: the object you desire, that those : 
of the South must become more and more against 
it. It has already had that effect., Slavery was . 
fast aos Soto from the most northern of the 
southern States. There was in each of these , 
States a strong party inclined to hasten the period . 
when it should. become entirely extinct. They 
were using efforts to bring about that consum- 
mation. The effect of the abolition movement in 
the North has entirely silenced all-these; no in- 
ducement could make them move in the matter. i 
Another effect of these publications must be’ to 
estrange those feelings of kindness and affection 
and sympathy which all portions of this Repub- 
lic should feel for each other. The main strength 
of the Government consists in this: destroy these | 
feelings, and it will be worthless; indeed, it can- | 
not long survive. The inevitable tendency of | 
this course must be, whether you design it or 
not, to the formation of a political party, if any || 
considerable number of the people of the northern || 
States unite together upon these principles of | 
anti-slavery. It is already assuming that aspect. | 
The leaders are already beginning to throw off. 
the mask. I see that a certain document, which 
1s in a paper before me, issued by the head of the | 
executive committee of the Abolition Society of || 
New York, contains strictures on the late mes- |! 
sage of the Governor of. the State, and on the | 
Constitution of the United States itself. The 
course which the Governor of that State has 
thought it his duty to pursue on this subject has 
called down upon him the particular displeasure 
of this person, and I suppose of the society he 
represents. For his enlightened and liberal views 
upon the su 
martyrdom in the following language: 

“The time may not be far distant when the ghost of this 
message will haunt your dreams of popularity by day and 
by night, and show its spectral form astride every path of 
your future advancement.” 

No avowal could be more distinct than this. 
The object of those who lead in this agitation is 
to drive from political stations all those who 
oppose their views, and, by consequence, to get 


bject he is threatened with political || 


those in who will favor them; that being achieved, || 


i 


=—— 


they will be prepared to give law to their own 


party to act efficiently, by the enactment of laws - 


; What must be the result of 
this? Will the South submit? 
not. Their opinions are fully made up, and they 
have, as one man, taken their stand. I say, 
knowing fully the feelings of that part of the 
South from which I came, that the subject never 
can be touched except with the point of the sword. 
I state this, not as a threat, but as a true state- 
ment of public feeling. If any general move upon 
this subject should ever be made, my constituents 
are among those who will oppose to it all the 
physical power of the State, if it be attempted 
through the invidious efforts of emissaries; if 
they should be detected, there is no power upon 
earth that can rescue them from punishment. 
Mercy to him who shows it, is the rule; and he 
who lifts his pwn hand against the peace, the 
quiet, and security of a whole community, must 
expect their hands to be raised against kim. I 
warn you that another consequence must follow, 
of the most awful character, if these mad schemes 
take effect. The slaves of the South may be 
excited. to rebellion; the lives of many women 
and children may, and probably would, be lost 
in the onset; but every one who knows any- 
thing of the two races must know that it would 
end, and that quickly, in the entire destruction 


I say they will . 


1 

`of the subject in the abstract, and declared it to 
be the same as that of the people of Pennsylva- 
nia generally. 

_ Mr. BLACK. J understood it as all amount- 
ing to the same thing in the end; for we must 
always attest the correctness of every theory by 
practical illustration; but as the gentleman has 
disavowed the allusion, I have but one remark 
more to make touching this point, that is, to point 
out to gentlemen the impropriety of passing judg- 
ment on the institutions of other States. Sir, 
suppose I should, upon this floor, or any one 
elsewhere, having as little right to interfere in 
the affairs of Pennsylvania, invade that State, 
and tell him, in relation to a late action of the 
Legislature of that State, that they have resusci- 
tated in their State “a monster; suppose the 
charge should be carried further, and it should 
be said that-all this was consummated through 
“ fraud and bribery,” what would the gentleman 
reply? I think his reply would be a ready one: 
that all such strictures are, to say the least of 
them, gratuitous, and that, whether truc or false, 


„itis an intermeddling with matters which do not 


of the African race. The spectacle of slaves, 


cutting the throats of their masters, mistresses, 
and their children, would be changed into one 
equally horrid—the masters seeing their faithful 
servants slaughtered in their presence, and unable 
to protect their lives against the attacks of an 
infuriated people in arms. Is this, then, true 


hilanthropy, either to the white or black race? | 


hese consequences, I believe, will as certainly 
follow as that I see through that window the 
lighteof day. If, after considering these results, 
too horrible to be enumerated, which must follow 
this mad interference of the Abolitionists, you 
still determine to persist—go on, you will ulti- 
mately see, when too late, in the destruction of 
that race which you would assist, in the ruin, 


e 
` ta 


and rapine, and civil strife of the people of this | 


Union, in the overthrow of this Union itself, the 
consummation of a mad, mistaken, and misdi- 
rected feeling of philanthropy. 


Mr. President, I might here close my remarks | 


but for some observations which have fallen from 
Senators in the course of this debate, which I am 
sorry were not omitted. The Senator from Con- 
necticut before me-[Mr. Nixes] told us that there 
is no use of avoiding this question; that we might 
as well. meet, it, and discuss it at once; and, at the 
same time, he informs us that he considers slavery 
as ‘a moral and political evil.” Sir, we have 


nothing to discuss as to our legal and political |, 
rights; all admit them, as to its political influence |; ; 1 1 e f th 
| South, but to the integrity of this Union itself, 


and bearing on the institutions of the slayehold- 
ing States; it is our own business, not his nor his 
constituents. We will discuss this question, if 


; we please, among ourselves; but I trust the time | 
is far distant when we shall think it proper to | 


discuss this or any other question, touching our 
own rights, with those who have no interest with 
us. 


Senator, or any other Senator, to point out to me 
any spot on this globe where the African race is 
more happy, more contented, better supplied with 
everything which makes life desirable, than in the 
southern and slaveholding States. As to it being 


| morally an éevil—by which I understand him to 
j mean that it is demoralizing—I deny it entirely; 


and I refer for the truth of this assertion to the 
southern people themselves. In what country is 
there more of moral virtue or more of those high 
qualities of the mind, hased on virtue, which 
command our respect and admiration? I say 
they compare, without disadvantage, with the 
people of any other part of this or any other 
country. Sir, I must also express my deep re- 

ret that the Senator from Pennsylvania, [Mr. 

UCHANAN,} whose sentiments generally met my 
approbation, and were such as became him, inti- 
mated the same opinion. ` 

Mr. BUCHANAN here explained. He had 
no doubt that the people of the southern States 


were as virtuous as any other. He only spoke i 


If there is any political evil in slavery, the , 
| evil is all upon ourselves; for I challenge that 


\! 
1 


i 


concern any but the citizens of Pennsylvania. I 
think this is the mildest answer which she could 
or would give. Sir, I might go further, but this 
one illustration will suffice. Mr. President, there 
is another matter to which I will allude. It has 
been intimated that this question has been raised, 
or rather these petitions have been resisted in 
limine, for the purpose of making it have a polit- 
ical bearing; that it is intended to operate injuri- 
ously upon the prospects of a particular candidate 
for the Presidency. Upon whom this is intended 
to operate we have not been distinctly informed. 
Sir, for one, I deny it. How is it possible that 
honorable gentlemen can think that any southern 
man, either here or elsewhere, should be willing 
to mix up such a question as this with the little 
hemeral miscalled politics of the day? Upon 
is subject, so far as the State from which I 
come is concerned, there is no party—upon it 
there is no diversity of opinion. The prosperity 
of that State is identified with it. Are we willing 
to risk this important interest on the result of a 
residential contest? The thing is too absurd. 
e have no other interest in this contest, except 
with others, to use our exertions for the choice 
of an individual who will honestly and faithfally 
exécute the laws and Constitution of the United 
, States. oa 
| Sir, much has been said about excitement pro- 
| duced by the agitation of this subject. Who has 
| produced it? It is those who have sent these 
| pennor here, not we who resist them. It has 


ecome us to speak freely. If that is to be depre- 


li eated as excitement, it is nothing more than, from 


the nature of things, was to be expected. We 
apprehend danger not only to the safety of the 


ii from those movements in favor of emancipation, 


We consider their designs dangerous, and the 
means ‘they are every day using calculated. to 
bring destruction upon the country. We. have 
| exposed this freely, as we were in duty bound 
to our constituents to do. If I were to say to 
my constituents that all is safety; that no. danger 
is to be apprehended; that the Abolitionists are 
few in number, and decreasing, I should not tell 
them the truth; for I do believe they are increasing 
rapidly, and that they will carry their schemes to 
a most dangerous extent, unless promptly met, 
and their views negatived by the most decided 
vote Congress can give. Sir, I was somewhat 
surprised, and not a little mortified, that the Sen- 
ator from Georgia near me [Mr. Kine] should 
think it necessary to unite in this denunciation 
of those who hold the negative of this proposi- 
tion, What, sir! will he condemn those whose 
interests are identified with his own because, 
when an assault is made upon our common rights 
_—when we have everything at stake, we prefer 
the adoption of the strongest, the most direct and 
decided measure? If any odium is to be attached 
to this, I stand ready and willing to bear my fail 

roportion. Sir, I have now submitted what í 
intended to say—having said even this much with 
great reluctance—and take my seat under the clear 
persuasion that I will never again here open my 
lips upon this subject. 


oo ioe 
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LAND DISTRIBUTION BILL. 


SPEECH OF HON..SILAS WRIGHT, 
OF NEW YORK, 
In rar Senate, April 20, 1836. 


Mr. Crar’s land bill being the subject before 
the Senate— | 

Mr. WRIGHT said he had proposed to offer | 
some views to the Senate upon the bill under con- 
sideration before the question should be taken | 
upon its engrossment; that the observations he : 
intended to make had no relation to the amend- | 
ments which were the immediate question under 
debate; bat that as the course of debate had 
seemed to indicate that the general merits of the 
bill might be properly discussed in the present ‘ 


$ 


stage of the procéedings upon it, he would go on `: 


at present, unless the very late hour should make 
it the pleasure of the Senate to postpone the sub- : 
jeet until a future day. E 
- Before he could enter upon the argument he 
had proposed te make, Mr, W. said he found 
himvelf bound to notice some few of the remarks ' 
which had fallen from the-Senator [Mr. Sorru- | 
arp} who had just resumed his seat. That Sen-' 
ator had informed the. Senate at various stages. 
of his argument, that he intended to discard all 
partisan feeling and partisan remarks, and to dis- 
euss this important and, in his judgment, most. 
desirable measure as a national, nota party prop- 
osition—as a measure of general and universal 
interest, not as one promoting the temporary ad-: 
vancement of a'particular class of politicians, or 
of a favorite candidate, but of the whole coantry. 
` Mr. W. said he most cordially responded. to 
the feelings of the Senator, as thus uttered and 
repeatéd, so far as any connection of partisan 
politics with the diseussion was involved, and 
althoagh differing widely from him upon the ben- 
efité to be derived to the public from the passage 
of the bill, he fully and entirely agreed with him 
in the position that the measure was not partisan 
in its character, and ought not to be made so in 
the debate. oe : 

It was his desire, at all times, to confine him- 
self, in every distussion in this body, to-the sub- 
ject before it, and upon the present occasion he 

ad supposed that subject was ‘‘ the land bill,” 
so called. Still he could not fail to notice that 
the Senator [Mr. SovraarD] had commenced his 
ech bya discussion of the railroad bill, and 
closed it by a dissertation upon the insecurity of 
the.deposit banks. He would not assign motives 
to the remarks of. this character, which have 
recently been heard in the Senate from various 
uarterë, and as strongly from the Senator from 
ew Jersey, [Mr. Sourtanrp,) at the close of his 
@feech upon the land bill,.as from any other 
quarter. He did, however, upon this occasion, 
consider it his duty briefly to notice those remarks, 
and the effects which they were calculated. to pro- 
duce. The present (he said) wasa time of severe 
Peouniery. pressure upon the large mercantile 
towns. ‘The merchants were struggling to pre- 
wéerve their credit, and -to raise the means neces- 
gary to carry on their business and meet their 
engagentents. The struggle was severe and dan- 
gerous, but if left to themselves, he had strong 
hope it would be sucéessfal and triumphant. Thé 
saspicion and distrust calculated to arise, from 
euch à state of things aifiong capitalists and com- 
mercial men, are the strongest grounds fot fear 
and apprehension: > -0 0 o 
. Could it, then, be wisd or just tó attempt here 
to shake confidence and destroy credit? “Could 
St be beneficial to any national interest, ‘or to an 
Hidividual interest, to proclaim from ‘thie Hali 
that those institations of the country, from whieh 
dlone the merchants dah expect immediate and 
efficient rélief ih- the present emergency, are un- 
pound , itrespontible, and rottéa? Could ivanswer 
any end of patriotism or philanthropy by decla- 
rations and detiuneiations of this sort to produce 
rung upon these institutions, and thus put it out 
of their power te afford the mérchants that aid 
which the crisis demands? Could it, in short, 
serve any valuable parode to add a'panie to the 
‘present préssure, and by destroying confidence 
ìn all quarters to render certain the bankruptcy 


and ruin which was now merely threatened? If 

the honorable Senator [Mr. Sournarp] could see 
: any benefits likely to result from such a course, 
' he could not. If that gentleman felt bound to 
-act such a part at such atime, he did not. He 
. held his seat upon this floor for the performance 

of no such office, and he must express his deep 

regret that any others should thus construe their 
i high duties here. 


i e had seen no unusual cause for distrusting ` 
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the banking institutions of the country, and cer- ; 


tainly none for distrusting those which were 
strengthened by the posséssion óf the public de- 
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Forfeited land stock 
and military scrip..1,719,333 53 
5,409,973 61 


Thus showing a total of gross pro- 
ceeds thus ascertained, of .....$64,029,496 62 


LE E 
| - Mr. W. said it seemed to him that there were 
` items in this a¢count which ought not to be there 

but they were, in all cases, so blended with items 
which he supposed proper, that it was impossible 


: for him to distinguish the amounts, which, in his 


posits. The statements made upon the subject | 


were fallacious and deceptive. hey were mere | 
comparisons of the instant means of the institu- | 
tions with the whole amount of their liabilities, a | 
comparison which rejects entirely the item of | 
“ bills receivable,” always the most important | 


| add that single item to their statements, and they 
. will show every deposit bank in the Union sound 
and secure. 


commenced them, in a spirit of candor and mild- 
ness, and unaccompanied by those expressions 
of partisan prejudice and partisan passion Which: 
too frequently characterized his addresses before’ 
the Senate. He had appeared at the commencé- 
| ment to be fully conscious of :the propriety and 
ad avowed an intention to pursue it; atid he 
. (Mr. W.) had witnessed his adherence to the 
intention, until hear the close of his speech, with 
unfeigned pleasure; but the force of partisan 
feeling had Bot the better of the judgment of the 
Senator, and he could not bring himself to a con- 
_ clusion without visiting upon the venerable ‘man 
| now at the head of this Government his accus- | 
| tomed paragraph of denunciation and abuse. He ` 
i (Mr. would say to the Senator that he 
thought this portion of his remarks had better | 
‘ have been omitted; that his going thus out of the | 
| way to pour abuse upon the President would not, | 


| 


| thing to the moral force of his argumemt-upon a 
; Subject which did nöt call for political recrimina- 
; tion. : : 
i It was not his purpose to reply to the Senator; 
| and these few pe el pide Ane proposéd ‘to 
offer in reference to his observations, except, | 
| perhaps, to ‘notice in passing. one or two of his 
| positions which connected themselves with the 
| train of reasonitig he had proposed to pursue. 
` He would, therefore, proceed with the obier- 
i vations he had intended to offer to the Senate, and 
in doing so he would attempt to show—" > 
First. That the bill is, in effect, a bill to dig: 
tribute, not the ‘net proceeds of the public 
lands,” as its language imports, but the revenues 
of the Treasury generally. © ` jee, 
` -To éstablish this proposition, it will be neces- 
sary to show what have been the rosa proceeds 
to the Treasury of the Faris lands, frém the 
commencement of the sales to‘tha present time, 
what have been the expenses from the Tredsury, 
justly chargeable to the lande, and, in that why, 
to ascertain the ** net proceeds” now resting in 
the krer é As the latest date to which the 
documents before the Senate would enable him 
tó state these facts, Mr. W. said he had taken the 
30th of September, 1835, because the accounts on 
both sides had been brought up-to that date, and 
hot, with any précision, to a-later day. cod 
- The gross amount of money p j the 


l ‘paid. intéd 
‘Tréasary for the purchase of the public lands, 
from ‘1796 to the 30th of September, 1835, inclu- 
Give, has beéh. se... e cases eie $59,619,523 00 
To this ‘suih the following items > i 

~ are added, in the statement ap- 
"pended to the report of the Com-- 
- mittee Of Public Lands of the. 

- Senate, whieh they claim to be 

` also proceeds of the publiclands, 
~ yz: i Ke j ` 

Certificatesof publicdebtand Army 

: -land warrafits.....-$984,189 91 

Mississippi stock, ...2,448,789 44 ae 
United States stock... 257,660 73 i i 


| 


H poly. of such a course in the present debate, and ` | 
ih 


| even with his immediate constituents, add any- | 


judgment, ought to be deducted from the above 

oss’ sium. BP inf 

To illustrate his meaning. The first item was 
money paid into the public Treasury; and in the 
statement of an account between that Treasury 
and the publié lands, there could be no doubt that 
it should be débited to the former, and credited 


_ item in calculating the property and security ofa || to: the latter. The second item was designated 
| sound and well-conducted bank. Let gentlemen | as “ certificates of public debt, and Army land 


warrants.” From what he had been able to learn 


. the * certificates of public debt,” so far as they: 


had been paid in lands, were properly chargeable 


| against the Treasury ih an account with the lands; 
|| bechuse their payment in that manner must have 


relieved the Treasury from the payment of so 
much money. The dmöunt, however, could noe 


| be ascertained from the statement in consequences 


of the blending of these certificates with the 
‘* Army lánd warrants.’? Thesé latter he sup- 
poea to be “ warrants” fot revolutionary bounty 
ands, and he could not see the propriety of va 

wing these lands, atid charging theth against the 


|| Treasury in the statement of this account. Tf he 
| Wak mistaken in his ‘supposition in relation to 


these warrants, he hoped some Senator would 
correct him; but if he was not, the debts against 
the Government were debts contracted for thë 
conquest of the lands, and properly chargeable 
against them. They were payable in land, and 
not in money from thé Treasury; and having 
been so paid, the lands had to that extent dis 
charged the debt, but not secured a claim against 
the Treasury. The amount of these warrants; 
therefore, as he understood the subject, ought te 
be deducted'from the $984,189 91, which consti- 


i tufés the second item charged as proceeds of the 


| public lands. 
i made up of “ Army land warrants,’? and what 


What proportion of that item was 


| Of “ certificates of public debt,” he had no meang 


| Of determining, and therefore he could not maké 


such a statement of-the amount as he should con- 
sidet just. 
The third item was des: 


ignated as“ Mississippi 
stock.” This stock (Mr. W 


. adi) he anderstood 


| to have gtown out of the celebrated Yazoo claim, 
l and that the Government of the United States 


had become a party to the transaction, in conse- 
uënte of having stipulated with the State oF 
orgia, as onè of the considérations upon which 
chat Baie consented to make het cession of thé 
@btic lands to the United States, to indemnify 
èr against the Yazoo claimants. The stock was 
payable ih land, and was considered in the natiré . 
of land actip: it was the consideration of the lands 
out of which it was to bé paid, and the amount 
here wet down is the amount of the lands con- 
veyed to caticél the same amount of the stock. It 
was, therefore, a debt against the lands; and, to 
this amount, was paid by the tände, and canceled 
the debt to thatextent. ft did not, however, raise 
a claim ‘in favorof the lands against the Pay; 
Beéaüie the: lahda merely paid for thenivelves. 
This amount, therefore—$2,448,789 44—ought, 
Hóst clearly, to be deducted from the statement 
above given of the gross proceeds of the publit 
Ma a, 
The fourth iem is ‘United States stock.’ 
This is supposed to have been stock tated for 
joaris ‘of money for the sapport of Government, 
and to carry on the Wher of the Revolution; its 
payment-was chargeable upon the public Treas- 
ury; and so fer as the holders of it consented to 
take lands in payment, and did bo, the value of 
the lands is most manifestly a proper charge 


saint the Treasury if favor of the lands. - This 
stein, therefore, ia Daieved to be properly inélad 
in this-accouft. - soa stodia cree 


Tae aches ‘wyain sappesed to contist 


dnd miiliy sdp,” 


1836.) 
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partly of a proper and partly of an improper | 


against the Treasury. The “forfeited 


charge 
>” so called, (Mr. W. said,) he was 


land stock 


informed had accrued in this way: Formerly the 
Government sold the public lands upon a credit | 
of five years, the purchase money being payable ` 


in yearly installments, with the condition in the 
certificates, or contracts of porches that, in case 
the purchaser did not perform the contracts by 
making the payments at the times stipulated, he 
forfeited all payments made prior to his default. 
During the practice under this ayatem, a large 
amount of forfeiture accrued, and the Govern- 
ment resu the possession of the land, the 
„payments made by the meaperuce purchasers, 
_prior to their forfeitures, sti remaining in the 
_public Treasury. The amounts thus paid and 
forfeited were so large as to cause the subject to 
be brought before Congress, and laws were passed 
directing a stock, or scrip, to be issued to the 
_ various Individuals who had made the payments 
thus forfeited, or to those claiming under them, 
authorizing the holder of the stock of scrip to 
. locate, at the minimum price of the Government, 
a quantity of the public lands equal to the value 
of the stock so held. This, therefore, was, in 
effect, a mere gale of so much land for money 
‘paid into the Treasury in advance, and, to the 
extent of the “ forfeited land stock,” is a proper 
_ charge against the Treasury, in a just statement 
of the account between it and the public lands. 
The other part of this item designated ‘ mili- 
tary scrip,” Mr. W. said he. supposed to be scrip 
issued for military bounty lands to the Virginia 


line of the army of the Revolution, and to be sub- | 


ject to the same objections as a charge in this 
account which he’ had previously urged against 
the “ Army land warrants.” It was most clearly 
a debt against the Government payable and paid 
in lands; and ag the a were conveyed to this 
Government by all the States “as a common 
fund” ‘for the use and benefit of the several 


States, according to their usual respective pro- | 


pertions in the general chargé and expenditures,” 
it,was impossible to conceive how a debt of this 
Character, assumed by this. Government as one 


`of the considerations of the cession of the lands . 
by Virginia, and paid in the same lands, can , 


.now be considered a proper charge againat the 
common Treasury upon a settlement of accounts 
between it and those lands, with a view to ascer- 
„tain their net proceeds now in that Treasury. 


., Mr, W. said this:was a heavy item, amount- | 
ing to $1,719,333 53, and he deeply regretted that | 
he. was not able to determine, and to inforni the |; 


“Senate, what portion of this sum consisted of 
“ forfeited land stock,’’and what portion of “ mil- 

„itary, scrip,” because it put it out of his power to 

“make a precise gtatement of this part of the ac- 

‘count. in a manner which he could assent to as 

“accurate and just. <4 2 a 

_, These remarks, however, went as far as it was 
in his 
by the 


able to the national Treasury. He would not 
attempt to bring down a sum, because the two 
compound items in the account, the second and 
. the fifth, in the arder he had observed, in their 


examination, rendered it imposa d for him to | 


-do go with accuracy; and it had been and should 
“he his abject to adhere to facis, as far as he could 
possess Kimectt of them, and when conjecture 
p must be resorted to, to yield all ta the friends of 
- this bill. =? ae 
In consequence, therefore, of his inability to 
te the improper fram tbe proper poruons 
these two items, (Mr. W, ») he would 
allow the whole ofboth to the lands, and 
„A -teault stated upon that basis. It will be as 
follows: i ore i 
The gross amount before given, as stated by the 
Committee on Public Lands,was $64,029,496 61 
Detluct frem that amount the singte a ee 


esignated ** Mississippi ‘ 
aaa eee ae 2,448,789 44 


item 
stock? 
, $61,380,707 17 


Be 
0! 


And it will leave » balance of. 


. This balance is larger than the true gross pro- 
seeds of the public s, calculated from this 


awer to go to purge the statement made | 
Commits on Public Lands as to the gross | 
proneeda from the public Jands properly charge- . 


regent | 
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statement, by the whole amount included in the 
second item, under the designation of “ Army 
i| land warrants;” and in the fifth item, under the 
designation of “ military scrip;’? but as neither of 
these amounts can be ascertained from the docu- 
ments before the Senate, although they are known 
to constitute a large majority of both the items 
į with which they are connected, amounting, to- 
| gether, to $2,703,523 44, they will be overlooked, 
j and the balance last given, including the “ Arm 
| land warrants” and the ‘ military scrip,” will, 
for the purposes of this argument, be considered 
; the correct amount of the gross proceeds of the 
; public lands. 
| Mr. W. said it followed, of course, that his 


properly. chargeable against the lands, and con- 
, Seque 
, as above ascertained, in order that he might arrive 
at the “ net proceeda”’ in the Treasury ọn the 30th 
_ of September last. 
i To do this. from authority, and in a manner 


| Must refer to two reports from the Secretary of 
| the Treasury, made. to the Senate in obedience 
į to calls for the purpose, or rather to a call, ag the 


i} one report was supplemental to, and amendatory | 


:j of, the other. He referred to Senate documents, 


i| upon the executive file, Nos. 65 and 80. The. 
, first in the order of numbers, though the last in i 
. fact made, showed that the money paid from the | 
Treasury on account of the Cumberland road was |! 
$5,956,024. The second,as numbered, although | 
` the first and principal report, towhich the former | 
was a supplement, showed the following expendi- | 


tures on account of the public lands, viz: 


, dian department, which (Mr. W. said) he under- 
„stood to be the expenses of Indian treaties; for 
the purchase of Indian titles to the public lands; 
| the purchaze-money paid to the Indians for those 
| titles; the annuities in lieu of purchase-money; 
the expense of the removal and subsistence of 
|| Indiana; and perhaps some other small items, 
i| incidental to the administration of our Indian 
|i affairs, amounting in all to $17;541,560 19. 

2.. For the purchase of Louisiana, by the con- 
vention with France of the 3d of April, 1803, 
j $15,000,000, and the interest paid upon the stock 
|| issued for the payment of the purchase-money, 
‘from the time of the issue until its final re- 
i demption, $8,529,353 43, amounting together to 
the sum of $23,529,353 43... . 

3. For the purchase of Florida, by the con- 
l; vention with Spain of the 22d of February, 1819, 
| $5,000,000, and the interest paid upon the stock 
j Issued for the payment of the purchase-money, 
from the time of the issue. until its final re- 
i| demption, $1,459,768 66, amounting together to 

$6,489,768 66. ; 
| 4. Payments to the State of Georgia as a part 
|| eansideration for the lands ceded by that State to 
‘the United States, including, in the sum charged, 
the value of the arms furnished to the State under 
the compact of cession, $1,250,000. 
| 5. The amount paid from the Treasary to 
i| redeem that portion of. the Mississippi stock 
|| (Yazoo claims) which was not canceled by the 
rants of land in extinguishment of the stock, as 
be here (Mr. W. said) was 


fore referred to; an f 
i| the strongest argument he could desire to show 
|| the propriety-of the deduction he had made of 


Jands, from the gross proceeds of the public lands, 
as ivé by the committee which reported the 
| bill. Here wae a charge by the Treasury againet 
tthe lands of $1,832,375 70, for so much Mòne 
| id to redeem that portion of the stock whic 
fad not been canceled by the grant of lands; and 
1. ope or the other proposition must unavoidably be 
true, to wit: either this charge by the Treasury 
against the lands, on account of the redemption 
of this stock ia wrong and ought not to be made, 
| or the charge made in the statement of the com- 
| mittee, of $2,448,789 44, against the Treasury, 
and in fayor of, the lands, in congequence of the 
i| redemption of so much of the stock- by grants of 
lands, must be erroneous. Whieb proposition, 
then, can be sustained?. To. determine this ques- 
tion, it is only necessary to inquire how this 
indebtedness against the Government attached, 
and upen what consideration it was incurred? 


|| 1. For expenditures under the head of the In- ` 


the amount’ of the Mississippi stock, paid in | 
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The answers to these inquiries have already been 
given. ng 
The consideration to this Government was th 
cession of the public lands by the State of Geor- 
gia, and the debt attached when this Government 
stipulated, as one of the conditions of the com- 
pact of cession, to indemnify the State of Georgia 
to the extent of these payments against the Yazoo 
claimants. The Treasury of the nation received 
nothing, and should pay nothing; but the claims 
grew out of the lands ceded, were a part of the 


. consideration of the cession; were by this Gov- 


ernment made payable out of the lands ceded; 


i; and. if money was called from the Treasury to 


,, cancel those claims, it was so called for and paid 
: next duty was to show the amount of expenses `. 
` charge against them. 
y to be deducted from the gross praceeds, | 


on account of the lands, and formed a proper 


Hence the propriety of 


‘the item now under consideration, charged by 


.| the Treasury against the lands, for the redemp- 
': tion of ‘* Mississippi stock,” while the establish- 


| ment of this charge in favor of the Treasury, by 
i orit r i the most natural and necessary consequeace, re- 
; calculated to carry conviction to the mind, he : 


ects the charge against the Treasury, and in 
avor of the lands, for that portion of the stock 


' paid in land, and not in money, from the Treas-" 


ury. 

6. The salaries and expenses of the Generat 
Land Office, amounting to $797,748 64, which 
are paid from the Treasury. 

7. The salaries of the several registers and re- 
ceivers at the local land offices, which are sepa- 
rate from their commissions upon sales, and 
amount to $91,153 39. These salaries are paid 
from the Treasury. 

8. The salaries of surveyors general and their 
clerks, and the expenses of commissioners for 
settling private land claims, and of surveying the 
lands claimed. The Treasury has paid for these 
services and expenses the sum of $860,567 78. 

9. Payments on account of the surveys of the 

ublic lands from the public Treasury, $2,780,630 


7. 

This (Mr. W. said) brought him to the state- 
ment of the account between the public Treasury 
and the public lands, as follows: 
Claes against the Treasury, the grass, prp- 
‘ceeds of the public lands, as before ‘set- 

tled. oc cnceccccerecescveeee eof 61,580,707 17 
Then credit the Treasury with 5 

ayments on account. of the. . 

ands, according to the items as 

above settled, viz: A 
Payments for the Cumberland 

road. ceases- e e+ -$5,956,024 00 
Expenses under the 

head of Indian de- ; 

partment. . e eee ..]7,541,560 19 
Sum paid for Louis- 

iana, and interest..23,529,353 43 


Sum paid for.Florida, 
and interest. ...«. 6,489,768. 66 
, Sum paid to the State 


of Georgia.....+. 1,250,000 00 
Yazoo claims, paid 
in money at the 
Treasury, ..esece 
Expensesof theGen- 
eral Land Office... 
Salaries of registers. 
and seceivera of 
public lands...... 
Salaries of surveyors 
general, and sur 
veys, and settle- 
ment of private 
land chims. . oss., 
Payments for sur- 
veys of the public 
lands. we eeesevees 


1,832,375. 70 
797,148 64 


91,153.39. 
860,567 78 


2,780,630 97 


61,129,182 76 
This will leave, as the whole *‘ net 
prdceeds’* of the public lands in 

the Treasury, on the 30th day 

of September last, the sam of.. $351,524 41 


It will be seen that this statement of the account 
excludes from the charges against the Treasury 
the single item of ‘* Mississippi stock,” amount- 
ing to $2,448,789 44, and also excludes, upon the 
other side, from the charges against the lands, 
the sum of $2,479,649 13, being money received 


- 
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-for lands by the receivers, and not paid into the 
Treasury, but retained for commissions and other 
expenses pertaining to the registers *and receivers 


. APPENDIX TO THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


[April 20, 


Land Distribution Bill—Mr. Wright. 
| of the públic lands only, but also the revenues 
of the Treasury derived from other sources, 
| would not be affected whether the one statement 


offices. Both these items balance themselves; the |, or the other of the account should be adopted as 


-first being a debt contracted for the lands, and | 
- paid in lands, and the second money received for | 
the lands, and paid out for expenses on their 
account. Neither has brought anything into the 
public Treasury, or taken anything from it; and 
as this statement is between the public Treasury 

and the public lands, both items are excluded. 
Mr. W. ss t 
: pended to the report of the Committee on Public | 
Pands, giving as the entire amount paid by pur- 
chasers for public lands, $67,578,949 73: This ex- 
ceeds the amount given by the committee in the 
` statements before referred to,and made the basis 
`of the preceding calculation, by $3,549,453 12. 
- It of course embraces the $2,479,049 13 retained 
-by the registers and receivers,and excluded from 
the foregoing statement of the account, as not 


- having come into the Treasury. This will account | 


- for so much of the excess in this last statement, 


. because this is made up not of the money paid 


-into the Treasury as proceeds of the lands, but of 
_allthe money paid by purchasers for public lands. 
There will sill remain an excess of $1,070,403 99, 
-for which (said Mr. W.) he had not been able 
to account, as none of the documents he had dis- 


or to what uses the payments had 

been applied. One thing, however, was certain. 
-It had not come into the public ‘Treasury, be- 
cause all the statements, both from the committee 
-and from the Treasury Department, agreed that 


$58,619,523 was the whole amount of money | 
which had ever been received into the national | 


~ Treasury from the sales of the public lands up 
to the 30th of September last. That sum he 


“had taken in his statement of the proper charges | 


‘against the Treasury in favor of the lands. It 
was probable, therefore, that this excess had 
-been expended for the lands before it reached 
‘the Treasury, or that its payment had been made 
not in money, but in satisfaction of some descrip- 
* tion of claims against the lands themselves. 

If, then, he was right in these calculations, the 
‘whole ‘‘ net proeeeds” of the public lands in the 
‘Treasury on the 30th day of September, 1835, 

only amounted to $351,524 41; and, were the bill 
general, and applicable to the whole of the net 
proceeds of those lands, from the commence- 
ment of the Government to that day, it would 
act upon and distribute among the States but this 
amount. 

It was, however, his intention (Mr. W. said) 
to place this View of the subject upon grounds 
which could not be contradicted, and therefore, 
for the sake of the argument, he would suppose 
he was mistaken in every instance in which he 
-had attempted to correct the aecount upon the one 
side or the other, and see how it would starid, 
assuming the highest sum given as the gross pro- 
ceeds of the lands, and deducling from that sum 
the gross payments shown by the documents from 

the ‘Treasury Department to have-been made on 
account of the lands. __ oF 

The whole sum paid by purchasers of public 
lands, including the military land warrants, certifi- 
cates of public debt, Mississippi stock, United 
States stock, forfeited land stock, military scrip, 
and ail other pay ments of every description what- 
soever, isgiven by the committee at $67,578,949 73 
The whole payments for account of 

the lands are stated in the two 


documents referred to at.» ~» .§63,608,231 89 


This mode of stating the account 
will show a balance, as the *‘net °° 
proceeds” of the public lands in 
“~" the Treasury on the 30th day of . . 
September last, of... ee e se o- s+ -$3,970,717 84 


© This result. (said Mr. W.) he considered. en- 
: tirely erroneous, as embracing an amount of 
. more than three millions of dollars on account of 
- military land warrants, Mississippi stock, and 
- military serip. not properly chargeable against 
: the Treasury. .Yet 1t would appear in the sequel 
tat the: position he had taken, that the bill, in 
opflect,- would not: distribute the ‘‘net proceeds’? 


said he found another statement ap- ‘| 


' the true statement. 
| Hitherto (said Mr. W.) his remarks had been 
` predicated upon the supposition that the bill was 
general, and applicable to the net proceeds of the 
pale lands in all past years, and upon that basis ` 
e trusted he had shown that the sum which : 
: remained in the Treasury on the 30th of Sep- 
| tember last, subject to distribution among the 
| States, according to its provisions, was less than 


than four millions. 

He would now proceed to examine the bill as 
it is, and its practical effect upon the moneys in 
the Treasury on the day referred to. The bill | 


and terminates with the termination of the year 
1841, extending over a period of nine years. By 
its languazo it purports to distribute the ‘net | 
proceeds’’ of the money received into the Treas- | 
ury from the sales of the public lands for those 
years. ‘He would not attempt to give a construc- 
tion to the bill, but would take, in this’particular, 


i € i| the practical constraction given by its friends. ' 
~ covered me any information how this amount | 
-was paid, 


| Most, if not all of them, have exhibited to us, in ' 
figures and sums of money to be divided, the 
whole amounts received into the Treasury from 


no deductions for expenses beyon 
i before the money reaches the public Treasury. 
In holding up this golden prize to the acceptance 
of the States, they have told us nothing of the 
cost to the public Treasury of their acquirement, 
or of reclaiming them from the possession of 
those natives whose inheritance they were until | 
| purchased bythe moneys of the nation. The bill : 


$ 


in its favor have depended mainly, for their. 
Treasury for the years 1833, 1834, and 1835, | 
from the lands, while the prospective arguments | 


1841, have received all the embellishments of an | 
imagination excited, in a pecuniary sense, by the 
contemplation of millions, with a familiarity with 
which the mind of the industrious citizen contem- 
plates dollars, until the expansion of imagina 
wealth has reached almost beyond the bounds 
of arithmetical enumeration. The picture thus 
drawn has not been shaded by the expenses paid 
from the common Treasury on account of the 
public lands, while its fore-ground has been fully 
and perspicuously occupied by the receipts into 
‘that Treasury from the exhaustless resource of 
the public domain. 

Taking this picture as the true practical con- 
struction and operation of the bill, (said Mr. W.,) 
he would endeavor to impress upon the Senate 
its effect upon the general revenues of the coun- 
try. From the'table appended to the report of 
the Committee or Public Lands, marked No. 1, 
it would be seen that the receipts into the Treas- 
ury from the sales of public lands, from the com- 
mencement of the year 1833 to the 30th of Sep- 
tember, 1835, had been as follows: 


In 1833...0ceceeeseeceeceres ee 83,967,681 55 
Tn 1894s covceesje cider vs ecereee 4,857,600 69 
In 1835, to the 30th September...» 9,166,590, 89 


Making a total of receipts during 
the period referred to of.......$17,991,873 13 


- If the construction given to the bill by its 
friends be correct, this sum is to be distributed 
| immediately npon its passage. Compare this 

amount with the whole:‘‘net proceeds” of the 

public lands in the Treasury on the day when 
‘this account of receipts closes. ` The’ receipts 
upon which the bill is intended to act are as 
above stated ...6....cceee oo o e $17,991,873 13 
The whole ‘t net proceeds” of the 
ons lands in the Treasury, 
y a comparison of receipts and 
ayments for account of the 
- lands, from the commencement - 


:-of the Government to the 30th 


the sales of the public lands. They have made || 
those made `! 


ig retrospective and prospective.‘ The arguments | 


| moving forcë, upon the sums received into the |: 


for the years 1836, 1837, 1838, 1839, 1840, and || 


four hundred thousand dollars, and certainly less | 


| is not general, but confined in its operation to a i 
specific number of years, to wit: its action com- | 
mences with the commencement of the year 1833, ` 


| 30th of September, 
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of September last, believed to 
be more favorable to the lands 
than the truth will warrant, are 
ONLY oc ceeeeceee 


eee eerecerneose 


351,524 41 


ey 


Thus showing that the practical 
operation of the bill will be to 
distribute to the States, of the 
money in the Treasury on the 
30th of September last over and 
above the whole net proceeds 
of the public lands then in the 
Treasury, a sum equal to...... $17,640,348 72 


But it may be objected that this statement of 
the * net proceeds”? of the public lands is errone- 
ous, and that the sum above specified is not the 
true “ net proceeds” in the Treasury on the day 
referred to. Mr. W. said it was his anxious 
desire’to avoid all questions as to facts, that the 
results and consequences he desired to present 
might have their full force. He would, there- 


'' fore, present the same result, taking the amount 
i: of net proceeds of the public lands upon the day 


given, from the most favored calculation towards 
the lands which could be made from any of .the 
data furnished by the Committee on Public Lands. 


' The receipts for the period covered by’ the bill up 


to the 30th September, 1835, as above given, 
were eve ccceree ce G17,991,873 13 


| The net proceeds ofthe publiclands 


in the Treasury on the same day, 
by the calculation most favorable 


to the lands, were... sesasesce 3,970,717 84 


This will leave a balance of rev- 
enue to be distributed by the 
‘practical operation of the bill, 
not a part of the ** net proceeds’? 
of the public lands, but derived 
from other sources, equal to...$14,621,155 29 


From this examination of the provisions of 
the bill and of its practical operation, Mr. W. 
said he ceuld not doubt that he had established 
the proposition with which he had set out, viz: 
that the bill, should it become a law, would have 
the effect, not to distribute the ‘net proceeds” 
of the public lands in the Treasury alone, but 


| also large amounts of the public revenues derived 


from other sources. The only question seemed 
to bé, whether the bill would take from the Treas- 
ury, of the revenues deposited there prior to the 
30th of September, 1835, seventeen or fourteen 
millions not derived from the sales of public lands, 
but from the other revenues of the country; and 
he could not see that the principle involved would 
be varied, whether the one amount or the other 


| should prove to be the true sum thus subtracted. 


So much for the retrospective action of the bill. 


| The prospective action would now demand con- 


sideration. The calculations which have pre- 
ceded have only brought the account up to the 
1835. The bill, upon its face, 
carries its action six and a quarter years beyond 
that time, to the close of the year 1841.* If the 
construction given by the friends of the bill to its 
retrospective action is to be the construction which 
is to govern its prospective action also, then the 
expenses justly chargeable upon the lands, with 
very unimportant exceptions, are, for the six 
years to come, to be charged upon the other rev- 
enues of the Government, while the proceeds of 
the lands are to be distributed to the States, as 
they come into the public Treasury. In other 
words, the ‘net. proceeds” of the public lands 
for each year, after paying the expenses justly 
and‘ properly chargeable to them from the gross 
proceeds, are to be distributed, and a further sum, 
equal to those expenses,} derived from customs, 


~ Thè bill was introduced by Mr. Crary to extend from 
the Ist January, 1833, to the Sist December, 1837. The 
Committee on Public Lands reported an amendment o 
extend it to the 3lst of December, 1841. Thia amendmen 


| of the committee was adopted by the Senate in Committee 


of the Whole, and was a part of the bill when Mr. WRIGET 
made his speech. Subsequently the amendment was neg 
atived by the Benitè; and the bill restored, in this respect, 
to its original form. 

¢ The bill originally used the general terms, ‘ net pro- 
ceeds of the public lands,” but since Mr. Wricut’s 
remarks were made has been £0 amended as, in substance, 
to adopt the construction he here contemplates. It now 
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or other sources separate from the lands, is also 
to be distributed in the same manner, and by the 
game ratio. 

Is not this (Mr. W. said he would ask) the 
fair operation of this bilt, which purports to divide | 
among the States the net proceeds of the public || 
lands? What difference can there be whether the | 
whole proceeds of the public lands which reach | 
the Treasury are distributed as the bill proposes, | 
and the expenses of the landa, of their purchase, | 
of obtaining possession of them „and placing them 
jn a condition to be sold, be made a permanent 
charge upon the Treasury, that the whole avails 
of the sales may be distributed; or whether those 
expenses, necessary and indispensable to acquire 
the ownership of the lands, and to pat them in a 
marketable condition, be paid out of the proceeds , 
of the lands, and a proportion of the other rev- 
enues, equal to those expenses, be taken for the ` 
‘distribuuon? It would be difficult for human in- |: 
genuity to point out a difference to the Treasury, f 
to the public interests of this Government, to the 
States who are to receive the dividends, and, in „; 
his judgment, equally difficult to point out any | 
difference in principle between this bill having | 
this practical operation, and a bill upon its face 7 
proposing to make the same distribution of the | 
surplus revenue generally. 

Mr. W. said it was not his purpose, upon this 
occasion, to discuss the constitutionality of this `: 
bill, or of any distribution of the revenues of this | 
Government tə the respective States, but he had 
felt bound to make this suggestion for the con- 
sideration and reflection of all who expected to 
support this bill, and might have any scruples as 
to the power of Congress to make a distribution 
of the revenues generally, or of any other portions 
of our revenue than those derived from the public | 
lands. He must believe he had shown that this | 
bill, if it should become a law, and should receive 
the construction given to it by its friends here, | 
would operate to distribute mitions from the , 
Treasury which could not, by any exhibition of ; 
facts, or any form of reasoning, be made the | 
* net rooseda of the public lands,” but must be | 
admitted to be the proceeds of revenues derived 
from other sources. . 

He had not been able, from any documents 
before him, nor had time permitted him to ob- 
tain from the proper Department the information 
necessary to determine what had been the net 
proceeds of the public lands for the years’ 1833, | 
1834, and 1835; but it was enough for the pur- | 
pose of his argument to know, and to have shown, 
that until the year 1835, and until far into that 

ear, the lands were, and in all former time had 

n, heavily in debt to the Treasury, even 
without any claim for interest upon the advances | 
made beyond the sums of interest actually paid 
upon the stocks issued for the parchase of Louis- 
iana and Florida. There was not, therefore, in 
the Treasury, prior to the latter part ‘of 1835, 
any such thing as ‘‘ net proceeds” arising from 
the sales of the publie lands; but a deficit of gross 
proceeds to meet the expenses which the Treas- | 
ury had incurred on account of the lands. To 
attempt, therefore, to take money from the Treas- 
ury, which came into it from the lands before 
that period for the purpose of distribution, will 
be to attempt to take money which is not there, 
which had been expended before it came there; | 
and if money beso taken, it will be money de- 
rived from other sources of revenue, and not 
“net procene of the sales of the publiedands.’’ 
It will be a distribution not of the proceeds of 
the lands, but of the revenues of the Treasury 
aig - å p 
- Mr. W. said he proposed, in the second place, 
to attempt to show that if the proceeds of the 
‘sales of the public lands, for the years named, 
‘were taken from the national Treasury, and dis- 


‘rately. The results, d 


tributed to the States, that Treasury, at the pres- 


Provides that the net proceeds shall be ascertained by de- 
Prony ed the gross proceeds the expenses of the General 
Land Office, of the registers’ and receivers’ offices, of sur- 
veys, and of the five per cent. payable to the new States; 
but propositions to.deduct also the purchase money paid to 
‘the Indians for the lands, annuities în tieu of purchase- 
money, the expense of treaties with the Indians for the 
Purchase of the lands, and the expenses of the removal of 
„the Indians from the lands, were expressly rejected by 
“deliberate votes of the Senate. 


ent rates of the revenues from the customs, could 
not meet the ordinary expenses of the Govern- 
ment, and carry on any system of national de- 
fense more vigorous or expensive than that which 
had been pursued for the last twenty years. 

To come to a determination upon this point, 
he had examined with care the expenses of the 


| Government for the last nineteen years, from 1817 


to 1835, both inclusive; and for the sake of brev- 
ity he had averaged the expenses of each four 


! years for the first sixtéen years of the series, 
: giving the averages, including the payments to- 


wards the national debt, and also exclusive of 
those payments. For the years 1833, 1834, and 
1835, the expenses of cach year are stated sepa- 

fecanting minor fractions, 
are as follows: 


Average Average 

including | exclusive 
payments on} of payments 

debt. on debt. 

For the years— 

1817 to 1820 inclusive $15,750,000 
1821 to 1824 do. 11,250,000 
1825 to 1828 do. 12,375,000 
1829 to 1832 do. 28,500,000 | 14,000,000 
Expenses for 1833... .....0000 24,25°,000 | 22,750,000 
Expenses for 1834... .. sessies] 24,625,000 | 18,375,000 
Expenses for J835.,...........| No debt. 17,750,000 


From the above it will be seen that the average 
expenditures from 1817 to 1832, both inclusive, 


i separate from any payments towards the national 


debt, were about thirteen millions and a half per 
annum; that in 1833 they appear to have been 
increased more than eight millions beyond those 


; of the preceding year, and nine millions beyond 


the average of the sixteen previous years. 


Mr. W. said he. held in his hand a comparative ‘| 
| statement between the expenses of the years 1833 ‘| 


and 1834, prepared for the purpose of showing 
whence arose the great difference of $4,000,000 
between the expenditures, exclusive of payments 
upon the debt, in those two years. The analysis 


was long and tedious, and he had already wearied | 


the patience of the Senate with too many figures 
and arithmetical calculations to trouble them with 
this statement. He would merely remark.that a 
very large proportion of the expenses of the 
Indian war known as the Black Hawk war, were 

aid in 1833; that the amount paid for pensions 
in 1833 exceeded the same payments in the fol- 
lowing year by more than $1,200,000, arising, as 
he presumed, from the fact that the pension law 
of 1832 would be likely to call heavily for pay- 
ments in 1833, not only for the accruing pensions 
of the year, but for arrears back to the date pre- 
scribed in the act; that the expenses of Indian 
treaties were $1,000,000 in 1833 more than in 
1834; and that the indemnities from Denmark, 
amounting to $600,000, passed through the Treas- 
ury in 1833 and were paid to the claimants, and 
therefore appear to swell the expenses of ‘the 
year to that extent, although the Government had, 
at no time, any interest whatsoever in the money 
received and disbursed. There are various other 
items of expenditure, which varied, some the 
one way and some the other, in the comparison 
between the two years, but the four abovenamed, 
and the large amount of duties refunded in 1833, 


| $600,000, beyond the amount in 1834, in conse- 


quence of the conflict of.the various tariff acts, 
constitute the most prominent and important 
causes of the very great increase in the apparent 
expenses of the former year. 
he expenses for 1834 and 1835 had averaged 
about eighteen nfillions, exclusive of any pay- 
ments towards the national debt. This would 
be seen to be a diminution from the expenses of 
1833 of about four millions, and an increase of 
from three to four millions beyond the ordinary 
expenses of the years mentioned prior to 1833. 
He would. not attempt to account for this in- 
crease any further than to remark, that appro- 
prenon y .Congress had been, most palpably, 
coming more liberal, if not extravagant, since 
the national debt was apparently rapidly ap- 
proaching its final extinction, and the Treasury 
remained full toa fault. It was not the private 
claims and private applications alone which met 
with an easy success unknown in former legis- 
lation, but publie and permanent appropriations 


were increased and increasing. He would int 
stance the munificent appropriations for this Dis- 
trict; the late pension laws; the increase of the 
| pay of the Navy, and many similar laws of the 
i last few years. These instances were by no 
: Means particularized as wrong in themselves or 
` censurable in our national legistation. No opin- 
ion upon the measures are called for or intended 
to be expressed; but the laws are referred to as 
prominent instances of the character of our late 
acts, carrying with them, from necessity, a ma- 
terial increase of the ordinary annual expenses 
of the Government. From causes‘of this char 
acter our ordinary expenses, for the last two 
years, have averaged about eighteen millions; 
and that, notwithstanding the fact that not one 
cent was appropriated to the fortifications for the 
last year. What, then, can be fairly assumed 
as the amount of our ordinary expenses for the 


' future? Will any one believe that they can fall 
i: far short of the average of the two last years? 
| Must they not vary, according to the peculiar 


exigencies of different years, from. sixteen to 
eighteen millions? His examinations (said Mr. 

-) had satisfied him that they must, and that 
$17,000,000 was as low an average as should be 
contemplated, especially when we were inquiring 
as to supplies for the common Treasury. He 
believed a careful inspection of the expenses of 
past years, and of the several Jaws of a late date, 
making permanent appropriations, would bring 
i the mind of each Senator to the same conclusion 
to which his had been brought by the investiga- 
| tions to which he had referred. 

Having thus settled, as far as that could be done 
: by analogy and experience, the amount required 
for the ordinary expenses of the Government, 
(Mr. W. said,) it now became his duty to com- 
pare that amount with the revenue from customs, 
to enable the Senate to form a judgment upon the 


: soundness or unsoundness of the proposition he 


had laid down. ‘This he had done in the same 
manner in which he had examined and presented 
the expenditures, and for the same years, and he 
would give to the Senate, in as concise a form as 
possible, the results presented by the documents. 
‘To make the comparison more pepe be and perfect, 
and to give it less of the dry detail of figures, he 
had in this comparison, as in the statement of the 
expenses, grouped periods of four years for the 
first sixteen years of the examination, and would 

resent separately each of the last three years. 

n this way the two statements might be com- 
pared with each other with convenience, and 
without possession of the mass of calculations 
which led to the results.. The comparison follows: 


Excess of. 
customs 
over ex- 
pend’res. 


‘Average | Average | Deficit of 
gross ex- | revenue | customs 

pendi- from to meet 

tures. | customs. | expenses. 


Years. 


Dollars. l 


Dollars. | Dollars. | Dollars. 
30,800,000 | 19,625,000 | 10,125,000 
1821 to 1824.. | 21,000,000 | 16,8 0,000] 4,250,000 
1825 to 1828.. | 23,990,099 | 21,500,000 2 
2, | 93,500,090 | 24,250,090 | F 
"| 24,950,000 | 29,009,000 4;750,000 
"134,625,090 | 16,250,060 : 
17,750,000 | 19,375,000 1,500,000 


e a aaaea ee 


The foregoing comparison (Mr. W. said) af- 
forded the ground for several most useful infer- 


For the years 
1817 to 1820..! 


| ences in relation to the former policy and practices 


of this Government. Some of those inferences he 
must bring to the notice of the Senate and the 
country, as‘he thought they would be useful in 
time to come. i ; 
Tha first which he would draw was, that in 
the nineteen years last preceding the present, the 
revenue from customshad exceeded the expenses 
of the Government in but two years, and those 
two were years when peculiar circumstances, 
oecasioned either: by our own legislation, or by 
the condition of our foreign relations, most satis- 
factorily accounted for the excesses of revenue 
from this source. The first was the year 1833, 
when the greatest excess appeared. The high 
tariff of 1828 ceased its operation on the 3d of 
March in that year, but the long credits allowed 
under that act necessarily extended the collecuons 


of the customs which accrued under it over the 
whole of that year. In the mean time, the tariff 
act of 1833, known as the compromise act, wag 
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sed, and commenced its operation on the same 
day on which the act of 1828 ceased to operate. 
This compromise act introduced the system of 
short credits and cash duties, now a rant of our 
commercial policy. From this state o 
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The next inference he would draw from this 
comparison between the revenue from customs 
and the expenses of the Government was, that 
Congress had not, as has been often and broadly 


factsevery || alleged, imposed duties without regard to revenue, 


one must see that during the last three quarters |; or to the wants and liabilities of the Government. 
of the year 1833 double collections of the revenue |; A very few suagestion®, he thought, would make 


from customs must be constantly making; first, | 


the revenue upon the importations of 1832 and 
the first quarter of 1833, thrown into the three ; 
last quarters of 1833 by the long credits allowed | 
under the tariff act of 1828; and secondly, the | 
revenue upon the importations of 1833, so far as 
the cash duties and short credits prescribed by 
the compromise act made the duties upon those 
importations payable within that year. Hence 
it was that the revenue from customs in that 
single year exceeded twenty-nine millions of dol- 
lars, and that without anything unusual or ex- 
traordinary to affect the course of trade, or give 
to the importation of dutiable goods an unnatural 
increase. 

Mr. W. said it ought further to be remarked 
that the great excess of the revenue from customs 


| 


standing the causes he had mentioned which con- 
spired so vastly to increase the collections of rev- 
enue from this source, wag to be accounted for in 
the fact that the payments towards the public 
debt, during the year 1833, were very trifling in 
amount, and far less than in any one of the sixteen 
years which had preceded it. The excess, there- 
fore, was a result not only necessary, but natural. 
Great accumulation, from peculiar causes, on the 
one side, and an almost entire failure to make 
payments upon our debt, from causes equally 
peculiar, but to which he would not now allude, 
on the other, could not fail to produce an apparent 
excess of revenue. If, however, gentlemen would 
take the trouble to compare the receipts und pay- 
ments, and the revenue from customs of this with 
the next succeeding year, they wauld require no 
further explanation of the excess from customs 
in 1833. The accounts of 1834 will show that 
heavy payments were made during that year upon 
the national debt; indeed, that the balance of that 
debt, with exceptions wholly unimportant, was 
entirely paid off and discharged; and that the 
revenue from customs fell down to less than 
16,250,000, and left a deficiency in the revenue 
rom this source to meet the expenses of the year 
of more than $8,250,000. 

The next year, and the only other. one which 
presents an excess of the revenue from customs 
over the expenditures, is 1835. In reference to 
the small excess of this year of $1,500,000, two 
considerations only need be suggested. The 
first is, that the peculiar state of our relations 
with France during the last year, and especially 
during the last quarter of that year, gave just 
alarm to the commercial men of the country that 
disturbances might grow out of those relations, 
and that interruptions might be experienced in 
our commercial relations, growing out of those 
disturbances. Hence they were induced, towards 
the close of that year, to increase their impor- 
tations to an almost unexampled extent, This 
single consideration is believed to have swelled 
the amount of revenue from customs during the 
last year much beyond the whole amount of the 
excess which appears. The second consideration 
referred to is, that the ordinary appropriation bill 
for the fortifications of the country failed to pass 
the two Houses of Congress during our last ses- 
sion; and, therefore, the expenses of 1835 were 
diminished by the usual amount of appropriations 
for those objects. Had that bill passed in the 
shape insisted upon by the House of Represent- 
atives, all know that the expenses of the year 
would have been increased much beyond the ex- 

s of the revenue from customs; and (said Mr. 
W.) he believed had the bill: passed as agreed to 
by the Senate, that excess would have been more 
than consumed by the expenditures it would have 
Authorized, os 
. After these considerations he could not believe 
that the excesses in the revenue from the customs 
over the expenditures for the years 1833 and 
1835 would be relied upon’ anywhere, or by any 
one, as evidence that the revenues from that 
Source were more than equal. to our current ex- 
penses, a. l 


i absorbed in payments upon that debt. 


|; came ap 3 ; 
| to the whole country, that the period of its final 


this position clear and indisputable. 

! From the existence of the Government until the 
_ year 1835, we had been in debt, and any amount 
of revenue, come from what source it might, after 
paying the ordinary appropriations, would be 


| out of the ordinary expenses of the Government, 
| the debt of the nation. As peculiar interests had, 


at certain periods, favored an increase of duties 
upon imports, the rates of duty may have gone, 


excessive height; but the revenues consequent 


| rapidly, the common debt, and thus. hastened 


:, the time when high duties could find no favor, 
over the gross expenditures of this year, notwith- | 


| or even apology, with the people, 'or with Con- 
| gress. 


. ished with a rapidity theretofore unprecedented, 
j during the years 1829, 1830, and 1831; and it be- 
rent, not only to every statesman, but 
, extinction was near at hand. What was the 


i to revise and reduce the tariff. The very pro- 
tracted session of Congress of 1831-32 is not more 


| customs, was the principal, if not the sole cause 
of the unusual length of that session. The result 


: effect on the 4th of March, 1833. Such, however, 
: was the feeling of the country, that further legis- 
; lation in the session of 1832-33 was demanded of 
Congress; and the compromise act arrested and 
i qualified the act of 1832, and provided for farther 
' and graduated reductions under the distinct un- 
derstanding that, upon the final payment of the 
national debt, the public revenues were to be re- 
duced to the economical wants of the Govern- 
ment. The reduction was made as rapid as it was 
supposed the important interests connected with 
the subject would permit; while all expected that 
no very considerable accumulation in the Treas- 
ury would be experienced under the operation of 
the law of 1833. It will hereafter be shown that 
these anticipations were entirely reasonable, and 
that their disappointment has proceeded from the 
unprecedented sales of the public lands within 
the few last years, and mostly within the last 
and the present year, and from no other cause of 
sufficient importance to deserve a notice in this 
view of the subject. These facts he held to be 
sufficient to show that the legislation of Congress 
in regard to the revenue from customs had been 
with peculiar reference to the wants of the public 
Treasury, and had been intended to be measured 
by those wants. 

The remaining ipference from the comparison 
referred to is, that the revenue from customs is 
not, as at present regulated, more than sufficient 
to meet the ordinary expenses of the Government, 
and is not sufficient, unaided by the revenues from 
the public lands, to authorize any extraordinary 
appropriations for public defenses of any descrip- 
tion, naval or military. 

The revenue from customs, for the year 1834, 
has been shown to have been $16,250,000, and 
that for 1835, $19,375,000, while the average 
expenditures of the Government for the same 
two years, separate from any payments upon the 
national debt, are proved to have been. more than 
$18,000,000; and it is worthy of repetition that in 
the expenditures of 1835 is not included anything 
for the fortifications of the country, as the forti- 
fication bill of that year was lost between the two 
Houses of Congress. 

It has further been attempted to be shown that 
the average annual expenditures of the Govern- 


ment, separate from any extraordinary appropria- 
tions for the public defense, cannot for the future 
be estimated at a less sum than $17,000,000. 


Hence | 
duties had been imposed beyond the calls growing | 


| and the surplus of revenue had been applied to | 


and at one period unquestionably did go, to an | 


ae i appropriations. 
| Mark the sequel. The national debt was dimin- , 


| course of the National Legislature? Immediately | 


| was the passage of the tariff act of 1832, to take ` 


Compare, then, the revenue from customs for the 
years 1834 and 1835, when the compromise bijl 
fully regulated that revenue, with this estimate 
of expenditure, and see the result. The average 
of the revenue from that source for the two years 
is $17,800,000, while itis shown that that revenue 
for 1835, was increased, by the apprehensions 
of a French war, from one to three millions. 
This will reduce the average of the two years, 
placing them upon the basis of ordinary and 
uninterrupted commercial intercourse, below the 
estimate for the ordinary expenses of the Govern- 
ment. 

Connect with this view another important con- 


; sideration growing out of the compromise act, 


which is, that at the commencement of the present 
year a reduction in the rates of duty of ten per 
cent. upon the existing rates, took effect, which, 
by the lowest estimate, will reduce the revenue 
from customs a full million. Take, then, the year 


© of excessive importations, of 1835, as the rule, 
upon this mistaken policy diminished, the more | 


and the revenue from customs will exceed the 
amount estimated as required for the ordinary 
expenses of the Government by a sum too small 
to be made the dependence for any extraordinary 
his inference, then, is fully 
sustained; and the revenue from customs at the 


_ present time is shown to be no more than equal 


to the ordinary expenses of the Government. 
But the bill under consideration is perspective, 
and reaches forward in its action to the clase of 
the year 1841, During this period its construc- 
tion, as given by its friends, charges the whole 


| expenses of the land system upon the Treasury. 
i It becomes important, therefore, to inquire what 
fresh in the recollection of all than is the fact that |; 
; a readjustment of the rates of duty upon imports, | 
‘and a consequent reduction of the revenue from | 


those expenses are, and probably may be. The 
mere expenses of the present system of sales will 
be omitted, and those of a more material charac- 


‘ter examined. What, then, are those expenses 


annually? The amount of money proposed to be 
appropriated by-the bill making the regular an- 


‘nual Indian appropriations for the present year 
i: is $573,000, at 

‘in it, as will be seen 
; bill, are in their character permanent for a longer 


the appropriations provided for 
y an examination of the 


eriod than the prospective operation of this bill. 
he principal items are the payment of annuities; 
the support-of farmers and mechanics, and other 


| provisions stipulated by existing treaties to be 


made for the various Indian tribes. Nothing is 
included in this appropriation bill for the ex- 
penses of additional Indian treaties; for the re- 
moval of Indians, or for any other new expendi- 
ture under the head of the Indian department. 

The expenses, therefore, of the purchase- 
money to be paid to the Indians for lands; of 
the annuities stipulated by future treaties; of the 
making of such treaties; of the removal of the 
Indians from the lands purchased under them, 
and of all other things incident to our Indian af- 
fairs,und to the perfection of title and possession 
to the lands in the Government, remain to be pro- 
vided for from revenues other than those derived 
from the lands on account of which the expenses 
are incurred.. Our present policy is to expedite, 
to the utmost extent of our power, the extinction 
of the Indian title to all the lands east of the Mis- 
sissippi, and the removal of the Indians west of 
that river. In pursuance of that policy we are con- 
stantly making new purchases and new treaties; 
and the expenses of holding Indian treaties, and 
for the purchase-money of new lands, are con- 
stantly and rapidly increasing. The expenses 
of the removal of the Indians from the lands, and 
of their subsistence west of the Mississippi, are 
necessarily increasing in the same ratio; and if 
these accumulated expenses are to be cast upon 
the Treasury, while the revenues from the sales 
of lands are to be subtracted from it, the consid- 
eration becomes one of serious import, whether 
the revenue from the customs—the only source 
of revenue remaining—when that from the lands 
shall be taken away, will sustain the Treasury 
against these accumulated calls, and how far thie 
source of revenue will bear the reduction pro- 
vided for by the compromise act, and still supply 
the Treasury. l . 

It will nol. be forgotten that a reduction of ten 

r cent. in the revenue from customs took effect 
by the provisions of that ect on the first day of 
the present year; thata further similar reduction 
is to take place on the first day of January, 1838; 
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that a still further reduction of ten per cent. is to 
take place on the first day of January, in the year 
1840; and that at the close of the year 184] every 
rate of duty then above twenty per cent. ad va- 
lorem is to be reduced to that rate, without regard 
to the amount of reduction. Mr. W. said he be- 


lieved it was conceded on all hands that this last . 


reduction alone would diminish the revenue from 
customs full five million dollars beyond the inter- 
mediate and graduated reductions periodically 
provided for in the bill. 

Mr. W. said he was aware that he should be 
answered that after the year 184] the revenue 
from the lands was, by the provisions of the bill 
under discussion, to be restored to the Treasury. 
This answer was specious and plausible; but was 


it efficient and solid? Look at the comparison : 


which had been made between the revenue from 
customs and the expenses of the Government, as 


both were shown to exist at the present time. ` 


The difference in favor of the revenue, if any- 
thing, was too trifling to be made matter of ac- 
count, while nothing was allowed for extraor- 
dinary appropriations for the defenses of the 


country. Allow, then, for the reduction of ten , 


per cent. in that revenue for the present and the 
next year, and it will not meet the ordinary ex- 
penses at their present rates. Carry on the cal- 
culation until you reach two further similar re- 
ductions, and where is the Treasury to look for 
the means to answer the ordinary calls upon it? 
From whence are to be drawn the moneys to 
extend and complete our Navy, to fortify our 
commercial towns, to defend our extensive coast, 
to garrison our Indian frontier, to arm our militia, 
and to 

projected and Eves by the Executive Depart- 
ments of the 

in saying that the means for these expenditures 
would be wanting, and that these valuable and 


most essential national objects could not be ac- || 


complished in case this bill should become a law, 
and this branch of the public revenue should be 
diverted from the legitimate uses of the public 
‘Treasary ? 

To illustrate and demonstrate more clearly 
the soundness of this position, Mr. W. said he 
would review, in the most condensed manner 
possible, the revenue derived to the Treasury from 
the public lands, for the series of years covered 
by his former examinations, in reference to the 
expenses of the Government, and the revenues 
from customs. The statement had been derived 
from the Treasury Department, and was authentic. 
It was as follows: 

Receipts into the Treasury from the sales of 
the public lands, for the year— 


1817... ccccceperncccesg ccs ns epee ofl 991,226 


1818... .yccevccccocrecceceneceses 2,606,364 || P 


1820... ccsgeesecpresagaccecccsees 1,635,871 
18Qb.. cece pncepescvacseccecrccese 1,212,966 


ggg EET. 12403%581 
1893....cccnseccerpuvccccecccecce 916,523 
1G. suites cacaciccasseseesees, “BRAINS 


1825. ssererererareessgeeeseacoo e 1,216,090 
1826... ac ccccccccccerescserecces £393,785 
1827... 2... cece cccrcccgocnccescoee 1,495,845 
1828... ecepevcccceecscccesvecees 1,018,308 
ce ccerevcocebecccsusesceveccs 1,517,115 
eesoponeeronpageeosropeoaaoo 2,329,356 
soem ere ee wee were EPeeresoe nes 3,210,815 
1892: 0s awiecc'e e's cies bab Goce es seeee oe 2,623,381 
1833. oeiee Se vases sideecom svn pens 3,067,682 
e T A E A E T 4,887,600 
1835.0... ccc ccccesngenonssce ase e e14,157,600 


Aslight examination of this statement will show 
the fuctaations in the-sales of the publie tands. 
The period embraced by-the statement conmmences 
as the country was emerging from the embarrass- 
ments and derangements in its pecuniary affairs, 
Pawn out of the’ then ‘late war with’ Great 

ritain. In 1817 the reeeipts into the Treasury 
were a trifle short of two millidnes in 1818 store 
than two and a talf millions; and in 1819 more 
than three millions. From this time to the year 
1829, a term of-ten years, the receipts from this 
source did not, in any one year, exceed, by any 
considerable amount, one millión and a half, and 
in two of the years fell shart of one million. In 


‘| no less carefully secu 
:: soil.. The Government sells lands for cash in 
: eran only; and these purchasers will sell upon 
.| credit. 


perfect our other works of national defense | 


vernment? Could he be wrong | 


the year 1830 they rose to two and a quarter 
millions; in 1831 to about three and a quarter, 
and in 1832 fell back to about two and a half 
| millions, With the year 1833 commenced the 
i; great increase of sales which have caused the 
|| principal accumulation of money in the Treasury 

at this moment. During that year the receipts 


into the Treasury from the sales of lands were , 
three and seven eighths millions, in 1834 four | 
and four fifths millions, and in 1835 fourteen and | 
three fourths millions; almost ten millions beyond ' 


| the receipts of any former year; a net increase, 
‘ina single year, more than twice as large as the 
whole receipts of the ‘most extravagant year 
which had preceded it. 

'y 
a continuance of sales at this rate for any length 
of time? Who were the purchasers who had paid 

, these immense amounts for the public domain in 

a single year? Settlers, actual settlers? No, sir, 


:| speculators: men who have purchased to sell to | 
settlers; men who, before the present year shall | 


close, will come into the market in competition 
with this Government, and take from it its cus- 
tomers. What lands, Mr. President, do these 
-men purehase? Your very best and choicest 
lands. They purchase for speculation, and every 
consideration: of inducement to the settler is fully 
regarded in their purchases: location, advantages 
| of navigation, of water power, and of timber are 
than first qualities of 


How long will it be, with these advant- 
i ages, before they will draw the emigration from 
the land offices of the Government to theirs, and 
` take the market from us? Once taken away, it 
is impossible that we can recover it until thone 
lands purehased upon speculation are fully settled, 
as we cannot hope to induce settlers to purchase 
inferior lands, and pay the money in advance, 
while superior lands are offered to them upon 
credit. hat, then, aré we to expect from our 
j| revenue from the public lands as soon as the 
present fever for speculation in them shall sub- 
side? Can we hope that those revenues, post- 
poned until the year 1841, will compensate for 
the then reduced rates of the revenues from cus- 
toms, and thus afford to the public Treasury the 
means to meet the ordinary and extraordinary 
calls upon it? Mr. W. said it seemed to him 
most clear, that if the revenues from the public 
i lands were diverted from the Treasury for the 
period proposed by the bill, and the revenues 
| from customs were reduced as by the operation 
of the existing laws they must be reduced, both 
sources together would not, after the expiration 
of the year 1841, be equal to the wants of the 
ublic Treasury. 
|| ‘That our country was rapidly increasing in 
population and extent, and consequently and pro- 
ortionably in its ordinary expenditures, must 
Be apparent to all; and that, with a fixed tariff, 
the revenue from customs might be expected to 
increase with the increase of expenses, would be 
equally apparent; but when our rates of duty 
upon imports were diminishing at a rate per 
cent. greater than the inerease of our population 
and business, the dependence for means to sup- 
ply the Treasury upon that source of revenue 
must be destroyed, unless the revenues from it 
could now be shown very far to exceed the pres- 
ent wants of that Treasury. This had not only 
not been shown; but he trusted the comparisons 
‘he had made between the revenues from customs 
and the expenses of the Government, for the last 
‘nineteen years, and more especially for the: last 
two years, had clearly shown the reverse, and 
had proved to the satisfaction of the Senate that 
the present revenues from the customs were’ no 
more than equal to the ordinary expenses of the 
Government, without any extraordinary appro- 
priations for any purposes whatsoever. He felt 
(said Mr. W.) bound to notice,in this Loe that 
the revenues from the lands were, in this sense, 
a much more calculable dependence for the Treas- 
ury than those from the customs. The receipts 
and expenditures from the former—the value of 
the lands being fixed by law—might be safely 
assumed to be regulated and graduated by the 
increase of population anà business of the couri- 


Who (Mr. W. said he must ask) could expect i 


-are then to 


try, while the rates of duty which were to grade 
udate the latter were periodically undergoing so 
rapid a reduction, Hig the free articles were ine 
creasing so vastly upon the dutiable articles in 
our importations, that very little certainty could 
be anticipated in calculations of the amount of 
revenue to be derived from the latter source. He 
would give the Senate the amount of free articles 
imported for the last four years, to show the im- 
mense changes which the present revenue laws 
had produced in our trade in reference to the rev- 
enues from customs. 


In the year 1832 the importation of articles 


|| free of duty amounted to.. e. ee e e o $14,249,453 


In the year 1833.........seee0006 32,447,950 
In the year 1834.. essee esoo ee e o e 68,393,180 
In the year 1835.,....ccceecssees 77,443,236 


From this comparison it is seen that this de- 
scription of importations has almost doubled, in 
each successiye year, since. the passage of the 
tarif act of 1832; and that. during the last two 
years the value of the importations free of duty 

ave been more than four times the value of the 
same articles imported in the two preceding years, 
and have come to exceed the whole value of 
dutiable importations. 

Take away, then, from the public Treasury, 
the revenues received into.it fram the public lands, 
and (Mr. W. asked) who could tell how soon it 
would want means,to meet the demands upon it? 

e called upon gentlemen, and especially upon 
the parties to the compromise act, to give their 
careful attention to this part of the argument. If 
revenue should be wanted, did those gentlemen 
doubt what course would be taken by Congress 
to raise it? Did they doubt that resort would be 
instantly made to an increase of the rates of duty 
upon imports? Was any one wild enough to 
suppose that a direct tax would be resorted to tp 
supply the-deficiency in the revenues, or that 
loans would be made upon the credit of the Gov- 
ernment, and a new national debt be created for 
this purpose? He was sure no one who heard 
him could anticipate either of the last-mentioned 
modes of supplying the Treasury; and an increase 
of the indirect taxation, by an increase of the 
customs, was the only remaining measure within 
the power of Congress. He must further caution 
gentlemen to remember that this was a mode o 
raising revenue not likely to be unpopular wit! 
a very large section, if not an entire majority, of 
the Union. He made this reference to peculiar 
local interests, not with pleasyre, but with deep 
reluctance, and he could not be induced to do it 
from any other than a most lively conviction that 
the measure before the Senate was eminently eal- 
culated again, and that speedily, to revive agita- 
tions which had so recently shaken the country 
to an extent unknown to its former history, and 
had more strongly threatened the integrity and 
perpetuity of the Union than any othet questions 
which had ever before occupied the attention of 
Congress, He must, therefore, again assure the 
friends of this bill that its passage, and the sub- 
traction of this portion of the public revenues 
from the national Treasury, would bring that 
Treasury to want; and that, in that event, its 
wants would be supplied by an increase of the 


duties upon imports, an increased tariff. 


_ To give greater force to this part of the 


ment he would take another view of the probable 
‘revenue from customs in the year 1842, after the 
‘reductions provided for in the compromise act 
‘shall have been 


fully made. The importations of 
goods paying duties for the last four years have 


„been as follows: ; 


In the year 1832 the value of dutiable goods im- 


- p ported WaS.. eeveeprnemepereseen 000,00 


In the year 1833.,..serrccecsnccecs OSU, 
In the year 1834. cccesccyecseg grees 47,000,000 
In the year 1835. .ccceccenesccesess 66,000,000 

These importations form an average of about 
sixty-one millions per annum. Suppose the in- 
crease: of population and business by the year 
1842: increases the amount of importations to 
seventy millions of goods paying duties, all duties 
be reduced to the standard of twenty 
per cent. ad valorem, or under. This rate of duty 
upon seventy millions would be fourteen millions 


|| of revenue, in case all duties were at the maxi- 
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admission of those States into the Union. 


the proceeds of the sales of lands within them 
respectively, he had always understood was the 


to be derived from seventy millions in value of |; equivalent for this exemption of the public do- 


dutiable importations in 1842, if the present laws 


: ; i : i 
continue in operation, cannot be estimated at 


d 
a 


; main from State taxation, and that it had been 


so accepted by those States in the compacts 


more than about twelve millions of dollars. Com- i! referred to. If he was correct in this understand- 
pare this amount with the sum demanded for the l! ing, he could not see why this further grant of 
ordinary expenses of the Government, and who half a million of acres of land to each was to be 


will belteve that the revenue from customs at the 
period in contemplation, even with the then re- | 
duced revenue from the public lands added to it, 
will be equal to those expenses. Who does not 


see, if the present surplus in the Treasury be || 


given away. to the States, and the revenue from 


‘the lands be taken from. the Treasury for six |: 


years to come, that the tariff must be raised, if 
‘not before the year 1842, at least as soon as the 
‘vast reduction of the present tariff required to be 
‘made at the close of 1841 by the provisions of the 
‘compromise act, shall take effect? If figures and 
experience can be relied upon, such a result must 
follow the passage of this bill. 

: [Mr. Wricur here gave way for a motion to 
adjourn. ] MEE j 


Tuvnsvay,. April 21, 1836. : 

Mr. WRIGHT said, when addressing the Sen- 
ate yesterday, he had attempted to establish the 
_propositions— l , ; | 
.- 1. That thé whole amount of ** net proceeds” | 
of the public lands in the Treasury on the 30th 
‘of September, 1835, could not, by the most ex- | 
tended and liberal calculation, equal four million | 
‘dollars, and was more truly buta trifle over three 
hundred and fifty thousand dollars; while the 
‘operation of this bill would ‘be to distribute as 
tt net proceeds?’ of the public lands almost eigh- 
teen million dollars of the money in the Treasury 
‘on that day; thus, in fact, distributing from four- 


teen to seventeen millions of money not derived || 


from lands, but from other sources of revenue. 
2. That the revenue from customs, as ascer- 
‘tained from a comparison between that revenue 
and the expenses of the Government for the last 
nineteen years, and from an examination of the | 
present revenue laws, and their influence upon 
the revenue to be collected under them, will only 
-be equal to the ordinary expenses of the Govern- 
-ment, and cannot bear any extraordinary appro- 
riations for any branch of the public defenses. 
3. That this branch of the public revenue (the 
only source of revenue remaining to the Treas- 
-aryo if that from the lands shall. be taken from it) 
will fall far short of meeting the ordinary ex- 
-penses of the Government before the close of the 
year 1841, at which time the revenues from the 
ublie lands are again to be restored to the public 
. Treasury, because it is only equal now to those 
“expenses, and by the existing laws is to undergo 
a reduction at about the rate of five per cent. per 
‘annum until 1840, and at the close of the year 
1841 an arbitrary reduction to twenty per cent. 
‘ad valorem of all duties above that rate. 
4, That the restoration of the revenue from the 
public lands at that period will be wholly inade- 
‘quate to supply the Treasury, because the rev- 
„enue from customs will be reduced to some twelve 
‘or at most fourteen millions, while the ordinary 
expenses will be about seventeen millions; and 
-because, from the sales of. all the valuable lands, 
“the revenues from that source will be greatly di- 
minished, if not reduted to the simple expenses 
“incurred on account of the lands. ; 
Mr. W. said, before proceeding with his argu- 
“ment further he would notice two positions of 
‘the Senator from: New Jersey; (Mr. Sourwanp,] 


‘made upon that consideration. 
| further urged that this grant was to be justified 


‘which had been: presented: -by him in a new, 
‘shape, as justifying two impertant previsions of 
this bill. 

The first to which he alluded was the grant of 

- five hundred thousand acres of land to certain of 
‘the new States, the avails of which, were ta be 
‘expended in projects of internal improvement; 
and the reasons for the grant were said to be, that 


‘those States had exempted the public lands from | 


‘taxation. This argument (Mr. W. said) he had 
.always.supposed was fully answered by the 


But the Senator 


upon the principle that the improvements to be 
made by the States from the avails of the land, 
would enhance the value of the remaining lands 
owned by the Government in each State, to an 
extent equal to the value of the five handred 
thousand acres granted to make the improvements. 


This argument can avail little, unless the present - 
minimum price of the public lands is to be raised. ` 


All the lands, after having been once offered at 


public sale, are subject to be taken by any pur- ' 


chaser at the price established by law, of one 


dollar and a quarter per acre, and at that price : 
they now sell with too great rapidity. Surely, ; 


then, it cannot be wise in Congress to make these 
immense grants with a view to enhance the value 
of the remaining lands, if it be designed to continue 


the sales at the present established price, because, | 


however much the value of the lands may be 
increased by the operation, that value to the 


ernment is not changed. . The money to be paid 


for the lands. will be the same without as with | 
Is it intended to raise the || 


the improvements. 
minimum price of the public lands? He sup- 
posed not. Hie had heard no friend of the bill 
avow such an intention, and he felt confident he 
should not hear any such purpose avowed, though 


he must say that many of the arguments in favor’ 


| of the bill, as well as the one he was now con- 


sidering, seemed to him to bear strongly in that || 


direction. 

The second consideration to which he referred 
was the Senator’s defense of that provision of the 
bill which gives to each of the new States ten per 
cent. of the proceeds of the sales within them 
respectively, over and above their full shares of 
the balance, according to. the rate of distribution 
adopted by the bill, as applicable to all the States. 
This was justified upon the ground of the rapid 
increase of population in these States since the 
last census, upon which the general distribution 
was to be made. It was not his object (said Mr. 
W.) to attempt to show that this provision would 
givetoo much to the new States, but that the rule 
assumed was arbitrdry and unequal. 


population with wonderful rapidity, and he also 
supposed that some of the old States might not 
have any greater, and perhaps not as great a 
population now as in 1830. These would form 


the extremes, while other States, both old and |; 
new, were increasing at a rate which would form || 


the mean between them., It could not, then, be 
equal or just to take from ail the old States 


equally, or to give to all the new equally, on ac- || 
count of the increase or diminution of population |: 


since the last census, as all must see that the 
samce ratio of increase or diminution will not be 
applicable. to any two States, new or old. Ifa 
standard of distribution, different from that of 
the census of 1850, is to be taken, that standard 
ought to have reference to the actual population 
of all the States. It was a fact, unquestionable 
Jn his opinion, that some of the States, denom- 
| inated old States by the classification made in the 
| bill, had added more to their Federal numbers, 
| within the five years past, than many of the new 
| States; and yet ten per cent. of the fund to be 
' divided, and which is now the common propert 


` of all the States in precise proportion to their || 


| Federal numbers, is to be taken from the former 
| and given to the latter before a general distribu- 
‘tion is made. It was not material to his purpose 
' to attempt to show what States would lose or 
: what ones would gain by this unequal and par- 
| tial provision. It was enough to have shown 

that its application must, and will, be unequal, 
' partial, and unjust, to establish the position that 


| it cannot be a constitutional rule for the distribu- 
-artieles of compact which had accompanied the || tion of a common fund. 


-The 
e duty upon a large class of || five per cent. granted to the new States, out of 


OV- |; 


l. He knew |; 
that some of the new States were increasing in |' 


SENATE. 


Mr. W. said he would notice here what he 
considered the most extravagant anticipations of 
the honorable Senator [Mr. Sovrwanp] as to the 
probable avails to the public Treasury from the 
public domain. He found he had misunderstood 
the Senator, and had supposed him even more 
extravagant in his anticipations than he reaily 
was; but he had been corrected, and still was 

| compelled to think that the sum, in fact, assumed, 
| gave much stronger evidence of a free indulgence 
‘ of a lively imagination, than of a familiarity with 
‘the facts upon which any conclusion should be 
founded. 'To test the correctness of his impres- 
sions, he had resorted to facts, and proposed to 
lay them before the Senate almost without com- 
“ment. The Senator had told us that the public 
lands were to bring into the national Treasury 
: $1,250,000,000. How much of this is imagina- 
tion, and how much reality? The sales of the 
public lands, as a system, commenced in the year 
1796. Up to the 30th day of September, 1835, 
thirty-nine years and three quarters, the whole 
sum paid into the Treasury from the sales of the 
public lands, is $58,500,000. What has been 
sold to produce this sum, and what calculations 
as to the product of future sales, can be safely 
made, from our past experience. 
' There has been paid into the Treasury, as the 
avails of gales of the public lands in the State 
of Ohio, from the commencement of the land 
system to the 30th September last..¢16,780,177 
| There remain to be sold in that State, 
| subject to private entry, and not Ț 
entered on the 30th September last, 
| 4,310,366 acres, which, estimated 
| atthe minimum price, are worth.. 


5,387,958 

Making an aggregate value for the 
public iands in Ohio, of ....... o. $22,168,135 

| This estimate must be sufficiently accurate for 
|i so general a calculation, inasmuch as the fact that 
| lands in that populous State remaining subject to 
be taken at the minimum price of the Govern- 
| ment, and not taken, must go far to prove that 
i their value in the market does not materially 
| exceed that price. 
| Mr. W. said he would then make the State of 
Ohio, Known to be one of the largest and most 

valuable in point of soil of the new States, the 
| basis of a calculation of value for a portion of the 
' public domain. 
he value of Ohio, as has been seen above, 
1S. cece erecsaerecsccss ccs ccer e e $22,168,135 
ssume that Indiana, Illinois, Mis- 
souri, Louisiana, Mississippi, Ala- 
bama, Michigan, Wisconsin, Ar- 
kansas, and Florida, are cach to 
bring into the Treasury from the 
sales of -the public lands, as much 
_as is to be realized from those sales 

in the State of Ohio—and this will 

produce an aggregate of... esee». - 221,681,350 


TT 


A 


And will present a total value for these - 
seven new States and four large A 
Territories, Of:sssesioasaoi oaee s 243,849,485 

Deduct, then, the amounts already 
received, as follows: i . 

From sales in Ohio... ...$16,780,177 | 

From sales in Indiana... 9,510,481 -- 

From sales in Hinois.... 5,355,611 


| From sales in Missouri.. . 3,886,224 «- 
From sales in Louisiana.. 999,087 
From sales in Mississippi, - 6,837,770 
‘From sales in Alabama.. 10,097,347 
From sales in Michigan, - 


including Wisconsin... 3,959,896 
From sales in Arkansas.. 636,642 
From sales in Florida.... 556,283 


58,619,518 


And, there will remain to come into 
the public Treasury, from the entire 
sales of these seven States and four 
Territories, the sum of... ++++- «$185,229 ,967 


The estimate of the Senator is... . $1,250 ,000,000 
Take from it what remains to be 

received from the sales. yet to be 
| made in the country mentioned.. 


195,229,967 


1836.) `: 
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And there will remain a balance 
for the Senator to realize, from 
sources (Mr. W. said) to him 
unknown, Ofosoeassesosoooa ».$1,064,770,033 


So far facts might furnish us with some guides 
in reference to these swollen anticipations; and 


he was sure that no one, not even the most san- | 


guine and enthusiastic, would doubt that the cal- 


-culation he had made was much more favorable ` 


to the Treasury than future experience would 
realize. He did not himself believe that any 
single State or Territory he had named would 


bring into the Treasury from the sales of lands | 


an amount equal to the State of Ohio; but how- 
ever that might prove, all must know that no 


such amounts are to be expected from Louisiana ` 


or Florida, nor can any such amount be expected 


from the entire sales in Michigan. The estimate | 


‘must be many millions beyond what can be rea- 
sonably anticipated; and yet that estimate for 
‘the eleven large divisions of country, seven of 


which are now States, and the remaining four ` 


rapidly approaching that condition of political 
‘existence, falls short of one fifth of the amount 
‘anticipated by the Senator to be brought into the 
‘Treasury from the avails of the public domain. 


‘That he must have ineluded in his flattering esti- ' 


arantied by this Gov- 
s west, and now daily 


mate the whole country 


‘ernment to the Indian tri 


moving west of the Mississippi, is most palpable; 


-but that any reasonable estimate of that country, 


and of all the acres of the Rocky Mountains in `i 


addition, must have failed to produce his sum 
‘total, seemed to his mind equally palpable. 
He would now proceed with hi 


originally intended, and would examine the sur- i 


plus in the Treasury, with the view of showing 


that the estimates of the friends of this bill in | 


Te to it were about as extravagant as those 
of the honorable Senator from New Jersey [Mr. 
Sovutrnarp] in reference to the proceeds of the 
-public lands. The calls upon the Treasury De- 
partment for the balance of moneys in the Treas- 
ury had been frequent, and he thought he might 
say at least monthly, since the commencement of 
the present session of Congress. The last had 
been received at too late a period to be yet printed 
and hid upon the tables of the Senators, and was 
„a call for the balance as existing on the first day 
of the present month. The amount as given by 
.the Secretary of the Treasury was, according to 
his best recollection, between thirty-one and 


thirty-two millions; but as he had not the report | 
to refer to, he would assume it to be thirty-two | 


‘millions. 
It should now be distinctly impressed upon the 


attention of the Senate and the country, that this | 


amount is not the surplus in the Treasury, but 
the whole amount of money in the Treasury for 
‘any purpose of the Government. It should also 
be equally strongly impressed upon the minds of 


‘all, and most especially of ourselves, that of all | 


the appropriations of the year which, at the ordi- 
‘nary rates, have been shown to amount to an 
average of from seventeen to eighteen millions of 
dollars annually, those for the pay of Congress; 
for the pensions, and partial appropriations for 
‘the Indian war in Florida, are all that have yet 
passed and become laws. How are we, then, to 
‘tell what portion of this amount of money is sur- 
‘plus, and what is required for the expenses of the 
‘Government? ` Mr. W. said he knew but one 
„mode of making even an estimate upon this point. 
Wishing, so far as it was possible, tô deal with 
facts in relation to this whole subject, he Had re- 
sorted to that mode; and had ‘examined, with con- 
siderable Jabor and care, the entire files of bills 
‘which had been reported to the two Houses of 
‘Congress by their respective standing commit- 
tees, selecting from ach file bills of a public char- 
acter only, and ascertaining the sums the several 
committees had recommended for appropriation 
for the public service. To protect’ himself from 
any charge or suspicion of unfairness in this ex- 
amination, he felt bound to give to the Senate, in 
substance, the title of each bill he had included 
in the statement, that all might judge whether 
he had mistaken the character of the appropria- 
fous he had called public. The list was as fol- 
lows: 


s argument as 


Bills on the Files of the House of Representatives: 
Ne 51. Appropriations for support of Govern- 
ment. ` 
No. 53. Naval appropriation bill 
No. 54. Ordinary fortification bill. 
No. 55. Army bill. . 
`- No. 69. Expenses of Indian war in Florida. 
No.70. Ordinary appropriations for thè Indian 
rtment. ; 
0.97. Clerks in the office of the Quarter- 
master General. gks . 
No. 100. The erection of ‘a marine hospital at 
Baltimore. 
No. 101. The erection of 
. Portland, Maine. ; a 
| No. 105. Clerks in the Engineer department. 
No. 142. Erection of custom-houses at Glouces- 
| ter and Plymouth. 
He: 143. Arrears of pay to the Inspector Gen- 
eral. f i i 


:' de 


a marine hospital at 


No. 154. To improve the harbor at St. Lonis, | 


Missouri. 


from Vandalia to the Mississippi river. . 
Nò. 175. To continue the Cumberland. road 
from the Mississippi river to Jefferson City. 
|- No. 192. To erect a marine hospital at Wil- 
| mington, Delaware. : 
No. 201. To purchase sites and commence new 
fortifications. 
No. 203. For the navy-yard at Charleston, 
: South Carolina. . - 
No. 215. Expenses of the Indian war in Florida 
| second bill. 
No. 216. Civiland diplomatic expenses for 1836. 
' No. 225. Prize money to the captors of the 
te Philadelphia. 
o. 234. Compensation to Commodore Barron 


. fri 


|, for use of patent. 


No. 254. Erection of new Treasury building. 

No. 259. Annual appropriations for the Mili- 
tary Academy. . 

No. 268. Salary of the judge of the orphans’ 
court, Washington. 

No. 272. Arrears of pay to General Macomb. 

_ No. 273. Compensation for Indian depreda- 
tions. 

No. 279. To pay the Connecticut militia in 
|; service during the late war. 
‘| No. 307. Appropriations 
commenced. ; 

No. 321. Compensation to the heirs of Marshal 
Rochambeau. 5 

No. 323. For making and imptoving roads. 

No. 325.: For repairing and. improving the 
| public buildings and grounds in Washington. 

No. 332. For the care and preservation: of the 
Potomac bridge. ; 

No. 348. To refund certain duties on a Belgian 
vessel. : 
|| No. 352. To make good the depreciations to the 
Rhode Island brigade of the revolutionary army. 

No: 363. For the: erection of. light-houses, 
light-boats; beacons, and buoys, and for the sur- 
vey of certain rivers and harbors. 


for harbors already 


of North Carolina. 

No. 376. For the purchase of Bell’s patent for 
elevating and pointing cannon. 

No. 375. For the erection of an armory on the 
western waters. 

oe 377. For the purchase of Hall’s patent for 
rifles. : ; ; 

No. 406. For the better protection of the west- 
ern frontier.: i ; 

No. 415. To remove a bar at the mouth of the 
Mississippi river. 

No. aia. To remove a bar at the entrance of 
Pensacola bay, and for constructing a hydraulic 
‘dock-or inelimed plane at that place.. ©. 7 

No. 427, Further appropriation fot the Indian 
war in Florida; third bill. . i i ‘ 

No.’ 431. To construct a road from Milwaukee 
to the Mississippi river. Soe 

No. 432. To improve the mail road from Louis- 
ville to St. Louis. j 

No. 446. To erect a marine hospital at New 
Orleana. : = l F 

No. 454. To provide for additional clerks in 
| the Departments. : 


No. 217. Outfit to chargé d’affaires at Prussia. | 


No. 374; To construct an arsenal in the State | 


| 


No: 174. To continue the Cumberland road | 


-. No. 457. For the better defense of the Arkan- 
sas frontier. 
._ No. 483. To construct a road from Helena to 
Jackson, in Arkansas. 

_No. 485. To improve the navigation of certain 
rivers. > aE z : 

No. 492. To try experiments as to. Brown’s 
fire-ship, 

No. 518.: To erect a marine hospital at New- 
port, Rhode- Island. : 

No. 523..To commence the improvement of 
harbors for which no appropriations have been 
heretofore made. ; 

No. 538. For repairs to the wharves, and the 
erection of a new public store at Staten Island, 
New York. .. : . 


Bilis on the Files of the Senate. 


ae 


No. 12 To improve the navigation of the Wa- 
:'-bash river. 


' No. 32. To increase the 

: the Navy Department. f . 
.. No. 54, To open roads in Arkansas. © i 

| No. 63. To complete the road from Lime Creek 
to the Chattahooche. . : 

No. 81. For the support ofthe penitentiary at 
Washington. ; 

No. 82. To construct roads in Florida. 

No.98. To purchase Boyd Reilly's patent for 
vapor bath. ' 

o. 112. For the relief of the cities of Wash- 
ington, Alexandria, and’ Georgetown. ` 

o. 131, Pay of Missouri militia in the Black 
Hawk war. ar 

No. 135. To pay the passage ‘of General La 
Fayette from France. Tan 

o. 142. To erect a depot of arms on the west- 
ern frontier of Missouri. 

No. 146. .To complete improvements already 
commenced upon certain roads and rivers in 
Florida. l MeS: 

No. 211.. To construct certain roads in Arkan 


pay of the clerks in 


sas. 
Mr. W. said the House bilis above enumerated 
were fifty-six, and proposed to appropriate the 
TOSS SUM ‘Of, sso esesrosooss eoor e e $23,212,854 
he number of Senate bills brought , 
into the statement was thirteen, 
which proposed to appropriate the 
gross SUM Of ooo. eevecceravorece 
Since this statement had been prepared 
the genéral Navy appropriation bill, 
sent from the House, had been re- 
ported to the Senate by the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs of this body, 
with recommendations of amend- 
ments, adding to the amount origin- 
ally proposed by the committee of 
the House, to be appropriated by 
the bill, the sum of.... 


2,456,785 


1,845,407 


Thus showing an aggregate of appro- 
priations ofa public character, rec- 
ommended by the proper standing 
committees of the two Houses of 
Congress, and, if made, to be taken 
from the moneys in the Treasury 


Of.eosressoossoesoesooeosessss:. 


427,515,046 


Mr. W. said he must so far explain these 
statements as to say that the file of bilis of the 
House were first examinedyand the liat of bills 
of a public character prepared; that, upon the 
subsequent examination of the Senate fle, a very 
large number of similar bills for the same objects, 
-and of the same purport and amount, were found 
upon that file; that all such duplicate bills had 
been rejected from the statement, which accounted 
for the very small number of bills embraced as 
Senate bills, and the very small comparsuye 
‘amount of appropriations recommended by the 
committees of the Senate. Had the bills upon 
that file been first examined, and the duplicates 
-npon the House file been rejected, the apparent 
recommendations, with the exception of the ordi- 
nary annual appropriation bilis, which always 
originate in the House, would have been su 
stantially reversed. It had required much care 
to avoid embracing the same appropriation twice, 
-in consequence of the duplicate reports in the 
| respective Houses; but as the examination had 
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-been made by himself personally, he epoke with 
great confidence, when he said that no instance 
would be found in which this had been done, 
although a similarity of titles in one or two cases 
might lead to that suspicion. . 
Let us, then, (said Mr. W ,) state the account 
with the Treasury, and see what surplus we 
have which is not called for by the wants of 
the Federal Government. He had (he said) 
assumed the amount of money in the Treasury 
to he. ...eorecoooeeecosesoronooo 
Deduct the appropriations before men- 
tioned, some of which had in fact 
been made, and all of which had 
been distinctly recommended by the 

_ proper standing committees of one 
or both Houses of Congress. eses. 


27,515,046 


“And there will remain in the Treasury è 
an apparent surplus of..e.. se. e, e $4,484,954 


This would be the state of the Treasury, upon 
the supposition that the appropriations proposed 
‘by the bills which had been enumerated, and no 
„other, should be made during the present session 
‘of Congress. 

Mr. W. said he did not intend to be understood 
aa expresaing the opinion that all the bills he had 
enumerated would pass, and mueh legs that no 
sppropriations other than those contained in those 
hills would be made. The above was the result 
pon that suppositiort; but while he did not ex- 
‘pect that result would be exactly: realized in that 
Way, there. were strong grounds for believing that 
‘a result not more favorable to the Treasury, and 
to a surplus for distribution, ought to be pro- 
duced, and would be produced, by the action of 
Congress during its present session. The grounds 
For this belief it would be his next duty to give to 
‘the Senate. The whole number of bills upon the 

House file when he made the examination was 
five hundred and fifty-four, of which the state- 
‘ment he had made embraced but pl ire leav- 
‘ing four hundred and ninety-eight of those bills 
not embraced in the estimate of appropriations. 
“The whole number of bills upon’ the Senate file 
at the same time was two hundred and twenty- 
one, of which but thirteen were named, leaving 
two hundred and eight of those bills out of the 
estimate. Every member of the Senate would 
well know what every other person who would 
take the trouble to examine the bills before the 
two Houses of Congress at any ses8ion might 
see, that more than ninety in one hundred of all 
those bills propose an appropriation of money to 
a greater or less extent. Here, then, Were seven 
hundred and seventy-five bills, sixty-nine of 
which recommended the appropriation of more 
«than twenty-seven and a half millions of dollars; 
„And the appropriations covered by the remaining 
seven andes and six were not estimated at all, 
but were known to be, at least nine tenths of 
them, bills proposing to appropriate money, and 
in amounts varying from the very smallest sums 
to hundreds of thousands of dollars. Some of 
them (Mr. W. said) were entirely public in their 
. character, but did not specify the sums they pro- 
. posed to appropriate. ‘Of thesé hè Would partic- 
ularly refer to the following: 


Bills upon the File of the House of Representatives, 
No. 104. For the increase of the Engineer 


: Corps. 

No. 142. Proposes to erect custom-houses at 
_ forty different parts. 

o. 207. To put into active service all the ves- 
.sels of war in ordinary and upon the stocks. 

No. 212. Proposes to extend the present pen- 
‘sion laws to all who served ‘for three months in 
the war of the Revolution, and to the widows of 
.such deceased pensioners as were the wives of 

: the pensioners at ‘the time the service was per- 


o ʻ . m 
No. 297. Provides for the payment of the Con- 
- necticut militia who were in service during the 
‘late war, with interest upon their respective 
- claims from the time of the service. 
_No. 385. Directs the survey of certain roads, 
. rivers, &c. ; P 
+- No. 427. Extends to the widows and orphans 
-of militia killed in service, dying in service or on 


$32,000,000 || 
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in service, the half pay for five years allowed by 
fantry. 


Charleston, South Carolina. - 

No. 469. Reorganizes the General Land Office, 
and extends the force employed in it. 
| No. 474. To authorize a surveying district west 
| af Lake Michigan. 

No. 542. To remit or refund the duties upon 
the goods burned at the late conflagration in New 


York. 
Bills upon the File of the Senate. 

No. 33. Arrears of pay to Commodore Hull. 

No. 37. To establish a surveyor general’s 
office for the State of Illinois. 

No. 52. To increase the corps of Topograph- 
ical Engineers. 

No.70. Payment to the heirs of General Eaton. 

No. 100. To pay the Vermont militia who 
served at Plattsburg. K 

No. 113. To purchase the stock of 
ville and Portland canal. 

No. 185. To add three regiments to the Army 
of the United States. 

No. 220. To provide moral and religious in- 
struction for the Army. 

Here (Mr. W. said) were nineteen of the seven 
hundred and six bills not included in the estimate, 
because they did not name the sums which would 
be required to carry them into operation; but the 
slightest examination of the titles only will satisfy 
every one that these nineteeen bills alone, were 
they to become laws, would require more money 
from the public Treasury than the whole balance 
above ni poh D ann sal obi hs amount 
proposed to be specifically appropriated by the 
sixty-nine bills Before dnomerated: He wae 
aware it might be said that these bills would not 
beeome laws, and he did not pretend to assume 
that all of them would, although he believed 
several of them had passed the one or thé other 
‘House of Congress during the present session. 
What he intended to say was, that they were 
bills of a public character; that their passage had 
-been recommended by the appropriate committees 
of Congress, and that, to that extent, they were 
to be considered as calls which might probably 
be made upon the Treasury, and which ought, at 


the Louis- 


conclusion that we have millions of money which 
is not called for by any wants of the Government, 
and which we must give away to get rid of it. 
.Mr. W. said it would probably still be con- 
tended. that so many of the bills to which he had 
referred would fail to pass and become laws that, 
after a deduction of the amounts appropriated by 
all which would pass, there would remain a large 
amount of money in the Treasury unappropriated. 
In reply to any such suggestions, he must call to 
the recollection of the Senate some other facts, 
directly.and importantly affecting the moneys in 
the Treasury. ‘There is a constant heavy balance 
of outstanding appropriations, which form adirect 
lien upon that money. The amount of these 
appropriations, on the Ist of January last, was, 


according to his present recollection, not less than 
-seven millions, and probably at this moment can- 
not be less than five millions of dollars. 

The three bills which have already passed, 
making appropriations to defray.the expenses of 
the Indian war in Florida, have, taken together, 
appropriated but $1,620,000, while it is estimated 
that that war, if now terminated, will cost the 
Treasury full $5,000,000. Here, therefore, are 
at least $3,500,000, which will be wanted, and 
must be had during the current year, no part of 
which is embraced in any of the bills which have 
: been mentioned. j 

After deducting all the bills upon the files of 
the two Houses which have been particularly 
named, eighty-eight in number, there will remain 
six hundred and eighty-seven bills, nearly all of 
which propose to appropriate money. Mr. 
-said he would not attempt to estimate the amount, 
but all would admit that many of those bills were 
‘to pass, and that the amount of money which 
would be appropriated by. those which should 
_become laws would be large. 

There was another very important item of 


the existing laws to regulars serving in the in- 


No. 459. To extend and repair the arsenal at 


the least, to be considered before we came to the || 


their return home, or from wounds received while | 
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probable appropriation which he was bound to 
notice in this place, but of which the rules of the 
Senate did not permit him at present to speak in 
so intelligible a manner as he could wish. He 
supposed, however, he might say he referred to 
certain Indian treaties now before thistbody, two 
of which, if confirmed by the Senate, as he be- 
lieved they ought to be, and hoped they would 
be, would require payments from the reasury 
of at least seven million dollars. The Senaie 
would understand from this reference the partic- 


` ular subjects to which he alluded. 


It seemed to be conceded by all that the great 


. work of national defense in all its branches ought 


to command the peculiar attention of Congress 
during its present session. In the public bills to 
which he had referred very limited appropriations 


| for any of these objects were proposed. In the 


bill proposing appropriations for the Navy noth- 
ing was embraced for an accelerated increase of 
our naval force, for the procuring of additional 
materials, the construction of additional ships of 
war, or the arming, equipping, and putting into 


actual service those now partially completed, 
| beyond the ordinary annual appropriations for 


those objects. One bill, proposing to appropriate 
about two and ‘a half millions for new forifiea- 


| tions,.was the principal, if not the only extraor- 


dinary appropriation included under that head. 
There were not included any appropriations for 
the erection of new arsenals except in one single 


| instance, or any appropriations for arms and ord- 


Pass this bill, then, and see the effect. 


nance beyond the ordinary appropriations for 
those objects. 

He must ask the friends of the bill to look at 
there facts, at the public wants developed in their 
exhibition, and to compare the condition of the 
Treasury and its means—abundant as they choose 
to consider those means—with these public calla, 
and then to say how this bill is to be executed, 
and the public wants answered. 


The balance jn the Treasury, at the close of the 
first quarter of the present year, at the very 
highest estimate from the proper Department, 
was less than sec eee ccc sccccce hdd, 9 

We have then seen public appropri- 
ations recommended by the commit- 
tees of Congress amounting to more 
than. ccccccecccccccesecccesseses 27,500,000 


Leaving a surplus at this time of less 


AN.e ew ecorcccccccccrcccccnnseseGhy 


500,000 


We then find nineteen public bills, which, if 


| passed into laws, will require millions to carry 
| them into execution; a regular amount of out- 


standing appropriations of from five to seven mil- 
lions of dollars; the expenses of the Florida war 
not yet provided for, amounting to at least three 
and a half millions; the large number of six hun- 
dred and eighty-seven bills upon the files of the 
two Houses of Congress, not included in the 
above estimate of those bills, and almost all of 
them proposing appropriations of money; pra- 
visions for Indian treaties requiring, at the least, 
seven millions; the increased appropriations for 
the public defense beyond the partial ones made 
in.the bills enumerated. Take, then, the bill be- 
fore the Senate, which proposes to distribute the 
proceeds of the public lands from the commence- 
ment of the year 1833 onward. Those proceeds 
received into the Treasury up to the 30th of ae 
tember, 1835, have been shown to be a very trifle 


‘short of $18,000,000. It is now ascertained by 


reports fom the Treasury Department, that the 


receipts into the Treasury from the lands for the 


last quarter of 1835, and the first quarter of the 


pon year, will amount to full $10,000,000. 


money jn the Treasury on the first of the 


aay 
| month was about. .-.o0ece cece cee » $32,000,000 


The money to be distributed under this 


bill, up to the same date, is about.. 28,000,000 


Leaving on that day in the Treasury, 
to be applied to a ay ae oe 
propriations which have been before 
examined, about....sesessecreees -$4,000,000 


—— 


Mr. W. said we should be told here that the 


i896] 
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revenues of the year were to be received, and 
would be applicable to, and sufficient for, these 
appropriations. How is the fact? The receipts 
for the first quarter of the year are included in 
the above balance of moneys in the Treasury on 
the first day of the present month. The revenue 
from the public lands, if this bill passes, is to be 
reserved for distribution, and is not applicable to | 
any other appropeinuons. The means of the 
Treasury will then be the $4,000,000 remaining — 
in it as above shown, and the revenue from cus- ; 
toms for the last three quarters of the year. 
Suppose that revenue to equal the highest esti- | 
mates of the friends of the bill, and to be $5,000,000 | 
per quarter, or $15,000,000 for the last three 
uarters of 1836; we shall then have $19,000,000 
or the service of the present year for ail purposes, . 
ordinary and extraordinary, a sum just about ` 
equal, or exceeding, by $1,000,000 only, the 
average ordinary expenses of the Government for 
the last two years; With what rapidity can the 
public defenses’ be prosecuted with a fund of 
$1,000,000 per annum? i 
Mr. W. said it would be asked, what shall be 
done with the large amount of money in the 
deposit banks, if this bill be not passed, and that 
money distributed to the States? For himself, : 
he was ready to answer. He would appropriate . 
for the wants of the Government, and espéciall 
for the public defenses of every description, anë., 
in every quarter, all that ean be economically and 
rofitably expended, and the balance, whatever | 
it may be, he would invest if securities, abs pay- 
ment of which, ‘with interest, is guarantied by 
some one of the States. In that way he would 
preserve whatever surplus revenue there may be 
for the present, and would not give it away until 
time had been allowed to 
defenses of the nation, tw see, from the | 
practichl operation of our t revenue laws, | 
whether ary surplus would zemain after these | 
heavy expenditures shati have been incurred. -: 
Mr. W. said a very brief notice of two other 
@uggestions should relieve the Senate from his 
very tedious remarks. : i 
` The first suggestion to: which he referred was 
the probable effect upon the States of this Union 
of dividing to them the revenues df the national 
Treasury, from whatever source the revenue to 
be divided may have been derived. : Our system 
is complex, and a fuil-and independent rva- 
tion of all its. parts is indispensable to its health- 
ful action. The Federal Government is but the 
agent, the organ of the States~is constituted by 
them, and without their comcurrence, counte- 
nance, and support, cannot exist. Still it is, for 
some y ses, superior to the governments of 
the States; and within its sphere, its action, if 
coming in collision with the action of: the State 
governments, is to prevail. How important, 
then, that it shoald be the constant care and:in- 
terest of the respective States zo keep. this Gov- 
ernment most strictly within the. sphere marked 
out and ‘prescribed’ by the Constitation of the 
Union! And what will more strongly tend to 
change the feelings of the States—to put to ‘sleep 
their watchfulness and care ‘and jealousy df the 
powers ‘of this Government, than to accustom 
them to depend upon ite Treasury, or'its taxing 
power, for the mekns of their support of ‘their 
Internal improvements, of their general education, 
‘and the tike? He did not inwnd to i dis- 
truet of the Pani ‘of the States; he'vertainly 
did not foet any wach distrust; bet te there ‘not 
danger, great danger, in this blending of Goveth- 
“ment interests between the nation and the States? 
“Te there not danger that sich ‘a dibpéeRion oF the 
National treasure mhay fiska tarados populat? 
We mist hot ‘forget that We tire the représenta- 


` tives of the Statek< that their will'ib, or'ehoeld |i 
goverment in Oar Beal Hete. Bah 


‘be, the law: forour i 
May ‘not the distribution of millions Tron the 
National Treasury excite expeetatiotie’ ‘of futitre 
bounty, which will indwee thè Suds to ‘under- 
take works of internat improvement réeyuirifig 
_Years for their completion, anid meiihs far beyond 
those now in our reasury tò meet the expendi- 
tarea? May not the anticipatiohs: thüs ‘excited 
of futare dividends ‘bs disappointed, and ‘the nè- 
cessity be thus produced of raising additional 
Tevenues for the ‘uses of the States, ‘either by 


ial the permanent `; 
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| themselves or by uš? In such a state of things 
where Would taxation be likely to fall! Would 
the Legislatures of the States impose direct taxes 
upon their immediate constituents; or would they, 
| much more probably, instruct their agents and 
| representatives here to raise, by the indirect tax- 
: ation within thé power of this Government, the 
‘revenues the States require? ` May not a condi- 


:, tion of things of this-desctiption render taxation | 


- here popular at home, and thus convert the Gov- 
ernment into a rhere power to raise reveiiue for 


_ the expenditure of the State governments; until , 


, either thé independence of the State governments 


| is merged-in their dependence upon the Federat 
| Government for money, or until thé unequal ' 


| actioty of sith á system shall break our boid of 
union, and thas déstro 
presses one portion for the benefit of another por- 
; ion of its cominion citizens, possessing a common 
‘right to its protecting care? 
i May there not be danger also that the institu- 
! tions of this Government will be suffered to lan- 
guish; that the proper appropriations for their 
support will be withheld; that the Army will be 
neglected; the Navy destroyed; the fortifications 
discontinued; and even the civil and judicial de- 
‘partments be insufficiently sustained—that the 
fund to be distributed may be enlarged ? 
| Mr. W. said Ke must say he felt pitat dinger 
lin this view of the action of this bil. His ap- 
| prehensién arosé from no ungenerous distrust of 


i the patriotidm of the States, but from a full and | 


| ‘perfect Knowledge that our local interests: in thé 
; different Sections of the Union conflict with each 
| Other, arid that no system of taxation which can 
| or wilt bè adepted for purposes such as he had 
indicated will act equally upon all the States. 

The other auiggestion (Mr. W. said) which hé 
proposed to make was in relation to that pro- 
vision of the bill which declares that the distri- 
bution under. it-tò the States shall cease in case 
‘the country shalt be involved in a foreign war. 
It was worthy of remark, preliminarily, that this 
provision excluded those wars to which We were 
atin ge bgt ment ied ene wars 
-with the Iwdians within tle Rimis: of the States 
and npon our borisien Whatever tay be the 
Expenses of those ware iti fature, the distribution 
provided for is tó continue, and thé expenses of 
Such wars are to be charged upon revenues tq be 
derived from sources other than the public lands. 
What woutd be the effect of this provisión upon 
the States in case just cause of wat with a foreign 
Power should ariae? Would it be the expression 
‘ofan unjust sispition of their patriotism to tay 
“that they would fittd in the action of ‘this bill à 
|| direct temptation vo resistariy such wir? Tt was 
wion'appebeat that war Must at ail timës embar- 
-raga the commerce atid Busitiess of the people of 
‘the States; ‘and if, in addition to these Sbjections 


tito a state ‘of war, their dividends from the ia- 


tional Treasuty, reridered move necessary ih tite 
of war, were to be suspended by the ‘occurrénes 
of war, was it wrong to suppose that this pria- 
‘ciple of distribation, accompatiied by sacha con- 
dition, might fade them to resist a declaration 
‘of wary oven at the hatard ‘of the interest and the 
honor of the nation? Mr. W. said he feared the 
action of the bill ‘it thik respects und if the dis- 


wibation must take place, he Would prefer‘ thet 
| thi condition showta not be retained, but thit 
the whole ‘subject should be left open fdr the 


‘Tutate action: ‘of Convress, whenever aty eiier- 
gency shell arive cag fore chaha: o. 
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In Committee of 
onthe: bill anthorizing the 
of.Volunteers. ,. ` 


le‘on the state of the Union 
President to accept the services 


Mti QILLET waid: o ee a 
Mr., Caittnatt: The dill now before the com- 
mittee ‘ls ‘one huthoriztig the ‘President of the 

| United States vo pesept the servicer of volunieers. 


the power which op- | 


To this bill has béen offered an amendment, 
directing the raising and organizing one additiona 
regiment of dragoons or mounted riflemen. To 
this amendment Mr. G. said he would offer a 
modification, requiring them to be raised only in 
case the President should deem them necessary to 
defend the country. Mr. G. said he had offeréd 
the amendment with the view of rendering the 
bill as acceptable to all sides of the House ad 
| possible. He presumed that all would assent to 
the proposition that the present Executive was 
fully competent to understand alt indications of 
hostility, and would, when necessary, promptly 
act, as the intérests of the frontier should re+ 


quire. i 
__ Here Mr. ASHLEY accepted the proposed 
amendment as a modification of his own. 
Mr. G continued. He said he was happy ta 

‘ learn that the amendment was acceptable to that 
| gentleman. 
i The course of thè discussion has been suck 
'; that he felt it to be his duty tò make some remarks 
on this subject., He should do so, though he 
|, had made no preparation fòr that purpose. 
The bill as now amended, as he unterstodd: it, 
; tuthdrizes the President to atcépt volunteers for 
|a period not less than twelve months, for the 
urpdse of defending our frontiers, and: those sèc- 
ions of country still occupied by Indians. Tt id 
limited in its operation to two years. An amend- 
tient had beén offered by the gentleman fronj 
Missouri, [Mr. Asniry,] which proposes to add 
to dur present military force one regiment of dra 
goons or mounted riflemen. The period of sér- 
vicé of thé proposed regiment, of course, would 
be ñdt to exceed three years, as provided in thè 
act to which the amendment refers. The imme 
diate question before the House Was on the 
amendment; but he would proceed tó discus® 
both the bill and améndment—both being open 
for discussion, ca 

Four tin arise: - ` 
Fitst: 1s there a probable necessity 
tional regitient for three years? - 
` Second. If there is such a necessity, what dè- 
acription of forde is best adapted to the service 


uired ? : 

"Third. Is there any probability that a farther 
force mày be necessary within two years? > 

- Fourth: If there is any such: probability, for 
how long à period cught: volunteers tobe rè- 
‘ceived? . pape š a an UTG E 

” The last retartis of the Army show that we now 
have seven regirients of infantry, with four: hun- 
dred and twenty. privates cach, four of artillery, 
with thrée hundred and seventy-eight privates 
Catch, and one rugiment of dragoons containing 
bix hundred privates, making an aggregate of 
five thousand and fifty-two privates. Of this 
number four: hundred ‘and thirteen were on the 
siek list, and three hundred and twenty-six in 
arrest of conffhement. . These two «lasses alone 
‘diminish the number on duty seven: búndred and 
peek Gary ~ Other eauden dodbtless add ‘to the 
number of those who are not performing dity:. 
‘It miay be safely said that not more Ahan ‘four 
fifths ‘of oar Army can be reked ‘updn as ready 
amd fit for actnal services. When utidergoing the 
fatigues ahd hardships ofa: campaign in a wil- 
-detness country, the proportion of effective men 
will ‘be. greatly diminished. ‘The returns show 
this dtait force ‘scattered at fifvy-three- different 
f ; and; with a single exception, not une post 
-has -ewo huddred privates. iare -aratiered 
‘fom ‘Maine-to Mexico, and from Louisiana to 
the Inkés. Is is trae thot at this moment a-por- 
'tion of our Army is concentrated at Fhovida ; but 
“he spake of: its onimary. position. Yes, ‘sig we 
Jate:iń the very hewrt’of oor southern bangle A 
-an udian power. which we ‘have not ‘been 

-for months te subdue, though we -heive sorit there 
-ali the foree which we eould well bring together 
nt that ‘point: 0 o e e a o OOT 
" How moch foree may stili be nected to dubda 
‘these. Indians, ahd protect the country; cannat 
-how be known... We catinot be blini to passing 
-events-at the West. The war-belt is going ‘the 
youids from Florida to ihe upper Mississippi. 
-The indians exhibit symptoms of restlessness, 
-and even hostilities. There are now on our 
western. borders some thirty or forty. thousand 


of ih addi- 
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warriors, and some of them entertaining strong || may be necessary to go many hundred miles into 
feelings of hostility towards us. Many of these || the western wilderness in a single season. This 
are armed after our own example. By the last || can only be done by mounted men. The slow 
returns, the whole force under General Gaines, || movements of men on foot will prevent their ever 
who commands the western division, amounted ' being able to make a display of our power to dis- 
to only one thousand nine hundred and ninety- | tant tribes to keep them in check. A small num- 
five privates present and fit for duty. Of General ` ber of mounted men will be able to show them- 
Scott’s force, only three hundred and three pri- selves at many distant points in a single season. 
vates fit for duty were in Michigan and Wiscon- But infantry cannot do this. His belief was, that 
sin, and these were at pix different placea: General we should, for these reasons, employ mounted 
Gaines’s force was at twenty-two different places. men; and he should prefer to see them armed 
This small force cannot, in any reasonable period with rifles or carbines of the recent construction, 
of time, be concentrated at any one point; and if |; One word more about the expense to be occa- 
it could, it would be too amall to resist such an | sioned by the proposed mounted regiment. He 
Indian force as could any lay be assembled. But | desired to know if we were at this time to be 
our safety will not permit an abandonment of the | deterred from protecting our frontiers on account 
present posts. Even the force at them is gen- | of the expense? What do we hear every day? 
erally conceded to be too small to keep the Indians `; Are we not told that there is a perfect plethora in 
in awe. We had better increase than diminish || our Treasury, and that the moneys there must 
the number of these posts. He understood that | be distributed to the States. to prevent. their en- 
we were under a treaty obligation to protect some | dangering--nay, ruining our institutions? He 


of the Indians that we had induced to go to the |! hoped, with such a state of things, the calls of - 


‘West, against aggressions from their present ` our western brethren for the protection of their 
neighbors. If this is so, certainly a considerable | wives and children and their homes would not be 
new force is needed for that service. Our frontier | disregarded, but that we should 
force is needed, not so much for fighting as to i calm the fears of the most tim There is no 


keep the Indians in check, and preventing actual j: doubt about the right to use the means in the 


go far enough to | 
id. 


hostilities. Our authority will not be reapected, 
unless we exhibit before hea a power which can ' 
chastise them into obedience. They will never 

attack them when they are fully persuaded that | 
instant punishment will ensue. ‘These consider- 
ations induced him to believe that a regular force, 


Treasury for their defense and protection. : We 
ought to use it economically, but freely. It was 


i one of the purposes of our civil contract to secure 
| protection to all. They should not only be made 
‘ actually secure, but it should be so ap 
|, all would feel secure. ..It is a life of misery to 


ent that 


for at Jeast three years, was actually nec 
frontier. He should therefore sustain the prop- | calmed only by those palpable, measures which 
osition to raise the contemplated regiment. . . || attract the attention of all. He but too well re- 

This brought him to consider what description |! membered the sufferings of many sections of 
of force was best adapted to the service required. || country during the last war, occasioned by their 
Some were of the opinion that mounted men were |! being, not in dangerous, but doubtful positions. 
best, while others gave perrie to infantry of | Those who believed themselves to be in danger 
riflemen. In choosing between these corps, we |) suffered but little less than those who were ac- 
must consider the..nature of the duties that are || tually so., The fears then excited by a civilized 


required, and the place where they are to be.per- | foe could bear but little comparison with those — 


formed, We do not need the same in attacking || called forth in the West by a savage one, whose 
a fort that we do in. scouring a wilderness; nor do | movements are sudden, and whose rule. of war- 
we require the same to range a prairie that we do |; fare is to pounce upon theis,victims in the still- 
to traverse the thick underwooded forests of the i: ness of midnight, sparing neither age: nor.sex, 


i doubt our security. We must also bear in mind ` 
and proper, to guard the westernand northwestern || that the fears of women and children are to be’ | 


North.. Where he. resided, dragoons or mounted 
riflemen could accomplish but little in the. wil- 


derness.. There.riflemen and infantry alone. can | 


traverse the forests, and find the Indian in its: 
dark recesses. Net so at the West. Many of |, 


„the tribes are mounted on fleet horses, all | 
move with a celerity hardly expected of :any | 
other force than mounted men. No armed men 
but dragoons or mounted riflemen can ever over- 
take and ish them. Often the very safety of 
our men depends upen the rapidity of their move- 
ments. You may at sunset be in-hot pursuit, 
and near to your enemy, who is moving west; 
and if he is mounted, he may soon approach 
with suddenness and rapidity, and attack you 
from the east. During the dry season of autumn 
and winter, it would be easy for such a foe to 
hem in a force on foot, amid the fires of the 


prairies. There is no way to oppose this Indian 
‘power, which is so certain of being successful, as 
-to send mounted men, who can speedily. change 
sitions, and move from point to point.as rap- 
idly as their-opponents. The tribes at the West, 
which we must protect from the hostilities of 
‘other tribes, are scattered over a large extent of 
‘country; and no military force could traverse that 
0 and protect them as well as a mounted 
one.: indeed, none other could act efficiently. 
One objection had been urged against mounted 
men, which had but little weight with him: it 
-was that this was the most expensive kind of 
force that could be employed. The great ques- 
tion should be, not what is the ch st, but. what 
force is best calculated to accomplish the object 
intended. He was well aware, from. his. own 
knowledge of these matters, that cavalry was the 
‘most expensive force that could be raised. But 
then he had entire confidence that it was so much 
‘more efficient and: useful for the purposes in- 
tended, that it should be employed. e, how- 
ever, fully believed we could accomplish the great 
-purposes in view cheaper by employing dragoons 
tr mounted riflemen, than by any other force.. It 


, making 
He had regretted that a sectional allusion: had 
been made. at all. It was unjust, coming: from 
any quarter.. He considered the protection of our 
, fellow-citizens in all quarters.of the Union-from 
| the tomahawk.and scalping-knife ta be.a.different 
i Matter from giving protectionto one branch of 
| industry to elevate it above, others of equal. con- 
sideration.. He little wished to build. up one.in- 
| terest at the expense.of another, or to confer 
privileges upon one class of .men not accoriled to 
| all others., But he did desire-to, protect. our citi- 
zens against all aggressions and violence which 
might interfere with their lawful pursyit of hap- 
piesa; ona eee a Be ee 
. Our last war, Mr. G. believed, grew principally 
| out of aggressions upon the commerce earried on 
by our, Atlantic brethren, most of which was from 
the northern and eastern States. The. wrongs 
then committed aroused the pride and honor.ef 
the nation, and we leaped, with a noble daring, 
without money.in oyr ary, into a war- costing 
many millions.. He thought the,west and interior 
-States were. as prompt to sustain, that measure 
as any other portion of the Union. The West 
would not suffer by comparing her votes in those 
times with the votes from the East. 
sumed they would not shrink from’ comparin 
their battles with those-of any other portion of 
the Union. He.did wot wish’ tobe udderdtagd 
as speaking disparagingly of the zeal and activity 
of any portion of the Union. His own State had 
shared gloriously in that. conflict.: But’ all he 
wished was to show that the West was for our 
country, our whole country, both here in this 
Hall, and on the battle-field. BG ee i 
Sir, at the last session we had our attention 
turned towards preparation for a conflict with 
France, growing out of claims of our Atlantic 
-merchants of some forty years’ standing. He 
appealed to the records of the votes on that occa- 
aion, to show who were ready to vote millions 


all the victims of savage and fiendish ` 
|! barbarity. . yo N - 


He pre- |}: 


to put the Atlantic in a state of defense. He 
hoped now he should see his northern and eastern 
friends. cheerfully vote to place the frontier in the 
most complete state of defense. Those local 
feelings, which measure out the means of defense 
only for their immediate neighborhood, are un- 
worthy of an American bosom. He hoped to 
see them expunged and nullified. We are all 
| American people, and all interested in the welfare 
of the whole; and when the West ask the means 
i of protection for the frontier, he should place 
i much confidence in what they asserted, and he in 
i turn should apel the like confidence from them 
| in what related to his section of country. He 
` had no fears of their wishing an army to traverse 
, the western wilderness for any other purpose 
| than bona fide defense. Indian wars ane Indian 
campaigns were not so inviting as to be sought 
for as a matter of pastime or patronage. e 
would here say, in justice to himself, that he was 
opposed to a standing army, beyond what was 
necessary to garrison our forts, and to protect the 
frontiers from savage aggressions. He would 
state, before he sat down, what was, in his judg- 
ment, necessary to be done, in order to keep our 
| standing army at a low limit. . 
| . The same reasons which he had assigned for 
the additional regiment would, to a certain extent, 
. apply to show the necessity of placing the volun- 
teers at the command Of the President. He would 
add, that, the knowledge among the Indians of 
'-the existence of this force in a form to enable us 
‘immediately to chastise them would operate 
‘strongly to deter them from aggressions. , If they 
; are not needed these volunteers will cost us noth- 
| ing; but if their services should be required the 
‘| will be ready for immediate action. It was ped 
i! for him that those who. understood this subject 
best, and who were to be protected, desired the 
„existence of thie force.. He should cheerfully 
|| Vote it. He would remark that it conferred no 
j new power on the Executive, but it only changed 
| the form of exercising it. By the present law he 
can, in case of hostilities, call upon any of the 
|, Governors of the several States for militia, as he 
|-shall deem expedient; but this bill proposed to 
|| allow him to receive volunteers. He thought this 
' was right.: “But there is this difference between 
the present lew and this bill. By the present law 
| they can only-be called out for the limited period 
| of three months; but by this bill they may be 
|. accepted for a period not less than one year. He 
| deemed this- change an important one. It enabled 
‘i us to.retain our-men for a full campaign, and long 
'; enough. to accomplish any object whith we should 
|. be likely to desire.. They would leave home and 
‘enter the service, expecting to be absent for their 
full term. But.the militia leave home unexpect- 
| edly and unprepared, and it is often much to their 
.; injury to be long absent. It is difficult to retain 
them sufficiently long in service to accomplish 
|. any valuable purpose at a distant point. Much 
‘| of their time, too, is consumed in reaching the 
|} place where their services may be required. He 
| wass therefore, decidedly in favor of the term of 
| service: being not less than one year. ; 
'|-, He had arrived at the conclusion that both the 
|| bill-and the amendment ought to be adopted. 
i But suppose.we do not: pass either, and a cruel, 
|! merciless Indian war should break out before we 
„assemble again, and: lay. waste and desolate the 
ftontier; sheuld-we feel a'consciousness of having 
. done, our,duty,and: would our constituents cheer 
_ys with,approbation of our conduct? He thought, 
if the fears. of the West, were ‘realized on this 
subject, that our own pillows would be pillows 
of thorns, and our own consciences would concur 
with our constituents in condemning our disregard 
of our.solemn, but palpable duty. - His constitu- 
ents would desire him.to do by the West as they 
would wish to be done by themselves, if: placed 
in a similar situation, . He was sure, if he should 
bring them a-sixth of the whole Treasury, and 
tell them they could have it, but that it must be 
at the price of. the lives. of, men, women, and 
children of the West, they would hurl it back in 
scorn; nay, they would place-such an indelible 
stigma upon the, bearer, of such a.proposition, 
that repentance and a. long life. of patriotism 
‘would Pardly remove. it.. There were no such 
selfish, money-loving,. and. unpatriotic citizens 
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among hia constituenta. They love their whole j Nay, our greatest evils, 


country, and for themselves ask only that pro- 
tectioa in their pursuit of honar and happiness 
which they desire to we enjoyed by every Amer- 


p. 
mie wished to caution gentlemen against those 

ppomitions which were insinuaung themselves 
into faver through an artful appeal to avarice and 
eupality, which shall sweep the public chest to 
the bottom, and weaken energies which we ought 
to ehenah in full vigor. 

It we worthy of the consideration of those 
whose local situation exposes them to Indian and 
forega aggreesion, to refecit whether the means 
ef defense may not be crippled or withheld by 
aay change in our policy which shall make it 
the prine:pal and all-umportant achievement of 
the representative to carry to his constituents 
the test possible sum from the Treasury; 
pend ase qr defenses have been provided 
for or aot. la there not danger, when the love 
ef money is directly appealed to as the basis of 
action, that sach an appeal will be more success- 
fal than that which shall ask protection? Is 
there no fear that the cry for succor from our 
fronuers may be unheeded by those who may 
have objecta to accomplish by returning to their 
constituents with quite as mach of the public 
treasure as their pose carried? Whena 
State has been, for a long succession of years, 
receiving and using a certain amount from the 
nauonal Treasury annually, and ali her plans and 

ts are made with reference thereto, 
can it be ex, that her representatives will 
easly be brought to conclude that they will be 
sustained, if they freely vote away for other ob- 
jects so much as to defeat those plans? He much 
that such a would chill the patriotic 
ardor and enthusiasm in the country, and cause 
as to quietly receive indignities which a love of 
mosey would prevent us from resenting, but 
which honor would require us to repel. Unless 
he was greatly mistaken, we have already suf- 
fered by the sapposition that capidity formed a 
stroazer trait in our character than a love of 
honor. He thought it but too true that, on a 
recent occasion, France fell into the belief that 
we loved money better than honor. She was 
mistaken; but it is true we clamor so much about 
money, that it was a very natural mistake. He 
kopad tbat no system wouid ever be sgopa in 
this country, the effects of which wouid be to 
render that real whicb they had i ined. There 
were other and many strong reasons which might 
be added on this subject; but they did not relate 
to the point which he was considering—the de- 
fease of the coanury. They would involve a dis- 
cussion of consutauonal principles, and quesuons 
2i Sacer policy. On a proper occasion 
he hoped to have an opportunity of presenting 
his views os them. On the present occasion his 
object was only to cali the attention of the House 
to the defense of the country. 

He must avail himeelf of this opportanity, 
though not directly involved in this bill, of recur- 
npg to the main arm of our national defense, the 
mihua. He bad once this session b ht this 
Hae before the House; and he would here say 


Sir, the whole of oar western border, States and 
Territories, including Florida, (if the returns to 
the Adjutant General are correct,) have in all 
hardiy arms enough, if all were good, in the 
hands i ar saroe militia to arm a single regi- 
ment. 1 ion of r arms among 
them is like ilat 1 many. ohier gu re, there is 
not sufficient for that purpose. The militia ¢ys- 


tem is so entirely prostrate in some of the States, | 
returns are not furnished to the proper officer | 


showing the actual foree enrolled. In ten west- 


em States and Territories, represented here by | 


more than forty members, the returns show only 
twenty cannon in the hands of the militia. 
truth, there are no means of defense there except 
men and true American hearts. Shall these things 
be continued? Are we to make no preparation 
for future defense, but rely upon a large standing 
army? The excuse for neglecting this subject 
once was that we had no means to enable us to 
‘net; bui this excuse is no longer founded in truth. 


a this House would never consentto | 
adjourn until this great question was acted upon. . 


in: 
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if certain predictions are 
; true, are to flow from our entire inability to use 


the means in our bloated Treasury. The course | 


he had suggested would, to a certain extent, re- 
heve us from these apprehended evils. A large 
sum would be needed for this purpose, but the 
benefita to be derived from it woul 
protection of the country, 
portion of our citizens who 
share of public burdens. 
_ The power of Congress over this and all gub- 
jecta connected with the defense of the country 
was undieputed, and there could be no apology 
for failing to put it in a good state of defense. 
On various questions, he differed with many 
gentlemen about the powers of Congress. But 
the same spirit which induced him to respect the 
opinions of those who thus differed with him, 
would doubtless induce them to extend to him 
the same liberality of feeling. A difference in 
our principles could never be rightly and truly 
charged as evidence of a want of kind feeling. 
He could respect those who differed with him in 
principle, but he could not extend that feeling to 
any one who attempted to excite and perpetuate 
sectional jealousies. If there were those who 
ough: to be the scorn and contempt of all patriots 
pes men, they certainly were those who 
sought power, or to accomplis rposes by an 
appeal to sectional feelings. Mr G. said, let us 
go hand in hand in favor of all such measures as 
shall be commended to us by our judgments and 
our views of our constitutional powers, and when 
we arrive to the point at which we are compelled 


to separate, let us pon like fellow-citizens, and 
not like embi » rapacious, and merciless 
foes. 
Mr. G. said he was sorry his oan eg (Mr. 
f the 


be adequate 
and the relief of that 
now bear an unequal 


Gaaxcea) had brought to the notice o House 
the old question of removal of the Indians beyond 
the Missiasippi. He had hoped that queation 


bad been quitted forever. If he had understood 
his colleague, he stated he had raised his voice 
against that measure. 

Mr. GRANGER rose, and said his colleague 
had misunderstood him. He had pot intended 
to say that he had raised his voice against that 
mean; but he had alluded to the fact tbat others 


Mr. GILLET continued: He was happy to 
find that hia colleague did not entertain the views 
that he supposed. If he now understood him 
correctly, he must consider him with the Admin- 
isteatuon on that question, as he had not raised 
his voice against that act. He was going to say 
that recent occurrences in Florida had made man- 
ifest the wisdom and propriety of the removal of 
the Indians. Jt was much easier to guard one 


line of frontier than a whole territory. The force | 


pow required in Florida would protect a large 
extent of frontier. But his colleague’s explana- 
ton on this point had corrected his own under- 
standing vf bis remarks, and rendered it unne- 
cesaary for him to pursue this subject. 

He was very happy to hear a just compliment 
paid by that gentleman to the “‘ hunters of Ken- 
tucky and riflemen of Tennessee.” They had 
aided General Jackson in closing the war on the 

lains of New Orleans in a blaze of glory. He, 

owever, thought there were other border States 
.-whose sons possessed a full share of patriotism 

and true American courage. Indeed, in making 
; up an inventory of cou 
hoped other parts of the 


nion would not be for- 


considered as indications of a kind 
from that quarter they were very appropriate at 
this pecaliarly interesting period. 

Mr. G. said he would not detain the committee 
by going into many matters of deep interest con- 
i| nected with the public defense. On a future 
occasion be hoped to have an opportunity to 
| examine the subject in all its aspects connected 
1 with the policy of the country. He hoped to see 
| the glorious work of defending our country placed 
i on elevated ground, worthy of free America. And 
‘| now let us give an earnest of our intention by a 

ompt movement in favor of the rising West. 

tus not po an honest but misguided econ- 
omy to lead others to the conclusion that we are 
powerless and inatientive to that quarter. Such a 


i 


| 


and patriotic zeal, he |: 


gouen. Compliments of this kind might well be |: 
rt; and || 
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conclusion might again involve us in all the hor- 
rors of an Indian war. But let us act promptly, 
and avert the danger. Let us place our western 
| brethren in such a state of security that they may 
uietly enjoy the bounty of Providence and the 
ruit of their own labors without the apprehen- 
sion of danger. 


SERVICES OF VOLUNTEERS. 


REMARKS OF HON. JOHN REYNOLDS, 
OF ILLINOIS, 


In tHe House or REPRESENTATIVES, 
April 22, 1836, 

Made in Committee of the Whole House on a “bill 
authorising the President of the United States to accept 
the service of Volunteers,” and to which the Hon. Mr. 
Asuter,of Missouri, intimated he would offer an amend- 
ment to authorize the raising of one ndditional regiment 
of dragoons for the protection of the frontier. [The 
amendment was offered and adopted. The whole passed 
the House of Representatives. ] 


Mr. REYNOLDS said: I consider it my duty, 
occupying the station I do to the public, and, 
knowing, as I believe I do, the intention and 
disposition of the Indians on the northweatern 
frontier, to state to the committee that, judging 
from all the information I bave received, the 
whole body of the Indians, with perhaps some 
exceptions, are not friendly disposed towards the 
United Seates. They are restless, and even some 
of them actually hostile to the Government. 

I do not pretend to be more wise on this occa- 
sion than other persone who possess the same 
means of information, that I can relate it better, 
or that my relation of it will have any greater 
influence than if it proceeded from any other 
individual. But that such is the true disposition 
and feelings of the great mase of the Indians on 
rp Joneses rontier, I have little or no 

oubt. 

It will be recollected by the committee that the 
Indians had been removed in great crowds and 
bodies to the West; the various tribes were 
located near each other; so that the Indian pop- 
ulation may be considered as dense, and even 

i, crowding on each other, as well as on the white 
population of the frontiers. , 

his crowded Indian popwlation rendered their 
| subsistence by hunting very precarious and diffi- 
ij eult. In many places the bunting is not good, 
| and the Indians in fact suffer with hunger. 


} 


This is one great reason, and a very reasonable 

‘| reason, that they should be dissatisfied with their 

| present situation and location, and cause them to 
unfriendly to the Government. 

One other reason is that they are induced to 
leave a country where they have been compara- 
‘tively happy. Before the whites came among 
; them they had the finest and the fairest portion 
| of the Union in their possession. The hunting 
| and fishing supplied them with abundance of 
‘| support; and the peltry which they sold enabled 
| them to purchase various articles necessary to 
| their comfort. They have now a sad reverse of 
'| fortune visited on them. They say, furthermore, 
| that they have been. compelled to leave the homes 
| and bones of their fathers, and locate themselves in 
: acountry not of their own choice, and not adapted 

to their wants. : : 

These Indians, living under this. pressure of 
heavy burdens and miseries, have become almoat 
des , aad are dispesed to commence hostil- 
ities without much hesitation. They do not know 
that it was the mos wise and humane act of the 
Government, in order to preserve them from en- 
tire destruction and annihilation, to remove the: 
from the white population. — ee is 

It will be found to be true in principle and in 

ctice that two classes of human beings, whose 
Babita, modes of living, and everything are so 
dissimilar as those of the Indians and whites, 
cannot exist together in peace and harmony. 

It was the necessary and inevitable consequence 
of the advance of the white population to remove 
the Indians. This policy is just and proper; as 
well as humane, on the part of the Government. 
The cost of their removal, and the expense of a 


mounted force to preserve peace among them, are 
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viothing in comparison te the duty the Govern- || than two thousand miles, by the windings of the 


ment owes them to preserve them, and render 
their situation as happy as the circumstances of 
the case will permit. 


settlements on the frontiers. 
I would respectfully ask the committee if one 
; regiment, no matter how efficient it would be, 


In order to keep them in check and subordina- | and even commanded by a Dodge, who is ac- 
tion, it will be necessary to make a demonstration | knowledged by all to be an able and excellent 


of military force among them. It is well known | 
to this committee they know and care very little 
about the great force of the United States, as 
that force is at such great distance from them; | 
and when the streagth of the Government is told 
to them, they do hot, in all cases, believe it. 
They, the Indians, therefore, do not know the | 
situation they are in, and will act under mistaken | 
views of their situation to their own ruin and | 
destruction. ` x 
It is necessary to the péace, quiet, and: happi- 
nesa of the Indians themselves, that they shoutd 
be kept in proper subjection. It would not be 
proper to use any unnecessary degree of rigor 
towards these unfortunate human beings. Any 
ey imposed on them would be promptly re- 
sented by the American people, and by this com- 
mittee. Yet, on the other hand, it will not be 
good poticy to permit them to believe they are on 
an equal standing with us as to strength and 
numbers. At any time, should they believe the 
have an equal chance in war with us, we will 
pee our frontiers laid waste, and murder and 
massacre visited on all classes of our citizens 
within their reach. I assure this committee there 
is no Roe feeling in the breasts of the Indians 
towards ws—~we cannot expect it. . Therefore wé 
must keep them in fear, or else we have a war 
with them. A 
Daning the Indian distarbance in 1832, in: the 
State of lilinois, E became acquainted with many 
of the officers of the American Army. I wit- 
‘nessed their marth and movements in the cim- 
pai of that year. I saw that both officers 
and soldiers were efficient, and had reached that 
degree of perfection in the military art which an 
army in the situation of ours could attain. Yet, 
with all this perfection and efficiency, in the 
regular mode of warfare, they are not formidable 
and efficient to an Indian enemy; they are, im 
fet, almost useless in a renare with the-in- 
ans. 
The northwestern frontier is generally an epen 
prairie country, such that a regular infantry army 
cannot: ‘the Indians to come to battle. . The 
‘Indians, with the greatest ease, can escape from 
- the purweit of such forces, and will not:make an 
attack until they have clearly and decidedly. the 
advantage. They are mostly mounted on ponies 
‘that are at Pay Rp raed in a fight as the Indian 
‘warrior kimself. ‘They can, while on horseback, 
going faster than a full gallop, load and discharge 
their guns at their enemy; and even on foot they 
‘are mach more expert than a soldier of the regu- 
‘lar Army. a 
The artillery, that are the common attendants 
‘of a regular army, are useless incumbrances in 
the parsuit of an Indian enemy in the northwest. 
A cannon, which nrust of necessity be conveyed 
in a slow march with an army, may,.in some rare 
cases, answer a good purpose against an Indian 
enemy, but it serves oftener for the laughter and 
ridicule of such enemy, than for his annoyance. 
An efficient mounted force is alone competent 
cand formidable to the Indians in the Northwest. 
We then meet them in their own manner; we 
Are then on an equal standing with them, and in 
no other way can we act with them so as to 
-strike terror into them, and keep them in proper 
‘subjection. ` cs 
I will aw ; the amendment which. the gen- 
tleman [Mr. Asner, of Missouri] intends to 
make, to raise. another regiment of dragoons, 
equal in strength, and in all respects, to the regi- 
‘ment now in service... This:regiment; òr perhaps 
more than one, will be necessary to po 
é . whites 


peace and quiet between the Indians an 
on the frontiers. 

If the committee will reflect on the extent of 
‘frontier to protect, it will be necessary to have 
‘one, at least, additional regiment of dragoons 
raised for this service. Our frontiers, with their 
Indian tribes, will extend from Detroit or Michilli- 
amackinac, around the settled parts of the United 
 Binies, to the Gulf of Mexico, a distancé of more 


‘ officer, could guard and protect this frontier? 
They would not be able to make a demonstration 
of their force without action, to all the Indians 
surrounding this extended border. It is quite 
out of the power of any one regiment of mounted 

: men to secure the peace and quiet of the country 

‘on all this frontier. There is, in many sections 

of the frontier, dissatisfaction expressed by the 

Indians. In the eae A south of the Wisconsin 

river, the Winnebago Indians have returned. to 

the lands they ceded to the United States, and 
agreed to abandon. Their return to the ceded 
country has given the citizens some uneasiness, 
which may terminate in bloodshed, if not pre- 
vented by an efficient mounted force stationed in 


frontier in danger, to an equal degree. 

If the committee are influenced by the dictates 
of that humanity which is so justifiably evinced 
for the Indians, on many occasions, they will 
sustain this measute. “This policy is as much for 
the protection of the Indian as the white man. It 
is calculated to secure that peace and tranquillity 
between the Indians and whites, which the Indians 
are pen ag to break on all occasions, when they 
can effect it with impunity. 

They are ignorant and uninformed as to the 


they know little or nothing about the force and 
strength of the General Government, except from 
rumor, which very often they do not believe for 
a moment: They have no means of correct 
information. They often hear contradictory state- 
ments of the strength and disposition of the United 
States towards them, and sometimes direct. false 
statements are made to them, to deceive them, 
for some base purpose. 


they know but little of the strength and power 
of the United States, and of course are not in fear 
of it. But when an efficient mounted force is 
exhibited to their senses, and in a situation to aet 
‘efficiently and powerfully on them, if necessary, 
ur then, and not before, know their situation 
and inferiority, «nd will remain peaceable and 
quiet accordingly. Hra wE aT KA 
Some gentlemen think it is of vast importeaice 
‘to limit the number of troops whom the Presi- 
dent is authorized to aceept on the e of 
the occasion. It is not much difference what the 
ee contained in the bill is as to the num- 
r of the volanteers to be ‘received by the Pres- 
ident. ‘The proper namber would be always 
found in the West to answer all emergencies. 
Mr. Chairman, you cannot keep back the brave 


-sons of the West whenever there is a necessit 
for their military services in the defense of their 
‘country. There are no paper laws on this sub- 
ject that will suppress the patriotism that burns 
in the bréast of a western man, when -his coun- 
try is invaded by an Indian or other foe. The 
-cold and heartless calculation of dollars and cents 
is not indulged in when the savages are about to 
‘wreak their vengeance on the ‘weak and defense- 
less part of the community. ` The nice and miti- 
ematical calculation as to the number of volun- 
teers that is to: be employed in the service is not 
indulged in when. the country is overrun by an 
enemy, whose modeof warfare is the murder and 
‘massacre of innocent women and children. On 
all such emergencies the western people rise èn 
masse, in nurnbers sufficient for the occasion,‘and 
-never fail to chastise the enemy.: : This they do 
without a ¢onsultation with the President.. The 
‘distance is generally so great from the seat of 
‘Government, that a delay would be fatal. Itis 
‘idle and ridieulous to witness the ‘burning of 
houses and the murder of the citizens, and wait 
a month or more to receive orders from the Pres- 
ident what todo. Is there any ‘member of this 
committee that would quietly wait on such ocea- 
sions, and count over the precise numberof vol- 
unteers the President ought to accept in service? 
- . The nature of the transaction, the crisis, and 


the country. There may be other portions of the , 


strength of the United States. Not many-of them | 
have ever traveled over the several States; and | 


It will be readily perceived that it is not strange | 
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emergency of the occasion forbid the idea of 
delay. Delay as I before said, would be fatal. 

Therefore Í consider that part of the bill that 
provides for the number of volunteers to be ac- 
cepted by the President as almost nugatory. The 
amendment that goes to raise an additional regi- 
ment of dragoons is important, and necessary for 
the defense and protection of the country. 

If something be not done on the subject we may 

' witness again, as we did in 1832 on the western 

_frontier, the massacre of women and children, 

‘and the war-whoop of the savage extended all 

i: along our border. 

‘| One single regiment properly stationed in Flor- 
ida might have prevented the Indian war in that 
country, and saved many lives and much treas- 
ure. 

To prevent the calamities of an Indian war, 
and to preserve also the lives of the Indians, this 
bill, with the amendment proposed by the gen- 
tleman from Missouri, (Mr. AsnLEY,] and other 
preventive measures, ought immediately to be 

i adopted. . 


LAND DISTRIBUTION BILL. 


REMARKS OF HON. RATLIFF BOON, 
OF INDIANA, 


_ In roe House or REPRESENTATIVES, 
May 9, 1836. 

The subject under debate being tho -resolutions of the 
Kentucky Legislature on the public lands, and ‘the motion 
of Mr. WrxtiaMs, to refer the said resolutions to the Com- 
t| mittee of Ways and Means, with instructions to report a 
| bill providing for the distribution of the proceeds of the 

sales of the public lands among the several States of the 
Usion. 

Mr. Toucey-having yielded the floor— 

! Mr. BOON rose and addressed the House, as 
follows: . 

Mr. Spzaxer: It has become so much a custom 
in debate on this floor, for gentlemen, who are 
distinguished for learning and talents, to speak 
‘apon.all or any other subjects except the imme- 
diate subject-matter under consideration, as to 
induce me to entertain a hope that I, as a plain 
and unpretending farmer and backwoodsman, 
will not be considered out of order should I, in 
‘the course of my remarks on the present occasion, 
‘chance to make a small digression from the main 
subject now under consideration. 

The few remarks which I am about to submit 
will be made with a view to off-set some of the 
-remarks which were made bythe gentleman from 
Kentucky, (Mr. C. Atuan,]- who first addressed 
this House in support of the resolutions of the 
‘Kentucky Legislature in favor of the principles 
-which are contained in Mr. Clay’s land bill. The 
gentleman from Kentucky, after having congrat- 
ulated himself and the country upon being able, 
as he said, after ‘‘three months of. worse than 
useless debate,” to approach the great and im- 
portant: subject of distributing the proceeds of 
the. public lands among the-several States of this 
-Union, then left the subject under cunsideration, 
and entéred varm into the subject of party 
politics by first reading numerous extracts from 
poblic documents, and copies of private letters 
said to have been written by General Jackson 
long before he’ had been spoken of as a candidate 
for the Presidency, in order to prove that Gen- 
eral Jackson, while administering the Govern- 
ment, had not acted upon the same principles 
‘that he had recommended to his predecessor, 
-James Monroe. oes 
-- Now, Mr. Speaker, who that knows anything 
concerning the state of the political atmosphere 
rand the state of parties under Mr. Monroe’s ad- 
canis does not pot ve vee was ba 
a perfect edim in politics, and that a ha es 
to hia administration a fair, just, and iberal sup- 
port? ‘During the eight years of Mr. Monroe 8 
administration there existed no political factions, 
headed and led on by reckless political leaders, 
as‘has been: the case ever ae General Jackson 
was first inaugurated into office. ba 

Just before the close of Mr. Monroe’s adminis- 
tration the country was divided into four parties m 
polities, to-wit: -a Clay party,a Crawford partyja 
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Jackson party, and an Adams party. After the 
facie election of President by Congress in 
4825, there were but feo parties in politics—an 
Adams and Clay party, called * National Repub- 
liceans,” and a Jackson party composed of the 
Democracy of the country. And under these 
names and political leaders the war was carried 
on uml after the election of President in 1832, 
when the country, led on by a set of ambitious 
political demagogues, again became divided into 
numerous parties or factions professing to enter- 
tain entirely different principles, but, at the same 
time, united all 
measures of the present Administration. 


į; lature, nor has she ever elected a Jackson Gov- 


i 
t 
{ 
| 


their energies in opposing the . 


Mr. Speaker, we have heard much complaint: 
from those opposed to the present Administration 


about prescription for ‘‘ opinion’s sake.’? Sir, at 
what period in our political history was the work 
of “ proscription for opinion’s sake’*carricd on with 
more virulence than it has been by the modern 


“« Whig” party, from the commencement of the ' 


late Administration down to the present period? 
Sir, I well recollect that Mr. Clay, a prominent 
leader of the “ Whig’? Party. in politics, ‘while 
acting as Secretary of State during the misrule of 
the late Administration, held the 
would nat do to give to his political enemies sticks 
to break his own head with—and acting upon 
this principle, I belicve, that the publication of 
the laws of Congress was transferred from all 
Jackson newspapers to. those which were then 
in the support of the Administration, or to such 
newspapers as could be purchased up by the 
patronage of the Government ! ; > , 
1 could here relate a good anecdote touching à 


octrine that it’ 


[i 
i 
I 


. people is appealed to from the halls of Congress 


- for the ordinary expenses of the Government, | 
i and they will tell you to keep thd fingers of your 
:! tax-gatherers’ out of their pockets, and [leave 


proscrited editor of a public newspaper in the | 
district formerly represented by myself in Con- 


ress, during Mr. Clay’s administration of the | 


State Department, but Tam not disposed to trouble 
the House with the whole story, I + 9 
ny that Elihu Stout, editor of the Western 


Sun, at Vincennes; in the State’ of Indiana, was | 


scribed by Mr. Clay, because the editor of the 
un was an uncompromising Jackson man: f 
well recollect, too, that, under the late Administra- 
tion, the first questions asked of an individual 
who became'‘a candidate for office was, ‘Is hein 
favor of the present Administration?” If not, he 
was proscribed through the ballot-bdxes; and soit 
is atthe present day. ‘‘ Whig” conventions and 
ublic meetings 
held in every State in the Union, for the grand 
purpose of organizing the whole ‘t Whig’? force 
in one common cause of political warfare; and 
the friends of General Jackson, Martin Var Bu- 
ren, and Richard M. Johnson, afe to be ‘pro- 
scribed for “ opinion sake”? by those very individ- 
uals who are so loud in their complaints against 
others for what they themselves are in the daily 
habit of performing. y: Mr. Speaker, our 
“Whig” neighbors must place a poor estimate 
indeed upon the good sense of the péople of this 
country, if they really believe that the people are 
so very ignorant as not tó see through and to un- 
derstand all the hollow deception which is now 
being played off by the modern “ Whigs.” The. 
people fully understand the subject, and‘ will 
treat it as it deservés to be treated by independent 


freemen. i ; 
- I have before said, Mr. Speaker, that, after the 
presidential election in 1825, all the ‘parties in 


polities were reduced to two parties; that is,a party 
in power, and a party out of power. And sóit 
is at the presenttime. Now that there is another 
presidential election close at hand, all the petitical: 
factions are arrayed tinder the banner Of the hew- 
born Whigs of 1834, in oppesition to the nominees 
of the Baltimore convention for President and 
Vice President: and those who compede the Jack- 
son party até denounced by the new-born Whigs 
as ““ collar digs.” ` : $: D 

` My. Speaker, for myself, I am Bie “of the 
title thus conferred by the Whigs of 1834. Dogs 
wearing the collar oF their master are' generally 
considered to be a superior class of dogs, haying 
the entire confidence of their masters.‘ Sir, I am 
a party man, and one of the true collar dogs, (so 
called by the modern Whi 
to wear the collar of such a man as Andrew Jack- 
son, whose collar is the collar of Democracy. The 
charge that the Jackson party are proseriptive in 
their feelings and actions is utterly without foin- 


No. 22 


| fore the people, 
dearing 
I will only’ 


are recommended, and are being || 


ige,” )- and am proud | 


| been taken from the pockets of the dear 
| by a system of taxation not éalled for, for the 
| “ general welfare of the United States.’’ 


i in the new. States, and thereb 


n The Democratic State of Indiana 
has given her vote on three several oécasions to 
the present Chief Magistrate, and yet there has 
never been a Jackson majority in her State Legis- ` 


dation in fact. 


i 
: 


ernor. 
I have said thus much, Mr. Speaker, in refer- 
ence to party politics, and nowto the subject under 
consideration. My first object will be to show 
that, in truth and in fact, there is no surplus rev- ` 
enue in the Treasury to distribute. Bills have: 
been reported by the two Houses of Congress, ` 
during the ait session, appropriating upwards ` 
of $27,000,¢ , and treaties are now in progress | 
with certain Indian. tribes which will require ' 
$6,500,000 more, making up the sum of upwards 
of $33,000,000, while the revenue oh hand on the ` 
first of April was only $31,000,995; so that all 
the ado about the vast amount of surplus revenue | 
is a mere political humbug, gotten up for political 
effect. This subject of distributing the proceeds 
of the public lands among the several States was 
introduced just before the last Presidential elec- . 
tion, and now that another election of Presidentis 
near at hand, this abject is again revived and ' 
pressed with great zeal, and the avarice of the 


with a’ view to influence 
mieasure. í ; f , | 

Mr. Speaker, Jet ‘the pedple of this country | 
once become satisfied that they dre taxed over || 
and above ah amount whith miy be necessary || 


them in favor of the | 


them to apply their own money as they ma 

think pone gin let the meson be madi ho 
Py, candidates for office, the one | 

am pi to be in favor ‘of taxing the : 
ople, for the‘purpoge of raising a large surplus | 
Fon to be distributed amon the States of this 
Union, an the other one declaring himself op- 
osed to the measure, and it will require no po- 
itical prophet to foretell the decision that would 
be made by the peoole.. Sir, I should like to be 
opposed upon this. principle before the people of’; 
the first congressional district of Indiana, or be-’| 
fore the people of the whole State. The people ` 
are humbugged by telling them of the hundreds. :! 
of thousands of dollars they would receive by a‘ 
distribution of surplus revenue, all of which has 
ople ; 


: Why, I ask, are the public lands selected as the 
particular item of revenue to be distributed out | 
among the several States? Should the present | 
system of disposing of the public lands be con- , 
tinued, it will ‘not be long before all the most |; 
valuable portion of the public lands will fall into `] 
the hands of rich speculators, who will have the’! 

wer of preventing settlement from being made | 
prevent many 
poor but honest citizens from „obtaining a home | 
for themselves and their families.. Sir, it should | 
be the object of the Government to have the 
western wilds settled and cultivated. Let the 

ublic land ‘be reduced’ in price, and sold to none | 
But actual settlers thereon, and then the new States | 
would grow in wealth and enterprise, and would 
soon become able to make their own internal 
improvements without the aid of the General Gov- 
ernment. 

Mr. Speaker, I might de‘ain the House longer; 
but as speeches are not made so much with a 
view to enlighten members of Congress as to 
operate upon the country, I ‘will conclude my 
remarks; and in writing out my speech, I will 
endeavor to correct some of the many blunders 
which I have made in speaking. ae 


~ EXPLORING EXPEDITION. “ - 


SPEECH OF HON. T. L. HAMER, 
; o. OF OHIO, |. ees 
_ dw. rae, House or Representatives, - 
-` R G A T May 9, 1836, soat aT 550 
On ihe appropriation for a Surveying-and Ex- 
ploring Expedition to the South Beas. : 
-Mr HAMER said he: concurred, to a great 
extdtit, in the views ‘of the gentleman from Vir 


| ginia, 


ished and thoroughly 


Ho. of Reps. 
eae Parton,] who had just taken his, 


seat. He was of opinion, and had so expressed 


, himself the other day when this subject was be- 
.fore the House, that each department of the 


Government ought toact independently, and upon 
its own responsibility. Each branch, whether 
legislative, executive, or judicial, ought to man-' 
fully meet and settle every question presented 
to it, without attempting td'shrink from its duty, 
or to shift responsibility from its own shoulders 
upon any other department. The Senate had- 
thus acted in reference to this subject; whilst the ' 
amendment now proposed by the Committee on 
Naval Affairs of this House referred the whole 
question to the discretion of the President of the 
United States. He had as much confidence in 
the wisdom, intelligence, and patriotism of the 
Chief “Magistrate, as an gentleman; but he 
thought we ought to decide this question our- 
selves. He, therefore, preferred the original 
amendment of the Senate to the modification of 
our committee. He had, however, conversed 
with several friends of the appropriation, who 
seemed inclined to acquiesce in the present amend- 


, ment, and he should so far yield to their wishes, 
as not to interpose any strenuous opposition to 


the views of the Naval Committee. If a majorit 
of the House were disposed to adopt it in this 
shape, he would not insist upon the original pro- 
position. : = 
He was the more inclined to yield tó thisamend- 
ment, because he believed the effect would be pre- 
cisely the same. The expedition would be sent: 
out undcreither provision. The last seven years 
had shown, that under no previous Administration 
had maritime interests béen more’ kindly cher- 
rotected than they had 
been under the care of the enlightened and patri- 
otic Chief who now presided over the Executive 
Department of our Government. He, who had 
been always alive to the interest and honor of his 
country, would be neither insensible tothe advant-. 
ages of this expedition, ‘nor slow in thé execu- 
tion of a trust reposed in his discretion. ~~ 
This measure had been objected to as novel 
and. extraordinary in its character. Gentlenien 
hail hot examined the subject (he thought): who 
made these objectiéns. Almost every nation in 
Europe had, at one time or other, sent -out sim- 
ilar expeditions. France, England, Russia, and 
Prussia, as well as several of the setondary nations 
of Europe, had authorized such expeditions. He 
would go no further back’ than’ the voyage of 
Christopher Columbus, who had three hundred 
years ago discovered a new world, and conferred ‘ 
such important benefits upon the whole human 
race. His was by no means the first voyage of 
the kind; but from that day down to the present, 
similar expeditions for discovery, exploration, 
and survey, both by sea and land, had been set 
on foot by the civilized nations of the Old World, 
and had, in almost every instance, resulted most 
beneficially, not only to the authors, but to the 
whole family of nations.: The information thus 
acquired was thrown into the common stock. It 
was published for the benefit of all; andno nation 
was more teady to seize upon the results'of these 
discoveries and turn them to its own advantage 
than ourselves. It was known to every man who 
had examined the subject, that our mariners were 
navigating the ocean, almost exchusively, by the 
aid of charts furnished us by foreigners.: ‘The 
immense amount of wealth daily fiowing into 
our country from foreign commerce owed its 
security, amidst the dangers of the great deep; to 
the information we had derived from the explora+ 
tions and surveys made by others in former times, : 
as well as inthe present age. The expedition is 
not novel, therefore, nor is itat all extraordinary. 
Ithad been pronounced a visionary project, and: 
one gentleman had compared it to an expedition 
to the moon. He was surprised .to hear gentle- 
men indulge in the use of ‘such language. They 
surely had misapprehended the meaning of the 
tam “ exploration,” as used upon this occasion. 
The expedition, s0-far from being visionary, was’ 
one of the most:practical kind that could well be 
imagined. It:was sent out, not so much to dis- 
cover new islands and continents, as to explore 
and: examine those which were already known: 
It was, in a t measure, to collect information 
and. embody it-in such a form as-wo our 
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and enterprising countrymen to navigate 
d to prosecute their labors in safety. 
If any gentleman, who entertained such opimions, | 
would look into the documents upon our tables, || 
connected with the subject, he would be convinced ;! 
that it was one of the most practical affairs that ! 
had been proposed during the present session of. 
Congress. It had been asked for by practical 
men, and recommended by many who had them- 
selves sailed in those seas, and were ersonally 
acquainted with the imminent perils which had to , 
be encountered in such voyages. These men were || 
not likely to be carried away by wild and vision- |! 
ary schemes; and when the measure had their Ht 
decided approbation, it would be well for gentle- || 
men to pause before they gave it aù unqualified |; 
denunciation. Pant ee i 

Some gentlemen seemed to question our con- |! 
stitutional authority to send out this expedi- | 
tion. He had no doubts upon that subject. The | 

wer was to be found in that clause of the Con- <; 
stitution which allows us to regulate. commerce |; 
with foreign nations and among the several States. 
It was under that clause of the Constitution, he į; 
said, that we now had Mr. Hasler, with his | 
splendid apparatus and scientific corps, engaged | 
in surveying the whole maritime coast of the || 
nation. No one doubted our authority to do this; | 
and the most important and useful results were | 
likely to follow the surveys. Among others, he I 
would name the recent discovery of a channel at | 
the city of New York, about two feet deeper than || 
any one known to the oldest inhabitants, or to || 
the most experienced and skillful pilots upon that | 


hardy 


those seas an 


t 
coast. It was under this clause of the Constitu- “| 
tion those surveys were progressing; and if we 


had a right to survey and note upon charts the f 
. . | 
channels, the rocks, quicksands, and islands along |: 
our own.coast, because our vessels were engage 
in navigation among these dangers, why could: 
wé not make similar examinations, with the 
same object, in any seas,which were frequented. 
hy- pur vessels? In principle, there was no dif- | 
ference. The safety of our commerce wag the, 
object-in. each case; and. the mode of affording |: 
that.safety was not varied... eee 
We. had never sent out such an expedition | 
upon the ocean; although our public vessels were ; 
instructed to collect. all.guch commercial informa-.' 
tion as might fall within the range of their obser- `; 
vation, and to preserve. it for the public benefit. |: 
But we. had had several such by land to the great `; 
interiorof thiscontinent. ‚Every gentleman would |; 
reco'lect the expedition. of .Lewis and, Clark. to 
the Rocky Mountains. What was the object of 
that expedition? It was to acquire information | 
with regard to:an unknown rogion of country; 
to open an intercourse with the natives; to aseer- 
tain the natural. resources-of the country; and to |! 
romote the interests of science. By reference to the | 
instructions whieh were drawn up by Mr. Jeffer- i| 
son himself, it would be seen that, they were to | 
notice the soil. and face of the country its vege- 
table productions, especially those unknown in- 
the United States; and the present. races of ani- 
mals, as well as remains. or accounts of those 
supposed-to be extinct, were deemed worthy of: 
observation. : The mineral productions of every; 
kind were to be noted; limestone, coal, saltpeter,. 
salines; and mineral waters, remarking the tera- ; 
perature and character of the latter, were all. com- | 
mended to their notice. To- these were added | 
volcanic appearances, climate, and the propor- | 
tions of clear and cloudy weather; rain, hail,.' 
snow, ice, and frost, at diferent seasons; . partic- | 
ular birds, reptiles, and insects; and the latitude 
and longitude of important places. .:. ... 
They were further instructed to hold intercourse. : 
with the natives, and to impress them, with the | 
position, extent, character, peaceable.and com- : 
mercial dispositions'of the United States;.and of 
our inelination: to hold friendly intereourse. with | 
them. . ita oye eb pan: 
Such were the directions given by that- great. 
and good man, Thomas Jefferson: The expedi- 
tion which he sent oùt was exactly such.a-one ag 
we now propose to send; exeept that one went 


into a wilderness almost entirely unknown to our 
people, and the other was to go into seas that 
were partially known to them, itis true, but whose 
rocks and reefs were not known, either to our 
navigators, or to those af any.othernation,. The 


instructions to Long, in 1822, were similar to 
those given to Lewis and Clark. Indeed, Mr. 
Monroe refers to the instructions given to them, 
and directs Major Long to be governed by them 
in his tour. The expedition of Mr. Featherston- 
haugh, the geologist, sent out to Arkansas durin 
the last year by our Government, was jnscuated 
for similar. purposes. 

The practice of the Government had therefore 
given a construction to the Constitution, such as 
we now claimed for it. 
explorations, both by sea and land, had been 
claimed and exercised, in numerous instances, 
and the authority to make them could not well be 
doubted. . At this moment, whilst we were dis- 


cuss} 


we could require him to survey and note al] the 
reefs and islands within sight, or within one hun- 


dred miles of our coast, because the commerce of ` 
the country was carried on through this space, : 
i! yet we could not send him, for the same. purpose, | 
io another part of the occan, equally occupied by | 


the public armed and private merchant vessels of 
the United States. The ocean was the common 
property of all nations; and each had :an equal 
right to navigate its waters. Every part of the 


ocean was within our jurisdiction; and. we.had 


the same authority to make surveys in the.south 
seas that we.Had to make them alang our own 
coast. Wherever the commerce of the country 
now exists, orig likely to be extended, we have 
the right to send-protection and information. 


sels and squadrons into the Mediterranean and 


other seas, bearing. the national colors, and de-. 
: manding national respect,. How, then, could a 


distinction be drawn between this case, and one 


which limits. the surveys to our. own, shores? | 


Such a poton was wholly indefensible; and he 
would dismigs this branch of the subject without 

any un or remarks. 0 a up 
‘Tf we had the power, then, to send out, the 


expedition, let us inquire if it be He rhe ta do. 


so. Who isto be benefited by it? hat portion. 
of the country desires it? , If the, intercst of any. 
considérable class of individuals. require it, or if 


it be necessary to any considerable portion of-our, 
common country, having the power and the means, |: 
to accomplish it, we ought to do it without hesi- | 
Ve owe, protection to all. classes of our | 


tation. 
citizens, and to-every part of our, country; and 


: this protection shoul be afforded, not.only freel 


and impartially, but itshould be extended to bees 


; one, according to his own peculiar wants and 
i| condition... 


He did, not believe with some. gentlemen, that 


one great object of an Amperican statesman. was `: 


to get as much money as possible out of the pub- 


lic ‘Treasury, to be expended in his own region of. 
g 


country, or among his constituents- That prin- 


ciple would render our Icgislation little elso than | 
; a pitiful scramble for the publie moncy. _ On the 
contrary, he viewed this great-Republic as one | 


and indivisible. He did not look forward to a 
day when it would be split up-into a number- of. 
coafederacies, and, in anticipation..of- such an 
cvent, busy himself to get as much as possible of 
the common funds appropriated -to his section of, 
the country in advance.. -He held’ that, no man, 
or sct of men, could dissolve this Union... The 
great mass of the American people, were devoted 
to it, and they would not. permit its dissolution. 
He did mast solemnly. believe, thatif it were dis- 
solved to-day, in less than three months the people, 
would have another constitution formed, and in 


full operation; and they would. politically destroy. 


any man or set of men who should attempt to. 
prevent the reunion. The country was made 
to be united;-the Fore felt- it to betheir interest 
to remain so; and he would repeat what he had 
before: said, that this country was one: and 
indivisible, and would remain so for generations 
to come, in spite of all the efforts of selfish, 


designing, or disaffected politicians to seduce | 


the people from their allegiance, or to weak- 
en ‘tlie’ attachment they owed. to- their com- 
mon country. ` Viewing things in this ight, he 
had uniformly voted- fer whatever appeared to 


him te be required in any part of the country. .! 


The right to make these | 


ng the question, Mr. Hasler was executing.’ 
charts from the materials he had collected along , 
our coast during the past summer; and it would be | 
a most singular position to assume, that, although | 


It, 
is for these purposes that we annually. send ves- , 


Appropriations often seemed to be of local 
character, and were so, in some respects; yet 
when properly considered, they were of na- 
tional character, and of general utility. Thus, a 
custom-house in Baltimore, New York, or Bos- 
ton, belonged as much to him and his constitu- 
ents as it did to the persons who resided in 
those cities, or to the gentlemen who represented 
‘them on that floor. They were necessary to aid 
-in the collection of the revenue, which supported 
the Government; and they were placed at those 
. particular points, because it was most conve- 
‘ nient for the commercial community, and for the 

whole people, that they should be thus located, 
So of navy-yards, light-houses, forts, arsenals, 
dock-yards, and harbors, They were all na- 
tional; they belonged to his constituents as much 
as to any one else; and he voted for their con- 
struction and improvement with the same cheer- 
fulness and liberality that he voted for an appro- 
priation to remove obstructions from the great 
rivers in the Mississippi valley, to improve the 
harbors upon the great inland seas of the north- 
west, or to fortify and defend the western and 
southwestern fronticrs. When he voted for such 
| appropriations for the Atlantic coast, he did not 
|: feel that he was making a donation to the States 
! and cities on this side of the mountains; nor did 
i: he believe that any liberal-minded statesman 
along the sea-board thought, when he voted for 
expenditures beyond the mountains, that he was 
giving away money tothe West. Such views 
were narrow and illiberal. The only true rule 
was, to give whatever, the public interest re- 
quired, at any and at every point, interior and 
exterior. There could, then, be no just cause 
' of complaint; andthe industry and enterprise 
i, of the people, aided by such appropriations, 
'| would produce general happiness and prosperity 
;| throughout all our borders. 

' Recurring, then, to the question propounded, 
:; what interest was it that required dus expendi- 
ture? According to the best.information he had 
; been able to.collect, the capital invested in the. 

‘whale and seal fisheries alone, in those seas, 

; amounted to some fifteen or twenty millions: of 

‘dollars. The number of vessels was.not less than 

i four hundred, constituting one tenth of the whole 
tonnage of the United States.. The number. of 
seamen employed in this.service was at least ten 
thousand. .The annual value of the trade was 
probably : six or eight millions, which was so 
' mych wealth extracted from.the ocean by the en- 
' terprise of our people, and added to the common 
stock. of the whole. nation. This capital and 
| these mep deserve protection. ‘The exposure is 
uncommonly, great in these seas. They abound 
with, shoals, rocks,.and, islands, not known to 
navigators, because they are not recorded upon 
any chart now inexistence; whilst many of those 
‘ which are marked are so incorrectly placed that 

_ thoy mislead the sailor, whe suddenly finds him- 
$ sell shipwrecked in an unknown sea, far from, 
|| the haunts of civilized man,,and, destined to be- 
| come a prey to the cruel and remorseless savages 
who inhabit the islands, or to-endure all. the 
| horrors: of starvation upon. some sterile rock 
‘| which lifts its head above the. surface of a bound- 
|; less sea. i . 

.. Buch-catastrophes were of frequent occurrence. 
The loss of property and life in those regions had 
been. immense. . Still.it did not. deter our prone 
from their employments; they met every. danger 
|| and, encountered. every peril in pursuit of the 
monsters of. the deep; and it was hard, that whilst 
every other., class of our,population were pro- 
|| tacted..by the Government, such: men as these 
should be neglected. He trusted it would no 
longer be so..,- There. was one. point. of .view.in 
which this subject, deserved our most ser:ous 
i} consideration, Phe fisherics were the great nur- 
| series of American ‘seamen; and when war over- 
takes us, these were the ver men, upon, Wiom 
we must rely to fight our battles upon the ocean. 
They were as ready to brave the roar and car- 
nage of an enemy’s. broadside,.or to wield. the 
boarding-pike under. the star-s angled banner as 
they. were to. pursue their mighty game, amidst 
the dangers and. perils of the great Pacific ocean. 
Whether we considered their condition in peace 
or in war, they were a most useful spree are 
rious part of our-eitizens,and deserved the favor 
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and protection of the Government, 


heen protected by the bounties allowed them upon 


i 


i Our seamen : 
who were engaged in the cod fisheries had long | 


the exportation of the produce of their labors; 


but no such provision had ever been extended to 
these men. He saw no reason for such a dis- 
tinction; but it was to be hoped they would at 
least be aided by an improved chart of the theater 


of their operations, and a demonstration of our. 
power in those seas which would make an im- | 
pression upon the savages favorable to the future | 


security of our mariners, 

Some gentlemen appeared to consider this an 
eastern measure. It was not so. 
a deep interest in it. 


find a market for the surplus productions of our 
fertile soil, Everything that could supply the 
wants of man, that constituted the necessaries of 
life, grew up almost spontaneously in the greatest 
abundance. Butwe had no market. We were 


increased demands for our produce, and to open 
new avenues to the sea-board, soas to lessen the 
cost of transportation, and to increase comped- 
tion among purchasers. This trade, which we 
now propose to foster, is daily increasing, and it 
farnishes a market already for a large amount of 
our surplus produce. This fleet of four hundred 
vessels could not go to sea without one hundred 
thousand barrels of flour; eighty or one hundred 
thousand barrels of pork and beef; forty or fifty 
thousand pieces of sail cloth; eight or ten thou- 
sand tons of cordage; besides large quantities of 
corn, beans, and various other articles necessary 
toalong voyage. Have the States bordering on 
the Ohio no interest in such a market as this? 
Does not Kentucky want a market for her hemp? 
Do not Ohio, Indiana, and Illinois, want purchas- 
ers for their flour, pork, beef, and corn, which 
they all produce in such abundance? Assuredly 
they do; and it is chiefly to the manufacturing 
and commercial States along the Atlantic that 
they must look for the consumption of their pro- 
duce, especially in time of peace. 
interest, therefore, in a pecuniary point of view, 
as a mere question of dollars and cents, to fos- 


ter this trade, and to enlarge its capacity to` 


consume the productions of the farming class of 
the great Mississippi valley. This consideration 
seemed to present the national importance of the 
measure more clearly to the mind, and a illus- 
trated what must be apparent to every reflecting 
man, that we could not extend the aid of the 
Government in this country to any portion of the 
Atizens, without producing some corresponding 
nenefit to other, and often to very distant portions 
of our population. 


The expedition would not only perform a most | 


valuable service, by correcting the position upon 


the charts, of islands, reefs, and rocks, already `: 


known to exist; by discovering and noting others, 
of which we have no knowledge; but they would 


survey the coasts of the islands, and ascertain | 


where there were harbors in which ships might 
find shelter from storms; points at which wood, 
water, and refreshments could be obtained by 
our vessels engaged in this trade. Besides these 
duties, they would open friendly conferences with 
the natives; they would succeed, perhaps, in res- 
cuing a number of prisoners, who were now un- 
doubtedly among these islanders, the remnants 
of crews who had been shipwrecked along their 
coasts. The rescue of a husband and father, and 
his restoration to his disconsolate family, would 
be worth half the expense of the expedition; and 
the remainder would be covered’by the redemp- 
tion of some unfortunate son from his savage 
masters, and his return to the arms of a widowed 
mother. We might also suceced in impressing 


these people with a correct idea of the friendly ` 


and “pacific olicy of our Government, our dis- 


positions to hold amicable intercourse with them, | 
and of our power and inclination to punish out- 


rages committed upon our citizens. 

In addition to the intelligent naval officers who 
would superintend the movement of the vessels, 
a scientific corps would accompany the expe- 
dition. The duties to be performed were various, 
complicated, and arduous, and the suceess of the 


The West had ` 
It was well known to all ` 
who resided in the great grain-growing States of ` 
the interior, that our principal difficulty was to ; 


: expedition would require this organization. The 
i labors of the naval officers would embrace every- 
thing essentially connected with their profession, 
an employment adequate to the highest intellec- 
tual efforts. To ascertain with accuracy the 
latitude and longitude ofimportant placcs visited; 
to correct the position of reefs and islands upon 
the charts, and to give place to new ones; to ex- 
plore harbors, and point out places for obtaining 
wood, water, and provisions; to make observa- 
tions tending to throw new light upon the obscure 
laws which govern the magnet; to open an inter- 
course with the natives 
be known and respected in those seas—these and 


s and to cause our flag to ` 


other kindred duties requiring great prudence ' 
and capacity, with unusual skill and professional ' 


attainments, would furnish em 


loyment to the 
naval officers havi h 


ng charge of the squadron. 


Upon the scientific gorps other duties would ' 


devolve no lessarduous and important. Hecould 
, not descend to details. It was sufficient to say, 


t ‘that the whole field of natural philosophy and 
continually racking our inventionto find new and 


It was for our ` 


natural history lay open before them. No part 
of it should be neglected; for its objects entered 
largely into the elements of commerce, and had 
anacknowledged value among all civilized nations, 
and with all enlightened minds. The animal 
productions of those remote regions, whether 
inhabiting the land, the ocean, or the air, would 
require particular attention. The vegetable and 
mineral productions could not be overlooked. 
Every object connected with the present com- 
merce, or calculated to open new channels for 
trade, would be journalized and preserved. The 
Executive should be able to speak of this corps 
in the language of President Monroe’s instruc- 
tions to Major Long: ‘* Great confidence is re- 
* posed in the acquirements and zeal of the citizens 
‘who will accompany the expedition for scientific 
‘purposes; and a confident hope is entertained 
‘that their duties will be performed in such a 
‘manner as to add both to their own: reputation 


‘and that of our country.” Thetwo corps thus || 


selected and constituted , each filling its appropriate 
department, though blending and aiding each 
other in harmonious action, could not fail to ac- 
quire a mass of valuable information, calculated 
to enrich our commerce, to give new vigor to 
enterprise, to enlarge the boundaries of science, 
and to increase our national renown by an addi- 
tional wreath of glory. 

This led him to notice some remarks that fell 
from the gentleman from Kentucky (Mr. Hawes] 
in relation to an individual who had acted a 
prominent part with regard to this subject. He 
alluded to John N. Reynolds, who, at the request 
of the Committee on Commerce, and by per- 
mission of this House, had delivered an able and 
eloquent address here some weeks ago, in favor 
of the expedition. He did not believe the gen- 
‘tleman from Kentucky had heard the address. 

If he had, most, if not all, of his prejudices and 
: objections would have been removed. Mr. H. 
‘said he had known Mr. Reynolds from his boy- 
hood, and knew him well. He came from his 
neighborhood in Ohio, where he was educated, 
and studied the Jaw. He wasa man of as pure 
principles and fair character as any man upon 
that floor. His cfforts in this cause had been 
wholly free from any selfish considerations; and 
in all he had done tor the last seven or eight 
years to promote it, he had been actuated by 
those feelings of patriotism that should animate 
every American heart. He had no doubt, if the 
expedition were authorized, that Mr. Reynolds 
would be employed to accompany it; for he 
possessed more information with regard to those 
seas, and was every way better calculated to 
make the expedition what it ought to be, than 
any man within the circle of his acquaintance. 
He was in possession of all the facts which had 
been collected in reference to that portion of the 
globe, which was to be examined and explored, 
and he possessed the entire confidence of ail who 
knew him. 


i 


i! “oe . 
| expedition. But that fact would have no influence 
: upon his course. Mr. H. was authorized to say 
that his zeal for the success of the measure, and 
for the interest of the expedition, would continue 
unabated, and whatever he could do to insure 
its properous termination would be cheerfully 
performed. Thus much he felt himself bound 
_ to say in defense of his friend, who, although 
the gentleman did not mean to assail him, might 
_ Suffer in public estimation from the remarks 
which had been made, if they remained entirely 
, unanswered. 

What were the evidences of public opinion in 
favor of this expedition? Ina Government like 
ours, public opinion was everything. It was 
proper that it should be so. Enlightened public 
opinion was always right; and it was a great 
moral lever which, ina good degree, now governed 

l the civilized world; and the time was rapidly ap- 
proaching when it would be completely triumph- 
ant in all the political movements that took place 
in this country. 

This measure had been asked for by the whole 
commercial and navigating community, so far as 
they have expressed an opinion. The members 
of the Legislatures of eight different States have, 
within a few years past, recommended it to our 
favorable consideration: New York, New Jersey, 
Rhode Island, Pennsylvania, Maryland, Virginia, 
North Carolina, and Ohio, had, in this manner, 
decided in its favor. Many of the commercial 
towns and cities had petitioned for it. The East 
India Marine society of Massachusetts, all of 
whose members, by the Constitution, must have 
personally doubled either Cape Horn or the Cape 
of Good Hope, had sent us a préssing memorial 
in its favor. This document was entitled to great 
weight, It came from gentlemen who had expe- 
ricncc, combined with intelligence, upon this 
subject. They had personally seen and braved 

, the dangers which everywhere meet the naviga- 
tor who penetrates into the regions which it would 
| be the business of this expedition to explore and 
describe. To their testimony might be added 
that of two of the most able and experienced 
commanders in the American navy, Commodore 
Downes and Captain Jones. Their letters were 
‘among the documents upon our tables. They 
were valuable for more purposes than one; the 
refuted the idea advanced by some, that our ordi- 
nary squadron sent out to the Pacific to protect 
the trade of our citizens, could accomplish all 
that was desirable. Speaking of this subject, 
Commodore Downes says: 

“An expedition fitted out for the purpose of improv- 
ing our knowledge of the hydrography of those seas, has 
otten been the subject of my reflections. As the Repre- 
sentative of a distriet largely engaged in the whale fishery, 
you, Mr. Reed, must frequently have seca, from the reports 
of masters of vessels engaged in that business, accounts of 
new islands and reeis being frequently discovered, and 
wiiich are cither not laid down on the charts, or so erro- 
neously marked, that they can give no security to the 
mariner. Itis probable that not less than five hundred of 
ticss islands and reots have been marked with sufficient 
accuracy by our whalers, sealers, and trafficers, of one 
Kind or another, to enable an expedition to examine the 
most important of them, without much loss of time in seek- 

‘ing their positions. ‘This will enable the discovery vessels 
to do more in Iess time than has probably ever been effected 
by a similar enterprise from any other country. he ac~ 
counts given of the dangers and losses to which our ship- 
ping ix exposed, by the extension of our trade into seas but 
little Known, so far, in my opinion, from being exaggerated, 
world adrait of being placed in bolder relief, and the pro- 
tection of Government implored in stronger terms. Ispeak 
from practical knowledge, having myself seen the dangers, 
and painfully feit the want of the very kind of information 
in tie guidance of a vessel in those seas which our com- 
mereial interests so much need, and which I suppose 
wold be the obiect of such an expedition as is now under 
consideration before the Committee of Congress to give. 
Indeed, the whole of this business, it seems to me, is a plain 
and practical aj The commerce of our country has 

: extended itself to remote parts of the world—is carried on 
around islands and reefs not laid down on the charts, 
among even groups orislands, from ten to sixty in number, 
abounding in objects vainable in commerce, but of which 

| nothing is known accurately; no, not even the sketch of a 
harbor has been made; while of sneh as are inhabited our 

| knowledge is still more imperfect. It would seem to re- 
quire no argument to prove that a portion of our commerce 
inigut be rendered more secure, and probably greatly in- 

sed, by veasels seni properly prepared to examine such 
33 
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ich I spent some time among the Soriety, Sandwich, 
- other Plands, afforded me a good opportunity of seeing, 
in partial operation, most of the branches of commerce, the 
advantages of which you so clearly demonstrated in your 
address to the Committee on Naval Affairs. a 
«That there is a great field open for national enterprise 


in the region to which you have invited the attention of the | | 
that such @ voyage as you contemplate | The bill to appropriate for a limited time the proceeds of the | 
and of course national, in- |. 
which cannot be brought . 


American people cannot be j and I accord most | 
heartily with you, ; 
would open to our commercial, 
terests sources of great wealth, 
into action without the protecting aid of Government.” 

Such are the opinions of another intelligent and 
experienced naval officer, who is intimately ac- 
quainted with the whole subject 

Now, sir, the gentleman from 
Hawes) I expect, was never out of sight of Jand 
in hig life; he resides far in the interior, and has 
not devoted much time to the examination of 
this question; and yet he sets up his opinion in 
opposition to these gentlemen, and pronounces 
the whole scheme to be useless to the country, 
and perfectly visionary. Let me ask the gentle- 
man to pause before he takes such strong ground, 
and review his opinions. He may find good 
reason to retract what he has heretofore believed, 
and to become the advocate of a measure which 
rallies such able men to its support. . 

It has been said in the course of the discussion, 
that this subject is new to us, and we want more 
information before we act definitely in relation. to 
it. Are gentlemen aware, that in: 1827-°28, reso-: 
lutions passed this House authorizing this expe- 
dition? Suchis the fact, and want of funds alone 
prevented it from being sent out the following 
summer. At the succeeding session of 1828-’29, 
a bill passed this House directing the expedition, 
and wags. sent to the Senate, where it was not 
acted upon for want of time. Atthe present ses- 
sion, the Senate had passed the appropriation, 
almost unanimously, and it now remained for us 


Kentucky, [Mr. 


to do our duty in that manner which became-.the | 


Representatives of a great people. We havehad 
this subject before Congress for eight years. - It 
has twice been adopted by the House, and once 
by the Senate of the United States; and yet, with 
all these evidences of its utility and importance, 
gentlemen rise in their places, and 
nounce it to be a harbráined and visionary 
scheme, not deserving our serious examination! 


upon further reflection, their injustice would be 
seen and acknowledged. 


He thought he had shown that this expedition | 
was not new, and that various similar ones had 


been organized both in Europe and in this coun- 


try. Neither was it unconstitutional, for its chief d 


object was te aid in the regulation, promotion an 
security of our foreign commerce. The expense 
would be but trifling compared with the wealth 
and-power of this nation, and the magnitude and 
importance of the objects to be accomplished. It 
was due to the commercial community and the 
navigating interest, as a measure of justice, and 
would be beneficial to all classes of our citizens. 
Upon what principle, then, could we refuse it? 
Should it be said that we, who were the second, 
if not the first, commercial nation in the world, 
must continue to navigate the ocean with the de- 
fective charts furnished us by foreigners? It was 
notorious that we were now doing so. It was 
humiliating to think of it. If we deducted from 
the commercial marine of Great Britain, our on! 
rival upon the seas, the amount of tonnage widen 
she employed in the coasting trade, which did not 
engage in her foreign commerce, we had probably 
the largest commercial marine afloat upon the 
ocean. Supposing this to be so, we were now the 
first commercial people upon the globe; and the 
amount of capital invested in this branch of na- 
tional industry was daily increasing. Should it 
be said that we were so penurious, so illiberal, or 
so destitute of skill and enterprise, as not to ex- 
tend adequate protection to our valuable and ad- 
venturous citizens, who had embarked in this 
trade? Would this reproach be just? He did 
not believe it. He was satisfied that the intelli- 
gence of the country expected us to act promptly 
and liberally upon this subject; and that ey 
consideration of wisdom, justice, and sound pol- 
icy, which could operate upon an American 
statesman, required us to e this appropria- 
tion. f 


A pro--|| 


|| will be entirely lost to the country; and, as con- 
Such imputations were unmerited; and he hoped, | y S i 


| satisfied that they have no- foundation in, reality 
: on whieh to rest. . Connected, however, with this 
j subject, there has been another charge made ofa 


| pop of our institutions. It has been said, 
an 
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DISTRIBUTION OF THE PUBLIC LANDS. 


SPEECH OF HON. THOS. MORRIS, | 
OF OHIO, 
In Senate, April 29, 1836. 


sales of the Public Lands among the States, and to grant - 
Lands to certain States, being under consideration, © | 


Mr. MORRIS addressed the Senate as follows: 
Mr. Presiwent: Itis with extreme reluctance 
that I rise. to address the Senate on the present 
occasion, though somewhat used, to legislative 
debates; yet in this body, could I suffer my 
own feelings to be my guide, I should. remain 
asilent listener, and. be content with, that. vote 
which my jeeeuene should dictate, rather than | 
mingle in debate on this or any other question; 

but there are circumstances under which individ- 

ual feeling must give way to duty; and individual 

judgment must be governed by the calls of pub-. 


| lie opinion, and when silence is no longer com- , 
; mendable, but is in fact a fault. Under these 


circumstances I find myself now placed. The! 
bill under consideration is of an important char- | 
acter; it deeply affects not only the interest of |! 
the western country, but the United States gen- | 
erally.. The Senators from Ohio have different | 
views.on this subject; and as one of them. has ; 
had the opportunity, as chairman ofthe Land, 
Committee, to express his yews in a report, on 
the introduction of this bill, itseemsto require of , 
the other a duty with which he cannot dispense, ; 
and which he will now attempt to discharge... _— : 
. Before, however, I proceed to. the exanajnation ; 
of the principles of the bill,.and the report upex | 
which it is founded, I feel.constrained -to give a 
passing notice to some topics.that have been in- | 
troduced into this discussion, Like most others į 
that have gone before, it has not been. permitted 
to 
strictures upon the course pursued by the present. 
Administration. And to alarm the country, and į 
| to hide the real deformity of this measure from the 
public view, ithas been attempted to be shown that 
the public money in the deposit banks is unsafe, , 
and, ifnot speedily drawn from those institutions, 


nected with this question, the safety and necessity 
: of a United States Bank has again been urged 
on the American people. a 
I will not attempt to examine the assertions on` 
these points. They have been so often met and 
refuted, that I will only say that I am entirely 


more grave and serious nature, and that, too, 
from a quarter which is calculated to give it force 
and effect in the country, and which, if true, || 
would be. just cause of fear for the safety and ji 


that with a boldness that seemed to bid de- 
fiance, that there was a constant propensity and 
apparent determination on the part of the friends 
of the Administration to increase the power of 
the Executive, and to decrease and bring into dis- 
repute the legislative power; and this is attributed 
to that undue influence which, in the fancy of 
gentlemen, General Jackson is said to have, not 
only over members of this body, but over. the 
country generally. ; 
That General Jackson isa popular President, 
I freely admit; that he is deservedly so, I prove 
by the united voice of the great body of the 
American people; but that he has any of that ser- 
vile class of friends who surrender their own judg- 
ment in obedience to his wish, I am not disposed 
to. believe; and while gentlemen complain in such 
strong terms of his withering popularity, as they 
call. it, itwould be well for them to examine why 
it 18 30, and. ascertain the true principle upon | 
which it rests. The people of this country gus- 
tain General Jaekson, not because his word is a 
law to them, but because the public will is the 
| law that governs his action. It will be remem- 
bered that during the administration of Mr. 
Monroe, and under the auspices of the Bank of 
the United States, there had been a constant tend- 


| 


ency in the f gratings of Congress to build up 
systems and forms of government unknown to 


s without some severe animadversions and , 


| called for in curtailing. their acts. . 
condition of men that renders them honorable or 


| the Constitution. The American system, claiming 


within itself an undefined and undefinable power 

began to dexeloy its objects under the next Ad- 
ministration; it had brought that Administration 
into power against the known wishes and opin- 
ions of the American people. The whole doctrine 
of internal improvement, protecting tariffs, and 
in fact the whole domestic industry of the coun- 
try, was claimed by Congress to be within its 
constitutional power; and the doctrine was openly 
avowed that the Representative should not suffer 
himself to be palsicd by the will of his constitu- 
ents. These alarming encroachments upon the 
constitutional rights of the people convinced 
them of the necessity of a change of. mcasures, 
which ‘was begun durirz the latter term of Mr. 
Monroe’s administration; and General Jackson 
was looked to as a successor, not on account. 
only ofthe military glory he had acquired at New 
Orleans, but for the firm integrity and disinter- 
ested patriotism he had displayed in every situ- 
ation in which _he had. been placed, and his 


‘ well known and inflexible republican principles, 


There was no local influence or personal fecling 


'eonnected with his circumstances that woul 


prevent him from being, what in fact he is, the 
second father of his country; and the people 
brought him into power by a most triumphant 
majority, for the express purpose that his Ad- 
ministration might break down these newly- 
created systems; and he has not disappointed 
their just expectations, but has faithfully, as far 
as in him lay, carried out those principles that 
brought him into power. This, sir, is the whole 
secret of his popularity; and though a combina- 
tion. of money, talent, and influence bere un- 
known in ‘this country has constantly assailed 
his Administration, and aided by the power of 
Congress, and in particular this branch, has en- 
deavored to keep alive and ‘preserve those sys- 
tems, opposition to which brought him into power, 
yet his firmness in resisting them has been con- 
stantly met by increasing popularity; and the 
peo le have been compelled to leok to General 
ackson to save them from the improvident legis- 
lation of Congress. I regret that this necessit 
has been imposed on, the country, yet such will 


' be the result until the will of the constituent body 


is faithfully carricd into effect in, the’ halls of 
legislation. Let gentlemen who oceupy scats in 
Congress, and who complain of the popularity 
of the President as dangerous, if not ruinous, to 
the country, profit by the example he has sct 
them; let them faithfully represent the public 
will, and not attempt to build up systems to ad- 
vance the interests of one portion of the commu- 
nity at the expense ofthc other; let them carry 


| into operation the power of the people, and no 
| longer endeavor to exercise power over them, and 
i they will be equally popular with the President, 


and render the exercise of exccutive power un- 
It is. not the 


popular in this country, but a faithful discharge 
of the duties which they undertake to perform. 
It has been also said in the course of this debate, 
as matter of alarming tendency, that it is claimed 
for the President that he is the representative of 
the people, and that General Jackson has put up 
such claim in his own behalf as the single rep- 
resentative of the whole people of the United 
States. Whether these assertions be well founded 
or not, I think it unnecessary to inquire. I have 
never been alarmed at the cry of danger from 
executive power. That power, though cxténsive. 
in its operations, is held under so many checks 
and restraints, that I have always viewed it the 
weakest and least dangerous of the three great 
powers of this Government. It is in the first 
place an elective power by the whole people for 


| a short period of years; and being intrusted to a 


single person, it is watched with the most vigilant 
attention, and the least departure from correct 
rinciples is deeply noted in. the public mind. 

tis a power which can originate- no measure, 
but is the agent and subject to the orders of the 
other great powers of the Government. Being in 
the hands of one man, he is subject to impeach- 
ment by the Representatives of the people; and 
the Senate, with the Chief Justice at its head, are 
his judges. It would be strange indeed, if the 
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pe i : 
them? Lholdthey ought. The President ought 


by public opinion. 
Siates, another branch of the same system, has 

also fallen under the veto power, and a like result 

has followed. But still gentlemen are not satis- 

fied, or disposed to abandon this hopeless contest. 

They have, by the introduction of the bill under 

consideration, changed the mode of attack, but 

not the nature of the war. Adhering to the doc- 

trine, that by patronage they can acquire popu- | 
larity, having been foiled in their attempts here- | 
tofore to appropriate money to favorite objects | 
and persons, to be expended by the agents of this | 
Government, they are attempting by this bill to | 
bestow money upon the States, by which it is no | 
doubt hoped that the very objects which have ' 
heretofore been attempted, may be gained in a 
more covert, insidious, and hidden manner. And 
that popularity which was to be gained from indi- 
viduals is to be transferred to States. Sir, I pre- 
dict this last scheme will prove more fatal to its 
friends than any of the class to which it belongs. ; 
It is true we have heard much said in its favor, and , 
both talent and eloquence have been employed in - 
its support; but, for mysclf, I have heard nothing | 
new in principle, or forcible in argument, that is 

not contained in the report of the committce on | 
this subject. I have turned my attention to that — 
report, as embodying in the ablest manner all the 

argument and reason that can be brought together | 
in support ofthe bill—a report drawn up, no doubt, | 
with great care and deliberation. shall en- | 
deavor to examine that report, and show that it | 
is both fallacious and inconclusive. | 
_ The committee assufħe in their report that there . 
is a vast surplus of revenue in the Treasury; that 
tais state of things is not desirable, because its | 


natural tendency is to produce extravagance in i 


appropriation, and wastefulness in the expendi- 
ture of the public money. This is a truism in 
part, not to be controverted; butif it be true that 


f 
I 


this surplus actually exists, it is strange that the ` 


committee, after having discovered this wasteful | 
disease and its cause, instead of recommending a 


radical cure, should propose to extract the infec- |! 


tious matter from this Government, and diffuse it 
into the State governments, and thus innoculate | 
the entire body politic. To prevent its effects | 
here, this political empiricism would be produc- 
tive of the most fatal results. The reduction of 
the customs, which would be a complete and 


effectual cure, the committee believe cannot, or | 
rather ought not, to be resorted to, because it | 
; 
| 


would awaken, as they say, feclings dangerous to | 
the peace and harmony of the country. And the 

reason assigned for ik 

that the tariff law now in force is the result of 
compromise of the opinions of citizens in differ- 
ent sections of the Union, and ought not to be 
disturbed, unless a strong political necessity calls 


| 
is strange conclusion is, |: 


The tariff as it now exists is not the compro- 


mise of the opinions of the citizens in the differ- 
ent sections of the country, because it is too 
evident to require proof, that the citizens of the 


United States have constantly been opposed toa: 


protective tariff, and to the collection of taxes, 
either directly or indirectly, to a greater amount 
than would be necessary for the support of the 
Government; and on this ground have they con- 
stantly opposed the whole doctrine of internal 
improvements by Congress. The present tariff 
law is rather the result of a compromise between 
individual members of Congress, representing 
different sectional interests of the country, and 
was entered into for the advancement of those in- 
terests, independent of any consideration of re- 
sults as operating upon the citizens generally, in 
each and every section of the Union. The meas- 
ure was a foul conception, and produced an un- 
natural offspring. Its firstborn was an attempt 
to bind the hands of any future Congress from 
legislating on the subject for a given term of years; 
its next has been to accumulate money in the 
Treasury, which may be used to corrupt this 
Government, or be used for corrupting the gov- 
ernments of the States, as may best suit the in- 
terest or convenience of those who have, for the 
time being, the power of its disposal. 

Under this unnatural state of things, it is said 
that the present rate of duties must be continued, 
and kept up for the proper regulation of com- 
merce, and may be necessary for the ordinary 
wants of Government. If this last be truc, then 
indeed ought not the customs to be reduced; and 
if sufficient for the ordinary wants of the Gov- 
ernment is to be raised by the customs, then the 
public lands ought no longer to be considered 
as a source of revenue; but I confess I am unable 
to see either the truth or force of the former part 
of the argument. Duties for the proper regula- 
tion of commerce does not depend on the amount, 
but on their equality in the different ports of entry 
in the United States. If this be correct, (and I 


is, that the appropriations, or the larger portion 
thereof, would be expended upon the sea-coast, 
or in our great commercial cities; and the com- 
mittee scem to claim, as a matter of right, the 
expenditure of money by this Government ina 
general distribution over the whole surface of the 
nited States. This, again, is a delusive argu- 
ment addressed to the selfish passions of men, 
and more particularly to western citizens; and it 
is well calculated to ensnare public opinion, and 
draw it aside from the real merits of the case. 
To object to the application of the public revenue 
in the erection of fortifications and building of 
ships, because it does not at once scatter the 
money over the whole United States, is an argu- 
ment in itself a perfect solecism. As well might 
an objection be urged that food is conveyed into 
the stomach alone, and that the other members 
of the body are neglected, as complain of the 
erection of defenses upon the sea-board, or in 
‘our commercial cities. It is the fitness of the 


'| place for sustaining the body politic that should 


i require our care, and not any partiality for its 


:i inhabitants. The protection and safety of our 


deem it an undeniable position,) then the whole ; 


argument on this point falls to the ground; for 
surcly the customs can be so lessened as to re- 
duce entirely the whole surplus revenue in the 
Treasury. The attempt to tie up the hands of a 


future Congress, by the mere operation of a law, |, 


is still a more palpable error. The legislative 


power of the country is at all times equal; it has | 


no bounds but the Constitution, and ought to 


have no other guide than the public will; where , 


that leads it ought always to follow. It is essen- 
tial to the welfare of the country, as well as the 
maintenance of equal rights, that the legislative 

ower should constantly be free and unencum- 
Pered, except as has been mentioned; but this 
never would be the case if its deliberations could 
be prevented from being had on any subject by 
existing laws, over which it ought not to exer- 
cise’ any control. 


It would establish this dan- |: 


gerous principle, that the power of the people is | 


not always competent for the maintenance of their 
rights. - 

‘The proposed measure of increasing the ap- 
propriations for fortifications, the Navy, and gen- 
eral defense of the country, is not by the com- 


l! mittee attempted to be directly negatived; but it 


is said that large and liberal appropriations of 


money for these purposes, though just and proper | 


in itself, cannot be well applied, and ought not to 
be made, because it is not in our power to supply 
proper materials and skillful engineers for this 
purpose. This is, at least, the force of the argu- 
ment; and, on account of this exigency, no more 


| than ordinary appropriations ought to be made. 


I am at a loss for words to express my surprise 


\ at this argument; nor can I, for a moment, admit 


its correctness; I can view it in no other light 
than a libel upon the American people; and an 
imputation on their skill and industry; that peo- 
ple whose inventive faculties and mechanical 
genius have not only surpassed former ages, but 
are the wonder of our own, and who have sub- 
jeniec the very elements to the condition of a 
aborer in their employ; that this people should 
be told by their Representatives that they have 


i! not unfrequently of 
i 


'| with equal 


‘large commercial citics, as well as the sea-board, 
| are essentially connected with the welfare of the 
interior country, and the interest and prosperity 
of the far West; a blowstruck there would vibrate 
through the whole Union. It is the safety of the 
outposts that gives pence and security to the 
country. We of the West ought to feel as deep 
an interest in the safety and security from foreign 
aggression of New York or Philadelphis, as any 
of our own cities; and this would be the case, 
could we divest ourselves of that selfishness to 
which all men are more or less liable. 

There is nothing, then, in this argument, when 
rightfully considered, that we ought not to make 
large, liberal, and extensive appropriations of 
money for the defense of the country, because 
i the greater part thereof will be expended in our 
great commercial citics, or upon the sca-board. 
| Many, and I have no doubt most of our constit- 
uents, have never seen this Capitol, with all its 
gaudy and expensive decorations; and a goodly 
number, it is highly probable, have never seen 
the hall of legislation in their own States, or even 
the court-houses in theirown counties; nor have 
they felt any direct influence or gain arising from 
the expenditures of money in the erection of 
either; yet they have contri uted, and cheerfully, 
too, for the erection of all those objects, because 
they are necessary in the due and regular admin- 
istration of justice, as well as for the safety and 
security of individual rights; and they have done 
this without a complaining murmur that no part 
` of the money was disbursed on their own farms. 

The reducing the price of the public lands, or 
the ceding them to the States in which they lie, 
-is next considered by the committees. The first 
- objection to a reduction of price is, that it would 
tend to reduce the price of real estate generally. 
This objection is not well founded; the price of 
an article is a relative term, wanting bot stabil- 
iformity: it is the effect not of reason 
but frequently of caprice or whim, and 
taste, convenience, or neces- 
public lands, justice, reason, 
, all seem to unite in 


: ity and un 
or justice, 


sity. But as to the l 
convenience, and necessit i 
requiring Congress to reduce the price; and if 
this argument of the committee be valid, it applies 
force against the introduction or erec- 
machinery, or the establishment 
ng house, for those now in exist- 
d in value thereby, & position 
themselves would 


tion of any new 
of any new tradi 
ence will be lessene J 
which I believe the committee 
not contend for. i : 

The next objection to a reduction of the price 
of the public lands is, that 1t would operate 
to the injury, not the benefit, of the country in 
which the lands are situated. This argument 1s 
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; = 
attempted to be sustained on the same ground as | 
but making its application more local, `| 
by the assertion that it would reduce the price of || 


the former, 


all land in the neighborhood pro rata with that of 
the public land. In reply to this argument, I beg 
leave to remind the committee that the unite 

voice and almost unanimous opinion of the peo- 
ple, in all the States in which the public lands are 
situate, , AS 
of every intelligent and unbiased citizen who has 
any correct knowledge of the new countries. 


is against them, as well as the opinion | 


They all well know that the Government, which | 
secures the greatest quantity of bor ber and | 


comfort to the people, is unquestionably the best; 
and that the surest means to accomplish this de- 
sirable end is to enable every man to become a 
freeholder, so that he can have the satisfaction of 


saying that some spot, however small, is his own; | 


that the Government of this country is bound to 

rotect him in its quict enjoyment, and that, when 
he shall return from his daily labor to his hearth 
and his fireside, none shall be suffered to make him 


afraid; the sleep of such a man will be quiet, and || 
his repose sweet; and no matter how coarse his | 


fare may be, his love.of country will never fade 
nor languish. Such men as these are the true 
riches of Government, and will always be found 
ready to defend their country for their country’s 
sake.. It ought to be our most ardent wish and 
constant policy to pone means by which every 
man in the United States might become a free- 
holder, if that freehold did not consist of more 
than twenty-five acres; indeed, it matters not so 
much as to quantity, if a right to the soil be the 
lot of every citizen. 

Another objection made to a reduction of the 
price of the public lands by the committee is, 
thatit would encourage speculation, and throw 
the whole of the public domain inte the. hands of 
sharp-sighted capitalists, who would be enabled 
to retail it at advanced prices to actual settlers. 
This objection is more showy ‘than solid, for 
every day’s experience teaches us that. specula- 
tion in articles of high value is more common 


than in those of low; when the. Government , 


lands were, sold at two dollars per acre, specula- 
tion was as much complained of then as now. It 
is the relative, not the actual value of an article, 
that induces speculation. But. this objection is 
easily obviated by providing for the sale of the 
public land to actual settlers only, and in limited 
quantities. >< i ae 

- The last, and which the committee consider 
the most important objection. to the reduction of 
‘price in the sale of.the.-public lands, or ceding 
them to the States in-which they are situate, is, 
that the several States, by their deeds of cession 
to the United States, vested only a trust power, 
and that the Government of the United States is 


‘only the mere trustee of the several States, i| 


bound to carry into effect the grants made by the 
States for the specific purposes intended by the 

tors; and when those purposes are fulfilled, 
‘the residue of the grant doesn, and of right ought 


‘to, revert tothe States; and extending the trust ' 
. power further than I believe it has ever: been ex- | 


tended’ in equity, they give the trustee the power 
to change the natare of the trust, ahd convert the 


lahd into! money, and distribute that-amengst the 


‘States. And one further stretch of the imagina- || 


tion leads the committee to conclude that lands ac- 
quired. by the United States by virtue of. treaties 
made since the adoption of the Constitution, have 
-been paid for ‘by money had from.the sale of 
-lands ceded. by:the States, and, according to the 
` rule laid down, they subject the proceeds of these 
- lands to the like disposition. ss 
My first objection to this fine-spun and subtle 


t 


' theory is, that have serious doubts that the sov- | 


“ereign power of the country, at least the sovereign 


ower of this Government, as vested in Congress | 


y virtue of the Constitution of the United States, 


: can, in any case, become a mere and naked trus- | 


- tee; though it may be said that the idea-is -bor- 


‘rowed from monarchical power, yet it is no less | 


correct, that the sovereign power of a country, 
be it vested in whom it.may, is supposed to be 
constantly employed for the public good, and that 


“no Darel cate tan enter into its composition. It i 
‘eannot subject itself to control by any part of | 


* those over whom its constant. duty is to: watch 
for the welfare of all; nor can it act in subordi- 


nation to any other power; for, in either case, it 
would be an abrogation of sovereignty. Butitis 
not absolutely necessary to sustain the argument 
| that I should rely exclusively on the general 
doctrine that the sovercign power, where it is 
primary, original, and confined in its operation 
only by constitutional limits, as is the case with 


j is brought into operation by grants, the exer- 
cise of its power must be limited and brought 
expressly within those grants; and I contend, 


i for the purpose of diffusing knowledge amongst 
men. But if such power can be inferred from 
the- Constitution, it must be from some general 
grant in that instrument; and if .so, by virtue 
thereof, the United States cannot only act as 
i trustee for the several States, but may ‘be the 


ever. ‘This Government, if this position be cor- 
'yect, can become the trustee of the Barings or 
i Rothschilds in the management of. any money 
‘ concern’ they may think proper to establish in 


‘knowledge amongst men, or of buying men for 
' political purposes without knowledge, or, atleast, 
‘| without virtue. Under this gencral trust power, 
i| as itis presented to my mind, and as admitted 
-|and, indeed, contended for by the committee, 
| Congress can become the trustee of the Bank of 
England; the trustee of thc East India Company, 
'| or of any-foreign Government whateyer; and thus 
i| act in the double capacity of an American. Legis- 
. lature, and as agent or trustee for another power, 
' however inimical that power may: be to our own. 


‘| trustee, can effect any object they wish, no mat- 
‘ter what that object is, whether within the granted 
poren of the Constitution or not. Congress may 
` have in view a favorite abject of internal improve- 
ment, for the benefit of two or more favorite States: 
„they may bestow upon, or, in the language of the 
' bill, distribute. to these States millions of the pub- 
ilic revenue; and it may be well understood that 
| the States are to create Congress a trustee for the 
| express, purpose of expending this money accord- 
| ing to their own,wish. . There can be no end of 
i| abuses ofthis kind if Congress can act as trustee, 
and accomplish that which they cannot do by 
, direct acts of legislation. I contend, in the next 
place, that the deeds of cession made by the States 
‘to. the United: States did not create a trust, nor 
|.were they so. intended; they contain no words of 
i| limitation but such as are applicable to the exer- 
|| eise of power by Congress in every other case. 
Take, for-example, as the committee have, the 
i: deed of cession made by Virginia. The only 
i, words of limitation. mentioned by the committee, 
itand they are the only ones in the deed, are, that 
:|_the land ceded shall be considered a common fund 
| for the use and benefit of all the United. States, 
members of the Federal alliance, and shall be faith- 
fully and bona fidely disposed of for that purpose, 
and for no other use or purpose whatever. These 
i} words, which. are ‘now. to operate as a talisman 
and change of the money received for public 
lands from the character of. revenue into: that 
ij of property: held by the Government in.trust for 
‘| the States, are nothing more, nor.can they. right- 
| fully receive any other construction, than to place 
the availsof the public lands on the same footing 
|| as the proceeds of taxes, duties, or customs... The 
||- money received from all oreither of these sources 
i; is -the ‘revenue ofthe country, and Congress is 
| hound in good faith to consider ita common fund 
',for the use and benefit of all the United States, 
:asajoint pohiri a and not as a fund belonging 
ipto the States severally; and Congress have power 


| such objects as. are exclusively within the power 
of this Government, and to no other use, intent, 
|| or purpose whatever. .. a 

if t there is ‘an inconsistency in the views of 
the committee, which they seem to have entirely 
overlooked. They contend that this Govern- 
ment, as trustee, ought to distribute the proceeds 
| of the public lands tothe States in severalty; 


ll whilé the very words of the trust which they 


i 

i 
ir 

i 


the legislative power of the States, cannot be. 
|| a trustee; yet in a Government like that of the 
| United States, where its whole action exists and - 


that.in no part or clause of the Constitution of the |. 
United States is the power granted to Congress ` 
ii to become a trustee in any case; no, not even l 


trustee of any forcign gentleman or State what- : 


‘| this country, whether it be. for the diffusion of | 


į Indeed, I cannot sec but Congress, by becoming ' 


only to: apply the whole, or any part thereof, to | 


| claim are, that the land shall be a common fund 
-| for the use of the States as a jomt confederacy. 
‘| This very inconsistency proves the fallacy of 
¡i their whole system. 
‘| That the United States acquired a full and ab- 
: solute title to the lands ceded by the States, I 
i: think is clearly evident, ‘because Congress have 
granted portions of these lands to States, as well 
as individuals, without any compensation given 
for the same; and titles made in pursuance of 
` such grants are unquestionably valid in courts of 
law, and the power of Congress in this particular, 
nas being rightfully exercised, has never been 
questioned in public opinion. 

In my own mind, I am perfectly satisfied that 
the public lands of the United States may be 
granted by Congress to the individual States in 
which they he, or to individual persons, with or 
without compensation, as the safety or security of 
the United States. shall require; but when con- 
verted into moncy, and paid into the Treasury 
of the United States, they assume a different 
character; they are revenue; and that Congress 
| can apply. the revenue of the country to internal 
i: improvements, or make a donation of it to States 
| or individuals, has been constantly denied by a 
great majority of the American people. 

The approval by the people ofthe veto of the 
, President on the Maysville and Lexington road 
|, bill is, to my mind, conclusive evidence on this 
| point; and is in accordance with my own opinion, 
, which has been long settled, that Congress does 
not possess the power to appropriate money for 
internal improvements in any casc, though some, 
whose judgment I highly respect, contend that 
|| Congréss have this power, if the improvement is 
i| of a national character. I have never been able 
to make this distinction, because I am unable to 

discover what gives nationality to a road or canal, 

or other works of a like kind; no, one yet has, 
‘I believe, been able to settle the question satis- 
|. factorily to himself. Whether it be length, width, 
|, or the cost of construction, or its locality, remains 
' yetan unsettled point. Some contend tliat a road 
: or canal which has its route in two or more States, 
‘ or connects with two or more large cities, is na~ 
i tional, and ought to be constructed by Congress 
‘with the money of the United States; while 
|i others seem to think that the bare application of 


7 
it 
‘| 


i: these funds to such works gives them their na- 


tional character, and this very disagreement 
|| proves the unsoundness of the doctrine. For my 
! own part, I have never been able to assent to any 
| of these theories, nor can I believe that Congress 
can rightfully apply the money of the United 
States, either directly by thé operation of an act 
of Congress, carried into effect by officers of this 
Government, or indirectly, by or through the 
.agency of the States, to any such objects. But it 
may, and has. been said in support of this doc- 


|| trine, and that, too, with great confidence, that 


‘Congress have power to make military roads. I 
‘am-not willing to cede even this as a permanent 
power tobe exercised at any time, and under 
any circumstance, by Congress. That Congress 
| has. power to provide means for marching the 
armies of the United States from one part of the 
country to another is undeniable; and that they 
have power to order roads, made for such pur- 
pose, 1s equally so. Bat this power rests on the 
same foundation, end is to be governed by the 
same. principles as the right to, quarter soldiers 
‘in the houses of citizens, or to take private prop- 
erty for public use. ` A compensation for the use 
is to be made the owner in money; and so soon 
‘as the use is determined, the property reverts to 
its original proprietor, in all cases where such 
_property is of a permanent nature. A military 
road is a mere temporary oecupancy of lard over 
which it passes, and when that is determined the 
-power of Congress over it ceases. Tn order to 
establish the doctrine of internal improvements 
| by this Government, and to extend the power of 
Consieas to making roads and canals, I have heard 
it urged with much earnestness, and relied on as 
conclusive, that the Constitution declares that 
Congress shall have power to establish postroads. 
The power given to Congress in the Constitution 
is in these words: ‘‘to-establish post offices ana 
post roads.” And it has been contended that to 
establish is to build, to erect, to make, &c. To 
this I cannot agree. That Congress has power 
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to direct upoa what road the mail shall be carried, 
no one doubts; and the words, “ to establish post 
roads,” as used in the Constitution. mean, as I 
understand them, to fix unalierably, and was in- 
tended, no doubt, to prevent the operation of 
State powcr from interfering with this branch of 
national economy, whose ramifications would 
nervade every section of the country. -1t was to 
Fan the travel of the mail secure upon one line 
while passing through a State, go as to connect 
with the same line in another State, and not to 
build or construct the road, that was intended by 
this provision of the Constitation, The power 
to establish post offices surely does not authorize, 
Congress to.b 
the i a 
J presume, would contend for; 
differenec in the two cases.. 

Upon the whole, then, I conclude that roads, 
canals, and works of internal ‘improvement of a 
like kind, are not’ such works as Congress can 
rightfully construct with the moncy of the nation, 
But, sir, I can readily conceive works which 
Congress can order; and it is from the nature and 
use to which the object is to be applied, and nof 


from its extension’ or quantity, that gives Con- | 
gress this right. A ship of war is à national | 


work; therefore, Congress aah order ship§ of, war 


to be built. The casting of. cannon ball, or the | 
making a musket, are also national works, anil ! 
even the printing the journals of this body. Con- | 


gress can, thercfore, have all this done; and so 
of every other object which is absolutely neces, 
sary to carry on the operations of this Goxern- 
ment. The quantity, as well as the time and 
manner of performing, the work, is altogether 
within the discretionary power of Congress; and 
to all. these objects, fe hone ‘other, can thig 
power or the money of this Government bè rights 
fully extended, Wes oo ce! N 
Ihave. thus far considered the report’ of. the 
committee, and have shown, I trust, that the 
public lands of the United States’ are not revé- 


nue; and that they were not cedéd’ to the United | 


States, as trustec, for the benefit of the States 
severally, but for’ the use and” benefit of ‘the 


United “States, as Government property; nor | 


‘were the deeds of cessjon accepted as trustee, 


ut as an independent sovercignty, the land to | 


be disposed of in such manner’ as Congress 
should. think expedient; but when sold and con- 


verted into money, that money becomes part of | 


the revenue of the country, and isto all intents 
aud pur ges In the same condition, to be disposed 
of in the same manyer, and none: other, ag 
moneys received’ into the Treasury from taxes, 
customs, or any other ‘source. ‘lam’ glad to be 
informed that Tam not alone in this opinion, I 
find in the debates on this” question, in -1832, 
which have this moment been put into my hands 
by a friend, the. same opinion expressed by an 
honorable Senator of exalted intellect, command- 
ing talents, and great power in debate, aud whose 
speechés l have read not only with admiration, 
but delight; and when, I gay this, 1 nect hey 
inform the Senate that that gentleman’ was from 
„South Carolina. © ek 

“Mr. Hayne moved to strike out the words 
‘¢ which provide for the distribution of the proceeds 
‘(public lands) amongst the States. He was 
<t opposed to the introduction of the principle of 
‘ distributing the revenue among the States. He 


ê insisted that the proceeds of the public lands did - 


t constitute a part of the revenue. The clause 
which he moved to strike out cut off a part ofthe 
s public reyenue, taking it from the Treasury to 
. s . D $ p 1 ` . 
* divide itamong the States.”” And farther, in nA 
to the Senator from Kentucky, [Mr. Cray,] Mr. 
Hayne contended, ‘that if the construction of 
* that Senator was correct, there was no limitation 


‘to the powers of the General Government, and | 
.* they might be exercised under a wild discretion, i 


* the extent of which could not be anticipated or 
‘controlled. He asserted there ought not to be 
‘any surplus money in ihe Treasury, but that 
.* care should be taken to regulate the taxes 80 as 
“to have no unnecessary amount in the Treas- 
“fury.” Itsecms to me that this argument ought 
.to have forever settled this question, but unfor- 
tunately it has not. It remains now that we in- 
quire whether the money called the surplus in the 


uild houses for each post ‘office in | 
Ünited States. ‘Such a construction no one, : 
yotd can sco-ng | 


| Treasury, should it be admitted to be altogether 
| the proceeds- of the public lands, can constitu, 
| tionally be drawn from ‘the Treasury, and distri- 
|| buted to the several States'as contemplated by the 
i| bill befgre us. ` The report of the committee itself 
‘| seems to doubt the unlimited power of Congress 
| over every part of the public ‘revenue, to be dis- 
:| posed of as mentioned in the bill; and well may 
i the committee doubt, for no moncy can be drawn 
| from the Treasury but in consequence of. appro- 
|| priations ‘made by law; and all appropriations 
ii must be, as the friends of the bill on a former 
| occasion rightfully contendéd, made for gome'spe- 
| eificand certain putpose, and such purpose clearly 
within the granted power of Congress.~ To this 
doctrine T do not objétt; itis the only safe ‘doc- 
trine for this Government to pursue, and it would 
| be farbetter; and more satisfactory tothe country, 
should Conéress adhere to it more strictlyin future 
than has been done in times that are past; but like 
allother sound texts in the hands of commenta- 
tors, it can be construed to cover the worst of pur- 
poses. It is attempted, however, to get over this 
objection—the want of specific dbject'in drawing 
this. moncy from the Treasury—by endeavoring 
to prove that there is a difference in the exercise 
of the power of Congress over moneys in the 
Treasury, arising from ‘the ‘sale of public lands, 
and that received from other sources; ‘but'in this 
attemptI think the committee have entirely failed. 
{ object, then, to the passage of this bill, because, 


all, for there is no purpose mentioned in the bill 
to which the money isto be applied. But should 
I waive this, and consider the distribution to the 
States a sufficient designation, I would still con- 
tend’ that this'is no appropriation for any definite 
object, ot for any purpose over which Congress 
can exercise. any constitutional authority what- 
ever. ` T wish to be clearly and distinctly under- 
stood on this’ point. Tho distribution of any 
part of the revenue ‘to’ the ‘States, whether’ the 
same be éalled surplus, or. .by‘any: other’ name, 
will be.an unauthorized act of Congress, because 
Congress has no power to compel the’ States tò 
apply the money to any specific object; for T pre- 
sume no one will contend that Congress can 
‘coerce’State legislation. ‘If'the moncy,'then, is 
appropriated to the States, it surely must be with- 
out constitutional authority, ‘because’ it‘is not 
given for the defense, protection, dr welfare of 
the United States; ‘nor is any other object what- 
éver designated to which it is to be applied, over 
which Congress can have the least control. * I 


remind gentlemen of the $3,000,000 appropriation 
passed by the House at the last session, and sent 
to the Senate'forconcurrence, which was strongly 
objected to as‘ unconstitutional ;' not because the 
use contemplated by the bill, to which the money 
was to be applied, was‘‘not within the power of 
‘Congress, but because the appropriation was not 


‘sufficiently specific.. Yet that appropriation was 
| to he applidd ‘by the President to fortifications, 
intrease of the Navy, and general expense of the 
country, should ‘circumstances occur making’ its 
|: expenditure necessary before the next meeting of 
il (Congress. But so obnoxious to the Constitution 
| was it deemed, that if'an enemy was batterin; 

the very walls of the Capitol; gentlemen ‘woul 

not vote itto savethem. Ithink we have the right 


t 


'! according to their doctrine and understanding 
of'it; is threatened with a thousand times more 
i ‘deadly assault than that which they feared in 
: the $3,000,000 appropriation, anf that they will 
‘step forward at once to “its rescue. Here is 
‘an: appropriation, or at least an a plication, to 
‘take from the “Treasury of the United: States, 
: nearly thirty millions of dollars. It is asked for 
“| without its being applied by Congress to any spe- 
cific purpose under heaven; but placed under the 
‘power of men over whom Congress has no earth- 
y control, and by whom it may be used for that 
“purpose which we have so often heard men- 
‘tioned, the dissolution of the Union itself, and 
the destruction of the very Government which 
bestows it. But this is not all. Congress, by 
this act, becomes the evil genius of the country, 
instead of its benefactor; because, the money 
being collected of all the citizens, without ob-. 
ject or necessity, it seems to be admittéd that 


in the first place, it makes no appropriation at |j 


to’ expect their votes now, when the Constitution, ' 


| Congress cannot devise the means by which this 
| ill-gotten treasure shall be returned to those from 
| whom it was actually taken; it is, therefore, con- 
| cluded to return it to'a part only. This money 
f has been collected from the pora laboring 
' classes, in comparatively speaking small quanti- 
ties; it is to be returned in masses to the States, 
and I defy the ingenuity of man, at least man as 
he now exists, to prevent it, under this process, 
from passing into the hands of the more wealthy 
| and speculating part. And we shall surely find 
that the appropriation by the States of money 
goHected by this Government, and distributed to 
them, will be to make the rich more wealthy, 
and to keep the laboring classes in perpetual in- 
digence. * Tt is a palpable truth, that the real 
wealth of a country must arise from the actual 
i labor of the country. Trade is always fictitious, 
| and in this country this fact is true to a proverb; 
and it is also trie that the great body‘of our la+ 
borers are agriculturists, and our greatest staples 
are the products of the earth. : All that this pro- 
ductive class of men ask of Government is, to 
provide for’. their security; for the earmings of 
their daily tail, that, when the evening sun shall 
go down, they may rest in quiet, and none, by 
| force or fraud, private or public, be permitted ‘to 
rob them’of their labor or disturb their repose; 
they ask not, they want not, gifts or gratuities 
from thé Government, because they well know 
i that the means of bestowment must be the op- 

ression of their own or a foreign country. 

` Jf we are to consider the distribution contem- 
plated by the bill as a mere gratuity on the part 
of this Government, and that Congress has no 
power to define the purposes to which the States 
shall apply it—and this principle seems to be ad- 
mitted by the billitself—I should be glad to know 
what could prevent Congress from distributing to 
twenty-four individuals, or any other number, 
this money, instead ofa distribution amongst the 
States. [can ‘see no- différence in the principle 
| governing the two'cases;: and the exercise of pow- 
| er, in my view of the subject, is as clearly uncon- 
| ptitutignal in the one case as: the other, though a 
[distribution to individuals would so-shock the 
moral sense of every mari that, with one united 
voice, it would’ be declared that Congress ‘had 
most grossly violated 'the Constitution, as well as 
being guilty of an act of moral turpitude. ` 
~ To bestow money as an act of Government, 
and leaVe its‘application to the’recipients, is one 
of the first, and commonly the surest means that 
despots resort to, not only to- in, but secure 
‘power, and strengthen their hold in every'coun- 
try where despotism has existed; and it is des- 
potism in any Government,'I care not by what 
‘name it is called, to exercise the power of colléct- 
ing money of the people, more than sufficient to 
‘defray the ‘necessary expenses of the country, 
and bestowing’ or-dividing the surplus according 
‘to’ its own pleasure, either‘ amongst States, cor- 
porations, or individuals.“ © 0 0 o o 

‘If Congress has the power to divide a part of 
the revermue collected by this Government amon 
the States, the right certainly exists to require 
States to make such application of the money as 
‘Congress shall think proper.. Such, indeed, was 
the principle of the original bill in this case, and 
it must-be, that, under this claim of power, Con- 
gress can direct and control State legislation; can 
‘require the different State’ Legislatures to apply 
the money in payment of Governor, Judges, and 
‘other officers of the State government; and even 
| the payment of their own wages. Congress can 
still go one step further; they can direct the pay- 
ment in'such sums as they may think proper, and 
in addition to the salaries allowed by the States. 
If the doctrine of dividing the surplus revenue be 
‘once admitted as correct, I cannot see why Con- 
gress has not the power to apply it directly to the 
‘payment of State ‘officers as a aitoe salaries, 
allowing tò each such sum as shall be deemed just, 
to be paid out of the Treasury of the United 
‘States on the warrant of such officer. . ` 
There is another view of this subject still more 
‘appalling. It is true that Congress, by the Con- 
“stitution of the United States, has no power to 
“make any law sareen an establishment of re- 
ligion, or prohibiting the free exercise thereof; 
has power tb create a sutplus 


but if Congress 
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nue, and power to make a distribution of the 
ae they ae effect, render null and void this 
vision of the Constitution; they can distribute 
this money to any church or sect they please, and 
thus, as far as-money and the favor of the Gov- 
ernment will answer, give such church or sect 
the ascendency, whether the same be Protestant 
or Catholic. ii is said money answers all things. 
Congress can then, by its use, make an establish- 
ment of religion. There can be no doubt on this | 
subject, if Congress possesses the power to make | 
the distribution as contemplated vibe bil. I 
feel confident that I have not extended the argu- 
ment further than the premises will warrant; and 
I now seriously put the question to every member - 
of this body, if he is prepared to say, that by > 
virtue of the power vested in him by the Consti- |: 
tution of the United States, he has the right to | 
vote an appropriation of money.to be paid out |; 
of the Treasury. of the United States for any of |; 
the s which I have mentioned. I do not! 
believe there is one Senator who will openly and © 
sitively avow such right. We test principles | 
y their application to individual cases; take, then, ` 
asinglecase. Abillis presented making an appro- 
priation of money far the payment of the salary of : 
the Governor of Ohio, with the condition that it | 
shall be in full, and that he shall not receive any | 
other pay or emolument from the State, or without | 
any condition whatever. Such a bill would not, I 
am sure, receive a single vote in this body; and yet, `i 
if we pass this bill, we are doing that indirectly, || 
which we would not dare.to do directly, by cre- 
ating or appointing .an. agent to receive this 
money, who has the power to apply € 
very Por above-mentioned. The bill as | 
amended by the committee is mare objectionable | 


on this account than the original, for that required || 


an application of the. money to certain. specified 
objects; and if Congress had power to apply 
money to these objects, there may be a, color of 


right. in the idea that Congress may. designate the || 
e bill before |! 


agent to make its application. 
us, however, opens the very flood-gates of cor- 
ruption, for it establishes the doctrine, that Con- 
ress.may levy upon the people of the United | 
tates any sum or sums of money fey may think 
proper, and bestow, or, to use the language of 
the bill, distribute any part thereof when and to 
whom it pleases. I deny. the whole power of 
this Government to collect and distribute a sur- 
lus revenue. The next question is, can the 
States rightfully, and in conformity to their own 
constitutions, permit Congress. to become their 
„almoner, and accept this proffered bounty? . This 
is an important congderation for the States them- 
selves, Have they so divested themselves of 
power as to heme the mere and inactive recipi- 
ents of the bounty of this Government, and kaler 
their own treasury to.be replenished by whoso- 
-ever is disposed to do so? Must they permit 
individuals, bankg, or even foreign Governments, 
to pour into their treasuries such sums of money 
‘as shall. be thought proper, as a mere and naked 
¿gratuity to the State? I am, clearly of opinion 
that no State government in this Union ought to 
open the doors of; their treasury for any such 
purpose; for. the accepting or rejecting of gifis.is 
a private and individual power, not transferable 
to the Representative of a State, because the act 
is matter of conscience, not of law.. 

But if the States are to have any agency in 
this distribution, if it is necessary for them to do 
anything in conformity. to. the act of Congress 
,to enable them to take and possess this surplus 

_revenue,I hold that such aet would be in contra- 
;vention of the tenth section of the first article of 
the Constitution of the United States, because it 
“would be a treaty or,confederation with another 
.Government, and the Biates surely intended to di- 
_ vest.themselves. of this. power by accepting the 
Constitution of the United States, for its exercise 
had led and would continue to lead to inextricable 
‘difiiculties and dangers to the equal. rights of the 
States, as wellas to their peace and union. To 
levy and collect taxes, duties and imposts, is an 
„attribute. of the sovereign power of a country. 
Congress could not have exercised it but by ex- 
-press grant. ‘TheStates, having granted it to Con- 
_ gress so far as the grant extends and is exclusive, 
-Cannot exercise the power themselves; but the 


| powers, each possessin 


sense. 
` mation of the Constitution—the existence of this ` 
‘ Government, to bestow money collected as reve- ,, 
Itis a new in- - 


` eac 


| ment, and distributing t 


divestment of power by the States would be an 
idle ceremony, if the same power can be exercised 
by Congress for the benefit of the States, and 
thus would there be two distinct and separate 
the right of raising a 


revenue off the people for the same object and 


| purposes; a condition to which, if rightly under- 


stood, I am sure the people would never submit; 
and thus the States, by the creation of this Gov- 
ernment for special ends, would only.keep the 
word of promise to. the ear, but bre 
his is the first attempt, since the for- 


nue gratuitously upon the States. 
vention to rid ourselves of money which, through 


mistaken policy, has been improperly collected ` 
in the Treasury. And as error constantly begets | ' 


error, multiplying in size as well as in number as 


i it progresses, the error of a protective tariff begot 


the greater error called the compromise bill, by 
which it is claimed that in the passage of that 
bill Congress made an agreement or bargain, b 
way-of compromise amongst the members wit 
other, by which more money has been 
brought into the Tre than is necessary for 
the legitimate expenses of the Government; and 
it is now insiste 
ance of this agreement ought not now to be in- 
terfered with; and to remedy the evil accasioned 
by this law, a surplus revenue in the Treasury, 


instead. of repealing or amending the law, it is | 
' proposed to distribute it amon: 
e me which would still bea more palpable and danger- 
at to the |! , i 


ous error. . l 

The very silence which has so long existed 
under this Government as to the power of Con- 
gress, as contemplated by the bill, is strong and 


| almost conclusive proof, to my mind, that the 


power does not exist. I have looked in vain into 


the Constitution.on which they intended to rest this 
bill. The report, to me, however, on this point, 
is a sealed book. The honorable chairman can, 
no doubt, turn us at once to that grant of power 
on which the committee relied for the passage of 
an act of Congress for the raising more mone 
than sufficient for all the papers of this Govern- 
e surplus to the several 
States. I hope, however, we shall not be told 
that it is to be found in the clause of the Consti- 
tution which gives to Congress the power to pro- 
vide for the common defense and general welfare 
of the United States. This provision, which, 
Upon every fair principle of construction, can on! 
be viewed as a declaration of the manner in PEIE 
the. following ted a powers shall be 
exercised, has been so often pressed into service 
for other purposes, that it can now be made to 
-almost prove whatever may be desired. It is a 


reward. can be obtained. I cannot, however, 
admit its service in the distribution of a surplus 
‘revenue; and I can see-no. other provision of the 
Constitution the advocates of this bill can rely 
on. for support... 6 | i l 

If, however, any one. should believe that Con- 
gress possess the power, in the imposition of 
taxes, duties, customs, and excise, or in any 
other manner, to collect more-funds than will be 
necessary to pay the debts and provide for the 
common defense and general welfare of the United 
States, for the purpose of distributing the surplus 
amongst the States-in their separate and individ- 
ual character, I would still insist that the exer- 
cise of such power would be highly inipolitic, 
unjust, and dangerous to the safety and happi- 
ness of the country. Ji is with States as with 
individuals—the possession of money, without 
the application of their own means for itg attain- 
ment, almost universally produces a disposition 
_to idleness and premature decay. No possible 
plan. could, in my opinion, be better devised for 
the prostration of the State governments, and the 
establishment of ceniralism-and eventual consoli- 
dation, than this: what at first is granted as a gra- 
.tuity, arising out of temporary causes, will soon 
be ‘claimed. as ‘matter of right and justice, and 
‘insisted on until it shall obtain permanency of 
| character, and be deemed essential to the exist- 
ence of the State governments, and thus the very 


it to the 


that the law passed in pursu- | 


est the States, | 


the report of the committee for the provision of | 


kind of Swiss corps, to serve wherever the highest |! 


existence of the States will depend on the bounty 
of Congress. I am well aware that direct pay- 
i! ment of the salaries of State officers, by an act 
of Congress, would at first, as has been observed 
|; Shock the moral sense of the communit ; and 
defeat the very object to be gained. e are 
| about to give the money in a more coy and co- 
quettish manner; we begin by saying it is the ` 
|| money of the people, and having no use for it 
:| here, we will return it to those who paid it. We 
in the next breath acknowledge that this cannot, 
|, in fact, be done, and we conclude to give it in 
masses to the States, to be disposed of as they 
think expedient. This squeamishness will soon 
wear off, and we shall shortly find more open at- 
tempts made to debauch the States, and the States 
themselves will accept the price of their prosti- 
tution as a business matter necessary to their 
.existence. Having the large sums of mone 
- which this bill proposes to place at their dispoual. 
the State Legislatures may quickly see a great 
| propriety in an increase of salaries and wages of 
' the State officers; and although there may be a 
little higgling about it at first, yet the propriet 
. of an increased compensation to themselves will 
| soon appear evident—this will be almost a matter 
of course; while to blind the eyes of the people, 
a reduction of taxes will take place. “ Tea us 
|: not into temptation.” Although we may forget 
this excellent prayer here, I fervently hope that 
; it may be remembered by the States. ** The love 
of money is the root of all evil.” This principle 
and patriotism cannot dwell together; they will 
never be found in the same breast; they are an- 
tipodes to each other, and cannot be brought to- 
| gether; and money, like ‘every other witching 
concern of life, the possession of it creates the 
' desire for more. Legislative bodies are men, and 
` subject to’all the frailties of men in other situa- 
i tions; and if an ass, laden with gold, could open 
|, the gates of a city which the conqueror of Greece 
i could not force, what may we not expect that 
| money can and will do in these degenerate times, 
when gain is evidently the ruling passion of the 


| land. 
Suppose, sir, that the bank, called the Bank 
i of the United States, should offer to distribute to 


the several States some millions of its ill-gotten 
wealth, on the ground that the people of the 
States were entitled to it, because the bank had 
collected a surpius in the mode that institution 
has adopted in raising ‘a REVENUE: should it go 
one step further, offer to become a subscriber to 
every corporation in the States, arid under the 
| doctrine of vested rights, thus acquire hot only a 
i foothold, but a freehold in each State; no State 
‘ought, for a moment to hesitate in rejecting this 
harlotry embrace, this unnatural connection, the 
| issue of which would bea monster, abhorred.and 
| hated by all just and good men; and although it 
might for a time aċquire a rickety growth, yet its 
i deformity could never be hidden. And the mo- 
| ment that patriotism, virtue, and love of country 
| should gain the ascendency, its power and influ- 
enée would be in a moment driven from the land. 
One State, it is feared, has already fallen, and 
that State, too, which has Meretotor ben con- 
sidered the pride, stre , ani ory of our 
Union, ` Ita Ae Siler, it is yet hoped, 
will redeem themselves from this thraldom, and 
-will shiver into a thousand atoms the fetters with 
which it isattempted to bind them, and that they 
will grind the golden calf to powder, strew it 
upon ater, and compel its votaries to drink 
thereof. ; 
If the potency of money in the hands of a 
bank is of such dangerotis tendency when im- 
roperly used, what may we expert and look for 
‘from the same cause when the United States is 
the agent to carry on the operations? 
‘As you lessen the necessity for the States rely- 
‘ing on their own means and exertion for their 
support, you destroy their ability to do so; their 


nereasing weakness becomes the strength of this 
Government, and thus enables it to supply addi- 
tional means to make the States still more weak. 
The very money you bestow, although it may 
make the State rich in a pecuniary point of re 
yet those very riches will be the bane of eae lity 
and freedom. Suppose the money you bes ow 
“should be’ sufficient to enable the State to become 
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who are intrusted with the management of public 
affurs, until the very candition of landlord and 
tenant will be found to exist between the officers 
of Government and laborers for the State. It is, 
in my opinion, a perfect absurdity to suppose that 
the principles of democracy and equal rights can 
long exist in a State that is herself a large prop- 
erty holder. It has been said that money is power, 
and that ** poweris always stealing from the man 

to the few.” And if what money we have col- 
lected into the Treasury of the United States be 
the leaven by which the oificers of this Govern- 
ment are to is corrupted, I very much fear that 
its power will be far more deleterious, and operate 
far more extensively, when divided and sent into 
the State treasuries. If the State governments 
can be preserved pure and uncontaminated, this 
Government, which cannot exist but by action 
of the States in their sovercign capacity, cannot 
well become corrupt, or long remain so. It will 
be brought back by the influence of the States 
to correct principles. The power of the States 
in prescribing the manner of electing the Pres- 
dent, and in their direct power in electing Sen- 
ators in this body, will be sufficient to do this, 
although instructions from the constituent bod 

to the Representative here may be disrecardeil. 
But if the State governments once become cor- 
rupt, there is no possible means by which this 
Government can be kept pure: the stream being 
poisoned, the fountain must become of the most 
noxious character. I hope, then, that the wealth 
of this Government, whether acquired by force 
from other countries, or by fraud upon our own 
—a fraud in taxing them morc than sufficient to 
answer all the demands of the United States— 
will never be sent into the States. At least, I 
hope the State in which I reside will not receive 
it, for the very scheme is scattering broadcast, 
through the land, the sceds of that corrupting in- 
fluence which must end in the subserviency of 
the States, and the consolidation of all power in 
the hands of those who have the means and the 
will to collect money without limitation, and dis- 
tribute it to whom and when it pleases; for when 
this bill passes, the last nail will have been driven 


into the coffin of State sovereignty. 


It seems to me there cannot exist a doubt but ` 


the distribution of any part of the public rev- 
enue amongst the States will be the means of 
jeune the relations now existing between 
the General Government and them. 

change of that relation will be the destruction 
of one government or the other, I have no doubt. 


I am myself of opinion that the State govern- | 
ments will be the victims; but it is possible, in | 


the nature of things, that the reverse may be the 
case, That moncy which is collected by this 
Government by indirect taxation, when sent into 


the States, may influence the people to view this l 
Government as a fit instrument for the collection | 


of money that may be used for the promotion 
of individual interest or the advancement of 
State power, and be used to operate on elections, 
so as constantly to send to Congress men who 
will be under an obligation not to repeal the sys- 
tem, but to extend and incrcase it. In such case, 
the necessary appropriations for the Army, Navy, 
„or even the civil list; may be so neglected or 


reduced as to impede and weaken all the oper- | 


ations of this Government. Large and powerful 
States that will, under this system of distribu- 
tion, reecive the greatest sums, may find it to 
their interest to continue the same, and push it to 
the utmost extent; and by this means may, in 


time, be able to overawe the power of the Con- | 


federacy and set it at defiance, and thus become 
the sole arbiters of the fate of this country. 


That the | 


The tariff, upon 
the payment of the national debt, should have 
been reduced to the wants of the Government, 
and should be now so reduced. I hold that I am 
not bound by an agreement entered into by mem- 
bers of a prior Congress in order to obtain the 
passage of any law; itis not only the right but 
the duty of the present, as well as any subsequent 
Congress, to repeal or amend such law, if, in their 
opinion, the public good requires it. There is 
another view which attends the accumulation of 
a surplus revenue in the Treasury which, to my 
mind, is of considerable importance, and which 
surplus I believe will not be reduced, but increased 
by the passage of the present bill. The sale of 
the public lands for the last year has been large 
beyoud all calculation: millions of money have 
come into the public Treasury from that source 
only. These purchases have, ina great degree, 
been made for speculation alone. The facility of 
obtaining moncy has been the cause of engaging 
many in this business, and that facility has, no 
doubt, been increased by the deposit banks 
discounting on the public moncy in their vaults; 
and while this is the case, speculation in public 
lands will continue, and large purchases of public 
lands made at the present Government price; and 
that price. the bill contemplates in all future pur- 
| chases. The money thus laid out will return 
immediately back into the deposit banks, on 
which new discounts will be made and new pur- 
chases followed; and thus this bill will enable 
speculation to make the very meat it feeds on, 
until the whole public domain will be found in the 
hands of the rich and wealthy, to the great detri- 
ment of the States and the oppression of the la- 
boring classes, and men of small capital. 

The system, then, which continues the present 
price of the public lands, although you may dis- 
tribute the public revenue, will constantly furnish 
a new supply; and the temporary evil now com- 
plained of will grow into a permanent and in- 
curable one. -The public lands are the property, 
not the revenue of the United States; but when 
converted into money, that moncy is revenuc. 
While they remain as property, Congress has 
full pawor to cede, grant, or dispose of them in 
any manner, or for any cause or purpose that 
i: may be thought proper; but the moment you sell 
‘and convert them into money, that moncy is a 

part of the Treasury of the United States; and 
Congress cannot, in the proper exercise of its 
' constitutional powers, give ita way—cannot barter 
or sell it—cannot, in fact, apply it to any use or 
object but those which are clearly within the 
power of Congress, by the grants of the Consti- 
‘tution. I am fully aware that here is the real 
difficulty, the disputed question—what are the 
|; objects which are within the power of Congress, 
| and upon which they can constitutionally expend 
‘| the money of the nation? We, no doubt, each of 
i us have a rule by which to test this question of 


f 
i 
| 
| 


l: power. I have long since formed one for myself, . 


i; and every tays experience confirms me in its 
: correctness. It is, that Congress have. no power 
over any subject whatever where the States pos- 
sess power over the same subject; or, in other 

words, where the States have power over a sub- 
| ject, Congress possess none, except it be given 
i by the express words of the Constitution, and 
i! even then it cannot be exercised to the injury or 
i detriment of the State 
|| stances the power of 


ower; and in all such in- || ct be 
Eongress is subordinate to |i to check at once the fearful 


that of the States. The only instanee in which 
power is thus disposed, that I can now call to 
mind, is that of levying and collecting direct 
taxes, that mode of taxation which is considercd 
as different from that of duties, imposts, customs, 
and excise; and where full power is given to 
Congress the States have none over the same 
subject. The States cannot levy war, regulate 
commerce, coin moncy, or regulate its value, 
establish post offices and post roads, or provide 
or maintaina navy; and for the very plain reason 
that Congress have full power over these objects. 
On the contrary, the Congress of the United States 
have no power, nor can they rightfully, within 
the States, make roads, or canals, or internal im- 
provements of any character, establish any sys- 
tem ofcducation, raise money for any Siate pur- 
pose, or inany manner or by any means provide 
for the current expenses of the State; and for a 
like plain reason the States have power to do all 
these acts. Our Government is so admirably 
formed that our citizens do not owe a divided 
duty. What the States have reserved, and ean re- 
quire of them, this Government has not the right 
to do; and what this Government has the right to 
require, the States have entirely divested them- 
sclves of the power of doing; and we should be 
the most happy and prosperous people on earth 
if the different Governments under which we live 
would each confine itself to its appropriate sphere 
as designated and marked out by its framers. 
There would be no clashing of powers nor doubt 
_in the discharge of duties we owe. Our first duty 
isto the State, and when that ceases our duty 
to this Government begins. The distribution of 
money, collected by the order of this Government 
amongst the States, is not only an arbitrary and 
unwarrautable stretch of power, but is one of 
those wild speculative schemes into which the 
visionary and disappointed are sometimes apt tc 
fall. This propensity to extravagant speculation, 
into which our people are at this time rushing, as 
well in political as moneyed matters, ought, as 
far as possible, to be checked by the influence and 
operation of this Government. It is a moral can- 
cer to which, if the cautery or the knife be not 
speedily applied, will consume every principle of- 
patriotism and political honesty in the country. 
The disease is deeply. seated, and its progress is, 
indeed, obvious to us all. F have no hope or cx- 
pectation that mild and gentle means will effect a 
cure, Strong and energetic measures must be 
adopted; and we ought to begin here at home 
, Many of the streams that are pouring money into 
the public Treasury, and swelling the amount be- 
yond the necessary wants of the Government, 
ought to be instwitly dried up. This, all will 
admit; but the mode of effecting that desirable 
end creates the difficulty. 

It is our duty to apply such remedy as we think 
will come at the evil; I will suggest one. Tt may 
be deemed a weak and incompetent one, but it is 
one which has presented itsclf to my mind, and 
which my judgment approves, ‘The State which 
{ have the honor in part to represent ought, in 
this important matter, to know my whole opinion, 
that, if in crror, it may be corrected. I would 
begin with the public land, by a reduction of the 
price to at least one dollar per acre, and confine 
the sale to actual settlers, in limited quantities; 
and would not make a complete title until after 
three years’ continuous occupancy, and a condi- 
tional forfviture of the purchase moncy in default 
of so doing. The public lands ought to be looked 
to as a source of wealth belonging to future gen- 

- erations, not on account of the money they will 
| bring, but for the population they will sustain. 
_ A steady, industrious, contented, and fixed popu- 
' lation, are the riches of a country. A provision 
of the above kind would, in my opinion, produce 
that effect; a residence of three years would pro- 
duce the blessings and attachments of home, while 
the sale of the frechold, even at an advanced price, 
would seldom be an inducement to part with it; 
because a larger quantity of land, in most cases, 
could not be purchased clsewhere, and thus con- 
tentment would ensue, while the prodacts of the 
farm would enable the younger branches ot the 
family to provide themselves a home upon the 
same terms. The next beneficial result would be, 
speculation in publie 


846 


24rn Cona....Ist SESS. 


APPENDIX TO THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


eee ee e E 


- [April 4, 


Distribution of the Public Lands—Mr. Hawes. 


Ho. or Reps. 


lands that is now in progress, and that ruinous 
system of borrowing that is resorted to for that 
purpose; and those now engaged in that business 
would then turn their attention and means to some 
other pursuit that would advance the growth, | 
rosperity, and Pea wealth of the country. | 
And last, though not least, it would dry up one ; 
of those sluices through which money that is not | 
needed is constantly pouring into the Treasury; | 


and it would preserve for our children, and our | 


children’s children, even to remote generations, 
an opportunity of acquiring a freehold on the 
same terms as were afforded to theirfathers. But 
if we sell this valuable estate now, as fast as pos- 
sible, for the highest price that can be obtained, 
and make that, and not the settlement of the coun- 


try, our object, and then distribute the proceeds | 


amongst the several States for the purpose of hav- 
ing it expended, spent, or squandere > we act the 
part of an improvident spendthrift, who, having 


acquired by descent a large landed estate, con- '! 


verts it into money as fast as possible for the pur- 
pose of gratifying his vanity, or acquiring power 
and influence by corruption and fraud. 2] 
In the next place I would repeal the entire | 
duties on all articles that are used in any manner | 
or form in the diet of the country; and to show 
its effects upon that part of the country in which | 
I reside, I would instance the duty on sugar alone, | 
which we now pay either into the Treasury or as | 
a‘bounty to the manufacturer; take the duty off ! 
that article, and the price would be reduced at 
least two cents on the pound. The bill contem- , 
alates giving to the State of Ohio about one and 
a half millions of dollars as her proportion of the 
~poils for three years, and the profession of the 


friends of the bill are, that they wish to give this |! 


money back to those who paid it; and as they 
cannot do that, they will Beproammste as nigh as 
possible by giving It to the States. Every family 
in the United States I presume uses sugar, and 
for the argument I will allow one hundred pounds 


per annum to each family of five persons. In| 


Ohio we have probably three hundred thousan 
families who pay a tax on sugar of $600, 


yearly. In three years we pay $1,800,000 tax on | 
“sugar alone; repeal this tax, and you in effect give ' 
two dollars per annum—a sum j 


to cach famil 
larger than will be distributed to them by this bill, 
‘could its friends make its operation as they pro- 
fess to wish; but if the surplus revenue be so ex- 
travagantly large as has been represented, I would | 
go one step further, reduce the duties on articles 
of wearing apparel of the coarser texture, which 
are used mostly by the laboring classes, so that 
the revenue of the Government will not excced 
its just. wants, and you will relieve the State of 
Ohio in one year from the payment of a much | 
Jarger amount than is proposed to bestow upon | 
her by the provisions of this bill. oe, 
But should all this be done, there seems to be 
still a remaining difficulty; the money we have on 
hand, the surplus in the Treasury, what shall be 
done with regard tothat? Howis it to beidisposed | 
of? A few more Indian campaigns, Indian treaties, 
and city debts, and par claims, will give an 
effectual answer, and dispose of that difficulty ; 
indecd, our present situation itself seems a suffi- 
cient reply. If after our naval defenses, fortifica- 
‘tions, and the necessary increase of the Army are 
completed, as sound policy and justice require, 
‘and the wants of the country demand, and are 
all supplicd, I am disposed to belicve that little 
danger need be apprehended from the remaining 


‘balance; it will neither make nor unmake Presi- | 
‘dents. And if, in addition to all these, a speedy 


‘completion of the public works now begun, and 
‘which Congfess ought, and I presume will finish, 
‘should take place, and sufficient appropriations 
be made for that purpose, the surplus revenue on 
hand will no longer be cause of alarm or conten- 


tion, I have, in what I have said, fully and freely | 


expressed my opinion, though in as concise and | 
condensed a manner as I was able. I have not 
‘sought for precedents, or looked into the opinion | 
of others, out of which to manufacture one for | 
myself, In political, as well as in matters of 
reugious faith, I think the original text a far 
more safe and sure guide than any commentary, 
‘however wise and goòd the commentator nish 
have been. I have chosen to rely on the Con- 


stitution as my only sure guide, and that moral 
principle which ought to govern the actions of 
men in all situations, and under every circum- 
stance. How far I am correct, and ought to be 
sustained, those who sent me here are the best 
able to decide 

Mr. President, when we look back a few past 
years, and find this bill first introduced into Con- 


i have full, and, to our minds, conclusive evidence, 
that it was disapproved by the great body of the 
| American people. We ought not to regret its 


! introduction now; it is but a new trial of the in- . 
. telligence and virtue of our constituents, who have Ţ 
been found sufficient for the evil of the | 


. alwa 
‘day. It is but an attempt to revive that principle 


charter of the old Bank of the United States, and 
| and sedition laws. 


and intelligence of the people were triumphant, 


ing for an 
The war of 


field under.the banner of the Amcrican system, 
| and another United States Bank began this second 
Punic war. This institution, which was forced 
upon the people against their wishes and against 
their better judgment, met with firm resistance at 


shared but little of the public favor. 


|| ministration after it was created it acquired much 
|| Strength and force. Under its auspices the Amer- 


|| people; while a protective tariff, the necessary 
consequence, was gnawing at their substance. 
The party conducting these measures assumed 
a new name; they were National Republicans, 
But all, would not do; their strides for power 
were too plain to be overlooked. The country 
became awakened to its situation, and Andrew 
Jackson was the man the people selected to save 
them from these dangerous innovations, at least 
‘as far as the executive power could effect that 
object. ` The election of 1824 took place; General 
Jackson received a large plurality of the electo- 
ral votes, as well as the primary votes of the 

eople; but not having a majority of the votes, 
he naine, with two other gentlemen, according to 
‘the provisions of the Constitution, was returncd 
to the House of Representatives for’ the election 
of a President. The result is well known. The 
voice of the people was disregarded, and those 
opposed ‘to individual liberty, and in favor ..of 
Gorerninent power, prevailed. Flushed with 
this temporary victory, they felt sure of ultimate 
success, and the most extravagant. pretensions to 
power were openly avowed; but the publicindig- 
nation, if 1t was not loud, was deep. The ship 
of State was not to be given up; and when the 
clection of 1828 came round, likea clap of thunder 
it awoke the band of schemers from their golden 
dreams. General Jackson was brought into power 
by a most triumphant majority; the rank and file 
of the bankand American system. party wete scat- 
tered, and many of them [eft the colors of their 
chicftains, but the principal leaders still retained 
their places; and though defeated, were not .dis- 
heartened; they still held a majority in both 
branches of Congress. A bank bill and internal 
improvement bills were successively passed and 
vetoed by the President.. The election of 1832 took 
place, and General Jackson was again elected, by 
an increased majority. Thus, all the splendid 
prospects of power and grandeur which gentle- 
men thought they were just realizing were dis- 
sipated by the force of public opinion, and the 
popularity of General Jackson’s administration 
seemed to wither all their hopes.. One might 
have reasonably expected. that this mountain 
labor would have ceased when a majority of the 


gress, although it passed both Houses, yet we ` 
h 


ciple was first gsi hy into’ operation by the | 


continued progressing until it produced the alien | 
his brought about the civil , 
revolution of 1800, in which the patriotism, virtue, | 
f, | amongst the States on the eve of a presidential 
and a most signal victory was obtained. The | 
vanquished enemy then retired from the contest, | 
and remained quiet far a number of years, wait- | 
opportunity favorable to his views. | 

12 presented one, as he thought. : 
; Having changed his colors, he again entered the | : y 
| bill springs is sufficient to fix its character. 


its w commencement. During its first years it | 
b Its friends, | 
however, were in power; and during the next Ad- j; fo : 
i. sidered ruinous to the interests of those States. 
` T inclùde one Senator from Indiana who formerly 
ican system was strengthened and invigorated, | 
and the whole doctrine of internal improvement |, 
‘|. was spread in wild array before the American |; ! x ! k 1 
ing a population of 3,619,000, (I omit fractions;) 


| after this fate 
| fare the American people." 


House of Representatives was found on the side 
of the Administration. Butno! General Jackson 
had caused the public money to be removed from 
the Bank of the United States; this gave new 
hopes to the panders of power.’ A panic was 
created in the monetary concerns of the country, 
and, General Jackson was denounced by men 
high in power, as a violator of the Constitution 
and laws of his country. It was now believed 
by the knowing ones that the scattered fragments 
of all their broken forces could be again rallied 
to the fight, at least under a new name, and that 
of Waic was adopted—yes, the Waics were 
called on to come to the rescue of the bank, 
against the power of the country. A new banner 


|; was also unfurled—inscribed on one side, exec- 

which was found active at the very commence- | 

|| ment of our Revolution—the principle of Govern- 

i ment power over individual liberty. This prin- , 
} 


ttive usurpations; on the other, lost Treasury, 
ruined, country; but these efforts proved also una- 
vailing. ‘The country is prosperous beyond for- 


‘merexample. The Tréasury is full to overflowing. 


And now, out of the midst of all these convulsive 
throes, creeps this public measure, an attempt 
to ar up the people with their own money—a 
distribution of the revenue of this Government 


election. We have a perfect confidence that this 
scheme, like all its progenitors, will die for the 
want of public nourishment. 

Reminiscence is valuable in all the affairs of 
life, and in none more so than political matters; 
a knowledge of the family from which this land 
The 
short time the public have been acquainted with 


| it has caused ‘the loss of. many friends; and 


although thrce Senators, who formerly voted 


, against.it, have now voted for it, yetits majority 


here is Jess than formerly. OF the fourteen Sen- 
ators representing the new States, five have voted 
for it, and nine against it. This proves itis con- 


voted ‘against this measure, but who was not 
resent when this bill was ordered to be engrossed. 
ight States have now voted for the bill, contain- 


seven States voted against the bill, population, 
3,567,000; nine States are: divided, population, 


| 4,758,000; three of the Senators from these last 


States, if, not on this, yet on other subjects, dis- 
regarded the instructions of their State Legisla- 


maintained the doctrines of a 
No one, 
can doubt the fate of this measure be- 


have constant the d 
‘strict construction of the Constitution. 


į tures; and the people of three of these last States 
M 


Should this bill by possibility pass the House 
of Representatives, that the President will put 
his veto'on it, no one, I’presume, doubts, Per- 
sonal honor, political ‘consistency, as. well as 


i duty,,seem to. require this at his hands. That 


this act will add to his fame and his usefulness, if 
addition can be, made, I have every confidence; 
and I predict, that his enemies now in this con- 
flict will meet with what his enemies, both in war 
and peace, Haye heretofore done—MORE THAN A 
WATERLOO DEFEAT. ' 


E 


DISTRIBUTION OF THE PUBLIC LANDS. 
SPEECH OF HON..A. G. HAWES, — 
i OF KENTUCKY, | ae 
- ‘In tax House or REPRESENTATIVES, 


April 4, 1836. l 
The’ Houšé having restiiped the consideration of the 
motion of Mr. Sdrkrop Witttams, to refer certain Reso- 
lutions of the Legislature of Kentucky, in. relation to the 
Surplus. Revenue, to the. Committee of Ways and Means, 
with instructions to report a bill for the distribution of the 
proceeds of the Public Lands among the several States, for 
the purposes of education and internal improvement— 


Mr. HAWES addressed the House as follows: 
; Mr. Sreaxer: When J offered the resolutions 


i now under consideration a few days since, 
| moved that they be printed and laid on the 


tables of the members of this House, with a view 


| to call them up, and have them referred to the 


same committee to which the bill from aN Bene 
‘on the same subject might be sent, in the eve 

that jt should pass that hody. It has bes ane 
usual course, in relation to matters of this kind, 
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j 
ta have them printed and laid on the table, until `: 
the subject is brought forward for action in the 
House. My colleague has thought proper to 
bring them under discussion at the present time; 
and having no objection to that course, I shall 

roceed to their consideration, at the same time 
that I shall feel it an imperative duty to answer 
my colleagues who have preceded me, in relation 
to this and other matters. 

The Representatives on this floor have been 
requested, and the Senators in the other body 
instructed, by a majority of the Legislature of 
Kentucky to vote for a bill distributing the pro- 
ceeds of the public lands among the States, or in 
other words, to vote for Mr. Cray’s land bill. 
This is not the only time, since I have had the 
honor of a seat in this House, that the Legisla- 
ture conceived it to be their duty to instruct their 
Senators to do an act which they knew would be 
done without such instructions, arid request the 
Representatives to do that which they knew a 
part of them had already determined to perform, 
and another portion had determined not to do. I 
remember a time, long since past, when the Legis- 
lature, by an almost unanimous vote, requested 
her Representatives to give their votes to the 

resent illustrious Chief Magistrate of this Union. 

he then members of Congress were requested 
to vote for an individual as President who had 
received more of the people’s votes than all the 
other candidates put deder and I ask my col- 
league, [Mr. ALrLan,}) who has expressed such 
satisfaction at the present request, what was the 
course of Mr. CLay and those who acted with 
him on that ever memorable occasion? They 
proclaimed that the Legislature had no guardian- 
ship over the members of the lower House of 
Congress; that they appealed to the people of the 
congressional districts from which they came; 
and upon their decision, and thcirs alone, would 
they rely for a justification of their conduct, i 
ask, if these were not the views of the then i| 
members of Congress? Mr. Speaker, Í cannot, || 
I will not, vote for Mr. C1Ar’s land bill, except |! 
upon one condition, to wit: that a majority of |! 
my constituents, those who reposed t eir con- |! 
fidence in me, and for whose opinions I shall ever |: 
entertain the highest respect, shall instruct me so | 
todo. In that event—which I am conscious will | 
never happen, for I have a firm reliance on their : 
judgment, discretion, and love of country——I shall 
either comply with their request, or resign my , 
seat here. Iam the Representative of the people | 
of the second congressional district, and not of 
the Legislature. 

I have on one occasion, if not more, since I 
have been a member here, been forced, from con- | 
siderations of public policy and duty, to act con- 
trary to the request of the Legislature. There 
was a time, and that not long past, when that 
body thought it to be their especial duty to re- 
quest the Representatives from Kentucky to pros- 
trate the rights and liberties of their constituents, 
and of the people of the other States of this Con- 
federacy, and bow in humble submission to the 
Bank of the United States and its foreign stock- li 
holders, consisting of earls, dukes, marquises, | 
barons, lords, esquires, &c., &c., by restoring 
the deposits to its vaults, which had been removed 
by the Sccretary of the Treasury. Yes, the As- 


i 
P 


Kentucky had said (and it was true) had done 
so much for the de 


~ the late way, had acted in this manner; and I then 


disobeyed their request, and asserted the rights ... 


and supremacy of the people over the bank and 
allothersuch monopolies. When I see the Legis- 
lature pass a solemn resolution, which I believe 
for the good and welfare of the people whom I 
represent, it will at all times give me great pleas- 
ure to act in unison with their opinion. But 
when, on the contrary, I see them, influenced by 
party considerations, act contrary to the interests | 
of the people of the State and the Union, it gives 
me equal pleasure to declare, in my place, that I 
will not comply with the resolution of the major- 
ity of the Legislature. That majority knew full 
well, before passing the resolutions, that the Sen- 
ators would support the bill, for one of them had 
introduced the proposition, and. the other was 


known to be favorable to it. That majority knew ;! 


ine of the. country during ; 


that every Opposition man in Congress from the i from the President would be received for a sup- 


State of Kentucky would vote for the land bill as 


surely as the sun would rise on to-morrow, and ` 


that all who agreed with me in opinion would as 
certainly vote against it; yet, with these facts be- 
fore their eyes, they had consumed their time in 
doing that which could not possibly be of an 
benefit to their constituents. Sir, party consid- 
erations were at the bottom of this movement, 
and before I close I shall make some allusion to 
them. : 

Mr. a pore I have ever held. to the doctrine 
that the Legislature of any State had a right to 
instruct their Senators to vote accordingly with the 
opinions of such Legislature, and that they were 
bound either to obey that will or resign thcir 
places, and I conceive that he who violates this 

rst principle of our Government, and thus rudely 
removes the very foundations of our free institu- 
tions, is recreant to the trust reposed in him, and 
ought never again to be trusted by the people, 
unless after a long and sincere repentance, and 
a firm determination to practice a diffcrent course. 
But it is different with a Representative. They 
are the agents of the people of the several con- 
gressional districts, responsible to them, and oc- 
cupying towards them the same relative position 
as ihe Senators to the Legislature. There arẹ 
perhaps not more than four of the Representatives 
from Kentucky who will act with me in opposition 
to Mr. CLay’s land bill, and there are perhaps 
nine who will pursue a different course. We are 
all responsible to our constituents, and I may be 
permitted to add an opinion, that the four, though 
fewest in number, are with the true interest of 
the people of the State and Union, while the nine 
(though equally conscientious) are on this occa- 
sion unintentionally against that interest. 

My colleague, [Mr. Haroun,] in the course of 


his remarks on another subject, has used the fol- 


lowing language: “Is there any scene in this 
“world so ridiculousas to see Van Buren’s friends 
‘place him before the people as the war party 
‘ candidate and denounce Harrison and his friends 
‘as. pusillanimous, cowardly,and ready to betray 
‘their country?’ The friends of Mr. Van Bu- 
ren never did hold him up as the war party can- 
didate. They do hold him up as the choice for 
the next presidency of that party who were de- 
‘termined to vindicate the insulted honor of the 


: nation. They do consider that he is one of that 


arty who would not permit any foreign nation, 
kermlessly and. at will, to violate a solemn treaty, 
executed with all due formality, and. faithfully 
performed on our part; one of a party who, when 


a foreign potentate wished to wring an apology | 


from our Chief Magistrate for doing his duty to 


his country, would not, at any cost, permit the : 


stain to rest on our escutcheon; one who could 
not patiently submit to the shameful scene of a 


monarch of Europe directing and commanding | 
: the President of these United States what he. 
should, and what he should not, say to Congress | 


in his annual messages; one of a party who were 
willing to meet foreign preparation for war against 


on our part;.one of that party which would not, | 


|! for the sake of a few dollars and cents, leave our |: 


frontiers exposed to foreign invasion, when, from , 


} time to time, warned that a powerful armament |, 
sembly of that State, which the gentleman from |: 


had been ordered to rendezvous in. our neighbor- 
hood and off our coast, with no ostensible object, 
gave to coerce a compliance with their demands 
on the Executive. ‘If these objects make a man 
a war party candidate, I hope I shall ever be | 
| found supporting one of that character. .My col- | 
, league, Mr. ALvan,] who has addressed the 
| House on this subject, has said that he had 
always voted for appropriations when recom- 
| mended for the naval service. I have the Jour- 
nal now open before me, and from it I find that 
when the cloud of war hung darkest in our hori- 
zon, when no one here could say at what hour 
| war would be declared against France, or by the 
' French Government against this country: when 
the countenances of all were solemn at what they 
` thought the lowering and approaching onset; when 
: every breeze from the east bore the tidings of im- 
` mense preparations on the part of France; when 
‘it was loudly and constantly proclaimed by the 
French Ministry that nothing buta direct apolog 


{ 


their native country with a corresponding force |' 


.| posed insult offered to that Government, on the 
i llth day of January, the chairman of the Com- 
! mittee on Naval Affairs offered the following 
i; resolution, to wit: 
“ Resolved, That the Committee on Naval Affairs be in- 
. structed to inquire into the expediency of increasing the 
: naval force in commission.” 

Here, then, is a proposition from the head of a 
committce of this House, proposing merely to 
inquire into the expediency of increasing the 
naval force in commission; and what was the 

' vote of my colleague in relation toit? Why, sir, 
he is found in a small minority of nineteen against 
the mere inquiry, when there are one hundred 
and sixty-four, composed of men of all political 
castes, who are in favor of the proposition. If 
the gentleman calls this a willingness to vote ap- 
propriations when called for, I am unable to com- 
prehend his meaning. What justification he may 
find for his course under the above circumstances 
I know not; but for myself I shall ever be found 
ready to vote appropriations for repelling the in 

` vasion or even probable invasion of our belovea 
country by any foreign nation whatsoever. 1 
shall not attempt to follow the gentleman through 
all his remarks, but will say, that they are much 
after the order of the attacks which have been 
made on the Administration for the last six years, 
both on this floor and by the Opposition presses 
throughout the Union, which have been refuted 
on many. occasions; and what is more, they 
stand condemned by the voluntary suffrages of 
nearly two-thirds of the people of this nation. 

My colleague [Mr. Harpiy] again holds this 
language: “ Harrison, who spent his youth, his 
‘manhood, and the prime of his life in camps and 
‘battles, in fire and smoke, contending in his 
‘country’scause. Many a bloody field can attest 
‘ Harrison’s achievements, and emblazon his fame 
‘and glory abroad. Kentucky has won laurels 
‘with him and under him. e always did her 
‘ brave sons justice in the field, and justice in his 
‘reports to the War Department. In this ap- 
‘proaching election the world will bear witness 
‘ that Kentucky, amongst her other great virtues, 
‘ boasts the proud one of gratitude.”’ 

Here, Mr. Speaker, are the grounds upon which 
General Harrison is to be brought before the peo- 
i ple of Kentucky for the next Presidency; and 
i these are the only reasons urged why the people 
‘of that high-minded and patriotic State should 

support him. Not that he is qualified, from his 

i education and habits, for that high and respons- 
ible station; not that he is capable, or has rendered 
civil services to the nation; not that his opinions 

| or interests are identified with those of the people 
of Kentucky, but that he has been a warrior; that 
he has spent his youth and his manhood, the prime 
| of his life, in campsand battles, in fire and smoke, 
combating in his country’s cause. Now suppose 
this last prop is taken from him; suppose, after 
following him through his whole military career, 
| doing complete justice to his warrior deeds, sur- 

, rounding his brow with every wreath of glory 
which justly belongs to him; I say, suppose, after 
doing him complete justice in everything, we 
should find that he did not spend his manhood 

‘amidst fire and smoke, what claim would he then 

have to the votes of our patriotic citizens? I shall 
not, on the present occasion, make an allusion to 
the personal bravery of this high personage: he 
may be, and no doubt is, a brave man; and conse- 

‘quently I shall say nothing on that head. The his- 

tory of his military career 1s the history of the coun- 
-and as such I shall use 


try; it is public property, 
it, more especially as my colleague has attempted 
: p X Let us, then, in the 


to convert it to his benefit. I 
“spirit of candor and of justice, follow him through 
all-his campaigns, and sce whether he can lay a 
‘ust claim to our suffrages on that score, unal ed 
ty any one recommendation beside; for even his 
friends claim nothing more for him. First, let 
us sec him on the plains of Tippecanoe, which 
was his best field, and if not made President for 
| that, he certainly can be for none other. He com- 
manded on that occasion as brave men as ever 
marched to a field of battle—men who would do 
honor to any army or any country. The com- 
mander, however, according to what was reported 
at the time, as I have been informed, trusting to 


| 
| 
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his enemies, and those the untamed and untam- 
able savages of the forest, encamped on ground 
whieh was pointed out by them, and thus unne- 
cessarily exposed his army to their merciless ven- 
ance. The ground might have been (for aught 
f know) suitable for an encampment; it probably 
was, but for the circumstance that the enemy pro- 
posed it, which of itself was sufficient to have 
warned a commanding general against it. On | 
that occasion Kentucky lost many of her brave 
sons; and Joe Davies is still fresh in the memory 
of his countrymen. Sir, Kentucky has not 
et ceased to mourn his loss. He left family, 
Kiends, and home for that fatal field; and when 
there, his gallant impetuosity led him to the 
thickest of the fight; and the lines of the immor- 
tal Byron are truly applicable, when he says, in 
relation to another, em 
« He rushed into the field, and foremost, fighting, fell.” - 
_  Aguin: at Sandusky and the defense of Fort 
Stevenson, where was General Harrison? He 
was at the head of an effective and brave army, 
and left the little devoted band of one hundred and 
fifty men, commanded by the gorau roghi and 
his noble associates, surrounded by an enemy, to 
defend themselves as best they might against vast 
odds. But hear What Mr. Duncan, present Gov- 
ernor of Illinois, says in relation to it. He was 
present; he was one of the officers of the fort on 
that memorable occasion; he is a friend of General 
Harrison; he is opposed to Mr. Van Buren for 
the Presidency; and yet, what does ‘he say in re- 
lation to that affair? It is unnecessary to reca- 
itulate the whole letter of Governor Duncan, and | 
shall only take such parts as relate more par | 
ticularly to the matter now under consideration: | 
st About this time General Harrison receiyéd in- | 
t formation that the enemy had raised the siege | 
tof Fort Meigs, and had started in the direction 
‘of Sandusky and Camp Stevenson. Recéiving 
€ this intelligence, he determined to retreat from 
‘€ his position, and immediately sent an express to 
< Fort Stevenson, which arrived about sunrise, 


t ordering Major Croghan to burn the fort, with 


“the ammunition and stores, and retreat without 
‘delay to head-quarters, giving some precaution- 
“ary instructions about the route,” &c. 

Here it is asserted, by authority which cannot | 
be dénied, that Croghan was ordered to retreat, | 
to burn his ammunition and stores; and this, too, i 
by his commanding general—my colle *s re- 
doubtable warrior-candidate 'for the presidency. 
What, let me ask, was the conduct of Croghan 
and his brave associates? Why, sir, they took 
the vote in true republican style, and determined 
to defend the place at all hazards. They did de- 
fend it; and the train-bands of Btitish warriors, | 
with their savage alli¢s; thirsting ‘for the ‘blood | 
‘of our rivé countrymen, were driven back with | 
‘a slaughter which wifl ever stand as öne of the | 
brightest pages in our history, and an evertast- 
ing stigma on the name of him who bade them 
‘desert their post and destroy their ‘stores ‘and 
‘ammunition.’ ‘Sir, according to this same letter, | 
` “this great ‘hero, this peg S had spent his youth 
and his manhood in ‘fire and smoke, and who is 
“now attempted to be made President. for his noble 
“deeds,” had piled up his ammunitidn and stores, 
and was ready to set fire'fo them as sogn’ as 
‘Croghan ‘should reach Seneca; andit cannot bẹ 
doubted ‘that, if he had arrived according “ty, 
orders, General Harrison would have retreaté 
‘instantly, leaving the whole frontier, our fleet 
‘at Erie, and the boats’ ahd stores at Cleveland, 
“(the destruction of which was the pea ot the 
‘invasion and movement down the Lake,) at the 
mercy of the eneiny ; leaving five hundred miles 
of frontier undefended, and our whole fleet and 
‘millions of. the. public property exposed to’ fii- 
‘evitable destruction. Be fe he 6 

- But, again, lët mé ask what was the ‘céndact 

‘of this great General, when this little band óf 
patriots ‘were ude A against fifteen: times 

their number, though bad y provided with ammu- 

‘nition; and protected only bya log fort? Gov- | 
‘ernor Duncan says, that im relation to Croghan, 
‘during the siege, and when the firing could be 
heard in camp, General Harrison said: ‘The 
blood’ be, on his own head; I'wash my hands of 
‘it; not doubting for a’moment that the garri- 


ft 


' That, for his great military. achievements, the 


Sir, 


| on that memorable occasion came from the veins 
| of the flower of Kentucky’s chivalry. Yearsand 


| fedor slau 


| of the ill-starred and unfortunate conduct of the 
| .commander-in-chief. ‘Was he in fire and smoke 


', Simmes, and the many others who bravely per- 


,| will rise up and proclaim to the people that.Gen- 
'|-eral Harrison was not amidst the fire and smoke 


| chief, the celebrated 


‘son would be cut off. Mr. Speaker, itis but fair 
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and just, if the American blood, which was ex- 
peed to be spilt on that day, should rest on the 

ead of Croghan, that he should be permitted to 
have the glory of the achievement and the victory; 
and if the General washed his hands of all par- 

icipation in the deeds of that day, that not only 
himself, but his friend, should likewise wash his 


But what do we hear on this floor and elsewhere ? 


people of Kentucky are to give him their suffrages 
for the highest office in the gift of the people. 

I come now to the fatal field of Raisin; that field 
which has been fattened with the best blood of 
my adopted State; that: field which was covered | 
with the best blood of Kentucky’s noblest and | 
choicest spirits. Where was General Harrison 
then? e was not far distant; and why, let me 
ask my colleague, was he notin the fire and smoke 
which enveloped the manly forms of those who 
had gallantly marched in defense of the country? 
remember to have heard it said, but I do 
not vouch for it, that when the news of that fatal | 


i 


day was received by express at'the seat of our | 


State government, the theater was in session, and ` 


there was scarcely a being in that spacious estab | 


lishment but had lost some near and dear relative | 
or friend. Kentucky was‘in mourning from one 
extremity to the other, for the blood that flowed 


after, their bones still bleached on that fatal 
r,and stodd asà lasting monument | 


|on that occasion? No; he was not; and the | 
| spirits of the brave—of dur Allen, our Hart, our 


' ished unaided and unsupported by their leader— 


| which enveloped their manly forms on that try- | 
i ing ‘and heart-sickernting day. Sir, what does 
, Governor Madison say in relation to the con- 
| düct of this hero on that decasion. He says: ` 

~ “ Our camp police was not, ptrhaps, what it 
| tought to have been. But I am not here the ac- 
:* cuser or.excuser of any öhė, though thoroughly 
* convinced that the prinçipal error of thé cam- 
*paign, and'that which brought all other evils 
‘upon ts, was the ‘great ‘dittance at which ihe 
other parts of the army were kept. Had the dis- 
“position been different, had the main body. been 
4 Focated within sustaining ‘distance of the ad- 
t vanced corps, or hed this corps been reinforced 
‘by ‘eve a sitgle battalion of five hundred men, 
“ours would have been a vietéry instead of a dè- 
‘ feat.” ` “Again, General Lewis-says: “ë Had the 


Se tl 


Ho. or Reps. 


for their suffrages, and takes up another who was 
not in the midst of the battle and of danger and 
| recommends him for his military deeds alone. 
| Sir, I do not wish to do injustice to General Har- 
rison. If I know my own heart; I would not 
| tear one laurel from his brow; I would rather add 
| to their number than rudely tear them asunder. 


|, hands of any participation in the glory of the deed. || What I have said is matter of history, and 


| thereforé public property; and I should not, on 
| this occasion, have made an allusion to the late 
: war had not my colleague, on a former occasion, 
brought it under consideration, and urged it to 
; Kentuckians as a ‘reason for discarding the Re- 
publiċan candidate¥ for the presidency and vice 
| presidency, and supporting General Harrison. 
| ‘Again, my colleague says that General Har- 
| tison always did Kentucky justice in his reports 
| to the Department of War. It is true he fre- 
| quently spoke well of the Kentuckians, and some- 
times made insinuations inst them and the 
| whole westetn country, anid particulary charged 
ithe militia of Ohio as not to be dépended on. 
| But [ will not, in relation to this matter, trust to 
memory, but use his own words, which may be 
found in his report to the War Department, writ- 
ten from ‘Chillicothe, ahd dated March 17; 1813, 
page 14t.: He says, *€ amongst the reasons which 
‘make it necéssary Maas e a large forée, I 
| tam so ry to mention the dismay ‘and disinclin- 
| *ation to the service which appear to prevail in 
| *the western country.” This, ‘Mr. aker, 
, contend is doing a crying injustice to the eople 
of Kentucky, as well'as the balance of the West. 
| At what time, let me‘ ask, did dismay and disin- 
clinafion to the’service pervade the West? Search 
the annals of your country, anil when did men 


| ever match more willingly 'at every summons? 


' They poured forth their blood like water: they 
i deft their firesides and their homes, their wives 
i and thildren, everything which was near and 
dear to them; and while they are ‘doing all this, 
; Buffering hardships and privations almost past 
| the entdurarice of man, the commanding General 
i writes from his'Head-quarters ‘at Chillicothe,- that 
‘dismay and disinctindtion to the service prevail- in the 
| westerh country; and yet this same West is called 
‘on to support him for the Presidenty. Never; 
nö, never, ©" i 
` Again, in the dame Jètter, after speaking of the 
militia who were with him the preceding winter 
as brave men, and much to be depended on, he 
resumes: “Tre NEW DRAFTS PROM THIS State 
| ARE ENTIRELY: OF ANOTAER CHARACTER, AND ARE 
‘NOT TO BE DEPENDED Uron.’’ ` People of Ohio, 
do you ‘see ‘this; and from whom does it come? 
| From a stranger? , No. From one unacquainted 
“with ‘yoii' ai‘a‘péople? No. From a citizen of 
“another Beate? No. But from your own leader 


t genera] force been’ five hundred greater than it 
- Was, he would not TE REPT & defeat.” 
' Sir, will this testimony be denied, the testimony 
‘of a Governor of Kentucky, who-was a principal 
actor on the occasion, and who; from the misfor- 
‘tunes of 'the day, became the commander of those 
unfortunate troops? My tolledgwe’s hero, instead 
of being in fire'and smoke, was not even in sustain- 
‘ing distance; and our brdye' men perished, and 
‘our glorjous flag’was trampled under foot by the 
‘enemy, for the want éf being: sustained ; and be- 
‘cattse the ‘coffimander-in-thief did not sënd' five 
‘hundred men to theiragsistance. =- 0 F 
PP o now! rae oie Thames, and‘I 
ask my cofledgue- [Mr HARDE who was ‘the 
‘hero'of that day? Prete is ohe em in this Pall, 
‘and & member of ‘this House, and ‘who may ‘be 
‘fecdgnized afar off by the effects of the honorable 
“wounds received on that day, [Mr. Jonwsow;] 
(one who has served his country for àlong course 
‘of years, both in ci¥il and military occupations; 
“who'was indeed amidst fire and smoke, and blood 
“and death and destruction, and whose animating 
“voice was heard above ‘the ditt, the turmoil, the 
“straggle, and the roar óf the battle, enéouraging 
“the brave’ spirits who ‘surrounded him to glory 
‘and-to victory; one who completed the defeat of 
‘the enemy by dlaying with his own hand their 
ecumseh, for it was then, 
‘and not till then, that. they raised the shout and 
yell of dismay, which was answered by the vic- 
tortious war-cry of Kentucky; and yet my col- 
‘feague leaves him, who is ales before the people 


“during ‘the War—from a citizen of your own Ter- 
‘yitéry. -Hlad you-a right to expect this? You 
“had not; for you hed’ marched at his summons 
‘to the Btandard of your country. Task you, are 
“er dre not the-people of Ohio tobe depended 
upon in the day of trial arid of danger? General 
“Harrison says nor, but‘I say they are, and the 
‘world will, with one accord, agree with me in 
“pronouncing it a slinder ọn your character as a 
‘people. And yet you äre called on to-support 
‘this mañ for President; and yield up your Repub- 
licen: opinions- for his'sake. Will you subscribe 
to this?: If you do; thé world will proclaim ina 
‘voice òf thunder; end in ‘the language of Harri- 
‘son; thaf you are not to be dependéd-upon. - 

And now, sir;in relation to Kentucky‘ he says: 
AET have no doibt, however, büt a su@cient num- 
‘*ber ‘of good men ean’ be procured; and should 
‘they be permitted to serve on horseback, Ken- 
*tucky would: furnish some régiments,’” &c. 
‘Here, Mr. Speaker, after saying that the new 
-drafts of Ohio'are not to be‘depended apot; that 
-if allowed to ‘serve on horseback, Kentucky would 
furnish, &c., I ask you: if ‘this is Hot’ likewise a 
“blander on the State in which I reside? “Fis true 
he did justice to those who fought at Raisin; he 
‘could not avoid it, for such men are difficult to 
obtain in any country; but when ‘he says, that 
if allowed to fight on horseback, is it not tanta- 
mount to an assertion that on foot they would 
‘not make good soldiers? I assert it, and many a 
glorious field will bear witness, that Kentuckians, 
“whether on foot or.on horseback, are not inferior 
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of General Harrison to the contrary notwithstand- 
ine, [thas been said that we are divided into three 
parts, to wit? alligator, horse, and snapping-turtle; 
and my colleague’s hero and candidate for the 
Presidency shouid have recollected that, when 
the horse was removed, there still remained the 
aligater and spapping turtle; the one celebrated 
for holding on, and the other for destroying. 

Sir, all this is painful to me. It is not conso- 
nant to my feelings to call up the history of events 
which have almost been consigned to oblivion; but 
[conceive my justification will be found in the 
course of my colleague, who commenced the 
investigation of the deeds of General Harrison. 
l would not willingly inflict pain either on him or 
his friends, and I owe an apology to the House 
for having so long detained them on this subject. 


Acain, on Monday, two weeks after the above 
was delivered, (the House in the mean time being 
engaged in other matters,) Mr. HAWES spoke 
as follows: 

Mr. Speaker: Since I had the honor to ad- 
dress the House two weeks ago, my friend from 
Ohio [Mr. Storer] has taken occasion to answer 
in Committee of the Whole the remarks which 
I made in the House, although it was known to 
himself and the other members, that I had not 
concluded my remarks, but was prevented by the 
rules of the House from so doing; the effect of 
which is, that the speech of the gentleman has 
gone out in answer to one which is as yet un- 
finished. I therefore ask the permission of the 
House to answer the remarks of the gentleman 
from Ohio, although contrary to the rule of pro- 
ceeding here, 

The CHAIR stated that, as he was not per- 
mitted to do so by the rules, he must put the 
question to the House. 

The question being then put, and leave being 
granted Mr. HAWES to proceed; he spoke as 
follows: 


marks of the gentleman from Ohio. ‘The speech 
of the gentleman, which I have seen in pamphlet 
form, is the most singular article of the kind 
that has ever come under my observation. It 
purports on its face to be a speech in answer to 
mine, in relation to the military conduct of Gen- 
eral Harrison during the late war; yet, when it 
is opened and examined, the greater part is taken 
up by certificates from other individuals; and the 
best designation I can give it is, the certificate 
speech of my friend from Ohio. There are more 
certificates in that speech than are usually ap- 
pended by physicians to a patent medicine, which 
they wish to recommend to the public; and hence 
I shall apply ancther name, and call it the patent 
medicine speech. lt has been truly and justly 
observed by one now high in power and station, 
when applied to for a certificate of good military 
conduct, that a good officer was always injured 
by certificates, for actions spoke louder than 


; my friend from New York [Mr. Grancer] now | 


, discharged its 


stands, that of lieutenant or second in command. | 
They were his mere subordinates, and dependent | 
on him, to a certain extent; and I mention this, 
not in disparagement of them, but that they may 
not go out with other and higher titles than, in 
truth, existed at the time. I ask my friend from 
Ohio [Mr. Srorer] if he can inform this House 
why the name of the commander of the fourth 
regiment at a anpe tet regiment which 

3 uty so gloriously on that occa- 
sion—was not appended to the cert`fiċates ? Here 
are the names of all the subalterns, but where is 
the name of General Boyd, the gentleman’s own 
uncle, and the zommandér of that regiment? It 
is not here—simply because he could not con- 
scientiously sign a paper so different from his 
belief and convictions; and I appeal to many 
members on this floor, whom I could name, for 
the truth of what I assert. He entertained no 
such opinion of the military conduct of General 
Harrison, and hence did not certify. 

The gentleman has said that I should have left 
the defense of the militia of Ohio, from the charge 
made against them by Genera! Harrison, to some 
member from that State. I will tcll that gentle- 
man that I have a warm feeling for the reputation 
of the people of Ohio; for they are our brethren; 
and when I sce the standing of a sister State 
rudely assailed, and that, too, by an individual, 
now a candidate for their votes as President of 
these United States, I, as a Kentuekian, shall 
make an effort, however humble it may be, to 
disprove such insinuations, and place that brave 
and patriotic people in a true situation, the 
charges made by General Harrison against them 
to the contrary notwithstanding. But enough of 
this; for it is truly painful to feel it a duty to 
speak of things which are past and gone by, and 
I do hope that neither the gentleman from Ohio, 


i; nor my colleague, [Mr. Harpiy,] will again 

|| bring me in a position where it devolves on me, 
Mr. Speaker: I must express my thanks to || as the Representative of a truly patriotic and 
the House for the favor they have granted me; || high-minded people, to set them right on this or 
for otherwise I could not have replied to the re- |, 


words; and it brought suspicion on him, by in- : € 
. his life, has been identified with the Republican 


ducing men to doubt on the subject. I ask if 


any one ever thought of obtaining certificates of ; 


character, unless there were good reasons to 
doubt that character? Certainly not. 
would be thought of a female who would go into 


What | 


the world to procure vouchers of good character? : 
Why, sir, that serious charges and reasons and | 


suspicions rested on her chastity and virtue; and 


is not the reputation of a military man as delicate | 
as that of a female? Most undoubtedly itis; and ' 


yet, in years that are past and gone by, this long 
list of certificates was obtained to support Gen- 
eral Harrison as a renowned ean tunider: and it 
heeds no comment. 

But again, I discover that these certificates are 
presented as coming from colonels, majors, gen- 
erals, &c., when it must be recallected that, during 
that period of the war, these gentlemen did not 


i called on to support General Harrison and 


' Buren and Richard M. Johnson. 


: who, at a subsequent period, Kep 


, every shape b 
‘ institutions. 


‘dare assert that he has ever been’ unfaithful? ; 


any other subject. . 
r. Speaker, the people of Kentucky are 


Francis Granger, in preference to Martin Van || 
Of the latter, |: 
I need say nothing, for his military and civil || 
labors have given him an almost universal ac- 
quaintance with the people of Kentucky. For | 
twenty-nine me he has been a member of i 
Congress, and during that period has been the | 
stern and unwavering advocate of the people’s |: 
rights. His Sunday mail report, and his effect- l 
ive labors against imprisonment for debt, to say 
nothing of his exertions for the soldiers of the 
revolutionary and late wars, have given him a 
reputation which nothing that an humble indi- 
vidual like myself could say could add to or ` 
diminish. But in relation to Mr. Van Buren, 
upon whom so much vituperation and abuse 
have been lavished, I will detain the House but 
afew moments. And who is Martin Van Bu-' 
ren? A man who, through the whole course of 


arty, and on that account has drawn down on | 
is head the most determined and persevering ` 
hatred of the aristocracy; a man against whose . 
rivate character and moral worth not even a 
reath of slander has dared to approach. He 
was the son of an humble farmer in New York, 
t a house of © 
entertainment at Kinderhook; and through his | 
long political career has not forgotten that he . 
was truly and emphatically one of the people, | 
and the deadly enemy of aristocracy in any and | 
rue it might approach our free |: 
e has passed through almost all 
the stations in the gift of the people; and who 


The first office he was called on to occupy was | 


ii the humble but responsible one of surrogate, or . 


hold these high officcs, but were subordinate ` 


oficers under General Harrison, and that at sub- 


seqnent periods they received their higher grades | € ; 
) i and while there was the unwavering advocate . 
tificates were given, the signers stood very much |i of the war, and was the author of the many <. 


on the list of the Army. At the time these cer- 


judge of probate, in his native county. Next, ` 
e was elected a Senator in the Legislature of . 
New York, where he continued two terms; 


i| cratic party of this Union. 
‘ believe that such will be the result. 


l: in the spoils wrested fro 


E et j 2 ; il. : 
to any in this wide extended Union, the inuendo ‘| in the same relation to General Harrison in which | patriotic addresses which issued to the coun- 


i try, calling on the people to sustain the honor, 
| the rights, and the glory of the Union, against 
| their powerful and vindictive foe. At a subse- 
quent period, Martin Van Buren was appointed 
ttorney General of his State, and afterwards, by 
Mr. Madison, to prosecute General Hull for his 
inglorious surrender at Detroit. When the con- 
‘vention for revising the Constitution was de- 
manded, he was a resident of a Federal county, 
where he, as a Republican, could not hope to be 
chosen; but such was the necessity for his public 
services, in the opinion of the people, that a county 
one hundred miles off elected him a member of 
the convention, and he nobly rewarded their 
well-placed confidence. At that time no man was 
allowed to vote unless he possessed a freehold to 
the value of $250, which disfranchised nearly one 
half of the whole population; and by his perse- 
vering and indefatigable efforts, and his untiring 
zeal in the cause of free suffrage, this odious 
principle of a property qualification was eradi- 
cated from the constitution of New York. Mr. 
Van Buren was twice elected a Senator in Con- 
gress by the Legislature, and before his second 
term expired, was elected Governor by a greater 
vote than has ever since been awarded to any 
one; and while discharging the high and oncrous 
duties of that station, was appointed by our il- 
lustrious Chief Magistrate, Secretary of State. 
Sir, at a subsequent period he was appointed, by 
the same authority, our Minister Plenipotentiar 
to the Court of Great Britain, whence, as is woli 
known, he was recalled by the Senate, without a 
single charge against his ability or fidelity. When 
thus recalled, the people of this Union felt their 
rights outraged and compromised, and elected 
him, by an averwhelming majority, Vice-Presi- 
dent of these United States—the station which he 
now holds. Let any man, who is not blinded 
and prejudiced by party, examine his conduct 
through all the various stages of his public ser- 
vices, and he will find that he has fulfilled the 
high trusts which have been reposed in him with 
honor to himself and benefit to the country. And 
with these facts before his eyes, my colleague 
[Mr. Harp] invokes the people of Kentucky 


_ to refuse their votes to this tried patriot and Re- 


publican, and to give them to General Harrison, 
who has ever been arrayed against the Demo- 
I will not, I cannot, 


Mr. Speaker, I have departed from the subject 
of the resolutions, in order to answer other gen- 
tlemen; and I shall now say a few words in rela- 
tion to them. The one proposition is to divide 
the proceeds of the public lands among the States 
for the purposes of education and internal im- 
provement; and the other, which stands in oppo- 
sition, is the project of the able and indefatigable 
Representative from Illinois, [Mr. Casry,}] who 
is ever attentive to the trust reposed in him by 
his constituents, to graduate the price of the lands, 
and thus open a door to their actual settlement by 
the hardy yeomanry of the land. Believing, as 
I do, that the first proposition will prostrate the 
interests of the West, make that portion of the 
Union tributary and subservient to the eastern 
and southern States, and paralyze the arm of ex- 
ertion and industry, without corresponding bene- 
fits, Lam forced to vote againstit. Lama western 
man. I represent apornon of the people of that 
country, and (though there are no ublic lands in 
Kentucky) I cannotbe instrumental in prostrating 
the interests of our sister States; to bind, man- 
acle, sell, and deliver them over to the balance of 
the Union. Let the other States but once revel 
m the West, and where 
is the remedy in case we should wish to reduce 
the price of the public lands? Shall we act on 
the principles of the monarchs of Europe, keep 
large forests and hunting-grounds, to be the abode 
of beasts of prey? or shall we, fora small con- 
sideration, open them to the actual occupation of 
the honest farmer and his family? | 

his is the true question to be decided; and for 
myself, I would preter to see the land occupied by 
a prosperous and industrious population, sur- 
rounded: by peace, plenty, and happiness, with 
the glorious privilege to say, this is my own, and 
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his enemies, and those the untamed and untam- 
able savages of the forest, encamped on ground 
whieh was pointed out by them, and thus unne- 
cessarily exposed his army to their merciless ven- 
ance. The ground might have been (for aught 
know) suitable for an encampment; It probably 
was, but for the circumstance that the enemy pro- 
sed it, which of itself. was sufficient to have 
warned a commanding general against it, , On 
that occasion Kentucky lost many of her brave 
sons; and Joe Davies is still fresh in the memory 
of his countrymen. Sir, Kentucky has not 
et ceased to mourn his loss. 
riends, and home for that fatal field; and when 
there, his ant impetuosity led him to the 
thickest of the fight; and the lines of the immor- 
tal Byron are truly applicable, when he says, in | 
relation to another, vee ee | 
« He rushed into the field, and foremost, fighting, fell.” ` 
Again: at Sandusky and the defense of Fort 
Stevenson, where was General Harrison? He 
was at the head of an effective and brave army, 
and left the little devoted band of one hundred and 
fifty men, commanded by the gallant Croghati and 
his noble associates, surrounded by an enemy, to 
defend themselves as best they might against vast 
odds. But hear What Mr. Duncan, present Gov- 
ernor of Illinois, says in relation to it. He was 
present; he was one of the officers of the fort on 
that memorable occasion; he is a fiend of General 
Harrison; he is opposed to Mr. Van Buren for 
the Presidency; and yet, what does ‘hé say in re- 


lation to that affair? It is unnecessary to reca- i 


itulate the whole letter of Governor Duncan, and 

shall only take such parts as relate more,par- | 
‘ticularly to the matter now under consideration: | 
*“ About this time General Harrison received in- | 


‘formation that the enemy had raised the siege | 


tof Fort Meigs, and had started in the direction 
t of Sandusky and Camp Stevenson. Recéiving | 
< this intelligence, he determined to retreat from | 
`< his position, and immediately sent an express to | 
‘Fort Stevenson, which arrived about sunrise, | 
‘ordering Major Croghan to burn the fort, with | 
*the ammunition and stores, and retreat without 
‘delay to head-quarters, giving some precaution- 
“ary instructions about the route,” &c. ; 
Here it is asserted, by authority which cannot | 
be dénied, that Croghan was ordered to retreat, | 
to burn his ammunition and stores; and this, too, | 
by his commanding general—my colleague’s re- 
.doubtable warrior-candidate 'for the presidency. 
What, let me ask, was the conduct of Croghan 
and his brave associates? Why, sir, they took 
the vote in true republican style, and determined 
to deftnd thé placeat all hazards. They did'de- 
fend it; and the train-bands of Btitish watriors, 
‘with their savage alli¢s; thirsting for the blood 
“of our brivé countrymen, were driven back with 
‘a slabghter which will ever stand as öne of the 
brightest pages in our history, and an evertast- 
ing stigma on the name of him who bade them 
‘desert their post and destroy their “storés ‘and 
ammunition.’ ‘Sir, according to this same letter, 
` <this great hero, this man ako had spent his-youth 
and his manhood in ‘fire and smoke, and who is 
“now attempted to be made President. for kis noble 
“deeds,” had Ta up his ammunitidn and stores, 
and was. ready to set. fire’ to them as sögn’ as 
‘Croghary should reach Seneca; andit cannot’ 
dowbted that, if he had arrived according ‘te 


ypas with ammu- 
y 


i 
i 
1 


He left family, | 


: then? 


H chief, the celebrated 


and just, if the American blood, which was ex- 
pets to be spilt on that day, should rest on the 

ead of Croghan, that he should be permitted to 
have the glory of the achievement and the victory; 
and if the General washed his hands of all par- 


i ticipation in the deeds of that day, that not only 


himself, but his friend, should likewise wash his 
hands of any participation in the glery of the deed. 


‘| But what do we hear on this floor and elsewhere ? 


That, for his great military achievements, the 
people of Kentucky are to give him their suffrages 
for the highest office in the gift of the people. 

T come now to the fatal field of Raisin; that field 
which has been fattened with the best blood of 
my adopted State; that’ field which was covered 
with the best blood of Kentucky’s noblest and 
choicest spirits. Where was Generàl Harrison 
e was not far distant; and why, let me 

ask my colleague, was he notin the fire and smoke 
which enveloped the manly forms of those who 
had gallantly marched in defense of the country? 
Sir, I remember to have heard it said, but I do 
; not vouch for it, that when the news of that fatal 
' day was received by express at the seat of our 
State government, the theater was in session, and 
there wag scarcely a being in that spacious estabé 
_ lishment but had lost some near and dear relative 
orfriend. Kentucky Wasin mourning from one 


., extremity to the other, for the blood that flowed 


| on that memorable occasion came from the veins 
| of the flower of Kentucky’s chivalry. Yearsand 
| years after, their bones still bleached on that fatal 
field of slaughter, and stood as à lasting monument 
of the ill-starred and unfortunate conduct of the 
,commander-in-chief. | Was he in fire and smoke 
| on that occasion? No; he was not; and the 
| Spirits of the brave—=of dur Allen, our Hart, our 
immes, and the many others who bravely per- 
| ished unaided and unsupportéd by their leader— 
will rise up and proclaim to the people that.Gen- 
| eral Harrison was not amidst the fire and smoke 
| which enveloped their manly forms on that try- 
‘ing ‘and heart-sickerting day. Sir, what does 
, Governor Madison say in relation to the con- 
i duct of this hero on that dtcasion. He says: ` 
"Our camp police was not, perhaps, what it 
| Sought to have been. But Iam not here the ac- 
| * cuser or:excuser of any éne, though thoroughly 
* coñvinced that thd principel error of thé cam- 
* paign, and” that ‘which brought all other evils 
‘upon tis, was the ‘great ‘dittance at which the 
other parts of the army were kept. ` Had the dis- 
‘* position been different, had the main body. been 
< Tecated within sustaining distance of the ad- 
* vanced corps, or had this corps beeri reinforced 
‘t by evéh a sitigle battalion of five hundred men, 
*ours'would have been a victory instead of a dė- 
t feat.” | ‘Again, General Lewis- says:-** Had the 


t general force been’ five- handred greater than it 
+ was, he-would not: have’experienced & defeat.” 
` Sit, will this testimony be denied, the testimony 


‘of a Governor of Kentucky, who-was a principal 
actor on the occasion, and who; from the misfor- 
‘tunes of the day, becanié the commander of those 
unfortunate trops? My tolleapwe’s hero, instead 
of being in fire and smoke, was not even in sustain- 
‘ing distaneé; and our bräyé men perished, and 
our glorjous flag’ was trarapled under foot by the 
‘enemy, for the want óf being: sustained, and be- 
‘catrse'the ‘coflimander-in-thief did not’ 
Thuntived men to-theiragsistance. =- 
-7 L dome now’ to’ the battle of the ‘Thames, and‘I 
ask my coffedigue-[Mr. HARD} who was ‘the 
‘hero'of that day? ‘Theré is one now in this Pfall, 
‘and d member of this House, and ‘who may ‘be 
‘fecognized afar off by the effects of the honorible 
“wounds received on that day, [Mr. Jonwsow;] 
‘one -who has served his country for along course 
‘of years, both in civil and military occupations; 
“Who Was indeed amidst fire and smoke, and blood 
“and death and destruction, and whose animating 
“voice was heard above ‘the dit, the turnioil, the 
“straggle, and the roar óf the battle, enéouraging 
the brave’ spirits who ‘surrounded hii to glory 
-andito victory; one who: completed the defeat of 
‘thẹe enemy by slaying with his own hand their 

r Secumseh, for it was then, 
‘and not till then, that. they raised the shout and 


‘son would be cut off. Mr. Speaker, itis but fair 


yell of dismay, which was answered by the vic- 
torious war-cry of Kentucky; and yet my col- 
‘feague leaves him, who is also before the people 


send’ five, 


Distribution of the Public Lands—Mr. Hawes. 


an aaaaaaa  eaiaaae 


i Kentuckians às a ‘reason for di 
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for their suffrages, and takes up another w 
| not in the midst of the battle and of ne er 
recommends him for his military deeds alone. 
Sir, I do not wish to do injustice to General Har- 
rison. If I know my own heart, I would not 
| tear one laurel from his brow; I would rather add 
! to their number than rudely tear them asunder, 
| What I have said is matter of history, and 
| therefore public property; and I should not, on 
' this occasion, have made an allusion to the late 
: war had not my colleague, on a former occasion, 
‘brought it under consideration, and urged it to 
t AS A re scarding the Re- 
, publiċan candidates for the presidency and vice 
; presidency, and supporting General Harrison. 
_ Again, my colleague says that Genera] Har- 
! Hison always did Kentucky justice in his reports 
ito the Department of War. It is true he fre- 
| quently spoke well of the Kentuckians, and some- 
times made insinuations against them and the 
whole westetn country, and particularly charged 
i the militia of Ohio as not to be dépended on. 
; Bat [ will not, in relation to this matter, trust to 
“memory, but use his own words, which may be 
found in his report to the War Department, writ- 
i ten from ‘Chillicothe, and dated March 17, 1813, 
| page 14E. He says, ‘amongst the reasons which 
“make it nedéssary to employ a large forée, I 
‘am so ry to merition the dismay ‘and disinclin- 
“ation to the service which appear to prevail in 
*the western country.” This, Mr. Speaker, I 
| ‘contend is doing a crying injustice to the people 
of Kentucky, as well'as the balance of the West. 
| At what time, let me! ask, did dismay and disin- 
clination to the’service pervade the West? Search 
the annats of your country, and when did men 
ever march more willingly at’ every summons? 
They poured forth their blood like water: they 
| left their firesides and their homes, their wives 
i anà ‘thildren, everything which was near and 
| deat ‘to them; and while they are ‘doing all this, 
| suffering hardships and privations almost past 
| the endurance of man; the commanding General 
«writes from his Head-quarters at Chillicothe, that 
dismay and disinctindtion to the service prevail-in the 
western country; dnd yet this same West is called 
‘on to support him for the Presidency. Never; 
Nö, never. “© ` ; 

Again, in the damé letter, after speaking of the 
militia whe were with him the preceeding winter 
‘as brave men, and much to be depended on, he 
‘resumes! “Tar NEW DRAFTS FROM THIS STATE 
“ARE ENTIRELY: OF ANOTHER CHARACTER, AND ARE 
‘WoT TO BE DEPENDED úron.” \ Péople of Ohio, 
dò you “see this; and from whom does it come? 
Fron a stranger? , No. From one unacquainted 
“with yot a#‘a‘people? ‘No. From a citizen of 


“another Beate?” No. But from your own leader 


“during the wWar—from a citizen of your own Ter- 
‘yitéry. - Had yowa right to éxpect this? You 
“had Sot; for you had- marched at his summons 
to the'Btandard of your country. J ask you, are 
“er -äre not the-people of Ohio tobe depended 
apon in the day of trial arid of danger? |General 


“Harrison says nor, but‘I say they are, and the 
‘world Will, with one accord, agree with me in 
“pronouncivty it a slinder on your character as a 
‘people. And yet you dre called on to-support 
‘this man for President; and yield up your Repub- 
Titan opinione-for ‘his 'sike. Wih you subscribe 
‘to this?: If you do, the world will proclaim in a 
‘voice of thunder; and in ‘the language of Harri- 
‘son; that you are not to be dependid-upon. ~ 
- And now, sirjin relation to Kentucky‘ he says: 
SI have no doubt; however, büt a su@icient nüm- 
‘Sher ‘of good men ean‘ be procured; and should 
‘they be permitted to serve on horseback, Ken- 
*tucky would: farnish some regiments,’’ &c. 
‘Here, Mr. Speaker, after saying that the new 
-drafts of Ohio'are not to be depended upo; that 
‘if allowed to‘serve on horseback, Kentucky would 
farnish; &., Lask you if this is fot likewise a 
“blander on the-State in which I reside? ' “Fis trae 
he did justice to those who fought at Raisin; he 
‘could net avoid it, for such men are difficult to 
-obtain in any country; but when he says, that 
if allowed to fight on horseback, is it not tanta- 
mount to an assertion that on foot they would 
‘not make good soldiers? I assert it, and manya 
glorious field wilt bear witness, that Kentuckians, 
“whether on foot or.on horseback, are not inferior 
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ral to expeet such charges; but I had no expect- 
ation that the blow would be struck by those who 
kave scarcely left the high places to which they 
were elevated by their professions of attachment 
to that very Administration, now so much the ob- 
iet of their obloquy. Almost all the acts in 
which there is now to be seen so much deformity, 
have long been before the country, and not one 
charge has been made by some of those who now 
are terrified with its past conduct, until the pres- 
ent session. The connection with new political 
allies has evidently given a change to their opin- 
ions. With Mr. Burke, I am induced to believe, 
that these gentlemen, ‘‘ gradually, are habituated 
‘to other company, and a change in their habi- 
‘tudes soon makes a way for a change in their 
‘opinions. Certain persons are no longer so very 
‘frightful when they come to be known and to 
‘he serviceable. Asto their old friends, the trans- 


‘ition is easy from friendship to civility, from _ 


‘civility to enmity; few are the steps from dere- 
‘Jiction to persecution.” Throughout this whole 
session we have had those who professed to be 
the friends of the head of the Kaminiatration, 
acting with its enemies—voting with them; and 
it is in vain, sir, that they can expect that on 
their return to the people they will not be consid- 
ered by that people as wearing the same badge— 
rallying under the same standard—and seeking 
the triumph of the principles opposed to those on 
which this Administration has been founded and 
sustained. 


Amongst other charges, we have been accused 
of having uniformly defeated such measures as 
would be calculated to keep the election of pres- 
ident and vice-president out of this House. No 
man who wishes to preserve the purity of our 
Government, and to save from the polluting touch 


object that the election is to be brought to the j! 


House of Representatives, the matter will be: 
taken into their own hands, It can never be 
sanctioned by a people which has sustained the 
present Administration: that support should be 
given to candidates who avow no principles, and 
agree upon no point except their hostility to the 
individual who has openly declared his determ- 
ination to pursue the policy of the present Ad- ` 
ministration. 
With a view of defeating this candidate, a 
feeling has been attempted to be raised against 
conventions. The objection to conventions ought 
now to be raised either by our open opponents 
or our late friends. Both have sanctioned this 
mode of presenting candidates to thcir respective 
parties. In 1832 the convention at Baltimore 
nominated the present Chief Magistrate for re- 
election, and placed the present Vice President 
before the country as a candidate for the office of 
presiding officer of that body which had at- 
tempted. but vainly, to brand him with the sear- 
mark of their condemnation. Throughout the 
whole countrys so far as the Democratie press 
was concerned, but one sentiment prevailed, and, 
by a concentration of public sentiment on these 
two candidates, a complete overthrow of those 
opposed to the Administration was the conse- 
quence. The election terminated in the triumph- 
ant reéelection of the Executive, and in placing 
the persecuted to preside over his persecutors. 
We have been told that in one State this system 
was looked upon with anything but favor. I 
allude to Tennessee. Yet, sir, that patriotic 
State sustained the nomination at Baltimore, thus 


‘giving the highest proof of her adoption of the 


of suspicion the character of the members of this . 


body; no man who wishes to keep amongst the 
body of the people the most sacred duty which 
devolves upon them, of selecting the highest 
officers of the country, but must desire to keep 
the election out of this House. It is not my in- 
tention to defend the President on this point. 
He needs no defense. His messages, year after 
year, speak for themselves on this point. Ido 


not intend to examine the course of the Admin- 


istration party during past years here. . Until the 
present session, I have not had the honor of a 
seat upon this floor, but I have not been inatten- 
tive to the proceedings of Congress. In the 
demand which has been made upon the attention 
of both Houses by discussions arising out of 
questions of great importance, might be found 
sufficient excuse for not having acted upon this 
subject. We have had the bank question, the 
tariff question, and a variety of subjects of vital 
interest, which have engrossed the time of this 
House. I leave the past, I seize upon the pre- 
sent, and ask who is taking advantage of this 
defect in the Constitution, which some are so 
anxious to remedy? I care not for professions— 
I look at facts. lt is openly avowed by some 
of the Opposition presses of the country, that 
the election must be brought into the Ho 


ical journals, that in this way alone can success 
be hoped for. And when we look to the course 
of the friends of the Administration, what do 
we behold? But one candidate, with one set of 
principles, relying for support on the whole Dem- 


ocratic party of the vast Confederacy. What | 


do we behold on the other side? The most stren- 


uous efforts to defeat the candidate of the Dem- | 


ocratic party Py appeals to sectional feeling. We 
have one candidate in the East; we have another 


in the West; and a third in the South and south-- 


west. And for what end? Itis admitted that not 
one of the candidates can obtain sufficient votes 
of the electoral colleges to elect him. Is the 
object to divide the forces and bring the contest 
here, where a selection, which ought to be made 
by those who sent us here, may be made by us? 
Is it so arranged that we are to be converted from 
agents into principles? For one, I seriously hope 
that this result will not take place. I believe 
that when the fact is presente 
that therc are thrce candidates in the field, with- 
out any avowed principles, and with the declared 


USE. | 
Frankly is the opinion avowed in leading polit- 


to this people, | 


i| people. 


sysem, It is not my purpose to speak of the 
change of sentiment which, we are told, has 
taken placè there. It is not my intention to 
charge her with inconsistency. Yr a change of 
circumstances requires a different course to be 
pursued now, from that adopted then, it is not 
for one from another section of the Union to hold 
up her proceedings to the gaze of this nation. 
or myself, I am satisfied that the recommenda- 
tion of several hundred members of the Demo- 
cratic family will be looked upon with as great 
favor as the correspondence of members of this 
House, whereby the name of a distinguished in- 
dividual may be placed before the country in 
connection with the first office in the gift of the | 
Our Presidential question is daily be- | 

coming more exciting; the candidates for the dis- | 
tinction becoming more numerous; and unless |; 
some mode be adopted to concentrate the senti- | 
ment of those who profess certain principles, and 
recommend certain persons as best calculated to 
carry out thcir principles, there is a probability 


| that the reins of government will be placed in 


the hands of those who profess principles op- 
posed to a large majority of the people. 

. One of the accusations expressed in the indict- 
ment of the gentleman from Tennessee, was the 


i system of excitements pursued by the Adminis- 


tration party. He passed over the gold humbug, 
as he termed it, and the expunging process. By 
the first, he must be understood as referring to 
the effort made to restore the constitutional cur- 
rency into the country, an effort which was in- 
tended for the producing classes of the nation, 
and with a view of giving to them a currency 


i which could not be affected by every variation in 


the money market; giving to the farmer that 
which should be trye return for his produce, and 
to the laboring man the real value of his labor. 
By the second, he refers to the means employed 
to remove from the journals of the Scnate an act 
which condemned unheard, and without proof, 
him who had defended your homes from foreign 
invasion, and rescued your country from the des- 

otism of wealth. Both, sir, may be resisted, 

ut only fora time. The intelligence of the peo- | 

le, united with their desire to do justice to the! 
injured, must ultimately give a triumph to both 
these measures. 


The French question is that upon which he 


| rests. The gentleman from Virginia [Mr. Ganr- 


LAND] has ably reviewed the whole course of this 
controversy, and it would be useless to attempt a — 
reiteration of his statements. That controversy i: 


act of the foreign 


, radation. a r 
‘ the great mass of the people; with having, upon 


has passed away from us—the last, the brightest 
olicy of the Administration. 
The course adopted by the Executive, bungling 
and improper as it has been termed upon this 
floor, has yet obtained for your citizens indemni- 
fication, and for our country a reputation. The 
gentleman from Tennessee knew as well as the 
Executive every important act in relation to the 
negotiation. From time to time’they were com- 
municated to the nation. What object could 
the Administration obtain by exeitement? The 
attempt improperly to arouse the fears of the 
country would be seen recoiling in unmeasured 
violence upon those by whom it might be made. 
The gentleman from Tennessee says the Presi- 
dent ought, if he really believed war was ap- 
proaching, (as his friends did proclaim it was 
approaching,) to have convened Congress during 
the last summer. The moment he had issued 
such a proclamation would have been the signal 
for a shout from every part of this Union, that 


_with his rashness he was about to precipitate the 


country into difficulty. No, sir, with the patience 
of Fabius he sought to restore their property to 
his own countrymen. Throughout the whole ne- 
gotiation a spirit was displayed of which every 
American should be proud. Yet, sir, I have been 
astonished to hear it insisted upon, not only here, 
but without these walls, that this Government had 
made an apology in the course of the difficulty. 
One gentleman referred to Mr. Rives’s explanation 
to the French Minister Polignac. If reference be 
made to the history of our foreign relations, it 
will be found, that although France has several 
times required explanations, never has she ob- 
tained them from the United States. The course 
adopted by the commissioners with Talleyrand in 
1778, by Mr. Rives with Prince Polignac, and by 
Mr. Livingston with De Rigny and De Broglie, 
has been of a uniform character. 

The principle has been boldly avowed in all 
the communications of our -publie agents, and I 
trust will ever be sustained, that executive com- 
munications are not to be explained to any for- 
eign Government on earth. . With the French 
question we have been elevated in the eyes of the 
civilized world. We have presented the spectacle 
of a young and chivalrous nation, conscious of 
the justice of her demands, requiring of a nation 
armed at every point payment of a just debt. 
The consequence has been, that in the presence 
of the assembled nations of the earth, our coun- 
try stands respected for her resolution. The 
very attitude has given nerve to the cause of pop- 


‘ ular governments; and while Europe starts at the 


boldness of our conduct, and applauds our course, 
is it to be believed that there are those at home 
who attempt to rob him to whom the country is as 
greatly indebted of the luster of the deed which he 
has accomplished? Unprepared, without ships, 
without fortifications, we might have been; but, 


: sir, with less means, we have already had a contest 


with one powerful nation; and with our immense 
resources of power, and what is more, of patriot- 
ism, I never had any doubts that my countrymen 
were willing to rally around the Executive, m 
the maintenance of the honor of the country. 
They never would consent that the character of 
the nation should be tarnished by one particle of 
explanation. The flag of our country now floats 
untarnished, and when one stain is upon its folds 
let the country not exist covered with disgrace. 
Let our sun go down suddenly, if it will; but let 


_ it go down in brightness. 


If we are to believe the representations which 


‘are made here, sir, the Administration has been 
' signalized by a scrics of violated promises, and 
| by having led the country gradually from a most 


elevated position into the lowest depths of deg- 
It is charged with the corruption of 


this foor, a party represented as a pretorian co- 
hort, marched and wheeled at the command of 


the lExecutive; the press manacled and enslaved, 


In one word, a scene is presented from whieh 
every American should revolt with disgust. And 
whoare theaccusers? By whom are these charges 
made? By those who but a short time since were 
seen in tic ranks of the Administration, who, par- 
ticipated in its labors. From these, high accusa- 
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tions come; by them are these daily denunciations 
made: no doubt with a view of arousing the na- 
tien to a sense ofits danger. Tf Jupiter himself 


t 
| 
i 


which will end in no improvident expenditure of 
the public treasure, and at the same time provide 


7 
| 
us with ample defenses. i 


Whatever movements | 


should thunder daily from his high heavens, the | shall be made, I hope wiil be taken with due con- | 


sublunary world would become accustomed to 
the sound, and remain undisturbed; and certainly 
there can be no reason to believe that the daily 
rattling of the car of Salmoneus can attract at- 
tention, With what truth can they accuse an 
Evsecutive of corruption, when the evidence is 
before the world of his having placed his veto on 
a system of internal improvements which would 
have thrown into his hands immense means, by 
a diffusion of the public treasure? An Executive 
which resisted the combined influence of wealth, 
and refused its sanction to a measure which would 
have given it the power to place its satraps in 
every section of the Union. Corruption may 


be found in a state of quiescence, but not in an’ 


Administration, every step taken by which has 
been opposed by a phalanx of industry and talent; 
and, notwithstanding, has uniformly triumphed. 
With the accuser and accused, I am willing to 
approach the great tribunal of public scrutiny, and 
that the acts of those intrusted with power should 
speak for themselves. 

What has the Administration done? Let your 
foreign and domestic policy answer. Look to 
your seas, unlocked to the commerce of the coun- 
iry—to channels regained or discovered for the 
outpouring of the industry of your farmers. Look 
to your indemnities, wrung from European Pow- 
ers, and your country respected amongst the na- 
tions of the world, by carrying out the maxim 


of American diplomacy, that ‘‘ we will ask for. 


nothing but what is right, and submit to nothing 
which is wrong.” And are there no evidences 
of wisdom and integrity in your domestic policy? 
Where is the discharge of your national debt? 
where the relief from taxes to the amount of 
millions by the reduction of your tariff? where 
the enlightened policy with regard to your Indian 


tribes, preserving them from annihilation, and 
the citizens? where the effort to | 
currency to your country? where | 


giving quiet to 
restore the gol : your coun ; 
the triumph over a gigantic institution, which 


had chosen a nation for its antagonist? By its 


acts let the Administration be tried, and I have 
no doubt of the approving verdict of the country. 
In a career of unexampled prosperity, with the 
richest stores of plenty, and at peace with the 
eivilized world, is the position in which the pres- 


ent Executive, in the last year of his public career, | 


finds the nation; and well may be applied to him 
the language of the Roman consul, that for many 


of these benefits are we indebted to the integrity | 


and wisdom of one man. In the recollection of 
his countrymen his actions will be cherished. 
On their tongues shall his actions grow, and on 
their records shall they arrive at age and strength; 
and the same day which brought deliverance to 


membrance of his Administration, 


|| Sessions—our Indian frontier, and maritime fron- |: 


An Administration, around which so much | 


luster is now shed, calls for supplies to carry out 
its measures relating to the public defense. A 
review of its past conduct was made by the gen- 
tleman from Tennessee, with the desire of ascer- 


taining whether it was trustworthy. I hope, that | 


in common with the country, this House is sat- 
isfied on that point. The proposition is now 
made to us to prepare a system of national de- 
fense, 


the country with such defense as her situation 
demands, and her character requires at the hands 
of the Representatives. We have arrived at a 
point at which the question must be settled, 
whether we will divide the money in our Treas- 
ury, or build necessary fortifications, increase our 
Navy, and protect our inland frontier from the 
incursions of the savages. The means which we 
have at our command will permit us to prosecute 
any plans which may be agreed upon. Iam not 
disposed to rush forward into a system of extrav- 
agant expenditures calculated to lay the founda- 


tion of a policy opposed to the principles of, and `: 1e NS O 
i at the position of affairs in that section. 
li have a report which shows that a body of Indians 
ii combining a warlike strength of a terrible char- 


to bring diseredit upon, a republican form of gov- 

ernment. The danger is always in extremes. 

We have an opportunity of pursuing a course 
. 


Attention has been directed to it, and we | 
are now called upon to take measures to provide | 


|| retary, to build large fortifications on the lakes | 


‘| land at oe beyond the reach of these very | 
the country, shall transmit to posterity the re- | 


i out delay be put afloat upon these inland seas. | 


ʻi leave them in the neighborhood of civilization, to 


sideration. Opposed as the country is, as a set- ' 
tled policy, to overgrown naval establishments 
or large standing armics, I have no doubt every 
effort to increase any branch will be watched 
with the jealous care which should always char- 
acterize a people conscious of the value of the 
institutions they enjoy, and anxious for their 
preservation. But still, when the condition which 
we now present, as to defense, is placed before 
the country, there can be no fear of its sustaining 
the policy recommended to us. 


At various periods reports have been made by 
intelligent officers iar | our public defense. 
So far as my judgment can be formed, none holds 
amore conspicuous station than the document 
which has been laid, within a few days, upon our 
tables from the War Department. It displays an 
intimate knowledge of a subject of vast extent, 
and presents to the view of Congress a system 
which, while it avoids all extravagance, is marked 
with a prudence which requires that no important 
ponton should remain unprotected. Sanctioned 

y the approval of one whose military reputation 
was acquired at a period when the world was an 
entire battle-field, and when the greatest gencrals 
the world has ever seen were gathering their 
laurels, it comes to us with no ordinary character. 
An examination of that paper will convince mem- 
bers that the systems offered heretofore to the ' 
country will admit of some alteration. The great 
divisions of the engineer’s report of 1821, insist- `, 
ing upon an efficient organization of our militia, 
upon facilities of internal communication, of a 
well-arranged navy, and fortifications, as con- 
taining the elements of a proper defense, are 
points npon which we can all unite. These are 
so closely united, that the whole system will be 
affected by an improper arrangement of any one 
of the parts composing the whole plan. ith ` 
respect to our defense, there are three points to | 
which I must solicit the attention of the commit- | 
‘tee. I divide the locations for which provision 
should be made (and I believe I do nothing more | 
| than what is suggested by the War Department) 


' into the frontier bordering upon the British pos- ‘| 
l 


tier. The fact that the British Government has | 
i erected garrisons of great extent at some points 
in their possessions, affords no example for our | 

| 


| 
| 
| 


imitation. Attack, if madec, is to be expected | 
from the strong upon the weaker power. We have 
nothing to dread in the shape of an inroad upon | 
us from that quarter. In the opinion of the Sec- || 


Ontario, Erie, Huron, and Michigan would be a | 
| useless expenditure of money, as an enemy might | 


forts. emporary block-houses would answer i! 
every purpose which could be produced by ex- || 
pensive works. Moreover, a ficet upon which i 
every reliance might be placed by us could with- 


The closing of the entrance to Lake Champlain 
| is a measure recommended by the Department. 
Connecting, as this sheet of water does, Canada 
with the State of New York and Vermont, it is 
necessary for the United States to have a com- 
manding position in that section. 

The internal frontier of the United States is 
covered with hordes of savages. From the Gulf 
of Mexico up to the line dividing our possessions 
; from those of our British neighbors, our popula- 
| tion is exposed to the attacks of a barbarian foe, 
| whose hatred to the white man is unceasing, and 
crowds of whom hang like avalanches, ready to 
' fall upon our countrymen. We have adopted a 
| policy which some here insist adds every hour to 
| the danger. Is it proper that we should transport 
| the Indians, place arms in their hands, and then 


| watch for their opportunity, and massacre those 
| who are the pioncers in the march of improve- | 

ment in the new sections of the country? Look 
You 


i 


acter, will soon be collected between our frontier 
and the Rocky Mountains. 
After the emigration now going on shall be com- 
a following is supposed will be the result: 
ndians who have cmigratcd.......2..+. 31,348 
Indians to remove. ...--.. sce eeeeeesee 12,181 
Indians of indigenous tribes within strik- 
ing distance of our frontier.......... » 150,341 


; 253,870 

Here is a force well calculated to excite alarm. 
The experience of the past appeals to us in char- 
acters of blood. We have had in a few years 
several Indian wars. At this moment the Simi 
noles are in arms, and before them many a valiant 
man has fallen. The recurrence of these san- 
guinary contests, in which neither age nor sex is 
speeds must not be permitted. Millions have 
already been expended in putting an end to wars 
which, had a necessary force been exhibited, 
never would have occurred. An increase of mil- 
itary force, and of that species of force of mount- 
ed men, is necessary to keep the savages in awe. 
Nothing, as has often been stated, but a display 
of power is calculated to preserve peace; and you 
will, by keeping a force before them, convince 
them that the war which they wage with the 
white man must be hopeless. The establishment 
of a road from some point on the Upper Missis- 
sippi to Red river, passing west of Missouri and 
Arkansas, together with the construction of cer- 
tain forts at a trifling expense, recommended by 
the Department, will tend to give protection to 
our settlements requiring it at our hands by every 
dictate of humanity and patriotism. 

The most important point of defense, when 
viewed either as to extent to be protected, or the 
amount to be expended, is our maritime frontier. 
With a coast stretching from Nova Scotia, down 
to the Sabine river, we present a line of thousands 
of miles to the appross of an enemy. To throw 
up a line of fortifications, resting one upon the 
other; to have our coast defended by a serics of 
martello towers, with a view of preventing an 
unbroken rampart of defense, would be an idle, 
extravagant, and useless expenditure of public 
money. To fortify every point which can be ap- 
proached must be unnecessary; to place fortifica- 


: tions at the entrances to our principal cities, and 


particularly those having naval depots, fortifica- 
tions of a character sufficient to meet the attack 
of a powerful fleet, must be the great object at 


| present. The views laid down by Secretary Cass 
: are so valuable that I cannot forbear to state them 


to the committee. After recommending an aug- 
mentation of the Navy, an efficient organization 
of the militia, the cultivation of military science, 
the preservation of a skcleton of a regular estab- 
lishment, the proper distribution of the munitions 
of war, he proposes to finish the works now un- 
der construction, to fortify the harbors and inlets 
upon the coast where we have cities and towns 
of importance, and where we have naval establish- 
ments. He advises also the appointment of a 
board to resurvey positions intended to be forti- 
fied; also an investigation to be made in the mat- 
ter of steam batteries, with a view of using them 
in our system of defense, and particularly our 
bays and harbors. He recommends a reconsid- 
eration of the project for fortifying the roadstcads 
and anchorage grounds; also an increase of the 
corps of engineers. According to his report, 
there are two bills before Congress, one amount- 
ing to $2,180,000, and intended to prosecute 
works already commenced. This includes, in 
consequence of the loss of the cclebrated fortifi- 
cation bill, operations of two years. This bill, 
in his opinion, ought to be passed without delay. 
The second bill proposes nineteen new works, and 
$600,000 for steam batteries. He thinks that the 
appropriations for the steam battcries may be 
reduced to $100,000; and the following, amount- 
ing to twelve in number, may be deemed neces- 
sary works: at Penobscot bay, Kennebec river, 
Portland, Portsmouth, Salem, New Bedford, New 
London, Staten Island, Sollers’s Flats, Redoubt 
on Federal Point, Barancas, and Fort St. Philip. 
These he deems of paramount importance. The 


| appropriations for steam batteries are highly im- 


In future wars steam is destined to 


ortant. i 
i Upon these batteries 


performa wonderful part. 
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the defense of our harbors will in a great meas- | 
ure depend, 2 . i 

In the prosecution of the system of fortifica- `` 
tions which has heretofore governed us, a num- : 
ber of works have been erected. The following 
presents a list of the fortifications erected since | 
the last war, with their location and character: | 


Pelta of the Mississippi. 

1. Fort Jackson, a large and exprnsive work. 

2. Fort Pike, an expensive work. 

3. Fort Wood, an expensive work. 

4. Tower Dupré, not large. 

§. Battery Bienvue, not large. 

Mobile. 
Fort Morgan, a large and expensive work. 
Pensacola. 
Fort Pickens, a large and expensive work. 
St. Augustine. 

A considerable appropriation to repair the fort 

at that place. 
Cape Fear River, North Caroling. 
Fort Caswell, a large and expensive work. 
Fort Macon, a large and expensive work. 
Hampton Roads, Virginia. 

Fort Monroe, one of the largest works in the ; 
world; it covers seventy acres of ground. 

Fort Calhoun, near Fort Monroe, the founda- 
tion made; it has cost already a large sum of 
money. 


Washington City. 
Fort Washington, eighteen miles below the 
city, a large and expensive work. 


Delaware River. 


Fort Delaware, a large and expensive work. 
It was burnt and is to be rebuilt. 


| 
New York. | 


Fort Hamilton and Fort Lafayette, both large ' 
and expensive works. | 


Newport, Rhode Island. 
A large work—Fort Adams—unfinished. 


The above are all the new works commenced i, 
since the war, making eleven new, large, and | 
expensive works, besides appropriations for old | 
works south of the city of Washington; and four | 
new large works, besides appropriations for old | 
works north of the city of Washington. 

These constructions have, for the most part, 
taken place in our southern portion of the country, | 
being included in those sections, in the opinion 
of the engineer department, requiring early and 
eficient defense. The present appropriations ' 
are chiefly proposed for the northern and eastern | 
sections of country; and are required for positions 
calling loudly for the protection of the Govern- |; 
ment. No point on the whole coast reguires 
that protection more than the city of New York, 
and | trust that the policy of the Government 
will continue to extend its care towards it until 
ample defense and shield is given to the lives and |. 
Forerty of not only those in the city of New |: 
York, but the immense extent of country which 
it commands. The amount expended on partic- 
ular points ought not to be brought into a ques- 
tion of this nature. We must expend with refer- 
ence to the wants of each section of country. 
Some will require more, others less, in proportion 
to the exposed situation and the importance of 
the point to be fortified. With a view of giving 
to the committee full information on the subject 
of expenditures on this point, the following table, |) 
Prepared at my request, at the engineer depart- |! 
ment, 18 submitted to them: 


| 


Statement of the amount expended on account of For- 
tifications from the year 1791 to the 31st of De- 
cember, 1835, in each of the maritime States and || 
Territories. 


Maine ..iiccbvapscbiscasteseecs: $6,105 07 
New Hampshire......s..seseeee0. 95,913 30 
Massachusetts ....,...ee.eeeeee02 737,981 10 |) 
Rhode Island......0...cceeeeee ss -1,110,157 90 | 
Connecticut....cececcesceceseceee 725196 29 
New York......cceecccceccseeee 03,678,614 66 
New Jersey....ssecccscececeeeeee 20,350 00 
ennsylvania ......esececeeececes 191,871 64 


` locations for two great depots. 


elaWare......cccccsecuoroegesss 654,323 49 
No. 23 . 


Maryland...........e0see0e0 e.. $1,079,809 03 
ViTg Nid. oo ee ee ecw eee e cee eee eee s 3,260,848 69 
North Carolina.......ececseeceace 870,785 31 
South Carolina. .....ccceecees «1,006,665 72 
Georgia Sie.sinSa lewd S06 478,531 
Louisiana........04. eesse oe oe 0 984,493 
Alabama....e.cescccseececee ce es 01,497,137 


Perec ncace 


24 


n PION A. 616 :s'e'ss.e'oe, sees cased eaS 736,786 29 


District of Columbia........seeeee 74 


$17,526,351 61 


43,781 


I offer these to show gentlemen the amount 
which has been expended throughout the mari- 
time frontier. 


and useless task. 
the reference to the past may have a beneficial 
effect upon the future—that when the ground has 
been reviewed over which we have passed we 
may be disposed to extend the kind offices of the 
Government to those sections now unprovided 


ı with means of protection. 


There is one arm of the public defense which, 
on all sides, is admitted to require the fostering 
care of the Government. The military marine of 
the nation is the subject of admiration in ever 
point of the Union. It has covered itself wit 
laurels, gathered in contests with the most gigantic 
maritime Power of the world—it has laid upon 
our altars the richest trophies, won from those 
who had claimed exclusive dominion over the 
sea. We look to it, not only as the means of 
sustaining our natural character, but as our great 
bulwark of defense. With our extensive ocean 
boundary, we must necessarily be exposed to 
assaults from foreign naval Powers. Our contest 
naturally will be upon the ocean; and as the most 
effective means of giving protection, and at the 
same time best adapted to our institutions and 
character, the Navy must be favorably viewed 


j; on this floor, as the basis of our system—atten- 
i tion must be paid to the condition and location 


of your naval depots. Without suitable posi- 
tions at which your vessels of war can be built 
and refitted, positions affording facilities of various 
kinds, much of the efficiency of your force must 
be lost. To the proposition which has been made 
to reduce our naval establishments, L cannot sub- 
scribe. I amaware that the Navy commissioners 


_have heretofore recommended the selection of 


Narragansett bay and the Chesapeake, as proper 
This suggestion 
has been examined by a distinguished South Car- 


‘ olinian, who opposed the measure on the ground 


that the expenditures of the Government ought, 
as far as possible, to be distributed throughout 
the country; that the concentration of the number 


: of individuals necessarily employed, would throw 
‘into the hands of those intrusted with power a 
. dangerous influence; moreover, that it interfered 
i with the recommendation of the Executive. for 
_ the laying up timber. For that purpose, building 


slips are required, and great room is necessary. 


: So essential are these building slips deemed, that 


England and France, with a view of having 
them in their establishments, have increased their 
navy-yards. The report of the Secretary of the 
Navy, (now at the head of the Treasury Depart- 


: ment,) in the year 1831, also expressly takes 


ground against the reduction. In time of war, 
also, the advantage of having several points of 
refuge for our vessels must be apparent. It never 
would answer to have, on the whole line of our 
coast, only two places of resort. Iam aware that 
the opinion prevails that certain points ought to 
be abandoned, on the ground that they do not 
possess those advantages which are essential to 
the proper location of navy-yards. I am aware 
that the very city which I have the honor, in 
part, to represent, has been deemed one of those 
unworthy positions. If gentlemen will examine 
the report made by officers of distinction, and 
whose knowledge of the wants of our service is 
undoubted, made some years since in relation to 
the proper sites for our naval establishments, aad 


| willapply to the harborof New York the requisites 


deemed necessary for a valuable navy-yard, they 
must be satisfied of the propriety of maintaining 


an extensive depot at that place. I am unwilling. 


€ I will not follow the example ! 
which has been placed before me of drawing com- | 
parisons between the amounts paid into different i 
sections of the Confederacy. It is a disagreeable i 
I am willing to believe that | 


to allow the impression to exist, that the public 
money is uselessly expended there. The requi- 
sites of a proper site are numerous, Accessi- 
bility alone is not sufficient to recommend a sta- 
tion. A navy-yard, in the harbor of New York, 
is easily defended. A navy-yard ought not to be 
located in a position which would require a large 
standing force to defend it. Surrounded by a 
dense population, defense could be, at New York, 
made with efficiency and rapidity. New York 
would require a double force to carry on a suc- 
cessful blockade. An enemy would be forced to 
keep a fleet at the sound, and another at Sandy 
Hook. Dry docks can be there made without 
difficulty; and, in certain points, fleets might ride 
in perfect safety, completely land-locked. Tim- 
ber can be readily supplied at this point. The 
Stores, armaments, and crews of our vessels, can 
be procured there with more facility than any 
other part of the country. The advantages which 
_ that port has, as the great commercial mart of the 
| Union, are beyond those possessed by any other 
/place. The ship-building, which is carried on, 
‘brings to it a large amount of the talent neces- 


| sary for that branch of business. Of this portion 


| of our employment we are justly proud. We feel 
| @ pride in the skill, taste, and industry displayed 

in our naval architecture, manifested, as it is, in 
į the construction of the humblest craft which may 
| be seen skimming over our bay, as well as the 
į massive vessels which carry the reputation of 
| their construction into distant seas. Truly can 
| be applied to them the remark, that under their 
| hands the rudest materials soon “assume the 
i likeness of an animated bung; and, with swell- 

ing plumage, rise before us.” How necessary 
` is it to have our national stations so arranged 
: that we may command the services of the first 

artisans in the proper execution of the work of 
i the Government. I now ask the consideration 
| of the question of accessibility. That the ingress 
and egress of vessels should be easy, there can be 
| no doubt. One of the objections to New York 
has been removed by the recent surveys made of 
_ the entrance by Sandy Hook. The examinations 
; made by Lieutenant Gedney, engaged in the coast 
survey, have proved that a channel exists which 
will permit a vessel of the largest class, without 
difficulty, to approach the city. The maps of 
i this survey I have examined, and I cannot but 
į bear testimony in favor to the industry and skill 
which have contributed to results so valuable to 
the commercial and military marine. 

Let us now examine the amount of your ma- 
rine force. What is the condition and number 
| of your vessels? Although our commerce covers 
every sea, and we rank as the second commercial 
nation, we find that we can be considered but as 
| eighth in regard to force. From a list in Niles’s 
Register of the naval force of the different Powers, 
I give the following statement of the number of 
their vessels: 

Great Britain. ...ccccccesccsovcccercsesees T46 
France, ..sccseccecccccceccsceceseceeses saad 
Sweden and Norway. -ccceccescvsesceeess26L 
RUuSSia. . 2 ce csrccccercecccrccctereeseece 168 
Ottoman Empire... ...cceccscsscesccceesesl32 
Holland. ..cceccccccscecne cevecssccseess sl O3 
Austriasse eseseesroreosecesoreesesrreesee T2 

All of these Governments, with the exception 
of England, have nothing like the interest afloat 
that we have; and yet, with a most extended 
maritime frontier—stretching upwards of three 
thousand miles—with a hundred thousand sea- 
men engaged in our marine, with hundreds of 
vessels and millions of property exposed, we 
have a force inferior to any of the Powers named 
above. What force have we in the Mediterra- 
nean, Pacific, st Indies, Brazil, East Indies, 
and on your coast, at each of which points a 
force ought to be stationed? Four frigates and 
fourteen sloops of war. No one wil! be rash 
enough to declare this to be sufficient to give any 
protection to the property and the lives of your 
fellow-citizens. While we have greater interests 
at stake than mos{gnations, the policy of most of 
them has been directed continually to promoting 
the advancement of their respective navies. It 
may not be without advantage to refer to the 
policy of France, with a view of disclosing to 
this committee the anxiety of that nation to ob- 
tain a naval power. Every measure calculated 
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ia fusweethe whale fisheries and cod fisheries has i «A squadron in the West Indies and Gulf of 


been alopted. Premiums have been given to 
to give ber the means of supplying her military 
marine with men. She bas her conscription lists 
on which all engaged in sea life are enrolled. By 
an ordinance of Louis XVI, in 1734, all young 
men who were cighteen years of age, and had 
served one year as seamen, were enrolled. The 
jaw is sl} in existence. All engaged in the 
coasting trade are enrolled, From these sources 
the Alzerine expedition was fitted out. She has 
her naval schools, her institutions for instruction 


in naval architecture, her schools of practice in — 


naval gunnery. In one word, a policy is devel- 
oped which shows the ambition of France is to ' 
compete with England in naval mastery. In 


1834, France asked of the Chambers to be ex- ` 


ended 65,500,000f. for her naval establishments. 
Vhat do we see in England? At the present 


session, the King, in his address, has called upon - 


the Commons for increased supplies to sustain 
the navy, So as to give protection to the increas- 
ing commerce of the country. By the late arri- 
vals we learn, by a statement which I find in one 
of our public journals, that ‘ the navy estimates 
‘were brought forward, which led to some dis- 
“cussion relative to the proposed increase of the 
‘marine force, as alluded to in the King’s speech. 
‘The total excess of the estimates over those of 
‘the last year is £246,000, which has arisen from 
‘the necessity of augmenting the number of sea- 
“men and marines to the ordinary or yard craft. 
‘The increase in the vote of the present session 
tis £254,000, and the number of new hands five 
‘thousand men and one thousand boys; making 
‘the whole of the sea service to consist of thirty- 
‘three thousand seven hundred men, nine thou- 
‘sand marines, and two thousand boys. England 
‘has only ten line-of-batile ships afloat, whilst 
‘Russia has eighteen in the Baltic, and had 
‘twenty-three more at the review at Cronstadt, 


‘ steamers.” 
These statements will show what anxiety is 
manifested in relation to this subject on the other 


side of the Atlantic, and should prompt us to :' 
e ought to ' 


look to the state of our Navy. 
turn our attention to the protection of our com- 
merce. It has already been the easy prey of sev- 
eral nations from whom for years we were com- 
pelled to apply for indemnification; and are we 


willing to allow these depredations to be repeated? ' 


Look alone at the whale fisheries in the South 
Seas, those nurseries upon which we must de- 


vessels were in those seas; that nine thousand 
navigators were afloat in that region. Ought not 
ample force to protect and give relief to these in- 
trepid men to be afforded? 

The Commissioners of the Navy propose the 


employment of forty-two vessels, to be engaged | 


in squadrons, as follows: 


‘c One might be employed in the Mediterranean, | 


‘and attend to our interests on the west coasts 
‘of Spain and Portugal, and southward to the 
* western coast of Morocco and Madeira. 

« One in the Indian ocean, to visit successively 
‘the most important commercial points east of 
‘the Cape of Good Hope to China; then to cross 
‘the Pacific, visit the northern whaling stations 
‘and islands; cruise some time upon the west 
‘coast of America, and return by way of Cape 
‘Horn, the coast of Brazil, and the windward 
* West India islands. . 

“ One in the Pacific ocean, to attend to our in- 
‘ terests upon the west coast of America; keeping 
‘one or more vessels at or near the Sandwich 
t and other islands which are frequented by our 
* whale ships and other vessels, and in succession 


‘cross the Pacific, visiting the islands and south- | 


‘ern whaling stations, China, and other com- 
‘mercial places, and return by the way of the 
“Cape of Good Hope to the United States. 


«<A squadron upon the coastyof Brazil, or east | 
* coast of South America, might be charged with | 


‘attention to our interests on the whole of that 
‘coast, and upon the north coast, so far as to 
‘include the Oronoco. If a ship of the line should 
‘be employed on this station, it might be occa- 
‘sionally sent round to the Pacific. 


i! § Mexico will be necessary for, aud may be charged 
those engaged in those branches. The object is | 


‘with, attention to the protection of our com- 
£ 


S 


a 


roun l to the Gulf of Mexico. 

“A small coast squadron upon our Atlantic 
coast might be very advantageously employed, 
in making our officers familiarly and thorough! 
acquainted with all our ports and harbors, which 
would be very useful in a state of war. The 
vessels would also be ready for any unexpected 
service, either to transmit information or orders; 
to reinforce other squadrons, or to visit our 
eastern fisheries. Besides this cruising force, it 
is recommended that a ship-of-the-line be kept 
in a state of readiness for service, men excepted, 
at Boston, New York, and Norfolk, and used 
as receiving-ships for the recruits as they are 
collected. This would give the means of fur- 
nishing a considerable increase of force, with a 
very small addition to the current expense.” 

Whatever vessels we have ought to be put 
afloat, and I trust that we shall afford to the De- 
partment the means of placing them ina situation 
which will permit them to be useful. It is time 
that additional rank be given to your officers. It 
is due to their valor; it is due to those who have 
gained laurels for themselves and the country. 


~ananannnnannn nnn 


. Employ your officers in protecting your foreign 
' commerce, in your surveys of your coast, and in 


the naval depots at home, and you will give them 
sufficient employment. In one branch they might 
be of incalculable advantage; useful they might 
be in cruising off, and relieving your merchant- 
men approaching our dangerous coast, as it is in 
| many parts, and particularly at inclement seasons 

of the year. These very vessels might afford 


lish your observatory, and your national foundery 


| for casting your cannon. Carry out these plans, | 
‘; and you will have a system calculated to give 
‘independent of frigates, small craft, and armed | 


efficiency to promote the welfare of a branch of 
service eminently calculated to be useful to the 
country. 

We do not want a navy like that of any of the 
great European Powers, but we want a marine 
force sufficient for the purpose of carrying out 
the original object of the system. We want a 


force sufficient to give protection to our immense | 
| commerce, extending itself into every sea; we | 


ı want a force to give respect to our country abroad, 


and to form the basis of a power which in the | 


` hour of difficulty will be sufficient to assert the 


The prosecution of such a system of defense 
will require a large expenditure of public money. 
When [ hear of propositions for the distribution 


gentlemen are not aware of the immense demands 
which are naturally to be made upon our Treasury 


l 


sary. On examination of the estimates of the 
engineer bureau, I find that. upwards of thirty 
millions are deemed necessary for fortifications; 
by the ordnance department thirty millions more 
are estimated; for the Navy forty millions have 


aver. They have not been so sanctioned. This 


money—some idea of the amount, deemed by 
those who are conversant with these matters, 
which may be required for our defense. In ad- 
dition to these estimates we have upon our tables 
some seventy bills (out of several hundred) con- 


of seven millions for Indian treaties. 


I am disposed to believe that there will not be 
į this great anxiety to divide the money we now 
have on hand. It would not be the act of pru- 


dent men. It could not be approved as an act of 
wise statesmen. I am aware that objections are 


merce amongst the West India islands, and along |: 
the coast of South America, from the Oronoco ©: 


: good schools of practice for your officers. Estab- | 


of the surplus revenue, I cannot but believe that |: ‘ \ 
- first duty of a freeman; in a word, all those quali- 


' for purposes of a national character, and which | 
will be admitted by a large majority to be neces- '| actions. 


' ernments by the influence of such men. Tell me 


been calculated. That these sums have been | 
sanctioned by the Executive I do not pretend to | 


sum of upwards of one hundred millions will: 
give gentlemen who are so anxious to divide— | 
because, as they insist, we have no use for our | 


taining appropriations for twenty-seven million | 
dollars. Provision is also to be made for upwards | 


| raised against this system of defense which the 


i Administration proposes toexecute. Itis deemed 
: by same a useless expenditure. When you refer 
to the terrible results which awaited the countr 
from its exposed and defenseless condition at the 
last war, the reply is given that our situation ig 
materially altered as to resources, and that we do 
not stand in need of them. Endorsed as the 
system is by the President and the Secretary of 
War, and by the reports of those well versed in 
these subjects, and whose opinions are of value 
I might refer to that fact for an answer. Yet, 
sir, altheugh we have no fears that an invading 
enemy could make a lodgment permanently in 
our country; although we are satisfied that since 
the last war the resources upon which a country 
must rely in a belligerent state have been rapidly 
increasing; that the tide of population has been 
swelling and pouring in upon points at that time 


. undisturbed by the hum of civilization; that by 


means of our canals and railroads we have in- 
creased our means of transporting troops and 
concentrating forces at any point within a short 
time; still it becomes us not to refuse to prose- 
cute a system of fortifications which, in the pres- 
ent state of the science of war, is required to pro- 
tect the lives of your citizens when called into 


‘service, and to defend your homes from destruc- 


tion. 

We are next informed that the employment of 
the numberless workmen could be but for a por- 
tion of time; and, on the cessation of their period 
of employment we might, particularly in the 
North, be subjected to terrific trials in conse- 
quence of these persons being thrown out of 


| business. ‘Tumult and disorder must be our por- 


tion. Such fears are entirely baseless. 

The excited imagination of a few weak minds, 
and the prejudices of others, have given rise to 
the outcry of a rising of the working classes, 
rushing with demoniac fury upon the settled in- 
stitutions of the country; overturning every well 
settled order; and on the ruins of society rearing 
the standard of destruction and anarchy. They 
hold forth to us the terrors of agrarian law. 
From whom are these attacks to be made? By 
whom are these immense engines, which are to 
overturn society from its deepest foundation, to 
be worked? By our laboring classes. Let me 
inform those by whom these remarks are made, 
that they of whom they speak have too deep an 
interest in the prosperity of the country to seek 
to injure its character. Amongst them is always 


'. to be found that patriotism which sees the pros- 
': honor and maintain the character of the country. | 
pend for our men in the hour of trial. Last year 
it was estimated that two hundred and fifty-three | 


perity of the whole country intimately connected 


with individaal prosperity. Amongst them is 


found that ever-abiding love of liberty; that de- 
votion to the institutions of the country; that 
spirit which beholds in obedience to the laws the 


ties which unite the members of society, and give 
to it its strength, and promotes its harmonious 
Tell me not of the annihilation of Gov- 


not of Rome, destroyed by the recipients of the 
famous agrarian law. Look back along the line 
of time, at every step of which monuments of 
empires fallen are before you, and where truth 
throws the light of her eternal lamp amidst the 
tombs of desolated worlds, and inquire whether 
it was by the hands of the humble these mighty 
fabrics were destroyed. Shall I here summon 
the patrician Catiline, anxious for revolution, 
and jealous of the advancement of the son of the 


| humble citizen of Arpinum to the Consulate? 


Let Rome, even at the days of the Gracchil, come 
forth and answer. When did her liberty depart? 
Was it not lost when the patrician had trampled 
the plebeian power under foot—when the great 
mass was deprived of its influence? Yes, sir, 
then was crushed the giant power of the city. 


When a! 
survey of these probable requisitions is made, |: 
and a thought is given to the probable millions | 
in various shapes—for your war in Florida, for 
rivate claims, return of duties, and various other | 
items which will be asked from the Government, ‘| lid 
:; ignorant of the state of our society, and the soll 


To us, however, those periods hold forth no ex- 
ample. We live in different times. We live in 
a country where the interest of every man 1 

linked with the institutions under which he lives; 
and the fears which are generated on this point 
must arise in only the minds of those who are 


and substantial elements of which it is com- 


osed. ; , 
j It is insisted that these expenditures, if made, 


should be made out of the revenues ari ing out 
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of years to come; that a long time will be required 
to carry out these projects, and we ought to cal- 
culate on our revenues to defray the expenses of 
these undertakings. Why ought we to depend 
upon the future? We have on hand a certain 
amount of funds—not a surplus over and above 
all the appropriations necessary to carry on the 
Government, as has been represented, but a 
sum of $31,000,000 in bank, subject to all the 
appropriations which may be made during this 
session. 


might we expect that the swollen streams which 
are now seen rushing from your mountains to 
the ocean would continue throughout a burning 


We have during the year an unexampled | 
torrent pouring into the public coffers; but as well , 


summer, as to expect that these streams of. 


wealth will continue to overflow your Treasury. 
From whence do we derive our revenue? Chiefly 
from the sale of the public lands and customs. 
The amount derived from the late sales of the 
public domain has been entirely unprecedented. 
On reference to the sales which have been made 
for the last twenty years, it will be seen that the 
amount received during the last year tar outstrips, 
by any millions, any single year of that period. 


here have been points of time at which great , 
sales have been made; but, nevertheless, the last , 


year is immensely beyond them. We have seen 
the receipts of 1334, amounting to upwards of 


four millions, suddenly rising, in 1835, to near , 


fifteen millions. 
tinue? Have we not reason to suppose that 
these purchases are entirely in advance of the 
natural increase of population—in advance of the 


Can this state of things con- , 


immigration into the new sections of country? 
Have we not a right to calculate that the spirit | 
of speculation to which we may attribute this , 


demand will soon have lost its vigor and expended 


itsinfluence? The late returns show a falling off. | 


Yes, sir, the gentleman from Tennessee himself 
admits that we have reason to calculate ona falling 
off of the revenue on this point. Next turn to 
your customs, upon which you have mainly de- 


pended. Under your present tariff regulations, : 


reductions at stated periods must be made; and 
in 1842 it is estimated that the revenue to be 
obtained from this quarter will not exceed nine 
millions. I am aware that it is difficult to make 


any calculations on the revenues of a country '' 
like this. Its rapidly increasing population, with , 
its daily extending wants, baffles every conjecture. | 


I am satisfied that the States, in surrendering 
these lands, never contemplated a return of the 
proceeds to their State treasuries. New York 


first, as she was to make the surrender of her | 


domain for the general weifare and union of the 
States, would be the last to receive a portion of 
these proceeds while great national objects de- 
manded its outlay. If the revenues of the country 
are beyond your requirements, it is tyrannical to 
draw money from your citizens merely to divide 
it again. There can be no legislation so sacred 
as to continue a system of raising money unne- 
cessarily. If you collect an amount of money 
beyond your wants, revise the regulations by 


which you indirectly raise from the people your | 


revenues. The remedy is plain and practicable. 
We have been told at one time that the treasure 
of the people is now used for purposes of corrup- 
tion; at another, the insolvency of all the insti- 
tutions in which the public money is deposited 
1s proclaimed. The cry of corruption is heard 
from one end of the country to the other. They 
arraign the Executive in relation to the 


and if gentlemen are desirous to remove the dif- 
ficulties which they see in leaving the power in 
the hands of the Executive, let them assist us to 
carry out the desire which we have often ex- 
pressed, to have legislation on this subject. It is 
manifest that now an effort is made to disturb the 
country in its financial situation. An excitement 
is attempted to be raised. 

, Are we to listen once more to prophetic warn- 
ings? Are we to have the country alarmed on 
the safety of the public moneys when the reports 
of the officer at the head of the Treasury show 
them to be guarded, so far as depends on him, 
by every security it is possible for prudence to 
insist upon? I hope we are not to have the panic 
Scenes restored. But two years since the coun- 
try was about to expire from exhaustion; now, 


ublic | 
Toney. With Congress lies the responsibility; | 


nothing will save it but depletion, Why are these 
means put into operation? Why is an alarm to 


| be sounded from point to point? Why, amidst 
; a scene of universal prosperity, is the crash of 
: our commercial credit and ruin of our industrious 

citizens to be at hand? The gentlemen bring to 


j 


my mind the allusion which has been heretofore 
made in a different place and on a different occa- 
sion by a distinguished statesman, to the giantin 
the Arabian Nights. When the seal of the casket 
in which the giant was imprisoned was removed, 
he rose in colossal stature before the astonished 
beholder, but in a few moments dwindled down 
into his original size. 


into the minds of the timid, but soon sunk into 
his original littleness. He was again encased, 
and the casket thrown, as we believed, into the 
sea of oblivion. We are disappointed. It now 


: It was again sealed up, | 
and thrown into the sea. Some two years since ; 
the panic rose before us, striking for a time terror ' 


appears that some of its good friends have raked , 


it up, and intend to make it perform its part once 


more before this community. I did suppose that | 


experience would have convinced them that they 
cannot successfully attempt to awe this people by 
such means; that the machinery by which these 
excitements have been raised cannot be concealed 
from public observation, 

If after we have made our regular appropria- 
tions, and discharged the demands which are 
justly chargeable against us, the duty which we 
owe to protect our fellow-citizens from the toma- 
hawk of the savage, the prudence which, as 
statesmen, dictates preparation for war in a state 
of peace, and the injunctions imposed on us by 
the Constitution to dispose of ihe revenues of 
the country so that we may promote the common 


defense of the country, will all be fulfilled by | 


pursuing the policy now proposed to us by the 
Administration. The opposite policy is calcu- 
lated to disturb the frame and spirit of our Gov- 


ernment, to consolidate power in one center; to | 
, corrupt our legislation; to disturb our financial 


concerns; and to entail upon us a system of in- 


; direct taxation. Whatever opinion may be enter- 


tained here, l am satisfied without these walls a 


| large portion of our constituents would never 
‘ solicit a distribution so long as the country re- 


mains in its present unprotected character. 
Never, sir, while you have not armories, arse- 
nals, and fortifications; while your Navy is 
wholly inadequate to the protection of your 
commerce—your relatives and friends exposed 
to the massacre of a hostile and barbarous foe. 
I cannot admit the argument that the prosperity 


' of the States must depend on the division of 


money to be made here. I cannot consent to see 


the States reduced to the condition of suppliants | 


at the door of Congress. The prosperity of these 
immense sovereignties depends upon themselves. 
J turn to the East and to the North, and listen to 
the sound of their thousand looms, and see the 


| swelling canvas of their vessels covering every 


sea. I turn to the South and West, and behold 


| their luxuriant fields yielding their rich returns 


to the husbandman. At every point I observe 
the energy, activity, and industry of my coun- 
trymen developing the resources of their several 
States, and feel satisfied that upon these means 


į the States must depend to sustain them in a 


career which defies calculation. They will not 
stop to ask alms of the General Government; 
they will not be more avaricious than a Roman 
populace. Yes, sir, the overflowing granaries 
of the imperial city furnish us with a valuable 
lesson. ‘The people of that city, when the sug- 
gestion was made to them to divide the revenues 
arising from the sale of the surplus corn, indig- 
nantly rejected the proposition. Are we to out- 
strip them in a career of this character? 

It has been declared upon this floor that we 
are rapidly approaching an important crisis; and 
we can be saved alone by the exertions of two 
distinguished forms which have for years past 
appeared before the country. We are hurried 
on in a course which leads to a yawning gulf; 
and to these two lights of the age must we look 
for assistance. We are called upon to follow the 
light of the twin stars which now are seen shining 
together, and who never could have presented a 
favorable omen except when separated, particu- 
larly to the gentleman from South Carolina, [Mr. 


Tuompson,] and those who navigate with the 
same guide the boisterous sea of politics. I leave 
to him the task of explaining the change of opin- 
ion which can induce men to see in tne present 
conjunction these favorable auspices, in the union 
of men, widely differing in policy, one pursuing 


: & course in which the other saw the annihilation 


of the happiness and prosperity of the country. 
I wish to learn by what mighty magic these 
laborers are now to be united for the common 
good of the whole country. Why this wonder- 
ful coöperation with the same view? For myself 
I cannot acquiesce in the doctrine that the coun- 
try must depend for its safety upon the adoption 
of the projet of either the one or the other. I 
am aware that the idea of distributing millions 
amongst the States is industriously circulated; I 
am aware that the people of this country are ap- 
pealcd to by every consideration of pecuniary 
interest, with a view of arousing their feelings in 
favor of the division of the revenues of the coun- 
try, and that one political party is anxiously 
striving to obtain power by presenting this issue 
to the community. Itis but the repetition of the 
means always resorted to by one of our great 
political divisions. From the earliest formation 
of the Government down to the present day, one 
section has endeavored to rally the people under 


_ its banner by appeals to their interest; the other 


, by appeals to their patriotism. 


And let me as- 


i Sure those who now hope to grasp the scepter 
of power, that they will never succeed in their 


, thence to be poured into the several States. 


efforts by the means which they now employ. 
The people of this country will never consent to 
make the Gencral Government the grand reser- 
voir into which the public treasure must fow, 
t 
was never formed for such purpose; it never 
could have been intended to collect more revenue 
than such as would carry on the operations of 
your Government. When the people are bound 
to the Union by no other ligament than that of 
interest—by the amount of public revenue de- 


‘rived from the general Treasury—a period of 


j task which we propose to execute. 


| of defense. 


i corruption will be at hand which must be the 


precursor of the annihilation of republican prin- 
ciples, and the closing of one of the most bril- 


| liant eras which has illumined the history of 


mankind. 

Time as well as means will be required for the 
France re- 
quired fifty years to fortify her territory. Although 


| our system will not demand any portion of time 
i like this, still years will be necessary to accom- 
‘plish our objects. The danger which we have 


assed should teach us to prepare for the future. 
e ought to seize upon the opportunity now 
offered to us. It is, when we have time and 
money, that we should be preparing our panoply 
It is not when the enemy may be at 
our Capitol that we should be arming. It is not 
when the sky is lowering, perhaps when the 
hurricane is sweeping over the land, that we 
should be preparing to resist its terrible and des- 
olating effects. It is in vain that we pursue a 
policy as a nation not calculated to interfere with 
the other nations of the world. The ambition 
and the interests of the rulers have left these les- 
sons upon the page of history, and ought not to 
be overlooked by us. Our advancing power dail 
adds to our exposure. Not only near at hand, 
but at the distance, we can gather signs which 
oughttoexcite ourattention. Ithas been remarked 
that the time cannot be far distant when we ma 
witness a struggle between the liberal and despotic 
nations of the Old World. At this very moment, 
in every European Government, the legions of 
power may be said to be under arms. If the 
struggle should take place, the war will not only 
be a war of opinion between the several States, 
but one bursting forth in every empire. Tt will 
be the contest of the many conscious of their 
rights, and warring in the majesty of those rights 
against despotism, armed, as it always is, with 
gigantic strength. Not only will it be a war 
between the liberal and oppressive Governments, 
but one in which every empire will be made the 
theater on which must be displayed the develop- 
ment of principles, the successful operation of 
which have been before the world for upwards 
of half a century. The civilized world is con- 
scious ofa change. A novel and resisiless influ- 
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t the insignia of imperial pomp, 


ence, withou r 
pee 
h 


without the paraphernalia of power, is 
the earth. Before its triumphant marc 
tiges of ancient rule are effaced. Systems around - 
which antiquity had thrown its robe of sanctity, 
and defended, as they have been, by an array 
of power, all yield to its assault, To this coun- 
try it points for the most brilliant evidences of its 
triumphs. It points to the happiness of millions— 
the dignity and peace of the land. Does it be- 
come us to expose ourselves at such an hour, 


| 


when to destroy the example which is here, must .. 


be the anxious wish of those who are opposed 
to the 
founded? Ought we not to place ourselves in a 
situation which will convince the world that 
whatever contests may arise, we are prepared, at 
all times, for any state of circumstances; that we 
are ready to defend our rights and to maintain 
our dignity? This can alone be done by placing 
the nation in a proper state of defense. For one, 
I am desirous that whenever it may become 
necessary for my country to descend into the 
arena of nations, it shall not be the unarmed and 
naked gladiator, but it shall be ‘*cuirased and 


helmed,’’ armed at every point, and prepared for 


any siruggle. 


The question of national defense is one which ` 


interests every section. The appropriations which 


we may make cannot be considered as local, for | 


the shield which the Government ought to pre- 
sent, must protect all. The supply of arms and 
men for our inland frontier is considered by the 
Atlantic States as important to them as to our 
brethren on the borders. The Navy which pro- 
tects your commerce, covers with its power not 
only the property of the inhabitants of the sea- 
board, but of your farmers of the interior. The 
children of the bold and enterprising West well 
know that the barriers erected on your coast, 
gives security to industry. They give them pro- 
tection from inroad and desolation; and hold out 
to them a prospect that while the storm may be 


raging at a distant point, a calm of peace will be 


beaming upon them. 


On a proposition of this character, I start with ` 
horror at the argument deduced from geograph- | 


ical situation. I cannot consent to view appro- 
priations for defense, as local. It is not a ques- 
tion in which one section is to be arrayed against 
the other; that feelings are to be infused into our 
deliberations, calculated to sever the bonds of 
attachment. What necessity can there be to ap- 
peal to sectional interests? Why shall we draw 
distinctions between the North and the South, 
the East and the West? To promote the secu- 
rity of our institutions, to preserve the integrity 
of the Union, should be the highest ambition of 
every American statesman. 
can alone be accomplished by an exercise of that 
reverence for that Union, which gives tranquillity 
and prosperity to us at home and national char- 
acter abroad; by a display of that patriotism 
which casts its view beyond the limits of a State 
or section, over the whole Confederacy. By the 
annihilation of those jealousies nurtured in sec- 
tional feeling, which, if permitted to flourish, 
must blast the affections of one part of the nation 
for the other, we can alone preserve unimpaired 
the blood-bought triumphs of the Revolution, 
and discharge the debt which we owe to the 
cause of popular freedom. 

The question of defense belongs to the whole 
of the Confederacy. Upon this we should be as 
one people. What higher duty can we be called 
upon to perform, than to prepare defenses for a 
country unpolluted a conquest? What more 
responsible trust could be assigned to us than to 
secure the treasures of the industry of our citizens, 
and to give to the nation the means of sustaining 
her in a career around which a dazzling efful- 
gence is beaming? In such an hour we ought 
not to descend into the discussion of mere sordid 
considerations. In our hands is the great exper- 
iment of free principles, and we are responsible 
for the result. The eyes of the civilized world 
are upon us. The conqueror at the pyramids 
animated his legions with the appeal that, from 
the summit of those stupendous monuments, ages 
witnessed the struggle. Ought we not to consider 
that at the base of the mighty pyramid reared b 
your forefathers upon an arid waste of surround- 


rinciples on which our Government is ; 


ing despotism, that monument intended by them 
to be coeval with time itself, we now stand con- 


the ves- | tending for principles containing the happiness 
: of unborn millions? 


Let us remember that we 
are engaged in a contest demanding the exercise 
of every energy, if we desire to preserve those 
principles unblemished, and in their original in- 
tegrity; if we scek to secure our Republic with 
its grandeur unbroken, and its power undimin- 
ished, from the desolation continually sweeping 
over the empires of the world. 


PEA PATCH ISLAND. 


REMARKS OF HON. P. DICKERSON, 


' this 


OF NEW JERSEY, 


In tHE House or REPRESENTATIVES, 
May 14, 1836, 


On the bill to authorize a compromise, and to secure to the 
United States the title to the Pea Patch Island, on the 
river Delaware. 


Mr. DICKERSON said: 


Mr. Seeaxer: I must ask the indulgence of ' 


the House for a short time to express my views 
upon the subject now under discussion. 
time ago the honorable gentleman from Ken- 
tucky [Mr. Harpin] made a calculation, by the 
result of which it appeared that each gentleman, 
according to a fair distribution, was entitled to 
occupy but two hours and a half of the time of 
ouse during the session. I have not yct 
occupied that time, nor do I intend to overrun it 
during the session; but if by chance I should ex- 
ceed it, I should feel bound to apologize to my 


Some ' 


constituents (if not to this House) for the abuse. | 


I would, however, remark that if we are to be 


charged only with the time occupied in debating | 


the real merits of the subject-matters under dis- 
cussion, it might be somewhat difficult to point 


out the gentleman on this floor who has as yet 


overdrawn his account. 

I did not intend, Mr. Speaker, to enter into 
the discussion of this matter; but I began to fear 
that if New Jersey remaincd silent upon the occa- 
sion, our neighbor Delaware, under the opinion 
of the gentleman from Kentucky, [Mr. Harpy,] 
might really consider herself entitled to her circle 
of twelve miles radius around New Castle; and, 
as she has already ceded to the United States the 
Pea Patch for fortifications, she might conclude 
to grant the town of Salem, which lies within the 


` circle, to the United States for marine barracks, 


And these results | 


or for some other military or naval purpose. 

I am not willing that New Jerscy should re- 
main under the imputation thrown upon her by 
the gentleman from Kentucky, [Mr. Parmo] 
of selling land without a good title; nor am 


. willing that the rights of these claimants should be 


further postponed. New Jersey claims nothing 
but her just rights; and I think I may, with con- 
fidence, appeal to my friends from New York 
and Pennsylvania to support me in the assertion, 
that she does not readily yicld those rights. 
What is the case upon which the House are 
now called to act. The subject-matter in contro- 
versy is an island called the Pea Patch, contain- 
ing about one hundred and seventy-eight acres 
of land, situated in the Delaware river, between 
the States of New Jersey, and Delaware, and 
about ten or twelve chains nearer to the New 
Jersey shore than to the Delaware shore, and on 
the Jersey side of the main channel of the river. 
The title to this island is derived from New Jer- 
sey; and it was surveyed and located on the 8th 
October, 1784, by Edward and Clement Hall, 
who then took possession of it; and it was in the 
undisturbed and undisputed possession of the 
said Halls, and those claiming under them, from 


that period until 1817, when Doctor Gale, being ; 
then the owner, and in the actual possession, was ` 


forcibly turned out of that possession by the 
United States, who claimed the same under a 
grant from the State of Delaware, and proceeded 


to erect fortifications thereon. Doctor Gale, after : 
striving in vain to obtain his rights by compro- | 
; mise or arbitration, commenced an action of eject- | 


ment against Major Babcock, who was the officer 
under the United States having the possession 


of the island, and charge of the works erecting || place they apply to their District 


, tain conditions stated in the agreement. 
| that agreement was made, the subject has been, 


thereon. The proceedings at law were delayed 
(for causes which I shall explain before IT sit 
down) until 1831, when an agreement was made 


: between the agent of Doctor Gale and the Gov- 
‘ernment, whereby the Government agreed to pay 


to Doctor Gale $17,000 for the island, upon cer- 
Since 


from year to year, brought before Congress, but 
without any final action until this time. The 
present bill proposes tu appropriate $30,000, for 
the purpose of enabling the Secretary uf War to 
extinguish the title; and the question is, shall 
this bill pass? I contend, sir, that we are bound 
to pass this bill, by reason of the agreement upon 
the subject, entered into on the 18th February, 
1831, and call the attention of the House to the 
terms of that agreement, which was executed by 
John H. Eaton, then Secretary of War, and 
James La Tourette as attorney for Henry Gale, 
and is in the following terms: 

“It is agreed by James La Tourette, agent and 
‘attorney in fact of Henry Gale on the one part, 
‘and John H. Eaton, Secretary of War, of the 
‘ other part, for and on behalf of the United States, 
“as follows: The United States are possessed of 
‘an island, on which is constructed Fort Dela- 
‘ ware, situated about seven miles below New 
t Castle, in the State of Delaware, which island 
‘is claimed by Henry Gale. James La Tourette 
‘ being agent, and specially authorized to dispose 
t of said island, proposes, and it is agreed to, that 
‘the United States Government may examine 
‘into said title; and on being satisfied that the 
‘ right and claim of said Gale is a valid one, shall 
‘ pay the sum of $17,000; and on payment of said 
‘amount, said agent covenants and agrees, to and 
‘ with the said Eaton, to convey the whole of said 
‘island, by good and sufficient title, to the United 
‘States. ‘This agreement to be submitted to Con- 
‘ press, and to be binding on the United States if 
‘ Congress shall make the appropriation, and the 
‘title now held be ascertained to be defective. 

“ Executed this 18th February, 1831.” 

It is evident from perusing this agrcement, 
that it was hastily and unskillfully drawn, but it 
appears with sufficient certainty that the United 
States agreed to pay the $17,000 upon one of two 
conditions: the first condition expressed is, that 
the United States should be satisfied ‘‘ that the 
right and claim of said Gale is a valid one.” The 
next condition is, that the agreement should be 
binding if the title held by the United States *‘ be 
ascertained to be defective.*’ 

insist, Mr. Speaker, that the second condition 
was the true and honest condition upon which 
said agreement was, and of right ought to have 
been based, and for this plain reason: the United 
States found Mr. Gale in possession, and forcibly 
turned him out; they therefore had no right to 
put him to proof of his title, but were bound to 
show a good title in themselves; or, in other 


‘words, they were bound to show that the title 


| itself for consideration is, whether the 


‘ity with that part of the agreement t 


under which they claimed and „entered was not 
defective; and in this construction of the agree- 


:: ment, I am supported by the letter of the Secre- 
tary of War himself, of the same date, inclosing 


this agreement to the President, in which he 
says: “ I present to you copies of an agreement 
‘entered into with the agent, and propose that 
‘ authority be given by Congress to have the title 
‘inquired into, and if ascertained to be defective, 


: € then to be compromised upon the terms stated 
: ¢in the agreement, for which purpose an appro- 


‘ priation will be necessary.”’ 
In this letter it will be observed that the Secre- 
tary uses the very words of the agreement; and 


| it would have been contrary not only to all pre- 


cedent, but to every principle of justice to turn 
a man out of the possession of his freehold Ly 
strong hand, and then call upon him to show his 
title. 
if, then, this be the true tonat on of the 
z estion which presents 
agrcement, the next qu m He 
was ascertained to bo de- 
will bear in mind that, 
e duty of the United 
n conform- 
hey did ex- 
was the result? In the first 
Attorney, Gen- 


by the United States “‘ 
fective;’? and the House 
by the agreement, it was th i 
States to examine into the title, and i 


amine. And what 
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eral Wall, who says in a letter to the Secretary ' 

of War of December 2, 1833, “ I have heretofore 

«had the honor of submitting my op.sion in re- 

* spect to the title of Dr. Gale to the Pea Patch. 

€I think that his title is valid, and that he must 
ultimately recover against the United States.” 

They also had the opinion of their former Dis- 
trict Attorney, J. Mclivaine, Esq., in which he 
says: “On the whole it will be found that the 
* islands in the Delaware have never been granted 
‘by the sovereign. That in regard to the Pea 
«Patch, Delaware, to say the least, hus no better 
< title to it than New Jersey; and that it is a fair 
‘ subject of negotiation and settlement between 
*the two States.’? And the Attorney General, 
Mr. Butler, in his letter to the Secretary of War 
of 31st Deccmber, 1833, says: ‘‘ The documents 
+ submitted to me are sufficient to show that the 
‘title derived from the State of Delaware is a 
t doubtful one.” 

Thus far the United States proceeded in exam- 
ining the title; and who can contend with any 
hope of success, before this House, that the title 
of the United States is not so far ascertained to 
be defective. And if further investigation were 
necessary, it was the duty of the Executive to 
prosecute that further investigation; they did not 
do it because they were satisfied and under the 
conviction of the justice of the claim of Dr. 
Gale. They recommended that an appropria- 
tion should be made to carry the agreement into 
effect. And, sir, I insist that Congress were 
bound, and stili are bound, under that agreement, 
and that construction of it, to make the appro- 
priation. . 

But if the other condition stated in the agree- 
ment be claimed by the United States as the true 
condition upon which the $17,000 were to be paid, 
still I contend that, according to that construction 
of the agreement and the subsequent promises 
made by the Secretary of War to the agent of 
Dr. Gale, we are bound to make the appropria- 
tion. I have already referred the House to the 
opinion of the district attorney, General Wall, 
deciding that the title of Dr. Gale was a valid 
one. I would now refer them to a letter written 
by General Gratiot to the agent of Dr. Gale, dated 
December 17, 1833, 7 which, speaking of a letter 
of the ngent as to L. ~ agreement, he says: “I 
“am, in consequence, directed by the Secretary of 
4 War to say to you that the proposition made 
*in your letter above referred to, will be acceded 
“to, provided the opinion of the Attorney Gen- 
“eral shall be in accordance with that of Mr. 
*Wall.”? 

If, then, it shall appear that the opinion of the 
Attorney General was, in effect, ‘in accordance 
with that of Mr. Wall,” it will present a case | 
even under the latter construction of the agree- | 
ment, which calls for the action of this House. 

In prosecuting this examination of title, the 
Secretary of War again calls upon the Attorney 
General; and I beg leave to refer the House to 
his further opinion contained in his letter to the 
Secretary, of the date of June 16, 1834, in which 
he says: 

“Tn answer to your inquiry concerning the title : 
‘of the United States to the Pea Patch Island, 
“upon which you have again requested my opin- 
‘ion by your letter of the 14th instant, I have 
* the honor to state, that upon the facts disclosed 
“in the statement and opinion of the District 
* Attorney, Mr. Wall, I should have little diffi- 
“culty in coming to the conclusion, that the title |; 
* to this island was in 1831 in the State of New 
* Jersey, and that by the act of her Legislature, 
“passed on the 24th of November in that year, it 
* was vested in Henry Gale, the present claimant. 
«Mr. Wall, moreover, differs from Messrs. Rod- 
* ney and Read in regard to several material facts, 
“and especially to the title and jurisdiction here- 
“tofore claimed and exercised by their respective .. 
‘States in and over the waters of the Delaware. ` 
$ Mr. Wall states that for more than sixty years :. 
‘ New Jersey has exercised an adverse dominion ` 
‘under a claim of right over the waters of the | 
‘ Delaware, and that the claim and holding have 
‘ always been to the middle of the Delaware, On 

‘the other hand, Mr, Read, in his opinion of the `i 
* Tth of September, 1818, affirms that the State of i; 
‘Delaware, according to the limits defined in the i! 


`: of an adversary claim. 
' Mr. Speaker, that to disprove one allegation of 
i these gentlemen is not conclusive evidence that 


= gubmit to the House that it is conclusive evidence 
: that the State of Delaware never made such claim } 


“deed of feoffment from William Penn, which in- 
t cludes the whole island in question and the 
‘ whole river, has uniformly asserted and exercised 
‘ jurisdiction over the river to the low-water mark 


© of the State of New Jersey; and the same fact is |! 


‘substantially stated in the joint opinions of | 
t Messrs. Rodney and Read, inclosed in their let- | 
‘ter to the Secretary of War of the 2d July, 
€ 1820.” 

By this it appears that the Attorney General 
would have no difficulty in forming an opinion 
‘tin accordance with that of Mr, W 1,” if Messrs. 
Rodney and Read, in their opinion, had not as- 
serted that Delaware had ‘ uniformly asserted 
and exercised jurisdiction over the river to the 
low-water mark of the State of New Jersey.” 
If, then, it shall appear that this assertion of 
Messrs. Rodney and Read is entirely without 
foundation, it removes the only difficulty which 
the Attorney General had in forming an opinion 
‘in accordance with that of General Wall.” 

The first step which I propose to take, for the 
purpose of proving that assertion to be unfounded, 
is to show to the House that another assertion 
of the same character made by these gentlemen 
in the same opinion, is unfounded. refer to 
that part of their opinionin which they state that 
‘Seffictent and permanent works are erecting for 
defense in time of war.” Large sums of public | 
money have been judiciously expended, without 
the slightest notice of an adversary claim. ; 

‘The island having been thus rendered valu- 
‘able to the public, has excited the attention of 
‘private individuals, and is now claimed by 
© Doctor Gale,” &e. 

I submit this assertion of those gentlemen to the 
House, not only for the purpose of disproving 
it, and thereby showing that they did not know 
the facts of their case, and that their statements 
of fact are not to be depended upon, but to do 
away the unfavorable impression which this ` 
House must have received of Dr. Gale from the 
fact there stated, that the Government had not 
the slightest notice of his claim, until they had 
expended large sums of money, and rendered the 
island valuable to the public. The assertion is | 
wholly without foundation; and I must express | 


my deep regret that gentlenien of the bar, of the i' 


highest standing, in their zeal for their clients, : 
should so far forget the rights of other parties, as | 
to make assertions so prejudicial to their inter- | 
ests, without proper investigation; and that regret, | 
in this instance, is increased from the consid- | 
eration that the party injured thereby was an | 
humble individual, struggling against the strong, | 


and in this case oppressive, arm of the Govern- |; 


ment. s | 
I said, sir, that the assertion was without | 


foundation; and, to prove it, I refer gentlemen to ` 
the correspondence in the War Department on 


this subject, showing clearly that this title of |; 
‘ Doctor Gale was matter of negotiation with the | 
' Department before these expenditures were made. | 


I willnot occupy the time of the House by reading | 


this correspondence; but it is here, on my table, :: 
. subject to the inspection of any gentleman who 


may wish to examine it. % i 

But why refer to documentary evidence? The : 
fact is notorious that the Government, by their 
agents, offered to purchase the island of Dr. Gale; 
and that before they took possession of any part 
of it; and failing in the purchase, they turned him 
out by forec, and the strong arm of power. 


these improvements “ without the slightest notice | 
*? Iam aware, however, 


their other allegation, as to the claim of juris- 
diction of the State of Delaware, is equally un- 
founded. But I would ask of the House, from 
the nature of the case, what must be the evidence 
of such claim of jurisdiction, if any such claim 
were cver made? It must necessarily be found 

either in legislative enactments or judicial decis- | 
ions; and as no euch laws or decisions exist, I | 


of jurisdiction; and the only difficulty with the į 
Attorney General being thus removed, his opin- | 
ion was *‘ in accordance with that of Mr. Wallp” | 


i: title of Delaware under that grant, 


So |, 
much for the assertion that the Government made !: 


and, of course, under the promise of the Sec- 
retary of War, Dr. Gale had a perfect right to 
expect the fulfillment of the agreement by the 
payment of the $17,000. 
But the gentleman from Delaware [Mr. MiL- 
. LIGAN} asks me by what authority the Secretary 
of War made this agreement? Sir, I will not 
inquire into the authority, It is enough for me 
to know that it was made by the head of the ap- 
propriate Department, and by the same authority 
that wrested, by force, the property from Dr. 
Gale; and I would suggest to the gentleman that 
the authority of that officer to turn Dr. Gale out 
of the possession of his property in the manner 
he did might, with much more propriety, be ques- 
tioned. But, Mr. Speaker, if we throw aside this 
agreement, and consider it of no binding effect; 
and if we give the United States the advantage 
of the possession of the premises, and put the 
claimants to the strict proof of title at law, they 
present a case which, to my mind, is clear of all 
reasonable doubt. 

Dr. Gale, and those under whom he claimed, 
had been in the possession and enjoyment of 
this island, under a deed from the proprietors of 
New Jersey, for about thirty-three years; and in 
the year 1831 the State of New Jersey granted to 
him all the right and title which they had in the 
came. So that I presume it will be admitted that 
if New Jersey ever had the title to the Pea Patch, 
the claimants now have it. And I now proceed 

' to show that the title was in New Jersey. 

It is a well-settled principle of the law of na- 
tions that where a river lies between two States, 
and is not included within the bounds of either, 
each holds to the middle of the stream, and the 
islands existing or arising in such river must be 
allotted to the State to which they are nearest; 
and it is a well settled fact that the island called 
the Pea Patch lies nearer, by at least ten chains, 
to the Jersey shore than to that of Delaware. 


| Of course the title of New Jersey to this island 


' is good, unless Delaware can show some grant 
į or paramount title to overcome it. And inorder 
i to effect this, I find that they claim by virtue of 
i a deed of feoffment made by the Duke of York 
| to William Penn, in 1682, describing “all that 
‘ part of the town of New Castle, otherwise called 
‘ Delaware, and all that tract of land lying within 
; ‘the compass or circle of twelve miles about the 
| ‘game, situate, lying, and being upon the Del- 
| aware river,in America.”’ In order to establish 
, the fact, that they rely upon this deed and upon 
| it alone, it is only necessary to refer to the opin- 
i ions of Messrs. Read, Wirt, and Rodney, ac- 
| companying the report of the committee. The 
first objection to this title arises from the fact 
that the Duke of York himself had no title, and 
| therefore could convey none. King Charles never 
ı made a grant to him. Mr. Wirt, in his opinion, 
says upon this subject: ‘If such a grant ever 
‘existed, (which the district attorney for Dela- 
‘ware doubts,) and its production should here- 
i “after become necessary, it may be, I presume, 
‘obtained through our Minister at London.” 
When the district attorney of Delaware doubts, 
I think it unnecessary to say anything more to 
prove that no such grant ever existed, until those 
doubts are removed by that district attorney or 
; some other person who seeks to establish the 
but, sir, the 
description in this grant covers too much ground. 
An inspection of the map will show, that this 
circle of twelve miles radius, with New Castle 
| for its center, will cover a considerable portion 
i of the county, and all the town of Salem, in the 
State of New Jersey, which Delaware has not 
yet claimed; although E will not pretend to pre- 
dict what she may hereafter do in the premises; 
for I assert, without fear of contradiction, that if 
i the grant of the Duke of York to William Penn 
be a valid grant, her title to the town of Salem 
i is as good as that to the Pea Patch. . 
But, Mr. Speaker, the truth of the case is, and 
| | now proceed to demonstrate, that the title to the 
| Delaware bay and river, and all islands therein, 


:. belonged to the Crown of Great Britain until the 
|. treaty of peace of 1783; and if so, the Pea Patch 


' being nearer to the Jersey shore than to Delaware, 
| belonged to New Jersey, according to the known 
| and established laws uf nations. And, for the 
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Ho. or Reps. 


ose of establishing that position permit me, 
ad to call the attention of the House to the 
opinion of Robert Raymond, afterwards Lord 
Raymond, and Philip Y 


Messrs. Read and Rodney, I trust its authenticity 
will not be questioned. These gentlemen, in 
speaking of the grant of New Jersey by Charles 
IL, in 1663-64, say that ‘no part of Dela- 
‘ ware river, or the islands lying therein, are com- 
‘prised within the granting words of the said 
‘letters patent, but they conceived the right to 
‘the same still remained in the Crown.” And this | 


opinion, sir, was given in 1721, in the reign of |, 

the Delaware shore are held under that State. 
But, Mr. Speaker, I propose now to show that | 

the State of Delaware, so far from claiming to 


George I.; and thirty-nine years after the date 


of that famous grant of the Duke of York to . 


William Penn, under which Delaware claims; 
and when it is considered that this opinion was 
given to the lords commissioners of trade and — 
plantations, and by such men as Lord Raymond ` 
and Lord Hardwicke, and at a time when the 
whole subject must have been familiar to them, I 
should consider it the height of presumption to 
doubt its correctness. But what say Messrs. 
Read and Rodney of this opinion? In their 
opinion they state that, ‘‘ agreeably to this sound 
* doctrine, either United States, or the State 


e 
‘ of Delaware, a Rew Jersey, on the recognition | 


ork, afterwards Lord i! to the brief of General Wall, contained in the | 
Hardwicke; and as this opinion is cited by © 


has actually exercised that jurisdiction, asappears 
by numerous legal adjudications involving those 
laws; and for a list of these acts I refer the House 


report of the committee. 

On the cther hand, by reference to the laws of 
Delaware, I cannot find that by any enactment 
they have ever claimed any exclusive right or 
jurisdiction over the Delaware river to the Jersey 
shore, nor over any islands in the bay or river 
which were near the Jersey shore. On the con- 
trary, it is a fact, that all the islands nearest the 
Jersey shore are actually held under grants from 
the proprietors of New Jersey, and those nearest 


hold under the grant of the Duke of York to 
William Penn, actually disclaims any such hold- 


ing, and claims to hold under and by virtue of the | 


treaty of peace of 1783. 


By an act passed June 19, 1793, the State of 
urpose ` 


Delaware established a land office for the 
of locating and surveying lands, &c.; aed on the 
7th of February, 1794, they passed a supplement 
to that law, the preamble to which supplement is 
in the following words: 

s Whereas, the right to the soil and lands in 


ous and protracted and oppressive law-suit, the 

‘| conclusion is almost irresistible that he was 

i; driven to his lowest terms. This sum, with sim- 

ple interest upon it to this time, amounts to more 

' than twenty-two thousand dollars; and no man 
who reads the history of this case can believe that 
$8,000 would indemnify Dr. Gale for his expense 
and trouble in prosecuting this claim; and I in- 
sist that, under the circumstances, he is entitled 
to not only all his expenses, but to a most liberal 
allowance for all his time and trouble. 

But the gentleman from Kentucky {Mr. Har- 
pin] says that Dr. Gale is trying to extort money 
from the Government, Let me remind that gen- 
tleman that there arc two sides to that question, 
and that we ought to see to it, that while we 
guard the strong from extortion, we do not crush 

| the weak by the strong hand of oppression. I 
| 
| 


admit, sir, that we have the constitutional right 
to take private property for publie use upon 
> making just compensation, and that this isa case 
in which that power might be exercised. Butit 
is the very despotic power of our Constitution, 
and nothing but the strong plea of necessity ever 
gave it place in that sacred instrument. It isa 
power which should not be exercised until all 
other reasonable means are exhausted, and then 
with the utmost caution and tenderness. Let me 


‘ of their independence, succeeded to the rights | ‘the known and established limits of this State 
‘of the former sovereign, and the title of the |‘ was heretofore claimed by the Crown of Great 
‘ King to this island vested in one of them.” > ¢ Britain: And whereas, by the definitive treaty 

Here, sir, we have the admission of the coun- | ‘ of peace between his Majesty and the United 
sel for the United States that the doctrine con- ‘, ‘ Statesof America, his said Majesty relinquished 
tained in this opinion is sound doctrine, and that `‘ all rights, proprietary and territorial, within the 
either the United States or the State of Delaware |; ‘ limits of the United States to the citizens of the 
or New Jersey, on the recognition of their inde-: ‘same, for their sole use and benefit; by virtue 
pendence, succeeded to the rights of the former | ‘ whereof the soil and lands within the limits of this 
sovereign, and the title of the King to this island  ‘ State became the right and property of the citizens 
vested in one of them. And by this admission, |, ‘ thereof, and who, at the time of passing the act 
sir, they grant all that is necessary to establish |. ‘to which this is a supplement, had, and now 
the title of New Jersey; for it will not be con- |‘ have, full power and authority, by their repre- 


tended that the title vested in the United States, |; ‘ sentatives, to dispose of the same for their sole 


now inquire how we have exercised this power 
in the case under discussion; and how are we now 
exercising it? I promised the House to explain 
the causes of the delay which had taken place in 
the prosecution of this claim, and now proceed 
to perform the unpleasant task by tracing its 
progress from its commencement to this period, 
and by making a plain statement of the facts of 
the case, which show that the proceedings of the 
United States have throughout been marked by 
the iron hand of oppression. Dr. Gale purchased 
this island, and was in the quiet, undisputed, and 
uninterrupted possession of it until about the 
year 1817, when the United States found that it 


and of course must have vested either in New | 
‘Jersey or Delaware, and that by virtue of the ' 


treaty of peace of 1783. And as this island is `. 


nearest to the Jersey shore, by the well-known | 
law of nations upon this subject the title to it: 
must have vested in New Jersey. And we thus | 
have the opinion of the counsel of the United | 
States fully establishing the principle for which 1 : 
contend, that the title to this island remained in | 
the King until the treaty of peace of 1783. 

In addition to this, sir, we have the opinion of | 
the late Judge Washington upon this very sub- : 


ject, reported in the case of Corfield vs. Coryell, || 


in Washington Circuit Court Reports, p. 385. | 


After giving a detailed history of the claims and |: 


legislation of New Jersey upon this subject, 
Judge Washington says: ‘In this state of things 
‘the Revolution was commenced and conducted 
“to a successful issue, when his Britannic Ma- 
‘jesty, by the treaty of peace, acknowledged the 
t several States to be sovereign and independent, 
‘and relinquished all claims, not only to the Gov- į 
* ernment, but tothe property and territorial rights 
‘of the same. The right of the Crown to the 
© bay and river Delaware being thus extinguished, 
t it would seem to follow that the right claimed 
“by New Jersey in those waters was thereby | 
< confirmed, unless a better title to the same should | 
€ be found to exist in some other States.” And 
after stating the fact that New Jersey had, from 
a period nearly coeval with the grant of the prov- 
ince, appropriated to themselves the use of the 
bay and river Delaware, and compared her claim 
with the claim of Delaware, he proceeds: ‘‘ And 
‘we are strongly inclined to think that if the 
< right of the former of those States (New Jersey) 
“to the bay of Delaware was founded on no other | 
< title than that of appropriation, by having used 
‘ it for the purposes of navigation and fisheries, 
* the effect of the Revolution and of the treaty of 
t peace was to extend the limits of those States 
‘ to the middle of the bay, from the mouth up- 
t wards.” 

In support of these authorities, I beg leave to 
call the attention of the House to the fact, that 
the State of New Jersey, from the earliest period, 
has, by frequent legislative enactments, asserted | 
her jurisdiction over the Delaware river, and over | 


| < benefit, emolument, and advantage: And where- 
| © as, the claims of the late and former proprie- 


| © tained within the same are not founded either in 
| § law or equity; and it is just, right, and necessary 
i‘ that the citizens thereof should be secured in 
i éthe enjoyment of their estates, rights, and 
| £ properties.”’ 


of the late and former proprietors of the State to 

: the soil and land contained within the same are 
not founded either in law or equity. 

Mr. Speaker, I will not pursue this part of the 


; under the conviction that I have established the 


| ceased. 
And, sir, if I be correct thus far, the next ques- 


is the amount of this appropriation. 
this subject I would remark, in the first place, 
that the bill does not establish any particular 
amount to be paid to extinguish this title, but 
only limits it to $30,000, and authorizes the Sec- 
retary of War to use this $30,000 to effect this 
object, provided he shall be of opinion that it will 
be for the interest of the United States to make 
such extinguishment; and in so doing, we give 


such cases. 


But, sir, the amount is not too high. I have 


ted States, more than thirty thousand dollars. 
Without, however, referring to any evidence ex- 
cept that contained in the report of the committee, 
I am satisfied that $30,000 is not more than we 
ought ta pay. It appears that, as long ago as 
February 18, 1831, the Secretary of War offered 
to pay $17,000; and when it is considered that 


all the islands therein, to the middle thereof, and 


this offer was accepted by Dr. Gaie, after a ruin- 


‘taries of this State to the soil and lands con- : 


Thereby admitting in very terms that they held | 
i by the treaty of peace of 1783, and that the claims i 


subject any further, but submit it to the House, : 


position that the title to the Delaware bay and | 
river, and the islands therein, remained in the |, 
' Crown of Great Britain until the treaty of peace | 
| of 1783, and by that treaty the title to this island 

| vested in the State of New Jersey, and, of course, | 
| now belongs to the heirs-at-law of Dr. Gale, de- | 


; tion which presents itself for our consideration ‘| 
And upon |! 


him no more discretion than is usually given in | 


no personal knowledge of the value of this prop- | 
erty; but am credibly informed that it would | 
have been actually worth at this time, without | 
any of the improvements put thereon by the Uni- | 


was necessary or convenient for their purposes. 
: They propose to purchase, but cannot agree upon 
the price; and although the island was worth to 
the United States hundreds of thousands of dol- 
lars, yet the officers trusted with this business, 
rather than pay the sum which he asked for the 
property, saw fit to exercise their despotic power, 
| and drove him by force from the possession of 
his freehold. He appeals to the Secretary of 
War for redress; and by an inspection of the 
papers in the War Department I find that on the 
23d of July, 1818, he wrote to the Secretary of 
, War in the following words: ‘‘ Your excellency, 
I trust, will not take it amiss that I am so impor- 
‘ tunate as again to remind you of my disap- 
‘ pointment in not being informed of the appoint- 
‘ment of the men to view and value the Pea 
‘Patch, agreeably to my expectations, after L 
‘had the honor of seeing you last February.” 
| Here, sir, we have a citizen of the United 
States, who had bcen turned out of the possession 
of his freehold by force, after waiting for redress 
|: more than a year, most humbly asking of the 
| Secretary of War that he will not take it amiss, that 
he reminds him of his promise to do him justice. 
And what is done upon the occasion? What 
| relief is granted to thisman? Why, sir, I find 
| an indorsement upon the letter in these words: 
“ Received from the Department 26th July; wrote 
‘Babcock to make full inquiry, and report 31st 
i| July. Also, same day, wrote Mr. Gale, when 
| € report is made he shall be advised, and what is 
‘ just done.” So, then, it appears that the Secre- 
tary promised that justice should be done. And 
where is the evidence of its having been done? 
Where is the report of Babcock? It does not 
| exist. The rights of the citizen have been wrested 
from him by force, and withheld and_postponed 
under delusive promises of justice. What course 
does he next pursue? . Why, sir, finding that the 
officers of the United States would not settle it 
themselves, he begs of the Secretary of War to 
refer the matter to the arbitrament of his fellow- 
i| citizens, and requests a copy of the order of the 
| Department upon the subject. And on the 10th 
'| December, 1819, I find the following answer 
from the War Department, directed to Doctor 
Henry Gale: ‘* Your letter to the Secretary of 
‘ War has been received at this Department. The 


| 
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‘ proposition which you have made to refer your 
éclaim to the Pea Patch to arbitrators, cannot 
«be acceded to by the War Department. The 
‘opinion of the district attorney having been 
s made for the benefit of this Department only, a 
* copy of it cannot be transmitted to you.” And | 
is this the just compensation for private property ! 
taken for public use, which is guarantiel by our | 
Constitution? No, sir, it is, indeed, the exercise | 
of an arbitrary power in the most arbitrary man- | 


ner. i 
The spirit of Dr. Gale revolted at the oppres- ` 
sion; and in the very desperation of his feelings 
he had to resort to the laws of his country for 
redress against that very country. An ejectment 
was commenced against this Major Babcock be- 
fore the circuit court of the United States, and ` 
notice for trial at Trenton at the term of April, 
1820; and we here find that the United States, in 
addition to the Attorney General and District 
Attorney, have called to their aid C. A. Rodney 
and G. Read, Jr., Esqs., two counselors of the 
highest standing in Delaware, and Richard Stock- . 
ton, then at the head of the bar in New Jersey; 
but the cause was continued by reason of other | 
business which had the preference, and the rights | 
of Dr. Gale were again postponed for six months. | 
In the mean time it was discovered by the coun- | 
sel of Dr. Gale that the State of New Jersey 
ought to have been made a party to this suit, and 
applied to the court for leave to make them par- 
ties. This was refused; by reason whereof it 
became necessary for him to discontinue, and | 
commence a new suit, which was done in the 
supreme court of New Jersey, at the term of 
October, 1822. The United States applied to 
Judge Washington to remove this cause into the 
circuit court of the United States, which applica- 
tion was granted, contrary to the wish of Dr. | 
Gale and the opinion of his counsel. Judge ‘| 
Washington soon discovered his error, and sent | 
the cause back to the supreme court of the State, |! 
where it was again entered for trial at the Novem- | 
ber term, 1825; and by this time I find that the 
United States had engaged to assert in this work 
of oppression two other gentlemen of the bar, 
Mr. George Wood, one of the leading members 
of the bar of New Jersey, and Mr. Van Dyke, 
of Delaware; and the cause is again put off by 
the United States, by reason of the indisposition 


j 


eariy as 1831, and an appropriation asked to en- 
able the Executive to fulfill this agreement in 
good faith. A bill was reported for the purpose, 
but the wrongs and injuries of an American cit- 
izen were too insignificant to command the atten- 
tion „of Congress; and, like the law-suit, the 
consideration of the bill is postponed until a more 
convenient season. And again in 1832 the Pres- 
ident calls our attention to the subject, and again 
we neglect the claims of this man, not because 


| they are unfounded, but because it was not con- 


venient to attend to them. In the early part of 


: 1833, the agent of Dr. Gale has an interview 


with the Secretary of War, in which he promises 
him that if the bill then before Congress for this 
appropriation should not pass, ‘the claim (of 


Dr. Gale) would be extinguished out of the ap- ` 


propriation to be made for rebuilding the fort;” 
and on the 26th of March, 1833, General Gratiot 
writes to the agent of Dr. Gale requesting the 
Doctor, ‘* to come to this place in person, or to 


` * send an agent duly authorized to sell his title 


‘ to the island, subject to the approval of Con- 


, § gress at its next session.’’ 


convenient for Mr. Read to attend to it; and thus | 
again the hopes of this man are blasted. The 
facts which I state are all supported by the cor- | 
respondence contained in the report of the com- 
mittee, and the communications which I have 
procured from the War Department, and which 
are now upon my table, and subject to the in- 
apection of any gentleman who may choose to 
examine them. Soon after this Major Babcock, 
the defendant in ejectment, died, and the suit was 
thereby abated. But if I understood the gentle- 
man from Kentucky, [Mr. Harpin,] he said that |: 
the death of a defendant in ejectment does not 
abate the suit. I believe that they have in Ken- 
tucky some special law upon this subject to keep 
the suit alive; but at the common law, and by the 
jaws of New Jersey, the death of a sole defendant 
in ejectment does abate the suit; and for this 
cause the suit of Dr. Gale was abated; and 
about this time the fortifications, which had been 
erected by the United States, were consumed by 
fire, and the premises left vacant. 

And here let me pause, and ask the gentleman 
from Kentucky, and every other honorable gen- 
tleman upon this floor, to point out the single 
act, word, or deed of Dr. Gale, in this narrative, 
that is unbecoming an honorable man and a good 
citizen. Tired out by a tedious and vexatious 
law-suit, and almost ruined by its expense, he 
again appeals to the justice and humanity of his 
country, and again tries to effect by negotiation, 
that which is denied to him by the slow and un- 
certain process of legal proceedings; and the re- 
sult of this negotiation is found in the agreement 
of 1831, contained in the repert of the committee. 
Thus far, the odium of oppressing this man is 
properly chargeable upon the different officers of 
the Government having charge of the matter, but 
from the date of this agreement part of that 
odium must rest upon this House. Our attention 
was called to the subject by the President as 


On the 23d November, 1833, the agent of Dr. 
Gale informs the Secretary of War that he is yet 
authorized to accept the $17,000, with the interest, 
from the date of the agreement; and offers to 


come to Washington immediately, if the Secre- ; 


tary was disposed to make such arrangement; 
and on the 13th of December following the Secre- 
tary informed the agent (by letter of General 
Gratiot) that General Wall ‘* had reported favor- 
ably of the title of Dr. Gale,” and th 


Genera! shall agree with General Wall in opinion. 
And in consequence of that letter the agent re- 
paired to Washington, and was there informed 


by General Gratiot, “that everything would | 


be arranged at once, provided he would take 
$17,000.” But he had no authority to remit the 


Interest, and a new authority could not readily ` 
be obtained, for Dr. Gale was dead, and had be- | 


queathed this claim, this evidence of the injustice 


of his country to his children, who were scattered - 


in different parts of the Union. 
Such, Mr. Speaker, are the facts of this case; 


and gentlemen on this floor now ask, why do not | 


the heirs of Dr. Gale prosecute their suit at law 


! to a conclusion? They answer by pointing to the 
of Mr. Van Dyke, and because it would be in- |' 


history of the case, to their own poverty, to the 
ruined fortune and death of their parent, to the 
delays of law, and to the injustice of their coun- 
try; and the answer ought to be conclusive to the 
heart of every man of feeling, and to the head of 
every legislator. 


But in what situation are we placed as regards | 


this property? It is of great value, and particu- 
larly to the United States. We paid nothing to 
Delaware for her cession, turned Dr. Gale out 


| of the actual possession, and now seek to deprive 


his heirs of any compensation; and this we call 
making just compensation for private property 


| which we take for public use, according to the 


spirit of our Constitution. Sir, it is a mockery, a 


denial of justice, an arbitrary exercise of despotic | 


power, and a violation of the Constitution. 

I quit the subject, expressing the ardent hope 
that Congress will now, by their vote, do all that 
yet remains in their power to redress the wrongs 
of these claimants, and rescue our Constitution 
from further violation. 


LAND DISTRIBUTION BILL. | 


SPEECH OF HON. JOHN M. NILES, 
OF CONNECTICUT, 


In tHE Senate, April 28, 1836, 


On the question of the passage of the bill to distribute the 
net proceeds of the Public Lands among the States fora 
limited period, and for other purposes. 


Mr. NILES said: . 
Mr. Presipent: It was my intention to submit 


to the Senate some remarks on this bill which, in | 

i any view that can be taken of it, I regard as one 

| of the highest importance; and it was my purpose | 
to have done this before the bill was ordered to 

| its third reading; but indisposition has for sev- 


eral days prevented me from speaking, and at 
this time I scarcely feel able to proceed; but as 


at his prop- : 
osition will be acceded to, provided the Attorney | 


SENATE. 


the bill has reached its last stage, and the Senate 
having refused to postpone it, [am compelled to 
deliver my sentiments at this time, or not at all. 

Before entering into the consideration of the 
:| several questions which this bill presents, I will 
beg to notice some few of the extraneous remarks 
of the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. Cray] which 
had no particular bearing on the merits of the 
pending question. What may have been the ob 
ject of the honorable Senator in attempting to 
alarm the country as to the security of the public 
revenues in the deposit banks I will not under- 
take tosay. It appeared to me that, from the 
associations of place and other circumstances, his 
imagination had carried him back two years, and 
: that, without perhaps being aware of it, he was 
engaged in making a real panic speech, calculated 
to alarm the country on account of the revenue 
` and the currency. Whatever may be the pres- 
‘sure for money at this time, I hardly think the 
‘honorable Senator, with all his skill and experi- 

ence in that way, will be able to produce another 
factitious panic. The evils of that which pre- 
vailed two years since are too fresh in the recol- 
lections of the people for them to be drawn into 
a similar excitement at this time. 

It is certainly a very strange argument in favor 
of the passage of a bill which appropriates nearly 
all the money now in the Treasury, to attempt to 
prove that this very money is insecure, and would 

not be available should this bil! become a law. 
If the deposit banks cannot pay the money, there 
will be none to distribute; there will be no sur- 
plus on which the law can operate. 

But what grounds are there for alarm as to the 
security of the public revenues? They are now 
deposited in thirty-six banks, and in compara- 
tively small sums; no one bank having more than 
about three millions, and averaging less than one 
' million. Has the Senator stated any facts tending 
to show that these banks, or any of them, are 
not perfectly solvent and safe depositories of the 
public funds? What are the grounds on which 
confidence is reposed in any banking institution? 
Is it not its capital, and its reputation for being 
prudently and correctly conducted? Whatever 
objections, then, there may be to the present 
system of selecting banks for publie deposits, 
| it certainly has some advantages. The Secre- 
tary of the Treasury hasan opportunity of select- 
iing for places-of deposit such banks as have 
acquired an established reputetion, and as are 
known to be conducted on safe principles; he also 
can select as large a number as he pleases, by 
which means the aggregate capital is increased, 
and the risk divided. Is it not apparent that the 
public revenues are safer deposited in thirty-six 
banks than they would be in one bank having 
the same capital? Experience proves that a bank 
with a large capital may as likely become em- 
‘| barrassed as one with a small capital, as their 
business is on a corresponding scale. Interest 
| prompts all banks to extend their business to the 
utmost limit their capital will allow. If the 
' public treasure was deposited all in one bank, aa 
was the case some years since, and that, by an 
improper extension of its business, or by specu- 
lation, should become embarrassed, the whole 
revenues of the country would be in jeopardy; 
‘but if they are in numerous institutions, the 
danger is greatly diminished, as it is not to be 
apprehended that several of the deposit banks 

will become involved in difficulties at the same 
time. They are independent of each other, and 
their operations no way connected. The history 
of the Bank of England, as well as the Bank of 
ithe United States, justifies what is here stated, 
It is well known that the former was compelled 
to suspend specie payments, and to call in the 
aid of the Government to sustain it from total 
ruin. And the Bank of the United States, by a 
system of profligate and fraudulent speculations, 
unparalleled, brought itself to the very verge of 
bankruptcy, whilst it was the depository of the 
public revenue, For three months, from Feb- 
‘ruary to May, in 1819, that bank was in the 
most critical situation, and daily exposed to be 
i compelled to stop payment. To save itself, it 
drained the State banks of their specie—brok; 
the banks of Kentucky, and made such forced 
| and rapid curtailments of its loans to individuals 
il as greatly contributed tothe severe money pres- 
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sure and distress which prevailed at that period. 


Land Distribution Bill—Mr. Niles. 


SENATE. 


| contract itself; for there is no act expressly au- 


Such was the situation of the public funds in the || thorizing the Secretary to employ agents for the 


Bank of the United States in 1819. 

But the Senator told us that the deposit banks 
have only eleven millions of specie, and endeav- 
ored to make an impression that this was all their 
resources with which to refund to the Govern- 
ment nearly thirty-two millions. If this was a 
true test of the ability of banks, what has been 
the situation of the Bank of the United States, 
which the Senator has regarded as so safe a de- 

ository of the public treasure? In 1831 that 
baik had but $9,198,682 in specie, when the 
Government deposits were $7,252,249, and pri- 
vate deposits $9,115,836, and its circulation was 
$22,399,447; making in the whole, to say nothing 
of other debts, $38,768,532, to be paid from a 
specie fund of little more than eight millions. 
At some periods, the specie of the Bank of the 
United States has been less, and, if I recollect 
right, the president of that bank has stated in 
some of his reports, that six millions in specie 
was all that was required for the safety of the 
bank and the public. 

Would the Senator require one rule for the 
Bank of the United States, and another for the 
State banks? The latter was regarded as per- 
fectly safe, and as furnishing the best national 
currency for the country, without regard to the 
specie in its vaults; it was sufficient to rely on its 
general means, and solvency; but the State banks 
must have specie equal to their indebtedness. 

In any view which can be taken of this sub- 
ject, the public funds must be considered as safer, 
so far as regards any considerable loss, than when 
in the Bank of the United States. As respects 
capital, that bank had, exclusive of what be- 
longed to the United States, but twenty-eight mil- 
lions; that of the deposit banks is more than 
forty-three million dollars. 

The conditioh of these deposit banks, on the 
31st day of March last, according to a report of 
the Secretary of the Treasury of the 23d of April, 
was as follows: 7 


Loans and discounts. . e.. e. a. e e $68,850,287 67 
Domestic exchange.. .eeoess.seo 32,775,529 42 
Real estate. eeeeessosesooseesse 1,929,056 68 
Due from banks. ....asess ee.. 15,931,916 22 
Notes of other banks ...... ee... 11,107,447 78 
Specie.. sssessenereosessesoeoee 10,885,996 92 
Foreign exchange....ssssssseee 532,450 96 
EXXpenses......cecscvscccccevece 184,901 22 
Other investments .....seeeeeee+ 10,651,759 92 


$152,849,346 79 | 


Capital... .ssseeseose ooe es o 0 -$43,690,980 28 
‘Treasurer of the United States... 33,294,024 08 
Public officers. ...... ccc cceeees 3,477,252 42 
Due to banks ...........5.006+- 15,366,674 49 
Contingent fund. ........eceeee 
Profit and loss, &c.........eece 


Circulation... .ecescesceeeseeeee 28,796,186 98 | 


Private deposits.....ceesesceces 15,453,092 11 
Other liabilities........ccccceeecs 


$152,849,346 79 


I have made these statements, not from any 
partiality to the deposit banks, as I am not their 
advocate, and consider all banks as conducted 
essentially on the same principles—to make the 
greatest profit, without regard to the public or 
private interests of the community. I do not 
approve of their having so large an amount of the 
public funds, and especially without paying any 
interest for the same; but this is an unusual and 
unexpected state of things, and I trust will soon 
be remedied. My object has not been to defend 
these banks, but to show that the public funds 
are safe. 

In addition to the security afforded by the cap- 
ital and other property of the banks, the Secretar 
of the Treasury has in some cases required col- 
lateral and personal security for the public depos- 
its. These contracts, the Senator from Kentucky 
informs us, are totally void, because there is no 


Jaw expressly authorizing them. He asks, with | 


apparent triumph, by what authority and under 
what law these contracts are made? This objec- 
tion, if valid for any purpose, is applicable to the 


1,102,763 15 | 
4,094,358 12 | 


7,974,015 16 | 


|, Safe-keeping of the public revenues. If the argu- 


i ment proves anything it proves that the contracts 

; with the banks are iliegal and void, and that the 

. money can never be reclaimed. If the contracts 
are valid, then the stipulation for personal security 

„is binding, as that is a part of the contract. The 
argument proves too much, and therefore proves 
nothing at all. 

The Senator also says, that the regulation of the 
Secretary requiring the deposit banks not to issue 
bills of less denomination than ten dollars, is an 
alarming assumption of power; a species of ex- 

_ ecutive legislation designed to regulate the cur- 


i} : 
‘jeauses, may have had some influence on the 


| establishment of State banks in some of the west- 
-ern States; but if the withdrawal of the capital of 
i this bank is to be regarded as occasioning the 
. incorporation of State institutions, it is a cause 

that could operate only so far as to supply, by 

State banks, the amount of capital withdrawn by 
: the bank of the United States; and this would be 
: no increase of the aggregate banking capital in 


© the Union. 


Nothing can be more unfounded, and even pre- 
posterous, than the pretension that the Bank of 
the United States prevented the establishment 


_of State banks, and restrained their operations, 


rency. He says he will not inquire whether the ` 


regulation is a wise one or not; whether it is 
calculated to have a beneficial or injurious influ- 
ence; butasks where the Secretary gets his power 
to contro] the State banks, and regulate the cur- 
rency of the country? He had supposed this 
power belonged to Congress. Why, the Senator 
must know full well, that neither Congress nor 
, the Secretary have any power over the State 
‘banks. This, like the requirement of personal 
security, is only a part of the contract. The 
Secretary, in employing the fiscal. agents of the 
, Treasury, can prescribe such conditions as he 
sees fit, not inconsistent with law, but the agent 
is not bound to agree to them, nor has the Sec- 
retary any means to enforce him to comply with 
, his conditions. All that he can do is to decline 
, to employ the agent who will not comply with 
the conditions he may prescribe. This is the | 
i alarming usurpation which the Senator has dis- ' 
, covered. But he will not inquire whether the 
' object is a good one or a bad one; which, it ap- 
, pears to me, is the essential point. Are we to 
_ understand that he is opposed to restraining the 
j, circulation of small bills issued by the State 
banks? If not, why this complaint of an attempt 
| to stop their circulation by contract with those 
‘į banks, which are employed as the receivers of 
| the public revenues? It is said that the present 
| surplus in the Treasury, and which is deposited 
li in the State banks, is unprecedented and dan- 
ii gerous. An overflowing Treasury seems to be 
, a subject of as much alarm now as an exhausted 
:, one did two years ago, which was then so con- 
» fidently predicted. The large amount of money 
in the Treasury had arisen from two causes: the 
į unprecedented sale of public lands, which during 
, the year 1835 and the first quarter of 1836 have 
| exceeded twenty millions; and the delay to pass 


; ought to hare been paid out, is still retained in 


| supporters of the State institutions. 


This position, so often and constantly asserted, 
is not only unsustained, but is Opposed both to 
facts and principle. In point of fact the State 
banks have increased more rapidly since the es- 
tablishment of the Bank of the United States in 
1816, than they ever did previous to that period. 
And in respect of principle, it is absurd to con- 
tend that banking ıs to be limited and restricted 
by superadding the legislation of the Union to 
that of the States, in granting bank charters. The 
cause of the alarming multiplication of banks and 
increase of bank capital lies much deeper. Itis 
to be found in the svirit of traffic and speculation 
which prevails so extensively in our country, and 
which the Bank of the United States has been, in 
an eminent degree, instrumental in engendering 
and sustaining. Shall the champions of the Bank 
of the United States, who maintained that its 
notes were the only sound national currency, 
reproach those who were opposed to that cor- 
poration, and to the present banking system gen- 
erally, for the consequences and evils of the un- 
precedented increase of banks in the States? Sir, 
such taunts come with a bad grace from the Sen- 
ator from Kentucky. 

Who are the advocates of State banks, and 
the petitioners and applicants for their charters ? 
Are they not the supporters of the Bank, or a 
Bank, of the United States? In some of the States 
it is true that many who were, or professed to be, 
opposed to the national bank, are the zealous 
But there 
are a large portion of those opposed to the Bank 
of the United States who disapprove the whole 
banking system, or desire to reform it by with- 
drawing a large portion of the paper circulation, 


“and substituting a hard money currency in its 
| place. In my own State, this is almost universally 
. true; all who are opposed to the Bank of the 


' the appropriation bills, whereby money that ; 
‘| 


| the Treasury. But, from the remarks which have || 


|| Just been made on this subject, it might be sup- | 
| posed that there had never before been a balance 
jjin the Treasury. But there have usually been 
|; balances, and at times very large balances, which 
ii have been deposited either in State banks or in 
The balance in 
| the Treasury at the close of the year 1815, and 
| deposited in State banks, was $13,000,600; in — 
1816, $22,033,519, more than two thirds the | 
ii present amount; in 1817, when the Bank of the 
United States was encouraging speculations in 
stocks, and using the funds of the Government ' 
for that purpose, the balance was $14,989,465; | 
in 1823, it was $9,463,922; in 1826, $6,358,586, 
in 1827, $6,668,000; in 1828, $5,972,000; in 1829, 
| $9,668,000. From the last period, to the time | 
the connection of the Treasury with the Bank of ' 


|; the Bank of the United States. 


balance of from five to ten millions. 
The honorable Senator from Kentucky [Mr. | 


, parently with the purpose of creating a panic, on 
|; account of the rapid increase of these institutions, 
, and the alarming extension of the paper system. 


| pee but can, by no means, concur in what 
e assigns as the cause of the increase of the State 
banks. He attributes it to the measures of the | 
Government in hostility to the Bank of the Uni- 
| ted States, or to the overthrow of that bank. 
| This cause rests on an assumption of a fact, 
which is not true—the Bank of the United States 
has not been destroyed, nor has its operations 
ceased. It is true some of its branches have been : 
i discontinued; and this circumstance, with other | 


United States are opposed to the multiplication 
of State corporations, and in favor of restricting 
the circulation of the existing institutions. The 
increase of State banks, the last two or three 
years, is truly alarming; and if this spirit is not 
checked, an explosion of the entire paper system 
will be inevitable. In an able work by Mr. Gal- 
latin, formerly Secretary of the Treasury, he 


i states that in 1830 there were two hundred and 


|, $300,000,000. 
| entirely correct, and probably fell short of the 


the United States was terminated, there was a || 


| Cray] has alluded to the State banks, and ap- || I 
i: inevitable as those results which follow from 


| In his apprehensions on this subject I can fully | 


i 


eighty-one banks in the United States, with a 
capital of $95,000,000; and it is now estimated 
that there are about seven hundred and fifty 
banks, possessing an aggregate capital of nearly 
Mr. Gallatin’s statement was not 


true number; it was five short of the number 
in Connecticut. But the increase of banks and 
banking capital has been sufficiently rapid and 


| alarming; it cannot have been less than one hun- 


dred per cent. the last three years. If this spirit 
of speculation and gambling continues, and, in- 
stead of being checked, is encouraged by the 
improvident and reckless legislation of the States, 
a fatal and ruinous explosion of the whole paper 
system must be the consequence. This is as 


‘natural causes. And will no effort be made to 


‘| arrest these evils? Will the prudent, the wise, 


and the honest, calmly witness, and without an 
| effort to arrest an evil of such magnitude, the 
gathering elements fraught with such incalculable 
calamities to their country ? 

The Senator from Kentucky says that the sur- 
plus in the Treasury has already engendered a 
: Spirit of extravagance and wastefulness; that in- 

stead of the old republican practice of inquiry 
i what is the lowest rate of appropriations with 
which the service can be carried on, the inquiry 
now is, what is the highest rate, and how we can 
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spend the most? On what authority was this 
remark made, applied, as it was, to the appro- 


priations generally? Itis wholly gratuitous and i| tion to the manufacturing interests of the coun- 


unsupported. The only inquiries of the kind || 
which have been made of the head of any Depart- »: 
ment have been confined to fortifications and other ' 
permanent objects connected with the defense of 
the country. These are no part of the ordinary 
annual expenditures. How far it may be wise to 
go in expenditures for purposes of this kind may 
be a question; but whatever itis proper to expend 
in public works for the defense of the country 
may as well be expended in one year as in a: 
series of years. Indeed, this is true policy and 
economy; for the more time which is consumed : 
in laying out the money, the more of it will be 
abstracted by the agents who have the disbursing | 
of it. If an individual has occasion to build a 
house, will he not do it in one season, or in as 
short a period as he can find any one to contract 
to do the job? He does not consider it economy 
to be several years about it; neither does he regard 
the outlay as a part of his annual expenditures. 
He considers it as an investment—as an addition 
to hisestate. What is true of an individual is 
true of the Government. Whatever it may be 
proper to expend on fortifications, ordnance, or 
other permanent means of defense, the shorter 
the period in which the money can be expended 
the better, if there is no waste in the application. 
Neither are appropriations for purposes of this 
description to be regarded as a part of the annual 
expenditures of the Government any more than 
the erection of a house is to be regarded as a part 
of the annual expenses of an individual. The calls 
for the maximum appropriations for permanent 
objects of defense are no evidence of profuse ex- 
penditure as asserted, but of true economy, es- 

ecially when we have money on hand that we 
fave no other use for. 

The compromise tariff act of 1833, to which 
the honorable Senator alluded with so much 
complacency, is not entirely irrelevant to the 
subject under consideration, as that law has in 
part contributed to produce the surplus which the 
gentleman seems so anxious to seize upon for 
distribution, He seems to look back upon that 
compromise as a bright spot in the record of his 
political life; the gentleman appears to have been 
partial to compromises, and has had a hand in 
many of different descriptions. The tariff com- 
promise, so far as it was a means of quieting, for | 
a time, a distracting question, and of calming the |: 
troubled elements in one quarter, was a salutary 
Measure; but the principles of the compromise 
were unsound and unwise. The reduction of the 
high duties was too slow, on the one hand, whilst 
on the other the attempt to establish by compro- 
mise a uniform principle of imposing duties, was 
either delusory or a gross assumption of power. 
In consideration of retaining the high rate of 
duties, subject to a gradual reduction for ten 
years, the principle of discrimination in regu- 
lating the duties is proposed to be relinquished. | 
Those engaged, or having capital invested, in | 
manufactures in 1833, were to become rich by | 
the protection afforded to them during the ten 
years of high duties; and those who might become | 
interested in manufactures near the close or after 
that period, were to be left to shift for themselves. 

here is no reason on earth why from fifty to. 
seventy-five per cent. should be required to pro- 
tect the manufacturing interests in 1833, which . 
could be sustained by duties of twenty per cent. 
in 1842, Either the high rate of duties was not | 
required, or the point of depression is so low as 
will sacrifice the manufacturing interests. The 
experience and skill requisite to the successful , 

rosecution of most branches of manufactures | 

ad been acquired in 1833; and although there | 
are Constantly improvements taking place in all 
the arts, yet as these are ag great in England and ! 
other manufacturing countries as in this, they 
will give no advantage or security to our manu- 
factures. In regard to the attempt to settle by an 
act of Congress, under the assumption that ıt is | 
a compromise, a uniform rule by which all duties 
are to be imposed after the year 1842, if not alto- 
gether delusory, it can only be regarded as a new 
scheme to amend the Constitution. 
_ Tt would in fact, be an amendment of the most 


; of new interests at home, the decay of old ones, 


` or regulate the power or action of Congress over 


‘the measure estimate them at—ten millions a 


‘amount, at the minimum price, has been esti- || 


| Indian title has not been extinguished; but this , 
‘ will cost nearly as much as we shall get for it. |, 


Important character. The duties on foreign im- 


portations, as the principal source of the public 


This estimate for the remainder of th 
IDs x g 
revenue, as well as incidentally affording protec- current 


ycar, and for 1837, is considerably below the cal- 
culations of the friends of this measure, as they 
i consider that the sales will be nearly or quite at 
|: the rate they were during the last year, when they 
exceeded fifteen millions. But I have supposed. 
i that the pressure on the money market which 
now prevails, and will be likely to continue, will 
check the speculation in lands. The estimate, 
however, may be low. 
In a financial view of this measure the bill be- 
fore the Senate may be regarded in the light of 
an appropriation bill. Should it become a law, 
it will take from the Treasury, during the pres- 
ent year, about thirty-seven million dollars. The 
first question, therefore, is the effect it will have 
on the finances, and whether such a Sweeping 
appropriation will not exhaust the Treasury, 
and render it difficult to carry on the different 
branches of the public service? 
Without pretending to accuracy, the following 
_ Statements and estimates of receipts and. expendi- 
tures may throw some light on the subject of the 
finances of the year: 
Money in the Treasury on the Ist of April, in 
round numbers... ....6+0+++0++6.$32,000,000 
Estimated receipts from the customs 
for the three quarters of the year 
1836, at the rate of eighteen mil- 
: _ lions for the year...eeesseseeeees 13,500,000 
Estimated receipts from the public 
lands for the three quarters of the 


VEAL. ce cvccccrvesccccssccsntcece 


try, have been a subject of more legislation than 
any other, and must continue so for all time to 
come. The state of the Treasury, the growth i! 
foreign legislation, and various other causes, will 
require frequent modifications of the revenue 
laws. To attempt, therefore, to restrict, limit, | 


this subject by an ordinary law, or by any un- 
derstanding or compromise among the leading 
members of Congress as to the passage of that 
law, is preposterous. It is an attempt by one 
Congress to tie up the hands of their successors, 
and deprive them of that equality of power which : 
the Constitution has conferred on each successive | 
Legislature. Had the high rate of duties been i- 
brought down to a proper point of reduction | 
more rapidly, it would have lightened the taxes, 
and we should have had less surplus in the 
Treasury to contend about. 

Mr. President, having disposed of the extra- 
neous and preliminary topics, I will proceed to 
consider the bill before the Senate. This meas- 
ure, in any view which can be taken of it, is of 
the highest importance. The bill provides for 
distributing among the States, according to the 
Federal principle of representation, the net pro- i 
ceeds of the public lands for five years, com- 
mencing with the year 1833 and ending with the 
year 1837. As amended at onetime, it proposed 
to distribute the proceeds of the lands for nine i 
years, from 1833 to 1841. That amendment has 
been abandoned by the friends of the bill, and it 
now stands as at first introduced. There are 
some minor principles in this bill, as the grant 
of certain portions of lands to the new States, 
and the allowance to those States of ten per cent. 
of the sales of public land within their territories, 
which I do not propose to notice. The bill as it 
now is, should it become a law, will distribute 
among the States about forty-five million dollars. '; 
Its friends calculate upon a large sum. Before 
the amendment was disagreed to, the bill would 
have distributed eighty-seven million dollars, pro- | 
vided the sales of the public lands for the ensu- .| 
ing five years should equal what the friends of | 


8,500,000 


Total revenues of the year... e ee. $54,000,000 


The Senator from Tennessee [Mr. Wuire] and 
others have estimated the money now in the Treas- 
ury, and what will be received during the year, 
at seventy millions. I do not understand the 
process by which they make so large a sum,and 
am persuaded that it is altogether an over esti- 
mate. Ido not claim any accuracy for the esti- 
mate I have made, but believe it will be found 
‘not to vary essentially from the truth. The cal- 
culation as to the custom is based on the assump- 
tion that the importations of dutiable articles will 
be equal the present year to the last, when the 
duties on imports were about nineteen millions. 
But by the compromise act of 1833, one tenth 

art of the excess of duty over twenty per cent. 
is taken off, which will amount to about one mil- 
lion dollars, leaving for the duties of the whole 
year eighteen millions. The first quarter, it is 
mated by the Senator from New York [Mr. ' true, has considerably exceeded that rate; but the 
Wricat] at one hundred and eighty-seven mil- ; great amount of importations the last quarter of 
lion dollars. This bill, as it is, will distribute | 1835 and the first quarter of the present year will 
more than one quarter of the whole proceeds of | be likely to occasion less importations the three 
the public lands in the States and Territories. <! Jast quarters of the present year. In connection 

By a report of the Secretary of the Treasury it | with this cause, the extreme pressure on the 
appears that there are in the States and Territories | money market in the commercial cities must oc- 
122,397,462 acres of lands surveyed and offered į casion a check and reaction to all kinds of busi- 
for sale, and which was unsold on the 30th Sep- | ness. This cause will operate still more forcibly 
tember last, and 9,772,739 acres surveyed and | to check the sales of the public land, a great por- 
not offered for sale, making 132,170,210 acres of | tion of which the last year and the first quarter 
which the Indian title has been extinguished. | of the present has been purchased on speculation. 
There are, besides, 79,126,838 acres to which the . When good notes, as is said to be the case, are 
discounted in New York at from thirty to forty 
per cent. interest, it can hardly be supposed that 
money will be extensively employed in land 
‘speculations. All revulsions in business imme- 
| diately affect the revenue, from whatever source 
i! derived, and hence the great fluctuations which 
| our revenue has experienced both from customs 
iiand the public lands. The receipts from the 
i} customs in the year 1816 were $36,306,874; in 
i| 1817, $26,283,348; in 1819, $20,283,608; in 1820, 
Pe Eat ear ent 

cee w cc ercsccesssseceesceces $3,967,681 |! 1816 was the first after the war, wh 
In ial. RENEE E E E E E EINER 1| for the great excess of importations; Sul from 
In 1835....eeooesessesrssoss..... 15,200,000 || 1817 to 1821, a period of four years, the rerent 
First quarter of 1836.. ees... ee... 5,439,650 | was diminished more than one half, falling o 
M in the Treasury to be dis ————— |: from more than twenty-six millions to thirteen 
oney now in the Tr o = P ailions: } 

A STEE A SN .$29 682,981 | oie ecaistéu in public lands commenced in 1818, 
Proceeds of sales for the last three ' gales then being made on credit, and the receipts 

quarters of the year 1836, estimated ! for lands the following year were $3,270,000; in 

Alias cesccereseraserseesecerores ! 1820 they fell off one half. In the years 1823 
Proceeds for 1837 estimated at.. e.e. i! and 1824, the annual receipts were less than one 
i million; and last year the sales have produced 


Total amount to be distributed. .... -$46,682,981 Sl i! more than fifteen millions. This has been the 


ear. I think, however, that estimate much too | 
uigh. Eighty-seven millions would be nearly | 
one half of the proceeds of all the lands now |, 
unsold in the States and Territories. The gross || 


The bill in its present form will distribute a large 
share of the proceeds of the entire national do- 
main. Itis retrospective in its operation, and will 
distribute all the money raised from the sale of 
the public lands since 1833, which will include 
nearly the entire balance now in the Treasury. 
The gross receipts for the sale of the public 
lands which will be distributed should this bill 
ass are— 


8,500,000 ; 
8,500,000 


362 


APPENDIX TO THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


[April 28, 


24ru Cona... 1st SEss. 
result of speculations, which cannot continue. 
Itis not to beapprehended that the reaction which 
has commenced will be as severe or as protracted 
as that of 1819. The embarrassment and dis- 
tress then continued for three years, and extended 


over the whole country. The Bank of the Uni- | 


ted States, which had exerted a controlling and 
pernicious influence in originating the spirit of 
overtrading and speculation, was also the prin- 
cipal instrument in occasioning the distress, as it 


was compelled, in self-defense, to make rapid and - 


forced curtailments of its loans. From Februar 


to December it reduced its loans $12,000,000, be- 
ing nearly one third of the whole amount. Of ` 
eriod of distress, Mr. Crawford, in 1819, | 


this 
then Secretary of the Treasury, remarked: “Few 
instances are on record of sufferings so deep and 
extensive as those which have overspread the 
United States.” 


Let us now examine into the probable expend- | 


itures of the present year. It must not be for- 
gotten that appropriations for the year are one 
thing, and the moneys actually drawn from the 


The letter of the Secretary of the Treasury, 


addressed to Congress early in the session, con- | 


tains the following estimates as to the appropri- 
ations and expenditures for the year 1836: 


Estimate of appropriations required for the ser- 
vice of the year 1836. s.es e.... e o $17,515,933 
Appropriations for the services of the 
year 1836, made by former acts of 
Congress. .ccecccscsecccsecccscce 
Appropriations not required for 1835, 
which it is proposed to apply in aid 
of the service of 1836.....ecee0- 
Existing appropriations which will be 
required to complete the service of 
the year 1835, and former years, 
but which will be expended in the 
year 1836.......00+4. $7,306,765 

Deduct appropriations not 
475,321 


wanted 
6,831,444 


—— 


344,707 


socooua core ooao 


Total of appropriations for 1836. . . .§26,965,084 | 


But the entire amount of these appropriations 
will not be actually expended during the year; 
the last year a little over seven millions were 
unexpended. It therefore will be reasonable to 
conclude that about twenty millions will be re- 
quired to complete the service of 1835 and former 
years, and for the ordinary service of the year 
1836. This estimate of the Secretary of the 
Treasury is only for the ordinary service of the 
year, and has no reference to the extraordinary 
expenses of the Florida Indian war, for fortifica- 
tions, (except the ordinary appropriations for 
that purpose,) ordnance, increase of the Navy, 
Indian treaties, or any other extraordinary objects 
of expenditure. 

More than two millions have already been 
appropriated for the expenses of the Indian war 
in Florida; and as the hostile Seminoles have not 
been subdued, a considerable force must be kept 
there during the year, as little can be expected to 
be done during the warm season. Five millions 
will be a very moderate estimate for the expenses 
of this war, and it is tc be feared it will exceed 
that sum. The two important Indian treaties 
now before the Senate, snould they be ratified, 
will, it is understood, require an expenditure of 
about seven and a half millions, so that these two 
heads of extraordinary expenditure alone will 
amount to twelve and a half millions. But there 
will be others, amounting to several millions, 
independentof fortifications, increasing the Navy, 
and all other objects of permanent defense. The 
frontiers of the States west of the Mississippi 
have become much exposed to Indian hostilities 
by the removal of nearly all the Indians east of 
the Mississippi to the country west of those 
States. There is said to be two hundred and 
forty thousand Indians west of that frontier. The 
war now raging in Texas will, from the known 
character of the Indians, be likely to enkindle a 
spirit of hostility among some of those tribes, 
and additional troops will be required for the 
defense of that exposed frontier. There is, I 
understand, a bill before the House providing for 


| ways. 
Treasury for public purposes, are another thing. | 


2,273,000 | 


! benefit of the whole 
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raising a regiment of dragoons, and authorizing 


| the President to accept the services of companies 
: of volunteers, not to exceed ten thousand men, 
` for the defense of the western frontier. This bill 
‘will probably become a law, and will involve a 


considerable expenditure, probably not less than 
one or two millions.* 
These three heads of extraordinary expendi- 


and a half, which, deducted from 454,000,000, 


` the whole revenue of the year would leave but : 
19,500,000. What would be the situation of the ` 


‘Treasury, if this bill was to pass? It would draw 
from it, the present year, about thirty-seven mil- 


i lions and a half. The sums given are the gross 
! amount, from which some deductions are to be 
made. This would occasion a deficit of $18,000,000, ` 


without any appropriations (except the ordinary ) 


for fortifications, ordnance, increasing the Navy, ` 


or other permanent objects of defense. How is 
this deficiency to be supplied? There are but two 
We must either raise the duties on im- 
posts, or borrow the money. If there was to be 


‘ an increase of the customs, it must be done by re- 


storing the duties on the free articles, as the rates 
of duties cannot be interfered with, consistent with 
the compromise act of 1833. But the mode of 


| doing it is not material; in any way it will be a 
! tax on the country. 
money now in the Treasury among the States, ` 
and then raise, by increasing the taxes, fifteen or | 


Will you distribute the 


twenty millions for the public service? This is 
the question which Congress and the country are 
called on to decide. 
error in this statement; for, if the estimate of the 


| receipts from the public lands should be too low, 
it would not vary the result; for the whole pro- |: 
are to be distributed. Should ' 


ceeds of the lan 
this bill pass, the $29,000,000 now in the Treas- 
ury, being the amount of proceeds from the lands 


` for the years 1833-34-35, and the first quarter of 
| the present year, would be distributed to the States '' 
| in installments commencing in July, whether there 
was a dollar left in the Treasury or not. Are the | 
people prepared to pay fifteen or twenty millions | 
| in taxes, for the sake of having the money now 


in the Treasury, and which is wanted for the pub- 
lic service, divided among the States, and squan- 
dered on works of internal improvements? All 


the objects, too, for the more complete defense 
of the country must be abandoned. 


If this bill should not become a law, there will, 


| according to the estimates and statements made, |' 
| be a surplus at the close of the year of about || 


nineteen millions. The various public and pri- 
vate bills before Congress will probably reduce it 
to two or three millions below that amount. Are 
there no national purposes to which this fund can 
be applied wisely and judiciously for the common 
nion? ITs it not wanted for 
the more complete defense of the country? Is 
there any one, however averse to an extensive 
system of fortifications, who can doubt that this 
sum is wanted for fortifications, the increase of 
the Navy, ordnance, and the improvement of 
navy-yards? The question is not whether this 
sum can be judiciously and economically ex- 
pended on these objects this year, for that is not 
necessary, but whether it is for the interest of 
the Union—whether it is wise and patriotic to 
retain this surplus now we have it, and apply it 
as fast as it conveniently and economically can 
be to the defenses of the country. On this ques- 
tion F should think there could be but one opin- 
ion. The sum is less than one quarter what has 
been estimated by the Engineer department and 
the Navy commissioners as being required for 
the objects specified. 

On the subject of fortifications and the defense 
of the country generally the report of the Secretary 
of War recently made is a most important and 
valuable document. 
cious, and practical; they evince a thorough 
knowledge of the subject, and an eminent dis- 
crimination and judgment in the application of 
that knowledge. He does not contemplate a sys- 


* Since the speech was delivered the Secretary of War 
has requested the appropriation of $1,000,000 for the sup- 
port of an increased force to defend the western frontier 
against Indian hostilities. 


There can be no essential | 


His views are sound, judi- |! @ í ht 
! relieve the country from the evils of a redunda 

! Treasury, by disposing of a surplus 
' not wanted for the uses of the Federal Govern- 
' ment. 


i constitutional, legitimate, an 


tem of fortifications for the protection of the sea- 
coast, but only for the defense of certain points 
as the large cities and navy-yards; and for these 
purposes he does not recommend large and strone 
fortifications constructed to stand a regular siege. 
In the views of the Secretary of War, differine 
somewhat from those of the engineer department, 


i the President has added his full concurrence, 
ture alone, added to the ordinary disbursements || 
of the year, will make about thirty-four millions | 


The engineer department have estimated the 
expense for completing the military defenses of 
the United States, including fortifications, ord- 
nance, arsenals, depots, &c., atabout $61,000,000. 
This estimate is made upon a larger and more 
comprehensive scale of fortifications than the 
President and Secretary of War recommend. 
To complete the fortifications now under con- 
struction the estimate is $11,609,444, and for the 
first class of new forts they estimate $5,873,000, 
and for ordnance for the forts $17,840,249. This 
is a subject on which I do not profess to be com- 
peren! to form any opinion; but I have now, as 

always have had, a strong aversion to an ex- 
tensive system of fortifications; it does not seem 
to be consistent with the genius of our institu- 
tions, and has in my mind an intimate connection 
with a standing army. 

The board of Navy commissioners estimate 
the expenditures for the naval purposes, as fol- 
ows: 


For increase of the Navy, and purchase of ma- 
terials for preservation, to be used in case of 
WAL s eeereeesoseoososooeoos aseo $17,760,000 

For ordnance for the Navy......... 1,800,000 

For navy-yards...ssssessooseeesee. 3,600,000 


Total. . cccccccccccncscccerccee $23,160,000 


For all these important objects connected with 
the permanent defense of the country, the surplus 
of the present year, amounting to from fifteen to 


i twenty millions, together with the small surplus 


there may be the two ensuing years, cannot, it 
is believed, be deemed more than a reasonable 
and adequate provision. If anything can add to 
the fitness and propriety of applying the present 
surplus to the permanent defenses of the country 


| it is the consideration that this fund is not a sur- 


plus revenue, as seems to be supposed. Twenty- 


| nine millions out of the thirty-two in the Treasury 
‘ have been received for the sale of the public lands 
| the last three years, and twenty millions during 
| the past year and the first quarter of the present 


year. This fund has not accrued asa revenue, 
but from the sale of the public property—the sale 
of the national domain, the most valuable inher- 


: itance that any nation ever possessed, and which 
| is rapidly wasting away. 4 
| fitness and propriety that this fund should be 


s there nota peculiar 


reinvested in permanent works for the common 
benefit and security of the whole country ? . 
Mr. President, the most important view of this 
subject still remains. This must be regarded as 
a bill for the sequestration of the public lands, 
and the division of them, in whole or in part, 
among the States, and of course withdrawing 
this branch of revenue from the Government of 
the Union. Looking at this measure in this 
light, it is one of the highest importance, not 80 
much in a financial point of view as from its po- 


' litical bearings and influence. What may be the 
! effects of a measure resting on principles so new 
| and dangerous no one can foresee; but that its 


olitical sys- 


operation might be to change our pol 
his measure 


tem is perfectly clear to my mind. 


' has been attempted to be supported on two 


grounds, neither of which, itis believed, can be 
sustained. i i 
lst. That it is constitutional, just, and expe- 


| dient to divide the public lands among the States 
i on general principles, and without any reference 
i to the present state of the Treasury; and 


2d. That it is proper as a temporary measure to 


which is 


In relation to the last ground it is aame ‘9 
say, that it is not true in point of fact. ar 
is no such surplus as this argument presupposes; 


ll which is not wanted for 
and no surplus at all whi A wach ob: 


1836.) 
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, pertaining to the Governmentof the Union. | 


jects e $ : 
| have already examined this question, and en- 

deavored to show that the surplus at the end of 
the present year would not exceed twenty mil- 

lions, and would in all probability fall short of 
that sam; which, upon the most moderate scale 

of providing for the more complete defense of the 

country, would be wanted for that object, and no 

doubt considerably more. 

But if there was a surplus, a distribution of it 
among the States would not be the proper rem- 
edy. H would be unwarrantable to attempt to 
remove a temporary evil by a measure resting on 
anew and dangerous principle. If there is an 
excess of revenue, which has and is to continue 
to accumulate in our Treasury, the rightful and 
proper remedy is to remove the cause, to reduce 
the revenue. Stop the money from flowing into 
your Treasury, and it will then distribute itself 
among the people which is the only just and 
constitutional distribution. This will be the only 
just distribution, because it will distribute the 
money not wanted for the purposes of this Gov- 
ernment among the people, and in the exact 
proportions which they contribute towards the | 
taxes. 

It is true the present surplus has mainly accrued 
from the sales of the public lands; but itis within 
the power, and it is the solemn duty of Congress, 
so to shape their legislation as to prevent the 
accumulation of more money into the Treasury 
than is required for the constitutional purposes 
of this Government. And it is our duty so to 
regulate and restrict the sale of the public lands, 
or so to reduce the customs as to avoid a surplus, 
Nothing can be more unjustifiable, or a greater 
abuse of legislation, than to draw more money ! 
from the people than is wanted for public pur- i 
poses, whether by taxation or the sale of the 
pote property. The accumulation of revenue | 
ast year was an extraordinary result from spec- 
ulations in the public lands, which cannot con- 
tinue. Still there is reason to apprehend that! 
the money received from this source, whilst the 
imposts are at their present amount, will, for 
several years, occasion some excess in the rev- 
enue, And as the tariff act of 1833 prevents any 
essential change in the customs for several years, 
it appears to be necessary that there should be . 
some further legislation, calculated to regulate 
and limit the sales of the public lands. There are 
other than financial reasons in favor of such a 
measure. The national domain ought to be pre- 
served for actual settlers for generations to come. 
What is not wanted for actual settlement should 
be held by the Government, especially when we 
have no occasion for the revenue derived from 
the sale of it. As long as it is held by the Gov- 
ernment, the same advantages of emigration and ' 
settlement on the uncultivated lands as are now 
enjoyed will extend to future generations. These . 
advantages are of great importance to the whole ` 
country, being a sure resource for the disap- , 
pointed, the unfortunate in the old States, and all | 
who have not the means to acquire an interest in | 
the soil in the older settlements in the Union. In | 
the unsettled lands, the vast extent of the public | 
domain, every individual who is so disposed, ' 
however limited his means, can acquire an interest | 
in the soil, and become afreeholder. But if these 
lands are suffered to go into the hands of specu- | 


lators and capitalists, at the rate they have the || 


last year, the actual settlers will have to purchase | 
of individuals instead of the United States, and 
may be compelled to pay ten dollars per acre for 
lands they can now get atone anda quarter. The 
capitalists of the country should not be suffered 
to monopolize the national domain, and thus 
interpose themselves between the Government 
and the actual settler. A law properly guarded, 
confining the sales of the public lands to actual 
settlers, appears to be demanded by the highest 
considerations. With a view merely to regulate 
the revenue, the law might provide the maximum 
beyond which sales should not be made in one 
year. As the matter now stands, no calculation 
can be made on this branch of revenue, as the 
receipts within a few years have varied from one 
million to fifteen millions, and the first quarter 
of the Present year they have been at the rate of 


Mr. President, I will now proceed to make | 


: Some remarks on the main question presented by 


this bill, which is the constitutionality, justice, 
| and expediency of dividing the public lands among 


| the States. This measure is too important, and `` 


rests on a principle too novel and dangerous to 

į be sustained by any temporary reasons, or any 
other conditions, than that it is constitutional, 
right, just, safe, and proper to divide the public 
domain or the proceeds of it among the States, 
and take away this branch of revenue from the 
Federal Government. 

Before considering the objections to this meas- 
ure, let me ask, what are its advantages? It is 
claimed, in the first place, that by taking the 
money now in the deposit banks, and dividing it 
among the States, it will be put in circulation, and 


thus relieve the present pressure on the money : 


market. This advantage would be temporary, 
and of little importance, if true; but the effect of 
the distribution would be directly the opposite. 


The banks, if called on to pay the moncy, would ` 


have to press their debtors, which would increase 
the distress, whilst the money, when distributed, 
would be withdrawn from use for several months, 
as the Legislatures of the States would have to be 
convened before any disposition could be made 
of it. But this matter being entirely temporary, 
is of little moment. 

The main benefit calculated upon, from the 
measure, is to increase the resources of the States. 


As the bill was first introduced, it directed the | 
application of the money either to internal im- 


pen ae or education. 
e applied to any purpose whatever, and will be 


As it now is, it may ; 


entirely subject to the disposal of the State Legis- | 


latures. They can appiy it to their ordinar 
expenses, if so disposed. It is to be presumed, 
however, that in general it will be applied to 


works of internal improvements, and this may | 


be Panra as the object of the bill. 
provide for carrying on internal improvements 
‘by the funds of this Government, through the 
agency of the States. It is attempting to do in- 
` directly what it is now admitted we cannot do 
directly. What will be the effect of the sudden ap- 
plication of nearly fifty million dollars to objects 
of this description? Will it not give an undue 
and dangerous impulse to the spirit of internal 


improvement? and does not that spirit now re- | 


quire rather to be checked than stimulated into 
greater activity? What will be the effect on the 
business of the country of withdrawing so large 
a capital from other pursuits to be invested in 
railroads and canals? And this must be the re- 
sult, as the funds of the Government are loaned 
out to individuals, who are employing them in 
the various departments of useful business; and 
: they must be collected in when the banks are 
required to pay over the money. It is an error 
: to suppose that those funds are in the deposit 
banks. They are in the hands of individuals; 
;and should this bill pass, must be withdrawn 
| from the debtors of the banks, and, of course, 
withdrawn from those branches of business in 
which they are now employed. Would not the 
great interests of the country suffer by with- 
i drawing so large a capital from them, and invest- 
| ing it in canals and railroads? . 
| Would not this sudden impulse to internal 
| improvement be likely to involve the States in 
extravagant and ruinous projects? A consider- 
| able portion of the works of this kind are of little 
or no value. The principal canal in my own 
State, continued by another in the State of Mas- 
sachusetts, both of which have cost nearly one 
million dollars, is of no value. Many in other 
States are of a similar character. It would seem 
| that the moneys expended by the Government 
of the Union on canals and roads should admon- 
ish us against wasting the resources of the coun- 
try on unimportant objects of this kind. Congress 
has appropriated nearly ten million dollars to 
roads and canals; about six millions on the Cum- 
berland road; one million on the Delaware and 
Chesapeake canal; one million on the Chesapeake 
and Ohio canal, half a million on the Dismal 
Swamp canal, and some others. What return 
has ever been received for these vast expendi- 
tures; and what is the value of these expendi- 


twenty millions, 


tures; and what is the value of the stock of these 


It is to' 


t 


j 


canals? A bill is now pending for the assumption 
of the Dutch loan, due by the cities in this Dis- 
trict, making about two millions more on account 
of the Chesapeake and Ohio canal.* 

How will the States apply these funds? Some 


' of them are constructing works in behalf of the 


State, and will probably apply them in that way; 
but most of the States will invest the money in 
subscription to stock in corporations, and thus 
increase the power and influence of these danger- 
ous monopolies. 

Railroads are at this time the most popular 
kind of internal improvements, and when con- 
structed by corporations, with the chartered priv- 
ileges which have been conferred on them in the 
eastern States, are the most dangerous monopolies 
which have ever been permitted to exist in a free 
country. They are merely private ways, and no 


- person can use them, or pass over them, without 


the consent of the company. They are allowed 
to fix their own rate of tolls, whilst their advant- 
ages enable them to destroy all competition by 
stage lines, or other means of conveyance. Like 
all other monopolies, their advantages, whatever 


they may be, are enjoyed exclusively by the 


| opinion. supposed 
| is to be settled by agitating it in a new and more 


: this is a slander on the West. 


company. They are little or no benefit to the 
public, whilst they are a serious injury to the 
agricultural class, by throwing out of employment 
the great number of horses now used in stages 
and other modes of conveyance, and destroying 
the market which was thus created for the pro- 
ducts of farms. 

It may be laid down as a general truth, that 
neither railroads nor canals are of general utility 
and advantage to the country, except where they 
tend to raise the price of the products of agriculture 
or increase the demand for labor. And these results 
are only produced by such canals or railroads as 
open a market by supplying cheaper and better 
facilities of conveyance to portions of country 
which were deprived of one. In all other cases 
railroads and canals are of no general utility, and 
add nothing to the common prosperity. Their 
advantages are confined to a very small class, 
whilst their disadvantages affect a very numerous 
class. The fallacy of these, and all other expe- 
dienta for advancing the prosperity of the coun- 
try, by any other means than by increasing and 
giving greater scope to its industry, must soon 
become manifest. Is it right and just to tax the 
people for objects of this kind? or to apply the 
funds of the whole people to purposes which can 
be beneficial only to a few, and those the wealthy 
classes? 

But it is alleged, as another advantage of this 
measure, that it will settle the long agitated ques- 


| tion of internal improvement as relates to this 
| Government — will quiet the public mind, and 
i strengthen the Union. 


I cannot concur in this 
Is it to be supposed that this question 


dangerous form? What is this but the old ques- 
tion of internal improvement in a new and dis- 
guised form, and therefore the more dangerous? 

The Senator from Kentucky [Mr. Cray] rare 
the West will not long submit to have all the 
public money expended on the sea-board. Sir, 
Will the people 
of the western States wish to see the Constitu- 
tion violated, or any dangerous principles intro- 
duced into the Government, to secure what they 
may conceive to be an equal participation in the 
advantages of the expenditures of the public 
money? I do not believe it. The gentleman 
does great injustice to that patriotic portion of 
the Union. I, as a citizen of the East, and a 
Representative of an eastern State, will defend 
the West against this unworthy imputation. 
Neither can I admit the justice of this complaint; 
the West have their share of the public advant- 
ages. The disbursements in relation to the pub- 
lic lands, and the numerous grants which have 
been made of them for the purposes of education 
and internal improvements, are at least equiv- 
Se 

* This bill has since passed, and provides for assuming 
the Dutch loan, made by the cities of Washington, George- 
town, and Alexandria, amounting to over a million and a 
half. The stock in the canal belonging to the cities is to 
be pledged as security. The United States have now taken 
two millions and a half in the stock of the Chesapeake and 
Ohio canal. 
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' ‘depends upon them, the before-mentioned im- | 


either to the States or the Union, are of a doubt- 
ful character, the objections to it are of the most 
serious kind. The first difficulty is, the very , several capacities. 
great doubt as to the power of Congress to make |: The act of cession of Virginia provides: ‘ that 
such a disposition of the proceeds of the public ‘all the lands within the territory, so ceded to 
lands. With the exception of Louisiana and ‘ the United States, shall be considered as a com- 
Florida, these lands were ceded by several of the ‘ mon fund for the use and benefit of such of the 
States to the United States, and the rights and , ‘ United States as have become, or shall become, 
powers of this Government over them were de- | ‘members of the Confederation or Federal alli- , 
rived from those cessions which have been con-! ‘ ance of the said States, Virginia inclusive, ac- , 
firmed by the Constitution. We must then look | ‘ cording to their respective proportions in the 
not only to the terms and conditions of the grants, | ‘ general charge and expenditure, and shall be ' 
but to the circumstances and purposes for which : § faithfully and bona fide disposed of for that pur- 
they were made. The United States were carry- , ‘ pose, and for no other use or purpose what- 
ing on a war, and had become deeply involved in ` £ soever.’’ 
debt; they had the civil and military expenses of > The act of cession of Massachusetts provides 
the Government to meet, whilst they were desti- . that the lands were to be ‘* ceded or relinquished 
tute of revenue, and had no power to raise one | ‘to the United States, to be disposed of for the 
dollar, either by direct or indirect taxation. Their. ‘common benefit of the same, agreeably to the 
only reliance, under the Confederation, was upon | ‘ resolve of Congress, of October 10th, 1780.” 
requisitions on the States. Some of the States Connecticut ‘‘released and ceded her right of 
possessed extensive tracts of waste lands, whilst | ‘jurisdiction and soil to the country one hundred 
others possessed none; and the latter contended ‘and twenty miles west of the western boundary | 
that these lands ought to be ceded to the Confed- ; ‘of Pennsylvania to the United States in Con- ' 
eration, for the security of the public creditors, | ‘ gress, for the common use and benefit of said 
and as a common fund for the benefit of the || ¢ States, Connecticut included.” i ; 
Union. The cession of Georgia provides: ‘* That the | 
Maryland and Rhode Island had refused to join | < lands conveyed shall be considered as a common ` 
in the Confederation on the ground of this com- | ‘ fund for the use and benefit of the United States, 
plaint. The Congress had repeatedly urged the |: ‘ Georgia included, and shall be faithfully disposed 
States to cede their lands to the Confederacy, and |: § of for that purpose, and for no other use or purpose 
in October, 1780, adopted a resolution, of which | € whatsoever.” 
the following is an extract: Whether, therefore, we regard the situation of 
“ Resolved, That the unappropriated lands that | the States at the time, and the object of the ces- 
‘may be ceded or relinquished to the United | sions as apparent from the circumstances under 
t States by any particular State, pursuant to the | which they were made, or the language of the 
* recommendation of Congress of the 6th of Sep-| acts of cession, it appears perfectly clear that 
* tember last, shall be disposed of for the common | those lands, so far as the right of property was 
* benefit of the United States, and be settled and | concerned, were vested in the United States, or 
‘formed into distinct republican States, which | such of them as had joined the Confederacy, and 
€ shall become members of the Federal Union, | were to constitute a common fund for the benefit 
‘and have the same rights of sovereignty, free- | of such States in their federative capacity, and 
‘dom, and independence as the other States. not in their separate capacity as independent 
‘That the said lands shall be granted or settled | sovereignties. The States were to share in this . 
t at such times and under such regulationsas shall | fund in proportion to the general charge of ex- | 
‘hereafter be agreed on by the United States in 


J penditure as apportioned by Congress among the | 
‘ Congress assembled, or any- nine or more of | States. So far as the expenses of the Confederacy 
t them.” 


could be defrayed from the proceeds of these : 

The grants of the several States were made in | lands, the requisitions upon the States were to |' 
pursuance of this resolution of Congress, and all | that extent diminished, and in the same propor- 

refer to it; and this resolution shows what was 


r ; tion as the States were assessed. But the rule of 
the intention and object of Congress. It proves | apportionment adopted in this bill is entirely dif- | 
that the Congress had two objects in view in 


„th A , ferent from that prescribed in the grant of Vir- | 
obtaining the cessions from the States; one to 


: ginia. The bill assumes as a rule the Federal || 
promote the settlement of the territory and the | population, which is a principle of political power | 
formation of States to be admitted into the Union; 


l : compounded of free and slave population. The |' 
the other, the disposal of the lands for the common || rule adopted by Virginia was that of the general : 
benefit of the United States, not for the common |! charge and expenditure as established by the arti- | 
benefit of the several States, or the States in their || cles of confederation, which provided—*‘ That all | 
separate and sovereign capacity, but for the ben- | ‘ charges of war, and all other expenses that shall | 
efit of the whole in their confederate capacity. : © be incurred for the common defense or general ‘i 

In pursuance of the aforesaid resolution of || ‘ welfare, and allowed by the United States in | 
Congress, the State of New York passed an act |: ‘ Congress assembled, shall be defrayed out of a 
authorizing the cession of its lands. The fol- || ‘common Treasury, which shall be supplied by || 
lowing extract from the preamble explains the || ‘the several States, in proportion to the value of 
object: ; * all land within each State, granted to or surveyed 

*« Whereas, nothing under Divine Providence |, ‘ for any person, as such land and the buildings 
‘can more effectually contribute to the tranquil- |! ‘and improvements thereon shall be estimated 
“lity and safety of the United States of America, ||‘ according to such mode as the United States in 
“than a Federal alliance on such liberal principles || ‘ Congress assembled shall from time to time di- 
‘as will give satisfaction to its respective mem- || ‘rect and appoint,” If there was any authority 
< bers; and whereas the articles of confederation || for a division of the proceeds of the lands among 
‘and perpetual union, recommended by the hon- |, the States, this bill has departed from the rule ; 
€ orable Congress of the United States of Amer- |! laid down in the cession of Virginia, and assumed į 
‘ica, have not proved acceptable to all the States, |, a principle then wholly unknown. The language 
t it having been conceived that a portion of the |) of the Virginia grant is very strong and guarded; 
“waste and uncultivated territory within the |, and it not only provides that the lands shall be a | 
‘ limits or claims of certain States ought to be || common fund for the United States, but adds that | 
‘ appropriated as a common fund for the expenses of || ‘they shall be faithfully and bona fide disposed |i 
‘the war; and the people of the State of New || of for that purpose, and for no other use or purpose `| 
‘ York being, on all occasions, disposed to man- | whatsoever.” They were not to be disposed of ! 
‘ifest their regard for their sister States, and their || for the benefit of the several States, but for that ; 
‘earnest desire to promote the general interest !i of the United States, or the Confederacy, which, | 
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It has been contended that the clause “ Virginia 
inclusive,” proves that the fund was held in trust 
for the States; but there is no just foundation for 
this argument, as that clause was evidently in- 
serted only, from abundant caution, to secure to 
the granting States their share in the benefits of 
the fund, when applied to the purposes of the 
Confederacy, and which would diminish the 
requisitions to be made upon the States. These 
cessions were confirmed by the Constitution, 
with their conditions. 

The Senator from Tennessee [Mr. Waite] has 
referred to the opinions of the President as to 
the power of Congress, expressed in his annual 
message in 1830, regarding a division of the sur- 
plus revenue among the States. But the Presi- 
dent then suggests doubts as to the power of 
Congress; and in his veto message he says: 
“ The Constitution of the United States did not 
delegate to Congress the power to abrogate these 
compacts.’ On the contrary, by declaring that 
nothing in it shall be so construed as to prejudice 


‘any claims of the United States, or of any par- 


ticular State, it virtually provides that these com- 
pacts, and the rights they secure, shall remain 
untouched by the legislative power, which shall 
only ‘*make all needful rules and regulations” 
for carrying them into effect. All beyond this 
would seem to be an assumption of undelegated 
power. 

These ancient compacts are invaluable monu- 
ments of an age of virtue, patriotism, and disin- 
terestedness. They exhibit the price that great 
States which had won liberty were willing to pay 
for that union, without which they plainly saw 
it could not be préserved. 

Considering these lands as vested in the United 
States, and appropriated to the uses and purposes 
of the Union by the original grants, and which 
were confirmed in the formation of the present 
system of Government, will it not be inconsistent 
with the grants to divide the fund arising from 
the sale of them among the States? 

The Federal Government possesses two means 
of raising a revenue, both of which were derived 
from the States. The first is the public lands or 
domain; the second, the power of levying and 
collecting taxes, both direct and indirect. The 


| power of levying taxes, like all other powers of 


this Government, is specific and limited; it is in 
its very terms confined to the purposes of the 
Union—to paying the debts and providing for 
the common defense and general welfare of the 
United States. And if the language of that par- 


| ticular grant was not so limited, it could receive 


no greater extension, as that would be incompat- 
ible with the theory and structure of the Govern- 
ment. The Government of the ‘Union was estab- 
lished for certain specific purposes and objects, 
defined in the grant of its powers; and the power 
to levy and collect taxes must be coextensive with 
those purposes, and can extend no further. To 
maintain that Congress can raise a revenue for 
purposes beyond the sphere of its action is a most 
preposterous and alarming proposition. If you 
step one inch beyond that boundary there is no 
limit to the taxing power, and it might be so ex- 
ercised as to annihilate the States. 

Considering the taxing power as confined to 


į purposes distinctly Federal, it cannot be exercised 


even for those purposes, except in connection 
with the other source of revenue—that derived 
from the public lands. They were both conferred 
by the States on the Union, and for the same 
purposes; and the taxing power cannot be right- 
fully resorted to except to supply the deficiency 
there may be in the revenue derived from the 
sales of the public lands. i 

To dispose of the revenue accruing from the 
sales of the public lands, upon objects not Fed- 
eral, not within the action of this Government. 


ee ei eee 


1836.] 


APPENDIX TO THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


365 


a4ru Conc... lst Sess. 


Fortifying the Maritime Frontier—Mr. Ruggles. 


SENATE. 


and then $ 2 
be a most palpable abuse of the turing power. 

The power of taxation excited more alarm, and 
occasione HIDE b 
any other in the Constitution; it was the point 
against which that distinguished champion of 
opular rights, Patrick Henry, directed his pow- 
erful eloquence. : 

This bill will withdraw one entire branch of 
the public revenue, and of course throw all the 
expenses of this Government on to the other. It 
is true it is limited to five years, but the principle 
Jeads to this result; and when once adopted, it 
will be acted on from time to time. The great 
champion of this measure admits that this will 
probably be the case, and says it is the greatest 
recommendation of the bill. 

Why shall this Government tax the people to 
raise money to distribute among the States r Will 
the people or the States be benefited by this op- 
eration? And what will be its influence on our 
institutions, and the relations between the States 
and the Union? Would not such a principle 
reverse the order of things, and change the very 
system of the Government? The States possess 
the primary taxing power; they have conferred 
on this Government a special, limited power of 
taxation, forcertain specific purposes, enumerated 
in the Constitution. But if Congress shall raise 
taxes not only for the purposes of this Govern- 
ment, but also for those of the States, it will 
engross the entire taxing power reserved to the 
States. 

What would be the inevitable effect of such a 
principle upon the States? Would it not be a 
fatal blow to their independence? Would it not 
have a more direct tendency towards consolida- 
tion than any other, or all other measures ever 
yet adopted? Would it not accustom the States 
to depend on this Government for their revenues, 
and even for their ordinary expenditures? And 
is it supposed that one community can be de- 
pendant on another for its expenditures, without 

dually losing its independence and sinking 
into degradation? It is impossible. Would not 


upply the deficiency by taxes, would 


the influence of this measure be the most per- 
nicious and corrupting in the Legislatures of the , 
States, and even on public sentiment among the | 


people? This scheme of distribution is already | 


hegre into the service of electioneering, and |: 


as been so used during the late election in the 
State I have the honor in part to represent. The 


people have thus far resisted its seductive in- |: 


fluence, and maintained their integrity. How 
long they may be able to do it, remains to be 
known. 

The suggestions of the President, in his veto 
message, In regard to the effect of this distribu- 
tion scheme on the interests, the political rights, 
and the independence of the States, are deserv- 
ing the most profound consideration. 1 will call 
the attention of the Senate to some parts of this 
Message. 

‘‘Ttappears to me that amore direct road tocon- 
‘solidation cannot be devised. Money is power; 


‘and in that Government which pays all the public || 


‘officers of the States will all poa power be 
‘ substantially concentrated. The State govern- 
i ments—if governments they might be called— 
‘ would lose all their independence and dignity. 
f The economy which now distinguishes them, 
would be converted into a profusion limited only 
by the extent of the supply. 
; “ Being the dependents of the General Govern- 
_ Ment, and looking to its Treasury as the source 
of all their emoluments, the State officers, under 
; Whatever names they might pass, and by what- 
,ever forms their duties might be prescribed, 
would, in effect, be the mere stipendiaries and 
instruments of the central power. 
i ‘Tam quite sure the intelligent people of our 
s teveral States will be satisfied, on a little reflec- 
_ Hon, thatitis neither wise nor safe to release 
‘the members of their local Legislatures from the 
esponsibility of levying the taxes necessary to 
Support their State governments, and vest it in 
ogress, over most of whose members they 
¿aave no control. They will not think it expe- 
‘dient that Congress shall be the tax-gatherer 
ra paymaster of their State governments, and 
, lus amalgamate all their officers into one mass 
of common interest and common feeling. It is 


d a more determined resistance, than — 


$ 


| 


‘too obvious that such a course would subvert 
‘our well balanced system of government, and 


: ultimately deprive us of all the blessings now 
: «derived from our happy Union. 


“It is difficult to perceive what advantages 
‘ would accrue to the old States or the new from 
‘the system of distribution which this bill pro- 
‘ poses, if it was otherwise unobjectionable. It 
‘ requires no argument to prove that if three mil- 
‘lion dollars a year, or any other sum, shall be 
t taken out of the Treasury by this bill for distri- 
‘bution, it must be replaced by the same sum 
‘collected from the people through some other 


‘ sum of money from the Treasury, but they will 
‘ of collection and distribution. It is only their 


t proportion of seven eighths of the proceeds of the 
‘sales which they are to receive, but they must 


‘ pay their due proportion of the whole. Disguise | 


if 


‘it as we may, the bill proposes to them a dead : 


‘loss in the ratio of eight to seven, in addition to 
‘t expenses and other incidental losses. This as- 
‘sertion is not the less true because it may not 
‘at first be palpable. Their receipts will be in 
‘large sums, but their payments in small ones. 
‘ The governments of the States will receive seven 
‘ dollars, for which the people of the States will 
‘pay eight. Buta little consideration will satisfy 
‘the people that the effect is the same as if seven 
* hundred dollars were given them from the Treas- 
tury, for which they were at the same time to 
‘t pay eight hundred.” 

In what situation will this distributing scheme 
place the two Houses of Congress? Will not its 
pernicious influence be felt in our entire legisla- 
tion? Ought those who are intrusted with the 


the whole Union, and guarding and protecting 
the rights and interests of the whole country, to 


, be placed in such a situation that the local inter- 
: ests of their respective States are brought into 


direct conflict with those of the Union? If the 
principle of distribution is once established, and 


the States are taught to look to this Government | 


for their revenue, will not the members of Con- 
gress be instructed to oppose all important meas- 
ures, calculated to diminish the general fund 
which they wish to distribute among the States? 
The interests of their immediate constituents must 
have a controlling influence on the minds of 
members, and the most zealous efforts to increase 
the fund for distribution would be regarded as the 


| surest way to acquire local popularity. Every 


important measure for the defense of the country, 
or any other important object, would have to 
encounter this corrupting influence. This is 


| really an agrarian law, as it virtually provides 
| for a division of the public lands, not among the 
| people, but among the States, where the scramble 


for a further distribution or division of it will be 
renewed; and will not this occasion all the evils 
and contentions which attended that species of 
legislation in ancient Rome? And so far as it 
might accustom the people of the States to look 
up to this central Government for money, would 
it not, in some degree, have the same pernicious 
influence as the laws of that ancient republic, 
which distributed corn among the people from 
the public granaries, and thus paralyzed their 
industry, destroyed their independence, corrupted 
their morals, and worked a change in the polit- 
ical institutions of the country? The inglorious 
author of those laws has transmitted his name to 
remote posterity, only to be despised for weakness 
and political profligacy. 

Mr. President, I must apologize for having de- 
tained the Senate so long, and will close with one 
more observation. The honorable Senator from 
Kentucky (Mr. Cray] remarked that this was 

eculiarly a beneficent measure to the whole 
Enica: A beneficial measure truly; which, dis- 
guise itas you may, is nothing more nor less 
than an artful scheme of raising money from the 
people by indirect taration, to return to them 
again—no, not to return it to the people from 
whose pockets it has been taken, but to give it 
to their public agents. A beneficent measure, 
which bears upon its bic ieee a concealed fraud ; 
for while it purports to an act of grace and 
bounty, it is in fact and truth only an attempt to 
buy up the people with their own money. 


; increase of the Navy, by t 
the country. 


| FORTIFYING THE MARITIME FRONTIER. 


REMARKS OF HON. B. RUGGLES, 
OF MAINE, 


In tHE Senate, May 21, 1836, 
On the bill making appropriations for Fortifying the Mari- 
time Frontier. 
Mr. RUGGLES said: 
Mr. Presiwent: This bill has been slumbering 
on the table for more than two months without 


di iti 4 : sehen 
‘means. The old States will receive annually a: ee ee ee 


of the Senate totakeitup. The inquiry through- 


i r | out the country is, where is the fortification bill? 
‘ pay ina larger sum, together with the expenses | ame 


What has become of the fortification bill? Why 


; does not the Senate act on the fortification bill? 


All the sea-board—all that part of it which has 
not been already provided with works of defense, 
is alive to the subject. No measure is more im- 
periously demanded by the exposed condition of 
the sea-board, and none more loudly called for, 
in connection with liberal appropriations for an 

e general sense of 


_ This matter has been delayed and put off till 
it is now too late to do much else than to prepare 
for entering upon the contemplated works at an 
early period of the next year. And why it is 
that this important bill has been postponed for 
others of much less consequence, and suffered, 
nay, made to lie on the table, while the season 
for operations has been passing away, I am un- 
able to understand. But I hope the Senate will 


| now settle the details of it, and do what, in my 
` humble apprehension, the Senate ought to have 


€ S . i done two or three months ago. 
high and responsible duties of making laws for || 


The Senator from Tennessee, who has just 


| taken his seat, (Mr. Wurrts,] appears to under- 
; stand the Secretary of War as recommending, in 
| his report on this subject, a postponement of all 


the new fortifications named in this bill, and the 
completion of those works only which have been 


| heretofore commenced. But, sir, I have not so 


understood the report. On the contrary, the 
Secretary expressly recommends the construction 
of fortifications at several points where none have 
been commenced. 

If we are to proceed upon the principle that no 
new works shall be commenced, confining the 
appropriations to the completion of those already 
in a state of forwardness, the State I have the 
honor to represent will still be left without de- 
fenses. She has no works commenced, and 
therefore has none to complete. The views of 
the Senator from Tennessee go to sustain the 
motion submitted by the honorable Senator from 
South Carolina, [Mr. Presron,}] when this bill 
was last before the Senate, and which, as I 
understand it, now comes forward for considera- 
tion. The motion was to amend the bill by 
striking out the appropriation for the defense of 
the Kennebec. In making the motion, he an- 
nounced his intention also of moving to strike 
out all the appropriations for works of the third 
class, as classified in the report of the board of 
engineers made in 1821; and also to strike out 
the appropriation for steam batteries. These 
several motions, it seems, are to be met succes- 
sively.. Now, the Kennebec falls within the third 
class, in that report, and would therefore be 
embraced in the second proposed amendment. 
But the Senator has thought proper to single out 
the Kennebec river for the separate action of the 
Senate; no doubt supposing it to be a vulnerable 

oint, and more assailable than any other in the 
ill. He does not choose to attack the whole 
line of fortifications at once, but to break through 
it at some chosen point, and then to cut them up 
in detail. I suppose that would be according to 

jlitary principles. j 
Mit AA m Piatention; sir, to take up the time 
of the Senate in advocating the system of national 
defenses, for one part of which this bill provides, 
for I apprehend that at this day few are to be 
found who are willing to hazard their reputation 
as statesmen by calling in question the wisdom 
of shielding a maritime frontier, and furnishing 
a navy with convenient and numerous places of 
resort and refuge. The example of other nations 
and the experience of our own; the concurring 
opinion of distinguished statesmen ard sthers 
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eminent for their military science; the established | is absolutely impossible to exhaust that surplus, 


policy of our Government, hitherto sustained by 
all parties; in fine, history, example, experience, ; 
science, and patriotism—all concur in sustaining 


the system of national defenses which embraces ` 


anavy and fortifications. The recent report of 
the Secretary of War upon this subject, which | 
has received so much commendation, fully sus- ` 


tains the principles of the bill under consideration, į 
differing only in some of its details. 


Indeed, I do not understand that this system |; 
| even touch the surplus in the Treasury, are, at : 
| the same time, to be regarded as ‘* alarming” and | 
and leading on to national bank- | 


of defense is seriously questioned by the Senator | 
who submitted this motion. There is, however, | 
the honorable Senator from Kentucky, [Mr. | 


ing to find sufficient surplus revenue to justify 
its distribution among the States, took occasion 


to denounce fortifications on the maritime fron- || 


tier as wholly unnecessary to the present and | 
prospective condition of our country. He thought ` 
we could do without them. He was opposed to 
the whole scheme. And I infer from his remarks | 
that he was also opposed to a navy; for he told ` 
us that, instead of preventing an enemy from 
landing on our shores, we ought rather to invite 


him to land—make room for him to disembark, | 


that those who should be left to recross the At- ' 
lantic might carry back with them such experi- ' 
ence of our hospitality as would deter them and 
others from a similar enterprise thereafter. | 
Sir, there is more chivalry than wisdom in 
such a view of the subject. Fortifications are 
not so much to prevent an enemy from landing | 
on our coast as to shut up our harbors, occlude 
our ports, and lock up the mouths of our rivers, 
and thus to guard against a sudden attack upon , 


our commercial towns by the fleets of an enemy. | 
reat 
difficulty in chastising an enemy that should have | 
the presumption to land on our shores. And, sir, ' 
i e imbe- | 
cility and cowardice to attempt to keep him away | 


The Senator thinks we should find no 


he seems to suppose that it would ar 


from our harbors by those ugly, frowning battle- 
ments, and to protect our cities by fortresses. 


Perhaps he supposes it the wisest and most gal- | 
lant course to give an enemy’s ships of war free ` 
access to our commercial towns, and, after he has : 
battered them down, to invite him to land and |. 


measure swords with us! We should unques- | 
tionably give him some evidence of our valor, but 
Ido exceedingly doubt whether he would carry 
ala with him any very high opinion of the | 
wisdom of our protective policy. ‘And should he | 
not accommodate us by accepting our invitation— 


should he not choose to land and give us battle on || 


shore, we might lose the opportunity of proving 
even our valor. 

But the Senator from South Carolina does not 
go quite so far. I do not understand him as 
opposed to this system of public defenses. On 
the contrary, he claimed for his colleague the 
distinguished honor of having “ fought up” this 
system of fortifying the maritime frontier, against 
much opposition and discouragement, at the time 
he was Secretary of War. And so creditable did 
he deem the achievement to his wisdom and 
patriotism, that he erected for him a triumphal 
arch, and fixed his statue upon it, and seemed 
resolved that it should not be cast down by im- 

ious hands, without an effort to sustain itthere. 
The effort, it must be admitted, was a splendid 
and gallant one. And I trust the honorable Sen- 
ator, whose name and fame it was intended to 
perpetuate, will, by his support of this bill, vindi- 
cate his claim to the apotheosis designed for him. 
Yes, sir, I may be permitted to hope that the 
combined honors of rhetoric and statuary, will 
call up the distinguished Senator alluded to, to 
the support of the bill, against the assault made 
upon it by his eloquent colleague. | A 

Since, then, the system of E the mari- 
time frontier is not to be impugned, I ask, what 
is the objection to this bill? One objection is, 
that it involves too great an expenditure; that it 
is entering upon a scheme that will call for appro- 
priations to an unlimited amount. At the same 
time we are told, and from the same quarter 
whence this objection comes, that our Treasury 
is full to overflowing—that there is now a lay ae 
in the Treasury of thirty-two or thirty-three 
millions, with a prospect of some forty-one or 
forty-two millions by another-year; and that it 


: * appalling, 
CritTENDEN,} who, the other day, in endeavor- j. 


or to spunge it up by this scheme of fortifications. 
It is asserted that the most liberal, extravagant, 


+ 
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I 
i 
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profuse appropriations for this purpose “ cannot ' 


possibly touch the surplus revenue’’—not even 
touch it; that its increase is going on with so much 
rapidity that prodigality itself, with its utmost 
strides, cannot overtake it. And yet the Senator 
says that the amount appropriated by this bill is 
“alarming.” 


Appropriations which are neces- . 


sarily so insignificant in amount that they cannot ` 


mp ow these conflicting views of the 
subject can be reconciled, I cannot very well . 
understand. 


With a view, however, of diminishing the | 


amount appropriated by this bill, it is proposed 


to strike out the fortification for the defense of | 


_ the Kennebec waters, and that is to be followed . 


by another to strike out the proposed fortification | 


: for the Penobscot. My purpose is to resist these 

, pre poROne as unjust to the State I represent 

. here; unwise in regard to great and important 

national interests, and as being an utter departure 

‘from the constitutional obligation resting upon 

. Congress to provide for the common defense. 

: The geographical position of Maine renders 
the question of fortifying her maritime frontier 
one of great interest to the State as well as to the 
Union. She occupies an intermediate position 
between the rest of the Union and the possessions 
of a foreign Power. 
within a few hours’ sail of the ports and harbors 


Her ports and harbors are : 


- of a nation that may be, as she has been, our ene- | 


my. The coast of that State, for many leagues 

at sea, is the most frequented cruising ground in 

time of war, of any portion of the coast of the 
| United States. Itis literally whitened with our 
commerce. It is there that an enemy’s cruisers 
would reap their rich harvest of prizes, and do 
| more injury to the commerce of the country than 
; they could do at any other point of the Atlantic 
i coast. Leave that coast undefended, and it would 
| be swept as with the besom of destruction. All 
' the commerce, foreign or coastwise, which is 
, carried on by two hundred and fifty thousand 
i tons of navigation, would be swept from the 
j ocean. Our valuable fisheries would be annihi- 
lated, and the whole sea-board would be lighted 
by the conflagration of our ships, our towns. and 


i foe. If the harbors on the coast of Maine should 
not be fortified and occupied by us, they will in 
| time of war be occupied by the enemy. ` If they 
shall not be made places of refuge and protection, 
they will be places of exposure and destruction. 
i There are a number of important positions on 
| that coast which would be immediately seized 
| upon by an enemy, and made places of rendez- 


our commerce, and *‘ sink, burn, and destroy;’’ 
; and where they could refit and levy contributions 
‘ of supplies upon the defenseless inhabitants. 


matter of history. 
of experience. 


position on the coast of Maine. She early fitted 


emy fortified himself. From that position he was 
enabled to commit havoc and devastation upon 
our commerce. The number of merchant vessels 
which that position enabled him to capture I have 
no means of estimating. 

It is for the protection of those waters—the 
waters of the Penobscot bay and river—that one 
of the fortifications is designed. There ate a 
number of commercial towns on the bay, whose 
shipping would, in times of peril, seek refuge in 
the river above the contemplated fortification. 


i termination of the Belfast and Quebec railroad. 
Above the position to be fortified are several 
others, and at the head of navigation is the city 
of Bangor, which ships annually from three hun- 
dred to four hundred millions feet of lumber. 
This city has just sprung into existence. Six 
years ago its population was only two thousand 


Sir, this does not rest upon conjecture. It is | 
With us it has been matter | 
n the last war with England she | 
at once perceived the advantages of occupying a | 


vous for his cruisers, privatecrs, and ships of | 
i war; whence they could sally out to intercept | 


out an expedition which seized upon Castine, a | 
position on the Penobscot waters, where the en- | 


Among them is Belfast, the proposed Atlantic 


eight hundred and sixty-eight. Now it is nj 
thousand. Its increase in wealth and enter hae 
exceeds even that of its population. It bide faie 
to be one of the most considerable cities of the 
North. 

Kennebec river, which is proposed to be left 
defenseless, is one of the largest in New England 
It is navigable for large ships of war to Bath and 
for smaller vessels to Hallowell and Augusta 
Bath is a highly commercial town. More ship- 
ping is built in the district of Bath than in an 
other in the State, and a quarter more than is 
built in all the southern States put together. 
Above Bath, on the river, there are several 
thriving and prosperous towns. At the head of 
navigation is the capital of the State, and at that 
Eee is situated the arsenal of the United States. 

es, Mr. President, the United States have there 
property in buildings and the material of war to 
a large amount. Would you leave that unde- 
fended? Would you leave not only the valuable 
commerce of that river and adjacent ports, and 
the thriving towns that adorn its banks, but also 
your own arsenal, exposed and unprotected? Did 
you erect your buildings there but for the accom- 
modation of your enemy in time of war? Wasitto 
supply him with arms and munitions of war, that 

ou exposed them, on an unfortified river, in, as 
1t may be, his own neighborhood, where he could 
have ready access to them? Sir, to leave the 
mouth of that river unfortified would be a palpable 
invitation to an enemy to come and help himself. 
He would so regard it, and accept the invitation. 
His very first expedition would be to the capital 
of the State. Without an hour’s notice or warn- 
ing, favored by a fair breeze, he would run up 
the river, set fire to the shipping at Bath, de- 


‘molish that and the other towns above it, seize 


upon the arsenal, turn its guns upon oug capitol, 
and having supplied himself with whatever he 
might stand in need of from the arsenal, return 
musing upon the marvelous wisdom of a nation 
that, with a bloated Treasury, with overflowing 
coffers, could leave such a position unfortified. 
Shall I be told that the citizens of Maine would 


_ be expected to stand by and defend the property 
of the United States; leave their own villages 


cities, and everything accessible to an incendiary | 
| fortifying that coast ? 


! over the State. 
` gress in 1832, by the Secretary of State, founded 


and dwellings exposed to pillage and conflagra- 
tion, and their wives and daughters to the mercy 
of a licentious soldiery, to defend your property, 
which you will not take the trouble to place in a 
condition of security ! 

But is there nothing else to be protected by 
re there no other interests 
to be regarded? Sir, there are there more than 
half a million of your population, an industrious, 
moral, enlightened, enterprising, patriotic people, 
who are neither insensible to what they owe to 
tht national Government, nor ignorant of what 
the national Government, under the Constitution, 
owes to them. ‘The State possesses a great 
amount of commercial and agricultural wealth, 
and manufacturing enterpriseis spreading rapidly 
I find, by a report made to Con- 


on very partial and incomplete returns and esti- 
mates, that the manufactures at that time amounted 
to upwards of seven million dollars. They may 
be safely estimated at the present time at ten mil- 
lions. Add to this the value of lumber cut and 
sawed annually, estimated at ten millions, and 
the market value of lime manufactured in that 
State, estimated at one million, and we make an 
aggregate of twenty-one millions, independent of 
its agricultural products. The article of wool 
alone, grown in that State in 1832, was estimated 
from the returns at one million six hundred and 
forty thousand dollars. It must now exceed 
two millions. There are no means of estimating 
the amount of other agricultural products. But 
I have already shown enough to entitle _that 
‘ peninsular State,’ as the Senator calls it, to 
some little consideration. Not one of the Atlantic 
States possesses so great natural resources, nor 
one which is making more rapid progress In wealth 
and population. i 
The Senator, in his speech preliminary to the 
motion under consideration, took occasion ie 
speak of the great amount of exports from a 
southern States, and adverted to the small amoun 
of exports from Maine. The inference was that 
more should be appropriated for the defense of 
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the southern, and less for the northern frontier. | amount is transported to their foreign and domes- 
The returns show only the exports to foreign | tic markets. Do you ship it in your own vessels? 


countries. There are no returns which show the | 
amount of our coastwise commerce. We must 
arrive at that by inference and estimation. In 
1833, the exports of South Carolina amounted to 
upwards of eleven million dollars, That, with a 
small amount of exports constwise, deducting 
what was retained for home consumption, may 
be regarded as the product of the labor of the 
roducing class of the population of that State. 
bome allowance is to be made for what was 
rown beyond the limits of that State. Maine 
fas a population somewhat less than South Car- 
olina, but it is an active, industrious population 
of freemen. It does not there take one half to 
keep the other half employed. The product of 
industry and enterprise in Maine cannot be less 
than that of South Carolina. I have no doubt it 
is greater. But the exports from Maine to foreign 
countries for 1833 were short of a million dollars. 
What, then, became of the residue of their pro- 
ducts, making the same deduction for home con- 
sumption? The answer is, it was shipped coast- 
wise. The difference, then, between the commerce 
of Maine and that of South Carolina is this: the 
latter State shows a greater amount of exports to 
foreign markets, and the former a greater amount 
to ports in the United States. They ship more 
to foreign countries; we ship more coastwise. 
Now, I would ask, which is most entitled to 
the fostering care and protection of the Govern- 
ment, the commerce carried on by a State with 
a foreign nation, or the commerce of the States 
with one another? How would it be in time of 
war? Which is the true question in reference to 
our protective policy ? ould a cargo of flour 
shipped from Alexandria or Petersburg, be more 
entitled to protection when destined for Europe, 
than when shipped to Portland, Bath, or Bangor? 
Would you regard as more important the safety 
of a cargo of cotton, when shipped from Charles- 
ton to supply the manufactories of Europe, than 
when shipped for Boston or Portsmouth for the 
use of the factories of Lowell or Dover? The 
answer must be two to one in favor of domestic | 
commerce which finds a market for the products 
of one State, and a resource of supplies for an- : 
other; and Congress is under the same constitu- 
tional obligation to protect the commerce carried 
on between the States, as it is to protect foreign | 
commerce. 
Sir, there are other considerations to which Í | 
ask the attention of Senators from the South and 
Southwest. Itis not difficult to show that the | 
whole South and Southwest are directly inter- | 
ested in the fortifying the northern frontier, es- | 
pecially the frontier of Maine; and I cannot but 
marvel that a motion which goes to defeat*an 
appropriation for that purpose should come from 
the South. The great amount of exports from 
the southern States has been adverted to. The | 
following is an abstract of the value of exports 
of domestic produce to foreign countries, for the 
year 1833. It is made up from the latest returns 
that have been published: 


i 


Jn Amer. |In foreign 
States. vessels vessels. Total: 
| Dollars. | Dollars 
6,921,045 | 23,759,607 
r | 766 | 1,522,261) 5,664,047 
Georgia. ee 5,166,844 | 2,400,483 | 7,567,327 
| outh Carolinas... -| 7,255,981 | 3,864,284 | 11,119,565 
| Total of four States ,.| 33,402,473 | 14,708,073 | 48,110,564 
| Virginia........ heess] 4,740, 719,237 | 5,469,240 
i North Carotina.......| "380,012 |  111,394| 471,406 
| Mississippi arses eoe] None. None. None. 
[Plorida.......se60006| 175,018] 14,967, 190,185 
| Total southern States,| 38,577,706 | 15,553,671 | 54,131,377 
Total United States ..| 61,296,119 | 19,738,043 | 81,024,162 


Here we see that the whole amount of the ex- 
Ports of the United States was $81,000,000, of 
Which $48,000,000 were from the four States of 
„ouisiana, Alabama, Georgia, and South Caro- 
lina alone. To this must be added a large amount 
of coastwise exports. Now let me inquire of 
southern Senators by what means this vast 


| Gulf States south of the Potomac. 


To a very great extent you do not. 


| Let us see how this is. The following is an | 
; abstract of the tonnage built, the tonnage owned, 
: and the permanent registered tonnage in 1833: 


880099 ey À 


Registered 
States. Tonnage | Tonnage tonn 
4 it age, 
buiit owned. permanent. 
Louisiana........ 000. 326 60,903 13,100 
Alabama. .....cs.eeee 65 7,540 1,392 
Goorgia......... Sane 547 9,994 2,467 
South Carolina....... 649 14,058 3,246 
Total of four States... 1,587 92,495 20,215 
Virginia . seen seeesees 3,326 50,407 6,834 
North Carolina....... 3,012 235 6,603 
Mississipp!........... 1,003 | None. 
Florida .......0cceeee 46 3,787 766 
Total southern States, 8,002 185,927 34,418 
Total United States ..| 161,626 | 1,606,149 | 641,091 
Maine..... rere errs) 51,687 225,329 70,499 
Portland ....0...0ce88 7,860 49,012 - 
Kennebec.. ......-0.. 11,214 772 - 
Penobscot.......e.00.| 10,587 49,412 - 


By this abstract it appears that the whole `, 
amount of suppone owned in the four States ` 
40,225 of the 60,903 | 

owned in Louisiana is steamboat tonnage em- i 
ployed on the rivers, leaving 52,259 employed in : 
foreign and coastwise commerce. The perma- 


mentioned is 92,485 tons: 


nent registered tonnage is that which is engaged 
in foreign commerce with but few exceptions. 
Of that, these four States have but 20,215 tons, 
while the whole amount of American tonnage 


employed in foreign commerce is 641,091. Adopt- ` 


ing that proportion, South Carolina should have 


, about 70,000 tons instead of 3,000, having upwards /' 


of 7,000,000 of exports in American vessels. The 


four States mentioned, with more than half of all | 


the exports of domestic 
a thirty-fourth part of all 
a ka 

here is, then, this very great deficiency of 
vessels at the South, and to supply that deficiene: 
she is necessarily indebted to those States whic 


roduce, own less than 


i have an excess above their exportations; the 


principal of which is Maine, having over 70,000 
tons of shipping engaged in foreign commerce, 
with less than $1,000,000 of exports. Yes, Mr. 
President, Maine, hitherto overlooked, forgotten, 
and disregarded in everything relating to the 
defense of her sea-board, owns nearly 40,000 tons 
more shipping than all the southern Atlantic and 
Nay, I may 
say she has more spacious harbors, more deep 
and convenient waters, more ports of entry and 


| delivery, more facilities for commercial and naval 


operations, than all the southern States together, 
south of the Chesapeake. Sir, I do not speak 
extravagantly. The facts, on examination, will 
be found to bear me out. p f 
But, sir, I will go further, and inquire where 
the South obtains the vessels she owns. If I am 
not much mistaken, it will appear that she is 
indebted to thé North for them, and to a great 
extent to Maine herself. By adverting to the 
abstract, I find that the four States named built 
in 1833 but 1,587 tons, while Maine built 51,687. 
The district of Bath alone, one of the twelve 
districts into which the coast of that State is di- 
vided, builds a third more than all the southern 
States together, from Virginia to Louisiana in- 
clusive. That one district, for the defense of 
which not a dollar has been expended on any 
permanent fortification, owns three times the 
amount of tonnage that is owned by the whole 
State of South Carolina, whose ports have been 
fortified at an expense of little short of a million 
dollars. The same remark may be made in ref- 
erence to Portland, and the Penobscot. Our 
ships—many of which are among the very best 
freighting vessels in the world—navigated by 
intelligent and experienced ship-masters, and 
manned by hardy seamen, are found in all the 
southern ports, New Orleans, Mobile, Savannah , 
Charleston, &c., &c., competing for freights and 
taking their produce off their hands at the lowest 
rices of transportation. - 
p po Mai 


Now, sir, leave the maritime frontier of 


the American tonnage | 


without defenses, leave her harbors exposed, give 
up that ‘‘ peninsular State” to the enemy, and a 
declaration of war would put an absolute stop to 
i| Ship-building. Her five or six hundred ship- 
i| yards would be desolate; and the first six months 
| after the commencement of hostilities would see 
: our shipping destroyed and its owners ruined. 
The effect such a state of things would produce 
on southern interests dependent on the ship- 
:; building and ship-owning States, cannot be accu- 
;Yately estimated. The price of freights would 
be greatly increased. Such a diminution of the 
number of freighting vessels would destroy all 
competition for freights, and southern producers 
would be compelled to pay whatever northern 
carriers should choose to demand. And thus is 
the South directly interested in the defense of our 
harbors in Maine, and in the protection and 
. preservation of our shipping. e do not build 
ships for ourselves alone; we build them also for 
i the South. The ship-yards of the South are in 
Maine. She is the great ship-building State of 
the Union. Throughout the whole South and 
' Southwest every producer of a bag of cotton, a 
, hogshead of sugar, or any other article of export, 
' has a direct interest in this matter; for they will 
feel the effect of the increased price of freights in 
the diminution of the home value of their pro- 
ducts. a’ 

Mr. President, there is one other consideration 
to which I cannot forbear calling the attention of 
the Senate, involving a matter of great national 
interest. I have reference to the long pending, 
and still unsettled controversy between this Gov- 
i| ernment and that of Great Britain relative to the 
disputed territory on our northeastern border. 
'| It is a large and valuable portion of the State of 
Maine, claimed, and to some extent oceupied by 
.| Great Britain, but which is clearly our rightful 
domain, and should be held within our sover- 
eignty and jurisdiction. 

he Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Davis} 
i laid before the Senate, some time since, resolu- 
tions emanating from the Legislature of that State 
which relate to this controversy and to the terri- 
tory in question. It was at a time when I was 
absent from the Senate a few days from indis- 
position. Ihave since seen a published report 
of his remarks on that occasion, in which I find 
an extract published as having been read to the 
Senate from the report of a committee sent by 
that State some months since to explore and ex- 
amine into the condition of the country in dis- 
pute between the two Governments. A part of 
that extract is as follows: ; 

« The committee have thus briefly noticed the 
t outline presented in its passage across this im- 
‘ portant portion of our domain. When it shall 
: be explored more fully, it will be found to con- 
‘ tain an inexhaustible treasure, in its deep forests, 
t its rivers, and its soil. The condition of all that 
‘ portion now held in the custody of England, - 
‘ presents matters for serious and anxious reflec- 
‘tion. Are we humbled by the lofty pretensions 
* of a Power from whom we have twice conquered 
“an honorable peace, or from what cause is it 
‘ that our pride seems subdued, while our inter 
‘ ests are sacrificed? No American, and especially 
‘no man of New England, can traverse this 
‘region and shut out from his mind the convic- 
‘tion that wrongs have been perpetrated under the 
* cover of diplomacy, that dare not be defended in the 
“open field. This land, which we claim belongs 
‘to us of right, has, for some cause, orto answer 
* some purposes, been most ignominiously surrendered 
tto the custody of a foreign Power. It does not fail 
t to impress one strangely, that, after possession 
‘of more than a quarter of a century—after the 
‘fall exercise of sovereignty, we should quietly 
‘ permit that possession and that sovereignty to 
‘pass into the hands of a foreign Power, and 
t thus bė held until that Power shall find leisure 
‘to establish over it a permanent legal title. 

« But your committee will not dwell upon a 
t topic 80 fruitful of unpleasant emotions; they 
t were sufficiently harassed by them while trav- 
‘ ersing this region; they could not look abroad 
‘ without witnessing the depredations and waste 
t every where committed—they could not fail to 
t value the guardianship ex- 


‘ appreciate at its jus T 
í oraisci over it. They were not blind to the 


|e trespasses once suppressed by our own agents, 
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- but now renewed upon the timber and the lands, || little prospect of its being more successful in 
“and that seemed to be pursued with an eager- || future. And how soon the time will come when 
‘ness and an ingenuity that scorned resistance or | the honor and rights of the nation shall imperi- 
‘defied detection. They did not complain, for || ously require a resort to measures of a more de- 
‘there was no power to redress; nor do the com- ' terminate and decisive character I will not predict. 
mittee now arraign the conduct of the British I have reason to believe that this controversy is 
agent; he is powerless on this subject. The regarded by the Executive with anxiety and con- 
great mass of the population consider the lands _ cern from a sincere desire to preserve the friendly 
as waste,and each plunders and appropriates as . relations between the two nations; at the same 
his inclination or interest leads him. There ;. time resolved not to compromit the just rights of 
* have been some devices thought expedient as a || Maine and of the Union to the tract of country 
‘cover for some of the grosser acts under the . in question. 
teye of the authorities. ‘Location certificates’: Now, sir, to what extent future negotiations 
“are granted by the Government of New Bruns- . would be influenced by placing the maritime fron- 
s wick to old soldiers, these are made to cover one ` tier of that State in a condition of security, is a 


“tract until the timber is stripped, and then it is 
‘changed to another—a sort of roving commis- 
‘sion, protecting the aggressor when the power 
‘to punish needs but a slight apology to quiet it; 
‘large portions of this region held in trust, thus 
‘formally, have recently been claimed as belong- 
t to Canapa, thus taking it out of the jurisdiction 
‘ of the trustee, the Governor of New Brunswick, 
‘and freeing it from all rule, or law, or agency.” 

I have read this extract for two purposes. One 
is to have the opportunity of reminding the Sen- 
ator who has made it a part of his speech, that 
whatever errors of diplomacy have been committed 
in respect to that matter, were committed by those 
for whose acts the present Administration cannot 
be held responsible. Whatever wrongs have been | 
perpetrated under the cover of diplomacy that 
cannot be defended in the open field, have grown 
out of measures which had not the consent of 
Maine, and which were as much against her 
wishes and interests as they are against the prin- 
ciples and policy of the present executive depart- 
ment of the Government. I need not be more 
explicit. The Senator was, I think, a member 
of the other House during a period now gone by, 
where he was a distinguishes and able supporter 
of the then existing Administration, in most of its 
measures, if not of its diplomacy. 

There is another honorable Senator on this 
floor who has doubtless some faint recollections 
of interesting circumstances that have taken place 
in respect to this question, with which his official 
duties, always ably performed, must have made 
him acquainted. hat reference the Massachu- 
setts committee had tothe “diplomacy” at Ghent, 
in which that Senator took a distinguished part; | 
or what reference was intended to what took | 
place in respect to this matter during his premier- 
ship under a late Administration, the committee 
itself can best tell. 

But, sir, it is no purpose of mine, in making | 
these remarks, to lay blame at the door of any | 
one. I am particularly desirous, in this dis- ` 
cussion, of avoiding every topic not legitimately | 
connected with the subject under consideration. 
If the Massachusetts committee or the Senator 
had been a little more explicit in the allusion to 
what is called an ‘ignominious surrender of ter- 
ritory for some cause, or to answer some pur- 
poses,’’and fixed the imputation where it belongs, 
if it belongs anywhere, I should have spared my- 
self these remarks. 

I have read the extract for one other purpose 
more apposite to the question under considera- 
tion. It was to show that Maine was not alone 
in considering this question of boundary, as it is 
called—more proper'y a question of title and ter- 


ritory—as one which in its present aspect is justly | 


calculated to produce ‘‘ serious and anxious re- 
flection.” He alone whose prophecy is knowl- 
edge, and who controls the destinies of nations, 
can tellin what that controversy willend. The 
country in dispute embraces about one third of 
the State. Itis equal in extent to the two States 
of Massachusetts and Rhode Island. It is value 
able for its deep forests of timber, as well as for 
its soil and the numerous streams which intersect 
it. Itis capable of sustaining a million of inhab- 
itants. Our title to it is as clear as language can 
make it; and the British Government urge their 
claim to it with an earnestness and pertinacity 
equal to the clearness of our title. Shall it be | 
submissively yielded to her? Sir, it would be a 
disgraceful surrender of a clear and manifest ; 
right. 
How 


R: then, is the matter to be settled? Nego- 
tiation h i 


as been tried thus far in vain. There is 


question worthy of consideration. Great Britain 
considers the possession of this territory of great 
importance, as well from its intrinsic value as 
from its location. A large portion of it, as the 


Senator from Massachusetts remarked,is covered ` 


with a thick growth of white pine. Much of that 
‘ valuable timber, and of the timber spruce, nearly 
as valuable, for some purposes more so, still re- 
mains within the undisputed boundaries of the 
State. But that is rapidly disappearing before 
i the ax of thelumbermen. Many have estimated 
' that on the Penobscot waters alone between three 
and four hundred million feet of lumber are cut 
(and sawed annually. Proportionate quantities 
i are cut and sawed on several other of the rivers 
: in Maine, and the business is increasing rapidly, 


i and the prices and value still more rapidly, from . 


the increasing demand of the country. Does not 
, Great Britain perceive that the time will soon 
| come when that forest of timber which she is 
: endeavoring to appropriate to her own use, will 
| be the only resource left of that valuable species 
| of lumber for all New England, New York, and 
i the middle States, to a considerable extent, and 
: for the South to some extent also? I speak of 
: this peculiar and valuable kind of lumber, which 
: is found in no great quantity anywhere else in 
ithe United States, readily accessible from the 
| ocean. I say, sir, does not Great Britain per- 
| ceive this, and is not her anxiety to hold that 
| territory Biatly increased by a desire to monop- 
| olize so valuable an article of commerce? And 
| I ask, sir, will she recede from the position she 
has assumed in relation to it, so long as she sees 
the whole maritime frontier of Maine, with all 
; her shipping, her commerce, her towns and cities, 
naked and exposed? Will she feel any appre- 
hension from us, while we ourselves are so de- 
| fenseless? Will she fear to receive while she can 
so readily give blows? Let me tell you, sir, that 
controversy can never be settled in a manner 
consistent with our honor and our rights, until 
the maritime frontier of Maine shall be put ina 
state of security. Its present defenseless and 
exposed condition is an encouragement, an invi- 
tation to Great Britain to hold out in her pre- 
posterous claim. 

But I will not detain the Senate in presenting 
this matter in the variety of aspects in which it 
exhibits itself to my mind. If you would secure 
that important part of our domain by peaceable 
measures, place the State in such a condition that 
Great Britain shall not find in our very defense- 
lessness a lure to a war of conquest and acquisi- 
tion. Let her, at least, not see us in such a con- 
dition that we may be supposed unwilling to 
hazard a vindication of our rights. With the 
panoply of defense thrown over us, we might 
reasonably hope that a negotiation so long pro- 
tracted would at last terminate in the successful 
establishment of our just territorial and jurisdic- 
tional limits. We might hope to avoid a war, 
which otherwise may sooner or later be inev- 
itable. 

_ Let no man attempt to reconcile himself to the 
idea of abandoning that country on the ground 
| of its trifling value. I will not stop to estimate 
its value as a matter of property. It is sufficient 
that it is a portion of the United States—a large 
part of one of the sovercign States of this Union; 
and to surrender our right to it on the extraordi- 
nary claim and demand of Great Britain, would 
be an ignominious act of national degradation, as 


i 
t 
i 
i 
| 
} 


of Columbia. Twenty years ago, instead of 
claiming title in herself, she was seeking to acquire 
from us aright of way—a communication through 


| much so as would be the surrender of the District | 


| this territory from New Brunswick to Quebec. 
| After diplomacy had put her spectacles on—after 
| the treaty of Ghent, she began to view the matter 
| in a different light; and now, instead of negoti- 
| ating for a right of way, she is claiming full right 
i 
| 
! 
1 


i 
1 


and title in herself, and even denying us a right 
of way to the St. Johns, and upon its waters to 
the ocean! 
Some of the consequences resulting from the 
condition in which that country is now placed, 
„are the subjection of American citizens to the 
vexatious dominion of a foreign Power the de- 
struction and waste of timber, delaying the settle- 
ment and agricultural improvement of a fertile 
; portion of our territory, and imposing restraints 
| upon the extension of public and private enter- 
prise. 
| Under these circumstances, the obligation and 
‘ the remedy are with this Government. Whatcan 
i Maine do? Your Constitution, to which no State 
is more faithful, tells her she has no right to 
i make war. She can enter into no negotiation, 
‘make no treaty, levy no impost duties. She has 
yielded up most of the means and the power of 
vindicating her rights against foreign nations, in 
ı exchange for the national guarantee of protection. 
And you have admonished her that she should 
be careful not to embroil the two countries in war 
by her imprudence. She has been told that nego- 
tiations of some sort were going on; that diplo- 
macy was at work, and that her rights should be 
secured to her; that you had difficulties with other 
Powers to settle; and that it was not politic nor 
| prudent to engage in too many controversies at 
the same time. Well, sir, all this we thought 
very reasonable; and we have waited till all other 
controversies have been settled. We have re- 
mained quiet, and, from a sincere desire to avoid 
every act which should tend to disturb the friendly 
. relations between the two countries, we have 
afforded many practical examples of the virtue 
of forbearance, while our neighbors haveadvanced 
and moved back our landmarks. But, sir, here 
we stop! 

This matter demands the serious attention of 
this Government. If neglected now, it may, at 
i no distant day, involve a question of the most 
‘serious import. I know that whatever can be 
{done to secure our rights by negotiation will be 
;, done. All peaceable measures will be first tried. 
| All the influence of a just, temperate, and wise 
| policy will be brought in aid of a firm and reso- 
lute assertion of the rights and honor of the 
nation. But without a preparation for enforcing 
and vindicating them,I have too much reason to 
apprehend that negotiation will be fruitless. That 
argument with nations is often most convincing 
which has something besides diplomatic logic to 
support it. , 

make no unavailing complaints about the 
past; I take the question as I find it. And how 
is that? Why,sir,a considerable portion of one 
| of the sovereign States of this Union is subjected 
| to the dominion of a foreign Power, and all the 
| other States, save one, seem to look quietly on; 
wholly unconcerned so long as their territory re- 
l 


mains undisturbed! Is it notso? Hitherto the 

Constitution has afforded us no practical guaran- 

tee either for the defense of our sea-board or the 

integrity of our territory. If such is to be its 
| practical exposition in future, I would be quite 
willing to exchange it for the old articles of Con- 
federation, as loosely and feebly as they held 
the States of this Union together. 

Sir, Maine is not disposed to claim more than 
justly belongs to her, nor to assume any attitude 
unbecoming the dignity of political sovereignty. 
She has not been—she will not be, unreasonable 
in her claims. She asks only those rights which 
the national compact secures to her in common 
with all the other States. In urging them with 
energy and firmness she will not lose sight of 
what is due to her own character, nor what is 
due to the character of this Government. She 
has the highest confidence that nothing will be 
left undone to secure her rights which the Con- 
stitution has placed in the power of the executive 
department of the Government todo. She now 
asks that Congress will place her on an equal 
footing with the other States in respect to frontier 
defenses, having regard to her local position and 
the high interests she has at stake. 
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Instead of the amount sppropriated by the bill 
for the defenses of Maine being greater than her 
condition requires, in my apprehension it falls 
far short of it. But three positions are provided 


to which I have adverted, I cannot but believe 
that a prudent forecast would lead to the imme- . 
diate commencement of fortifications at other 
points for which no appropriations are made. If 
we should be so unfortunate as to be engaged in’ 
another war with England, which no State has 
go much reason to deprecate as Maine, her bor- ; 
ders and her coast would be the first if not the: 
principal scene of conflict. Provide her, then, with | 
armor. She is young, but robust and athletic. |, 
Give her but her helmet and shield, and in peace ': 
or war she will do you no dishonor. The mouth 
of every river should be guarded. Every town 
on our sea-board of sufficient importance to ex- } 
cite the cupidity of an enemy, should be provided | 
with some suitable work of defense. do not | 
ask great and extravagant expenditures. We | 
want no such expensive fortresses: as the South ` 
“fought up” for her defense. We want none 
covering sixty or seventy acres. We want no 
Monroe fortresses; no Rip Rap defenses. We 
ask only such as are suited to the positions mey l 
may occupy; suited to the objects to be defended; 
to the inducements an enemy would have to make 
an attack. The repulsive should always be pro- 
rtioned to the attractive power. i 
The position at the mouth of the St. Croix is 
becoming one of great importance. Calais, sit- 
uated at the head of navigation, some thirty miles 
above Eastport, waich, in 1830, contained but 
one thousand six hundred and eighty-six inhab- , 
itants, is now estimated to contain upwards of ' 
four thousand. The commerce carried ‘on from 
those waters is very considerable, and is rapidly 
increasing. The returns for 1834 show that the 
foreign vessels which entered and cleared at East- 
port in that year amounted to nearly ninety-eight 
thousand tons. This Was‘ nearly equal to the 
entry, and exceeded the clearances, of foreign ` 
vessels at New York; and very far exceeded those | 
of any other commercial place in the Union. It 
was greatly. disproportioned, -however, to the 
clearances of American vessels. The harbor of |! 
St. Andrews, where an enemy’s fleet could ren- |; 
dezvous, lies on the opposite side of these waters, 
and is within striking distance ef Eastport, and 
other places on the river. The important and 
exposed position has received much less eonbid- | 
eration than it is entitled to, and I hope the at-- 
tention of the proper Department will bė- called’; 
to it, and that all necessary examination and sur- | 
veys preparatory to the eonstruction of suitable |, 
works of defense, may be speedily made. 
It appears to be understood, that because the |; 
positions at the Kennebec and Penobscot rivers 
are named in the third class in the classification | 
made by the Board of Engineers in their report 
of 1821, they are therefore to be considered third- 
rate positions in point of importance. Whatever 
was the object of so classing them in 1821, it. 
ought not to be overlooked, that, by the able re- 
port of the same body in 1826, those positions’ 
are placed’ in the: second class; and by a recent 
report of the board, just communicated to the 
Senate, they ate embraced in the first:class. 
Those formerly considered as entitled to the 
earliest attention have already been -provided 
with works of defense. And those which, in1826, 
were repirdéd'in' the second class, now become 
the firat class-of positions remaining to. be forti- 
fied. The work had been going on. The sys- 
tem of public defenses hag been adopted and pur- 
sued sometimes with more, and sometimes with 
less energy and zeal. The South has had the 
benefit uf appropriations for the fortification of 
Mississippi, Mobile bay, Pensacola, Savan- 
nah, Charleston, and other places. So far as re- 
goras that section of the Union, the system. has’ 
n carried into execution, and thd vote of the 
North has never been wanting on any question’ 
of appropriation for that purpose. But when, in 
her turn, the North claims her share in this mat- 
ter, the South—no, sir, not the whole South, I 
trast—but South Carolina, rises up against It. 
She * fo 3 for her benefit, and now 


> : i ii forty ports of discharge and de 
for. In reference to the important considerations _ | 


i torious, 
' a strict neutrality betwéen the belligerents.’ They 
| high interests to protect, and duties to. perform. 


: They were bound:to guard their own territory and 


|! . Now, sir, what-is the position of Louisiana? 


ught it up 
would fight it down for nobody’s benefit. South 


Carolina, with her one or two ports of entry, has 
No. 24 


received the benefit of appropriations for this 
urpose to the amount of nearly a million of dol- 
ars. Maine, with her twelve ports of entry, and 
t ivery, has not had 
a single dollar expended under the new system 
on any permanent work of defease. The State | 
of South Carolina, which builds but six hundred | 
and forty tonsof shipping, and owns but fourteen | 
thousand tons, has, in regard to the defense of 
her one or two harbors, received the first and 
earliest attention of the Government; while 


Maine, which builds more than fifty thousand i 
tons of shipping, and owns two hundred and | 


twenty-five thousand, has been postponed and 
passed over! And this, too, by a Government 
acting under a Constitution which imposes upon 
it the obligation of providing for the common de- 
fense of the whole country, and the general wel- 
fare and protection of all its parts. 
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- “Defense of the Western Frontier —Mr. Ripley. 


REMARKS OF HON. E. W. RIPLEY, | 
OF LOUISIANA, :..: °° :>> 

In tHe House or Representatives, | 
May 7, 1836, - p 


On a Bill making an Appropriation for the De- | 
fense of the Western frontier. 


Mr. RIPLEY contended that, from want of | 
knowledge of the country, honorable members | 
had, in his opinion, been entirely mistaken in re- || 
lation to the orders which had been given by | 
General Gaines and the grounds taken hy the Sec-. 
retary of State That a civil war was now raging | 
in one of the Mexican States was a fact of pub- 
lic notoriety. That, on the partof Santa Anna, it 
was waged in the most barbarous manner, neither 
vespeceng conver Con nor parol, was equally no- , 

risoners, uhder convention, were mur- | 
dered in cold blood, nor was helpless age ör unof- | 
fending infancy spared by this modern Attila. The 
United States -had, in this war, determined upon | 


had acted upon this principle, but, as a neutral 
Power contiguous to the contending armies, they 
had upon every just principle of self-defense, 


to preserve the lives and property of their own 


' the Sabine Jake, and all united form the 
i to the sea. 


citizens. The more sanguinary and faithless the 
character and conduet of one of the -belligerents, 
the thore extensive becomes the measures of pre- 
vention which they may take, and which a severe 
vigilance or even suspicion will require. ` 


On her frontier a civil war rages, marked, on the 
part of the Mexieans, with the most atrocious 
ferocity. If Santa Anna 'perpetrates his sanguin-' 
schemes, and embodies hordes of Indians, 
whose made of warfare we are acquainted with,’ 
and that-band of patridts in. Texas‘ arrayed for- 
the’ defense of their homes, their liberty and. 
families, should be-stricken déwn, you have but 
about six hundred men in the field, under General. 
Gained, to arrest thé progress of Santa Anna and 
his-myrmidons tò New Orléans. Under such aj 
state of things, Louisiana would soon be deso-. 
lated. The country between the Sabine and 
Mississippi contains but a very small white pop- 
ulation. I should gay, in the foür western parishes 
below Red river, there are not more than twelve 
thousand whites to forty thousand slaves. It is. 
an extraordinary fact, from the formation of the 
country, that, if the Texans and thé force of 
General Gaines should be destroyed, a thousand 
determined moutited men could dash from the 
Sabine, cut down the levees on thé Mississippi 
in twenty places, inundate the whole lower coun- 
try, destroy New Orleans, and retire before a 
opulation could be collected to make head against 
them. Is this romance, or is it sober reality? I 
appeal to my honorable colleagues for the cor- 
rectness of my statements. has 
: General Gaines has made a requisition on Gov- 
ernor White, who has declined complying with 
it for want of funds the Legislature not being 
in session. He has conversed: with General 
Plauche, the gallant leader of the legion, who is 
ready to marci with thet corps, excelled by nohe 


Ho. or Rees. 


in discipline, chivalry, and patriotism. Let us, 
then, appropriate the funds which this bill con- 
templates, and remove the difficulty the Governor 
has raised; a difficulty on all former occasions 
unheard of in Louisiana, for she has sprung to 
arms and fought most nobly on every requisi- 
tion of the Government. 

The Secretary of State has furnished the views 
of the President in relation to the course this 
Government would pursue in case of our neu- 
trality being threatened. They are given in the 
spirit of honest neutrality, and are at the same 
time evincive of the clearest military foresight. 
They show the firm, upright determination of the 
Government to protect the citizens of our fron- 
tiers. After reading these documents, they can 
repose quietly; without them, fears and appre- 
hensions would have induced them to instant 
removal. 

We know, sir, that the true Sabine has never 
been definitively settled. A treaty has been rati- 


|| fied to effect it immediately. We know, too, that 


the branch running through Nacogdoches is the 
western branch of those streams which empty into 
abine 
_ The Sabine lake is only a widening 
of the Sabine river, in consequence ‘of low lands 


i on the banks, and in ordinary water is only one 


or two miles broad, and is in fact the true river. 
Of course, until the line is run, our Government 
should not suffer the Mexicans or Texans to take 
possession of any intermediate point of the valley 
of the Sabine. The ‘longest branch of the Sabine 
river is now reported to be many miles westward 
of the supposed limits of Louisiana. Arkansas’ 
has already organized two populous counties 
above the 330 to the westward of the branch which 
has been considered in Louisiana as the true 
branch, because we never have explored the coun- 
try. Arkansas has done it and organized her 
counties, being convinced that the western branch 
is the longest branch of the river, and of course is 
the true Sabine, within the meaning of the treaty. 
Texas also claims this territory. ow, sir, what 
is the ground which the Secretary of State has 
assumed, and which the honorable member from 
Massachusetts [Mr. Apams] has so severely cen- 
suréd? Why, it is this: that until the line is 
definitively settled, the valley of.the Sabine shall 
remain neutral ground. - We assume no hostile, 
attitude towards the belligerents; but we have 
rights to be established on’ the frontier territory. 
One of these rights is peaceably to explore all 
these branches of the Sabine river, for the Us ga 
of ascertaining the true line contemplated by the 
treaty. | 
If either the Mexicans or Texans attempt, 

with an armed force, to occupy: one of the 
branches of the Sabine to our exclusion, until 
the line be settled, our forces (notifying both: 
parties) should advance to old fort Nac oches, 
situated upon the western branch, and-hold it 
until the true boundary is ascertained. Is this 
not acting in good faith asa neutral? Is it taking: 
any part in the war?. Is it not frankly apprising 
the Mexican chief that these movements are 
only-provisionally made, to-secure our rights in 
running an undefined boundary, by not aHowing- 
any military possession to -be permanently as- 
sumed? As a military position, it is the only 
one which can be taken by General. Gaines to 
cover our population from the Mexicans and their 
Indian allies. . Bear in mind, Mr. Chairman, that- 
General Gainés is on the- east side of what hae 
been supposed to be the’ main Sabine, though 


now it is doubted whéther -it be so. There are 
upon the western branch, in advance of General 
ines, thirty or forty miles to. the northwest, 


‘two counties of Arkansas, south of Red river. 


These two counties cannot be approached at this 
season with an army by any other route than 
the road to Nacogdoches; and if General Gaines 
were to remain in ‘his position, and allow the 
Mexican force to occupy Nacogdoches, they 
would in fact be between him and those counties 
he would be called upon to defend. The fron- 
tier population would be separated from the arm 
which was to protect it, with the Mexicans an 
Camanches between. : 

Suppose, for a moment, the Mexican army 
posted at Nacogdoches, with a disposition to dis- 


turb our neutrality. . Fdo not presume that they” 
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possess that disposition ; 
not presume It; 1 
have a small corps of observation upon the road 
that leads to Louisiana, to prevent information 
tram reaching General Gaines, while the prin- 
cipal force cowd join the Camanche Indians to- 
wards the Arkansas, a distance of fitty miles 
from Nacogdoches, aud our force would be thrown 
perfectly fiors du combat. These facts appear to 
render it indispensably necessary to the safety 
of our frontier to assume a position whieh will 
edfeetually cover it, until the line be definitively 
settled, and the boundary fixed by the commis- 
sioners. 

The honorable member from Massachusetts 
[Mr Apans] has assumed positions which I can- 
not believe tenable, both in regard to the state- 
ment of the conference of the Sceretary of State 
with the Mexican Minister, and to the letter of 
General Gaines, wherein he states, that under 
certain circumstances he will cross the Sabine with 
lis troops, if it be necessary to protect our neu- 
trality and defend the homes and firesides of our 
frontier inhabitants; and for this General Gaines 
is censured by the honorable member. 

The facts I have already stated will form for 


l 
i 


that gallant officer his complete justification. He |: 


of Arkansas which are advanced on one of the 
branches of the Sabine at least fifty miles further 
west than the present marked boundary of Louis- ! 
iana; and is there anything new in the doctrine, 
that a neutral has a right to cross a neighboring 
line, if in good faith it be necessary to save her 
own citizens and territory from desolation ? ; 
The honorable member alleges that it would be | 
declaring war. Sir, inthe first Seminole war that ` 
honorable member thought otherwise. On that 
occasion, in one of the most masterly arguments 
which has ever emanated from the statesmen of | 
this Republic, contained in the letter from the 
honorable member, then Secretary of State, to 
Don Onis, in vindication of General Jackson, he 
perfectly established a contrary doctrine, the pre- 
cise doctrine for which General Gaines contends, 
That State paper has been published to the world; | 
and it has reflected the highest credit, not only 
upon the honorable member, but upon the charac- 
ter of our country. 
Much has been said upon this floor respecting | 
the character of the population of Texas, and the 
nature of this Texan war. I was sorry to hear '| 
honorable members denounce that character,and | 
represent this waras produced by land speculators, ‘| 
and by renegades to their native land. Sir, it 
has been my lot, from my contiguity of position, ' 
to be acquainted with a numerous portion of the |: 
Texan people. LIhavealmost my whole life lived `! 
upon afrontier. My firstassociations were created 
amidst the log-eabins in Maine, on the eastern : 
frontier, and on the frontier of New York during `: 
the war; and let me tell you that, amidst all the 
inhabitants of a new country that I have been 
acquainted with, Texas is second to none in the |, 
character of her population. Austin, as a law- | 
giver,and the builder up of civilization, isinferior || 
to none that have figured in forming new commu- | 
nitics on this continent. | 
The people of Texas hold their right of terri- 
tory by a more just title than most of the States. 
They acquire it by the colonization of Mexico; | 
by the Mexicans’ plighted faith. They have not | 
conquered it from the savages, the native posses- ; 
sors. Inthe controversy between Spain and Mex- | 
ico, many Americans were in the ranks fighting 
for Mexican freedom. Fora short time the Mex- 
ican people were grateful; and, under this impulse, 


they made grants of lands to the early settlers of ii 


Texas for the double purpose of settling their 


wilderness, and, by creating a barrier against the ` 
Camanches and the Indians of Red river, to pro- 
tect the inhabitants of the interior States. They 
also adopted the constitution of 1824, and the 


colonization law of the same year; and under | 
these guaranties the Americans pane until || 
one hundred thousand inhabitants had populated |, 


the country. Civilization and intelligence had ; 
spread their influences over a country before wild |; 
and desolate. In every stage, these colonists had |; 
been loyal and faithful to the Mexican Govern- | 
ment. In their constitution it was provided, that | 
when Texas should contain a population of forty | 


the Government docs | thousand souls, they should be admitted as a | 

but, in such an event, they could i| State into the Mexican Federal Union. Texas 

| took a census, and found that they had more than 
that number. 
a State, and were oniy answered by imprisoning - 
their agent, Colonel Austin, for nearly two years. 
Still they did not fly to arms; but, when that 
monster in human shape—Santa Anna—with a 
profligate priesthood, aad a still more abandoned 
soldicry, struck down the free constitution of 
Mexico—when they invaded Texas for the pur- 

: pose of coercing her to the same degraded state— 
the war-ery of liberty was thundered forth. 
the same spirit which animated our fathers of 
the Revolution, the brave, the free-born Texans 

. resolved to live free or dic. 
country, now waste and desolate—let their Spar- 

| tan matrons, now houseless and destitute—let the 

| crimson torrents, pourcd out at the Alamo—bear 
` witness how nobly they have kept their vow. 
| Yes, sir, at the consecrated spot another monu- 

i ment has been raised to the soul-stirring spirit of 

‘i freemen, 

: Alamo, as bright a beacon-light of liberty has | 

. been kindled, and Travers and his brave associ- | 
|; ates will rank, on. the pages of impartial history, 
with the immortal Leonidas and his Spartan | 
cannot, in any other way, cover the two counties |! band. |! 

| 
| 
l 
| 


i 
I 
1 


They petitioned for admission as | 


In 


Let their beautiful 


Greece had her Thermopylæ. 


SUPPRESSION OF INDIAN HOSTILITIES. 


REMARKS OF HON. A. MANN, 
OF NEW YORK, 


In THE House or REPRESENTATIVES, 
March 18, 1836, 

On the bill appropriating five hundred thousand dollars to 
suppress the Hostilities of the Creek Indians, (in reply 
to Mr. Vinton, of Ohio.) ; i 
Mr. MANN said: Mr. Speaker, that which ` 

an attentive observer of human action might 

have predicted as a future possible event in the 
progress of the country had, it seemed, occurred 

already. i 
Who that has witnessed the proceedings of 

this Congress for the last two months, has been | 

able to shut his eyes against the fact, now ren- , 


‘ dered so apparent, that on every question of ap- ` 


propriation of the public revenues to the purposes 


of the country, gentlemen have kept continually |’ 


before their imagination an indefinite prospect, ` 
an uncertain hope, that those revenues may, by 
some possibility, be divided among the States 
of the Union, under the ‘‘ false pretense of divid- 
ing the net proceeds of the public domain?” 
This idea seems to haunt the dreams of gentle- 
men, ‘‘ whether sleeping or waking,” insomuch 
that the cries of innocent women and children, 


: of helpless age and infantile weakness, for pro- 


tection against the ruthless tomahawk and mur- 
d rous scalping-knife, are insufficient to awaken 
them from the fatal reverie. And has it come 


' to this, Mr. Speaker, (said Mr. M.,) that an 


appropriation to repel an invading savage—to 
protect your citizens from his appalling cruelties, 
1s to be resisted and dceclaimed against in an 
American House of Representatives, through 
any latent apprehension that these ‘net pro- 
ceeds’? may thereby be diminished, and the 
shares of gentlemen rendercd less valuable? Sir, 
it is humiliating—I will not, for fear of offense, 


say degrading—to be compelled to believe it—to į 


be obliged to proclaim it to the nation and to the 
world. z 
What are the evidences, Mr. Speaker, (said 


able gentleman from Louisiana [Mr. GarranD] | 
the other day, on a bill to defend the very bor- 
ders of his own district from apprehended inva- | 
sion? Was the effect of that speech in favor of | 
the passage of that bill? 
rupted Mr. M. and said he had not opposed that ' 
bill, but had voted for it.] Mr. M. continued: 
So had, he believed, every gentleman in the 
House, except two or three; and yet many had ! 
made specches, the tendency of which, as he: 
(Mr. M.) understood them, was against them. | 
It was not a new discovery that gentlemen some- i 


In the | 


(Mr. Garuanop inter- || 
! Constitution, we ged 
| quasi general resistance to such application of 
i! those revenues, and ina common undistinguished 


times make speeches one way and vote the other 
(Mr. Garuanp again interrupted Mr. M., and 
said, that if the gentleman [Mr. Maxx] meant to 
assert that he had opposed that bili, it was un- 
true. ] 

The Speaker called Mr. Garrano to order 
and Mr. M. procceded. ' 

He said he had not intended by any means 
to make the assertion which the gentleman sup- 
posed; he had only stated his own inference as to 
the effect of the gentleman’s remarks. Mr. M. 
said, he regretted extremely that he had disturbed 
the nervous sensibilities of his honorable friend 
from Louisiana; he had not intended to do so in 
the least degree: and it might possibly be, that 
he (Mr. M.) had drawn a wrong inference as to 
the tendency of the remarks of his honorable 
friend, and he (Mr. M.) was willing to believe 


‘he was mistaken in those inferences; but if so, 
i Mr. M. said the House would permit him to add, 


that he believed many gentlemen were laboring 
under the same unfortunate mistake. He was 
glad, however, to be set right. 

But, Mr. Speaker, (continued Mr. M.,) I ask 
you to bring to your recollection the course of 
the whole debate on this floor for the last two 


; months, touching the Indians now overrunning 
Florida, comparatively unresisted either by ‘ the 
` center,” ‘the right wing, or “the left wing,” of 


our brave army under the direction of several 


|| “gallant brevets,” who make a general return to 
' us of non est inventus, and touching the appre- 


hended invasion from Mexico by that inhuman 
monster, Santa Anna, and the consequent rising 
of all the savages upon our southwestern frontier, 


` and then tell me whether I am wrong in the belief 


Thave expressed, thatthe honorable members have 
kept in view an indefinite prospect, and an uncer- 
tain hope of carrying home with them to their con- 
stituents, the golden rewards of the Republic— 
the price of its welfare, and the sheet-anchor of 
its hope. 

Thus, sir, if this be true, we have before our 
very eyes, the first and premature’ fruits of the 
plan of distributing the revenues of this Govern- 
ment manifested in the disposition here with our 
very selves. Yes, sir, ourselves to refuse to ap- 
propriate those revenues, derived from the hard 
toil of the people, to their ‘‘ common defense,’* 
pursuant to the requirements and authority of 
the Constitution. True, sir, gentlemen have not 
the moral courage as yet, quite to come up to 
the mark, and avow the purpose of ‘‘ dividing the 
spoils ” of the Republic, as the rewards of fealty; 
and itis not any part of my present purpose to 
examine or censure their motives. Itis sufficient 
for me to know, that we, although occupying for 
the time being the high places of political power, 
are yet subject to the infirmities and laws of hu- 
man nature; and without meaning disparagement, 
let me add, are constantly hable to err, under the 
influence of that morbid selfishness which prefers 
our own individual, sectional, and local interests 


to the ‘*gencral welfare.” 


Sir, it is perhaps but fulfilling the laws of our 


‘imperfect nature to do so; and, ungrateful as the 
- truth may be to honorable gentlemen, I tell them 


that my firm conviction 18, that, if they pass that 
bill, and share the golden prize with the States, 


‘and their constituents, they never will pass 


another appropriation bill through this House, 
to carry into effect the purposes of the Confed- 
eracy and the Constitution. No, sir, (said Mr. 


' M.,) if it isin our power to form any opinion 
I ¢ ‘respecting future events bythe past, or by the 
i Mr. M.) on which this belief is founded? Why, | 

i sir, the remarks which have just fallen from the 
honorable gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Vinton] `} 
| are alone almost sufficient; but who amongst us | 
has forgotten the lucid speech made by the honor- || 


incidents of the passing moment, we ought not 
to hope to preserve the Federal relations of the 
States against such influences and consequences 
so utterly destructive to the hopes of patriotism 
and the freedom of mankind. It is, Mr. Speaker, 
(Mr. M. replied,) but too apparent already here 
that, instead of devoting ourselves to the inquiry 
into the best means of promoting the general wel- 
fare by the application of the national revenues 
within the objects of the Confederacy and the 
find ourselves engaged in a 


scramble for the public spoils, to be divided 
among our respective States and our respective 
constituents. et it be once done, sir, and you 
will never make further appropriations of the 
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public revenues without the immediate consent 
of those States first had and obtained; and I | 
need only remind gentlemen of the condition of } 
thines under the old Confederacy, to present to ' 


their view at once the condition to which they | 


will reduce the country again, ifthey do not dis- 
card the idea of using the revenues of this Gov- 
ernment for such purposes. 

Whoever (said Mr. M.) has read the history 
of the rise and fall of human institutions, must 
have done so to little purpose if he has failed to 


reeive that such causes as Mr. M. had men- . 
tioned had always produced such effects. What | 


reason, sir, then, is there to hope that we may 
escape similar results? Does it rest in our phar- | 
isaical belief that we are holier than they? Let | 
gentlemen be not deceived by such fatal delusions. : 
Sir, | ask them to refer it to that unerring tribunal 


of truth in their own bosoms, whether in their | 


zeal for debating these questions of appropriations | 
to suppress savage hostilities, they have not some 
latent, if not express, reference to the possible 
amount of public revenue which may remain for 
sible distribution? I know, sir, that my re- 
quest is not congenial to their feelings, and I 
make it with deep reluctance, yet I cannot avoid 
the occasionof it; and I appeal to my friend from 
Ohio, (Mr. Virrow,] who has rendered it neces- 
gary for me to make these remarks—! appeal to 
his warm and active patriotism in behalf of the 
defenseless women and children of our southern 
brethren, now Suffering under the merciless tom- 
ahawk of savage war, to permit this bill to pass 
without delay, and I hope, for the honor of our 
nature, unanimously. ‘Why does my honorable 
friend make a fault-finding speech, virtually agamst 
it, while he does not deny its necessity, of which - 
he is informed officially by your commanding of- 
ficer at Fort Mitchell? This information does 
not come, sir, like thata few days since, which 
occasioned gentlemen to celebrate on this floor (it | 
is now feared prematurely) the overthrow of that | 
eutlaw, Santa Anna. No, sir, we have it from : 
the officer whose duty itis to give it, as well as 
through privateand credible channels. Sir, shall | 
we stop? Shall we hesitate and debate about the - 
causes of thewe Indian wars ?. The gentleman from | 
Ohio is anxious to inquire why it is that these | 


depredations are committed, and whether the In- | 


dians may not be in the right, while murdering: 
defenseless innocence? Why, sir, (said Mr. M., 


you might as well undertake to inquire into the | 


causes of every Indian war which has occurred 
since the landing of our Pilgrim fathers, as to in- | 
quire into the causes of this Indian war. ` These 
causes, sir, generally are engulfed in that most 
tremendous of all gulfs, the dark recesses of the | 
human heart, seen only by theeye of Omniscience, 
and known only.to God himself. - We might per- | 
haps trace out causes enough to satisfy impartial | 
minds in the general. wrongs we have inflicted | 
upon the whole race of the red man. But while | 
my friend from Ohio (said Mr. M.) would be in- 
quiring into the causes ofthese Indian hostilities, 
hey will have satiated their thirst in. the undis- | 
tinguished destruction of your citizens upon your | 
southern borders.. Sir, (said Mr. M.,) suppress 
their appalling outrages, and then‘inquire to the 
fall satisfaction of the gentleman from Ohio. 

But the gentleman objects to the manner in 
which this bilteomes before us. The: Committee | 
of Ways and Means, on receiving from the Sec- 
retary of War a communication stating the neces- 
sity, and asking the appropriation, rought in: 
the bill without delay. his the gentleman 
thinks irregular, improper, and’ manifesting’ & 
want of respect'on the part of executive officers 
to this House} and he would subject everything 
to the strict and tedious course of parliamentary 
form, requiring a message on the subject from 
the President, without which our dignities are 
word to be questioned, and perhaps infringed: 

hy, sir, (said Mr. M.,) if the practice, now 
for the first time, he believed, complained of; be 
irregular or improper, then he believed such ir- 
regularities had existed coeval with the Consti- 
tution, because such practice had prevailed on all 
cetasions of emergency since the formation of: 
the Confederacy. The official communications 
of the Executive officers to the chairmen of com- 


: Ohio would be 


the basis of its action, and that, too, without detri- 
ment or injury, unless it should be to our digni- 
ties! For his part, (Mr. M. said,) he entertained 
: ho morbid jealousies in that respect, as he usually 
acted with those who regarded the substances 
rather than the shadow of things. Moreover, 
sir, the course preseritied by the gentleman from 
) ikely, in all cases of Indian wars, 
to permit the enemy to sound his thrilling war- 
whoop in the doors of your Capitol, before you 
could prepare to resist, if such preparation de- 
ended upon the passage of an appropriation bill 

| ere in the usual progress of zack things. 
l TRANSFERS OF PUBLIC MONEY. 


May 19, 1836. 


The following resolution, submitted on Tues- ` 


day, by Mr. Ewrna, of Ohio, came up for con- 
sideration: 


Resolved, Thatthe Secretary of the Treasury be directed 
to inform the Senate what amount of transfers of the pub- 


tic money has been made by his direction since the 30th of 
June las, from the Commercial Bank of Cineinnati, and 
also from the Clinton Bank of Columbus, to banks cast of 
the Alleghany mountains, giving the date and amount of 
all such transfers, and the banks from and to which they 
were made. And, also, that he inform the Senate what 
transfers are ordered from each of the above-named banks, 
and when, and to what banks, they are to be made. That 
he also inform the Senate what amount of transfers was 


made to each one of the said banks in Ohio, since the 30th | 


of June last, and what amount, if any, is now ordered to 
each. 


in its original form. - 


"Mr. EWING, of Ohio, explained. at length 


| the object in moving the resolution. He said, as || 
| far as he could discover, in the original call, he | 


| had got everything he had asked for; but the 
i Secretary took special care not to go an inch 
i beyond the inquiry, and had enlarged on other 
| points not embraced in the call. In the next 
| call he had made, the Secretary had sent him 
' sixteen pages of what might have been con- 
tained in one. 


| know how to draw up a resolution of inquiry 
in relation: to information.to be: obtained from 
| that Department. He insisted that he was not 
mistaken -in regard ‘to .the transfers from Ohio, 
las the Senator from: New: York had supposed 


he was. 
Mr. HUBBARD remarked that he could not 
rceive the propriety of the course which had 
Peen pursued by the Senator from Ohio. He 


necessary, upon the offer of the present resolution 
before the Senate, to go into a full consideration 
of the reports which had been communicated by 
the Secre 
olution which had been previously presented to 
the Senate by the Senator himself. It seemed to 
him altogether more appropriate that the charac- 
ter of those reports should have been discussed 
when they were first transmitted to the Senate. 
But the Senator had seen fit to take a different 
course—one more consonant, undoubtedly, to his 
own feelings, and more in accordance with his 
sense of propriety. Although, from the begin- 
ning, he could not well understand the object of 
the:Senator from Ohio in moving these resolu- 
tions, he could not see how, in what way, the 
answers could, by any possibility, aid the Senate 
in its legislative action. He could hot well. per- 
ceive in what manner those resolutions were to 
aecomplish any valuable object. But he did not 
oppose the adoption of the nor.did he intend 
to th 
thé present reso 


lution. He did; on a former oc- 
casion, suppose, and he could not now but believe, 
that the Senator from Ohio felt himself called 
upon, in the faithful discharge of his duty here, 
to elicit the information sought for by his resolu- 
tions: he would not, however, on this particular 
casion, follow the example of the Senator. He 
could not feel himeelf at liberty, upon the ques- 


Thittees, even: to individual members of this 
Huuse, had (Mr. M- believed) often been made 


tion now before the Senate, to discuss the merits 
or the demerits of the 


In this call, he expected to get | 
the information he wanted, and would hereafter ; 


could not tell why- that Senator had thought it | 


of the Treasury, in answer to a res- 


ites pea 


row anything in the way of the adoption of | 


reports of the Secretary of _ 


i 


_ resolution. 


the Treasury, made some days ago, in answer to 
a resolution previously offered and previously 
adopted. He would not obtrude his’ own opin- 
ion of these reports upon the Senate. He should 
pass no judgment upon these communications of. 
the Secretary of the Treasury. He would, for 
himself merely say, that he entirely differed in 
opinion from the Senator from Ohio. He consid- 
ered the document in question a full and satisfac- 
tory answer to the inquiries contained in the first 
ljutio He could not but regard those com- 
munications as among the able arguments of that 


: Officer, clearly and conclusively showing the rea- 
| sons which have induced the action of the Depart- 
| ment in relation to its management of the public 


| Moneys. 


“DEBATE IN THE SENATE. 


He was willing, therefore, to leave the 
whole matter to the people themselves. They 
were entirely competent to form a correct judg- 
ment—thcy would doso. They would take the res- 
olution of the Senator from Ohio, they would take 
the answer of the Secretary of the Treasury to 
that resolution, and they will determine for them- 
selves; and in that determination he thought the 
Secretary might.safcly rely. He greatly miscon- 


. ceived if the Senator found himself sustained by 


popular sentiment in the judgment which he, in 
the course of his remarks, had seen fit to declare 
with reference to these reports. Let that matter 
ass. . He had risen not to discuss these reports, 
ut to reply to some general suggestions of the 
Senator from Ohio. . 
That gentleman had said, that by his first res- 
olution, he sought for the same information which 


f ' is called. for by th at lution; that ł 
Mr. HUBBARD moved to amend the resolu- |; iwcalted a inset aba soem aise ea 


tion by inserting, “and the Franklin Bank of |: 
Ohio,” which was also a deposit bank in that |: 
State, and which was omitted in the resolution | 


expected to obtain the information now required 
from the Secretary of the Treasury under his 
first resolution; and of consequence, the Senator 
from Ohio, he presumed, is prepared to charge 
ba the Secretary of the Treasury an omission 
of duty in this particular. Now, there is nothing 
clearer, more-evident, than that the first resolution 
offered by that Senator was materially, essentially 
different in its terms, from the resolution which is 
now before the Senate; and the Secretary of the 
Treasury could not, under that resolution, with- 
out having committed the greatest violence upon 


i language, have given to it. a different considera- 


tion—a different construction from what he did 


lve. $ Say 8 ween X 
a It would have been passing strange if the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury. had, under the. first reso~ 
lution, communicated the facts, the information 
requited by the resolution’ now before the Sen- 
ate. If the Seeretary had done this, he would 
agree with the gentleman from Ohio, that his 
report would have been an argument without 
authority—an answer to aninquiry never made. 
In such a case, the Secretary would have been 
clearly obnoxious to the charge of making an 
officious, uncalled-for communication. But he 
hazarded nothing in saying that the Secretary 
of the Treasury, in communicating to the Senate 
his answer to the first resolution, had done all 
that he was authorized to do, and had done 
nothing more than he was authorized to do. What 
was required by the first resolution——what 
were its provisions? And what-is required, and 
what are the ‘provisions of the present resolu- 
tion? He would subjoin a literal copy of each 
resolution; and a' bare reading of them would 
show that no two papers were more essentially 
variant ‘in their terms and reqūitements. ‘There 
can be no mistake, no misapprehension about 


This was: the first resolution; the following is 
an exact copy of-the present resolution: 

“Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be direct- 
ed to inform the Senate what amount of transfers of the 
public. money has been, by his direction, since the 30th of 
June last, transferred from the Commercial Bank, and also 
from the Franklin Bank of Cincinnati, and also from the 
Qlinton Bank of Columbus, w the banks east of the Alle- 
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ghany mountains, giving the date and amount of all such 
transters. and the banks from and to which they were 
made. And, also, that he inform the Senate what transfers 
are ordered ftom each of the above named banks, and 
when and to what banks they are to be made. That he also 
inorm the Senate what amount of translers was made to 
each one of the said banks in Ohio since the 30th of June 
last; and what amount, irany, is now ordered to each.” 
The first resolution asked what amount of 
moneys received for public lands, in the States of 
Ohio. Indiana, Illinois, and Missouri, and the 
Michigan Territory, has been transferred to the 
banks in the eastern cities, since the 30th of June, 
832, and the answer was promptly and trul 
. , * n 
given. The report stated what “amount of 
money’? had been transferred from Ohio, &c. 
This was the inquiry, and this inquiry was an- 
swered. But the present resolution asks what 
amount has been transferred from particular banks, 
each in Ohio, including all the deposit banks in 
Ohio, and in Ohio alone. Would it have been 


ossible for the Secretary of the Treasury to have | 
inferred that this was the purpose of the Senator : 
When he | 


from Ohio under his first resolution? 
asked what amount ef money had been transferred 
from the “States of Ohio, Indiana, Illinois, Mis- 
souri, and from the Michigan Territory,” that all 
the Senator intended was, to be informed of the 
amounts which had been transferred from ‘‘par- 
ticular banks in Ohio,” this could not have been 

resumed.’ The Senator was probably dissatis- 
fied by the answer given to his first resolution; 
but it was given, truly and promptly given; and he 
would assure the Senator, that he would as truly 
and as promptly receive an answer to the present 
ashe did to his first resolution. Again: The 
first resolution did not ask the amount or date of 
each transfer, but only the whole amount since 
30th June, 1835, and the names of the banks to 
and from which made. The answer was given. 
But how is this resolution? Itasks for the date 
and amount of each transfer, and the banks from and 
to which it was made. The known industry of the 
head of the Treasury Department will, without 
delay, furnish an answer to this inquiry. No in- 
formation, he was sure, would be withheld by that 
officer from the Senate, or from the gentleman 
from Ohio. which they or he may think proper 
to ask for; but aly the Secretary had a right 
to expect that the wished-for information should 


be asked in language which reason and intelli- 


gence might comprehend. 

Again: The first resolution asked whether any 
more transfers were ordered, and only that, and 
in PPE it was stated there were, and the reply 
covered the whole inquiry. But this resolution 


asks the amount of each transfer ordered, and ' 
when to take effect, and the banks to and from | 


which they are made. He would assure the Sen- 


ator that an answer to his last inquiry would be | 


at once given. 
Again: The first resolution asked nothing about 


the transfers to Ohio or its banks, and hence they ; 


were stated only in the gross, in the illustration 
of the transfers therein. 
tion asks for the amount of transfers to each of 
the said banks in Ohio during said time. In truth, 


jects in view, and more plainly and intelligibly cx- 
pressing those objects. If, then, the Senator from 
Ohio was disappointed in the answer to his first 
resolution—if he was disturbed by the answer, 
he must find the cause of that disappointment at 
his own door. He has no right to impute it to 
any misunderstanding, to any misconception, to 
any omission of duty on the part of the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury. 

From the course of the Senator’s remarks, one 
would infer that great wrong had been, practiced 


upon Ohio—that great injustice had been done to | 
the course pursued by the Sec- | 


her interests b 


retary of the Treasury in relation to the transfers 


of the public money from Ohio to other parts of ; 


the Union. But this will not turn out to be the 


case. It will be seen that, at the last bank returns ‘| 
from that State, there were millions more of the | 
public money then in deposit within that State | 


than there was on the 30th June, 1835. Does 
this look like oppression—like partiality? It will 
be found that much more was in deposit at the 
last returns, than can be wanted for public ex- 
penditure within that State during the whole course 


But the present resolu- |: 


1 of the current year; that there was much more at 
i the last returns in that State than there was in all 


f 


| 


the New England States, with the exception of J 
Massachusetts. Docsall this savor of oppression? 


Does this look like a settled determination on the 
part of the Secretary to pursue a severe course 
with reference to Ohio—a course calculated to 
bring embarrassment upon her interests, and ruin 
uponher citizens? Let it be remembered that no 
blame can be imputed to the Secretary of the 
Treasury in relation to the kind of money re- 
ceivable for the sale of the public lands. He has 
no power over that matter; and, if he had, he 
would be the last man in the community to ex- 
‘erciseitimproperly. The legislation of Congress 
has settled that question; they have declared what 
money shall be receivable for the sales of the 
public lands. ‘hat cannot, therefore, be a regu- 
‘lation of the Treasury Department. The deposit 
‘banks will receive whatever money the laws of 
Congress require; if they go beyond this, it is 
matter of regulation between themsclves and the 
banking institutions of the country, with which 


the Treasury Department has nothing to do, and 


should have nothing to do. 


The revenue of the country is collected princi- 


pally from imports and from the sale of the public 
| lands. The revenue is collected for the use and 
' the purposes of the Government. It would be 
preposterous to suppose that it must remain for 
public expenditure at the various points where it 
may be received. This cannot be done. And 
' wherever the public necessity or the public conve- 
nience require public expenditure, there must the 
public money be concentrated. And the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury would be a most unfaithful 


. public officer if he should omit to be seasonably | 
and sufficiently prepared at all points to meet the ' 


public wants. This he has, thus far, done, and 
this he has, thus far, well done; and this seemed 
to him to be the head and front of his offense. 
From what has been already said, it is not at 
all difficult to show why transfers have been, from 
time to time, made of the public money from one 
point to another point of the Confederacy. Much 
more of the public money is collected at certain 
points than is necessarily wanted at those points 
for public use. This is the case with respect to 
Ohio. 


i: in that State than was necessarily required there 
| for public expenditure. What was to be done? 
| Most clearly it became the bounden duty of the 
| Secretary of the Treasury to cause portions of 
| the public treasure to be transferred to those 
points where it would be wanted. But two con- 
| siderations alone, he presumed, had ever con- 
` trolled the Secretary in such proceedings. Where 
ever the public convenience would be subserved; 


From the sales of the public lands, more | 
money within the last few years has been received | 


to the discretion of the Secretary, the public 
moncy had been managed with a ‘steady adher- 
ence to public convenience, and to the secnrity of 
the public treasure. This had been the polic 

and the manifest course of the Secretary of RA 


. Treasury; and, although such broad and general 


‘United States? 


denunciations of that officer have of late become 
frequent on this floor, yet he thought it would be 
extremely difficult for the Senator from Ohio, or 
for any other gentleman, here or elsewhere, to put 
his finger upon one single official act of the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury, in relation to his manage- 
ment of the public money, showing any derelic- 
tion of public duty, evincing either malfeasance 
or misfeasance in office. Where is the evidence 
of mismanagement? It exists only in imagina- 
tion; it has no foundation in fact. “Have ‘nat all 
the public moneys been safely preserved? Have 
they not been transmitted from one point of the 
Union to another, as the public convenience de- 
manded, and without any charge to the public? 
Has not the rate of exchange between the most 
commercial cities of the Union been as low as it 
ever was in the best days of the Bank of the 
All this is true; and, notwith- 
standing the speculations which we have so fre- 
quently heard upon this floor, there is no good 
reason to doubt of the entire and perfect safety 
of the public money now in deposit. He should 
want no easier task than to demonstrate this fact, 
upon the showing of the banks themselves, upon 
the ordinary principles of business transactions. 
Yet the Secretary of the Treasury is anxious, and 
most anxious, to get rid of this charge. He is 
particularly solicitous—a solicitude which he has 
expressed time and again to his friends in this 
and in the other House, to have this whole sub- 
ject regulated by an act of Congress; and that his 
duty, should any duty devolve upon him under 
the act, may be exclusively of a ministerial char- 
acter. He could not well see how the Secretary 
could desire anything different. He has no sin- 
ister views to accomplish. He has no specula- 
tion or purposes to aid, through the power and 
influence of the public treasure. He must, there- 
fore, on this point, be permitted to differ with the 
gentleman from Ohio. There was not a particle 
of doubt that the Secretary was honestly and 
most sincerely destrous to be relieved from this 
responsibility. But so long as the responsibility 
shall rest upon him—so long as the duty of taking 
the care and charge of the public money shalk 
devolve upon him, he will not shrink from that 
responsibility, or fail to perform that duty. 

Mr. WEBSTER hoped the gentleman from 
Ohio [Mr. Ewinc] was mistaken, and that the 


| matter regulating the deposit banks would not be 


i: wherever the better security of the public money | 
l. would be promoted, there the Secretary has caused : 


: the transfers to be made. But on no one ocasion 
_ has that officer, in the performance of this high and 


i; or political considerations. This he beheved to 


can be shown where the Secretary has been under 


proper considerations. 

The Senator from Ohio has been pleased to say, 
i| in the course of his remarks, ‘‘ that there never 
has been a subject more shamefully mismanaged 
than the public moneys have since they have 
been under the direction of the Secretary of the 
Treasury.” This may be so; but he should re- 
quire some better evidence of the fact than the 
declaration of that Senator. 
ii hesitate to declare as his deliberate opinion, in 
the most unqualified terms, that the public mon- 
eys had been managed, by the present head of the 
Department, with safety and with economy. 


Senator from Ohio in this particular. For him- 
self, he most conscientiously believed, instead of 


they had been on all oce ‘ons, and at all times, 
managed with a strict regard to the existing laws 
of Congress, as far as those laws could have an 

possible bearing upon the subject; and when left 


For one, he did not ; 


e must differ in opinion, therefore, with the | 


responsible duty, been governed by any personal . 


|! be the true state of the case; and, unt.lan instance . 


it would be difficult to conceive of two resolu- | 
tions having more clearly distinct and different ob- || the influence of selfish views, he will presume | 


i| that he has been solely governed by pure and |! 


1 


| 


there having been any mismanagement of the | 
public moneys under the charge and supervision _ 
of the present head of the Treasury Department, | 


1 
i 


from the unscttled state of the question, and sai 


postponed, and that all necessary information 
would be obtained without delay. The delay in 
adopting appropriate measures was much to be 
regretted. He adverted to the public injury PE 


commercial affairs would not return to their ac- 
customed course until Congress acted upon tke 
subject or adjourned, and thereby show that it 
would not act at all. If no distribution under the 
land bill should take place, some regulations to 
enuble these banks to meet the wants of the people 
should be made. Next to measures intended to 
defend the frontier against invasion, there was 


_nothing more important or more urgent than this 


subject. 
Mr. HUBBARD (in reply to Mr. WEBSTER) 


' remarked that he presumed that he was not under- 
i stood when up before, to have said he should make 


any opposition to any legislative measure having 
for its object the proper regulation of the public 
money now in the deposit banks. He was as de- 


: cidedly in favor of such a measure as any Senator 


on this floor; and with the Senator from Massachu- 


| setts, he hoped that the subject would *‘ not be post 


| 


” but thatit wourd be, ‘ with- 
considered and acted on” 
best interests 
money in de- 
He could not 


poned or neglected, 
out unnecessary delay, 
by Congress. He believed that the 
of the banks which had the public 
posit called for such a measure. } 
doubt that the interests of the commercial com- 
munity most pressingly, most imperiously, de- 
manded the prompt action of Congress upon this 
subject. He believed that a proper regulation of 
this whole matter would add to the security of 
the public treasure, by inspiring public confidence 


1896.) 
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in thos institutions which should have the public 
mony ia charge. He was prepared to go with 
th Senator from Massachusetts for the adoption 
of jast regulations for the government of the de- 
post banks. The sooner this was accomplished, 
the better it would be for those institutions—the 
herrer t would be for the commercial community. 
The sooner tha was accomplished, the sooner 
would the bead of the Treasury Department be 
riered from the reiterated, but groundless—he 
would not say malieious—attacks which are daily 

pared orh against him tn relauion to this subject. 

here isevery consideration which should induce 
the catlest possible attention of Congress to this 
matter. 

The nt state of the money market in the 

ineinal cities in the eastern States demands this 
measure at our hands. No man could be blind 
to the causes which produced the present pressure 
ia our commercial cities. The most astonishing 
faet is, that amidst all the calamity, all the pres- 
sure which has pervaded some sections, the mer- 
eactile community have been able to stand ereet — 
to maintain their hizh eredit against all the dis- 
asters and @:scoaraz-ments which have arisen 
withinth: fast few monthe. They have done so, 
and th:s circumstance alone cannot fail to in- 
surea hgh confidences in the integrity, resourers, 
and charseter of our commercial community. 
There is no scarcity of money: there isan abund- 
ance of means. ere arver has been a time 
when the farmer, the mechanic, the manufacturer, 
were commanding higher and better prices for the 
peodactions of their labor. The present pressure 
pewerds from the great uncertainty and doubt 
which hangs over the action of Congress upon the 
subjers of the publie money. And the great 
amant of the public money in the charge of par- 
beular banks, throughout the whole country, in- 
creases, inder existing circumstances, rather than 
dminishes that pressure. Our superabundance 
v! contiaue tobe an evil, rather than a blessing, 
so (ang as the deposit banks and the publice money 
shall not be subject to “juat regulations.” 

Let Congress, then, act upon this subject; let 
prover aad just regulations be adopted; let the de- 
posit banks be fairly protected; Irt them at least 
understand on what they may rely; let them be 
told that a reasonable opportunity shall be given 
to them to pay over to the Government the pub- 
he money whenever it shall exceed a given 
amount, fet them well understand me saad of 
the Government, and all will be well. e com- 
meraal community will no longer experience the 
effets of the money pressure; business will re- 
sume its accustomed channels; activity and enter- 
pre again will characterize the operations of the 
tmerchantand the manufacturer; success and pros- 
penty will, as usual, flow from their efforts and 
from their energ es. 

Mr. WBIGHT said, that if he were called upon 
to answer the question, what connection this 
fist of inquiry had with the necessary legislation 
of the ecountry—he should be at a loss to answer 
n. They seem to be of a local, and, he thought, 
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De rfense of Flori 


‘had not exactly gone through such a preliminar 
form and process as to be entirely consistent with 
the dignity of this body; and gentlemen had un- | 
justly, as he thought, taken occasion to animad- 
Vert In no sparing terms upon the ‘loose man- 
ner”? in which this House had proceeded to make 
appropriations for the suppression of Indian hos- 
ulities in Florida, and the defense of our western 

frontier. 

It had been said both by his colleague and by 

the gentleman from Tennessee, {Mr. BeLL,) that 

the Executive Department of the Government had 
not treated us with due courtesy in not communi- 
eating directly to this House through its Speaker; 
that it should not have made its first communica- 
tion either to the Committee on Ways and Meana 
or the Committee on Military Affairs. To thishe 
would answer, that in regard to appropriations of 
this description, it had been the practice of the 


* Executive, ever since the formation of the Gov- 


somewhat of a personal character, and the an- ; 


swers to them did not seem to suit the Senator, 
because there was too machin them, That Sen- 
ator was mistaken in seeming to suppose that 
transfera were made to the city of New York for 
tome favored purpose; and he thonght he would, 
if he continued his calls on the Department, get 
facts that would be more difficult to impeach, than 
to aleze there were important facts behind. 


DEFENSE OF FLORIDA. 


REMARKS OF HON. A. VANDERPOEL, 
OF NEW YORK, 
Iw rug Hovse op Rerarsewrarives, 
May 21, 1836, 
On the bil providing for the payment of expenses 
of Militia in ike defense: of Florida. 

Mr. VANDERPOEL said, that none of the 
gendemen who had spoken upon this bill had, as 
i told us that they intended to vote against it. 

t wemed that his honorable colleague Mr. 
Graxcea] and the honorable gentleman from 
Tennessee (Mr. Beit] were dissatisfied because 
the bif did not come before us exactly in the 


$ 


| 


ji 


ll tion to exclude party from debate 
i Grancer} had more than once 


ernment, to intimate his wants in the first instance 
to the committee to which, from its organization, 
such matters should most naturally be confided; 
and then the committee, after it had duly exam- 
ined the subject, had been in the habit of reporting 
to the House a bill, together with all the commu- 
nications which showed the necessity of makin 
the appropriation called for. Such, surely, had 
been the practice here in relation to the appropri- 
ations which we had already made to suppress 
Indian hostilities, and to provide for apprehended 
difficulties upon the borders of Texas. We most 
certainly have had spread before us all the lights 
and all the reasons for which the appropriations 
for the defense of the south western or Texan fron- 
tier was called. The letter of General Gaincs to 
the Secretary of War, the instructions of the Sec- 
retary to General Gaines, together with the oc- 
currences and the intelligence which induced the 
apprehension of trouble in that quarter, were all 
read from the Clerk’s desk; and when we voted 
th» appropriation, we did so, sir, aftera full pos- 
session of all the lights with which either the 
President or the Secretary of War was favored. 
For his part, he cared not whether the House or 
one of the standing committees of the House were 
first favored with the evidences that indicated the | 
necessity or expediency of such appropriations, 
provided we had the benefit of them before we 
acted definitively inthe matter. In times of danger | 
and emergency, when expedition was necessary, 
he did not think that we should be so pertina- | 
ciously attentive to our own dignity as to lose | 
sight of the precious interests that were committed 
to our charge. Our constituents would surely 
excuse us for not being over punctillious about 
points of etiquette, for not being quite so regard- 
ful of our own special dignity, when we were 
called upon to provide safeguards against the 
horrid savage butcheries of our western border- 
ers, They will excuse us, if, on such occasions, 
we should go rather for the substance than for the 
form, and would be apt much sooner to overlook 
and forgive a little precipitancy on our part, than 
the procrastination of salutary measures, on ac- 


count of any sublimated notions of our own dig- |; 
‘ influence, 


nity. 

Xe. V. said that his colleague [Mr. Grances] 
had again alluded to the policy of removing the 
Indians to the other side of the Mississippi, and | 


— Mr. Vanderpoel. 


right way, and that the subject-matter of the bill || o 


| 
j 
j 


' the disc 


Ho. or Rers, 


pposed to this palicy. He had told us ona formet 
occasion that he was nota disciple of the non- 
committal school. He (Mr. V.) did not mean 
here to perform the office either of catechist or 
catechumen; he had witnessed too many occa- 
sions on which the functions of the former were 
unprofitably exercised, not to feel admonished 
that, as a general rule, it was unwise to usurp 
them; but if he could be induced to propound a 
single interrogatory to his colleaguc, he would 
ask him in plain English whether he was Jer or 
against the policy of removing the Indians to the 
other side of the Mississippi? Was he to under- 
stand, from the fact of pis telling us in a tone 
somewhat sarcastic, that this Administration 
would be entitled to all the glory or all the dis- 
honor of the measure; that he [Mr. GRANGER 
was opposed to their removal; that he woul 
rather ace them remain in the midst of the white 
settlements, claiming a right of sovercignty para- 
mount to the sovereignty and jurisdiction of those 
States within whose limits they were located, and 
constantly endangering the peace and lives of those 
white communities who resided in their vicinity? 
He wished his colleague would come out open 
upon this subject, and Hot remain long in a posi- 
tion whence he could jump either way, according 
to results that time might bring forth. 

Much had been said about our legislating under 
the influence of a panic here; we had been told 
that the citizens in the neighborhood of your In- 
dian tribes were panic-stricken, and that we ought 
not to partake of this spirit, Was there not. 
(asked Mr. V.) enough in the history of the past 
six months to justify a panic in those. unfortu- 
nate citizens, whose lot was cast in the neighbor- 
hood of the savages? What have they witnessed 
in Florida? Why,a little band of Indians, not 
exceeding six or eight hundred warriors, baffling 

pine and prowess of nearly or quite the. 
whole of your regular army, and not a few vol- 
unteers and militia-men to boct! What else had 
hana witnessed? Why, they had seen efforts 
made here to authorize the raising of troops to 
nip in the bad those general and most desolating 
Indian aggressions with which we were now. 
threaten and insteadof a unanimity and alac- 


| rity that should crown such natural and most 


reasonable efforts, they had seen honorable gen- 


i tlemen, who professed te be versed in Grecian 


and Romam story, rise in, their places 4ad tell ue, 


' in most solemn tones, that a small addition to 


your standing army would endanger the liberty of 


' your country; that standing armies were the rocks 


upon which the ancient republics had split! They 


| have seen a single regiment of mounted dragoons 


; and even behel 


i 


most grudgingly added to your standing forces, 
this addition encountering fierce 
opposition from many of the representatives of 
this great, this wealthy and powerful nation! 


Were not our borderers, then, in view of the 


horrible outrages with which they were threat- 
ened, of the feeble standing force of the country, 
and the surprising reluctance with which a man, 
was here added to it, justified in yielding to a. 
little panic? Some of us had been rebuked for 

artaking of this panic, and legislating under its 
. There were some gentlemen so en- 


' tirely phlegmatic, that it would almost seem that 
| they would require an accurate inventory of the 


had reminded us, with that solemnity of tone and |: 


manner which distinguished all his efforts here, 
i that gentlemen of ‘* the Opposition” could not al- 
| lude to the manner in which these appropriations 
i for Indian wars were passed through this House, 
| without being suspected of, or charged with carp- 
| ing for party purposesagainst the Administration. 
j If his honorable colleague djsclaimed all party 
| influences in the objections which were urged 
| against the manner in which these appropriation 
| bills were here originated and passed, he could 
| only say, that his speech to-day was not the most 
! satisfactory evidence of the sincerity of such dis- 
| elaimer. Ít smacked of anything, and so had 
ry speech with which his colleague had yet 
caus smacking of anything but a disposi- 
fe He [Mr. 
alluda to ae 
olicy of removing the Indians, and if he co: 
ather aught fom the manner in which he had, 
alluded to this subject, it was that he was: 


| eve 
favor 


number of scalps actually taken, duly authenti- 
cated by the hand and seal of the Governor of a 
State or Territory, before they could be induced 
to act. For, his part, he made no pretention to, 
such stoicism. e did not want to see the blood- 
stained tomahawk, or hear the shrieks of inno-. 
cent victims, before he could be moved to precau-. 
tionary measures, though. those measures might 
cost money. He was no enthusiast; but on oc- 
casiong like these, he would not, because he could 
not measure the exact degrec of danger, or weigh | 
in golden scales the amount of relief necessary 
to arrest it, It was enough for him that Florida 
was almostdesolated; that though one campaign. 
on our part, had closed, yet the tomahawk an 
scalping-knife were again performing their blood 
offices; that the Creeks were rising, as was sald, 
by thousands; and that we had too much reason 
to fear that the’ war spirit had seized most of the 
savages along the whole line of our extensive 
weetern borders. sis 
It had been asked, why has not the Executive 
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given us more information as to the extent of thi 
war and the causes that have produced it? and 
one honorable gentleman had uttered a most dole- 
ful prophecy. He had told us that some five or 
six years hence, when the historian shall look 
for the cause of this war, he will in vain search | 
for light among the records and proceedings of 
this House. It surely was not so. No gentle- 
man could doubt that all the intelligence in pos- 
session of the Executive as to the causes, the 
origin, and progress of this Florida war, had been 
freely and fully communicated to this House. 
Who could now tell the cause of it? Who would | 
pretend to know the wi 
the savage m1 § i 

first induced him to whet and raise his weapons 
of death? And asto the extent to which, and 
the time in which, this war was yet to rage, was 
the Executive omniscient, that he could tell us, 
and thus enable us to measure our appropriations 
exactly by the number and extent of the conflicts 
in the future ? 

He did not believe that the wily Osceola was 
so kind and courteous as to keep our Exccutive 
informed, from time to time, when and where he 
intended to strike his blows. 

As to this particular bill now before us, it 
should be borne in mind that it made no additional 
appropriation. It only provided out of our former 
appropriation for the payment of debts which we | 
fairly owe. The first section of the bill provided | 
for the repayment of those funds which States | 
and corporations had so promptly and honorably | 


advanced in time of emergency, on account of | the Ty 
! was full, was reduced to half a million in 1821, 


the militia received into the service of the United 
States for the defense of Florida; and the amend- 
ment proposed by the honorable gentleman from 
Florida Mr. Warre] provided for the payment 
of those volunteers who had been called out b 
Generals Clinch and Fernandez, without a previ- 
ous order from the Secretary of War. He wished 
that this amendment could also have been looked 
into and reported to us by the Committee on 
Military Affairs; but as all gentlemen seemed to 
ree that these troops ought to be paid, he would 
cheernilly ive his vote, not only for the first 
section of the bill, but also for the amendment. 


FORTIFICATIONS. 


SPEECH OF HON. T. H. BENTON, 
OF MISSOURI, 


In Senare, May 22, 1836. 


Mr. BENTON said, the immediate question 
before the Senate related to the prospective ap- 
propriations—the appropriations for two or more 

ears at once—for carrying on the fortifications. 

e had moved amendments to this effect in pur- 
suance of instructions from the Military Commit- 
tee, and the committee had acted under the recom- 
mendation of the Secretary of War, (Mr. Cass.) 


Personally, he (Mr. B.) would wish to make all | 


the provisions of the bill acceptable to those who 
were favorable to its gencral object, and should he 
sorry that any such should be alienated from the 
bill by the proposed amendment. He would go 
far to keep it in a form that should be acceptable 
to them; but there was one class of objectors to 
this form of appropriation, to whose conscientious 
and constitutional scruples he could not defer, and 
whom he held to be estopped—if he might use a 
law term—whom he held to be estopped by their 
own act, and forever barred from setting up this 
objection; he alluded to the distribution of the 
revenue—to the gentlemen who, at a former ses- 
sion, and at the present one, had voted for five 
years’ appropriations at once of what was called 
ihe proceeds of the public lands. To thescruples of 
these gentlemen he could not defer, and with their 
objections he could have no compromise; for he 
could not comprehend the train of reasoning a 
which gentlemen could bring themselves to balk 
at small and limited appropriations for two ycars, 
for objects named in the Constitution, after having 
voted indefinite millions for five ycars, for a pur- 

ose not named, not thought of, not dreamed of 
in the Constitution, nor heard of until forty years 
after that instrument was formed. 


Id vagaries that influenced |; 

nd, the imaginary grievances that |: 
i . . . 

When the appropriation is made for two years 


i 


i sons for them at this time. 


' get an appropriation. 
| page of the works at the end of this year, and a 


tion in its favor. 
extended appropriations for the support of armics; 
but that was founded upon a reason peculiar to 
armics; a reason which could have no application 
to the construction of forts, and if it did, would 
not militate against the proposed appropriations, 


but would sanction them, for two years was the ; 


limitupon the Army appropriations, and two years 
is theextent of the proposed appropriations for the 
fortifications. So faras the Constitution was con- 
cerned, the argument, then, is in favor of the 
measure; and so far as reason and propriety are 
concerned, and the practice of the Government 
has gone, the argument is entirely in its favor. 


together, the work continues without iaterruption 
during the winter, and the winter is the time to 
advance with this kind of work, and that both in 
the North and in the South. In the South, it is 


the season of doing the work; in the North, itis , 


| the season for collecting materials and making 


contracts. The practice of Congress sanctions 
this mode of appropriations. The annual appro- 


| priation of $200,000 for arming the militia is one 
! instance, and has stood for thirty or forty years. 


The appropriation of a million a year for eight 
ars, in 1816, for the gradual increase of the 


e 
Nave. is another instance; and these appropria- , 


tions, though made for a term of years, are always 
under the control of Congress, and may be reduced 
or discontinued when it pleases. Of this the naval 
appropriation was a signal instance; for the mil- 
lion per annum voted in 1816, when the Treasury 


when it was empty. 

Independent of these general and permanent 
reasons in favor of double appropriations for forts, 
Mr. B. said there were special and peculiar rea- 
We were now going 
on two years without money for this object. The 
present year might be considered as lost. The 


‘length of time which this bill had been delayed, 


and the time that it might yet be delayed, extin- 
guished the hope of doing much work this year. 


i It was rather for next year than the present that 


he was attempting to provide, or, to speak more 
accurately, it was for the winter of 1836-37, and 
for the spring of 1837, that he was attempting to 
It was to prevent the stop- 


i new delay of three or four months next spring, 
‘that he was now struggling; for every person 


knew thatthe appropriations for the year 1837 will 
not be made until the 3d day of March; after 
which time it would be necessary to advertise 
for work and materials, to collect hands, and to 
allow the reasonable period for competition among 
bidders, which economy required. 

Mr. B. could not take Icave of this part of the 
subject without recurring to the opinions of the 
Sceretary of War, notwithstanding the singular 


fate which secmed to attend that gentleman’s | 


reports and recommendations. All praised them. 
Both sides of the Chamber united in applauding 
them. 
plause in favor of all that he said; but the moment 


off. The Opposition gentlemen are against the 
vote; they array their deeds against their words, 
and, having given their applause, they withhold 
their help. This had been witnessed on many 
occasions besides the present onc; still he would 


| i 


i 
i 


wonderful than the contradictory exhibitions upon 
fortifications which this Chamber and this session 
display? —Two months ago it was a question of 
sharp debate to know who had oceasioncd the loss 
of the fortification bill at the last session; and both 
sides of the Chamber, repulsing the blame from 
themselves, and throwing it on their adversaries, 
_ contended for the palm of preéminence to devo- 
tion to fortifications. Then came eertain reso- 
‘lutions of his own importing, that the surplus 
revenue ought to be sct apart as a conservative 
. fund, sacred to the defense of the country, until 
all defenses, military and naval, were on the scale 
of strength and respectability which the honor 
and independence of agreat people required. On 
the discussion of these resolutions, he found him- 
‘self lefi behind by Opposition gentlemen. They 
darted ahead of him! They went beyond the 
| surplus! They plunged into the integral revenue! 
| Nothing would content their incontinent zeal, but 
a resolve to pledge all the revenue, and taxes 
besides, if necessary, to this great object; and so 
the vote passed, and that unanimously. This was 
_in March, about two months ago; and now when 


L we come forward with a list of a few forts— 


: twelve small ones at points of acknowledged im- 
portance—and want a small part of that mass of 
money in the Treasury, the magnitude of which 

| is so afflicting to gentlemen, behold there is a de- 

cided opposition to the scheme! A systematic 
| opposition is displayed; some objecting to forts 
altogether; others to those in this bill; others to 

i those notinit; others again agrecing to forts in the 
abstract, but refusing to take them in any form in 
which they can be presented. This was the sin- 
gular exhibition which would excite his wonder, 
if he permitted himself to wonder at anything. 
But he did not so permit himself, and less on this 
occasion than any other; for he saw and knew pcr- 
fectly well the cause and source of this whole con- 
tradiction. It was the division of the money in the 
Treasury which was at the bottom of all! that 
division—that fatal scheme of dividing money— 
which was now delaying, obstructing, and defeat- 

| ing so many measures for the good of the country; 
and this one among others! Itis a conflict between 


. distribution and defense: it was a contest between 


There seemed to be an emulation of ap- | 


! we come to action, the scene shifts; the moment ` 
| we want to vote, there is a division—one side is 


make the experiment again, and try the Secreta- | 
ry’s recommendation on the particular point now , 


under consideration. Mr. B. then rea 
Secretary’s report of April 8: 


from the |: 


& I think that, when the plan of a work has been approved 


| by Congress, and its construction authorized, the whole | 
appropriation should be made at once, to be drawn from the | 


‘Treasury in annual installments, to be fixed by the Jaw. 
This mode of appropriation would remedy much of the 
inconvenience which has been felt for years in this branch 
of the publie service. The uncertainty respecting the ap- 
propriations annually deranges the business, and the delay 
which biennially takes place in the passage of the neces- 
sary law reduces the alternate season of operations to a 
comparatively short period. An exact inquiry into the 


effect which the present system of making the appropria- |: 


tions has had upon the expense of the works, would prob- : 


ably exhibit an amount far greater than is generally antici- |: 


There was nothing in the Constitution against 


pated.” 


Mr. B. then turned to another part of his sub- 
thls prospective appropriation for building the | ject, and claimed the benefit of an ancient maxim | 


antagonist schemes—between the schemes of 
i taking the public money for the defense of the 
| country, an taking it for spoil and distribution 
| among political partisans. 
' Mr. B. wished to fix the attention of the Senate 
i and of the country upon the true nature of this 
contest, for it was portentous and alarming when 
‘a contest of such a nature could be got up, and 
i much more when it could be successfully main- 
tained in the Scnate. What was the true nature 
of this contest for the application of the public 
money? and what was the relative merit of the 
two schemes? Defense is an object known to 
the Constitution; and not only known to, but is 
the first and highest object of the Confederacy 
Tocstablish the common DEFENSE—to enable all to 
give that defense to cach which no one could give 
to itself—was the firstand paramount object of the 
Confederacy. The means of accomplishing that 
object are set forth by name in the Constitution; 
navies, armics, forts, arsenals, docks, and all the 
accessories of military and naval power. Con- 
gress is the instrument designated by the Con- 
stitution to provide these means for the purpose 
` of accomplishing this great object; and for this 
. purpose has power to raise money by loans or 
taxcs. This is the aspect under which the de- 
fense scheme presents itself to the Senate. Under 
_ what aspect docs the distribution scheme come 
' forth? Without name or warrant in the Consti- 
: tution! Nowhere can the name of the land bill 

be found in that instrument; nowhere cana word 
‘be found which, by any construction—by any 
interpretation—by any torture of the sense—can 
be made to countenance the idea of distribution, 
or any rule by which to make it. Authority is 
given in the Constitution to raise money for the 
common defense, and fortifications are one of 
the means of defense specified in the Consti- 
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tution; yet this unconstitutional scheme of dis- 
tribution now contends with the first object of 
the Constitution; it contends with the means of 
establishing the common defense; and, so far 


that a reduction of the peace establishment was deemed 
necessary, and the expenditures for fortifications were 
curtailed 

“The common defense was the principal object of our 
Confederacy, and for this the United States are bound to 


as the Senate is concerned, it contends success- || provide; and this is a work which should be entered upon 


fully and victoriously. Defense is delayed, di- |! 
minished, beat off, trampled down ‘in the Senate; | 
while distribution, triumphant and exulting, has 
long since floated through. Yes, sir, distribu- 
tion—distribution—distribution, is the absorbing 
and predominant feeling in the Senate. All other 
feelings seem to be shut out. Florida overrun | 
with the Indians; Georgia and Alabama reeking 
with blood and resounding with cries; the whole | 
West and northwest destitute of troops, and 
open to Indian incursions; the ranks of the army 
empty; fortifications stopped for two years; the . 
ordinary appropriation bills delayed beyond all ` 
example; voluntary movements of the people | 
everywhere to protect themselves from danger; 

et the Senate, the American Senate, deaf and : 
lind to all, can see nothing, can hear nothing, ; 
can talk of nothing, can dream of nothing, but |! 
the pivision OF THE sport. The surplus, the |; 
surplus, the surplus, is the engrossing theme; '' 
and the moment a dollar is proposed for the ser- 
vice of the country, hey cry out for their dear, 
beloved surplus! and it a war upon the sur- 
plus, and a wicked design to lessen the fund for 
distribution ! 

Mr. B. said that he had taken occasion a month 
ago, when the defense bills were postponed to 
make room for the passage of the distribution 
bill, to announce its future fate, and to claim for 
that scheme the distinction ‘of the most odious 
notoriety that ever befell any bill which had re- 
ceived the sanction of the Senate. That judgment 
wasin a rapid state of verification; and as far as 
parie sentiment had been developed, the odious 

il, with all its seductive, alluring,and tempting 
offers of mòney, was nothing but a stench in the 
nostrils of the people. In, vain had the large 
dividends been figured out in numbers by our land | 
committee, and offered to the States. All who || 
had voted had scornfully rejected the wretched | 
seduction. In vain has the exaggerated sum of |; 
$1,765,554 been proffered to the State of Virginia; 
m vain has the tempting bait of $513,472 been || 
extended to Connecticut; in vain has $167,655 || 
been held out to Rhode Island. The elections `i 
are over in all these States, and prove that, if 
these States have a price, that price is not yet at- `: 
tained in the land bill. The elections prove that i 
the Constitution and defense of the country are | 
superior to sordid money temptations; for, 1n all |; 
these States, the men and the party opposed to | 
an unconstitutional, debauching, and demoraliz- 
ing scheme of dividing money, and in favor of | 
constitutional objects by constitutional means are 
successful in the elections; and successful by in- ; 
creased majorities, and under the very guns and |; 
fire of the distribution bill; for the elections took ; 
place while the bill was impending here, while the 
report of the Senate’s committee was circulating | 
through the States, and while the table of distri- || 
bution was exhibited to every voter to show him | 
how much his State was to get. In each of the | 
States, the triumph of the Constitution and of | 
defense was gratifying and complete, and partic- 
ularly in Connecticut. Inthat State, the Senator 
by executive appointment, (Mr. Nires,]. who | 
distinguished himself by opposition to the bill, is | 
confirmed’ in his place by a legislative election | 
and an overwhelming majority. The Governor 
of the State (Governor Edwards) also received 
a triumphant majority, and in his message to the 
Legislature has spoken upon this subject with so 
much wisdom and patriotism that he (Mr. B.) 
could not deny himself the gratification of read- 


ing the passage to the Senate: : 
“It appears that there is an unprecedented accumulation 
of funds in the United ‘States Treasury; and this circum- 
stance has given rise to various speculations and plans for 
its distribution. The present, in this respect, is a novel 
state of things. Never before, since the establishment of 
our Government, could it be said that we were out of debt, 
and had at command more money than we felt immediate 
veeasion for. We have had a debt hanging at times rather 
heavily upon us, and we have been compelled by it to limit 
all our views and all our expenditures. At the close of the 
last war a military peace establishment was arranged; and 
such a force, and such only was retained, as the exigencies | 
3° the country were supposed to require. Military works 
‘vere projected for our defense, and the erection of them 


: cost $210,000 more. 
cost $904,355; it has already cost $1,388,731, and | 


| tion, and gentlemen cannot be 


tummeneed. The state of the Treasury soon became auch, | 


and completed with as little delay as possible. The suffer- 
ings of the last war are not yet forgotten, and should not be 


| obliterated from our memoriesuntil ample provision is made | 


tor their recurrence. Our sounds, our bays, our rivers, and 
many even of our harbors, were destitute of the means of 
defense. Nearly the whole of our sea-board was exposed 
to the ravages of the enemy; we suffered much from their 
depredations, and still more from the constant state of alarm 
and agitation in which we were kept. When the United 
States Government has fulfilled its office and duty with re- 
spect to national defense, and all other things within its 


province, it is time enough to talk of some other disposi- ` 
: tion of the public revenue; but until this is accomplished, | 
: projects on this subject are, to say the least, premature.” 


These (said Mr. B.) are wise and patriotic 
sentiments;they are constitutional doctrines; they 
deserve applause and imitation. They soar above 


: all sordid and mercenary. considerations. They 


repulse the gilded bait. They despise the seduc- 


tion of money. They go for the country and the : 
Constitution; they scorn the unconstitutional dis- `- 
tribution bill; and its tempting array of dollars | 


and cents. Yes! Virginia refuses the $1,765,554; 


! Connecticut refuses the $513,472; Rhode Island 
refuses the $167,655; and when other States come | 
to vote, let them contemplate and imitate the ele- | 


vated, constitutional, 
of these States. 
Having shown that the distribution bill was at 
the bottom of all the opposition to the fortifica- 
tion bill, and all the other bills for the service of 
the country, Mr. B. proceeded to take a brief 
view of the particular bill before the Senate, and 
of the objections to it. He said that every work 
proposed in the bill was contained in the report 
of the Board of Engineers for 1821 and 1896, 
and were, besides, especially: recommended by 
the present Secretary of War. Mr. B. here refer- 
red to those reports of the Board of Engineers as 
recommended to Congress. by the Secretary of 
War in 1821, (Mr. Calhoun,) and showed that 
they were not only necessary works, but small 


patriotic, and wise course 


ones, the whole twelve proposed in the bill not | 


forts heretofore constructed cost nearly $4,000,000. 
He alluded to Fort Monroe and Fort Calhoun in 
the Chesapeake bay. The former of these was 
estimated to cost $1,259,792; it is.not yet finished, 
and has cost $1,739,046, and it is estimated to 
The latter was estimated to 


amounting to $3,000,000, while two y of those 


it is estimated will yet cost $531,188 to finish it. 


Here are about four millions of dollars for two | 


forts, and these two in the neighborhood of each 
other, while the sum of $3,000,000 for twelve, 
scattered from Passamaquoddy hay to the mouth 
of the Mississippi, has been resisted forso many 
yoonths. 

Mr B. reviewed the ovjections which were 
made to this appropriation. It was said the 
money could not be expended if it was voted, and 


he was sorry to have to admit that this was an | 


objection which gentlemen seemed to have it in 
their own power to make good. The year was 
certainly half gone; and if gentlemen can have 
their way, it will be weeks or months yet before 


| a dollar for fortifications can be voted, if at all. 


It will be autumn before the work can begin; but 
in the South the work will proceed all the winter; 
and in the North the winter is the time for collect- 
ing materials. If the bill was delayed till the 
year was half gone, it was the fault of the Opposi- 
ermitted to take 
advantage of their own wrong. They eannot wv 
be allowed to plead the delay to defeat the bill, 
which delay they have themselves occasioned. 

It is said there are not engineers enough to su- 
perintend the works; but the answer was ready 
to that objection. A bill. had long since passed 
the Senate to increase the corps of engineers. 
That bill was now in the House of Representa- 
tives; and it was to be presumed that the House 
would do what the ‘service of the country re- 
quired, and not suffer necessary defenses to be 
lost for want of officers to superintend them. 
The Secretary at War earnestly recommends it, 
not only with a view to the new works, but be- 
cause an increase of the corpsis necessary for the 
performance of their current duties. Here is his 
recommendation: 
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“That the corps of engineers should be increased. The 
reasons for this measure have been heretofore submitted, 
and the proporition has been recommended by you to Con- 

| gress. wil) merely add, upon the present occasion, that 

; the officers of this corps are not sufficiently numerous for 

| the performance of the duties committed to them ; and that, 

_ if ‘an augmentation does not take place, the public interest 
|. will suffer in a degree far beyond the value of any pecuniary 
‘. consideration connected with this increase.” 

It is objected that men of science in engineering 
cannot be created by a bill. That is granted. 
They cannot be created by a mere act. But, in 
constructing fortifications, a few skillful engineers 
are sufficient—a few to locate and plan the works. 
The superintendence of the execution requires 
fidelity and attention, with such knowledge as is 
readily obtained. With respect to locations for 
l: forts, they have been nearly all selected: all in this 
|| bill were selected fifteen years ago; are detailed in 

the report of the Board of Engineers for 182]— 
I| the same which the then Secretary at War (Mr. 
| CarHoun) recommended to Congress. 

'| tis objected that we have not plans and esti- 
ʻi mates for all these works; but I answer that there 
are plans and detailed estimates for most of them, 
; and conjectural estimates for the remainder, with 
the statement of the number of guns they would 
| require, which is the only essential part of the 


| estimate; for the number of guns governs every- 
thing else; it governs the size of the fort, the num- 
‘ber of the men to garrison it, and consequently 
the whole expense, od 3. . 
_ Mr B. said the question of fortifying a port 
| was partly a political question to be decided by 
| Congress; partly a military one to be decided by 
| professional men. ` Congress decide whether the 
| we is sufficiently important to merit national 
‘defense; military men decide whether it can be 
' defended, and if so, by how many guns, of what 
_ caliber, and how to be placed. Each must decide 
' within their sphere; and when the number of guns 
is given which will defend a place, the cost of. 
|| the fort is, for all practical purposes, ascertained, 
|, Now, in all these cases, the number of guns and 
' their caliber is given; that decides the. size of the 
fort, for each gun, according to its caliber, must 
have so many feet for its platform, and so many 
men to wae it—from five to seven in time of 
siege; in time of peace, enough only to keep the 
fort. > : 
Mr. B. said an excessive and overwrought 
anxiety had been displayed here for plans and 
estimates, as if they were the most infallible and 
unerring guides upon earth, Nothing (he said) 
could be more mistaken. The estimates hereto- 
| fore furnished, and that by the Board of Engineers 
‘| under the administration of Mr. Monroe, when 
| the Senator from South Carolina [Mr. Carnoux] 
i was Secretary of War, were generally and ex- 
ceedingly erroneous. Out of eleven forts con- 
structed upon those estimates, and thirteen more 
|, in a course of construction, not one had kept 
within the estimate. Not a fort had been built 
for what it had been estimated to cost; but gen- 
erally a quarter more, or in some instances half 
as much more, and sometimes double as much. 
Nothing had kept within the estimates but two 
| little works, not forts—a battery at Bienvenu, 
‘and a tower at Bayou Dupré, Louisiana. Mr, 
B. then turned to Senate Document No. 203, of 
this session, pages 12 and 13, to verify this state- 
ment; and read the list of forts, and the cost cf 
their construction, which had been finished, or 
were still under consideration. The following 
j is the list: $ 


Statement of Forts which are finished on the sea-board of the 


United States. i 
Es | 4 
5 ART 23 | sé 
2 Namex and where located. a 2 Se 
3 v - 
Z gs jg 
as a = Soo se ; 
1| Fort Hamilton, New York harbor. .,.,$425,000/9479,239 
2| Fort La Fayette, New York harbor,.. - 318,905 
3| Fort Washington, Potomac river, 
Maryland......-cceeeesee a = 454,103) 
4| Fort Macon, North arolia z 175,000) 349,384] 
5| Castle Pinckney, South Carol 2 

6| Fort Morgan, Alabama....... 209 1,026,777 
7| Fort Pike, Rigolets, Louisiana 264,517! 314,597 
8| Fort Wood, Louisiana... 984,517] 378,642 
| 9| Fort Jackson, Louisiana... 392,927; 638,766 
10| Battery Bienvenu, Louisiana........; 94 95,447 
11| Tower at Bayou Dupre, Lonisiana,..| 16,677 16,677) 
Simiane a ian ee ar 
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Fortifications—Mr. Benton. 


[May 23, 


SENATE. 


Stutement of the Forts on the sea-board of the United States 
under construction. 


ually commenced. The estimates for this bill may there- 
fore be considered necessary in themselves, under any view 
of the general subject, and not unreasonable in amount for 
the present year, because they include the operations of 
two years. 


the estimates were prepared. 
“ The bill pending before the Senate contains appropria- 


tions for nineteen new works, and for the suin of $600,000 - 


to be expended for steam-batteries. The estimates on 
which this bill was founded were prepared at a time when 
produce required that arrangements should be made for a 
different state of things from that which now exists. An 
examination of the general system of defense was not then 
expedient; and the means of protecting the most exposed 
; points, agreeably to information previously collected, were 
: asked of Congress. It was no time then to stop, and, 
; instead of prosecuting established plans vigorously, to lose 
the period of action by surveys, and examinations, and dis- 
cussions. But the opportunity is now afforded, without 
| danger to the public interest, of applying the principles 
| suggested to the works under consideration. g 
| It cannot be doubted but that fortifications at the fol- 
| lowing places enumerated in this bill will be necessary : 
i, At Penobscot bay, for the protection of Bangor, &c.; at 
Kennebce river; at Portland; at Portsmouth; at Salem; 
i! at New Bedford; at New London; upon Staten Island ; 
i] at Sollers’s Flats; at redoubt on Federal Point; for the 
l; Barancas; for Fort St. Philip. F 
“These proposed works all command the approach to 
: places sufficiently important to justify their construction 
under any circumstances that will probably exist. [ think, 


the passage of the necessary appropriations for them. As 


extent of the works adapted to existing circumstances, if 


a g z 
é. Ss E 
-| | Names and where a2 22 S 
z located. EZ ze S 
= am Oz Y 
€ -x 5 Ò | 
3 S | 8] 5 | 
1 Fort Independence, 
Boston harbor...... $255,575 $52,723 $202,852. 
2 Fort Warren, George’s 
Island, Boston har- í 
| DOr. ee eeeee ee esenes 800,000, 104,586 695,414! 
3 Fort Adams, Newport, 
| Rhode Istand....... 730,166; 962,369; 350,000 
4 FortSchuyler, Throg’s} l | 
i Neck, New York...! 577,000, 66,822; 510,178. 
5 Fort Columbus, and f j 
other works on Gov-| 
emor’s Island, New! 
York ....06 ceeeeee! - t 157,769) 20,000. 
6 Fort Delaware, Dela-; Moe 
| ware river........- - 107,136 
7 Fort Monroe, Virginia, 1,259,792) 1,739,046 210,000 
8 Fort Calhoun, Vir-' 
| pimia.. ec eceeeen eee 904,355) 1,388,791; 531,188 
9 Fort Caswell, Oak Isl- 
‘and, North Carolina,| 119,000} 411,485 60,000 
10 Fortifications in 
| Charleston harbor, 
. | South Carolina..... - 324,426; 500,000! 
11 Fort Pulaski, Cock- 
| spur Island, Georgia,| 375,000) 286,184; 246,183; | 
12 Fort Pickens, Pensa- { 
| cola, Florida........ 465,300! 629,283; 50,900: 
13 Forton Foster’s Bank, f 
-| Plorida...... seese 163,343 75,189| 160,000 
Total....... se ee | 85,649,531. $6,305,779: $3,535,815 


After this exhibition, Mr. B. hoped that there ' 


would be less pertinacity about these plans and 


estimates. He believed the conjectural estimates, ` 


made by the Engineer Department, and founded 
upon the number of guns, to be as safe a guide as 
the detailed estimate, founded upon calculations 


made by the Engineer Board; for in one case there . 
was a judgment upon the whole, founded upon | 


the size of the work and the cost of labor and 


materials at the place; in the other there was an : 


arithmetical calculation, founded upon assumed 
data, and in which the smallest error in the basis 
of calculation led to great errors in the result. 
Finally, Mr. B. had one further view to 


hoped would give the quietus to these incessant 


demands for them; it was this: that we made no | 
use of the plans and estimates which we have! | 
We do not call for | 
We do not :! 


We do not look at them! 
them! We do not mention them! 
allude to them! In every case in which we have 
the plans and estimates for the fort, no call is 
made for them! In the few instances in which 
there are none, an incessant cry is set up forthem! 
Now, why not use those that we have? 
because it would be of no use to do so. 

no aes benefit could flow from it. 


ap 


What is 


guns and batterics. 
which no legislator can remark upon, or criticise, 
or in any way presume to alter. None but pro- 


fessional men—and they upon the spot—couwd , 


presume to give an opinion upon the plan of a 
fort; and, therefore, it was useless for Congress 
to view the plan. The number of guns was the 
essential thing for them to know, for that 
erned everything else, and enabled them to say 
whether they would defend the place or not. 
Mr. B. said the fortifications seemed to have a 
hard fate, and to be incapable of being brought 
forward at any time, or in any form to, escape 
opposition. At the last session, the $3,000,000 
appropriation was lost because it was not specific, 
and because it was not officially recommended by 
the President; now the appropriations for the 
same object are opposed again, and by the same 
gentlemen, although they are specific and are 
recommended by the President. The President 


has expressly recommended these works, and | 
that.in writing. The Secretary of War has also | 


recommended them, and that in repeated in- 
stances. Here is his latest recommendation in 
his report of April 8: 

“ There are two bills for fortifications now pending be- 


fore Congress. One before the House, amounting to 
§2,120,000, and intended to prosecute works already act- 


resent | 
of the utility of these famous estimates, which he : 


Simply 
Because ` 


an? Nothing buta diagram on paper—a fig- ; 


ure of sides and angles, with dots and marks for , 
Very pretty to look at; but | 


gov- | 


any change be desirable. The construction of those not 
|| needing examination can commence immediately, and that 
‘1 By this proceeding, a season may be saved in the opera- 
tions.” 


‘ Nothing can be more erroneous. A few regulars 


| body of the garrison is to be the yeomanry of the 

country, with a few artillerists and regulars. 

The peculiar recommendation of forts in our 
| country, is their adaptation to defense by militia 
‘and volunteers; and upon that ground they have 
| been constantly advocated and defended. It isa 
i. panic at nothing, to take a fright at a standing 
| army, thus conjured up to defeat the bill, It is 
to dispense with regulars, and to provide posi- 
tions for the yeomanry to defend, that forts are 
wanted in our country. 

Mr. B. wished to impress upon the Senate that 
the forts proposed in this bill were but a contin- 
uation of a system commenced forty years ago, 
recommended under every Administration, and 
; partly executed. The limitations proposed by 
` the Secretary of War, and approved by the Pres- 
| ident, would affect the size of some of the large 
i forts, but would not much diminish their number. 
Forts in open roadsteads are objected to—forts of 
large size. In this, the President and Secretary 
strike the main objection which was taken to the 
system of fortifications fifteen years ago by those 
who were then styled Rapicats. Fort Monroe 
| covers sixty-four acres of ground; it covers nearly 
as much ground, and costs nearly as much money 
as the twelve forts put together, which are con- 
tained ‘n this bill. Fort Calhoun, built near it, 
is near.y as large; the two together cost nearly 
four maions of dollars, They were objected to 
fifteen years ago by those who were then stigma- 
tized as RADICALS; they are objected to now by 
the President and Secretary of War, and every- 
| body applauds the objection. No more suchare 
| proposed. No more such will be built on this 
| continent, though a powerful fort will be wanted 
i| at Key West, or the Dry Tortugas. The forts 
| proposed in the bill, and those which will be pro- 
': posed hereafter, are the moderate-sized works 
|; contended for by the reproached rapicats, in 
1i 1821, and applauded now by everybody. 


' Governor Everett, of Massachusetts, to the Gen- 
| eral Assembly of that State, at its last session, 
: and relied upon it not only to sustain the propri- 
i ety of erecting some of the forts engnisiated in 
‘ the bill, but also to show the necessity of early 
| appropriations, and to make it manifest that the 
| publiċ service had already suffered by the delay 
| which had taken place. The following is the 
| extract read: 


€ The incidental expense, however, may be : 
safely reduced one half, as it will not be necessary to make | 
such extensive repairs as were considered requisite when ; 


therefore, that the public interest would be promoted by | 


soon as these are made, such of these ‘positions as may |; 
appear to require it can be examined, and the form and i 


| of the others as soon as the plans are determined upon. | 


Another objection to forts is, that they are | 
ito lead to a standing army in time of peace. | 


to keep them in order in time of peace is all that | 


is wanting; in war they are expressly intended || 
to be garrisoned by militia and volunteers. The | 


Mr. B. read an extract from the message of ` 


“Tn the course of the last winter, resolutions were 
by the Legislature, instructing our Senators, and requesting 
our Representatives in Congress, to use all proper means to 
|| obtain the requisite appropriations for the repair of the for- 
tification on Castle Island, and the vigorous prosecution of 
the works commenced on George’s Isiand, Boston harbor 
Their exertions were so far successful, that the requisite 
i| appropriations introduced into the fortification bill, in the 
!| Senate of the United States, by way of amendment, received 
the sanction of the comunittecs of the other branch of Con- 
gress to which they were referred. and passed through all 
but the last stage of legislation in the House of Representa- 
tives. The entire bill was unfortunately lost, in consequence 
` of the introduction of another amendment in the House of 
Representatives, on which the two Houses disagreed. Not- 
withstanding the failure of the new appropriations, son:e 
progress was made on both the works, particularly on that 
upon George’s Island, during the past season, by means of 
the unexpended balance of the appropriation of the year 
1834. I have the satisfaction to inform you, that for the 
present year large appropriations have been recommended 
tor both objects by the Department of War. ‘The rapid prog- 
ress of these works is of extreme importance; and it is 
much to be desired, that the appropriations should be so 
early made as to prevent the loss of some of the best months 
in the season, which frequently occurs, in this branch of the 
public service, in consequence of the delay in the passage 
of the appropriation bill. Among the documents accom- 
panying the report from the War Department, at the com- 
mencement of the present session of Congress, isa statement 
of several new works, proposed by the Board of Engineers, 
for the defense of the coast, and arranged in different classes, 
according to their importance. Among those of ‘the first 
class, to be commenced as soon as possible,’ I notice, with 
| great satisfaction, five or six works, which, when executed, 
will complete the defenses of Boston harbor; a part of the 
sea-board second to no other in importance, and hitherto 
almost wholly neglected by the General Government.” 


adopted 


Mr. B. deprecated the sectional tone which had 
pervaded a part of this debate. It seemed to be 
supposed that the North was to be benefited, and 
the South neglected. Notso the fact. The forts 
heretofore erected were principally in the South; 
and of those proposed, the South had, he would 
not say her share, for this was not a case for 
dividing out shares, but for extending defense 
wherever it was needed, and the South was at- 
tended to to the full extent of its need. Besides 
five forts finished in the delta of the Mississippi, 
and a superb one in Alabama, costing above a 
, million of dollars, there were others intended at 

lake Barataria, and on the Mississippi, at Mobile 
bay, Perdido bay, Pensacola bay, St. Rosa’s bay, 
St. Joseph’s bay, Apalache bay, Appalachicola, 
| Espiritu Santo bay, Charlotte Harbor, Key West, 
and the Dry Tortugas, making near a dozen 

works, and costing, by estimate, near six mil- 
. lions of dollars; and all for the security of wesT- 
` ERN commerce, and all for the protection of the 

commerce of the Western States, which, pass- 
ing out of the north of the Mississippi, must go 
through the Gulf of Mexico, and pass between 
i Key West, through a narrow passage, before it 
` could reach the great ocean. Every fort built on 
the Gulf of Mexico (Mr. B. said) was a west- 
ERN FoRT—a fort for the benefit of the WESTERN 
| Srares, just as much so as the forts in the Chesa- 
po bay were for the defense of Maryland and 

irginia. Turning on the other side of the penin- 
sula of Florida, it would be seen that the ex- 
treme southern coast was not neglected, Georgia 
: was well attended to. Besides the forts now under 
! construction on Cock-spur Island, estimated by 
| the Board of Engineers to cost $375,000, and 
| which has cost thus far $190,000, and it is ex- 
pected to cost $240,000 more; besides this fine 
fort, other works are proposed in the Savannah 
| river, and along the coast at Osabaw sound, St. 
: Catharine’s sound, Sapclo sound, Doby inlet, 
| Altamaha sound, St. Simon’s sound, St. An- 
‘| drew’s sound, Cumberland sound, to St. Augus- 
'| tine, in Florida, mostly small works, estimated 
| to cost nearly two million of dollars Contin- 
| 


uing the view to Baltimore, and Mr. B. said 

it would be found that more money had been, and 
| would be expended on forts to the south than to 
the north of that point; but the comparison was 
absurd, and he would not continue it. Defense 
was not to be proportioned out, but to be given 
where it was needed, without regard to lines or 
| latitudes. 

Mr. B. deprecated also the extravagant manner 
of opposing this bill, as a plan to line the whole 
| coast with batteries—as a plan to shut out a for- 
i eign army from landing at any aaa a plan 
_ to raise a great standing army. All this he treated 
: as PANICAL, and intended to frighten weak nerves 
' and weaker heads. The forts proposed were 
smallin extent—confined to the defense of cities— 
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were to be manned by a few artillerists in time 
of peace, and were to ook to the militia and vol- 
unteers for their main garrison in time of war. 
He showed the necessity of forts to prevent cities 
from being sacked, plundered, and bombarded; 
and the folly of depending upon men alone, no 
matter how brave, with muskets and rifles in 
their hands, to defend a city against thirty-six- 
inch bombs, flying four thousand yards through 
the air, and bursting with a bushel of fire and 
shot among the dwellings of the citizens. Forts 
to keep off fleéts and cruisers could alone do this. 

But it was not to defend cities only that forts 
were wanting. They were needed to cover navy- 
yards and dock-yards, and to serve as places of 
refuge to the military and commercial marine of 
the country. We have a great commerce (he 
said) and many merchant ships; these ships must 


have ‘ports of refuge, places where they can be | 


safe from pursuit and attack. We have determ- 
ined to have a navy; and that determination in- 
creases the necessity for forts. Ships of war 
must have ports of refuge as well as merchant 
vessels; they must have places where they can 
lie secure when pressed by superior force. All 
naval Powers provide places of refuge and pro- 
tection for their ships, not only at home, but 
abroad. England, France, and Holland are emi- 


nent examples. Why does England seize upon | 


commanding positions all over the glo ib- 


raltar, Malta, the Cape of Good Hope, Mada- ! 


gascar, Jamaica, and so many other places— 


except as naval stations, to protect her own | 
marine and to command others in time of war? `: 


We, on the contrary, with ample means in our 
hands, are delaying and neglecting to establish 
places of refuge for our marine, even upon our 
own coasts, and upon that gulf upon whose bosom 
and through whose outlet between Key West 
and ‘Cuba the whole commerce of the mighty 
‘West is to float. Forts and naval stations upon 
that gulf are WESTERN oBsEcTs, for which every 
WESTERN MAN, here or at home, should perse- 
veringly contend. 

Mr. B. concluded with his standing remark, 
that Congress was now in the sixth month of 
the session, and not a shilling voted yet for for- 
tifications! That we were going on two years 
without appropriations for a single fort! 


APPROPRIATIONS. 


SPEECH OF HON. A. BEAUMONT, 
7 OF PENNSYLVANIA, 


In rue House or REPRESENTATIVES, 
May, 1836. 


{n the Committee of the Whole on the staté of the Union 
upon the Fortification Bill and the amendment offered 
by the chairman of the Committee of Ways and Means, 
(Mr. Camsre.ena,] proposing a further appropriation 
of $700,000 for the armament of the fortifications, and 
the amendment to the amendment offered by Mr. ALLAN, 
of Kentucky, to reduce the salarics of the heads of De- 
partments, &e. 


Mr. BEAUMONT rose and said: . 

Mr. Cuainman: I beg leave to occupy the time 
‘of the committee for a few moments, and 1 assure 
gentlemen I will not trespass long ‘upon their 
patience. The only offering I bring to conciliate 
their kind feelings is an honesty. of purpose. I 
am opposed to the amendment to the bill, the 
amendment to the amendment, and to the bill 
itself, in part. I am opposed to the amendment, 
because it adds an extravagant item to the ap- 

priations in the bill already too extravagant. 
am opposed to the amendment to the amend- 
ment offered by the gentleman from Kentucky, 
{Mr. Atuan,] because, whatever be its merits as 
a distinct proposition, I think it has no appro- 
priate place in this bill; and I am opposed to the 
bill in its present shape, because it contains ap- 
pzopnriationa extravagant in amount, and, as I 
‘believe, uncalled for by tne necessities of the 
public service. i 

I beheve, Mr. Chairman, that the fundamental 

rinciple of a republican Governmentis economy. 

o take no more from the people than is abso- 
lutely ‘necessary to supply the economical and 
‘constitutional wants. of the Government, is the 


| mere wandering herd of reckless adventurers, 


| that virtuous yeomanry who are the main.support | 


| Labor is the foundation of all support, national , 


Appropriationsx—Mr. Beaumont. 


dictate of justice and of patriotism. Allthemoney 
expended by the Government, whether properly 
or improperly, comes directly or indirectly from | 
the people—the laboring peoples a portion of: 
whom have been recently characterized here as a | 


having neither virtue, nor home, nor tie of affec- 
tion, to bind them to the soil of their country — 
but whom I consider as constituting a portion of | 
of our country in peace, and its buckler in war. 


or individual, and all extravagant or unnecessary | 
expenditure by the Government is a wanton In- | 


of every agent or Representative of the people. : 
But, Mr. Chairman, how few real and devoted 


people! Is there not too often a more manifest | 
evotion here to the interests of those who live | 


upon the favors of the Government, tkan to the | 


i interests of those who furnish these favors? Is 
| it not too often the case that Government ‘itself | 
| rests its support on those who are supported by | 
| the means drawn from the people, than upon the | 
"people themselves? In monarchies the maxim — 
i, that ‘the people are made for the benefit of 
; the Government;’* in a free Government, such as 
ours was intended to be, the maxim is, “the 
Government is made for the benefit of the people.” 
Frugality, economy, and equal justice are the 
life-giving principles of a Republic. 
waste, and an unequal distribution of favors are 


burdens imposed for the common weal—all tax- 
ation that is necessary for the common defense | 
and just support of the necessary constituted au- 
thorities. rther than this, submission is a | 
crime and a badge of servitude. That system ' 
of taxation which goes to support useless estab- 
lishments—which takes from the comforts of one 
to add to the indulgence of another—which takes 
away the fruits of the labor of one man to sup- | 
port the extravagance and. idleness of another, 
under whatever name it come, whether it 
assume the character of *‘ protection’ or “ the 
eneral welfare,” is oppression under an insid- 
ious disguise, and a speculation upon the’ ere- 
dulity of the people. Any Government that im- 
poses unnecessary taxation is oppressive. Has 
our Government, at any time, been guilty of this 
offense? Let the extraordinary increase in amount 
of our expenditures, the $35,000,600 of surplus 
said to be now in the Treasury, and the graceless 
scramble for its division, answer that question.’ 
From ten to fourteen millions of dollars, E be- 
lieve, have been expended within the last twenty 
ears on and about fortifications, besides very | 


that if a conscionable inventory were at this time | 
taken by competent and: disinterested engineers, 
the whole would not amount in value to-four mil- 
lions, perhaps not so much. 

The question may be asked, where is the bal- | 
ance of eight or ten millions? It may, perhaps, 
be set down to the account of the ‘ general wel- 
fare,” or, in plain English, gone to the support of 
those who have rendered no equivalent in service, 
but have found it more comfortable to live on the 
public than upon their own resources. 

Shall we increase the permanent expenditures 
of our Government because a system of unneces- 
sary taxation has brought a surplus into the 
Treasury? This will only make the evil perpet- 
ual, and render permanent the vicious system of 
taxation. 

All the modes heretofore proposed as.a remedy 
for the surplus in the Treasary, which all seem 
to deprecate as an evil, only go to rivet the mis- 
chief upon the people. The wrong is in taking 
the money unnecessarily from the people, not in 
its remaining in the Treasury; for in that there 
can be no wrong. But if you increase your pub- 


| he expenditures, you can never again diminish 


them, however great the necessity, without al- 
| most resorting to a revolution. But it may be | 
asked what remedy I should propose? I answer, 
cake the taxes off the people. Suspend the sale 


jury done to the laboring classes. To protect ;; 
this most useful class, the life and soul, the bone || 
and muscle of the nation, should be the first care || 


| advocates have the- people in the House of the | 


| 
Splendor, | 


arge sums in their armament; and it is presumed | 


of the public lands except to bona fide or actual 
settlers, in limited quantities. Leave the money 


APPENDIX TO THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE, 


t 


its bane. A rational people will submit to all | 


in the pockets of those who earn it, and not em« 
tort it from them, and then trifle with their un~ 
derstanding by pretending to render it back to' 
them, which is only a promise made to the eer 
to be broken to the understanding. 

The squandering the public domain in the man- 
ner in which it has been dissipated for the last 
two or three years, I believe to be a violent per- 
version of the intention of the original grantors, 
(of a part of that land, at least,) and of the Gov- 
ernment in making the investment. What has 
been sold within the last year for eight or ten 
million of dollars to capitalists and speculators, 
who never intended to till one foot of it, if it had 
been prudently retained, in a few years would 
have been worth to the people perhaps one hun- 
dred millions of dollars. ‘These Tanda. should be 
retained for the actual settler as an asylum for 
the poor. but industrious man, as land becomes 
high in value, and the population becomes dense 
in the old States, and their proceeds should be 
made available to relieve the people from taxa- 
tion. This I consider the ‘legitimate object of the 
States in granting, and of the Government in purs 
chasing, these lands. BAD a à 

Mr. Jefferson, who wrote almost with the pen 
of inspiration, when’ speaking of the rights of 
man, .and the legitimate purpose of Government, 
after recounting the mary natural advantages we 
enjoyed, of position, soil, and climate, asks, 
« What more is necessary to make us a happy 
‘and prosperous people?” and answers, ‘ A wise 
‘and frugal Government, which shall restrain 
‘men from injuring one another, shall leave them 
‘ otherwise free to-regulate their own pursuits of 
‘industry and improvement, and shall not take 
* from the mouth of labor the bread it has earned.” 

And again he says: “Considering the general 


| ‘tendency to multiply offices and dependencies, 


‘and to increase expense to the ultimate term of 
‘burden that the citizen can bear, it behooves us 
‘to avail ourselves of every oceasion which pre- 
t sents itself for taking off the surch , that it 
tmay never be seen here; that, after aving to 
‘labor the smallest proportion of tts earnings on 


| $ which it can subsist; Government shall itself 
‘ consume the residue of what it was instituted to 
i *guard.’?. ° 


Are there any symptoms of'a disregard of this 
sound advice of the. man, whose name is:so fre- 
uently invoked by us all, in the transactions of 
this body! A referenca wo the biis passed, and 
in the ss of passing, during the present 
sesalan, wil t best settle his t aeaan: a 
My reftections, Mr. Chairman, lead me to.con- 
clude that the best preparations we can make for 
the defense of this country, against the contin- 
gency of war and conquest, is, to preserve our 
free republican institutions, such as our fathers 
left them, unimpaired. The.most impregnable 
breastworks we can oppose to invasion are the 
breasts of a free people. So long as the people 
of this country are left in the fall and free enjoy- 


i ment of their rights, and’ not subjected to unne- 


cessary exactions, nor degraded odious dis- 
tinctions, they will be invincible; but whenever 
they shall find themselves oppresset by a corrupt 
and extravagant. Government, and degraded by 
privileged orders, the charm of invineibikity willbe 


| exploded; and although our whole frontiers were 


embossed with fortifications, and garnished: with 
a million of cannon, our country would. become 
the prey of the first invader who should guarantee 
a relief fróm such wrongs. DA ERS 

Our Republic can only be maintained in vigor 
and health by adhering to the first principles on 
which it was founded. These principles: are 
economy, simplicity, and a severe abstinence from 
the corrupt practices and abuses of: foreign Gov- 
ernments. How have we kept these observ- 
ances? Are we not every day borrowing and en- 
larging upon these foreign examples? How long 
is it since we raised the salaries of our Navy offi- 
cers from the republican to the monarchical stand- 
ard, upon the grounds urged by the friends of 
the measure of enabling our officers to vie in ex- 
travagance and display with the minions of 
tyranny in Europe? Did we not raise the pay 
of rpn captain from about $2,600 to more than 
$4,600, and of all the subordinate officers in pretty 
much the same ratio? And have not the officers 
of the Navy been increased to near four times the 
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number required to perform all the necessary ser- | 
vice? Did we not increase the aggregate pay of ; 
the officers at one session, and in time of profound | 
neace, from little more than $700,000 to more © 
than $1,100,000? But at the same time no pro- 
vision, 1 think, was made for the increase of the 
poor seaman ’s pay; he who, at last, must brave, 
through all dangers, the brunt of the battle and 
the storm. And where, Mr. Chairman, let me 
ask, arc a large proportion of these very officers | 
who receive some one, two, and three thousand ' 
dollars a year out of the public Treasury, sup- . 
plied by the labor of the Teom uy of the coun- 
try? Is it a fact, as has been hinted, that a large : 
number of them are employed on board of steam- | 
boats, merchant vessels, and in other pursuits, | 
from which they realize from twelve hundred to | 
fifteen hundred dollars a year in addition to their |: 
ublic salaries? I cannot vouch for this, but E` 
ave heard it stated to be the fact. |i 
But can these extravagances te charged to the | 
account of the present Administration and its |; 
friends? I answer no; for it will be found, by |. 
reference to the public documents, that the annual |, 
appropriations for the public service. have been | 
uniformly ‘increased some millions beyond the |: 
estimate furnished by the executive officers. 


rl 
rt 
i 
i 


Estimates. A priations. ig 
IS31.. 0. eeo eo e $11,852,911 09 $13,588,681 39 fi 
1832.......... 12,864,099 38 18,397,751 82 ie 
LEB... e cece 17,995,581 17 22,695,782 65 [i 
18A. eresse 18,057,488 73 20,968,992 49 i 


$60,770,080 37 


i 
| 
$75,651,208 353 | 
60,770,080 37 | 


Excess of appropriations over the es- | 

timates in four years.. .ees e... $14,881,127 98 j 
Besides, in all the annual messages of the present 
Executive, he has enjoined upon the attention of | 
Congress the necessity of retrenchment and econ- 
omy in our public expenditures. Besides, it will 
be found, by adverting to the history of the last - 
seven oreight years, that all the extravagant meas- 
ures of expenditure have been carried by a large 
majority of the Opposition and a small majority ; 
of those who profess to be friends to Republican ` 
principles, but who, it would seem, follow the flock 
for the fleece, rather than its safety. Look at the 
history of the Navy pay bill, the harbor bills, 
fortification bills, the bills authorizing extra pub- 
lic printing, and the Documentary History of the | 
Revolution, the increase in number and emolu- 
ment of the custom-house officers, the donations to , 
this District and its corporations, amounting to 
some four millions of dollars, superadded to all the | 
other advantages it enjoys over other portions of 
the Republic, from the location of the seat of Gov- 
ernment here, not omitting the recent appropria- 
tions for the two custom-houses in the cities of 
Boston and New York, estimated by some to cost 
more than two millions of dollars. 

The principal argument adduced to justify these 
extravagant appropriations, and the increase of | 
our establishments, is the great surplus in the 
Treasury, not the real wants of the public service. 
But will this surplus always last? How has it 
been created? Has it not been produced by abus- 
ing the patriotism of the people—by taking ad- 
vantage of their willingness to submit to almost 
any burden of taxation to discharge the war debt |: 
of the Revolution and of 1812, and adroitly keep- 
ing on those taxes after the debt has been dis- 
charged, by specious arguments and the magic || 
of a pretended compromise, and by appeals to 
the cupidity of those ‘who would live every 


how and any how ” but by fair and equal com- |; 


petition, the foundation of political justice? 

Another source whence this surplus in the 
Treasury flows, is the confiscation (for that seems 
tome to be the most appropriate term) of the 
public lands. But this will not last forever. A || 
few years of wild speculation, such as has been | 
produced in part by the dropsical state of our 

reasury, will leave scarcely an acre of valuable 
Jand in the hands of the Government this side of 
the Rocky Mountains. 

But although these sources of revenue, by the 
force of the ‘“ compromise,” so called, (a new 
name for an act of Congress, and the exhaus- || 
tion of the public domain, may fail, the disposi- 
tion to enjoy the benefits of the Government will 


| 
| 
I 
! 
1 


| tionable; but its perversion to subserve unconsti- 
tutional purposes is the wrong of which I com- 


: fatuity or unfaithfulness of those who are placed 


| sce that not a dollar is taken from the people for 
| an unnecessary purpose; not a dollar should be |) 


reality of providing for their own support, but | 
become the more ravenous as the fountains 
whence their sustenance flows diminish, and ad- 
ditional taxation must then be resorted to. i! 

All the dependencies created by the Govern- ' 
ment, whether necessary or unnecessary—the 
Army, the Navy, the numerous corps engaged in 
the civil and diplomatic departments of the Gov- 
ernment, embracing the countless hundreds en- 
gaged in the collection of the customs, with all the 
various ramifications inseparable from theenforce- , 
ment of high tariff laws, naturally form a con- 
federacy against the interests of the people. And 
is there no danger to be apprehended from this 
confederacy? Is there no ground to fear that 
this combination may become our masters, and, 
like the Janizaries or Roman legions, crush that 


easily weaned and persuaded to resort to the dull | 


t 
i 
H 


| very liberty they were raised to defend? 


It would seem, from the course of legislation in 
his country, that the object of one class of poli- 
tical economists is, to impose as heavy a burden |, 
upon the people as they can bear. The expend- ' 
itures are to be increased, while the Treasury is | 
full from the excess of the sales of the public ' 
lands, beyond the wants of these settlers, and | 
the ‘surcharge ” of the war taxes, in order to | 
furnish an excuse for an increase of the tariff, 
when the land fund shall be exhausted. They 
seem to be unwilling the people shall be relieved 
from the weight of taxation, lest, after enjoying 
the comforts of a relief, they should refuse to 
submit to the burden again without a just cause. 
They seem fearful of the example of a strict 
economy in our expenditures, and a relief from 
taxation, lest the people should insist upon 
a rigid observance of the same economy in | 
future. It would seem there was a determined | 
porpor that the annual expenditures should not 

e reduced to some twelve or ten millions of 
dollars, (which, I sincerely believe, with every 
liberal allowance, is all that is actually needed 
in time of peace,) because it would afford an ex- 
ample dangerous to the existence of the ‘‘ Amer- 
ican system,” so called, the parent of so much 
extravagance, the true essence of which, after | 
all that may be said to mystify the subject, 
when it extends beyond the purposes of legiti- 
mate revenue, is to take from the many and give 
to the few; to enable one master manufacturer, 
by the means of the bounty of Government in 
favor of capital, to subject the labor of hundreds 


| 
| to his sole benefit; to make onc man immensely | 
| 


rich, while the hundreds are poor; to enable one 


, master manufacturer to mak2 more clear profits - 


than a whole country of farmers and mechanics, | 
A judicious tariff, having for its object only a 
revenue necessary for the legitimate and eco- 
nomical wants of the Government, is not objec- '' 


plain. : 

But, Mr. Chairman, for whatever extravagances 
that are tolerated under this Government, this 
House is accountable. It must arise from the 


here as sentinels to guard the rights of the people. 


| H their rights are impaired or suffered to be in- .. 


vaded, we are accountable. We ought then to | 


taken from the Treasury unless for an equivalent .| 
in service; not an office should be created unless | 
demanded by the public necessity; no one should || 
be retained in office who does not manifest a de- :i 
votion to the public interest; and the public ser- | 
vant should not be allowed a higher reward for |! 
his services than his master, with equal industry, !! 
ptudence, and economy. it 
By a system of unnecessary taxation and ex- | 
travagant expenditure, we may have what is 
termed a splendid Government, but, as a neces- |; 
sary consequence, a poor and oppressed people. 
Where splendor begins liberty declines. They 
both cannot subsist together. In corrupt and 
despotic Governments the people are kept in awe 


| by splendor and fear. In this country, however, 


we at least profess to be governed by reason. The 
majesty of our Government is justice, and its 
splendor consists in its simplicity, and its guar- 


not diminish. Those persons, who have been 
indulged with a public support, cannot be so 


anty of equal rights and equal protection to all. 
Every attempt to assimilate this chaste fabric of |: 


~ country to judge of our actions. 


the Creek wars? 


civil liberty to the vices and corruptions of Ev- 
rope, deforms the symmetry of its proportions; 
and every attempt at splendor at the sacrifice of 
the happiness and welfare of the people, is a 
wrong done to the memory of its founders. 


FLORIDA WAR. 


REMARKS OF HON. R. M. JOHNSON, 
OF KENTUCKY, 


In THE House or REPRESENTATIVES, 
May 21, 1836, 


On the bill to pay Money advanced by Charles- 
ton and other Southern cities, to prosecute the 
Florida war, &c. f 


Mr. JOHNSON said, it is not to give utterance 
to indignant feelings at the opposition to this 
measure, that I now address the House. It is 
not a party measure which is before us, but a 
measure which calls for concert of action with all 


' parties. It is a subject of too great importance to 


admit of procrastination, by indulging in party 
invectives. Our responsibilities are not to each 
other, but to our constituents and to our country 
Each member of this House holds the same rela- 
tion to hisimmediate constituents, and I am will- 
ing to refer the conduct of each to that tribunal. 
The whole nation is interested in the course pur- 
sued by each member; and to the test of public 
opinion throughout the whole country, each indi- 
vidual must submit; whether the award be cen- 
sure, or applausc, there can be no evasion, no 
appeal. Itis our part to act, and the part of the 


_ When this murderous, savage war ‘broke out 
in FJorida, which has spread ruin and desolation 
to many familics, and half depopulated some 


‘fair portions of that flourishing Territory, the 


hostile trump was heard from Charleston to 
New Orleans; and the patriotic citizens of South 
Carolina, Georgia, Alabama, and Louisiana, not 
willing to wait the dull delays of this House for 
authority, while their fellow-citizens were bleed- 
ing under the sealping-knife of the savages, flew 
to arms, and hastened to their protection. The 
service was national. It was no more incumbent 
upon these States to protect Florida, than upon 
other States, but without waiting to inquire 
whether justice would be done by the nation, 
they met the impending danger. They justly 
regarded the citizens of that Territory as a 
branch of the American family; and that was 
enough to kindle in the bosoms of the chivalrous 
southerners the fire of American patriotism. 
The palmetto was lost in the cagle; and his 


, talons were stretched to grasp the hand which 


was lifted against their countrymen. The bill 


i now before us makes provision to defray the ex- 


pense. The emergency of the occasion did not 
admit of hesitancy, and moneys were advanced 
in Charleston and other towns, in that and the 


other States, to meet the exigency. The great 


question now is, shall we authorize the pay- 


‘ment? The honor and future safety of the coun- 


try require that there shall be no hesitancy nor 
delay. Even while we are wasting the time ly 
cold deliberation upon the subject, the threaten- 
ing danger upon the Georgia and Alabama fron- 
ticr may be-bursting into a flame, and demanding 
similar advances upon the credit of our sense of 
national justice. An awful responsibility awaits 
him who can make this the unfortunate occasion 
for party crimination, for censures against the 
Administration, and against the Committees of 
Ways and Means, and on Military Affairs. To 

roduce delay by complaints of irregularity, 
Tecni the measure has been proposed by a 
committee, without an order from the House, or 
a reference from the House of an executive 
communication, or by motions and debates in 
favor of committal, is in effect to oppose the bill, 
or at least to deprive it, without any countervail- 
ing benefit, of much of its utility 

It is not the method of proceedi 
occasions, to start objections upon these grounds; 
and how can it be reconciled toa proper sense of 
the duty which we owe the country in & case 
like this, connected as it 1s with the Florida and 
I have been (said Mr. J.) a 
d for 


ng on ordinary 


member of Congress for many years, an 


= 
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more than twenty-five years have I been honored 
as chairman of some important committee; and 
during the whole of that period, the present mode 
of proceeding has been in practice. Whatever 
subiect comes within the general scope of duties 
for which a standing committee is appointed, as 
well as subjects referred to them by the House, 
it has been the uniform custom for the committee 
to actu , and report the result of such action 
to the House. This subject has in like manner 
been deliberated upon by the committee, and the 
result of that deliberation ia presented in the bill 
before us. It is simply to refund what has been 
liberally advanced in the hour of danger by those 
patriouc States, at a time when the honor and 
safety of our common coun wired the ad- 
vance for the use of the nation, before the na- 
tional cotfers could be unlocked for the purpose. 
Whether that money was paid regularly, accord- 
ing to specified forms, or not, or whether the 
requisitions in which it was paid were drawn, 
verbatim ef lileratim, according to the usual forms, 
is to me a matter of no im . If one of 
your family is perishing with starvation, and 
your friend will purchase food for his relief, you 
will not inquire iato the form in which he made 
the nt. It will be sufficient for you to 
know that the benefit was received. So in this 
case, it is sufficient for me to know that the money 
was advanced, that it was expended in the pub- 
lic service, and that the country received its value. 
Deeds of patriotism like this merit a public ac- 
knowledgment, rather than a dull, protracted, 
reluctant compli with the imperative demand 
of justice. e shoald faithfully and promptly 
refund the last cent advanced in such a case. 
We should do it, because it is the dictate of jus- 
tice— because honor requires it— because the hare 
acter of this House and of the whole nation 
demands it. We should do it, to show to the 
world that the im of lotism is not de- 
spised by a Republie; and to inspire in our citi- 
zens a confidence that volun sacrifices in 
the extremity of oe shall be cheerfully and 
promptly remune . 
The amendment proposed to the bill is merely, 
to explain a former law of a similar character. It 
s to pay for the services of the volunteer 
militia who were called into service by the com- 
mandi ral in the first moments of the 
Seminole war. The sudden rupture of the savages 
was like an unanticipated flame breaking out in 
the midst of a city, which requires the immediate 
exertions of the firemen to subdue. A little dela 
woukl involve the whole town in irrecoverable 
ruin. Sothe savages of the Indians, if permitted 
to pursue the work of devastation til] dispatches 
would be sent to the seat of Government, and an 
order issued from the Executive for calling out the 
militia, would have completed the work of de- 
struction through the whole of the country where 
it The commanding general, as in duty 
bound, called for militia aid to check the ravages 
of this desolating war, and the patriotic citizens 
volunteered their services. They were gladly ac- 
e These are the citizen soldiers, who have 
been braving the dangersand enduring the storm of 
that i conflict, whose services have been 
recognized by the Government, that the amend- 
ment proposes to pay. They made the first sacri- 
fice in the country’s defense; met the danger at the 
threshold, and voluntarily poured out their blood 
upon the altar of their suffering country. We 
intended to provide for their pay, and thought we 
had done so by a law already passed; but in the 
muluplicity of business, there was an accidental 
omission in the framing of the law to meet their 
case. The amendment proposed is only to give 
such extent to the application of that law as to 
embrace the case of these men, and so carry into 
effect our declared intention. Upon this bill and 
this amendment, subjects as plainly just and as 


clear to the understanding as the simplest propo- | 
9 


sition that could be stated, we are consuming the 
day, and wasting the precious time of the House, 
in animad versions that have no direct bearing upon 
the subject. Ia this the proper time for introdu- 
cing fastidious complaints and party denunciations 
against the Administration of the Government? 
Or are there no questions that can arise, even upon 
the common measure of justice between citizens 
and their Government, but what must be converted 


| 


into party atrifes? Among other complaints, im- | 
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| 


| putations have been made against those who are H 


conducting the war in Florida,.as if our regular 
officers, whose buainesa and whose duty itis to 
obey the orders of any Executive, were political 
partizans. These censures are, at least, prema- 
ture. The officera of the regular Army are in 
command there—men who, on former occasions, 
have given incontestable proof of their valor, their 
devouon to the country, and their capacity to 
conduct military operations. Though at this 
distance it would appear that more ought to have 
been done, yet we are not acquainted with all 
the difficulties which they may have had to en- 
counter, The character Shieh they have estab- 
lished ought to be regarded as a pledge for their 
kood conduct in the present trial, and should at 
east shield them from ceasure ull ali the facts 
are known; and if it shall then appear that they 
have not done the best that conid be done, of 
which we have as yet no evidence, it wili not 
establish any charge against the volunteers who 
have obeyed the laws of the country by placing 
themselves under their command. The regular 
army is otherwise provided for; this bill and its 
amendment have referenee only to the volunteer 
militia. Look at their character, and we cannot 
doubt their bravery nor their patriotism. The 
southern volunteers have ever sustained the high 
character of American soldiers. Their deep sense 
of honor, their disregard ef danger, their noble- 
ness of soul in the camp, and their chivalry in 
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lt is wise, on ordinary occasions, to refer prope 
ositions to committees, that the information out 


- of which they grow, and their minute details, ma 
‘be more thoroughly investigated; but the dect- 


the field, are but their common characteristics; | 


and after volunteering their services to meet the 


first shock of defensive war, we cannot presume: 
ove recreant to everything dear - 
e know they are incapable of . 


that they would 

_ to themselves. 

, it. They have unfurled their country’s banner, 
and have marched under it, to defend it from in- 
sult; and the result must show that they will 
have sustained its honor. It is our part to 
de ee Santie i to which 
their services entided them, and they will not be 
sparing of their blood in the day of battle.. Let 
us the bill, with the ..proy amendment, 
without a moment’s delay; and it will be time 

, enough for us to complain after we jearn that 
there is cause for complaint. Till evidenee ap- 

to the contrary, let us not indulge a b 
cion that an officer ing æ commission in the 


Americaa service, whether regular or militia, is || 


deficient either in courage or conduct. Com- 
plaints, in advance of evidence, are alike dishon- 
orable to our and to the feelings of our 
gallant officers and soldiers. Let us di 
the debt of justice, and withhold our censures till 
a knowledge of facts shall warrant them. 
Much stress appears to be laid upon the fact, 
that for this amendment, which provides for the 
yment of the volunteers, no communication 
le been made.to the House by the Secretary of 
War, recommending the measure, and that the 
subject has not been specially referred to the com- 
mittee by the House. It appears to be a very 
recent thing with .some gentlemen, to have trans- 
ferred all confidence from themselves to the Sec- 
' retary of War, so as to be incapable of acting 
upon the most simple proposition without his 
: recommendation, 


l; 
it 


| 


I would remind them that the : 


| 


sions of committees are always subject to the 
House, and it is the right of any member to pro- 
ose amendments to measures reported to the 
ouse by committees. The practice has ever 
prevailed, and to be deprived of this right would 
to fetter legislation with a clog which it could 
never bear. 
Inde pondenes in legislation by the representa- 
tives of the sovereign people is of the first im- 
rtance to the prescrvation of our liberties. It 
is in thie House that their voice is more immedi- 
ately heard, than in any other branch of our Gov- 
ernment. Its value cannot be over estimated, nor 
its dignity too carefully preserved. The most 
sacred regard to justice should characterize all its 
measures. It is aconvention of the nation iteelf; 
and upon the priy, the intelligence, and the in- 
dependence of this House, more than upon any 
ather department of Government, the liberties of 
this nation, the last hope of man, essentialiy de- 
Pi is always with reluctance that I 
the time of the House; but in defense of the 
ilitary Committee, from whom the measure 
emanated, I have been compelled to submit these 
remarks. e 


DEFẸNSE OF THE ADMINISTRATION. 


SPEECH OF HON. R. FRENCH, 
‘1. OP KENTUCKY, - 
Ix rie House or Representatives, 


.. .,., May 12, 1836, $68 
In Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union, upon 
the Fortification bill, and the amendment offered by the 

Chairman of the Committee of Ways and’ Means [Mr. 

CamBre.Eno) proposing an appropriation of $700,000 for 

. the armament cf Fortifications. 

Mr. FRENCH said: 

Mr. Chairman: I'am happy in having ob- 
tained the floor, not that I am vain enough to au 
pose that anything that I could say would 
either new or interesting to the members of. this 
committee, but because the. subject embraced in 
the bill under consideration is.one of the first im- 
portance to this country, and beesuse the oppor- 
tunity is now afforded me of presenting to my 
constituents and to the nation my views in rela- 
tion to some of the prominent measures of public 

licy called for by the exigency of the times, 

ir, no one has addressed the Committee of the 


! Whole on the state of the Union, or the House, 


: this session, whose situation presents a stronger 


appeal to the indulgence and patience of the com- 
mittee than does that of the humble individual 


: who now addresses you—an appeal which I am 
sure will not be made in vain on this occasion. 


The invaluable maxim, ¢oeval with thé existence 


| of this Government, recommended by the Father 


‘of his Country, and whose moral force ought 
i now. to influence us all, ‘ In peace prepare for 
‘ war,” demands our first notice; a cherished 


proposed amendment is founded on official in, 


formation from the War Department, that. the 


men who claim the pay have faithfully served | 


- their country as represented, and that no provi- 
:, sion is made by which ra can receive their pay. 
| Now, sir, where ia the independence of the mem- 
| bers of this body, if they cannot act upon their 
own nsibility in matters of plain justice? 
! When all the facts are before us, must we fear to 
| act without the direction of.an executive officer 
i to govern us in legislation, and bear the respons- 
| ibility of our measures? Our constitutional duty 
| is to legislate; and that of an executive officer 
: to execute the law. When all the facts are made 
' known to us, we must act upon our own respons- 
| ibility; and, right or wrong, we must bear that 
| responsibility, whether recommended or not. In 
Í the case now before us, there is no imposition, 


‘no deception. It is a plain proposition, founded ; 


on plain matters of fact; and the 
or reject it. 
withhold the demands of justice; and every mem- 
ber will act upon his own responsibility. 


| ouse must adopt 


We must, in the case, do justice, or || 


i! be heeded by Congress. 


maxim, indeed, but one which, during the pres- 
ent session, has received from honorable mem- 


` bers different versione; a maxim, sir, which will 


never benefit this country unless its warning voice 
My interpretation of its 
meaning is, that in time of peace, observing a 
proper scale of economy, and not forgetting the 
nature and genius of our free institutions, you 
are to apply so much of the public revenue to ob- 
jects of national defense as wiil, in case war 
come, place our country in a situation, with the 
least pornise cost and the greatest efficiency, to 
defend itself from all harm. Not, sir, that the 
President of the United States, or those friendly 
to his administration, cherish the visionary ex- 
ctation, or subscribe to the exceptionable pol- 
icy (attributed to him by some) of placing a 
breastwork of fortifications along our whole sea- 
coast. Such a system of defense would lead toa 
large standing army in time of peace, always dan- 
ferons to liberty and to increased taxation, to 
oth of which measures I stand opposed; a sys- 
tem, too, sir, which, if put into execution, would 
cost a larger sum of money than the whole amount 
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of revenue to be collected by this Government 
for the next fifty years to come. À: 
But, sir, although we cannot indulge a belief 
that this enlarged system of national defense, even 
if it were sound policy to adopt it, will, or ought 
to prevail; yet there is a system of national de- 
fenses, within the reach of the Government and 
its means, which comes recommended to us by 
the past history and policy of this country. It 
consists in the gradual increase of your Navy; in 
the repair and anament of your existing fortifi- 
cations; in the construction of others at those 
great commercial points, and other operant and 
exposed positions upon our sea-board, where in 
case of war an enemy would seck to land, and 
where, if he should land, he could do us the great- 
est injury; in keeping in good repair your military 
posts; in the construction of others where mostly 
needed on your frontiers; and in so organizing and 
training the militia of the States as to give to them 
the greatest possible efficiency in time of war. 
Yes, sir, the citizen-soldiers of this Union consti- 
tute its greatest bulwark of defense. But to 


realize the full measure of benefits from them, it : 


is necessary that they should be taught a knowl- 
edge of military tactics and of improved discipline. 
One of the great and peculiar excellencies of our 
Government is, that whilst it looks to your citi- 


zens as its greatest military strength and security, - 


it makes its appeal to them, upon all occasions, 


by addressing all the motives for which freemen | 


ought to desire to live. 

Sir, [beg leave to read to the committee a com- 
munication from the Secretary of War, made to 
the Hon. C. C. Campretenc, Chairman of the 
Committee on Ways and Means, on the 21st 
January, 1836, and printed by the order of the 
House: ; 


“t ARMAMENT FOR THE FORTIFICATIONS. 

“Sır: I bave the honor to inclose, for the consideration 
of the Committee on Ways and Means, an estimate pre- 
pared by the Colone] of the Ordnance Department, of the 
funds which appear to be necessary to be appropriated for 
the armament of the fortifications for the present year. 
This estimate is based upen two propusitions—first, that it 
may be necessary to mount two thousand six hundred and 
seventy-nine cannon, in which case an appropriation of 
$1,581,314 will be required ; and, secondly, that the number 
of cannon wanted will be two thousand four hundred and 
forty-four, and in which case the appropriation required 
will be $1,224,301. My own opinion is, that the smaller 
amount, viz: 1,224,301, is the one which it would be 
proper to appropriate, and this sum includes the estimate 


of §200,000, already submitted to the committee for the ar- ; 
mawent of the fortifications. But all the other estimates | 
of the Ordnance Department will remain for the consider- ' 


ation of the committee, as though this increase had not been 
asked for. I am instructed by the President to say, that he 
has examined and approves this estimate, and directs that 
it be transmitted to the committee for their examination and 
decision.” 

I also hold in my hand, Mr. Chairman, a letter 
from the Secretary of War, on the armament of 
fortifications, dated May 2, 1836, and printed by 


order of the House, inclosing a communication | 


from the Inspector General’s office, from which 
I beg leave also to read the following extract: 
Sia: In answer to the communication of the Hon. C. C. 


CaMBRELENG, dated 29th ultimo, referred to this office, I ! 


would make the following report: To the inquiry as to the 
number of cannon necessary to arm the fortifications which 
are now in readiness to receive them, or which will be in 
readiness in the course of a year, I would answer, to com- 
plete the armament of the forts now in readiness, and those 
which might be placed in readiness in the course ofa year, 
would require about two thousand four hundred guns, and 
would cost, exclusive of what has already been expended, 
about $1,200,000. Thissum, however, includes the expense 
of carriages, one hundred rounds of ammunition of every de- 
scription for each gun and carriage. If this suim ($1,200,000) 
had been appropriated in January or February last, so as to 
have enabied the Ordnance Department to have made its 
contracts earlier in the season, the whole sum might have 
heen properly expended within the present year. But as 
the season for making eontracts to advantage has far ad- 
vanced, both as it regards materials and workmen, I do not 
believe that more than $600,000 could be advantageously 
or judiciously expended within the year. But to avoid 
herenfter unnecessary delay, and to enable the Department 
to carry on its operations economically, and without inter- 
ruption throughout the present and coming year, E will 
recommend that at least fifty per centum be added to the 
above sum, which would increase the amount to $900,000.” 


Sir, a soldier without arms cannot fight—your 
fortifications without guns are useless. Unless 
your fortifications are kept in good repair and 
armed, the millions of money expended by the 
Government for their construction are lust to the 
country. I therefore, sir, have felt it my duty 
this session to vote for your Navy bill, your 
Army bill, and shall vote for your fortification 


| bill. The loss of the fortification bill at the close 
| of the last session imposes upon us the double 
| duty to pass this. 

Mr. Chairman, my honorable colleague, [Mr. 
ALLeNn,} who opened the discussion upon the 
Kentucky resolutions, was pleased to summon 
to the bar of his judgment the President of the 
United States and his administration, for trial. As 
all trials imply the obligation to administer justice, 
and justice alone, I did expect itfrom him. In this 
reasonable expectation, however, I was disap- 
pointed. The President and his administration 
were held up before the House and the people as 
. a glaring example of violated pledges solemnly 

made, and a sweeping sentence of condemnation 
pronounced against him in his official capacity 
© and his administration. Sir, [have no right to 
complain, and do not complain that my colleague 
exercised a right which belonged to him, of 
freely and fully examining into the official con- 
duct of the Chief Magistrate, and the principles 
„and policy of his administration. The right 
. exercised by him is essential to the maintenance 
of civil liberty and of free government. But I 
- complain of the injustice done to the President 
and his administration by my colleague, in having 
most carefully avoided to tell the House, or 
the people, of a single good act that he had done. 
Both sides af a case, sir, ought to be presented, 
if justice be the abject. My colleague, there- 
fore, ought ta have sent out the good fruits of 
. the Administration with those which he alleged 
: to be evil. That course would have recommended 
‘his exposé to the ready acceptance of the people 
from its intrinsic and obvious fairness, and have 
| conducted them to a more satisfactory and cor- 
. rect conclusion of the character of the present 
; Administration, and of the principles and policy 
|, upon which the General Government has been 
i administered. As, however, the object of my 
: colleague seems to have been to call down upon 
the Rdnioistration popular disfavor, and as I am 
one of those who, at an early day, in Kentucky, 
' became the supporter of the present Executive, 
‘and in that character, in common with his other 
i friends, am embraced in the sentence pronounced, 
| I must be allowed in self-defense to vindicate 
myself and the- Administration from its effects, 
| to send along some of the good with the evil, and 
| thereby do myself at least that justice to which I 
‘consider myself entitled. In doing so, Mr. 
Chairman, I shall follow the example of my hon- 
| orable colleague, and carefully abstain from all 
; personality whatever, either towards him or any- 
© body else. f 


|, November, 1816, to the Hon. James Monroe, in 
! which the General informs Mr. Monroe, “ now 
is the time to exterminate that monster called 
j! party spirit.” In which he also said, ‘‘ by select- 
| ing characters most conspicuous for their probity, 
: virtue, capacity, and firmness, without any regard 
‘| to party, you will go far to, if not entirely eradi- 
| cate, those feelings which, on former occasions, 
| threw so many obstacles in the way of Govern- 
| ment, and perhaps have the pleasure and honor of 
uniting a people heretofore -politically divided. 
‘The Chief Magistrate of a great and powerful 


Sir, the letter from which the extract just read is 


read by my colleague or myself presents. I there- 


ing more of it. 


“ Sir, permit me to introduce to your notice Lieutenant 
Gadsden, who will hand you this letter, and who is also the 


Chickasaws, and Cherokees. 

“ In my last to you, I took the liberty of drawing your 
attention to the benefits that would result, both to the 
Treasury of the United States, and the defense of the 


above named. {fam so deeply impressed with the import- 
ance of this subject, that I cannot forego the present op- 
portunity of again bringing it to your view. I have this 
moment written the Comptroller on this highly interest- 
ing and important business. If the plan proposed is adopt- 


time, which will immediately give to that section of coun- 
try a strong and permanent settlement of American citi- 


In the commencement of his attack, he read to” 
to the House an extract from the letter written | 
ii by General Jackson, as far back as the 12th of | 


nation ought never to indulge in party feelings.”’ | 
taken is lengthy, and a correct knowledge of its `; 
true character cannot be had, without knowing - 
more of its contents and objects than the extract 


fore beg leave to trouble the committee with read- | 


bearer of the treaties lately concluded with the Creeks, |‘ 


Lower Mississippi and its dependencies, by bringing into `; 
market those tracts of country acquired by the treaties ` 


ed, the land can be brought into market in a very short 


zens, competent to its defense. Should the Government 
divide the surveyor’s district as proposed, and appoint 
General Coffee surveyor of the northern, his energy and 


| industry will bring it all into market in June next. Should 
the district be divided as contemplated, and General Coffee 
appointed surveyor, it will open the appointment of re- 
ceiver of public moneys, heretofore promised to the Gen- 
eral, Which vacancy I warmly recommend to be filled by 
Lieutenant Gadsden, who, owing to the late, indeed, T 
might say present delicate state of his health, is desirous of 
resigning his appointment in the Army. In this, as in all 
my recommendations, I have the public good in view.” 

After making some other remarks in the letter, 
n further commendation of Lieutenant Gadsden, 
he proceeds: 

“ Being deeply impressed with the importance of another 
subject, which relates to yourself, as well as the Govern- 
ment, I hope I may be permitted once more to obtrude my 
opinions. In filling the vacancy occasioned by the trans- 
fer of Mr. Crawford from the War Office to the Treasury, 
it is of the highest moment that some proper and fit person 
should be selected; your happiness and the nation’s wel- 
fare materially depend upon the selections which are tobe 
made to fill the heads of Departments. I need not tell you 
that feuds exist, and have existed, to an injurious degree, 
in the northern army. To fillthe Department of War with 
a character who has taken a part in those feuds, or whose 
feelings have been enlisted on the side of party, will be 
adding fuel to flame, which, for the good of the service, al- 
ready burns too fiercely. This and other considerations 
induced me to enter on the inquiry for a character best 
calculated to fill that Department; it has resulted in the 
selection of Colonel William Drayton. Since my last to 
! you, in which the subject was then named, General Ripley 

has arrived here, who heartily concurs in the opinion that 

Colonel Drayton is the best selection that can be made. 

« Pardon me, my dear sir, for the following remarks con- 
cerning the next presidential term ; they are made with the 
sincerity and freedom of a friend. I cannot doubt they 
will be received with feelings similar to those which have 
impelled me to make them. Everything depends upon 
the selection of your ministry. .In every selection, party 
and party feeling should be avoided. Now is the time to 

! exterminate that monster, called party spirit,” &c. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I ask you and the com- 
mittee, what is the true character of this letter, 
breathing, as it does, the spirit of an exalted 
patriotism? Let the objects that its writer had in 
view determine its character; and what are they? 
1. The speedy bringing into market those tracts of 
country lately acquired by the treaties above named; 
and for what purpose? To promote the benefits 
that would result both to the Treasury of the United 
States and the defense of the lower Mississippi and its 

` dependencies—to give to that section of country a. 
strong and permanent settlement of American citi- 
zens competent to its defense. 2. To promote the 
appointment of Gencral, Coffee and Lieutenant 

adsden to the offices named. And, 3. To induce 
Mr. Monroe to appoint Colonel Drayton Scere- 
tary of War, and to give his advice to Mr. Mon- 
roe upon the selections which were to be made by him 
to fill the heads of Departments, remarking to him 
that everything depends on the selection of your min- 
istry. And the letter then-concludes with a few 
general observations inforcing the advice given. 

Yes, sir, the late war with Great Britain had 
then lately terminated, leaving a load of debt 
upon the nation to pay. General Jackson was 
desirous of raising means to discharge it, and, at 
the same time, to promote the rapid settlement of 
the western lands, with a view to the growth and 
prosperity of the western country and its defense 
against the savages. Well might he say, he had 
“the public good in view,” 

Sir, all statesmen of all parties, as far as Iknow, 
_concede the right to the President to select from 
' the ranks of his political friends his Cabinet, the 

heads of Departments. They are his constitu- 
tional advisers in the administration of the ex- 
ecutive department of the Government; and to 

: render his Administration prosperous, harmony 
in the Cabinct is indispensable. ‘* How can two 

: walk together, except they be agreed? It is 

- true; sir, that all the citizens of the United States 
are equally eligible to office, and entitled to equal 

` benefits from the Government. I have inquired 
of some of the most intelligent citizens of this 
city into the comparative number of Federal 
offices held by Opposition men in this city and, in 
the United States, and of those held by iene 
to the Administration; and I am, informed, an 

believe, a majority of the offices In this oy are 

. in the hands of Opposition men;* and, ie fe 

ing the numerical strength of parties, t hat the 

Opposition have their due proportion, if not more, 


public offices at Washington, 


* Strength of parties in the ‘was—Opposition, 173 ; Jack- 


at the commencement of 1831, 
ii Bon, 140; majority, 33. 
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of the Federal offices throughout the Union. If 
so, what just cause of complaint have honorable 

ntlemen of the Opposition against the Admin- 
istration? 

My colleague, Mr. Chairman, also read to the | 
Howse an extract from the letters addressed by ` 
General Jackson to the Legislature of Tennessee, ` 
resigning his seat in the Senate of the United 
States, dated 14th October, 1825, in which the 
General, among other things, informed the Legis- 
lature that he fully accorded with them in the 
contemplated change in the Constitution: ‘‘ And - 
‘indeed, would go further, with a view to sustain, j 
‘more effectu iy in practice, the action which | 

«divides the three great classes of power into in- | 
‘dependent constitutional checks.. I would im- | 
‘pose a provision rendering any member of Con- | 


ss ineligible to office under the General |, 


‘ 
‘ Goverment during the term for which he was 


‘elected, and for two -years thereafter, except in | 


‘cases of judicial office,” &c. 1 
Constitution has . 


Sir, this amendment to the 
‘never beeti made; and now what is the complaint 
‘of my colleague? It is, that General Jackson has 
violated the principle then recommended to the 
Legislature of ‘Tennessee, by conferring upon 
members ‘of: Congress ina t appointments 
-under the General Government; and to prove that 
‘ violation of principle upon the President, lias given 
us his table of those yee and their sal- 

aries. Suppose, Mr. Chairman, General Jackson 


in that letter had suggested to the Legislature of | 


-Tennessee àn amendment to the Constitution, by 
-whick the President of the United States. should 
“be deprived of having: any voice in the passage 
-of laws by Congress, by which the power that ' 
-now makes it his duty to approve and sign bills , 


-passed by Congress before they have the force Philip P. Barbour, October 6, 1830, J of easte i- 
Pa aws, Should be taken away: forever, Sap- || sion of Vi inia s SY 91s Tas Jadea of catana diri 
“pose, also, the General, after Baving given his || | Thomas Irwin, Apri 14, 1831, Judge of west district of 
-foinibn, had been elected President of the United || Pennsylvania: saa @LEW. ot see Navys | 
-States, and that he had’ réfused to approve and || salary96,00. © > > Oa r on L 
agn beard passaa by ae apo rnd ground Re Buchanan, puar s 1833, Envoy to Russia ; 
‘that he had giver to the islature of Tennessee | salary 49,0005 o.. l a E Din 
-the opinion ihat the President ought not to have | ‘conch Chandler, Maret Mt, 1626, Colector of the Custongs ; 
any such power. - Sir,'in the case supposed, the | George W. Owen, March 11, 182%, Collector of the Cag- 


President would. have been impeached and. re- | 
movell from office if he had refused to approve | 
and sign bills upon the grounds stated; when, by | 
the Constitution, it was his sworn duty to do so; || 
he would have deserved impeachment and removal | 
from office. What, then, I ask, is the difference |! 
in principle. between the case supposed and the | 
-ase contained in the letter? The amendment |; 
-suggested in that letter has never been made to |; 
the Constitution. i : ! 

By the Constitution, members'of Congress are | 
eligible tò executive appointments. The’ Presi- | 
dent is sworn ‘‘to preserve, protect, and defend | 
the Constitution?” as it is, not as he would have | 
-it to be. If, then; the President had: introduced in | 
‘practice what would have been a virtual. amend- | 
‘ment to the Constitution ‘itself, he would‘ have 


f 
it 
il 


nature of the judicial office, and the necessity of securing 
‘in the Cabinet, and in diplomatic stations of the highest 
\ rank,t he best talents and political experience, should, per- 
haps, except these from the exclusion.” 


But, sir, to show what members of Congress 


‘have been appointed during the term for which | 
, they were elected under General Jackson’s at- . 
ministration, £ request the Clerk -to read to the | 


committee the message of the President bearmg 
-date the 28d January, 1833, disclosing the same 
-to Congress. ‘This message exhibits the.follow- 
. ing appointments of members of Congress, viz: : 
| Samuel D. I ` Mare 3 i of. thi 
: Treasury; pat ny March decane t: a 
9, 1820, Attorney Gen- 


| John McPherson Berrien, Mageb 
i eral of the United States; salary 

| John Branch, March 9, 1829, Secretary of the Navy, sal- 
F ary $8,000 


| John H. Eaton, March 9, 1899, Sectetury of Wat ; salary, 


| salary $9,000; outfit do. i ; 
Edward Livingston, May 24, 1831, Becretary of Btate’; 
salary 86,000. : i a8 
|! Powhattan Ellis, July 14, 1831; Judge Miasiasippi district; 
salary $2,000 
Jobn Biddi 
‘ galary $500, and commissions. - : 
-Jamès W. Ripley, January 31, 18390, Cottector of Cus- 
toms ; salary §250, fegsrand commissions. E 
Not membersof Congress when appointed, but 
‘had: been within':the. year pregeding their ap- 
| pointments, viz: ; RAY 
Martin Van Buten, March 6, 1820, Secretary of Siate’; 
salary $6,000. ' t 
Thomas P. Moore, March 13, 1829, Envoy to Colombia’; 
$ 000 j ouldtde. -n n o n CERS 
i" William C. Rives, April 18, 1829, Envoy ta France; sal- 
ary $9,000 ; ouffit do. ae 
: John Randolph, May 26, 1830, Envoy'to Rusia; salary 
, 99,000; outfit do... + j z 


toms; fees and cammisions, ESSEE i 
Selah R. Hobbie, November 1, 169; Assistint Postinaster 

General ; salary $2,500, _ } fod ee es es 
Nicholas D. Coleman, Septèmiber 7, 1831, Postmaster at 

Maysville, Kentucky ; salary $2,000. : 

Members of Congress appointed: under Mr. 

Adats’s administration, viz: >>) 0000 O) 
William Henry Harrison, May 24, 1628, Envoy to Colom- 

bia; salary $9,000 ; outfit do. : 

6,000" Barbour, Mareh 7, 1825, Secretary of Wag ; salary 
Philip S, Markley, March 3, 1827, Nayal officer; feos. 
‘Not members when appointed, vig: | 
Henry‘ Ctay, March 7; 1635; Secretary uf Stare’; salary 

HAN R. Poinsett, March 8, 1825, Envoy to Mexico; salary 

$9,000; outfit do. s EE E ; 
Rufus King, May 5, 1896, Exfvoy-to'Great Britain’ j watery 

3 outfit do. E EI oe Et Be set i " 


been cuilty of the high crime of usurpation. For ||” John F. Parrot, F :24, 1826, pu at Ports 
he would bave-sabstiated hie individual will in || mouth, New Hip ire; salary. $2,000. 
place of the Constitution itself, and thereby have re A al 29, 1825, postmaster at Norwich, New 
‘assumed to himself to determine, hot according ||, Mr. Adams came-inte office as ‘President ion the: 

-to the Constitution, but according to his own sov- || March, 1825, and General Jackson on the. 4ta of. 3 
‘ereign will, who were and who were: not eligible || 1829. ; s eaea P eie ig eth 
‘to ofice under the General Government. Yes, || Mr. Chai my @ called: the: attane 
sir, he would have expunged the ‘Constitution || tion of the House to theletter written by General 


iteelf—for if he could render members of Congress 
ineligible, the principle upon which he would do 
ree if carried out in practice, voula render all 
other persons. equally ineligible, $ must, there- 
fore be allowed s0 differ in opinion with my col- 


Jeague‘on this subject. I think the Président has 


to internal.improv espe 
ern country; referred us. to: hig vetoon the Mays+ 
i ‘and - the. Louisville, apd: Portland 


done right in having administered the Constitur || ville road, c lle, 

tion as it isin having followed. after. the foot- || canal bill. Sir, I have taken from an official rer 
steps of his predecessors in office, even if some || port of the. Recreat of the. Treasury made. to 
members of Congress have bedh appointed. To Bong s on. the, 17h of January, 1835, the fol» 
show,.however,.that the President. has pursued || lowing statements of the sums expended on works 
a course of appointment warranted by his first || of, internal improvements during the: four years 
annual message, delivered to Con , December || of Mr. Adams’s administration, and. the firatfour 


8, 1829, I.will read to the. committee the fallow- 
ing extract, viz: ` 
4 While members of Congress: can: be: coristitutionally 


years of General Jackspn’s administration, . Mr, 
Adams, $1,249 


term» $054,058 


appointed to offices of trust or profit, it will he the practice, 
even undér'the most conscientious adherence to duty, to 
select them for such stations as they are believed to be bet- 
ter qualified to fill than other citizens; but the purity of 
our ¢ ment would doubtless be promoted by their ex- 
clusign from all appointments in the gift of the President, 


af 


000. 4 
|” Louis McLane, April 18, 1820, Envoy to Great Britain; ; 


e, January 10,1831, Register of Land Office; . 
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in whose election thev have been officially concerned. The || Administration for internal improvements was 


$940,488 95.. ; 
Another subject of complaint, Mr. Chairman, 
grows out of the expenditures of General Jack- 
son’s administration, compared. with others, It 
js true, sir, that, as the United States increase in 
population, States, territory, and wealth, the, ex- 
| penditures of the General Government must in- 
; crease. Before I proceed, however,. to. show the 
| cause of that increase, I beg: leave to state how 
| much of the public debt Mr. Monroe paid during 
‘i the last-.four years of his administration, how 
: much Mr. Adams paid, and how much General 
| Jackson paid during his: frst four years—viz: 
l| Mr. Monroe ped $39,034,452 91; Mr. Adams 
| paid $45,303,533 43, and General Jackson paid 
i $57,754,303 5ł; by which it appears that Mr. 
`: Adams paid of public debt more than Mr. Mon- 
roe did, during his last four years, by the sum of 
: $626,030, 52; and-General Jackson paid during 
his Aret one qatanan than Mx, Adams did by 
$12,450,770 uy oY figs ate : 
|. If, siry-you exclude from the. calculation of the 
annual. expenditures- of, the ‘Government the 
amount paid by each in discharge of the public debt 
abovastated, thenthe accountstands thus, viz: Mr. 
__Monrae’s last four years of national expenditures, 
i| $42,093,736 17; Mr. Adams’s. $50,501,913 31, 
| ghowing: an increase. in Mr, Adams’s time. over 
| Mr. Monroe’s last. four years of $7,510,177 14; 
| -General Jackson *sfirat foun years, $56,270 j480.62, 
: showmg.an. increase of TAE Y than 
| Mr: Adamsincurred.of $5,768,567 31, and showin 
i| algo that the ratio of increaspin the expenditureso 
| Government incwrred-hy General Jackson during 
| hig firat four-years fell-short of that incurred. by 
iMr. Adams, when-compared with the expendi- 
 tures.of Mr. Monroe’s last four years, by §1,94I- 
| 607 83; in other words, that General Takash ’s 
firat foyr. years, applying the same. ratio of in- 
|| CFeaS@, was much more; economical; thaa Mr. 
Adams’s was, ed. with: Mr. Monree’s. 
"But, sir, what has.swelled, the national expendi- 
|| turea?.. I answer, lst. The. sums: appropriated 
li hy Cones, ta-internal improvements, as I have 
ady shown. 2d. The treaties. made with 
foreign nations since General Jackson came. inte 
ower.. The following. is a list of them, vizs 
reaty with Denmark, March 28th, 1830; treaty 
of commerte with Mexico,A pril 5th 1631; tpat; 
of limits with the same; treaty. of indemnity. wi 
i| France, 4th of July, 1831;, treaty. with. the. Two 
Sicilies, 14th October, 1832;. treaty of. commerce 
and..nayigation with Russia, December 18, 1832; 
treaty of amity. and. commerce with Siam,,20th 
March, 1833;..treaty, of commerce. with. Chili, 
September lst, 1833; treaty. of amity and .com+ 
merce with Muscat, September 21st, 1833; and a 
treaty of indemnity with.Spain, 17th of February, 
1834, yielding-a sum (I. mean those obtaining in- 
demnities) of. $7,942,000, to be. paid American 
citizens for long standing injuries, and:in the case 
of France for more than, twenty-five years. 3d, 
Treaties: with the: Indian..tribes,.a statement. of 
which 1 hold,in my hand, from the War Depart, 
ment, by which it appears forty-twa treaties. hava 
been. made, and. the value of the lands acquired by 
them, at:Congress price, is equal.to about fifty: 
five millions of dollars; but valuable as they are 
in a pecuniary paintof view, the benefits result- 
ing to the western country by. tbeir. acquisition in 
extending the setlements, trade, commerce, ; 
wealth of the West, are.incalculable., 4th. ‘The 
removal of the Indians to the west of.the. Migaia. 


sippi. river, 
ge 


| 


i 


river, and. the oxp gen incident to. their 
pt, 1s another prolific source of increased 
expenditures under this Administration. |... 

i Finally, sir, I-am-happy to-.find that.no honor, 
able member om:this floor pretends to‘charge: the 
Administration with haring expended one cent 
more. than was, warranted. by the. laws of. Con- 

.. „And this presenta:the question, whether; 
when:laws are passed: by Congress making large 
propra non and they are faithfully. applied to 
the objecta designated in. the Jaws, any blame 
whatever can or ought to attach to the Execu- 
tive? . He does not make the laws, but is bound 
to see them faithfully executed; and if any blame 
attaches anywhere for extravagances in the pub- 
lic expenditures, it is to Congress. Considering, 
however, the. rapidity with which everything 
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prepared tosay, that we ought to cast our censures | 
upon anybody, but rather to express our gratitude | 
for the blessings we enjoy. Sir, to show how © 
the trade and commerce of the United States have 
flourished under General Jackson’s administra- 
tion, I beg leave to read a statement of the amonnt 
of our imports and exports: 


Imports. Exports. 
1830. cere erene sees Laa.. 81086.90 $73,849,508 
«103,191,124 81,310,583 
. 101,029,266 87,176,943 
BB vceee ce ewew ees .. 108,118,311 90,140,443 
1834.. eese ee e e 126,521,332 81,024,162 
JBB5. cece sessen rere ee ee eo 149,873,048 121,684,977 | 


Statement of the single article of Cotton exported since 1826, ! | 
during the year ending 30th September. i 
1826......204,600,000 Ibs. 1831......276,979,784 Ibs. 


1827......294,000,000 Ibs. 1832......922,215,122 Ibs. 
1828, .....210,090,000 Ibs. 1833.... ..324,698,604 Ibs. 
1829......964,750,000 Ibs. 1834.. .... 384,717,907 Ibs. 


1830... . 298,459,102 Ibs. 1835... . 386,556,285 Ibs. 

Mr. Chairman, my colleague attributes the 
number of State banks and banking companies 
to the influence of the General Government, or 
rather to the opposition of the President to the 
recharter of the Bank of the United States, and 
indulges in the most gloomy annepationi of the 
fatal effects of the paper system. I find, sir, up ` 
to the first of January, 1835, there were five hun- 
dred and fifty-eight banks, and one hundred and 
forty-six branches, with a capital of $231 3250,337. 
‘When we reflect upon the vast amount of capital 
in the United States, the pervading wealth arising _ 
from the agricultural, manufacturing, and com- 
mercial prosperity of this whole country, I think 
there is But little danger of the anticipated shock. 
But, sir, ought the Executive to be censured for 
the existing number of State banks? And does 


fall upon the people of the States, who, throug 


their Legislatures, have made the banks? What, ` 


sir, is the fact? The President vetoed the bill to 
recharter the Bank of the United States prior to 
his reélection. The recharter of that institution 
was made the great question before the people. 


They decided at the polls against the bank, by — 
electing the President by a large majority. It — 
| House, viz: 


was literally a war between the Government of 
the people and the bank. They wisely preferred 
their Government. Had they desired it, they | 
could have procured its recharter by electing a | 
bank President and a bank Congress. The great 
principle at the foundation of this Government is 
that the people govern; as, then, the governing 
power (the people) put down the bank, the cen- 
sure cast upon the President falls equally upon 
them in their sovereign capacity. I know my | 
colleague did not intend to censure the_people; 
but such is the effect of his argument. For one, ` 
Mr. Chairman, I neither censure the President || 
nor the people. He has done his duty in having |; 
faithfully executed the will of his cosstituents, 
and the people of the States have a right to do ` 
their own business in their own way and in their |; 
own time. They have exercised that right; and | 
if they have made more local banks than in the ‘| 
opinion of some they ought, it is not my prov- | 
ince to complain. But, sir, E must be allowed to | 
say, that the cause of ċivil liberty has much less | 
to apprehend from State banks than from the 
Bank of the United States, had it been rechartered. 
An effort is made on this floor, Mr. Chairman, 
I will not say to get up another panic, but to 
alarm the people with the idea that the public 
money is unsafe in the deposit banks. I will | 
read to the committee an extract from a report of 
the Secretary of the Treasury made to Congress, 
April 23,1816. Speaking of the banks, he says: 
“ Their whole liabilities and means, whether immediate or 
otherwise, as compared with those a month previous, and 
recently communicated to the Senate, appear in proportions | 
equally commendable and safe. Their means of all kinds | 
to meet their liabilities to the Treasury are over four dollars 
to one; and to meet their liabilities of all kinds, except to 
their stockholders, about one and a half dollars to one.” 
Sir, the Secretary, in exhibiting the ability of 
the banks to meet all their liabilities, did right to 
except the stockholders. They have in the de- | 
posit banks pa ane 928 of capital stock; and | 
the universal rule of law is, that all corporations, | 
or partners, have first to pay all debts owed by | 
the corporation, or partners, before they can get | 
their stock returned to themselves. If Agers | 
to pay their debts, the stock itself has to go; and, 
ìn such case, the loss falls upon the partners. 


From this report, there are $33,294,024 08 of the 
public money deposited in them; $152,849,346 79 
of means to pay that and all other debts of the 
banks. The whole amount of liabilities upon 
the banks, if you deduct, as I have already shown 
ought to be, the capital of the stockholders, is 


$109,158,366 51; and when the unexampled pros- i 


p of the whole country is considered, every 
ranch of business flourishing, and the vast 
amount of capital seeking its investment every- 
where, I cannot bring myself to doubt about the 
safety of the public Treasury, so far as the ability 
of the banks are concerned. The fact of there 
being in those banks but $10,885,996 92 of specie, 


| when the other means of the banks are taken into 
| the estimate, is not enough to spread the alarm. 
í The President is not only blamed for the number 


of State banks now in being, but his laudable 
efforts to introduce as far as practicable a metallic 


| currency are overlooked by those making the 
| complaint. Sir, I present to the committee a 


table from the mint of the United States, showing 
the total coinage at the mint from the year 1795 
to the year 1835, inclusive. 
to be $61,816,658 48, of which $29,609,823 50 
were coined during the seven years of General 
Jackson’s administration, and thus lacking only 


$2,597,003 08 of being as much as was coined | 
: during the previous thirty-three years. 
! r 1834 and 1835, including the months of 


In the 


anuary, February, and March of the present 


| year, there were coined at the mint $5,967,525 of 
| 


gold. , 
Another of the censures cast upon the Admin- 
istration is, that there is no law securing the 


d | deposit of the public revenue, and rendering it 
not the censure of the Chief Magistrate eeu i f 


legally accountable to the Government. Itis true, 
sir, there is no such law; and why is it that there 
is none? I answer, because Congress has not 
passed it. I find, Mr. Chairman, that at the first 
session of the Twenty-Third Congress, (the panic 
session,) the majority of the Committee of Ways 


: and Means, to whom the subject had been referred 
Dy their chairman, [Mr. Porx,] on the 4th of | 
Ma 


rch, 1834, reported several resolutions to the 


1. “ Resolved, That the Bank of the United States ought 
not to be rechartered. 

2. “ Resolved, That the public deposits ought not to be 
restored to the Bank of the United States. 

3. “ Resolved, That the State banks ought to be continued 


_ as the places of deposit of the public money, and that it is 


expedient for Congress to make further provision by law, 


prescribing the mode of selection, the securities to be taken, | 
and the manner and terms on which they are to be em- | 
ployed; and a fourth, recommending the appointment of a | 
select committee, to examine into the state and condition ; 
: of the banks of the United States.” | 


These resolutions were all adopted by the ` 


House, upon separate votes taken oneach. The 
minority of the same committee, by Mr. Binney, 


i onthe same day, (4th of March, 1834,) made 

their report to the House, which closes in the fol- : 
“The minority arc, upon the | 
‘whole, of opinion, that none of the reasons as- |. 


lowing words: 


‘ signed by the Secretary in his communication to 


t Congress are sufficient to justify the removal of | 
t They are also of opinion, that it ; 
‘is-due to the bank to return them, without regard |: 


‘the deposits. 


‘ to the sentiment of the House upon the subject 
‘of recharter.. They are further of opinion, that 


‘the situation of the country requires immediate , 
‘action by Congress, to restore public confidence, | 
‘and to prévent a derangement of the currency. | sioned 13th March, 1929. 
t And they express to the House their settled con- |: o 


‘viction, that these objects will not be attained if 


‘ the public deposits are left in the State banks. They || y 


t think, besides, that the universal voice of the 


‘country requires that something shall be imme- |. 
| bia—9th June, 1829. 


“diately done for Pane es and that the reso- 
‘lutions proposed by the committee -will only 
‘aggravate the existing evils, instead of producing 
‘aremedy.’’ In pursuance of the third resolution, 
a bill was reported to the House on the 22d of 
April, 1834, by Mr. Porr, from the Committee 
of Ways and Means, ‘regulating the deposit 


of the money of the United States in certain local ʻ; 
banks,’’ which finally passed the House on the |! 
24th of June, and went to the Senate, from whence | 
It is scarcely necessary to add, 


it never returned. 
that the friends of the Administration were for 
the bill, and those in the Opposition against it. 
The President; in his annual message delivered 
to Congress at theeommencement of the last sės- 


I find the whole sum | 


| the times to prove. 


| 1899 


sion, recommended the regulation of the deposits 
in the following words: 


“The attention of Congress is earnestly invited to the 
regulation of the deposits in the State banks by law. although 
the power now cxercised by the executive. department ‘in 
this behalf is only such as was uniformly exerted through 
every Administration, from the origin of the Government 
up to the establishment of the present bank; yet it is one 
which is susceptible of regulation by law, and therefore 
ought so to be regulated. The power of Congress to direct 


‘, in what places the Treasurer shall keep the moneys in the 


Treasury, and to impose restrictions upon the executive 
authority in relation to their custody and removal, is unlim- 
ited, and its exercise will rather be courted than discour- 
aged by those public officers and agents on whom rests the 
responsibility tor their safety. It is desirable that as little 
power as possible should be left to the President or Secre- 


_ tary of the Treasury over those institutions, which, being 
thus freed from executive influence, and without a common 


head to direct their operations, would have neither the 
temptation nor the ability to interfere in the political con- 
flicts of the country. Not deriving their charters from the 
national authorities, they would never have those induce- 
ments to meddle in general elections which have led the 
Bank of the United States to agitate and convulse the 
country for upwards of two years.” 


The Committee of Ways and Means to whom 
the subject had been referred, in conformity to 


: the recommendation of the President’s message, 
` on the 16th of December, 1834, reported by Mr. 


Polk, their chairman, another bill to the House, 
“ regulating the deposit of the money of the Uni- 


, ted States in certain local banks.’ This bill, it 


being a short session, after much struggling by 
the friends of the Administration to pass it, was 
left with the unfinished business of the session. 
And, sir, what the course of the Senate was, (a 
majority of whom were Spee to the Admin- 
istration on this subject,) I refer to the history of 
It will be found, sir, on ex- 
amination, that the party in that body in oppo- 
sition to the Administration, as long as any rea- 
sonable hope was entertained of rechartering the 
Bank of the United States, kept that object 


_ steadily in view, and labored to make the de- 


posit question the instrument of its accomplish- 
ment, whilst the friends of the Administration 
were oppona to that course of polisy. I have 
given this brief account of the matter, Mr. Chair- 
man, to show where the responsibility of a failure 
to regulate the safe-keeping of the deposits by 
law ought in justice to fall, and to vindicate the 
Administration from the unwarranted imputation 
of neglect on this important subject. 

Mr. Chairman, my colleague, 1n addressing the 
House, asked the question, ‘‘ Can a single in- 
stance be found where any one received an office 
who did not belong to the party??? I will re- 
mind him, sir, of the appointment of two post- 
masters under this Administration in his own 
county; and that he may know to whom Iallude, 
I will give their names, viz: Colonel Colby H. 
‘Taylor and Captain James Pace. 

Sir, it has ever been considered an act of justice 
to select from the different States a due propor- 
tion, at least, of the important appointments 
within the gift of the Chief Magistrate. No 
State, perhaps, in the Union—none, certainly, 
considering its Federal numbers—has received at 
the hands of this Administration a more liberal 
observance of the rule than has the State of Ken- 


tucky. I appeal in vain to previous Administra- 


tions for an example of liberality comparable, in 
oint of numbers, to what isexhibited in the fol- 
owing list, viz: 
1. Thomas P. Moore, Minister to Colombia, commis- 
2. James Shannon, Chargé d’Affaires to Central America 
—9th February, 1832. : 
3. Robert B. McAfee, do. to New Granada—9th Febru- 


ry, 1833. £ 
4. William T. Barry, Minister to Spain—10th April, 1835. 
5. James C. Pickett, Secretary of Legation to Colom- 


- 6. James O. Harrison, Secretary of Legation to Spain— 


: 14th May, 1835. 


7. Wiliam T. Barry, Postmaster General—9th March, 
8. John Pope, Governor of Arkaneas—9th March, 1829. 
9. Amos Kendall, Fourth Auditor—March 21, 1829. 

ae John T. Mason, Secretary of Michigan—20th May, 


11. Charles S. Bibb, Judge in Arkansas—l4th March, 
1832. we 

12. Stephen T. Mason, Secretary of Michigan—12th 
July, 1831. ee 

13. George Breathitt, Clerk to Commissioner under Con- 
vention with Naples—7th March, 1833. Y 

14. Amos Kendall, Postmaster General—lst March, 1835. 

15. James C. Pickett, Superintendent of the Patent 
Office—January 31, 1835. , i 
16. James C. Pickett, Fourth Auditor—Ist May, 1835. 
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Sir, PE shall not follow the example of some gen- 
remen who, instead of discussing the fortitication 
bolo have made it the oecasion of going at large 
into what scaled the distribution ef the surplus 
revenue. Thatts asubjrct of magnitude, in itself 

Sent for a separate disenssion. Twill, how- 
ro take oreasion to say, that ifa bill were 
introduced todtstribute among the States, accord- 
rerio Chore Pederal Representative number, the 
revenue collected in the form ef duties, | should 
be compelled to vote against it. In order to ex- 
empiry my meaning, sir, E will suppose the form 
ofa bol embracing a principle for which I would 
not and could not vote, viz: 


+ Be wt enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of 
the United States of simenca im Congress assembled, That 


Aatee taa OF ORAA shall be timediately collected 
foe the people or the States, according to their Paderal 
Representanve tumbers, to be distnbured back to the peo- 


pie ofthe States from whom it was collected, according to 
the same mun: Prorided, however, ‘That betore the distri- 
buuon shall take pace under this act, the costs incident to 
ae otter bon and distribution shall Arst be deducted out of 
the same. 
Scr, such a bill would introduce upon the people 
neonle wholly inconststent with allmy notions 
he purpases for which the power of taxation 
was corferred upon Congress—a principle (if 
suchtean be ealled) which, in its etfeets, would 
ve ty Congress unlimited power over the for- 
sand property of every citizen of the United 
sand, foractically executed, would paralyze 
the arm of industry and subject the people of the 
States to intolerable oppression and impoverish- 
ment, for. sir, if Congress could collect a direct 
tax or $30,000,000 for such a purpose, she could 
cotleet tor the same purpose any amount she 
pleased. I therefore contend the Constitution 
anf rs no power on Congress to collect a direct 
tax for such a purpose. A tax collected in the 
firm of duties is also collected from the people 
of th» States, under that clause in the Constitution 
which declares— : 
~ The Congress shall have power to lay and collect taxes, 
duries. impots, and excises—to pay the debts, and provide 
for the common defense and general welfare of the United 


States ; but all duties, imposts, and excises shall be uniform 
throughout the United States.” 


And how is it collected from the people? I 
answer, ia the price they pay for all imported arti- 
cies purchased by them for family use, on which 
dutiesare payable. As then a direct tax, andatax 
inthe form of duties, are collected under the reve- 
nue power above quoted, they both stand upon 
the same ground, and can only be levied for na- 
tional objects, defined in the Federal Constitution. 
Neither can be collected to be distributed to the 
S:ates, or the people of the States, without a vio- 
lation of that instrument. I therefore will never 
give my sanction to the introduction of such a 
principle. But, sir, the friends of distribution of 
the net proceeds. of the public lands claim to 
derive their power to distribute the same from 
the fu-lowing clause of the Constitution: 

~ The Congress shall have power to dispose of, and make 
all needful rules and regulation: respecting, the territory or 
other property belonging to the United States.” 

It is not my purpose, however, now to go into 
the subject PE distribution. T will, therefore, 
merely observe, that what I have felt it my duty to 
say in reply to my colleagueis not, inany degree, 
intended to qualify or weaken the remarks which 
I had the honor to make a few days since upon 
the subject of the distribution of the net proceeds 
of the public lands, when the amendmentoffered 
by the gentleman from Virginia [Mr. Moneen] 
tothe civil list bill was pending. I then spoke o 
the net proceeds of the public lands only, and 
not of the revenue collected in the form of du- 
ues; and lest it might be thought I would dis- 
tribute to the States the duties, I have given this 
explanation. ; 

n presenting this view, Mr. Chairman, of what 
the Administration has done for the country, I 
have only performed my duty. I do not seek to 
become the defender, the apologist, or even the 
eulogist of the Administration or its acts. They ` 
speak for themselves, and need not my feeble de- 
oe nor the defense of any other man, to sustain - 
them. 

Sir, we know it is no easy task to administer 
the General Government to the satisfaction of 
all; and when we consider the untiring and re- 
lentless character of the opposition encountered 
by General Jackson ever since his election as | 


. 


'! Chief Ma 


“at peace with all civ 


` planato 


gistrate, and the difficulties through 
which he has waded, it becomes a matter of AS- 
tonishment that he has done as well as he has. 
l never expect to see any Administration exempt 
from errors and impertvetions. 
claim to exhibit this as perfect; but I claim for it, | 
before its condemnation, a fair and just trial. It) 
was predicted, sir, before his election to the office | 
of Chiet’ Magistrate, that he would involve the 
nation In war with some of the civilized Powers 
ofthe earth. That prediction has failed—we are 
Í " ilized nations. Our commer- 
cial relations are most prosperous—the rights 
and honor of the nation respected, and its char- 
acter abroad exalted. Sir, we owe itto ourselves 
to cherish and cultivate a state of peace with 


foreign Powers—the mild and pacific character 
rable toa state of peace. 


of our institutions is favo 

Yes, sır, ours is the land of equal rights—of civil 
and religious liberty. What nation so blessed 
with all that is good and great! Ought we not 
then so to live as to evince our gratitude for the 
rich pe ovision as to transmit through all time, to 
our latest posterity, these inestimable blessings 
in all their purity; to infuse, by our example, the 
spirit of eny to every nation, until they, like 
ourselves, shall break the fetters b which they 
are enslaved, and reach the summit of political 
happiness—freedom of thought, freedom of 
speech, freedom of conscience, and freedom of 
action, fortified and secured by free government, 
based upon the will of the people? 


PAY OF MILITIA. 


REMARKS OF HON. AARON WARD, 
OF NEW YORK, 
In tHe House or REPRESENTATIVES, 
May 21, 1836, 

On the “ Bill to provide for the payment of expenses in- 
curred and supplies furnished on account of the Militia 
received into the service of the United States for the de- 
fense of Fiorida.’’ 


Mr. WARD said he regretted that there was 
not a quorum present, so that the question could 
be taken. He would not detain the House with 
any remarks; but he felt that being a member of 
the Committee on Military Affairs which reported 
the bill, and which, as it had been alleged) had 
acted in this instance without authority, he shduld 
do injustice to himself, as well as to the other 
members of the committee, if he remained silent. 
The gentleman from Maine, he said, had moved 
to recommit the bill to the Committee on Military 
Affairs, by which it had been reported. What 
was the bill as it was originally reported? and 
what was the reason for which the gentleman 
wished it recommitted? The bill, he said, simply 
directed the Secretary of War to cause to be paid 
the expenses that have been incurred and the su 
plies that have been furnished, in the States of 
South Carolina, Georgia, Alabama, Louisiana, 
and the Territory of Florida, on account of the 
militia received into the service of the United 
States for the defense of Florida, provided that 
the accounts of these claims be examined and 
audited at the Treasury, as in other cases. 

On the 23d of April last the bill was reported 
tothe House. It was not, as had been said by 
the gentleman from Massachusetts, [Mr. Lin- 
COLN,] an appropriation bill. It was simply ex- 
of an appropriation bill already passed, 
and made no appropriation whatever. hat (he 
asked) was the amendment proposed by the gen- 


‘tleman from Florida? It was, if he understood 


it as he heard it read, that the troops ordered out, 


: not by the Department of War, but by Generals 


Clinch and Hernandez, and the Governor of 
Florida, and regularly received into the service 
and mustered, and duly discharged, should be 
paid for their services. In consequence of the 
distance of the seat of war from this place, it was 
impossible to communicate to the Government; 
and yet orders for calling out the troops, in sea- 


| son to protect the frontier—he would not say 
'i against a savage foe, because gentlemen dislike 


to hear on this floor, on an appropriation bill, 
any reference to them, or to their scalping-knives 
or tomahawks having been raised against our 
defenseless inhabitants on that frontier—but he 


Neither do I | site order under the l 


Ho. or Reps. 


a a re 


would say, with the permission of those gentle- 
men, that we do know that the Indians rose in 
arms, and before it was possible to communicate 
| with the Secretary of War, to obtain the requi- 
aw which provides for call- 
ing forth the militia for the defense of the country, 
it was necessary to order out forces, which 
romptly repaired to the scene of hostilities. 
hese facts had been made known to the com- 
mittee by the Governor of the Territory, by the 
Secretary of War, and by the gentleman who 
represents the Territory in this House. 
| ut we have been told that this House would 
be wanting in self-respect, if it sanctioned the 
i peruse which had but recently been commenced 
© by the heads of Departments, in addressing com- 
munications on any subject to the chairmen of 
several standing committees. We have been 
gravely admonished, that these communications 
should come through the Executive to the Speaker, 
and by him submitted to the House for its action. 
This practice, which gentlemen now complain of, 
has existed from the first organization of the 
Government to the present time. It has long 
been, and still is, the practice of the committees: 
of both branches of Congress to direct their 
chairmen, or some one of the members of the 
committee, whenever they derive any informa- 
tion which can be obtained from either of the 
heads of Departments, to call upon them for such 
information;and these communications are usually 
appended to, and form a part of, their report, as 
will be seen by referring to the printed reports 
i of committees. Any other course to obtain that 
` sort of information would be attended with seri- 
ous inconvenience and great delay in transacting 
the public business. 
An objection has been urged against this bill 
and theamendment of the gentleman from Florida, 
on the ground that the Househas no information 
that a war now exists, but mere rumors, newspaper 
reports, or private letters. Not one word of in- 
formation had been received, as had been alleged 
by gentlemen, through the proper channel, the 
Eessutive, in relation to the existence of Indian 
hostilities. 
|; Such, however, is not the case, as was justly 

observed by the honorable gentleman from Flor- 
| ida, (Mr. Wire. That honorable gentleman 
|, Stated, that more than three months ago a com- 
|! munication was sent to this House by the Exec- 
utive, and printed, and laid upon members’ tables, 
| Stating all the correspondence with the official 
|: agents of the Government, and causes of the war. 

The objection made to this bill, that the subject 

i had not been brought before the House, upon a 
:: recommendation of the President, comes strangely 
' from the Opposition members, who are, and long 
| have been, opposing the Administration, on the 

ground of executive usurpation, and declaring 
against executive patronage; yet now fold their 
: arms, and wish to submit everything to executive 
i dictation, and say they can do nothing till the 
i: Executive makes known his opinion. This is 
| circumscribing executive power in a remarkable 
| way: itis, in effect, placing in that officer the 
entire control of the foreign and domestic policy 
of the country. It is making him the sole judge 
and organ of all measures of precaution and 
defense. If he neglects his duty, or shrinks from 
assuming the responsibility, which he has never 
yet done, Congress can do nothing; and between 
the two, the country must go undefended. 
This is a doctrine to which he was not willing 
to submit. High as was his opinion of the indi- 
vidual who now fills the executive chair, and 
much as he venerated that clearness and decision 
of intellect by ‘which he is distinguished, he 
would not ¢onsent to divest this House of what 
he considered the most important of its privi- 
leges. And so long as he had a seat in the 
House, and saw a bill which he considered to be 
called for and necessary for the public good, he 
should vote for it, whether it had been submitted 
to or approved by the Executive or not. He felt 
it to be his duty to throw out these ideas for the 
consideration of the House, in reply to the ob- 
servation of the gentleman from Maine; and as 
he could himself see no necessity for the refer- 
ence, he hoped the House would adopt the 
amendment, and direct the bill to be engrossed 
and read a third time. 


384 


APPENDIX TO THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


[May 11, 


247n Cong... l sT SESS. 


Defense of the Administration—Mr. Towns. 


Ho. or Reps. 


DEFENSE OF THE ADMINISTRATION. 


SPEECH OF HON. G. W. B. TOWNS, 


OF GEORGIA, 
In roe House or REPRESENTATIVES, 


Weovespay, May 11, 1836, 


In Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union, on the “ Fortification Bill.” 


Mr. Cuatrman: I rise under the most painful 
sense of duty, with emotions such as I have sel- 
dom felt-—-with apprehensions noteasily described. 
If, sir, under any circumstances, 
engage the attention of the comm 
scarcely expect, after the protracte 
already had, to do so at this time. 
will be to submit the opinions I entertain on some | 
of the important questions suggeste 
men in the course 0 
be so fortunate as to deserve the credit of not. 
exhausting the patience of the committee, 
feel in some degree rewarded for my labor. I |; 
wilt take this occasion to remark, that while I ‘| 
reserve to myself the right to defend opinions I |: 
entertain, and the principles of the party to!) 
which I am-attached, it will be my first object, as | 
it would be my greatest pleasure, to avoid inflict- || 
ing the slightest wound upon the feclings of any | 
gentleman whose argument I shall attempt to | 
answer. With the motives of gentlemen on this | 
floor, I have nothing to do—motives lie buried | 
too deepin the human hcart for me to search after, 
and they will be treated by me as beyond the 
range of appropriate inquiry—sacred to the indi- 
vidual, sacred to the character of this body, and | 
not to be questioned, only at the expense of har- 
mony: ; ' 

Sir, wẹ 
standing in this House, in the progress 
debate, that there was a peculiar fitness, both in 


ittee, I could 
d discussion 


| 


have been assured by gentlemen of high ` 


of this |! 
: «to propose to the States an amendment author- 


i the gentleman said was in support of the power 
£ of Congress to di 
+ lands, by an act such as the Senate has recently | 


d by gentle- | affairs upon our own continent, he w 
f this debate; and if I should | ably hav 
| be quite time to devise means to disgorge 
I shall | Treasury, 


merit in thatargument, but because much of what 


stribute the proceeds of public | 


passed and sent to this House for our adoption. | 
Nor will I complain, sir, at the infinite joy that ©: 
honorable gentleman scemed to derive from the 
conviction upon his mind that he had established, 
uite beyond the reach of future disputation, 
that the opinion he entertained on the subject of 
the distribution of the public lands was in strict 


, accordance with the opinions of President Jack- 
; son, as expressed in his communication of 1829. 
I could hope to , If the honorable gentleman had devoted more of 


his time and research into the true condition of 
the public Treasury, and the future prospect ofa 


My purpose i rapid deercase of our revenue, connected with a 
| comprehensive view of the actual posture of 


ould prob- 

e arrived at the conclusion that it would 
our 
when the just demands of the Gov- 
ernment and the best interests of the people had 
been provided for. And surely, sir, the President ; ; 
of the United States cannot be understood as | 
recommending a division of the revenue so long as || 
the public service and public safety require its || 
application to those purposes. 

The President’s views upon this, as upon every 
other subject, have, in the course of this discus- ; 
sion, been. strangely misapprehended, or other- |; 
wisc he has had the miserable misfortune of mis- ` 
understanding himself. When the President rec- || 
ommended to Congress ‘‘ that it seemed to him | 
‘that the most safe, just, and Federal disposition || 
‘which could be made of the surplus revenue, || 
‘would be its apportionment among the several | 
‘ States according to their ratio of representation; |! 
‘and should this measure not be found warranted | 
‘by the Constitution, that it would be expedient 


the time and usages of the Government, to enter 
not only into the examination of the principles — 
of the present Administration, but to scan, with 
a searching eye, the political opinions, and prac- 
tices of the distinguished statesmen whose names 
are now before the American people for the first 
office’in their gift. Since, sir, it has been the 
pleasure of gentlemen opposed to this Adminis- 
tration to urge an investigation into its principles 
and practices, as a paramount obligation upon this 
House, with no other, apparent object than to 
connect whatever in their judgment may appear 
odious with one of the candidates before the 
people for the Chief Magistracy of the Union, it ; 


| ‘izing it,” he did not, he could not, mean that at 


the end of any single year, should there remain 


' an unexpended balance, either unappropriated or 


‘ undisbursed, it should at once be distributed in 
‘this way. But he meant, as his language clearly | 
‘implies, that there should be accumulated in the 
| Treasury, over and above the wants of the Gov- 
' ernment, a permanent fund, not likely to be af- 
: fected by any sudden decrease of revenue; not 
likely to be required by any sudden change or 


shall be my business to raise my humble voice in |, 


defense of principles and practices not of recent | 


origin, but whose existence can be traced to the | : 
| people of these States directed, without the pos- | 
: sibility of a mistake, to what national ends their | 


purest days of our republican institutions, and 
to show, sir, when these principles have been 
assailed, the blow. has fallen. either from open | 
enemies, or pretended friends to the principles of 
the Republican party of this country, as founded 
on the Administration of Mr. Jefferson, and full 
acted out by that of General Jackson. Sir, I aul 
once for all assure this committee, that while I 
cherish the kindest personal feelings to every 
gentleman in this House with whom I have had 
the honor of cultivating. an acquaintance, I must 
be permitted to differ with many of them in the 
views they have submitted in the progress of this 
discussion; and, differing from them, I shall claim 
no more nor less. latitude in debate than they 
themselves have enjoyed. If, in the exercise of 
this: right, feelings of an. unpleasant character 
are produced; a recollection of bygone times 
revived, past.occurrences reviewed, and the his- 
tory of some of your, statesmen, who are now 
seen attempting. to control the destinies of their 
country; and. who. have. but too often appeare 
as perturbed. spirits in the. important events in 
our history-for the last twenty years, the fault 
will not have been. mine;.but the consequences 
must rest with honorable gentlemen whose 
range in debate has rendered such a course not 
one of choice with me, but of painful neces- 
sity. 

r. Chairman, I shall not consume much of 
the time of the committee in attempting to answer 
any portion of the argument of the honorable 
gentleman from Virginia, [Mr. McComas,] who 
preceded me. Not, sir, because:of any want of 


disorder in our commerce or foreign relations, 
requiring large expenditures for the maritime 
frontier, or in various means of necessary and 
proper public defense. No, sir, the President 
never said in his message, or elsewhere, that the 
public treasure of this nation should be divided, 
when the great interest of the entire mass of the 


money should be applied. And, before the hon- ; 
orable gentleman from Virginia can claim to act 


‘in conformity with the opinion of President Jack- 


son on this subject, he must first show an actual, 
a permanent, and fixed surplus, and not the mere ` 
possibility of an unexpended balance in the Treas- 
ury at the end of a single quarter, which may 
be required, not only for purposes of general de- |` 
fense, but to-save your frontier from all the hor- |; 
rors of Indian barbarity before the next quarter. || 
The honorable gentleman has also informed us, | 
that: while he does not believe in the various | 
charges that have been made against the Presi- 
dent, giving the leading measures of his Admin- 
istration his cordial support, with the exception 
of his course on the removal of the public depos- 
its, he nevertheless stands. wholly uncommitted 
upon the subject of his successor. - 

The honorable gentleman has given the further 
assurance to the committee, that when the period. 
shall arrive for him to exercise the elective fran- 
chise, he will march tothe polls with the fearless | 
spirit of a true Virginian, and there by his vote 
assert his preference for that man he should think 
best entitled to the public confidence. Sir, I would 
not discourage this manly bearing in the honor- | 
able member. I would not have him fall one jot 
or tittle from that boldand independent stand that 
he has chosen to occupy. I would barely remind i 
him, that if the current scandal of the day is to be 
accredited, he will, in pursuing the course he has. 
intimated, subject himself to the imputation of 


_of any people wh r 
| believe themselves safe, you will find that their 


being the follower of that individual so often 
denounced as the non-committal candidate. But 
sir, a consciousness of the injustice of this charge 
against that distinguished individual has doubt- 
less had its influence upon the course of the hon- 
orable member, and therefore he is prepared to 
avow for himself, as worthy of a Virginia Rep- 
resentative, the very principle, if indeed it can 
be called a principle, which, so far as the Vice 
President is concerned, rests only upon vague 
charge, unsupported by proof, or grounded upon 
fact. 

I will now, Mr. Chairman, having briefly 
ncticed some of the arguments of the gentleman 


‘from Virginia, [Mr. McComas,] procced to the 


consideration of the principles involved in the 
amendment offered by the honorable chairman of 
the Committec on Ways aid Means, [Mr. Cam- 
BRELENG, | to the bill on your table, and submit 
some reasons that will influence me in opposing 
the mode of distribution of the public revenue 
provided for in the bill proposed from the Senate. 
The great question now presented for the con- 
sideration of the Amcrican statesman is, whether 
a system of defense consistent with the genius 
and character of our institutions shall be adopted, 
and become the settled policy of the Government, 
until that system shall be completed; or whether 
we shall adhere to that policy heretofore pursued, 
restrained as it has been for the want of funds, 
and so contracted in its scale as to afford a very 
insecure protection to the numerous exposed 
points of our widely extended territory. In de- 
termining wisely a question that addresses itself 
to the pride, the patriotism, and the judgment of 
every American citizen, we should take a com- 
‘prehensive view, not only of our present actual 
condition, but should also extend our reflection 
to a period far beyond the present. We legislate 


‘now, not only for the time being, but to protect 


the interest, and insure the prosperity and happi- 
ness of those who are to come after us. 

Sir, that statesman who does not look to the, 
future as well as to the present interest of his 
country, who does not look to its future wants, 
necessities, and condition, falls infinitely short, 
in my opinion, of discharging his first duty to 
himself and to future generations. What sub- 
ject, let me ask you, could address itself more 
favorably to our consideration than the subject 
of our national defense? If, sir, there be any- 
thing in the recollection of past danger, if one 
page of our country’s history affords more joy 
than another, is it not that page which tells the. 
story of the gallant and brave resistance of your 
countrymen fighting from within the walls of 
your fortifications, repelling a proud and expe- 
rienced enemy far exceeding themselves in num- 
ber, and possessed of the munitions of war many 
times more than equal to their own? Sir, itis 
not upon the slender basis of imaginary advan- 
tage that I would advocate the bill upon your 
table. The principles of that bill are sanctioned 


: by the experience of all ages and of all coun- 


nation, look to the condition 
o feel themselves happy and 


tries. Go to an 


reat interest is protected by that system of de- 
ense which is best adapted to their condition. 
Our. Government is not of force, but of volun- 
tary legal restraint; and the people that yield 
obedience to that Government can expect noth- 
ing less than protection from it. How are you 
to protect them, if the defenseless state of your. 
maritime coast invites rather than deters foreign. 
invasion?. Let any man look to the immense 
property, private and public, spread upon our 
maritime frontier, from Canada to Texas, and 
deceive himself with the belief that it is not, 
necessary to throw between that property and 
the approach of the invader the most ample de- 
fense. Sir, the:man who hag studied the human 
character, with the belief. that, with either indi- 
dividuals or’ nations, the greatest security 18. 
to be found in the greatest degree of weakness 
and dependence, has trimmed his midnight 
lamp to little profit. And the American states- 
man who believes that our greatest security 
depends in doing nothing for national defense, 
does but invite the cupidity, the avarice, the. 
ambition, and, in, short, the worst passions of 


bold, daring, and ambitious invaders to commit 
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lawless outrages on the rights of others—to invade | 
our shores and destroy the property of our citi- ' 
You have been admonished by the Father 
of nis Country, that in peace prepare for war,” 
and this max m, delivered by one whose mem- 
ory, so chorished by all, bas been uniformly im- 
pressed upon the attention of Congress through 
every Adounisiraton, so far as my researches 
extend, except that of Mr. Jeferson, and is now 
recommended and enforced by a recurrence to 
our situation by the present Executive, of whom 
it may be said that there lives not the man on 
this continent whose experience and penetration 
on this subject entitle his opinion to more respect 
and attention, Sir, he has, in his last message, 
called the attention of Congress to the subject of 
our defense. In adverting to the fact that the 
gathering storm, which had for the preceding 
twelve months been lowering over us, had passed 
away, leaving our horizon clear, unclouded, and 
serene, With ample means and abundance of 
materials and leisure to carry on a system of 
defense, he has indulged the hope that he might 
press the subject without the danger of being 
misunderstood, and from considerations of patri- 
otism alone. There have been studied and labored 
efforts made by honorable gentlemen to make 
this system of defense, as recommended by the 
present Administration, unpopular, on the ground 
that it was establishing a large standing army in 
time of peace, dangerous to our liberties, fatal to 
our prosperity, and in utter disregard of that plain 
system of republican simplicity, so much the 
admiration, either actual or professed, of all 

arties. Sir, misrepresentation on this point, 

oth as to motive and effect, were little Jess than 
any man who has observed the course of debate 
during the present session could expect. Yet I 
could but feel some little astonishment when the 
honorable gentleman from Tennessee (Mr. Beir] 
assumed the broad ground that the course of | 
policy, as contained in the appropriation bills of 
the present Congress, was, in principle, identical 
with the policy of the odious part of the Admin- 
istration of the elder Adams. Sir, my valued 
friend from Virginia [Mr. Gartanp] answered 
the argument of the gentleman from Tennessee 
{Mr. Bert] so conclusively on this point, that I 
will, at this time, forbear further notice of that 
charge, but reserve for another partofmy remarks 
an answer to some of the many errors in which I 
apprehend the honorable gentleman (Mr. BeLL] 
has fallen. For one, I am willing to admit there 
is a secret joy, a feeling truly national, that 
springs up in my bosom, at the contemplation 
of that period when these United States, as one 
family, protected in our domestic and Federal 
relations, by preserving unimpaired the guarantees 
of the Constitution, will be able to look to her 
entire frontier, and be prepared, by her means of 
defense, to stand upon her-own border and bid 
defiance to all the Powers of the earth that would 
dare pollute our sacred soil with invasion. 

Now, sir, does it necessarily follow, for the 
purpose to which I have alluded, that you are to 
plant your forts at every harbor and inlet on your 
Atlantic and gulf frontier? No, sir, so far as 
that particular arm of the national defense is con- 
cerned, I would only propose that your large- 
commercial cities, and the inlets to those harbors 
where your Navy can ride in safety, should be 

rotected by forts that would prevent the possi- 
Bitty of surprise by a superior naval force. But, 
sir, it is not forts alone, judiciously arranged and 

laced at commanding points, that I desire to see. ` 

tis the increase of your Navy, so that the com- | 
merce of the country may be safe in every sea | 


Tens, 
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and in every clime; that the product of the hus- | 


bandman, when sent to seek a foreign market, is 


i it come out of the pockets of the people? If it did, :! 


not to be rendered valueless because of the danger j 


of seeking that market. No, sir, let every branch | 


of industry receive equal protection; let the great | 


interest of your planter be secured by the pro- 
tection which your Navy ought to afford; for it; 
is in vain to speak of commerce, it is in vain to! 
tell me that the producer of the staple articles of : 
this country is not “N and vitally interested : 
in strengthening the naval arm of your defense, ! 
so that the dangers of commerce, which tend to 
lessen the value of the article in the home market, 


should not be diminished by the want of that pro- |! from them this ee revenue. 
extended by a wise || should remember th 


tection which can alone be 
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application of your public treasure to place your 
Navy in a position of strength that will command 
the respect of the world. Sir, it is folly to have 


| 


a Navy unless you, by means of fortifications, so | 
protect your harbors that that Navy will lie safe | 
from the attack of a superior force. And yeta | 


system, so moderate in itself, aiming at no other 
end than to give greater security to every interest 
of every citizen of these united States, has been 
denounced as a system intended to enslave them 
and entail upon them the evils of heavy taxation. 
Sir, I will not further trouble the committee on 
this point; I should feel humbled, I should feel 
asif I had betrayed the interest of my constit- 
uents, were I to return home and tell them, that 
under the most favorable circumstances, and with 
an overflowing Treasury, I had failed to support 
the only measure that would make them pros- 
Perous in peace, and safe in war. I have endeav- 
ored to offer some reasons to the committee to 
show that it is our first duty to place the country 
in a proper state of defense. I have treated that 
branch of the question as a whole, without at- 
tempting to discriminate between the points ne- 
eessary and proper for the defense on the one 
hand, or the equality or inequality in the public 
disbursements, in a geographical point of view, 
on the other. These are considerations that never 
can operate upon my mind in determining upon 
a system of public works, which in order to re- 
ceive general approbation must be established 
upon principles of equal justice. 

I will now, Mr. Chairman, proceed to show 
that while the public treasure is quite sufficient 
for all the purposes of a Wise system of national 
defense, no mistake is greater, none that has re- 
ceived a wider range of circulation than that we 
shall have a surplus of from thirty to fifty mil- 
lions on the Ist of January, 1837. [have nosuch 
fears as many gentlemen have expressed, cither 
as to the amount of the surplus or the danger to 
which our institutions are to be exposed from the 
supposed corrupting influence of any accumula- 
tion of money ihat may be in our Treasury. Sir, 
my apprehensions are of a very different charac- 
ter. There is something to dread from that rest- 
less anxiety created by continual excitement on 
almost every subject. There may be hereafter 
abundant cause for sympathy for those gentle- 
men who have again and again announced to the 
American people that their money had accumu- 
lated, and was accumulating, in the public Treas- 
ury to the amount of fifty millions above the 
wants of the Government. It may be, sir, that 
there will arise in the bosom of that people who 
are thus informed a curiosity to inquire, and a 
spirit to know, by what means and by whose 
system of public policy it was that this money 
has been thus unnecessarily taken from their 
pockets. It may happen, sir, that the spirit of 
inquiry, honest, indignant inquiry, may still go 
further. It may occur to our constituents, in 


such an investigation, that the very party—nay, | 


more, the combination of parties, that are now 
proclaiming the existence of millions of surplus 
revenue in the Treasury, are the very men, the 


‘` in the imports of 1835 and 1834. 


very party—yes, sir, the combination of parties, ` 


that originated, cherished, and sustained the sys- 
tem, by the operation of which alone the surplus 
of the people’s money, which they now propose 
to return back by the way of distribution among 
the several States of the Union, has been pro- 
duced. Sir, let no man here or elsewhere deceive 


himself by attempting to mislead others. The ' 


American people will ask the question—common 
sense dictates, common justice requires, and com- 


mon honesty would give a plain answer to it— ; 


From whence arose this enormous surplus? Did i. 


why did you exact of us more than you wanted 
for the use of the Government? hy demand 
in advance our substance, our money, and the 
proceeds of our industry? Let the politicians 
who say there are countless millions now to 


divide and enrich the people, march up to these ! 


questions, and give them a plain answer. Sir, the 
people are not to be deceived by those professions 
of friendship and kindness. We have heard much 
about the people’s rights being violated, disre- 
garded, and isnpled under foot by withholding 
3ut gentlemen 
at by these professions they 


j 
! 
t 
4 


i 


virtually plead guilty to the charge of unjustly 
exacting from the people any amount they now 
propose to return. It is in vain for gentlemen to 
shift ground, and charge the state of things they 
have chosen to assume as true upon any regular 
operation of our system of government. Such a 
charge, no matter from what quarter made, would 
receive the prompt refutation of every candid and 
patriotic bosom. 
But, Mr. Chairman, let us consult the best 
sources of information, not only to ascertain the 
robable amount of revenue we may have on Ist 
anuary, 1837, but the causes that have led to the 
_increase of that revenue for the last two years, 
and examine with fairness and candor the prob- 
able operation of events upon the sources of rev- 
enue. It is well known that our revenue is prin- 
cipally derived from the sales of our public lands, 
and from duties imposed upon foreign merchan- 
dise; and if it can be shown that there has been 
an unusual importation of dutiable goods, and an 
unexampled sale of the public lands within the 
two last years, it will follow that no prudent 
financier will take the revenue of those two years 
as the basis of his calculation for any period here- 
‘after, unless it can be shown that the same causes 
that produced the increase for the last two years, 
will continue to exist, and have the same effect 
for the time to come. 

Sir, the amount of goods paying duties im- 
ported in the year 1834 was $47,000,000, and the 
amount for 1835 was $66,000,000, making a dif- 
-ference of $19,000,000 of dutiable goods between 
the years 1834 and 1835. What is the fact ex- 
hibited by the sales of the publiclands? In 1834, 
your sales amounted to $4,887,600, and in 1835, 
swelled to the enormous sum of $14,757,600, 
showing a difference of nearly ten millions in the 
amount of the sales of public lands alone in the 
two last years. In 1833, the actual receipts in the 
Treasury fromall sources were $33,960,203 ;during 
the year 1834, the actual receipts from all sources 
were $21,791,935. In 1835, the actual amount 
of revenue from all sources was $34,913,755. I 
have presented these facts with the view, Mr. 
Chairman, of showing the rapid changes that take 
place in the amount of dutiable goods imported 
within the last two years, to show the difference 
of revenue for those years, and to give some reason 
in explanation of the sudden increase of the last 
year. I should not make the slightest allusion 
to a fact so well understood by this committee, 
but for the purpose of establishing a proposition 
which I had promised to maintain. 

The character of the American merchant is as 
well established for promptness of action as for 
quickness of conception, and no sooner did the 
relations between this Government and France 
assume a doubtful aspect, than the importing 
merchants, both of this country and of Kurope, 

eriled something in anticipation of a rupture 
beisen the two countries; and hence the chief, 
if not the only cause of the difference of §19,000,000 
Would it, 
i then, be fair to infer that this rapid increase was 
‘necessary to meet the increased demand for con- 
sumption? Or is it to be attributed to that spirit 
of speculation that so well defines the character 
of the merchant? Sir, every candid man, be he 
of what party he may, must ascribe this sudden 
increase of imports to the mistaken calculations 
of merchants; and if it was necessary to adduce 
proof in support of a proposition so clear, is it 
not found in the fact that, at this time, at the 
very points, in the very cities, where the largest 
importations were made there is now the heaviest 
pressure in the money market? Sir, I would not 
undertake to establish before this committee what 
‘every gentleman must admit to be true, that 
i embarrassments are never lighter, or the money 


‘i market less pressed, than when the amount of 


! imports does not exceed the demands of con- 
| sumption. Nor will it be a difficult point to 
establish, that if the embarrassment now felt in 
some of our Atlantic cities has proceeded from 
excessive importations beyond the wants of con- 
sumption, we may look with absolute certainty 
for a sudden diminution of revenue from that 
source. This extravagant trade of over importa- 


i! tion has had the effect to abstract from circula- 


! tion the precise amount which has been invested 
iin that trade, and remains in the hands of the 
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importer, for the want of purchasers; for in vain | 
does the foreign article seck a market, when the ' 
wants of the consumer have been supplied. The 
amount that remains in the hands of the merchant 
is dead capital, and its place must be supplied, or 
money raised to an equal amount, by an overdraw 
upon the usual demand upon the money market, 
This state of things, which is the unavoidable 
consequence of overtrading, has been used by 
the enemies of the Administration te show the 
wretched state of the currency, arising, as they 
allege, from excessive issues of bank paper from 
State institutions. The operation of this exces- 
sive trade is perfectly clear. The money dealers, 
whose business it is to watch over and profit by : 
the folly, miscalculation, and overtrading of the 
merchant, no sooner perceive their condition than | 
they add an increased charge upon the use of 
their money. The merchant is compelled to pay 


it until the wants of the consumer will afford | 


him an opportunity of realizing cash upon that 
fe of his stock which had remained upon | 
his hands as dead capital, driving the merchant 


to all the expense and additional charge of raising | 


money at an increased rate of interest; an opera- | 
tion well calculated, and often leading to, his | 
i 


utter failure and ruin. It is worthy of remark 
that no sooner had the opponents of the Admin- | 
istration perceived that the last year had been | 
signalized for excessive trading, than they in- ` 
stantly predicted, what they well knew was 
inevitable, a pressure in the money market, and 
the increase of domestic exchange, charging the 
whole to what they are pleased to call the ‘‘ gold 
humbug.” All this has been done to arrest an 
experiment that promises fair to succeed, but 
which, if overthrown, must raise another national 
bank. But, sir, I ask, can any man look into the 
present condition of trade, and believe that ou: 
revenue from imposts will equal that of last year? 
Can any man believe that the enormous sum of | 
nearly fifteen millions is again to be received 
from the proceeds of land sales in any one year? | 
No, sir; the time is not far distant when the rev- 
enue from that source must fall to less than two | 
millions. 

Having exhibited some reasons in support of | 
the opinion I set out with, in order to place this | 
question of surplus revenue beyond all doubt, I | 
am willing to take as the probable amount of rev- | 
enue from all sources, the amount of revenue for | 
the year 1833, which is.......-.$33,960,203 80 | 
To this add the surplus on the Ist 

of January, 1836,....+...+¢+ 16,850,914 00 


$50,811,117 80 


So thatif the amount of revenue from all sources 
for 1836 should equal that for 1833, then we shall 
have the above amount of $50,811,117 80; pro- 
vided I show that the balance in the Treasury 
subject to appropriations on the Ist of January, 
1836, was $16,850,914 00. We will now take 
the revenue from all sources for the year 1834, | 
Which WAaS...ccecveecceeces ee 21,791,935 55 
Add to this the balance on the 1st 

of January, 1836,...++..0++02 16,850,914 00 


$38,642,849 55 

But take the prosperous year of 1835, with an 

Increase of revenue from land sales overand above 

any other year nearly ten millions. From all 

sources the revenue of 1835 was, $34,913,755 14 
To this add the amount in the 

Treasury Ist January, 1836... 16,850,914 00 


$51,764,669 14 


Now, I would appeal to the sober reflection of 
every gentleman if we can believe the revenue of 
1836 is to equal that of 1835? . But admitting it 
did, which I cannot believe, we shall have only 
a little above fifty-one and a half millions, out of 
which we are to provide, not only for the usual 
and customary expenditures of the Government, 
but also for the payment of large sums for Indian 
treaties, if they can be so called. We are to pro- 
vide for a Florida war with the Seminoles, we 


we cannot tell, but the expenditures of which we 
cannot doubt. I submit the following as a prob- 
able safe calculation of appropriations for 1836: 


For the ordinary and extraordinary appropria- ' 
tions for ISBG.. 6... eee ee eee oe 824,000,000 | 


For Seminole war......-ceseseeees 2,120,000 
For three per cent. to States on sales 
Of landS... 2... eeeccceessesencccee 


For Indian treaties. ..0.. cece eee ene 


500,000 
8,767,325 


at least, for prosecuting the Florida 
Florida and other Indian wars that 


may arise, the sam Of.,..eeeeeee 5,000,000 


posed will. be in the Treasury in 1836, placing 
that amount upon the largest estimate, and you 
will have $11,377,344 14. To this add bank stock, 
i and you will then have less than $20,000,000 on 
the 1st of January, 1837. ` 

But, sir, take the receipts of 1833 from all 
sources as the bases of your calculation, which 
strikes me as by far the safest, remembering as 
we do that thère is one tenth of reduction under 
the tariff, and the Treasury then, so far from 
having a surplus to divide, will be deficient 
$1,744,475 45, except the bank stock. But take 
the Treasurer’s own report; and though I will 
admit that it is the fashion for every gentleman 
so to make his table as*to prove his proposition, 
| still I believe that none is entitled to more respect 
than the Secretary of the Treasury. 


From the Secretary of the Treasury’s annual re- 
port to this Congress it appears that the re- 
ceipts in the Treasury from all sources, during 


To which add the balance of the avail- 
able funds in the Treasury, esti- 
mated at. eccccccccsscccesecseses 18,047,598 


And they make together the sum of. . $37,797,598 


sum I have supposed, your Treasury will be 
minus $2,589,727, not including the bank stock. 
But if the land bill should pass, you will then 


1835, and every dollar that may be received from 
that source for the present year, which would, 


leave your Treasury in debt upwards of twenty 


is plain—increase your tariff, so well understood 
by most of the advocates for distribution. 

Mr. Chairman, to my mind there is but one 
course to pursue; first, put whatever surplus you 


efficient legislation; second, provide for its prompt 
return into your Treasury whenever the public 
service shall require it. This we should do, and 
not indulge in dreams about the countless mil- 
lions that are to flow into your Treasury. Sir, 
consider fully the operation of the tariff on your 
revenue, before you devise plans to distribute. 
Avoid any and every act that may lead to inter- 
ruption of the compromise act agit is. Let it 
alone for the present, for fear of a worse. 

But, Mr. Chairman, should I be deceived in the 
results to which my Investigations have led me 
on the subject of the surplus revenue, and that, in 
point of fact, we should have a permanent surplus 
for the next two years, which it seems to me no 
man who investigates the subject can possibly 
believe, then, sir, I shall maintain before this 
committee and the country, that the public treas- 
ure should not be divided among the States, in. 
the way proposed by the Senate, but should be 
reserved, to be applied to purposes dear to every 
American bosom, the protection of our own citi- 


the cruel butcheries that await them from a merci- 
less foe, as well as to complete our defenses on 
the maritime frontier and on the ocean. I call 
upon those gentlemen who are urging upon us 


are to provide for arming a force to protect our 
western frontiers, and for what other hostilities | 


this novel plan of divesting the Government of 
the means of protecting her citizens, to look well 


l $35,387,325 ` 
| To this every prudent man would add - 


$40,387,325 | 


Deduct this sum from the amount that is sup- | 


the year 1836, are estimated at... .$19,750,000 | 


Should the appropriations, then, amount to the | 


have distributed $20,000,000 for 1833, 1834, and | 


independent of the receipts of the present year, | 


millions. How is itto be supplied? The answer | 


may nave in circulation, guarding its safety by | 


zens on our western frontier, and within the limits `| 
of the States and Territories of the South, from |! 


| to the condition of your western and southwest- 
ern frontier. I ask the western members on this 
‘floor, I ask what prudent man, what discreet 
i statesman, would advocate a measure of this char- 
acter, when dangers so alarming are multiplying 
daily in that quarter? We already know that the 
: savage yell, the war whoop of the fiercest bar- 
barians that inhabit the continent, has been heard 
in your western prairies. The work of death 
may have commenced before this. Of one fact, 
sir, we cannot plead ignorance, that the savages 
that have for ycars past roamed within the limits 
i of the States, numbering in all many thousands, 
have been mostly removed to their allotted homes 
in the West, many carrying with them implaca- 
| ble hatred for the white man, and ready, under 
|. the slightest pretext, on the least encouragement, 
| to plunge dcep the battle ax and scalping-knife 
in the bosoms of our unprotected citizens. 
' Norisit from the Indian race alone that we 
have much to apprchend. ‘There has of late ap- 
. peared in that quarter a monster, who wears the 
form of man, and bears the name of Christian; 
whose treachery in war, butchery in cold blood, 
and lawless despotism, give him the first, the 
highest claim to the execration of all mankind. 
Yes, sir, let the blood-stained flag of that more 
than barbarian Santa Anna once float on our 
western borders, and you had as well attempt to 
prevent the Mississippi from pouring her waters 
in the bosom of the ocean, as to restrain the free- 
men of this country from rushing to the rescuc— 
yes, sir, and the revenge of their suffering coun- 
trymen! Sir, out citizens are aroused; the spirit 
| of liberty is kindling around the household altars. 
|i The prayers of the good, and the spirits of the 
1 
| 
| 


| brave will in due season be heard, be felt, be ac- 
| knowledged; and for one I say, let that spirit, 
; that voice, and sympathy in behalf of liberty, 
religious and political rights, go forth. I will not 
check its aspirations, but bid itascend and mingle 
| with like kindred spirits, that in the hour of our 

darkest colonial bondage gave us aid. Itis not 

to be said of the North Americans that they can 
' stand by and see a struggle on their own conti- 
‘ nent, within sight of their own boundary, between 
i. lawless tyraniiy and despotism on the one hand, 
characterized by acts of perfidy and cruelty ut- 
terly unworthy of the spirit of the age, anda 
| portion of the Anglo-Saxon race on the other. 
ji Sir, I am no advocate, however strong our sym- 
| pathies, to violate the treaty made between this 
|: Government and Mexico. [ would not consent 
i| to any proposition in violation of that high and 
‘ lofty stand this Government has taken and uni- 
i; formly observed, in our intercourse with foreign 
Governments. No, sir, I would not have that 
character for justice and good faith in her rela- 
|: tions to other Powers with which she set out in 
‘her infancy, and always nobly maintained in her 
; greatest extremity, now tarnished at this late 
i| day. But still I would have this Government 
i! plant herself upon a high and unequivocal ground, 
‘| ready to assert every right arising under inter- 
national law, or growing out of the treaties with 
Mexico; and, sir, I would have more; I would 
increase the military arm in that quarter with the 
: strength that would command the respect due by 
Santa Anna to the compacts between this Gov- 
ernment and his own, or, on his failure to doso, 
crush at once the tyrant, whose cruelty in war 
has thrown him beyond the sympathy of the 
Christian world. Yes, sir, Į would be prepared 
not only to prevent the massacre of our own 
citizens in that quarter, but promptly to revenge 
any indignity, any violation of faith, any treach- 
ery that might be attempted by this usurper. 
And am I to be told that we are to divide the 
revenue among the States so as to prevent this 
Government from taking a position demanded 
by every principle of justice, sound policy, and 
love of country? No, sir, I think Í know the 
character of the people of this Union, their innate 
| love of liberty and constitutional government, too 
well to believe that they would hesitate, under 
the present state of affairs, between a proposition 
to divide the money on the one hand, or to hus- 
band it up with care to be applied by the Govern- 
; Ment to purposes of defense, to preserve our 
honor and enforce the laws of humanity. 

Sir, I heard on this floor, a few days since, 
sentiments from an honorable member from Ohio, 
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(Mr. Masow,} in relation to the motives of that: 
band of patriots who are now struggling for lib- | 
erty in Texas, that excited in my bosom any 
ether than pleasant emotions. Does it become a 
freeman, an American statesman, in the face of 
the world, to brand a band of brothers, few in 
numbers, weak in resources, contending against 
feartul odds, for the rights of religion and equal 
Se as a band of mercenary speculators? 
No, sir, | will ratse my voice, and maintain here, 
and in fare of the world, that no such base, 
sordid, and selfish motives have influenced a por- 
tion of the gallant men who have been seen fore- 
most in the struggle for liberty that is now going 
on in Texas. Many of them, sir, were citizens 
of my own State. I knew them personally, and 
knew them well, and the spot on earth cannot be 
pointed out that has given bisth to braver, mere 
dauntless spirits, who would peril more for 
equality, liberty, and constitntional Government. 
But they have fatlen—they live now but in the 
memory of their friends. The treachery of a 
despot, a heartless tyrant, has sunk them low in 
death; but there lives a spirit in the bosom of 
every patriot in this Union ready to do homage 
to that holy love of liberty that induced them to 
abandon home, quiet, and enjoyment, to aid their 
suffering friends in a struggle against oppression. 

Of one of those gallant men whose fate is 
involved in so-much mystery, I would speak 
more particularly; I mean Colonel! Fannin. Sir, 
he was my friend in infancy, my companion at 
school, and though opposed in our political course 
in our native State, FG eorgia,) let my charitable 
office thus publicly, whether he be living or dead, 
bear testimony to his moral cdurage, his manly 
bearing and elevated feeling in his intercourse 
with all, That he was fearless, none can doubt; 
that he was generous, all can attest who knew 
him; and that he has fought for liberty and con- 
science, and not for plunder, let the history of 
Texas for the last five years decide. Sir, I will 
say no more. My object was not to eulogize 
men, but to defend their gallant acts from the 
imputations thrown upon their motives by gen- 
tlemen on this floor. Had I remained silent, I 
should have felt as if I was pursuing a cold and 
calculating policy, as cold as I have been induced 
to think influenced some honorable gentlemen in 
onposing every measure that originates in this 
House having the slightest reference to the con- 
dition of Texas. 

But, sir, the danger we have to dread is not 
from Santa Anna alone. It may be that while 
we may avoid any collision with him, every gen- 
tleman the least conversant with Indian character, 
is perfectly apprised of the influence that the war 
now in Texas may have on all the Indian tribes 
in that quarter. hen the work of death once 
commences, no matter by whom or how, the first 
breeze that bears the scent of blood inflames their 
passions, and, regardless of consequences, they 
straightway engage in the contest on the one side 
or the other. t the war become general with 
your western Indians, and I greatly fear that the 
treasure, of which so much has been said, will 
not be adequate to the pressing demands of the 
publicservice. But itisnoton your western and 
southwestern frontier that your citizens are alone 
exposed to savage cruelty. Look to Florida; 
already you have appropriated about two and a 
half millions for the prosecution of that war, and 
the first effectual blow is yet to be given for its 
suppression. We all know that the tomahawk 
is seen gleaming in that quarter; savage ferocity 
is yet unsubdued, and your Army has been com- 
pelted to seek summer quarters, in a healthy situ- 
ation, in order to avoid, in some degree, the dis- 
eases of that climate. Vegetation has long since 
put forth, concealing the a of the red man, 
who lies concealed in ambush for a favorable 
opportunity to attack, without incurring much 
danger. Not only this, sir, but there is a pecu- 


liarity in the face of the country rendering any , 


effort, in the summer season, to subduc the Sem- 
inoles difficult and uncertain. 
the interminable swamps of that country, afford 
ample security to the native Indian; his habits of 
living being plain and simple, are easily supplied. 
Under such prospects, who can say when hostil- 
ities in that quarter are to end? 


The low lands, : 


1 
j 
i 


‘this Government? 


that will be expended in that contest? Nor is it 
in Florida that indications of the most alarming 


character are becoming daily more manifest. Look | 
to the Creek Indians in Alabama and on the fron- | 
tier of Georgia. A tribe, not contemptible in ` 


numbers, with all the feelings of restless discon- 
tent, in the midst of whom is scattered here and 
there your own citizens, unprotected by military 
force. Instigated, as those Indians doubtless will 
be, by the failure of the Florida campaign, to acts 
of cruelty, can we but foresee in all this, abundant 
cause to preserve untouched the sinews of war? 
Are we to divide the last dollar in your Treas- 
uy, when the next mail from the South may 
tell you that thousands of the Creek Indians are 
embodied and in the field, spreading desolation 
far and wide? Should a war break out with the 
Creeks, of which I can have but little doubt, will 
gentlemen tell me how many millions it will take 
to put them down and remove them to the West? 
Not like the Seminoles, few and weak, the Creeks 
number, perhaps, not less than five thousand war- 
tiors. Such force, with concert of action, will 
desolate the whole of the country now occupied 
by themselves and the whites in common, before 
efficient aid can be called to check them. 

But there is another demand upon your treasure 
that cannot be longer postponed without a total 
disregard of the obligations of the Government to 
one of your States. Let it not be forgotten that 
as far back as 1802, the Federal Government en- 
tered into certain stipulations for the removal of 
the Indians within the limits of Georgia so soon 
as the same could be done peaceably. In consid- 
eration of this compact Georgia ceded to the Fed- 
eral Government an immense tract of country. 
I will not say how that promise has been re- 
deemed, but [ will say that it has been permitted 
to rest and to slumber until the present Admin- 
istration has succeeded in effecting two treaties, 
the last of which is now before the Senate for 
ratification. It may be, sir, that the fate of that 
treaty is known to gentlemen, and that the sum 
of $5,500,000 that it provides for the payment to 
the Indians for their country is to be divided 
among the States, and the rights of Georgia to 
the quiet possession of the Cherokee lands’ are 
still to sleep; but I hope that question will soon 
be settled, and if so, gentlemen will perceive that 
the demand upon your Treasury, arising from 
that and other Indian treaties, will not fall far 
short of eight million dollars. 

Nor isit alone, sir, the indications of approach- 
ing difficulties on our own continent that admon- 
ish us both to prepare, by a wise and judicious 
plan of public defense, and by a pradent saving 
of our treasure; but the leading Powers of the 
Old World occupy, at this moment, a position 
full of interest to us. I believe that a contest 
between Russia on the one hand, and England 
and France on the other, is not far distant. 
Should such a contest arise, who can foresee its 
influence upon this continent?) Who will urder- 
take to say, in such a fearful conflict, what addi- 
tional force to our Navy may become necessary 
in order to enable us to protect our commerce, 
and to preserve that neutrality which has been, 
and will doubtless continue to be, the policy of 
Whenever the period shall 


‘arrive that these great Powers of Europe shall 


engage in a war, when the principles involved are 


| 


constitutional government on the one hand and ` 
unlimited dominion on the other, no one can fore- | 
see the period of its terrnination or its influence ` 


globe. One thing strikes me as recommended by 
every prudential consideration for our own safety, 
happiness, and prosperity—that we should look 
well to all the means necessary to put our Navy 


: on a respectable footing, to be able to assert and 


maintain the just rights of a neutral power; but 
this cannot be done if we unwisely distribute the 
means of doing it. I have, Mr. Chairman, de- 
tained the committee longer than I intended in 
showing that it was our first duty to provide for 
the public defense; sccondly, in demonstrating 
that there would not be a permanent surplus rev- 


‘enue; and thirdly, if there should be, we were, 


ut, above all, | 


for the reasons which I have presented to the 
consideration of the committee, admonished to 
husband up that surplus to meet any sudden 


who will undertake to mention the sum of money i, crisis of which I have given the indications. 


_on the policy of every commercial nation on the | 


Mr. Chairman, I must now invoke the indul- 
gence of the committee for the time I shall con- 
| sume in offering some considerations in answer 
| to a certain portion of a speech delivered to the 
committee, on the naval appropriation bill by the 
honorable gentleman from South Carolina, [Mr. 
Tuompson.] I had intended to have answered, 
as far as I was able, several grounds assumed by 
that honorable member, but being unable to 
obtain the floor until many gentlemen had ad- 
dressed the committee, some of whom, and par- 
ticularly my honorable friend from Virginia, [Mr. 
GaranD,] have very fully answered the promi- 
nent arguments advanced by that gentleman, I 
shall confine myself to a few of his remarks, 
which either have escaped the attention of those 
who have preceded me, or have not been so fully 
replied to as I believe they should be. The hon- 
orable gentleman reminded the committee ** that 
the President of the United States was rapidly 
passing from the stage of public action, and is 
about to assume his station in history.” The 
honorable gentleman ‘ would not anticipate what 
that station would be; he felt that he was not an 
impartial judge.” Sir, I noticed this remark of 
the honorable gentleman, not for censure, but to 
return him a similar acknowledgment of the grat- 
itude which I, in common with all the friends of 
the President, must feel in this manifestation of 
generous forbearance, by withholding that which 
was so completely in his power todo. Sir, had 
the honorable member ‘ have anticipated that 
station in history’? which the President is to fill 
can any one who knows that honorable member 
have doubted but, in despite of fate, that station, 
and that alone, would have been the one which 
the President would fill? Sir, for this charitable 
forbearance, so worthy the heart and the head, 
lct the honorable member receive a nation’s grat- 
itude. Future historians may now assume their 
office; the faithful chronicler of an after day may 
. now venture to tell posterity ‘ the station in his- 
tory” the President of the United States did fill, 
but surely none would have dared to have done 
so had that station been “ anticipated” by the 
honorable member. s 
The gentleman from South Carolina, next in 
the order of his argument, presented a table con- 
taining the various estimates from the different 
Departments upon which bills have been reported. 
The avowed object of this table was to exhibit 
i to the people of this Union the gross inequality 
of the public disbursements, and to show that 
| how, as the gentleman contended, as through all 
| past time, there had been a certain favored section 
| of the country that had shared all the bounties 
and protection of the Government. The gentle- 
man seemed to place great reliance upon the 
_ results, as exhibited by his table, and broke off 
' on a sudden with all that honest indignation that 
naturally arises in a sensitive bosom upon the 
detection of a stupendous fraud, into a eulogy 
upon the patriotism of the South and West; spoke 
most handsomely of theirattachmentto the Union, 
but availed himself of the opportunity to give 
notice that his table had exhibited ‘‘ appalling 
' facts, that deserved the consideration of the South 
‘and West,” and that if the system which his 
table had exposed was to become the settled policy 
of the country, that you would thereby ‘‘ an- 
'*nounce that this Government is one which no 
man from the South or West would desire to 
‘ perpetuate, but one who was born to be a slave, 
‘ and deserved his acre ee i 
Such language excited in my mind the most 
lively apprehension that there really existed some 
permanent, fatal, alarming inequality, grossly 
unjust, and calling for prompt and efhcient cor- 
‘ rection. And with the view of examining a ques- 
i tion of so much moment, started by the gentle- 
| man’s famous table of alarm, as if the gentleman 
| had aspired to no higher object than to frighten 
| 


himself, and set to a new tune sentiments that 
have been chanted for a long time from a certain 
uarter of the Union, he divides our maritime 
rontier into as many divisions as was a certain 
‘army of late, calling one the north Atlantic, in- 
i eluding in that division Virginia and Maryland, 
i and the whole of the middle and eastern States; 
! another the south Atlantic; and the remaining 
| division the Gulf of Mexico. By this division 
| the gentleman from South Carolina made a fine 
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nequality of the 


i in figures of the i 
display in ee was the gentleman deal- 


ropriations; but, sir, 
tee ta lel with his own intellect? € 
ing fairly with the Old Dominion when he thus 
attached her to the North? The better to enable 
him to alarm himself, unless the honorable gen- 
tleman has succeeded in proving what no one 
ever before pretended to assert, that Virginia and 
Maryland are northern States, he bas utterly 
failed in establishing what he promised to show, 
the gross inequality in the disbursement of the 
public funds in the north Atlantic. Tam willing 
to admit that the honorable gentleman could come 
as near proving, either by figures or argument, 
that Virginia was a northern State as any gentle- 
manonthisfloor. Yet, sir, I should have thought 
arecollection of a small incident that occurred 
within the last four years between the States of 
South Carolina and Virginia would have pro- 
tected the latter from being so unceremoniously 
attached to the North, ‘‘ that favored section’’ of 
the Union, for no other apparent purpose than to 
furnish the gentleman with a ‘‘ fact,’’ from the aid 
of which he so triumphantly exposed the injustice 
and inequality of the public expenditures. 

Mr. Chairman, I will now call the attention of 
the committee to some further remarks of the 
honorable gentleman from South Carolina, (Mr. 
Tuompson,| which, in my opinion, furnish many 
considerations of both a painful and instructive 
character. And, sir, that I may avoid even the 
suspicion of doing the slightest injustice to the 
gentleman’s argument, I will give that portion of 
his speech to which I advert. 

Thre gentleman goes on to say: 


“There are practicable plans of disposing of the surplus, `| 
ìf gentlemen will conquer all their personal and patty preju- 
dices, and pass the land biil, and the constitutional amend- |: 
ment for the distribution of pe surplus revenue. Thesei 
are, in my judgment, the only practicable projects, and I | 
rejoice in my heart that they come from those two great 
“minds, which have for the last twenty-five years so glori- | 
-ously illustrated the history of their country. Inthe present, | 
as in every past crisis—ot danger and difficulty—the war, |' 
the Missouri question, the compromise—two commanding | 
figures have been seen above the horizon, with the eyes | 
of their countrymen intently fixed upon them, with a well 
placed confidence, which has never been disappointed. 
These men are out of power, or my voice should not be 
heard here in their eulogy. Sir, the expunging process | 
must be carried very far. You must expunge the history 
of your country for a quarter of a century; you must tear 
from that history its brightest pages; ay, sir, and you must , 
expunge from the humau heart every virtuous and honorable | 
“sentiment, homage for genius, gratitude for public services, 
before their well-earned laurels can be torn from their 
brows. They will have added another to their many claims 
upon the gratitude of posterity, if they can succeed in 
relieving the country from the great danger of an overflowing ` 
Treasury—a difficulty for the first time known in the his- 
tory of the world.” | 

: ; g | 

Such, Mr. Chairman, is the language of the : 
honorable gentleman, and coming from him -is 
entitled to a consideration which such sentiments | 
would not otherwise receive from me. It will be | 
my purpose to examine why it is that these | 


t‘ commanding figures’? have appeared in our | 


olitical horizon at every important crisis for the || 
ast twenty-five years, und to show, as the heavens |; 
give unerring indications to the mariner of the |! 


approaching storm, so when these ‘* command- 
ing figures” appear in our political horizon, the | 
‘friends to our political institutions should prepare 
for the threatening tempest. Sir, I might content 
myself with the expression of the great surprise 
I felt at this open, undisguised, and public avowal 
of a connection-which I had supposed had been 
the settled policy of the honorable gentleman’s 
¿4s much calumniated party,” as he calls it, to con- 
ceal. But, coming from him under the circum- 
stances, gives to the disclosure a claim of author- 
-ity which no subsequent disclaimer can impair. 
-The American peopleare na longer to be misled. 
- They are no longer to indulge in idle speculation 
as tothe motives and designs of these ‘* com- 
manding figures” that appear at every important | 
erisis.: The honorable gentleman has avowed | 
their connection, and that avowal has been made | 
in an American Congress.  It.has been circulated | 


present | a 
li condition of his friend. That friend, so long as |; 
Was he deal- | he adhered to the principles of his own particular |: 


| feels in the contemplation of the fallen and ruined 


creed, might have commanded the respect due to 


consistency; might have claimed homage for | 


genius, and admiration for firmness; but con- 
nected as he has been by the gentleman from 
South Carolina, with such extraordinary boasting 
of joy, would deprive him of the common charities 
of private friendship in his greatest extremity. 
Sir, let no gentleman complain at a review of the 

_ political course pursued by these distinguished 
‘ Senators, [Messrs. Clay and Calhoun.}] Should 
i Tsay anything seemingly unkind, my answer is, 
` that the honorable member from South Carolina 
[Mr. Tuompson] has forced that necessity on me 

'| by the position in which he has placed them be- 
‘| fore this committee and the nation. The fault is 
| his, not mine. It will be remembered that those 
i great minds who “have adorned every page of 
| our country’s history,” are brought before us as 
the authors of the only practicable plan of dis- 
osing of the surplus revenue. We are said to 

| be in imminent danger from an accumulation of 
n public treasure, a circumstance unheard of in 
other Governments and without a parallel in the 

| history of our own. Is it true? or is the asser- 
‘| tion made to subserve the ends of some great 
‘| political movement? I have attempted, and I 
hope satisfactorily, to show that there was no 
‘such surplus revenue. If, sir, the Jand bill of 
the Senator from Kentucky should become the 
law of the land, you would divide about twenty 

ii millions within the short period from the 1st of 
i| July to the 1st of October next, and twenty mil- 


conditions. 
but that your treasure would be exhausted, that 
the country would be involved in a heavy debt, 
not only divested of the means of extending to 
our citizens adequate protection, but absolutcly 
deprived of the means of meeting the ordinary 
and current expenses of the Government? Does 
not every gentleman foresee that with an exhaust- 
ed Treasury, with pressing demands from the 
South and southwestern frontier, for the military 
arm of your Government, to protect your citizens 
from the cruel butchery with which they are 
threatened from the merciless savage, that the 
| financial policy of the Government would neces- 
| sarily change? Does not the Senator from Ken- 
‘ tucky well know that such a state of things would 

renew his favorite American system, a system 

of which he is the reputed father; one that he 

has watched, cherished, protected, and defended 

with parental tenderness, from its infancy to man- 

hood; from manhood to that wicked old age, when 
its depravity became so appalling, that its friends 
jand enemies, by common consent, gave it out, 
| that it should be buried in the compromise, there 


should call it forth? And, sir, has not that time 


presented to our view, that he who would have 


done the charitable office of pall-bearer to the 
| lifeless corpse of the American system, is now to 
be seen in our political horizon, associated with 


| that they may conjointly welcome its coming? 
Should that system be again renewed, no matter 
by what means, as the settled policy of this Gov- 
| ernment, the first day it shall be proclaimed, 
| would be the last day of this Union. 

Sir, itis not my habitto think or speak unkindly 
of the motives of others; but thoroughly am I 
convinced that ifthe projects of those distinguished 


| to overwhelm the Government by a national debt, 


li then to agitate the people, and finally to convulse 
|: this nation from one border to the other. And if, 


: to avert such direful results, I should be driven 
"to the necessity of presenting facts showing that 


through the Union, and the gentleman rejoices in | 
his heart that the project of the distribution of | 
the surplus revenue by the land bill and the con- | 
stitutional amendment ‘‘ came from those two ; 
„great minds that have so gloriously illustrated | 
the history of their country.” 


~ Sir, I cannot envy the gentleman in the joy he 


| 


, interests of the people of these States, and alone 
į calculated to advance their own ambitious pro- 
| jects in any after contest that may arise, I shall 
i feel, sir, that I have discharged the highest obli- 
| gation I owe the institutions of the country, to 
my own conscience,and to my constituents. How 
instructive the example furnished us! How replete 


| lions more by the Ist of April next, under certain , 


How, then, sir, can any man doubt | 


to remain until the bidding of some master spirit `; 
now arrived? And is not the disgusting. scene :' 


felt himself dishonored [Mr. Calhoun] to have |, 


| Mr. Clay, bidding this spirit of discord ascend, : 


Senators should succeed, the effect would be first || 


; the Senators from Kentucky and South Carolina ` 
| are each pursuing a course disastrous to the best ` 


the life and history of these great men, of useful 
admonition to the aspiring ambition that but too 
often lies deeply buried, but not dead, in the 
bosom of the disappointed politician! Sir, the 
Senator from South Carolina rose with a luster 
commanding the admiration of all. With genius 
unsurpassed by any, with the confidence of the 
people, generous and confiding, his first move- 
ment was such as became the proud soul and 
- elevated patriotism of an American statesman. 
That move, just twenty-four years ago, was on 
_the side of his country. At that gloomy period, 
‘when British outrage upon the commerce and 
rights of our citizens left no alternative but the 
resistance that became a free people, or a sub- 
mission to flagrant injustice that would have dis- 
honored us before the world, the fricnd of the 
gentleman from South Carolina was seen to take 
his stand in the midst of the patriot statesmen of 
that day; and with a spirit truly American, with 
eloquence almost unsurpassed, with the powers 
of his great mind, urged on his countrymen to a 
vigorous, manly, bold resistance to foreign ag- 
gression. Sir, a recollection of this period should 
never be forgotten by the friend cf the gentleman 
from South Carolina. It may yet serve to teach 
him, great as he is in mind, rapid as was his 
march to distinction and station, that there is a 
vast difference between devotion to his country 
and devotion to himself. It may serve to ad- 
monish him that there exists in this Union an 
American feeling not less ready to pay homage to 
public service, than to arrest the wild progress 
_of infuriated passion and inordinate ambition; 
that whilst it will honor the one, it will assuredly 
rebuke and punish the other. 

But, sir, to pursue this ‘“ commanding figure,’’ 
the friend of the honorable gentleman from South 
Carolina, we find. him both advocating and voting 
for the tariff of 1816. Whatever apology the 
peculiar condition of the manufacturing interest 
at that day furnished for the vote he then gave, I 
, apprehend none will pretend to deny that in this 

act was planted the principles of that fatal Amer- 
| ican system that grew so rapidly, and exercised 
such alarming influence over the industry and 
_ products of labor, that the firmest patriots and 

most devoted friends to the Federal Government 
could but look to the gathering storm with feel- 
ings of the most anxious concern. In the winter 
of 1828, the Legislature of South Carolina en- 
tered their protest against the tariff, a paper uni- 
formly ascribed to the pen-of Mr. Calhoun, and 
containing this distinct annunciation as to_the 
_ relative powers of the States and Federal Gov- 
ernment: 

“The General Government is one of specific powers, 
and it can rightfully exercise only the powers expressly 
granted, and those that may be necessary and proper to 


| carry them into effect, all others being reserved expressly 
| to the States, or to the people.” . 


| 


| That this is a fair exponent of the doctrines of 
South Carolina in 1828, is not conjectural, but is 
part of the recorded history of your legislation; 
and that the document containing this doctrine 
: has been uniformly ascribed to Mr. Calhoun, 
was never denied, so far as I know and believe. 
And I may add. that, in my poor opinion, lan- 
guage cannot be found conveying with greater 
i| precision and more absolute accuracy the true 
| theory of our Federal and State Governments, 
than the quotation I have made. 

Sir, this was the settled and well-established 
doctrine of South Carolina statesmen, and par- 
ticularly of Mr. Calhoun, up to and until after 
| May, 1830. It was about that unfortunate period 
when disclosures were made by Mr. Crawford to 
General Jackson of a particular course pursued 
. by Mr. Calhoun whilst a member of Mr. Mon- 
‘ roe’s Cabinet, in relation to the conduct of Gen- 

eral Jackson in the Seminole campaign. The 
i opinion I entertain of Mr. Crawford’s conduct in 
‘making a disclosure of the Cabinet seerets is not 
called for; but may say—and in thus expressing 
myself, if I am capable of expressing one sincere 
sentiment, it proceeds from my heart—that I 
have always regretted, that I deeply deplore that 
unnecessary, uncalled-for, and most unhappy 
_Tupture, which was the consequence of the com- 
munications of Mr. Crawford. From that fatal 
i 
l 


eriod, every movement, every political act of 


Mr. Calhoun has been characterized by a display 
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Jackson and the issuing of his famous “ exposé,” 
the rapid progress, the wide-extended, and alarm- 
ing range of discontent that pervaded every por- 
tion of the South where his intluence could be 
exerted; but, above all, note the doctrine asserted 
and maintained in that exposé. No longer did we 
hear the true doctrine in relation to the Federal 
and S:ate authorities, as asserted by the Legisla- 
ture of South Carolina in 1823. It was then the 
fashionable, the received, the cherished doctrine, 
that each State was within itself absolutely sov- 
ereign and independent; and he who could not 
subscribe to this faith was, at home and abroad, 
denounced as a vile ‘‘ submissionist,”’ either in- 
capable of understanding, or otherwise too timid 
to assert, his rights. Sir, is it not strange that 
Mr. Calhoun, with acknowledged powers of intel- 
lect, whose life, almost from boyhood, had been 
devoted to the public service, whose habit of 
study and pursuit of business had led him to a 
thorough and intimate acquaintance, not only 


with the Constitution, and the practices of the | 


Government created by that Constitution, but 
with the opinions of all those apostles of liberty 
whose writings and principles have been the boast 
of all true patriots, and honored by the heartfelt 
gratitude of millions of freemen, should all this 
tume have been groping in the dark, and never 
have discovered until after his rupture with Gen- 
eral Jackson the true principles of the Constitu- 
tion—the true relation between the Federal and 
State governments ? 

Look, sir, at the course of events in a certain 
portion of the South, from May, 1330, to the 
summer of 1832. The people that had once been 

uiet, happy, and contented — devoted to the 
‘nion, devoted to the institutions of the country, 
suddenly assuming an attitude alarming to the 


integrity, the peace, and happiness of the whole ` 


nation. I must not say what master spirit di- 
rected the storm. It isa part of the history of 
yourcountry. From discontent to remonstrance, 
from remonstrance whole regiments were armed, 
organized, and prepared to march at a moment’s 
warning, to assert in a most ‘ peaceful and con- 
stitutional manner’’ the unconstitutionality of the 


tariff law. Yes, sir, it was then the motto of the | 


pary attached to the interest of Mr. Calhoun, in 
outh Carolina, ‘ millions for defense—not one 
cent for protection.”’ 
that fatal feud between Mr. Calhoun and General 
Jackson, in which collision, hope, and expect- 
ation long’ cherished for the first office in this 
nation, suddenly vanished, and this ‘‘command- 
ing figure’? in receding from his position with 
his party, could but behold the rising form of 
another greater than himself, (Mr. Van Buren.) 
This was more than the proud spirit and feverish 
aspirations of the distinguished Senator from 
South Carolina could endure. From that moment 
he resolved that it should be sooner written of 


him ‘that he was,” than he should live una- | 
venged for his sudden and unexpected reverse in | 
And never did man prose- | 


the tide of fortune. ) e 
cute with more unrelenting zeal the idol of his 
ambition than Mr. Calhoun. 


and adopts others; to-day, denouncing the prin- 


ciples of the protecting system — to-morrow, | 


greeting with a hearty welcome the friends, nay 
more, the father of that system: to-day, the able 
and eloquent advocate on the floor of Congress 
of the rights of minorities; but yesterday, at 
home in the bosom of his community, crushing 
beneath the iron hand of despotism the most 
sacred of all the rights of minorities—the rights 
of conscience. 

Such, Mr. Chairman, is a brief history of the 
eventful period between May, 1830, and the 
action of Congress in 1833, in which the Senators 
from Kentucky and South Carolina played that 
part which drew forth the eulogy of the honor- 
able gentleman, [Mr. Tuompson.] And, sir, I 
ask this committee and the nation, what was the 
respective parts of each, and the eredit due them, 


for the settlement of that deeply abso: bing ques- | 


ton? Will this committee refuse, or wili the 
nation refuse, to hear the testimony furnished at 
that important crisis by the Senators from Ken- 


All this, not until after , 


Sir, with what per- |' 
fect facility he abandons one system of principles i 
il urged with all his transcendent powers of per- | 


| February 25, 1833, on the tariff: 


| laid in reference to revenue alone. 


į eign, and increase that of domestic products. i 
; the parties divide, and between these two opposite opin- 
| ions, a reconciliation is to be effected, if it can be accom- | 


i for nine years, and less beyond that time.”? 


. ter of accidents beyond that period, including the chance of | 
| war, the restoration of concord, and along with ita convic- 


| have been realized, we are willing to submit, as long as 


tucky and South Carolina? Let it not be for- 
gotten that the broad ground assumed in the | 
whole controversy in the South, in which Mr. 
Calhoun took the lead on one side, was, thata 
tariif of protection was unconstitutional, and that 
the act of 1832 was for the avowed purpose of 
protection to our own manufactures, as well as 
for revenue, and, therefore, unconstitutional, null, 
and void, and of no binding influence upon the 

cople of the States. The Senator from Kentucky 

Mr. Cray] uniformly maintained the reverse of 
this doctrine. And, sir, it was with principles 
so directly opposite that the two great statesmen, 
and, in the language of the honorable gentleman 
from South Carolina, [Mr. Tuompson,] ‘ those 
two great minds which have for the last twenty- 
five years so gloriously illustrated the history of 
their country,” took their position in the Senate 
of the United States for the purpose of settling 
this great question. Now, sir, arises an import- 
ant inquiry, that every man in the United States 
should understand, what was the course that con- 
sistency demanded of each of these great minds, 
on this great occasion? Would it occur to any 
that, for the purpose of settling this question, 
there would be a total abandonment of all prin- 
ciple, on the one side, and no sacrifice of principle 
on the other? Ilow was a compromise to be 
effected between such talented and incorruptible 
patriots? Why, sir, from the position of the 
Senator from South Carolina, ‘‘ that millions for 
defense, but not one cent for protection,” one 
would have supposed his object would have been 
to have pursued, as far as possible, his principles, 
for, if true to himself, and the principle of pro- 
tection was preserved in the compromise bill, the 
obligation of his oath, as Senator of the United 
States, would have constrained him to have voted 
against all measures not authorized by, or in 
violation of, that instrument. ; 

But, sir, the remaining inquiry is, did Mr. | 
Calhoun vote for the tariff act of 1833? And, 


does that act contain the principle of protection? ; 


That he did vote for the bill the Journals estab- | 
lish, That it does contain the principle of pro- | 
tection is as fully and distinctly admitted by the | 
act itself, as if it had been written in so many 
words on the face of the bill. 
the proof at this. I will introduce the testimony 
of Mr. Clay, which will appear from the follow- 
ing portion of his speech, delivered at the same 
time and on the same memorable occasion of the 
compromise. Mr. Clay says, ‘ pass this bill, 
tranquillize the country, restore confidence and 
affection in the Union, and I am willing to go 
home to Ashland, and renounce public life for- 
ever.” The Senator from Kentucky must have 
been quite sincere, when, for the sake of passing 
the tariff, he would abandon public life forever. 
The biil passed, and how Mr. Elay has renounced 
public service, let the Journals of the Senate 
speak. . 1 i 
It may be that he has kept this promise to the 
spirit, by confining his action to what he may 
consider private, rather than ‘‘ public service.” , 
But, sir, l am quite sure he never felta deeper 
concern in the success of any measure than in 
that of the bill he was then advocating; and there- 
fore his reasons, the motives that operated upon 
him, and the important disclosures he made, 


suasion, are entitled to very grave consideration | 
in settling the pretensions of different gentlemen 
for the project that was to restore the just rights | 


of the South and the North, and to tranquillize j t heak ereat nds and commanding Gediea’) 
H D © 


the public mind. Mr. Clay says in his speech, 


“ The friends of free trade insist that duties should be 
The friends of Ameri- 
can industry say that another, if not paramount, object, in ‘ 
laying them, should be to diminish the consumption of tor- 


plished. The bill assumes, as a basis, adequate protection 


“The friends of protection say to their opponents, we 
are willing to take a lease of nine years, with the long chap- 


tion common to all, of the utility of protection; and in con- 
sideration of it, if in 1842 noue of these considerations shall 
Congress shall think proper, to a maximum rate of twenty | 
per cent., with a power ef discrimination below it, cash 


But [ will not stop '' 


|! duties, home valuations, and a liberal list of free articles for 


the benefit of the manufacturing interest.” 


Mr. Clay in the same speech aays: 


“That it is far from the object of those who support this 
bill to abandon or surrender the policy of protecting Amer- 
ican industry. Its protection or encouragement may be 
accomplished in various ways.” 

And then he proceeds to point out the different 
modes of protection; and, finally, Mr. Clay uses 
this emphatic language: 

“ Now, Mr. President, before the assertion is made that 


the bill surrenders the protective policy, gentlemen should 


understand perfectly what it does Not, as well as what it 
does propose.’? 


This is the testimony of Mr. Clay to two 
points, important in themselves, fully establish- 
ing the fact, that the act of 1833 was supported 
by the friends of the American system, but upon 
the broad ground that the bill recognized and 
fully asserted the principle of absolute adequate 
protection for nine years, and, secondly, carried 
with it the long chapter of accidents beyond that 
period, ; 

Sir, these opinions were made in argument; 
were they ever denied? Did the Senator from 
South Carolina (Mr. Calhoun) rise in his place, 
and deny that the bill contained the principles 
against which he had rallied the South? Yes, 
sir, not rallied merely, but had urged them on 
until their feelings were lashed into such excite- 
ment by the repeated denunciation of the oppres- 
sion and unconstitutionality of the tariff, that law, 
order, and government were on the verge of ruin. 
And yet Mr. Calhoun himself believing, as he 
has professed to believe, that the tariff of 1832, 
with the same principles in 1833, was against the 
Constitution, not only votes for the act of 1833, 
but says: 

“When the Senator from Kentucky first introduced the 
bill, he (Mr. C.) then said thathe approved ofthe principle, 
, and that he thought no satisfactory adjustment could take 
| place but on time—time to afford the manufacturers to ac- 
commodate their business to the change which must follow 


| the adjustment of the duties. He still remained of the same 
| opinion.” ; 


Sir, it should be well understood, and aeiy 
J 
e 


| 

| known, the part that these “ great minds” playe 
not only at the compromise, but before. Th 
one, the author of a system; the other, first its 
advocate, then its enemy; and, finally, when he 
had a personal difficulty with the President of 
the United States, and saw and felt that he no 
longer deserved, or could safely calculate on, the 
support of the entire party attached to the Admin- 
istration, he avails himself of the discontent pre- 
vailing on the subject of the tariff in the South, 
asserts its unconstitutionality, prepares the minds 
of his constituents to resist the enforcement of 
the law within the limits of his State, peaceably 
if they could, but forcibly if necessary; and then, 
in the face of the world, meets Mr. Clay in the 


| Senate, Mr. Clay maintaining boldly the bill was 


for adequate protection for nine years, with a long 
chapter of accidents, and Mr. Calhoun responding. 
When the Senator from Kentucky first introduced 
the bill, he (Mr. C.) then said ‘that he approved 
` of the principle.” I leave these facts to speak for 
themselves. If any man on earth requires more 
. proof to establish upon these “ two great minds” 
political juggling, political intrigue, for purposes 
of the most unholy ambition, he need not expect 
to find it in the review of the life of political men, 
men who stand preéminent for ability, and who 
weigh the effect of every movement before it is 
taken. Look, sir, at the great prize for which 


: have been running. Why, I need not here repeat 
: what every intelligent citizen of the Union knows, 
‘that itis nothing more nor less than the Execu- 
‘tive seat that has operated upon and directed 


-i every political movement of their lives; and so 
On this point |: 


powerful has been the charm, that one of the 
gentlemen has made two indifferent runs before 
‘the people; the other was announced as being 
ready to make a trial, but was discovered not to 
‘have sufficient strength to start. And, sir, can 1t 
be a matter of surprise that, true to their purpose, 


i! each in his own way taking his course, every 


‘consideration of the public interest, safety, and 
‘happiness, is to yield to their purposes; or, in 
| conformity with their settled plan of operation, 
likey will crush and destroy whatever obstacle, 


390 


APPENDIX TO THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


[May 11, 


247H Cone....lst Sess. 


Defense of the Administration—Mr. Towns. 


Ho. or Reps. 


be it man or be it principle, that may interpose 
the slightest obstacle to their attainment of this 
object? . ! 
| shall not, Mr. Chairman, add much more to | 
what I have said in relation to the political course 
of the gentlemen who were presented to the com- 
mittee as the authors of the only practicable plan 
of disposing of the public revenue. Ihave shown 
enough to deter any prudent man from following 
their lead on this subject. But there is yet more 
to be said, calculated to shed additional suspicion | 
upon the whole plan, and to prove that the opinion j 
of one of the gentlemen (Mr. Calhoun) has un- | 
dergone a rapid and extraordinary change since 
the time of the compromise. Akout that time, 
Mr. Calhoun thus expressed himself: 

« There is another aspect in which this subject may be 
viewed. We all remember how early the question of the 
surplus revenue began to agitate the country. Ata very 
early period, a Senator from New Jersey (Mr. Dickerson) 
presented his scheme for disposing of it, by distributing it 
among the States. The first message of the President rec- 
ommended a similar project, which was followed up by a 
movement on the part of the Legislature of New York, 
and I believe some of the other States. The public atten- 
tion was aroused ; the scheme scrutinized; its gross uncon- : 
stitutionality and injustice, and its dangerous tendency—its 
tendency to absorb the power and existence of the States— | 
were clearly perceived and denounced ; the denunciation was | 
too deep to be resisted, and the scheme was abandoned.” | 

This is the language, this the deliberately | 
formed and expressed opinion of Mr. Calhoun, | 
on the subject of the distribution of the surplus 
revenue, within the short- period of three years. 
And could any gentleman believe, that now, at 
this moment, in the face of this recorded opinion, 
he has introduced, is advocating and urging, an 
amendment of the Constitution, for the avowed 

urpose of establishing the very scheme which 
he said ‘had been scrutinized, its dangerous 
tendency—its tendency to absorb the power and 
existence of the States—clearly perceived and de- 
nounced,” and so strong that denunciation that 
the scheme had been abandoned? One of two 
conclusions is irresistibly forced upon the mind: | 
either that there is some splendid project to be ac- | 

complished, favorable to the views of himself and | 
Mr. Clay, or else, if it has been an honest change | 
of opinion, he is an uncertain, unsafe, vacillating | 
pilot, not to be trusted in a tempest—under any | 
aspect of the case, he stands contradicted. And | 
whether the opinions then expressed or now en- 
tertained, are to regulate his action on the subject, 
is beyond the reach of human wisdom. Then, 
sir, let not the honorable gentleman from South 
Carolina array this ‘‘commanding figure” and 
“ great mind,” as one worthy to lead in the ac- | 
complishment of this project, which I firmly be- | 
lieve would ‘‘ absorb the power and existence of 
the States;’’ and believing that to be the inevitable 
effect, I shali for that reason and others, resist as ; 
far as I can, any measure, from any and every | 
quarter, the effect of which would be so disas- | 
trous to the existence of the States. 

Allow me, Mr. Chairman, to notice one other | 
consideration arising out of the remarks of the : 
honorable member from South Carolina. 


i 
| 
{ 


It has | 
been a contested point with some portion of the | 


people of the South, as to whom was entitled the |: . | 
| every patriot, when the honor of the country was 


The man in this nation that would for , 
onc moment hesitate, when the absurd pretension - 
‘is put up by a foreign power, that for language 


credit of settling the tariff question on the prin- | 
ciples of the compromise. I have heard it said | 
by some, that the honor of that settlement be- 
longed to the party of the Senator from South 
Carolina, and upon that Senator’s course. Sir, | 
I am not ambitious of claiming the honor for any 
friend. There is no principle in the famous com- 
promise that is better than the act of 1832. Itis 
true that it is a modification, some reduction; yet 


it contains some features of a most hateful con- | 


trivance, and so artfully adjusted, for the interest 


of the manufacturer, that with many practical | 


men it is believed to be as favorable as the act of | 
1832. 
But, sir, be the credit great or small, it is neither 


due to Mr. Clay nor Mr. Calhoun, and to that |! 


point I will again refer to the testimony of Mr. | 
Clay, as given to the nation in his speech of Feb- | 


ruary 25, 1833. Mr. Clay addressed the Senate || 


as follows: 


in the greatest danger, and I believe it can be placed ona 
better and safer foundation at this session than at the nest. 
I heard, with surprise, my friend from Massachusetts say 
i that nothing had occurred within the last six months to 
| increase its hazard. F entreat him to review that opinion. 


+: Ts it correct? is the issue of the numerous elections, includ- i 
ing that of the highest officer of the Government, nothing? : 


Is his declaration, in his proclamation, that the burdens of 
the South ought to be relieved, nothing? ts the introduc- 
tion of the bill in the House of Representatives during this 
session, sanctioned by the head of the Treasury and the 
Administration, prostrating the greater part of the manu- 
factures of the country, nothing? 


| It is well known that the majority of the dominant . 
party is adverse to the tariff. There are many honorable ; 


exceptions, the Senator from New Jersey (Mr. DICKERSON] 
among them. But for the exertions of the other party, the 
| tariff would have been long since sacrificed. 


i the next session. In this body we lose three friends of the 
| protective policy, without being sure of gaining one. Here, 
; judging from the present appearances, we shall, at the 


|i next session, be in the minority. In the House, it is noto- ; 


rious that there is a considerable accession to the number 
of the dominant party. How, then, I ask, is the system to 
be sustained against numbers, against the whole weight of 


|; 


i the Administration ?? 
i 


Mr. Chairman, if the declarations of Mr. Clay 
are authority on any question, and I am sure 
. none will pretend to deny it, he has placed the 

whole question of the reduction of the tariff on a 

footing the most flattering to the Administration. 

Yes, sir, it was the unremitting efforts of the 
' President to arouse the people in every quarter 

of the Union to a proper view of the rights of all, 
that had a moral influence upon public opinion, 
irresistible, and tending directly to bring into 

Congress those representatives who would give 

efficient aid to his Administration in carrying out 
his opinions in relation to the tariff. Unfortu- 
‘nately for the country, when the strength of the 
. Administration was nearly, if not quite, sufficient 
| to carry the measure reported from the head of 
‘ the Treasury Department, a measure which Mr. 
, Clay says would have prostrated the greater part 
of the manufacturing interests, Mr. Clay and 

Mr. Calhoun conceived the project of forming 
: an alliance, and instead of Mr. Calhoun’s advo- 
' cating the principles of the bill reported from the 
: Treasury Department, he 


motive of deprivin 
credit of settling this great and fearful question. 
But, fortunately for the age and the country, Mr. 
' Clay has placed it fairly before the world, and 
the honor will be, as it should be, awarded to the 
, faithful and deserving. 
‘ There is, Mr. Chairman, one other connection 
i in which I desire to notice these ‘‘ commanding 
figures.’ I cannot but look back to the com- 
| mencement of this Congress, when expectation 


|; deep and intense pervaded every part of our coun- 
‘try on the subject of our relations with France; 
nor can I suppress the feelings of surprise I have ‘' 
always felt that Mr. Calhoun and Mr. Clay, who | 


so triumphantly maintained, in the councils of 


should, at this day, be willing, through the per- 
son of the Chief Magistrate, to inflict a stain upon 
our national escutcheon by withholding from the 
| Executive that aid he had a right to expect from 


l 
1 


, involved. 


used in a communication to Congress, they have 
a right to demand explanations as a condition to 
the performance of a treaty stipulation, must 
have lost all that elevated, ardent, and patriotic 
devotion for the honor and character of the na- 
tion that would characterize the man who, in the 

hour of peril, would be on the side of his coun- 
ij try. 

_Mr. Chairman, having shown the present con- 
dition of your Treasury, its probable condition 
for the next two or three years, (to say nothing 
of the rapid decrease that must suddenly ensue 
under the operation of the tariff, that hangs sus- 
pended for years, yielding up but a tenth per 
annum until the appointed. period, when it sud- 
denly falls six tenths of the excess over twenty 


ii per cent. within six months,) having shown the 


“ Mr. President, I want to be perfectly understood as to | j 


the motives which have prompted me to offer this measure. 
I repeat what I said on the introduction of it, that they are 
first to preserve the manufacturing interest; and, secondly, | 
to quiet the country. 1 believe the American system to be ! 


K 


causes that will most certainly produce a decrease 
i for the years of 1836 and 1837, and, perhaps, for 
after years; having shown the revenue from im- 
ports as well as from the sale of public lands; and 


Now, let us |’ 
| look at the composition of the two branches of Congress at ; 


refers to unite with ' 

Mr. Clay in his project, thereby deserting the | 
_ interest of the South for the noble and patriotic | 
the Administration of the | 


i their country, the honor of the nation in 1812, ` 


having also shown the part now playing by those 
“commanding figures,” and “great minds” in 
relation to the revenue, I shall now call the atten- 
tion of the committee to the argument of the 
honorable member from Tennessce, (Mr. Betr,] 
with a view to prove that it must have been his 
opinion, so far from there being a surplus rev- 
enue, that if the system of public defense, ag 
recommended by the President and the heads 
of the Departments, should become the policy of 
the nation, your resources would be exhausted, 
and the financial operations of the Government 
changed. 

The honorable member from Tennessee, in his 
printed speech, says, ‘The first inevitable re- 
€ sult of this policy, (alluding to the system of 
‘defense now under consideration,) if it shall be 
“sanctioned by Congress, will be the introduc- 
‘tion, in a short period, of an increased and op- 
‘ pressive system of taxation.” ‘The honorable 
member further says, that ‘‘ the public lands are 
< now in such a rapid state of exhaustion, that 
‘very soon we shall find our revenue from this 
‘ quarter reduced to a million or less.” 

Sir, I trust, with at least a portion of this 
House and the people of this Union, the warning 
voice of that distinguished gentleman will not be 
disregarded. He has told us what would be the 
consequence of that system of defense which this 
Administration has not recommended, which no 
gentleman, so far as I know, has proposed, and 
which no friend of the measures of the President 
would support. Whether it was his policy, in 
imitation of the example set by the member 
from South Carolina, to make a statement of the 
amount of public expenditures for extraordinary 
| purposes, so large that he might become alarmed 

imself, and, in the office of true charity, frighten 
his friends and followers, I neither do say nor 
pretend to allege. But it may be said, and F un- 
dertake to maintain, that there is no system of 
public defense recommended by the President, 
or any portion of the friends of this Adminis- 
; tration, whereby an expenditure of ten millions 

p annum is proposed to be voted as imagined 
y the gentleman from Tennessee. 

Sir, the utmost limit upon the largest scheme, 
as proposed by any and all the Departments, 
| would not far exceed one half of the amount laid 

down by the gentleman. If, then, I am not mis- 

taken in this view of the case, I may claim the 
authority of the gentleman’s name against the 
wild and dangerous project of distribution, as 
well as the system of defense which he supposes 
‘| to be acceptable to the Administration, and still 
save the system which has been actually pro- 
posed by the party supporting the Administra- 
| tion from all the censure and odium so unsparingly 
heaped upon it by that gentleman and others. 

Sir, that honorable member should have well 
deliberated—he should have well considered the 
ground he has himself so long occupied before 
the American people in reference to the measures 
| of this Administration before he ventured forth 

in a crusade which could only be intended to tear 
_ down the very principles he had contributed so 
much to build up. The gentleman should have 
remembered that there are blows to receive as 
well as to give, and that however pacific and for- 
bearing are those whose pleasure it once was, as 
it still would be, to act with him on allimportant 
measures connected with the Administration of 
| the Federal Government, still they have feelings, 
rights, and principles which they cannot suffer to 
be lashed cither by an open enemy or by pre- 
tended friends. 

Sir, in the honorable gentleman’s own lan- 
guage, I desire not to be misunderstood before 
the committee or elsewhere. My purpose is to 
do precisely what the gentleman himself desired 
should be done; to answer the points he has 
i| raised, to meet the charges he has preferred, with- 
| out evasion. In the little I shall say, I shall 
_avoid so much of the argument of the honorable 
| member from Tennessee as was answered, and 
| most triumphantly in my opinion, by my_es- 
|, teemed friend the honorable gentleman from Vir- 
| ginia, [Mr. GarLann.] I will not attempt to 
occupy ground taken by him. To do so would 
weaken, rather than strengthen, the view pre- 
sented by that gentleman. Nor do I regret that 
my friend from Virginia has preceded me, for his 


| 
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effort has left but little for me to do. 
rose, however, will be, with the 
kindaess, and with the fulle 
Weakness, to throw mysell upon the ground 
taken by the gentleman from Tennessee, [Mr. 
Becr,) and wita whatever Knightly grace I may 
WSRESS, AS one of * the party, to receive the 
lance huried from his able arm; consoling myself 
thatar [should not be able to return the blow, I 
shall at least command his respect for taking a 
position so full of danger to myself, Mr. Chair- 
man, should the opinion entertained by the hon- 
erable member from Tennessee be correct as to 
the resuit of the system of defense proposed by 
the Administration upon the revenue of the coun- 

try, then, sir, his friend from South Carolina is 

wrong in supposing that system a “ miserable 

quackery,” so far as regards the absorption of 
the revenue. By way of illustration, the former 

gentleman was showing that the system of public 

defense must be arrested. And what, sir, was 

his reason? Why, ‘that although the system 

might be proper in itself,” yet that you had not 

the money to carry it on; while the latter gentle- 

man tells you that you ‘must distribute,” because 

by an expenditure for the purposes of defenses 

of ten or twelve millions per annum, you will 

not only not be able to expend the surpius, but 

it will continue to accumulate. 

Now, sir, I cannot undertake to settle between 
these two growing, if not “ great minds,” which 
of them is correct. It may be that neither is 
right. I think I have proven it; but there is one 
thing we all know, that the gentleman from South 
Carolina has told us that he will go for a distri- 
bution of the surplus; and he has further informed 
us, that there would be thirty-five millions to 
begin with. I do not pretend to say that the gen- 
ueman trom Tennessee will support the measures 
for distribution of the surplus revenue. If he 
does, however, one fact is clearly established— 
that the opinions he has expressed of the effect 
of the system of defense recommended by the 
Administration, had better be expunged, great 
as may be the abhorrence of some gentlemen for 
black lines, 

But, Mr. Chairman, before I proceed to another 
part of the gentleman’s argument, l must not omit 
to notice, in connection with it, another purpose 
he made it serve him. Having, as he supposed, 
established the fact that the Treasury was to be 
exhausted, and the system of high taxation estab- 
lished, he turns from the scene with apparent in- 
dignation, and asks the question, ‘* Who does not 
* see from all this that we are to have an increased 
* tariff in due season, and that the managers of the 
‘ party are preparing to claim the support of the 
* manufacturing interests?’ The honorable gen- 
tleman here charges upon the managers an intent 
to establish the tariff, and thereby secure the 
support of the tariff party. An important inquiry 
then arises, to settle with certainty who are the 
managers of the party? For in this allegation the 
member from Tennessee has drawn a distinction 
between the ‘rank and file,” as I suppose him 
to mean, and the *‘ few” that ‘ manage.” There 
is, however, one bright side in this charge; it 
stands in bold relief against others made by the 
honorable member; which I shall notice before 1 
take my seat. It has been the fashion of many 
gentlemen opposed to the President, to charge 
him with ‘absolute dictation’’—that the party | 
could not, dared not, oppose his views, without 
incurring the settled displeasure of the President, 
and the loss of confidence “of those who bend 
their supple knee” at his bidding. The gentle- 
man has, in this particular instance, given us to 
understand that there were more ‘ managers”? 
than one. Now,sir, I should be pleased to know , 
if he includes the President among the number 
of ** managers” who are seeking this connection 
with the tariff party? If there is such a thing as 
an Administration party, he who presides over 
that Administration as the chief executive officer, 
must be considered one of the ‘‘ managers of the 
party.” And that brings us directly to the con- 
sideration of this most unwarrantable charge 
against the President. I ask the gentleman, I 
ask any and every candid man, whether an old 
or new enemy, to point to a single act of his 
Administration sustaining that allegation. 
not gentlemen answer me by saying that the | 


My pur- 
> utmost spirit of 
onviction of my own 


that whe 


' President was not embraced in this charge. I 
have the proof at hand, recorded in the same 
speech, that puts this question beyond doubt. 

ear the honorable member from Tennessee 
speak for himself. ‘t There is strong reason,” 
says he, “ to believe that the obligations of party 


‘are held so sacred that none who belong to the :; 


‘majority dare do anything which the President 
‘shall forbid, or fail in the support of whatever 
‘he shall recommend.” 


Can any one believe that that gentleman, en- | 
i ne absolute control, , 
itrary power exercised by the | 


tertaining this opinion of th 
dictation, and ar 
President over the majority, does not intend to 
convey the idea that the President himself con- 
stitutes one of the managers of that party? Yes, 
Mr. Chairman, whatever may have been the 
meaning of pe gopileman, he stands, and must 
continue to stand, as making a charge more dis- 
reputable to the private character of that man, 


more derogatory to a large majority of the frec- | 
men of this Union, more reproachful to the honor |! 
and character of the President in his official sta- : 


tion, than I have ever before heard from any 
quarter. 
has been compared by his bitter enemies, in the 
days of great excitement, toa Nero, a Caligula, 
a usurper worse than Cromwell—a tyrant tram- 
pling under foot the rights of the widow and the 
orphan; but it was reserved for the honorable 
member from Tennessee to attempt to prove what 
others had only the temerity to assert. That gen- 
tleman says ‘there is strong reason tò believe 
‘that, if the majority dare do anything, or fail in 
‘the support of-any measure whatever that the 


* President orders on the one hand or forbids on | 


‘the other.” Sir, can there be a character in this 
nation more absolutely despicable than the one 
drawn by the gentleman in this brief sentence? 
Sir, as one of the party here alluded to, and so 
much calumniated by this charge of passive ser- | 
vility to the will of the President, it would be but | 


just to say, that he who is prepared to avow such |, 


sentiments as these, would be the first to fill that | 
station with becoming dignity. But, Mr. Chair- | 
man, it is not only this unprovoked, unwarrant- 
able charge against the majority, which, if true, | 
makes them more servile, dishongied and dis- 
graced than slaves; but it is absolutely stripping 
the President of the brightest traits in his char- 


‘ acter—patriotism and love of the institutions of ; 


his country as a public man, and honor, noble- 
ness, generosity, and sensibility as a private gen- 
tleman. Can any man rise here and maintain 
that if those allegations are true against the Pres- 
ident and the party, of absolute dictation on the 
one hand, and unqualified submission on the 
other, they can have any regard, love, or venera- 
tion for the institutions of the country, all of 
which are based upon principles directly the re- 
verse of those that alone could conduce to such 
acts of tyranny and servility? No, sir, if I have 
correctly conceived the meaning of the honorable 
gentleman by the remarks I have quoted, no 
longer, in his opinion, can the President or the 
party put up any pretensions to patriotism, vir- 
| tue, or independence. Sir, there must have been 
, a very sudden loss of those inestimable qualities, 
: for surely such was not the character of the Pres- 
dent or the party, when the honorable member 


was himself one of the most conspicuous and °: 


faithful of its members. A few short days and 
“some small incidents frequently produce rapid 
_ changes in the opinions of men. i 
Mr. Chairman, I have heard it said on this 
' floor, if I mistake not, during the present session, | 
' by different gentlemen, on different occasions, 
n a thrust was made at the party, they 
would dodge behind the President, to shield them- 
selves from the castigation they deserved; and the | 


the President.” The great regard heretofore pro- 
fessed by certain gentlemen for the President has | 
reserved his character sacred, but I think the 
onorable member from Tennessee cannot be 


T 


‘ charged with staying the blow either for the party ; 
It would scem that he has ' 


‘or for the President. 


: hardly stopped to inquire who it was that he had | 
| Struck, or was about to strike; but has, in the | 


Let ʻi 


spirit of a reckless knight, charged upon the 
President and the party, without the slightest dis- 


Sir, the President of the United States | 


moment an arm was raised to inflict a blow, they | 
‘would cry out— Do not strike, you will hurt 


crimination as to persons or regard for weapons. 

The honorable gentleman, on the conclusion of 
his first day’s speech, gave a short explanation 
| of his own course heretofore, and the course he 
: should pursue hereafter. On resuming his argu- 
,. ments on the second day, he remarked: 


“ Some of those with whom I formerly acted in this 
. House may not think my declaration upon the nature of my 
present relations to the party in power, sufficiently explicit. 
l can have no possible motive to assume an equivocal posi- 
tion before the committee or the country. On the contrary, 
I consider my honor at stake in taking a different course. 
, I therefore repeat, that I shall support all the measures of 
this Administration which I shalt find to be in accordance 
| with its early avowed principles, in the same manner and 
: to the same extent I have hitherto done ; and I shal! oppose 
with my influence and ability—whatever they may be 
worth—every measure, every practice, and movement of 
the party which can be traced to the policy of electing the 
Executive favorite to the succession.” 


And, Mr. Chairman, as if the language used 
, by the honorable gentleman was too strong, and 
might not answer what it plainly means, viz: 
that he will oppose every measure of the Admin- 
istration, he places the matter beyond doubt, by 
proceeding to say: 


“If the declaration that I hold myself the supporter of 
the Administration, to any extent, shall appear inconsistent 
, With my votes upon so many party questions which arise 
in this House from day to day, I can only answer that it is 
not my fault if the party action of this House shall almost 
in every instance have a direct reference not to the support 
of General Jackson so muchas to the election ofa particu- 
lar cundidate to the Presidency.” 


i 
I 
i! 


Mr. Chairman, I have seen some manifestoes, 
| @ few proclamations, and some declarations of 
politizal creeds, but I must frankly admit that I 
ave never seen so labored an effort to say two 
things at the same time. The honorable member 
seems unwilling to trust himself in saying what 
his course will be before he rushes in a proviso, 
backed by an example; and the plain English of 
the whole is, that he believes every movement of 
the party, every act of legislation, every measure 
introduced in the House, has some connection, 
directly or indirectly, with the “ policy or motive 
of electing the executive favorite to the succes- 
sion,” as he is pleased to call Mr. Van Buren, 
and that, therefore, according to the rule he has 
prescribed for his own course of action, his claim 
to candor would not have suffered from an open 
j avowal of his determined opposition to the prin- 
ciples of the Administration. 

Sir, it will be remembered by the committce 
that the honorable gentleman from Tennessee 
' made a labored effort to establish the exact simi- 

larity in principles of the dominant party of the 
present day and the Federal party of 1798. To 
| establish the correctness of this charge against 
the Administration party, he insisted that, as the 
` party of 1798 was for a large standing army and 
navy, so was the Administration party at this 
day. The evidence of the charge was to be found 
in the system of defense as recommended by the 
President, and for which estimates had been furs 
nished by the headsof the departments. I must 
confess I had much difficulty in comprehending 
either the facts or the reasoning of the gentleman 
that could have authorized him in making the 
charge of Federal principleson the party. Neither 
i the President nor the War or Navy Departments, 
| nor any friend of the Administration in either 
branch of Congress, has submitted any proposi- 
tion for a large standing army or navy. The 
utmost verge of all their plans would scarcely 
organize a respectable peace establishment; and 
how the member could feel himself authorized to 
assert the analogy between the principles of the 
arty now supporting the administration and the 
iedera] party of 1798, is so far beyond my ken, 
that I shall yield to tle gentleman the honor often 
claimed by men who have gone before him, of 
' discovering a strict analogy in things wholly dis- 
: similar in every principle. This analogy is dis- 
` covered to exist, not only as relates to the stand- 
i ing army and navy; but the honorable gentleman 
‘ goes further, and detects another Federal princi- 
ple in the dominant party by the adoption of a 
rule of this House, making certain appropriation 
bills the order of the day, from and after a par- 
‘ ticular time, over all other business! This rule 
of the House was recommended at an early period 
|| of the session by the Committee on Foreign Af- 
il fairs. So far as the committee were concerned, 
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they proposed a rule for the order of business 
here, which was, m their judgment, imperiously j 
demanded, from our defenseless condition and a: 


full view of our foreign relations. , Now, willany |: 
gentleman pretend to say that, with a know 


| 


ledge 
of the failure of the appropriation bill of the last 
year, with the wretched state of every branch of 
our public defenses, with the daily prospects of 
a collision with France, it was not our first duty 
to take up, consider, and pass the appropriation 
bills necessary for the public service? Wasit; 
the duty of this House to have acted on these - 
various bills, or to let them sleep until the end of |: 
the session? Why, sir, I venture to affirm that ; 
there never was a rule more imperiously demanded ; 
by the public interest than the one which has re- |; 
ceived such uncalled for and unwarrantable cen- 
sure and condemnation from the honorable gen- '- 
tleman. The gentleman also contended that if 
the spirit of the resolution regulating the order of | 
business of the 26th January, was carried out, 
“that it would result in the reénactment of the 
sedition laws of 1798.’’ He says that the resolu- 
tion of the House and the sedition law contained 
the same principle; the object of each was ‘‘to 
suppress discussion and to prevent attacks upon , 
the party in power.”’ ji 
Sir, I should really be inclined, from this broad | 


Defense of the Administration—Mr. Towns. 


the battle-ground, a fierce and brave little band, | 
whose maxim it is to share all the honors, with- | 
out incurring any of the dangers of war. Sir, I: 
have been compelled to this review of the state 
of the Opposition (who I call the indefinite party, 
in contradistinction to “the party”) from the 
language of the honorable member from Tennes- 
see. ‘I believe (says he) there are many indi- 
‘viduals who do not accord with the present 
© course of the party to which they belong, upon . 
‘many questions, who cannot long abide their , 
‘party connections; and, sir, if I possessed the - 
‘ power of exorcism upon this occasion, I would | 


© bid them instantly come out from among their :; 


€ uncongenial elements and associates, with which . 
‘they are at present united.” Now, sir, I ask | 


` the honorable member, which wing of this Oppo- 


sition would he have us join? Is it his party? . 
If so, I have never yet heard an avowal of their 
creed. Ido not know the principles they profess. ' 


: All that Ido know is, that they are opposed to 
‘ the Administration. 
' recommendation on trust, or refuse the politeness 
| of his offer. Am I to join the nullification party? 
. They do not want it; they do not wish to divide 
` the glory of the enterprise; there will not be more 


I must therefore take his 


honor in the end than will meet the demands of 
ithe present members of that party. But again, 


assertion, to suppose that the honorable member |; they have others that would receive a preference. 


could not be greatly dissatisfied with the prin- | 
ciples of the sedition laws; for, if he should have 
succeeded in showing the principles of the one 
to be identical with those of the other, I think 
the Journal of the House, and the minutes of the 
Committee of the Whole, will show that, so far 
from the rule suppressing discussion, it has been 
enlarged and extended to the utmost verge. Why, 
sir, the gentleman’s own case is a happy and 
triumphant refutation of his assertion. 1 ask the 
honorable member to tell the nation how long he 
discussed one proposition in relation to one of 
the appropriation bills. Four successive days, 
sir, did he enjoy the privilege of saying any and 
everything he chose to say, upon any and every 
topic he thought proper to discuss, and yet, sir, 
'& the spirit of the rule, if carried out by the party 
in power,” he asserts, would result in the reën- 
actment of the sedition laws of 1798! But the 
honorable gentleman says one of the ‘‘ objects of 
the rule was to prevent attacks upon the party 
in power.” The rule, sir, has been equally 
unfortunate in that respect, and if the honorable 
gentleman could have allowed himself but one 
moment of reflection, in this very assertion was 
to be found a fact directly at variance with the 
point he was laboring to establish. What, sir, 
prevent attacks upon the party in power! What : 
else has the minority done during this entire 
session? Have they introduced any measure, 
proposed any project, for legislative action or ' 
inquiry, but with the view of fulminating denun- | 
ciations, unjust, unwarrantable, and such as were 
never before witnessed in any deliberative body, | 


against theparty? And pray, sir, whoisthe party, | 


and who is it that is eternally arrayed against | 
that party? Why, it is the indefinite party, com- | 
posed of advocates of the tariff, internal improve- 


ments, the bank, the nullifying party, and above || 
all, the *‘no-party party.” Each with principles | 


professedly opposite, irreconcilable with each | 
other, are now seen united undcr a common flag, | 
waging an eternal, unrelenting war against the 
party. Why, in such a contest, ‘‘ the party,” 
from the fact that their principles are defined, 
avowed, open, and undisguised, have much to 
fear. Why, sir, if ‘‘ the party” make a blow at 
that branch of the indefinite party professing the 
principles of the American system, you are an- | 
swered by gentlemen professing the doctrines of | 


nullification, and during the scuffle that ensues || 


between them, the American system gentlemen | 
skulk out of the contest, take their position on 
some commanding eminence, and there snugly | 
remain until the battle is over, when they return 
to their friends, the Nullifiers, and offer them | 
their smiles, and look so piteously concerned, 
that the bold Nullifier can but feel his utter dis- 
gust. Just so with the remaining parties; the 
one, regardless of consequences, rushes to the 
fight, but are no sooner engaged than their allies 
take a distance, which is well observed, until 
danger passes off, when they, in turn, approach 


i Under no circumstances, therefore, would the 
| dissatisfied of the dominant party receive quarters 
in their camp. Shall we join the American sys- 
tem party, and thereby keep company with the 
, balance of the family of the Opposition? Why, 
sir, that is impossible; our early habits, our 
deliberate judgment of the best interests of the ; 
country, our own interest, founded upon justice, 
constrain us to refuse a connection with this 
| portion of the Opposition—selfish, cold, and cal- 
culating in,every movement, we should expect to 
be reduced to absolute want and beggary in a, 
vey short time in their company. 
ow, sir, having shown the objections to join- 
ing any of the different portions of the Opposition, 
but one of two things seems to me proper for 
such as may not be entirely satisfied with every 
` measure of the Administration—to lop off and 
; constitute a fourth division of the Opposition upon 
some particular political tenet, which, accordin 
to my observation, is no sooner settled than 
promptly deserted, or stay where we are; instead 
of opposing every measure, right or wrong, to 
give a cordial support to such measures as we 
believe are right, and a manly, independent, and 
firm opposition to those we believe to be wrong. 
For one, [ shall on all and every occasion give 
, my support or opposition to each particular meas- 
| ure that may come before me as I believe con- 


‘| ducive to the public good; and though it is of no 


consequence either to the honorable member from 
: Tennessee or any one else, yet I do not hesitate 
n saying, whenever this Government shall be 
administered upon other than the cardinal princi- 

ples of the present Administration, as I under- 
i stand them and firmly believe them to be, I shall 
be found among those who will have firmness 
enough to take a stand against that Administra- , 
tion. But, sir, in such a position I will not hold | 
communion with a party, or the fragment of a ` 
party, whose principles are equally or more ob- 
jectionable than the principles of the Adminis- | 
tration to which I may be opposed. Sir, there 
is a glory in political consistency that far sur- | 
passes the fleeting honors that are conferred and 
withdrawn, according to popular whim. Perhaps 
it is to that alone a political man should look to 
compensate him in the hour of desertion. The 
history of our own country and our own age ad- 


t 


oblivion to-morrow; and surely his greatest solace | 


| 
| 
| 


monishes all that the man of this day is sunk in |; 


in such an extremity is, that in all he has done | 

his conscience approves the motive, and his judg- | 

ment affirms his consistency. 
It is well remembered, Mr. Chairman, that the 


ment escape him that, in his judgment, would 
excuse, authorize, orjustify the attack which he 
made on the Administration; and hence the ex- 
traordinary position he assumed before the com- 
mittee, ‘‘ that President making’’ should become 
a regular part of the legislative proceedings of 


this House. To avoid doing any injustice to the i- 


honorable gentleman [Mr. Bett] let no argu- | 


Ho. or Reps. 


argument of the gentleman, I will give his own 
words. He says: 
! [frany one shall object to this discussion because it 
savors of President making ; if any gentleman shall be de- 
` tuded by the opinion that topics directly connected with the 
polities of the day should be excluded from this Hall, Task 
him to reflect for a moment upon the fact that no subject 
at this day, of importance, does or can arisc in Congress 
which is not sustained or opposed, and finally decided, upon 
principles and motives which enter directly and deeply into 
the presidential canvass, and ultimately decide the issue.” 
Now, sir, here is a charge, coupled with a con- 
fession, in which the honorable member has cer- 
tainly placed the Opposition in a position before 
the country which [onid scarcely have supposed 
‘one so elevated, disinterested, and patriotic in his 
course as that honorable member, could have 
consented to occupy. What is that confession, 
sir, and what is the position the members of this 
House must occupy before their constituents, if 
‘the gentleman is correct? He tells you, that no 
‘subject of importance does or can arise in Congress 
“which is not sustained or opposed, and finally decided 
‘upon principles and motives which enter directly and 
deeply into the presidential canvass, and ultimately 
decide the issue. Sir, if this be true, the gentle- 
man must establish that ‘* President making” is 
a part of our regular legislative duties under the 
Constitution, sanctioned and approved by the 
Constitution, which I undertake to say no man 
can seriously, in a moment of cool deliberation, 
believe; or, otherwise, he has branded every 
member of this House with a violation of his 
oath. 

What, sir, has it come to this, that every meas- 

ure is opposed and advocated with the direct view 
| of advancing the pretensions of some favorite to 
the Chief Magistracy ? Sir, the gentleman who 
can feel this charge to be true may well exclaim 
that this is a corrupt and degenerate age; he may 
well cry out that there is corruption in the land; 
he may well denounce men and measures; he may 
see and feel dangers that are unseen and unfelt by 
those who are influenced by no such improper 
motives. I would beg the honorable gentleman, 
for the honor of all, for the honor of the nation, 
not to inflict a mortal wound, by one thrust, upon 
‘ the standing of your legislative department of the 
Government—not to prefer a charge against all 
the members of this House, and plead guilty to 
that charge in their names. If the opinion is 
entertained by the gentleman either as to the 
character of our legislation or the motives that in- 
fluence members, I think our constituents should 
begin to inquire into our duties as defined by the 
Constitution; they should determine whether this 
or the other, or both branches of Congress com- 
bined, are required to make laws for their bencfit, 
or to make a President to rule them. 

I can but say, Mr. Chairman, that I believe it 
is no part of our legitimate duty to ‘sustain or 
oppose, and finally decide, any question upon 
principles and motives which enter directly and 

deeply into the presidential canvass.” And here, 
sir, whilst I deny the principles and motives 
, charged by the gentleman from Tennessee as reg- 


{ 
i 
1 


- ulating my conduct, it is but fair to hold him to 


a confession that he has thus voluntarily made. 
And the honorable gentleman having made a con- 
„fession of this portion of his faith, I shall be 
: pleased to know if it was considered one of the 
: original Jackson principles;’’and if so, whether 


this principle of legislating on the subject of 


‘President making” was known to an honora- 
ble. Senator from Tennessee, (H. L. White,] 
when he opposed General Jackson’s election to 
‘the Senate of the United States, for fear that ‘it 
| would be believed that he was placed in Wash- 
' ington to electioneer for the Presidency?’’ But 
to proceed in the honorable gentleman’s own lan- 
guage: 

“ Tt has of late become more important than at any former 
period in the history of the Government, that this subject 


_ of President making should be taken upseriously, and made 
a part of the regular business of Congress.” 


Sir, it strikes me that the propriety of the course 
now recommended by the honorable gentleman, 
the eee he now seeks to establish as a part 
of the creed of the Opposition, were not so well 
- understood in the first days of this Administra- 
tion, or during the time the Chief Magistrate was 
first a candidate, otherwise a distinguished gen- 
tleman from Tennessee, (Hon. H. L. White,) 
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was not so fortunate as to be fully initiated in the | 
doctrines of that party, or has furnished the world | 
very conclusive evidence that he was not at that 
period a Jackson man. After adverting to one 
other remark of the gentleman from Tennessee 
that struck me at the time with some surprise, I 
shall proceed to notice some of the opinions of 
the Hon. H. L. White, which I shall do in a 
manner perfectly respectful to him, and which I 
would not do at all but for the respect I have for 
the examples of his friends upon this floor in 
examining the opinions of one other individual, 
(Mr. Van Buren,) who, like the honorable Sen- 
ator from Tennessee, (Mr. White,) is now betore 
the people of the Union for the first office within 
their gift. And, sir, there is another reason: 
during all the denunciations I have heard here 
from each branch of the Opposition, I have heard 
none of them censure either of the candidates for 
President except Mr. Van Buren, although I 
should have supposed some of the others enter- 
tained principles far more objectionable than any 
of Mr. Van Buren’s could possibly be. 

The gentleman trom Tennessee adverted to the 
President’s late special message upon French 
affairs, and such was the deep impression left 
upon the mind of the gentleman of the danger, 
weakness, and inconsistency of that document, 
that he could not omit to point it out. After 
contrasting two sentences contained in that doc- 
ument, the honorable gentleman says: “ I regard 
it as therefore entirely proper to point out any 
inconsistency which may impair the effect of it.” 
I do not, sir, complain of this; on the contrary, 
I acknowledge the right of gentlemen to examine 
for themselves every document of a public char- 
acter, from the President or any one else. It is 
all proper in itself; but whether the gentleman 
has really impaired the effect of that instrument, 
by his review, is a very different question. ‘The 
object of the examination was to show incon- 
sistency—that a short communication from the 
President contained conflicting principles. 

Sir, since the honorable gentleman has assumed 
the office of reviewing the documents and com- 
munications of the President, with a view to 
point out any inconsistency that may impair their 
effect, I must be permitted to invite his attention 
to parts of two letters, containing important mat- 
ters, from an honorable Senator trom Tennessee, 
and who is now before the people as a candidate 
for the office of President—i mean the Hon. 
H. L. White. I should suppose the honorable 
member could not object to this; he would doubt- 
less feel the obligation as great to point out in- 
consistencies in reference to Judge White as he 
has in relation to General Jackson. Sir, I send 
to the Clerk an extract of a letter from the Hon. 
Hugh L. White to Pryor Lea, Esq., dated July 
l4th, 1827, and ask the reading of the same. 

Read as follows: 

Extract of a letter from the Hon. H. L. White to Pryor Lea, 
sq., dated July 14, 1827. 

“ Doctor Wiatt had been represented by those in whom 
I thought I couid confide as the friend of Mr. Clay, and not 
as the triend of General Jackson; and Mr. Miller as in truth 
wishing to use the name of General Juckson only for the pur- 
pose of securing the election of Mr. Adams by dividing the 
western vote. 

“ Whether these representations were tme or false as it 
related to Dr. Wiatt and Mr. Miller is not now in the least ma- 
terial. They were undoubtedly made, and by those in whom 
I thought I could contide, and in whom I did confide at that 
time, and honestly believing that no one of the four was the 
friend of Jackson's election. So far as he was concerned, 
J held it perfectly immaterial which of them succeeded, as 
against the others. But it is further stated that I supported 
Colonel Williams for the Senate of the United States against 
General Jackson himself, and weutso far as to call General 
Jackson ‘an ungrateful, black-hearted scoundrel? There 
is in this charge a mistake. | supported Colonel Williams 
in opposition to Mr. Miller by all tair means in my power, 
and when there was an attempt to run Jackson himself asa 
candidate in opposition to Williams, I used my utmost erer- 


It appeared to me that one strong ground on which General 
Jackson was supported for the Presidency in other States 
was that he was ut home attending to his private business, | 
not using any means to secure lns election as President; and . 
I candidly believed that if the Legislature elected him to the 
Senate, it would be believed in those States that he was placed 
in Washington to electioneer for the Presidency as well asthe 
other candidates, and that such an impression would do him - 
more injury than the election of Colonel Williams, his en- | 
emy”? 


| 

| 

Mr. Chairman, I advert to this letter for the i 

| ‘appeared to him that General Jackson was sup- 
| 


purpose of showing that Judge White, in his 
present position before the people of the United | 


States, has, like many other great men, lived long 
| enough by practice to contradict the maxims of 


| early life; and I will now here repeat what I have ° 


i often said in private and in public, that I will 
not aim one blow at Judge White, only in self- 
defense. For his private and public life—if I 
may be allowed to use the language of his friend 
the member from Tennessee, when speaking of 
the President and his Administration— up to a 
late period I entertained the most profound re- 
spect:’’ a regard, sir, based upon the conviction 
that he was a plain, unassuming, unambitious 
man, content to fill that station where his services 
could be best directed to the advancement of the 
great interest of the country. That L can, how- 
ever, reconcile his present position with what I 
supposed to be his early political notions, would 
be an unworthy affectation, and a concealment 
of feelings incompatible with a sense of duty. 
It will be remembered that the honorable gentle- 
man admitted, that he had ‘t spoken with great 
freedom of the course of the party in power,” 
and that he had not ‘spared his censure when 
he thought it was deserved,” and that ‘‘ he should 
continue to exercise that privilege,” &c. 

It was perhaps unnecessary for the honorable 
gentleman to have given this notice, for I believe 
none that heard him doubted for a moment that 
he had enjoyed a very great latitude, and was 
quite merciless in his castigation, considering he 
had been ‘* untila late period,” one of the leading 
members of the very party he was denouncing. 
Others there were, so curious as to express some 
wish to know the exact point of time when the 
dominant party fell from grace, and where the 
honorable member from Tennessee [Mr. BELL] 
then was. One thing must be conceded on all 
hands. From the number of crimes charged by 


the gentleman from Tennessee on the party, he 


must have been with them a part of the time, 
and should share a part of the censure, or else his 
leave of the party was a very sad calamity for 
the country, as their degeneracy and rapid fall 
has no parallel. 
But, sir, to return ta the principles asserted in 
‘this letter. In the first part is clearly to be 
gathered Judge White’s unwillingness that the 
party then supporting General Jackson should 
be divided, for he distinctly charges Mr. Miller 
with using the name of General Jackson only for 
the purpose of securing the election of Mr. Adams, 
by dividing the western vote. Well, then, if it 
was wrong in principle to divide the western 


vote at that day to elect a particular individual, | 


would the same thing that was wrong then be 
right now? I take it for granted that if it was 
wrong at that time to divide the Jackson party, 
and thereby destroy their influence in the election 
for a President, it certainly would be wrong, if 
there was any principle in the position assumed, 
to divide the same party now in clecting a Pres- 
ident; or will it be contended that so soon as 
General Jackson’s name is out of the question, 


when he is no more before the people, the party . 


that supported him, known as well by the name 
of the Tacki the Administration, the Repub- 
lican, and the party, is dead, and that therefore 
the position Judge White now occupies is not 
calculated to divide the party? To my mind it 
is clear that Judge White at that time believed it 
wrong that, in the separation of the people of 
these States by parties founded upon principle, 
there should be a division of strength between 


members of the same party; and that this opinion ` 


' was correct it strikes me all must agree, so long 
as they profess to act upon principle. When it 
is men only, and not measures of public policy, 
then every man can and should indulge his per- 


i sonal preference. How Judge White sustains 


t s ‘i the doctrine he then entertained, let his 
tion to prevent his name from being used as a candidate. `; 


resent | 


| ‘attending to his private business, not using any 
|i ‘means to secure his election as President;’’ and 
the Judge further says, that ‘* if General Jackson 
‘had been placed in Washington, the impression 
* would have been that it was to electioneer, and 
‘that such an impression would have done more 
‘injury than to elect Colonel Williams, his 
“enemy.” 

Now, sir, I am quite satisfied that Judge White, 
on this occasion, reasoned in a manner peculiar 
to himself, and he was so opposed to the slight- 
est suspicion resting on General Jackson, that he 
would consent to elect his enemy over him asa 
lesser evil. J admire those delicate relations of 
private friendship—I admire the sagacity of the 
friend whose discerning eye can better see and 
understand my interest than I can myself; but I 
am not prepared to say that I could relish so well 
that species of friendship that would prefer the 
elevation of my enemy, for fear that, in the event 
of my success, my motives might be questioned. But, 
taking the Judge’s rule as correct, that a man 
should not be in the Senate of the United States 
for fear that he might be suspected of election- 
eering, and how docs he stand? Why, we all 
know very well. The Judge is in the Senate, 
yet he had such scruples about General Jackson 
that he supposed it might injure his election in 
some of the States! Sir, I can come to but one 
of two conclusions in relation to this letter; either 
that Judge White regarded the interest of General 
Jackson better than his own, and could trust him- 
self to temptation sooner than General Jackson, or 
otherwise he stands convicted of preaching one 
creed and practicing another. Sir, I forbear fur- 
ther comment upon this extract. I have given it 
entire, so far as relates to that matter, that all 
may have equal means with myself in forming 
conclusions. I frankly confess, if Judge White 
meant anything by that letter, I cannot reconcile 
his course to it. 

Mr. Chairman, I have another extract of a let- 
ter of Judge White’s written to John Ross, a 
Cherokee chief, dated April 26, 1824, which I will 
send to the Clerk to be read. 

The letter was read, as follows: 


` & Extract from the Letter of the Hon. Hugh L. White to 
John Ross, dated April 26, 1824. 

“To collect a tax from merchants, to compel them to 
pay a small portion of their profits, at stated periods, for the 
support of the Government, where they transact their busi- 
ness, has been a very common mode of collecting revenue 5 
and no State has been charged with attempting to regulate 
commerce where they have exercised such power. Why, 
then, should the Cherokecs be denied the power, because, 
by possibility, they might abuse it, and undertake to regu- 
‘i late trade? T have believed, and still do, that under the 

treaties, the Cherokees must be considered a nation, possess- 
ing like powers with other nations, except so far as they have 
surrendered their independence to the United States. That 
they have made surrenders of power in many important par- 
ticulars, but that they have not surrendered the power of 
making municipal regulations for their oum internal gov- 
ernment; that among the powers they still retain, is that of 
imposing and collecting taxes, 

“T regret exceedingly that to you I have ever given any 
opinion upon a subject that interests your nation. Had I 
known the purpose for which it was desired, I should have 
been silent; but having given sneh an one as I honestly 
entertained, I can never express any other until convinced 
of my error.” . 

In order that the opinion of Judge White may 
be fully understood at the date of this letter, I 
| will make a statement of facts as related to me, 
u and which | suppose true. Mr. John Ross was 

then, as he is now, one of the leading chiefs of 
‘: the Cherokee Indians, residing within the char- 

tered limits of the State of Georgia, a part of the 

same nation extending into the States of Tennes- 

‘gee and North Carolina; Mr. Ross himself resid- 
' ing within the limits of Georgia, as I have always 
| understood. He addressed Judge White, who 
had great reputation as a jurist in the section 
where he resided, for his opinion with regard to 
the power the Cherokees had to pass and enforce 
‘laws for their independent government, and es- 
| pecially to obtain his opinion on the power of 
| said nation to collect taxes, &c. In answer to 
|| the points presented by Mr. Ross, the letter from 
! which the above is an extract was written by 

Judge White; and upon the authority of that 
‘letter, as 1 have been informed, and which opin- 
ion is authorized by the letter itself, the Chero- 
|| kees did proceed to organize an independent gov- 
ernment within the limits of Georgia, claiming 
| for that government exclusive jurisdiction, crim- 
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hown as the Cherokee nation. Whether the 
opinion thus delivered was intended by Judge 
White to influence the Indians in the course they 
adopted is not important; nor do I believe, or 
pretend to charge upon him a motive to inspire 
those Indians with the enjoyment of political 
rights incompatible with the rights of Georgia 

under the Constitution. But, sir, that the opin- 

ion expressed in this letter is wrong—that it has 

been the cause of great trouble, inconvenience, 

and perplexity to the authorities of Georgia, 

every person acquainted with the circumstances 

will readily admit. 

Sir, let it not be said that the opinion here ex- 
pressed, “I have believed, and still do, that wnder 
‘the treaties, the Cherokees must be considered a 
‘nation, possessing like powers with other nations, 
t except so far as they have surrendered their inde- 
“pendence to the United States.*’ I say, let it not 
be said that Judge White had no reference to the 
authorities of the respective States in which the 
Indians then resided. It is impossible that he 
‘could avail himself of this position. He was 
speaking of and to the Cherokee Indians as they 
were, and precisely where they were at that time. 
He spoke of the powers they then had; and the 
doctrine contained in his letter is, that they were 

independent, or, in his own language, ‘‘a nation 
possessing like powers with other nations, except so 
far as they have surrendered their independence to the 
United States.” The opinion here expressed with 
the utmost precision, as l consider it, is that the 
Cherokee Indians residing within the limits of 
the States of Georgia, Tennessee, and North Car- 
olina, are a nation possessing all the powers of 
the most perfect sovereignties, except the pow- 
ers surrendered to the Federal Government; and 
among the powers surrendcred is not the power 
of taxation. There is no authority recognized 
in Georgia and North Carolina over the respective 

ortions of those Indians that reside within their 
imits. But they are asserted to be independent 
of them, unless, forsooth, by some treaty stipula- 
tion with the General Government, the right of 
the States is recognized. 

Sir, | undertake to maintain that there was no 
authority in the treaty-making power of the Fed- 
eral Government to divest Georgia of the right of 
controlling, in herown way, the inhabitants within 
her limits, and making them subject to her own 
laws, criminal as well ascivil. The soil of Geor- 
pia was derived from a royal charter, before the 


and guarantied by the Federal Constitution. The 


al and civil, over all that portion of Georgia ` 


evolution, recognized under the Confederation, | 


{t 
fi 


morals, religion, and humanity alike demanded 
that she should act as became a people humane 
and benevolent; and she was not to be deterred 


from doing a great public good for fear that they | 


might incur the reproach of those whoare always 
ready to offer their sympathy gratis and their 
charity sparingly. Sir, the people of my State 
have suffered long and patiently the tardy move- 
ments of the Government in relieving them of a 
population troublesome and dangerous. It has 


not been until since this Administration came | 
into power that the first efficient step was taken ` 


to assert the just rights of Georgia. The doctrines 
of Judge White have been overruled. The Cher- 
okee code of laws that were in direct collision 
. with the laws of Georgia have been abrogated, 
and the Indian has been told, in the spirit of 
friendship, and with the candor due the occasion, 
that their right to establish an independent gov- 
ernment within the limits of Georgia could receive 
no countenance or sanction from the Administra- 
tion. They have been advised to emigrate; the 
counsel of the President has been disregarded; 


two treaties have been formed; anda few days | 


must settle the fact whether we are to have 
these people settled upon us through all time, or 
whether the policy of the Government will be 

carried out. 
| Mr. Chairman, I will not ask of the gentleman 
' to reconcile other political acts of Judge White. 
| His course in the Senate in reference to several 
subjects, but especially in relation to certain nom- 
inations, I leave for Judge White to settle for 
himself. It may be that he can give satisfactory 
reasons to his countrymen for the votes he has 
given. I would hope he could. I have no right 
to ask of himtodoso. All that I have to say is, 
it would have been well had he adopted the course 
t‘ that seemed to him as the ground on which some of 
‘the States were supporting General Jackson, because 
' < he was at home, attending to his own private affairs, 
Sand taking no part in any plan to secure his own 

‘ elevation.” 
Mr. Chairman, there is another position taken 


Constitution, if it guaranties to the people of |; by the honorable member from Tennessee, that, | 
Georgia anything, secures them a republican |. in my opinion, deserves some consideration; I do 
form of government and the chartered limits of |' not know that l should notice it, but for the be- 
their State, which cannot be altered but by their; lief that it has been, for the first time, asserted, 
own consent. How, then, can Georgia be said and is therefore properly recognized as one of the | 
to enjoy a republican form of government, and pcp of the new organization, of which the 
jurisdiction over her soil and territory, when one | honorable gentleman is the reputed head. Sir, 
fifth of that territory is in the occupancy of a'i what is that principle? I give itas written by 


i 

! perience, indolence, ignorance, and dishonesty, 
are the qualifications best calculated to subserve 

| the true interest of the people on all questions 

| connected with the least difficult and most pleas- 

: ant duty of the representative, voting away the 
people’s money. Sir, a charge so palpably derog- 
atory to the character of this House, so insulting 
to the good sense of every member on this floor, 
cannot require amore special notice from me. 

Let the honorable gentleman go home to Tennes- 

see and tell his constituents that itis the least 

difficult and most pleasant part of his duty to vote 
away their money, and my word for it, they will 
give him the appropriate response. 

Mr. Chairman, the honorable gentleman, in the 
range of his denunciation of mcn and measures, 
took occasion to bestow a passing notice on the 
Secretary of State, (Mr. Forsyth.) He was 
pleased to speak of him as a ‘* most” orthodox 

, Secretary of State;” and, with a very confident 
| expectation of establishing a charge of fearful 
magnitude, proceeded to the introduction of his 
proof. Whether the Secretary of State will be 
able to survive the wound, time alone will tell. 
That heand all the Administration must have felt 
awfully alarmed, had they have been so unfor- 
tunate as to have heard the gentleman from Ten- 
nessee, will, perhaps, admit of some question. 
But that the Secretary will likely live as long, 
walk as erect, be as faithful to the public interest 
under the merciless blows of the gentleman from 
Tennessee, as if no such incident had ever oc- 
curred, I think quite certain. Sir, there is such 
a thing as over-shooting, as well as under-shoot- 
ing. 

i The honorable gentleman from Tennessee is 
entitled to all the credit due a brave, but weak 
man, for the assault he has made, or attempted 
to make, on Mr. Forsyth; for really I am not 
entirely certain that an attack intended and at- 
tempted, but not discovered by the assailed, can 
properly be considered an assault. The honor- 
able gentleman came to the field with the courage 
of a true knight, guarded at every point, but so 
incumbered with his armor of steel that his strong 
arm, powerful as it is, could not send the arrow 
to its appointed victim; he could see the object 
of’ his hatred far removed from danger; every 
effort but increased his anxiety, every failure but 
chafed the feverish spirit of revenge. 

Sir, if the honorable member would allow me 
to offer him a single suggestion, it would be to 
look for another victim. ‘Tne Secretary of State 
stands high, elevated, and endcared to every man 
of any party who can appreciate a fearless, on- 
ward, independent discharge of public duty; who 
can appreciate the most refined sense of honor; 
who can do homage to that transcendent genius 


| that lifts the man to the highest scale in moral 


grandeur. Occupying, as does Mr. Forsyth, a 
position so far beyond the reach of ordinary 
party weapons, I would, if I dared to do so, in- 
voke the member from Tennessee to couch his 


tribe of Indians, organized into such a govern- 
ment as they may choose to adopt? 
White’s argument means this, if it means any- 


thing; and that the meaning was so understood, | 


js established by the fact that, upon the authorit 
of that opinion, the Cherokees actually ei, 


Yet Judge | 


i the gentleman himself: ‘* To vote money is the least 
difficult and most pleasant duty of a representative of 
| ‘the people. 
talents, nor fidelity, in members. If the honor- 
able member is ambitious of securing to himself 
the character of originality, of discovering things 
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It requires neither experience, industry, ` 


as I have been informed by the brother of John l! that do not exist, of asserting principles that the 
Ross, to organize a government of their own. |! judgment of every man must condemn, he could 
Judge White says that the opinion, as expressed | scarcely have been more fortunate than in this | 
in his letter, ‘is such an one as he honestly en- |; instance. What, sir, is it indeed true, that the |; 
tertained,’’ and that he could ‘‘neverexpressany , most pleasant part of our legislative duty is to 
“other until convinced of his error.’? Now, Mr. || vote away the money of our constituents? Have 
‘Chairman, since the honorable gentleman [Mr. || 
Bett] has derived infinite pleasure in looking into | 
the present and past opinions of the President, | 
and feels it his duty to point out any inconsist- ;' 
encies that will impair their force, 1 would desire 
‘to know whether the opinion, then honestly en- : 
` tertained and plainly pronounced in this letter, is | 
still the opinion of Judge White; or has he been ' 


we arrived to that station where we have the least |: 
difficulty, and derive the greatest pleasure, by |; 
thrusting our hands into the pockets of our con- |; 
stituents, taking their money and voting it away? /: 
‘IT could hardly have expected an avowal of such | 
an alarming character; and coming from that hon- 

' orable gentleman, struck me with profound amaze- 
ment. I trust, sir, that he will not insist that this | 
sonvinced of his “‘ error,” and ghifted his ground? || was an original Jackson principle, but has been ; 
i leave the question of consigtency and “error” || one picked up by him since the degeneracy of 
for his friends to settle. |: that party become so disgusting that he'was com- ‘; 
Mr. Chairman, the principles, as I understand ' pelled to separate himself from them. But that 
them, asserted by Judge White, should be under- aisnotall, The honorable gentleman says, ‘it 

` stood by my constituents. A large, respectable, . requires neither experience, industry, talents, nor 
_and enterprising portion of the population of fidelity in Members.’’ Therefore, the honorable 
Georgia are now residing upon the lands occu- |! gentleman means to be understood as maintain- 


' pied by the Indians in that Territory. The pre-! ing, for the first time in this country, that inex- Í 


| 


lance and charge upon some victim whom, if 
he cannot kill, will, at least, be apprised of the 
attack. The gentleman from Tennessee says: 


«I well remember what a decided effect was produced 
upon the minds of the people in the State which I represent 
in part, and what indignation was excited by the single act 
of the Secretary of State under the late Administration, of 
taking the printing of the laws from the Nashville Repub- 
lican, a paper friendly to the election of General Jackson, 


‘and giving itto the Whig, a paper published at the same 


place, and supposed to be in the interest of the Adminis- 
tration. Well, sir, in the vicissitudes of human affairs it 
so happened. that the party in whose cause the Nashville 
Republican bad suffered came to be uppermost, and it was 
restored to its former rights and benefits; but as if it were 
intended to manifest the utmost possible contempt for the 
early principles of Jacksonism, and give the most unequiv- 
ocal guarantees to new allies which the nature of the case 
admits, that all the principles avowed by the original Jack- 
son party are henceforth and forever to be repudiated and 
forgotten. The orthodor Secretary of State has recently 


' ordered the printing of the laws to be again taken from the 


Nashville Republican, which is now supporting Judge White 
for the Presidency, and given to the Union, a paper printed 
in the same place ; a paper purely partisan in its character, 
newly established and of very limited circulation, but in the 
interest of the Vice President.” 


Ihave given at length the very words of the 
honorable member from Tennessee; and as a mat- 
ter of curious inquiry, according to the showing 


_he has himself made, it seems that the Nashville 


ublican was against the late Administration, 
in favor of the election of General Jackson; 


R 
and 


APPENDIX TO THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


395 


247TH Cone... lsr Sess. 


that during part of the time of the canvass, that 

aper had the printing of the laws; that the 
Secretary of State transferred the printing to 
the Whig, a paper friendly to Mr. Adams’s ad- 
ministration; that this act was denounced; but 
when General Jackson was elected President, the 
printing was taken from the Whig, which was 
opposed to him, and given to the Republican, 
which was friendly. Well, sir, I apprehend this 
is the principle of the original Jackson party. 
Here is an act among the first two of the Admin- 
istration, which act settled the principle. Well, 
la bas Mr. Forsyth done violative of this prin- 
ple ? 

The National Republican has taken up Judge 
White, and of course laid down the Administra- 
tion; and the Union has been stated to be in favor 
of the Administration, and advocates the claims 
of Mr. Van Buren. Mr. Forsyth, as the mem- 
ber from Tennessee says, takes the printing of 
the laws from the Republican, (that can only be 
considered asin opposition to the Administration, ) 
and gives it to the Union that is supporting it. 
And this is the great, the shameful, and utter 
disregard of the original Jackson principle. I 
must confess, sir, I cannot perceive the slightest 
departure from what I suppose the member him- 
self haa shown to be the principle of the Jackson 
party. Ido not Ae to say it is proper or 
improper, nor do I pretend to say it was proper 
or improper in the former Administration, or in 
the honorable member from Massachusetts, who 
is now before me, for the course he then pursued. 

Mr. ADAMS rose, and asked if the gentleman 
from Georgia intended to be understood as charg- 
ing him with removing the printer? 

Mr. TOWNS remarked that he was using the 
argument, as he understood it, of the member 
from Tennessee. 

Mr. ADAMS explained, in substance, that he 
had never transferred the printing of the laws, 
from a printer favorable to another person, to one 
favorable to himself. On the contrary, he never 
transferred but one while he was Secretary of 
State, and that was at General Jackson’s instance, 
and personal request. He believed it was well 
known that he had never transferred a single in- 
dividual from any office, from political considera- 
tions, and that very fact had been represented as 
one of the causes why he had not been more 
successful in his political life. 

Mr. TOWNS. Sir, I make no charge against 
the honorable gentleman from Massachusetts, 
{Mr. Apams,] but was only answering the argu- 
ment of the meraber from Tennessee, [ Mr. Betv.] 
I am admonished that the charge, as contained 
in that genileman’s argument, is not directly 
against the honorable member from Massachtu- 
setts, but against a member of his political family, 
[Mr. Clay,] then Secretary of State; and I will 
with great pleasure formally transfer it from one 
to the other, as it does not vary the principle. It 
cannot, so far as my purpose is concerned, be 
material whether done by the honorable gentle- 
man from Massachusetts in person, or through 
his Secretary of State. Sir, having shown, ac- 
cording to the statement of the case made by the 


member from Tennessee, that there has been no | 
departure from the principle of the carly Jackson ` 


party by the present Secretary of State, I will 
proceed to ask the attention of the committee to 
another of the specifications contained in the mem- 
ber’s bill of impeachment. ‘It is well known,” 
says the member from Tennessee, ‘‘ that an un- 


‘bounded respect for the rights of the States was | 
‘professed by the original Jackson party; and , 


‘any maxim or practice of the Government which 
‘tended to consolidation, was denounced as inex- 
‘pedient, and even dangerous. 


‘wear the garb of Jacksonism for the due con- 
‘stitutional rights and independence of the States, 


‘it would only be necessary to call to mind the | 


‘interference of the Federal Government with the 
‘election of Senators by the State Legislatures. 
‘But, sir, I may add that the legislative proceed- 
‘ings of State assemblies have been interfered 
‘with; and many of those bodies have already 
t been reduced to the condition of mere dependent 
‘and codrdinate portions of the great machinery by 
‘which it is supposed this country may here- 
‘after be governed—the supple and convenient in- 


To prove how | 
‘vittle regard has been shown by those who now | 
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‘struments of the Federal, executive, and party in- 
“terests.”” 

The first thing, Mr. Chairman, that deserves 
notice in answering the member from Tennessee 
on this point is the regret he must doubtless feel 
at the desertion of the party from State rights 
doctrines, I can readily imagine how deep his 
mortification on this point must be, when I reflect ` 
that it was the member from Tennessee himself 
who had the honor of introducing, as chairman 
of a committee, and urging through this House, 
too, a measure about which great dissatisfaction 
prevailed in many parts of the Union, and about 
which I apprehended some of the gentleman’s 
intimate friends have uttered the most bitter de- 
nunciations. Can the honorable member call to 
mind a bill that passed Congress when he was 
one of the party?—ay, sir, a leading man of that 
party, too—known bysome as the bill to enforce 
the collection of revenuc, by others as the ‘* force 
bil,” and more still, “the bloody bill.” Will 
the member tell the nation that he had the honor 
of advocating that measure as warmly as any 
gentleman then on the floor—that he voted for it? 
And will he point out a single act of Congress, 
from that day to this, that contains any principle 
so much endangering the doctrines of State rights? 
Sir, I do not pretend to give any opinion of the 
principles contained in that bill; I only say, that 
if there has been any measure of this Adminis- 
tration subversive of the rights of the States— 
destructive of the doctrines of State rights—I be- 
lieve that bill to be the one. I say no more; that 
there are but two possible apologies to those of 
that day whose duty it was to provide for the 
crisis by the enactment of that bill—first, the 
precedent set in the time of the Republican ad- 
ministration of Mr. Jefferson; and secondly, the 
unfortunate posture of affairs resulting from any 
derangement in the collection of the revenue. 
That the bill was intended to meet a crisis to be 
dreaded by all, and avoided if possible, is to be 
gathered from its limitations. I will, for myself, 
say, and then I shall have done with the princi- 
ples of this bill, that if the force bill of Mr. Jef- 
ferson was constitutional, then was the force bill 
of General Jackson. If Mr. Jefferson’s was 
called for, then was General Jackson’s demanded. 
Bat I am free to admit, at the same time, that I 
have had doubts as to the power in the Federal 
Government which this measure claimed. But 
on one point I have no difficulty; that any gentle- 
man who supported that bill should not be very 
much alarmed about any act of the Administra- 

ı tion, since that time, absorbing the powers of the 
States. 

The member from Tennessee, after having fired 
for two days upon the party and the President as a 
sort of advanced guard, cries out in the bitterness 
of his heart against the corruption of the Federal 
Government for interfering with the elections of 
Senators by the State Legislatures, and is pleased 
to say that the ‘‘ legislative proceedings of State 
t assemblies have been interfered with, and that many 
* of these bodies have been alrrady reduced to the con- 
‘ dition of mere dependent and coordinate portions of 
‘the great machinery by which it is supposed this 
‘ country may hereafter be governed.” For one, sir, 
T should be pleased to know the States to which 
the honorable member has reference. I presume, 
if there has been any such foul work as the mem- . 
ber supposes, he would mention the Legislature 
and the State, and give us the proof upon which | 
he makes the charge.. I should think it was due 
to the character of the State governments—due to | 

; the character of the State legislators, in arraying 
, them before the public, so to present the question | 
| that they could defend themselves. And it is 


,, form, admit, deny, or justify. Iam quite satis- 
|: fied it never could be the object of the gentleman 
_ to thrust in the dark. Then, sir, out with it. 
© But, Mr. Chairman, the member from Tennes- 
i| see has of late all his fears and sympathies cx- 
|| cited in behalf of that intelligent and venerable 
|| body, the Senate of the United States, and his 
‘| remarks on that subject shall receive my imme- 
‘| diate attention, after which I shall not trouble the | 
| committee with much more in reply to the hon- 
orable member: 

“ But again, is not the Senate, which was intended by 


surely the duty of the member to speak out, so D 
that the Administration could, in some shape or ; 


| the Constitution to be in itself a standing check and limit- 
į ation upon the use and abuse of the executive patronage, 
: to that extent, and as regards the purposes of its institu- 
tion, actually expunged, and that, too, by executive power 
and influence? 1 demand of gentlemen to answer me, and 
say if there exists at this moment, practically, any control- 
ling power in the Senate over the will of the Executive ? 
Is not the Constitution itself, for the time being, abrogated, 
subverted, overthrown? Ilave we not a Senate of the Uni- 
ted States notoriously replenished and organized upon the 
principle of non-resistance and passive obedieuce to the 
executive will and authority? And how, sir, has this state 
of things been brought about? The State Legislatures, 
those ancient towers, as they have heretofore been sup- 
posed, upon the ramparts of the Constitution and of the 
public liberty, have been boldly entered, and by executive 
influence seduced and prostituted to purposes of Federal 
power and domination. Sir, if the executive Chief Magis- 
trate had entered the Senate Chamber sword in hand, and 
supported by a band of chosen mercenaries, and driven the 
obnoxious Senators from their seats, and filled all the vacan- 
cies by members of bis own appointment, he would have in- 
flicted a deep wound upon the Constitution, and one which 
1 know he never would think of inflicting; but it would have 
deen less dangerous, and more cuasily healed, than the one 
which has actually been inflicted.’ 

This is the sentiment of the honorable member. 
And, sir, I may well say, never was my aston- 
ishment greater than when I heard him hold such 
language of the President and the party support- 
ing the present Administration. 

Sir, of all the charges that have been made 
against the President and the party in support of 
his Administration, whether from false friends or 
from open enemies, it has been reserved for the 
member from Tennessee, to goa full bar’s length 
beyond the limit of the most daring, and at one 
stroke of the pencil, to draw the tyrant, the 
usurper, the crouching sycophant, and degraded 
menial, Could that venerable old man, under 
whose paternal wing the member from Tennessee 
has, no doubt, often felt his greatest security, 
utter one word of complaint for the injustice done 
him, might he not, in the language of the poet, 
exclaim— 

“ The arrow that deepest in my bosom went, 
Flew from the bow pretended friendship bent 1? 

Sir, what degradation so great, what crime so 
black, as a President cf the United States “at 
the head of a band of chosen mercenaries,” 
4 with sword in hand,” entering the Senate of 
the United States and “ driving from their seats 
the Senators that are opposed to him, and filling 
their places with members of his own appoint- 
ment.” True, sir, the member tells you that the 
President would not do this; but then he tells 
you, to have done so would have been a wound 
on the Constitution ‘* less dangerous and more 
easily healed, than the one which has actually 
been inflicted.’’ 

T ask, what has the President done to the Sen- 
ate? What member in that body has received 
wrong or injury from him? What is there that 
that body, as a body, has not done to the Presi- 
dent? Have they not attempted to blast his char- 
acter? Have they not charged him with a viola- 
tion of the Constitution? Have they not charged 
him with usurping the powers of the Senate? 
Have they not charged him with violation of the 
laws and Constitution? nay, more, condemned 
him unheard? and more still—have they not re- 
fused to let him enjoy the poor privilege of plac- 
ing on the Journals of that body his reasons why 
a sentence, if not of death, of reproach, should 

, not be pronounced against him? All this they 
have done, and the story is but half told. Have 
' they not, in violation of all former practices, and 
in utter disregard of that harmonious action con- 
templated by the Constitution between the power 
of nomination by the President and confirmation 
of the Senate, refused to approve the recommend- 
ations of the President to offices of pressing neces- 
sity? Are not some of its members now to be 
found in that body disregarding the instructions 
of their Legislatures, with the express view of 
! maintaining a majority against the will of the 
: people, against the instruction of the constituent 
‘body? Let the honorable member answer these 


|| questions, and I will undertake to tell him why 


itis necessary that the Senate should receive such 
i compliments from a certain quarter at this time; 
| why it is that the Senate is discovered to be a 
' check upon the use and abuse of executive patron- 
age. Why it is, at this time, so important that 
the discovery should be made, that if the Presi- 
dent returns the second time the same individual 


i before the Senate for confirmation, that itis an 
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abuse of the nominating power, an attempt to 
subvert the confirming power. Really it would 
seem that the member from Tennessee thrust 
forth his assertions and his arguments, as if they 
were of that sacred character that neither admitted 
of doubt or investigation. But, sir, the true secret 
is, that a certain Senator from Tennessee has 
played a hand during the present session of Con- 
gress that requires some propping up under the 
precise view that has been presented by the mem- 
ber from Tennessee, [Mr. Bett.] That Senator 
stands condemned and overwhelmed, unless he 
can effect a retreat under the pretense that the 
President has no power, under the Constitution, 
to return upon the Senate the second time, the 
same individual for the same office, after once 
being refused. Sir, I am sincerely sorry that the 
honorable member should have felt himself con- 
strained to have used language in relation to the 


| centrating the support of the republican party in 
i that quarter, was regarded by many of that party 


„in no other light than an attempt by a minority ` 


to force upon them an individual who was not 
the choice of the majority, as had been the case 
with all preceding nominations by members of 
Congress. 
It was this assumption of power on the part of 
a minority of the members of Congress that 
aroused the indignant feelings of the people; and 
from that moment until of late there has been no 
attempt that I know of on the part of any minor- 
ity in Congress to nominate a candidate for Pres- 
i ident. Sir, I put it to the candor of the member 
from Tennessee to say if himself and his honor- 
able colleagues have not attempted to revive this 
old and condemned mode of selecting a candidate 
for President? Did not the delegation from Ten- 
nessee, or a majority of them, meet in this city, 


Administration party, that could notfailto wound | and determine to support Judge White? Did not 
the sensibility of each member in his personal | that meeting constitute a caucus? Not only so, 
character. Forif I have misunderstood him, and ` sir, but if I understand the explanation given by 
it should be that he intended nothing for the Chief , the gentleman to my friend from Virginia, [Mr. 
Magistrate, it only makes the proportionso much Gar.anp,] he absolutely placed this meeting in 


the greater for the party. 

The honorable gentleman was also understood 
by me to insist, before this committee, that the 
present Administration party had assumed a 
ground directly at variance with the principle 
upon which General Jackson was brought into 
office, on the subject of caucuses and nominations 
by means of conventions. He maintains that 
“ the original supporters of General Jackson ad- 
‘ vocated his election against Mr. Crawford, the 
‘candidate nominated according to party usage, 
“upon the ground that the practice of caucus 
t nominations of a President of the United States, 
“was a-violation of the spirit of the Constitu- : 
‘tion.”? Sir, as it has been my intention in all I | 
have said in answer to the member from Ten- | 
nessee, to deal with the utmost possible fairness | 
with his arguments and statements, so I shall . 
continue to doin the few remarks I design to | 


the worst possible point of view. The gentleman 
in that explanation was understood to draw this 
distinction between the meeting of the members 
of the Tennessee delegation and caucuses; first, 
that it was not a caucus, because there was no 
regular notice given; because there was no chair- 
man called to preside over the meeting; because 
there was no eppointment of secretary; because 


there was no record or minutes kept of their re- | 


solves, or the conclusions to which that meeting 
arrived. Now, sir, if it be true, which I will not 
be understood as questioning, that there were 
none of these usual, customary, and, I maintain, 
indispensable forms observed, the gentleman has 
established that which I presume his explanation 
was intended to avoid—that this meeting, by 
whatever name called, contains every objection 
| that can be raised to the policy of caucuses with- 
| out one of its advantages. 


make on this question. I apprehend that the : Secret, private, political meetings, without a 
gentleman is somewhat mistaken as to the ground |: record of their proceedings, is that particular class 
on which Mr. Crawford was opposed by some of _ of assemblies most to be dreaded in this country. 
the original supporters of General Jackson. It And I am satisfied, with whatever intentions the 


should be remembered that the most, if not all : members from Tennessee met and deliberated as | 


the candidates whose names were before the peo- |; to the course they would take in the approaching 
ple at the time of Mr. Crawford, were understood | canvass, that that meeting is subject to all the 
to be members of the republican party. Mr. |; objections taken to the caucus of Congress that 
Crawford, I well remember, was understood to. nominated Mr. Crawford. The gentleman from 
be the radical republican, for reason of real or ; Tennessee was further understood to maintain 


imputed doctrines he entertained upon the sub- 
ject of retrenchment and reform. ell, sir, as 
the member states, in pursuance of the custom 
of that day, the members of Congress, to the 
number of sixty-six or thereabouts, assembled in ` 
this city at the appointed time to nominate a can- 
didate for the office of Chief Magistrate. This 
number constituted Mr. Crawford’s strength, the 
balance of the members was divided between | 
General Jackson, the gentleman from Massachu- ` 
setts, (Mr. Apams,] Messrs. Calhoun, Lowndes, 
and Clay. The friends of these last gentlemen, as | 
I have always understood, protested against the | 


caucus, on the ground that Mr. Crawford received `: 


a minority instead of a majority of the republican | 
party; and that, therefore, although he received 
every vote that met in caucus, it was evident that 
he was not the choice of a majority of his party. 
What motives induced the respective friends of 
the other gentlemen not to meet.in caucus I can- 
not say, further than the facts speak for them-. 
selves and my recollection of the familiar story 
of the day. fe was a conviction that the friends 
of either of the gentlemen would be in a minority; 


that the objections taken by the original Jackson 
party applied with equal force to the late Balti- 
i more convention, which nominated Mr. Van 
Buren for the Presidency. The right of the peo- 
ple to be heard in conventionis sacred, and though 
assaults upon that plan may serve some tempo- 
rary purpose, it will be impossible for the gentle- 


‘man to convince the people that they have no ' 


. right to be heard on every subject, or that it would 
be dangerous to their liberties to trust themselves. 


| Sir, itis one of the fairest, safest, and most re- 


publican modes of settling any question. When 
| the doctrine shall once obtain that the people are 


be heard in conventions, on questions affecting 
i their rights, they may soon prepare for the worst. 
Liberty will not long survive the period when the 
voice of the people cannot be sounded through 
their own Representatives, in pursuance of and 
in conformity to their own will and pleasure. 
No, sir, there is no analogy between the principle 
| of congressional caucuses and conventions. The 
; One is the will of the people, as expressed through 


and hence, that by the friends of the other can- | 
didates not entering into caucus, the nomination | 
of Mr. Crawford, as had been the custom, would 
be prevented. The fact actually occurred, and as 


gentlemen who can only speak for themselves, 
and not for the people. This is the difference, 
! and it is important. 


1 Sir, I have now done with the argument of the 


often as it was said in behalf of Mr. Crawford | 
that he was the regularly nominated candidate, ; 
as often was the assertion reiterated on the other | 
hand, that he was nominated by a minority of the 
members of Congress of his own party. I can- 
not undertake to say that this was the ground 
urged in every portion of the Union; but from a 
recollection not very distinct, I admit I am quite 
satisfied that the minorily nomination of the 
members of Congress, so far from advancing the 
interest of Mr. Crawford in the South, or con- 


i 
I 


! 
j 
ii 
| 


i gentleman from Tennessee; and I trust that he 
; will not have considered me as departing from the 
| rule he laid down for his own government. 


| Virginia, for whom I may say I entertain the 
: highest regard, and who I see before me, [Mr. 
= Ropertson;] but having already consumed more 
|, time than I had intended, I am admonished that 
| I should bring my remarks to a close. The hon- 
|! orable gentleman, as has been the custom of all 


rot to be permitted to speak, are not suffered to i 


: their own organs; the other is the expression of | 


Mr. Chairman, I had intended to have an-°' 
_ Swered at length an honorable gentleman from | 


| those on the same side, had much to say against 

| the Administration; took great pains to search 

out corrupt practices; and really felt quite aston- 

| ished, if not indignant, that not the first measure 

< had-yet been taken by the Administration to re- 

` form the extravagant expenditure of the people’s 
money. The gentleman, in support of his posi- 
tion, informed the committee that one project for 
reform had been attempted, and that was a reso- 
lution that originated in this branch of Congress, 
proposing a reduction of two dollars per day for 
the pay of members, which actually passed, and 
was carried to the Senate, where it was killed; 
just what everybody, but the gentleman himself, 
would have readily supposed. 

Sir, I was at a loss to understand the relevancy 
of the case cited by the gentleman. I could not 
see upon what principle the Administration was 
to be censurable for any measure that had per- 
ished in the Senate for several years past, when 
everybody knows the majority of that body have 
opposed almost every prominent measure of this 
Administration. Gentlemen who are opposed to 
the Administration—who are, so far as words are 
concerned, so much opposed to its abuses and 
extravagances, should not forget that the virtu- 
ous, patriotic Opposition have been, until the 
present session, in the majority in that body, 

| And I ask of the honorable gentleman, with that 
:| fact meeting him at every charge he makes against 
the Administration, to tell this committee and the 
people why that body has not done something, 
Why is it that some measure has not originated 
in that quarter that would have saved this coun- 
' try from the disgrace, corruption, and ruin which 
; has been so confidently predicted? Sir, the gen- 
| tleman has referred to no other measure except 
| the one he mentioned, and that came from the 
- popular branch of Congress, where alone the 
i Administration has been in the majority, and 
that very measure was defeated in the Senate, 
_ where the Opposition have been in the majority! 
_I thank the member for the proof he has fur- 
: nished to three points, as they are material in the 
i vindication of this Administration: first, that the 
| Administration has attempted retrenchment; sec- 
ond, that it was defeated by the Opposition; 
third, that the Opposition, with a belief that re- 
| trenchmentand reform were necessary, according 
ito his own showing, have done nothing. But, 
i sir, with the view that the country may under- 
: Stand a little of the economy of the Senate, and 
their desire to make this a plain and cheap Gov- 
ernment, I will present a fact that will afford 
some profitable hints to the people, and give the 
gentleman, I trust, some reason to be more quiet 
‘and contented with the expenditures of this Ad- 
ministration. 

The contingent expenses of the Senate in 1826 
were $6,913 04;in 1831, $15,000; in 1833, $39,752; 
, and in the memorable year of 1834, $78,794; mak- 
| ing a difference of upwards of $70,000 in the mere 
‘contingent expenses of the Senate between the 
: years 1826 and 1834. I leave this fact to establish 

the high claim the Opposition have to retrenchment 
: and reform. 
Mr. Chairman, it must have occurred to all who 
i have given the slightest attention to this pro- 
i tracted discussion, that the mode of attack and 
weapons used against the Administration were 
not only selected with great care, but were, in 
many instances, on directly opposite grounds; so 
thatif one failed, the other might happily succeed. 
In illustration, I will adduce the language of the 
honorable gentleman from Virginia. That hon- 
orable gentleman says, ‘Since the commence- 
ment of his [General Jackson’s] administration, 
his Cabinet has displayed all the colors of the 
rainbow.” And an honorable gentleman from 
Kentucky, [Mr. C. ALvan,] some time since, in 
his assault upon the President, labored through 
the greater part of his speech to prove that the 
Administration had acted throughout in direct 
| violation of the President’s advice to Mr. Mon- 
roe, and that no instance could be shown where 
any individual had been appointed to office, ex- 
i cept he was of the President’s party. And yet 

both the gentlemen from Virginia and Kentucky 
, can unite in the most perfect harmony (doubtless 
; upon principle) in opposing this Administration. 
| Why, sir, against this sort of opposition there 
il is no defense, security, or safety; and discretion — 
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suggests that the assailants be left to themselves, | itable. No man can believe that General Jack- 


as, under sucù a mode of warfare, one attack must 
necessarily destroy the other, and thereby justice 
tə that extent wil be done by the assailants 
themseives. 

Tae honorable member from Virginia, in con- 
cluding his able remarks, coud net permit the 
President to escape his special notice; and for the 
purpose of showing what he asserted to be his 
deliberate convietion, that the President had at- 
tempted to interfere in the approaching election 
for the Chief Magistracy, to give the influence of 
his name toa favorite candidate; and for the pur- 
pose of establishing this charge of dictating his 
own successor, s9 often and so unjustly made, as 
I must be permitted to maintain, the gentleman 
relied upon two facts mainly; one of the circulat- 
ing of several numbers of a certain newspaper in 
the State of Tennessee; the other, a letter writ- 
ten by the President to the Rev. James Gwin, of 
Nashville, Tennessee. If, sir, the known, the 
avknowiledged, and established character of Gen- 
eral Jackson was not sufficient to silence these 
reports that have been so widely circulated in 
the columns of partisan papers, not so much with 
the view of injuring General Jackson as to excite 
a prejudice against Mr. Van Buren, a very brief 
explanation will satisfy any candid mind that the 
charge is without the slightest foundation. Nor 
would I pretend to notice what could only be 
considered the current scandal of those whose 
office it is to impute bad motives to virtuous acts, 
but for the fact, strange as it may appear, that 
gentlemen of the most delicate sense of honor, 
justice, and propriety, (and among that number 

regret to find the gentleman from Virginia,) 
should have felt themselves constrained to snatch 
from the inevitable fate such stuff is destined to 
reach, and give it form, dignity, and substance 
by urging its consideration before the Congress 
of the United States. Sir, what has the President 
done? I have already adverted to his trial and 
condemnation before the Senate of the United 
States without notice or an opportunity allowed 
him to defend himself. Ihave already stated that 
when that sentence was about to go forth to the 
world, he petitioned, in the form of a memorialist, 


against that sentence, which that just and patriotic . 


body refused to receive and enter on their Jour- 
nais. 

In the progress of the discussion that took place 
on his trial, the President had at least one friend, 
and the Constitution and the laws had one. That 
friend’s voice was heard: it was raised in tones 
of thunder against the iniquity of the Senate’s 
proceeding; and although stifled in that body, was 
doumed to reach the ear, the heart, and the judg- 
ment of every man on this continent that abhorred 
injustice, oppression, and a violation of the laws 
and the Constitution. Sir, this speech was pub- 
lished in the Globe of this city, and the President 
did dare to send copies of the Globe containing 
that speech to a number of his first, his earliest, 
and best friends in the State of Tennessee, men 
who had watched every movement of his polit- 
ical life; who had supported and sustained him; 
whohad foughttheir country’s battles,and served 
in the councils of the nation, side by side, with 
him; who had mingled around the social board 
with him; who, in short, in every situation, high 
or low, had been the same consistent, devoted 
friends. To such men the President did feel him- 
self authorized, nay, called upon, when the Sen- 
ate of the United States had not only preferred 


. proach, 


son for one moment thought of, or, what was 
most probable, knew of the offensive article in 
relation to Judge White. And none but those 
who, like Judge White, could love the interest 
of General Jackson better than their own, would 
ever have thought of charging the President with 
the intention of assailing another while he was 
only defending himself. 

Sir, in relation to the letter to the Rev. Mr. 
Gwin, I have only to say that no gentleman less 
talented than the member from Virginia would 
have ventured to assail the principles therein set 
forth. But the gentleman bas discovered in that 
letter the hand of the ‘ magician,” and, there- 
fore, he is somewhat excusable. There is a terror 
in the popularity of that individual that never 
fails to startle some gentlemen whenever his name 
is mentioned, And since it is their pleasure to 
cherish it, they should be indulged, free of re- 
For onc, I can only say, that I shall 
continue, as I have done, to judge him by his - 
acts, ready to give him my support in such meas- 
ures as I believe to be right, and equally prepared 
to appose him in whatever I believe wrong. But 
to proceed: General Jackson had been charged 
With an attempt to interfere with the presidential 
election, and that, too, in the National Republi- 
can, published at Nashville. This charge he 
knew to be unfounded, and calculated to,produce 
an unpleasant state of feeling at home, amidst his 
early and constant friends, and to one of that 
number he addressed a letter explaining the ob- 
ject he had in view, which was to contradict the 
report circulating through the columns of that 
paper. For this simple act, the President has 

assed through the hands of the gentleman from 

irginia, and has received from him the most 
unbounded censure. j 

Sir, the honorable gentleman should have re- 
membered that the President was repelling, not 
making charges, when the letter in question was 
written, Why, the honorable member from Vir- 
ginia would not even allow the President the 


„right to deny that he had interfered, or intended 


to interfere, with the approaching election, If he 
remains silent under the accusation, everybody 
is to believe it true, and the charge could then be 
made with some propriety. But it seems there 
is no mode by which the President can escape 
the censure of the Opposition. The organ of 
Judge White in Tennessee charges General Jack- : 
son with being opposed to his election, and using i 
his influence against him. General Jackson is | 
not to deny the charge, or say one word; for if | 
he dares to do so, the very act of defense is to 
be laid hold of as evidence of the truth of the 
charge. 

General Jackson in his letter says, “ All my 


' ‘friends must perceive that, to be consistent, my 


‘ preference, as far as men are concerned, ought 


_ to be for him who is most likely to be the choice | 


' if this individual should not 


, tation!” 


‘of the great body of the republicans;”’ and yet : 

he Judge White, the |, 
l 
The President says to Mr. Gwin, | 
‘You are at liberty to say, on all occasions, that | 
‘ regarding the people as the true source of polit- |, 


‘ical power, I am always ready to bow to their ;' 


editor of the Republican is ready to cry out ‘ Dic- 


. ‘will and to their judgment.” And this is the |, 


letter that has been introduced as evidence of |' 


. “ dictation’’—as evidence of ‘‘ interference with |; 


charges against him affecting his character, but 


even went so far as to condemn him unheard, to 
give some explanation. That explanation was 
contained in the speech he inclused. It was the 
best he could do; it was all that was left to him 
todo. He was not permitted to speak for him- 
self. He was compelled to take such explana- 
tions as the few and faithful friends to the Con- 
stitution and the laws in the Senate would furnish 
him. Butitis said that there was an editorial 
article in the same number of the Globe prefer- 
ring some charge against Judge White, and that, 
therefore, General Jackson did not send the paper 
£o much for the purpose of defending himself 
as of circulating an editorial attack on Judge 
White. 

Sir, this is too shallow; it is really too small a 


matter. Honorable gentlemen must be more char- ! 


, by further explanation of the charges brought | 


| acter to lose, deny to any individual, however 


; humble his station, except to General Jackson. 


elections.” Sir, such sentiments stand in need : 
of no defense from me. I should but injure the | 
force of truth—I should insult the understanding | 


against the President in this respect. Let the 
generous and the just, the man who has char- 


high or low in this country, the right to defend his 
reputation from the assaults of slander. Where | 
is that man to be found? I believe this right has 
never been denied to any individual, however 


Fortunately for him, for the age, and for the 
country, he does not require it. His memory 
lives embalmed in the hearts of his countrymen. 
His virtue was never seduced; his patriotism 
was never corrupted. He stands not solitary 
and alone, unhonored, and unbeloved. No, sir, |; 
whilst memory remains, whilst the fire of patriot- 
ism burns in an American bosom, whilst free 


SENATE. 


institutions are cherished, so Jong will the name 
of Andrew Jackson be remembered as the fear- 
i less, honest, and able defender of your Constitu- 
: tion and laws. 
, One word more, sir, and I have done. My 
‘object is not to eulogize. That office has been 
filled by those who are now arrayed against the 
President. I worship at no man’s altar; my pur- 
pose is not to be accomplished by such shallow 
devices. My aim is higher. It is of but little 
consequence what star is about to set. We 
should look well to our institutions; see that there 
,is neither danger at home nor abroad—do this 
| faithfully; and I ask but for this Administration 
and the Chief Magistrate to each ‘do justice, 
though the heavens should fall.” 


ADMISSION OF MICHIGAN. 


SPEECH OF HON. JAMES BUCHANAN, 
OF PENNSYLVANIA, 


In roe Senate, April 1, 1836, 
In reply to the arguments against the admission of Michigan 
into the Union. 

Mr. BUCHANAN said: 

Mr. Presipent: Nothing was more remote 
from my intention, when I closed my remarks on 
Wednesday last, than again to address you on 
the subject of the admission of Michigan into the 
Union; but my argument upon that occasion has 
been so strongly assailed by the Senator from 
New Jersey, [Mr. Sovruarp,] and other gentle- 
men, that I feel myself atmost constrained to 
reply. Even under this strong necessity I would 
not now trespass upon your time, if I believed I 
should thus provoke a protracted debate, and 
thereby prevent the decision of the question before 
we adjourn this afternoon. 

Ishall undertake to demonstrate, notwithstand- 
ing all which has been said, that under the ordi- 
nance of 1787, aliens who were residents of the 
Northwestern Territory, had a clear right to 
exercise the elective franchise. 

The territory ceded by Virginia to the United 
States was sufficiently extensive for an inimense 
empire. The parties to this compact of cession 
contemplated that it would form five sovereign 
States of this Union. At that early period we 
had just emerged from our revolutionary struggle, 
and none of the jealousy was then felt against 
foreigners, and particularly against Irish foreign- 
ers, which now appears to haunt some gentlemen. 
There had then been no attempts made to get up 
a native American party in this country. The 
blood of the gallant Irish had flowed freely upon 


', every battle-field, in defense of the liberties which 
‘| we now enjoy. Besides, the Senate will well 


' recollect that the ordinance was passed before the 
adoption of our present Constitution, and whilst 
the power of naturalization remained with the 
several States. In some, and perhaps in all of 
them, it required so short a residence, and so 
little trouble, to be changed from an alien toa 
citizen, that the process could be performed with- 
out the least difficulty. I repeat, that no jealousy 
whatever then existed against foreigners. 

What, at that early period, was the condition 
of the vast territory, part of which has been 
formed into the State of Michigan? It was a 
wilderness and a frontier. The wise men of the 
old Congress who framed this ordinance desired 
to promote its population, and to render it a bar- 
rier against foreign invasion. They were willing 
that all persons, whether citizens of any of the 
States, or foreigners, who should establish a fixed 
residence in the Territory ,and become the owners 
of a freehold, might not only enjoy the privilege 
of voting, but that of holding offices.. In regard 
to the construction of the ordinance itself, I shall 
not follow in detail the argument of the Senator 
from New Jersey. Indeed, I do not consider it 
a question for construction, The language is so 
plain, that he who runs may read. No ingenuity 
can cast the slightest shade of doubt over it. 

The ordinance declares that “so soon as there 


i * shall be five thousand free male inhabitants, of 


‘ full age, in the district, upon giving proof thereof 
‘to the Governor, they shall receive authority, 
‘with time-and place, to elect representatives 
‘from their counties or townships, to represent 
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‘them in the General Assembly; provided that, j the strict principles of the common law in Eng- 


i 


í for every five hundred free male inhabitants, there li 
‘ shall be one representative, and so on, progres- | 
‘ sively, with the number of free male inhabitants ` 
‘shall the right of representation increase, until 
‘the number of representatives shall amount to 
“twenty-five; after which the number and pro- 
‘ portion of representatives shall be regulated by 
‘the Legislature; provided that no person be 
‘eligible or qualified to act as a Representative, 
© unless he shall have been a citizen of one of the Uni- 
“ted States three years, and be a resident in the dis- 
“trict, or unless he shall have resided in the district 
‘three years; and in either case shall likewise hold 
‘in his own right, in fee simple, two hundred 
‘acres of land within the same; provided, also, 
t that a freehold of fifty acres of land in the dis- 
* trict, having been a cilizen of one of the States, and 
‘being resident in the district, or the like freehold 
‘and two years’ residence in the district, shall be 
* necessary to qualify a man as an elector of a Rep- 
* resentative.” 


Now, sir, I have said that this Lénguage is too ` 


plain for construction. When had the people of 
this Territory the right to elect Representatives? 
Was it when there were five thousand free male 
citizens within its borders? By no means; but as 
soon as there were that number of free male inhab- 
itants, whether citizens or not. Who were entitled 
to vote at these elections? They, referring directly 
and immediately to the five thousand free male 
inhabitants of full age. 

The subsequent portion of the clause which I 
have just read, makes this question, if possible, 
still plainer. It divides those capable of being 
elected Representatives, as well as the electors, 
into two distinct classes, conferring advantages, 
in both cases, upon those inhabitants who had | 


been citizens of one of the States for a period of |! fourth section of that act. 


three years. If a candidate for the House of | 


Representatives had been ‘‘a citizen of one of ||‘ shall have arrived at full age, and resided within 
the United States three years,” he was eligible, | 
| ‘ the day of election, and shall have paid a terri- 
: € torial or county tax, and all persons having in 
` € other respects the legal qualifications to vote for rep- 
i, © resentatives in the General Assembly of the Territory, 


although he might not have been a resident of the 
Territory for more than a single day. Nothing 
more, in this case, is required than that he should 
be a resident. No period of residence was neces- 
sary. If the candidate, on the other hand, be- | 
longed to the second class—if he had been a 
naturalized citizen of one of the States for less 
than three years, or if he still continued to be an | 
alien, in order to render him eligible as a Repre- ' 
sentative, he must ‘‘ have resided in the district 

three years.” In short, if he had been a citizen 

for three years, it was no matter how brief his 

residence might have been; but if “a free male | 
inhabitant” of any other description, a residence ' 


of three years was indispensable. A similar dis- | 


tinction prevails in regard to the electors. “A | 


citizen of any of the States, if a resident of the | 
i however, in relation to those persons within the 


district but for a single day, had a right to exer- 
cise the elective franchise.” If, on the other 
hand, he were nota citizen, ‘ two years’ residence 
in the district”? was required. The property | 
qualification was the same both for citizens and 
for other residents. 

[Mr. B. here read other portions of the ordi- 
nance to prove that its framers were careful in 
their use of terms, and always distinguished with | 
great precision between the use of the words 
“free male inhabitants,” and ‘citizens of one of 
the United States,” &c. He also referred, as a 
further proof of his position, to the language of 
that portion of the ordinance which provides for | 
the election of the Legislative Council.]} 

Now, sir, (said Mr. B.,) have I not clearly 
established the position that, under this ordinance, 
aliens were entitled to elect and to be elected, 

rovided they had resided a sufficient time in the | 

erritory, and were possessed of the necessary 


freehold qualification? If I can comprehend the || 


meaning of the plainest English words, neither | 
doubt nor difficulty can longer rest upon this | 
question. 
But it has been urged that, in order to become | 
a freeholder, a person must first have been a citi- | 
zen of one of the States. In reply, I might con- 
tent myself by saying that this is begging the 
question. It is assuming the very proposition 
to be proved. But I shall give this objection | 
two answers. In the first place, although I have 
become somewhat rusty in my legal knowledge, 


land, an alien may purchase real estate, may hold 
real estate, may transmit real estate to his heirs, | 
or devise it by his will. His title is good against | 
all mankind, except the Crown; and can only be | 
divested by what, in technical language, is termed |' 
“an office found” in favor of the King. Admit- ` 
ting that the Government in this country pos- 
pessed the same right, they have, in the most 
solemn terms, abandoned it, by holding out in- 
ducements, under the ordinance, to foreigners to 
become the proprietors of real estate within the 
Northwestern Territory. 

An answer still more conclusive may be given 
to this objection. The old Congress which framed 
the ordinance had the unquestionable power to 
enable aliens to purchase and hold real estate. It 
was their policy to promote the settlement of this 
Territory; and for this purpose they have plainly 
declared by the ordinance that aliens, or in other 
words, that any free male inhabitant might hold‘ 
real estate. Even at this day, aliens, without 
any restriction, purchase lands from the United 
States. To lure them to make purchases, as we 
have done, and then to attempt to forfeit their 


_ estates, would be a violation of every principle of 
' justice and public faith. 


j 


ef 


The Congress of the United States have re- 
peatedly, in relation to Ohio, Indiana, and Illinois, 
placed the same construction on this ordinance 
which I have done. I shall not exhaust either 
myself or the Senate by referring to more than 
one or two of these instances. In April, 1802, 
when Congress passed the act authorizing the 
people of Ohio to form a constitution and State 
government, it became necessary to prescribe the 
qualifications of the electors of delegates to the 
convention. They performed this duty in the 
It declares as follows: 
“« That all male citizens of the United States who ; 


‘the said Territory at least one year previous to 


‘be, and they are hereby, authorized to choose 
‘ representatives to form a convention.”’ 

Who were these persons having in other re- 
spects the legal qualifications to vote for territo- 
rial representatives? Let the ordinance itsclf 
answer this question. They were free male per- 
sons, not citizens of the United States, who held 
a freehold in fifty acres of land within the Terri- 
tory, and had resided there for two years. Con-: 
gress, actuated by the more liberal andenlightened | 
spirit of the age, in the year 1802 dispensed with | 
the freehold qualification in regard to citizens of 
the United States. They suffered it to remain, 


Territory who were not citizens, but who pos- 
sessed the legal qualifications in other respects to 
vote for territorial representatives. 

I shall merely refer to another instance in the 
case of Illinois. On the 20th May, 1812, Con- 
gress passed an act tocxtend the right of suffrage 
in that Territory. Under this act no freehold 
was necessary, in any case, to the exercise of the ' 
elective franchise. The spirit of the age had cor- 
rected this error in politics. I am glad of it. Our 
own experience has taught us that the citizen, in | 
humble circumstances, who pays his personal | 
tax, feels as deep an interest in the welfare of the | 
country, and would make as many sacrifices to | 
panor its prosperity and glory, as the man who | 

as an income of thousands from his real estate. 

Wealth never has been, and never can be, a true | 
| standard of patriotism. By the first section of 
this act Congress declared that ‘each and every | 
‘free white male person, who shall have attained | 
‘ the age of twenty-one years, and who shall have 
aid a county or territorial tax, and who shall 
ave resided one year in said Territory previous 


j 
| 
i 
| 
j 
l 


yet I feel perfectly safe in asserting that, under 


i 
| 
i 
i 
f 
I 
f 


‘any such election, a resident thereof, shall be 
‘entitled to vote for members of the Legislative . 
*Council and House of Representatives for the | 
‘said Territory.” You perceive, sir, that Con- 
gress, by this act, no longer retained the distinc- 
tion which they had established in regard to Ohio 
between citizens of the United States and persons, 


‘to any general election, and be, at the time of |! 


i 


| 
“in other respects, entitled to vote for members of ' 


the Territorial Legislature. They are all blended 
together into the same mass; and the elective fran- 
chise is conferred upon them all, under the denom- 
ination of free white male persons, who have paid 
taxes, and resided one year in the Territory. The 
phrase citizens of the United States does not once 
occur in the act. In the second and third sectiong 
these free white male persons are denominated 
citizens of the Territory, not citizens of the Uni- 
ted States. Under the ordinance of 1787 they 
were, in fact, constituted citizens of the Terri- 
tory; and this phraseology is, therefore, perfectly 
correct. 

The Senator from New Jersey [Mr. Sournarp] 
has undertaken the Herculean task of proving 
that neither the ordinance, nor the act of 1802, in 
relation to Ohio, nor the act to which I have just 
referred, nor the other similar acts, conferred 
upon any persons not citizens of the United 
States, the right of voting. How far he has been 
successful I shall leave for the Senate to judge. 

Those portions of the ordinance to which I 
have heretofore referred were subject to the con- 
trol of Congress. They have been modified and 
changed in several instances, some of which have 
been referred to and commented upon in this 
debate. But I now come to speak of one of those 
articles of the ordinance, essential to the correct 
decision of this question, which is placed beyond 
the power of Congress. To use its own emphatic 
language, they ‘shall be considered as articles 
‘ of compact between the original States, and the 
‘ people and States, in the said Territory, and 
‘forever remain unalterable, unless by common 


i é consent.” This solemn agreement has been 


confirmed by the Constitution of the United 
States. No person either denies or doubts the 
sacred character and the binding force of this 
contract. The fifth of these articles of this ordi- 
nance declares as follows: 

“ And whenever any of the said States shall 
‘have sixty thousand free inhabitants therein, such 
‘State shall be admitted, by its delegates, into 
‘the Congress of the United States, on an equal 


.. ‘footing with the original States, in all respects 


t whatever; and shall be at liberty to form a per- 
‘manent constitution and State government; pro~- 


: € vided the constitution and government so to be 
‘formed shall be republican, and in conformity 


‘to the principles contained in these articles; 
‘and, so far as it can be consistent with the gen- 
‘ eral interest of the Confederacy, such admission 
‘shall be allowed at an earlier period, and when 


: € there may be a less number of free inhabitants 


‘in the State than sixty thousand.” : 
Now, sir, under this provision, these sixty 


' thousand free inhabitants had a right to frame a 
' constitution whenever they pleased. They had 
>a right to determine which of them should be 
‘electors of delegates to their own convention for 


that purpose, and which of them should not. It 
rested solely within their own discretion whether 
the elective franchise should be confined to the 


| citizens of the United States, or be extended to 


other inhabitants of the Territory. It was the 
right and the duty of Congress first to determine 
the boundaries of the States to be formed within 
the limits of the Northwestern Territory. Had 
this duty been performed, the free inhabitants of 


| Michigan, after they amounted to sixty thousand, 


would have become a distinct political community 
under the ordinance. They would have possessed 
the sovereign right to form a constitution; and if 
this constitution were republican, and in con- 
formity to the ordinance, they might have de- 
manded admission, by their Delegates, into the 
Congress of the United States. They could not 
have been refused without a direct violation of 
the solemnly-pledged faith of the nation. If Con- 
gress had objected that persons not citizens of 


i the United States had been permitted to vote at 


the election for delegates, they might have tri- 
umphantly presented this ordinance, and declared 
that the question was settled by its terms and its 


, Spirit; that the time had arrived when they were 


entitled to shake off their territorial dependence, 
and assume an equal rank with the other States 


‘of the Union. Throughout the ordinance there 
is a marked distinction between ‘free inhabit- 


ants” and “citizens of one of the United States.”” 
: It is true that Congress has never yet determ- 
ined the boundaries of the State of Michigan; but 
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their omission to do so could not affect in any 
degree the right of the free male inhabitants to 
vote for delegates to the convention which framed 
their constitution. As soon as Michigan shall 


have been admitted into the Union, the bounda- | 
ries of Wisconsin will then be irrevocably determ- 


ined. It will be the last of the five States into 
which the Northwestern Territory can be divided 
under the terms of the ordinance. When that 
Territory shall contain sixty thousand free inhab- 
tants they will have an absolute right to demand 
admission as a State into the Union, and we can- 
not refuse to admit them without violating the 
public faith. Sull, I should not advise them to 
frame a constitution without a previous act of 
Congress. 

The precedent in the case of Tennessee, on 
which I commented when I addressed the Senate 
on Wednesday last, has completely silenced all 
opposition in regard to the necessity of a previous 
act of Congress to enable the people of Michigan 
to form a State constitution, It now seems to 
be conceded that our subsequent approbation is 
equivalent to our previous action. This can no 
longer be doubted. We have the unquestionable 
power of waiving any irregularities in the mode 
of framing the constitution, had any such existed. 
It is wiser, I admit, for Congress, in the first in- 
stance, to pass such an act; but, after they had 
refused to do so, from year to year, the people of 
Michigan had no other alternative but either to 
take the matter into their own hands, or abandon 
the hope of admission into the Union within any 
reasonable time. 

i But I am not done with this Tennessee prece- 
ent. 

Tt will be recollected that when North Carolina 
ceded to the United States the territory which 
now composes the State of Tennessee, it was 
specially stipulated that the inhabitants within 
the same should * enjoy all the privileges, ben- 
efits, and advantages”’ set forth in the ordinance 
for the government of the Northwestern Terri- 
tory. This provision makes the case of Tennes- 
see one precisely in point with the present. I 
would ask, then, who voted at the election for 
delegates to frame the constitution of Tennessee? 
Let the proclamation of Governor Blount, issued 
in obedience to an act of the Territorial Legisla- 
ture, answer this question. He declares “ that 
all free males, (not free male citizens,) twenty- 
one years of age and upwards,” shall be entitled 
to vote. Under this proclamation every free male 
inhabitant of the Territory had a right to vote, 
no matter how short a time his inhabitancy may 
have continued. In this respect it differs from 
the territorial law of Michigan, which requires a 
previous residence of three months. 

With full knowledge of thesc facts, General 
Washington, in his message to Congress of the 8th 
of April, 1796, on the subject of the admission of 
Tennessee into the Union, declares, that ‘ among 
‘the privileges, benefits, and advantages thus 
‘secured to the inhabitants of the territory south 


‘ of the river Ohio, appear to be the right of forming ` 
` the Senators from Illinois, that the practice of that 
: State has always. conformed to the plain meaning | 
At this day any alien who 


‘a permanent constitution and State government, 
‘and of admission as a Statec, by its delegates, 
‘into the Congress of the Unite 


‘sixty thousand free inhabitants; provided the 
‘constitution and government so to be formed 


‘ ordinance.” 

The State of Tennessee was accordingly ad- 
mitted. Atthis early day, when this ordinance 
was better understood than it can be at present, 
no objection was made from any quarter, so far 
as I can lcarn, that delegates to the convention 
which formed the constitution of that State, were 
voted for by inhabitants who were not citizens 
of the United States. Certain it is that no such 
question was raised by General Washington. 
Even Mr. Kine, whose report was decidedly 
adverse to the admission of this State, never, in 
the most distant manner, adverts to this objection 
which has now been so strongly urged by Sen- 
ators. 

I stated when I last addressed the Senate, as a 
proposition clearly established, that, under the 
ordinance, the States formed out of the North- 


States, on an | 
‘equal footing with the original States, in all . 
‘respects whatever, when it should have therein | 


| western Territory had a right to confer the elective 
franchise upon the inhabitants resident within 
them at the time of the adoption of their consti- 
tutions, whether they were citizens or not. I 
then also asserted that the States of Ohio and 
Ilinois had not only exercised this power to the 
extent which Michigan had done, but had gone 
much further. They had not, like Michigan, 
confined the elective franchise to inhabitants actu- 
ally resident within their respective States, at the 
time of the adoption of their constitutions; but 
had made a general provision by which all such 
inhabitants, though not citizens, would be entitled 
to vote in all future time. These positions, which 


I thought impregnable, have been violently as- i 
sailed; and it has been contended that, under the i 
provisions of these constitutions, no persons ` 


except citizens of the United States are entitled 


to vote. This renders it necessary that I should | 


again turn to these constitutions. The first sec- 
tion of the fourth article of the constitution of 
Ohio declares, that ‘‘ in all elections all white male 
‘inhabitants above the age of twenty-one years, 
‘having resided in the State one year next pre- 
‘ceding the election, and who had paid, or are 
‘charged with, a State or county tax, shall enjoy 


‘the right of an elector; but no person shall be | 


‘entitled to vote, except in the county or district 
‘in which he shall actually reside at the time of 


‘the election.” The fifth section of the same ` 


article varies the expression, and confers the right 
of voting “on white male persons,” who are com- 
pelled to labor on the roads. These “white male 
inhabitants,” or ‘* white male persons,” are not 
required to be citizens of the United States. The 
terms are as general as they can be. They 
embrace all persons, whether citizens of the 
United States or not, who have resided within 
the State for one year, and are in other respects 


qualified. Besides, it would be easy to shaw, by , 
adverting to other parts of this constitution, that |: 


the framers of it, in several cases, when they 
intended to confine its benefits to citizens of the 


United States, have so declared in express terms, ' 


We have heard it stated that, by a judicial 


decision, the right to vote has been restricted to | 


citizens of the United States. This decision has 
not been produced. I should be very much 
pleased to see it. Iam aware that judicial con- 
struction can work wonders; but if any court 
has decided that ‘all white male inhabitants,” 
or ‘white male persons,’’ are restricted in their 
meaning to white male citizens of the United 
States, it is a stretch of judicial construction 
which surpasses anything of which I could have 
conceived. f 

The constitution of Illinois is still more general 
in its provisions. It declares that ‘in all elec- 
‘tions all white male inhabitants, above the age of 
‘twenty-one years, having resided in the State 
‘six months next preceding the election, shall 
‘ enjoy the right of an elector; but no person shall 
‘ be entitled to vote except in the county or dis- 
t trict in which he shall actually reside at the time 
‘of the election.” We have been informed by 


of the constitution. f wh 
has resided within that State for six months is in 
the full enjoyment of the elective franchise. _ In- 


deed, this privilege has induced aliens to settle in | 
`i that State in 
t should be republican, and in conformity to the || 
‘ principles contained in the articles of the said ; 


preference to others where they can- 
not vote until after they have become citizens of 
the United States. j 

| - Now, sir, I wish to be fairly understood upon 
| this question. As a general principle, I do not 
i think that any State of this Union ought to per- 
| mit any person to exercise the right of an elector 
who isnot either a native or a naturalized citizen 
| of the United States. There may have been, and 
| I think there was, a propriety in conferring the 
‘elective franchise upon the inhabitants of the 
| Territory, actually resident therein, although not 
| citizens, who had aright under the ordinance to 
| participate in the formation of the constitution. 
Beyond this the power, even under the ordinance, 
| is extremely doubtful. Michigan has wisely con- 
| fined herself within these limits. She has not fol- 
lowed the example of Ohio and [ilinois. These 
States have been admitted into the Union, not- 
withstanding the extravagant provisions in their 
constitutions in favor of foreigners. Would it 


not be extremely ungracious to exclude Michi- 

gan, when no foreigner can ever hereafter enjoy 

the right of voting, except such as were resident 

within the limits of the State at the time of the 
| formation of her constitution? 

According to the census it would appear that 
not more than from five to six hundred aliens 
could have been in that situation. At the present 
time it is probable that many of these have be- 
come naturalized citizens. The evil, if it be one, 
is very small, Within a short period it will en- 
tirely disappear. Would it be wise, would it be 
politic, would it be statesmanlike, to annul all 
that has been done by the convention of Michi- 
gan merely for this reason? Ought we on this 
account to defer the final settlement of the dis- 
puted boundary between Ohio and Michigan, and 
thus again give rise to anarchy and confusion, 
and perhaps to the shedding of blood? Do you 
feel confident that the people of Michigan, after 
you have violated their rights by refusing to 
admit them into the Union at this time, would 
ever act under your law authorizing them to form 
a new constitution? We must all desire to see 
this unfortunate boundary question settled; and 
the passage of this bil! presents the best, if not 

; the only means of accomplishing a result so de- 
sirable. 
|, Have the people of Michigan, or any portion 
of them, ever complained of this part of their 
constitution? I would ask by what authority 
have the Senators from Ohio and New Jersey 
[Mesers. Ewine and Sournarp] raised this ob- 
jection, whilst the people themselves are content? 
ven if they did commit an error in this respect, 
we ought to treat them as children, and not as 
enemies. It is the part of greatness and magna- 
nimity to pass over unimportant errors of judg- 
ment committed by those who are in some degree 
dependent upon us. It would, indeed, be a severe 
measure of justice for the Congress of the United 
States, after having admitted Ohio and Illinois 
into the Union, to close the door of admission 
against Michigan. This,in truth, would be strain- 
ing ata gnat, and swallowing a camel! __ ; 
Suppose you deprive the people of Michigan of 
a territory to which they all believe, however 
| erroneously, they have a right, and transfer it to 
Ohio, and then drive them from your door and 
refuse to admit them into the Union:. can any 
‘, Senator here view the probable consequences with 
; composure? They are a high spirited and manly 
; people. You cannot blame them for that. They 
are bone of your bone, and flesh of your flesh. 
| They have been taught, by your example, to 
resist what they believe to be oppression. Will 
'| they patiently submit to your decree? Will they 
_tamely surrender up to Ohio that territory of 
: which they have been in possession for thirty 
i years? Their past history proves conclusively 
| that they will maintain what they believe to be 
‘their rights, to the death. You may have civil 
war as the direct consequence of your vote this 
day. Should the amendment of the Senator from 
| Ohio (Mr. Ewsne] prevail, whilst it will leave 
unsettled the question of boundary, so important 
i to his own State, it may, and probably will pro- 
duce scenes of bloodshed and civil war along the 
; boundary line. I have expressed the opinian 
| that Congress possess the power of annexing the 
territory in dispute to the State of Ohio, and that 
| it is expedient to exercise it. The only made of 
extorting a reluctant consent from the people of 
Michigan to this disposition, is to make it a con- 
dition of their admission, under the present con- 
stitution, into the Union. The bill proposes to 
do so, and, in my humble judgment, Ohio is 
deeply interested in its passage. Se ed 

I shall now, following the example of my friend 
from New York, [Mr. Wricut,] procecd to 
make some suggestions uponanotherpoint. They 

“are intended merely as suggestions, for I can say, 
with truth, I have formed no decided opinion upon 
the subject. A friend called to see me last eyen- 
ing, and attempted to maintain the proposition 
that the several States, under the Constitution of 
the United States, and independent of the ordi- 
nance applicable to the Northwestern Territory, 
had the power of conferring the right to vote upon 

| forcieners resident within their Territories. This 
opinion was at war with all my former impres- 

‘sions. He requested me to do as he had done, 
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and to read over the Constitution of the United | 
States carefully, with a view to this question. Ii 
have complied with his request, and shall now | 
throw out a few suggestions upon this subject, 


merely to elicit the opinion of others. ‘| 


The older I grow, the more I am inclined to be 
what is called “a State rights man.” The peace 
and security of this Union depends upon giving 
to the Constitution a literal and fair construction, 
such as would be placed upon it bya plain, intel- 
ligent man, and not by ingenious construction, 
to increase the powers of this Government, and 
thereby diminish those of the States. The rights 
of the States, reserved to them by that instrument, 
ought ever to be held sacred. If then the Consti- 
tution leaves to them to decide according to their 
own discretion, unrestricted and unlimited, who 
shall be electors, it follows, as a necessary con- 
sequence, that they may, if they think proper, 
confer upon resident aliens the right of voting. 

It has been supposed, and iš, perhaps, gener- 
ally believed, that this power has been abridged 


conceive a case in which this question would 
shake our Union to the very center. Suppose 
that the decision of the next presidential election | 
should depend upon the vote of Illinois, and it | 
could be made to appear that the aliens who voted 
under the constitution of that State had turned 
the scale in favor of the successful candidate. 
What would then be the consequence? Have we 
aright to rejudge her justice—to interfere with 
her sovereign rights—to declare that her Legis- 
lature could not appoint electors of President and 
Vice President in such manner as they thought 
proper, and to annul the election? 

It is curious to remark that, except in a few 
instances, the Constitution of the United States 
has not prescribed that the officers elected or ap- 


` pointed under its authority shall be citizens; and 
: we all know, in practice, that the Senate have 
: been constantly in the habit of confirming the 


by that clause in the Constitution which declares | 
that “ the citizens of each State shall be entitled . 
to all privileges and immunities of citizens of the ` 


> 


several States.’ Does then a State, by confer- 


ring upon a, person not a citizen of the United | 


States the privilege of voting, necessarily consti- 
tute him a citizen of such State? Is the elective 
franchise so essentially connected with citizen- 


ship that the one cannot exist without the other? | 


This is the question. If it be so, no State can 
exercise this power; because no State, by bestow- 
ing upon an alien the privilege of voting, can 
make him a citizen of that State, and thereby 
confer upon him ‘* the privileges and immunities 
of citizens of the several States.” Citizens are 
either natives of the country or they are natural- 
ized. To Congress exclusively belongs the power 
of naturalization; and I freely admit that no for- 
eigner can become a citizen of the United States 
but by. complying with the provisions of the acts 
of Congress upon this subject. But still we are 
brought back to the question, may not a State 
bestow upon a resident alien the right to vote, 
within its limits, as a personal privilege, without 


conferring upon him the other privileges of citi- On the motion to reject a Petition from Massachusetts, | 


zenship, of ever intending to render it obligatory 
upon the other States to receive him as a citizen? 


: . Columbia. 


Might not Virginia refuse to a foreigner who had |; 


voted in Ilinois, without having been naturalized, 
“the privileges and immunities’’ of one of her 
citizens, without any violation of the Constitu- 
tion of the United States? Would such an alien 
have any pretext for claiming, under the Consti- 
tution of the United States, the right to vote 
within a State where citizens of the United States 
alone are. voters? 

It is certain that the Constitution of the United 
States, in the broadest terms, leaves to the States 
the qualifications of their own electors, or rather 
it does not restrict them in any manner upon this 
question. The second section of the first article 

rovides ‘that the House of Representatives 
* shall be composed of members chosen every 
t second year by the people of the several States, 
‘and the electors in each State shall have the 
‘ qualifications requisite for electors of the most 
< numerous branch of the State Legislature.” By 
the first section of the second article, ‘‘ each State 
‘ shall appoint, in such manner as the Legislature 
‘thereof may direct, a number of electors equal 
© to the whole number of Senators and Represent- 
< atives to which the State may be entitled in Con- 
‘ gress.” . Both these provisions seem to recog- 
nize in the States the most absolute discretion in 
deciding who shall be qualified electors. There 
is no declaration or intimation throughout the 
whole instrument that these electors shall be cit- 
izens of the United States. Are the States not 
left to exercise this discretion in the same sov- 
ereign manner they did before they became par- 
ties to the Federal Constitution? There is at 
least strong plausibility in the argument, espe- 
cially when we consider that the framers of the 
Constitution, in order more effectually to guard 
the reserved rights of the States, inserted a pro- 
vision, “that the powers not delegated to the 


‘United States by the Constitution, nor prohib- | 
‘ited by it to the States, or reserved to the States, | 


‘respectively, or to the people.” ‘ 
Without any stretch of imagination we might 


i nominations of foreigners as consuls of the United 


States. They have repeatedly done so, I believe, 
in regard to other officers. 

I repeat that on this question I have formed no 
fixed opinion one way or the other. On the other 
points of the case I entertain the clearest convic- 
tion, that Michigan is entitled to admission into 
the Union. ‘ 

I have thus completed all I intend to say upon 


| this subject. , I have been most reluctantly drawn 


a second time into this debate. I had the admis- 
sion of Arkansas specially intrusted to my care. 
Few, ifany, of the objections urged against Mich- 
igan are applicable to Arkansas; but I could not 
conceal from myself the fact, that the admission 
of the one depended upon that of the other; and | 
I am equally anxious to receive both the sisters. | 


SLAVERY IN THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 


SPEECH OF HON. J. R. INGERSOLL, 
OF PENNSYLVANIA, 
In rue House or REPRESENTATIVES, 
February, 1836, 


praying for the abolition of Slavery in the District of 


Mr. INGERSOLL said: | 

Believing that the motion before the House will , 
not reach the object entertained by either side, I 
have put together a resolution which it is my | 
intention to submit for consideration, -when it | 
shall be perfectly in order. It runs thus: | 

Resolved, That the holding of slaves is a right clearly | 
recognized by the Constitution of the United States, and is | 
thereby secured to the citizens of those States whase policy | 
does not forbid it as the legitimate subject of individual | 
property, and source of political influence and power, and ; 
all attempts to interfere with or molest them in its exercise ; 
or enjoyment are impolitic, unconstitutional, and unjust. | 

Surely the proposition now before us does not | 
go to the root of the evil. Encouragement to | 
petitions having for their object the abolition of | 
slavery in the District of Columbia, is deprecated, ` 
because (as has been said) it would be an entering | 
wedge to further interference. Rights exist which | 
are in themselves considered unquestionable. | 
These are to be guarded from any and every | 
encroachment. Be it so. Why not assert and 
maintain them, then, at once, without regard to 
the mere incident which, although far from insig- | 
nificant in itself, must be comparatively unim- 
portant? 

The nature of the motion now submitted is 
such as scarcely to afford an opportunity to de- 
cide either of the important questions to which 
attention has been called in the course of the de- 
bate. They are two: first, the one immediately 
involved in the memorial on the table, and ex- 
pressed on the face of it—the abolition or contin- 
uance of slavery in the District of Columbia; and 
secondly, the broader and more pressing inquiry, 
whether measures shall be resorted to for the 
purpose of assuaging the feelings, and arresting 
and preventing attempts to interfere with the con- 
stitutional rights and personal security of the cit- | 
izens of the slaveholding States. 

It will be perceived at once that the last of these 


inquiries is not directly involved at all in the pro- 
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be incidentally only. In that sense I cannot 
doubt it, since it has been made (as to the abuse 
itself, or the probable remedy for it) a prominent 
object of remark throughout the discussion. That 
the two things may have a bearing upon each 
other is altogether a reasonable conclusion, and 
in that view a separation of them in debate could 
not fairly be expected. But it is perfectly clear 
that the adoption of the resolution, or the rejec- 
tion of it, will adopt nothing with regard to the 
more important and interesting inquiry and com- 
plaint—the complaint of undue interference, and 
the inquiry how it can best be put a stop to at 
present, and avoided in future. If legislation be 
unnecessary to prevent the diffusion of injurious 
publications, they will be equally prevented, 
whether slavery be abolished in the District of 
Columbia or not. If legislation, on the other 
hand, be requisite for that purpose, it must still 
be resorted to, although slavery should be pre- 
served and perpetuated here as it originally stood 
and still exists in those sections of the two grow- 
ing empires that were cut off from their parent 
stocks for the exclusive legislation of the United 
States. 

Thus nothing will be gained or lost to the one 
question by the determination of the other, even 
if that determination itself were now within the 
reach of the House. Will the vote now aimed at 
reach the object that gentlemen on both sides of 
the question desire to attain? Will it fairly or 


, effectually decide the point of abolition or con- 


, servation anywhere? Į fear not, and believing 
| that to be the case, and believing also that a mere 
silent vote would not sufficiently explain the mo- 
tives which led to it, I will venture to trespass fora 
moment on the patience of the House, by urging 
the reasons which induce me to wish that another 
course might have been taken. Before I sit down, 
I may trouble the House also with a remark as 
to the necessity, or the absence of it, of move- 
ments here in relation to the evils complained of 
in the southern and, some of the western States. 
As to the whole question, the State of Pennsyl 
vania is peculiarly circumstanced. She has at 
this moment scarcely a remnant of slave popula- 
tion within her limits. Her soil and climate do 
not require it. A respectable part of her people, 
too, descendants of her patriarchal founder, and 
retaining all his primitive simplicity in feeling 
and in manners, consists of individuals who are 
supposed to be generally opposed to slavery, 
according to the sincerest convictions of their 
consciences. In their own practice they scrupu- 
lously refrain from it. Some of them rigidly 


abstain from those enjoyments, and even comforts 


of life which are the ordinary products of slave 
labor. Yet, in such a community, among a 
eople whose mass and aggregate contain a large 
ingredient of the character I have described, feel- 
ings have been entertained and expressed, meas- 
ures have been adopted and promulgated, which, 
if the sympathies of the South are to be influenced 
by the promptness and sincerity of correspondin 
sympathies, cannot fail to win their affection an 
regard. I want to impress on the minds of hon- 
orable gentlemen around me, and, throu h them, 
on the nation, that, in the district which I have 
the honor in part to represent, there has been as 
cordial and animated an expression of sentiment 
on this irritating subject as could have resounded 
in acclamation from one of their own hospitable 
cities, or arisen from the midst of their own fertile 
fields. If Pennsylvania was the first to dispense 
with these institutions for herself, she has not 
been the last to buckle on her armor, and to 
extend the right hand of fellowship to her brethren 
of the South. I mean to make no vain boast of 
her liberality, to claim no merit here for her 
motives. History has recorded the event of her 
own abolition. Let it stand, if you will, upon 
the present occasion, on the ground of her not 
wanting, for her own best interests, the continu- 
ance of slavery. She certainly deems her condi- 
‘tion the better without it. Yet I have the satisfac- 
tion to say, without a boast, that our constituents 
are not apt to be backward in the duties of kind- 
ness and assistance at a moment of apprehended 
or existing need. The flames which have been 
devastating a portion of a sister city had not 
ceased to blaze, when they gave living proofs of 


ceeding before us. If it besoin any way it must 


the sincerity of their friendship, and the ardor 
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and promptness with which they would lend their 
succor to their suffering friends, 

1 had hoped that there was no substantial dif- 
ference of opinion on the principal poirt, in this 
House: and, therefore, as the representation is 
universal, that there could be virtually none in 
the nation. The chord that appeared to vibrate 
in harmony here is only responsive to sounds 
that have been uttered on the banks of almost 
every river north of the Susquehanna to the ex- 
tremest limits of the land. Until very recenti 
these strings would not have been struck at all 
An occasion had not before presented itself when 
such utterance would have been necessary, and 
ia the absence of necessity it would have been 
unwise. The North deemed itself bound, indeed, 
to abstain from a discussion that would have been 
eminently unprofitable at any former period of 
the national history. Their patriots had united 
in planung seed which was to be lett peculiarly, 
if not exclusively, to the culture of their co- 
patriots of the South. There grew up from it 
a sensitive plant that would scarcely bear the 
slightest touch; and, by common consent, its deli- 
cacy was respected, and all interference with it 
was avoided. 

Time, however, in its experimental course, 
gave birth to prodigious changes in the colonial 
institutions in another country; and the officious 
sensibilities of some of its own subjects were in- 
fluenced to an attempt to fasten or frighten them 
upon us, The standard was raised with a pru- 
dence at least equal to the zeal which prompted 
its erection at a distance from the scene where 
the effect was to be produced. Some few mis- 
guided individuals answered to the signal. We 
of the North—its actual population, strangers to 
ail that was conceived or in progress about us— 
began to suifer under the sugma of hostility 
and incendiary disposition towards our southern 
brethren. I cannot be mistaken when I say that 
the belief was general that the whole northern 

opulation was arrayed in feeling against them. 

t was necessary to disabuse both them and the 
misjudzing few who were equally in error among 
ourselves. An early effort was made among 
those who had descended from the first laborers 
in the blood-stained fields of the Revolution; who 
fell at Lexington; who, on a memorable occasion, 
gave the tea to the deep. Their motives were 
explained; and the necessity of resistance to for- 
eign intermeddling and domestic folly was made 
manifest by one who, contemporary with the 
early history and councils of the Republic, and 
now its time-honored sage, knew best how to 
illustrate the character of the Federal compact, and 
the duues which, as a compromise, it enjoined. 

The citizens of Pennsylvania were not less 
prompt in the expression of their decided disap- 
probation of all attempts to disturb the settled 

_ faith of the Union. This was done in well at- 
tended meetings of the people, whose sentiments, 
itis said,are never wrong. The expression was 
as emphatic as the sentiment which it sprang from 
was cordial and sincere. The promises and the 

ledges of friendship were pure and unalloyed. 
Bue they were individual and unofficial. Our 
friends of the South seemed to look for something 
more. A manifesto of good will was expected 
from a source that might be regarded at once per- 
manentand responsible. Accordingly, at the very 
first opportunity that presented itself, at the now 
recent meeting of the Legislature, the Executive 
of Pennsylvania, in his annual message, openly 
echoed the sentiments and judgments of the peo- 
ple. If it be necessary, the Legislature will do 
the like. What further do the intelligence and 
power of the South require? 
nothing. 
honorable men, they ought to be, and they will 
be satisfied. What measures they will adopt for 
themselves, thus assured against distant aggres- 


sion, must be for their own wisdom to decide, | 


and their own firmness to execute. 
stout hearts and strong arms. Whether (I will 
add) in the course which may be governed by 
Divine Providence, the day shall come when they 
will choose to make arrangements for safe and 
eventual emancipation, must be left under that 
guidance which cannot err—exclusively to them- 
selves. 


No. 26 


Nothing; literally : 
In the best judgments of their wise and ` 


They have |; 


i 
f I come to ask them, in behalf of the North; of 
i, those who have done all that could be expected, 
or that has been required; of those who are pre- 
pared to do whatever may be necessary or useful 
in the day of greater need—I merely ask that the 
subject shall be approached (now that it must be 
met in this great council) with mutual forbearance 
and respect. Jealousy herself ought not to doubt 
the disposition to keep the relations between the 
two sections of the country free from all influ- 
ences, except those that are the most generous 
and just. My object is to allay excitement, by 
roving, if I can, that the causes of it exist no 
onger, and that they will not arise hereafter, 
unless they are excited by the conflict of unne- 

cessary and irritating discussion. 
in accounting for much of the feeling that has 


extended through the southern States, I address | 


myself rather to their distant fellow-citizens than 
to themselves. Indignation at attempted or per- 
petrated wrongs was not to be condemned or 
wondered at. If half the effects imputed to it 
are likely to ensue from the interference that is 
complained of, that drop of cold blood that stirs 
or stagnates in the veins of a native of the South 
would be rebellious to his nature. It is not be- 
cause any attempts could be made with success 
at actual emancipation, much less at the final 
overthrow of law and order, that those things 
are deprecated. One wide-spread revolution, end- 
ing in the supremacy of a population of African 
descent, is, Í presume, too chimerical and absurd 
to be within the serious apprehension of any one. 
Moral force and well-digested discipline, capacity 
for order and arrangement, wisdom to direct, and 
valor not to be subdued, among the high-minded 
and well-educated citizens of that section of the 
country, forbid the idea of anything like perma- 
nent or extensive mischief. 

Yet there are evils of a less wide-spread influ- 
ence, of which the dread is by no means visionary; 
and with regard to them, early alarm, and steady 


watchfulness and precaution, are only true wis- ` 


dom. f 

A distinguished and eloquent Representative 
from Virginia once declared upon this floor that 
the midnight bell never tolled for fire at Rich- 
mond, that the mother did not clasp her infant 
more closely to her breast. It was, in his esti- 
mation no idle fear that doubted between the perils 


of accidental conflagration and the horrors of, 
domestic massacre. Accordingly, more than once | 


has the tocsin sounded to the rescue from exist- 
ing or clearly meditated insurrection. The fires 
of servile war were actually lighted at Southamp- 


tom; and although they were speedily extin- | 


guished, they left a section of our common coun- 
try clothed in the garments of affliction. The 
best of your citizens have been occasionally called 


on to sit in special commission on the unhappy ; 
victims of a salutary vengeance, and it has been : 


necessary, on such occurrences, to present to 
other evil-doers a terrible example. Single in- 
stances of ferocious assassination have also oc- 
curred. An unhappy slave has been convicted 
within the last week in this very District of an 


a duty to guard it from violation. The Consti- 
tution communicates this character to the right 
of the slaveowner, and secures him in the enjoy- 
ment of it. lt does more—much more. Its first 
article confers an importance on slave population 
dearer, in the estimate of freemen, and in its con- 
stitution, towards the legitimate exercise of sov- 
ereign power, than any which grows out of mere 
pecuniary circumstances. In the established ratio 
of representation, and the consequent influence 
of the Representatives, and the force and dignity 
they enjoy for themselves and for their constitu- 
ents, there is (as all of us familiarly know) an 
additional power vested in the slaveholding States 
derived from that circumstance alone, equal to 
three fifths of what they would possess if every 
slave were a free man, and to all intents a citizen. 

When life or property, or the privilege of rep- 
resentation, is invaded, or threatened with inva- 
sion, a spirit of more than opposition is aroused, 
and resistance to the uttermost is the consequence 
I thus freely acknowledge, because I deeply feel, 
how natural is the impulse which would prevent 
and repel encroachment, that would meetit at the 
onset, Or anticipate its organization. But l con- 
fess it appears to me that the occasion now pre- 
sented is not calculated to call forth, and would 
but waste, the feelings of alarmed affection, of 
watchful stewardship, of indignant patriotism, to 
which I have adverted. No attempt is here made 
to interfere with any of these sacred rights. The 
same Constitution which gives a thrice-told secur- 
ity to the possessor of slaves, and guards him 
from the invasion of his undoubted privileges, 
confers, tou, on Congress the power to exercise 
exclusive legislation, in all cases whatsoever, in such 
district (limited to ten miles in extent) as may 
become the seat of the Federal Government. 

I am not about to argue the question, whether 
this large grant does, or does not, include the 
power to abolish slavery. Such discussion would, 
at all events, be premature, and is out of the course 


i which itis my object at present to pursue. Legis- 


attempt to murder his mistress as she slept. An |: 


anticipation of such scenes in times to come, 
': prompted by the fatal recollection of them in 

times past, may well arouse the anxious feelings, 
„the active indignation of those to whom belongs 
, the care of the helpless and the feeble. 

We need not go far back in time to discover 

. among the outbreakings of slavery traces of some 

of the bloodiest butcheries that history records. 
© The elements of fury that could not be satisfied— 
i: of a brutal appetite for blind and indiscriminate 
revenge, never were more aptly mixed for mis- 
. chief than in the instance of the revolution of St. 
. Domingo. Rome, in the dark hour of the con- 
' spiracy of Catiline, did not exhibit a darker pic- 
‘ture of human suffering and human crime. 
if ‘ All hate had license given it; all rage reigns; 

Slaughter bestrid the streets: 

No age was spared—no sex—nay, no degree > 
I Not infants in the porch of tite were free. 
' Virgins and widows, matrons, tender wives, 
‘| AH died.” 


‘| Independently of the threat of attack on life, it 
i| is impossible to overlook the perfectly justifiable 
. motives that give value to property, and make it 


_especial representation. 


lation, however, is sovereignty; and it may be 
that, in a given event, Congress can pass upon 
that grave subject without encroaching upon an 

rights, vested or contingent, admitted or alleged. 
I will not anticipate the contingency of a previous 
abolition in Maryland and Virginia, and of the 
united voice of all the inhabitants of the District, 
raised in one general prayer for abolition. Nor 
do [I overlook the proviso in the cession from 
Virginia, the true construction of which must 
limit it, E think, to landed property. Itis casy 
to perceive, on the other hand, an essential dif- 
ference between the voluntary sacrifices of a par- 
ticular State surrendering its own property, as 
would be the case where itis done through its 
particular representatives, and the corresponding 
movements of Congress upon petitions from a 
distance with regard to a District which, has no 
I do not mean to argue 
that Congress can legislate away this property, 
even with the consent of the owners; but Lam 
not prepared to admit that they can not. Certainly 
avery different issue is presented by those in- 
quiries from that which grows out of the sup- 
posed daring inroads of foreign enemies and do- 


; mestic traitors. It would begreatly to be deplored 


| that the case should be made to assume a false 
' position, and that a question so easily to be re- 


solved as that which rests upon the plain letter 


' of the Constitution, should be embarrassed by 
| difficulties that ite spirit alone can overcome, and 
. be confounded with @ question that is altogether 
| different and (at least comparatively speaking) 


doubtful. I would not be understood as requir- 
ing that the question of abolition here should be 
left undetermined: but I would have it met when- 
ever it is encountered, fairly and fully. Let it 
be so determined, if at all, as will place it at rest, 
now and forever; at rest for ourselves, and at rest 
for the whole civilized world; so at rest, as will 
afford an answer even to the agitating orator of 
the British Parliament, whose itinerant humanity 
has extended, as it should seem, in tender mercy 
to the superintendence of our domestic institu- 
tions. : 

How willa mere vote upon the little emergency 
of this little petition effect the object? Take it 
in any sense. From how many souls, male and 
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Ho. or Reps. 


female, adulis and minors, does it come ? I speak | 
of it with entire respect; but I allude to its nu- || 
merical strength, compared with that of the whole || 
Republic. Thirteen, or a hundred and thirty, or 
thirteen hundred, if you will. What is that to 
thirteen or fourteen millions? Every day may 
bring forth new memorials of the same or—which 


is the same thing in the view I am now taking— | 
i 
i 


of an opposite character. Would the simple re- | 
jection of any number of them avail? No, sir. | 
Ominous suggestions are contained in the conclu- 
sion of this very paper, that the petitioners are | 
not readily to be turned aside. Applications may |: 
be renewed again, and again, and again. The | 
whole time of the House and the whole business |! 
of the nation may be suspended by the discus- ‘| 
sion or decision of them in detail, in settling, one |: 
by one, memorials without number; in the ex- 
pression of indignation within these walls, and 
In the exercise of a persevering obstinacy with- 
out them. In such a conflict, the race would not 
probably be to the swift, nor the battle to the 
strong. 

Heretofore petitions have been referred, or laid 
upen the table. An honorable gentleman has 
said the circumstances are different at present. 
Then treat them differently. Do not let them 
remain unanswered, as they will be in effect by 
simple rejection in each case, but take or make 
an early opportunity (if it must be) to decide 
them all. In that decision, pronounce an em- 
phatic vindication of all we do. i 

Besides, these detailed décisions—which I con- ' 
fess I deprecate—may not be uniform. To say || 
nothing of the effect that may be produced on `: 
particular members by the character and language '; 
of particular memorials, by their peculiar knowl- 
edge of some sets of petitioners and want of 
knowledge of others, and a consequent predis- |: 

osition or indisposition to listen to their requests; | 
in anything like a doubtful case majorities ma 
vibrate from circumstances altogether adventi- || 
tious, and this may possibly be considered:a case || 
of that description. There are, I think, some || 
ninety-nine Representatives from slaveholding ` 
States, and one hundred and forty-one from those | 
which are not. Ido not know that this makes - 


the General Government could not touch if it 
would, and would not if it could. If individuals |: 
are found trespassing on rights so delicate and | 
sacred as these, they can be punished. Ifthe in- 
struments of their misdeeds, the publicationsand | 
other missiles of mischief, can be discovered, they 
may be destroyed. By the old law, misdoers taken 
in the mainour, with proofs of guilty conductand 
design about them, were liable not only to be 
arrested without warrant, but hung up without 
arraignment. The evidence of their offense was 
flagrant in their hands. They were themselves 
reeking with criminal act and purpose beyond, 
as was believed, the possibility of denial, and | 
therefore beyond the necessity of further or formal | 


roof. 
: Modern usage, it ig true, has given to the penal | 
law a milder aspect. Proof is not dispensed with 
the rather because it is satisfactory and clear. 
The law now interposes and prevents the con- | 
summation of the crime. It arrests the flight of |: 
the criminal, and compels him to restore his ill- | 
gotten gains. [t stands guard over the safety of | 
the citizen and the State by exercising the glori- : 
ous attribute of preventive justice. It reserves, 
however, the last offices of vengeance until guilt : 
has been duly proved before the competent tri- 
bunal—has been made manifest, not only in ex- 
istence, but in evidence, to the face of day. It 
needs not the acknowledgment of the criminal, | 
or the positive and direct proof of his misdeed. | 
The mute eloquence of circumstances: still makes | 
its due impression, and often unaided does its | 
office. It consists of tbe half-extinguished torch | 
of the malignant incendiary—of the bleeding vic- | 
tim of the highway robber—of the telltale drop 
upon the dagger of the dark assassin. 

To reach these objects is properly the duty of 
the municipal law. -It is within the power of | 
every well-constituted civil society to vindicate 
itself. The powers and the privileges of the 
General Government (extensive and useful as I 
believe they are and ought to be) cannot, in mat- 
ters of a criminal nature, suspend or supersede 
the municipal regulations of a particular com- 
monwealth. 

The establishment of post roads, constitutional 


an essential difference. I hope it does not. But, to the letter, could not dedicate that portion of 
it may operate in some degree, as early habits of | the territory of a State over which they pass to 
thinking and association cannot fail to act upon |: the use of a band-of highwaymen. Jurisdiction 
the mind. Members may be absent from their | and legislation, too, remain to every other pur- 
seats. In the shapes which this subject assumes, | pose as entire after the establishment of the post | 
momentous as in some aspects it is, it may come | road as before. The analogous and incidental © 


uP any and every day. It may steal upon the | 
ouse unconsciously to itself, and almost so to | 
the mover. We have had but few days for pre- 
senting petitions. On each, I believe, it has been | 
the subject of discussion; and, if this motion | 
prevais, the result in the different cases will have || 

een different. 1 could not ask for a better illus- | 
tration. For every member to be every hour in `| 
his place, watchful of all and partaking of all, ' 
would be more than mortal strength and clear- 
sightedness would bear. It would require the 
eyes of Argus, and as many hands. We cannot | 
forget, besides, the mournful memento which has 
been already, more than once already, repeated | 
among us—the shafts of death that have already | 
fallen thickly in the midst of us to manifest our | 
feebleness and mortality. 

Thus, one day a petition may be received, the | 
next rejected, and the third laid on the table, and | 
the fourth perhaps thrown under the table. What | 
is the result to ourselves, to the nation, to the 
world? Nothing—worse than nothing; uncer- 
tainty and doubt; that fear of change that per- 
plexes nations. This body owes to itself the | 


establishment of post offices is liable to the same ` 
results. Can any one suppose that a magic circle 
is drawn around the office where the mail is 
opened to diffuse the blessings of intelligence and 
affection; the cement of private and public union; 
the principles of happy and virtuous association; 
but ready, perhaps, also to disgorge the poison- 
ous effluvia of insurrection, discord, and death; 
and that within that circle everything is inacces- 
sible to the approach of the municipal law? | 
The SPEAKER here suggested that the ques- | 
tion before the House did not cover the subject ; 
which the gentleman from Pennsylvania was now | 
discussing. | 
Mr. INGERSOLL observed that he was aware | 
that he owed to the indulgence of the House the | 
panier: of making the last few remarks which | 
ad fallen from him. It was a subject, however, n 
in many of its relations so delicate and so dis- | 
turbing, that he was anxious to say at once what | 
appeared to him to belong to it, even incidentally. || 
He would cheerfally conform to the suggestion ! 
of the Chair, and conclude with a single remark. | 
Let us seek the important objects which all of || 


aim at least, and the attainment, as nearly as may 
be practicable, of consistency in its doings. Acts |; 


us have in view with the best feelings and through |; 
the proper means, and we cannot fail to attain | 
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REMARKS OF HON. AARON WARD, 
OF NEW YORK, 


In tHe House or REPRESENTATIVES, 
April 26, 1836. 

The bil] authorizing the President of the United States 
to accept the services of Volunteers, being under consider- 
ation— 

Mr. WARD said he should detain the House 
with but very few remarks of his on the subject 
of the amendment to the bill under consideration. 
He looked upon it as one of the most important 
bills that had come before the House this session: 
and the most important feature of the bill, in his 
opinion, was the eighth section, which authorizes 
the President to raise and organize an additional 
regiment of dragoons and mounted riflemen, to 
be composed of the same number and rank as the 
officers, non-commissioned officers, musicians, 
and privates; to receive the same pay and allow- 
ances; to be subject to the same rules and regula- 


‘| tions, and to be engaged for the like term, and 


upon the same conditions, in all respects what- 


'| ever,as are stipulated for the regiment of dragoons 
| now in the service of the United States. 
' force provided for in this section would be im- 


The 


mediately added to our present military establish- 
ment, and would afford more security to the 
inhabitants on our extensive western frontier, 
now threatened with an attack from a savage foe, 
than five times their number of infantry. The 
country where they would be stationed, being an 
extensive prairie, was peculiarly well calculated 


_ for the operations of a force of this character on 
‘account of the celerity with which they can move 


from post to post.’ Such a force added to the 
regiment now stationed there, would render most 
essential service. By overawing the Indians, it 
would prevent them from making any aggressions 
upon our settlement, and thereby avert the im- 
ending danger of a general frontier war. The 
ndians, as it was well known, and as we had 
been warned by the experienced and vigilant gen- 
tleman from Missouri, [Mr. Asuiey,| must see 
the force by which they are to be resisted in 
order to be deterred from hostilities. Some few 
of them have heard of our strength, and the extent 
of our resources, buf generally they were ignorant 
or incredulous of the superiority of our force. 
The policy which induced that honorable gentle- 
man to move this amendment to the bill, while 


.in Committee of the Whole, was founded on 


humanity, a just estimate of the Indian character, 
and true economy. X 
In the present agitated state of the Indian 
tribes, it was of the utmost consequence that 
Congress should take such measures for the pres- 


_ervation of peace as would be most effective, 


without any regard to the expense. Experience 
had shown that it was much easier and cheaper 
to prevent Indian hostilities than to repress them. 
The vast expenditure of blood and treasure in 
the Black Hawk war, and in the war still raging 
in Florida, might, as we were told by men of 
experience and sagacity, have been prevented by 
the presence of a small force of a similar character 
to that now proposed. Asa measure of economy, 
therefore, it seemed to him that this was decidedly 
preferable to any other that Congress could adopt; 
for, if this force was raised without delay, and 
stationed at the several military establishments 
on these borders, it would be the surest means 
that we could have of restoring confidence to our 
citizens, and also of preventing the hostilities 
which were now apprehended. 

The President of the United States, it was true, 


of legislation ought not, under similar circum- į; them, They consist of the harmony and the | was authorized, by the first section of the bill, to 


stances, in the course of a political voyage, to || 


veer with the flag at the topmast head, but to be |: 
steadfast and true as the needle upon the deck. |; 
I promised, before taking my seat, to say a | 
word as to the suggestion, coming from a high | 
official source, of the propriety of congressional |; 
regulations over the Post Office respecting these |, 
grave matters. I am inclined to doubt the neces- || 
sity, rather than to withhold, if desired, the pas- | 
sage of a remedial statute. It is a question of 
police—of mere police; and that is a subject which 


i 
f 
i 
i 
$ 
i 


happiness of the Republic, the preservation and | 
prosperity of the Union. In endeavoring toat- ` 
tain them, let us, the Representatives of the peo- 
ple, with one accord seek to bring together, not 
the opima spolia of an ancient battle crimsoned 
with the life’s blood of common enemies, but the 
first-fruits of a generous patriotism, the willing 
offerings of every section of a common country; ` 
and let us place them, with the aspirations of 
fervent and devoted hearts for her tranquillity |. 
and happiness, upon one common altar. l: 


accept the services of ten thousand volunteers, by 
companies or regiments, who might associate and 
offer themselves for the service, for the term of 
six or twelve months, to be clothed at their own 
expense, but to be armed and equipped at the 
expense of the Government, and their commis- 
sioned officers to be appointed in the manner pre- 
scribed by law in the several States and Terri- 
tories to which such company or companies shall 
respectively belong; but it was proper to be ob- 
served that the power vested in the President by 


and others. 
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1, organized, and brought into 
the teid, the whole western frontier of our coun- 
uy might be overrun and laid waste, and its in- 
habitants butchered. But, if the section under 
consideration shouid be retained, as he trusted it 
woud be, judging trom the decided vote which 
it received in the Committee of the Whole, a war 
may be prevented, and the services of the volun- 
teers not required; thereby saving a large sum to 
our Treasury, to be disposed of as Congress in 
ia wisdom might hereafter direct. [t was no part 
of our poney to provoke a war cither with the 
Indians or with any other Power; and it was our 
bounden duty to avail ourselves of all proper 
mrans for its prevention. 

It has been urged as an objection to this section, 
that neither the President nor the Secretary of 
War had recommended such a force as it pro- 
pose to raise. To undeceive those who might 
lave supposed that the subject had not been 
brought to the notice of the head of the Depart- 
ment of War, he had to observe, that while the 
subject of the defense of the western frontier was 
under consideration in the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs, the chairman of that committee [Mr. 
Joussoy] called upon the Secretary of War for 
his views in regard to the best method that could 
be adopted for the protection of the frontier ex- 
posed to the hostile incursions of the Indians, 
and received, in reply, the copy of a letter ad- 
dressed by the Secretary to the Hon. Tuomas 
H. Beton, of the Senate, wherein he says, as 
follows: + 

“T submit herewith a report from the Quartennaster 
General, contaimng some valuable suggestions made by 
that exportence officer, which I cannot but recommend to 
your consideration.” 

In the report thus referred to as having been 
made by the gallant General Jesup, Mr. W. 
found (he said) the following judicious remarks: 

“ Five thousand men, of whom fifteen hundred shou!d be 
moewnied, are necessary for the detense of this line, and it 
cannot safety be trusted to less. Lt will, therefore, be readily 
perceived that, in the views I have taken, I have had no 
reference to the existing military establishments ; for expe- 
rience has shown that it is entirely madequate to the de- 
fense of the country. We have neither artillery sufficient 
for the forts on the sea-board, nor infantry and cavalry 
sufficient fur the interiog frontier. If the companies were 
placed on a war establishment, and provision made to arm 
one of the regiments of infantry with Hall's rifles, and 
mount it when the service should require it, complete pro- 
tection might be afforded to the whole country. The ex- 
pense may perhaps be objected to, but I have yet to learn 
that the blood of American citizens is to be estimated by 
dollars and cents; and if it were, that system which is 
most efficient witi be found the cheapest in the end.” 


Mr. W. was gratified (he said) to find himself 
sustained in the views he had taken in regard to 
the expediency of organizing another regiment 
of dragoons, as also in regard to the efficiency of 
such a corps for this service, by the opinion of so 
experienced and able an officer as General Jesup. 
Nevertheless, he would take this occasion to say 
that he would give his vote for the proposition 
were he not supported in it, for it should be re- 
membered that we were now legislating for a 
district of country much exposed to the hostil- 
ities of a savage foe, and presenting a frontier in 
Missouri, Arkansas, and Louisiana, of upwards 
of eight hundred miles, which could not, in his 
judgment, be safely left to the protection of in- 
fantry only. Besides this consideration, we had 


been called upon by the Representatives of Mis- |. 
souri and Louisiana, and the Delegates of Ark- 


ansas and Florida, to adopt this measure; and 


we were assured by them, in the strongest lan- , 
guage, that without such an addition to our peace | 
establishment their constituents will not consider | 


themselves secure in their persons and property, 
both of which this Government was bound, on 
every principle, to protect. In respect to the ex- 
pediency of this measure, it was a sufficient con- 
sideration with him that our fellow-citizens who 
were more immediately interested in its adoption 
considered it necessary for their protection. 

The honorable gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. 
Hawes] was desirous of knowing whether the 
Committee on Military Affairs, of which he 


li 


In reply, he had to say that the expediency of 
raising this additional corps was discussed in the 
committee, and, after much deliberation, it was 
true that the committee rejected it by one vote 
onty; but whether all the members of the com- 
mittee were present at the time, he was not now 
prepared to state. Perhaps it was proper for him 
to observe that he was one of the number who 
were in favor of the measure at that time. He 
was then influenced in some measure by the cir- 
cumstances that, at the early period of the session, 
when the bill regulating the pay of the militia to 
be called into service in Florida was under conside. 
ation, the honorable gentleman from that Territory 


[Mr. Wurrr] offered an amendment to that bill ` 


providing for an additional regiment, which was 
supported in the House by the mover, and by the 
gentleman from Georgia, [Mr. Grascock,] and 


others, and seemed to meet the approbation ofa 


decided majority of the House. That amendment 
was, however, withdrawn at the instance of the 
honorable chairman of the Committee of Ways 
aud Means, with the understanding that the prop- 
osition would be renewed ina separate bill, or 
as an amendment to some other bill. Mr. W. 
regretted (he said) that the honorable gentleman 
from Kentucky [Mr. Hawes] had moved to re- 
strict the appointment of graduates of the Mil- 
itary Academy at West Point, as officers of this 
regiment, with the declaration that, without this 
amendment he would feel himself bound to vote 
against the bill, It wasa restriction which ap- 
pred to him (Mr. W.) as wholly uncalled for. 

he gentleman apprehended that the application 
of the citizens of the West, who were the best 
qualified for the service, would be rejected, and 
the graduates of the Military Academy preferred 
to them. But there was no ground for any such 
apprehension. The West had its full share of 
officers of the Army; and he would remind the 
gentleman that the regiment of dragoons, now in 
the service, was composed chiefly of officers from 
that section of country, with the gallant and dis- 
tinguished Colonel Dodge at their head. Did not 
the gentleman consider, also, that if any of the 
graduates at West Point should be appointed to 
this corps, they are the sons of our own citizens, 
and are selected from every part of the country, 
in numbers proportioned to the representation on 
this floor, and that, too, from all classes of our 
fellow-citizens, whether they happen to be poor 
orrich? If there were any appointments to the 
dragoon regiment now in service from the grad- 
uates of that valuable and much-abused institu- 
tion, they were selected as the most deserving and 
talented young men in our Army; and selected 
from a class of officers who, in point of correct 


deportment and scientific acquirements in their | 


profession, would bear a favorable comparison 
with any class of officers in this or any other coun- 
try. Moreover, he would ask whether it was not 
good policy to place young officers of promise and 
talent in this service, that they might, after due ex- 
periencc, become eminently fitted for it. Should 


it be the wish of the gentleman, or the pleasure of ; 


the House, to adopt this amendment, he should 
not, so faras regarded himself, complain of it, but 
still he must say that he could see no reason for 
its adoption. The appointing power was left by 
the bill with our distinguished Chief Magistrate, 
and he had no apprehension but that a judicious 
and proper selection of officers would be made. 
He earnestly hoped that the section under consid- 


eration would be retained, whether the amend- 
ment offered by the gentleman from Kentucky , 


should be adopted or rejected. 


SERVICES OF VOLUNTEERS. 


DEBATE IN THE SENATE, 
Wepnespay, May 4, 1836. 


Mr. BENTON, from the Committee on Mili- | 


j! the President of the United States to accept the | 


services of volunteers for the defense of the fron- 
ticrs, and moved that the Senate proceed to the 


(Mr. W.) had the honor to be a member, have |! consideration of that bill. 


i 

| Mr. EWING, of Ohio, hoped the amendments 
would be allowed to take the usual course, and 

; lie for consideration; and that the land bill, which 

. was the order for yesterday, would now be taken 

i up and disposed of before any other subject 

. Should be taken up. 

_ Mr. LINN said that, so far as he was con- 
cerned, no obstacle should be thrown in the way 
of the final action of the Senate on the land bill. 
In some remarks made by him some days since, 
when a motion was made to adjourn over from 
Friday to Tuesday, he had said that he could not 
vote for such an adjournment, knowing as he did 
the exposed state of the western frontier, and of 
the imminent danger that an Indian war would 
break out, and that he was anxious that business 

, Should progress rapidly with a view to reach the 

, bill to increase the Army of the United States, 

| which was of the utmost importance to the State 

` he had the honor to represent. But as it was his 
intention to redeem every pledge made by him, 
expressed or implied, in this House or out of it, 
he would not impede in any way the decision on 
the land bill. Some observations have been made 
as to the great necessity of finally disposing of 
that bill, and the implied pledge to take it up 
to-day. He must be permitted to say, he saw no 
imperative reason for pushing it, to the delay of 
a measure providing for the protection of our 
citizens from Indian barbaritics. He hoped gen- 
tlemen would consider the lives of our citizens of 
more value than the division of the surplus money. 
He could consider nothing more worthy their im- 
mediate attention than the protection of our fron- 
tiers, threatened, as they now had good reason 
to apprehend, with the greatest of dangers, and 
particularly as that frontier had been placed in its 
present critical attitude by the action of the Gov- 
ernment in throwing large masses of Indians on 
them contrary to the wishes of the frontier States, 
and in defiance of the solemn protest of one of 
them. He asked the Senate to look at that fron- 
tier from North to South, and they would see a 
vast column of Indians, the base of which rested 
on Texas, now fighting for independence, and 
against which province the Mexicans were waging 
a war of extermination and perfidy. No Senator 
can turn his eyes from this examination without 
being convinced that a train of the most inflam- 
mable materials is laid around our borders, ready 
at any moment to have a spark applied and light 
‚up the flame of war—of an Indian war, of all 
others the most appalling. There was a moral 
obligation igoa on the Government of not 
only effectually protecting this frontier, but to 
preserve its tranquillity, which could not, under 
any circumstances, be got over. He was under 

a sort of pledge not to oppose a speedy decision 

of the land bill, but he hoped gentlemen would 

not consider it of as much importance as the 
measure now pressed on the consideration of the 

Senate by his honorable collecgue. 

Mr. PRESTON stated that the amendments 
proposed the addition of a regiment of dragoons 
and also a considerable augmentation of the 
' Army. It was suggested that strange occur- 
: rences had taken place on our frontier; that an 
‘army, flushed with conquest and rendered furious 
from the taste of blood, was rapidly approaching 
our frontier. Rumors of this Eini were well 
calculated to produce a certain degree of anxiety 
in the bosoms of American citizens. His own 
| imagination had been startled—his feelings deeply 
‘ pained; he had been sensible even of something 
: of indignation at the rumors of outrages, appall- 
ing to humanity, which had reached him. His 
i| feelings had been roused; our countrymen, our 
friends, our relatives, massacred in cold blood, 
and, as report says, in violation of every sort of 
pledge; massacred after surrendering to a power- 
ful force, acting under an able militar com- 
mander. But the rumors went stillfurther. It 
was said that there had been negotiations with 
the Indians on the frontier, for the purpose of 
enlisting their hostilities against our citizens. 
True, there was no other foundation for these 
statements but these rumors, and these rumors 
were in themselves contradictory: Gentlemen 
who are well versed in the geography of the coun- 
|| try, had been unable to trace the operations on the 
i map. The whole was a mass of great confusion. 
We are al! possessed with some vague ideas that 
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something horrible has happened. In this state 
of things, perplexed by vague ard general ru- 
mors, we are presented with a case of possible 
necessity, to urve us to hasten a measure, In ref- 
erence to which it seems to be particularly desir- 
able that the Senate should have the most exact 
information on the subject. There may be gen- 
tlemen who had better information than he had, 
and, if so, they should come forward and com- 
municate H. 

Rumor says, that a distinguished officer—a 
major general in the American Army—on the 
frontier has made a call on the Executive of three 
States for a force of militia, and that the militia, 
to the number of seven thousand, have been em- 
bodied. It is supposed thata still stronger meas- 
ure will become necessary, and that the Execu- 
tive arm will have to be extended before a more 
tranquil state of things can be produced. He 
was as willing as his friend [Mr. Lryy] to protect 
the frontier. He was as ready to go as far when- 
ever the exigencies of circumstances should re- 
quire it; but he hoped that gentlemen would not 
suffer their feelings to be excited and urged be- 
yond what the law of nations would justify. He 
hoped that gentlemen would concur with him in 
opinion that they did not come here to indulge 
private and personal feelings, but to shape their 
course so as to insure the greatest advantages to 
those whom they represented. He could not sit 
down without saying that his feelings had been 
pained; and he would repeat that he was ready 
to go as far as his friend from Missouri to pro- 
tect the frontier, and, in all circumstances, to go 
as far as he would in doing that which was right. 
He hoped that some gentleman would take the 
necessary steps to obtain the information so much 
desired on the subject. Asa member of the Mil- 


itary Committee, he would be glad that all possi- ., 


ble information should be before the Senate, and 
that the measure snould not be pressed until that 
information should be obtained. He did not come 
into the Senate to-day prepared to go into this 
question. He should be ready at any time to 
go into the consideration of the subject, but he 
thought the best course now was to dispose of 
T land bill, and afterwards to consider this 

ill. ' 

Mr. CLAY said, the proposition, if he under- 
stood it, was to take up a military bill from the 
House, passed this morning, providing for an 
increase of the Army, and authorizing the calling 
out of ten thousand volunteers. Every Senator 
here was undoubtedly as willing as the gentle- 
man from South Carolina, to do whatever the 
honor, interest, and tranquillity of the country 
required to be done. But he must see a very 
different state of things from any that had as yet 

resented itself, before he should be willing to 
interrupt the pacific relations of the Government, 
and precipitating it into a war with Mexico. If 
there was a cause, a just and righteous cause for 
such a step, he trusted we should act promptly 
and manfully; but, as yet, we had but rumors of 
the inhuman scenes which were said to have been 
enacted 


ities with any foreign Power. 

It was not yet the proper time to go into the 
consideration of this subject. It should be taken 
up deliberately, and with all the information that 
could possibly be obtained. It was proposed to 
augment the military force of the country; and 
it was proper to consider by how large a num- 
ber of men, and of officers capable of command- 
ing them. Perhaps an increase of both was 
necessary; but without a great and controlling 
necessity, there should be an increase of neither. 


He came into the Senate this morning under | 
_the full expectation that a final disposition would : 
be made of the land bill before proceeding to the | 


consideration of any other subject. There was 
time enough to look into this measure. 
was no particular urgency for considering it at 


this momert. He had been told that we had lately 


at Tampa bay seven thousand men, engaged in a ; 


contest with six or seven hundred miserable In- 
dians; these we had neither conquered nor found; 
and unless we could show a somewhat better 
capacity for war, we had better refrain from en- 
gaging in one. 

_ If Santa Anna should commence hostilities 


As yet, so far as respected this coun- | 
try, there was no ground for engaging in hostil- | 


There : 


‘had as yet shown no such intention—what was - 
to prevent our transporting this force from Tampa - 
bay to the Sabine, to prevent any violation of 
neutrality and of existing treaties in that quarter? 
But unless there was an actual or threatened in- 
vasion we were not called upon for any active 
measures, At any rate, we wanted information. 
Has no communication been made to our Gov- 
ernment from that of Mexico?—no assurances 
been given that existing treaties would be re- 
spected? Ifso,let us have them. A call, in his 
opinion, could not fail to bring us such facts as 
would, in a great measure, quiet the public appre- 
g@ension. He had risen, however, for the sole 
purpose of saying, that, when a final vote was 
expected on the land bill to-day, he was unwill- 

‘ing to have that measure put aside, as it had been 
repeatedly, and that, too, in a very unusual and 
unparliamentary manner. He hoped the Senate 
would proceed to its consideration. 

Mr. BEYTON, in support of his motion to 
take up the act from the House of Representa- 
tives for increasing the military force, deprecated 

` the effect which the land distribution bill had upon 

the public business. It was a bill which met 
everything, opposed everything, and defeated 
many things. It was the pestilence of legislation. 

It was found in conflict with every bill that pro- 

posed to appropriate a dollar for the service of 

the country, and every bill must give way before 

it. . The Cumberland road bill was the first sacri- , 

fice; and after seeing the fate of that bill nothing ' 

could be wondered at. That road for every bene- 
ficial purpose was now stopped; for who cared 
about grading a road between the Wabash and | 
the Mississippi, where there was not a solitary 
hill to be crossed? The solid construction of the 
road is negatived; the appropriation for the pres- | 
ent year is cut down; months were consumed in 

| opposing it; and half the. season for doing work 

‘is now gone by. This road, the oldest and most 
cherished work of the Government, was putdown; 
it was the first sacrifice to the devouring spirit of 
the distribution bill, and the forerunner to the 
fate of others. He repeated, this bill was the 
pestilence of legislation. It was to the business 
of the Senate, what the curse of the frogs was in 
Egypt; it is in the way of everything; it is found 
everywhere, like those pestilential frogs which 
incumbered and defiled the whole houschold, 
tables, beds, kneading-troughs and all. The for- 
tification bill had to yield to it; the Army bill may 

‘now share the same fate. And if this be the 

' effect at the outset, what is to be the effect in the 

end? If this insatiate spirit of distribution can 

| postpone, set aside, and defeat the bills for the 
| defense of the country and the support of the 

Government while yet in its infancy, what will 

it not do in its manhood? It will take all to itself; 

it will reduce the General Government to its con- 
dition during the Confederation; it will reduce it, 


untary leavings of the States. They will be 
served first, and what is left may go to the Gen- 
eral Government; and from the manner in which 
this spirit cuts and carves for itself now, it may ! 
{| well be seen that nothing will be left for the Fed- | 
|| eral Government. It may be in vain that some | 
members may wish to vote first for the Federal | 
Government; the distributees will be served first, | 
and instructions from home will overrule wishes | 
here. Members of Congress will be instructed; | 
if States once begin to receive dividends from the 
Federal Treasury, they will be instructed to sup- 
ply the States first, and to take the lion’s share | 
for their State governments. | 
We have been told of an arrangement (said | 
Mr. B.) by virtue of which this distribution bill | 
was to take précedence over all business until it | 
was finished. He (Mr. B.) was privy to no such 
arrangement. He had, in the face of the Senate, | 
refused to enter into any such arrangement, and | 
had declared himself ready to sit all night. But 
why mention arrangements, since the time that 


nominations had been annulled by the votes of 
those who had been brought up, not to vote upon ; 
nominations, as agreed upon, but to vote against 
going into Executive business at all? 

Mr. B. repelled the idea thrown out by the Sen- 
ator from Kentucky, [Mr. Cuay,] that this bill 


the formal agreement to act upon the Executive | 


for raising volunteers and increasing the Army 
was a war measure against Mexico. So far from 
it, that Mexico was not even thought of when it 
originated. It originated three months ago, on 


‘motions from Senators on this floor, his col- 


league, (Mr. Linn,] and a Senator from Indiana, 
(Mr. Tipron,] calling on the Executive Govern- 
ment for plans for an increase of the military 
force; calls which were answered two months 
ago, and a bill reported six wecks ago. Far from 
looking to Mexico, it did not even look to the 
Texan frontier. It was nota measure of south- 
western, but of northwestern origin, called for 
by the state of things on the western and north- 
western frontier, and wholly independent of 
events in Texas. These events might well be 
quoted to accelerate the progress of the bill, but 
not to account for its origin or to determine its 
fate. Above all, the bill was not to be prejudiced 
by an assumption or representation that it was a 
preparation for a Mexican war, 

Mr. B. thought it right to notice the contempt- 
uous terms in which the war, and the conduct of 
the war in Florida, had been mentioned by the 
Senator from Kentucky, [Mr. Cray.] It was 
called a miscrable war, miserably conducted. It 
was due to the hundred and twelve brave men 


| under Major Dade, who fell on the ground on 


| 
| 


which they stood, who died in their tracks, no 
officer quitting his soldicrs, no soldier quitting his 
officer, and whose unburied bodies remained a 
prey to the wolves and vultures—it was due to 
their memory to speak respectfully of them in 
this Chamber. It was due to the New Orleans 
regiment, and their accomplished commander, 
Colonel Smith, who had volunteered for a distant. 
and arduous service, not to undervalue or dis- 
parage their exertions. No body of men could 
show more zeal, con8tancy, and cheerfulness 
under the most trying circumstances. Leaving a 
luxurious city, they had gone to encounter dan- 
ger, to endure privations, to suffer want, to feed 
on food not fit for man, and to volunteer for new 
toils and dangers as fast as the fatigues of the 
first were over. Courage was their birthright 
and inheritance, and bravery they were expected 
to show; but this steadiness, perseverance, zeal, 
and cheerfulness, underevery extremity of hunger 
and suffering, was a new trait in the volunteers 
of a great city, accustomed to every luxury and 
to every delicacy of the South, and entitled them 
to more honor than victories alone could confer. 
Besides these, many were the brave and devoted 
acts which did honor to ourarms in this war, and 
which should exempt our arms from contempt- 
uous allusion on this floor. Officers were there, 
whose reputation formed a part of the riches of 
their country,and the difficulties of their position 
should be considered. ‘They were on a theater, 


. where the unseen enemy could deliver a deadly 


if not to the voluntary contributions, to the vol- | 


fire and elude pursuit. It was a case in which 
the difficulty was, not to conquer, but to catch. 
Mr. B. had been drawn from his immediate 


` subject to speak of events in Florida, because he 


felt it to be wrong to permit unjust aspersions 
upon those there to go out from this Chamber, 
and because his position as chairman of the Mil- 
itary Committee, and his connection with the 


ii debate, made it proper for him to say a word in 


their vindication. He returned to his own bill, 
and to the reasons which required him to press 
its adoption. It was not a measure against 
Mexico. It was no preparation for war with 
Mexico. It was simply a measure of defense 
originating before the invasion of Texas, and 
rendered necessary by the act of the Government 
in accumulating an Indian population of two hun- 
dred and fifty thousand souls, yielding a force 
of fifty thousand warriors, within striking dis- 
tance of the western and northwestern frontiers, 
| and which frontiers were now naked and defense- 
| less. Still the state of things on the Texas fron- 
tier was not to be disregarded. The position of 
General Gaines, the possible contingencies in the 
excitement of the Indians, the scenes which 
might occur on our line, were all to be considered, 


‘and his imagination could conceive of cases in 


which the heart alone should be obeyed—in 
which there should be no head to think—nothing 
but a heart to feel and an arm to strike. It was 


the case of women and children pursued by a 


| brutal and rufian soldiery. 


APP 
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Services of Volunteers—Mr. Porter, Mr. Preston, Mr. Benton. 


SENATE. 


Mr. B. said the Flor 
southwestern frontier is exposed to the contagion | 
of hostilities; the whole West and Northwest is 
open to savage incursion; troops are called for by 
a general in the field, the public mind is anxious, 
uneasy, excited everywhere. Yet what is the 
scene inthe Senate? Whatoceupies our thoughts 
in this Chamber? The surplus, the surplus, the 
surplus! Distribution of money, division of the 
spoil, is the absorbing and engrossing subject; 
and until that is disposed of, our suttering country 
calls in vain for help. He had read of such things 
in history, but never expected to witness them. 
He had read of parties in some free States con- 
tending for preeminence and for spoil, while the 
enemy were thundering at the gates, but he had 
notexpected to see the American Senate engrossed 
with the bill for the division of money, while all 
the bills for the defense of the country were 
pushed aside, and the Governors of States ap- 
pealed to for the forces which it was the duty of 
Congress to grant. His motion was to test this 
spirit—to see which was to have preference, the 
defense of the country or the division of money; 
and for that purpose he asked for the yeas and 
nays on his motion. 

_Mr. PORTER said he regretted extremely this 
discussion, as hours, nay minutes, had become 
precious, if we hoped to go through the great 
mass of business which had been prepared for 
the action of Congress. There had beenas much 
debate on the precedence bills were entitled to, 
as was sufficient to pass one of them or reject it. 
He hoped we would continue to act on the bill 
which was made the special order of the day 
until it was finally disposed of. That now pro- 
posed by the Senator fons Missouri had his ap- 
probation, and without pledging himself to all its 
details, he believed it would have his vote. Being 
friendly to it, he thought it was injuring its chance 
of adoption te press it on for discussion and de- 
cision without atfording time for a proper exam- 
ination of its provisions. That proper examina- 
tion need net be a long one. 

Mr. P. said he was compelled to dissent from 
what had fallen from the honorable Senator from 
Kentucky in relation to our military force. He 
thought 1t ought to be augmented. Its numbers 
were not greater now than they were ten years 
ago, and since that time our population hafvastly 
increased; our frontier had been extended in the 
same space of time ina still greater proportion, 
and was necessarily weakened as it was enlarged. 
Another circumstance called for an augmentation 
of our Army. Within a very few years (under 
a policy which Mr. P. said he should ever de- 
plore) an immense body of Indians had been 
removed from the east side of the Mississippi, 
and thrown on the frontiers of Louisiana, Ark- | 
ansas, and Missouri. In their original location 
they were circled on every side by a white popu- | 
lation, which insured their good conduct, and | 
restrained their propensity to war. They were | 
now placed on an extended frontier, thinly set- ` 
tled, where—from causcs he should not enlarge | 
on because they were obvious—a military force 
was indispensable to give security to our borders. 
Not less, he believed, than two hundred and fifty 
thousand Indians were now located between the 
west of the Mississippi and the Rocky Mount- 
ains, who, from ignorance and the influence of 
passions whieh constantly agitate man in a savage 
state, were liable to be excited to hostilities, ruin- 
ous to themsclves in the end, but destructive to! 
the borders exposed to their first outbreak. Tt, 
was humanity, therefore, as well as true economy, 
to place a force on our frontiers which would hold ` 
them in cheek, and be ready to crush their first 
movements. 


There was another element to be taken into the |, 


estimate we should make of the proposed meas- ' 


ida war now rages; the i hot in their 


i 


the Mexican troops would cross the Sabine and 
violate our territory. If Santa Anna had the 
wisdom and ability which his friends long since, 
and his enemies lately, gave him credit for, he 
would cautiously abstain from any such step. 
His true interests prompted him to respect our 
neutrality. He (Mr. P.) believed he would be 
governed by those interests. But while he be- 
lieved it, it was impossible to shut our eyes to 
the danger of collision between the troops of the 
United States now on the Sabine and those of 
Mexico. The people of this country had become 
painfully excited by the intelligence which had 
reached them of the war of extermination carried 
on in Texas. That excitement had been com- 


pursuit. He did not believe that | 


municated to our troops; it required only a spark ` 


to put the combustible materials now on our 
frontier in a flame, and he was afraid it would 
soon be furnished. 

It had been said that our officers there should 
have been hearts and arms, but no heads; that 
is, that they should yield themselves up to the 
influence of their feelings, however their judg- 
ment might reprove the measures those feelings 


: prompted them to. He had a better hope of their 


wisdom and prudence. A heavy responsibility 


|| But giving to these feelings their full scope, he 
i! could not sce in this and other inhuman acts cause 
for war by the United States against Mexico. We 
should never bean hour at peace if we set out on 
a crusade to punish all the cruel deeds which 
were committed in the world. Their proximity 
to us, and their being inflicted on men of kindred 
blood, could not change or enlarge our obliga- 
tions. In abandoning their own country, and 
becoming citizens of another, they had ‘placed 
themselves in relation to that left as strangers, so 
far as claims for national interference were con- 
cerned. We had no more right to make war 
because they had been unjustly treated by the 
Power to which they had attached themselves, 
than we had to intermeddle in the contests be- 
tween the natives of the old States of Mexico. 
Our unfortunate countrymen who settle in that 
portion of Mexico which is now the theater of 
war knew well what kind of people they were 
going among. In all periods of history, the 
Spanish race have been distinguished for cruelty 
in their civil wars; extending no quarter, and 


i : 
1 


| Sparing neither sex nor age. The scenes now 


rested on them. If, under the influence of pas- | 


sion, they involved the nation in war, they would 


have a severe account to render for their actions; | 


and more especially if, at this moment, when the 
forces stationed on the frontiers of the State of 
Louisiana might be inadequate to its defense, 
they should, in their sympathy for Texas, draw 
the war into that State, he knew of no terms of 
reprehension too strong for such conduct. With 
all possible consideration for the inhabitants of 
Texas, and deep and sincere regret for the con- 
dition to which they were reduced, he could not 


' help thinking that the citizens of Louisiana, who 


urc, which had been glanced at in the debate, |: 


and which could not properly be disregarded. 
He alluded to the events daily transpiring on the 


telligence received fron, that quarter, it appeared ' 
that the war which had for some time raged in 
one of the Mexican provinces was about to he ; 
brought close to ourselves. The inhabitants of ' 


Texas were flying from their country and taking | 


refuge within the State of Louisiana, and their 


had remained within their country, had the first 
claim onthe attention and protection of the Federal 
Government and the Federal Army. He hoped 
and believed this view of the mattcr was taken 
by the President, however it might be disregarded 
elsewhere; and that orders had been sent to the 
commanding officers not to compromit the safety 
of the State he had the honor in part to represent. 


But apart from all the considerations of pru- ' 
dence and safety, there were the higher ones of , 
justice, which forbid our intermeddling in this 


contest. We were acting under the eye of the 
civilized world. Ithad heretofore been our boast 
and our pride that we faithfully maintained all 
our treaties, in letter and in spirit. He trusted 
that under no impulses, however praiseworthy, 
would we leave the vantage ground we had so 
long and so honorably occupied, and expose our- 
selves to the imputation of considering compacts 
binding only so long as it suited our convenience 
and our interest. We were the oldest independ- 


ent nation on the American continent; we were | 


the strongest, too. It behooved us to aspire after 
the truest glory which a nation can acquire; to 
exhibit the example of power restrained by jus- 


tice, and ambition directed, not to subjugate our | 


neighbors, but to improve and elevate them. 


He believed these sentiments were those of the | 
large mass of the American people, but there was ` 


danger that they might be forgotten under the 
excitement of generous feelings. He respected 
these feelings; he shared in them; but he felt it 


to be his duty, in the place he occupied, to sub- | 
mit them to the control of his reason and his ' 
judgment, and if possible to inducc others to do ; 


the same. No one had heard with deeper regret 
than himself the intelligence of the dreadful mas- 
sacres which had taken place in Texas. It was 
possible the statements were exaggerated. E 
hoped they were so. Butif true, they were dis- 
graceful to the perpetrators. The people of 
Texas, whether right or wrong in their attempt 


,. at independence, had done nothing to place them 
l the ` out of the pale of civilization; and if it were true 
western boundary of Louisiana. By the last in- 


that a body of them, after capitulation as prison- 
ers of war, had been basely shot in cold blood, 


© their murderers should be held up to the common 
; execration of mankind. 


He (Mr. P.) would 
rather have been one of the gallant though mis- 
guided men who perished on that occasion, than 


. the ruthless despot by whose orders they were 
eacmies, flushed with victory, were close and i 


assassinated. 


He | 


daily enacted in old Spain, of which accounts 
reach us every day, exhibit the same brutal fero- 
city and disregard ofall the claims of humanity as 
those lately perpetrated by their descendants in 
Texas. Those which took place in South Amer- 
ica some years since, were, if possible, more 
frightful and revolting to humanity. Wedid not 
then throw ourselves into the conflict, and he 
trusted we would not now. A war for revenge 
he deprecated, as he did one for conquest. He 
saw as yet no just cause for expending our blood 
and our treasure, and he hoped that all who had 
a voice in the councils of the nation would aid in 
preserving our neutrality. 

Mr. PRESTON said he was misapprehended 
if it was supposed he wished to press the con- 
sideration of this matter now. He wished merely 
to draw the attention of the Senate to it, and he 
had succeeded in so doing. The final action upon 
it might easily be deferred for a day or two. We 
had rumors, to be sure, but he saw nothing in 
them to justify any act of extraordinary vigilance. 
on our part. We need not operate defensively 
or on the offensive at present. Santa Anna had 
done enough to curdle our blood and shock our 
sensibilities, but not enough to justify any war- 
like preparation. He would wish to know, how- 
ever, why General Gaines had made this requi- 
sition for more men. It had been stated that the 
Government were in possession of all the facts, 
but he could not think so. He does not intend to 
rush down at once upon the Mexican leader, 
considering him a monster out of the pale of 
humanity. Such could not be his intention. Was 
there not something else? Had not a communi- 
cation from Santa Anna to the Camanche Indians 
been intercepted? . If so, the President is in pos- 
session of the fact. 

We cannot interfere in Texas; it is beyond our 
reach, But if this ruthless desolator of that prov- 

„ince has instigated the Indians to cross the fron- 
tier and descend upon our settlements, we should 
hold him responsible for every drop of blood 
that may be shed. If such a movement is con- 
templated—if it is taking place—then, after the 
necessary information, let the Senate act. He 
agreed with the Senator from Louisiina, that an 
increase of our military was necessary. 

Mr. BENTON felt himgclf called upon to take 
the floor again, and to protest against the erro- 
neous character which gentlemen were attributing 
to this bill. There seemed to be a design to get 
up a new panic,a war panic, and having lost the 
plaice of the French war panic, to try and get 
up a Mexican war panic. We could hear of 

nothing but of the dangers of war, and the duties 

' of neutrality; as if this bill was to make war and 

l to violate neutrality. People at a distance might 

' be excited byhis new panic, as they had been 

by so many former ones; for it seemed that panic 
tactics was the standing order of the day now, 
and that all attempts to influence the public mind 
were to be directed, not to the understandings, 

i but to the terrors of the people. Persons at a 

. distanée may be excited by this fresh ghost of a 

panic; but every person here knew, and the bills 

i and reports upon the tables showed the fact, that 

| this plan for increasing the Army grew out of the 
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state of our own affairs; that it was a north- 
western and not a southwestern measure; and 
that it was begun before General Gaines had gone 
to the Texas frontier, and before Santa Anna 
had left the capital of Montezuma. All this was 
known here; still people at a distance might be 
induced to believe that the proposed increase of 
the Army was to cover a premeditated design to 
make war upon Mexico and to violate the laws 
of neutrality. This they might be made to be- 
lieve, and thereby be excited against the Admin- 
istration; but it should not be so without being 
told better. They should know that the two 
hundred and fifty thousand Indians accumulated 
upon the western and northwestern frontier, was 
the origin of this movement, and the Texan diffi- 
culties nothing but an incident. 

General Gaines’s letter, calling on the Govern- 
ors of States for volunteers, was only published 


j of a pernicious deception, in being told that there | 
| were more than thirty millions which could not | 
` be expended, and therefore must be divided. And ;\' 
this was the secret (Mr. B. said) of the extraor- | 
dinary process of passing the distribution bill 
first; it could not be passed if it waited till the 
appropriations were made; for then it would be 
seen that the inexhaustible surplus was all gone. 
Mr. BUCHANAN wished to say a very few 
words on this question. He had no doubt but | 
that the Government of the United States, in re- ` 
gard to Mexico, had pursued, and would pursue, 
the course which had been sanctioned by all its 
experience in relation to questions of this kind. | 
One principle had been established in the political ; 
history of the country; had grown with its growth |. 
and strengthened with its strength; and without 
knowing what the President had done or would 
do in this matter, he had no doubt but he would 


| become acquainted with the character of t 
amendments, 

Mr. LUNN said that gentlemen were much 
mistaken in supposing that this proposition to in- 
crease the Army grew out of a desire to increase 
unnecessarily the expenditures of the Govern- 
ment, or out of the state of affairs in Texas, or 
with a view toa war with Mexico. Itwasacalm, 
deliberate proposition of his own, resulting from 
his knowledge of Indian character, and the dan- 
gers to which his constituents were exposed, 
He had consulted the Secretary of War, and 
many of his friends on this subject, and on the 
2d of February he introduced the following reso- 
lutions: 

“1, Resolved, That the Secretary at War inform the 
Senate what number of Indians now occupy the trontier 
on the southwest, west, north, and the northeast of the 


United States, and what number it is probable will be trans- 
| ferred from the States and Territories to the frontiers of the 


he 


in this city on yesterday; the bill which he moved 
to take up was reported six weeks ago, and ori- 

inated under a resolution adopted on the 2d of 

ebruary. This statement should satisfy every- 
body—should dispel the panic attempted to be 
got up—and show that the defense of our borders 
and the preservation of our neutrality were the 
sole objects in view. ‘General Gaines has reason 
to believe that our Indians have been tampered 
with; he communicates what he has heard to 
the Government here, and to the Governors of 
the neighboring States; and while these circum- 
stances justify him in calling for volunteers, yet 
if it all turns out to be unfounded, if Texas is 
pacified and Santa Anna returns, still we shall go 


strictly adhere to that established principle in our 
institutions, never to interfere with the internal 
policy or domestic concerns of foreign nations. 
‘The famous proclamation of neutrality of General . 
Washington first asserted that principle, and to | 
it our Government had always adhered. We 
consider (said Mr. B.) all nations ‘enemies in | 
war; and in peace, friends.” 

In regard to Mexico, he looked upon Santa 
Anna as a usurper. The federal constitution es- 
tablished for the Republic of Mexico, and which 
Texas, as a part of that Republic, had sworn to 
support, had been trampled on by him, and 
Texas, in his eyes and in the eyes of all man- 
kind, was justified in rebelling against him. 


United States. 

“2. Resolved, That the Secretary at War also inform 
the Senate whether, in his opinion, the present military 
force of the United States is sufficient to guard the fortiti- 
cations on the sea- board, and at the same time give protec- 
tion to the inhabitants residing in the States and ‘l'erritories 
bordering on the Indian frontier; if not, what force will, 
in his opinion, be necessary to such protection.” 


In reply to this call, the Secretary of War re- 
turned an interesting and elaborate reply, on the 
8th day of March. He was decidedly of the 
opinion that great danger existed from the In- 
dians to the frontier States, and that it was the 
duty of Congress to protect them against aggres- 
sions by having an adequate force stationed there, 


, Sufficient to look down opposition and prevent 


, Whether the Texans acted consistently with a 
, true policy at the time, in declaring their inde- 
: pendence, he should not discuss nor should he 
i decide; but, as a man and an American, he should 
` be rejoiced to see them successful in maintaining 
| their liberties, and he trusted in God they would 
i beso. He would, however, leave them to rely on 


on with our bill. We shall go on demanding an 
increased force upon our frontiers, and if we 
cannot get it from the General Government, the 
citizens will have to take measures to protect them- 
selves. Fifty thousand Indian warriors within 
striking distance of our frontiers cannot be an 
object of indifference or disregard to us. 


: bloodshed. He said he felt deeply for the Texans, 
, and great as the calamities of war were, he almost 
desired that Mexico would give us sufficientreason 
to embark in one; and he was not sure but they 
had placed themselves out of the pale of law by 
| the assassination of Colonel Fannin and his fol- 
: lowers. 


ere is another evil from this scheme of divid- 
ing surplus revenue. To save the money for dis- 
tribution, it is necessary to attack the objects to 
which it ought to be applied; and where the object 
cannot be attacked, to substitute an erroneous 
one for it. To save the surplus, then, for divis- | 
ion, is the cause of this attempt to raise a panic 
about the violation of neutrality and the invasion 
of Mexico. But the boasted surplus is itself an 
illusion, a mere temporary stoppage of money in 
the Treasury, which ought long since to have 
been in a course of expenditure. Almost every | 
branch of the public service was suffering for | 
want of money; many branches of the service 
were suspended entirely for want of money. The 
fortifications have been stopped for two seasons. 
The Mint is languishing for want of means to | 
perfect some machinery. The quartermaster’s | 
department—the most important branch of the | 
service at all times, and especially at this time, | 
when supplies should go to two frontiers—that | 
department is without a dollar. Clerks and sal- 
aried officers are borrowing money at usury to | 
support their families, because they cannot draw 
theirpay. More than that; workmen, day labor- 
ers in the service of the United States, are with 
out the means of going to market! He (Mr. B.) 
had been informed of laboring men, working for 
the United States, who had not had meat on their 
tables for three weeks. They could not draw 
their pay; and why not? Because politicians had 
taken it into their heads to make a surplus, and 
for that purpose had stopped all the appropria- 
tion bills, and dammed up the money in the 
Treasury, to make a tempting mass for distribu- 
tion, and dubbed it surplus, when the fact was, | 
it was no surplus, but a mere temporary accumu- | 


lation caused by the delay of the appropriation |, 


bills, and much of it long since due. 

The Holy Scriptures (Mr. B. said) contained 
a curse against those who did not pay the laborer 
his hire; and what are we to say of politicians 
who, to tempt the people with an illusory distri- 
bution, are stopping the action of the Govern- 
ment, preventing the laborer from being paid, and 
claiming for distribution what ought to be in a 
course of expenditure! When the appropriation 
billsare passed, and they cannot be delayed many | 
weeks longer, it will be seen that every dollar of |: 


i! that the God of battles would shield them with 


this boasted surplus will be wanted for the public |; 
séryicc, and that the pablic have been the dupe į 


ot, aie ery 


: dence in aman who had so little command of his 


their own bravery, with every hope and prayer 


His protection. 

If Santa Anna excited the Indians within our 
territory to deeds of massacre and blood; if he 
should excite a spirit among them which he can- 
not restrain; and if, in consequence, the blood of || 
our women and children on the frontiers shall :: 
flow, he undoubtedly ought to be held respon- `; 
sible. Mr. B. saw a strong necessity for sending 
a force to the frontiers, not only to restrain the 
natural disposition of the Indians to deeds of 
violence, but because they could place no confi- 


temper, who had shown socruel and sanguinary | 
a disposition as Santa Anna had. He was for |! 
having a force speedily sent to that frontier, and ` 
a force of mounted men or dragoons, as suggested 
by the Senator from Missouri, [Mr. Liyn,] but `! 
he was against interfering in the war now raging 
in Texas, unless an attack should be made on us. 
If it was left for him to decide which bill a 
preference should be given to by the Senate, he 
would first take up the bill providing for this ad- , 
ditional force for the protection of the frontiers; | 
but he had been instructed by an authority which | 
he was bound to respect and obey, and he must, | 
therefore, vote to take up the land bill. He should 
vote with the warmest friends of that bill in its 
favor till it was either carried through or defeated. 
To-day or to-morrow, the land bill would be i 
finally disposed of; it now stood in the way of |, 
everything else; and he would then be for pro- |i 
ceeding with the appropriation bills as rapidly as |! 
possible. He should have said nothing about 
instructions, had not this question of preference 
been brought up. After the decision of the land | 
bill, he should give his hearty support to carry | 
| 

l 


through the bills necessary for the defense of the 
country, with as much expedition as possible. 
Mr. CLAYTON stated that he should vote for 
the land bill in preference to this bill, because the |, 
former would have still to pass the other House, |: 
while the bill now asked to be considered had |} 
passed that House. As far as he had seen of |; 


į this bill, he was favorably disposed towards it. |; 


But he was desirous to have a day or two to con- | 
sider of the amendments. He did not wish it to | 
be said of him that he had thrown any difficulty , 
in the way of the public defense, and he only 


desired so much delay as would enable him to !- 


: fall to the ground. 


. tion is fully complied with. 


5 


The pee was then taken, and the motion 
of Mr. Benron was negatived. 


EXPURGATION OF THE JOURNAL. 


SPEECH OF HON. ISAAC HILL, 
OF NEW HAMPSHIRE, 
In THe Senare, May 27, 1836, 


i On the Expunging Resolutions sebmitted by Mr. BENTON 


on the 17th of March. 
Mr. HILL said: 


Mr. Presipent: The preamble and resolution 
of the Senator from Tennessee, [Mr. Wnite,] 
which have been introduced as a substitute, are of 


: that hermaphrodite character that pleases neither 


side, and, being abandoned on all hands, must 
They are only important so 
far as they countenance the principal argument 
that has been urged against expuncging the record; 
and it is remarkable that the burden of the song 


- has been, not that the condemnatory resolution 


was right, but that it was a violation of the Con- 
stitution to expunge what was clearly wrong 
from the Journal. ‘* Hach House shall keep a 


': Journal of its proceedings, and from time to time 
, publish the same.”’ 


Here is a positive act to be 
performed; and when the act is donc, the injunc- 
If it were intended 
to apply to all journals, as relating to this or that 
particular session of the Senate, the language 
would have been so definite as not to be mistaken, 
If it had been intended to keep and preserve the 
original manuscript Journal, language conveying 
that idea would have been used. The mandate 
of the Constitution has been fully complied with 
when the Journal has been kept a sufficient time 
to ‘‘ publish the same.” Copies are then multi- 
lied, so there can be no mistake as to what the 
ournal contained; and any subsequent vote of 
either House to expunge any particular part of 
any single copy of the Journal, is no more a viola- 
tion of the injunction to keep a Journal, than it 
is of that part of the Constitution which author- 
izes the people to elect members of the House of 
Representatives. 

The Senator from Virginia, [Mr. Leren,] pro- 
bably as an offset to the resolutions recently 
passed by the Legislature of his State, directing 
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Viru Cona....Ist Sess. 


the Senators from that State to present and vote 
for expunging the condemnatory resolution from 
the Journal a few days ago presented a memorial 
from John Timberlake, aud others of that Siate, 
nzalnst expunging. These memarialists consider 
the proposition to expunge to be ‘a plain and 
palpable violation of the Constitution,” and it is 
remarkable that they offer the following as the 
only reason against ns constitutionality: 


Sumee it to say, that to their humble understanding, 
‘ta Keep? as here used by the Constitution, means to pre- 
seres aid that the latter clause of the constitutional pro- 
vision, as previousty quoted, furnishes a key to the inter- 
peetahoa of that which precedes it, since it would be 
obviously impossible to publish the Journal trom tine to 
time, if such Journal had not been kept and preserved.’? 


Here is an admission that the Journal is to be 
reserved only for the purpose of being published. 
Vhat is the inference? Itean be no other than 

that when thus kept, the whole purpose of the 
Constitution has been complied with. I will 
hereatter make inquiry for what other purpose 
the Journal can be kept? In relation to the keep- 
ag of the Journal ot the House of Represent- 
auves for thirty-five years, | have received in- 
formation from the Clerk in the following letters: 


House or Representatives U. S., 
oT pril 6, 1835. 
Dear Str: In answer to the inquiry contained in your 
letter of this morning, [have to stare that the original rough 
manuscript Journal of the House of Representatives of the 
Umted States (those read on the mornings) lave not been 
preserved to a period anterior to the commencement of 
the first session, Eighteenth Congress, (1823 and 1824.) 
For vonr turther intormation, L enclose you a copy of a 
communication from Mr. Burch on the subject. 
With very great respect, Í am, sir, your obedient ser- 


vant, A 
W. S. FRANKLIN, 
Clerk House Representatives U. S. 
Hon. Isaac Hitt, United Siztes Senate. 


Orrice Horse or Representatives U. S., 
«April 6, 1836. 

T entered this office a youth, under John Beckley, who 
was the first Clerk of the House of Representatives under 
tne present Constitution of the United States, aud who 
died in the year 187. 

During the recess of Congress he put me at what was 
termed ‘recording the Journal” of the preceding session, 
which was to write it of from the printed copy into a large 
bound volume. F inquired of him why it was tirat it was 
copied, when there were so many printed copies? He 
answered, that the printed copies would probably, in time, 
disappear frum use, &c.; the large manuscript volume 
would not. 

The ~ rough Journal’? as it was then termed, and is still 
termed, b:nug the onginal rough draitread in the House on 
the moring after the day of which it narrates the proceed- 
ings, was not, and bad not from the beginning been pre- 
served. [inquired the reason, and was answered, that the 
printed copy was the official copy, as it was printed under 
the omicial order of the House; and as errors, which were 
sometimes discovered in the “rough Journal’? were cor- 
rected in the proofs of the printed copy, the printed copy 
was the most correct, and that, therefore, there Was no use 
jo lumbering th? office with the rough Journal’? after it 
bat been printed. 

Two of Mr. Beckley’s immediate successors in office, 
Mr. Magruder and Mr. Dougherty, viewed the matter as 
Mr. Beckley viewedit. I know the tact from having called 
Ureir attention to the subject. [often reflected upon the 
subject, and it appeared to me to be proper that the + rough 


a 


I 


Journal” should be preserved ; although E could not see any ; 


purpose whatever to be answered by doing so., I often con- 
versed with the clerks of the otee upon the subject, but 
as we were only subordinates the practice was not changed 
til first session of the Eighteenth Congress, (1623-24,) when 
U determined, without consulting my superior, that the 
© rough Journal’? should no longer be thrown away, but be 
preserved and bound in volumes; and it has been regu- 
larly preserved and bound since. 
With srect respect, Lam, sir, your obedient servant, 
S. BURCH. 


Colonel WALTER S. Frankui, Clerk House of Repre- 
sentatives United States. 


By these letters it appears that the original 
manuscript Journal, the Journal which is read in 


the morning of every day succeeding that of the | 


proceedings, was kept and preserved precisely long 


‘the refinement of sophistry, the world of argu- | 


enough to answer the purpose designated by the . 


memorial from Virginia. It was kept long enough 
to be published, when the original Journal was 
destroyed or laid aside, and a new manuscript 
copy was taken from the printed published Jour- 
nal. 
that cannot be gainsayed; facts which prove that 
even the destruction of the original manuscript 
Journal, after that Journal has been printed and 
published, was never dreamed to be a violation 
of that clause of the Constitution which requires 
each House of Congress to keep a Journal of its 


Here are facts in relation to the Journal . 


li 


| ness. 


Expurgation of the Journal—Mr. Hill. 


SENATE. 


proceedings. For the first thirty-five years, in 
construing the Constitution, plain common sense 
had not been driven from our legislative halls by 


ment had not then been turned upside down, in- 
genuity had not then contrived to turn a plain 
duty of the representative to obey his constitu- 
ents into a violation of his oath and his con- 
science. 

In the year 1893, the Senate of Massachusetts 
passed a resolution to expunge another resolution 
from their Journal, passed in 1813, which the 
public sentiment had condemned. A member of 
the Legislature of that State for the present year, 
informed me that he recently examined the man- 
uscript Journal, containing both the expunged 
and expunging resolutions. Both of them were 
passed by an exact vote of the two political par- 
ties. The old Federal party had the ascendency 
in the Massachusetts Senate in 1813, and the res- 
olution, that it was unbecoming a moral and 
religious people to rejoice in the success of our 
Army and Navy, was passed by the votes of that 
party alone; and in ten years atterwards, the first 
time the Democratic party had the full ascend- 
ency, that party voted to expunge the resolution 
from the Journal. The constitution of Massa- 
chusetts requires the keeping of a Journal, and 
directs that the yeas and nays of each branch of 
the Legislature shall be entered on that Journal; 
but it does not require that this Journal shall be 
published. In this it differs from the Constitu~ 
tion of the United States in relation to the Jour- 
nals of Congress; but the distinction makes alto- 
gether in favor of the doctrine of expunging. In 
the case of Massachusetts, the resolution was 
expunged, but the manuscript Journal (the only 
official copy in existence) was not touched. In 
our case, the condemnatory resolution may be 
expunged, and either the manuscript record may 
remain unmolested, or it may be ring-marked and 
crossed, or it may be entirely obliterated; and 
in neither case can it be considered a violation 


of the Constitution, because, from the time the | 
Journal has been kept long enough to be pub- ; 


lished, every printed copy of that Journal is an | 


official copy, so that no vote to expunge, nor even 


any act of defacing the manuscript Journal, can : 
militate with the mandate of the Constitution, . 


which requires each House of Congress ‘* to keep 
a Journal of its proceedings, and from time to 
time publish the same,” after the Journal shall 
have been kept a sufficient length of time to be 
published. 


Some thirteen years ago I first visited the city 


of Washington, during the sitting of Congress. 


The Supreme Court of the United States was at . 


the same time in session. A gentleman of the 
bar, now of the Senate, from Kentucky, [Mr. 
Cray,] was engaged before the court on one side 
of a case, and another gentleman from the same 
State, (Kentucky,) then and now amember of the 
House of Representatives, of somewhat rougher 
aspect, [Mr. Harpiy,] argued the case on the 
other side. I listened attentively to both. The 
rougher gentleman, in the course of his argu- 
ment, talked of the practice in Kentucky, and 


with great nonchalance informed the court how |. 


he gained an important land cause in that State. 
He created, he said, a false or feigned issue before 
the sitting of the court, and led the antagonist 
party to confine his attention exclusively to the 
taking of testimony in relation to that feigned 
issue. Keeping the real point a secret from the 


adverse party, he carried his case at the trial by | 


surprise. Marshall, and Bushrod Washington, 
then on the bench, smiled at the frank expression 
of the blunt attorney, who told the story as if 
he really thought he deserved credit for the trick. 

There are many feigned issues, Mr. President; 
but few who practice them are as candid as was 
this Kentucky lawyer before the Supreme Court. 
When the idea was first broached, that a resolu- 
tion having no necessary reference to any existing 
laws could not be expunged from the legislative 
Journal of the Senate, because the Constitution 


requires the Senate to keep a Journal of its pro- j. 


ceedings, I would not have belicved that such a 
feigned issue could be entertained solong as really 
to have assumed the appearance of settled serious- 
Surely, in all the expunging that hereto- 


fore has taken place, it never before entered into 


| the heart of man to conceive such an objection 
‘as this 

It is said the Constitution requiresa Journal to 
be kept; and therefore no part of this Journal can 
be mutilated, struck out, or destroyed. If it be 
an imperative constitutional injunction to pre- 
serve, there must be some object to be gained by 
the preservation. The Journal can be useful for 
no other purpose, than the preservation of evi- 
dence of proceedings. 

All those parts of the Journal relating to laws 
that have become obsolete, or to proceedings that 
are of no consequence, are valuable only as ob- 
jects of curiosity or as matters of history; the 
public interest could not suffer, if such parts were 
utterly destroyed. The Journal of the Senate is 
kept and preserved for no other purpose, than to 
show when and how laws are passed, and it is of 
as much consequence to preserve the engrossed 
bill or resolution in that branch of the Legislature 
in which such engrossed bill or resolution origin- 
ated, as it is to preserve the Journal of proceed- 
ing to show the progress and history of the same 
bill or resolution. If both the engrossed bill and 
the Journal were destroyed, the enrolled bill on 
parchment would remain, which would be evi- 
dence of the existence of the law; and even if 
that cnrolled bill were destroyed, the law would 
still be in existence if there remained anywhere 
published copies, which had been certified as 
from the original. 

The object of possessing an official copy of the 
Journal of legislative proceedings, is simply to 
preserve collateral] evidence that existing laws 
passed in due course of legislation; other evidence 
than these Journals, such as petitions on which 
laws are predicated, reports of committees on 
those petitions, minutes of reference, original 
drafts of bills, or resolutions, or amendments, 
may be equally important; and yet it will not be 
urged that the destruction or obstruction of these, 
either weakens the force of the law, or violates 
the Constitution. 

There are various waysin which the manuscript 
Journal of the Senate may be obliterated or de- 
stroyed. The building may take fire, and that, 
with the Journal, may be accidentally burned; a 
thief may steal it, and carry it off, or bury it in 
the water or in the earth; the minutes may take 
fire during an evening session, and thus prevent 
the Secretary from copying the proceedings at 
length. The Constitution requires a Journal to 
be kept: would all these casualties or acts by 
which the Journal shall be destroyed, be so many 
violations of the Constitution? 

Even if the resolution now under considera- 
tion, without reciting it, went so far as entirely 
to obliterate a former resolution that should be 
deemed improper to be retained on the Journal, 
I cannot concede thatthe act of obliteration would 
be unconstitutional. If that resolution were an 
existing law, still intended to be kept in force, 
the act of obitteration would not nullify the law; 
applied to a simple declaratory resolution, that 
was never intended to have the force of alaw, 
the obliteration cannot harm the people for whose 
benefit all laws are made; and if it does not harm 
them, it can be no infringement of the Constitu- 
tion such as is worthy of reprobation. : 

I marvel much at the pertinacity with which 
this question is attempted to be discusscd as an 
infringement of the Constitution. It seems to me 
that, by taking the ground they do, the oppo- 
nents of the expunging resolution blink the real 
question—it has all the appearance of a mere 
subterfuge. The horns of this altar will not pro- 
tect them—the cry-of ‘a violated Constitution,” 
‘as itis a virtual confession that the people are 

rightin demanding the obliteration of an infamous 
record, so jt furnishes strong presumptive evi- 
dence of consciousness that the resolution to be 


' expunged was wrong in itself. 


My abject is not, Mr. President, so much to 
argue the question of power in the Senate to ex- 
punge, as to show that the sentence of condem- 
nation passed on the President of the United 
States was not only extra-judicial, but unjust; 
tor I conceive it to be a most inglorious evasion 
that Senators now say this sentence of condem- 
nation imputed to the President nocrime. Ifthe 
Senators from Louisiana [Mr. Porter] and Vir- 

i ginia [Mr. Leren] will look back to the criminal] 
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charges of “high crimes and misdemeanors”? | 
which were almost daily made in this body two | 

ears ago, they may well conclude that the peo- 
ple of the United States will repose little faith in 
the assertion now, that the resolution of April, 
1834, imputed to the President of the United 
States no criminal intention. To show that it 
was thé intention to impute the highest crim- 
inality to the President in the passage of that res- 
olution, the speeches of more than one Senator 
who voted for it might be quoted. One single 
extract from the speech of the Senator from Ken- 
tucky (Mr. Cray] after the resolution had passed, 
will serve my purpose: 


“In SENATE, April 30, 1834. 


“Mr. Cray rose: Never, (said he,) Mr. President, have 
I known or read of an administration which expires with 
so much agony, and so little composure and resignation, 
as that which now, unfortunately, has the control of public 
affairs in this country. It exhibits a state of mind feverish, 
fretful, and fidgetty, [a beautiful alliteration !] bounding 
ruthlessly trom one expedient to another, without any sober 
or settled purpose.” + : H A * 

* But I would ask in what tone, temper, and spirit does 
the President come to the Senate? Asagreat State culprit 
who has been arraigned at the bar of justice or sentenced 
as guilty? Does he manifest any of those compunctious 
visitings of conscience which a guilty violator of the Con- 
stitution and laws of the land ought to feel! Does he ad- 
dress himself to a high court with the respect, to say nothing 
of humility, which a person accused or convicted would 
naturally feel? No, no. He comes as if the Senate were 
guilty; and as if he were in the judgment seat, and the 
Senate stood accused before him. He arraigns the Senate, 
puts it upon trial; condemns it. He comes as if he felt 
himself elevated far above the Senate, and beyond all reach 
of the law, surrounded by unapproachable impunity. He 
who professes to be an innocent and injured man, gravely 
accuses the Senate, and modestly asks it to put upon its 
own record his sentence of condemnation! When before 
did the arraigned or convicted party deinand of the court 
which was to try, or had condemned him, to enter upon 
their records a severe denunciation of their own conduct? 
The President presents himself before the Senate, not in 
the garb of suffering innocence, but in imperial and royal 
costume, as a dictator to rebuke a refractory Senate ; to 
command it to record his solemn protest ; to chastise it for | 
disobedience.” 


Concluding: 


“ The Senator from Tennessee (Mr. Gronpy] thinks that ! 
there is no coverlet large enough to protect all the various | 


elements cf the Opposition. He is mistaken ; there is one 
of sufficiently capacious dimensions, recently wove at a 
Jackson loom, called a protest, on which is marked a vio- 
lation of the Constitution, and an assumption of enormous 
executive power; and the honorable Senator had better ; 
hasten to place himself under the banners of those who are 
contending against power and prerogative for free institu- 
tions and civil liberty. And he had better lose no time, for ; 
the protest is the last stroke upon the last nail driven into | 
the coffin—not of Jackson, may he live a thousand years ! { 
—but of Jacksonism !*? 


In a speech delivered at Concord, New Hamp- | 
shire, in October, 1834, by a Senator [Mr. W EB- 
sTER] who voted for the condemnatory resolution, 
I find the following strong and positive assertions: 


‘It is true that the operation commenced with the branch 
bank in this State, (New Ilampshire.) It wastried to make | 
that bank a political institution. Men here applied to the 
President to make the bank at Portsmouth a political bank. 
They wrote to the Secretary of the Treasury to do this. 
These are facts~made known to the world—not dis- 
puted.” 

“ It never was asserted, then, that the bank was uncon- 
stitutional —that it was a ‘monster.’ And there was good 
reason for this silence, The bank had taken no part in 
politics ; no one had becn wicked enough to bring it into 
the political arena. It is as true as that our fathers fell at 
Bunker’s Hill, at Lexington, and at Monmouth, that this 
outcry against the bank was raised because the bank refused 
to be made a political engine.” 


Senator about the same time that a committee of 
the Senate, commonly called the Whitewashing 
Commitiee, reiterated the same and other similar 
language in justification of the bank and in con- 
demnation of those who opposed its recharter. 
I intend, in the remarks I have to make, to 
notice the charge that the ‘operation commenced” 
_ by an attempt on the part of the friends of the 


Administration ‘ to make the bank at Portsmouth | 


a political bank,’’ and the statement that the bank 
“ had taken no part in polities.” The testimony | 
on which the charge and disclaimer have been | 
based is the authority and word of the president 
of the bank. I shall confront these statements 
generally with other statements coming from the 
same quarter; and if I shall fail to prove by the 
genes of the bank that the president of the 
bank and the aforesaid Senator charged falsel 


į 
i 


This language was used by that honorable | 


y| 


| dent of the bank himself, that he had entered, 
i with all the money of the bank, into the political 


arena, I will concede that the friends of the bank 


‘ have not been quite as much in the wrong as the 


© enemies of the bank have alleged. 


I understood the Senator from Virginia [Mr. 
Leren] to say, there is no proof of abuses and 
misconduct of the Bank of the United States, 
unless we take charges against the bank for evi- 
dence against the bank. If he intends by this to 
justify the resolution of the Senate which con- 
demned the President of the United States with- 


out a hearing—for it is presumed he would im- ; 


pute these unproved or false charges against the 


bank to the President, who has been assailed as | 


the bank’s greatest encmy—I will answer his 


allegation, that the President is guilty, by making | 


the bank falsify its own charges, and disprove 


the bank’s innocence by the confessions of the 


bank’s own principal officer. 


The Senator from Virginia says he is strictly 


and peculiarly a lawyer, meaning, I presume, a 
lawyer as contradistinguished from the legislator 
or the politician. Judging from the character of 
his speech alone on the expunging resolution, I 
agree that his description of himself is correct; 
for who so well as the mere lawyer can wrap up 
the plainest proposition in a web of metaphysical 
subtleties? To those who place implicit faith in- 
him, all his propositions and deductions undoubt- 
edly carry the weight of mathematical demonstra- 


tion. To myself his whole speech appeared in |; 


the true character of the lawyer, who makes the 
most for his client; hisargument was the reversal 
of that rule which every plain, unsophisticated 
mind would adopt to convince others of the truth 
as it had convinced itself; he seemed to intrench 
himself in a citadel of assumptions, applied to the 
case as he would have it; and he afterwards made 
l all his facts precisely to conform to his assump- 
i tions. The late Thomas Addis Emmett was once 
“concerned as associate counsel in a case with 


` Aaron Burr, in which the latter had the prior | 


‘management. When the case was about coming 
to trial, Emmett asked Burr what facts they could 
prove in support of their client?) The answer 


was, ‘Ask not what we can prove; rather ask ! 


what is necessary to be proved??? Here is a speci- 
men of the merelawyer. It was in that early age 
of the practice probably, when the profess on had 
not learnt to throw off, as legislators, the ex parte 
‘character as lawyers, that they were excluded 
from the British Parliament. ‘Sir Richard Baker, 


‘in his Chronicle, under the year 1736, records, | 
‘that the House of Commons ordered that no! 


; * man of the law should be returned as knight of 


i © the shire, and, if returned, that he should have ` 
I would by no means recur to this ' 


‘no wages.” 
precedent as a parliamentary practice at this time 
: binding on cither House of Congress. 

The point on which I would first comment, is 
the charge which has been so often repeated by 
the bank and its friends involved in ‘ the contro- 

. versy, relative to the removal of Mr. Mason from 


the presidency of the branch of New Hamp- . 


mittee of the House of Representatives “ ap- 


1 


‘examine and report on the books and proceed- 
‘ings of the Bank of the United States.” 
The committee had been in session twent 
| days at Philadelphia, (from March 22d to April 
; 14th,) and were about to close the examination, 
when the following proceeding was had: 
“On motion of Mr. Warnoven, 
+í Resolved, That the President of the Bank of the United 
States be requested to furnish the committee with copies 
of the correspondence between himself and the Secretary 
of the Treasury, and Isaac Hill, late Second Comptroller 
of the Treasury, with reference to charges made against 
the official conduct of Jeremiah Mason, President of the 
| United States Branch Bank in New Hampshire.” 


The correspondence, in manuscript, making 


y-four 


i 
l 
t 


duced by Mr. Biddle on the instant. It bore 
evident marks of age, having been thumbed till 


when he charged the attempt to make the branc 
bank at Portsmouth a political engine—if I shall 
fail to demanstrate, on the authority of the presi- 


day, had never heard of this correspondence, nor 
had it entered into the heart of mortal man con- 


shire.” This charge was not conjured up until ’ 
nearly three years after the events to which it 
alludes had transpired. Ft first made its appear- | 
ance in the report of a single member of the com- 


‘pointed on the 15th day of March, 1832, to: 


parts of it were scarcely legible. The majority | 
of the committee, it is understood, before that | 


more than forty closely printed pages, was pro- |) 


cerned in this correspondence, excepting Nicho- 
las Biddle himself, to conceive that it could be 
: tortured into a purpose or use such as was after- 
; wards made of it. If a majority of the commit- 
tee had time or opportunity to scan this corre- 
spondence, they would by no means suppose that 
such an inference could be deduced from it, ag 
seems to have been discovered by the keen optics 
of a single member, (Mr. Apams,} and afterwards 
concurred ‘ fully in all the statements made, and 
principles developed,” by another member of the 
minority, [Mr. Warmouau.] Mr. Apams’s re- 
port relative to this correspondence was in the 
words following: 
“The complaints made against the president of the bank 
at Portsmouth, New Hampshire, in the summer of 1829, 
phia 


and the correspondence between the board at Philadel 
and the late Secretaries of the Treasury and of War, form 
a portion of the documents relating to the books and pro- 
ceedings of the bank, called for by the committee and com- 
municated to them. They are not noticed in the report of 
the chairman, but, in the opinion of the subseriber, are 
more deserving of the attention of Congress and of the nation 
than any other part of the papers commented upon in the 
report. An effort, very thinly veiled, on the part of two 
of the Exccutive Departments of the Gencral Government, 
to exercise a control, political and pecuniary, over the pro- 
ceedings of the bank and its branches—a contro} highly 
exceptionable in principle and even contrary to law—ap- 
pears to him to be fully disclosed in those papers. He will 
not permit himself to inquire into the motives of the agents 
in those transactions. It is sufficient for the protection of 
the public intercst that the projected encroachments of 
power were disconcerted and laid aside.” 


So much for the high accusations made by Mr. 
Adams against “ two of the Executive Depart- 
ments of the General Government.’’ It would, 

. perhaps, be a sufficient answer—an answer that 
` would forever shut the mouths of all accusers— 
to quote the statement of Mr. Ingham in relation 
to this matier, written in June, 1832, near the 
, time at which Mr. Adams’s report first appeared. 
At the time of writing this letter Mr. Ingham 
was no friend of the Administration; and from 
the temper he discovered after leaving the office 
of Secretary of the Treasury, it might well be 
expected that he would be no less willing to 
see any charge of ‘ projected encroachments of 
. power” established against the Administration, 
than even Mr. Adams himself. Noticing the 
unauthorized publication of a confidential cor- 
respondence nearly three years after it took place, 
and the accusation made in the report of Mr. 
Adams, Mr. Ingham, in a letter published in the 
Philadelphia Sentinel, says: 


“But my motives were misunderstood, and my friendly 
purposes wholly disappointed, and I now found myself 
virtually accused of a desire to exert the power of the 
Government to seduce the bank from its vesta! purity into 
a base political connection with the Administration. 

“Having been promulgated by an ex-President of the 
United States in the Jegi-lative hall, and thus openly by a 
director of the bank, [by n Mr. Platt, at a public hotel in 
‘Trenton, undertaking to vouch for the truth of Mr. ADaMs’s 
statement, ] it cannot fail to justify this notice. To be silent 
; would be to sanction for the truth what I know to be false, 
and deeply prejudicial to my character.” 

* * * * 
‘When the friendly purpose of my letter is duly appre- 
; ciated, in connection with the repeated declarations pressed 
upon me of the political abuses of certain branch banks, in 
corroboration of which it was added that the selections of 
directors were, in many branches, made entirely from one 
political party, it should be rather a matter of. surprise that 
my suggestions should be so little obnoxious even to severe 
and suspicious criticism. It requires but little Knowledge 
of the human character to know, that no bank can be faith- 
fully and impartially conducted where the directors are 
selected from one sect, whatever its character may be, pro- 
vided their selection is made with a view to thcir sectarian 
opinions; and when directors are found thus arranged, 
: however pure they may be, it will be almost impossible to 
satisfy even an enlightened public opinion, that there may 
not have been some design in the arrangement. The ob- 
vious and natural means to prevent abuse in such a case 
as well as to satisfy public opinion, and even to confoun 
clamor, (which is sometimes necessary in the administra- 
tion of public affairs,) is to give some variety to the organ- 
: ization of the board. Such were the reflections which 
‘induced the suggestion of forming suitable ‘checks and 
counterbalances’ to preserve a proper equilibrium in the 
management of the institution; a measure in its concep- 
tion purely admonitory and preservative, not only tending 
to prevent the pernicious influence of political bias in the 
operations of the bank, but incapable of being perverted to 
such abuse; suggested, too, by the constitutional repre- 
sentative of one fifth of the whole stock; forms the solitary 
point, left by Mr. Biddle, on which it is to be presumed Mr. 
: Adams has founded his grave and solemn charge. Ishall not 
now attempt to show the difference between a measure pro- 
posed to prevent, and one to promote an abuse, nor enter 
upon a discussion of the rights of the constituent or repre- 
. sentative to advise the agent, or attempt to prove that what 


* x *” 


| might properly have been addressed to the directors ap- 
i pointed by the President might, with the same propriety, 
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be addressed to the whole board. The question of right is | 
too clear to admit of a doubt. The character of the pro- | 
ceeding must therefore depend on its fitness, and the motives 
which induced it; on whatever grounds it shall be placed, I: 
am content to be judged by a discerning public. 

Or Mr. Adams, however unwarrantable his attack upon 
me, it seems most dt that l should say as little as possible. 
A great man bas said of him ‘that he could not see the 
truth: this case is a striking example of the wisdom of 
that observation.” 


Mr. Ingham says, in the same letter: 


© The Secretary of the Treasury, tor the time being, is 
exclusively responsible tor all the seutiments contained in 
bis correspondence.” 


This explanation of Mr. Ingham, who surely 
could have no interest to exculpate any person 
in the Administration other than himself, would 
seem to be sufficient. So far as relates to one of 
the two departments, he takes to himself exclu- 
sively the responsibility, and denies any and 
every Attempt to exercise an excepuonable or 
unlawful control on the part of the Government 
of either the bank or any of its branches. 

Yet, in the face of this positive denial of Mr. 
Ingham, the directors of the bank (in a report 
adopted by a vote of twelve to three, December 
3, 1533, many thousands of which report were 
gratuitously circulated, and paid for out of the 
funds of the bank) reiterate the charge in the 
following words: 


<¢ Tt was in the midst of this career of inoffensive useful- 
ness, When, svon alter the accession to power of the present 
Executive, the purpose was distinctly revealed that other 
duties than those to the country were required; and that it 
was necessary for the bank, in administering its affairs, to 
consult the political views of those who bad now obtained 
the ascendency in the executive. It is understood that soon 
after that event a meeting was held in Washington of the 
principal chiefs, to consider the means of perpetuating their 
new authority, and the possession of the bank was among the 
most prominent object; of the parties assembled. ‘I'he first 
Open manifestation of the purpose was iu June, 1829, when 
aconcerted etfort was made by the executive officers to 
interfere in the election of the board of directors at Ports- 
mouth. At the head of this attempt was Mr. Levi Wood- 
bury, now a member of the present Cabinet at Washington, 
who did not hesitate to avow in a lettes to the Secretary of 
the Treasury, which, though marked ‘ confidential,’ was 
subsequently erdered to be published by tbe committee of 
investigation in 1832.* that he wished the interference of 
the Government to remove the President of the branch at 
Portsmouth.” | * d *  * © This letter ot Mr. 
Woodbury was transmitted to the bank by the Secretary 
of the Treasury, who etated that ‘from some expressions 
in his letter, it may be inferred that it is partly founded on 
a supposed application of the influence of the bank, with a 
view to pohucal effect ;’ in consequence of which, he 
deemed it his duty to present it tothe bank, § with the views 
of the Administration in relation to it? At the same time, 
Mr. Isaac Hill, acting as the Comptroller of the Treasury, 
until rejected by the Senate, and now a Senator of the 
United States, sent a memorial from the members of his 
political party in the Legislature of New Hampshire, re- 
questing the removal of Mr. Mason. In another commu- 
nication presented to the bank. he gave it as his opinion 
that no measure short of Mr. Mason’s removal could tend 
‘to reconcile the people of New Hampshire to the hank, and 
that the friends of General Jackson, in New Hampshire, 
have had but too much reason to complain of the manage- 
ment of the branch at Portsmouth.’ Finally, the Secretary 
at War ordered the transfer of the pension fund from the 
branch bank at Portsmouth, to another bank in Concord, 
an act so obviously in violation of the laws, that it was first 
resisted by the bank, and then retracted by the Secretary. 

“+ It became then manifest to the bank, that there was a 
combined effort to render the institution subservient to po- 
litical purposes, and that it was necessary to come to some 
immediate and distinct understanding of its rights and 
duties.” 


To sustain this reiteration of an already ex- 
ploded charge, the managers of the bank are ` 
obliged to resort to a fiction of their own inven- ` 
tion, for which there is not even the slightest pre- 
tense of a foundation. They say, ‘it is under- 
* stood that soon after that event, a meeting was ' 
‘held in Washington of the aCe chiefs, &c., 
‘and the possession of the bank was among the 
‘t most 
t bled.” Now, if there be any foundation for 
this story, could not the gentleman directors fur- 
nish some better evidence than a mere “it is un- 


derstood?” Of these ‘principal chiefs,” have || 


we not a right to suppose that either Mr. Ingham 
or the two other disaffected members of the Cab- 
inet who retired with him, must have had some ' 
knowledge? and has not each of them discovered | 


at least an inclination to expose before the public | 


any and every transaction which might go to 


*This is not true: the committee never directed the 
publication. It was Mr. Biddle himself, who, without ask- | 
ing liberty froma the writers, shamelessly exposed this cor- | 
respondence. 


prominent objects of the parties assem- |: 


It will not be denied that the object of some of 
the petitioners for a change in the board of di- 
rectors of the Portsmouth branch, was an ex- 
emption from that exclusive political management 
which had been practiced for years at that branch. 
It was a matter of notoriety that up to that time 
every member of the board was opposed to the 
Administration; and for the last three years, the 
bank had been managed (whether with or with- 
out the sanction of the directors of the mother 
bank) with a view to political favoritism. The 
bank had been before, as almost every branch 
bank has been since, a political machine, opera- 
ting on the elections. At the time of the first 
election of President Jackson, all the directors 
were active partisans against him; and in time 
of scarcity, money accommodations were under- 
stood to be granted as a matter of political favor. 

This political management of the bank had 
proved to be had management. Mr. Biddle, in 
a letter to Mr. Ingham, of July 18, 1829, says: 

“ The office at Portsmouth had originally the misfortune 
to have at its head a Mr. Cutts, who ended by defrauding 
the United States of upwards of twenty thousand dollars 
of the pension fund, which the bank was obliged to replace ; 
and last year the office was nearly prostrated inthe general 
ruin which spread over the country. Out of $460,000 of 
loans, $148,000 was thrown under protest ; still further pro- 
tests Were expected, and the actual loss sustained there 
will not be less than $112,009.” * = * A con- 
fidential officer was dispatched to Portsmouth, who found 
the affairs or the office in great jeopardy, covered with the 
wrecks which bad management and the most extensive 
frauds had occasioned. To retrieve it, it became necessary 


to select a man of the first-rate character and abilities— 
such a man was Mr. Mason.” 


To correct the “bad management” and “‘ ex- | 


tensive frauds,’’ there was at no time a change 
of direction: the same individuals, from that to 
the end of the chapter, continued to control the 
bank—the same political coterie at all times 
wielded it as their weapon of influence. Mr. 
Mason was appointed president—he had been a 
director and attorney for the bank before that 
time—and he remained associated in the board 


with the same men that controlled it at the time ` 


of ‘* bad management” and the ** most extensive 
frauds.’’ Mr. Biddle himself says,‘ Mr. Mason 
‘is only one member of that board, consisting of 
‘the same gentlemen who have had charge of the 
€ branch for many years. ”’ 

But the management under Mr. Mason became 
from ‘‘ bad” to ‘t worse.” The most profitable 
and safe business of the bank had been its coun- 
try loans made in sums of from $500 to $2,000 
each, under an agreement that the interest and 


ten per cent. of the principal should be checked : 


in every four months. As the bank had lost in 
its large loans to speculators in factory and other 


stocks, Mr. Mason took it into his head that the - 


small debtors were less safe than the large ones; 
and, violating the plighted faith of the bank, by 


a circular letter, called on all to renew their notes | 


every two months, and at each renewal to pay 
twenty per cent. of the principal. 
' rigidly pursued, created a panic at once, and Mr. 


This course, | 


in deposit; that the papers, under which the rev- 
olutionary pensioners had usually drawn, were 
rejected upon capricious and technical objections, 
In consequence of these reasons, and mainly for 


: the reason that he threw into jail a citizen, (one 


of his own political party,) by virtue of a process 
which, as a lawyer, he issued against him, be- 
cause he failed to comply. with the requisition 
which, as president, he exacted in violation of the 
terms on which loans were made, the public in- 
dignation against Mr. Mason became so strong, 
that his image was hung, and burnt in effigy in 
front of his own dwelling. 

Mr. Mason had been placed in the office of 
president and attorney of the bank under a com- 
pensation raised from $800 to $2,000 per annum. 
Mr. Biddle, in his letter to Mr. Ingham, speak- 
ing of Mr. Mason, says: 

“Of his entire competency, especially in detecting the 
complicated frauds, and managing the numerous law suits 
which scemed inevitable, there could be no doubt. Since 
he has been in office, he has been exccedingly useful—has 
saved the bank from great losses—has secured the bad debts; 
nor until Mr. Woodbury’s letter was I informed of any com- 
plaint against him.” 

If the bank had intended to make severe exac- 
tions of the people, Mr. Mason was the man of 
all others to do their business; but he was not 
the man to manage an office of discount and de- 
posits either for the benefit of the bank or to the 
satisfaction of men of business; and the result 
proves the truth of my proposition. A tabular 
statement, furnished by the bank, presents the 
following as the profits gn the business of the 
Portsmouth branch bank: 


In 1898... eee c case cece eee ween 6 $95,903 80 
I8. cece cece cece cence reesces 9,697 04 
L830... cece e eee ete eeevees 5,164 16 


The truth is, Mr. Mason’s severe treatment 
and violation of the plighted faith of the bank at 
once drove from it its most profitable customers, 
so that in two years the profits of that branch 
were reduced to less than one fifth the ordinary 
amount. l 

These were the causes which induced fifty-eight 
respectable individuals and firms, comprising 
most of the active business men in Portsmouth, 
to petition the president and directors of the 
mother bank for a change of the president of the 
branch at the end of his term. Of these fifty- 
eight houses, thirty-eight at least were men of 
the same political party as Mr. Mason. The 
most of them remain of that party; and, as a 
proof that the main reason for pone fora 
substitution was not political, I may state the 
fact, that twenty-four of these names appear on 
the only petition for a restoration of the deposits 
to the Bank of the United States, which was pre- 
sented from New Hampshire during the season 
of panic and distress of the session of Congress 
two years ago. 

Scarcely any worse condition of the bank could 
be conceived than that represented by Mr. Biddle 
bimself. He says: 


‘A confidential officer had been dispatched to Ports- 
mouth, who tound the affairs of the office in great jeopardy, 
covered with the wrecks which bad management and the 
most extensive frauds had occasioned.” 


Further on, he admits that no change had been 
made for the better, for he says: 
& Mr. Mason is only one member of that board, consist- 


ing of the same gentlemen who have had charge of the 
branch for many years.’ . 


It was against such a state of things as this,’ 


' that respectful representations were made by cit - 


ason stili further contributed to the distress by | 


; taking a large sum from the circulation and loan- 
ing it in Boston to his own particular friends and 
. connections. 

Within the town of Portsmouth, the excite- 


that. he arbitrarily changed (by shortening) the 
i periodsof ary of paperamounting to several 

hundred thousand dollars, reducing the time for 
renewals from one hundred and twenty to sixty 
days, and increasing each call from ten to twenty 


of the local banks, with a view to stop it; and 


|! refused drafts at sight on a Boston bank, and 


| denied the Portsmouth bank time even to send 
(a six hours’ ride) to Boston, fer its money there 


ment against Mr. Mason became almost universal |; 
among the businessmen. Itwas charged on him | 


per cent.; that the best paper in the State was |, 
l; refused discount; that he made a run upon one 


i 
| 
i 
| 
i 


izens of all parties in Portsmouth-—and a major 
part of those citizens men who had never sup-- 
ported the administration of Andrew Jackson, 
and men who did not support him so late as the 
winter of 1834, in the act of the removal of the 
deposits—in favor of a change of the President 
and direction of the branch at Portsmouth. And 
it was at the especial instance of those citizens, 
of all parties, that about sixty members of the’ 
Legislature of New Hampshire subscribed their 


| names to another petition recommending a change 


of the direction, and naming ten persons, a ma- 
jority of whom was not, at that time, friends of 
the Administration; as suitable for directors to 


that branch. Neither did Mr. Woodbury or Mr. 
: Hill move in this business of their own accord, 


i 
l 


: but at the special request of the same citizens of 


Portsmouth, a major part of whom were then, 
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and since have continued to be, of the opposition | 
this Administration. i | 
Mr. Woodbury, in a confidential letter to Mr. I 
Ingham, requests him to lend ‘‘ any aid for the | 
j: 

| 


relief of the complainers that he can with pro- 


priety furnish.’? He says: 


«Our commercial men are almost unanimous in their 
complaints, and the people in the interior, who were wont 
to be accommodated formerly at the branch, join with them 
in a desire for the removal of the present president”? “ In 
making these general representations, I am repeating what 
are in the mouths of almost every citizen, of whatever 
political denomination, and am inviting, at the request of 
many, your influence at the mother bank in producing a '' 
change.” ‘ Never, on any occasion, have I known com- ' 
plaints so wide and bitter as in the case now under con- : 
sideration”? | 

We have just seen how completely Mr. Ingham, | 
then Secretary of the Treasury, exonerates all | 
others than himself from any intention of assum- 
ing political control over the bank, and how he 
likewise demonstrates, that in making the repre- 
sentation he did, he disclaimed ‘‘all desire to 
derive political aid through the bank.” Mr. Bid- 
dle himself shall speak of what were the motives 
of Mr. Woodbury. In his letter of July 18, 1829, 


to Mr. Ingham, he says: 


< It appears, then, from Mr. Woodbury’s own statement, 
that so far from employing the influence of the bank, [with , 
a view to political effect,] it is a notorious fact that the 
complaints are made by Mr. Mason’s own political friends; ' 
so that, in truth, if there be any politics in the matter, it is 
a question between Mr. Mason and politicians of his own 
persuasion.”? 


Is it not surprising that in the lapse of little 
more than a year afterwards, Mr. Biddle should | 
represent Mr. Woodbury as at the ‘‘head of the ; 


Passing rapidly through Philadelphia, I had no 
time to see or consult with the president and 
directors, with whom I had no personal acquaint- 
ance. I did, however, consult with two gentle- 


men whom I knew, who engaged to lay the 


matter before the president of the bank whenever ; 
I should forward the papers trom Washington. i 


It is my letter to those two gentlemen that Mr, 
Biddle not only took and used as a public letter, 
but the contents of which he has distorted, for 


the purpose of forcing an inference that I was ` 


interfering in accordance with the design of cer- 
tain ‘ political chiefs’ at Washington to corrupt 
the vestal purity of the bank, and entice or drive 
` it “into a base political connection with the Ad- 
` ministration.” 
: The following extracts, embracing the whole 
scope of the private letter which I addressed to 
Messrs. Barker and Pemberton, of Philadelphia, 


under date of July 17, 1829, decisively prove that | 
my object, so far as I had an object, was entirely. `; 


SENATE. 


burden? The truth is, that a majority of the Legis- 
lature of New Hampshire, having been always 
taught by those concerned in the United States 
Bank that the bank coveted not the privilege of 
paying the pensioners, petitioned the Secretary 
of War to remove the fund to a more central 
point, which would make the average distance of 


_ travel for each and every pensioner from twenty- 


five to thirty miles less. In several other States, 


“up to that time, pensions had been paid by agen- 


cies other than those of the Bank of the United 
States and its branches. The Secretary of War, 
doubting not his right, because it had not before 
been disputed, directed the pension agency to be 
changed. This direction and change threw new 


light on the subject. The Bank of the United 


misrepresented in the pamphlet of the bank di- |: 
i: a reason why the bank should resist the transfer 


rectors: 


“ Having recently spent several weeks in New Hamp- 
shire, I am able to say, from my own knowledge, that the 
sentiment of dissatisfaction on account of the recent man- 
agement of the branch at Portsmouth, by Mr. Mason, is 

, general; that his conduct has been partial and oppressive, 
and calculated not less to injure the institution than to dis- 


‘| gust and disaffeet the principal business men, and that no 


measure short of his removal will tend to reconcile the 
people of New Hampshire to the bank.’? * * * 

“ The friends of General Jackson in New Hampshire 
have had but too much reason to complain of the manage- 
ment of the branch at Portsmouth. All they now ask is, 
that this institution in that State may not continue to be an 
engine of political oppression by any party. The board has, 
I believe, invariably and exclusively consisted ofindividuals 


attempt” to create a political subserviency of the `! opposed $0 the anal Government: -Qt the ten persons 
bank to the Administration? And this charge a si last, and four are ‘friends of the present Administration ; 
made by him in the pamphlet report of a commit- `| they are, however, alike, gentlemen of respectability, who 
tee of directors of the Bank of the United States, ; have no sinister objects to be promoted, understanding well 
adopted by the Board, December 3, 1833. May ‘| the responsibilities and wants of business men. With such 
we not account for this discrepancy in the change | be vedi Cad poe cine en eae ortsmouth will 
of circumstances of the case? In July, 1829, 
there was not even an expectation of charging |! Under these representations the president of 
the efforts made for the removal of the president ` the bank visited Portsmouth, and is understood 
of the Portsmouth branch, to a design of the | to have exhibited every written representation | 
Administration to convert the bank into a polit- | made to him, confidentially or otherwise, to the | 
ical instrument in its own hands; while in De- | eyes or the ears of the assembled citizens of the i 
cember, 1833, it became highly important that || town; and the well known talent of his principal | 
the directors of the bank should fix on certain || officer, for small verbal criticism and for ridicule, 
unnamed “‘ political chiefs” as having “ distinctly |! was put in requisition for an exhibition of the |. 
revealed” that other ‘‘duties than those to the ‘' letters and petitions before the people. It was 
ae were required’’ of the bank. l: soon discovered to be no part of Mr. Biddle’s ' 
In the same pamphlet, for the purpose of | objectto listen to the complaints of the people, | 
strengthening the charge of a ‘‘desire to derive ' whether with or without foundation. He came || 
political aid through the operations of the bank,” |, there for no such purpose. It was no part of his 
the humble part I acted in forwarding the wishes 'i object to satisfy that community by any relaxa- 
of the citizens of Portsmouth, without distinction ` tion of severity, but rather to conquer the revolt- 
of party, is misrepresented, by quoting from my | ing spirit by letting all know who wanted any ` 


| 
| 


letter detached sentences going to show that my 

application had a bearing exclusively political. - 
Then holding a subordinate station in one of the 

accounting departments of the Treasury, I was 

absent a few weeks in New Hampshire. While 
at my place of residence, which is the scat of | 
government, a messenger, who had arrived the , 
day before from Portsmouth, presented the peti- 
tion, subscribed by fifty-eight individual firms | 
of Portsmouth, addressed to the directors of the 

Bank of the United States, remonstrating against , 
the reappointment of Mr. Mason asa director of | 
the branch at Portsmouth, and representing that | 
“the administration of its concerns during the 
‘past year has created great dissatisfaction in 
‘this quarter of the country, and has been of a 
‘character, in our opinion, partial, harsh, and no 
‘less injurious to the bank itself than to those | 


‘who are accustomed to do business with it;’? || 


li ing, b 


indulgence from the bank, how much and how 


deeply they were under obligations to his favor. 
The exclusive political rule of that bank from 
that day to the day it was closed, was continued. 
A directorship has in two or three instances been 
offered to friends of the existing Administration, 
and, being obliged to act as mere automatons, 


` each of them, it is believed, has declined to act. 


That this bank, existing there for about eigh- 
teen years, without taxation from the State and 
having all the benefits of the public deposits during 
a greater part of the time, has been of real injury 
: tothe State, must be admitted. At first furnish- 


usefully employed, strong temptations for specu- 
lation, this bank terminated the career, by pros- 
| trating in pecuniary ruin many men who might 
| have done a safe business through life if tempta- 


and also a memorial, signed by between fifty and 
sixty members of the State Legislature, repre- | 


tions had not been thrown in their way to make 
investments by loans from the bank. 
The charge in the directors’ pamphlet, of an 


y extraordinary capital that could not be : 


oh 


senting that they ‘‘ have good reason to believe |: effort at Washington “to render the institution | 
‘that the late management of the board of direct- |. 


‘ ors of the branch bank at Portsmouth has been || of the War Department to transfer the pension | 


States, to magnify its services to the public and 
make them more than an equivalent for its exclu- 
sive privileges, had represented the holding and 
disbursing of the public moneys as extremely 
onerous. But Mr. Mason presents an entirely 
different view of the subject, which he offers as 


of agencies. He says: 

“The removal contemplated would lessen our means of 
circulation, and, as I think, be very injurious to the bank.’? 

It is difficult to perceive how the other of ** the 
two Executive Departments,’’ the Secretary of 
War, should have been acting in concert with the 
Secretary of the Treasury, when he directed the 
pension agency to be removed froma bank which 
the latter was attempting to control, to another 
bank over which, by possibility, he had no right 
of control. It appears to me that the “two Èx- 
ecutive Departments,” if designing to do what 
they are charged with doing, were acting directly 
at cross purposes. 

Connected with this subject of alleged inter- 
ference of the Executive to render the institution 
subservient to political purposes, is the charge 
made against the President of having from the 
outset entertained a violent hostility to the bank 


: and its management. This charge is counte- 


nanced by the whitewashing report of the Finance 
Committee of 1834; it is more particularly set 
forth in the pamphlet of the directors, after hav- 
ing alleged that they valiantly resisted all the 
wicked attempts of the Executive to sully the 
pure honor of the bank by forcing them to be- 
come politicians, when they say— 

“ These extracts reveal the whole secret of the hostility 
to the bank of those who, finding it impossible to bend it to 
their purposes, have resolved to break it. For this purpose 
all the poisoned weapons of political warfare have, for the 
last four years, been unsparingly and unceasingly employed 
against the institution.’? 

This charge upon the veteran statesman and 
patriot comes with an ill grace from the man who 
had for four successive years been nominated by 
the President of the United States to the office of 
director of the bank. Mr. Adams himself, in 
his minority report, makes the boast ** that Mr. 
‘ Biddle had enjoyed the unquestioned and entire 
‘confidence both of the Government and the in- 
‘dividual stockholders.” He says: 


‘Ten long years has this confidence been enjoyed and 
justified by that distinguished citizen and honorable man. 
No question had ever been invidiously started how many 
proxies he heid? The more he held, the more extensive 
Was the confidence of the stockholders in him. No scruple 
had ever crossed the mind of any President of the United 
States to deter him from nominating hin year after year as 
a Government director.” 


Where has this man found occasion, in his own 
erson, to say.that the President interfered against 
im or his management until after the election of 
1832? When did President Jackson “distinctly 
reveal” to President Biddle that he required ‘‘ other 


‘ duties” of him “ than those duc to the country??? 


subservient to political purposes,’’ by the order i. 


‘ oppressive to the men of business in the State, i; fund from the branch bank at Portsmouth to an- .. 


‘and tends to the injury of the institution itself;’’ | other bank at Concord, but illy accords with the | 
“that the conduct of the head of the board has :, other charge which I have at length been con- 
‘been destructive to the business of Portsmouth | sidering. If, in the one case, the attempt had 

‘and offensive to the whole community;’’ and ': been to create a subserviency on the part of the - 
respectfully naming ten individuals who are rec- :' bank by changing the politcal character of the 

ommended as candidates for directors. This ‘| dircetors, where would be the consistency in de- : 
petition and memorial he requested me to take, || priving the bank at the same time of what seems | 
on my return to Washington, and cause them to | now to have been a privilege, but which, until . 
be laid before the president of the mother bank. |i that time, had always been represented to be a! 


When did the patriot statesman give Mr. Biddle 
to understand that it was necessary for the bank 
to “consult the political views of those who had 
obtained the ascendency inthe executive??? Could 
it be possible that this immaculate institution, 
with its immaculate guardian genius and head, 
should have preserved their vestal purity for four 
years? should have successively resisted every 
assault upon their virtue, and repelled the law- 
less assailant; and at the same time enjoyed for 
the whole term the ‘* unquestioned and entire con- 
fidence” of its inamorato? The charge of scduc- 
tion or force attempted upon the bank is false— 
it is an afterthought, an accusation which will 
return ‘‘but to plague the inventors.” 
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Expurgation of 


the Journal—Mr. Hill. 


The whitewashing report of the Committee of | 
Finance of 1834, bears evident marks of being 
the production of more than one hand. The 
largest half of this report, if I might be permitted 
to give an opinions | would say came from the 
same quarter as have most of the whitewashing 
reports that had preceded it; that it scents of the 
shop, so that its author may be detected as one 
of the banking fraternity, whose business is to 
regulate the rise and fall of stocks and the course 
of exchange. Observe the expression on page 
42, line twelve from the bottom, of “drafts in 
this ofice.” This expression, isolated as it is, 
and referring with certainty to no particular place, 
one would think could never have been made by 
one of the committee. Referring, as it evidently 
dovs, to the office at Philadelphia, ill-nature might 
say it could have been written only by a tenant 
of the marble house. Critics would offer this as 
one of the external evidences, that the larger por- 
tion of the apology for the bank came trom the 
bank itself. I must do the gentlemen on the 
committee the justice to say, that I believe either 
of them would, after an application of two months, 
during the recess of Congress, have produced a 
more creditable production than the larger part 
of this report—a report so meager in accurate 
facts, and yet so fruitful in matters for conjec- 
ture; a report which reluctantly admits what it 
cannot conceal, and poorly attempts to cover up 
what it had better have exposed to the world. 

I give my belief that the report is not all pro- 
duced by the same hand; I would not positively 
Bay itis part from the bank and part from the 
committee. When the report says, on page 1, 
“ every facility was atforded by the officers of the 
‘institution which the committee could have de- 
*sired;’’ that ‘‘no hesitation or reluctance was 
‘t manifested in furnishing every book or paper 
‘which was required; and every avenue to a full 
“and free investigation not only at the bank but 
‘at the several branches visited by the committee 
‘or any member of it, was promptly laid open;’’ 
when the report speaks thus, we would scarcely 
believe the language to be that of the committee. 
But when the report, on page 46, says, “ the 
‘directors should carefully have avoided every 
‘appearance of mystery, nor should they have 
‘consented to place the president in a situation so 
‘t full of embarrassments;’’ that ‘* the committee 
t owe it to themselves to state that they submitted 
‘tu the president the propriety of disclosing the 
‘objects of expenditure;’’ that ‘‘ the president 
‘averred that the bank could not have the least 
‘difficulty in making an ample and minute de- 
‘tailed disclosure of every item of expenditure, 
t so far as the bank itself or its officers were con- 
‘cerned; but urged the delicacy and justice, in 
‘his opinion, of refraining from disclosures which 
‘would most probably expose others, every way 
‘innocent, to vituperation, malignant aspersion, 
‘and, peradventure, personal vengeance,” that 
“he averred his willingness to verify, under any 
‘form of solemnity, in any way agreeable to the 
‘committee, for what the expenditure had not been 
‘made—that no portion of it had been made to 
‘subsidize any portion of the public press, or 
‘tamper with or affect the purity of any public 
‘ functionary; but reverted to the indelicacy and 
‘ possible danger of exposing innocent persons to 
‘odium or persecution;’’ when the report speaks 
after this sort, I should be more than half inclined 
to the belief that some one of the committee had . 


a hand in producing a part of it. j 


What a singular anomaly does the whitewash- | 
ing report of the Finance Committee present! , 
The first statement is, that there was no conceal- 
ment—that everything was thrown open to the 
view of the committee, and by the committee to 
the world. f 
page of apology for concealment of everything 
that the president of the bank supposed would 
make against him. Such a palpable contradiction 
in a report of this kind, stamps its character as | 


scarcely more reputable than that of the subject |, 


ou which it treats. We may believe such a re- 
port, so far as it admits truth that makes against 
the bank; we ean place no confidence in such , 
assertions, without proof, as make anything in ; 
its favor, | 

| 


I have been forcibly struck, Mr. President, 
with the keenness of sensibility evinced by the 


The last statement is nearly a full .: 


: world in the latter part of 1833. February 4, | 


| 


SENATE. 


bank and its friends at every imputation of its | 
intention to interfere with the politics of the coun- | 
try. From the first of January to the last of | 
December of every year since 1829, the burden 
of the song has been that the bank keeps itself 
entirely aloof from politics. Under the date of 
June 19, 1829, we find Mr. Biddle writing to the 
Secretary of the Treasury: 

* The officers of the bank and all its branches are thor- 
oughly imbued with this spirit, knowing, as they do, that 
their interference in political contentions would be highly 
offensive to the general administration of the institution.” 

t L believe there are not in the whole country, ary other 
five hundred persons, of equal intelligence, so abstracted 
from public affairs, as the five hundred who are employed 
in administering the bank ; and Iam satisfied that no Joan 
waa ever granted to, or withheld trom any individual, on 
account of partiality or hostility.” 

é in the choice of its agents and the distribution of its 
loans, it should be wholly indifferent to political parties.” 

* In general, the class of persons actively engaged in po- 
litical contentions, as well from: their own wants, as from 
the train of adherents, whose claims they are too prone 
aia ke are among the most dangerous inmates of a 

Again, General Cadwalader, acting president 
of the bank, in the absence of Mr. Biddle, writes, 
under date of August 4, 1829, to the Secretary of 
the ‘Treasury: 

“Tt, however, it can be shown that, in any quarter, the 
officers of the bank have lent themselves as the ministers 
of a party, or have used the power of the corporation for 
political purposes, not a moment will be tost in visiting 
such offenses with the utmost severity of censure and pun- 
ishment.?? 

How graphically, in the one case, does Mr. 
Biddle present in contrast the five hundred officers 
of the bank operating throughout the Union in 
the presidential and congressional elections of 
1832 and 1334, and the army of hired and pur- 
chased and dependent * train of adherents,” who 
fought like bullies to overpower the people at 
those elections; and how truly in the other case 
does General Cadwaladerand his board of direct- 
ors exhibit the picture of deformity which must 
attach to officers of the bank, who stand con- 
demned out of their own mouths. 

The correspondence of Mr. Biddle is full of 
similar expressions of detestation, at all attempts | 
to make the bank instrumental of promoting polit- 
ical or party purposes. So much for 1829: we 
find the case a little altered in 1830. In that year 
the board gave their president authority to circu- 
late an article on banks and currency, (for writing 
and not printing, which Mr. Biddle paid Mr. Al- 
bert Gallatin, it is said, $1,000,) published in the 
American Quarterly Review, containing a favor- 
able notice of the bank. 

In 1331, Mr. Biddle suggested to the board of 
directors the ‘expediency and propriety of ex- 
tending still more widely a knowledge of the con- 
cerns of the institution;’’ and a resolution passed 
the board, authorizing the president ‘to cause 
‘ to be prepared and circulated, such documents 
‘and papers as may communicate to the people 
‘information in regard to the operations of the 
t bank.” 

The directors of the bank say, in their pam- 
phlet of 1833, that the expenses incurred, as stated 
in the expense account, in executing these reso- 
lutions, from December, 1529, when the first assault 
was made upon the bank by the President, to the 
present time, &c., amount to $58,265 U5, &c. 

“ So that the general result is, that within four years past | 
the bank has been obliged to incur an expense of $58,000 ; 


to defend itself against injurious mist epresentation.” 7 


I wish the following sentence from the bank 
pompan published in December, 1833, should 

e particularly noted: 

‘ The bank has never interfered in the slightest degree in 
politics, ana never influenced, or sought to influence, elec- 
tions ; but it will not be deterred by the menaces or clamors | 
of politicians trom executing its duty in defending itself.” 


This was said and solemnly declared to the 


1834, the Committee of Finance of the Senate of 
the United States gave their countenance to the 
above declaration, as will be seen in the follow- ; 
Ing extracts: i 
“The last charge preferred against the bank by Mr. 
Taney is, that it has used its meaus witha view to obtain 
political power, and thereby secure a renewal of its charter. | 
t The very statement of such a charge, as a reason tor 
the removal of the deposits, is calculated to excite distrust | 
in the wisdom and propriety of that measure; because the |; 
charge, too general to be proved, is also too general to be 


i 
disproved.” * * * * «c Nor is it either acknowledged, |Í 


|: other than ordinary. 


| nor, so far as the committee know, proved, that the bank 


took an open and direct interest, as a corporation, in the 
election referred to,” [the presidential election of 1832.] 

Even the report of the Committee of Finance 
made at the last session of Congress, condemns 
the interference of the bank in the elections. It 
says: i 

“ For a great moneyed corporation, created to subserve 
the purposes of the country to lend itself to party, and to 
enter, through its moneyed power, in any way into the po- 
litical struggles of the day, would be to render it truly and 
deservedly odious.” 

The committee published several letters of an- 
terior dates, in which Mr. Biddle denies all inter- 
ference of the bank in politics; from them I select 
the following sentences: 

Letter to J. Harper, Esq., Lexington, Kentucky, dated 

January 9, 1829. 

_“T have myself an extreme unwillingness to blend poli- 
tics with the concerns of the bank. Nearly all its misfor- 
tunes may be traced to this cause; and in your section of 
the country we have surely had a melancholy experience 
of the hazard of lending to politicians.” 

What politicians are meant here ? 

Letter to E. Sheppen, Esg., Louisville, Kentucky, dated 
February 12, 1829, 

“ That the offices in Kentucky had suffered deeply from 
the influence of politicians; that we had for some time 
been endeavoring to withdraw the bank out of the reach of 
that influence ; that we had at length succeeded in giving 
a business character to its transactions,” &e. 


Letter to J. Johnson, Esq., Charleston, South Carolina, 
dated September 30, 1830. 

“Jn the administration of the Bank of the United States, 
no principle is nore fundamental than its total abstinence 
from polities,” &c. 

These and other Jetters, and extracts of letters 
from Mr. Biddle, were published by the white- 
washing committee, for no other seeming pur- 
pose than to produce an impression on the public 
mind that the managers of the bank had such an 
innate abhorrence of politics and politicians, that 
it might be safely sworn the bank retained, down 
to the year the report was made, its vestal virgin 

urity, and had never interfered at all in politics. 
žut could that committee believe the American 
people so destitute of common sense as not to 
discover, even from the scanty evidence which 
their report exhibited, that the allegation is false; 
that the bank has abstained from direct and posi- 
tive interferenge in the elections; and that the 
board of directors, and all those who have given 
currency to their statement of December, 1833, 
that “ the bank has never interfered in the slight- 
est degree in politics, and never influenced, or 
sought to influence, elections,’’ stand convicted 
of untruth in its deepest and broadest sense? 
This unpardonable departure from the truth, con- 
stituting a criminality even more flagrant than 
the acts of interference themselves, may be proved 
in some fifty or a hundred cases. I shall content 
myself in this place to cite one only. 

As a prelude to an exhibition of the sums paid 
for publications, by the bank, to partisan editors 
and others, the committee exhibit a letter from 
Nicholas Biddle, under date of September 26, 
1832, to the president of the Lexington (Ken- 
tucky) branch bank, sending therewith a copy 


_of Mr. Webster’s speech on the President’s veto 


message, and also an article reviewing that mes- 
sage. These, he states, it is desirable should be 
circulated, to counteract the injurious impressions 
which the message was calculated to make against 
the institution. He also directs the publication 
of Mr. Clay and Mr. Ewing’s speeches on the 
same subject, and says: 

“ AIl 1 wish to caution you against is, that abstaining, as 


' the bank does, from all connection with what are called poli- 
' tics, you will confine your efforts exclusively to the distri- 


bution of what may be explanatory of the operctions and 


' conduct of the bank.” 


Here was a very pretty and a very positive dec- 
Jaration, with which the whitewashing committée 
might commence their exhibition’of ‘the account 
of the Bank of the United States for printing, &c., 
> To stamp an indelible 
falsehood on the declaration that the bank, in the 
elections of 1832, abstained from all political in- 
terference, I will quote from the statement of the 
committee one single item, as follows: 


“Nathan Hale, printing forty thousand copies of Web- 
ster’s speech at Worcester convention; tweive thousand 


j. five hundred copies Webster's speech on the bank veto, and 


stitching, boxes, freight by packet and stages, packing and 
sending away, §2,422 65.” 


Now, I happen to recoliect something about 
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n 
this Worcester speech; there was scarcely an in- 
dividual voter of the State of New Hampshire, 
who was not, just previous to the November elec- | 
tion of 1832, furnished with a copy of this Wor- || 
cester speech. Such as would not take them from |; 
the hands of the runners appointed to distribute | 
them, had them thrown into their door yards at 
night. They came into New Hampshire (about 
the same time their author made us a visit) just 
before the day of election, when, too late for con- 
tradiction, certain Boston gentlemen kindly certi- 
fied to us false news relative to the Pennsylvania 
elections. 

This Worcester speech was not confined toa 
vindication of the bank—it was spoken, printed, 
and circulated for quite another object; and this 
object will be best explained by reading a few 
extracts from it. I read them, Mr. President, to 
show that Nicholas Biddle practiced a most auda- 
cious and glaring deception on the Committee of 
Finance, if by artfully introducing his disclaimer 
alongside of his account, he induced them to be- 
lieve that he had paid for the circulation only of 
such articles as were ‘‘ explanatory of the opera- 
tions and conduct of the bank.” 


Extract from Mr. Webster’s Speech at the National Repub- 
lican Convention, in Worcester, Massachusetts, October 
12, 1832. 

“Mr. President, I take the hazard of the reputation of 
an alarmist. I cheerfully submit to the imputation of over- 
excited apprehension. {Í discard all fear of the cry of false 
prophecy, and { declare that, in my judgment, not only the 
great interests of the country, but the Constitution itself, 
is in imminent peril, and that nothing can save either the 
one or the other, but that voice whick has authority to say 
to the evils of misrule and misgovernment, hitherto shall 
ye come, but no further.” 
* t * * * * 


* * 


« Sir, we see one State of the Union openly threatening ` 
to arrest the execution of the revenue laws of the Union . 
by acts of her own. This proceeding is threatened, not by : 
irresponsible persons, but by those who fill her chief places | 
of power and trust. | 

‘Tn another State, free citizens of the country are im- : 
prisoned, and held in prison in defiance of the judgment of | 
the Supreme Court pronounced for their deliverance. Im- 
mured in a dungeon, marked, and dispatched as subjects of : 
a penitentiary punishment, these citizens pass their daysin 
counting the slow revolving hours of their miserable cap- 
tivity, and their nights in feverish and delusive dreams of | 
their homes and their own families; while the Constitution 
stands adjudged to be violated, a law of Congress is effect- | 
ually repealed by the act of a State, and a judgment of 
deliverance by the Supreme Court, is set at nought and 
contemned. 

«í Treaties, importing the most solemn and sacred obli- 
gations, are denied to have binding force. 

“c A feeling that there is great insecurity for property and 
the stability of the means of living, extensively prevails. 

t The whole subject of the tariff, acted on for the mo- 
ment, is, at the same moment, declared not to be at rest, 
but liable to be again moved, and with greater effect, just 
go soon as power for that purpose shall be obtained. 

t The currency of the country, bitherto safe, sound, and 
universally satisfactory, is threatened witb a violent change, 
and embarrassment in pecuniary affairs, equally distressing |! 
and unnecessary, hangs over all the trading and active | 
classes of society. 

“ A long used and long approved legislative instrument 
for the collection of revenue, well secured against abuse, | 
and always r ible to Congress and the laws, is denied | 
further existence; and its place is proposed to be supplied |, 
by a new branch of Executive Department, with a money | 
power, controlled and conducted solely by Executive 
agency.” * * * * * * * * : 

£t Sir, the question is wholly unsettled, and the principles 
of the Administration, according to its most recent avowal 
of those principles, is adverse to the protecting policy, de- 
cidedly hostile to the whole system, root and branch; and |; 
this on permanent and alleged constitutional grounds.” 

* k * * * * * x * * * 


“The question, therefore, of the tariff—the question of 
every tariff—the question between maintaining our agricul- 
tural and manufacturing interests where they now are, and 
breaking up the entire system and erasing every vestige of 
it from the statute-book, is a question materially to be 
affected by the pending election.”’ 

From this extract it will be seen that the Wor- 
cester speech had but little to do with explana- 
tions ‘‘ of the operation and conduct of the bank,” 
but that it launched at once into all the exciting 
topics which were calculated to influence the then 
pending election. We may very much admire 
the boldness of the epeaker who could ‘ cheer- 
fully submit to the imputation of over excited ap- 
prehension’’—who could ‘* discard all fear of the 
cry of false prophecy’’—who could declare the 
country and the Constitution, every thing we hold |, 
dear, to be in “imminent peril;’? and who, on ;j 
that great occasion, threw himself into the breach; 
but we must detest that hypocrisy, whether it be 


* * 
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tous circulation of forty thousand such speeches, 
just on the eve of the presidential election, was 
no interference in politics. 

Why, Mr. President, this speech was like 
Antony’s funeral oration over the dead body of 
Cæsar; it opened the *‘ poor dumb wounds?’ of the 
bleeding country, and roused the men of Massa- 
chusetts, who had long been taught to consider 
Andrew Jackson as the veriest tyrant, the most 
hard-hearted oppressor that ever existed in this 
or any other country, to such an effort as that 
State had not madesince the time when its Legis- 
lature resolved it to be ‘‘ unbecoming a moral and 
religious people to rejoice” at the successes of 
our gallant Army and Navy, in the war of 1812; 
it was such an exciting appeal as would almost 
move the racks to mutiny. This Worcester 


speech in 1832, was but the commencement of © 


the gloomy predictions followed up in 1834.. The 
administration decidedly ‘hostile to the protect- 
ing policy,” and ‘‘embarrassment in pecuniary 
affairs, equally distressing and unnecessary, hangs 
over all the trading and active classes of society.” 
How often did we hear during the panic session 
of Congress, that the estimates of the Treasury 
were overrated ; that there would be a great falling 
off in the revenue; that confidence was destroyed; 
industry paralyzed; commerce suspended; that 


the withdrawal of the deposits had changed the | 


face of the country from a scene of unparalleled 


prosperity to a scene of unparalleled desolation; : 


that the commercial towns were deserted; orders 
for goods were countermanded ; foreign purchases 
stopped, &c.? Now, mark how a plain tale shall 


disprove all these predictions. The imports and | 


exports of the last five years show that the busi- 
ness of the country has at no time been so pros- 
perous and so extensive as in the two years since 
the withdrawal of the deposits. 


|Value of im- Total ex- 
, | portsin the | Exports of | Exporta of | ports of for- 

g |U.Statesof| domestic foreign eign and 

© | foreign art-| articles. articles. domestic 

tb ‘icles. articles. 

: i 

1831 $97,032,858 | $62,018,233 | $18,324,333 | $80,372,566 
1832 109,652,677 | 63,074,815' 23,963,128] 87,037,943 
1833 109,000,000 | 70,642,030 20,021,373| 90,663,403 
1834 123,093,351 | 74,444,629; 22,874,295] 97,318,724 
1835 . 149,878,048 | 101,189,082 20,504,495 | 121,693,577 


Our imports and exports have fully kept pace 


with the increase of our population; the former | 
exceeding the latter in about the ratio of profits | 
on foreign traffic, including the products of the | 
` sea, earned and secured by our enterprising fish- | 


ermen and sailors. Since the commencement of 
the present Administration, the annual imports 
have increased from about seventy-four millions 
to one hundred and fifty million dollars, the coun- 


| try has prospered as no other nation ever pros- 


pered, in spite of the efforts to throw embarrass- 


ments in the way. Surely something must be | 
due to the Administration, since it was to the | 


Administration that all the anticipated misery 
and desolation were charged. 
There was some little sophism in charging on 


' the President and his friends the acts of those 


who filled the ‘‘ chief places of power” in a south- 
ern State, that has acted for the last few years 
; almost entirely in concert with those who sustain 
| “ the chief places of power’’in Massachusetts; but 
j we must pardon something to this liberty taken 
by the orator, when we consider that he cheer- 
| fully submitted ‘ to the imputation of over excited 
apprehension, ’’and ingeniously contrived to unite 
the case of the imprisoned missionaries in another 
State with the nullification of South Carolina. 
The story told of the “slow revolving hours of 
their miserable captivity,’’ of their ** feverish and 


| delusive dreams of their homes,” was in admir- 
| able keeping with the efforts that had been made 


for the purpose of producing collision between 


| the Governments of the State of Georgia and of 


the United States, by citizens of Massachusetts, 
who had prosecuted the suit and obtained an ex 
parte trial and decision of the Supreme Court of 
the United States. 

One small circumstance the Worcester orator 
seems not to have adverted to—and as that woul 


of the bank or its friends, which continues to de- 
clare and reiterate that the publication and gratui- || 


d 
have spoiled the effect of his moving appeal, the 
knowing ones readily excuse the omission—and 


| 


1 


| 


| 
| 


| 
| 
| 
{ 
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that is, that these poor imprisoned missionaries, 
from the moment of their trial and conviction, 
were tendered by the competent authorities the 
offer of release and pardon, on the simple condi- 
tion that they would either take an oath to sup- 
port the laws of the State of Georgia, or consent 
to leave the State without taking such oath. But 
let that pass. 

The speaker does, indeed, refer to the ** instru- 
ment for the collection of revenue, well secured 
against abuse, and always responsible to Congress and 
the laws,” for ne puree of passing an encomium 
upon the bank. The last report of the committee 


| presents but a sad commentary upon his allega- 
|! tion of security against abuse; and, as if the bank 


‘itself was predetermined to falsify the praises of 


l 


its very best friends, and to extend the range of 
infractions of the charter to its utmost width, it 
has since even refused to acknowledge that ‘re- 
sponsibility to Congress, expressly named in its 
charter, by denying to a committee of the House 
of Representatives all access to its books and its 
proceedings. 

But the question of the tariff was a subject of 
high excitement to Massachusetts and the North, 
and the Worcester speech, for the purpose of 
alarming the people, declares, in effect, that the 
then pending election will decide the fate of the 
‘agricultural and manufacturing interests,” that 
“ the breaking up the entire system, and erasing 
every vestige of it from the statute book,” will 
result from the failure of his party. Here wasa 
subject that appealed directly to the citizens of 
New England; and the false attitude in which it 
was placed—false, as has been demonstrated by 
subsequent events—was calculated to mislead or 
deceive the people. The bank might evince a’ 
temporary cunning by pouring out its money to 
circulate among the people information calculated 


‘to alarm their fears and work up their already 


“ over-excited apprehensions.” Was this not 
interference in politics—a most unjustifiable in- 
terference? 


I again turn to the Bank’s Worcester speech: 


“ Among the great interests of the country, Mr. Presi- 
dent, there is one which appears to me not to have at- 
tracted, from the people of this Commonwealth, a degree 
of attention altogether equal to its magnitude.” 


* * * * * * * * * * 


“Mr. President, among the bills which failed at the last - 
session for want of the President’s approval, was one in. 
which this State had a great pecuniary interest. It was 
the bill for the payment of interest to these States, the 
funds advanced by them during the war, the principal of 
which had been paid, or assumed, by the Government of 
the United States.”  * x $ d $ k Y, 

“ But where a State has so direct and so heavy an in- 
terest, where the justice of the case is so plain that men ` 
agree in it who agree in hardly any thing else, where her 


* 


, claim has passed Congress without considerable opposition 


in either House, a refusal to approve the bill without giving 
the slightest reason, and he taking the advantage of the 
rising of Congress to give it a silent go-by, is an act that | 
may well awaken the attention of the people in the States 
concerned.” * * ¥ * x * z * : 
“The principles of the Administration are hostile to in- , 
ternal improvements. Here is another power, heretofore 
exercised in many instances, now denied. Tbe Adminis- 


tration now denies the power, except with qualifications, 
: Which cast an air of ridicule over the whole subject; being . 
: founded on such distinctions as between salt water and _ 


fresh water, places above custom-houses and places below 3 
and others equally extraordinary.” 


Here we find the bank taking ground in favor 


| of a bill in which Massachusetts had a ‘great 
| pecuniary interest.” We all supposed Massa- 
| chusetts had been well paid for her claims for 
i services during the late war when she obtained 


nearly a half a million dollars under the admin- 
istration of Andrew Jackson. She got'from him 
what she never could obtain under an Adminis- 
tration at the head of which was one of her own 
citizens; and now she complains that interest on 
that claim was not allowed her! AH who can 
remember the history of our country twenty 
years, must recollect the nature of these Massa- 
chusetts claims. Besides the interest on what 
was allowed, she has, behind, a claim for prin- 
cipal amounting to probably more than half a 
million dollars. When she gets the interest on 
one, she will claim the principal of the other; and 
to that will succeed ahotlier claim for interest upon 
the last sum. Itis believed that Massachusetts 
has received quite as much for her war claims as 
she was ever entitled to; and as for the other 
States claiming a balance of interest, it is well 
known that much was allowed them in these set- 


i Expurgation of 
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tements which was expended without the au- 
thority of the General Government, and was 
exclusively the expendicure of the State. If the 
bi! allowing interest on claims to the States, to- 
gether with the land bill of 1832, had become laws, 
iis quite certain the Government would have been 
ootiged to resort to loans, or to increased direct 
or indirect taxes. The vetoes of the President 
having also partially checked appropriations for 
Internal Improvements in Some States to the entire 
exciusion of other States, has probably already 
saved to the people an extraordinary expenditure 
of the public aged to the amount of more than 
a hundred million dollars. 

We nextiind the bank’s speech laying in strong 
claims for its friends to the tide of conservators 
of the public liberty: 

“Sur, our condition ts singularly paradoxical. We have 
an Administration opposed to the Constitution ; we havean 
Opposition which is the main support of the Government 
and the laws. We have an Administration which denies 
to the very Government which it administers powers which 
it has exercised for forty years; it denies the protecting 
power, the bank power, and the power of internal improve- 
ment. The great and leading measures of the Nationa! 
Legwlature are ail resisted by it. These, strange as it may 
seein, depend on the Oppositicn for support. 
traci, an Opposition without whieh it would be difficult tor 
the Government to get along at all. T appeal! to every mem- 
ber of Congress present (and fam happy to see so many 
bere) to say, what would now become of the Government 
if all che members of the Opposition were withdrawn from 
Congress. For myself, { declare my own conviction that 
its continuance inizht probably be very short. Take away 
the Opposition from Congress, and let us see what probably 
would be done the first session. The tariff would be en- 
urely repealed. Every enactment having protection by 
duties as its main object, would be struck from the statute- 
book. This would be the first thing done. Every work of 
internal improvement would be stopped. This would folow 
asa matter of course. The bank would go down, anda 
Treasury money agency would take its place. The judiciary 
act of 1789 would be repealed, so that the Supreme Court 
should exercise no power of revision over State decisions. 
And who would resist the doctrines Of NULLIFIC ATION ? 
Look, sir, to the votes of Congress for the last three years, 
and you will see that each of these things would, in all 
human probability, take place at the next session, if the 
Opposition were to be withdrawn. The Constitution is 
threatened, therefore—imminently threarened—by the very 
fact that those are intrusted with its Administration who 
are hostile to its essential powers. ”? 

Here we find the virtues of the Opposition set 
off in striking contrast to the tices of the friends 
of the Administration; who dare dispute in rela- 
tuon to the bank, that 


“ Even its failings leaned to virtue’s side,” 


when the virtues of the immaculate minority, 
whose cause it espoused, are taken into consid- 
eration. If itbea failing, after the positive assev- 
erations of the president of the bank and the board 
of directors, that they would abstain from all 
interference in politics, that failing must be over- 
looked when we consider that the Opposition 
which they supported were the ‘* main support of 
the Government and the laws,” and that *‘ with- 
out this opposition, it would be difficult for the 
Government to get along at all!” ‘The Consti- 
tution was threatened, imminently threatened,” 
and there was none but the Opposition who could 
“resist the doctrines of nullification.” What 


| 


We have, in | 


could the bank do better than furnish funds to ` 


print and distribute forty thousand, a hundred 
thousand,a million of speeches, to save the Union, 


the Constitution, everything we hold dear? Great | 


the absence of all 


Administration in Congress, there was a greater 


evil from the attempt to extend the power of the | 
Executive; and the bank had an excuse for doing ; 


anything, even usurping power itself, to put down 
executive usurpation. Let us see what it has to 
offer on this subject. 


“ But, sir, in my opinion, a yet greater danger threatens 
the Constitution and the Government, and that is from the 
attempt fo extend the power of the Executive at the expense 
of ali the other branches of the Government, and of the people 
themselves. Whatever accustomed power is denied to the 
Constitution—whatever accustomed power is denied to 
Congress or the Judiciary—none is denied to the Executive. 
Here, there is no retrenchment; here, no apprehension is 
felt for the liberties of the people; here, it is not thoaght 
necessary to erect barriers against corruption. 

“ E begin, sir, with the subject of removals from office 
for opinion’s sake—as I think, one of the most signal in- 
stances of the attempt to extend the Executive power. 
This has been a leading measure, a cardinal point, in the 
course of Administration. It has proceeded, from the first, 
on a settled system of proscription for political opinions; 
and this system it has carried into operation to the full ex- 
tent of its ability. The President has not only filled all 
vacancies with his own friends, generally those most dis- 


tinguished as personal partisans, but he has turned out 
political opponents, and thas created vacancies, in order 
that he might GH them with his own friends. T think the 
number of removals and appointments is said to be trea 
thousand, While the Administration and its friends have 
been attempting to circumseribe and decry the powers be- 
longing to other branches, it has seized into its own hands 
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a patronage most pernicious and corrupting, an authority ` 


over men’s means of living most tyrannical and odious, 
and a power to punish freemen for political opinions alto- 
gether intolerabic.”” 


+ x * * * * * * * * 


* And what did we witness, sir, when the Administra- 
tion actually commenced, in the full exercise of its authori- 
ty! One universal sweep, one undistinguished blow, 
teveled against all who were not of the successful party. 


* 


No worth, public or private; no service, civil or military, ` 


was of power to resist the relentless grecdiness of proserip- 
tion. Soldiers of the Inte war. soldiers of the revolutionary 


war, the very cotemporary of the liberties of the country, > 


all lost their situations. 


No ottice was too high, and none - 


too low; for office was the spoil, and ali the spoils, it was 


said, belonged to the victors!” 


The Administration has been guilty of the un- 
pardonable sin of preferring its friends to its ene- 
mies in making appointments to office; nay, it 
has hardly done this, for it is well known a large 
share of the patronage and the offices of the pres- 
ent Administration have been bestowed on those 
who are anything but friends. Will the bank 
please to look in any direction where its friends 
have the ascendency? do they allow their oppo- 
nents any favor when they have the power? 
Turn to Philadelphia, where even the humble 


_ President’s veto: 


ryo? 


watchmen were turned out indroves;at New York, - 


where the municipal agents were changed, and 
even the carmen denied their accustomed employ ; 
at Connecticut, where in almost the same breath 
some three hundred judges, justices, and other 
officers were driven from office during the panic 
year; at even the State of Massachusetts, where 
apean! good care is taken that no friend of the 
Administration shall receive any lucrative or hon- 
orable appointment. The bank, without doubt, 
might be brought to consent, in some instances, 
to the appointment of friends of the Administra- 
tion; but the conditions on which it would grant 
favors would be well understood to be the same 
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ment. When has the Administration done as 
much? Never! 


But the President has occasionally appointed 
editors of newspapers to office; and the ground 
of complaint is, that the eiding by the presmof 
the election of an individual, is rewarded by that 
same individual with the gift of moneyed offices. 
Now let us put another case, which might have 


‘happened. Suppose the forty thousand Worces- 


ter speeches had accomplished their intended 
object, and placed a certain candidate in the chair 
of the President; and let us suppose for these 
services, for this speaking and writing, and the 
bank for publishing, that ‘the aiding, by the 
pre of the election of an individual, is rewarded 

y that same individual with the gift of moneyed 
offices.” Wherein would the two cases differ? 
Yet in the last-mentioned event we should have 
witnessed no mawkish display of affected fear 
of corruption, such as stands out so prominent 
in the cases just quoted. ? 


Again, hear the bank versus the right of the 


“If the President is at liberty to negative any, or all of 
these laws, at pleasure, or rather to refuse to render the 
bills Jaws, by approving them, and still may hegiect to 
return them to Congress for renewed action, he will hold 
a very important control over the legislation of this coun- 
* * * * * * * 

“ A silent vote on the bank bill would have been the in- 
evitable tate of that bill, if its friends had not refused to fix 
on any term for edjourninent before the President should 
have had the bill so Jongas to be required, by constitutional 
provisions, to sign it, or to send it back with his reasons for 


‘ not signing it. The two Houses did not agree, and could 


not agree, to fix a day for adjournment, until the bill was 
sent to the President, and then care was taken to fix on 
such a day as should allow him the whole constitutional 
period. This seasonable presentiment rescued the bill from 
the power of the silent negative.” 


Fortunate had it been for the bank if it had 


‘ taken measures that the ‘inevitable fate” of the 


` short a space of time, throw so 


as were made to Webb and Noah, and to Jasper | 


Harding, when it loaned the one some seventy 
thousand, and the other some twenty-four thou- 
sand dollars, without competent security; they 
must consent to be sold, soul and body, to the 
enemy. 

We turn to another topic of the bank’s Worces- 
ter production: 

« And is a press thatis purchased or pensioned, more free 


than a press that is fettered ? Can the people look for truths 
to partial sources, whether rendered partial through fear or 


through favor? Why shall not a manacled press be trusted - 


i 


with the maintenance and defense of popular rights? Be- ' 


cause it is to be supposed to be nnder the influence of a 
power which may prove greater than the love of truth. 
Such a press may sereen abuses in Government, or be silent. 
It may fear to speak. And mayit not fear to speak, too, 
when its conductors, if they speak in any but one way, may 
lose their means of livelihood? Is dependence on Govern- 
ment for bread, no temptation to screen its abuses ? 
the press always speak the truth, though the truth, if spoken, 
may be the means of silencing it for the future? Is the 
truth in no danger; is the watchman under no temptation, 
when be can neither proclaim the approach of national 
evils, nor seem to descry them, without the loss of his 
place 27? * k * * * * * 

“ Some fifty or sixty editors of leading journals have been 
appointed to office by the present Executive. 


* * 


tial success; but by means of appointments which do not 


Will - 


A stand has : 


i 2, ains is i i > i aan 
as was the danger—quite equal to total darkness, | been made against this proceeding in the Senate, with par- -| 


ood—from the friends of the ' 


, come before the Senate, or other means, the number has . 


* * 


been carried to the extent I have mentioned.” 

“ There can, sir, be no objection to the appointment of 
an editor to office, if he is the fittest man. There can be 
nv objection to considering the services which, in that or 
any other capacity, he may have rendered his country.” 
* * x * «But the ground of complaint is, that 
the aiding, by the press, of the election of an individual, is 
rewarded by that same individual with the gift of moneyed 


i either openiy avowed or falsely denied, that they have ren- 
dered services in the election of the very individual who 
makes this removal and makes this appointment. Every 
man, sir, must see that this is a fatal stab at the purity of 
i the press.?? 
: How does the bank stand condemned from its 
‘own mouth? Has it not directly bought up 
newspapers and editors like cattle in the market? 
Where the Administration has employed editors 
i to the amount of hundreds, the bank has done 
| the same thing to the amount of thousands. The 
i bank has paid meney directly to newspaper 
editors and others, for electioneering services, a 
portion of which was the money of the Govern- 


offices. Men are turned out of office and others putin, and | 
receive salaries from the public Treasury on the ground, į 


| 
| 
| 


bank bill had been asilent veto! Never was there 
a State paper sought for with such avidity by the 
people—never did any public document, in so 
reat a flood of 
the veto mes- 


light over the community, as di 
“A silent veto” was pre- 


sage of the President. 


‘vented, and the bank intended it for evil; but 


an unerring Providence turned that evil into 


' good. 


One more extract from the bank’s electioneer- 
ing document, and I am done with that: 


“ If the President be reélected, with concurrent and co- 
operating majorities in both Houses of Congress, I do not 
see that, in four years more, all the powers which is euf- 
fered to remain in the Government, will be holden by the 
executive hand. Nullification would proceed, or will be 
put down by a power as unconstitutional as itself. The 
revenues will be managed by atreasury bank—the use of 
the vero will be considered as sanctioned by the public 
voice—the Senate, if not cut down,’ will be bound down ; 


, and commanding the Army and the Navy, and holding all 


places of trust to be party property, what will then be left, 
sir, for constitutional reliance ??? 
* * * * * *. 

& I fully believe, sir, that a great majority of the nation 
desire a change in the Administration, and that it will be 
difficult for party organization or party denunciation to 
suppress the effective utterance of that general wish.’? 
s * * ia “T fully believe, sir, that gratifying 
intelligence is already on the wing. While we are yet 
deliberating in Massachusetts, Pennsylvania is voting. To- 
day she elects her members to the next Congress. I doubt 
not the result of that election will show an important 
change in public sentiment in that State. I cannot doubt 
that the great States adjoining her, holding similar consti- 
tutional principles, and having similar interests, will feel 
the impulse of the same causes which affect her’? * * 

‘t At least, sir, let the star of Massachusetts be the last 
which shall be seen to fall from heaven, and to plunge into 
the utter darkness of disumion. Let her shrink back—let 
her hold others back, if she can—at any rate, let her keep 
herself back from this gulf, full at once of fire and of black- 
ness; yes, sir, as far as human foresight can sean, or buman 
imagination fathom, full of the fire and the blood of civil 
war, and of the thick darkness of general political disgrace, 
ignominy and ruin.’* 

The prediction that “a great majority of the 
nation desired a change”’ of the Administration, 
was quite as true as was the anticipation that in 
four years more ‘all the power which is suffered 
to remain in the Government will -be holden b 
the Executive hand;’’ or that * nullification will 
proceed.” And if the nation has been kept back 
from the “gulf, full at once of fire and black- 
ness,” ‘and the blood of civil war, and of the 
thick darkness of general political disgrace, ig- 
nominy and ruin,’’it is most apparent that neither 
the “star of Massachusetts” nor the Bank of 
the United States, nor yet the forty thousand 


* 
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Worcester speeches which the bank paid for | 
printing and circulating, have in anywise tended | 
to avert those calamities. ae 
Such, Mr. President, is a sample of the leading 
centents of the Woréester speech—of one of the | 
greatest efforts ever made to influence the result | 
of one of the most important elections that ever ;' 
took place in this or any other country; a giant | 
effort, which, if it had not been manifestly on the : 
wrong side, must have been attended with all the © 
success that the right deserves. Let it be remem- | 
bered, that this great electioneering effort was 
made by the bank in the year 1832—let it be re- . 
membered that since. that time (to wit: in De- ` 
cember, 1833) the board of directors by a solemn | 
vote has declared ‘‘ The bank has never interfered 
in the slightest degree in politics, and never influ- 


vote has been backed up, so far as positive asser- 
tion would go, by the friends of the bank :n both 
Houses of Congress, and that the positive decla- 


ration has been, both before and since, repeated ` 


by the president of the bank. Remembering this, 
what dependence can be placed on the truth of 
the averments of any committee? Who shall be- 
lieve that the president of the bank and the board 
of directors acting under him, would not conceal 
from them all the truth that made against them, 
which they knew would not get out in spite of 
their utmost efforts ? 

Mr. President, I have shown you that the cap- 
tion of the whitewashing committee, introducing 
that part of the expenditures of the Bank of the 
United States paid for printing, &c., is a misnomer, 
leading to a false issue—disgraceful to the board 
of directors, if intended as a deception on the 
committec, and littlesreditable to the intelligence 
of the committee itself if suffered to be there 
placed without a full understanding of its import. 

Meager as is the information contained in the 
list of expenditures presented by the bank, re- 
luctantly as was extorted the skeleton of facts 
which the bank found itimpossible longer to con- 
ceal, it is, nevertheless, a document of immense 
magnitude in assisting us rightly to estimate the 
value of his services, who has eminently contrib- 
uted to put an end to this institution. I will 
only reia few items of the long list, for the pur- 

ose of making a passing comment upon them. 

he whole list ought to be published in every 
newspaper of the Union; it ought to be stereo- 
typed and published at the beginning of every 
session of Congress, asof itself a most conclusive 


reason against making any such grant as was |! 
contained in the act of 1816, establishing the ' 
The first item of ' 


Bank of the United States. 
printing commences with the year 1829; it is the 
following: : 


“To Garden & Thompson, 


for triennial report, &c., 
24 87.” 


This Garden & Thompson, who subsequently "i 


received from the bank their hundreds and their 


thousands of dollars for different jobs, are under- | 
stood to have published a weekly newspaper, | 
called the Mechanics’ Free Press, then the only | 


newspaper in the city of Philadelphia, opposed 


to the recharter of the United States Bank. The | 


opposition of that paper was soon silenced. It 
will be seen that the course of the bank has been 
not less to reward its friends than to buy up its 
enemies. According to this statement, the whole 
expense for extraordinary printing in the year 
1829 was only $105 25. 
` In the first half year of 1830, there was paid for 
. printing and distributing Smith and McDuffie’s 
reports to the two Houses of Congress, in favor 
of the bank, $3,285 17. Among the items, Garden 
and Thompson print to the value of $1,685 75. 
P. P. F. Degrand, a foreigner and broker at Bos- 


ton, whose officious ‘interference in all matters | 
| Library Committee had reported in their favor, | 
New England, furnished the same to the amount | 
of $250; and N. Biddie’s bill for distributing, &c., ` 


relating to elections, has been long well known in 


` {Could t &c.’” mean writing and preparing re- 
ports ?] was #700. 


The second half of the year (all for Smith and ` 


‘ McDuffie’s reports, and Gallatin’s pamphlet) 
amounts to $2,591 50. Again we have a pay- 


ment to Garden & Thompson of $691; to N. | 


Biddle for distributing McDuffie’s report, $275; 
to the same for printing Gallatin’s pamphlet, 
$1,000. There can be little doubt the truth is 


: $300.” Mr. Degrand again comes in for distrib 


enced or sought to influence elections;’’ that this ‘reports made in both Houses of Congress, by 


falsified here: the sum of $1,000 was probably 
; paid for writing the report, because E. Little, in 

i the very next line, is paid “ for printing the same, | 
op 
uting Gallatin’s pamphlet, $300. | 


is given at $5,876 67. 


In 1831, for the first half ycar, the expenditures 


swelled to the large amount of $10,401 74. Ben- ,. 


ton’s speech in the Senate—which was not answered ` 
in that body by the friends of the bank, had gonc , 
forth and been published in most of the Demo- 


cratic newspapers of the country. The bank . 


immediately set to work, and employed writers 
and reviewers and printers, to counteract the - 


on very quietly, paying for the circulation of extra | 


committees friendly to it; these reports invariably 
presented precisely such, and no other facts and 
arguments than could be elaborated from the par- | 
tial statements of the bank itself. But the repe- | 
tition of the opinion expressed by the President, 
that the bank ought not to be rechartered, and the | 
‘general publication of Benton’s speech in 1830 
and 1831, created a necessity that the bank should 
arouse its friends in all parts of the country. 
This account commences with a payment to 
ı Gales & Seaton for printing and distributing 
i Mr. Gallatin ’s pamphlet, $1,300; $2,000 to Nich- 
olas Biddle for the distribution of Smith and 
McDuffie’s reports; $733 75 for distributing the 
same at New York; $123 to Gray & Bowen, of 
i Boston, for two thousand copies review of bank 
report in the North American Review. It will 
be borne in mind that the bank not only subsi- 
‘dized the newspaper press, but that the principal 


| reviews of the country, which should be devoted | 


|; to subjects purely scientific and literary, and 
| which claim confidence for their impartiality, 
were paid for blindfolding the people in relation 
| to the true designs and intents of that institution. 
| Jasper Harding, in this half year, receives $440 
‘for eleven thousand extra papers. His paper, 
ı the Pennsylvania Inquirer, had taken ground in 
, favor of the Administration; it became important 
. that its influence should be purchased into the 
interest of the bank. It was so purchased. Not 
only was Jasper Harding employed in jobs of 
printing to a considerable amount, but he was 


| part of the report of the committee, of $23,490 40, 
i Without security for its payment, and not one 
cent of it probably ever was, or ever will be, 
paid. 

“James Wilson, twenty-five thousand copies of Mc- 


Duffie’s report, and twenty-five thousand address to the 
|| State Legislatures, folding, &c., $1,447 75.” 


This James Wilson lived west of the Alle- 


to state that the original bill showed that these 
twenty-five thousand copies each of Messrs. 
McDuffie and Smith’s reports and addresses to 
members of the State Legislatures, were furnished 


|| geant, Esq.;”’ and that this gentleman was the 


here during the panic winter, at the head of a 


of Pennsylvania, the restoration of the de 
to the bank. That fact is shown in the memo- 
tial of the Government directors to both Houses 
|| of Congress, in December, 1833. 

“ To Carey & Lea, for printing Professor Tucker’s article, 
and one thousand of Gallatin on banking, $2,850.?? 
| These gentlemen, now that their occupation as 
n nr papers is about to terminate, were to be 
|| provided for by the subscription which the Joint 


for five hundred copies of the History of Con- 
| gress. 


| The extra printing for the last half of 1831, 


| 

l| would have gone in as a matter of course; thus 
|! Duff Green (then supposed to be opposed to the 
| bank) is paid $28 for publishing the report of 
the stockholders; E. [presumed H.] Niles re- 
ceives $70 for publishing in the Weekly Register 


i extras $191 57; James 
The expense for extraordinary printing in 1830 f 
| of stockholders, $63 75. 


(a paper that contains no advertisements) the 
report of the Bank of the United States; Garden 
& Thompson again for publishing report of 
stockholders [in their newspaper probably] and 
Wilson (the peculiarly 
favored printer of the State) for ublishing report 
In this way editors 


' were paid for services that cost them nothing; for 


inserting matter such as is usually given in a 
newspaper as general information, and without 
expectation of pay—a very considerable amount. 
In this manner “ golden opinions” were bought, 
and almost every editor, in gratitude for the almost 


‘unasked generosity of the bank, was induced to 


' effect of that speech. Hitherto the bank had gone `: 


| 
| 


i 
i 
i 
| 


espouse its cause with zeal. 

The total amount for printing in 1831, as per 
the bank’s account, was $11,153 243, 

In 1832, the first half year presents only 
$1,990 65. Of these there are two items to Care 
& Lea, onc for paperand extra binding, of $150 50, 
and the other for expenses (writing the article 
probably) attending Quarterly Review by orders, 
$100. Gales & Seaton come in with a charge of 
$800 for twenty thousand copies of “ a pamphlet 


| concerning the bank,” and $360 for one thou- 


| Suffered to contract a debt, as appears in another : 


ghanies, and these publications were intended to | 
influence public opinion in Ohio, Kentucky, and <; 
| the great West. The report very prudently omits | 


‘agreeably to order, and letters from John Sar- ` 


bank’s candidate for Vice President, who came | 


‘committee, demanding, in the name of the State | bank veto, &c., amounting to $2,422 65; and two 


posits : 


! 
| 
| 


1| amounted only to $751'503, a large portion of, 
which was paid simply to editors for publishing | 
|! reports in their newspapers, which, ordinarily, -| 


sand copies of McDuffie’s and Adams’s reports. 

For the last half year the expense was $16,499 
94. It commences with the well-known name 
of Jas Harding, for printing review of the 
veto, and expenses incident thereto, (meaning, inall 
likelihood, pay for writing,) and two hundred 
handbills, ordered by Colonel J., $821 78; Ed- 
ward Olmsted, bank documents, $624 11; same 
for printing view, $418 25. On inquiry, I find 
that this Mr. Olmsted is neither editor nor printer, 


. but a lawyer, acting as treasurer for a ‘* Youn 
, Men’s Clay Committee,’’a body especially consti- 


tuted to operate on the elections. John S; Riddle, 


es ea 


for printing and circulating reports of McDuffie, 
Smith, Adams, and the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury, the speech of Webster on the President’s 
veto, and review of the veto message, is paid 
$2,580 50. This Mr. Riddle was neither printer, 
' editor, nor lawyer, but a merchant, and treasurer 
of the Old Men’s Clay Committee, appointed, like 
the other, to operate on the elections. William 
Fry, printer of the National Gazette, is also paid 
$1,708 for sixty-three thousand one hundred 
Webster’s speech on the veto message, and $501 
60 for twenty-two thousand eight hundred copies 
of Adams’s and McDuffie’s reports. James Wil- 


| Son, of Pittsburg, is paid $580 “ for printing done 


. for the bank,’’ as per his own account rendered. 
This item leaked out in consequence of another 
gentleman of the same name taking the letter 

i from the post office, and finding in it Mr. Biddle’s 

, draft, Wilson denied the purpose of this pay- 

ment at the time, by equivocation; but after the 

election had passed, the truth came out. 
“ William A. Merwin, printing General Jackson’s veto, 

i thirty thousand copics, wrapping and distributing them, 
$558.9? 

This, the chairman of the committee informed 

‘me, as we may well suppose, was a mistake; it 

i Should be ‘ General Jackson vetoed, thirty thou- 

| sand copies.” , This expenditure was in the city 

: of New York. After this comes the charge of 

| Nathan Hale, of Boston, for forty thousand copies 

_ of Webster’s Worcester speech, and twelve thou- 

i sand five hundred copies of Webster’s speech on 


; items, amounting to $766 40, for printing, in Ger- 
man, extracts from Webster’s speech and other 
articles. The attempt to argue the German pop- 


i| ulation into a belief of the necessity and utility 


of the bank, or to enlist them in a crusade against 
Genera] Jackson and the Democracy was an utter 
failure. 


‘| ‘The expense for 1832 was $18,490 791. 


|| The first half of 1833 presents charges for 
$1,305, and the last half amounts to $1,888 03. 
| Of this, Gales & Seaton have $1,895 for fifty 
thousand bank report and other documents, and 
i| William Fry has $870 fortwo items of charge in 
bank reports. Total expense for the year, quite 
moderate, is $3,193 03. 

But it is the account for the memorable year of 
, 1834 that presents the most audacious attempt to 
' excite public opinion and influence the elections, 

that ever has come within my observation. The 
items for the first half year are such as should 
attract universal attention. Considering what 


1836.] 
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took place day afterday within the Capitol during 
the first six months of the year 1834, and looking 
at the following items in the bank’s account, can 
we be surprised at the great agitation which pre- 
vailed? Was the like of this ever before pre- 
sented? Every item of this unparalleled account 
should be repeated: 

For the first half year ending 30th June, viz: 

To Duff Green, for printing 50,000 copies of 
Webster’s report of the Committee of Fi- 
NANCE....ee seccessercccseccee cee e Gl, 750 00 

95,000 copies of Clay’s speech on de- 

POSHES.. ce cece cee eeeee es ce eee ceeees 1,000 00 

50,000 Calhoun’s speech on deposits... 1,000 00 

50,000 McDuffie’s speech on deposits.. 1,000 00 


$24,252 51 


Here is $6,200 to one printer, and $15,642 51 


and involve its citizens in a common ruin, or else 
to seize upon and control the Government. It 
would be well indeed for the bank if it could show 
that its president and directors had no hand in 
this imposition; it would be to the credit of mem- 
bers of Congress who made such speeches as the 
bank should consider it an object to print and 


to be. 


30th September, 1834. The expenditures of the 
last quarter were $2,031 50; this, added to 
$24,252 51 for the first two quarters, makes the 
aggregate amount for the first three quarters of 


|| the year $26,284 01. 
Let us see what was the aid furnished by the | 
| bank to assist members of Congress in their sev- 
eral sections of country. Every speech was cir- || 

further training; and the 


| culated without stint that could be supposed to 
operate. It was declared, and repeated here and 


‘| three thousan 
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votes, in a general canvass of the State, only 
stood between her and her emancipation from 
the rule of the bank. To the Empire State of 
New York, meagerly supported with a single 
d edition of one near-sighted speech 


‘| from its Anti-Masonic region, is furnished fifty 


The items of charge are brought down to the ' 


| 


circulate in her justification, if they could now : 
|| show that the institution they praise was as pure, 
as useful, as indispensable as they represented it , 


| 


1 


thousand of the mendacious report ofthe Exchange 
Committee, for which the press of the secretary 
of the Hartford Convention receives from the 
bank $1,375 as a largess. Connecticut gets no 


| compliment from the bank in the Senate; but five 


thousand speeches of one of her members of the 


i House could not prevent her from uniting with 


those Legislatures which have directed their Sen- 
ators to vote for expunging the condemnatory 
resolution of the Senate from its Journal. Ver- 
mont and New Hampshire receive no compliment 
from the bank in thousands or even hundreds of 
published speeches; nor was it necessary, for the 
first was deemed sufficiently subservient without 
ranite State was too 


_incorrigibly obstinate in her opposition to the 


: elsewhere, that President Jackson had scarcely a `; 


|! friend left south of the Potomac—that the meas- 
| ure of removing the deposits was universally 


| condemned by the entire South. That the South | 


i and the Secrecy. 


might understand the reasons why they ought'to 
pass sentence of condemnation on the President 
of the Treasury, that the pro- 


ceedings of the Executive might be nullified at 


‘once, the bank furnished one hundred thousand | 


‘speeches of one South Carolina gentleman, and 
l sixty-five thousand of another. To operate on 
old Virginia—to present her the ‘‘ awful alter- 


i natives’? which had hedged her in, to convince 


her that the evils of a violated Constitution are a 


i| mere trifle when compared with that destruction 


ʻi which must follow the removal of the deposits 


50,009 additional ot Calhoun’s..... ... 1,000 00 
15,000 additional of McDuffie’s....... 450 00 

— $6,200 00: 
Gales & Seaton, for 9,599 copies of 

Clay’s spcech...ceeeearee siseses. 570 00 
50,000 H. Binney’s speech ....eseeeeee 3,000 00 
3,000 of Southard’s speech. we 235 43 
5,000 of Ifutingdon’s speech. 208 00 
10,000 of Webster’s speech..... sans 288 90 
10,000 second edition of Southard’s 

speech. .eeee Chem maa secesecese 654 10 
3,0.0 Poindexter’s speech... sieas 68 98 
3,000 Sprague’s speech......- ince Siew aes 103 47 
3,000 Frelinghuysen’s speech........ . 68 98 
1,000 Ewing’s SpeeCh.ssessssreres ee . 67 32 
6,000 Ewing’s speech, second edition... 243 92 
10,000 of Binney*s report on the pen- 

sion TUNA wo ce cece cree rece tees severe 288 90 
90,000 Senate’s report on deposits..... 577 80 

~ 7,090 Puindexter’s speech, second edi- ' 

tion, and 10,000 Webster’s speech, 

BdCONA edition. ... esas eens ceeeeees 524 82 
10,009 Archer’s speech on bank ques- 

LON ssacstacsdeeccvsesescsedoesees, 208-00 
For binding, paper, envelopes, &c., for 

Binney and others....sseeceveeeees 40 00 

—-—— 7,129 52 
Paper and folding......+.essereeseses — BOT 29 
50,000 copies of Mr. Adams’s speech.. 2,839 00 
5,000 copies speech of Allen, of Ken- 

UCKY ccceceeceaceseccceceesereeesee 208 60 
9,000 additional of Allen’s speech..... 102 64 
9,000 Corwit’s speech ..cceeseeceeess 102 64 

- §,000 Leigh’s speech on protest.. - 1235 00 

_ 1,009 Clayton’s speech on the bank. 40 00 
3,000 Clay's last speech on the bank... 86 20 
1,000 MeKennon’s speech....... trese 58 90 
2,500 pamphiets Mr. Webster’s speech, 296 90 
10,000 pamphlets Mr. Wilde’s speech... 385 20 
Printing extra half sheet containing 

statements concerning bank, 8,400 

copies..... EAT EE ences 84 50 
10,009 copies Wehster’s speech on re- 

newalof bank charter...... eesoseoe 92 60 
5,000 copies Leigh’s speech on renewal 

of bank charters... cece cess ceeeence 104 30 
5,000 copies Leigh’s speech on renewal 

of bank charter, eight pages added.. - 156 45 

——--——— 5,083 29 
3,000 copies Dixon's speech... .-.++++ 122 22 
75,000 copies Webster’s speech on the 
ower assumed over the bank by the 
Executive.cs.c.cscenceceescecees <o 2,681 00 
5,000 Hardin's speech... esse ereeecee 3648 =, 
Paper, seals, envelopes, &C......+-6+ 300 0 
—-— 3,429 70 
William Fry, for 1,800 National Ga- 

zettes, and printing report of Ex- 

change Committee...... deeessecece ©. 74250 
Commercial Herald, for printingAdams, 

Binney, and Webster’sspeeches.... 112 00 
C. Alexander, for printing report of Bx- 

change Committe@.......eeees besos 4000 — | 

—-— 894 50° 
National printing, do., and Adams’s 

BPCOCH cece cecr cece cee e cece eens . 45 00 
N. Hale, for 2,000 copies of Adams’s 

BPCECH oc. cece cee ccsen core ceenct 5 50 
W. B. ‘Townsend, for 50,000 copies re- 

port Exchange Committec..... rsrs 1,375 00 

—-— 1,515 50, 


to another, for printing speeches which had no | 


other object than to produce or increase excite- 
ment in every part of the United States. The 
amount paid to the same printers, under orders 


of the two Houses of Congress, was enormous; , 


` everything was i 
bear on the question; and extraordinary numbers 
of everything that could be tuppo a ‘to have an 
effect, were ordered to be furnis ed at the public 
expense. 
bank must pay for 
bers of reports of committees; and thousands, 
tens, and hundreds of thousands of speeches cal- 
culated to alarm the people—to exasperate such 
of them against the Executive as supposed their 
interests had been touched—to either lash them 
into fury or overwhelm them in despondency—to 
either upturn the whole business of the country, 


printed that could be made to : 


That, however, was not enough; the | 
and circulate additional num- | 


| from an unconstitutional bank—fifteen thousand 
speeches of one, and ten thousand of another of 


her Senators, are circulated. A member from 
Georgia, (Wilde,) whose fortune it has been to 
suffer martyrdom in the cause of the bank, was, 
by the same bank, enabled to speak in his own 
and the bank’s behalf ten thousand times, in as 
many speeches, for the benefit of that State. 
Mississippi was furnished with ten thousand of 
her Senator’s, which, like a child over-fed with 
| kindness, she repaid only with deep ingratitude. 


I| Kentucky comes in for thirty-seven thousand five 


‘hundred and ninety-nine from a member of the 
Upper House; seven thousand from one, and five 


| more efficient gratitude to the bank than any other 


State of the Union. She is the only instance of 
| conclusive demonstration that a moneyed mo- 
nopoly can control the voice of a whole commu- 
| nity. “Whether she will persevere in fighting the 

battles of the bank is quite uncertain. Pennsyl- 
| vania has always been highly favored of the 
bank, and most ungrateful was she at first for 
the continued kindness. Fifty thousand speeches 
and ten thousand reports from a great champion 
of the bank, aided by one thousand extra speeches 
from another of her members from the west of 
her mountains, scarcely produced a vibration of 
sentiment in the Keystone State. She has, how- 
| ever, made amends forall, by suffering a minority 
of her people to elect such a Legislature as has 


‘I thrown itself into the arms of Old Nick, and 


granted what he could not obtain here—a char- 
tered monopoly of thirty-five millions of dollars, 
calculated to grind into the dust and oppress the 
people of that State. 

‘©The canal a solitude and the lake a desert 
waste of waters,” comes in from Ohio in the 
shape of seven thousand appeals from a Senator, 
and two thousand speeches from a Representative 
—all paid for and circulated by the bank. But 
the young lion of the West, in spite of all, declares 
its independence of the bank. New Jersey had 
the benefit of thirteen thousand from one and 
three thousand from another of her Senators; 
but, “calm as a summer’s morning,’ one of 
these Senators yields his place in this body. 


lature, she supports the Administration and the 
veto of the bank. Little Delaware, although 
considered safe, was deemed much more sure 
with one thousand speeches of her able Senator; 
and as a “ miss is as good asa mile,’’ fourteen 


In 
the other House of Congress, and in her Legis- ' 


i thousand from another member of the House of | 
Representatives, and she has really evinced a` 


i 


3 


bank to thank Mr. Biddle for any compliment of 
the kind. Rhode Island was then thought safe 


- without purchasing the speeches, as she needed 


not to purchase either of her Senators, for none 
were more faithful to the bank in their votes. 
The people of that State now repudiate the bank, 
while the bank is able to retain two Senators for 
the entire term of three years, and one of them 
for five years. Massachusetts, (and why should 
not a part of this go to New Hampshire for what 
she once was, and what she once contained ?)— 
Massachusetts comes in for greater glorification 
on account of published speeches, (some of which 


‘were and some were not delivered,) and for 


pore supplying the place of speeches, than any 
other State of the Union. Indeed, Massachusetts 
and South Carolina seem to have been honored 
by the bank beyond any other States; the first 
probably because, in her war against nullification, 
she had fastened the ‘‘ strong man in the morass;”” 
and the last for the distinguished love and grat- 
itude she owed that ‘* strong man,” thus cruelly 
fastened; for his services to the banks, seventy 
thousand reports of the Finance Committee, one 
hundred and seven thousand five hundred, at 


| least, of Webster’s, and fifty-two thousand of 


Adams’s undelivered speeches; all these must go 
to the credit of Massachusetts. But the State of 
Maine, although last, not least, more ungrateful 
to the bank, if possible, than any of her sisters, 
because she set the first example, after the panic, 
of rebelling against her at the polls; the State of 
Maine, ahaued money was raised by thousands 
and tens of thousands in a sister State, to produce 
a different result, and although honored by the 
bank in a publication of three thousand speeches 
of her Senator, ungratefully and ungenerously 
refused to elect that Senator to the first office in 
her gift, or to return such a delegation to Con- 
gress as would support the bank. 

Mr. President, was there ever a spectacle ex- 


' hibited before the people that equaled this appli- 


cation of money by the bank to influence and 


- control the elections ? Who has the audacity now 


l 


to admit that the bank did all this, and to declare 
that the bank never interferes with politics? And 
the money made use of—one fifth part at least— 
was the property of the people of the United 
States. If the enormous expenditure was notan 
act of faithlessness towards other stockholders, 
was it not a high breach of trust to the Govern- 
ment of the United States, which owned one fifth 


i of the stock of the bank? 


Situated as the bank was while it held the pub- 


lie deposits and controlled all public disburse- 


. mand. 
; moneyed institutions of 
' them it controlled almos : 
| commercial community. With 


had not expended a cent in publishing 
d arguments to be circulated among 
the people, it wielded such an influence, as all 
other pecuniary interests combined could not com- 
It completely controlied all the public 
the country,and through 
t the entire mercantile and 
this tremendous 
power, it might have been anticipated that the 
bank would be content to go into the elections 
without expending a single dollar in printinz, or 
in the distribution of speeches or documents. 
Almost the entire mercantile and trading com- 
munity was, in many places lashed intoa warfare 
against the Administration. Forgetting every- | 


ments, if it 
speeches an 
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thing that was due to the Executive for what it | 
had done to subserve the interests of commerce, ' 
to retrieve the property that had becn unlawfully 
seized, and to secure the rights of trade and in- 
tercourse in all parts of the world, the merchants 
in some of the principal seaports, fought the Ad- | 
ministration with all the infuriate zeal of mad- | 
men. They were goaded on tothe contest by the 
‘Bank of the United States, which also forced 
most of the local banks to aid: her in the fight. 
But, Mr. President, the detail of extraordinary 
printing which I have exhibited is not all, nor 
‘yet the worst partofthe exhibition. Thatamount 
is $65,103 25. The expenditures by the presi- - 
‘dent of the bank, according to his own volantary 
confession, far which he renders no vouchers, is 
$29,605. If he had no shame for the items he 
has partially specified in his bill of parcels, what 
must we suppose to be the use to which he applied - 
_the sum for which he rendered no particulars? 
If a trust be committed to my charge, and ‘I lavish 
my employer’s money. for illegitimate purposes, 
accounting to him specifically for a part, and that 
part for objects which would reflect on me no 
credit, and refuse to account. at all for the re- 
mainder, alleging that a. disclosure would expose 
‘innocent persons. “‘ to vituperation,.malign asper- 
dian, and peradventure of personal vengeance,” 
would my emplayer and patron not have a right 
to infer the worst of me; and could I, under any 
„pretence, expect my friends seriously to offer for 
ame my reasons for concealment.as a ground of 
- confidence to the same or to another.employer? 
‘We may well suppose that the expenditure for 
objects entirely concealed. was for something even 
. worse than stipends to. printersand editors. About 
-Ahe time af the removal of the deposits, the news- 
papers regularly reported everything that was 
“going on in the public offices. ‘The proceedings 


-of Cabinet meetings were-hinted at and alluded to || 


in the bank press throughout the country, as if , 
they were regularly informed of everything that | 

transpired. “Was any portion of the expenditure 
money paid to secret informers, whose business 
it was to pry into Cabinet secrets? : 

Nor is.the expenditure of $94,708 25 (ane fifth 
of which, $18,941 65. belonged directly to the peo- 
ple of the United. States) stated by Mr. Biddle, 
all the expenditures which have been made. . As 
the record has many times been falsified, I would 
not be surprised if only a part of the truth has 
been given:in relation to this matter. The ex- 
penses at the.Bank of the United Siates for the 

“first half year of 1833, were $63,861 42; for the 
second half of the. same year the expénses were 
$60,646 02; but for the first half year of 1834, the 
same expenses were $88,714.03, from twenty- 
-five to thirty thousand dollars beyond.the usual 
amount. These extra expenses, we have a right | 
to presume, until they shall be explained, were 
- made for no honest or laudable purpose. 

Besides the extraordinary expenses paid for 
- printing, have we not a right to. know how. many, 
and how large sums, have been sunk in bad and 
suspended debts? The committee has shown us 
two cases of such lost debt. The one is:a debt | 
of Jasper Harding, amounting to. $23,490 40; the | 
ather is a debt of J. W. Webb and M. M. Noah, | 
which, in several successive discounts, amounted 
to $71,575; the committee informs us that of this 
debt. $52,975 had been discharged, leaving $18,600 
still due, on which Webb had given security, by 

-an assignment, which is absolutely, under the 
‘circumstances, worth nothing. ‘They say a part 
of the debt has been ‘‘discharged’’—they do not 


say it ever has been paid. I have ever considered | 
-the loan that was made to Webb—a loan which | 
‘was not entered on the books of the bank until | 


the president of the bank found the whole matter | 
would be ferreted out--as little short of down- 
right bribery. Let the facts be borne in mind, 
that Webb’s paper, of most extensive circulation, 
and of a supposed influence greater than any | 
press in the Union, bad steadily opposed the 
bank, until the time this money was furnished ; 
that from this time, at first covertly and insidi- 
ously, and by-and-Ly openly, it advocated the 
recharter of the bank; and what better can we 
think of this bank than the worst that has been ' 
-charged upon it? ae 
In addition to this, Gales & Seaton, in March, 


: these must be considered in the same light, and | 
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than $80,000. This debt would probably have 
een as bad, or worse off, than that of Jasper 


‘| Harding, and Webb, and Noah, had not the 


influence of the bank succeeded in electing these 
men printers to Congress, in defiance of the public ; 
sentiment. Opposition printers were elected in 
1833, in both branches of Congress; and the 
extraordinary fact has resulted from this election 
of printers, hostile to the Administration, that 
the expense of the public printing has been 
increased probably tenfold in the Senate, and in 
the House alone greater than it ever was before 
in both branches. 

The committee have mentioned two consider- 
able suspended debts. The loans connected with | 


. may well be added to the same list, as other | 
i“ extraordinary expenditures” made for printing, | 
_&c. These loans cannot be considered in any 
„other Jight than the employment of money for 
_ the purpose of bribing the public press. Report 
speaks of other loans of doubtful security, which 
have been “discharged,” not by payment in full, 
_ but by security in some sort, of ten, twenty, and 
. thirty cents gn the dollar. If such loans had been 
_so made and so discharged, in consequence of 
; Services of any sort done or-to be performed for . 
.the.bank, can the whitewashing committee give 
us the assurance that they were made acquainted 
„with the facts? Might not “the possible danger 
af exposing innocent persons to odium or perse- 
cution” have prevented the bank—especially as 
they might not have been pressed very hard on 
‘this point—from making such an exhibit of this 
kind of accommodations and debts as the case 
: required? 
| We think we had a right to complain of the 
| report of the committee, not more for the opinions 
| it gives than for those it does not give. Wecom- 
plain of it, that it palliates where it ought to con- 
demn; that it omits facts essential to the case; 
that where the committee were unwilling to haz- 
iard their own: reputation in justification, they 
suffer the party implicated to justify for them- 
selves; that where neither the committee nor the 
i bank can make a present pretence of justification, 
| they. suffer the bank to throw itself back upon a 
i reputation which, previous to the appalling devel- 
| opments of the last two or three years, it was 
i allowed to possess. We complain that the com- 
i mittee place the effect for the cause; that they 
offer as an excuse for the violent assault of the 
| bank on the industry and prosperity of the coun- 
try, those very acts of the Administration which 
- were rendered indispensable to the protection of 
the public from the abuses of the bank. We 
complain that the committee should characterize 


|, the withdrawal of the deposits as a “ blow” at . 


the bank, whereas-the intention of the bank by 
holding on to the deposits was the aiming of a 
more cflectial “ blow?’ at the independence of the 
country, and the integrity of the Government. 
It was for withdrawing the deposits of the pub- 
lic money from an institution whose management 
had been thus flagitious; an institution which, in 
addition to these enormities, withholds at this 
moment from the people millions of their money; 
an institution whose whole course for the last four 
years has been directed with a view to coerce the | 
people into its measures, or bankrupt the whole 
community; it was. for legally and constitution- 
ally arresting the arm of the wrong-doer and pre- | 
venting the ane mischief he intended, that the | 
President of the United, States was unlawfully : 
condemned by a vote of the Senate. The people | 
call aloud that the recard of this act shall be ex- | 
| 
| 
| 


punged, and they will not rest until it shall be - 
obliterated. A simple repeal or rescinding of that | 
act will not answer. Nor can the denial of the 
imputation of crime to the Pregident be now taken 
as evidence that the passage of the resolution 
was a mere ordinary matter. i 
In the month of June, 1834, the Legislature of : 
New Hampshire passed resolutions which de- | 
clared— 
«c That the course of the Administration and of the Pres- 
ident was entirely approved; and that the latter, by his ; 
endeavors to restore the Constitution to its original purity, | 
by his integrity and firmness, by staying the expenditure of 
the public money in an unconstitutional system of internal 
improvements, by settling the tariff on a satisfactory basis, 
by his resistance of all measures tending to a dissolution of : 


the Union, by his veto on the bank bill, and the stand he 


t 


- 1833, owed the Bank of the United States more 


| 


bas taken against the alarming proceedings of the bank, has | 


„i itself into a most unreasonable obstinacy. 


SENATE. 


proved himself to be a true disciple of Thomas Jefferson 
the father of American Democracy. That he only exercised 
a power conferred on him by the Constitution, recognized 
by the example of all his predecessors, when he removed 
! from office the late Secretary of the Treasury, (W. J. 


| Duane.) That the present Secretary of the Treasury, 


1| (Roger B. Taney,) in removing the deposits of public money 


' from the Bank of the United States, has violated neither the 
letter nor the spirit of the charter of the bank; and that hig 
course is fully approved by the people, and was demanded 
by the profligate conduct of the officers of the bank. That 
the Bank of the United States ought not to be rechartered, 

i because, unconstitutional in its creation, it has proved itself 

į to be an institution of the most deadly hostility to the free 

! principles of our Government, attempting to sustain itself 

į and to obtain for its friends political power by a course of 
bribery and corruption, setting at defiance the Representa- 
tives of the people, and veiling its transactions in secrecy 
and darkness. , 

“That the late protest of the President of the United 
States, against the extraordinary and unprecedented reso- 
lution of the Senate, which pronounced him guilty of a 
most flagrant offense, without either hearing or trial, was 
a measure justified by his personal right to vindicate his 
own character from unmcrited reproach, and by his imper- 
ative official duty to defeat the Executive branch, while in 
his charge, from all intemperate assaults or unconstitutional 
encroachments; and that the Senate, in passing sucha 
resolution, violated the first principles of justice, and un- 
fitted themselves for the proper discharge of those official 
duties, which by the Constitution, (if these charges were 
true,) they were bound to believe the House of Represent- 
atives would soon invoke them to perform. And they in- 
struct the Senators in Congress fron1 New Hampshire, to 
vote that the resolution which they condemn be expunged 
from the Journal of the Senate.” 


I presented those resolutions in the Senate of 
the United States on the 23d of the same month; 
and by a most extraordinary act of the then ma- 
jority in this body, those resolutions were denied 
a reception, proving that men who “ feel power 

_and forget right’? would even shut out a sover- 
eign and independent State fram the right to be 
heard when she spoke not in conformity to those 

` sentiments; denying most effectually the right of 
petition. 

In presenting those resolutions, I then stated 
the facts, that the Legislature which passed them 

_ was elected amidst the panic and pressure pro- 
duced by the bank and the speeches in this body; 
that only three panic memorials had been pre- 
sented from that State during that session; and 

, that the citizens of New Hampshire, of the months 

; that had been expended in reading and listening 

to speeches on memorials, had not probably taken 

a single hour of that session as hershare. I also 

stated that these resolutions passed the House of 

Representatives by a vote of 163 to 62, and that 

in the Senate they were passed unanimously. 
These resolutions, which were ‘‘ contemptu- 
ously’’ denied a reception in this body, and by 

a technical objection which was proved to be 

frivolous by the practice of the very Senator [Mr. 

: WesstTer] who made it, he having presented 

, resolutions from his Legislature under precisely 
similar circumstances; these resolutions were the 

i first that were passed by any State, directing 

! their Senators to vote for expunging the resolu- 


| tion condemnatory of the President of the United 


' States. 
i I rejoice that the State which sent me here 
| and which now sustains Andrew Jackson by an 
overwhelming voice, has taken the lead in this 
matter of expunging. The next subsequent 
Legislature— the Legislature of 1835—repcated 
this resolution, directing their Senators to vote 


| for expunging the same condemnatovy resolution 
| from the Journal; and so, I trust, will every suc- 


ceeding Legislature of the Granite State, until 
the foul record shall have that distinguished mark 
put upon it which shall forever preclude the con- 
demnatory resolution to be cited as a legislative 
| precedent. ; 

` Mr. President, being about to retire from the 
Senate, I will take occasion to say that I leave 


i it with no unkind personal feelings towards any 


individual of this body. Those who have known 
me from early life will bear me witness that in 
all action involving political principles, and in 
matters pertaining to opinions which have divided 
| the several parties, my course has been uncom- 

promising and steady; at times, it may have 
seemed that the pertinacity with which I have 
adhered to opinions, and persevered in a course 
: which I had marked out for myself, had ence 

f 

; have, on this, or on any other occasion, given 
just occasion of offense, let it not be taken as an 
act of mere wantonness—a disposition to censure 
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for sake of the provocation. There is not the | 
individual human being living whose happiness | 
I would not promote, and whose misery Í would | 
not prevent. My course in the Senate, as in all | 
other places of a public character, has been 

prompted, if I know my own heart, simply by 

a regard to the public interests. I have never 

sought controversy here for the sake of contro- 

versy, nor have l sought to disparage other men’s 

opinions and actions, with a view to injure them 

as men and as politicians; but to prevent the 

injury which resulted from what I considered 

erroneous doctrines and mistaken conduct. I 

have never thrown myself upon the time or 

patience of the Senate, without an honest con- 

viction that I was performing a duty which was 

due to the position I occupied. hatever has 

been done, if it be for good, need not be regretted 

—if for evil, cannot be retracted, though the act 

shall be condemned. 

The five years I have been in the Senate, have 
been a most interesting period in our public af- 
fairs. But very few times have the yeas and nays 
been taken during that time, in which my name 
does not appear; and there has been no question 
discussed, no speech of any considerable length 
delivered by any member, to which I have not 
hstened. his theater has been to me a school 
fruitful in instruction. If I have embarked my 
feelings on one side or the other in most questions, 
I am scarcely less indebted to those Senators with 
whom I have disagreed, than to those with whom 
I have agreed, for the knowledge I have gained, 
independent of the performance of public duty, 
it would richly pay any man who wished merely 
to benefit himself, to have been a constant attend- 
anton this body. It has been my privilege to 
receive this benefit, at the same time ee been 
poorly performing the public duty which had 
devolved on me. The party which, for a great 
portion of the time, has here had the ascendency, 
perhaps in no other place had gathered so great 
a constellation of talent and strength of individual 
influence as have been here exhibited; nor can it 
be alleged that this talent and influence have not 
been exerted to their utmost tension. Powerful 
as have been the champions of the other side, it 
will be confessed that the number has been less, 
and the claims for talent inferior; and if the smooth 
stones chosen from the brook have sometimes 
done execution, when thrown with a stripling 
hand, may we not presume that the justice, if not 
the superiority of our cause, has more than coun- 
terbalanced the deficiency ? 

I leave the Senate, Mr. President, with the 
wish that the best of this world’s blessings may 
rest on each individual member and officer, and 
in the hope that every. exciting subject which 
shall prompt to feelings of individual resentment 
may be obliterated and forgotten when action 
shall be no longer required for any beneficial 
public purposes. j 


FORTIFICATION BILL. 


SPEECH OF HON. H. HUBBARD, 
OF NEW HAMPSHIRE, 


Iw tre Senate, May 24, 1836, | 


On the bill making appropriations for the purchase of 
sites, the collection of materials, and the commencement | 
of certain fortifications. 


Mr. HUBBARD aaid: | 

Mr. Presipent: At this late period of the ses- || 
sion it may fairly be presumed that every subject . 
connected with the legislative proceedings of | 
Congress has been so thoroughly examined, so | 
faithfully considered, and so well matured, that | 
every. member of the Senate is prepared for i 
action; and that discussion, if not unacceptable, | 
would seem to be wholly unnecessary. I am: 
fully sensible of the truth of this sentiment, and | 
I can assure the Senate that no man more deeply | 
regrets than myself the necessity imposed upon || 
me to present my views upon the immediate | 

uestion before the Senate. If the honorable | 
Senator from South Carolina [Mr. Preston] had | 
not expressly intimated that he should renew his |! 


No. 27 


|| to bear in mind ‘* that timely dis 
|‘ prepare for danger, frequently prevent much 
| ‘greater disbursements to repel it.’ Such were | 


motion to strike from the bill the appropriation 
for a fortification at Portsmouth, Í would not 
trouble the Senate with one single remark; but, 
Mr. President, coming, as I do, from New 


‘Hampshire, and being entirely sensible of the 


importance of the proposed fortification near the 
mouth of the Piscataqua, for the protection of 
public and private property in time of war, and 
for the better security of an enterprising, intelli- 
gent, and patriotic population in that immediate 
vicinity, I should be deaf to the call of duty, I 


should be faithless to the interests of my constit- 


uents, if I should remain silent, if T should fail to 
resent to the Senate the facts within my own 
nowledge, and which facts cannot be presumed 
to be within the knowledge of all the Senators. 


If I should fail to urge such general considerations, | 


which ought to, and which, I trust, will induce 
the Senate to retain this appropriation in the bill, 
and that should any appropriation be made for 
the following year, the particular amendment 
presented by the Senator from Missouri, pro- 
posing a like appropriation for 1837, will be 
adopted. I must, therefore, ask the indulgence 
of the Senate for a few minutes, with a view to 
show the fitness, the propriety, the urgent neces- 
sity of erecting a fortification at the mouth of the 
Piscataqua, near the harbor of Portsmouth. 

In the first place, Mr. President, we are relieved 
from all constitutional difficulties in making ap- 
propriations for objects of this character. They 
are objects so intimately connected with the gen- 


‘eral defense and permanent security of the coun- 


try, 80 essentially necessary to the security of 
public property, that there is no doubt of the 
constitutional authority of Congress over the 
subject. 

Itis not only within our power, but I hold it 
to be our bounden duty ‘‘to provide for the com- 
mon defense and general welfare of the United 
States.’? So strong and so general was this sen- 
timent that, in 1790, immediately after the adop- 
tion of the present form of government, General 


Washington, in his message to Congress, re- |; 


marked that “among the many interesting objects 
‘which will engage your attention, that of pro- 
‘viding for the common defense will merit par- 
‘ticular regard. To be prepared for war is one of 
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trine. Whatever may be our reliance upon the 
efficiency of our Army in time of war; whatever 
may be our confidence in the energies of our Navy 
in the day of danger; yet it will not be denied 
that fortifications, well manned and well armed, 
are indispensably necessary foraffording adequate 
and proper protection to our principal harbors 
and towns upon our maritime frontier. In no 
other mode or manner can the population and 
property at particular points be so well defended 
and so securely preserved. It is then the voice 
of wisdom antec prudence, the dictates of sound 
policy and economy, to continue the system of 
fortifications—of protecting our maritime fron- 
tier, by the erection at important and vulnerable 
points upon the coast, permanent and enduring 
fortresses. I believe this to be the prevailing 
sentiment of our country, and in this day of our 
prosperity, in the abundance of our mcans, we 
ought to make liberal appropriations for objects 
of general defense and permanent protection. 

_ It cannot be controverted that some of our most 
important harbors, some of our principal towns 
and cities, some of our most valuable navy-yards 
and naval depots upon our maritime frontier, are 
at this moment entirely defenseless—so exposed 
to attack, that, in the event of a war, they would 
have to rely for their security upon the forbear- 
ance of the enemy. This is literally true with 
reference to the whole extent of our maritime 
frontier, within the limits of New England. It 
is not my purpose to speak of any other point 
except the harbor of Portsmouth, which requires 
at the hands of the Government better protection, 
security, and defense. I leave other places to the 
care of other Senators, better able than myself to 
look after their interests. I am free to admit that 
the opposition to this particular bill, as now mod- 
ified, has greatly surprised me, after the expres- 
sion of the unanimous opinion of the Senate upon 


_ the subject of public defense, and of the duty of 


‘the most effectual means of preserving peace.” 


In 1791, the same: distinguished patriot again 
called the attention of Congress to the subject 
by remarking, that ‘the fortifications of such 
‘places as are peculiarly important and vulner- 
‘able naturally present themselves to your con- 
‘ sideration.”’ 

+ The safety of the United States, under Divine 
‘ protection, ought to rest on the basis of system- 


‘atic and solid arrangement; exposed as little as | 


‘possible to the hazard of fortuitous circum- 
* stances.” 
that, ‘as auxiliary to the state of our defense, 
t to which Congress can never too frequently recur, 
t they will not omit to inquire whether the fortifi- 


in his farewell address he urged upon the people 


the sentiments of the Father of his Country, and 
such have been the sentiments of the most dis- 


In 1794, Washington communicated : 


i: nated in the bill before the Senate. 
| € cations which have been already licensed by law 
i € be commensurate with our exigencies.” And 


ursements to: 


Congress to make appropriations with reference 
to that subject. : 

After the adoption of the resolution of the Sen- 
ator from Missouri in the early part of the ses- 
sion, proposing to make appropriations for the 
pomeni security of the country, I could not 

ut regard it, in some-degree, as a pledge on the 
art of the Senate, to give ‘‘ their support to such 
egislative measures as shall have for their object 
the accomplishment of these great purposes.” I 


could not have anticipated such an opposition, 


as is made to this bill. It has not been urged 
from the commencement of debate, to the present 
time; and he believed that it was not even pre- 
tended by any one, that fortifications were not 


: necessary, and were not required by every con- 


i 


sideration of public policy, at the various points 
named in the bill. It seemed to be distinctly 
admitted, that a proper regard to public and to 
private security, called upon Congress to erect 
adequate fortifications at the several places desig- 
And yet the 
bill was opposed—strenuously and resolutely op- 


‘posed. He would therefore attempt to show that 


the opposition to the appropriation for a work of 
defense near Portsmouth was altogether unrea- 
sonable; and that the facts which he would pre- 
sent to the consideration of the Senate would, he 


| believed, demonstrate the propriety, the peculiar 


inguished patriots of our Republic. Such has | 


been the favorite doctrine of every Administra- 
tion, with, perhaps, a single exception, from the 
formation of the Governmentto the present period. 
As a means of defense, fortifications will continue 
to be regarded as of primary importance; and in 
the language of the Secretary of War, as used in 
his able and acceptable report, “it is the duty of 
‘the Government to afford adequate protection to 
‘ the sea-coast, a subject of paramount obligation; 
‘and that we are called upon by every consider- 
‘ation of policy to push the necessary arrange- 
‘ments as rapidly as the circumstances of the 
‘country, and the proper execution of the work 
‘will allow.” ‘s Every town large enough to 
‘tempt the cupidity of an enemy, should be de- 
‘fended by works fixed or floating, suited to its 
‘local position, and sufficiently extensive to resist 
* such attempt as would probably be made against 
‘it.”” This, sir, is my: text, and this my doc- 


i $150,000 to this object; and the | d q 
| offered by the Senator from Missouri continues 


| fitness, the absolute necessity of fortifying this 


particular point upon our maritime frontier. i 
The bill proposes to appropria for. this ‘year 
e amendment now 


the same amount of appropriation for the year 


| 1837. The immediate questions presented to the 


Senate are— 
First. Would 2 fortification at the mouth of the 
Piscataqua river, under existing circumstances, 
be necessary ? : 
Second. Would it be practicable? 
` Third. Would the cost of its: erection be ex- 
travagant? r A UA 
Fourth. Would its importance justify ita prob- 
able expense? ts, o , 
Certain the fact is, that, at this time, there are 
at that place no fortifications worthy of the name. 
Fort Constitution, on New Castle Island, and 
Fort McCleary, on the A i side of the river, 
are both if aruinons condition. The other works 
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efense which were built during the last war, | 

Portsmouth, and for its pro- | 
tection, were designed as merely temporary 1n 
their character, and at the close of that contes’ 
were suffered to go to ruin. It may, then, be 
siated, as a truth, that the only sea-port town | 
within the limits of New Hampshire is at this 
time utterly defenseless; that in the event of a 
war, if our difficulties had not been arranged, if 
actual hostilities had resulted from recent col- 
lisions with our ancient ally, there is no work of 
protection either on the Maine or New Hamp- 
shire side of the Viscataqua, which could „have 
prevented the feet of the enemy from entering 


of d 
near the harbor of 


the harbor of Portsmouth, and laying waste the ., 


private property of her citizens and the public 
property of our Government. If the enemy had 
cried ‘havoc, and let slip the dogs of war,” if 
they had dared to invade our territory, to plant 
themselves upon our soil, they would have met a 
body of yeomanry too patriotic to be subdued, 
too strong to be conquered; and yet this fact fur- 


nishes no argument against the erection of a. 


sufficient fortification at the mouth of that harbor. 
So far from it, it strongly exhibits the necessity 
of the measure. As all such works are intended 
to give security against any sudden attack from 
the enemy, to afford protection to private and to 
public property, and to inspire a confidence of 
safety in the surrounding population, the first 
inquiry then, is—does the harbor of Portsmouth || 
deserve protection and defense at.the charge of || 
the Government? On this point the Secretary of | 
War in his report, which has been so often and | 
so deservedly commended, when speaking of the | 
contemplated works at particular places, (among. | 
others, at Portsmouth,) remarks:. . 


- “These proposed works all command the approach to 
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‘ this river seven miles above the town of Ports- 
‘mouth.’? And I hazard nothing in saying that 
a safer or a better harbor cannot be found upon 
the whole extent of our maritime frontier. 
The honorable Senator from Massachusetts 
must be much better acquainted with these facts | 
‘than lam myself, although we are both natives | 
of New Hampshire, and have both resided for a 
time at Portsmouth; yet my own residence was 
merely temporary, while I engaged in the prose- 
cution of my professional studies; ata much later 
period the Senator was numbered among the in- 
habitants of that place. He must therefore be 
` much more conversant with its particular history | 
i than I can be; and, Mr. President, I hope, in the 
' course of the debate, he will lend his aid in doing 
an act of justice to that ancient town, and to that 
-| section of the country. lam in the possession | 
i| of a memorial, presented to Congress in 1827 by | 
1, the citizens of Portsmouth, respecting the con- | 
| struction of a dry-dock at the navy-yard at that 
| place, which contains much valuable information 
'i upon this subject, and from which I must be ex- 


| 
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| board was communicated, although the import 


cused for making liberal extracts. The memorial 
_ represents ‘* that at every period of the history 

‘of this country, the harbor of Portsmouth has | 
: ‘been considered of great importance for naval 

‘purposes; that, under the colonial system, and 
, “long before the Revolution, the British Govern- 
-*ment, aware of the advantages of the place, 
‘ were induced to make it a resort for their vessels , 
“of war, and to establish a yard, where ships of | 
‘a large class were built for the public service. 
‘That during the war of independence, the Conti- 
‘ nental Congress ordered the construction at this 
‘ port of a number of ships of the United States; 
‘and of which was the America, of seventy-four 
‘ gans; the first ship of the line ever built in this 


places sufficiently important to. justify their construction 
under any circumstances that will probably exist; that-the 
public interest would be promoted by the passage of the 
necessary appropriations for them. If these appropriations 
are early made, most, if not all these works can be putin 
operation this season, and the money usefully applied as | 
fast as their progress will justify.” ‘ 


And he adds, ‘I think the measure would be 
expedient.” 

There is- certainly no ambiguity in this lan- 
guage used by the Secretary of War in his report. 
There is no room for doubt as to what are the 
sentiments of that officer in relation to'this mat- 
ter. And in this same document he further 
remarks, that— 


All the harbors and inlets upon the coast, where there 
are cities or towns whose situation and importance create 
just apprehension of attack, and particularly where we kave 
public naval establishments, should be defended by works 
proportioned ta any exigency that may probably arise. The 
political considerations which urge forward this great object, 
are entitted to mucli more weight. When once completed, | 
we should feel secure. 

“ There is probably not a man in the country who did not 
look with some solicitude during the past season at our 
comparative defenseless condition, and who did not regret , 
that our preparations,.during the long interval of peace we ' 
had enjoyed, had not kept pace with our growth and || 
importance. We have now this lesson to add to our other 
experience. Adequate security is not only due from the 
Government to the country, and the conviction of it is not 
only satisfactory, but the knowledge of its existence cannot 
fail to produce an influence upon other nations, as well in 
the advent of war itself as in the mode of conducting it. 

& If we are prepared to attack and resist, the chances of 
being compelled to embark in hostilities will be diminished | 
much in proportion to our preparations. An unprotected 
commerce, a defenseless coast, and a military marine 
wholly inadequate to the wants of our service, would 
indeed hold out strong inducements to other nations to 
convert trifling pretexts into serious causes of quarrel.” 


Such pure and patriotic sentiments are worthy 
of the head and of the heart from which they 
emanated. And what is their sum? That in the ; 
time of peace, in the day of our prosperity, and | 
in the midst of our abundance, we should be pre- ; 
pared for war. The quoted remarks of the Sec- 
retary have literally and faithfully described the 
present state and condition of Portsmouth, and , 
of that section of our maritime frontier. A forti- ;| 
fication is all-important for the due protection 
and security of the harbor of Portsmouth. Ina 
document communicated from General Bernard, 
Commodore Elliot, and Captain Totten, it is 
stated ‘that the only good roadstead or good 
€ harbor between Cape Elizabeth and Cape Ann 


i § vessel here, by stress of weather, being a cir- 


‘country. 


‘ yard is situated, and through which the river 
‘ Piscataqua, dividing Maine from New Hamp- 
‘shire, disembogues into the ocean. Several of . 
‘ these islands on each side of the channel, afford 


' ‘effective raking positions, where such fortifica- 
| £ tions might be erected ata comparatively trifling |. 


| “expense, as would render it completely impreg- 
‘nable to the attacks of any naval force that could | 
‘be brought against it. There is no bar or ob- | 
‘trary, at the lowest tides, there are ten fathoms 
‘of water at the entrance through the main chan- 
‘nel to the navy-yard, and at the navy-yard 
‘wharf, where ships of the largest class may lay, | 
‘and from whence they may proceed to sea at ' 
‘dead low water. Itiseasy of access, and ships, 

‘< when in, are safe from all storms; the loss of a 


‘ cumstance wholly unknown. = Itis never, in the | 
< most intense cold of winter, obstructed by ice; 
‘while other naval ports are occasionally closed, | 
‘this is as free and open as at midsummer.”’ 
Such is the harbor of Portsmouth; and the pro- | 
posed fortifications at the mouth of Piscataqua, | 
are for the defense and protection of this harbor. : 
The position of Fort Constitution, on the New | 
Hampshire side, must certainly, and that of Fort 
McCleary, on the Maine side of the river, may 
possibly, be occupied by the contemplated de- 
fenses. I am entirely aware that ever since the 
famous report of General Bernard, February 7, 
1821, Portsmouth has been regarded with no | 
special favor. Although possessing advantages 
superior to any other harbor upon our whole 
coast—although the harbors of Boston and those 
further south are frequently obstructed by the ice 
—although some of them are inapproachable, by 


Portsmouth is entirely exempt from ali such like 
embarrassinents, and although this same board | 
of engineers, in 1821, placed the harbor of Ports- | 
mouth in. the very first class of those requiring 
works for defense and protection, and ranked it 
as the seventh in point of importance in that class; 
yet, from that period to the present, hardly a dol- 
lar has been expended for the accomplishment of ! 
the objects recommended by the board. While 
works far less important, in his estimation, have 
been erected at other points, not a single step has | 


‘is Portsmouth harbor, within the mouth of Pis- 
‘ cataqua river. Line-of-battle ships can ascend. | 


been taken, not a movement has been made for 
the defense of Portsmouth, since the report of the 


reason of sand barsand of low water, and although | where; where every description of labor costs 


t struction at the mouth of this.harbor; on the con- |i 


The harbor of Portsmouth is formed i 
' © by a cluster of islands, on one of which the navy- ' 


| ance of the station has been time and again urged 


upon the consideration of Congress. ‘The factis, 
: we have Lad to contend with deep-rooted preju- 

dices—with principalities and powers—and in 

behalf of the good citizens of that section, I tender 

my thanks to the Committee on Military Affairs, 
_ for having brought the interest, the claim of Ports- 
' mouth to the notice of the Senate; and I cannot 
but believe, that after a lapse of fifteen years, 
Corgress will now proceed to do that which wag 
asked to be done in 1821, viz: fortify that point 
upon our sea-coast, It is important to have a 
fortification erected there for the security of the 
public property. Portsmouth is aboutthree miles 
from the ocean, from the mouth of the Piscataqua; 
almost directly opposite to the town, upon Den- 
net’s Island, is the navy-yard. This is the most 
ancient yard in our country. I have already 
shown that at any season, in any wind, from any 
point, you can approach this yard; and when 
_ there, you have a sufficient depth of water to ride 
in perfect safety in low as well as full tide. There 
is no yard upon our coast which can compare 
with it, and will not suffer by that comparison. 
Ships and vessels have been built at that yard for 
nearly one hundred and fifty years, as the sub- 
_ joined extract from a paper printed in 1828 clearly 
shows; and from the same extract, as well as 
from other records, it appears that more public 
vessels have been built at that yard than at any 
other in our country. 


From the Portsmouth Advertiser of September 25, 1828. 


Launcn. -Yesterday at noon was launched, at the navy- 
yard in this harbor, the United States sloop of war Con- 
cord. She is pronounced by judges to be one of the finest 
ships ot her class in the Navy. She is six hundred tons 
burden, and is pierced for eighteen guhs. : 

The following vessels of war have been built at this 
harbor : : 


| 
| 
{ 


Ships. Guns. Dates. 
Falklands... -sevecsesseecvesecee 04 -1690 
Bedtord....sesecacvecseccessevecs 20nd 1696 
AMCTICA sa cece wees cece cece reeeee OO 1749 
Raleigh ....cccceceececceeseceeee eas 1776 
Ranger sessesosesoeesrososroe osse IB 1777 

; America... -T4 1782 
Crescent... ..32 1797 
Scammell . Ll 1797 
Portsmouth... ssccecceees oe 24 1798 
CONQTESS .. ccc vceecccerereese cree DD 1799 
Washington..seesseee conccccccenc ld 1814 

i 1821 
1828 
Santee... cise sesecscr Y } not launched. 


. The America, ‘the firet ship of the line built 
in our country, under the agency of that true 
patriot, the Hon. John Langdon, was, in 1782, 


_ presented by Congress to our distinguished ally, 


the King of France. The Ranger, another vessel 
built at that navy-yard, is identified, with its 
intrepid commander, with some of the glorious 
achievements of our Revolution. This navat 
station is approachable by vessels of any size; it 
is situated on an island of less than sixty acres, 
and is easily defended by works erected for that 

urpose upon any of the commanding heights 
by which it is surrounded. This navy-yard is 
now so connected with the main shore by bridges, 
that in case of fire it may be readily defended by 
the citizens of Portsmouth and the adjacent coun- 
try; and it is believed that insurance of the public 


' property on that island, by reason of the facilities 


of communication, is reduced at least one per 
cent., and less than at any other naval depot 
upon our coast. Another advantage which this 
aks possesses over other yards is, that 1t 13 
ocated in the midst of ship carpenters and build- 
ers, at a point where all the materials for ship- 
building can be procured, at a less rate than else- 


i less than it does at the yard at Charlestown, 


| 


Massachusetts, at Gosport, or any other yard in 
our country. ` 


& Here ship carpenters in any number usually wanted, 
can be readily obtained upon an emergency for repairing Or 
building. At Gosport, nearly one third of all the expendi- 
tures in the United States are made for the repairs of our 
public vessels; and at certain seasons of the year, it is not 
approachable. During this very last winter, if I am not 
mistaken, it has not been possible at all times to approach 
the yard. A heavy loaded seventy-four would find it difi- 
cult, without lessening her cargo, to reach that point in 
twenty-five feet of water, the usual depth in full tide ; while 
at Portsmouth, at the lowest ebb, near the yard, you have 
always a depth of at least forty-five feet?’ At 
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Again: 

t The deterioration in the hull of ships is far less at this 
than af the stations further souri. 
five percent. in this respeet may be calentated on san ini- 
portant and senous consideration when vessels of war are 
tor a long time laid up in ordinary.” 


This single fact sews the all importance of 
having a dry-dock established at this naval sta- 
tion; and, with reference to this very subject, 
Congress passed an acton the 3d of March, [3827, 
authorizing the President to cause the navy-yards 
of the United States to be thoroughly examined, 
and plans to be prepared and sanctioned by the 
President, for the improvement of the same, and 
the preservation of the public property therein. 
And by the same act the President is authorized 
to have constructed two dry-docks on the most 
approved plan, for the use of the Navy of the 
United States; the one of the said docks to be 
erected at some point to the south, and the other 
to the north of the Potomac river. 


“ Commodores Chauncey, Bainbridge, and Morris, were 
appointed commissioners by the President to carry this act 
into effect. ‘Fhe high opiuion they entertained of this yard 
t plainly made manifest by the improvements they recon- 
mended; the dimensions of the ground, plans of which are 
here subjoined: 

“ One dry-dock; commandant’s house, 50 feet square, 
with out-buildiags extending 30 feet in length; houses for 
five officers, one 32 feet in front, the other tour 30 feet, in- 
cluding out-buildings extending 85 feet to the rear; porter’s 
house, 30 feet by 25; two ship-houses, each 240 feet by 120, 
to be located one each side of the bridge; smithery, 150 
feet by 60; one umber shed, 300 feet by 65; two timber 
sheds, each OU feet by 65; one timber shed, 175 feet by 65; 
one saw shed. 70 feet by 25; one saw shed, 70 feet by 20; 
one timber dock, 440 feet by 200; one store house, 125 feet 
by 5u; one wast and boat shed, 250 feet by 70; one rigging 
and sail loft, 175 reet by 70; pile wharf, 150 feet by 60; 
armory, tinman’s, and coppersmith's shop, 65 feet by 25; 
quay walts, additional wharves, building slip, road, anchor 
and gun wharf, and coal-house. 

“ When these improvements are carried into effect, the 
yard will probably be leveled, the wooden buildings alt 


taken duwn, except the two ship-houses, and the new | 


buildings be constructed of brick and stone.” 


It would be difficult to present any piece of 
evidence of higher authority than this report of 
the commissioners, which goes most clearly to 
establish the extent and importance of this navy- 
yard, and which also recommends the establish- 
ment of a ‘‘ dry-dock” to be connected with this 
station. I would state, Mr. President, as further 
evidence of the extent of the public property at 
this naval depot, there was, in 1829, ship timber 
deposited for use in the timber dock and in sheds, 
to the value of $322,000; and that the material 
for ship-building has more than doubled since at 
that yard. ; . i 

Again, itis a fact, and worthy of consideration, 
that any given vessel of any size can be built, 
and is ordinarily built at Portsmouth from twelve 
to twenty per cent. less than at any other yard 


in the country; it results from the fact that mate- ` 
rials can there be procured ata cheaper rate than | 
Labor is cheaper also, | 


they can at other yards. 
and can, and does, accomplish more. Commo- 
dore Bainbridge, in his report to the Secretary 
of the Navy in 1€27, shows the sum total of the 
whole cost of building each vessel at each yard, 
when any other vessel of a like size has been 
built at any other yard, and exhibits the whole 
cost of building the sloops Lexington and Boston, 
par of the same size,) and 


Boston; and a vessel built at Boston costs ten 


cent. moré than one of the same size built at `i 


Poriamevtb, The Lexington, a sloop, was built 
in New York, and cost $112,080 89. The Bos- 
ton, a sloop, built in Boston, cost $96,938 40; 
making a difference of more than fifteen per cent. 
in the cost of building between New 
Boston, and in favor of the latter. The Po 


a schooner, was built at Portsmouth, and cost 


$20,408 75. The Alligator, a schooner, built at : 


Boston, and cost 422,745 65; making a difference 
of more than ten per cent. in the cost of building 
between Portsmouth and Boston, and in favor of 
the former; and hence it follows that the differ- 
ence in the cost of building between New York 


and Portsmouth is more than twenty-five per; 


cent., and in favor of Portsmouth. . 

I have stated, Mr. President, all that I wish to 
state with reference to the navy-yard at Ports- 
mouth, and wish reference to the public property 


A diterence of twenty- | 


the schooners |, 
orpoise and Alligator. It will distinctly appear ; 

that a vessel built at New York costs fifteen per 

cent. more than one of the same size built at | 


ork and | 
oise, | 
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as can be found 
within the limits of the Republic. They have 
strong and unanswerable claims upon the Gov- 
ernment for protection and security. No State 
did more in proportion to her means, for the 
achievement of American independence than New 
Hampshie—she was one of the pioncers of the 
Revolution. No State has done more to maintain 
inviolate that independence; no State has received 
less favor at the hands of the Government. It is 
due, then, to New Hampshire that her commercial 
capital—the only sca-port town of her State— 
should be well fortified, and rendered impregna- 
ble to the attacks of her and her country’s ene- 
mies. A fortification is necessary for the proper 
protection and security of private property. 

As [have before remarked, Portsmouth is situ- 
ated about three miles from the mouth of the 
Piscataqua. It has a population of nearly ten 
thousand inhabitants; it has a large shipping in- 
terest employed, principally in the carrying trade; 
an interest, to a very considerable extent, in the 
South Sea whale fishing. She has also a large 
interest in the West India trade, and a very ex- 
tensive coasting trade. It is not my purpose, 
Mr. President, to enter into any comparison be- 
tween the tonnage of Portsmouth and the tonnage 
of other ports, or between the exports and imports 
of New Hastehira with the exports and imports 


of other States. I hold such calculations and 


comparisons wholly unnecessary and superflu- | 


ous. It is on the ground of affording a just pro- 


| 


tection to the population, and adequate security | 


to public and private property, that 1 rest our 
claim in favor of the measure. It is on these 
grounds that 1 place my reliance for the vote of 
the Senate for this particular appropriation. 

The Piscataqua divides into five branches above 
Portsmouth. The most easterly branch is called 
Salmon Falls river. The tide flows up this river 


to South Berwick, a flourishing and populous 


town in Maine. Upon this branch also is situated 

Somersett, in New Hampshire, a large manufac- 

turing village, with a population exceeding three 

thousand inhabitants, and giving employment to 

a capital in manufactures of nearly two millions 

of dollars. The next westerly-branch of the Pis- 
| eataqua is the Cocheco river; the tide extending 
‘up this river to Dover, a distance of thirteen 
: miles, at least, from the mouth of the Piscataqua. 
This town now contains nearly seven thousand 
inhabitants, and has an extensive trade. Dover 
is second to no town in New England save 
Lowell, in the excellence and extent of its manu- 
facturing establishments, employing a capital of 
three millions of dollars. This place has also a 
large shipping interest. There are annually built, 
both at Dover and at South Berwick, many 

rivate vessels. Still farther west you strike the 

urham river; at the head of the tide waters 
| stands Durham, a flourishing ship-building town. 
Another branch of the Piscataqua is Lamprey 
river, at the head of the. tide waters of which is 
situated Newmarket, also an extensive manufac- 
turing town, having not less than a million of 
| dollars entirely employed in that business, and 
| possessing a population of upwards of two thou- 
| sand inhabitants. The fifth and last branch leads 
| to Exeter, containing a population of three thou- 
i sand inhabitants; a town of great wealth, and 
possessing also an interest in manufactures. If 
the Piscataqua consisted of but one branch from 
the head of tide water to.the ocean and upon it 
were concentrated, in- one town, all the popula- 
| tion and:all the business of the various towns on 
' its branches, the importance, the necessity, of pro- 
tecting.the-enttance of this river, would be better 
| understood. But I cannot doubt, Mr. President, 


that enough has been shown to prove the neces- 
sity of fortifying the harbor at Portsmouth. 

The project of erecting a fortification at the 
mouth of the Piscataqua has not a recent origin. 
This point has been more or less protected and 
defended for nearly acentury. Before and during 
the period of the Revolution, the British Govern- 
ment had erected a fort for its defense and pro- 
tection; and from the adoption of the Constitu- 
tion to this period, appropriations have been made 
—sparingly, I admit—for the repairs of this for- 
tress. It speaking of Fort Constitution, Mr. 
Jefferson says, ‘that it is the remains of an an- 
cient fortification, which has been repaired at dif- 
ferent periods, with some improvements.” From 
1789 to 1830, less than one hundred thousand 
dollars in the aggregate had been expended by 
the Government upon this work. But it will be 
found, by referring to the tables, that there has 
been, in almost cvery year, some small expendi- 
ture for the purpose of making repairs. 

As further evidence that the Government con- 
sidered it an important point, and one requiring 
works for defense, it will be found that, in 1794, 
a committee of Congress to whom the subject was 
referred reported as their opinion that the port 
and harbor of Portsmouth ought to be protected, 
and recommended an appropriation; and an act 
was passed accordingly. And at an after period 
it was resolved, that the necessary works for 
fortifying the ports and harbors of the United 
States ought to be constructed of the most dura- 
ble materials, so as best to answer the purposes 
of defense and permanency. And in 1796, Mr. 
Pickering, then Secretary of War, reported in 
highly favorable terms of the propriety, utility, 
and necessity of the workserected at Portsmouth, 
which he represented then to consist of a fort, a 
citadel, an artillery store, and a reverberatory 
furnace, all completed. At no period of our his- 
tory has it ever been hinted or pretended by any 
one in office or out of office, that works for de- 
fense and security were not required at Ports- 
mouth. 

There can be, Mr. President, no doubt of the 
practicability of the measure; it is inferable from 
the facts which have already been stated; from 
the antiquity of the fortress, and the repairs that 
have from time to time been made by the Gov- 
ernment. There is as little doubt as to the loca- 
tion of the contemplated fortification. Observa- 
tion, experience,common sentiment, have decided 
on its necessity, its practicability, as well as upon 
its locality. 

Another point remains to be examined, and 
that is, would its erection be necessarily attended. 
with a large and unreasonable expenditure of the 
public money; or, in other words, can different 
works of defense be devised, costing less, which 
will accomplish the same general object? This 
will not, and cannot be alleged. It will not be 


' pretended thatthe expense can be disproportionate 
, to its importance; that it will cost more than it 


is worth. For one, l verily believe that the hon- 
orable Senator from South Carolina [Mr. Cau- 
Houn} would give me his vote, if he were certain 
that its actual cost would quadruple the estimate. 
On what ground, then, is it opposed? Its im- 
portance will not be questioned—its practicability 
cannot be questioned; nor will it be pretended 


| that its cost can be disproportionate to its im- 
| portance. 


It is opposed for the single reason 
that we have not, accompanying the Secretary’s 
report, a map and survey giving all the localities, 
and an actual detailed estimate giving the amount 
in the aggregate of the expenditure which will 
be required, and the particulars which go to make 
up the general aggregate. The objection is not 
well taken, for we have a map giving all the 
localities, which has been in the possession of 
the committee; and the facts already narrated go 
most clearly to show where this fortification must 
be erected; and we are not without book, we are 
not without authority, upon the cost and neces- 
sary expense for this work. k 

By the report of General Bernard, made in Feb- 
ruary, 1821, the cost of fortifying the harbor of 
Portsmouth was estimated at $500,000. That is 
now the estimate. This is not meie conjecture. 
This is not, as has been stated, ‘* guess work.”’ 
The estimate was not made in 1821, nor is it now 
made, without calculation. They had certain 
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Fortification Bill—Mr. Wright. 


za 
principles—known data—upon which to base their 
estimate. The size was determined; the number 
of guns was fixed; the ground had been caretully 
inspected by the board of engineers in 1821; and 
was tdificult for them, having fixed its size and 
its number of guns, to have calculated with a great 
degree of accuracy what would be its cost? It 
js worthy of remark, that this same board of 
engineers then estimated the cost of the contem- 
plated works at Penobscot at $100,000; and it 
will be found, by looking into the survey and 
estimate made since, with reference to the cost of : 
the same work, that after a most minute, par- | 
ticular, and detailed computation of the expense | 
of the requisite materials, and of the expense of .. 
the labor, that the aggregate of the cost exceeds |: 
the estimate made by the board of engineers only | 
$1,000. And such will be the result of any de- |, 
tailed estimate of the cost of the contemplated |: 
work at Portsmouth. The value of the material | 
is not liable to great fluctuations; the cost of labor | 
is very nearly the same one season with another; : 
and whoever sees the work completed, will find `: 
that the expenditure has not exceeded the esti- © 
mates. ‘i 

The sentiments of the Senator from South Car- 


| 


Every wise man who is about to build for him- 

self a house, first computes the cost; and every 

wise Government, before commencing any publie 

work, should. first compute the cost. But, Mr. ; 
President, all this will be done. The Secretary ° 
of War will decide upon its form, its location, and | 
have an accurate estimate made cf its cost, before 
a single dollar shall be expended under this ap- 
propriation. He would do all this, in the faithfal 
discharge of his official duty. He would do this 
with reference to his own reputation. Another 
idea has been suggested here and elsewhere, and 
by way of objection to this biil, and that is, it ` 
would prevent a distribution of the public moneys 
among the States to the amount of the appropri- 
ations. I shall be slow to believe that any such 
consideration can influence the action of thig 
body. What works are ne¢essary, I trust will 
be established, and what money can be judiciously 
expended, I trust will be appropriated. I am free, 
however, to say that the following extract from 
the speech of a member of Congress has, in some 
measure, weakened my faith that tlie bill now 
under consideration would be passed. i 


t A new ang strong motive for economy is now presented ; 
a motive which would have its influence on him, in regard 
to every expenditure! I 
of a bili now in progress for the distribution of the proceeds 
of the public lands, in effect, of the surplus revenue among | 
the States. He trusted the bill would pass the present | 
session.” | 


will vote for every measure, for every appropria- 


nected with the general defense and permanent 


protection of the country, and that he will go no | ' 


further. Just-so far will I go, and no further. | 
What shall be necessary, what shall be judicious, 


whatever the exigency of the country shall de- |; 


mand, with reference to general defense, I stand 
ready, with the Senator from South Carolina, to 
appropriate; and I trust that no Senator in this 
body, whether the friend or the foe of the Admin- 
istration, would wish to do less, or who could 
be induced to do more. Whatever the state of 
our affairs, whateyer the condition of our country 
requires in relation to public defense, to general 
security, is. matter of opinion. Men may differ, 
and honestly differ, in sentiment, with reference 
to.this question; but whatever is required, what- 
ever is clearly necessary for the accomplishment | 
of these great objects, all profess, and Ẹ trust sin- 
cerely-profess, a willingness to grant. This, then, 
should be the subject, the exclusive subject, for | 
our investigation. We should enter upon its con- 
sideration with minds free from. local jealousy, | 
from sectional feeling—we should lay aside every 
political and party excitement, which may tend to | 
mislead and misguide our better judgment. There 
is great danger that we shall bring into this debate 
too ardent a temperament for a fair, discussion, 
and judicious, determination of the whole mat- 
ter. 

1 have said, sir, that no Senator would:wish to 
go further than the Senator from South Carolina 
professes himself willing to go, in making appro- 


'| the projects embraced in this bill, and all the pro- 


olina upon that point deserve much consideration, | jects in contemplation connected with the general 


‘defense, cannot by any possibility reduce the rev- 


is to be regulated by the effect to be produced 


by the Senator from South Carolina, or whether 


| : ‘| the support of the Government, would be to me 
He looked forward to tbe passage ‘| 


IP 


|| a sound discretion, and with a proper regard to || 
The Senator from South Carolina says that he | 


ig 


tion which, in his judgment, is necessarily con- |; 


priations for this branch of the public defense. FORTIFICATION BILL. 
There can be no disposition wastefully, extrav- 
agantly, with no regard to economy, to appro- 
priate the public money for fortifications. We : 
have light upon this subject sufficient for our | 
guidance. We have no occasion, at this day, to 
engage in unprofitable experiment, whatever may 
have been the injudicious application of the pub- 
lic money upon fortifications, at certain points, 
heretofore. From actual surveys, from the most 
careful and scientific examinations, we have now 
shed upon this whole subject the most ample and 
satisfactory information. The proper location of 


REMARKS OF HON. S. WRIGHT, 
OF NEW YORK, 
In THE SENATE, May 24, 1836. 


The bill to provide for the commencement of new Forti- 
' fications, introduced by the Committee on Miiitury Affairs 
of the Senate, being under consideration— 


-Mr. WRIGHT said: When the subject was 
last before the Senate, he had moved an adjourn- 
the intention 
the public fortresses, for general defense and per- | Bee ely outs “of the Ete oe 
manent protection, the kind of fortifications eX- | honorable Senator from South Carolina, [Mr. 
pedient and necessary, are matters settled by Cyryoun,] who had just thenaddressed the body 
approved authority, The documental history ` geainst the bill. So much time, however, had 
with which we have been furnished, clearlyshows | elapsed, that the reply intended had been prin- 
at what points upon our sea-board, upon our n cipally abandoned, and as he did not see that 
extended maritime frontier, further defenses are || Senator in his seat, and understood he was absent 
required. In connection with this subject the | upon official duty, he should only notice such of 
surplus revenue is constantly presented to our Jis observations as were material to the views he 
consideration, Thatsubjectis arrayed before us proposed to present upon the merits of the bill. 
in the most imposing form. : |, On the 18th of February last, the Senate came to 
The Senator from South Carolina says that all | a final vote upon a resolution offered, at an early 
i! day of the session, by the honorable Senator from 
Missouri, [Mr. Bewron,] upon the subject of ap- 
| propriations for the public defense. All would 
recollect the declaration of the mover of the resolu- 
tion, made at the time of its introduction, that he 
considered it antagonistic to the two propositions 
then before the Senate for the distribution among 
_ the neno E po money in the Treasury: 
: | the first, the land bill; and the second, the prop- 
upon the surplus fund? That we are to withhold || gsition of the Senator from South Carolina (Mr: 
appropriations, if that fund should thereby be | Catnoon] so to amend the Constitution of the 
' lessened, so as to render it unimportant to make | United States as to authorize an entire distribu- 


i oe) of the Paar a S ee ‘| tion for a series of years of the surplus revenues, 
, £ protest against any. such policy. at, SIr | from whatever source derived. None could have 
: have we to do with the state of the Treasury any 


Š : Bie | forgotten the protracted t - 
| further than to ascertain whether its condition | 5 ER @ deba e upon that reso 


: vie „i lution, or the views entertained and expressed b 
z > i , mee P ed Dy: 
i will bear the appropriation contemplated? What!’ those who took part in the debate. Upon the 


have we to do with the surplus money, in decid- || “da ¢ : 
t : i | one side, the declarations of the honorable mover 
n > > |: ae 
ae Sent eeike pines E E l Side i of a E wae 
pas defeated ir, whether ihe passer of thia. aled by ace ATA auch and cde 
i i o j ‘| AJ ` 3 ; 3 
a ase be che. the adoption of all the projects |! yoeated the policy and expediency of such a 


i enue to the wants of the Government. Be it so. 
| I shall rejoice if the predictions of the Senator 
, Shall become history. But shall our course be 
' governed by the miserable and sordid policy, that 


i the amount of appropriations for public defense 


: : ii vo 
the chairman of the Committee on 


OF à : $ system, but denied that the land bill .was antag~ 
. Military Affairs should have the effect mentioned | Shistie to the proposed appropriations, ‘The sub- 


ject occupied the principal attention of the Senate 
for some four weeks, and a very slight modifica- 
tion only was adopted. 

The palpable and declared object of the reso- 
lution was to present to the Senate the great and 
vital question, whether the surplas revenues in 
the national Treasury should be given away, as 
'| gratuitous to the States, before the public defenses 
provided for, or whether those defenses 
should first command the attention. and favor.of 
the National Legislature. The resolution, as 


Í itshould have the effect to exhaust every dollar in 
| the Treasury, save what might be necessary for 
wholly immaterial. 1 would go on steadily and 
erseveringly to appropriate and expend for these 
, great objects as fast as I could, in the exercise of | 


economy, until our chain of fortresses shail be 
erfected upon our maritime frontier, This would 
e my policy; and I shall endeavor to exercise | 


my best judgment, where fortifications are neces- <; é 
sary, with a view to defense and security; and Araya. andl bore, Telata to the aurpliis, ang 


: necessarily presented this question, The modi- 
there, sir, I would erect them, and of such mate- | fication erel removed ike 7 lication of the 
rials that the lapse of time can have no effect upon |... Ere Y ; - appre 


their durability, be the cost, the charge, the con- f resolution from the surplus revenue. to the whale 
; ab ee expense ever so large, i 


| revenues of the Government, and made the pledge 

know of no better principle to guide us in i| more broad than the, mover of the original reso- 
i our action upon this bill, than to suppose. that | lution had proposed. In its amended shape, it 
our country, after a lapse of five years, will be : 


stood in the following words: ` 
inevitably and unalterably involved in a war with || 


“ Resolved, That so much of the, revenue of the Unites 
the most powerful nation in christendom. What, | entea and tae dividends'of stonk receivable fom oe 
then, Mr. President, would be our action upon || 


of the United States, as may be necessary for the purpose, 
ought to be set apart and applied. to the general defense 
this bill? What would be the voice of wisdom, ,| and permanent security of the country.” - 
of prudence? What would a proper regard:ta |! In this shape it was voted upon by the Senate, 
public and private security, to general and inej and, upon a call of the yeas and nays, every 
dividual protection demand at our hands? Pre- || Senator then in his seat, to the number of forty- 
cisely, sir, what the same general considerations || two out of the forty-eight members.of the body, 
now require. What would then be the dictate of 
good sense, of sound discretion, would now. be 


ee his name in favor of it. : i 
. W. nai ho € a right toas 
suggested under: the influence of the same safë } Bae EOT a see D 
principles. If we were certain that after the ex- 


whether this vote ought not to havé been con- 

: , ’ sidered a pledge to the country, on. the part of 

| piratian of five years, war, with all its evils, || the Senate, that all: necessary appropriations for 

; Were to visit our land, there is no man who loves '| the public defense should be first made out of the 
his country, there is: no. patriot who would not | 

exert all his energies to be prepared for the ca- | 


public moneys in the Treasury, before any other 
lamity, to strengthen our weakness, to fortify | 


disposition should be attempted: to be. made of 
every vulnerable point, to render impregnable our | 


those moneys? He thought the inquiry could 

1 ; not be considered impertinent, or improper, and 
sea-coast and our lake frontiers, to put in perfect 
defense our whole country—this would be the 


he called the attention of those Senators who had 

s € voted for that resolution to its fair implication, 
course of every patriot. And, Mr. President, |! and to the measure now under discussion. This 
just this course should be observed now with ref-|} was the first measure for general public defense 
erence to this subject. né which had been presented forthe action of the 


i| were 


| 
| 
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body, since the passage of the resolution. Were 
the defenses it proposed necessary, so as to bring 
it within the pledge contained in the resolution? 

To answer this inquiry, it would be proper to 
look further into the resolution itself, and into 
the information it had elicited. In addition to the 
general pledge before quoted, it contained a call 
upon the President, and through him, upon the 
proper departments of the Government, as to the 
apnropriations necessary and proper to be made 
for the various branches of the public defense, 
naval and military. An answer to that call, most 
full and satisfactory, had been given, and, for his 
present purpose, it was only necessary to refer 
to the clear and strong letter from the Secretary 
of War, to whose department that branch of the 
public defenses, provided for by this bill, par- 
ticularly pertained. The Secretary speaks with 
especial reference to the bill under iscussion, 
and therefore his remarks are susceptible of the 
moat clear and unquestionable application. The 
bill was reported from the Committee on Military 
Affairs, recommending appropriations forthe com- 
mencement of new fortifications at nineteen new 
points upon the sea-coast. The Secretary had 
adopted twelve, and for the present, rejected the 
remaining seven appropriations. He had recom- 
mended delay and further examination merely as 
to the latter class, while he had, in most clear 
and unequivocal language, urged action, prompt, 
fall, and efficient action, as to the former class. 

Mr. W. said, as attempts had been made to 
east doubt and obscurity over the opinions of 
the Secretary in this matter, he should speak for 
himself. He would read from the 19th and 20th 
poa of the report, and the language was as fol- 
ows: 


_ “Tt cannot de doubted but that fortifications at the follow- 
ing places, enumerated in this bill, will be necessary: At 


Penobscot bay, tor the protection of Bangor, &c.; at Ken- ' 


nebec river; at Portland; at Portsmouth; at Saiem; at 
New Redford; at New Londoa; upon Staten Island; at 
Sollers’s Plats; a redoubt on Federal Point; forthe Baran- 
eas; for Fort St. Philip. 

“These proposed works all command the approach to 
Places sufficiently important to justity their construction 
under any circumstances that will probably exist. I think, 
therefore, that the public interests would be promoted by the 
passase of the necessary appropriations for them. As soon 
as these are made, such oi these positions as may appear 
40 require it, can be examined, and the torm and extent of 
the works adapted to existing circumstances, if anu change 
te desirable. The construction of those not needing exam- 
anation, can commence immediately, and that of the others, 
as soon @3 the plans are determined upon. By this pro- 
ceeding, therefore, a season may be saved in the opera- 
tions.” 


Such, Mr. President, (said Mr. W.;) are the 
expressions and the opinions of the head of the 
Department, upon which the call has been made, 


on this important subject of fortifications. Are 
those expressions and opinions equivocal? Has 


not the Secretary told us that he believed ‘the - 


pablic interests would be promoted by the passage 


of the necessary appropriations for them?’ Has _ 
he not told us that by making these appropria- : 
tions now, ‘‘a season may be saved in the opera- | 
tions?’ Where, then, is the doubt? Where the | 


equivocation? The bill originally contained pro- 
vision for nineteen new works. The Secretary 
selects and recommends, unequivocally, appro- 
priations for twelve of the nineteen, and as un- 
equivocally recommends a postponement of 
appropriations and further surveys and examin- 
ations as to the remaining seven. He meets fairly 


and fully the whole bill, and gives his opinions | 


and his reasons as to every part of it. Whence, 
then, the pretense that his recommendations are 
obscure, and his opinions doubtful, as to the 
works still embraced in the bill. The Committee 
on Military Affairs, since the receipt of the report 
of the Secretary, have considered his views, and 
made their bill conform to them. They have 
recommended that the appropriations for the 
seven works, for which the Secretary does not 
recommend immediate appropriations, should be 
stricken from the bill, and the Senate has unani- 
mously agreed to the amendments. They have 
been made, and the bill is now precisely what 
the Secretary tells us the public interests require 
that it should be. Whence, then, he again asked, 
these attempts to prove that the opinion of the 
Secretary was doubtful as to the remaining twelve 
proposed new fortifications? The answer wasclear 
and conclusive, and he should only repeat what had 


| 


i 


: his mind to the belief that our important com- ` 
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been already said by the honorable Senator from 
South Carolina [Mr. Preston] when he gave it. 
Gentlemen had taken the expressions of the Sec- 
retary, applicable to the seven works for which 
he recommended the suspension of immediate 
appropriations, and had applied them to the 
twelve works in reference to which he had given 
the opinion ‘that the public interests would be 
promoted by the passage of the necessary appro- 
priations for them.” Any one who would read 
with care the report of the Secretary, would 
detect this error, and absolve that officer from all 
obscurity or equivocation. 

Tt should be further remembered that the Pres- 
ident, upon whom the call was made, has espe- 
cially and fully indorsed the recommendations of 
the Secretary of War. So far, therefore, as the 
information and opinions of the executive depart- 
ments can establish a necessity for the works for 
which the bill under consideration provides, we 
are able to pronounce, without doubt or hesita- 
tion, that they are necessary to the public defense. 

What, then, he must-ask, is the condition of 
the Senate in its action upon this bill, after the 
pledge given to the country in the resolution 
above quoted? Were we at liberty to refuse the 
appropriations, unless we diaputed the necessity 
of the works? It seemed to him not. It seemed 
to him we were estopped by our own act, unless 
we were prepared to assert and show, in opposi- 
tion to the report of the Secretary, and the con- 
curring opinion of the President, that the works 
proposed to be constructed are not necessary to 


| 


the national defense, within the fair scope and | 


meaning of our own resolution, 

He must then appeal to the Senate, and to 
every individual Senator, to know whether there 
be one member of the body who will deny, or 
even question, the necessity of one of the works 
now proposed by the bill. He did not believe he 
should hear a voice raised in doubt, much lesse in 
denial, of the necessity of each and every one of 
these works. How then were the Senate to refuse 
the appropriations, and preserve the pledge it had 
given to the country, that the public defenses 
were first to occupy ita attention, and that pro- 
vision for these defenses, so far as such provision 
might be necessary, was first to be made from the 
public moneys in the Treasury, and the public 
revenues to be received into that Treasury? 

Objections to the bill, however, had been made, 
and Mr. W. said he would detain the Senate for 


a few moments, to examine some of those objec- | 


tions. 

The first in order which he would notice was, 
that new discoveries in the art and science of de- 
fense might supersede the present propositions; 
that the power of steam, and its application to the 


defenses of a nation, were yet little known, and : 


had been little tried, and that future experience 
might prove that this power would furnish a pref- 
erable substitute for the permanent defenses pro- 
posed by the bill. In answer to this objection, 
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for one moment, admit that the important points 


| upon our coast, susceptible of permanent land 
! defenses, were to be left to the uncertain and 
‘doubtful protection of moving batteries of any 


description. He had not heard it advanced that 
the science of defense by fortifications was very 
imperfect, or that improvements were to be soon 
anticipated; and having come to the conclusion 
that these were the defenses which the country 
required, at the points named in the bill, and that 
the art of constructing them had been, in all essen- 
tial particulars, as perfect for centuries as it now 
is, he was prepared to give his support to the 
bill without waiting the uncertainty of valuable 
improvements by new discoveries. 

The next objection he proposed to notice was, 
that we want information as to some of these 
proposed works; that the necessary examinations, 
surveys, and estimates have not been made; and 
that we act in the dark in making appropriations 
without them. This objection, he was willing 
to admit, was specious and plausible; but as to 
these particular works, he thought he should be 
able easily to show that it was much more spe- 
cious than solid and substantial. He had under- 
stood, from the remarks made by the chairman 
of the Committee on Military Affairs, [Colonel 
Bentown,] when this bill was first under discus- 
sion, that all these points had been selected as 
points proper for the construction of permanent 
fortifications by the first board of engineers which 
ever examined our Atlantic coast with a view to 
its permanent defense; that several subsequent 
examinations, by competent and skillful engi- 
neers, had been made for the same purpose, and 
that ail had selected these points as capable of 
being defended by the erection of forts and bat- 
teries, and as of sufficient importance either as 
commercial towns, or safe and convenient harbors 
and roadsteads, to render such defenses neces- 
sary to the protection of our commerce, and the 
security of the country; and that conjectural 
plans and estimates of the works required had 
been repeatedly made at all the points. He now 
received the assent of that honorable Senator to 
the correctness of his understanding in these 
particulars, and was therefore not mistaken ih 
assuming this as one ground for the immediate 
action of the Senate. But there was another and 
a stronger ground. A call had been made upon 
the War Department upon this subject, and the 
answer, full, complete, and apparently satisfac- 
tory to all, was before us. That Department was 
in possession of all the information which had 
been collected as to the necessity and propriety 
of these works. No one would doubt the com- 
petency of the head of that Department to form 


_ a safe and correct opinion upon the sufficiency of 


he would merely ask, in sincerity and candor, | 
whetherasingle member of the Senate had brought : 


; mercial towns, our principal and most useful har- 


bors, and the mouths of our great navigable rivers, 


; which were susceptible of perfect defense by per- 
: manent, stationary, and durable fortifications, 


i able fortifications? 


were to be left to any description of movable 
and floating defenses, whether moved and 
erned by steam, or by the natural elements? Did 
any man, who had in the slightest degree exam- 
ined this subject, delude himself with the notion 


: thata commercial nation, with a coast more eX- 
; tended and exposed than any other nation of the 


world, and wica the means in its Treasury for the 
construction of permanent and secure defenses, 
was either to wait for new discoveries as to the 
power and application of steam, or to trust its 
wealth and commerce to the protection of floating 
batteries, instead of well constructed and immov- 
For himself, (Mr. W. said.,) 
his enthusiasm as to modern improvements had 
carried his mind to no such conclusions. He had 
not doubted, and did not now doubt, that steam, 
as connected with harbor defense, was to be 
made a most important agent in the great work 
in which we were engaged, and he was prepared 
to go as far as experience and wisdom would 
warrant in providing for its use; but he would not, 


gov- į 


' that information for the discreet action of Con- 


gress. What, then, does the Secretary say in 
reference to the fortifications provided for in this 
bill? 


« It cannot be doubted but that fortifications at the follow- 
ing places, enumerated in this bill, wilt be necessary. 

“i think, theretore, that the publie interest would be 
promoted by the passage of the necessary appropriations 
for them. As soon as these arc made, such of these posi- 


, tions as may appear to require it can be examined, and the 


form and extent of the works adapted to existing circum- 
stances, if any change be desirable. The construction of 
those not needing examination can commence immediately, 


‘ and that of the others as soon as the plans are determined 


upon: By this proceeding, therefore, a season may be saved 
in the operations.?? 

These are the opinions of the executive officer 
of the Government especially charged with these 
works of defense, and fully aware of aH the in- 
formation in the possession of the Government 
in relation to their necessity and propriety. Does 
he tell us we want more information before we 
canact? No,sir. He teNs us it cannot be doubted 
that fortifications at the points mentioned will be 
necessary. Does he tell us that we want further 
examinations, surveys, and estimates, before we 
can hezardan appropriation? No,sir. He tells 
us that when the appropriations have been made, 
such of the positions as may appear to require it 
can be examined, and the form and extent of the 
works adapted to existing circumstances, ‘‘if any 
change be desirable.” Does he tell us that nothing 
is to be gained by making the appropriations 
now? No,sir? Hetelis us thatby this proceed- 
ing, a season may be saved in the operations. So 
much, Mr. President, for the objection that we 
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have not information to authorize these appro- 
riations. : 
Another objection is, that we have not engi- 
neers to superintend these works; and that unless 
the corps of engineers be increased, the ap 
riations, if made, must remain unexpended. Mr. 
V. said this was an objection to this class of 
appropriations which had been frequently ad- 
vanced upon former occasions, and he had re- 
eatedly attempted to answer it,in which attempt, 
fie was sorry to say, he had been so unsuccessful 


pro- | 


| money is offered and paid. All will remember 
i that since we have been here, during our present 
‘session, the city of New York has been visited 
by a conflagration unequaled in the history of 
this continent. From five to seven hundred ex- 
tensive buildings, in the very heart of the city, 
were laid in ashes in the course of a few hours. 
He had recently seen several intelligent merchants 
from that city, some of whom were among the 
sufferers by the fire. All agreed in assuring him 
that by the time he would probably pass the city 


that the same objection again met him here. He; on his way to his home after the adjournment of . 
must repeat his former opinion, that the money |! Congress he would almost want a guide to point 

of the Government would command engineers of , out to him where the fire had extended; that new ' 
science, skill, and experience; and thatgentlemen | buildings were rising upon the ruins of those `; 
were entircly mistaken in supposing that the corps : destroyed by the fire, with a rapidity wholly 

of engincers, holding military commissions under | incredible; that it almost seemed that an entire | 
the United States, monopolized all the science, | city was rising from the earth, as by the power ` 
experience, or skill, to be found in this widely | of magic; that the present month would entirely | 
extended country. But for the sake of this argu- complete a large proportion of the new buildings. ° 


ment, he would admit the necessity of an increase | 
of the corps of engineers, and what would be the ` 
effect upon the duties of the Senate in relation to » 


this bill? An act for the increase of that corps, 


to the extent recommended by the head of the : 


This, Mr. President, has been mostly done in 
the season of winter; and a winter, too, unequaled 


at that point the United States cannot command 
labor by money? Can private enterprise accom- 


in severity and duration And can it be true that - 


corps, had long since passed this body and been  plish so much in a few months, and yet the Gov- 
sent to the House of Representatives. We, there- | ernment not be able to spend a few thousand 
fore, had discharged our duty in this matter, and ; dollars upon works of defense, because labor 
he was for continuing to discharge that dutyin a | cannot be procured for money? Sir, the conclu- 
manner consistent with our own action. It was | sion is contradicted by facts, is contradicted by 
not for the Senate to wait the passage of one of | experience, is contradicted by the plainest dic- 
its bills through the other branch of Congress, | tates of sense and reason. The Government 
before it would act upon another and more im- : must. not expect to obtain labor but by paying 
portant public measure. Let us follow our own | the current prices for the labor it requires; and 
action, be consistent with ourselves, carry out , at those prices its money will go as far, be as | 
our own measures, and leave the House of Rep- | sure to command labor, and to obtain it, as will | 
resentatives to their proper responsibilities. This | the money of private citizens. 
objection has no foundation with us, because we But, Mr. President, (said Mr. W.,) there is 
have already obviated it by our legislative action, į; another view of this subject. What is the course || 
and it does not become us to assume that any | of these expenditures? For what are expenses | 
other branch of the Government will notdischarge | first to be incurred? The points at which the | 
the same duty. | fortifications are to be erected are fixed in the bill, 
A further objection to the passage of this bill |; but you have acquired no title to the necessary 


is, that if the appropriations be made, the mone 

cannot be expended. It is asserted that the ordi- 
nary appropriations for the fortifications already 
commenced, are more money than it is in the 
power of the officers of the Government to expend, 
and that hence additional appropriations for new 


|| grounds, and no jurisdiction from the States over 
|, of these steps must be taken before common pru- 


‘| posed erections. 


|: those sites when you have purchased them. Both | 


` dence will warrant the commencement of the pro- | 
In all cases the purchase of the | 
|, grounds must require an expenditure of money, ` 


works cannot be expended. Mr. W. said he did |, and the grant of the necessary jurisdiction must 


not see that the conclusion followed from the : 
gema If it were true that money could not | 

e expended at one point upon our extended coast | 
for the want of laborers, he could not see that it | 
-necessarily followed that laborers could not be 
procured at other points. The evidence upon 
which this objection rests is a report from the | 
head of the engineer department, stating that 
some eighty or one hundred thousand dollars, | 
appropriated for the construction of a fort at 
Throg’s Neck, near the harbor of New York, | 
was not expended during the last year, because | 
laborers were not procured; that invitations to | 
laborers were published and circulated in the city ; 
of New York, and in several of the castern citics, | 
without effect. The report, no doubt, states | 
truly the facts, as far as it gocs, but there are | 
other facts required to enable us to form a correct i 
judgment as to the influence authorized from this | 
failure to procure laborers. What prices were | 
offered?) Were they cqual to the current prices | 
of similar labor in the cities where the invitations 
were circulated? Was the season of the year 
that when laborers are usually disengaged and at 
liberty to make contracts? Was the character 
and condition of the work such as the mass of 
Jaborers were competent to perform, and would 
be willing to engage in at ordinary wages? These 
and other inquiries should be answered before we 
are authorized to canclude that money would nat 
command labor in the immediate vicinity of our 
great commercial metrapolis. 

Mr, W. said this objection had been repeatedly 
urged during the discussions of the present ses- 
sion, (and he had himeelf repeatedly attempted 
to answer it,) he was mortified to see how unfor- 
tunately, as the objection continued to be urged 
with undiminished earnestness and confidence. 

Je must, therefore, again repeat what seemed to 
wun to be a most perfect and complete refutation 
of the idea thai money will pot command labor 
in ang about New York, to any extent to which 
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|; Indeed, the State during the late war with Great 


require time for the action of the respective State 
Legislatures. It will not be supposed. that the 
application will be made for the grant of jurisdic- ` 
: tion, until Congress place at the disposition of 
i the proper executive department the means to 
make the purchase of a site, in case the jurisdic- , 
tion be obtained. To ilJustrate his meaning, he | 
would speak of the proposed appropriations for 
his own State; because he was more fully ac- 
quainted with the facts in that casé than any other 
embraced in the bill. He referred to the appro- i 
priation of $200,000 for the purchase of the site 
of Fort Tomkins and its dependencies, and for |: 


: the erection thereon of fortifications to protect :' 


and defend the main entrance into the harbor of | 
New York. This site is so plainly designated || 
by the nature of the ground, and the formation | 
i of the harbor, that no person who ever passed : 
i the point can have failed to see and mark it. 


| Britain, and when the national Treasury was des- || 
| titute of means to prosecute the war, and much ' 
more to defend our coast, took this matter into | 
its own hands, possessed itself of this site, and |; 
erected upon it three works of defense: Fort Tom- ; 
kins upon the heights, to defend the other works 
from approach by land; Fort Richmond upon the 
| water, to defend the narrows; and Fort Hudson, 
| an extensive water battery, to act in aid of Fort 
| Richmond, and to reach an enemy in his approach 

to the narrows from the outer harbor. These 
works still belonged to the State, but had not 
been kept in repair since the war. The conse- 

mo was that they had gone into a state of 
 dilapidation, and he was unable to say what their | 
value might now be to the Government. He had | 
understood that they cost the State some $400,000. i 
He knew that repeated overtures had been made | 
by the State to this Gavernment to purchase them, | 
with the site, and that the Legislature had repeat- `i 
edly authorized negotiations for their sale and | 
transfer to the United States. Nothing had hith- | 


erto been effected, and he had been recently in- 
formed that the Legislature of the State, now in 
session, had again authorized the sale and transfer, 
In this case this must be the first step, and the 

ayment for the site the first item of expenditure. 
So far, therefore, as that may go, no objection 
would be interposed that the money, if appro- 
priated, could not be expended, nor would it be 
said that time was required, or information wanted 
to accomplish these objects. He did not suppose 
that any other point was precisely simliarly cir- 
cumstanced; but he did suppose that in all cases, 
whether the sites were the property of the States, 
or of individuals, a title was to be secured to the 
United States, and paid for out of the respective 
appropriations; and that the proper jurisdiction 
to protect the interests of the Government, was 
to be obtained from the respective State Legisla- 
tures in the mode pointed out by the Constitu- 
tion. Means, therefore, would be required, as 
well as time, in all cases, and so far as both were 
concerned, the application to the case of Staten 
Island would be measurably applicable to all the 
other cases embraced in the Dill. 

What were the next subjects of expenditure? 
Mr. W. said it seemed to him that the materials 
for the construction of a fortification would next 
require the expenditure of money. The stone, 
brick, lime, sand, timber, iron, and all other 
materials, must be purchased and brought to the 
spot. Was there any objection to making the 
contracts and procuring the delivery of these 
materials during the time required to negotiate for 
the- site, and procure the grant of jurisdiction? 
He could see none. Would not these preparatory 
steps occupy time cnough to allow all further 
necessary surveys and examinations to be made? 
He was sure no one could doubt the fact. What, 
then, was the strength of the objection that the 
money could not be expended, or that more time 
was required for surveys and examinations ? 

But there was another view of this objection 
of time, which seemed to him as absurd in prac- 
tice as it must be fatal in principle to these works 
of public defense. He referred to that class of the 
opponents of this bill who urged the necessity of 
delay in making these appropriations, and at the 
same time pressed upon us measures for the gra- 
tuitous distribution among the States of the very 
moneys in the Treasury with which these forti- 
fications were to be constructed. The land bill, 
which had passed this body but a few days since, 
was one of these measures, and some gentlemen 
had been frank enough to put their opposition to 
this bill upon the ground that it might interfere 
with the moneys proposed to be distributed under 
the provisions of that act. Others, and much the 
largest number of the friends of that measure, 
had placed their opposition to this bill upon the 
ground of want of information of surveys, exam- 
Inations, and estimates, and yet they had not 
failed to urge, with all the ardor of the former 
class, the giving away to the States the very 


means by which alone these most important and 


-defenses of the country? 


confessedly necessary modes of public defense 
can be erected, when the information they seem 


_ to desire shall have been obtained. What is the 


value of such professions of friendship for the 
What will be the use 
of the information sought, when the means of 


| proceeding with the works shall have been given 
‘away? For what valuable purpose shall we learn 


that the positions named in the bill are well 


| selected, the fortifications wise and necessary, the 


plans economical, and the appropriations pro- 
posed only reasonable for present objects, when 
the Treasury shall have been exhausted in boun- 
ties to the States, and we have not a dollar at 
command to be applied to new or additional 
defenses? Mr. W. said he must say that gentle- 


| men who assumed this position subjected them- 


selves most strangely to the suspicion that a 
division of the public moneys, and not the pros- 
ecution of works of defense, was their darlin 

object. To the other class, who openly an 

frankly opposed the bill upon the ground that it 
conflicted with the schemes for a distribution of 
the public moneys, he must award greater fair- 
ness. They met what he considered to be tue 
true question, openly, and without disguise. He 
must, however, here bring to the memory © 

these opponents of the bill now under discussion 


ate 
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fy 
some of the arguments used by those who op- ` 


posed the passage of the land bill through the 
Senate. 

It was contended, (Mr. W. said,) by himself 
and others, that any system of distribution, such 
as was proposed by that bill, would tend to 
impede tne necessary public appropriations; to 
arrest the prosecution of the necessary public 
defenses; and to embarrass the National Govern- 
ment in all its departments, and in every branch 
of the public service. It was urged that such 
distribution would necessarily lead the States into 
measures involving heavy and long-continued 
expenditures; that the arguments, estimates, and 
flattering calculations of the friends of that bill, 
were eminently calculated to produce anticipa- 
tions of future dividends which could not be real- 
ized; that the members of both Houses of Con- 
gress were the representatives of the States, and 
of the people of the States, and must and ought 
to be strongly influenced by the wishes and inter- 
ests of those whom they respectively represented; 
that when disappointment as to the amounts to 
be divided should come upon the constituent 
body, as come that disappointment must, the 
_ necessities of the State, growing out of these 
delusive expectations, would be paramount to the 
necessities of this Government, with the repre- 
sentative bodies; and that appropriations for the 
permanent defenses of the country, appropriations 
for the Navy, appropriations for the Army, and 
appropriations for all other branches of the public 
service, would be injuriously restricted, or wholly 
refused, that the sum to be divided to the States, 
as surplus revenue, might be increased. 

Mr. W. said, when he urged these arguments 
he did not even dream that he should see their 
correctness demonstrated before the close of the 

resent session of Congress. He did not then 

lieve that the evil tendencies of these vlans for 
distribution would be so soon and so boldly 
developed. In this he had been entirely disap- 
pointed. Already we had met, in open avowal, 
the influence he had feared; and upon this first 
measure of public defense which had been pre- 
sented to the Senate since the passage of that 
dangerous bill, we had heard opposition distinctly 
avowed upon the ground that the appropriations 
might conflict with the various plans for a dis- 
tribution of the moneys in the Treasury. If he 
had before merely doubted, he should now be 
most perfectly confirmed in his hostility to these 
projects, so long as any branch of the public 
service called for the expenditure of the public 
moneys on hand. 

He would now proceed to examine, very briefly, 
one or two of the objections offered by the hon- 
orable Senator from South Carolina [Mr. CaL- 
Hooy] to the passage of the bill under discus- 
sion. The first objection of that honorable Sen- 
ator which he proposed to notice, was the want 
of engineers to superintend the expenditures pro- 

osed, and he had anticipated the argument to 
te drawn from the action of the Senate, in the 
increase of the engineer corps, to about twice its 
present strength, by the assumption that this in- 
crease would not bring engineers of experience, 


and would not, therefore, for the present, author- 


ize an increase of appropriations. . 
We are, Mr. President, (said Mr. W.,) if the 
positions assumed by the opponents of this bill be 


admitted, in a condition unknown to the history : 


of any people who have ever before existed upon 
the face of the earth. We have no debt. Our 
Treasury is full to overflowing. We are defense- 
less in almost every respect. 
be defended, according to the doctrines of some, 
because our money will not purchase the labor 
necessary to construct the defenses we need. Ac- 
cording to others, we cannot be defended because 
we have not engineers of skih and experience to 
direct the expenditure of the money, if we appro- 
priate it. An inerease of our engineer corps will 
not aid us in this particular, because such an in- 
crease will not bring with it the requisite skill and 
experience; and, asa necessary consequence from 
these conclusions, we must not increase the engi- 
neer corps, because, without an increase of appro- 
priations for fortifications, we shall have nothing 
for the engineers to do, who may be added to the 
corps. Was ever, Mr. President, so helpless a 
condition of any people before known? Money 
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work for it; defenses of every description impera- || 
tively required, but men of skill and science can- |! 
not be found to superintend their construction. ` 
Therefore, we must give away the money, and ` 
wait for the defenses of the nation, until the Treas- 
ury shall contain other means, until money will 
command labor, and until engineers can be edu- 
cated to superintend the public works. 

The honorable Senator put forth another objec- 
tion to this bill, which was even less anticipated 
from that quarter than was the objection which 
has just been examined. It was that the bill is 
in competition with the several propositions for 
the distribution of the surplus revenue. Remem- 
bering the constitutional opinions held and ex- 
pressed by that Senator but two years since on 
the subject of a distribution of the surplus rev- 
enue among the States, Mr. W. said it was 
impossible that he could have expected opposition 
to this bill from that quarter upon that ground. 
In the Senator’s speech upon the removal of the 
deposits, made in the Senate in January, 1834, is 
found the following remarks: 


in the Treasury to an excess, but nobody will | 
l 
| 


‘There is another aspect (said Mr. C.) in which this 
subject may be viewed. We alt remember how early the 
question of the surplus revenue began to agitate the country. 
At a very early period, a Senator from New Jersey (Mr. 
Dickerson) presented his scheme for disposing of it, by 
distributing it among the States. The first message of the 
President recommended a similar project, which was fol- 
lowed up by a movement on the part of the Legislature of 
New York, and I believe some of the other States. The 
public attention was aroused, the scheme scrutinized, its 
gross unconstitutionality and injustice, and its dangerous 
tendency of absorbing the power and existence of the States, 
were clearly perceived and denounced. The denunciation 
was too deep to be resisted, and the scheme was aban- 
doned.” 


Such were the opinions of the Senator upon the 
subject of a distribution of the surplus revenue to 
the States; and could he have expected from him 
an objection to the passage of a bill, providing 
for the defenses of the country, for the more rapid 

rosecution of a system of defenses with which 

e had once been oificially and closely connected, 
because it comes in competition with propositions 
for a distribution of the surplus moneys, so 
recently pronounced grossly unconstitutional, 
unjust, and dangerous to the power and existence 
of the States? 

Mr. PRESTON remarked that his colleague 
was not in his seat, but detained from it by | 
official duties, and he hoped Mr. W. would con- 
sent to suspend his remarks until Mr. C. should 
be in. 

Mr. WRIGHT replied that he regretted very 
much the absence of the Senator from South Car- 
olina, as he would greatly have preferred to have 
replied to him in his presence; but as he had no 
remarks of a personal character to make, he 
could not consent to delay the bill by a suspen- 
sion of his argument. He had nothing to add 
on the subject of this great change of opinion on 
the part of the Senator, except that it had sur- 
prised and disappointed him, coming from that 
quarter. 

Another position of the Senator was not less 
singular and extraordinary, and called for a reply. 
It was the assertion that the bill was not intended 
to expedite the construction of fortifications, but 
to retain the public money in the banks where it 
was now deposited; and he went so far as to say, 
that were the objects of the bill what they pur- 
ported to be—the erection of fortifications—he | 
would support it. Mr. W. said, in the absence 


‘| of that Senator, he would take no notice of this 
And yet we cannot `; 


unjust and ungenerous imputation upon the 


' motives of the friends of this bill, but would ex- ` 


amine the position, supposing it had any founda- 
tion in fact. The bill upon its face contains as 
direct and positive appropriations as any other 
appropriation bill which has been presented to 
Congress. If passed, it will devolve upon the 
proper executive department the immediate duty 


_ of obtaining the proper sites and commencing the 


‘several works, and of preceeding in their con- 


struction with all possible dispatch, sọ far as the 
means appropriated will go. Has any one sug- 


, gested, or will any one believe, that any sinister 


intentions on the part of those who may vote for 


‘the bill, will influenee the executive officers in | 


| the prompt and faithful discharge of their duties 
` under it? Had the Senator from South Carolina, 


ithe money more imperative and urgent? 


- by or under the 


‘he supported it, 
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or could he suggest, any change of the form of 
the bill, so as to make the appropriations more 
positive and unconditional, or the dury to expend 
He 
hazarded nothing in giving a negative answer to 
these inquiries. Language could not improve 
the bill in these particulars; nor had it been inti- 
mated that there was either doubt or condition 
to be found upon its face. He would, then, teave 
the Senator, and the Senate, to determine how 
far he was sustained in placing the opposition to 
a proper and positive law upon the ground of 
his suspicion that some who support it entertain 
intentions unfavorable to its execution. 
_ He must present this objection of the Senator 
in another light, and see whether it may not be 
made quite as applicable to himself as to those 
who advocate and support the defense bills. His 
charge is that they desire to retain the money in 
the deposit banks. What disposition does he 
propose to make of it? for he is the author of a 
varicty of propositions upon the subject. The 
last, and that one upon which he presumed the 
Senator intended to rely, was to deposit the money 
in the treasuries of the several States, without 
interest. But when, and upon what terms is the 
money to be transferred from the deposit banks 
to the several State treasuries? When, and as 
soon as the Legislature of each State shall have 
passed a law, pledging the faith of the State for 
the repayment of money upon the call of Con- 
gress. Nearly all of those Legislatures have closed 
their annual sessions, and all probably will, before 
this proposition can become law, if it is to be- 
come a law at all. Much the largest number of 
them do not again convene until November, De- 
cember, and January. The money, therefore, 
according to the disposition proposed by the Sen- 
ator himself, must remain in the deposit banks 
for the whole of the present year, at the least, 
while, in several of the States, the legislative ses- 
sions are biennial only; and in one State at least, 
it is said its constitution prohibits the Legisla- 
ture from contracting a debt for any purpose. 
Mr. W. said, were he to charge the honorable 
Senator with a design to continue the money in 
the deposit banks, and assert that he had made this 
dilatory proposition for a different disposition, to 
accomplish that design, would the Senator con- 
sider him courteous or just? Would the Senate 
consider the imputation of such motives to any 
member of the body parliamentary or proper? It 
was not his purpose to make any such charge. 
It was not his habit to impute motives to the 
members of the body, for acts done under their 
official responsibility, and he did not believe that 
such acharge, if made against the honorable Sen- 
ator, would be founded in fact. He did not be- 
lieve the Senator, in making the proposition upon 
which he had commented, had been actuated b 
any design to retain the money in the deposit 
banks; but the reverse. Yet he did believe that 
such a design imputed to that Senator, would have 
precisely as much foundation in justice and truth, 
as the similar charge preferred by him against the 
friends of the defense bills; and he trusted he had 
shown that the effect of the Senator’s proposition 
would be to retain the money in the banks much 
longer, and much more certainly, than any effect 
to be apprehended from the passage of these 
bills, 
Mr. W. said his intention and desire was to 
apply the money in the Treasury to a constitu- 
tional use. The money is the avails of “ taxes, 
duties, impòsts, and excises,” laid and collected 
authority and direction of Con- 
gress, ‘‘to pay the debts, and provide for the 
common defense and generat welfare of the United 
States.” The first great constitutional use to 
which the public moneys were to be applied hag 
been fully performed. The debts had been fully 
paid. The second, to “ provide for the common 
defense,” it is the object of this bill to prosecute 
more vigorously and efficiently. For that reason 
and most earnestly hoped it 


would be successful. Yet it was not for him to 


impute improper or unworthy motives to those 


who thought the Constitution and the public 
interests would be better served by giving away 
this money to the States, or what was, in his 
judgment, precisely equivalent, lending it to the 
States without interest, and upon a declaration, 


424 


[May 28, 


247ry Cona... lsr SESS. 


espective statute-books, that they 
the principal whenever their repre- 
sentatives in the two Houses of Congress should 
order them to do so. He thought, however, so 
long as he abstained trom the imputation of 
motives to those who advocated such a disposi- 
tion of these moneys, he was entitled to an ex- 
emption from imputation as to his own motives, 
in urging a use of the money such as the House 
and interests and safety of the country required 
and demanded; and such as the Constitution not ; 
only authorized, but directed, in terms. 


upon their r 
would repay 
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OF PENNSYLVANIA, 
In THE SENATE, May 28, 1836, 


On Mr. CaLnoon’s bill to regulate the Deposit Banks—and 
the amendment to it offered by Mr. Wrieirr—and on 
their respective propositions for the disposition of the 
surplus revenue. 


and the country upon the tone and spirit in which 
this debate had commenced. He believed that a 
general disposition prevailed on all sides to sur- 
render individual opinions as far as they could 
be surrendered Without a sacrifice of principle, 


and to unite upon the best measure for regulating 


the public deposits. From this disposition he 
augured the most happy results; especially as 
the Senators from New York and South Carolina 
(Messrs. Wricut and Carnoux] did not seem 
to differ essentially in regard to this branch of 
the subject. 

In the few remarks which he intended to make, 
he would follow the argument of the Senator 
from South Carolina. This would enable him to 
present distinctly his own views on the different 
points which had been made by that gentleman. 

And first, in regard to the payment of interest 
by the deposit banks. Mr. B. said there did not 
seem to be any essential difference between the 
two gentlemen on this question. Jt was very 
clear to his mind, that if Congress should adjourn 
without making any disposition of the surplus 


revenue, these banks ought to pay a moderate ` 


interest for the greater portion of the public money 
in their possession. e said the greater portion, 
because he was disposed to deal fairly towards 
them, and charge them no interest, except on 
sums which exceeded a fixed amount. He was 
‘disposed to give them the use of as much money, 
without interest, as would be a fullequivalent for 
the services which they were required to render 
to the Government. Beyond thisamount, which 
would be determined by the Senate, with a just 
reference to all the circumstances, he thought they 
ought to pay interest; and he could not say that 
two per cent. per annum, as proposed by the 
Senator from South Carolina was unreasonable. 
The banks discounted upon these deposits, and 
made money for their stockholders out of these 
deposits; it was, then, but justice to our constit- 
uents to charge them interest. It would be unjust 
towards the people of the United States, that the 
use of their moncy should be given to the stock- 
holders of these banks as a mere gratuity, with- 
outany compensation. He should certainly vote 
to make them pay something for the use of this 
money. 

In regard to the amount which each of these 
banks should be entitled to hold without interest, 
he thought the proposition of the Senator from 
South Carolina lable to well-founded objections. 
To establish as a universal rule that the sum of 


$50,000 should be thus retained by each of them, . 


would be, in his opinion, unjust. If the capital 
8f the bank were small, say $100,000, this would 


be aconsiderable sum; butif the capital amounted | 


to one or two millions, $50,000 would be wholly 
inadequate. He believed that a member of the 
other House from Pennsylvania [Mr. Binney] 
had, at the last session of Congress, proposed to 
apportion the amount of deposits which should 
not bear interest to the capitals of the respective 
banks. He was under the impression that this 
would be a fairer mode of proceeding than to 
establish a fixed sum applicable alike to all the 
banks, whether their capitals were great or small. 
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drive hard and unreasonable bargains with them. 


nd embarrassing situation in regard to the public 


a 
i deposits. They had vast sums of public money 


| 

Ji 

| 

' They were awaiting the action of Congress; and 
in this state of suspense, they could not, witha 
proper regard to their own safety, discount largely 
upon these deposits. They mustalways be ready 
to meet our demands. Hence they could not 
afford that relief to the community which they 
would be able to do, under other circumstances. 
And here he would take occasion to ay that he 

| believed the public money was perfectly secure 

‘in their hands. There was not the least cause 


for apprehension on this account. He thought ` 


that every Senator must arrive at the same con- 
clusion who would take the trouble of examining 
the statement of their condition made by the 


These banks were at presentina most awkward , 


| 


Secretary of the Treasury to the Senate on Mon- | 


_ day last. ; 
r. B. concurred in opinion with the Senator 


disbursements. They certainly ought not to be 
used for the purpose of protecting a bank, in 
doubtful circumstances, from the consequences 
of its own imprudence. Each bank owed it to 
the public to take care of itself and never to place 
itself in such a condition as to require the money of 
the Government to sustain its credit. 
retary of the Treasury had never used transfer 
| warrants for any such purpose; therefore, the 
Senator’s proposition could have no personal ap- 
lication to his conduct. He saw no objection, 
however, to the incorporation of this prohibition 
in the bul. It would give fair notice to all the 
; banks that they must rely upon themselves to 
` sustain their own credit, and not upon any aid to 
'. be derived from the public Treasury. 
He would say but little in regard to the selec- 
tion of deposit banks, the third point made by 
the Senator from South Carolina. He thought 


the Senator from New York or the Senator from 
. South Carolina. On this subject a middle course 
: might be adopted, which, whilst it would insure 
a proper responsibility from the head of the 
Department to Congress, should, at the same 
time, leave him such a discretion ag the public 
interest demanded. He could not agree with the 
gentleman from South Carolina in limiting the 


to the present deposit banks, and to them alone, 
as his bill proposes. Neither did he believe that 
it would be proper to confer upon that officer the 


| of the public money which seemed to be sanctioned 
| by the amendment of the Senator from New York. 
i| He was not afraid of the judicious exercise of 
this power; but still, as a general rule, as little 
discretion ought to be left to executive officers as 
was consistent with the public interest. 

The Poor deposit banks had faithfully, he 
believed, performed their duty to the country. 
Their conduct had been satisfactory to the head 
of the Treasury Department; at least, he had 


suggest that the bill itself should continue them 
by name as banks of deposit, From what he 
had heard in the course of this debate, he had no 


| not be used by the Secretary of the Treasury, | 
| except for the purpose of facilitating the public ;' 


| unlimited discretion in selecting the depositories ` 


never heard anything to the contrary. He would | 


: from South Carolina, that transfer drafts should | 


n their possession, without knowing what mo- ; 
l: ment they might be called upon to pay them. : 
Mr. BUCHANAN congratulated the Senate || 


‘delphia. There might be other places in the same 
situation. He would therefore authorize the 
Secretary of the Treasury, between this time and 
the next mecting of Congress, to select as many 
deposit banks, not exceeding a certain number, 
as the public interest might require, in addition 
to those already selected. After these additional 
selections should be made, after the system should 
thus be completely organized, he would not au- 
thorize the Secretary to make new selections, 
without the previous consent of Congress, unless 


` it were to supply the place of such of the cxisting 


banks as should cease to be depositories, under 
the provisions of the bill which will be passed. 
` The fourth point of the Senator from South 
Carolina is one of so little importance that he 
should pass it over without any remark, except 
that it cannot materially interfere with the satis- 
factory adjustment of this question. 

On the fifth point, Mr. B. entirely concurred in 
opinion with the Senator from South Carolina. 
Was it a measure of severity to require that the 
deposit banks should always have immediate 
means in their possession or power to meet the 
one fifth of their immediate responsibilities? He 
thought not. Every bank ought, at the very 
least, to have an amount of specie in its vaults, 
which, with the debts due to it from other banks, 
which might be converted into specie without 
delay, would be equal to the one fifth of its notes 
in circulation, and of its public and private de- 
posits. He should be unwilling to trust the 
money of the United States in any bank which 
was either unable or unwilling to comply witi 
this condition. He should consider it unsafe in 
any such depository. Taking the general aggre- 
gate of the condition of the deposit banks, accord- 

ing to the last report of the Secretary of the Treas- 

ury, if we should apply to them the rule of the 
| one third, instead of the one fifth, they would 
still be much within that limit. He had not, in 
| detail, examined the condition of each one of these 
| thirty-six banks; but he believed he might ven- 
| ture to say that there was not one of them which 


‘| would be affected by the rule proposed to be 


The Sec- | 


applied to them by the Senator from South Car- 
| olina. 
He would suggest to the Senator, however, that 


his bill was detective on this point, and did not 


D , does not embrace this case. 
that a plan might be devised which would be | 
decidedly preferable to that proposed by either | 


Hi 
Hi 


| have notes in circulation and deposits on hand to 


i 
I 
| 


l 
l 
{ 


i 
| 


| 


Secretary of the Treasury, in the first instance,.|| 


| 
| 


embrace, in all its extent, the principle for which 
he had intended to provide. In preparing it he 
must have forgotten that, instead of the aggregate 
balance of the deposit banks in their accounts 
with other banks being always in their favor, it 
might and would besometimesagainst them. In 
such a case, they ought not only to have specie 
in their vaults sufficient to pay the fifth of their 
notes in circulation and their deposits, but also 
one fifth of this balance. The gentleman’s bill 
Under his bill one 
of these deposit banks might have $100,000 of 
specie in its vaults, might be indebted to other 
banks an aggregate balance of $500,000, and might 


another amount of $500,000, and yet not violate 
its provisions, although it could pay in specie but 
one dollar in ten, instead of one dollar in five, of 
its immediate liabilities. He had prepared an 
amendment to obviate this objection, but should 
not offer it at present. 

In this respect he felt bound to say he greatly 


| preferred the bill of the Senator from South Car- 


olina to the amendment which had been proposed 
by his friend from New York. That amendment 
simply provided that each deposit bank must 
keep in its vaults sufficient specie to pay the one 
fourth of its notes and bills in circulation, and 
the balance of its accounts with other banks 
payable on demand. It had no reference what- 
ever to the amount of its public and private de- 
posits, the whole of which might be demanded 
at any moment. Ifa deposit bank have sufficient 
Specie in its vaults to pay one fourth of its notes 


| in circulation, it might be indebted to its depos- 


itors ten or twenty times the amount of its specie, 
and yet not violate the terms of the amendment. 
Mr. B. said he now approached the more diffi- 


cult question of what disposition we ought to 
make of the surplus now in tke Treasury. He 
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believed this surplus would be very large oa the 
first day of January next, notwithstanding our 
liberal appropriations. He had himself made an 
estimate of the amount; but he would not now 
commit himself by stating it, as it had not been 
made with suthicient care to enable him to speak 
with any degree of positiveness. - 

He would take this occasion to remark, that 
although he had voted, and intended to vote 
during the present session, in favor of liberal, 
some might say, extravagant, appropriations for 
defense, he considered these appropriations as 
the exception jusufied by the special circum- 
stances in which the country was placed, and not 
as the general rule. He never should depact 
from those maxims of sound and wholesome 
economy by which this Government ought always 
tobe administered. The expenditures authorized 
at the present session ought not to be considered 
as a standard for future years. Le presumed 
no Senator thought of increasing the permanent 
expenses of the country to any such standard. 
We had just finally discharged the debt contracted 
during the last war; our Treasury was overtlow- 
ing, and all we had done was to.appropriate more 
money than had been usual heretofore, to the 
completion of those necessary defenses which 
had been projected long ago, and which the safety 
ofthe country demanded. Whilst we were paying 
our debt, policy required that we should not pro- 
gress in these measures as rapidly as we ought 
now to do. Hence, increased appropriations 
were now highly proper, not for the purpose of 
wasting the public money in useless expenditures, 
hut for the purpose of accomplishing objects 
which have always been deemed necessary. For 
his own part, he never had voted away, and 
he never should vate away, a dollar of public 
money, merely because we had a surplus in the 
Treasury. 

Mr. B. said he would proceed to make a few 
remarks upon the plans proposed by the Senators 
from South Carolina and New York, for dispos- 
ing of the surplus in the Treasury; and first, in 
regard to that of the Senator from South Caro- 
lina. He proposes to loan the balance remain- 
ing in the Treasury at the end of each year, until 
June, 1842, after deducting therefrom $3,000,000, 
to the several States, without interest; each State 
receiving such a proportion of the whole amount 
as her Senators and Representatives in Congress 
bear to the whole number of members of both 
Houses. These sums are to be refunded to the 
Treasury of the United States at such times as 
Congress shall by law provide. 

Mr. B. said he would waive for the present any 
constitutional doubts which may exist in regard 
to the power of Congress to distribute among the 
several States the surplus revenue derived from 
taxation. He would merely remark, that if we 
do not possess the power to make such a distri- 
bution, he could not perceive by what authority 
we could make the loan proposed by the gentle- 


this proposition would be useful as a counteract- 
ing force. Mr. B. would now neither dispute 


‘nor affirm the proposition of the Senator in regard 
to the central tendency of this Government; but | 
this he would say, that in avoiding Scylla we | 


' year? 


man. If you have not the power to give the prin- | 


cipal, whence can you derive your power to give | 


the interest? To loan the States this money with- 
out interest, is to make them a. donation of an 
annuity equal to six per cent. per annum, for an 
indefinite period, on the sums which they may 
respectively receive. In any constitutional view 


of the subject, he could not perceive how the in- k 


terest could share a different fate from that of the 
principal. This was not to be a mere deposit 
with the States for safe-keeping; it was intended 
by all that the money should be used by the States 
in the construction of internal improvements, in 
the payment of their debts, and in accomplishing 
every object which they might deem useful. If 
we possess the power to loan the public money 
to the States in this manner, we might at once 
give it to them absolutely. | : 

The leading objection which he had to this sys- 
tem was, that its direct and continuing tendency, 
at least until 1842, would be to create a bias in 
the Senators and Representatives of the States in 
Congress, in opposition to the fair and efficient 
administration of the Federal Government. The 
Senator from South Carolina, feeling the force of 
this objection, has attempted to obviate it by 
stating that the atrong tendency of the action of 
this Government was towards consolidation, and 


must take care not to rush into Charybdis. He 
thought the counteracting power of the gentle- 
man’s bill would be so excessive that it might 
drive us into the opposite extremes and thus be- 
come dangerous. 

He disciaimed the sentiment that the people of 
this country can be bribed with their own moncy. 
He did not believe that there now existed, or ever 
had existed upon earth, a more virtuous people 
than our population in the mass. But we had 
been taught by divine authority to pray that we 
might not be led into temptation. It was the 
part of an enlightened statesman to make the 
interests of men correspond with their duties, 
whenever that was possible. Their action, then, 
to promote the public good, would be free and 
unrestrained. But in what situation should we 


place ourselves by the adoption of this proposi- ` 


tion? In every case requiring an appropriation 
of public money, the direct and immediate pecu- 
niary interest of our constituents would be directly 
at war with the performance of our duties as 
members of Congress. Now, sir, we might be 
as pure as angels, and yet, unless we were as 
wise also, such a position, without our own 
knowledge, would create a powerful bias in our 
minds. Is it wise, is it politic, voluntarily to 
place ourselves in the position of antagonists to 
the very Government of which we are members? 
Adopt this proposition, and what will be the con- 
sequence? Should the Executive recommend, or 
the interest of the country require, the construc- 
tion of a fort, of an arsenal, of a navy-yard, of a 
ship of war, or any other expenditure necessary 
for our permanent defense, we would not only 
inquire into the justice and expediency of the 
expenditure, but we should involuntarily ask 
ourselves, how much will this expenditure reduce 
the dividend of the public money which our 
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respective States will receive at the end of the 


Every dollar that we can subtract from 
the purposes intrusted to our speciai care by the 


Federal Constitution, will add a dollar more to | 


the surplus to be distributed among our constit- | 


uents. We should thus become antagonists (he 
would not use the new word) to the very Gov- 
ernment of which we ought to be the supporters. 
How much money will each appropriation take 
from our dividend would be an inquiry constantly 
obtruding itself upon us. In order to justify 
ourselves to our own consciences for opposing 


i! stocks should be 
|; vestments of the 


discuss the merits or demerits of the land bill 

upon the present occasion. 
| If Mr. B. could consent to vote for the proposi- 
tion of the Senator from South Carolina, he would 
not object to that part of it which distributes the 
money in proportion to the representation of 
each State in both branches of Congress. If there 
were no other considerations in its favor, which 
he did not admit, he thought the magnanimity 
of the large States should induce them to give 
their smaller sisters this comparatively trifling 
advantage. 

Mr. B. said he might yet be compelled to vote 
for the amendment proposed by the Senator from 
New York, for investing the surplus revenue in 
stocks issued by the States; but if he should, it 
would be with extreme reluctance. He could 
only be induced to give such a vote upon the 
principle that it was a less evil to dispose of the 
public money in this manner, than to keep it any 
longer in the deposit banks. 

He admitted that these State stocks had a per- 
manent and fixed value. They did not fluctuate 
in the market like other stocks. Nobody doubted 
their security, and the comparatively trifling rise 
and fall in their prices depended entirely upon 
the plenty or scarcity of money. A large pro- 
pee of these stocks were held in Europe. He 

new this to be the case a few years ago; and he 
presumed there had been no considerable change 
since. Their price had always been high in our 
market, from the fact that capitalists in Europe 
were glad to make safe investments, which would 
yield them an interest of four or four and a half 
per cent. Upon this point of the case he thought 
the Senator from South Carclina had not suc- 
ceeded in refuting the argument of the Senator 
from New York. It was true that the price of 
this stock might be enhanced by the Government 
becoming a large purchaser in the market; but 
this advance vould be inconsiderable, compared 
with the advantage of taking the surplus revenue 
from the deposit banks, and putting it into gen- 
eral circulation among the people. 

Mr. B. did not concur with the Senator from 
South Carolina, in believing that such invest- 
ments in State stocks could be of any advantage 
to those States which had issued them. No 
matter who held the certificate, whether the United 
States or individuals, the States were equally 
bound to pay the accruing interest, and finally 
discharge the principal. fr the price of these 
ermanently raised by the in- 
overnment, the States might 


'' hereafter obtain loans on somewhat more favor- 


any appropriation here, we would become in- ; 


genious in magnifying the comparative import- 


ance of the objects to which the States would ` 


apply the money. We might thus change the 
nature of our Government; and if its tendency 
be now towards consolidation, we might rush to 
the opposite extreme by the adoption of this 
proposition, which, by its terms, is to continue 
in force for six successive years. 

Would any prudent man place in the hands of 
his agent, whom he had employed to build a 
house for him, a sum of money, and tell him that 
what remained of this sum, after completing the 
work, should be his own? This would be to 
offer him a premium for not incurring the neces- 
sary expense to enable him to perform his duty. 


We shall be such agents precisely, should this | 


amendment be adopted. Our constituents will 


receive every dollar which we can subtract from 
the purposes of the Federal Government during '' 


a period of six years. an 
Mr. B. said he greatly preferred the distribution 
proposed by the land bill to that of the Senator 
from South Carolina. The same objection did 
not exist to it. It assumed as a principle, that 


| the net proceeds of the sales of the public lands 
| belonged to the States. 
| Government the entire fund. 


It withdrew from this 


to administer the Government out of the other 
means which still remained. It was a fixed and 
certain mode; and did not seek to distribute a 
mere surplus of what might remain in the Treas- 
ury after we had provided for other objects. Be- 
sides, the money was granted absolutely, and not 
loaned to the States. But he did not intend to 


It would leave us |, 


able terms than they had done heretofore; but in 
regard to the old stocks, the States would con- 
tinue precisely in the same situation they are at 
present. In one respect they might be injured 
instead of benefited. If they wished to purchase 
in their own stocks, before the time they should 
become payable, as New York. had done, the 
price might be raised upon them. 

Mr. B. doubted whether a sufficient amount of 
these State stocks could be purchased to absorb 
the surplus in the Treasury. They were limited 
in amount, and a large proportion of them was 
held in Europe. He would be glad to obtain 
more information on this branch of the subject 
than the Senate now possessed, Of one thing, 
however, he felt very certain. If the surplus 
could be invested in these stocks, we could do 
nothing which would more immediately relieve 
he money market of the country. He believed 
that the truth of this proposition was so manifest 
that it was wholly unnecessary to do more than 
merely to state it. No: 

He had one very strong objection to the amend- 
| ment of the Senator from New York. The rage 
| for speculation which now existed throughout 
the land, was the curse of the present time. The 
gambling in stocks was infinitely worse in its 
consequences to the community, than all other 
kinds of gambling united. This spirit was rap- 
idly extending itself throughout the whole coun- 

try. It enabled those who were initiated in the 
| flactuations of the money market, to take advant- 
‘age of others who were less skiilful, and to 
| accumulate rapid fortunes at their expense, Al- 
though it might be true, and he believed it was 
| true that the measure proposed by the Senator 
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24rn Cona.. 


from New York 
price of State stock 
capital now vested in them to t ; 

urchases of the Government, and throw it upon 
what had been called the fancy stocks. This 
operation would at once raise the prices of all ; 


these stoc Í 


ks, yet it would unlock the | 


ks, and put into the pockets of their | 
owners large sums of money. You would thus 
give an impetus to the already wild speculations 
in stocks, an 
which is now one of the greatest curses of our 
country. f t € 
insuperable repugnance against the introduction 
of the Government of the United States into the 
market, as a great stock-jobber, though its opera- 
tions might be confined to the stocks of the differ- 
ent States. Still, as he had before observed, he 
might feel himself under duress to vote for thìs 
measure as the least of two very great evils. 

Mr. B. said he had thrown out these sugges- 
tions to the Senate in the same conciliatory spirit 
which dictated the remarks of the Senators from 
New York and South Carolina. We were now 
in a free conference; all equally desirous of adopt- 
ing the best measure to promote the public good. 
He had endeavored to contribute something to 
this end. 


REORGANIZATION OF POST OFFICE DEPART- 
MENT. 


OF HON. ELIJAH MANN, 
OF NEW YORK, 


Ín tre Houss or REPRESENTATIVES, 

A May 19, 1836, 

In Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union, 
considering the’ bill reported by the Committee on the 
Post Office and Post. Roads, & to change the organization 
of the Post Office Department, and to provide more 
effectually for the settlement of the accounts thereof,” 
in reply to Mr. BeLL, of ‘Tennessee, who proposed and 
advocated the following amendment: 

«Phat the nineteenth section of the act entitled ‘ An act 
to reduce into one the seval acts establishing and regu- 
lating the Post Office Dep... sent,’ passed the 3d of March, 
1825, and ail other acts and parts of acts securing to the 
Post Otice Department a monopoly of the business or 
employment of carrying letters for hire, be, and the same are 
„hereby, repeated.” . 

Mr. MANN (a member of the Committee on 
‘the Post Office and Post Roads) addressed the 
Chair, and said be could not forbear, anxious as 

‘he was, and ag he knew the committee were, 
after this protracted sitting upon this bill, to 
‘trespass apon their attention for one moment to 
make a very brief reply to the most extraordinary 
‘proposition of the honorable member from Ten- 
“nessec, (Mr. Bexz,] and his still more extraordi- 
“nary argument in support of that proposition. 
It has not been forgotten (said Mr, M.) that the 
honorable member, a short time since, favored 
us and the country, as the Premier in advance, of 


REMARKS 


what is sometimes called here the White Admin- | 
istration, with a very long and querulous exposé ; 


of the leading principles entertained, and the 
measures and policy of Government proposed to 
be pursued by that Administration, if the people, 


in the plenitude of their abundant mercy, and | 


forgiveness of ingratitude, should think proper 
to bring itinto power. The first general reflec- 


tion which naturally occurred, both here and in | 


the country, upon that exposé was, that if the 
new Administration was to have duration pro- 


o 
Prime Minister, it would be likely to become || 
‘perpetual, and in that respect might have the | 


early misfortune to excite the apprehension of 
‘some of its friends. 
Mr. Chairman, that all its measures were not 
then unfolded because, perhaps, it had not then 


entered into the phrensied imagination of the hon- ‘| 
-orable member, or any of the under Secretaries, | 
that it would be a republican measure to abolish | 


the Post Office Department, which would entitle 
him to the special gratitude of the Republic, on 


che ground that itis a monopoly! A monopoly, | 


the honorable member vehemently assures us, as- 
umed without any authority of the Constitution! 
“A monopoly, indeed, of conveying intelligence 
to a free people, of which the honorable member 
‘raay persuade himself he has cause to complain, 


d increase that spirit of gambling, | 


However, it appears now, | 


would not much enhance the | although, let me assure him, he has far more 


cause to “fear and tremble.’ A monopoly, sir! 


he amount of the || Can a free mail and a free press, in the hands of 
|| a free and enlightened people, open and secured 


| 


' to all alike, be a monopoly, odious to the honor- 


‘ able member and obnoxious to the Constitution 


| and the institutions of civil liberty ? -Mr. Chair- 
| man, I know not how to express my surprise at 


' the proposition now submitted and the position 


‘assumed in the argument—I confess my utter 


! astonishment. I am almost overwhelmed with 


For these reasons he felt an almost i! amazement at the strange measure now proposed 


: by the honorable gentleman, and more strange 
| argument by which he urges its acceptance by 
. this committee, that the Post Office establishment 


| ig a monopoly assumed without authority of the 


. Constitution! My surprise is augmented when 
: E recollect that this measure is proposed by a 
: gentleman from the southwestern portion of this 


-` Confederacy, whose constituents are, if possible, 


| more deeply interested in the Post Office estab- 


i lishment, than those of any other parts. of the . 


| Union, deriving from it those inestimable advant- 
ages of intercommunication with their brethren 
| throughout our wide domain—political, com- 
| mercial, civil, and religious—without which the 
‘institutions of society would scarce be worth 
maintaining. Yet does the worthy member pro- 
| pose virtually to abolish the Post Office establish- 
‘| ment—to dry up all the fountains and streams of 


| rude and unstaid hand, all the means of public 
: and regularcommunications, provided, controlled, 
‘and secured, by public law. 

Sir, if the honorable gentleman from Tennessee 
‘| should propose to this House to pass an act of 


and forgiveness for those of the future, he would 
; not astonish the country more than by his present 
popen: But, sir, I must beg the committee to 
. bear with me while I recur to the argument of 
ii the gentleman, who begins by informing us that 

the framers of the Constitution had so little regard 
i for the Post Office establishment, that they had 
| well nigh forgotten to mention it in that sacred 
. instrument. How then, sir, could it have hap- 

pened to occur to them to insert this plain pro- 
i vision, “ that Congress shall have power to 
' establish post offices and post roads??? But the 

worthy member says that this does not prohibit 
i the States from exercising the same power. If 
' this be true, sir, then why does the honorable 

member, in his jealousy, complain of monopoly ? 
: E know, sir, as well as the gentleman, that the 
L States are not expressly inhibited from the exer- 
|! cise of this same power; that there are several 
| cases where the respective States and the Federal 
| Government have concurrent powers and juris- 
| diction over the same subject. However, sir, 


: the honorable member from Tennessee knows | 


: better than I do that the uniform construction of 


the highest judicatories of the land has been, || 


that in these cases of concurrent powers of the 
General and State Governments, the exercise of 
; the power by the United States excludes and 
| prohibits the exercise of the same power over 
the same subject-matter by a State; and this 


© tions and the necessity of the case. 
‘| inform the gentleman from Tennessee that under 
ii have exercised the power “to establish post 
‘i the United States continue the exercise of that 
power, the power of the States to establish post 
offices and post roads is suspended. This con- 
struction of the Constitution, I believe, has not 
been complained of in any quarter. If, therefore, 


© is a monopoly, as is now complained by the 
honorable member, it results that itisa monopoly 
established by the Constitution of the Union 
| beyond the reach, fortunately, : 
!' and leveling process of the 
| programme Administration. 
|| The gentleman draws analogies by informing 


gentleman, or his 


|| those of Europe, which he says are also monop- 

olics, established for two purposes; first, for 
i| political power; second, for revenue. These 
analogies, sir, are unjust, and bear no parallel, 


; ro- || offices and post roads,” and, therefore, that while | 
rtioned. to the length of the green bag of its 


of the nullifying | 


| us that this establishment of ours compares with | 
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| intelligence to his people, by cutting off, with a 


| oblivion for his past errors, and of forgetfulness ` 


Ho. or Reps. 


——— 


because, thanks to the spirit of freedom, there ig 
no parallel between their oppressive and despotic 
institutions and ours. But if there were some 
features in ours obnoxious to the political sensi- 
bilities of the gentleman from Tennessee, does it 
follow that one of those institutions conferring 
the greatest benefits upon the country (and upon 
| no part greater than upon that happy portion 
|. from which that gentleman comes, for carrying 
to ita knowledge of the patriotic services upon 
this floor, of their talented and distinguished 
Representative) should be nullified and extermin- 
ated? I trust in the genius of my country to 
save and protect it from such violence. Mr, 
Chairman, I am very properly reminded, by a 
note from a respected and laea colleague on 
the Post Office Committee, [Mr. Briaes, of Mas- 
sachusetts,| of the late hour of the day, and the 
necessity of brevity, yet I can hardly forbear to 
continue my remarks, hasty and desultory as I 
am sensible they are, upon a proposition of so 
extraordinary a character, coming from such a 
source; yet I will obey the kind admonition of 
‘my friend from Massachusetts, and leave the 
honorable member and his measutes to the exam- 
ination of an enlightened people, trusting confi- 
dently that this committee are not prepared to 
entertain for one moment longer a proposition so 
entirely subversive of the dearest interests of 
every American citizen. 


TARIFF OF POSTAGES. 


i REMARKS OF HON. F. O. J. SMITH, 
lj OF MAINE, _ 
In rue House or REPRESENTATIVES, 

May 31, 1836, 


On the motion to reconsider the vote taken on the propo- 
sition of Mr. Lawrence, of Massachusetts, whereby the 
following rates of postages were stricken out of the Post 
Office bill: 


“ Five cents on single letters carried fifty miles or less; 
ten cents on letters carried froin fifty to one hundred miles; 
fifteen cents on letters carried from one hundred to two 
hundred miles; twenty cents on letters carried from two 
hundred to four hundred miles ; twenty-five cents on letters 
carried from four hundred to eight hundred miles; and 
thirty cents on letters carried over eight hundrea miles ;” 
and whereby the following rates were substituted, viz: 
‘ Five eents on letters carried fifty miles or less; ten cents 
on letters carried from fifty to one hundred and fifty miles 5 
fifteen cents on letters carried from one hundred and fifty 
to fonr hundred miles; twenty cents on letters carried 
from four hundred to eight hundred miles; and twenty-five 
cents on all over eight hundred miles.”? 


Mr. SMITH said he was opposed to the motion 
of reconsideration. The honorable gentleman 
from. New York, who is a member of the Post 
Office Committee, [Mr. Parxs,] had told the 
House that my colleague, who has addressed the 
House this morning upon this subject, [Mr. 
. Mayw,] has taken a narrow or ‘‘ unstatesrman- 
like” view of it, because he has argued against 
the original proposition of the Post Office Com- 
‘mittee, and in support of the proposition of the 


- gentleman from Massachusetts, upon the ground 


from the nature and construction of our institu- | 
I need not | 


this express grant in the Constitution Congress | 


| 
1 


‘i the Post Office establishment of the United States | 


of their dissimilar effects upon his [Mr. Parxs’s] 
immediate constituents, and the State of Maine. 
My colleague has told the House, Mr. Speaker, 
what will be the operations of the two projects 
‘upon the citizens of Bangor and vicinity, and 
demonstrated that, while the one will not be 
prejudicial, but, perhaps, favorable to his con- 


i stituents and to others interested in the commerce 


: of Bangor, the other will be injurious and oppres- 
sive. And itis because the argument has thus 
` been deduced from the effect to be produced upon 
` a region with which the representative is familar, 
and about which there can be no mistake, that 


the honorable gentleman from New York repu- 
, diates it as narrow and unstatesmanlike. 


I know not, Mr. Speaker, what may be the 
; exact extent of territory requisite to be embraced 


|, by one’s thoughts, in reference to this or any 


' other subject, in order to square with the gentle- 
i man’s views of statesmanship. Perhaps it 18 
: necessary that one should extend his reasoning 
over a State equal in territory and population, if 
it is to be found, with the great State of New 
York, in order to reach statesmanlike views that 
i would be satisfactory to that gentleman. Or, 
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perhaps, one should swell somewhat larger, and ! 
embrace a portion or the whole of some other: 


State or States, to answer the purpose. [Yes, 
the whole Union, replied Mr. Mann.] The 
whole Union must be included, says the honor- 
able gentleman. It may be, sir, that such is the 
view which that gendeman has taken; but if it 
be so, bis “ statesmanlike’? views stop not at 
sacrificing the interests of an entire State of this 
Union, without conferring upon ita single benefit 
in ‘return. I elaim to be governed by no such 
principles of statesmanship, as obviously sacri- 
fices one of these States for the benefit of the 
remainder, and much less for the benefit of a 
fractional part of the remainder. I believe.it has 
not been pretended—it certainly has not yet been 
demonstrated by any gentleman, that the propo- 
sition of the Post Office Committee will operate 
equitably upon all the other Statea, except Maine. 
1 do not pretend to know what its operations 
will be upon either the middle or the western 
States of the Union. But i do know, sir, that 
from my knowledge of what ita operation must 
and will be upon the interests of Maine—the 
Sute which I have the honor to represent in part 
upon this floor—it ia highly unsatisfactory and 
oppressive. Nor do I, sir, claim to act upon 
higher or broader views of statesmanship, than 
are suggested by such facts and such local knowl- 
edge, if it must be so called, than are actually 
within my reach. I reason, as Pope says, from 
what I know; and 


ti How can we reason, but from what we know?” 


If the gentleman from New York does pretend 
to know the effect of this bill upor. each State of 
the Union, he must know, sir, that there are no 
two points.of any considerable business import- 
ance within the State of Maine, which will not 
be most prejudicially affected by the proposition, 
or rates of postage reported by his committee. 
My colleague has told you the effect of it upon 
his section of the State. Let us take the two 
most prominent points of business in the State, 
the cities of Portland and Bangor, and it imposes 
an additional tax of two and one half cents upon 
every letter that will be interehanged by them. 
The effect upon the intercourse through the mail 
between Bangor and Boston is the same. That 
upon the intercourse between Portland and Bos- 
ton, Bath and Boston, and Augusta and Boston, 
is the same. It is an increase of postage also 
upon all business between Bangor and New York, 
and Portland and New York; and I believe every 
other point in the State and the city of New York. 
This is the result of a comparison between the 
law as it now stands and the proposed law of the 
Post Office Committee. The rates of postage as 
now established are far more preferable, so far 
as the whole State of Maine, and even so far as 
every part of the State, separately considered, is 
interested in the subject of postage. Sir, ought 
the interests of a whole State to be thus sacrificed 


to “ stateamanlike’’ views, or any other views? 


It can never be done by a deliberative body. 
Mr. S. said he was in favor of a new tariff of 


postage, if it could be agreed upon. He was in: 
favor of getting rid of the quarter cent, and half | n i | ; 
‘expenditures and mail extension, and what it 


cent, and six cent rates, and substituting the half 


dime, and dime, and. a similar denomination of | 
He was in favor of the proposition | 


increase. 
which the gentleman from Massachusetts had 


made, and hoped the vote by which it had been į > | 
| enue is clearly out of proportion to the necessary 


adopted might not be reconsidered. So far as 
my own knowledge of what its operation must 


be extends, «said Mr. S.,) it is judicious and | 


desirable. Instead of adding to the tax now im- 


posed upon intercourse among the people through ' 
the mail, (as the proposition of the Post Office |, 
Committee would,) it would lessen it between all | 
pons and lighten the burden of postage now | 


orne by the people. Such a measure I am 
entirely in favor of. 

But, sir, it has been attempted to dissuade the 
House against the tariff of postage now under 
consideration, on the ground that it will reduce 
the revenues of the Post Office Department to 


such an extent as to stop the usual extension || 


yearly of mail facilities. And the letter of the 
Postmaster General, sent into the House this 
morning through the honorable chairman of the 


’ Ho. or Reps. 


| Post Office Committee, has been quoted to prove 


that the reduction of some €500,000 yearly will 
be effected in the revenues of the Department by 
this tariff, estimating it upon the revenues of the 
last year; while the tariff of the committee will 
reduce them something like $200,000. But this 
estimate of the Postmaster General claims to be 
only a hasty calculation, and pretends not to 
make any credit whatever to the natural and 
inevitable growth of the revenue of the Depart- 
ment. What, sir, has been this growth during 
the last eight years? and what has itaccomplished ? 


We have been told that only about one year, or ; 
eighteen months since, the Department was in: 


debt over one million of dollars, from a too great 
extension of mail facilities, or from other causes 
combined therewith. We are now told, at the 
expiration of a year, or eighteen months, at 
furthest, that this enormous deficit has been 
extinguished, or is about being extinguished, but 
a surplus revenue is shortly to be found in the 
Treasury Department. 

This is the strength of the Department’s opera- 
tions within a single year, or in eighteen months, 
at most, And is there so much cause for appre- 
hension about the reduction of the revenues of 
the Department in the sum of $500,000, even 
though there was no natural and inevitable growth 
in them to offset or provide against it? Look, 
sir, as I before suggested, through the history 
of the Department for the last eight years, and 


‘mark what it has accomplished with only its own 


naked revenues. It has paid off all its expendi- 
tures, or nearly squared them, as we are told by 
the present Postmaster General; and in the mean 
time jt has extended mail facilities over the whole 
country to over one half—yes, sir, to nearly 
double the amount that existed at the commence- 
ment of that period. Eight years ago the mail 
transportation in stages, steamboats, sulkies, and 
on horseback, amounted, in the yearly aggregate, 


‘to about fourteen million five hundred thou- 


sand dollars. It now amounts to nearly, if not 
quite, double that sum. The aggregate yearly 
revenue of the Department, eight years ago, was 
about $1,700,000. The Postmaster General now 


- estimates the revenues of the Department, per ' 


annumy at $3,000,000. And, after making allow- 


ances for al! the requisite additions of mail facil- | 


ities, to be effected during the coming year, to be 
paid for out of the proceeds of past investments, 
a surplus of about $200,000 is anticipated, at the 
lowest estimate. Sir, these facts demonstrate 
that there is no cause for apprehension on account 
of reduetion in the revenue of the Department by 


the proposition of the gentleman from Massachu- | 


setts. I repeat, that the estimated reduction by 
it of the Postmaster General’s letter makes no 


account of the certain addition of revenue to the ' 


Department, arising from the constant increase 


of business throughout the country, and beyond 
' he extension of mail facilities. 


I should like very much to see the other side 
of this account worked out upon paper by the 
present shrewd, intelligent and talented Post- 
master General. I should like to see his figures, 
demonstrating what the growth of revenue in the 
Department would be over and above the usual 


can bear, running the calculation through a series 


of years to come, as he would know well how to | 
‘do, and not confining it to the operations of a. 


single year., Where the annual increase of rev- 


increase of mail extension, it is evident that every 


year will admit of further diminution of that | 


revenue, without curtailing the usual extension 
of mail facilities. 
things in the Post Office Department that I would 
take advantage of, and by it reduce the rates of 
postage throughout the land. And even though 
such a reduction should operate to make the 


; Post Office Department, to some extent, an an- 
| nual charge upon the Treasury of the nation, I 


would still advocate it as a matter of both justice 
and expediency under the existing condition of 
the Treasury of this Government. As a matter 
of justice, the Federal Government can afford to 
contribute to the support of the Department. Its 
services for the Government, if taxed as individ- 
uals are taxed for its services, would exceed a 


| 


Now, sir, it is this state of ji : : 
Depa. ‘of the House, he had stated a case which might 


: arise, as an illustration of what would be the 
' practical operation of the rules, under a contrary 


| million dollars per annum. Why, then, fear to 
| throw the Department upon the national Treas- 
` ury to some extent, if the proposed measure will 
so operate? which I do not believe. Sir, 1 am 
in favor of a reduction of the postage now im- 
posed upon the people. The time has come 
when the people are entitled to relief from the 
burdens imposed upon them by the Federal Gov- 
ernment; and the time has not only come for 
this, but for the rising of a feeling of general com- 
plaint that the legislation of the Federal Govern- 
ment operates to gather into the Treasury large 
masses of funds that can serve no great or good 
purpose, and produces only excitement and dis- 
traction throughout the country. 

Sir, I am prepared to lighten this taxation upon 
the people in any and in every way that presents 
an opportunity for it; and T have none of the 
apprehensions of other gentlemen of bad effects 
resulting from the reduction of postage now pro- 
posed; and, first, because I have no faith in the 
precisiions that the Post Office Department will 

e in any degree embarrassed by it; and next, 
because if that should be the case, the Federal 
Treasury.is competent to contribute relief with- 
out adding one cent to the taxes now gathered 
from the people. l 

Mr. Speaker, I will detain the House only to 
add a word of admonition to those gentlemen 
who prefer the law as it now stands, to the pro- 
posed law of the committee. If they wish to 
secure their object, and retain the law as it now 
stands, let them beware of voting in favor of 
reconsidering the motion of the gentleman from 
Massachusetts. For if that motion be reconsid- 
ered, I believe there will be a combination of 
feeling and interest—of feeling in some quarter 
in favor of changing the rates of postage—from 
considerations connected with the currency, per- 
haps, and of interest elsewhere, arising from 
local advantages which may be foreseen sufficient 
to sustain and carry the proposition of the com- 
mittee, unequal as it is upon some of the States. 
If the motion to reconsider be negatived, the 
question will stand between the law as it now is, 
and the tariff proposed by the gentleman from 
Massachusetts, [Mr. Lawrence.] I am, indi- 
vidually, in favor of the last proposition. But if 
this cannot be adopted, I hope to avoid the prop- 
osition of the committee, and retain the tariff of 
postage now provided by law. 

[The motion to reconsider was negatived— 
ayes 66, noes 81. Afterwards, Mr. Lawrence 
consented to an amendment deferring the opera- 
tion of his proposed tariff, until after the next 
session of Congress, viz: until Ist January, 1838. 
The whole proposition was rejected, by a vote 
of—ayes 65, nocs 9]. So the rates of postage 
heretofore established remain unchanged by the 
bill as it has been-adopted by the House.] 


DECISION OF THE SPEAKER. 


REMARKS OF SPEAKER POLK, 
OF TENNESSEE, 
In rue House or REPRESENTATIVES, 
May 30, 1836, 


Upon the decision of the Speaker on the motion of Mr. 
JENIFER to be excused from voting on Mr. PINcKENEY’s 
resolution. 

The SPEAKER stated the grounds of his de- 
cision to the House, substantially to the following 
effect: In giving his decision on a former day, 


‘when the same question of construction of the 


rules, now raised, was first brought to the notice . 


decision from that which he had given. The 
case supposed, for the purpose of illustration 


‘merely, was not applied to any members of the 


House, as seemed to have been inferred; and it 


was due, no less to the House than to himself, 
. that he should seize the opportunity to disclaim 


(and he took great pleasure in doing so) any in- 
tention of having imputed improper motives to 


` any honorable members of that honorable body. 
. He did not say, on that occasion, 


nor did he 
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sibly great delay, the House may proceed to vote 
by yeas and nays on the question of excusing 
him from voting, or to coerce him to vote, and 
whilst the House are dividing, and pending the 
call of the yeas and nays on this question, and 
before the result of the vote is announced, a 
second member may refuse to vote on that ques- 
to suspend, if not tobe put a stop to the transac- || tion, or decline voting, and asks to be excused. | 
tion of the public business. | And so, if this construction of the rule be correct, ; 
He had also, in giving that decision, referred || the proceedings of the House must be again sus- 
to the case which had occurred in 1832, as he n pended, and the decision arrested upon the case 
now referred to it, for the single purpose of |: of the first member who refused or declined to 
showing that in that case the vote of the House | vote, until the question can be settled in the case 
-was-declared, and the decision made upon the |: of the second member who did not vote on the 
uestion pending before it, without the vote of — question of excusing the first. And so upon the 
the member who did not vote, and who asked to | question of excusing the second member from 
be excused. | voting, a third member may not vote, and ask to 
Mr. ADAMS asked, if the Speaker was going | be excused, and the proceedings of the House 
on to argue that precedent, if he could be per- :: must be again suspended, and the decision on the 
mitted to answer? | case of the second member, who has not voted, 
The SPEAKER proceeded to examine the pre- |, be arrested, until a question be taken in relation 
cedent, and to state the proceedings in the case, || to the third member who has not voted; and 
as they appeared on the Journal, to show that `: thus, upon each successive case of members, 
the House, without the vote of the member who | who may not choose to vote when their names 
had asked to be excused, and though his request are called, the same thing may occur, and there 
to be excused from voting lad been refused, did, ' may be no possibility of ever deciding any ques- 
notwithstanding, proceed to call the roll through, ‘tion, however important, sO long as any one 
and pronounce the decision. In that case the member may decline or refuse to vote; and the 
decision of the House was declared upon a very ‘business of the House may be thus utterly ob- 
important question; a question of no less import- structed and stopped, and this too, though the 
‘anee than a resolution declaring that one of the ` votes of the members who may not have voted, 
members of the House - “merited the decided could not, if given, change the result—as for ex- 
censure of the House.” ‘And yet, if the true ample, in the first case in which this question 
construction of the rule be that every member ; arose on a former day, where the votes given by 
who is present when a vote is taken, must either . the members who did vote, stood—ayes 182, 
vote or be excused from voting, before a decision ' noes 9; and, as in the present case, whtre the 
‘ean be had, no decision could have been pro-. votes given onthe question now before the House, 
nounced in that case. It appeared further, from ‘~as ascertained by he Clerk and communicated to 
the Journal, that after the votes of the members '' the Speaker, though not yet formally announced 
who had given their votes had been declared, and | to the House, show that the vote of the member 


mean to be understood as saying that any mem- 
-bers of that honorable House were factious, or 
would be influenced by any other than proper | 
motives, and their own sense of public duty. |! 
He was endeavoring to show simply that under |; 
a decision contrary to that which he had made, 


the effect might be (he did not say it would be) 


' House adjourn. 
| motion to adjourn. at this stage, though declared 
by the rule, in absolute and unqualified terms, to 


answer are passed silently by. Is the case at all 
changed by the fact that a member, instead of 
remaining silent in his seat, and suffering his 
name to be passed, rises in his place, and informs 
the House that he is present, and has not voted? 
The member who remains silent, and suffers hig 
name to be passed, has violated the rule as much 
as he who rises and informs the House that he 
is present, and has not „voted. In the former 
case, the daily practice is to proceed with the 
vote, and declare the decision. ‘Fhe House take 
no cognizance of the case. He may have doubts 
on the question, and not be prepared to vote, or 
he may have sufficient reasons, and may not 
choose to trouble the House with them; and yet 


: he as much violates the rule as the member who 
‘informs the House he had not voted. 


These rules, which are the laws of the House, 
are to be construed as a whole, and so as to give 
effect to each one of them. One of the rules of 
the House, for example, provides, that ‘a motion 
to adjourn shall be always in order,” and yet none 
will maintain that whilst the House are in the 
act of dividing, and a question is taking by yeas 


jand nays, it would bein order for a member, 
| when his name is ealled for his vote, yea or nay, 
| to rise in his place, and interrupt or arrest the 


further vote of the House, by moving that the 
None will maintain that the 


be ‘‘ always in order,” could be entertained until 
after the vote of the House on the question on 
which they are in the act of voting is completed 
and the decision pronounced. So another rule 
of the House declares that ‘‘it shall be in order 
for the Committee on Enrolled Bills to report at 
any time,” and yet none will maintain that it 
would be in order fot a member of that committee 
to-rise in the midst of a vote by yeas and nays, 


the decision of the House been made on the ques- 
‘tion before it, on the next day the case of the 
‘member who had not voted was the subject of 
consideration, and resolutions which had been 
introduced upon the subject, were, by a vote of 
-the House, laid on the table; and there the mat- 
terended. He had cited this case (the only one 


of the kind, he believed, which had ever occurred) | 


“for the single ppoe of showing that, in the 
-opinion of the 

“present, “when the question is put, to give his 
‘vote, unless the-House, for special reasons, shall 


excuse him,” in order to enable the House to | 


decide upon the question before it upon the votes 
of the majority of the House who do give their 
votes. It was to establish this point alone, that 
he had referred to the case; 

The rule is silent as to the time at which the 


member shall be excused. If he “ shall be in the | 
House when the question is puat,” he ‘shall ; 
give his vote, unless the House,. for special : 


reasons, shall excuse him.’’ But the time at 


which hie case shall be considered is left in, the 
discretion of the House. 


sider his case subsequently. 


The case he had stated on a former occasion, | 


and now repeated for the purpose of illustration, 

as one that might arise, was this. Suppose the 
: Bo 

House’ to be dividing, and the vote taking on the 


bill or other proposition before it, and pending 


-the call of the yeas and nays, and before the vote 


is announced, a member refuses to vote, or de- 


clines voting, and asks to be excused. Must the 
House, in such case, suspend the calling of the 
yeas and nays, stop in the middle of the roll, 
when half the members have voted, and half 
have not, and arrest the decision on the question 
before it, until it can decide on the case of. the 


member who has not voted? or if the roll be per- | 


mitted to be called through, must the decision, 
as ascertained by the votes given, be suspended 
until the House can decide on the case of the 
member who has not voted? If this be the true 
construction of the rule it may be that no decision 
could ever be had on the main question, for on 


the question to excuse a member from voting, or | 


to take order in his case,if he refuses to vote, 
debate may arise, and after discussion, and pos- 


{Jouse of Representatives of that | 
Congress, it was net ‘necessary for every member | 


_ It is competent for the . 
House, if he has committed a violation of the : 
rules of the House, to pass his name, and con- | 


| who has not voted and asks tobeexcused,cannot, -and arrest the vote of the House by making a 
, if given, change the result.* The same difficulty ‚report; which report, if made-at that time, must 
|i would arise, if, in the midst of a division of the . stop the vote of the House until it was disposed 
|. House (by yeas and nays or otherwise) the pro- |; of, And so the rule ander consideration could 
|; ceedings were arrested to enable the House ‘to |! not have contemplated that a vote of the House, 
“pass a vote of censure, or otherwise punish a |; on a division by yeas and nays, could be arrested, 
' member, instead of stopping to take the vote on; until the House could take cognizance of the case 
excusing him. If any one member prefent de- | of a member refusing to vote, or asking to be 
clined to vote and askcd to be excused on this | excused from voting. The rule provides that he 
question to censure or otherwise punish, no de- | shall give his vote, if he be not excused, but it is 
| cision could be had’ until the case of him who | silent as to the time when his excuse shall be 
' had declined to vote on this question was settled; considered. He was clear that such a question 
` and his case again could never be settled so long |-could not be interposed pending a decision of the 

as any one member declined to vote on the ques- | House. 
tion of excusing him. And so, if this be the, From the reason, as well as the necessity of 
true construction of the rule, no decision could | the case, he had decided; on a former occasion, 
ever be made on any question, so long as any |: and now decided, that the vote of the House, on 
‘two members shall aeris decline to vote on ` a division by yeas and nays, could not be inter- 
cach successive question of excusing or coercing rupted or arrested by interposing any other ques- 
each other to vote. | tion, but that the vote, when commenced, must 
This was the case he had stated by way of proceed, and the decision.be had, leaving it at the 
illustration, when this question had first arisen. discretion of the House to settle or take order 
He had stated it for the purpose of showing what . upon any other question which may incidentally 
- would be the practical effect of a decision con- arise, at such time as may suit its pleasure or 
trary to that which he had given. He had given convenience. The decision he had made on a 
‘it simply as an illustration, and without any former occasion, and now made, was conformable 
intention of imputing improper motives to any ‘to these views, and for the convenience of the 
! member of the House. And he respectfully sub- House, and was, in his judgment, the only prac- 
mitted whether a construction, which may lead tical construction which could be given to these 
‘to such a result, can be the proper construction ules, to enable the House, without great embar- 
i of that rule of the House, which declares that | rassment and delay, to dispatch the publie busi- 
i; every member present shall vote, unless, for Ness. He had felt an anxious solicitude to decide 
sufficient reasons, he shall be excused by the the question properly, and at the sime time, if 
i House. The rules of the House were intended | possible, ta meet the views of the Hause. And 
_ to promote and to facilitate, and not to defeat, | to aid himself in forming a correct judgment, he 
f the transaction of public business; and, in his | had, before he had given the decision on the 
|! opinion, such a construction was to be given to | question, when it first arose, taken the opinion 
` them as would attain the end for which they were | Of several members of the House, of different 
| framed. It was a common occurrence, in taking | political parties, all of whom had concurred with 
' the vote by yeas and nays, or by dividing the | him in opinion, that the decision which he sub- 
House, for members to remain silent in their | sequently gave, was the only practical construc- 
_seats, and not give their votes; and yet it had | tion which could be given to these rules that 
| been the immemorial usage, and was now the | Would enable the House, without embarrassment, 
: daily practice, to proceed with the vote, and to | to accomplish the objects for which they were 
|; pronounce the decision, as ascertained by the | framed. The House had, when the question 
' count of those who have voted, without making | was first raised, sustained the decision; but if, 
|: on reconsideration, or more full examination, 1t 


1 any question in relation to the members who 
' have not voted. The names of those who do not |. Should now come to a different conclusion, he 
| would take great pleasure in conforming to their 


:| *The state of the vote, as subsequently announced to | Will. eet 
ii the House, was—yeas 123, nays 54. i He felt sensibly the weight of the responsibility 


1836. 


APPENDIX TO THE CONGRESSIGNAL GLOBE. 


247H Cona....Ist Sess. 


Decision of the Speaker—Mr.. Spangler. 


429 


Ho. ov Reps. 


which devolved upon the Presiding Officer of this 
House. Difficuiues, growing out of the com- 
piexiey as well as the vague and uncertain terms 
in which many of the rules adopted for the gov- 
ernment of the House were couched, were con- 
siantiy arising. New and delicate, as well as 
dificult and hae important questions of order 
were often raised, upon which it was his duty to 
decide. His opinions were, however, subject to 
the revision and correction of the House, and if 
the Llouse differed with him in opinion upon 
this or any other occasion, they will so declare, 
and he would most chesrtullp yield to their 
decision and pramptly execute their will. 

In the present case, he was of opinion that the 
decision he had made on a former occasion, and 
now made, was correct, and for the convenience 
of the House, and he unhesitatingly adhered to its. 
out if the House thought otherwise, they would 
sustain the appeal, and he should as unhesitat- 
ingly execute their will, i 

finer a protracted debate, running through 
the whole day, the decision of the Speaker was 
sustained by the House—yeas 105, nays 61.} 


DECISION OP THE SPEAKER. 


REMARKS OF HON. DAVID SPANGLER, 
OF OHIO, 


Iw rae House or Reeresenrarives, 
May 30, 1836, 


On the appeal of Mr. Wise from the decision of the Chair, 
on the motion of Mr. Jenirer to be excused from voting. 


Mr. SPANGLER said: I desire to say a few 
words in explanation of my opinion on the ques- 
tion before the House. A vote has been ordered 
to be taken Hd yeas and nays. The Clerk has 
proceeded with the call, and a number of gentle- 
men have answered to their names. The gentle- 
man from Maryland, (Mr. Jexirer,] on his name 
being called, rose in his place, and moved that 
he be excused from voting. The Chair enter- 
tained the motion, but decided that ‘* before the 
‘t question can be taken on excusing, the vote of 
s the House on the pending question must be fin- 
‘ished, and the decision thereon announced.”’ 
From this decision the gentleman from Virginia 
(Mr. Wise} bas appealed; and the question ts, 
“ Shall the decision of the Chair stand as the 
judgment of the House?” Sir, I am for sustain- 
ing the Chair. I think the decision clearly right. 
Should we reverse it, and establish the contrary 
rule, much inconvenience might follow; and in- 
deed it might be found impossible to transact the 
business of the House. The question is a new 
one, and is attended with difficulties. Our object 
should be to settle itin such a manner as to avoid, 
as far as possible, embarrassment and confusion. 
The vote of the House by yeas and nays is but 
one vote, though there are two hundred and forty 
members, and, upon parliamentary principles, is 

recisely the same as the vote by acclamation. 
They are identical. 1f the rule required that a 
member should assign his reasons for being ex- 
cused from voting, when the vote is taken by: 
acclamation, the only time, of course, when he ; 


could assign them, would be when the question , 
was propounded by the Speaker; and, therefore, |) 
that ıs the time that he should ask to be excused |. 
when the vote is taken by yeas and nays, be- |; 


cause, in strict parliamentary construction, the | 


vote by acclamation and the vote by yeas and | 
nays are one and the same, though it is physic- | 


ally impossible to take the latter in the same 
manner with the former. 
It is maintained by those who oppose 


f 
i 


H : is + is 
Sir, these are difficulties; and if we can avoid 


; of the House, I ask gentlemen, in all candor, | 
|| whether they would be willing to have them | 


the de- `. 


cision of the Chair, that if motions. of gentlemen | 


to be excused from voting be postponed until 
after the House has decided the main question | 
before it, and then, should the House refuse to 


to incurring the penalty of refusing; and thus 


decided, and thereby reverse the former decision; 
and this, say gentlemen, would introduce much 
confusion. It is further said that the discussion 
of the excuses offered by gentlemen might occupy 
several days; and if they were not excused, and 
thereupon choose to vote, they might change by 
their votes the decision madg on a previous day. 


|| ordered that the vote on excusing be taken by 


‘| question; but I woul 
might vote on a question that had already been |i 


| 
| 


„to |j to abridge the liberty of speech. Sir, I am no 
excuse them from voting, they might prefervoting | 


| 
t 
ii 
i 
| 
| 


them without running into other equally embar- | 
rassing on.the other side, we certainly should do 
so. But suppose we reverse the Speaker’s de- 
cision—suppose we establish it as a part of the 
lex parliamentaria that “after the call of the yeas 
‘and nays has commenced, and a part of the 
‘members have answered to their names and 
‘voted, a gentleman, on his name being called, 
‘may answer by moving to be excused from 
‘voting, and that that motion must be decided 
‘before the voté of the House on the main ques- 

‘tion is gone through with. What consequences 
may result from such a proceéding?. Let us 
carry it out for a moment. If one gentleman 
may claim this as a right so may others. A vote 
by yeas and nays is commenced. Part of the 
members, on their names being called, have an- 
swered and voted. The vote of the House is in 
part taken; and at this stage of the peosredinp 
a gentleman, on his name being called, moves to 
be excused from voting, and proceeds to assign 
his reasons. He goes into an argument on the 
merits, yes, sir, the merits of the main quostion 
before the House, by way of proving that he 
cannot conscientiously vote on It, either in the 
affirmative or negative. Heo may urge thatit is 
a subject over which Congress has no jurisdic- 
tion—that it involves the exercise of power not 
conferred by the Constitution-—that the subject, 
though within the constitutional power of Con- 
gresa,is of a nature so delicate and dangerous: 
that its agitation will only tend to excite and in-: 
flame the public mind. These, and many other’ 
tapics of discussion, may be introduced by gen- 
tlemen as considerations which ought to operate 
to excuse them from voting. 

. Welt, sir, other gentlemen differing in opinion 
from these, will, of course, answer them, or at 
least may answer them; and thus, after the vote 
of the House has been in part taken, a debate on 
the merits of the main question may arise, ex 
tending throughout several days. At last a 
decision is had on the motion to be excused. 
The name of the gentleman next on the list is. 
called, and he moves to be excused from voting; 
and he also assigns his reasons; a debate again 
ensues, and, after one or more days spent in dis- . 
cussing his excuses, a decision is had. The 
Clerk then calls.the name of the next gentleman,.’ 
and he wishes to be excused, and a debate again 
ensues. Sir, where is it to end? and if this mode.|! 
of proceeding be established, how long may the : 
House be occupied in taking a vote on the main | 
question? So far as I can discover, weeks or | 
months might-be consumed in calling. the yeas |! 
and nays on a single proposition. | 

Again: During this time, what sort of a Jour- |i 
nal would your proceedings present? On the jj 
first day the yeas and nays are called through the |; 
A’s; on the second day, through the B’s; on the | 
third day, through the C’s; and so on to the end | 
of the alphabet, requiring as many days as there | 
are letters. If such were in fact the proceedings | 


spread upon the Journals? | 

Again: Suppose the previous question:had been ; 
ordered, how will its operation be affected by | 
such a proceeding? Every gentleman knows: | 
that the previous question is intended to cut off ji 
all further debate on the main question; but the | 
principle contended for might render it a nullity, 
and in effect entirely abrogate it. Suppose the 
ae question to be ordered by the House. 

he Clerk is calling the yeas and nays on the: 
main question. A gentleman, on his name being 
called, moves to be excused from voting He 
proceeds to assign his reasons, and it is, that the 
36th rule.of the House, which authorizes. the 
previous question, is unconstitutional, as tending’ 


) 
| 
i 
i 
i 


advocate for the frequent use of the previous 

p to what length might 
not such a discussion extend? Again: A gentle- 
man moves that he be excused from voting. 
After hearing his excuse, and debating it, it 18 


yeas and nays; and on that question another gen- 
tleman, on his name being called, moves to be 
excused from voting, and, after a debate on his 
motion to be excused, the vote is ordered to be 


i Honse. 


| taken by yeas and nays; and while the Clerk is 


calling the names, another gentleman asks that 
he be.excused. Sir, where is it to end? when is 


i; it to end? 


The question arises, how are we to steer clear 
of these difficulties? How are we to transact the 
public business without entangling ourselves in 
the meshes of our own rules? To me the ques- 
tion is free from embarrassment; the path is direct: 
and plain. The 28th rule of the House says: 
‘* Every member who shall be in the House when 
the question is put, shall give his vote, unless the 
House, for special reasons, shall excuse him.’ 
When may he ask to be excused? J answer, at 
any time before the Clerk has commenced oalling 
the yeas and nays, but not efter. A- gentleman 
may ask to be excused from voting when it is in 
order to do so, but at no other time., We ought’ 
so to construe and apply our rules thal they. may 
harmonize and conduce to the easy dnd conves 
nient transaction of business. The 34th rule pro- 
vides that:‘* a motion to‘adjourn shall always be 
in order.” Yes, sir, “ abwuys in order;” but who 
ever dreamed that it was in order, under this rule, 
to move an adjournment pehding the call of the 
yeas and nays, or while agentléman has the floor, 
unless he expressly yields it for that purpose ? 

Again: The call of the yeas and nays occupies 
about half an hour. After the expitition of the: 
morning hont, it is in order, evén pending: the 
consideration or discussion of reports from com- 
Mittees, and resolutions;to move *“that the House: 
do now proceed to dispose of the business on the 
Speaker’s table, and: to the orders of the day,” 
(see rule 17.) Yet, if the morning happens to 
expire, as it'frequently does, pending the call of: 
the yeas and nays on questions pertaining to 
morning hour businéss, who ever thought of im- 
terrupting the vote, by interposing a motion “that 
the House do now proceed to dispose of the busi- 
noes on the Speaker's table, and to the orders of 
the day? Be 

Asai After'the previous question iş ordered, 
x motion for a call of the House'is in o¥der; so: 
is a motion to lay the main question on thé table. 
So is a motion toadjourn. And each of these 
motions may be madeé-again and again, one after 
the other, at any time between the call of the 
previous question and the commencement of the 
call of the yeas ahd nays. But every gentleman’ 
knows that after the calf of the yeas‘and nays ig 
commenced, no motion is inorder until after the’ 
decision of the. maih question. Is it, then, con~, 
sistent with the general scope and spirit of the 
rules I have'cited, that after the previous question’ 
has been ordered, and after the yeas and nays’ 
are commenced, and when no one of the privi- 
leged motions can be interposed, that yet another 
motion may be made, must be entettained and 
decided, which may involve in ite consideration’ 
a protracted debate on the merits of the main: 

estion? Yes, sir, which may present as wide 
a field for discussion as was. open to gentlemen 
the first moment the main subject was taken up 
in Committee of the Whole on the state of’ the: 
Union. Sir, I can sanction ‘no construction of- 
rules that leads to such results. I1 believe that it’ 
might lead in. its consequences to endless con-' 
fusion and interruption of the business of the’ 


To avoid ints Yvon ‘so’ construe the 28th 
rule as to require that gentleméti ask to be excused’ 
from voting before the commencement of thé call’ 
of the yeas and nays. ‘Every member who. 
shall. be in the House when the question ts put. 
shail give his vote, untess the House, for speciab 
reasons, shalf excuse him.” ance 

When, in the language of the rale, “is the 
question put?” Ibis put when the Chair propounds 
it to the House: Then is the time for gentlemen 
to ask to be excused, if they do not wish tp vote. 

The calling of the yeas and nays by the Clerk 
is not putting the question. He puts no question. 
to the House, and he cannot call the names of 
the members until after the Chair has put the 
question. My opinion is, that a motion to be 
excused from voting ought not to be entertained 
after the call of the yeas and nays has been com- 
menced; and that, if entertained, its consideration 
and decision should be postponed until after the 
pending question is decided, and the decision 
P monce to the House; and I shall so vote. 
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REMARKS OF HON. WILLIAM TAYLOR, 
OF NEW YORK, 
In rue Hovyse or REPRESENTATIVES, 
May 31, 1836, 


On the question pending to reconsider the vote by which 


the following amendment to the bill to change the organ- .| 


jzation of the Post Office Department was adopted : 


« Retain the first clause of the section, and strike out all 
after the seventh to the fifteenth line of the section inclu- 


Tariff of Postages—Mr. Taylor. 


from twelve and a half to fifteen cents; and to 
and from New York, the commercial emporium 
of the State, it would be increased from eighteen 
| and three quarters to twenty cents; and so with 
| other important points of communication. What 
the aggregate effect may be it is impossible for 
| me to determine; but I look, as I know those 
| whom I represent would naturally look, to the 
: effect that it would have upon the correspondence 
i with those important points, where business 
necessarily leads to the greatest amount of letter 
communication; and here I find the effect of the 
amendment of the committee would be decidedly 


sive, and insert, ‘not exceeding fifty miles, five cents ; over 
fifty miles, and not exceeding one hundred and fifty, ten 
cents; over one hundred and fifty miles, d 
four hundred, fifteen cents; over four hundred miles 
notexceeding eight hundred, twenty cents; over eight 


and 
hun- 
dred miles, tweny-five cents.’ ”’ > 


Mr. TAYLOR said: It seems to be agreed on, 


all hands that the Post Office Department was 
never intended as a source of revenue to the Gov- 
ernment, and that it never ought to be. In this 


there appears no difference of opinion. But, sir, || 


if the present rates of postage are continued, it |, 
is very evident that it will become a source of || 
revenue to a pretty large amount beyond the ex-,, 
penses of the Department. It appears, by the 
reportof the Postmaster General, that the balance 
in favor of the Department last year was $467,000; 


and the annual increase of the amount of postage || 
an ten , 


has been, for a few years past, not less 
per cent. By the statement of the Postmaster 
General, which has just been read, the amount of 
postage is set down at $3,000,000 for the last year, 
which, at the ordinary increase, will probably be 


not less this year than three million three hun- 


dred thousand dollars. The increase of $300,000 | 
added to the balance in favor of the Department | 
which accrued last year, and you have, at the. 


present rate of postage, the sum of $767,000 
revenue over the expenditures, provided there 
should be no additional expense incurred. The 
new routes which are proposed to be.established 


by the bill now before the House, it is estimated 


by the committee, will cost the Department about 
three hundred thousand dollars, still leaving a 
large balance in itsfavor. Now, sir, without any 
change in the tariff of postage, and making all 
reasonable allowance for extending the accommo- 
dation of mail facilities according to the increasing 


wants of the people, it cannot be doubted, that | 


there will be annually accumulating an excess of 


revenue over the expenditures toa large amount., 


This seems te be admitted by the ¢ommittee, 


and the amendment which they have proposed, | 


according to their estimates, will reduce the aggre- 


gate amount of postage some two or three hun- 


dred thousand dollars. But this amendment I 
would not consent to, because I think it would 
operate unjustly and unequally. It proposes to 
reduce the amount of postage, but while it reduces 
the rate with some, it increases it with others. 
It does not uniformly reduce the rate of postage. 
My honorable colleague [Mr. Mann] has said, 
more than once, that, in examining this sybject, 
it was not statesmanlike to examine it with refer- 
ence to the effeet that it might have upon one’s 


constituents; that this would be too limited a view 


of the subject; but that we should. look to its 
effects upon the whole people at large. 

Sir, I grant that, in examining the effect that 
any measure proposed here is likely to have, we 
should not be exclusively confined to our imme- 
diate constituents; but I venture to say, no gen- 


tleman upon this floor can examine a subject so. 


general in its operation, affecting, more or less, 
all classes and conditions of people, as this amend- 
ment does, without a particular muy into the 
effect it will have upon his immediate constitu- 
ents. And, indeed, sir, if he should neglect to 


do this, he would be wanting in his duty to them.. 
Several gentlemen have expressed to the House 


the opinion that the amendment of the committee 
would operate injuriously upon their constituents; 
and such, sir, have no doubt, would be the 
effect upon those I have the honor to represent 
in part upon this floor; and hence I infer it would 
produce general dissatisfaction. From my dis- 


trict to Albany, the capital of the State, with. 


which there is at al] times an extensive corre- 
spondence, and especially during the session of 


the Legislature, the postage would be increased 


and not exceeding: 


>- sider. 


injurious. Sir, I voted for the amendment offered . 
by the gentleman from Massachusetts, which. 
prevailed, and which it is pow proposed to recon~ 
I was in favor of this, because it is free. 
i from the objections which have been considered. 
. It will be more uniform in its effects, reducing 


' beneficial effects, and none will have to complain 
|| that it is increased at any distance; and it con- 


rency, which all admit is desirable. The only 
objection to this, I believe arises from the appre- 
hension that it will so far reduce the amount of 
‘| postage as to embarrass the Department and 
compel the Postmaster General to lessen the ex- 
: pense by diminishing the accommodations naw’ 
enjoyed oF the people. This’ certainly should 
be avoided. I would do nothing calculated in 
‘| the least to curtail the present mail facilities, or 
i| to prevent that reasonable extension of the sys- ., 
tem which the rapidly increasing population and || 
TaN of the country may require now or here- || 
| after. ` : 
By the letter of the Postmaster General to the | 
chairman of the Post Office Committee; it appears | 
that his estimate of the amount of. reduction ;' 
which will result from this amendment is some- `’ 
thing over halfa million dollars, which, he thinks, 
|| is more than the Department can bear, and. 
keep up the aceommodations which are now fur- 
‘nished. But Ido not understand, from hearing 
| the letter read, that in this estimate the increasing 
|| revenue from postages was taken into thé account, : | 
'| which probably will equal, for a series of years 
at least, an annual increase of ten per cent., and | 
which was estimated by the gentleman from 
Massachusetts at fifteen per cent. And as that 
gentleman has stated, that if the vote is not 
|| reconsidered, he shall move to amend, so as to , 
defer the period when the new tariff of postage 
shall take effect, to the 1st of January, 1838, it 
appears to me that:the apprehended. difficulties 
may and will be avoided. There will, of course,.. 
before that period, be a large balance in favor of 
the Department, which, with the gradually in- 
creasing amount of postage, will, it is believed,: 
be sufficient to warrant the reduction without 
experiencing any embarrassment. At all events, 
before that time we shall have had two annual 
reports from the Postmaster General; the true 
condition. of the Department will then be well 
understoad, and something like a just estimate ` 
may be formed of the probable effect of the reduc- 
tion proposed, and the ability of the Department ' 
to sustain itself under it; and, as Congress will 
then be in session, any alterations can be made 
which may be indicated by existing circum- | 
stances. I shall, therefore, vote against a recon- 
sideration; fearing that, if the motion to recon- | 
sider prevails, the amendment of the committee | 
will be adopted, which I am most decidedly 
opposed to, preferring altogether that the present | 
rates of postage should be continued. f 


REMOVAL OF THE FLORIDA INDIANS: 


SPEECH OF HON. JOS. M. WHITE, 
~ OF FLORIDA, 


` In tue House or REPRESENTATIVES, i 
June 3, 1836, | 

On the Indian appropriation bill. li 

_ Mr. WHITE said: I understand the proposi- 7 
tion now before the committee to be, whether | 
this House will sanction two.amendments of the | 
Senate to the Indian appropriation bill, providing |! 
i] a fund of $1,000,000 for the removal of the Creek |! 


Ho. or Reps. 


and Seminole Indians to the country assigned 
them on the west of the Mississippi river. This 
sum has been proposed by the Secretary of War, 
in two communications addressed to the Indian 
| Committee of this House, in which it is stated 
| that the measure now recommended is essential 
| to the peace of the frontier, and indispensable to 
' the security and preservation of the Indians them- 
selves. 

In moving a concurrence on the part of this 
House in the amendment of the Senate, the 
chairman of the Committee on Indian Affairs has 
told us that it is hardly admissible to expect the 
removal of these Indians until they are subdued 
and conciliated. It does not require much knowl- 
edge of the Indian character to understand that 
chastisement never produces conciliation, though 
it may produce submission. Whatever may be 
the feelings of these Indians, or the consequences 


i; all the rates of postage so that all will feel its | resulting from them, the United States are bound 


| by the most powerful considerations of policy, 


! floor. 


a$ well as the solemn stipulations of a treaty, to 


forms in the rate of postage to the federal cur- | remove them ‘peaceably if they can, forcibly if 


they must,” to the country they have contracted 
for. . : 
Before proceeding to the consideration of the 
history of this Seminole war, in regard to which 
the gentleman from-Vermont has entertained the 
House for the last two hours, I must notice one 
of the preliminary observations, in which he says 
this House have no authentic information of a 
Creek war, and no evidence that there have been 
at any time twenty-five Creeks assembled. He 
farther intimated, that ‘the only intelligence we 
had from the seat of war was from the affrighted 
and flying inhabitants; whose misfortines and 
distresses have, upon several: occasions, been 
made the subject of jecring, derogatory, and 
debasing remarks, in official dispatches, as well 
as speeches on this floor., > >. 3 
- Sir, what evidences have you of the existence 
of a war; ‘We have the official reports from the 
Governors of Georgia and Alabama;.Jetters from 
Major McIntosh, commanding at Fort Mitchell; 
reports from the postmaster at Columbus; requi- 
sitions from the Secretary of War for appropri- 
ations; the actual calling out of four thousand 
traops from Alabama and Georgia, and a brigade 


| from Tennessee; with the movement of all the 


regular troops. In addition to these evidences, 
you have actually made an appropriation of 
$500,000 to suppress these hostilities; and yet we 
are asked for proof that there is a war; or that 
twenty-five Indians have ever been assembled at 
any one place! : i 

-You have had information, through the official 
journal at this place, of the seizure of the public 
mails, and that the mail route from Chattahooche 
to Line creek was strewed with mangled bodies: 


‘of murdered victims of savage ferocity. Yow 


have seen that four hundred armed Indians-have 
taken the town of Roanoke, and captured two 
steamboats, and when measures of protection 
and defense are asked for, we are coolly and 
indifferently asked if there is, in fact, any war? 


. I understand. the object of all this maneuvering 


perfectly well. It is to censure. the Executive 
for not having made a direct communication on 


` this subject. ‘Whether this be withir. his consti- 
` tutional duties. or not, is not-for me to decide. 


Whether he has done his duty or not I trust 
will not be made the subject of mockery and 
outrage upon those whose misfortune it is to live: 
within the range of the application of the toma- 
hawk and scalping-knife, which have been so 
tauntingly and indifferently referred to on this 


- I have one word to say on the subject of these 


i unfortunate sufferers, who are ‘represented as a 


panic-stricken, flying population, not stopping to 
see whether they are pursued by ‘squaws or by 


|| warriors.’? These people live in detached neigh- 


borhocds ina sparsely populated country, having 


|, no large settlements to fall back upon and no forti- 


fied places to retreat to; are driven, by the feelings 
of natural affection, first to place their wives and 
children out of thé reach. of a treacherous, barba- 
rous, and bloodthirsty savage enemy, who disre- 
gard all the principles of civilization and hamani- 
ty. Itis an easy thing at this distance, and with 
the security of a thousand miles from the opera- 
tions of such an enemy, to talk about fighting and 
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safety until a sufficient number can be assembled 
ta meet them with some prospect of resistance. 
In the best days of the Roman Republic the life 
of one citizen was considered of sutlicient conse- 
quence, not only to produce a sensation through- 
out the capital, but in the remotest provinces. 
Here, it appears, more sympathy is felt for the 
imaginary rights of the Indians than for our butch- 
ered women and children, who have had no 
agency in bringing about the horrible war now 
raging on your frontiers. 

À proceed, however, without further remark, 
to the sae put by the gentleman from Ver- 
mont. He demands, as preliminary to voting this 
money, that this House should decide ** whether 
our quarrel be just?’? He proceeds then to make 
a statement which deeply implicates the honor 
of the nation, and subjects this Administration, 
if true, to the condemnation of the just and lib- 
eral throughout the United States. ‘Sir, it is nof 
my province to defend the present Administra- 
tion. Neither I nor the people I represent have 
much reason to enter into their defense. I have 
but one rule, however, on this subject, and that 
is to defend this or any other Administration from 
improper impatations or unjustifiable abuse. I 
have, however, a much higher, and, I trust, no- 
bler motive than a miserable party conflict, in 
vindicating the honor of my country against 
charges ot punic faith, of violated treaties, and 
of heartless oppression of these miserable, des- 
Bets and degraded savages. The gentleman 
rom Vermont attempts to maintain two propo- 
sidons: l, that toe treaty with the Seminoles is 
not, and never was binding upon them; 2, that 
the treaty itself was forfeited for a non-compli- 
ance with the conditions contained in it; and he 
proceeds to denounce the President for threaten- 
Ing to execute it by force, and has read various 
extracts from the negouations between these In- 
dians and our commanding officers, to excite 
commiseration for them, and public indignation 
against the Government and itsofficers. He has 
commenced his history of this transaction with 
the treaty of Camp Moultrie, in 1823, and has 
intimated that the Government did not produce 
‘the state of starvation in which the Indians 
were found, but that they only took advantage 
of it.’ I propose to go back a little further into 
the history of these Indians than it has suited the 
purpose of the gentleman to go, and I pledge 
myself to maintain before this House and the 
nation, that the conduct of this Government to 
these ruthless barbarians has been marked by 
liberality, forbearance, lenity, and magnanimity. 

The Fiorida Indians are the remains of that 
ancient and warlike tribe known under the desig- 
nation of the Natchez tribe on the Mississippi, 
which, being almost extirpated by the French, 
retreated along the northern coast of the Gulf of 
Mexico, and united with broken bands of Bilox- 
ies, Red Sticks,and runaway Creeks, called Semi- 
noles. The word “ Seminole” signifies ‘a wan- 
derer or runaway.” The largest portion of these 
Indians are lower Creeks, and are of the most 
dissolute, daring, and abandoned of that tribe. 

During the wars that succeeded our revolution- 
ary contest they were pressed down below the 
Spanish line into the country then the dominions 
of Spain, and now the territory of the United 
States. Their force was greatly increased by all 
who fled from the nation when General Jackson 
invaded it in 1814. These Indians entered into 
a treaty of offensive and defensive alliance with 
the Spanish Government as early as the year 
1784. By this treaty they were incorporated into 


ursuing them, instead of retreating to a place of I| was confined to the 
P 2 g pP i 


towns of St. Augustine and 


-| Pensacola, and the whole region between these 


_ two places, one on the Atlantic and the other on 
the Gulf of Mexico, distant four hundred miles 
from each other, was occupied in some sort by 
these roving savages. The United States took 
possession of the country, and one of the first 
questions that occupied the attention of the Ad- 
ministration, or of Congress, was, what should 
we do with these Indians? It was then repre- 
sented, even at that period, that they were re- 
duced to great extremities for the want of the 
ordinary articles of subsistence. They had nearly 
abandoned the chase, on account of the scarcity 
of game, and their idle, vicious habits presented 
op iueuperaple obstacle to the cultivation of the 
soil. 

To have acquired a territory of such extent, 
embracing one thousand two hundred miles of 
sea-coast, to be left in possession of these Indians, 
was too absurd to merit one moment’s considera- 
tion. The Secretary of War, Mr. Calhoun, on 
the 28th January, 1823, in answer to a call of the 
Indian. Committee, at the head of which was 
General Metcalf, late Governor of Kentucky, 
communicated various reports and correspond- 
ence; among which were several letters from the. 
present President of the United States, then 
Governor of Florida. In one of these letters from 
General Jackson, dated 20th of September, 1821, 
referring to a talk he had had with the head 
chiefs of the Florida Indians, he says: 

“They acknowledge that it is just that those who 
rejected peace when it was offered to them, and fled from 
their own country, continuing the war, ought to return to 
their own nation. [am of opinion, from the smaliness of 
their numbers, and the shape of the Floridas, that it would 
be much better policy to move them all up, and amply to 
provide for them by an annuity.”? 

General Jackson, in a talk to the Indians on 
the 18th September, 1821, told them, ‘those 
‘who fled from their nation, and joined in the 
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: by them in Florida. 


‘ war against us, must return to their country, | 


‘ where their chiefs are willing to receive them. 
‘They cannot be permitted to settle all over the 
* Floridas.” 

The chiefs were satisfied with what was then 
communicated to them. By a letter subsequently 
addressed to the Secretary of War, he says, ‘the 
‘exposed situation of the Floridas imperiously 
‘demands that its frontier upon the coast should 
‘be immediately inhabited by white citizens.’’ 
He states that ‘“ the largest portion of the Semi- 
‘ noles are a part of the Creek nation;’’ and adds, 
“ with what pretense of justice can those who 
‘fled from the Creek nation, and kept up an 
t exterminating war on our frontier, until crushed 
‘by the arm of our Government in 1818, set up 
* such claims?” ‘ 

After examining the documents, the Committee 
on Indian Affairs of this House reported that, in 
their opinion, the Indians, as a nation, own no 
lands in Florida, except where it was granted to 
them by the Spanish authorities—that they stood 
in the relation of domestic dependent communi- 
ties. This report was concurred in by the House. 
It was apparent, therefore, that it was the inten- 

; tion of the Executive Government, as well as of 
: Congress, that the largest portion of these Indians 
` should be sent back to the nation to which they 
. belonged—being, as I have said, runaway Creeks, 
‘and having no such attachments to the ‘* bones 
: of their ancestors” as is so often and so falsely 
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Government. Ay, sir, a much larger sum than 
has been doled out by a reluctant hand to our 
own suffering fellow-citizens, who have a right 
to appeal to this Government for protection, and 
who were intended to be provided for under the 
generous resolution which passed this House 
with such unanimity at the commencement of 
hostilities. 

In consequence of intimations given by these 
Indians, through their agent, that there was not 
sufficient game to support them, I was appointed 
a commissioner, in the year 1827, to offer them 
a country of sufficient extent to the west of the 
Mississippi, with a guarantee of title and posses- 
sion forever, in exchange for the lands occupied 
7 They were unwilling to go 
without an examination of the country, and I 
had no authority to enter into a contract to pay 
the expenses of a deputation; all which was 
reported to the Government. In 1831 or 1832, 
it was represented to this Government by the 
Indians themselves, that they desired to form a 
treaty with the United States, to exchange these 
lands for others on the west of the Mississippi. 
Colonel Gadsden was appointed the commis- 
sioner; and, in a council of all the head chiefs 
and warriors, fully represented, at Payne’s Land- 
ing, on the 9th of May, 1832, a conditional con- 
vention was entered into. 

In the preamble to this treaty it was recited 
that— f 5 

“The Seminole Indians, regarding with just respect the 
solicitude manifested by the President of the United States 
for the improvement of their condition, by recommending 
a removal to a country more suitable to their habits and 
wants than the one they at present occupy in the Territorv 
of Florida, are willing that their confidential chiefs should 
be sent to examine the country assigned to the Creeks; 
and should they be satisfied with the character of the 
country, and the favorable disposition of the Creeks to 
reunite with the Seminoles as one people, the articles of 
compact and agreement shall be binding on the respective 
parties.” 

By the first article of this treaty, which was 
thus to be binding upon the performance of two 


conditions precedent, the Seminole Indians relin- 


‘, ascribed to them; a mere fancy, much better | 


‘| suited to poetry, fiction, and romance, than what : c l 
p J» i : |, fested by a treaty solemnly entered into, by. which 


the Spanish monarchy, with certain reserved | 


rights, depending chiefly on the will of that Gov- 
ernment, 


By the treaty between the United States and | 


Spain, of 1795, it was stipulated that the Spanish 
Government should restrain their Indians from 
committing hostilities against the United States. 

In this state of things the Floridas were ceded, 
in full dominion and absolute property, to the 
United States, by the treaty of the 22d February, 
1819. In this treaty there was no allusion to, or 
provision for, these {ndians, in any manner what- 
ever. The two provinces of East and West Flor- 
ida were delivered to the United States by the 
Spanish commissioners. 


The white population !: 


we know of their senseless and brutal characters. 
Some time after this a commission was author- 


‘| ized to treat with these Indians, and their nego- 


tiations led to this treaty of Camp Moultrie. 
It will be observed that, at this treaty, these 
very runaway Creeks, in direct opposition to the 
recommendations of General Jackson, and the 


Governor Metcalf’s report, were permitted, in 
conjunction with the others, to contract for an 


acres of land in the peninsular of East Florida. 
L admit that this treaty constitutes a guarantee 
of possession, until changed or rescinded by some 
subsequent contract or convention. Within a 
| few years after the conclusion of this treaty, the 
Indians were found actually in a state of starva- 
tion, and. a large sum waa appropriated by this 


deliberate views of Congress, as expressed in- 


obtain the possession of about five millions of | 


| 
l 


quish to the United States ali claim to land they 
oecupy in Florida, and agree to emigrate, &c. 
This same articles provides for an additional 
extent of territory to be added to the Creek 
country for the Seminoles. 

The second article provides that the United 
States shall make compensation for all improve- 
mentg, and pay. certain annuities. | 

The third article provides for goods to be de- 
livered after their arrival. The fourth and fifth, 
for blacksmiths and valuation of cattle.. 

By the sixth article, the United States are to 
pay $7,000 for slaves and other property alleged 
to have been stolen by the Indians. 

The seventh article provides for their removal 
within three years, and that the expenses of the 
removal should be paid by the United States, with 
their subsistence for twelve months after their 
arrival.. 

This treaty was signed by James Gadsden on 
the part of the United States, and by fifteen chiefa 
and head men from this vagabond Seminole nation. 
The confidential chiefs and agents; in pursuance 
of the conyention entered into, visited these lands 
west of the Mississippi in the year 1833, and, in 
a treaty then and there entered into at Fort Gib- 
son, on the 2@th of March, 1833, with three United 


| States commissioners, they express their satisfac- 


tion with the country assigned them; and the 
‘favorable disposition of the Creeka” was: mani- 


they agree that the Seminoles should be reunited 


: with them. . 


The treaty of Payne’s Landing was to take. 
effect upon the happening of two contingencies— 
the expreasion of satisfaction of the confidential 
chiefs, and the favorable disposition of the Creeks; 
both of which were ascertained, reported, and 
acted upon, and the treaty regularly presented by 
the President of the United States for the advise- 
ment and consent of the Senate, and due procla- 
mation of the ratification made in April, 1834. 

Now, sir, this is a faithful history of the rela- 
tions and negotiations between this Government 
and the Indians up to the period when this treaty 
was ratified, proclaimed, and published, and be- 
came the supreme law of the land; to execute 
which this appropriation has been proposed and 


432 


APPENDIX TO THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


[June 3, 


24TH Cone... lsr SESS. 


The United States have 
set apart the lands, paid the annuities, and in j; 
every form and manner executed with fidelity, | 
and the most scrupulous honor, all their stipula- i 
tions. ; ; 
We are now told, for the first time, that this ; 
treatv is not binding, and we are called upon to 
setitaside. We are called upon, too, by gentle- |. 
men who complain most loudly against the nulli- > 
fication by Georgia of a decision of the Supreme |. 
Court, made in support of the rights secured to ` 
Indians under their treaties with this Government, — 
I demur to the jurisdiction of this House, and 
deny its authority to vacate or annul a treaty — 
ratified by the Senate, and proclaimed by the 
President as a law of the land. I go farther: I 
deny the authority to withhold an appropriation , 
to execute an existing treaty, or to refuse to sup- | 
ply the subsistence to those Indians who have: |, 
removed, or those who may go or be removed’ 
during the present year. This House, by a. 
unanimous vote, decided that in their opinion: | 
the French Chamber of Deputies had no right’ | 
to refuse the appropriation to carry into effeot | 
our convention with France, and that the treaty’ ; 
must be insisted upon. I might ask whether any | 
gentleman who voted for that resolution cancon- | 
sistently vote against an appropriation to execute | 
thistreaty? I say thistreaty. Have we authority | 
in this indirect way to vacate it? I proceed, how-- 
ever, to examine the grounds on which it is at- 
tempted to be impeached; and I will show they 
are as deficient in sound argument as they are | 
fallacious in principle. 
The first ground taken is, that this treaty is 
void, because it was not presented to the Senate 
at the first session after its conclusion for ratifi- | 
cation. To this I have first.to answer, that neither 


passed by the Senate. 


nor the principles of international law, require any | 
such thing. 
tended:for the first time is condemned both by 


practice and prineiple. We have examples under | 


this Government in which the Executive and | 
fegislative departments have, in their intercourse’ | 
with foreign Governments, maintained the reverse | 
of what is now contended for by the gentleman 
from Vermont. The Florida treaty was con- 
cluded the 22d of February, 1819, and was not ' 
ratified by the King of Spain until late inthe year | 
1824. We did not then argue that that treaty 
was void. On the contrary, the distinguished gen- | 
teman ‘from Massachusetts [Mr. Apams] over | 
the: way: vehemently maintained that it was a | 


treaty from the date of its signature by the re- || 


spective plenipotentiaries, and the President and 
Congress maintained the same ground. The 
French convention, which has so recently excited 
such deep interest from one end of this country 
to the-other, was signed at. Paris on the 4th of 
July, 1831, and a contest has been carried on for 
the last two years: whether this was a treaty or 
not without the confirmatory approbation. of the: 
French Chambers in the form of an appropriation. 
This House resolved unanimously to insist upon’ 
it as a treaty. Here, then, is a treaty signed by 
the competent authorities, dependent upon two 
acts, which'the. President and: Senate, to whom: 
has ‘been: confided by the Constitution the diplo= 
matic relations of our Government, have decided 
to have been performed, the treaty ratified in due 
form of law, and yet it is proposed to vacate and. 


On the contrary, what is now con- |: 
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ernment, is a matter which in nowise invalidates 


the obligatory effects of the treaty. It does not 


‘appear that the Indians, through their agent, 


complained, and no one hasa right to complain 
for them. 

If it really be a hardship upon these Indians to 
execute their agreement, and remove to the west- 
ward, one third of the nation has had the benefit 
of two years’ residence in Florida longer than 
was contemplated and agreed upon, in conse- 
quence of their omission, and of course cannot 
complain of the Government for this forbearance 
and indulgence. The treaty was ratified in 1834. 
The period arrived when, by the expiration of 
three years, the tribe were to remove. They 
manifested some reluctance to execute this con- 
tract, and after various equivocations, delays, and 
impositions, they were told they must go. Yes, 
sir, this cruel and inhuman Government, who 
were urged on by some gentlemen who are now 
opposed to this appropriation, to make war on 
France for a delay in not executing their contract, 
signifred to the Indians as they did to Louis 
| Philippe, that we insisted upon the treaty; they 
| were further told that if they longer delayed to 
perform what they had promised, after they had 
accepted the annuities and considerations stipu- 
| Jated by this Government, they must be forced. 
: This is the cruel injustice so much complained 
| of by the gentleman from Vermont. After some 
pemonstrances and petitions on their part to the 
commanding general, they entered into a new 
agreement with him, which has been printed and 


I 


| nole tribe of Indians, do hereby, for ourselves and for our 
people, voluntarily acknowledge the validity of the treaty 


the Constitution, the usages of this Government, || between the United States aud the Seminole nation of In 


dians, made and concluded at Payne’s Landing, on the 
Ocklawaha river, on the 9th of May, 1832, and the treaty 
between the United States and the Seminole nation of In- 
dians, made and coneluded at Fort Gibson, on the 28th day: 
| of March, 1833, by Montford Stokes, H. L. Elsworth, and J. 
F. Schermerhorn, commissioners on the part of the United 
States, and the delegates of the said nation of Seminole 
Indians on the part of the said nation ; and we, the said 
chiefs and sub-chiels, do, for ourselves and for our people, 
: freely and fully assent to the above recited treaties in all 
their provisions and stiputations. n 
| Done in council at the Semi 
| of April, 1835. 

` * Signed by sixteen Chiefs and Sub-Chiefs, 
« In presence of 

“D, E. CLINCH, Brig. Gen. U. S. A., 

“A.C. W. FANNING, Brevet Lieut. Col. U. S. A., 

«C. M. THRUSTON, Captain 3d Regt. Artillery, 

“T. W. LENDRUM, Captain 3d Regt. Artillery, 

“JOSEPH W. HARRIS, First Lieut. 3d Artillery, 

“ WILEY THOMPSON, Superintendent to remove Semi- | 
stole Indians.” 


i 


nole agency, this 23d day 


| 
| 


} 
| 
i 
i 


entered into, that a further time of nearly one 
year was given to them upon a solemn pledge 
that they would execute their agreement, in con- 
formity with the provisions of the treaty, by a 
removal to the land assigned them. This agree- 
ment was signed by sixteen chiefs. 

Some time after this, Powell, who had made | 
the greatest difficulty, came in and signed the | 
| same agreement voluntarily, as detailed in the | 


“ Genera] Thompson, in a letter of the 3d June, reported 
that Powell, one of the most influential chiefs of Semi- 
notes, had behaved so badly in his office that he was put in 
irons and cenfined. On the next day, however, he signi- 
fied his regret, and his willingness to sign the agreement 


nullify: it by aself-constituted ‘ aula regis,’ which 
assumes: to decide, what the Constitution never’ 

we them, the right to inquire into and set at 
naught the supreme lew. ee 

I proceed, however, to the second ground 
alleged by the gentleman. If I understood him 
correctly, he maintained that because: one’ third: 
of these Indians had not been removed in 1833; 
and one third in:1634, the whole could not be 
removed in 1835, when the treaty required that: 
the last of them should be removed. That they: 
did not go and examine the country and report 
their agreement or dissent in time for one third! 
to remove in 1883; was their own fault or omis- 
siom, which, upon any principle of national law, 
they cannot claim as a release of their obligation. 
The final period fixed forthe removal of the whole- 
tribe expired in May, 1835. Whether the delay 
of the two preceding years was produced by the 
acts of. the Indians or the omissions of the:Gov- 


and He nr _ To test his sincerity. he was released, and 
had five days given to him, while at liberty, during which 
he could! come forward to affix his name to the instrument 
tic others had signed. ‘True to his professions,’ says the 
agent, ‘he this day appeared. with seventy-nine. of his 
people, men, women, and children, including some who 
had joined him since his conversion, and redeemed his 
promise. He totd me mang of his frienlis were ont hunting, 
whom he eould and would: bring over oh their return. į 
have now no doubt of his sincerity, and. as little, that’ the 
greatest difficulty is surmounted,’ *? , 


- Between the 25th of April and the time of 
gathering’ their crops, the whole- period ‘was em~ 
ployed in préparations for war. The period 
arrived, at which, by this new agreement, the 
Indians were to remove. It will be observed 
that this was the third contract, signed by all the 
chiefs, with the prolongation and indulgence I 
have referred to. When, in violation of these 
promises and conventions, they commenced open 
hostilities against the unoffending inhabitants of 
Florida, laid waste and desolatcd three counties; 


laced on our tables, communicated by the Pres- ;; 
‘| ident in a special message, which I will read: 
‘| 6 We, the undersigned chiefs and sub-chiefs of the Semi- 


report of the War Department, which I will read: |: 


Ho. or Reps. 


destroyed more than a million of property, and 
massacred one hundred of your best officers and 
troops, before any force could be called into the 
field to resist them. 
Now, if the validity of this treaty is to be dc- 
termined by this House, according to the rule 
i prescribed by the gentleman from Vermont, upon 
‘an inquiry whether ‘ our quarrel is just,” I ask 
every member of this committce whether, before 
God and all mankind, our cause is not just? 
You have seen that, under the Spanish Gov- 
ernment, these Indians, as a nation, owned no 
lands in Florida. You have seen that, by a treaty 
with the Spanish Government, they had acknowl- 
edged the Spanish King as the lord and sovereign 
of the country; and that his Catholic Majest 
had ceded the provinces to the United States 
without any stipulation for these Indians. Ihave 
referred to the message of President Monroe, and 
the communications of the Secretary of War, 
Mr. Calhoun, in-1823. I will now read a part 
of the report of the Committee of Indian Affairs, 
made at the second session of the Seventeenth 
Congress, in pursuance of the opinions then 
entertained aad exprenicd by the Administration 
of Mr. Monroe.. The committee say: 


‘ By referring to the. documents which were communi- 
cated to the committee by the honorable Secretary of War, 
it will be found that, previous to the cession of Florida to 
the United States, the Indians were incorporated among 
subjects of his Catholic Majesty, and that each Indian had 
a right to land as well as, and on the same footing with 
white, free black, and colored subjects, in any part of the 
province; a right to lands individually, but none nationally ; 
as the full and complete jurisdiction and sovereignty was 
vested in, and exercised by, the Spanish Government.” 


f You have seen that, notwithstanding these 
l| opinions of President Monroe and his adminis- 
|i tration, of a committee of the House of Repre- 
| sentatives, concurred in by the House; of the 
: recommendations of General Jackson, then Gov- 
ernor of Florida, that, in the face of all these, a 
treaty was made with these Indians, guarantying 
to them the possession of five millions of acres 
of land in East Florida; and that, from their lazy, 
indolent, and vicious habits, when they were in 
a state of actual starvation, they were relieved 
' by the charity of this Government, until, by their 
own act, and upon their petitions repeatedly pre- 
sented, they surrendered, by treaty, this country, 
thus improvidently granted to them in the first 
instance, and, after two ratifications of the same, 
they commenced a barbarous, unprovoked, and 
ferocious war upon men, women, and children, 
and we are now in this Hall called upon to decide 
whether our “ quarrel be just,” before appropri- 
ations are made to force theni to execute this 


i treaty. 
It appears by this agreement, thus voluntarily, `' 


I have thus given you a history of the acts of 
this Government in reference to these Indians, by 
which it will appear that, from the period of 
. President Monroe’s administration to the present 
i day, the conduct of this Government has been 
i marked by forbearance, moderation, and hu- 
‘ manity to these miserable, half-starved, runaway 

rogues and assassins, in whose favor some sym- 
_pathy and commiseration is attempted to be ex- 
i cited, at a moment when their tomahawks and 
scalping-knives are reeking with the blood of 
_ifmocent women and children, and when your 
i whole southern frontier is agonized by this ruth- 
, less and unprovoked war. 
| We are told that the first act of hostility abro- 
| gates all treaties; and, after the most unsuccessfal 
| military operations, in which we have failed to 
chastise this banditti, that we are to inquire 
whether it is not better that this Government 
shall abandon-the idea of compelling, by forcible 
| means, the execution of this treaty thus made, 
| ratified, and sanctioned. This would, indeed, be 
_ adding disgrace to misfortune, and prove that this 
Government, like that of Rome, after Augustus, 
had, at this early period, been afflicted with a 
dropsy at the heart, and a paralysis in the limbs. 
Sir, if we are to abandon this whole frontier and 
sea-coast to this miserable gang of desperadoes, 
there is not a power on earth that will not despise 
us for our impotence and pusillanimity. 

The gentleman from Vermont has read papers 
detailing the conduct of our Indian agent in cash- 
| lering and deposing five chiefs; which act, he 
| omitted to tell the House, was disapproved, con- 
demned, and censured by the President and Sec- 
retary of war:- He has also referred to other acts 
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of this agent, and General Clinch, which seem | required their removal. He would have had an 
to me only to be referred to in odium of the Gov- i| undoubted right to demand of this Government 


ernment. Whatever may have been the good or 


evil deeds of this agent, he has gone to his last | 


account—falling avictim to that treacherous hand 
which, in token of friendship, received from him 
the rifle which beeame the fatal instrument of his 
own destrucuon,. 

The language of General Clinch was that which 
he was instructed to use by the President of the 
United States; and what was that language 
was to inform these deceitful, equivocating bar- 
barians that unless they cornice with their con- 
tract, they should be forced to do it. There are 
some gentlemen on this floor who were prepared 
to use this language to the gallant and high- 
minded nation with whom we were recently upon 
the eve of a serious difficulty. It has been inti- 
mated that this difficulty was precipitated by an 
attempt to secure, by some means, fair or foul, 
the negroes that these Indians had stolen from 
the citizens of the State of Georgia many years 
ago. It has been said, too, that application was 
made to the Indian Office, and an intimation 
given by the Commissioner of Indian Affairs, 
that notwithstanding the intercourse law of 1802, 
that individuals without license could be permitted 
to purchase these negroes. It has been said that 
individuals acting upon this opinion had pro- 
ceeded to the agency, and although they were 
not permitted to enter the nation, that they inti- 
mated to Indian negroes at the agency, their 
objects and purposes; which, being communi- 
cated to the negroes of the nation, was one of the 
primary causes of this violation of the treaty, 
and of the desolating war which succeeded. 

Of this I know nothing. But I have prepared 
a resolution calling for this information, which, 
if true, may call down upon those concerned in it 
the consequences which must follow from such a 
development. 

I must here notice a letter which has been read 
from the Governor of Florida, dated in March, 
1835. Of the contents of this letter I never heard 
before it was read by the Clerk, at the instance 
of the gentleman from Vermont. This letter, as 
I understand it, expresses the doubts of the Gov- 
ernor of the validity of the treaty of Payne’s 
Landing, in 1832. h proceeds to warn the Gov- 
ernment of the consequences of attempting to 
enforce it. The Governor is about the last au- 
thority that I should appeal to for the correct 
construction of, or an enlightened opinion upon, 
a treaty of this Government, even with an Indian 
tribe. He will find himself in a new position 
when he sees himself quoted by those who never 
acknowledged his authority on any other subject, 
to assail the Administration, and to impeach one 
of its treaties. I do not know whether I can 
quote the precise words in the hasty manner in 
which the letter was read, but if I understood 
properly a sentence in that letter, it was, ‘‘ that 
the people want the land of the Indians, and will 
urge their removal, per fas et nefas.” This is a 
grave charge if the Governor understood the 
meaning of the terms. 


I undertake to say, that | 
the people of Florida have never desired the lands | 


of these Indians, and have never urged their re- | 


moval, and that they are incapable of so base an | 
act as that of urging their removal per fas et nefas. : 

The Governor proceeds to say that the specu- | 
lators are anxious to get possession of the ‘‘ big ' 


swamp.” 


have known, that this ‘ big swamp” is owned by 
a most estimable and honorable gentleman at 


Now, sir, he did know, or ought to ` 


Tallahassee, whose title has been confirmed by | 


the Supreme Court of the United States, upon a |! 
panish grant; that court having decided | 


valid 
that the title of the lands was in the Spanish 
Crown, which was competent to convey by grant 


the fee, and that that was not incompatible with || 


the Indian right of occupancy. Now, I will 
venture to say that this gentleman, the proprietor 
of the land, has never expressed even a desire to 
any office of the general or local Government to 
get possession of this land. And I know him to 
be incapable of doing it per nefas. He has always 
believed, as every sensible man must believe, that 
it was impossible that the Indians could remain 
in that location; and that both the policy of the 
Government and the preservation of the Indians, 
as well as the security of that whole frontier, 
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the possession of his land, confirmed by the | 


treaty with Spain; and being, at the date of the | 
treaty of Camp Moultrie, private property, could 
not be appropriated to the use of the Indians 
without a violation of the Constitution and treaty 
with Spain. 
I will not charge, positively, any other than a 
atriotic motive for this letter, though we might 
nd in the position of the Governor a much more 


’ forcible reason than he can assign for this disrep- 


utable charge on the people of Florida, by the 
supposition that he may have desired the contin- 
uance of the Indians, upon which his salary as 
superintendent depended. He urges either their 
continuance or further negotiations. Upon one 
a salary depended; and upon the other, as the 
Governor is always ex officio commissioner, as well 
as ex officio superintendent, he was to negotiate, 
at the rate of cight dollars per day; and, in either 
event, was an interested witness against this treaty. 

The President is nota man for new negotiations 
whena plain contract has been made and violated. 
His maxim, of maintaining * what is clearly 
right,” applies here. My only regret is, and my 
suffering constituents will participate in it, that 
the Government being forewarned was not fore- 
armed for this conflict. The Secretary of War, 
animated by his clemency and humanity, from 
the purest motives of a kind heart and charitable 
disposition, was for using persuasion and ex- 
postulation instead of placing at the disposition 
of General Clinch a force sufficient to chastise 
these contumacious savages. 

The gentleman from Vermont, in reading from 
one of the documents, of which he has such a 
mass before him, has given us the true secret of 
the hostility of these Indians. The fact there 
developed, combined with the attempt to get 
their negroes, gives us the clew to this disastrous 
affair. He states that some of this confidential 
delegation informed a portion of the tribe in 
Florida that the Creeks would compel them to 
account for that portion of the negroes in their 
possession which had been stolen by the Creek 
nation from citizens of the State of Georgia. 
Here, sir, is the denouement of the whole plot. 
The Creek nation of Indians, by the treaties of 
Shoulderbone, Galphington, and Augusta, and, 
perhaps, in some subsequent ones, stipulated to 
pay for all property destroyed by their men be- 


longing to the citizens of the State of Georgia. . 


It appears that this nation had destroyed and 
stolen from the people of the State of Georgia 
property to the amount of about $250,000; and 
that, in a treaty subsequently entered into with 
the Creek nation by the United States, this Gov- 


: ernment received from that nation lands, and 


consented to pay, in exchange for them, the Creek 
debt to the citizens of Georgia. As these roving 
Seminoles and fugitives had taken their portion 


| of the plunder within the Spanish territories, and 


; have concealed these negroes within the depths 


of that almost impenetrable forest, the Creeks 
were disposed to avail themselves of the con- 
templated contiguity of possession to call these 
hardened criminals to account for having fled 


within the Spanish territory with these slaves `i 


stolen from the people of Geogria, for which the 
Creeks had paid in the manner I have before 
mentioned. This, with the attempt of others to 
get their negroes, is, no doubt, the cause of the 
war. We may add one additional reason, and 
that is the impossibility, with their habits, of 
obtaining subsistence without plunder. 
It will be seen that these desperate rogues, in | 
their treaty of Payne’s Landing, anticipated the | 
ossible identification of some of the slaves they ; 
ave stolen, and they provide, to quiet such and 
leave them in possession of this plundered prop- | 
erty, that the United States shall pay $7,000 to | 
get rid of the claims. 
I must here remark, sir, that the history of this ` 
Government does not furnish an instance in which | 


a border population has lived in so much peace | 


and harmony and quietude as that of the people of 


Florida, in the vicinity of these Indians. There ` 
| have been no criminations and recriminations or | 
| collisions in ten years, except the o 
j by the gentleman from Vermont. 


ne referred to - 
The Indians | 
have repeatedly crossed the lines, and stolen the | 


cattle of the inhabitants. The sufferers have 
chosen rather to pass these trespasses by than to 
trouble this Government with petitions or to come 
in conflict with the Indians. They preferred to 
bear and forbear, as long as it was practicable to 
i pereme the peace of the frontiers; and what has 
een their reward? The destruction of all their 
property by these ferocious savages; and we are 
now to debate the question, whether our cause is 
just, before we decide whether an appropriation 
is to be made to carry into effect this treaty. It 
is even denied that it is a treaty. The question 
in fact is, however it may be presented, whether 
we shall take part with the Indians, or with our 
Government and people? 
I set out with three propositions, which, I 
think, the documents oat arguments I have re- 
ferred toand employed will prove to the satisfac- 
tion of a large majority of this House. 
The first is, that these Indians have been treated 
with lenity, humanity, and indulgence by this 
Government. Upon this point I do not propose 
to make any further observations. 
I maintain, in the second place, that whatever 
may have been their rights of soil, or of occu- 
pancy under the Spanish Government, and b 
virtue of the treaty of Camp Moultrie, that suc 
right was extinguished by the treaty of Payne’s 
Landing, and their ratification of it at Fort Gib- 
son. Ihave shown that the Senate have ratified 
and the President proclaimed, this as a treaty. i 
deny that the House of Representatives have the 
constitutional power, in this informal and inci- 
dental manner, to inquire into, or vacate, that 
which the President and the Senate have pro- 
claimed and published as a subsisting treaty. I 
go further—the House of Representatives them- 
selves have acted upon this instrument as a treaty, 
and have provided the appropriations for the 
annuities of the Indians stipulated in it. Two 
coérdinate branches of the Government, whose 
duty it is to see the laws executed, have pro- 
nounced this of binding obligation, by all the 
sanctions of solemn legislation; and I have shown 
that it cannot be impeached under any provision 
of the Constitution, or laws of nations, The 
question then presented is, are we to confess our- 
selves beaten; acknowledge that we were in fault; 
‘* sue for peace’’ in a more humble attitude than 
Oseola did to General Gaines, and give up the 
contest? 
The breaking out of war puts an end to treaties: 
This war is commenced by the Indians, Are we 
to yield, or are we to maintain that these Indians 
have, by treaty, surrendered all the lands they 
own in Florida, and that will compel them to 
execute this treaty, or annihilate them by force 
of arms? I am sure, if this question is presented 

to the American people; there can be but one 

answer; and that is, that as long as we maintain 
‘among the nations of the earth a character for 
| justice, and honor, and courage, that we are not 
, to be bullied, whipped, ordriven into such a debas- 
_ing alternative. I appeal to all those gentlemen 
| who represent districts of country which have 
‘ long since been happily freed from such an annoy- 

ance, whether there is an instance in the whole 


United States in which more lenity has been 


used, and whether this is an occasion in which 
any misplaced and sickly sentimentality can be 
| employed, when a savage enemy, who has vio- 
` lated your treaties, and is destroying your coun- 
‘trymen, is to be indulged, either to assail the 


‘| Administration, or to prevent an. appropriation 


for carrying into effect your treaties? 

In the third place, I maintain that this House 
has no jurisdiction, under the Constitution, to 
annul a treaty; and that you cannot refuse to 
appropriate money for the removal and subsist- 
ence of the friendly portion of the Seminole 
Indians, or of those who may be subdued in the 
progress of this unfortunate and ill-conducted 
| war, which is to recommence when our ure 
leave their ‘“ summer quarters.” I invoke gentle- 
| men, upon such a question, to disregard all party 
considerations, and look upon it as it is presented 
| under the Constitution and the treaty. 

It is not my province to speak of the origin and 
` causes which led to this Creek difficulty. There 
| are individuals here who represent the States in 
| which this war is now raging. It is for them to 
| defend the course of the Štats of Alabama and 
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SENATE, 


Whatever irritation may have been 
produced by speculations in Creek lands, I am 
satisfied that the true cause of this Creek war 
arises from the circumstance of the great ex- | 


Georgia. 


tremity to which the nation is reduced for the l 


want of provisions, and that it is a war waged | 
for plunder, and to prevent starvation. Under 
these circumstances, I am satisfied that both i 
sound policy and humanity require that this) 
appropriation should be made for their removal. 


FORTIFICATION BILL. 


SPEECH OF HON. JOHN M. NILES, | 


OF CONNECTICUT, 
In tHE Senate, May 13, 1836, 


| 


On the bill authorizing the purchase of sites and construc- |: 


tion of fortifications. 


Mr. NILES said it was not his intention to 
have taken any part in the debate on this bill pre- 
vious to the discussion of yesterday; and so little 
attention had he given to the subject, that he was 


questions of which we may feel qualified to form | 
opinions and to act from our own judgments. | 
We are not now called upon to determine these | 


questions, unless it shall be thought that the | 


the Government ton more extensive system than 
it is advisable to adopt. Few, he apprehended, 
would be of this opinion who are in favor of an 
enlargement of the fortifications on the sea-board. 
The main question presented by the present 
bill, as he had already stated, was, whether there 
should be any extension of the system of fortifi- ' 
cations on the Atlantic border? and whether it 


| shall be commenced at the present time ? 


The Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. Bucu- 
ANAN] has remarked that the only question was 


! one as to time; but this can only be correct by 


regarding the preliminary question, whether we 
shall enlarge the present system of fortifications 
as conceded? which, I take it, is not the fact. 
The Senator from Ohio [Mr. Ewre] seems to 


scarcely aware of the fact that one of the forts ; 


authorized to be constructed was to be in the 
State he had the honor in part to represent.’ That 
fact, with some other considerations not neces- 
sary to be disclosed, had induced him to present 
his views on this subject. 

The objection we had just heard from the Sen- 
ator from South Carolina, [Mr. Catuoun,] that 


the appropriations for the new forts were in a |; 


separate bill, and that the entire appropriations 
for fortifications ought to be embraced in one bill, 
and originate in the House of Representatives, 
he thought had no force in it, for 1t appeared to 
him more proper that the new fortifications should 


be presented in a separate bill, and be the subject |: 


of a distinct consideration. The bill in the House 
is the ordinary appropriation bill for fortifica- 


| 


| 
I 
t 


tions, and only provides for continuing the works | 


now under construction, 


It can involve no new | 


inciple, and no question of general interest. | 


r 

The ordinary annual appropriations will of course 
be made, and he supposed the sums would be en- 
larged this year, in consequence of the failure of 
the fortification bill last session, and there having 
been no appropriation for completing the fortifi- 
cations last year. 

The bill now before the Senate, providing for 
the erection of new forts, presents a different 
question, which ought not to be blended with 
that of the annual ordinary appropriations for 
fortifications. This question 1s, whether Con- 

ess will enlarge and extend the system of forti- 

cations. As to the precise extent and compre- 
hensiveness of the plan which it may be advisable 
to adopt, or which the security of the country 
requires, that is not now to be desired, except so 
far as the present bill may involve that inquiry. 
This bill authorized the erection of twelve new 
forts, and appropriates $1,300,000 for the pur- 
chase of the sites, and the construction of the 
works, the present year. For one of these forts 
there is an appropriation of only $12,000, and as 
that is so small a work it may be thrown out of 
the question, and the number of works reduced 
toeleven. These are all at important points for 
the security of towns and harbors, which will 
afford safe sbelters in time of war for our public 
and private vessels. The entire expenditure for 
these forts, he believed, would be something like 
three millions. The general question of the de- 
fense of our maritime frontier, and the extent and 
comprehensiveness of a plan of fortifications is, 
in many points of view, one which only scientific 
and professional men can be supposed to be com- 
petent to decide. Perhaps there are few, if any 
members in this body, who will feel themselves 
very competent to decide a question so intimately 
connected with the art and science of war. We 
must, to some extent, follow some other guide 
than our own judgments; we must look to those 
whom we believe to be competent to direct our 


legislation—to the engineer department, and to | 


the executive officers, acting under the high re- 
sponsibilities of their stations. 

But as to the objects to be attained by fortifi- 
cations, and how far it is safe and wise to rely 
-on them for the security of the country, these are 


! suppose that this bill is a mere humbug, and 


says it can have no other operation than to 
transfer the money appropriated from one account 
to another, because no part of it can be expended 
the present year. But the gentleman is mistaken 
in his conclusion, even if his premises were ` 
admitted. Whether the money can or will be 
actually expended the present year, is not very 
important. The main question is, whether we 
; shall enlarge the system of fortifications? and 
‘ whether we shall settle the question at this time? 
i If there is to be any extension of the plan of 
fortifications, now is the time to do it. Now is 
the time to settle the principle, and to decide upon 
i the new works, so far, at least, as depends on, 
| our legislation. If the principle is once estab- | 
lished by law that further defenses are to be pro- | 
vided for the security of the sea-board, it is of 
little consequence whether the works which may 
be authorized are constructed in one year or in 
several years. The principle being settled, the 
necessary appropriations must be made as there 
; is occasion for them. 
It has been contended by the Senator from : 
į Missouri [Mr. Benton] that the plan of fortifi- 
‘cations is antagonistical to the bill which has | 
now passed the Senate, for the distribution of the | 
: proceeds of the sales of the public lands among | 
i the States, and all other schemes of distribution. 
This, I apprehend, is correct, so far as the prin- | 
; ciple of this measure is concerned, as it is incom- | 
| patible with ay scheme of distribution of the, 
public funds which shall withdraw them from — 
the control of this Government; for although it 
may be truc, as is contended, that very little can 
be expended on new works this year, yet, if the 
measure is sanctioned by law, and its execution 
will require an expenditure equal to the surplus 
there may be in the Treasury, after providing for 
the ordinary and other objects of extraordinary 
expenditure, it ought to be regarded as a different 
obieren to any other disposition of the surplus. 
f it is decided to extend the system of fortifi- ` 
cations, we must view the measure in connection 
with the present condition of the finances, and 
what they will be likely to be for some years to 
come. ‘The finances of the United States, for 
several years at least, depend on laws and cir- 
cumstances which Congress cannot control. The 


fortifications provided for in this bill will commit | 


i| may require. 


possible. Gentlemen, in giving scope to their 
vivid imaginations, seem to overlook this diff- 
culty. As well might it be supposed that an un- 
natural excitement could be kept up in the human 
system by successive and continued doses of 
opium. In evcry department of business a re- 
action must follow over-action. This is not only 
a law in trade, but is a more general law in all 
human affairs. If this course of speculation in 
public Jands could continue, it would absorb the 
entire capital of the country, and would paralyze 
all its great interests. But1t cannot continue, and 
‘the sales must soon come back to the amount re- 
quired for the progress of settlements; and, so 
| far as the Government is concerned, they will 
soon fall below this sum, as the individual land- 
holders who have purchased in speculation will 
become competitors with the Government in sup- 
plying the demand required for actual settlement. 
This must already be the case to a considerable 
extent, as large portions of the most valuable lands 
are in the hands of capitalists, and are thrown into 
market by them. Itis but a few years ago that 
the sales of the public lands were but from one 
to two millions per annum; and they will soon be 
reduced to the same amount. A spirit of mo- 
nopoly appears to be the besetting sin of the day. 
It has taken a strong hold on our population, and 
its selfish influence is everywhere seen and felt; 
it pervades every department of business and 
every branch of industry. And instead of being 
checked, it is encouraged by legislation, as it has 
found its way into the legislative assemblies, and 
exerts its pernicious influence there. In the 
graspings of this spirit there is, perhaps, no worse 
| direction that can be given to it than in its mo- 
nopolizing the public lands. 
nregard to the revenues from customs, they 
| depend on law that Congress cannot, for some 
i years at least, control. By the operation of the 
‘compromise act of 1833, the revenue from this 
source is diminishing, and will fall down to its 
: minimum in 1842. At that period, it has been 
. estimated by the Senator from New York, [Mr. 
| Wricnt,] that it will not exceed ten millions. 
i This estimate is based on the amount of importa- 
tions of the last year, with an allowance for that 
gradual augmentation, which the increase of pop- 
| ulation and consumption of the dutiable articles 
This estimate, I think, will be 
i found not to vary far from the truth, and this 
| Sum, together with the revenue from the public 
| lands, which, at that period, can hardly be sup- 
| posed to exceed two or three millions, and may 
fall short of that amount, will be several millions 
| less than the ordinary expenditures of the Gov- 
‘ernment. The time is not far distant when, 
instead of being troubled with a surplus, there 
i will be a deficit in the public revenue, which 
| will have to be supplied by increasing the taxes 
iin some form. The surplus the present year, 
and a small one of a few millions the two follow- 
: ing years, must be regarded as theentire resources 
of the Government, to be applied to any extraor- 
| dinary objects, either to complete the defenses 
i of the country, or of any other description. The 
, surplus the present year will not probably much 
exceed fifteen millions, after meeting the usual 
| demands on the ‘Treasury for Indian treaties, the 
| Florida war, and defense of the western frontier. 


i 


swelling flood flowing into your Treasury the Whatever it may be advisable to do in extension 
past year and the first quarter of the present has || of the permanent defenses of the country, now is 
arisen from causes which cannot be permanent; || the time to do it, or at least to settle the principle. 
these causes are speculations in the public lands. | If it is not determined upon now, the present 


Of the present sum in the Treasury, more than | 
twenty millions have been received from the sales | 
of the lands the last year and a quarter. Iam 
aware that some gentlemen seem to suppose that | 
this source of revenue is inexhaustible, and is to | 
continue at the same rate for all time to come. ` 


of speculation continue, in a few years the most ` 
valuable portions of the public lands will be in 

the hands of speculators. This source of revenue, | 
instead of being inexhaustible, as the imagina- 
tions of gentlemen represent it to be, is wasting 
rapidly. But, was the fact otherwise; was the 
public domain as inexhaustible as the fountains | 


| of the great deep, are the resources of the people | 
| also without limit? Isit supposed that $20,000,000 


a year can continue to be drawn from individuals 
to be invested in uncultivated lands? It is im- 


This is a greatdelusion. Should the present rage || 


‘resources of the Government will no doubt be 
disposed of in some other way. Some of the 
| numerous schemes for the distribution of the 
| present surplus will be likely to prevail, unless 
some measure shall receive the sanction of Con- 
gress, which will be inconsistent with any plan 
| of withdrawing the present revenue from the 
i control of this Government. 

Mr. N. said he desired not to be misunderstood; 
he would not advocate the adoption of this bill, 


‘| or any plan of the extension of our fortifications, 


merely because we now have an excess in the 
| Treasury; and for the purpose of disposing of 
_ such surplus, he would not be influenced in any 
i degree whatever in dividing the question, whether 
_itis the duty of the Government to enlarge the 
defensive means of the country, either as to forti- 


fications or an increase of the Navy, in conse- 
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uence of the present condition of the Treasury. 

hat question should be decided upon its own 
merits, and independent of all considerations of a 
temporary nature; and the present ability of the 
Treasury having arisen from temporary causes, 
can be no argument in favor of any general and 
permaitent system of expenditure, not demanded 
or the security of the country. All that he would 
contend was, that if the present fortifications 
have been regarded as only a part of a general 
lan, for the protection of the sea-board, or if, 
rom the extension of our commerce, and the 
growth of towns, further defensive means are 
necessary to afford equal security to all parts of 
the country, now is the time to commence the 
addiuonal works, which are to form a part of the 
general system. On the mere question of time, 
the state of our finances now and their probable 


condition a few years hence, are entitled to great ` 


weight, if not wholly decisive of the point. 

There are, however, other considerations, that 
cannot be overlooked. The country has been 
brought into imminent danger of war with a 
poe nation, and the public sensibility has 
seen awakened to the exposed situation of our 
commerce and our sea-board; whilst the danger 
was supposed to exist, a general sentiment pre- 
vailed, of our total deficiency in preparations to 
mect such a contingency. It is only occasions 
of danger which arrest the mercenary spirit of 
the age, and awaken attention to the securities 
of the country from foreign aggression. The 
history of all countries proves this, and none 
more than our own. It has only been in times 
of danger that the national feeling has been suti- 
ciently aroused to give an impetus to measures 
for the security of the country. The defenseless 
condition of the seaports during the revolutionary 
war, may be regarded as the cause which induced 
President Washington to urge on Congress the 
importance of providing for their protection, and 
of the éarly measures adopted by Congress 
authorizing the erection of Friigenions, The 
dificulties with France during the administration 
of Mr. Adams, gave an additional impulse to 
these measures of defense; and the evils which 
the country suffered during the last war from the 
defenseless condition of the sea-board, led to the 
energetic measures, and the system of fortifica- 
tions which were adopted immediately after the 
peace. 

That this system was in some respects unwise, 
that many of the fortifications were on a scale 
too large and expensive, and requiring too large 
garrisons, seems now to be the opinion of the 
Secretary of War; and the reasons given for this 
opinion appear to be strong, if not conclusive. 
But whether that was a proper time to commence 
a system of fortifications, for the defense of the 
coast, is altogether a distinct question from that, 
whether the system adopted was a wise one, and 
well adapted to our situation. Was it a wise 
policy to have undertaken a plan of fortifying 
the coast at that time? If this policy was justi- 
fiable at that period, if the measures of the Gov- 
ernment were not then altogether founded in 
error, it must be a wise and correct policy at this 
time to enter upon the completion of the necessar 


fortifications for the security of the sea-board. 


What were the reasons for resuming the system 
of fortifications in 1817? € 
with all foreign powers, and had as little reason 
to expect war as we have now! 


We were then at peace | 


The lessons of `. 


= = 
i large appropriations for a regular system 


experience, which the war then just terminated . 


had afforded of the dangers and evils of an exposed 


and unprotected sea-board, led to the measures ʻi 
We have now been exposed to a |: 


war, and the public mind awakened to the con- i 


then adopted. 


sequences which would have resulted from an 
unprotected maritime frontier. Then the country 
was oppressed and struggled under the weight of 
an enormous debt of $123,000,000; the interest 


of which alone amounted to between six and | 


seven millions. ‘The revenue for those two first 

ears, after the war, was large; but, as might have 

een foreseen, rapidly fell off, and the Govern- 
ment was obliged to have recourse to loans to 
meet the currentexpenditures, and pay the intercst 
of the public debt. 
sentiment, as to the necessity and importance of 
putting the country in a state of security that, 
with such a load pressing upon it, Congress made 


Yet so strong was the public ; 


i 


i 
i 


f 
| 


i 
| 
| 
| 
j 
| 
| 
| 
i 
$ 


tifications. In 1793 and 1796 
was first commenced, the public debt was from 
seventy-five to eighty millions, and $4,000,000 
of interest annually to be paid, when the popu- 
lation and resources of the country were not one 
fourth part what they are at this time. Now we 
are out of debt, and have an overflowing Treasury, 
and a large surplus, which we know not what use 
to make of, which is already giving occasion to 
numerous extravagant and dangerous projects for 
disposing of it; and the danger of a rupture with 
France, from which we have just escaped, has 
called public attention to the necessity of placing 
the country in an adequate state of defense. If 
there ever was a time peculiarly auspicious, and 
when Congress was, by the highest considera- 
tions, called upon to commence a system for the 
more perfect and complete defense of the entire 
country, that time is the present. To suffer the 
surplus we now have to be disposed of by any 
of the schemes of distribution, and neglect the 
defense of the country, would bean unwarrantable 
dereliction of duty. 

In regard to the extensiveness of the plan of 
fortifications, the views of the Secretary of War, 
contained in his late report, appear to be gener- 
ally opposed, and the only diversity of opinion 
seems to be, what his views are. They appear to 
me, however, to be sufficiently explicit, and I 
cannot think that there are any grounds for a 
difference of opinion concerning them, and I will 
read a single paragraph from the report, which 
contains a summary of the Secretary’s plan: 


& T consider the duty of the Government to afford ade- 
quate protection to the sea-coast a subject of paramount 
obligation ; and I believe we are called upon by every con- 
sideration of policy to push the necessary arrangements as 
rapidly as the circumstances of the country and the proper 
execution of the work will allow. I think every town 
large enough to tempt the cupidity of an enemy should be 
defended by works, fixed or floating, suited to its local 
position, and sufficiently extensive to resist such attempts 
as would probably be made against it. There will, of 
course, after laying down such general rule, be much lati- 
tude in its application. Upon this branch of the subject, I 
would give to the opinion of the engineer officers great and 
almost controlling weight, after the proper limitations are 
established. These relate principally to the magnitude of 
the works; and if Iam correct in the views I have taken 


of this branch of the subject, a change in the system pro- | 


posed is necessary. Works should not be projected upon 
the presumption that they are to be exposed to, and must 
be capable of resisting, the attacks of a European army, 
with its battering train and all its preparation for a regular 
siege. Neither our relative circumstances, nor those of 
any nation with which we shall probably be brought into 
conflict, can justify us in such an anticipation. 
defenses should be projected on a scale proportioned to the 
importance of the place, and should be calculated to resist 
any naval attack, and any sudden assault that a body of 
land troops might make upon them. But further than this, 
it appears to me, we ought not to go. The result at Stoning- 
ton, at Mobile Point, at Fort Jackson, and at Baltimore, 
during the late war, show that formidable armaments may 
be successfully resisted with apparently inferior means. 
These, indeed, do not furnish examples to be followed as 
to the scale of our preparations; but they show what sta- 
tionary batteries have done in our country against ships of 
war.” 


The system of the Secretary of War is simply 
this: to rely on fortifications only for the defense 
of towns or sea-ports, and not of the sea-coast; 
he does not regard them as a means of security 
to the whole maritime frontier, and excluding an 
enemy from the country. And at the points to 


; be defended he does not deem large and strong 


fortifications as being necessary; he only recom- 
mends such work as may be sufficient to resist 
a naval battery, and to withstand a sudden assault 
by land; but not of such magnitude and strength 
as to be ae of standing a siege of the invading 
army with the usual battering train. Except 
for the defense of some of cables cities, small 


and cheap works only are contemplated. Such | 


are the forts provided for in the present bill. The 


great error of the system adopted in 1817 was, | 


that the fortificaticns were on a large and expen- 
sive scale. Another error was, that they were 
designed to defend roadsteads and exclude an 


i enemy from advantageous positionsin our waters. 
The plan of the Secretary is less comprehensive - 
and more economical. All the forts in this bill will . 


probably cost but little more than Fortress Mon- 


i roe, which covers sixty-three acres of ground; and 
its full armament would consist of four hundred | 
and twelve pieces of cannon, and, according to) 


the estimate of the engineer department, it would 
require in time of war a garrison of two thousand 


of for- | 
» when the system | 


All the ` 


Nothing could have been more unwise than works 

"upon a scale and magnitude like these. If forti- 
fications on such a scale were to be erected at all 
the exposed points on our gea-board, it would 
require an army to garrison them in time of 
peace. The Secretary of War, whose views are 
concurred in by the Breddin manifestly disap- 
proves altogether of this system of fortifications, 
and recommended one having no other objects 
than the defense of sea-ports and navy-yards, by 
works comparatively small and unimportant. 

I can go as far as the Secretary of War pro- 
poses; butam noadvocate for an extensive system 
of fortifications, or large, expensive establish- 
ments, which will foster a perpetual, burdensome 
charge on the country. It is the true policy of 
this country to keep down the expenses of the 
Government, both in the civil and military de- 
partments. A people cheaply governed, and 
ightly taxed, can hardly fail to be prosperous. 

Even necessary works for defense ought not to 
be erected when they are to throw an unreason- 
able burden on the country, and I do not think 
that Mr. Jefferson acted unwisely in discontinuing 
the fortifications, as at that time the public debt 
was a heavy burden on the country, and had been 
increasing since the establishment of the Govern- 
ment; he acted wisely, therefore, to arrest this 
accumulation of debt, even at the sacrifice of some 
desirable interests, and to commence the great 
work of its extinction. 

In addition to the objections on the ground of 
expense, to a large and comprehensive system 
of fortifications, it does not appear to be conge- 
nial with the spirit of our institutions, and in my 
mind is associated, in no small degree, with the 
idea of a standing army, or large military estab- 
lishment. For the general defense and security 
of the country we must rely mainly on the militia. 

But for the defense of commercial towns and 
harbors fortifications are necessary, and the pres- 
ent bill goes no further. In reference to the bill 
before the Senate, the Secretary says: 


| Tt cannot be doubted but that fortifications at the fol- 
| lowing places, enumerated in this bill, will be necessary : 
| At Penobscot bay, for the protection of Bangor, &c.; at 
Kennebec river; at Portland; at Portsmouth; at Salem ; 
at New Bedford; at New London; upon Staten Island ; 
at Sollers’s Flats; a redoubt on Federal Point; for the 
Baraneas; for Fort St. Philip. 

«These proposed works all command the approach to 
places sufficiently important to justify their construction, 
under any circumstances that wiil probably exist. T think, 
therefore, that the public interest would be promoted by 
the passage of the necessary appropriations for them. As 
soon as these are made, such of the positions as may appear 
to require itcan be examined, and the form and extent of the 
works adapted to the existing circumstances, if any change 
be desirable. The construction of those not needing exam- 
. ination can commence immediately, and that of the others 
‘as soon as the places are determined upon. By this pro- 

cecding, therefure, a season may be saved in the opera- 
, tions.” 


So far as the opinion of the Secretary is to be 
regarded as a guide for our action, we have there 
a specific recommendation to the extent of the 
forts embraced in the bill before the Senate. The 

objection which has been urged with so much 
‘earnestness that there has been no survey of 
_ some of the proposed forts, was not overlooked 
_ by the Secretary in the specific recommendation 
i to which | have called the attention of the Senate. 
‘In those cases in which a further examination 
| may be required, he contemplates that it will be 
done before the works are commenced. That 
| the survey and estimate should precede the appro- 
priation, may be the more usual, and perhaps 
correct course; yet, to save the delay of one 
season, he proposes that the appropriations be 
made at once for the twelve forts embraced in 
this bill. I do not think there is much weight in 
this objection, as the main question for Congress 
to decide is, whether the places are of sufficient 
importance to render the fortifications necessary. 
r. President, in regard to the proposed forti- 
fication in the State I have in part the honor to 
represent, there cannot, I believe, be any doubt 
of the position being one of importance. This, 
although classed among the new forts, is an old 
site, where there is at present an ancient work 
called Fort Trumbull, which defends the cities 


436 


APPENDIX TO THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


[May 13, 


Q4ru Coxa... Isr Sess. 


Fortification Bill—Mr. Niles. 


SENATE. 


of New London a 
erable population, a 
manufacturing interests. i 
neer department is to replace the present fort by 
new works, more substantial and better adapted 
to the purpose. This is, in many respects, an 
important position, and of some celebrity in the 
history of the country. On the opposite side of 
the river is Fort Grenold, where occurred one of 
the most bloody tragedies of the revolutionary 
war; it having been stormed and taken by the 
infamous Arnold after a gallant defense, and the 
garrison, consisting of the patriotic inhabitants 
of the town and vicinity, with their brave com- 
mander, Colonel Ledgyard, were, most of them, 
barbarously slaughtered. Had there been any 
adequate fortifications at this important position, 
the lives of these valuable men might have been 
spared for the service of their country, and the 
town of New London saved from the flames. 
The harbor of New London is one of the safest 
and best in the eastern section of the Union; it 
is casy of access, with great depth of water, and 
rarely obstructed by ice. It is a safe and con- 
venient shelter for vessels navigating Long Island 
Sound, or those bound out or home, that might 


have occasion to avoid a blockading squadron ' 
It is also an excellent || 


lying off Sandy Hook. 
station for the navy, and during the last war an 
American squadron was shut up there by Com- 
modore Hardy, and protected by the small fort 
which defends the harbor. 

At the present time the commerce of New Lon- 
don is important, and rapidly increasing; the 
whale fishing is extensively prosecuted, and with 
much enterprise. 

orts which are in the neighborhood, there are a 


arge number of vessels engaged in the whale . 


fishing; and Norwich has considerable commerce 
and extensive manufacturing interests. In the 
report of the Engineer Department it is said: 


‘New London harbor is very important to the defense 
of Long [sland Sound; and, as a port of casy access, baving 


great depth of water, very rarely freezing, and being easily | 


defended, is an excellent station for the Navy. Itis also 
valuable as a shelter for vessels bound out or home, and 
desirous of avoiding a blockading squadron off Sandy Hqok. 
In the plan of detense, the present Forts Trumbull and 
Griswold give place to more efficient works, of which the 
expense is estimated at $314,515.” 


The port at New London has probably as 


strong claims as any other; yet | feel no particu- | 


lar solicitude concerning it, or any other fortifi- 
cations for my own State, as the cvents of the 
Jate war proved that the intrepidity of our citizens 


is some security against attacks even without : 


fortifications. ‘The inhabitants of Stonington, 
with a single gun upon the beach, successfully 
repelled and drove off the enemy’s barges. And 


as respects any advantages of local expenditures, | 


Ido not regard them as deserving of any con- 


sideration; the number of persons who may be | 
benefited by such expenditures is too small to | 
be of any general advantage to the contiguous | 


population. Neither the workmen nor materials 
are necessarily to be procured on the spot, and a 
small portion of the disbursements only may in 
any way benefit our citizens. 

Mr. President, I will now notice some of the 
objections which have been urged against the bill 
before the Senate. It is contended that $1,000,000 
is all that can be expended the present year; and 
that this ought to be applied in completing the 
present forts. It is believed that a much larger 
sum may be advantageously and economically 
expended the present year; but if it should not 
be disbursed, the appropriation can do no harm. 
As regards confining the action of the Govern- 
ment to the old works, and neglecting the com- 
mencement of others for the defense of points 
equally exposed, and having equal claims on us 
for protection, that would be very unjust, and a 
very partial dispensation of the blessings of the 
Government. ‘The existing forts are, most of 
them, already in a condition to afford protection 
to the places they are intended to defend, whilst 
many of the places designed to be protected by 
the new forts are wholly defenseless. Protection, 
like justice, should, as far as practicable, be ex- 
tended to all, and with an equal hand. 

Another objection which has been urged is, 
that such large appropriations for public works 
would derange the business of the country; that 


nd Norwich, places of consid- | 
nd extensive commercial and i 
The plan of the engi- 


In Stonington and Mystic, į 


it would withdraw from other pursuits so large 
| a number of persons as to occasion serious in- 
' convenience, if not actual embarrassment. The 
‘price of labor is said now to be unusually high, 
: and it is contended that the price would be greatly 

augmented by the demands of the Government 
‘on the labor of the country should so large ap- 

propriations be expended on fortifications; and 
: that it would be unwise to enlarge this branch 
` of the public service at a time when labor is at an 

advanced price. 


from the advocates of a measure to which they 
, will apply with much more weight. How is it 
that gentlemen propose to apply $36,000,000 the 
| current year to works of internal improvement, 
‘and yet are alarmed at appropriating $3,000,000 
, to objects of defense? If there are any grounds 
for apprehension that our legislation in the latter 
i case should make too large a drain upon the 


Whatever force there may be | 
‘in these arguments, they come with an ill grace 


industry of the country, would not the same ob- ,_ 
| jection apply with much more force to the distri- ” 


‘bution schemes? If the expenditure of $3,000,000 
fortifications is to derange the productive in- 


/on 
' dustry of the country, what would be the effect 
_ of the sudden application of more than thirty mil- 
lions to works of internal improvement? 

But the present demand for labor, and the high 
| prices consequent on that demand, can hardly be 
‘| expected to continue. This has been the result 
‘| of the over action in every kind of business the 
past year; and that has already occasioned a 
|| reaction and a pressure for money, which cannot 
| fail to check and restrain private enterprise, and 
i curtail the operations of every kind of business. 
| How long the pressure may continue, and to 
what extent the reaction may go, no one can 
determine; but it would by no means be- sur- 
prising if these causes now in operation should 
|| so diminish the demand for labor as to occasion 
a surplus of this most useful commodity, and 
occasion distress among the laboring classes, for 
the want of employment. When the embarrass- 
ments of business become such as to essentially 
: diminish the demand for labor, a reduction in the 
| ' price must take place, and a portion of the working 
|' class must be thrown out of employment, and of 


1 


|: course will be deprived of the means of subsist- | 


| ence. Should this be the result of present causes, 


of which there is some reason to fear, the usual ` 


, demand which the Government might afford for 
‘| labor would be extremely fortunate, by supplying 
‘| the deficiency which might be occasioned by the 
curtailments in individual enterprise. It can be 
no object for the Government to desire to cheapen 
labor, or diminish the profits of industry. It is 
| the policy of a wise and just government to 
: increase, rather than to weaken, the stimulus to 
industry; and whether we pay a few thousand 
| dollars more or less for that portion of labor 
which the Government may have occasion to 
employ, is of little consequence. So far as the 
measures of the Government are to be influenced 
at all by considerations of this kind, it should 


their minimum standard. 


New Jersey, [Mr. Sournarp.] It was that the 
necessity for fortifications was not as great now 
as when our sea-ports were small, and less able 
to defend themselves. I had supposed that the 
reverse was the case, and that the necessity of 
fortifications was in proportion to the population, 
commerce, and wealth of our cities, which might 
stimulate the cupidity of an enemy. 

Mr. SOUTHARD explained, and said he had 
i na no such language, and no argument of the 
| Mr. NILES said he did not profess to give the 

gentleman’s language, but thought he had stated 
the substance of his argument correctly; it struck 
him very forcibly at the time, as he doubt ita 
very extraordinary argument, and he noted it 
down. Butif the Senator saw fit to disclaim it 
he would not pursue his remarks upon it. f 
| He would advert to another objection urged 
j by the Senator from New Jersey; but as he found 
it difficult to state the gentleman’s argument in a 
manner to satisf y him, he desired the gentleman 
to say whether his remarks were correctly stated 


' rather be our object to keep the prices of labor | 
up to their maximum, than to reduce them to | 


in this instance. The observation of the Senator 
to which he referred was this, that the develop- 
ment of the powers of steam, and tlie improve- 
ments in its application were such, that it might 
soon change the system of defense, and fortifica- 
tions be superseded by steam batteries. 

Mr. SOUTHARD said that his remarks were 
not stated exactly correct. 

Mr. NILES said he only professed to give the 


` substance of the gentleman’s argument, which 


he thought rather an extraordinary one, and he 
did not understand the Senator to deny that he 
was so far correct. Are we to neglect to put the 
country in a state of defense, and wait to see if 
the progress of science and experiments may not 
develop some better system? If we had unfortu- 
nately become involved in a war with France, 
and any of our defenseless towns had been de- 
stroyed, would they have been satisfied with this 
reason for our neglecting to provide the means 
of their defense? How will this argument hold 
when applied to the common concerns of life? 
What would be thought of the husbandman who 
should neglect to cultivate the soil, from an ex- 
pectation that a better system of cultivation 
might, after a while, be discovered, which would 


. entirely supersede the present? Would not this 
‘argument apply with much more propriety of 


force to canals and railroads, which are compar- 
atively of recent origin, particularly the latter? 


i Fortifications for the defense of towns are almost 


as ancient, and their utility and necessity as well 
established, as the common arts of life—as the 


art of tilling the earth, by which we are supplied 


with food, or those mechanical arts by which 
some of its products are wrought into fabrics for 
the clothing of man. In the progress of discovery 


i and improvement, the present plan of fortifica- 


tions may be superseded, and so may all the arts 
of life; but if we were to neglect to avail our- 
selves of those now known and in use, from an 
expectation that they might be superseded by 
better systems, we should not be acting very 
wisely, or hardly consistent with the instinct of 
self-preservation. 

Mr. President, whence comes the opposition 
to this bill? Ihave witnessed it with some sur- 
p after what has occurred the present session. 

ow many times are we to fight our battles over ? 
An English author gives the character of an old 
veteran soldier, who in his latter days was em- 
ployed in fighting over the battles of his youth; 
but our battles have to be fought over again and 
again, and then remain undecided. During the 
early part of the session five or six weeks were 
spent in debating a resolution offered by the Sen- 
ator from Missouri, which declared that the public 
revenue ought to be applicd to the defense of the 
country. As the resolution was introduced, it 
directed that the surplus revenue was to be thus 
applied; but on motion, I think, of the Senator 


` from Massachusetts, [Mr. WEBSTER,] the word 


‘surplus’? was stricken out, and the Senate, 


_ after a protracted and elaborate debate, decided by 


i what did this resolution amount to? 
Another very novel, und, as it appears to me, | 
strange argument, was urged by the Senator from ‘i 


a unanimous vote that the entire revenue should 
be applied for the defense of the country. But 
We seem 
now to have, on the part of some gentlemen, & 
practical construction of their votes. It seems 


| that in this deliberate decision, made after so 
: protracted a debate, that to appropriate the rev- 


enue of the country to its defense meant nothing 
more than that they were willing to vote the 
ordinary annual appropriations for fortifications. 
Did gentlemen mean this, and this only, at the 
time? or has anything since occurred which has 
changed their views? Itis true at that time there 
was some apprehension of a rupture with a pow- 
erful nation; but it is not the less true that the 


| mover of that resolution repeatedly declared that 


it was not offered in consequence of the impending 
danger, and that if he had the bond of fate for 
peace he should press its adoption with the same 
earnestness. It was advocated asa settled policy, 
and upon general considerations, and not as & 
measure dictated by any immediate prospect of 
war. It is not for me to reconcile the votes of 
Senators for that resolution with their determined 
hostility to this bill, which appropriates less than 
a million and a half for new fortifications; neither 
will I charge them with inconsistency; 1 leave It 


for the gentlemen themselves to reconcile their 
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speeches and votes on that resolution, with their 
speeches and votes on this bill. When another 
subject was under discussion, the bill for the 
disiribution of the proceeds of the public lands, 
it was claimed by the Senator from Missouri, 
that it was a measure in direct conflict with the 
defense bills; which was denied by the Senators 
to whom I have referred, who insisted that after 
appropriating ail that could be possibly disbursed 
for purposes of defense, which they professed to 
be willing to do, the surplus from the sale of the 
pubhe lands would remain to be distributed. Has 
the passage of that bill changed the sentiments 
of gentlemen? After the strong declarations to 
the contrary, are they now alarmed that the sur- 
plus wiil be diminished? Is the secret of the 
Opposition to this measure to be discovered in 
the apprehension that it may interfere with the 
distribution scheme? Sir, I fear we are already 
gathering the first fruits of that dangerous and 
mischievous measure; a scheme which comes in 
direct conflict with our entire legislation; and by 
arraying the interests of the States against those 
of the Union, its corrupting influence tends to 
embarrass all our deliberations, and to defeat the 
Wisest measures which the interest and satety of 
the country may demand. 


DEFENSE OF WESTERN FRONTIER. 


SPEECH OF HON. RICE GARLAND, 
OF LOUISIANA, 


In rae House or REPRESENTATIVES, 
May 7, 1236, 


On the bill making an appropriation far the Defense of the 
Western Frontier. í 


Mr. GARLAND said: 

Mr. Cuasaman: Itis always with great reluc- 
tance I trespass upon the attention of this body, 
and I never do so except on some subject partic- 
ularly connected with the interests of my con- 
Stituents, or the section of country from whence 
I come. On general topics there are many here 
better qualified to enlighten the public mind than 
Tam,and more disposed to join in the debates 
that occupy so large a portion of the time of the 
House. 

When I came here this morning, I did not 
know that it was the intention of the chairman 
of the Committee of Ways and Means to call up 
this bul for consideration, but I am gratified he 
has done so. Whilst the bill was being read, I 
consulted very briefly with one of my colleagues, 
amemocr ofthe other branch of Congress, whether 
it would not be well to propose a few questions 
to the chairman of the Committees of Ways and 
Means and Foreign Relations, for the purpose of 
ascertaining preciscly the state of affairs on the 
western frontier. The few remarks that passed 
between my colleague and myself satisfied me the 
best cotirse to pursue would be to vate for the 
appropriation, get it through the committee, and 
avail myself of some other occasion to obtain the 
information desired. That course would have 
becn adhered to, but for some expressions used 
in the documents, the course the debate has 
taken, and the mingling with the proposition 
before us other topics, by the gentlemen from Ten- 


nessee, South Carolina, and Kentucky, [Messrs. : 


Perros, Tuompson, and Wiviiams,] and my 


| 


colleague, [Mr. Riptey.] I cannot permit the | 
remarks and statements of those gentlemen to go ` 


to the people of this country, without making 


others, to counteract what I conceive will be the | 


inevitable and pernicious tendency of opinions 
and assertions emanating from such high sources. 


Sir, I reside on that frontier, which it is our |; 
object to defend in making this appropriation. | 


The district I represent includes the whole of it 
that is within the limits of Louisiana, and partic- 
ularly the portion now most exposed. The parish 
in which I reside is bounded on the west at least 
onc hundred miles by the Sabine river, and the 
parish of Natchitoches is bounded a much greater 
distance by the same stream and the province of 
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first into the one in which I live. Situated thus, 
representing the people whose interests and safety 
are most concerned, I feel the responsibility of -i 
my Station here, and invoke the serious attention 
of the committee to the remarks I am about to 
submit, anda deliberate consideration of them. 

When we look to the state of things on the 
western border of Louisiana, the civil war that is 
raging in Texas, the movements of the bands of 
armed men that are pouring into that unhappy 
country to join in the struggle; the rumors of 
unfriendly feelings and conduct among the In- 
dians, the probable employment of the latter by 
the Mexican Government against the Texans, 
and the consequences to us of all these measures 
and movements, we ought to be satisfied of the 
necessity of taking such precautions as will affect- 
ually protect our citizens on the frontier and 
preserve our neutrality. It is an obligation and 
a duty to afford such protection, and I cannot 
suppose it will be withheld. The Executive, as 
far back as the month of January last, took such 
measures as were deemed necessary to protect 
that frontier, and preserve our neutrality. Within 
a short time past the whole delegation from Lou- 
isiana, conceiving that the danger in that quarter 
had become more imminent, joined in a request 
to the President to take other measures for its 
protection, and received as a reply that until other 
means were supplied by Congress nothing further 
could bedone. Since that time I have contributed 
my humble support to every measure calculated 
to increase our military force, and appropriate 
the necessary funds for supporting it. 

But, sir, whilst I call upon the committee to 
take the necessary measures for our protection, 
and the preservation of our neutrality, I warn 
gentlemen, in their zeal to do so, not to go so far 
in the expression of opinions, hastily formed, 
and a commitment to principles not well consid- 
ered, which, if carried into effect, will, in my 
opinion, bring evils and dangers upon that sec- 
tion of country of greater magnitude than those 
that now menace it, and insure the violation of 
that neutrality which it is our purpose to main- 
tain. I protest against mingling the questions 
of the struggle now going on in Texas, and of 
the boundary between the United States and 
Mexico, with the question of what is necessary 
to be done to protect our frontier and preserve 
our neutrality; and the making of speeches about 
both, upon assumptions of fact and rumors resting 
only on newspaper authority, calculated to influ- 
ence the public mind, lead the people of this 
country to conclusions unwarranted by the ex- 
isting state of things, and calculated to do much 
injury to the citizens on our western frontier, I 
object to the articles of newspaper editors being 
used to influence the opinions of members of the 
House of Representatives, and form the basis of 
its deliberations, and particularly to articles from 
the paper read by the Clerk this morning, (the , 
New York Courier and Enquirer,) which is con- | 
ducted by an individual who is, I understand, | 
deeply interested in Texas Jand speculations—a 
paper that is considered as the organ of an asso- 
ciation of land speculators, called, as well as I 
now recollect the name, the Texas Land Com- 
pany, and in the columns of which I have seen 
articles published in relation to Texas which, in 
my opinion, evince an ignorance of what I believe 
to be correct in relation to that country, or an 
intention to mislead or impose upon the public. 
It is the policy and interest of all those interested 
in Texas lands to agitate and excite the minds 
of the people of the United States, until they 
shall be induced to take a part in this bloody |. 
struggle, and insure the separation of Texas | 
from the Mexican Confederacy. Recitals and :' 


'. histories of cruelties and savage barbarities (many | 


Texas. If any inroads are to be made into the» 


State of Louisiana they will be into one or the | 


other of those parishes, and it is not improbable 


ji 
ii 


: aroused by such atrocities. 


of them doubtless true) will be published in every | 
T for the purpose of creating a strong | 


Ho. or Reps. 


as far from giving my approval to those remarks 


“as the honorable member, but F assure him that 


whilst he was so eloquently depicting Texan 
wrongsand Mexican outrages and barbarities, fol- 
lowed up, as he was, by the gentleman from South 
Carolina, (Mr. Trompson,] with an account of 
what had been said and done by the Mexican Min- 
ister now residing here, also by the gentleman 
from Kentucky [Mr. WiLLrams] and my honor- 
able colleague, [Mr. Rirtey,] all to the same pur- 
cose, I felt as much apprehension as to what will 
e the tendency of those opinions and remarks, 
and their ultimate effects upon the peace and safety 
of our frontier settlements, as he did grief and 
astonishment at what was said by the gentleman 
from Massachusetts. I wish nothing to be said 
or done here that will induce General Gaines to 
believe that he will be sustained by Congress or 
the people of the United States in crossing our 
southwestern boundary, and engaging in a war 
with the Mexican Confederacy. If we are to 
have a conflict with Mexico, I do not wish it to 
be a war of aggression on our part. It is not my 
wish that this country, under the influence of 
those strong feelings olerti patir which the peo- 
ple who inhabit it always feel towards those en- 
gaged in a revolutionary contest, should become 
engaged in a war, for the purpose of establishing 
a form of government we have had no ageucy in 
creating, or avenging the injuries and wrongs of 
those we are in no way bound to protect. 

It is not my purpose to follow gentlemen in the 
accounts they have given of the origin and causes 
of the revolution now going on in Texas. Iwill 
not enter into any eXamination of the induce- 
ments and promises held out by the Mexican 
Government to emigrants, by her colonization 
laws, or the protection offered them by the Con- 
stitution; I will make no enumeration of pledges 
broken or laws violated on one side or the other; 
I will say nothing in vindication or condemna- 
tion of the savage barbarities said to have been 
practiced or the causes that may have led to them; 

will not permit myself to express any opinion 
at this time as to the course it may be eventuall 
necessary to pursuc in relation to Texas. I shalt 
for the present be content with saying that those 
who have gone to that province with a view of 
improving their condition, or from other causes, 
did not do so because of the oppressive character 
of either our State or Federal Governments. 
They have thought proper to renounce all alle- 
giance, as they had a right to do, to the country 
in which they were born, and which could and 
would have afforded them protection and the 
enjoyment of every constitutional privilege, to 
become citizens of another country, with the in- 
habitants of which there existed no sympathy of 
feeling or common tics of language and religion. 
If they have been disappointed in their expecta- 
tions; if their hopes of fortune and fame have 
been blasted; if Mexican pledges and promises 
have been violated or broken, they should re- 
member that we never undertook to guaranty 
either. Of the old established residents and citi- 
zens of Texas, I have understood many were 
opposed to these revolutionary movements; but 
the effect of example, the force of public opinion, 
and the highly impolitic and indiscriminate course 
pursued by Santa Anna have, in a great measure, 


‘united the whole population in defense of their 


lives and property. But, among many of those 
in the United States who are endeavoring to excite 
the peaple to take a part in this war, and of those 
gone to Texas in the course of a few months past, 
I believe the spirit of land speculation is as strong 
as the love of constitutional liberty. 

If the speeches of honorable gentlemen are cal- 
culated to excite regret and apprehension as to 
their effects, the introduction into the correspond- 
ence between the Secretary of War and General 
Gaines of the boundary between the United States 


eeling in the minds of a people easily excited and *and Mexico,and the claim asserted by the former, 


However much we |: 
may feel, as individuals, upon such subjects, it 
does not become us, as legislators, to act under 
the influence of such emotions. z 
The gentleman from Tennessee (Mr. Perron] 
says it was with grief and astonishment that he | 
had heard some of the remarks of the gentleman 
from Massachusetts in relation to the causes of 
the civil war that is now desolating Texas. Iam 


| 
|; 
i 
l 


that the post of ‘‘ old Fort Nacogdoches is within 
the limits of the United States, as claimed by tkis Gov- 
ernment,” also the tacit permission to the General 
to cross what is termed by both the imuginary 
boundary between the two countries, 1s, In my 
opinion, calculated to increase the embarrassments 
in which this Texan question is likely to be in- 
volved. But my colleague has gone further than 
either the Secretary or the General. He not only 
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speaks of an unsettled boundary and a neutral | 
territory, but he asserts that the river commonly i 
known and called the Sabine, and laid down on | 
all the maps as such, is not the Sabine river in- |! 
tended by the treaty fixing the boundary between 
the United States and Mexico, but that a river | 
which he called the Angelina, which empties into 
the Sabine lake on its western or northwestern 
shore, was the true Sabine river. This stream, 
he alleged, was a larger and more important trib- 
utary to the lake than the river generally called 
the Sabine. When my colleague spoke of the 
river Angelina, and so described it, I was at a 
loss to know exactly what stream he meant; but 
a short explanation with him since he addressed 
the committee satisfies me he was speaking of the 
river commonly known by the name of the Neige 
or Neches, of which the Angelina is a tributary. 
My colleague doubtless spoke from information 


when he stated that the river he mentioned was , 


the larger and more important one. He has never, 
to my knowledge, been in that part of the country. 
J will not now detain the committee with any 
detail of the information I have in relation to the 
length, depth, or breadth of the rivers named, 
further than to say that itis very doubtful whether 
either the Neige or Neches, or the Angelina, or 
any of their tributaries, are laid down on Melish’s 
map of the United States as extending as far north 
as the thirty-second degree of latitude. 
inquiry, which is the larger or more important 
river? is not one, in my opinion, of much conse- 
quence in the settlement of the present question. 
It depends upon treaty stipulations too solemn to | 
be trifled with, and,in my judgment, too plain to 
admit of a doubt, so far as relates to that portion 
of the boundary between the Gulf of Mexico and 
the thirty-second degree of north latitude. 


Sir, if the boundary contended for by my col- | 


league, and claimed by the Government, can be 
sustained, it will add very much to the territory 
and population of the State I in part represent, | 
and as it is about to be finally adjusted in pursu- 
ance of treaties heretofore concluded, and one 
recently ratified by the Senate, I will state the 
provisions of the treaty fixing it, the general un- 
derstanding in that section of country in relation 
to it, the- practice of the officers of the Federal 
and State governments since the year 1819, and ` 
then a very brief history of the neutral territory 
which has been referred to by my honorable | 


colleague and other gentlemen, more for the pur- ;; 


pose of preventing the public mind from mingling ; 
the boundary question with the exciting one of | 
the Texan revolution, than for the purpose of | 
expressing a definite and fixed opinion. It is | 
also my object to place before this House and ! 
the Executive what I conceive to be the true state ` 
of the case, and thus to enable all of us to act : 
with the discretion and foresight becoming the | 
occasion. When we look to the state of excite- | 
ment already cxisting among the people, and the | 
means that are being used to increase it, we can- į 
not shut our eyes to the consequences, if an im- 
pression can be made that some injury has been 
done, or wrong intended us by Mexico. Add 
this fuel to the flame now lighting up; let Gen- 
eral Gainescross thisimaginary boundary, advance 
to Nacogdoches; let Santa Annamceet him there, 
and we shall be engaged in a Mexican war before 
the adjournment of this session of Congress. 
This I wish to prevent. Protect our frontier, 
and preserve our neutrality, but do not, under a 
pretence of doing either, engage us in a war of 
aggression and conquest. | 
will now call the attention of the committee 
to the language of the treaty fixing the boundary: | 
“t The boundary line between the two countries west of . 
the Mississippi shall begin on the Gulf of Mexico, at the | 
mouth ot the river Sabine, in the sea, continuing north, | 
along the western bank of that river, to the 32d degree of 
jJatiiude; thence, by a line due north, to the degree of 
Jatitude where it strikes the Rio Roxo of Natchitoches, ore 
Red river; then follawing the course of the Rio Roxo 
westward to the degree of longitude 100° west from Lon- 
don, and 23° from Washington ; then crossing the said Red 
river, and running thence by a line due north to the Arkan- 
sas; thence following the course of the southern bank of 
the Arkansas to its source, in latitude 42° north ; thence by 
that paraHel of latitude to the South Sea. The whole being 


as laid down in Melish’s map of the United States, published | 
at Philadelphia, improved to the 1st of January, 1818.” 


of the Arkansas, in the event of its not being | within a few months past. — That person is a 
exactly at the 42d degree of latitude, and secures || highly respectable and intelligent man. I have 
the use and navigation of the Sabine, Red, and | heard that he has written a letter or letters onthe 
Arkansas rivers to the inhabitants of both nations. ‘| subject to the President, or some of the heads of 
It then proceeds: + Departments; but whether that be so or not, I 


«c The two high contracting parties agree to cede and . cannot say. My colleague says he has heard 


renounce all their rights, claims, and pretensions to the 


The ; 


‘territories described by the said line; that is to say, the | 


United States hereby cede to his Catholic Majesty, and 
renounce forever, all their rights, claims, and pretensions 
| to the territories lying west and south of the above described 
“line! and, in like manner, his Catholic Majesty cedes to 
‘| the said United States all his rights, claims, and pretensions 
i: to any territories east and north of said line; and for him- 
j! self, his heirs, and successors, renounces all claim to the 
| said territories forever.” 


These are the words of the third article of the 
‘treaty made with Spain at Washington, on the 
. 22d of February, 1819. What the policy was 


| this treaty, it is now too late to inquire. Itis 
concluded, and has been thrice recognized within 
! the last eight years by our Government. First, 
‘in the treaty negotiated by Mr. Poinsett with 
| Mexico, in the year 1828; again, in an additional 
l; article to that concluded in April, 1831; and more 
l! recently, by another treaty made with the Mex- 
ican Government last year, and ratified by the 
‘Senate since the commencement of the present 
| session. The treaty of 1828, made with 
i| repeats, verbatim, the language of that of 1819, 
made with Spain, in relation to the boundary. 
i Here we have the deeds or title papers by which 
| the rights of the respective countries are to be 


suggestions of there being some mistake about 
the river commonly called the Sabine being the 
true Sabine river. f do not doubt he has heard 
such observations, but itis probable he has heard 
so from persons not intimatcly acquainted with 
the geography and history of the country, and 
the provisions of the treaties made with Spain 
and Mexico. The people in western Louisiana 
know where the true river is; and of the numer- 
ous emigrants to Texas, I will undertake to say 
that not one of them ever doubted he or she was 


| that induced the negotiation and conclusion of beyond the limits of the United States, without 


their jurisdiction and laws, and those of the State 
of Louisiana, the very moment their feet were on 
the western bank of this imaginary boundary, gen- 
erally known as the Sabine river. 

For the purpose of showing that, since the year 
1819, there has been a general acquiescence in the 
opinion that the river now known as the Sabine 
is the boundary, I will inform the committee that 
I have never heard, in a residence of thirteen 


Mecca: ` years on the southwestern frontier, of a single 


instance of any officer of the State or Federal 
Government claiming, or attempting to exercise, 
any jurisdiction or authority on the western side 
of the well-known river called the Sabine. If any 


' adjusted. Not only have we the deeds, but we ' case has occurred in which an arrest or seizure 


have a map or diagram of the adjoining posses- has been made on the western bank of that river, 


; sions or estates, upon which are laid down the | I apprehend it has not been in consequence of a 


rivers that are to form the boundary between 
i them. This map was undoubtedly before the 
agents of the respective Governments at the time 
they were negotiating the treaty. Isnot this map, 
then, a part of the treaty? Are we not bound 


| 
| 


belief that the officer making it had any right to 
make it there; and I will assert, without the fear 
of contradiction, that no officer of the Federal 
Government, or of the State of Louisiana, has 
ever made an official return of his having crossed 


to refer to it? And if the treaty says that the || the river for the purpose of executing the process 
' Sabine is the boundary, is it not the river on the |; of the courts of either. 


I am aware that indi- 


; map which bears that name? Suppose two indi-' viduals have crossed this boundary in pursuit of 


| viduals own adjoining estates, and wish to adjust 
‘the boundary between them: for that purpose 
| they have a map or plat of both made, or they 
| take one already made, and agree that a certain 
| river or watercourse clear] 

| having a specific name, shail b 


fugitives from justice, and property run off by 
dishonest debtors or criminals; but, in no instance 
that I ever heard of did they go armed with an 
order of our courts for such purposes. Instances 


laid down on it, | have, I believe, occurred where the officers of 
e the dividing line ' justice have gone to the Sabine, and executed the 


| between them. Can one of them afterwards say | process of our courts upon persons and property 


that the stream or river so laid down, named, and 
described, is not the one intended, but that 
another, bearing a different name, is the bound- 
ary? Letany reasonable man answer these ques- 
tions, and then determine for himself whether or 
not the river laid down on Melish’s map of the 
United States as the Sabine is not the true bound- 
ary from the Gulf of Mexico to the 32d degree of 
north latitude. The point where that degree 
crosses the Sabine has not been fixed definitively, 
and from thence to Red river may, with some 
propriety be called an imaginary boundary; but 
to call the Sabine from the 32d degree to the Gulf 
an ‘‘imaginary boundary,” is a flight of imagina- 
tion that I cannot comprehend. At the point 
where General Gaines was when we last heard , 
of him, this ‘‘ imaginary boundary” is, at the 
lowest stage of water, asI am informed, upwards 
of a hundred yards wide, and so deep as atall times 
to make it necessary to have a boat, orsome other 
means of transportation to get across it. At this 
season of the year, if the waters of this * imag- 
inary boundary”? are swollen as much as is usual, 
I do not believe that it will be extravagant to say, 
they cover the low grounds or swamps on the. 
river a distance of between two and three miles | 
in width. Ihave seen it stated in a newspaper 
recently, that the swamps are covered with water 
a distance of between four and five miles in width. | 
His position, as has been stated, was at Wilkin- | 
son’s old camp, on or near the road leading from | 
Natchitoches, by Fort Jesup, to Nacogdoches. ' 
A mere inspection of any map of that section of | 
country will satisfy the most inattentive that that 
position is a considerable distance south of the 
32d degree, and that every step taken towards | 
Nacogdoches would carry the general and his 
army something further south. 

In Louisiana there never has been, since 1819, 


The same article of the treaty then goes on to 
provide how the line shall run from the source 


as I believe, any question as to what the true | 
boundary was and is. I never heard a doubt ex- 


pressed about it, except by one individual, until 


| that had been brought by force from the western 
side of the river. So far from its being the case, 
that we have claimed or exercised any jurisdic- 
| tion west of the river, universally known as the 
Sabine, our practice has been exactly the re- 
| verse. I have a personal knowledge of a number 
of prosecutions or suits being commenced in the 
district court of the United States for the western 
| district of Louisiana, against individuals residing 
| in and out of the State, for infringements or viola- 
| tions of your revenue laws, and those made to 
: prevent the introduction of slaves into the United 
States. In more than one case it appeared that 

the property alleged to have been improperly in- 
| troduced was brought only a few miles beyond 
: the river; yet no lawyer has ever, to my knowl- 
edge, in the defense, relied upon, or attempted to 
: show, that the country between the Sabine and 
the Angelina or Neches was within the limits of 
the United States. I should be glad to know if, 
in the immense number of land claims derived 
from the Spanish Government whilst it had pos- 
session of Louisiana, a single one is known ever 
| to-have been presented by the claimant to the 
officers of the United States for recognition and 
confirmation, that covered land on the western 
side of this ‘‘ imaginary boundary.” Did any man 


i} ever come before the officers of Government, or 


Congress, with a claim derived under any law of 
ours, for land situated west of the river? Ifany 
such ever was presented, what was done with it? 
The possession of the authorities of Mexico or 
Texas has, at all times, been open and notorious, 
and continuously exercised before the treaty of 
1819, and without interruption ever since. Laws 
have been made and executed for the government 
of the people living west of this so often men- 
tioned river. The Federal and State Governments 
have exercised the rights of sovereignty over the 
country; members of the State Legislature an 

the Mexican Congress have been elected; lands 
have been granted, and, in fact, everything has 
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been done that any independent nation has a 
right to do, without hindrance or question from 
us. 

It is now my purpose to give a short account : 
of the neutral territory referred to by my colleague 
and others. This name is well known, sir, in 
the section of country which 1 represent; but a 
new location of it has been made in the course of 
a tew months past. By some process, unknown 
to me, this neutral territary has got on the western 
side of the river known as the Sabine. On all the 
maps I have seen, on which any notice of it has 
been taken, it is placed øn the eastern side, and 
is so considered by all that I ever heard speak 
of it. Itis that strip of country between the river 
Sabine and the river Calcasieu, which empties 
into the Gulf of Mexico, and a small stream called 
the Rio Hondo, which empties into Red river. 
Ic is about thirty miles in width, extending along 
the whole frontier of my State. In consequence 
of the provisions of the treaty of February, 1819, 
one or more acts of Congress have been passed 
relative to the land titles in this territory, by 
which a large number of claims that had never 
been recognized before, were examined by the 
register aud receiver in the southwestern land 
districtin Louisiana, and confirmed by Congress. 
A document relating to some of these titles has 
been laid on our tables during the present session, 
and several members of the Committee on Private 
Land Ciaims have had occasion to examine it. 
Those gentlemen, perhans, have noticed, in the 
examination of that document, that the commis- 
sioners, in giving a locality to the claims reported 
on, almost, if not always, use the expression, 
tthe late neutral territory,” evidently showing 
they understood that, since the date of the treaty 
of 1819, the question relating to this territory had 
been settled. The term neutral territory imports, 
I suppose, a certain extent of country, over 
which neither party setting up a claim to it exer- 
cises any jurisdiction; or a common jurisdiction, 
in consequence of some agreement or understand- 
ing to that effect, until the question of title is 
adjusted. Has such been the case on either side 
ot the Sabine since February, 1819? Flas not 
the exercise of the rights of sovereignty by Spain 
and Mexico, on the west of the river, been as 
well known as is the exercise of those rights by | 
the United States on the east of it? That there | 
has not, since 1819, been any cessation of juris- 
diction by either party, or any common exercise 
of it, is a fact as well known as any other that 
exists. There is, therefore, no propriety now in 
calling any portion of Louisiana by that name. 

The causes that brought about the arrangement 
by which this strip of country became and con- 
tinued for a number of years, neutral ground, had 
their origin in an early period of our history. 
The difficulties commenced in the disputes that 
took place between Franceand Spain relative to the 
boundary between the province of Louisiana and 
Spanish possessions in Mexico. After the ces- 
sion by France to Spain of Louisiana, the diffi- 
culty was kept up between the authorities of that 

rovince and those of the adjoining province in 
Mexico. 
mandant of the comandancia or post of Nacogdo- 
ches, claimed to exercise his authority as far east . 


the territory between the Rio Hondo and the 
Sabine should be considered as debatable or |) 
neutral ground until the boundary should be fixed | 
by treaty. This was done in February, 1819, ' 
and ever since we have been in an undisturbed 
possession of the country. If General Gaines 
shall, under the permission he has received, ad- ` 
vance to Nacogdoches, under a pretense of claim 
to that town and the country around it, he will 
be resisted by Texan and Mexican. What, sir, 
will the people of Texas and Mexico think of 
your pretensions of preserving our neutrality and 
pres our frontier, when you push an army 
tty miles beyond what is generally known as ; 
the boundary? The commander-in-chief of the 
Texan army resides at or near this very town. 
The Presidentof the recently formed Government 
of Texas, if I am correctly informed, is in the 
same part of the country. A considerable por- 
tion of a large grant of land he holds is in this 
new neutral territory. The Secretary of State is , 
within the same limits. If General Gaines ad- 
vances to Nacogdoches he goes ostensibly for the 
purpose of preserving our neutrality and defending 
our frontier. Will he do either by making such 
a movement? I fear not. Suppose whilst he is 
at this post, the Texan army shall fall back to 
that place, what would it be his duty to do for 
the preservation of our neutrality? Disarm and 
disperse them. What would the Texan com- 


: mander reply to a requisition upon him to ground 


The Lieutenant Governor, or com- i 4 
‘| to be done, it becomes us all to calculate well the , 


as the Rio Hondo and the river Mexicana, now | 


known as the Calcasieu, and a military post or 


station under his authority was established at a — 


small village called Adayes, nearly east of where | 
Fort Jesup now stands, and a short distance west | 
of the Rio Hondo. The commandant of the post | 
of Natchitoches claimed to extend his authority 


to the river now and then known as the Sabine. |. 
Each officer aided in making grants of land in this || 


disputed territory, and extended his jurisdiction | 
over it. This difficulty remained unsettled at the | 
time of the cession o J 
States in 1803. Soon after we got possession of | 
the province the boundary question was revived 
with Spain. 
head of a body of United States troops marched 
to the Sabine, and encamped at the place where | 
General Gaines was at the last information we | 


had of him. General Herrera was encamped on | 
the other side of the Sabine. Some correspond- į 
ence, and perhaps negotiation in an informal | 
manner, was carried on between them; one of 
the resulta of which was an understanding: that 


Louisiana to the United |: 


In 1805, General Wilkinson, at the |; à a | e p 
| of several tribes of Indians residing within our | 
| territorial limits have gone over to the Texas | 


his arms and disband his soldiers? Sir, he would 
indignantly refuse it; he would tell your General 
that he was in the interior of the country whose 
battles he was fighting; that he was at his own 
door, at the place where he had resided ever since 
he had become a citizen of Texas, and he would 
not surrender at discretion. No other alternative 
would then remain but to turn our arms against the 
Texan army to enforce our demand, or to retreat 
from the country. To continue at Nacogdoches 
with the Texans in arms would insure a war 
with Mexico. 

In the investigation of this question of bound- 
ary, I have been induced to say more than it was 
my purpose, but the object I have in view could 
not well have been effected by saying less. Whilst 
it is my intention to prevent, so far as it is in my 
power, the people of the United States and their 
representatives here from plunging into this revo- 
lutionary contest in Texas, under the influence | 
of strong feelings of sympathy with the Texan |. 
cause, or indignation at the barbarities practiced 
by the Mexicans on those calling themselves | 
American citizens, it is also my wish to prevent | 
such a result, by the impression that may be 
made that we have a strong claim to a portion of ' 
the country. I would not, for the sake of our 
own character, urge, eitherupon Mexico orTexas, 
in their present distracted condition, a claim to 
any portion of territory, unless the clearest right 
to it could be established. I have, therefore, 
stated the facts as briefly as is compatible with a 
proper understanding of the subject, and now 


' leave the matter to the consideration of the com-: 
| mittee. 


In coming to the conclusion what is necessary | 


risks and dangers impending over the southwest- , 
ern frontier. Do not let us magnify or diminish © 


‘them. I shall endeavor to regard the state of 


things in that quarter as one about to take a part 
in whatever shall occur; for, if the accounts we 
have are correct, and no change shall shortly take |: 
place, I shall not be here much longer to join in |: 

our deliberations. Obligations higher and more 
imperative than any I am under here, will soon 
carry me to this frontier, to become a participant 
in whatever may happen. 

Now, sir, let us examine what are the dangers 
with which we are threatened. General Gaines 
informs the Secretary of War that he has received 
information, from various sources, which leaves | 


no doubt in his mind that a considerable portion | 


side of the boundary line between the United | 
Statesand Mexico. He also speaks of the reports | 
of the advance of the Mexican army; its mode | 
of warfare, and the probability of the Indians 
residing on the Trinity uniting with the Mexi- 
cans in their war of extermination. Some excite- 


ment among the Caddo Indians is spoken of, in 
the letter addressed by General Gaines to the 
Governors of Louisiana and other States. It 
would have been much more satisfactory if the 
various sources of information relied on by the 
General had been stated; my local knowledge 
would in some measure have enabled me to say 
what weight ought to be attachedtothem. What 
tribes of Indians are they, of which considerable 
portions have gone over to Texas? Is there any 
information here that any portion of those located 
north of Red river and west of Arkansas have 
gone over? None. Has the honorable Delegate 
from Arkansas any information that any of those 
Indians have gone to Texas under suspicious 
circumstances? He says he has not. What 
Indians, then, are meant? Those in Louisiana, 
I suppose. The committee will now permit me 
to inform them that in that State, with the excep- 
tion of the Caddoes, there are no large bodies of 
Indians. The remnants of a number of tribes 
are scattered over the country, none of them 
warlike in their dispositions, or exhibiting any 
hostile feelings towards us. In the various ac- 
counts which I receive, there is no intimation of 
any unfriendly movement among them. The 
Caddoes are not a numerous or warlike people. 
They have occupied a section of country in the 
northwestern corner of Louisiana, and the south- 
western corner of Arkansas. By a treaty made 
with them in July last, and ratified by the Senate 
about two months ago, they have agreed to aban- 
don to the United States their claim to any terri- 
tory within our limits, and remove into Texas or 
elsewhere, in the course of a year ortwo. It is 
probable they were informed, about the last of 
March, that the treaty was ratified, and are 
removing beyond our boundary in conformity to 
its provisions. 

The apprehensions that the Indians in the Mex- 
ican territory will be induced to take a part in 
the war going on in their neighborhood, is more 
reasonable than that those within our limits will 
do so; and, as that is within the range of proba- 
bility, we should take the necessary precautions 
to protect our citizens who may be exposed to 
danger. In addition to the alarm likely to be pro- 


‘duced by the various communications before us, 
‘we have the annunciation of my colleague, that 


if the Texans and the force of General Gaines 
should be destroyed, such is the formation of the 
country, that athousand mounted men could dash 
from the Sabine to the Mississippi, cut down the 
levees, inundate the country, destroy New Or- 
leans, and retire before the population could be 
collected to-arrest their career, He has referred 
to the particular section of the State in which I 


' reside, as the region through which this extraor- 


dinary movement could be made. Why, sir, it 
is the very formation of the country that would 
prevent such a movement, if any military man 
should be indiscreet enough to attempt it. At 
this season of the year, it would be nearly impos- 
sible for any body of men to get to the Mississippi 
from the western part of the State without a water 
transportation; and the idea that the countr 
bordering on the Mississippi can be inundated, 
and New Orleans destroyed by one thousand 
men, is too extravagant to be seriously enter- 
tained. From the Sabine river to the Mississippi 
is a distance of at least one hundred and sixty 
miles, and a consideable portion of the distance 
across the swamps and inundated lands. Itis 
possible that such a force might, by a sudden and 
unexpected movement, penetrate some distance 
into the open country south of Red river; but if 
they should be so fortunate as to reach the east- 
ern boundary of any of the four parishes alluded 
to by my colleague, I will undertake to say not 
one would ever get back again. Ido not intend 
to pronounce any eulogy on the people of those 
parishes; they need none; but I believe, if every 
man was removed, that the women and children 
could and would successfully resist such an in- 
vasion. 

Sir, if the remarks I have made shall have the 
effect of keeping us out of this Texan controversy, 
I shall be gratified. If we preserve our neutrality, 
and afford protection to our citizens and interests, 
it is all that is necessary for the preservatior of 
the character of our country. As to the course 
it may be proper hereafter to adopt in relation to 
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Texas, it will be time enough to consider it when 
the question shall be presented. In the mean 
time, do not let us do anything to compromit |; 
ourselves, or so involve the country that we can- |: 
not freely and dispassionately consider what, 
course it may be most judicious to pursue. We | 
must not, under the influence of indignant feel- 
ings, excited by the accounts we have received | 
of Mexican treachery and barbarity, or of strong 
apprehensions, adopt any measure ourselves, or ' 
prompt the adoption of a course of conduct by || 
our military commander on that frontier, which || 
will endanger the peace and safety of the inhab- 
itants. 


JEAN BAPTISTE JANIS. 


— 


OF ILLINOIS, 
In rue House or REPRESENTATIVES, 
June 11, 1836, 


| 
| 
On the bill granting a pension to Jean Baptiste Janis. 


The chairman of the Committee on Revolu- 
tionary Pensions (Mr. WarpweE Lt, of New York) 
moved to strike out the enacting clause. In 
opposition to this movement, and in support of 
the bill— 


Mr. REYNOLDS said: 

Mr. Speaker: I do not intend, at this Jate 
period of the session, and at this time on Satur- 
day evening, to trouble the House with a long 
speech. I would be pleased if the Clerk will 
read the commission which Colonel Clark gave 
to the claimant appointing him an ensign in a 
company commanded by Captain Francais 
Charleville, which commission is now in posses- 
sion of the House. I would be also well pleased ` 
if the Clerk would read the report or statement 
of the claimant. 

[These documents were not read, as their | 
existence and validity were not doubted.] 

Mr. R. further said, that it was a matter of | 
history, recorded and known to the country, | 
that Colonel George Rogers Clark, in the year | 
1778, marched a regiment to the Illinois country, | 
and on that consideration his corps was called | 
“the Illinois regiment;”’ that on the 4th July, at 
night, 1778, he entered the town of Kaskaskia 
with his troops, and captured that place. At: 
the same time there were other settlements and | 
towns in the possession of the enemy near and in | 
the same region of country, which at that time 
was called ‘‘ the Illinois country.”’ i 

After taking possession of another village— 
Copokia—which is situated as Kaskaskia is, near | 
the Mississippi river, Colonel Clark made prepa- 
ration to capture also from the enemy the military 
post Vincennes. This expedition was performed 
in the year 1779. This became necessary, or the | 


conquests already made would not secure the || 


citizens of Kentucky and elsewhere from the in- | 
roads made into their country by the Indians, 
who were inflamed against the Americans by the 
English. Vincennes was a post which was de- | 


fended by the British soldiers to the amount Mr. || 


R. could not then recollect; but it was a fort of | 
some strength, and in which, as well as I recol- 

lect, Governor Hamilton commanded. 
to be able to succeed in the capture of this post, 
and thereby to ensure peace and quiet to the citi-. 
zens, Colonel Clark was compelled to enlist into 
the regiment under his command two companies 
more. One company was commanded by Cap- 
tain Charleville, whom I mentioned before, and 
another commanded by Captain McCarty; one 
raised in Kaskaskia, and the other in Copokia, 
and both organized and composed a part of the 
** Illinois regiment,” under the command of Col- 
onel Clark. 

. The claimant of this pension, Jean B. Janis, 

was, as I before stated, appointed an ensign in | 
the company commanded by Captain Charleville. 
These are all historic facts, which are on this 
occasion not questioned or doubted, and in fact 
are admitted. It is also a fact that Colonel Clark 
commenced this campaign from Kaskaskia to 
Vincennes in. the winter or spring of the year 
1779, at a time that it was extremely difficult and | 


‘ or three miles wide. 


: commanded by Captain Charleville. 


In order || 


'| shade of “the vine 


post to the other. 
and sixty or seventy miles. The country at the 
time the march was performed was greatly inun- 
dated with water, and the rivers, the Wabash and 


| others, were so high that the waters were from | 


bluff to bluff in them, and in some instances two 

The snow and the ice had ' 
not entirely left the ground, and add to this, that 
there were no baggage-wagons, and, in fact, not 
much food, to attend the army. Yet with all 
these privations, hardships, and difficulties, these 
brave soldiers, under the command not only ofa 
brave, butalso a talented man, accomplished their 
march to Vincennes, and took that post from the 


REMARKS OF HON. JOHN REYNOLDS, | enemy without the loss of a man. . 


In this campaign the claimant, Mr. Janis, per- 

; formed service as an ensign in the company 

He went, 

_and, like others, acted well his part in that cam- 
paign. There is not on record the history of a 

; campaign that exhibited more talents in the plan, 

' and required more intrepidity and courage in the 

execution, than the campaign planned and exe- : 

cuted by Colonel Clark in the capture of the 

| British posts on the Mississippi and in the Hli- 

| nois country. 

| At that day there were very few people settled 
west of the mountains, and these few were in- | 
fested and eternally annoyed by the Indians, | 
excited to murder and bloodshed by the British 
enemy. It became necessary, therefore, in order 

. to secure the peace and quiet of these settlements, 
to capture these British posts, by which the 
Indians were supplied with the munitions of war, 


„and to remove back the Indians and the means 


‘of their support to such distance as they would 
| not be able to disturb the white people. This 
; was accomplished. More wasaccomplished also; 


| the country was taken and retained from. the 


| enemy, which now composes the best and the | 
| fairest portion of the Union. 
| In the treaty of 1783 with Great Britain, the 
: capture and occupation of this country by the 
American arms is adverted to, and no doubt was 
| taken into consideration at the time of making ' 
the treaty. This is the country that was captured 
from the enemy by the energy and bravery of 
Janis and others, that now pours into the Treas- 


, the sales of the public lands. There are millions | 
| received from the sales of the very same lands, | 
i which the ‘Illinois regiment,” in which Janis 
acted as an officer, took from the enemy at a time 
i that “tried men’s souls.’ Yet the honorable 
chairman says, ifa pension be given to Mr. Janis, 
it will form an exception, and violate the general 
: rule and law on this subject. Beitso. I should 
‘ consider it an honor to violate a rule that would © 
; deprive a man of a pension made under circum- 
, stances such as these. 

The gentleman {Mr. WarDwELL] seems to rep- 
resent this case as a person with gold weights, 


soldier who performed so brave and noble a part : 
in that struggle as did Mr. Janis. I will call to 
the recollection of the gentleman the privations ` 
and hardships on the march to capture Vincennes. 
| Did Janis, when he was wading in the snow, ice, 
and water, to his neck, think of weighing out his | 
energies and bravery with gold weights? Did he, | 
at that time, think he was violating any rule, | 
(and ** his case would form anexception,’’) when | 
| 
| 
l 


he was fighting before the post of Vincennes? | 
Nice conscientious scruples, and gold weighis, 
,| were at that time not considered by Janis, and | 


acknowledgment of such service, which was 
glorious and beneficial to the whole Un 
now to be made to him by us. 


| reaping the fruits of his and their labor; and I | 


i 

frutti us and th | 

li am, as one individual, in legislation or otherwise, ! 
| 

1 

! 


| proud to acknowledge it. We are now at our 
| ease, happy in every respect, reclining in the 
1 vine” and “ fig tree,” which was | 
: spoken into existence by the cnergies and talents 
| of the revolutionary soldier, We are their happy 
children, and I hope we will have the gratitude 
to sustain, in reclining life, the few of our revo- 
‘lutionary fathers that remain among us. They | 


{ 


| ury of the United States so much money from || for the campaign at Kaskaskia before they started, 


| now should not bebyus. A liberal and honorable ʻi of the justice of the claim of Mr. Janis, It seems 
2 , to me to be a claim of such propriety and justice 
ion, ought i| that the House cannot hesitate to allow it. 
We are now || 


| 


| 


i 


5 
1 
{ 
! 
i 


' informed he is about eighty years old. 


cannot live among us only for a few years. The 
gentleman for whose benefit this bill is brought 


! before Congress is far advanced in years, and 


cannot, by the course of nature, live long. Lam 
This bill, 


' which only provides ten dollars per month during 


Ht 


his natural life, will not beggar the Treasury, 
and will be an honorable acknowledgment of his 
revolutionary services. It will be a proud boon 
to his numerous and respectable descendants. 
The gentleman says the case of Janis, if it be- 


` comes a law, will violate the existing law on the 


subject of revolutionary pensions. This is true, 
I presume. If the claim of Janis was embraced 
in the principles of the law now in existence, there 
would be no necessity for another act for his 
benefit. This claim would be allowed and paid 
under the provisions of the present law. The 
reason the law does not embrace his case, is 
the foundation of the present application to Con- 
gress. Dey 

The gentleman further says that, from all the 
information he can obtain, Mr. Janis served only 
thirty-six days; and as the law requires a service 
in all of. six months in the revolution to entitle a 
soldier to a pension, that, on that consideration, 
he is not entitled toa pension. 

Even to go with the gentleman into this rigid 
and strict rule, requiring proof of six months’ ser- 
vice, it can be fairly presumed, that in the absence 
of evidence, Mr. Janis was six months in service. 
The gentleman would not require six months of 
continued fighting in a serugs* battle, nor would 
he require six months wading in snow, ice, and 
water, to entitle the soldier to a pension. The 
service which was so honorably performed by 


: Colonel Clark in capturing these pusts would re- 


quire six months more for its execution, and the 
fair presumption is, that Mr. Janis was employed 
in the service under Colonel Clark for six months 
or more during his conquest of the Illinois coun- 


' try. i 


The evidence spoken of by the gentleman can- 
not be correct. It would require more than thirty- 
six days for the army to march at that season 
of the year, from Kaskaskia to Vincennes and 
return. There were no bridges or ferrics at the 


, time, and the route was almost impassable from 


i the snow, ice, and high waters in the rivers and 


other streams. 


In this calculation there would 
be no time left for preparation and organization 


and no time left for the capture of the post, (Vin- 


: cennes, ) and for its occupation by the American 


; was not strictly honorable and correct. 
| gentleman whose character for honesty and integ- 
| rity stands above suspicion. 


forces. Every reasonable man will know it will 
require more than thirty-six days for the per- 
formance of this expedition. 

I do not want for Janis anything that is not 
right and proper—he himself would not receive 
from Government or any individual anything that 
He isa 


I read a printed 


| statement of his services, which lies on the Clerk’s 


sect e ‘table, and I know not now if it were his own 
weighing out money by the centto arevolutionary |: 


statements ora report of a committee—I would 


| believe one as much as the other; ł will vouch 
| 


for his statements to be correct. I have known 


i him and his character from my youth, and I 


know it to be good; and on this occasion I con- 


i. Sider it my duty to state it, although he is not 
|; my constituent, but a resident of the State of Mis- 
i| souri. 


It may be, Mr. Speaker, from the fact that E 
have been raised in the country where this ser- 
vice was performed, and on that ‘consideration 


have heard so much about it, of’ its perils an 
hardships, that I have become so well convinced 


The 
gentleman need not fear that this case will open 
a door for similar cases. There are none in our 


_ country, as I know, similar to that of Mr. Janis; 


but if there were, it would be just and proper to 


allow them. I hope the House fully comprehend 


| 


the merits and justice of this case, and knowing 
it, will allow it. 


[The bill was passed to a third reading.] 


* A battle in which all on both sides are killed. 


1836.] 
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SENATE. 


TARIFF OF POSTAGES. 


REMARKS OF HON. W. MONTGOMERY, |. 


OF NORTH CAROLINA, 
Is tne Hovse or REPRESENTATIVES, 
May 27, 1836, 

On the subject of the Taritf of Postages, the bill for the 
reorganization of the Post Office Department being under 
consideration, 

Mr. MONTGOMERY said: Sir, Iam in favor 
of a reduction of the postage upon letters gener- 
ally; Lam therefore greatly opposed to the thirty 
cents, the postage reported by the committee, 
upon all single letters carried over eight hundred 
miles, because it is a large increase. Iam un- 
willing to increase the postage for any distance 
whatever; and T believe I will vote against the 
bill, if that item is not stricken out, and I should 
regret to be compelled to do that, for there are 
some valuable provisions in the bill; and if the 
committee will consent ta strike out of the bill 
the thirty ; 

Mr. MANN, of New York, said the com- 
me would agree to strike that item out of the 

ill. 

Mr. MONTGOMERY. Sir, I would suppose 
that it would be a reduction upon the postage, 
perhaps equal to the amendment offered by the 
gentleman from Massachusetts,[Mr. LAwRENCE,] 
and if so, I would prefer it, and will vote against 
the amendment, and for the bill thus amended. 
I cannot do so under an impression that it is a 
reduction of postage, which fam satisfied can be 
made without injury to the Department, or the 
least endangering the withdrawal of any of the 
mail accommodations now enjoyed by the people, 
fur to that I am not only opposed, but I would 
be willing, and am desirous of seeing them greatly 
extended, even should it become necessary to aid 
the Department with additional means to do so. 
But I apprehend there is no danger of that; for 
when we take into consideration the situation of 


I large surplus, amounting 


l to $200,000, willbe found 
in the Department to meet any reduction of post- 
> age that may occur from the reduction of the tariff 
of postage proposed in the bill, after striking out 
the thirty cent. item in the bill reported by the 


_ committee, or by the amendment proposed by 


that Department some time past, and its present | 


condition, all the facts in relation thereto go to 
prove that a large reduction may be made upon 
the tariff of postage, and the Department still 
will be sustained by its receipts, Iam brought 
to these conclusions from my convictions of the 
practical effect of a reduction of the tariff o 
postage. Upon all communications by mail, I 
would fix as the maximum of charge upon letter 
postage twenty cents, and the minimum five cents, 
and regulate the distances appropriately to the 
different sums, beginning at five cents and rising 
to ten, fifteen, and twenty. This would make 
our tariff of postage accord with our Federal coin, 
which would greatly obviate the difficulty of 


f 


making change now experienced in the post- 


offices. 

I have said, Mr. Speaker, that I believed that 
the Department could be sustained at these rates 
of postage; and in this I am, I think, well sus- 
tained by a printed document now before me, 
which shows the balances for and against the 
Department at the end of cach quarter, com- 
mencing with the quarter ending September 30, 
1833, and ending June 30, 1835, as follows: 


1 ` 
Gross | Expendi- ; Excess of | a 
revenue. ture. ; revenue. ture. 
pees — 
! ey 88 §746,008 15 890,855 27 
i Sept. $655,242 88 $7 5, - 
Dec. 3! 30200 97, 747,415 52 o- 277206 25 
l G à | I 
- March 31! 729,600 51, 699,205 36 $30,394 65) - 
Jane 30 718,69 OU: 717,885 00 BILO) - 
Sept. 30, 725,273 03) 703,494 75, 21,778 28| - 
` Dec. 31) 724,542 34, 701,497 08 23,045 26 
' 1835. | ; 
March 31| 763,494 47, 680,652 66° 82,841 81 
June 30, 780,046 82 671,705 59 108,341 23) - 


—_— 

This statement shows an increase that will give 
a surplus of nearly or quite half a million in the 
present year, without taking into the calculation 
the progressive increase of each quarter over the 
preceding one, which would sweli the amount to 
a much larger sum. The whole amount neces- 
sary to put into operation the new routes pro- 
posed by the bill reported by the Committee on 
the Post Office and Post Roads, is estimated at 
the sum of $300,000; then it will be seen that a 


it . 
i cussion? 


the gentleman from Massachusetts. So there 
can be no danger of any reduction of the mail 
accommodation inthe country, which I would be 
as unwilling to see take place as any member of 
this House. Ido nat subscribe to the doctrine 
advanced by some gentlemen upon this floor— 
that this proposed reduction upon the tariff of 


i 


postage will reduce the income into the Depart- . 


ment—for l am strongly inclined to believe that 
the reduction of price will beget an increased cor- 
respondence that will swell the receipts into the 
Department to the usual amount, if not beyond 
Mt. 


MICHIGAN AND ARKANSAS. 


REMARKS OF HON. J. B. ANTHONY, 
OF PENNSYLVANIA, 


In rue House. or REPRESENTATIVES, 
June 1, 1836, 


admission of Michigan and Arkansas to the Committee 
of the Whole on the state of the Union, with instructions 
to incorporate the saine in one bill.” 


Mr. ANTHONY observed that he should vote 
to give such direction to the Michigan bill as 
would keep it within the power of the House. 
We had already been upwards of six months in 
session, and much important business yet re- 
mained to be acted on, and we were now told 
that bills so interesting to the country should go 
into Committee of the Whole, in order that they 
might receive a full and untrameled discussion, 
without being liable to be cut off by the previous 


. question. Although he sometimes felt disposed 


to give his views on some subjects before the 
House, he had usually refrained from entering 
; into debate, as he felt mortified to see the unwar- 
‘rantable length to which discussion on almost 
‘ every bill was generally extended. He regretted 
to observe the course pursued by some gentle- 
men, who acted as if they were 
tinue the session til] the first Monday of Decem- 
ber, when the next session is to commence. 
Some of the minority loudly deprecated the pas- 
sage of bills without affording them an oppor- 
tunity of unrestrained debate on their merits. 


Mr. A. then remarked that the admission of 
the Territories of Michigan and Arkansas into 
‘the Union had been agitated in Congress for a 
long time, and he had little doubt that every 
_ member had determined his course; he was not, 
however, for stifling freedom of debate, and pre- 
; Venting a fair and proper discussion of these bills 
in the House. Gentlemen would have an oppor- 
tunity to express their sentiments, and suggest 
such amendments as they deemed important, 
The House had already shown, by refusing to 
second the previous question, that members would 
not be arbitrarily deprived of debate, and he did 
think that at this late stage of the session, aftey 
so much time had been spent in protracted and 
often useless and unprofitable discussion, gentle- 
men would not make these bills the theme for 
long-winded speeches, of a partisan, political 
character, and which would not be listened to by 
one tenth of the members. He always had been, 
‘and was now, willing to trust to the sound dis- 
cretion and unbiased judgment of the majority, if 
they determined, after suitable explanations, to 
cut off further debate by the previous question, 
The minority had no reason to complain; the 
responsibility of the measure rested upon the 


` majority; they were accountable for the result, be 
On the motion of Mr. Wise “ to commit the bills for the ' 


esirous to con- | 


The honorable member from Tennessee [Mr. | 


BeLL] strongly protested against the majority of © 
the House passing bills so important by the 
operation of what some gentlemen were pleascd 
to term the “gag law.” Did not that highly 
respectable gentleman know that much of the past 
six months had been spent in useless and unin- 
teresting debate? Did he not know that nearly 
every speech of any considerable length was com- 
posed principally of political anathemas against 
certain aspirants to political power and influence, 
or an elaborate essay on partisan politics, without 
- any apparent reference to the subject under dis- 
Did he not know that the commence- . 
‘ment of a set speech was usually the signal for ` 
i members to take their hats, leave the Hall, and 
i lounge about the public grounds, or walk off to | 


| who remained in their seats because they were | 
‘ anxious to obtain the floor and follow in the same | 
| manner with an eloquent and appropriate speech for 

| home consumption! Was it not notorious toevery 

; member of this House, that after some eight or 
| ten speeches were delivered on almost any topic, 

' everything sufficient had been said to enable gen- 

| tlemen to determine how they should vote, and 
all the speeches afterwards were a mere repetition, | 
! without a single new idea to enlighten the mind | 
| of any member? After listening to an able expo- 
' sition of each case that came before the House, | 
| by those who had carefully examined. it, with a 
| view to instruct and enlighten their fellow mem- | 
| bers, it was a perfect.waste of time to continue | 
the discussion from day to day, and from week | 
to week; members had made up their minds,and 
all that could be urged in argument never changed 
a vote. 


i: dinner, suffering the orator to address empty || 
| benches, and perhaps a dozen fellow members, | 


it good or evil; they only said to thoae who 
wished to prolong the controversy, ‘Qur minds 
are made up, our judgment is fixed, and it is now 
proper to come to a decision.” He had fre- 
quently listened with pleasure to the gentlemen 
from Tennessee, Virginia, Massachusetts, and 
Ohio, who wished to discuss the admission of 
these States, but he trusted that, as they had 
already embraced so many opportunities to 
address their fellow members, they would not 
now, when other important bills must be acted 
on, and so much had been said on all political 
, topics of the day, desire to procrastinate the 
‘ business of the House by a protracted debate on 
‚a subject on which members, he doubted not, 
with few, if any exceptions, had come to & cone 
clusion and were prepared for action. : 
Mr. A. repeated that he ardently hoped the 
. House would keep the Michigan hill within. its 
control. They already had reason to regret the 
; unwarrantable length to which debate often ex- 
tends, when the House had no power to restrain 
it—not even by sitting up all night and.adjourn- 
ing on the Sabbath marning. By refusing to 
commit this. bill we would avoid, a “sea of 
troubles;’? we would be able to afford a reagon- 
able time for discussion; and when the majority 
; were satisfied that enough had been said, they 
could put an end to the debate. This course 
would enable us to reach other bills of a highly 
important character, and to decide upon them 
according to their merits. It would enable us to 
adjourn within a reasonable period, and we should 
return to our constituents with the cheering reflec- 
tien that we had not consumed the whole of the 
session in talking instead of acting; in makin 
partisan speeches for home consumption, instea 
of enacting wholesome laws for the benefit of our 
country. 


MILITARY PEACE ESTABLISHMENT—INCREASE, 


SPEECH OF HON. T. H. BENTON, 


OF MISSOURI, 
In roe SENATE, June 2, 1836. 


Mr. BENTON said that this was a measure of 
western origin, and eminently called for by the 
resent and prospective condition of the West. 
rly in the session his colleague, (Mr. Ly, 
| and a Senator from Indiana, [Mr Tirtow,] ha 
submitted resolutions calling upon the Secretary 
of War to report the number of Indians upon the 
western frontier, and give his opinion upon the 
propriety of increasing the strength of the Army, 
with a view to the security of that frontier. The 
Secretary had answered promptly and satisfac- 
torily. His report, dated the 8th of March, and 
No. 228 of the Senate documents, showed that the 
number of Indians on the western and northwest- 
ern border, including those yet to be removed by 
the Government, amounted to TWO HUNDRED ANR 
FIFTY-THREE THOUSAND souls; all of whom were 
either in the immediate neighborhood, or within 
| striking distance, of the frontiers of Louisiana, 
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Arkansas, Missouri, the Des Moines settlements, 
and the Wisconsinand Michigan Territories. At f 
the usual proportion of warriors in an Indian pop- i 
ulation, that of one to five, this aggregate of two © 
hundred and fifty-three thousand souls would give 
fifty thousand warriors; being the largest Indian 
force ever yet arrayed on the frontier settlements 
of the Union. To cover the people of the West 
and Northwest from the incessant danger of such 
a vast array of savages, they had their propor- 
tion of a small army of six thousand men, which 
in point of effective force, and after making allow- 
ances for the casualties of service, could not be 
expected to present, at one time, more than four 
thousand five hundred for action. This small 
force, then, was divided out between the lake, the 
maritime, the gulf, and the western frontier; a 
circuit which had been officially computed at about : 
twelve thousand miles, following its meanders, 
and about nine thousand,* following its general | 
courses; so that our Army, if stretched round the 
frontier, would afford avout one man to every 
two miles. The fortifications upon the maritime | 
and gulf coast required a gocd part of this force; 
of that allotted to the West, a part had to be 


kept, not on- the frontier, but at a convenient . 


sition for looking out for danger, and proceed- , 
ing to meet it. It was upon this principle that a | 
regiment was usually in the neighborhood of St. | 
Louis; not that troops were wanted there, but | 
that there not being a sufficient number in service 
to guard all the exposed points, corps was there- 
fore placed at a half way point between the head | 
and mouth of the Mississippi, and near the con- | 
fluence of the Missouri, where the means of trans- | 
portation was at hand, to be ready from that point | 
to go North, South, or West, as events might , 
require.’ Thus these troops, within a few years | 

ast, had ascended the Missouri; once to the | 


ellow Stone river; three times to the Upper ‘| 
Mississippi; and now were on the Red river, : 
watching the progress of events-on the Texas | 
frontier. The result was thatthe Westand North- ', 
west, always insufficiently guarded, were now |, 


nearly stripped of defense; and this at atime when ` 
the Indian wars in the South were having their 
natural effect of exciting the Indians in all quar- 
ters,and doubling the necessity for defense where 
it was so much weakened. In view of all the 
dangers of this state of things, the Secretary of i 
War, Governor Cass, earnestly recommends an | 
augmentation of the Army, and shows an increase | 
to be called for, both on account of our fortifica- | 
tions: and the inland: frontier. These are his | 
words:. < : eins 


_ “Extensive and permanent fortifications have been con- | 
structed upon the sea-board; and it seems to be generally 
conceded that our most important points of communication 
with the ocean should be gradually rendered secure by 
similar works against the advance of an enemy. ‘These 
forts, as they are finished, should be occupied by troops, 
not only to prevent such insults and injuries as large com- 
mercial places are exposed to, wiiose approaches are not | 
sufficiently guarded, but also to keep the works in a proper 
state of preservation.. These duties, it is believed, will 
require thie artillery force proposed to be maintained. Ex- ; 
perience has shown that we arc perpetually liable to occur- 


rences which demand the concentration and inovementof |: 


the troops. Whenever these happen, the positions occu 
pied must remain defenseless, unless a greater force is 
raised.” This is now the state of things along almost all our 
Atlantic border., Ti ae 
«With respect to the inland frontier, circumstances of a 
still more imperative character require an augmentation of 
the Army. Events have shown that our force in that quar- 
ter is not sufficient to keep the Indians in check. Disturb- 
ances are continually occurring, at comparatively short 
fatervata, some of which terminate merely by alarming and 
agitating the country, while others lead to hostilities more 
or less extensive. On these occasions, the regular troops 
are collected from great distances, and a militia force is 
usualy called out. ' Heavy expenditures are the necessary 
consequence, besides the Joss of property and derangement 
of business in the section of country where these troubles 
exist. Instead of having a foree at all times embodied 
sufficient to overawe the Indians, or if they commence hos- 
tilities, immediately to subdue them, much. time is lost in 
the necessary arrangements, while the spirit of disaffection | 
is spreading, and the hostile force becomes thus greatly 
increased. Within the last nine years we have had four 
difficulties of this nature; one with the Winnebagoes, two 
witli the Sacs and Foxes, and onc with the Florida Indians; 
which, altogether, have occasioned great loss of property 
great derangement of business, a heavy erpenditnre of 


. .*To be precise, twelve thousand eight hundred and 
eighty-five miles by the meanders; nine thousand cight 
hundred and forty iniles by the general courses.— Mr. Cal- 


| money, and much inconvenience in those portions of 


country affected by these troubles, and which furnished the 
militia, Whose services were required to aid the regular 
troops in their operations. An augmentation of the Army 
to a reasonable extent, if it did not prevent these occur- 
rences altogether, would certainly render them less fre- 
quent, as well as less injurious and extensive. And this 
policy is not less humane than usetul. It is far better, by 
the display of force, to render its actual employment 
unnecessary, than it is to be compelled to resort to it with 
all the usual accompaniments of an Indian campaign.” 


A force of ten thousand men is deemed to be 
necessary by the Secretary of War, but to obtain 
that force for service he shows the necessity of 
authorizing a larger number; as the casualties 
of service, with rapid discharges from three 
years enlistments, will make a difference of about 
one third between the authorized and the actual 
effective force. The commander-in-chief of the 
Army, General Macomb, concurs in this opinion, 
and shows it to be necessary to authorize an 
establishment of twelve thousand men in order 


‘to have a ‘force of ten thousand. He thus ex- 


. presses himself on this point: 


‘| & Although, according to the instructions of the Secretary 


i of War, the organization here proposed is limited to ten 

thousand men, and which may be considered asa minimum 
' force for the purposes for which the Army‘is intended, it 
; is respectiully recommended that, in order to have the 
| amount of force always effective, eighteen men be added 

to each company of infantry and artillery, which would 
| inerease‘the nominal force to something below twelve thou- 
| sand men; but.owing to the fact of the men being enlisted 


|; for only three years, the: great distance the recruits have 


: generally to.mareh, and the time consumed in joining the 


‘| regiments on the frontiers, and the necessity of keeping 


within the authorized numbers, it hardly can be expected 

that en thousand men would ever be exceeded, should 
| Congress authorize twelve thousand men, as here recom- 

mended. 

“Upon a-review of the fortifications which have been 
erected, and which are now in progress for the defense of 
the sea-coast, it is found that there is a considerable defi- 
ciency of artillerists to serve the guns, and to guard and 
preserve the torts, as well as the valuable property in them. 
It is therefore proposed, as above recommended, to aug- 
ment the number of companies in the artillery from thirty~ 
six, as now authorized, to torty. These companies of 
artillery itis proposed to distribute along the sca-board, from 
Eastport, in Maine, to the delta of the Mississippi; and, 
in order to show the proposed. distribution, two tables are 
here annexed, marked C and D; that marked C shows how 
the existing thirty-six companies may be most advantage- 
| ously disposed of; and that marked D, how it is proposed 
to distribute the forry companies. Also, a list of forts ‘ont 
the sea-coast, prepared by the Adjutant General, marked E. 
- * The infantry force, with that of the regiment, of dra- 
goons, is best adapted to the defense of the frontiers, includ- 
ing the Gulf of Mexico. The present amount of infantry 
` is not sufficient, in the opinion of the undersigned, to afford 

adequate protection to the inhabitants residing in the 

States and Terntories bordering on our Indian and other 

frontiers, and guarding the arsenals in the southern and 

western States. 

`; “TF the project above recommended, of organizing the 
infantry, as exhibited in the paper marked B, be adopted, 
making the intantry consist of nine regiments, instead of 
seven, it is proposed that they be distributed on the frontiers 

and on the Gulf of Mexico, as shown in paper marked F, 

which organization and distribution, it is betieved, will be 

the most effectual for maintaining the discipline of the 

Army, and affording protection to our extensive frontiers,” 


Mr. B. said that this report of the Secretary of 
War had been referred by the order of the Senate 
to the. Committee on Military Affairs, and this 
committee had concurred in the opinion of the 
Secretary and the General-in-Chief of the Army, 
‘that an augmentation of the troops was neces- 
‘sary. They believed that ten thousand men for 
service would: not exceed the number required; 
and to obtain that number for service, they fully 
concurred in the opinion that it was necessary to 
‘authorize an establishment of twelve thousand 


1 
i 
f 


f 


troops. The committee had reported their bill 


| accordingly; and while providing for this aug- 
_ mentation of the number, they had also proposed 


| to diversify the arms of the troops, and to add : 


] ; two species of troops | 
' peculiarly adapted to frontier service and Indian s 


riflemen and light infantry; 


_ wars, of which our military establishment was 


“now destitute, and which were called for by the | 


i united opinions of military men. 


: posed to be added, Mr. B. proceeded to-state the 
‘reasons why it should be agreed to. The regular 
| troops in time of peace, he said, were wanted for 
i four different.purposes: 

1. To guard the frontiers from Indians. 

2. To garrison the fortifications. 

3. To guard the arsenals. 


houn’s report against reducing the Army in 1818, and before 
the acquisition of Florida. 


4. To give security and tranquillity to som 
points in the South. Das : 


| guard it. 


Having thus explained the origin of the meas- | 
ure, and the amount and nature of the force pro- 


The circuit of country thus requiring to be 
| guarded is equal in extent to the largest em Pires, 
and embraces a population of fifteen millions, 
‘| This population inclides a portion not homo- 
| geneous, and is in contact with another race 
: which, in three hundred years, has seldom been 
at peace with the whites. The western and north- 
‘western frontier alone, from the Sabine to Lake 
Superior, requires an active, efficient force of six 
thousand men, and these consisting of four differ- 
ent arms: infantry, light infantry, rifle, and dra- 
goon. The vast accumulation of Indians now 
upon that frontier, and the seventy-two thousand 
yet to be removed to it, render any number less 
than six thousand for active service a mere 
mockery of defense to the people; a show to lull 
them into security, without being able to arrest 
incursions when they come. Of those tribes now 
on the western frontiers, many are warlike and 
numerous, and have never yet felt the power of 
our arms. The Camanches, the Pawnees, Black- 
feet, and Sioux, are of this description. They 
have been killing and plundering our traders and 
hunters for years, and, from the impunity they 
have enjoyed thus far, are emboltened to more 
daring enterprises. Of the Indians removed many 
are finely equipped with arms, horses, and am- 
munition, obtained from the United States as the 
inducement to their removal. Of those yet to be 
removed, seventy-two thousand souls in number, 
yielding a roll of twelve thousand warriors, seven 
thousand are the Seminoles now engaged in the 
Florida war, and twenty-five thousandare Creeks, 
now engaged in the Alabama and Georgia war. 
The origin of these wars is in the refusal of these 
Indians to remove according to the treaties which 
_ they have made. When the wars are over removal 
will ensue. Removal is the end of war; and thus, 
‘after resistance is subdued by killing a part of 
the warriors, the removal of the remainder com- 
mences. 
| A mass of thirty thousand Indians, now in 
| arms, are to be removed tothe West, the moment 
| they agree to go; and go they will, their hands 
wel! supped with arms, munitions, and horses, 
| by the United States, and their bosoms well filled 
i with hostile feelings from,the memory of their 
| lósses, and what they consider to be their wrongs. 
‘Indians had gone to the West from New York, 
' Ohio, Indiana, Michigan, and Ilinois; from Geor- 
, gia, Alabama, and Mississippi; and were yet to 
i go from all those States, and from North Caro- 
lina and Tennessee. To rélieve the old States 
i from a useless and dangerous population, and to 
' provide better homes for themselves, these Indians 
: were removed to the West; but it was a mere 
‘ transfer, not an extinction of danger; on the con- 
trary, the danger became greater from the removal 
| for it was a concentration of the savages upon a 
| weak. frontier, and in contiguity with numerous 
warlike indigenous tribes which had never yet 
‘felt the power of the white man. Western mem- 
‘bers had agreed to this removal for the benefit of 
: the older States; but they had done so under the 
` belief and conviction that they were to havea 
competent military force to guard against this 
transferred and accumulated danger. Up to this 
, moment they had never had such a force. There 
never has been a force on the West and North- 
; west, since the removals began, competent to 
So far from it, the few troops which 
could..be spared for that frontier, were scattered 
| at wide intervals upon a line of immense extent, 
and the largest body was stationed midway be- 
| tween the head and the mouth of the Mississippi, 
| to be ready to proceed in any direction that dan- 
ger threatened. This body was now upon the 
southwestern frontier, called to Natchitoches by 
| the events in Texas; and the West and’ North- 
west were almost destitute. Mr. B. looked upon 
itas the sacred duty of the States which had trans- 
ferred their dangers and burdens to the West, to 
transfer succor there also, and confidently ap- 
i pealed.to the Senators from those States to vote 
| the increase of troops which the War Department 
| recommended, and which the committee had re- 
ported. To other Senators he appealed in the 
name of that Constitution which had for its first 
| Object the COMMON DEFENSE OF THE WHOLE UNION; 
F and to every friend of the Wesr he presented the 
i; picture of fire and blood, of burnt houses, devas- 


“tated fields, slaughtered inhabitants, unburied 
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dead, food for beasts and vultures, which 
disizure the soil of Alabama, Florida, and Geor- 
ga, and demanded if they were willing to see 


these horrors repeated and mulipled upon the : 
borders of Louisiana, Arkansas, Missouri, the | 


Des Moines, Wisconsin, and Michigan? 

Mr. B. said there had been three different 
periods, under republican administrations, when 
the military peace establishment of the United 
States had been fixed by law, and on each occa- 
gion had been fixed ata larger number, the rela- 
tve condition of the country considered, than the 
present bill proposed. The first of those periods 
was in the year 1302, the first of Mr. Jefferson’s 
administration, and when the larger part of the 
troops raised in Mr. Adams’s time was disbanded. 
Mr. Adams teft a military peace establishment 
of five thousand four hundred and thirty-cight 
men and officers. Mr. Jetferson reduced it to 
three thousand three hundred and twenty-three. 
This was done inthe year 1802; and this estab- 
lishment of Mr. Jefferson was greater, in pro- 
portion to the state of the country, than twelve 
thousind would be now. Louisiana and Florida 
were not then acquired; our territorial limit has 
doubled since that time; our population ts trebled ; 
our revenues quadrupled. The frontier line of 
posts actually oceupied by our troops then was 
in Georgia, Tennessee, Kentucky, and Ohio; it 
is now in the Gulf of Mexico at Key West, at 
Pensacola, Mobile, New Orleans, the Sabine, 
Natchitoches, Red River, the Arkansas, the Kan- 
sas, Des Moines, Prairie du Chien, the Falls of 
St. Anthony, Lake Winnebago, and the outlet 
of Lake Superior; with occasional expeditions 
to the foot of the Rocky Mountains, and to the 
confines of Mexico. Thus, allowing for the 
increase of territory, for the extension of the line 
occupied, and for the increase of wealth and 
population, and an establishment of twelve thou- 
sand men now would be less in proportion than 
the reduced establishment of Mr. Jefferson was 
in 1802. ` 

The next period of comparison to which Mr. 
B. referred was that of the year 1903—the last 
year of Mr. Jetferson’s administration —when the 
military establishment, under a slight stimulus 
from “specks of war on the horizon,” no way 
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permitted to avail myself of a portion of its 
reasoning. The Secretary says: 


~ Our military establishment is limited by the act of 1815, 
passed at the termination of the late war, at ten thousand 
men. T'he corps of engineers and ordnance, by that and a 
subsequent act, were retained as they then existed; and 
the President was dirceted to constitute the establishment 
of such portions of artillery, infantry, and riflemen, as he 
might judge proper. The general orders of the 17th of May, 
1815, to fix the artillery at three thousand two hundred; 
the hight artillery at six hundred and sixty; the infantry 
five thousand four hundred and torty; and the rifle at six 
hundred and sixty. Document A exhibits a statement of 
the military establishment, including the general staff, as 
at present organized, and B exhibits a similar view of those 
of 1802 and 1eus: by a reference to which it will appear 
that our military establishments at the respective periods, 
taken in the order of their dates, present an aggregate of 
three thousand three hundred and twenty-three, of nine 
thousand nine hundred and ninety-six, and of twelve thou- 
sand six hundred and fitty six. Et is obvious that the estab- 
lishment of 1808, compared with the then wealth and pop- 
ulation of the country, the number and extent of military 
posts, is larger in proportion than the present; but the 
unsettled state of our relations with France and England 
at that period, renders the comparison not entirely just. 
Passing. then, that of 1808, let us compare the establishment 
of 1802 with the present. To forma correct comparison, it 
will be necessary to compare the capacity and necessities 
of the country then with the present time. Since that 


. period our population has nearly doubled, and our wealth 


comparable to the black clouds which now hang | 


over the South, was augmented to an aggregate 
of nine thousand nine hundred and ninety-six. 
Thus Mr. Jefferson left a military establishment 
about four thousand stronger than the one which 
now exists, and within two thousand of being as 
strong as the one now proposed. The establish- 
ment which he left when he went out of office 
was four men less than ten thousand, and we 
have but six thousand to-day. An augmentation 
of the Army, at this time, upon the basis of that 
which he left twenty-eight years ago, would give 
a force of twenty-four thousand men. 

The third period of comparison to 
B. referred was that of 1815, at the 


which Mr. 
conclusion 


of the war with Great Britain, and when the war , 


establishment waa reduced and adapted to the 


state of universal peace which then prevailed. A | 
peace establishment of twenty thousand men was . 


then the policy of Mr. Madison’s administra- 


tion; fifteen thousand was voted by the Senate; | 
ten thousand rank and file was finally agreed upon | 


in conference between the two Houses of Con- 
gress, with additions in ordnance, engineers, 
officers, &c., which presented am aggregate of 
twelve thousand six hundred and fifty-six. This 


‘was twenty-one years ago, and before the acqui- |: an ¢ 
| thousand men at this time. i 
| report upon the Congress was the next point 


sitionof Florida; and a relative increase upon that 
basis at the present time would give an establish- 
ment of about twenty thousand men. But the 
bill now before the Senate does not propose tó 
take the establishment of 1815 for a basis to be 
built upon, but as a limit to be gaverned by. It 
proposes, in fact, the same numerical strength 
which was then retained, and dispenses with part 
of the general staff, and with some parts of the 
organization. Í : 

r. B. said that the establishment of 1815 was 
confirmed in 1818; for, at that time, a proposition 
was made in Congress to reduce the Army, but 
failed under the cogent reasons which were given 
for keeping it up to that number. A call was 
made fromthe House of Representatives, m April 
of that year, upon the Secretary of War, to report 


i 


more than doubled. We have added Louisiana to our pos- 
sessions, and with it a great extent of frontier, both mari- 
time and inland. With the extension of our frontier, and 
the increase of our commercial cities, our military posts 
and fortifications have greatly multiplied.??  * i bd 
“Hf, then, the military establishment of 1802 be assumed 
to be as small as was then consistent with the safety of 
the country. our present establishment, when we take into 
the comparison the prodigious increase of wealth, popula- 
uon, extent of territory, number and distance of military 
posts, cannot be pronounced extravagant; but, on the con- 
trary, after a fair and full comparison, that of the former 
period must, in proportion to the necessities and capacities 
of the country, be admitted to be quite as large as the 
resent; and ‘on the assumption that the establishment of 
302 was as small as the public safety would then admit, a 
reduction of the expe nee of our present establishment can- 
not be made with safety to the service by reducing the 
rmy.” 


Resuming his remarks, Mr. B. said it would 
be remembered by the Senate that this report from 
which he had read was made in the year 1818; 
that it referred to the peace establishment of 1815; 
that this establishment presented an aggregate of 
twelve thousand six hundred and fifty-six; and 
that it was now proposed by the bill before thé 
Senate to raise the future peace establishment to 
twelve thousand; in other words, it was proposed 
to reéstablish in 1836 the peace establishment of 
1815; that is to say, of twenty-one years prior 
date. In these twenty-one years the population 
and wealth of the country had nearly doubled; 
Florida had been acquired, the military posts and 
fortifications had increased, and in the Gulf of 


Mexico had been extended; the Indians had been | 


‘accumulated upon the weakest frontier of the 


Union; and every reason for a military peace 
establishment was greater now than it was then. 
He (Mr. B.) claimed, then, and appropriated to 
the present occasion, every word of the report of 
1818, in favor of augmenting the Army now, 
which was used against reducing it then; and he 
claimed for every one of these words double as 


‘ much force now as it had then, the wealth and 


: damien of the country being so much greater. | 


Hey would justify an establishment of twenty 
The effect of this 


which Mr. B. would bring to the notice of the 
Senate, and he did so with pride and satisfaction. 
The effect was decisive uponthatbody. Itstopped. 
the movement to reduce the Army! It left the 


| establishment of 1815 as it was! It left the estab- | 
lishment of twelve thousand six hundred and 


fifty-six troops, with their two major generals, 
four brigadiers, and the whole general staff, pre- 
cisely as it was! The whole scheme of reduc- 
ing the Army failed at that time; and this, let it 


be well remembered, was before the acquisition | 


of Florida; that acquisition which has given us 
the double line of coast of that a to guard, 
with the important stations of Ke West, ampa 
Bay, St. Marks,and Pensacola. ‘This important 


‘and 1821, to 


2. The accumulation of Indians on the western 
frontier. 

3. The increased wealth and population of the 
country. 

These reasons all applied in favor of a perma- 
nent peace establishment, while the wars with 
the Creeks and Seminoles required additional 
regular troops. General Scott had earnestly 
applied for them, had earnestly called for filling 
up the ranks early, so as to have the recruits 
trained for service by the commencement of the 
winter campaign in Florida. 

Mr. B. said, that besides the augmentation of 
the Army, a diversity of arms was proposed, by 
reviving a light infantry and a rifle regiment. 
The open order and quick evolutions of the light 
infantry made that species of force peculiarly 
proper on the frontier, and against Indians; and 
as for the rifle, it was the national weapon whose 
fame was identified with the American name in 
all its wars, civilized and savage, from the first 
settlement of the country down to the most glo- 
rious battle of the San Jacinto, That weapon 
should be preserved and cherished in the Ameri- 
can Army. 

But it will be said the Army was actually 
reduced; that it was reduced to six thousand men. 
This was true; but it was not reduced in 1818, 
nor at any period that the Treasury was in the 
condition that it was at the time of that report, 
or at the present time. It was reduced in 1821, 
when the public Treasury, from a dream of inex- 
haustible surplus, was suddenly awakened to the 
reality of a deficit! and when every branch of 

i the poe expenditure on which curtailment 
| could be made to fall, was brought to the test of 
| retrenchment, and placed under the edge of the 
| pruning knife. The Army, of course, was a 
i subject for the operation, and underwent the 
| largest amputation; the Navy, the fortifications, 
and other branches, were also largely cut down. 

Mr. B. said that he here touched a point in 

‘our history which was pregnant with instruction 
and very fit for reflection and meditation, now 
when we had reached another point of similar 
character, and to be followed by similar conse- 
quences. History was said to be philosophy, 
teaching by example. If it was so, philosophy 
must have lost her capacity to teach—at least to 
teach the Congress of 1836—if the lesson of 1817, 
1818, 1819, 1820, and 1821, can be lost upon us. 
Our financial condition was, in the beginning of 
that period, what it now is—a full and overflow- 
ing Treasury; it was, at the end of that period, 
what it will probably be in two or three years 
again, drained to the bottom, and entirely empty ! 
. Thus, in June, 1817, we had in the Bank of the 

United States, besides many millions in the name 

of public officers, the sum of $15,935,050 standing 
| to the credit of the Treasurer of the United States; 
‘in June of the next year that sum was reduced 
to $6,686,387; in June, 1819, it was reduced to 
append in June, 1820, it was $946,115; in 

ecember of that year it was $388,210; and in 
' the first quarter of 1821 the public money in the 
: bank was exhausted, and the sum of $1,044,539 
| was overdrawn! In less than four years, the 
| vision of an inexhaustible surplus had ended in 
| the reality of a deficit of a million ! and this with- 
| out having had recourse to arly schemes of dis- 
‘ tribution, by gift or loans, to get rid of it, and 
' in defiance of retrenchment, curtailment, and 
! economy, éxerted to the uttermost in 1819, 1820, 
revent a recurrence to taxes or 
| loans. The Navy appropriation for the gradual 
increase was cut down from a million toa half 
million; fortifications were reduced from about 
eight hundred thousand dollars per annum to 
about three hundred thousand dollars; and in 
1821 the Army was reduced to six thousand men. 
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This is the brief history of the surplus of 1817 | 


and the deficit of 1821. The same cause made | 
the surplus then which makes it now: multipli- | 
cation of banks, profuse issues of bank notes, 
loans to everybody, great importations of goods, 
and large sales of public lands; all growing out 
of the wild spirit of speculation engendered by 
the paper system, and the universal receivahility 
of bank notes by the General Government for 
lands, duties, and post office charges; the same 
cause made the deficit which will soon make it 
again—the contraction and revulsion of the paper 
system, : ; 

Mr. B. said the question of augmenting the 
Army had been incidentally discussed in the 


course of the debate on the fortification bill, and ` 
the old and popular objection—the danger of . 


standing armies in time of peace—was pressed 
into service, and made to do hard duty in a case 
in which the objection could have no application 
atall, Vain was the fear, idle the alarm, of dan- 
ger, of fifteen millions of people from twelve 
thousand of theix countrymen, enrolled upon a 
military peace establishment, and scattered on a 
circuit of nine thousand miles? But the answer 
which this.same objection received in 1818 from 
the Secretary of, War, [Mr. Calhoun,] from 
whose report he had just read, was so just and 
striking, so trug in reference both to the military 
and to the people, that he. would dispense with 
his own remarks, and adopt those of that Secre- 
tary. hey are: 

“To consider the present Army as dangerous to our 


liberty, partakes, it is conceived, more of timidity than of | 


wisdom. Not.to insist on the character of the officers, 
who, as a body, are high minded and honorable men, 
attached to the principles of freedom by education and 
reflection, what well-founded apprehension ‘can there he 
from an establishment so small, distributed on so extended 
a frontier, with many thousand miles between the extreme 


points occupied? But the danger, it may be said, is not so it. they are in quite as much danger of insurrection as we | 


much from. its numbers, as by a spirit hostile to liberty, by 
which, it is supposed, ali regular armies are actuated. 
This observation is probably true when applied to standing 
armies collected into large and powerful tnasses; but, dis- 
persed as ours is, over so vast a surface, the danger, I con- 
ceive, is of an opposite character; that bath officers and 


soldiers will lose their military babits and feelings, by | 
E RE 


gliding gradually into those purely civil.” 


` Having shown the reasons in favor of this | 


augmentation of the regular Army, and answered 


the objections to it—having shown that the | 


reduction in 1821 resulted entirely from the deficit 
in the Treasury, an objection which could no 
longer prevail, as the Treasury was now dis- 
tressingly, and to some gentlemen. alarmingly 
full—he would repeat that this augmentation was 
a WESTERN measure, called for by WESTERN Voices, 
and. due to the state and condition of that section 
of the Union. To provide for the common DE- 
FENSE was the first object of the Confederacy of 
these States; and it was by troops that the West 
was to receive her portion of this common defense. 
Forts and navies belonged to the sca-coast— 


armed men to the inland frontier. The Secretary | 
of War, {Governor Cass,] in laying down a gen- ' 
eral plan of national defense, has indicated, with |} 
a masterly hand, the wants and remedies of the | 
A military road in the rear of the States . 


West. 


and, Territories, from the Sabine to the Wiscon- 


sin—a chain of posts at intervals along the whole || 
route—an increased force, of different arms, to | 


traverse the country, and to make occasional 
expeditions to distant points; such is his recom- 
mendation; and it now only awaits the sanction 
of Congress.to carry it into effect, and to give to 
the great West the protection which her position 


demands, what the Constitution guaranties, and | 


what the accumulation of Indians upon her border 
converts into a debt of justice, and an obligation 
of high and sacred duty. 


THE LABORING CLASSES. 


SPEECH. OF HON. ELI MOORE, 
` QF NEW YORK, i 
Iy Tue House or REPRESENTATIVES, 
May 5, 1836, 
in reply to Hon. Wappy Tuomeson, and others, the House 


being in Coinmittee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union. 


Mr. MOORE said: 
Mr. Cuainman: Previous to entering upon the 
subject properly before the committee, I shall 


avail myself of this opportunity—the first that 
has been afforded me—of replying to certain mis- 
| representations that have been made, both here 


‘and elsewhere, concerning the laboring classes. | 
The committee, I trust, will the more readily | 
excuse this digression, when the relation in which ' 


: I stand to the workingmen is considered. Having 
been long and intimately connected with their 
: cause, and approving, as I do, of their principles 
‘and measures, I cannot consent to hear them 
‘assailed, without making an’ effort to vindicate 
i them. They have been denounced as agrarians, 
i| levelers, and anarchists, and their unions as 
| unlawful and mischievous. I shall endeavor to 
|| show, sir, that in all this great injustice has been 
done them. It is not my intention at this time to 
notice all the slanders that have been cast upon 
them, whether in or out of the Halls of Congress; 
' my more immediate object is to reply to the hon- 
: orable gentleman from South Carolina, whom I 
see before me, {Mr. Tuomrson,] or at least to so 
much of his speech on the Navy appropriation 
bill as relates to the laboring classes. The hon- 


_ orable gentleman, in the course of his remarks, | 


holds the following language: 


& I entreat gentlemen to look well to the consequences 
: of the experiment of sending the Government there (to the 
North) as a competitor in the labor market, and under the 
constraint of positive orders to expend this vast sum, let 
labor rise ever so high. It is already one dollar a day, 
: when in the South and West it is less than fifty cents. 
: These appropriations are not for this yearalone. They are 
; the beginning of a system of lavish expenditure, which will 

last until 1842; no Jonger—no, sir, no longer, my word for 
j it. Are the judicious men of the North, the property 


| 
| 
| holders of the North, disposed to organize in their bosom 
i| this army of day-laborers—men who, all over the world, 
| spend, between Saturday and Monday, the wages of the 
| week; and who, at the period of their disbandment in 
| 1842, will be penniless, and who must go supperless to bed, 
| unless they rob by lawless insurrection, or by the equally 
| terrible process of the ballot-box. Let gentlemen look to 


' are.” 


mocracy of the country, rob through the ballot- 
i boxes! Whatare we to understand by this? Sir, 


ment ought to be founded on property; that none 


| that the minority should govern. It recognizes 
a doctrine which strikes at the very root of free 
i| government. It is, in fact, the doctrine of des- 


| majority. Consult the annals of the past, and 


liberties of the people, that the people were first 
charged with rapacious and seditious designs. 
| The cry of agrarianism, of sedition and revolu- 
|| tion, was raised, in order that their calumniators 
|| might have an excuse for plundering and oppress- 
ing them. 
; tocracy of this country have similar designs upon 
the people at the present time? I confess there 


of monopoly and of mercenary ambition which is 
spreading with such fearful and reckless rapidity, 
but especially in the calumnies which are con- 
stantly propagated against the working men, 
against democratic principles, and against the 
|| advocates of liberal sentiments generally. Nay, 
to those who have paid any attention for the last 
few years to the movements of the aristocratic 
or anti-democratic party of this country, it must 
be evident that a clandestine but vigorous. war is 
waging against popular freedom, Let the people 
look to it while yet they may. Let them not be 
deceived neither by names nor by professions. Let 
them not suppose that all who pretend to be their 
friends, politically, are so in reality. It is not all 
who ery “Lord, Lord, that are worthy of the 
kingdom.” 

Mr. Chairman, I regret the attack has been 
made. It may lead to a controversy from which 
it will be most difficult toexclude jealousies, heart- 
burnings, and recriminations. Fam not quite cer- 
tain, however, that it will not, in the main, be 
productive of good. It may serve to establish 
more distinctly, and more permanently, the land- 
marks which distinguish the two great political 
parties of this country—the democreey and the 


you will find that whenever despotism resolved | 
| tostrengthen itself, or the aristocracy of a country | 
had determined to trench upon the rights and ' 


Can it be that the new fledged aris- | 


| The laboring classes, the backbone of the De- . 


it admits but of this konstruadon sae govern- | 


but the wealthy ought to be allowed to vote; and | 


| 


are strong indications of it, not only in that spirit | 


‘| potism itself. No measure, sir, can be carried | 
through the medium of the ballot-box but by the || 


guise the fact, that “the time is coming, and now 
is,” when the political gulf between these two 
parties must be widened and deepened. The 
people begin to distinguish between mere theoret- 
ical and practical Democrats—between those who 
but have the doctrine of equal rights on their lips, 
and those who wear it in their hearts; and hence 
the days of political amalgamations and of polit- 
ical jugglery, arenumbered. Henceforth, I trust, 
the battle will be fought on the ground of principle 
alone. 

Mr. Chairman, it has been more than insin- 
uated that danger is to be apprehended from the 
turbulent spirit of democracy; that the signs of 


` the times are portentous of evil; that the fountains 


| tions. 


of the moral and political deep are in danger of 
being broken up, and that the waves of anarchy, 
rapacity and misrule, threaten to burst their bar- 
riers, and deluge the land. It was with regret 
that I heard such sentiments uttered. It was with 
regret that I heard the integrity of the laboring 
classes, and the principles of democracy, so un- 
justly impugned; and if it shali be the last act of 
my life, I will aiempi to hurl back the imputa- 

Sir, I fear that those attacks upon the 
people—the democracy—which would circum- 
scribe and destroy. Let this doctrine be carried 
out, and the principles upon which the Govern- 
ment is founded are utterly subverted. 

The line which separates the friends and ene- 
mies of equal rights is broad and distinct, and 
need not, must not, he mistaken. The political 
principles by which these two parties are gov- 
erned, are utterly and eternally incompatible and 
antagonistical. k behooves the people, therefore, 
to discriminate, and to bear constantly in mind 
that the friends of pure and unadulterated democ- 
racy (as contradistinguished from the friends of 
aristocracy ) are in favor ofa government founded 
on persons, and not on property; on equal rights, 
and not on exclusive privileges. The friends of 
freedom hold that legislation, to be just, must be 
equal; that all chartered monopolies are incom- 
patible with the. spirit of free governments, and 
prejudicial to the interests and liberties of the 
people. ‘They contend for equality of political 
franchise. They maintain that the only righteous 


| System of government is that which is based on 


the will of the majority, and administered by 
persons freely chosen by the people; and that 
the people are the only rightful sovereigns. Such, 
then, are the leading principles of the working 
men; such the r of democracy; and if 
these principles are dangerous and mischievous 
in their nature, and calculated to produce anarchy 
and sedition, as has been alege? then is liberty 
a bitter curse, instead of a blessing; and the 
founders of our free institutions were the authors 
of a most pernicious political heresy! But whọ 
will assert such to be the fact? Who will affirm, 
openly and unqualifiedly, that the doctrine of 
political equality is the doctrine of anarchy and 
outrage; or that the democracy is the party of 
sedition, of pillage, and of violence? But few 
can be found bold enough to make the charge 
openly and distinctly. No. The sign is not 
quite right yet. The calumny must be insinuated 
for the present. The charga must be indirect; 
the war must be conducted with great caution 
and circumlocution. The assailants must assume 
as many shapes as fabled Proteus, and wear as 


: many disguises as Harlequin; they must use 


secret. weapons, deal foul blows, and deal them 
in the dark. Nothing like daylight and fair play 
must be tolerated; no outward Bad evident demon- 
stration must yet be made; the people, the laborin 


‘classes, the democracy, are first to be slandere 


and traduced, vaguely. Something must be hinted 


‘about agrarianism, and about the insecurity of 


the rights of property. But.ask these calumni- 


-ators what they mean by agrarianism, and they 


are puzzled ta explain. Some think that itis a 
species of political monster which was created by 
two celebrated brothers of the olden time; but 
whether it was by Moses and Aaron, or by 
Tiberius and Cornelius, they are not quite certain. 
Others suppose that agrarianism means an equal 
distribution of property, but are not quite confi- 
dent of thateyen. Well, ask them if they ever 
saw or conversed with an individual holding such 


4 ey : sentiments; and they will tell you no, if they tell 
aristocracy. And, sir, it is idle to attempt to dis- |! i y ‘ 


you the truth. Ask them if they believe that 
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and beheve, 
ders do so either iznerantly or maliciously; and 
the greater part beeause they are slanders. The 
people, the Inboring classes, are neither so unwise 
nor so unreasonable as to either expect or desire 
a perfeet equality of wealth, They know and 
feel chat it would net only be anjust, but that it 
is impracticadle. So long as some are more 
industrious, More provident, and more frugal 
than otiters, an meguahty of wealth must, and 
ought to exist, The people, the democracy, con- 
tend for no measure that does not hold out to 
individual enterprise proper motives for exertion. 
All they ask is, Chat the great principle upon 
which the Government is founded, the principle 
of equal rights, should be faithfully observed, 
and carried out to the exclusion of all exclusive 
privileges, This they do ask, and no more; they 
will be satisfied with no less, 

Sir, can it be seriously and henestly believed 
by any man in the possession of his wits, that 
the principles of democracy or of equal rights, 
endanger the rights of property; or that the in- 
terestand safety of the State willbe plotted against 
by three fourths of the people composing the 
State? The notion is too absurd and ridiculous 
to be entertained for a moment. There is no 
danger, sir, that three fourths of the people will 
turn political suicides at this time of day. No 
one believes that the rights of property and the 
institutions of the country are in danger from the 
influence of democratic principles, or from the 

olitical ascendency of the people. No, sir, these 
insinuations against the virtue and intelligence of 
the people are made for sinister purposes, and are 
the offspring of political depravity; and, as I have 
before intimated, are the sure and unerring indi- 
cations of a vigorous attack upon popular liberty. 
Again, I repeat, let the people look to it. 

Public violence and disorders generally, if not 
universally, have their origin in a violation of the 
principles of equality and justice; and when these 
principles are outraged, it is generally by the few 
and not by the many, it being the manifest inter- 
est of the majority to preserve them pure and 
unimpaired. All the horrors, enormities, and 
abominations, consequent upon the French revo- 
lution, be it remembered, had theip origin in the 
oppressions practiced by the aristocratic few. 

In Europe the aristocracy are the conservative 
party. The English House of Lords was origin- 
ally composed of men who had associated. for 
the purpose of protecting the property which they 
had plundered from the people. The pore 
thus unjustly obtained, and the onerous laws 
designed for its protection, have been the means 
by which the people of that country have been so 
long and so sorely oppressed. Itis the conscious- 
ness of the injustice which has been done the 
people, that causcs the aristocracy of Europe so 
much dread of sedition and revolution, and so 
much apprehension about the security of prop- 
erty. ln a Government where the people are 
well informed, property can never be respected 
where it has been obtained in violation of just and 
equal rights, and used as an instrument of oppres- 
sion. But, on the other hand, no danger need to 
be apprehended for thesecurity of property where 
the people are enlightened, and where it has been 
obtained by fair and honest means. The right 
of property in free and intelligent communities, 
is safe in proportion to the number it has to pro- 
tect it. Hence in this country, where the people 
are the conservative party, there can be no danger 
ofa violation of this right. It has a protector in 
every friend of equality and justice. The people, 
the true source of all political power, are its de- 
fenders; it is. their interest to be so. If, then, 
there be a set of men among us who would vio- 
late the rights of property, they cannot belong to 


rs 


: did Sparta, enriched 


identified with the preservation of the Union, and 
with the stability and integrity of the Govern- 
ment. They are the conservative party. Who, | 
then, are the malcontents, ifany there be? Which | 
is the party of sedition, if such there be? Not 
the people, not the democracy. No; but the 
opponents of democracy, the enemies of equal 
rizhts, the champions of exclusive privileges and 
of monopolies; they are the aristocracy. What 
can be more unjust and preposterous, then, than 
the insinuation of the aristocracy, that there is 
danger of their being despoiled of their property 
by the people, the democracy? But what say 
facts? Why, sir, they tell us, what everybody 
knows to be truc, that where there is one instance 
where the rights of property have been violated 
by the people, or popular institutions, there are 
five thousand instances where the people have 
been plundered and beggared by the heartless 
cupidity of the privileged few. Sir, there is much 
ereater danger that capital will unjustly appro- 
priate to itself the avails of labor, than that labor 
will unlawfully seize on capital. I defy gentle- 
men to point to a solitary instance where the 
people possessing legislative powers have prosti- 
tuted those powers to the purpose of plunder. 
But, on the other hand, where politcal power 
has been eoncentrated in the hands of the few, 
you will find that the rights of the multitude, 
whether pecuniary, natural, or political, have 
been violated, disregarded, and trampled in the 
dust. And, for the proof, I appeal to the page 
of history. History, sir, will bear me out in the 
declaration, that the aristocracy, of whatever age 
or country, have, at all times and under all cir- 
cumstances, invariably and eternally robbed the 
people, sacrificed their rights, and warred against 
iberty, virtue, and humanity. I am aware that 
it is quite fashionable to impute the domestic 
feuds and ¢ivil dissensions which have convulsed 
nations to the inéonstancy and profligacy of the 
eople. The imputation is both false and inso- 
fens In despotic and arbitrary Governments the 
agitation of the people is but the restiyeness of a 
sick man, who incessantly changes his position, 
because none of them which he assumes will 
afford himrelief The people generally complain, 
but at the last extremity; for their regard and 
reverence for the law acts ever as a restraint upon 
their just complaints while they have a hope of 
redress. They more readily forgive than avenge | 
their wrongs, and are never fickle nor seditious 
when in the enjoyment of their equal and natural 


sum of happiness. The true causes of sedition i; 
and tumult are too well known to be mistaken. ; | 
, endurance by the tyranny of the aristocracy, they 


The oppressions of the aristocracy; the insolence 
of caste; the power of concentrated wealth; the 
blight of avarice, such are the causes which ever 
tend to destroy the equipoise of a State, and sow 
dissensions amongst its members. Run over the 
history of nations, and point out a single one 
which, becoming rich as Carthage, for instance, 
maintained, like Sparta and Rome in their days 
of glory, the talents and virtues which are the 
groundwork of republican sccurity. Name a 


single State, a single kingdom, where the concen- :, of < 1 g : 
tration of power and wealth did not gencrate a | clans; let not its promise be a lie to ourselves, 


` our wives, and ou 


spirit of tyranny. Where has concentrated wealth 
failed to breathe division, injustice, and the con- 
sequent contempt of laws natural and political ? 
In what country has it not invited the march of 
the invader and the yoke of the tyrant? Why 
the advice and policy of 


` Lysander, lose the virtue and the power which 


' she had retained duri 
. cumbered with the accumulated wealth and fatal | 


: south of Europe, withstood the shock of foreign 
: invasion, and fought with success against the j; 


the real democracy of the country; they can form ` 


no portion of, can 


have no alliance with, the friends ,, 


of equal rights. No, they must be sought else- | 


where. They must be sought among the friends 
of exclusive privileges, of monopolies and of aris- ` 
tocracy; but not in the ranks of the democracy. 
Again, our system of government being based 
on the principle of equal rights, claims the friends | 
of equal rights as its supporters. They are in | 
fact the party whose interest and welfare arc: 


“century the freest republic of the modern era? 


: sacred rights, tortured in their dearest feelings, 


six hundred years of |. 
frugal independence? hy did the Roman Re- |; 
public fall to decay as soon as her nobility were | 
spoils of conquered nations? _ r 
Many of the republics of the middle ages, in the 


stranger, but to see their liberties cloven down 
by the blows of domestic tyranny. Why instance | 
the example of Florence—until the thirteenth 


Why show the people, wronged in their most | 


trodden under foot by the contending aristocratic 
parties of the day, pouring out their life blood 
for Guelf and for Gibeline, till, exhausted by the 
fruitless contest, they sat down in quiet submis- 


1 


Ho. or Reps. 
sion, no longer able to resist the yoke of titled 
despotism ? 


Genoa, too, once free, happy, and powerful, 
paid the forfeit of inequality. The curse of all 


_ republics lighted upon her head; and tossed by 


passions, begotten of clashing privileges and con- 
tending interests, which seemed to grow out of 
the lust of ambition rather than out of the love of 
freedom, settled down, after various vicissitudes, 


‘into a rigid oligarchy. 


The once free and happy Venitians trusted to 
the hollow promises of the aristocracy, and mark 
the consequences of their credulity. They con- 
tinued to sleep over the imminence of danger 
until awakened from their lethargy by the shriek 
of expiring freedom and the clank of patrician 
chains. An euog and iron-handed aristoc- 
racy gave the charter of their liberties to the 
winds of the Adriatic; and beneath the ruins of 
their free institutions sat the dark conclave of a 
gloomy inquisition, and the titled murderers of 
the Secret Tribunal. 

All States, in their infancy, had laws favorable 
to equality; all, however, have been condemned 
to see distinctions and preferences grow up among 
their citizens; and although wealth and dignities 
were at first but litle regarded, so influential 
were their gradual sway, that they proved all- 
sufficient to undermine he stability oF the laws, 
and subjugate the spirit of the multitude. Con- 
sider the length of time which elapsed before the 
plebcians of Rome could come to the resolve of 
sharing the magistracy with the patricians. Yet 
the people were not unconscious of their influence 
and their power. The exile of Tarquin had 
inspired them with an extreme love of freedom. 
The banishment of the lewd tyrant had induce 
the hope among the people of yielding to the 
omnipotence of the laws alone. They had sus- 
tained a long and obstinate war of principles 
which must have elevated their sentiments. An 
yet we all know how many indignities, how many 
exactions, how many tortures; we all know how 
often the lash of the patrician’s taskmaster re- 
sounded in the ergastula; how often the hard 
earnings of the laborer were wrung from his toil- 


‚worn palms, to dower the patrician wife, or 
| furnish the extravagancies of a patrician bridal; 


how often the plebeian debtor was limbed, joint 
by joint, to answer the claims of his patrician 
creditor; how often the Roman gemonia echoed 
with the agony of a tortured people, before they 
thought, I will not say to hurl their claims at 
their oppressors, but to stand on the imprescript- 
ible law of self-protection. Goaded at last beyond 


secede, and intrench their rights on the sacred 
mount. They were sufficiently powerful to have 
crushed their enemies, or, at least, to have vindi- 
cated the equality of the laws; yet I know not 
what lurking sense of dependence, what lingering 
habits of deference to the wealthy, arrests the 
thought of vengeance; all that they ask, all the 

desire, is not to be tortured—not to be oppressed. 
We have eaten of the bread of panda, the bread 
of communion, with -you, they say to the patri- 


r children! The magistrates 


: whom they appoint to watch over their safety 


bear no badge of authority, and are content to sit 
at the outer door of the patrician Senate. The 
tribunes, who knew. their power, and exerted 
every faculty to uphold the dignity of their order, 
how long was it before they could bring the ple- 
beians properly to value the principle of equality? 


: If the multitude swell around the forum; ifitreécho 
! with their angry murmurs; if they show a dispo- 


authority from lawless hands, 
fear not, it is all a show; a sort of blind and con- 
Tused instinct, the fruit of habit, holds back the 

lebeians; and unconscious of the fact, that very 
instinct militates against their best and most 
sacred interest, and calms every burst of indig- 
nation into order and peace. They must gradu- 
ally become familiar with the extent of their 
rights, and if, in a moment of violence and strife, 
they assert the privilege of sharing the fasces 
with the patricians, a whole century will have 
passed away before they dare fully to enjoy that 
privilege. So much for the disposition to insur- 

ency against the rich, attributed to the poor or 
aboring classes. And yet, in the teeth of all 


sition to wrest the 


446 


APPENDIX TO THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


[May 5, 


24TH Cona.... Ist SESS. 


The Laboring Classes—Mr. Moore. 


Ho. or Reps, 


these facts, in contradiction to all experience, and 
in defiance of the concurrent testimony of his- 
tory, our modern aristocracy have the presump- | 
tion, nay, the bald-faced impudence, to allege 1 
that the people have ever a propension to sedition |; 
and plunder. 

Sir, is it nots 
the aristocracy of any country should have the 
hardihood to make pretensions to a higher sense 


trange, is it not marvelous, that | 


of political justice, and claim to possess a greater |, 
share of morality and virtue, than the people, the |: 


democracy? What is the history of the aris- ; 
tocracy, whether of ancient or of modern times, 


tion? What is it but a history of bands of polit- 
ical marauders, whose bond of union was sordid , 
ambition,and whose watch word and rallying cry ` 
was rapine; in a word, what is it but a history 
whose every page bears the indelible impress of 
omnipotent depravity? Sir, wherever the power 


: revenge. 


i 
| 
but a history of aggression, of perfidy, sedition, į; 
debauchery, and of moral and political prostitu- | 


associate of aristocracy, than its professors (the 
once humble followers of the meek and lowly 
Jesus) rushed from the cloister and the cell, like 
lions from their lairs, or rather, like wolves from 


| 


| 
| 
| 


their dens, thirsting for blood, and howling for : 


chalice and the cross, were exchanged for the 


_and surplice, for the mail of stecl, the cuirass, and 


The symbols of peace and purity, the | 


| 


they are: they are the sordid champions of ex- 
clusive privileges, and of chartered monopolies; 
those cunningly-devised substitutes of feudal 
tenures, and the ‘insolent prerogative of primo- 
geniture.” They are the common enemies of 
equal rights, and of that just and benign policy 


: which would secure the greatest good to the 


' spear and javelin; the robes of sanctity, the gown ` 


the casque. The clang of arms and the war shout , 


were preferred to the morning hymn and the 
evening orison; and, instead of singing hallelujahs 
to the Prince of Peace, those sanguinary heroes 
shouted hosannas to the Demon of War! The 
cross was raised in the battle, and glittered on 
their shields; and corrupted Christianity was 
spread, by dint of arms, from the Thracian Bos- 
phorus to the banks of the Wolga. But, alas! 
ag it advanced, virtue receded! 
the pagans repulsed than the spurious Chris- 


' tians turned their swords, still reeking with the 


No sooner were : 


of an aristocracy, especially of a moneyed aris- :, blood of the infidel, against each other. The 
tocracy, is fearlessly exercised, the whole moral and |, heretics were massacred, and their estates confis- 
political atmosphere becomes so contaminated, '' cated, and some of the penal regulations were 
that the heart and its passions, life and its pur- || copied from the edicts of that very Dioclesian 


poses, are alike prostituted to lust and infamy, to || 
avarice and ambition, Within the circle of its | 
influence no generous aspiration can spring, no | 
moral verdure can flourish, no virtue can live; || 
honor, gratitude, beneficence, patriotism—all, all |: 
perish. The maxim of the Athenian orator, that |: 
action, action, action, was the soul of oratory, ` 
appears to have been translated by all aristocra- | 
cles construing the essence of political power into |, 
corruption, corruption, corruption! 
Sir, when man becomes so far regardless of || 
the rights and welfare of his fellow man as first |, 
deliberately to despoil him of the fruits of his 
labor, and of those inalienable rights which God || 
and nature vouchsafed to him, and then deride |: 
his misfortunes and exult over his degradation, | 
as is the wont of the aristocrat, he is and must |; 
be fitted for any and every enormity, and would, |! 
nay docs, in very deed, spurn the breast that |; 
feeds him—* crams, and blasphemes the feeder.” 
Do I speak in terms too strong of the corrupt- | 
ing influence and of the abominations of aris- | 
tocracy? By no means. Turn to the page of | 
history, and point me to the people whose virtue | 
or whose patriotism was proof against such influ- ' 
ence, after such influence had once been felt. In the || 
footsteps of aristocracies, especially of moneyed | 
aristocracies, ever follows venal and enervating | 
luxury; that common bane of all prosperous Gov- |: 
ernments; that fell destroyer of all manly and || 
patriotic virtue; that seductive syren who sings 
of glory while she scatters pestilence and wither- 
ing mildews round the land. Sir, the history of 
the past is before us; let us be admonished by 
the lessons it inculcates. . Classic Greece, and 
stern republican Rome, those former lights and | 
wonders of the world, in an evil hour took to 
their bosoms the serpent luxury, and, ere they 
were aware, became entangled in its folds; they 
struggled, and struggled, but in vain—its subtle, 
sickly poison had reached their vitals, unstrun 
their sturdy nerves, palsied their giant arms, ahd 
stretched diet helpless and hopeless in the dust! 
The dialects of Aristotle, the philosophy of 
Plato, and the eloquence of Cicero, were opposed 
in vain to the moral and political pestilence which 
swept the land. The influence of wealth and 
luxury not only banished virtue and patriotism 
from the Grecian and Roman States, but carried 
vice and corruption into the very heart of Chris- 
tendom! it not only debased the principles of 
Socrates and Seneca, but the vicars of Christ and 
‘the defenders of the faith. It triumphed alike 
over heathen philosophy and Christian divinity; 
and for the proof, I would refer you to both pro- 
fane and ecclesiastical history During the three 
first centuries, the professors of Christianity kept 
themselves comparatively “pure and unspotted 
from the world,’’ and their consciences innocent 
‘from secret conspiracy or open rebellion. When 
persecuted by their enemies, they retaliated not, 
but, in imitation of their Heavenly Teacher, 
meekly bowed their necks to the blow. But after 
Christianity had become the ally of wealth and 
power, mark the change! behold how soon its 
whole garb and character are altered ! No sooner 


' practical knowled 


| the ranks of the 


had it become the favorite of royalty, and the 


who had dealt destruction among the Christians. 
*¢ And this method of conversion was applauded 
by the same bishops who had felt the hand of 
oppression, and pleaded for the rights of human- 
ity. 

But I will pursue this subject no further. My 
object was merely to show that neither the teach- 
ings of philosophy, nor the inspiration of religion, 
were capable of counteracting or resisting the 
corrupt and unhallowed influence of associated 
power and wealth—of aristocracy. And yet, 
with a knowledge of these facts, with a full and 
ge of the immoral and corrupting 
tendency and character of aristocratic principles, 
our venal, flippant, upstart aristocrats, with heads 
thrown back, and arms akimbo, presume to prate 
of virtue and morality, and dare to impugn the 
integrity and patriotism of their betters, the 
democracy. Their arrogance and folly can only 
be parallel€d by their depravity. 

But, sir, much has been said against associa- 
tions—not of bankers, nor of brokers, but of 
mechanics and laborers. Why, it has been asked 
with alarm and indignation, why this commotion 
among the laboring classes? hy this banding 
together and forming of unions throughout the 
country? Sir, these associations are intended as 
counterpoises against capital, whenever it shall 
attempt to exert an unlawful or undue influence. 
They are a measure of self-defense and of self-pres- 
ervation, and therefore are not illegal! Both the 


| 
| 


‘| Nevertheless, I do contend that the Democratic 
| party, as a party, have, from the organization of 
, the Government to the present time, ever been dis- 


_ of liberal or popular principles. 


laws of God and man justify resistance to the !' 


robber and the homicide, even unto death! The 
are considered necessary guards against the en- 
croachments of mercenary ambition and tyranny, 


and the friends of exclusive privileges, therefore, | 


may, with propriety, dread their power and their 


influence. The union of the working men is not | 


only a shield of defense against hostile combina- 
tions, but also a weapon of attack that will be 
successfully wielded against the oppressive meas- 
ures of a corrupt and despotic aristocracy. It is 


the brand of Iotaus searing and annihilating the | 


Lernæan monster. 
The present indications of disquietude in the 


public mind excite no alarm among the friends | 


of equal rights. It is proof that liberty is abroad, ; makes poor and impotent 


and that the ‘* bone and muscle of the country” 
are imbued with its spirit. It is an evidence that 


the Republic retains a goodly share of its original | 


purity and freshness, and that the blood flows 
fast and the pulse beats strongly in the body- 
politic, denoting youthful health and vigor. The 
friends of equal rights, therefore, I say, are not 
alarmed at these signs of concert and energy in 
eople. They perceive, in’ the 
gathering cloud, the lightning that is to purify the 
political atmosphere. It flashes, but terrifies the 
foes of freedom! 
And who are they that clamor against the 
efforts of the laboring classes to protect their 
rights and elevate their condition? Who that 


approve of indictments and prosecutions against : 


them for seeking refuge in union and association 
from combination and oppression, and hold guilt- 
less at the same time the confedcrates of all con- 


spiracies against them? Sir, I will tell you who 


i 


greatest number. They are the aristocracy, and, 
therefore, traitors to the principles of the Govern- 
ment which affords them protection. 

But it is denied that there are any such party in 
this country as an aristocracy. The Constitution, 
it is said, recognizes no such order. True, sir, 
neither does the Constitution recognize a paper 
currency; but does it follow, therefore, that no such 
currency exists? The Constitution of the United 
States positively prohibits the emission of bills of 
credit, by the State governments; and yet it is 
notorious, that such issues, in the shape of bank 
bills, are made daily, by and with the consent of 
every State governmentin the Union. Itisabsurd, 
therefore, to argue that there is no aristocracy in 
this country, because the Constitution recognizes 
no such party or order. But as names do not 
alter the nature of things, it makes but very little 
difference by what name that political party is 
called, which advocates exclusive privileges, or an 
inequality of rights. Their principles are equally 
adverse to the spirit of democracy, by whatever 
name they may be designated. 

A nately democratic Government must neces- 
sarily be opposed, in its very character and nature, 
to ailueonopoties and unequal legislation; and no 
party, therefore, in favor olehati and exclusive 
privileges, can, with any propriety, claim to be 
the party of democracy: it would be equally proper 
for a disciple of Mahomet to call himself a Chris- 
tian. Sir, is it not base and horrible mockery, 


‘nay, downright perfidy, for any party or individ- 


ual to profess the principles of democracy, or 
political equality, and pursue monopoly or aristo- 
cratic measures at the same time? Whoever 


_ professes to be a Democrat and acts upon federal 


or monopoly principles, deserves to be stigma- 
tized as a political dissembler and traitor. 

Sir, shall I be told that the Democratic party 
numbers amongst its nominal supporters, mo- 
nopolists, or aristocrats? I am aware of the fact, 
sir, without being advised of it at this time. 


tinguished from their political adversaries, whether 
known as federalists, aristocrats, monopolists, 
nationals, or modern Whigs, by their advocacy 
The history of 
the two parties shows this. The first prominent 
anti-democratic measure proposed in this country, 
was that of the funding or banking system. Alex- 
ander Hamilton, the avowed advocate of an aris- 
tocracy, was the fit champion of this unequal and 
onerous measure, and from which has emanated 
that whole system of monopoly which now over- 
shadows the land, and threatens to subvert the 
liberties of the people. Of this aristocratic sys- 
tem, mark what has been said by one of the most 
clear headed, sound, and patriotic men that our 
country ever produced—I allude to the late John 


: Taylor, of Caroline county, Virginia: 


“ Thus, whilst a paper system pretends to make a nation 
rich and potent, it only makes a minority of that nation 
rich and potent, at the expense of the majority, which it 
Wealth makes a nation, a 
faction, or an individual, powerful, and therefore, if paper 
systems extracted the wealth they accumulate from the 
winds, and not from property and labor, they would still be 
inimical to the principles of every constitution, founded in 
the idea of national will; because the subjection of a 
nation to the will of individuals or factions, is an invariable 
effect of great accumulation of wealth; but when the 
accumulation of a minority impoverishes a majority, & 
doubie operation doubly rivets this subjection. 

t The delusion of ali paper projects is at once detected 
by turning upon them their own doctrine ; all boast of doing 
good to a nation. Suppnse a nation was to decline this 


| beneficence, and propose to.reward it by doing good to 


paper projects, exactly in the same way they propose to 
enefit the nation—that is, by taking from the owners of 
stock their income, and consigning over to them the taxes 
and the credit attached to the debtor, with the blessing of 
a paper circulation ; the credulity which believes that these 
institutions do really impose upon nations debt and taxes, 
direct and indirect, from motives of public good, would be 


| presently cured by the faltering tongues, the wan faces, 
i and the distressing lamentations, which a proposition for 
this exchange would produce. 


These paper projects, 
which pretend to be blessings to nations, would be depre- 
cated as curses by themselves, if the case was thus altered, 
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+ It is said that paper systems, being open to all, are not | confidence and support of the people, are ever the 
monopolies. He who has money may bay stock. All then || most obnoxious to the assaults and denunciations 


fs punas every man (meaning, however, every maneyed i 
man> may share in the plunder. . i 

Even man may entist in an army, yet an army may | 
enslave a nation. A monopoly may be open to a great 
humeer, vet those wio do engage in it may imbibe the 
spritorkaenen: butitcannot be open to all, because no 
interest whion must subsist Upon a nation can consist of 
Mat nanon; as | eavet fatten myself by eating myself. 
Trevery ciazen should go intoan army, it would transform 
thataoims unto the nation itself and its pay and subsistence 
would evase; hke manner the protits of paper, were they 
generuliy or uniwersally distributed, would cease, because 
each otsen would be his own payinaster. Had the objec- 
tion been as tue in practice as itis plausible in theory, 
these answers sathiee to prove that it would have converted 
paper aristocracies into paper democracies. 

e The reason, however, for this apparent common power 
of becoming a stockjobber, consists in the constant neces- 
sity rett tor recruits by every species of aristocracy. The 
Mametlukes of Ezypt have sufficient penetration to discover 
this. No individual, nor any inconsiderable number of 
individuals, can enslave a nauon. A despot raises soldiers 
by bounties. ‘This aystem is also reeruited by bounties. 
The soldier sometimes deseris, or takes part with the 
havo wter hs bounty ia spent; but the bounty of paper 
systems ts so contrived that itis perpetually going on, and 
annually repeated, so that the aristocracy of an oppressive 
system never deserts or takes part with the nation, as the 
army ofan oppressive prince has sometimes done. 

“Where avarice and ambition beat up tor recruits, too 
many are prone to enlist. Kings, ministers, Lords, and 
Commons, wil be obliged to command the army and share 
in the plander, or subimt to be cashiered. The makers and 
managers of aristocracy gamble, with a certainty of win- 
ning, for a stake extorted and increased by themselves. If 
they deposit their penny they draw a pound, and augment 
their power. The system of paper and patronage treights 
annual galleons for a government and a faction, ata na- 
tonal mine called industry; and bestows on the people 
such blessings as those enjoy who dig up the ores of Peru 
and Mexico. The receivers of the profit drawn from this 
mine reap wealth and power; the laborers reap armies, 
wars, taxes, monopolies, faction, poverty, and ten hundred 
milhons of debt. This is an English picture. America 
hopes that her governors and citizens are neither ainbitious 
nor avaricious ; and, upon this hope, is committing the 
custody of her Hiberty to the same system. Oh! America, 
America, thou art the truly begotten of John Buil! It is 
not proposed to follow this system throughout its deleterious 
effects upon the morals of private citizens. But if it is 
capable of corrupting public officers, or Government itself, 
a remark to exhibit its superior malignity over the aristoc- 
rames of the first and second ages cannot be suppressed. 
The manners and principles of Government are objects of 
imitanon, and influence national character. The aristoc- 
racy of the first age exhibited sanctity, veneration for the 
gods, and moral virtues to the public view, not unusefal in 
their operation, and particularly so in times of ignorance ; 
that of the second. the virtues of generosity, honor and 
bravery, not unusetul in softening barbarism into civiliza- 
tion, by the magnanimity and even the folly of chivalry. 
But what virtues for imitation appear in the aristocracy of 
the present age? Avarice and ambition being its whole 
soul, what private morals will it infuse, and what national 
character wiil it create? It subsists by usurpation, deceit, 
and oppression. A consciousness of fraud impels it towards 
perpetration. By ever affecting and never practising sin- 
centy. it teaches a perpetual fear of treachery and a per- 
petual effort to ensnare. Its end is distrust and fraud, 
which convert the earth into a scene of ambuscade, man 
against man. Its acquisitions inflict misery without bestow- 
ing happiness; because they can only feed a rapacity which 
ean never be satisfied, and a luxury which cannot sup- 
press remorse. In retation to private people, this system 
may only encourage idleness, teach swindling, ruin individ- 
vals, and destroy morals; but, allied to a Government, it 
presents a policy of such unrivated malignity as only to 
be expressed by saving, ‘the Government is a speculator 
upon the liberty and property of the nation !? ”? 


Such, then, sir, is the character and tendency | 
of the paper or banking system. And, with this | 
system is identified the aristocracy; they are, in ` 
fact, inseparable. The banking system of this. 
country, be it ever remembered, originated with, , 
and has been uniformly cherished and advocated 
by, the anti-democratic or aristocratic party. The | 
struggle of the United States Bank (one of the : 
first fruits of aristocratic policy) was emphatically | 
a struggle for power and privilege, nay, for do- 
minion. Its friends, emboldened by the hope 
and prospect of success, threw by the mask, and 
not only avowed, but carried out into F e 
the principles which govern all moneyed aristoc- 
racies; and arrogance, corruption, oppression, and 
aa oe were openly practiced in the face of 

ay. ; 

The aristocracy are not only distinguished by 
thcir corrupt and despotic measures, and their 
peen for monopolies and exclusive privileges, 

ut also, by the virulency and constancy of their 
animosity towards the advocates of the rights and 
happiness of the multitude; and hence Jefferson 
and Jackson, those devoted and efficient cham- 
pions of equal rights, have cach in their turn, been 


| 


the objectsof their peculiar hatred and unmitigated 
slanders. In fact, those who most deserve the 


of the aristocracy. Who, for example, have been 
more grossly slandered and abused by them than 
Martin Van Buren and Richard M. Johnson? 
And who have stronger claims upon the regard 
and confidence of the democracy of the country 
than those gentlemen? Have they not, both in 
Congress and the Legislatures of their respective 
States, uniformly opposed chartered monopolies, 
and all other aristocratic encroachments upon the 
equal rights and liberties of the people? Have 
they not, at all times, and under all circum- 
stances, openly and unreservedly avowed their 
hostility to all exclusive legislation, and to all 
measures calculated to prejudice the cause of po- 
litical equality? Have they not ever reposed the 
utmost confidence in the intelligence and integ- 
tity of the people, and uniformly exerted their 
best energies in behalf of the people’s rights and 
welfare? Let the history of their lives furnish 
the answer. 

The aristocracy are also known by yet another 
characteristic—their contempt of the common people. 
I do not recollect that I have ever met with any 
production in which this feeling of contempt was 
so strongly and heartily expressed as it is in the 
late address of Mr. Biddle before the Alumni 
Association of Nassau Hall. Permit me, sir, to 
call your attention for a moment to the following 
extract, as a specimen: 

‘ From your own quiet elevation, watch calmly this 
servile route, {the people,} as its triumph sweeps before 
you. The avenging hour will at last come. It cannot be 
that our free nation wiil long endure the vulgar dominion 
of ignorance and profligacy. You will live to see the laws 
reéstablished. These banditti [the people] will be scourged 
back to their caverns; the penitentiary will reclaim its 
fugitives in office, and the only remembrance which history 
will preserve of them is the energy with which you resisted 
and defeated them.” 

It is difficult, sir, to determine whether audacity 
or hypocrisy is most preéminent in the extract 
which I have just read. Sir, must it not strike 
every one, possessing the least sense of propriety, 
as very remarkable that an individual in Mr. 
Biddle ’s peculiar situation, being at the time pres- 
ident of an institution notoriously corrupt and 
unconstitutional, should presume to make pre- 
tensions to patriotism or to political integrity? 
Why, sir, with about as much propriety might 
the wanton prate of virtue, or the father of lies 
of truth and righteousness, as this man of love of | 
country or of political honesty. In his abuse 
of the people is exhibited the profanity of Alci- 
biades, defacing the images of the gods! In his 
professions of patriotism is manifested the hypoc- į 
risy of Clodius dedicating a temple to liberty! 
And let it be remembered, sir, that this enemy of | 
equal rights, this contemner and libeler of the 
people, is the chief priest, nay, the very Moloch, 
of the Bank-Whig aristocracy. No prince better 
deserves the homage of his subjects; none so 
well qualified to direct the councils of that polit- 
ical Tartarus, which he has ebtained the empire 
of, and delights to reign over! 


[Nors.—In consequence of indisposition, Mr. i! 


Moore was unable to proceed in his remarks. ] 


INDIAN HOSTILITIES. 


SPEECH OF HON. JOHN Q. ADAMS, 
OF MASSACHUSETTS, 
In rur Hoose or REPRESENTATIVES, 
May 25, 1836, 


On the Joint Resolution from the Senate authorizing the 
President of the United States to cause rations to be dis- 
tributed to suffering fugitives from Indian hostilities in 
Alabama and Georgia. 


Mr. ADAMS asked that the resolution should 
be read. 
It was accordingly read, and was as follows: 


Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives of 
the United States of America in Congress assembled, That 
the President of the United States be authorized to cause 
rations to be delivered from the public stores to the unfortu- 
nate sufferers, who are unable to provide for themselves, 
and who have been driven from their homes by Indian dep- 
redations, in Alabama and Georgia, until they can be reés- 
tablished in their possessions, or so long as the President 
shail consider it necessary. 


Mr. ADAMS, after observing that there was Do |! 


|; government, 


appropriation annexed to the resolution, which, 

if there had been, the resolution must, by the 

Constitution of the United States, have been 

made to assume the form of a bill, proceeded to 

address the Chairman of the Committee of the 

| Whole on the state of the Union, in substance, 
as follows: 

Mr. Chairman, we are called to vote upon this 
resolution without knowing how deep it will dive 

into the public purse. We have no estimate from 

‘an Executive Department; no statement of the 
numbers of the distressed and unfortunate persons 
whom we are called upon to relieve, not with our 
own moneys but with the moneys of our constit- 
uents. By an exception to the ordinary rules of 
the House, especially established to guard the 
public Treasury against the danger of rash and 
inconsiderate expenditures, we are to drive this 
resolution through all its stages in a single day; 
and it is, I believe, the first example of a system 
of gratuitous donations to our own countrymen, 
infinitely more formidable by its consequences as 
a precedent, than from anything appearing upon 
its face. I shall, nevertheless, vote forit. But 
answerable to my constituents, as I am in this 
as in all other cases for voting away their money, 
I seek for a principle which may justify me, to 
their judgment and my own, in this lavish dis- 
posal of the public farida; 

It is but one, sir, of a class of legislative enact- 
ments now upon the pages of our statute-books, 
introduced first, I believe, during the present ses- 
sion of Congress; but with which we are alread 
becoming familiar, and which I greatly fear will, 
ere long, grow voluminous. I shall take the lib- 
erty to denominate them the scalping-knife and 
tomahawk laws. They are all urged through by 
the terror of those instruments of Seath un er the 
most affecting and pathetic appeals from the con- 
stituents of the sufferers, to all the tender and 
benevolent sympathies of our nature. It is im- 
possible for me to withhold from those appeals a 
responsive and yielding voice. I have voted for 
all those bills devoting million after million from 
the public chest, for the relief and defense of these 
the suffering fellow-citizens of my constituents. 
I will vote for this resolution. I will vote again 

` and again for drafts from the Treasury for the 
same purpose, should they become necessary, till 
the Treasury itself shall be drained; but for so 
doing, I must seek for a principle which may be 
satisfactory, first, to my. own mind, and secondly, 
to my constituents. 
And here, sir, the gentlemen who call upon us 
for these bountiful contributions from the public 
treasure, are compelled to resort to that common 
‘defense and general welfare declared by the Con- 
stitution of the United States to be among the 
purposes for which the Constitution itself was 
: ordained by the people. IJ admit their claim. 
į There are, indeed, two grounds upon which some 
| of them think their claims sustainable. One of 
i them produces precedent for this exercise of 
: power, and yet disclaims the authority of the 
recedent itself. You have already, by a reso- 
ution in the same words with those of the reso- 
lution now before this committee, extended this 
same relief to the inhabitants of Florida. But 
Florida is one of your Territories, ahd you are 
under obligations of protection more compre- 
hensive to its inhabitants than those which bind 
you to the people of the States. These receive 
and are entitled to, the protection of their State 
and you are bound to extend that 
species of protection to the inhabitants of the 
erritories, besides the protection which the 
inhabitants of the several States are entitled to as 
members of the great Confederation. The pre- 
cedent, therefore, of the resolution of relief to the 
inhabitants of Florida does not cover the case. 
We are reminded, however, that some twenty 
years or more ago the people of Caraccas were 
visited at once with a tremendous earthquake, 
with famine, and with the still more heavy mis- 
fortune of acivil war. The convulsions of nature 
by earthquakes, the ravages of famine, and the 
raging passions of man in the desolations of civil 
war, are as destructive to human life, and as 
calamitous to multitudes whom they do not abso- 
lutely destroy, as the tomahawk and scalping- 
knife. But whatever may have been the motives 
or the justifying authority of Congress more than 


448 


APPENDIX TO THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


[May Q5 


y 


~ Q4rH Cone....1sT Sess. 


twenty years ago for appropriating any portion 
of the public moneys to the relief of the inhab- | 
itants of Caraccas, it could not establish the prin- l 
ciple that Congress have the constitutional power 
to appropriate money for the relief of all human 
suffering, whether by earthquake, famine, civil 
war, or Indian ferocity. And the gentleman from 


adoption of this resolution, tells you that he 
should have voted against that measure of relief 
to the wretched sufferers in Caraccas. Mere 


commiseration, though one of the most amiable : 
impulses of our nature, gives us no power to drain | 


the Treasury of the people for the relief of the 
suffering object. 
other, an additional source ore 
to pass this resolution; and where will you, where 
can you find it but in the war power, and its lim- 
Wation, not its enlargement, in that very declara- 
tion of the transcendent purposes for which the 
people of the United States ordained their Con- 
stitution—the common defense and general welfare ? 
Step one hair’s breadth out of the circle bounding 


the true intent and meaning of these words, and . 


you have no more authority to pass this resolu- 
tion than you have, by an act of Congress, to 
saddle the people of the United States with the 
insupportable barden of the whole system of the 
poor laws of England. ' 

Sir, in the authority given to Congress by the 
Constitution of the United States to declare war, 


all the powers incidental to war are, by necessary |! 


implication, conferred upon the Gavernment of the 


United States. Now, the powers’ incidental to i; 
‘war are derived, not from the internal municipal 
sources, but from the laws and usages of nations. | 


In your relations with the Indian tribes you never 


declare ‘war, though you do make and break . 


treaties with them whenever either to make or 
break treaties with them happens to suit the pur- 
poses of the President and a majority of both 
Houses of Congress. 
have set aside the judiciary department of the 


Government as effectually as if there were none : 


such in the Constitution. 


You must, therefore, seek an- | 
ower, for authority || 


For, in this matter, you | 


Indian Hostilities—Mr. Adams. 


sages of this speech, was interrupted by calls to 
order. The Chairman of the committee [Mr. A. 
H. Sueprerp, of North Carolina} in every in- 
‘| stance decided that he was not out of order, but at 


' this passage intimated that he was approaching 
| very close upon its borders; upon which Mr, 


‘| transcend them hereafter. Mr. Chairman, Í 
i! claim the privilege of speech accorded to every 
other member of this House. I will not advert 
to the latitude in which that privilege has been, 
throughout this session, enjoyed in Committee 
of the Whole by every member of the House 
who has chosen to exercise it. I will appeal only 
to what happened no longer ago than the sitting 
', of yesterday and of this morning, when, at the 
‘hour of one, the Speaker adjourned the House, 
' not in the usual form of ten o’clock to-morrow 
` morning, but to ten o’clock of Wednesday morn- 
' ing, that is, of this day. Is it not within the 
| recollection of every one who hears me that two 
‘| gentlemen, both distinguished members of the 
| House, from the State of Maryland, from the 
: hour of seven to that of ten, or little short of that 
i| time, last evening, entertained and instructed the 
Committee of the Whole House with a contro- 
versial disquisition upon the constitution of the 
State of Maryland, and upon the very important 
question whether the voice of the Legislature of 
that State was or was not an exponent of the 
poplii will? Is it not remembered that this 

isquisition was held in the form of a dialogue, 
so animated that the retort courteous, the quip 
modest, the counter-check quarrelsome, and 
almost the lie circumstantial, passed between those 
‘| gentlemen, without interruption from the Chair- 
| man, and without call to order, till at last an 
, honorable member from Tennessee proposed that 
‘| the difference between thè two members should 
| be settled by arbitration? And what was the 
| auon ay the committee, sir, upon which 
‘| this spirited and eloquent conference was held? 
‘Was it upon an appropriation of $700,000 for 


‘| said: Then I am to understand, sir, that I am : 
Alabama himself, who so ardently urges the |! yet within the bounds of order, but that I may | 


Ho. or Reps, 


and all the personal and social intercourse between 
the individual inhabitants of the United States 
and foreign nations, and the Indian tribes, which 
|| require the interposition of any law. But the 
I! powers of war are all regulated by the laws of 


A. || nations, and are subject to no other limitation. It 


is by this power that Í am justified in voting the 
money of my constituents for the immediate relief 
of their fellow-citizens suffering with extreme 
. necessity even for subsistence, by the direct con- 
sequence of anIndian war. Upon the same prin- 
ciple, your consuls in foreign ports are authorized 
to provide for the subsistence of seamen in dis- 
tress, and even for their passage to their own 
country. 
And it was upon that same principle that I voted 
against the resolution reported by the slavery com- 
mittee, ‘that Congress possess no constitutional 
authority to interfere, in any way, with the insti- 
tution of slavery in any of the States of this Con- 
federacy,’’to which resolution most of those with 
whom I usually concur, and even my own col- 
leagues in this House gave their assent. I do 
not admit that there is,even among the peace 
powers of Congress, such authority; but in war 
there are many ways by which Congress not onl 
have the authority, but are bound to interfere with 
the institution of slavery in the States. The ex- 
isting law prohibiting the importation of slaves 
into the United States from foreign countries, is 
itself an interference with the institution of sla- 
very in the States. It was so considered by the 
founders of the Constitution of the United States, 
in which it was stipulated that Congress should 
‘not interfere, in that way, with the institution, 
prior to the year 1808. 

During the late war with Great Britain, the 
: military and naval commanders of that nation 
| issued proclamations inviting the slaves to repair 
| to their standards, with promises of freedom and 
' of settlement in some of the British colonial 
establishments. This, surely, wasan interference 
with the institution of slavery in the States. By 
the treaty of peace, Great Britain stipulated to 


There are, then, Mr. Chairman, in the authority , 


of Congtess and the Executive two classes of 


powers, altogether different in theit nature, and | 


often incompatible with each other: the war power 


by regulations, and restricted by provisions, pre- 


i í ‚| Congress? Sir, it was upon one ofthese two 
and the peace power. The peace powet is limited `; 


arming the fortifications of the United States? or ‘| 
upon an amendment to that proposed, by a reduc- |: 
tion of the salaries of all your principal executive |; 
officers, and of the compensation of members of `. 


evacuate all the forts and places in the United 
States, without carrying away any slaves. If 
the Government. of the United States had no 
authority to interfere, in any way, with the insti- 
tution of slavery in the States, they would not 


propositions, so exceedingly relevant to each; have had the authority to require this stipulation. 


other, that the colloquy between the two gentle- , 


It is well known that this engagement was not 


. scribed within the Constitution itself. The war | men from Maryland,upon the constitution, Legis- ; fulfilled by the British naval and military com- 
power is limited only by the laws and usages of | pines nT pope of that highly respectable State, | manders; that, on the contrary, thcy did carry 
nations. The power is tremendous; it is strictly || was held, for hours, without interruption or call ; away all the slaves whom they had induced to 


constitutional, but it breaks down every barrier 
so anxiously erected for the protection of liberty, | 
‘of property, and of life. This, sir, is the power | 
which authorizes you to pass the resolution now | 
before you, and, in my opinion, there is no other. . 
‘And this, sir, is the réason which I was hot permit- 
ted to give this morning for voting with only eight || 
associates against the first resolution reported by | 
the committee on the abolition petitions; not one | 
word of discussion had been permitted on either |i 
‘of those resolutions. When’ called to vote upon 
the first of them, I asked only five minutes of the 
time of thé House tò prove that it was utterly |; 
unfounded. It was not the pleasure of the House 
to grant me ‘those five minutes. Sir, I must say 
that, in all the proceedings of the House upon |; 
that report, frorh the previous question, moved || 
and inflexibly persisted in by a member of the 
committee itself which reported the resolutions, 
Mr, Owens, of Georgia,] to the refusal of the 
Spedker, sustained by the majority of the House, 
to permit the other gentleman from Georgia [Mr. 
Guascock] to record upon the Journal! his reasons 
for asking to be excused from voting on that same 
resolution, the freédom of debate has been stifled 
jn this House to a degree far beyord anything 
that ever has happéned since the existence of the 
Constitution of the United States; nor is ita con- 
‘solatory reflection to me how intensely we have 
been made to feel, in the process of that opera- 
tion, that the Speaker of this House is a slave- 


to order. And now, sir, am I to be disconcerted | 
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join them, and that the British Government 
inflexibly refused to restore any of them to their 
masters; that a claim of indemnity was conse- 
quently instituted in behalf of the owners of the 
slaves, and.was successfully maintained. All that 
series of transactions was an interference by Con- 
gress with the institution of slavery in the States 
in one way—in the way of protection and sup- 
port. It was by the institution of slavery alone 
that the restitution of slaves enticed by proclama- 
tion into the British service could be claimed as 
roperty. .But for the institution of slavery, the 

ritish commanders could neither have allured 


“them to their standard, nor stored them otherwise 


than as liberated prisoners of war. But for the 


“institution of slavery, there could have been no 
; stipulation that they should not be carried away 
‚as property, nor any claim of indemnity for the 


Violation of that engagement. ; FES 

But the war power of Congress over the insti- 
‘tution of slavery in the States is yet far more 
extensive. Suppose the case of a servile war, 


complicated, as to some extent it is even now 


, with an Indian war; suppose Congress were 
called to raise armies, to supply money from the 
. whole Union to suppress a servile insurrection, 
‘would they have no authority to interfere with 
the institution of slavery? The issue of a servile 
war may be disastrous. By war the slave may 
emancipate himself; it may become necessary for 
‘the master to recognize his emancipation by a 


holder. ‘And, sir, as I was not then permitted to 
‘assign my reasons for voting against that resolu- 


‘treaty of peace; can it for an instant be pretende 


tion before I gave the vote, f rejoice that the 
reason for which I shal] vote for the resolution 
now before the committee is identically the same 
with that for which I voted against that. ` 

Mr. Apams at this, and at many other `påš- 


i that Congtess, in such a contingency, would 
have no authority to interfere with the institu- 

‘tion of i in the States? Wh 
; tion of slavery, in any way, in the States? ys 
it would be equivalent to saying that Congress 
‘have no constitutional authority to make peace. 
‘I suppose a more portentous case, certainly 
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I could say, not within the bounds of probability. 
You have been, if you are not now, at the very 
point of a war with Mexico—a war, I am sorry 
to say, so far as public rumor may be credited, 
stimulated by provocations on our part from the 
very commencement of this Administration down 
to the recent authority given to General Gaines 
to invade the Mexican territory. It is said that 
one of the carliest acts of this Administration was 
a proposal, made ata time when there was already 
much il-humor in Mexico against the United 
States, that she should cede to the United States 
avery large portion of her territory; large enough 
to constitute nine States equal in extent to Ken- 
tucky. It must be confessed that a device better 
calculated to produce jealousy, suspicion, ill-will, 
and hatred, could not have been contrived. It is 
further affirmed that this overture, offensive in 
itself, was made precisely at the time when a 
swarm of colonists from these United States were 
covering the Mexican border with land-jabbing, 
and with slaves, introduced in defiance of the 
Mexican laws, by which slavery had been abol- 
ished throughout that Republic. The war now 
raging in Texas is a Mexican civil war, and a 
war for the reéstablishment of slavery where it 
was abolished. It is not a servile war, but a war 
between slavery and emancipation, and every 
possible effort has been made to drive us into the 
war, on the side of slavery. ; 

It is, indeed, a circumstance eminently fortu- 
nate for us that this monster, Santa Anna, has 
been defeated and taken, though I cannot par- 
ticipate in that exquisite joy with which we have 
been told that cvery one having Anglo-Saxon 
blood in his veins must have been delighted on 
hearing that this ruffian has been shot, in cold 
blood, when a prisoner of war, by the Anglo- 
Saxon leader of the victorious Texanarmy. Sir, 
I hope there is no member of this House of other 
than Anglo-Saxon origin who will deem it un- 
courteous that I, being myself in part Anglo- 
Saxon, must of course hold that for the best blood 
that ever circulated in human veins. 
sir! far be it from me to depreciate the glories of 
the Anglo-Saxon race; although there have been 
times when they bowed their necks and submit- 
ted to the law of conquest, beneath the ascend- 
ency of the Norman race. But, sir, it has struck 
me as no inconsiderable evidence of the spirit 
which is spurring us into this war of aggression, 
of conquest, and of slave-making, that all the 
fires of ancient, hereditary national hatred are to 
be kindled to familiarize us with the ferocious 
spirit of rejoicing at the massacre of prisoners in 
cold blood. Sir, is there not yet hatred enough 
between the races which compose your southern 
population and the population of Mexico, their 


within the bounds of possibility—I would to God 


1 
H. 


gation of your Executive Government, you are 
now rushing into war—into a war of conquest: 
commenced by aggression on your part, and for 


- the reéstablishment of slavery where it has been 


abolished, throughout the Mexican Republic. 
For your war will be with Mexico—with a Re- 


public of twenty-four States, and a population | 


of eight or nine millions of souls. It scems to be 
considered that this victory over twelve hundred 
men, with the capture of their commander, the 
President of the Mexican Republic, has alread 

achieved the conquest of the whole Republic. 
That it may have achieved the independence of 
Texas, is not impossible. But Texas is to the 
Mexican Republic not more, nor so much, as the 
State of Michigan is to yours. That State of 
Michigan, the people of which are in vain claiming 
of you the performance of that secret promise 
you made them, of admitting her as a State into 
the Union; that State of Michigan, which has 
greater grievances, and heavier wrongs to allege 
against you for a declaration of her independence, 
if she were disposed to declare it, than the people 
of Texas have for breaking off their union with 
the Republic of Mexico. ‘Texas is an extreme 
boundary portion of the Republic of Mexico; a 
wilderness, inhabited only by Indians till after 
the revolution which separated Mexico from 
Spain; not sufficiently populous at the organiza- 
tion of the Mexican Caledi to form a State 
by itself, and therefore united with Coahuila, 
where the greatest part of the indigenous part of 
the population reside. Sir, the history of all the 
emancipated Spanish American colonies has been, 
ever since their separation from Spain, a history 
of convulsionary wars; of revolutions, accom- 
plished by single, and often very insignificant 


, battles; of chieftains, whose title to power has 


Oh! yes, ; 


next neighbor, but you must go back eight hun- : 


dred or a thousand years, an 
sphere, for the fountains of bitterness between 
ou and them? What is the temper of feeling 
etween the component parts of your southern 
poruiatn: between your Anglo-Saxon, Norman- 
rench, and Moorish-Spanish inhabitants of 


Louisiana, Mississippi, Arkansas, and Missouri? | 
the Indian savage, the ori- | 


between them all an 
ginal possessor of the land from which you are 
scouring him already back tothe foot of the Rocky 
Mountains?) What between them all and the 
native American negro, of African origin, whom 
they are holding in cruel bondage? Are these 
elements of harmony, concord, and patriotism 


between the component parts of a nation starting |. 


upon acrusade of conquest? And whatare the feel- 
ings of all this motley compound of your south- 
ern population towards the compound, equally 
heterogeneous, of the Mexican population? Do 
not you, an Anglo-Saxon slaveholding extermi- 
nator of Indians, from the bottom of your soul 
hate the Mexican-Spaniard-Indian, emancipator 
of slaves and abolisher of slavery? And do you 
think that your hatred is not with equal cordiality 
returned? ` Go to the city of Mexico, ask any of 
our fellow-citizens who have been there for the 
ast three or four years whether they scarcely 
dare show their faces, as Anglo-Americangs, in the 
streets. Be assured, sir, that however heartily 
you detest the Mexican, his bosom burns with 
an equally deep-seated detestation of you. 
And this is the nation with which, at the insti- 


No. 29 


to another hemi- ! 


} 
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been the murder of their immediate predecessors. 
They have all partaken of the character of the 
first conquest of Mexico by Cortez, of Peru by 
Pizarro; and this, sir, makes me shudder at the 
thought of connecting our destinies indissolubly 
with theirs. It may be that a new revolution in 
Mexico will follow upon this captivity or death 
of their President and commanding general; we 


happened even before his defeat; but I cannot 
yet see my way clear to the conclusion that either 
the independence of Texas, or the capture and 


Even now, Mexico is better prepared for a war 
of invasion upon you, than you are fora war of 
invasion upon her. There may be found a suc- 
cessor to Santa Anna, inflamed with the desire, 
not only of avenging his disaster, but what he 
and his nation will consider your perfidious hos- 
tility. The national spirit may go withhim. He 
may not oniy turn the tables upon the Texan 
conquerors, but drive them for refuge within your 
borders, and pursue them into the heart of your 
own Territories. Are you ina condition to resist 
him? Is the success of your whole Army, and 
all your veteran generals, and all your militia 
calls, and all your mutinous volunteers against a 
miserable band of five or six hundred invisible 
Seminole Indians, in your late campaign, an earn- 
est of the energy and vigor with which you are 
ready to carry on that far otherwise formidable 
and complicated war?—complicated, did I say? 
And how complicated? Your Seminole war is 
already spreading to the Creeks, and, in their 
march of desolation, they sweep along with them 
your negro slaves, and put arms. into their hands 
to make common cause with them against you; 
and how far will it spread, sir, should a Mexican 
invader, with the torch of liberty in his hand, 
and the standard of freedom floating over his head, 
proclaiming emancipation to the slave and re- 
venge to the native Indian, as he goes, invade 
your soil? What will be the condition of your 
States of Louisiana, of Mississippi, of Alabama, 
of Arkansas, of Missouri, and of Georgia? Where 
will be your negroes? Where will be that com- 
bined and concentrated mass of Indian tribes, 
whom by an inconceivable policy, you have ex- 


. pelled from their widely distant habitations, to 


embody them within a small compass on the very 
borders of Mexico, as if on purpose to give that 
country a nation of natural allies in their hostili- 


! ties against you? Sir, you have a Mexican, an 


{ 


Indian, and a negro war upon your hands, and 


| you are plunging yourself into it blindfold; you 


are talking about acknowledging the independ- 
ence of the Republic of Texas, and you are thirst- 


` ing toannex Texas, ay,and Coahuila, and Tamau- 


military execution of Santa Anna, will save you : 


from war with Mexico. Santa Anna was but one 
of a breed of which Spanish America, for the last 
twenty-five years, has been a teeming mother— 
soldiers of fortune, who, by the sword or the 
musket ball, have risen to supreme power, and 
by the sword or the musket bail have fallen from 
it. That breed is not extinct; the very last intel- 
ligence from Peru tells us of one who has fallen 
there as Yturbide, and Mina, and Guerrero, and 
Santa Anna have fallen in Mexico. . The same 
soil which produced them is yet fertile to produce 
others. They reproduce themselves, with nothing 


| but a change of the name and of the man. Your 
! war, sir, is to be a war of races—the Anglo- 


Saxon American pa against the Moorish- 
Spanish Mexican American—a war between the 
northern and southern halves of North America; 


pared for such a war? And again, I ask, what 
will be your cause in such a war? Aggression, 


_ conquest, and the reëstablishment of slavery 
: where it has been abolished. i 
: the banners of freedom will be the banners of . 


In that war, sir, 


Mexico; and your banners, I blush to speak the 
word, will be the banners of slavery. 

Sir, in considering these United States and the 
United Mexican States as mere masses of power 
coming to collision against each other, I cannot 
doubt that Mexico will be the greatest sufferer by 
the shock. The conquest of all Mexico would 
seem to be no improbable result of the conflict, 
especially if the war should extend no further than 
to the two mighty combatants. But will it be so 
confined? Mexico is clearly the weakest of the 
two Powers; but she is not the least prepared for 
action. She has the more recent experience of war. 
She has the greatest number of veteran warriors; 
and although her highest chicf has just suffered 
a fatal and ignominious defeat, ve that has hap- 
pened often before to leaders of armies too con- 
fidentof success and contemptuous of theirenemy, 


: Mexico alone? 


A ei Santa Fé, from the source to the mouth 
have rumors, indeed, that such a revolution had ` o 


the Rio Bravo to your already over-distended 
dominions. Five hundred thousand square miles 
of the territory of Mexico, would not even now 


i quench your burning thirst for aggrandizement. 


But will your foreign war for this be with 
No, sir. As the weaker party, 
Mexico, when the contest shall have once begun, 


: will look abroad, as well as among your negroes 


and your Indians, for assistance. Neither Great 


: Britain nor France will suffer you to make such 


a conquest from Mexico; no, nor even to annex 


' the independent State of Texas to your Confed- 


eration, without their interposition. You will 
have an Anglo-Saxon intertwined with a Mexi- 
can war to wage. Great Britain may have no 


| serious. objection to the independence of Texas, 


: from Passamaquoddy to Panama. Are you pre- | 


, nies in the West Indies. 


and may be willing enough to take her under her 
protection, as a barrier both against Mexico and 
against you. But as aggrandizement to you, she 
will not readily suffer it; and. above all, she will 
not suffer you to acquire it by conquest, and the 
reéstablishment of slavery. .Urged on by the 
irresistible, overwhelming torrent of public opin- 
ion, Great Britain has recently, at a cost of 
$100,000,000, which her people have joyfully 
paid, abolished slavery throughout all her colo- 
After setting such an 
example, she will not—it is impossible that she 
should—stand by and witness a war for the re- 
establishment of slavery where it had been for 
years abolished, and situated thus in the imme- 
diate neighborhood of her islands. She will tell 
you that if you must have Texas as a member 
of your Confederacy, it must be without the taint 
or the trammels of slavery; and if you will wage 
a war to handcuff and fetter your fellow-man, 
she will wage the war against you to break his 
chains. Sir, what a figure in the eyes of man- 
kind would you make, in deadly conflict with 
Great Britain—she fighting the battles of emanci- 
pation, and you the battles of slavery; she the 
benefactress and you the oppressor of human 
kind! In such a war, the enthusiasm of emanci- 
pation, too, would unite vast numbers of her 


| people in aid of the national rivalry, and all her 


natural jealousy against our aggrandizement. No 
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: Ti 
war was ever so popular in England as that | 
war would be against slavery, the slave trade, | 
and the Anglo-Saxon descendant from her own! 
ins, 
ae to the annexation of Texas to your Con- 
federation, for what do you want it? Are you 
net large and unwieldy enough already? Do not 
two millions of square miles cover surface enough 
for the insatiate rapacity of your land-jobbers? I 
hope there are none of them within the sound of 
my voice. Have you not ludians enough to expel 
from the land of their fatuers’ sepulchre, and to 
exterminate? What, ina prudential and military 
point of view, would be the addition of Texas to 
your domain? It would be weakness, and not 
power. Is your southern and southwestern fron- 
tier not sufficiently extensive, not sufficiently 
feeble, not sufficiently defenseless? Why are you 
adding regiment after regiment of dragoons to 
our standing army? Why are you struggling, 
by direction and by indirection, toraise per saltum 
that army from less than six to more than twenty 
thousand men? Your commanding general, now 
returning from his excursion to Florida, openly 
recommends the increase of your Army to that 
number. Sir, the extension of your sea-coast 
frontier from the Sabine to the Rio Bravo would 
add to your weakness tenfold; for it is now only 
weakness with reference to Mexico. It would 
then be weakness with reference to Great Britain, 
to France, even perhaps to Russia, to every naval 
European Power, which might make a quarrel 
with us for the sake of settling a colony; but, 
above all, to Great Britain. She, by her naval 
ower, and by her American colonies, holds the 
Love of the Gulf of Mexico. What would be the 
condition of your frontier from the mouth of the 
Mississippi to that of the Rio del Norte, in the 
event of a war with Great Britain? Sir, the 
reasons of Mr. Monroe for accepting the Sabine 
as the boundary were three. First, he had no 
confidence in the strength of our claim as far as 
the Rio Bravo; secondly, he thought it would 
make our Union so heavy that it would break 
into fragments by its own weight; thirdly, he 
thought it would protrude a long line of sea-coast, 
which, in our first war with Great Britain, she 
might take into her own possession, and which we 
should be able neither to defend nor to recover. 
At that time there was no question of slavery or . 
abolition involved in the controversy. The coun- : 
try belonged to Spain; it was a wilderness, and 
slavery was the established law of the land. ` 
There was then no project for carving out nine | 
slave States, to hold eighteen seats in the other 
wing of this Capitol, in the triangle between the 
mouths and the sources of the Mississippi and 
Bravo rivers. But what was our claim? Why, 
it was that La Salle, having discovered the mouth 
of the Mississippi, and France having made a 
settlement at New Orleans, France had a right to | 
one half the sea-coast from the mouth of the Mis- | 
sissippi to the next Spanish settlement, which | 
was Vera Cruz. The mouth of the Rio Bravo | 
was about half-way from the Balize to Vera Cruz; | 
and so as grantees, from France of Louisiana, we | 
claimed to the Rio del Norte, though the Spanish | 
settlement of Santa Fé was at the head of that 
river. France,from whom we had received Louis- 
siana, utterly disclaimed ever having even raised | 
such a pretension.. Still we made the best of the 
claim that we could, and finally yielded it for the | 


Floridas, and for the line of the forty-second.de- | 
gree of latitude from the source of the Arkansas | 
river to the South Sea. Such was our claim; and | 
you may judge how much confidence Mr. Mon- 
roe could have in its validity. The great object | 
and desire of the country then was to obtain the 
Floridas. It was General Jackson’s desire; and 
in that conference with me to which I have here- 
tofore alluded, and which it is said he does not ' 
recollect, he said to me that so long as the Florida | 
rivers were not in our possession, there could be 
no safety for our whole southern country. 

But, sir, suppose you should annex Texas to 
these United States; another year would not pass 
before you would have to engage in a war for the 
conquest of the Island of Cuba. What is now 
the condition of that island? Still under the nom- ` 
inal protection of Spain. And what is the con- | 
dition of Spain herself? Consuming her own | 
vitals in a civil war for the succession to the | 


Crown. Do you expect that, whatever may be 


nominal possession of Cuba? After having lost 


all her continental colonics in North and South ` 


America, Cuba will stand in need cf more efficient 
protection; and, above all, the protection of a 
naval Power. Suppesc that naval Power should 
be Great Britain. There is Cuba at your very 
door; and if you spread yourself along a naked 
coast, from the Sabine to the Rio Bravo, what 
will be your relative position towards Great 
Britain, with not only Jamaica, but Cuba and 
Porto Rico in her hands, and abolition for the 
motto to her union cross of St. George and St. 
Andrew? Mr. Chairman, do you think I am 
treading on fantastic grounds? Let me tell you 
a piece of history, not far remote. Sir, many 
years have not passed away since an internal 
revolution in Spain subjected that country and 
her king fora short time to the momentary gov- 
ernment of the Cortes. That revolution was fol- 
lowed by another, by which, under the auspices 
of a French army, with the Duke d’Angouleme 
at their head, Ferdinand the Seventh was restored 
to a despotic throne, Cuba had followed the for- 
tunes of the Cortes when they were crowned with 
victory, and when the counter revolution came, 
the inhabitants of the island, uncertain what was 
to be their destination, were for some time in 
great perplexity what to do for themselves. Two 
considerable parties arose in the island, one of 
which was for placing it under the protection of 
Great Britain, and another was for annexing it 
to the Confederation of these United States. By 
one of these parties I have reason to believe that 
` overtures were made to the Government of Great 
Britain. By the other J know that overtures were 
made to the Government of the United States. 
And I further know that secret, though irre- 
sponsible, assurances were communicated to the 
then President of the United States, as coming 
from the French Government, that they were 
secretly informed that the British Government 
had determined to take possession of Cuba. 
| Whether similar overtures were made to France 


: herself, I do not undertake to say; but that Mr. ` 


, George Canning, then the British Secretary of 


| State for Foreign Affairs, was under no inconsid- ! 


| erable alarm, lest, under the pupilage of the Duke 


i@A ngouleme, Ferdinand the Seventh might com- | 


mit to the commander of a French naval squadron 
the custody of the Moro Castle—a circumstance 
also well known to me. It happened that just 
about that time a French squadron of considerable 
force was fitted out and received sailing orders 
| for the West Indies, without formal communica- 
| tion of the fact to the British Government; and 
that as soon as it was made known to him, he 
‘gave orders to the British Ambassador at Paris 
: to demand, in the most peremptory tone, what 
was the destination of that squadron, and a 
‘ special and positive disclaimer that it was intended 
even to visit the Havana; and this was made the 
; occasion of mutual explanations, by which Great 
Britain, France, and the United States, not b 


; implied engagement of mutual assurances of 
i intention, gave pledges of honor to each other 


i| that neither of them should, in the then condition 


of the island, take it, or the Moro Castle, as its 
| citadel, from the possession of Spain. This en- 
gagement was, on all sides, faithfully performed; 
but without it, who doubts that from that day 
to this either of the three Powers might have 


session? 

At this time circumstances have changed; pop- 
ularrevolutions, both in France it 
have, erhaps, curbed the spirit of conquest in 
Great Britain, and France may have enough to 
| do to govern her kingdom of Algiers. But Spain 


| cession to her Crown; she has irretrievably lost 
; all her colonies on both continents of America. 
; It is impossible that she should hold much longer 

a shadow of dominion over the Islands of Cuba 
' and Porto Rico 


present condition, form independent nations, 


ages remain at the mercy of Great Britain or 
these United States, or of both; Great Britain is 
even now about to interfere in this war for the 


| taken the island and held it in undisputed pos- |i 


and Great Britain, | 


‘is again convulsed with a civil war for the suc- | 


3 Nor can those islands, in their | 


capable of protecting themselves. They must for f 


| Spanish succession. If, by the utter imbecility 


“the issue of that war, she can retain even the || of the Mexican Confederacy, this revolt of Texas 


‘| should lead immediately to ils separation from 
that Republic, and its annexation to the United 
States, I believe it impossible that Great Britain 
should look on while this operation is performing 
with indifference. She will sce that it must shake 
her own whole colonial power on this continent, 
in the Guif of Mexico, and in the Caribbean Seas, 
like an earthquake; she will see, too, that it en- 
dangers her own abolition of slavery in her own 
colonics. A war for the restoration of slavary 
where it has been abolished, if successful in 

| Texas, must extend over all Mexico; and the 

| example will threaten her with imminent danger 
| of a war of colors in her own islands. She will 

‘take possession of Cuba and of Porto Rico, by 
cession from Spain, or by the batteries from her 
wooden walls; and if you ask her by what 
authority she has done it, she will ask you, in 
return, by what authority you have extended your 
sea-coast from the Sabine to the Rio Bravo. She 
will ask you aquestion more perplexing, namely 
—by what authority you, with freedom, inde- 
pendence, and democracy upon your fips, are 
waging a war of extermination to forge new 
manacles and fetters, instead of those which are 
falling from the hands and feet of man. She will 

: carry emancipation and abolition with her in 
every fold of her flag; while your stars, as they 

increase in numbers, will be overcast with the 
|; murky vapors of oppression, and the only por- 

i tion of your banners visible to the eye, will be 
the blood-stained stripes of the taskmaster. 

Mr. Chairman, are you ready for all these wars? 
A Mexican war? a war with Great Britain, if not 
with France? a general Indian war? a servile war? 
and, as an inevitable consequence of them all, a 
civil war? For it must ultimately terminate ina 
war of colors as well as of races. And do you 
imagine that while with your cyes open you are 
willfully kindling, and then closing your eyes and 
blindly rushing into them; do you imagine that 
while, in the very nature of things, your own 

| southern and southwestern States must be the 

_, Flanders of these complicated wars, the battle 

i; field upon which the last great conflict must be 

fought between slavery and emancipation? Do 

i you imagine that your Congress will have no con- 

stitutional authority to interfere with the institu- 

| tion of slavery in any way in the States of this 
| Confederacy? Sir, they must and will interfere 

j with it—perhaps to sustain it by war; perhaps to 

abolish it by treaties of peace; and they will not 

only possess the constitutional power so to inter- 

: fere, but they will be bound in duty to do it by 

the express provisions of the Constitution itself. 

From the instant that your slaveholding States 

become the theater of war, civil, servile, or for- 

eign, from that instant the war powers of Con- 

i gress extend to interference with the institution 

_ of slavery in every way by which it can be inter- 
ferred with, from a claim of indemnity for slaves 
taken or destroyed, to the cession of the State 


À y | burdened with slavery to a foreign power. 
the formal solemnity of a treaty, but by the ` 


Sir, it is by virtue of this same war power, as 
now brought into exercise by this Indian war in 
+ Florida, Alabama, and Georgia, that I vote for the 
; resolution before the committee. By virtue of 
‘this, I have already voted in the course of this 
. Session to increase yourstanding army by a second 
i regiment of dragoons, to authorize your Presi- 
| dent to accept the services of ten thousand volun- 
‘teers, and to appropriate millions of the public 
money to suppress these Indian hostilities—all 
' for the common defense, all for the general wel- 
, fare. And if,on this occasion, I have been com- 
pelled to avail myself of the opportunity to assign 
i my reasons for voting against the first resolution 
reported by the slavery committee, it is because 
it was the pleasure of the majority of the House 
this morning to refuse methe permission to assign 
my reasons for my vote, when the question was 
put upon those resolutions themselves. 

Sir, itis a melancholy contemplation to me, and 
raises fearful forebodings in my mind when I 
|| consider the manner in which that report and those 
'| resolutions have been disposed of by the House. 
l 


I have twice asked permission of this House to 
offer two resolutions calling for information from 
the President upon subjects of infinite importance 
to this question of slavery, to our relations with 
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Mexico, and to the peace of the country. When | 
I last made the attempt, a majority of the House : 
voted by yeas and nays to suspend the rules, to . 


enable me to offer ove of the two reselutions— 
but the majority not amounting to two thirds, my 
resolution has not yet obtained from the House 
the favor of being considered. Had it been the 
pleasure of the House to indulge the call, or to 
allow me the priviiege of assigning my reasons 
for my vote on the resolution this morning, the 
remus that I have now made might have been 
deemed more appropriate to those topics of dis- 
cussion than to the question more immediately 
now before the committee. They are reflections, 
however, which 1 deem it not less indispensable 
to make than they are painful to be made—ex- 
torted from me by a condition of public affairs 
unoxatmpledin the history of this country. Here- 
tofory, cans upon the Executive Department for 
information, such as that which I have proposed 
to make, were considered as among the rights of 
the members of this House, which it was scarcely 
deemed decent to resist. A previous question, 
smothering all discussion upon resolutions re- 
pored by a committee, affecting the vital prin- 
ciple of the Consttution, moved by one of the 
members who reported the resolutions, and sus- 
tained by the members of that committee itself, 
is an occurrence Which never before happened in 
the annais of this Government. The adoption 
of those resolutions of the House had not even 
been moved. Upon the mere question whether 
an exira number of the report of the committee 
should be printed, a member moves the recom- 
mitment of the report, with instructions to report 
anew resolution. On this motion the previous 
uestion is moved, and the Speaker déclares that 
the main question is not on the motion to recom- 
mit, not on thé motion to print an extra number 
of copies of the report, but upon the adoption of 
three resolutions repurted but never even moved 
in the House. If this is to be the sample of our 
future legislation, it is time to awake from the 
delusion that freedom of speech is among the 
rights of the 
House. 

To return, Mr. Chairman, to the resolution 
before the committee. I shall vote for this appli- 
cation of moneys levied by taxation upon my 
constituents, to feed the suffering and starving 
fugitives from Indian desperation and revenge. 
How deeply searching in the cofiers of your 
Treasury this operation will ultimately be, no man 
can at thistime foretell. The expenditure author- 
ized by this resolution may be not in itself very 
considerable; but in its progress it has already 
stretched from Alabama to Georgia. How much 
further it may extend will be seen hereafter. 1 
turn my cyes away from the prospect of it now, 
but am prepared to meet the emergency, if it 
should come, with all the resources of the Treas- 
ury. 

But, sir, I shall not vote for this relief to the 
suffering inhabitants of Alabama and of Georgia 
upon the ground on which the genticman from 
Alabama [Mr. Pa and the gentleman from 
South Carolina (Mr. Tompson] have been dis- 
posed to place it. Little reason have the inhab- 
itants of Georgia and of Alabama to complain 
that the Government of the United States has 
been remiss or neglectful in protecting them from 


Indian hostilities; the fact is directly the reverse. ` 
The people of Alabama and Georgia are now suf- ; 


fering the recoil of their own unlawful weapons. 


Georgia, sir—Georgia, by trampling upon the | 


faith of our national treaties with the Indian 


tribes, and by subjecting them to her State laws, `: 
first set the example of that policy which is now : 


in the process of consummation by this Indian 


war. 


to the authority of the Government of the nation; | 
she nullified your laws; she set at naught your | 


Executive and judicial guardians of the common 
Constitution of the land. To what extent she 
carried this policy, the dungeons of her prisons 
and the records of the supreme judicial court of 
the United States can tell. To those prisons she 
committed inoffensive, innocent, pious ministers 
of the Gospe! of Truth, for carrying the light, the 
comforts, and the consolations of that Gospel to 
the hearts and minds of these unhappy Indians. 
A solemn decision of the Supreme Court of the 


n setting this example, she bade defiance |, 


t 


your treaties and of your laws. Georgia defied 
that decision; your Executive Government never 
earricd it into execution; the imprisoned mis- 
sionaries of the Gospel were compelled to pur- 
chase their ransom from perpetual captivity by 


sacrificing their rights as freemen to the meckness | 


of their principles as Christians; and you have 
sanctioned all these outrages upon justice, law, 
and humanity, by succumbing to the power and 
the policy of Georgia, by accommodating your 
legislation to her arbitrary will; by tearing to 
tatters your old treaties with the Indians, and by 
constraining them, under peine forte et dure, to 
the mockery of signing other treaties with you, 
which, at the first moment when it shall suit 
your purpose, you will again tear to tatters and 
scatter to the four winds of Heaven, till the In- 
dian race shall be extinct upon this continent, 
and it shall become a problem beyond the solu- 


tion of antiquaries and historical societies what | 


the red man of the forest was. 

This, sir, is the remote and primitive cause of the 
present Indian war; your own injustice sanctioning 
and sustaining that ofGeorgia and Alabama. This 
system of policy was first introduced by the pres- 
ent administration of your national Government. 
lt is directly the reverse of that system which had 
been pursued by all the preceding administrations 
of this Government under the present Constitu- 
tion, That system consisted in the most anxious 
and persevering efforts to civilize the Indians; to 
attach them to the soil upon which they lived; to 
enlighten their minds; to soften and humanize 


their hearts; to fix in permanency their habita- , 


tions; and to turn them from the wandering and 
precarious pursuits of the hunter, to the tillage of 
the ground; to the cultivation of corn and cotton; 
to the comforts of the fireside; to the delights of 
home. This was the system of Washington and 
of Jefferson, steadily pursued by all their suc- 
cessors, and to which all your treaties and all 
| your laws of intercourse with the Indian tribes 


broken up; and instead of it, you have adopted 


Indian tribes from their own territories and dwell- 


ings, to a region beyond the Mississippi, beyond | 


the Missouri, beyond the Arkansas, bordering 
upon Mexico; and there you have deluded them 
with the hope that they will find a permanent 
abode—a final resting place from your never-end- 
ing rapacity and persecution. There you have 
undertaken to lead the willing and to drive the 
reluctant, by fraud or by force; by treaty, or by 
the sword and the rifle, all the remnants of the 
Seminoles, of the Creeks, of the Cherokees, of 
the Choctaws, and of how many other tribes I 
cannot now stop to enumerate. In the process 
of this violent and heartless operation, you have 
met with all the resistance which men in so help- 
less a condition as that of the Indian tribes could 
make. Of the immediate causes of the war, we 
are not yet fully informed; but I fear you will find 
them, like the remoter causes, all attributable to 
yourselves. Itis in the last agonies of a pone 
forcibly torn and driven from the soil which they 
` had inherited from their fathers, and which your 
i own example, and exhortations, and instructions, 
` and treaties, had riveted more closely to their 
_ hearts; itis in the last convulsive struggles of their 
despair, that this war has originated; and if it 
brings with it some portion of the retributive 
"| justice of Heaven upon our own people, it is our 
melancholy duty to mitigate, as far as the public 
resources of the national Treasury will permit, 
the distresses of the innocent of our own kindred 
: and blood, suffering under the necessary conse- 
' quences of our own wrong. I shall vote for the 
resolution. 
Note.—This speech was delivered without pre- 
i! meditation or notes. No report of it was made 
‘| by any of the usual reporters for the newspapers. 
‘| Mr. Apams has written it out himself from recol- 
a lection, at the request of several of his friends, for 
!, publication. It is, of course, not in the precise 
` language used by him in the House. 
| used, and perhaps some omissions, which have 
escaped his recollection. The substance of the 
| speech is the same. 


le | were accommodated. The whole i ks is now | 
members of the minority of this , l , 
that of expelling by force or by compact, all the 


There is ; 
ii some amplification of the arguments which he 


PUBLIC DEPOSITS. 


REMARKS OF HON. SILAS WRIGHT, 
OF NEW YORK, 


In THE Senate, June 17, 1836. 

| The biil regulating the deposits of the Public Money 
being under consideration, and the question being upon the 
final passage of the bill— 

Mr. WRIGHT said, his connection with the 
subject generally, and with the bill under con- 
sideration more especially, had compelled him to 
take a more active part in the discussion than 
had been pleasant to him or agreeable to the Sen- 
ate; that he had refrained from any interference 
with this important matter until any further 
movement upon it had been expressly abandoned 
by the honorable Senator from South Carolina, 
(Mr. Catuoun,] who had first, and upon one of 
the first days of the session, introduced a bill to 

_ regulate the deposits in the banks; that, after that 
abandonment, he had called up the bill, and pro- 
posed a substitute; that he had connected with 
that substitute propositions for the temporary 
investment of any surplus, beyond the probable 
wants of the Treasury, which should be found 
in the' banks at the commencement of each quar- 
ter of cach year; that, subsequently to the offer 
of these propositions, he had concluded that 
the terms of investment were not sufficiently re- 
stricted, and he had modified his provisions so 
as to allow investments in the stocks issued by 
the States only, and not in any other description 
of stocks whatsoever; that, subsequently to this 
; time, the Senator from South Carolina [Mr. CaL- 
Houx] had seemed to resume his interest in his 
original bill, and had offered modifications of a 
character calculated and intended to distribute 
among the several States, in a proportion regu- 
lated by their respective representations, not in 
the House of Representatives, but in the Senate 
and House of Representatives of the Congress of 
the United States, all the moneys which might 
remain in the Treasury upon a given day beyond 
a sum to be fixed as the amount in the Treasury 
for that day. 

Subsequently to that time, various propositions 
|| were laid before the Senate by different members 
| of the body, some of them containing new pt 
| visions, and others amendments of those which 
| had been previously submitted. The question 
į was one of the first importance to the pul lic and 
| to the Treasury, as well as to the general interests 
| of the whole community. The currency of the 
| country, the accommodations from the local 
| banks, and consequently the prosperity of the 
commercial interests, were directly involved in 
| our action. 

Under these circumstances, the discussion upon 
the great question of a regulation of the deposits 
_of the public money by law commenced. At the 
opening of that discussion, Mr. W. said he had 
given his general views upon the whole subject. 
| His subsequent duties in the Senate, and as a 
member of onc of its important committees, 
together with the accumulated duties devolved 
upon him, connected with this bill, had prevented 
him from being yet able to present those views 
i to the public; but he was now conscious that 
| relief was at hand, and he should soon find it in 
i his power to discharge that labor. Upon the 
views then expressed by him, he should rest 
himself for his general justification in the course 
he had taken. it had been found, however, that 
a great diversity of opinion prevailed in the Senate 
as to the details of any bill, and that a recom- 
mittal would be indispensable, to so far incorpo- 
rate the various propositions, that the whole body 
could act upon them with any facility. After two 
days’ discussion, that course had been suggested 
by himself, and concurred in upon all sides of 
the Senate. A select committee was therefore 
appointed, and the bill, and all the amendments, 
were referred to it, and the Senate had done him 
the distinguished honor, upon an election by 
ballot, to place his name at the head of the com- 
mittee as its chairman. The standing, and char- 
acter, and talents of the members of that com- 
mittee had caused him to doubt, at every step, 
the soundness of his views, and the propriety of 
his course, and the more especially so, as, upon 
every question of difference of opinion in the 
committee, he had found himself in the minority, 


ro- 


452 


247H Cona....lst SESS. 


and, upon some of the most important questions 
of difference, in a smal! minority. He was most 
happy, however, to be able to say, that every 
question had been decided without passion or 
personal feeling, and that, so far as he could ; 
judge, all were disposed to freme a bill which | 
Would meet the approbation of the Senate. ti 
A single question had excited peculiar interest ` 
with him. He had been most anxious to agree | 
upon a bill to regulate the deposits of the public || 
money in the banks, and when he found that no 
proposition for the disposition of any surplus, if 
surplus there should be, to which he could give 
his assent, could command the support of the 
majority of the committee, he had urged the sep- 
aration of the two subjects, and the report of two 
separate bills; the one to regulate the deposits in 
the banks, and the other to provide for a more 
permanent disposition of the surplus. In this he 
was unsuccessful, as the majority of the commit- `! 
tee preferred that the two subjects should be con- ‘| 
nected in the same bill. Since the report of the | 
committee to the Senate, he had made every proper | 
effort in his power to produce that separation, 
and he could not but congratulate himself upon - 
the fact that his first effort was successful; that | 
the first vote of the Senate sustained the propriety 
of his views, and directed the separation of the | 
two subjects, which he must say he considered 
in their nature and character entirely separate, 
and the report of independent bills foreach. A 
reconsideration, however, had been proposed, and 
after a night’s deliberation, it was carried. The | 
motion to recommit was then lost, and the deter- | 
mination of the Senate thus expressed that the | 
two subjects should be coupled in the same bill, | 
and should stand or fall together. From that | 
time (Mr. W. said) he had felt himself relieved | 
from all responsibility as to a deposit bill proper. | 
He had found that no such bill could be passed | 
in the Senate, without incorporating with it a | 
perfectly separate and most important provision 
for giving the moneys in the Treasury to the 
States, under the name of a deposit. Such a pro- : 
vision contained principles to which he could not, | 
for any consideration, give his assent, and after 
that vote, therefure, the bill to him had lost its 
value. He had been still disposed, however, to 
adhere to it, and to make further trial to so modify 
its provisions, as to enable him to give it his sup- 
port. With this view he had again offered his 
propositions, which directed an investment of the 
surplus in the ‘Treasury in state stocks, bearing | 
an interest, and transferable at the pleasure of the | 
holder, with authority in the Secretary of the 
Treasury to transfer them, when the wants of the 
Treasury should require money for the stocks; 
as against a proposition to loan the money to the 
. States without interest, this proposition had met | 
with little favor. He believed it had received 
: but four votes in a full Senate. The reasons for 
a different disposition had appeared to him to be 
that the money was the property of the people of 
the States, and if not wanted for the uses of this 
Government, ought to be given to them without 
interest, instead of being invested upon interest. 
He was willing to admit that some force attached 


ib 


to this argument; but his mind had embraced the 
argument as relating to, and growing out of, the 
representative rights of the people of the States, 
and as referable to their taxable liabilities. If 
the money belonged to the people of the States, 
and they had the right to use it without interest, 
it was because it had been accumulated by taxa- 
tions upon them, as drawn from a common fund, 
in which they possessed a common interest. This 
he believed was the position assumed by the 
friends of the bill. 

Would any member of the body, then, blame 
him for the surprise he had experienced when he 
found a principlé of distribution incorporated in 
* the bill entirely at variance with the rights of the 
people of the States, as resulting from the rate 
of representation or taxation established by our 
common constitution of Government? when he 
found this body made an element in the rule of 
distribution of that money which had been drawn 
from the people of the States, to be returned to 
them, as the pretense was, because it was not 
wanted for the purposes of this Government. 


‘What was the rule of representation of the States 
here? A perfect equality. What was the. rep- 


| 
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resentation of the people of the States, and the 
liabilities for taxation in the other branch of this 
Legislature? There were sixteen States which 
would gain by the rule of distribution in the bill; 
which sixteen States were represented in the 
opular branch of Congress by eighty-one mem- 
ers; while there were eight States which would 
lose by the incorporation of the Senate as an 
element in the rule of distribution, which eight 
States were represented in the same branch of - 


| Congress by one hundred and fifty-nine members. 


The constitutional rule of taxation and repre- 
sentation were the same; were both based upon 
the Federal numbers; and in neither was the 
representation in the Senate an element. 

Would it be said that this was not a proposed 


! distribution of this money to the people of the 


States, but a mere investment of it? Why, then, 


‘ any reference to the representation of the States 


in either branch of Congress? And much more 
emphatically, why this reference to both, while 
a simple investment in securities of the same 
character, without reference to the principle of 
distribution, receives but four votes in the whole 
body? Surely no one will have the hardihood to 
say, in answer to these inquiries, that the dispo- 
sition intended is not a distribution to the States 
according to a rule which is intended to be de- 
fended as just and equal. In this sense, could 


| the rule of distribution be defended as just, as 
! equal, as constitutional? He would leave the 
| answers to these questions to those who supported 
For | 


the bill with this provision contained in it. 
himself, he was ready and willing to say that, in 
his judgment, if a power existed to return the 
money to the people at all, the exercise of that 
power must follow the rule which raised the 
money from the people by taxation, or from that 
fund which they held:in common and in the same 
proportions which govern their liability to tax- 
ation. , 

Having thus explained himself as to the pro- 


visions and progress of the bill, he was content | 


to rest upon the record of the proceedings upon 
the bill which the Journal of the Senate would 


candid and unprejudiced attention of the Senate, 
was, how much money would remain in the 
Treasury on the first of January next, which 
could properly be termed “ surplus,” not required 
to answer the wants of this Government, and 
therefore to be given away to the States. He 
had taken some pzins to inform himself upon this 
point, and the best information he could obtain 
should be given to the Senate. 

By areport from the Secretary of the Treasury, 
made to the Senate on the 6th day of June instant, 
the amount of money in the Treasury on that day, 
subject to draft, was $33,563,654, and in conse- 
quence of the late passage of the appropriation 
bills, and the rapid payments from the Treasury 
under them, that amount, over and above the 
current receipts, is now reduced to less than 
$33,000,000. 

For the present, Mr. W. said he would ex- 
amine the charges now existing, and likely to be 
made, upon this sum; and what were they? 

1. Balance of outstanding appropriations of the 
last YEar...esscccrececrrececceees $0,170,000 
2. Permanent appropriations, chargeable upon 

1836, viz: 

Pensions under act of 7th June, 1832, 

ADOUL.. os erceeeerercetsecccerses $1,300,000 

Pensions to revolutionary officers, per 


act of 15th May, 1828, about.....-. 160,000 
Virginia claims, per act of 5th July, 
1832, about... sesoses nss eventos 52,000 
Gradual improvement of the Navy... 500,000 
' Arming and equipping the militia.. .. 200,000 
| Civilization of the Indians.......... 10,000 
' Unclaimed dividends and interest of 
debt. corm crccccrcrccervcsececss 50,000 
Library of Congress .......ceeeeees 1,000 
Three per cent. to new States from 
sales of lands.....sseeeeesessse- 500,000 
Proportion of French indemnity pay- 
able by the United States, being 
art of the amount to be paid by us 
y the treaty. ...ceccemeccccesss 225,000 
2,998,000 


show. If, in resisting this division of the moneys || 3. Appropriations already made at the present 


of the nation, he had misrepresented his imme- | 


session of Congress, viz: 


diate constituents, he desired they should know |, Navy bill, about. ...0+-..e0eeeeeees $6,276,312 
the fact, and especially at this time, when it ji Civil list... ccc ec eecccec oe ceseeeee 2,767,981 


would so soon be in their power, without his con- |; Supplement to civil list, about....... 
sent, to fill the place he occupied with a better |: Army bill......... 
If, in refusing to yield to a rule of distri- || Seminole war......cecceseccorecces 


man. 
bution which does them gross injustice, he had 
been less liberal of their strict rights than they 
would wish him to be, he was equally anxious 
that they should be advised of his action, and 
thus have it in their power to redress themselves, 
if they have been aggrieved. 

Mr. W. said there was yet a question which 
he had not considered, but which must claim his 
principal attention. He had hitherto spoken of 
the progress of this bill, and of the rule of distri- 
bution adopted by it. He had not spoken, nor `: 
did he intend even yet to speak, of the constitu- | 
tional power of Congress to use its taxing power | 
to collect money from the people of the States, | 
not to give-back to the people who pay the taxes, ` 
but to place in the treasuries of the States with- |! 
out interest. This was a great question which | 
he hoped the people of the States would decide || 
without argument from him, and to their decision ! 
he should most cheerfully submit. He was aware | 
he might be answered that Congress could not !; 
use its taxing power under the Constitution to 
raise moneys for distribution to the States, and | 
that the fact that the money was in the Treasury 
had raised a necessity from which this power of 
distribution was assumed. When those who 
should use the argument would show him how | 
it was to be ascertained that the money now in 
the Treasury was not raised for distribution, and | 
how it was hereafter to be shown that any money | 
in the Treasury was raised for distribution, he 
would enter upon a further argument of the point. 
Until then he would content himself with saying |; 
that Congress could possess no greater and no. 
less powers for raising revenue than it had pos- | 
sessed from the adoption of the Constitution to | 
the present time, unless the provisions of that in- || 
strument Spon that subject should be contracted 
or enlarged. The question to which he referred, 
and to the examination of which he asked the 


| 
i 
| 
! 
| 


| i 
| 


| Thus leaving a balance in the Treas- 


71,770 
sveveccececccese 4,010,485 
| Se 2,120,000 
. District of Columbia debt......2e06. 1,570,000 
PensiOnS....cceccsecvsevccesecesee 455,454 
Paymentofmembers ofCongress,&c.. 843,880 
Volunteer army bill. ....eeeseeeseee 300,000 
Creek War..scccrssccsesssecscesses 500,000 
! Concurrent resolution as to claims of 
States against the General Govern- 
ment, SAY. sses. cecsssecccnsceses 200,000 
Private bills and miscellaneous appro- 
priations already made, not less 
than..cccscccsccsccscserceeeeres 100,000 


$19,215,882 


` We then (Mr. W. said) had certainty so far, 
and how did the account stand? The money in 


| the Treasury, at our last accounts, on the 6th day 


of June instant, was. e.s... eseese e «$33,003,604 
There were then appropriations 

charged upon it as follows: 
Outstanding appropriations of 

1835. osc cree cere oo e e. $5,170,000 
Permanent appropriations 

for the service of 1836... 2,998,000 
Appropriations already 

made during the present 

session of Congress to- 

wards the service of 1836, 19,215,882 


27,383,882 


ury unappropriated on the 6th day 
of the present month, amounting 
lOsessoossesoenoosoosoosossre 
Since that time the Indian annuity bill 
has passed, and become a law, and, 
including the sums for the removal 
of Indians, appropriates about..... _ 1,800,000 


Which, taken from the above balance 
in the Treasury, will leave. e s e s ee e $4,379,772 
———————— 


6,179,772 
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Mr. W. said he would now inquire, as briefly | 


as was possible, what further appropriations re- 
mained ta be made for the present year, and which 
he thought all would admit must be made. 
And here the first subject which had demanded 
lhis notice, was the Indian treaties which have 
been randed by the Senate during its present ses- 
sion, He would enumerate but two, the treaty 
with the Cherokees, and with the Chippewas and 
Ouawas, These treaties required appropriations, 
at least, to the following extents: 
The Cherokee treaty to the amount of $5,600,000 
The Chippewa and Ottawa treaty to 
the amount Of... oo... eee c eee eee 
The fortifications had occupied much 
of the attention of the present Con- 
gress, but, as yet, nothing had been 
appropriated towards them. The 
Senate had sent a bill to the House 
providing for the purchase of sites 
and the commencement of new 
works, and appropriating for that 
object about. 2... cece ee eee ewes 
A bill was pending before the House 
to provide for continuing the work 
upon the existing fortifications, and 
proposing to appropriate for that 
objectabout........ Sesan Wie 
A bil for the continuation of the Cum- 
berland road had been sent from the 
Senate tothe House, proposing ap- 
propriations for that object to the 
AMOUNL Of. . cee er cece ce crencceees 
Bills were before the two Houses, 
and most of them had passed the 
one House or the other, for the im- 
provement of roads in the Territo- 
ries, amounting to about.......006 
A bill had come from the House to 
the Senate to provide for construct- 
ing a frontier road along the western 
frontier of the United States, and 
appropriating for that object...... 
Two bills, which usually meet the 
favorable action of Congress at 
every session, and more especially 
at the long session, the one for the 
improvementof harbors and rivers, 
and the other for the erection of 
light-houses, light-boats, beacons, 
buoys, &c., are before the House, 
proposing to appropriate tor these 
ODJECIS. ose cresccnrcececcccences 
Provision has been made annually, 
and it is presumed will be made this 
year, for the compensation of cus- 
tom-house officers, which calls for 
an expenditure of about. .....-.+6 
A bill is now before the House to pro- 
vide for the increased expenditure 
at the mints, and proposes to appro- 
Pridte. oe eee eee r cree ers eevenee 
Further appropriations must be made 
for the Seminole and Creek wars, 
and the least sum estimated to be 
NECESSALY 13. ce cessereccenroecees 
The estimated amount of appropria- 
tions by private and local bills not 
enumerated above, and beyond the 
$109,000 included in the first state- 


THENL, 13.0 cc eee cece cer eereeceees 


1,500,000 


1,100,000 


2,250,000 


600,000 
150,000 


100,000 


1,500,000 


200,000 
50,000 


3,000,000 


1,450,000 
This presents an aggregate of appro- 
priations to be made, all of which i 
are supposed to be to some extent 
necessary, and even indispensable, 
to the public interests, equal to.... 


balance in the Treasury, after de- 
ducting the outstanding appropria- | 
tions, 10 Witseesemeseces case eees 4,379,772 | 
And there will remain to be charged 
upon the moneys to be received into 
the Treasury after the 6th of June 
instant, the sum Of... .eseesssees- 


There was another class of a 


public character, which he thought ought to pass, | 


and he hoped might pass before the adjournment i 


of Congress. One of these measures was the | 
filling up of the ranks of the Army, and which, ' 


17,500,000 
Take from this amount the above y; 


l 
i 


li 


$13,120,228 : 


probrations ofai 
gr 


g ; { 
if successful, he supposed would incur an annual | handbill, or other printed paper or pictorial representation, 


expenditure of at least... .....0c.00e 
Several bills were before Congress for 
the erection of new custom-houses, 
some of which, and especially one 
at New Orieans, and at one or two 
other points, he hoped would pass, 
and they would appropriate about.. 
Bills were before Congress, and surely 
ought to pass, for rebuilding the 
Treasury buildings, and there was 
asked for that object, for the present 
FOUTS « o-0\e'8t.e eine S60 e 8 Slee TE 
ill was also now before the Senate 
recommending the erection of a fire 
proof building for the Patent Office, 
and proposing to appropriate for 
that object something more than... 
Several bills were before the two 
Houses of Congress to provide for 
the erection of new marine hospitals, 
and he supposed some of them would 
meet our favorable action. He had 
estimated that the appropriations 
for these objects would be.....+.. 
Bills were before Congress to remit 
the duties upon goods destroyed by 
fire in the original packages, many 
of which he thought ought to pass, 
and would appropriate, if they did 
pass, at the least.....e.... eee eee 
A bill is now before Congress pro- 
posing to advance the unpaid indem- 
nities under the treaties with France 
and Naples. This bill would be 
eminently calculated, to its extent, 
to relieve the present mercantile 
pressure, and ought to pass. It 
would appropriate about.......... 
A bill has passed the Senate, and been 
sent to ihs House, to purchase the 
remaining stock held by private 
stockholders in the Lawiacille and 
Portland Canal Company, and ap- 
propriating for that object........ 


300,000 


250,000 
A 


100,000 


50,000 


1,100,000 


4,000,000 


750,000 
Here, then, is a further amount, un- 
provided for, except by future re- 

ceipts into the Treasury, of....... 7,550,000 
Add to this the balance, unprovided for 
except by future receipts into the 
Treasury, as shown by the result 

of the last preceding calculation... . 13,120,228 


And we have an amount of existing 
and probable appropriations,beyond 
any means now in the Treasury, 
equal LO... eee ee cece ce cece es er $20,670,228 


Mr. W. said he did not say that these appro- 
priations would all be made. He did not believe 
they would all be made, but he had intended to 
select, with care and caution, such only as were 
presented to Congress with strong claims; of 
many of them he gould say with claims which 
seemed to him almost, if not altogether, irresist- 
ible. He would then ask gentlemen who dis- 

uted his conclusions, to point out the important 
pills he had enumerated, which would not and 
ought not to pass. He had given particular ref- 
erence to the measures, and he hoped they would 
put their finger upon those which they would 
oppose 


INCENDIARY PUBLICATIONS. 


DEBATE IN THE SENATE, 
June 8, 1836, , 


Upon the question, “ Shall the following bill pass?”’ to wit: 


Be it enacted, §c., That it shail not be lawful for any 
deputy postmaster, in auy State, Territory, or district of 
the United States, knowingly to deliver to any person what- 
ever, any pamphlet, newspaper, handbill, or other printed 
paper or pictorial representation touching the subject of 

: slavery, where, by the laws of the said State, Territory, or 
district, their circulation is prohibited; and any deputy 


postmaster who shall be guilty thereof, shall be forthwith | 


removed from office. 

Sec. 2. And be it further enacted, That nothing in the 
acts of Congress to establish and regulate the Post Office 
Department, shal] be construed to protect any deputy post- 
master, mail carrier, or other officer or agent of said Depart- 
: ment, who shall knowingly circulate, in any State, Terri- 
i tory, or district, as aforesaid, any such pamphlet, newspaper, 


$1,000,000 | forbidden by the laws of such State, Territory, or district. 


EC. 3. And be it further enacted by the authority afore- 
said, That the deputy postmasters of the offices where the 
pamphlets, newspapers, handbills, or other printed papers 
or pictorial representations atoresaid, may arrive for deliv- 
ery, shall, under the instructions of the Postmaster General, 
from time to time give notice of the same, so that they may 
be withdrawo by tie person who deposited them originally 
to be mailed, aud if the same shall not be withdrawn ia 
one month thereafter, shall be burnt or otherwise de- 
stroyed. 

Mr. WEBSTER addressed the Senate at length 
in opposition to the bill, commencing his argu- 
ment against what he contended was its vague- 
ness and obscurity in not sufficiently defining 

what were the publications, the circulation of 

‘which it intended to prohibit. The bill provided 
that it should not be lawful for any deputy post- 
master, in any State, Territory, or District of the 

: United States, knowingly to deliver to any person 
whatever, ay pamphlet, newspaper, handbill, or 
other printed paper or pictorial representation, 
touching the subject of slavery where, by the 
laws of the said State, District, or Territory, 
their circulation was prohibited. Under this 
provision Mr. W. contended that it was impos- 
sible to say what publications might not be pro- 
hibited from circulation. No matter what was 
the publication, whether for or against slavery— 
if it touched the subject in any shape or form, it 
would fall under the prohibition. Even the Con- 
stitution of the United States might be prohibited; 
and the person who was clothed with the power 
to judge in this delicate matter was one of the 
deputy postmasters who, notwithstanding the 
difficulties with which he was encompassed in 
coming to a correct decision, must decide cor- 
rectly, under pain of being removed from office. 
It would be necessary also, he said, for the deputy 
postmasters referred to in this bill to make them- 
selves acquainted with all the various laws passed 
by the States, touching this subject of slavery, 
and to decide on them, no matter how variant 
they might be with each other. 

Mr. W. also contended that the bill conflicted 
with that provision of the Constitution which 
prohibited Congress from passing any law to 
abridge the freedom of speech, or of the press. 
What was the liberty of the press? he asked. It 
was the liberty of printing as well as the liberty 
of publishing, in all the ordinary modes of pub- 
lication; and was not the circulation of papers 
through the mails an ordinary mode of publica- 

i tion? He was afraid that they were in some 
danger of taking a step in this matter that they 
might hereafter have cause to regret, by its being 
contended that whatever in this bill applies to 
publications touching slavery, applies to other 
publications that the States might think proper to 
prohibit; and Congress might, under thisexample, 
be called upon to pass laws to suppress the circu- 
lation of political, religious, or any other descrip- 
tion of publications which produced excitement 
in the States. Was this bill in accordance with 
the general force and temper of the Constitution 
and its amendments? It was not in accordance 
with that provision of the instrument under 
which the freedom of speech and of the press 
was secured. Whatever laws the State Legista- 
tures might pass on the subject, Congress was 
restrained from legislating in any manner what- 
ever in regard to the press. It would be admitted 
that if a newspaper came directed to him, he had 
a property in it; and how could any man, then, 
| take that property and burn it without due form 
i of law? and he did not know how this news- 
paper could be pronounced an unlawful publica- 
| tion, and having no property in it, without a 
| legal trial. : p ; 
| Mr. W. argued against the right to examine 
| into the nature of publicationsesent to the post 
| office, and said that the right of an individual in 
: his papers, was secured to him in every free coun- 
i try in the world. In England, it was ex ressly 
| provided that the papers of the subject s all be 
| free from all unreasonable searches and seizures 
| —language (he said) to be found in our Consti- 
‘tution. This principle, established in England, 
| go essential to liberty, had been followed out in 
| France, where the right of printing and publish- 
ing was secured in the fullest extent; the indi- 
vidual publishing being amenable to the laws for 


what he published; and every man printed and 
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I| lications which it would be unlawful for our 
|! deputy postmasters within these States to circu- 
‘late. 

This bill was in strict conformity with the 


ublished what he pleased, at his peril. Mr. W. || admitted that, unless in extreme cases, where the 
went on at some length to show that the bill was |' safety of the Republic was involved, we should 
contrary to that provision of the Constitution : never exercise this power of discrimination be- 
which prohibits Congress to pass any law abridg- : tween what papers should and should not be cir- 


ine the freedom of speech or of the press. 

Mr. BUCHANAN said, that as he had voted 
for the engrossment of this bill, and should vote 
for its final passage, he felt himself bound to 
defend and justify his vote against the argument |, 
of the Senator from Massachusetts, [Mr. WEB- . 
sTER.] In doing so, he would imitate that Sen- | 
ator, if in no other respect, at Icast in being brief. 

It is indispensable to the clear and distinct 
understanding of any argument, to know precisely 
what is the question under discussion. Without 
this knowledge, we cannot tell whether in any or . 
in what degree the argument is applicable to the 
subject. What, then, is the naked question now 
under discussion, stripped of all the mist which 
has been cast around it? This bill embraced 
but a single principle, though this principle was 
carried out through three sections. It provides 
that deputy postmasters, within the limits of 
such slaveholding States as have found it neces- 
sary for their own safety to pass laws making it 
penal to circulate inflammatory publications and 
pictorial representations calculated to excite the 
slaves to insurrection, shall not be protected by 
the laws of the United States, in violating these 
State laws. Postmasters within these States, 
who shall knowingly distribute such publications, 
are liable to be removed from office. The bill 
also provides that the post office laws of the 
United States shall not protect postmasters, mail 
carriers, or other officers or agents of the Depart- 
ment, who shall knowingly circulate such incen- 
diary publications, from the penalties denounced 
against this offense under the laws of the States. 
This is the spirit and principle of the bill. It does 
no more than to withdraw the protection of the 
laws of the United States establishing the Post 
Office Department from postmasters and other 
agents of this Government who shall willfully 
transgress State laws deemed absolutely necessary 
to secure the States within which they exist from 

servile insurrection. 

This bill did not affect, in the slightest degree, 
any of the non-slaveholding States. Neither did 
it apply to any of the slaveholding States, except 
those within which the danger of insurrection | 
had become so imminent as to compel them to 
pass laws of the character referred to in the bill. | 

Of the policy and justice of passing such a bill ! 
he could not doubt, provided we possess the | 
power. Noperson would contend that this Gov- 
ernment ought to become the instrument of ex- 
citing insurrection within any of the States, unless 
we were constrained to pursue this course by an 
overruling constitutional necessity. The ques- | 
tion then is, does any such necessity exist? Are | 
we bound by the Constitution of the United 
States, through our post offices, to circulate pub- 
lications among the slaves, the direct tendency 
of which is to excite their passions and rouse | 
them to insurrection? Have we no power to stay 
our hand in any case? Even if a portion of this 
Union were ina state of open rebellion against ' 
the United States, must we aid and assist the 
rebels, by communicating to them, through our 
Post Office Department, such publications and 
information as may encourage and promote their 
designs against the very existence of the Con- 
federacy itself? If the Constitution of the United 
States has placed us in this deplorable condition, 
we must yield to its mandates, no matter what 
may be the consequences. 

Mr. B. did not believe that the Constitution 
placed us in any such position. Our power over 
the mails was as broad and general as any words | 
in the English language could confer. The Con- | 
stitution declares that ‘‘ Congress shall have 
Re to establish post offices and post roads.” | 

his is the only provision which it contains 
touching the subject. After the establishment of 
these post offices and post roads, who shall de- 
cide upon the purposes for which they shall be 


used? He answered, Congress, and Congress || 


alone. There was no limitation, no restriction, || 
whatever, upon our discretion contained in the 
bond. We have the power to decide what shall |; 
and what shall not be carried in the mail, and 
what shall be the rates of postage. He freely |: 


culated through the mail. 
however, has conferred upon us this general 
power, probably for the very purpose of mecting 
these extreme cases, and it is one which, from its 
delicate nature, we shall not be likely to abuse. 
He differed entirely from the report of the Sen- 
ator from South Carolina, [Mr. Catyowun,] as to 
the source whence the power was derived to pass 
this bill. No action of the State Legislatures 
could either confer itor take itaway. lt was per- 
fect and complete in itself under the Federal Con- 
stitution, or it had no existence. With that 
Senator he entirely concurred in opinion that the 
sedition law was clearly unconstitutional. Con- 
gress have no power to abridge the freedom of the 
press, or to pass any law to prevent or to punish 
any publication whatever. He understood the 
freedom of the press to mean precisely what the 
Senator from Massachusetts had stated. But does 
it follow, as the gentleman contends, that because 
- we have no power over the press, that therefore 
| we are bound to carry and distribute anything 
and everything which may proceed from it, even 
if it should be calculated to stir up insurrection or 
to destroy the Government? So far as this Gov- 
ernment is concerned, every person may print, 
and publish, and circultate whatever he pleases; 
but are we therefore compelled to become his 
agents, and to circulate for him everything he may 
: choose to publish? Thisis the question. Any 
gentleman upon this floor may write what he 
thinks proper against my character; but because 
he can exercise this liberty, am I therefore bound 
to carry and to circulate what he has written? 
So any individual within the broad limits of this 
Union, without previous restraint and without 
danger of punishment from the Federal Govern- 
ment, may publish what is calculated to aid and 
assist the enemies of the country in open war; 
but doesit follow, asa necessary consequence, that 
this very Government is bound to carry and cir- 
culate such publications through its mails? A 


more perfect non sequitur never had been presented | 
It was one thing not to restrain or 


to his mind. 
punish publications; it was another and an en- 
tirely different thing to carry and circulate them 
after they have been published. The oneis merely 
pasava the other is active. 
eave our citizens entirely frec to print and publish 
and circulate what they pleased; and it was 
‘another thing to call upon us toaid in their circu- 
lation. From the prohibition to make any law 
_ “abridging the freedom of speech or of the press,” 
it could never be inferred that we must provide 
by law for the circulation through the post office 
of everything which the press might publish; and 
yet this is the argument both of the Senator from 
| Massachusetts and the Senator from South Caro- 
i lina. If this argument were well founded, it was 
i very clear to his mind, that no State law could 
` confer upon Congress any power to pass this bill. 
` We derived our powers from the Federal Consti- 
tution, and from that alone. If under its provis- 


‘| ions we had no authority to pass the bill, we could 
derive no such authority from the laws of the - 


States. 
Why, then, did Mr. B. vote fora bill to 


ciding what publications were dangerous. The 


| They were willing to submit to a great evil in 


|| depriving themselves of information which might 


be valuable to them, in order to avoid the still 
| greater evil that would result from the circulation’ 
of these publications and pictorial representations 
among their slaves. Such a law would not be 


permitted to exist after the necessity for it had : 


ended. He was therefore willing, upon this 


for the purpose of conferring any power on Con- 


gress, but merely for a description of the pub- | 


The Constitution, ' 


Tt was one thing to . 


re- 
vent the circulation of publications prohibited by 
State laws? Not because we derived any power | 
from these laws; but, under the circumstances, | 
they contained the best rule to guide us in de- : 


l | citizens of those States. 
occasion, to refer to the laws of the States, not |. 


recommendations contained in the President’s 
message on this subject, which had, he believed, 
found favor everywhere. The principles of this 
message, which had been pronounced unconsti- 
tutional by the Senator from South Carolina, [Mr. 
Carnowun,] had, he believed, been highly com- 
mended in a resolution passed by the Legislature 
of that State. He would read an extract from 
‘ the President’s message: 


| In connection with these provisions in relation to the 
Post Office Department, I must also invite your attention 
to the painful excitement produced in the South by attempts 
to circulate through the mails inflammatory appeals ad- 
dressed to the passions of the slaves, in prints, and in 
various sorts of publications calculated to stimulate them 
to insurrection, and to produce all the horrors of a servile 
war. 

& There is, doubtless, no respectable portion of our coun- 
trymen who can be so far misled as to fecl any other senti- 
ment than that of indignant regret at conduct so destructive 
of the harmony and peace of the country, and so repugnant 
to the principles of our national compact and to the dic- 
tates of humanity and religion. Our happiness and pros- 
perity essentially depend upon peace within our borders— 
and peace depends upon the maintenance, in good faith, of 
those compromises of the Constitution upon which the 
Union is founded. It is fortunate for the country that the 
good sense, the generous feeling, and the deep rooted at- 
tachment of the people of the non-slaveholding States to 
the Union, and to their fellow-citizens of the same blood 

| in the South, have given so strong and impressive a tone 

į tothe sentiments entertained against the proceedings of the 

| misguided persons who have engaged in these unconstitu- 

: tional and wicked attempts, and especially against the 
emissaries from foreign parts who have dared to intefere in 
this matter, as to authorize the hope that those attempts 
will no longer be persisted in. But if these expressions of 
the public will shall not be sufficient to effect so desirable 
a result, not a doubt can be entertained that the non- 
slaveholding States, so far from countenancing the slightest 
interference with the constitutional rights of the South, 
will be prompt to exercise their authority in suppressing, 
s0 mr a in them lies, whatever is calculated to produce 
this evil. 

“ In leaving the care of other branches of this interesting 
subject to the State authorities, to whom they properly 
belong, it is nevertheless proper for Congress to take such 
measures as will prevent the Post Office Department, 
which was designed to foster an amicable intercourse and 
correspondence between all the members of the Confed- 
eracy, from being used as an instrument of an opposite 
character. The General Government, to which the great 
trust is confided of preserving inviolate the relations created 
among the States by the Constitution, is especially bound 
to avoid in its own action anything that may disturb them. 


| I would, therefore, call the special attention of Congress 
to the subject, and respectfully suggest the propriety of 


passing such a law as will prohibit, under severe penalties 
the circulation in the southern States, through the mail, of 
incendiary publications intended to instigate the slaves to 
insurrection.” 

In reply to Mr. Wesster, Mr. B. said that he 
did not think there was any vagueness in that 
part of the bill on which the gentleman had com- 
mented, except what arose from the nature of the 


subject. It is vague, says the gentleman, because 


it contains no description of the publications, the 
circulation of which it intends to prohibit, except 
the words ‘touching the subject of slavery.” 
On this foundation he had erected a considerable 
portion of his argument. Mr. B. acknowledged 
that if the bill contained no other description 
than this, it would be impossible to carry it into 
execution. But this was not the fact. The sub- 
sequent language restricted this vague descrip- 


; tion; because it confined the operation of the bill 


to such publications only, ‘“ touching the subject 
of slavery,” as were prohibited from circulation 
by the laws of the respective States. 

We have (said Mr. B.) wisely and properly 
referred, for the description of the offense, to the 


t i laws of the different States which will be embraced 
States were the best judges of what was necessary 


|| for their own safety and protection; and they 

: would not call for the passage of this bill unless ` 
, they were firmly convinced that the situation in | 
_, which they were placed imperiously demanded it. ` 


by the bill. It was just—it was politic—it was 
treating those States with a proper degree of 


i respect, to make our law conform with their laws, 


and thus to take care that no conflict should arise 
between our deputy postmasters and their State 


i authorities. Could the gentleman from Massa- 
_chusetts himself make the bill more explicit? He 
_ could not do it, consistently with the principles 


upon which it was founded, without incorporating 
into its provisions all the laws of all the States 
who had thought proper to pass laws upon this 
subject. Our deputy postmasters were resident 
They were bound to 
know the State laws under which they lived; and 


| all that this bill requires is, that they shall not 


violate them. 


1936.] 
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The Senator trom Massachusetts has contended 


that any newspaper which had been sent to an — 


individual by mail, and was deposited in a post 
ofice, was his property; and we had, therefore, 
no right to say it should not be delivered. But 
this was begging the question. It was taking 
that for granted which remained to be proved. If 
Cong-sss, as he (Mr. B.) had contended, pos- 
sessed the incontestable power of declaring what 
should and what should not be circulated through 
the mails, no man could have the right to demand 
from any post office that which the law had de- 
cared should not thus be circulated. If we can, 
without Vioadog the Constitution, say that these 
indammatory publications, tending to excite ser- 
vile war, shall not be distributed by our post- 
masters among the individuals to whom they are 
directed, no question of property could then 
arise. No man can have a property in that 
which is a violation of law. It then becomes a 
question, not of property, but of public safety. 
Admit the gendeman’s premises, that we have 
no right to pass any law upon this subject, and 
he can establish his position that a property 
exists in those publications whilst in the post 
offices. Without this admission, his argument 
entirely fails. 

He felt as reluctant as any man could feel, to 
vote fur any law interfering with the circulation 
through the mails of any publication whatever, 
no matter what might be its character. But if 
the slaves within any southern State were in 
rebellion, or if a palpable and well-founded dan- 
ger of such a rebellion existed, with his present 
convictions, Should he refuse to prevent the cir- 
culadon of publications tending to encourage or 
eXcite insurrection, he would consider himself an 
accomplice in their guilt. He entertained no 
doubt whatever of the power of Congress to pass 
this bill, or of the propriety of exercising that 
power. He would not have voted for the bill 
which had been reported by the Senator from 
South Carolina, [Mr. Carmocn,] because he 


| 


thought it a measure far beyond what was re- '. 


quired by the necessity of the case. This bill, 
whilst it was sufficiently strong to correct the 


evil, would be confined in its operation to those 


States within which the danger existed. 

Mr. DAVIS stated at length his objections to 
the passage of the bill. Senators assumed that 
there was no difficulties in the way, because the 
post office power gave to Congress the right to 
decide what should be carried in the mails. On 
a former occasion, he had said all that was proper 
ia regard to this matter. He then drew the atten- 
tion of the Senate to the constitutional question 
involved, and demonstrated, as he thought, that 
there was no authority in the Constitution to 
pass this Lill, or anything like it. The language 
of the Constitution was very simple: it only said 
that Congress should have the power to establish 
post offices and post roads. Now, what wasa 
aost office, in the meaning of the Constitution? 
ko understand this, it would be necessary to ascer- 
tain what was the meaning held at the time the 
Constitution was adopted. You had a post office 
atthe time the Constitution was madc; and a press 
also; and the provision in the Constitution was 
made in reference to both these known things. 


The object in establishing the post office, then, f 


was to send abroad intelligence throughout the 
country; and it was intended for the transmission 
of newspapers, pamphlets, judicial and legislative 
proceedings, and all matters emanating from the 
press, relating to politics, literature, and science, 
and for the transmission of private letters. It 
would be, therefore, in his opinion, in conflict 
with the provision of the Constitution giving Con- 
gress the power to establish the post office, as 
well as an abridgement of the freedom of the 
ress, to carry into effect the provisions of the 
ill. 

The Senator from Pennsylvania reiterated the 
argument used the other day by his friend from 
Georgia, that you have no right to diffuse publi- 
cations, through the agency of the post office, for 
the purpose of exciting a servile war. Now let 
me tell the gentleman, (said Mr. D.,) that this is 
an old argument against the liberty of the press, 
and that it has been used whenever it was thought 
necessary to establish a censorship over 1t., The 
public morals were said to be in danger; 1t was 


‘of the law, and that was the whole bill. 


necessary to prevent licentiousness, tumult, and 
sedition; and the public good required that the 
licentiousness of the press should be restrained. 
All these were the plausible pretenses under which 
the freedom of the press had been violated in all 
eyes. Now, they knew that the press was at all 
times corrupt; but when they came to decide the 
question whether the tares should be rooted up, 
and the wheat along with it, those who had de- 
cided in favor of liberty had always decided that 
it was better to put up with a lesser evil than to 
draw down upon themselves one of such fearful 
magnitude as must result from the destruction of 
the press. Mr. D. contended that the power to 
be given to the deputy postmasters, to decide 
what should and what should not be distributed 
from the post office, gave them a dangerous dis- 
cretion over a very delicate matter, and that the 
power was one highly susceptible of abuse, and 
always liable to misconstruction. 

Mr. GRUNDY observed that this bill was 
intended simply to prevent any officer of the 
Government, who should violate the laws of the 
States in which he resided, from sheltering him- 
self under the post office law. As the bill now 
stood, the objections with regard to abridging the 
freedom of the press had no application whatever. 
There was no provision in the bill interfering 
with the printing or publishing any matter what- 
ever, nor was it even pretended that Congress 
possessed the power of doing so. It was not 
even said that certain publications, no matter 
how incendiary in their character, should not be 
deposited in the post office, and transmitted 
through the mails. Therefore, all the objections 
that he had heard to the bill fell to the ground. 
In this bill the Government simply said to the 
individual in its employ, ‘* We will not help you 
to do an act in violation of the laws of the State 
in which you live.’? That was the ground on 
which the bill was framed, and it could not be 
pretended that this was an abridgement of the 
liberty of the press. It was only the Government 
declining to assist an individual in the violation 


Government, under the Constitution, had an 
entire control of the Post Office Department. It 
had the power to regulate what matters should 


be carried through the mails, and what should | 


not, We say to everybody that to these slave- 
holding States you may transmit through the 
mails what you please, but if you transmit to one 
of our officers what is prohibited by the laws of 
the State in which he resides, we shall say to that 


The | 


officer, you shall not put on the mantle of the , 


Government to assist you in the violation of that 
law; you shall be subject to the penalties of the 
State laws, besides removal from office. In fact 
there was not the slightest pretext for saying that 
this bill violated in the remotest degree the free- 
dom of the press. Nothing should be carried in 
the mails but what was proper for transmission 
through them; but if there was anything sent 


_ through them tending to excite insurrection and 
: bloodshed, how could there be an objection to 


the passage of a law saying that it should not be 
delivered out from the post office. f 
The gentleman from Massachusetts objected to 


‘ the vagueness of the bill in saying what shall not 


be distributed from the post offices. How could 
the matter (he asked) be made more specific? 
When the publication arrived at the post office 
where it was prohibited, and was about to be 
handed out, the State law would be consulted, 
and by it it would be decided whether it was in 
violation of the State law or not, and it could 


thus be determined whether it was proper for de- ; 
livery. He should not say anything as to the 


report; he did not concur in it further than that 
this was a great evil, and should be corrected in 


the mildest way that it could be done. This bill ; 


did not affect any individual but those of the post 
offices of the States where laws had been passed 
prohibiting publications and pictorial representa- 


tions calculated to excite insurrection among the ` 
‘slaves. He was opposed to the original bill, be- 


cause it interfered with what publications should . 


be deposited in, as well as delivered from, the 


post offices. But it was only at the delivery office | 
and the postmaster , 


where this bill would operate, 
at such office would be operated on by the laws 
of the State in which it was situated. If this bill 


| was not passed nothing could be done, and the 
post office would be made (for there were persons 
wicked enough to do it) the medium through 
which to send firebrands throughout the country. 

Mr. CLAY said that he considered this bill 
totally unnecessary and uncalled for by public 
sentiment; and in this he differed with the Senator 
from Pennsylvania, [Mr. Bucuanan,] for he be- 
lieved that the President’s message on the subject 
had met with general disapprobation; that it was 
unconstitutional; and, if not so, that it contained 
a principle of a mest dangerous and alarming 
character. When he saw that the exercise of the 
most extraordinary and dangerous power had 
been assumed by the head of the Past Office, and 
that it had been sustained by this message, he 
turned his attention to the subject and inquired 
whether it was necessary that the General Gov- 
ernment should, under any circumstances, exer- 
cise such a power, and whether he possessed it; 
and, after much reflection, he had come to the 
conclusion that they could not pass any law in- 
terfering with the subject in any shape or form 
whatever. 

The evil complained of was the circulation of 
papers having a certain tendency. The papers, 
unless circulated, did no harm, and while in the 
post office or in the mail—it was a circulation 
solely which constituted the evil. It was the 
taking them out of the mail, and the use that was 
to be made of them, that constituted the mischief. 
Then it was perfectly competent to the State 
authorities to apply the remedy. The instant 
that a prohibited paper was handed out, whether 
to a citizen or sojourner, he was subject to the 
laws which might compel him either to surrender 
them or burn them. He considered the bill not 
only unnecessary, but as a law of a dangerous, 
if not a doubtful authority. 

It was objected that it was vague and indefinite 
in its character; and how is that objection got 
over? The bill provided that it shall not be 
lawful for any deputy postmaster, in any State, 
Territory, or District of the United States, know- 
ingly to deliver to any person whatever, any 
pamphlet, newspaper, handbill, or other printed 
paper or pictorial representation, touching the 
subject of slavery, where, by the laws of the said 
State, Territory, or District, their circulation is 
prohibited. Now, what could be more vague 
and indefinite than this description? How could 
it be decided by this description what publications 
should be withheld from distribution? The gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania said that the laws of 
the States would ‘supply the omission. He 
thought the Senator was premature in saying 
that there would be precision in State laws, 
before he showed it by producing the law. He 
had seen no such law, and he did not know 
whether the description in the bill was applicable 
or not. There was another objection to this 
part of the bill; it applied not only to the present 
laws of the States, but to any future laws they 
might pass. 

Mr. C. denied that the bill applied to the slave- 
holding States only, and went on to argue that it 
could be applied to all the States, and to any pub- 
lication touching the subject of slavery whatever, 
whether for or against it, if such publication was 
only prohibited by the laws of such State. Thus, 
for instance, a non-slaveholding State might pro- 
hibit publications in defense of the institution of 
slavery, and this bill would apply to it as well as 
to the laws of the slaveholding States; but the 
law would be inoperative; it declared that the 
deputy postmaster should not be amenable, unless 
he knowingly shall deliver, &c. Why, the post- 
master might plead ignorance, &nd of course the 

. Jaw would be inoperative. 

But he wanted to know whence Congress de- 
rived the power to pass this law. It was said 
that it was to carry into effect the laws of the 
States. Where did they get such authority? He 
thought that their only authority to pass laws 
was in pursuance of the Constitution; but to pass 
laws to carry into effect the laws of the States, 
was a most prolific authority, and there was no 
knowing where it was to stop; it would make the 
legislation of Congress dependent upon the legis- 
lation of twenty-four different sovereignties. He 
thought the bill wasof a most dangerous tendency. 

| The Senator from Pennsylvania asked if the post 
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office power did not give them e 
Jate what should be carried in the mails. Why, 
there was no such power as that claimed in the |! 
bill; and if they passed such a law, it would be ! 
exercising a most dangerous power. Why, if- 
such doctrine prevailed, the Government might ' 
designate the persons, or parties, or classes who 
should have the benefit of the mails, excluding all 
others. 

It was too often in the condemnation of a par- 
ticular evil that they were urged on to measures 
of a dangerous tendency. All must agree as to 
the dangerous consequences of persons residing 
out of certain States transmitting to them incen- 
diary publications, calculated to promote civil 
war and bloodshed. All must see the evil, and 
a great evil it was, and he hoped that a stop 
would be put to it; but Congress had no power 
to pass beyond the Constitution for the purpose 
of correcting it. The States alone had the power, 
and their power was ample for the purpose. He 
hoped never to see the time when the General 
Government should undertake to correct the evil 
by such measures as the one before them. If 
(said Mr. C.) you can pass this law to prohibit 
the delivery through the post office of publica- 
tions touching the subject of slavery, might they 
not also pass laws to prohibit any citizen of New | 
York or Massachusetts from publishing and 
transmitting through the mails touching that 
subject? If you may touch the subject of slavery 
at all, why not go to the root of the evil? Sup- 
pose one of the southern States were to pass a 
law of this kind, would you not be called upon 
by all the arguments now used in favor of this | 


247H Conc... Ist Sess. Freendiary Publications—Mr. Calhoun, Mr. Webster, Mr. Buchanan. 


the right to regu- || or to prohibit the publication and circulation of 


any paper whatever—this has been done by the 
States already. The inhibition of the Constitu- 
tion was on Congress, and not on the States, 
who possessed full power to pass any laws they 
thought proper. They knew that there were 
several precedents to sanction this bill. Congress 
had passed laws to abstain from the violation of 
the health laws of the States. Could any one 
say that the Constitution gave to Congress the 
power to pass quarantine laws? He had not 
adverted to the message of the President on this 
subject, because he believed that the President 
acted from the best motives, and that that part 
of the message was drawn up without sufficient 
reflection. He denied, however, that this mes- 
‘sage was in conformity with the Constitution. 
It would be directly abridging the liberty of the 
press for Congress to pass such laws as the 
President recommended. One part of the mes- 
sage he would refer to, which was in these 
words: 

«f would, therefore, call the special attention of Con- 
gress to the subject, and respectfully suggest the propricty 
of passing such a law as will prohibjt, under severe pen- 
alties, the circulation in the southern States, through the 
mail, incendiary publications, intended to instigate the 
slaves to insurrection.” 

This was clearly unconstitutional, for it not 
only recommended the prohibition of publications 
and circulation of incendiary papers, (abridging 
the freedom of the press,) but it reconimended also 
the infliction.of severe penalties, which 


On no other principle could this ever be defended 


than that it was simply abstaining from a viola- : 


bill, to carry such laws into effect? Mr. C. con- | tion of the laws of the States. 


cluded by saying that the bill was calculated to | 
destroy all the landmarks of the Constitution, 
establish a precedent for dangerous legislation, 
and to lead to incalculable mischief. There was 
no necessity for so dangerous an assumption of 


The Senator from Kentuck 
' this bill was useless, and he ( t 
i it was so in one sense, and that was, with or with- 


out this bill, the southern States would execute | 


their own laws against the circulation of such 


owers ; 
were sa prerai prohibited by the Constitution. | 


contended that ` 
r. C.) agreed that ' 


authority, the State laws being perfectly compe- | papers. It was a case of life and death with them; 
tent to correct the evil complained of. He must : and did anybody suppose that they would per- 
say, that from the first to the last he was opposed | mit so many magazines in their bosom, to blow 
to the measure. ' them to destruction, as these post offices must be, 

Mr. CALHOUN could not concur with the if these incendiary publications continued to be 
views taken by the Senators from Massachusetts circulated through them? While the southern 
and Kentucky, that this bill would comprehend j States contained so many postmasters opposed 
in its provisions all publications touching the sub- || to their institutions, as it was in his own State, 
ject of slavery. In order to bring any publica- 


tion within the provisions of the bill, two qualifi- 
cations were necessary. The first was, that it 
must relate to the subject of slavery; and the next 
was, that it must be prohibited by the laws of the 
State to which it is transmitted. He thought that 
this was the view that would be taken of it by the 


where almost every postmaster was opposed to 
it, it was absolutely necessary for them to take 
effectua] measures for their own security. It was 
the assertion of the principle that the States had 
a right to protect themselves w&ich made the bill 
valuable in his eyes; it prevented the conflict 
which would be likely to take place between the 


courts. The object of this bill was to make it the , General and State overnments, unless some 
duty of the postmasters in the States to conform measure of the kind should be adopted. The 
to the laws of such States, and not to deliver out , States had a right to go to the extent of this bill, 
papers in violation of their laws. The simple | and they would be wanting to themselves and to 
question was, had this Government the power to , posterity if they omitted to do it. It was on the 
say to its officers, you shall not violate the laws |. doctrine of State rights and State intervention that 
of the States in which you reside? Could it go ' he supported this bill, and on no other grounds, 
further, and make it their duty to codperate with The Senator from Massachusetts objected to 
the States in carrying their Jaws into effect? This 
was the simple question. Now, could any man ! prohibited. 
doubt that Congress possessed the power to pass 
both measures, so that their officers might not 
come in conflict with the State laws? Indeed, he 
looked upon measures of this kind, to prevent 
conflicts between the General and State govern- | 
ments, which were likely to ensue, as essentially | 
necessary, for it was evident that when sick : 
conflicts took place, the State must have the | 
ascendency. | 
Mr. C. then briefly recapitulated the principles | 
on which this bill was founded, and contended j; 
that it was in aid of laws passed by the States, || 
as far as Congres’ had the power constitutionally |: 
to go, and assume no power to prohibit or inter- 
fere with the publication or circulation of any |: 
paper whatever; it only declared that the officers | 
of the Government should not make their official | 
stations a shield for violating the State laws. | 
Was there any one there who would say that the || 
States had not the power to pass laws prohibit- || 


ing, and making penal, the circulation of papers || 
calculated to inciteinsurrection among theirslaves? | 
It being admitted that they could, could not Con- | 
gress order its officers to abstain from the viola- || 
ton of these laws? We do not (said Mr. C.) || 
pass a law to abridge the freedom of the press, ' 


| Senator did, but his objection was, that it did not 
‘go far enough; he thought that these papers 
| Should be delivered to the prosecuting officers of 
| the States, to enable them to ferret out the desiens 
of the incendiaries. > 
Mr. WEBSTER remarked that, in general, it 
might be safely said, that when different gentle- 
; men supported a measure admitted to be of a 
novel character, and placed their defense of it on 
different and inconsistent grounds, a very simple 
person might believe, in such case, that there were 
no very strong grounds for adopting the measure. 
The Senator from Pennsylvania and the Senator 
from South Carolina not only placed their defense 
of the bill on opposite grounds, but each opposed 
the principles on which the other founded his 
support of it, Where the object to be gained was 
apparently good, and the case urgent, as it was 
represented to be, how could limitations of power 
stand against powerful opponents, which have 
always been urging to despotism? Now, against 
the objects of this bill, he had not a word to say; 
but with constitutional lawyers, there was a great 
difference between the object and the means to 
carry it into effect. It was not the object to be 
gained, but the means to attain it, which they 


Bad 


_ the returning of those papers whose delivery was | 
He regretted this as much as the | 


should look to, for though the object might be 
good, the means might not be so. His objec- 
tions went to the means, and not to the object; 
| and he did not yield the argument because the 
: object was a good one, and the case was urgent. 
It was better to limit the power, and run the 
risk of injury from the want of it, than to give 
a power which might be exercised in a dangerous 
manner. 

The Senator from Pennsylvanja said that this 
bill was calling on Congress to do nothing but to 
abstain from violating the laws of the States. “It 
was one thing,” said the Senator, “for Congress 
to abstain from giving these incendiary papers 
circulation, and another to pass laws saying that 
they shall not be published.” But if Congress 
had no mail through which these papers could be 
transmitted, what did the gentleman mean by 
Congress abstaining from giving them circulation? 
Itmeant that Congress should interfere and should 
create an especial exception as to what should be 
transmitted by their ordinary channel of intelli- 
gence, and that that exception should be caused 
by the character of the writing or publication, 
He contended that Congress had not the power, 
drawn from the character of the paper, to decide 
whether it should be carried in the mail or not, 
for such decision would be a direct abridzgement 
of the freedom of the press. He confessed that 
he was shocked at thedoctrine. He looked back 
to the alien and sedition laws which were so uni- 
versally condemned throughout the country, and 
what wastheir object? Certainly to prohibit pub- 
lications of a dangerous tendency. Mr. W. here 
quoted the sedition law, to show the objects it 
intended to effect. But the deputy postmasters 
must look into the newspaper mail to see if there 
were any publications in it touching the subject 
of slavery calculated to excite insurrections among 
the slaves. 

Now (said Mr. W.) the country would have 
been rent into atoms if the sedition law, instead 
of saying that a should not be published in 
such and such a way, had declared that the 
deputy postmasters should have the power to 
| Search the mails to see if they contained any 
| publications calculated to ‘* bring the Govern- 
|| ment into disrepute, promote insurrection, and 
lead to foreign war,” the evils the sedition law 
intended to guard against. All the papers de- 
scribed in the law of ’99 were unlawful by the 
| laws of any of the States, and yet that law which 
i had created so much excitement and met with 
such general reprobation contained nothing like 
the power claimed by this bill. Any law dis- 
tinguishing what shall or shall not go into the 
| mails, founded on the sentiments of the paper, 
| and making the deputy postmaster the judge, he 
i Should say, was expressly unconstitutional, if 
: not recommended by gentlemen of such high 
authority. This bill went beyond the recom- 
mendation of the President, for his recommenda- 
i tion was, that the person who circulated the 
. papers described by him should be punished by 
severe penalties. Now, this was the old law of 
liberty—there was nota word of previous restraint 
in it as imposed by this bill. Mr. W. then went 
into an argument to show the vagueness of the 
bill in describing the paper, the delivery of which 
|| was prohibited. Under it it was impossible to 
|| determine what publications should be prohibited; 
abolition pamphlets were to be stopped at the 
South, and anti-abolition papers were to be 
stopped at the North, 

In reply to Mr. Bucuanan, he said that he did 
not assume that these prohibited publications 
either were or were not property. All he said 
was, that they ought not to make the deputy 
postmasters the judge, and take away the prop- 
erty without the authority of law. What he had 
to say was, that it was a question of property or 
no property, and that they could not make the 
deputy postmasters the judge of the fact, as he 
could not be a judge of property known to the 
Constitution and the law. 

Mr. BUCHANAN said he had not anticipated, 
when he first addressed the Senate upon this sub- 
ject, that he should have occasion to make any 
i further remarks; but the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts had replied to his argument in such a 


| Special manner, that he felt himself constrained 
to reply to some of his remarks. Now, permit 
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me to say (continued Mr. B.) that he has not at 
all met the point of my argument. He has in- 
vested this subject with an air of grester import- 
ance and responsibility than it deserves; he has 
played around itwith all his powers, but without 
touching the real question involved in the dis- 
cussion. 

Congress has no power, says the gentleman, 
to pass any law abridging the freedom of speech 
orof the press. Granted. He most freely admit- 
ted that Congress had no power to touch the press 
at all. We can pass no law whatever cither to 
prevent or to punish any publication, under 
any circumstances whatever. The sedition law 
violated this principle. It punished libels against 
the Federal Government and its officers; and, 
having met with general reprobation, it was re- 
pealed or permitted to expire by its own limita- 
tion, he did not recollect which. 

Mr. B. said he admitted these premises of the 
gentleman in their broadest extent; but did they 
justify his conclusions? In order to maintain his 
argument, he must prove that the Constitution, 
in declaring that Congress shall not pass any law 
abridging the freedom of the press, fas thereby, 
and from the force of these terms alone, com- 
manded us to circulate and distribute, through 
our post offices, everything which the press niay 
publish, no matter whether it shall promote insur- 
rection and civil war or not. This is the propo- 
sition which he must establish. All the gentle- 
man’s remarks in favor of the liberty of the press 
met his cordial approbation; but they did not 
apply to the constitutional question then under 
discussion. He had argued this question pre- 
cisely as if, in addition to the words already in 
the Constitution, that ‘* Congress shall make no 
law abridging the freedom of speech or of the 
press,” there had been inserted, ‘‘or to prevent 
the circulation of any production of the press 
through the post offices.” But these words were 
not in the instrument; and the only question was, 
whether the one prohibition could be inferred 
from the other. Mr. B. said he was in favor of 
a plain and literal construction of the Constitu- 
tion. He took it for his guide; and he could 
never consent to interpolate what its framers 
never intended should be there. They have con- 
terred upon Congress, in express terms, a general 
discretion in regard to the Post Office Department; 
and the question then was, shall we exercise it 
in the manner proposed by this bill, for the pur- 
pose of preventing servile war, bloodshed, and 
disunion? 

‘How had the gentleman from Massachusetts 
met his argument? He says that the principles 
upon which the Senator from South Carolina 
{Mr. Catnocx] and himself had sustained this 
bill, were at variance with each other; and that 
this of itself was sufficient to cast doubt over the 
measure. But wasit the first time the gentleman 
had ever known correct conclusions to be drawn 
from varying or even unfounded premises ? The 
bill itself ought net to be condemned for the argu- 
ments of its friends. He would remind the gen- 
tleman of the advice given by a distinguished 
English judge, to a young friend about to occupy 
a judicial station in the West Indies, which was, 
never to give reasons for his judgments, where it 


could be avoided; because his natural sense and >; 
perce of justice would almost always enable . 


im to decide correctly, though he might, and 
probably often would, assign insufficient reasons 
for his decisions. This bill ought to be judged 
by its own provisions, and ought not to be con- 


demned for the reasons in support of it which had || 


been advanced either by the Senator from South 
Carolina or himself. 

The Senator from Massachusetts had argued as 
though he (Mr. B.) had said, that as the end pro- 


posed by this measure was good, he should vote ` 
:, to be sue 


tor it, notwithstanding the means might be un- 


constitutional. 

Mr. WEBSTER explained, and said he had 
not imputed to Mr. B. such an argument. 

Mr. BUCHANAN said, the Senator did not 
mean this imputation; but his argument seemed 


to imply 


warrant for its passage in the Constitution, it | 


should never have his support. He never could 
believe that this Government, having the exclu- 


Webster, Mr. 


SENATE. 


t all its various relations, was yet so impotent to | 


i 


as much. However necessary he might | 
believe this bill to be, if he did not find a clear i! 


revent evil that it must, under the fundamental | As to the necessity for passing this bill, he 


faw which called it into existence, whether it | 


would or not, distribute publications tending ` 


directly to promote servile insurrection, and to 
produce its own destruction. 
The Senator from South Carolina [Mr. CaL- 


Hovyn] had misapprehended him in one particular. ` 
He (Mr. B.) had disclaimed all authority to pass _ 


this bill derived from State laws, or from any 
other source than the Constitution of the United 
States. He had not said he would vote for a 
similar bill in all cases where the State Legisla- 


tures might think proper to pass laws to prohibit ` 


the circulation of any publication whatever. He 
considered the passage of such laws merely as 
evidence of the necessity for legislation by Con- 
gress; but he was very far‘ from adopting the 


principle that it should be conclusive evidence in — 


all cases. 
all the circumstances of each particular case. 

In reply to the Senator from Massachusetts, 
Mr. B. said that this bill would not be a penal 
law. Everything like a penalty had been stricken 
from its provisions, unless the removal ofa deputy 
postmaster from office by the Postmaster Gencral 
might be viewed in that light. By it we merely 
directed our agent not to violate State laws by 
distributing publications calculated to excite in- 
surrection. He would not have occasion to study 


Congress must judge for itself under | 


all the laws of all the States on the subject of | 


slavery, as the Senator from Massachusetts had 
alleged., All that would be required of him was 
to know the laws of the State of which he was a 
citizen, and to take care not to violate them. 
The gentleman had said that he (Mr. B.) had 
mistaken the recommendation contained in the 
President’s message. Now heundertook to assert 
that this bill was in conformity with the recom- 
mendation of the President, and carried it out in 
all essential particulars. [Here Mr. B. again 
read the last paragraph of the message, which he 
had before read.] Now, sir, (said Mr. B.,) does 
not the President expressly assert that Congress 


_ has authority to regulate what shall be distributed | 


through the post offices, and does he not ‘‘sug- 
‘ gest the propriety of passing such a law as will 
< prohibit, under severe penalties, the circulation 
‘in the southern States, through the mail, of 
‘incendiary publications, intended to instigate 
“the slaves to insurrection?”? Except that this 
bill contained no severe penalties, it was framed, 
both in its spirit and in its letter, according to 
the suggestion of the President. What other 
bill could we pass of a milder character than the 
one now before us, to 


tyrants. 
be so in all time to come. But after all, if we 
possessed the power to legislate in this case, from 
our situation we were compelled to judge whether 
it was necessary to call it into efficient action or 

‘not. This duty devolved upon us. We could 
not avoid deciding this question. Was it not, 
then, within our own knowledge that the slave- 
holding States had been attempted to be flooded 
with pamphlets and pictorial representations cal- 
culated to excite servile insurrection? Had we 
not seen upon this floor many of these pictorial 
representations, whose direct effect would be to 
excite the wild and brutal passions of the slaves 
to cut the throats of their masters? Within the 
last few months, had there not been blood shed ? 
and had there not been several attempted insur- 
rections in some of the southern States? These 
facts were incontestable. Believing and knowing 
all this to be true, he said the case of necessity, in 
his judgment, was fully established, and he should 
vote for the passage of the bill. 

Mr. CUTHBERT was not desirous to throw 
himself into the current of this debate at this time. 
The position which he held—the infrequency of 
his occupying that floor, and the indisposition 
under which he labored, authorized him to expect 
the attention of the Senate for a short time, when 


-! he should be better able to address them than he 


prevent the circulation of | 


these jncendiary publications? Let the Presi- | 


dent’s recommendation be entitled to what weight 
it might, this bill was in exact accordance with 
it. 


The Senator from Massachusetts had contended _ 


that this bill conferred upon deputy postmasters 
the power of depriving individuals of their prop- 
erty in newspapers and other publications, in 
violation of that clause in the Constitution which 
declares that no person shall be deprived of his 
: property without due process of law. By this 
: bill we had not attempted to shield any postmaster 
from legal responsibility for his conduct. We 
could not do so, if we would. 
_ prescribed for him, as we had d 
i agents, the line of his duty. We did not attempt 
. to protect him from the suit of any person who 
| might consider himself aggrieved. 
| vidual to whom a 


' had been refused, should believe our law to be 


unconstitutional, he might bring this question |; 


before the judiciary, and try it, like any other 
question. All our officers and agents are liable 
d,and if the law under which they acted 

should prove to be unconstitutional, it would 

afford them no protection. On the present occa- 
; sion, we proposed to proceed in the spirit of the 
' common law principle, that any individual may 
‘abate a nuisance; though he thereby rendered 
himself responsible, in case it should appear after- 
wards, that the thing abated was not a nuisance. 
So here, the postmaster refusing to deliver a 
| newspaper, under our law, would be responsible 


in damages to the party aggrieved, in case it 


We had merely ' 
one for our other : 


f any indi- ' 
ublication was directed, and `: 


:: who had demanded it from the postmaster and | inj lal 
j i, is in the condition of stolen property, 


then was. He therefore hoped the Senate would 
indulge him in an opportunity of being heard on 
the subject, by postponing it, to be taken up 
within a very Short period. It appeared to him 
that the Senator from Pennsylvania had said pre- 
cisely what should have been said in support of 
this ‘bill. It appeared to him that that Senator 
had given an unanswerable reply to the’ Senator 
from Massachusetts on points on which he prin- 
| cipally relied for his opposition to the measure 
' before them. What (said Mr. C.) is the state of 
| the case? The deputy per in one of the 
| States holds in his hand an incendiary publica- 
i tion, intended to carry blood and desolation 
| through the land. Ishe bound in duty to hold 
| it from circulation? If he gives it to another, the 
| evils intended by that publication will ensue; but 
| then your officer, contends the Senator from Mas- 
sachusetts, is bound to deliver it, because you 


ij have no power to pass a law abridging the free- 
'| dom of the press. 


According to this doctrine, 
that which an individual cannot do, your officer 
is bound to do. It appeared to him that the ob- 
vious necessity of this law was to prevent the 
post office agents from committing a criminal 
offense against the laws of the States, and then 
shielding himself under the post office law. But 
the Senator from Massachusetts had not met this 
point, but had rather evaded and played around 
it. This was a question which should not be 
discussed with the chicanery of a pettifogging 
lawyer, but should be considered with those en- 
larged ideas and noble sentiments which belong 
to the statesman. They should argue it as be- 
-came enlightened patriots anxious to promote 
harmony and good feeling through our common 
country, and to preserve ‘all its parts from the 
dangers of insurrection. 

He denied that property could be affected by 
this Jaw, as contended by the Senator from Mas- 
sachusetts. There could be no property in these 
incendiary publications. The postmaster holds 
in his hand that which by the laws of the States, 
and he is 
bound to give it back. He holds in his hand 
‘what, by his own judgment, he considers not to 

be property—which his own judgment condemns; 
ead he is therefore bound to resignit. The Sen- 
ator from Massachusetts said, rightly, that the 
: person to whom this publication is directed may 
come forward and demand it, under the provision 
of this law. Now, if the Senator thought there 
‘was anything wanting in this provision of the 
' bill, why did he not propose an amendment? If 
| he did propose any, he (Mr. C.) had not heard 
| it. The property is not to be destroyed; it must 

be returned to him who sent It. 9 
In another point of view, (Mr. C. suid,) the 
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pecs: must judge whether these papers are | 
gal or not. He hol ch | 
the law of his State have said shall not be cir- - 
culated, under a penalty. Is he not to decide 

whe:her he shall incur that penalty or not? How 

stood the argument of the Senator from Massa- 

chusetts? He requires that the officer shall vio- 

late the laws of his State, or that the General 

Government shall protect him init. With regard 

to the members that compose the Senate, every 

gentleman was conscious in his own breast of a 

strong desire to prevent the evils of a servile war 

in the southern States. Of this he was confident. 

Bat with regard to the Senator from Massachu- 

setts, he should be guilty of a want of candor if 

he allowed him that clearness of judgment which 

belonged to the statesman; he should be wanting 

in that sincerity of heart on which he had ever 

prided himself, if he declared his conviction that 

the honorable Senator had treated this subject 
with the liberal and impartial spirit it deserved. 

The gentleman’s course had uniformly been op- 
posed to all those measures which tended to quiet 
the country, and healed those sectional dissen- 
sions which disturb the Union. 

When a large and overwhelming vote was taken 
in the Senate, on the motion of the Senator from 
Pennsylvania, believed by all to be so necessary 
to settle a question threatening the most fearful 
consequences, it was held to be highly desirable 
that there should be a unanimous vote. Yet, on 
an occasion when the Senator could well have 
shown a desire to harmonize and conciliate, his 
vote was found inthe negative. Again, the Senator 
from Massachusetts had put forth a paper calcu- 
lated to excite great distrust in the body of the 
people affected by it. He alluded to the resolu- 
tions, adopted at a meeting held in Boston, on 
the subject of slavery, of which the gentleman 
was said to be the author, in which it was declared 
that Congress had the power to regulate the 
transfer of slaves from one State to another. Mr. 
C. said that he had addressed the Senate but 
seldom, and, as he wished to be heard on this 
subject more at large when his health was bet- 
ter, and under more favorable circumstances, he 
hoped the Senate would indulge him by a post- 

onement. 


Mr. WEBSTER said that he had heard the 


ds in his hand papers which | 


remarks of the Senator from Georgia [Mr. Curu- ; 


BERT] with attention and with respect, and con- | 


sidering his speech of a personal character, it 
became him to notice it; but as the gentleman 
proposed to discuss this subject more at large 
when his health was better, and, as he said, under 
circumstances less tending to irritation, he should 
postpone his reply till then. He should hear 
the gentleman with pleasure, and he looked for- 
ward to it with much solicitude, and should en- 
deavor to reply to him according to his best 
abilities. Mr. W. then entered into a lengthy 
reply to the remarks of Mr. Bucwawnan, in the 
course of which he contended that the law was 
unnecessary, because the States had at present 
the power to punish the deputy postmasters who 
should circulate incendiary publications in viola- 
tion of their laws. 


Mr. BUCHANAN did not rise again to argue - 


the question. He did not feel any petty desire 
to have the last word. He should now merely 
remark that the Senator from Massachusetts, in 
his last observations, had done nothing more than 
again to restate his proposition, without offering 
any new argument in its support. He reminded 
him of another powerful man, in the ancient time, 
who was condemned to roll a large stone to the 


top of a mountain, which was always falling | 


back upon him, and which he never could accom- 


plish. The gentleman’s position was one which _ 
even his great powers did not enable him to main- į 


tain. 

Mr. B. should not again have risen but for the 
purpose of making a single remark. The Sen- 
ator from Massachusetts had just expressed the 
opinion that deputy postmasters could be pun- 
ished, under State authority, for circulating in- 
flammatory pamphlets and papers in violation of 
State laws. 
over the post office which we confer by this bill 


will be nothing more than to express our assent 
to the exercise of a power over deputy postmas- 


If this be true, then all the power | 


l; 
i 
i 


ost c t i become the more necessary, since the other bill, 
already exists in the States. The effect of it, then, 


ters by the States, which the gentleman admits to 
exist already. Upon this principle there can be 
no objection to the adoption of the present meas- | 
ure. i 

Mr. CUTHBERT only rose to repeat the re- 
quest that the Senate would, by the postpone- 
ment of the subject to a short day, allow him an 
opportunity of being heard on it when his health 
was better. 

Mr. C. then moved to lay the bill on the table; 
which motion was lost. f 

The bill was then rejected by the following 
vote: 

YEAS — Messrs. Black, Brown, Buchanan, Calhoun, 
Cuthbert, Grundy, King of Alabama, King of Georgia, Man- 
gum, Moore, Nicholas, Porter, Preston, Rives, Robinson, 
‘Tallmadge, Walker, White, and Wright—19. 

NAYS—Messrs. Benton, Clay, Crittenden, Davis, Ewing 
of Ilinois, Ewing of Ohio, Goldsborough, Hendricks, Hub- 
bard, Kent, Knight, Leigh, McKean, Morris, Naudain, 
Niles, Prentiss, Ruggles, Shepley, Southard, Swift, Tipton, 
Tomlinson, Wail, and Webster—25. 


ADMISSION OF MICHIGAN. 


REMARKS OF HON. G. L. KINNARD, 
OF INDIANA, 


In rhe House or REPRESENTATIVES, 
June 8, 1836, 


In Committee of the Whole House, on the bill for the ' 
admission of Michigan into the Union. 


Mr. KINNARD said: 

Mr. Cuarrman: Such is the lateness of the 
hour, and the impatience of the committee, I shall 
ask their indulgence for a few moments only. 
The frequent allusions to the State which sent me 
here seem to require that I should say something 
on this subject. 

It is true, sir, I have differed from two of my 
friends and colleagues with regard to the boundary 
bill which was laid un the table yesterday. It 
has seldom happened that I have differed in 
opinion with those gentlemen; and when I do 
differ with them, particularly in relation to mat- 
ters that are supposed to concern Indiana, it is 
always with a regret as sincere on my partas, I 
know, is their devotion to the prosperity and 
honor of that State and of the country. 

I did not conceive that any very important 
consequences were involved, one way or the 
other, in the vote by which the boundary bill 
was laid on the table. I thought at the time, and 
do still think, that if that bill had been passed, 

i there would have been adopted the most plain and 
direct mode of settling the boundary question; 
and in our legislation we should then have avoided 
the necessity of blending it with the provisions 
and propositions upon which the State of Michi- 

| gan is to be admitted into the Union. 

| I am not prepared to agree with those who 
regard this question, and the ensuing presidential 
election, as having any connection or dependence 
upon each other. Whatever may be the feelings 
of some gentlemen, these two concerns seem to 
me to be very wide apart; at least they ought to 
be, so far as the action of the House is concerned. 
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į passed; and in my opinion that necessity will be | 
i greater or less, according to the course which |! 


Hereafter, or when Michigan 
is admitted, Congress will have no right to insist 
upon any stipulation which would subvert any 
provision with regard to boundaries, or anything 
else which may be contained in the Constitution 
with which she may be brought into the Confed- 
eracy. This is, therefore, the only time when 
we can, with propriety or justice, refuse what 
she demands, or restrict the rights and privileges 
which she claims at our hands. If we fail to do 
it now, we cannot be umpires in the dispute 
between Ohio and Michigan after the latter has 
become a member of the Union and is placed 
upon an equal footing with the other States. I 
shall vote from the necessity of the case, and 
from a very natural and anxious hope that the 
result of our proceedings with regard to this sub- 
ject will give repose to all the partics concerned, 
by placing them all, as completely as we now 
can, in possession of their respective rights. 
Nothing is further from my heart than to vote 
any unnecessary restriction upon the new State 
of Michigan. I can conceive of no reason why I 
should not feel for her interests and rights, as far 
as they are admissible, every degree of solicitude. 
Indiana and Michigan are the nearest neighbors; 
their general permanent interests are the same, 
and the citizens of each are certainly disposed to 
cultivate the most harmonious and friendly feel- 
ings; and I do therefore regret the existence of a 
dire necessity which neither Michigan nor Con- 
gress can escape. 

We must settle this dispute by choosing the 
most plausible and rightful of the alternatives 
which are presented tous. If we do not, we shall 
behold increased excitement growing out of the 
present state of things. As fast as time pro- 
gresses, the evil will grow in magnitude, and it 
will be still further beyond our reach to apply 
any Satisfactory, proper, and peaceful remedy. 
Sir, as an American, as a man who has been 
reared in the West, I havealways felt the strong- 
est aversion to the restrictions which are imposed 
by this Goverfiment upon the new States as fast 
as they come into the Union. I have witnessed 
their effects upon the prosperity of those States. 
I have always been bold to declare the opinion, 
that not one of those States has been in fact ad- 
mitted to that equal condition with the old States 
which this Government promised, and which Vir- 
ginia undertook to guaranty when she ceded the 
Northwest Territory to the United States. While 
I am anxious to modify your policy towards the 
West, I know that we cannot throw off the burden 
which, by a sort of compact, the new States have 
taken upon themselves one after another. The 
other States that are to succeed must advance in 
the same road, bearing the same restrictions upon 


_their sovereignty which their predecessors are 


still laboring under. 

I must here take occasion to correct a misap- 
prehension into which the gentleman from Ohio 
[Mr. Vinton] has fallen, and at the same time 
thank him for the compliment which he paid to 
Indiana, in expressing his opinion of the ability 
of the argument adopted by her General Assem- 
bly in reference to this subject. But, in the pro- 
ceedings alluded to,. Indiana did not, as_the 
honorable gentleman seems to think, urge Con- 


| gress to reconfirm her northern boundary. As 


she denies that you have constitutional authority 


;: to impair the permanency of the boundaries laid 
‘down in her constitution, so she has not called 


upon you to reaffirm them. She contends that 
her constitutional limits are not subject to the 
control of Congress or to the jurisdiction of the 
Supreme Court. That is the ground on which 


' she has at once placed herself, with a prompti- 


tude and unanimity honorable to her public coun- 


' cils; and, in coming to that decision, her General 


Assembly has enacted the proudest page df her 
legislative history. To adhere to it is the high 
duty she has to perform, for which the fortitude 
and patriotism of her pzople will, I trust, be 
ample security. 
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AMENDING THE JOURNAL. 


REMARKS OF HON. S. WILLIAMS, 
OF KENTUCKY, 
Ix rue House or REPRESENTATIVES, 
June 15, 1836, 


Upon the motion of Mr. Anams to amend the Journal of 
the 13th of the same month. 


Mr. WILLIAMS said: 

Mr. Speaker: Inasmuch as the proposition to 
amend the Journal, now under consideration, 
grew out of a motion made by me for the pre- 
vious question, I consider it my duty to make a 
few remarks in justice to the Speaker and to those 
who sustained the decision of the Chair upon the 
appeal made by the gentleman from Massachu- 
setts, (Mr. Apams.] If Lunderstand the propo- 
situon to amend, it is to permit the gentleman 
from Massachusetts to have placed “upon the 
Journal his intentions and reasons for claiming 
the foor when the Speaker had decided that I was 
entitled to it. In the first place, I deny the right 
of any member upon this floor to have his inten- 
tions and reasons for supporting and maintaining 
any proposition under consideration piaced upon 
the Journal. Sir, suppose we adopt the rule that 
each member shall have his intentions and rea- 
sons for every vote he gives, orevery position he 
assumes, placed upon the Journals of this House, 
when would we be able to close the present ses- 
sion of Congress; and when, I would ask, would 
the Clerk be able to make up the Journal? Sir, 
it would be endless, and worse than useless, to 
attempt such a course. As well might I ask to 
have my reasons placed upon the Journals for 
demanding the previous question, as for the gen- 
tleman trom Massachusetts to ask to have his 
intentions and reasons placed upon the Journals, 
why he concluded and determined in his own 
mind that he was entitled to the floor in preference 
tome. If I understand the reading of the Jour- 
nal, itis made up in the usual way, and, accord- 
ing to the customs and rules of parliamentary 


usages; and l for one am against any change or , 


innovation to suit the caprice and whim of the 
gentleman from Massachusetts, [Mr. Apvams,] or 
any other gentleman. 

My main object in rising, Mr. Speaker, upon 
the present occasion, is not to discuss the pro- 
priety of the amendment, but merely to state the 
facts as they occurred and took place upon the 
occasion to which this amendment of the Journal 
has reference. When the bill to admit the State 
of Arkansas into the Union was taken up, ex- 
pecting we were to have a long, protracted, and 
{ might say, a useless debate, I determined to 
call the previous question, and, immediately upon 
the annunciation by the Speaker of the question 
upon the reading of the bill a third time, I rose 
and addressed the Chair; and as I then thought, 
and yet believe, (and as several gentlemen around 
me thought,) I was entitled to the floor. The 
Speaker, however, announced the gentleman from 


i 
4 
ij 
1 


Massachusetts, (Mr. Apams,] who thereupon ,, 
moved his amendment, sent it to the Chair, and . 


it was read by the Clerk. As soon as the Clerk 
read the amendment, I addressed the Speaker; 
the Speaker announced the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky. I then remarked that I considered it of 
more importance to vote and to do the business of 
the people, and return home to our constituents, 
than to sit here and hear long and tiresome abo- 
lition speeches, and I therefore moved the pre- 
vious question, The gentleman from Massachu- 
setts, [Mr. Apams,] who, I believe, was upon 
his feet all this time, never pretended to claim 
the floor; and when the Speaker, and not until 
then, entertained my motion for the previous 
question, and announced from the chair that the 
previous question 
man from Massachusetts [Mr. Apams] pretend 
to claim the floor; and when he did claim it, I 
then took my seat, 
yielding the floor to the gentleman, but for the 
purpose of waiting the decision of the Speaker 
who was entitled to the floor; and the Speaker, 
imagining, L 
I had yielded the 
from Massachusetts. 
and remarked that I claimed the floor. 


floor, announced the gentleman 
I then rose from my seat, 


The 


not with ah intention of » 


suppose, by my sitting down, that ° 
rp y my 5 


again that I did claim the floor. The Speaker 
then decided that l was entitled to it, and to my 
mind it is a very clear proposition that I was 
entitled to the floor; for if the gentleman from 
Massachusetts was entitled to the floor, because 
of his having moved the amendment to the bill, 
in preference to me or any other member of the 


House, (which proposition, by-the-by, Ideny,) . 
the time at which he should have claimed the ` 


floor was when I addressed the Speaker, or as 
soon thereafteras he could have done so, and not 
to wait until I gave my reasons for moving (and 
having actually moved) the previous question, 
and until the Speaker had entertained my motion, 
and distinctly announced from the chair that the 
previous question was demanded. It was then 
too late for the gentleman from Massachusetts to 
claim the floor, if he would have been otherwise 
entitled to it, which E deny. There is no rule of 
this House which entitles the mover of a propo- 
sition to the floor in preference to all the other 
members of this House. We are all, in that 
respect, upon an equal footing. I therefore have 
no hesitation in saying that the Speaker decided 
correctly, and the House did right in sustaining 


his decision; and I am equally clear and certain . 


that the reasons given, and intended to have been 


given, by the gentleman from Massachusetts, a 


why he thought he was entitled to the floor, 
should not be placed upon the Journal. I shall, 
therefore, vote against the proposed amendment. 


LAND DISTRIBUTION BILL. 


SPEECH OF HON. J. W. BOULDIN, 
OF VIRGINIA, 


In rue Hovse or REPRESENTATIVES, 
June 7 and 16, 1836, 


On the commitment of the Senate bil) to appropriate, for ' 


a limited time, the proceeds of the sales of the public 
Jands of the United States, and for granting land to cer- 
tain States. 


The motions pending were the following: 


1. By Mr. Carr, to commit the bill to the Committee on 
the Publie Lands ; 

2. By Mr. GILLET, to the Committee of 
Means; 

3. Mr. Denny moved instructions tothe committee to 


Ways and 


report the bill on the ensuing Wednesday, without amend- | 


ment. 

June 16—Mr. Kinnarp moved to amend Mr. Denxy’s 
instructions so as to amend the bill and provide for dispos- 
ing of the public lands to actual settlers, in limited parcels, 
at prices sufficient to reimburse the United Srates for the 
expense of acquiring, surveying, and selling said lands. 


Mr. BOULDIN spoke as follows: | 

Mr. Speaker: The whole question, then, at 
this time, is this: To what committee shall this 
bill be referred? Itis of the wimost importance 
that it should be referred to the proper committee. 
I feel a desire to make a few remarks upon this 
bill, and shall make but few. 


! feel much; the whole nation is alive to the import- 


was demanded, did the gentle- | 


ance of it—I mean the distribution of the public 
revenue, or rather, as ‘it is generally called, the 
surplus revenue. Sir, I have heard it from all 
sides, and most emphatically said and reiterated 


from the school in politics to which the gentle- 


man from Pennsylvania [Mr. Denny] is attached, 
(and he himself has often and over and again re- 
peated,) that the surplus revenue of the United 


States is dangerous to the people—dangerous to ; 
the Government of the United States—hostile to | 
the purity of our institutions; and that it ought | 
not to be permitted thus to endanger all that is ` 


dear to us—ought not to be permitted to exist in 


. sums so large. 


_morning till night, ‘the danger 
I know it is dangerous to the people, , 


A natural inquiry—an all important inquiry— ` 
here arises: How came this great evil in exist- : 


ence? Whocreated it? What was it created for? 
I hear the same song ringing in my ears from 


revenue.”” 
for I see and know and feel its effects. 
sir, created it? The very men who now seek 
to alarm us with its fearful consequences. 


But who, 
most 


The 


I feel much interest | 
in this subject, and my constituents, I am sure, ° 


of the surplus | 


{| 
I 
n 


very men who said and insisted that nothing 
could secure the prosperity of the people of the 
Union but the very measure that gave birth to 
this dreadful calamity that hes befallen us, and 
without continual sustenance from which it would 
immediately languish away and perish and pass 
out of existence. And, sir, who are they? Are 
they not the friends of this bill and of the Ameri- 
can system? Who do its friends take pride in 
claiming as the father of both? Perhaps, how- 
ever, Alexander Hamilton was the true baher of 
the American system. Butanother distinguished 
gentleman claims that system ‘as his offspring, 
and his friends do so likewise, and he feels for it 
the never-dying attachment of a father to his 
offspring. ho is the father of this land bill, if 
he is not? How often and how long have we all 
heard and talked of the American system and the 
land bill? To whom has universal reputation 
i given it? Who sustained this very bill in another 
body lately with such ardor and eloquence as is 
seldom rivaled anywhere by any man, if it was 
not the father of the American system? Did not 
the bill, in its original state, contain a provision 
that this money, when distributed, should be 
spent by the States in internal improvements and 
schools? I cannot, from these and many other 
reasons, but feel an apprehension that there is a 
desire, by this means and others, among the 
friends of this American system, to revive and 
| continue it in existence. I have, therefore, a 
' great choice as to what committee shall take 
charge of the bill. 
I The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Vinton] and 
| the gentleman from Pennsylvania (Mr. Denny] 
| seemed to agree in part, and disagree in part. 
| The one thought this surplus produced most 
"mischief in one way, and the other in’ another 
$ way; but both agreed thatits effects are dreadful, 
' and will be worse. Sir, I own the evil is great, 
! and the remedy difficult and doubtful; but who 
| produced it? Whatis the remedy? To whom 
shall we fly for relief? These are questions as 
„natural as they are important. We have seen 
` who produced it. Now, sir, shall we fly to the 
| same quarter for relief? If it was brought on us 
'| by them without knowing the effects, it shows a 
i want of forecast. If designedly, knowing at the 
same time the effects likely to Ge produced, then 
‘surely we must infer that they think they have 
l'a remedy. They were warned of the evil, and 
| implored to desist from it. The answer was, 
| that without this protecting system, this tributary 
duty system, this ‘‘American system,” the coun- 
I try could not prosper. 
|| “Now the thing is done, and the money collected 
and in hand, and that in defiance of all who 
thought with us, who were opposed to it, of the 
injustice of the measure as well as of its fearful 
consequences, the very men who produced the 
evil are loudest in complaints against it and 
against the Administration, and the opposers of 
the whole plan that produced it, because 1t is In 
existence. True, if the Presideit had not, by 
his veto, put a stop ora check to the progress of 
expenditures for internal improvements by the 
Federal Government, we should have no surplus; 
but we should have had the tariff, the internal 
improvement, and the bank, in all their strength. 
‘Uf, then, we raise the money and distribute it 
among the States, and by that means carry on the 
: American system ina new way, what would be 
‘the difference? Simply this: we should have to 
ay for collecting and distributing (instead of col- 
ecting only) this surplus revenue. This would 
‘be the whole difference in effect, and so increase 
' the tariff to that extent. : i 
. | prefer to intrust the care of this evil to those 
who were against the creation of it and are op- 
osed to the continuance of it. The father, and 
‘all the most devoted friends of the bill, were 
friendly to the creation of thissurplus, and friendly 
to all the measures that are calculated to supply 
the fountain from which it must continue to be 
fed, if fed at all. . 
2 The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Dexxr] 
< said the bill ought to go into the hands of those 
: who had no fecling on the subject. Then, sir, 
it would go where 1 would be more willing than 
' he would to see it go. It would go out of this 
House, for there is nobody here that has no feel- 
ing about it. Who here has no fecling on the 


il 
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bject? L 
none Did the gentleman himself display no 
feeling about it? Iam free to admit, sir, that I 
have a great deal of feeling on the subject, and so | 
has the whole nation. Yet, if we should now be | 
brought to the point of the bayonet about the dis- | 
tribution of it, as we were on account of the | 
gathering of it, and the Union at hazard, and the |, 
whole nation in a ferment, itis then that a certain | 
gentleman, who has the reputation of being the | 
father of this project, as he was of the other, after : 


having raised such a degree of heat that it would |, 


again seem as if the Union itself would be dis- 
solved, may perhaps again interpose and arrest 
the consequences, and again obtain the credit of 
making peace, after havmg had awarded to him 
that of causing the war. Si 


supporters of any man, who raised the money at 
the hazard of the dissolution of the Union, to be 
distributed back among the States for purposes of | 
internal improvement, or upon charity. 

Iam anxious not to send it into the channel | 


into which the friends of the American system /: 


wish to send it, for the very reasons that have 
been urged for doing so. Ido not know as yet | 
what I may think the best to be done with the : 
money; but I do know that I wish the American ` 
system defeated. I know it has been said often 
that this Administration have done nothing that | 
the South had expected from it; that the Presi- 
dent was, and is, an internal improvement man, 
a tariff man, and a bank man. I care but little | 
for charges, and not much more for abstract | 
opinions; but I have great reliance upon actions, 
especially if long persevered in, and under diffi- 
culties. Sir, the present Chief Magistrate is the | 


first President, from the foundation of the Gov- |; 


ernment, who has ventured to advise or hint the 
least abatement of-this protective system, as far 
as my recollection extends. While he is advising, 
message after message, that it should be reduced, 
J find the internal improvement system suddenly 
arrested, the tariff brought to a stand, and after- 
wards reduced, and a recharter of the Bank of 
the United States refused. What did the South 
desire of him more than to put down the bank, 
the internal improvement system, and protecting 
duty system, commonly called tariff, in short, the 
American system? 


But it has been said, sir, though checked or | 
put down during this Administration, it has not | 


‘contributed to do it; that the President, and a 
‘majority in Congress, are in favor of them all. 
Heaven protect me from being a favorite, if this 
is the fate of favorites. But I will go into no 
argument in answer to this charge, further than 
merely to refer to a declaration made by the 
father of the system himself. Alluding to the 


President of the United States, and the Governor |! 


of Pennsylvania, during the panic session, he j 
said: ‘* Internal improvement dead at his fect, 
‘(the President’s;) Bank of the United States 


* prostrate under his conquering hand; tariff just, | 


t not annihilated; and this is the man that Penn- 
* sylvania delights to honor.” 

ow, sir, who ought to know, who does know 
better than that gentleman who has inflicted this 
cruelty to his own offspring? Sir, it is, for the 
most part, the first love that sticks. His heart 
was early fixed on this system, and that attach- 
ment can only be extinguished with life. I grant 
it ardent—I am sure it is sincere; and I think it 
folly to expect it to give way now. Would at- 
tachment thus indelible, judgment so profound, 
acumen so pénetrating, research so unwearied, as 
will be accorded by all to the father of the Amer- 
ican system, likely mistake the friends for the 
foes of the apple of his eye? I think not. I 
cannot but believe that he knew the President 
had been chiefly instrumental in putting down 
this system—a system which is hidcous to the 
eyes and hateful to the feelings of many of the 
South, who, with myself, have suffered long and 
painfully under it. I cannot but recognize this 
bill as a renewal of the system—a scheme to get 
a hold on the States, to induce them to commence 
internal improvements on their own account, 
looking to Congress for the money. Suppose 
them, then, half finished; what would be the 


' to States as to men. 


r, Tam unwilling to || 
intrust this particular subject to any man, or the | 


miser, brought into his snares, and thus become ' 


his slaves? 
not the object of the bill under consideration ? 

I am willing to have the advice of an intelligent 
committee, for I am in doubt what is the best 
thing to be done with this money. I understand 
that this House is divided into two parties on the 
object of this bill. One in favor of high duties 
| or taxes—protecting duties—the American sys- 
| tem—and the other against it. I do not wish the 
i bill to go into the hands of the friends of this 
| system. I wish it to go into the hands of those 
who were, and are, and will be opposed to the 
renewal of it. Is there such a committee in this 
House? 
‘committee. Sir, I am not very well acquainted 

with the rules, and orders, and committees, and 
arties of this House. I know much better where 
[ao not wish the bill to go, than where I do 
want it to go. If there be a committee who 


, thought that the whole supposed sixty millions 


of surplus ought to have remained in the United 
States Bank, with a capital of not much more 
than half that amount, while the amount of sur- 
‘plus is constantly accumulating—who thought 
the Bank of the United States had a mortgage on 
our surplus fund as long as the bank continued, 


or as long as they were good, in consideration , 


of $1,500,000, to be paid by installments, I.do 
not wish it to go to that committee. 

By the way, Mr. Speaker, what a strange con- 
‘tract this must have been! If we applied while 
the charter remained, and they were good for the 
money, we could not get it. If when they were 
good for nothing, whether the charter had ex- 
pired or not, we could not getit. Though pushed 
for money to such a degree as to be obliged to 
execute such a mortgage as this, still we have 
| had from the execution of the mortgage more 
‘than the sum obtained, or rather promised, de- 
| posited without interest with them. They pro- 
i posed that Congress should grant them exclusive 
| privileges, and offered to pay for them. After 
i chaffering, it was agreed that for so much money 
i to be paid by installment, and for service to be 
: rendered by them to the United States, to wit: 
that they would hold their revenues in their banks 
and pay the money out when it was required, the 
charter was granted; and to enable the bank to 


into their banks, in order that they might be able 
to execute this part of their contract. If the 
Secretary at any time thought proper to place it 
elsewhere, he was authorized to do so, as he had 
‘always been before. Of course, if the money 
| was not paid into the bank, they had no risk of 
holding or trouble in paying out. They whipped 


ji thisaround into a mortgage on our surplus funds, 
and it seems to me an attempt was made to dra- 


goon a gallant nation into submission to this 
monstrous pretension. And, sir, what is the sur- 
plus revenuc? It must be the balance in the 
‘Treasury after an economical administration of 
the Government. If aman buy or obtain a mort- 
gage on an interest in an estate, he has the right 
ta superintend the executor, and see that he run 
into no unnecessary expenses. 


right to superintend all our disbursements of 
money and keep us within economical bounds. 


the bounds of economy. 
But had we the right to reduce the tariff 


, and 


subject, the bank was entitled by purchase or 
I ever believed that such a bargain had been con- 


bound to carry it into effect. But I never believed 
it. If there be any committee who thought so, 
or, thinking so, thought it ought to be renewed 
and recharted, I do not wish this bill 

that committee. I view them all, bank, 
improvement by the Federal Government, and 


natural consequence? Would not the States be 
tempted to submit to a high tariff to finish them? 


internal improvement without mone 


i y; and you 
cannot gct money without some plac 


e to go to for 


God grant that anything could keep us within | 


thus the surplus, to which, by this view of the | 


stitutionally made, I would have held the nation | 


|| pay according to their contract, the Secretary of `; 
| the Treasury was directed to pay the revenues | 


mortgage, while they had this lien onus? Had’ 


to go to. 
internal | 


tariff, to be the American system. You make no | 


Sir, is not this the evident effect, if : 


| 


What committee of this House has | It is in vain to say that States cannot be tempted. | it. True, the tarif brings it, but you must have 
' * Lead us not into temptation” will apply as well || a place to put it. The Government dues you can 
How many men of the |; pay away; but you must hoard up when you 
boldest spirits have been thus tempted by the ʻi 


go for the great improvements, or go in debt. 


` Whether there be any necessary connection or 


not, there is great intimacy among the friends 


_of each. There are some who are against the 
! Bank of. the United States, but would ransack 


If there be, I wish it referred to that .. 


heaven and earth for arguments, if they could 
find them, to prove that we cannot live without 
it; that the public money is safe nowhere else. 
Sir, if there be a committee, who a short time 
since told us, in substance, that but for the mercy 
of the French, and the good behavior of a certain 
other honorable body not far off, we should have 
been utterly destroyed, our whole Atlantic coast 
set on flames, and who now, fearing that this 
surplus, or a part of it, should be spent in forti- 
fying the country, now tell us that we have 
whipped the British, who had been too strong for 


` the world—who say we are double as strong in 


| 


numbers, and four-fold in money and fortifica- 
tions, and what do we want with fortifications? 
[ do not wish this bill to go that committee. 
While all was tranquillity at home, and peace 
abroad, high prices for every article, the fruit of 
industry bore a fair price, and health and pros- 
perity prevailed through the land, still there were 
many who were not igs ome foretold evil to 
come, and even at hand. ow that we have war, 
the cry is the same. While we had no money, 
but were in debt, the cry was the same; and now 
we have money beforehand, the cry is still the 
same; and at last this direful evil of having more 
money than we know what to do with has come 
uponus. I would compare these evil prophets to 
the Rain Crow. His mate happens to be on her 
nest, setting for weeks to bring her young into 
life, in the most rainy season of the year. .Lonely 
and dissatisfied, he keeps an unwearied com- 
pans while his mate sits silent and patient in 
er nest. Rain comes plentifully during this sea- 
son, and he is denominated the Rain Crow, with- 
out his knowing or caring anything about the 
rain. So these prophets who prophesy evil, and 
only evil, must at last prove true prophets. It is 
certain, I suppose, that some of them at least 


' know the time and the means of raising this 
' money, but expected it to be laid out long before 


collected, in internal improvements. So that as 


_ to the evil of having accumulated this vast sum, 


: improvement by the Federal Government. 


they were as ignorant, and perhaps more igno- 
rant, than those who are opposed to the internal 
The 
evil, however, has come upon us; and I acknowl- 
edge it to be great, the remedy difficult, and suc- 
cess doubtful. I am anxious to hear the advice 
of some appropriate committee. 

There is a remedy which I have not ventured 


i even seriously to think of putting to practice, 


' much less to hint to you before. 


But, sir, sup- 
pose that committee, in their wisdom and patriot- 
ism, in order to put a check or a stop to the 
dreadful and growing evil, should suggest to this 
House the propriety of reducing the taxes to the 
wants of the Government, what would you think 
of it? Who would, or could, or ought to com- 


' plain of it? Would it bea class of people loud 


in complaints and brilliant in imagination, to 
magnify the evil of the surplus, and prompt to 


: foretell the utter ruin of us all, should this sur- 
If the bank had | 


such a mortgage as the one supposed, she had a ` 


plus continue to accumulate?—who would tell 
you that the evil might be thus remedied and the 
balance of the nation saved, but their manufac- 
tures destroyed? 

The balance of the nation would be saved, but 
they would have to give something more for land, 
if they wished to purchase, should the sale of the 
public lands be stopped. 

Mr. Speaker, though this seems to be a remedy 
so natural, simple, and certain, I am afraid almost 
even to hint or to hope that any commitee will 
so report, lest I should be told of breach of com- 
Promise, breach of faith. Sir, I do not wish to 
render myself liable to such a charge by any 
suggestion. Butif any class have such a hold 
on our faith are they Shylocks? Will they insist 
on the pound of flesh ? Willtheydoworse? Will 
they destroy themselves and us, to have their 
contract literally executed? I can hardly think 
there is such a one in existence; but if there be, 
let faith be kept, though we all perish. 
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Mr. Speaker, I am under the perfect conviction | 
that, as the levying these duties so far exceeded | 
the wants of the Government, to favor a few at | 
the expense of the many, had well nigh involved 
us in civil war, so the distribution of sums so 
larze must threaten the panty of the public func- 
thonaries, and corrupt all the channels of virtue 
and informa:ion to the people, and cause our 
simple republican institutions to totter on their 
foundations. 

Mr. Speaker, sums as large as these cannot be 
safe anywhere—either in regard to themselves 
(looking only to their own security) or in regard 
to the purity of those who’ may be tempted by 
them. Sir, ïs there anything in the tariff com- 
promise which will justify us to go on taxing 
the people, when the very sums collected will 
hazard the peace and security of the Union, and 
endanger everything that can be dear to freemen? 

(Mr. Boctor’s remarks were not concluded 
when the orders of the day again arrived, and he 
was prevented from bringing them to a glosc.] 


PENSIONS TO INDIAN FIGHTERS. 


REMARKS OF HON. R. BOON, 
OF INDIANA, 
In tue House or REPRESENTATIVES, 


June 11, 1836, 


Made in Committee of the Whole; the subject then under 
consideration being a proposition made by Mr. C. ALLAN 
to extend the provisions of the pension system to all those 
who were engaged in the Indian wars from the year 1781] 
to 1795. 

Mr. BOON said that he would detain the com- 
mittee but a very short time, as his only object 
in rising was to reply very briefly to the ohlections 
which had been urged against the measure pro- 

osed by the gentleman from New York, [Mr. 

Mans) for whose opinions Mr. B. said he had | 

a very high regard. The gentleman from New 

York had stated, that toextend the pension sys- 

tem to the three months’ men, and to those who 

were engaged in the Indian wars, would be a 

drain upon the Treasury of more than four mil- 

lions of dollars. Sir, (said Mr. B.,) suppose ` 

this estimate to be correctly stated, for what 
better or nobler purpose sould such an amount | 
of the public treasure be expended? When I first | 
came into Congress, some ten years since, the 
old Indian fighters who then stood at the bar of 
this House, and petitioned Congress to compen- 
gate them for services rendered in defense of their 
country, and for property taken and destroyed 
by the enemy, were then told that they might go 
home to live in penury and want the remaining 
remnant of their days, as there was a large 
national debt to pay, and an empty Treasury to 
meet it. 

Now, sir, we are told that there is in the 
Treasury of the United States some forty or fifty | 
millions of dollars, over and above the wants of | 
the Government; and yet justice is withheld by | 
the Government from those who have fought the 
battles of their country, and who, from old age 
and other causes, are unable to make a comfort- 
able support for themselves and their families. | 
Many of them have gone down to their graves, ` 
and have left a helpless widow, with a family of 
smal! children, thrown upon the cold charity of | 


the world for support. Who, í ask, Mr. Chair- . 


man, braved the bloody tomahawk and scalping- | 
knife of a savage foe, and gave rise to the settle- | 
ment and value of your vast public domain, which 
now yields annually to your Treasury millions | 
and millions of dollars? Sir, it was the citizen 
soldiers of the West. Sir, they are the sons and 


grandsons of the revolutionary heroes of the old | 


thirteen States of the Union. And now that your | 
Treasury is full to overflowing, shall a just reward 
for their patriotic services be longer withheld? 1 
trust not. Shall we now, for the purpose of, 
creating a large surplus revenue, to be distributed 
among the several States of the Union, thereby 
creating a host of stipendiary pensioners upon the 
Treasury, who never performed one hour’s ser- 
vice to ieee country, turn a deaf ear to the peti- 
tions and well-founded and just claims of these 
meritorious men, who, by their sacrifices and 
deeds of noble daring, have contributed so much 


| however, that by the operation of this bill and 


‘ but that the treasuries of the several States are | 


| of the public moneys, in the same manner that 
| certain local banks noware. This would be true, 
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to our present prosperous and happy condition 
as a nation. 


I, Mr. Chairman, would most.cheerfully give 


| my vote to appropriate the last dollar of the sur- : 


plus revenue in the Treasury in compensating ` 


those who have performed service in the defense 
of their country. I appeal to gentlemen of the 
northern and southern States of this Union, where 
so many millions of dollars ef the public treasure 
have been expended for public services rendered, 
and for the defense of the Atlantic sea-board, to 
do justice to the western States. 
soldicrs who have been mainly instrumental in | 
giving settlement and value to your vast public | 
domain. Grant the poor pittance asked for by, 
the friends of this amendment to. your pension 
laws, and, sir, you not only have performed an. 
act of sheer justice toa most meritorious class of 
our fellow-citizens, but, sir, you and your Gov- | 
ernment will have the lasting gratitude of the | 


surviving soldier, and of the surviving widows ` 


and children and grandchildren of those patriot 
soldiers who have been gathered home to. their 
fathers. Sir, let it not he said that this Govern- | 


transmitted to future Congresses, that the first 
movement of the Secretary of the 'Treasury to 
call back a single cent of this miscalled deposit, 
would be promptly prohibited by a large majority 
of both Houses of Congress? Can any. man 


| doubt that this would be the result? Let us look 
: back to the days of the Confederation, and re~ 


member with what difficulty money sufficient to 


| support the Government of the then existing 


Congress was obtained from the States. When 


| the requisitions were made, some would complain 
I mean the old ` 


that their share of the general fund to be raised 
was too much; others would plead poverty, and. 
agree to pay a part; others asxed for time, and 
some, I believe, refused to pay at all. i believe 
that ta this very day darge sums of money are 


_ due, and unpaid, .of the sums called for by the 
: Continental Congress; and what are..we now 


rhent has subjected itself to the charge of injustice :' 


or ingratitude towards its faithful sustaiaers. f 
. + Legislatures, a measure which 
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| 


In ree House or REPRESENTATIVES, 
June 22, 1836, 
On the bill tegulating the deposits, a part of which pro- ' 
vides for the distribution of the public money among the 
States, and on the amendment to the sáme providing that 
the State treasuries should: be the depositories of the 
public money. g 
Mr. PARKS said: l Pe 
Mr. Speaker: fam well aware of the determ- 
ination of this House to pass the bill now, before 
us, of its anxiety to do so immediately, and its 
unwillingness to listen to any remarks upon the 
subject. But, sir,as I intend to vote against this 
bill whether amended as proposed or not, itis a , 
duty I owe to myself as well as to my constitu- | 
ents td give, ina very suctinct manner, some of 
the reasons which impel me to do so. 
aware that I have no right to expect the atten- 
tion of this House, indisposed as it is to listen to`; 
gentlemen far more able than myself, from any | 
power of arguments that I can offer, or from inge- ' 
nuity of arrangement, or for any eloquence of | 
manner with which I can enforce them; I can 
only hope it from that kind courtesy whith this | 


ry 


House is ever willing to extend to one who sel- | 


I am well || 


about to.do, but to resort to that very system, in 
theory, to avoid the evils of which the Constitu- 
tion of the United States was formed? Sir, in 
my view of the case, it would be better, when 
we have too much money on hand, to reduce the 
tariff, to relieve the hard-working people of this 
country from taxation, than thus to distribute it 
to the several States, to be expended by their 
believe will be 
like Pandora’s box—but the mother of evils. 
Mr. Speaker, a growing spirit of extravagance 
and speculation is pervading our whole country. 
Every man is seeking tolive in some other manner 
than by the honest labor of his.own hands. This 
spirit af spequlgtion, if report speaks truly, has. 
made rapid progress within these walls. The 
moment this money shall have been distributed, 
this spirit will:fly to the council chambers of 
every State, and their legislative halls will exhibit, 
such scenes of strife and contest as to who and 


, what sections of the States shall obtain most of 


dom obtrudes his views upon them, and never . 


long. ; ; 
And, sir, in the first place I beg leave tò extend " 
my thanks to the honorable gentleman from, 


i 
1 


Ohio, (Mr. Vinton,] for the frankness with | 


which he has spoken of. this bill by what I con- 
ceive ought to beits title. In his remarks, he 
observed he would speak of it “as everybody 
here undergtands it,’” ‘“as a donation to the 
States.” That it is so in truth and reality, is 
one of the reasons why I shall vote against it. | 
Sir, I deny the right of this Federal Government ` 
to raise money from the people, either by taxa- | 
tion or otherwise, to be Patribated among and | 


given to the several States of this Union. Lask || 


any one to lay his hand on the Constitution, and | 
pow out this power—you will look in vain for. it. 

t is not in. the book, nor do I know that any | 
one pretends that it exists. Gentlemen say, 


no such 


the amendment about to be adopted 
kes place, 


thing as a donation to the States ta 


merely made depositories for the safe-keeping 


provided it was intended or expected that the 
treasuries of the several States should ever be 
called upon to repay this money. Sir, every one 
within the hearing of my voice knows that such 
is not the expectation of a single member of this 
House who will vote for the bill, however differ- 
ent the final result may be. Do we not all know, 
if the present feeling of this House should be 


' have ever had, the. 


‘the public plunder, wrung, every cent of it, in 


some way or other, from the producing portions 
of the comnanty as I, for one, dread. to look 
upon., But, fyrther, sir, the natural consequence 
and tendency of all this is ta corrupt the people 
themselves, Its tendency wil] be to induce thou- 
sands to quit their happy, peacefulyang proper 
ous,, though laborious avocations, to live and 
orge on public plunder. If corruption hereto- 
ore has existed in high places, it has been con- 
fined to high places, and the people of the country 
wer, as they have always 

heretofore had the disposition, when discovered , 
to expel it. We ought always, sir, to remember 
that the. truest. maxim in political economy is to 
take no. more money from the pockets of the- 
eople than is absolutely necessary for a safe and 
he thy administration of, the General Govern- 
ment. . By this bill, not content with overlooking 
that maxim ourselves, we are about to tept 
every State E develo do the same. This 
large sum of money, thus suddenly thrown into 
the treasuries of the States, to be disposed of by 
their Legislatures, will induce them to commence 


| great and expensive works of internal improve- , 


ment, which, when this money is exhausted, will 


_ be left in an incomplete and unfinished state, and 


heavy direct taxes will have to be laid upon the, 
people of the several States.tp. complete them, or 
they .will apply to Congress for more money 
through their representatives. 

_Sir, the Treasury, of. the Union may not always 
bë in ag plethoric & state as it is now; and how 
will the deficiency be supplied? . By an increase 
of the tariff, str, the tariff. And are the people of | 
Mainė prepared for this? Are the constituents - 
of genilemen from the South prepared for this? 
And to this complexion, if this system goes on, 
we must come at last., As I have before ob- 
served, many of the State Legislatures will be 
encouraged to launch forth upon internal im- 
provements, which they will want money to 
complete; having got the taste of the public blood, 
they will not, be satisfied with the first debauch; 
they will clamor for more; and the moment ike 
find the public Treasury exhausted, they will 
demand that it shall be replenished from the. 
pockets of the people by an increase of the tariff 
of duties, and in this they will be most willingly 
aided by the Representatives of our venerable 
mother, Massachusetts, and by every manufac- 
turer in this country. Do the gentlemen from 
South Carolina flatter themselves that their boasted 
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produced upon members here, can doubt the 
result. 

Sir, it is well known that there is a settled 
determination on the part of a great majority of 
the members west of the Alleghany mountains 
to grant no more money for the defense of the 
Atlantic frontier, either by the Navy or by forti- 
fications. Settled in the fertile valleys of the Ohio 


romise will save them? Let me tell those 
en emen that they will find it but a rope of 
sand, broken by the first blow of self-interest, 
and that blow given as soon as she will dare to 
do it. In this manner taxes will be raised from 
the people by the Congress of the United States, 
to be expended under the direction of the State 
Legislatures, which those Legislatures would, ' 


under no circumstances, dare to raise them- | and Mississippi, with every blessing about them 
which Heaven can bestow, they apparently care 


selves. . 
Having said thus much, Mr. Speaker, as to 


the operation of this bill upon the 


but little for the safety and protection of their 


nion gener- , brethren upon the rocky and sterile sea-board, 


ally, permit me to make a few remarks uvon the | knowing full well that the war cry of the enemy 


effect it will produce upon my own State, and | 
the sea-board and commercial States. 
Maine, a part of which I have the honor to rep- |! 
resent, is from necessity an extensive commer- 
cial State. The coldness of her climate, the great 
abundance of her ship-timrber, and the sterility | 
of her soil upon her sea-coast, compel her to be |: 
so, and well has she fulfilled her destiny. Though | 
among the smaller States of this Union, she has | 
for many years been the third State in the Union |; 
as an owner of tonnage. Her canvas whitens . 
every sea, her ships are borne onward by every 
breeze. We are, moreover, from our local situa- | 
tion, more exposed in our persons and property 
to the contingencies of war than any of the other 
States of the Union. We are united to the rest 
of the Union but by a line of one hundred and 
thirty miles in extent, while we have a frontier 
on the British provinces of Lower Canada and | 
New Brunswick, and on the ocean, of more than 
a thousand miles. 
thus remotely situated, and dangerously éxposed, | 
and thinly populated, but with more good har- 
bors than in any State of the Union, E might 
almost say than in the whole Union besides, it 
might naturally have been expected that she 
would have been most ripe Haws subject of 
the protection and regard of the General Govern- 
ment. How. has it been? Let any member on 
this floor pass along our sea-board and our fron- 
tier, and his cheeks would mantle with shame at 
her neglected and exposed situation. There is 
not a city, a town, ora village upon any part of 
her coast or rivers, but might be laid in ashes by 
the very smaHest vessel of war that floats on the 
ocean. She seems to have been accepted as a 
member of the Union but to be insulted, abused, 
and neglected. Does a foreign enemy take pos- 
session of a part of the State, you quietly permit 
them to remain there till the warisover. ~ 
want to make a peace with a foreign power with | 
whom you are at war, you quietly cede to her a 
portion of our territory, under pretense that the 
line is in dispute, when that same power, during 
the same negotiations, had demanded a cession of 
that very territory, thus acknowledging our title. 
as we claimed it, and indeed as they had marked 
it upen every map of their adjacent provinces they 
had ever made. Our commerce is trammeled by 
an odious and oppressive tariff, and our whole 
Sea-coast, the most extensive, I believe, of any 
State in the Union, is left without protection or 
defense. Truly may I say, sir, we seem to have 
been received into the Union only to be derided 
and oppressed. : 
And what is to be our situation under the new 
state of things to commence with the passage of 
this bill? One evil, as I think I have fully demon- 
strated, is an eventual increase of the tariff, which 
will lay the ax at the root of the tree of our pros- 
rity. Our Navy, too, to which we might have 
ooked for some protection in time of war, will 
no longer be increased. Our fortifications are to 
be stopped, or rather, as far as regards my own 
State, not commenced. Atthe very moment when, 
for the first time, we had engaged the attention of 


As a member of the Union, || 


Do you |j 


i but I cannot imagine them. 


can never reach their ears until the whole country 


| east of the mountains shall have been covered 


and fertilized by the blood and bodies of their 
countrymen. And this is to be done for the sake 
of sharing among the States the money which 
ought to have been applied to far more noble and 
generous purposes. How far this is the spirit of 
patriotism let the people judge. I hope I shall 
prore to have been mistaken in my expectations. 
xperience alone can teach me that I am. 

I confess that I have been astonished, utterly 
astonished, that any one can be the advocate for, 
or vote this bill. Iimpeach the motives of none 
who differ from me in this matter. Their reasons 
for the course they take are good ones, probably, 
In Maine, at least, 
we have nothing to gain, but everything to lose; 
our commerce probably to be eventually destroyed 
by an increasing tariff; our whole coast and 
frontier left without defense; the Navy of our 
country, which might have protected our ships 
at sea, to be neglected and suffered to decay, and 
this, too, when we know it to be inferior to that 
of any third-rate Power in Europe, Sir, it can- 
not be forgotten, it was during this very session, 
but a few months since, when a war was feared 
with France, that it was declared, over and over 
again, and contradicted by no one, that our Navy 
was wholly unprepared to cope with that of 

‘rance; and now national honor, national safety, 
the very first dutics and obligations of this Gov- 
ernment, the protection and defense of its citi- 
zens, are to give way, to be sacrificed to the base, 
Spore love of money, and are to remain so 
sacrificed, until this ruinous, corrupting, and 
| degrading system shall be abandoned. I hope, 
and F but hope, that that may be soon the case; 
and if it ever be so, God grant that it may be so 
forever. 

„Mr. Rpenker, I thank the House for the atten- 
tion wit 


House, and to my constituents. At any rate, I 


me. I have the consciousness that I-am acting 
right; nor do I believe that there will be any act 


reflect on with more pleasure than upon the vote 
I am now about to give. 
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SPEECH OF HON. J. B. ANTHONY, 
‘OF PENNSYLVANIA, 
In, THE House or Representatives, 
i E June, 1836, 
On his motion to substitute his proposition in lieu of the 


thirteenth section of the bill from the Senate ‘to regu- 
late the deposits of the public money.?? 


Mr. ANTHONY said: 


the honor to offer to the cónsideration of the cam- 


Congress, and when a bill providing for our de- 
fense had already passed the Senate, then comes 
this biting, chilling frost, and freezes up our 
hopes, But a few days since I was flattering 
myself with being able to return to the city of 
my home, and say to my fellow-citizens, you are 
no longer overlooked or neglected by the General 
Government, a bill has passed for your defense 
and protection; but, sir, Eno longer cherish such 
delusive hopes. No one who was present when 
the news came to this House that this bill had 
passed another body in the other end of this 
Capitol, (the Senate,) and witnessed the effect 


the Senate bill now before us, is one which I sin- 
cerely hope will meet with general approbation. 
This section provides for the deposit of the sur- 
prn revenue of the country among the several 

tates of the Union, and embraces a question of 
vital importance to the people—a question in 
which every member of this House has a deep 
and abiding interest. Weshould, therefore, care- 
fully deliberate on the hest means to effect the 
object we have in view; and it should be our 
earnest endeavor, as far as possible, to harmonize 


as practicable, prejudices from every quarter, and 


f 


of my political life, which, in after times, I shall | 


Mr. Cuarrman: The proposition which I have | 


mittee, as a substitute for the thirteenth section of | 


` should be in the same ratio. He had according| 


without compromiting any principle, to modify 
and amend the bill in such manner that it may 
become the law of the land. 

Mr. A. then proceeded to remark that he con- 
sidered the ratio of distribution adopted by the 
Senate contrary to the fundamental principles of 
our Government, whereby taxation and repre- 


: sentation went hand in hand; and he therefore 


believed that representation and distribution 


stricken out the ‘* Senate’’ from his amendment, 


being satisfied that the relative proportion in the 


‘House of Representatives would approximate 


nearer to justice than any other mode of distribu- 
tion which could be adopted, unless we resorted 
toa new enumeration. He was, however, willing 
to admit that as some of the small States had 
large fractions, and others had rapidly increased, 
and perhaps doubled their population, since the 
last census, they would have some reason to 
complain that they did not receive a fair and 
equal proportion, by allowing them only their 
representative share. 

He proceeded to discuss this question at some 
length, but, at the suggestion of many of his 
friends, who were fearful that an adherence to 
this change would defeat the amendment in toto, 
he afterwards restored the ‘‘ Senate,” so as to 
make ıt correspond in that respect with the bill 
as it came to the Flouse, remarking that if any 
other member should thereafter renew the motion 
to strike out the ‘‘ Senate,” it would receive his 
cordial support. 

Mr. A. then said the bill before the committee 
provides that the surplus money inthe Treasury 
on the Ist of January, 1837, shall be deposited 
with the several States in the nature of a loan, for 
which certificates are to be given by the States, 
subject to transfer and sale by the Secretary of 


j the Treasury, ‘‘ whenever it shall be necessary to 


meet appropriations made by Congress. ” 
The substitute differs from the original section 
in this, that it authorizes a deposit of the money 
with the respective States, “ to be safely kept by 
them, and the faith of the States is pledged to re- 


| pay the same when required by the Secretary of 


the Treasury, to defray the wants of the public 
Treasury.” The committee will perceive that 
instead of a loan to the States, with authority to 
the United States to sell and assign the security, 


| and thus transfer the debt to private individuals 
` or corporate bodies, agreeably to the terms of the 
| original section, the substitute merely deposits the . 
which it has listened to me. J am well | 
aware that I have probably not affected a single | 
vote, but I have justified myself, I trust, to this | 


money for safe-keeping, to be used by the States ; 
receiving it, till required for the necessities of the 
General Government for national purposes. It 


‘ avoids the necessity of resorting to a sale of State 


have a higher gratification than either can be to . 


certificates to stock-jobbers and speculators, as it 


, fairly distributes the surplus throughout every | 


: member of our Confederacy, taking their several 


1 


moderate installments. , 


pledges for the repayment, when called fur in 


Another difference in the two propositions is, ° 
that by the Senate bill, after a sale and assign- 
ment of those certificates, ‘they shall be subject 
to and shail bear an interest of five per cent. per 
annum;”’ but in the amendment they are to bear 
no interest whatever. This part of the amend- 
ment, I trust, will be acceptable to the commit- 
tee, as it makes the States liable to the National 
Government alone for the payment of the prin- 


| cipal sum deposited, and not subject, in any event, 


to pay interest. 
The next point of difference is, that by the 
original section the ‘* certificates are redeemable 


, at the pleasure of the States issuing the same,” 


whereas in the substitute the States are pledged 
to pay after notice is given by the Treasury De- 


: partment that the money is required to meet 


appropriations. Should the necessities of the 
reasury demand a portion of the distributed 


. Surplus to be restored to its vaults, if the States 


could redeem at pleasure, the only mode of replen- 
ishing the Treasury from this source would be 
by a sale of those certificates of deposit; hence 
arose the necessity, if that plan were adopted, to 


make them assignable, and to bear an interest of 


five per cent. per annum, after assignment; but 
as they, by the proposed amendment, are to be 


, Without interest, and are not transferable, it neces- 


and unite conflicting opinions, to obviate, as far | sarily follows that whenever the money is needed 


to meet appropriations for which there are not 
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other funds in the Treasury, the States are bound | 
in honor, as well as by their * legal obligations,” | 
to restore Whatever sum is necessary, in propor- 
tion to the amount held by them respectively, 
upon due notice given by the Secretary of the 
Treasury. 

These modifications and alterations of the 
thirteenth section make the bill what its title pur- 
ports to be, viz: Po regulate the deposits of the 
public money.” They place the common treasure 
of the people in the hands of their State repre- 
sentatives, to be applied by them to internal im- 
provement, to education, and many other objects 
of great importance. By disposing of the money 
in this manner, it takes from the deposit banks 
immense sums, which either lie unproductive in 
their vaults, or are loaned for purposes too often 
of hazardous trade, and sometimes of unwarrant- 
able speculation. ‘The whole community will be | 
benefited by the distribution, as it will circulate 
through every section of the Union, while at 
present it is principally confined to the com- 
mercial cities where the revenue is mostly re- 
ceived, and where the deposit banks are generally 
located. It will prevent extravagant expenditures 
and lavish appropriations of the public money, 
as every State will be interested in preserving 
that economy which teaches us to husband our 
resources, and not to squander them on works 
of doubtful utility. We shall learn the trite, 
though true maxim, 


« Nullus tautus quests, quam quod habes parccre.”” 


The attention of the people of Pennsylvania 
was attracted to the subject of the surplus rev- 
enue soen after the election of the present Chief 
Magistrate. In his first annual message to Con- 
gress, on the 8th December, 1829, the President, 
in speaking of the situation of the financial con- 
cerns of our country, says: 


u Arter the extinction of the public debtitis not probable , 
that any adjustment of the tariff upon principles satisfac- 
tory to the people of the-Union will, until a remote period, 
it ever, leave the Government without a considerable sur- | 
plus in the Treasury beyond what may be required for its 
current servire. As, then, the period approaches when the 
application of the revenue to the payment of debt will 
cease, the disposition of the surplus will present a subject | 
for the serious deliberation of Congress; and it may be for- | 
tunate for the country that it is yet to be,decided. Con- 
sidered in connection with the difficulties which have ' 
heretofore attended appropriations for purposes of internal 
improvement, and with those which this experience tells 
us will certainly arise, whenever power over such sub- 
jects may be exercised by the General Government, it is 
hoped that it may lead to the adoption of some plan which 
will reconcile the diversified interests of the States and 
strengthen the bonds which unite them. Every member of 
the Union, in peace and in war, will be benefited by the 
improvement of inland navigation and the construction of 
highways in the several States. Let us, then, endeavor to 
attain this benefit ia 2 mode which will be satisfactory to 
all. That hitherto adopted has, by nrany of our fellow- 
citizens, been deprecated as an infraction of the Constitu- 
tion, while by others it bas been viewed as inexpedient. 
‘All feel that it has been employed at the expense of har- 
mony in the legislative councils. To avoid these evils, it 
appears to me that the most safe, just, and federal disposi- 
tion which could be made of the surplus revenue would ` 
be its apportionment among tbe several States, according 
to their ratio of representation 5 and should this measure 
not be found warranted by the Constitution, that it would | 
be expedient to propose to the States an amendment | 
authorizing it.” i 


Pennsylvania having engaged in an extensive - 


system of internal improvement, which required |; 


large sums of money to be raised for the purpose || 


of conducting the expensive works under con- |; 
tract, and completing them with as little delay as ; 
possible, resorted to loans to meet the heavy | 
which this magnificent pro- || 

As every year added to the liabil- | 
State, and the national Treasury | 


annual expenditure, 
ject required. 
ities of the 

would in a short time be relieved from the public 


debt, much solicitude was felt in relation to the |; 
| isted throughout the 


disposition of the surplus which would accrue 
beyond the current expenses of the country. 

he citizens of the * Keystone’ having assisted 
to elevate the present Executive to that station 
which he now fills with so much honor to him- 
self and satisfaction to the people, received with 
heartfelt pleasure the message announcing his 
opinion ‘that the most safe, just, and federal 
s disposition which could be made of the surplus 


. objections from any quarter, and adopt such pro- 


_ prope 


‘revenue would be its apportionment among the 
* several States, according to their ratio of repre- 
‘ sentation;” and although he, at the same time, 
expressed a doubt whether such a disposition 


was warranted by the Constitution, and suggested 
that it would be expedient to amend it, to remove 
that doubt; yet the situation of Pennsylvania, | 


‘with her accumulating debt, was such, that all | 


parties concurred in the hope that these doubts 
would be removed when the time for distribution 
arrived, and that we should receive our share of 
the surplus revenue, and thus be relieved from a 
portion of the increasing debt which the improve- 
ment system had created. l 

Having, at the period to which I allude, been ; 
chosen by the citizens of my native State to rep- 
resent them in another place, (the Senate of Penn- 
sylvania,) I was among those who heartily re- ` 
sponded to the sentiments of the President; and 
two of ny colleagues on this floor [Mr. MILLER 
and Mr. Morris] assisted me in passing the fol- | 
lowing resolution, which, according to my recol- ' 
lection, received almost, if not altogether, the 
unanimous concurrence of at body: 

6 Resolved, As the sense of the Senate and House of 
Representatives, that, as soon as the national debt shall be 
paid, the most equitable and just mode of disposing of the 
surplus funds which may remain in the ‘Treasury of the 
United States, atter defraying the ordinary expenses of the 
Government and the payment of appropriations which may 
be made to objects of great national importance, will be by , 
a distribution amongst the several States in proportion to i 
their representation in the Congress of the United States.” 

The constitutional power of Congress to dis- 
tribute the surplus funds of the Treasury among 
the States had not at that time been examine 
with that care and scrutiny which it afterwards 
received. Although the President had intimated 
its unconstitutionálity, and suggested “ an appeal 
to the source of power as among the most sacred 


' of all our obligations,” yet it was not till his veto 


of the land bill of Mr. CLay that his views on this 
constitutional question became generally under- 
stood. Since that period a difference of opinion 
has existed, and still exists throughout the com- 
munity, on this all-important subject; and I feel 
that it is wholly unnecessary to attempt its dis- 
cussion on the present occasion, Let our object 
rather be to avoid difficulties and embarrassments 
of this nature, and pursue such a course as will 
be sanctioned by every branch of our legislative 
department. Let us steer clear of constitutional | 


visions as will promote the welfare of the States 
without affecting the wholesome action of the 
General Government. 
The resolution of the Legislature of Pennsyl- 
vania which I have read reiterates and sanctions | 
the liberal, patriotic, and enlightened views of the , 
Executive of the Union, without expressing any | 
opinion of the constitutionality of the measure. 
It cannot, therefore, be expected that I have so 
far forgotten the part I took in the passage of 
that resolution, as to be now opposed to a con- | 
stitutional disposition of the surplus money of 


the Treasury. Every one must admit that it | 


ought to be taken from the deposit banks and , 
placed in the power of the people, to whom it | 
rly belongs, and who can safely apply it to 
such State objects as will increase their wealth 
and advance their prosperity, and thus add to the 
strength and stability of the whole Confederacy. 
The next expression of public sentiment in 
Pennsylvania in reference to the surplus revenue, | 
will be found in the proceedings of our Legisla- | 
ture, when Clay’s land bill was under discussion | 
in this House during the session of 1832-33. It. 
was a subject which elicited the attention, and 
addressed itself to the judgment of every legis- | 
jator; one in which it became the duty of the. ; 
Representative to ascertain and proclaim the 
op and wishes of his constituents. On this | 
absorbing question there was no mistaking the 
opular will; the same 


ervading sentiment ex-, 
ommonwealth that pre- 
vailed in 1831; and again we find the Legislature 
of Pennsylvania speaking emphatically, and with 
great unanimity, the same language that they 
had formerly used. : 

The proceeds of the public lands would, in a 
short time, be no longer necessary to defray our 
national burdens; and the question of distribu- 
tion among the States addressed itself to their 
consideration; they accordingly embodied their 
sentiments in the following preamble and resolu- 
tion: 

« Whereas the period is fast approaching when, by 


means of the revenue arising from bank stock, the dutics 
on imports, and the public lands, the national debt will be 
extinguished, and there will be a surplus in the national 
Treasury after defraying the ordinary expenses of Govern- 
ment: And whereas the United States acquired their title 


| to and jurisdiction over the public lands by the cessions of 
| several of the States, made for the common benefit of the 


' Union; and by purchase out of the funds of the General 

Government; and the said lands thus acquired form a part 
. of the national stock, and furnish an important branch of 
; the public revenues applicable to the relief of the public 
burdens: And whereas, on the extinguishment of the 

public debt of the United States, the revenues drawn from 
' the sale of the public lands will be no longer required for 
: the purposes of the General Government, and it is right 


:i and proper that they should be distributed among the sev- 


| eral States: And whereas the distribution of the surplus 
: proceeds arising from the sale of the public lands involves 
| a question of national property and national policy, on 
| which it is proper for the constituted authorities of the State 
to express an opinion. Therefore, be it . 

Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives 
| of the Commonwealth of Pennsylvania, That, in the opinion 

of this Legislature, the proceeds of the public lands of the 
United States, when no longer required for the payment of 
the public debt, ought to be distributed among the several 
States of the Union, in just and equitable proportions, and 
any proper measure calculated to effect this object will 
meet our cordial approbation. 

€ Approved, 26th Feb., 1833.” 


This preamble and resolution were laid before 
Congress on the Ist of March, 1833, and on the 
next day the final question was taken on the land 
bill; and although the Pennsylvania delegation 
in Congress was not bound by this expression 
of the State Legislature, as they were equally the 

i immediate Representatives of the people, yet it 
| is remarkable with what unusual unanimity, the 
' whole delegation (save one from the city of Phil- 
: adelphia) gave their votes in favor of the bill pro-- 
| viding for the distribution of the proceeds of the 
| public lands. 
| At the next session the President gave his 
reasons at length in opposition to the bill, which 
he had been prevented’ from doing before, owing 
to the lateness of the session at which it passed. 
Whether he was right or wrong, it is not my 
purpose now to inquire, as the present plan of 
disposing of the surplus renders the inquiry 
wholly unnecessary at this time. Nor do I wish 
, to be understood to say that I approve of raising 
money from the sales of public lands, or from a 
tariff on imports, for the purpose of distributing 
it among the States; on the contrary, I believe 
that the States ought not to look to the national 
Government for pecuniary aid; they should de- 
end on their own resources to carry on their 
improvements and supply their several wants. 
But a number of causes have combined to swell 
the funds of the public Treasury to an extrava- 
gant amount, and the question naturally arises, 
what shall be done with the surplus beyond the 
immediate necessities of the country? If it re- 
mains dormant in the banks, its accumulation 
will embarrass trade and seriously affect the 
mercantile community. If loaned to individuals 
in the vicinity of the deposit banks, the benefits 
to result will at least be partial. If squandered 
on public national works, it would in all proba- 
bility lead to wasteful extravagance. The safest. 
and most judicious course would seem to be to 
deposit. the excess with-the States, and to pro- 
vide that in future the revenues of the country 
shall not be suffered to aceumulate beyond the 
wants of the Government. , ; 

I have referred to the proceedings of our State 
Legislature, and to the votes of my predecessors 
here, to show the cordial understanding that ex- 
isted in favor of distribution while the destinies 
of Pennsylvania were in the hands of those who 
were the warm and devoted friends of the present 
national Executive; but before I conclude, in 
order to show that all parties concur In these 
sentiments, let me call the attention of the com- 
mittee to what has been done since the scepter 
has departed from the Democracy of our State 
and been placed in hands in which, although I 

ossess little confidence, and therefore pay but 
slight attention to their request, yet, as emanating 
from a majority of the State Legislature, 1t merits 
a proper and respectful consideration. , 

On the 15th of March, 1836, the following 
preamble and resolution passed the Legislature 
of Pennsylvania, and were, transmitted by the 
Governor to the delegation in Congress: 

« Whereas, by the official statements from the Treasury 


Department of the United States it appears there will be 
an Tynappropriated balance in the Treasury, above the ordi- 
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emands of the Government, subject to the action of 
pory aei during the present session: And whereas it is 
presumed that the wisdom of Congress will not suffer that 
fund to accumulate in the Treasury without devising means 
by which it can be usefully employed for the benefit of the 
people of this Union: And whereas some of our sister 
States deny to Congress the constitutional power of making | 
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of the nation is peculiarly embarrassing, because | 
we have an overflowing Treasury, and the diffi- 
culty arises how to dispose of the money. Let | 
us deposit it with the States in such manner that | 
each may enjoya share of its benefits—that each | 
may be enabled to advance in prosperity and 


internal improvements in the several States, while all , 
seem to admit the power and propriety of distributing the 
proceeds arising, or which may have arisen, from the sale 
of the public lands, amongst the several States, subject to 
the contro! of their respective Legislatures: And whereas | 
the proportion to which Pennsylvania would be entitled, 


improvement with the other members of the 
Confederacy—“ grow with their growth, and © 
| strengthen with their strength.” 


These are the reasons by which I have been l 


should such distribution be made, would enable her toçom- actuated in offering my amendment. 


plete her public works, and establish a fund for the support | 
of common schools, which would preclude the necessity 
of taxation for either purpose: And whereas it is the palicy 
of our Government to guard against the increase of Execu- 


If a majority of the committee shall determine 


‘to reject the substitute, as a friend of the bill I 
. Will still cling to its support, though I am fearful 


tive patronage, and especially against the accumulation of ` it will not become a law; but if the amendment 


large sums of money in the Treasury unappropriated: And 
whereas a very large proportion of surplus revenue arises 
from the sales of the public lands, the joint property of all 
the States, which is regarded as a source of revenue which 
ought to be applied in the. promotion of. education, by 
establishing a system of common schools—to the purposes 
of internal improvement—or such other purposes as will 
best promote the interests of the States respectively: | 
Therefore, è ; 
“ Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives of 

the Commonwealth of Pennsylvania in General Assembly | 
met, That our Senators in Congress be instructed, and our : 
Representatives be recommended, to use their influence to ; 
procure the passage of a law to distribute the. proceeds | 
arising, or which may have arisen, from the sale of the || 
public lands, amongst the several States, in-proportion to ` 
the number of members from each. State in the House of | 
Representatives of the United States.” 


Not content, however, with these instructions | 
and recommendations in relation to the publie ; 
lands, the same Legislature, only a few days since, | 
at an extra session, again directed our attention | 
to the distribution of the surplus revenue. 

Onthe 16th June, 1836, resolutions were passed, | 
from which I select those which have a particular | 
reference to the subject before the committee: | 
They are as follows: a . 

“ Resolved, That this General Assembly consider the 
proposition lately made in the Congress of the United States 
to invest the surplus revenue of the nation.in stocks issued: | 
by the States, as a measure fraught with danger, calculated 
to give the Federal Government a power which, if wielded | 
by corrupt hands, would be inimical to the liberties of the 
country in an eminent degree, and-under all circumstances 
injurious, It may be properly characterized as one of those. 
measures, ‘in fiscal systems and arrangements, which 
keeps a host of [commercial and] wealthy individuals em- | 
bodied and obedient te the mandates of the Treasury ;? and 
it would give to the Federal Government a decided influence 
in the councils of such States as might be thought expedient: 
to win to its purposes. It would foster and encourage a | 
system of gambling and speculation in stocks, giving to the 
agents of the Government the opportunity of employing the 
public money to promote private interests, to reward cor- 
rupt favorites, and to acquire an interest among the com- | 
munity, leading to servile devotion to those clothed with 
the power of the General Government. ; 

“ Resolved, That our Senatorsin Congress be instructed, 
and our Representatives requested, ta vote against any. bill 
for investing the surplus revenue of the United, States in 
stocks issued or authorized by the respective States, be- 
lieving that thé most safe, just, and federal disposition 
which could be made of the surplus revenue would be its 
apportionment among the several States,” 


Thus, Mr. Chairman, for a period of six years, 
whenever the subject has been agitated in Penn- 
sylvania, we-perceive a powerful, may I not. say 
an overwhelming expression of public. sentiment 
in favor of distribution, whether of the proceeds 
of the public lands or other sources of revenue. 
This public sentiment, sanctioned and reiterated: 
by so many Legislatures, it is my pride and’ 
pleasuée to carry into effect, as far as my humble 
efforts will admit, and I do earnestly hope that 
the friends of the measure will unite with me, 
and go for the proposed amendment; Unanimity 
is of the first importance in the present crisis. 
By adopting the proposition I have submitted, 
we may prevent opposition to the bill from any 
quarter, aid this desirable object can only be 
attained by mutual ednéession and forbearance. 
The principles of distribution are not essentially’ 
changed, and the only import and alterations are; 
that it makes the States dépositories of the public 
money, instead of recéivers on loaf; that the cer- 
tificates dre not assignable, and beat no interest, 
instead of-being subject to sale and transfer, and 
to the payment of interest after assignment; and 
that the money is to be restored to the national | 
Treasury when required by the Government, | 
instead of being redeemable at the pleasure of , 
the respective States. 

In a measure so deeply interesting to the coun- | 
try we should not differ on minor points, if thé’! 
Principal objeet can be obtained. ‘Phe situation 


be adopted, I feel confident that it will promote 
‘union and 
: the best, the fondest hopes of the friends of dis- 
_ tribution will be realized. "With these remarks, 
I submit my proposition to the consideration of 
the committee, and will cheerfully abide the 


harmony in every quarter, and that 


result. : 


THE MARYLAND RESOLUTIONS. 


REMARKS OF HON. F. THOMAS, 
o OF MARYLAND, 
‘In rue Houses or REPRESENTATIVES, 
June 6, 1836. 


The Maryland resolutions came up for consideration in 
the Howse of Representatives, when 


Mi THOMAS rose and said: P 
t. Speaker: Before this subject is disposed 
of, I desire to say a few words. In the National 


league, [Mr. Jenirer,] made some time since in | 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union, are published. They form a part of the 
proceedings of Congress, and will constitute a 

ortion of the debates of this House, to be pub- 
ished possibly hereafter in permanent form. 
The article in the Intelligencer is therefore essen- 
tially different from an ordinary newspaper pub- 
lication, . This being the case, I can with pro- 
priety advert to it, without subjecting myself to 
the just censure of those who rightly complain 
of the time which is consumed here in unprofit- 
able discussions of irrelevant matters. If the 
publication fm question did not form, as it does, 
a part of our proceedings, however it might con- 
cern me personally, it would not be noticed on 
this floor. As it is, the House will pardon a few 
remarks. : 

It will be remembered that the gentleman, (Mr. 
e fe er at night, on the 24th of May, when 
the fortification bill was under discussion, and 
when the House was very impatiént to dispose | 
of that measure, rose to address the Chair, and 
requested me particularly to attend to what he 
had to say concerning “the State of Maryland, 
himself, and myself.” Thus invited, I could not, 
reluctant as I was to perform a part in the scene, 
refuse to take a seat where I could hear what 
was to be said. After I discovered that it wag | 
the purpose of the gentleman to comment on the | 
language used by me when he had presented the | 
resolutions from Maryland concerning the power 
of either House of Congress to expunge entries | 
from its Journal, I felt a strong desire to induce 
him to postpone what he had to say on that sub- | 
ject until the resolutions themselves came up for 
consideration. With that view (seeing that the 
gentleman had so far extended his remarks, that 
I could not, and would not theh, interrupt the 
business of the House long enough to reply) I 
asked him mous detain the committee, but to. 
publish what he had to say, and promised to 
reply through the same medium, if any, reply 
should become necessary. To’ this request he | 
responded by declaring that. he was responsible | 
for what he said, or for what he might print, 
This induced me to ask whether I was to con- 
sider anything which had bcen said to be of a. 
personal character. And he replied, “ No, sir; | 


not at all.” Now, sir, this disclaimer is omitted |; 


in the published speech, while several phases of 
a questionable character are retained, especially | 
that just named. This imposes on me the neces- | 


` his intentions; and it is due to me that n 
=; of this character should be left to conjectu 


| 
| 
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sity to.ask the attention of the gentleman to one 
or two sentences in this publication that are cal- 
culated to do both of us injustice. They are 
somewhat equivocal, and ought not to be so. Tt 
is due to him that there should be no doubt as to 
othing 
re. 

In the publication in the Intelligencer, the gen- 


. tleman is reported to have said, although my col- 


league says ‘‘ he did not object to the reception 


‘of the resolutions on account of their contents, I 


‘will undertake to show, from irresistible infer- 
‘ences, that it was the contents alone to which 
‘he did object.” And again, he is reported to 
have said, ‘‘and yet my colleague, from the upper 
‘district in Maryland, would have you believe 
‘that it was not the contenis of those resolutions 
‘to which he objected.” 

That there mny be no misapprehension as to 
the meaning to be attached to the words here 
quoted, I ask the gentleman to say, whether it 
has been, or is, his purpose to question or bring 
in question my veracity ? 

Mr. JENIFER rose, and after referring to other 
portions of the former debate, concluded by de- 
claring that he had no intention to impeach the 
veracity of Mr. Tuomas. 

Mr. ‘THOMAS said he was satisfied. He had 
a right to expect such a reply, and was glad that 
it had been given, as it was equally due to his 
colleague and to himself. He was done with it. 
These personalities were to him very annoying 
in one particular. It is generally believed. that 
all who are concerned in them delight in and seek 
that miserable ephemeral notoriety—not fame-~ 


|, which they are calculated to secure; and, for one, 
_he did not desire for a moment to possess that 
| reputation with any intelligent being. 

Intelligencer of Saturday, the remarks of my col- |, 


Mr. T. said, that having disposed of that which 
concerned him as a man, he would notice those 
parts of this published speech that concerned him 
as a Representative. He would not reply to that 
part of his colleague’s remarks which related to 
the two gentlemen from the city of New York, 
except to say that there is a strange incongruity in 
some of its sentences. The gentleman [Mr. JEN- 
1rER] has deslaimed warmly against our “ profli- 
gate expenditures,” and says ‘‘many of the 
‘ appropriations have been unprecedented, extrav- 
‘agant in the highest degree, and uncalled for by 
‘any system of economical expenditure.” «Ít 
‘is the policy and determination to squander it 
‘ [the public money] away upon useless objects, 
‘sooner than there shall bea surplus to be re- 
‘turned to the people by an equitable distribution 
‘among the States.” This is certainly strong 
language—these are bold charges; but the force 
and effect of the one and the other must be en- 
tirely destroyed when a preceding sentence in the 
Same speech is adverted to. There the gentle- 
man has declared, “for myself, I have opposed 
‘no obstacle to the appropriation bills proper, 
‘more particularly that for the defense of the 
t country externally, and that for the suppression 
‘of hostilities within our borders or upon the 
‘ frontier. ”’, ; 

It so happens that we have passed no bills 


| making appropriations, which could, with any 


plausibility, be denounced as extravagant, and 
calculated to increase the patronage of this Gov- 
ernment, or diminish greatly and improperly the 
surplus revenue, but those to the passage of 
which the gentleman says he has“ opposed 
no obstacle.” And assuredly. complaints about 
‘‘ profligate expenditures?’ come with an ill grace 
from any one who cannot show, at the time they 
are uttered, that he has, at, least by his votes, 
endeavored to.enforce a ‘t system of economical 
expenditure.” If he has not voted against either 
the Navy bill, the civil list bill, the fortification 
bill, or any one of the bills intended to provide 
for. the de ense of our frontiers, and the suppres- 
sion of Indian hostilities, he must share, with 
the rest of us, the responsibilities attached to the 
passage. of them all—a responsibility which I 
think cannot be considered very onerous. 

After having disposed of these grave matters, 
the gentleman has proceeded to settle. an account 
with me, which, we are told, concerns also him- 
self, myself, and the State of Maryland. Well, 
I could be content to pass over this settlement, 
without correcting its errors, for it is intended, I 
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presu 
whom we, in part, represent; and as they would || 
readily correet the gross errors which the gentle- 
man hascommittea, Leould, with great propriety, 
leave the whole settlement to be corrected by them: 
but. as I am up, l will detain the House with a 
few remarks. 

k is remarkable that he has not attempted to 
us the conduct of that part of the people of 
Maryland who persist in resisting all amend- 
ments of the constitution of that State, calculated 
to do justice to those who are not only a very 
large majority of the people, but who pay much, 
very much, the largest proportion of all the rev- 
enues that are gulleeted by the State for public 
purposes. The truth is, this conduct of the 
minority of the people of Maryland, who have 
accidental Sante of the Government, is such, so 
unjust, so tyrannical, and anu-Republican, that 
itwould be an unpleasant task to defend it before 
such an assemblage as this. It may be vindicated 
before an audience in one of the small counties, or 
in the borough of Annapolis, where your hearers 
are deeply interested in perpetuating these mon- 
strous abuses; but in an assembly like this, con- 
stituted as it is by men who have imbibed the 
liberal doctrines of the age on the subject of the 
rights of man, it would be indeed, to an ingenuous 
man, a most odious and irksome task to vindicate 
the antiquated and obnoxious constitution of 
Maryland. Avoiding a work of that character, 
the gentleman has thought proper to tender col- 
Jateralissues. Foreseeing, perhaps, that he would 
be discomfited in an attempt to show that the 
Legislature of the State is so constituted as to be 
authorized to speak for the people concerning 
national politics, and apprehensive, probably, in 
an effort to exhibit anything peculiar in the con- 
dition of the people of Maryland that required 
the majority to submit to the dominion of the 
minority, he has discreetly discussed other mat- 
ters, meriting a passing notice, 

The grave matter to which [shall advert is that | 
introduced in these words: “ I will only refer you 
to my colleague, [Mr. Tuomas,] who sits by me. | 
His political experience willinform you how eas 
it is to have washed out the deepest dye of Fed- 
eralism, even if derived from ibe blood of fore- 
fathers.” In this the gentleman is mistaken. I 
have not certainly the required experience in my 
own person. here has never been any ‘‘ deep 
dye of Federalism ” to be washed out. I have 
never assumed, and have never felt the slightest 
responsibility for the acts or principles of either 
of the political parties of this country, done or 
entertained before I reached manhood. As tothe 
period when that occurred, it would be unkind to 
compeł me to speak with entire precision. Being 
a bachelor, and of course more than five-and- 
twenty, (for without that I could not be here,) I 
am of that age when a single man dislikes to tell 
his birthday. This I can say, however, ] was not 
born in 1798, and never had an opportunity to ` 
vote for any Chief Magistrate until I voted for 
General Jackson in November, 1824. From that 
time until now, I have continued to be an open, 
ardent, undisguised member of that political party 
with which Lam now identified. This party was | 
first organized and known in Maryland as the 
Jackson party. Since then it has assumed the 
styleand title of the Democratic Republican party, 
and with that name emblazoned on our banner, we | 
will carry on the contest until my own native | 
State is regenerated and redeemed. With this 
change of name there has been no abandonment | 
of principle. We organized ın 1823, to aid in the |, 
elevation of General Jackson to the Presidency. |: 
We reorganized in 1827, to vindicate the sover- | 
eignty of the people, assailed as it had been in|, 
the elco by Congress of an individual to the | 
Presidency who was not the choice of a majority | 
of the people. And we have, under the adminis- | 
tration of the present Chief Magistrate, done |, 
much to harmonize the conflicting interests of the |. 
country, brought into dangerous collision by the |! 


rivalry of ambitious statesmen. With the polities | 


of my party associates, Lam content. Maryland! 
has always been hostile to a bigh tariff—the root i; 
from whence has sprung most of the bitter fruit t 
of which we have been compelled to taste. And |! 


during my experience in Congress, four fifths of | 


No. 30 


me. especially for the benefit of the people I those with whom I act here aided to reduce the 


- founded, 


tariff, and nine tenths of the same party have, at 
the present session, resisted all attempts to agitate 
that question, which, above all others, is danger- 
ous to our peace, and tothe duration of this Gov- 


ernment. My colleague cannot felicitate himself | 
The National Republicans of | 
Maryland, of whom he was one, being themselves | 


in like manner. 


hostile to a high tariff, struggled for years to elect 
to the Presidency its bold and talented champion; 
thus inconsistently attempting to give vast powers 
to the enemy of these principles, and to arm with 
the veto power a man pledged solemnly to exert 
it for the preservation of that policy which Mary- 
land has always desired to overthrow. And the 
same party is now engaged in the forlorn under- 
taking to elect General Harrison; while many of 
his friends, in and out of Congress, are mischiev- 
ously distracting its councils, and jeopardizing 
the safety of a large portion of the population of 
Maryland, by agitating out of place and unwisely 
a disturbing and most delicate question. 

The matter next in order, on which the gentle- 
man has dwelt so long, will be briefly disposed 
of. He has undertaken to criticise the language 
used by me when he presented the resolutions of 
Maryland concerning the power of either House 
of Congress to expunge obnoxious matter from 
its Journal, and insists that I was ‘ mistaken” 
when F declared that the contents of those resolu- 
tions did net induce me to object to their recep- 
tion. If the gentleman had not forgotten his own 
language, to which minc was in reply, the strange 
misapprehension of the import of my words, 


which has caused this very idle discussion, could , 


not have existed. He had offered to present the 
resolutions. JT asked him to offer them when the 
rules of the House did not forbid debate; and he, 
in reply, signified that the subject-matter of the 
resolutions was so unacceptable to me that I did 
not desire to see it printed by the House; and 


: said he was ready to show that the opinions ex- 


pressed by the State in the resolutions were well 
It was then that 1 declared I was mis- 
understood, and that I ‘* did not object to the 
reception of the resolutions on account of their 
contents.” : 

This was tantamount to, and was intended to 
be, a declaration, that I did not object to the re- 


ception of the resolutions because they contained , 


matter of which I disapproved, or which I was 
unwilling to see published. 
pose to inquire whether the House had, or had 


not, the power to expunge from its Journal part | 
It wasnotmy | 
purpose to oppose the printing of these resolu- , 


of the records of its proceedings. 


tions on a proper occasion; and hence I desired 
to correct a misapprehension of my colleaguc, 


who I supposed thought that the “‘ contents” of - 


the resolutions were so peculiarly offensive, I 
was, on that account alone, unwilling to sce them 


| either published or received. 
The report of my remarks in the Globe is (as I 


have said) substantially correct; and if the whole 


of that report is taken into view, it does appear - 


to me, that there can be no excuse found for the 


! tedious comment with which one of its sentences 


has been honored. Take, for instance, into con- 


' sideration these sentences: ‘‘ Mr. Tuomas said it 
. was unnecessary to read them, (the resolutions.) 


He knew they professed to express the voice of 
the people of Maryland.” Now, whether they 
attempted to give that voice as to one question or 
another he should equally protest against their 
reception “ this morning.” Andina subsequent 


part of the same Tepor! I ani represented to have |. 
e exhibition to the country 


protested against t 
of any resolutions of the Maryland Legislature, 
“t as evidence that the people of the State are for 
or against any particular measure of national 
policy.” Unquestionably these sentences ought 
to be in contemplation of any one disposed to do 
me justice, when construing that which has been 
the subject of most unprofitable criticism. If this 
be done, my meaning is apparent. I ‘did not 
object to the reception of the resolutions on ac- 
count of their contents’’—or, to speak with more 
precision, because they contained mattct of which 
I disapproved; but because they were offered an 
“ that morning,’’ when the rules forbid discus- 
sion, and because they professed to express the 


It was not my pur- | 


voice of the people of Maryland as to ‘* one ques- 

| tion” of “ national policy.” That that objection 

| would have been made to their reception, at that 

. time, if they had had reference to any other ques- 
tion of ‘national policy,” is proved from tne fact 
that I had also protested, that morning, against 
the reception of the resolutions from Maryland 
recommending a distribution of the proceeds of 
the sales of the public lands. Undoubtedly, if 
cither of those resolutions had contained opinions 
in accordance with my own, E should have de- 
volved on another the duty ofexposing the organic 
character of the body from whom they had eman- 
ated; and in that event I should not have risen 
in ny. place to claim for such resolutions that 
which they could not be entitled to; but would 
have frankly confessed that the Legislature of the 
State (the members being apportioned without 
regard to either population, territory, or taxation) 
had no authority to express the opinions of a ma- 
jority of the people. ; 

_Notwithstanding my reluctance to pursue this 
discussion further, I cannot permit some other 
passages of the public speech of the gentleman 
to pass without comment. I am charged with 

| misrepresenting the people of the State, and even 
of my own district, in bene hostile to the pas- 
sage of the land bill now on the table, which has 
been sent to us from the Senate. Before I con- 
clude, I will make all who hear me understand, 
that the gentleman, by making this charge, has 
assumed a heavy responsibility, and has resorted 
to most extraordinary measures to sustain it. To 
prove that Iam in an attitude hostile to the wishes 
of those I have the honor to represent immedi- 
ately, the gentleman avers that only two of the 
members of the House of Delegates of Mary- 
land from my district, and not one from the 
county in which I reside, recorded their votes 
against the resolution which has been presented 
here, recommending a distribution of the proceeds 
of the sales of the public lands. The gentleman 
well knows that the congressional district from 
: which I come is composed of two entire counties, 
and of a part only of the county of which I am 
acitizen The section of the county in which I 
reside has, of course, no power to choose dele- 
gates to the Legislature, except im conjunction 
with that part of the same county represented 
here by another gentleman, [Mr. Wasuineton.} 
This fact is well known to the gentleman, I sup- 
pose. If it be not known to him, he is very ill- 
informed indeed as to the political divisions of the 
State, and ought not to treat of them until pos- 
sessed of more accurate information. Now, sir, 
in this section of a county the friends of this 
Administration constitute a most decided major- 
ity. In it I have received, at three successive 
elections, a large majority of the votes. At the 
election of 1833, when it was distinctly under- 
stood that I had beer. hostile to the passage of the 
land bill in the preceding Congress, and would, 
if elected, vote against any and every similar 
i: measure, I received in this section of a county 
where I reside, a majority of the suffrages, ex- 
ceeding eight hundbed: If, then, all the delegates 
from the two counties, composing in part the dis- 
trict I represent, had voted for resolutions in the 
Legislature approving of the principles contained 
in the land bill on your table, will any fair man, 
with a knowledge of the facts now detailed, con- 
tend that their proceedings ought to control my 
1 course? They were chosen by one body of con- 
| stituents—I have been elected by another. They 
| represent two counties, while I represent those 
two counties, and a portion of another. 

But is it true that the delegates referred to have 

' voted for a resolution requesting the representa- 
| tion of Margine in this House to vote for the 
| land bill? Assuredly not, sir. The resolution 
! which they have sanctioned has been published 
| in the speech of the gentleman, and isin these 
| words, Viz! 


‘ Resolved, That the Senators and Representatives of 
| this State in the Congress of the United States be requested 
Í to use their exertions to procure the passage of a law to 
| appropriate to the use of the different States of the Union 
such part of the proceeds of the public lands of the United 
States as may be equitable and just, and in accordance with 
the public interest.” 


There is certainly in this resolution latitude 
enough. The representatives of the State in this 
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use and in the Senate are requested to dis- 
tribute the proceeds of the sales of the public 
lands to the use of tae different States, but the 
proportion to be given to each is not prescribed. 
We are requested to make such a distribution 
“ag may be equitable and just.” But then, 
whether the distribution proposed to he made in 
this land bill is ‘* equitable and just,” or not, we 
are to decide. Further, we are requested to make | 
such a distribution as shall be “‘ inaccordance with 
the public interest.” f 

Well, who is to judge whether the action of the 
Jand bill, if it should become a law, would accord 
with the public interest? Is not that question to 
be decided here by the Representatives from the 
States, each member to judge for himself, under 
his responsibilities to his constituents and to the 
country? This resolution appears to have been 
most cautiously worded. It commits no one very 
far. It may have been voted for by enemies as 
well as friends of this land bill. It cannot be neces- 
sary to pursue further this argument, to prove 
the gross injustice and absurdity of the charge, 
that I am, by opposing, the passage of the land 
bill, violating the known will of my constituents. 

I ask indulgence for a few brief sentences, to 
expose another extraordinary misapprehension 
of the gentleman, and I will close my remarks. 
He has said: 

& Looking to her rights as wellas to herinterest, Maryland 
has, upon all occasions, viewed this measure (the distribu- 
tion of the proceeds of the public lands) as one of the high- 
est importance ; and it has been approved by all political 
parties. In 1821, it received the sanction of a Federal Senate 
anda Democratic House of Delegates; in 1832, it passed 
again both branches of the Legislature; and, in 1836, the 
Van Buren and anti-Van Buren parties united in support 
of it, for the former did not dare to go against it. Tbus, 
whenever it has been before the Legislature, amidst all the 
conflicts of parties, the principles of the land bill have been 
approved, and the pcople of Maryland have always sus- 
tained their Representatives who advocated it.” 

There cannot be readily produced assertions 
more completely unfounded than many that are 
made inthe sentences here quoted. Itisdeclared 
that “the principles of the land bill have been 
approved ” by the Representatives of the people 
of Maryland in their Legislature, in 1821, in 


Ho 


1832, and in 1836. Is this true? The gentleman | 


who has utteréd and published this statement no 
doubt belicves it to be true, but stubborn facts 
can be produced to show the contrary. 

What are the principles of the land bill? It is 
before us. It provides that ten per cent. upon 
the net proceeds of sales, within their respective 
limits, since 21st of December, 1832, shall be 
granted to each of the States of Ohio, Indiana, 
THinois, Alabama, Missouri, Mississippi, and 
Louisiana, over and above what each of the said 
States is entitled to by the compact entered into 
upon their admission into the Union. 

It further proposes to grant to Mississippi, 
Louisiana, and Missouri, five hundred thousand 
acres each; to Indiana, one hundred and fifteen 
thousand two hundred and seventy-two acres; 
to Illinois, twenty thousand acres; to Alabama, 
one hundred thousand acres; to be applied to in- 
ternal improvements. And after this has been 
done, the bill provides for the distribution of the 
net proceeds of sales (after deducting the above 
ten per cent. and the expenses of survey, &c.) of 
the public lands among the twenty-four States of 
the Union, (including, of course, those to which 
the above-named donations are to be made,) ac- 
cording to their respective Federal representative 
population. These are some of the most impor- 
tant principles of the land bill. Whetherthey were 
“approved of” by the Legislature of Maryland 
in 1832, I know not. The proceedings of that 
body, on that occasion, are not now before me. 
I feel, however, authorized to speak more dis- 
tinctly respecting the proceedings of the Legisla~ 
ture of that State in 1836. They are here, and 
it will not be maintained that they contain any 
evidence whatever that the principles of the land 
bill, above recited, have been approved by the 
Representatives of the people Of Maryland: In- 
deed, I venture to say, without the fear of con- 
tradiction from any respectable quarter, that no 
oat dy of the Legislature of Maryland can 

e produced, approving of further donations of 
public lands to States that have been already 
much favored in that way by this Government, 


i! Legislature were directly antagonistical to an 


prior to the time when a distinguished statesman i 
from the West became the advocate of such a ' 
measure. On the contrary, I will show that the | 
opinions and proceedings of all parties in that 


such act on the part of the United States, until 
Mr. Cray became the advocate of “ the princi- 
ples of the land bill,” since which time his 
friends and followers in Maryland have seen the 
rights of the States through a new medium. 

In 1820,-21, the following resolutions passed | 
the Senate of Maryland unanimously, and the | 
House of Delegates, with but two or three dissent- 
ing voices, viz: 

“ Resolved by the General Assembly of Maryland, That 
each of the United States has an equal right to participate 
in the benefit of the public lands, as common property of 


the Union. 
“ Resolved, That the States, in whose favor Congress 


education, are entitled to such appropriations as will corre- , 


favor of the other States.” 


lished a report on the subject, in which he pro- 
pee a plan by which the Atlantic States and 
entucky might receive that benefit from the 
public domain which was claimed for them exclu- 
sively. The following extract from this report 
will show what that plan was: 

“ Should Congress adopt this territorial apportionment 
"as the rule by which toasccrtain the quantity to which the 
Atlantic States and Kentucky are entitled, let them then 
authorize the President, by law, to cause to beselected out 
of such parts of the public domain as he may deem expe- 
| dient, and to be laid off in the same manner as military 
: bounty lands have heretofore been laid off, a numbcr of 
| tracts in different parts of the public lands, which shall, in | 


| being distant from the States for whose benefit they are 

: intended, and within the jurisdiction of others, cannot | 

| either with advantage or convenience, be distributed among 
them respectively, either for rent or sale.” “Let them, 
then, be sold under the authority of Congress, according to 
the laws regulating the sales of otber public lands, at such 
times, and in such quantities, as to them may appear expe- 
dient, and let the proceeds be paid over, by the Secretary 

| ofthe Treasury, to commissioners appointed by each of the 

| States entitled to receive a share, in such proportions as 

| may be determined by Congress.” 

Thesc, I presume, are the resolutions, to be 
executed as here proposed, to which the gentle- į 
man had reference when he said, ‘“ Thus, when- | 
; fever it (the distribution of the proceeds of the 
‘public lands) has been before the Legislature, 
‘amidst all the conflict of parties, the principles 
‘of the land bill have been approved.” This 
declaration cannot but be considered, by all who 
will compare the opinions of the Legislature of 
Maryland as expressed in the above resolutions 
in 1821, as ‘‘a bold assumption, contrary to the 


i 
! 
i 
1 
I 
| 


facts.” In proof of this, no argument can be 
needed. Here are the Maryland resolutions of 
1821. 


We have given asynopsisof the land bill; and | 
“ he who runs may read” that the first measure ` 
is in direct conflict with the principles of the latter. 
The bill proposes to make liberal donations to the 
new States. The resolutions proposed to make 
donations of lands to the Atlantic States, and to | 
Kentucky alone; and are founded, obviously, in | 
the belief that too much land had been granted in | 
182] to those States to which the bill is intended | 
to secure more. 
Having,as I hope, demonstrated that the charge | 
brought against me of misrepresenting my con- ;| 
stituents, and of disregarding the long-established | 
purposes of my State touching the national do- | 
main, is entirely unjust and unwarrantable, I will, i 
with a few comments on one other position -as- | 
sumed by the gentlenran, close my remarks. He | 
has stated that, at the presidential election of 1832, |; 
“ the majority of the aggregate vote of the State i 
was upwards of one thousand votes against the | 
present incumbent.” I had supposed that no | 
member of the party in Maryland which was | 
dominant in the Legislature in 1831-’32, would 
make it eara to advert to one of the causes 
of the result of the presidential election of 1832, 
which has been stated. Butasit has been done, 
I will state a few facts, and the House will judge | 
whether that result was not produced by one of 
the boldest political frauds that has ever been 
perpetrated 
rior to the census of 1830, the three western 
counties of. Maryland formed one electoral dis- 


| have not made appropriations of land for the purposes of |' 


i spond, in a just proportion, with those heretofore made in : 


: the aggregate, make up the quantity required. These jands |! 
‘| more than twelve hundred favorable to Generał 


trict, empowered to elect two electors of President 
and Vice President. At the presidential election 
of 1828, General Jackson received the vote of that 
district. By the reapportionment of representa- 


| tives by Congress, under the new census, Mary- 
` Jand lost one member. 
_ sary for the Legislature of that State to reorganize 


This rendered it neceg- 


the electoral districts. It so happened that the 
increase of population in the three western coun- 
; ties had been such as to entitle them to choose 
‘two electors of President, notwithstanding the 
| increased ratio. If, therefore, the Whigs or Na- 
| tional Republicans, as they were then styled, had 
been disposed to act fairly, they would not have 
| changed the boundaries of this district, unless it 
i had been done to establish a system of election 
for clectors of President by a general ticket. 


‘| Unfortunately for the rights of the people of 


the three western counties, the result of the elec- 
tions of 1831 served to show that the friends of 
General Jackson had a majority in these counties, 


In 19% the author of these resolutions pub- = and that the election of 1832 would eventuate 


probably as it had done at the presidential elec- 
tion preceding. To prevent this, as I believe, 
and to deprive General Jackson of the two clect- 
oral votes which he would otherwise reccive, the 
Legislature of the State formed one electoral dis- 
trict, by annexing to the three counties six other 
counties and the city of Annapolis, wherein there 
. was a large majority of National Republican 
voters, and gave to this new district power to 
elect four electors. Not content with this pal- 
p violation of the rights of the people, the 
egislature adopted other disreputable means to 


| Secure a majority of the electors for Mr. Clay. 


The county of Baltimore having a majority of 


Jackson, was made to form one district authorized 
i to elect one elector. The city of Baltimore, where 
| the Republicans also largely preponderated, was 
| formed into another electoral district, with power 
| to choose two electors. This being done, all the 
other counties of the State not included in the 
above-named district were made to form another 
district, entitled to choose .three electors; there 
being every reason to believe, judging from past 
elections, that there was a small majority of the 
supporters of Mr. Clay therein. At frat. the 
Republicans of all parts of the State manifested 
a disposition to participate in the presidential 
election, although they knew it would be vain to 
attempt to deprive Mr. Clay of the seven electorat 
votes that had been secured for him by the most 
high-handed measure that has ever characterized 
the legislation of any free community; and elect- 
oral candidates were nominated by them accord- 
ingly. Finally, the Republicans of Frederick, 
after full deliberation, decided that it did not be- 
come them to go to the polls. The Legislature, 
they thought, had virtually disfranchised them, 
and made choice of the electors, and they were 


© unwilling to recognize the validity of the law by 


which they had beer deprived of their rights, by 


` going to the polls and passing through the mere 
‘formulas of an election. 


The gentleman who 
had been nominated as an electoral candidate b 
the friends of General Jackson in Frederic 


; county declined being a candidate; and at the 
‘| election in November there were less than twenty 


votes given to. the Republican ticket, and less 
than three thousand to the candidates friendly to 


| Mr. Clay, although there are more than seven 


thousand legal voters in the county. 
Of those seven thousand voters, nearly one half 
are, and were, in 1832, friendly to the present 


i, Chief Magistrate. It is not surprising, therefore, 


that the aggregate vote of the whole State, for the 
electoral candidates favorable to Mr. Clay, ex- 
ceeded that given to the opposing ticket one thou- 
sand, since at Jeast three thousand of the friends 
of General Jackson, in the county of Frederick, 
indignantly refused to vote, while less than eight 
hundred of their political opponents in the same 
county were absent from the polls. History does 
not furnish an instance of greater tyranny than 
that which has been described. It has made an 


indelible impression on the hearts of all its vic- 


tims. They have now a general ticket system in 
the choice of electors, and have a fair opportunity, 
at the approaching presidential election, to make 
their opponents feel this power. 1 will make no 
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predictions, but will only say to my colleague, 
and to this House, that the Republicans, the 


Demoeraiie Republeans of Maryland, are in mo- | 
ton—reused by the recollection of many wrongs; | 


and that State will heave trom the Atlantic to the 
Allechanies to throw off that incubus which has 
long weighed upon her heart, 

I owe an apology for detaining the House so 
long on topics not connected with its legislation, 
but I vould not easily, more briefly than it has 
been done, place myself and my political friends, 
in my State, m our true positions, respecting the 
matters diseussed inthe speech of the gentleman. 


z 


5. 


SLAVERY IN ARKANSA 


REMARKS OF HON. G. N. BRIGGS, 
OF MASSACHUSETTS, 
In tre Hovse or REPRESENTATIVES, 
June 8, 1836, 

Upon the amendment offered by Mr. Apams to 
the bill for the Admission of Arkansas into the 
Union. 

Mr. Apams moved to insert the following 
words in the eighth section of the bill: ‘ And 
‘nothing in this act shall be construed as an as- 
‘sent by Congress to the article in the constitution 
“of the said State in relation to slavery or the 
‘emancipation of slaves.” 

Mr. BRIGGS said: 

After having sat here twelve hours, he left the 
House exhausted, at ten o’clock last evening. 
At daylight this morning he was notified by one 
of the messengers of the House that his attend- 
ance was again desired. When he entered the 
Hall, he learned that the committee had just taken 
up the bill for the admission of Arkansas into the 
Union. His respected colleague across the way 
{Mr. Apams] was upon the floor, having just 
offered an amendment to the bill. That amend- 
ment related to an article in the constitution of 
Arkansas on the subject of slavery. He knew 
the committee had dragged out a long, a weary 
night, and were worn down with their protracted 
labors; yet such was the magnitude of the sub- 
ject, he felt himself impelled by an imperious 
sense of duty to submit a few remarks for the 
consideration of the committee. He was fully 
aware that this subject of slavery was one of ex- 
treme delicacy, and its discussion in any form 
was calculated to awaken the sensibilities of gen- 
tlemen from the southern portion of the Union; 
but he hoped he could speak of it in a manner 
and with a temper that would not alarm the ap- 
prehensions or wound the feelings of any gentle- 
man on this floor. Members from the South had 
spoken of the institution of slavery and expressed 
their opinions upon it with the utmost freedom. 
Of this he did not complain. The opinions 
which they held he did not doubt were honestly 
entertained. ‘They had grown up with them from 
their infancy, and they had their origin in the 
deep-rooted institutions and laws in the midst of 
which they were born. He, and those whom he 
represented, entertained opinions directly the op- 
posite of those to which he had alluded. They 
entertained them with as much sincerity, and 
with as profound a cenviction of their truth and 
correctness, as actuated-those who differed from 
them. He claimed for himself and those who 


agreed with him the same right and privilege of | 


maintaining their views by fair arguments in this ` 
House, as he conceded to those who were opposed 


to them, and nothing more. 

The gentleman from Virginia [Mr. Wise] who 
preceded him, had said that the amendment 
offered by his colleague was substantially a re- 
vival of the Missouriquestion. He differed from 
the gentleman upon this point entirely. The 
proposition embraced in this amendment was al- 
together unlike that which raised a tempest in 
this Capitol, and shook this Union to its center, 
in the hacdssion of the Missouri question. He 
should regret to see the ill blood and fearful agi- 
tation of that day again produced. There is 


nothing in this amendment calculated to lead to | 


such a result. In that controversy there was a 
direct proposition to impose upon the State of 
Missouri, as a condition of her admission into the 


| Union, a positive restriction against the right and 
power to hold slaves within the limits of her 
territory. 


But what, sir, is proposed by the amendment | 


of my colleague? The people of Arkansas have |: 


assembled in convention, and formed a constitu- 
tion, They have come to this Congress and pre- 
sented their claim for admission into the Union 
as a sovereign State. They present that consti- 
tution for poe and approval. On looking 
into it, we find in its ninth article the following 
clause: 

“The General Assembly shall have no power to pass 
laws tor the emancipation of slaves, without the consent of 
their owmers.’? 

My colleague proposes to amend the eighth 
section of the bill for ‘the admission of Arkan- 
sas into the Union,” by inserting the following 
declaration: “ And nothing in this act shall be 
‘construed as an assent by Congress to the article 
‘in the constitution of the said State in relation to 
< slavery and the emancipation of slaves.” It must 
be seen at a glance that this simple, plain declara- 
tion contains nothing of the principle which gave 
rise to the Missouri controversy. In that case a 
restriction was imposed upon Missouri, which 


denied to that State certain rights and powers ' 


that, under the Constitution of the United States, 
were possessed by other States. 
of the State contended that Congress had no 


The advocates ' 


authority to enforee that restriction or limitation ` 


upon her sovereignty. This amendment docs 
not, in the slightest degree, abridge, restrain, or 
in any manner interfere with the prerogative or 
power of Arkansas as an independent State. If 
adopted, it will not postpone her admission into 
the Union a single day. It docs not question the 
right of her citizens to any species of property 
recognized by the constitution or laws of the 
State. It imposes no restraint upon her political 

ower and sovereignty. It simply denies that, 

y the act of admitting her into the Union, with 
this article incorporated into her constitution, 
Congress gives its assent to the principles of that 
article. Without this protestation, the act of 
admission would be, at least, an implied assent 
to this extraordinary constitutional provision. 
Whilst such an approbation would be of no use 
or benefit to that State, it would be in direct vio- 
Jation of the opinion of a large majority of the 
members of this House, and the known senti- 
ments of the people which they represent. What 
good reason, then, can be urged why this amend- 


ment should not be adopted? Are gentlemen pre- - 


pared to say by their votes, to reject this most 
reasonable proposition, that this act shall be con- 
strued as an assent by Congress to the article in the 
constitution of the State in relation to slavery and 
the emancipation of slaves! 

Will not such an inference be the natural and 
necessary result of sucha vote? I ask gentlemen 
whose opinions I know coincide with my own 
upon this subject, to consider well before they 
take a step which cannot be retraced. 

Mr. Chairman, the word slave, or slavery, is 
nowhere to be found in the Constitution of the 
United States. Whilst that instrument, by its 
various provisions, guarantics to the people of 
the States their rights to property acknowledged 
by the laws of the several States, its patriotic 
framers most cautiously avoided the use of terms 
which would admit that man could be made the 
property of his fellow-man. í 

If, in the course of events, the people of every 


State in this Union shall abolish slavery within `: 


. their own limits, and the time shall come when 


| there will not be a bondman in all this great and | 


. free Republic, generations who shall succeed us 
` will find no evidence in this constitution that 
such an institution as slavery ever had an exist- 
ence. 

The people of Arkansas have used less cau- 


tution. Though their constitution was to be 
presented to a Congress for its approval, com- 
pose of members a majority of whom, in both 
| branches, represent constituents opposed to sla- 


very in every form, it contains an article the de- | 


sign and effect of which is to make involuntary 
servitude perpetual within her limits. This 1s 
| much to be regretted. if she had pursued a dif- 


tion than did the framers of the Federal Consti- ; 


| propriety and right, and be treacherous 
| freemen who sent me here. 


ferent course, the difficulties which now present 
themselves would have been avoided, without 
any prejudice to her rights or her wishes. Can 
it be expected that the representatives from the 
free States of this Union will give their assent to 
this exceptionable article? In justice to those 
whom they represent, can they do less than ex- 
press their dissent from it? It has been shown 
that this amendment can have no injurious ef- 
fect upon the rights of the people of Arkansas 
Will members on this floor, coming from States 
whose people are known to be hostile to the prin- 
ciple of this article in the constitution presented 
for their approval, be faithful to the trust re- 
posed in them, if they fail to declare their disap- 
probation of it? I call upon gentlemen from the 
non-slaveholding States truly to reflect the senti- 
ments of their constituents, and support their 
well-known opinions upon this subject, by voting 
for the amendment now before us. Can they, 
with propricty or consistency, approve of a prin- 
ciple universally condemned by their constit- 
‘uents? I appeal to the candor of gentlemen 
from the slavcholding States, and ask them if, in 
their opinion, it would be just or reasonable to 
desire us to do this? Whilst they stand by their 
constituents, and manfully maintain their rights, 
and defend their interests, shall we be recreant 


- to our duty, and fail to avowand defend the doc- 


trine of those who honor us with their confi- 
dence? Sir, I hope not. 

Mr. Chairman, to the utmost of my powers I 
will, here and elsewhere, support all the rights 
of all the States of this Union, defined and se- 
cured by the Constitution of the United States. 
I regard them all as equally sacred and inviolable. 
That instrument was the result of a compromise 
of conflicting opinions and conflicting interests, 
of mutual concessions and mutual pledues, it is 
my duty to stand by and maintain it in all its 
parts. It is the supreme law of the land, and its 
provisions are alike binding upon all the citizens 
and all the States of this Confederacy. With 
those rights secured by that binding charter, I will 
never interfere. 

But, sir, upon this subject of slavery I cannot 
go the breadth of a hair beyond the obligations 
Imposed upon me by that instrument. never 
can consent, with the views which I now enter- 
tain, to give a vote, or do any other act, which 
shall sanction the principle, or extend the exist- 
ence of human slavery. In the deep conviction 
of my own mind and heart I believe it to be 
politically and morally wrong. 

With all my soul I approve of, and believe in 
the truth of that great principle avowed and pro- 
claimed to the world in the Declaration of Inde- 
pendence, ‘that all men are created equal; that 
they are endowed by their Creator with certain 
inalienable rights; that among them are life, liberty, 
and the pursuit of happiness.” I do not look 
upon that declaration as the mere publication of 
a truth, beautiful in theory only, and not capable 
of a practical application. On the contrary, I 
believe it may be, and in all free Governments 
should be, carried out in practice. It is based 
on the principles of eternal truth and justice, 
and will abide when all existing Governments and 
human institutions shall have decayed and passed 
away. Holding these opinions, sir, how can I 
give my sanction to that highly exceptionable 
article in the constitution of Arkansas, presented 
for our approval; and which, by the bill before 
us, we do approve of, and assent to, unless we 
negative that assent by some such amendment as 
the one under consideration. 

In doing so, I should violate my own sense of 
to the 
In vee. for the 
amendment of my colleague, I shall vindicate my 
own and the undivided sentiments of my constit- 
uents, without impairing any of the guarantees 
of the Constitution, or impairing the rights of any 
State in this Union. a 

‘The gentleman from Virginia challenges a dis- 
cussion upon the question whether the Constitu- 
tion of Arkansas is republican in its character. 
A debate upon that question cannot be necessary 
to the settlement of the proposition immediately 


i beforeus. At this untimely hour, and before this 


committee, wearied out by a continued session 
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of more than twenty hours, I will not stop to 
discuss the republicanism of that article in the 
constitution of Arkansas which dooms a large 
portion of her present and future population to 
unconditional and interminable slavery. Iwill 
only say, sir, that my notions of republican lib- 
erty are widely different from the principles of 
that article. 


DEPOSIT BILL. 


SPEECH OF HON. N.P. TALLMADGE, | 
OF NEW YORK, i 
In Senate, June 17, 1836, 


On the billto Regulate the Deposits of the Public 
Money. 


Mr. TALLMADGE said: 

Mr. Present: It is no affectation in me, 
when I say it was not my intention to trouble the 
Senate with a single word on this-all-important 
subject. After various propositions had been. 
submitted by different gentlemen, and partially 
discussed, the whole matter was committed, by 
the order of the Senate, to a sclect committee of 
nine, conrposed of some of the ablest and most 


distinguished members of this body, with my ` 


honorable colleague [Mr. Wricur] as chairman. 
This committee, with much labor and ability, 
digested a bill, which embraced the proposition 
submitted to them, and presented it to the Senate 
in a form which, they supposed, would mect its 
approbation. Much interesting debate took place 
upon its different provisions. With the exception 
of an amendment, which I offered to the bill, and 
which I shall advert to in the course of my re- 
marks, I contented mysclf with being a silent 
listener to the views of others, rather than to 
occupy the time of the Senate with any views of 
my own. Iwas content to rest the correctness 
of my course upon the vote which I intended to 

ive, and did give, in favor of the engrossment 
of the bill. That vote was given after the ma- 
turest reffection and most anxious deliberation. 
My honorable colleague, and other Senators, 
rested their votes upon reasons which were by 
them fully assigned; whilst I was willing to rest 
mine upon what appeared to me to be the intrin- 
sic merits of the bill, without regard to the reasons 
of my own mind, which led to the result of my 
action. Such was the state of the case when the 
question was yesterday taken on ordering the 


bill to be engrossed, which was carried in the: 


affirmative by the extraordinary and almost unan- 
imous vote of forty to six. In this stage of a 
bill, discussion is ordinarily closed. When we 


adjourned last evening, I Ly ase it had closed ' 


in this case; but on the bill being called up this 


morning for a third reading, my honorable col- 
league—as it was perfectly proper for him to do, `: 
although out of the usual course—renewed the; 


debate on its merits, and entered upon a justifica- 
tion of his vote of yesterday against the engross- 
ment of the bill. 
our votes on that occasion, and as he has to-day 
assigned additional reasons for his course, I feel 
myself called upon, not without great reluctance, 
to assign some for my own—a reluctance, in the 
first place, in feeling constrained to differ from 
him on any subject; and, in the next place, in 
feeling obliged to break the silence which fusuaily 
maintain on this floor, from a deep conviction 
that, except on special occasions, it is better to 
be a listener than a talker here. 

On many of the important subjects which have 


been before the Senate, and in the discussion of : 


which I have not participated, ny views have 
been so fully and. ably expressed by my honor- 
able colleague, in giving utterance to his own, 


that I have contented myself with a silent vote. 


I have sometimes po my own to his better 
judgment. If, in this silence, I have done any 


injustice to myself, I hope I have done no injus- 
Differing on this sub- | 


tice to my constituents. th 
ject, as. we now do, I trust the Senate will indulge 
me, although at this late hour, in making such 


remarks as seem to be called for by the peculiar- | 


ity of my position and the importance of the 
occasion, 


undigested, and I must, for that cause, claim its 


| indulgence; for, although I have bestowed much 


‘reflection on this subject, in order to satisfy 

“my own mind for the vote I was to give, still I 
came here to-day entirely unprepared, and with- 
out the remotest expectation of being called on 
by any state of things to assign my reasons for 
that vote. . 

Mr. President, my honorable colleague has in- 
timated that he shall soon return to his constitu- 
ents, by reason of the expiration of his present 
term, and if, in the vote he has given, they shall , 
deem themselves aggrieved, they will have the | 

- opportunity to redress those grievances by filling | 
- his place with a better man. Sir, my friend is ' 


i: well advised of the true character of his and of 


my constituents. The purity of motive by which 


he is always governed, the honesty of purpose ; 


by which he is always actuated, is a sure guaran- i 


tee of their approbation, whether, in their judg- $ 


ment, he has committed an error on this or any 
other occasion. -I do not say that he has com- 
mitted one; the error may be on my side; but; 
whether it be on the one side or the other, I feel | 
that we may both look with perfect confidence to | 
‘their indulgence, when we are left without their | 


instructions, to act according to the best lights `' 


before us. i 
Sir, this 1s a bill to regulate the deposits of the 
public money. After the creation of the late Bank 
of the United States the public money was de- 
posited in its vaults, In the fall of 1833, in anti- 
cipation of the expiration of its charter, and from 
the deep conviction that it would not be renewed, 
it became necessary to provide for the safe-keep- 


ing of the public money, by finding other places _ 


of deposit. The Secretary of the Treasury, act- 

| ing in accordance with the views of the President, | 
removed the deposits from the Bank of the Uni- | 

| ted States, and placed them in several of the State 

‘banks. Of the propriety, as well as the constitu- 
tionality of this measure, I have heretofore given 
my views at large. This is not the proper time, 
nor the occasion, for renewing the discussion of 

| that all absorbing and agitating question. It has 
become matter of history; and anything we could 
now say would not probably alter the opinions of 
any onein regard to that measure, whether it was 
for good, or whether it was for evil. Ihave seen 
nothing since it took. place to alter my thorough 
conviction of its expediency at the time, neither 
do I believe I shall see anything hereafter to 
change the opinions I then entertained, previded 
our measures in future in relation to the public 
money are characterized by that prudence and | 

| wisdom which have so signally characterized the | 
other leading measures of this Administration. | 


' throu. 


| dent on this all engrossing topic. Every one seems 
‘| to have- felt the importance of quieting the public 
mind on this subject, and of restoring public con- 
ii fidence in our monetary system, by such lesa] 
regulations of the deposit banks as should not 
only render them safe depositorics, but should 
give to the whole community entire confidence in 
their safety. That the deposit banks are perfect] 
safe for the amount of the public money which 
they possess Ihavenota particle of doubt. That 
those in my own State are so, I could vouch for, 
from my own personal knowledge of their con- 
cerns. But it is onc thing to be safe, and another 
thing to have the confidence of the whole country 
‘in that safety. The present bill is intended to 
accomplish both those objects. This is the prin- 
cipal feature of the bill. This is what the Presi 
' dent has often recommended us todo. This is 
what we have often expressed our own desire to 
' do. This is what the whole commercial com- 
munity expect us to do; and this, too, let me add 
is what the great and paramount interests of the 
whole country require at our hands. Shall that 
| recommendation be disregarded? Shall that desire 
' be stifled? Shall that expectation be disappoint- 
ed? Shall that requirement be denied? Lanswer 
no; emphatically, no. Shall we, by rejecting this 
bill, belie all our former professions? Are we 
willing to subject ourselves to the imputation of 
defeating a measure which has been so loudly de- 
manded by the public voice, and which has been 
so imperiously required by the public interest; 
and that, too, after it has been so often urged 
upon us by the Administration which we .sup- 
ort? Can we make the people of this country 
elieve in our sincerity, when we fail to carry 
h a measure, recommended to us by every 
: consideration of duty and of policy, as well asby 
the President himself; and when, too, it is known? 


: [ put it to my political friends, that, as a party, 


we claim a majority in each House, ‘and, on this 
subject, have no obstacles thrown in our way by 
our political opponents. Sir, it cannot—it must 
not be. What answer can we make to the oft- 
repeated charge, that the President and his sup- 
porters wish to keep the control of the funds of 
the nation in order to control the politics of the 
people? Weall know, we all feel, that the charge 
1s unjust as it ig base. Shall we, then, by any 
act of ours, give countenance to it? Or shall we 
repel it in the only way in which it can be re- 
pelled, by prompt, decisive, and manly action on 
this subject? I cannot hesitate as to my course. 
Between the alternative of adopting or rejecting 
this proposition, I feel that there is no choice left 
to me. From the time the question first arose in 


As he and myself differed in i; 


Those remarks may be crude and - 


The removal of the public deposits from the Bank | regard to the removal of the deposits from the 
of the United States was made the occasion, with- Bank of the United States, I have on all occa- 
out cause, in my judgment, to impair the public |’ sions expressed my readiness to regulate them 
confidence, and to convulse the whole monetary li by law, in the banks of the several States. 
system of the country. Much of unjust reproach | cannot shrink from the performance of that duty. 
i was cast upon the President for having seized, as |! If others can see their way clear in leaving this 
i it was termed, upon the whole public treasure of ij vast, this enormous amount of public money, in 
the Government, taken it under his own control, || a great variety of State banks, without legal reg- 
, and placed it in the vaults of irresponsible State | ulation, let them take the responsibility of it. 
,: incorporations, and without the reach and custody | wash my hands clean of any such omission. 
|, of the law. Although the President, by using the `| Sir, in what I have said, I have had reference 
| State banks for this purpose, had done no more: to the amount of public money now in the deposit 
il than preceding Administrations haddone previous: banks. I have not taken into the account the 
| to the creation of the Bank of the United States, swollen, the overflowing current which is con- 
i still no one was more anxaous than the President |; stantly pouring inuponus. Those banks are al- 
himself to have those deposits in the State banks | ready full to distension, and can receive no more, 
not only regulated by, but, in the strictest sense, | either with advantage to themselves or to the 
| in the custody of the law. He has-evinced his Government. The gentle streams of expenditure 
|| Strong anxiety on this subject by repeated and issuing from them, are like rills compared with 
earnest recommendations to Congress. The sub-_ this mighty, dashing mountain. torrent of revenue 
jecthas been before both Houses forthree success- rushing into them. What then, sir, shall we do? 
Ive sessions, and thus far, without being able to: What, I em hatically ask, does our duty require 
agree upon any propositions which were satisfac-- us to do? Shall we force into these reservoirs 
tory to both. The effort thus to regulate the pub- More than they have capacity to contain, and 
lic deposits by law has again been renewed at the |: faster than they can permit it to escape? Shall 
_, present session, and the bill under consideration : We, by a kind of hydraulic pressure, force them 
-| 18 the result of that effort, This bill contains the ; till their embankments give way; and when we 
principal arene of the bill which has been. see desolation spread around them by reason © 
introduce for the two last sessions, and which : the breach, what consolation will it be to those 
was prepared under the supervision and with the ‘who may have suffered, to tell them that we were 
sanction of the Secretary of the Treasury, and, as deceived in the strength of their embankments, 
it is presumed, with the approbation of the Presi- . and in thcir capacity to receive and contain all that 
dent. Atthe present session every memberseems | Was poured in upon them? It will not only be 
| to have responded in good faith by his desire to |: no consolation to them, but no justification to us- 
‘| carry out the earnest recommendation of the Presi- || We shall be without excuse or apology. We have 


| 
j 
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it in our power now to provide against any disas- | 
trous results, and we shall be held accountable 
then, if such provision be not made. ; 

What, then, is the remedy? This bill provides 
it. For, although the regulation of the deposit 
banke is the principal object of it, still, it inei- 
dentally provides for a disposition of the surplus 
revenue. Ourduty in regard to the former I have 
already shown; our obligation in regard to the 
latter T will proceed to show. But, before we 
examine the best mode of disposing of a surplus, 
let us inquire whether any surplus will exist? 
For some gentlemen, in their over zeal on this 
subject, have wrought themselves up to the ex- 
pression of a belief against the existence of any 
surplus, the existence of which seemed to be a 
fact all along conceded by every one. Itis but 
very recently that any one has ‘presumed to ex- 
press a doubt in regard toit. From the annual 
report of the Secretary of the Treasury, at the 
commencementof the present session of Congress, 
dow. to a recent period in this discussion, the 
most zealous opponents of this bill seemed to 
recognize a probable surplus, and, following the 
example of the Secretary, were devising ways 
and means of getting rid of it. So confident was 
the Secretary on this subject, and so conscious 
was he of the impropriety of leaving it in the 
deposit banks, that he deemed it of sufficient im- 
portance to recommend a mode for a different 
disposition of it. My honorable colleague, acting 
on the same principle and with similar views, 
brought before the Senate the proposition of the 
Seer-tary, and submitted it for consideration. I 
shall have ©** sion to advert to the principle of 
this proposition: in the course of my remarks, 
and now merely allude to the proposition itself to 
show that, on all hands, a surplus has been an- 
ticipated. ; 

The bill proposes to operate upon the surplus 
which may be in the Treasury, beyond a certain 
amount, on the first of January next. My hon- 
orable colleague has submitted a statement in 
figures, by which he attempts to show that the 
appropriations already made, and probably to be 
made, far exceed any amount now in the Treas- 
ury. There is nothing new in this. Itis always 
so. The receipts into the Treasury of the cur- 
rent year are always calculated upon to meet ap- 
propriations made by Congress, and of which 
more than one half, in amount, remains in the 
Treasury as unexpended balances at the close of 
the year; so that this statement furnishes no sat- 
isfactory evidence as to the amount of surplus on 
the first of January next. He merely shows 
what may probably be appropriated, but not 
drawn out of the Treasury, and omits to show 
what may probably be received into it. Sir, it 
would have been much more satisfactory to me 
if my friend, skilled in figures, as we all know 
him to be, had given us an estimate of receipts 
as well as disbursements. Stopping short where 
he did is calculated to produce a wrong impres- 
sion on minds not accustomed to grasp and 
dwell onthe vast expenditures, and still vaster 
receipts, of a Government like ours. It is an old 
and very familiar maxim, that figures cannot lie, 
but when they are paraded in this manner, and 
exhibit the debit without the credit side of the 
account, they may very easily give to the unini- 
tiated erroneous ideas of the state of the Treas- 
ury at a particular period. I do not intend to 
impeach he truth of the maxim, that figures can- 
noi lie; but I mean to say that unless they are 
put in the right place, and enough of them, they 
are the greatest liars in the world. 1am apprehen- 
sive that the gentleman’s figures will suffer in 
reputation, from the fact that there are not enough , 


of them to present the true state of the account. `; n Ww at i 
: close of the late war, which exhibited a factitious |, 


Now, sir, I do not intend to trouble the Senate 
with a detailed statement of Treasury estimates, 
for I did not come here expecting to be called on for 
any such purpose. é ave 
made by many, very many, during this discus- ; 
sion. wiil not detain the Senate by repeating . 
them; bat I will take the result of the lowest 
amonest them all, and by that, including the 
stock in the Bank of the United States, there will 
be in the Treasury on the first of January next, . 
from twenty-five to thirty millions of dollars. i 

Sir, if any of the estimates of receipts comes 


Those estimates have been i| j i 
‘| Property was raised above its real value, and, of 


|, pulse ceased to operate. 
‘| time. 


| that time. Our appropriations since the late war, 


"© exclusive of the payment of the national debt, 


- have ranged from $10,000,000 to $16,000,000 per 
annum. We have, at this time, appropriations 
of an extraordinary character, which will swell 
the amouat to a much larger sum. The sum of 
$85,000,000 has been deemed by almost every 
one sufticiently ample to cover them. These ex- 
traordinary appropriations will not be required 
the next year, and therefore the future receipts 
of the Treasury will not be applied to them a 
second time. My colleague admits that the-un- 
expended balances at the end of the year usually 
amount to one half of the appropriations, and 
where the appropriations are unusually large, 
those balances are increased in a still greater ratio. 
If the appropriations be $35,000,000, then we 
may safely assume the unexpended balances to 
be $20,000,000. But my honorable colleague, in 
order to make out his balance against the Treas- 
ury at this time, swells our appropriations for 
the present year to the enormous amount of from 
: 54,000,000 to $55,000,000. I confess I was as- 
tonished and amazed atthe result. Would such 
an expenditure have been thought of but for this 
plethora of the Treasury? 

Sir, when our means are ample, I am willing to 
go all reasonable lengths in any appropriations for 
the common defense of the country. I have, thus 
far, gone in my votes as far as any one. There 
is a propricty in making liberal appropriations 
for national objects, when our means are abund- 
ant. I will continue to vote on the same scale 
of liberality; but I cannot consent to make ap- 
propriations for the mere purpose of getting rid 
of a troublesome and embarrassing surplus. The 
habit of extravagance, which will thus be ac- 
quired, will bea far greater evil than any dispo- 
sition of the surplus which has been or can be 
proposed. But if my honorable colleague’s es- 
timate of appropriations should be correct, then 
I my that the unexpended balaaces on the first 
of January next would alone be more than 
$25,000,000—a sum equal, or nearly equal, to any 
estimate of the surplus in the Treasury at that 
time! Sir, we are told by the honorable Senator 
from Missouri, [Mr. Benton,] that he will here- 
after hold us to our estimates. I am willing, sir, 
to be put upon the record, and will not deny my 
prediction of twenty-five or thirty millions of 
surplus on the first day of January next. 
this be placed alongside of his prediction of none, 
and I am content. But, say gentlemen, this un- 
expected surplus has arisen from the enormous 
amount of the sales of the public lands, which 
cannot be expected to be realized hereafter. Sir, 
I do not believe in such a sudden reduction for 
the present year. I think I can discern the ele- 
ments and the operations by which the amount 
of sales is to be measurably kept up. This is 
not all speculation, as some gentlemen seem to T 


pose. The rise and value of property through- 
; out the country is nota mere bubble. The sale 
' of western lands is not all a bubble. If gentle- 


| men’s imaginations lag behind the reality, let 
' them not urge their own tardiness as the rate of 


velocity by which the movements of others are ` 
y 9y 


| to be governed. Let them not apply their fanciful 
| theories, by which all these things are to be ae- 
| counted for and explained. Property has risen, 
i throughout the world. It is one of the results 


‘of a long, and continued, and almost universal 
| peace, where the physical energies of a whole i; 


| population have been applied to objects of pro- 


| ductive industry, instead of being wasted in de- :| 


| Structive and sanguinary wars. Let them not 


' state of things. The reyes of more than 
: $120,000,000 to the arts o 


of peace, gave an unnatural impulse to everything. 


course, fell when the cause which gave the im- 
Not so at the present 
Property has intrinsic value, generally 
| speaking, equal to its market value; and it arises 


| from thc application of productive labor to the 


improved cultivation of the soil. This labor is 
made capable of being applied, by means of our 


Let | 


compare our present condition with that at the |: 


war, instead of the arts |! 


within millions of the truth, there must be a | canals and railroads, and all kinds of internal 
| large, a very large, surplus in the Treasury at |! improvements. In regard to the State of New 


i York, (I speak not without expcrience,) I have 
witnessed the rise and progress of her greatness. 
Her system of internal improvements was the 
commencement of anew era. The opening of 
the Erie canal wrought a complete revolution in 
the internal concerns of the State. There are 
those now living who well recollect the time 
when western New York was almost a wilder- 
ness; when the now beautiful city of Utica was å 
frontier settlement; and when Fort Stanwix was 
the ultima thule of the State. But, sir, the revo- 
lution produced by the Erie canal was for the 
benefit and advancement of the whole State. It 
wrought changes in the mode of cultivation; and 
whilst the counties on the Hudson river increased 
ten-fold, those in western New York increased 
a hundred-fold. Who can longer wonder at 
the rise of property, when he sees such an in- 
crease of the products of the soil? It is within 
my day when the county of Dutchess sent seven 
members to the Assembly, whereas now she 
sends but three, notwithstanding a continued and 
increasing population; whilst some of the west- 
ern counties, which were then scarcely known 
on the map, now outstrip her in population and 
in representation. Itis but two or three years 
since, when the amount of tolls on the Erie canal 
exceeded a million of dollars, and only one seven- 
teenth part of the products, which paid those 
tolls, came from west of Buffalo. hat, but 
the rapid sale and settlement of our western 
lands could, have produced such results? And if 
such were the astonishing effects within the 
borders of New York, what must they be in the 
Jar West, where emigration and population are 
' Increasing in amore than geometrical ratio? This 
brief statement of a few of the statistics of New 
York furnishes some idea of the almost incon- 
: ceivable settlement and improvement of the whole 
| region of the West. It is stated that thousands 
upon thousands of emigrants have already arrived 
this season at the single port of New York, and 
we are informed that from two thousand to 
twenty-five hundred daily leave the port of Buffalo 
—that Queen of the West. What does all this 
indicate? These emigrants are not all paupers, 
thus suddenly thrown on our shores. It is true, 
there are some of this description. But the great 
i body of them are those who have fled from the 
cares, the troubles, the oppressions of the Old 
World, to seek a home and an asylum in this 
i land of liberty and of law. Most of them too 
have more or less means—means which, though 
: small in the land from whence they came, are 
nevertheless sufficiently ample to make an invest- 
ment, and to lay the foundation of a home and a 
fortune for themselves and their children in our 
western wilds. It is this flood-tide of emigration 
that is settling, and improving, and opening this 
new world of the west; this tide setting in from 
Europe is swollen and accelerated by the im- 
mense tributary streams of emigration from New 
England and New York. Enterprise, intelligence, 
capital, and wealth float upon its broad and resist- 
less current, till they are scattered and spread 
over the vast fields of their destination. It is 
true, that with all this there are great speculations 
in the public lands. But these speculations are 
generally the results of a kcen-eyed sagacity, of 
a far-reaching forecast, and of anticipated benefits, 
which are generally realized within the time 
which has been prescribed for their accomplish- 
ment. These are some of the elements that enter 
“into the estimates for the sale and settlement of 
. the public lands; these are some of the causes 
i! which contribute to the rapid advancement of our 
i 


‘territorial population, until, like the aurora 
' borealis, we see State after State shooting up into 
| the firmament of the Union; stripe after stripe, 
| and star after star, is thus added to that banner 
' which so triumphantly waves “ o’er the land of 
the free, and the home of the brave! a A 
Again, the products from the labor of this in- 
creased and increasing population are borne on a 
refluent tide, and emptied into the lap of the great 
* commercial emporium of the Western World. 
: The city of New York presents one of the hap- 
| piest illustrations of the effects produced by our 


| system of internal improvements and of internal 


470 


APPENDIX TO THE CONG 


RESSIONAL GLOBE. 


[June 17, 


24ru Conc... Lst SEss. 


SENATE.. 


Deposit Bill—Mr. Tallmadge. 


commerce. The assessed value of her real and 
personal estate, and her population at different 
eriods since the close of the late war with Great 
Batain, are an uncrring index to the rapid and l 
rogressive improvement of the West, and the | 
far West, which contribute so essentially to her 
creatness.* Here, too, in the sudden advance of |; 
her real estate, the croakers of the present day i 
will think they discover the work of speculation; |: 
and that this apparent prosperity must give way | 
to some violent reaction. Sir, Í am not in the 
habit of making predictions, but I will venture | 
one in the present case, and that is, that without | 
some great and unexpected calamity, the man is 
I 
ai 
| 
| 


not now living who will ever see real estate in the 
city of New York cheaper than it is at the pres- 
ent time: ` The statistics of New York are ap- 
slicable to every commercial on of the Union, 
In proportion to the foreign an internal com- 
merce which they enjoy, and the elements which 
enter into her greatness: are those which con- . 
tribute to the general prosperity of the whole 
country. But, sir, some of our political econo- . 
mists are frightened at this prosperity. They |, 
think they see in it the seeds of our sudden de- | 
cline. They have measured us by the old stand- 
ards of Europe, and cannot encompass our rapid 
and astonishing growth. In truth, we have as- 
tounded the European world—their statesmen 
and their philosophers have been baffled in all 
their calculations and investigations, in relation || 
tous. They have found that the rules which 
they have becn accustomed to apply to the nations | 
of the Old World scemed to have no immediate | 
application to us. A people of yesterday, and 
already the most prosperous on carth-—our free | 
institutions command the admiration of the world |, 
—our civil and religious liberty offers an asylum || 
to the oppressed of all nations. And still, in the 
midst Of this prosperity, in the full enjoyment of 
all these blessings, we find at home, as well as 
abroad, those who cannot discover the cause 
which makes us, above all others, a happy, great, 
and prosperous people. Sir, it is contained in 
two words. It is our crepiT system. But for 
this, our canals and our railroads, our great works 
of internal improvement of every kind, could never 
have been made. The Erie canal, the wonder of 
the age, must have remained a mere project in 
the imaginations of its projectors. That stupend- 
ous work, which has added millions upon millions 


i 


to the value of property within the extended |: 


sphere of its influence, must have remained un- 
executed but for the credit system. But for this 
system, those great works throughout the Union, 
by which we have conquered time and space, 
could never have been accomplished. It is by | 


this means that the giant arms of this young and |. 


growing Republic have piled prosperity upon 
prosperity, mountains high, as the giants of old 
piled Ossa upon Pelion; not like them, with a 
view to scale the heavens, but that she might | 


place on its lofty summit the light of liberty, to j; 


shed its luster and its benign influence throughout 
the world. Sir, that luster has been shed; that 
influence has been felt, and is now being felt, in 
different portions of the glohe. Under its magic 
touch thrones have trembled, dynasties have been 
overturned, and crowns have fallen. The credit 
system is the distinguishing feature between des- 
potism and liberty; it is the offspring of free in- 
stitutions; it is found to exist, and its influence 
is felt, in proportion to the freedom enjoyed by 
any people. By freedom I do not mean unregula- 
ted, unrestrained, natural liberty, but that freedom 
which is founded on just and equitable laws, 
where the rights of personal security, of private 
property, and religious toleration, are guarantied 
to every individual; where there is a gencral dif- 
fusion of knowledge, and the existence of public 
and private morality. These are the elements, 
and they together form the basis of public con- 
fidence on which the credit system rests. This 
is the invention of modern times. 


* Comparative statement of the population, and of the 
values of real and personal estate in the city of New York, 
at three different periods, from the opening of the Erie 
canal in 1825: 


Population. Real Estate. Personal Estate. 


© and exclusive metallic currency, would be deemed 


In the old Governments of Europe, where liberty | 
never found å resting-place, credit was unknown. | 
To the United States has been left the honor of || € 
| satisfactory to my political friends. 


maturing and perfecting this system. To the 
United States, also, is the honor due of having 


first applied the system of steam navigation. The | 


effects on the general prosperity of the nation have ' 
been as sensibly felt in the one case as in the other; 

and he who should at this day recommend an 

entire abandonment of our credit system for a sole 

no less visionary than he who should attempt to | 
substitute a Pennsylvania wagon for a locomotive : 
or a canal packet, or should endeavor to stem the 
resistless current of the Mississippi ina flat-boat, 
instead of those splendid palaces which now move 
majestically on its waters. Shall we then, Mr. 
Président, check this tide of prosperity by the in- 
troduction of new and untried schemes ? 


the conveniencies, and the luxuries of life, which | 
are so widely diffused throughout this whole coun- | 
try ? Shall we attempt to overthrow, subvert, and | 
destroy a system which has produced all these | 
blessings, which has brought happiness and plenty — 
to the door of every man, and that, too, for the | 
purpose of adopting some of the exploded doctrines ` 
of the political economists of Europe? Sir, you | 
might as well attempt to apply the common law 
of England, which was born and nurtured on the 
Thames, to the Father of Waters in this western 
world and to our mighty inland seas, compared 
with which the boasted streams and lakes of Eu- 
rope dwindle into rills and ponds beside them— 
es, these vast inland seas, into which, in the 
anguage of a distinguished Senator of my own 
State, you might cast the whole land of the com- 
mon law, without producing a ripple. Sir, I be- 
lieve I speak the almost unanimous sentiment of 
my political friends in this Senate, when I say 
they intend no such thing. I believe I speak the 
sentiment of the Democratic party throughout the 
Union, when I say I believe they neither expect 
nor desire any suchthing. What, then, do they 
| expect or desire? I answer, no more, nor no 
| less, than every real friend to his country is will- 
ing to adopt—namcly, a preservation, and at the 
same timea regulation, of the credit system. In 
all such measures of reform I will go as far as he 
who goes farthest. Preserve and regulate, but not 
| destroy,ismy motto. Enlarge your specic basis; 
: introduce as far as practicable a gold currency, by 
the prohibition of small notes; provide means for 
coining at the mint; take all proper measures to 
prevent cxcessive issues of bank paper and the 
unnecessary increase of bank incorporations; 
repeal your restraining laws, so as to permit the | 
free employmentand investment of foreign capital. 
Whatever danger there may be, is to be found in 
the abuse of the system, and notin its existence. 
Guard against these abuses, and correct them when 
discovered. An entire abandonment of the eredit 
| system, and a return to a sole and exclusive metal- 
| lic currency, if it were practicable, would produce 
| desolation and destruction from one extremity of 
‘the Union to the other. Such notions ought not, | 
| cannot, must not prevail. 
Mr. President, I hope I shall be pardoned for 
| this digression from the main subject of discus- 
sion. My apology will be found in the course 
and character of this debate. The question again 
recurs, what disposition shall be made of the sur- 
plus revenue? hat there will be a surplus seems ` 
to have been conceded or taken for granted on all 
| hands, except by the Senator from Missouri. 
was anticipated by the Secretary of the Treasury, ` 
| and he recommended a mode of disposing of it. 
‘| What was that proposition? Why, sir, in sub- 
|: stance, that the Sccretary should go into the 
market, by himself oragent, and investit in State 
| stocks. ‘This proposition was introduced by my 
| honorable colleague; and if a surplus was not, 
anticipated, why introduce a proposition to dis- 
| pose of that which it was supposed would have | 
no existence? The proposition received but little ` 
favor inthe Senate. 1 will not attempt to recapit- 
ulate the objections which were made toit. Some 
of them struck me as more imaginary than real. 
{ did not appreciate them as other gentlemen did. | 
In the vote which was taken upon my honorable 
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1825......2...166,086 $58,425,695 
1830... ee ee e 203,007 87,603,580 $37,584,938 
1835.06. seee. 270,089. 143,732,425 74,991,297 


| colleague’s proposition, we found ourselves in a 


hall we |: 
i not be content with the necessarics, the comforts, ; 


It. 


lcan minority of four. Being satisfied that some. 
thing ought to be done, I determined to unite in 
a proposition which should be more generally 
The one 


‘reported by the sclect committee was— 


“That the money which shall be in the Treasury of the 
United States on the 1st day of January, 1837, reserving the 
sum of $5,000,000, shall be deposited with the several 
States, in proportion to their respective amounts of popu- 
lation, as ascertained by the last ceusus, according to the 
provision of the second section of the first article of the 
Constitution; and the Secretary of the Treasury shall de- 
liver the same to such person as the several States may 
authorize to receive it, ou receiving certificates of deposit 
signed by the competent authorities of such State, each 
for such amount and in such form as the Secretary of the 
: Treasury may prescribe, which shall set forth and express 
_ the obligation of the State to pay the amount thereof to the 
- United States, or their assigns ; and which said certificates 
it shall be competent for the Secretary of the Treasury, in 


`: the name and behalfofthe United States, to sell and assign 


: whenever so directed by any act of Congress ; all sales and 
assigninents, however, to be ratable, and in just and equal 
proportions, among all the States according to the amounts 
received by them respectively; and all such certificates ot 


:! deposit shall be subject to and shall bear an imterest of five 


per centum per annum, payable half yearly, from the time 
of such saleand assignment, and shall be redeemable atthe 
pleasure of the States issuing the same.”? 
That part of it which required an act of Con- 
ress before the Secretary could sell and assign 
the certificates, was deemed objectionable. The 
object was to keep the money so far under the 
control of the Secretary as toenable him to use the 
means when necessary. I accordingly offered 
an amendment, which was adopted, by .which 
the Secretary was authorized, on behalf of the 
United States, to sell and transfer the certificates 
whenever it should be necessary, for want of other 
money in the Treasury, to meet appropriations made 
by Congress. This amendment removed the 


| principal objections to the bill. It placed the 


' avails of the money in the power of the Secre- 
tary, whenever it should be required to meet such 
appropriations. If there should -be means suffi- 
cient in the Treasury to meet them, then, of 
course, the money would not be wanted. It 
would never be called for until there was a defi- 
ciency of means. 

Let us now inquire, Mr. President, whether 
this proposition, so amended, is one which ought 
to be adopted? The idea of returning to the 
States any surplus revenue which has been col- 
lected from the people by indirect taxation, is 
neither unheard of, nor novel. We have high 
authority as to. the expediency of this measure; 
and if the proposition under consideration, which 
is a mere deposit, and not a distribution, in- 
volves no constitutional difficulty, then we have 
the same authority in favor of its adoption. 

ana Mees : : 

This authority is one which no friend of the 
| Administration will lightly disregard. President 
| Jackson, in his message of December, 1829, has 
` the following language: 

“After the extinction of the public deht, it is not prob 
able that any adjustment of the taritf, upon principles satis- 
factory to the people of the Union, will, until a remote 
period, if ever, leave the Government without a consider- 
able surplus in the ‘Treasury beyond what may be required 
for its current service. As, then, the period approaches 

. When the appiication of the revenue to the payment of 

i debt will cease, the disposition of the surplus will present 

i a subject for the serious deliberation of Congress, and it 
may he fortunate for the eoantry that it is yet to be de- 
cided. Considered in connection with the difficulties which 

have heretofore attended appropriations for purposes 0 
internal improvement, and with those which this expe- 

; rience tells us will certainly arise, whenever power over 
such subjects may be exercised by the General Govern- 
ment, it is hoped that it may lead to the adoption of some 

| plan which will reconcile the diversified interests of the 

| States, and strengthen the bonds which unite them. Every 
member of the Union, in peace and in war, will be bene- 
| fited by the improvement of inland navigation and the 

: construction of highways in the several States. Let us, 

_ then, endeavor to attain this benefit in a mode which will 

| be satisfactory to all. That hitherto adopted has, by many 
of our fellow-citizens, been deprecated as an infraction of 

: the Constitution, while by others it has been viewed a9 

inexpedient. All feel that it has been employed at the ex- 

| pense of harmony in the legislative eouncils. 

To avoid these evils, it appears to me that the most 

safe, just, and Federal disposition which could be made 

of the surplus revenue would be its apportionment among 
the several States according to their ratio of representa- 
tion; and should this measure not be found warranted by 

; the Constitution, that it would be expedient to propose to 

the States an amendment authorizing it. I regard an ap- 

‘ peal to the source of power, in cases of real doubt, and 

; Where its exercise is deemed indispensable to the general 


i! Welfare, as among the most sacred of all our obligations.” 


| From this it would scem that a surplus was 
| anticipated after the extinction of the public debt, 


1536.] 
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tiw. The President seemed fully to appreciate 
the expediency of the measure of apportionment 
of the surplus revenue among the States, but 
cautiously and properly reserved the constitutional 
question. Atter the delivery of this message, 
public attention wasturned to the subject. Coming 
trom so high a source itreceived due consideration, 
and those who doubted its expediency suggested 
their objections. Here the matter rested ull the 
next session of Congress, when the President, 
in his annual message of December, 1830, again 
recurs to the subject. He adverts to the opinion 
expressed in his previous message, that there 
would be ‘‘aconsiderable surplus in the Treasury 
beyond what may be required for its current ser- 
vice,” and adds, ‘‘I have had no cause to change 
that opinion, but much to confirm it.” He again 
repeats the recommendation of ‘‘the adoption of 
“some plan for the distribution of the surplus 
‘funds which may, at any time, remain in the 
‘Treasury after the national debt shall have been 
‘paid, among the States, in proportion to the 
t number of their Representatives, to he applied 
‘by them to objects of internal improvement.” 
The President then proceeds to answer the ob- 
jections which have been made to the recommend- 
ation contained in his former message and re- 
peated in this. Those objections are the same 
which have been urged against this bill, and he 
refutes them satisfactorily and triumphantly. 

It is due to him that I should give his views in 
his own language. They are as follows: 

& I have heretofore felt it my duty to recommend the adop- 
tion of some plan for the distribution of the surplus funds 
which may at any time remain in the Treasury after the 
national debt shall have been paid, among the States, in 
proportion to the number of their Representatives, to be ap- 
plied by them to objects of internal improvement. , 

* Aithough this plan bas met with favor in some portions 
of the Union, it has also elicited objections which merit de- 
liberate cunsideration. A brief notice of these objections 
here will not, theretore, I trust, be regarded as out of place. 

“ They rest, as far as they have come to my knowledge. 
on the following grounds: Ist, an objection to the ratio of 
distribution ; 2d, an apprehension that the existence of such 
a regulation would produce improvident and oppressive tax- 
ation to raise the funds for distribution ; 3d, that the mode 
proposed would lead to the construction of works of a local 
nature, to the exclusion of such as are general, and as 
would consequently be of a more useful character; and, 
last, that it would create a discreditable and injurious de- 

ndence on the part of the State governments upon the 

ederal power. Of those who object to the ratio of repre- 
sentation as the basis of distribution, some insist that the 
importations of the respective States would constitute one 
that would be more equitable; and cthers, again, that the . 
extent of their respective territories would furnish a stand- - 
ard which would be morc expedicnt and sufficiently equi- 
table. 
mind, and it still does, as one of obvious equity, because of 
its being the ratio of contribution, whether the funds to be 
distributed be derived from the customs or from direct tax- ; 
ation. It does not follow, however, that its adoption is in- 
dispensable to the establishment of the system proposed. 
There may be considerations appertaining to the subject | 
which would render a departure, to some extent, from the | 
rule of contribution proper. Noris it absolutely necessary | 
that the basis of distribution be confined to one ground. It 
may, if, in the judgment of those whose right it is to fix it, : 
it be deemed politic and just to give it that character, have 
regard to several. aes 

“In my first message, I stated it to be my opinion that 
tit is not probable that any adjustment of ithe tariff, upon ; 
principles satisfactory tothe people of the Union, will, until | 


a remote period, if ever, leave the Governinent without a | 


The ratio of representation presented itself to my |: wish we had it not. 


must dispose of it. 


' the purpose of carrying out the extravagances 


considerable surplus in the Treasury beyond what may be |; 


required for its current service.’ I have had no cause to 
expectations be realized, a suitable fund would thus be pro- 
duced for the plan under consideration to operate upon; 
and if there be no such fund, its adoption will, in my opin- 
ion, work no injury to any interest; for I cannot assent to © 
the justness of the apprehension that the establishment of 
the proposed system would tend to the encouragement of | 
improvident legislation of the character supposed. What- | 


© to the banks, nor useful to the people. 


change that opinion, butmuch to confirmit. Should these Și of the banks are limited in their discounts by 


eral good, will, in that as in other respects, deserve and 


try; and we have ample security that every abuse of power | 


gence and in public and private virtue, leave me without 
much apprehension on that head. 

* I do not doubt that those who come after us will be as 
much alive as we are to the obligation upon all the trustees 
of political power to exempt those for whom they act from 
all unnecessary burdens; and as sensible of the great truth, 
that the resources of the nation, beyond those required tor 
immediate and necessary purposes of Government, can 
nowhere be so well deposited as in the pockets of the 
people.” 


I am glad that my friend from Virginia [Mr. 
Rives] referred to this message as containing the 
grounds of his argument. I should have referred 
to it, if he had not; for this recommendation was 
strongly impressed on my mind, although I had 
not seen itfrom the time it was delivered till this 
day. But I was a member of the Senate of New 
York at this period, and well remember that the 
doctrines of this message formed the basis of 
our Governor’s message on this subject. The 
reports of our committces on internal improve- 
ments, in both houses, assumed the same ground. 
I believe the constitutional question was all along 
reserved; but, aside from that, no one at that tire 
seemed to doubt the expediency or the policy of 
the measure. I have been subsequently led to 
doubt both the expediency and policy of a general 
system of distribution amongst the States of the 
surplus revenue of the Government. I have feared 
that it might create a too great dependence of the 
States on the General Government. I will not 
now say anything of the constitutional question 
further than to express my opinion that Congress 
has no power to raise revenue for the purpose of 
distribution. But when we find a surplus on our 
hands, without any design from our legislation 
to produce it, it presents a different question. 
The time has now arrived, the contingencies 
have now happened, when the President antici- 
pated such a surplus; the surplus is on hand, and 
it will continue to increase far beyond our ap- 
propriations. It is in vain to shut our cyes to 
the fact; we may deceive ourselves, but we can- 
not deceive others. This surplus cannot be dis- 
posed of by appropriations, unless of the most 
extravagant character. Will the people tolerate 
appropriations for the mere purpose of getting 
rid of a surplus? No, sir, I apprehend not. 
They will justify their representatives in making 
liberal appropriations for all objects of national 
defense. Extravagant expenditures for the sole 
object of disposing of the surplus revenue are, 
in my judgment, far more dangerous than any 
objections which I have heard urged against a 
distribution amongst the States. These expend- 
itures beget the necessity of continuing them, 
and, by and by, we shall be obliged to raise the 
tariff, and increase the burdens of the people, for 


with which we improvidently commenced. Sir, 
the people of this country will never approve such 
a principle. What, then, shall be done? We have 
a large surplus on hand. It will be much larger 
on the first of January next. It is in vain to 
It is on our hands, and we 
No matter by what means 
we gotit—no matter whether by indiscreet or im- 
provident legislation. We have the surplus—call 
it accidental or incidental, or unavoidable; the :: 

uestion is, what shall we do with it? Shall we | 
throw it intotheocean? No. Shall we burn it up? | 
No. What, then, shall we do with it? Shall | 
we leave it to accumulate in the deposit banks? | 
There are weighty objections against it. There . 
is no reason for keeping in those banks any more | 
than is required for the current disbursements of 
the Government. That will always be a large | 
amount. Beyond that, it is neither profitable . 
Most |: 


their charters. The elements which enter into || 
their discounts are, their capital, their circu- .! 
lation, and their deposits. In the city of New | 
York, their deposits are large, and their cir- : 
culation small. In fact, their circulation is a | 
mere bagatelle. | 


i 
| 
Well, sir, when their dis- | 


‘deposit banks. 


counts run up to the limit prescribed by their 
charters, the surplus deposits are of no further 
use to them, nor to the public, Ìt is true, in the 
city of New York, they have been used so far as 
prudence and a duc regard to the calls of the Gov- 
ernment would permit. The surplus, beyond 
what the deposit banks could use, snd beyond 
what was required to meet the drafts ot une Treas- 
ury, has been loaned without interest to other 
banks, on which they have discounted, and the 
community have thus had the benefit. After the 
late calamitous fire in the city of New York, I 
have no doubt the banks have discounted on 
these funds, and thereby essentially relieved the 
commercial interests of the city. ‘The idea that 
these funds, to the amount of millions, have been 
hoarded up by the banks, is as improbable as it 
is untrue. They have been used so far as pru- 
dence would permit; but still their benefits in this 
way are very unequally distributed amongst the 
whole people. If the money has been collected 


. by indirect taxation from the people, it is right 


that they should participate, in the same ratio, in 
its benefits. This cannot be done through the 
I see no mode left so just and 
proper, and so unexceptionable, as the one pre- 
scribed in this bill—namely, a deposit with the 
States. If there were anything objectionable in 
a disfribution, as recommended by the President, 
there would not be, as it appears to me, in a 
deposit with the States. The President, in all 
his messages, has been perfectly consistent. He 
has never  econimended a gencral system of dis- 
tribution. He has merely pointed out a mode 
of disposing of any surplus which might be un- 
avoidably on hand beyond the wants of the Gov- 
ernment after the extinction of the national debt. 
He has always contended against the policy of 
raising revenuc for the purpose of distribution, 
but has, at different times, suggested the expedi- 
ency of such a disposition of any surplus which 
might be in the Treasury, without any design on 
the part of the Government to produce it for such 
a purpose. This distinction has been kept up, 
all along, by the President, in his messages in 
which he has had occasion to touch the subject. 
It is a distinction by which he has stood justified, 
and will stand justified, before the people, as long 
as he maintains that consistency, that upright, 
honest course which has thus far characterized 
all his public acts, and which, I trust, will char- 
acterize them in future. His doctrines, thus far, 
on this subject, have been approved, and the dis- 
tinction to which I have alluded, and which can 
be traced through all his messages, is one sound 
in itself, and one perfectly understood by the peo- 
ple of the United States. In his veto message on 
the land bill, in 1832, I find the same distinction; 
and here, too, it is proper to add that he sug- 
gested doubts, as he had done before, of its con- 
stitutionality; but the distinction between return- 
ing to the people an unavoidable surplus of rev- 
enue paid in by them, and creating a surplus for 
the purpose of distribution amongst the States, 
is clearly taken, and kept up in perfect accordance 
with what he had said on former occasions. 

most heartily approve of the doctrines contained 
in that message. I am fully sensible of the dan- 
gers to be apprehended from a general distribu- 
tion system in regard to a surplus created for the 


' purpose of such distribution. The President’s 


reasoning on that subject is perfectly conclusive 
to my mind. Amongst other things, he says: 


“It has been supposed that, with all the reductions in 
our revenue which could be speedily effected by Congress, 
without injury to the substantial interests of the country, 
there might be, for some years to come, a surplus of moneys 
in the ‘I'reasury, and that there was, in principle, no objec- 
tion to returning them to the people by whom they were 
paid. As the literal accomplishment ot such an object is 
obviously impracticable, it was thought admissible, as the 
nearest approximation to it, to hand them over to the State 
governments, the more immediate representatives of the 
people, to be by them applied to the benefit of those to, 
whom they properly belong. The principle and the object 
were, to return to the people an unavoidable surplus of rev- 


: enue, which might have been paid by them under a system 
‘ which could not at once be abandoned; but even this re- 


source, which at one time seemed to be almost the only 
alternative to save the General Government from grasping 
unlimited power over its internal improvements, was sug- 
gested with doubts of constiutionality. hess 

« But this bill assumes a new principle. Its object is not 
to return to the pecple an unavoidable surplus of revenue 
paid in by them, but to create a surplus for distribution 


A472 


[June 17, 


APPENDIX TO THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


247H Conc... lsr SESS 


Deposit Bill—Mr. Tallmadge. 


SENATE. 


It seizes the entire proceeds of one | 
and sets them apartas asurplus, making ; 
it necessary to raise the moneys forsupporting the Gover- | 
ment, and meeting the general charges, trom other sources. 
Jt even throws the entire land system upon the customs for 
its support, and makes the publie lands a perpetual charge 
upon the Treasury. It does not return to the people mon- 
evs accidentally or unavoidably paid by them to the Gov- 
ernment, by which they are not wanted 3 but compels the 
people to pay moneys into the Treasury lor the mere pur- 
pose of creating a surplus for distribution to their State 
governments.” 

$ + 


among the States. 
source of revenue, 


* * * * * 


« However willing I might be that any unavoidable surplus 
in the Treasury should be returned to the people through 
their State governments, I cannot assent to the principle 
that a surplus may be created for the purpose of distribution. 
Viewing this bill as, in effect, assuming the right not only 
to create a surplus for that purpose, but to divide the con- 
tents of the Treasury among the States without limitation, 
from whatever source they may be derived, and asserting 
the power to raise and appropriate money for the support 
of every State government and institution, as well as for 
making every local improvement, however trivial, I cannot 
give it my consent.” 

From all this, it appears that the President is 
in favor of a disposition of an incidental or un- 
avoidable surplus, provided always it can be con- | 
stitutionally done. I will not stop to inquire ; 
whether such a distribution of such a surplus be | 
constitutional or not. It is not necessary in ref- | 
erence to the proposition contained in this bill. 
This proposition is not a distribution by which | 
the money becomes absolutely the property of | 
the States, and which is never again to be re- | 
turned, and which the States are under no obli- | 
gation to return to the, United States; but it is a | 
mere deposit with the States of the surplus rev- ' 
enue, incidentally and unavoidably on hand, b 
which the States acquire no property in it. lt 


inasmuch as this incidental or unavoidable sur- 
plus, as the President terms it, has been collected 
i by indircct taxation out of the people, itis but 
i just and equitable that some rule should be 
adopted in depositing it with the States that shall 


give to them equal benefits, so far as incidental | 


benefits are to be derived from becoming the de- 
positories of it. 

If we should adopt the same ratio that we 
would in an absolute distribution, provided we 
had the constitutional power to distribute it, it 
would be no argument against the constitutional 
power of Congress thus to deposit it. As to the 
constitutional power of Congress over this sub- 
ject I cannot, for one moment, doubt; Iwill not 
suffer myself to doubt. No one that I have heard 
has suggested any constitutional doubt, and no 
one,in my judgment, can place such an objection 
before the people in a way that they can com- 
prehend it, or feel the force of it. From this 
view of this matter, I feel justified in saying, that 
I am sustained in my support of the proposition 


i contained in this bill by the principles laid down | 


I have referred; and backed by such authority, 
and from a deep settled conviction of the import- 


vote I shall give. If this plan be not adopted, I 
| ask gentlemen by what mode will they dispose 
of this surplus? Ifthere be any who do not be- 
lieve there will be a surplus, (and this number 
; must be very small,) to them I say, the plan 
| proposed can do no harm in that event, because 
there will be nothing on which it can operate. If 


: the sentiment were unanimous, or anything like 


remains the property of the United States just as ` it, that there will be no surplus, I would not then 
fully and as perfectly as if it were in the imme- || adopt any measure in relation to it, when there 
diaie custody of the Secretary of the Treasury. || was no probability of its being required. But 
The States become the mere depositories. Now, || this is a very different case. No rational man 
as to the constitutional power of Congress to di- | can doubt hut that there will be a large surplus. 
rect the surplus revenue of the Government, in- || Unless our appropriations are made for the ex- 
cidentally and unavoidably in the Treasury, to || press purpose of getting rid of it, and, of course, 
be deposited whenever and wherever it pleases, || In a very extravagant manner, I again ask what 
I cannot for onc moment entertain a particle of || shall we do with it? It is in vain to make ob- 
doubt. It is the duty of the Administration of || jection to this proposition, unless gentlemen will 
the: Government, whenever they find such a |: condescend to point out some other mode of dis- 
fund on hand, to take care of itand preserve it— || posing of the public money. If none is suggested, 
to keep it safcly till it is wanted for the legitimate || and the present bill be not adopted, the money 
uses of the Government. Those uses are to be | must remain in the deposit panks without legal 
judged of by Congress; and its appropriations |: regulation, and subject to all the clamor which 
are indicative of what it dcems roper objects to `| has been, and which will hereafter be made against 
which it should be applied. Until it is wanted | them. I here repeat, as I have before said, I 
for such appropriations, it is the duty of the Sec- | have entire confidence in the deposit banks; but 
retary of the Treasury, acting under the advice 


of the Exccutive, to keep it safely. Unless the 
places of the deposit are prescribed by law, he | 
takes upon himself the responsibility of selecting 
them; but if Congress sees fit to act, it may 


direct such places as, in its wisdom, shall || 


most meet and proper. Now, sir, I hold that 
Congress can, constitutionally, direct the public | 
money to be deposited wherever it pleases. It 
may direct it to be deposited in the Bank of Eng- 
land, in the State banks, in the Mint of the | 
United States, or in the treasuries of the several | 
States. Congress, whenever it undertakes to ! 


1 
| 
| 
1 


direct on this subject, is the sole judge of the | 


safety of the place of deposit. It would intend, | 
unquestionably, to select such places as are per- | 
fectly safe; it would not discharge its duty to | 
the people, whose representatives they are, and | 
whose moncy it is, unless it selected places of 
deposit which were perfectly safe. Let me ask, 
can there be any safer depositorics than the | 
States? I answer, no! The stability of this 
Government depends on the stability of the | 
States; it cannot exist without them. They, | 
therefore, afford the very best and highest secur- ' 
ity which we can have for the safe-keeping, as 

well as the safe return of the money which may . 
be intrusted to them respectively. It is no ob- ; 
jection to the constitutional power of Congress : 
-thus to dispose of the public money, that it is, 
deposited ratably with the States, So far as con- 
stitutional right is concerned, looking at this , 
matter as a mere deposit, Congress could order it | 
to be deposited in such proportions as it pleased; | 
but the very object of thus depositing the sur- | 
pe with the States is, that we thereby have the | 

est security for its safe-keeping, and the best 
guarantee for its sure return when required; and | 


“no one can hesitate to say, and it is no disparage- 
: ment to any banks to say, that this vast accumu- 


‘ance of the measure, cannot hesitate as to the | 


! sition be made with this surplus revenue. 


| in the several messages of the President to which |; 


use of money which has been collected from the 
people would be deemed a just and equitable use 
| of it in regard to the great body of them, I leave 
to the American people to judge. In the use of 
such means, there is more or less favoritism; and 
the desire of the banks to make the most of it, 
especially if an interest is to be charged on it in 
their hands, would tend strongly towards those 
. extravagant and wild speculations, about which 
gentlemen have so feelingly declaimed. If this 
money should be loaned out to the communities 
where these deposit banks are located, will it not 
be scen at once that the business of those placcs 
will be more or less extended, according to the 
means employed? Supposc, then, when these 
funds to such an enormous amount are thus 
loaned out, and the Government should want the 
money, can these banks respond, on notice given, 
to the call? If they can, it will be by reason of 
a sudden call on their debtors. What will be the 
consequence of such a call? We can readily 
foresee it. The whole money market will be dis- 
turbed. Like the sudden expansion and con- 
traction of bank issues and bank discounts at all 


, times, they would convulse the whole commer- 
: cial community. Those convulsions are not con- 


| be called for from the banks. 


fined to the communities in which they happen— 
their effects are felt everywhere. You cannot 
strike a blow at the city of New York, which 
will not be felt, not only through the whole State, 
but throughout the whole Union. 

But it may besaid, and I believe has been said, 
in the course of this debate, that this money will 
not be needed by the Government, and will not 
So much the worse. 
| The longer such an immense sum is left to accu- 
| mulate, and to be used by them, the worse it is. 
| But, Mr. President, public sentiment, which is 

generally. right, demands that some other dispo- 
The 
i people are jealous enough of the banks at all 


i times, but are peculiarly so of those, at this time, 


‘which hold such vast treasures which belong to 


them. Unless some other disposition be made 
of this surplus, suspicion will go abroad that 
the money is kept there for impropcr purposes, 
and from improper motives. We know there is 
no ground for such suspicion. But if it exist, 
whether true or false, the efect is the same. Its 


| tendency is to agitate the public mind, and a con- 
! sequent derangement of the moneyed concerns 


i lating treasure is more secure in the treasuries of | 


| the several States. With the confidence which I 
‘place in the security of the deposit banks, it 
would not be so surprising if Í should be in favor 
of leaving it there; but that gentlemen who pro- 
| fess to look upon all banks with more or less dis- 


of depositing with the States, is to me a matter 
of astonishment. 

Some gentlemen, when pressed upon this point, 
and asked what will you do?—are ready to say, 


leave it till the next session of Congress? I eni- 
phatically ask. Tf therc is to be a large surplus 
m the Treasury on the first of January next, it 
is our duty to the banks themselves, as well as 
; our duty to our country, to make early arrange- 
; ments for its disposition. Ifit is to be deposited 

with the States the banks ought to know it, that 
they may be prepared for it at the time fixed for 
that purpose, Ifit is to be left with them, and 
no change is hereafter to be made, they ought 
| equally to know it, for their arrangements in re- 


, would depend more or less on the fact, whether 

they were to retain the means of the Government. 
| So that, in any point of view, it is all impottant 
| portant interest of the country requires it.” If it 

be not now arranged, it will be productive of the 
most alarming consequences. fr this money is 
thus suffered to accumulate in these banks, the 


oarded up there, and it would, in that ease, be 
of no use to the banks to have it. Į take it for 
granted, then, it must be used. How far such a 


that the question be now settled. Every im-| 


trust, should be willing to leave it there, instead : 


of the country. I can readily foresce that if Con- 


' gress adjourns without regulating the deposit 


banks by law, and without disposing of this sur- 

lus revenuc, the whole country will be agitated 

y this all-important question, and we shal} have 
to encounter another scene of panic and distress, 
and thereby derange the currency, and more or 
less affect every interest in the country. No 
matter whether there be any just ground for such 
agitation or not, such is the state of parties and 
of party feeling that we cannot hope to be rid of 


it, however much we may deprecate its exist- 


leave it till the next session of Congress. Why 


_ lation to the management of thcir own means || 


people will never rest satisfied that it shall be |: 
h 


ence. Sir, [ live in a commercial community. 
I feel that I know somcthing of its interests, and 
I am unwilling, for any consideration whatever, 
that this all-engrossing topic should any longer 
be made the sport of party, to the great detri- 
ment of the paramount interests of society. 

am unwilling that such considerations shall, by 
_ designing politicians, be mingled in the approach- 
| ing presidential contest, and that the commence- 
ment of the next session of Congress shall be 
, the signal for increased and increasing excitement 
till it is closed. Sir, public confidence in our 


i| banks, as well as in our political institutions, be- 


"comes impaired by such constant assaults; and 
_ when that is impaired every interest must suffer. 
| I cannot, therefore, lend my aid to continue such 
a state of things. Ry depositing this money with 
the States, as is proposed by this bill, the public 
mind will be quieted; the banks will be free 
from the suspicion, as well as the odium, which 
must attach to them under the state of things 
which I have attempted to describe; and, above 
all things, our pecuniary concerns will be sepa- 
rated from all political connections or associa- 
tions, a consummation devoutly to be wished. | 
Sir, there is no constitutional objection to this 
| bill. The most refined sophistry cannot show 
any. Gentlemen may attempt to confound it 
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with a distribution. But it is no more nor less 


than a simple deposit of the public money with | 


the States. Itavoids the objections which would 
exist to a general system of distribution, That 
implies that a surplus shall be created for the pur- 
pose of distribution, This does not even dis- 
tribute a surplus, accidentally and unavoidably 
on hand. It deposits it with the States. It still 
remains the property of the Government, and 
the Government can use the money whenever it 
is required for the publie service. | It creates no 
dependence, on the part of the States, on the 
General Government, as a distribution system 
might do. lt merely provides for the present 
emergency. it disposes safely of a surplus for 
which, at present, we have no use, and with 
which we know not what to do If gentlemen 
would satisfy me of any other proper disposi- 
tion of it, I would embrace any proposition that 
would seem to meet the exigency of the case. 
But I hear of none, except to spend it all by ex- 
travagant appropria: or leave it to accumu- 
late in the deposit banks. To both these I have 
already indicated my objections. We are theu 
brought back to the proposition contained in this 
bill; and I confess, after the maturest delibera- 
tion and reflection, I cannot only see no objec- 
tion to it, but I can conceive of no mode so prop- 
er. By this mode, the States will receive their 
ratable proportions of the surplus, giving the 
security of the States themselves for the repay- 
ment, When it is needed by the General Govern- 
ment. This money is retained by the States 
without interest, until the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury, for want of other means, sells the certifi- 
cates of deposit, when they are made to bear an 
interest of five per cent. These certificates are 
redeemable at the pleasure of the States, and 
would always bring par in the market, and prob- 
ably a premium. Ko arrangement which has 
been suggested, or, as I believe, can be sug- 
gested, is, in my judgment, equal to this. It is 
the best for both parties. It is best for the 
United States. It is best for the individual 
States. If they invest the money in internal im- 
provements, or as a fund for education, it will be 
vastly better employed for the whole country, 
than if it were left for the use of speculators in 
the deposit banks; and whenever itis wanted by 
the General Government, the Secretary of the 
Treasury, as its agent, has only to sell the cer- 
tificates in market to get the money on them; and 


the States, on such sale, have merely to provide : 


for the payment of the interest, at the rate of five 


percent. They are not bound to raise the princi- | 


pal on any such call, because the certificates are 
made redeemable at their pleasure; and when 
they are sold they become to the States the same 
as any other five per cent. stock which they ma 

have issued. One advantage, and one great ad- 
vantage, of this proposition is, that it requires no 
action on the part of Congress, nor on the par- 
of the States, to bring this money back to the 


Treasury, whenever it is required for the wants ; 


of the Government. Congress judges in the first 
instance of those wants, and makes appropriations 
to meet them. If, then, there is a lack of other 


means, the Secretary of the Treasury, without ` 
any further action on the part of Congress or the | 
States, can avail himself of the fund thus depos- | 
ited by a sale and transfer of the certificates. 


As long as this moncy remains the property of 
the General Government, the States will exercise 
a proper caution as to the use and application of 
it. 
merely because they have come into the posses- 
sion of such an amount of funds. Most of the 
States would probably apply it to internal im- 

rovements, already authorized by their respect- 
ive Legislatures, and perhaps already commenced. 
If it should be thus applied, there can be no better 
evidence of its proper application, because such 
works have been authorized and commenced with- 
outreference to any such means. I might instance 
the State of New York as in this situation now. 
The last Legislature directed new works of in- 


ternal improvement to be commenced, and loaned | 


her credit to the Hudson and Erie railroad to the 
amount, in the aggregate, of $6,000,000. For this 
amount she must issue stocks, and raise the 
money as it is wanted, and bearing such interest 


There will be no profligate expenditures, | 


as is directed by the act authorizing it. If she 
should receive, under this bill, $5,000,000, more 
or less, it would to that extent take the place of the 


| 1 
i 


directed to be issued. This money she would 
apply tothose works of internal improvement, and 
would pay no interest on it till it should be wanted 
for the use of the United States; and, whenever it 
should be so wanted, she would then pay an in- 
terest the same as she would have paid from the 
beginning on her own stocks, and provide for 
the principal whenever it suits her convenienee, 
because the certificates of deposit are redeemable 
at her pleasure. If the money should not be called 
for then she will retain it, without interest, still 
resting under the obligation to return it when re- 
quired, and whenever it suits her convenience to 
redeem her certificates, which may have been 
pu into the market. What objection is there to 
er thus using this money ? Has she not, like 
every State in the Union, contributed, by the in- 
direct taxation of the people, to raise it? It is 
true, it has not been raised with the design to 
accumulate a surplus; but, being unavoidab] 
and without design on hand, what valid objection 
ean be urged to such an application of it? What 
application can be made thatwill so much benefit 
the whole country? The States can carry on 
their works of internal improvements much better 
and much more economically than the United 
States can, even if there were no constitutional 


} 


objection to such a system on behalf of the Gen- | 


eral Government. 

By the proposition ìn this bill, we also avoid 
another objectionwhich is sometimes urged against 
a system of distribution, by which the money is 
given to the States; namcly, that we have noright, 
in this way, to carry on a system of internal im- 
provements, by means of the agency of the States, 
which we cannot carry on directly. In other 
words, if Congress cannot appropriate and apply 
the money for such purposes, it cannot give it to 
the States for the same purposes. Under the 

resent bill, the money is not given to the States, 


it is merely deposited with them for safe-keeping. , 


it remains the property of the United States, and 
to be applied by their agent, the Secretary of the 
Treasury, whenever it shall become necessary to 
meet appropriations made by Congress. There 
is alsothis additional advantage of this proposi- 
tion, namely, whenever these certificates are sold, 
like all our State stocks, they would probably find 
their way to Europe, and would, to the amount 
sold, be the means of introducing foreign capital 
into the country. This is whatis wanted. I will 
not dwell on the importance of foreign capital to 
a country, and particularly to this country. Our 
astonishing 


rowth and prosperity are greatly | 


owing to the introduction and use of foreign cap- , 


ital. Amidst all the turmoil and disturbances of 


the European world, there is no safer investment | 


for capital from abroad than the public securities |, 


of this country, whether they be the stocks of the 
United States, or of the several States. Such, sir, 
are some of the advantages proposed by this bill. 


: its adoption will tend to quiet the public mind— 


of the whole country. 


t 


' ages of this bill, (and I confess I have glanced at 
|i them but hastily,) what, let me ask, is the objec- 
j: tion to its adoption? Why, sir, itis objected, in 
i the first place, that the two propositions, namely, 
, to regulate by law the deposit banks, and to dis- 
poe of the surplus revenue, ought not to have 
een in the same bill. Viewing these propositions 

| ag I do, I have not, on my own account, any ob- 
| jection to their being embraced in the same bill; 
! but knowing that a few of my political friends 
; entertained different views from me in regard to 
|| the latter one, I felt it dueto them, that they should 
‘| have the opportunity of acting and voting sepa- 
rately onthem. My honorable colleague, although 
| he originally put the propositions together, accord- 
|| ingly moved to recommit the bill to a committee, 
i with instructions to report two separate bills. 


| 
i 
| 


And in addition to all these, though last not least, | 


Mr. President, if such be some of the advant- | 


to get rid of that feverish state of anxiety which | 
has existed for some time past—which has kept | 
our monetary system in constant agitation—which | 
has disturbed the peace of the whole commercial | 
community, and more or less deranged the affairs | 


| After repeated trials, it was decided not to recom- 
imit. This I regret, because such a separation 


i e the : would have left cach proposition to rest on its own 
stocks which are by her past legislation already : 


merits; and every member of this body could 
with perfect freedom have voted for the one or 
the other, as he should deem best. But the two 
propositions have been kept together against my 
vote and against my wishes. The question now 
is, approving them both as I do, whether I shall 
_vote against the whole bill, because it.contains a 
proposition which some other gentlemen do not 
approve? Sir, I cannot, under these circum- 
stances, hesitate as to my course. I voted for the 
engrossment of the bill.” I shall vote for it on its 
final passage. But my honorable colleague objects 
to the ratio introduced by the amendment of the 
Senator from Mississippi. Sir, I resisted that 
ratio tothe utmost. I deemed the ratio in the bill, 
as reported by the select committee, namely, in 
proportion to Fedcral population, more equitable 
and just; but I cannot vote against the whole bill 
merely because it takes the Representatives of the 
States in the two Houses of Congress as the basis 
of deposit, instead of the representation in the 
popular branch. And even though the ratio were 
restored, as my honorable colleague desires it, we 
know perfectly well that the bill would not receive 
his vote. Having done all in my power to retain 
the ratio required by the interests of my own . 
State, and which seemed to me both just and 
equitable, and having failed in that, I cannot, con- 
sistently with my sense of duty, vote against a bill 
which contains two such important provisions, 
even if I have some objections to that part which 
relates to the surplus revenue. I should feel that 
they ought to be very weighty and very strong to 
induce me to vote against the other part of the bill 
regulating the public deposits by law, a measure 
so frequently recommended by the President, and 
so imperiously demanded by the public voice. 
Sir, the honorable Senator from Missouri objects 
to this bill that it does not except from this ratable 
deposit with the States the unexpended balances, 
as they are termed, of the appropriations made by 
Congress; that the bill recaptures them, to use his 
_emphatic language, and brings them back for the 
purpose of distribution, after they have been ap- 
propriated by Congress. Sir, a good argument is 
sometimes put down and a bad one built up by a 
sarcasm. his, I apprehend, must have been the 
object of the honorable Senator in thus speaking 
_ of the recapture of these unexpended balances. 
Sir, what are the facts in regard to these bal- 
ances? Congress makes appropriations toa large 
amount for the current year. A portion of the 
money, generally about one half, remains unex- 
pended at the end of the year. Now, sir, when 
this money is wanted to meet such appropriations, 
the only inquiry is, whether the Secretary of the 
. Treasury has the means for this purpose? No 
matter whether -hose means are inthe Treasury, 
from past receipts, before the appropriations were 
made, or whether they have come there from 
receipts subsequent to their being made; the only 
inquiry should be, has the Secretary the means to 
meet them? This is the common practice. Appro- 
riations are often made beyond the money inthe 
reasury at the time, and are expected to be‘met 
by the subsequent receipts. But the sarcastic 
remark of the honorable Senator from Missouri 
would seem to imply that specific money was set 
apart for specific appropriations, as if, the mo- 
' ment an appropriation was made, an ear-mark 
was placed upon the money in the Treasury suffi- 
‘ cient to meet it; and then, that those identical 
pieces were called in whenever they were needed, 
as a Dutchess county farmer would select partic- 
ular sheep from his whole flock by the ear-marks 
he had previously placed on them. Sir, this idea 
is altogether fanciful. There is no such ane 
|- sums set apart for specific appropriations. f this 
| were so, what would be the result of the appro- 
priations, if they should be made by the present 
Congress to the amount of some fifty-five millions 
of dollars, according to the statement exhibited 
_ by my honorable colleague? Why, sir, the unex- 
i pended balances alone of such appropriations, 
i that would remain in the Treasury on the Ist of 
: January next, would be thirty millions of dollars. 
Do gentlemen desire that any such amount, or 
any portion of it, should remain there, merely 
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because it is an unexpended balance, and when 
the receipts of the current year will be more than 
sufficient to mect all the appropriations which 
will be made? It will be recollected, that five 
millions of dollars are to be retained to meet any 
possible contingencies of the Treasury; and if at 
any time, and from any unforeseen contingency, 
more should be wanted, the Secretary can at any 
moment cash the certificates of depositin his hands, | 
and thus avail himself of any amount he may | 
require. There is no necessity, therefore, that 
these unexpended balances should be expected 
out of the amount to be deposited; but there is 
every reason in the world why they should be , 
included in it. 

Again, sir, itis urged, that this surplus, thus ` 
deposited with the States, will never be called for 
by the General Government, and that such calls 
would not be responded to by the States if they | 
were made. Let us, for one moment, examine | 
these objections. 


In the first place, the way in | 
which the money would be called for would be l 
through appropriations made by Congress; and in | 
case there was not means in the Treasury to meet 
them, the Secretary would sell the certificates of 
deposit for the purpose of raising the means. The 
States would have nothing to do with the transac- 
tion. The Secretary would require no response 
fromthem. This objection might have had some 
plausibility, if the bill had required that the certi- 
ficates should be paid by the States, instead of be- 
ing made transferable, and thereby enabling the 
Secretary of the Treasury to cash them in the | 
market. But, even if such had been its provision, į 
does any one believe that there is a solitary State 
in this Union that would violate its pledged faith | 
to this or any other Government? No, sir; no 
one can seriously entertain such an opinion. 
would vouch for all of them. Corruption has not 
so far fastened on the vitals of any of them, that 
they so soon exhibit such evidences of premature 
decay. Itis, however, said that Congress would 
omit to make appropriations in order to prevent 
this money from being called for or required b 
the Secretary of the Treasury. What! Mr. Presi- 
dent, Congress refuse to perform its duty to the 
country, from the paltry consideration of keeping 
60 much trash, as might be grasped thus, in the 
treasuries of the States! Who compose this body 
that would thus withhold the means for the com- 
mon defense of the country? Let every member 
of either House put the question to himself, 
whether he would te governed by such motives? 
His answer willbe no, sir—no. Formy own part 
T should despise myself if such considerations 
could, for a single moment, influence me;and I be- 
lieve that sentiment pervades the breast of every 
one who hears me. Where, then, is the danger of 
appropriations being withheld? I have heard it 
said, that our constituents, the people, would direct 
or instruct us to vote against them, in order to pre- 
vent their portion of this surplus being withdrawn 
from their respective States. Sir, there is no such 
sordid and debasing spirit amongst the people of 
this country. They will go all necessary lengths 
to sustain the Government in any emergency, 
whether it be peace or whether it be war. It is 
their pride and their ambition to rally round the 
-standard of their country, and to provide the re- 
quisite means for sustaining its institutions and its 
honor. So far from withholding its means from 
it, they would always be ready to contribute their 
own. Sir, I have studied the character of the 
American people to little purpose if I could sup- 
pose them capable of being guilty of such mean- 
ness. No, sir, they are a noble, a generous, a 
chivalrous people. hilst, I trust, they always 
will guard against unnecessary and extravagant 
expenditures, at the same time I feel assured that 
nothing will be withheld which is right and neces- 
sary for the proper administration of the Gov- 
ernment. Is our own patriotism of so much 
higher order than theirs, that we are willing to 


Pharisaic, political righteousness, to say to my 
constituents, I am holier than you. No, sir, 
į rather than place myself in such a contrast with 
i them, I would say, with the humble publican, 
i God be merciful to me a sinner. 


‘ative or constituent, is ideal. 
imagination. Equally fanciful is that notion, 
which has been advanced, that our tariff of du- 
ties on foreign imports will be increased for the 
purpose of creating a surplus for distribution. 


This idea of |: 
| withholding appropriations, either by represent- ` 
It exists in the ` 
‘| ing that 


No gentleman will admit that he would be gov- ` 


erned in his action here by such a motive. Nay, 


he would repel with indigration such a charge. ; 
I would repel it for my constituents as readily . 


as I would repel it for myself. Sir, the difference 
between the proposition contained in the bill 
and an absolute system of distribution is as 


$7,000,000 of the public money; whereas, by the 
lowest estimates, these deposit banks will have, on 
| the first of January next, not less than 830,000,000. 
! Do not gentlemen perceive that they are putting 
into their hands a power far greater than they 
were willing to intrust to the Bank of the United 
States? Do they not also perceive, that by reject- 

ortion of the bill which relates to the 
deposit Tanks they are leaving this immense 
power in their hands without any regulation by 
law? Why is all this? . Why, simply because 
they are apprehensive that, by depositing this 
surplus, ratably, amongst twenty-six States of 
this Union, it will tend to corrupt the people! 
They are willing to leave it in these banks, with- 
out legal restraints, subject to all the vicissitudes 
and dangers which the use and disposition of such 


‘an immense fund must always encounter; but 


alpable as that between the night and the day. ° 


n the first case, we deposit with the States, for 
safe-keeping, an accidental and unavoidable sur- 
plus, to be used by the Government when re- 


` quired. In the other, we create a surplus for the 


any expectation or obligation on their part to return 
j it. Sir, there is no danger of raising our duties on 
imports for such a purpose. The principle on 
| which duties are levied { believe is well and uni- 
versally understood at this day. Graduate your 
| duties so as to raise no more revenue than is re- 
_ quired for the economical wants of the Govern- 
‘ ment, and in thus graduating them give incidental 
` protection to such branches of industry as you 
think the interests of the country require to be pro- 
i tected. But, sir, if you want to issue an increase 
| of duties, let your expenditures be made extrav- 


l! agant for the purpose of absorbing this immense 
1), 


surplus, and the duties must be increased to fur- 
nish means to carry out the extravagance thus 
l commenced. I beg gentlemen to reflect on this 
subject. 
side of the question. Whilst they are attempting 
i to avoid an imaginary evil, they are rushing into 
-absolute danger. ‘To them might well be applied 
| the Roman maxim, Incidit in Scyllam qui vult 
vitare Charybdim. 

Put it to the plain, practical, common sense of 
every man in this nation, and he will respond to 


| those attributed to him. He will tell you that 


it ought to be deposited with the States, because 
| it will there be safely kept and carefully used, 
for the benefit of the people who contributed 
|, towards it; and that it will be forthcoming when- 
ever the wants of the Government require it. If 
such would be the convictions of every honest 
man, how can you charge upon the great mass of 
the people of this country such base and sordid 
motives as acontrary position would imply? Sir, 
it cannot be; I feel that the spirit of the people is 
; above it; I feel that I know the motives which 


been brought up with them; I have always lived 
in the midst of them; and Iam yet to learn that 
such are their principles of action, Iam persuaded 
I speak the sentiments of the people of the State of 
| New York onthissubject. They cannotbeseduced 
| from their integrity by such means. They may 
be willing to keep the public money, as a safe 
depository of it, till it is needed for the public 
service, but they will not be humble suppliants 
here for your bounty; and they will not instruct 
their representatives to do that which they would 
not do themselves. There is no danger, there- 
fore, in this measure. It is the only one which 
avoids all danger. If this be not adopted, there 
are but two other modes of disposing of the sur- 
plus left. The one is, by extravagant appropri- 
ations, without reference to the real wants of the 


say that we, their Representatives, would not, of 
our own accord, withhold appropriations, but 
should be compelled to do it under their influence 
and instructions? Sir, I do not think so meanly 
of myself nor of my constituents. I am unwill- 


in the deposit banks to become the 
lations, and the foot-ball of 
hesitate between them; and 
to conceive how gentleman, who are so naturally 
jealous of all banks, are willing to leave this im- 


peany. Sir, I cannot 


ing to assume any such attitude in regard to 
them, and, I trust, they will not assume it in 
regard to me. Iam unwilling, with a kind of 


mense power in their hands. When the United 
States Bank was deprived of its power by the re- 
moval of the deposits it had at that time, but about 


| govern my fellow-citizens in such matters. I have | 


country,and which will require an increased tariff | 
tocarry them through. The otheris, toleave them i 


prey of specu- | 


| purpose of being given to the States, and without | 


They seem to have looked only on one : 


you that he is governed by no such motives as ` 


this surplus is in a situation to be productive of . 
‘ immense mischief, as it now is; he will tell you | 


am utterly at a loss |; 


they are unwilling to intrust it to the custody of 
the States, under the sanction of law, to be by 
them safely kept, and surely returned whenever 
the wants of the Government require it. Sir, I 
think I speak the sentiments of the deposit banks, 
when J say I do not believe they wish to keep it. 
They are not unaware of the tendency to specu- 


‘lation and overtrading which the use of such 


immense means has on the whole community; and 
when thus embarked, any sudden demand for and 
withdrawal of these means must produce conse- 
quences of the most destructive character. I can 
readily foresee that, even if this bill becomes a 
law, there will be more. or less difficulty in the 
banks contracting their loans, so as to be prepared 
to meet the drafts of the Treasury when this sur- 
plus shall be deposited with the States. The 
projectile force which has already been given to 
the community by means of these funds, will 
continue to operate after the cause has ceased. 
| But the period fixed in the bill for withdrawing 
| them is so remote, that I apprehend no material 
difficulty in their being ready to carry out the 
arrangement. : 
_Mr. President, the vote I am called upon to 
give on this bill I deem the most important I have 
ever given in my life. Ihave maturely consid- 
‘ ered 1t—it is the result of anxious reflection and 
. deep conviction; and were I not supported by the 
‘very large majority of political friends in this 
Senate, I might be led to distrust my own judg- 
ment; but with their support, my convictions are 
the stronger; and I can never persuade myself 
we are wrong. I think I see this matter as clear 
as the sun at noonday. My mind has a perfect 
conception of the evils to be encountered by the 
| rejection of this bill, and of the benefits to be con- 
i ferred by its adoption. There is no film upon 

the mental eye—my judgment tells me it is night 
| —my conscience approvesit. I have no inclina- 

tion to indulge in prophetic vision; but I think I 

can discern, in the long vista of the future, the sad 
| train of evils which must follow the adverse ac- 
| tion of this day. I fancy I can see our currency 
deranged, our credit system overturned, and our 
country precipitated from that height of prosper- 
ity which she has so long enjoyed; but I will not 
appall you with an exhibition of those evils which, 
like Banquo’s ghosts, are lengthening out before 
us. The, future historian, standing on the proud 
; eminence which we now occupy, and looking 
| into the dark abyss into which we may be plunged, 
will say, with Shakspeare’s man on Dover Clifs— 

« How fearful 
; And dizzy ‘tis, to cast one’s eyes so low !”” 
Sir, in giving my vote for this bill, if it is the 


| last vote I ever give, I shall feel I have faithfully 


; and conscientiously discharged an important and 
responsible duty to myself and to the country- 
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i SPEECH OF HON. C. E. HAYNES, 
OF GEORGIA,* 

In THE House OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
June 29, 1836. 


Mr. HAYNES rose and said: 
| Mr. Speaxer: Ihad hoped that I should never 
| again be involved in a general discussion of the 


, * Messrs. Buair & Rives: Having been called to order; 
in the progress of my remarks, upon a resolution of inquiry 
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Indian question; but the allegations, violent, 
gratuitous, and unjust, which have been pre- 
ferred against the State of which F have the 
honor to be a Representative, by an honorable 
member from Massachusetts, (Mr. Avams,] 
make it my solemn duty to repel the assault, 
and roll it back upon the assailant. 
exceedingly, that the honorable gentleman, what- 
ever may have been the motive, (and that motive 
I shall not now attempt to investigate,) should 
have thought it necessary, in the discussion of a 
Nill providing for the faithful performance of the 
creaty with the Creek Indians of the 24th March, 
1832, to revive the exploded charges of injustice 
and oppa asimi on the part of Georgia towards 
those Indians. Before proceeding to the discus- 
sion of the subject, I may be permitted to say, 
that the regret expressed by the honorable gen- 
teman reminded me strongly of the occasion on 
which he uttered the same sentiment, because he 
could not again throw back upon the people the 
choice of Chief Magistrate. As this historical 
reminiscence was involuntary, I trust the com- 
mittee will bear with me for expressing it, not 
intending ta inquire into his motive at the one 
time or the other. It is impossible to do justice 
to the defense in which I have been, most reluct- 
antly, involved, without presenting a brief out- 
line of the political history of this country, in its 
colonial, revolutionary, and present state. The 
Colonies, which afterwards became the original 
thirteen States of this Union, were either set- 
tled or acquired by the Government or people 
of Great Britain. Deriving their origin princi- 
pally trom a common ancestry, similar institu- 
tions were common to them all. Among the 
number, Georgia, as is well known to every one 
familiar with American history, was the last col- 
ony planted by the mother country. ; 

{n all the charters granted by Great Britain to 


prey? Shall the liberal bounties of Providence to the race 
of man be monopolized by one ofa thousand for whom they 
were created? Shall the exuberant bosom of the common 
mother, amply adequate to the nourishment of millions, be 
claimed exelusively by a few hundreds of her offspring? 


i Shall the lonity savage not only disdain the virtues and en- 
: joyments of civilization himself, but shalt he control the 


I regret, sir, | 


the colonics, the principle was assumed, if not | 


directly expressed, of the absolute right of the 
colonizing nation both to soil and jurisdiction of 
the countries thus colonized. It may, perhaps, 
have been heretofore contended, that the question 


of limits between the European discoveries of this | 


continent had no reference to their right of soil or 
jurisdiction, in respect to the aboriginal inhabit- 
tants. But the slightest examination of the colo- 
nial charters will dissipate such an assertion in 
a moment. In no one instance, is it believed, did 
the Government or colonists of Great Britain base 
their right to settle this continent on the previous 

rmission of its original possessors. Not intend- 
ing to trouble the House any longer than may be 
indispensable to the performance of my present 
duty, I forbear such references to the colonial 
charters as would clear my position of the slight- 
est reasonable doubt. The colony of Georgia, 
then, was placed on the same footing with her 


elder sisters in respect to the right of her people . 


to a residence on this continent, As there were 
aboriginal inhabitants in all the original colonies, 
it became necessary at an carly period of the ex- 
istence of those colonics to establish some general 

rinciple of action towards them. And it is be- 
lieved by the present speaker that the principle 
generally adopted by the colonies on that subject 
cannot be better illustrated than by reference to 
the doctrine said to have been delivered by a dis- 
tinguished citizen of Massachusetts, on the anni- 
versary commemoration of the landing of the 
Pilgrims at Plymouth, in Massachusetts, on the 
22d day of December, 1802. That distinguished 
individual is reported to have said, on the occa- 
sion referred to: 

«The Indian right of possession itself stands, with regard 
to the greatest part of the country, upon a questionable 
foundation. Their cultivated fields, their constructed hab- 
itations, a space of ample sufficiency for their subsistence, 
and what they had annexed to themselves by their personal 
labor, was undoubtedly, by the laws of nature, theirs. But 
what is the right of a huntsman to the forest of a thousand 
miles, over which he has accidentally ranged in quest of 


calling upon the President of the United States for informa- 
tion relative to the treaty with the Cherokees, lately ratified 
by the Senate, on Monday evening, the 27th instant, I send 
you an extended report, covering the whole ground I in- 
tended to occupy, if I had been permitted to proceed with- 
out Hiterrupnon, bet i 
spectfu your obedient servan 
peas enna ” ©. E. HAYNES. 
Horse or REPRESENTATIVES, June 29, 1836. . 


| ¢ improved, by subduing the same, they have just | 
: ‘right unto. 


civilization of the world? Shall he forbid the wilderness 
to biossom like the rose? Shall he forbid the oaks of the 
forest to fall before the ax of industry, and rise again ! 
transformed into the habitations of ease and elegance ? 
Shall he doom an immense region of the globe to perpetual 
desolation, and to hear the howling of the tiger and the 
wolf silence forever the voice of human gladness? Shall 
the hills and valleys, which a beneficent God has formed 
to teem with the lite of innumerable multitudes, be con- 
denned to everlasting barrenness? Shaltthe mighty rivers, 
poured out by the hands of nature, as channels of commu- 
nication between numerous nations, roll their waters in 
sullen silence and eternal solitude to the deep? Have 
hundreds of commodious harbors, a thousand leagues of 
coast, and a boundless ocean, been spread in front of this 
land, and shall every purpose of utility to which they could 
apply be prohibited by the tenant of the woods? No, gen- 


limits. Next, in order of time, I come to the col- 
oniallegislation of Virginia. Soearly asthe year 
1658, I find in her records the following provis- 
ion: 

‘© Be it hereby ordained and enacted, That all the 
t Indians of this colony shall and may keep those 
‘seats of land which they now have; and that 
‘no person or persons whatsoever be suffered to 


| fintrench or plant upon such places as the said 


erous philanthropists! Heaven has not thus placed at lrrec- . l 


oncilable strife its moral laws with its physical creation 1”? 

Could the principle which regulated the colo- 
nies from their earliest day of strength, and be- 
yond which Georgia has never gone, have been 
more forcibly expressed, or cloquently illustrated, 
than in what I have just quota Can it be that 
in such wide-sweeping assertion of colonial right 
the mind of the orator had narrowed its vision to 
the horizon of New England, and the defense of 
his own Puritan ancestors? Who that has heard 
the announcement of such a principle could, for 
a moment, imagine that the mind which had 
adopted, and the tongue which expressed it with 
such eloquence and force, should now utter un- | 
measured denunciation against Georgia for having | 
acted short of the extent of his own principle? 
That principle, if his illustrations are entitled to 
any weight, goes the whole length, not only of 
the forcible dispossession of the savage of every- 
thing but his home and little spot of cultivation, 
together with such personal trifles as his labor 
has appropriated, but sanctions his entire cjec- 
tion from it all. But it is not here necessary 
to dwell longer on the abstract doctrine of the 
honorable member from Massachusetts, [Mr. 
Apams,] as contained in his anniversary oration 
at Plymouth, in 1802. 


I shall now turn my attention, after a word or || 


two upon the subject of the territorial limits cre- 
ated and established by the several colonial char- 
ters of the old thirteen States, and as confirmed 
by various public acts since the commencement 
of the Revolution, to the manner in which various | 
coloniés, particularly those in the middle and 
northern portions of this country, carried out the | 

| 


doctrine maintained by the honorable gentleman 


in 1802, in their legislative enactments for the |; 
. government of the Indian tribes within their sev- | 


eral limits. In proof of this assertion it is only 
necessary to advert to the statutes of a majority | 
of the colonies on this subject. That Massa- ' 
chusetts considered Indians only entitled to the | 
land improved and inhabited by them, is shown 
by a colonial law of 1633, “ For settling the In- 
dian’s title to lands in this [that] jurisdiction,;”’ in ' 


‘ which it is enacted, ‘“ That what lands any of the 


‘Indians in this jurisdiction have possessed and 


3 


And be it further ordained by this court and the 


‘all that tract of land within this jurisdiction, | 
€ whether already granted to any English planta- : 
€ tions or persons, or to be granted by this court, 
. a being under the qualification of right to the 
* Indians,) is and ahali he accounted the just right 
‘of such English as already have, or hereafter 
‘ shall have, grant of lands ‘from this court, and | 
‘the authority thereof.” 

Various other acts were passed by the colo- 
inal Legislature of Massachusetts from the year 
1633 downwards to 1747, in no one of which is 
the jurisdiction entire and complete over all the 
rights of the Indians believed to have been in any 
manner relinquished, restrained, or diminished. 

Being necessarily obliged to go over a great 
deal of ground for the complete vindication of 
Georgia, the foregoing evidence from the colonial 
laws of Massachusetts is deemed sufficientto show 
that she claimed perfect and entire sovereignty 
over all the Indians and Indtan lands within her | 


‘Indians claim or desire, until full leave from the 
‘Governor and councilor commissioners for the 
t place.” 

Several other laws regulating Indian affairs 
were passed at different times, between the years 
1658 and 1705, inclusive, by the colonial Legisla- 
ture of Virginia; but the extract just presented 
will suffice to show that the colony claimed and 
exercised entire jurisdiction over the Indians 
within her limits. In the year 1663, the colony 
of Rhode Island scems first to have exercised 
jurisdenon over Indians; and from the tenor of 
ler enactment in that year, in regard to their 
lands, and the act of 1696, for restraining and 
governing their persons, she seems to have exer- 
cised as unlimited control over them as she could 
have done over her white inhabitants. By the act 
of 1663, itis ordained ‘‘ that no person or per- 
‘sons, for the future, shall purchase any lands or 
‘islands within this colony, of or from the native 
‘Indians within the same, but such only as are 
‘allowed to do so by the General Assembly, upon 
‘penalty of forfeiting all such lands or islands so 
‘ purchased to the colony.”’ 

By an act passed in he year 1696, it is pro- 
vided, “ that if any negroes or Indians, freemen 
* orslaves, shall be found abroad after nine o’clock 
‘at night, at any time throughout the year, with- 
* out a certificate from the masters, or some other 
‘ English person of the family to which he, she, 
‘or they belong, or some lawful excuse for the 
same, that then it shall and may be lawful for 
‘any person or persons to take, seize, and secure 
‘ the same till next morning, and then bring them 
‘ before an assistant or justice of the peace of such 
‘town, who shall, upon due proof thereof, cause 
‘ said negro or negroes, Indian or Indians, to be 
‘ publicly whippe at the public whipping-post 
‘of such town.” . 

In the year 1672, the colonial Legislature of 
Connecticut adopted numerous regulations for the 
restraint and government of her Indians; among 
which was one providing ‘that no Indian or 
‘Indians shall, at any time, powwow or perform 
‘outward worship to false gods, or to the devil, 
‘ within this colony, on pain of forfeiting the sum 
‘ of five pounds to the public treasury of this col- 
‘ony for every time any Indian or Indians shall 
‘be convicted of performing the same.”’ 

As further evidence of the criminal jurisdiction 
exercised by Connecticut over Indians, and espe- 
cially for the benefit of those who have made 
such outcry because Georgia, of late years, has 


(3 


© exercised similar justice towards them, I will 


offer one further extract from her act of 1672: 
‘ And whercas it is too manifest that the Indians, 


`< notwithstanding all counsel and advice to the 


‘contrary, have committed, and still do. commit, 
‘murder, and kill one another, within the English 
‘ plantations in this colony, and take no course 


_*that such justice be executed on such malefac- 
© authority thereof, and be it hereby enacted, That `: 


, © violently fall 


‘tors as may take off the guilt of blood from the 
‘land; which, to prevent, ‘It is further enacted 
‘ by the authority aforesaid, That, if any Indian or 
‘Indians, within this colony, shall willfully, and 
upon any Indian or Indians within 
‘this colony, and upon the English land, (except 
‘it be such as they are at open war with,) and 
< murder him or them, and be thereof legally con- 
‘ victed, every such Indian or Indians shall suffer 
‘death.’ ”’ _ re 

In addition to the highest criminal (nigeria 
thus exercised by Connecticut, the last extract 
contains the singular provision of legalizing Indian 
wars within her limits. One more reference to 
the colonial law of Connecticut, and I shall pass 
to another colony. ; 

In 1717, the Legislature of Connecticut passed 


« An act concerning purchases of native rights to 

land.”’ ; : 
«This Assembly observing many difficulties 

‘and perplexities arjsing in this Government, by 
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: | 
* reason of many purchases of land made of Indian | e 
í titles, without the preceding allowance or subse- || ‘ Lord one thousand seven hundred, without the 


quent approbation of this Assembly; which, to i; ‘ heense or approbation of the General Assembly ; 


‘Sof this province; and all decds of bargain and 
‘sale, titles, and conveyances whatsoever, of any 
‘lands within this province, which hereafter shall 
‘be had, made, obtained, gotten, or procured, 
‘from any Indian or Indians, by any person or 
‘persons whatsoever, without the license, appro- 

_*bation, or allowance of the Gencral Assembly 
‘of this province for the same, shall be judged 
‘in the law to be null, void, and of none effect, to 
‘all intents and purposes, as though they had 
‘never been made.” South Carolina exercised 
jurisdiction over the whole Indian country within 
her limits as early as the year 1739, by enacting 
that no purchase of lands from the Indians should 
be made but by the King of Great Britain, or 
the colonial Government, on the pain of forfeit- 
ure. In 1786, that jurisdiction was inforced to- 
wards the Cherokees, by assigning them, tem- 
porarily, a tract of country for their occupancy; 
and in 1808, entire sovereignty was exercised by 


‘remove, Jt is hereby enacted and declared by this 
© Assembly, and the authority thereof, that all lands | 
«in this Government are holden of the King of 
‘Great Britain as the lord of the fee, and that no 
‘title to any lands in this colony can accrue by 
‘any purchase made of Indians, on pretense of 
‘their being native proprietors thereof, without 
< the allowance and approbation of this Assembly.” 
Other acts were passed by the colonial Legisla- 
ture of Connecticut, relative to Indians, in 1717, 
1722, and 1750; but the foregoing will show most 
clearly that the colony assumed unlimited con- 
trol over them and their lands. 

In the year 1700 the colony of Pennsylvania 
is believed first to have exercised her jurisdiction 
over the Indian lands; and her legal records show 
under that date “An act against buying land of the 
Indians,” which contains the provision, * that if 
‘any person presume to buy any land of the na- 
“tives within the limits of this province and ter- 
‘ritories, without leave from the proprietors that State over the Catawba Indians. 

‘thereof, every such bargain of purchase shall _ Thus stood the jurisdiction of the colonies 
t be void, and of no effect.” In 1721, she passed » which have been mentioned, in reference to the 
“An act to prohibit the selling of rum and other | Indians within their several limits, at the com- 
“strong liquors to Indians, and to prevent the |! mencement of the American Revolution. This 
‘abuses that may happen thereby,” reserving || subject has not been passed in review before the 
* that the Governor and council, or persons by :: House in an unfriendly spirit, or for the purpose 
‘them authorized and appointed to hold treaties | of criminating any one of the States to the early 
‘with any nation of Indians, may, at such treat- : legislation of which I have thought it necessary 
‘jes, give any reasonable quantity of rum, as by 
*them shall be thought necessary, anything here- 


And I find that in the year 1744 colonial Penn- 
sylvania assumed the jurisdiction for which Geor- 
gia has within the last six or seven years beenso onies. I do not know, if the proper means had 
much derided by some, and passed “An act for | been within my reach, that I might not have dis- 
the speedy trial of capital offenses, committed by any | covered similar evidence in the history ofall. It 
Indian or Indians in the remote parts of the province.” || cannot matter in what manner entire sovereignty 
In this act itis provided ‘that all murders, man- :' and jurisdiction may have been exercised by an 
‘slaughters, homicides, felonies, and offenses | one of the States in her colonial or present cond!- 
s whatsoever, and accessories of the same, which `! tian; the fact of its exercise is all that is wanting 
t by the laws or acts of Assembly of this province | to justify Georgia in exercising her rightful juris- 
t are declared capital, or felonies punishable by | diction by their example. It thus appears that 
“death, which already have been committed, perpe- the American Revolution found the colonies in 


ia, was exercised and inforced by the early 
egislation of a large number of the original col- 


‘ever, at any time or times since the year of our 


to advert; but to show, from the most unanswer- _ 
able evidence, that the same jurisdiction, and in i 
£ in contained to the contrary notwithstanding.’’! some instances more than is exercised by Geor- ' 


‘trated, or.done, or shall hereafter be committed, ; 
‘ paperen or done, by any Indian or Indians, 
* within this province, in places remote from inhab- , 


‘itants, as aforesaid, all and every such offense . 


Sand offenses, in whatsoever pee and county the 


unrestrained exercise of jurisdiction over the In- 
dians within their respective limits, I will now 
peed to show that such jurisdiction has not 
been limited or restrained in any manner, either 
by the Articles of Confederation, or the present 


“same hath happened or shall happen, shall hence- : Constitution, except in the single particular of 
“forth be inquired of, heard, adjudged, and deter- | regulating commerce with the Indian tribes; and 
“mined before the justices of the supreme court, | that if the claim to exclusive legislation over them 


‘or the justices ofthe courts of oyer and terminer | is set up under that grant of power, it may with 


“and generalgaol delivery, to be held in the county | equal propriety be set up as against the States of , 


‘of Philadelphia, by indictments, inquests, and 
* verdicts to be taken of good and lawful men, 


‘inhabitants of the same county, in like manner || 


‘and form as if such capital offense or offenses 
‘had been committed, perpetrated, or done within ; 
‘the said county, any law or usage to the contra- | 
£ Y, thereof in anywise notwithstanding.” 

here is, in this last act of the colonial Legis- | 
lature of Pennsylvania, one feature which shows, 
that however well the general doctrines of crimi- 
nal law might have been understood in that day, 


the injustice of passing ex post facto laws docs not `| 


seem to have been duly considered. New Jersey | 
entertained and exercised jurisdiction over Indian | 
lands so early as 1703, as appears by an act of 
her Legislature, passed on the 13th of December 
of that year, entitled ‘‘ An act for regulating the | 
purchasing of land from the Indians;”’ by the | 
second section of which itis enacted, ‘* That if | 


“any ee or persons shall presume to buy, | 
* purchase, take gift, or mortgage, or lease, of any | 
t land contrary to this present act, he or they so | 
‘ offending, shall forfeit forty shillings, money of | 
‘ this province, for each acre of land so obtaincd,”’ | 
&c., &c. Maryland exercised eee over | 
the Indians within her limits, by legislative action, | 
at different times between the years 1704 and 1723, | 
inclusive; North Carolina, in 1715 and 1748; | 
and New Hampshire also in 1715. The latter 
State, in the year 1715, passed ‘‘.2n act to prevent 
and make void clandestine and illegal purchases of | 
lands from the Indians,” by which it was enacted, | 
“that all deeds of bargain, sales, lease, release, 
“or quit-claim titles, and conveyances whatso- 


i this Union; and ifit can be supportedagainst them, 
this is indeed a Government without limitation | 


of powers. 

It might be sufficient for my argument to show 
that, although Indians have remained cmbodicd in 
most of the original thirteen States ever since the 
Declaration of Independence, no authority has 
been claimed for the General Government, either 
under the Articles of Confederation or the present 


Constitution, even for the exercise of the commer- ` 


cial power over them, much less the odious usurp- 


set up against the State of Georgia. It has been 
already shown, that many of the colonies exer- 
cised, under the authority of their charters, entire 
powers of lcgislation over the whole extent of 
their limits, long before the Declaration of Inde- 
pendence; that they derived these powers over 
the countries included in their charters from the 
British Crown; and it is fearlessly asserted, that 
the jurisdiction of Georgia, under her charter, 
was as unlimited as the rest. To show this, itis 
only necessary to refer to the proclamation of the 
King of Great-Britain, in 1763, wherein the coun- 
tries in possession of Great Britain, within her 
colonies, and occupied by Indians, were reserved 
under ‘her sovereignty, protection, and domin- 
ion.” Itis truc, that the “ sovereignty, protection, 
and dominion ” claimed by 
Britain was said to be for the bencfit of the In- 
dians; but it is not the mode of its assertion or exer- 


cise that is at issue between Georgia and her ene- | 


mies, but the sovereignty actually asserted and 
exercised by Great Britain throughout the whole 


the King of Great | 


|; extent of her American colonics, and which 

` passed to each respectively, fally and completely, 
upon the establishment of their independence and 
its acknowledgment by Great Britain, saving and 
excepting as it had been curtailed and abridged 
by the Articles of Confederation, and subsequent- 
ly by the Constitution. 

But how have the original powers of the re- 
spective States been affected by the various acts 
which, forall external and many internal pur- 
poses, have made us one people? The first act 
of union was the Declaration of Independence; 
and as its acknowledgment by Great Britain 
operates retroactively, it will be proper to in- 
quire whether the Declaration of Independence 
modified in any manner the power or authorit 
of the several colonies within their limits, fa 
bound the colonies to a common and thé holiest 
cause, the vindication of their liberties against 
the odious oppression of the mother country. 
But, except this pledge to fight out the battle of 

‘ liberty to the last, it 1s not perceived that tke Dec- 

' laration of Independence modified in the slightest 
degree the internal jurisdiction of the several 

‘States; nor do I believe that the contrary opinion 
can be sustained foramoment. Then, agreeably 
to what has already been shown, the power and 

` jurisdiction of the several States, at the acknowl- 
edgment of their independence by Great Britain, 
was precisely what had been asserted and exer- 
cised by her authority within their limits, except 
so far as they had been limited and restrained by 
the Articles of Confederation. 

I will now endeavor to show how far the entire 
sovereignty, conquered for the several States from 

i Great Britain, has been affected by the Articles 

` of Confederation, or the Constitution, which has 

' since been substituted for it. But as the subject 
under consideration relates exclusively to the 

_ jurisdiction rightfully belonging to the State and 
Federal Governments with respect to Indians, I 
shall confine my inquiries and illustrations to that 

| subject, adverting to other portions of our organic 

‘law only so far as it may serve to throw light 
upon this. 

In illustration of my subject, I shall remind 

i this House that, by the second article of Con- 
federation, ‘each State retains its sovereignty, 
‘freedom, and-independence, and every power, 

. ‘jurisdiction, and right which is not by this Con- 

‘federation expressly delegated to the United 

i “States in Congress assembled.’ In the distri- 

i bution of powers conferred by that instrument 

| upon the United States, it is further provided, in 
the fourth paragraph of the ninth article, that 
“the United States in Congress assembled shall 
‘also have the sole and exclusive right and 
‘power of regulating the trade and managing all 
| ‘affairs with the Indians not members of any of 
| ‘the States: Provided, That the legislative right 

' ‘of any State within its own limits be not in- 

' ‘fringed or violated.” Thus, in point of princi- 

ra was the power of the Confederation over the 

ndian tribes, with respect to their government 
within the States, left preciscly as the parties 
found it. Great Britain claimed, and for every 
purpose of her interest or convenience, exercised 


a 1 muct | entire sovereignty over Indians within the limits 
ation of exclusive legislation, as attempted to be 


of her colonies; and most of the colonies, with 


|| or without reference to her sovereignty, exercised 


' unlimited control over them; and the Declaration 

of Independence and its acknowledgment by 
| Great Britain placed the respective States in pos- 
: session of all the power ever claimed and asked 


ji by her; that power was entire sovereignty aid 


| legislation over the Indians, which, within the 
, States, was not impaired or diminished by the 
| Articles of Confederation, but is expressly save 

ee pronio to the power conferred on the 
| Union in respect to the hans The best expo- 
| sition of a law is to be found in the uniform an 

| long-continued mode of its inforcement. Apply- 
i. Ing this rule, there is no difficulty in determining 
|| that the several States understood the Articles of 
| Confederation in the sense which I have given to 
o It, as they continued to exercise the same juris- 
: diction over Indians which they had exercised in 
$ their colonial state, and that was, complete an 

| entire sovereignty. In addition to the numerous 
| examples of colonial legislation already brought 
i! to the notice of the House, it may be further 


1836.] 


247TH Cosg... isr Sess. 
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inia, in her constitution of 1776; an act of the |! exercised but by at least one act of Congress; 
egistature of 1777, for establishing a general! and that the act by which the various acts of 


court, by the constitution of NewYork in 1777— 
her act for Indian aturs, passed in 17388, and her 
more recent legislation on the subject in 1813 and 
ISX, as well as her judicial decisions; by the 
Legislanire of Rhode ‘Island in 1733; of North 
Carolina in 1778 and 1783; and of Georgia in 1789 
and 1796, as well as more recently. It is obvious 
from these illustrations, drawn from the colonial 
and State legislation prior to, the establishment 
of the Federal Constitution, that the several col- 
omes and Srues claimed and exercised entire 
jurisdiction over Indian atfairs. Nor is it be- 
Jieved that any attempt has ever been made to 
interfere with ‘either of the Old Thirteen States 
on this subject, so as to control their municipal 
mgulations, but the State of Georgia. 

D+ string to dispatch this subject, which can be 
butof little interest to this House, compared to 
what I feel in it as a Georgian, I will now pass to 
a very brief inquiry into the powers conferred by 
the States in the Federal Constitution, for the 
regulation of Indian affairs, and the manner in 
which those powers have been executed. It will 
be recollected, that whatever power or jurisdic- 
tion may have been claimed by the Government 
of the Confederation on one side, or the respect- 
ive States on the other, in regard to Indians, the 
subject is now entirely regulated by the Consti- 
tution. 

Inexamining the present Constitution itis found 
that it containsa single grant of power over In- 
dians to the Federal Government, and a single 
restriction upon the States. The grant of power 
is to be found in the third clause of the eighth 
section of the first article of the Constitution— 
“ To regulate commerce with foreign nations, 
among the several States, and with the Indian 
tribes.” Itis of the last importance in considerin 
this clause of the Constitution to bear in mind 
that the commercial power, in its three several 
branches, is conferred in the same terms so far as 
regards their import, and that the power is com- 
mercial only. Itis also of the greatest importance 
toremember, that as itembraces all foreign nations 
with which we may desire or must carry on com- 
mercial intercourse, so it embraces all the States 
of this Union, and all the Indian tribes within 
the whole range of the United States. In the 
further investigation of the subject, it should be 
recollected that the same uniform course has 
been pursued in the establishment and main- 
tenance of commercial intercousse with foreign 
nations; they have been treated as equal and inde- 
pendent communities, and trade and commerce 
with them regulated by treaty stipulations. A 
similar principle has been acted upon towards the 
States of this Union: they have been treated as 
a community of equals, and the commercial in- 
tercourse between them regulated by the prin- 
ciples of the Constitution. Nothing else has 
been mixed up with it, because mistaken or vicious 
politicians did not find it necessary to derive from 
it a pretext for intermeddling with their internal 
jurisdiction over their own people. Nor has the 
enforcement or attempted enforcement, of the 
commercial power over the Indian tribes, in its 

eneral operation upon the original States of this ,_ 
inion, within which such tribes are, or have 
been situated, been carried beyond the letter or 
spirit of the Constitution. Indeed, in all of them, 
except the States of North Carolina and Georgia, 
there has never been any attempt to exercise even 
the naked power to regulate commerce with an ` 
Indian tribe within their limits, much less any ; 
attempt to derive from this commercial grant the | 
power of exclusive legislation over them, | From | 
the examples shown of the mode of enforcing the | 
commercial power by the Federal Government | 
towards foreign nations, and among the States, | 
it is obvious that no attempt has ever been made ` 
to derive, by any implication whatsoever, any 


other power from that grant. it 
It is, therefore, inconceivable how such attempt `i 


should ever have been made to extract from the | 
grant of the naked power ‘‘ to regulate commerce 

with the Indian tribes,” the power of exclusive : 
legislation over the persons and territory of any | 
one of these States, especially when the commer- ! 


usurpation towards Georgia have been attempted 
to be justified, has been expressly reserved from 
exercise in all the old States, containing Indian 
tribes, but North Carolina and Georgia—I mean 
the intercourse law of 1802. If the power to 
regulate commerce with the Indian tribes confers 
on Congress exclusive legislation over persons 
and things in the countries occupied by them, 
it confers equally exclusive powers within the 
respective States of this Union; as exclusive 
power over white men at Milledgeville, or over 


‘red men at New Echota, or elsewhere in the 


i made to inforce such power upon her. 


` a high place in this Government. 


Cherokee nation. The power in cach case is 
conferred in the same clause of the Constitution, 
and in terms equally comprehensive and un- 
limited. How, then, can it be pretended that 
Congress possesses it in everything relating to 
Indians, and the territory occupied by them 
within a State, without carrying along with it 
the claim to exclusive jurisdiction of the citizens 
of the several States? 
and absurd in the one case as in the other. I 
know it may be said,as it has been, that the 
older States have acquired jurisdiction over the 
Indians within their limits at an carly period, 
by their voluntary consent; and, therefore, ma 

have rightfully exercised it, forasmuch as suc 

tribes were not contemplated at the formation 
of the Articles of Confederation, or afterwards, 
when the present Constitution was framed. I 
deny this; for the grant of power in reference 
to Indians in both instruments is general and 
unrestricted as it respects the States; and if such 
voluntary surrender had been previously made 
by the Indians, by these grants of commercial 
powers, the respective States delegated so much 
of the Indian jurisdiction to the Union. Either 
it was the duty of the Federal Government to 
have exercised the jurisdiction heretofore claimed 
towards Georgia over the Indians in every State 
of this Union, or a gross usurpation has been at- 
tempted towards Georgia in the efforts heretofore 
It may 
be said that the exercise of the commercial power 


towards the States is restrained and limited by. ; 


the guarantee of a republican Government to 


The claim is as monstraus | 


| been conferred upon them by the 
, would be an irresistible inference, from the terms 
i of this restriction, that the States may include, in 
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eral States shall notinclude ‘‘ Indians not taxed.” 
If the States only possessed ey ese as had 
onstitution, it 


their represcntative numbers, Indians who are 
taxed, and of consequence that they may tax 
them for that purpose. But the rule of interpret- 
ing the Constitution is this, and itis emphatically 
established by the tenth amendment: ‘Thatthe 
respective States retain every power which they 
have neitherdelegated to the Federal Government, 
nor prohibited to themselves.” They have not 
done the one or the other with regard to the gov- 
ernment of the Indians; they have conferred the 


, same commercial power, and no more, in the 
one case as the other; they have the right to tax 


| 


white men, and they have an equal right to tax 
Indians; and the Constitution places taxed white 


i men and taxed Indians on the same footing of 


: Federal enumeration. 


Will the honorable gentle- 
man from Massachusetts, or any other gentleman, 
inform this House whether, at the formation of 
the Federal Constitution, there was one taxed In- 


i: dian in the United States? Ihave not yet learned 
_ that there was one; and if not, itgoes moststrongly 
: to support my argumenton the subject. So far as 


each of the States of this Union, and by that | 
amendment which declares ‘‘ that the powers not ; 


‘ granted by the Constitution to the United States, | 


‘nor prohibited by it to the States, are reserved 
‘to the States respectively, or to the people.” 
If this be so, and it is admitted, the same pro- 


visions of the Constitution afford equal protec- | 


tion to the States against the exercise by the 
Federal Government of exclusive jurisdiction 
over Indians within their limits. But there 
are other provisions of the Constitution which 
bear with peculiar force upon this subject. It is 
declared that ‘no new State shall be formed or 


erected within the jurisdiction of any other State.” , 
Yet, according to the honorable gentleman, Con- | 


gress had the rig 
within the jurisdiction of Georgia, without her 
consent, and against her most solemn declarations 
to the contrary. But I may, before I conclude, 
show another and not less glaring attempt : to 
trample upon the rights of Georgia, by an an- 


I know or belicve, the first serious attempt that 
was persevered in, which has ever been ‘made to 


_interfere with the territorial rights or jurisdiction 


of Georgia. with respect to Indians within her 
limits, was: made by the immediate successor of. 
General Washington, for what cause, ILknow not, 
unless it was that she gave her electoral vote, in 
1796, to Thomas Jefferson; and attempts of a sim- 
ilar character were revived, and attempted. to be 
inforced upon her in 1825, by the then President 
of the United States. Georgia then stood ina 
similar attitude, having given her presidential vote 
in 1824, and her vote in this House in 1825, in 
favor of another individual, one of her own dis- 
tinguished sons. I have shown, by reference to 
the legislative and historical memorials. of this 
country, that the several States in nowise impair- 
ed or restricted their jurisdiction over Indians by 
the adoption of the Federal Constitution, than 
they impaired and restricted their jurisdiction 
over any other description of persons within 
their several limits; and that a large number of 
them, so large as to establish the rule under the 
Constitution, have continued to exercise unlimited 
and undisturbed authority over.them, while at- 


i tempts have been.made, (for what purpose I shall 


not here inquire,) to make Georgia an exception 
to that rule, 

. Notwithstanding the attempts which have been 
made from time to time to interfere with the juris- 
diction of Georgia over the Indians within her 
limits, she has not ceased to claim, until finally. 
she has been permitted, without further malesta- 
tion, to exercise her unquestionable right. 

In 1796 it is well known that the United States, 
by commissioners, entered into what was called 


the treaty of Colerain, with the Creek Indians; 


ht to erect the Cherokee State ` 


but it may not.be equally well known that the 
State of Georgia appropriated money to defray. 
the expenses of that treaty, and for carrying its . 
provisions into effect, (as will be seen by the act 


| of her Legislature passed in the year 1796,) to am 


cestor of the honorable gentleman, when he filled - 


; the subject immediately before me. As the power 


conferred upon Congress to regulate commerce 


among the States has been justly so interpreted, ; 


as to Include nothing else, and to leave them in 
the possession and exercise of all powers not: 
granted to the Federal Government, nor prohib- 


: ited by the Constitution over. their white citizens, 


it is equally clear that it includes nothing else in. 
reference to Indians,and that they are as fair and. 
constitutional objects of the legislation of the 
States for everything else, as any other descrip- 


| tion of persons within their limits. | 
I will now turn for a moment to the only direct 


restriction which the Constitution imposes upon 
the States, with regard to Indians, having. dis- 


; posed of the indirect restriction growing out of 


the power conferred on Congress to regulate com- 
merce with the Indian tribes. Itis this, that in 
making .up their.representatiye numbers, the sev- 


To return to | 


amount exceeding $35,000. 
It may not be generally known that the com- 
missioners who negotiated that treaty entered. into. 


_ stipulations with the Indians, which were deroga- 
: tory. tothe territorial rights and jurisdiction of. 


! OCCASION 1 


Georgia; that the Legislature of Georgia protested 
most solemnly against those. stipulations, and. 
that upon its ratification the Senate of the United 
States expressly ence’ and reserved to Georgia 
her claim of territorial right and jurisdiction; yet 
such were. the facts. . 

From the date of the treaty of, Colerain, and. 
the. protest of Georgia, and the recagnition of the 
principles of that protest by the. Senate, no new-: 

ion is believed to have occurred to. produce, 
collision between Georgia and this.Government 
until the year 1825. But, as formerly hinted, very. 
soon after the first President of the United States 
closed his second term of office, his successor 
turned his. eye to the wild lands of Georgia, and. 
although the.southern boundary of the United 
States had been settled. by the treaty. of San. Lo- 
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renzo El Real, according to the southern bound- 
ary of Georgia, as defined in the proclamation of 
George the Third, in 1763, and reaffirmed in the | 
preliminary articles of peace with Great Britain | 
in 1782, and finally, by the definitive woy with || 
that Power in 1783, within a short period after 
the conclusion of the treaty with Spain, by which 
the question had been thus scttled, the then Pres- 
ident of the United States recommended, and 
Congress passed acts, ereating a territorial gov- 
ernment within the limits of Georgia. That Presi- 
dent was a distinguished citizen of Massachu- 
setts, and not unknown to the member who now 
arraigns the conduct of Georgia in terms of such 
unmeasured condemnation. Why did not the same 
President recommend the establishment of a ter- 
ritorial government upon the wild lands of Mass- 
achusetts, now within the State of Maine? The 
southern boundary of the Union was settled ac- 
cording to the chartered limits of Georgia, and 
the northern and northeastern boundary, in con- 
formity with the original charters of the colonics 
there situated, now members of the Union. What 
better right could exist for usurping and tyran- ' 
nizing over Georgiathan the rest, it cannot be pos- , 
sible for the human mind to conceive. This out- |; 
rageous and unjust oppression of Georgia was |j 
finally settled and disposed of by her compact 
with the United States in 1802. I will here, sir, 
once for all, before going further with any other 
branch of my inquiry, show the ground upon 
which that compact placed the relations of the 
United States and Georgia. By it Georgia yielded 
no right previously asserted or exercised by her, 
but she acquired from the United States the obli- 
gation on their part, on certain conditions, to re- 
move the Indians from within her limits. It 
is worthy of remark, that the subject of that || 
compact was the transfer by Georgia of a large || 
ee of her southern territory to the United | 
tates. 


j 


l 
By 
Hi 


It should be further observed, that the inter- 
course law,as it has been generally termed, which || 
in its provisions exempted the Indians in all the 
States which had claimed or exercised jurisdic- 
tion over them, from its operation, except in 
North Carolina and Georgia, was passed on the | 
30th of March, 1802, and that the compact with |! 
Georgia was entered into on the 24th of April, |: 
1802—twenty-five days afterwards. Why the- 
intercourse law should, by its provisions, have | 
exempted the Indians in a large number of States 
from its operation, without giving to the two 
States mentioned the same exemption, it is not | 
necessary to inquire, nor can it be explained upon 
any just principle. This is the act by which 
most or all the attempts to deprive the State of 
Georgia of her rightful jurisdiction over all the 
soil and all the 
been justified. 

The compact between the United States and 
Georgia was entered into after the passage of the 
act regulating trade and intercourse with the In- 
dian tribes, as I have already shown, and if it 
contains anything incompatible with that com- 
pact, leaving any constitutional question out of 

- view, it must so far repeal that act. 

By the compact, as has been already stated, 
Georgia ceded to the United States ‘all the right, 
title, and claim which the said State has to the 
jurisdiction and soil of the land situated,” &c., 
describing the land thus ceded to the United | 
States. ‘The United States accept the cession 
‘above mentioned, and on the conditions therein | 
‘expressed ; and they cede to the State of Georgia | 
‘whatever claim, right, or title they may have 
‘to the jurisdiction or soil of any lands,” &c., 
describing the lands which Georgia reserved 
to herself Can plain, practical common sense | 
discern the slightest difference between the re- | 
spective stipulations of the parties?’ It would be | 
impossible. How, then, does it happen, when | 
‘the United States, from the day this compact was 
ratified by the Legislature of Georgia, in June, | 
1802, have been in undisturbed possession and | 
enjoyment of ‘ soil and jurisdiction,” as ceded | 
by Georgia, and have actually erected two States ` 
thereon, and Georgia shall not have and exercise | 
the “ soil and jurisdiction” ceded to her, particu- | 
larly as the terms of the cession from the United 
States are so broad, and the designation of the 


people within her limits, have | 


{i 
j 


l 
f 
j 
i 


i was certainl 


i interest. 


country so general in its terms, as to embrace the 
whole territory of Georgia? From the period 
just mentioned, I do not now remember that 
Georgia had any difficulty with the Indians, or 


their white champions, until the year 1825, ex- | 


cept their hostility during the late war with 
Great Britain. ` 

Cessions of land were obtained from time to 
time by the United States, from the Creek and 
Cherokee Indians, in compliance with the obliga- 
tions of the United States to Georgia; and how- 


ever irregular her government mighthave thought ` 


it to form treaties with Indian tribes, as they | 


Government might fulfill its stipulations with her, |: 


Taking the subject as much as I can in chrono- , 
logical order, it may be most proper for me here 
to repel a portion of the charge made by the mem- 
ber from Massachusetts. That member would 


have it believed, that the course of Georgia to- | 
wards the Indians within her limits has been 


uniformly crucl and unjust. Sir, the Indians 
themselves, and the archives of this Government, 
prove the contrary. So early as the year 1790, 
the Creck Indians, by the treaty of New York, 
stipulated to return to the State of Georgia its 
citizens who had been carricd prisoners into their 
nation, and the property which they had taken 
from the people of Georgia. In 1796, by the 
treaty of Colerain, they again bound themselves 
to restore prisoners and property which they had 
carried away from Georgia. By the treaty of 
Fort Wilkinson, in 1802, they appropriated $5,000 
for the indemnification of citizens of Georgia, upon 
whom their people had committed depredations 
subsequent to the treaty of Colerain, in 1796. 
More than this. So far from war with them 
having been provoked by the people of Georgia 
between 1790 and 1796, the history of the time 
shows that Georgia was not in a condition to have 
provoked it—that President Washington ordered 
the Governor of South Carolina to aid in the de- 
fense of Georgia, if it should be necessary, as it 

believed to be, or no such orders 
would have been given. In truth, and in fact, it 
was but part of that general Indian war which 
involved so much, if not all our western frontier, 
and which was brought to a conclusion mainly 
by Wayne’s victory at the Falls of Miami, in 


| August, 1794. Itis unnecessary to dwell on the 
: treaties made with the Creeks and Cherokees, | 


between 1802 and 1821 It is important to give 
a passing notice to this latter treaty, inasmuch as 
it recognized the justice of the claims of the people 
of Georgia for indemnification of the losses sus- 
tained by the incursions of the Creek Indians 
previous to the 30th of March, 1802, and provided 
the sum of $250,000 for their payment, without 


by the people of Georgia, at the hands of the 


time the depredations were committed, the aggre- 
shown a voluntary acknowledgment by the Creek 


of Georgia, for spoliations committed upon them 
by those Indians, prior to 1802, I think the charge 
of the member from Massachusetts is fully an- 
swered and overthrown, down to that period. 

I will now examine a portion of the istory of 
this subject, in which the honorable member may 
feel a deeper interest than in any portion of the 
long and uninteresting detail which I have felt it 
my duty to offer to the House, for the full and 
perfect illustration of the subject: I speak of the 
treaty concluded by commissioners of the United 
States with the Creek Indians, at the Indian 
Spring, in February, 1825, and ratified early in 
the month of March, thereafter. This treaty had 
the singular fortune to be communicated to the 
Senate by Mr. Monroc, and officially promul- 
gated after its ratification by his successor. I 
presume It Is in reference to this treaty that the 

onorable gentleman says of Georgia: “ She bade 
defiance to the authority of the Government of the 
nation; she nullified your laws; she set at naught 
your executive and judicial guardians of the còm- 


: were made in fulfillment of obligations to herself, i! 
she did not throw any obstructions in thcir way | 
“on account of the mode in which the General : 


: 


mon Constitution of the land.” Sir, I have 
shown that, in all she has done in reference to 
Indians, Georgia has kept hersclf within the pale 
of the “common Constitution of the land,” as the 
same has been understood or acted upon by a large 
majority, indeed, nearly all her sister States, with 
whom she concurred in its establishment; and the 
| factsand arguments which I have presented entire- 
ly overthrow the unsustained assertion even of an 
ex-President of the United States. But to return 
tothe treaty. By the second article of that treat y 
among other things, thercis this stipulation: “The 
‘ United States agree to pay to the nation emigra- 
‘ting from the lands therein ceded the sum of 
< $400,000; of which amount there shall be paid to 
‘the said party of the second part, [the Indians,] 
‘as soon as practicable after the ratification of this 
‘ treaty, the sum of $200,000.” And it was further 
stipulated, in the fifth article, “at the particular 
‘ request of the said parties of the second part, that 
‘the payment and disbursement of the first sum 
‘herein provided for shall be made by the present 


| 
i 
| 


| commissioners negotiating this treaty.” The 


: Necessary appropriation was made at the same 
session of Congress at which the treaty was rati- 
fied, to carry it into effect. In compliance with 
the provision of the treaty requiring the sum of 
$200,000 to be paid “as soon as practicable after 
the ratification of this treaty,” and to be paid by 
the ‘‘commissioncrs negotiating it,” that sum 

, was placed in the hands of Duncan G. Campbell 

and James Merriwether, the commissioners, to 
be paid over according to the provisions of the 
treaty. As the cession of land obtained by the 
treaty was for the use, benefit, and occupancy of 
the people of Georgia, the Governor of that State 

| issued his proclamation, on the 22d of the same 
| month, (of March,) ‘warning all persons, citi- 

: «zens of Georgia, or others, against trespassing 

, €or intruding upon the lands occupied by the In- 
‘dians within the limits of this State,” although 
the treaty surrendered all the lands claimed by the 
Creeks within the limits of Georgia. On the 18th 

_ of April, 1825, Governor Troup issued his proc- 
lamation, convening the ieegislatare to take into 

| consideration the disposal of the lands acquired 

| by the then late treaty with the Creek Indians. 

: The Legislature convened on the 23d of May 
thereafter, and within a few days passed an act 
disposing of the acquired territory by lottery, the 
mode of distribution which had been pursued for 
more than twenty years. ; 

This act did not authorize the immediate occu- 
| pancy of the lands, but provided for its survey at 
'an early period.” Was there a subsisting treaty 
‘ with the Creek Indians to all the lands then occu- 
| pied by them within the limits of Georgia? There 

was, as I have already shown, and money appro- 
priated and placed in the hands. of the commis- 


' Sioners for making payment of the first install- 


ut that sum was considerably less || 
than the aggregate of losses actually sustained | 


g ‘| the nullifier? 
gate would not fallshort of $1,000,000. If I have | 


ment stipulated by it. Who, then, nullified the 
treaty? Georgia, by her act to survey the land 


e | and draw a lottery for it, when the consummation 
Creek Indians. I have no doubt that, if all the | i | 


just claims could be paid, with interest, from the || 


of that treaty made the land the rightful property 
of her citizens? Certainly not. ho then was 
The then President of the United 
States—for it was he who arrested this treaty, this 


1 :| Supreme law of the land, on his mere motion, his 
Indians, so late as 1821, of a debt duc the citizens - n ; : 


own will and pleasure—and not the government 
_or people of Georgia. .The Constitution makes 
all treaties a portion of the supreme law of the 
| land, with which the President of the United 
States has nothing to do but to execute them. 
But, as I have said , the President of the United 
States did arrest the operation of the treaty of 
1825, by arbitrarily withdrawing from the com- 
missioners the money which had been appropri- 
ated by Congress, and placed in their hands to 
be paid over * as soon as practicable,” under the 
provisions of the treaty, It matters not what 
was the pretext for so doing; the act was done, 
and done for the purpose of arresting the oper- 
ation of a supreme law of the land. J again say, 
that in the contest which occurred between the 
government of Georgia and the Executive of the 
United States, in 1825, and what grew out of it, 
John Quincy Adams, the then President of the 
United States, was the nullifier, and that the au- 
thorities of Georgia were only struggling to sus- 
tain a “ supreme law of the land.” I know that. 
this course has its attempted justification of fraud 
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or irregularity inthe making of the treaty referred |! 
to, but I also know that a President of the United : 
States must execute the law as he finds it, allow- | 
ing to hima just exercise of his judgment whether , 
it violates the Federal Constitution. I very well 

remember the principal incidents of a public na- 

ture which occurred at the time referred to, and 

within the following years of the presidential 

term of the then Chief Magistrate. The plea of 

fraud was set up to cover his nullification, under 

which he attempts to justify his charges against 

Georgia. l will inquire into some of the inci- 

dents connected with the honest treaty concluded 

by him with a Creek delegation at this place early 

in the year 1826, and ratified on the 24th of April 

of that year. But before proceeding, permit me 

to remark that the land acquired by the treaty of 

1825 passed immediately to Georgia, and that 

she had a perfect right to adopt her own legisla- 

tion over her own property, subject only to the 

temporary occupancy secured by the treaty to the 

Indians. The treaty of 1826 was ratified on the 

24th of April, and the day after, the members of the ` 
honest delegation called on the Secretary of War 

to make arrangements to distribute the amount 

stipulated by the treaty to be paid to the chiefs, 

head-men, and warriors of the Creek nation— 

namely, the sum of $217,000. They presented a 

catalogue whereby it was proposed to divide of 

that sum, among twenty-one Creeks and three 

Chervkees, $159,700. The Secretary advised them 

not to make such distribution, but adopted no ' 
measure to prevent it. 

In the progress through Congress of the bill for 
carrying the treaty into effect, the fact was com- 
municated to a Senator that twenty-one Creeks 
and three Cherokees were known to intend to 
divide among themselves the sum I have just men- 
tioned. In consequence of such information, the 
Senate amended the bill so as to require the pay- 
ment of the $217,000 in full council of the nation, 
upon the certain calculation that the fraud here 
made known, would be there prevented. 

But, strange as it may appear, I have been in- : 
formed, and upon evidence entitled to undoubted 
credit, that this honest delegation, with which the 
then President negotiated his treaty of 1826, add- 
ing two others to their list, did actually divide, 
between twenty-three Creeks and three Chero- 
kees, the latter receiving an aggregate of $40,000, 
one hundred and sixty-seven thousand eight hun- 
dred dollars, of two hundred and seventeen thou- 
rand to be distributed between the chiefs, head- 
men, and warriors of the Creek nation. It is not 
wonderful that the sensibility which arrested a 
supreme law of the land in 1825 on suspicion of 
fraud, should have permitted a transaction sub- 
rl to his own official supervision to be stamped 

y such indelible evidence of the same in 1826? 


If farther proof be neces to establish the 
readiness or Georgia to abide by the decision of 
Congress and her co-States, it will be found in 
the memorial and remonstrance adopted by her 
Legislature in December, 1826, upon this sub- 
ect. 

3 This remonstrance was intended to set forth 
the causes which had disturbed the harmony pre- 
viously existing between the State of Georgia and ` 
the Executive of the Union, from the time the |) 
President of the United States, of his own will | 
and accord, nullified the treaty concluded at the 

Indian Spring in February, 1825. It was noth- |; 
ing more nor less than the appeal to Congress 
and the other States against the arbitrary conduct 
of the Chief Magistrate of the Union. In proof 
of the spirit from which it sprang, it is only 
necessary to make a few references to its pream- 
ble, in which it will be found that the whole sub- 
ject in controversy was submitted to Congress 
and the other States of the Confederacy. The me- 
morial distinctly states, that ‘* in the good feeling 
‘and sincerity of the States, we have the most 


‘t undoubted confidence—in the integrity of pur- |. 


‘ pose, honesty of motive, and fidelity of service 
‘of the National Legislature, we cannot feel one 
t distrustful emotion. Before that body we believe 
‘we can be respectfully heard, and to that we as 
‘firmly believe the crisis has arrived when it: 
‘becomes necessary to prefer a solemn appeal.” 
Again, after enumerating the causes of complaint 
against the Executive alone; the memorial uses 


|; it below him. 


| 
| that he has not yet forgiven 
| 
| 


this forcible language: ‘It is a matter of anxious 
Sand fearful contemplation, what must be the 
t result of this collision, if we fail to enlist the 
‘well-known justice and prudence of that part 
‘of the General Government to which we have 
‘now been compelled reluctantly to appeal.” 


‘© We cannot but trust that the authority (Con- |: 


‘gress and the States) to which we have now 


‘referred these unhappy differences, will duly , 
‘ appreciate the motive as well as the object of © 


‘this appeal. Our reliance is on the wisdom and 
‘justice of the nation.” ‘ We want nothing 
‘that does not fairly belong to the State sover- 
‘eignties. To whatever our sister States will 
‘submit,in that we must acquiesce. Ifthey would 
‘be contented with the treatment Georgia has 
‘ received, and will come out with a public decla- 
‘ration of the fact, from that moment our com- 
‘plaints are hushed. We threaten no conse- 
‘quences; it would be idle and vain to do so.” 
The memorial concludes with the following reso- 
lutions: 


* Resolred, That a separate copy of this report, with the 


documents necessary to support the facts therein detailed, 


be torwarded by his Excellency the Governor to our Sen- 
ators and Representatives in Congress, to be by them re- 
spectfully presented to each branch of Congress, with a 
request that they use their best exertions to have redressed 
the grievances of this State in the various particulars to 
which this report has reference; and for the future harmony 
of the States, to request of that body to make an explicit 
declaration of the rights that belong to the National Gov- 
ernment, and those which belong to the State of Georgia, 
(and consequently to the other States.) resulting from the 
immediate difference of opinion specially enumerated in 
the foregoing report. 

“ Resolved, That his Excellency the Governor be re- 
quested to forward also a copy of this report and documents 
to the Governor of each State in the Union, with an earnest 
and respectful request that he lay the same before the 
Legislature of his State, and they are hereby most affec- 
tionately and respectfully solicited to express to this State 
whether they are prepared to admit the foregoing principles, 
and the powers growing out of them, as belonging to the 
General Government, and whether Georgia is bound, and 
must submit to the treatment which she conceives she has most 
wrongfully sustained at the hands of the Executive De- 
PARTMENT of the General Government.” 


From the references which I have made to the 
memorial of Georgia in 1826, it is manifest that 
it breathes anything but defiance and contumacy 
towards the GoverNnMENT of the Union, unless a 
nullifying Chief Magistrate alone constituted that 
Government. In what stronger terms of confi- 
dence and affection could the Legislature of Geor- 


gia have appealed to the wisdom and justice of | 


Congress, than by ‘‘requesting that body to make 
‘an explicit declaration of the rights that belong to 
‘ the National Governmentand those which belong 
‘ to Georgia,(and consequently the other States?’’) 
Or how could she have more strongly expressed 
her readiness to abide by the decision asked, both 
from Congress and the States, than by pledging 
herself that ‘‘to whatever her sister States would 
‘submit, in that she would acquiesce; and if the 

‘ would declare that they would be contented wit 

‘ the treatment Georgia had received, from that mo- 
‘ment her complaints would be hushed;’’ distinctly 


stating that she ‘‘threatened no consequences, for `; 


it would be vain and idle to do so.”? Upon the 
examination which I have made of the allegations 
of the honorable gentleman, so far as his charges 


have reference to the collision between Georgia : 
and himself, as Chief Magistrate of the Union, I '; 


know of no other illustration of his accusations 
so appropriate within the whole range of fact or 
fable, as the quarrel fastened by the wolf upon the 
lamb for polluting the stream by drinking from 
eorgia voted against him in her 
‘electoral college in 1824, and in this House in 
: 1825, and held up his arbitrary conduct towards 


i her in the years 1825, 1826, and 1827 to the just | 


| indignation of the American people; and it seems 
hee for the one or the 
other, or he might have spared himself and this 
| House the gratuitous denunciations he has leveled 

against her. i : 


Believing that I have sufficiently shown that the 


: ernment or people of Georgia, nullified the treaty 
i made at the Indian Spring in 1825, I will next 
| proceed to show how stands the accusation of the 
| honorable gentleman respecting the conflict be- 
| tween the State of Georgia and the Si en Court 
iof the United States; and first, with respect to 
| the Indians: ` ae f 


President of the United States, and not the gov- | 


| At the January term (1831) of the Supreme 
‘| Court of the United States, the Cherokee nation, 
by their counsel, moved that court for an injune- 
"tion against the State of Georgia, to restrain and 
enjoin her from the inforcement of certain acts of 
her Legislature, upon various grounds, the most 
material of which, for the present inquiry, it is 
i believed, are embraced within certain portions 
of the statement of the case as reported in 6 
Peters, to which the attention of the House is 
invited. Among other things, the bill proceeds 
to state, “ that, in violation of these treaties, of 
i “the Constitution of the United States, and of 
‘the act of Congress of 1802, the State of Geor- 
‘gia, ata session of her Legislature, held in De- 
‘cember, 1828, passed an act, which received the 
‘assent of the Governor of that State on the 
‘twentieth day of that month and year, entitled, 
**An act to add the territory lying within this 
: State, and occupied by the Ohee Indians, to 
‘the counties of Carroll, De Kalb, Gwinnett, 
‘Hall, and Habersham, and to extend the laws 
‘of this State over the same, and for other pur- 
‘poses.’ That afterwards, to wit, in the year 
< 1829, the Legislature of the said State of Geor- 
‘ gia passed another act, which received the assent 
‘of the Governor on the 19th of December of 
‘that year, entitled, ‘ An act to add the territory 
, ‘lying within the chartered limits of Georgia, 
‘now in the occupancy of the Cherokce Indians, 
i < to the counties of Carroll, De Kalb, Gwinnett, 
‘Hall, and Habersham, and to extend the laws 
i of this State over the same, and to annul all 
‘ ‘laws and ordinances made by the Cherokee na- 
‘tion of Indians, and to provide for the compen- 
: £ sation of officers serving legal processes in said 
' ‘territory, and to regulate the testimony of In- 
‘dians, and to repeal the ninth section of the act 
‘of 1828 on this subject.’’? The bill also refers 
to the act of Congress of 1830, and to the acts of 
the Legislature of Georgia, passed in 1830, “ to 
; authorize the survey and disposition of lands 
within the limits of Georgia, in the occupancy 
: of the Cherokee Indians,” &c.; “an act to de- 
clare void all contracts hereafter made with the 
Cherokee Indians,” &c.; ‘an act to provide for 
‘the temporary disposal of the improvements and 
‘possessions purchased from certain Cherokee 
‘Indians and residents;” and sundry other acts 
passed by the Legislature of Georgia relative to 
the country occupicd by the Cherokee Indians. 
In short, it passed in review before the court all 
the acts of jurisdiction which had been exercised 
by Georgia over them up to that period. 

In delivering the opinion of the Court, Chicf 
Justice Marshall observes: ‘* The court has be- 
‘ stowed its best attention on this question, and, 
‘after mature deliberation, the majority is of the 
‘ opinion that an Indian tribe or nation within the 
‘ United States is not a foreign State in the sense 
‘of the Constitution, and cannot maintain an ac- 

. ‘tion in the courts of the United States.” * * * 
' « A serious additional objection exists to the ju- 
‘risdiction of the court. Is the matter of the bill 
| «the proper subject for inquiry and decision? It 
' © seeks to restrain a State from the forcible exer- 
|, «cise of legislative power over a neighboring peo- 
‘ple asserting their independence, their right to 
“which the State denies. On the several matters 
: ‘alleged in the bill, (for example, on the laws 
‘making it criminal to exercise the usual powers 
i ¢of self-government in their own country by the 
i € Cherokee nation,) this court cannot interpose, 
i €at least in the form in which these matters arc 
‘ presented.” In reference to the jurisdiction of 
eorgia over the possession of lands by the Cher- 
okees, Chief Justice Marshall says: ‘ The mere 


| ‘ question of right might, perhaps, be decided by 
et 


is court in a proper case with proper parties; 
‘ but the court is asked to do more than to decide 
l! < on tHe title. The bill requires us to control the , 
| legislation of Georgia, and to restrain the exer- 
i «cise of its physical force. The propriety of such 
i an interposition of the court may well be ques- 
li «tioned. It savors too much of the exercise of 
| € political power to be within the proper province 
| © of the judicial department ” In the closing par- . 
' agraph of the opinion of the court, it is observed: 
16° Tf it be true that the Cherokee nation have 


i «rights this is not the tribunal in which these , 


; | rights are to be asserted. If it be true that 
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< wrongs have been inflicted, and that still greater 
‘are to be apprehended, this is not the tribunal 
‘which can redress the past or prevent the 
‘future.’ eae , 
«c The motion for an injunction is denied.” | 
In addition to the portions of the decision just 
uoted, in which the court most emphatically . 
isclaims jurisdiction over any and all the mat- 
ters brought before it by the bill, it should be re- 
membered that it decided also, that Indian tribes 
are not foreign nations within the meaning of 
the Constitution; and, as a consequence, I assert, 
without the fear of successful denial, that no 
treaties, in the constitutional sense of that term, 
could ever have been made by them. Further, 
the court declares, ‘‘ The Indian territory is ad-. 
mitted to compose a part of the United States.” . 
Here, let me ask, by what means the United 
States ever acquired territory as an independent 
community or Government? Originally there 
was no territory of the United States, in this 


| 
H 
|! 


| * tice is not a suit, nor has it the effect of process. 
‘If the party docs not choose to appear, he can- 


:* not be brought into court, noris his failure to 
: © appear considered as a default.” I have thus || 


brought before the committee the Cherokee chan- 
cery case of 1831, and the citations in the cases 
of Tassel and Graves. 

In the first, the Supreme Court of the United 


merous allegations of the bill—allegations em- 


bracing every ground of contest between the |, 
In the latter, according ' 


Cherokees and Georgia. 
to Chief Justice Marshall himself, the citation is 


gard or disregard at his own goad pleasure. If, ʻ; 


l 


l 


States disclaimed jurisdiction over any of the nu- ' 


topic of inquiry, if time would permit. Nor does 
it seem dificult to refer the motive to the same 
cause which enlisted every available influence 
pecuniary and otherwise, in the then pending 
presidential election. But I will forbear its dis- 
cussion. 

The last act of the Legislature to which I have 
referred, the act of the 22d December, 1830, con- 
tained the following provisions: ‘‘ That all white 
< persons residing within the limits of the Cher- 
‘okee nation, on the first day of March next, or 
‘atany time thereafter, without a license or permit 


` é from his excellency the Governor, or from such 
a mere notice, which an individual party may re- : 


therefore, an individual is not bound to take no- į 


tice of a * citation,” and demean himself accord- 


part of Georgia to obey it? It is nonsense to say 
she was under any such obligation. I have thus 


traveled over the charge of defiance of the Su- ;| 


sense of the term; nor is there now any such _ preme Court by Georgia, so far as the Indians are |! 


territory, but what has been acquired by the vol- | concerned, and shown, that in the case in which 
untary relinquishment of the States, or purchase | judgment has been pronounced, it is not adverse 


from foreign nations. Therefore the claim on 
the part of the United States, of exclusive au-. 
thority over them and the territory of the United |. 
States occupied by them, gives to the United | 
States no such jurisdiction over Indians residing 
on the territory of any State of this Union. | 
Consequently, on these and other grounds, the 
Government of the United States can set up no 
such jurisdiction within the limits of Georgia. 
Further, the court distinctly intimates that the 
roper tribunal for the redress of wrongs which | 
fare been either already inflicted, or appre- | 
hended for the future, is either the legislative or. 
executive department of the Government, neither | 
of which arraigns the conduct of Georgia, nor at- 
tempts to control it in any way whatever. 

Thus it is seen, that the Supreme Court, upon 
solemn argument on all complaints on the part of 
the Cherokee Indians against the State of Georgia, 
disclaim all jurisdiction over the subject. But 
notwithstanding this disclaimer, it may, and per- 
haps will be asserted, that, although the court did, 


in that case, distinctly admit its want of jurisdic- |; 


tion, Georgia had defied its authority, in the cases 


of Tassels in 1830, and Graves in 1834, both ; 


Cherokee cases. What were the facts of these 


“it regar 


to Georgia; and, with regard to the ‘‘ citations,” 


they impose upon her no obligation, either of re- | 


spect or obedience, whatever. 

And now I am prepared to assert that the State 
of Georgia is free from all the allegations pre- 
ferred against her by the honorable gentleman, as 
ds the Indians. I have shown that, with 
respect to the Creck treaty of 1825, the President 
of the United States was the nullifier, and not the 


{ 
1 
| 


t 


\ 
| 


‘agent as his Excellency shall authorize to grant 
€ such permit or license, and who shall not have 
‘taken the oath hereinafter required, shall be 


t 1 1 dex l ' ‘guilty of a high misdemeanor, and, upon con- 
ingly, what possible obligation could exist on the : 


‘viction thereof, shall be punished by confine- 


: € ment to the penitentiary at hard labor for aterm 


‘not less than four years: Provided, That the 
‘ provisions of this section shall not be construed 
‘to extend to any authorized agent oragents of the 
‘ Government of the United States, or of this State, 
‘or to any person or persons who may rent any 
‘ of those improvements which have been aban- 
‘doned by Indians who have emigrated west of 


‘*the Mississippi: Provided, Nothing contained 


‘in this section shall be so construed as to ex- 
‘tend to white females, and to male children 


, ‘under twenty-one years of age.’? The oath pre- 


Government or the people of Georgia; and, in || 


reference to the Cherokees, that if the treaty ex- 
isted previous to 1802, which bound the United 
i States to protect, and Georgia to forbear, the ex- 
ercise of authority over them, these treaties were 


' by the compact entered into with Georgia on the 
| 24th of April, 1802, surrendering to her all claim 

to soil and jurisdiction within the limits reserved 
| to that State; and that the law passed on the 30th 


the Indians, was alike abrogated by that compact. 


‘not rightfully embrace anything at war with the 
compact of 1802, and in that sense only have they 
| been acquiesced in by Georgia. 


cases? They were tried in the supcrior courts of 
Georgia, in the same manner in which her own 
citizens are tried before the same tribunals, upon 
the charge of murder, and that the murder of men 
of their own race. Each was convicted and sen- 
tenced to death, in conformity to the criminal laws- ' 
of Georgia. What then? 
in each case, bearing the sign manual of a. judge 
of the Supreme Court, requiring the proceedings | 
to be sent up to that court for revival and correc- 
tion. The convicted murderers were sentenced . 


to be executed, in each case, at a period anterior || 


to the next succecding term of the Supreme Court; | 
but, in both instances, at days so distant as to give 
them the benefit of an application to the clemency 
of the Legislature of Geers: That clemency 
was not exercised, and they were executed in con- 
formity to their respective sentences. For this, . 
Georgia has been charged with contumacy towards 


the Supreme Court of the United States, because | 


her authorities did not suspend the ::xecution of 
murderers, in obedience to the citation of a judge . 
ofthe Supreme Court. What, then, is a citation, , 


according to the definition of Chief Justice Mar- | 


shall himself? We shall see, by referring to the | 
opinion delivered by him, in the case.of Cohens 
vs. Virginia, 

In that opinion it became necessary. for the 
Court to inquire into the nature and operation of 
a citation, of 
the State of Georgia disregarded -it in the cases 
of Tassels and Graves. Chief Justice Marshall 
asks, “And what is a citation? Itis simply no- 
‘tice to the opposite party that the record is 
‘ transferred to another court, where he may ap- 
‘ pear, or decline to appear, as his judgment or 
‘inclination may determine. As the party who 


| 


A citation was issued || 


which so. much has been heard since }} 


‘tice; and in all proper measures to be taken here, 
, for thatpurpose, the Senators and Representatives 
of Georgia will be behind no others in awarding 
to them whatever justice and equity. demand, ina 
; manner the most ample and complete. 
: have shown that, according to the 


rinciples laid 


| cery case, an Indian tribe could not makea treaty; 
but I do not now consider that.discussion neces- 
sary. 
Having disposed, at least for the present, of the 
allegations of the honorable gentleman 


Georgia, as regards: her Indian relations, | will 


misconduct towards the missionaries. And here 
I might contrast the conduct of the original minis- 
ters of the Gospel with that of the individuals on 


have been constrained to occupy so much of the 
time of the House, and, as I doubt not, but little to 
their edification, I will proceed as rapidly as I can 
to the conclusion of my subject. As will appear 
by reference to the decision of the Cherokee chan- 
cery case already referred to, it will be remem- 
bered, that the Legislature of Georgia commenced 
its legislation over the territory occupied by.the 
Cherokees in 1828, and repeated it in 1829-and in 
1830, all which acts were brought in review before, 
the. court, so far as. they related: to Indians and 
Indian lands, in the course of that decision; and. 
the prayer of the bill, that the court would enjoin. 
and restrain the jurisdiction of Georgia, was re- 
jected on the whole ground taken by the complain- 


‘ has obtained the judgment is out of court, and 
€ may therefore not know that his cause is re- 
‘ moved, common justice requires that notice: of. 
€ the fact should be given to him. But this no- 


ants. whys within one year thereafter, the same 
court should have taken upon itself to increase the 


political power it so distinctly claimed in the 


: down by the Chief Justice, in the Cherokce chan- | 


gainst | 


whose account such grave charges have been pre- | 
ferred against the State of Georgia. But, as Ii 


Cherokee case in 1831, might be an interesting | 


abrogated by the Governmentof the United States : 


J 


of March preceding, regulating intercourse with ` 


i Of the treaties, so called, which have been entered : 
into with the Cherokees since 1802, they could | 


| If the United States have wronged the Chero- ) 
a kees by their obligation to Georgia under the 
| compact of 1802, it is their duty to do them jus- 


I might ;: 


t 


now proceed to consider the remaining charge of |: 


i 


‘ cribed is in these words: ‘*I, A B,do solemnl 
‘swear [or affirm, as the case may be,} that I 
‘ will support and defend the constitution of the 
‘State of Georgia, and uprightly demean myself 
‘as a citizen thereof : so help me God.” At Sep- 
tember term of Gwinnett Superior Court, (1831,) 
Samuel A. Worcester, E. Butler, and others, were 
indicted for living in the country occupied by the 
Cherokees in contravention of the laws of Georgia 
referred to, found guilty, and sentenced to the 
enitentiary of Georgia, there to remain at hard 
abor for the term of four years. And in the 


' October following, the judgment against Wor- 


cester was taken up, by citation, to the Supreme 
Court of the United States. 

I may be once more permitted to express my 
astonishment that the same tribunal which, in the 
spring of 1831, should have confessed itself pow- 
erless to interfere with, or in any manner to re- 
strain the jurisdiction of Georgia over Indians 
in the country occupied by the Cherokees, should 
so soon, at its next annual term, find itself fully 
competent to restrain that jurisdiction over its 
own white citizens residing within the same ter- 
ritory, so as entirely to oust the State of all right 
and power whatsoever over them. The country 
was the same; and the enactments are contained in 
one of the very laws of Georgia brought in re- 
view before the court in 1831. The laws and 
treaties, so called, upon which the court relied 
in both cases, were the same, with this remark- 
able difference in favor of the former, that neither 
the commercial power claimed by the United 
States, nor any of the treaties, contain any prin- 
ciple applicable to any other description of per- 
sons but Indians, except that description of white 
persons expressly exempted’ by the act of 1830 
itself from its operations—persons exercising an 
agency, or otherwise permitted by the United 
States to reside among the Indians. 

The honorable gentleman has asserted that the 
missionaries were residing among the Cherokees 
by the permission of the Government. This Imost 
peremptorily deny, upon the well-settled legal 

rinciple that what does not appear does not exist. 

he law of Georgia under which they were- 
prosecuted excepted from its operation all such 
white men as were residing among the Cherokees 
by permission of the Government of the United 
States. Upon their trial they were entitled to the 
benefit of testimony going to establish the fact of 
such permission, and they did not produce 1t;- 
therefore I deny the existence of such permission. 
Whatever the honorable gentleman may think of 
their Christian meekness and piety, it would not 
have carried them so far as to court conviction : 
and four years’ hard labor in the penitentiary, if 
the production ofa certificate would have prevente 
it; and the production of. such. certificate woul 
have secured: that acquittal instantly. Further, if’ 
they would have taken the. oath to demean them- 

. 
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selves in an orderly manner as citizens of Geor- 
gia, the prosecution would have been instantly 
ended. The authorities of Georgia, so far from 
desiring to prosecute and punish them, were 
exceedingly anxious to avoid it; and even after 
their conviction and arrival at the penitentiary, if 
they would have acknowledged the jurisdiction of 
Georgia, or consented to leave the country where 
they resided, they would have been discharged. 
Nor were they left to make the offer themselves; 
the most earnest endeavors were made to induce 
them to accept the one or the other of these alter- 
natives; but they were then refused, when some 
months thereafter they were liberated upon one 
or the other of the conditions which I have men- 
tioned. 

The honorable gentleman has stated that these 
missionaries were oppressed by the government 
of Georgia for preaching the gospel to the Indians. 
This allegation has not the shadow of a founda- 
tion to rest upon. There is no reference what- 
ever to the object or pursuit of white men living 
among the Cherokees. All that was required of 
them was an oath to demean themselves as orderly 
citizens of Georgia. There were other citizens 
of Georgia residing in that country upon whom 
the laws of the State were operating. It might 
be curious to inquire why the Supreme Court 
did not arrogate exclusive jurisdiction over them 
also. These were citizens who, by virtue of the 
opinion of the Attorney General of the United 
States, had rented from the State of Georgia the 
improvements which had been abandoned by 
Cherokees who had been paid for them under 
the treaty concluded with them by the honorable 
gentleman in 1828, and had emigrated west of 
the Mississippi. If these citizens were subject 
to the laws of Georgia, and even the subtlety of 
the Supreme Court could not so twist them as to 
make its Indian law applicable to them, it may 
well be asked why it possessed exclusive juris- 
diction over one citizen of Georgia, and a re- 
stricted Federal jurisdiction over another? The 
court did indeed resort to what doubtless seemed 
to it to be an unanswerable argument to sustain 
its jurisdiction—that Worcester was a citizen of 
Vermont; and this in the face of the fact that by 
the eleventh amendment to the Constitution, it 
is expressly ousted of jurisdiction in suits at the 
instance of one State against another State. What 
constitutes a citizen of a particular State? Being 
a citizen of the United States, and having a perma- 
nent residence in such State. I know no other 
way in which a citizen of a State can be more 
properly defined. Worcester was a citizen of the 

nited States, and had a permanent residence in 
Georgia, and was therefore the citizen of Georgia. 
Will the court, or its advocates here or elsewhere, 
say that he was nota citizen of the United States, 
and a permanent resident within the limits of 
Georgia? The limits defined both by her own 
constitution of 1798 and the compact entered 
into with her by the United States on the 24th 
day of April, 1802. I desire an answer without 
any equivocation or mental reservation whatever, 
and pronounce the assertion of his citizenship 
in Georgia as wholly undeniable. He had no 
residence in Vermont, and could not be her citizen; 
he had a fixed, permanent residence in Georgia, 
and was, therefore, undeniably hers; and yet the 
Supreme Court, to enable it to carry out its 


usurpation toward Georgia, assume that a man `; 


living more than a thousand miles from Vermont, 
permanently settled in Georgia, was the citizen 
of the former and not of the latter State. The 


immediate motive of this assumption is obvious. | 


As the question before the court touched the ju- 


risdiction of Georgia over a portion of country | 


within her own limits, the admission that the 
individual concerned was her citizen would have 
deprived it of the pretext of deciding against her. 
Finally, as relates to the case of the missionaries, 
let it be remembered that the Legislature of 
Georgia passed the act under which they were 
convicted in December, 1830; that but a few 
months thereafter the Supreme Court admitted 
her jurisdiction over the country in question and 
ita Indian inhabitants, by disclaiming any power 
on its part to repress or restrain it; that in 1832 
the same court assumed the power of protecting 
a citizen of Georgia from the operation of her 
laws within the same territory in which it had, 
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[l but one year before, distinctly disclaimed any 
` authority to interfere with that jurisdiction; and 
I will fearlessly submit it to every impartial judg- 
ment to decide which has been the nullifier, the 
Supreme Court of the United States, or Georgia. 
Georgia had passed an act of ordinary legislation, 


and was engaged in its peaceful enforcement, | 
when a decree of the Supreme Court, pronounced | 
more than one year afterwards, upon an unwar- | 


rantable statement of facts, and upon a jurisdic- 
tion whjch it had disclaimed after the passage of 
the law of Georgia referred to, was the nullifier, 
and not Georgia. It was with the most unfeigned 
reluctance that I found it to be my duty again to 
enter into the stale and unprofitable discussion 
of the conduct of the government and people of 
Georgia towards the Indians. That duty I have 
performed to the best of my judgment and ability, 
and, as I trust, in no improper or unfriendly 
spirit towards the honorable gentleman from Mas- 
sachusetts, or any other individual whatsoever. 
With that topic Í have done, and, so far as my 
own will is concerned, take leave of it forever. 

Before I resume my seat, I hope I may be per- 
mitted to make a few observations upon the most 
extraordinary speech made by an honorable mem- 
ber from Vermont [Mr. Everett] upon a kin- 
dred subject. I mean theextravagant sympath 
expressed by him for an Indian tribe—the Semi- 
noles—now at war with his own countrymen. 
Can it be possible that, in his ardent sympathy 
for a miserable tribe of savages, who have con- 
ducted the operations of the present war, wan- 
tonly provoked by themselves, with all the cruelty 
peculiar to their race, the member from Vermont 
could so far have forgotten the manly form and 
honorable bearing of Wiley Thompson, so long 
associated with him as a Representative from 
Georgia in the service of this Hause, as not to 
have remembered that he had fallen a victim to 
the scalping-knife? or have failed to remember 
the ruthless massacre of the ill-fated Dade and 
companions? I am sure, if a stranger, who had 
never heard of the lamented fate of those gallant 
men, had listened to the speech of that gentle- 
man, he would have ascribed the most humane 
and gentle bearing to the Indians, and unmeas- 
ured and unmitigated cruelty to their adversaries. 
Certain I am, he could not have supposed that 
a Seminole had handled a rifle or scalping-knife 
against the white man for the last hundred 
years. 

The honorable gentleman may luxuriate as he 
will in his Indian sympathies, but, for my part, 
if I believed that the spirits of the departed were 
ever permitted to revisit this nether world, I 
should fear, if I entertained sentiments like his, 
that they would visit upon me more appalling 
horror than the genius of Shakspeare has thrown 
around ghe apparition of Banquo at the feast of 
his murderer. Nor do I consider the remarks of 
that gentleman relative to our present war with 
the Seminoles alone reprehensible. 

It is well known that much dissatisfaction 
‘exists on the part of a most influential individual 
: of the Cherokee tribe towards the treaty, for the 
‘| fulfillment of which we are now asked to provide. 
| While I do not charge upon the honorable mem- 

ber from Vermont any desire to encourage the 
` hostilities of the Indians, I feel very sure that the 
: whole tenor of his remarks, at the time referred 
to, would not fail to be understood by an Indian 
‘as intended to palliate, if not to defend them. 
| Nor do I consider the taunting manner in which 


,| the venerable gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. . 
Apams]} has spoken of the various acts passed _ 
|| during the present session, appropriating money || 
1 ostilities, less 

unfortunate than those of the honorable gentle- | 


for the suppression of Indian 


man from Vermont. Whatever is said in excuse 


be calculated to restrain their hostilities; and 


viduals of that race in this city, and it may have 


people, and capable, if so inclined, of spreading 
horror and destruction throughout the borders 
of more than one of the southern States. In 
defense of the plan of Indian emigration, by 
which the enlightened humanity and wise fore- 


| Spring, 
or justification of the Indians in their barbarous | e 
conduct to our fellow-citizens, certainly cannot | 


| sippi, 


there were, on the occasions referred to, indi-, t E 
arrested by his successor, in the manner 


been within hearing of their voices, entertaining i 
no feelings of kindness to the Government or) 


cast of the present Administration of this Gov- 
ernment has been so eminently distinguished, it 
may not be improper to make a very few brief 
observations. 

When that Administration came into power, 
seven years ago, it found a partial system of In- 
dian colonization west of the Mississippi in oper- 
ation; partial, not in withholding its benefits from 
any tribe which might desire to enjoy them, but 
only inasmuch as it embraced but a portion of 
the tribes then residing east of the Mississippi. 
The principal of these were a portion of the Creeks 
and Cherokees, to which have been since added 


, the Choctaws and Chickasaws, with numerous 


smaller bands, together with a treaty in 1832 con- 
templating the removal of the remaining and 
greater portion of the Creeks; and lately the treaty 
with the Cherokees, to provide for the fulfillment 
of which the present appropriation is asked at our 
hands. Within the last six or seven years, the 
policy of removing and colonizing the indians in 
the States east of the Mississippi, to the west- 
ward of that river, in a region remote from the 
habitation of the white man, has been among the 


| topics of universal and bitter discussion from one 
end of the Union to the other. Nor on any other 


subject has the course of General Jackson’s ad- 
ministration been more violently or unjustly as- 
sailed. And here I take leave to say, that so far 
from Indian hostilities having been provoked, 
either by the negligence or injustice of that ad- 
ministration, they may, with much greater justice, 
beascribed tothe political philanthropy, so loudly 
and pharisaically displayed by its political oppo- 
nents; and I will further say, that should war 
arise on the part of the Cherokees, the sin of it 
lies not at the door of this Administration, or its 
supporters. 

t may not be amiss to inquire briefly.into the 
history of Indian emigration west of the Missis- 
sippi. If I am not greatly mistaken, one of the 
motives which induced Mr. Jefferson to desire 
the annexation of Louisiana to the United States 
was the prospective removal of the eastern Indians 
to its remote and uninhabited regions. Certain 
itis that in January, 1809, when addressed by a 
Cherokee delegation on that subject, he encour- 
aged their examination of the country high up on 
Arkansas and White rivers, and promised to aid 
them in their emigration to it, if they should 
desire to remove, after having explored it. It is 
believed that a portion of the tribe did emigrate 
to that country not long afterwards. Within the 
first year of Mr. Monroe’s administration, the 
year 1819, a treaty was made with the whole 
tribe providing for the emigration of such portion 
as might wish to join their brethren west of the 
Mississippi; and if the terms of that treaty had 
not been materially changed by another entered 
into in the year 1819, there can be but little doubt 
that a much larger number would have done so. 
But it may be answered that so far the Govern- 
ment had not entered upon any general system 
upon this subject; and that, in the partial emi- 
grations which had then taken place, it rather 
followed than attempted to lead the inclination 
of the Indians. However this may have been, 
the whole aspect of the question was changed by 
the special message communicated to Congress 
by Mr. Monroe, on the 27th of January, 1825, 
in which he stated that it had long occupied the 
attention of the Government, and recommended 
a general plan of Indian emigration and coloniza- 
tion west of the Mississippi, accompanied by ean 
elaborate report of the Secretary of War on the 
subject. But a short period o Mr. Monroe’s 
term of service then remained unexpired; but he 
did not go out of office until he had communi- 
cated to the Senate the treaty of the Indian 
of February of the sanie year, Bia 

ovided, among other things, for an exchange 
Bf territory, and the removal of such of the Creek 
Indians as might desire it, beyond the Missis- 
and the operation of which treaty was 

Have 
already stated. 

In 1896 an arrangement was made by the then 
Chief Magistrate for the removal of a portion of 
the Creeks to the west of the Mississippi; and 
in 1898, a treaty with the Cherokees of the West, 
which looked to the same object. Thus it ap- 
pears that, although by theact of Congress passed 
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in May, 1830, and the treaties concluded with the | 
Choctaws in 1830, with the Creeks in 1832, the 
Seminoles in 1834, and more recently with the 
Cherokees, and, within the same period, with 
many smaller bands, the scheme of Indian emi- 
grauon and colonization west of the States and 
Territories beyond the Mississippi has been en- 
larged and systematized, its germ has a much 
earlier date, and the whole was recommeded by 
Mr. Monroe, in 1825, while the honorable gentle- 
man from Massachusetts was a distinguished 
member of his Cabinet. It might, therefore, on , 
the score of time and the authority of high names, 
be considered worse than useless to explain or 
defend it. 

As this is the last time that I propose ever to 
discuss this subject, I hope I may be permitted to 
present a few considerations, derived from ex- 
perience and the nature of things, why this sys- 
tem is best both for the whites and the Indians, 
and especially for the latter. The races are as 
separate and distinct as color, character, and 
general condition could well make them; the one 
possessing the arty and knowledge of cultivated 
life, the other the rude, unpolished nature of the 
savage. The consequence might, therefore, be | 
naturally expected, that it is impossible that they | 
should constitute oné community with anything 
like practical equality between them. Dor has 
experience in the slightest degree disappointed 
the deductions which a sound logic would have | 
derived from these considerations, 

I have been told, and amin no way disposed 
to doubt it, that for many years past the rem- 
nants of Indian tribes still lingering in most of 
the old States of this Union have been treated with 
kindness and humanity. But of what avail have : 
been all the efforts of age to elevate their character 
and improve their condition? Alas! that char- 


9 
a 


acter has continued to descend to thelowestdeptlrs || 


of degradation, and that condition to unmitigated 


misery. Thus has it always been with the In- , 


dians, when surrounded by a white population; 


and thus it must always be, until the laws of ' 


nature and society shall undergo such change.as 
can only be produced by the impress of the Deity. 
Nor can there be difficulty in explaining it. The 
poor Indian, (and in such condition he is indeed 
poor,) of inferior and degraded cast, associates 
with none of the white race, but such as are qual- 
ified to sink him into still deeper degradation. 
What, then, should be done to save the remnant 
from the moral pestilence which would inevitably 
await them, if relief and salvation shall be delayed 
until these causes shall be brought to operate 
upon them? There is no remedy but to remove 
them beyond the reach of thecontamination which 
will surely come over them, if permitted to re- 
main until they shall be surrounded by the causes 
to which I have adverted. By making the appro- 
priation asked for in the bill now under consid-. 
eration, you will not only save the Cherokees 


from the fate which has already befallen: their ; 


kindred in nearly all the old States of the Union, 
but you will place them where they will only be 


safe from the evils I have so imperfectly pour- | 


trayed, but will ensure that improvement and 
elevation of characier us Shui Cause wneir postier- 
ity to raise up and call you blessed, and at the 


same time fulfill an obligation to one of the States | 


of this Union, already deferred for more than a 
third of a century. 

_One word more, and I have done. We have 
heard much here and elsewhere of the conduct 
of Georgia towards the Indians. I shall not 
apologize, for she does not need it for any act of 
legislation of hers, either in its principles or reg- 
ular application. The Cherokees drove her to 
the alternative of surrendering forever to a hostile 
and foreign Government a portion of her own 
territory, or extending her jurisdiction over it. 
In this extremity she adopted the course sanc- 


tioned by the example of all the original States’, 


of the Union. She determined to govern her 
own territory, and the people upon it, in her own 
way. Whatever of seeming severity may be 
found in her legislation on this subject, is the 
consequence of Cherokee defiance of her lawful 
authority, sanctioned and encouraged here and 
elsewhere by those whose sympathies are a 
thousand times stronger towards the Indian and 
African race than for the white man of the 


South, especially if he be a citizen of Georgia— 


: by men who have but one short step to take to 
be found brandishing the tomahawk and scalp- 
ing-knife in the ranks of the Indian. 


WESTERN BOUNDARY OF ARKANSAS. 


REMARKS OF HON. HORACE EVERETT, 
OF VERMONT, 
In THE Hovse or REPRESENTATIVES, 


June 13, 1836, 


On the Arkansas supplemental Bill—the question being on 
extending its western boundary, or the extinguishment 
of Indian title. 


Mr. EVERETT said he desired to prevent 


any misapprehension as to the case of Missouri, 


alluded to by the gentleman from Tennessee, ' 


(Mr. Hunrsman.] If the remarks of the gentle- 
man should be published, an incorrect impression 
would be made. The case of Missouri could not 
be quoted as a precedent for the case in this bill. 
. The land proposed to be eventually annexed to 
Arkansas is now in the possession of the Chero- 
kees, under the guarantee of a treaty, assigning 
` it to them as thelr permanent home. But on the 
' jand eventually to be annexed to Missouri there 
is not a single indian who has any claim to remain 
under any treaty. : 


; interest but that of the Indians themselves, ex- 
‘cluded this territory from the Indian country; 
‘and on the ground that it would be unsafe to 
| place them on this narrow slip, where they must 

of necessity be brought into frequent collision 
| with the whites. The Missouri river is the nat- 
i! ural outlet for the produce of the western part of 
; Missouri. Tifey would pass through it, unless 
| prevented by force. No faan tribe could there 
| maintain the policy intended to be established in 
| the Indian country—an exclusion of the whites. 
When it was settled that it should not be included 
in the Indian country, the only thing that could 
be done was to annex it to Missouri. The Indian 
title was to every purpose bencficent to the 
Indian—extinguished, but yet not absolutely. 
‘The iand had been ceded by certain tribes for.the 
' use of such tribes as the President should locate 
i thereon. All the tribes ceding it had been located 
i elsewhere, except a remnant of the lowas, which 
i were about to join their tribe on a location out 
of this territory; so that all the Indian title re- 
| maining was this trust, that the land should 
i remain for the use of such Indian nations as the 
i President should locate thereon. It was now 
| settled that no Indian would be located there. In 
| 1834, when the report referred to was made, 
| there was an unratified treaty ceding a part of 
| this land to the Pottawatomies. In consequence, 
probably, of the report, that treaty was ratified 
on the condition that they should relinquish the 
land; which they did. An appropriation had 
been made the present session to extinguish the 
Indian title. He referred to the report of the 
i| Committee on Indian Affairs accompanying the 

Missouri bill, for a full explanation of the sub- 
ject. 


FORTIFICATION BILL. 


REMARKS OF HON. R. BOON, 
OF INDIANA, 
In THE House op REPRESENTATIVES, 
June 15, 1836. 


The subject then under consideration being the Fortifi- 
cation Bill— 


Mr. BOON said that he had heard from a cer- 


only faithful ‘ public sentinels” to watch the pub- 


pleased to call a wastefulexpenditure of the mone 

of the “dear people.” Sir, (said Mr. B.,) all 
| this may be well enough, and he would not dis- 
| pute this point with gentlemen who might think 


tinction. But he would say to those honorable 
gentlemen that there were {wo descriptions of 


! In 1534, the Committee on. 
Indian Affairs, without having regard to any 


tain quarter, much of self praise from gentlemen 
who claimed for themselves the honor of being the i i 


lic ‘Treasury and to guard against what they were | 


ii proper to claim for themselves this honorable dis- | 


“ public sentinels.” 


One description or charac- 
ter of ‘‘ public sentinels ’’ (said Mr. B.) are the 
advocates of high taxes being imposed upon the 
i people for the purpose of enriching the publie 
i: Treasury. The other description of ‘ public sen- 
tinels’’ are those who guard the pockets and the 
` purse of the peopie against the imposition of any 
higher or more tax than a sum sufficient only for 
a prudent and economical support of the Gov- 
ernment under which we live. Sir, (said Mr, 
B.,) I profess to belong to this latter description 
of ‘public sentinels,” having been placed upon 
the public watchtower, by a highly respectabie 
and intelligent portion of the freemen of this na- 
tion. But we are told that some fifty or sixty 
_millions of dollars over and above the wants of 
| theGovernment, have beendrawn from the pockets 
of the people, and locked up in the deposit banks, 
and that utter ruin to the country will follow, un- 
less it should be speedily taken and distributed 
among the twenty-six States that now compose 
our Federal Union. 

Now, if this vast sum of surplus revenue is 
really likely to produce the evil complained of, I 
ask to what political party, and to which descrip- 
tion of ‘public sentinels,” should the blame 

‘attach? Surely not to the friends of this Admin- 
istration, for they have been the uniform advo- 
cates of reducing the taxes of the people to a 
standard of revenue sufficient only for the legiti- 
mate purposes of the Government. Sir, this has 
been, and still is, the policy advocated by this 

i Administration and its friends; while, on the 

|: other hand, a system of high taxes has been advo- 

i; cated by those who have stood opposed to this 

; Administration, and who now claim to be the 

only faithful ‘‘ public sentinels”? to guard with 
vigilance the money which they have been mainly 
instrumental in forcing from the pockets of the 
people, by an unjust and unequal and oppressive 

“ system” of taxation. I allude, Mr. Chairman, 

to your high tariff laws and your public land laws. 

Sir, the day is not very far distant when the 

people, the working men of this country will see 
where the shoe pinches, as well as feel it, and 
will, as sure as we now live, apply the proper 

‘remedy in due season. 

Mr. B. said the people were ever ready to 
redress grievances which might be breught upon 
them by their public agents. The people, under 
the present state of affairs in our political his- 
i tory, would naturally be brought to inquire into 
the causes that have produced the evil at present. 
‘complained of, and they will readily -perceive 
that it has been produced by over-taxing the 
many for the benefit of the few, and they will 
indignantly throw off the yoke of oppression by 
discarding from their service unfaithful public 
agents. Mr. B. said the people of this country 
would not be satisfied with the plan proposed for 
distributing the surplus revenue, for many good 

' and valid reasons; one of which was, that the 

|| project, if adopted, would create an army of 
|| pensioned overseers—not pensioners for services 

ii rendered in their country’s defense in times of 

. war, but pensioners to disburse the money of the 
people, and to act as overseers over the working- 

_ men of the country, who, to obtain one dollar, 

|; or even one cent of the ‘ spoils,’? would have to 

į! earn it by the sweat of their brow, by digging 

i! for it in the mud, and in ditches and swamps. 

| Mr. B. said the effect of this new ‘¢ system?’ 

i| might be told in a very few words. The people 
are to be taxed under the operation of the tariff 

laws, and in the purchase of the public lands, 

with a view to raise a large surplus fund over and ` 

;; above the wants of the General Government, to 

|| be placed in the several State treasuries, to be 
applied to certain objects under the direction of 

i the State Legislatures; and while a portion of the 

people and the respective States may in some 
degree be benefited by the measure, there will 
| be other portions, equally entitled to the benefit 

'| of the ** spoils,” that must and will, from the very 

nature of things, go wholly unprovided for out 
of this fund, so raised by a tax levied on the 
people at large. Who cannot perceive a state of 
things that must grow out of this new and, to say 
the least, doubtful policy. Why, I again ask, 

the necessity of over taxing the people to raise a 

large surplus in the Treasury, to be scramble 
for by Congress, and to be quarreled over b¥ 
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the people’s money stay in their own pockets, to | 
be by themselves expended as they may think 
proper? The people are humbugged, and many of ` 
them are deceived in this matter. Sir, I go for 
lowering tires until the revenue shall be trimmed 
down tothe Government standard. Let the issue 
be fairly made before the people, and there can 
be no earthly doubt as to their decision. 

Sir, (said Mr. B.,) the freemen of this country 
never will consent to yield to any “ system” of 
taxation that will impose ereater burdens upon 
the tax-paying community, than what may be 
needed for the legitimate purpases of the Govern- 
ment. The people want no surplus in the Treas- 
ury above what may be necessary to meet any 
emergency that might happen in the event of a 
war with any foreign Power, or with the Indian 
tribes within our own borders. Above this, the 
pockets of the people are the safest repositories 
for their own money. Sir, Lam opposed in foto 
to the project of raising any amount whatever of 
surplus revenue for distribution among the several 
States of this Union. Sir, the principle of high 
taxes is anfi-republican, and will not be sanc- 
tioned by the people. The question should not 
be as to what shall be done with the surplus rev- 
enue, but it should be as to what shal! be done 
to relieve the people from an unjust and oppres- 
sive system of taxation by the General Govern- 
ment. 


NAVIGATION OF THE HUDSON RIVER. 


REMARKS OF HON. A. VANDERPOEL, 
OF NEW YORK, 
In rae Hovse or REPRESENTATIVES, 


June 23, 1836, 


Ona the proposition to appropriate $200,000 for continuing 
the improvement of the navigation of the Hudson river. 


Mr. VANDERPOEL said that though it was 
his misfortune to belong to the State of New 
York, (for misfortune indeed it seemed to be in 
relation to appropriations,) yet, in regard to this 
appropriation, he could safely say that he was 
entirely disinterested. Nay, he could go a step 
further, and avow that if he had any direct inter- 
est, (for the interest of his constituents was his 
interest,) it was against the passage of the item 
of appropriation now under consideration. The 
whole of his district was below those portions of 
the river which were proposed to be improved by 
the appropriation under consideration. There 
were also in his district towns whose interest 
might be said, in some measure, toclash with the 
interest of Troy and Albany, whose prosperity, 
instead of being crippled, would be enhanced by 
impassable obstructions in those parts of the 
Hudson for which the proposed appropriation 
wasdesigned. Still, he could not, with the knowl- 
edge he possessed of the justice and necessity of 
making the appropriation, refuse to give it his 
most ardent support. 

The honorable gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. : 
Hawes] has told the committee that the attempt 
to get this additional sum of $200,000 was a vio- 
lation of the understanding which was had here 
two years ago—when the original sum of $70,000 
was appropriated. For his part he (Mr. V.) had 
no recollection of any such promise or pledge. | 
Though he was silent on that occasion, he took | 
avery lively interest in everything that transpired : 
relative to that appropriation; and had any such ' 
promise or pledge been given, he woul 


probably have remembered it. He flattered him- || plated by the proposition now under considera- | 


self that he could show most satisfactorily that | 
his friend from Kentucky was entirely mistaken | 
in the idea that there ever was an understanding , 
or promise that the sum of $70,000 was all that | 


would ever be required or asked for, This sup- i 
osition was entirely inconsistent with the record. `| 


he very phraseology of the act of 1824 virtually | 
and most effectually contradicted it. That act 
provides that the sum of $70,000 be appropriated | 
** towards’? the improvement of the Hudson river, ` 
“according to the plan reported by the War Depart- 
ment in 1632.’? Now, unless the honorable gen- | 
tleman could show that the estimate of this plan, | 
to which the act referred, did not exceed the sum | 
of $70,000, then he could not surely succeed in 


the several State Legislatures? Sir, why not let | showing th 


| poetry. 


. this appropriation is asked? No, sir. 


most |; directly interested in the improvement contem- : 


j 
i 


| 
| 


i 


of 1834, intended to limit the expenditure for this | 
object to the sum then appropriated. The plan ` 
of the War Department, to which the act refers, | 
was, to all intents and purposes, part of the act. 
It adopts the plan, and commits the Government 
to such expenditures as shall be necessary to 
carry it into execution. Gentlemen need only 
refer to the documents of 1832 to be convinced 
that the plan referred to in the act of 1834 was 
not satisfied by the appropriation of that year; 
and it therefore irresistibly resulted that his hon- 
orable friend, in the supposition that we were 
violating any pledge in asking for this appropri- 
ation, wss entirely mistaken. 
Another objection had been urged to this ap- 
propriation by the gentleman from Maine, [Mr. 
ivans.] He says that it does not come from the 
right committee; that, so far as it regards any 
portion of the river except the “ overslaugh,”? it 
was a new work, and therefore the Committee on 
Commerce, and not the Committee of Ways and 
Means, ought to have taken cognizance of the 
subject. In this point he (Mr. V.) was very con- 


fident that his honorable friend from Maine was i 


also entirely mistaken. Let him look at the plan 
of 1832, to which the act of 1834 refers, and upon 
which it is founded, and he will find that it con- 
tains detailed estimates of the expense of clearing 
out not only the overslaugh, but also the obstruc- 
tions between Albany and Troy. 


He fancied that his friend from Maine adhered , 


now with so much tenacity to the “ overslaugh”’ 
on account of some reminiscences and associa- 
tions of a political character. 
that party to which the honorable gentleman be- 


longed had secured to it a most extended and im- . 


mortal fame. They had chanted its horrors and 
the sin of a distinguished Senator, who had voted 
against an appropriation to clear it out because 
it was in bad company, both in prose and in 
They had honored it with a cognomen 
of which it might well be proud. ‘*Marcy’s farm” 
and Marcy’s “ piexpassipene’ formed h politi- 
cal stock by means of which that party to which 
it was the pride of his friend to belong hoped to 
revolutionize the Empire State. They were talis- 
manic words by which alone thousands were to 


be lured to the standard of bank Whiggery; and ` 
it was not, therefore, surprising that they should , 


have made so indelible an impression upon the 


mind of the honorable gentleman from Maine as | 


to have induced the oblivion of every other lo- 
cality in or about the Hudson. He would tell his 
honorable friend that there were most assuredly 
other obstructions in the river besides the farm 
of Governor Marcy; obstructions, too, which this 
Government, by the act of 1834, stands pledged to 
remove. 

The gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. Hawes] 
cannot see why this river should receive the care 
and munificence of this Government in preference 
to hundreds of other streams that he could men- 
tion. Let the gentleman return home by the way 
of Albany, the Erie canal, and the lakes, and then 
he will be prepared to answer this question with- 
out further aid. Is it for New York alone that 
It is for 
that immense and rapidly growing West, whose 
abundant productions flow down the Hudson to 
your greatcommercial emporium. If it be possi- 
ble for the mind to conceive a work which is 
national in contradistinction to one that is local, 
this is emphatically that work, Ohio, Michigan, | 
Wisconsin, Illinois, Indiana, Kentucky, are all | 


tion. . The North river is the great thoroughfare 

for the western world; and tell me not that this | 
work is to be assimilated to a plan of improving | 
some little stream or rivulet, by means of which | 
an extent of country of only forty, fifty, or even | 
a hundred miles is to be benefited. The incon- 
veniences to which the constituents of many west- | 
ern gentlemen are exposed, by means of the ob- 

structions in the Hudson below Albany, are well 
worthy of their serious consideration. There 
are many gentlemen here who have beheld no 
less than twenty or hit y periaps forty vessels, 
lying at one time on the overslaugh. A mer- 
chant from Ohio or Chicago purchases his goods | 
in New York, and makes his calculation to ex-: 


at Congress, when it passed the act | 


The members of | 


pose them for sale in his store in a given number 
|| of days after he ships them at the place of pur- 
chase. The vessel containing them is grounded in 
the Hudson, and detained there until an extraor- 
dinary tide floats her again; and by this means 
all the sanguine hopes of your western merchants 
are frequently frustrated—all their confident cal- 
‘culations are constantly baffled. Are these not 
evils that will merit the attention of the repre- 
sentatives of this great nation? 
_ Nor, sir, is the West alone interested in the 
improvement of this great arm of the sea. The 
East, and most particularly the constituents 
of the honorable gentleman from Maine, [Mr. 
Evans,] have a deep interest in the matter. The 
North river is literally whitened, at particular 
seasons of the year, with the sails of eastern ves- 
sels, who carry on with Albany and Troy a most 
profitable trade and barter. They exchange the 
treasures which their enterprise draws from the 
deep for the corn and breadstuff that descend the 
great canals of New York. <‘ Easternmen,’’ as 
they are termed in nautical parlance, are every- 
day objects on the bosom of the Hudson; and 
let me tell my friend from Maine that, with all 
i the “cuteness” of the Yankee nation, they can- 
not escape the bars and shoals of the overslaugh. 
They are pretty sure to get aground; and should 
some of them hereafter be doomed to the annoy- 
ance and vexation of a week’s detention there, 
they will not be apt to recur with much compla- 
cency to those scruples which deterred the rep- 
resentatives of the people from contributing 
enough of our overflowing Treasury to remove 
this annoying impediment in one of the great 
arteries of the nation. 

Mr. V. said that no gentleman could fairly pre- 
tend that this was not a national work. The com- 
merce of this river is second in magnitude and 
importance only to the Mississippi. No other 
river in the Confederacy could come near com- 
peting with it. It is.an arm of the sea, and at 
the very point where obstructions are proposed 
to be removed the tide ebbs and flows. This 
Government has extended its custom-house laws 
and regulations over it, and established ports of 
delivery both at Albany and Troy. Every vessel 
that navigates it~every vessel at least that has 
capacity enough to be grounded on the bars which 
are proposed to be removed—sails under your 
license, and pays your exactions for this privi- 
lege. Will you, then, exercise jurisdiction over 
it; will you draw revenue from those who float 
i: upon its waters, and yet do nothing towards im- 

proving it? Give us the license money, the cus- 

tom-house fees, which all the vessels that have 
been detained by these obstructions have paid 
you, and, my word for it, we would have enough 
i to remove all impediments and difficulties. He 
would put it to honorable gentlemen, no matter 
' how far their constitutional objections to inter- 
nal improvements extended, was not this river 
ı worthy of the care, the aid, and the patronage of 
this Government?—a river up which nearly, or 
‘quite, one fourth of the imports of this country 
|, ascends to the points of their consumption; and 
_down which at least one fourth of the surplus 
agricultural productions of the nation flows. 
i Does not this gigantic and all-important arm of 
| the sea, from which you directly and indirectly 
‘derive such formidable revenues—over whose 
| navigation you exercise control—does not such a 
_ river urge an irresistible claim to your care, your 
"patronage, and even munificence? He had no 
| doubt that the vote about to be given would show, 
that while a majority of this House appreciated 
its importance, they would yield to its most just 
and reasonable claims. 


| DISTRICT BANK CHARTERS. 


SPEECH OF HON. T. H. BENTON, 
OF MISSOURI, 


In THE SENATE, June 7, 1836. 
The bill to recharter certain Banks in the District of 
Columbia being under consideration, 
Mr. BENTON rose to oppose the passage of 
the bill, notwithstanding it was at the third. 
: reading, and that it was not usual to continue 


484 


JATH Conc... Ist Sess. 


which seemed to be useless, at that | 
Tate stage. But there were occasions when he | 
never took such things into calculation, and when 
he continued to resist pernicious measures, regard- | 
less of common usages, as long as the forms of 
parliamentary proceeding would allow him to go 
on. Thus he had acted at the passing of the 
United States Bank charter in 1832; thus he did 
at the passing of the resolution against President 
Jackson in 1834; and thus he did at the passing 
of the famous land bill at the present session. He 
had continued to speak against all these measures 
long after speaking seemed to be of any avail; 
and far from regretting, he had reason to rejoice 
at the course that he had pursued. The event 
proved him to be right; for all these measures, 
though floated through this Chamber upon the 
swelling wave of a resistless and impatient ma- 
jority, had quickly run their breef career. Their 
ay of triumph had been short. The bank char- 
ter perished at the first general election; the con- 
demnatory resolution was received by the conti- 
nent in a tempest of execration; and the land bill, ) 
that lest hope of expiring party, has dropped an 
abortion from the Senate. It is dead even here, 
in this Chamber, where it originated—where it . 
was once so omnipotent that, to speak against it 
was deemed by some to be an idle consumption 
of time, and by others to be an unparliamentary 
demonstration against the ascertained will of the 
House. Yet that land bill is finished. That brief , 
candle is out. The Senate has revoked that bill; ' 
has retracted—recanted—and sung its palinode 
over that unfortunate conception. It has sent 
out a committee—an extraordinary committee of: 
nine—to devise some other scheme for dividing 
that same money which the land bill divides! :: 
and in doing so, the Senate has authentically ; 
declared a change of opinion, and a revocation of 
its sentiments in favor of that bill. Thus it has 
happened, in recent and signal cases, that, by | 
continuing the contest after the battle seemed to 
be lost, the battle was in fact gained; and so it | 
may be again. These charters may yet be de- ' 
feated, and whether they will be or not, is nothing 
to me. I believe them to be wrong—greatly, 
immeasurably wrong! and shall continue to 
oppose them without regard to calculations or 
consequences, until the rules of parliamentary | 
proceeding shal} put an end to the contest. ' 
- Mr. B. said he had moved for a select commit- 
tee at the commencement of the session to ex- 
amine into the condition of these banks, and he 
had done so with no other object than to endeavor 
to provide some checks and guards for the security 
of the country against the abuses and excesses 
of the paper system. The select committee had 
not been raised. The standing committee on the 
District of Colúmbia had been charged with the 
subject; and seeing that they had made a report 
adverse to his opinions, and brought in a bill 
which he could not sanction, it would be his part 
to act upon the meager materials which had been 
placed before the Senate, and to endeavor to ac- 
complish, as a member of the body, what could 
have been attempted, with better prospects of 
success, as a member of a committee which had 
had the management of the subject. : 

The committee have reported for six banks in 
one bill, all of them existing institutions, and | 
some of them having twice had charters before. 
In fact, there are seven banks to be rechartered, | 
but reduced to six by the consolidation of two 
intoone. The leading provisions of the bill are, 
1. Capital, amounting to $2,250,000; 2. Duration, 
till the year 1850; 3. Nature of capital—spccie, 
funds equivalent to specie, and property equiva- 
lent to specie, the proportions of each not fixed; 
4. Circulation, equal to the capital; 5.. A future | 


opposition, 


provision against small notes;.6. The charters 
subject to amendment by Congress; and 7. No | 
bonus, or any reduction of interest, or taxation 
on capital, or circulation in lieu of it. These are 
the leading provisions; and against banks so con- | 
stituted, and so rechartered, Mr. B. said he felt | 
numerous and insuperable objections, which he | 
would proceed to state to the Senate with the | 
brevity and precision, if not with the perspicuity | 
and force, which the occasion required. And he | 
would premise, that he considered the legislation ' 
of Congress on this subject as not confined to the | 
District of Columbia, but calculated to affect, by | 
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its example, the banking system, for good or for | be without the means of getting any unless they 
|! take these defective ones! Banks which stop in 


evil, throughout the whole Union. 


Mr. B. objected to the bill because, in the first |. 
place, it contained a batch, or litter of banks, no |: 
‘less than seven, all pigging together, if he might ` 


use the expression of Edmund Burke, in one 
truckle bed. He was opposed to combining banks 


in their births; they combined with sufficient . 


rapidity of themselves, after they were born. 
Every bank inits creation should rest upon its 
own merits, and not upon association. When 
several were put together, the friends of each 
naturally stood together, and might make up a 
majority for the whole out of minorities for each. 
In this case, four Senators for each bank will re- 
charter the whole. There might be no combina- 


tions in this case; there might be no covenants 


for mutual support; there might be no alliances; 
but the principle was objectionable, and an exam- 


ple so pernicious ought not to be set by Congress. ` 


. A union of interests is unsafe in all legislation. It 


is avoided everywhere.s We avoid it in all our 
laws; in bills for the relief of individuals; in bills 
for pensioners and for local objects. Above all, 


"it should be avoided in the creation, and still more 


in the continuation, of banks. They are moneyed 
powers, seeking privileges at the expense of the 


: community. They are corporations, inthe hands 
y ’ 


of managers, and can readily unite their means, 
and combine their strength, to perpetuate their 
existences. It is not a case in which the rods 
should be tied together—in which the sticks should 
be made into a bundle—that the union ofall might 
give strength to cach, which, separately, it does 
not possess. Each bank should stand alone in 
the acquisition of its charter. Surely they can 
be passed fast enough, one at a time, and a few 
‘atasession. It isnot acase in which it is advis- 
able to promote double births and even litters 
far better for the Senate to imitate, in the crea- 
tion of these corporations, the slow and parsi- 
| monious gestation of theclephant, than to emulate 
i the rapid and prolific fecundity of the rabbit. 
| Evenin New York, thatState so much reproached 


. 


for the multiplication of banks, they still produce 


; them at single births. 

i Mr. B. objected, in the next place, to these 

_ charters, because they were renewals; they were 
all rencwals, and some of them for a third time. 


i 


this way prove that the fault is in themselves; 
that the cause of failure is not general, but par- 
ticular; is not in the country, but in themselves, 
There is a presumption against them, and they 
should be set aside; there is a flaw in them, and 
they should be examined by themselves; there 
is a leprous spot upon them, and they should 
be separated from the rest. This single cause, 
then, without reference to good or bad intentions, 
without reference to necessity or willfulness in 
the failure, should be sufficient to prevent the 
renewal of the charters to these three banks, 
and, by consequence, to prevent the renewal of 
all that are in the same bill with them. A lesson 
of public justice should be taught, that a few 
banks which have failed when others did not, 
are no longer entitled to public favor; that they 
are no longer upon a footing with other banks, 
and must not only go down themselves, but carry 
down those which embark in the same vesse} 
with them. Not only justice upon the past, but 
security for the future, requires this discrimina- 
tion. A bank should see that to fail when others 


| generally do not, is to die; and the fear of this 
would stimulate it to the greatest exertions to 
| avoid a stoppage. 


, This was adding perpetuity to monopoly. It was | 


' perpetuating a privilege. It was bad enough to 


grant exclusive privileges in the first instance; it 


į was perpetuating privileges in the hands of a few; , 


l in the hands of a little family circle, only a little 
| knot, or nest of men, who, having got possession 


- of a bank, concentrate all its power and all its 


benefits in the hands of some half dozen or dozen 
| individuals, to the exclusion and prejudice of the 
' existing community, and of the whole rising 
generation. He was against renewals of charters. 
| it was not only wrong to perpetuate them, but 
right to wind them up, and sce whether they 


ascertain their condition but to wind them up. 
The exhibition of their books and papers was 
nothing. The worst banks often make the best 
exhibitions, 
institutions, they ought to be diffused; they ought 
to change hands; they should be subjected to the 
lawofrotation. Ifbad, they oughtto berestrained 
and checked. 


called this oven-full of banks, was, that part of 
the batch was spoiled; three of them were broken; 
three of them had stopped payment—had stopped 
during the panic of 1834—and when there was 


proved by the fact that out of seven hundred and 
fifty banks in the United States, none but these 
three, and one more in Baltimore, closed their 
doors. The three to which this objection applied 
were, the Farmers and Mechanics’ Bank of 
Georgetown, the Bank of Washington, and the 
Patriotic Bank of Washington. Ww 

slightest reference to the question whether these 


tions, Mr. B. held it to be sufficient that, in point 
of fact, they did stop when no others, but one, 
in the country stopped—a defect of some sort 
was thereby established to be in them; and surely 
the country was not so bad off for banks as to 


A third objection taken by Mr. B. to what he | 


no necessity for a good bank to stop, as was | 


ra 


This should be the fate of banks stopping pay- 


, ment when others do not, without regard to the 


cause of the stoppage; but in the case of the three 


_ banks referred to, there are special reasons for 


placing them under the ban of legislation. They 
stopped at a time, and under circumstances, to 
forfeit the confidence of the country, and cer- 
tainly to lose all title to the favor of the Democ- 
racy of the Union. Materials would be forth- 
coming—and here Mr. B. alluded to the labors 
of the select committee of the House of Repre- 
sentatives on the banks of the District— materials 


; would be forthcoming, he undertook to say, be- 
' fore these charters had made their way through 


all the forms of legislation, which would enable 
gentlemen to speak with precision, and to form 
opinions from authentic data in hand, The ex- 
treme meagerness of the report of the Senate’s 
committee was a dcficiency to be regretted; but 
the select committee of the House might supply 
what was wanting, and the inference was strong 
in favor of the fullness of their report from what 


_ is well understood, namely, that that committee 


j were able to wind np. There was no way to, 


Finally, if banks were beneficial `: 


ithout the || 


stoppages were the result of good or bad inten- l: Mr. B. arrived at what he conceived to be the 


_ has arrived at conclusions directly the reverse of 
: was far worse to renew and perpetuate them. It | 


those which have been presented by the Senate’s 
committee. He would limit himself, then, to 
saying that these banks stopped payment during 
the panic session of Congress in 1834, and re- 
sumed payment shortly after the Congress ad- 
journed; that there were reasons for believing, 
and of this he had shown some evidence when 


| he spoke some days before, that they stopped 
i voluntarily, and in conformity with the predic- 


tions daily made in the two Houses of Congress, 
and resumed again voluntarily when they found 
that other banks would not obey the predictions, 
and after the laboring part of the community had 
been fleeced of the notes which they held, and 
some uninitiated stockholders had aes fleeced 
of their stock. He presumed there would be 
materials for forming a judgment upon all these 
points before the two Houses of Congress were 
done with the subject; and that the delinquent 
institutions could not be saved by the expedient 
of putting them into the same bill with the de- 
posit bank of the District. He, for one, could 


| not be coerced by that conjunction. The Admin- 


istration can do better without a deposit bank 
than with it in this District. The treasurer can 
be treasurer here, and can keep gold and pay it 
out, and give checks on any part of the United 
States to those who did not choose to receive 
their money here. At the most, it would only 
want a bank of discount and deposit, not of cir- 
culation. 

Pursuing his objections, and dealing more than 
he would wish in general statements, for want of 
fullness and precision in the committee’s report, 


actual condition of these banks—the whole seven 
taken together, as they came together, and had 
evinced a determination to live and die together. 
Taken in the lump, and he presumed it might be 
said that, since they were all rechartered in 1821, 
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they had gone sadly and rapidly down the road 
to ruin; that they had wasted and sunk about 
one half their capital, and had locked up in per- 


manent loans to friends, in real estate, in stocks, | 
in mortgages, in debts sued for, and in accommo- | 


dations to non-residents, nearly the whole amount 
of the remaining half; sa that a mere modicum, 
a fragment of the half of the capital now sup- 
posed to be remaining, would alone remain dis- 
posable and available as active capital for the use 
of the community. To charter banks for two 
millions and a quarter, thus reduced and cramped, 
thus fettered and clorged, thus preoccupied and 
preéngaged, thus whittled away to nothing, was, 
not to create public institutions, but merely to 

rpetuate old monopolies and inveterate abuses 
an the hands of half'a dozen knots and clusters of 
individuals. 

Mr. B. objected to the material of which the 
capital of these banks might consist. In five of 
them it was to be composed of specie, and funds 
equiralent to specie; and in the new one proposed 
to be constituted out of the two old ones, the 
capital was to consist of specie, and of specie 
Junds, and of property equivalent to specie; the 

roportion of either not fixed. He repudiated all 
idea of this composition of capital, even if the 
prorortipas of specie, paper, and property had 

en fixed. But it was not; and the terms of the 
charter might be satisfied by putting up a five 
cent piece in silver, and the rest in stocks, or 
stock notes, or notes of other banks, or bills of 
exchange, real or fictitious, or in any kind of 
real or personal estate which the laws of the 
District recognized to be property. Certainly 
Siaves were the best property in the District; 
they were most easily exchanged for money; and 
as the report of the committee Reliiawiedeed 
the necessity of giving solid foundations to their 
jitter of banks, and. limited the property part 
of the capital to that kind of property which 
was *‘ altogether” equivalent to specie, the infer- 


ence might be drawn that slaves were intended. | 
He would not, however, draw that inference. || 


Ju was sufficient that the charter allowed Pror- 
erry and PaPeR to constitute a part of a capital; 
this was a fatal concession in his view, and he 
would have no act nor part in the creation of 
institutions so to be constituted. 

Mr. B. objected to the amount of capital to be 
granted to these banks, upon the ground that the 
District of Columbia was unable to raise two 
millions and a quarter of dollars to sustain them. 
This (he said) was confessed in the bill; for it was 
evidentiy on the known inability of the District 
to raise the amount in gold and silver, that paper 
and property were to be received as capital. But 
4t needed not the confession of the bill to establish 
the fact. Our own tables were loaded, our own 
ears were filled, our recent legistation was preg- 
nant with the proof. What have we been peti- 
tioned to do for the last twelve years? First, to 
allow tbe District to borrow money in Europe! 
What next? Why, to pay the interest on that 
loan! And what next? Why, to pay the prin- 
cipal also! And we have done it! 
principal and interest on the loan which we author- 


ized, and that under the loud and incessant cry | 


of insolvency! under the reiterated, solemn, and 
persevering deolaration that they could pay neither 
yrincipal nor interest, and must be sold to the 
Duich if Congress did not assume their debt! 
Under these moving appeals Congress has inter- 
posed, and beeomes paymaster for the Holland 
debt, both priacipal and interest, and scarcely is 
this done, befere these same cities want charters 
for banke—for two millions and a quarter of banka 
—and authority to iesue currency, and to infest 
the land with two millions and a quarter of bank 
notes, 

Mr. B. toek a higher ground of objection to the 
amount of the proposed capital of these banks; 
and that was, that the District could not use it if 
it had it. They could lend it, he would admit; 


but he denied that the borrowers could use it. | 
They could not use or employ $2,250,000 of : 
foana and currency, and that of itself, without | 
looking to the supply of eurreney which they | 


daily receive from the Government expenditures, 
and from the influx of visitors. This was not 
matter of assertion and guess, but of calculation 
and science. The amount of currency employable 


| not of legislation. 
| of trade, and not by the laws of legislative bodies. 
It depended upon principles, and not upon arbi- ` 


Paid both | 


in any community was a matter of business, and | tions to redeem their notes and pay their debts. 


trary regulations; and it was in vain to give a 
community more currency than could beemployed 
in their current business. The excess would go 
off; and if it was a mixed currency, the gold 
would go first, the silver next—bank notes only 
would remain. This was the immutable law of 
currency; and there were ascertained principles 
in the science of political economy, which would 
enable any informed man to arrive at practical 
results, and to say, with sufficient precision, what 
amount of currency any community could use, 
and ought to possess. There are data by which 
to calculate this amount. One of these data is 
found in the total amount of the annual payments 
of the community; for it is known that the tenth 
part of the amount of the annual payments is 
sufficient for the amount of currency. Another 
of these data is found in the amount of popula- 
tion, and the extent and activity of their business; 
fourteen and fifteen dollars per head being found 
sufficientin England and in France,and four dollars 
per head being sufficient in Russia. Try the Dis- 
trict of Columbia by either of these criterions, and 
the improvidence of these charters for $2,250,000 
of currency will strike every imagination. First, 


itgannual payments. They cannot amount to ten | 


times the amount of these charters! much less to 
ten times that amount, with the amount put into 
circulation here by the Government, and by vis- 
itors into the bargain! Next, try it by the popula- 
tion. The census of the District gives forty thou- 
sand souls, slaves inclusive. This, upon the basis 
of the French and English supply, would require 
about six hundred thousand dollars; but the Dis- 
trict of Columbia had not the commerce, manu- 
factures, and agriculture of France and England, 


_and could not employ as much currency. Four 
o 


hundred thousand dollars would imply annual 
payments tothe amount of four millions; and 
that by the population of the District is certainly 


‘ beyond the amount of the payments made in 
' these ten miles square exclusively of the Govern- 
i Ment, and those who receive their supply of 
| money from the Government. Be this as it may, 


assume it at what you please, and there is no 
need for banks of circuLation here. The Gov- 


ernment pays out above a million annually, and ' 


is now paying that in gold and silver; visitors 
are supposed to pay out near half a million more; 
so that here is nearly three times as much cur- 


rency annually furnished to the District as it can ` 


use or employ; and hence results that there is 
not the slightest pretext for an increase from do- 
mestic banks. The District needs no banks of 
crcuLaTion! Banks of discount and deposit, to 
make loans, keep money, transfer credits, and 
deal in exchanges, with a law to exclude from 
the District bank notes of less than twenty dol- 
lars issued elsewhere, are wanted; but no banks 
to issue paper money are wanted. The District 
needs ne such banks; and as for the Federal 
Government, it needsnone here of any kind. The 
Treasurer ought to keep and pay out the public 
money here. PUBLIC MONEY, AT THIS PLACE, 


. SHOULD NOT BE A FUND FOR MAKING LOANS. 


Mr. B. said he had wished to have been ona 
select committee for the charter of these banks; 
he wished to have revived the idea of a bank 


' without circulation, and to have disconnected the 


Government from the banking of the District. 
He had failed in his attempt to raise such a com- 


mittee, and, as an individual member of the Sen- | 
fate, he could now do no more than mention in | 
debate the ideas which he would have wished to | 
have ripened into legislation through the instru- : 


mentality of a committee. 
Mr. B. said he had demonstrated that no bank 


of cireulation ought to be authorized in this Dis- ; 


trict, and he would add that none to furnish cur- 


rency, except of large notes, ought to be author- ' 
ized anywhere; yet what are we doing? We are : 


breeding six little corporations at a birth to issue 
g P 

$2,250,000 of paper currency; and on what terms? 
No bonus; no tax on the capital; none on the 


circulation; no reduction: of interest in lieu of | 


bonus or tax; no specie but what the stockhold- 
ers please to put in; and no liability on the part 


of the stockholders for a failure of these corpora- 


It was governed by the laws || This is what we are doing; and now let us see 
| what burdens and taxes these six corporations 


will impose upon the business part of the com- 
' munity—the productiveclasses among which they 

are to be perpetuated. First, there is the sup- 
port of these six corporation guvernments; for 
every bank must have a government, like a State 
or kingdom; and the persons who administer these 
corporation governments must be paid, and paid 
by the people, and that, according to rates fixed 
by themselves, and not by the people. Each of 
these six banks must have its president, cashier, 
clerks, and messengers; its notary public to pro- 
test notes, and its attorney to bring suits. The 
aggregate salaries, fees, and perquisites of all these 
officers of the six banks, will be the first tax on 
the people. Next comes the profits to the stock- 
holders. The net profits of banks are usually 
éight to ten per cent. at present, the gross profits 
are several per cent. more; and the gross profits 
ure what the people pay. Assuming the gross 
profits to be twelve per cent. and the annual levy 
upon the community will be about $270,000. The 
third loss to the community will be on the fluctu- 
ations of prices of labor and property, and the 
rise and fall of stocks, from the expansions and 
contractions of currency, produced by making 
money plenty or scarce, as it suits the Interest of 
the bank managers. This item cannot be calcu- 
lated, and depends entirely upon the moderation 
and consciences of the Neptunes who preside 
over the flux and reflux of the paper ocean, and 
to whom all tides, whether of ebb or flow, and 
all conditions of the sea, whether of calm or storm, 
are equally welcome, equally auspicious, and 
equally productive. Then come three other heads 
of loss to the community and profit to the bank; 
loss of notes, from wear and tear, counterfeits 
imposed upon the people for good notes, and good 
notes rejected by the banks for counterfeits; and 
then the loss to the holders from the stoppage 
and failure of banks, and the shaving in of notes 
and stocks. Such are the burdens and taxes to 


ı be imposed upon the people to give them a paper 
: currency, when, if the paper currency was kept 


‚away, and only large notes used as in France, 
they would have a gold and silver currency with- 
, out paying a tax to anybody for it, and without 
| being subject to any of the frightful evils result- 
ing from the paper system. 
| On this point Mr. B. wished to have the benefit 
| of authority superadded to the weight of reason; 
i he wished to have the voice of others added to 
_ his own; and for that purpose he would have 
| recourse to the pages of our early history, and 
quote the opinions of those who made head 
against the paper system at its first introduction 
‘into our country, and whose predictions then 
have long since been converted into history. He 
spoke of the wise men who opposed the establish- 
ment of the Bank of the United States in 1791, and 
would use the summary of their argument on this 
head, as he found it collected and embodied in the 
Life of Washington, by the late Chief Justice 
Marshall. He read from vol. 4, page 346: 

‘The banishment of coin. would be completed by ten 
millions of paper money in the form of bank bills, which 
were then issuing into circulation. Nor would this be the 
only mischief resulting from the institution of the bank. 
The ten or twelve per cent. annual profit, paid to the 


` Jenders of this paper medium, would be taken out of the 


pockets of the people, who wonld have had, without 
interest, the coin it was banishing.” 

Mr. B. wished that this brief paragraph could 
reach the eyes and the ears of every citizen of 
the United States. He wished it was printed in 
letters of gold, and framed, and hung up in every 
citizen’s house. More than that; he wished it 
was planted in the heart, and engraven on the 
memory of every voter, and of every law-maker 
in the Guion: The single view that is here pre- 
sented, independent of all other evils of a paper 
currency; the single view of paper money ex- ' 
pelling hard money, and then costing the people 
ten or twelve perannum, while hard money would 
have cost them nothing, would certainly open the 


| eyes of all disinterested persons, and induce them 


; to unite with one voice to limit and restrict a 
i currency unknown to the Constitution, injurious 


| in so many ways, and crowning its evils by ban- 
ishing specie and taxing the community to sup- 


port itself. 
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Mr. B. said that he was thoroughly opposed to 
the banking system, especially as carried on in 
the United States, where every bank was an issuer 
of paper currency; but the evil had become too 
large, banks of circulation were too firmly fixed 
upon the people, ‘‘ they were too securely seated 
in the saddle, booted and spurred,” to be success- 
fully met at present by direct opposition. Pal- 
liatives, ameliorations, restrictions, limitations, 
safeguards, something to lighten the burden and 
to lessen the danger to the people, and to check 
the onward march of the paper power, was all 
that could now be attempted; and in that view he 
had offered some amendments to the bill when 
it was first under consideration, and would state 
them again, and offer some reasons in their favor, 
in the hones that they might yet find favor before 
the bill was finally disposed of. Mr. B. then 
read his proposed amendments, modified in the 
two particulars suggested by the Senator from 
New York, [Mr. Waicur,] and contained in his 
motion to recommit the bill, with instructions: 


ed 


To report a bill to wind up the affairs of all the banks ' 
now existing in the District of Columbia, and to allow them 
to use their corporate name and faculties for two years for | 
that purpose ; : f i] 

To report separate bilis for the incorporation of li 
new banks, with small capitals, adapted to the capacity of li 
the District to sustain specie banks, and strictly limited to || 
the business of the place; the said corporations to contain, |! 
among other provisions, the following principles : E 

1. The capital to consist of gold and silver, one half of | 
each; stock, stock-notes, notes of other banks, and every- | 
thing but gold and silver to be excluded from the capital. 

2. The banks to pay no bonus, but the stock to be subject 
to taxation, like any other property in the District. The 
notes issued by the banks to be subject to taxation. 

3. Every stockholder to be liable to the creditors of the 
bank for the debts of the institution, to the amount of his 
stock, in the event of the faiture of the bank to pay gold <| 
and silver; with summary process for the recovery ; and all |; 
alienations of stock to avoid this liability to be void. 

4, The banks to issue no notes of less denomination than 
twenty dollars; and all notes of less denomination than 
twenty dollars, issued by other banks, to be prohibited from 
circulation within the District. 

5. All the notes and paper currency issued by said banks 
to be paid in gold and silver; one half of either, at the 
option of the demander, the other half at the option of the | 

ank. 

6. The banks to own no real estate except for their | 
immediate accommodation. | 

7. To deal in nothing but gold and silver bullion, and in ‘| 
foreign and domestic bills of exchange. The charters to be 
forfeited for selling any coin made current by the laws of 


not specie enough in the whole Union by five to 
one to convert these paper foundations into gold 
and silver foundations! And these banks issue 
nearly all the currency which the people, the 
State governments, and the Federal Government 
use! Such is the state of the currency undera 
Constitution which recognizes nothing but gold 
and silver for currency, and one of whose main 
objects was to save the people from the curse of 
paper money. To correct, in some degree, this 
enormous and alarming evil, to provide at least 
a specie basis for the banks which Congress 
creates at the seat of Government, Mr. B. was in 
favor of limiting the capital to gold and silver, 
and that in equal proportions of each, in order to 


insure a gold currency, as well as a silver cut- , 


rency, to the people. The advantages to the 
country would be great from this improvement in 
the formation of bank capital. It would limit the 
number of the banks, keep their capitals within 
some bounds, make their foundations more solid, 
prevent them banking on each other, and make 
gold, as well as silver, a part of the capital of 
every bank. 

The next improvement which Mr. B. proposed 
was the taxation of the capital, and also of the 
circulation of the bank, in lieu of the composition 
usually given under the name of bonus. Such com- 
positions were always a deception and illusion; 
for no bank would give a bonus except to get it 
back, with a profit upon it; and, therefore, the 
larger the bonus the larger the profits of the bank, 
and the burdens of the people. Inthe charters 


now proposed, the bonus is dropped, which would | 


be right if anything was substituted; but nothing 
is substituted for it! and thereby the great privi- 
leges and advantages which these charters vest in 


| the corporators are a mere gift and gratuity, freely 


bestowed by the munificence, or improvidence, 
of Congress, and that upon individuals who had 
already enjoyed these privileges for twenty and 


like any other property, is a proposition too self- 
evidently just toadmitofargument. Bank capital 
is more able to pay taxes than any other kind of 
property, because it is a moneyed property, and 
produces money, and that more readily and largely 
than any other kind of property. The composi- 


the United States. 

8. The.chartera to be limited to moderate terms of years, 
and to expire at different periods from each other. | 
9. The charters to be alterable, amendable, and repeal- 
able, at the will of Congress, and not renewable under any | 
terms whatever. 


| 
Mr. B. gave his reasons for proposing each of | 
those ameliorations; and, first, as to the improve- 
ment in forming the capital of the banks. This | 
‘was a point at which all banks, old and new, now 
needed attention. Three hundred millions of | 
banking capital within the United States were 
reported to be paid in, and this payment could 
only be made in specie, or in what is called 
“specie funds.” At the same time it is well |: 
known that the whole amount of specie in the ! 
United States is between sixty and seventy mil- | 
lion of dollars, and that the banks have not got 
the half of this in their vaults. It results, then, 
that if the banks possessed every hard dollar that | 
there is in the United States, it would not form ; 
more than one fifth part of their capitals paid in; ' 
so that the other four fifths must consist of what | 
is called ‘‘ specie funds.” This is a most indefi- 
nite phrase, having no fixed meaning, or any 
limitation upon the extent of its comprehensive 
grasp; it is generally, however, conceded to com- | 
prehend all the varieties of stock, fancy inclusive, 


tions made by banks in the form of .bonuses, is 


| the acknowledgment of their obligation to pay 


a tax; butitis unjust to the community to exempt 
these corporations from taxes in exchange for an 
inadequate and illusory bonus, which is always 
got back with usurious interest. Every State 


before hand, but by annual levy; in many States 
the proceeds of that tax would form a large item 
in the annual income, and would lessen the bur- 
den upon the rest of the community. In this 
District, the districtauthorities should have power 


to tax the two millions and a quarter of bank 
capital proposed to be created; it should stand at 


the head of the list of its taxable property, and 


would be most sensibly and beneficially felt. 
Taxing the circulation of banks was another 


and beneficial purposes: first, to raise revenue; 
and, next, to suppress small notes. The United 
States did not need revenue at present, and, there- 
fore, might not resort to the taxation of bank 
notes for either object; but in 1813 and 1814 she 


| did need revenue, and did tax all the bank notes 


which can be sold in the market for money; all ! 
the notes of all the banks which, for the time | 
being, pay specie; the stock notes of all the stock- 
holders; the notes of the bank itself, after the 
first installment, which can be lent to the stock- 
holders on stock notes, and paid in for capital; | 


all bills of exchange, real or fictitious, which are |: 
drawn in legal form, so as to present the names |: 


of drawers, payers, and indorscers; and finally all 
sorts of paper securities which it is assumed can 
be sold for specie. Out of such ‘ specie funds’? 
as these, it may be conjectured that near four | 
fifths of the capitals of the banks in the United | 
States must be now composed; and, consequently, | 
that the banking system of the United States is | 
resting upon paper foundations, and that there is ; 


issued in the United States. It was done bya 
stamp duty; with the privilege to each bank of 
compounding for the tax in detail, by paying a 
sum in gross. In England bank note 


handsome sum. He (Mr. B.) had a note of the 
taxes paid by the Bank of England on its circu- 
lation, for half a century,some parts of which he 
; would state, premising that acts of Parliament 
imposed a stamp duty on the notes, with the 
privilege of compounding for a gross sum. In 
1791 the composition was £12,000 sterling per 
annum; in 1799 the composition was £20,000 for 
notes of five pounds and upwards, and £4,000 for 
notes less than five pounds; in 1804 the compo- 
sition was £32,000; in 1808 it was £42,000; and 


improvement which went hand in hand with tax- : 
ing the capital, and might be used for two distinct ` 


s are taxed, | 
and have been for many years, and now yield a | 


should tax its bank capital, not by composition ` 


| 
| 


thirty years. Thatbank capital should pay taxes '' 


at the present rate of taxation in the District, || 
which he believed was abovea cent on the dollar’s | 
| worth of property, the income from this item 


in 1815 it was £94,500, or nearly half a million 
of dollars. The mode of composition in England 
was by paying so much (£3,500 after 1815) per 
million on the average circulation of the pre- 
ceding year. The separate tax and separate com- 
ponian, for notes under five pounds, was a 
appy expedient for restricting and keeping under 
that species of circulation, and, if adopted in the 
United States, might effectually suppress all notes 
under twenty dollars, or, what is better, under 
one hundred dollars. ‘lhe States may do it at 
once, for they all need revenue; and the United 
States can do it, without question, whenever she 
may need it; and that will be much sooner than 
persons now suppose. The imposition of a tax 
for the suppression of small notes has been ex- 
powly, recommended by Mr. Gallatin; and Mr. 
. would read a paragraph from his’ Essay on 
' Banks and Currency (1830) to that effect: 
“Congress has power to lay stamp duties on notes, on 
bank notes, and on any description of bank notes. That 
power has already been exercised ; and the duties may be 
laid to such an amount, and in such a manner, as may be 
necessary to effect the object intended. This object is not 
. merely to provide generally for the general welfare, but to 
carry into effect, in conformity with the last paragraph of 
the eighth section of the first article, those several and 
express provisions of the Constitution which vest in Con- 
! gress exclusively the control over the monetary system of 
the United States, and more particularly those which imply 
the necessity of a uniform currency. The exercise of the 
power for that object is free of any constitutional objection, 
provided the duties thus laid shall be uniform, and applied 
to the bank of the United States as well as to the State 
banks. The act of laying and collecting the duties, which 
is expressly granted, is alone sufficient to effect the object.” 
to yä ok * “ Congress may, if it deems it proper, lay a 
stamp duty on small notes, which will entirely put an end 
to their circulation. It may lay such a duty on all bank 
notes as would convert ali the banks into banks of discount 
and deposit only, annihilate the paper currenoy, and render 
a Bank of the United States unnecessary in reference to 
that object.” 


Mr. B. said that these were most important and 
most cheering suggestions. They showed that 
it was in the power of Congress to regulate the 
paper system of the whole Union, to hold all 
i the banks in check, to suppress what notes they 
| pleased; and he, for one, would wish to suppress 
: all under one hundred dollars, but must limit his 
` exertion, for want of co-laborers, not for want 
of wili, to twenty dollars. Mr. B. took a pleasure 
in reminding the Senate that a Senator from Vir- 
ginia, now again a member of this body, [Mr. 
| Rrves,] had some years ago pointed to this 
taxing power of Congress as the means by which 
small notes could be suppressed, and the paper 
| currency of all the States completely regulated; 

and he. should be happy to follow the lead of that - 
gentleman in carrying into effect his wise and 
' patriotic suggestion. 

A third improvement which Mr. B. had pro- 
posed upon these charters was to make the stock- 
holders liable, each to the amount of his stock, 
i for the debts of the institution, on its failure to 
: pay specie. The reasons for this liability were 
strong and palpable. A man that owes should 
pay while he has property to pay with; and it is 
iniquitous and unjustifiable that a bank director 
or stockholder should riot in wealth while the 
business part of the community should hold the 
bank notes which they have put into circulation, 
and be able to get nothing for them after the bank 
had closed its doors. Such exemptions are con- 
trary to the rights of the community, and one of 
the great causes of the failure of banks. A liabil- 
ity in the stockholders is one of the best securi- 
ties which the public can have for the correct 
management and solvency of the institution. The 
famous Scottish banks, which, in upwards of one 
| hundred years’ operations, had neither once con- 
vulsed the country with contractions and expan- 
sions nor once stopped payment, were constituted 
upon this principle. All the country banks in 
England, and al! the bankers on the continent of 
Europe, were liable to a still greater degree; for 
in them each stockholder, or partner, was liable 
individually for the whole amount of the debts 
of the bank. The principle proposed to be incor- 
porated in these charters strikes the just medium 
between the common law principle, which makes 
each partner liable for the whole debts of the 
firm, and the corporation principle in the United 
. States which absolves each from all liability, and 
| leaves the pennyless and soulless carcase of a 
defunct and eviscerated bank alone responsible 
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r a 
to the community. Liability to the amount of | lar notes in the United States, and the five pound |! HUNDRED AND EIGHTEEN; of which SEYEN HUN- 


the stock was an equitable principle, and with a! 
summary process for the recovery of the amounts 
of notes and deposits, and the invalidity of trans- 
fers of stock taavoid this lability, would be found 
a good remedy for a great evil. If the stock- 
holders in the three banks which stopped pay- 
ment in this city during the panic session had 
deen thus liable, the notes would not have been 
shaved out of the hands of the holders; if the 
bank which stopped in Baltimore at the same 
time had been subject to this principle, the riots 
which have atlicted that city, in consequence of 
that stoppage, would not have taken place. fn- 
stead of these losses and riots, law and remedy 
would have prevailed: every stockholder would 
have been summoned before a justice of the peace, 
judgment granted against him on motion for the 
amount held by the complainant, and so on, until 
all were paid, or he could plead that he paid up 
the whole amount of his stock. 

A fourth improvement which Mr. B. had pro- 
posed, was to limit the notes issued by the banks 
to the minimum size of twenty dollars, and to 
exclude all notes under that minimum, issued by 
other banks, from circulation within the District. 
He confessed that he felt an extreme degree of 
mortification in making a motion in the Congress 
of the United States to limit the size of bank 
notes, when this Congress was sitting here, and 
held its existence by virtue of a Constitution 
which recognized nothing for currency but gold 
and silver; but he feared he might be subject to a 
still greater mortification in witnessing the failure 
of his motion, and the triumph of the paper sys- 
tem over this small attempt to check one of its 
greatest abuses, The limit of twenty dollars was 
the lowest that could Le taken to aecomplish the 
great objects in view; and that limit was not as- 
sumed arbitrarily, but from a careful observation 
of the effect of different limits, in different coun- 
tries, upon the nature and amount of the circula- 
ting medium. ` 

‘The great evils of a small paper currency are, 


counterfeiting; 3. To destroy the standard of, 


note is only four dollars above our twenty dollars; 
so that the analogy is perfect, and the effect must 
be similar upon our fives, tens, and twenties, that 
it was in England from the issue and suppression 
of the one and two pound notes, and the limita- 
tion to five pounds, with the compulsory obliga- 
tion to pay in gold. 

The encouragement of counterfeiting was the 
next great evil which Mr. B. pointed out as be- 


longing to a small note currency; and of all the | 
denominations of notes, he said those of one and ! 
two pounds in England, corresponding with fives | 
and tens in the United States, were those to which | 


the demoralizing business of counterfeiting was 
chiefly directed! They were the chosen game of 
the forging depredator! and that for the obvious 
reasons that fives and tens were small enough to 
pass currently among persons not much ac- 
quainted with bank paper, and large enough to 
afford some profit to compensate for the expense 
and labor of producing the counterfeit, and the 
risk of passing it! Below fives, the profit is too 
small for the labor and risk. Too many have to 
be forced and passed before an article of any 
value can be purchased; and the change to be 
got in silver, in passing one for a small article, is 
too little. Of twenty and upwards, though the 
profit is greater on passing them, yet the danger 
of detection is also greater. On account of its 
larger size, the note is not only more closely 
scrutinized before it is received and the passer of 
it better remembered, but the circulation of them 
is more confined: to business men and large 
dealers, and silver change will not be given for 
them in buying small articles. The fives and 
tens, then, in the United States, like the one and 
two pound notes in England, are the peculiar game 
of counterfeiters, and this is fully proved by the 
criminal statistics of the forgery department in 
both countries. According to returns madé to 


, the British Parliament for twenty-two years— 


from 1797 to 1819, the period in which the one 


` and two pound notes were allowed to circulate, 
1. To banish gold and silver; 2. To encourage || 


values; 4. To throw the burdens and the evils of |; 


the paper system apon the laboring and small 
dealing part of the community. 

The instinct of banks to sink their circulation 
to the lowest denomination of notes which can 
be forced upon the community is a trait in the 
system universally proved to exist wherever 
banks of circulation have been permitted to give 
a currency to a country; and the effect of that 
instinct has always been to banish gold and silver. 
When the Bank of England was chartered, in the 
year 1694, it could issue no note less than £100 
sterling; thet amount was gradually reduced, by 
the persevering efforts of the bank, to £50; then 
to £W; then to £15; then to £10; at last to £5; 
and finally to £2 and £1. Those last denomina- 
tions were not reached until the year 1797, or 
unul one hundred and three years after the insti- 
tution of the bank; and as the several reductions 
inthe size of the notes, and the consequentincrease | 


of paper currency took place, corp became more '; 
and more scarce; and with the issue of the one , 


and two pound notes, it totally disappeared from ; 
the country. 

This effect was foretold by all political econo- 
mists, and especially -by Mr. Burke, then aged 
and retired from public life, who wrote from his 
retreat, to Mr. Canning, to say to Mr. Pitt, the | 
Prime Minister, these prophetic words: ‘‘If this 
bill for the one and two pounds is permitted to pass, 
we shall necer see another guinea in England.” ‘The 
pill did pass, and the prediction was fulfilled; for 
not another guinea, half guinea, or sovereign, was 
seen in England for circulation until the bill was 
repealed two and twenty yearsafterwards! After | 
remaining nearly a quarter of a century without 
a gold circulation, England abolished her one and 
two pound notes, limited her paper currency to 
five pound sterling, required all Bank of England | 


notes to be paid in gold, and allowed four years || 


for the act to take effect. Before the four years | 
were out, the Bank of England reported to Par- 
liament that it was ready to begin gold payments; 
and commenced accordingly, and has continued 


them ever since. The one and two pound notes 
in England correspond with the five and ten dol- ; 


H 


' 


the whole number of prosecutions for counter- 
feiting, or passing counterfeit notes of the Bank 
of England, were 998; in that number there were 
313 capital convictions; 530 inferior convictions; 
and 155 acquittals; and the sum of £249,900, near 
a million and a quarter of dollars, was expended 
by the bank in attending to prosecutions. Of this 
great number of prosecutions, the returns show 


DRED AND FIFTY-six were of ten dollars and 
under; and sixry-rwo editions only were of 
twenty dollars and upwards. Of the Bank of 
the United States and its branches, he found 
EIGHTY-TWo editions of fives; sEVENTY-ONE edi- 
tions of tens; TWENTY six editions of TWENTIES; 
and two editions of FIFTIES; still showing that 
in the United States, as well as in England, on 
local banks as well as that of the United States, 
the course of counterfeiting was still the same; 
and that the whole stress of the crime fell upon 
the five and ten dollar notes in this country, and 
their corresponding classes, the one and two 
pound notes in England. Mr. B. also exhibited 
the pages of Bicknell’s counterfeit detector, a 

amphlet covered over column after column with 
its frightful lists, nearly all under twenty dollars; 
and he called upon the Senate in the sacred name 
of the morals of the country—in the name of 
virtue and morality—to endeavor to check the 
fountain of this crime, by stopping the issue of 
the description of notes on which ıt exerted nearly 
its whole force. 

Mr. B. could not quit the evits of the crime of 
counterfeiting in the United States without re- 
marking that the difficulty of legal detection and 
punishment was so great, owing to the distance 
at which the counterfeits were circulated from the 
banks purporting to issue them, and the still 
greatcr difficulty, in most cases impossible, to get 
witnesses to attend in person in States in which 
they do not reside, the counterfeiters all choosing 
to practice their crime and circulate their forger- 


‘jes in States which do not contain the banks 


whose paper they are imitating. So difficult is 
it to obtain the attendance of witnesses in other 
States, that the crime of counterfeiting is almost 
practiced with impunity. The notes under twenty 
dollars feed and supply this crime; let them be 
stopped, and ninety-nine hundredths of this crime 
will ston with them. 

A third objection which Mr. B. urged against 
the notes under twenty dollars was, that nearly 
the whole evils of that part of the paper system 
fell upon the laboring and small dealing part of 
thecommunity. Nearly all the counterfeits lodged 
in their hands, or were shaved out of their hands. 
When a bank failed, the mass of its circulation 


. being in small notes, sunk upon their hands. The 


that the mass of them were for offenses connected |; tne g 
cent. annual profit for furnishing a currency in 


with the one and two pound notes. The pro- 


portion may be distinctly seen in the number of . 


counterfeit notes of different denominations de- 
tected at the Bank of England in a given period 
of time—from the Ist of January, 1812, to the 
10th of April, 1818—being a period of six years 
and three months out of the twenty-two years 
that the one and two pound notes continued to 
circulate. The detections were, of one pound 
notes, the number of 107,238; of rwo pound 
notes, 17,787; of rive pound notes, 5,826; of TEN 
pound notes, 419; of TWENTY pound notes, 54. 
Of all above Twenty pounds, 35.* 

The proportion of ones and twos to the other 
sizes may be well seen in the tables for this brief 
period; but to have any idea of the mass of coun- 
terfeiting done upon these smal! notes, the whole 
period of twenty-two years must be considered, 
and the entire kingdom of Great Britain taken in; 


for the list only includes the number of counter- ' 
feits detected at the counter of the bank, a place to |, 
which the euitty never carry their forgeries, and ; 
to which a portion only of those circulating in and į 


about London could be carried. The proportion 
of crime connected with the small notes is here 
shown to be enormously and frightful! 
The same results are found in the United States. 
Mr. B. had looked over the statistics of crime 
connected with the counterfeiting of bank notes 
in the United States, and found the ratio between 
the great and small notes to be about the same 
that it was in England. He had had recourse to 
the most authentic data—Bicknell’s counterfeit 
detector—and there found the editions of counter- 
feit notes of the Jocal or State banks to be EIGHT 


* Of £1 notes.......J07,238 Of £10 notes...... 
£2 notes....,.. 17,787 £20 notes. 
£5 notes.,..... 5,@26 All above £20 notes..... 


.....419 
Lessesaeos 54 
35 


great. i 


gain to the banks from the wear and tear of small 
notes, came out of them; the loss from the same 
cause, falling upon them. The ten or twelve per 


place of gold and silver, (for which no interest 
would be paid to the Mint or the Government,) 
chiefly falls upon them; for the paper currency is 
chiefly under twenty dollars. These evils they 
almost exclusively bear, while they have, over 
and above all these, their full proportion of all 
the evils resulting from the expansions and con- 
tractions which are incessantly going on, totally 
destroying the standard of value; periodically 
convulsing the country, and in every cycle of five 
or six years making a lottery of all property, in 
which all the prizes are drawn by bank managers 


‘and their friends. 


I 
i 


In proposing the limitation of twenty dollars to 


u these District banks, Mr. B. of course coupled 
| with it the concomitant provision for the exclu- 
‘sion of all notes under the same limit issued 
; without the District. This was a precaution as 
just and natural as it was easy. 
law, with a liability in every passer to pay the 


A prohibitoary 


amount of the notes, with costs and damages, in 
specie, and especially in gold, with summary 
process before a justice of the Pe for the re- 
covery, would effectually expe the interdicted 
and pestiferous paper. E , 

Mr. B. said that the proposed limit of twenty 
dollars for the minimum size of bank notes was 
not an arbitrary assumption or a fanciful designa- 
tion, but was a limit ascertained by experience, 
and proven by results, to be the lowest that would 
suffice to accomplish the ends intended. These 
ends are: 1. To reéstablish the gold currency; 2. 
To make gold and silver the common currency 
for all the small dealings of the country; 3. To 
extend and enlarge the specie basis of the paper 
circulation; 4. To save the laboring and small 
dealing part of the community from the effects of 
contractions and expansions from bank issues; 
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half of either at the option of the demander, the 
other half at the option of the bank. This (Mr. 
B. said) would be perfectly equitable; it would 
insure an equal supply of each metal in the coun- 
i try, without requiring the banks to keep enough 
' of both metals to meet their whole circulation. 
quire. These are the objects to be accomplished, : It was aiso in accordance with the Constitution 
and less than twenty dollars will have no adequate of the United States—with the recent law of Con- 
effect; far better would be the limit ofone hundred gress for the reéstablishment of the gold cur- 
dollars, as it is nearly in France, and where that rency—with the nature of the mines in our own 
limit insures a circulation of nine tenths gold and country, and with the rights and interests of the 
silver, and one tenth paper; namely, upwards of people. The Constitution intended that gold and 
five hundred million doe of one, and fifty mil- silver should continue to be what it was at the 
lions of the other. Wise would it be in any single time of the framing of that instrument, a concur- 
State to adopt this limit, and toexclude all notes rent currency in the country. This intention, 
under that amount from circulation within its made clear in all the debates upon the subject, is 
borders; that State would become the richestand expressly declared in article 1, section 10. Gold 
the happiest in the Union. It would be, inits and silver are there joined together. They are 
moneyed concerns, to the rest of the Union, what joined by the conjunctive particle, “ and,” not 
France is to the rest of Europe, the absorbent of separated by the disjunctive particle, ‘‘ or. The 
their precious metals, the perennial fountain of golden act of Congress of 1834, for the reéstablishment 
supply to its citizens, and the land of rest from the of the gold currency, and the subsequent act for 
panics und pressures, the ebbs and flows, the feasts . the establishment of three branch mints, all show 
and famines, the dearths and deluges, the expansions, that it is the intention of the Government, ap- 
contractions, and revulsions, and all the crimes and | proved by the voice of the people, to have gold 
misfortunes of the paper system. | as well as silver. The nature of our mines leads 
But to proceed with the twenty dollar limit. | to it. We have gold mines, but no silver ones. 
While England had notes as low as one and two || Gold is, therefore, a domestic production, and 
pounds, which we may call five and ten dollars, || should become a national carrency. The rights 
the specie basis contracted and diminished until 
silver could only be got for small change, and | 
gold fled entirely from the country. The mint | tion of and u y 
was forever coining; but the guineas and sover- < their interest requjres it for checking the paper 
eigns went straight to France; and it was testified ‘ system, regulating exchanges, preventing coun- 
by Mr. Alexander Baring, before a committee of _ terfeiting, furnishing convenient money for trav- 
the House of Commons, that the gold coinage of | eling, and preserving the most uniform and 
the British mint, during this period, was regularly ,. universal standard of value. Thus stands the 
recoined in France, often without seeing the light | Constitution, the laws, the products of the coun- 
in England; being packed in boxes and shipped || try, and the rights and interests of the country in 
as it issued from the mint, delivered in Paris || relation to gold. : 
before it was a week old, and swallowed upin || But the banks have a contrary interest! The 
the ocean of French currency by passing through || whole paper system is adverse to gold! Excep- 
the French mint and assuming the stamp and | tions of particular banks may be found; but the 
arms of France. The suppression of the oneand ` instinct of the paper system is against it; anda 
two pound notes in 1819, and the five pound bank will pay in the least valuable and most 
limit, with the computsory obligation on the _cumbrous metal which it is permitted to offer, 
Bank of England to pay au its notes in corp, || Between gold and silver, it will pay in silver; 
restored the gold currency in that country, and '| between silver and copper, it will pay in copper; 


5. To save them from the impositions of counter- 
feiters, from losses when banks fail, and from 
bearing the whole burden of the wear and tear 
of small notes; and 6. Tosave hard money enough 
in the country to make it safe to have such paper 
currency as commerce and large dealings may re- 


rency; they have a right toit under the Constitu- 


so extended and enlarged the specie basis as to | between copper and iron, it will pay in iron. ' 
This is the instinct of the system, and now, in ` 


make his currency half and half—half specie || 
and half paper—the specie two thirds gold and | 
one third silver, and the paper all of five pounds, | 
about twenty-four dollars and upwards. "This | 
has made a paper currency safe in England, for |! 
it is dollar for dollar; it has given to the laboring | 
and small dealing classes a hard money currency, ` 
and it has taken from the counterfeiters their `i 
chief and favorite classes of notes for imitation. 


these United States, after all that has been done 
to revivé the gold currency, that coin will be 


tion, the moment the present excitement is over, 
and the aid of Jackson is withdrawn. 
would be the case even without the impulse of a 


| party spirit, and without the regulation of party 
Mr. B. took the great ground, that where a paper || discipline; but, unfortunately, a powerful polit- 
currency was tolerated at all, the safety oid Gee |j ical party is opposed to gold in our country! 
fare of the community required the specie pro- |} The Bank-Whig party is opposed to it; and the 
portion to be one HALF; that it required a five || whole political power and party machinery of 
pound limit, and gold payments, to effect that || these Whigs, as they style themselves, will be 
object in England; that a limit of twenty dollars || exerted to suppress gold, and encourage small 
would wor effect it in the United States; and he |! paper, that out of the evils incident to such a 
was only restrained from proposing the French | state of things a depreciated currency may ensue, 
limit from the impossibility of contending suc- || and the Bank of the United States may be called 
cessfully with the bank power at present, now || for to remedy the disorder. Law, then, is neces- 
omnipotent in the country, engrossing the time || sary to compel the banks to pay gold; and no 
and governing the legislation, in whatever related | 

to their own interests. A twenty dollar limit 
would not give a substratum of half specie, even 
if our banks were compelled to pay all gold; but 
there is no compulsion on them to pay any part; 
and the efforts to bring them to half payments in 
gold would be long and bitterly resisted. Gold 
is the enemy of paper; it keeps it down when 
the holder of the paper has a right to demand | 
gold; and thus a paper currency, founded upon | 
gold, as it is in England, will always be kept 
more within bounds than a paper currency 
founded upon silver. Silver is too cumbrous to 
hold paper in check. A person would not wish 
to change even a twenty dollar note into silver 
to carry in his pocket, but would gladly change 
it into gold; and so of fifty and hundred dollar 
notes. 

The next improvement on the paper ee 
which Mr. B. proposed was contained in his fft 
proposition, namely, that all the notes and paper 
currency issued by the banks should be payable, 
not in gold or silver, but in gold and silver; one 


that of half payments in either metal; the de- 
mander having the first choice, and the bank the 
next, 

_ The equity of this principle being clear, the 
next consideration is, as to its practicability. On 
this point, facts and reasons are equally explicit. 


one year from this time, 
could have done it thissum 
The Federal Government 
| surplus now in gold, if Congress 
President authority to supp! 
bullion and foreign coins. $ 
eign exchanges is, and has been for months, 


if they please! The 
merif they had pleased! 


importation has been, and continues to be, a prof- 
itable business. Itisa money making business to 
import gold, and the custom-house returns show 
that it is coming of itself, in the course of com- 
merce, independent of the 
tions effected by some banking institutions. A 
few of the deposit banks, as he had understood, 


and interests of the people require a gold cur- |: 


tion of the country and under the laws of the land; |: 


withheld from circulation, and sold for exporta- | 
This | 


political motive, and without the instigation of ` 


i| measure more equitable could be devised than | 


The banks can pay half their currency in gold in | 


could have had all its | 
had given the | 
the Mint with gold | 
he state of the for- | 


decidedly in favor of the United States, and the | 


purchases and importa- | 


ye a 


had ordered importations to the amount of four 
|} or five millions. The Government had ordered 
home the French and Neapolitan indemnities in 
| 


|! gold, the total of which will be $7,000,000. An 
equal sum of $7,000,000 had been coined at our 
`. Mint, under the new law; and the native southern 
i: mines were promising a good product. There 
could be no doubt, with the slightest exertion on 
the part of the banks, that one half the specie cur- 
rency of the Union might be gold in the course 
of the ensuing year. It must be nearly twenty 
millions when President Jackson goes out of ser- 
vice; the whole specie currency was computed b 
the Secretary of the Treasury at $64,000,000 at 
the end of the last year. It is probably increased 
to $70,000,000, and ought to be increased to 
$100,000,000. The limitation of twenty dollars 
in the size of notes, and the compulsory obliga- 
tion on the banks to pay one half in gold, would 
certainly and quickly augment our specie cur- 
rency to $100,000,000; we have already doubled 
it in two years, for it was computed at about 
$30,000,000 at the time of the panic in 1834. War 
upon small notes and the introduction of gold has 
made this great increase; a vigorous prosecution 
of that war, and further measures for the protec- 
tion of gold, will certainly add $30,000,000 more 
in a short time, 

Mr. B. said he here wished to fix the attention 
of those who were in favor of a respectable paper 
i| currency—a currency of respectable sized notes 
of twenty dollars and upwards—on the great fact, 
| that the larger the specie basis, the larger and 

sufer would be the superstructure of paper which 

rested upon it; the smaller that specie basis, 
the smaller and more unsafe must be the paper 
which rested on it. The currency of England is 
| $300.000,000, to wit: £8,000,000 sterling (near 
|! $40,000,000) in silver, £22,000,000 sterling (above 
i| 100,000,000) in gold, and about £30,000,000 
Í (near $150,000,000) in bank notes. The currenc 
| of the United States is difficult to be ascertained, 
from the multitude of banks, and the ‘incessant 
ebb and flow of their issues; calculations vary, 
but all put the paper circulation at less than one 
hundred millions, and the proportion of specie 
and paper at more than one half paper. This is 
agreed upon onall hands, and is sufficient for the 
practical result, that an increase of our specie to 
$100,000,000, and the suppression of small notes, 
will give a larger total circulation than we now 
; have, and a saferone. The total circulation may 
' then be two hundred milliens, in the proportion 
of half paper and half specie; and the specie, half 
gold and half silver. This would be an immense 
improvement upon our present condition both in 
quantity and quality; the paper part would be- 
come respectable from the suppression of notes 
under twenty dollars, which are of no profit ex- 
cept to the banks which issue them, and the 
| counterfeiters who imitate them; the specie part 
! would be equally improved by becoming one half 
old. 

j Mr. B. could rot quit this important point, 

namely, the practicability of soọn obtaining a 
., specie currency of $100,000,000, and the one half 
| gold, without giving other proofs to show the 
i facility with which it has been everywhere done 
‘when attempted. He referred to our own history 
immediately after the Revolution, when the dis- 
appearance of paper money was instantly fol- 
' lowed, as if by magic, by the appearance of gold 
and silver; to France, where the energy of the 
‘| great Napoleon, then first consul, restored an 
|| abundant supply of gold and silver in one year; 
| to England, where the acquisition. of gold was at 
the rate of $24,000,000 per annum for four years 
|| after the notes under five pounds were ordered to 
| be suppressed; and he referred with triumph to 
our own present history, when, in defiance of an 
| immense and powerful political and moneyed 


| combination against gold, we will have acquired 
|| about $20,000,000 of that metal in the two con- 
cluding years of President Jackson’s administra- 
|| tion. Resting upon the general notoriety of the 
| facts which he had stated relative to the rapid 
| and easy acquisition of gold in all the instances 
referred to, he would economise time, and adduce 
proof in one instance only, that of England in 
1819, after the suppression of the one and two 
pound notes, and the resumption of gold pay- 
ii ments. Of many authors at hand, he would use, 


j 
i 
i 


| 
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for its brevity and precision, the statement of 
Mr. Gallaun, (Dec., 1830,) in his Essay upon 
Banks and Currency: 


“ For the same reasons, any accidental inequality in the 
distribution orthe precious metals amongst the several coun- 
tes, i properton to their respective wants, is prompuy 
and easily repaired ; and any extraordinary demand from a 
particular country met without difficulty or sensibly affect- 
ing the price of the metal required. The general supply. or 
stock on hand, is always sutticient to meet such demand, 
and the expeuses and charges of transportation are, on 
account of the greater value of an equal buik, far Jess than 
those of any other commodity, hardly ever exceeding, in 
ume of peace, one per cent. on the value, even when 
brought trom the most distant countries of the civilized 


word. Dunng the four years which immediately followed 
the resumption of specie payments in Eagland, that occur- 
rence occasioned an ewraocdinary demand of more than 


TWENTY milhons sterling in Gop, (about ONE HUNDRED 
MILLIONS OF DOLLARS, lo be supplied in four years,) or 
about TWENTY-FOUR Mulhons of dollars per annum ; being 
three times as much as the annual supply of that metal; 
and this demand was met WITHOUT ANY DIFFICCLTY, Or 
SENSIBLY AFFECTING THE PRICE OF GOLD.” 


Mr. B. held this testimony to be entirely con- 
clusive of the peric! facility and extreme promp- 
titude with which any commercial nation can 
supply itself with a gold currency. He would 
quote from the same author a paragraph on the 
means of increasing the specie circulation of the 
United States: 

& We perceive but two means of enlarging the circulating 
metallic currency: 1. The suppression of small notes ; 2. 
The measures necessary to bring gold again into circula- 
tion. 

« The first measure is that which, after long experience, 
a most deliberate investigation, and notwithstanding a 
strenuous opposition by the parties interested, has been 
fnalty adopted and persevered in by the Government of 
Great Britain. By the suppression ot all notes of a denom- 
ination less than tive pounds sterling (twenty-tour dollars) 
in England, Wales, and Ireland, the amount of the circu- 
lating metallic currency has become equal to that of bank 
notes of every description. The metaliie currency consists 
of E1gHT wiliions sterling in silver, (which is not a tender 
in any payment exceeding forty shillings,) and in TWENTY- 
Two millions sterling in gold. This measure (suppression 
of notes under five pounds) has given a better security 
against FLUCTUATIONS in the currency, and a renewal of 
the sUSPENSION of specie payments, than had been enjoyed 
during the thirty preceding years. In France, where the 
Bank of France is alone authorized to issue bank notes, 


and none of a denomination fess than five hundred francs, | 


ita circulation of notes hardly ever reaches ten millions 
sterling, or about one tenth part of the currency of the 
country.” . 

Mr. B. having read this paragraph from Mr. 
Gallatin relative to the suppression of small notes, 
to show the effect of the first step towards en- 
larging the specie basis of the currency, also 
referred to other passages relative to the next 
step, that of bringing back gold into circulation. 
The only measure for restoring this metal, in 
addition to the suppression of small notes, men- 
tioned by Mr. Gallaun, was that of correcting 
the erroneous standard of our gold, that of fifteen 
to one for ailver. That has been done, and the 
standard raised higher than proposed by Mr. 
Gallatin; but the effect desired is not yet pro- 
duced; gold is not yet in common and general 
use. An additional measure is therefore neces- 
sary, and that is a compulsory obligation on all 
the banka to pay their notes in gold and silver, 
one half each—the demander to have the first 
choice, the bank the second. At the time that 
Mr. Galiatin wrote, (1830,) three measures were 
necessary to bring back gold into circulation: 1. 
Suppression of notes under twenty dollars; 2. 
Correction of the erroneous standard of gold; 
and 3. Compulsory obligation on banks to pay 
gold. One of these measures, a correction of the 
standard, has been adopted, and has parually 
restored gold; but its effect will be transient and 
inadequate, unless the other two are added. 


Mr. B. took his leave of this important and all- 


essential point, the suppression of bank notes 
below twenty dollars, with bringing to the mem- 


ory of the Senate two most pertinent and weighty | 


recollections, one founded upon the action of the 
Senate itself; the other on the recommendation 
of President Jackson. Four years ago, at the veto 


session, and when a modified recharter passed :| 


both Houses in favor of the Bank of the United 
States, the sum of twenty dollars was agreed 
upon as the minimum size of the notes to be 


issued under the renewed charter. The proceed- ': 


ings of the Senate on this point appear thus in 


Gales & Seaton’s Regimer of Debates for Mon- , 


day, the 28th of May, 1832: 


“The Senate then again proceeded to consider the bill 


| to modify and continue the charter of the Bank of the Uni- 

iM ted States. The question being on the amendments pro- 

i. posed by Mr. WEBSTER, being in substance : 

i 1st. That the Secretary of the Treasury, when directed 

' by the President, have the power to purchase additional 
mock in the bank to an amount not exceeding $3,000,000 ; 
an : 

“2d. That it shall not be lawful for the bank, after the 
4th day of March, 1836, to issue any notes of a less value 
than —— dollars. 

* Mr. WeasTersaid a few words in defense of his second 
amendinent. which imposed no restriction until after the 
expiration of the present charter, The effect of his propo- 
sition would be to introduce more specie into circulation, 
and to banish the small notes with which the country is 

. inundated. He moved to fill the blank with ten dollars, 
but expressed his willingness to vote tor a higher restriction 
if any Senator should move it. 

© Mr. Benton would propose twenty dollars. He wished 
the basis of circulation throughout the country to be in hard 
money. Farmers, taborers, and market people, ought to 
receive their payments in hard money. They ought not to 
be put to the risk of receiving bank notes in all their small 
dealings. "They are no judges of good or bad notes. Coun- 
terfeits are sure to fall upon their hands; and the whole 
business of counterfeiting was mainly directed to such notes 
as they handle—those under twenty dollars. 

© Aftera few remarks from Mr. Foor and Mr. CHAMBERS, 
the question was taken on filling the blank with twenty 
doltars, when it was agreed to; and the amendment, thus 
shaped, was concurred in.” 


This was one of the recollections which Mr. 
B. wished to bring to the mind of the Senate; the 
other was, that President Jackson, in his last 
annual message to Congress, had fixed upon 
twenty dollars as the minimum size of bank notes 
which ought to be tolerated. 

Mr. B. took this occasion to express his regret 
that the true idea of banks seemed to be Jost in 
this country, and that here we had but little con- 
ception of a bank, exceptas an issuer of currency. 
A bank of discount and deposit, in contradistinc- 
tton toa bank of circulation, is hardly thought of 
in the United States; and it may be news to some 
bank projectors, who suppose that nothing can 
be done without banks to issue millions of paper, 
to learn that the great bankers in London and 
Paris, and other capitats of Europe, issue no 
paper, and, still more, it may be news to them to 
learn that Liverpool and Manchester, two cities 
which happen to do about as much business as 
a myriad of such cities as this our Washington 


ut together, also happen to have no banks to | 


issue currency for them. They use money and 
bills of exchange, and have banks of discount 
and deposit, but no banks of circulation. Mr. 
Gallatin, in his Essay upon Currency, thus speaks 
of them: 

“& There are, however, even in England, where incorpo- 
rated country banks issuing paper are as numerous, and 
have been attended with the same advantages and the same 
evils as aur country banks, some extensive districts, highly 
industrious and prosperous, where no such bank does exist, 
and where that want is supplied by bills of exchange drawn 
on London. This is the case in Lancashire. which includes 
Liverpool and Manchester, and where such bills, drawn at 
ninety days after date, are indorsed by each successive 
holder, and circulate through numerous persons before 
they reach their ultimate destination, and are paid by the 
drawee.”’ 

Mr. B. greatly regretted that such banks as 
those in Liverpool and Manchester were not in 
vogue in the United States. They were the right 
kind of banks. They did great good, and were 
wholly free from mischief. They lent money; 
they kept money; they transferred credits on 
books; they bought and sold bills of exchange; 
and these bill, circulating through many hands, 
and indorsed by each, answered the purpose of 
large bank notes, without their dangers, and be- 
came stronger every time they were passed. To 

_, the banks itwas a profitable business to sell them, 
‘| because they got both exchange and interest. To 


' the commercial community they were convenient | 
! briefly touched by Mr. B. 


both as a remittance, and as funds in hand. To 
‘| the community, they were entirely safe. Banks 
' of discount and deposit in the United States, issu- 
: ing no currency, and using no bank note except 
‘ of one hundred dollars and upwards, and dealing 
i in exchange, would be entitled to the favor and 


| itories of the public moneys. 


| Itis the faculty of issuing paper currency which 


i States, and the progress which itis making, should 
rouse and alarm the whole community. _ Ir 1s 
|, DESTROYING ALL STANDARD OF VALUE. It is sub- 
ii jecting the country to demoralizing and ruinous 


confidence of the people, and of the Federal Gov- | 
ernment. Such banks only should be the depos- | 


l j 
i! makes banks dangerous to the country, and the | 
' heightto which this danger has risen in the United | 


| could not, in justice, be entirely passed by. First, 


fluctuations of price. It is making a lottery of 
property, and making merchandize of money, 
which has to be bought by the ticket holders in 
the great lottery at two and three per cent. a 
month. It is equivalent to the destruction of 
weights and measures, and like buying and sell- 
ing, without counting, weighing, or measuring. 
It is the realization, in a different form, of the de- 
basement and arbitrary alteration of the value of 
coins practiced by the kings of Europe in former 
ages, and now by the Sultan of Turkey. It is 
extinguishing the idea of fixed, moderate, annual 
interest. Great duties are thus imposed upon the 
legislator; and the first of these duties is to revive 
and favor the class of banks of discount and de- 
posit; banks to make loans, keep money, trans- 
fer credits on books, buy and sell exchange, deal 
in bullion, but to issue no paper. This class of 
banks should be revived and favored; and the 
United States could easily revive them by con- 
fiding to them the public deposits. The next 
great duty of the legislator is to limit the issues 
of banks of circulation,and make them indemnify 
the community in some little degree by refunding 
in annual taxes some part of their undue gains. 

_ The progress of the banking business is alarm- 
ing and deplorable in the United States. It is 
now computed that there are sevcn hundred and 
fifty banks, and their branches, in operation, all 
having authority to issue currency, and, what is 
worse, all that currency is receivable by the 
Federal Government. The quantity of chartered 
bank capital, as it is called, is estimated at near 
eight hundred million dollars; the amount of this 
capital reported by the banks to have been paid 
in is about three hundred millions; and the quan- 


tity of paper money which they are authorized, 


by their charters, to issue, is about seven hundred 
and fifty million dollars. How much of this is 
actually issued can never be known with any 


precision; for such are the fluctuations in the 


amount of a paper currency, flowing from seven 
hundred and fifty fountains, that the calculation 
of:one day cannot be relied upon for the next. 
The amount of capital reported to be paid in is, 


‘ however, well asccrtained, and that is fixed at 


three hundred million dollars. This, upon its 
face, and, without recourse to any other evidence, 


‘ig proof that our banking system, as a whole, is 


UNSOLID and DELusivE, and a frightful imposition 
upon the people. Nothing but specie can form 
the capital of a bank; there are not above sixty 
or seventy millions of specie in the country, and 
of that the banks have not the one half. Thirty 
millions in specie is the extent; the remainder of 
the capital must have been made up of that unde- 
finable material called ‘* specie funds,” or +‘ funds 
equivalent to specie,” the fallacy of which is estab- 
lished by the facts already stated, and which 


` show that all the specie in the country put together 


is not sufficient to meet the one fifth part of these 
“ specie funds,” or “funds equivalent to specie.” 
The equivalent, then, does not exist! credit alone 
exists; and any gencral attempt to realize these 
“* specie funds,” and turn them into specie, would 
explode the whole banking system, and cover the 
country with ruin. There may be some solid 
and substantial banks in the country, and un- 


_doubtedly there are better and worse among 


them; but as a whole—and itis in that point of 
view the community is interested—as a whole, 
the system is unsoxtp and pe.usive! and there 
is no safety for the country until great and radical 
reforms are effected. 

The burdens which these seven hundred and 
fifty banks impose upon the people were then 
It was a great field 
which he had not time to explore, but which 


there were the salaries and fees of seven hundred 


' and fifty sets of bank officers—presidents, cash- 
| jets, clerks, messengers, notaries public to pro- 


test notes, and attorneys to sue on them; all these 
had salaries, and good salaries, paid by the people, 
though the people had no hand in fixing these 
salaries; next, the profits to the stockholders, 
which, at an average of ten per centum gross, 
would give thirty million dollars, all levied upon 
the people; then came the profits to the brokers, 
first cousins to the bankers, for changing notes 
for moncy, or for other notes at par; then the 
gain to the banks and their friends on specula- 
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tions in property, merchandise, produce, and 
stocks, during the periodical visitations of the 
expansions and contractions of the currency; then 


ti 


what France was to England during the reign of | 
the one and two pound notes—tihe absorbent of 
their gold! Above all, (Mr. B. said,) the Con- 


first. He was not among those who entertained 
the least apprehension as to its entire security in 
its present condition, but he was fully conscious, 


the gain from the wear and tear of notes, which || gress of the United States should begin first; that || if further accumulations were to take place, that 


is so much loss to the people; and, finally, the 
great chapter of counterfeiting, which, without © 
being profitable to the bank, is a great burden to 
the people, on whose hands all the counterfeits 
sink. The amount of these burdens he could not 
compute; but there was one item about which . 
there was no dispute—the salaries to the officers 
and the profits to the stockholders; and this pre- 
sented an array of names more numerous, and 
an amount of money more excessive, than was to 
be found in the ** Blue Book,” with the Army and 
‘Navy Register inclusive. 
Mr. B. said this was a faint sketch of the bur- 
_dens of the banking system as carried on in the 
United States, where every bank is a coiner of 
paper currency, and where every town, in some 
States, must have its banks of circulation, while 
such cities as Liverpool and Manchester have no 
such banks, and where the paper money of all 
these machines receive wings to fly over the 
whole continent, and to infest the whole land, from 
their universal receivability by the Federal Gov- 
‘ernment in payment of all dues at their custom- | 
houseg, land offices, post offices, and by all the | 
district attorneys, marshals, and clerks employed | 
under the federal judiciary. The improvidence | 
of the States, in chartering such institutions, is 
great and deplorable; but their error was trifling ' 
compared to the improvidence of the Federal Gov- | 
ernment in taking the paper coinage of all these | 
banks for the currency of the Federal Govern- i 
ment, maugre that clause in the Constitution which | 
recognizes nothing but gold and silver for cur- || 
rency, and which was intended forever to defend : 
and preserve this Union from the evils of paper | 
money. . 

Mr. B. averred, with a perfect knowledge of 
the fact, that the banking system of the United | 
States, was on a worse footing than it was in any 
country upon the face of the earth, and that, in | 
addition to its deep and dangerous defects it was | 
‘also the most expensive and burdensome, and 
gave the most undue advantages to one part of 


the Constitution which recognizes nothing but 


gold and silver for money; and here, in this Dis- <- 


trict, where Congress sits, and has exclusive 
jurisdiction, is the place to begin; and now the 
time, when several banksin company have knocked 
all at once at our doors, and demanded, twice 
and thrice, renewed charters, without having 
undergone the investigations which their past 
conduct requires. Here is the place, this the 
authority, and now the time to begin; and as we 
now act, so will be the influence of our example, 
for good or for evil, throughout the entire extent 
of the Union. 


PUBLIC DEPOSITS. 


SPEECH OF HON. SILAS WRIGHT, 
OF NEW YORK, 
In tue Senate, May 27, 1836. 


The bill to regulate the deposits being before the Senate, 
and the question upon the amendment offered by Mr. 
Wrieut as a substitute for the original bill, introduced by 
Mr. CALHOUN— 


Mr. WRIGHT said, he rejoiced that this in- 
teresting subject had at last come to its discussion 


| before the Senate; and he rejoiced still more to 


see, as he thought he did see, a disposition upon 
all sides of the House to consider the bill with a | 
sincere desire to agree upon a law which should 
hereafter regulate the deposits of the public 
moneys in the State banks. He would assure the 
Senate that he entered upon the discussion with 
the most earnest hope and intention that their 
deliberations might be brought to a successful 
termination, and that provisions might be agreed 
upon which would not only meet the assent of a 
large proportion of the Senators, but be satisfac- ` 
tory to the country, and quiet the complaints and 


the swject. 


the community over another. He had no doubt 
but that this banking system was more burden- 
some to the free citizens of the United States than 
ever the feudal system was to the villeins, and 
serfs, and peasants of Europe. And whatdid they 
get in return for this vast burden? A pestiferous 
currency of small paper! when they might have 
agold currency without paying interest, or suf- 
fering losses, if their banks, like those in Liver- | 
pool and Manchester, issued no currency except | 
as bills of exchange; or like the Bank of France, 
issued no notes but those of five hundred and one | 
thousand francs, (say $100 and $500;). or, even 
like the Bank of England, issued no note under | 
five pounds sterling, and payable in gold. And 
with how much real capital is this banking sys- © 
tem, so burdensome to the people of the United | 
States, carried on? About thirty million dollars! : 
Yes; on about thirty millions of specie rest the - 
three millions paid in, and on which the com- | 
munity ep 

bankers, an 


blindly yielding their faith and confi- | 


dence, as if the whole three hundred millions was || 


a solid bed of gold and silver, instead of being as : 
it is, one tenth part specie, and nine tenths paper 
credit! 

Mr. B. said the reform of the banking system 
was a task as difficult as indispensable. The 
number and power of the banks was the first 
erat impediment; the.quantity of independent 
egislation was the next; but it had been shown 
that the whole was under the power of Congress, 
and that the Federal Government could, by the: 
collection of its own revenues, regulate the State | 
currencies, and bring them all to the touchstone 
of gold. The States themselves could effect the | 
regulation by direct legislation. It is no answer 
to say, ‘‘ we will if the rest will.’? Let one begin, 
and let it exclude from its borders all the descrip- 
tions of notes which its own banks are forbid to 
issue; that State will immediately realize the full | 
benefit of its legislation, and others will soon: 
follow the example. If they do not, the benefits | 
to the reformed States will be none the less, but 
the greater; they will be to the rest of the States 


aying interest, and giving profits to | 


"© which he had heard from any other quarter. He 


‘| the amendment he had presented; and his action | 


| Mr. W. said he ought further to inform the | 
| Senate, before he proceeded with the remarks he | 


' Congress to whose guardian care is committed | a change of that condition would become indis- 
-: pensable. 


His confidence in the safety of the 
deposit banks, at the present time, was perfect, 
but he could not fail to see that if the amounts in 
deposit went on increasing, a just apprehension 
might soon be entertained that the capital and 
means of the banks might not be adequate to 
their immense responsibilities. Some indulged 
this apprehension now, and he was desirous to 
adopt measures which should not only arrest its 
increase, but put an end to it for the future. 
Another leading object in any action upon this 
subject (Mr. W. said) must be the convenient 


use of the banks as the fiscal agents of the 


` Treasury. 


| remove the apprehensions which now surround || 


‘had to make, that no pride of authorship could i 


' attach to him in the amendment he had offered. 
i The sections which related to the regulation of 
: the deposits were the bill digested by the Com- ! 
mittee of Ways and Means of the last House of 
Representatives, as he had been informed, and ‘| 
supposed to be true, with the advice of the head | 


to that House, but not acted upon. He did not | 
himself profess a sufficient acquaintance with the | 
; Subject to be able to frame a safe and proper bill 
to regulate these deposits which would accom- | 
modate the Treasury, and at the same time be so | 
far consistent with the interests of the banks as 
to induce their assent to its provisions. He had 
not so minutely examined the provisions of these 
sections as to be able to pronounce the opinion 
that they were, in all respects, right in them- 
selves, or preferable to others which might be ' 
| suggested. ‘The two last sections of the proposed | 
amendment related to a subject distinct from the 
regulation of the deposits, and had been added in ` 
pursuance of recommendations made by the Sec- | 
retary of the Treasury in his last annual report | 
to Congress. They were, therefore, propositions |; 
of the Secretary for the temporary disposition of | 
any surplus which might remain in the Treasury; 
and he had offered them to the Senate because they | 
met much more perfectly his views than any other || 
propositions for the disposition of that surplus | 


|i 
| 
was not, therefore, the author of any portion of j 
must not be considered as influenced by any such , 
relation to any of the provisions. He would go. 
further, and say that he was unconscious of feel- 
ing any peculiar attachment to any of the propo- 
sitions he had presented, and would most cheer- | 
fully yicld them, and give his support to any 
others which he could convince himself were 
better suited to the objects all had in view. 
Among those objects, it appeared to him that 
the security of the public treasure must stand | 


And here it should be borne con- 
stantly in mind that the Senate were attempting 
to legislate in reference to institutions not existing 
by the authority of Congress, not subject to the 
control or direction of Congress, and in no way 
to be affected by the action of Congress, in their 
character of fiscal agents, any further than their 
respective voluntary assents should bind them to 
such subjection, and thus connect their interests 
with the legislation of Congress. We were, in 
effect, (Mr. W. said,) merely making proposals 
to these institutions for a contract, in any law 
we might pass, and it therefore became us, while 
we performed scrupulously and rigidly our office 
and duty as guardians of the public Treasury, so 
far to regard the interests to be consulted upon 
the other side as not to make our terms, or pro- 
eee such as must meet the refusal of the 

anks, and this deprive the Treasury of their 
essential services. It was, in his judgment, the 
wisest protection of the public interests to offer 
to the deposit banks such terms as would make 
it their interest to discharge promptly, honestly, 
and faithfully, their duties to the Treasury, and 
to keep carefully and safely the public moneys 
intrusted to them; and he could not consent to 


‘adopt any parsimonious policy which would so 


of the Treasury Department, and was reported ; - 


tie down these banks as to compel them to make 
an unsafe and hazardous use of the moneys in 
deposit, to indemnify themselves against our 
exactions. Such a course would be to draw the 
most unsafe banks only into our service, and to 
excite them to a use of the public moneys dan- 
gerous to the institutions and insecure to the 
public. . 

A third object, which should not be lost sight 
of.in the legislation under consideration, was a 
healthful condition of the monetary system of the 
country. Mr. W. said he could not for a mo- 
ment doubt that the large accumulation of the 
public revenues in the banks had done much to 
promote the spiritof excessive speculation which, 
during the past year, had seemed to pervade every 
section of our vast country and every branch of 
enterprise. The ten or eleven millions beyond 
any former year, which had sought investment 
in the public lands, must, to a very great extent, 
have emanated from these reservoirs of surplus 
funds. The year was one of plenty and profusion 
in every department of trade and business, and 
the capital of the banks, and in the banks, not re- 
quired for the legitimate uses of commerce, must 
seek other employment. Hence, accommoda- 
tions were liberal and speculations ran wild; for, 


rely upon it, (said Mr. W.,) those gentlemen ure 


mistaken who have supposed, and have told us, 
that banks lock up the money intrusted to their 
keeping, and deprive the community of its use. 
Such is not thenature of these institutions. Such 
is not their interest and soulless existences; their 
interests are their only governing principle. The 
fault is here. They will not keep money 1n an 
unproductive state; and when the proper cus- 
tomers of banks, those who require loans for 


, commercial purposes, when speedy returns are 


certain, do not apply for their means, they will 


_ loan them to those who are engaged in specula- 


| periencing a severe pressure for money. 


tions—to those who, it is known, intend to apply 
the funds obtained to the purchase of property 
not convertible to cash at pleasure, but depend- 
ent upon casualties which render the use hazard- 
ous to the stability of banking facilities. The 


| commercial community are, at this moment, eX- 


Is not 
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cial calls, does any one suppose the pressure at 
present existing would have been telt? Does any 
one believe it would continue for one day? In so 
far as the great accumulation of the moneys of 
the Government in the deposit banks may have 
promoted this spirit of speculation and encouraged 
these loans, itis the imperative duty of Congress, 
when legislating upon the subject of the public 
deposits, to devise some mode of correcting the 
existing evil, and of preventing its recurrence in 
future. In our use of the State institutions as the 
fiscal agents of the Treasury, we should, so far 
as may be in our power, so regulate that use as 
to promote, not to disturb, the great moneyed 
interests of the country, and the success and pros- 
perity of commerce, which is our principal de- 
ændence for the revenues to be deposited. 

With these preliminary remarks, Mr. W. said 
he would proceed to consider, very generally, 
the bill anil amendment, and to point out some 
of the principal ditferences between the two pro- 
posed measures. He should not, at this time, 
enter into minute detail, but should confine his 
remarks to those diffgrences which he thought 
highly essential. 

The first he should notice was the liberty given 
to the Secretary of the Treasury, by the amend- 
ment, to select additional deposit banks The 
provision, in terms, authorized an entire new 
selection under the law, as those now used had 
been selected when there was no law upon the 
subject; but he was most happy to be able to say 
to the Senate that he was not aware, nor did he 
believe there was the least intention or desire on 
the part of the Secretary, or of any one else, in 
the execution of this power, to dismiss a single 
one of the existing deposit banks. . He did not 


know or believe, that any bank now employed ' 


was considered an unsafe depository of the public 
money, or had failed in any essential particular 
to perform its duties promptly and faithfully, as 
a fiscal agent of the Treasury. He did believe, 
however, that if the public moneys were to remain 
in the banka, additional selections ought to be 
made at some of the more important points. As 
he was more particularly acquainted with the con- 
dition of things in the city of New York, he 
would confine his remarks to that point. Three 
banks of deposit had been selected, and were now 
employed in that city. Two of those banks were 
by their charters restricted as to their amount of 
loans; and his recollection was, that the utmost 
extent to which they could go was twice and a 
half the amount of their capital stock. All the 
other banks in the city and State of New York, 
with very few exceptions, were subject to the 
same restriction and limitation; and Mr. W. 
said he did not doubt that the third deposit bank, 
from the large amount of its capital, and the 
known discretion and safety of its directors, was 
predeally subjected to the same limitation. 
ence it would be apparent to all that an amount 
of public deposits must frequently accumulate in 


these three banks at that point, which, connected | 


with the capital and means of the banks them- 
selves, would constitute a fund far beyond the 


amount of loans they were at liberty to make. | 
What, he should be asked, is done with this sur- |; 


plus? Is it not locked up without use to the banks 


or the community? He was ready, as he be- ; 


lieved, to answer the inquiries, and to say that it 


is not locked up and kept from the use of that : 
commercial community. When such a state of 


things is found to exist, those deposit banks suffer : 


balances to remain to their credit in the neigh- | 


boring banks of the city, upon which those banks 
extend their loans. 


were permanent arrangements between the banks | 


as to these balances, but he believed he could say, 
with perfect safety, that they constantly existed 
toa greater or less extent, and that, in this indirect 
way, all the deposits at that point were made to 
constitute, as far as these deposits could properly 
be made to constitute, capital upon which accom- 
modations were extended to the customers of the 
banks. 

The system, however, was, in his judgment, 


: were, from the necessity of the case, payable to 


neighboring institutions, which should not exist 
but from an unavoidable necessity. If we so 
arrange the disposition of the public moneys that 
more banks than those now selected must be 
employed to use them for the accommodation of 
the business community, there is no reason why 
each bank should not be. made principal in its 
own use, and be responsible directly to the 
Treasury, and not indirectly through its neigh- 
boring and perhaps rival institutions. Mr. W. 
said it gave him great pleasure to say that he had 
never heard a charge of unfairness, or an unne- 
cessary excrtion of the power possessed by the 
deposit banks in the city of New York over their 
debtor banks, but there was something invidious 
in so limiting the number of deposit banks there, 
as to create the constant necessity of permitting 
part of the public moneys on deposit to remain 
in other banks, and be used by them, or to be 
taken from use, and locked up in the deposit 
banks. It added an unpleasant responsibility to 
the deposit banks, because, by the arrangement, 
they were compelled to be answerable, not only 
for their own use of the moneys intrusted to 
them, but for the use, by neighboring and rival 
institutions, of portions of those moneys; and it 
placed the neighboring and rival institutions, 
which would consent to take and use any part 
of these moneys, in the unpleasant position of 
agents to their rivals, and so far subject to their 

ower and control. This state of things he 

elieved ought not to exist, and either that the 
amount of deposits in the banks ought to be 
reduced to a limit within their chartered powers 
of disposition, or that the number of deposit 
banks ought to be inereased to an extent which 
should produce that consequence. 


‘from South Carolina (Mr. Caruoun} confined 
: the deposits to the existing deposit banks, and 


The bill introduced by the honorable Senator | 


| If none of those propositions should meet the 


approval of the Senate, then he might be com- 
pelled to consider, practically, some mode of 
requiring the banks to pay an interest upon the 
deposits, and the rates of interest which should 


‘be charged. He would not, however, at present, 
‘anticipate the difficulties which would be found 


to arise from any provision of this sort. A fur- 
ther consideration connected with this part of 
the subject it became his particular duty to. bring 
to the notice of the Senate. He could not speak 
as to other States than the one he had the honor 
in part to represent here, but the banks of his 
State, as he had before remarked, were limited in 
the amounts they were permitted to loan; and, 
in the city of New York, it happened, as he was 
informed and believed, and would hereafter often 


| happen, that the amount of public deposits in the 


deposit banks there would be greater, when added 


: to the capital and means of those banks, than 


they could use by way of loans. Under the 
present arrangement he had described the mode 


iin which the surplus of such deposits was made 


: mitted to discount upon the same funds. 


useful and available to the mercantile community. 
The system pursued, on the part of the deposit 
banks, of letting balances stand to their credit in 
the neighboring institutions, upon which they 
could make loans, reached this great and useful 
object, and the fact that these balances were per- 
mitted to remain without interest enabled the 
banks thus accommodated to extend to their cus- 
tomers nearly the same liberality which could be 
extended by the deposit banks, were they per- 
ut if 
interest was to be demanded of the deposit banks, 
it was certain that they could not afford to suffer 
these balances to remain with rival institutions 
without interest. They could not afford to pay 
interest upon funds, and give the gratuitous use 
of them to their neighbors. 

Interest (Mr. W. said) was the governing 
principle of a bank, and no bank would consent 
to pay interest and not receive interest; much less 
to pay interest for the benefit of a rival bank. 


| The deposit banks, therefore, will not pay interest 


contained a positive prohibition against the selec- |: 
tion of others, except at points where the public | 


service might require it, and where there was 


tion would not afford a rem 
had described, and he did not doubt that the 


situation of New York must be substantially | 


that of Boston, Philadelphia, Baltimore, and 
many other similar points, where the principal 
collections of the revenue were made. For these 
reasons he preferred the amendment he had 
offered to the original bill, so far as this difference 
was concerned. 

The next difference he proposed to notice was 
the omission, in the amendment, of any provision 
for the payment of interest upon deposits. This 
omission, so far as his action was concerned, had 
been made upon the assumption that some dis- 
position, other than that of a deposit in the banks, 
would be made of any surplus of the moneys so 
deposited, beyond the contemplated expenses of 
the Government. Should this not be so, and 

. should the public moneys continue to accumulate 
in the banks, without appropriation and expend- 
_ iture, he was clearly of the opinion that the banks 
| ought to allow a reasonable interest for their use. 
| He was, however, so unwilling to make an in- 
vestment of this description, because it held out 


opinion as to any rate of interest which he might 
think it proper to exact. He yet entertained the 


strongest hope that the adoption by the Senate of 
fe could not say that there | 


the proposition he had made for the investment of 
any surplus which might be found to exist, would 


entirely supersede the necessity of action upon 
| this proposition; and he took it for granted, if his | 


or any other of the several propositions for taking 
| the surplus from the banks, and placing it beyond 
' their reach, should prevail, all would concede that 


| for the services required of the deposit banks, in 
| their characters as fiscal agents of the Treasury. 


now no such bank. Of consequence the excep- | 
y in the case he | 


so directly, if not compulsorily, an inducement . 
to the banks to make a hazardous, if not improv- | 
| ident, use of the money in deposit with them, | 
that he would not, at this stage of the proceeding, | 
discuss the principle involyed, or express an 


the use of the moneys which would remain in | 
deposit would be no more than an equivalent 


to the Government upon the public deposits, and 
suffer portions of the moneys in deposit with 
them to remain,‘in the shape of. balances, in 
neighboring institutions, without interest. Can 
they, then, Mr. President, permit them to remain 
upon the payment of interest? No, sir; I think 
they cannot. Balances suffered to remain, under 
a stipulation to pay interest, would be loans in 
effect, and loans within the meaning and intent 
of the charters of the banks which should enter 


| into such a stipulation by way of addition to the 


direct loans they are permitted to make. These 
deposit banks will be sure to use directly so 


i much of the moneys intrusted to their’care as 


they are permitted by their charters to use; and 
should more be deposited, it is impossible they 
could pay an interest upon it, and not use it; 1t 
is certain they would not-pay an interest upon it 


_and permit others to use it, without interest; it is 


shown that they could not lend it to others upon 
interest, to be used as the basis for loans; and 
therefore they could not consent.to receive in 
deposit a greater sum than they could use under 
the powers granted in their own charters. 

Here Mr. W. said he thought he had a con- 


' clusive argument to prove, either that an interest 


ought not to be charged, or that 
the number of deposit banks in the city of New 
York ought to be so increased, that each bank 
could use, by way of loans, all the money it should 
be required to take upon deposit. Fle did not 
oppose the plan of charging the banks with an 
interest upon the deposits, in case amounts of 
money beyond the current demands upon the 
Treasury, were to remain with them; but if this 
policy was to become the law of the land, he de- 
sired that it might be practically applied, so that 
the institutions and the Treasury might be able 
to act together, in adopting «it. This, he was 
sure, could not be done, without the selection of 
additional deposit banks at some of the important 

vints. He had stated the operation at New 
Fork, and he did not doubt that the same conse- 
quences, to a greater or less extent, would be 
operative at several of the other important points 
where the collections of the public revenue were 
large. He must here again remind the Senate 
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that we were legislating in reference to institu- 
tions not subject to our legislation, and which 
were to be made subject to it by their own volun- 
tary consent; by a free, and full, and fair con- 
tract, or not at all. It therefore became us to | 
offer to them terms which they could accept, and | 
not so to economize our own interests as to de- 
rive us of the aids—important, if not indispen- 
sable--of those fiscal agents of our Treasury. 
For these reasons he preferred the amendment to 
the orixinal bill, because it gave to the Secretary - 
of the Treasury the power to select additional de- 
osit banks, an exercise of which power would 
pe indispensable in case the principle of charging 
interest upon the deposits should be made a fea- : 
ture of the deposit bill. 
The only other principal difference between 
the bill and amendment which he proposed to 
notice was the different propositions for the 
temporary disposition of any surplus of revenue 
which might, from time to time, be found in the 


| satisfactory to all who would honor him with 

i their attention, He alluded tothe objection that 

_ the mode of investment he had proposed would 
introduce into the financial operations of the coun- 
try an extensive system of ‘‘ stock jobbing;”’ 
would make the Government itself a ‘* stock job- 
ber;’? and would confound its fiscal agents with 
“ the bulls and bears of the stock market.” 

The objection was most seriously urged, and, 
therefore, deserved a careful examination. He 
hoped to be able to give that examination in a 
manner so simple, clear, and intelligible, that 
friends and opponents of the propositions would 
be entirely satisfied that its rejection must rest 
upon stronger ground than could be found in this 
cabalistic scare-crow. In what securities did he 
propose to make the investments? In securities 
resting upon the faith and credit of some one of 


' the States of this Union. Were securities of that 


character the subject of stock gambling? Would 
any Senator rise in his place and say, that the 


Treasury. The bill offered by the honorable , stocks or other securities issued by his State, and 
Senator from South Carolina [Mr. Carnoux] | dependent upon its faith for their final redemp- 
proposed to deposit it with the States, without |, tion, were food for “ the bulls and bears of the 
Interest, upon a mere statute pledge of repayment |, stock market?” Would any one contend that 
of the principal when Congress should call for it. |; securities of this character were to be classed 
The amendment offered by himself proposed | with the. gambling stocks of the day? Would it 
simply to invest it in the stocks and securities | be urged that the rise and depression of these 
issued by some one of the States of this Union, | stocks in the market for the last ten yeara had 
bearing a fair interest, transferable at the pleasure j; furnished the least indication that they were 
of the holder, and to authorize the Secretary of || affected by the movements of those who had been 
the Treasury, or the commissioners of the sinking | termed ‘‘ the bulls and bears of the stock market?”’ 
fund, at any time when the wants of the national : He was sure he might give a negative to all these 
Treasury should require it, to sell the stock so inquiries without contradiction here, and if so, 
purchased at its market value. | he must be permitted to say he considered the 
Mr. W. said it would be the purpose of his | ‘‘ stock pemg” objection most conclusively 
remaining remarks to examine these different’ answered. ; 
propositions, and assign the reasons for his pref- | He would ask, however, what were gambling 
erence for the one he had submitted. | Stocks in practice? Were they securities like the 
The proposition he had offered, equally with |! State stocks, defined and certain in every element 
that of the honorable Senator, [Mr. Carnown,] || which could constitute value? Were they certifi- 
rested upon the responsibility of the States, and |. cates, or bonds, for a given-amount of principal, 
the investments were, by the terms of it, to be ` payable ata given day, and at a specified placc; 


confined to the stocks or other securities issued | 


of the faith and credit of the State for the punctual i or yearly, at a given place numed upon the face 


payments of interest and the final redemption of '' of the security? Could stocks or securities of this ' 


the principal. It possessed an important advant+ | character become the subject of gambling in the 


with a given rate of interest for the forbearance : 
by a State, and carrying upon its face a pledge |: of payment, also payable quarterly, half-yearly, , 


age over the proposition of the Senator, in com- | 
manding for the money paid an actual and trans- | 
ferable security —a security which might be | 
converted into money at pleasure, without any 
agency or interference on the part of the State. | 
It also secured a fair interest for the use of the 
money while it should remain invested, and in | 
this respect seemed to him to be decidedly pref- | 
erable to the proposition of the Senator. | 

The Senator proposed to loan the money to the | 
States without interest, until wanted for the uses | 
of the public Treasury and actually called for upon | 
a given notice, and that, too, without any secu- | 
rity possessed by the Government which it could | 
use independently of the action of the States. | 
His only security was a legislative pledge, which | 
was worth nothing until made so by the further | 
positive action of the State Legislatures. Itmight, | 
and it might not, be convenient for them to re- 


s 
all would admit that their pleasure must deter- | 
mine the question whether or not the money | 
should be repaid, as none would contend that any | 
power existed in Congress, or in any Department 
of this Government, to coerce the fulfillment of 
this legislative promise to pay. 

But by whom, he would ask, was this call to 
be made upon the States? By Congress; in other 


words, by the representatives of the States here, |; 
and by the representatives of the people of the | 


f 
l 
i% 
| 
l 
i 
1 
| 


States in the other branch of Congress. The 
States were to be made the debtors, and their 
will, expressed by their representatives in Con- 
gress, was to determine whether their respective 


debts should be paid, and when and how that |: 


payment should be made. This was the financial 
pone or the proposition of the honorable Sena- 
tor. This was the security to the national Treas- 
ury to be offered for the almost countless mil- 


lions, which the imagination of the Senator had |! 
accumulated there, to be transferred to the several /: 


State treasuries. 


` thought not. 


‘| by the objection. 
ond to the call of Congress for this money, and ;' 


stock market, for any other cause than a doubt 
as to the pay ments of interest and principal? And 
was any one preparcd to say that the faith of any 
State of the Union, thus pledged, was matter of | 
doubt or uncertainty in the remotest degree? He 


apprehension as:to stock-jobbing? The amount | 
of principal secured by the stock was liquidated 
and certain; the day of payment was particularly ; 
specified; the rate of interest was fixed, and the 
place for the payments of interest and principal 
was defined. Where, be would again ask, was 
there room for gambling? for stock-jobbing? for 
the interference of the “bulls and bears,” in 
investments of this character? There was none; 
and the history of these stocks and securities in 
the market would show that they were entirely 
; exempt from influences of the disruption indicated 


' These stocks would experience fluctuations in ` 
, the market, but they were not the fluctuations 
. produced by stock gambling. When money was 
i plenty, and the legitimate calls of business did 
| not require all the means at the command of cap- 
| Italists and money dealers, investments would be 
| Sought in these safe stocks, and they would rise 
; in value. When, on the contrary, money was 
|; Scarce, and capital could be safely invested ata 


low interest paid upon these stocks, the stocks | 


| and the consequence would usual! 
: sion of price. 
; causes of fluctuation in the price of the State 


; would produce fluctuations so great as to deserve | 
| the appellation of ‘ stock-jobbing,’’ ‘ stock- 
; SEN : 

| gambling,” ‘‘an association with the bulls and 
| bears of the stock market??? 
What, he would again ask, were gambling ` 
stocks? They were stocks dependent upon futu 


; and uncertain results. They were stocks as to | 


Mr. W. said, he here met an objection which 
he must examine in a manner he hoped would be 


| the value of which the judgment and the imagina- | tlemen entertain apprehensions that there would 


i tion were the guides of the purchaser. A bank | 


Where, then, was the room for n 


of outstanding appropriations. 


would seek a market for a change of investment, | tional works of internal improvement. 


y be a depres- || 
These, and these alone, were the | 
| 


re: 


| is chartered, a railroad company is incorporated, 

‘or a canal is authorized to be constructed; a 

-: stock is created and becomes the subject of pur- 

; chase and sale in the market; but thereis no bank, 

! no railroad, no canal, in actual operation. The 
value of the stock is matter of calculation, con- 
jecture, imagination. There are no dividends, 
and therefore the rate of dividend is unknown; 

, and estimate, calculation, judgment, or imagina- 
tion, excitement, enthusiasm, as the case may be, 
direct the standard’ of value of the stocks and 
govern the sales. These are the stocks which 
give rise to stock-jobbing; these are the gambling 
stocks; these are the stocks upon which ‘the 
bulls and bears of the stock market” act; these are 
what have been denominated ** the fancy stocks”? 
of Wall and Chestnut streets, and the other 
great stock markets of the country. Would any 
Senator, or any citizen of intelligence and ob- 
servation, attempt to class these stocks with the 
certain and specified securities issued by the in- 
dependent States of this Union and guarantied 
by their faith and credit? He was certain he 
might answer no, and that answer must put at 
rest forever this frightful *‘ stock-jobbing’’ objec- 
tion. 

! Another advantage (Mr. W.. said) to be derived 
from the propositions he had submitted, and 
which ought to commend them to the favor of 
some portion of the Senate, was, that they were 
antagonist to no measure of appropriation or dis- 
tribution which had been, or which could be, 
presented to Congress. If adopted, they would 
merely act upon any surplus moneys which might 

|| from time to time be in deposit; they would, at 

|| all times, regulate the amount of money in the 
|| banks, and prevent the mischiefs experienced and 
| apprehended from an over accumulation of funds 
there. They would remedy the evil which con- 

' stituted the principal subject of present complaint, 

i and would, at the same time, preserve the funds 

i| within the entire control of the Treasury, in a 

shape to be converted into money whenever ap- 

propriations made by Congress should require 
their use, 

It was objected that there would be a want of 
these stocks to absorb the millions which the 
condition of the Treasury would present for - 
investment under the terms of the propositions. 
His answer to this-objection was double. In the 
aar pie he could assure the gentleman who 
urged it, and the country, that the vivid and 
fruitful anticipations of the financiers who had 
predicted upon the amounts of surplus revenue, 
would be most sadly-and greatly disappointed. 
If Congress performed its duty during its present 
session, and made such provision for the imme- 


i 
| 
{ 
| 
| 
i 


; diate and permanent defenses of the country as’ 


its condition and wants imperiously demanded, 
the amount of our surplus money would not be 
such as to alarm the statesman and patriot, or to 
. compel the fiscal officers of the Government to go 
abroad for stocks in which they could invest it. 
There might be a small surplus, but he thought 
it would mostly consist of unexpended balances 
Existing in this 
shape, it might be found wise to make temporary 
investments, in the manner proposed, but not in 
amounts which would exceed the amounts of 
State stocks in the market. In the second place, 
the present amount of those securities, existing 
in the shape of stocks, or bonds, must be some 


_ fifty or sixty millions of dollars, and it was a 
o fact known to all who had paid the least attention 


to the legislation of the States for the past year, 


i that a very large proportion of them were author- 
much more advantageous rate than the usually |! € 


izing further loans, and the issue of new stocks, 
or securities, to enable them to prosecute addi- 
He did 
not propose to be specific in any statement upon 
| this point, but he would refer to the State he had 


; ; 
', the honor, in part, to represent, to Pennsylvania; 
stocks; and who could suppose that these causes l! a P : y 


‘Ohio, Maryland, Louisiana, and many others, 
: as having outstanding securities in considerable 

amounts; and the same States, with perhaps the 

exception of Ohio, together with Indiana, Illinois, 
_ Tennessee, Mississippi, and he believed several 
other States, had, at the last sessions of their 
respective. Legislatures, authorized heavy addi- 
| tions to their State debts. How, then, could gen- 


| be a want of State stocks in which to make these 
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investments? Even should the amounts to be 
invested tar exceed their most flattering calcula- 
tons, the amount of these stocks would much 
more than equal the sum total of surplus, and he 
hoped to quiet their apprehensions for the future 
by the coufident assurance, which the history of 
the times would fully warrant, that unless a 
radical change in the policy of ie States should 
be produced, the increase of State loans, and 
conscquenily of State stocks and other State 
eccucities, Would far outstrip the accumulations 
of surplus revenue in the national Treasury. 

But another formidable objection had presented 
itself to the minds of some, in the supposition 
that any attempt on the part of this Government 
to invest the surplus moneys of the Treasury in 
these stocks would, at once, raise the price of the 
stocks in the market to an extent so extravagant 
as to make the investments matter of important 
loss. He would beg gentlemen who urged this 
objection to remember against what description 
of investments they were using the argument. 
Take an example. You propose to purchase a 
five per cent, stock of one of the States, upon 
which the interest is payable quarter-yearly, and 
the principal redeemable at the expiration of 
twenty years. The only consideration which 
can make such a stock par in this country,;where 
money 13 almost always worth more than five 
percent, for ordinary uses, is that of perfect secu- 
rity and perfect punctuality in the payments of 
interest and principal. If you pay a premium 
upon such a stock and retain it until the principal 
becomes duc, the premium paid is so much de- 
ducted in advance from the accruing interests, 
while, if the stock be not retained for the whole, 
but a portion only, of the time it has to run, ita 
market value is diminishing in precise proportion 
to the lapse of time, and, of course, the prospect 
of recovering the premium paid, by a resale, 
diminishes constantly. All thea are matters of 


precise and perfect calculation; and if every doubt | 


as to the prompt and punctual payments of in- 


" of intelligence and integrity will thus discharge | executio 
“such a trust. They will first ascertain, at the i| 


terest and principal be removed, as in reference | 


to State stocks and securities they might be sup- 
posed to be, they were all the elements which 
entered into the value of the given stock. How 
much premium, then, he would ask, could be 
paid? Five per cent. premium.would be the 


whole interest for one year, or the twentieth part |. 


of all the interest to be paid upon the stock, and 
this ratio would exhibit the effect upon the in- 
terest of the purchase at any rate of premium. 
How was it possible, then, that these stocks 
could experience great fluctuations beyond those 
occasioned by the different value of money at 
different periods? They could not, and their 
history in the market, as he had previously had 
occasion to notice, had proved that they had not 
fluctuated materially, after public confidence had 


become established in their entire security as in- 


vestments. Indeed, he could go further, and say, ` 


that the State stocks had experienced no exten- 
sive fluctuations at any period; but, on the con- 
trary, their usual history had beena gradual rise, 
within certain limits, regulated by the value of 
money and the desire for permanent investments, 


in proportion as the stocks became known and | 


their perfect safety ascertained, 

Some gentlemen (Mr. W. said) seemed to 
suppose that the fact that the Government was to 
become a purchaser, would, of necessity, affect 
the price of these stocks in the market. This he 
did not believe. He had had some experience in 
transactions of this sort, while in charge of an 
important fiscal office in his own State, and acting 
for the State, and. that experience had taught him 
to believe that a public officer, acting with dis- 
cretion, could purchase stocks of thia character 
upon as favorable terms as any other individual. 
If the officer were to give public notice in advance 


that upon a given day he would present himself. 


in the market and purchase a given amount of a 
specified stock, he would, most undoubtedly, 
have the price of that stock raised upon him, and 
would either defeat hie intended purchase alto- 
gether, or compel himself to pay an exorbitant 
price. So with the commissioners of the sinking 
fund under the provisions of this act; but did any 
One suppose those officers would take that course 
in making the investments they are required to 
make? No, Mr. President; no, officers or agents 


| application, that an unusual demand for any | 
| article in the market had a tendency to raise the | 
| price ef that article in a ratio governed by the 
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times specified, the amount of money to be | 


invested, and will then give their instructions to |. 


trustworthy and confidential agents, stock-bro- | 
kers, or others, at the points where the desired 
stocks are to be found, to make the necessary 
purchases for them. Their agents go into the 
market as other private individuals go there, not 
proclaiming themselves as the representatives of 
the United States, but as purchasers of State 
stocks for investment, and proffering the money, 
at the market value, to thase who wish to sell. 
Their purchases, like all others, will be regulated 
by the relative value of money and of the stocks 
purchased; and, so far from the price being 
affected by the circumstance that the Government 
is in fact the purchaser, the seller may never 
know that fact. He makes his transfer to the 
nominal purchaser,-and that purchaser to the 
United States; and it is only by following the 


office, that ıt will become known that the Gov- 


i 
f 
transfers upon the books kept in the transfer | 
| 


ernment has purchased the stocks. This fact | 


may not be made known until the investments | 


are completed, and the purchases for the Govern- | 
So with the sales, when the ` 


ment have closed. 
Government may find it necessary to sell; and | 
no apprehension, therefore, can be justly enter- 
tained by reason of the connection of the public 
Treasury with these operations. 

Mr. W. said it was undoubtedly true, in case 
large amounts were to be invested at one time, 
that an appreciation of the stocks might be the | 
consequence. It was a law of trade, of universal 


d for, this rule would operate 
in the-same manner that it would upon mercan- 


i tile, or any other transactions of trade. As, how- 


ever, he had shown, he hoped satisfactorily to 
the Senate, that the amounts to be invested, as 
surplus beyond the appropriations made by Con- 
gress, could not be large, and that the amount 
i of stocks in the market, of the description to 
which the investments were confined, was ample 

at present, and would increase much more rapidly 

than any possible increase of our surplus reve- 

; nues, he thought he had answered the two last | 
| objections named so effectually as to prevent 

their repetition. 


ositions he had submitted, of a personal charac- 
ter. It had been said that the commissioners of 
the sinking fund were not the persons to whom 
| the trust of making these investments ought to be 
i confided. Mr. W. said he had named these com- 
missioners, not because he had any especial pref- 
erence for those particular officers, as the trustees 
of the Treasury, upon this particular occasion. 
| Indeed, he did not know that he could tell who 
the commissioners were at the present moment, 
but he believed the Vice President, the Chief 
Justice of the Supreme Court, the Secretaries of 
State and of the Treasury, and the Attorney Gen- 
eral, were of the number, if not the whole board. 
He must be permitted to say he had full and entire 


important offices, and, for himself, he would most 
cheerfully confide to their intelligence and integ- 
rity any trust, pecuniary or political; but he had 
designated the commissioners of the sinking fund 
for the reason that our fathers had designated 
those high officers, whoever the individuals might 
chance to be, to discharge much more important 
duties in reference to the great and vital interests 
of the Treasury, the payment of the national debt, 
and not from any personal or political attachment 
to the gentlemen who now filled the places. If 
objection was to be seriously made on account of 
this feature of the propositions, and any Senator 
would name other public officers, whose duties 
would permit the requisite attention to the trust, 
and who could be less exceptionably charged 
with it, he would most cheerfully consent to the 
change. He was sure he did not mistake the 
feelings of any one of the officers he had named 
when he said he could not render to them a more 
acceptable service than by discharging them from 
the unpleagant responsibilities which a faithful 


| Another objection had been made to the prop- | 


confidence in the individuals who now held those | 


i; demand and supply: and, in reference to the in- |: 
! vestments provi 


SENATE. 


n of the proposed trust might impose. 
He had been unable, however, after the most 

| mature reflection upon the subject, to change the 
selection of trustees, and must, therefore, wait to 
hear the suggestions of those who found objec- 
tion in this part of his propositions. He had 
heard the objections with patience, and he would 
endeavor to receive and consider any amendments 
with impartiality and candor. 

Mr. W. said, when he had originally offered 
the sections of the bill upon which he was now 
remarking, $7,000,000 was named as the sum to 
be left in the Treasury to meet the disbursements 
ofeach quarter. Before hecommenced his present 
observations, he had modified the proposition by 
striking out the word * seven,” and thus leaving 
the sum blank. He had done this because he 
wished the vote might indicate the sense of the 
Senate upon the principle contained in the sec- 
tion, without involving objections of detail, which 
it was most manifest the fixing of this sum would 

involve. The counter. proposition alread y offered 
| by the Senator from South Carolina, [Mr. CaL- 
HOUN,] with a much less sum ($3,000,000) in- 
serted, afforded conclusive evidence of a wide 
difference of opinion upon this point, and proved 
satisfactorily to his mind that the question between 
the two propositions ought to be presented to 


'| the Senate without reference to this amount; that 


| the principle of each might be disembarrassed 
i from this mere difference of opinion as to the 
| amount to be left in the Treasury, whether the 
' one proposition or the other should be adopted. 
He thanked the honorable Senator for his agree- 
ment with him in this opinion, and for having 
modified his propositions in conformity with it, 
by leaving the sum blank in them also. Indeed 
the fixing of this sum, in any event, ought to be 
the act of the Senate, and not of any member of 
the Senate who might choose to submit proposi- 


|, tions as to the disposition of any surplus revenue 


which might be found in the Treasury. This 
position would be sound under any circum- 
stances, and was more especially so at this time, 
when appropriations to a greater extent than’ 
usual were not only proposed to be made, but 
conceded on all hands to be proper, and when, 
therefore, the amount to be retained for the uses 
of each quarter would be, to an unusual extent, 
dependant upon the appropriationsactually made. 

here. was, however, a manifest difference as 
to the sum which ought to supply the blank in 
the section he had offered from that which had 
been offered by the Senator from South Carolina, 
[Mr. CaLuoun,] because the rule of action of the 
| two propositions upon thefunds in the Treasury 


| was wholly different. Thatoffered by him directed 
the commissioners of the sinking fund, at the 
commencement of each quarter of the year, to 


|| estimate not only the payments, but the receipts 


' for the coming quarter, and from that estimate to 
; determine the average of moneys to be found in 
| the Treasury for the quarter, and to invest all 
| above the amount which was to fill the blank in 
question, in the manner pointed out in the pro- 
visions. The antagonist propositions of the Sen-. 
; ator provided for annual distributions, leaving in 
the dreasury, regardless of future receipts, a 
specified amount to meet outstanding appropria- 
tions. The rule of ealeulation was, therefore, en- 
tirely different, and the blank in each should be 
filled with reference to that rule. In the former 
case, the calculation was to be made at the com- 
mencement of the quarter, and the receipts as well 
as the expenditures of the quarter were to be 
brought into the estimates, while, in the latter 
case, a gross sum was to be left in the Treas- 
ury, at the commencement of each year, which, 
together with the receipts of the year not esti- 
mated, was to constitute its means for the comin 
ear. In the one case the blank should be fille 
y a sum-which would meet the entire payments 
of the quarter, while, in the other, it should be 
such a sum as, when added to the whole receipts 
of the future year, would meet the whole pay- 
ments of that year. It was, therefore, most ap- 
parent, that, in acting upon the different principles 
proposed, this sum should be left blank, and that 
the blank should be filled with reference to the 
roposition adopted. It was equally apparent to 
Rie mind that the sum to be inserted, in either 
case, must depend mainly upon the appropria- 
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tions made, and to be made, by Congress during | 
its present session. The quarterly payments : 
must surely depend upon that legislation, and the | 
question whether the receipts of the next year : 
will be equal to the expenditures of that year, '; 
must also depend, in a great degree, upon the 
amount of outstanding appropriations at the close 
of this year. The appropriation bills for the 
present year are very late. Few of them have 

et passed and become laws, although the one 
half of the year has nearly expired. If,then, they 
be greater than usual, there is the more reason to 
expect that the amount of outstanding appropria- 
tions, at the close of the year, will be unusually 
large. This amount, whatever it may be, is to 
be added to the current calls upon the Treasury 
of the next year, and, therefore, in fixing upon a 
sum to be left in the Treasury on the first day 
of the year, the amount of outstanding appro- 
priations should be especially regarded. 

In this view of the subject, Mr. W. said he had 
no hesitation in saying that the blank in the prop- 
ositions of the Senator from South Carolina, 
[Mr. Carnoux, } could only be filled safely by a 
deduction of the outstanding appropriations, sep- . 
arate from the sum which it might be necessary | 
to retain in the Treasury, at the commencement 
of each year, to render it safe against all current | 
calls. In reference to the propositions he had | 
submitted, entirely different considerations might 
govern our legistation. In the first place, an | 
estimate was to be made of the receipts and | 
expenditures of each quarter, and the sum to be 
invested was to be regulated by that estimate, by 
deducting from the moneys in the Treasury and 
the estimated receipts for the quarter the esti- 
mated payments for the same quarter. The esti- 
mate, however, might be erroneous upon the one 
side or the other, but the consequence of error, 
in either case, could not be materially injurious 
to the public interests. If the estimate should be 
too favorable to the Treasury, the only conse- 
quence would be that the amount of the error 
would remain in the Treasury uninvested, during 
the quarter. If, on the other hand, the estimate . 
should be too short, and leave the Treasury 
without means, the propositions not only au- 
thorize, but direct, the commissioners of the 
sinking fund immediately to sell so much of the 
stocks in which the investments had been made ` 
as may be necessary to supply the Treasury with 
means equal to its wants. At no time, under 
these propositions, are the means placed beyond 
the reach and control of the fiscal affairs of this | 
Government, or in a situation in which they can- : 
not be commanded by the action of the officers 
and agents of this Government, to supply the | 
wants of the national Treasury. The filling of | 
the blank, therefore, in this section, is much less 
important than in that offered by the Senator 
from South Carolina, [Mr. Catnoon.] In this ` 
case the propositions of themselves provide a | 
correction for any error which may arise. In the | 
other casc, the money is placed in the keeping of | 
the States; is put be vane the reach of this Gov- 
ernment or its officers, upon the mere security 
of a legislative pledge for the repayment of the 
principal, without interest, and cannot be re- 
claimed, whatever may be the wants of the 
national Treasury, but upon the voluntary, sep- 
arate, and independent action of the Legislatures 
of all those States which shall receive their 
respective dividends. Hence the far greater 
importance that the Senate should direct in this 
maiter, and that these blanks, and especially that 
in the proposition of the Senator, should be filled 
with great caution, and with particular reference 
not only to the outstanding appropriations, but 
to such future appropriations as any measures of 
national policy now to be adopted may require. 
He had felt itto be his duty to throw out these 
suggestions; and ‘he would content himself with 
their expression, until some spécific motion to 
fill the blank in the one or the other proposition 
should bring the question more directly before 
the Senate. í 

Mr. W. said he had two insuperable objections 
to prefer against the propositions offered by the 
Senator from South Carolina [Mr. Catuoun] for 
a disposition of the surplus revenue. The first 


y 


| their practical effect? The money was to go to | 


,, and claimed to be equal and just; it was to go to 


: to demand payment is left with the representa- | 


| Inthe two Houses of Congress, while the response | 


ii States, all would be equally interested, and all 


tion to the States of all revenues in the national 
Treasury from whatever source derived, and in 
that sense, to embrace the adoption of a principle | 
which he considered more dangerous to our civil | 
institutions, State and national, than any other | 
which could be presented for the sanction of Con- | 
gress. 
were to be used to accumulate money for distribu- i 
tion to the sovereign and independent States of 
the Confederacy. ‘Those States were to be taught 
to look to this Government for the means to sup- 
ly their wants; for the money to sustain their 
institutions; for the funds to meet their legisla- 
tive appropriations. Can relations of this sort | 
be established, and the independence of the States | 
be preserved? Can the government of a State 
feel or exercise an independence of the power 
which feeds and sustains it by direct and gratui- 
tous contributions from itstreasury? What step 
can be so eminently calculated as this to produce 
speedy and perfect consolidation? 
Mr. W. said he knew he should be answered | 
that it was not proposed to give but to loan this | 
money to the States, to take their bonds or securi- 


| ties for its repayment, upon the call of Congress. 


It would be further said that the omission to charge 
interest was a matter of entire discretion with 
Congress, and of justice to the States, inasmuch 
as the money had been collected from the people 
of the States; and, if not wanted for the uses of 
this Government, ought to be submitted to the 
States, for their use, without charge. These were 
specious answers to which the form of the prop- 
ositions gave countenance; but what would be , 


: the States upon a rule of distribution prescribed, 


them for any uses they may choose to make of it, | 
and without interest. In return for the money, 
the several State Legislatures are to pass laws 
declaring that the State will repay the principal 
when Congress shall, by law, call for the pay- 
ment. Does any one believe that the national | 
Treasury will ever receive back one dollar of the | 
money distributed upon these terms? What is | 
the course? The immediate relation of debtor 
and creditor is established between each of the | 
| States and the Federal Government, and the power ; 


tives of the States and of the people of the States, 


to that demand rests with the States themselves, | 
: acting through their respective Legislatures, or 
otherwise, as they shall choose. The Treasury | 
is in want. Will the States, through their agents || 
here, make a demand upon themselves to supply | 
that want? Never, Mr. President. They may, || 
through that channel, call for increased distribu- ` 
tions, but never for the repayment of moneys. 


The taxing powers of this Government | 
i 


instead of a call upon the States for the money 


: become relatively more populous. 


which have been distributed and expended. 
It must not be alleged, (said Mr. W.,) that in | 
making these remarks he expressed distrust of 
the patriotism or faith of the States. No man : 
entertained more confidence in both than himself; 
bat the government of the States was the govern- | 
ment of the people of the States, and the people : 
of the States composed the vast, sagacious, enter- | 
prising business community which all here in| 
common represent, and of whose interests they, | 
as an aggregate number, are quite as perfect ` 
judges as their representatives anywhere. He: 
should never express a doubt of their faith or | 
patriotism, nor did he doubt that they would, at | 
all times, and for all proper purposes, keep the | 
national Treasury fully and richly supplied. If, | 
however, want should come upon that Treasury, | 
the manner of answering that want would be 
before the péople and subject to their interests 
and their will. If an increase of the duties upon 
imports, an increase of indirect taxation, shall be 
more acceptable to the majority than a call upon 
the States for the money now proposed to be in- 
| trusted to them, that mode of supplying the 
Treasury will, of course, be adopted: hich— 
he would ask every Senator to answer to himself 
in candor and sincérity—which would be the 
| most probable resort? fn case of a call upon the 


| would be likely to resist. Such a call, if the rule 


was, that he considered them, in substance and 
an effect, propositions tp make a general distribu- 


tional rule, would be, in effect, precisely equiva- 
lent to laying a direct tax to the amount, and the 


of distribution should be a proper and constitu- 


interests of no State or section of the countr 

could, in any event, be promoted by it; but in an 
increase of the duties upon foreign importations 
and the consequent increase of the revenue from 
customs, a large majority of the people of the 
whole Union, as experience has shown, may 
easily be made to believe, if the fact be not 50, 
that their interests will be directly and essentially 
promoted. Who, then, can doubt that this mode, 


parceled out to them, will be the mode of sup- 
plying any future wants of the Treasury, so lon 

as a resort to this indirect taxation can reach that 
object? Ifa calamitous and expensive war shall 
come upon the nation, and our commerce shall 
be so far interrupted or destroyed as to render 
any rates of duty upon imports an inadequate 
supply to the Treasury, then, indeed, this money 
might be called for, because then no other resort 
but to such a call, or to a direct tax, would re- 
main to Congress. Still, an important and most 
delicate question would, even then, be likely to 
govern the action of the National Legislature. 


: Each State would calculate the relative effect upon 


itself of a call for the money, or a direct tax to 
raise the same amount. The interests of the 
States whose populations shall have relatively 


| diminished between the time of the receipt of the 


money and the time when a call shall be pro- 

osed, will dictate to it, and to its representatives 

ere, to favor a direct tax in preference to a call, 
because its proportion of the tax will be less than 
was its proportion of the money, distributed 
when its relative position among the States was 
higher. On the contrary, the relatively increas- 
ing States, those whose population shall bear a 
higher proportion to the whole when the call comes 
than when the distribution took place, will favor 
a call instead of a tax, because thé proportion of 
money falling to their share will have been less 
than their proportion of tax when they shall have 
he prepon- 
derance of these interests will, of course, determ- 
ine the action of Congress when the crisis shall 
have arrived. 

If this view of the subject be sound and prac- 
tical, will any one contend that the disposition 
of the surplus, according to these propositions, 
is, in effect, anything less than a gencral and 
unrestricted distribution of it to the States? The 
repayment is submitted to their action, and is 
subject to their pleasure, and all the constitutional 
means for a supply of money to the Treasury, 
separate from a call for this money, will be con- 
stantly as open to them, and to their Represent- 
atives here, as they now are, and will remain, if 
this distribution be not made. Is, then, the posi- 
tion sound, that Congress will never make the 
call until a necessity either of levying a direct 
tax or of making it, shall exist? And if it be, is 
the position of the General Government made, in 
any respect, better by having required the promise 
of repaymeut as a condition precedent to dividing 
out the moneys of the Treasury to the States? 
Mr W. said he could not see that it was, while 
he could see the most fearful evils which might 
arise from this debtor and creditor relation be- 
tween the States and this Government. He could 
foresee incalculable evils which might grow out 
of the conflicting and contrary interests of the 
different States, whenever it should be proposed 
by the Federal Government to make the call for 
this money, and thus attempt to render the 
promises to pay operative. He was compelled 
further to apprehend, in consequence of these 
propositions, should they be adopted, an early 
agitation of the tariff controversy, and the revival 
of local questions which have so recently tried 
the strength of this Union more severely than it 
had ever before been tried, and given to our insti- 
tations a shock which every patriot would long 
remember, and labor to the utmost of his power 
to avoid in future. 

- His second objection was against the rule of 
distribution adopted. It was directed to be made 
according to the representation of each State in 
the Senate and House of Representatives. He 
must suppose, if Congress possess the power, 
under the Constitution, to divide out the moneys 
in the public Treasury to the States, or to the 
people of the States, that the rule of distribution 
must follow that which governs the collection of 
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the same money. That rule is the rule of repre- 


sentation and taxation, is the rule of Federal num- - 


bers, is the rate of representation, as nearly as 
may be by which the States are represented in the 
House of Representatives. It has never before 
been proposed to include the Senate in any calcu- 
lation of equality between the States. The Con- 
sutution has in no instance included it, and he 
must think that its inclusion here was against the 
spiru and against the express provisions of that 
instrament. How had this money been accumu- 
lued by taxation director indirect. From whom 
had it been collected? From the people of the 
States. The Constitution prescribed the rule by 
which, and by which only, Congress might tax 
them, and that was in proportion to their Federal 
numbers. If the money is not wanted for the 
uses of the Federal Government, to whom does 
it belong? and to whom should it be returned? 
Most certainly to the people from whom it has 
been collected, and inthe same proportions which 
governed its collection from them. Tt should be 
distributed, then, upon the Federal numbers of 
the States, or upon their representation in the 
House of Representatives alone; and the repre- 
sentation in the Senate, which has no relation to 
the population or tax-paying liabilities of the 
States, should not be included. 

Another argument against the adoption of this 
rule of distribution, of the strongest character, 
was to be found in the certainty it would create 
that the money would never be called for, even 
to avoid direct taxation. By this rule all the 
small States would ebtain a large amount of the 
money to be distributed beyond the proportion to 
which their Federal numbers would entitle them. 
Sixteen of the twenty-four States would gain, 
and eight onty would lose. Present, then, in this 
body, where the States are represented equally, 
the alternative of a direct tax, or a call upon the 
States for this money, and which do you think 
would be adopted? 
prevail, or the eight? and if the sixteen, which 
alternative would they choose? That, of course, 
which the interests of the States represented 
here, and holding the majority, should dictate. 
What would be that interest? {a the distribution 


of the money to be repaid, they will have re- ' 


ceived a proportion much greater than their pro- 
portion of Federal population; because the rule 
of distribution included their representation in 
the Senate. If, then, they consent to the call 
for repayment, they must return the money 
received. On the contrary, if these States adopt 
a direct tax, they have only to raise a sum equal 
to their exact proportions in the scale of Federal 
numbers, and therefore will be direct gainers by 
preferring a tax and rejecting a call for the 
money. 

Mr. W. said he must, in justice to himself, 
state that the fact that the rule proposed to be 
adopted would work the greatest injustice to his 
own State, had very little influence with him in 
urging this objection. 
be made, and New York was to be a recipient, 
it was his duty to contend for her rights; but, in 
debt as she was, if all her citizens entertained 
his feelings and epimers upon this subject, they 
would look, as they most safely might, to her 
wealth, to her enterprise, to her immense advant- 
ages and resources, to pay her debts and carry her 
on to her high destiny, and would not prostrate 
her before the national Treasury for the miserable 
boon of a few hundred thousand dollars. Were 
he permitted to advise, his State would never 
accept the money proposed to be intrusted to her 
upon the terms prescribed. 

Another objection remained to be answered, 
which had been very generally urged against the 
propositions he had offered upon this subject. It 
was, that an investment of the surplus in the 


manner he had proposed would be unequal, as. 


between the different States, and that those States 
which had no debt, which had issued no stock 
or securities of any description, would obtain no 
part of the moneys to be invested. A perfect 
and conclusive answer to this objection might be, 
that it was at the option of the States to issue 
stocks or not, and therefore it was at their option 
to participate or not in these investments, as any 
State which would issue stocks, and offer them in 
the market upon the most favorable terms, would, 


Would the sixteen States ' 


If a distribution was to - 


i of course, be most likely to obtain investments. 
This, however, was not the answer upon which 


he chose to rest his defense to the objection, ' 


The objection had arisen from the fact that gen- ` 


tlemen had yielded all their reflections to the 
various plans for an equal distribution of these 
moneys tothe States, and they had connected, in 
their minds, the propositions he had made, with 
reflections of this character. There was no con- 
nection between the two subjects, and he hoped 
to be able to convince every Senator that the ob- 
jection was wholly inapplicable in practice to the 
plan of investment he had suggested. There was 
nothing in the nature of a distribution among the 
States connected with the plan. No transaction 
with the States, of any sort, was proposed. The 
adoption of the propositions could not benefit or 
inure any State, or give any one State any pos- 
sible advantage over any other State. The in- 
vestments were to be made by a purchase of the 
stocks in the market, at the market value, and 
before they could come there they must have 
been sold by the State issuing them. That State, 
therefore, must have received its money, and 
could have no interest whatever in the sale to the 
United States, and the purchase by them. It 
must have taken upon itself the obligation to pay 
the interest upon the stock ata given time and 
place, and to redeem the principal at a specified 
day. No change could be made in these obliga- 
tions by a transfer of the stocks to the United 
States, any more than by a similar transfer to 
any private individual; and whatever premium 
the Government may pay does not go to the 
benefit of the State issuing the stock, but to the 
holder, of whom the purchase is made. So also, 
if the Government sell the stock of any State 
which it may have purchased, the State, or its 
interests, are in no way affected by the sale; its 
obligations and responsibilities are unchanged. 
Mr. W. said, the better to illustrate his mean- 
ing, the Senate must permit him to take a simple 
business example. I give my note to you, Mr. 
President, for the sum of $100, payable at the 


expiration of twenty years from its date, with | 


interest at the rate of five per centum per annum, 
the interest to be paid annually ata specified place, 
and the principal to be paid at the same place 
when it falls due, and I make the note negotiable. 
Can it, by any possibility, interest me whether 
you hold that note or sell it, or whether it be 
negotiated but once in the whole twenty years 


or every week in the term; whether it be held by | 


individuals or bodies-politic; by a pauper or b 
the United States? Mr. W. said he was anabe 
to comprehend how hisinterests could be affected 
in the supposed case, and he was equally unable 
to discover how the interests of the States were 


to be affected, either beneficially or injuriously, ' 


by permitting the United States to purchase their | 


stocks’ in the market, as a mere investment of 
money in the Treasury. He was sure Haaser 
must see that the objection was groundless, and 


States whose stocks should be purchased were 
to be materially benefited, and that, therefore, 
| there ought to be some provision to make the 


neither the purchase nor sale could affect, in any 
way, the interests of the State issuing the stocks. 
So far from desiring this equality, (Mr. W. 
said,) the very certain inequality was, to his 
mind, one of the highest merits of the proposi- 
: tions. 


unequal quantities. This fact would cause the 
i representatives of the States against which no 
securities were held, to attend vigilantly to the 


the representatives from those States against 
which small amounts were held to see that those 
against which the amounts are large were made 


most important objections to any plan of distri- 
bution, with a view to repayment, was predicated 
upon the fact that all would be equally interested 
against a repayment; that there would be none 
to exercise vigilance, because all would resist col- 
lection; that repayment would never be made, 
because there would be‘no one to demand it. 


collection or disposition of those held against. 
other States, and in an equal degree would induce’ 


punctually to meet their payments. One of his | 


had proceeded from the mistaken idea that the ' 


purchases equal among the States; whereas, | 


It was not likely that the United States ` 
i would hold the stocks of a large number of States | 
i at the same time, and those would be held in very 


Investments in the manner he proposed would 
be free from these objections, and would stimu- 
late the majority to watchfulness and care that 
collections were promptly made. 

Mr. W. said he had but a single further sug- 
gestion to make, and he would resume his seat. 


! He wished to inquire of those gentlemen who had 


voted for the land bill, and who now proposed to 
support the propositions offered by the Senator 
from South Carolina [Mr. CaLuoun] to distribute 
the surplus revenue among the States, whether 
the two measures would or would not conflict 
with each other? Whether they were or were not 
intended as antagonist measures? That bill pro- 
vides for the distribution of the proceeds of the 
sales of the public lands on specified days, and 
extends through the year 1837. These proposi- 
tions make the same disposition of all the rev- 
enues in the Treasury, over a given sum to be 
named, upon specified days, without regard to 
the sources from which the moneys may have 
been derived, and extends its action through the 
year 1841. If he was not mistaken, the distri- 
butions under the two bills were to take place, in 
some instances, at least,on the sameday. What 
he wished gentlemen to inform him was, which 
bill would take the money, for he supposed either 
would take all which could be called surplus. 
The rule of distribution was very different in the 
two cases, and he would be glad to learn whether 
it was intended by this measure to repeal in effect 
the land bill? His inquiries were particularly 
directed to the author of this scheme for distri- 
bution, and he should await his answer. 


PUBLIC DEPOSITS. 


REMARKS OF HON. A. MANN, Jr; 
OF NEW YORK, 
In Tue House or REPRESENTATIVES, 
June 22, 1836, 


Before the Committee of the Whole upon the bill to regu- 
late the deposits, &c. 


Mr. MANN having withdrawn his amendment 
to enable the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
Awntnony] to offer his substitute for the thirteenth 
section of the bill, which provided for the deposit 
of the surplus moneys with the several States, 
which substitute was agreed to, again renewed 
his motion to strike out the words * the Senate, 


| and,” so that the apportionment should be made 


according to the representation of each State in 
the House of Representatives, and addressed the 
Chair, and said ihat it was with the deepest reluc- | 
tance that he felt constrained to trespass upon the 
time of the committee for one moment; and he 
assured them that nothing but the responsibility 
of the vote which he was about to give, in com- 
mon with every gentleman upon the floor—a 
responsibility which he deemed greater than had 
fallen to the lot of a representative of the people 


since the ever-memorable 4th of July, 177 


could inspire him with courage to rise up in this 
excited House, and ask them to pause, to hear 


| before they strike, to reflect before they act; be- 
| cause that action may affect for weal or for woe 


the welfare of our country beyond the age in 


' which we live. 


I am (said Mr. M.) assured: by everything 


| before me—by the very impatience of honorable 


gentlemen to divide the golden prize—that I am 
asking their attention when it is inconvenient for 
them to give it to me; yet their.courtesy to me 
has thus far been such as will compel me to omit 
saying much that I have intende for this occa- 
sion, and to.touch but briefly only a few points 
which I shall claim the right to illustrate more 
fully in the remarks I intend to submit through 
the press to my constituents. I am informed 
that this substitute for the thirteenth section of 
the bill, as it came down from the Senate, is the 
result of a compromise among the friends of the 
Administration upon this floor, and that it equally 
meets the views of many of its 42 eee Un- 
der these circumstances, Mr. M. had examined 
it with a heartfelt desire to yield his assent to it, 
if possible. He would sacrifice as much to the 
spirit of compromise as was possible for him in 
cases of disagreement, and where no great prin- 
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ciple was inv i 
willingly surrender his poor o 1 
judgment of his cotemporaries. But, sir, there 
1s & point, beyond which to go becomes a crime 
against God and man; and he feared that we 
were now approaching that very point. Nocon- 
sideration of mere temporary advantage or in- 
convenience should have any influence upon us 


Public Deposits—Mr. Mann, Jr. 


Ho. or Reps. 


the revenues of their States, like the Government, | 
under the Confederacy, after the declaration of | 
our independence, and before the formation and | 
adoption of the Constitution. To prevent such ' 
a A in our political system, we must be 


to violate boundaries of the Constitution, which Jcareful to preserve the balances of that system. 


is the panoply and shield of our Union. But I 
am told that this measure is merely to deposit 
the surplus revenues of this Government with 
the States, to be drawn for at pleasure, as an 
ordinary deposit, and, therefore, is not liable to 
any constitutional objection. 

am aware, sir, that such is the form of the 
ice that to this provision is annexed a mental 
(I will not say a fraudulent) reservation that the 
money is never to be returned to our Treasury? 
The States are to be the recipients of your bounty, 
by a violation, as I intend to show, of the spirit 
ak your Constitution, under ‘false pretenses.”’ 


lam, sir, bound to speak boldly on this occasion, 
and call things by their right names. We are 


This latter consequence, I admit, is not so likely 
to happen as the former, because power begets 
power, and this Government is now as compared 
with the States, all inall! The danger is towards 
consolidation of this Union under one great cen- 
tral Government, with dependent provinces not 
unlike those of the Chinese empire. But, Mr. 


rovision; but who among us does not fecl.and Chairman, time will not permit me to pursue this 


consideration of consequences likely, either pres- 
ently or remotely, to follow the adoption of this 
measure. We have, I fear, fallen upon evil times; 
yet I wili not despair of the Republic. We have 
passed safely through trials as dangerous as those 
now before us. Immediately upon the adoption 
of the Constitution, the rage of unregulated and 
unrestrained speculation, under the auspices of 


dividing the spoils of a vanquished friend, the _ the party then in power, found its way into Con- 
Constitution—the spoils of a vanquished country ` gress and into the Government. 


among our allies, the States, to purchase and n 
secure their allegiance and fidelity to that Con- 
stitution which ourselves will have trampled under 
our unholy feet, until ere long it will cease to be 
a barrier to the accomplishment of any purposes 
which, to honorable members of this 
seem necessary or expedient. Such has been the 
fate of other and perhapsall written constitutions; 
but the hopes of patriotism had, until recently, 
rendered ours immortal. Vain hopes! the patriot 


The depreciated scrip issued by the Govern-: 
ment to the Army for their dues and to the 
public creditors, found its way, by great sacrifices 
of the people, into the hands of the public men 
of that day, together with bounty-land certificates 


ouse, may and other evidences of public engagement, and it 


resulted in the passage of the celebrated funding 
law of 1790, by which such scrip was funded į 
upon certain favorable principles against the 
United States, at six per cent., in favor, as is! 


will exclaim, how often.and how surely are they _ believed, of many persons who then held seats in 
swept away.!> Sir, who dees not know and feel- Congress, and in their acquisition of large quan- 
that this measure is, and is intended to be, a dis- '' tities of bounty lands beyond the Ohio. Ido not 


tribution of thes 


lus revenues among the States, |, mention this because I suppose there is at present 


from whose peaple it has been drawn by tax- a parallel between our condition and theirs, but 
ation? It is nominally a deposit with the States, | because similar influences exist now throughout 


but it brings to my recollection the doings of the 
honest Quakers of Pennsylvania, who, in their 
colonial condition, were sometimes embarrassed 


by their principles, when it was necessary tło | bill. 
make appropriations to buy powder to carry. on | measure at our hands. 


the country, which may have its consequential 
effect here, and it has been supposed by some to 
have an influence in deciding the passage of this 
I am told that public opinion requires this 
I have, sir, seen no evi- ' 


the war waged by the white man against the : dences of it; and when we review the important 


poor Indian. Their bill expressed the appropri- 
ation to be ‘*to purchase bread, flour, wheat, or 
other grains,” under which, by construction, 


events of the last six months, we must hesitate | 
before we conclude that public opinion has decreed 
in its favor. Gentlemen, I fear, are too much 


powder was purchased as “‘ other grains” with- i influenced by the opinions which surround -the 
out objection; and when they wanted cannon, | Capitol. When we assembled it was supposed 


they gave money to buy ‘‘a fire engine?” Now, 


that we were on the eve of a war with France, 


sir, 1 have no idea, in this enlightened age, of |i and the expectation was universal that all our 


resorting to such pitiful expedients of construc- |! 


revenues, and more too, would be swallowed up 


tion to escape the fair import and meaning of the |: in that contest. 
Constitution, which has given no power to this | 


Government to collect money by taxation, to.be 


returned to those from whom it is collected. Do. 


the people desire us to levy taxes under the 
taxing power, and appoint and pay officers to- 
collect the money, and pay those officers to return 

this inquiry, as it is preposterous to suppose it, 
But I am told we have got the money, and can- | 


notdoanything with it, exceptreturn it. Strange, || 


indeed, must be our condition, if this be so. The 
common sense remedy is to keep this money 
until your Government shall need it, and reduce 


your taxes to. prevent drawing- more from the | 


people than is necessary for the support af Gov- 
ernment. wip 
Shall I be told that we are in a condition where 


it back again? No answer can be necessary to |; 


| 
l 


our people cannot bear a reduction of taxes? If 
Iam, I would not condescend to argue such a 
proposition for one moment, ,I proceed to allude 
to the probable consequences of this “ dividing of 
the spoils;”’ and here, sir, we are only permitted. 
to divine the future by. tha past. . It appears:to 


me that you will destroy the balances which now | 


happily exist between the General and State gov- 
ernments under the Constitution, either upon:the 
one hand by causing the States to become your 
beneficiaries and servile dependents upon your 
bounty, like Roman provinces, with a sycophan- 
tic Governor, sent out from the corruptions of 
the Roman capital, or on the other, of rendering 
the General Government too weak and feeble to 
accomplish the purposes for which it was created, 


dependent upon the will of the States, expressed 


.No intelligent citizen ever dreamed of division 


: of the public revenues until after the month of 


February, when intelligence of the settlement of 


| our affairs with that nation reached us. We then 
! were engaged with the hostile Indians in Florida, 


and soon we had reason to apprehend the inva- | 
sion of our territory by the Mexicans under 
Santa Anna; and then were involved in a war 
with the Creek Indians, which is now progress- ` 
ing almost unresisted by us, with unheard-of | 
cruelty and success on the part of those Indians. | 
Under all these circumstances, to which the pub- 
lie mind has been constantly directed, few but 
party pa having party objects to sub- 
serve, have expected or desired the distribution 
of the surplus revenues among the States: Hon- 
orable members will deceive themselves and be 
mistaken if they suppose that,that great public 
opinion, which is alike the-arbiter and the fate of | 
the Government and country, has in any. manner. 
settled this question in fayor of distribution. 
But, Mr. Chairman, I am compelled to forego || 
the extension of my remarks upon. this branch 
of ears and ak the attention of the |’ 
committee to the ratio of deposit among the States. 
established by. this bill, for | will- Rete call “tl 
deposit, 8o-as to suit the cars-of honorable mem- 
bers who have nervous sensibilities whenever I: 
call it a distribution, (though I believe ‘¢ it is rhu- 
barb, call it. what yow will.’”} This ratio is so 
unjust that I should be recreant to the State which, 
in a very humble part, I have the honor to rep- 
resent, if I did not here now enter my most sol-. 
emn protest against it. It does not proceed upon! 


| 


olved, would always freely and | by their representatives, always under the influ- | the basis of population or popular representation, 
pinion to the better ‘| ences of a State cupidity, which denies to it all 
‘relief and support, for the purpose of increasing | 


but upon the basis of the representation in the 
Senate as well as this House. Itviolates plainly 
und palpably the very principle upon which the 
Revolution which secured our independence pro- 
ceeded; that representation and taxation should 
go together; or, in other words, that the people 
could not be rightfully taxed without their con- 
sent, expressed through their representatives. 

In accordance with this general principle, our 
Constitution has provided that ‘all duties, im- 
ports, and excises shall be uniform throughout 
the United States.” It also provides that“ no 
capitation or other direct tax shall be laid, unless 
in proportion to the census or enumeration here- 
inbefore directed to be taken;’’ that is, “by 
adding to the whole number of free persons, in- 
cluding those bound to service for aterm of years, 
and excluding Indians, not taxed, three fifths of 
all other persons.” These provisions were in- 
troduced to insure a taxation as cqual as may be 
upon all the States, and upon all the people of the 
United States. Now, sir, in exercising this tax- 
ing power thus restricted, a surplus, as is con- 
tended by those who favor this bill, has been 
brought into the Treasury, which it is estimated 
by some will amount, on the first of January 
next, to more than thirty-five million dollars, 
leaving at least thirty millions to be distributed. 
Sir, according to the principles of taxation laid 
down in the Constitution, it is to be presumed 
that this sum has been contributed by the people 
of the several States ın proportion to their repre- 
sentation in the House of Representatives, and 
in that proportion belongs to them as parties and 
partners in the Confederation of States. 

This act, sir, introduces a different ratio of 
distribution, and proposes to return the money 
to the States, not in proportion to the representa- 
tion in the House of Representatives, the basis 
upon which it has been collected, but in propor- 
tion to the representation in both Houses of Con- 
gress. If we assume that the amount to be dis- 
tributed will be thirty million dollars, the propor- 
tion raised upon each State upon the constitutional. 
basis, and the proportion to be distributed to 
each under this bill, is shown in a table which 
has been: prepared with, I believe, great care and 
accuracy. : 

The money in the Treasury of the United States 
is the produce of the sales of the national prop- 
erty and of taxes which, when direct are, by the 
Constitution, to be laid upon the States in the 
prapoznon of their respective population as fixed 

y the census; and when indirect, are to preserve 
the great constitutional principle of the gradua- 
tion of taxation according to the representation, 
to be assumed to operate in the same way upon 
the States. Hence the support of Government 
by indirect taxation must be supposed to fall uni- 
formly upon the people of the States. If New 
York contains one sixth of the represented popu- 
lation of the United States, she must pay one 
sixth of any given amount, say thirty millions 
of direct taxes laid by Congress, and one sixth 
of the same amount of duties upon foreign goods 
imported into the Union. The fundamental prin- 
ciple of taxation being, as is stated above, unless 
itis denied (as it is not supposed it will be) that 
the indirect taxation by duties is unequally, and 
in some sense unconstitutionally, borne by the 
people and States, then the above conclusion must 

e regarded as correct. A surplus in the Treas- 
ury on the Ist January, 1837, is alleged. Itis the 
result, chiefly of duties on foreign goods. Sup- 
posing it to be thirty millions, the following table 
will show the amount which each State contrib- 
uted to it, and the amount which the bill of the 
Senate, as amended by the. committee, proposes 
to return to each State. The-table is formed by 


. dividing 30,000,000 by, 242, the whole number of 


the House of Representatives, which produces 
123,966.228-242, or say 123,967, (to avoid a small 
fraction.) This multiplied by the number. of 
Representatives of each State, gives the amount 
contributed by each State.. Dividing 30,000,000 


. by 294, the whole number of Senators and Rep- 


resentatives, we. have 102,040.240-294, or say 
102,041, (toavoid asmall fraction.) Multiplying 
the last sum by the whole number of Senators 
and Representatives of each State, we have the 
amount which each State will get by the provis- 


1836.] 


2Q4itrn Cona....lst Sess. 


Harbor Bill—Mr. McComas. 


APPENDIX TO THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


497 


Ho. or Reps. 


ions of the Senate’s bill. 
show the gain and luss of each State, throwing 

out of view the loss common toallin the expenses | 
of codecting so large a sum from the people to be | 
returned to them again. 
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Can it be doubted, sir, that in the collection 
and distribution of moneys in this manner, the 
purpose of the Constitution, in attempting to 
equalize and fix the ratio of the public burdens, 
is palrabiy violated and defeated ? 

he State of Delaware, having only one Repre- 
sentative, has contributed one two hundred and 
forty-second part of the thirty millions, equal to 
$123,967; but as her Senators are taken into the ` 
ratio of distribution, she is to have deposited with 
her by this bill three two hundred and ninety- 
fourth parts, equal to $306,123; and she will re- 
ceive $183,156 more than she has contributed to 
this fund. On the other hand, Virginia, having 
contributed twenty-one two hundred and forty | 
second parts, equal to $2,603,307, will reccive 
twenty-three two hundred and ninety fourth parts, | 
equal to $2,346,943, making a loss to her of | 
$256,364. The loss of Pennsylvania, upon the 
same basis, will be $409,846; that of New York, : 
$662,958. The eight large States which lose by 
this ratio have one hundred and thirty-nine mem- 
bers upon this floor, while the eighteen smaller 
States, which gain, have but one hundred and 
three members. Thus the small States, having 
the power in the Senate, overcome the large States 
in this House having superior numbers. Now, | 
Mr. Chairman, what are the restrictions of the |! 
Constitution, which declare thatall duties, taxes, 
and excises shall be of equal worth, if, after |! 
raising money upon this basis, Congress may | 
return (deposit) to one or more of the States twice 
as much as she pays? And what would be the 
use of adopting the federal numbers as the basis 
of direct taxation, if Congress, after raising money 
in that ratio, may return it to the States in a ratio 
arbitrarily adopted by themselves, and altogether 
different? Itis palpable that by this process the 
provisions of the Constitution, which were de- 
signed to make taxation equal on all the people 
of all the States, are, so far as this bill goes, ren- 
dered nugatory and of no effect. But, sir, the 
unconstitutionality of the object which this bill 
is intended to effect is aggravated by its injus- 
tice. 

I have shown that in the distribution (deposit) 
of $30,000,000, the State of Delaware will receive 
$182,156 more than she has paid, and Virginia 
will receive $256,364 less. The congequence is, 
that Virginia is taxed $256,364, not to support her 
own government, nor to support the Federal Gov- 
ernment, but to support the government of Dela- 
ware and the other small States. For the same 
purpose, sir, New York will be taxed $662,956, 


the Constitution, so far as it relates to the collec- 


The last twa columns | | | 
‘tion and disbursement of the public moneys; and 


and Pennsylvania $409,846, and Ohio $212,512. 
Not only is this result most unjust in itself, but 
it isin palpable violation of the whole scope of 


No. 32 


it can readily be perceived, that by the operation 
of such a scheme, the people of the small States 


may in effect be relieved from taxation altogether, |' 
not only for the support of this Government, but ‘| 


for the support of their own governments. In 


proportion to the increase of the tariff, and other ` 


taxes levied by Congress on the people of the 
United States, would their burdens be diminished 
bya return to them of a greater surplus, until the 
amount returned would be greater than the whole 
amount by them paid; and the larger States would 
in fact be taxed to support their governments, 
make their roads and canals, and sustain all their 
systems of improvement and education. Import- 
ant advantages were secured to the small States 
By the Constitution, but this is not one of them. 

he large States agreed by the compact to con- 
tribute their just proportion for the support of the 


| 


General Government; but they did not agree to | 


be taxed to support the governments of the small 
States, and all the expensive systems of improve- 
ment or education which they might think proper 
to adopt. To compel them to do so by any 
species of legislation, is to impose upon them 
burdens which they did not agree to bear, and 
is, in my opinion at least, in direct violation of 
the spirit, if not of the letter, of the Federal 
compact. How any Senator or member of this 
House from the large States can reconcile his 
vote for this bill with his own sense of justice to 
his State or constituents, to his own conscience 
under high and solemn obligations to support 


the Constitution, I am utterly at a loss to per- |, 


ceive. 

It is said, I know, in justification of this ratio, 
that the population of the new States has in- 
creased since the census by which the last ap- 
portionment was made, and that as to them it 
does no more than justice. I admit that the 


_ eight new States may be entitled to an increased 


share, in consideration of their increased popu- 


lation, equal to ten or twelve per cént.; but I do 
| not perceive the propriety of giving to the ten 
i original small States such immense advantages 
‘as Í have shown they will obtain, merely for 
the purpose of giving to those new States an | 


increase. I will, sir, at the proper time, pro- 


: pose an amendment to the bill to make a dis- 


crimination of ten per cent. in favor of the new 
States, because I believe that justice to them 
requires it. 

know, Mr. Chairman, that gentlemen try to 
persuade themselves that this is a deposit with 
the States, and is, therefore, more safe than in 
the deposit banks. If I could be brought to be- 
lieve this in good and honest faith—if I could 
be made to believe that it was even intended ever 
to restore the money to the Treasury, I should 
entertain less apprehension, though I would not 
then vote for the bill, because I would never con- 
sent to create the permanent relation of debtor 
and creditor, or of bailor and bailee, between the 
States and the General Government. 

How and when, sir, is this money ta 
stored to our Treasury? Is it expecte 
Congress will compel the States to levy a direct 
tax upon their people to repay it? Those who 
will candidly say they believe that the States 
will do so, must disregard all the known princi- 
ples of human action. Congress will have a 
more ready means to replenish their coffers by a 
new American system—by a new tariff of duties 
upon imports; and I wish honorable members 
from the South who go for this bill to remember 
that I now tell them plainly that they will there- 
by bring upon themselves all the evils, imaginary 
ór otherwise, of which they have lately com- 
plained so loudly. 

They will have no just ground of resistance, 
and must surrender to the supreme law of neces- 
sity, which they will now establish. Let them 
not complain hereafter of such burdens, and I 
beg them not to admonish me any further of their 
strict construction and State-rights doctrines, nor 
of their hair-splitting distinctions upon constitu- 
tional law. here, sir, are all our great defend- 
ers of the Constitution? Have they disappeared 
from these Halls, under the influence of gold? 
“ Tell it not in Gath!” 


e Te- 


that | ai 
‘ multiplied millions more. Sir, there is one single 
i bill on your table that will and must pass, con- 
| taining six or seven millions for Indian treaties. 
| This bill, sir, has its origin at a time that ren- 


HARBOR BILL. 


SPEECH OF HON. W. McCOMAS, 
OF VIRGINIA, 
In rue House or REPRESENTATIVES, 
June 24, 1836, 


In Committee of the Whole, the harbor bill being under 
consideration. 

Mr. Peyron had moved to amend the bill by inserting 
an additional section for continuing the improvements of 
Cumberland river below the mouth of Laurel, which is 
hereby declared a port of entry, $50,000. 

Mr. McComas offered the following amendments to the 
amendment of the gentleman from ‘Tennessee : 


_ For macadamizing the turnpike road leading from Cov- 
ington, Virginia, to the mouth of Big Sandy, Kentucky 3 


and for establishing a port of entry at the falls of the Great 
Kanawha. 


Mr. McCOMAS addressed the committee as 
follows: 

Mr. Cuarrman: It appears to me that we have 
fallen on strange times. It has been but a few 
days since we passed a bill regulating the public 
deposits in certain local banks, and of depositing 


: the surplus revenue, over and above five millions, 


with the several States, agreeably to the number 
of their Representatives and Senators in Con- 

ress. It was thought that a measure that passed 

oth branches of Congress with such unanimity 
would have given quiet to the distracted councils 
of the nation, at least for the present session; but 
to my great astonishment, these sanguine expect- 
ations have not been realized. The bill now 
under consideration seeks to appropriate upwards 


; of a million dollars to the improvement of the 


views of the President on that subject. 


i that litter of bills 


harbors and rivers in the United States, and 
principally all new works, as I am informed. 
The artful manner of connecting the various 
interests of the country together in this bill can- 
not fail to strike the most superficial observer 
Does any gentleman on this floor believe there 
are five of these points that could receive the 
votes of a tmejorit of this House, for the sums 
proposed in this bill, if the question was taken 
upon their merits separately? This, sir, is the 
proper test. No appropriation of the people’s 
money should be made, unless a majority © the 
eople’s Representatives shall think it right. Sir, 
f have no notion of swallowing this gilded pill 


| by unitjng the good and the bad together ; I want 
to vote on each proposition separately. This 
: course of legislation has been tru 


denominated 


log-rolling—a system corrupt and: demoralizing 


| in its tendency, and if persevered in will, in my 


judgment, upturn the principles of this Govern- 
ment. 

Sir, I had flattered myself that each State would 
have been permitted to make its own improve- 
ments; that the late division of the surplus reve- 
nue was to effect that object by carrying out the 
But, sir, 
if this mode of legislation prevail, itis vain to talk 
of a division of the surplus revenue, as there will 
be none to divide. Upwards of. twenty millions 
have already been appropriated, and your table 
yet groans under the weight of bills containing 


ders its passage qpestionable. Sir, it is one of 
that was prepared ata time when 
it was thought wise legislation to appropriate the 
whole surplus revenue to same ae in prefer- 
énce of giving it back to the people. To do this, 

it was necessary to increase the objects of appro- 
priation, and multiply bills on the subject, as it 
would not do to present this enormous sum on 
the Atlantic sea-coast in one bill, lest the appalling 
sight might shock the nerves of the House. Hence 
we find a harbor bill, a light-house bill, and a for- 
tification bill, all seeking to spend millions of 
money in the same region of country, and at the 
same points; and in a dition to this, we find our- 
selves placed in the ridiculous attitude of having 
a conflict of jurisdiction between the Committee 
of Internal Improvement and the Committee on 
Commerce, both claiming to exercise jurisdiction 
over the same objects; each presenting to this 
House bills appropriating money for the same 
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purpose. How, sir, is this question to be settled? '| appropriations; that more. money had already || some minor particulars. And as a whole—as a 


‘Are we to recognize the right in both these com- i 
mittees to levy moncy from the people’s pockets ' 
to effect the same objects? or how is this dispute 
to be settled? What, sir, is external? and what 
is internal? Iam answered by some, that all 
above ports of entry is internal, and all below is 
exiernal; that it is constitutional to spend the 
people’s money to make improvements below 
ports of entry, and that itis unconstitutional to 
spend above ports of entry. I cannot perceive | 
any good reason for such a distinction. To estab- | 
lish a port of entry, is to fix a suitable point for 
exterior and interior commerce to meet. If it is 
necessary to improve the river below, to enable 
vessels to come to the port to receive the interior | 
commerce, I am ata loss to perceive why itis not | 
necessary to remove the obstructions above, to | 
enable commerce to be brought down to the port. | 
If this power is claimed under that feature in the 
Constitution, conferring on Congress the right to 
regulate commerce with foreign nations and be- 
tween the several States, why should the improve- - 
ment stop at any particular point on a river that 
may run through several States? If to regulate | 
commerce carries with it a right to make internal i 
improvements, the power is not confined to ports || 
of entry, butis coextensive with the United States. || 
I am aware, sir, that this isa difficult subject, but |: 
whatever may be the true definition of the Con- || 
stitution, it cannot be made to embrace a propo- `i 
sition so absurd in itself. 
I have long been of opinion, in point of expe- | 
diency, that the subject of internal improvement 
should be left to the States. But seeing that this 
bill embraced objects having not half the claim to 
nationality as the main turnpike road leading from | 
eastern to western Virginia, I was induced to ask 
for the sum of $500,000 to macadamize the same; 
but, sir, to be candid with you, if the amend- 
ment be adopted, T should still, under a sense 
of duty, vote against the bill. I could not sanc- | 
tion the principles of that bill if it brought a rail- | 


ber from Tennessee [Mr. Peyton] has moved to 
amend the bill by establishing a port of entry 
above Nashville some distance, in order to avail | 


himself of the benefit of some of the surplus rev- |; 


enue. I was induced to offer an amendment to |! 
the amendment to establish a port of entry at the | 
falls of Kanawha. He plsced the claim of his | 
constituents upon the ground of the rich mineral | 
productions of that country that would find their 

way to market through that source, and the fact | 
that many of the veteran soldiers that were in the 

battle of New Orleans were brought in flat-bottom 

boats from that point. Mr. McC. said it was | 
true he could not say to the committee that an | 
army had ever been Brought down the Kanawha | 
river, but he would say that upwards of two | 
millions of bushels of salt floated annually upon : 


its bosom to the West; and as to mineral produc- |, 


tions, he was certain the claim was equal, if not 
superior—that a finer coal region was not to be 
found anywhere; and if the gentleman intends to 
bring his district within the limits of the Consti- 
tution, it was but fair that his constituents should 
be placed on the same ground. He said he wished 
to represent his district impartially, but he found 
by casting his eye upon the map, a portion of his 
district lay upon the Alleghany mountains, a 
point at which he could not fix a port of entry, 
and bring it within the limits of the Constitution, 
and thus change its relation from external to that 
of internal, so as to profit by this new doctrine. 
He said every gentleman must admit, that to give 
the Constitution that construction, would be to 
make the Constitutian to depend entirely upon 
the action of Congress. If so, I should tremble 
for the fate of my country. This bill, itself con- 
necting ‘the northern frontier with the Atlantic 
sea-board, from Maine to New Orleans,combining 
in one bill the various interests, it is a sufficient 
commentary itself upon that point. Sir, the same 
combination of interest can, if they choose, estab- 
Tish a port of entry anywhere. Yes, sir, they 
may bring the balance of my constituents within 
the limits of the Constitution by fixing ports of 
entry te up the New and Greenbrier rivers. 

_ Mr. McC. said he hoped that gentlemen would 
cease to press-these extravagant and wastefat 


been appropriated than could be prudently ex- 
pended in two years; that it was unwise for the 
Government, this season, to commence any new 
works, as the season was far advanced, and labor 
and provision uncommonly high; and that it must 
be evident to every man that these high prices 
could not long continue. They have been pro- 
duced by the unprecedented amount of local bank- 
ing capital thrown into the money market, giving 
a fictitious and false value to labor, as well as 
that of agriculture, which must soon regulate 
itsclf by the standard value. He said much had 
been said on the subject of the tariff; great fears 


_had been entertained by some that if the surplus 


revenue was divided among the States, it would 
revive the tariff and internal improvements; but, 
for his part, he could see no way better calcu- 
lated to effect that object than to make these large 
appropriations, and swell the ordinary expendi- 
tures of the Government far above what the last 
provision of the compromise act will produce in 
1842. These are the advocates of raising the 


the States; and, with all their prating upon that ;; 


subject, the people will understand the matter. 
They underrate the intelligence of the people, if 
they think they can cram these absurd doctrines 
down their throats. 

The people will look to the acts of men, and 
not to their professions. They will examine the 
journals, and find the names of these strict con- 
structionists and economists all voting for the 
most wasteful and extravagant expenditures of 
the public money; their names will be principally 
found enrolled on every amendment against re- 
duction; and yet nothing dwells upon their lips 
but the tariff and internal improvement. It is 
strange that this new light of breaking up the 
compromise bill never broke upon their benighted 
vision till the very moment the public money was 


majority of all parties. The plain man of com- 
| mon sense will inquire of these gentlemen why 
, they did not propose this inquiry at the first of 
| the session, before they voted for all these extrav- 


| the tariff fever, just at that time, began to rage 
voted for these extravagant appropriations will 


| find it difficult to prove to the people that the 


take large sums of money from his pocket will 
add greatly to his wealth. However, Mr. Chair- 
man, it is now ten o’clock at night; I will not 


uestion to the people to say who has represented 


i their interests. For my own part, I think the 


expenditures of this Government should be con- 
fined to a strict revenue standard. 


PUBLIC DEPOSITS. 


REMARKS OF HON. F. O. J. SMITH, 
. _ OF MAINE, 
In THE House or REPRESENTATIVES, 


June 21, 1836, 
On the motion to commit the. Senate deposit bill, with 
instructions to separate it into two bills. 


Mr. SMITH said he concurred in the propo- 


| the Whole. And while he was desirous that, 
under such a division, the first part of the propo- 
sition to refer might be adopted, he was al 
sirous of seeing the latter part rejected, leaving the 


the Whole untrammeled by instructions of any 


awhole. I am in favor of both parts of the bill, 
not as separate and disjointed measures, but as 
one and an entire..measure. Taken in parts, I 
am opposed to the bill, asits provisions now are. 
As distinct parts, I believe it to be defective. 
As a whole, I think it to be substantially good, 
though susceptive of amendment, perhaps, in 


agant expenditures, and how it happened that | 


with such unabating fury? Those gentlemen who | 


sition of the honorable gentleman from Massa- | 
chusetts [Mr. Caroun] to divide the original | 
proposition of reference to the Committee of | 


ike de- | 
bill of the Senate to go before the Committee of | 


kind. Iam (said Mr. S.) in favor of the bill as | 


. tariff, not those who wish to arrest the system of | 
| improvement by this Government and give it to 


The plain man will not readily believe that to ` 


| about to be wrung from their hands by a large | 
road through my yard. Sir, the honorable mem- |; 


great national measure, and not as a party meas- 
| ure, I hope it will be adopted by this House. I 
hope it will receive the support and countenance 
i of every gentleman who is willing to look above 
| party considerations in reference to the vast pub- 
i lie funds that are accumulating upon our hands, 
‘and be adopted as a measure that is highly essen- 
' tial to the continued prosperity and welfare of 
this great nation. 

Mr. Speaker, I wish to call the attention of the 
House to the reasons that have been assigned— 
assigned in all sincerity of purpose and honesty 
of heart, I doubt not, by gentlemen who are in 
favor of dividing the bill of the Senate, and in 
support of their proposition. To my mind they 
are wholly inconclusive, and I hope they will 
not prevail in the House. 

It is said that the bill of the Senate should be 
divided, because it embraces two distinct and 
different measures; that is to say, the provision 
for depositing a certain portion of the public 
money with the local banking corporations is 
denominated one measure, and the provision for 
depositing another portion of the public funds 

: with the State governments, or in the State treas- 
! uries, is denominated another measure. But I 
' conceive each provision to resolve itself into one 
and the same general measure and purpose—into 
a single act of disposing on deposit of the surplus 
money of the Federal Government. The sys- 
tem of deposit proposed by the bill may be said 
to run into two branches, but not into two dis- 
i tinct and independent measures. The bill, in 
j each part, has been framed with reference to the 
other part. If separated, neither part will be 
| satisfactory to a majority of this House, without 
very essential and important alterations; where- 
as, take the bill as a whole, and all its parts are 
in the main and in substance satisfactory to the 
House, if I can judge of the disposition of, the 
House upon the subject. 

It is said that the bill embodies two distinct and 
different measures, because the conditions and 
securities upon which the public moneys are to 
be deposited with banking corporations are dif- 
ferent from the conditions and securities exacted 
of the State governments. This difference, to 
my mind, does not go to any principle; it involves 
a mere question of expediency, a mere question 
as to the sufficiency or insufliciency of the secur- 


0 | } i ities which you exact in each case for your depos- 
are the only political economists in this land. | 


its. It is true that you do, by this bill, propose 


to exact different securities from local money- 


| trading corporations for your deposits, from those 


pursue the subject further, but will leave this | 
, on the terms you prescribe? 


ouexact of the State Legislatures for the deposits 
intrusted to them. Is other security required of 
the States than their acceptance of the deposits 
Are you desirous 


i! of placing them on the same footing, and to regard 


them as the same grade of depositories with local 
private corporations? Are you not willing to trust 
the sovercign States upon terms different from 
those which you would impose upon private 
banks? I have confidence in the fidelity and in- 
tegrity of the people, and of their State govern- 
ments. I hold them in infinitely higher esteem 
than I do any private local corporation, be that 
corporation made up of whatever men or class of 
men itmay. 1 will not go ahead of events to call 
in question the honesty of the people, and of the 
State governments, which are under the people’s 
immediate influence, to give preference and pre- 
cedence to your local, trading, bank corporations. 
I have, on the contrary, full and entire faith in 
the State governments. I believe they are inca- 
pable of entering into any relationship with the 
Federal Government, and proving treacherous to 
that relationship. 1 believe no assurance which 
any State government of this Union shall give to 
the Federal Government, and no expectation 
which the people of this country shal! raise 
through their respective State governments in re- 
lation to the public deposits, will be violated, 
under any circumstances. No, sir, I would deal 
with them in good faith, and in good faith will 
hey. fulfill their every obligation. y 
ut, it is different when you come to the pri- 
vate banks; of them I would exact, as this bill 


roposes to do, further and additional securities. 
verything between them and the Government 


1836.} 
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SENATE. 


be left to mere good will on their part. Bind 


them to the performance of your requirements, as | 


you would bind any individual whose only mo- 


tive of serving you is notoriously ie private || millions of dollars. Sir, I accord my cordial sup- : 
would © 


interest, and not the public welfare. 
create no greater dependence on the part of the 
Government upon these local corporations than 
is indispensably requisite for the convenience of . 
Government; and to the full extent that the Srates 


can be preferred as public depositories of your : 


surplus moneys, I would prefer them. 

Sir, I reason on this subject from what I am 
aure will be the voice of the people of Maine, 
when the question is stated in its simple form, 
and brought down to its simple elements. For 
instance, the Federal Government has a single 
deposit bank in the State of Maine—a local, 
money-making institution, owned by private in- . 
dividuals. This bank has now, and will have : 
hereafter, if no better system be adopted by us, 
the exclusive benefit and control of all the public 
moneys placed or left on deposit within the State : 


must be matter of contract, and nothing should | by them for Government in transfers of the pub- 


i other. 


lic moneys from one point of the Union to the 
other. The amount to be reserved by this depos- 
it bill in local banks for this operation, is five 


ort to this arrangement. But I would not do so | 
1f these banks were to have in deposit THE WHOLE 
of the public moneys, say from THIRTY to FIFTY 
MILLIONS OF DOLLARS. Two percent. interest only 
on such an amount, though added to their aggre- 
gate of services for the Government, would not be 


a judicious nor just arrangement for the public 


Treasury. Four per cent. interest, under such a 


: Sweeping control and use of the revenues of the 


country by these local institutions, would be 
nearer right, and might well be afforded. But the | 
bill has been made to conform, in the particular 
of interest to be exacted of local banks, to the 
comparatively small amount of deposits with 
which they are allowed to operate, and from 
which they are allowed to derive benefit, and not 
with reference to the aggregate of surplus. 

Sir, I have another reason to influence my mind 


of Maine, to be used when and how it is that in- `` most decidedly against a division of this bill. 
stitution’s good pleasure to use it, and without : The vast amount of public money which your 
any consultation with the people atlarge. Now, : Treasury is accumulating will, in my opinion, be 
the question ba to the people of Maine by the ` far more safe and secure in charge of the State 
provisions of the bill is, do you prefer making | governments than in the keeping of the local 
the present deposit bank in Maine the exclusive . banks. Iam willing to confide five millions of 
keepers and managers of some hundreds of thou- | dollars to the keeping of local banks, judiciously 
sands of dollars of the public moneys, or do you | selected over the country, and under the provis- 


prefer to take a large portion of it, which the Fed- | ions of this bill—that amount having been ad- 


eral Government has no immediate use of, into 
your own immediate keeping and control, for the 


common benefit of the whole State? I believe that | 
the people of Maine would prefer to have the use || 


and benefit of so much of these funds as the Fed- 


with any private corporation in existence. 
- Mr. CAMBRELENG here called Mr. Suite | 
to order. He said it was not in order for the 
gentleman from Maine to discuss the merits of 
the bill, and on this ground he called to order. 

The SPEAKER said the proposition was to 
commit the bill with instructions, and the Chair 
could not interpose to arrest debate on the sub- 
ject of the instructions. 

Mr. SMITH said he was proceeding to illus- 
trate the-cffect of amending the bill of the Senate 
as proposed; to bring the operation of the amend- 
ment home to the interests of the people of his 
own State. 

Mr. CAMBRELENG again rose, and said, if 
the gentlenian from Maine was allowed to discuss 
the merits of the bill, he should claim the right 
of repl 


| men immediately responsible to the watchful eye | 


The 
the gentleman from Maine was out of order. 


r. SMITH said he hoped and desired that . 
the gentleman from New York would reply, if | 
he wished to do so. The Chair has decided that : 
J am not out of order in my course of remark. 1 | 


was carrying my illustrations home to the inter- 
ests of my own constituents. Perhaps I go too 


near home.to the condition of things in the State | 


of New York also. Be it as it may, I go for the 
bill of the Senate as a whole. 


Another reason offered for dividing this bill | 
(and it has been suggested by the honorable gen- ; 


tleman from New Jersey, [Mr. Dickerson,] who 


says he is in favor of both parts of the bill) is, that | 
the one part may not be put in jeopardy by the | 
Now, sir, I am opposed | 


other part of the ‘bill. 
to a division of the bill, that neither part may 
be put in jeopardy by being separate from the other. 


The strength of each is essential to the safety of | 


the other; and the two parts being adapted to the 
purpose of securing to the people at large the 
safest and most useful deposit of the surplus 
moneys of their Government, ought to stand or 
fall together. They are framed with special refer- 
ence to each other. What gentleman would dis- 
ose of the whole of the public moneys among 
ocal corporations upon the terms proposed by 
the first part of the bill? And yet what gentle- 
man is unwilling tq dispose of a portion of those 
funds in the manner thus provided? The first 
part of the bill provides that the local banks shall 
pay fora certain portion of the pablic deposits 
received by ‘them up Big ‘per cent. per ‘annus 
interest, ini addition to the services to 


SPEAKER said he could not discover that | 


judged sufficiently large to answer all current 
demands upon the Treasury, aided by the current 
revenue of the nation after the Ist of January 
next. But I am not willing to confide an aggre- 


: gate of forty or fifty millions of the public rev- 
eral Government does not needpto be managed |; 
for their common benefit, than to have it deposited. | 


enue—the whole sum of your nation’s income— 
upon any terms of interest whatever, to the keep- 
ing and management of local and private banking 
companies, be they managed or owned ‘whereso- 
ever, and by whomsoever they may. .I do not 
believe that such an enormous amount of public | 
money, thus distributed and deposited, would be 
secure. With your State governments—with 


of the veople, and interested only in promoting 
the general good by its use—it would be, to say 
the least, far more secure, and, in my opinion, | 
perfectly secure. What more can gentlemen re- 
quire? Whatmore can the people require at our | 
hands? This is the measure proposed by the | 
Senate bill now before the House. ` | 
Sir, I am influenced, in coming to the convic- | 
tion which I entertain against both the propriety | 
and expediency of dividing this bill, by yet another 
, consideration. 


under this bill will, in my opinion, be far more 
advantageously enjoyed by the people at large, 
by all classes of citizens, if confided to the care Ț 
and control of the State governments, than if | 
confided to the management of private corpora: | 
tions. The one is interested and watchful in ac- | 
complishing the greatest good of the whole people; 

the others are ever actuated by their private ad- | 
` vantage and considerations of individual gain. | 
Sir, I do not conceive that it is practicable for | 
local banks, however disposed, to accept this 


| public at large that it ought to be so used, and to , 
| the extent that your State governments, and the 
| people acting through the State governments, | 
can and will use it. 3 
weighty consideration, and cannot but be so wit 
others, who have a due regard in this matter to 
the business of the country. or 

In conclusion, Mr. Speaker, I hope this great 
national measure will not be defeated by the ac- 
tion now proposed to be had upon it. It is a 
measure which is called for by public sentiment; į 
a measure which, if I were permitted to allude to - 
the proceedings of the other branch of Congress, : 


be pérfornted |’ bound to resist. 


I might say, has been sent to us BY AN UNPRE- | 
CEDENTED UNANIMITY On the partof that body. T 
am for it as a whole. It may be, and doubtless 
is, susceptible of amendment in some of its de- 
tails. For all essential amendments to make it ; 
perfect, without destroying the system of keeping - 
the publie moneys proposed by it, I will cheer: | 
fully go; bat all other changes of the bill I feel 


It is this: ‘The use and distribu- ; 
tion of the millions which are to be deposited | p : ] 
a committee was directed to put them into sepa- 


money, and use it to the extent of benefit to the | 


This is with me a very i} 


THE DEPOSIT BILL. 


SPEECH OF HON. T. H. BENTON, 
OF MISSOURI, 
In Senate, June 18, 1836. 
Mr. BENTON rose and said that about this 


| time two years ago the Senate was engaged in 


proclaiming the danger of a bankrupt Treasury, 


‘and in proving to the people that utter ruin must 


' measure; and the 


ensue from the removal of the deposits from the 
Bank of the United States. The same Senate, 
nothing abated in its confidence from the failure 
of former predictions, is now engaged in celebrat- 
ing the prosperity of the country, and proclaim- 
ing a surplus of forty and fifty and sixty millions 
of dollars in that same Treasury which so short 
a time since they believed was going to.be bank- 
rupt. Both occupations are equally unfortunate. 
Our Treasury isin no more danger of bursting 
from distension now than it was of collapsing 
from depletion then. The ghost of the panic was 
driven from this Chamber in May, 1834, by the 
report of Mr. Taney, showing that all the sources 
of the national revenue were in their usual rich 
and bountiful condition, and that there was no 
danger of bankruptcy; the speech and statement, 
so brief and perspicuous, just delivered by the 
Senator from New York, [Mr. Wricurt,] will 
perform the same office upon the distribution 
spirit, by showing that the appropriations of the 
session will require nearly as much money as the 
public Treasury will be found to contain. The 
present exaggerations about the surplus will have 
their day, like the panic about an empty Treas- 


: ury had its day; and time, which corrects all 


things, will show the enormity of these errors, 
which excite the public mind and stimulate the 
public npp nia for a division of forty, fifty, and 
any millions of surplus treasure. 

I have several objections (said Mr. B.) to this 
rst is, that two distinct sub- 
jects are conjoined in the same bill. One part 
of the bill is to regulate the keeping of the public 
money in the local banks; the other part, under 
the diseuise of a deposit, is to make a distribution 
of the public money among the several States. 
The law of Parliament (and that law is founded 
in equitg. and wisdom) forbids the junction of 
different subjects in the same bill; it requires 
them to be disjoined, and each subject put into & 
bill by itself, whenever the diversity and incon- 
gruity.is detected. The incongruity in this bill 
is easily detected, and was early objected to. It 
was objected to on the second reading, a vote 
taken, and a decision had according to what was 
right and proper. That vote was in favor of dis- 
junction. The two subjects were disjoined; and 


rate bills. This was in the afternoon, too late 
for the accomplishment of the order that evening; 
a night intervened—new lights broke upon the 
minds of Senators; the vote of disjunction was 
reversed; and the divorced subjects were solemnly 
reunited. What was done by a majority of three 
in the evening was reversed by a majonity of one 
in the morning. 

That these subjects are of different natures, 
admit of different decisions, and may be acted 
upon at different times, is perfectly clear from a 
view of their provisions. One is a general and 
permanent law; the other a special and tempo- 
rary arrangement. One requiresimmediate action; 
the other ought not to be acted upon until all the 
appropriations are made. One is to take effect 
instanter; the other not till next year. One is 
what it professes to be, a regulation of the de- 

Osits; sha other is what it does not profess to 

,a distribution of the revenue. Either may 

ass, and have a perfect operation, without the 
aid of the other. Hither may be rejected, and no 
detriment ensue to the other. One may be post- 
poned to the next session without inconvenience 
to any interest, and with positive advantage to 
the action of Congress upon it; the other cannot 
be postponed without offense to the public mind, 
injury to the public service, and dereliction of 
our legislative duty. Against the conjunction of 
subjects s0 dissimilar, conscience revolts, correct 
feeling rebels, and parliamentary law has planted 
its cannon. [Itis in vain to call ita deposit with 
the States. The abuse, perversion, misapplica- 
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tion, and v S 
which is a distribution to the States a deposit with | 
the States, can ncither alter the thing nor conceal | 
jts design; and the attempt to coerce support, ` 
deter opposition, or involve in odiam, by joining 
a measure of questionable propriety with one of 
acknowledged expedicacy, might be lost upon 
some, if not on all. on 

[have some objections to the deposit bill proper, 
as it now stands; but they are objections of de- 
tail, and such as would admit of remedy, and 
might have been easily obviated, had it n& been 
for the impatience of the majority to pass the bill 
as itis. One of these objections is to the clause 
which confers authority on the Secretary of the 
Treasury to establish branches of the State banks, 
under the name of agencies, in the States which 
have no banks; that is to say, in the State of 
Missouri; it being well known to everybody that 
Missouri is the only State in the Union which 
finds itself in the category which the conferring 
of the authority implies. To the investiture of 
this authority in any officer, or the exercise of 
such authority by any Congress, I wholly abjecta 
and that for numerous and cogent reasons. Con- | 


jolation of language in calling that | 


| of specie on hand in the several deposit banks is 
| now to be whatever may be satisfactory to the 
‘officer at the head of the Treasury. To this I 
object; because, without reference to the opinions 
of any Secretary, I hold it to be a case in which 
the inflexible rule of law, and not the variable 
dictate of individual discretion, should prevail. 
It concerns the currency of the country, and law 
should govern the currency. It is a case in 
which discretion is subordinate to systems, as 
well as to personal temperament. A hard money 
Secretary would require a heavy proportion of 
specie; a paper-system Secretary would be con- 
tent with a very light proportion. Besides, some 
of the deposit banks need regulation upon this 


pointat present. Some of them are far in arrear ' 


of what would be deemed a safe proportion of 
specie, and threatening the Treasury with another 
edition of ‘unavailable funds.” As a whole, 
they are far behind the point of specie responsi- 
bility at which the Bank of the United States 
stood at the time of the removal of the deposits, 
though some are up to that mark, or above it; 
but, as a whole, (and itis in that point of view 
that the public is concerned,) they are far behind 


gress has no authority to establish banks within jit. On the lst day of October, 1833, when the 


the States, much less to intrude upon a State the || deposits were removed, the immediate liabilities : 
branch of a bank from another State. It isan |! of the United States Bank, in public and private | 


interference with the domestic policy of a State i! deposits and in its circulation, was $37,105,465, 
to do so, and compelling her to have a bank |; and the specie on hand was $10,663,441; being 
against her will. It is a deprivation to the State | at the rate of more than one to four, — 

of one of her sovereign powers; for, by virtue of ; At the close of the last month, which is the 
her right to regulate her internal affairs, she can |. date of the latest returns of the deposit banks, 
exclude all moneyed and banking agencies from || their immediate liabilities in the same items— 


her borders, by her own legislation, as many | 
States have done; but in this case her legislation 
would not be sovereign, like that of other States, 
upon the same point, but would be subordinate 
to the decision of the Federal judiciary; for the 
agency being established under a law of Congress, 
would bring the action of the State law, and the 


public and private deposits, and circulation— 


was $10,202,245; being at the rate of less than 
one to eight. This certainly is a progress in the 
wrong direction for us, who have undertaken to 


j! currency. It is traveling on the wrong end of 
i the road, and that rather fast. The rejection from 


decision of the State eourts, under the controlling 
scepter of the Federal judges. Jt is an apparent 
surrender of the constitutional objection to a Bank 
of the United States; for it is admitted that State 
banks are indispensably necessary to the Federal 
Government, then it follows that the Federal Gov- 
ernment may provide for its own necessities with- 
out being dependent on the States. oy 
is not limited in the choice of the banks, whose 
agencies he may establish in Missouri; and some 
Secretary, not the present one, might refresh 
Whigism in the State by sending us a limb from 
the Pennsylvania United States Bank, or a scion 
from some one of the litter, founded on paper 
and property, now in the process of renewed 
incorporation in this opulent and bank-bearing 
- District, 

The consent of the State is not required to the 
admission of this agency, although, at the very 
Jast session of her Legislature, as at preceding 
sessions, she refused to charter a bank for herself. 
Finally, this provision goes to legalize the estab- 
lishment of an agency of an Ohio bank in the 
town of St. Louis, now in operation there asa 
bank of discount and deposit and of circulation; 
when the utmost argument in favor of the federal 
necessities would not extend beyond a bank of 
deposit only. That agency was established in 
St. Louis without my knowledge or consent, and 
without the consent of the State Legislature. The 
right of the Legislature to expel it would be com- 
plete if this law was not passed; if it passes, then 
the statute of the State will be liable to the same 
revision and reversal which took place on the Vir- 
ginia statute in the case of Cohen and the lottery 
tickets. Having mentioned the agency at St. 
Louis, I deem it right to add that the officers who 
have charge of it have shown every disposition 
to deserve the good will of the inhabitants, and 
to promote the policy of the Government in the 
diffusion. of gold.. 

The other part of the deposit bill proper to 
which I object is the want of a clause requiring 
the deposit banks to keep on hand a certain 
amount of specie, bearing some reasonable aver- 
rage, fixed proportion to their immediate liabili- 
ties. The bill was drawn with such a clause; 
but it was the will of the majority to strike it 
out, and to substitute the discretion of the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury, for the time being, for 
the proposed legal enactment. The proportion 


the bill of the clause which was intended to hold 
i; the deposit banks up to the possession of a cer- 

tain fixed proportion of specie, looks like an 
,, abandonment of our hard money professions, and 
‘\a relapsing tendency into the wide and bottom- 
, less ocean of paper. Itis certainly a great decline 
| from the doctrines of President Jackson’s mes- 
| sage of December last—those doctrines which 
| were then hailed with approbation by an im- 
mense majority of the A 


‘camp, and in which the President expressly 
treated the regulation of the deposits as the reg- 
‘ulation of the currency, and looked to the in- 
i creased circulation of gold and silver, and the 
suppression of all bank notes under twenty dol- 


flow from the connection of the Federal Treasury 
with the local banks, and the consequent influence 
of the Government over the currency. Hear his 
words: 


“í Connected with the condition of the finances, and the 
flourishing state of the country in all its branches of indus- 
try, it is pleasing to witness the advantages which have 
already been derived from the recent laws regulating the 
value of the gold coinage. These advantages will be more 
apparent in the course of the next year, when the branch 
mints authorized to be established in North Carolina, 


Aided, as it is hoped they will be, by further reforms in the 
banking systems of the States, and by judicious regulations 
on the part of Congress, in relation to the custody of the 
public moneys, it may be confidently anticipated that the 
use of gold and silver as a circulating medium will become 
general in the ordinary transactions connected with the 
labor of the country. The great desideratum in modern 
times is, an efficient check on the power of banks, prevent- 
ing that excessive issue of paper whence arise those fluc- 
tuations in the standard of value which render uncertain 
the rewards of labor.” * + œ * “Tt has been 
seen that, without the agency of a great moneyed monopo- 
ly, the revenue can be collected, and conveniently and 
safely applied toall the purposes of the public expenditure. 
It is also ascertained that, instead of being necessarily made 
ta promote the evils of an unchecked paper system, the 
management of the revenue can be made auxiliary to the 
reform which the Legislatures of several of the States have 
already commenced in regard to the suppression of small 
bills, and which has only to be fostered by proper regulations 
on the part of Congress to secure a practical return, to the 
extent required for the security of the currency, to the con- 
stitutional medium.” * * `+ œ «The collection 
and custody being a source of credit to them, will increase 
the security which the States provide for a faithful execu- 
tion of their trusts, by multiplying the scrutinies to which 
their operations and accounts will be subjected. Thus dis 

| posed, as well from interest as the obligation of their char- 


| was $84,401,880, and the gold and silveron hand | 


strengthen the gold and silver foundations of the | 


| ters, it cannot be doubted that such conditions as Congress 
| may see fit to adopt respecting the deposits in these insti- 
| tutions, with a view tothe gradual disuse of the smajl bilis, 
! will be cheerfully complied with, and that we shall soon 
gain, in place of the Bank of the United States, a practical 
retorm of the whole paper system of the country. If, by 
this policy, we ean ultimately witness the suppression of 
all bank bills below TWENTY DOLLARS, it is apparent that 
GOLD and SILVER will take their place, and become the 
principal circulating medium in the common business of 
the country. The attainment of such a result will form an 
era in the history of our country which will be dwelt upon 
with delight by every true friend of its liberty and inde- 
pendence. It will lighten the great Tax which our PAPER 
system has so long collected from the carnings of labor, 
and do more to revive and perpetuate those habits of econs- 
my and simplicity. which are so congenial to the character 
of republicans, than all the legislation which has yet been 
attenpted.’? 

The rejection of the clause referred to, (con- 
tinued Mr. B.,) has lost the advantages so confi- 
dently looked to by the President in this wise and 
patriotic message. Nothing is done in this de- 
posit bill to fulfill his enlightened and noble views; 
nothing to enlarge and extend the specie basis; 
nothing to promote the diffusion of gold; nothing 
to effect the suppression of notes under twenty 
dollars; nothing to check the paper system; noth- 
ing to regulate the currency. On the contrary, we 
have a virtual abandonment of all control over the 
moneyed system, and a virtual surrender of the 
constitutional power and the constitutional duty 
of Congress over the currency to the discretion 

of the Secretary of the Treasury, and the private 
_and interested arrangements of the deposit banks. 

I now come, Mr. President, (continued Mr. 
B.,) to the second subject in the bill—the distri- 
bution feature—and to which the objections are, 
not of detail, but of principle; but which objec- 
tions are so strong in the mind of myself and 
some friends, that, far from shrinking from the 
contest, and snqaking away in our little minority 
of six, where we were left last evening, we come 
forward with unabated resolution to renew our 
opposition, and to signalize our dissent, and anx- 
ious to have it known that we contended to the last 

against the seductions of a measure, specious to 
| the view and tempting to the taste, but fraught 
' with mischief and fearful consequences to the 
| character of this Government, and to the stability 
and harmony of this Confederacy. These objec- 


'| tions lie to the thirteenth section of the bill, which 


, American people, and | 
' received as landmarks in the whole Democratic | 


lars, as two of the great results which were to ; 


is in these words: 


t Sec. 13. And be it further enacted, That the money 
which shall be in the Treasury of the United States on the 
first day of January, eighteen hundred and thirty-seven, 
reserving the sum of five millions of dollars, shall be depos- 
ited with the several States, in proportion to their respect- 
ive representation in the Senate and House of Represent- 
atives of the Congress of the United States; and the 
Secretary of the Treasury shall deliver the same to such 
persons as the several States may authorize to receive it, 
on receiving certificates of deposit, signed by the compe- 
tent authorities of such State, each for such amount, and 
in such form as the Secretary of the Treasury may pre- 
scribe, which shall set forth and express the obligation of 


i; the State to pay the amount thereof to the United States, 
: or their assigns; and which said certificate it shall be com- 


Georgia, and Louisiana shall have gone into operation. |! redeemable at the pleasure of the States issuing the 


petent for the Secretary of the Treasury, in the name and 
behalf of the United States, to sell and assign, whenever 
it shall be necessary, for want of other money in the 
Treasury, to meet appropriations made by Congress, all 
sales and assigninents, however, to be ratable, and in just 
and equal proportions, among all the States, according to 
the amounts received by them respectively; and all such 
certificates of deposit shall be subject to, and shall bear an 


: interest of, five per centum per annum, payable half yearly, 


from the time of such sale and assignment, and shall be 


; same.” 


Stripping this enactment of statutory verbiage, 
and collecting the provisions of the section into 
a single view, and they seem to be these: 1. The 
public moneys, above a specified sum, are to be 
deposited with the States in a specified ratio. 
2. The States are to give certificates of deposit, 
payable to the United States, but no time or con- 
tingency is fixed for the payment. 3. The Sec- 
retary of the Treasury is to sell and assign the 
certificates, limited to aratable proportion of each, 
when necessary to meet appropriations made by 
Congress. 4. The certificates so assigned are to 
bear an interest of five per cent., payable half 
yearly. 5. To bear no interest before assign- 
ment. 6. The principal to be payable at the 
pleasure of the State. 

This, Mr. President, is the enactment; and 
what is such an enactment? Sir, I will tell you 
what itis. It is, in name, a deposit; in form, 
a loan; in essence and design, a distribution. 
Names cannot alter things; and it is as idle to 


1836.] 


APPENDIX TO THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


501 


Riru Cons....lst Sess. 


The Deposit Bill—Mr. Benton. 


SENATE. 


call a gift a deposit as it would be to call a stab | 
of the dagger a kiss of the lips. It is a distribu- | 
tion of the revenues, under the name of a de- 
posit, and under the form ofa loan. It is known 
to be so, and is intended to be so; and all this 
verbiage about a deposit is nothing but the device 
and contrivance ot those who have been for 
years endeavoring to distribute the revenues, 
sometimes by the land bill, sometimes by direct 
prepositions, and sometimes by proposed amend- 
ments to the Constitution. Finding all these 
modes of accomplishing the object met and frus- 
trated by the Constitution, they fall upon this 
invention of a deposit, and exult in the success 
of an old scheme under a new name. That it is 
no deposit, but a free gift, and a regular distribu- 
tion, is clear and demonstrable, not only from 
the avowed principles, declared intentions, and 
systematic purposes of those who conduct the 
bill, but also from the means devised to effect 
their object. Names are nothing. The thing 
done gives character to the transaction; and the 
imposition of an erroneous name cannot change 
that character. This is no deposit. It has no 
feature, no attribute, nocharacteristic, no quality 
of a deposit. The deposit is a trust, requiring 
the consent of two parties, leaving to one the 
rights of ownership, and imposing on the other 
the duties of trustee. The depositor retains the 
right of property, and reserves the privilege of 
resumption; the depository is bound to restore. 
But here the right of property is parted with; the 
privilege of resumption is surrendered; the obli- 
gation to render back is not imposed. On the 
contrary, our money is put where we cannot 
reach it. Our Treasury warrant cannot pursue 
it. The States are to keep the money, free of 
interest, until it is needed to meet appropriations, 
and then the Secretary of the Treasury is—to do 
what? Cali upon the State? No! but to sell 
and assign the certificate; and the State is to pay 
the assignee an interest half yearly, and the prin- 
cipal when it pleases. 

Now these appropriations will never be made. 
The members of Congress are not yet born—the 
race of representatives are not yet known—who 
will vote appropriations for national objects to be 
paid out of their own State treasuries. Sooner 
will the tariff be revived, or the price of public 
land be raised. Sooner will the assignability of 
the certificate be repealed by law. The contin- 
gency will never arrive on which the Secretary 
isto assign; so the deposit will stand as a loan 
forever without interest. At the end of some 
years the nominal transaction will be rescinded; 
the certificates will all be canceled by one gen- 
eral, unanimous, harmonious vote in Congress. 
The disguise of a deposit, like the mask after the 
play, will be thrown aside; and the delivery of 
the money will turn out to be, what it is now 
intended to be, a gift from the beginning. This 
will be the end of the first chapter. And now, 
how unbecoming in the Senate to practice this 
indirection, and to do by a false name what can- 
not be done by its true one. The Constitation, 
by the acknowledgment of many who conduct - 
this bill, will not admit of a distribution of the | 
revenucs. Notfurther back than the last session, 
and again at the commencement of the present _ 
session, a proposition was made to amend the | 
Constitution to permit this identical distribution 
to be made. That proposition is now upon our | 
Calendar for the action of Congress. All at once | 
it is discovered that a change of names will do as | 
well as a change of the Constitution. Strike | 
out the word ‘* distribute” and insert the word | 
“* deposit,” and, incontinently, the impediment | 
is removed; the constitutional difficulty is sur- | 
mounted; the division of the money can be made. | 
This, at least, is quick work. It looks magical, | 
though not the exploit of the magician. Itcom- | 
mits nobody, though not the invention of the | 
non-committal school. After all, it must be ad- | 
mitted to be a very compendious mode of amend- | 
ing the Constitution, and such a one as the i 


framers of that instrument never happened to ;, e nmer 
TR ‘| Taken as a real transaction—as a deposit with 


| the States, or a loan of the States—as this meas- 
ure professes to be, and it is fraught with conse- ; 
quences adverse to the harmony of the federal : 


think of. Is this fancy, or is it fact? are we legis- 
lating, or amusing ourselves with phantasma- : 
goria? Can we forget that we now have upon : 
the Calendar a proposition to amend the Consti- ; 
tution, to effect this very distribution, and that | 
the only difference between that resolution and l 


this thirteenth section is, in substituting the word 
DEPOSIT for the word pistRIBUTE. Here it is: 
Resolution proposing an amendment to the Constitution of 
the United States providing for a distribution of the sur- 
pius revenues among the several States and Territories, 
until the year eighteen hundred and forty-three. 
Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives of 
the United States of America in Congress assembled, tro 


thirds of both Houses concurring, ‘That the following amend- - 


ment to the Constitution of the United States be proposed 


to the Legislatures of the several States, which when rati- | 


tied by three fourths of said Legislatures, shall be valid to 


all intents and purposes as part of the Constitution: That i 


the money remaining in the Trea-ury at the end of each | 


year, till the first of January, eighteen hundred and forty- 
three, after deducting therefrom the sum of doliars, 
shall be annually distributed among the several States and 
Territories, including the District of Columbia; and that, 
for this purpose, the sum to be annually distributed shall 
be divided into a number of shares equa! to the number of 
Senators and Representatives in Congress for the time 
being, with the addition of two for each Territory, and two 
for the District of Columbia; and there shall be allotted to 
each State a number of shares equal to the number of Sen- 
ators and Representatives to which it is at the time entitled 
in Congress: and to the Territories, inclading tha District 
of Columbia, two sbares each.* 


Having shown this pretended deposit to be a 
distribution in disguise, and to be a mere evasion 


of the Constitution, Mr. B. proceeded to examine 


its effects, and to trace its ruinous consequences : 


upon the Federal Government and the States. It 
is brought forward as a temporary measure, as a 


single operation, as a thing to be done but once; | 
but what career, either for good or for evil, ever | 


stopped with the first step? It is the first step 
which costs the difficulty; that taken, the second 
becomes easy, and repetition habitual. Let this 


distribution, in this disguise, take effect, and ; 


future distributions will be common and regular. 
Every presidential election will bring them, and 
larger each time, as the consular elections in 
Rome, commencing with distributions of grain 
from the public granaries, went on to the exhibi- 
tions of games and shows, the remission of debts, 
largesses of money, lands, and provisions, until 
the rival candidates openly bid against each other, 
and the diadem of empire was put up at auction, 
and knocked down to the last and highest bidder. 
The purity of elections may not yet be affected 
in our young and vigorous country, but how tong 
will it be before voters will look to the candidates 
for the magnitude of their distributions, instead 


of looking to them for the qualifications which | 


: the presidential office requires? 


The bad consequences of this distributizn of 
money to the States are palpable and frightful. 
It is complicating the Federal and State systems, 
and multiplying their points of contact and haz- 
ards of collision. Take it as ostensibly presented, 
that of a deposit or loan, to be repaid at some 
future time; then it is establishing the relation of 
debtor and creditor between them; a relation 


| 


system, and fraught with new burdens upon the 
customs and upon the lands; takenas a fiction to 
avoid the Constitution, as a John Doc and Rich- 
ard Roe invention to convey a gift under the 
name of a deposit, and to effect a distribution 
under the disguise of a loan; and it is an artifice 
which makes derision of the Constitution, Icts 
down the Senate from its lofty staticn, and pro- 
vides a facile way for doing anything that any 
Congress may choose to do in all time to come. 
It is only to depose one word and install another, 
it is merely to charge a name, and the frowning 
Constitution immediately smiles on the late for- 
bidden attempt. 

To the Federal Government the consequences 
of these distributions must be deplorable and de- 
structive. It must be remitted to the helpless 
condition of the old Confederacy, depending for 
its supplies upon the voluntary contributions of 
the States. "Worse than depending upon the vol- 


| untary contributions, it will be left to the gratui- 
‘ tous leavings, to the eleemosynary crumbs, which 


remain upon the table aftcr the feast of the States 
is over. God grant they may not prove to be 
the feasts of the Lapitha and Centaurs! But the 
States will be served first; and what remains may 
go to the objects of common defense and national 
concern for which the Confederacy was framed, 
and for which the power of raising moncy was 
confided to Congress. The distribution bills 
will be passed first, and the appropriation bills 
afterwards; and every appropriation will be cut 
down to the lowest point, and kept off to the 
last moment. To Stave off as long as possible, 


' to reduce as low as possible, to defeat whenever 


possible, wil! be the tactics of Federal legislation, 


and when at last some object of national ex- 


| 
| 
| 


critical between friends, embarrassing between a | 


State and its citizens, and eminently dangerous 


between confederate States and their common | 


head. 
Federal system. The land-credit system was 
abolished by Congress fifteen 

rid of the rela 


It is a relation always deprecated in our | 


ears ago, to get. 
tion of debtor and creditor between ` 


the Federal Government and the citizens of the ` 


States; and seven or eight millions of debt, prin- 
cipal and interest, was then surrendered. The 


i 


collection of a large debt from numerous individ- : 
ual debtors was found to be almost impossible. ; 


How much worse if the State itself becomes the 


debtor, and more, if all the States become in- | 
debted together! Any attempt to collect the debt | 


would be attended first with ill blood, then with 
cancellation. It must be the representatives of 
the States who are to enforce the collection of the 
debt. This they would not do. They would 
stand together against the creditor. No member 
of Congress could vote to tax his State to raise 


i money for the general purposes of the Confeder- | 


acy. No one could vote an appropriation which 
was to become a charge on his own State treas- 
ury. Taxation would first be resorted to, and 


i the tariff and the public lands would become the 


fountain of supply to the Federal Government. 


a a NT ER 


* Submitted by Mr. CALHOUN. 
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penditure has miraculously run the gauntlet of 
all these assaults, and escaped the perils of these 
multiplied dangers, behold the enemy still ahead, 
and the recapture which awaits the devoted ap- 
propriation, in the shape of an unexpended bal- 
ance, onthe Ist day of January then nextensuing. 
Thus it is already: distribution has occupied us, 
all the session. A proposition to amend the 
Constitution, to enable us to make the division, 
was brought in in the first: month of the session. 
The land bill followed, and engrossed months to 
the exclusion of national defense. Then came 
the deposit scheme, which absorbs the remainder 
of the session. For nearly seven months we 
have been occupied with distribution, and the 
Senate has actually passed two bills to effect the 
same object, and to divide the same identical 
money. Two bills to divide money, while one 
bill cannot be got through for the great objects 
of national defense named in the Constitution. 
We are now near the end of the seventh month 
of the session. The day named by the Scnate 
for the termination of the session is long passed 
by; the day fixed by the two Houses is close at 
hand. The year is half gone, and the season 
for labor largely lost; yet what is the state of the 
general, national, and most essential appropria- 
tions? Not a shilling is yet voted for fortifica- 
tions; not a shilling for the ordnance; nothing 
for filling the empty ranks of the skcleton army; 
nothing for the new Indian treaties; nothing for 
the continuation of the Cumberland road; nothing 
for rebuilding the burnt down Treasury; nothing 
for the custom-house in New Orleans; nothing 
for extinguishing the righ’s of private corpo- 
rators in the Louisville canal, and making that 
great thoronghfare free to the commerce of the 
‘West; nothing for the western armory and arse- 
nals in the States which have none; nothing for 
the extension of the circuit court system to the 
new States of the West and Southwest; nothing 
for improving the Mint machinery; nothing for 
keeping the Mints regularly supplied with metals 
for coining; nothing for the new marine hospi- 
tals; nothing for the expenses of the visitors now 
gone to the Military Academy; nothing for the 
chain of posts and the military road along the 
western and northwestern frontiers. All these, 
and a long list of other objects, remain without 
a cent to this day; and those who have kept them 
off, now coolly turn upon us, and say the money 
cannot be expended if appropriated, and that, on 
the Ist of January, it must fall into the surplus 


. fund to be divided. 


OF the bills passed, many of the most essential 
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character have been delayed for months, to the 
great injury of individuals and of the public ser- 
vice. Clerks and salaried officers have been bor- 
rowing money at usury to support their families, ' 
while we, wholly absorbed with dividing sur- - 
luses, were withholding from them their stipu- 
ated wages. Laborersat Harper’s Ferry armory 
have been without money to go to market for their 
families, and some had lived three weeks without 
meat, because we must attend to the distribution 
bills before we can attend to the pay bills. Dis- 
bursing officers have raised money on their own 
account to supply the want of appropriations, 
Even the annual Indian annuity bill has but just 
got through; the Indians even—the poor Indians, 
as they were wont to be called—even they have 
had to wait, in want and misery, for the annual 
stipends solemnly guarantied by treaties. All 
this has already taken place under the deplorable 
influence of the distribution spirit; but this is not 
all that has taken place. Something more omi- 
nous has yet occurred; something which an- 
nounces a fundamental change in the policy of 
the Senate, and the approaching abandonment of 
the great objects for which the Confederacy was 
framed. e all recollect, and the country also 
will recollect, the two months in the fore part of 
this session spent in crimination and recrimina- 
tion for the loss of the fortification bill of the last 
year. 
ublished speeches would remind us, how emu- 
ously we vied with each other in patriotic pro- 
testations, in repudiating blame for the loss of 
that bill, and in favor of national defense. We 
all remember, and if we did not the Journal will 
testify for us, how unanimously we adopted a 
resolution to devote the revenue and the stock 
from the Bank of the United States, and all that 
the object required, to the sacred task of prepar- 
ing, in time of peace, for a state of war; and how 
we called upon the President to order reports to 
be made to us from the War and Navy Depart- 
ments to apprise us of all that was wanting. 
was in February; the answers came in March, 
and showed us that more would be wanting than 
all the surpluses would ever supply. Inconti- 
nently, upon the view of these reports, the tone 
of the Senate changed; and these objects of national 
defense, which had so lately received the homage 
of their applause, and the pledge of their support, 
become useless, ridiculous, extravagant, vision- 
ary projects! They were no longer worth atten- 
tion, and to attack and decry them has now be- 


come the fashion. Notacentis yet appropriated; |; 


and by this new fangled conception of a distribu- 
tion bil—this lease, entry, and ouster concern— 
whatever is app 


the Ist day of 


anuary next. Here is the reso- 


lution which we adopted in February, which will ' 


show how the question of national defense stood 
then; the votes and Ten for a month past, 
will show how it stands now: 


“ Resolved, That so much of the revenue of the United . 


States and the dividends of stock receivable from the Bank 


of the United States as may be necessary for the purpose, | 


ought to be set apart and applied to the general defense 
and permanent security of the country. 

“ Resolved, That the President be requested to cause the 
Senate to be informed— 

“1. The probable amount that would be necessary for 


fortifying the lake, maritime, and gulf frontier of the United | 
States, and such points of the land frontier as may require | 


permanent fortifications. 

«3. The probable amount that would be necessary to 
eonstruct an adequate number of armories and arsenals in 
the United States, and ta supply the States with field 
artillery (especially brass field-pieces) for their militia, and 
with side-arms and pistols for their cavalry. 

“3. The probable amount that would be necessary to 
supply the United States with the ordnance, arms, and 
munitions of war, which a proper regard to self-defense 
would require to be always on hand. 

“4. The probable amount that would be necessary to 
place the naval defenses of the United States (including the 
increase of the Navy, navy-yards, dock-yards, and steam 
or floating batteries) upon the footing of strength and re- 
spectabiltty which is due to the security and to the welfaie 
of the Union.” 


The progress which the distribution spirit has 
made in advancing beyond its own pretensions, 
is a striking feature in the history of the case, and 
ominous of what may be expected from its future 
exactions, Originally the proposition was to di- 
vide the surplus. It was the surplus, and nothing 


but the surplas, which was to be taken; that bona | 


Jide and inevitable surplus which remajned after 
alt the defenses were provided for, and all needed 


We all recollect, and if we did not, the : 


his ` 


ropriated is to be recaptured on : 
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appropriations fully made. Now the defenses are 
postponed and decried; the needful appropriations 
are rejected, stinted, and deferred, till they cannot 
be used; and, instead of the surplus, it is the in- 
tegral revenue, it is the money in the Treasury, 
it is the money appropriated by law, which is to 
be seized upon and divided out. Itis the unex- 
pended balances which are now the object of all 
| desire and the prize of meditated distribution. 
i The word surplus is not in the bill! that word, 


which has figured in so many speeches, which | 
has been the subject of so much calculation, which 


has been the cause of so much delusion in the 
public mind, and of so much excited hope; that 
word is not in the bill! Itiscarefully, studiously, 
systematically excluded, and a form ofexpression 
is adopted to cover all the money in the Treasu- 
ry, a small sum excepted, although appropriated 
by law to the most sacred and necessary objects. 
A recapture of the appropriated money is intend- 
ed; and thus the very identical money which we 
appropriate at this session is to be seized upon 


on the first day of January, torn away from the | 


objects to which they were dedicated ,and absorbed 
in the fund for general distribution. And why? 
because the cormorant appetite of distribution 

rows as it feeds, and becomes more ravenous as 
it gorges. It set out for the surplus; now it takes 
the unexpended balances save five millions; next 
year it willtake all. But it is sufficient to con- 
| template the thing as it is; it is sufficient to con- 
template this bill as seizing upon the unexpended 
balances on the first day of January, regardless 
of the objects to which they are appropriated; 


: and the existence of the Federal Government. 
| In the first place, the appropriation laws are 
| nullified, to the extent of one half, at least; for 
j we all know that the appropriations of a session, 
j and especially the long session, and above all the 
present session, when appropriations are system- 
atically staved off to prevent them from being 
used—we all know that under these circumstances 
about one half the money appropriated by law 
, remains unexpended at the end of the year, and 
: is intended to be used during the ensuing year. 
| We all know that the fiscal year of the United 
| States does not end in December, but in Septem- 
| ber; we know that the work and the service is to 
| go on, and the money to be paid as it becomes 
due, without regard to the change of the calendar 
years. Two years is the limitation for an appro- 
priation to run; and this principle, reasonable in 
itself, is consecrated by law for forty years. Sir, 
| we have law upon this subject; law founded in 
reason, adapted to the usages of work and ser- 
vice, made by our ancestors, and now standing 
in full force upon our statute-book. I allude to 
the law of March 3, 1795, approved by President 
Washington; and by ach the appropriations 
which were not exhausted upon their object 
within two calendar years after the year in which 
they are made, should then be considered as a 
surplus, and be carried to a fund denominated 
the surplus fund; and thence become applicable 
‘| to new and national objects. Here are the pro- 
|| visions of the act: 

“ That, in regard to any sum which shall have remained 
unexpended upon any appropriation, other than for the 


longer duration is specially assigned by law, for more than 
two years after the expiration of the calendar year in which 
the act of appropriation shall have been passed, such ap- 
propriation shall be deemed tohave ceased and been deterin- 
ined ; and the sum so unexpended shall be carried to an 
account, on the books of the Treasury, to be denominated 
the surplus fund. But no appropriation shall be deemed to 
have so ceased and determined until after the year 1795. 
unless it shall appear to the Secretary of the Treasury that 
the object thereof hath been fully satisfied, in which case 
it shall be lawful for him to cause to be carried the unex. 
penad residue thereof to the said account of the surplus 
und. 
f This is the law, made by wise men, founded 
In reason, justice, and propriety. This is the law 
by virtue of which the appropriations made at 
this session would continue fortwo calendar years 
after the Ist day of January next; yet this wise 
and ancient law is to be subverted, overthrown, 
nullified. Instead of two years from the Ist of 
January next, it is at midnight on the 31st of 
December next, that the unexpended balances, 
without regard to the objects for which they are 
applicable, are to be seized, sequestered, confis- 
cated, plundered, from the Federal Government, 


: and to witness its effect upon the laws, the policy, | 


SENATE, 


and given to the States. The leaving of five 
millions is nothing; the unexpended balances will 
be double or treble that amount. The taking 
any part is asserting the right, and making the 
precedent for iaking the whole. Even these five 
millions, they are left from policy, and because 
‘it is not discreet to go the whole at once. Even 
; on this remnant the friends of distribution divide 
in opinion on this floor, some saying two millions, 
(Mr. WessTer,] some saying five, [Mr. CaL- 
HowN;] and this last sum is evidently left from 
policy. 

Such, then, is the progress of the distribution 
spirit; a cormorant appetite, growing as it feeds, 
ravening as it gorges; seizing the appropriated 
moneys, and leaving the Federal Government to 

' starve upon crumbs, and todie of inanition. But 
this appetite is not the sole cause for this seizure. 
There is another reason for it, connected with 
the movements in this Chamber, and founded in 
the deep-seated law of self-preservation. For six 
months the public mind has been stimulated with 
the story of sixty millions of surplus money in 
the Treasury; and two months ago we, the grave 
Senate of the United States, carried the rash joke 
of that illusory asseveration so far as to passa 
bill to commence the distribution of that vast 
sum. It was the land bill which was to do it, 
commencing its swelling dividends on the first 
day of July, dealing them out every ninety days, 
and completing the splendid distribution of prizes, 
in the sixry-rouR million lottery, in eighteen 
months from the commencement of the drawing. 
This was two months ago that we passed this bill, 
and all attempts then made to convince the people 

|: that they were deluded were vain and useless. 
| Sixty-four millions they were promised; sixty- 

| four millions they were to have; sixty-four mil- 

i lions they began to want; and slates and pencils 

|i were just as busy then in figuring out the divi- 

' dends of the sixty-four millions, to begin on the 

first of July, as they now are in figuring out the 

' dividends under the forty, fifty,and sixty millions, 

|, which are to begin on the first of January next. 
| And now, behold the end of the first chapin, 
The first of July is come; but the sixty-four mil- 

! lions are not in the Treasury! it is not there! 

| and any attempt to commence the distribution of 
| that sum, according to the terms of the land bill, 

‘ would bankrupt the Treasury, stop the Govern- 

| ment, and cause Congress to be called together 

; to levy taxes or make loans. So much for the 

| land bill, which two months ago received all the 
prance which are now bestowed upon the deposit 

l 


publie debt, &c., or for a purpose in respect to which a |! 


ill. So the drawing had to be postponed; the 
: performance had to be advourned, and the first 
| of January was substituted for the first of July. 
| This gives six months to go upon, and defers the 
, catastrophe of the mountain in labor until the 
{peeves election is over. Still the first of 
i January must come; and the ridicule would be 
too great if there was nothing, or next to nothing, 
| toa divide. And nothing, or next to nothing, 
there would be if the appropriations were fairly 
. made, and made in time, and if nothing but a 
| surplus was left to divide. There would be no 
į more in the deposit banks, in thatevent, than has 
usually been in the Bank of the United States, 
say ten, or twelve, or fourteen, or sixteen mil- 
‘lions, and from which, in the hands of a single 
bank, none of those dangers to the country were 
then seen which are now discovered in like sums 
in three dozen unconnected and independent 
| banks. Even after all the delays and reductions 
|in the appropriations, the surplus will now be 
| but a trifle; such a trifle as must expose to ridi- 
cule, or something worse, all those who have 
tantalized the public with the expectation of forty, 
fifty, or sixty millions to divide. To avoid this 
fate, and to make up something for distribution 
then, the unexpended balances have been fallen 
upon; the law of 1795 is nullified; the fiscal year 
is changed; the policy of the Government sub- 
i verted; reason, justice, propriety, outraged; all 
contracts, labor, service, salaries cut off, inter- 
rupted, or reduced; appropriations recaptured, 
and the Government paralyzed. Sir, the people 
are deceived. They are made to believe that a 
surplus only, an unavoidable surplus, is to be 
divided, when the factis that appropriated moneys 
are to be seized. a 
Sir, I am opposed to the whole policy of this 
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undo the Constitution, and that by evasion, in 
the very point for which the Constitution was 
made. What is that point?) A Treasury! a 
Treasury! a Treasury of its own, unconnected 
with, and independent of the States. It was for 
this that wise aud patriotic men wrote, and spoke, 
and prayed for the fourteen years that intervened 
from the declaration of independence in 1776 to 
the formation of the Constitution in 1739. It 
was for this that so many appeals were so made, 
so many effortsexerted,so many fruitiessattempts 
so long repeated, to obtain from the States the 
power of raising revenue from imports. It was 
tur this that the Conventicn of 1787 met, and bat 
for tus they never would have met. The forma- 
uon of a Federal Treasury, unconnected with 
the States and independent of the States, was the 
eause of the meeting of that Convention; it was 
the great object of its labors; it was the point to 
which all its exertions tended, and it was the 
point at which failure would have been the failure 
of the whole object of the meeting, of the whole 
frame of the General Government, and of the 
whole design of the Constitution. With infinite 
labor, pains, and difficulty, they succeeded in 
erecting the edifice of the Federal Treasury; we, 
not builders, but destroyers, ** architects of ruin,”’ 
ando in a night what they accomplished in many 
years. We expunge the Federal Treasury. We 
throw the Federal Government back upon the 
States for supplies. We unhinge and undo the 
Constitution; and we effect our purpose by an 
ardfice which derides, mocks, ridicules that sacred 
instrument, and opens the way to its perpetual 
evasion by every paltry performer that is able to 
dethrone one word, and exalt another in its 
place. With such objections to the thing itself, 
and to the manner of doing it, it would seem to 
be supererdgatory to go into other objections; 
but there are other objections to the measure, 
worthy of being mentioned in themselves, and 
sull more as showing the true character of this 
measure, that of a distribution under the name 
of a deposit, 

The assignability of these certificates is one of 
these objections. ‘They are to be assigned, when 
necessary to meet appropriations made by Con- 
gress, and then to bear five per cent. interest, 
payable half-yearly. Asa reality, it is injurious, 
and may be offensive to the States. No one likes 
to have his note assigned, especially when the 
assignment raises an interest where there was 
none before, and which interest is higher than 
others would require. The States of this Union 
can borrow money for less than five per centum. 
They can borrow for four, payable yearly, in 
Engiand and Holland certainly, and probably in 
France. They can borrow the gold, bring it 
home, clear two per cent. upon the importation, 
in the present state of the exchanges, and keep 
it as long as they please; twenty, thirty, forty 

ears. Surely, if States wish to borrow money; 
Eocleud and Holland are the places to obtain it; 


and a direct movement is the way to getit. As 


a reality, then, thia deposit loan is a burden and ‘° 


a hardship; but it is no reality; it is no real 
transaction; but a fiction, à contrivance, & sub- 
terfuge, an evasion to elude the Constitu 


The certificates are never to be assigned. The 


contingency on which the assignment is to be |. 


made wiil never arrive. No appropriation re- 
quiring it to be done will ever be made. That 
appropriation would have to be made by Con- 
gress; the members of Congress. represent the 
States, not the Federal Government; and their 
first care will be to defend their own constituents. 
They will not vote money to become a charge 
upon their own State treasuries, to be raised by 
a tax on the lands, houses, slaves, horses, and 
cattle of their own constituents. Either they will 
not make the appropriation at all, or they will 
first cancel the assignability of the certificate, and 
have recourse to an increased tariff, and to higher 
prices on the public lands. — Be Aa Shy Tis os: 
I object to the time at which this distribution is 
to be made. It is not the time at which such a 
thing should be done, if done atall. There is no 
necessity for acting now, if ever, and we are on 
the eve of a presidential election. It is an evil 


‘entirely against it; time enough to ascertain the 


j ; 
example, which may be approved to dreadful 


effect at future elections, In times less pure, less 
virtuous, less patriotic than the present, the pres- | 
idential chair, like consular robes, may be sought ` 
through the instrumentality of largesses poured 
from the public Treasury, in emulous profusion, l 
by the rival hands of desperate competitors. Let 
it never be forgotten that the contests for office, 
which ended in auctioneering the diadem of em- 
pire in Rome, commenced with the apparently 
innocent custom of dividing out corn from the 
public granaries. 

_ I object to the time for another reason. There 
is no necessity to act at all upon this subject at 
this session of Congress. The distribution is not 
to take effect until after we are in session again, 
and when the true state of the Treasury shall be 
known.. Its true state cannot be kuown now; 
but enough is known to make it questionable 
whether there will be any surplus, requiring a 
specific disposition over and beyond the wants of 
the country. Many appropriations are yet be- 
hind; two Indian wars are yet to be finished; : 
when the wars are over, the vanquished Indians ` 
are to be removed to the West; and when there, 
either the Federal Government or the States must 
raise a force to protect the people from them. 
Twenty-five thousand Creeks, seven thousand 
Seminoles, eighteen thousand Cherokees, and 
others, making a totality of seventy-two thou- 
sand, are to be removed; and the expenses of 
removal, and the year’s subsistence afterwards, 
is close upon seventy dollars per head. Itisa 
problem whether there will be any surplus worth 
disposing of. The surplus party themselves 
admit there will be a disappointment, unless they 
go beyond the surplus, and seize the appropriated 
moneys. The Senator from New York [Mr. 
Wricut} has made an exposition as candid and 
perspicuous as it is patriotic and unanswerable, 
showing that there will be an excess of appro- 
priations over the money in the Treasury on 
the day that we adjourn, and that we shall have 
to depend upon the accruing revenue of the re- 
mainder of the year to meet the demands which 
we authorize. This is the state of the surplus | 
question; problematical, debatable; the weight 
of the evidence, and the strength of the argument, | 


truth, and yet a determination to reject all evi» 
dence, refuse ali time, rush on to the object, and 
divide the money, cost what it may to the Con- 
stitution, the Government, the good of the States, 
and the purity of elections. The catastrophe of 
the land bill project ought certainly to be a warning 


as the only means: of saving the countrr—as the — 
blessed act which was to save the Republic. 
was to commence on the Ist day of July its 
magnifice@t operation of distributing sixty-four 
millions—now it lies.a corpse in the House of 
Representatives, a monument of haste and folly; 
its very authors endeavoring to supersede it by 
another measure, because it could not take effect 
without ruining the eountry, and, what ie equally 
important to them, ruining themselves! 
Admitting that the year produces more reve- 
nue than is wanting, is it wise? is it statesman- 


_like? is it consonant with our experience to take 


tion. . 


fright at the event and throw the money away? 


., Did we not have forty millions of income in the 


;| motto the prayer of Virgil, ‘‘Cognoscere causa 


year 1817? and did we not have anempty Treas- 
ury in 1819? Instead of taking fright and throw- 
ing the money away, the statesman should look . 
into the cause of things; he should take for his ; 


rerum.” Let me know the cause of things, and, 
learning this cause, act accordingly. If the re- 
| dundant supply is accidental and transient, it 
| will quickly eorrect itself; if founded in laws, | 
alter them. This is the part not merely of wis- 

dom, but of common sense. It was the conduct | 
of 1817, when the excessive supply was seen to 


i the war and efflorescence of the paper system— — 
and left to correct itself, which it did in two years. . 
It should be the conduct now, when the exces- 

sive income is seen to be the effect of the laws and , 
| the paper system combined, and when legislation 
or regulation is necessary to correct It. Reduc- 
| tion of the tariff; reduction of the price of land to 


It | 


| 


. self. 


\ 


1 


actual settlers; rejection of bank paper from uni- 
versal receivability for public dues; these ure the 


‘remedies. After all, the whole evil may be found 


in a single cause, and the whole remedy may be 
seen ina single measure. The public lands are 
exchangeable for paper. Seven hundred and fifty 
machines are at work striking off paper; that 
paper is performing the grand rounds, from the 
banks to the public lands, and from the lands 
to the banks. Everybody, especially a public 
man, may take as much as his trunks can carry. 
The public domain is changing into paper; the 
public Treasury is filling up with paper; the new 
States are deluged with paper; the currency is 
ruining with paper; farmers, settlers, cultivators, 
are outbid, deprived of their selected homes, or 
made to pay double for them, by public men 
loaded, not like Phillip’s ass, with bags of gold, 
but like bank advocates, with bales of paper. 
Sir, the evil is in the unbridled state of the paper 
system, and in the unchecked receivability of 
paper for Federal dues. Here is the evil. Banks 
are our masters; not ong, but SEVEN HUNDRED 
anD Firty! and this splendid Federal Congress, 
like a chained and chastised slave, lies helpless 
and powerless at their feet. 

Thus far, Mr. President, I have contemplated 
this measure in its effects upon the Federal Gov- 
ernment; now let us turn our eyes to the States, 
and see what is to be its effect upon them. In 
the very outset, it is to them the golden apple 
which the goddess of discord rolled over the fes- 
tive board; contend for it, and fraud and cunning 
award the prize. Elections in every county, legis- 
lation upon every subject. fall within its vortex. 
Projects of all kinds spring up; the people get 
nothing. Associated wealth, joint stock compa- 
nies, chartered monopolies, paper barons, South 
Sea bubbles, and Mississippi schemes, take it 
all. The counties willin vain ask for their share; 
if they get it, the townships will in vain solicit 
their proportion from the county. If perchance 
the township obtained its ratable share, then some 
projector of that township would get all to him- 
‘ The large fish eat the small ones.” On 
the contrary, if the whole sum is fairly divided 
among the whole population, and every head of 
a family gets what he is entitled to, what is it 


| then but the spectacle of a people pensioned by 
| the Federal Government, fed from the public 


| 
| 


| Treasury, like degenerate Romans, or receiving 


annuities like mendicant Indians? Sir, there is 
no right way to do this thing. It is a connec- 
tion against nature between the States and the 


© Federal Government; and, like all unnatural con- 
to us. Two months ago it was pushed through |! 


nections, must end in misery and mischief to 
both parties. 

A word to the small States. They have come 
into this measure upon the tempting advantage 
of double sharers—a share for their Senators as 


_ well as for their Representatives. That is some 
‘ advantage for them; but do they see they have 


: bear on all the slave 


. appropriations, 
| be the effect of transient causes—termination of `. 


: imports. 
| planting 
9 


no security for it in future divisions? It is the 
rule of division put into the proposed amendment 
of the Constitution by the Senator from South 
Carolina, (Mr. Caruoun;] there it would have 
beensafe. If the Constitution had been amended 
as proposed, they would have had their security; 
but it has not been amended, but evaded. 
word is changed; the Constitution is dodged; 
and the small States lie at the mercy of the large 
ones in all future distributions. Not only in the 
rule of distribution, which will soon be changed, 
first, to bear on all the small States by taking 
away the divisions for Senators; and next, to 
States by counting only the 
white population; not only in changing the rule 
will the small States be injured, but by another 
and more vexatious process; it will be in the 
appropriations. The large States make the ap- 
propriations, and will take care of themselves. 
Twice they will take the lion’s share; once by 
when their strength will enable 
them to take what they please; again, by distri- 
bution, when their numbers will give them nearly 
all the remainder. j à 

A word to the States in which revenue is to be 
raised. We have no revenue but from land and 

The new States contain the land, the 
States to the south furnish the exports 


which bring home the imports which furnish the 
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duties. The West and the South, then, are to 
bear the burdens of a revenue, which others are 
to share more largely than themselves. 
up and to increase that revenue will be the care 
of the majority. Farewell now to all prospect 
of reduction in the price of the public lands; 
farewell to preémptions—to occupant rights—to 
grants to States and colleges—to all equitable 
settlement of French and Spanish concessions: 
Farewell to all that! Hail to the new tariff !—to 
that tariff which the elections of Jackson and Van 
Buren laid low in 1832, and which, in 1840, and 
under the maternal incubation of this miscalled 
deposit bill, will spring forth from the thigh of 
its father, like the fabulous otispring of Jupiter, 
fuli grown and armed, helmet on the brow and 
lance in the hand. 

Sir, I can see nothing but evil, turn on which 
side I may, from this fatal scheme of dividing 
money; not surplus money, but appropriated 
funds; not by an amendment, but by a derisory 
evasion of the Constitution. Where is it to end? 
History shows us that those who begin revolu- 
tions never end them; that those who commence 
innovations never limit them. Here is a great 
innovation, constituting in reality—not in figure 
of speech, but in reality—a revolution in the form 
of our Government; we set out to divide the 
surplus; we are now dividing the appropriated 
fands. To prevent all appropriations except to 
the powerful States will be the next step; and the 


amall States, in self-defense, must oppose all ap- | 
pronn and go for a division of the whole. | 


hey will have to stand together in the Senate, 
and oppose all appropriations. It will not do for 
the large States to take all the appropriations 
first, and the bulk of the distribution afterwards; 
and there will be no way to prevent it but to re- 
fuse all appropriations, divide out the money 
among the States, and let each State lay it out 
for itself. A new surplus party will supersede 
the present surplus party, as successive factions 
supersede each other inchaotic revolutions. They 


will make Congress the quaestor of provinces, to | 


collect money for the States to administer. This 
will be their argument: the States know best 
what they need, and can lay out the money to 


the best advantage, and to suit themselves. One ; 


State will want roads and no canals, another 


canals and no raads; one will want forts, another | 


troops; one wants ships, another steam cars; one 


wants high schools, another low schools; one is ` 
for the useful arts, another is for the fine arts, | 


for lyceums, athenzums, museums, arts, stat- 
uary, painting, music; and the paper States 
will want all for banks. Thus things will go on, 
and Congress will have no appropriation to make, 


except to the President and his head clerks, and | 
Even our own pay, like it 


their under clerks. 
was under the Confederation, may be remitted to 


our own States. The eight dollars a day may be | 


voted to them, and supported by the argument 
that they can get better men for four dollars a day, 


and so save half the money, and have their work ` 


better done. Such is the progress of this road to 
ruin. 


Jet evil pass that good might come of it, I should 
be willing to let this bill pass. A recoil, a reac- 
tion, a revulsion must take place. This Confed- 
eracy cannot go to ruin. This Union has a place 
in the hearts of the people which will save it from 
nullification in disguise, as well as from nullifica- 
tion inarms. One word of myself. Itis now ten 
years since schemes of distribution were broached 
upon this floor. They began with a Senator from 
New Jersey, now Secretary of the Treasury, 
{Mr. Dickerson.] They were denounced by many 
for their unconstitutionality, for their corrupting 
tendency, and their fatal effects upon the Federal 
and State governments. I took my position then, 


have stood upon it during all the modifications | 


of the original scheme, and continue standing 
upon it now. My answer then was, pay the 
public debt, and reduce the taxes—my answer 
now is, provide for the public defenses, reduce 
the taxes, and bridle the paper system. On this 
ground I have stood—on this I stand; and never 
did I feel more satisfaction and more exultation 
in my vote when triumphant in numbers than I 
now do in a minority of six. 


To keep | 


Sir, I say of this measure, as J said of its . 
progenitor, the land bill, if I could be willing to |: 


DOCUMENTARY HISTORY OF THE AMERICAN 
l REVOLUTION. 
REMARKS OF HON. C. JOHNSON, 
OF TENNESSEE, 
In Tue House or REPRESENTATIVES, 
April 18, 1836, 

On the motion made by him to strike out the item of 
20,000 for the Documentary History of the American 
Revolution. ; 
Mr. JOHNSON said he would state to the. 

House as briefly as he could the objections which | 


he had to the appropriation of $20,000 for the || 


Documentary History of the American Revolu- 
tion. He felt it his duty to do so because of the | 
erroneous remarks attributed to him in the Globe, 
which gave the debates in the Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union the other day, | 
as well as to correct an error which he had him- 
self fallen into in the estimate submitted to the 
committee of the cost of each volume of the in- 
tended publication. He had stated to the com- 
mittee that the cost of each volume would exceed 
twenty dollars, and the cost of the whole work, 
if limited to twenty volumes of eight hundred 
pages, would be over $408,000. Upon examina- 

, tion, he had ascertained that each volume of the 
size proposed would cost $13 60, and the twenty 

: volumes the exact sum of $408,000. Mr. J. said 
the contract had been made by Mr. Living- 
ston with the publishers, under the provisions 
of the act of the 2d March, 1833, which author- 
ised the Secretary of State ‘‘to contract’? with 
them for the publication of the ‘ Documentary | 
History of the American Revolution” in octavo 
or folio volumes, provided ‘‘ that the rate of 
expense shall not exceed the actual cost per. 


| volume of the Diplomatic Correspondence now 
j! printing under the direction of the Secretary of 
| 


tate.” 
On the 19th of March afterwards, the contract | 

was made which has been read to the House, 

l binding the United States to take fifteen hundred , 

copies of the work at one cent and seven tenths | 

for each pase, ee $13 60 for each volume | 
of eight hundred pages. There is no limitation | 
in the contract as to the number or size of vol- | 
umes, or of the documents to be inserted in the 
publication, nor any time fixed for the comple- 
tion of the contract; all these things are left to 
the discretion of the publishers. He supposed 
it was the main object of the act of the 2d March, 

, 1833, to have a contract made for these purposes, 

: fixing a reasonable compensation, some limita- 
tion to the work, and the period of its comple- ` 
tion. Congress need not have referred to the 
Secretary of State the number of the copies that 
was to be taken—that could have been@ettled b 

_the House without difficulty; but all the other 

- considerations alluded to could not have been so 
readily adjusted, and it was therefore referred to | 
him. Every consideration that must have oper- 

| ated upon Congress, in referring it to the Secre- 

tary, seems to have been overlooked or forgotten. | 
| The Secretary merely fixes the number of copies 
|; to be taken and the price to be 

' has nothing to do but stand by 

|, extraordinary and extravagant price of $13 60 per) 

| volume, as the publishers choose to call for it, 
| without limitation of time, and for such stuff as 
may suit their interest or pleasure to insert in the 
publication. Mr. J. said that in his opinion the | 
contract would be more profitable to the publish- | 
ers than an annuity of $10,000, unaccompanied by 
i| any duty to be performed. There was no end to 
|| the materials which might be inserted in the pub- 

i lication. ‘t The resolves, addresses, memorials, 

|, Femonstrances, and other proceedings of the peo- 

|| ple, the Assemblies and other local authorities 
of the Colonies,” “ the correspondence and pro- 

: ceedings”? of the British Government; “< the pub- 

| lic papers of Congress and the several States, 

| their officers and agents,” and all other papers in 
| relation to the Federal or State Governments, as 

i well as every other document or paper which 

j could be found in Europe or America connected 

with this country from its first discovery to the 

| close of the American Revolution, seemed to be 


| within the scope of the contemplated publication, 


t | law never could have been procured. 
paid. Congress |; 
and pay the | 


and which Congress, under the contract, would 
be bound to take at whatever price they might 
cost; and he had but little doubt that the publi- 
cation, under the contract, might as readily be 
made to cost four or five millions of dollars aş 
|i the sum of near half a million, to which they 
| propose now to limit it, if it is to be understood 
' that the work is not to exceed twenty volumes 
ii of eight hundred pages each. 
‘| Mr. J. said that, in his opinion, Mr. Living- 
ii ston had omitted everything which was required 
: to be done by the act, that was material to the 
interest of the United States, and which was in 
the contemplation of Congress at the time of the 
passage of the act. ‘* To contract” for the publi- 
| cation, meant something more than the mere sub- 
i scription to the work, and specifying the number 


l: of copies to be taken, and the price. The man- 
|| nerin which the work was to be done—the proper 


; Selection of the materials to be inserted in it—the 
proper limitation of the copies to be taken—the 
- number of volumes to’ be published—the size of 
the volumes, and the cost of each—al! must have 
been regulated by the Secretary, to have fulfilled 
the expectations of Congress. These considera- 
tions seem not to have entered the mind of Mr. 
Livingston; and the little he did irf accordance 
with the objects of Congress, in the reference to 
him, greatly exceed the authority given him by 
theact. The act limits the expense to the ‘actual 
cost’? of the Diplomatic Correspondence, which 
they ascertain to be, as stated in the contract, 
$2 20 for each volume of five hundred and forty- 
four pages; but this admitted price of that work, 
the ‘‘actual cost,” is not taken by them as the basis 
upon which the new contract 1s to be made. A 
“ good and copious index” is to be added to the 
new publication in lieu of the table of contents in 
the Diplomatic Correspondence, and which they 
suppose should increase the value of each volume 
eleven and one half cents—and this is assumed 
as the ground upon which the contract is made 
for the payment of the new publication, and with- 
out other reference to the ‘‘actual cost” as re- 
quired by the act of Congress. 
_ Mr. J. said the question was now fairly pre- 
_sented to the House, whether we should permit 
i the parties to proceed with the publication, and 
make the appropriations necessary to enable them 
to progress with it; or whether we should at once 
put an end to the contract, and pay such a sum 
as might be deemed an adequate and just remu- 
neration for the expenses incurred already, or the 
damages sustained by the publishers; that he 
, Should never, whilst he had the honor of a seat 
| upon this floor, vote one dollar for the fulfillment 
of the present contract. He had no doubt that 
the Congress of 1833 had been deceived and mis- 
led by those interested in the publication, as to 


y the extent of the work, as well as the necessary 


expenditures to complete it. He was himself a 
member of that Congress, and was opposed to 
the passage of that law, as he is now to the further 
: progress of the publication, and he felt confident, 
if that Congress had been aware of the extraor- 
: dinary sum to be expended, the passage of the 
He him- 
self had not the least idea of the expense of the 
contemplated publication until long after its pas- 
| Sage. 
“Tho best mode of getting such measures 


|. through both Houses of Congress was well un- 
i; derstood by those interested in this publication. 


The papers submitted to Congress ‘at the time, 
and now reported to the House by the Secretary 
of State, were well calculated to deceive the mem- 
bers as to the extent of the work, and quiet their 
apprehension as to any extraordinary expendi- 
ture being necessary to complete it. He would 
not say that they had been drawn up with that 
view, or were so intended by the publishers. He 
was convinced, however, that auch had been the 
effect. The name itself; ** The Documentary 
History of the American Revolution,” would 
imply a collection of papers interesting and use- 
ful to the country, and which might be embraced 
in a volume or two of moderate size. No man 
could have suspected under it a collection of 
public papers in relation to ‘* the origin of the 
several colonies, their charters, bills of rights, 
and public papers previous to 1763,” which might 
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be made to extend to any number of volumes at 
the discretion of the publishers, and cost millions 
of doHars instead of hundreds of thousands. The 
name itself was calculated to mislead and deceive 
the House. The phraseology of the law itself 
was not more specific. Even the memorial of the 


ublishers to Congress upon which the act was : 


founded, gave no precise information of the nature 
or character of the work, further than the title 
implied, except in reference to a letter addressed 
by them to the Secretary of State, bearing date 
the 18th of July, 1831. And even in that letter 
it is not clearly shown to what extent documents 
relating to events anterior to the encroachments 
by the British Government in 1763, are to be 
introduced. 

The publishers knew well that, in the press of 
public business which occurred at the conclusion 
of every session of Congress, and particular! of 
the short session, such a proposition was likely 
to escape the attention of the members, unless 
there was something upon the face of it calculated 
to excite suspicion of an unusual or extraordi- 
nary expenditure—that the opinion of members 
would be formed from the descriptive title given 
to the work, and that a “ Documentary History 
of the American Revolution,” to be contracted 
for by the Secretary of State, would be such a 
proposition as not to excite the least suspicion 
of the expenditure of a million or two of dollars. 
The bill passen the Senate a few days before the 
close of the session, and was taken upand sed 
by the House on the last night of the session for 
business, and seems to have attracted no atten- 
tion whatever. The facts stated by the honor- 
able gentleman from North Carolina were con- 
clusive as to the imposition practiced upon the 
House—the proposition for the same publication 
had been before Congress im June, 1832, the bill 
specifying upon its face the sum of eight dollars 
per volume of eight hundred pages, which the 


publishers were then willing to take. At the next | 


session of Congress, composed of the same indi- | 


viduals, the same proposition is again submitted 
to both Houses of Congress, a new bill introduced 
omitting the eight dallars, which. had caused its 
failure the preceding session, and the Secretary 
of State is authorized to contract, and actually 
contracts to pay almost double the sum the same 
olny were willing to take six or nine months 

efore. No reasonable man, under such circum» 


stances, knowing all the facts, would have voted | 
' States in regard to the Indians? What has been | 
‘ their policy and their practice? Whence did they | 
| derive the title to all the wide domain of which |! 


for such a law, or made such a contract. He 
repented that he did not doubt that Congress had 
been serogionny imposed upon by those inter- 
ested in the publication, and that Mr. Livingston 
had been grossly negligent of the interests of the 
United States in the performance of the duties 
assigned him under the act. To render this law 
more palatable, if perchance it was looked into 
by any member, a copy of the publication was to 
be given to each member of that Congress, which 
would be equal to two hundred and seventy-two 
dollars each, if the publication should be limited, 
as proposed, to twenty volumes of eight hundred 

eg. 

he passage of ‘similar propositions by the 
House of Representatives often occurs without 
the attention of the members being ealled to the 
subject. The other day a resolution proposed to 
give the new members of the present Congress 
the same books that had been given to.the mem- 
bers of the last Congress; a Tpk appa- 
rently reasonable and fair, and not calculated to 
excite in the members of the House any suspicion 
of an extraordinary expenditure. And he had 
reason to believe that the honorable member who 
introduced the proposition was not himself aware 
of the extent of the expenditure that would be in- 
curred by its adoption. It has been examined 
with care, and the cost to the United States would 
have been near one hundred thousand dollars, 
giving to each of the new members over one thou- 
sand dollars>worth of books. The resolution had 
been accidentally arrested, and he hoped might 
be finally defeated. He had no doubt the law of 
1833 passed unobserved by the members of the 
House. i 
proposing the publication of 
eight dollars for each volume, would not probably 
have voted for a project that has been made to 
cost the United States near double that sum. 


The same individuals who rejected a bill | 
the same book at | 


| 


| 29th of December, 1835, deducting the cost of the land to 


Mr. J. said he thought it was time that this 
House should put an end to the publication of 
books. He had looked into the subject for a 
few years past, and was convinced that expendi- 
tures for that purpose, in the way they had been 
made, were the most useless and improper of all 
other Applications of the public moneys known to ` 
him. r. J. here read a list of the books pub- 
lished by Congress since 1826, specifying the 
books, the number of volumes, and the amount 
paid by Congress, and said that from this state- 
ment, it appeared that the whole expenditure for 
that period amounted to the sum of $397,994; 
and if the present contract was continued and 
completed, we should have over $400,000 more 
to add to that sum, which, if judiciously ex- 
pended, would have secured for Congress the 

st library in the world. He must say, how- 
ever, that, in his opinion, large sums of money 
had been squandered in jobs for favorite printers 
and contractors of Congress, and without a 
proper regard to the interest of the public. He ; 
was willing to appropriate from the public Treas- 
ury liberally for the purchase of a national library, 
but he thought Congress should cease to be a 
publisher; the contract with Clarke & Force 
ought to satisfy every member of that. 


CHEROKEE TREATY. 


REMARKS OF HON. JAMES M.BOULDIN, 
OF VIRGINIA, 
In rue House or REPRESENTATIVES, 


June 29, 1836, 


In Committee of the Whole on the bill making further 
appropriations for carrying into effect’ certain Indian 
treaties. 


The question pending was the motion of Mr. 
Apams, to strike out the first section of the bill, 
as follows: 


For the amount stipulated to be paid for the lands ceded 
in the first article of the treaty with the Cherokeés of the 


be provided for them west of the Mississippi, under the 
second article of said treaty, $4,500,000. 


Mr. BOULDIN said: I wish to make a few | 


: remarks upon the subject before the committee. | 


: thought for some time. 


It is one on which I have felt much, and have 


What is the policy, the design, of the United 


they are the proud owner? Did they not derive || 
it, or rather wrest it, from the possession of the 


‘ natives—the Indians; and has it not been the 


uniform and persevering policy of the United 

States, hitherto, to drive them off, or exterminate 

them? What means this change of policy? Have 

they relented, or repented, and do they mean to 

change their policy? Let them, then, give up all 

the lands they have, by the tomahawk and scalp- 

ing-knife, or the rifle, taken from that gallant but 

unfortunate race, and I will believe in their pity 

and their repentance. If they do not mean this, , 
what do they mean? Do they mean, after having 
driven these unfortunate beings from the North 
and East to the South and Southwest, by treatics 
and cruelties far worse than have been aey 
practiced, to use the whole power of the Confed- 
eracy, thus acquired, to compel the people of |, 
Georgia and their neighbors to submit to the | 
scalping-knife and the tomahawk? Do they mean 
that an independent savage nation shall remain ‘| 
forever in the heart of a civilized sovereign State? | 
Do they believe this practicable—possible to be 
executed? Do they mean that these savages shall 
remain there, scalping and tomahawking, under 
the protection of the Federal Court of the Federal 
Government, until they have taken their ven- 
geance on these helpless, defenscless women and : 
children, and obtained as much money for their |. 
land as they may think proper to demand? Sir, | 
what is to be the policy of this Government in ; 
regard to them? Will they abandon the idea of | 
removing them? Will they cease to exterminate | 
them? Do they think that by denying them all ; 
the privileges under our Government, and pro- ‘| 
tection under our laws, all participation in our |) 
privileges, and mixing of blood, we can make || 


| they will be compelled to give up 


i extinction. 


.. compel them 


| and confidence. 


‘| compels 


them frtendly and civilize them? I again inquire; 
what is to be the policy hereafter in regard to 
them? 

It is said they have been grossly cheated; that 
this land by 


force, if they ever do surrender it. Sir, would 


. they ever have surrendered their land, their home, 


and their country, had they not been compelled 
to doit? That we have taken this country from 
the savages, in whose possession it was when we 
found it, is certain; all the world knows it; and 
we could not disguise it if we desired to do so. 


' What signifies this talk of relenting and repent- 


ing? If a man wrongs another, let him make 
restitution; let those that mean to alter their 
course in regard to the savages deliver up their 
country to them. When this is done, I wil have 
some faith in this relenting and repenting. Let 
a man, or a country, ora State, or a section, re- 
lent and repent for himself or itself, and if they 
have robbed any, let them make restitution; re- 
store the same back. I will not go to the Mosaic 
law, and require three or four fold. Let them 
return the lands, and invite these Indians to them, 
and this will make entire peace with the Indians. 
But it is said these Indians have been dreadfully 
cheated, and to prove it, several papers have been 


| read, telling long tales both ways; the credibility 


of both witnesses is fully established. What 
shall we do with them? Believe both or neither? 
I believe they are both respectable men; I cannot 
question it; F do not wish to question it; they 


‘ appear to be rivals for the favor of the Govern- 


ment, and do not look through the same glass, 
This treaty has been made by our President 
and his officers, and ratified by the Senate; and 
shall I not believe them sooner than tales of this 
sort? Look, sir, too, at the sum; five millions 
six hundred thousand dollars! When was such 
a sum ever paid for Indian lands before? Iam 
not particularly informed; but did all the lands 
for many miles on the Atlantic, from Maine to 
Georgia, cost that much money? If not, wh 
should we infer that these Indians were cheated, 
when they have conveyed away a spot of land, 
(in general not very fertile,) in comparison with 


i| what has been acquired from them for less money, 


not larger than the palm of my hand, for this 
vast sum? 

Mr. Chairman, I hope that neither you nor any 
other person, in or out of the House, will mis- 
understand me in regard to these people. I think 
they are a noble, gallant, injured race. I think 
they have suffered nothing but wrong and injury 
from us since the Anglo-Saxon race (borrowing 
an expression of Mr. Randolph, my predecessor . 


' which seems to have become popular) first landed 


in this country. But as things are now, this 
nation of men.cannot remain in the heart of civil- 
ization unless they will submit to the laws of the 
States in which they reside. It is impossible te 
be executed, and in my opinion cruel to attempt 
it. The end of it will be that a few of the whites 
will be barbarously killed and the Indians ex- 
terminated. Sir, a melancholy overcasts my 
mind whenever I think of this too probable issue 
in regard to the red man—his gradual but entire 
c I believe, and ever have believed, 
that if the States where they reside would but 
treat them with humanity, and acknowledge theit 
equality as men, and mix with, them and give 
them all the advantages of civilized men, and 
to submit to the laws of civilization, 
find them worthy of their friendship 
I must think this; for many of 
our first families and most distinguished patriots 
are descended from the Indian race. My heart 
me to feel for them, for some of my 
lations (not that I have myself any of 


they would 


nearest re 


| their blood) are descended from the Indian race. 
“I alway 


$ wished to see pursued the same policy 
that was suggested and practiced by the gallant 
and wise Captain Smith, who made the first per- 
manent settlementhere. He treated them sternly, 
kindly, affectionately, and made them obey the 
laws of England, so far as the Indians fell within 
his jurisdiction. He encouraged marriages be- 
tween them and the whites, and wrote a beauti- 
ful letter to Queen Ann concerning Pocahontas, 
setting forth the advantages of such a policy. 
After Pocahontas’s marriage with Rolfe, during 
her life all was harmony between the whites and 
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the Indians. This policy was advised by“Patrick 
Henry, and many others of our wisest men and || 
eatest patriots. i 
E Other Finals. however, have prevailed; those, ! 
in former days, who talked most of oppression 
towards Indians, and refused most positively to | 
treat them as men, and as brethren and equals— 
who expected to civilize and make them friendly 
by talking of friendship and equal rights, ‘and 
while they at the same time placed them in a situ- 
ation necessarily hostile with the whites—con- 
tending toe to toe for the same acre of ground 
with the whites, who expected, after taking from 
the Indians their lands, and murdering their wives 
and children, to make them friendly by talking 
soft talk to them about the cruelty and dishonesty 
of others who do the like—who thought it cruelty 
not to let them have fire-arms, and were surprised 
when they shot white men with them? I say, 
unhappily, the council of such men has hitherto 
prevailed; and by thus bringing the Anglo-Saxon 
race in direct conflict with the Indian, the Indian 
has been hitherto continually tending to exterm- 
ination; and if this policy prevail, extermination 
must necessarily be his end. I never think of | 
this thing but with pain. Ithink the North Amer- | 
ican Indian gallant, noble, generous; possessing |, 
every quality of mind, body, and spirit to enable || 
him to take a stand on the same level with the |! 
noblest race. There is no tribe among them that | 
has shown more marks of these qualities, and not || 


| 


one perhaps as much civilization, this side of ' 


Mexico, from the first, as this tribe with which | 


this treaty is made. If they would stay there, i! between the blood of the Indian and that of my 


and obey the laws of the States where they reside, | 


and the States would treat them as equals, ac- :, 
cording to their education and othercircumstances, | acquired, directly or indirectly, every foot of | 


| land that ney 
e 


J should be highly gratified. But I fear, indeed 
Tam too well persuaded, that this will not be the 
case; but that they will either goaway under this 
treaty, or some other, not as favorable to them, 
or stay where they are until they share the fate 
of all the remnants of all the tribes of this unfor- 
tunate race, who have attempted to remain among 


the Anglo-Saxon race; a fate, that is too painful || 
to me to delineate particularly, and too wellknown |; 


to the world to make the performance of that | 
inful duty necessary. 

Alas! Mr. Chairman, this sickly sensibility, 
if it be real sensibility at all, has already well 
nigh exterminated a gallantrace. Thesame thing, 
be it what it may, is now seeking to bring another 
race, far inferior in every sense, into direct col- 
lision with the Anglo-Saxon breed, instead of being 
under the protection of the laws of civilized men 
~—suppose the negro brought toe to toe and point 
to point with this Anglo-Saxon race, what will 
be the issue? Mr. Chairman, look at the fact 
as history records it, and as we every day see 
it with our eyes. ; 

The Indian brought into direct collision with 
the Anglo-Saxon, is nearly exterminated. The 
negro, far inferior in every sense under the pro- 
tection of the laws of civilized men, (the Anglo- 
Saxon,) has multiplied beyond all others among 
us. Place this negro at points with our race, and ' 
what will be the issue? 
doubt what will be the issue? 


Should this exceedingly great tenderness and '! 


honesty prevail, which has elbowed the negroes 
and Indians from the north and east to the far 
west and south—yes, sir, elbowed them, or 
scalped them, or cheated them, or caused them 
to pn away and die with despair, after all the 
talk about humanity, and equality of men, eman- 
cipation, abolition, and all that—I say, should 
this still prevail, the consequence will be that the 
Indian race will be exterminated from the face of 
the earth, and the negro from the face of North 
America. 

But, sir, as I promised to say but little, I will 
draw toa close. As it appears that the President 
and Senate have ratified this treaty; as it appears 
that this is much the highest price thatany nation 
of Indians has ever got for an equal quantity of 
land; as respectable white men disagree in state- 
ments about the manner of the execution of the 
treaty, (and I am well satisfied in my own mind 
that these Indians have been dealt as fairly by as 
any of whom we have got land, and as I ever ex- 

ect them to be,) I shall votefor the appropriation. 
ir, but a short time since, France had concluded 


| 

| 

] H R 

oes any man or woman i N THE OUSE OF EPRESENTATIVES, 
p3 

i 


a treaty with us, and the Chambers boggled a good | 
deal (as we thought) about the propran of 
the money, to comply with it. 


are made and ratified there with more or equal 

solemnity with a treaty made here by the Presi- 

dent and ratified by the Senate. Whatever indi- 

viduals may say, or think, or pretend to think, the 

world in general does respect the solemn act of 

the President and Senate of the United States, and 

I shall certainly credit them, and confide in them, 

sooner than I will rely upon the contradictory 

statements of Indians and others, (strangers to 

me,) and who may have prejudices and biases 

which it is impossible for me to know. More 
money is given them than ever was given to In- | 
dians for the same quantity of land of equal qual- - 
ity; and these high powers have confirmed the 

bargain and the treaty; and why should I with- 

hold my vote for the appropriation? I see no 

good reason, and shall not withhold it. I am 

perfectly satisfied that both parties are benefited, 

under the circumstances, and I see no reason why 

the appropriation should be withheld. 

It is true the idea of men leaving their home 
and their country, and marching in solemn pro- 
cession to a strange land, is painful indeed; but 
the thought of being trampled under foot in their 
native land, is painful in the extreme. To re- 
main, and see their race melting away like wax 
before the sun, must create sorrow beyond all 
measure, and drive men to utter despair. Pre- 
sent the other view of it, and compel me to choose 


own kindred and country, and I must prefer my | 
own. I am not one of those who, after having | 


own from the Indians, by means 


of titles far less excusable than this, are seized 


with a sudden tenderness of conscience just as ' 


the scalping-knife is uplifted over the head of 
others—will hold their own and use the power | 
that it and the strength of the Union gave them, 


cerned only)—holding these my kindred and my 
countrymen, until they will come to the terms 
of the savage, or submit, along with their wives 
i and unoffending. children, to the tomahawk and 
i the scalping-knife. The only thing worthy of 
` doubt, or thatcould create difficulty; isthe amount | 
‘of the purchase-money. It is certainly ‘very 

large;- but considering that.we are bound to éx- 

' extinguish the Indian title, and looking to the 

fact that we have sums so large in the Treasury ` 


the safety of our institutions and the purity of 

our public functionaries, | feel no difficulty about 
it, and shall vote for the appropriation without 
| the least doubt of the propriety of the vote. 


HARBOR, BILL. 


‘SPEECH OF HON. JOEL TURRILL, 


OF NEW YORK, ` i 


June 24, 1836,% 

Ta Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union, on 
the motion to strike out the enacting clause of the bill 
making appropriations for the construction of certain har- 
bors, &e. 

‘Mr. TURRILL said: 
Mr. Cuarerman: | was in hopes that I should 

; not have felt myself called upon, during this ses- 

sion, and particularly so near its termination, to | 
| address the House or its committee upon this or 

‘any other subject. It is with great reluctance 

: that I ever attempt to address a deliberative body, 

i and that reluctance is increased on the present 

, occasion because I am aware that the committee 

| are already wearied with this discussion, and I 

know that gentlemen are desirous of proceeding 
with the mass of business which remains unacted 
upon. But, sir, the extraordinary course taken 
by the honorable gentleman from Maine, [Mr. 

SairH,] both in the remarks he has just submit- 

ted, and in his report accompanying the other 

harbor bill, which report has been quoted in this 
debate as authority, and liberally commented 
upon, compels me to ask the indulgence of the 

committee for a short time. I repeat, sir, that I 


hat did we all ` 
say and think of that? Iam not aware that treaties ` 


‘by t 


(repenting suddenly, so far as others are con- ': 


_ that many of the wisest and best are uneasy for || 


| do it with reluctance; but my constituents have 
| an interest in some of the improvements contem- 
' plated in this bill, and particularly in that at the 
mouth of Salmon river, on Lake Ontario; and 
notwithstanding any embarrassment under which 
I labor, and any reluctance I feel at taking up the 
time of the committee, I should be recreant to 
their interest if I omitted, on this occasion, to 
make an effort to remove any unfavorable im- 
pression which that report and those remarks 
may have made, and also to exhibit some few 
facts showing the expediency and necessity of 
constructing convenient harbors on our lakes. 
Sir, with the honorable gentleman from Ohio 
(Mr. WuittLesey] who has just taken his seat, 
l feel that it is matter of regret that the import- 
ant pomy works embraced in the bill reported 
e gentleman from Maine, should have fallen 
into the hand of one whose mind appears to have 
been too strongly prejudiced against them to per- 
mit a full, fair, and impartial examination into 
their merits; and I fully concur with him in the 
opinion that the statements contained in the re- 
port are incorrect, and not to be relied upon. I 
know them to be so in one instance at least. 
Mr. SMITH. To what case do you allude ? 
Mr. TURRILL. I allude to the public works 
at Oswego, which appear to have received the 
especial attention of the honorable gentleman 
from Maine. ` Sir, the effort of the gentleman 
throughout the whole report, appears to have 
been to prove that the costs of the various works 


‘have so much exceeded the original estimates 
' that it is impossible to form a correct opinion as 


i to the amount of money or the extent of time 
which. will be required to complete them, and 
thus to create alarm by producing an impression 
that we are launching upon an ocean of expendi- 
ture without chart or compass. Sir, the honor- 
able gentleman in his report concludes his re- 
marks upon the Oswego harbor with the following 
statement: 
Aggregate of appropriations........$126,404 03 
Original estimates.........eeeeee0. 33,348 64 
Excess of appropriations over esti- 
mated COBt....cecreeecacccevees 93,055 36 
Proposed appropriation............ 30,000 00 
ow, what are the facts? Why, sir, the esti- 
mates for these works, which have, at different 
times, been submitted toand approved of by Con- 
gress, amount to $196,958 32, while the whole af- 


| propriations amount only to $149,820:87.. These 
| facts appear from the printed document which is 


now before me, and from the documents from 
which the honorable gentleman has taken such 
liberal extracts. Sa 

Mr. SMITH here explained, and stated that 


| the first appropriation was for a little over $33,000, 


and the law granting the appropriation required 


| that no part of the money should be expended 
| until a contract should be entered into to con- 
| struct the work for a sum not exceeding the ap- 


propriation, and that security should be given for 
the faithful performance of it. 

Mr. TURRILL. I was aware of the fact 
stated by the honorable gentleman, and he has 
given me no additional information. It is true, 
sir, that the law making the first appropriation, 
contained a provision that no portion of the 
money should be expended until security should 
be given for the completion’ of the work upon the 
plan adopted by the War Department, and sub- 
mitted to Congress. It is also true that such a 
contract was entered into, and security given for 
its faithful execution; and it is also true, sir, that 
with the exception of grants made by Congress 
upon a full representation of the facts, to indem- 
nify the contractor for losses sustained by severe 
gales on the lakes, the work was completed in the 
manner specified, was approved of and. accepted 
by the Government, and the contract was can- 
celed. After this work had thus been completed, 
other erections in that harbor were projected at 
different times, the object of which was to secure 
and make permanent the original work. Plans 
and estimates were made for these additional 
works, and submitted to, and approved of by Con- 
gress, and the subsequent appropriations have 
been made to finish those works upon the plans 
thus submitted and approved. 


Mr. SMITH asked who made the last esti- 
mate? 
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Mr. TURRILL. The last estimate was made 
by Colonel Totten, of the Engineers, and submit- 
ted to Congress under date of 23d of November, 

333; and so far from the appropriations exceed- 
ing the estimates, as set forth in the report, the 
estimates exceed the appropriations more than 
$17,000. Now, sir, when all these facts appear 
in the printed documents from which the honor- 
able gentleman took his extracts, I am at a loss 
to discover how they could have escaped his no- 
tice. I have not examined minutely other parts 
of his report, and therefore I will not notice them, 
for T intend to be brief. I will dismiss this re- 
port by merely remarking, that if the honorable 
gentleman has been as erroneous in his views, 
and as much mistaken in his facts in relation to 
other works, as he has been in regard to these, 
his report should be received with many grains 
of allowance, for it is deceptive, and eminently 
calculated to mislead the committee. 

I will now proceed very brietly to state a few 
facts showing the impor lanes oF all the public 
works upon the lakes which have already been 
commenced, or which are contemplated by this 
bill. And, sir, what has already been the effects 
produced upon your commerce, by the harbors 
which have been constructed on the lakes? I 
will cite a single instance by way of illustration. 
I allude to the harbor at Oswego. When these 
improvements were commenced there was little 
or no foreign commerce carried on at that place. 
Your custom-house establishment was a burden 
upon your Treasury, and required an annual tax 
of $6,000 or $7,000 to sustain it. As late as 
1333, the whole revenue collected at that port 
amounted only to $862, while in 1835 it had in- 
creased to $36,068 91, which, after deducting the 
expenses of the custom-house, will leave a bal- 
ance of about $30,000. Thus it is that the Gov- 
ernment is not only relieved from an annual tax 
of about $6,000, but it is actually receiving, even 
from the present commerce, a net income that 
will in a few years pay the whole amount of 
$200,000, proposed to be expended there, with 
full interest. Why, sir, this fact alone shows 
that the outlay of this money for the immorari 
ment of that harbor will be a most profitable in- 
vestment to the Government. Supposing no in- 
crease of commerce at that port, even with the 

resent revenue, every dollar taken from your 

reasury to construct these works, will be re- 
turned to it, with interest, dollar for dollar. And 
this, too, is assuming no augmentation of your 
commerce. But the business operations with 
Canada cannot remain stationary. They will 


increase with great rapidity, as Strenyous efforts : 
are making at this time to remove the impedi- | 
ments to the trade between that province and the ' 


United States, and sooner or later these efforts 
will be crowned with success. I will take the 
liberty of calling the attention of the committee to 
some proceedings on this subject in Upper Canada. 

The Board of Trade of the city of Toronto, 
impressed with the great importance of this sub- 
ject, caused a meeting of the principal merchants 
of that city to be convened on the 17th of De- 
cember last, at which the following resolutions 
were passed: 


“Resolved, That this meeting has much satisfaction in 
returning its best thanks to the honorable chairman and the 
members of the committee of the Board of Trade, for the 
attention they have evinced for the interest of the com- 
merce of Upper Canada, on the subject of the importation 
of goods through the United States trom Europe, and agree 
with them in the opinion that the subject which has induced 
them to convene this meeting is one of the greatest import- 
ance, and which they would recommend to the favorable 
attention of others throughout the Province. Peres 

“Resolved, That considering the subject as one inviting 
very general and extensive consideration, as applying to 
all classes of the community, the chairman of this meeting, 
be requested to call a general meeting of the inhabitants of 
the district on Tuesday the 29th next, at the City 
Hall, at twelve o’clock, for the purpose of a full expression 
of public sentiment on this important subject. 

“Resolved, That the committee of the Board of Trade 
are requested, with such assistance as they may think 
necessary, to prepare the draft of a memorial to be pre- 
sented to the several branches of the Legislature, to be laid 
before the said general meeting for approval and signature 
with the view of bringing the subject under the notice of 
the Colonial authorities, and for reference to the Imperial 
Government.” 


The Kingston Chronicle, in commenting upon 
these proccedings, uses the following language: 


“ From the well known intelligence and enterprise of 
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many of the gentlemen who compose the Board of Trade 
of that city, we feel satistied that the question will be ably 
and fairly brought before the public. 

_ “ We hope soon to see this measure attracting the atten- 
tion of the commercial community of Kingston and other 
places throughout the Province.’? 


The Commons House of Assembly, in conse- 


quence of these indications of public sentiment, 
on the 16th of February last adopted, by an 


almost unanimous vote, an address to the King, 


in which the following language is used: 


* Situated as Upper Canada is, at a great distance from 
the sea, the communication with which by the St. Law- 
rence is interrupted for a great part of the year, our inter- 
ests would be best promoted by the adoption of such com- 
mercial regulations as would enable our agriculturists, 
merchants, and manutacturers, to obtain free access to the 
ocean through every channel, by means of which they 
could safely convey those articles of which this province 
possesses a superfluity to the best markets, and through 
which they might bring back the goods and merchandise 
of other iands, according to their means, without such im- 
ports being subjected to the present heavy tariff of discrim- 
inating duties, the operation of which is to add materially 
to the many natural obstructions incidental to our inland 
situation, and to retard the settlement of the waste lands 
of the province by the more wealthy, intelligent, and perse- 
vering class of emigrants who are induced to settle and 
invest their capital in the States of Obio, Michigan, Penn- 
aylvania, and New York, the citizens of which bave at all 
times free choice of three markets, namely, the St. Law- 
rence, foreign States, through their own sea-board, and 
the markets of the southern States, while we of Upper 
Canada, are restricted to the channel of the St. Lawrence 
only. 

‘+ We humbly request that your Majesty will be pleased 
to cause such representations to be made to the Govern- 
ment at Washington as shall appear to be best calculated 

_ to induce Congress to admit the goods and merchandise of 
Great Britain or other nations to pass through the United 
States into Upper Canada, subject only to.the duties which 
ure or may be payable within this province, and. without 
being liable to the payment of any tax or impost in or to 
the said States, and also to permit the goods, wares, and 
merchandise of this province to be transported thrqugh the 
said States to other countries beyond the seas, free of duty, 
and subject only to such regulations as may be found neces- 
sary for the prevention of infractions of the revenue laws 
of the American Union.” 


Sir, the objects embraced in thie address are 
of great importance to this Government, as well 
as to the Province of Canada, and there can be 
|| no doubt, therefore, that the existing obstacles to 
\ the commerce will soen be removed, since it is 


| so decidedly for the interest of both countries to |’ 


‘accomplish that object. In the United States, 
|i public attention has not yet been directed to this 
i important subject. But little is known of this 
‘| province, and its natural advantages are not 
understood. Sir, the peninsula of Upper Canada, 
in location, in fertility of soil, and salubrity of 
climate, is not surpassed by any portion of the 
: United States. It is true that this province is 
now comparatively a wilderness, having a very 
sparse population; but still the spirit of enterprise, 
as exhibited in works of internal improvements, 
' would do honor tg an older and wealthier country. 
The Canadians have wisely adopted the plan of 


uniting and using, wherever practicable, the great |" 


water courses of the country. Their effort has 
been to improve upon the works of nature, and 


| not vainly attempt to outdo them, By means of | 


; the Rideau canal, a steamboat navigation has 


|! already been opened between Lake Ontario and | 
|| Montreal, and the improvements now in progress | 
j on the St. Lawrence will open another communi- | 
| cation between the same points for steamboats |. 
‘of the largest class, thus making a good ship | 


: navigation from Lake Ontario to the ocean. The 
Welland canal, which will soon be enlarged and 
made permanent, now affords@ schooner naviga- 
tion between Lake Erie and Lake Ontario. A 
railroad is now being constructed between Ham- 
ilton, on Lake Ontario, and Port Dover, on Lake 
Erie. And the day is not far distant when Lakes 
Huron and Ontario will be united by a ship 
canal. Sir, it requires but a mere glance at the 
map of Upper Canada to convince any one that 
when these improvements shall have been com- 
pleted, when the vast resources of that province 
shall have been developed, there will be an ex- 
tensive commerce carricd on upon Lake Ontario, 
a portion of which will find its way down the St. 
Lawrence to Montreal; and should Ogdensburg 
be connected with Vermont and New Hampshire, 
! by means of railroads, a portion will take that 
direction to Boston, while all destined to New 
York must pass through the Oswego and Erie 
canals to the Hudson. 

Mr. Chairman, I have thus far confined my 


remarks exclusively to the foreign commerce car- 

ried on upon the lakes, and I will now briefly 

draw the attention of the committee to the extent 

of domestic commerce, for that branch of com- 

merce is of far more importance to my constitu- 
; ents and to this Government than the other. 
' Sir, let me ask if the gentleman from Maine 
| can be aware even of the extent of these inland 
seas, or of the commerce carried on upon them? 
Why, sir, the extent of coasts on these waters 
is five thousand seven hundred and nineteen miles, 
while the whole coast from Passamaquoddy bay 
to the river Sabine is only three thousand six 
hundred and ninety miles, making an excess of 
lake, over the whole sea-coast of the United States, 
of two thousand twenty-nine miles. The lands 
bordering these waters are of the best quality, and 
in fertility are not surpassed by any on the hab- 
itable globe. It may be truly said of them that 
they constitute the garden of North America. 
The population is as yet but thinly sprinkled over 
this vast extent of fertile country; but it is in- 
creasing with a rapidity that exceeds all calcula- 
tion, while the increase of business more than 
keeps pace with the increase of population. Prop- 
erty going from the Hudson to the upper lakes 
passes either through Oswego or through Buffalo, 
and a statement of the amount of property pass- 
ing these two points during the last year, and its 
destination, will convey some idea of the amount 
of commerce, and will also show what States have 
a direct interest in it. 

The amount of property shipped from Buffalo 

in 1835, and its destination, is as follows, viz: 


Merchandise. Furniture. 

2,763 Ibs. - 
58.846 18,425 

AIADAMA.. oe cee ee cence wens 59,831 - 
TENNESSEE.. esesoesesesse. 333,766 8,470 
Upper Canada.......seeee 95,768 122,679 
Pennsylvania. s... .ssss.. 139,319 128,834 
Micbigan..sessse seese.. ee 13,253,589 1,198,326 
Indiana ...... cccescesee es 3,254,986 136,403 
inoi 3,320,718 945,263 
4,229,961 3,732,409 
918,915 57,580 

36,921,662 9,348,389 . 


. I have no means of ascertaining what quantity 
| of merchandise passed through Oswego to Upper 
| Canada during the last year, neither can Ttell the 
|i amount of furniture which was sent to the upper 
|| lakes; but the merchandise, including salt shipped 
| from that port through the Welland canal, des- 
| tined to the above States, amounted to 39,798,290 
| pounds. Thus we see that ten States west and 
‘ south of the State of New York, including Mich- 
| igan, have a direct interest in the commerg¢e car- 
i ried on upon the lakes, and this interest is con- 
i stantly and rapidly increasing. To shaw what 
interest the agriculturists of the western States 
: have in its trade, I might proceed to enumerate 
some of the products of the soil which constitute 
the return cargoes. I will, however, only name 
‘one, the article of wheat. There were 624,733 
bushels of wheat received at Oswego from the 
lakes during the last year, 275,362 bushels of which 
` were the produce of farms in Ohio, Michigan, 
|, Indiana and Illinois. The New England States 
| are also interested in ameliorating the commerce 
of the lakes; for while this commerce opens a 
better and more extensive market for their fabrics, 
: it, in return, furnishes cotton, tobacco, and all 
| kinds of breadstuffs, at a much lower rate than 
| they can be obtained from any other quarter., 
!| Gir, the immense tides of emigration which 
` annually flow from the north and the east, to peo- 
i ple and make valuable your public lands, pass on 
these lakes. The enterprising yeomanry of the 
| country embark upon these waters with their 
little all, to ‘“ seek a habitation and a home” in 
the wilds of the West. Thousands and tens of 
thousands of lives, and property to the amount 
of millions, are annually exposed to the dangers 
of this navigation. And will the Government 
refuse to render the lives and property of its citi- 
zens safe, by neglecting or refusing to appropri- 
ate the small sum which may be necessary to 
| construct suitable harbors wherever they are 
required? de 
ir, itis expedient and indispensable that every 
| harbor already commenced should be completed 
in a permanent manner, and that some of the 
harbors contemplated in this bill should be con- 
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structed with as little delay as possible. The 
harbor at the mouth of Salmon river, on Lake 
Ontario, for the improvement of which this bill 
provides, is of the utmost importance. There is || 

rhaps no place on the lake where a good har- ` 
lee is so much needed; and safety of life and of © 
property require that it should be improved and 
made accessible in all weather. Many lives have 
been lost, and many vessels wrecked, in Mexico 
bay, for the want of a convenient harbor at that 
place; and it is the interest, it is the duty of this 
Government, to protect the commerce by which 
its citizens thrive, and from which it derives its 
revenue. The money thus expended in giving 
protection to the lives and property of those en- 
gaged in carrying on the great commercial opera- 
tions of the country, is amply repaid by the in- 
crease of population, of wealth, of enterprise, and 
by the extension of that commerce which sus- 
tains and invigorates the nation. 

But, sir, in ascertaining the number or the im- 
portance of the harbors required for the protec- 
tion of that commerce, our views ought not to be 
limited to the present period, or to the business 
which is now carried on in that region. We 
should look forward to the time when the enter- 
prise and the spiritof internal improvement which | 


| 


with them will constitute the main arteries through 
which will flow, during all time, a great portion 
of the commerce of North America—a commerce 
which will regulate the exports and imports of 
the country—a commerce from which the rev- 
enue of the nation is to be derived, its citizens 
enriched, and every section of the Union strength- 
ened and invigorated. 


Sir, while we are appropriating millions annu- | 


ally to proteet our commerce in every quarter of 
the globe, shall we withhold the small sum re- 
we to guard and cherish it when it receives its 


such large sums are expended every year to ren- | 
der property safe on every ocean, when at the | 
risk of our wealthy importing merchants, can we | 
refuse the amount necessary to protect it when ' 
exposed to the dangers of these inland seas, and : 


rst flow from the heartof your country? While | 


to works of this description already commenced 
and partially completed; and the other is confined 
to works of the same description that have been 
projected at different dates, surveyed, but never 
{commenced otherwise. The appropriations of 
| the one bill (that reported by myself) amount to 
' $939,384 43, with the amendments thereto, and 
the aggregate of the other is $931,265 51, makine 
a total of $1,860,649 94. Now it is contended 
| thatthe superior merit of the former bill—the 
l only distinctive merit, in truth, of that bill over 
: the latter bill—consists in the fact that they are 
' works that have been heretofore commenced— 
| works upon which large sums of money have 
' already been expended—works that are in a state 
| of advancement and partial completion; while 
. those in the other bill are altogether new. And 
| hence it is, as the argument runs, that they are 


when, if destroyed, the loss will fall upon your | 
agriculturists and country dealers? I trust not, | 
sir; I trust that, upon this occasion, the same 
liberal policy which should always be pursued 
by an enlightened and powerful nation in regard 
to its commerce will be adopted. 

I conclude my remarks, Mr. Chairman, by 
expressing the hope that the enacting clause of 
this bill will not be stricken out, but that ever 
meritorious work for the construction of which 


| entitled to a preference; and hence it is that gen- 
tlemen upon this floor are predisposed to award to 
them a preference in making appropriations from 
the public Treasury over the works enumerated 
in the other bill. But, sir, when the whole his- 
tory of these old works is considered, and when 
the condition of them is taken into a just account 
this consideration to which I have just adverted, 
so far from attaching to them preéminence in 
point of merit over the new works, absolutely 


this bill is intended to provide, will receive the | furnishes a very strong, if not conclusive, argu- 
favorable consideration of Congress. „ ment, to my mind, in favor of the new works, 


everywhere exists, shall have developed the vast <| 
admiration of the world, are:scarcely completed .: HARBOR BILL. 


and unlimited resources of thatcountry. Thisis | 

truly called the ‘age of improvement.” It has | 

no parallel in history. Canals, the magnitude of 1 

which, when commenced, excited the wonderand | 

before they are found to be altogether too limited || ae 

for the immediate wants of the country; and they |, REMARKS OF HON. F. O.J. SMITH, 


are doomed to be abandoned for new and more ex- |' OF MAINE, 
tensive works, or to be enlarged under every dis- | Iv tHe H R 
advantage, at enormous expense, and at the sac- || N THE [LOOSE OF IEPRESENTATIVES, 
rifice of individual interest, which must always || June 24, 1836, 
| 


In the Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union, 


follow the interruption of the regular channels 
pending the motion of Mr. Parton, of Virginia, to strike 


of business, even for a limited period. The time || 
is at hand when, profiting by experience and the || 
examples set us by our Canadian neighbors, the || 
internal improvements of this country will be con- | 
ducted ona scale the magnitude of which will | The bill making additional appropriations for 

be equal to the increasing business of the coun- ` the Delaware breakwater, for certain harbors, 

try. The doctrine that artificial is cheaper or |’ and removing obstructions in and at the mouths 

better than natural navigation, or, in other words; | of certain rivers, and for other purposes, for the | 
that rivers were only made to feed canals, has) year 1836, having been gone through and laid 
been exploded; and the civil engineer who would |' aside to be reported to the House— 

now attempt seriously to advocate that doctrine || Mr. SMITH said'it had not been his intention 
would be considered better qualified to become thé | to have uttered a word, nor to have detained the 
inmate of a lunatic asylum than to superintend || committee a single moment upon the subject of | 


for the improvement of certain harbors th 


ertin mentioned, 
for the year 1836. . 


public works of any description. Wherever, | either the pending bill, or the other bill ofa kin- | 


under the influence of this false theory, canals | dred nature reported by himself from the Com- ' 
have been built along the margin of navigable | mittee of Ways and Means, except to make such | 
waters, they will remain, in all time to come, en- || explanations in relation to the latter as should be | 
during monuments of the ignorance and the folly |. called for relative to facts which might, from his | 
of their projectors. The naturel water courses, peculiar situation, be supposed within his own | 
of the count#y must ever constitute the great i; possession, and not in possession of members | 
channels of our intetnal commerce. The falls of |' generally. Nor would he have risen against his ' 


| even to the neglect of the old works. 


out the enacting clause of the bill making appropriation | 


i| TON, 


Niagara will be overcome by a ship eanal on the 
American side. The military defense of the coun- | 
try requires it; the agricultural and commercial | 


toterest of the whole West demands it, and the ` 


work will be constructed. Nor will the march 
of internal improvement be limited to this mag- 
nificent work. A steamboat navigation will be ; 
opened from Chicago to the Mississippi, and | 
an enlarged communication from Oswego to the 
Hudson. Nature has marked out this as the | 
great highway of commerce, with lines too dis- 
tinet to be obliterated, or even obscured by the 
utmost effortsof art. By making these improve- 
ments, a steamboat navigation will be opened 
from New York, through the lakes, to New Or- 
leans—a shorter (and our relations with foreign 
countries may at times be such as to render it a 
much better) and safer route than the one coast- | 
wise. The whole valley of the Mississippi and 
the vast extent of country bordering on the lakes 
would feel the beneficial effects of these improve- 
ments. A new impetus would be given to the 
rapid growth of Oswego, Buffalo, Cleveland, De- 
‘troit, and Chicago. Other important towns will 
spring into existence, as if by magic, along this 
great commercial highway; and in a few years | 
you will behold along the coast of these inland. 
seas cities which, in splendor, in wealth, in com- į 
mercial enterprise, in moral and intellectual re- 
_ sources, will equal your proudest Atlantic cities. 
The lakes and the three rivera thus connected | 


intention, at this time, had he not discovered, or 


thought that he could discover, a somewhat prev- |; 


alent inclination in this committee, now in ses- 


: the biH reported by the honorable gentleman from 
` Pennsylvania, (Mr. Sutuertanp,] and which is | 


technically called the new harbor bill, and the bill |' 


‘which has been laid aside, reported by myself, | 
‘and which is called the old harbor bill. T have 

_ (said Mr. S.) explained and defended the pur- 

! poses of this last-mentiened bill to the best of 

| my feeble abilitie& and this committee have sub- 

| stantially and in effect adopted it, with very slight 
additions. In view of this fact, I deem it my 

; duty~-a duty which I owe to this committee and 

| the nation, now that I see an attempt made to 

_ discriminate between the purposes and works 

_ embraced by these two bills, and to sustain the 

: one at the expense of the other—to lay before 

| this committee and the nation such facts and 
; Views as are at once suggested to my mind by 
: Buch a course of procedure, illustrative of the rel- 
“ative merits and claims of the bill reported b 

| myself and the bill now pending, reported by the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania. 

| Mr. Chairman, these bills embrace objects of 
` precisely one and the same classification. It is 
i the purpose of each to secure appropriations for 
i the construction and improvement of harbors 
| upon the sea-coast, upon the interior lakes and 
| rivers in the western States. The one is confined 


sion, to draw a distinction between the merits of |. 


At all 
events, Mr. Chairman, I undertake to say, and 
i to proclaim to the nation, that if there be any 
| considerations that will justify any gentleman 
upon this floor to his constituents and to the 
ey for vong the large sum to which I have 
alluded, contained in the old harbor bill, for the 
works there mentioned, there are equally strong 
and imperious considerations to justify his voting 
the large sums specified in the new harbor bills 
for the works there enumerated. Sir, the bills 
, are of EQUAL MERIT in all respects; if it be not 
| true, for the reason I have already mentioned, 
| that the new bill has the strongest claims at this 
| time upon the indulgence of Congress. Let us 
look at history and facts. 
By adverting to the report accompanying the 
old bill, and which has been adverted to by the 
| honorable gentleman from Virginia, [Mr. Part- 
] every line, word, and figure of which, as 
tontained in the appendix, has been derived from 
| the annual reports of the War and Engineer De- 
_ partments, it will be seer. that many ofthe works 
contained in the old bill huve been several years 
| quartered upon the National Treasury. Many 
. Of them have, year after year, been reported in a 
: Btate of completion, insomuch that only one ad- 
| ditional appropriation has repeatedly been repre- 
sented as all that was necessary to secure their 
. completion beyond question. It cannot be doubt- 
ed by any gentleman who will investigate their 
history, that again and again has Congress added 
a yearly appropriation for many, and think J 
: may say for a majority of these works, under 
. the full, confident, and honest expectation at each 
time, that it would be the last appropriation 
needed, or to be asked for in their behalf. It is 
curious to look through the appropriation bills of 
this kind, to trace most any of these works, and 
observe the language used in describing the object 
| and purpose of the appropriations made for them, 
It ig alternately ‘to complete” and “to continue,” 
and “‘ to secure,’’ and then ‘to complete ” and 
“ to continue ’’ again, almost with the regularity 
| of the meetings of Congress. Sometimes the 
story is omitted for a year, and no appropriation 
is required, perhaps to render this singular alter- 
nation of purpose and promises less observable by 
the watchful guardians of the public Treasury. 
But what, sir, does ali this history argue? That 
| you should stop this system of expenditure? 
| This was a grave question which presented itself 
to my mind on looking carefully into the subject. 
It is a question which was presented in the facts 
| brought by such examination before the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means. Enormous sums 
had been expended by Government upon these 
works, and to say that they should now be aban- 
doned, and that no appropriation for them should 
he now made, was a responsibility, sir, too great 
for any committee, composed of a part only © 
| this House, to assume, objectionable as the his- 


j 
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tory of these works rendered them. The result 
was, sir, to report to the House, in the bill which 
I reported, the several appropriations asked for 
by the Engineer Department, and with the bill 


to report a succinct history of the several works, | 


and of the annual expenditures and progress 
thereon, as has been done; leaving it to the whole 
House to determine upon the course which the 
interest of the nation would justify, under the 
embarrassing circumstances of the subject. And 
itis now for the House to determine, in view of 
the facts disclosed to them, whether they will 

ursue further this course of expenditure that 
fas been found productive, to say the least, of no 
very great beneficial results as yet, or whether 
they will pause until some more economica! sys- 
tem of expenditure can be devised. 

But, sir, to return to the comparative merits of 
the works contained in the two Pitis, now in effect 
alike before this committee. H is demonstrated 
in the history of the old works, that although 
expenditures have been made upon them year 
after year, and they are seemingly in a state of 
partial completion, no human foresight can tell, 
nor ingenuit prophesy, when they will or can 
be completed. The repeated promises of their 
completion, (made in all honesty of purpose, I 
am willing to concede, in every instance,) and the 
no less frequently returning failures, only prove 
the utter uncertainty upon the subject of their 
completion, and that human skill cannot guar- 
anty anything in this particular respecting them. 
Now, sir, who caa rise upon this floor and say, 
in the face of facts like these to which I have ad- 
verted, derived from the records of the Engineer 
Department, that the new works—those contained 
in the new bill—are not equally certain of being 
executed at as early a period as those old works, 
if the appropriations asked for them are granted 
by Congress? Who, sir, can undertake in con- 
fidence to determine which class of works are 
most distant from, and difficult of, execution? No 
mortal calculation can determine this point, and 


i 
i 


hence I say it is demonstrated, that taking this | 


view of the bills, there is no justification for the 
one that is not equally applicable to the supe 
of the other. It is upon this principle that I will 
vote for both, or against both. These bills must 
stand or fall, in the eyes of this nation, whatever 
may be the difference in their destinies in this 
House, side by side and together. 

Sir, let us come for a moment to the matter of 
cost. I find eighteen of the twenty-six works, 
harbors and rivers, embraced by the old bill, 
which number (eighteen is all that I could trace 
satisfactorily through the documents of Congress) 
was, by thew original estimates, to cost five hun- 
dred and sizty-nine thousand four huudred and thirty 
dollars. l find that the appropriations alread 
made to execute these works, embracing the mod- 
ifications, enlargements, repairs, and securing of 
them thus far, to amount to one million boo hun- 
dred. and thirty-eight thousand eight hundred and 
thirty-two dollars, being an excess over the esti- 
mates of $669,402, or, $99,972, more than one 
hundred per cent, beyond the original estimates; 


and yet the works are incomplete, and God | 


only knows when they will be completed, for, 
as have before remarked, human foresight can- 
not calculate the end of them either in regard 
to time or cost. Hence my argument is, that 
in view of either the probable time requisite to 
the completion, or the probable costs of the 
two series of works embraced in these two bills, 


the one has no merit or claim over the other, but | 
both have equal claims upon the Government, if | 


it be determined that Government will progress 
further in such a system, To me, sir; it 18 appa- 
rent, that on the score of cost, those who take the 
responsibility of carrying out the one set, can 
find no sufficient justification for neglecting the 
other set of these works. lam willing to let those 
assume the responsibility of this partiality in sus- 
taining the one to the neglect of the ether, who 
may choose so todo. But it should be under- 
stood, that these are not the only works of the 
same description, that are in contemplation. By 
reference to House Document No. 18, volume 1, 
for 1834-35, it will be found that the estimated 
cost of works surveyed, but not commenced, to 
January, 1831, is no less than FORTY-NINE MIL- 
LION TWO HUNDRED ANB: ELFTY-QNE THOUSAND 
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THREE HUNDRED AND FIFTY-NINE DOLLARS; and 
that other works surveyed subsequently to that 
‘date, under the act of 1824, are estimated, as 
appears by the same document, at upwards of 
EIGHTEEN MILLION of dollars, making an aggre- 
gate of upwards of FIFTY-SEVEN MILLION of dol- 
lars, laid out in contemplation, under this system 
of expenditure. Many millions more have been 
added, no doubt, by the surveys of the last year, 
including in this aggregate the new works now 
before the committee, and these are only original 
estimates, let it be remembered. It appears by 
House Document 89, for the session of 1834-35, 
that, as far as could be ascertained, ten million 


eight hundred and eighty-six thousand seven hundred | 


and three dollars had been expended up to that 
time on similar works. Who, sir, can look 
through this nation, and discover results from 
this enormous expenditure corresponding to the 
amount? That some portions of it have been 
profitable and useful, I doubt not. But I call 
the attention of members of this committee, and 
the attention of this nation, to the subject, as a 
general system, which, if meriting their con- 
tinued support, also demands the hand of ex- 
tensive reform. If, upon mature consideration, 
it is to be persisted in, without some new and 
yet undevised method of economaizing in relation 
ta it, so be it. Itis time that the history of its 
works were known and understood, that Con- 


standingly. I do not say they can be suddenly 
abandoned, but I do say they demand some new 
system of execution. 

Sir, the inquiry is made by some gentlemen 
into the causes of these extensive expenditures, 
and the rapid enlargement of these public works. 
at such cost to the Treasury. Some gentlemen 
attribule this result to one cause, and some to 
another. I, toa, have examined, to my own sat- 
isfaction at least, into the cause, or rather causes 
of these results. They are nat to be found, as 
some gentlemen have charged, in the predisposi- 

_ tion of the prescntAd ministration to extravagant 
expenditures, nor to its devotion to the oft repu- 
diated system of internal improvements. They 


are to be found, sir, in the combined influences | 


of the act of 1824, appropriating $30,000 per 
annum for surveys of new works, and of your 


system of civil and military engineering ema- ' 


nating from the Academy at West Point. It is 
from these small and apparently unobtrusive be- 
ginnings that these enormous expenditures are 
entailed upon the public Treasury, with so little 
prospect of a termination. What, sir, is the 
aperation, what the practical influences, laudable 
influences, (if gentlemen will call them so,) upon 
the people, of these combined causes to which I 
have adverted? J beg this committee to consider 
this point for a moment. 

Under the law of 1824 the comparatively small 
sum of $30,000 is appropriated for. new surveys, 
here, there, and everywhere in the land. It be- 
comes known, shortly, to every town and village 
that, on the application of any number of their 

i respectable cituzens, any project of improvement 
in their village may be surveyed at the publie 
‘expense, from this annual appropriation. An 


: application. by some few is accordingly made. | 
The Government have a large number of Second | 


Lieutenants by brevet, being supernumeraries in | 


ithe Army, in 


y, and without employment . 


| fresh from the Military Academy at West Point. . 

| The responsible men of the Government are-ever | 

| atfxious to have employment for ail the snpernu- i 
ed to 


i meraries thus attach the publie Treasury, 
| and are thus predisposed to favor every d 

| for their services. All influences, then, favor the 
| application of the little village. It ia ted. 
The young engineer, in his panoply of office, ond 
with his glittering instruments, is soon upan-the 
theater of sation, He is looked upon with admi» 
ration by the village people—his formal prepara- 
tions: and parade of acconterments. ara watched 
by every eye.. The boys and the men, and the 


each wondering at the magnificent revolution that 
is about to be wrought. in the condition of their 


village. The survéy is completed. The whole 
project ia most favorably and encouragingly 
apaken of by the young engineer. The people 


women, too, perhaps, in some instances, of the | 
astounded town or village, follow in his train, ; 


| have been portraying. 
| tion and result of your law of 1824, and amual 


Ho. or Reps. 


are delighted with the prespect of the improved 
and enlarged resources of the place, and the back 
grounds and pastures that have laid idle and in 
waste before, for a wide circle upon the outskirts 
of the village, are converted, and with beautiful 
regularity laid out into sites for new edifices of 
business and habitation. An official report, ac- 
companied by a beautifully drawn plan or map 
of the work, correctly executed, no doubt, as well 
as beautifully, so far as the topography of the 
plan is concerned, (for all such thinga are well 
drawn up by our corps of engineers,) 1s formally 
deposited in the appropriate Department. in thia 


city. s 

Kow for the next step. All citizens, without 
distinction of party, impelled by the same im- 
pulse of seeming patriotism, and without stop- 
ping to examine nicely into the principles of 
Government that may Te inyelved fy the meas- 
ure, unite in a patition tọ Congress for a publi- 
cation of the survey and plans, and for an appro- 
prain to carry the work into execution, The 

epresentative upon this floor from the district 
which embraces the projrrted improvement is 
pressed on all sides, by political friends-and. polit- 
ical foes, to urge the petition upon the considera- 
tion of Congress, and to secure the appropriation. 
There is no resisting it; all parties are united in 
it; the people are unanimous for it; and in not 


e aa AROE Gay rl ipo Luca aie , one instance of twenty upon this floor can the 
u - 


Representative summon up confidence enough 


‚in himself, however mad the scheme’ may be 
considered by him, to decline pressing upon Con- 


gress a compliance with the petition thus pushed 
forward. Nay, sir, upon the principle that the 
Representative is bound to obey the will and 
voice of his constituents, ho is compelled to go 
ahead with the application, and do everything 
in his power for its success. Well, sir, the ap- 
propriation is secured; year after year it is re- 
peated; and it is not until handwede and thousands 
of dollars beyond the original estimate of the 
young -engineer have been expended, and no ap- 
parent prospect of a successful completion of the 
work is manifest, that the true character of the 
enterprise is seen and appreciated. 

Mr. Chairman, this is no fancy sketch that I 
It is the common opera- 


eel aha for new and indiscriminate surveys, 
and of your system of engineering fostered by 
the West Point Academy. Their combined 
influences and facilities for engendering wild 
schemes of improvement, excite a false and un- 


| profitable cupidity among the people. They 
| excite expectations that are scarcely ever realized. 


They lead expectante, thus aroused, from one 
step to another, until the aggregate of public 
works projected press upon the national Treasury 


i with claims amounting to millions of dollars 


annually. Sir, the law of 1824, effecting an 


' annual appropriation of $30,000 for the purposes 
` I have described, entails upon the Government a 
| greater expense, 


insignificant ag that-sum is, than 
would an annual appropriation of nay times 
$30,000, to be expended ın enlarging yout Navy; 
or in the construction of fortifications. The 
Committee of Ways and Means have diecharged 
their duty; in. bringing the subject before the 
House and country, in the report which has been 
laying upan our tables for some months, and it is 
for Congress to decide whether the same system 
shal be persisted in or Rot, or what ulterior 
measures of reform in it shall be adopted. I 
assume hot that thére is any distinction to be 
made between the several works embraced by 
either of these bills. I take it for granted that 
they-are regarded al of publie utility by the local 
population that press them on. I wish not to 
discriminate between them -without some positive 
information to’ guide me, nor to advarice one to 
the neglect of the other. ‘he exact. local inform- 
ation essential. to. jadge . them rightly in-this re- 
spect I pretend notto possess nor to have inquired 
into. Nis not easily to'be obtained by ary one 
man. But what I do maintain is, that the two 
bills are equally. meritorious. 1. maintain this, 
not because I feel any more interest'in the one 
than the other. The people of the State which I 
have the honor in part to represent upon this 
fioor, have an interest in gach of these’ bills. I 
may. Tote for them both; I may vote against beth 


510 


APPENDIX TO THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


[July 2, 


e emamaa OOS 


247n Conai... lst SESS. 


The Harbor Bill—Mr. King. 


SENATE. 


eee a 


bills; but I would not vote for either to the neg- || between 1789 and 1828, and not one dollar had | 


lect of the other. Nor would I vote for either 
because I can see much to encourage the hope of |! 
public benefitcorresponding with the largeamount |! 
of expenditure which they involve unless there» 
will grow up at no distant day some new system ` 
of execution and economy on the part of the - 
Government in relation to works of this class. 

I would greatly prefer a repeal, for a season at 
least, of the annual appropriation under the law 
of 1824, for new surveys, to which I have ad- 
verted. It was attempted in the last Congress, 
and for a season the attempt was successful. 
Many gentlemen now upon this floor will recol- 
lect by what means the attempt was finally de- 
feated. Itis the fountain of madness upon the 
subject of these improvements. But I will not 
detain the committee at this time to discuss that 
proposition, and will only add that I hope the 
two bills now before the committee may sink or ' 
swim together. 


been appropriated for these objects for twenty- 
seven years after the adoption of the Constitution; 
yet some shrewd patriots had all at once dis- 
covered that the commerce of the country would 
be ruined, unless two or three millions per annum 
should be appropriated by the Government for 
these local and partial purposes. Mr. K. said 
in 1828 the breakwater was commenced, and 


$250,000 was appropriated for that purpose, and | 


something for other objects, as follows: 


1828 (ineluding $250,000 for Delaware breakwater) $317,402 

TGQ Soe sts snd a Sec cajs teed E swe 10,181 
1830...0 066 vee ceece seese EErEE EE ses tases ~ 

671,000 

. 541,300 

. 457,256 

458,056 


Thus the history of this harbor-making would 
be seen. It never commenced till 1816, when a 
small appropriation of $30,000 was made. 
that a precedent so popular as to be immediately 


i, followed up? No; Congress seemed so alarmed 
|: at that small transgression that nothing more 
|; Was appropriated until 1821, when the small sum 
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REMARKS OF HON, JOHN P. KING, 
OF GEORGIA, 
. In SENATE, July 2, 1836. 
_The new Harbor bill being under considera- |; 


tion— 

Mr. KING said, he might be disposed to go 
somewhat at length into the subject of the bill 
had not the most important principles connected | 
with it already been very fully discussed. As 
‘we were pressed for time, his principal object was |. 
to give to the Senate the history of our legisla- | 
tion upon the subject of harbors more in detail | 
than had been presented, by which it would be | 
seen that gentlemen were greatly mistaken when | 
they supposed that this system had age to recom- | 
mend it. He was astonished at the mistake of | 
the Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. BUCHANAN] | 
and the Senator from Massachusetts, [Mr. Wes- 
sTER,] who had stated that we were only pursuing | 
the policy adopted by the Government from the 
date of the Constitution. 

Congress had passed an act in 1789 to pay the | 
expenses of keeping in repair such light-houses, 
buoys, beacons, public piers, &c., as the States 
might cede to the General Government. Some 
cessions were made, and the statute had been 
executed ata very trifling expense, for the system | 
of jobbing had not been encouraged by the State | 


H 
ul 


governments, which had only constructed such i! 


works as were of some utility. 

But on the passage of this act did we find 
States, commercial cities, corporations, villages, 
and private speculating companies pouring in 
upon Congress to improve their harbors, and 
make new ones, at the common expense of the 
nation? Not so. They never dreamed of such 
a thing. Such works had been constructed at 
the expense of those who were benefited by 
them, and it never occurred to anybody that 
such work should be constructed at the national 
cost. Until recently, a system had been intro- 
duced resulting in benefits entirely local, building 


| this year. 


priations continued to be trifling,and principally 
for old works, except the Delaware breakwater, 
till 1832, a year which would be long remembered 
by the political economists of this country as 
one in which a premium was offered to any one 
who could suggest the best means of squandering 
the public money. From that time the appro- 
priations had averaged about half a million, till 
This year we had. sent to us bills 
from the House for near three millions, including 
light-houses, and upwards of two millions for 
harbors alone. The bill for new works then before 
the Senate, as sent from the House, was near a 


gent chairman of the Committee of Ways and 


only of an expenditure of at least ten millions on 
the new works proposed. He thought the ex- 
penditure would be much more, and from past 


had cost annually, for many years, as much as 
the first estimate, and the estimated cost of com- 
pletion more than the originalestimate. It would 
always be so when we undertook to war against 
i nature and make harbors where God never in- 
i give a job by its expenditure. 

This vast expenditure was almost entirely con- 
fined to one section: of the country, and was 
drawn from the Treasury by loca! combinations 
for no national purpose. It could not be borne 
by the people generally, when understood. If 


of what we had to expect in future, he looked 
upon the subject as one of the most important 
that had ever agitated the councils of the coun- 
try. There was nothing national in it, and the 
tariff was a blessing to the South when compared 


up cities, and enriching individuals at the cost 
of the Government. He had drawn off a state- 
ment which would show how far Senators were 
in error when they supposed the system had 
commenced with the Governtiant. The first 
appre he had been able to find for such 
objects as those contained in the bill was in 1816. 
Mr. K. then read to the Senate the following 
statement of appropriations made for harbors by 
the General Government: 

sige ns for Surveys, Harbors, and 


Rivers. 


<.. $30,000 


1817.. - 
1818.. - 
1819.. : 
ET OOE Sees 2, 
VOD. scvicscedoces icesadencccsscceiveccsssacecess 11,500 
TA Sessa EEE vp0tas ea mariai iraa 6,500 
IBA. eeseccevnns KEFA PES E N . 40,000 
1825... cee eee Peso e ren A RA homes s... 57,085 
1826.0... ce eeeees seahuisbuesetGndeel cite 133,505 
VOR r E Ovesacesseschaceaese asd ceakeresucens 41,050 
$322,000 


Here was a little upwards of. three hundred 
thousand dollars appropriated by the Government 


with it. The tariff benefited large communities, 
and, however onerous, was national and -patriotic 
in its origin, and the patriotic of every section 
of the country were disposed to forbear long with 
those who struggled to maintain interests that 
had grown up under it. But this was a new sys- 


Those who had the most modesty got the least 
money, and those who had the least conscieitce 
gotthe most money. The South had constitu- 
tional scruples upon the subject, and asked for 
nothing, got nothing, wante nothing. It was 
not only internal improvements, but internal im- 
provements in the worst form, and (except for 
our naval: stations) he would like to know how 
those opposed to internal improvements could 
vote for cutting out a harbor to aid the ap- 
proach of vessels to a village, and could not vote 
for a road between one State or.one city and 
another. They pretended to derive their -power 
from the power to ‘‘ regulate commerce with for- 
eign nations.” Well, did not the same power, 
in the words, extend the regulation of commerce 
“ among the several States ?? If one was uncon- 
stitutional, the other was equally so; and the 
advantage was greatly in favor of the road in 


tended them, or appropriate money merely to- 


tem of local bounties and private speculation. || 


Was | 


every other view, for that would bea useful high- 
way for all the world who traveled it, and the 
other confined its advantages to enriching a petty 
corporation or a few individuals, 

But it had been said by the Senator from Mas- 


- sachusetts, [Mr. Davis,] that our revenue was 


' collected at these ports; and there was an obliga- 
tion to open them and keep them in repair on that 
account. And was our revenue increased b 
clearing out and multiplying these harbors? Not 
a single dollar. On the contrary, the more the 
ports were multiplied, the greater the expenses 
of collection; and consequently the revenue was 
diminished by the amount of this increase, and 
by all we expended on harbors beside. How 

_ would our national commerce suffer by an ob- 

` struction in the harbor of a particular city? If 
there should be an obstruction in the harbor of 
New York, it would only give a_neighboring 
city some advantage, until New York, whose 


. interest was affected, removed the obstruction. 
. But if the Government removes the obstruction, 


of $2,500 only was appropriated, and the appro- © 


| 


million, and by an estimate made by the intelli- | 


experience in such works, the proposed new |, 
works would cost thirty millions, for it was a | 
singular fact, that this local jobbing once com- | 
menced was almost interminable; and some works | 


i to keep the harbor of that city in repair. 


other cities contribute to these very improve- 
ments, which have a direct tendency to injure 
them. If the port of Charleston or Philadelphia 
(he said) had advantages over New York, that 
was a matter of rival interest between those 
cities, and had always been so considered, until 
this modern invention of taxing the people of 
the United States to relieve those who were alone 
interested. 
The Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Wes- 
STER] had stated that other Governments had 
, paid for opening and repairing harbors in their 
| commercial cities. This, he thought, was not 
| generally true. Some of the despotic sovereigns 
| of Europe: without any limitation of power or 
i sense of justice, occasionally took cities under 
| their royal protection, and disbursed the public 
| Money upon them without regard to any partic- 


eans in the House, was the commencement | ular rule. But the rule, he believed, was most 


| generally to authorize the city to levy a tonnage 

| on vessels for this purpose—thia was the correct 

‘mode. In this way, this gave each city its own 
natural advantages, and taxed those who had the 
benefit of the improvement. 

The Senator from Massachusetts was equally 
in error when he stated that the States or cities 
had never considered themselves bound to keep 

` their own ports in repair since the adoption of 
the Constitution. This was directly contradicted 
by the history of every important seaport in the 
Union, and particularly that of Baltimore, which 
had just been mentioned by the Sénator from 
Carolina, [Mr. Preston.) Maryland had granted 
an annual appropriation to Baltimore of aaa 
sa 
punishment to the city for the late outrages on 
private pr6perty, permitted and committed by its 


: : y , citizens, that fand had been taken to indemnify 
the proceedings of this session were an earnest |! 


those who had suffered by those outrages. And 
now, for the first timé, Baltimore comes here, 


; and, by joining in the combination, gets the same 


amount from the national Treasury. This was a 
fair illustration of the whole system. Maryland 
comes into the concern, and the people of the 
United States are made to pay for the depreda- 
tions of a Baltimore mob. 

Again, I have shown that harbors have been 
made and improved by those to whom they be- 
longed, from 1789 until a few years back, or have 
not been made or improved at all. And if they 
had needed no improvement for so many years, 
he thought it good evidence that this rush for 
millions all at once was uncalled for by the public 
interest. The truth was, the public had nothing 
to do with the matter. This vast combination 
that was to plunder the Treasury of so many 
millions, was made up of interests purely private 
and local. What was constantly the language 
used on the floor of both Houses, if any member 
uber a doubt, who had a few thousands 
offered to his own State, to bribe him into silence? 
Why, it was, “If you don’t want it, strike it 
out; and was a great national interest to be con- 
trolled by the simple wish of an individual? But 
such language was perfectly natural, considering 
the manner how these speculations and jobs were 


gotup. Who asked for or recommended them? 
Any general interest? No; the applications were 
all from cities, from individuals, or from com- 
panies who laid out sites for towns, got Congress 
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to make them an appropriation fora harbor, and 
then sold out their lots on speculation. 
sands were squandered in bribes for votes, by 
making an appropriation for objects entirely 
useiess, and where the only advantage was a job 
in the expenditure of the money. 

Mr. K. ssid it could not be disguised and ought 
not to be denied, that this abominable system of 
plunder was carried through Congress by inter- 
ested combinations, and could succeed in no other 
way. Members, by the skill of the managers, 
were frequently placed in such a situation that 
they were obliged to vote for the bill, however 
objectionable, to save themselves with their con- 
stituents, An honest member of the other House 
had told him that he had in this way been com- 
pelled to vote for the bill, although he pronounced 
ita bill of abominations,” and hoped it might 
be arrested in the Senate. The member alluded 
to had pronounced this new harbor bill-one of the 
most corrupt combinations of interested specula- 
tion that had ever disgraced the country, and such 
he believed it. 

Mr. K. then called the attention of the Senate 
to another trick by which these managers had 
furnished evidence of their skil. [t would be 
recollected that we had passed a moderate harbor 
bill Jong since, and sent it to the other House. 
We have never heard of it since, until we find it 
actually incorporated in the monster before us. Why 
was this? Why, it was only to unite the inter- 
ests of the two bills. Among other things, no 
doubt, great calculations of strength were made 
by uniting the breakwater with the improvement 
of the Mississippi, and by this unnatural union 
between the French and the Friends, we are (said 
he) swept on by a current as irresistible as that 
of the Mississippi itself, 

And here he was reminded (he said) of the 
curious argument of the Senator from Connecti- 
cut, [Mr Nites. That Senator had given us 
sound doctrine, with much ability and great earn- 
estness. He had pronounced the whole system 
wrong, partal, unconstitutional, and unjust, and 
condemned the bill as very objectionable; yet 
concluded by saying he should vote for the bill, 
because, now the system had commenced, we 
could not stop it! I know “ we can’t stop it,” 
unless we vote against it. This fraudulent ex- 
penditure is doubling onus by millions perannum, 
and gentlemen denounce it as in duty bound; ex- 
press their alarm, shut their eyes and rote for it; 
and say, * we can’t stop it. He felt some dif- 
ficulty in comprehending the principle which 
led to this fatal necessity. He hoped even the 
friends of the bill would have some mercy upon 
the South and West, and be satisfied at the present 
session with the enormous bill already passed. 
Let us havea little time to recover from the shock, 
and look into this heavy bill pushed upon us 
at the very last hour of the last day of the ses- 
sion, involving an expenditure so enormous 
and which the committce themselves tell us they 
have had no time to examine. He hoped they 
would allow the bill to lie over till the next ses- 
sion, to give time to learn, at least, where the places 
are for whose benefit we proposed to saddle the 


| 
! 


Thou- ; 


some of the objects of the bill, it was with great 
reluctance that he voted against the bill, on ac- 
count of some items that he could not approve. 


partially acknowledged by some of its friends. 


There was no fitness im establishing arsenals ` 


in every State, without regard to location or 
utility. And one half, at least, of the arsenals 
proposed would be as useless as would be a horse 
stable in the city of Venice. And as to the 
armory in the West, it was about as much called 
for as an additional capitol or a navy-yard in the 
western prairies. 

Where was the necessity for it? Wehad now 
on hand upwards of cight hundred thousand 
stand of arms, which he himself thought enough, 


À | the heads, intending to write it out. 
He could not at any time vote for a bill any ‘| : > 


i , A á 

| part of the object of which was the expenditure : 

_ of money alone without regard to national utility; 
and that this was a bill of this character seemed 


| House with a speech of a week in length, finished 
| it in fifteen minutes—having, as he said, put forth 
He recom- 
mended to gentlemen who had long speeches on 
hand, in consideration of the public business, to 
give the committee nothing but the heads. I have 
not (said Mr. C.) any such speech on hand, and 
should not have said one word upon the question 
had I not been compelled to reply to the renewed 
and unexpected attack made upon me yesterday 
by the gentleman from Tennessee, [Mr. BeLL.] 
_ That gentleman seems to fancy himself the most 
persecuted man in the nation. He complains of 
aving been attacked for months past by public 


< journals—by the President of the United States 


as it was about as many as France or England , 
bad, with their large military establishments | 


and three times our population. The utmost 
that any one required was one million, and we 
now propose to expend $555,000 for an armory, 
only required to erpedite the supply of two hun- 
dred thousand stand of arms—not needed imme- 
diately, and he believed not needed at all—when 
the number requircd would be supplied from ex- 
isting establishments before the work would be 
completed. In answer to all this, however, it 
was said that justice required an expenditure of 
money in the West. 

He could not subscribe to such a principle. 
The work was a national work, and if it were not 
necrssary anywhere it was not necessary in the 
West. If the Senator from Mississippi wished 
another depot in his State, let him have it; if 
another were needed in Missouri, let it be built; 
and if more were shown to be necessary any- 
where in the West or elsewhere, he was ready 
to vote for them, but could not vote for works 


_ of enormons cost in the construction, and which 
i would have to be kept up ata very heavy addi- 


country with such a vast expenditure. There | 


was another reason why the friends of the bill 
should be content with this course. That was 


the great amount of our appropriations during | 
the present year, and the extreme difficulty of © 
procuring labor at any price. Labor was now | 
one hundred per cent. on the usual prices. And : 


the great additional demand that would be created 


by these large Government expenditures would | 


render it impossible to expend anything during 
the present year with any regard to economy. 
He hoped these considerations would induce the 
Senate to postpone the bill to the first day of 
the next session, and he made a motion for that 
purpose. $ 


NEW ARMORIES, &c. 


REMARKS OF HON. JOHN P. KING, | 


OF GEORGIA, 
In Sewate, June 30, 1886, 


On the bill to establi-h a Foundery and Armory inthe West, 
and Arsenals in the States where none have been estab- 
lished, &e. 


Mr. KING said that, as he was in favor of 


tional annual expenditure, merely for the pur- 
pose of expending moncy in any particular section 
of the country. i 

In truth, the importance of these expenditures 
was greatly overrated by gentlemen. Wealth was 
never created in any community by a mere ex- 
penditure of money. Jobbers might be enriched 


were only enriched by a steady increase of capital, 


- and permanent investments increasing the quan- 


tity of valuable products. He could refer his 
friend from Missouri to an example upon a small 
scale of a community depending upon Govern- 
ment expenditure alone. He referred to the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, whose financial condition the 


' Senator himself had truly stated to be worse 


than that of ten miles square in any part of the 


‘ globe, not excepting the deserts of Arabia. He 


thought uncertain expenditures in this coun- 
try, where all the population were already well 
employed, was attended often with injurious, 
rather than beneficial consequences, as the people 


‘ by Government expenditures, but communities |, 


i; bill, is due to the chairman o 


were too apt to depend on expenditures alone. ' 1 
‘ures proposed by me. Sir, the gentleman from 


After referring to the subject of a national foun- 
dery, which he said he was disposed to vote for, 
that we might have a national establishment of 


i this kind, although we were pressed by no neces- , 


sity on this head,as we could be abundantly ; 


supplied with cannon from the existing private ' 
establishments, he concluded by regretting that | 
he could not vote for the bill in consequence of | 


the objectionable items it contained. 


THE HARBOR BILL. 


REMARKS OF HON. C. C. CAMBRELENG, 
OF NEW YORK, 


In tHe Houses or REPRESENTATIVES, 
June 24, 1836, . 


On Mr. Parron’s motion to strike out the enacting clause 
of the new Harbor Bill. 


Mr. CAMBRELENG did not rise to make a 
speech. He hoped gentlemen who had long 
speeches on hand at this late period of the ses- 
sion would follow the example of a member from 
Louisiana, of a former Congress, who, after strug- 
gling six weeks for the floor, and threatening the 


i —by the great Globe itself. I have certainly a 
right, if any one on this floor has, to sympathize 

| with the gentleman; for no one Nas been through- 

| out this session more honored by the assiduous 
attention of the Opposition journals, from the 
highest to the lowest, with very few exceptions. 
I have not only met with scurrility abroad, but 
it has been my fortune to encounter even on this 
floor the most vulgar abuse. I could not, sir, 
consider such attacks, whether in this House or 
out of it,as in any degree worthy of notice, much 
less of complaint; far from it. It would be un- 
generous indeed in me to withhold my gratitude 
for this solitary but profitable evidence of the 
friendship of my political opponents. 

The gentleman from Tennessee attacks the 
Speaker for the organization of the committees, 
and especially of the Committee of Ways and 
Means. Politically, there is no change. Besides 
those who were continued on the committee, we 
have, as we had last year, a member from Geor- 
gia, and Tennessee, and one from Maine, in place 
of a gentleman from New Hampshire, now of 
the Senate. The only change of any importance 
was in substituting the gentleman from Massa- 
chusetts, [Mr. Lawrence,] a member of the 
Opposition, for a gentleman from Alabama, [Mr. 

oer. [e friend of the Administration, not 
now a member of the House. But the gentle- 
man charges that the committee has been organ- 

‘ized **on the principle of extravagance;”’ and 
| that its chairman represents a city “ most inter- 
‚ested in appropriations.” Whatever interest, 
sir, the city of New York may have in our appro- 
| priations, as the principal depository of the pub- 
lic money, she certainly has none in making 
| them extravagant. On the contrary, if in dis- 


|, charging my duty as chairman of that committee 


Thad consulted the interest of New York only, 
I should have united with the gentleman from 
‘Tennessee and his friends, and by retarding the 
appropriations for the public service, have added 
some two or three millions to the amount of the 
public money remaining in our banks. i 
The gentleman from Tennessee has animad- 
verted on the extravagance of the Committee of 
| Ways and Means, and has done me the honor to 
‘ascribe that extravagance chiefly to my efforts. 
s The credit,” he says, ** of passing the deposit 
Pithe Committee of 
‘Ways and Means’’—to those extravagant meas- 


Tennessee is not the only member of either House 
or of either party who will find it. necessary to 
offer some apology to the country for voting for 
what he calls *¢ sabetan tially distribution.” This 
argument about extravagant appropriations has 
been urged elsewhere, and even by some who 
are friendly to this Administration. But on what 
' foundation does this apology rest? What are 
| these extravagant appropriations for the public 
service which have.compelled gentlemen to vote 
for a measure that cannot be defended? T speak 
not now of the multiplicity of bills which are 
| reported at this, as they have been at every ses 
sion, by the various committees of this House 
and the other, embracing new and extravagant 
appropriations; I refer not to what has been pro- 
jected, but to what has been done by a majority 
of both Houses. a 
What has been done for the Navy, the idol of 
all parties? How many millions of our immense 
| surplus have we appropriated to strengthen this 
right arm of our defense. Not $2,000,000, sir; 
all the excess for every naval purpose is only, 
about $1,700,000, and a portion even of that 
amount is to be applied to other purposes than 
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the increase of the Navy. But even this appro- 
priation, smal! as it is, was not the proposition 
of the Committee of Ways and Means, or of its 
chairman, but was reported by a member of the. 
Opposition in the other House as an amendment ; | 
to the naval appropriation bill. Surely, sir, the ©; 
gentleman from Tennessce cannot refer to this as - 
an extravagant appropriation, come from whence 
it may, after expressing himself strongly in favor 
of this branch of the public service, and his de- 
termination to go even beyond the recommenda- 
tion of the Secretary of the Navy. Ses 
What, sir, have we done for our fortifications? 
The entire appropriation for this branch of ex- 
penditure is §1,8 0,000, being $1,000,000 more 
than has been usually appropriated for some 
years past. In the fortification bill of last year 
$869,000 were proposed to be appropriated, be- 
sides the addition of $300,000. Twenty years 
ago, when we had a surplus, though we had a 
public debt, funded and unfunded, of §150,000,000, 
we appropriated annually $838,000 to this branch 
of the service. There is not a dollar of the 
money appropriated to be applied to any but | 
works actually under construction—fortifications 
which have been admitted by the gentleman from 
Tennessee, and by every other gentleman, to be 
necessary for our defense, and which would have 


it 


| 
| 


years. Now, sir, notwithstanding these declara- 
tions from all sides of the House, we have applied 
less than $4,000,000 to our defense, and yet the 
extravagant appropriations proposed by the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Mcans is now urged as an | 
apology for a measure which gentlemen them- | 
selves denominate as ‘‘ substantial distribution.” 
There is another class of appropriations which 
were introduced by the Committee of Ways and 
Means, including asmall portion reported by the 
gentleman from Tennessee himself, of an extraor- 
dinary character, though they cannot be de- 
nounced as extravagant, for they were indispens- 
able. I mean our large appropriations for Indian 
treaties and Indian wars; more than seven mil- 
lions and a half for the former—near three mil- 
lions for the latter, and we have yet to provide , 
‘some three-or four millions, making an aggregate - 
of near fourteen millions. Here are fourteen 
million dollars in a single year of extraordinary 
appropriations for the West, notwithstanding all 
the declamation we have heard about expending 
the whole Treasury on the Atlantic border. 
care not where the public money is spent, when 
applied, as in this instance, to national purposes. 
I notice it only to show gentlemen how utterly 
unfounded their statements are. Out of more 
than twenty millions of appropriations for ex- 


been completed ten years ago, had we had, as || traordinary purposes in 1836, near fourteen mil- 


we now have, a surplus revenue. We have not || 


appropriated one cent for new fortifications. We | 


have, it is true, a bill from the Senate, not from | ' 


the Committee of Ways and Means, proposing 
over $1,000,000 for new works; but that bill, ; 
since the passage of the act depositing our money ` 
in the State treasuries, will not be adopted by 


this House.* No, sir, our eu will be applied |, 


to no such national purpose, but to others in no 
way connected with the defense of the country. | 
All we shall get is the $1,000,000 extraordinar 

for fortifications which are already commenced, 
and are designed for the defense of a few promi- 
nent points on our extensive maritime frontier, | 


lions are for our Indian treaties and Indian wars 
—those ‘‘ scalping-knife and tomahawk appro- 
priations,’’ as they have been denounced by the 
entleman from Massachusetts, [Mr. Apams.] 

oes the gentleman from Tennessee mean to 
echo that sentiment? Does he mean to charge | 
i the Committee of Ways and Means with extrav- | 
agance in recommending measures for the pro- | 
| tection of the lives and property of our fellow- ' 
citizens in Florida, Georgia, Alabama, Louisiana, | 
Mississippi; ay, even in Tennessee? . Is the 
gentleman for or against these appropriations ? 
[Mr. Berx replied.} Sir, I am sorry to have 
ruffed the temper of the gentleman; I have not 


the importance of which has been admitted by | 
shee nilemen from Tennessee himself. 
hat more have we done in. this course of ex- | 
travagant measures for the defense of the country? | 
Four hundred thousand dollars additional for 
arming our fortifications. Does the gentleman 
from Tennessee complain of this extravagance? | 
Why, sir, he himself, in quoting the opinions of | 
the Inspector General, which I had also occasion 
to notice, gave us a wretched picture of our forti- 
fications without guns, and very justly described 
the utterly defenseless condition of our coast. 
Surely the gentleman will not denounce appropri- 
ations designed to protect those very cities which 
he told us could be easily taken, and by a very 
insignificant force, because we had fortifications 
without armament. 
_ Forthe Army, sir, we have literally done noth- 
ing. We have made an insignificant appropria- 
tion for the improvement of our armories, and 
others for supplying munitions which had been 
exhausted by our Indian wars. Nota dollar of 
extraordinary expenditure has been authorized 
for the Army, exclusively, except so far as the 
service was connected with the suppression of 
Indian hostilities. And what is the aggregate of 
these appropriations proposed by the Committee 
of Ways and Means, the extravagance of which 
has driven gentlemen to the necessity of distrib- 
uting our surplus revenue? The whole amount 
for the Navy, Army, fortifications, armament, 
armories, and extraordinary supplies, and includ- 
ing the $1,700,000 added by the Senate to the Navy 
bill, is less than $4,000,000. Yes, sir, this is all 
that we have saved of that immense surplus of 
sixty or seventy millions which gentlemen tell us 
of; all that we have applied to measures of defense 


|i which the Committee of Ways an 


| misrepresented him. I noted his language yes- 
; terday, and it is to that I am replying. In enu- 
; merating the extravagant appropriations I have 
‘ reported from the Ways and Means, the gentle- 
man referred expressly to these Indian appro- 
priations, and animadverted on the course of the 
Administration in regard to Indian affairs. Nor 
| is this the first time he has objected to them. 
| On a former occasion he deprecated the passage 
of one of them as premature, and under a panic, 
without satisfactory information of the existence 
of the war. i 
Such, Mr. Chairman, is the character and 
amount of these extravagant appropriations, for | 
> Means has 
been arraigned—appropriations for the Navy, | 
| Army, fortifications, and for the peace and protec- | 


| and the larger portion, those relating to Indian | 
i wars and treaties, by an almost unanimous | 


mittee of Ways and Means; now for the extraor- 
dinary expenditures sanctioned by the gentle- | 
man from Tennessee. On Saturday last, that: 


upon the Treasury estimated by a member of the | 
committee at. five millions. Sir, I respect the ` 
gallantry of our Indian warriors, and am grateful ' 
for their services; but if we are to extend the : 
principle of pensioning to all who are engaged in 
our wars, internal and external, where are the 
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which, at the commencement of this session, were 
advocated by the Representatives of the East, 
‘West, North, and South. They were all then 
ready to appropriate five, six, or seven millions 
extraordinary for these purposes. Nay, the gen- 
tleman from Maine [Mr. Evans] declared, no 
doubt honestly, that he was willing to appropriate 
for the defense of the country an amount equal 
to the sum heretofore appropriated ta the sinking 
fund—that is, $10,000,000 annually, and for ten 


* This bill was not even acted upon. 


| tion of the West—almost all of which have been | 
|; sanctioned by a large majority of both Houses, | 


Thus much for the extravagance of the Com- :| 


gentleman voted for a pension bill which, if it | 
become a law, will create an annual demand | 


be required for the protection of our western 
frontiers—not a Navy bill reported by the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs will command the atten- 
tion of either House—nor shall we cendescend to 
notice the new fortification bill sent to us by the 
Senate. Such appropriations appeal only to the 
paragi of Congress—they are sustained alone 

y great considerations of national policy and 
common defense. These the revolutionary sys- 
tem of gentlemen has effectually arrested. Not so 
with the appropriations for rivers and harbors, 
which depend upon local and private interests, 
reaching our congressional districts and our own 
political interests. The contest which we have 
just witnessed between the gentlemen from Maine 
[Mr. Smiru] and from Pennsylvania, [M. Surn- 
ERLAND,] who reported these two harbor bills, is 
an admirable illustration of the whole system. 
The former reported the old, the latter the new 
bill. The bill reported by the gentleman from 
Maine did not pass without some difficulty; but 
when the new bill came before us, it was violently 
attacked, and in some danger. The gentleman 
from Maine, perceiving the danger, rises and 
defends the bill reported by the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania with great zeal and energy; gives 
it a much higher rank and character than his own 
bill, and declares thatif either is to be reduced or 
rejected, a preference ought undoubtedly to be 
given to the bill embracing new works, and re- 
ported by the gentleman from Pennsylvania. The 
latter gentleman rises indignantly to repel the 
attack made by the gentleman from Maine upon 
his own bill, and deprecates any comparison be- 
tween the merits of the two bills; but if there was 
a difference, the works already commenced ought 
not to be left unfinished, and therefore the bill of 
the gentleman from Maine ought to have priority. 
This awkward contest between these two gentle- 
men, each defending with energy the bill reported 
by the other in preference to the bills reported by 
themselves, may appear mysterious, but the mys- 
tery is easily solved. The appropriation for the 
Delaware breakwater was embraced in the bill 


i reported by the gentleman from Maine; that for 


vote. if 


the Portland breakwater was in the bill reported 
by the gentleman from Pennsylvania. Such, sir, 
is the origin and character of his species of legis- 
lation. You cannot stop it by distribution, for it 
is sustained by the same corrupting principle of 
compromise. But you do arrest appropriations 
for national objects—for all such we are worse off 
than we were under the old Confederation. Then 
we made requisitions upon the States for their 


i: money for common defense: now we may make 


requisitions for our own, for the same common 
purpose, without having the slightest attention 


‘| paid to our requisitions, 


The bill under consideration is the one reported 
by the gentleman from Pennsylvania, and for 
new works. These appropriations are of recent 


i origin, but of rapid growth, and deserve more 


"attention than they have hitherto received. The 
i following statement shows their progress: 
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These expenditures were scarcely known till 
1827, the second year of the administration of the 
gentleman from Massachusetts, (Mr. Apams.] 
In that year they amounted to about eighty-two 
thousand dollars, and in two years they increased 
to four and five hundred thousand dollars. We 
have now before us two bills, each amounting to 
near a million. We have already expended in 
nine years whore than four millions. We are 
asked for a million to continue our old works in 
the present year. And here we have another bil 
proposing a million for commencing newimprove- 
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practical operation of our Government. We have 
directed all the money in the Treasury on the Ist 
of January next over five millions, whether ap- 
preprinted or not, to be distributed among and 
deposited in the treasuries of the several States 
in 887. That is, we have appropriated all the 
money inthe Treasury over five millions; whether 
it is ever to be returned will be decided hereafter. 
We have not only, in any event, temporarily at 
least, disposed of our surplus, but of all the 
money Which may be in the ST eoaeury,and which 
has been already appropriated for the expendi- 
tures of the present year. We have directed that 
this money, previously appropriated, shall be dis- 
tributed among the States during the next year. 

And now, sir, what is the operation of this 
deposit or distribution bill? (I care not by which 
name it is called.) We have made at the present 
session very large appropriations for Indian wars, 
Indian treaues, &c., and we may have in the 
Treasury, on the Ist of January next, some fif- 
teen millions of dollars pledged for these pur- 
poses, and for other objects which will then be 
actually under contract. We divide the ten mil- 
lions thus pledged, and throw upon the revenue 
of 1837 that amount, in addition to the current 
expenditures of that year, and to all extraordi- 
nary demands, which must, in the present unset- 
ted state of our Indian relations, be estimated at 
no inconsiderable sum, if only required for the 
purpose of preventing hostilities. Under the 
operation of the deposit bill, the revenue of 1837 
will not meet the aggregate amount of all these 
appropriations. 

The bill now under consideration being exclu- 
sively for new works, requiring surveys or exam- 
inations, proposes another million, which will be 
added to the unexpended appropriations for 1836, 
and will fall almost entirely on the revenue for 
1837. Whatever amount we now add to our ap- 


propriations must, under our new deposit sys- , 


tem, be supplied by recourse to taxation, by an 
increase of the tariff. Such, sir, is the operation 
of your deposit bill, whether the honor of its 
paternity belongs to the Senate or the House—to 
cither or both parties. The minority who voted 
against that measure will long have occasion to 
be proud of their vote, while those friends of the 
Constitution who yielded to their apprehensions, 
will remember but to regret it. Itis in vain to 
discuise the matter; the friends of the Constitu- 
tion have been defeated. I was not surprised to 
witness the air of triumph displayed on that 
occasion by the friends of the tariff and of Federal 
internal improvements. The advocates of the 
American system had just reason to exult. 


They saw, in an instant, the work of years of. 


reformation swept away, the barriers of the Con- 
stitution overthrown, and the American system 
restored in a more formidable shape than had ever 
been contemplated, even by its projectors. I trust, 


sir, that though defeated, we are not ready to` 


surrender principles for which we have been so 
long and, till now, so successfully contending. I 
hope the contest will be renewed in December; 
for, if your deposit law remains, you must again 
have recourse to taxation, and our Constitution 
will be effectually annulled. For all national pur- 
poses it will be more inefficient than the old Arti- 


tax-gathcrer for the support of the States, depend- 


ing as they will, in every branch of their expend- ; 


itures, on the Federal Treasury. Our whole polit- 


icalsystem will be reversed—we shall exhibit the | 
extraordinary spectacle of a Government consoli- ; 


dated for all purposes but that great object for 
which our Confederation was formed—common 
defense. I regret that on so great a question the 
enemies of exorbitant and unjust taxation, the 
friends of a rigid boundary between State and 
Federal duties and powers, should have been 
separated. I hope we shall be more united here- 
after: but, whatever may be the event, the con- 
test must come, though we go into the fight crip- 
pled and wounded by an arrow “ feathered from 
our own wing.” 


No. 33 


' cease to call for appropriations; you require the |; 
cles of Confederation, while this Government will | 
be converted into an oppressive and rapacious | 


Academy—Mr. Pierce. 


Ho. or Reps. 


our 
surplus, but will be so much added to the ees 
of the county: There are some appropriations 
in the bill which I shall vote for, as connected 
with our national concerns; but most of them are 
local, and some of them should fall, not even upon 
the treasuries of the States, but upon assessments 
upon the towns for whose improvement they are 
designed. These are local, not national expendi- 
tures; and if we are to carry out this system, 
improve every petty harbor, and, as the gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania (Mr. SUTHERLAND] says, 
‘our hundred rivers,” we shall open a theater 
of expenditure beyond anything ever contem- 
platea by those who framed, or by others who 

nave given the broadest construction to the Con- 
stitution. 

On this question I wish to be frankly under- 
stood. While I have always considered the Mis- 
Sissippi, with its giant arms stretching through 
vast regions of our public domain, as objects in 
the improvement of which the States have a 
direct interest, I have never considered it a Fed- 
eral duty to provide for improving the navigation 
of every creek and river in the country. Sir, 
even the improvement of the Hudson I have 
always thought more a State than a national 
concern. Ihave never heard the appropriation 
for that river mentioned in this House, without 
feeling that the character of our State was de- 
graded; that a State like ours, great in popula- 
tion, and powerful in resources, equal to many 
of the kingdoms in Europe, should be petitioning 
here for the means of removing an obstruction in 
a river near the head of navigation. I trust it will 
not be long before the pride of our fellow-citizens, 
from the Atlantic to the lakes, will be roused, 
when we shall draw upon our own vast resources, 
and not annually present our petitions here. 
Under the auspices of the State, this improvement 
might be soon accomplished; but so long as we 
depend upon our Federal Treasury, we cannot 
anticipate when it will be finished. But, however 
that may be, this branch of our Federal expendi- 

i ture should be rigidly examined before we pro- 
ceed further in it; for if we go on,as we have 
done, or as is proposed in this new bill, we shall 
be called upon to improve every harbor and 
river in the country, involve our Treasury in 
millions of expenditures not to be estimated, and 
in an annual increase of taxation, without the aid 
even ofa deposit or distribution bill. 


THE MILITARY ACADEMY. 


SPEECH OF HON. FRANKLIN PIERCE, 
OF NEW HAMPSHIRE, 


In tue House or REPRESENTATIVES, 
June 30, 1836, 


`- Academy. 
Mr. PIERCE said: 


Mr. Cuairman: An‘attempt was made during | 
the last Congress to bring the subject of the re- | 
re the | 


organization of the Military Academy befor 
‘country through a report.of a committee. The 
same thing has been done during the present 


session, again and again, but all efforts have 


proved alike unsuccessful! Still you. do not 
people’s monéy for the support of the institution, 
while you refuse them the light necessary to 
enable them to judge of the propriety of. your 
annual requisitions. f , 
Whether the amount proposed to be appropri- 
ated by the bill upon yout table is too great or too 
small, or preciscly sufficient to cover the current 
“expenses of the institution, is a matter into 
which I will not at present inquire; but I shall 
ii feel bound to oppose the bill in every stage of 
‘its progress. I cannot vote a single dollar anul 
, the resolution of inquiry presented by my friend 
| from Kentucky [Mr. Hawes] at an carly day in 
l the session shall be first taken up and disposed 
l of, Lam aware, sir, that it will he said—because 
' Ihave heard the same dcclaration on a former 
| eccasion—that this is not the proper time to dis- 


| cass the merits of the institution; that the bill is | 


On the bill authorizing ‘appropriations for the Military s 


| appropriation must be made. 


which ought to be exposed and corrected, that 
now is their only time, and this their only oppor- 
tunity during the present session, to attain their 
object, and I trust they will steadily resist the 
bill until its friends shall find it necessary to take 
up the resolution of inquiry and give itits proper 
reference. 

Sir, why has this investigation been resisted? 
Is not an institution which has already cost this 
country more than $3,000,000, for which you pro- 
pose, in this very bill, an appropriation of more 
than $130,000, and which at the same time, in the 
estimation of a large portion of the citizens of this 
Union, has failed, eminently failed to fulfill the 
objects for which it was established, of sufficient 
interest and importance to claim the consideration 
of a committee of this House, and of the House 
itself? 

I should have expected the resolution of the 
gentleman from Kentucky, [Mr. Hawes,] merely 
proposing an inquiry, to pass without opposition, 
had I not witnessed the strong sensation, nay, 
excitement, that was produced here, at the last 
mario the presentation of his yet unpublished 
report. Sir, if you would have an exhibition of 
highly-excited feeling, it requireslittle observation 
to learn that you may produce it at any moment 
by attacking such laws as confer exclusive and 
gratuitous privileges. The adoption of the reso- 
lution of inquiry at the last session of Congress, 
and the appointment of a select committee under 
it, were made occasion of newspaper paragraphs, 
which, in tone of lamentation and direful predic- 
tion, rivaled the most highly-wrought specimens 
of the panicera. One of those articles I preserved 
and have before me. It commences thus: 


46 THE ARCHITECTS OF RUIN.—This name has been ap- 

propriately given to those who are leading on the base, the 

‘| ignorant, and the unprincipled, in a remorseless War upon 
all the guards and defenses of society.” 


| I introduce it here merely to show what are, 
| in certain quarters, considered the guards and de- 
Senses of society. After various compliments sim- 
ilar to that just cited, the article proceeds: 

| SAN this is dangerous as novet, and the ultimate results 
i Cannot be contemplated without anxiety. If this. spirit 
; extends, who can check it? ‘Down with the bank ;? ‘down 
! with the Military Academy;’ ‘down with the judiciary;? 
| ‘down with the Senate ;’ will be followed by watchwords 
' of a worse character.” ; 


| Here, Mr. Chairman, you have the United 
States Bank first, and then the Military Acad- 
emy, as the guards and defenses of your country. 
If it be so, you are indeed feebly protected. One 
of these guards and defenses is already tottering. 
And who are the architects of ruin that have re- 
solved its downfall? Are they the base, the igno- 
rant, and the unprincipled? No, sir. The most 
pure and patriotic portion of your community; 
the staid, industrious, intelligent farmers and 
mechanics, through a public servant, who has 
met responsibilities, and seconded théir wishes 
‘with equal intrepidity and success, in the camp 
and in the Cabinet, have accomplished this great 
work. Mr. Chairman, there is no real danger 
to be apprehended from this much-dreaded level- 
ing principle. — ; i 
From thé middling interest you have derived 
your most able and efficient support in the most 
i gloomy and trying periods of your history. And 
i what have they asked in return? _ Nothing but 
| the common advantages and blessings of a free 
! Government, administered under equal and im- 
i partial laws, They are.responsible for no portion 
| of your. legislation, which, through its partial and. 
| unjust operation, has shaken this Union to its . 
center. That has had its origin in a different 
| quarter, sustained by wealth, the wealth of mo- 
nopoliés, and the power and influence which 
wealth thus accumulated and disposed never fails 
lito control. Indeed, sir, while far from demand- 
ing at your hands special favors for themselves, 
` they have not, in my judgment, been sufficiently 
i jealous of all legislation conferring exclusive and 
' gratuitous privileges. ' 
| That the law creati 


ng the institution of which 
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I am now speaking, and the practice under it, is 
strongly marked by both these characteristics, 
is apparent at a single glance. Itis gratuitous, 
because those who are so fortunate as to obtain 
admission there, receive their cducation without 
any obligation, except such as a sense of honor 
miy impese, to return, either by service or other- 
wise, the slightest equivalent. It is exclusive, 
inasmuch as only one youth out of a population 
of more than forty-seven thousand can partici- 
pate in its advantagesat the same time; and those 
who are successful are admitted at an age when 
their characters cannot have become developed, 
and with very little knowledge of their adapta- 
tion, mental or physical, for military life. ‘The 
system disregards one of those great principles 
which, carried into practice, contributed perhaps 
more than any other to render the arms of Napo- 
leon invincible for so many years. Who does 
not perceive that it destroys the very life and 
spring of military ardor and enthusiasm, by utter- 
ly foreclosing all hope of promotion to the soldier 
and non-commissioned officer? However meri- 
torious may be hisservices; however preéminent 
may become his qualifications for command, ail 
is unavailing. The portcullis is dropped between 
him and preferment; the wisdom of your laws 
having provided another criterion than that of | 
admitted courage and conduct by which to dc- | 
termine who are worthy of command. They 
have made an academy where a certain number 
of young gentlemen are educated annually at the 
public expense, and to which there is, of conse- : 
quence, a general rush, not so much from senti- 
ments of patriotism and a taste for military life 
as from motives less worthy—the avenue, and the | 
only avenue, to rank in your army. These are 
truths, Mr. Chairman, which no man will pre- 
tend to deny; and F leave it for this House and 
the nation to determine whether they do not 
exhibit a spirit of exclusiveness alike at variance 
with the genius of your Government and the 
efficiency and chivalrous character of your mili- | 
tary force. i 
Sir, no man can feel more deeply interested in 
the Army, or entertain a higher regard for it, than 
myself. My earliest recollections connect them- | 
selves fondly and gratefully with the names of | 
the brave men who, relinquishing the quiet and 
security of civil life, were staking their all upon 
the defense of their country’s rights and honor. 


| 
| 
| 


One of the most distinguished among that noble |, 


band now occupies and honors a seat upon this ' 
floor. 
It is not fit that I should indulge in expressions | 
of personal respect and admiration, which 1 am 
sure would find a hearty response in the bosom 
of every member of this committee. I allude to 
him merely to express the hope, that, on some 
occasion, we may have upon this subject the 
benefit of his experience and observation. And ' 
if his opinions shall differ from my own, 1 prom- 
ise carefully to review every step by which | have 
been led to my present conclusions. You cannot 
mistake me, sir; I refer to the hero of Erie. I 
have declared myself the friend of the Army. 
Satisfy me, then, what measures are best calcu- 
lated to render it effective, and what all desire it 


' 
l 
| 
l 


to be, and I go for the proposition with my whole || 


heart. 

But I cannot believe that the Military Academy, 
as at present organized, is calculated to accom- 
plish this desirable end. It may, and undoubt- 
edly does, send forth into the country much mili- 
tary knowledge; but the advantage which your 
Army, or that which will constitute your Army 
in time of need, derives from it, is by no means 
commensurate with the expense youincur. Here, 
Mr. Chairman, permit me to say, that I deny, 
utterly, the expediency and the right to educate, 
at the public expense, any number of young men 
who, on the completion of their education, are 
not to form a portion of your military force, but 
to return to the walks of private life. Such was 
never the operation of the Military Academy until 
after the law of 1812: and the doctrine, so far as | 
I have been able to ascertain, was first formally 
announced by a distinguished individual, at thts 
time sufficiently jealous of the exercise of Execu- 
tive patronage, and greatly alarmed by what he 
conceives to be the tendencies of this Government 
to centralism and consolidation. It may be found 


‘| cated to Congress in 1819. 


in the report of the Secretary of War, communi- 
' H it shall, upon due consideration, receive th 
sanction of Congress and the country, I can see 
no limit to the exercise of power and Govern- 
ment patronage. Follow out the principle, and 
where will it lead you? You confer upon the 
National Government the absolute guardianship 
of literature and science, military and civil; you 
need not stop at military science—any onc in the 


| 
e! 


the Executive at that early day, urgent as was the 
occasion, and strong as must have been the desire 

| to give strength and efficiency to the military 
i force, than by reading one or two paragraphs from 


<a supplementary report of Secretary McHenry, 
‘addressed to the chairman of the Committee of 


wide range of scicnces becomes at once a legiti- | 
mate and constitutional object of your patronage; ' 


you are confined by no limit but your discretion; 


you have no check but your own good pleasure. | 
If you may afford instruction, at the public ex- | 


pense, in the languages, in philosophy, in chem- 
istry, and in the exact sciences, to young gen- 
tlemen who are under no obligation to enter the 
service of their country, but are, in fact destined 
for civil life, why may you not, by parity of 


reasoning, provide the means of a legal, or theo- 
logical, or medical education, on the ground that | 


the recipients of your bounty will carry forth 
a fund of uscful knowledge, that may, at some 
time, under some circumstances, produce a bene- 
ficial influence, and promote ‘the general wel- 
fare?’ Sir, I fear that even some of us may 
live to see the day when this ‘* general welfare’? 
of your Constitution will leave us little ground 
to boast of a Government of limited powers. 


But I did not propose at this time to discuss the | 


abstract question of constitutional right. I will 
regard the expediency alone; and whether the 
power exist or not, its exercise in an institution 
like this is subversive of the only principle upon 
which a school conducted at the public expense 


i can be made profitable to the public service— 
that of making an admission into your school, | 


. and an education there, secondary to an appoint- 
‘ment in the army. Sir, this distinctive feature 
` tive recommendations down to 1810. 

I may as well notice here as at any time an 
answer which has always been ready when ob- 
jectionus have been raised to this institution—an 
answer which, if it has not proved quite satisfac- 
tory to minds that yield their assent more readily 

‘ to strong reasons than to the authority of great 
i names, has yet unquestionably exercised a pow- 
erful influence upon the public mind. It has not 
gone forth upon the authority of an individual 
merely, but has been published to the world with 


| characterized all your legislation and all execu- 


the approbation of a committee of a former Con- . 


' gress. 
at different times, the sanction of such names as 
Washington, Adams, and Jefferson; and this has 

: been claimed with such boldness, and in a form 

' so imposing, as almost to forbid any question of 

| its accuracy. If. this were correct, in point of 

fact, it would be entitled to the most profound 
respect and consideration, and no change should 
be urged against the weight of such authority, 
| without mature deliberation, and thorough con-. 

‘ viction of expediency. Unfortunately for the 

: advocates of the institution, and fortunately for 

‘ the interests of the country, this claim cannot be 

; sustained by reference to Executive Documents, 

' from the first report of General Knox, in 1790, 

to the close of Mr. Jefferson’s administration. 
The error has, undoubtedly, innocently oc- 

; curred by confounding the Militar 

West Point as it was with the Mili 


; vas tary Academ 
at West Point as it is. E 


The report of Secretary 


| distinctive feature—that the corps proposed to be 
organized were ‘‘to serve as an actual defense 
to the community,” and to const 
the active military force of the country; ‘to serve 
in the field, or on the frontier, or in the fortifica- 
tions of the sea-coast, as the Commander-in-Chief 
may direct.”” Ata later period, the report of the 
Secretary of War, Mr. McHenry, communicated 
to Congress in 1800, although it proposed a plan 
for military schools differing in many essential 
particulars from those which h 
still retained the distinctive feature just named as 
characterizing the report of General Knox. 
With regard to educating young men gratui- 
tously, which, whatever may have been the design, 
1 am prepared to show is the practical operation 
of the academy, as at present organized, I cannot, 
perhaps, exhibit more clearly the sentiments of 


It is this: that the institution has received, |: 


Defense, on the 31st of January, 1800. The Sec- 


‘retary Says: 


“ Agrecably to the plan of the Military Academy, the 


‘directors thercof are to be officers taken from the Army 5 


cousequently no expense will be incurred by such appoint- 
ments. The plan also contemplates that officers of the 


_ Army, cadets, and non-commissioned officers, shall receive 
instruction in the academy. As the rations and fuel which 


they are entitled to in the Army will suffice for them in the 
academy, no additional expense will be required for objects 
of maintenance while there. The expenses of servants 


i, and certain incidental expenses relative to the police and 


administration, may be defrayed by those who shall be ud- 
mitted out of their pay and emoluments.” 


You will observe, Mr. Chairman, from the 
phraseology of the report, that all were to consti- 
tute a part of your actual military force; and that 
whatever additional charges should be incurred 
were to be defrayed by those who might receive 
the advantages of instruction. These were pro- 
visions, just, as they are important. Let me call 
your attention for a moment to a report of Col- 


‘onel Williams, which was made the subject of a 


special message, communicated to Congress by 
Mr. Jefferson, on the 18th of March, 1808. 

The extract I propose to read, as sustaining 
fully the views of Mr. McHenry upon this point, 
is in the following words: 

“Tt might be well to make the plan upon such a scale as 


not only to take in the minor officers of the Navy, but also 
any youths from any of the States who might wish for such 


| an education, whether designed for the Army or Navy, or 


neither, and let them be assessed to the value of their 
education, which might form a fund for extra or contingent 
expenses.” 

Sir, these are the true doctrines: upon this 
subject—doctrines worthy of the Administration 
under which they were promulgated, and in ac- 
cordance with the views of statesmen in the ear- 
lier and purer days of the Republic. 

Give to the officers of your Army the highest 
advantages for perfection in all the branches of 
military science, and let those advantages be open 
to all in rotation, and under such terms and reg- 
ulations as shall be at once impartial toward the 
officers and advantageous to the service; but let 
all young gentlemen who have a taste for military 
life, and desire to adoptarms as a profession, pre- 
pare themselves for subordinate situations at their 
own expense, or at the expense of their parents 


‘or guardians, in the same manner that the youth 


| of the country are qualified for the professions of 


civil life. Sir, while upon this subject of gratui- 


, tous education, I will read an extract from ‘* Du- 
‘pin’s Military Force of Great Britain,” to show 


what favor it finds in another country, from the 
practice and experience of which we may derive 
some advantages, however far from approving of 


_ its institutions generally. The extract is from the 


second volume, 71st page, and relates to the terms 
on which young gentlemen are admitted to the 
junior departments of the Royal Military College 
at Sandhurst: 

“ First. The sons of officers of all ranks, whether of the 


': land or sea forces, who have died in the service, leaving 
L 


Knox, just referred to, is characterized by this | 


itute a part of | 


ad preceded it, || 


their families in pecuniary distress. This class are in- 


: Structed, boarded, and habited gratuitously by the State, 
y Academy at |. 


being required only to provide their equipments on admis- 
sion, and to maintain themselves in linen. 

“ Secondly. The sons of all officers of the army above 
the rank of subalterns actually in the service, and who pay 
a sum proportioned to their ranks, according to a scale per 


!; annum regulated by the supreme board. The sons of 


living naval officers of rank not below that of master and 
commander, are also admitted on payment of annual sti- 


. pends, similar to those of corresponding ranks in the army» 
' The orphan sons of officers, who have not left their fami- 


jies in pecuniary difficulties, are admitted into this class on 


; paying the stipends required of officers of the rank held by 


their parents at the time of their decease. 
“ Thirdly. The sons of noblemen and private gentlemen 


: Who pay a yearly sum equivalent to the expenses of their 


education, board, and clothing, according to a rate regu- 
lated from time to time by the commissioners.” 


Sir, let it be remembered that these are the reg- 


i ulations of a Government which, with all its 


wealth and power, is, from its structure and prac- 
tice, groaning under the accumulated weight of 
pensions, sinecures, and gratuities, and yet you 


| observe that only one class, ‘* the sons of officers 


of all ranks, whether of the land or sea forces, 
who have died in the service, leaving their fami- 
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lies in pecuniary distress,’ are educated gratui- | 
tously. I do not approve even of this, but I 
hold it up in contrast with your own principles 
and pracuee. 

If the patience of the committee would war- 
rant me, Mr. Chairman, I could show, by refer- 
ence to Executive communications and the con- 
current legislation of Congress in 1794, 1796, 
1802, and 1803, that prior to the last mentioned 
date such an institution as we now have was 
neher recommended nor contemplated. Upon 
this point l will not detain you longer; but when 
hereafter confronted by the authority of great 
names, l trust we shall be told where the expres- 
sions of approbation are to be found. We may 
then judge of their applicability to the Military 
Academy as at present organized. j 

Lam tar from desiring to see this country des- 
ttute of a Military Academy; but I would have 
it a school of practice and instruction for officers 
actually in the service of the United States; not 
an institution for educating gratuitously young 
gentlemen who, on the completion of their term, 
or after a few months leave of absence, resign 
their commissions and return to the pursuits of 
civil lite. If any one doubts that this is the 
practical operation of your present system, Í 
refer him to the annual list of resignations, to be 
found in the Adjutant General’s Office. 

Firmly as Iam convinced of the necessity of 
a reorganization, | would take no step to create 
an unjust prejudice against the institution. All 
that I ask, and, so far as I know, all that any of 
the opponents of the institution ask, is that after 
a full and impartial investigation, it shall stand 
or fall upon its merits. I know there are grad- 
uates of the institutionwho are ornaments to the 
Army, and an honor to their country; but they, 
and not the seminary, are entitled to the credit. 
Here I would remark, once for all, that I do not 
reflect upon the officers or pupils of the academy; 
it is to the principles of the institution itself, as at 
present organized, that I object. It is often said 
that the graduates leave the institution with sen- 
timents that but ill accord with the feelings and 
opinions of the great mass of the people of that 
Government from which they derive the means 
of education, and that many who take commis- 
sions possess few qualifications for the command 
of men, either in war or in peace. Most of the 
members of this House have had more or less 
intercourse with these young gentlemen, and I 
leave it for each individual to form his own opin- 
ion of the correctness of the charges. Thus 
much I will say for myself, that I believe that 
these and greater evils are the natural, if not the 
inevitable, result of the principles in which this 
institution is founded; and any system of educa- 
tion, established upon similar principles, on 
Government patronage alone, will produce like 
results, now and forever. Sir, what are some of 
these results? By the report of the Secretary of 
War dated January, 1831, we are informed that; 
“by an estimate of the last five years, (preceding 
that date,) it appears that the supply of the army 
from the corps of graduated cadets has averaged 
about twenty-two annually, while those who 
graduated are about forty, making in each year 
an excess of eighteen. ‘The number received | 
annually into the academy averages one hundred, 
of which only the number stated, to wit: forty, 
pass through the prescribed course of education 
at schools, and become supernumerary lieutenants | 
in the army.” By the report of the Secretary | 
of War, December, 1830, we are informed that | 
“the number of promotions to the Army from 
this corps for the last five years has averaged 
about twenty-two annually, while the number of :: 
graduates has been at an average of forty. This. 
excess, which is annually increasing, has placed | 
eighty -seven in waiting until vacancies shall take | 
place, and show that in the next re probably, | 
and in the succeeding one, certainly, there will be | 
an excess beyond what the existing law. author- | 
izes to be commissioned. There will then be one 
hundred and six supernumerary brevet second | 
lieutenants appurtenant to the Army, at an aver- 
age annual expense of $80,000.” Sir, that re- 
sults here disclosed were not anticipated by Mr. 
Madison, is apparent from a recurrence to his | 
messages of 1810 and 1811. | | 

In passing the law of 1812, both Congress and i! 


‘lost to the country. 
' gentlemen, if they could be induced to take the 


the President acted for the occasion, and they | 
expected those who should succeed them to act | 
in a similar manner. Their feelings of patriotism | 
and resentment were aroused by beholding the 
privileges of freemen wantonly invaded, our glo- 
rious stars and stripes disregarded, and national 
and individual rights trampled in the dust. The 
war was pending; the necessity for increasing 
the military force of the country was obvious and 
pressing, and the urgent occasion for increased 
facilities for military instruction equally apparent. 

Sir, it was under circumstances like these, when 
we had not only enemies abroad, but, I blush to 
say, enemies at home, that the institution, as at 
present organized, had its origin. It will hardly 
be pretended that it was the original design of the 
law to augment the number of persons instructed 
beyond the wants of the public service. 

Well, the report of the Secretary shows that, 
for five years prior to 1831, the academy had fur- 
nished eighteen supernumeraries annually. A 
practical operation of this character has no sanc- 
tion in the recommendation of Mr. Madison. 
The report demonstrates, further, the fruitfulness 
and utility of this institution, by showing the fact 
that but two fifths of those who enter the academy 
graduate, and that but a fraction more than one 
fifth enter the public service. This is not the 
fault of the administration of the academy; it is 
not the fault of the young gentlemen who are sent 
there; on your present peace establishment there 
can be butlittle to stimulate them, particularly in 
the acquisition of military science. There can 
hardly be but one object in the mind of the stu- 
dent, and that would be to obtain an education for 
the purposes of civil life. The difficulty is, that 
the institution has outlived both the occasion that 
called it into existence, and its original design. 

I have before remarked that the academy was 
manifestly enlarged to correspond with the Arm 
and militia actually to be called into service. Loo 
then for amoment at facts, and observe with how 
much wisdom, justice, and sound policy, you re- 
tain the provisions of the law of 1812. The total 
authorized force of 1813, after the declaration of 
war, was fifty-eight thousand two hundred and 
fifty-four; and in October, 1814, the military es- . 
tablishment amounted to sixty-two thousand four 
hundred and twenty-eight. By theact of March, 
1815, the peace establishment was limited to ten 
thousand, and now hardly exceeds that number. 
Thus you make a reduction of more than fifty 
thousand in your actual military force, to accom- ; 
modate the expenses of the Government to its ` 
wants. And why do you refuse to do the same 
with your grand system of public education? 
Why does that remain unchanged? Why not 
reduce it at once, at least to the actual wants of 
the service, and dispense with your corps of super- 
numerary lieutenants? Sir, there is, there can 
be but one answer to the question, and that may 
be found in the war report of 1819, to which I 
have before had occasion to allude. The Secre- 
tary says, “the cadets who cannot be provided: 
for in the Army will return to private life; but ` 
in the event of a war their knowledge will not be 
*? Indeed, sir, these young 


field, would, after a lapse of ten or fifteen years, ` 


‘come up from the bar, or it may be the pulpit, ' 


fresh in military science, and admirably quali- 
fied for command in the face of an enemy. 

The magazine of. facts, to prove at the same 
glance the extravagance and unfruitfulness of 
this institution, is not easily exhausted; but I 


am admonished by the lateness of the hour to | 
omit many considerations which I regard as both |: 


interesting and important. I will only detain the 
committee to make a single statement, placing 
side by side some aggregate results. There has 
already been expended upon the institution more 
than three millions three hundred thousand dol- 
lars. Between 1815 and 1821, thirteen hundred 
and eighteen students were admitted into the 
academy; and of all the cadets who were ever 
there, only two hundred and sixty-five remained 
in the service at the end of 1830. Here are the 
expenses you have incurred, and the products 
you have realized. 

I leave them to be balanced by the people. 
But for myself, believing as I do that the acad- 
emy stands forth as an anomaly among the insti- 


tutions of this country; that it is at variance with 
the spirit, if not the letter of the Constitution 
under which we live; so long as this House 
shall deny investigation into its principles and 
practical operation, I, as an individual member, 
will refuse to appropriate the first dollar for its 
support. 


THE HARBOR BILL. 


REMARKS OF HON. W. C. DUNLAP, 
OF TENNESSEE, 
In rue House or REPRESENTATIVES, 
June 23, 1836, 


On the amendment of Mr. Carter to the Harbor Bill, in 
Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. DUNLAP said: 

Mr. Crarrman: I shall vote for the amendment 
of my colleague; not that I believe Congress has 
the power to appropriate money for any such 
purposes; but, on the contrary, I am well satis- 
fied that whenever she makes appropriations to 
any such object, it is usurpation of power on her 
part. I vote for the amendment alone on the 
principle that the object for which it is intended 
to be appropriated 1s more national than many 
that are included in the bill. The rivers intended 
to be improved by the appropriation included in 
my colleague’s amendment, run through an ex- 
tent of country of from twelve to fifteen hundred 
miles, and in a section of this Union where they 

i never have had any of the public treasures spent 
in the improvement of their rivers. There is no 
country that needs the navigation of her rivers 
improved more than East Tennessee. It is one of 
the healthiest countries on this continent. The 
soil is productive. It is settled by the most in- 
dustrious citizens, and they always have a super- 
abundance of every article of agriculture for mar- 
ket; and all they want, to be the wealthiest and 
happiest people living in any country, is the 
navigation of their beautiful rivers improved, so 

i as to afford them greater facilities in taking their 
surplus produce to market. Notwithstanding, 
Mr. Chairman, their great want of money to 
improve the navigation of their rivers, none has 
ever been spent there by the Federal Government, 
although millions have been spent in other sec- 


_ tions of this Union on rivers less entitled to the 


notice of the Government. And why has it not 
been done? Because, sir, Tennessee has sent her 
sons here as her Representatives, who entertained 
the opinion that it was a violation of the Consti- 

, tution of their country to have money appropri- 
ated by the Federal Government for internal im~ 
provement in the States; and-her proud Repre- 
sentatives never asked that the Constitution of 
their country should be violated for the benefit of 
their constituents; their constituents entertained 
the same opinion of their Representatives, and 
never required such a thing of them. 

But, sir, there are gentlemen who believe Con- 
gress have the power to appropriate money for 
such purposes, and to their votes I object not; I 
only ask of them not to take all the money, and 
not to let sectional feelings govern their votes—to 
vote money to improve a river west of the mount- 
ains, if they would vote for the improvement of 
the same river if it lay east of them, I desire 
that this amendment should be incorporated into 
the bill, and when on its passage, I shall vote 
againt the bill; but if it is to pass, let those gen- 
tlemen who vote for their own rivers, also vote 

| for ours. | - 

Mr. Chairman, I had hoped, after the passage 
of. the deposit bill yesterday, the operation of 
| which is to distribute among the States equally 
the surplus revenue, that gentlemen on this floor 
would agree to take their equal part of the money, 
| and be satisfied to let their States appropriate the 
money thus received to objects of internal im- 
| provement within their respective limits; but, sir, 

it seems that gentlemen are not content to receive 
their equal proportion of the public revenue, but 
desire to have all their improvements made out of 
i the common fund before the division takes place. 
I, for one, am unwilling to give one cent of what 
is coming to my State to any of the gentlemen 
i to improve their rivers. Although, sir, I claim 
no,credit in getting the division of the money 
| among the States, (not having voted for the bill, 
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being confined to my room with a burning fever 

all yesterday,) I will insist on gentlemen making | 
good their arguments on the deposit bill, that when | 
foo much monev has been collected by a Government | 
of the people, it is but justice it should be paid back ; 
tothem. Now, what more equitable mode is there 

in paying it back than making an equal distribu- | 


| 
tion to the States? There appears to me to be | 


none. If this bill should pass, there will be man: |, 
ifest injustice done the States; but, sir, E believe 
the practice is to include just enough rivers to 
make a majority of votes for the bill, and then 
its friends vote out all amendments, and pass the 
bil. I hope the vote on this amendment and the 
bill will show that that practice has been aban- 
doned as unworthy of statesmen. 

Mr. Chairman, there are other objections to 
this ol. I will mention one only: the sum of 
$200,000 intended to be appropriated by this bill 
for the impovement of the Hudson river is to be 
expended under the direction of the Secretary of 
War, according to the estimates of the engineer - 
department reported to the present session of | 
Congress. Now, sir, according to those esti- 
mates, the work is to cost upwards of eight hun- 
dred thousand dollars; then. the person superin- | 
tending the work must make the improvements , 
so as to cost this eight hundred thousand dollars ` 
without regard to its neceasity or utility. 

On looking into the estimates of last year, we | 
find the engineer then estimated the whole im- |! 

rovementnecessary on said river to cost $212,000, | 
and the bill passed at that time appropriating | 
$70,000 for the improvement of the navigation of |: 
Hudson river, directed the money to be expended | 
according to the estimates then furnished this | 
House; and every gentleman had a right to expect, || 
from the report of the engineer at that time, we | 
never would be called on for more than the 
$212,000 to complete the improvement of the | 


river. But, sir, to our astonishment, in one short || 
ear the estimates have increased upwards of || 


$600,000 for this one object; and we are now | 
gravely asked by the chairman of the committee | 
who reported the bill, if we are going to throw 
away the $70,000 heretofore spent in the improve- 
ment of said river, or will we go on with the work | 
and complete it? We are told that this is not the | 
time to object to the expediency of the measure; | 
that question has been settled by a former Con- 
gress. All we have to do is to make the appro- 
priations to complete the works heretofore com- 
menced. If this position be true, ought not. 
gentlemen to confine themsclves to the estimates 


made to the Congress that commenced the work? || 


I would want nothing more than the facts in this | 
ease to prove the fallacy of such a proposition. | 
An engineer reports that a work would cost | 


$212,000, and Congress appropriates a part of | 
that sum to commence the work; and at the very | 
next session of Congress the engineer reports | 
that the same work will cost over $800,000. 
Now, sir, if Congress had been told by the engi- 
neer at first that the work would’ have cost 
$800,000, their prudence might have told them 
never to have commenceed it. Mr. Chairman, 
what security have we, if the $800,000 should be | 
appropriated, that we will not, at a subsequent | 
Congress,’ be called on to appropriate a stilt 
larger sum to complete the improvements in the 
river? We cannot depend on the estimates from 
the Engineer Department; they have deceived us 
to get the work commenced, and I, for one, will 
not suffer the same person to deceive me twice. 
Their estimates appear to have been made with- 
out any regard to economy; but their object 
appears to be to show how much money they can | 
spend, not how much is necessary to be spent. 


THE CUMBERLAND ROAD. 


SPEECH OF HON. T. WEBSTER, 
OF OHIO, 
In tHE Hovse or REPRESENTATIVES, 
© June 29, 1836, 


with debate; and while those members most 
favored of the House could only rise under the 
repeated cry of ‘question! question! question t? 
he could not hope to be heard with attention. 
Members were already preparing for their depar- 
ture—they were now approaching the close of a 
long, and, as he had learned from the older mem- 
bers, a session of unparalleled labors; and of that 
long calendar which yet incumbered their desks, 


members were anxious to dispose of that which ; 
He | 


was most essential to the public interests. 
would nat trespass long. He believed the bill in 
its present shape would not so well advance the 
permanent interests of the West, as an amend- 
ment which he contemplated would. He hoped 
the motion to recommit the bill for amendment 
would 
the indulgence of the House while he briefly 
stated his views. It was very far from his desire 
to defeat the bill; but he felt it to be his duty to 
make an effort to perfect it; should that fail, though 
with much reluctance, he would vote for its pas- 
sage. He now did, and trusted he always would, 
yield with proper deference to the deliberate will 
of the House. 

He had long been of the opinion that the sys- 
tem under which that road had been constructed 
was extremely faulty, and that the progress of 
the work and the interests of the public Treasury 


|! required that it should be corrected. The corps 


of cadets and their agents, which were quartered 
on this road fund, required a large amount for 
their own pay, and rendered the agency extremely 
expensive. This was one of the reasons why 
that work had appeared to cost so much. But 
this was not the greatest objection. The money 
had been applied, and the work directed, without 
that regard to economy which had characterized 
the progress of the public works which had been 
prosecuted so successfully under the management 
of the State of Ohio and her corporate companies. 
He did not attempt to attach blame to any one, 
or censure anywhere. He believed the fault was 


‘| more in the system than in individuals. 
| Ohio had, with great succéss and commendable | 
| economy, prosecuted her great system of internal ` 
These great works had been | 


| 

| improvements. 
directed by her own civil engineers. They were 
men of great scientific attainments in their pro- 


and knew that they were acting for the people of 
Ohio; they had reputations to advance, felta com- 
mon interest in the welfare and prosperity of their 
State, and devoted themselves to the service in 


: as well as scientific men, and knew the value of 
j laborand money. And itis asubject of cherished 
pride and boast that so. much has been accom- 
plished for the honor of the State and for the 
public good,-and for the advancement of the com- 
mon interests of all her citizens, with so little bur- 
den to her treasury. A very different state of 
feeling existed in regard to the national road. 
The people of Ohio had discussed the subject and 
understood it. The Legislature of Ohio had ex- 


clear, and had sent here a very able and earnest, 
but respectful memorial on this subject, request- 


may be expended under the direction of her board 
ones works. 

t was in accordance with this instruction from 
the Legislature of Ohio that he had felt it to be 
his duty to propose the amendment which he did 
in Committee of the Whole to place this work 
under the direction of that board. He believed 
it would be a great saving to the road fund, and 
would greatly accelerate the progress and com- 
pletion of the work. And this proposed amend- 
ment having been cut off by the call for the pre- 
vious question, was one of the reasons which 
induced him to desire that the bill should be laid 
for the present, on the table. 

He regretted to say that other proposed amend 
ments, matured and reported by the able and ex- 
rienced Committee on Roads and Canals, had 


On the motion of Mr. McCarry to recommit the bill to | 
continue the Cumberland Road, in the States of Ohio, | 
Indiana, and Illinois, with certain instructions. 


Mr. WEBSTER said no member could be more 


e 

een cut off. In his opinion, these amendments 

; were essential to the profitable expenditure of the 

| appropriation. It would be recollected by gen- 
tlemen that the plan of the construction of this 


sensible than he was that the House was fatigued 


road had been once entirely changed; and that 
the covering of the old road east of Wheeling, 


| fession. They were, however, her own citizens, | 


pressed an opinion on the subject, broad and | 


ing that the future appropriations for this road | 


revail; and he would throw himself upon ` 


i 
i 


, the 
„at less expense, and the important saving of 


| structed. 
! railroad can doubt it. The prosperity of the West 


which had been put on at great expense, had 
failed to answer the purpose, and had been re- 
placed by a new and different one, at very great 
expense to the Government, and much inconve- 
nience to the traveling community. 

The macadamized road might answer through 
the mountainous country east of the Obio river; 
but he believed that it would not long be tolerated 
through the level and fertile and populous valley 
of the West. That country was too well adapted 
to a much more easy, cheap, and rapid mode of 
communication. ‘The enterprise of the West 


, would not be content with the tedious and fatigu- 


ing stage of six or eight miles per hour, when 
can, with more safety, much more ease, and 


time, travel twenty or twenty-five miles on a 
railroad. And if amacadamized road should be 
completed, he did not doubt that it would be, in 
a few years, abandoned by the traveler for the 
facilities of a railroad, which may be constructed 
on the same line, or near it. And he believed 
that when the Baltimoreand Ohio Railroad, which 
is now in progress, reaches the Ohio river, the 
macadamized road east of Wheeling will be aban- 
doned by the general traveler. It must be so, 
for there will be few travelers so attached to the 
old mode of traveling as to be jolted and bruised 
for days in the stage, when they can make the 
trip in a single day, and comparatively without 
fatigue. The old road will doubtless continue to 
be used as a neighborhood road, to travel from 
village to village; but should a road for such a 
purpose be constructed at such expense? He 
understood the national road to be constructed 
for national purposes, for general travel. 

The same thing must take place west of the 
Ohio river, whenever a railroad should be con- 
No man who has ever traveled ona 


demands the speedy construction of such a work; 
and its enterprise would speedily accomplish it. 


| The construction, then, of a macadamized road 


would be unnecessary. The day was rapidly 
approaching when the distance between the term- 
ination of the Baltimore and Ohio railroad and 
the Mississippi would be traveled in two days. 
It was no idle fancy. Ten years ago it was iess 


' believed that the distance between Washington 


City and New York would at this time be traveled 
in three fourths ofaday. This may now be done. 
And what may be accomplished through this 
region may be accomplished through the great 


t | valley of the West much sooner, and therefore 
which they were employed; they were practical |: 


much cheaper. A line of railroad cannot be laid 


| in any part of the world of the same extent 
i through a country so well adapted to its rapid and 
i cheap construction, and to the most rapid travel- 
' ing, as between the Ohio and Mississippi rivers, 


on and near the line of the national road; nor 
could it be constructed through any country capa- 
ble of containing a greater population, of building 
more flourishing towns and cities, or of making its 


: citizens more independent and wealthy. Unlike 


most roads which wind their grades circuitously 
through an uneven country, the greater part of 
that road may be constructed on straight lines 
and even grades. Ona crooked track the speed 
of the cars cannot exceed a certain limit with 


| safety; but on a straight line almost any required 
i £ 


speed may be attained; and all this line between 
Zanesville and the Mississippi river could be 


| traveled at the rate of twenty miles per hour as 


safely as the line between this city and Baltimore, 
or that winding through the mountains between 
Baltimore and the Ohio river could at twelve or 
fifteen miles per hour. 

He did not permit himself to doubt the con- 
struction of a railroad through that region of 
country between the Ohio and Mississippi. It 
was called for by the spirit of the age, and the 
growth of the West. It would be to the traveling 
community of the West what her great. rivers 
were to her commerce. It formed the very 1m- 
portant and connecting link between the various 
canals and railroads which connect the northern 
lakes with the Ohio and Mississippi rivers. It 
will render each of these much more useful by 
connecting and continuing their communication, 
furnishing and receiving their supplies. It will 
be to them what the father of waters is to his 
many tributary streams, and render each im- 
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Ho. or Reps. 


provement now of less value, because not directly 
connected with the others—as much more im- 
ortant and useful as are the great rivers of the 
Vest more valuable than they would be were 
they separate and disconnected streams, and the 
navigation confined on each to their own chan- 
nels. 

Your magnificent lakes and beautiful rivers 
must forever continue your commercial avenues. 
Your canals, which bisect the country between, 
will communicate with the commercial interior; 
byt the ease and speed of railroads give them 
unquestionable preference for all traveling pur- 
poses; and all experience has shown that for 
commercial purposes they are incomparably su- 
perior to the best macadamized roads. Animal 
power for draft, much less for speed, can never 
compete with steam, which is unlimited in its 
ability, and never tires. Not many years ago 
the keel-boat was made to stem the rapid current 
of the Ohio and Mississippi rivers by manual 
power; thena ripio New Orleans was a voyage 
of three months. The first introduction of steam- 
boats greatly lessened the time and labor; the 
time, under the advancing improvements, is re- 
duced much further; but every traveler who has 
been upon a railroad knows that the time may be 
yet reduced one half. 

He viewed the determination of the Baltimore 
and Ohio Railroad Company to persevere in their 
prosecution of that work to the Ohio river as a 
most propitious event to the West. He should 
feel that he had been recreant to the interests of 
the West were he not to embrace this occasion 
to express these sentiments. And he believed 
the West would be unpardonably negligent to 
her interests if the earliest opportunity be not 
embraced to secure the termination of that road 
at such a point as will be suitable for the termin- 
ation of the great railroad avenue of the West, 
that the two may complete the rapid and cheap 


communications between the East and the West. | 
Each of these great works east and west will add | 


incalculably to the value of the other; they are 
inseparable parts of a great and essential whole; 


and surely the different sections so deeply inter- | 
ested will not let theavailable period pass without ; 


securing their junction, and the completion of 
both. He entertained an earnest hope that they 
would not. 

Let this railroad be completed from the Ohio 
to the Mississippi, and to the farthest west, and 
it will greatly advance all the interior towns ang 
villages between yourcanalsand rivers—will form 
a much more valuable channel of communication 
for commercial purposes than any other road to 
forward the productions of the interior to their 
destined markets, and receive in return whatever 
the necessities of the country require. It will 
bring them substantially as much nearer to the 
canals and rivers, and to each other, as the time 
and expense of travel and transportation are re- 
duced. It will cross the great projected way 
between Lake Erie, by way of Cincinnati, to 
Charleston, and will cross the projected railways 
of Indiana and Illinois, and will render them all 
more valuable to those who construct them and to 


the country, by gathering the current of travel as . 


it comes from the East, and distributing it again 
through these diverging channels to the interior 


and to the remotest regions of the West; and it 


would invite an immense travel eastward through 
these roads, which must otherwise pass to the 
east by way of the Ohio river or the lakes; and it 
would present a most successful competition to 
the steamboats on the Ohio, between Cincinnati, 


by way of the projected Lake Erie aitwe dh its | 
ti 


intersection, and the termination of the Baltimore 
and Ohio railway; for the distance may be trav- 
eled in less than half the time; and between St. 


Louis and that point the time of travel would be | 


reduced at least three fourths; and between the 
mouth of the Ohio and Wheeling, by way of the 


Illinois Central railway, to intercept the great, 
western railway at Vandalia, it would compete | 


most triumphantly with the steamboat travel, for 
it could be traveled in about one third of the 


time, and probably safer and cheaper, and at all: 


seasons of the year when the stage of water is 
unfavorable in the river, particularly during the 
low water in the summer and the ice in the win- 
ter, which so often render extremely difficult, and 


frequently entirely interrupt, the navigation in the 

' upper Ohio. If the time was the same, this would 
be an invaluable substitute; but when it is known 
that the time is reduced several days in the trip, 
compared with the most favorable stages of the 
river, it would be preferred by all business men, 
to whom time is more valuable than money. It 
would be seen by all, and he could not doubt that 
the people of Illinois would see it so, that this 
road, in this view, receiving and transmitting the 
immense travel of Missouri, Tennessee, Missis- 
sippi, Alabama, and the whole southwestern 
country, that travel to and from the East through 
the southern section of the Hlinois Central rail- 
way, would add incalculably to the value and 
interest of that road, and would divert a large 
portion of that immense travel that is now con- 
fined to the Ohio river, through the States of 
Illinois, Indiana, and Ohio. 

To those who have not kept pace with the im- 
provements of the most *eventful times, and to 
those who have not enjoyed the ease and wit- 
nessed the facilities of railways, this picture may 
appear too high wrought. But all who have 
traveled upon any of the railways of this country 
will readily admit its practicability. He knew 
he had not stated all that. may be, and, in his 
sober judgment, would be, accomplished before 
many years in the rapid progress of western en- 
terprise. He had himself traveled at a greater 
speed than twenty miles per hour; he had trav- 
eled twenty continuous miles in less than an 
hour over atrack not so well adapted to great 
speed as that now projected. To him these objects 
were too desirable in his view, and of too much 
value to his country, to let any proper occasion 
pass without presenting them for public consid- 
eration, and pressing their early accomplishment. 

Every person the least observant of the prog- 
ress of events in this country has seen with pleas- 
ure that the whole system of traveling, through- 
out this country, has undergone a great and 
important revolution within the last four years. 
This has been effected by the application of steam 
to boats, the construction of railroads and steam 


stages and extension of stage lines, to connect all 
the important points of the country. It is within 
the recollection of those present, when the citi- 
zens of the Atlantic cities traveled from one city 
to the other in their own private carriage, and 
when the tedious journey from the West could 
only be Derfel with great fatigue on horse- 
back. No one thinks now of making a journey 
in this style. He who would attempt it would 
be laughed at as unfashionable and eccentric; as 
one who neither consulted his ease, his economy, 
nor his leisure. A private carriage, or a traveler 


locomotives, and by the general introduction of , 


on horseback, is seldom met on any of your great ' 


traveling thoroughfares. This results from the 
great facilities of traveling to any desired point 
faster and cheaper by other means. And as the 
number of contiguous lines of stages, steamboats, 
and railways, is increased, each adds to the im- 

ortance, and increases the business, of the other. 
This was the boasted age of inventions; the hand 
of improvement was seen, and its influence felt, 
everywhere advancing the interests and pro- 
moting the happiness of society. Labor-saving 
machines were applied to increase the power and 
reduce the labor of men in each operation and 
every department of life; and in no attempt have 


. application to the means of traveling. 

‘The general adoption of railways will accom- 
plish all that is desirable, and viewed in this light, 
i the connection of the great eastern and western 
|i sections of the Union by a railway is of the 
l; utmost importance. The improved mode and 
| increased facilities of intercommunication are 
| among mme prominen events which characterize 
|; this age. ‘To that immense multitude who travel 
|: between the East and West, time is money; and 
| the time that would be saved, without estimating 
the fatigue between a railway and a macadamized 
! road, would be several days to each passenger. 

This economy of time would ina short period 

equal the construction of the road. The ease of 
ii the traveling public would be promoted, and the 
i ability of the business community is increased. 

He had made an effort to collect a series of sta- 
i! tistical items relative to that country to elucidate 


: these efforts been more successful than in their || 


and so extraordinary in all that relates to it, 
, nothing satisfactory or even approaching the truth 
‘could be gatnered. What was correct of it to- 
day fell far behind the truth on to-morrow. Such 
was the rapidity of its growth in improvement, 
population, wealth, and business resources. Like 
the current of its mighty rivers, its course was 
rapid, irresistible, onward. 
_ A few years ago a journcy over the best roads 
in the country of three hundred miles, was one 
, of many days and of great trial. Now it may 
| be performed in a single day, and comparatively 
without fatigue. A journey across the Allegha- 
nies and through the valley of the West required 
formal preparation and the toil of weeks or 
months. The traveler took solemn leave of his 
family and relatives. The unforeseen incidents 
and unavoidable perils of the journey were the 
constant theme of his anxious friends. Complete 
these roads, and a trip from New York to the 
Ohio river may be performed in two days, and 
to the Mississippi in four. And in point of time 
and for all practical purposes, St. Louis will be 
brought as near to New York as Baltimore was 
twenty years ago; and every other point in the 
West, in time and labor, is bródahi as much 
nearer. Is not the accomplishment of all this 
most desirable to the West? And will not the 
East, who will share so largely in its advantages, 
aid in its aceomplishment? Every individual 
interested in the canals and railroads, or in the 
prosperity of the commerce or towns of the West 
—every merchant or trader who travels to the 
East—every farmer whose agricultural products 
are sent to the East—every individual who travels, 
has a common interest in the accomplishment of 
this work. They have only to reflect upon its 
immense advantages to every interest, to per- 
ceive them and advocate them. Letthe attention 
of the people of the West be directed to it, and 
they will not fail to approve of it, and to instruct 
their Representatives to secure their’ interests; 
nor will they hold him faultless who withholds 
his coöperation. 
He believed the social and political influence 


| this subject; but fn a country so new, so vast, 


| which would result from the increasing facilities 


of intercommunication would be happily felt on 
| the character and destiny of the American peo- 
| ple. As the time, labor, and expense of traveling 
| were lessened, greater inducements were held out 
' to the man of ease, and the man of industry, to 
| travel, as well as to the man of business and the 
‘man of leisure. As the time and expense were 
reduced, more frequent journeys of friendship 
and trips of pleasure would be made—social feel- 
ing promoted, society improved, and a more 
genial feeling exist, and intimate connection be 
formed between the citizens of the different sec- 
tions of the Union. To the true patriot, to the 
ardent lover of his country, and to the true friend 
| of the Union, the rapidly-extending lines of mail 
| stages, the construction of canals and railways 

through every part of the country, the improve- 
i ment of steamboat navigation upon all your 
‘Jakes and rivers, furnish the strongest and most 

conclusive evidence that this union will be per- 

petual. They bring, within a few days’ travel, 

the most distant parts of this wide spread Repub- 

lic, improve their social feelings, soften and 

subdue their prejudices, unite their commercial 
interests, and form the sinews and ligaments 
which must forever and inseparably bind and 
cement them into one common and united people. 


‘| And as military defenses, the facilities with which 


'| any requ 


ired amount of men, military stores and 
be concentrated through them, at any 
to the assailable points of the 


given point, give l Í 
fident security against any 


country the most con 
: successful invasion. i 
i And since it has become the settled policy of 
| the Government to remove and congregate all the 
Indian tribes on the northwestern frontier, itisa 
| subject worthy of grave and deliberate consider- 
| ation whether a railway on the line under consid- 
eration, and extended beyond the Mississippi to 
the Indian territory, would not furnish the most 
' available and certain means of that kind of fre- 
| quent communication and rapid supply of force 
' to control and keep in proper check that wild and 
į lawless people. 
|! He did nat understand it to be the desire of the 


| arms may 
| 
l 
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might hereafter be determined. He did not per- 
mit himself to doubt the superiority of the rail- 
way, but if the macadamized was finally adopted, 
nothing could be lost by now completing the 
grade; whereas, if the railway should be here- 
after adopted, the whole expenditure on the stone 
covering would be of little value. He wanted to 
give time for the people to investigate the subject, 
and for the Legislatures of the States, into whose 
hands it was to be surrendered, and who were to 
keep it in repair, to express their opinions. He 
would feel himself instructed on this subject by 
the decision of the Legislature of Ohio. 

Gentlemen seemed not to apprehend the opera- 
tion of the change. When either plan of road 
should be completed, it would be surrendered to 
the States. They committed the macadamized 
road to their agents, and levied toll upon those 
who traveled upon it, to kecpit in repair. Ifa 
railway was constructed, it would be surrendered 
to the States, and the States would put their cars 
under the direction of their agents on it, and 
would only charge so much for transportation 
and passengers as would keep the road in repair, 
and meet the expenses of running the cars. It 
would, therefore, be the cheapest fare of any 
road ever constructed, as the tolls now on the 
macadamized road are the lowest. Either road 
would be equally under the control of the States 
and the people. And it is shown, from the 
highest authority, that the railroad may be kept 
in repair at much the lowest expense. 

Several objections bad been urged against the 
change of plan to a railroad, untenable as they 
were novel. The objection that it could not be 
used by emigrants might be refuted by stating 
that families going westward may, in two days 
from the time the 
in the grand prairie of Illinois for less money than 
their provisions would cost them in the long and 
toilsome two or three weeks which their journe 
would occupy on the macadamized road. ft 


would be a common advantage to the farmer and | 
to the merchant; the one would procure his pro- ; 
duce sent to the nearest point on the canals or . 
rivers as much cheaper than he could on a wagon | 
as the other could his merchandise brought to | 


him in return cheaper. It would tend to make 
the towns and villages on its line the places 


where the farmer could sell his produce as much | 
higher than he otherwise could, as it could be | 


taken to market cheaper. It would be of the 
same advantage to every one in traveling; all 
could travel cheaper and faster than in the stage. 


It would be ee the poor man’s means | 


of traveling. The rich could pay their way in 
the stage at any price; but the reductions of fare 
on this railroad would bring the expense within 


the means of the poorest, and no person would | 


desire to travel on horseback when they could 
perform the journey in one fourth the time, and 
for less money, than the amount of their tavern 
bills. Last of all, the most astonishing objection 
was brought forward that the speed was too great; 
the traveler passed so rapidly through that he 
had no time to stop and spend any money. If 
this objection were admissible, it would be inju- 
rious to improve the roads inany way. Let them 
remain ds impassable as pee so that pas- 
sengers must stop every five miles and stay all 
night, for the benefit of the tavern-keepers and 
prosperity of the country. This objection, he 
apprehended, would not be very popular with 
the traveling public, and he understood that road 
to he made for the benefit of those who traveled 
it. 

He had been no little surprised to hear honor- 
able gentlemen advance these objections, and 
advocate a macadamized road, when they well 
krew that no private company nor their States 
would adopt any other than a railroad, in several 
of which they were already engaged. He knew 
them to be gentlemen of intelligence and enlarged 
views of public policy, and knowing this, he was 
only the agre surprised that they should descend 


+ nl NOR 


reach this road, be set down | 


| 
| 
| 
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traveling and of receiving intelligence. 

To those who did not believe that the Federal 
Government had any power to construct such 
works, he had no arguments to address. But to 
those who were willing to complete the national 
road, he hoped the superior advantages of a rail- 
road would be seen and adopted. It was shown 
by tho estimates that it could be made nearly or 
quite as cheap, and that it could be kept in repair 
for half the amount. This last item was one 
which should control the decision of the States 
which are obligated to keep it in repair. 

He could not refrain from again expressing that 
it would be with much'regret that he would assent 
to the expenditure of the appropriations for Ohio 
and Indiana in the manner provided in the bill; 
for, so soon asa railroad should be constructed, 
the expenditure would be rendered of compara- 
tively little value. The macadamized road, like 
the turnpike between this city and Baltimore, and 
Baltimore and Frederick, would be abandoned; 
but the State would be under obligation to kee 
it in repair. Why would it be abandoned? Be- 
cause the fare will be cheaper, and the speed much 
greater. No wagons, or comparatively none, will 
run upon it, for this very conclusive reason: that 
everything can and will be tranported cheaper on 
the railroad. The expenditure should therefore 
be for grading. The plan shouldbe changed. It 
was important that the decision should be early 


; made; the interests of the whole country required 


it. Let its benefits extend to those who may 
come after us. Let it be not for our use alone, 
but for our country and posterity. 


f 
| 
'| His constituents felt a deep interest in the loca- | 
| 


tion of this road. That question he had hoped 
would have been settled before this bill. In this 
' he had been disappointed. Such had been the 


course of the apprann for that change, that he | 
e to present his views on it. It: 


had not been a 
was the belief that the interests of a large majority 
of his constituents required that the bill proposing 
a change of route should be first passed that had 
induced him to move to lay this onthe table. He 


of all his constituents in reference to it; but as 


|| they were themselves divided, he could only en- | 


i deavor to advance thegreater interest. He would 


now only say that he hoped, when that bill came ; 


up, he should be able successfully to meet every 


objection, and refute every argument against its ` 
passage, and prevail upon the House to do justice ' 


to one of the most populous, fertile, and interest- 


ing sections through which a road could be made > 


; in the West. 


PROCEEDS OF THE PUBLIC LANDS. 


SPEECH OF HON. R. J. WALKER, 
OF MISSISSIPPI, 
In Senate, April 22, 1836, 


ceeds of the sales of the Public Lands among the States, 
&c., (Mr. Ciay’s bill.] 


_ Mr. WALKER said: I am constrained, by an 
imperious sense of public duty, to participate in 

the debate upon the question now under consid- 
‘eration. The measure proposed for our adoption 
| is deeply interesting to the whole Union. 


highest importance. Indced,so deeply am I im- 
pressed with the momentous consequences to my 
constituents which must follow the adoption of 


plation of these results, and oppressed by a sense 
of the responsibility which is devolved upon me. 
My opposition to this bill may be wholly un- 
availing; but my resolution is to resist its pas- 
sage to the uttermost, consoled by the reflection 
that, in any contingency, I have at least endeav- 
ored to discharge my duty. The proposition is 
to divide among all the States of the Union, ac- 


|’ cording to their 


regretted that he could not comply with the wishes ` 


On the bill to appropriate for a limited time the net pro- į 


| sought to be gol 
| visions of millions upon millions for distribution. 
; Defense is to be erased from the tablets of the 


this measure, that I am appalled by the contem- | 


poe for they have long since been expended, 
ut we take an equivalent sum from the general 
revenues of the Government, and call it the net 
proceeds of the public lands for 1833. If, then, 
it be unconstitutional to distribute among the 
States the general revenues of this Government, 
this bill involves this principle. If we may take 
for distribution a sum equivalent to the net pro- 
ceeds of the sales of the public lands for 1833, we 
may take similar equivalent sums for the net pro- 
ceeds of the sales for 1800, and from that period 
to the present moment, and call it a distribution 
of the net proceeds of the sales of the public 
lands. Might we at this moment pass a bill for 
the distribution among the States of the net pro- 


. ceeds of the sales of the public lands from the 


organization of the Government to the present 
period? and if not, how can we adopt the present 
measure? It isin vain to disguise the fact that 
we are in reality distributing the revenues of the 
Government, generally by the retrospective oper- 
ation of this measure. The unex pended balance 
in the public Treasury on the 4th of July, 1836, 
the distribution of which is then commenced, is 
composed, in part, of the revenues arising from 
the tariff. A very large portion of this balance 
is appropriated, but not expended, under existing 
laws. By this bill we either repeal the laws or 
make a double appropriation of the same money. 

This bill, we have seen, also reaches forward 
to the Ist of January, 1838. It makes prospect- 
ive calculations for two years in advance of the 
wants as well as the revenues of this Government, 
and subtracts during all this period for distribu- 
tion among the States, the net proceeds of the 
sales of the public lands. This prospective dis- 
tribution is based upon calculations of an over- 
flowing Treasury in 1837—predictions made by 
the same party who foretold the insolvency of the 
Treasury and ruin of the country as the result of 
the measures of this Administration. Others may 
legislate for years in advance upon the faith of 
their predictions, but their conjectural estimates 
of the fature wants and revenues of this Govern- 
ment furnish no sufficient data upon which I can 
rest my vote. They may be as greatly mistaken 
now in their prophetic visions of 1837 as they 
were in 1834; and if so, this measure would prove 
disastrous to the country. 

Weare now asked toabandon the settled usages 


; of the Government, and embark in new projects, 


and new experiments. It is proposed to divide 
among the States a vast portion of the revenues 
of thisGovernment. A division among the Slates 


‘| of the revenues of the Government of the Union, 
' isa fearful omen of the division of the Union itself. 
, It is a movement towards that dread catastrophe. 
|; It will be the cause, as it is the precursor, of other 
assaults upon the Government of the Union. 
| Division, division is now the watchword of as- 
' sault upon appropriations for national defense. 
| The Constitution is assailed here in the very cit- 
| adel of its power, by a corrupting demand for the 
| Spoils of this Government for distribution. 
` prayer of inspiration, ‘lead us not into tempta- 


To | 


the new States especially it is a subject of the | 


The 


tion,” is wholly disregarded, and the States are 
azzled and corrupted by golden 


Constitution, and distribution, a word not to be 


| found in that instrument, is to be interpolated by 


an appeal to the States to divide the spoils of the 
Government. National honor and national glory 
are to become an empty sound; and money— 


| money for distribution—is to absorb all other con- 
| siderations, 


When I reflect that the proposition 
before us is not a temporary measure, that it is 
not a single operation upon an accidental surplus, 
but that its author, the Senator from Kentucky, 
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a 


as ; 1 3 : a 
(Mr. Crav,] declares it to be one of the great ri duty on sugar. Itis perceived by the friends of | of unnecessary officers created to make the collec- 


recommendations of this project that it will be 
perpetual, | shrink back appalled by the contem- 
pianon of the evils which this measure is prepar- 
lug tor this now happy, happy Union. Dark and 
givomy vistons flit before me when I survey the 
corrupting consequences of this surplus and dis- 
trbutiensystem. The country must pass through 
the valley of the shadow of death if it can with- 
stand tie results of this system, by which the 
States are to be arrayed against the General Gov- 
ernment in a struggle for millions for distribu- 
Qon. 

Postponing for the present the consideration 
of this branch of the subject, IE will now endeavor 
to demonstrate that this measure is calculated to 
revive the tarif. The bill as it now stands strips 
the General Government of all resources from the 
sales of the public lands; it does more. Hre- 
fuses, by a direct vote of the Senate, togay the 
expenses of Indian wars, or treaties, or annuities, 
or removals, from the proceeds of the sales of 
the publie lands, but throws all this vast expend- 
iure, amounting during the present year to about 
twelve millions of dollars, upon the tarit. The 
whote expenses of the Government, ordinary or 
extraordinary, are henceforth to be devolved upon 
the tritt. The net amount realized from the 
tariff since the year 1933 is about seventeen mil- 
lions of dollars. By the compromise act of the 
U of March, 1833, the duties decrease annually 
by a descending scale, untl, in 1542, twenty per 
cent, is the maximum, and twelve-and-a-half per 
cent, is about the average rate of duties. Our 
revenue derived from the tariff could not then 
much exceed twelve million dollars per annum. 
Deduct fram this amount the probable average 
annual expense of Indian treaties, annuities, wars, 
and removals, and the sum leftis wholly insuf- 
ficient to support the Government. There is no 
man more opposed than myself to extravagant 
expenditures, but the most rigid economist can- 
not calculate that the expenditures of this Gov- 
ernment, great as is the wonderful growth of the 
country, can be less in 1842 for all purposes, or- 
dinary and extraordinary, than $17,000,000 per 
annum. Withdraw the revenues from the public 
lands, and how is the deficiency in the revenue 
to be supplied? An increase of the tariff will be 
anevitable; and shall southern Senators support 
a bill and maintain a policy which will render 
necessary an increase of the tariff? Would not 
our own votes be arrayed against us as at once 
the cause and the apology for such augmentation? 
This result seems to me to have been indirectly 
conceded by the Senator from Kentucky, [Mr. 
Cia?.] He, however, consoled us by stating that 
the duties may be increased on wines and silks. 
And how will this operate on the South? France 
buys a large portion of our cotton, and we pur- 
chase her wines and silks. The exchange is not 
direct, but the operation on prices is nearly the 


same. This isa principle conceded by the friends , 


of free trade throughout the Union. Increase the 
duties upon wines and silks, and we will dimin- 
ish the price of our cotton. 

This diminution of price may not be in the 
same proportion as the increase of the tariff upon 
imporis, but it will be in a ratio approximating 
the rate of duties, and diminishing gradually from 
year to year the price of the export, till the loss 
arising from the tariff is nearly equalized between 
the importing and exporting nauon. But an in- 


crease of dutics upon wines and silks will not i: 
No; a gen- | 


alone produce the required revenue. 
cral augmentation of the tariff will be necessary. 
It will be called a tariff for revenue, but will be, 
in fact, a protective tariff; for the revenues from 
the duties, added to the proceeds of the sales of 
the public lands even at reduced prices, would, in 
the absence of this distribution, be fully sufficient 
fur all the wants of the Government. Can any 


southern man be so blind as not to perceive that | or ¢ 
© old one, that all reduction of the price is refused, 


this bill throws the whole expenditures of the 
Government upon the tariff, and renders its in- 
crease inevitable? The author of this Lill is the 
futher of the tariff, and, with but few exceptions, 
the votes for this bill come from States favorable 
tu the tariff. The only southern State which gave 
a united vote for the bill is Louisiana, a tariff 
State, and which I would gladly see cut loose 
from the protective system by a repeal of the 


the tariif that, unless the surplus ts distributed, a 
reduction of the duties is inevitable. Heretofore, 
immense expenditures for internal improvement 
by the General Government constituted a pretext 
for retaining the duties; now that system is abol- 
ished, and distribution is the substitute. 

And here let me ask the Senate to consider 
that when the tariif was partially abandoned by 
the author of this bill in 1833, it was accompanied 
by the hope that the system would be revived 
under more favorable auspices. That revival 
will take place if this bill becomes a law. Fifty 


millions of dollars under this bill are to be dis- : 


tributed among the States, which are thus to be 
corrupted and controlled by this mighty mass of 
treasure. The States are to be pensioned upon 
the General Government, rendered stipendiaries 
of their bounty, and distributees of their revenue. 
The whole taxing power is ultimately to be ab- 
sorbed by the General Government, and State 
taxation to be discontinued. The State taxes in 
all the old States are to be paid from the sales of 
the lands in the new. This result has been openly 
proclaimed in several States friendly to this bill. 
lf we may take one portion of the national reve- 
nue for distribution among the States, why may 

not take any other portion? If we may dis- 
tribute fifty million dollars of the national reve- 
nue, why may we not distribute five hundred 
millions? Concede the principle and the result 
may easily follow. Protection was the pretext 
for the former tariff; now, something more uni- 
versally corrupting to influence all the States is 
sought for, and distribution is the scheme for 
perpetuating the tariff, and augmenting it to an 
unlimited extent. Distribution is the great and 
only efficient antagonist of a reduction of the 
tariff. Let us refuse to distribute, and the people 
will demand a reduction of the tariff. On the one 
hand is economy in expenditures, and a reduction 
of the duties and of the price of the public lands; 
on the other, is a refusal to reduce the price of 
the public lands, and augmentation of the tariff, 
and a distribution of millions among the States. 
On the one hand you are asked to reduce all the 
burdens of the people, and leave your uncollected 
millions in their pockets; on the other, you are 
required to keep up the price of the public lands, 
augment the tariff and distribute the surplus 
among the States. On the one hand we are asked, 
at a great expense of collection, to extort from 


the people forty or fifty millions of dollars an- : 


nually, for the purpose of distributing one half 
the amount among the States; on the other hand 
we are asked to collect no more money than is 
essentially necessary to carry on all the opera- 
tions of a Government administered in a spirit 
of republican economy and simplicity, and leave 
this immense surplus in the hands of the people 
to be used by each citizen as he may think proper. 
The one system will take annually from each free 
male citizen and head of a family in this Union 
an average sum of at least twenty dollars, to be 
distributed among the States, and never return to 
those who paid it. This annual contribution 


may be but a small amount to the wealthy, but ' 


to the poor man it may be a large portion of his 
annual income. This bill is in fact a scheme to 
levy an annual tribute for unnecessary revenue. 


` W hat consolation will it be to the man who raises 
a small or large crop of cotton, that his State— 


not himself—receives a portion of the public rev- 
enuc, when the price of his crop is greatly re- 
duced by an augmented tariff, and the price of 
every article he may purchase greatly enhanced 
thercby? Let him make a table of the profit and 
loss from this system, and he will find that where 


| twenty. 


| Again, what consolation will this distribution | 
| be to the farmer who wishes to buy a tract of the » 


public lands to make a new farm, or enlarge an 


| or that speculators have entered the land and ask 
for it ten or twenty dollars per acre? What con- 
solation will this State distribution be to the settler 
' upon public lands, to whom a preémption law 18 
refused in order to increase the sum for distribu- 
tion, and his farm thereby sacrificed to specula- 
i tors? Ten or twenty per cent. of the amount will 
| be lost in the process of collection, and swarms 


he gains one dollar by this system, he ioses | 


ij tions and distributions and eat out the substance 
-of the people. The new States, and especially 
the new States of the South, will have to bear 
nearly the whole burden of this system. Missis- 
sippi, in payment for public lands, and in de- 
creased prices for her cotton, and increased prices 
for cotton bagging, clothing, sugar, and almost 
every article of consumption, under an increased 
tariff, will be drained annually of at least five 
millions of dollars, and get back annually about 
two hundred thousand dollars. [speak not now 
of the mass collected for a single distribution by 
the retrospective operation of this law, but of the 
system as a system; and such it is admitted it 
will become if this bill be passed intoa law. To 
the State of Mississippi such a system will be 
utter ruin and desolation. All property will fall 
in value, and distress and embarrassment pervade 
the community. Letus leave this surplus uncol- 
lected, reduce the tariff, reduce the price of the 
public lands, confine the sales to settlers only, 
and Mississippi will save more ina single year 
than she woul gain in along series of years from 
the distribution system. Confining the system to 
the distribution of the proceeds of the sales of the 
public lands, and how-does it operate? Nearly 
all the moneys are paid for these lands by the new 
States, and what do they get in return? About 
one fifth of the amount paid by themselves, with 
the addition of ten per cent. on the money paid 
by their own citizens. A single old State, that 
pays, perhaps, not one dollar of this money into 
the Treasury, receives, by distribution, nearly 
twenty times as much as certain new. States, 
paying millions of this money annually into the 
Treasury. The States, we are told, are now satis- 
fied with fifty millions for distribution under the 
resent tariff and present price of the public lands. 
3ut how long will they be thus satisfied when 
this corrupting system shall have commenced? 
or where will it terminate? The next assault will 
be directly made upon the revenues arising from 
the tariff. Augment the tariff, and increase the 
fund for distribution will be the next requisition. 
Who can doubt this result if the South consents 
‘to the distributive system? Our own votes would 
rise up in array against us, and all resistance 
would be vain and impotent. Nor will there be 
any limit to the sum that may be demanded for 
distribution. The system will work a complete 
revolution in the form of our Government, and 
by the unlimited increase in the money power in 
the General Government, will subvert all the 
i checks and guards of the Constitution. The 
money wanted by a majority of the States for 
' distribution will be the only limit of the taxing 
power of this Government. 

Is the South prepared for this result? Let us 
not console ourselves with the reflection that the 
distribution will stop at a demand for the pro- 
ceeds of the sales of the public lands. Already 
a distribution of the whole unappropriated rev- 
enue has been openly proposed in Congress, and 
has many advocates. A part of the revenues 
derived from the tariff is, in fact, as I have here- 
tofore shown, distributed under this bill. The 
net proceeds of the sales of the public lands in 
1333 are distributed under this bill. But these 
proceeds have long since been expended under 
former appropriations. Whence, then, comes 
the equivalent for these expended proceeds? From 
the present proceeds of the sales of the public 
lands? No, for they also are distributed under 
this bill. This sum, then, thus distributed, is, 
| in fact, derived from the tariff, and can come from 
| no other quarter. Indeed it is also certain, on 
another ground, that. the sum thus distributed is 
not the net proceeds of the sales of the public 
lands. The Senate, by a direct vote, refused to 
deduct any of the following items from the amount 
to be distributed, namely: ‘* Annuities to Indians 
on account of the. purchase of lands; ** holding 
treaties with Indians for the pw chase of lands;”? 
‘ amount paid to the Indians for the purchase of 
lands;’’ *“ amount expended in removing Indians 
from lands purchased.’? We refuse to deduct 
some of the very amounts paid for the lands, dis- 
tribute the proceeds of the sales, and call this a 
distribution of the net proceeds of the sales of the 
public lands. Deduct the amount paid for the 
ii public lands, and all the incidental expenses, 


520 


APPENDIX TO THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


[ April 22, 


247H Cone... lsr Sess. 


State purposes out of moneys received from the 
pee le of the new States from sales of the public 
ands, is a most dangerous principle. It renders 
the new States the colonies of the old States. It 
establishes, in fact,in its practical operations, 


1835, was $58,619,523. From this deduct the 
following charges against the public Jands: 


Sum paid for Louisiana, and interest. .$23,529,353 
Sum paid for Florida, and interest... 6,489,768 
Sum paid to State of Georgia for public 


lands. +seereeveresesseceeseres 1,250,000 and strikes a deadly blow at the prosperity and 
Cumberland road, mi AIR | independence of ie ee new Stale in the nion. 
chargeable on proceeds of public 5,956,024 Destructive to the South, ruinous to the new 
lands. sseseeeseressrecosereeoeee 1832375 States, threatening to the Union, will be the 
Yazoo aS oranges roe 997°743 adoption of this fatal, fatal measure. 
bg reer atin iat e Oise It should not be forgotten that this bill is the 
Salaries of registers oe eo ana ees >19% same in substance heretofore vetoed by President 
Salaries oreo at nets coogi 860.567 Jackson; that it was reported originally by the 
Surveys of public lands. s+ +. esoo o. 27807630 Senator from Kentucky (Mr. Cray] from the 


Committee on Manufactures, when that Senator 
was urging a rigid adherence toa protective tariff. 
The system of extravagant expenditures by the 
i ~~ i, General Government for local improvements had 
Total oeicccewie'e 65 6 sien s sees -$61,129,178 (| been arrested b the Maysville veto. That 
leaving a deficit of $2,509,655 against the public | branch of the Auca system having b@n 
lands on the 30th of September last. But to the || broken down by that veto, the system of distri- 
amount paid on account of public lands, as before || 


Charges on lands in Indian depart- 
MEN. cece cc cceccccssccccesscees 11,041,560 


i| bution has been resorted to as the only means of 


stated, the Committee on Public Lands, which | preventing a reduction of the tariff and of the 


reported this distribution bili, have added four :! price of the public lands. 

items, amounting to $5,409,973. Several of these Nor is the revival of the tariff the only evil that 
items the Senator from New York, (Mr. Wricur,] , will result from the adoption of this measure. It 
in a very clear and lucid argument, has shown will forever prevent the reduction of the price of 
not to be properly introduced by the committee; | the public lands, or the adoption of any provision 
but including them all, and the grosss proceeds _ in favor of actual settlers. The preémption sys- 
of the sales of the public lands, as estimated by |: tem, to secure his home to the industrious occu- 
the committee themselves, is but $64,029,496, from |i pant, has already been sacrificed in anticipation 
which deduct the charges before enumerated, and | of the passage of this bill. The committee which 
it will leave a balance in favor of the public lands | reported this bill have reported against the whole 
on the 30th of September last, of $2,900,318 at | preamption system; they have done more—they 
the highest possible estimate. Now, the pro- | have reported against allowing preémptions to 
ceeds of the public lands distributed under this |, those settlers whose settlements 
bill, prior to the 30th of September, 1835, are, as | ered by contingent Choctaw floats. Their chair- 
given by the committee themselves, $17,991,873. | man (who reported this 
Deduct from this last sum the balance in favor of | has declared that the nal lands are worth from 
the public lands on the 30th of September, 1835, |, ten to twenty dollars per acre, and announced his 
and the sum of $15,090,853 is distributed under || determination to bring in a bill which will cause 
this bill, not derived from the net proceeds of the || the public lands to bring these prices. The mode 
sales of the public lands, but from the tariff. The ' of operation has also been 
South denied the constitutionality as well as ex- | Secret sealed bids for all the public lands, by which 
pediency of a tariff for protection; and do we, or : the settler must bid for his farm, not only against 
can we concede the constitutionality or expe- the speculator, but against himself, for no human 
diency of a tariff for distribution? May we raise | being can tell what amount of bid will secure his 
by a tariff $15,000,000, or $500,000,000, not for :; farm. Whilst, then, in point of form, the price 
revenue for the wants of this Government, but | of public lands is not increased, in point of fact 
for distribution? It is perfectly obvious that this | it is sought to be augmented by the leading friends 
bill adopts the principle of distributing the moneys 

realized from the tariff for the following reasons, | 
each of which is sufficient to sustain my position: | 
First, because it distributes nearly four millions | 
of dollars as net proceeds ‘of the sales of the public | 
lands in 1833, when this sum had been already 
fully expended for the purposes of the Govern- 
ment and the payment of the public debt, and the 
sum now taken 1s realized from the tariff. Sec- 
ond, the Senate distinctly refused to deduct from 
the sum for distribution four very large items, 
clearly chargeable on the public lands; and third, 
the sum of at least $15,000,000, as heretofore 
proved, is distributed under the provisions of this 
bill, prior to the 30th of September, 1835, beyond 
the net amount then received from the public 
Jands. Itis in vain, then, to escape the conclu- 
sion that this isa bill for a distribution of the 
general revenues of this Government. 

Have we the power to impose a tariff to raise 
money for distribution among the States? If so, 
in what clause of the Constitution is the power 
given? May the General Government collect 
taxes from the South, by the tariff, to support 
the State governments of the North, and pay 
their State taxes under the operation of this dis- 
tribution? May Massachusetts, through the 
operations of the General Government, tax Mis- 
sissippi for the benefit of the people of Massa- 
chusetts alone, by the intervention of a tariff for 
distribution? But I will go further, and ask that, 
conceding this bill to be limited to a distribution 
only of the net proceeds of the sales of the public 
lands, has Massachusetts, through the operations 


| the public lands at small prices, for actual settle- 
ment, are to be wholly abandoned: and the new 
_ States treated as some distant colony, to be looked 
: to only as a source for draining money for dis- 
‘tribution. A direct State interest in the mone 
arising from the sales of the public lands is to 
given to each one of the old States of the Union. 
| These States constitute a large majority in both 
| Houses of Congress, and will, if this bill is passed, 


ter to ten or twenty dollars per acre. Sales of 


with the sole object of deriving from those sales 
the largest fund for distribution; all reduction 
of price, all donations or preémptions to settlers, 
will be utterly refused. These results were all 
predicted by me, in a speech against this bill de- 
ivered at Raymond, Mississippi, in September, 
1834; and these predictions have been all too fully 
realized. Each one of the old States desires to 
| render as large as possible her distributive share 
of the proceeds of these sales, and if this bill is 


i 


y any reduction of the price. Preëmption laws 
encouraged. If there is one man who can doubt 
the operation of this system, let him examine the 
report in which it originated. That report was 
made to the House of Representatives of Con- 
gress, on the 25th of February, 1829, by a com- 
mittee of that House, in favor of this distribution 
of the net proceeds of the sales of the public 
lands. From that report I read the followin 
extracts. 


uo 
d 


ear this distribution bill) | 


lac been cov- | 


isclosed by him. ` 


of the distribution bill from one dollar and a quar- ' 


be 


| direct their views to the sales of the public lands, | 


will be-—they are refused, and sales for speculation | 


+ tutions of small tracts having been obtained with faci 


the principle of taxation without representation, > 


i| $ 
i acre; and that of the few who opposed a consid- 


. lands to individuals. 


Speaking of the policy which prevailed prio 
to the system of distribution, proposed by the 
committee, they say: 

* Claims rejected at the !and offices have been readily 
allowed by Congress. Grants to colleges and other insti. 


lity, 


and other evidences having been manifested by a disposi- 


` tion on the part of Congress to concede the rights of the 


many to the importunities of the few, large donations were 
successfully solicited, and during the session of 1827 and 
1828 Congress actually gave away to States and to individ- 
uals not less than two million three hundred thousand 
acres of choice land.” *  *- * — “ Encouraged by 
the success of these applications, several of the new States 
have now boldly demanded of Congress the surrender of the 
lands within their limits.”’ * * $ “But if any 
States have in reality un unhallowed desire to get, it may 
be useful to them to reflect that the other States have 
the power to keep.” = * ig * “Tt appears to your 
committee that the time has arrived when the community 
should be awakened to a protection of their rights—when 
measures should be adopted in the national councils to give 
the States a DIRECT INTEREST in the income arising from 
the sal& of the public lands. This individual measure 
would at once check further concessions.”  * * * 
“ This policy would undoubtedly always influence a major- 
ity ; because only the member from a State about to receive 
acession would venture to make such a gift, when the 
evident consequences would be the diminution of the direct 
revenue of the States represented by the rest.” 


Here is the whole ground conceded by the 
very committee which first proposed the distri- 
bution of the proceeds of the sales of the public 
lands. In this report the committee concede the 
following positions: 

First. That prior to the proposed distribution, 
“ claims rejected at the land offices have been 
readily allowed by Congress.” * * Small 
tracts have been obtained with facility.” * * 


, During the session of 1827 and 1828 Congress 


actually gave awcy to States and individuals not 
less than two million three hundred thousand 
acres of choice land.” 

Second. That the distribution project would 
arrest this liberal policy to the new States, by 
giving to the old States ‘‘a DIRECT INTEREST in 
the income arising from the sales of the public lands’? 
—that this measure ‘* would at once check further 
concessions.” Here the effects of this distribu- 
tion upon the new States is distinctly conceded 
by the very committee which proposed the meas- 
ure, and its adoption urged by a direct appeal to 
the interest of the old States, and a violent denun- 
ciation of the new States of the Union ag influ- 
enced by ‘‘ unhallowed desires.” Let us contrast 
the operations of the two systems, as conceded 
by the committee themselves: 

No distribution—effects of. Distribution—effects of. 
ist. Large donations of lst. No donations hereaf- 
"Sa. None hereafter. 

3d. A direct interes given 
to the old States in the in- 
come of public lands. 

4th. Rigid system hereaf- 
ter as to all Jand claims, 

sth. A policy to extract 

Sth. A liberal policy tothe from the new States most 
new States. money for distribution. 

A revolution in the policy of the Government 
as to the public lands has already taken place, in 
anticipation of the ‘passage of this distribution 
bill. In 1827 and 1828 the Journals of the Senate 
and the published debates of that body demon- 
Strate that a very large majority of the Senate 
was favorable to the reduction of the price of the 
public lands; that the measure was lost by a 
difference of opinion as to the extent of the 
reduction; that all seemed willing to reduce the 
price of the public lands at once to one dollar an 


2d. Large donations of 
lands to new settlers. 

3d. Old States holding no 
direct interest in sales of 
public lands. 

4th. Private claims to lands 
readily allowed. 


erable reduction, several proposed an immediate 
cession, upon equitable terms, of all the public 
lands to the States within which they were 
situated. At the session of 1828, when a bill to 


i reduce the price of the public lands was under 


: and, i| consideration, the Journals and published debates 
assed, will never consent to diminish that share ; 


show that the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. 
Wesster] then moved to reduce the price of the 
public lands in favor of actual settlers to fifty 
cents per acre. The vote on this proposition, as 
recorded on the Journal, was 18 for and, 27 
against it; a majority of those who voted against 
this proposition voting, however, for the other 
proposition for a still greater reduction. Such was 
the situation of this question in 1828, prior to the 
introduction of the distribution bill. Now, how 
changed the scene! All reduction of the price 
refused; the settlers of the new States denounced 


1836.) _ 
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upon this floor as unprincipled squatters; pre- 


emption laws treated with scorn and derision, | 


and speculators encouraged to purchase the farms 
of the settlers at the public sales, and rob them 
of the price of their labor. The Senator from 
Tennessee (Mr. Write] has thought proper to 
express, in his speech in favor of this distribu- 
tion bill, his disapprobation of my proposition to 
reduce to actual settlers the price of the public 
lands. [tis far from my intention to arraign the 
conduct of the venerable Senator from Tennessee; 
but as he thinks my proposition so very objec- 
tonable, may [be permitted to remind him that 
before he became the advocate of this distribution 
land bill, he voted, in 1828 and in 1832, as the 
Journals show, fora much greater reduction in 
favor of those who only promised to become actual 
settlers. {Here the Journals of 1823 and 1832 
were produced and read, affirming the above 
statement. ] 

In 1832 I find the vote of the Senator from 
Tennessee [Mr. Ware] against this distribution 
land bill; now he is found voting in its favor. In 
1832 l find him voting for the amendment to in- 
crease the amount to the small States, by distrib- 
uting according to the representation in the Senate 
and House of Representatives; now, his vote is 
recorded against the same proposition. In 1832 
I find him voting to exclude from the gross pro- 
ceeds to be distributed, all expenses arising from 
Indian treaties, Indian annuities, removals, &c.; 
now, I find his vote recorded against the same 
propositions. I do not complain of this. It is 
the necessary result of a conversion to the support 
of this bill. Distribution and reduction are the 
opposing principles. Reduce the price, and dis- 
tribution becomes unnecessary. Distribute the 
proceeds of the sales of the public lands, and the 

rice will be increased rather than diminished. 
Vhen distribution commences, will any Senator 
from any old State dare vote to reduce the price 
of the public lands, when such reduction would 
be “ the diminution of the direct revenue” of the 
State he represents? A vote for this bill isa vote 


| 


| 


against reduction—against donations or preémp- ` 


tions to settlers. 
States for the benefit of the old States. Money, 
money for distribution, will be the result of this 
system, and not the settlement or improvement 
of the new States of the West. 
prices to speculators, and not to settlers, will be 
one of the bitter fruits of this measure. Eight 
millions of acres have passed, during the present 
year, into the hands af enbedinions, to the preju- 
dice of actual settlers, and this system will be 
encouraged because it increases the fund for dis- 
tribution. And if such are the effects in antici- 
pation of the adopting of this measure, what will be 
the consequences when distribution commences? 
I am filled with dismay and apprehension in con- 
templating the result, The new States will be 
treated as distant vassal colonies; they will become 
to this Union what Ireland is to England, counted 
only by the dollars and cents which can be ex- 


lt is a vote to sacrifice the new | 


Sales at high ' 


torted from the people. Yes, by this bill the new | 


States are marked asa table of profit and loss put 
in the market as articles of merchandise to be 
sold to the highest bidder, to 
money, money for distribution. 


| 


obtain money, | 
Each of the old | 


States obtains ‘‘a direct interest in the income ` 
arising from the sales of the public lands.” State ` 


legislation will direct and control this income, and 
every old State will desire itsaugmentation. What 
will follow? Instructions to their representatives 
in Congress to repeal this law, and increase the 
price of the public lands. State agents will be sent 
from every old State preceding every public land 
sale, to examine the farm of every settler, and bid 
it up to the most extended value. Do not the 
papers in the old States friendly to this bill de- 
clare that its passage will exempt the people of 
these States from all taxation? The people of the 
new States will be made to pay the taxes of the 
people of the old States by this distribution n 
proceeds of the sales of the public lands. Will 
any State Legislature of any old State dare tax 
their constituents when they can avoid this neces- 
sity by instructing their representatives 1n Con- 
gress to increase their share of the income by 
increasing the price of the public lands? Sales 
will be made or postponed, systems established, 
prices regulated, solely with the view to augment 


of the | 


the fund for distribution. Experiments will be 
made to ascertain how much money can be drained 
from the people of the new States. A direct col- 
lision of intcrest will be created between the old 
and new States. State legislation on this subject 
in the old States will be encountered by State 
legislation in the new States, and our great and 
glorious Union subjected to imminent peril. 
Could I lift the veil of futurity, could I array 
before the Senate all the fatal results of this meas- 
ure, l am sure they would turn back from the 
precipice upon the very brink of which they are 
now standing. In vain will they attempt to arrest 
the evil when this bill shall have become a law. 
Money, money, money for distribution will ab- 
sorb all other considerations, and bury in its en- 
gulfing vortex the libertics of this now happy, 
happy Union. State taxes will be abandoned, 
and the whole taxing power concentrated in the 
General Government. State officers, expenses and 
improvements, will be paid from the fund distrib- 
uted by the General Government. If the land 


sales furnish nota sufficient fund for distribution, ` 


increase the tariff will be the next demand. Na-' 


tional defense will next be abandoned, our Army 
disbanded, and coast and frontier left defenseless. 
The Navy will next be sacrificed. Increase the 
surplus will be the demand of the majority, when- 
ever we embark in this corrupting system. hy 
try these dangerous experiments? Why create 
or continue a surplus? Why notrather reduce the 
tariff, reduce the price of the public lands, and 
collect no more money than is required for the 


wants of a Government economically adminis- ! 
Under the surplus system, the General ' 


tered? 
Government will become a mere collector of mone 

for the States, and we might as well disband bot 

Houses of Congress, and let a majority of State 
Legislatures conduct all the operations of this 
Government. No Government can long endure 
the operations of such a system. We will take 
the voluntary leavings of a majority of the States 
when they shall have exhausted our revenues in 
expenditures for State purposes. It willbe worse 
than the system of requisitions upon the States 
under the old Confederacy, which brought this 
country to the brink of ruin. Never, no, never 
was it intended by the framers of the Constitu- 


tion that we should collect vast sums for distri- i 


bution among the States. It is not among the 
enumerated powers or purposes of this Govern- 
ment. We can collect money only to conduct the 
operations of this Government, and carry into 
effect the powers granted to Congress by the Con- 
stitution. Were it otherwise, there is no limit 
to the money-collecting power of this Govern- 


ment, and we may raise five hundred millions in | 
a single year for distribution. Distribution, a ; 
term unknown, a power now _ungranted in the 


Constitution, will nullify the Government itself. 
This national Government will sink in a mere 
collector of taxes and of money for distribution, 
and will soon become an object of scorn and de- 
rision. It will be gorged by an annual surplus, 
to be bled to death by an annual distribution. 
For a few years it may survive this annual oper- 
ation of repletion and depletion, but soon the vital 
blood will be thrown upon the extremities, to 
return no more to the central organs, and the heart 
of the Government will cease to beat. Reduction 
is the only true remedy for a surplus revenue. 
Distribution will never send back the money to 
. those who paid it; reduction will leave the money 
in the pockets of the people, to be used by each 
freeman for his own benefit, uncontrolled by any 
earthly power. 
_ But we are tempted to unite in this system to 
sell ourselves to the old States by an offer of ten 
er cent. additional on the sales of the public 
finds; and five hundred thousand acres. We shall 


be indeed more foolish than Esau selling his birth- | 


right for a mess of pottage, if we accept the offer. 
Why, the distribution is according to the ‘‘ last 
census,” and Mississippi has increased, not ten 
per cent., but more than one hundred per cent., 


since that period. How unequal, then, and un- | 


just the ratio of distribution. But let us look at 
` the operation of this system. Letus take a single 
- year, in which Mississippi pays into the public 
i Treasury halfa million dollars for the publiclands. 
, Under this system she would get back, in ten 
| per cent. of the net proceeds and her distributive 


| 


!! the public 
| An 


share, in all about eighty thousand dollars; and 
States that paid not a dollar of this money into 
reasury would receive the remainder. 
take the whole fund from all the lands, and 


' the old States, that paid scarcely a dollar of this 


money into the public Treasury, would receive 
three fourths of the whole amount. How long 
could we endure the unequal operations of such 
asystem? Itis buying the new States with ten 

er cent. upon the money paid by themselves. 

t is purchasing us with our own money. But 
then the grant of land remains. It is not a dona- 


. tion, but a sale for a consideration. The consid- 


; eration is, as stated in the act, that the proceeds 


of the sales of the lands granted is to be applied in 
the construction of roads and canals, &c., which, 
when constructed, shall be, in the language of the 
grant, ‘* free for the transportation of the United 
‘States mail and munitions of war, and the pas- 


, sage of their troops, without the payment of any 


‘ toll whatever,’’ and the grant is confined to lands 
subject to entry at private sale. Now, suppose 
the proceeds of the sale vested by the State ina 
railroad, it might so happen that the toll relin- 
quished by this act would have yielded annually 
more than the interest upon the amount of the 
proceeds of the sales of the grant. If so, the land 
would have been purchased at a price equivalent 
to its value. This grant, then, is a sale for value, 
and not a donation. But were it a donation, how 
vastly unequal are the grants to the new States. 
The professions of the friends of the bill are to 
put the new States upon an equality as to grants 
of the public domain. Now, this bill grants to 
each of the States of Louisiana, Mississippi, and 
Missouri, five hundred thousand acres for the 
rier above mentioned, and to Indiana one 

undred and fifteen thousand two hundred and 
seventy-two acres; Illinois twenty thousand 
acres; and Alabama one hundred thousand acres. 
Now, from document No. 245, received from the 
Treasury Department, it appears that the grants 
made to the new States heretofore for roads and 


Ohio..... seccceeneeccrsceccececeees cess! 041,337 acres. 
Indiana ee ‘ca 614“ 
Tilinois.. . 480,000 < 
Missouri .. - 
Alabama.... 400,000 <“ 


Mississippi.... 
Louisiana. ...sesseoeseseseeseesesssoreoe 
Now this bill, instead of equalizing the grants 
among the new States, leaves Ohio considerably 
more than half a million of acres more than Mis- 
sissippi, and Indiana one hundred and forty thou- 


' sand eight hundred and eighty-six acres more 
‘than Mississippi. Why this inequality? Why 


this partiality and favoritism? hy this odious 
distinction between the new States in relation to 
this matter? Ohio and Indiana should. both have 
less than Mississippi for this reason, that whilst 
Mississippi has received nothing from this Gov- 
ernment for the construction of reads within her 
limits, these States have received $5,000,000 from 


. the General Government for the construction of 


the great road leading to and through them; and 
this very bill perpetuates this injustice, by charg- 
ing this road upon the two per cent. fund, when 


: that fund has been ten times exhausted already. 
` Grant to Alabama and Mississippi $5,000,000 for | 
-roads, and more than two mi lions of acres in 


: 
| 


‘grants of lan 
„| equality with 


d, and you will place them on an 
Ohio, and not otherwise. If, then, 
we are to be paid a price for the surrender of the 
interests of the new States to the old States, let 
the price be equal that is paid to all the new 
States, and not the unjust and unequal proposi- 
tions contained in this bill. Such Pore 
are adding insult to injury, and would be rejected 
with disdain by the freemen of Mississippi. But 
if these grants to the new States are valuable, 
why are they forced into this bill, which the 
President has once vetoed, and which it is known 
he will veto again, but would epee in a sepa- 
rate bill, which is voted down by the friends of 
distribution. i i 

In the message of President Jackson, placing 
his veto upon this bill, that illustrious patriot and 
statesman declared: 

« I deceive myself greatly if the new States would find 
their interests promoted by such a system as this bill pro- 
poses. Their true policy consists in the rapid settling and 
improvement of the waste lands within their limits. Asa 
means of hastening those events, they have long been look- 


322 


APPENDIX TO THE CONGRES 


SIONAL GLOBE. 


_ [March 16, 


J4ru Conc... lsr SESS. 


Ho. or Reps. 


ing to a reduction in the price of publi 
payment of the national debt. ‘The effect of the proposed 
system would be to prevent that reductiqn. I do not doubt 
that it is the real interest of each and all the States in the 
Union, and particularly of the new States, that the price ot 
these lands shall be reduced and graduated; and that after 
they have been offered for a certain number of years, the 
refuse remaining unsold shall be abandoned to the States, 
and tbe machinery of our land system entirely withdrawn. 
While the burdens of the East are diminishing by the reduc- 
tion of the duties upon imports, it seems but equal justice 
that the chief burden of the West should be lightened in an 
equal degree at least.” 

Such is the just and liberal policy recommended 
by the President of the United States; and can 
any citizen of any new State doubt or hesitate as 
to the two propositions? The one system will 
forever prevent a reduction of the price of the 
public lands, retard their settlement, restrain eml- 
gration to the West, destroy preémption laws, 
prevent donations to settlers, encourage sales to 
apeculating monopolists, enhance the price, by 
introducing secret sealed bids, prevent the sur- 
render of the refuse lands to the new States, sup- 
port the State governments of the old States from | 
money extracted from the people of the new | 
States, perpetuate the surplus system, and render | 
an increase of the tariff inevitable. The other | 
system proposed by the President, and which 
will ultimately proni if this distribution project 

kd 


c lands upon the final l 


can be defeated, will subdue the lands of the | 
West, fill them with a race of farmers and culti- | 
vators, increase our wealth and population, de- 


| and 
i completion of those navy-yards which are neces- 
sary to the preservation of materials, and to the 


building, equipping, repairing, and preserving our |. 


national vessels. If we build and maintain more 


its preservation demand the extension and 


vessels, we must have, as incidental, the neces- | 


sary navy-yards, docks, sheds, &c. 

The great question that presents itself in rela- 
tion to many provisions in this bill is, is it the 
policy and duty of Congress, at this time, to pro- 
vide for an increase of our naval power? Iam 
decidedly for that increase, not as a war measure, 
but a measure of peace. The war cloud that was 
suspended for some time over this nation and 
France is dispelled; there remains of it no longer 
even “‘ the size of a man’s hand”’ to be seen on our 
horizon. I had not, sir, any apprehensions of 
that war, for there was no cause for war; and I 
could not suppose that the French Government 
or people were disposed to engage in a war with 


| us,and could not allow myself to think that those 
i who were in possession of the powers of this 


Government would assume the awful responsi- 
bility of involving this nation in all the calamities 
of war for causes so frivolous and ridiculous as 
those which occupied the attention and filled the 


| correspondence of our diplomatic agents for the 


last year. It has all passed off, and we are called 
on to legislate now in reference to our existing 
relations of peace. In that relation, what ought 
to be our naval armament? It is important that 


velop our resources, and leave this unnecessary | 
surplus in the hands of our citizens to be used | 
by each freeman to advance the welfare of him- , 
self and family. Reduction of the revenue to the 
wants of the Government is our true policy. Re- 
duce the tariff, reduce the price of the publiclands, 
and you will have no surplus for distribution; but 
establish the distribution system, and you will | 
never reduce; on the contrary, you will soon in- | 
evitably augment the tariff and the price of the 
public lands. In sustaining distribution, I would 
oppose reduction, for they are opposing principles. 
In sustaining distribution I would oppose pre- 
emptions and donations to settlers, encourage | 


monopolies by speculators of the public lands, and |! 


introduce the system of secret sealed bids 
which we are threatened by the committee w 
reported this bill. And finally, in supporting dis- 
tribution, I would sustain the tariff, and render its 


augmentation inevitable, and a consequent depres- 


b il 
hich 4 


it ought to have a rank and character adapted to 
! the power, resources, and widely-extended com- 
merce of this nation, and that would correspond, 
in some degree, with the naval armaments of other 
commercial nations. The ships of the. United 


| States now whiten every sea, and are to be found 


in every port or harbor where there are men, 
money,and trade. In the northern and southern 
oceans it may well be said that ‘‘ its home is on 


dwell for months on the same ocean, taking from 
its waters a rich harvest of fish and oil to repay 
them for their much toil and many dangers. 
Great as has been our growth in population 
| and power as a nation, (and, as such, it is unpre- 
cedented in the history of nations,) yet it is ex- 


; in 1790, our population was 3,929,328; at this 


sion of the price of our great staple. These are | 


my views upon this important subject, and I 


thank the Senate for their indulgent attention to . 


my remarks upon this question. 


THE NAVAL SERVICE. 


SPEECH OF HON. G. CHAMBERS, | 


OF PENNSYLVANIA, 


In rue House or REPRESENTATIVES, 
March 16, 1836, 


On the bill making appropriations for the Naval Service. 


Mr. CHAMBERS said: 

Mr. Cuatrman: The bill now before the com- 
mittee is one containing not only appropriations 
‘for the ordinary expenses of the Navy, but for pur- 
poses having relation to a proposed improvement 
and increase of the Navy of the United States. 

The items in the bill which have been discussed, 
and are still the subject of discussion, are those 
making appropriations for improvements and 
necessary repairs in the seven nivy-yards already 
established. These improvements are permanent 
ones, having reference to an increase of our naval 
force; and the amendment proposed by the hon- 
orable member from Tennessee [Mr. BELL] is to 
reduce the proposed appropriations one half for 
these objects; and the case of Portsmouth, to 
which it is proposed to appropriate $67,000, was 
selected, as Candersioad the mover, from its being 
first named in the bill. The committee will con- 
sider the subject not in reference to Portsmouth 
only, but, to a certain extent, in reference to all. 

The considerations that will influence my votes 
in reference to this class of appropriations, as 
well as others in this bill, are as to the policy 
and legislation of the Government in relation to 
our naval armament. If that armament is to be 
increased ,(as I think it ought,) then that increase 


time eae about 15,000,000, being not quite 
fourfold. The whole imports of the country in 
‘| 1790 were but $23,000,000; whilst for 1835, ac- 


sevenfold. The exports forthe year 1790 were 
$20,205,156; for 1835, the exports reported are 
$118,955,235, being nearly sixfold. 


able ships belonging to our citizens, and having 


protection is to be found in a naval armament 
that will pervade every sea, and occasionally 
show itself on foreign stations, and in the ports 
of our friends and commercial rivals. A few 


and seamen, and elevate our national character 
and power in the estimation of a trading com- 
munity everywhere, “than ministers or chargés”? 
at every foreign Government, great or small, and 
commercial agents at every port. Foreign Gov- 
ernments have their intercourse with us through 


community which our citizens engaged in com- 
merce and navigation will meet in port, or en- 
us chiefly by knowing that we have national 
ships afloat capable of protecting our trade, and 
that will protect it and our sea-faring citizens 
against depredations or capture. It is this ex- 


stitutesagreat source of national wealth in creat 
it for individuals. It is that which continually 
adds to and gives employment to American cap- 
ital, skill, labor, and enterprise; finds a market 
for, and transports to it, our agricultural products; 
and brings to us, in return, articles of use and 
enjoyment from other climates and markets. It 
is the same navigating interest, along with our 


ourministers or commercial agents; but the trading ; 


tended commerce which we now enjoy that con- | 
ing 


| coasting trade, that forms the great nursery for 
American seamen; and it 1s this extended and 
‘increasing commerce that has filled our national 
Treasury with revenue more than necessary to 
discharge a war debt, and provide for the reason- 
able expenditures of the Government, without 
being felt by the people. 

Without a navy our commerce and vessels 
would be continually exposed to piratical cruisers, 
Those robbers and murderers of the ocean regard 
neither law nor right; they are outlaws on this 
great highway, who will capture our vesscls and 
destroy life, whenever they have the opportunity 
todoit, with impunity. They are only restrained 
by their fears, and those fears are only excited 
and operated on by the appearance of armed na- 
tional vessels in those seas which they infest, 
We well know that piratical cruisers, under the 
authority of the Governments of the Barbary 
Powers of the Mediterranean, were not restrained 
in times past from depredations on our commerce 


“© by treaties or remonstrance; even tribute did not 


secure from them promised protection either to 
our citizens or their property in that sea. It was 


` not until our national ships were exhibited before 


| their ports, and their guns heard and felt as evi- 
‘dence of our power and ability to protect our 
‘trade and citizens, and of our disposition to do 
it, that our rights have been respected. It is the 
| maintenance of a naval armament by commercial 
‘Nations alone that even at this day suppresses 
piracy. ' 

The necessity of a naval power proportioned 
to the resources and trade of a nation is attested 
by the experience and practice of every foreign 


,| Government of any rank in the scale of nations. 


the deep,’’ where ourhardy navigators and seamen | l 


ceeded by our increase in commercial prosperity. | 
‘| After the adoption of the Federal Constitution, | 


cording to returns and estimates of the Treasury ` 
|, Department, they are $151,030,368, being nearly | 


A trade of such magnitude, with its innumer- |; 


national vessels visiting foreign seas and ports || 
will do more for the protection of our commerce | 


counter on the high seas, will know and respect || 


| 


i 
i 
H 


| The naval power of the following Governments 
is reported for the year 1835, as follows: 
eg ra a x 
Se v Rw A = 
z sl a z ae) & 
Great Britain..........] 167 | 217 | 324 40 | 748 ; 
39 5L | 213 10 | 313 
32 25 | 107 4 | 168 
18 24 90 - 132 
12 33 56 2 | 103 
Sweden and Norway..| 10 | 13 {4 238 - 261 
AUStria cece cece eee eee 3! 8 6l - 72 
| United States.........| 7 f 10 | 24 - 4l 
l i 


| „The number of British national ships, of all 
sizes, in commission in January, 1835, was one 
' hundred and eighty-two. France has seldom 
more than forty of her national ships in commis- 
sion, (48th vol. Niles’s Register, p. 44,) though, as 
I will hereafter show, she has a large naval power 
that might Mae soon be prepared for service. 
Whilst the United States are the second com- 


4 4 9 our ;, mercial nation in the world, yet, as a naval 
connections and Involving interests of value. be- | 


yond all calculation and estimate, is entitled to. 
the protecting care of the Government, and that | 


Power, we rank only as the seventh. If all other 
: nations, of great or even limited commercial char- 

acter, though incumbered with a heavy national 

debt, and crippled in their resources and revenue 
| for the expenditures of their Government, have, 

in the course of thcir experience, found it neces- 
| sary, for their interests and security, to maintain 
such naval armaments, then, sir, we are wanting 
in duty to our national character, and to our 
extended and growing commerce, in not adding 
to the strength and efficiency of our navy. 

A navy is the safest, the cheapest, and most 
efficient means of national defense in war, when- 
ever it shall be our misfortune to be involved in 
it. Itis a calamity which hath happened to us, 
and may again happen unto us, though we should 
strive to avoid it. The wrongs to which this 
| nation is, and will be exposed from foreign 

nations, are maritime wrongs, and they must be 
prevented and repelled by maritime force. To 
the United States this escription of force is 
essential—it is indispensable, inasmuch as our 
enemies, if they attempt to assail us, or invade 
our territories, must approach us by the ocean. 
Without a navy of proportioned numbers and 
strength, we run the risk of having our ships 
' captured, our commerce annihilated, our harbors 
' blockaded, and our cities pillaged. 

With a naval armament our enemy may be met 
and discomfited on the ocean, before he reaches 
; our shores; the war may be transferred to his 
| own territory; and his commerce and shipping 


1836.) 7 


APPENDIX TO THE CO 


247ru Cona....Ist Sess. 


523 


The Naval Servic 


Ho. or Reps. 


e 


will be subjected to our capture, or so much ex- 
posed as to compel him to withdraw his naval 


force from our coast for their protection, A naval | revenue (arising from the increase of trade) that 


force ean be used for the protection of our cities ` 


on our whole maritime frontier; it can be shifted 
from place to plaee, according to the exigencies 
of the war: concentrated or divided as circum- 
stances may require, A naval armament has an 
advantage over permanent fortifications in this: 
that mis s are and may be made in the selec- 
tion of suitable sites for fortifications, and in the 
forms of their construction; this occasions not 
only a positive loss to the nation, in the cost of 
that construction, but also affords to eur enemy 
an opportunity to annoy and divide our troops; 
and if such fortifications are not defended by an 
adequate force they are liable to eapture, and may 
became a shelter for the protection of that enemy. 
To the building and equipment of a ship of war, 
under the direction of our Navy commissioners, 
with the skill and experience of American build- 
ers, there is no mistake; she is a model of her 
kind, and if not required for service at one place 
she can perform her part of defense or attack 
anywhere upon the waters that will float her. 
Another advantage of an efficient naval power in 
war over permanent coast or inland fortifications 
is, that it will afford such protection to our com- 
merce that, notwithstanding war, we can carry 
on our imports and exports to an extent that will 
not only tind a market for our agricultural pro- 
duets to a considerable amount, but supply our 
citizens with those foreign commodities which 
enter into the consumption of a large portion of 
our population, and which habit has made almost 
the necessaries of family subsistence. The naval 
power of England has afforded such protection 
to her commerce, that in the late war with France, 
her powerful and maritime enemy, the prices of 
imported articles are said to have been varied but 
little in her markets during that war; her citizens 
enjoyed the use of those groceries and other com- 
moditics that were foreign to their soiland climate 
at a cost littl above what they were accustomed 
to pay in seasons of peace. 

Whilst the citizens are thus enabled to pursue 
their trade and commerce, even with some limits, 
under this protection, the Government draws from 
its customs on that commerce its most convenient 
revenue, so essential for the ways and means of 
prosecuting that war, and as a resource very de- 
sirable. 

What were the experience, losses, and suffer- 
ings of this nation, in its last war with England, 
in these particulars, for want of a naval arma- 
ment? No sooner had the enemy blockaded our 
harbors than both foreign and domestic com- 
merce were reduced at once to the most deplor- 
able condition, producing in its consequences the 
failure and ruin of thousands of our most enter- 
prising merchants, and many others whose occu- 
pations and business were in any way connected 
with or dependent on cammerce. ‘The planter 
and farmer were deprived of a market for their 
agricultural products, which were allowed to 
waste on their hands, or be sold at a price re- 
duced in consequence of the limited demand, and 
the great hazard of any exportation. The supply 
of foreign articles, which the habits of our ciu- 
zens had made a part of their family necessarics, 
was either cut off, or their prices so exorbitant 
as to amount to a denial of their use to all but the 
affluent. 

The coasting trade—that nursery for American 


seamen, and most important branch of our trade | 


and navigation—was destroyed. 


and southern States could not exchange their ; 


agricultural and manufacturing products, except 
through aland carriage, which enhanced the price 
of everything more than twofold. 

Our exports, which were in 1811, the year be- 


but §6,927,144; and our imports, which in 181] 
were $53,400,000, were reduced also by the war 
in 1814 to $12,965,000. The revenue from cus- 
toms was, from this diminished trade, reduced 
almost to nothing. Had our commerce heen 
protected by a naval armament, proportioned to 
our resources, trade, and extensive maritime 
frontier, and that would have raised the blockade 
of some of our ports, our trade and commerce 
would have been supported to an extent that 


The northern © 


would not only have accommodated and enriched 
our citizens, but afforded to the Government a 


| fied their regard and high estimation of this branch 


i 
i 


convictions of the expediency of providing ad- 


would have more than supported the expense of i, equately for it, that the attention of Government 


the naval armament. The means of national de- 


fense of this character provides for its own sup- | 


port by protecting the commerce of the nation, 
and advancing the revenue for the support of 
Government. An efficient navy will be our great 
security and strong arm of national defense, not 
only in war, when unavoidable, but it will have 
a powerful influence to prevent war. Our foreign 
enemies know that we are to be assailed through 
our maritime frontier, and by a maritime force. 
To maintain such a force on our coast will be, 
to that enemy, hazardous and expensive in the 
extreme, if this Government should be possessed 
of a navy of any efficiency to assail it. To annoy 
this nation, if we maintained an efficient navy, 
would require an enemy to have on our coast a 
navy double that of our Government. The cost 
and equipment of such a navy, and the difficulties 
in maintaining it on our extended coast, will deter 
most nations from embarking readily in war with 
us, or in doing us wrong. But, without an effi- 
cient navy, our extended maritime frontier, and 
our extended commerce would invite the attacks, 
depredations, and war of nations who may be our 
rivals in trade, or who are jealous of our pros- 
perity, and the success and influence of our re- 
publican institutions, and with whom the power 
will be the right. 

The period to which we can refer with the most 
confidence for lessons from our own experience 
in relation to this important national subject, is 
the last war with England. So small was our 
navy at that eventful period, that many a cautious 
statesman questioned the propriety of exposing 
it out of our own waters to be captured by our 
powerful enemy. It is unnecessary for me to 
detain the committee with any history of its many 
gallant victories and efficient service; it is a part 
of the history of the nation and of the times. It 
fought itself into national favor, and brought into 
our ports the captured ships of the enemy as the 
trophies of its service and gallantry; and the glory 
then acquired has never since been tarnished. 
Our navy entered that war with a force, exclu- 
sive of gunboats, that carried less than four hun- 


hundred and fifty guns; and for the one hundred ʻi 


and forty-one guns which were captured by the 
cnemy, it captured from the same enemy four 
hundred and fifty-five guns; thus taking from the 
enemy more than its original amount of guns, 
and more than three guns for every one it lost, 
For so limited a navy, here was evidence of effi- 
cient service; and by such heroic achievements 
its officers and crews gained for the American 
navy imperishable honors. 

Had we possessed during the last war a navy 
adapted to our power, commerce, and exposed 
frontier, we would have escaped much of the 
evils and sacrifices of that war. With its protec- 
tion, we should have enjoyed a considerable por- 
tion of our trade—a source of employment and 
profit to some classes of citizens, of accommoda- 
tion and comfort to others, and of general bencfit 
to our citizens; whilst the Government would 
have derived a revenue from its customs that 
would have more than sustained the whole cost 
of that naval armament without inconvenience to 


our citizens. If we had possessed such a navy, | 
` our coasts would not have been ravaged, our har- | 
| bors blockaded, our towns pillaged, and our citi- 


zens harassed by calls to defend our shores and 


cities, with sacrifices of health and life, and at an | 


immense cost to the nation. 

If the navy of this Government had then been 
of sufficient force, the Chesapeake bay would not 
have remained during that war so long in the 


` possession of the enemy, or the Capitol of the | 
fore the war, $61,316,833, were reduced in 1814 to || 


nation, and the ground on which we now stand, 
have been defiled by the footsteps and conflagra- 
tion of the enemy, whose commanding officers, 
for a season, disregarded the laws of civilized 


| warfare, and, by acts characteristic of vandal and 


savage warfare, applied the firebrand to the halls 


‘of legislation and justice, and consigned to the , 


flames the library of the nation, as well as the 
archives of its legislation. 

Those who were in the administration of the 
Government during that war, and after it, testi- 


‘ 


| of the national armament; and so strong were the 
1 
| 


: Was repeatedly directed to the improvement and 
: increase of the navy. 


A committee of the Senate on naval affairs, 
November 28, 1814, reported: 


“That your committee assume it as a policy now settled 
that the United States are to have a permanent naval 
establishment, which is to be gradually increased, accord- 
ing to circumstances, and as the ability of the Government 
may permit, Your committee deem it unnecessary to go 
into a course of reasoning to support the soundness of this 
policy, and to establish, what is now generally conceded, 
that a navy is the most appropriate, the most efficient, and 
the least expensive defense of this country.”? 

The committee of the House, in their reportin 
relation to a navy board, January, 1815, report: 

“That the experience of this war has already satisfied 
the most scrupulous of the ability of this country to create 
and equip a naval force, competent not only to the defense 
of our extensive maritime frontier, but also for the great 
annoyance of a foreign enemy; and that such a force is 
now equally demanded by every section of our country as 
indispensable for its security. The committee have like- 
wise deemed it unnecessary to go into an argument to show 
the propriety of bestowing upon this branch of our national 
force that measure of increase and support which its bril- 
liant exploits on the ocean and on the lakes, and its effi- 
ciency in annoying the trade of the enemy during this war, 
under all the abuses to which it has been exposed, has 
shown should only be limited to our means.” 

The Secretary of the Navy, February 28, 1815, 
m his letter to the Committee of ays and 
Means, in relation to the reduction of the Navy, 
remarks: 

« The destinies of this nation appear to be intimately con- 
nected with her maritime power and prosperity; and as the 
creation of a navy is not a work to be quickly performed, it 
seems necessary not only to cherish our existing resources 
but to augment them gradually and steadily. 

“The annual construction of at least one seventy-four 
and two frigates is recommended upon ‘principles of econ 
omy as well as of policy.”” 

The Secretary of the Navy, in his report of 
December, 1815, states that— 

“The importance of a permanent naval establishment 
appears to be sanctioned by the voice of the nation. 

“The commerce of the United States, increasing with 
the resources and population of the country, will require a 
; commensurate protection, which a navy alone can afford; 
; and the experience derived from the active and vigorous 
‘employment of a limited navy during the late war has 
'! demonstrated its efficient utility.”’ 

President Madigon, under whose administra- 
i tion that war had been declared and conducted, 
in his annual message of December 5, 1815, thus 
expresses himself in relation to the Navy: 

“ The signal services which have been rendered by our 
|| Navy, and the capacities it has developed for successful 
coöperation in the national defense, will give to that por- 
tion of the public force its full value in the eyes of Congress, 
atan epoch which calls for the constant vigilance of all 


Governments. ‘vo preserve the ships now in a sound state, 


to complete those already contemplated, to provide amply 
the imperishab!? materials for prompt augmentations, and 
to improve the existing arrangements into more advanta- 
geous establishments, for the construction, the repairs, and 
the security of vessels of war, is dictated by the soundest 
policy.” 

At this time, when such opinions are expressed, 
and the attention of Congress directed to the im- 
provement and increase of our Navy, its force 
was more proportioned to our national power and 
commerce than at present. From the report of 
the Secretary of the Navy of January 2, 1816, it 
appears that the nava: force of the United States 

` consisted then of twenty-nine ships, twenty brigs, 
three ketches, seventeen schooners, three sloops, 
and two steam frigates—making a total of seventy- 
four. Amongst these ships were five ships-of-the- 
, line, (two of which were on the lakes,) six frigates 
` of the first class, and five of the second class. i 
At present we have in commission one ship- 
of-the-line, three frigates of the first class, one 
of the second class, eight sloops-of-war, five 
schooners; in ordinary, five ships-of-thetline, five 
frigates of the first class, seven sloops-of-war, 
three schooners; and on the stocks, five ships-of- 
the-line, seven frigates of the first class, and one 
: of the second class. i 
' The American Congress that was called to 
_ legislate for the nation after the war, entertained 
the same opinion as the other branch of the Gov- 
ernment in relation to the Navy, and, by an act 
of 29th April, 1816, $1,000,000 per annum, for 
eight years, was appropriated for the gradual 
| increase of the Navy; and the President was 


+! authorized to cause to be built nine ships-of-the- 
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line of seventy-four guns, (in addition to three | 

reviously authorized, ) and also twelve frigates | 
of forty-four guns. This legislation and appro- : 

riation was at a time when the nation was em- 
Darrassed with a national debt of upwards of one 
hundred and twenty millions of dollars; with an 
empty Treasury; a depreciated paper currency; 
resources so limited that revenue for the ordinary 
purposes of the Government and the maintenance 
of its credit could not be raised without taxes and 
loans; yet, sir, at this period, and under such 
circumstances, was the American Navy regarded 
as an object deserving so much of public attention 
and favor that liberal provision was made for its 
improvement and increase, by giving it a force 
and power it never before had, and which should © 
correspond with the power, wealth, and extended 
commerce of the United States. 

Public opinion everywhere responded to the 
sentiments of the officers of the Government in 
relation to the Navy, and approbated the legisla- 
tion that provided for its increase. This con- 
tinued until a radical spirit was exhibited in this 
Hall in 1820-21, under professions of reform, ‘| 
which were not carried out, but which selected ‘| 
for their attack the American Navy. Whilst | 
there was occasion for retrenchment in the civil || 
and miscellaneous expenditures of the Govern- || 
ment, these were passed by, and permitted to || 
increase; and the legislation of Congress, uncalled | 
for, as I believe, by public opinion, was applied ; 
to cut off the one half of the annual apprepriavon i 
for the increase of the Navy, which, by an act | 
of Congress of 3d March, 1821, was reduced to '! 
$500,000 annually. i 

The economy that withholds an appropriation 
necessary to national character and defense, and | 
to the protection of our immense commerce, from ; 
a desire to retain a few millions of dollars for the | 
time in the national Treasury, 
false economy, and unwonh y of the foresight | 
and expanded views of statesmen. To save a 
comparatively small sum for the time, it exposes | 


The unprecedented period of peace which has | 


been and is yet enjoyed between the grent Powers | 


of Europe, and in which we have shared, has 
enabled us to get along in our intercourse and 
trade with foreign nations without conflict or | 
depredations on our commerce. But there is no © 
knowing how soon such peaceful relations in | 
Europe may be disturbed. Already there are 
indications of an approaching storm there; and 
when it does come we ought not to be unprepared ; 
in those measures of national protection and se- ' 
curity which a state of war between other great . 
commercial nations requires. 


Our differences with the French Government ': 


have awakened, within the last year, the atten- | 
tion of this Government and the American people 
to the condition of our defenses. Not only has 


the attention of the Government and the people |: 


been directed recently to the condition of our 
Navy, fortifications, and maritime frontier, but 
this condition, from the interest created by our | 
difficulties and negotiations with the French Gov- 
ernment, and the publicity of their discussion, | 
has probably become known to foreign Govern- . 
ments, Such as it is, we may now speak of it 
withoutany concealment or disguise. That con- | 
dition is a defenseless one, and totally unworthy | 
of a vigilant Government, and of the power and i 
resources of the nation: fortifications, on which i 


large sums have been expended in partial con- | 


struction, and which were, years since, deemed | 
of primary importance, are not completed; and - 


where they are constructed, they are without the | 


necessary armaments to make them available im- : 
mediately for the public service and defense; and 

our limited Navy would be totally inadequate to 

afford protection to our commerce, or be efficient | 
in the defenses of the country against a foreign 
enemy. As a war with France was recently a: 
possible event, and in the apprehension of many ' 
a probable one, it may be well to examine the. 
maritime force of that nation with which we might - 
have had to contend, if folly and misrule had in- 
volved us in a war with it. i 


“ From official documents, it appears that the French | 
navy kept in commission and active service for 1835, was, | 
three ships-of-the-line, twelve frigates, fourteen sloops-of- : 
war, (ship rigged,) twenty-six brigs, thirty-one smaller ves- | 


ig a mistaken and || 29 


-decemed of primary importance. 


sels, eighteen armed transports and storeships, and six 
steam vessels ; making a total of one hundred and ten ves- 


eight men. 


“In addition to this force, it was proposed to have ' 


equipped and partially manned, in different ports, rcady for 
any sudden emergency, two ships-of-the-linc, three frigates, 
and three smaller vessels, manned with one thousand one 
hundred and thirty-five men; and a further force ready for 
immediate equipment, consisting of two ships-of-the-line, 
three frigates, and eleven smaller vessels; making a total, 
ready for service in three months, of seven ships-of-the- 
line, eighteen frigates, and one hundred and nineteen 
smaller vessels. Besides this force. their lists show that 
there are now afloat the further number of twenty-two 
ships-of-the-line, seventeen frigates, sixty-five smaller ves- 
sels, ten bomb vessels. and seventeen steam vessels. Many 
of these are undoubtedly unserviceable and unfit for repair, 
but, from the best information on the subject one half, at 
least, and all of some classes, may be considered as fit for 
service. They have upon the stocks, now building, twenty- 
four ships-of-the-line, twenty-six frigates, twenty sloops-of- 
war, smaller vessels, and armed transports, and seven steam 
vessels. The grand total of all the vessels which the French 
nation could prepare for service within twelve months, ac- 
cording to their statement, is thirty-six ships-of-the-line, fifty 
frigates, about one hundred and fifty sloops, smaller vessels, 


‘and armed transports, ten bomb vessels, and thirty steam 


vessels. ”—Military and Naval Magazine, Vol. IV., p.293. 


As I have before stated, the American Navy 
consists of eighteen vessels of war in commission, 
twenty in ordinary, and thirteen on the stocks; 
making a total of fifty-one, manned at present by 
a total of seven thousand one hundred and eighty- 
nine persons, including marines. When we con- 
sider the great disparity between the naval powers 
of the United States and of France, we may be 
well satisfied thatthey are notat this time brought 
into conflict; and that Congress was restrained 
by its discretion from acts of legislation that might 
have involved the country in an unnecessary and 
calamitous war. But from this view of our con- 


dition, we should take a lesson of instruction for , 


the future; and if we regard national character 


on us by the injustice and wrongs of any Power, 
we will be found both prepared and formidable. 
This time is in every respect favorable for put- 
ting ourselvesin a condition to prevent and repel 
: wrongs. We have an abundant Treasury; are 
| free from national debt or direct taxation, having 
| a large annual surplus in the Treasury beyond 
; the reasonable and necessary expenditures of the 
; Government. Leta portion of it be applied to 
| improve and extend the Navy, so as to adapt it 
to our increased population, resources, and ex- 


li tended commerce; and let Congress also provide 


, for the completion and armament of those im- 
i portant fortifications necessary to the protection 
of our great harbors, and which may be a rendez- 
vous, shelter, and protection for the Navy. As 


‘ 


, connected with the extension and protection of . 


our naval power, is the completion of those forti- 
fications that were commenced years since, on 


which money has been expended, and which were © 


$ a se. Beyond this 
class of fortifications, the repair of others, and 


constructed, I am not disposed to go, and cannot 
i consent to support or vote for the batch of new 
. fortifications for which appropriations have been 


: Affairs, amounting to $2,503,800 to begin with. 
| A better, cheaper, and more efficient defense for 
, the country than such fortifications will be found 


many advantages over permanent coast fortifica- 
| 


ple. 

ji . . 7 e 

| __ The navy in commission should be increased. 
| What is now in commission is inadequate; and 
; Iam inclined to think that the extension recom- 


| mended by the Secretary of the Navy of two. 


i frigates and three sloops-of-war is not enough. 
Let them visit foreign seas and ports more fre- 
, quently in squadrons, by which our naval power 
į may be displayed, and our officers will have the 
opportunity of acquiring experience in the com- 


j by the expense, when the purpose is of such ex- 
| tensive national interest and security. The total 
| expenditures for the naval establishment from 


in the increase of our naval armament, which has | 


| 
tions, requiring an amount of money to construct | of the United States requiring the employment 
and arm, as well as men to maintain them, that H 


will not be approved of or tolerated by the peo- į 


mand of squadrons. We ought not to be deterred : 


| the completion of defenses fur the public works | 


| reported in a bill by the Committee on Military | 


d security we must change that condition, and : 
let us make known to the world that though our | 
| policy and institutions are those of peace and 
| amity with all nations, yct that, if war is brought 


the nation to incalculable losses. . 4 


| 1816 to 1834, were $63,992,574; something over | 


|! $3,000,000 a year. This includes expenditures 


sels, manned with thirteen thousand one hundred and forty- : 


- for docks, navy-yards, hospitals, and other per- 
‘manent public works connected with the Navy, 
and-also the materials for ship-building on hand, 
For the military establishment during the same 
time, including pensions, there were expended 
$124,536,570; and the total expenditures of the 
Government for that period, including the pay- 
ment of the national debt, were upwards of 
$467 000,000. 

In the report of the Navy Commissioners it is 
estimated that the amount of pay necessary for 
the year 1836, for one ship-of-the-line, five frigates 
of the first class, one frigate of the second class, 
fourteen sloops-of-war of the first class, five 
schooners, and one steam vessel, will be $1,422,- 
866 41. National vessels on foreign stations at 

` present, (the ship-of-the-line Delaware has re- 
turned, and is nowat Norfolk:) In the Mediter- 
ranean there are two frigates, one sloop-of-war, 
and one schooner; in the West Indies, one frigate, 
four sloops, and one schooner; on the coast of 


i; Brazil, two sloops; in the Pacific, one frigate, one 


: sloop, and one schooner; in the East Indies, one 
. sloop and one schooner. If several more of the 
; vessels in ordinary be put in commission, the in- 
crease of expense will subtract but a compara- 
tively small sum of some hundred thousand dol- 
lars from our overflowing national Treasury. 
When we consider the magnitude of our trade 
that floats on the seas, of a value probably ex- 
ceeding four hundred million annually, an annual 
expenditure of three, four, or five millions a year 
for its protection, and to sustain the national 
character with foreign nations, as well as to form 
our strong arm of defense in war, when it arises, 
cannot be deemed unwise or extravagant, but as 
demanded by public policy and the best interests 
of the nation. 

A naval armament can only be formed to ad- 
vantage in a season of peace; and should we, in 
an unexpected war, be found without an efficient 
navy, we must remain without one, with all the 
- deplorable consequences of our trade destroyed, 
- harbors blockaded, and our coast and towns con- 

tinually harassed by the enemy. A navy is not 

to be built at once; it is a work of time, and not 
: to be executed under the privations, exigencies, 

or perils of war. The crews that are to sail and 
fight our national ships are not to be taken at 
once from our fresh waters, or the streets of our 
cities, to trim the sails and direct the guns of a 
: man-of-war in the hour of battle. 

It is said an army for land service can be made 
effective in afew months. But that is not the 
case with a navy; experience and practice are 
| essential to make sailors. In the emergency of 
| war we may get men; but we cannot with money 

purchase American sailors that can be depended 
: on for immediate service on board of a national 

ship which is to sustain the honor and reputation 

of the American flag. For the conflict of naval 
_battle we must lave officers that are trained and 
experienced on board of our national vessels; 
they should be exercised and accustomed to the 
discipline, subordination, and command which 
are practiced there. The crews of our vessels-of- 
war ought to be American citizens, and a large 
portion native Americans, who are unsurpassed 
for their seamanship, courage, and gunnery. But 
| if our naval crews are to be collected under the 
: pressure of war, we must take such as can at the 

moment be obtained from the merchant service, 
` a large portion of whom are foreigners The laws 


of American citizens as seamen are evaded, and 
| more vigilance is required, both in our national 
i and merchant vessels, to prevent the employment 
of others. When the character of the American 
Navy is to be supported, it ought not to be com- 
i mitted to a crew made up of men of all nations, 
many of whom may have hearts as foreign to 
our cause as the places of their nativity. I hope 
that the resolution submitted by the honorable 
member from Maryland, [Mr. McKi,] requiring 
merchant vessels of a certain tonnage to receive 
and employ a certain number of boys to be 
| trained in the science of navigation, may lead to 
| legislation on the subject. i : 
As a part of the preparation connected with 
the improvement, increase, and preservation of 
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the Navy, additional facilities for building and I district which I have the honor to represent is an | an undue proportion has been bestowed on the 


equipping vessels, and the preservation of ma- |: 
I am not. 


terials, are required m navy-yards. 
prepared to say that the public service required 
so many navy-vards as we now have, diene Berne 
seven existing, but am inclined to believe that 
three navy-vards of construction would have been 
sufficient. But as there have been these locations 
of navy-vards, on which considerable expendi- 
tures have been made for a series of years, and 
as there are materials and ships at them for pres- 
ervation, it will not do to abandon them now. 
The appropriations to them should be limited to 
the advantages of the situation and the wants of 
the publie service. 

At Portsmouth navy-yard there are at present 
two sloops-of-war nearly ready for ser, and 
building one ship-of-the-line and one frigate; and, 
I suppose, materials for ship-building; and as 
we must acton the opinion of others with respect 
to these public works, E am willing to take the 
recommendation of the Department having charge 
of this branch of the public expenditures. The 
estimates for these appropriations came from the 
Board of Navy Commissioners, who are practical 
men, of hizh character and professional experi- 
ence. There has been some discussion before 
the committee as to the character of such recom- 
mendations, By some it has been likened to 
“ prima facie” evidence—evidence that was to be 
received and credited until disproved; but it mat- 
ters litde by what name it is called. The opinion 
of such men I will receive, not to control my 
judgment, but to influence my opinion and action 
on a subject to which they have given their atten- 
tion; which it is their province to understand; 
and which is recommended on their responsibility. 
Their high reputation is a security to me that 
they will not deceive Congress; and in their inti- 
mate acquaintance with this description of public 


works, for which they recommend the proposed | 


appropriation, I have so much confidence as to 
suppose that I will not be misled. Entertaining 


such an opinion, I am disposed to vote for the | 


appropriation, and against the amendment to 
strike out. 

The appropriation of public money by the 
legislation of Congress, under the Constitution, 
must be for national objects, not to subserve the 
particular districts or sections of the country 
where they are to be expended, but for the public 
service and general welfare. The selection of 
situations for navy-yards, fortifications, &c., 


should be such as were most advantageous, from . 


a regard to the interests of the whole people; 
national considerations alone should influence the 
selection of the situations, and all expenditures 
in relation to them. Itis unsound and unjust to 
consider these appropriations and expenditures 
only as a mode of distributing the public money 
through the country; the places ought to be 
selected for their advantages of situation, in ref- 
erence to trade, or their peculiar natural forma- 
tion. The works constructed at such places by 
the Government are not, as we well know, for 
the district where located, but the nation. The 
navy-yards and other public works connected 
with the defense of our maritime frontier, con- 
structed at Portsmouth or elsewhere, are not to 
be considered as erected for such places. They 
are not to be charged as made for the constituents 
of the member in whose district they are located, 


but for the whole country; for the people of my | 
district, and every other district represented on 


this floor. They are the nation’s; and as they 


are for national defense and security, whilst they | 


promote and protect the commerce of the nation, 
the construction of such works, and the expendi- 
tures therefor, are for the advantage of the people 
of the South and West as well as those of the 
East and North. 


In our legislation for such purposes, sectional 


feelings and jealousies ought to be discarded; and 
when a work proposed is a legitimate one, and of 
national advantage, though it be at the extremity 
of these United States, it is not for us, who rep- 
resent and legislate for the whole United States, 
to oppose it, or fold our arms and decline moving 
or acting in it, until an bat Whe aaa of some 
character shall be made for that part of the coun- 
try which we severally more immediately repre- 
sent, as our residence and election district. he 


interior one, between the Atlanticand the waters 


and valleys of the West; there has been no ex- |' 


penditure by this Government of public money 
In it or near it; and though such an expenditure 


would be very convenient and advantageous to ' 


my constituents, yet I am not, I think, justifiable 
in withholding public money for the public ser- 
vice requiring it, until I can stipulate for an ex- 
penditure for some purpose to be devised in m 
district. Standing on neutral ground between the 


East and West, I would advise the Representa- | 
tives on this floor from the Atlantic coast, where ` 


public works for defense must be made, to abstain 


from all strife amongst themselves to obtain the | 


appropriations for their respective districts; and 
let us have their opinion and judgment in a judi- 
cious selection of these public works for national 
advantage, as well as to prevent allextravagant or 
unnecessary expenditure. The expenditure of the 
public money in their district or its vicinity isbuta 


small affair, a temporary advantage that will soon , 


cease to be felt or remembered; whilst the public 


work is to bea permanent one, and a monument - 


of the enlightened judgment and disintcrested 
legislation of Congress, or of its sectional and 
contracted policy. ; 

I would say to the Representatives of the East 
and North that justice must be done to the rights 
and wants of the West. In that region are ob- 
jects of national interest that are entitled not 
only to the attention of this House, but to a lib- 
eral provision for their execution. If it be not 
extended to them shortly, the time is not far dis- 
tant when the control of the legislation of this 
House will be in the hands of the West. The 
valley of the Mississippi can and will take care 
of itself; and I am prepared to do for it now, in 
advance, all that in justice and liberality her great 
interests require. e must provide suitable for- 
tifications on our great western frontier, not only 
as a protection and security to our settlements 
against Indian aggression, but for the purpose of 
maintaining our authority and control over those 


numerous tribes of Indians that are located on . 


that frontier. Provision must also be made for 
suitable lake harbors—not to subserve any par- 


ticular district, but where the public interest and | 


service will be promoted. But if there be one 
object greater than another, and which may be 
called of national interest, it is the Ohio river; 
if not the highway of nations, it is that of many 
sovereign States. It is estimated in the report 
received from the engineer department, that the 
amount of heavy merchandise received and tran- 
shipped at Pittsburg, the head of the river, 
amounts to half a million of tons annually, and is 
progressively increasing. On this great national 
highway there now float upwards of two hundred 
steamboats, many of which measure upwards of 


four hundred tons, and few below one hundred | 


tons; and, in addition to these, there are also 


employed several hundred flat and keel boats.* | 


I am willing and desirous of immediately making 
an appropriation for that river, not merely to 
take out snags, or to obtain a report of the 
length, breadth, and depth of its shoals, or the 


| velocity of the current, but to make it permanently 
| navigable at all seasons, to meet the demands of its 


immense and increasing trade, though millions 
of dollars may be required for its Se ae A 
The bill now before the committee, Mr. Chair- 


man, has relation to our national defense and | 


foreign trade; and, as that trade reaches us prin- 


| cipally through our Atlantic coast and its harbors, 


and as the only formidable enemies that we have 
to encounter must approach us by the same coast, 
and by a naval armament, let us, then, without 
delay, give efficiency to our Navy, and provide 
such means of national defense on our sea-board 
as will be our security in peace, and strong arm 
in war. i 

But, sir, it is objected to the appropriations for 
these purposes, by the honorable member from 
South Carolina, {Mr. Tuomrson,] that the appro- 
priations and expenditures for the public works 
on our coast have been unequal and unjust; that 


* The tolls received on the passage of the canal at Louis- 
ville is evidence, to a certain extent, not only of the mag- 
nitude of the trade on the river, but of its increase—the 
tolls received in 1835 being 880,165, an increase of thirty per 
cent. on those of the preceding year, which were 61,048, 


| northern division of these United States; and that 
this inequality prevails in the bill before the com- 
mittee. When an examination is had of the ap- 
_ propriations and expenditures for public works 
of national defense along the extended coast of 
the United States, it will be found that thereis no 
foundation for this complaint, and that the south- 
| ern division has had the most liberal proportion. 


y. The charge of partial legislation for northern de- 


feases, to the neglect of southern, is not supported 
by the facts, and has been so fully and ably ex- 

osed by the honorable member from Maine, 
EMr. Evans,]} that I will not detain the committee 
in repeating its details. From the public docu- 
ments recently laid upon our desks, it appears 
that the expenditures of the Government on forts 
finished and those under construction, north of 
the Chesapeake bay, are $2,248,949; those south, 
including the Chesapeake bay, are $8,129,764— 
exhibiting a difference in favor of the southern 
division, in this great class of public works of 
defense, of nearly four to one. 

Fn the distribution which the honorable mem- 
ber from South Carolina was pleased to make, he 
excluded Virginia from the southern division of 
these United States, in which she has heretofore 
always been classed. Though itis said that Vir- 
ginia is to be delivered over to the North, I will 
not consider her as of the North, or separated 
from the South, until I know that she has been 
delivered over by all the form of “ livery of seisin,” 
or some other mode of transfer of notoriety, ac- 
knowledged as equally valid and obligatory. 

If, Mr. Chairman, the amount of appropria- 
tions and expenditures should be made in the 
several States according to extent of territory, 
Federal population, trade, or revenue, Pennsy!- 
vania might with more’reason complain of the 
inequality of distribution, and say that she was 
made tributary not only to the North and East, but 
also to the South. In the bill containing appro- 
priations for about five million dollars, including 
$630,000 for Lye Sat there is appropriated, 
specifically, $11,750 for the navy-yard at Phila- 
delphia, which is the only appropriation required 
to be expended in Pennsylvania. The only na- 
tional forts within her borders, or that guard in 
any degree the approach of an enemy to hergreat 
and flourishing capital, are without repair, in a 
| great measure in ruins, and incapable of any de- 
|, fense or protection. I anticipate that for the con- 
l struction and completion of these forts, reason- 
i able appropriations will be made by the present 
‘| Congress, as due to the great interests, trade, and 
| exposed situation of Philadelphia; the import- 

ance and necessity of which no one will, I ap- 
rehend, question. Little has been done for 
Pennsylvania in expenditures within her borders 
‘ by the General Government; of this we do not 
complain, but of the positive wrongs that have 
‘been done her under this Administration, for 
which she did so much to place and sustain in. 
power. The great interests of her citizens, which 
‘| she cherished as the life-blood of her system, 
| Have been drained to exhaustion by the policy 
| and legislation of Congress. Her manufacturing 
| capital and industry, which for a long time she 
|| had fostered with a parent’s care and vigilance, 
‘| are now languishing under the blighting influence 
of the war that has successfully been waged in 
this House upon her enterprising population, who 
had embarked their fortunes in manufacturing 
| establishments, which gave employment to Amer- 
| ican skill, labor, and capital, under a faith and 
confidence reposed in the legislation of Congress, 
which promised a permanent protection, that has 
since been withdrawn from American citizens for 
the benefit of the workshops of Europe and their 
ill-paid and ill-fed laborers. : ` 
hat moneyed institution, which was located 
in her capital city as the great fiscal agent of this 
Government, and which had furnished to the citi- 
zens of Pennsylvania and the United States a 
currency and facilities of money exchange better 
than were enjoyed by any other peor was as- 
sailed with an unrelenting hand by the Govern- 
ment, not only to the hour of its dissolution, but 
even now, when a Pennsylvania Legislature, 1n 
the exercise of her legitimate powers as a sover- 
eign State, has chosen to exercise her own ener- 


' gies, and give renewed life, activity, and regula- 
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tion, under competent State authority, to a solid 


specie capital that was about to be withdrawn `` 


from her jurisdiction, and which her own neces- 
sities, the wants of her citizens, and the amount 
and course of her trade required she should re- 
tain, she is threatened with all the vengeance of 
the powers of this mighty Federal Government, 
and the persecutions of all dependent State gov- 
ernments that can be brought to do its biddings. 
Pennsylvania is now awake to her rights and in- 
terests; she has taken her positian, and will not 
be driven from her purpose of self-protection by 
menaces from Washington, or anywhere else. lt 
is not enough to satisfy Pennsylvania for greater 
sacrifices of her interests and independence to 
party subserviency, that she should be told ‘ that 
she had received from the Administration her 
share of the high offices of this Government.” I 
do know that two of my talented friends were 
invited from Pennsylvania, (but whether selected, 
as has been said, for the Democratic blood which , 
flowed in their veins, I will not say,) and were | 
rewarded with the honors and emoluments of | 
missions to Ryssia. Two other of our eminent | 
citizens were by the Exccutive respectively in- ` 
vited to take charge of the national Treasury—a 
high and responsible trust; and how, and under 
what circumstances, they were scornfully and ' 


ignominiously expelled from their high stations, ;' 


for exercising the liberty and right of private 
judgment and conscious integrity, is too well 
known to the nation to be readily forgotten. 

It will not either be sufficient to reconcile us to 
further sacrifices that ‘itis glory enough”? for 
Pennsylvania ‘‘ to serve under such rulers,’’ and 
to be called “the keystone of the great Federal 
arch.” We wa 
than such empty honors; we want that which 
will add to our State treasury, and enable us to 
carry out our system of internal improvements 
and general education. 

- There is yct one other object of interest, which 


Pennsylvania has-not lost sight of, the time for the `` 


fruition of which has now arrived, and which she 
still expects to obtain as her right from the na- 
tional Legislature; and that is, her fair and equal 
distribution of the proceeds of the public lands. 


to be immense and alarming, and it is one of which 
the representatives of the people, and the people 
themselves, cannot exercise too much vigilance, 
or indulge too much jealousy. That patronage 
is not attended with any danger to the liberties 
of this nation, or its free institutions, in filling up 
our naval armaments, putting in commission the 
national vessels we have, and giving service to the 
naval officers, many of whom are loitering about 
out cities and sca-board, and are desirous of ser- 
vice. The expenditures for naval improvements 
and essential fortifications we cannot with pro- 
priety, withhold from want of confidence in the 


fidelty and economy of those who now administer _ 
‘| 
thorities, and we must intrust to them the reason- i 


the Government. They are the constituted au- 


able and necessary expenditures under the Con- 


far as is within the power of this House, to a 
proper application and strict accountability. 
Much may be done, and ought to be done, to 
lessen the power, patronage, and expenditure of 
this Government, especially so far as it is exer- 
cised in rewarding party favorites, or in dividing 
the public treasure ‘fas spoils to the victors.” 
There is a wide ficld for this work of reform and 
retrenchment in the civil and miscellaneous ex- 
penditures of the Government. There was a 


` time in the history of our Government when an 
‘army of ten thousand men was a source of much 


alarm to many of our intelligent and patriotic 
statesmen, as adverse to our republican institu- 


_tions, in offering temptations as well as giving 


something more substantial ' 


| 


| 


This she considers as a trust that the Federal | 


Government holds, bya solemn compact, for the 
common ‘benefit of the United States, according 


to their respective proportions inthe general charge 


and expenditure, and which, by the Virgina deed 


of cession, was provided ‘should be faithfully |; 


and bona fide disposed of for that purpose, and | 


for no other use or purpose whatsoever.” Penn- :: 


sylvania will not consent that this fund, not now 
wanted for the reasonable expenditures of the 
Government, shall be either wasted or given 
away; but she will pursue it with attention and 
will watch it with an eye that will not close. 
Already is her arm outstretched to receive it, and 
her claims will be pressed by her in a voice that 
will not falter or be silenced.* 

. But, Mr. Chairman, Pennsylvania has no war 
to wage on this bill, and I will not obstruct its 
progress, to stipulate for favor or justice to my 
State in some other unconnected branch of the 
public expenditures for the national service. If 
our interior situation does not expose us as much 


as other States to the assaults of a public enemy,,. 


Iam content that the national defenses shall be 
made where they will be most efficient and avail- 
able, though, for that purpose the public muneys 
should be expended not within our borders. 

1 know that some of my friends on this floor 
are honestly opposed to increased appropriations 
for the Navy and public works of defense, as 
extending further the already overgrown power 


and patronage of the Executive Department of this 


* The receipts of money from the sales of the public lands 


during the year ending the 3lst of December last, are re- 
ported by the Department as amounting to the sum of 
$14,359,193 71; which, if distributed amongst the States 
according to their Federal proportion, would give Pennsyl- 
vania of this sum more than one million and a half of dol- 
lars, with the prospect of a larger annual dividend in the 
coming year. These moneys are now neither used nor 
wanted by the General Government, but are allowed to 
Temajn in the possession of tbeir deposit banks, which, at 
this time, have of the Government money $30,678,879 91, 
Which may be used for their own special advantage and 
“a for the people of the States, to whom, of right, it bo- 
ongs, 


strength to the Executive arm; and yet we are 
slumbering over our rights and constitutional 
government, with an army of more than fifty 
thousand office holders dependent upon Execu- 
tive will and favor. 
dangerous kind, if organized and disciplined for 
the purposes of party; it is dispersed over the 
| whole country to its extreme points, and per- 
vades our cities, towns, villages, our highways 
and byways; and if brought under the surveil- 
lance of the Executive power, on whose will it 
is dependent, as may be apprehended and de- 
plored, it can exert an influence to maintain and 
perpetuate the power of the party or its leaders 
‘more formidable to constitutional government 
than an army of soldiers. 

The attention of Congress ought to be directed, 
in sincerity, to the reform and retrenchment of 
all unnecessary offices, as well as to enforce 
strict accountability on the public officers. In 
this there is much work to accomplish, without 
cutting off anything from the Navy. ‘The ex- 
penditures of the Navy in 1817 were 43,210,278 27, 
| and in 1834 the expenditures for the same were 
| $4,123,423 82, being anincrease of leas than thirty 
| per cent. in seventeen years; whereas, the ex- 
penditures for the civil list in 1817 amounted to 


; $991,894 11, and in 1834, for the same, were 
i: $2,080,601 60, being an increase of more than one 


: hundred per cent. 


not demanded by the public service; and with the 
honorable member from Kentucky [Mr. Harpiy] 
I will act in the work of retrenchment and reform 


is much to be done, with him, I will be content 
not only to use the pruning-knife, but the saw 
and the hatchet, to cut off the many eXcrescences 
and sprouts that have grown up in this Govern- 
ment, at the expense of the public Treasury. 
But, sir, I will not take a single spar from the 
Navy; but, as far as in my power, add to its 
force and. numbers. The American Navy be- 
longs to no party but the American arty. The 
foul hand of party proscription AH aleran 
has not yet defiled and corrupted its high char- 
acter. - God forbid that it ever should! W hen- 
ever it does, and the high places and commands 
in the Navy are bestowed and received. not for 
| bravery, skill, and gallantry in naval combat or 
perilous service, but for zeal and officiousness in 


the leadersofa party by devotionand sycophancy, 
the high character of our Navy will have fled; 
| what will remain will not be worth our care or 


Here is a body of the most '' 


I am willing to go with the honorable member | 
from Tennessee [Mr. BerL] in resisting all unne- | 
cessary appropriations, and reducing such as are- 


to any reasonable extent; and, as I believe there | 


| party election contests, or our naval officers shall | 
so demean themselves as to propitiate and flatter | 


are ah 3 
| Government. That power and patronage I admit j preservation, and we may prepare to hear the 


+ knell of the departed glory of the American Navy, 
: When such becomes our national degradation, 
there will be little left of the purity of our repub- 
: lican institutions for our regard and support. [ 
` hope and trust that such a state of things will be 
averted, and that a merciful Providence, who hag 
so long preserved us as a nation, under our con- 
stituuional Government, against foreign encmies 
and internal dissensions, will still overrule our 
destinies and contro! the actions of our rulers 
and people, that our Government and its institu- 
: tions may not only be maintained by us in their 
' original spirit, but transmitted entire and unim- 
paired to our successors; and that they may be 
enabled to carry out in reality those salutary 
reforms which, ‘‘in these days and generation,” 


have been often promised, but, as yet, not real- 
stitution and laws, holding them responsible, as |; 


ized. 


SURPLUS REVENUE. 


SPEECH OF HON. D. WEBSTER, 
OF MASSACHUSETTS, 
In rue Senate, May 31, 1836, 


On introducing his proposition for the distribution of the 
Surplus Revenue. 


Mr. WEBSTER said: 
Mr. Presipent: I have no desire to make my- 
self responsible, in any special manner, for what 
|, May either be done or omitted on this subject. 
It is surrounded with difficulties, some of them, 
as I think, unnecessarily created; and as these 
| have been produced by measures in which I did 
not concur, it naturally belongs to others, who 
| did concur in those measures, and who now pos- 
sess the power, to apply the remedy according to 
their judgments and on their own responsibility. 
But I incline, nevertheless, to express my opin- 
ions on a subject of such very high interest, and 
to let them have what weight they are entitled to, 
if it may be supposed that they are entitled toany 
| weight at all. 
On one point, I presume, we are all agreed, and 
_thatis, that the subject is of great importance. 
It affects the finances of the country, the security 
: of the public money, and the state of the cur- 
rency; and it affects also the practical and actual 
distribution of power among the several branches 
of the Government. 
The bill comprises provisions for two objects: 
First, regulations for the custody of the public 
_ money between the time of its collection and the 
time of its disbursement; and, as naturally con- 
nected with this, it contemplates, or mnst at least 
| very materially affect, the currency of the coun- 
try, the exchanges, and the usual operations of 
, credit in the commercial world. 

The second dircct object of the bill is, a reduc- 
tion, positive or contingent, of the amount of 
money in the Treasury. 

It seems probable, sir, the bill, so far as it 
respects the first of these objects, may be so mod- 
_ ified as to receive the approbation of a majorit 

of the Senate. A committee, acting in a spirit 
| of conciliation and with an honest desire to avoid 
the points of former difference, might, I think, 
agree on the regulations to be prescribed to the 
deposit banks. The sentiments which have been 
advanced in the course of the discussion do not 
appear to be irreconcilable. In the present state 
of things, I see no way but to employ State banks 
as depositories of the public money, and I havea 
| sincere desire to subject them to such regulations, 
; and such only, as shall make them in the highest 
practicable degree safe to the Government, and 
useful to the country. To this end, I am of 
opinion that the first step is to increase their num- 
bers. At present their number, especially in the 
large cities, is too small. They have too large 
sums in deposit in proportion to their capital and 
their legal limits of discount. By this means the 
public money is locked up. Itis hoarded. Itis 
i, withdrawn, to a considerable extent, from the 
i| general mass of commercial means, and is suf- 


{ fered to accumulate, with no possible benefit to 
the Government, and with great inconvenience 
and injury to the general business of the country. 
On this point there seems little diversity of opin- 
ii ion. All appear to agree that the number of 
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deposit banks should be so far increased, that 


ure Which it may reeeive, as an increase of its 
ctfeetive deposits, to be used, like other moneys 
in deposit, as a basis of discount, toa just and 
proper extent, F regard this modification of the 
present sysiem as indispensable. 

Tthook, too, that for the use of these de 
the bank should pay a moderate interest. They 
ean well afford it. The best banks in the States 
willbe ready, I do not doubt, to receive the de- 
posis on that condition among others. What 
the rate of interest should be depends very much 
on what we may do with the surplus revenue. 
If we leave that surplus undistributed, the banks 
ought to pay a large interest. If we provide for 
disiribating the surplus, thus leaving ba a small 
amount in the banks, and making it their duty, 
at the same time, to transfer the public funds from 
place to place, when requested, without charge, 
the rate of interest should of course be less. I 
agree, too, to what has been suggested respecting 
the authority to change those banks. They ought 
not to be changed, but for plain and specific cause, 
set down and provided for in the law itself. Any 
restriction less than this will place a discretion in 
the hands of the Executive, which will be ver 
capable of being abused. Nor should the Secre- 
tary be at liberty to order funds from one bank 
to another, for any other reason than the exigen- 
cies of the public service. He should not be at 
liberty to use the public treasures for the purpose 
of upholding the credit, or increasing the means, 
of any State institution. 

The bill proposes that all the deposit banks 
shall be bound to keep, at all times, an amount 
of specie in their vaults bearing a certain propor- 
tion to their debts and liabilities. I approve of 
this, not so much from any belief that the solid- 
ity of the banks can be secured by any such 
provisions, as because a regulation of this kind 
may tend, in some measure, to retain a certain 
quantity of specie in the country, and by that 
means to secure, in some small degree, the gen- 
eral circulation against violent shocks. But ido 
not attach great importance to this. In my opin- 
ion, Mr. President, if the bill pass with these 
modifications, a considerable benefit will be con- 
ferred on the community. Confidence will be, in 
some measure at least, restored; the banks will 
possess the power of useful action, and the dis- 
tressing uncertainty which now hangs over every- 
thing being dispelled, the commercial community 
will find its way out of its present embarrass- 
ment. 

Sill, sir, I am bound to say that the present 
system, in my opinion, can never be perfect. It 
can never be the best system. It can never bea 
safe regulator of the currency of the country, nor 
furnish solid security against derangement. It 
can never give to the mercantile world the cheap- 
est, safest, and best means of facilitating domestic 
exchanges. The State banks were not made for 
these general purposes;. they are not fitted for 
them; they have not the unity and comprehen- 
siveness of plan and of operation, which the 
succeasful accomplishment of such purposes re- 
quires. They are subject to various limitations 
by their charters, and it may even be doubtful, 
in some cases, whether they can legally bind 
themselves in such stipulations and contracts as 
we propose to submit to them. They were estab- 
lished for local, not for general objects. They 
did not expect to receive Government deposits; 
and it might possibly be thought important to 
their stockholders and customers to be informed 


posits 


whether, in case of failure or insolvency, the _ 


priority of the United States would prevail, as in 
other cases, to the all i 
debtsand claims. It 1s certainly my opinion, sir, 
that we are running great hazards with the cur- 
rency of the country. I see no well-assured re- 
liance for its safety in this system of deposit 
banks, regulated as well as they may be. Never- 
theless, regulation is necessary, nay, it 1s indis- 
pensable; and some present benefit at least would 
arise, | am persuaded, from the passage of a 
proper law. ; S 

I come now, sir, to the other important object 
of this bill, the reduction of the amount of money in 
the Treasury. 


And here the first question is whether there |: 


} 


+ 


each may regard that portion of the public treas- | 


M 


ostponement of all other |; 


| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 


E = 


_ no operation. 


‘| causes, or causes the recurrence of which, here- 


: the measure should be limited to one single divis- | 


will be any surplus revenue? Will thete be any 
thing to divide at the end of this year? On this | 
point opinions are not agreed, but I think there 
will be a surplus, and a large surplus. Edo not 
see any probability either of such a falling off 
of income on the one hand, or such an increase 
of expenditure on the other, as shall leave the 
Treasury exhausted at the end of this year. I 
speak of this year only, because the measure 
which I shall propose will be limited to the end 
of this year. My plan is to provide for the sur- 
plus which may be on hand at the end of this 
year, and to stop there. As to the probable state 
of the Treasury at the time, E agree it is matter 
of opinion and estimate; but we know what sum 
is on hand now, and we are drawing the session 
to a close, when appropriations will cease, and 
the year itself is already half expired. It would 
seem, then, that we ought to be able to judge of 
the state of the Treasury six months hence, 
without risk of great and wide mistake. I pro- 
roel on the following general estimate and calcu- 
ation: 


January 1, 1836. Amount of money in the Treas- 


ULY cc ercecccresecarceccecce ces $29,000,000 
Deducted unexpended balances of ap- 


PFOPTlatlON.. .eecirccccessecseses 8,000,000 


17,000,000 

Revenue of the first quarter of 1836.. 11,000,000 
Estimate for the three last quarters of 

IS36. 0. eee ee cee weer cence ence ces 25,000,000 
Stock in late Bank of the United States, 

including premium. ..ese.ss.s..... 8,000,000 


bs 61,000,000 
Appropriations in 1836, estimated . 
Ate cece ec cece ce cee o e. $30,000,000 
Deduct what will remain 
as unexpended balance 
at the end of the year.. 14,000,000 
21,000,000 | 


ee | 


$40,000,000 


This estimate, sir, does not rest solely on my 
own judgment. I find others acquainted with the 
subject, and competent to judge, coming to con- 
clusions not far different from my own. Itis true 
this rests in opinion; it cannot be mathematically 
proved that we shall have a surplus in the Treas- 
ury at the end of the year; but the practical ques- 
tion is, whether that result is not so highly prob- } 
able that itis our duty to make some provision 
for it, and to make that provision now. [I propose : 
only to divide the surplus. If it shall happen, ; 
after all, that there shall be no surplus, then the ; 
measure will have done no harm; but if the sur- | 
plus shall not be forty millions, but only thirty- | 
five, thirty, twenty-five, or even twenty, still, if 
it be now probable that it will reach even the | 
lowest of these sums, is it not our duty to provide | 
for it? This is a contingent megsure, not a pos- ' 
itive one. Itis intended to apply to a case in my | 
judgment very likely to arise; indeed, I may say — 
a case which in all probability will arise; but if it | 
should not, then the proposed measure will have 

I have already observed that, in my opinion, 
ion—one distribution of the surplus money in the 
Treasury. In that respect my proposition differs 
i from the bill of the honorable member from Caro- 
: Jina, and it differs, too, from the amendment pro- 

osed by the member from New York. I think 
it safest to treat the present state of things as 
extraordinary, as being the result of accidental 


after, we cannot calculate upon with certainty. 
There would be insuperable objections, in my 
opinion, to a settled practice of distributing rev- 
enue among the States. It would be a strange 
operation of things, and its effects on our system 
of government might well be feared. I cannot 
reconcile myself to the spectacle of the States 
receiving their revenues, their means even of sup- ; 
| porting theirown governments, from the Treasury 
\ of the United States. If, indeed, the land bill 
could pass, and we could act on the policy, which 
I think the true policy, of regarding the public 


= 


lands as a fund belonging to the people of all the 
States, I should cheerfully concur in that policy, 
and be willing to make an annual distribution of 
the procceds of the lands, for some years, at least. 
But if we cannot separate the proceeds of the 
lands from other revenue, if all must go into the 
Treasury together, and there remain together, 
then I have no hesitation in declaring now that 
the income from customs must be reduced. They 
must be reduced, even at the hazard of injury to 


: some branches of manufacturing industry ; because 


this, in my opinion, would be a less evil than 
that extraordinary and dangerous state of things 
in which the United States should be found laying 
and collecting taxes for the purpose of distrib- 
uting them, when collected, among the States of 
the Union. 

I do not think it difficult to account for the 

resent overflowing condition of the Treasury. 

he Treasury enjoys two sources of income—the 
custom-house and the public lands. The income 
from the customs has been large, because the 
commerce of the country has been greatly ex- 
tended, and its prosperity has been remarkable. 
The exports of the country have continued to 
increase. While the cotton crop has continued 
to increase from year to year, the price of cotton 
has still kept up. Notwithstanding all the appre- 
hensions entertained by prudent and sagacious 
men to the contrary, the world has not become 
overstocked with this article. The increase of 
consumption seems to keep pace with the increase 


of supply. The consequence is, a vast and in- 


creasing export by us, and an import correspond- 
ing with this export, and with the amount of 
earnings in the carrying trade; since the general 
rule undoubtedly is, taking a namber of years 
together, that the amount of imports, and the 
earnings of freights, are about equal to the amount 
of exports. The cotton fields of the South most 
unquestionably form a great part of the basis of 
our commerce, and the earnings of our navigation 
another. 

The honorable member from South Carolina 


' has referred to the tariff act of 1828 as the true 


| cause of the swollen state of the Treasury. I 


agree that there were many things in the. act of 


| 1828 unnecessarily putthere. But we know they 


were not put there by the friends of the act. That 
act is a remarkable instance (I hope never to be 
ee) of unnatural, violent, angry legislation. 
Those who introduced it designed, originally, 
nothing more than to meet the new condition of 
things which had been brought about by the 
altered policy of Great Britain in relation to 
taxes on wool. A bill with the same end in 
view had passed the House of Representatives in 
1827, but was lost in the Senate. The act of 1828, 
however, objectionable though it certainly was 
in many respects, has not been, in my opinion, 
the chief cause of the over-product of the cus- 
toms. I think the act of 1832, confirmed by the 
act of 1833, commonly called the compromise 
act, has had much more to do in producing that 
result. Up to the time of the passing of the act 
of 1832, the minimum principle had been preserved 
in laying duties on certain manufactures, espe- 
cially woolen cloths. This ill-understood and 
much-reviled principle appears to me neverthe- 


i| less, and always has appeared to me, to be a just, 


proper, effectual, and strictly philosophical mode 
of laying protecting duties. It is exactly con- 
formable, as I think, with the soundest and most 
accurate principles of political economy. It is, 
in the most rigid sense, whatall such enactments, 
so far as practicable, should be; that is to say, a 
mode of laying specific duty. It lays the impests 
exactly where it will do good, and leaves the rest 
free. It is an intelligent, discerning, discrimina- 
ing principle; not a blind, headlong, generalizing, 
uncalculating. operation. Simplicity, undoubt- 
edly, is a great beauty in acts of legislation, as 
well as in the works of art; but in both it must 
be a simplicity the result of congruity of parts 
and adaptation to the end designed, not a rude 
generalization, which either leaves the. particular 
object unaccomplished, or in accomp ishing it 
accomplishes a dozen others also, which were 
not desired. Itis.a simplicity which is wrought 
out by knowledge and skill, not the rough pro- 
duct of an. undistinguishing, sweeping, general 
principle. ' 
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Let us suppose that the gradations is woolen 
cloths be represented by a line. At one end of 
this line are those of the highest price, and let the 
scale descend to the other end, where, of course, | 
will be those of the lowest price. Now, with the 
two ends of the line our manufacturers have not 
much to do; that is to say, they have not much - 
to do with the production of the very highest or 
the very lowest of these articles. Generally 
speaking, iney work in the intermediate space. 
It was along this space, along this part of the line 
of work, that the minimum princess as it has 
been usually called, operated. It struck just where 
the great object of protection rae it to strike, 
and it struck nowhere else. All the rest it left 
free. It wasted no power. It accomplished its 
object by the least possible expenditure of means. 
Its aim was leveled ata distinct and well dis- 
cerned object, and its aim was exact, and the 


i 
{ 
1 


| 
| 


try. When the honorable member from Ken- 
tucky introduced it, he called it a measure of 
conciliation, and expressed the hope that if the 
manufacturing interests should be found to suffer 
under it, it might be modified by general consent. 


Although never concurring in the act, I entertain | 
that ' 
ques- | 


the same hope. I pray most ferventl 
former strifes and controversies on the tari 
tion may never be revived; but at the same time 
it is my opinion that the principles established 
by the law of 1833 can never form the commer- 
cial system of this country. 

But, Mr. President, the most striking increase 
inthe public revenue is in that branch of it which 
is derived from the sales of the publiclands. How 
happens it that the proceeds from this quarter 
have sprung up thus suddenly to such a height? 
The Secretary’s estimate of the proceeds of the 
sales of the public lands for this year was only 
four milions. The actual sales are likely to be 


object was reached. 

But the minimum had become the subject of twenty. What has occasioned this great and 
obloquy and reproach. It was railed at, even, in ; unexpected augmentation? Sir, we are to remem- 

ood set terms, by some who professed to be, and : ber that the growth and prosperity of the country 
who doubtless were, friends of the protecting | generally are remarkable, and that, as these in- 
policy. It was declared to be deception. It was || crease, the western tide, both of people and prop- 
said that it cheated the people, inasmuch as under |; erty, increases also. The reflow of this property 
its operation they did not see what amount of || is into the Treasury through the land offices. 
taxes they really paid. For one, i 
the fact, nor yield to the argument. I had no |, course, augmented the demand for cotton lands, 
doubt the people knew what taxes they paid under and we all know that good lands, for the produc- 
the operation of the laws, as well as we who |: tion of that crop, are sought for with great eager- 
passed the laws; and whether they stopped to: ness. We are to include, too, the great expan- 


make precise calculations or not, if they found 
the tax neither oppressive nor heavy, and the 
effect of the law decidedly salutary, I did not be- 
lieve they would complain of it, unless it was | 


sion of the paper circulation among the causes 
tending to produce heavy purchases; and the 
amount of foreign capital that has found its way 
through one channel or another into the country, 


made a part of some other controversy. The || and is giving an additional stimulus and additional 


minimum principle, however, inits application to | 
broadcloths, ‘was overthrown by the law of 1832, | 
and that law, as it came from the House of Rep- | 
resentatives, and as it finally passed, substituted | 
a géneral and universal ad valorem duty of fifty | 
percent. An effort was made in the Senate to 

resist this general ad valorem system, and to hold | 
on to the specific duty; but it did not prevail. | 
The Senate was nearly evenly divided. The | 
casting or turning vote was held by a gentleman, | 
a friend for whom [ always entertain a very high | 
regard, a member from 
Senate. After the discussion, he admitted him- | 
self almost satisfied that the law, in this particular, 
ought not to be altered; but his impression against 
the minimum, nevertheless, finally prevailed, and 
he voted for the new mode, that is to say, the gen- 
eral ad valorem mode of laying the duty; and, to 
render this effectual, he himself proposed to carry 
that duty as high as sixty per cent. The Senate 
fixed it, indeed, at fifty-seven per cent., but the 
House non-concurred, and the law finally passed, 
as all know, establishing an ad valorem duty of 
fifty per cent. on woolen cloths, &c. _ 

` Now, Mr. President, when we recollect that 


the duties on woolen fabrics of all kinds bring | 


into the Treasury four, or five, or six millions a 
year, every man acquainted with our manufac- 
tures must see at once that a portion of this vast 
sum is perfectly useless as a protecting duty; be- 
cause it is imposed on fabrics with which our 
own manufacturers maintain no competition, and 
in regard to which, therefore, they ask no protec- 
tion.” I have instituted sundry inquiries for the 
purpose of learning, and of showing, what is the 
amount of duties collected annually on woolens, 
which have no distinct bearing, as protecting du- 
ties, on any of the products of our manufactures. 
At present I will only say, and will say that with 
reat confidence, that of the surplus money now 
in the Treasury several millions are the proceeds 
of ad valorem duties, which have conferred no 
perceptible benefit whatever on our manufactur- 
ing establishments. It is, therefore, sir, that I 
regard the-law of 1832, and not the law of 1828, 
as the gréat error in our legislation. This law of 
1832 was confirmed by the act of 1833, and is, of 
course, in actual operation at the present moment, 
except so far as it has become affected by the 
gradual reduction provided for by the last men- 
tioned act. I wish not to discuss the act of 1833. 
I do not propose at 
tion; but havin 
of saying that Í 


resent to disturb its opera- 
alluded to it, I take the qccasion 
have not the Jeast idea that that 


aryland, not now in the | 


facility to enterprises, both public and private. 
Many of the States have contracted large debts 
for purposes of improvement, and these stocks 
have gone abroad. I suppose there may be fifty 
millions of State securities covered in Europe. 
Foreign capital, also, has been introduced, to a 
great extent of late, as the basis of commercial 
enterprise—a thing ordinarily to be expected when 

we look to the low rates of interest abroad, and 
' the great demand for money at home. It would 
be hazardous to estimate proportions and amounts 
on such a subject; but it is certain that a large 


owned by Americans, and sailing and transported 


operation by means of foreign capital actually 
| advanced, or acting through the agency of credit. 


prices; and certainly it has had a direct effect 
upon the ability of making investments in the 
public lands. 

And, sir, closely connected with these causes, 
is another, which I should consider, after all, the 
main cause; that is, the low price of land com- 
pared with other descriptions of property. In 


is chained down-by the statute. Goods, products 
of all kinds, and indeed all other lands, may rise 
and many of them have risen, some twenty-five 


lands remain at a dollar and twenty-five cents an 
acre; and vast portions of this land are equal, in 
natural fertility, to any part of the globe. There 
is nothing on either continent to surpass their 
quality. ‘The Government land, therefore, at the 
present prices, and at the present moment, is the 
cheapest safe object of investment, The sagacity 
of capital has found this out, and it grasps the 
opportunity. Purchase, it is true, has gone ahead 
of emigration; but emigration follows it, in near 
pursuit, and spreads its thousands and its tens of 
thousands close on the heels of the surveyor and 
the land hunter. When I traversed a part of the 
western States, three years ago, I could not but 
ask myself, in the midst ef the vast forests around 
me, where are the people to come from who are 
to begin cultivation here, and to chequer this 
wilderness with fields of wheat? But, when re- 
turning on the Cumberland road, or while pass- 
ing along other great channels of communication, 
I encountered the masses of population moving 
westward, I was tempted to ask myself, on the 


act can remain as the settled system of this coun- || other hand, a far different question, and that was, 


everything else prices have run up; but here price | 


and some forty or fifty per cent.; but Government | 


I did not admit | The well-sustained demand for cotton has, of ` 


amount of property now afloat, in ships and goods . 


on American account, is put into commercial , 


| to settle? 
i Nor are we to overlook, in this survey of the 
' causes of the vast increase in the sale of lands, 
ii the effects, almost magical, of that great agent 
of beneficence, prosperity, wealth and power— 
INTERNAL IMPROVEMENT. This has brought the 
West to the Atlantic, and carried the Atlantic to 
the West. Ohio, Indiana, Illinois, Michigan, 
and Wisconsin, are no longer places remote from 
us. Railroads and canals have brought the 
i settlers of these regions so near to us that we 
almost fancy that we can see the smoke of their 
, cabins and hear the strokes of their axes. From 
‘Maine to the upper Mississippi is already a 
: beaten track, with one’s acquaintances every- 
' where along the road, and that road even nota 
; long one, if we measure it by the time required 
to pass over it. 
| My. President, if I am asked how long these 
causes, or any of them, will continue to act with 
this effective energy, I readily answer that I 
| cannot foresee. Nor can I foresee other events 
i which may affect our revenue in years to come. 
i And it fs for this reason precisely that what I 
| propose is limited to a single year. All the un- 
| certainties and contingencies which naturally 
belong to human affairs, hang over us. I know 
not what expenditures may be called for next 
year. I know not what may be necessary to 
satisfy the all-absorbing capacity of Indian wars 
and Indian treaties. I know not what events, at 
home or abroad, may shake our commercial se- 
| curity. I know not what frosts and blights may 
| do against the cotton crops. I know not what 
| may happen to our currency. I cannot tell what 
' demands for the use of capital in other objects 
| may slacken the purchase of public lands; for I 
| am persuaded that, hereafter, our income from 
i that source is likely to be much more fluctuatin 
'; than heretofore, as depending less on the actua 
, amount of emigration, and more on the occa- 
sional plenty or scarcity of money. Emigration 
must hereafter supply its wants much more than 
| formerly out of lands already separated from the 
public domain. 
Under these circumstances, it appears to me 
to be prudent to limit the proposed division to a 
single operation. Let us lighten the Treasury 
for once; and then let us pause, and centemplate 
our condition. As to what may then be expe- 
dient, events will enlighten us. We shall be able 
to judge more wisely, by the result of our exper- 


| where in the world will all these people find room 
t 
| 
j 


į iments, and the future will be more visible as it 


This introduction of foregn capital, in all the va- |. 
rious forms, has doubtless had some effect in | 
extending our paper circulation, and in raising | 


approaches nearer. 

It will be observed, sir, that I give full time to 
the deposit banks to prepare themselves to pay 
over these funds. Time for this purpose is in- 
dispensable. We might do rather harm than 

good if we were to require any sudden operation 
| of that kind. Give the banks time; let them know 
what they have to do; let the community see into 
i what channels the surplus funds are to flow, and 
when they are to begin to flow; and men of busi- 
ness will then be able to-see what is before them. 

I have the fullest confidence that if we now 
adopt this measure it will immediately relieve the 
country. It will remove that severe and almost 
unparalleled pressure for money, which is now 
distressing and breaking down the industry, the 
i enterprise, and even the courage of the commer- 
cial community. I assure you, sir, this present 
| pressure is not known, or felt, or believed here, 
i in anything like its true extent. If we give no 
relief, I know not what may happen, even in this 
day of high prosperity. I beseech those who 
have the power, not to let the opportunity pass, 
but to improve it, and thereby to revive the hopes 
and reassure the confidence of the country. 
amg expressed these sentiments, and brought 
forward this specific proposition for one division 
among the States of the surplus funds, I should 
now move to commit the whole subject, either to 
a select committee or the Committee on Finance, 
were it not that, looking to the present compos!- 
tion of the Senate, I am not desirous of taking a 
lead in this measure. The responsibility natu- 
rally rests'with those who have the power of ma- 


jorities, and who may expect the concurrence of 
other branches. Meantime I cheerfully give my- 
self to any labor which the occasion requires, an 

I express my own deep and earnest conviction 
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of the propriety and expediency of the measures | 
which | have endeavoged to explain and to sup- | 
port. 

[At theconclusion ofhis speech, Mr. Wesster 
read his amendment, which we have already pub- 
lished, and which proposed one division of the 
surplus funds among the Srates.] 


INDEPENDENCE OF TEXAS. 


REMARKS OF HON. JOIN M. NILES, ` 
OF CONNECTICUT, 


Ix tue Senate, July 1, 1836, 


On the report from the Committee on Foreign Relations in 
favor of declaring the Independence of Texas. 


Mr. NILES said that he did not wish to pro- 
long the debate, yet from the relation in which he 
atood to the subject, he felt ita duty to express 
his approbadion of the resolution which had been 
reported by the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 
He fully concurred in the views of the commit- 
tee. He thought they had gone far enough, and 
had stopped at the proper point. He had on a 
former occasion expressed the opinion that it 
would be premature unqualifiedly to recognize the 
independence of Texas at this time, and he had 
seen nothing to change this opinion. In determ- 
ining the question of the propriety of the recog- 
nition of the independence of Texas, there are 
two points of investigation: the first, whether the 

eople of that portion of country are in fact an 
independent and distinct community, exercising 
the powers of self-government; and, the second, 
whether there are reasonable grounds to believe 
that they are in a condition to maintain their in- 
dependence. 

In relation to the first question, there was no 
difficulty; the dominion of Mexico over Texas 
is completely and effectually overthrown, and the 
people have established a constitution and gov- 
ernment for themselves, founded on liberal prin- 
ciples, similar to those forming the basis of our 
own institutions. They are at this time de facto 
a free and independent State, governing them- | 
selves, and managing their own affairs. This- 
elevated position, and the rights pertaining to it, 
no people have stronger claims to; they have 
been achieved and won by their valor, sacrifices, 
and sufferings almost unparalleled in so short a 
contest. Animated by a spirit of liberty and in- 
dependence, they have contended against fearful 
odds, with courage and determination that could 
hardly fail of success, and which led to the glo- 
rious victory of Saint Jacinto—a victory not sur- 
passed in the records of modern wartare. By 
this single victory, not only the power of the 
Mexican chief was overthrown, but that of the 
Mexican nation, which still acknowledges him as 
at the head of its Government. 

Texas is now free and independent; she has 
thrown off the dominion of Mexico, and stands 
forth to the world as a separate and sovereign 
State; but before we can extend our arms to re- 
ceive and embrace her as a member of the family 
of nations, we must be reasonably satisfied that — 
she is capable of maintaining the high attitude 
she has assumed; we must louk not only to her | 
military power, but to the number and condition 
of her people. 


acter of an independent State? Her population 
is limited. In Texas proper it docs not perhaps | 
exceed sixty thousand; and in the whole terri- | 
tory, including the State of Coahuila, less than | 
two hundred thousand. This, it must be con- | 
feased, is a small population for an independent 

State; but it is to be remembered that all power | 
is relative; and in judging of the capacity of the 
Texans to sustain themselves as an independent 
people, we must algo look to the condition and | 
strength of Mexico. It is well known that the ; 
Republic of Mexico, if such it can be called, has 
for more than twenty years been agitated and | 
distracted by successive revolutions; that the | 
power has been transferred from one chief to 
another according to the fortune of war, or the 
success of the intrigues and ambitious schemes 
of political aspirants. In these protracted strug- 
gles, and almost continuous civil broils, the na- 


34 


Has she a population?—has she | 
resources sufficient to sustain the rank and char- | 


| 


tion has become enfeebled and exhausted, and 
the people impoverished and plundered by the 
rapacity of the chiefs and military rulers. Al- 
though possessed of a considerable population, 
Mexico is a weak and feeble State. She has no 
navy,and possesses none of the elements for con- 


structing one. The physical position and advant- - 


ages of a State form an important element in its 
means and capacity of defense. On the Rio del 
Norte there is a desert of sixty miles in breadth, 
which seems to be a natural barrier that separates 
the southern from the northern portion of the 
Mexican territory. Or it may become the bar- 
rier and natural boundary between two great na- 
tions on this continent—the one extending south 


to tre Isthmus of Darien, the other embracing 


the whole country north. 

If Texas is a small community for an inde- 
pendent State, it is to be borne in mind that there 
are many small independent States in Europe sur- 
rounded by the most powerful nations; such are 
Portugal, Switzerland, and others. However 
small a State may be, yet if it have asserted and 
established its independence, and from physical 
or ather causes, or the weakness of the Power 
claiming dominion over it, itis able to maintain 
it, the small amount of its population, and its 
weakness as compared with the large Powers of 
the earth, form no objections to its being recog- 
nized and received into the family of nations. 
The same principles of justice and of national 
law apply to a small State as to a large one. In 
either case the question is, is it in fact independ- 
ent? Is it in the possession of a Government 
and civil constitution, and in a condition to main- 
tain them? In estimating the capacity of Texas 
to sustain the attitude she has assumed in relation 
to Mexico, we must not overlook the character of 
he? population, a large portion of them having 
been emigrants from the United States, enter- 
prising and enlightened. The intelligence, the 
physical and moral energies of a people, are of 
more importancethan their numbers. How many 
Mexicans are equal to one Texan? Let the vic- 
tory of Saint Jacinto answer. 


_ Mr. N. said he would not touch on the ulterior . 


questions connected with this subject, and he 
regretted that the honorable Senator from South 
Carolina [Mr. Canuoun] had alluded to the an- 
nexation of Texas to the United States. When 
considering the question of her independence, 
he thought it should be kept free from even any 
suggestions regarding the probable future destiny 
of that country. It might occasion suspicions 
injurious to the honor and purity of our conduct 
to connect any viewsof ultimate aggrandizement 


or accession of territory with the question of doing | 


justice to a brave people upon our borders strug- 
gling for their rights. Whatever may be the ulti- 
mate destiny of that country, or its influence on 
that of this Republic, he was not disposed to 
inquire on this occasion, as no considerations of 
that character ought to influence us either to grant 
or withhold a recognition. Whether it would be 


for the interest and safety of the United States to | 


purchase Texas, was a question that he did not 
wish to see connected with the one before the 
Senate; that question, should it ever arise, would 


probably be found beset with many difficulties, | 


and may excite a deep conflict of feelings. 


He | 


would only say that destiny, which no legislative | 


foresight or human sagacity can control, had no 
doubt intimately connected Texas with the Uni- 
ted States. Nothing can be more clear than this. 
She is upon our borders, and is and will be settled 
by citizens of this Union, speaking our own lan- 
guage, carrying with them the spirit of our free 
institutions, and the sme love of liberty glowing 
in their hearts. Destiny had established intimate 
political connections between the United States 
and Texas; but what that relation would be— 
whether that territory would be annexed to this 
Union, and for one or more States, or whether 
it would exist as an independent nation, under 
the protection of the United States—time only 
could determine. Such political relations were not 
incompatible with the rights of sovereignty and 


| independence, and have long existed between 


England and Portugal. . 

That Texas would be able to sustain the atti- 
tude she had assumed, he had little doubt; yet 
the recency of events there required that we 


should not be precipitate; time alone could test 
| the stability and true condition of affairs in that 
‘country. He did not, however, concur with 
i the honorable Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
Bucuanan] that a recognition on the part of this 
Governmentatthis time would not benefit Texas, 
He thought such an act would have great influ- 
ence on her affairs; it would give them an impetus, 
powerful and irresistible; it would be the signal 
for the bold and enterprising citizens ofthe United 
States to rush, like a swelling flood, into that 
country, to share in the toils, the glory, and the 
rewards of the contest which is going on. But 
the very fact that an unqualified recognition of 
the independence of Texas would exert so potent 
an influence in her cause, is a strong reason 
against such a measure in the present unsettled 
state of the contest. Itmight throw a suspicion 
upon our neutrality, if an act of this Government 


, Should have a direct agency in effecting the inde- 


pendence of a country lying upon our borders, 
and which may hereafter be annexed to our ter- 
ritory. The resolutions now before us, contain- 
ing a qualified recognition, will no doubt have a 
favorable and salutary influence on the cause of 
Texan independence and liberty. It will be a 
voice from a great, free, and kindred people, 
which cannot fail to cheer, animate, and encourage 
the brave men on our southern border, who have 
shown themselves so deserving of freedom and 
so capable of maintaining it. This voice will 
reverberate throughout the Union, and its influ- 
ence will not be slow, nor small, on our own citi- 
zens. Aroused by a spirit of liberty and enter- 

rise, a strong current is setting’ that way, and 
its course will be onward, strong and irresistible. 
If the adoption of these resolutions shail con- 
tribute to give a favorable impulsation to the 
cause of Texas, he should rejoice at it; for, so 


, far asit is right for this Government to go, with- 
' out being exposed to the slightest imputation of 


an improper interference or a disregard of the 
strictest obligations of neutrality, so far he was 
prepared to go. He would scrupulously guard 
the national honor and faith, and strictly adhere 
to those principles of action which have ever 
controlled the course of this Government in its 
connections with other nations; but these resolu 
tions will notconflict with those principles; whilst 
I think they may have a favorable and salutary 
influence on the cause of Texan independence 
and freedom. He hoped they would be adopted 
with perfect unanimity. 


INDEPENDENCE OF TEXAS. 


SPEECH OF HON. T. H. BENTON, 


OF MISSOURI, 
In Senate, July 1, 1836. 


The following resolution, reported by Mr. CLay from the 
Committee ou Foreign Relations, being under considera- 
tion: 

Resolved, That the independence of Texas ought to be 


, acknowledged by the United States whenever satisfactory 


information shall be received that it has in successful opera- 
tion a civil government capable of performing the duties 
and fulfilling the obligations of an independent Power— 

Mr. BENTON rose and said he should confine 
himself strictly to the proposition presented in 
the resolution, and should not complicate the 
abstract question of recognition with speculations 
on the future fate of Texas. Such speculationa 
could have no good effect upon either of the 
countries interested——upon Mexico, Texas, or the 
United States. Texas has not asked for admis- 
sion into this Union. Her independence is still 
contestedby Mexico. Her houndaries, and other 
important points in her political condition, are 
rot yetadjusted. To discuss the question of her 
admission into this Union, under these circum- 
stances, is to treat her with disrespect, to embroil 
ourselves with Mexico, to compromise the disin- 
terestedness of our motives in the eyes of Europe, 
and to start among ourselves prematurely, and 
without reason, a question which, whenever it 
comes, cannot be without its own intrinsic diffi- 
culties and perplexities. 

Since the three months that the affairs of Texas 
have been the subject of repeated discussion it, 
this Chamber, l have imposed on myself a reserve 
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enmon a $ 
not the effect of want of feeling, but the effect of li We have inland and maritime commerce. She 


strong feeling and some judgment combined, 
which has not permitted me to give utterance to 
the general expression of my sentiments. Once 
only have I spoken, and that at the most critical 
moment of the contest, and when the reported 
advance of the Mexicans upon Nacogdoches, and 
the actual movement of General Gaines and our 
own troops in that direction, gave reason to ap- 
prehend the encounter of flags, or the collision 
of arms, which might compromise individuals or 
endanger the peace of nations. It was then that 
I used those words, not entirely cnigmatical, and 
which have since been repeated by some without 
the prefix of their important qualification, namely, 
that while neutrality was the obvious line of our 
duty and of our interest, yet there might be emer- 
gencies in which the obligations of duty could 
have no force, and the calculations of interest could 
have no place; when, in fact, a man should have 
no head to think! nothing buta heart to feel! and 
an arm to strike !—and I illustrated this sentiment 
—it was after the affair of Goliad, and the imputed 


i! has mines; we have ships. General considera- 


tions impose upon each Power the duties of re- 
ciprocal friendship; especial inducements invite 
us to uninterrupted commercial intercourse. 

As a western Senator, coming from the banks 


of the Mississippi atd from the State of Mis- i- 
souri, I cannot be blind to the consequences of : 
interrupting that double line of inland and mari- , 


time commerce which, stretching to the mines of 
Mexico, brings back the perennial supply of solid 
money which enriches the interior, and enables 
New Orleans to purchase the vast accumulation 
of agricultural produce of which she is the em- 
porium. Wonderful are the workings of com- 
merce, and more apt to find out its own proper 
channels by its own operations than to be guided 
into them by the hand of legislation. New Or- 
leans now is what the Havana once was—the 
entrepot of the Mexican trade, and the recipient 
of its mineral wealth. The superficial reader of 
commercial statistics would say that Mexico but 
slightly encourages our domestic industry; that 


order to unpeople the country—with the suppos- | she takes nothing from our agriculture, and but 
ititious case of prisoners assassinated, women ; little from our manufactures. On the contrary, 
violated, and children slaughtered, and these hor- |; the close observer would see a very different pic- 
rors to be perpetrated in the presence or hearing |! ture. He would see the products of our soil 
of an American army. In such a case I declared | passing to all the countries of Europe, exchang- 
. it to be my sentiment—and I now repeat it, for I || ing into fine fabrics, and these returning in the 
feel it to be in me—in such a case I declared itto || ships of many nations, our own predominant, to 
be my sentiment that treaties were nothing, books .. the city of New Orleans; and thence going off in 
were nothing, laws were nothing! that the para- | small Mexican vessels to Matamoras, Tampico, 
mount law of God and nature was everything! Vera Cruz, and other Mexican ports. The re- 
and that the American soldier, hearing the cries | turn from these ports is in the precious metals, 


of helplessness and weakness, and remembering 
only that he was a man, and born of woman, and 
the father of children, should fiy to the rescue, | 
and strike to prevent the 
which shock humanity aod dishonor the age. I 
uttered this sentiment not upon impulsion, but 
with consideration; not for theatrical effect, but ' 
as a rule for action; notas vague declamation, but 
with an eye to possible or probable events, and | 
with a view to the public justification of General | 
Gaines and his men, if, under circumstances ap- | 
palling to humanity, they should nobly resolve 
to obey the impulsions of the heart instead of | 
coldly consulting the musty leaves of books and | 
treaties. 
Beyond this I did not go, and, except in this in- | 
stance, I did not speak. Duty and interest pre- | 
scribed to the United States a rigorous neutrality, 
and this condition she has faithfully fulfilled. Our 
yours men have gone to Texas to fight; but they | 
ave gone without the sanction of the laws and 
against the orders of the Government. They have ' 
gone upon that impulsion which, in all ages, has 
carried the heroic youth of all countries to seek re- 
nown in the perils and glories of distant war. Our 
foreign enlistment law is not repealed. Unlike 
England in the civil war now raging in Spain, we 
have not licensed interference by repealing our 
penalties; we have not stimulated action by with- 
drawing obstacles. No member of our Congress, | 
like General Evans in the British Parliament, has | 
left his seat to levy troops in the streets of the me- | 
tropolis, and to lead them to battle and to victory 
in the land torn by civil discord. Our statute 
against armaments to invade fricndly Powers isin 
full force. Proclamations have attested our neu- 
tral dispositions. Prosecutions have been ordered 
against violators oflaw. A naval force in the gulf, 
and a land force on the Sabine, have been directed 
to enforce the policy of the Government; and so 
far as acts have gone, the advantage has been 
on the side of Mexico; for the Texan armed 
schooner, the Invincible, has been brought into 
an American port by an American ship-of-war. 
If parties and individuals still go to Texas to fight, 
the act is particular, not national, compromising 
none but the parties themselves, and may take 
place on one side as well as on the other. The 
conduct of the Administration has been strictly 
neutral; and, as a friend to that Administration, 
and from my own convictions, I have conformed 
to its policy, avoiding the language which would 
irritate, and opposing the acts that might interrupt 
pacific and commercial communications. Mexico 
is oyr nearest neighbor, dividing with us the 
continent of North America, and possessing the 
elements of a great Power, Our boundaries are 


erpetration of crimes || 


and, to confine myself to a single year as a 
sample of the whole, it may be stated that of the 
ten millions and three quarters of silver coin and 
bullion received in the United States, accordjng 
‘ to the custom-house returns during the last year, 


Mexico alone, and the mass of it through the port 
of New Orleans. This amount of treasure is not 
received for nothing, nor, as it would seem on 
the commercial tables, for foreign fabrics uncon- 
nected with American industry; but, in reality, 


| for domestic vroductions changed into foreign 


| fabrics, and 


ving double employment to the 
| Navigation o 


i 
F the country. New Orleans has 


| taken the place of the Havana; it has become 


| the entrepot of this trade; and many circum- 
stances, not directed by law or even known to 
law-givers, have combined to produce the result. 
First, the application of steam power to the pro- 


haat, has given to a river city a 


en t r rompt and 
facile communication with the sea; 


en the ad- 


th 


the importing vessel to a point where she delivers 
freight for two different empires; then the marked 
advantage of a return cargo, with cheap and 


the grant emporium of the Great West; then the 


laws, for life, liberty, person, and property. 
These circumstances, undirected by Govern- 
ment, and without the knowledge of Government 
have given to New Orleans the supreme advant- 
age of being the entrepot of the Mexican trade; 
and has presented the unparalleled spectacle of 
the noblest valley in the world, and the richest 
mines in the world, sending their respective pro- 


1 


lapse of time, the most wonderful city which an 
jage or country has ever beheld. A look upon 

the map of the great West, and a tolerable capa- 
city to calculate the aggregate of geographical 
advantages, must impress the beholder with a 

vast opinion of the future greatness of New Or- 
! leans; but he will only look upon one half of the 
| picture unless he contemplates this new branch 


| Mississippi the entrepot of Mexican commerce 
and the recipient of the Mexican mines, and 
which, though now so great, is still in its infancy. 
| Let not Government mar a consummation so 


coterminus for more than two thousand miles, 


auspicious in its aspect, and teeming with so 
many rich and precious results. Let no unneces- 


ducts to meet each other at the mouth of the | 
| noblest river in the world, and there to create, in | 


yi 


of trade which is making the emporium of the | 


vantage of full and assorted cargoes, which brings | 


abundant supplies, which are always found in ` 


discriminating duties in Mexican ports in favor 

of Mexican vessels, which makes it advantageous | 
to the importer to stop and tranship at New Or- : 
leans; finally, our enterprise, our police, and our | 
free institutions; our perfect security, under just ` 


sary collision with Mexico interrupt our com- 
merce, turn back the streams of three hundred 
mines to the Havana, and give a wound to a no- 
ble city which must be felt to the head-spring 
and source of every stream that pours its tribute 


; into the King of Floods. 


Thus far Mexico has no cause of complaint. 
The conduct of our Government has been that of 
rigorous neutrality. The present motion does 
not depart from that line of conduct; for the pro- 
posed recognition is not only contingent upon the 
de facto independence of Texas, but it follows in 
the train, and conforms to the spirit of the actual 
arrangements of the President General Santa 
Anna for the complete separation of the two 
countries. We have authentic information that 
the President General has agreed to an armistice; 
that he has directed the evacuation of the coun- 
try; that the Mexican army is in full retreat; that 
the Rio Grande, a limit far beyond the discovery 
and settlement of La Salle in 1684, is the provis- 
ional boundary; and that negotiations are im- 
pending for the establishment of peace on the 

asis of separation. Mexico has had the advant- 


„age of these arrangements, though made by a 


captive chief, in the unmolested retreat and hap- 
py extrication of her troops from their perilous 
position. Under these circumstances, it can be 
no infringment of neutrality for the Senate of the 
United States to adopt a resolution for the con- 
tingent and qualified acknowledgment of Texan 
independence. Even after the adoption of the 
resolution, it will remain inoperative upon the 
hands of the President until he shall have the 


| satisfactory information which shall enable him 


eight millions and one quarter of it came from ' 


ulsion of vessels, which, in the form of tow- |: 


to act without detriment to any interest, and 
without infraction of any law. 

Even without the armistice and provisional 
treaty with Santa Anna, I look upon the separa- 
tion of the two countries as being’ in the fixed 
order of events and absolutely certain to take 
place. Texas and Mexico are not formed for 
union. They are not homogeneous. I speak of 


| Texas as known to La Salle, the bay of St. Ber- 


‘| nard, (Matagorda,) and the waters which belong 


to it, being the western boundary.* They do 
not belong to the same divisions of country, nor 
to the same systems of commerce, nor to the 
same pursuits of business. They have no affin- 
ities, no attractions, no tendencies to coalesce. 
In the course of centuries, and while Mexico has 
extended her settlementsinfinitely further in other 
directions—to the head of the Rio Grande in the 
north, and to the mouth of the San Francisco, in 
the northwest—yet no settlement had been ex- 
tended east, along the neighboring coast of the 
Gulf of Mexico. The rich and deep cotton and 
sugar lands of Texas, though at the very door of 


* “Louis XIV., who had the ambition, if not the genius, 
of a great king, ordered the Minister of Marine, the Mar- 
quis de Seigneley, son of the illustrious Colbert, to prepare 
an expedition at La Rochcile, destined to carry a French 
colony to Louisiana, under La Salle.” a z * * 
t The fleet left France the 4th of July, 1684, and directed 
its course towards Hispaniola.” * * x * 
‘¢ November, the 25th, it teft the port of Petit Goave, and 
the 27th of December found itself in the twenty-eighth de- 
gree of north latitude, in thirty fathoms water. Directing 
their course west-northwest, La Saile and Beaujeu per- 


| ceived land on the 29th, and found themselves in six fath- 


oms water. Continuing along the coast towards the west- 


: Northwest, he sought in vain, during several days, the 
| mouth of the Mississippi.” 


* * * * 


“« Them 
La Salle took the resolution to disembark one hundred 
men, and gave them orders to march along the coast until 
they should arrive at the Mississippi. He confided the com- 
mand of this little troop to Joutel, who arrived on the 8th 
January, 1685, on the banks of a wide river, where he halted 
for the fleet, which quickly appeared. The Joli and the 
Belle passed easily over the bar, but the Amiable got 
aground.”? * 2” R * & In the course of his 
explorations La Salle discovered the bay of St. Bernard, 
where he built a fort, which he named Fort St. Louis, and 
left a garrison of one hundred men under Morangies. 
Several rivers discharge themselves into the bay of St. Ber- 
nard, where a colony was established.” * >+ * ç * 
“The 15th of April, La Salle discovered a river, on which 
he saw an immense herd of horn cattle, (buffaloes,) which 
he named La Riviere des Vaches, (Cow river.) It is be- 
lieved to be the same which the Spaniards afterwards 
ealled Rio Colorado de Texas.” * ‘J $ * 
“‘ Commodious houses were built at the bay St. Bernard, 
the ground cultivated with care, and the colonists and In; 
dians lived in friendship together.” * * = 
“ Towards the end of the year 1687 La Salle left the fort 
to go over land to Canada, and was assassinated, March 
19th, 1688, on the Arkansas river, by some of his own 
people.” — Essai Historique sur la Louisiane, par Charles 
Gayarre, 
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Mexico, yet requiring the application of a labo- | passenger the throb of pity for the slain, and the 
a 


progress of human events has accelerated the 
operation of natural causes, Goliad has torn 

exas from Mexico: Goliad has dereed inde- 
pendence: San Jacinto has sealed it! What the 
massacre decreed, the victory has sealed; and the 
day of the martyrdom of the prisoners must for- 
ever be regarded as the day of disunion between 
Texas and Mexico. I speak of it politically, not 
morally; that massacre was a great political blun- 
der, a miscalculation, an error, and a mistake. 
It was expected to put an end to resistance, to 
subdue rebellion, to drown revolt in blood, and 
to extinguish aid in terror. On the contrary, it 
has given life and invincibility to the cause of 
Texas. It has fired the souls of her own citizens, 
and imparted to their courage the energies of re- 
venge and despair. It has given to her the sym- 
pathies and the commiseration of the civilized 
world. It has given her men and money, and 
claims upon the aid, and a hold upon the sensi- 
bilities of the human race. If the struggle goes 
on, not only our America, but Europe will send 
its chivalry to join in the contest. [repeat it; 
that cruel morning of the Alamo, and that black 
day of Goliad, were great political faults. The 
blvod of the martyr is the seed of the church. 
The blood of slaughtered patriots is the dragon’s 
teeth sown upon the earth, from which heroes, 
full grown and armed, leap into life, and rush into 
battle. Often will the Mexican, guiltless of that 
blood, feel the Anglo-American steel for the deed 
of that day, if this war continues. Many were the 
innocent at San Jacinto, whose cries, in broken 
Spanish, abjuring Goliad and the Alamo, could 
not save their devoted lives from the avenging 
remembrance of the slaughtered garrison and the 
massacred prisoners. 

Unhappy day, forever to be deplored, that 
Sunday morning, March 6, 1836, when the un- 
daunted garrison of the Alamo, victorious in so 
many assaults over twenty times their number, 
perished to the last man by the hands of those, 
part of whom they had released on parole two 
months before, leaving not one to tell how they 
first dealt outto multitudes that death which they 
themselves finally received. Unhappy day, that 
Palm Sunday, March 27th, when the five hun- 
dred and twelve prisoners at Goliad, issuing from 
the sally port at dawn of day, one by one, under 
the cruel delusion of a return to their families, 
found themselves enveloped in double files of 
cavalry and infantry, marched to a spot fit for 
the perpetration of the horrid deed, and there, 
without an instant to think of parents, country, 
friends, and God—in the midst of the consterna- 
tion of terror and surprise—inhumanly set upon 
and pitilessly put to death, in spite of those 
moving cries which reached to heaven, and re- 
gardless of those supplicating hands stretched 
forth for mercy, from which arms had been 
taken under the perfidious forms of a capitula- 
tion! Five hundred and six perished that morn- 
ing—young, vigorous, brave—sons of respecta- 
ble families, and the pride of many a parent’s 
heart: and their bleeding bodies, torn with 
wounds, and many yet alive, were thrown in 
heaps upon vast fires, for the flames to consume 
what the steel had mangled. Six only escaped, 
and not by mercy, but by miracles. And this 
was the work of man upon his brother, of Chris- 
tian upon Christian, of those upon those who 
adore the same God, invoke the same heavenly 
nenediction, and draw precepts of charity and 
mercy from the same divine fountain. Accursed , 
be the ground on which the dreadful deed was 
donc! Sterile, and set apart, let it forever be! 
No fruitful cultivation should ever enrich it, no 
joyful edifice should ever adorn it. But shut up, ` 


{ 


and closed by gloomy walls, the mournfal cy- : 


press, the weeping willow, and the inscriptive | 
monument, should forever attest the foul deed 
of which it was the scene, and invoke from every 


supposed to be the decoy. 


‘| Territorial Legislature, distinguished for his in- | 
. telligence, business habits, and gentlemanly con- 


‘in a fine climate, and to continue to live under |' 0 L ) 
- less can never be imagined than that which would 


he yer. And you, neg- 
lected victims of the Old Mission and of San Pa- 
tricio, shall you be forgotten because your num- 
bers were fewer, and your hapless fate more 
concealed? No! but to you also justice shall be 
done. One common fate befell you all; one com- 
mon memorial shall perpetuate your names and 
embalm your memories. Inexorable history will | 
sit in ja gment upon all concerned, and will reject 
the plea of Government orders, even if those 
orders emanated from the Government itstead of. 
being dictated to it. The French National Con- | 
vention, in 1793, ordered all the English prison- ` 
ers who should be taken in battle to be put to: 
death. The French armies refused to execute | 
the decree. They answered that French soldiers 
were the protectors, not the assassins of prison- 
ers! And all France, all Europe, the whole civ- | 
ilized world, applauded the noble reply. 
But let us not forget that there is some relief to ` 
this black and bloody picture—some alleviation , 
to the horror of its appalling features. There 
was humanity, as well as cruelty, at Goliad— 
humanity to deplore what it could not prevent. 
The letter of Colonel Fernandez does honor to 
the human heart. Doubtless many other officers 
felt and mourned like him, and ‘spent the day 
in unavailing regrets. The ladies, Losero and 
others, of Matamoras, saving the doomed victims 
in that city, from day to day, by their interces- 
sions, appear like ministering angcls. Several 
poblic journals, and many individuals in Mexico, 
dave given vent to feelings worthy of Christians 
and of the civilization of the age; and the poor 
woman on the Guadalupe, who succored and 
saved the young Georgian, Hadaway, how nobly 
she appears! He was one of the few that escaped 
the fate of the Georgia battalion sent to the Old 
Mission. Overpowered by famine and despair, 


without arms and without comrades, he entered 


a solitary house filled with Mexican soldiers, 
hunting the fugitives of his party. His action 
amazed them; and thinking ita snare, they stepped 
out to look for the armed body of which he was 
In that instant food 
was given him by the humane woman, and instant ` 
flight to the swamp was pointed out. He fled, 
receiving the fire of many guns as he went; and , 
escaping the perils of the way, the hazards of | 
battle at San Jacinto, where he fought, and of | 
Indian massacre in the Creek nation, when the | 
two stages were taken, and part of his traveling 
companions killed, he lives to publish in America | 
that instance of devoted humanity in the poor ` 
woman of the Guadalupe. Such acts as all these . 
deserve to be commemorated. They relieve the 
revolting picture of military barbarity, soften the 
resentments of nations, and redeem a people from 
the offense of individuala. 

Great is the mistake which has prevailed in 
Mexico, and in some parts of the United States, 
on the character of the population which has gone 
to Texas. It has been common to disparage and © 
to stigmatize them. Nothing could be more un- | 
just; and speaking from knowledge either per- 
sonal or well acquired, (for it falls to my lot to 
know, either from actual acquaintance or goud 
information, the mass of its inhabitants,) I can 
vindicate them from erroneous imputations, and 
place their conduct and character on the honor- | 
able ground which they deserve to occupy. The | 
founder of the Texan colony was Mr. Moses 
Austin, a respectable and enterprising native of 
Connecticut, and largely engaged in the lead 
mines of Upper Louisiana, when I went to the | 
Territory of Missouri in 1815. The present head | 
of the colony, his son, Mr. Stephen F. Austin, | 
then a very young man, was a member of the | 


duct. Among the grantees we distinguish the 


| nameof Robertson, son of the patriarchal founder ` 


and first settler of West Tennessee. Of the body | 


of the emigrants, most of them are heads of fam- | 


ilies or enterprising young men, gone to better | 
their condition by recciving grants of fine land 


the republican form of Government to which they | 
had been accustomed. There sits one of them, | 
[pointing to Mr. Carson, late a member of Con- : 
gress from North Carolina, and now Secretary | 


| of State for Texas.] We all know him; our 
' greetings on his appearance in this chamber attest 
our respect; and such as we know him to be, so 
do I know the multitude of those to be who have 
gone to Texas. They have gone, not as intrud- 
ers, but as grantees; and to become a barrier he- 
tween the Mexicans and the marauding Indians 
who infested their borders. 

Heartless is the calumny invented and propa- 
gated, not from this floor but elsewhere, on the 
cause of the Texan revolt. It is said to be a war 
for the extension of slavery! It had as well be 
said that our own revolution was a war for the 
extension of slavery. So far from it, that no 
revolt, not even our own, ever had a raore just 
and a more sacred origin. The settlers in Texas 
went to live under the form of government which 
they had left behind in the United States—a gov- 
ernment which extends so many guarantecs for 
life, property, and the pursuit of happiness, and 
which their American and English ancestors had 
vindicated for so many hundred years. A suc- 
cession of violent changes in government, and the 
rapid overthrow of rulers annoyed and distressed 
them; but they remained tranquil under every 
violence which did not immediately bear on them- 
sclves. In 1822 the Republic of 1821 was super- 
seded by the imperial diadem of Iturbide. In 
1823 he was deposed and banished, returned and 
was shot, and Victoria made President. Men- 
tuno and Bravo disputed the Presidency with 
Victoria, and found in banishment the mildest 
issue known to unsuccessful civil war. Pedraza 
was elected in 1828; Guerrero overthrew him the 
next year. Then Bustamente overthrew Guer- 
rero; and quickly Santa Anna overthrew Busta- 
mente, and with him all the forms of the consti- 
tution, and the whole frame of the federative gov- 
ernment. By his own will and by force Santa 
Anna dissolved the existing Congress, convened 
another, formed the two Houses into one, called 
it a convention, and made it the instrument for 
deposing, without trial, the constitutional Vice 
President, Gomez Farias, putting Barragan into 
his place, annihilating the State governments, and 
establishing a consolidated Government, of which 
he was monarch under the retained republican 
title of President. Still the Texans did not take 
up arms. They did not acquiesce, but they did 
not revolt. They retained their State govern- 
ment in operation, and looked to the other States, 
older and more powerful than Texas, to vindicate 
the general cause, and to reéstallish the federal 
constitution of 1824. In September, 1835, this 
was still her position. In that month a Mexican 
armed vessel appeared off the coast of Texas, and 
declared her ports blockaded. At the same time 
Gencral Cos appeared in the west with an army 
of fifteen hundred men, with orders to arrest the 
State authorities, to disarm the inhabitants, leav- 
ing one gun to every five hundred souls, and to 
reduce the State to unconditional submission. 
Gonzales was the selected point for the commence- 
ment of the execution of these orders; and the 
first thing was the arms, those trusty rifles which 
the settlers had brought with them from the United 
States, which were their defense against savages, 
their resource for game, and the guard which con- 
verted their houses into castles stronger than 
those “which the King cannot enter.” A detach- 
ment of Gencral Cos’s army appeared at the vil- 
lage of Gonzales on the 28th of September, and 
demanded the’arms of the inhabitants. It was the 
same demand, and for the same purpose, which 
the British detachment under Major Pitcairn had 
made at Lexington on the 19th of April, 1775. 
It was the same demand! and the same answer 
was given—resistance—battle—victory ! for the 
American blood was at Gonzales as it had been 
at Lexington; and between using their arms and 
surrendering their arms, that blood can never 
hesitate. Then followed the rapid succession of 
brilliant events which, in two months, left Texas 
without an armed enemy in her borders, and the 
strong forts of Goliad and the Alamo, with their 
garrisons and cannon, the almost bloodless prizes 
of a few hundred Texan rifles. This was the 
origin of the revolt; and a calumny more heart- 


convert this just and holy defense of life, liverty, 
and property, into an aggression for the extension 
of slavery. Just in its origin, valiant and humane 
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red in its object, the Texan re- 

volt has illustrated the Anglo-Saxon character, 
and given it new titles to the respect and admira- 
tion of the world. It shows that liberty, justice, 
valor—moral, physical, and intellectual power-— 
discriminate that race wherever it goes. Let our 
America rejoice, let old England rejoice, that the 
Brazos and Colorado, new and strange names, 
streams far beyond the western bank of the Father 
of Floods, have felt the impress and witnessed 
the exploits of a people sprung from their loins, 
and carrying their language, laws, and customs, 
their Magna Charta and all its glorious privileges, 
into new regions and far distant climes. 

Of the individuals who have purchased lasting ' 
renown in this young war it would be impossi- 
ble in this place to speak in detail, and invidious 
to discriminate; but there is one among them 
whose position forms an exception, and whose 
early association with myself justifies and claims 
the tribute of a particular notice. I speak of him 
whose romantic victory has given to the Jacinto* 
that immortality in grave and serious history 
which the diskos of Apollo had given to it in the 
fabulous pages of the heathen mythology. Gen- | 
eral Housron was born in the State of Virginia, | 
county of Rockbridge; he was appointed an en- | 
sign in the Army of the United States during the | 
late war with Great Britain, and served in the 
Creek campaign under the banners of Jackson. 
I was the lieutenant colonel of the regiment to 
which he belonged, and the first field officer to | 
whom he reported. I then marked in him the | 
same soldierly and gentlemanly qualities which | 
havesince distinguished hiseventfulcareer; frank, 
generous, brave, ready to do or to suffer what- 
_ ever the obligations of civil or military duty im- 
posed and always prompt to answer the call of 
honor, patriotism, and friendship. Sincerely do 
I rejoice in his victory. It is a victory without 
alloy, and without parallel, except at New Or- 
leans. It isa victory which the civilization of 
the age, and the honor of the human race, re- 
quired him to gain; for the nineteenth century is 
not the age in which a repetition of the Goliad 
Matins could be endured. Nobly has he an- 
swered the requisition; fresh and luxuriant are 
the laurels which adorn his brow. 

It is not within the scope of my present pur- 
pose to speak of military events, and to celebrate 
the exploits of that vanguard of the Anglo-Saxons 
who are now on the confines of the ancient empire 
of Montezuma; butthat combat of the San Jacinto! 
it must forever remain in the catalogue of military 
miracles. Seven hundred and fifty citizens, mis- 
cellaneously armed with rifles, muskets, belt pis- 
tols, and knives, under a leader who had never 
seen service except as a subaltern, march to 
attack near double their numbers—march in open 
day across a clear prairie, to attack upwards of 
twelve hundred veterans, the élite of an invading 
army of seven thousand, posted in a wood, their 
flanks secured, front intrenched, and commanded 
by a gencral trained in civil wars, victorious in 
numberless battles, and chief of an empire of 
which no man becomes chief except as conqueror. 
In twenty minutes the position is forced; the 
combat becomes a carnage; the flowery prairie 
js stained with blood; the hyacinth is no longer 


in its conduct, sac 


| 


blue, but scarlet; six hundred Mexicans are | 


dead; six hundred more are prisoners, half 
wounded; the President General himself is a 
prisoner; the camp and baggage all taken; and 
the loss to the victors, six killed and twenty 
wounded. Such are the results, and which no 
European can believe but those who saw Jackson 
at New Orleans, Houston is the pupil of Jack- 
san; and he is the first self-made general since the 
time of Mark Antony, and the King Antigonus, 
who has taken the general of the army and the 
head of the Government captive in battle. Dif- 
ferent from Antony, he has spared the life of his 
captive, though forfeited by every law, human 
and divine. 

I voted in 1821 to acknowledge the absolute 
independence of Mexico: I vote now to recognize 
the contingent and expected independence of 
Texas. 
suie principle—upon the principle of disjunction 
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* Hyacinth; hyacinthus ; hnakinthes ; water flower. 


In both cases the vote is given upon the į 


| 


: bill rendered some explanation upon his part ne- 


| 
i 


| upon the very same terms, to the extent of one 
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where conjunction is impossible or disastrous. | 
The union of Mexico and Spain had become im- ; 
possible: that of Mexico and Texas is no longer 
desirable or possible. A more fatal present could 
not be made than that of the future incorporation | 
of the Texas of La Salle with the ancient empire 


‘of Montezuma. They could not live together, 
' and extermination is not the genius of the age; 


and, besides, is more easily talked of than done. 
Bloodshed only could be the fruit of their con- 
jonction; and every drop of that blood would be 


‘the dragon’s teeth sown upon the earth. No wise 


“Mexican should wish to have this Trojan horse 
shut up within their walls 


THE PUBLIC DEPOSITS. 


REMARKS OF HON. J. BUCHANAN, 
OF PENNSYLVANIA, 
Ix Seware, June 17, 1836, ) 


On the pussage of the bill to regulate the deposits of the . 
Public Money. 


Mr. BUCHANAN said he had risen for the ' 
purpose of stating, as briefly as he could, some of 
the reasons which had induced him to vote for the 
engrossment of this bill, and which should govern 
his vote upon its final passage. He wished to 
place them distinctly before his constituents, so 
that they might decide upon the propriety of his 


| conduct. Heshould have given a silent vote upon 


the question; but the unexpected debate which || 


had arisen to-day upon the final passage of the 


cessary. 

What, sir, (said Mr. B.,) is the true nature of 
this question in the form which it now presents | 
itself to the Senate? To state it correctly is at 
once to answer all the arguments which have 
been urged against the bill. If we were to infer 
what the question was from the remarks of my 
friend from Mississippi, [Mr. Watxker,) we 
might be induced to believe that this bill proposes `; 
a donation, not only of the present, but of every | 


| future surplus in the Treasury to the several. 


States; to use his own language, that we are now | 
about dividing the spoils among the people. Can ` 
anything be more remote from a correct statement ` 
of the case? This bill provides merely for a de- 

posit of the public money with the States; not for ` 
a donation of ittothem. In its terms and in its | 
spirit, it proposes nothing more than to make the i 


| State treasuries the depositories of a portion of | 


the public money, instead of the deposit banks. || 
If the States should derive incidental advantages | 
from the use of this money, without interest, the | 
deposit banks have herétofore used it, and under i 
the provisions of this bill, will continue to use it, | 


fourth of their capitals. Surely no Senator upon `` 
this floor can complain of the benefits which may | 
be conferred upon the States by the adoption of | 
this measure. 

In discussing this subject I shall imitate the 
example of my friend from New York, [Mr. 
Wricat,] and present to the Senate a concise |! 
history of the progress of that portion of the bill - 
which relates to the deposit of the public money | 
with the States. Its features have been very 
much changed, and in my opinion it has been 
greatly improved since the Senator from South | 
Carolina {Mr. Carnoun] presented his original i 
proposition. That gentleman had proposed to 
deposit the annual accruing surplus in the Treas- 
ury, until the year 1842, with the several States, 
without making any provision that they should 
issue certificates for these deposits, to be placed |. 
in the hands of the Secretary of the Treasury. | 


Before this moncy, or any portion of it, could be | 
recalled, his amendment required that a special 
act of Congress should be passed for that pur- 
pose; and that six months notice must be given 
to the States prior to the payment of any install- 
ment. This would have been, in effect, a sys- 
tem to distribute the surplus revenue in the 
Treasury among the States for a period of six 
years. I need not again state my objections to 


this proposition, having urged them at some 
length upon a former occasion, before the ap- 


_with the States until the year 
` of restricting it to the money in the Treasury at 


‘these certificates of deposit can 


; States in form, and a deposit in effect. 
| distribution—no gift of the public mone 


| from Congress, he is authori 
, are to all intents and purposes so muc 
i| the Treasury. They are asgood—nay, 


gold and silver, if that be required, 
a 


| tificates of depositin solvent banks circ 


pointment of the select committee. Itis sufficient 
| now to say that, to my own mind, they were 
| conclusive. 
| Next came the proposition of the Senator from 
Massachusetts, [Mr. Wesster.] In one import- 
ant particular it had removed the objections to 
; which that of the Senator from South Carolina 
i was exposed. It proposed but a single operation, 
‘and was confined to the money which might be 
in the Treasury at the end of the present year. 
Under it, however, the States were not required 
to issue certificates of deposit, nor could the 
money deposited with them be applied by the 
Secretary of the Treasury to the payment of our 


_ current appropriations, without a previous act of 


Congress for that purpose. In these particulars 


it was essentially the same with the proposition 


of the Senator from South Carolina. Those fea- 


’ tures were still wanting which could alone fairly 


give to the transaction the character of a deposit. 
‘The sums thus deposited could not have been 
used as ready money, always at hand, whenever 
they might be required by the wants of the 
Treasury. Without some provision to remove 
this objection I could not have voted even for the 
roposition of the Senator from Massachusetts, 
although in one respect it received my cordial 
sepa sony The overflowing condition of the 
reasury presents an extraordinary spectacle, 
not only in our own history, but in that of all 
other countries. The present bill is the medi- 
cine, and ought not to be converted into the daily 
bread of the Constitution. It ought to be con- 
fined, as the amendment of the Senator from 
Massachusetts had proposed, to the existing evil, 
and ought not to extend to future years. It was 
one of those cases in which futurity ought to be 
left to provide for itself. 

In this state of the question the whole subject 
was referred to the select committee. They had 
advanced one step further towards making the 
bill purely one of deposit. After deciding against 
the system of continuing to deposit the surplus 

1849, and in favor 


the conclusion of the present year, they reported 
to the Senate a provision requiring the States 
which might receive the money to issue certifi- 
cates of deposit, to be placed in the hands of the 
Secretary of the Treasury. A previous act of 
Congress, however, still remained necessary be- 


fore these certificates could be used. 


As a member of the select committee I endeav- 
ored to obviate this objection. Before that com- 
mittee I made an unsuccessful motion of a char- 
acter similar to that which has been since adopted 
Ny. the Senate, on the motion of my friend from 

ew York, [Mr. TatumapceE.] A necessity no 
longer exists for a special act of Congress, before 
be used by the 
pose of 


Secretary of the Treasury for the pur 
Con- 


discharging the appropriations made by 
ress. 

What, then, is the true nature of the measure 
now before the Senate? It is a deposit with the 
It is no 
y. The 
the money to 


bill requires the States ter oa i 
reasury, certifi- 


deliver to the Secretary of the 
cates of deposit for such amounts, and in such 
form as he may prescribe, payable to the United 
States or their assigns; and without any direction 
ized to sell and assign 
these certificates ratably, in proportion to the sums 
received, and thus convert them into money when- 
ever it shall become necessary for the payment of 
any of the appropriations made by Congress. 
These certificates, which, after their assignment, 
will bear an interest of five per cent. per annum, 

money in 
they are far 
secure than 


better, because they are much more secure 
Within the 


the best bank notes in the country. 
period of a single day, they willalways comman 

in any of our 
Do not assignable cer- 
ulate from 


hand to hand as money throughout the commer: 


rge commercial cities. 


! cial world? And when the faith of the sovereign 


States of this Union is solemnly pledged upon 
their very face for the redemption of these cer: 
tificates, are we still to be told that this 19 a mere 
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donation of the public money to these States? I| mulation? Why, sir, the stockholders in these || Ewrne,] and amount to $18,000,000. In that 


Under this bill Congress may still proceed to 
make appropriations precisely as they would have 
done had it never passed, with a perfect assur- 
ance that they will be satisfied as promptly and 
as certainty as though the whole surplus should 
remain where it now is, with the deposit banks. 

How any constitutional objection can arise to 
this disposition of the publie money, I am utterly 
ata loss to conceive, In order to maintain such 
an objection, gentlemen must establish the posi- 
tion that Congress do not passess the power of 
depositing the public money where they think 
proper. This would, indeed, be a Herculean 
task. 

here is one view of this subject which ought 

not to escape attention. [tis always embarrass- 
ing, and may become dangerous, to establish the 
relation of debtor and creditor, for large amounts, 
between the States and the United States. The 

resent bill avoids this difficulty. The moment 
it becomes necessary to use these certificates of 
deposit, that moment they pass by assignment 
inw the hands of individuals, who thus become 
the ereditors of the several States, instead of the 
General Government. Such individuals will hold 
these cortificates as they would hold any other 
ecrtificates of a similar character issued by the 
States, and the General Government will cease 
any tonger to have any connection with those 
States ia the character of a creditor, 

lLadmit some danger exists that this bill, re- 
stricted as it is to the money which will be in the 
‘Treasury at the end of the present year, may be 
drawa into precedent for the purpose of sanc- 
Goning annual deposits, and afterwards annual 
distributions of the surplus revenue. Such a 
system would be hostile to the correct and efficient 
administration of this Government. It would 
naturally create some bias in our minds against 
appropriations for the benefit of the Union, in 
order that the dividends of our own States might 
therehy be increased. This danger, however, is | 
but future and contingent. It is an evil within 
our own control, 


has been, but a choice of evils. It is far from 
being the mode of disvosing of the surplus which 
I should have selected. But let that pass. 

What are the evils, on the other hand, which 
we shall aveid by the adoption of this measure! 
If they are greater and much more alarming than 
the dangers which we should encounter from its 
pees: itis the part of wisdom to pass the bill. 

tis perfectly clear, either that we must adopt 
this measure, or leave all the public money in the 
deposit banks. There is no other alternative. 
The one thing or the other must be done. 

There are, at present, thirty-six of these de- 
posit banks; and the aggregate amount of public 
money in their possession, at the date of the last 
returns, was between thirty-three and thirty-four 
milion dollars. This sum has since been daily 
increasing, with the daily. flow of money into the 
Treasury. [am free to say that, in my opinion, 


the public money is safe in their possession; yet : 


the fact neither can be disguised, nor ought to be 
disguised, that the Senate has felt itself under the 
necessity, but against my vote, of striking out 
every provision from the bill which required them 
to keep any fixed proportion of specie in their 
vaults, Wecould have established no reasonable 
standard upon this subject which would not have 
deprived a number of these banks of the public 
deposits. Hence the amount of specie to be kept 
in each of them is now left altogether to the dis- 
cretion of the Secretary of the Treasury How- 
ever safe the public money may be in these banks, 
it will be equally secure, to say the least, in the 
treasuries of the several States. In the opinion , 
of the people it will be more secure there; and 
this, of itself, is a matter of great importance in 
deciding the present question. ` 
These deposit banks are located chiefly upon ` 
our commercial and upon our western frontiers. 
This arises from the circumstance that the re- 
ceipts into the Treasury are derived from two | 
grand sources—the customs and the sales of pub- 
iclands. Vast sums of public money are thus 
-accumulated in the banks of our commercial 
cies Who are chiefly benefited by this accu- 


: tion desire to retain this mone 


We may, I hope, safely trust | 
ourselves; still I consider the bill, amended as it `! 


{banks and their customers. It is a notorious 
i fact that the banks discount largely upon these 
‘deposits. It is both their duty and their interest 
to pursue this course. Their profits, and the 
dividends to their stockholders, are thus greatly 


increased. But what benefits do my constituents | 


in the interior of Pennsylvania derive from the 
use thus made of their own money? None, none 
whatever. Change these depositories to the ex- 
tent proposed by this bill, and what will then be 
the consequences? The diffusion of numerous 
benefits and blessings among the people of the 
several States. This money now used by the 
banks for the benefit of their stockholders, will 
be applied by the State Legislatures to promote 
education and internal improvements. ft will 
shed a benign influence over the face of society, 
and will confer blessings upon the whole people. 
Its benefits will no longer be confined to the cor- 
Porators in these selected institutions, but will be 
as extended as the limits of the Republic. Be- 
sides, this money will always be ready for the 
use of the Government whenever the necessities 
of the country may require it. The mass of the 
people are now deeply impressed with a convic- 
tion of these truths. They are jealous of the 
deposit banks. They believe that undue advant- 
ages are conferred upon these institutions by the 
action of the Government. The public mind is 
excited upon the subject; and the only practica- 
ble—I shall not say the best—mode of calming 
and tranquillizing it will be the passage of the 
present bill. 

On this branch of the question I shall make 
another remark. If I were capable of acting 
merely as a party man upon such a subject, which 
I trust I am not, I should say to my political 


_ friends, adopt this measure. It has been repeated 


over and over again, that the present Administra- 
in the deposit 

banks in order to use it for political effect. This 

charge, it is true, is. perfectly ridiculous. It is 
` well known that all or nearly all these banks are 
overned and controlled by our political enemies. 
o far as I have ever been informed, a large ma- 


jority of their stockholders and directorsare op- | 


posed to the present Administration. I have heard 


of but one of these banks which is an exception, | 
Still the clamor | 


though there may be more. 
continues, and still the charge is made that we 
desire to keep all the public money in these 
banks for the purpose of acquiring political in- 
fluence. A deposit of this money with the States 
will at once put an end to these unfounded sus- 
picions. 

I might speak of the wild and extravagant 


speculations, especially in public lands and in. 


stocks, which have been greatly encouraged and 
promoted by the immense sums of public mone 
on deposit in the banks, and of the injuries whic 
have thus been inflicted upon the country. But 
-I forbear at present from doing more than barely 


to suggest this argument in favor of the passage 


of the bill. It must strike every mind. 
! this measure, that th l 
| quired from the States for the use of this Gov- 
, ernment. ntler 
upon the very same principle, if this bill should 
' not become a law, it will never be required from 
i the deposit banks? And if, from the redund- 
‘ance of our revenue, we must have a perpetual 
; deposit, is it not more just and more politic, in 


But it has been urged, as a serious objection to 
e money never will be re- | 


Does it not occur to gentlemen that - 


‘every point of view, that this deposit should | 


be made where it will benefit the people of all 
the States, than where its advantages will be 
: confined to the stockholders of certain selected 
banks? 


these deposits may not be demanded from the 
States before the close of the next year. I have 
been astonished at the statement made by my 


‘| friend from New York, [Mr. Wricur,} of the 


sums already appropriated, and which will yet 
probably be appropriated during the present ses- 
sion of Congress. If this statement be correct, 
it is highly probable that the unex 


} 


year, may equal, if it does not exceed, the high- 


It is not certain, however, that a portion of |! 


nded balance | 
| of these appropriations, at the end of the present | 


est estimate of the Senator from Ohio, [Mr. : 


: Senators and Representatives in Congress. 


' 
j 
i 


event, this sum will be a charge upon the current 
revenue for the year 1837, in addition to the cur- 
rent expenses of that year. It is, therefore, far 
from being certain that a portion of the deposits 
made with the States may not be required by the 
Treasury before the first day of January, 1838. 
This will depend upon the amount of the sales 
of the public lands during the year 1837. Should 
any cause arise greatly to reduce this source of 
income, the money then in the Treasury will not 
be sufficient to pay the current expenses of the 
Government during that year. 

In anything I may have said, I did not intend 
to cast the slightest reflection upon the conduct of 
the deposit banks towards the Government. Far 
from it. The experiment, as it is called, has not 
failed. These banks have made all the necessary 
transfers of public money, and have conducted 
the business of the Treasury as well as it has ever 
been conducted by the Bank of the United States. 
For this they deserve the thanks of the country. 
I wish to make them a fair and liberal compensa- 
tion for their services. I strongly advocated the 
provision which now constitutes a part of the 

ill, that the sum of $5,000,000 should be de- 
ducted from the amount in the Treasury, on the 
first day of January next, and that only what 
remained should be deposited with the States. 
These five millions will, of course, continue in 
the deposit banks. Besides, the amount to be 
deposited with the States will be drawn from the 
present depositories in equal quarterly install- 
ments; and thus they will experience no sudden 
shock in their business. They will have ample 
time to make all necessary preparations to meet 
these payments. 

Before I conclude I shall advert to another 
argument of my friend from New York, [Mr. 

RIGHT.) That gentleman objects to this bill 
because the money to be deposited with the States 
is not in proportion to the federal' population of 
each, according to the last census, but in propor- 
tion to the compound ratio of the number of po 

e 
asks, why should we adopt a different rule from 
that of direct taxation in our distribution of these 
deposits? The answer is very van This mone 
wasnotraised by direct taxation. Ifit had been, it 
should undoubtedly be returned to the States in 
the same proportions it had been received from 


j them. The two grand sources from’ which we 


derived this money are the duties upon imports 
and the sales of the public lands. 7 

If we could accurately ascertain the Federal 
population of the different States at this moment, 


i it would present the just standard of apportion- 


: sales of 


-eration that the bill propo 
o 


ment. But that is impossible. The Senator from 
Kentucky, [Mr. Cray,] upon the discussion of 
the land bill, had proved conclusively that the 


`: new States in the west have increased in popula- 


tion with such rapidity, since the census of 1830, 


i when compared with the other States, that it 


would be menifestly unjust to apply that standard 
to them. Hence his bill provided that they should 
each receive ten per cent. of’ the net proceeds of 
the sales of the public Jands within their limits, 
before any distribution should be miade of the 
remainder. It ought not to be forgotten in this 
argument, that a very large proportion of the 
surplus-in the Treasury has proceeded from the 
ablic lands within these very States. 
The truth is, that whether you adopt the census 


of 1830, or the number of Senators and Repre- 
-sentatives in Congress, as the standard of appor- 


tionment, you cannot do exact justice. You must 
either be unjust to the new States in the West, or 
you must deposit a little more with with Dela- 
ware, Rhode Island, and some of the smaller old 
States, than they are entitled to receive. Itisa 
choice of difficulties, arising from the necessity 
of adopting a general rule on the subject. I do 
not believe, therefore, that the mode of appor- 
tionment proposed by the bill presents a suficient 
objection against its passage. This view of the 
case is rendered more impressive by the consid- 
ses a mere deposit with 
the States, and not a donation to them; and it 
cannot make any material difference whether on? 
State shall receive a few thousand dollars tvo 
much or too little, upon deposit. 
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THE EXPUNGING RESOLUTION. 


SPEECH | 
k OF LOUISIANA, : 
In Senate, March 22, 1836. 


The Senate having under consideration, as the unfinished 

siness, the reschuition submitte Mr. BENTON to €) 
business, tl ħut bmitted by Mr. B N to ex 
punge a certain resolution from the Journal— 


Mr. PORTER said: 

Mr. Presiwext: I have some diffidence in ad- 
dressing the Senate on.this question, The hon- 
orable Senator from Missouri has, with his usual 
industry, pronounced an elaborate argument in 
support of the resolution he has offered to the 
Senate. I suppose it to be the result of long med- 
jtation and much preparation. Neither the time 
allotted me since this discussion commenced, nor 
the state of my health, has enabled me to give to 
the question the attention it merits; indeed, such 
is my indisposition, that were it not for the pledge 

I in’ some sort contracted yesterday with the 

Senate, I should decline addressing it to-day. 
But unless I have lost all perception of truth, and 
am utterly mistaken as to its effect when pre- 
sented ta the mind of others, I cannot be deceived 
in believing that no want of strength on my part 
can prevent me from exposing the utter feebleness 
of the position which the Senator has assumed. 

It is not surprising that great pains should. be 
taken where a heavy responsibility is incurred. 
I say a heavy responsibility. The attempt is 
to deface and destroy the public records. of the | 
country; to alter and render obscure the jour- 
nals of a former Congress, which are now the 
public property, and with which we have no 
constitutional concern, except as keepers and 
preservers. It is more than this—it is an at- 
tempt to obliterate the truth. Yes, sir, to oblit- 
erate it. For whether the vote of the Senate was 
or was not correct on the occasion to which the 
Senator desires to apply his expunging process— 
_whether it was the solemn expression of wise 
opinion extorted from Senators under the high 
obligations of duty—or, as he will have it, the 
effusion of heated and blind party spirit, still the 
fact is undoubted that such a vote was given, and 
the object of the Senator is to have the record of 
that vote. destroyed—that is, to erase the truth 
from your record. Such a proceeding is well 
calculated, to excite solemn considerations, and 
and. calls for the exercise. of every high quality 
which patriotism can expect at our hands. 

Mr. President, it did not strike me, while the 
honorable Senator was speaking, as most remark- 
‘able that he should take such vast pains to show 
the vote of the Senate was erroneous and uncon- 
stitutional, in the instance which he has selected 
for this new process of his. A stranger entering 
these Halls at the time he was indulging his zeal, 
and practicing his epithets, on the conduct of the 
Senate which formed a part of the last Congress, 
would, | am certain, have imagined that there 
was some provision in the Constitution of the 
country which required a record to be kept of all 
ithe proceedings of this body which were constitu- 
tiowal, and forbad any record being kept of those 
which were in violation of the Constitution. But 
that instrument may be searched in vain, and no 
such, distinction can be found in it. The only 
portion which relates to our record makes none. 
l open it, and what.do I see? The imperative 
mandate ‘that-each House shall keep a record of 
its proceedings.” Well, if its votes and its reso- 
lutions are unconstitutional, are they not still its 
proceedings? and is the obligation less solemn 
_and less binding on us to preserve them? Before, 
therefore, so much time and so much energy 
were: exhibited in a critical analysis of the nature 
of these acts, it. behooved the Senator to show 
‘some authority. for expunging proceedings of the 
character he supposes these to be. Until he did 
-this, all examination into their constitutionality 
was unnecessary and fruitless. - 

The Constitution, it is clear, cannot be satis- 
fied by the distinction the gentleman has made. 
Its language is aaa te palpably opposed to it; 
so, also, is its spirit. It is giving the enlightened 
framers of that instrument credit, indeed, for little 
wisdom to suppose that they contemplated makin 


any difference. The objects sought to be attaine 


a light to allure. € 
any man acquire by the perusal of ancient stor 
ifit presented to him no examples but those which 


were exhibited by the virtues of antiquity—if it , 
did not show to him the errors and vices and fac- | 


tions by which nations lost their freedom, as well . 


as the simplicity and patriotism by which they 
established it? None, sir,none. Nor here would 
our journals be of any value if they did not pre- 
serve the evidence of our faults and our follies as 
faithfully as they do that of our wisdom and our 
virtues. There is nothing, therefore, in the spirit 
of our Constitution, any more than there is in its 
| letter, which can be tortured into the slightest 
| support of the alarming and dangerous proposi- 
tion which the Senator proposes for our adoption. 
I might, therefore, well spare myself the task of 
following the honorable Senator from Missouri 
through the labored examination which he has 
; made of the vote of the Senate in.the year 1834, 
| in relation to the removal of the deposits by the 
President, or of noticing the heated and exag- 
i gerated picture he has drawn of the motives of 
those by whom it was given. 


i tion as to the 
| Geface the public record. It may, it is true, in- 
crease party spirit, and flush it to the perpetration 
of an act which, in my conscience, and on my 
honor, I believe will hereafter (when reason re- 
sumes its sway) be a source of deep mortification 
| to all who now participate in it; but it can do 
nothing more. However, some of the assertions 
| and reasonings of the honorable Senator in this 
part of his speech to the Senate ought not to pass 
entirely unnoticed, and I may, perhaps, speak a 
|| little toa few of them before I sit down. My pres- 
| ent purpose, however, is with the merits of the 
question, and leaving to the honorable Senator, 
for a time, the banks, and the panic, and the panic 
; makers, and President Jackson, and his glory, 
; and the old Federalists—who, by the way, if they 

have joined the present Administration, are all 
transmuted into pure Democrats of the old school— 
| I shall proceed to discuss the subject upon these 
considerations, and these alone, by which, in my 
view of the matter, a correct conclusion can be 
obtained. 

And, proceeding to doso I find it written in the 
fifth section of the first article of the Constitution, 
that ‘‘ each House shall keep a journal of its proceed- 
ings, and from time to time publish the same, ex- 
cepling such parts as may, in their judgment, require 
| secrecy.” Now, the first question which suggests 
l itself in the inquiry is, what is meant by the 

words ‘‘keep a journal of its proceedings?” To 
; that question I know of but one answer that can 
be given; and it is that which instantly suggests 
itself to every one, learned and unlearned, who 
reads them, namely, thet each House should record 
ils proceedings, and preserve the records so made. If 
this be not the true meaning, Í know not what 
answer can be given. No other will satisfy the 
object contemplated by the Constitution. For, 
without recording, there would be no journal, and, 
without preserving, the journal would not be kept. 
The honorable Senator has not furnished us with 
his reading of this clause. He has, to be sure, 


ings which belong to the word keep, but viewed 


Such discussion | 
i can have no profitable effect on the naked ques- | 
ower of the Senate to alter and | 


in any other light than as a handsome exercise 
of ingenuity, I could not see what practical result 
was to be attained from the disquisition; for, after 
all, he failed to tell us what meaning he precisely 
attached to the expression keep a journal. Jn 


‘this he did wisely. They have one, and one only 
‘meaning, in the common sense of all mankind. 


They have never had any other in England, or 
in Scotland, or in Ireland, nor in any of the 
twenty-four sovereignties which compose this 
Union. The understanding of them has been 
uniform, whether applied to courts of justice or 
legislative bodies. The House shall keep a journal, 
the Clerk shall keep a record, in all times, and in 
all countries where the language prevails, have 
been understood to write down what is done, and 
to preserve what is written. The expression, it 
is true, is idiomatic, but for that very reason is 
the sense unembarrassed and perfect. It never 
was questioned nor denied until the honorable 
Senator, in this rash attempt, found it necessary 
to perplex and mystify what, until now, every 
one considered clear and intelligible. 

If, then, Mr. President, the plain meaning of 
the words keep a journal of its proceedings be 
that the Senate shall cause a record of its pro- 
ceedings to be made, and preserve them, is there 
an impartial man who can doubt or deny that the 
resolution offered by the Senator is a manifest 
violation of the Constitution? I think there is 
not; for the effect of that resplution will not be 
to preserve, but to destroy. Does it make any 
difference that only a part of these proceedings, 
not the whole, is to be blotted, or obscured, or F - 
faced? It makes none. The injunction is, that 
you shall keep a journal of your proceedings; 
and if you deface the smallest portion of them, 
what remains is not a journal of the proceedings, 


i but of a part of them; and this, I contend, is nota 


talked, and talked correctly, of a variety of mean- || 


: depend, may be struck out in an instant 


‘nature produces, and which expand 


, special pleading. The word keep has 
| Meanings in the Dictionary, and you have no 
| right to take one of these meanings alone. 


compliance with the Constitution. Under such 
construction of it, if you strike out nine hundred 
and ninety-nine parts out of one thousand, you 
might just as truly say you were keeping a journal 
of the proceedings. 

If this reasoning be unsound, I trust gentlemen 
who follow in the debate will prove it to be so. 
I am sure there is ingenuity enough here to do it, 


‘if it can be done. I hope they will show us how 


a part of a journal is the whole; and when they 
have done so, I will suggest to them that they 


| will then have to explain to the public mind, and 
satisfy it, how destroying a record is obeying a 
| mandate which requires you to preserve it. This, 
| sir, | am aware, they will find no easy 


task. 
Until itis done, permit me, in the belief that what 
I have advanced is true, to follow this measure 
out to its legitimate, I might add its inevitable, 


"consequences. Upon the principle, then, involved 


in the resolution offered by the honorable Senator, 
I affirm the whole journal of the proceedings of 
the Legislature is completely placed at the mercy 
of a majority in either House of Congress. The 
solem and authentic record of the great public 
measures which may occupy its deliberations 
the equally sacred register on which private nigh 

y 
the fury of triumphant faction, the promptings 
of sordid cupidity, or the fears of conscience- 
stricken profligacy. And let us not flatter our- 


i selves that the time will not come when these 
i things will be done. 


He knows little of the 
causes of decay and dissolution which exist at 
the creation of everything which our imperfect 
and gather 


force with age, who can doubt it. I hope the 


| day is distant; but we do but accelerate it when 


we cut ourselves adrift from the Constitution. | 
But, says the honorable Senator, all this is 
thirty-six 


e 


have just as much right to select our meaning 
for the word from any of its various significa- 
tions. This is rather a new, and certainly a very 
independent way of interpreting a constitutional 
or legal provision. But let that pass for a mo- 
ment, and permit me to say that, by the term 
special pleading, the Senator means refining, hatr- 
splitting; there never was anything more gratul- 
tous said here. On the contrary, we rely on the 
plain common sense meaning of the expression; 
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upon that sense in which the words are under- 
stood by every one the most slightly educated 
through the whole Republic. We contend for the 
signification which the terms have everywhere 
and in all times received. If we left them for the 
new meanings, to suit extraordinary occasions, as 
the honorable Senator is doing, we would be open 
to the reproach, as he justly is. I charge it upon 
him, and I shall make the charge good. He has 
departed trom the usual signification, and substi- 
tuted niceties and refinements for the general and 
popular use of the words, and in doing so, has 
violated a rule of construction as universal as it 
is sound, and which it would be a reproach to the 
Senator if he was not familiar with before he was 
three months in the office where he received his 
legal education. 

Recurring, then, to the word keep, and its thirty- 
six meanings, I have to say that nothing can be 
more true than thatthe verb hasa variety of senses; 
but does that prove that it has not one known 
unquestionable signification when used as it is in 
the Constitution of the United States? Certainly 
not. Sir, let the gentleman apply any one of the 
various meanings of this words be found in the 
books of philology, save that which we contend 
for, to the terms keep a journal, and I will venture 
to say the utter absurdity in which the process 
must end will convince even him how vain and 
futile and dangerous it is to depart from the pop- 
ular understanding of the matter. No doubt, as 
the honorable Senator says, keeping a door, keep- 
ing house, and keeping a store, do not mean the 
same thing. The meaning varies with the object 
to which the verbis applied. But, in these cases, 
the idiomatic sense supplies the necessity of all 
reference to Dictionaries; it is perfectly compre- 
hended by every one, and supposes that which 
is done, or necessary to be done, in keeping a 
door, keeping house, or keeping a store. It would 
be a waste of time for me to explain them; they 
explain themselves more forcibly than I could b 
any other words. 
languages, vary in their meaning by the objects 
to which they are applied, the latter sometimes 
by their position in relation to the noun. For 
example, the appellation envoy extraordinary has 
a clear and spccific signification; transpose the 
words, however, and say, an extraordinary envoy, 
and they present quite another idea. Well, sir, 
what would you say to any one who would rise 
here or elsewhere, and contend that, as the Dic- 
tionaries of our language declared that the adjec- 
tive extraordinary signified remarkable, wonderful, 
the expression envoy extraordinary conveyed the 
idea that a wonderful envoy had been sent to our 
country? ‘Not less extravagant, I contend, is it 
to depart from the common sense meaning which 
is given to the verb keep in all the varieties in 
which it is used. - 

Many as are the uses which are made of it, I 
am not aware that it has two meanings in its 
application to any one object. The thing to 
which it is applied controls and fixes its sense, as 
in the terms keep a promise, keep a journal, keep a 
horse. All these have popular and known signi- 
fications, from which you cannot depart without 
falling into conclusions absurd and untrue. Let 
us take, by way of illustration, the expression 
keep a horse. We will suppose the Senator to 
have delivered his to a livery stable to be kept. 
He calls for him some time after, and the owner 
of the stable tells him that the animal has perished 
for want of food. Reproach instantly follows 
this breach of engagement, and it would not be 
appeased, I hazard nothing in saying, by the 


keeper showing the honorable gentleman that, 


according to Webster’s or any other Dictionary, 
the verb keep has a variety of senses, and that one 
of them perfectly justified him in his notion that 
he was not obliged to give the horse food. Sir, I 
will venture to affirm the Senator would consider 
this perfect special pleading. So if he gave a friend 
a bundle bt apers to keep, i 

for the deposit should be told that, according to 


the best philologists, keep, among its thirty-six : 


significations, meant to supply with the necessaries 


of life, and finding the book refuse all sustenance, _ 
he had thrown it away as utterly incorrigible, |. 


would not the honorable Senator consider the 
‘excuse for non-delivery a great refinement 2 So, 
too, if, some thirty years since, when the Senator 


and when he called 


I 
|! from Missouri and myself first became acquainted 
on the banks of the Shawnee, (whose beautiful 

Indian appellation is lost in the prosaic one of 
Cumberland,) a lock of hair had been bestowed 
on him by lady’s love, to be kept until they again 
met, and, on her calling for the dear pledge, he 
had informed her that his promise to keep did 
not bind him to preserve, because one of the 
meanings of the word was to pasture; would she 
not have considered the gentleman more learned 
than true—a gay deceiver—and a great hair- 
splitter? And so when the Senator contends that 
the constitutional injunction to keep a journal 
means that you may destroy a part of it, I say to 
him, that he can baly reach such a.conclusion by 
special pleading, by refining, by hair-splitting, or by 
‘abandoning common sense, and trampling the 
Constitution under foot. 

_ No human ingenuity can sustain the proposi- 
tion the Senator advances. I know there is 
scarcely anything in favor of which ‘something 
plausible may not be advanced, and the gentle- 
man, I. admit, has made the most of his case. 
But no covering he may throw over the Consti- 
tution can hide the wound he inflicts on it. The 
honorable. Senator, under his heated feelings, 
may consider his case as made out; I do not say 
he does not so consider it. But those who look 
calmly at the thing will see nothing but ercuses 
where he finds reasons. They who are anxious 
for the violation (I donot say there are any such 
in this body) may be glad to have those excuses 
furnished to them. But time, and the silent mon- 
itor within, will do their work, and they will live 
to see the day when the shout of party triumph 
will bring no joy; when they will be compelled 
to look for consolation in the repentance which 
ever follows the conviction of wrong committed. 
I hope they will have that consolation, sir; God 
forbid ney should not. 

But the honorable Senator has one ready for 


] 1 ' them now. He says, if I understand his argu- 
Verbs and adjectives, in all | 


ment correctly, (and if I did not, I pray to be 
set right,) that no practical injury can result from 
the act. The process by which this consolation 
is obtained is somewhat curious. The gentleman 
tells the Senate that there are one thousand ori- 
ginals of the journal, and that the defacing of 
that kept by the Secretary leaves all the rest com- 

lete. Well, sir, admit the position to be correct; 
and what then? Does that furnish any argument 
in favor of disfiguring one of them? Whether 
there be many or few originals, ate they not all 
equally under the protection of the Constitution ? 
if so many are to be kept as a record of our pro- 
ceedings, is it not indispensable they should all 
be true records? Did the Constitution contem- 
plate that some of our journals should exhibit a 
faithful record of our proceedings, and others 
should not? Oram Ito understand the honor- 
able Senator that enough which are true will 
remain to correct that which the expunging res- 
olution purposes to falsify? If that be the 


position, I leave to him and his friends all the | 


advantage they can derive from the argument. 
But I pray leave to enter my utter dissent to 


the proposition that we have one thousand origin- | 


als of our journals. We have only one original; 
that which is made up by our Secretary, read 
over to us, sanctioned by the approval of this 
body, and placed among the archives of the Sen- 
ate. Itis that, and that alone, which forms the 
record of our proceedings, and furnishes the ori- 
ginal from which transcripts become evidence 
elsewhere. The originals of which the Senator 
speaks are noteven copies; they are but the copies 
of a copy furnished by our Secretary to the print- 
er. Iam aware of the decisions of courts, which 
the Senator from Missouri has quoted, on the 
admissibility of these printed copies as evidence. 
It is not my purpose to go into a critical investi- 
gation of the soundness of the doctrine by which 
such a rule has been established. I content my- 
self with saying that thèse cases do not proceed 
on the principle that the printed journals are ori- 
ginals; they go on the supposition that they are 
true copies. In giving them even this character, 
the tribunals of justice have gone very far, and 
the cases in which they have been received are 
of modern date, and of somewhat doubtful au- 
lı thority. They have been, as it were, extorted 
l: from the courts by the great convenience of the 


| practice, and from a strong, and in general a well 
founded belief that they are faithful transcripts. 
| But at the utmost they are nothing more than 
prima facie evidence, and, if contradicted by the 
original in writing, of which I have spoken, they 
must instantly yield to the higher authenticity 
‘which belongs to it. To all acquainted with this 
subject it must be apparent that the whole matter 
exhibits a great relaxation of the salutary rule, 
that the best evidence the natare of the case will 
admit of must be produced. But be thisasit may, 
the doctrine gives no sanction to the idea that 
these printed journals are originals. And admit- 
ting it to be sound and correct, it by no means 
supports the proposition that the original is not 
to be preserved with care and fidelity. . ` 
We have been referred, Mr. President, to the 
practice of the Parliament of Great Britain on 
matters of this kind. Itis stated that that coun- 
try has a constitution, as ours has; that our par- 
liamentary proceedings were borrowed from, and 
have a reference to, theirs, and that we are inthe 
daily habit of referring to parliamentary rules and 
parliamentary practice as ourguide. From these 
facts the conclusion is drawn that every power 
which they may exercise we can also exercise. 
I believe this is a faithful summary of what the 
honorable Senator advanced on this branch of the 
subject, and I take occasion to say that it all has 
my entire assent, save the conclusion which he 
has drawn. Thatconclusion, too, would be sound 
enough from his premises, but it is incorrect, be- 
cause the Senator Icft out one important and con- 
' trolling postulate which belongs to the question, 
and which I shall immediately notice. 

Itis the constitutional provision which we have 
on the subject that makes all the difference for 
whichI contend. Were it not for it, the rule re- 
ferred to by the Senator that the power to expunge 
from its journals any offensive matter found in 
them was inherent in every legislative body, could 
not be contested; but it is obvious that a rule must 
be subjectto the exception, provided the legislative 
body itself has not rules prescribed for its government 

i by a higher authority inconsistent with the exercise of 
! such a power. That such is the case here I affirm, 
‘and itis this circumstance which takes away all 
force from British precedents when applied, in a 
case of this kind, to the proceedings of an Amer- 
‘ican Congress. | 
'" Great Britain does not possess, as we do, a 
| written constitution. The great principles of 
civil and political freedom are, it is true, found 
in Magna Charta, and her bill of rights put for- 
| ward at the revolution of 1688. But even they 
“do not form a constitutional charter which places 
them beyond the control of acts of Parliament. 
And we must look to all these to ascertain what 
| constitutional provisions exist in England con- 
| trolling the rules of the two Houses of Parlia- 
ment in regard to their own proceedings. I have 
looked into all these, and I do not find in any of 
them a single provision prescribing rules on this 
subject to either House of Parliament. The 
matter is left entirely to the discretion and control 
ofeach body. It follows, therefore, that the inhe- 
rent right which exists, Į admit, in every legis- 
lative assembly to regulate its own proceedings, 
flourishes in full force there. To the possession 
and exercise of that power alone is the practice 
of expubeine to be referred. Wholly unchecked 
by constitutional restrictions, they exert it as 
they please, without stint and without control. 
They are under no constitutional obligation to 
keep any journal; unless as a matter of conve- 
‘nience, I suppose they would not keep any: 
` With such absolute power over the whole of the 
‘journal, they are of course complete masters over 
every part of it. They may expunge as they 
lease, or preserve or not preserveas they choose. 
ut how stands the case with us? Have wea 
‘discretion on this matter? Can we dispense with 
keeping a journal? “And ‘if we cannot dispense 
with recording our proceedings, how can we dis- 
pense with a portion of them? Let the clause of 
the Constitution already cited answer these ques- 
tions; and after gentlemen have pondered on it, 
let them see what authority they can derive from 
the parliamentary practice of England to justify 
the attempt to deface and render obscure the con- 
stitutional record of this House. i 
In connection with this branch of the subject - 
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let me refer for one moment to that part of the 
Constitution of the United States which declares 
that the yeas and nays shall, at the request of one 
fifth of the members present, be entered on the 
journals. No such rule as this is found in the 
Lex Purliamentaria of England. No doubt either 
House mightadopt it if they chose. But if they 
did, could any examples of theirs, by which it 
was refused in a particular instance, dispense us 
with the obligation to have the entry made in all? 
Surely not; and therefore I do notsee why, with- 
out any constitutional obligation to keep a jour- 
nal in that country, their precedents can enlighten | 
us as to our duties here. By the way, I should į 
like to be informed whether, by this expunging | 
process, the yeasand nays can also be erased from | 
your journal, and the members of this body de- | 


' 


prived of their constitutional right to have their |. 
names recorded and their opinions registered on | 


all measures on which they vote. I supposesuch |; 


a principle will be scarcely contended for; the 
violation would be too palpable. And as there 
are no English precedents to close the gap which | 
such an act would make in the Constitution, it | 
will hardly be thought of. Well, sir, if the yeas 
and nays cannot be expunged from your journal 
what becomes of this constitutional privilege alike 
important to the constituent and the representa- | 
tive, by which the record of his vote is to be pre- | 
served—a record which will show the names, but 


give no information on what subject they were re- |. 


corded? ‘The whole proceeding offers a fine com- | 
mentary on the value of constitutional barriers in 
restraining the passions of party in a free Gov- 
ernment. 
It is, however, said, that our rules of proceed- 
ing are, in a great measure, taken from those of 
the English Parliament, or were made in refer- 
ence to them, and that we are in the daily habit 
of referring to them as a guide in cases new and 
unprovided for. True; but does not the honor- 
able Senator see, in this very circumstance, a 
very strong, if not the strongest reason against 
the introduction of English rules on this question 
ofexpunging? These British rules were once not 
only referred to in this country; they formed the 
law for the government of our colonial legisla- 
tures before the Revolution. The great men who 
formed the Constitution of this country knew 
this perfectly well. They were also quite familiar 
„with everything in the history of the English 
Parliament in relation to expunging, and they 
knew better than I do, and quite as well as the 
„honorable Senator from Missouri, the right on 
‚which the keeping of a journal stood there—its 
imitations and its extent. Now,1 ask,if it had 
been their intention to Jeave that power at the 
discretion of the American Congress, why. intro- 
_duceany rules at all into our Constitution on this 
„matter? Why not leave this part of parliamentary 
_ practice to the control of the Legislature, as they 
„deft all the rest? lt must strike every one, on 
reading the Federal Constitution, as most remark- 
“able, that in an instrument of that kind, in which 
nothing is looked for but general provisions, we 
should find such special enactments on the sub- 


_ject—nothing left to discretion. But that surprise 
readily yields to a little reflection, and the value 
‘of the classes in question is seen. The men by 
whom the great charter of our Union was formed 
came from the school of the Revolution, so fertile 
of talent and of virtue. They were profoundly 
acquainted with ‘all the causes by which free 
institutions can be upheld and may be destroyed. 
‘They knew that the legislative branch of the 
“Government, from its construction and its powers, 
‘if corrupt, was more formidable than all the rest 
to the liberties of the people. In it they were 
aware factions must arise and riot. History had 
taught them how majorities in public assemblies 
are prone to trample on the rights of minorities. 
“It was deemed, therefore, of the highest import- 
ance to secure, as far as possible, a record of all 
‘the acts of the representative, and to give pub- 
licity to them, so that the people might know 
what each member did, and what he did not do. 
They wished to place before the traitor who is 
false to his duty here the certainty that his evil 
‘deeds could not be concealed while living, and 
that an authentic record would carry down to the 
latest posterity his loathsome memory. Hence 
they determined that he should neither falsify the 


‘body on legislative matters are impugned by the 
| vote, order, or resolution, or are improperly ex- 
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record of what he did, nor deprive his opponents 
of the evidence of their opposition to him. These 


' were the reasons which induced the framers of 


the Constitution to make your journals sacred. 
And you do violate as holy ground as any the 
Constitution covers when you lay your hands 
on them, and blot and deface them. If these | 
considerations are entitled to the weight I think į. 
justly due to them, with what semblance of; 
justice can it be urged that these matters are to | 
be regulated by English parliamentary practice? 
The introduction of any rules on the subject into : 
the Constitution excludes such an idea; and the `. 
rules themselves, inconsistent with those prevail- :: 
ing in England, forbid any such conclusion. 

Let us, however, follow this matter a little fur- 
ther. If, as the honorable. Senator says, we are | 
to be governed by the English practice on this 
subject of expunging, I presume we must take , 
that practice entire; weare not at liberty to intro- | 


' duce one part of it and reject another. There is | 
: certainly no rule in our body which prescribes |. 


how it is to be done; we must, therefore, imitate ` 
the parliamentary precedents throughout. Now, 

if I understand tke precedents right, they estab- . 
lish the principle that, whenever the parliament- 

ary proceedings infringe on the rights, real or | 
supposed, of the Executive Chief Magistrate, he 
sends for the journals, or comes to the House, 
and strikes out the offensive matter with his own || 
hand, When, on the contrary, the powers of the || 


ercised, the erasure is made by an officer, under | 
the order of the House. Such appears to be the |, 
practice there; and if it is to govern us here, let 
us have it in its purity. The resolution, there- 
fore, proposed by the Senator is entirely gratui- 
tous; the thing can be done, and strictly speaking, 
ought to be done, without action on our part. 
The President himself, according to the excellent 
rules of Parliament which the gentleman recom- | 
mends for our adoption, has the right to send for |i 
our journals, and make such correction in them 
as he thinks fit. ‘That Senators may see I am not |} 
mistaken on this subject, | beg leave to quote to | 
them the following illustrious precedent, derived | 
from the act of the renowned and sapient King 
James THE First, of blessed memory. 
_ The House of Commons in England, at the 
time when their glorious contest between the pre- 
rogative of the Crown and the rights of the peo- 
ple were about to commence, passed the following 
resolution: 
_ “The Commons now assembled in Parliament, being 
justly occasioned thereunto, concerning sundry liberties, 
franchises, and privileges of Parliament, amongst others 
here mentioned, do make this protestation following : that 
the liberties, franchises, and jurisdictions of Parliament are 
the ancient and undoubted birthright and inheritance of the 
subjects of England, and that the urgent and arduous affairs 
conceming the King, State, and defense of the Realm, 
and of the Church of England, and the maintenance and 
making of laws, and redress of mischiefs and grievances, 
which daily happen within this realm, are proper subjects 
and matter of counsel and debate in Parliament; and that, 
in the handling and proceeding of those businesses, every 
member of the House of Parliament hath, and of right 
ought to have, freedom of speech to propound, treat, reason, 
and bring to conclusion the same; and that the Commons 
in Parliament, have like liberty and freedom to treat of 
these matters in such order as, in their judgment, shall 
seem fittest; and that every member of the said House hath 
like freedom from all impeachment, imprisonment, and 
„molestation (other than by censure of the House itself) for 
or concerning any speaking, reasoning, or declaring of any 
matter or matters touching the Parliament or Parliament 
business, And that, if any of the said members be com- 
plained of, and questioned tor, anything done or said in Par- 
liament, the same is to be shown to the King, by the advice 
and consent of all the Commons, assembled in Parliament 
before the king give credeuce to any private information.” 
The sovereign just alluded to, 
audacious avowal of right on the part of the 
Commons, was extremely indignant. He dis- 
solved the body, and, calling for the journals, 
struck out the resolution with his own hand. Now, 
I propose that we shall, in all things, conform to 
the right royal precedent. Let there be no half- 
way work Let us carry out the glorious ex- 
ample in all its length, breadth, and proportions. 
if, however, the honorable Senator will not go 
the whole, I recommend to him to come as near 
to it as he can; and I hambly submit to him 


on learning this 


whether he had not better so amend—or rather 
so modify—his resolution that we may invite the 
President of the United States to visit this body, 


` countenances of his opponents. 


SENATE. 


and be himself the instrument by which this 
stain on our proceedings should be removed. I 
would propose such an amendment myself; but, 
as I would be compelled to vote against the reso- 
lution even so amended, Í am afraid it would not 
be courteous to adopt such a course. But I again 
recommend to the honorable Senator to think of 
the matter, and give his proceeding the shape I 
propose. The Senator, I see, signifies his dis- 
sent, and I fear we must swallow the dose as he 
has prepared it, but hoping that my suggestion 
might be favorably received, I had this morning, 
before coming here, carried out the whole scene 
in my own mind. 

I had imagined the Senate convened; the mem- 
bers in their seats; our faithful Seeretary at his 
post. The approach of the President is announced, 
Immediately our Sergeant-at-Arms, a very grave 
and discreet person, who each day so clearly and 
audibly announces, ‘* Message from the House of 
Representatives,” &c., &c , &c., takes his station 
at the door, and, in a distinct and firm tone, cries 
out, ** The President of the United States.” He 
enters. We rise from our seats, joy glistening 
in the eyes of his friends, dismay pictured on the 
He traverses 
the room with a firm step and dignified air. You 
rise from your seat, sir, and receive him with 


© that grace and urbanity which so eminently dis- 


tinguish you; you salute him with affectionate 
complacence. Heanswers your salutations with 


' kindness and dignity. All eyesare fixed on you 
|" and him; and, more favored than other mortals, 


our vision is: blessed at the same moment with 
the setting and. the rising sun. 

The preliminaries of reception passed over, 
and the bustle attending it terminated, a solemn 
silence prevails. You slowly rise from your seat; 
the President does the same. You pause for a 
moment, and cannot conceal the emotions which 
the affecting scene gives rise to; you are, how- 
ever, at last composed, and you address the Pres- 
ident in these words: 

‘Sire: The Senate of the United States have 
imposed on me the most agreeable duty of an- 
nouncing to you the object which has induced 
them to request your presence in their Chamber. 
Deeply impressed with the value of your services 
in the field and the cabinet; convinced that, under 
Divine Providence, you have rendered more ser- 
vices to mankind ‘than any other mortal who has ever 
lived in the tide of times,’* they are anxious to show 
their devotion to your person, and their sensi- 
bility to your fame. It is with grief they are 
under the necessity of saying that there is found 
on their journal a resolution of this body which 
is unworthy of them and of you. That-resolu- 
tion declares that the Senate differ in opinion with 
you on the lawfulness and conatitutionality of one 
of your public acts—a declaration, sir, which they 
had no authority to make, and which is untrue, 
inasmuch as it dissents from the opinion of you, 
the wisest and the best. The Senate have re- 
solved that it shall be expunged from their jour- 
nals, as a warning to posterity that this branch 
of the Legislature shall, in all time hereafter, keep 
within its constitutional powers, and express no 
opinion on any act of the Chief Magistrate. The 
Senate have considered that it would be more 
grateful to you, and more conformable to prece- 
dents drawn from the purest periods of British 
history, that you should expunge this odious reso- 
lution with your own hand. The manner in which 
the expurgation should be effected is left entirely 
to your discretion. To erase the resolution by 
drawing black lines around it is the mode pre- 
ferred by many of your friends, and particularly 
by that distinguished and high-minded body, the 
Virginia Legislature. I present, you, Sir, this 
pen, that it may,in your own hand,avenge your 
wrongs, and shall only farther say that thisis the 
happiest and proudest moment of my life. it ts 
glory enough for any one man.” 

Sir, I had also run out the gracious answer 
which the President would have made to this 
loyal and affectionate address, but I felt I was 
treading on ground which I could not approach, 
and I therefore abandoned it. 

I think it scarcely kind of the Senator from 


| Missouri to deprive the world of the interesting 
paisa se 


* Vide Mr. Benton’s speech. 
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ceremony, so royal in its precedent, and so val- | 


uable in the support which the example would 
atfurd to the cause of freedom and legislative in- 
dependence.e L hope he will yet reconsider the 
matter, and, if we are to have the process applied 
to our journals, give us the pure, unadulterated, 
English practice on the subject, 

But l must leave these pleasant contemplations, 
and return to the argument. And I contend that, 
even admitting all the reasoning offered in sup- 
port of the resolution proposed, still we have no 
authority to do the act which the Senate is called 
on to do, because the journal which itis proposed 
to blot and deface is not owr journal, but that of 
a former Congress. I think i have conclusively 
shown that we have no power over our own jour- 


i 


nal after it is made up; and I am not to be under- | 


stood as in any respect abandoning the ground 
assumed in relation to it, Bat all the reasoning 
which established that proposition acquires an 
increased force when brought to bear on the pres- 
ent question. Some embarrassment is created 
in the mind, on the first view of this matter, from 
an idea which commonly prevails, of the Senate 
being a permanent body, and that its journals, 
from its creation up to this time, belong to it in 
that character. But it is evident this position is 
only true when applied to the Senate in its exec- 
ulive capacity. In discharging its legislative func- 
tions it bas a limited existence. It can only act 
for two years at a time, and, at the end of that 


period which terminates a Congress, its legisla- | 


tive powers terminate as those of the House of 
Representatives do. When it mcets a House of 
Representatives whose whole number is newly 
elected, it meets that body with the one third of 
its members also newly elected, and both form a 
new Congress, and are nota continuation of the 
receding one. The longer term of service of the 
nators does not affeet the duration of the Legis- 
‘lature to which they are deputed, nor destroy its 
distinctive character. They are members of sev- 


eral Congresses, but several Congresses do not ' 


enter into and merge in a continuous Senate. 
The Constitution of the United States vests the 
national legislative powers in a Congress com- 
posed of a Senate and House of Representatives, 
not in the Senate and House of Representatives. 
I contend, therefore, sir, that the Senate of the 
United States stands precisely in the same rela- 
tion to the legislative journals of a former Con- 
gress as the House of Representatives does; and 
that, if the present House of Representatives has 
no authority to alter or deface t e journal of that 
branch of the Legislature of the T'wenty-Third 
Congress, this body cannot touch the journal of 
the Senate which formed a part of it. We are 
the keepers, sir, not the owners of the volume 
which contains the proceedings of that Legisla- 
ture. Is it possible, sir, the extravagant propo- 
gition will be maintained that the journals of the 
Senate of 1790 belong to the Senate of 1836, and 
that they have the power to change or obliterate 
what is written in them, or destróy them alto- 
gether at their pleasure? And yet that proposi- 
tion must be maintained to justify the act now 
proposed to be done. Far from being our prop- 
erty, they are that of the people of the United 
States; and you have just as much right to order, 
by a resolution of the Senate, that onc of the na- 
tional frigates should be altered or destroyed, or 
one of the fortifications of the country dismantled, 
as you have to touch the records of a former Sen- 
ate. Did there exist a law of 
it a penal offense to alter or deface the journal of 
either House of Congress, 
might commit this act by your order, should be 
indicted for it, l deny that he could successfully 
plead the mandate he received from you as a jus- 
tification. If he offered such a plea, and it was 
demurred to, I hazard little in saying that, in case 
the matter were carried before the Supreme Court 
of the United States, they would hold he had no 
valid authority for what he bad done. 
{Mr. Porter having here become exhausted, 
a motion was made, and unanimously carried, to 
postpone the eubject under debate.] 


On resuming his remarks on the following day, 
Mr. PORTER said: I am quite sensible of and 
grateful to the Senate for the indulgence which it 
extended to me yesterday, and I feel that the best 


Congress making | 


and our Secretary, who | 
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its histor 


return J can make for its kindness is to condense n 


as much as possible what I have further to say 
on the question now under consideration, 

In the obscrvations I had the honor to offer to 
the Senate yesterday, I touched on all the argu- 
ments offered by the Senator from Missouri which 
related to aur power to expunge, save that which 
he based ona precedent drawn from a former pro- 
ceeding of this body. Sir, I am frec to confess, 
when the gentleman read the resolution which, 
by its language, affirms such a power, I never was 
nore struck with astonishment in my life, and it 
was under the influence of an irresistible curios- 
ity that I asked the Senator the question I did, 
and not from the intention of interrupting the 
train of his remarks. He rebuked me for the in- 
terruption justly, but gently, and I acquiesced in 
it. But when the honorable Senator further told 
me to beware resting the matter on so smalla 
point, ‘tor I might be blown up,” I felt prepared 
to join issue with him, and to show him that the 
point is by no means a small one. On the con- ` 
trary, the inquiry suggested a principle on which — 
he wel value of the case, as a precedent, de- 
pends. 

lf the Senate, in the instance relied on, had 
determined they possessed the power to expunge 
from their journal an entry made on it, we should 
then have had the question submitted, whether 
any example set by others could authorise us 
to surrender our clear and conscientious convic- 
tions of constitutional obligation. But the case 
does not impose any such necessity: What is | 

ay 


{ ? Itis this: On the last of a ses- ` 
sion of Congress, in the year 1806, a petition, 
or memorial, was presented from certain per- 
sons, then under conviction for offenses committed 
against the laws of the United States. This 
memorial reflected strongly on the conduct of the 
Chief Magistrate, and its tenor was entered on | 
the minutes. How long after the entry was made 
we do not know, but not many hours after, and 
on the same day in which the petition had been re- ` 


' ceived, a motion was made and carried toexpunge | 


; confusion an 
` transaction of business on the last night Con- 
' gress sits, accounts fully for the inaccuracy of 
express 


_ complete control; just as, 


` the measure was entirely gratuitous, as the cor- 


‘high, and the step take 


it from the journal. This motion prevailed. The | 
i d hurry which always attend the 


ion used in the resolution, as there was 
no journal until the entries made during the day 
were read over and sanctioned by the approbation 
of the Senate. Until that approbation is given, 
the acts of the Secretary are no more than min- 
utes of proceedings, over which the body has 
in the same manner, 
the entries of a clerk of a court made during the 
day are subject to the revision and correction of 
the judge when read the following morning. Had 
not the Senate been about to adjourn that night, 


rection could have been made at the commence- 
ment of the next day’s sitting, when the minutes | 
prepared by the Secretary were read over. It 
did not, however, sit; and it is probable this 
method of getting rid of the obnoxious matter 
was preferred, as it was a period when party run 
n by the petitioners well 
calculated to excite the passions which belong to 
such times. Be this, however, as it may, it is 
obvious that whatever form the majority chose 
to give their resolution, their power over the 
matter was undisputed. 

I see some gentlemen dissent to this position. 
I consider it, however, perfectly sound. It can- 
not be, it is not true, that the secretary of a legis- || 
lature or the clerk of a court has the right to place 
any matter he pleases on the minutes of the pro- 
ceedings, and that neither the judges, in the one 
case, nor the legislative body in the other, have 
the power to expunge from them what is im- 
properly placed there. It cannot be, it is not. 
true, that if errors are committed by either they 
must remain, and cannot be corrected; all prac- 
tice and all reason are opposed to such a doctrine. 
But this control over the proceedings, before the | 
journal of the clerk or secretary is made up and 
sanctioned, is totally different from the right | 
claimed here to change or deface the record after | 
it is complete. The court, during its term, may 
correct any error into which it has fallen. Its 
minutes are under its control for the same time. 
But was it ever heard that it could, at a succeeding 


| agree with the Senator 


| justice to the President 
| the po 


' cused, and we did so 


one, change, erase from, or add to, the record of 


_ its proceedings of a former session? Never, sir. 


And so, in reason, and on the truc principles of 
the Constitution, is the power of this body lim- 
ited. Its record, once made, becomes sacred; it 
is the property of the people, was intended for 
their protection, and you have no right to deface 
it. The Senator from Missouri was well aware 
of this objection to the precedent cited by him, 
and he endeavored skillfully to evade it by say- 
ing that at all events we could not deny that it 
was a complete answer to our argument, which 


= assumed the constitutional duty of this House to 


record all its proceedings. Here, said he, was a 
proceeding, and a procecding not recordcd. Sir, 


. this is quite plausible, but, on a close examina- 


tion, it offers no real difficulty. The question 
_ presented in the instance referred to was preciscly 
that we have been debating for nearly two months 
or more this session, and that is, the right of this 
, body to reject a petition. We who were in the 
minority on the abolition memorials, and who 
contended for their rejection, urged that we had 
a right to refuse to consider them, and to deny 
them any place on our journals, Had we then 
known of this precedent, we should have quoted 
it in support of the position we assumed, for, by 
erasing the memorial from the minutes, the then 
Senate declared that they were under no consti- 


tutional obligation to receive it, nor to permit 


any record of it to be preserved. 
ell, sir, I think the Senate decided correctly 
in the case to which I have alluded; but the hon- 
orable Senator and those who voted with him to 
receive the petitions will, no doubt, consider the 
‘decision of the Senate of 1806 erroneous. If 
erroneous, it is no authority. If,on the contrary, 
it was a sound opinion, it establishes what I 
assert to be the true doctrine, namely, that the 
Senate have a right to refuse a petition, and are 
under no obligation to record it. The case cited, 


‘| therefore, does in no respect conflict with the 


principles for which we who oppose this resolu- 
tion contend. All that is decided by it is, that 
the rejection of a petition is not such a proceed- 
ing as should be placed on the journals. But, 
Mr. President, did it go the whole length for 
which the honorable Senator introduced it, I 
| could not permit, in a case of this kind, that it 
should control my actions. In constitutional 
| questions we are not permitted to surrender our 
conscience to authority. It ought to have no guide 
| but reason. The precedent in itself contains 
| nothing to challenge approbation. It was done 
i in haste. We have no evidence there was any— 
| we know there could not have been much—debate 
| on it the last night of the session. Jt was passed 
by a small majority in a very thin Senate. It 
| was a complete party vote, in high party times. 
To make such a proceeding decisive of a question 
| of this magnitude would be to place the Consti- 
tution of the country at the mercy of every faction 
| which by turns may get possession of a majority 
: in Congress. 
| I have already said that I do not consider it 
made the slightest difference in the question be- 
! fore us, whether the resolution of the Senate, 
i which it is proposed to expunge, was constitu- 
| tional or otherwise. Inmy judgment the obliga- 
‘tion imposed on us to keep a record of it is pre- 
cisely the same, be its character what itmay. ‘The 
‘Constitution makes no distinction; and where it 
does not distinguish, we cannot. But as I do not 
from Missouri that the 
in the instance alluded to, either did in- 
, or improperly exercised 
wers vested in it, I beg leave to makea few 
ing proposition by which 
this charge of injustice and assum tion of power 
was supposed to be established. We exercised, 
it is said, on the occasion complained of, judicial, 
not legislative power, and we condemned the Pres- 
ident of the United States when he was not ac- 
without even hearing his 


Senate, 


observations on the lead 


defense. 

Tf all this be true, 
offending” is certainly v 2 
| apprehend it requires no very great ability to 

how that it has no foundation whatever. We 
did not, on the occasion alluded to, exercise Ju- 
| dicial power, and therefore we neither tried nor 
| condemned the President. 


‘6 the head and front of our 
ery considerable; but I 


ud 
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Albons h Tii ERANI cea ar ke | decided on a matter which might thereafter come |; to them. Far too humble myself to connect his- 


powers conferred by the Constitution of the l 
United States on the Senate be in theory distinct, ‘i 
et cases are constantly arising in which the 
action of the body in its several capacities is im- 
eriously demanded on the very same matter. 
This is Inevitable; for as the powers conferred 
extend to the person who acts as well as the 
thing which is acted on, it is impossible, in legis- 
lating on the one, or in sitting in judgment on the 
other, to avoid deciding on matters which are 
common to both. The exercise of judicial author- 
ity in one aspect presents an exception to this 
rinciple. In the investigation which belongs to 
ita prominent and controlling inquiry is as to the 


before it on an impeachment for the act, I leave 
the correctness of the answer to be decided by the 
American people, without any comment of mine. 
And if their answer be that it could have consti- 
tutionally passed such a law, I inquire what dif- 
ference there is between deciding that an act of 


the President was contrary to law, and giving ; 


relief for it, and making a declaration to the same 
effect in the shape of a resolution? ; 
The contest between the present Chief Magis- 
trate and the Bank of the United States is nearer 
to our own times, and offers an example equally 
illustrative of the ground I assume. By its char- 


mention with which the act was committed. An , ter, the United States engaged to place with it in 
examination of this kind can only be gone into | deposit the public moneys. The President thought 
by the Senate when sitting asa courtofimpeach- | he had the power to withdraw them whenever he 
ment; but, with this single exception, I maintain ` pleased, and withoutany cause save his own pleas- 
that this body, in its legislative and in its execu- | ure. The Senate think differently; and without |: 
tive capacity, can go into an investigation of the stopping to inquire which party is right, I ask 


| tory with my name, | fondly indulge the hope 
| that the position I occupied at that-moment will 
j attach me in some degree to it, as one of those 
; who stood manfully in the breach in the unequal 
|| battle which was fought for the Constitution, [| 
': desire no higher praise,and would ask no prouder 
epitaph to be engraven on my tomb. 
| We have been required, in this debate, to toe the 
mark, and the hope has been expressed that, after 
‘having denounced the President during the ses- 
|; sion of 1834, stigmatized his conduct, and misrep- 
| resented his actions, we will not now take shelter 
| under the defense that we did not mean to impute 
| bad motives to his acts, and merel intended to 
express an abstract opinion on the lawiulnces of 
| hisacts. This hope, so far as I am concerned, I 
: am fully prepared to gratify. I am ready to come 
up to the line I advanced to them, and defend it. 
And I say that during the whole of that debate, 


legality of acts, and their tendency, just as freely 
as if no judicial authority was conferred on it. 
Were it otherwise, its legislative power would be 
most injuriously abridged, and the erecutive por- 
tion could not be beneficially exercised. Indeed, 
it is only necessary to have the contrary prin- 


get a power in his hands which would enable 
him effectually to put a stop to all legislation on 
matters in regard to which he thought proper to , 
resort to the exercise of Executive authority. | 
But, if I understand the Constitution rightly, it || 
was not intended the legislative functions of this || 
body should be placed under the control of any j 
other branch of the Government. My reading || 
‘of it is, that in the use of them it is not more | 
confined in its sphere, nor less free in its action, -` 
than the House of Representatives. ij 

See, Mr. President, to what consequences the | 
contrary doctrine would lead. Congressisalmost | 
constantly passing laws which require the exer- 
‘cise of Executive authority to carry them into | 
effect; the President construcs them according to |; 
his judgment, and executes them. The Legisla- | 
ture take the matter into consideration; they | 
think he has assumed a power which the law did || 
not confer, and the exercise of which is injurious | 
to the public interests. A bill is introduced to 
correct the evil. Is the Senate estopped from act- 
ing on it, because, forsooth, it is compelled to 
look into the construction given by the President | 
of the law, and finds that it differs in opinion | 
‘from him? Can it extend no remedy for the | 
mischief. because he has done wrong? 

In an early period of the Federal legislation an 
act was passed authorizing the President of the 


could not a bill have been constitutionally passed 
here to compel them to be replaced, because, in 


our opinion, they had been illegally, and conse- | 
I suppose | 
| If it. 
could, have we not the power to declare the ille- S 
ciple established, and the Chief Magistrate would gality, by a resolution, in the hope that it will, 


quently unconstitutionally removed ? 
it will hardly be contended it could not. 


induce the Chief Magistrate to reconsider his act 
and restore the deposits? It requires sharper 
opties than mine to see the difference. : 
We need not stop here, sir. Let us follow this 
matter into the exercise of that executive power 
which the Constitution has conferred on us. In- 
dividuals while holding high offices are sometimes 
nominated to the Senate for others. The manner 
in which they have discharged their duties in the 
placed filled by them is often and of necessity a 
matter of rigid and severe inquiry. Acts have to 


be sifted and examined, and a judgment formed | 


on them, to enable us to decide whether it is pro- 
per to give our consent to the nominee occupying 
a high station. The investigation must, therefore, 
be often carried to actions which, if committed 
with a bad motive, might subject the officer to 
impeachment. Such a case has occurred, and 


inquiries have never, as I know, been questioned, 


a judicial capacity. 


time in our history, is attempted to be placed on 
the legislative power of the Senate, is a pregnant 


|| sign of the prevailing notions of the day. The 
i} duties which this body have to perform in the ca- 


pacity in which it passed this resolution, are just 


United States to remove from the public lands | 
personi who had settled there without permission. : 

t was intended to operate on that class of per- 
‘sons vulgarly but emphaticall 


In the year 1806, I think, Mr. Jefferson enforced | 


this law against a possession which Edward Liv- | 
ingston had of a portion of the batture in front || 


of the city of New Orleans. To this property | 


“Mr. Livingston asserted title under a grant of the || 


‘French Government to the Society of Jesuits. | 
His right was contested by the city of New Or- | 
leans and by proprietors of the lots in front of | 
‘the river, holding under the same grant. Itis | 
not necessary to say, if it were easy to do so, 
which had the better title; it is enough to state , 
that the property did not belong to the United 


as important and as sacred as those belonging to 
vitin its judicial or executive character. ith 


ʻi the opinions entertained by its members, they 
called squatters. |! 


-could not, without sacrificing their conscience at 
i the shrines of ease and expediency, have refrained 


conduct of the Executive in removing the de- 
posits. That measure filled them with a profound 
and, I will add, a just alarm. In their view of 
| the matter, they saw a great assumption of powcr 
on the part of the Chief Magistrate, and they 
could not be blind to the fact that the tendency 
of public opinion was, and I am sorry to say 
still is, to surrender all authority to the hands of 
the Executive; to look to him, and to him only, 
‘as an index which is to point to what is useful 


States, and that the act of removal, however 
‘good the motives of the President—and I do not | 
Impeach them—was most illegal, and its opera- | 
tion oppressive in the extreme. An action was 

brought against Mr. Jefferson for this act, and 

the cause dismissed for want of jurisdiction in 

‘the court, on the ground that the trespass was ; 
committed in Louisiana, and the trespasser lived 
in Virginia, Now, I ask if Mr. Livingston had 
‘applied, as well he might, to Congress for com- 
pensation for the great pecuniary losses which he 
sustained by this act of the President, could the | 
Senate not have acted on the bill for affording re- 
lief, because it must necessarily have decided 
that the President had done an act, in the lan- 


guage of the resolution of the Senate, ‘ not con- | 


ferred by the Constitution and laws 
gation of both.” 
If gentlemen on the other side say it could not | 


, but in dero- : 


and what is honorable in policy and in legisla- 
tion. Had they consulted their own convenience 
_thcircourse was plain; it was to bow to the storm, 
| and trust that when a less popular man was at the 
_ head of the Government, the healthy action of 
‘all its several departments would be restored, 
| But they took lessons from a purer source, and, 
_ I trust, a higher wisdom. Experience had taught 
| them that in free Governments dangerous prece- 
dents are always set by popular men; because it 
‘is they and they only wh 
which will pono them to be set. They knew 
with what fatal effect this example would be cited 


j 
ees : ° > . 

| in after times as a justification of still greater 
į 


i stretches of authority; and they determined at 
all hazards to resist jt to the utmost of their 
ability. For one, I rejoice that they did so; the 
gratitude of their country awaits them; and pos- 
terity will do that justice to their acts and their 


our authority and bounden duty to go into such | 


although it is manifest the same matters, in rela- | 
tion to the same person, may come before us in 


Sir, this limitation, which now, for the first | 


from the declaration they made in relation to the | 


o can create a delusion |! 


I do not recollect any charge of corruption or in- 
tentional violation of the Constitution charged on 
the President of the United States. His acts re- 
moving the deposits, and displacing the Secretary 
of the Treasury, were denounced, it is true, and 
in strong terms; the unlawful assumption of au- 
thority was exposed in every point of view in 
|. which it was susceptible, and the pernicious tend- 
ency of the precedent set was painted in vivid 
colors. This is my recollection of the debate. I 
do not pretend to say that, in the heat of it, ex- 
pressions of another kind may not have casuall 
dropped, but such was its general tenor, and T 
|| have no remembrance of its being carried further. 
| As to my own opinions, I can speak with great 
' exactness, for I think now of the whole matter 
i peuse as I thought then. Idid not then be- 

ieve, and I do not now believe, that the Chief 
Magistrate was impelled by any corrupt motive, 
j or that he thought, when committing those acts 

we found fault with, that he was violating the 
' Constitution and laws; and the little I said on the 
i; Subject, for I was then a new member here, dis- 
| tinctly expressed this conviction. 

But I considered the conduct of the President 
wrong. I believed that neither the Constitution 
nor the law authorized him to interfere as he did 
with the public Treasury, and so thinking I did 
not hesitate to say so, and sustain my opinions 
' by my vote. The thought never crossed my mind 
_that I was prejudging his case, if he had been 
' impeached; nor can J now see the slightest rea- 
| son for alleging that I did. And I cannot help 
: remarking that they who press such an idea pay 
' a poor compliment to the President, when they 
| contend that whoever differs with him in opinion 
as to the legality of his acts, necessarily ascribe 
| to him bad motives for them, and decide the 
"question of guilt, which we would have to try if 
| we were in the exercise of our judicial functions. 

But when the Senator from Missouri was 
about to bring forward this motion for expung- 
ing, I marvel he did not carry his attention to 
another resolution which is to be found on the 
‘journals of the Senate, and which, according to 
|| the doctrines he labors to establish, is in as great 
a degree a violation of the Constitution as that 
“selected by him. I allude to that passed by this 
| body in relation to the late Postmaster General 
© (Mr. Barry) at the close of the session of 1834. 
i: That the Senate may see the perfect analogy be- 
j; tween the two cases, I shall bring them in juxta- 
i position. That which relates to the President is 

in these words: 
“Resolved, That the President, in the late executive pro- 
eedings in relation to the revenue, has assumed upon 


c 
himself authority and power not conferred by the Consti- 
tution and laws, but in derogation of both.” 


That which regarded Mr. Barry is as follows: 


“Resolved, That it is proved and admitted. that large 
sums of money have been borrowed at different banks by 
the Postmaster General in order to make up the deficiency 
in the means of carrying on the business of the Post Office 
Department, without authority given by any law of Con- 
gress; and that, as Congress alone possesses the power to 
borrow money on the credit of the United States, all such 
contracts for loans by the Postmaster are illegal and void. 


Now I cannot see any the slightest difference 
between these cases, and I defy the most subtle 
intellect to show him they can be distinguished 
from each other. And, on examining the vote 
given on that case, we do not find it was a party 
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of the Senate, and the vote of the Senator from 
Missouri stands reecrded among the number. 
Well, may Enot ask if it was a violation of the 


Constitution of the United States to vote that | 
General Jackson had exercised a power not con- 


ferred on him by law, waa it not an equal viola- 


tion of it to vote that Mr. Barry had acted con- - 


trary to law? Do the names make any difference? 
Or is it that the action which is constitutional in 
regard toa Postmaster General becomes a heinous 
offense When committed against one clothed with 
the power and upheld by the popularity of the 
President of the United States? I trast net. But 
still it is leù to gentlemen who are now prepared 
to expunge this resolution because it prejudges 


General Jackson, to explain why they voted for | 
thatagainst Mr. Barry which equally prejudged | 
him. They must also explain why they leave | 


the latter resolution untouched on the journals, 
and expunge the former. Ts it because they voted 
for that against the Postmaster that it is sacred ? 
or has slow repentance not yet reached them? 
It has been said that the most ignorant man may 
ask a question which the wisest cannot answer; 
and I apprehend they will find themselves pretty 
much in that condition in relation to these inter- 
rogatories. 

Tie Senator from Missouri, however, who 
takes time by the forelock, has anticipated this 
obiection, and has given his explanation, He 
says the vote was forced on him, and, finding 


himsel? compelled to act in this unconstitutional ; 


way, 
tioning the course which the Senate purs 
a negative vote would have admitted the jurisdic- 
tion just as much as an affirmative one. Vithout 


in the slightest respect impugning the sincerity 


he conceived that he was in no respect sanc- 


of this declaration, and giving it full effect, I must | 


still remark that though it may sustain the con- 
sistency of the Senator, it still leaves the precedent 
in all its original force, as the construction of 
laws, or the deductions to be made from the acts 
of lezislative bodies, can be in no respect affected 
by the declarations of individual members of their 
views or motives in concurring in them, And I 
must also say that J should think it is a very 
good reason to vote against a resolution or law 
that I believed it to be unconstitutional. But, be 
this as it may, it only explains the vote of the 
Senator, and we have the sanction of all the rest 
of his friends for the constitutionality of our pro- 
ceeding. And atallevents it is no justification 
for permitting the resolution in regard to Mr. 
Barry to remain, and expunging that relating to 
the President. If either 1s to be effaced from our 
journal, I hope both will. If justice re uires this 
act, let it be extended to the memory of him who 
has passed hence to another and better world, as 
well as to him who remains among us. Let the 
bounty of the honorable Senator extend to all 
similarly situated. I trust he will recollect 

« That the self-same sun which shines upon a Court 

Hides not his visage from the cottage.”’ 

I think I have shown that the Constitution of 
the country will be violated if we adopt the reso- 
Jutien of the honorable Senator, and I hope I have 
satisfactorily answered the principal reasons pre- 
sented by him in support of it. 

‘The remaining portion of the honorable Sena- 
tor’s speech was devoted to two subjects: a pan- 
egyric on General Jackson, and avituperation of 
the late Bank of the United States. The rele- 
vancy of either or both these matters to the ques- 
tion now before us, he will excuse me for saying 
is not exactly seen by me, and I might well pass 
them by; but a few observations before I close, 
on some of the topics he advanced, will, I trust, 
be pardoned. 

nd first, as to the 
has dealt out with suc 


raises which the Senator 
an overflowing hand to 
the President, I have to say that I find no fault 
with them. They proceed, no doubt, from the 
strong partiality which the gentleman from Mis- 
souri feels for their object; and his friendship, and 
the modes he takes to manifest it, are matters en- 
tirely personal to himself. It would be the less 
excusable in me to complain of this failing, as it 18 
one which I share largely in myself. In spite of 
everything I can do, I find the utmost difficult 
in seeing faults in those to whom I am attached. 
My self-love gets interested in sustaining them 


ued; that | 


| in my own opinion, and it is dexterous in palli- 


ating their weaknesses and magnifying their vir- 
i tues. With the perfect consciousness of this 
‘tendency of my own nature, E can make great 
allowance for what J consider the extravagant 
praise which the Senator has bestowed on the 
present Chief Magistrate. But, after making all 
concessions of this kind, I cannot help thinking 
the gentleman from Missouri has pushed the mat- 


beyond its due extent the old maxim, 
“Lay it on thick, and some will stick.” 

It is, perhaps, rash in me to say so, The hon- 
orable Senator is skilled in matters of this kind, 
but I just submit to him whether he did not set 
all the laws of probability (at Icast) at defiance, 
when he said that “ General Jackson had ren- 
dered more benefit to mankind than all the poli- 
ticians that ever existed.” 

Mr. BENTON here said he had been misun- 
derstood; that he said ‘tall the kack politicians 
who had ever lived.” 

Mr. PORTER. Ifthe Senator so limited his 
remark I donotgainsay it. On the the contrary, 
it has my entire assent. There is no class of 
men for whom I have a more thorough contempt 
—no, not my contempt; they are not worthy of 
it—there are no men for whom I have a more 
intense pity than I have for those who come under 
the denomination of hack politicians. They are 

‘a miserable race generally, lost to all honor, truth, 
‘and patriotism, who sell themselves for office, 
and when they obtain it, use place and station to 
plunder more successfully the people they have 
deceived. With such men I would not compare 
General Jackson for a moment; but I think, on 
reflection, the Senator from Missouri will see that 
I was not mistaken, and that in the warmth of 
his eulogium, he did carry his comparison to the 
extent I have stated. Such are my notes of his 


speech. , 
Mr. BENTON said the Senator from Louisiana 
might so understand his remarks. 
Mr. PORTER. ` Well, with that permission 

I procecd to comment on the compliment paid 
| to the President; and looking back, I find that 
, Solon was a politician; Aristides was a politician; 
Pericles was a politician; Cicero was a politician; 
' John Hampden (a name never to be mentioned 
in a temple of freedom without reverence and 
gratitude) was a politician; Lord Chatham was a 
politician; Jobn Hancock, Benjamin Franklin, 
and Thomas Jefferson were politicians. And 
with these names come a crowd of recollections 
which force me to think that Solon, and Aristi- 
des, and Pericles, and Cicero, and John Hamp- 
den, and Lord Chatham, and Hancock, and 
Jefferson, and Franklin taken altogether, have 
rendered just as much service to mankind as General 
Jackson, and a little more. 

In making these remarks, I am not to be under- 
stood as wishing to detract from the reputation 
of the President. He has many qualities I re- 
spect, and he has rendered important services to 
his country. No one admires more than I do his 
indomitable will, strong native sagacity, and that 
almost sublime energy with which he pursues 
and generally attains his purpose. I appreciate, 

the unshaken attachment he 
| displays to his friends, though the virtue be, as 
| I admit it is, more fitted for the ornament of pri- 
vate than of public life. But close along side of 
these strong points of character lie defects which 
I fear will be painfully felt and long seen In their 
untoward influence on public prosperity. But 
this is an ungrateful theme, which I have no de- 
sire to pursue, and I return to the remaining 
portion of the subject. 

I am sure the Senate will pardon me for not 
following the argument I am replying to through 
the minute examination given by it to the affairs 
of the United States Bank. I see no use in war- 
ring with the dead. The party in power have 
destroyed the bank on their responsibility, and I 
leave to them the pleasure and advantages of a 
post mortem examination. I shall not assist at It. 
If I had the wish todo so, I have not the knowl- 
edge to enable me to meet the Senator on so 1N- 
tricate and confused a field. He has, with great 
industry, made himself master of a variety of 
facts of which I have no knowledge, still less of 
those by which his statements might be explained 


too, at its just value, 


1 


bank. They might play the game b 


| the agreement very important,) hey 


‘come under m 


i rency, and it regulated exchan 
until then unknown, and which, if we have not 


fear we are still too near the 


or the incorreetness of the views he has taken 
exhibited. Indeed, such is the absorbing atten- 
tion which the Senator from Missouri has given 


| to this same great monster, the Bank of the United 


States, that Í apprehend there is no man in the 


i Republic, except the President of the bank, who 
is able to give answers to all the objections and 


charges which the fertile imagination of fhe hon- 


1 ‘orable member can at any moment conjure up. 
ter a little too far; that he has even stretched | 


I would, therefore, suggest to him that great ad- 


| vantages would accrue to the Republic if he 


would, in some way or other, have a regular dis- 
cussion with the parent of mischief, Old Nick him- 
self, in regard to the former transactions of the 
letter, as 
that of chess is sometimes done, or what would, 
perhaps, be better, they could meet at some half- 
way place, and cach limiting himself to half an 
hour at a time, (I should consider this clause in 
might, at the 
end of five or six months, end the matter quite 
as satisfactorily as the theological contests of a 
similar character we sometimes hear of generally 
terminate—that is, the auditors would come awa 
with their heads confused, their passions heated, 
and their original prepossessions confirmed. 
Of this matter I can only state the impression 
produce! on my mind by all I have scen and 
eard on this question, and the conviction I 
express has, at all events, this recommendation, 
that it comes from one who has never had any 
connection with the bank in any way whatever, 
and whose judgment is not clouded by the recol- 
lection either of favors received or favors refused. 
I say, then, in all sincerity, that nothing has yet 
consideration to induce me to 
think that the Bank of the United States was not 
wisely and honestly conducted, and I am con- 
vinced that its operations were most useful and 
salutary to the nation. It gave us a sound cur- 
es with a success 


reached that point already, we must soon cease 
to enjoy. No institution, with its power, which 
ever existed, so studiously abstained from all 
interference with either national or State politics, 
up to the time when it pleased those opposed to 
it to raise the war-cry of party, and to denounce 
it to the public, instead of calling it before a 
court of justice, where, according to the terms 
of its charter, all violations of it were to be tried. 
I shall not attempt to characterize what it did 
afterwards; that must be judged by others; but I 
eated scenes which 
this contest has given rise to to judge of it 
correctly. Dragged from its legal and constitu- 
tional judges, and arraigned before the American 
people, it had no choice as to the place or mode 
of defense. It had no alternative but to submit 
in silence to all the imputations heaped on it, of 
to meet them by denial and proof. That it may 
have sometimes overstepped the limits of defense 
by assailing its opponents, may be true; and that 
its language may not have been always as guarded 
as policy would have dictated, is ethene equally 
true, norisitimportant. The fault lies with those 
by whom the irregular and unconstitutional as- 
sault was first made, and much is to be pardoned 
to the feelings such a proceeding produced. It 
is very easy for the physician who stands by the 
side of the victim who is racked to tell him that 
his complaints must be courteous and his cries 
gentle; but this species of forbearance, like many 
other virtues, it 1s much less difficult to preac 
about than practice. ` ` , ; 
Nor have I seen any proof that it abused ita 
power at the time when, from the wide-spread 
alarm which filled the community on the removal 
of.the deposits, a total want of confidence in 
pecuniary matters seized on the public mind; and 
this has again and again been shown. The con- 


' traction of its discounts was not greater than the 


removal of the deposits warranted, and the neces- 
sity for transmitting its funds from distant points 
to those nearer home, where it was menace with 
a pressure, without the imputation of unworthy 
motives, accounts for the facts which the Senator 
referred to. 

And there is just as great a mistake in regard 
to the motives attributed to the members on this 
floor who are opposed to the measures taken by 
the President in relation to the bank. I am 
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really almost tempe d to get out of humor with 
the Senator from Missouri at the small compli- 
ment he pays to our common sense, when he 


asserts that the course pursued by us was |; time after. 


| 


first Bank of the United States, the currency of | restrain the notes of banks in other States from 


the country was in a very sound state, and it 
continued so up to that period, and for a short 
The States, however, soon began to 


prompted by the hope of influencing elections | charter institutions of their own, and between 


and promoting party ends. 


understand that, deferring to him, as I am sure | to the circulation. 


I beg the Senator to |! 1811 and 1813, a considerable addition was made 


In 1816, it became excessive. 


all on this side of the House readily would, to During all this period the country bore the ex- 


his superior skill in electioncering, and to a 
knowledge of all topics by which the passions 
and prejudices of the multitude can be inflamed, 
we were not quite so ignorant of these things as 
to ever flatter ourselves the bank could be made 


ternal marks of prosperity; trade flourished, land, 
slaves, houses and lots, and all other species of 
property, roscin value. Realestate, which could 
1 


in 1816 sold for eighty and one hundred dollars. 


opular with the people. Reason and experience : I remember the time well, sir; the universal pros- 


th taught us another lesson. KOO 
We knew perfectly well that an institution of 
this kind never could be acceptable to the mass. 


` peri 


ty of the country was the theme of every 
man’s tongue, and speculation run riot in its 
magnificent schemes. But these things are sub- 


Banks always must be disliked by them, because ject to laws as certain as anything else in this 


the benefits which they confer on society are indi- ‘world. There isa point beyond which you can- , 
not carry them. The bubble, when inflated too . 


rect,and the philosophy of their utility outof com- 
-monreach, while the advantages which they confer 
on the owners of them are great and palpable; and 
-odious because they are exclusive. e knew all 
this, and if we had not known it, experience had 
taught us the lesson. 


much, bursts. In 1817 and 1818 the reduction 
in the circulation commenced. It was at first 
Slow and gradual, and its effects scarcely per- 
ceptible. Each day, however, rendered them 


We saw the old Bank of | more apparent, when, in 1819, the circulation 


the United States, which was wisely conducted, ` being by fifty-nine per cent. less than that of 1815, 
which had given us a sound currency, and whose , there ensued a pecuniary distress which has never 
whole operations had been beneficial to society— || been exceeded in any country. Every article of 
we saw it prostrated before public clamor and |; commerce, land, slaves, houses, fell as far below 


public prejudice, and that, too, at the moment we 
„were about entering on war with one of the most 


‘powerful nations on earth, when its assistance |) 


.was most important to the fiscal operations of the 
Government. We knew that all the causes which 
produced this result were in active operation again, 
and we foresaw. just as. well as our opponents did, 
that the same conclusion was extremely probable. 
There was no difference in our perception of this 
matter, though there was a wide difference in our 
.view of the consequences. We.saw distress and 
ruin to society in the measure, and we resisted it 
‘without any regard to its effect on our popularity. 
They either didnot see them, or, if they did see, 
they disregarded them. I wish we had been false 
prophets. I would with cheerfulness give up the 
praise of wisdom and foresight, to avert the 
swarm of evils which this measure of the Admin- 
istration is about to bring on the country, or 
rather which it has already brought on the coun- 
.try. 

We clearly foresaw what would take place, and 
‘we as distinctly warned gentlemen on the other 
side of the inevitable derangement of the currency 
which must follow the measures they were pursu- 
ing. We entreated them tolook back on the events 
. which ensued on the refusal, in 1811, to charter the | 
‚old bank; to reflect on the destruction of credit and | 
prostration of morals which flowed from the mul- 
.tiplication of State banks soon after that period; | 
:to remember how at least one third of the prop- | 
„erty of the country had changed hands in the 
Space of a few years; and to think how many 
familics had been reduced from affluence to pov- 
-erty by similar measures. We besceched them 
to look at those things, but we beseeched in vain. 
, The then Secretary of the Treasury told us State 
.banks could furnish.as good or better currency than 
tthe United States Bank. The President indorsed 
.the statement. The Senator from Missouri talked 
_ of his metallic currency, and the golden age which 
.was approaching; and, under these errors and 
, misconceptions the work of mischief was done. 

But now, when all these delusions have passed, 
or are rapidly passing away, is it not meet and 
proper that we should, from the eminence on 
-which we stand, laok at the full extent of the evil 
‘which is approaching us? We may draw from 
: a past and present sọme.salutary lessons for the 
. tuture. 

..Lshall not fatigue the Senate by going back to 
~ that. period of our history at the close of the rev- 
, Olutionary war, when there was such a rapid de- 
_preciation of the value of the currency, though it 
- furnishes strong examples to illustrate the views 
[entertain of this. matter. I content myself.with 
„recalling the attention of the Senate to the cir- 
. cumstances which. preceded, accompanied, and 

followed, the destruction of the first National 
: Bank; and I am greatly mistaken if the parallel 
_ between the condition of the country now with 


! 
| 
ii 
| 


‘what it was then will not be found complete. 


Previous to the expiration of the charter of the |! of jealousy,) by which they are attempting to} 


their real value as they had before risen beyond 
it. The most enormous sacrifices were made at 


ave been bought in 1810 for ten dollars an acre, | 


. passing within their limits. 
| This deplorable state of things must yet got 
‘| worse; and well might the Senator from Mis- 
souri depict it in the colors he did a few days 
ago. e could not overcharge this picture—a 
picture rendered more painful to contemplate, by 
` the recollection of our condition before the war 
‘was waged on the Bank of the United States, 
For sixteen years it regulated the currency of the 
country, with a wisdom and success of which 
there is no parallel. We threw it away, and we 
see what we have got in its place. All the pro- 
' jects of regulating and checking the excess of 
bank emissions by law, refusing to receive at 
your Treasury their notes of a less sum than 
twenty dollars, will have no more effect than 
would a bucket full of earth thrown into the Mis- 
Sissippi to stop its current. And as to pushing 
gold and silver into circulation when you have 
i five hundred and fifty banks interested in gather- 
ing it all up and supplying its place with their 
i notes, that is equally impracticable; a cheap and 
© p dear currency never can exist together; the 
i former always destroys the latter. Having no 
power by the Constitution to interfere directly 
with the State legislation in this matter, I see 
- that the country is destined to go through the 
same scenes of agitation and suffering which it 
| did previous to the operation of the late Bank of 
| the United States. Afer the evils have come to 


‘public and private sales; and every one wasaston- | a height when they can no longer be ĉndured, we 


‘ished, for they could not account for such achange 
in the general prosperity. They are all accounted 
for by these naked facts: in 1813 the circulation 
of the country was seventy million dollars; in 1815, 
one hundred and ten millions; in 1819, forty-five 
millions. It was not property that had risen in 
1815, it was money that had depreciated; and it 


was the greater value of it, produced by itsscarci- , 


ty in 1819, that made that property fall in price. 

I have taken these facts from the report of the 
then Secretary of the Treasury, (Mr. Crawford,) 
and they may be relied on. There can be no 
mistake in the deduction I make from them. 

It would seem as if all experience was lost on 
us. We again see the same extraordinary rise 
ee rice of everything which is an object of 
sale. 
on the universal prosperity, and there are no 
bounds to the imaginations in which men indulge 
in these matters. But our situation is just the 


| Same as it was in the other times } have been 


speaking of. 

In 1830, our circulation was sixty-one million 
dollars. In January, 1835, or rather in June, 
1834, it was-one hundred and three million dollars. 
In 1836, it cannot be less than one hundred and 
„twenty millions. An increase of sixty millions of 
dollars in six years! I give the facts from the 
official returns made by the Secretary of the 


| Treasury. They come, itis true, no lower down 


than 1835. Butif we take the average increase 
for two or three years before that time, and reflect 
on the enormous rise of property since, (a sure 
indication of an unhealthy circulation,) we must 
be satisfied that there has been more than seven- 
teen millions added to the circulation within the 
‘last sixteen months, and that one hundred and 
„twenty millions is below rather than above the real 
estimate. i 
-You see, therefore, at a glance, the causes of 
the present state of things; and who cannot also 
„see ata glance how itis to end? Ifthe evil could 
be checked now, and the reduction be slow and 
‘gradual, we might escape the consequences which 
„time has inevitably in store for us under any other 
policy. But, sir, far from expecting this, I look 
.to an. increase of the disease. It appears to me 
inevitable. A universal madness has taken pos- 
session of the patie mind. Within the last four 
heard of augmentations of banking 


months I have 
capital, proposed or passed, to the amount of 
fifty million dollars, and more'I am told are pro- 
jecting; so that we may expect to see this sys- 
‘tem continuing until it breaks and falls from its 
own weight and magnitude. In the present state 
of things, the States are all interested to increase 
| the circulation of their own banks, and prevent 
that of their neighbors. Indeed, we already see 
symptoms of a war of legislation, (the result 


| 


shall have another national bank, and not until 
then. But I submit if it would not have been as 
well to prevent this state of things two years 
| ago? I inquire, What good has been, or can be 
attained, by putting the people through this fear- 
ful trial? Five or six years hence will be the 
: time to get an answer to these questions. 
Sir, it affords me no consolation for all the 


_ calamities which I see approaching that we are 


i 


very one, as heretofore, is expatiating | 


told the people of the United States have approved 
of all the acts of the President in relation to the 
bank. If they had, I could not surrender my 
i impressions; but I have seen no evidence of the 
‘ fact. ‘It is inferred from his reélection, and from 
| a majority of his friends being found in Congress. 
| But I protest against any such a fallacy being 
received as proof of their approval. IJ believe, on 
| the contrary, that the President was reélected, 
| and is now sustained in spite of the removal of the 
_ deposits, not in consequence of that act. When I 
_ came here two years ago, I conversed in private 
| with none of his friends who did not regret the 
step, though they were unwilling to abandon 
| him for what they conceived an honest error. 
, These friends still sustain him, because, with his 
i defects and mistakes, they prefer him to those 
| who might take his place. This is the true ground, 
| not that taken in argument. By such reasoning 
as has been offered on this floor every President 
who is reélected has done no wrong, nor fallen 
into any error; he is infallible. It is a pure 
| Sophism to assert that the reélection of any man 
argues an approval of each of his acts. It is ony 
evidence that, taking them all, good and bad, 
together, the people accept him. 

T have much more to say, but the state of my 
health forbids me to go further, and I conclude 
by again returning my thanks to the Senate for 
the attention with which they have honored me. 


MEETINGS OF CONGRESS. 


— 


SPEECH OF HON. R. H,GOLDSBOROUGH, 
, OF MARYLAND, 


Tw Senate, June 27, 1836; 


On the Veto Message of the President on the bill regulating 
the time of sitting of Congress. 


Mr. GOLDSBOROUGH asked the attention 
of the Senate for a moment only, as he was well 
aware at this late period of the session, that the 
request was a great one; he would give his con- 
struction of the Constitution in relation to the 
question before them with studied brevity and 
conciseness. 

The topic is somewhat a new one, and has for 
the most part, escaped the attention of comment- 
ators; for what reason—whether considered +» 
perfectly obvious, or as not important enough to 


1936. 
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engage them—he would not undertake to decide; | 
of this the Senate were convinced, that it was a: 
subject whélly free from all party feelings, or! 
from any other sinister influence that could mis- 
lend the mind. Nothing could be further from 
the expectation of these who voted for this bill, 
than an idea of violating the Constitution, or in- 
fringing upon Executive prerogative; and the 
frankness, the conciliating temper, together with 
the concluding sentence “of the veto message, 
afford unquestionable evidence of the good spirit 
that moved the Executive. 

The President in his message, has quoted those 
parts of the Constitution which he thinks bear 
upon this subject, and has arranged them in suc- 
cession; it will be useful, and will facilitate con- 
struction if we examine and remark the location 
of these quoted sections of the Constitution, and 
see their bearing. The first quotation is from the 
first article in the Constitution, which treats of 
the two Houses of Congress, and the conclusion 
of the tifth section refers to the several powers of 
each House. The next section, in the same 
article, which is quoted, refers to the joint powers 
of the two Houses. The first says that ‘ neither 
House, during the session of Congress, shall, 
without the consent of the other, adjourn for 
more than three days, nor to any other place than 
that in which the two Houses Shall be sitting.” 

The obvious design of this section is, to keep 
the two houses together, both as to time and 

tace, pending their session. The next quotation 
is from that section of the same article which 
prescribes the course that bills shali take in Con- 
gress before they become laws, as well as the 
course of every order, resolution, or vote, to 
which the concurrence of the two Houses is ne- 
cessary, and is in the following words: ‘ Every 
order, resolution, or vote, to which the concur- 
rence of the Senate and House of Representatives 
may be necessary, (except on a question of ad- 
journment,) shall be presented to the President of 
the United States,” &c., and shall be subject to ' 
his approbation or disapprobation, as bills are. ; 

Thus this section regulating the course of bills 
in Congress, as well as all resolutions, orders, or 
votes, which require the concurrent vote of both | 
Houses, provides that they shall be presented to 
the President for his approbation or disapproba- 
tion, but excepts the question of adjournment 
from that course. They who framed the Consti- 
tution, having in the previous section provided 
that, pending the session of Congress,. the two 
Houses should not have the power to adjourn for 
more than three days, nor to another place than 
that in which they shall be sitting, excepted this 
question of adjournment, thus arranged, from the 

rescribed course of other joint acts of the two 

louses; thus making the application of this cx- 
ception of the question of adjournment, directly 
and naturally, to the foregoing adjournment, 
pending the session. But the President, in his veto 
message, contends that the question of adjourn- 
ment is not a matter of legislation, and rests it 
upon this clause in the Constitution; and there I 
think, with respectful deference, is the error in | 
the message, viz., making the exception of ad- , 
journment in the clause stated universal in its | 
application instead of special to adjournments, © 
pending the session. 

The power of regulating the sessions of Con- 
gress by law seems to be an incidental and neces- 
sary power. Already the sessions of Congress ` 
are in part regulated by law. The commence- | 
ment of the sessions is prescri 
law, the Consitution, empowering Congress to , 
change it by law if they think proper; and the 
termination of a Congress is also prescribed by 
law: the doubt arises exclusively upon regulating , 
the first session of Congress, which is always the | 
long session. The bill now under consideration | 
takes away no power from a future Congress, as 
it provides “ that the day of adjournment of the 
first session of every succeeding Congress shall 
be the second Monday in May, unless Congress - 
shall at any such session, by joint resolution, ` 
otherwise provide.” If itis thought, therefore, | 
that the good of the country and the convenience | 
of Congress require that this long session should , 
be limited by law, unless tlhe 


the time should find it necessary to provide other- | 


wise, shall it be prohibited to Congress to effect 


bed by the highest ` 


Congress in sessionat |: 


DRE ; ; 

i this good and this convenience merely because 
the question of adjournment is excepted from being 
presented to the President for his approbation, 


J 
| 


asall otherresolutions, orders, or votes are, which | 


require a concurrent vote of both Houses? This 
would seem to be a strained construction, and 


more particularly as a much more natural and - 


direct application of that exemption has been 
shown to the adjournments authorized during a 
session. 

The next quoted section of the Constitution is 
from the article relating to the Executive, and is 


the third section, which treats on the regular and | 


eventful power of the Executive. 
words: 
“ He (the President] may, on extraordinary occasions, 


It is in these 


convene both Jlouses, or either of them, and, in case of | 


disagreement between them with respect to the time of 
adjournment, he may adjourn them to such time as he 
shall think proper,” &c. 


From this section the President, in his veto |! 


message, concludes that the proposal to fixa day 
by law, to be binding in all future time, unless 
changed by consent of both Houses of Congress, 


is ‘to take away the contingent power of the | 
Executive, which, in anticipated cases, is vested | 


in him.” Here, again, I think the President 
generalizes too much in his construction. If we 


examine this seetion closely, we shall find both |: 
its grammatical and legal construction in exact | 


concurrence. The part of the third section of the 
second article quoted is one sentence, where all 
its parts have a direct reference to each other, 
and to nothing else. In enumerating the eventual 
or contingent powers of the Executive, it states, 


that ‘he may, on extraordinary occasions, con- | 


vene both Houses, or either of them,” and then 
goes on, in the same breath, to say, ‘“in case of 
disagreement between them in respect to the time 
of adjournment, he may adjourn them to such 
time as he pleases, 
power to the convention of both Houses “on 
extraordinary occasions’’—where, as experience 
has shown, it would be much more likely to 
anticipate that its use would be necessary. 

By thus confining the exercise of this contingent 

ower of interfering in adjournments (grammat- 
ically and by every principle of construction, as 
I have done) to the special cascs referred to, 
and with which it is placed in immediate rela- 
tionship, the contingent Executive power is teft 
` untouched, and no fear of its invasion remains; 
and that such is the true construction I cannot 
hesitate to adopt. With these views, I am con- 
strained to dissent from the veto. 

I would say a word upon the policy of this law 
if it was admissible at this time, as I am con- 
vinced that these extremely protracted sessions 
of Congress are injurious; and must eventually, 
if persisted in, drive those men from Congress 
who are most fit and best qualified to be there. 
But I do not consider this question now before 
us; the policy of this law has been decided by a 
large majority of both Houses, and is conceded 
by the Executive; the only question before you 
is that which is presented by the veto, and which 
has been spread upon your journals, the constitu- 
tional question, and on that we are alone called to 
decide. Any other course would involve an ab- 
surdity; for suppose a Senator here, who, object- 
ing to the policy of the law, but entirely clear as 
to its constitutionality, opposed its passage, the 
President returns the law with a constitutional 

‘ objection alone, admitting its sound policy. If 
such Senator, confident that the law is constitu- 


of its policy, which is already decided on and 
' admitted, he sustains the veto in effect, though 


‘he condemns and opposes it in opinion; and the 


_ express object of the veto, in presenting the Pres- 
ident’s special objections to a law for considera- 
tion, fails. 


INDEPENDENCE OF TEXAS. 


REMARKS OF HON.S.L.SOUTHARD, 
OF NEW JERSEY, 


In Senate, July 1, 1836, 


| On the Resolution of the Committee on Foreign Relations 
i respecting Texas. 


| Mr. SOUTHARD said: | . 
| Mr. Preswent: The opinion and wishes 84- 


tional, still perseveres to decide on his opinion | 


» evidently confining this ` 


© which our institutions secure. 


'. event, as conducing to a proper 


pressed by the Senator from South Carolina (Mr. 
Ca.noun] induce me to say a few words before 
the vote is taken. Lam willing to give my assent 
to the resolution presented for our consideration 
. by the Committee on Foreign Relations, and also 
to the amendment offered by the Senator from 
South Carolina, [Mr. Preston.] They may be 
justified by the events which have occurred, and 
by the case as it appears before us; but I am not 
willing to proceed further nor bind myself to any 
ultimate course on the subject. We are too igno- 
rant of the existing condition of Texas in man 
respects, and have too slight materials on whic 
to form an estimate of her future prospects, to 
justify us, in our capacity as Senators, in pro- 
nouncing a decision that may implicate the in- 
terests of this nation with hers. Both in the 
principles avowed in the report of the committee, 
and in the conclusion at which it arrives in the 
resolution, we go quite as far as rudence and 
‘sound policy will permit. Even they may lead 
i us, at no distant day, into difficulties of which our 
excited sympathies and ardent feelings do not, at 
this moment, take proper cognizance. 

I am not prepared to unite in the general ex- 

ression of a belief that the independence of Texas 
is secured, and her struggle over. It seems to 
me impossible that this can be the case. ‘Texas 
may—she probably will—at some period, per- 
' haps not remote, establish her independence on 
a foundation which Mexico cannot shake. She 
has temptations to offer to enterprise, ambition, 
and avarice, to the better and the baser passions 
of our nature, which may draw to her very effi- 
' cient aid in her conflict, and will probably carry 

her triumphantly through it. But I cannot per- 
' súade myself that the contest will not be renewed ; 

and that Mexico will make no effort to reduce the 

rebellious province, and restore the State of Texas 

to the confederacy. If she should not, it will be 

one of the most extraordinary facts in the history 
_of human society, and in the separation of States 
and nations. It seems to me incredible, when I 
reflect on the previous condition of that province, 
| on. the effecta which must result from quietly 
| yielding her independence, and on the population 
| and wealth of the nation. No, sir, Santa Anna 
is not Mexico. His army was not the strength 
of that nation. She still has men and money—— 
Bravos and Urreas-—and it will not be long before 
we hear of them in the administration of the Gov- 
ernment, and at the head of armies, advancing 
upon Texas. can found no opinion or act on 
| the belief that there is an end of the conflict. 

But I should not have risen to express these 
notions, if I had not understood the Senator from 
| South Carolina [Mr. Catnovn] to declare that 
-he regarded the acknowledgment of the inde- 

endence of Texas as important, and principally 

important because it prepared the way for the 

speedy admission of that State asa member of 
! our Union, and that he looked anxiously to that 
balance of power, 
‘and to the perpetuation of our institutions. 
am not now prepared to express an. opinion on 
| that question—a question which all must foresee 
will embrace interests as wide as our Union, and 
i as lasting in their consequences as the freedom 
When it shall be 
“necessarily presented to me, I shall endeavor to 
meet it in a manner suited to its magnitude and 
to the vital interests which it involves; but I will 
not, on the present resolation, anticipate it, nor 
can I permitan inference, as to my decision upon 
it, to be drawn from the vote which I now give. 
| That vote is upon this resolution alone, and con- 
fined to it, founded upon principles sustained by 
the laws of nations, upon the unvarying practice 
of our Government, and upon the facts as they 
are now known to exist. Ít relates to the inde- 
| pendence of Texas, not to the admission of 

Texas into this Union. The achievement of the 
r time, may be justified; the 
d to be opposed by the highest 


one, at the prope 
other may be foun y 3 
| and strongest considerations of interest and duty. 
| I discuss neither at this time; nor am I willing 
| that the remarks of the Senator should lead, in 
i or out of this Chamber, to the inference that 
| ali those who vote for the resolution concur 
| with him in opinion. The question which he 
has started should be lat, perfectly open and 
| free. 
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| that making appropriations for the civil and 


diplomatic service had not been converted into 
an omnibus, to take up all the wayfering and the 


mittee contemplated in the resolution, should one 
be appointed. I knew it was an object I could 
not approve, and that it would be a report which ’ 

i| would not have my eoncurrence. Nevertheless, tardy. And yet, often as this has occurred, it 
© 1 voted to admit the gentleman’s proposition = | uae 1 AA been pea one fit occasion for 
` useless though it was, extraordinary though it was. || Executive interference, nor for investigation by a 

In THE House or REPRESENTATIVES, Í did so, aaply because I sould ae be seen subsequent Congress. The movëment in relation 
January 23, 1836, _ shrinking, or in a position which might be repre- to it is altogether unprecedented, and the purposes 

In relation to the failure of the bill making appropriations | sented as shrinking, from such a discussion or to be gained do not lie very deeply concealed. 
for fortifications at the last session of Congress. investigation as I perceived to be challenged. , Where it originated I know not, but the occasion 
The House resumed the consideration of the Gentlemen may have it, so far as my consent’ seems to be seized upon as a very fitting one to 


; A ; 8 oes, just so long as they desire it. Let me not throw an additional responsibility upon one 
following resolution, offered by Mr Apams on §80€8; J branch of the Government, in relation to which 


Friday last: be understood, however, for a moment, as inti- . s P IEE 
Resolved, That so much of the message of the President | ae feelin "a the idee ent have not, I believe, 
of the United States to Congress, at the commencement of i been much disguised. ; 
tne present session, as relates to the failure, at the last It is, in my judgment, very extraordinary that 
session of Congress, OF the hall containing the ordinary the President should have regarded it his duty to 
appropriation for fortifications, be referred to a select com- introduce this subject into his message inch 
i ith ins ions to inquire into, and report to the ect £ ssage in the 
mittee, with instructions to inquire into, po: terna he has nod, Elie duty lies with Aki 


House the cause and circumstances of the failure of this l l 
bill. far higher, and will commend themselves much _ as Congress send to him for approval, and with 
those only. He can have no just interference with 


Mr. EVANS addressed the House. He was more to the approbation of the country, than only. 
very glad, (he said,) after several unsuccessful will the purposes had in view by those who have the legislation of Congress; and upon what ground 
efforts, at length to have been recognized by the sought this discussion. Sincerely desirous of does it stand that he can inspect the journals of 
Speaker. It would have been much more agree- promoting the public business, and seeing the the House, examine the unfinished business, and 
able to him to have said several days ago what _ utter uselessness, and worse than uselessness,of undertake to arraign before the country, or before 
he now proposed to say upon the subject under such a proceeding, they were ready to do their their successors, either or both Houses for neg- 
discussion; but all his attempts to obtain the floor duty to the country, regardless of all imputations lect of duty? What proper object, connected 
had been fruitless. Indeed, he had begun to fear which might be cast upon them, and every mis- with the administration of the Government, is to 
that he should fail altogether, for he had perceived | representation of their motives. Such sentiments be promoted by it? What purpose is to be gained? 
evident indications that this debate was not much ' were highly honorable to my friends, and I feel Was it to bring the weight of the Executive arm 
longer to be permitted. He warned his friends the force of them fully. But, at the same time, ` to bear upon the independence of that branch of 
who had a wish to be heard that the time allotted || sir, I could not but perceive the position in which | the Legislature which it is known he does not 
them was short; and he apprised the majority of j; we were placed; and, at a time when upright mo- | regard with very especial favor? Whether such an 
the House, such at least as did not already know || tives are little appreciated, I knew how easily object be a fit one for the Chief Magistrate of the 
it, that they would soon be called upon to wield || we might be made to bear the responsibility or nation to pursue, I leave for others’ considera- 
tion. And if the reference to this subject in the 


FAILURE OF FORTIFICATION BILL. 


SPEECH OF HON. GEORGE EVANS, 
OF MAINE, 


mating that the minority on that occasion, who 
voted against the introduction of this resolution, 
are to be supposed, in the smallest degree, or 
under any circumstances, capable of shrinking | 
‘from any discussion or inquiry suitable to be en- 
tertained. I doubt not, sir, their motives were 


that convenient instrument for suppressing freedom || the odium of thwarting and suppressing investi- | 
of debate, now so frequently resorted to—the | penon for political and party purposes. For one, |, message was strange and extraordinary, the intro- 

evious question—to arrest the further discussion || | was, though not desirous, yet willing to meet | duction of it to the House is no less so. An in- 
of the topicsinvolved in the resolution. He availed this matter, here or elsewhere. ; i quiry into the doings or the omissions of a pre- 
himself, therefore, while he could, of the oppor- The fortification bill of the last session failed; ‘| ceding Legislature! For what purpose? To what 


tunity to submit a few remarks upon them; though 
to do so, and to say what he was about to say, 
was painful to him in a high degree. 

The subject which has already engrossed the 
attention of the House for several days, (said 
Mr. E.,) whatever range it may take, or what- 
ever space fill, had an exceedingly humble origin. 


everybody knows it. How it failed is of exceed- 
ingly little consequence; but as everybody does 
not know it, I have no desire to keep back that 
information, let the effect of it be what it may. 
The gentleman from New York [Mr. CAMBRE- 
LENG] endeavors to avoid the question presented 
upon this resolution, and to turn the debate in a 


end? If we may do so in regard to one Congress, 
why may we notas to all which have preceded us? 
If we may vindicate the reputation on the one 
hand, or impugn the motives on the other, of the 
last legislative body which assembled here, and 
it be an object worthy to engage our attention, 
where will our labors of that description proba- 


It sprung, ostensibly at least, from an inconsider- 
able paragraph in one of the newspapers of the 
city, which an honorable member from New 
York [Mr. Campretenc] deemed of sufficient 
consequence, as it related to himself personally, | 
to bring to the notice of the House. The charge | 
which he conceived to be made against himself 


|| new direction. He says, “‘ the true issue is, not | 
who defeated the ordinary fortification bill last | 
session, but who defeated the appropriation of |! 
$3,000,000,’ which was inserted in it by a vote | 
of the House. This is the question which he has | 
chiefly spoken to; and all the precedents which |, 
he cities are only for the purpose of showing that || 


bly terminate? Far better for the country will it 
be that we now perform our own duties, than to 
employ ourselves in the vain inquiry why our 
paoe did not perform theirs. The mem- 

er from Massachusetts [Mr. Apams] manifested 
unusual indignation in reference to the message 
sent by the Senate on the last night of the ses- 


was by no means a new one, and the repetition 
of it at this time would scarcely have attracted 
any additional notice, if the honorable member 
had not deemed it suitable to invest it with some 
- importance, and to found upon it the novel meas- 
ure proposed by the honorable mover of this 


priated was not justly liable to the objections 
made to it. Is the gentleman conscious that the 
charge against the Senate, of having defeated the 
bill, cannot be maintained? And is he, therefore, 
|| solicitous of raising a new question—of presenting 


i| the form in which the $3,000,000 were appro- ' 


sion, reminding the House of the report of con- 
ferees upon the disagreeing votes of the two 


|| Houses respecting the fortification bill; he found 


no precedent for such a proceeding. He had ex- 
amined the journals of Congress from the organ- 
ization of the Federal Government, and of the 


resolution. The important measures for the in- | 


i a new issue? Is it a question anywhere mooted, '; British Parliament for I know not how many cen- 
terest and welfare of the whole country, which | 


who defeated the grant of $3,000,000? Certainly | 


are required at our hands, must stand still; the . 
embargo which we have been so frequently told | 
hangs over the great commercial city which he | 
represents, must continue yet longer; public and | 
private business both must give place, in order | 
that the honorable member, upon whose Atlan- i 
tean shoulders the Government seems to rest, | 
might have the opportunity of attempting to free | 
himself from charges neither new in themselves | 
nor supported by new evidence, and now put 
forth in a paper which he affects to hold in great 
contempt. ‘The gentleman has been indulged 
with the opportunity which he sought; and with 
what success he has met it the House have wit- 
nessed. Such was apparently the origin of the 
weighty matters we are considering. 1 was one 
of those who voted with the majority, thereby 
separating from most of those with whom I usually - 
act, in giving permission to the honorable mem- | 
ber from Massachusetts (Mr. Apams] to intro- 
duce this resolution.. I did so with the distinct | 
perception that the resolution had been previously 
prepared and was offered in close connection with, 
and founded upon, the remarks of the member 
from New York; and I thought I could not be mis- 
taken in the belief that it was a matter arranged 
and concerted between the honorable gentlemen. | 
I could not, therefore, be in doubt as to the object 


not. 
Does anybody deny it? Does not everybody | 
know that the House was readr, far too ready, to 

vote the money? Sir, it is no question who | 
defeated the $3,000,000, and the gentleman has 
labored to little purpose in proving what is no- 
where denied. As to whether the Senate ought 
or ought not to have voted the money in con- 
currence with the House, I shall have very little, |, 
if anything, to say in the course of my remarks; | 


of the gentleman, nor as to the character of the 


report which might emanate from the select com- 


Do not the Senate now claim it as a merit? 


nor shall Į enter at all into a discussion of our 
relations with France. When the proper period 
arrives to speak our sentiments on that interesting 
topic, I may be inclined to do so; but at present 
my business lies with the honorable member 


olution he has offered, and with the speech he 
has made; and I propose ‘to join conclusions” 
with him upon several of the matters he has 
brought into the discussion. Sir, almost every- 
thing connected with this subject is novel and 
extraordinary. It is true, a bill of great import- 
ance failed to become a law at the last session of 
Congress; that is not an unusual occurrence. It 
happens at the close of every Congress that bills 
fail of being finally passed. It happened at the 
last Congress in relation to several, which, if not 
of equal importance with the fortification bill, 
were yet of very great consequence to the coun- 
try. It would have happened to others also, if 


| turies; and he called upon the Speaker, all the 


members of the House, old and young, to say 
whether they had ever heard of such an indignity 
offered by one branch of a legislative body to the 
other? Allow me, sir, to inquire of the honora- 
ble member if, in the course of his very profitable 
and interesting researches, he discovered a prece- 
dent for such a resolution as he has now offered? 
If not, I presume, upon reflection, he will not con- 
sider the want of a precedent merely so entircly ob- 
jectionable as he seemed to regard it. His reso- 
lution, like the message he reprobates, will stand 
alone—unprecedented in the past, and, I trust, 
unsupported by anything in the future. 

But, sir, most extraordinary of all, most un- 


from Massachusetts, [Mr. Apams,] with the res- | apet eTa eee (he ca of inie honorable MaN. 


ber and the objects avowed to be sought by the 
proposed inquiry. “ To restore harmony between 
the Houses!’? “Such was the declared purpose. 
What an adaptation of means to ends! To re- 
store harmony, to promote a good understanding 
by charging, in the bitterest terms, gross derelic- 
tion of duty upon the Senate, and individual mem- 
bers of it with little short of treason. Such were 
the pacific means which the honorable member 
deemed suitable to employ “ to restore harmony. 

Early in his remarks the gentleman found himself 
transgressing a rule well understood, and hitherto 
generally observed; a rule whose purpose 18 to 
preserve harmony—which interdicts any allusion 
in one branch to what has been said or done in 
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the rule. In what manner this promise was re- 
deemed we have witnessed. 
fer the location of the place where these things 
had happened from the Senate of the United 
States to the office of the National Intelligencer,” 
and then quoting, with literal fidelity, expres- 
sions used in a debate of the Senate, he proceeded 
to comment upon them in a tone which I forbear 
to characterize. On the following day the gen- 
teman interrupted the remarks, pungent and 
conclusive as they were, of the honorable mem- 
ber from Virginia, (Mr. Wise,] “to explain.” 
In what he had said the day before he alluded to 
no individual whaterer—he had no person in his 
mind; he only ‘ personified a sentiment; ” and to 
that personification he addressed himself. Such 
was the explanation. Now, sir, itis not for me 
to question the sincerity of the gentleman, how- 
ever difficult I may find it to comprehend the 
distinction which he attempts. But I must be 

rmitted to say if he was not replying to what 
Pad been said in the Senate, if he had no refer- 
ence to particular members of it, in his own lan- 
guage “all that eloquence was gratuitous, and 
all that indignation wastefully squandered away;”’ 
and I may add, too, the time of this House was 
also wastefully squandered away. He either 
had reference, and pointed reference, toc, to a dis- 
tinguished member of that body, or he had not. 
If he had, then he violated as well the rules of 
the House as his promise to observe them in let- 
ter and in spirit. If he had not, then was his 
speech an etfusion of unmeaning bombast, aimed 
at nothing, accomplishing nothing, proving noth- 
ing but the ill-suppressed feelings which prompt- 
edit. The great business of the nation must 
stop to allow the gentleman to run a tilt against 
“the personification cf a sentiment;’’ and the House 
exhibits the disgraceful spectacle of boisterous 
applause at his fancied success in overthrowing 
a ‘personified sentiment!” 

Mr. Speaker, the honorable membcr, if I do 
not wholly misunderstand him, charges the Sen- 
ate with the failure of the bill at the last session, 
containing the ordinary appropriations for forti- 
fications; and, under this gencral head, he enters 
into several specifications. He complains of the 
temper of the Senate; of its indecorum and disre- 
spect to the House, manifested by its prompt 
rejection of the three million appropriation, ‘* with 
bul little debate; of its adherence to that rejection, 
and of its message to the House in the last 
moments of its existence, reminding it of the 
report of conferees, by which the bill could even 
then have been saved. He goes further: he 
assigns motives, and degrading motives, too, for 
the action of the Senate, or rather of ‘* those who 
lead it,” and he finds matter for grave complaint 
and accusation, and for holding that body re- 
sponsible to the country for the failure of the bill 
in question. 
objects appear to different minds! We are all 
hable to be swayed by passion and prejudice; 


and no truth is more generally acknowledged | 
than that the powers of the intellect—the reason— | 


the understanding—are susceptible of the greatest 


influence and the grossest perversion from the ; 
Now, sir, to my mind, | 
the particulars which the honorable gentleman | 


qualities of the heart. 


has singled out as proof that the Senate are re- 
sponsible for the loss of the bill, are precisely 


those which demonstrate incontrovertibly their ex- ; 
treme solicitude and desire to pass it. What, in ; 
few words, is the history of that bill? It passed | 
the House some weeks before the close of the ; 


session, in the usual form, making the ordinary 
appropriations. Every attempt to Increase the 
sums appropriated by it was voted down by the 
najority of the House, under the lead of the 
friends ofthe Administration. We of the minority 
strugeled for larger means of defense, but in vain. 
The bill went to the Senate. Large and import- 
ant additions were made to it there, under the 
recommendation and estimates, as is understood, 
of the Executive Departments; and the bill passed, 
and was returned to the House. So far, surely, 


the Senate are not responsible for defeating the | 


ordinary appropriation for fortifications and 


He ‘ would trans- | 


How widely different the same | 


| 
l 


' judgments fairly and dispassionately, as pertained | 


! competent to judge, bound by their oath to su 


had ceased. It rested with the House, and the |i 
House alone, so far as Congress was concerned, |: 
whether it should become a law. It reposed | 
more than a week quietly upon the Speaker’s table, 
and until the last day, and very near the last hour 
of the existence of that Congress, before its 
slumbers were broken. At about eight o’clock 
in the evening of the 3d day of March, it was 
called up for consideration. No objection was 
raised to the amendments of the Senate, which 
went to enlarge the sums to be expended in forti- 
fying exposed points of the country. But the 
extraordinary and unlooked-for proposition was 
made of appropriating three million dollars, in 
addition to all which had already been appropri- 
ated for specific objects, to be expended under , 
the direction of the President, and at his discretion, : 
in the military and naval service. 

The minority of the House, opposed though | 
they were to arming the President with the enor- 
mous and dangerous power—dangerous to the 
peace of the country—which this grant of money 
would have conferred, yet contented themselves 
with a silent vote. The time was short. They 
were anxious that the bill should pass, and that 
other bills then pending should pass also. A 
single speech would have defeated the proposed 
amendment, but it would have defeated the bill 
also; hence no man raised his voice against it. 
We permitted it to go through the Committee of 
the Whole, and to pass the House, but we never 
approved it. We gave proof of the sincerity of 
our desire to provide the ordinary means for de- 
fense, in silently submitting to that extraordinary 
and, as we viewed it, alarming proposition. The 
bill went to the Senate. Objections were made to 
this appropriation in the particular form it stood, 
resting chiefly, if not entirely, upon a question 
of constitutional power as to appropriations so 
indefinite and unlimited, and applicable to no 
specific objects. These objections, and the grounds 
upon which they stood, were well known to the 
House; and the House might have obviated them , 
if it had been disposed. I do not say that they |; 
were or were not well founded. Ido not touch j; 
that point. It is enough for me that Senators, || 


port the Constitution, regarded them as fatal ab- 
stacles. It was their province to determine for |! 
themselves. They had the same right, and lay | 
under the same high obligations to exercise their ` 


to the House; and there is no reason to doubt 


i that they acted in obedience to their solemn con- 


they fulfilled it promptly, 


1 


i 


victions of duty. That duty compelled them to 
disagree to the amendment of the House, and 
and perhaps, as the 
gentleman says, “ with but little debate.”” The 
House then insisted upon its amendment. The 


; next step of the Senate was to adhere to its dis- 


agreement, passing over the intermediate stage of 
insisting also. Why was this? Whatis the true 
reason for these prompt proceedings on the part 
of the Senate? The gentleman sees in them 
nothing but disrespect, and indecorum, and inso- 
lence, and a determination to defeat the bill, More 
time should have been taken; debate should have 
been had; all the forms of parliamentary ctiquette 
should have been observed! Why, sir, does not 
the honorable gentleman recollect that the hours, 
nay, the very minutes, of that Congress were 
numbered, and were fast wasting away? 
In addition to its business of legislation, the 
Senate was pressed with business of an execu- | 
tive characted, and every moment of its time was 
actively employed. Was thatan occasion to stand . 
upon questions of mere punctilio and matters of |: 
idle ceremony? Noy,sir; the Senate, entertaining |: 
objections of a character which can never be aban- |, 
doned by men who respect themselves‘or deserve : 
the respect of others, but which might have been li 
obviated on the part of the House, lost none of || 
the time, more valuable then than all the prete- | 
dents of ceremony which the gentleman can find | 
in his labored researches, in bringing the subject | 
of disagreement to direct issuc; and with all the |, 
“indecent haste” they are accused of, a confer- | 
ence, the usual parliamentary mode of reconciling :| 
disagreeing votes, was not obtained seasonably ;; 
to have reported, as is now contended, during the || 
life of that Congress. To my mind these pro- '! 


ceedings manifest an earnest solicitude to save 
the bill rather than a willingness to defeat it. The 
Senate overlooked all minor considerations; dis- 


‘regarded all inferior and subordinate matters, in 


the great object of appropriating largely for works 
of defense and security. They exposed them- 
selves to this very charge of precipitation and 
indecorum, or what under other circumstances 
might be so considered, in their zcal to get the 
bill so framed as to be acceptable to both Houses. 
What could they do? Compelled to vote for an 
amendment which they regarded as unconstitu- 
tional, and which they could not, therefore, under 
any circumstances, agree to; or to see a measure 
they were anxious to adopt perish before their 
eyes, with no power to save it; how were they 
to act? The steps taken by them, standing in 
the emergency they did, were the only ones pos- 
sible by which the bill could have been rescued 
from the destruction that awaited it; and if they 
had been met by the House in a corresponding 
temper, it would have become alaw. Howit failed 
I shall consider presently. But, sir, ‘the message’? 
to which the gentleman refers, and upon which 
he has expended his warmest indignation—what 
was it? message from the Senate ‘ respectfully 
to remind the House of the report of the com- 
mittee of conference appointed on the disagree- 
ing votes of the two Houses’’in respect to the 
fortification bill. It may have been unusual and 
without precedent; Ido not dispute it. But that 
it was insolent and contemptuous towards the 
House, or was so designed, or so regarded, I 
utterly deny. If it was unusual and without 
precedent, it was because the condition in which 
the business between the Houses stood was new 
and without precedent. Emergencies, extreme 
cases, make their own precedents, and furnish 
their own justification. What was the condition 
of the bill to which the message referred ? 

The two Houses had disagreed in relation to 
the three millions. A committee of conference 
had been appointed. A report had been agreed 
upon unanimously, as was then supposed, and 
which it was not doubted would be satisfactory 
to each House. The chairman of the committee 
of conference [Mr. CamBRELENG] retained the 

apers, with a view of making the report to the 
House first; after which it was to be sent to the 
Senate, and until thus sent the Senate had no 
power over it. A considerable time elapsed, and 
no intelligence was received by the Senate from 
this branch. Few moments only remained. The 
bill was everywhere dcemed of great importance. 
The report of the conferees, if adopted by the 
Houses, would save it. Nothing had been done 
in this body, nor, as they feared, would be done, 
upon the report of the conference. To meet a 
state of things so new, so unusual, so extraordi- 
nary, demanded new and unprecedented proceed- 
ings. Deeply solicitous for the passage of the 
bill, the Senate, regardless of forms, not studious 
of precise rules of ceremony, made a last effort 
for its safety. Surprised they doubtless were 
that the conferees on the part of the House, who 
had so lately agreed in a report should fail to 
present it, and that no information should be 
afforded them of its final disposition, In this 
view of the matter, sir, I can perccive nothing in 
that message against which the gentleman has 
directed his sharpest indignation, but a respectful 
though earnest intimation that the Senate was 
ready to pass the bill in the shape which the 
conferees appointed by the House had agreed to 
recommend. Theycould not do it until the papers 
should besentto them. Where was the disrespect 
and the insolence of such an intimation? I con- 
fess, sir, | have not a perception keen enough to 
discern it. One sincerely searching for the truth 
unheated by other considerations, would not be 
very apt, I think, to discover it. T 

The honorable member has furnished us with 
a history of the introduction of the three million 
appropriation into the fortification bill. He says 
it was founded upon a resolution of the House 
unanimously adopted on the preceding day, in 
these words: 

“Resolved, That in the opinion of this House the treaty 
with France of the 4th of July, 1831, should be maintained, 
and its execution insisted on.” 

I perceive nothing in this leading to hostili- 
‘ies, and requiring measures, and extraordinary 
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if 
measures, too, of defense. Yet it is said the appro- | 
priation was consequent upon this resolution— 
growing out of it—part anc parcel of it, and ab- 
solutely necessary to give It efficiency. . 
Mr. ADAMS hoped he should not be misrep- 
resented. He had not said so. He said the 
appropriation was proposed in consequence of the 
resolution unanimously adopted the preceding 


day. 

Nr. EVANS. I shall not, sir, designedly mis- 
represent the gentleman. There is quite as much 
in the speech which I have before me, without 
misrepresentation, as can be maintained. The 
gentleman has said : . 


« It was well known to every member of the House, and, 

he believed, to every person out of the House, that the ap- 
propriation of three millions was introduced in consequence | 
of the vote on that resolution the night before. It was well 
known that the resolution, which finally passed by that vote, 
had been contested by a debate of several days immedi- 
ately before its passage, upon grounds that such a resolu- 
tion would occasion war. If you look to the journals of |: 
the House for the resolution which passed, and to the sev- 
eral resolutions proposed as substitutes for it, you will see 
that it was admitted with extreme reluctance by many 
members of the House; that it was ardently and persever- l 
ingly contested, and upon the grounds that it would occa- 
sion a war. Under these circumstances, although the 
House were not of opinion that it would give just cause for 
war, still, how was it possible for a statesman, looking to 
the interests of our common country, not to see that these 
reasons, so pressed upon the consideration of the House, 
and, looking to the action of another Government, might 
have thattendency? The conduct ofa foreign Government, 
to be predicated upon this act of our own, was matter ot 
foresight and conjecture. There was misunderstanding 
and irritation between our Government and that of France. 
The members of the House who had resisted the passage _ 
of the resolution, intelligent and patriotic men, had urged | 
the House against it; and all the tender sympathies of our 
nature, and all the sentiments of humanity in our bosoms, 
had been appealed to as warnings against that resolution. 
The image of war, in aH its terrors and with all its calami- |; 
ties, had been held up before us, to deter the House from the 
assertion of the nation’s rights and of the nation’s honor 
contained in that resolution. Conscious that the resolution 
could not give any just cause of offense, the House did not 
believe that it would offend, or endanger the peace of the 
country; yet, in deference to the fears of the minority, and 
as an earnest of their sincerity in the determination to insist 
upon the execution of the treaty, it was deemed fitting that 
the country should put itself in an attitude of defense, to 
meet the worst possible contingency, and to sustain that 
resolution which they unanimously passed. These were 
the grounds upon which that item was introduced on the 
last day of the session. And why on the last day? Because 
it was only the night before that the unanimous vote had 
passed. In all the debate in the National Intelligencer, to 
which he had referred, there was no more trace of such a 
resolution as having passed the House than if it had never 
existed.” 


Now, sir, Iam not sensible that I misunder- 


principles of the ancient Commonwealth with | 


great ability, then said: 

« Yesterday the House had voted unanimously that there 
was no occasion to make war; and now, just before the 
moment of adjournment, the extraordinary proposition is 
made to remove all the guards from the Treasury, and to 
give up that and ali the legislative power to the President, 
in order to carry on a war.’ 

The same sentiment prevailed among many 
members of that House. The appropriation was 
considered utterly inconsistent with the object and 
the spirit of that resolution, which is now repre- 
sented as having been the basis of it. Nor, sir, 
is the gentleman any more correct in the remark 
that ** the resolution which finally passed by that vote 
had been contested by a debate of several days 
immediately before its passage, upon grounds 
that such a resolution would occasion war.” 
The truth is, the resolution which passed was 
hardly debated at all. It was scarcely resisted. 
The reference to the journals which the gentle- 
man challenges does not bear him out. But this 
is a matter, sir, about which there need be no 
controversy. ‘The journals show the facts. On 
the 27th day of February the Committee on For- 
eign Affairs made a report, accompanied by these 
resolutions: 

1. © Resolved, That it would be incompatible with the 
rights and honor of the United States further to negotiate 
in relation to the treaty entered into by France on the 4th 
of July, 1831, and that this House will insist on its execu- 
tion as ratified by both Governments. 

2. “ Resolved, That contingent preparation ought to be 
made to meet any emergency growing out of our relations 
with France.” 

A minority of that committee made a separate 
report, offering no specific resolutions, but ex- 


pressing the sentiment that the execution of the | 


treaty should be insisted on ‘ at all hazards.” 
The honorable gentleman from Massachusetts 
[Mr. Apams] then offered his resolutions, as sub- 


these words: 


1. “ Resolved, That the rights of the citizens of the 
United States to indemnity froin the Government of France, 
stipulated by tbe treaty concluded at Paris on the 4th of 
July, 1831, ought in no event to be sacrificed, abandoned, or 


ment of the United States. 
2. * Resolved, Thatif it be, in the opinion of the Presi- 


interest of the United States, during the interval until the 
next session of Congress, to resume the negotiations be- 
‘tween the United States and France, he be requested to do 


3. “ Resolved, That no legislative measure of a hostile 


stand or misrepresent the gentleman. He cer- | 
tainly attributes the appropriation of three mil- | 
lions to an apprehension somewhere existing | 
that the adoption of the resolution might lead to 
measures requiring defense on our part—to a de- 
termination on the part of the House to sustain 
that resolution. The resolution was the ground- 
work, the basis of the appropriation. Sir, I take 
issue upon these assertions. The appropriation 
would have been moved, I doubt not, and agreed | 
to, whatever resolution had been passed. The | 
rticular resolution was passed unanimously, not 
ecause it looked to war, and involved contingent | 
appropriations, but because it looked to peace, 
and was a rebuke on hostile designs. If it was 


not so designed and so to be regarded—if it en- |i 
folded within itself anything which might by || 


possibility lead to war, and which demanded 
corresponding preparations, then I will say with 
my honorable friend from Massachusetts, [Mr. 
Reep,] that we were deceived and betrayed into 
its support. We agreed to it as a measure of 
peace. The abandonment of the treaty nobody 
dreamed of. 
Hostile movements, or movements tending in any | 


degree to hostilities, were never intended by us. ji 


We would not have moved an inch in that direc- | 
tion; least of all would we have done anything 
to place the question of peace or war in the sole | 
hand of the President. The resolution, there- i 
fore, was not the foundation, I repeat, of the ap- 
propriation of three millions. It was not so 
understood, as the gentleman says it was, on all 
sides of the House. On the other hand, so far 
from being regarded as a ‘‘ consequence,” a “* con- 
summation of the resolution,” it was looked 
upon as directly repugnant to it. A distinguished 


Even France had not intimated it. |. 


These various resolutions and the reports from 


‘March; and these were the resolutions which, 


and resisted.’ The animated debate to which the 

gentleman refers, and the spirited resistance, were 
, not upon his resolution which finally passed—for 
| it had not then been proposed; but it was to some 


tingent preparations. Objections were made to 
the phraseology employed in the report and reso- 
lutions. The expression “at all hazards,” was 
regarded as minatory, and so also the words “in 
no event,” which occur in the first of the gentle- 
man’s proposed substitutes. 
was sought. Various unsatisfactory amendments 


down the asperities which were thought to exist 
| in the language and spirit of the reports and res- 
| olutions. Finally, at a late hour in the evening 

the House having been in continued session four- 
tcen hours, a new resolution, or perhaps a modi- 
| fication of one which had been already offered, was 

proposed. Very little, if any, debate occurred 
upon it, . None is reported. It was unanimously 
adopted with but two slight efforts to substitute 
| others in its stead. These are the facts. They 
_ cannot be controverted, The House will now 
judge whether that resolution, which is asserted 
| t have been the foundation of the appropriation 
of three millions, was debated and resisted several 
i days, upon the ground that it would or might 


i DA 1 
| involve the nation in war—whether it was agreed 


up by measures for defense. As to the notice 


member from Virginia, [Mr. Gorpon,] who I re- 


gret is not now here, and who represented the 


said to have been given by the chairman of the Com- 
mittce on Foreign Affairs, (Mr. CamBRELENG, | 


stitutes for those proposed by the committee, in ; 


inpaired, by any consent or acquiescence of the Govern- |; the proceedings of the Senate? 


the committee were debated on Saturday, 28th | 
t February, and also on Monday, the 2d ‘day of | 


Milder language | 


and suggestions were offered, all going to soften | 


that he should submit a motion for large contin- 
gent appropriations, I lay it out of the case. Few 
heardit. But whatofit? Was the House thereby 
pledged to vote any appropriation he might choose 
to propose? Above all, was the Senate bound 
also to take notice, to know that it was the con- 
sequence, the consummation of our resolution, and 
despite their constitutional objections, to grant 
the money accordingly? Did the resolution which 
had been already adopted thereby change its char- 
acter; and, from being pacific, become all at once 
belligerent, because the member from New York 
took upon him to give notice to the House of 
what he should propose? I repudiate all such 
conclusions, utierly, entirely. 

The honorable member [Mr. Apams] has pro- 


ceeded a step further. Ele impugns the motives of 


the Senate in withholding the three millions, 
Their proceedings upon the subject of our diffi- 


‘ culties with France at the last session were, he 
_ gays, a“ do-nothing policy’’—a paralytic policy.” 
' The unanimous resolution of the Fouse was con- 
' sidered “a pungent, though tacit, rebuke of that 


policy ;’’ and if the appropriation had been agreed 
to, ‘it would have made the Senate the unwilling 
accessory to implied censure upon its own quiet- 
ism under foreign wrong.” ‘* The system of the 
Senate” was, “to do nothing.’ A resolution had 
passed that body, unanimously, in these words: 
“ Resolved, That it is inexpedient at present to adopt any 
legislative measure in regard to the state of aflairs between 
the United States and France.” 
_ This was,” says the gentleman, ‘a resolu- 
tion not only declining to do that which the 


President had recommended, to vindicate the 


rights and the honor of the nation, but posi- 
tively determining to do NoTHING, not even to 
express a sense of the wrongs which the coun- 
try was enduring from France. Such was the 
system of the Senate.” Does the honorable 
member perceive upon whom his censures fall? 


‘| Does he recollect that his new-found friends and 


dent of the United States, compatible with the honor and 1i 


character or tendency towards the French nation is neces- || 
:| sary or expedient at this time.” 


| to under any expectation thatit was to be followed || 


i real sting of the three million appropriati 


allies, the leaders and supporters of the Admin- 


‘istration in that body, must come in for their 


share of responsibility, if any justly attaches to 
Does he not re- 
member that ‘* the system of the Senate” was 
unanimously adopted; that it was understood to 


| have the concurrence and approbation of the Ex- 


ecutive himself; that it was approved by the offi- 


i' cial organ of the Administration, which has now 


become the chosen channel of communication of 


! the gentleman’s own opinions? Does he forget 
that the presses throughout the country—party 
presses and others—held the language of appro- 


bation upon that proceeding of the Senate ? What 
responsibility, then, I pray to know—whose 1n- 


! |; dignation—had they any apprehension of incur- 
. upon the one side or the other, were “ contested | 


ring? A unanimous vote, for which each member 
was cuang responsible, approved by all parties, 
complained of by none—what had they to fear? 
The load of reproach attempted to be thrown 


upon th fall . 
‘ of these, and chiefly to that which looked to con- |: : ee aa 


At what period of time, sir, may I ask the 


' honorable member, did he make the discovery 
that so weighty a load of responsibility lay upon 


When did he find out ‘where the 
onlay?” 
Something was said about arguments which had 
been used elsewhere being the fruit of ‘* nine or 
ten months’ meditation.” What has ‘‘ nine or 
ten months’ meditation” done for him, in the 
way of memory or argument? Does he forget 
what his own sentiments were at the last ses- 
sion, as to “ the do-nothing policy” of the Senate? 
Allow me, sir, to refresh his memory a little. On 
the 7th of February, certain papers touching our 


the Senate ? 


| relations with France were transmitted to Con- 


gress by the President. A discussion of consid- 
erable interest ensued. The gentleman gave his 
opinions at some length. I was so unfortunate as 
to differ from him, and some words passed be- 
tween us on that occasion. Among other things, 
the gentleman charged the Senate with “< dodging 
the question’’—doing nothing; at least, he was $° 
understood and so reported. The tenor of his re- 


| Marks impressed every one with the belief that 


he was prepared to go far, very far, in the sup- 
ort of Executive measures tendine to hostilities. 
oit stood until the 14th of the same montis 

when thegentleman again favored the House wit 

his views. I will not say he retracted or denie 
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, a | 
what he had said before; but atleast he explained | reference to the Committee of the Whole on the || sir, 


and modificd. As to the policy of the Senate, 
“the do-nothing policy,” what did ke say? 
Having requested permission to explain, and 
having stated the circumstances under which he 
had charged the Senate with dodging the ques- 
tion, he proceeded: 

= That exphination he now wished to make, publicly, 
disclaiming all intention of anything disrespectiul to the 
Senate. He disclaimed it in the most explicit manner; and 
had the debate proceeded, it had been bis intention, utti- 
vy, fo recommen: tad the same course should be taken by 
tye House. He should have recommended to the House to 
sdodze the question’ tor the present, in the existing state of 
ourintormation, He thought the Senate Aad acted as was 
their duty to do: and the conclusion to which they had unan- 


iməus'y arrived was the conclusion which Ae should bave | 


een desirous that the House should adopt. Bat the Senate 
Aad acted; they had not gone to sleep on the state of our 
relations with France.” 

So much, sir, for that part of the gentleman’s 
remarks which goes to assign motives for the 
proceedings of the Senate, founded upon their 
reprehensible policy; and further I deem it un- 
necessary to reply. 

The gentleman had spoken of ‘‘ the imminent 
danger of war’’ which impended over the country 
at the close of the last session, and which he 
thinks justified and required contingent prepara- 
tions for defense. ‘‘ Imminent danger of war!” 
Was that indeed the condition of our affairs? 
Was it so understood? Did the gentleman him- 
self consider it in that light? The only real dan- 
ger of war which I perceived grew out of this 
very appropriation of three millions. Ifthe power 
which this grant of money would have vested in 
the President had been conferred, I am by no 
means sure that we should not, at this very 
moment, have been in the midst of a war. But, 
sir, what did we think at that time upon this 
subject? Let me refer again to the remarks of 
the honorable gentleman, on the 14th February: 

“ But, in conclusion, Mr. A. wished to give notice (if 
euch a notice could be necessary) to all merchants of the 
United States, that there was not the slightest danger ; that 
anything which might, by possibility, lead to war, should 
proceed from that House, or from the other branch of the 
Legislature. He now said, upon his responsibility to the 
nation, that there was no danger of anything being done by 


either House which might, by possibility, lead to war with 
France.” 


Now, sir, in such a state of things one would 


hardly suppose that the danger of war was very 
imminent. How was it at a still later period? 
The third resolution moved by the gentleman on 
the 27th of February doubtless expressed his own 
opinion at that time, which was, ‘that no legis- 
latice measure of a hostile character or tendency 
towards the French nation is necessary or expedient 
at this time. 

I have already said that the report of the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Affairs was made the same 
day. It became immediately a question what 
disposition should be made of the third resolution, 
which had in view ‘‘ contingent preparations for 
defense?” The particular means of providing 
*‘ contingent preparations,” which the committee 
had in contemplation, we shall discover by re- 
ferring to their report. It is in these words: 

& The bill now before the House authorizing the sale of 


our stock in the Bank of the United States, would, if : 
adopted, afford all the revenue necessary. The committee ' 
is of opinion that the whole or a part of the fund to be |: 

d-from this source should be appropriated for the | 


derive 
purpose of arming our fortifications, and for making other 


military and naval preparations for the defense of the : 


country, in case such expenditures should become neces- 
sary before the next meeting of Congress.” 


A strong solicitude was manifested, and an. 
effort made on the part of certain gentlemen, to 
adopt that third resolution forthwith; so that the . 


bill for the sale of the bank stock might immedi- 


ately be passed, it being the last day on which : 


bills could be sent from one House to the other. 
The friends of “ contingent preparations >° and 
warlike measures urged speedy action. The effort 
on the other hand was to discuss that resolution 
in a Committee of the Whole House, where we 
knew latitude of debate could be secured, and 


where the previous question could not be applied. ,, 


The gentleman from Massachusetts was with us 
on that occasion. n ma 
ia hizhly distinguished member from Virginia, 
[Mr. ArcHER,] to commit the resolution to the 
Committee of the Whole. He said ‘‘ it was the 
only constitutional course.” ‘* The resolution pro- 
posed to spend the money of the nation; but its 


No. 35 


He advocated the motion made | bse č h | 
| or advise it? No, sir. I submit, then, whether 


| State of the Union was objected to, because if it 


i went there, the House could nat be bound to pass | 


‘it by the previous question. It was, in effect, a 
proposition to tax the people; to take seven mil- 
lions of their money and appropriate it to certain 
purposes. ` 
France was to be connected with the war upon 
the bank The two wars were to be united, cach 
supporting the other.” ‘Is this a proceeding 
touching an appropriation of money, or not? It 
was certainly a proceeding by which seven mil- 
hons of the public money was to be taken and 
expended in a windmill war against France, in 
favor of which, he thanked God, there had yet 
been no expression of opinion on the part of this 
House.’’ ‘ It was now for the first time disclosed 
that these two wars were to be blended together— 
the war with France and the war with the bank; 
one was to carry the other, if either was too 
heavy to sustain Itself.” Yes, sir, the war with 
the bank found favor in the House; it was popu- 
lar. It was to carry the heavy load of the war 
with France. So thought the member at that 
time. Other gentlemen spoke also. The then 
chairman of the Committee of Ways and Means 
(Mr. Pots] said, ‘* The third resolution of the 
committee should be acted on forthwith, to the 
end that the bill to sell the stock should be acted 
on to-day. He suggested the propriety of acting 
on the resolution forthwith. To commit the subject 
was to bury it.” Certainly it was. That was pre- 
cisely what he desired to do. The gentleman 
from Massachusetts was with us. He desired no 
preparations for “a windmill war;”? a Quixotic 
expedition to be sure it was, in which at one time 
we had strong fears that the member from Mas- 

‘ sachusetts was to act the subordinate part. Well, 
sir, we succeeded. The resolution was buried. 
The war was defeated, as well that against the 
bank as that against France. In all the debate, 
the honorable gepemen made no allusion to any 
other means of defense or preparation. His object 
was directed not to the particular mode of sup- 
plying the means then recommended, but it went 
to the whole matter of hostile measures. The 
war itself was held up to ridicule, and justly held 


t‘ imminent danger.’’ On the following day (28th 
February) the gentleman again spoke to the ques- 
tions growing out of our French relations. He 
expressed his regret that orders had been given 
Mr. Livingston to leave Paris, in the event of the 
rejection of the bill of indemnity by the French 
Chambers. 
usage of nations, might be construed into an act 
of hostility.” 
Mr. ADAMS. That was a sufficient reason, 
then, for the appropriation of three millions. 
Mr. EVANS. Unfortunately, sir, no such 
reason was then assigned or thought of. But 
that is not what I am considering. I am show- 
ing, sir, that the honorable member did not, from 
, any cause, at the close of the last session consider 
the danger soimminent as to require preparations 


pression of his disapprobation of the recall of Mr. 
Livingston, he proceeds: 


convened, and take measures for the defense of the coun- 
try.” 


“He now discovered that war with - 


up. And yet, sir, it is now said we were then in | 


Such a course, ‘‘ according to the. 
kd » 


for defense; for, immediately following the ex- . 


“We should therefore be jeft defenseless all over the `: 
ocean for many months—at least until Congress could be ; 


| sir, it has been said that the constitutional objec- 
| tions of the Senate finally ‘* melted down to a 
; Mere question of dollars and cents’’—whether the 
appropriation should be three millions or eight 
hundred thousand dollars. Is it possible that the 
honorable member does not perceive the true 
ground upon which these objections stood? Has 
the intellectual acumen for which he has been 
distinguished become so utterly blunted under 
the influence of feelings and passions which he 
seems to cherish? Nothing is plainer to the most 
obtuse understanding than the difference between 
the appropriation of three millions as it passed 
the House and the proposition agreed upon by 
the conferees to reduce it to cight hundred thou- 
sand dollars, which, doubtless, would have re- 
ceived the sanction of the Senate. It isnot in tho 
amount, but in the form of the appropriation. In 
the one case it was indefinite, loose, limited to no 
specific objects, undefined as to purpose. This 
was the objection. In the other case it was a 
proposition for a precise, defined, limited appropri- 
ation, in the usual form, and for ordinary pur- 
poses —‘* three hundred thousand dollars for 
arming the fortifications af the country; five hundred 
thousand dollars for the repair and equipment of” 
ships-of-war.’’ The purpose is clearly expressed— 
the object declared. Now, sir, does not the gen- 
tleman perceive the wide difference between these 
forms of appropriation? Is he so blind as not to 
sce that the constitutional objections which lay 
in the one case did not apply to the other? And 
will he then say that it all ‘* melted down to a 
question of dollars and cents?” Sir, I put it to 
his candor, I putit to his sense of justice, to 
answer. 

Much indignation has been expressed by the 
honorable member [Mr. Apams] at the charge he 
supposes to have been made by the ‘‘ personified 
sentiment,’? in the columns of the National Entel- 
ligencer, against the last House of Representa- 
tives, of ‘‘ man-worship’’ and subserviency to Ex- 
ecutive dictation. Whether such a charge be well 
or ill founded, I shall not discuss. I wish only 
to produce some authority upon which it may be 
maintained—an authority having weight in cer- 
tain quarters, and possibly which may be of some 
consideration with the gentleman himself—it is 
the authority of his own assertions and opinions. 
In the debate I have already referred to, (of the 
27th FeLruary,) the gentleman expressed bimself 
in these terms: 

“Tn the first place, it was evident the question was to be 
managed on party grounds. The supporters of the Admin- 
istration were alone to be heard on the subject, and what 
they proposed was to be carried. The minority was to have 
no right to say anything but € yea’ or ‘nay’ to the proposi- 
tions of the leaders of the majority.” “ The bugle- horn of 
the party will be sounded, and its friends will be told that 
they must pass the bill in order to support the Administra- 
tion. When all the liege men of the Adininistration have 
answered to their names, as they ought, according to the 
politics and morals of the party, the question will be put, 

_ and the bill passed.” 

Now, sir, these are not charges, in so many 
words, of ‘‘ man-worship,’’ but they are so in sub- 
stance and spirit. They are precisely that same 
subserviency which has been elsewhere denomin- 
ated ‘‘ man worship;’’ and, for anything I know, 
that same charge which he reprobates so severely 
was founded on his own description of a portion 
of the last House. It may suit the purposes of 


i; the gentleman now to profess a high respect, as 


Now, sir, although the gentleman spoke with 


much earnestness, and at some length, disapprov- 
ing this step of the President, and expressing his 
opinion that, by possibility, it might lead to hos- 
_ tilities, he nowhere gave the slightest indication 
‘ of a wish that Congress should provide for such 


avowed the opinion that nothing would be done 
“until Congress could be convened.” Three days 
only before the termination of that session, when 
i the whole subject of our French affairs was be- 
fore us, was discussed, and was understood in 
all its aspects, did the honorable member antici- 
< pate any necessity for such an appropriation as 
was subsequently made? Did he recommend it, 
; the danger was so imminent, the emergency so 
| pressing, the necessity so overshadowing and 
‘| irresistible, as to have required that appropriation 
| iu the objectionable form it was proposed? But, 


an emergency; on the contrary, he distinctly | 


: he has done, for those he then denominated ‘‘ liege 
men’’—rallying at the blast of the bugle—follow- 
ing submissively the dictation of party leaders, 


and doing as they were bid, ‘‘ in order to support 


the Administration. If ‘* man-worship”’ can go fur- 
ther than this description, I am at a loss to know 
how to define it. , 

Mr. Speaker, I have said I would not discuss 
the question whether the Senate ought or ought 
not to have concurred in the appropriation of 
three millions. A word or two only is all I de- 
sign to say. I voted against it in the House, 
and I have no wish to retract the vote; not be- 
cause I was unwilling then, or am unwilling now, 
to appropriate money largely, amply, to put the 
, country in a State of entire defense; I desire it 
of all things; but because I perceived, as I thought, 
something beside the defense of the country lurk- 
ing under that plausible pretext; means ofaggres- 
| sion, opportunities of exciting collision, and of 


kindling up in the public mind warlike disposi- 
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tions, were feared to be enveloped within it. Sir, | 


J desire as much as any man to defend the coun- ' 
try. Since I have filled a seat here I have voted, 
I hazard little in saying, uniformly voted, for the 
largest sums which have been proposed for the 
military and naval service. I well recollect the 
efforts of a distinguished member from South 
Carolina, [Mr. Drayton,] formerly at the head 
of the Committee on Military Affairs, to increase 
the annual expenditures for fortifications; [ voted 
with him from year to year, in common with my 
friends who are now charged with having left 
the country defenseless. We thought it sound 
policy, ina time of peace, to prepare for those 
emergencies which every nation may at some 
day or other rersonably anticipate. Peace is a 
blessing which no country can assure to itself 
for along period of years to come. By whom, 
sir, was that prudent forecast thwarted and de- 
feated? By the party which now claims the excelu- 
sive merit of putting the country in a posture of 
defense, by a midnight vote of three millions on 
the eve of hostilities! Sir, we did not believe in 
the potency of midnight appropriations for next 
day’s security. The watchwords of the party 
were “economy,” ‘retrenchment,”’ * saving of 
the public money;’’ and we saw the extraordi- 
nary spectacle of a Government boasting not how 
much it had done, but how little for the benefit 
of the country; not how much it had expended for 
the public good, but how-much it had hoarded up 
in the coffers of the Treasury. It pointed to no 
impregnable muniments of defense; to no works 
of wide-spread and lasting improvement, as tes- 
timony of its watchfulness and protection of 
national interests and welfare, but to a miserable 
array of figures annually displayed for the grati- 
fication and laudation of all the faithful, showing 
only with what a miserly grasp it could hold on | 


| appropriation, already so often adverted to, sud- 
‘denly, not to say rashly inserted —objectionable 


in point of form—uncalled for and unwanted, so : 
far as we had any information by the Executive. 


Does anybody doubt that, but for this amend- 
ment, the bill would have passed and become a 
law? This was the fatal blow, of which it Jin- 
gered, and at last died. The bill was returned to 
the Senate, embracing this new and, till then, un- 
heard-of provision. T'he Senate, under the views 
which it took of its constitutional power, could 
not agree to it, and the bill came back to the 
House without a concurrence in the amendment. 
It was in the power of the House to have waived 
its amendment, and to have passed the bill. It 
chose not to do so. The gentleman himself has 
given the true cause of its failure. He voted to 
recede, he says, because he was aware if the 
House pertinaciously adhered the bill would be 
lost, It did adhere, and the bill was lost. It 
is unquestionably true, if the Senate had voted 
the three millions, the bill would have passed; 
and it is no less true, if the House had waived it, 
it would have passed also. It failed, therefore, 
from a disagreement. Pausing at this stage of 
the history, I cannot but inquire, looking at the 
safety of the bill merely, what was the most rea- 
sonable course to be pursued? Which branch 
could most rationally be expected, for the success of 
the bill, to recede from its position? It will be 
recollected this was a bill making ordinary ap- 
propriations; the House incuntbered it with an 
extraordinary one. Itran against constitutional ob- 
jections—the very last to be surrendered. Could 
it reasonably be expected or required of the Sen- 
ate, in violation, as they believed, of their duty, 
and the plain injunction’ of the Constitution, to 
adopt that provision? Was it unreasonable to 
expect and to require of the House that the bill 


to the public treasure, and all the while, amid || in its ordinary form should be permitted to go along 
the loudest boast of retrenchment, the annual i| unobstructed? In some considerable portions of 
expenditures were largely increasing. Sir, I am || the bill both branches concurred. Why notagree, 
glad to see, at last, something proposed in the |i then, and, so far as they did agree, pass the bill? 
way of defense—glad to see something doing || The House, and the House alone, refused to do 
among others for the State to which I belong. |i it. It said to the Senate, We agree with you 
Some two or three years ago I moved in this © that the ordinary fortification bill ought to pass— 
matter, and endeavored to call the attention of the | the country requires it; but we will not pass it 
War Department to its exposed and defenseless _ unless you will agree to an extraordinary appro- 
condition. I received no encouragement or coun- |’ priation, which you hold to be unconstitutional 
tenance, and I have never seen the time when I | and inexpedient; and, if you refuse it, you will 


could have proposed, under favorable auspices, |; be responsible for our failure to pass the ordinary | 


any measure of defense for that exposed frontier. `: bill. It seems to me, sir, there can hardly be two 


Now, sir, as to the propriety of large and unusual 
appropriations at this time for naval and military ' 
service — appropriations which would not be 
thought expedient but for the aspect of our for- | 
eign relations—we are placed in an attitude by 
no means free from embarrassment. If there be 
really a danger of war; if hostilities are, in any | 
degree, probable, and likely to ensue, I will go 
as far as the foremost in providing the means of 
defense and security. Butif,as we are repeatedly 
assured, the prospect of a speedy and pacific ad- | 
justment of our difficulties grows brighter daily, ' 


for one I am not disposed to nurse and feed a | 


warlike passion; to encourage, what I greatly . 


fear needs to be restrained, a desire elsewhere to || 


terminate by an appeal to arms these needless 
differences. Sufficient, however, to meet these 
questions when the period for their consideration 
arrives. 

I come now, Mr. Speaker, to the question pre- 
sented in the resolution—‘‘ the cause and circum- 
stances” of the failure, at the last session, of the 
bill making the ordinary appropriations for forti- 
fications. 
In what way? These are questions gravely put, 
and must be as gravely answered. The bill, we 
all know, passed the House containing only the 
** ordinary appropriations,” and in the usual course 
of business was sent to the Senate. It passed that 
body also, in due season, with a considerable in- 
crease of ordinary appropriations, made, it is un- 
derstood, upon estimates furnished by the proper 
Executive Departments, and was returned to the 
House a week before the close of the session. So 
far, surely, the Senate cannot be justly charged 
with a disposition to defeat the bill. All its con- 
trol over it had ceased, as I have already said in 
another connection. Its fate was in the hands of 
the House. Did it pass this branch of the Con- 
gress? Howdiditpass? With the three million 


ow did it happen? By whose means? || 


opinions upon such a proposition. The Senate 


would not agree to so unreasonable a demand. | 
It agreed, for the purpose | 


But what did it do? 
of securing the passage of the bill, to meet the 
House upon some middle ground. A compro- 


i mise was effected by conferees appointed by each ` 


body. The Senate waited and waited, as we have 
seen, to adopt and carry this compromise into 
effect. 
‘and thereby the bill was lost. Can there be a doubt 
in which branch it failed, and by whose means it 
: was lost? 
| Butitis contended that before this arrangement 
was effected, the House was dissolved—its con- 
stitutional functions ceased—and, for that reason, 
| it could not adopt the compromise recommended 
| by the conferees. Suppose it had been so; are 
the Senate therefore responsible for the failure of 


my recollections with the honorable member from 
Kentucky, (Mr. Harpin,] who has just spoken, 
and with my friend from Massachusetts, [Mr. 
| Reep.] There was time, after the report had been 
| agreed upon, and before twelve o’clock, to have 
l: made it to the House, and procured its adoption. 
: The conferees did return, as the gentleman says, 


| midnight hour arrived while the 
were being called on that bill. In this I am con- 
fident I cannot be mistaken. Why, then, it may 
|| be inquired, was not the report made? Why did 


But this I will say: that I discovered, early in 
the stages of disagreement, as I thought, a willing- 
ness to permit the bill to be lost; I do not say with 
a view to throw the responsibility of it upon the 
Senate; but with a distinct avowal that jts loss 
would be justly chargeable to that quarter. As 
early as nine or ten o’clock in the evening, when 


' the appropriation was giving way. 


the bill? Butit was notso. IT agree entirely in ' 


not the bill pass? I cannot pretend to answer. | 


i 
i 


| 


i 
| 
| 


| ance with whose views, it now appears, the three 


| the first notice was received from the Senate of its 
Į 


disagreement to the appropriation, on a motion 
to recede, the member from New York [Mr. Cam- 
BRELENG] said, ‘‘ he hoped the House would not 
recede. If the Senate had taken the responsibility of 
defeating the appropriation, it might remain with 
them. He would take no partofit.’? This wag 
the first intimation that the responsibility must be 
cast upon the Senate. Others took the same view 

and spoke with warmth, to say the least of it. 
The House did not recede; and the bill again went 
its oft-traveled path to the Senate. In a short 
period, between ten and eleven o’clock, accord- 
ing to my recollection, it came back, with a mes- 
sage that the Senate adhered to its disagreement 
to our appropriation. What occurred then, sir? 
A very strong and decided disposition was ex- 
pressed by leading gentlemen that the House 
should adhere also, and thereby cut off all oppor- 
tunity of passing the bill, and every means of 
compromise. The only other alternative was 

by asking a conference; and by that mode the 
bill might even then be saved. he member from 
New York [Mr. CamBre.ene ] moved ‘‘to adhere;”? 
in other words, to destroy the bill beyond the power 
of revival. An honorable member from Virginia 
[Mr. Mercer] moved “ to recede;” thereby pre- 
serving the power to pass the bill. An honora- 
ble member from Tennessee, the chairman of the 
Committee of Ways and Means, [Mr. Porg,} 

said ‘‘ the motion to adhere had priority to the other;’? 
undoubtedly signifying thereby his desire that the 
motion should prevail—that the bill should be 

lost. An honorable member from Ohio, [Mr. 


‘, Lyrie,}] who had no hesitation to speak freely 
_ and fearlessly on all occasions, as he did elo- 


quently, his opinions, addressed the House in 


| these words: ‘‘ He objected entirely to any con- 


: ciliatory proposition. The House had gone as far 
as prudence and patriotism would justify them 
in going to conciliate the Senate. The only ques- 
tion was, Where the responsibility of the loss of the 
bill should lodge? Let the other body take the 
responsibility of defeating it’’—the appropriation 
of three millions. He conjured the House not 
to depart from the stand it had assumed; declared 
it would be pusillanimous to do so; and urgently 
and eloquently rallied his friends to stand firm 
upon that question. 

Now, sir, I can readily perceive in these pro- 
ceedings a strong solicitude, and determination 

: too, to hold the Senate responsible for the loss of 

the bill; but I look in vain for evidence of any 

anxiety to save the ordinary appropriations for 
fortifications, They were, apparently, very read~ 

_ ily given up, for the other object, which was pos- 

i sibly regarded a much greater one, of prostrating 


the Senate. The majority of the House, how- 
‘ ever, did not sustain the motion to adhere, but 


$ i adopted the wiser course of requesting a confer- 
The House neglected or refused to do so, | 


ence. It was seen that the majority which passed 
It passed at 
' first by a majority of thirty-two. It was insist- 
, ed on, in the next vote, by a majority reduced 
to twenty-three; a third vote reduced it to nine- 
: teen; and if another vote had been allowed to be 
taken I doubt not the whole amendment would 
have been abandoned rather than the bill should 
‘fail. Another vote upon it was not permitted 
from that hour to the present. The conferees 
i were appointed, and, I have already said, re- 
i turned to this Hall in season to have reporte 
i before twelve o’clock. The compromise which 
| they had agreed to recommend was immediately 
, known to the members, and privately discussed. 


t There was but one voice, so far as I heard, in 
‘| the House, and that was in favor of its adoption. 


j i| We were anxi iti oment to 
|; before the Cumberland road bill was put upon its ` Re ie 


|| passage; and it is agreed, on all hands, that the | 
yeas and nays’ 


moment, for the report to be made; when, sud- 
| denly, as by an electric shock, a thrill was sent 
through this House, agitating and moving the 
| countenances and voices of members; little squads 
į were collected here and there, and all at once we 
| heard it echoed and reéchoed on all sides that the 
| report could not be made; the bill must fail, and 
the responsibility would rest upon the Senate. 
From what quarter this came, by whose agency 
brought about, I do not pretend to say; I do not 
know. But it was familiarly spoken of at the 
time, that a certain high personage, in accord- 


millions were voted, upon being apprised of the 
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cund in any degree to ‘the facuous Senato.” 
Rasher wonld he lose the bill altogether, and they 
would be held responsible for it. This, or some- 
thing very like it, was soon known in this Hall; 
and it was also Known that the President had 
closed, or was about to close, his oficial relations 
with Congress; its constitutional functions, in 
his judgment, having ceased. Certain it's, that 
the report of the conferees was net offered by the 
chairman, [Mr. Camprevena,] and, when called 
upon for it, he declined to produce it, upon the 
ground that the existence of the House had 
ceased, and, also, thata quorum was not present. 
The report was then oered by another member 
of the committee, [Mr. Lewis,] the third [Mr. 
Hessarp] having very suddenly disappeared 
from the House, although he had previously ex- 
pressed considerable anxiety for the passege of 
the bill, 

l shall not discuss the question whether the 
powers of Congress terminate or not at twelve 
o'clock at night on the 3d day of March, in every 
alternate year. I thought otherwise, and re- 
mained, and was willing to remain, after that 
hour, to transact the business of the nation. It 
is true, we found it dificult, very difficult, to 
obtain a quorum within the bar of the House. 
Sull we did so, whenever one was wanted by 
certain leading gentlemen. Just before the ad- 
journment, and long after the ‘* conscientious 
scruples” ofgentlemen began to operate, a motion 
was made by a member from Virginia [Mr. 
Mason] to take up the resolution making com- 
pensation to Mr. Letcher,a member of the House. 
A quorum was present, and the motion prevailed. 
A motion was made to strike out the preamble. 
A quorum was present, and that also prevailed. 
The precise question then pending was upon 
an amendment providing compensation also to 
Thomas P. Moore, who had contested, unsuc- 
cessfully, Mr. Letcher’s seat. The previous ques- 
uon was moved, and carried—a quorum present 
and voting—one hundred and thirty-four in all. 
The amendment was thus cut off, and the resolu- 
tion was likely to pass without providing com- 
pensation to Mr. Moore. Instantly the quorum 
was broken up; twenty-one vanished, as in the 
twinkling of an eye, and but one hundred and 
thirteen were found voting. A much larger num- 
ber were about these walls, and lobbies, and 
avenues; but they could not be had when a vote 
was to be taken. Who the individuals were, 
thus appearing and disappearing, as occasion 
might require, I have made no examination of 
the Journal to discover. I seek not to know. 
This, however, I will say, they were not of that 
minority which resisted the appropriation of 
$3,000,000; who were anxious to pass the ordinary 
fortification bill; who desired rather to defend 
the country than to heap responsibility upon the 


Senate. Undoubtedly there were some who en- | 


tertained sincere and deep-founded convictions 
that the constitutional powers of Congress termin- 
ated at midnight. Not more, I think, however, 
than four or five assigned that reason for not 
voting. It was a perfectly satisfactory and an 
honorable reason for those who sincerely held 
that opinion. An honorable and valuable mém- 
ber from Georgia, (Mr. Ginmen,] of as upright 
intentions, as pure a heart, and as brilliant an 
intellect, as any man who sits within these walls, 
entertained that conviction. And what did he 
do? Departed, says the gentleman from Massa- 
chusetts, at that door, through which he never 
again returned. He did so; and honorable was 
itto him that he did so. Enjoying and acting 
upon his own constitutional opinions, 1n W 
no man was more sincere, though I often differed 


with him, he left others to enjoy and act upon ' 
theirs, and to perform their constitutional duties . 


according to their own judgments. Did he remain 


within these walls to offer vexatious motions; to ; 


defeat business; to create confusion; to make and 
unmake a quorum, as occasion, and for purposes 
I will not name, should require? 
And if all who declined to vote upon the ground 
of constitutional scruples had followed his cx- 
ample, there would have been higher reasons for - 
holding their opinions in respect. Sir, ifa quo- ; 
rum of that House could have been formed for five | 


left the Capitol, declaring (I will not say with an 
oath) that he would hold no further communica- 
tion with that Congress. The disorder and con- 
fusion which I have described prevailed; and, 
whether designed for that end or not, did defeat 
the bill. The honorable Speaker, [Mr. BeELL,] 
who presided with so much dignity, firmness, 
and opona during the period he filled the 
chair, did what human means could do, in pre- 
serving order and promoting the despatch of 
business on that trying night. He deserves high 
credit for the ability he displayed in that station. 
Various motions to adjourn were made by those 
who seemed willing to defeat the bill, and who 
possibly feared that it would pass if the House 
continued longer in session. hat the bill was 
defeated here, and by these means, was openly 
charged upon this floor at the time by many 
members. A motion having been made ‘that a 
message be sent to the Senate to notify that body 
that this Ifousc, having completed the business before 
it, is now ready to close the present session by 
adjournment,” the honorable member from New 
Jersey, {Mr. Parxer,] nearme, who is a friend to 
the Administration, but who was not, therefore, 

uite ready to abandon the bill, inquired, ** Did 
the gentlemen who formed the committee of con- 
ference on the part of the House mean to report 
or not?? Again: 


‘+ How can we pretend to say that we have completed the 
business before us? And how can we adjourn without pass- 
ing the fortification bill? This House had passed the bill. 
The Senate made a large addition. The House had added 
another appropriation. The Senate disagreed to it. A com- 
mittee of conference had been appointed, and that com 
mittee had refused to report to this House. Shall we go 
away and teave this bill at a time when there is an appre- 


| hension of war??? 


This is a summary, and a true one, of the 


whole matter. The gentleman was entirely right. 


Have we completed the business? can we adjourn 
without passing the bill? can we go away and 
leave the bill? were all pertinent questions, and 


pregnant questions, founded in facts before us, | 


and to which we could notclose our senses. The 
honorable member, however, was mistaken in 
one respect—that the committee had refused to re- 
port. The chairman, it is true, had refused; an- 
other member was among the missing; and the 
report was made by the third member, {Mr. 


Lewis,] and was so stated by the Chair imme- | 


diately after the gentleman had closed hisremarks. 

My honorable friend from Massachusetts, [Mr. 
Reep,] anxious for the passage of that bill, also 
addressed the House in these words: 

‘t The committee of conference had agreed upon a report, 
and, as a quorum was undoubtedly present, it ought to be 
acted upon. He was opposed to the adjournment, because 
the House had not yet done its duty. The proposed amend- 
ment declared what is not fact. There is a quorum pres- 
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And how was he answered, sir? | 
of “order!” ** order!’ ‘t order!” vociferated frorn 
all quarters of the room, and by those who had 


been foremost in the scenes of disorder and up- | 


roar which defeated, if they were not designed to 
defeat, the fortifications. The fact that a quorum 
was present was no otherwise controverted than 
by clamorous demands for ‘‘ order.” We then 


_ designed to put that question toa test, and to 
' ascertain whether or not a quorom was present, 
' and, if not, to compel! the attendance of members. 
. Accordingly, a motion was made for a call of the 


hich « 


' termined to destroy the bill? 


louse. Who resisted it? 


Who gave the signal 
and the watchword to the part 


which was de- 
read from the 
reported proceedings: 


‘Mr. CamBreLenc. I protest against the right to call 
the House. What member will answer to his name? fi 


| will! I will! exclaimed many members.] I am as much in 


; favor of the fortification bill as the gentleman from New 


By no means. i` 


| 


Jersey ; but I say the responsibility of its failure rests upon 
the Senate, and not upon us. The bill was defeated by the 
Senate.” (No, no; not so, was exclaimed by many voices. } 

After such a direct warning from such a quar- 
ter, is it to be wondered at that a quorum could 
not be found? An honorable member from North 
Carolina, [Mr. BasainceR,] faithful to his duty, 


By loud calls ; 


“init. 


` confidence apo 
_ able strength; 
! member from Massachusetts, [Mr. Apams,] that 
‘ not one of the friends who now rally round the. 
| object of his attack will fulter in his course. Not 


| and observant of all that occurred here, had no 


hesitation in expressly charging the loss of the 
bill to an intrigue earried on in the House, and 
he offered the names of the individuals concerned 
If we may have any access to the ear of 
the select committee who may be appointed to 
investigate this grave affair, I pray the honorable 
member from Massachusetts to call upon this 
gentleman to testify. Mr. Barringer said: 

“The bill was defeated by an intrigue here—in this House. 
If genticmen desired names, he would give them. Buti€ 
this was declined, he would say that there were members 
who now sat in their seats and would not answer to their 
names—Who did so in consummation of the intrigue.” 


Names were not demanded! They might have 
been had. Amid these scenes of disorder and 
confusion, which we of the minority vainly strove 
to repress, passed the last night of the last session 
of the last Congress; and, for the honor of the 
country and its institutions, I hope such another 
may never be witnessed. And, in the midst of 
these scenes, the fortification bill drew its last 
breath, and heaved its expiring throes. That it 
was destroyed in the House, and for purposes 
known to those who had an agency in the pro- 
ceedings of that night, it seems to me no rational 
mind can doubt. Examine as we will, investi- 
gate as we will, vituperate as we will, these plain 
facts stand out; and no sophistry can elude, no 
ingenuity pervert them. Sir, I have done upon 
this matter. I have but another topic to touch. 

The honorable member, with a precision of 
aim which leaves nothing of doubt as to whom 
his shafts were sped, and whom he describes as 
‘the Achilles’? of the Senate, essays to bring 
down from his high standing one representing 
his own Commonwealth with unsurpassed abil- 
ity in the other branch of the Legislature. The 
attack was little to have been expected from that 
quarter. A scene of disgraceful disorder, such 
as the Speaker says he had never witnessed in 
ten years’ experience here, doubtless gratified 
the cherished feclings of the member into the 
delusive fancy of a triumph worthy his achieve- 
ment. Sir, I shall not attempt encomiums upon 
that distinguished statesman. It is unnecessary 
for me—it cannot be required of any man—to 
come forward in his defense. His character, his 
services, his actions, his opinions, the efforts of 
his transcendent powers, arc before the world. 
They speak out for him in a voice that cannot be 
silenced. They stand forth in full view, and no 
man can obscure or blot them from the history 
of this country. It has been exceedingly painful 


i to me to take a part, and especially the part I 


have taken, in this debate. Recollections of the 
past are thronging in my mind, and weigh me 
down in sadness, almost in silence. Gladly 
would I have been spared this day. But, sir, 


` when those whom I hold in honor and respect— 
_ whom the country holds high in its estimation— 


are made the objects of attack such as we have 


. witnessed, I should miserably fail in my own 


sense of duty were I to sit in silence. The day 
has not long gone by since I saw those who now 
give sanction to this attack, and the party to 
which they belong, gladly, ay, anxiously, seek- 
ing the aid of the powerful arm of that great 
champion and defender of the Constitution—since 
I saw this Administration, reeling and tottering 
as it did under the tremendous blows of men of 
giant strength from the chivalric region of the 
South, beseeching the unfailing support of that 
same undaunted hand. I refer to no préceding 
Administrations which leaned, and leaned with 
n him, as upon a pillar of immov- 
but I wish to tell the honorable 


one will be shaken in his confidence and attach- 
ment. We shall stand by him let who will de- 
sert, let who will vituperate. g 

But, after all, sir, how little is there, upon 
merely personal considerations and preferences, 
to justify the feelings of anxiety which we can- 
not repress, for the advancement of any man, 
however able, however estimable. We are ad- 


'monished of the frailty of human attachments 


and human hopes. How wise is it that the fu- 
ture is hid from our view; that we cannot lift the 
veil which shuts out from our observation the 
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end of our own bestand wisest exertions! Much 
—how much?—of our ardor might be abated; 
how might our arms be paralyzed, if we could | 
look beyond the present hour, and behold the 
falflment which the fature holds in store! If, 
sir, I could raise this impenetrable curtain, and 
look forward to the fature as F can look back 
upon the past, ardently as I desire, for the good 
of ous common country and for his own fame, 
and much as f would now do to promote the 
elevation of that distinguished statesman to the 
highest places of power, every desire might fail, 
every effort ccase. Yes, sir, if I should see him 
descending from that lofty eminence, sourced, dis- 
appointed, vindictive—forgetful of his own chir- 
acter, and of the friends who had stood by him 
in the hour of need; if I should see the infirmities 
of our nature—the lower and baser passions— 
mastering and expelling all the noble and gen- 
erous properties which I know belong to his 
heart; if l should see him betraying and aban- 
doning the cause which he now upholds, making 
his friends to hang their heads in very shame and 
confusion; I do not say, sir, that I would pray 
Heaven to blast all our efforts in the cause of our 
country; but rather would I see his sun go down 
now, even from its high noon, so that it leave us 
a glorious light to cheer, and animate, and guide, 
and to which we could turn our eyes with high 
and heart-stirring pride; rather would I see this, 
than to behold him putting off the mighty armor ' 
of Achilles, which no man can wear, to act his 
perjured part who by fraud leveled the proud . 
wails of Troy to the dust; rather this, far rather, | 
than to see him lingering on the stage of polit- 
ical action, behind his time—** the derision of his 
enemies, the melancholy pity of his friends.” 


NAVY APPROPRIATIONS. 


SPEECH OF HON. GEORGE EVANS, 
OF MAINE, 


In THE House or REPRESENTATIVES, 
March 15, 1836. 

The bill making appropriations for the naval service being 
under consideration in Committee of the Whole on the | 
state of the Union, the Chairman stated that the question | 
then pending was upon the motion of the gentleman from | 
Tennessee, (Mr. Beut,] to reduce the amount proposed in : 
the bill for improvement and necessary repairs of the navy- 
yard at Portsmouth, New Hampshire, from $67,000 to 
$33,509. 

Mr. EVANS said he was aware that the imme- | 
diate question under discussion was that which | 
had just been propounded by the Chair; and if | 
that had been the only question spoken to in this | 
debate, he should not have troubled the commit- ` 
tee with any remarks upon it. Occasion, how- || 
ever, had been taken to go somewhat at large into | 
the general subject of disbursements of public 
money for national objects; and opinions had 
been expressed as to the operation and tendency 
of the revenue laws of the country, which, though 
stated with great force and ability, and enter- 
tained, he doubted not, with perfect sincerity, 
were, nevertheless, in his judgment, entirely erro- 
neous, and which, therefore, he thought deserving 
some reply. I do not (said Mr. E.) complain of 
the latitude of debate which has been indulged 
in; because, upon great and interesting topics of 
public policy, freedom of discussion ought by no 
means to be restrained. I may, however, be 
allowed to remark, that I do not regard the pres- 
ent occasion the most suitable, under all circum- 
stances, which was likely to occur for so wide 
and general a debate, however important the sub- 
jects which have been drawn into it; inasmuch 
as bills of appropriation for larger sums and much 
greater objects are soon to be brought to our 
notice. 

This is a bill of indispensable necessity and 
urgency. It provides for the payment of the 
officers and seamen of the Navy, of superintend- 
ents, naval constructors, and laborers at the sev- 
eral yards; for supplying provisions, medical and 
hospital stores, clothing, fuel, &c., to those em- 


, proposed. 
\ mates submitted to us 


' for themselves. 


| provement and necessary repairs” at the various | 


navy-yards, for the security, protection, and pres- 
ervation of the valuable property which is there 
deposited. It contains, also, appropriations for 
other objects connected with the naval service, 
deemed of essential importance, and to which 1 
do not know that objections exist in the mind of 
any one. It is, therefore, as I think, one of the 
last bills which ought to be delayed by an extended 
discussion upon general subjects of revenue and 
expenditure, of military and maritime defense, 
and of other topics incidentally cennected with 
them. Each particular item, undoubtedly, ought 
to be well considered and scrutinized; and so far, 
certainly, free and full discussion ought to be 
allowed and encouraged. Nevertheless, as I have 
said, 1 do not complain of the latitude which has ° 
been taken, and shal! be obliged myself to go ` 


somewhat wide of the immediate question which ; 


has been stated. Before, however, proceeding to 
the main purpose for which I have risen, I will 


' submit a brief remark or two in reference to some 


of the items of the bill upon which gentlemen have | 
spoken. Inthe main, unless I derive new inform- 
ation upon the subject, I shall give my support 
to the proposed appropriations. I do not, how- ` 
ever, fall in at all with sentiments, rather thrown 
out than seriously advanced, in the earlier stages 
of the discussion, that estimates from the execu- 
tive departments are to be taken and adopted, and 
appropriations made in accordance with them, 
unless their fallacy can be shown by those who 
object to the expenditure. 

Estimates from competent sources are guides, 
and valuable guides, in forming our opinions, 
and sometimes may be the only guides we pos- 
sess; but we have committees to whose careful 
and rigid scrutiny these estimates are submitted, | 
and who ought to satisfy themselves, and gen- | 
erally do, from all the sources of information 
within their reach, of the accuracy of the esti- 
mate, as well as of the expediency of the measure 
Every member will give to the esti- 

just so much credit, and 
no more, as he thinks they respectively deserve; 
it is, neverthless, his unquestionable right, nay, 
his imperious duty, to be fully satisfied of the 
wisdom and expediency of the measure recom- 
mended, before he assents to the appropriation 
of the money for its execution. It was, therefore, 
I hold, no unreasonable call upon the Committee 


; on Naval Affairs, some time ago, for minute in- 


formation of the specific improvements and re- 
pairs, and the necessity for them, designed to be 
accomplished at the navy-yard in Portsmouth. 
How far that call has been satisfactorily answered, 
by reference to the estimates of the Navy com- | 
missioners, gentlemen will, of course, determine 

í My honorable colleague, the 

chairman of the committee, [Mr. Janvrs,| L doubt | 
not, is prepared with the minutest information 

that may be desired. For myself, Mr. Chairman, ' 


| I may say that I repose as much confidence, nay, | 
more, in the recommendations and estimates from 


that source than from any other branch of the | 
public service. The Navy furnishes as much of 
liberal, disinterested, and patriotic devotion to the - 
interests of the country, unswayed by other and 


munity whatever. The nature of the profession ` 
itself tends to expand the mind to an enlarged | 
view of national policy as affected by a naval - 
establishment; and its distinguished officers, I: 
am sure, are above all local or selfish considera- | 
tions. They are not apt to swerve from their | 
own conceptions of public duty, to gratify any | 
controlling power; nor are they seeking prefer- ; 
ment and emolument in civil life, fawning round | 
the doors of Executive patronage, and adopting 
such opinions as may suit the interest of others | 
to impose upon them. Recommendations and | 
estimates from this source come to me, therefore, 


perceive nothing in the 
that confidence. 
Something was said by an honorable friend | 
over the way [Mr. Everert] of the expediency 
of abandoning, altogether, the navy-yard now | 
existing at Portsmouth; and, therefore, of with- | 


ployed in the public service, and to whom we are 
under the obligations of contract to make pay- 
ment and furnish supplies in the manner pro- 
-posed by the bill. It further provides ‘‘ for im- | 


holding any appropriation for its improvement | 
and repair. Others have spoken of the propriety | 
of reducing the number of the navy-yards, by 


selfish considerations, as any class of the com- | 


present instance to shake || 


l! abandoning not only this, but several others, 
Upon this question I have hardly formed an 
opinion. Many considerations pertain to it; and 
its deep importance forbids a hasty determina- 
tion. Mach will be due to the results of experi- 
ence; to the judgment of naval and scientific 
men, and of those most skilled in matters of this 
description. Some gentlemen have supposed 
that two yards of construction would be sufficient 
forall our wants. Evidently there ought not to 
be so few that, in case of war, any naval force 
that the occan bears up could effectually blockade 
the whole, and that the destruction of a sinele 
one would be attended with great and disastrous 
consequences. But, sir, we are to take things 
as we find them. The navy-yards are now in 
existence, established by law, and holding large 
amounts of public property. If there be too 
many, or if any of them be located at an improper 
place, abolish those which are unnecessary, by 
all means; but do it by a law for that particular 
purpose. So long as they are in cxistence, must 
we not preserve them, improve them, repair 
them? Shall the timber and other materials on 
hand be suffered to decay, and the works fall in 
ruins, for the want of adequate protection, because 
doubts may exist in some minds whether we have 
not more yards than are necessary? If it were 
so in truth, the remedy is not to break down or 
wear them out, by the indirect mode of with- 
holding appropriations; but by a law, duly con- 
sidered, having the concurrence of all branches 
of Government, to reduce the number, and at the 
same time to provide for the security and pres- 
ervation of the property placed within them. 
Inasmuch as the existing yards were established 
upon mature deliberation, by those competent to 
judge, and who had been invested with the 
power, they ought not, in my judgment, to be 
i abandoned but upon mature deliberation also, 
and a clear conviction that they are not essential 
to the interest of the country. I would not, 
however, make large and permanent improve- 
ments at any one, so long as a serious and well- 
founded intention existed of attempting its aban- 
donment, and while it might be regarded an 
unsettled question whether it should be continued 
‘or not. These are some of the general principles 


i 


_ which seem to me proper to be regarded in coming 
; to a conclusion upon the various items of the bill 


under consideration. 
An objection was made in some quarter of the 


| House, a few days ago, to the continuance of the 
‘ navy-yard at Portsmouth, founded on its vicinity 


to that established at Charlestown, it being sup- 
posed that both are not necessary within the short 
space of sixty miles. If it were so, the ques- 
tion would then arise, which of them ought to 
be abandoned? My honorable colleague [Mr. 
Smit) repelled this objection by referring to the 
long extent of coast eastward of Portsmouth, 
which was almost wholly without defense, and 
which he thought ought to be taken into account 
in computing the proper distances for naval sta- 
tions. This proceeds upon the idea that a navy- 
yard is a work of defense and protection—which 
: most clearly it is not. It is rather a means of 
_ weakness; in other words, it invites attack—it 
requires to be defended, instead of furnishing de- 
fense; and I imagine it will be found that appro- 
priations for fortifications have been much greater 
at points where navy-yards exist, from that very 
circumstance, than would otherwise have been 
made. A member from New Hampshire [Mr. 
Cusuman] spoke the other day upon the import- 
ance of retaining the present establishment at 
Portsmouth, because it was a safe harbor, free 
| from ice in the coldest seasons, and always ac- 
| cessible; and he supposed a case of a national 
ship returning from abroad in midwinter, chased 
by a superior force, which might be captured or 


i 


i 
i 


. : | destroyed i ecessible 
with strong claims to my confidence; and I can ` a ea ae suum ag Oa 


‘at that inclement period. In the case put, I see 
| no particular reason why the vessel might not as 


|; well seek shelter in Portsmouth harbor, were no 


| navy-yard there, as if there was one. No abso- 
i lute necessity requires a ship-of-war to enter a 
port where a navy-yard is located, particularly 1 
| the purpose be to seek protection. It may be o 
convenience to do so; but the argument, carrie 
out, would go the length of maintaining that there 
should be many more navy-yards than now exists 
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if we are to provide for every supposable case 
of contingency or convenience. The waters of | 
Portsmouth harbor will be as deep and unob- 
structed in winter without the yard as with it, | 
and will furnish as safe a retreat. È notice these 
arguments, Which [ deem untenable, not because 
Tam opposed to the continuance of the navy- 
yard at Portsmouth, but for the reason that I 
shall hereatter have occasion to submit some ob- 
servations upon what [consider the true and only 
principle which ought to prevail in determining 
the location of public works designed for the ben- 
efitand protection of the whole country, and be- 
cause, also, arguments similar to these have been 
used in regard to other places, which I may also 
notice before I close. A navy-yard of construc- 
tien, Where ships-of-war of various classes are 
built and repaired, is one thing; and a naval depot, 
where they may be ficted out, and perhaps slightly 
repaired also, where they may enter for protection 
or other purposes, is another thing. Probably 
more establishments of the latter, and fewer of the 
former kind, may be found expedient; but upon 
these topics I hold myself uncommitted until some 
definite proposition is offered, when it will become 
my duty, as well as that of others, to be pos- 
sessed of all the information essential to a just 
decision of it. 

Mr. Chairman, dismissing,with these remarks, 
the particular subjects presented in the bill under 
consideration, I come to the chief purpose for 
which I have risen; and that is, to notice some 
of the arguments used by my honorable and elo- 
quent friend from South Carolina, {Mr. Tuomp- 
son,] against the system of disbursements gen- 
erally, and which, in his judgment, justifies the 
withholding further appropriations, until a rad- 
ical change be effected in the policy hitherto 
observed. I shall speak of the general scope and 
spirit of his argument, rather than follow the 
minute details upon which it is founded; because, 
even if his calculations of past and proposed ex- 
penditures be correct, they do not, in my opinion, 
furnish just ground for the course he indicates, 
nor a firm basis for our future policy. The hon- 
orable gentleman contends, if I do not entirely 
misconceive him, that the whole past policy of | 
the Government in regard to its disbursements, 
has been unequal, unjust, and oppressive; draw- 
ing almost its entire revenue from one section of - 
the Union, thereby impoverishing and exhausting 
it,and pouring down its fertilizing showers upon 
another, which is daily growing richer and more 
verdant under its benign influences. The Gov- 
ernment, he says, visits one region only as a tax- 
gatherer, levying reluctant contributions with 
unrelaxing severity; while to another it goes as 
a beneficent dispenser of benefits and favors. 
This is an injustice which he contends no free 
people ought to submit to, and which, when the 
facta are understood as they will be understood, 
he says they will not submit to. It is no Gov- 
ernment for them; slaves to such oppression they 
will not be; liberty is the greatest object of their 
desire; and liberty they will have even at the 
hazard of the Union. Sr, I had indulged the 
hope that the period for discussion and sentiments 
like these had passed away, never to return; that 
the clouds which once lowered upon us had been 
dispersed, and in the ‘bosom of the ocean 
buried ?” Nothing, surely, is more to be depre- 
cated than discussions of a geographical and 
local character. They lead to no good, they 
engender much of evil feeling, and I cannot but- 
think we should better serve the cause of our 
country by efforts to allay popular excitement, 
than by fanning up the flames of discord; by | 
striving to increase the confidence and the affec- | 
tion of the people towards our institution of gov- 
ernment, and pointing them to the blessings it 
confers, than by furnishing motives and incen- 
tives to disunion and disaffection, and weaken- . 
ing the hold which they have upon the perpe- | 
tuity of the Union. I presume not, however, to 
judge for others. My honorable friend, I have 
not the slightest doubt, entertains the opinions he 
has expressed, with the most undoubting convic- 
tion of their truth, and in all sincerity; certainly 
he has stated them with great fairness and ability. 
But the more sincercly they are cherished, and 
the more ably vindicated, so much the more 
dangerous do they become, and the more import- 


' privilege of importation. 
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ant is it to examine them, and to refute them, if 
it may be done in the same spirit of candor and 
sincerity. 

The first position which has been taken is, that 
the South pays a very large proportion of all the 
revenues of the country. This is founded on the 
assumed fact that it produces almost the entire 
amount of the exports which go in exchange for 
the imported articles upon which customs are 
levied. The doctrine is not new upon this floor, 
although it is somewhat new tothe world. It is 
the discovery of our times, called out by peculiar 
emergencies for a particular crisis of affairs, and, 
having answered its end, had passed away, I 
supposed, not to be again revived. I have heard 
it maintained with transcendent ability in this 
Hall, but never without being refuted. ‘Practical 
statesmen, financiers, writers on political econ- 
omy, of any reputation, nowhere within my 
knowledge adopt the theory which forms the basis 
of the assumption. The doctrine I had thought 
to be well established, that the consumer pays 
the duty; that it incorporates itself with, and 
forms a part of, the cost of the article upon 
which it is levied. The argument upon the other 
side is, that the producer—the grower of that 
which goes abroad to purchase a foreign com- 
modity—whether he send it or not, or whether 
he receives its return or not, in reality pays the 
duty upon importations. It is said that he re- 
ceives for his productions just so much less by 
the amount of duty than he would receive if no 
duty were imposed upon the foreign importation. 
It is very true, sir, that all we receive from abroad 
we must pay for in productions of our own—the 
fruits of our own labor upon the land or the 
ocean, in the forest or the field. If my honorable 
friend is the grower of a hundred dollars’ worth 


of cotton, which he exports to procure his sup- : 


lies, and I am the grower, so to speak, of a 
unaced dollars’ worth of money, which F send 
for the same purpose, or which I pay him for an 
equal amount of cotton, are we both not taxed 
alike upon the return of our adventure? Has he 

aid the duties upon my goods as well as upon 
fa own? When Government has levied its con- 
tributions, have I more left than he has? But it 
has been said, his cotton would be worth more 
abroad, would bring him larger returns, but for 
the duty. Would not my money also? We both 
want articles of foreign growth, which we im- 
port, and both must pay Government for the 
In what way we pay 
the foreigner who raised or manufactured them 
is not material to the question, unless it can be 
shown that his productions, and not mine, are 
depreciated in value abroad, by reason of the duty 
payable here. Now, sir, the value abroad of the 
productions of the South is not, as it seems clear 
to me, affected by the revenue laws of this coun- 
try. Value depends upon demand and supply; 
upon the state of the market at home and abroad; 
upon foreign competition. Is the coiton in the 
warehouse at Charleston worth any less because 
it is destined for Europe, than it would be if des- 
tined for the factories of New England? Is it 
worth any less in Liverpool or Havre, because 
we impose duties upon English and French fab- 
rics, than similar cotton from Egypt or South 
America, where no duties, or much less duties, 
may be required ? 


Ido not design, sir, to go into the argument of : 


this complicated question, which is large enough 
and broad enough of itself for more time than I 
intend to occupy. The honorable gentleman did 
not himself argue it, although he reiterated it 


` many times, and in various forms of expression. 


All I wish to be understood to say is, that just so 
often, and with just so much of sincerity and con- 
fidence as he repeated it, and in just so many 
forms and modes, I deny it. It is a doctrine 


which has not been, and, in my judgment, cannot | 


be, maintained. As to the argument, that, even 
if the Northern sections, as consumers, do pay 
their just proportion of the revenue derived from 
customs, it is compensated and made up to them 
in the profits derived from the protection given to 
their manufactures, and that the unjust and un- 
equal operation is thus continued, I have to say, 
that this opens the whole question of the effect 


and operation of protective laws, whichisanother . 
-and a distinct question, and depends upon other 


considerations. Ido not understand that the gen- 
tleman, or anybody clse, proposes to modify the 
law regulating the tariff of duties. Should that 
become a matter of discussion, | think it may be 
demonstrated, as it has been before, that the oper- 
ation is not such as is supposed, nor to the extent 
that has been attributed to it; and that the South 
has no just grounds of complaint that especial 
favor has been shown to the North. But I forbear 
also to tread upon that ground. The occasion 
does not require it. The honorable gentleman 
has spoken of the public lands as a source of 
revenue; and he declares that this is **a revenue 
derived exclusively from the South and West;”’ 
that it is a perpetual drain upon their resources, 
exhausting and impoverishing in its effects; that 
ı they cannot endure this ‘eternal depletion,” and 
; do not deserve to be free if they do. Sir, I con- 
' fess myself nota little surprised at this statement, 
, and no less so at the argument which is founded 
upon it, and the remedy proposed for evils im- 
` agined to exist. Isit true, sir, that the South and 
West are thus drained and exhausted? Do they 
furnish all the money which goes into the Treas- 
ury from the sales of the public lands? Where 
do they getit? The domain, I am aware, is sit- 
uated in the South and West; but do the pur- 
chasers therefore belong to these regions? Are 
not the land offices open to all the citizens of the 
United States? The truth undoubtedly is, that 
active emigration is, and for along time has been, 
going on from the old and settled States to the 
new. They furnish not only the money to buy 
the land, but the men to cultivate it, and are 
themselves drained, so far as this goes, in both 
ways. So far from its being the fact that the 
West is drained of its money, it is constantly 
receiving large, very large, accessions of capital 
and wealth from the older regions. Property is 
continually going in search of new investments— 
is transferred every day from the cities, from the 
middle and northern States, to the West, to be 
there used and employed. Of the extensive pur- 
chases, too, made by speculators, a share—and 
I believe a considerable share—of the means is 
furnished by other sections of the country. Un- 
doubtedly, emigration takes place from the older 
planting States of the South to newer and more 
fertile lands in that section, and probably carries 
away both men and money; but what then? Is 
Government thereby draining and exhausting the 
State? Individuals, seeking to improve their con- 
dition, do and will go, and ought to go, where 
their interest dictates; where they can better pro- 
' mote their happiness. Large fortunes have been 
accumulated in the productive lands of Alabama, 
: Mississippi, Louisiana, and Florida; and proba- 
bly by emigrants from the Carolinas and Georgia. 
: They have purchased at a very low rate, and far 
below its real value, some of the richest land the 
sun shines upon. Has Government, by thus 
parting with its domain, impoverished anybody? 
has it been unjust or oppressive? has it inflicted 
any evil, for which it ought to make restitution? 
: And what is the remedy contemplated for the 
supposed injury? Nothing less, indeed, than that 
| Government shall restore the money to the re- 
gions from which it has been drawn, by disburse- 
ments and expenditures, to connteract the ex- 
haustion said to be experienced by this process 
of acquiring valuable domain for an inadequate 
price. The proposition seems to be to give to 
the States, in some shape, where the territory 
lies, all which they have paid in procuring a 
| property worth much more than they pay for it. 
i Pndoed, sir, that is a mode of distribution I shall 
| hardly be willing to agree to. Emigration is 
‘| going on, and will go on; capital and property 
‘are constantly passing and repassing; and we 
have not the means, and ought not to have the 
desire, to restrain its freedom. . 
| The people ought to be left free to seek their 
- own comforts and welfare. If they purchase and 
'; settle our lands, they receive a liberal sum for 
the money thcy pay; their condition is improved, 
and their wealth increased. itis a strange doc- 
trine that while individuals are enriched, towns 
` are growing up, rivers and channels of commu- 
nication are being opened, and population out: 
running all calculation, the country itself it 
drained and impoverished. No, sir, the tide of 
; wealth is setting the other way. The aspiring, 
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enterprising, } ; 
sieps westward, carrying with them property 
and skill and industry and the means of accumu- 
lating wealth. But, if it were true, as the gen- 
tleman contends, that the chief, almost the total 
amount of the receipts into the Treasury is 
derived from the South, or the South and the 
‘West together—what then? Whose is it? Is it 
not a common Treasury Is it not the money 
of the whole country? Must it not be disbursed 
for the common defense, the general welfare, the 
public interests? The mode of raising it may be 
wrong, and if so, correct it; but, having been 
raised, is it not the money of the whole nation? 
Surely it is. How is it to be expended? how 
used? The honorable gentleman has laid down 
a principle, to which he seems to attach great 
value, and which would obviate, ina considerable 
degree, the oppression now experienced. It is, 


that the disbursements of the public money should , 


be equal in the various sections of the Union. 
The middle and northern States he regards as a 
“favored region,” wherein by far the largest 
disbursements are made; while the South has had 
comparatively few returns from the vast amount 
it has contributed. How is this idea of equality 
of disbursements to be carried out? By what 
rule? According to geographical extent of coun- 
try, which at one time seemed to be uppermost 
in the mind of my eloquent friend, or according 
to population, to Federal numbers, or to the 
amount paid by each into the Treasury? Sir, | 
there is but a single rule to be adopted upon this 
subject. It is to make the expenditures precisely 
there, and nowhere else, where the public ext- 
gencies, the public interests, the public security — 
require them to be made. If a fortification is 
wanted, it must be built where it is wanted, where | 
the national defense requires it to be; and not 
where the rule of equality of distribution would 
locate it. So of a navy-yard, a harbor, or any 
other work of national importance. As to the 
precise point where they should be, even upon 
these principles, undoubtedly opinions would 


vary; but, like all other subjects of legislation, it | 


must be decided by those to whom the decision 
is intrusted. The duty imposed upon us by the 
Constitution is to provide for the defense of the 
whole country; and it can only be discharged by 
securing those points where defense is required. 
Are we quite sure this can be done, if we are 
trammeled by the rule of equal distribution? 
The gentleman seems to me to reverse the relative 
order of means and objects. He regards the dis- 
bursement of the money as the object to be gained, 
and the construction of works of defense as only 


the means of its accomplishment; whereas the | 
true and sole object is to provide for the defense | 


and welfare of the country, the expenditure of 
the money being merely incidental and auxiliary. 
To what extent is this rule of equality of distribu- 
tion to be carried? Will you refuse to erect a 
fort or to establish a navy-yard in one section, 
however loudly demanded by the public interests, 
unless you also inake a corresponding disburse- 
ment in another, where nu public exigency re- 
quires it? No one will contend for this. Equality 
or inequality of disbursements has, in my mind, 
exceedingly little weight; and, indeed, I doubt 
whether it ought to be considered at all. Show 
me in what spot the public interests, the national 
welfare, require an expenditure, and I stop not 
to add up how much has already been expended 
in that section. If enough has not been expended 
to accomplish the permanent objects of national 
security and welfare, more must be granted. On 
the other hand, although you cannot demonstrate 
that another section has received little or nothing, 
yet, unless you also demonstrate that a work of 
public importance is demanded by a regard to 
public interest, I move not an inch to accomplish 
it. 

I desire, sir, as much as anybody,a system of 
equal defenses, of general and common protec- 
tion; but that by no means involves equality of 
expenditure. Some portions of the country, 
larger, and it may be more valuable also, may 
possibly be protected with much smaller disburse- 
ments than others of far less consequence. Shall 
pot the jess important be secured, because the 
would thereby receive a disproportionate expend- 
iture? It is by all means desirable ta provide a 


and ambitious are bending their |! 


| 
‘only consideration fit to be weighed is that of, 
` public exigency. Equality of disbursements will | 
form no part of the motive with me. IT look upon | 
the country as one,as a whole, and I wish to 
preserve and protect it as a whole, leaving no part 
-exposed, and making no unnecessary defenses 
merely to preserve a relative proportion in ex- 
penditures of public money. With these prin- 
ciples in view, I will proceed to examine some 
other sentiments of the honorable member, to 
ascertain how far his grounds of complaint are 
tenable. He has prepared with great industry 
(and Idoubt not its correctness) a schedule of 
the expenditures now proposed to be made in the 
different sections of the country; and he objects 
to them, and will retain his hold upon the Treas- 
ury with a miser’s grasp, because the contem- 
plated disbursements do not conform to the stand- 
ard of equality of disbursements. Much the 
larger proportion, he says, is to be expended 
North. It may be so. I have not taken the 
trouble to go over the various estimates and bills 
to ascertain whether it be so or not, for the plain 
reason that, in my view, it is wholly immaterial. 
Will the honorable gentleman point me to any 
one object proposed to be accomplished at the 
North, which is unnecessary—which is not de- 
manded by a just regard to the public interests? -| 
If so, Igo with him against it. Will he show me | 
one object not provided for at the South justly |. 


| deserving attention? I will bear him company 


‘in support of it. But the honorable member does | 

ı not attempt this. I have heard no objections to | 
the works proposed in “the favored region,” | 
other than the inequality of disbursements. If, 

, then, they be unobjectionable in themselves, why | 

ea make them? As to the objects which he | 
enumerates as fit to be accomplished at the South, | 
| 

i 


I must remark that the leading inducement seems | 
still to be equality of expenditure. Let me ex- 
amine this principle a little further. A navy- 
yard at Pensacola is an object which the gentle- 
man urged with more zeal than any other; he 
said it would require about three million dollars 
to place it upon the same footing with that of 
!, Massachusetts. Ought it, therefore, to be done? 
|| Ought the three millions to be expended? Such 
|| seemed to be the conclusion. Well, sir, we have 
‘| had, and may have again, vessels of war on the 
|, lakes, and probably navy-yards also, to some 
‘extent. Will the honorable member vote to ex- 
| pend three millions for a dry-dock and a navy- 
‘yard on the shores of Lake Erie? It willequalize 
|! disbursements. Will he vote for it? Surely not. 
E ask him, why not? His answer I can very 
| readily anticipate; because we shall never have 
occasion for such an establishment there; no 
public exigency requires it. The answer would 
be perfectly satisfactory. But, sir, if we must 
expend money at Pensacola because we have |! 
| done so at Charlestown, why not on Lake Erie 
because we have done so at Pensacola? 

Mr. THOMPSON said he regretted to see the || 
| gentleman spending his powers upon arguments 
he had not used. He argued upon the atility of 
the establishment at Pensacola. He contended 
for an equality of disbursments only where it was 
practicable. 

Mr. EVANS. Iam aware the gentleman urged 
the utility of the establishment at Pensacola, and 
if that had been his only argument, I should not 
have noticed it. i 
| Sionsare strongly in favor of the Pensacola nav 
yard to some extent, but I am not entirely satis- |, 
‘fied as to what extent. The subject is one of 

deep importance, and ought to be well considered. 
But the honorable gentleman certainly laid great 
stress on the other consideration; and I must sa 
I thought it the leadin y 
in his whole speech. 
equality of distribution, ‘so far as practicable!’? 
I think, sir, that surrenders the whole question 
The limitation, if I comprehend it, destroys the 
rule. How is it practicable to regard it in any 
case? If all the honorable member mean 
we ought to erect a work here, which the public 
exigency demands, because we have erected one 
there, which it equally demanded, I agree with 


y- 


sis, that |; 


e The system 
would regulate itself, and the disbursements 
would of necessity be unequal, I apprehend. 
The honorable member spoke of the various 
works already existing at the North, for which no 
corresponding establishments had been placed at 
the South. Did he show, or attempt to show, that 
the public exigency requires them there? But, 
sir, | do not think the distribution quite so un- 
equal as he seemed to suppose. There are two 
armories, one in Massachusetts and the other in 
Virginia—one north and the other south. Are 
they improperly located? Do they subserve the 
interests of the country? Nothing is said upon 
these topics; they are not objected to at all; but 


' the gentleman says three more ought to be estab- 


| an invasion will be most likely to occur. 


“interior St hapa 
and preponderating idea |; rior State, scarcely approachable by a 4 
e says now he contends for |) 


him, but not for the reason assigned. I would 
ı erect it because the public exigency demands it, 


lished—one in the West, one on the line between 
North and South Carolina, and one in Georgia. 
I ask, why three more should be established ? 
Are not the arms wanted for public service sup- 
plied rapidly enough? Are the present estabe 
lishments insufficient to meet the wants of the 
country? If so, may it not be better to enlarge 
them than to erect new ones? These questions 
have not been considered at all, and no answer 
has beem given to them. Again: is it not worth 
an inquiry whether the southern points which 
have been designated are favorable for such a 
manufacture? Do private establishments exist 
there already? I hear nothing on these topics. 
Favorable positions for any particular manufac- 
ture are generally first sought out by private en- 
terprise. Government can hardly be expected to 
carry on a manufacture, either of ships or arms, 
or anything else, economically and conveniently, 
where private efforts have either failed or found 
no inducement to make the experiment. Is it 
que clear, then, that the interest of the country— 

lay out of view sectional and local interests— 
would be promoted, in any degree, by an attempt 
to establish manufactories, either of ships or mu- 
nitions of war, where the sharp-sighted sagacity 
of individual interest has never yet discovered the 
means of prosecuting them successfully. 

The honorable member further complains of 
favoritism shown to the northern section, in the 
distribution of the existing arsenals thoughout 
the country. He has, however, fallen into error in 
supposing that there are twelve upon the north 


_ Atlantic,and but one on the south. Arsenals have 
` been established at various places, which I wilt 


name: one in each of the States of Maine, Ver- 
mont, and Massachusetts; two in New York, 
and two in Pennsylvania; and these are all that 
can be justly chargeable to the North. Indeed, 
one of those in Pennsylvania, at Pittsburg, 18 a 
western location, and for the benefit of the West. 
Only six, therefore, are Jocated on the north At- 
lantic. There is also an arsenal in each of the 
States of Maryland, Virginia, Georgia, Alabama, 
and Louisiana, in the District of Columbia, and 
in Florida; and a depot of arms at Charleston, 
South Carolina. The remaining arsenals are 10 
Kentucky, Missouri, and Michigan. In tannins 
the eye over the map of the country, and consid- 


D { | ering the purposes for which arsenals are estab- 
I yield to it. My own impres- || l mers ; 


ished as mere places of deposit of arms, can It 
be said that the public interests have been in- 
juriously neglected, or that sectional preferences 
have been shown? Arms, when wanted, will of 


course be wanted at or near the frontiers, where 
n 


from any quarter, can, In the nature of the case, 
have very little occasion fora large military depot. 
But, without pursuing the subject further, can 1t 


: be shown that any unnecessary establishments 


exist, or that important ones have been omitted? 
Until this be done the charges of favoritism to- 
wards the North seem to me to have very little 
foundation to rest upon. The gentleman has 
referred to various other objects on which the 
public money has been expended; and has ex- 
hibited schedules, showing how large a propor- 
tion goes to the same section. Among others, he 
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sets down a half million or more of dollars for l! doubtless intended to have its effect with Con- 


provisions; a considerable sum for medicines, for 
ordnance stores; and $295,000 for ‘miscellaneous 
items. Why are these, and various similar 
expenditures, called northern expenditures? Pro- 
visions, for instance—how are they procured? By 
contract. Bids are received from all persons dis- 
posed to offer. The South is not excluded from 
competition; and, if it will supply the demand 
upon equally favorable terms, it will receive its 
just proportion. If it be found that articles of 
this description are generally procured at the 
North, undoubtedly it is because they can be 
much more advantageously supplied from that 
quarter. The South, to some extent, is a pur- 
chaser for its own consumption, instead of having 
the means of supplying others. Itdoes, however, 
furnish a fo of the provisions used in the 
Navy;andthe West supphes much more. Every- 
thing wanted in the Navy, or in the public ser- 
vice, will, of course,and must be procured where 
itis to be had. North Carolina furnishes, of its 
own productions, no small amount; other south- 
ern States and Territories supply most of the 
timber. An efort was made sometime ago, and 
by none more strenuously than by northern men, 
to introduce cotton canvas into use in our ships- 
of-war, and to some extent, I believe, success- 
fully. This is a southern production, and the 
North certainly never resisted it because of its 
local origin. It is obviously impossible to adopt 
any rule of equalizing expenditures of this descrip- 
tion. There is but one safe and proper mode of 
proceeding, and that is, to procure the supplics 
of every description just where they can most 
advantageously be had. Sir, I could follow the 
gentleman through many other items which he 
sets down as northern disbursements, and could 
show the fallacy of regarding them in that light. 
But, unless the objects to be accomplished are 
shown to be wrong, or that they can be better 
promoted elsewhere; unless the thing to be done 
ought not to be done, shall we omit it because 
it would involve expenditures atthe North? If, 
the country requires it at our hands, shall we fail | 
to do it? Shall we neglect public interests because | 
we find it impracticable to gratify local desires? | 
Among the objects to be accomplished at the 


South, before the honorable gentleman will con- | 
sent to any further disbursements from the Treas- , 


ury, he has named a navy-yard at Charleston, 
South Carolina; and it may be proper to saya 
word or two in this connection upon that subject. 
Is a navy-yard required there? I do not say that 
itis not; but what are the proofs of it? What 
necessity appears to demand it? A report favor- 
able to the object was made by the Naval Com- 
mittee two years ago, and a petition has lately 
been presented from that city, soliciting its ac- 
complishment. In both I find valuable informa- 
tion, but scarcely anything of that very consider- 
tion which alone has weight in my mind—the 
publicexigency. Does the country need another 
navy-yard, and one at that port? That is the 
question. It has been shown in the papers I 
refer to, that there is a good harbor; a channel, 
if not quite deep enough now, capable of being 
made so; laborers and manufactures of all sorts, 
and seamen always to be had. So far, so good. 
With these opportunities and facilities for spend- 
ing money, comes in the argument of equalizing 
disbursements. 

It strikes me as not a little remarkable that we ; 
are called on by petition to constructa navy-yard. 
Were it a work of defense, like a fortification, it 
would be obviously right for a people or com- | 
munity to represent their defenseless condition, | 
and solicit protection. But a petition to those 
intrusted with the administration of the Govern- 
ment, and who are supposed to know what is. 
required by a just regard to the interests of the | 


country, from a single city, for such an object, is 


somewhat of a novelty. It is founded, and pro- 
ceeds altogether, on the idea of the local advant- 
age to accrue from it; and, indeed, that object is 
pretty plainly avowed in the po instance. | 
An argument very similar to this attracted my 

notice, some days ago, in favor of the continu- | 
ance of the yard at Portsmouth. ) 
the Globe introductory to an article copied 
a New Hampshire paper, at the request of some | 
one who felt an interest in the subject, and was | 


gress in deciding that question. The argument 
was this: the navy-yard at Portsmouth ought 
not to be abandoned, because—why? Because 
that town had given a Democratic majority ever 
since 1823, and had stood firm during the period 
of the alarm which so extensively prevailed two 
years since, growing out of the removal of the 
deposits. That is the argument; and one hardly 
knows what emotion to feel—indignation at the 
profligacy of the sentiment, or pity for the miser- 
able fatuity of intellect which conceived it. Sir, 
if not only the officers, the stations of influence 
and emolument, are to be bartered away for party 
support, and as rewards and spoils to servile fol- 
lowers, but the great measures of policy, the 
leading interests of the country, are to be swayed 
and influenced by such considerations, f amalmost 
ready to say with the gentleman, ‘‘this is no 
Government for us.” Tadmit, sir, that the argu- 
mentin favor of Charleston rises one grade higher, 
but still it is founded on sectional, local, personal 
interests. Itis for the accommodation of Charles- 
ton, and the people of Charleston. I beg not to 
be understood as expressing opposition to the 
establishment of a navy-yard in South Carolina, 
for I feel none. Iam only combatting some of 
the reasons which have been urged in its behalf, 
and which, I think, should have no influence 
whatever onthe question. As tothe necessity of 
another dry-dock at the South, orelsewhere, Lam 
not sufficiently informed ; butif it is wanted only 
to equalize disbursements, even that object would 
hardly be accomplished. Much would still be 
furnished by the North. The very materials of 
which it would be constructed, if not much of the 
labor and scientific skill employed upon it, would 
be drawn from the same region, as was the case 
in relation to that at Gosport; and this single fact 
shows how impossible it is to make equal dis- 
bursements. Whenever attempted, it must fail. 

I pass now, Mr. Chairman, to another object 


‘whereon large amounts have already been ex- 


pence: and the estimates for which are said to 
monstrously unequal. I mean fortifications. 
Where ought they to be established? What con- 
sideration ought to prevail in determining their 
location? Will anybody pretend that equality 
of disbursements ought to have any weight in 
settling this question? I imagine not. The prom- 
inent considerations to be regarded are: 1. The 
exposure; the liability to invasion; and the con- 
sequences, more or less gencral, of a successful 


invasion. 2. The practicability of defense, within |: 
any just adaptation of means to objects fit to be ` 


accomplished. Other considerations might be 
stated. Will it be pretended that, upon these 
principles, any of the fortifications already erect- 
ed, or which are proposed to be erected, are use- 
less and unnecessary? If it be true that the 


_North has reccived a larger proportion of dis- 


bursements, (and I shall presently show that it 
is not,) has it been from any spirit of favoritism 
to that region, or from the absolute necessity of 
the case? What is the general character of the 
whole northern coast? Is it no: peenliarly liable 
to invasion—easy of access? Its deep waters, 
bold navigation, numerous bays, harbors, inlets, 
estuaries, afford ample opportunities for fleets to 
ride in security, and penetrate the country at in- 
numerable points. It is, therefore, a coast par- 


ticularly exposed to invasion by a maritime ' 


Power. Why, sir, in the State of Maine alone, 
there are more harbors, more accessible points, 
exposed to the incursions of a naval force, than 


in the whole thousand miles from here to Florida |, 

Point. What would be the consequences of suc- | 

cessful invasions upon a coast studded with rich | 
' cities, prosperous villages, manufacturing estab- ;. 
lishments, and a numerous and dense population; 
whose waters are covered with innumerable ves- | 
sels bearing the fruits of labor and industry? Is: 
it not to be expected—is it not an imperious duty 


of Government to fortify and protect such a coast? 
Has it been done extravagantly or wastefully? 


. Now, sir, as tothe southern Atlantic coast, its 


It appeared in |: ] a 1 
from |! accessible harbors or rivers, can it be necessary | 


| 
i 
| 


geographical character furnishes, in a great de- 
gree, protection against invasion. With shallow 


waters, difficult and dangerous navigation, few `| 


to erect fortifications upon the same scale as a! 


different coast requires? Has it not been suffi- 


r = 


ciently defended? These are the truc points to 
be considered. Regard is to be had also to the 
consequences of the occupation of any particular 
post by an enemy. 

If I were disposed to complain—indced, I am 
disposed, and mean to do so, if semething forthe 
defense of Maine, the most exposed and the least 
fortified of any State in the Union, is net done— 
I might institute a comparison, showing how 
much has been done elsewhere, and how little 
there. The reason for its neglect so long has 
probably been an apprehension that an invasion, 
however harassing to Maine itsclf, would nut be 
scriously annoying to the country atlarge. Many 
ports and places, of greater consequence in them- 
selves than others which have been much more 
fortified elsewhere, exist in Maine; and yet Í can 
well conceive their capture would be attended 
' with less serious consequences to the country 

generally. Newport, for instance, from its cen- 
tral position in relation to other important places, 
is a most important station, and its occupation 
by an enemy in time of war would be the means 
of great annoyance and distress. Key West, of 
little consequence alone, yet from its command- 
ing position is of indispensable importance. 
Considerations of this sortare all to be weighed 
in determining this general system of defensc; 
and, in this view, can it be pretended that an 
undue proportion of works of this description 
has been located on the northern coast? Let us 
consider, sir, what has in fact becn done, and I 
apprehend gentlemen will find the results not pre- 
cisely what they anticipate. Let us see whether 
it be true that the South has received nothing; 
whether it be indeed the vast ocean from which 
this great central sun draws up all the vapors that 
descend in fertilizing showers exclusively upon 
the barren fields of the North? Very little, sir, 
as we all know, was done prior to the last war in 
erecting fortifications upon the sea-board. The 
system, now in process of being executed, was 
commenced and has grown up since that period, 
In order to show the disparity in the amounts 
i already expended, and proposed to be expended, 
in the two sections of the country, the honorable 
| gentleman has made such a division of the coast 
as to throw Virginia into the north Atlantic 
| region, instead of the southern, where it appro- 
i| priately belongs—appropriately, so far as the 
|| unequal and exhausting operation of Government 
‘|is concerned. Virginia has always been one of 
|; the complaining States. It resisted the tariff. It 
is one of the producing States, and in all respects 
situated like South Carolina, so fur as the prin- 
ciples in issue ure concerned, except that it has 
received very large disbursements. In my view 
of the subject, I shall regard it as a southern 
State; and, in truth, Maryland ought also to be 
so considered. 

At the first session of the Twenty-First Con- 
gress, a statement of all the expenditures upon 
fortifications since 1815 was submitted to Con- 
gress, and is among our documents. Up to 1820 
the expenditures were very near $3,000,000, the 
larger portion of which, by far, was made at the 
South. From 1820 to 1830, beyond which the 
tables do not extend, the expenditure, South, for 
| fortifications, was $4,175,953; and, in the same 
i period, North, but $1,112,568. But, sir, I have 
| a more full and satisfactory statement than this, 
‘coming down to the present period, obtained 
from authentic sources, and entitled to credit. It 
is “a statement showing the amount expended 
on the fortifications of the United States from the 
year 1812 to the year 1835, inclusive, including 
ihe unexpended balances of appropriations for 
works not finished.” It shows all that has been 
done--and what is the result? Upon works 
‘ North, including Maryland, the expenditure has 
‘ been $3,447,772 44; upon the South Atlantic, it 

has been $4,547,951 55; and on the Gulf coast, 
: $3,495,639 91. The North Atlantic, therefore, 
‘hag actually received the least of either section. 
| Have no fertilizing drops fallen upon the South? 

Other statements have been prepared and laid 
! before us, showing the number of works com- 
' pleted, and of those in process of being completed; 
and, by reference to them, it will be seen that of 
these two classes, by far the larger portion 18 at 
the South. When the works now being con- 
il structed are finished, the whole expenditure 


jl 


552 


[March 15 


APPENDIX TO THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


’ 


247H Conc... lsr SESS. 


Navy Appropriation Bill—Mr. Evans. Ho. or Reps. 


South, embracing the 
and at the North but $4,027,364. 

The fortifications of the northern section have 
been postponed until thos» at the South should 
be completed. The gentleman says he will do 
no more until we have a general system projected 
upon principles of equality. The present system 
was adopted many years ago, (in 1818, I believe,) 
upon full survey by a board of competent engi- 
neers and military men. 

The fortifications deemed necessary were di- 
vided into three classes: those to be completed 


Ssh a. l 
Gulf, will be $9,837,165; ! 


tained, of minorities? Tam not questioning, nor | Indian relations are kept up at great cost 


. The 


‘intending, in the smallest degree, to impeach the || money which is thus expended soon gets abroad, 


wisdom or the soundness of the principle which || and circulates at the South and in the West, and 
the South adopted upon this subject, because that ; is as truly a fructifying shower there, as is the 
is a matter for themselves alone to consider; but | payment of the officers and men at the northern 
when it is insisted that other and larger scctions | navy-yards. I might also notice the expenditures 
are to surrender their own opinions, and to be de- . for mints, authorized Jast year, and various other 
prived of many of the advantages which they items of southern expenditure, all showing that 
fondly had in view in establishing the Govern- our disbursements are, and must of necessity be, 
ment, doctrines are advanced at war withthe very made where the public service requires them to 
genius of our institutions. be, and not upon any vain attempt to equalize 


I do not know that it would have been a wiser 


and better course if the South, yielding its con- . 


the amount among different sections. 
The honorable gentleman seemed to complain 


immediately; those at a later period; and the 
third class at a remoter period still. The first 
have been finished, and are chiefly at the South; 
those in my own State fell into the third class; 
and now, when this general system has been 
carried into execution, so far as the South was 
concerned, and we are approaching the period 
when our defenses are to be commenced, the gen- 
tleman calls out for a new plan, a new survey, a 
new distribution. We have postponed our claims 
for defenses in submission to yours; and are we 
to be thrown out of them altogether? This ex- 
plains, sir, why the estimates are now so much 
larger for the northern section than for the south- 
ern. Until their works were completed, we heard 
of no new plan. 

If more defenses are re 
where? at what point? All admit the import- 
ance of defending the Gulf of Mexico and the 
mouth of the Mississippi. If it has not already 
been done, do it by all means, and you shall have ` 
my humbleaid at any moment. Soof the South, 
or of the western frontiers. 

It is well known, sir, that to a distinguished 


uired at the South— 


statesman of South Carolina the nation is chiefly i: erned by an enlarged, liberal, comprehensive view ` quarter ? 


indebted for this very system of defense now | 
proposed to be carried on and completed. New 

England, however it may have differed with i 
him since on other topics, certainly gave him its |l 
support; not, I trust, from sectional motives, but |; 


victions—as all must, at some period or other, that at the present moment northern counsels 
yield even their firmest opinions—to the long- | prevailed in the Government; and I thought he 
continued policy pursued under various Adminis- |; attributed some portion of the neglect of southern 
trations, and sanctioned repeatedly by expres- ! interests to this circumstance. Not one of the 
sions of popular will, had regarded this as a set- | three Departments, he said, which are most con- 


“regard it. 


‘and South, have not generally been carried by 
| the aid of northern votes—whether the votes of '| a share of directing and shaping the measures 


tled question, as some of its ablest statesmen did 
It is altogether probable, however, 
that, in such event, a portion, and nie a 
large portion, of the disbursements which have 
been made for internal improvements would have 
been distributed within their own borders. If 
they have shut themselves out from these bene- 
fits, is it just to charge a sectional policy upon 
other States? 

I might appeal to the journals, and to every one 
conversant with the proceedings of Congress, 
whether the most liberal support of all public 


‘| nected with our fiscal operations, is filled bya 
| southern man. Sir, a defense of this Adminis- 

tration, coming from me, would be a strange and 
i unwonted sound to most ears. It certainly has 
as little of my confidence or approbation as of 
: the honorable member himself. There is enough, 
| and more than endugh, of error to be combated, 
| to use the mildest term, both in principles and 


i; practices, to give full exercise to all the powers 


| of resistance we both can bring to the contest. 
If the interests of the South have been neglected, 
under whose auspices has it been done? What 


measures has not come from that quarternowde-. counsels have prevailed? Does the gentleman 


‘nominated the favored region—whether the great 


objects cf improvement and defense, in the West ; 


New England, particularly, have not been gov- 


of the national interests? I speak of what has 
been—of the past; and I am sure, so far as ap- 
propriations and disbursements are concerned, no 
ground exists for charging upon that portion of 
the Union a selfish, local, sectional policy. I 


'| Government has been in o 


; recollect how large a proportion of the time our 
err peration it has been 
administered by southern hands—how very large 


: which have prevailed has fallen to the same 
If the present Administration has 
neglected the South, is the North responsible? It 
came into power by no agency of mine; can the 
gentleman say as much? New England had 
none; but South Carolina had much, very much. 
NoState contributed more effectualaid. Ifshehas 


upon liberal principles of public policy. He || claim for it the credit of having been liberal and been disappointed and deceived—if the promised 
maintained a high, scarcely a second rank in the , generous. The disbursements for revolutionary fruits have been withheld—are those who resisted, 


estimation of its people; and the 
ceased to a 

and fostered: by the energy of his lofty powers | 
and patriotic efforts. New England certainly ` 
looked to him with high hopes for the future, and 

has regretted deeply and profoundly that these | 
hopes have been blighted. I will not say how. 
From what quarter did the opposition to his plan 
of defense and to his general scope of policy 
come? Who was the chief opponent of his 
measures? Who were the leaders, and who the 
followers, of the great radical party? Whose 
efforts were unceasing to reduce and retrench the 
disbursements, and especially those for fortifica- 
tions? The gentleman must recollect, I think, 
that it was chiefly southern opposition; and that 
the distinguished citizen of South Carolina, who 
has done much for his country—very much— 
leaned upon New England for support under the 
heavy load of responsibility attempted to be 
thrown upon-him. If he has lived to see the | 
measures of his own creation adopted by those i 
who formerly resisted them—if the wreath has 


it demand a remedy? Are the laws providing this 
inadequate and tardy justice to the decrepit and 
tottering soldier, who laid the foundation of our 


l have never '' pensions have been also instanced as favors to the |, or those who favored, the change of Administra- 
prove that policy which he created North. If it be true that much of the amount. tion, responsible? 
thus paid goes to that section, is it an evil? Does | 


The South, however, is not alone in its disap- 
pointment. Theassistancerendered by the North 
—howhasit been compensated? What has Penn- 
sylvania received? Has not every leading meas- 


|, country’s independence and happiness, with toils | ure to which it had been devoted for years, all its 
and sufferings, to be meted out and administered ,! most firmly established and warmest cherished 


according to the narrow limits of State lines? If |! policy, been broken down and sacrificed? It has, 
a large proportion of the money is dispensed at | indeed, had the empty honor of receiving some 
the North, is it not because a larger number of ` four of five executive appointments, chiefly be- 


the survivors of that conflict remain there? This |: 


| i 


was to have been expected. That region, we all 

know, being the most populous and the most | 

wealthy, furnished a larger proportion of the men | 
` and the money which achieved our independence. | 


| I make no invidious comparisons. Carolina and 


Virginia, and the South generally, did what could - 


be done within their means. But if its gallant 


‘ soldiers have paid the debtof nature; if fewer re- ; 


main to share their country’s honor and grati- 
i tude, is it a reason why their companions, who 
are yet among us, should be forgotten and neg- 


heen torn from his brow to grace another’s, has 


New England been accessory to it? No, sir. If | uted, they should not be rewarded ? Or is it con- ` 


southern interests had been neglected, if liberal || tended that, because of the inequality, we should 
appropriations have not becn made in past times, | seek out some other objects of expenditure at the 
it has not been owing to northern hostility. | South, for the purpose of equalizing disburse- 
Mr. Chairman, there are other objects of dis- :| ments? 
bursement in which, Iam aware, the South has || Sir, there are already objects of expenditure at 
very little participated—I mean internal improve- || the South in which the North does not partici- 
ments, If it has not, however, is it to be charged ‘pate. The Indian war now raging in Florida 
to an unjust and sectional policy prevailing in : and which has been estimated to cost from four 
other quarters? The true reason is, that the ito six million dollars, is one of them. I do not 
South has uniformly opposed the system; has | complain of the amount; it is necessary to be in- 
presented no objects to be accomplished by this ; curred for the defense and protection of the coun- 
beneficent exercise of power; has, indeed, utterly | try, and must be expended precisely where the 
refused to ask or receive any aid for these pur- ; emergency requires. It will be expended in the 
poses. Its policy, I admit, was dictated by high South. What would be thought of withholding 
and stern convictions of constitutional duty, but | these appropriations, unless we also contrive to 
are other portions of the Confederacy responsible || raise a similar occasion for expenditures else- 
for that? Were they to deprive themselves of the | where? And yet, how does the principle differ 
benefits which they regarded not only within the ‘| from that which would stop disbursements for 
power, but the duty also, of the Government to | defense at the North, where the public security 
confer, because different opinions prevailed else- || demands them, unless at the same time others 
where? Are all the leading measures—is the ;; are placed atthe South where they are not-wanted 
yital policy of the country—to be controlled by |; Besides this, we are annually paying large sums 
constitutional scruples, however honestly enter- il to the Indian tribes at the South and West. Our 


stowed upon leading gentlemen of old Federal 
‘ principles, for the purpose, probably, of keeping 
up the usages and ascendency of the Democratic 

arty. What leading measure of Pennsylvania 
interests—I speak not of the measure of sustain- 
ing a party—but what single object of national 
pary and concern to which that State was wedded 

as not been trodden in the dust? And even at 
this moment, is not the contest going on which 
is to determine whether its State Legislature—its 
State institutions, its State policy, its State pride, 


1 


| everything over which State sovereignty spreads 
_ lected—that, because they are not equally distrib- : ai und 


its protecting wings, is not to be bound captive 
to the victorious chariot wheels, to swell the tri- 
umphal procession in itsunhalting progress? The 
States which labored most, and accomplished 
most, in building up the present dynasty, must 
abide, as best they may, the policy it has pur- 
sued: so must the individuals, persecuted and pro- 
scribed as they are, to whose vigorous efforts It 
Owes its existence. ‘* Sic vos non vobis mellificatts 
apes,” 

The first victim, I remind my friend, to the tor- 
|| tures of the brazen bull of Phalaris was the in- 
ventor himself. It was but a just retribution to 
the folly of inflaming the lust of power and the 
passion for vengeance in the breast of the cruelest 
of tyrants. They who have been followed with 
unsparing severity as the only reward of faithful 
Services and attachment, should have considered 
well the perils of the undertaking. ; 

i do not forget the danger that the money which 
we appropriate may be used for party objects 
and purposes. But what then? We cannot 
change the Government, nor the hands to whom 
the people have committed power. It is their 
province to do that; and soon may they do it. 
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But shall we therefore abandon the country? | will only remark, that the time seems favorable 


Shall we postpone its defense and protection? 
Shall we neglect our duty because other agents, 
we fear, may be unfaithful in theirs? No, sir; I 
hope with the gentleman, that better times and 
purer principles may once more prevail; that the 
good of the country, and not the good of a party, 
will again be the paramount object of every man’s 
ambition: but until that period shall arrive, the 
Government must be administered by those to 
whom the people have confided it, and the requi- 
site means must be put at their disposal, even by 
those who have little confidence in their fitness. 
The honorable gentleman seems to apprehend 
evil consequences of no small magnitude from 
liberal disbursements by Government, in its effect 
of building up and organizing a class of day-labor- 
ers, Who will not suifer disbandment when their 
labor is no longer wanted, bat who will make 
their power felt in “lawless insurrection, or by 
the equally terrible process of the ballot-box.” 
Events have recently occurred among the laborers 
of some of the cities calculated to give weight to 
this consideration. Combinations have been 
formed, and the power of the mob has been ar- 
rayed to control the price and duration of labor. 
T perceive, with deep regret, the spirit of dis- 
affection abroad in the land, to which the honor- 
able member refers; a spirit of subversion of our 
Insitutions, and of the salutary restraints of law; 
a spirit of agrarian warfare against the wealth 
and enterprise of the country, against whole 
classes of the community, against everything 
firm and stable in society. Useful and valuable 
institutions are broken down because they are 
“ monopolies; and property, for whose protec- 
tion Government was in part instituted, is aristo- 
cratic. A spirit of general leveling seems to per- 
vade the land. Sentiments like these, instead of 
being checked, have been promoted and fostered 
by those in power. The profligate and the idle, 
foreign paupers and malcontents, are gaining in 
numbers and in power in the cities, and, there is 
too much reason to fear, exercise a controling 
voice in political affairs. From such there is 
always danger. But with these are not to be 
included the great mass of the industrious, sober, 
peaceable, laboring classes of the community, 
who have a stake in the public improvement and 
rosperity, and in the just administration of the 
aws. They will, neither by violence nor by the 
ballot-box, impede the good order of society. A 
rise of wages, produced by natural causes, is no 
fearful omen—is not at all to be deprecated. The 
value of labor, like that of every other commonly 
depends upon the demand for it, and the supply 
to meet that demand; and it is always regarded 
among the strongest proofs of a prosperous and 
flourishing condition that wages are high. It 
denotes energy, enterprise, activity, and a gen- 
eral spirit of exertion and improvement. Ina 
stationary or decaying country, there will be 
little occasion for labor, and wages will conse- 
quently be low. Itis, therefore, in my judgment, 
no undesirable thing that wages should be high. 
I cannot assent, however, to the idea that the 
addition of some ten or twelve millions of dollars 
to the business of the country, in disbursements 
of public money upon public objects, will pro- 
duce any sensible effect upon the ae of labor. 
It bears too small a proportion to the whole mass 
of money in circulation, of business transacted, 
and of labok performed. Double the amount 
proposed to be disbursed by all the bills of appro- 
riation was struck out of existence lately in New | 
Fork in a single night; and, however severe has | 
been individual loss and suffering, the business 
of the country has hardly felt the slightest shock | 
from the blow. But, sir, if some evils are to be | 
apprehended from the cause suggested by the 
gentleman, they are evils which must be encoun- 
tered. Shall we stop all public works, hoard up | 
all the money in the Treasury, do nothing for 
public improvement and public protection, for 
fear of promoting a spirit of agrarian cupidity 
and disaffection? If such evils exist, they are | 


‘national improvement and defense. 


for devising a judicious and liberal scheme of 


are abundant for large appropriations, looking . 
forward to several years. Let ten millions annu- 
ally be appropriated for ten years for the Navy 
and fortifications—distribute the proceeds of the 
public lands among the States, as proposed in 
a bill which formerly passed the Senate—and 
we shall still have enough remaining for all our 
wants. The Treasury might bear this, I think, 
until 1842 at least, when duties are to be so 
largely reduced. The Seerctary does not seem 
to think our means will be so abundant as I have 
supposed; but estimates from that source, of 
probable receipts, have recently not proved un- 
erring guides. With the large amount now ac- 
cumulated, and the constantly increasing receipts 
into the Treasury, I have little doubt that, after 
the distribution of the proceeds of the public 
lands, enough will remain to make liberal appro- 
priations every year (perhaps not so large as I 
have named) for national defense, and to carry | 
on all the operations of Government. Why | 
should itnot bedone? Why should it be hoarded 
up to pamper favored institutions, and to reward 
party adherents? That some liberal plan can be 
formed, and that it is required by the interests of 
the country, seems hardly doubtful. 

The honorable gentleman, sir, spoke with elo- 
quent fervor of the deep and abiding attachment 
of the South to the blessed Union of these States. 
I am not about to call in question the sincerity of 
his declaration. When the blessings, vast, num- 
berless, unexampled, which, by the providence 
of God, that Union has conferred upon the peo- 
ple of our country, are for one moment consid- 
ered, no mind, not utterly blinded to our best and 
dearest interests—no heart, not utterly dead to 
the happiness of the human race, and the hopes 
of civil liberty itself—can be indifferent as to its 

reservation. What has it not done for human 
appiness and human advancement? From the 


; lowest condition of anarchy, disorder, and weak- 


ness, of poverty and national degradation, it has 


, raised us to an eminence of high and enviable ,, 


prosperity and strength, of respect in the eyes of 
all nations, of regular government, and has estab- 
lished and built up all the institutions of social 
and civil life, for which I know not what history | 
of the world furnishes a parallel. When did the , 
light of heaven ever shine down upon more glo- | 


rious and indubitable proofs of the efficiency and . 


wisdom of human government than the condition 


of our country now displays? To all these the l! 


South cannot be insensible, cannot but indulge : 


patriotic pride, and feel attachments to the Union |; 


not to be sundered for light and temporary causes, 
for imaginary grievances, for doubtful and con- 
tested theories of political economy. It will not 
calmly see this Union rent in twain, to be followed 
by what no human sagacity can foresee. But, 
much as the South is attached to the Union, it is 
attached to liberty more. Liberty is the first ob- | 
ject of all its efforts and aspirations. Is the hon- | 
orable gentleman quite sanguine that liberty, even | 
at the South, will long survive the dissolution of 

the Union? Does he hold the bond of fate? Can 
he cast its horoscope? I am not disposed to enter 
into invidious comparisons, nor to question the 
resources, the capacity, the ability of the South 


to maintain a separate Government, and to occu 


| 


a high position among the nations of the warid. : 
Itis notunbecoming, however, to suggest to those ' 
who are most ardent in their faith to weigh well ; 
all the considerations, to calculate all the vicissi- | 
tudes pertaining to a subject so awfully moment- |) 
ous. If that disastrous event should occur, and |; 
an independent Government be established at the |, 


|, South, are all the rivalries, the passions, the am- | 


‘bition, the interests, which agitate the bosoms of | 


i ake ee a 
men, and shake societies and communities a ae usefully applied during the past season.” 


with an earthquake, to be smothered and annihi- |; 
Jated? Are the hidden fires which heave empires 


l 

ji 
3 
Is 


. from their deep foundations to be extinguished ? | 


beyond our control, and inseparable from the . 


condition of human affairs. , E DE 
Lam aware, sir, of the overflowing condition ; 
of the Treasury, and of the difficulty of answer- 
ing the question, what shall be done with it? 
Without going into the subject at any length, L! 


Will no sources of discord remain—no clouds | 
float in the clear vault over their heads? He has | 
read the annals of our race, and studied the hu- |; 
man character to little purpose, who indulges in 
reveries like these. How is it even now? Is _ 
there entire unanimity of principle or purpose at | 
the South? Do contiguous States, separated only | 


Our means |! 


| by a narrow stream, entirely harmonize? In view 


| of these things, what assurance can the gentleman 
have that, whatever befall the Union, liberty will 
still fix her chosen abode at the South? Is there 
anything so peculiar in jts institutions, its prin- 
ciples, its policy, as to induce the fond belief that 
her last footsteps on earth will be found there? 
In after ages, if some zealous votary, groping 
among the fallen ruins and scattered fragments 
of her temples, to rescue some monument of her 
existence from the remorseless hand of time, 
shall explore the vestiges she has left, will he 
exclaim of the South exclusively, in the language 
of the Roman poet, “ hie illius arma—hic carrus 
fuit?” 

_ Sir, what sort of union is it to which the South 
is so devoted ?—a union anda Government which, 
under the impulses of popular caprice, or fancied 
wrongs, or temporary excitements, a single State 
may arrest and destroy—whose arm may be par- 
alyzed, and all its powers subverted, whenever 
it may suit the purposes of a single State to do 
so—a union so ill-compacted and bound together, 
that on every occasion of a difference of opinion 
as to its constitutional powers, or on measures 
of policy, it may be forthwith severed. Is dis- 
union the only remedy for errors of administra- 
tion—for arbitrary exercise of power? 

In all Governments, except the most absolute 
despotisms, and in ours more than in any other, 
questions of power and of constitutional author- 
ity will arise; and upon them the minds of men 
will differ. What then? Shall we have no Gov- 
ernment- -no Constitution? Shall we break away 
from our moorings, to embark again upon the 
great ocean of untried experiment? What tran- 
quil haven invites us to its shelter? ** Better to 
bear the ills we have,” than to seek a remedy in 
the dark chaos of disunion. All history admon- 
ishes us of its deplorable results. Faction, com- 
motion, discord, civil war—how have they not 
written awful lessons, as inscriptions upon the 
tombstones of nations! Does it not become us, 
then, the South as well as the North, the East 
no less than the West, to start back from this 
yawning and fathomless abyss of disunion, whose 
‘depths no humen eye can reach, and from which 
the groans of buried empires send back fearful 
warning? God grant that we may not blindly, 
madly, rashly, plunge in, to explore for our- 
selves the dark recesses of its dreary caverns! 


FAILURE OF FORTIFICATION BILL. 


SPEECH OF HON. JOHN REED, 
OF MASSACHUSETTS, 


In rue House or REPRESENTATIVES, 
January 27, 1836, 


On the causes of the loss of the Fortification Bill of the last 
session. 


Mr. REED said: I feel embarrassed in rising 
to address the House on the present occasion. 
The subject is painful, but I am allowed no choice, 
and I proceed, without introduction, to state such 
facts as I deem important and relevant, concisely 
and plainly. The President of the United States, 
at the commencement of the present session of 
Congress, alludes to the loss of the fortification 
_ bill in the following words: 


t Much loss and inconvenience have been experienced 
in consequence of the failure of the bill containing the ordi- 
nary appropriations for fortifications, which passed one 
branch of the National Legislature at the last session, but 
was lost in the other. This failure was the more regretted, 
not only because it necessarily interrupted and delayed the 
progress of a system of national defense, projected immedi- 
ately after the last war, and since steadily pursued, but 
also because it contained a contingent appropriation, 1n- 
serted in accordance with the views of the Executive, in 
aid of this important objeet, and other branches of the 
national defense, some portions of which might have been 


The complaint is somewhat indefinite, as the . 
bill referred to passed both Houses of Congress, 
but not in concurrence. I presume it was intended 
to make the charge against the Senate. Though 
respectful in form, it is a grave and weighty 
charge. Appropriations were not made. We did 
some things we ought not to have done, and left 
undone many things which we ought to have 
done. I hold the President himself deeply im- 
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} 
plicated, and will not, therefore, answer to his; 
charge. But I will suppose the charge comes © 
from the people of the United States, and then I 
hold myself bound to render an account of my 
ceva to my constituents and country. I 
will consider the charge as made against the 
Government—the President, Senate, and House 
of Representatives. I plead not guilty, and mean 
to exculpate myself. I intend to do more—to 
criminate others, and fix upon them the guilt, so | 
far as guilt there may be, of defeating the passage . 
of the fortification bill. I charge the defeat of | 
that bill to the President, or a majority of the | 
House of Representatives of the last Congress, 
being Administration men. 

In examining this painful subject, I determine 
to bear testimony to the truth—to state what I 
saw and heard, and know. Jintend to express 
my opinion upon the subject frankly, firmly, and 
temperately. The President in his message at 
the opening of Congress, in December, 1834, 
sounded the war trumpet, and it did not give an 
uncertain sound. The following are his words: 

“Ttis my conviction that the United States ought to in- 
sist on a prompt execution of the treaty, and, in case it be 
refused or longer delayed, take redress into their own hands. 
After the delay, on the part of France. of a quarter ofa 
century, in acknowledging these claims by treaty, it is not 
to be tolerated that another quarter of a century is to be 
wasted in negotiating about the payment. The laws of 
nations provide a remedy for such occasions. It is a well- 
settled principle of the international code, that where one 
nation owes another a liquidated debt, which it refuses or + 
neglects to pay, the aggrieved party may seize on the prop- 
erty belonging to the other, its citizens, or subjects, suffi- 
cient to pay the debt, without giving just cause of war. 
This remedy has been repeatedly resorted to, and recently , 
by France herself towards Portugal, under circumstances 
Jess unquestionable.”’ 
The President’s advice and recommendation, | 
if not war direct, could not fail to result in war | 
with France. What man believes we could have 
made reprisal, or seized upon a single ship of 
France, without producing war? A powerful na- 
tion may seize upon the property of a feeble and 
timid one, by way of reprisal, without resistance; 
but not so as to France. The message was a war | 
message, and notified us to make the necessary 
preparation. ButI desire to thank God our voices 
were not for war. This message was referred to 
the appropriate committees. What action was 


had upon the subject? What preparations and |. 


what appropriations did the committees propose 
for fortifications and for defense? I hold the bill | 
called the fortification bill of the House of Rep- ; 
resentatives in my hand. It proposed to appro- į 


the same in a proper state of defense, $50,000.”’ 


The yeas and nays upon this amendment were— 
yeas 66, nays 129; and gentlemen voted as on the 
former amendment. The mover, though a good 
Administration man in the present case, fared no 


better than others. Impartial injustice was dealt | 


out to all propositions for amendments. 

Again, Mr. Tuompson moved an amendment: 
“© €44,000 for the protection of St. Augustine.” 
For the amendment—yeas 67, nays 115. This 
happened on the 15th of January, about forty- 
five days before the memorable 3d of March, 
when $800,000 (in addition to the amendments 
of the Senate, doubling the appropriation of the 
House) was pronounced by the Secretary of 
State, Mr. Forsyth, to be a “a pitiful sum.” 

Another motion was made by Mr. Parker, on 
the 19th of January, to strike out ‘‘for a fort 
on Throg’s Neck, East river, New York, in 
addition to a balance of former appropriations, 
$30,000.’ The yeas and nays were—yeas 86, 
nays 113. The bill passed precisely as reported 
by the Committee of Ways and Means. We in 
the minority were not allowed to increase the 
amount a single dollar. The bill, having passed 
the House of Representatives, was sent to the 
Senate. How did the Senate treat the bill? Did 
they attempt to reduce the amount proposed by 
the House? No. And yet one not informed 
upon the subject might well be led to think so, 
from the complaints from various quarters that 
the Senate defeated the ordinary appropriations 
for fortifications. On the contrary, the Senate 
considered the bill of the House of Representa- 
tives as wholly inadequate and deficient, in not 


| providing for the defense of the most important 


and defenscless parts of the country. Their 
amendments to the bill of the House of Repre- 


“sentatives were essential to the defense of the- 
| country—so all-important that I name them par- ` 


: ticularly: 

' For Fort Delaware, instead of $70,000, $150,000, being an 

£ addition Of..essesessesresoeresreesseossser es. $30,000 
For Fort Mifflin, &C...sessssesesssossesseseses. 75,000 
For Castle Island, &C..... csosesssoesesrsreoeres 75,000 
For defense of Maryland.........ceeeeecceeesees 100,000 

. For armament of fortifications... .......eeseeeeeee 100,000 


AMOUNTING tO ssessssssesesecsrse. contre eee ee «$430,000 


The bill was returned from the Senate with the 
‘above amendments, and being so amended and 
‘returned to this House, it was absolutely within 

the power and control of this House. We had 


riate for fortifications in all, the sum of $439,000. 
he Journal of the House says: 


“Mr. Epwarp Everett moved to amend the bill by |: 


striking out the words, ‘For the preservation of Castle | 
{sland and repairs of Fort Independence, in addition to | 
the balance of former appropriations, $8,000; and, in lieu | 
thereof, insert the following : i 

“1 For the preservation of Castle Istand, and for repairing 
the fortifications on Castle Island, in Boston harbor, accord- i 
ing to the plan adopted by the Board of Engineers on the | 
24th of March, 1834, in addition to the balance of former 
appropriations, $75,000.? >? 

That all the forces of the House of Represent- 
atives might be rallied, we had a ‘call of the 
House,” and then the vote was taken by yeas 
and nays. For the amendment, 87; against it, 
120. These yeas and nays are in the Journal of 
the House of Representatives, page 225. Few 
Administration men can be found among the yeas. 
The chairman of the Committee of Ways and 
Means, [Mr. Poxx,] and the chairman of the 
Committee on Foreign Affairs himself, who fig- 
ured so much in the three million amendment, are 
among the nays. They and others would not 
consent, notwithstanding the threatening aspect 
of war, to appropriate $75,000 for the defense and 

rotection of the harbor of Boston, and Boston 
itself, and the immense public property at the 
navy-yard at Charlestown. We of Massachu- 
setts, and those who acted with us, were accused 
of extravagance and profusion, for pursuing a 
‘ course that would increase the expenditures, and 
render the Administration unpopular. There was 
no predisposition to the three million appropria- 
tion at that time, or the money was intended for 
a very different object from that of the defense of 
Massachusetts and Maryland, &c. 
The gentleman from Maryland [Mr. McKim] 


only to adopt the amendments, and the bill would |! 
‘have become a law with the signature of the |: 
In that event we should have added : 


` President. 
to our appropriation of $439,000 the further sum 


| 


| next? At eight o’clock on the 3d of March, the 
; last night of the session, still holding and detain- 
' amendment was proposed of an entire new sec- 
i tion. It deserves not the name of amendment, 
It was a proposition, at that late hour, entirely 
to change a bill we had been examining for 
months. It was in the following words: 

“ And be it enacted, &c., That the sum ofthree millions cf 
dollars be, and the same is hereby appropriated, out of any 

. money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, to be 
expended, in whole or in part, under the direction of the 
President of the United States, for the military and naval 
service, including fortifications and ordnance, and increase 
of the Navy: Provided, Such expenditure should be renu- 
dered necessary for the defense of the country prior to the 
next meeting of Congress.” 

This amendment was proposed by the chair- 
man of the Committee on Foreign Affairs. The 
appropriate Committees on Military Affairs and 
Naval Affairs, and even Ways and Means, were 
all superseded. The three million amendment 
came upon us sudden as a thunder-bolt, without 
report or estimate, or explanation. We were 
called upon to vote. There was no time for de- 
bate, and all we could do was to call the yeas and 
nays, and record our names upon the Journal. 

, Well might we be astonished; and our astonish- 
"ment was not a little increased to see the very 
, men, chairman and all, who would not consent 
| to add $175,000 to defend two of the principal 
cities in the Union in an exposed and defenseless 
state, ready in a moment to vote three millions. 
But so it was. And we, Representatives, not 
; intrusted with Exccutive secrets, were left to 


| ing the fortification bill in our possession, an 
| 
| 
| 


| wonder what could have produced so sudden and 
| extraordinary a change. The tables were turned. 
i| Profusion and extravagance took the place of 
|| parsimony, and precipitation that of tardy delay. 
' I repeat, without stopping to deliberate, for we 


of $430,000, amounting to $869,000—all for forti- ` 


fications, except $100,000 for armament for forti- 
fications. By the Senate’s amendment several 
States were to be protected and fortified. 
this House neglected and refused to pass the bill, 
and were therefore guilty of defeating the ordinary 


honestly to acknowledge it and justify themselves 
as far as they may be able. The House of Rep- 
| resentatives of the last Congress must be respons- 
ible for the consequences. I speak of the ordi- 
nary appropriations. The extraordinary—the 


- President ve 
charge; and 


T 


with the Senate’s amendments. We took time 
to consider, in a session of ninety-three days, 
when there was no time to be lost. The bill was 
referred to the Committee of Ways and Means, 
| that every dollar of appropriation should be 

scanned and scrutinized; that nota brick or stone 


| were absolutely required and the cost counted. 
| But the committee could not consent to appropri- 
ate for Massachusetts, Maryland, Pennsylvania, 
Delaware, &c. They reported amendments to 
the Senate’s amendments, and the bill was re- 
i ported to the House, with the amendments, on 


i 


moved to amend the bill by adding, ‘‘ for the re- 
pair of Fort McHenry, at Baltimore, and putting 


ithe 3d day of March; but the House finally 
‘agreed to the amendments of the Senate. What 


appropriation bill for fortifications, and ought | 
i) nary. 


‘he has wholl 
But | 


had no time, we voted and adopted the three mil- 
' Jion section, and called it an amendment to the 
‘bill, It passed—yeas 109, nays 77. We then 
sent the bill so amended to the Senate for their 
approval. And here give me leave to say, it is 
all important to the correct understanding of this 
controversy to inquire at what hour we sent it to 
the Senate. We sent the bill to the Senate at, 
‘eight o’clock p. m., four hours before the close of 
the session, according to the professed opinions 
of a number of the members of the House of 

Representatives. Well might the Senate be as- 
; tonished. But we are told that ‘‘ the Senate did 
| not receive it in good temper.” 

The gentleman from New York, [Mr. Cam- 
BRELENG,] who just closed his speech, has ten- 
dered what he calls the true issue, and it is 
this: ‘* Who defeated the three million appropria- 
| tion?” intended, as he says, to provide for a con- 

tingent war. I must remind the gentleman that 
forgotten the resolution we are 
discussing. The resolution proposes to inquire 


i} into the causes of the failure of the ordinary ap- 


| Propriation for fortifications. Surely the three 
millions was not ordinary, but most extraordi- 


I will examine that subject before I sit 


'; down. 


l op s r l! act “in accordance with the will of the Execu- 
i three millions—I will consider by-and-by. The | 
justly makes the distinction in his |: 
) ; J intend to make it and keep it dis- | 
_tinetly in view, though the resolution we are || and enjoined secrecy upon some, at least, of those 
considering proposes to inquire as to the cause | : 
of the failure of the ordinary appropriations only. |! 
Although this bill was perfectly familiar to this 
House—our own child—we could not adopt it; 


| should be laid upon our fortifications unless it |! 


| The President secretly and improperly inter- 


' fered, to induce the House of Representatives to 


tive.” We have just learned in this debate that 
the chairman of the Committee of Ways and 
Means [Mr. Potx] was an agent to that effect, 


he informed that the President wished to obtain 
the three million appropriation. The then chair- 
man (now Speaker) being called upon, has stated 
it from his chair publicly, and it has been pub- 
| licly confirmed by the gentleman from Tennessee, 


| [Mr. Lea.] The President, in so doing, greatly 


‘erred. There can be no justification for such 
secret interference and influence in this House. 
I saw we were swiftly swept along against the 
| apparent current by a strange under-tow, the 
cause unseen and unknown. Those who would 
“not vote for $50,000, or $75,000, in addition to 
the $439,000, were now ready for three millions; 
_and ready to denounce any man as regardless of 
his country’s danger and his country’s honor, 
who would refuse to vote for that sum. 

The proposition to annex a section to the ap- 
Propriation bill for fortifications of three millions 
was most extraordinary. The President had 


i 
| 
| 


| 
| 
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not recommended it. The Committee of Ways | other kind of idolatry, of which, perhaps, some | > ger risine i i 
and Means had not examined it. There was Ja | are in more danger: N the Sorah ot hát i peal aera my Deen ear ey 
report of any committee in favor of it—no esti- | my colleague was pleased to call,a few days since, and responsible ollieations ofdut to ay pant 
mate from anybody, no specification, no prece- ` in this House, our noble selves. Next to being | These oblizations had an infl y X ae 
dent. ‘Che gentieman from New York |[Mr. right, we all desire to be consistent. That desire passion f was for the fo tifeatio ati Š 
CamMBRELENG] has just read a number of cases is lawful and commendable, but we are in danger for substance and not fórm. T oe a war 
which he considers preeedents—cases of general of putting the consistent before the right, and that with the Senate bat for the d sean of th Pain: 
appropriations of money toaconsiderable amount. is a sore evil under the sun. try. x Sen ee eee. 
4 a area oro to saamine the cases My colleague, in his Speech, in reference tothe I beg for a moment to consider certain resolu- 
e ey seemallto be of ancient fortification bill, first, defended himself through- tions which are supposed to materially affect th 
date, and mostof them specific. Theease mainly out. Of this I do not complain. I mean toim- present cantorerse I refer to rasol Tio oe ia 
reiied upon is that of two millions in 1506, and itate him. 2dly. He defended the majority of the the Committee on orien Affairs ie Soried to 
which the gentleman informs us is “so import- louse of Representatives, even when opposed to | this House on the 27th of Februar’ hear days 
ant, comprehensive, and indefinite, and applies himself. 3dly. He defended the conduct of those | only before the close of the session Vihese voo 
so directly to the case,” If my recollection be who urged constitutional scruples in opposition ` the war resolutions, the foundation of the three 
correct, that appropriation was called ‘secret to him and his opinions, in relation to the hour of million appropriation 
service money,” put into the hands of the Presi- adjourning, and who broke up a quorum, and de- On the 2d day of March late in the day, the 
dent to purchase Florida, There was, I think, feated the bill. But my colleague (Mr. Apams]is war resolutions of the Committee on Foreien 
at the time loud complaint against that appropri- very iadignant at two things: Ist. Anexpression Affairs were brought before the House, b i Pa 
ation, lt was answered that the object of the used bya distinguished Senator from Massachu- . motion of the chairman (Mr. CAMBRELENG] idis- 
appropriation must be kept a secret, or the pe setts, [Mr. Wesster,| who, after showing inan charge the Committee of the Whole This motion 
pose for which it was appropriated would be able and masterly argument, the unconstitution- |' as everybody knows, was made to facilitate and 
defeated. Doves the gentieman view that case ality, danger, and inexpediency of voting for hasten the adoption of those resolutions. The 
like the one we are considering? Was the three the section proposed Ly the House of Represent- . vote was taken by yeas and nays—ycas 104 nays 
million of last year proposed to be added to the  atives ‘‘ adding the three millions,” “ observed, , 92. The Administration part Were too strong; 
fortification bill considered secret service money? if the proposition were now before us, and the we were beaten. How dd a vote? Was my 
l defy the gentleman to find a case like the three guns of the enemy were battering against the colleague then in favor of passing resolutions a 
million proposition of last year. The history of walls of the Capitol, 1 would not agree to it.” the foundation of war appropriations? No; he 
our legislation does not furnishit,in my opinion, And he immediately adds, ‘ the people of this : voted with us. But the committee “were dis- 
—an appropriation of such vast amount made country have an interest and property, an inher- ' charged, and the resolutions were brought before 
without time for examination and without speci- itance in this instrument, {the Constitution,] the House, and the Journal states the House 
fication. The three million amendment was against the value of which forty capitols do not then proceeded to the consideration of the said 


first presented to the notice of Congress six weigh the twentieth part of one poor scruple.” , reports, viz.: the reports of the majority and the 
hours only L fore the close of the session, with- My colleague quoted the firstsentence,and used minority; and the resolutions recommended by 


out report or time for examination or discussion. language in reference to the quotation, and in ref- the committce were read as follows. I here read 
Sir, for such a precedent I am quite sure gentle- erence to the great and distinguished man, the from the Journal, page 496: 

men will search in vain. Things ought not so author of those remarks, which I willnot repeat, “1, Resolved, That it would be incompatible with the 
to be. Weare bound to examine and consider wholly unjustifiable and without foundation. But rights and honor of the United States further to negotiate 
before we decide such important subjects and I stop not to eulogize or defend the distinguished y relation to the treaty entered into by France on the 4th 


. ; oiy, : of July, 1831 is se will insi i - 
vote away such large sums. We want time and individual referred to. He needs not my aid. 1 cution as n N A E upon MS:ext 


facts and estimates and specifications, and we merely ask my colleague why he did not quote! “2. Resolved, That the Committee on Foreign Affairs be 
ought not to act in the dark, under the influence — the argument of the Senator from Massachusetts, le ia from the further consideration of so much of the 

Bi aal 7 y k prea ee a > resident’s message as relates to commercial restrictions, 
or dictation of any man. and why he selected a single isolated sentence? orto reprisals on the commerce of France. i 


But my colleague [Mr. Apams] has discovered I ask my colleague if he had entertained the same «3, Resolved, That contingent preparation ought to be 
a reason and foundation for the three million opinions as did the Senator referred to, that the , made to meet any emergency growing out of our relations 
appropriation, to me as novel and extraordinary “three million section was unconstitutional, in- | beat ay poe Ghee: AD the 97th of Feb 

` on peat : $ »” ; c ams, on the 27th of February. 
as was the proposition for phe aN peer ey expedient, and of most dangerous tendency, ultimo, proposed to amend said rerolntions, by striking Gut 
itself, It was, he says, founded on his resolu- whether he would have voted for it to save the | allthereot after the word ‘ Resolved,’ in the first resolution, 
tion, which I will consider hereafter. Capitol or his own life? and inserting the following: 

In preseating the resolution now under discus- The other thing that excited my colleague’s . Geto Tiar mhe riene i the èitizens of the 
sion, the gentleman from Massachusetts, my hot displeasure on the 3d of March was a reso- stipulated by ge mdemnity fom tae Bovera Dan ath at 
colleague, saw fit to indulge in a course ofremarks lution sent by the Senate to the House of Repre- | July, 1831, ought, in no event, to be sacrificed, abandoned, 
wholly unlooked for, and of the most painful sentatives, as follows: | or impaired, by any consent or acquiescence of the Gov- 
character. The resolution is one of inquiry; its « Resolved, That a message be sent to the honorable the ; baa USA tle ia in the opinion of the Presi- 
object is the ascertainment of facts; it asks a Houscof Representatives, respectfully to remind the House |. gent of the United States, compatible Wath the honor and 
special committee. By the usage of this House, 9f the report of the committee of conference appointed on interest of the United States, during the interval until the 


‘ ` the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on the amendment ; ojas 
i n > > : be S f $ : : next session of Congres o resume rotia 
should the resolution pass, the mover would be — of the Senate to the bill respecting the fortifications of the gress, to resume the negotiations 


; be i 3 

appointed chairman. But my colleague [Mr. United States.” ; eta the United States and France, he be requested so 
Avams] has seen fit to give a minute and detailed And my colleague makes the following com- , “3. Resolved, That no legislative measure of a hostile 
history of what he supposes facts, In the very ment: character or tendency towards the French nationis neces- 
case to be investigated. Hehasdone itina spirit. « When that message was delivered, he must confess, if - S2 OF expedient at this time.” 5 

and temper illy calculated to inspire confidence ever a feeling of shame and of indignation had filled his The resolution of my colleague was modified; 


in bis impartiality. Was it necessary, or expe- bosom, it was at thar moment. He feit it as an insult to the words *‘ at all hazards’’ were stricken out to 
dient, or commendabie, or justifiable, to use such the immediate Representatives of the people 5 and if it had make it entirely pacific, and leave not the sem- 
, 2 OF J a ’ been sent at a moment when the House yet existed, with 


language of violence anit abuse toward Senators the power to resent unprovoked insult, he verily believed , blance of a threat, to hazard nothing, and, so 
and the Senate of the United States? that, imitating the example of our Congress in a some- | amended, it passed unanimously. I give the 


$ or Ves Terson? wnat si:nilar case during the revolutionary war, he should r cue: 
The rule in what is cailed Jefivrson’s Manual, have noved that a message be sent by two members of the we sd to nii coheague iel ith the general assent of 
our book of rules, is as follows: House to cast the Senate message on their floor, and tell she Fouad ine wolde taal neonede? Hance hiawn 
“Itis a breach of order, in debate, to notice what bas them that it was not the custom of the House to receive ya. finally moved by me and every member present, two 
been said upon the same subject in the other House, orthe insolent messages. It was, perhaps, well that he had no bundred and seventeen in number auswered atthe call of 
particular votes, or majorities on it there; eee uis opportunity to give vent to those feelings.” his name, caye?” , , 
opimon of each House should be teft to its own independ- - 7 . re : 
ences not to be influenced by the proceedings of the aier . The above message was sent after anxious The resolution was in these words: 
i waiting in the Senate to hear from the House of « Resolved, That, in the opinion of this House, the treaty 
with France of the 4th of July, 1831, should be maintained, 


and the quoting them might beget reflections Jeading to a K 7 
en the 1 Representatives. The conference committee had 
and its execution insisted on.” 


misunderstanding between the two Houses.” 1 i k ’ > art 
This rule is not an empty form. How all- separated, and the Senate’s committee had long , 
: vad As the gentleman from New York [Mr. Cam- 
BRELENG] has stated some conversation about this 


important to maintain kind and respectful feelings before reported to the Senate, but nothing was 
between two bodies, who must act in unison, or heard from the House of Representatives. Was € ) 
the operations of the Government must cease. — there just occasion for such a burst of indignation resolution as a substitute for the resolutions of 
With this rule before him, and with strong and as my colleague describes, and which agitated | the committee, I trust I may be permitted to say 
reiterated professions of a desire to promote har- his breast and urged him to do that which, if | a word in relation to myself, I took no part in 
mony between the different departments of the . done, must have dishonored both him and the | the debate, but if my life had been eae I 
Government, my colleague has quoted in this , House of Representatives? And yet he takes could hardly have felt sore Leen he war 
debate the votes and speeches of Senators, and `; frequent occasion to complain of the Senate that | resolutions were combated with argument and 
denounecd the Senate with unmeasured severity, ` they received the amendment of the House of ; spirit. It was on that occasion that my colleague 
and thereby violated, most palpably, the rule | Representatives in bad temper. Iwashere upon | was said to have made his peace speech, when 
abov i a i essi ! basing and tifyinz occasion. Itwasa he declared he would have dodged the war ques- 
above named, ard sct at naughtall his professions -; that abasing and mortifying occastor é Fee and a er ae 
in favor of harmony and a good understanding. |, painful night. Though subject to like passions tion imee ane oon i e course of the 
Ilis speech is a poor commentary upon his pro- | as other men, I desire to be thankful I was not Senate. was - ig nte wip it. It was peace, 
fessions, and I listened to it with regretand pain. ,, on that occasion so filled ** with anger and indig- ‘ and nor war. Putt ie con m T a and 
My colleague, throughout his speech, has had a nation.” I felt humbled by the gross, miscon- :, med ouse very. near y caua y ace i ano : 
much to say about man-worship. Į never heard j duct of some in this House. E saw things here ji feare i war reso o y ossi ili A m 
him accused of that idolatry. But there is an- © that were wrong and wholly unjustifiable; and if || pass; I went across the Chamberto see the chalr 
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man of the Committee on Foreign Affairs, [Mr. 
CAMBRELENG;] I proposed to him to take the res- 
olution of Mr. Apaws, as amended, which he 
afterwards adopted. I observed, you may entirely | 
fail. He asked if my side, or party, would vote 
for it. Lreplied I could answer but for one; I 
would vote for it. This resolution was adopted 
unanimously. But, judge what must be my aston- 
ishment when I hear my colleague [Mr. Apams] 
say: 

‘Ife hoped he had shown that the section making the 
appropriation of three millions was introduced from abso- 
lute necessity on the last day of the session, because it was 
in consequence of the unanimous vote of the day preced- 
ing. Was he now to be told that this and the other House 
must not appropriate money unless by recommendation 
from the Executive? Why,sir, the Executive has told us 
now that that appropriation was perfectly in accordance 
with his wishes. He again repeated, why was it that the 
House must be charged with man-worship and unconstitu- 
tional conspiracy, because they passed an appropriation of 
three millions tor the defense of the country, at a time 
when imminent danger of war was urged, as resulting from 
that very resolution, which bat the night before passed by 
a unanimous vote? because, forsooth, that appropriation 
had not been called for by the Executive, and yet because 
it was approved by the Executive.” 

Does my colleague mean to say that anybody 
in the House of Representatives ever pretended 
that his harmless, peaceful resolution was the 
foundation of a war appropriation ? Does he pre- 
tend, after all that passed, that anybody ever 
said or thought that “ imminent danger of war” 
resulted from his peaceful resolution? Had that 
been the fact, had it been so understood, would 
he, or any man, pretend that a unanimous vote 
could have been obtained? Mr. Speaker, pre- | 
cisely the reverse was the fact in relation to. 
myself. I believe it was so as to a majority, if 
not all of that House, excepting my colleague. 
I am quite sure it was so in reference to those 
with whom my colleague acted, called the peace | 
party, the party opposed to Executive recom- | 
mendation as to the dispute with France. We | 
resolved that the treaty of France of the 4th of l 
July should be maintained, and its execution | 
insisted upon. How? By war or war measures? | 
No. By negotiation; by explanation; by giving 
France an opportunity to see and feel that her 
honor is pledged to fulfill the treaty, and that we 
will continue to urge and insist upon its fulfill- 
ment. 

It will be long remembered that my colleague 
made a speech in the House of Representatives, |. 
I think on the 7th of February, in reference to 
our difficulties with France, and a few days before 
the ‘‘ war resolutions” I have been speaking of 
had been presented. That speech was considered 
an unjustifiable attack upon the Senate for their 

acific course in relation to France, and was called 
a war speech. I was among those friends who 
believed, from various circumstances, that my 
colleague’s views had been, in some measure, 
misunderstood, and I so represented it here and 
elsewhere. I found difficulty in understanding 
the phrase used in his speech, “dodging the 
question,” as applied to the Senate, in a good 
sense, but I had the highest authority for so 
understanding it. In about one week afterwards 
my colleague made a speech in this House called |! 
‘a peace speech,” in which he approved the 
course the Senate had pursued in relation to: 
France, and said he would ‘dodge the question ` 
himself.” His pacific resolutions were in accord- | 
ance with his peace speech. 

Are we now to be told that * imminent danger 
of war was urged as resulting from the resolution | 
we adopted, and that the adoption of that resolu- 7 
tion was good and sufficient cause for the three || 

| 


million appropriation?”?” I heard no such argu- ; 


mentthen. My colleague’s various speeches and | 
resolutions in relation to our dispute with France | 
seems so contradictory that I leave to his own |! 
genius and learning the labor of showing his con- |; 
sistency. I affirm, if the resolution contemplated 
war, or preparation for war, it was to the House |; 
of Representatives war in disguise. And, again, | 
my colleague says, referring to said third resolu- | 
tion: ; 

“The resolution was laid on the table at the motion of 
the chairman of the committee who had reported it, and 
who then, in my hearing, and in the hearing ofall in the 
House who chose to hear him, gave notice that he should, 
in its stead, move an additional appropriation ia the fortifi- 
cation bill then before the House. Whether he named the | 
sum of three millions as that which he should propose or 


not, I do notrecoliect. He had openty spoken in the House 
before as contemplating a larger sum. Considering the | 


ed. Peace prevailed over war. 
man from New York threatened, as he retreated, 
to ask for additional appropriations, &c., and this 
happened on the evening of the 2d of March, and 
that was notice of the three millions. I purposely, 
on this occasion, avoid going into a consideration 

' of the value and importance of preparation for, 
defense in time of peace. 
to this debate; but those who are now accused of 
neglect have steadily pursued that policy to a 
reasonable extent, and by so doing have subjected 
themselves to the reproaches of their present ac- 
cusers. 


| France.’? 


: was called, and no quorum was to be found. 


I believe it, because my colleague says so, and 


because the gentleman from New York declared 
it in his speech a few minutes ago. 
the mighty import of such a declaration, made 
“by a disappointed chairman, defeated in his pro- 
jects, and by the efficient aid of my colleague, too? 


What was 


He and his friends were defeated and disappoint- 
But the gentle- | 


It does not appertain 


But my colleague quotes the third resolution 


of the Committee on Foreign Affairs as follows: 


‘Resolved, That contingent preparation ought to be made 


to meet any emergency growing out of our relations with 
France.” 


s This was the resolution intended to sustain at once the 


spirit of the Presideat’s recommendations and the sincerity 
of the resolution just adopted by the House.” 


I perfectly concur with him that the above 


resolution was intended to sustain the resolutions 
of the Committee on Foreign Affairs; but be it 
remembered those resolutions were virtually re- 
jected, and my colleague’s peace resolution sub- || 
. stituted. 
; ation ever was intended to sustain the sincerity 
of the resolution adopted. Never, never. 


I deny that the three million appropri- | 


I again refer to the resolutions I have read— 


Foreign Affairs and my colleague’s substitute: 


Third resolution of Foreign 
Affairs. 
“Resolved, That contingent 
preparation ought to be made 
to meet any emergencygrow- 
ing out of our relations with 


Mr. Adams’s substitute for 
third resolution. ! 
«Resolved, That no legis- 
lative measure of a hostile ; 
character or tendency to- | 
wards the French nation is | 
necessary or expedient at 
this time.” 


According to my recollection the speeches 
were more at variance, if possible, than the reso- 
lutions themselves. i 

Let us for a moment examine the defense of . 
those who professed to have constitutional seru- ` 
ples as to the time of the termination of Congress; 


| 
i; tion, commenced the day at sunrise, and some at sunset— 
: some at midnight, and some at noon. 


and here I read my colleague’s argument, as fol- ;; 


lows: 


“ He was not one of those who believed that the session 
ended at midnight. In his opinion, the two years? duration 
of Congress was from the time of day at which the House 
commenced its session—say the hour of noon on the 4th 
of March. He believed that to be the true construction of +, 
the constitutional term of two years ; but it was a consti- | 
tutional question, and it was not for him to judge of the 


; motives of men who conscientiously believed that the 


period of their political existence had expired. When the 


dred and seventy-four votes. Here was a quorum voting, 
which showed that the House, at twelve o’clock, was doing 
business; but in ten minutes after that no quorum could : 
be found, not in consequence of there not being members | 
present, but in consequence of their conscientious scruples. 
He recollected the instance of a gentleman from Georgia, 
{Mr. GiLMER,] a man as conscientious and as intelligeut as 
any member of that or the present House, who, upon being | 
called, refused to answer, and gave as his reason that he 
was no longer a representative of the people, and imme- | 
diately after the vote was taken went out of the House at | 
that door, and never returned. It was not, therefore, the | 
want of a sufficient number of members present, but from | 
the conscientious conviction of so large a number of the 
members as reduced the remainder to less than a quorum 
that they had no right to vote on anything in the House. 
After that took place, the committee of conference re- 
turned to the House, but no report was made; and what 
was the reason? Because there was no House. The roll | 


* He said he did not consider that the constitutional term 
of two years, assigned to the members of the Iouse of 
Representatives, and the term of four years, during which 
the President of the United States holds his office, com- 
mence or expire at midnight. The services of two and of 
four years commenced running from the time when the 
members of the first Congress assembled to commence the 
operations of this Guvernment, under the Constitution of 
the United States, which was on the 4th of March, 1789 
at noon. The two years from that time expired, not on the i 
3d of March, 1791, at midnight, but on the 4th of March 
atnoon. The expiration of a year is not from noon to i 


| midnight, but from noon to noon. It is so astronomical 
i by the law of nature. The time at which a day shall co 
t contingent and possible danger against which it was to pro- | 
vide, l thought the sum certainly not too large.” 


ly, 
i N m- 
mence and terminate is a matter altogether arbitrary and 
conventional. Some nations have, ìn their civil computa- 


Astronomers and 


` navigators always reckon the day from noon to noon; and 


why should not the constitutional computation of time 
follow the same law which is the law of nature. The prin- 
ciple once established could be attended with no sort of 
inconvenience, whereas the computation trom noon to mid- 
night must be subject once every two years to a solution of 
continuity for twelve hours, by the non existence of a 
Ilouse of Representatives, and once in every four years to 
an interregnum or vacancy in the office of President of the 
United States. Emergencies might easily be foreseen, per- 
haps even precontrived, in which either of these events 
would be attended with very great public inconvenience, 
Monarchical Governments are always guarded with the 
utmost possible care against every solution of continuity. 
Their kings never die. Jt would be a radical defect in every 
Republican Government not to be invested with the same 
oficial immortality; the office always filled, however fre- 
quently the individual incumbent may be changed. It was, 
therefore, my opinion that the House might have sat trans- 
acting business till noon on the 4th of Mareh; and accord- 
ingly, my name will bè found and recorded on every taking 
of the yeas and nays until the adjournment, after it was 
announced that the Senate had adjourned. 

“ Mr. A. said that. was his opinion then, and he had then 
expressed it to the House, but it was not the opinion of a 
large number of members of the House. The members 
were in the House ready to vote, but in their opinion the 
time had passed. Now, whatever was doing ut that time 
in the House might have been known to every member of 
the Senate, if they had seen fit to make the inquiry. It was 
perfectly known that after that time no quorum of the House 
could be found. No vote was taken. The House was de 
facto dead.” 


_I will only add, that the usage and construc- 
tion as to the time of the expiration of office, I 
believe, have been uniform; that it has happened 


. very frequently, I know, that Congress have been 


in session hours after twelve o’clock, the 3d of 


| March, and at the expiration of their respective 


terms of office—so of all our Presidents. General 
Washington, as I have been informed and believe, 
at the expiration of his first term of four years, 
arose, after he had been in bed, at two o’clock in 
the morning of the 4th of March, and signed many 
bills, which, in consequence of his signing, became 
laws, affecting life and property. Have we not all 


, heard of the midnight judges, &c., of the elder 


Adams? Mr.Jeffersondid the same. Mr. Madi- 
son, Mr. Monroe, and my colleague himself, un- 
less I greatly misremember, imitated the example 
of all his predecessors. Who ever seriously called 
itin question, until the 3d of March, 1835, when 
the appropriation for fortifications was before us, 
and the three millions could not pass the Senate? 

Yet, after presenting the above unanswerable 
argument in defense of himself as well as others, 
my colleague isat no loss to find a perfect apology 
for those who violated the Constitution and duty, 
and defeated the bill. My colleague says, after 
the return of the committee of conference, ‘* there 
was no House—not for want of numbers;’’ the 
roll was called, and no quorum. Why? Because 
a member refused to answer. He states, ‘‘ a large 
number were ready to vote, but the time had 
passed, and it might have been known to every 


| member of the Senate, if they had seen fitto make 
‘| the inquiry. 
i Cumberland road bill passed, the question was taken by | wy 
; yeas and nays, and the vote was 94 to 80, making one hun- | 


” Again: “the House was de facto 


dead.’ But my colleague has himself shown, 
conclusively, that it was not dead de jure. Itwas 
rightfully and constitutionally alive, and the Sen- 
ate were bound so to consider it, and govern 
themselves accordingly. They did so act; and 
their notice and attention to the House, after they 
chose to consider themselves dead, though pres- 
ent and noisy, seems to have incurred the pecu- 
liar displeasure of my colleague and the gentle- 
man from New York, [Mr. Camsreene,] who 
has just resumed his seat. 

But Mr. Gilmer, of Georgia, refused to vote on 
account of conscientious scruples. His case, I 
believe, has been named by every speaker on 
this subject. I knew Mr. Gilmer in this House 
for a number of years. I believe he is a pure, 
honest, and honorable man. He entertained, we 
thought, many singular opinions of the Consti- 
tution, and he widely differed from us in 1ts con- 
struction. Mr. Gilmer had scruples; and what 
did he do? Arose, declined acting, and left the 
House, and has never since returned. The very 
praise and commendation bestowed on Mr. Gil- 
mer is censure to those who entertained the same 
doubts, and yet remained here to vote, or not to 
vote, as Circumstances made the Constitution 
more or less dear in their estimation. But Mr. 
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“Excentio probat regulam. Where were the 
other Mr. Gimers, or those who trod in his 
steps! The gentleman from New York [Mr. 
CAMBRELENG] Was so pressed with conscientious 
scruples, that he refused to report and act upon 
the forufication bill; but his conscience was less 
scrupulous as to other matters, and he stayed to 
vote and act, and did vote and act, upon other 
subjects before the House, long after he refused 
to act upon the fortification bill, Let him recon- 
cile such inconsistency. The House was reduced 
ina short nme, by scruples, from one hundred 
and seventy-four to one hundred and cleven, and 
this appears on the yeas and nays; and, by look- 
ing at the names on the yeas and nays at the two 
different: periods, those *“ noisy dead men” my 
colleague speaks of may be known as absentees, 
though present. 

I most solemnly aver to my constituents and 
country that | was in favor of the fortification bill; 
that I thought the original bill insufficient, and 
tried to increase it; that I voted against the three 
million amendment, with pain, because I wished 
a liberul specific appropriation; but I believed the 
three million section a violation of the spirit of 
our free Government, and of dangerous tendency. 
l weil remember a conversation on that night 
with a worthy member, not now here. He asked 
me why I did not vote for the three millions? I 
replied, that three millions was a great sum; the 
use to be made of it was not specified, &c. He 
answered, General Jackson will not spend a dol- 
lar of it, &c. I then rejoined, if that be so, it 
ought not to be voted; you have contidence in the 
President, which I have not; but if three millions 
may be so voted without specification, twenty 
millions may be so voted: or words to that effect. 
It may not be safe, even in your opinion, here- 
after to trust it with other Presidents. It isa 
dangerous and unsafe precedent, and ought not to 
pass. 

I had been educated to believe that the Presi- 
dent of the United States had not too much 
power. I had heard much said of the dangerous 
tendency of presidential power, and of the in- 
crease of that power; but I never witnessed so 
much evidence of the truth of that democratic 
apprehension as on the night of the 3d of March, 
1535. I declare most solemnly that, in my opin- 
ion, (and I saw those who were counted and who 
were not,) there was a quorum until we ad- 
journed. [believe I had the honor to make some 
of the last remarks upon a motion to call the 
House. I then stated that there was a quorum 
present; and it was well known to all that when 
gentlemen chose to be counted they were present, 
and when they chose not to be counted they re- 
treated or refused to vote; that the most import- 
ant business of the session yet remained un- 
done. 

Much has been said by my colleague and others 
in regard to a vote of the Senate to adhere against 
the amendment proposing the three millions. It 
is said that that vote of adherence was contrary 
to all parliamentary usage, and was the cause of 
all the evils we experieneed on the 3d of March, 
and the loss of the billitself. The gentleman who 
has just sat down [Mr. CamBRELENG] has made 
the same complaint. . 

. As gentlemen speak with confidence, I will 


refer them to a case in point, and precisely the ` 


reverse of what they suppose the parliamentary 
usage; and I trust the authority will not be ques- 
tioned by my colleague or the gentleman from 
New York. The case I refer to is found in the 
Journal of the Senate, Nineteenth Congress, first 
session, pages 306 and 307. 
the case. 

Mr. ADAMS called aloud to know the book 
and page. i 
Mr. REED. The House of Representatives 


and Senate disagreed as toa judiciary bill, and | 


“Mr. Van Buren, chairman of the Judiciary 


Committee, drew up a report, which concludes |; 
with resolving, not to insist, but adhere, and but | 


twelve dissented; and the report states it is ex- 


pressly within the rules, and best to prevent) 


unprofitable formality of a conference at this 
advanced period of a session.” Mark, sir, this 
happened fourteen daya before the close of the 


session. In the case of the fortification bill, the | 


{Here Mr. R. read | 


| the session. 

_ Mr. Camprevene then moved that the House 
insist on said amendment; which motion was 
agreed to. The Senate then voted to adhere as 
to the three millions, A motion was again made in 
the House of Representatives to recede, and give 
up the three millions. We voted nearly as before, 
my colleague, [Mr. Apams,] and other colleagues, 
and myself, voting to recede—yeas 88, nays 107. 
A conference with the Senate was then proposed 
and passed, and conferees appointed. The con- 
ferees of the House and Senate agreed upon a 
compromise. The bill was to pass with all 
amendments, and instead of $3,000,000 in gross, 
it was agreed to add $800,000, and make it 
specific, viz: $300,000 for arming the fortifica- 
tions, and $500,000 for repairs and equipment of 
ships of war. And my colleague finds fault even 
with this compromise, and says: 

“The appropriation was made positive, instead of being 
contingent upon a necessity not certain to come, and it 
was confined to two objects of permanent ordinary appro- 
priation, still leaving the possible contingent dauger unpro- 
vided for.” 

I confess I am wholly at a loss to know what 
my colleague did desire. I can sce one thing very 
distinetly—that he does not desire to agree with 
the Senate. 

The appropriation bill, as agrecd upon by the 
committee of conference, might have passed before 
or after the hour of twelve o'clock. I have no 
doubt the conferces returned before half past 
eleven. I have every reason to believe it. It 
might have passed after twelve o’clock, but for 
the improper interposition of a few members of 
this House, the friends of the Executive. 

The bill was then returned to the Flouse, and 
“a motion was made by Mr. Guouson that the 
House recede from its amendment, proposing to 
insert an additional section, as the second sec- 
tion of the bill, containing an appropriation of 
$3,000,000. On this question there were—ycas 
v7, nays 110. All my colleagues, including Mr. 


iimeris the standing witness of honest scruples. | Senate had determined not to agree to the three | 


Apams, voted to recede, and strike out the three | 


suppose some men thought the salvation of the 
country depended, 

The report of the committees of conference was 
delayed by the chairman. After much delay (the 
precise period I cannotstate) Mr. Lewis, another 
member of the committee, made the report, but 
objections were made that there was no quorum, 
and therefore it could not be adopted. The busi- 
ness was intentionally delayed, and the little time 
we had, wasted. Tellers were appointed—Mr. 
Camprecenc and Mr. Lewis; on counting, it 
was found there was not a quorum—not that a 
quorum was not present, but a sufficient number 
took care to be out of the way to defeat the count. 
And my colleague says we had not the power 


of Joshua of old, who commanded the sun and 


moon to stand still, We wanted not such power, 
but the power to move in the discharge of duty. 
I have overlooked one fact of some importance; 


it is this: Mr. Jarvis moved the following reso- | 


' lution: 


« Resolved, That, the hour having arrived when the term ' 


for which this House was elected has expired, we do now 
adjourn. 
& The said resolution was read, when the Speaker de- 


Jess by unanimous consent or a suspension of the rules, 
; but suggested that the object aimed to be attained by the 


‘| House do adjourn. Mc. Jones, of Georgia, then, for the- 
purpose of trying the question and ascertaining whether 
the House thinks itself authorized to continue in session, 
: and to transact business after twelve o’clock at night on 
the 3d day of March, moved that the House do adjourn. 
ii And the question being put, it was decided in the nega- 
i| tive”? 


that we did think ourselves authorised to do busi- 
| ness after twelve o’clock; thereby setting the seal 
|| of our deliberate vote to our own condemnation. 
`: But remember, the memorable report of the com- 
i! mittee óf conference had not then been made, 
|| though it should have been done, and there was 
‘a press of business that many members were de- 
, Sirous of transacting. The main pressure of con- 
' stitutional scruples was upon the fortification bill 
without the three million amendment. 

Mr. Speaker, the fortification bill was reported 


This negative is a negative pregnant, affirming | 


| 


million section, and a few hours only must close |' 


from the commencement of the session. 


to the House of Representatives January 2d, and 
passed the House January 21st, fifty-two days 
We 


took fifty-two days out of the ninety-three to pre- 


pare the bill. It was then sent to the Senate, and 
returned February 24th, after thirty-four days, 
and seven days before the close of the session. 
Our bill, as it passed the Flouse of Represent- 
atives, contained appropriations for fortifications 
of $439,000; and the Senate’s amendments, as fi- 
nally agreed to, $430,000—making $869,000. Had 
we agreed to those amendments without adding 
a section of three millions, it would have passed 
without dispute. By the conference it was fur- 
ther agreed to add $300,000 for arming the forti- 
fications, and $500,000 for repairs and equip- 
ment of ships-of-war, making $800,000. In all, 
$1,669,000; a respectable sum—very respectable 
compared with $439,000, and one would think, 
of all others a majority of the House of Repre- 


` sentatives ought not to complain. 


Mr. Speaker, I perceived, before the hour of 
twelve o’clock on the 3d of March, a determina- 
tion not to pass the bill. The report of the con- 
ference was held back. ‘The bill was delayed. 
The chairman would not report, but voted and 
spoke and acted upon other business. Mr. Lewis 
at last reported the bill, and then constitutional 
scruples were interposed as to the hour and min- 
ute, and gentlemen would not answer when called. 
I believe the bill (the motives that influenced gen- 
tlemen I leave to themselves) was defeated in- 
tentionally by those who were known and called 
Administration men. Why did they under vari- 
ous pretences detain and defeat the whole bill? 
No change had taken place in our relations with 
France. There was no cause for change in ap- 
propriations, unless the secret will of the Exec- 
utive produced that change. The House of 
Representatives acted a most singular and incon- 
sistent part. They could not be induced to add 
a dollar to their bill appropriating $439,000, until 
March 3d in the evening, and then. they insisted 


upon adding three millions, and it must be that 


, the direction of the President. 
| Message was a war message. He had frequently, 


or nothing. My colleagues and myself voted 


fat ; : :; for all amendments and ail increase, except the 
millions, upon the success of which one might | : p 


three millions, and would gladly have added the 


: $800,000. Butit must be three millions in addi- 
| tion, or the whole bill must be destroyed. It was 


destroyed. I could not vote for three millions. 
It was large in amount, indefinite in its’ object, 
for military and naval service, generally, under 
The Presidént’s 


: as far as I know, with everybody spoken of the’ 
_ desire for reprisal and war; and he knows how 
‘to accomplish his purposes better than any other 


man. I feared the consequences of putting the 
money in his hand. 

I deeply lamented the failure of the fortification 
bill. Though EF have long been a member of the 
House of Representatives, I never witnessed there 
such strange proceedings as on the 3d of March 
in regard to the fortification bill. If the President 


- believed the public good actually ae ian an ap- 
| propriation of three millions, whic! 


he informs 
us in his message ‘‘ was insected in accordance 
with the views of the Executive,” he ought to 
have so informed ue, not privately; to a few, but 


« publicly, and to have presented the reasotis of 
., his views, that we might judge and act as réspons- 


‘] resolution could be accomplished by a motion that the | 


cided that it was not in order to offer it at this time, un- 


ible, free, and independent representatives of a 


| free people. Bat three millions was ‘‘ inserted in 


accordance with the views of the Executive;”’ a 
less sum was not in accordanéé with his views. 
And when a lees. sum was agreed upon by the 
committee of conference, and the chairman [Mr. 
CaMBRELENG] had returned to this House to make 
report of the result, (as he has just informed us 
in his speech,) he met in this House Mr. For- 
syth, Secretary of State, who inquired whether 
the committee of conference had agreed; and 
when informed that a compromise had taken 
place, and that $500,000 had been agreed upon 
instead of the three millions, Mr. Forsyth pro- 
nounced it a pitiful sum. It will be understood 
that the President and his Cabinet'sit 1n @ room 
appropriated for the purpose in the Capitol du- 
ring the last night of the session, to facilitate the 
business. The Secretary of State sits at the right 
hand of the President as an adviser. Ife had just 
left the room, and might well be presumed to 
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iiih 


know and express the will of the Executive. It 
was not in accordance with the will of the Exec- 
utive, and that was well understood by the chair- 


man by the remark of the Secretary of State, if | 
he heard nothing more, and ke and others who | 


acted with him seemed most suddenly to lose all 
interest in the bill. It was determined that the 
bill, as finally agreed upon by the committee of 
conference, should not pass the House. That, as 
the Senate refused to agree to the ‘ three million 


amendment” proposed by the House, the loss of - 


the whole bill, including ordinary appropriations 
for fortifications, should be charged to that body. 
This decision came with a weight and energy not 
to be withstood. The House would not pass a 
bill the provisions of which the President’s first. 
Secretary had just pronounced pitiful. Then came 
the last scene—‘ delay, constitutional scruples, 
refusal to vote, threats against the Senate,” &., 
&c.; and so perished the fortification bill in the 
House of Representatives. i 

As soon as this debate shall have been closed, 
I hope and trust others who were present will not 
fail to express their opinions. I am desirous of 
attending to the appropriation bills and other im- 
portant business before the House. I trust some 
good may result from the evil of which there is 
sgo loud complaint; that we may not hereafter neg- 
lect the important business under our charge to 
the last few disputed hours of the session, when 
there may be neither time nor means to perform 
such duties with fidelity and sound discretion; 
when it may be in the power of a few, even a 
single individual, to defeat the most important 
measure. 

I have always considered the fortification bill, 
with the three million amendment proposed, as a 


subject of vast importance, as involving more or | 


less the question of peace or war—a question of 
vital importance to thosa whom I have the honor 
to represent. Since the President in his annual 
message to Congress has seen fit to complain of 
the loss of that bill; since the Administration 
presses and Administration men reiterate the com- 
plaint; since my colleague has seen fit to bring 
the subject before this House by a resolution an 
speech, I have felt bound to vindicate my own 
conduct and the conduct of those with whom I 
had the honor to agree and act, and present the 
case to this House and the people, and especially 
to my constituents, to whom, without distinction 
of party, I am under obligations J shall never be 
able to cancel. I feel and acknowledge the weight 
of those obligations, and I trust, when my con- 
duct shall be understood, their justice and candor 
will acquit me of negligence or want of fidelity 
in the discharge of my duty. 


ADMISSION OF MICHIGAN. 


REMARKS OF HON. JOHN DAVIS, | 


OF MASSACHUSETTS, 
In rue Senate, March 30, 1836, 

On the bill for the admission of the Territory of Michigan 
into the Union, and the amendment thereto proposed by 
Mr. Wricut, of New York. 

Mr. DAVIS said, in substance, the Senate is 
now agreed in one thing, and that is that this 
bill, which proposes to admit Michigan into the 
Union with the new boundaries assigned to her 
by it upon her assent to the same by her Legis- 
lature, ought not to pass without amendment; for 
all now agree that such an assent, to be valid, 
must come from the people. It is therefore pro- 
posed to amend the bill so as to require such 
assent by a convention of delegates elected for 
that sole purpose. 

It is now evening, and the Senate fatigued, and 
he feared the destiny of the measure, in its pres- 
ent form, was too certain. He could not, how- 
ever, give his final vote without an attempt to put 
the bil into a shape better suited to the policy 
of the United States and to the interests of the 
Territory. There is an admitted necessity for a 
convention. Those who are anxious to hurry 
the measure to its end allow it, because, in the 
first place, a portion of the population which is 
embraced by the boundaries contained in the 
constitution made by the convention of Michi- 
pri is now assigned by us to Ohio and Indiana. 

these people voted for delegates, or aided in 
t 


` any other res 


| tation, and leaving the whole matter to the dis- 


making this constitution, then it is not a consti- | 
tution made by Michigan alone, nor can we know | 
what the result would have been if Michigan | 
alone had acted on the question; it might have 
been different. Itis the collected judgment of 
Michigan alone that we look for. In the second 
place, we have added a territory west of the lake 
equal to one half of the territory embraced by 
the constitution, making the State one third at 


, least larger than the constitution makes it. The 


inhabitants on this territory were not represented 
in the convention, and had no voice in making 
the constitution. They are doubtless few in 
number, but we know not what their counsels 
and strength might have accomplished, and it is 
very clear they ought to be heard. Ina word, 
we have assigned new boundaries, by which we 
have excluded some territory and added a large 
tract of country. Nothing can be plainer than 
that a State cannot, by its Legislature, diminish 
or enlarge its territory. The Legislature of 
Michigan cannot, therefore, settle this question. 
Hence the necessity of so amending the bill as to 
submit the matter to a convention of the people 
residing within the new boundaries, whether they 
will assent to these boundaries, and make their 
constitution conform to them. 

I am rejoiced to find on this point great unanim- 
ity, and that the thought of forcing a State into 
the Union by an assent of a legislative body to 
its boundaries isabandoned. Butthe mover pro- 
poses that the convention shall be called for this 
sole papot, meaning, doubtless, that if the peo- 
ple of Michigan should alter their constitution in , 

ect, they shall not be admitted into | 
the Union. Vam, sir, for striking out this limi- 
cretion of the people. There is an obvious impro- 
priety in restraining their action; it implies a 
distrust—a want of confidence, which I, for one, 
do not feel. If they are content with the instru- 
ment as it is, so be it; if, on the other hand, they 
think it expedient to modify, why tie them down | 
to this single alteration? Ido not like the mode : 
in which Michigan has conducted this business. 
She has assumed rights that all agree are not well 
founded, and the consequence is that she stands | 
in an embarrassing posture. Sheclaimed to bea | 
State before she could be one. She has acted as . 


such without authority. She has elected Sena- :: 


tors, when our Constitution provides that they 
shall be elected by the Legislature of the States, 
and by no other authority. She had no such 
Legislature. She has elected a Representative, 


when the Constitution of the United States allows || 


none but the people of States to elect Representa- 
tives, and none to vote for such a person except 
those who are qualified to vote for the most numer- 
ous branch of the State Legislature. If she claim 
rights under this Constitution, as she does when 
she claims to be represented here, then she must 
be not only a State, but one of the States of this 
Union, over which the Constitution spreads itself; 
but we all agree she is not, or we should not be 
making provisions by law for her admission. 
This shows that her proceedings need revising. 
There is not only propriety in it, but a clear ne- | 
cessity for it. T am therefore for striking out so 
much of the amendment as confines the action of 


and leaving the whole matter to her deliberate , 
judgment, to be disposed of as the people in their : 
wisdom shall deem expedient. She will have | 
ample time to modify her constitution, and to | 
prepare for and participate in the coming presi- 
dential election. She will be here ready for ad- 
mission at the coming term of Congress; and if 
there be objections to that, as postponing the day 
too far, then, under the peculiar circumstances 
which exist, let her, upon agreeing to the bound- 
aries, come 1n at once. I will extend to her m 

confidence, and trust her to make such amend- 
ments as she may deem necessary. In doing this 
we hazard no more than occurs almost every | 
year, for States amend, alter, and modify their 
constitutions at pleasure; and if you deny her the 
right now, she will do it if she please as soon as 
you have admitted her. Ido not like the prece- 


dent; but as things are, I have no difficulty in |; 


giving her my confidence by anticipation, for I | 
am anxious she should become one of the family 
as soon as she can with any propriety. 


If this amendment succeed, then several others 
will be equally necessary, for we cannot legislate 
| Senatorsand Representatives into their seats un- 


‘| less they are constitutionally clected. Instead, 


' therefore, of providing, as this bill does, for the 
admission of certain persons said now to be 
elected to seats in the two Houses, it should pro- 
vide, if any provision is necessary, that Michigan 
shall have simply the right of representation ir 
both branches of Congress. The inquiry has 
been put by the Senator from New Jersey, [Mr. 
Souruarp,| (and I have heard no one answer it,\ 
How can you, by law, assign seats to these indi- 
viduals? ‘The Constitution forbids this course, 
because it says we shall pursue another. It de« 
clares that each House shall be the exclusive 
judge of the election of its members, This right 
cannot be superseded by a statute, for joint action 
is substantially forbidden. 

But there is a greater difficulty than this. Thera 
can be no State Legislature without a State, and 
_no Senators without a Legislature. There can be 
no Representative unless elected by the people of 
a State qualified to vote for representatives to the 
most numerous branch of its Legislature. How, 
then, can the Legislature of a Territory make 
Senators, or the people of a Territory make a 
Representative? And can we by a law supersede 
the Constitution? Can we make a law that Wis- 
consin shall have Representatives and Senators 
here? We cannot, because the Constitution for- 
bids it. If they elect them, and send them here, 
can we by law receive them? Is not this just 
what this bill proposes todo? Michigan is ad- 
mitted to be only a Territory. Ientreat the Senate 
to leave the whole matter open to the people of 
Michigan, and to leave it open in the most favor- 
able way to secure to them all their rights and 
| privileges, both in this body and in the coming 

electiona. Let them present persons here who 
come in according to the Constitution. Do not 
tie her hands, and thus force yourselves to receive 
men who are not elected by a State, but by a 
Territory. 

If these amendments cannot be made, [ cannot 
vote for the bill, though I shall vote against it 
with great reluctance, for I sincerely desire her 
admission. 


CAPTORS OF THE FRIGATE PHILADELPHIA. 


REMARKS OF HON. A. ROBBINS, 
OF RHODE ISLAND, 


In Senate, May 31, 1836, 


On the bill to compensate the Recaptors of the Frigate 
Philadelphia. 

Mr. ROBBINS said: This bill is a bill to com- 
pensate the recaptors of the frigate Philadelphia, 
after her capture by the barbarians of Tripoli, 
and while she was, and after she had long been, 


in their secure possession, in their own harbor, 


; little gallant band, the recaptors, at t 


and under the guns of their own fort, and where 
she was kept fully manned and armed as their 
pride as well as defense, and where she wasa 
monument at once for barbarian triumph and for 
American humiliation. This protecting fort was 


: i armed with more than a hundred guns and backed, 
the proposed convention to the boundaries alone, | 


it was said, by an army in camp of twenty thou- 
sand men. The banks of this harbor were lined 
with land batteries throughout, and armed alse 
with more than a hundred guns, and its waters 
were guarded by a thousand seamen. Still thi 
he dead of 
night, with Decatur at their head, made their way 
to this frigate, boarded her, cut down every bar- 
barian on board, or drove him over her side into 
the water; then, and in obedience to orders to set 
fire to her in different parts, burnt her down to the 
water’sedge, and then made their retreat in safety 
and all this in the face and fire of the artillery of 
that fort and of those land batteries. Thus, 19 
flames, was extinguished this monument of our 
disgrace, and our own frigate was no longer to 
be employed as a pirate in piracies on our own 
commerce in those seas. This astonishing feat 
struck a terror into all the Powers on the Barbary 
coast, and they humbled themselves to their fears 
of a people capable of such daring exploits. 


They were soon after brought to sue for a peace, 
to release our captive citizens without ransom; 
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in a word, to suffer us to dictate to them the | happens that one sublime achievement, by its 


terms of peace. 


so vexed and harassed and plundered, has been 
safe to our merchants in those seas. Such were 
the fruits of that bold and successful enterprise. 

In every instance, save this, the capture and 
destruction of an enemy's vessel-of-war, or the 
recapture of our own vessel-of-war from the en- 
emy, has been compensated to the captors by 
Congress. To the report in this case there is 
appended a coniplete list of all those cases, and of 
the compensation made to each, fully attesting 
this fact. This case stands a solitary exception. 
Though the first in the order of time; though 
in brilliant and consequential merits the first, it 
remains the last and alone to be compensated. 
The subject has frequently been before Congress, 
and in no instance have ever the propriety and the 
duty of making compensation, and to the amount 
of this bill, been madea question; buta difference 
of opinion as to the scale of distribution has been 
the difficulty, and has frustrated every bill for 
compensation heretofore reported. To obviate 
the objections growing out of this difference of 
opinion, the committee have now reported the 
bill with a scale of distribution corresponding to 
the pay of the officers and seamen of the Navy, 
according to the pay bill adopted at the last ses- 
sion of Congress. This, we think, will do justice 
and give satisfaction. The parties interested all, 
as we understand and believe, will be content 
with this scale. As the same bill has now been 
reported to both Houses, the committee indulge 
the hope that no difficulties of form will longer 
impede this act of national justice. But one word 
further, with the indulgence of the Senate, as to 
the merits of this case. 

Let it be recollected that this daring enterprise 
was out of the routing of the regular naval ser- 
vice; it was, indeed, permitted, but not directed, 


by the commanding officer on that station; it was | 
wholly a volunteer enterprise. It was originally | 
suggested by the gallant and ever to be lamented | 
Decatur, then a lieutenant, and but a youth, as it © 
He saw that the thing was practicable to 


were. 
spirits daring like his own, and that the achieve- 
ment, though full of danger, would be full of 
honor. He saw the brilliant page it would make 
in history, but he did not foresee that it would 
be but the title-page to that volume of brilliant 
exploits which subsequently were to illustrate 
our naval annals, of which this was to be the 
recursorand animating model. Hesoon collected 
is volunteer band of congenial spirits, all young 
like himself, and, like him, burning with a thirst 
for distinction. Confiding in themselves, they 
went to the enterprise confident of success, and 
did realize what to colder minds would seem but 
the dream of romance. It is pleasing to note the 
number of our naval heroes, who afterwards so 
much distinguished themselves in our naval 
battles, who gave their juvenile and first proofs 
of heroism in this heroic enterprise. 
It is not easy to estimate the value to a coun- 


try of a sublime achievement in any line of merit | 


by any of her own sons, as an example to enkin- 


dfe the spirit of emulation in others to rival, and ; 
of ambition to surpass it; nor is It wise In any - 


Government to be penurious or over-frugal in 
awarding remuneration for such value; for it 1s 
the sublime in achievement onl 


ple—that sublimity which the voice of fame gives 
to immortality. Man born to immortality in 
another life aspires to it in this. 


fairs, he sees time roll his oblivious wave, and 


that nothing but the sublime in human virtue and | 
human achievement stands secure and aloft above | 


his devouring flood, and never to be affected by 


it. These achievements he admires; and emulat- 
ing these, he treads the arduous paths that lead to 


the same glorious heights. But it is the home 
2xample that has most of this marvelous effect. 
Who that dwells upon the great example near to 


him in time and place, and in a congenial pursuit, |j 


but has felt himself animated and carried even 
beyond himself in his efforts on the self-inquiry, 
“Why should I not do what my fellow has 
done? and why should my equal outstrip and 
leave me behind in the race of glory?’ Hence it 


From that moment, ever after, | 
down to he pee time, our commerce, before | 


that has this | 
desirable, this almost magical infiuence in exam- | 


But over all ;, 
that is vulgar in men and things and human af- || 


animating influence, begets another, and another, 
and another, till they cluster into a constellation. 
Hence, too, it happens that these constellations 
break upon the world but periodically. The 
brilliant eras which mark the history of all na- 
tions who have greatly distinguished themselves 
are to be traced to the operation and force of 


this principle—the magical influence of great | 


example by compatriots on compatriots. 


Who can doubt, then, but that the constella- | 


tion of naval victories which adorns our naval 
annals, in our late war with Great Britain, sprung 
from the spirit of emulation kindled by the brilliant 
exploit achieved in the capture and destruction 
of the frigate Philadelphia? That was the original 
spark which, spreading and kindling as it spread, 
afterwards broke out into such a blaze of naval 
glory as to be seen over the earth, and under the 
whole heavens; commencing with the attack and 
sudden destruction of the Gurriere on the ocean, 
(the thunder is scarcely more sudden on the 
lightning’s flash than was that destruction upon 
that attack,) and closing with the brilliant though 
bloody triumphs of our fleets on the lakes. 

The glorious achievement of the recapture and 
destruction of the frigate Philadelphia, the pre- 
cursor and progenitor of so many others, remains 
alone of them all, and the only one not yet re- 
quited by the justice of our country. Shall this 
cold neglect still be continued to mark her insensi- 
bility to such illustrious merit? Your votes must 
determine. 


OHIO AND MICHIGAN. 


SPEECH OF HON. H. EVERETT, 
OF VERMONT, 
In tue House or REPRESENTATIVES, 
June 9, 1836. 


| Delivered in the Committee of the Whole, on the bill for 


establishing the Northern Boundary of Ohio, and for the 
Admission of Michigan into the Union as a State. 


Mr. EVERETT made his acknowledgments 
to the committee for according to him last even- 
ing a delay till this morning. He had been in 
his seat during a session of eight hours, and was 


too much exhausted to proceed; he acknowledged 
it as a personal favor, and in return would en- : 


deavor to consume as little of their time as pos- 
sible. ] 
addressing the House was to exclude conclusions 


that might be drawn from the reports of the com- || 
mittees of both Houses, which asserted, or took it |! 
for granted, that Congress had no power to form ; 


more than two States north of the lake line. For 


one, he claimed the power for Congress to form | 
in that Territory as many States as the conve- | 


nience of its inhabitants might require. _ 
Mr. E. said he would place the committee in 


possession of an analysis of the opinions he had | 


formed, to enable them more easily to accompany 


him as he proceeded. The objections to the bill | 


for the admission of Michigan into the Union, 


arise from its assumed boundaries, and from its |: : A : 
Se ie tes Sage t of terri but wi view to certainty. 
constitution, and from the provisions of the bill. | extent tory, tha y 


I. From its assumed boundaries. 
1. That, under the ordinance of 1787, Congress 


is restricted to the line drawn due east through | 
the southerly bend of Lake Michigan, (the lake į 


line,) as the south line and boundary of the one 


‘ or two States that it was authorized to form in 
i the Territory north of that line. 


This will be examined as a question of con- || feom a eriticism on the word “in,” as used in 


| the fifth article. 


struction, and also of intention. 
2. That Michigan has no right to demand ad- 
mission into the Union until formed into a State 


i by Congress, according to the power reserved in 


the ordinance, and that no act of Congress was 
necessary to form a constitution; preliminary to 


` her admission into the Union. 


3. Congress has no right to demand of Mich- 


! igan a relinquishment of her ordinance boundary 
: as a condition of her admission. 


If. It will then be insisted— 

1. That the United States do not hold the sov- 
ereignty of that Territory directly under the ces- 
sions of the original States, but under the cessions 
of the three States formed by the fifth article of 
the ordinance; under which Congress has the 


He said that one object which he had in | 


: Territory north of the lake line. 


Ho. or Reps. 


power to form States at pleasure, with such 
oundaries as shall be deemed proper, independ- 
ent of all the restrictions (of boundaries) of the 
ordinance. 

2. That it is therefore improper to ask the 
assent of Michigan to any boundary that Con- 
gress may think proper to prescribe. 

III. Objections to the constitution of Michi- 
gan. 

1. It was formed by a convention elected in 
part by foreigners. 

2. It naturalizes foreigners. 

IV. Objections to the bill. 

1. It authorizes a convention, to be elected 


| under the constitution of Michigan, to ratify its 


boundaries. 

2. It provides that the Representative and 
Senators already elected under their constitution 
shall be entitled to seats in Congress. 

I. In relation to the question of boundary. 

1. I contend that, under the ordinance, Con- 
gress had no power to make any line other than 
the lake line the boundary between the three 
States formed, and the one or two States that 
might be formed, under the fifth article. 

The fifth article is as follows: 

“ Art. 5. There shall be formed, in the said Territory, not 
less than three, nor more than five States; and the bound- 
aries of the States, as soon as Virginia shall alter her act of 
cession, and consent to the same, shall become tixed and 
established as follows, to wit: T'he western State in the 
said Territory shall be bounded by the Mississippi, the 
Ohio, and Wabash rivers, a direct line drawn from the 
Wabash and Post Vincents, due north, to the territorial 
line between the United States and Canada; and, by the 


, said territorial line, to the Lake of the Woods and Missis- 


sippi. The middle State shall be bounded by the said direct 


| line, the Wabash, from Post Vincents to the Ohio, by the 


Ohio, by a direct line drawn due north from the mouth of 


i the Great Miami to the said territorial line, and by the said 


territorial line. The eastern State shall be bounded by the 
last mentioned direct line, the Ohio, Pennsylvania, and the 
said territorial Jine: Provided, however, and it is further 
understood and declared, That the boundaries of these 
three States shall be subject so far to be altered that, if 
Congress shall hereafter fiud it expedient, they shall have 
authority to form one or two States in that part of the said 
Territory which lies north of an east and west line drawn 
through the southerly bend of Lake Michigan. And when- 
ever any of the said States shall have sixty thousand free 
inhabitants therein, such State shall be admitted, by its 


| Delegates, into the Congress of the United States, on an 


equal footing with the original States, in all respects what- 


| ever; and shall be at liberty to orm a permanent constitu- 


tion and State government; provided the constitution and 
government so to be formed shall be republican, and in 
conformity to the principles contained in these articles; 


: and, so far as it can be consistent with the general interest 
| of the Confederacy, such admission shal! be allowed at an 
: earlier period, and when there may be a less number of 


free inhabitants in a State than sixty thousand.”? 


As a question of construction: 

The ordinance establishes the entire boundaries 
of three States. No general power was reserved 
to Congress to alter these boundaries, The only 
power reserved was, that Congress might alter 
them by doing a certain act prescribed in the or- 
dinance, viz.: by forming one or two States in the 
It thus defines 
the line by which the boundary of the three States 
might be altered, and the act by which it could 
be done. Itis manifest that the object was not 
that the line should be fixed with the view to the 


Had extent of territory been the object, it would 
have been easily effected by adopting. a line of 
latitude as the boundary, as it will be seen was 
adopted in the prior ordinance. For the purpose, 
then, of making the division line certain, the lake 
line was adopted as one that could, in all time, be 


‘ rendered certain. 


An argument has been attempted to be drawn 


It is proper, however, to say 
that it was not relied on in the report of the com- 
mittee of the House. It has been said elsewhere 
that— i 

‘The territory of Ohio was within the eastern State. 


| Congress, then, had power to extend Ohio to the territorial 


or Canada line ; nay, the ordinance provided that it should 


! be so extended, unless Congress should find it expedient to 


alter this provision. Illinois, Indiana, and Obio were all 
thus laid out by the ordinance as States to extend tothe 
territorial line; but it was also provided that Congress 
might lay out one or two States ‘ im? (not as the ordinance 


| bas sometimes been misquoted ‘out of’) that part of the 


territory north of the east and west line referred to. f 
« A power to form one ‘or two States in a territory > is 
not to be restricted, without the grossest violenec to all the 
rules of construction, to a mere power to form one or two 
States out of that Territory. The latter is a power only to 
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divide the whole Territory into two States, or form one of it 
all; the former is a power to select any portion of that Ter- 
ritory for the purpose of forming one or two States, and 
then of either assigning the whole so selected to one State 
or dividing it between two. The power here given to as- 
sign all the country north of theeast and west line to three 
States primarily designated in the ordinance, embraces the 
power to assign any part of it to them, and itis evident that 
Congress has always so understood it.” 


Unfortunately for this argument, it is refuted 
by the terms of the article itself, as well as b 
the general object of the article. The fifth article 
commences with the words *' there shall be formed 
w the said Territory not less than three nor more 
than five States.’ Would it have been a fair 
execution of this provision to have formed the 
five States ‘‘out of ”? one half of the Territory? 
What would be the condition of the country ex- 
cluded? The object of the ordinance was to make 
disposal of the whole Territory. It is entitled 
« An ordinance for the government of the terri- 
tory of the United States northwest of the river ` 
Ohio.” Its provisions extended to the whole . 
territory. The preamble to the five articles of 
compact is as follows: 

« And for extending the fundamental principles of civil 
and religious liberty,” &c.; “to fix and establish those 
principles as the basis of all laws, constitutions, and gov- 
ernments which forever hereafter shall be formed in the 
said Territory; to provide also for the establishment of 
States, and permanent government therein, and for their 
admission to a share in the Federal counties on an equal 
footing with the original States, at as early periods as may 
be consistent with the general interest: It is hereby or- 
dained and declared, by the authority aforesaid, that the 
following articles shalt be considered as articles of compact 
between the original States and the people and States in 
the said Territory, and forever remain unalterable, unless 
by common consent.” 


There is, then, no foundation for the construc- 
dion that would limit the term in to a part either 
in relation to the whole Territory or to the part | 
north of the east and west dividing line. 

As a question of intention: 


This resolution relates to the intention of the '| degrees of latitude; 


parties to the condition of the cession of Virginia, 
and as between them it may be proper to have 
reference to the intention of the parties as a fact. 
To ascertain the fact of intention, it will be neces- 
sary to have reference to the previous acts of the 
parties, from which it will be evident that it was 


the fixed purpose of Virginia to make the bound- 


aries of the States certain, and that that pro- 
posed was adhered to, except as to the line that 
should divide from each other the two States that 
might be formed north of the lake line; and that 
if only one State was formed north of that line, 
then its boundaries were rendered certain. Why 
make any division, if not certain? It should be 
borne in mind, during this investigation, that the 
ebject of the parties was simply to divide the ter- 
ritory of the United States into States. Neither 
party had the acquisition of territory in view. 
On referring to the Journals and documents of the 
Congress of the Confederation, but little doubt 
will remain that the intention of the parties will 


be found to agree with the construction of the | 


ordinance. 


lands were claimed by other States. The other 
States insisted that it was acquired by the blood 
and treasure of all the States, and ought to be 
disposed of for the benefit of all. 


On the 6th September, 1780, Congress passed | 


a resolve recommending to the several States that 
had claims to such lands to cede them to the 
United States. 

Congress, by a resolution of the 10th October, 
1780, resolved that the lands so to be ceded should 
be disposed of for the common benefit of the 
United States, formed into republican States, 
and which should become members of the Fed- 
eral Union; that the extent of each should not be 
less than one hundred, nor more than one hun- 
dred and fifty miles square, or as near thereto as 
circumstances would admit. 

On the 2d January, 1781, Virginia passed an 
act to cede the western territory to the United 
States, on the condition that it should be laid out 
and formed into States according to the terms of 
the resolution of 10th October, 1780. Other con- 
ditions were also annexed. 

On the 3d November, 1781, a committee of 


| Congress reported against accepting the cession 
of Virginia. 


| A similar report was made on the 10th April, 


Í 1 


| 1782; in consequence of which the cession of : 
| Virginia was not accepted, and thus this cession : 


: was rendered ineffectual. (See Appendix.) 
Though Virginia may have had no right to the 


territory northwest of the Ohio, yet we accepted 


‘her grant, with certain conditions, and which 
| were subsequently recognized by Congress as 
binding. 

Resolution of 1786 states that unless Virginia 
assented, the States must be restricted as to their 
extent by the condition. 

The ordinance of 1787 recognizes the assent of 
Virginia as necessary. 

On the 13th September, 1783, Congress passed 
an act stipulating the terms on which the cessions 
would be accepted, embracing, among others, 
the terms of the resolve of 1780 as the basis for 
the subsequent division of the ceded territory into 
States. 

On the 20th October, 1783, Virginia, by an act, 
authorized her Delegates in Congress to execute 
a cession of the western territory on the terms 
stipulated in the act of 13th September, 1783. 

On the , 1784, the subject of the division 
of the western territory into States, according to 
the resolve of 1780, and the act of 1783, was com- 
mitted to a committee consisting of Messrs. Jef- 
ferson of Virginia, Chase of Maryland, and How- 
ell of Rhode Island. 

On the Ist March, 1784, Mr. Jefferson, from the 
committee reported a resolution to lay out the 
western territory into two ranges of States, divided 
by the meridian of the foot of the rapids of the 
Ohio, (84° 45',) and bounded west by the Mis- 

| Sissippi and east- by the meridian of the mouth 
i of the Great Kanawha, (81°,) and each State, 
| commencing from the completion of latitude 319, 
|l and going from south to north, to contain two 
providing however, that all 
elong to the State next be- 
|| low it; and that the States between the parallels 
' of 450 and 430 should be divided by Lake Mich- 
_igan; and that the eastern State should include 
the whole peninsula north of 319; and also that 
the territory east of the east meridian, and be- 
tween Lake Erie, the Pennsylvania line, and the 
‘Ohio river, should constitute a State; thus laying 
. out ten States (to which names were given) north 
„ of latitude 370, including, however, in the ninth 
State, the point of land at the confluence of the 
Ohio with the Mississippi river, below 370. 
Cotemporaneous with this report, on the same 
Ist March, 1784, the Delegates of Virginia, in 
pursuance of the authority given by the act of 


.| north of 470 should 


l 
1 


United States a cession of the western territory. 


| On the 23d of April, 1784, Congress passed an | 


| 

| ordinance laying out and dividing the western 
|| territory into States, on the general basis of the 
|: report of the committee, with this alteration: that 
‘| all above 43° was to constitute two States, to be 


the Ohio; and that where the Ohio river nearly 
coincided with latitude 39°, it should be the 


ceived the votes of the delegation of Virginia, was 
i| cotemporaneous with her act of cession, and is 
to be considered as an execution of the condition 
of the cession of Virginia. 

By the above resolution the condition of the 
grant of Virginia was recognized. 

Atthis time, however, no sales had been made, 
and it was, therefore, competent for the original 


|| and, until sales were made, for 
the ordinance. 

On the 7th of July, 1786, a resolution was 
moved in Congress recommending to the Legis- 
lature of Virginia to revise the act of cession, so 
far as to empower Congress to divide the terri- 
tory into not more than five, nor less than three 
States. The power proposed to be asked was 
general, without any restriction as to extent or 
boundaries. 

The Delegates from Virginia moved, as a sub- 
stitute, to recommend to Virginia and Massachu- 
setts so to alter their acts of cession as that the 
States in the western territory might be bounded 


ongress to repeal 


their State of 20th October, 1783, executed to the | 


| 

| divided by the dividing meridian of the falls of | 
At the close of the war of the Revolution, the | | 
territory northwest of the Ohio was claimed prin- | 


cipally by New York and Virginia: other western i| boundary instead of that latitude. This act re- | 


i| parties to the cession to ange its conditions, | 


| the Ohio and a line running due east from the 

| Mississippi to the eastern boundary of the United 
States, so as to touch the most southern part of 
Lake Michigan, and two States north of thatline; 
the States south were to be divided by the same 
division lines that were afterwards adopted inthe 
ordinance of 1797; and the States north were to 
be divided by Lake Michigan. This left no dis- 
cretion or power in Congress as to extent or 
boundaries. 

The substitute was rejected, and the original 
resolution adopted with some immaterial amend- 
ments. 

The report of the committee of the House, (No. 
380,) after stating the object of the substitute, 
contains the following admission, which it seems 
to me is a surrender of the argument: 

‘¢ Here, then, we have displayed distinctly the wishes of 
the representatives of one of the parties to the ordinance. 
If they had been acceded to by the other party to that com- 
pact, the east and west line, drawn through the southerly 
bend of Lake Michigan, would have been made a perma- 
nent and immovable boundary of the three States on the 
Ohio, and the same line with Lakes Michigan, Huron, and 
the Straits of Michilimackinac, would have been fixed 
boundaries for a State to be formed in the peninsula which 
they surround.” 

The admission is, that if the substitute had 
been accepted, that is, if the ordinance had estab- 
lished the five States, with boundaries therein 
mentioned, and, in addition thereto, had said that 
the center of Lake Michigan should be the dividing 
line between the two northern States, then the 
lake line would have been the immovable boundary 
of the three States on the Ohio. 

' The assent of Virginia not having been given 
i to the resolution of the 7th July, 1786, Congress, 
| on the 13th July, 1787, submitted another prop- 
osition, based on a compromise between the res- 
olution and the substitute, viz: the fifth article 
of the ordinance of 1787. The resolution pro- 
posed the alternative of three or five States: the 
substitute proposed five as the fixed number. 
The resolution asked for a discretionary power 
to fix the boundaries: the substitute established 
the boundaries of all the States—first, by a line 


. dividing the three southern from the two northern 
' States, and then by dividing lines between those 


‘between the two northern States makes 
Michigan the dividing line, but the ordinance 


of the south and between those of the north. The 
ordinance of 1787 provides first for the boundaries 
of the three States, subject to alteration, if Con- 
gress should deem it expedient; extending them 
each from the Ohio to our northern boundary, 
and dividing them by the lines of longitude named 
in the substitute, leaving no discretionary power 
in Congress. If there should be five States, the 
ordinance provides that the three southern States 
should be divided from the two northern States 
by the same east and west line that is mentioned 
in the substitute, leaving no discretion in Con- 
gress as to this dividing line. The only discre- 
tion given in the substitute as to the dividin pas 
ake 


leaves it to the discretion of Congress to make 
one or two States, and to fix the lake line as 
common to both, the ordinance and the substitute 
line dividing them. 

If the power had been to form only one State 


` north of the east line, then the admission of the 


committee would, in terms, admit the immuta- 
bility of the lake line. This one State would 
have been as distinctly bounded as the three 
southern States; and now out of that territory 
thus definitely bounded, two States are to be 
formed, and the immutability of the lake line 
changed by the discretion given to Congress to 
fix the boundary between the two States north 
of it. The report asks: 

« If it had been the purpose of the be, erie of 1787 ta 
make an east and west line, drawn through the southern 
extreme of Lake Michigan, a fixed northern boundary for 
the three States which were to be formed on the Ohio, and 
to form another State in the peninsula of Michigan, is it to 
be believed that they would not have adopted the language 
of Mr. Grayson’s resolution, which was before them) on 
those points, as they had borrowed the language 0 the 
same resolution in describing the boundaries of the three 
States, whose eastern, southern, and western boundaries 
it was their intention to make immutable?” 


It is not the declared purpose of the ordinance 


of 1787 to form a State in the pemon e of Mich- 
igan, but to form one or two States in the terri- 


tory north of the lake line; and if two States, 1t 


as follows: There should be three States between || was left to Congress to fix the dividing line; if 


1836.] 
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bat one State, the boundaries were already given. I! due east through the south bend of the lake, or 
Ie would have been, therefore, manifestly im- |; the latitude line indicated by that found on Mitch- 
proper to have used Mr. Grayson’s language as | 


to the dividing line between the two northern 
Sates, Waen at was ta be left to Congress to fix 
the line, 

An argument is attempted to be drawn from 
the reasens which induced the passage of the 
resolution of P756. But the question is as to 
the construction of the cession of Virginia, as 
modified by her assent to the fifth article of the 
ordinance of 1787. Her assent was not given to 
the resolution, but to the new preposition con- 
tained in the ordinance. [tis not perceived how 
the resolution, or any motion which ied to it, can 
vary the construction of a new proposition, made 
because the former ane was not acceptable. The 
report, however, assumes that because the sub- 
sutte of Mr. Grayson was rejected, and that 
substitute established the line dividing the north- 
ern from the southern State, the same were not 
established by the ordinance; the same argument 
would apply to all the other lines, and, in fine, 
itis assuming that because Congress in 1736 re- 
jected a proposition, they could not adopt it in 
VST. Yet such is the argument. The report 

roceeds: 

* Many of the members of the Congress of 1787 had 
been members of the Congress of 1786. It is fair to pre- 
pume they knew well the reasons winch bad intluenced 
Mr. Grayson tu make his motion, and the considerations 
which bad induced its rejection. Fortunately, we are 
not dependent, entirely, on conjecture to learn some of the 
Mouves, Which on that occasion, guided the counsels of 
Congress. ‘They are to be found recorded on its Journal. 
In the preamble to the resolution of July, 1736, it is declared 
that, in fixing the limits and dimensions of the new States, 
due attention ought to be paid to natural boundaries, and a 
variety OF circumstances, which will be pointed out by a 
More periect knowledge of the country, so as to provide tor 
the future growth and prosperity of each State? Now, 
there is no evidence to show that additional intormation 
had been obtained by Congress, after this preamble was 
adopted, prior to the passage of the ordinance. Indeed, we 
are well apprised tbat, long atter the latter period, no map 
of the Nortawest Territory, more accurate than Mitchell's 
had been published. Lewis's map, dated in 1815, an 
Vance’s map, in 1818, each exhibit the errors which are so 
conspicuous in the face of the map first mentioned. The 
lights of science and civilization had not broken through 
the clouds of dark uncertainty Which then overshadowed 
the far West. The latitude even of the southern extreme 
of Lake Michigan had not been clearly ascertained. Neither 
had the resources and extent of the territory lying north of 
an east and West line, drawn through that point, been ex- 
plored. Cougress, uuder such circumstances, would have 
acted unwisely, if they had fixed, irrevocably, any one of 
the boundary lines of a State, or States, to be formed ina 
country which had never been traversed by civilized man. 
They ought to have adhered, and it is believed they did 
adhere, to their original purpose. They fixed the east, 
west, and south boundary lines of three States, and post- 
poned a decision as to the limits, dimensions, or even num- 
bers of those to be formed, until a variety of circumstances, 
which a more perfect knowledge of the country would point 
out, would enable them, or their successors, to provide for 
the future growth of each State, as well as the accommo- 
dation and security of the first adventurers. Hence they 
adopted the language of Mr. Grayson’s resolution, in part, 
and rejected it in part. They knew the extent of the coun- 
try on the Ohio, and could, therefore, accede to his pro- 
posal, so far as to establish the south, cast, and west bound- 
anes of three States, to be organized on the Ohio border. 
But they refused to make, as he had expressly proposed, a 
line drawn due cast from the Mississippi, so as to touch the 
southern extreme of Lake Michigan, a limitation beyond 
which these States should not extend. And Congress re- 
fused, 2120, to form the Michigan peninsula into a State, as 


Mr. Grayson had proposed, to be admitted into the Union : 


whenever there should be sixty thousand free inhabitants 
therein. Instead of this, they adopted the fifth article of 
tbe ordinance, which declares that the three States on the 
Ohio shail extend north to the territorial line between the 
United States and Canada: Provided, however, And it is 


_ ordinance. 


further understood and declared, that the boundaries of ' 
these three States shall be subject so far to be altered, that : 


if Congress shall hereafter find it to be expedient, they shall 
bave authority to form one or two States in that part of the 
said territory which lies north of an cast and west line 
drawn through the southern bend or extreme of Lake Mich- 
igan.” : 
But there is a point of view in which the prin- 
cipal fact stated, the want of an accurate survey, 
is entitled to consideration. It is stated, and 
may be taken for granted, that Mitchell’s map 
was the only evidence of the location of Lake 
Michigan before Congress in 1787, when the or- 


dinance was made, and before the Legislature of i 


Virginia when she assented to the fifth article. 


On referring to that map, an east and west line | 
drawn through the south bend of the lake isa j 


latitude line of 420 20’, and which would include 
a much ereater extent of line than is claimed by 
Ohio. It then becomes a question of intention, 
of fact, which line did the parties intend—the line 


No. 36 


ell’s ane There is no ground for taking any 
intermediate line. 

Connected with the principal fact above stated | 
was also the fact that, in 1787-88, it was well | 
known that Mitchell’s map was not founded on ' 
an actual survey, but was conjectural as to the ’ 
location of lakes and rivers. Though made on 
the best authorities then to be obtained, yet no 
one relied on it as an accurate delineation of the 
location of the lakes and rivers of the north. 

It is material to consider what were the objects 
of the contracting parties. It was not a contest 
between independent nations, in which the object 
on either side was the acquisition of territory, 
but simply to divide the territory of the United 
States into future States, which were to become 
members of the Union. It was not, thercfore, a 
question of a little more or a little less on either 
side. On the one side, Congress desired an un- 
limited discretion as to all boundaries; on -the 
other, Virginia contended that Congress should 
have no discretion whatever; but the boundaries 
of all the States should be established as a condi- 
tion to its cession. The first question, then, to 
settle was, whether the lines should be floating 
or fixed, when it was determined that they should 
be fixed; the queson was not so much where, 
as that they should be certain, and a point was 
taken that could be rendered certain. 

On these grounds I have come to the conclu- 
sion that, both on the principle of construction 
and the fact of intention, the line drawn east and 
west through the southerly bend of Lake Michi- 
gan was immovably fixed by the ordinance of 
1787 as the dividing line between the three States 
on the south and the one or two States that might 
thereafter be formed on the north of it; that the | 
lines of the three States, as bounded in the fifth 
article, were subject to be altered by Congress 
only in the event of its determining it to be ex- : 
pemen to form one or two States north of that 

ine; and that the only act by which Congress 
could alter such boundaries was the formation of 


such State or States; and, as a consequence—the |; 


formation of the territory north of that line into 

onc or two States—the lines of those States would | 
be reduced to that line as their northern bound- 
ar 


2. The next question is, whether any act of 
Congress other than an act constituting one or 
two States, &c., is necessary as preliminary to 
the demand of a State to admission to the Union | 
under the ordinance. The condition on which 
States under the ordinance are entitled to admis- 
sion is the following clause, which is applicable 
as well to the one or two States that might be 
formed as to the three States which were formed 
by the fifth article: 

** And whenever any of the said States shall have sixty 


thousand free inhabitants therein, such State shall be ad- 
mitted, by its Delegates, into the Congress of the United 


apply for admission; but no other division of the 
oe had a right to apply until it was formed 
into a State by Congress. {Ít had no right to de- 
mand that Congress should form it into a State, 
much less by its own act form itsclf into a State. 
The territory north of the east and west line has 
therefore no right to demand admission into the 
Union until it has been formed into a State by the 
act of Congress. 

The case of Tennessee is not in point. In that 
case, the cession of North Carolina was on the 
condition that the territory [Tennessee] ceded 
should be formed into one or two States, and, as 


‘one or two States, it was entitled to admission 


into the Union. Congress was bound to admit 
it at all events into the Union, and as one State, 
unless it should think proper to form it into two 
States. But under the Union Michigan was en- 
titled to become a part of the Union, as a part of 
the States to which it belonged under the fifth 


, article; it had no claim to be divided into a sepa- 


; rate State. 


In the case of Tennessee, Congress 


‘neglected to form it into two States, and the in- 


habitants petitioned to be admitted as one State. 
It had the requisite number of inhabitants, and 
Congress could not refuse it admission only on 
the ground that it was expedient to divide it into 
two States, and by thus dividing it. 

To entitle Michigan, then, to an admission into 
the Union under the ordinance, Congress must, 
by some act, have formed the Territory into a 
State; not a political community, but have desig- 
nated the boundaries as a State, according to the 
provisions of the ordinance, viz.: by forming the 
territory north of the east and west line into two 
States, of which the Territory of Michigan is 
one. This has not been done, though Congress 
has passed acts from which it may be inferred 
that itintended, in some after time, to form it into 
one or two States, or at least that the right should 
be reserved. The power reserved to Congress 
by the fifth article to alter the limits of the three 
States was necessarily limited in time. It must 


have been executed prior to the admission of 


either of the three States with their entire extent 
of territory, the admission of a State necessarily 
carrying with it a relinquishment of all right of 
sovereignty in the United States. 

The act for the admission of the State of Ohio, 
in 1803, restricts the northern boundary to the 
lake line: so far, it looked to the future execution 
of the power. It reserved the right to restore 


_ Ohio to its original boundaries: so far, it looked 


to the contingency of its future determination on 


| the expediency of exercising that power; so that, 
, in no view, can this act of the admission of Ohio 
| be regarded as an execution of the power. 


The act of 1805, establishing the Michigan 


: Territory by certain boundaries, probably looked 


to the same contingencies, but in itself had no 


', necessary relation to the execution of the power. 


In itself it was in no sense an execution of the 


respects whatever, and shall be at liberty to form a perma- <: 


nent constitution and State government: Provided, The | 
constitution and government so to be formed shall be re- 
publican. and in conformity to the principles contained in 
those articles.” 

The only conditions required are that the State 
shall have sixty thousand inhabitants, and should 
have adopted a constitution conformable to the | 
No preliminary act of Congress is 
required to enable the State to form a constitu- 
tion. The ordinance of 1784 provided for the . 
establishment of temporary governments in the | 
several States formed by it, and required acts of 
Congress preliminary to their forming constitu- 
tions, under which their conventions were to be 
held for that purpose. The ordinance of 1787 
did not provide for the establishment of tempo- 
rary government in any of the States formed or 
to be formed under it. Provision was made for 
a territorial government, not having any refer- 
ence to States, but to the whole Territory. When- 
ever the fact of a State having sixty thousand in- 
habitants existed, those inhabitants were entitled 
to move, in such manner as they should think 
proper, to the end to form a constitution and de- 
mand admission into the Union. 

These principles apply. to the States, the three | 
States formed by the fifth article; and each of 
them, according to their extent, had the right to 


J TCi J i power. 
States on an equal footing with the original States, in all |: 


The result, then, is, that by no act, ex- 
press or implied, has Michigan been formed into 
a State, or the power reserved to Congress been 
in any way executed. But taking it, however, for 
granted that the act of 1805 was an execution of 
the reserved power, then it is admitted that Mich- 
igan is entitled to admission on the same prin- 
ciples that would have been applicable to the ad- 
mission of either of the three States. That, being 


a State, the only condition was, that she should 


have sixty thousand inhabitants, and have formed 
a republican constitution, and to the formation 
of which no preliminary act of Congress was re- 
quired. : nee 

3. Congress has no [right to] insist on her 
assent to an alteration of her ordinance boundary 
as a condition of admission. , 

It could not have demanded it as a condition 
of either of the three States; they were entitled 
to admission by their entire boundary, unless 
Congress should choose to alter it by forming 
one or two States north of the lake line. P 

The result, then, is, that Michigan, in relation 
to the question of boundary, is not entitled to 
demand admission into the Union under the or- 
dinance, because Congress has not formed her 
into a State under that ordinance; and the con- 
sequence follows,-that the original lines of the 
three States, extending from the Ohio river to 
the northern boundary of the United States, have 
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not been altered by any act of Congress author- 
ized by the ordinance; and that the whole terri- 
tory now belongs to those three States, unless it 
has been relinquished by them to the United 
States. 

II. And it is now insisted that it has been, to 
certain extents, relinquished by those States to 
the United States. And under this title it has 
been competent for Congress to divide it into as 
many States as it shall deem proper, with such 
boundaries as shall be deemed expedient, under 
the clauses in the Constitution giving to Con- 
gress the power ‘‘to dispose of and make all 
needful rules respecting the territory belonging to 
the United States, and to admit new States into 
the Union.” i 

The ordinance of 1784 was a compact unalter- 
able, (after a sale of any part of the land,) unless 
by the joint consent of Congress and of the State 
within which the alteration proposed was to be 
made. 

The ordinance of 1787 was a compact between 
the United States and the people and States in 
said Territory—unalterable, unless by common 
consent—by the consent of the parties to the 
compact—** the United States and the people and 
States in said Territory.” The State of Virginia 
was not a party to the compact. It was there- 
fore competent for Congress and the States to 
alter the provisions of any of the articles of the 
compact, so far as the interests of the States 
were concerned. The right of soil was vested in 
the United States by the cessions. The right of 
sovereignty alone remained to the States, and 
this right was reserved to each State. It was, 
therefore, competent for each State to relinquish 
to the United States its right of sovereignty to 


any portion of its territory; and, even independ- : 


ent of this power, each State had the same right | 
of relinquishment. The United States, by ac- | 
cepting such relinquishment, would hold the | 
sovereignty of the territory relinquished subject | 


to the powers granted by the third section of the | 


fourth article of the Constitution. Congress | 
would have the power to make all needful rules | 
and regulations for the government of the Terri- 
tory, for its division into States, and for their 
admission into the Union. 
The cession of Virginia looked only to the 
rimary division of the Territory into States. 
hen admitted into the Union they were to be 


admitted on an equal footing with the other States. © 


It would be competent for Congress, with the 
assent of one of the States, to divide it into two 
States, and each of these new States had the same 
pore to cede any part of her territory to the | 
Jnited States that Virginia had to make her ces- 
sion. | 
The three States formed by the ordinance, at 
the request of Congress, have severally, by the | 


highest act of sovereignty—the act that is now ` 


required of Michigan—rclinquished to the United 
States their right of sovereignty to all the terri- 
tory north of their northern boundaries. The 
State of Ohio accepted the lake line as her north- 
ern boundary, andas a consequence, relinquished | 
her right of sovereignty to the territory north of | 
it. It was accepted, however, subject to two 
provisions. The first was contained in the act 
of 1802, authorizing Ohio to form a constitution, 
as follows: 

“ Provided, That Congress shal] be at liberty, at any time 
hereafter either to attach ali the territory lying east of the 
line to be drawn due north from the mouth of the Miami 
aforesaid, to the territorial line, and north of an east and 
west line drawn through the southerly extreme of Lake 
Michigan, running east as aforesaid to Lake Erie, to the 
aforesaid State, or dispose of it otherwise, in conformity 
to the fifth article of compact between the original States 
and the people and States to be formed in the territory 
northwest of the river Ohio.” 


Congress at this time, had not determined the 
question of the expediency of forming the one or 
the two States north of the lake line, and by this 
provision reserved the power of determining it 
thereafter. The other provision is contained in 
the constitution of Ohio of 1803, as follows: 

“ Provided always, and it is hereby fully understood and 
declared by this Convention, That if the southerly bend or 
extreme of Lake Michigan shouid extend so far south that 
a line drawn due east from it shoutd not intersect Lake 
Erie, or if it should intersect the said Lake Erie east of the 
mouth of the Miami river of the lake, then, and in that 
tase, with the assent of the Congress of the United States, 


| and extended to, a direct line running from the southern 
: extremity of Lake Michigan to the most northerly cape of | 
the Miami bay, after intersecting the due north line from |: 


| Western States by the ordinance of 1787. 


the northern boundary of this State shall be established by, 


| original States of their sovereignty to the terri- 
| tory north of their respective restricted limits, 


the mouth of the Great Miami tiver, as aforesaid; thence, `: 


northeast to the territorial line, aud by the suid territorial 
line to the Pennsylvania line.’ : 


Thus reserving to Congress the right, on the 
contingency specified, of granting to Ohio the 
extension of her northern boundary. 

The first provision was in perfect accordance 
with the ordinance; it bound Congress either to 
restore the territory to Ohio, or to execute the 
ordinance by forming one or two States north of 
the lake line. 

Thesecond provision was in direct conflict with 
the ordinance, and could not be executed until 
Congress had determined not to form the new 
State or States north of the lake line; and the 
validity of its execution would not depend on, 
the ordinance; it would not derive its force from ` 
the act of Congress alone, but from the joint 
action of Congress and the State of Ohio. 

It may be repeated, that the power given to 
Congress by the ordinance to alter the boundaries 
of the three States was absolute, but it was also 
definite. It might beexecuted without the assent 
of the States, but it could be executed only in 
the manner prescribed. On the admission of 
Ohio into the Union, all power necessary to the 
execution of the urdinance was reserved; but it 
will be found that on the admission of Indiana 
and Illinois, no such power was reserved, and | 
that, in consequence of the terms on which they | 
were admitted, it became impossible for Congress 
to execute the power reserved in the ordinance. 

On the 7th of May, 1800, the Territory of In- | 
diana was established, and comprised all the ter- | 
ritory included within the boundaries of the two | 


On the 11th of January, 1805, the Territory of 
| Michigan was established, and included all that 
| part of the Northwestern Territory lying north 
of the lake line and east of a line drawn from the 
‘southerly bend of lake Michigan through the 

middle of the lake to its northerly extremity, and 


| thence due north to the northern boundary of the , 


United States, thus including in Michigan, and 
excluding from Indiana, a part of the territory of 
the middle State of the ordinance of 1787. 


', On the 3d of February, 1809, the Territory of 


; Minois was established, consisting of all the ter- 
ritory of the western State of said ordinance. 
The act of 19th April, 1816, authorized the in- 
habitants of the Territory of Indiana to forma 
constitution. By the second section of the act, 
the northern boundary of the State was proposed 


ii to be limited to a latitude line ten miles north of 


| the lake line, to which the State was invited to 
` assent, by the following proviso: 


“ Provided, That the convention hereinafter provided for 
when formed, shall ratily the boundaries aforesaid ; other- 
wise, they shall be and remain as now prescribed by the 
ordinance for the government of the territory northwest of 
the river Ohio.” 


| Thus expressly declaring that, if the conven- 
tion did not agree to the restricted boundary, their 
boundaries should remain as prescribed by the | 


northern boundary of the United States, and, 


altered by the act of Congress alone, according | 
to the provisions of that ordinance d` 
boundary was ratified by the con 
this change of boundary, deriving its validity | 
from the joint act and assent of Congress and the | 
i| State of Indiana, Congress had deprived itself of 

the power of exccuting the power reserved in the | 
ordinance of forming one or two States of the 
| territory north of the lake line. 

The Territory of Minois, as before stated, was 
formed of the whole territory that constituted the 
western State, under the ordinance of 1789. By 
the act of the 18th April, 1818, the inhabitants of 
that Territory were authorised to form a consti- 
tution. By the second section of the act it was 
proposed to limit the northern boundary of the 
State to latitude 420 30’, and the assent of Illinois 
was invited, by a similar proviso to that in the 
act relating to Indiana. The convention ratified 
the restricted boundary, and thereby relinquished 
its ue of sovereignty to the territory north of 
it. Thus, by the relinquishment by the three 


vention, and, by | 


prior to the admission of Indiana, subject to be |; 


- The restricted ; 


| 
1 


the United States acquired the sovereignty of the 
same, and, under the Constitution, have the power 
to make all needful rules and regulations for its 


‘government, for the formation of States, and for 


F 


their admission into the Union; and this not in 
opposition to the ordinance, but in perfect accord- 
ance with the provision authorising the alteration 
of the compact by common consent. The relin- 
quishment it was competent for the States to 
make, as sovereign States, without looking to the 
ordinance forauthority. Had Ohio, Indiana, and 
Illinois, been admitted into the Union with the 
boundaries given to the three States by the ordi- 
nance, can it be doubted that each would have had 
power to have relinquished any portion of its terri- 
tory to the United States? By that power were the 
original cessions made. The right of sovereignty 
being thus vested in the United States, it is com- 
petent for Congress to grant to Ohio, or confirm 
to Michigan, as it shall deem expedient, the ter- 
ritory in controversy. It is, then, to decide in 
what manner any portion of its territory shall be 
admitted into the Union; to establish the bound- 
aries, and to prescribe the manner in which it 
shall proceed to form a constitution. No por- 
tion of its territory has the right to demand ad- 
mission by its own act, until Congress shall have, 
by law, determined these preliminaries. 

2. Congress, then, having the power to define 
the boundaries of new States, it is improper to 
ask Michigan to give her assent to the boundary. 

If, after Congress shall have prescribed the 
boundaries, the Territory shall decline forming a 
constitution, the only consequence would be, they 
would remain a Territory until Congress should 
ropose new boundaries. Though no new State 
as the right to claim admission into the Union 


, until Congress shall have determined its bound- 
; aries, and directed the manner in which it shall 


procced to form its constitution, yet it is compe- 
tent for Congress to assent to the admission of a 
State without these preliminary acts. If a por- 
tion of territory shall have, on its own motion, 
done those acts which Congress would have 
directed; if it shall have assumed such boundaries 
as Congress would have given her, and formed 
a constitution in the manner Congress would 
have directed, it is competent for Congress to 
ratify the same, and at once to admit such State 
into the Union. Itis now, therefore, competent 
for Congress to admit the State of Michigan into 
the Union, if satisfied with her boundaries, with 
the manner in which her constitution has been 
made, and with its provisions. 

It may be here remarked that the acts of the 
three States of Obio, Indiana, and Illinois have 
no other effect than to alter the ordinance in rela- 
tion to the number of the States, and the bound- 
aries of the three States. The right of soil 
remains to be disposed of, according to the con- 
ditions of the original cessions; the compact, in 


` every other respect, remains in force. ‘The ces- 


| ordinance; that is, extending northerly to the '. 


sion of the three States affects the political right 
of sovereignty only. The boundaries assumed 
by Michigan are the same as given to the Terri- 
tory by the act of 1805. Though that act, on the 
face of it, is merely an execution of the general 
power granted in the ordinance of 1787, to divide 
the Territory into one or two districts—a power 
which formed no part of the compact; a power 
at all times repealable; and a power which was 
superseded by the third section of the fourth 
article of the Constitution—yet it can scarcely 
be doubted that it was intended as the basis of a 
State in relation to its boundaries, to be admitted 
into the Union. And good faith requires that 
those boundaries should still be accorded to her, 
unless there are substantial objections. 3 
In relation to the point in controversy with 
Ohio, such objections, in my opinion, formed on 
the evidence present, do exist; arising, first, from 
the public works of Ohio, to which the mouth 
of the Maumee river is necessary, is essential to 
Ohio; and secondly, from the danger to the peace 
of the country from the acerbity of the eontro- 
versy. On these grounds, and on these alone, I 


| am in favor of granting the disputed territory to 


to the State of Ohio. 
Objections also exist as to the western bound- 
ary, if more than two States are to be formed of 


1836.] 
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the territory north of the States of Ohio and | these grounds the fourth clause of the cighth sec- || day, the 4th day of April next, in the vear 1835, be, and 


Michigan. In that case I should not be willing to 
extend Michigan beyond the peninsula. Ñ 

IH. The objections arising under its constitu- 
tion on which I oppose it, are to the manner in 
which it has been formed and to one of its pro- 
WIsions, 

1. It was formed on the votes of aliens. 

9. Tt naturalizes aliens, 

The Revolution did not commence in anarchy 
in which all who were inhabitants of the country 
would derive equal rights from its success. Tt 
was the secession of organized States, in which, 
during its whole progress, the disabilities of alien- 
age Were recognized, As between the colonies 
and the mother country, the principle was mom- 
alvus; but as to persons foreign to both, the dis- 
ability was fully recognized. Under the Confed- 
eration the power of removing the disability by 
naturalization belonged exclusively to the States. 
On the cession of territory to the United States, 
Congress had the same power in relation to the 
Territories of the United States that was pos- 
sessed by the States within their territories, and 
under that power a question arises whether Con- 
gress authorized foreigners to vote in territorial 
elections. 

The ordinance of 1784 authorized the States 
formed under it to adopt the constitution of any 
of the old States, which, when adopted, would 
have given the power of naturalization prescribed 
in it. 

On the 10th May, 1736, a committee of Con- 
gress (consisting of Messrs. Munroe, Johnson, 
Pinkney, King, McKean, and Henry) reported 
an ordinance for the temporary government of 
the new States, in which was the following pro- 
vision relating to the qualification of electors: 

& Provided, also, That a freehold or lite estate in fifty 


acres of land, ita citizen of any of the United States, and 
one year’s residence if a foreigner, shall be necessary to 


qualify a man as an elector for said Representative,” (in the 


General Assembly.) 


September 19, 1786, the same was again re- 
ported by Messrs. Johnson, Pinkney, Smith, 
Dane, and Henry. This was considered from 
time to time, and was assigned for a third read- 
ing for May 10, 1787, and the above provision 
amended by striking out ‘“ one” and inserting 
“two; so as to read ‘and two years’ residence 
if a foreigner.” Onthe 9th July, 1787, this report 
was referred to Messrs. Carrington, Dane, Lee, 
McKean, and Smith, who reported the ordinance 
of 1787. In the ordinance of July 13, 1787, the 
proviso was altered so as to read— 


“ Provided, also, That a frechold of fifty acres of land 


in the district, having been a citizen of one of the States, 
and being resident in the district, or the like frechold, and 
two years’ residence in the district, shall be necessary to 
quality a man as an elector of a Representative.” 


It will be asked, why was this alteration made? 
Why was the word ‘foreigner”’ stricken out, 
and general words inserted, unless it was to ex- 
clude foreigners from voting? And, on the other 
side, it may be asked, what persons can be in- 
tended by those general words, if foreigners are 
not? Without expressing any opinion on this 
question, I shall, for the sake of the argument, 
take it for granted that the ordinance did not 
authorize foreigners to vote. 

This part of the ordinance was not a part of the 
Congress, and was therefore liable to be modified 
or repealed by Congress, and therefore conferred 


no absolute right of citizenship. Though, under | 


the Confederation the citizens of one State were - 
entitled to the privileges of citizens in the other : 


States, yet it carried with it but little political 
importance. The vote of an elector could not 


have any effect on the political power on oy 
t 


State other than that in which it was given. 


was therefore left to each State to adopt its own 
tules of naturalization. When, however, a form 


of government was about to 
the vote of an elector in one State might affect the 
poe power of every State in the Union; when 

is vote might consequentially elect a President 
of the United States, it became of the first im- 


portance that the rule of naturalization should be | 


be adopted, in which , 


uniform. There was also the highest reason for | 


its uniformity, from the adoption of the principle 
that citizens of one State should be entitled to the 
privileges of citizens in the other States. On 


| 


‘ton of the first article was adopted, giving Con- 
' gress power ‘fto establish a uniform rule of 
' naturalization. On the adoption of the Consti- 

tution, all who were citizens of any of the United 


titled to equal poliuical rights. 
gress executed the power, and established a 
uniform rule of naturalization, no forcigner could 
claim in any State political rights without being 
naturalized according to that rule. The princi- 
ple, however, has not been considered as extend- 
ing to the Territories. Political rights granted 
to persons in Territories confer no rights of 
citizenship which they ean claim in a State; and 
the votes given in a Territory, so long as they 
refer only to the local legislation of the Territory, 
cannot affect the political power of any State. 

The privilege of extending to foreigners the 
right of voting for representatives to the territorial 
legislature has been extended to the election of 
delegates of the conventions for forming State 
constitutions. 


| 


States became citizens of the United States, en- | 
But, when Con- ` 


In the act of 1802 for the formation of the con- ` 


stitution of Ohio, the persons entitled to vote 
were, ‘fall male citizens of the United States, of 
full age, resident within the Territory for one 
year, having paid a territorial or county tax, and 
all persons having in other respects the legal qual- 
ifications to vote for representatives in the Gen- 
eral Assembly of the Territory.” The latter 
clause must refer to the provisions in the ordi- 
nance of 1787, before stated. 

The act of 3d March, 1811, and 20th May, 1812, 
extend the right of suffrage in Indiana and Ii- 
nois to every free white male person of the age 
of twenty-one, who shall have paid county or ter- 
ritorial tax, and resided one year in the Territory. 
The acts of 19th April, 1816, and 18th April, 1818, 
authorizing the elections of conventions to form 
constitutions in those States, authorize every free 
white male citizen of the United States, &c., &c., 
and all persons having in other respects the legal 
qualifications to vote for representative, to vote 
for delegates of the convention. Thus aliens have 
been permitted to vote for delegates to the con- 
ventions for forming the constitutions of Ohio, 
Indiana, and Hlinois. But would Congress, in 
the case of Michigan, have allowed aliens to vote? 

The act of 1805, establishing the Territory of 
Michigan, secured to the inhabitants the same 


rights (of voting) that were granted by the ordi- | 


nance of 1787. The act of 16th February, 1819, 
authorizing that Territory to send a Delegate to 


Congress, conferred the right of suffrage to free | 
white male citizens of the Territory, who had ' 


resided one year therein next preceding the elec- 
tion, and had paid a county or territorial tax. 
The act of 3d March, 1823, which virtually rc- 
pealed all prior acts relating to the rights of suf- 
frage, provides ‘* that all citizens of the United 
States having the qualifications presented by the 
act” of 16th February, 1819, ‘shall be entitled 
i to vote at any public election in said Territory, 
and shall be cligible to any office therein,” virtu- 
ally repealing all former acts. Thus, at the time 


of calling the convention for the formation of the ° 


. constitution of Michigan, it was the fundamental . 


law of that Territory that none but citizens of 
the United States, who had resided in the Terri- 
‘tory one year next preceding the election, and 


| had paid a county or territorial tax, should be , 


i entitled to vote. 


plied to Michigan, which did not apply to either 


the Territorial Legislature has authorized for- 
eigners to vote, and who had resided in the Ter- 
ritory only twenty-two days previous to the 
passage of the act. The act was passed on the 
26th day of January, i 
the qualification of voters is prescribed: _ 

« Sec. 2. That the free white male inhabitants of the said 


Territory, above the age of twenty-one years, who shall 
| reside therein three months immediately preceding Satur- 


1835. Inthe second section , 


There were several reasons for this law as ap- ' 


of the three States. The Territory of Michigan, |. 
on its whole settled frontier, was contiguous to |: 
a foreign, thickly-settled country, and where that | 
was not the case with either of the other States; | 
and it was necessary to change the law so as to | 
prevent such foreign population, usually trans- | 
ported across the line, from voting at- our elec- | 
tions. Yet, in the face of this law of the land, | 


| they are hereby, authorized to choose delegates to form a 
| convention, who shall be elected in the several districts as 
follows, to wit.” 

Would Congress have passed an act of this 
description? If not, will they sanction it? The 
act is a fraud on the rights of the citizens of the 
United States in that Territory. Why was the 
4th of January fixed as the last day? 1 shall not 
answer the question. 

The constitution then, is the result of forcign 
votes, and accounts for that objectionable clause 
in it which naturalizes those foreigners who thus 
secured the victory. 

The constitution of Michigan was signed on 
the 24th June, 1835, and contains the following 
article: 

“Arr. I.— Electors.—1. In all elections, every white 
male citizen above the age of twenty-one years, having re- 
sided in the State six mouths next preceding any election, 
shall be entitled to vote at such election; and every white 
male inhabitant of the age aforesaid, who may be a resident 
of this State at the time of the signing of this constitution, 
shall have the right of voting as aforesaid.” 

Thus, every foreigner of the age of twenty-one, 
who resided in the Territory on the 24th day of 
December, is naturalized by this article of the 
constitution, and clothed in express terms with 
the highest political privilege of a citizen of the 
United States. 

Under a constitution thus formed, and contain- 
ing this unconstitutional article, I cannot consent 
to admit Michigan into the Union. 

IV. Objection to the bill. 

lst. The next position is, that it is not compe- 
tent for the convention, as proposed to be called, 
to ratify the boundaries named in the bill. 

1. It supposes the constitution, under author- 
ity of which it is to be called, to be valid. For- 
eigners will be entitled to vote for members of the 
convention, and they will naturalize themselves 
even in an additional section of territory. 

2. It calls on a portion of territory which is to 
be excluded from the State to vote on a funda- 
mental law of the State, not only in excluding 
themselves from the State, but also in including 
others; they may have a casting vote. 
| 3. It permits a convention, called by a defined 

territory, to make a constitution for a territory 
| not represented in the convention that formed it. 
Should all the territory west of Michigan Lake 
[that is proposed to be added] vote against being 
added, still the major vote of the peninsula may 
carry the question, and force them to become part 
of a State, and under a constitution in the forma- 
tion of which they have no vote. 

Qd. The last position is, that Congress cannot, 
by an act of legislation, admit Senators and Rep- 
resentatives to seats in Congress. It belongs to 
each House separately to determine questions 
concerning the elections of its members; and in 
the present case the Representative was not 
elected under any law. He derives his election 
from the ratification of the constitution, under 
the authority of this bill. 

What is to be gained by this precipitate admis- 
sion of Michigan? If the act passes, it cannot 
be represented during the present session. ‘There 
is ample time to pass an act for forming a Consti- 
tution, and authorizing an election of a Repre- 
sentative under it—for forming a constitution and 
electing Senators and a Representative in season 
to take a seat at an early day next session. 


APPENDIX. 

Extracts from the files and minutes of the Continental Con- 
gress, relating to the cessions of New York, Virginia, and 
Connecticut. 

Report of Mr. Boudinet, Mr. Varnum, Mr. Jenifer, Mr. 
T. Smith, Mr. Livermore, on report of cominiitee to whom 
were referred the cessions of western lands to the United 
States by Virginia, Connecticut, &c., and on memorial of 
Ilinois and Wabash Companies ; read November 3, 1781. 

April 10, 1782.—Monday, April 15, 1782, assigned for the 
consideration of this report. 

Entered on the Journal May 1. 
accepted October 29, 1782. 

The committee to whom was referred a report of a com- 
mittee on cessions of western lands to the United States, 
&c., submit the follawing report: That having had a meet- 
| ing with the agents on the part of New York, Connecticut, 

and Virginia. * * * * That Congress do, in behalf of 
he United States, accept the cession made by the State of 

New York, as contained in the instrument of writing exe- 

cuted for that purpose by the agents of New York, dated 

the — day of —— last past, and now upon the files of Con- 
| gress, and that the President do take the proper measures 
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to have the same legally authenticated and registered in the 
public records of the State of New York. 

The reasons that induced your committee to recommend 
the acceptance of this cession, are— 

Jst. lt appeared to the committee that all the lands be- 
longing to the Six Nauons, or their tributaries, have been, 
in due rorm, put under the protection of England by the said 
Six Nations, as appendant to the fate government of New 
York, so tar as respects jurisdiction only. (Vide Minutes | 
of Council of New York, 1686 to 1760, and paper annexed, | 
No. 2. 

ld. hat the citizens of the said colony of New York 
have borne the burden, both as to blood and treasure, of 
protecting and supporting the said Six Nations and their 
unbataries for upwards ot a hundred years last past as the 
dependents and allies of the said government; that the 
Crown of England has always considered and treated the 
country of the said Six Natious and their tributaries inhab- 
itants, as far as the 45° of north latitude, appendant to the 
government of New York. 

3d. That the neighboring colonies of Massachusetts, 
Connecticut, Pennsylvania, Maryland, and Virginia, have 
also from time to time, by their public acts, recognized and 
adinitted the said Six Nations and their tributaries to be 
appendant to the government of New York. : 

4th. That by Congress accepting this cession, the juris- 
diction of the whole western territory belonging to the Six 
Nations and their tributaries will be vested in the United 
States, greatly to the advantage of the Union. 

Resolved, ‘That Congress do earnestly recommend to the 
States of Massachusetts and Connecticut that they do, 
without delay, release to the United States in Congress 
assembled, their claims, and pretensions of claims, to the 
said western territory, Without any conditions or restric- 
tions whatever. 

Resolved, That Congress cannot, consistent with the 
interest of the United States, the duty they owe to their 
constituents, or the rights necessarily vested in them as ` 
the sovereign power of the United States, accept of the 
cession proposed to be made by the State of Virginia, or 
guaranty the tract of country claimed by them in their 
act of cession referred to your committee. | 

REASONS. 

1. It appeared to your committee, from the vouchers laid ` 
before them, that ali the lands ceded, or pretended to be : 
ceded, to the United States by the State of Virginia, are ; 


within the claims of the States of Massachusetts, Connec- | 
ticut, and New York, being part of the lands belonging to 
the said Six Nations of Indians and their tributaries. 

2. It appeared that a great part of the lands claimed by 
the State of Virginia, and requested to be guarantied to them 
by Congress, is also within the claim of the State of New 
York, being also a part of the country of the said Six Na- 
tions and their tributaries. | 

3. It also appeared that a large part of the lands first | 
aforesaid, are to the westward of the western boundary 
line of the late colony of Virginia, established by the King 
or Great Britain in council, previous to the present Revo- 

ution. 

4. Itappeared that a large tract of the said lands hath been 
legally and equitably sold and conveyed away uuder the 


iI 


The Committee for the District, after the most 
careful and rigid investigation into the conduct of 
the banks, and the condition of the currency 
issucd by them, unanimously determined to re- 
port the bill before you, with the report and 
documents that accompanied it, which fully jus- 
tify the committee in framing such a bill; and if 
I was surprised at the Senator’s denunciations of 
those banks, I was still moreso at his attempting 
to found his opinions upon what these documents 
contained. Sir, after the most careful scrutiny 
into the condition of these institutions, I have 
no hesitation in stating that they will bear a 
favorable comparison with any of the banks that 
can be found in the States. 

Let us look at the return made by the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury on the 7th January, 1836; 
let us see then their condition; and it has been 
improved since. I will take them in the order in 
which they are presented in that report. On that 
day there were in the— 

Notes in circulation. Specie funds. 


Mechanics’ Bank, Georgetown, ..873,070 00 = $65,932 46 
, Union Bank of Georgetown...... 91,970 00 102,571 40 
Bank of the Metropolis.......... 335,000 00 297,304 10 
Bank of Washington....... ... 69,993 00 65.366 97 
Patriotic Bank of Washington... 129,855 86 150,090 28 
Farmers? Bank of Alexandria. ... 113,242 50 59,907 28 
Bank of Potomac, Alexandria....151,659 54 86,283 98 


All I have to ask of the Senate, Mr. President, 
is, that they will examine carefully the documents 
I have referred to, and the report made by the 
committee, and I shall feel no apprehension about 
what their decision will be; they will come to the 


: same conclusion that the committee have, espe- 


cially when they recollect that within a few 
months past the Bank of the United States has 
closed its branch here. 
Let the Senator take the deposit banks,—and 
| they cannot make a better exhibit than the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury has returned to us of the 
banks of this District,—and I do not mean to dis- 
parage the deposit banks, for I believe that they, 
|as weli as the banks generally throughout the 
| country, are in a good condition, with some few 


' exceptions, and that the deposit banks will be 
|! able to pay over to the Government the amount 


| of public money deposited with them in a reason- 


| able time. 


Why do I say that the banks generally are in 


Government of Great Britain before the Declaration of In- 
dependence, by persons claiming the absolute property . 
thereof. ‘ 
5. It appeared that in the year 176—, a very large part 
thereof was separated and appointed for a distinct govern- | 


ment and colony by the King of Great Britain, with the | 
knowledge and approbation of the government of Virginia. |! 


6. The conditions annexed to the said cession areincom- 
patible with the bonor, interests, and peace of the United 

tates, and therefore, in the opinion of your committee, | 
altogether inadmissible. 

Resolved, That it be earnestly recommended to the State 
of Virginia, as they value the peace, welfare, and increase 
of the United States, that they reconsider their said act of 
cession, and by a proper act for that purpose, cede to the 
United States all claims and pretensions of claims to the 
Jands and country beyond a reasonable western boundary, 
consistent with their former acts, while a colony under the 
power of Great Britain, and agreeably to their just rights of 
soil and jurisdiction at the commencement of the present 
war, and that free from any conditions and restrictions 
whatever. 


DISTRICT BANKS. 


REMARKS OF HON. JOSEPH KENT, 
OF MARYLAND, 


In Senate, June 3, 1836, 
On the bill to Recharter the Banks in the District of 
Columbia. 

Mr. KENT said: 

Mr. Presivenr: I wish to make a few remarks 
in relation to the bill under discussion before the 
question upon its passage shall be decided. 

That the Senator from Missouri entertained 
opinions upon the subject of banking peculiar to 
himself I was aware; and that he would urge them 
with his usual ability I never doubted; but I was 


:a sound condition? Sir, I found my opinions 
' upon an official document communicated by the 
perenne of the Treasury, relating to State banks 
and ban 

In this communication, he informs us that the 
i whole number of banks in the States and Terri- 
tories was five hundred and fifty-eight, having a 
capital of $231,250,337, with a circulation of 
$103,692,495, sustained by specie in their vaults 
amounting to $43,937,625. Sir, the amount of 
| specie possessed by the banks in proportion to 


lect. In 1830, when the condition of the banks 


and everybody satisfied with it, the banks had a 


basis of $22,114,917. Thus, sir, this official ex- 
hibit makes the condition of the banks better at 


the currency is not as good, it proceeds from some 


cash liabilities. 


must be obvious to them. 

The banks in the State of Maryland, from their 
last general returns, are very strong; they were 
never in a sounder condition, and the public de- 
posits, I presume, could be paid at any moment; 
and in this District, the amount of public money 
is not greater than the demands of the Govern- 
ment would absorb in the course of the year. 
The heavy deposits of the public money are else- 
where. 

The Senator from Missouri has stated that no 
exertion was made by the District banks to resist 


not prepared to hear him denounce inatitutions 
en masse that so little deserved it as, 1 belive, the: 
banks within this District do. Itis well known 
to the Senate that all the banks in this District 
were rechartered in one bill in 1817, and that 
their charters will expire, and that abruptly, on 
the Ist day of October next, unless they should 
he renewed again during the present session. 


the pressure that existed in April, 1834. The doc- 
uments before the Senate exhibit conclusive evi- 
dence that every effort was made which a sudden 
and unexpected call admitted of. By referring to 
the documents before me, I find that one of them, 
with a capital of about $125,000, paid out, in cash 
and cash means, $190,000 in twenty days preceding 


this time than they have ever been before, and if | 


other cause than the want of specie to meet their | 
It may be from a want of con- | 
fidence, produced by various causes, which I shall 
not now detain the Senate toenumerate, and which | 


ing companies, dated January 5, 1836. ' 


their circulation was never greater, that I recol- ' 
and the currency was as sound as it ever had been, ' 


circulation of $61,313,898, sustained by a specie `. 


the 17th April, But the Senator complains that 

one of the officers of those banks invited a meet- 
| ing of a committee from all the banks, for the 
'] purpose of deciding on what was to be done to 
| meet the severe and unexpected pressure with 
' which they were beset. Why, sir, there wag 
' nothing novel in this; we have high authority 

for it. 

In New York, where the pressure was very 
great, and strong apprehensions were cntertained 
that the banks could not resist the pressure, a 
committee was appointed, consisting of twenty- 
four individuals of high standing in the city, at 
the head of which was Albert Gallatin, a host in 
himself on such an occasion, who, in their report, 
state.that the eighteen banks in the city, from 
which they had complete returns, were liable, 
exclusive of what was due to banks out of the 
city, for $15,500,000, and the aggregate amount 
of specie in their vaults was $1,652,000. This 
the committee state was all-sufficient in ordinary 
times. At this time these eighteen banks have 
nearly five times that amount of specie. This 

. committee appealed to the Bank of the United 

States, and made strong representations for the 
purpose of obtaining from the bank positive assur- 
ances that no diminution, at least of their dis- 
counts, or in the purchase of bills of exchange, 
should take place in the city of New York, and 
that the bank should also forbear to call for bal- 
ances due from the city banks, to all of which 
the Bank of the United States acceded, and this 
arrangement was wisely backed by an act of the 
Legislature, providing a heavy loan to the banks, 

‘and no portion of which was ever accepted. 

' The forbearance of the Bank of the United 
' States, and the act of the Legislature, restored 
‘| confidence; credit was reinstated; the business 

‘men were relieved; and the relief given to New 

York, the great center of commerce and of mon- 
eyed transactions in our country, soon extended 
itself over the United States, and the pressure 
ceased. It is confidence alone which sustains 


' banks; none of them that has any circulation can 


` suddenly meet their engagements should the whole 
| of their debts be demanded at once. 

A very little aid to the District banks would 
have relieved them; a fourth part of what was 
given to other places by the Secretary of the 
Treasury, almost without solicitation, would have 
saved those from the mortification of suspending 
specie payments that were obliged to do so. . 

I have stated, Mr. President, that the commit- 
tee were unanimously of the opinion that the con- 
dition of the banks in this District was good; that 
the currency was as sound as that to be found in 
any section of the country; and all I ask of the 
Senate is to examine the documents laid before 
them, and act towards the people of this District 
as they would towards their own constituents. 
The charter of every bank expires on the first 
Monday in October next, and Congress alone 
can secure them, and continue to the District its 
‘circulating medium. But recently the branch of 
the United States Bank here has been withdrawn 
from them, leaving a heavy debt to be collected, 
i which, together with the sudden winding up of 
all their banks, must overwhelm them. 


THE SURPLUS REVENUE. 


SPEECH OF HON. HUGH L. WHITE, 
OF TENNESSEE, 
In Senate, January 27, 1836, 


On Mr. Benron’s resolutions relative to the distribution of 
the Surplus Revenue. 


Mr. WHITE addressed the Senate as follows: 

Mr. Presipent: The first of the resolutions 
subnaitted by the honorable Senator from Missouri 
is the only one which, as yet, has been the sub- 
ject of any remarks. In its original shape it was 
not very definite, and since it has been modified, 
on the suggestion of my colleague, itis less so. 
It now proposes ‘that so much of the surplus 
revenue, and the dividends of stock receivable 
from the Bank of the United States as may be 
necessary for the purpose, ought to be set apart 


and applied to the general defense and permanent 
security of the country.” f 
This pledge will þe indefinite, illusory, and de- 


1936.) 
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much is necessary? Congress? That body, then, 
will have the power to apply the whole, or nearly 
the whole, of this surplus to any other object, 
leaving nothing, or very little, for these objects. 
It cannot be said that we pledge five thousand, 
five millions, or any other sum, for these pur- 
poses. dt appears to me, if we give any pledge, 
x ought to be of something which we can under- 
stand ourselves, and which the country can under- 
stand. 

The debt contracted during the revolutionary 
war, during the last war, and all other debts which 
the United States had contracted, have been paid 
off; therefore, if the permanent defense and gen- 
eral security of the country require it, for one I 
will feel it my duty to add to our annual appro- 
priations such sumsas may be necessary to com- 
plete, more rapidly, our fortifications which have 

een commenced; to repair those which need re- 
pairs, and to build new ones at such important 
points or our coast as the public interest may 
require; to procure ordnance to arm them when 
built, and, 1f necessary, add something to our 
military peace establishment, so that we may 
have troops to take care of those fortifications 
and arms, after they shall have been built and 
provided. 

As to the Navy, I am willing to provide for 
hastening the repairing of our ships, building new 
ones, and equipping all for sea which the interest 
of the country may require. These things I am 
ready to do, to any reasonable extent, upon the 
supposition that there is no immediate prospect 
of the state of the country being changed from 
that of peace to a state of war. If, in the opinion 
of the Executive, there is a probability that our 
friendly relations with any other nation are likely 
to be changed, and that preparations must be 
made for a state of war, so soon as I can be sat- 
isfied this opinion is well founded, I will go heart ` 
and hand with the Chief Magistrate in making 
all the preparations which money can make to 
meet successfully such a crisis. will not feel 
bound to stop with the surplus revenue; I will 
be willing to apply all we have, and to raise more, 
to protect the honor, the interest, and independ- 
ence of the country. 

By the Constitution Congress also has the 
power to declare war; still, as the Executive car- 
ries on our correspondence with foreign Govern- 
ments, it is easy to see that the country may be 

laced in such a situation that, consistently with 
its interests and its character, Congress can do 
nothing but declare war. I have no belief that 
this is our situation at present, and cherish the 
hope it never will be. I will use every means in 
my humble sphere which, consistently with our 
honor and interests, can be used, to avert war, 
which I should consider a great calamity; but if, 
in the judgment of the constituted authorities, it 
must come, let my individual opinion be what it 
may, | will go with my country, and use all its 
energies against any enemy whatever. But if 
our relations are to be changed from peace to 
war, (which God forbid,) I look to our constitu- 


tional leader, the Chief Magistrate, to communi- | 
cate such facts as may be in his power, and to | 


recommend such measures as he may deem ex- 
pedient. This the nation has a right to expect, 


Congress has a right to expect, and it is a re- 
sponaibility which { have no doubt the Execu- of | 
_ objects. 


tve will fearlessly assume. 
Gentlemen are not correct when they argue 


that Congress will become the mere tool of the !: 
Executive, if they require communications and | r J E 
‚a right todo, increased some of the items of 
‘appropriation, and added others to the amount 


recommendations from the President. „He is to 
make his communications of factsand his recom- 


mendations of measures; then Congress, from | 


these materials, and such others as are within its |, 1 
k } February returned the bill to the House for the 


power, is to form its own judgment in, relation 
to what the interest of the country requires, and 
will either adopt the measure 
disregard it, and resort to such other as may be 
deemed preferable. é . 

For the present, gentiemen who think this res- 


olution necessary 1 hope will revise and so word : 
it that those who vote for it may know the extent | 


of the pledge they give, and that the country may 
understand it likewise. The information scught 
by the four remaining resolutions may be useful, 


recommended, or | 
. the Senate. 


! 


| 


` $439,000 to $869,000; and on the 24th day of 


' law, and there would have been an appropriation 


: House did not do this, but retained the bill from 
` the 24th of February till eight o’clock in the night 
li of the 3d of March, and then returned it to the 
i Senate with a new section as an amendment to 


and I hope they will not meet with any opposi- |! 
tion. ! 

Mr. President, I did not rise solely for the pur- i 
pose of expressing my opinion upon these reso- 
lutions. The honorable Senator who moved them 
made their discussion the occasion of stating that 
our country was at present naked and defenseless; 
that this was well known at home and throughout 
all Europe; tnat we were threatened with a war 
with France, ourancientally, who hadalready sent 
a fleet upon our coast to overawe our delibera- 
tions, and that the reasons why thecountry is thus 
naked and defenseless is because a majority of 
the Senate voted against an appropriation of three 
million dollars, inserted in the fortification bill of 
the last session, and thus occasioned the loss of 
the whole bill. . 

By the way, what has become of this fleet of 
observation? I have seen that it was ordered to 
rendezvous at Brest; but whether it, or the Gov- 
ernor spoken of, has reached the West Indies or 
our coast, I have not seen. Suppose it to have 
arrived; may it not be that the object is not to 
overawe our deliberations, but to protect the 
interest of France against any attack that may 
be made on her commerce? Overawe Congress! 
France, | hope, knows the character of our peo- 
ple better. If she does not, I feel very sure no 
member of either House will disgrace his station 
by giving any vote which can derogate from the 
character of those he represents. l 

I am one of those who voted against that ap- |: 
propriation, and against whom the charge is | 
made. Against this accusation I might well plead '; 
a former acquittal by the only tribunal compe- |: 
tent to try me. This accusation was made in my 
own State; those to whom only I am accountable 
for my conduct here have passed upon it, and 
their unanimous verdict of acquittal I presented 
the other day, and it now remains on the files of 
the Senate. But I scorn to rely on that plea. I 
have a right to a separate trial, to plead not guilty, 
and give the special matter inevidence. I do not 
feel that I or any of those with whom I voted 
are answerable for the loss of that bill. The vote 
I then gave was the result of my best judgment. 
I then approved of it, have done so ever since, 
and probably ever shall, so long as I am capable 
of reflecting on the affairs of this world. It will ;| 
be no part of my plan to attach censure to any 
one for his vote; all may have been governed by 
motives as worthy as I feel my own were. The 
time will soon come when we must all appear 
before that tribunal where there can be no mis- | 
take either in the evidence or the judgment which |. 
ought to be pronounced. To that tribunal, then, į' 
where my motives and conduct must be submit- 
ted, I cheerfully leave the decision of the motives | 
of all others; but it is due to the country, and to | 
myself, that I shake from my own skirts that | 
blame which others seek to attach to me. 

A few very plain views of this matter will, I 
think, satisfy every honest mind that the Senate 
are in no fault whatever. The bill was originated | 
in the House of Representatives, and passed that 
body in the month of January, and sent to the |; 
Senate. It then contained the whole sum deemed | 
by the Executive and the House necessary for 
fortifications and ordnance. This sum amounted | 
to about $439,000. The Senate might have given | 
its consent to the bill without any alteration. If : 
it had done so, there would have been a grant | 
of the sum just mentioned, and no more, to these | 


i 
| 
[i 
i 
i 
i 
| 


The Senate, from the best information it pos- | 
sessed, believed the defense of the country re- 
quired much larger appropriations, and as it had 


of about $430,000, thus increasing the grant from 


purpose of ascertaining whether the Representa- 
tives would agree to the increased grant made by 
1f the House had simply agreed to 
these amendments, the bill would have become a 


for fortifications, &c., equal to $869,000. The 


i tion, and that, in the 


` which to found it. 


the amendment of the Senate. This new section 
has been read so often that every member, I pre- 
sume, has it by memory. It is in these words: 


“That the sum of three millions of doilars be, and the 
same is hereby. appropriated out of any money in the 
Treasury not otherwise appropriated, to be expended, in 
whole or in part, under the direction of the President of the 
United States, jor the military and naval service, including 


_ fortifications and ordnance, and increase of the Navy: Pro- 


vided, Such expenditure shall be rendered necessary for 
the defense of the country prior to the next meeting of Con- 


gress.” 

For one, I declare, when this new section was 
read, | was as much surprised as 1 could have 
been if it had been dropped from the sky-light 
above our heads into the bill. The chairman of 
the Committee on Finance moved that the Senate 
disagree to the amendment, and, after some dis- 
cussion, in which I took no part, the vote was 
taken, and stood 29 to 19— mine being among 
those in the affirmative. At that time I knew 
not who had proposed this amendment in the 
House. The President had not asked, as far as 
I knew, for any such appropriation; there was 
no estimate sent from any department on which 
to found it. My belief was, the President did 
not wish it. I supposed it had been offered by 
some member opposed to the Administration, 
who wished a free disbursement of money about 
our sea-port towns, not caring what embarrass- 
ment was occasioned by such a loose appropria- 
urry and confusion of a 
night session, it had been permitted to pass with- 
out any particular examination, and fancied that, 


| so soon as their attention was particularly called 


to it, the House would recede from it, and the 
bill be passed as originally sent from the Senate. 

In these conjectures I soon found I had been 
mistaken; for presently the bill was returned to 
the Senate with a message stating that the House 
insisted onthe amendment. A motion was made 
that the Senate adhere to its disagreement. Be- 
fore voting on that question I took the liberty of 
stating, very briefly, the reasons upon which my 
first was given, and upon which the second would 
be founded. 

The President had sent no message asking such 
an appropriation; no estimates had been sent on 
I believed it would have been 
the duty of the Executive to have sent such a 
message and estimates, and I further believed he 


; would faithfully discharge his duty, and there- 


fore concluded he did not think the interest of the 


, country required this additional grant. Besides 


this, the question was then pending and unde- 
cided before the French Chamber relative to the 
appropriation to comply with their treaty. I be- 


i lieved the strong probability was that it would 


pass, either then, or at the next session, and that, 
with a little patience and good sense, we should 
receive the money without any warlike prepara- 


i tion. This was not only my own opinion, but 
|, the declared opinion of al] with whom I had con- 


versed. 
I was what I professed to be, and ever had 


| been—a friend to the Administration; I had re- 


ceived no information that the President desired 
the appropriation, and 1 saw the section was so 


' worded as to throw upon him a responsibility 


which he ought not to bear. The proviso left it 
discretionary with him whether the money should 
be used or not. I thought all the interest of the 
Army, the Navy, the large cities, and those who 
had ordnance to dispose of, would be brought to 
bear on him, to induce him to use the money. If 
he did order it to be used, and there should be no 
war, as I hoped and believed would be the case, 
he would be censured for wasting this large sum. 
If he resisted all importunities, and did not use 
the money, and war did come, he would be cen- 
sured for not providing for the defenses of the 
country. 

Again: suppose the money to be drawn; what 
was to be done with it? How much to the Army, 


| to the Navy, to fortifications, and to ordnance? 


The section does not say; allis indefinite, vague, 
loose, and left to Executive discretion. These 


| reasons were satisfactory to my own mind; I 


voted upon them. From the time the three mil- 
lions was first mentioned in the Senate until we 
adjourned, I did not converse, as I believe, with 


a single member of the House upon this or any 
other subject; nor did I converse with any mem- 
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joined me inthe 1 
our last vote. He was kind enough to speak 
favorably of my humble efort, and express his 
regret that I had not made my argument before 
the first vote: but neither he nor any other mem- 
ber of either House ever intimated that the Pres- 
ident wished such an appropriation. 

I sincerely believed he did not; but in that it 
seems I was mistaken; and the first notice I had 
of my mistake was in his answer to a company 
of gentlemen in New York, who, after the rise 
of Congress, made him a tender of their services 
to defend the country. Whether I would have 
voted for the amendmentin this loose shape, if I 
had known it comported with the views of the 
President, Ido not pretend to say. I think I 
ought not, but am willing to state, because such 
is the truth, that if, upon reviewing my whole 
votes since honored with a seat in this Chamber, 
any votes could be found which I would wish 
had not been given, the error is more attributable 
to my unbounded confidence in the Executive, 
and anxious desire to maintain him as far as I 
conscientiously could, than to any other cause 
whatever. 

But it has been urged by the honorable Senator 
from New Hampshire [Mr. Husparp] that on 
the 28th February the chairman of the Committee 
on Foreign Relations of the House had given 


notice that when this bill should be taken up, . 


he would move an amendment appropriating 

$1,000,000 for fortifications, and $2,000,000 for ; 
the Navy, and that this accorded with the views 

of the Executive; and the gentleman adds, the 

members of the House no doubt made this the 

subject of conversation, and that Senators would 

his secure the information; and also that 

in the Gl 


tory of the country. To all this I answer I did 
not hear of this notice. If any members with 
whom I associated heard this notice, they never 
mentioned it in my presence. So far from it, one 
of my colleagues of the other House, probably as 
attentive as any member there, assures me he did 
not hear any such notice; and when the amend- 
ment was under consideration, he had a curiosity 
to know whether the President desired the appro- 


priation or not; that he conversed with a colleague |: 


sitting near him, and, neither of them knowing, 
he asked another of his colleagues, then chairman 
of the Committee of Ways and Means, who told 
him the President did wish it, and added that he 
must say nothing aboutit. He did say nothing 
about it till since this discussion commenced 
during the present session. With the motives 
for this request to conceal I am not acquainted, 
therefore can say nothing. 

The other source of information (the Globe) I 
did not apply to; I never read it till since I heard 
the gentleman’s argument. If I had wished to 
read the newspaper for information, I had no 
leisure; my place was here, my duty here, and 


I had quite as much as Í could attend to, without . 


reading the Globe. If [ had wished information 
to guide my judgment, and felt bound to look 
into newspapers for facts, the Globe is the last 
place upon earth I should look into for the truth. 

Again: If I had seen this notice, I am yet to 
learn that the President has any member of this 
House to act as his substitute, and to give that 
information to the Senate which we have a right, 
by the Constitution, to receive from the Chief 
Magistrate himself. 

Lastly. If I had seen that notice, I would not 
have supposed this section was intended by it. 
The notice was specific—one million for fortifica- 


tions, and two millions forthe Navy. The amend- ; 


ment is for everything relating to either sea or 
land, in a general mass, for the Executive to di- 


vide out, as well as he could, according to his | 


discretion. If the amendment had pursued the 
notice, it would have been well expressed; but in 
the shape presented in the bill, I doubt whether 
the combined talents of the members of both 


Houses can frame a section on such subjects more | 


loose,.more general, and more indefinite than it 
is. 
It has been insisted by the Senator from New 
Hampshire that this section did make a specific 
appropriation of this three million dollaas, and 


obe newspaper of the 2d March this |, 
notice is published, and has passed into the his- | 


j 


ber of the Senate, except my colleague, who i was justified by precedents in the days of Gen- 


lobby behind the colonade after ; 


' eral Washington, President Jefferson, and Pres- 

ident Madison. By the term specific appropria- 
tion, I understand that we mean the direction of 
the law to apply a given sum of money to the 


accomplishment of a particular object, in exclu- , 
If this idea be correct, this | 


sion of all others. 
section has no claims whatever to the appellation 
of specific. The object of it was to place every- 
thing at the discretion of the Executive. Ist. 
Whether the money should be used atall. 2d. 
If used, to apply it to any object he pleased con- 
nected with the land or naval service, or defense. 

The precedents referred to do not bear out the 
arguments. The first is an appropriation of 
$116,000, to pay the civil list. Here the sum 
must-all be applied to the discharge of the civil 
list, and nothing else. The next-is $70,500 for 
fortifications. Although it is not said what sum 
should be applied to this or that fortification, yet 
the whole must be applied to fortifications, and to 
no other object. The third and last precedent 
rests on the same principles. In the case now 
under consideration, everything is vague, indefi- 
nite, and left to Executive discretion, and all this 
without any communication from the President, 
or any estimate whatever. I venture another re- 
mark, founded on what I heard said by a gentle- 
man of much experience, not now among us, that 
during the period of a popular Administration 
was the very time we must expect bad precedents 
to be set. These precedents, incautiously set 
when we have unbounded confidence in the Ex- 
ecutive, are sure to be relied on in after times by 
those who may wish to use power without regard 
to the public welfare. This section, if adopted, 
would in after times have furnished a precedent 


carried to the House by the conferees on the part 
of the House. This wasentirely wrong, When 
the conference ended, it was the duty of the con- 
ferees on the part of the House to have delivered 


: the bill and papers to the conferees on the part 


of the Senate, who would have presented them 
when they made their report; the Senate could 
then have sanctioned the report by a vote which 
I have no doubt would have been unanimous, 
immediately sent the bill to the House, which 
could have given its sanction, and the bill become 
alaw. Instead of this, the House conferees kept 
the bill and papers, and, by so doing, defeated the 
whole bill. 

The rule upon this subject is so perfectly plain 
it cannot be mistaken. It is this: in all cases 
where a conference is asked before a vote of dis- 
agreement, the conferees of the House asking the 
conference, when it is over, must take the papers 
back with them, because their House is entitled 
to the next vote; but in every case where a con- 
ference is asked after a voteof disagreement, then, 
when the conference is over, the conferees of the 
House asking the conference must deliver over 
the bili and papers to the conferees of the other 
House, because that other House is entitled to the 
next vote. In this case the Senate had voted to 
adhere to their disagreement to the amendment. 
The House had, after this, voted that they would 
not recede, and then proposed the conference; 
therefore, as the House had given the last vote, 


“the Senate was entitled to the next; and to enable 


them to give it, it was the duty of the conferees 
of the House to have given the papers to the 
conferees of the Senate, and, if they would not 


. receive them, they might have been left in the 


i committee room. 


by which any grant of the public money might ji 


be made, to be used at Executive discretion. 

I now put it to gentlemen with whom, on 
former occasions, I had generally acted, to say 
whether, if such a grant had been proposed du- 
i| ring the late Administration, a single man of 
: them would have voted for it? No. It would 
: have been said this money would be drawn and 
used, not for the public interest, but in jobs, to 
| control and regulate public opinion. Upon this 
matter, for one, I am perfectly satisfied that I, 
and those who voted with me, were right in not 
agreeing to this amendment; but the matter did 
not end with the vote of the Senate; the bill did 
not necessarily fall thereby. Let us pursuc the 
: subject, and see when, how, and where the bill 
was finally lost. 


; companied bya message, informing them that the . 
! Senate adhered to their disagreement to the amend- | 


ment as to these three millions. 
this message, it was competent to the House to 
i have receded from their amendment, and then 
| the bill would have passed, appropriating the 


: $869,000 proposed by the Senate; but, instead of | 
that, they took a vote, and determined they would . 


Upon receiving | 


: notrecede. (House Journal, page518.) After this | 


(page 519) a motion was made that the House do 
- ask a conference on the disagreeing votes. This 
| motion was agreed to, and a committee of three 
‘ appointed, and a message sent to the Senate, ask- 
_ Ing it to appoint a committee to confer on the 
subject. 


i 
| 
i 
| 
I 
i! 
if 
i 


i! 


the Senate agreed to the conference, and appointed 
a committee on their part. (Page 237.) In the 
course ofa short time, the committee on the part 
of the Senate returned, and reported that the con- 
ferees had agreed to recommend to their respective 
Houses, as a substitute for the three millions, an 
| appropriation of $300,000 for arming the fortifica- 
|, tions, and an additional appropriation of $500,000 
ii for the repair and equipment of ships of war. 
i, (Senate Journal, page 237.) 
If each House had agreed to this report, then 
i there would have been the appropriation of 
‘| $869,000 contained in the bill as sent from the 
i| Senate, and an addition of $800,000, making, in 

all, instead of $439,000, which the Executive had 
asked, $1,669,000, Here the question recurs, 
whose fault is it that this was not done? Un- 
questionably not that of the Senate, Its conferees 
had acted promptly, and promptly made their re- 
port. TheSenate could go no further; it could take 
no yote, as the billand other papers had been 


(This message is found in the Senate | 
Journal, page 236.) As soon as it was received, | 


This doctrine, so reasonable 
in itself, is laid down in Jeffcrson’s Manual at 
187, title Conference, in language too plain to be 
misunderstood, and it has been practiced on b 
Congressin the cases with which I am acquainted. 
(See the case of the bill for the relief of Mr. Mon- 
roe, in Senate Journal, page 374, of the session 
1825-26; and House Journal of the same session, 
pages 616 and 628.) 

Let it not be supposed that the conferees of the 
two Houses were equally to blame for permitting 
the papers to remain with the conferees not en- 
tiled to them after the conference ended, because 
the conferees of the Senate did not know, and had 
no means of knowing, that the House had voted 
not to recede after the Senate had voted to adhere. 
Strange as the fact may seem, the truth is, that 


' the House, in its message to the Senate propos- 
The Senate returned the bill to the House, ac- ; 


ing the conference, omitted to state the fact that 
a vote not to recede had been taken after the 
House last received the bill. (See the message, 
Senate Journal, page 236.) ‘Lhe conferees on 
the part of the House knew the fact, because 
their Journal shows they were present and voted. 
(See the House Journal, pages 518, 519.) The 
conferees of the House having improperly taken 
the bill and papers, and thereby put it out of the 
power of the Senate to take any step whatever, 
are answerable for all the consequences. 

I do not state this omission in the message by 


i, way of censure on the Clerk for any intentional 
“wrong. All these matters relative to this bill took 


place in the night, in the confusion which occurred 
atthe end of the session; and it is very seldom 
that the most temperate and prudent are as well 


qualified to do business, or have their wits as well 
, about them after a comfortable dinner as they 


have in the early part of the day. 

Mr. President, let us now see what the con- 
ferees of the House did with these papers after 
taking them from the conference room. They 


‘returned to the House, and the chairman made 


; no report whatever; the Senate waited from one 


‘to two hours, and, being able to hear nothing, 


sent a message respectfully calling the attention 
of the House to this subject. (See the House 


| Journal, p. 530.) Then the chairman stated that 
i the committee had returned at the time a vote was 


taken on a resolution providing for the payment 


| of Mr. Letcher, by which it was ascertained 


there was not a quorum, and that the constitu- 
tional term had expired,and that for these reasons 
he had declined making areport. Mr. Lewis, 


another member of the committee, then took the 
| papers and made the report, which was never 


acted on, and thus the matter ended. 
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The first reason assigned for not having made 
the report was the want of a quorum; this, it 
is said, was ascertained by the vote on the reso- 
lution just mentioned. The chairman ought to 
have put the House in possession of the report, 


as he found the House tn session, Had he done | 


so, no doubt it would have been acted on. The 
Journal shows that much business was done 
afterwards, and a resolution reported by Mr. 
Wu.asam Cost Jonnson was adopted by the 
louse. (See House Journal, from page 524 to 
530.) Now, if there was a quorum to do other 
business, to adopt other resolutions, how is it 
that there Was nota quorum to receive and act 
on this report? 

The remaining reason assigned is, that the 
constitutional term for which the members were 
elected had expired. In other words, it was after 
twelve o'clock of the night of the 3d of March. 
How can this be? There must have been some 
mistake on this point. If it was not too late to 
do the other business I have mentioned, how did 
it happen to be too late to make this report? 

Again; the most certain information we have 
as to time is derived trom the statement of the 
honorable Senator from Virginia. He tells us 
he looked at his watch when the conferees left 
the Senate Chamber, and it then wanted fifteen 
minutes ofeleven. When they returned and made 
their report he was not in, but returned shortly 
afterwards, and it was then twenty minutes after 
eleven. We may, therefore, suppose the con- 
ferees had returned about one quarter of an hour 
after eleven, leaving three quarters of an hour to 
have disposed of this bill before the hour of 
twelve o'clock arrived. There was, therefore, 
ample time, if the report had been made, to have 
disposed of this before our constitutional term 
expired, according to the strictest construction. 

Mr. President, this is the eleventh session I 
have been here, and until last session I never 
knew of an important measure having failed be- 
ceuse twelve o’clock had arrived. So far as I 
know, the universal course has been, if the busi- 
ness necessary to be done could not be finished 


before twelve o’clock, to go on and accomplish | 


it if it took till daylight. I well remember, on 
one occasion, at a short session, we sat all night, 
and before I got to my lodging place it was broad 
daylight. 
bers who had conscientious scruples about sitting 
after twelve o’elock. I always have, and always 
shall respect men who act on such scruples, al- 
though I may differ with them in opinion. For 
myself, I have never felt any hesitation about 
voting after twelve o’clock, when the business 


There always have been some mem- | 


required it. By the Constitution, members of the ; 


House are elected for two years, the President 
and Vice President for four, and,the Senators for 
six. ‘The only difficulty is to ascertain when the 
term commences. The Constitution does not fix 
it, but authorized the old Congress to do soa. 
That Congress fixed the first Wednesday in 
March, 1789. That happened to be the fourth 
day of the month. Now, if we believe the first 
Congress met in the night, at twelve o’clock, the 
3d of March, 1789, then our constitutional term 
will expire in the night, at twelve o’clock, of the 
3d of March, every second year, and the terms 
of the President and Vice President at the same 
hour every fourth year. But if we suppose Con- 
gress did not assemble earlier than twelve o’clock 
on the 4th of March, 1789, then, in truth, our con- 
sututional two years, &c., do not expire till the 
same hour of the 4th of March, and we have our 
constitutional day as it was when light and dark- 
ness were first separated, and it was said the even- 
ing and the morning should be the first day. 

I subrnit to gentlemen who have these scruples, 
whether it is not worth while to reflect maturely 
on this subject. Ifthe term of Congress expires 
on the night of the 3d of March, so must that of 
President and Vice President. This will always 
leave an interval of several hours, when we will 
have no President or Vice President. It appears 
to me those who framed the Constitution did not 
so intend. It is easy to think of cascs which 
would bear very hard upon such a construction. 
Suppose, shortly before the expirauon of a pres- 
idential term, a man to be sentenced in a Federal 
court to be hanged; afterwards it should be ascer- 
tained to a certainty that the person was innocent, 


| and a messenger is sent for a pardon, but cannot | 
| reach the President till after twelve o’clock on the | 
; night of the 3d of March; is the man to be hanged | 


sworn in? This ought not to be the construction. 
I apprehend the whole difficulty originates from 
our perplexing our minds with a legal fiction that 
there can be no fraction of a day. This, like 
every other fiction, must yield to fact when justice 
requires it. A man sells a tract of land for a full 
consideration, in the morning of the 4th of March, 
and conveys it. In the afternoon he sells and 
conveys the same land to another person; both 
vendees cannot hold; and yet, according to the 
idea produced by this fiction, both deeds were | 
executed the first minute of the day, and are of 
equal date; but every man knows that this fiction 
would yield to fact, and that the first vendee 
would hold the land. Whether these reflections 
be altogether accurate or not, they have always 
satisfied me that I did not act unconscientiously, 
or assume powers | did not possess, when I 
voted in the night of the 3d of March, after 
twelve o’clock. The honorable member from 
New Hampshire will perceive that the resolution 
he has read, which was adopted in the year 1790, 
does not remove the difficulty. That resolution 
only says the term expires on the 3d of March; 
but still the question recurs, when does the 3d 
of March end according to the meaning of the 
Constitution? To Senators on all sides I submit 
whether this crimination and recrimination for 
past acts or omissions is likely to produce dispo- 
sitions now to act together harmoniously, and to 
endeavor to devise and perfect such measures as 
will most promote the interest and welfare of the 
country. 

Mr. President, in every view I have been en- ' 
abled to take of this whole subject, it has appeared 
to me that this bill was lost in the House, not in 
the Senate; that the Senate were right in the votes 
which a majority gave as to this sum of three 
millions. I was satisfied with my votes when I | 


and to the whole West also. I vote for the res- 
olutions, therefore, with views entirely different 


; 3 l : from those suggested by the Senator from Mis- 
because there is no President until a successor is `i 


souri when he last addressed the Senate, and L 
now take occasion to say so, lest any one should 
think that his gloss was received hcre as a part 


| of the text, or explanatory of the text, to which 


_applicd to that purpose. 


we give our assent. We do not say, in voting 
for these resolutions, that the whole revenue, or 
the whole surplus revenue, or any such vague 
and indefinite sum, is necessary for the increase 
of the Navy, or for fortifications, or that it can be 
We do not yet know 


‘ what will be necessary for those objects, nor cx- 


actly what could be applied to them, even if ap- 


propriated by Congress; nor do we know what will 


gave them, and am yet satisficd—more, I ami. 


proud of them. I feel that the Author of my | 
existence will approve of them, and, to use the | 
language of a distinguished man now no more, ' 
“I wish they were recorded in the center of | 
heaven, in characters as bright as the sun, that | 
the whole world might read them.” | 
| 
i 
Ì 
| 
| 


THE SURPLUS REVENUE. 


SPEECH OF HON. THOMAS EWING, |: 
OF OHIO, i| 


In Senate, February 10, 1836. | 


Mr. Bexron’s Resolutions, for the appropriation of the | 


Surplus Revenue, was taken up as the special order. 


Mr. EWING said: 

Mr. Preswentr: The other day, when, by 
common consent, the Senate seemed disposed to 
terminate this discussion, I acquiesced, being un- 


seemed to be the general will; bat the debate has | 
been renewed, and I can now, without being 
thought obtrusive, consider a few topics which I 
` have wished briefly to touch before I give my vote 
on these resolutions. 

And first I take leave to say, that all or nearly 
all that I found objectionable in them will be re- 
moved by the adoption of the amendment offered 
by the honorable Senator from Tennessce, and , 
by the further amendment proposed by my friend 


pledging the Senate to appropriate out of the rev- 


sums annually as may be necessary for the gen- | 


and I trust and hope it will receive the unanimous 
concurrence of the Senate. i 


| not consider this resolution the same in form or ` 
| substance with that presented by the mover. If it 

were I could not vote for it. Ido not look upon 
it as a measure at all antagonist to that presented 
by my honorable friend from Kentucky for the 
distribution of the proceeds of the public lands, 
which I look upon as a measure of immense im- 
portance to the State which I in part represent, 


from Delaware. It will then stand as a resolution |, 


willing further to prolong it, in opposition to what -' 


e the surplus for a series of years to come; so that 
there would be no less than three uncertainties 
brought to act with and upon each other by the 
resolution first proposed. But the amendments 
relieve the proposition of its objectionable fea- 
tures, and in so doing they necessarily make ita 
different measure from that expounded by the 
Senator from Missouri. One thing further I am 
willing to say, by resolution or otherwise, and 
that is, that the money appropriated by Congress 
for our military and naval defenses ought to be 
applied to and expended upon those objects from 
year to year, if it be in the power of the Execu- 
tive branch of our Government to expend it ad- 
vantageously. I would not have them waste it, 
but I would have them use every effort to apply 
it to its designated object. Iam not disposed to 
cast censure upon them because they fail to do 
so, for they show strong reasons in excuse for 
their failure or delay; but of this more hereafter. 

It seems to be of the essence of modern policy, 
that everything is to be carried, and executed 
too, by means of excitement. We are to be 
moved on in our career, in all things, by the force 
of a high pressure engine. This maaahine; with 
all its power, is now to be brought to bear upon 
our fortifications and Navy, and, by the appro- 
priation of millions and tens of millions, we are 
to see rising up at once, without hands, ships 
and forts and guns and equipments, as suddenly 
as the palace of Aladdin rose under the wand of 
the Genii of the Lamp. J am disposed to pause 
and look a little into the matter, and see whether 
this can be effected thus suddenly. But one thing 
I must in all candor admit: our surplus revenue 
may be made to vanish in the attempt, almost as 
suddenly as that same palace did in obedience to 
the command of the magician after he had pur- 
loined the talisman. 

I know we may make appropriations for forti- 
fications and the Navy to any extent we please; 
but I am perfectly certain that, if they be very 
large, they cannot be expended advantageously 
to the country. Skillful and experienced engi- 
neers are wanting; naval architects, superin- 
tendents, master workmen, mechanics, and la- 
borers are all wanting, and cannot be procured 
for some ycars to come, to apply advantageously 
a much larger expenditure than that which we 
usually make for these objects. For the purpose 
of setting this matter in its true light before the 
Senate and the public, I propose to offer, by way 
of amendment, an additional resolution of inquiry 


to this effect: 


i; fit to be used in works of 
enues, not the surplus revenue merely, but such i: 


Also, that the President be requested to inform the Senate 
what sums can be advantageously expended on cach of 
those several objects within the ewrent year, and thereafter 
annually on each of those several objects, taking into view 
the practicability of procuring skillfat and experienced 
engineers, naval architects, superintendents, and master 
workmen, and also mechanics and laborers ; taking into 
view, also, our means of procuring and preparing materials 
a substantial and durable char- 
acter ; also, that he be requested toinform the Senate what 


| are the causes which have prevented and delayed the ex- 


eral defenseand permanentsecurity of the country, | 
Such a resolution shall have my hearty support, |; 


But here let me be distinctly understood. I do |. 


| 
| 


penditure of former appropriations for those several objects. 


To this, I presume, there will be no objection. 
It is information very necessary to enabie us to 
act with knowledge on the subject. When we 
have an answer to this, and the several calls con- 
tained in the other resolutions, we can form an 
opinion not only of what is necessary, but what 
can be used; and we may avoid, what every Sena- 
tor would doubtless wish to avoid, the placing of a 
very large sum of money in the hands of a host of 
executive officers, which they could not expend 
for the benefit of the country, but which they 
might misapply. In the mean time, until we get 
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the information which I propose to call for, let 
us make use of such as is already furnished, and 
see to what conclusion the facts and reasoning 
which we find in the Executive communications 
on file will lead us. 


The appropriations for fortifications have, for 
the last seven years, averaged about eight hun- | 


dred thousand dollars, more or less. That of 
1834 was about nine hundred and fifty thousand 
dollars; and that of 1835, it is well known, en- 
tirely failed. Now let us see from the Depart- 
ments themselves, how they succeeded in apply- 
ing and expending to advantage the ordinary 
appropriations such as we have found them; from 
which we can infer their ability to expend to ad- 
vantage ten or twelve millions a year of an excess 
over the ordinary appropriations. 

The first difficulty which I propose to suggest, 
in my inquiry as to those very large appropria- 
tions, is the want of competent engineers to pro- 
ject and prepare the plans for our works, and 
superintend them. This requires men of science 
and men of experience—have we got them? Can 
we procure them ready to our hand, furnished to 
order, whenever we may be disposed to vote money 
for fortifications? Let us harken to the President 
on this subject. I refer tothe documents accom- 
panying his message to the two Houses of Con- 
gress, of the 2d December, 1834, (document No. 
2, pages 112,113.) Itis from the report of the 
Chief Engineer, General Gratiot, and refers as 
well to appropriations for roads, rivers, and har- 
bors, as for fortifications. Listen to his plain, 
explicit, and intelligent exposition of this subject. 

“t Ninety-one different appropriations, amounting to more 


than two millions of dollars, have been referred to this 
Department for application within one fiscal year; and to 


accomplish this, and to meet all the responsibility which : 


it involves, the Department is provided with only twenty- 
seven officers, whose services can with certainty be com- 
manded, and of these about one third have had no expe- 
rience. The consequence is, that works of the utmost 
importance, with large sums of money, are committed to 
the hands of agents unknown to the Department, with no 
certainty whatever that the one wil! be properly managed, 
or the other faithfully applied and accounted for. Besides, 


these agents are very numerous; their compensation is ; 


drawn trom the appropriations under which they are em- 
ployed. Citizens acting in the responsible capacity of con- 
structing engineers and disbursing agents, must be well 
paid; and hence large amounts of many of the apppropri- 
ations are diverted from their proper objects, and applied 
to the payment of salaries. But if this was the extent of 
the evil, it would be comparatively unimportant. Large 


sums are lost for want of sufficient agents qualified to pro- | 


tect and execute plans for the improvements ordered by 
Congress. A reference to the numerous reports on the 
failure of works, particularly to my last annual report, will 
abundantly show that this remark is not induced by any 
hypothetical case; it is unfortunately the suggestion of ex- 
perience; so that, besides being executed badly as to dura- 
bility, and as regards neatness and appearance, in a manner 
little calculated to do us any credit, many of our public works 
cost on an average at least fifty per cent. more than they 
would under a different arrangement. There is certainly 
no economy in this. Enough moncy has been wasted within 
the last few years to have supported a corps of professional 
engineers sufficient for the proper management of all the 
national improvements in the country. 


So much with regard to engineers. We have 
but twenty-seven; and of these General Gratiot 
tells us one third part is without experience, and, 
as a matter of course, cannot be intrusted with a 
work which requires—and that no one can doubt 
is the case with all our fortresses—science and 
experience. Both are essential to their success. 
No one can found, and plan, and erect, strong 
and durable fortresses, without both these qual- 
ities. How, then, are we to expend, in the present 
year, ten or twelve millions upon fortifications, 
when we could not, in 1833-34, expend one tenth 
part of that sum for the same objects? Our engi- 
neer corps has not since been increased, or ren- 
dered more efficacious. It is true there is a bill 
pending before Congress to increase it; but, 
though we may pass a law very quickly, and very 
easily, to that effect, yet we do not so quickly 
make for ourselves a more numerous and effective 
engineer corps. It requires time—the study and 
experience of years—to make an engineer that 
can be relied on. So, do what we will, years 
must elapse before we can have a corps of engi- 
neers much more effective than we have at present. 
And if we appropriate $10,000,000 this year for 
fortifications, it must either be wasted and mis- 
applied, or $8,000,000 out of the $10,000,000 
must remain on hand an unexpended balance. 

- But this is not all. Mechanics and laborers, 


' Yorx.—It was hoped, from the ample preparations made 


| 

. . | 

: ments accompanying the President’s message | 
| 

| 

| 


; the present year with much vigor. 
and facilities of every description have been in waiting, it | 


it seems, cannot be procured in sufficent numbers 
to enable us to apply all the money that we now 
appropriate, much less such sums as we are 
called upon to appropriate to these objects. On 
this subject 1 have looked to the Executive mes- 
sage at the commencement of the present session, | 
and, considering all the circumstances, I confess I : 
was surprised to find the state of facts to be as it 
really is. 

By the act of June, 1834, there was appropriated | 
to certain fortifications near New York, $150,000; 
that is to say: to Fort Columbus and Castle Wil- 
liam, on Governor’s Island, $50,000; and to Fort 
Schuyler, on Throg’s Neck, $100,000. It appears 
by the same report of the Chief Engineer, (Doc. 
No. 2, p. 100,) that good progress was made in 
these works in 1834, especially the preparatory 
part of it. He says: 


The most ample preparations have been made; a per- 
manent wharf will be in readiness by the time it is required ; 
the necessary boats and machinery have been provided, an 
ample quarry of good stone prepared, and indeed everything |: 
that may tend to expedite the work when commenced will 
be found in waiting.”? 


Now, we all know that there was no appropri- 
ation to any of these objects in 1835, so that 


- nothing remained to be done that year but to ap- 


ply the unexpended balance of 1834 to those and 
other like works, all in a state of forwardness. 
And was this done? Could it be done? Let the , 
Chief Engineer answer. I read from the docu- 


the 8th December, 1835, (Doc. No. 1, p. 101:) 


“ FORT SCHUYLER, Turoe’s Neck, East River, New 


last year, and the funds available for their upplication, that | 
the construction of this fort would have been prosecuted ' 
But though materials 


‘ 


1 


has been impossible to procure a sufficient force to carry on 
the work with the progress that was desired. No exertion ' 
has been spared to facilitate the operation, either by letting |! 
parts on contract or by hired labor, and unavailing efforts : 
have been made to collect the necessary force in Boston, 
Newport, Connecticut, and the western part of New 
York.” i 
So that the balance of the appropriation of 
about $950,000, made for fortifications in 1834, ` 
| could not be expended in 1835 for want of me- : 
| chanics and laborers. I would ask gentlemen 
| here what they would have done with the regular 


! appropriations last year for those objects, if the . 
| bill had passed? Could they have applied it; or | 
| would it rather have added another large item to 
the account of unexpended balances? And more 
articularly, what would have been done with the 
item of three millions if it had been accepted by ` 
the Senate, and the bill had become alaw? T, 
| know of no satisfactory answer to these inquiries, | 
therefore I expect none. Of one thing, however, | 
, I am perfectly satisfied now, and it was a matter | 
of very difficult solution to me heretofore. This | 
į State of things in the Departments accounts fully | 
for the unwillingness of the friends of the Admin- | 
istration to appropriate the sums to these objects 
which we of the Opposition have heretofore | 
thought necessary. There was danger of causing | 
animadversions upon the Executive Departments, ' 
for failing to apply to the defense of the country | 
funds which the two Houses had appropriated to 
that object. | 

But let us, in passing, take a single glance at | 
the Navy appropriations, and see whether they | 
have been as large as could be advantageously 
applied to their particular specified objects. We 
have it in a report of the Secretary of the Navy, 
of February 3d, 1836, (Doc. No. 96.) By this 
it appears that the whole amount applicable to 
the naval service for the year 1835 was $7,314,277. 
The amount expended was $3,600,243. Leaving 
a balance on December 31st, 1835, of $3,714,034; 
which the Executive did not cause to be expended 
inthe year 1835, for the reason, doubtless, that 
it could not be expended with advantage to the 
service. What, then, would be done with the 
prodigious appropriations which it is now pro- 
posed to make for these objects? Why, surely, 
remain on hand year after year as unexpended 
balances. 

In the view that I take of this subject, I go dis- 
tinctly upon the hypothesis that there is no dan- | 
ger whatever of a war with France. Indeed, the 
supposition that there ever was the slightest rea- 
son to apprehend it, unless, indeed, it were brought 


on by some secret order, on one side or the other, 


of which the country could know nothing until 
too deeply involved to recede; that there ever hes 
been any probability of war,in the usual legitimate 
course of things, hasalways seemed to me an idle 
supposition. ‘The only thing that ever looked like 
it was the proposition in the President’s messace 
to order letters of marque and reprisal. This, 
however, met with no response in cither branch 
of Congress; it therefore fell to the ground. How, 
then, stood the question? France was offended 


: with the message of the President, but she asks 
no explanation, except as a condition to the pay- 


ment of the money. France says the American 
President has insulted her King in his message to 
the American Congress; and, although we owe 
you a sum of money, we will not pay it until 
the offensive language is explained. Ridiculous 
enough, in all conscience; much more of the ri- 
diculous than of the arrogant. Thereisno threat 
on their part to attack us; this fleet of observation 
is like the storm-ship of the Tappaan Zea—it ap- 


‘ pears only in a hurricane; indecd, the ground on 
‘which they have rested the matter forbids them 


at once from ever assuming a belligerent attitude 
for this until we make the first advances. Then 
as to oursclves; it is too late for us to make war 
for the original injury- thie taking and condemn- 
ing our ships and cargoes in violation of the law 
of nations. This thing might once have been 
done, had we been able to make them feel our 
resentment when the injury was recent. But that 
time has gone by, and he who inflicted the wrong— 
that mighty man who, for the first fifteen years 
of the present century, was himself France—is 
long since beyond the reach of our resentment, 
be we now ever so mighty. 


“ After life’s fitful fever he sleeps well.” 


And we cannot declare war for the original injury, 
because our own spirit has slumbered too long to 
be provoked at this day by the voice of honor 
speaking from the tombs of by-gone years; and, 
still more, we have treated on this subject. The 
present King of France has confessed the wrong, 
agreed with us as tothe extent of the injury, and 
promised reparation. It has, therefore, become 
a liquidated debt; by mutual consent it is so, and 
the original trespass is merged in the subsequent 
accord. 

But Louis Philippe now refuses payment be- 
cause there were doubts entertained here by some 
of our public functionaries whether he really in- 
tended to pay ornot. Now, this refusal does not, 
I confess, appear to me the wisest mode that could 
possibly be adopted for removing those doubts; 
and even if expressions were made use of by our 
President which gave just offense to the honest 
pride of France, it is not, I incline to think, the 
most efficacious mode of vindicating national 
honor, to refuse to pay a national debt. But still 
there is nothing to occasion war, unless we wish 
it for its own sake. Now, as to the apology. 
Not being one of the President’s confidential ad- 
visers, or at least not being called upon by him 
for counsel in this matter, in the only way in 
which I am one of his advisers, I have not here- 
tofure thought it necessary to say anything on 
the subject, for | have never supposed that the 
opinions of gentlemen on this side of the House 
would have much weight in his councils, even if 
they were offered. But as the Senator from Ten- 
nessee has come out openly and candidly, and 
told us, with his usual precision, ‘* what he ig 
for,” I have no objection to give him my opinion 
also. . 

Then I say, that I most heartily disapproved 
of the message which involved the country in this 
unprofitable contest. I thought, and still think, 
that the President was not warranted, by the 
state of the facts, to intimate suspicions against 
the honor of the French King; nor did I think 
that the negotiation would be forwarded by a 
threat of resorting to reprisals. I thought it all 
ill-timed and ill-judged; but this is not yet to the 
point—the question of apology. . 

The authorities of France seem to have mis- 
taken the nature of their own Government as well 
as ours. It never struck me that it was consist 
ent with the true dignity of that nation that the 
Executive head should, in his diplomacy witha 
foreign Power, speak of the popular branch of 
their Government, and make the difficulty of 
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treaty. These are facts which we might very well 
understand—taets whieh our Government oucht 
to take inte consideration and appreciate, but I 
do not think they ought ever to have been urged 
by Frates in any form in her diplomatic corre- 
soonderee. To this, however, we, as a matter 
ef course, have no right to except; it merely 
shows an over anxiety on the part of the King 
to stand well with us, and to excuse his own in- 
ability to perform te the letter his engagements, 
Rat this very mistake of France, as to what was 
due to themselves, has led them into another and 
still greater error as to what is due fromus. ‘The 
French Chambers refuse to pay the money due 
tous by treaty unless the demand is accompa- 
nied with an explanation or apology of the mes- 
sae of the President of the United States to the 
two Houses of Congress. Now, to this apology 
1, for one, can never consent, and these are my 
reasons: 

The President, when he addresses the two 
Houses of Congress, is butone of the three great 
departments of the Government; and though his 
address be public, and though it be published to 
the world, and though it ought, therefore, to be 
circumspect and cautious in its mention of for- 
eign Powers, yet he is but one of the three great 
departments of the Federal Government, com- 
municating to, and communing with, the other 
coördinate branches. Thus though the Execu- 
tive may express unkind feelings toward foreign 
Powers, and such expressions may tend to exas- 
perate them, yet such Powers cannot call upon 
us to explain or apologize asa nation, for it is 
not the nation that has spoken in the Executive 
message. But France seems to think, because 
the President has attacked the honor of their 
King, that the President mustset it right. That 
he may do, and it is proper he should, (though 
not upon compalsion,) in the very way in which 
he committed the wrong—by his message to the | 
two Houses of Congress, and that, indeed, it 
seems to me, he has substantially done. But he 
cannot, in my judgment, without degradation, 
address a direct diplomatic apology to the French 
King; for, as respects our intercourse with foreign 
Powers, and our communications with them, the 
President is the nation; he represents the whole 
Republic, and it would present the case of the 
whole nation, through their appropriate organ, 
apologizing toa foreizn Power for what one branch 
of their Government had said of that Power in 
communicating with its codrdinate branches. | It 
would be admitting a foreign Power to come into 
our castle, and witness the workings of the ma- 
chinery of our Government, not as a whole, but 
in its several parts. It might thus put it in the 
power, and make it the interest of foreign Gov- 
ernments to look to the parts, rather than the 
whole, in their communication and intercourse 
with the nation, and endeavor to make those parts 
so act upon cach other as to produce a result 
favorable to the wishes of the foreign Power. 
Evcrything that looks to this, however remotely, 
I condemn, and I am proud to see that there is a 
true American spirit abroad upon this subject. I, 
for one, could not, without the grossest incon- 
sistency, entertain any other opinion. One ofthe 
first, I believe the very first subject on which I 
raised m 


c 


compromitting of the national honor similar to 
that which is now demanded, and which is so 
properly refused. . 

You cannot have forgotten, sir, for you were 
present in this Hall, and took part in the debate 
on that memorable occasion—you cannot have ; 
forgotten the subject to which I refer—the letter | 
of the 20th of July, 1&29, from the then Secretary - 
of State to our Minister near the Court of St. 
James. In that letter, it seemed to me, and to 
those who acted with me, that there was an| 
injunction on the American Minister to say to 
the British Government that our country was | 
divided into parties; that one party had triumphed, ` 
and another had fallen; and that a change of 

olicy and a change of feeling towards England 
hid ariscn ont of the success of the prevailing 
party; and that our Minister should urge this ;; 
state of things as a reason why England should |: 


: nation, one and indivisible. 


voice in this Hall, was to condemn |, 
what I then thought, and what I still think, a `: 


instructions from which that opinion was drawn. 
Perhaps I ought not to detain the Senate while I 
read it—[several voices, ** Read it P? Read it!?’} 
I will do so; it is as follows: 


_* The opportunities which you have derived from a par- 
ticipation in our publie councus, as well as other sources 
of information, will enable you fo speak (so far as you may 
dvem it proper and useful so to dv) of the respective parts 
taken by those to whom the administration of this Govern- 


ment is now committed, in relation to tle course heretotore | 


pursacd upon the subject of the colonial trade. ‘Their 
views upon this point have been submitted to the people 
or the United States; and the counsels by which your con- 
duet is now directed are the result of the judgment ex- 
pressed by the only earthly tribunal to which the late 
Administration was amenable for its acts. It should be 
suflicient that the claims set up by them, and which caused 
the interruption of the trade in question, ave been expli- 
eitly abandoned by those who first asserted thew, and are 
not revived by their successors. Lf! Great Britain deems 
itadverse to her interests to allow us to participate in the 
trade with her colonies, and tinds nothing in the extension 
of it to others to induce her to apply the same rule to us, 
she will, we hope, be sensible of the propriety of placing 
her refusal on those grounds. To set up the acts of the 
late Administration as the cause of forfeiture of privileges 
which would otherwise be extended to the people of the 
United States would be unjust in itself, and could not fail 
to excite the deepest sensibility. The tone of ieeling which 
a course so unwise and untenable is calculated to produce, 
would, doubtless, be greatly aggravated by the conscious- 
Ness that Great Britain has, by order in council, opened 
her colonial ports to Russia and France, notwithstanding a 
similar Omission on their part to accept the terms offered 
by the act of July, 1825. You cannot press this view of the 
subject too earnestly upon the consideration of the British 
Ministry. It has bearings and relations which reach beyond 
the immediate question under discussion.”? 


Does it not bear me out fully in what I said of 
its analogy to the question of apology before us? 
It differs only in this: that in the case which I 
have read there was no real or supposed wrong 
to be redressed, no wounded feelings to be healed, 
nothing but a wish to obtain a treaty, which was 
worse than worthless when thus obtained. That 
bjot upon our escutcheon is there, and can never 
be expunged; butasit must remain, letitremain, 
a solitary instance of our national humiliation. I 
wish no President of my country, whatever be 
his party, to repeat or imitate it. However 
divided we may be at home, when we present 
ourselves abroad and to foreign nations, whether 
in diplomacy or in the field, let us be seen as a 
i I am, therefore, op- 
posed to anything like apology addressed to 
France by the American President. Let the five 
millions sink, or five times its sum, if it can only 
be saved by a stain upon our national honor. 
But I am not for war. There is nothing in this 
controversy, as J have already said, out of which 
war can arise, consistently with the laws and 
usages of civilized nations. Therefore, whatever 
appropriations we make for the objects named in 
these resolutions should be made without refer- 
ence to this controversy, neither more nor less 


_than if it had never arisen; and I for one am not 


disposed to direct all the energies of the country 
to preparations for military or naval defenses, 
when there is no danger of attack, and thus to 
gratify a mere freak of fancy, or something less 
innocuous—draw all the money of the country 
from the interior, and expend it upon the sca- 


The Senator from Missouri has called upon us 
to state how we make up the thirty millions of 
surplus money which gentlemen on this side of 
the House have said is in, or ought to be in, the 
Treasury. I will tell him how. 

The Secretary of the Treasury, in his report 
to Congress at this session, (Doc. 2, page 2,) 
states the amount in the Treasury on the Ist of 
January, by computation, at $18,047,598; in a 


‘paper laid on our table a short time since, he 


admits that the receipts for the last quarter have 


- exceeded the estimates $6,200,000; and the bank 


stock which can be commanded in cash at any 
time, is worth $8,500,000; making in the aggre- 
gate $32,797,598. This is the amount on hand, 
and the sum which the resolution proposed at 
once to appropriate to fortifications and the Navy. 
If there werc real danger of war, I would do ıt. 
I would expend this, or evena much larger sum, 
and I would build forts, though they might not 
outlast the summer; but in the true and actual 
state of our country, it is not necessary to lavish 
or waste our resources, or impoverish the inte- 
rior and drain it of all its wealth, for the purpose 
of sinking the money in ill-advised and ill-exe- 
cuted fortifications, or permit that money to re- 
main in the city banks as unexpended balances 
for years to come. These are my views, and I 
shall be guided by them in my votes on these 
resolutions, and such bills as may be hereafter 
presented to us in pursuance of their principles. 


EXPLORING THE PACIFIC. 


SPEECH OF HON. JOHN REED, 
OF MASSACHUSETTS, 


In tne House or REPRESENTATIVES, 
May 9, 1836, 


On the appropriation providing for Surveying and Explor- 
ing the Pacific Ocean and South Seas. 


Mr. REED said he was highly gratified to hear 
the gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. Hamer,] who 
had fast spoken, and others residing far from the 
ocean, in support of the projected expedition. As 
a member of this House, representing those more 
directly and immediately interested, and having 
for years advocated the measure, he took the 
liberty to tender to those gentlemen his thanks. 
Their views were liberal and statesmanlike. In 
my opinion, (said Mr, R.,) those gentlemen, so 


. far from having done injustice to their own im- 


' mediate constituents, (as some have represented, ) 


have consulted their true interest, and I trust 


board. But if we were in actual danger of a rup- | 


ture with a foreign Power, and wished to prepare | 
for the contest, or if we wish to strengthen our | 
_hands as much as possible for any future emer- 


gency, itis not ships or forts alone that would 
stand us instead. Easy and expeditious means 


of transferring our military strength from the | 


interior to the sea-coast, and with them munitions 


of war, so as to bring such force as may be ne- . 
cessary speedily to bear upon any one point. 


would be worth to us more than all the forts that |: 
‘all our funds would erect on the coast. Yes, sir, | 


the Chesapeake and Ohio canal, the Baltimore © 


and Ohio railroad, and other works of a similar 
character, are worth, as military defenses, three 
times told as much as their cost in fortifications. 
Both, to a reasonable extent, are necessary. But 
if cither should be dispensed with, as a defense 
merely, it should be the fort, and not the canal 


or railroad. And the city of New Orleans now | 


“because we do not perceive the benefit. 


their policy will be understood and duly appre- 
ciated. 

All parts of our wide and extended country are 
striving and exerting every nerve to improve the 
navigation of the rivers, and to make railroads 
aud canals—avenues to the ocean. Who at this 
day calls in question the policy of the measure? 
The proposition we are now considering is a prop- 
osition to follow up the same policy, and to im- 
prove and extend our intercourse and commerce 
to the remotest parts of the world, and of course 
all parts of the country, and the whole country, 
have acommon interest. Owing to an infirmity 
in the understandings of men, they often take so 
limited a view of things as to disregard their own 
interest. When a public measure is proposed, 
weare too apt to ask, who will show usany good? 
instead of asking that, is the proposed measure 
beneficial to the nation—to the country?) We 
are too apt to question the expediency of a meas- 
ure not directly beneficial to ourselves; or, rather, 
Our 
vision is limited to a narrow circle; but if we 
would impartially consult our understandings, 
they would teach us that there often exists a 
mutual and close connection between Interests 
apparently disconnected and remote; that, upon 
the selfish principle of regarding our own interest 
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only, we may often engage in improvements and | they will find their mistake, and learn that it is 


enterprises far from home. 


But we as Repre- | not new, and if they will give themselves the 


sentatives should be influenced by a higher and | trouble to understand a subject a little out of their 


nobler principle—an enlarged and national policy, 
which should be measured by national interest : 
and national good. ane me ee 
The subject we are now considering is aa ap- 
propriation for surveying and exploring the Pa- 
cific ocean and South seas. The form of the bill 
has been objected to by the gentleman from Vir- 
ginia, [Mr. Patron,] who spoke a short time 
since. He objects because, by the provisions of 
the bill, the President is authorized (if in his 
opinion the public interests shall require) to send ; 
out a surveying and exploring expedition, and he 
is of opinion we ought not to devolve upon the 
President the duty and obligation of deciding 
whether the expedition ought to be undertaken | 
or not. I entirely concur with that gentleman in 
his general views upon the subject. We ought 
to assume the responsibility that justly belongs 
to the Representatives of the United States, and 
I have no desire to avoid that responsibility. It 
- would, therefore, have been much more inaccord- : 
ance with my opinion, had the amendment pro- 
vided for a direct appropriation, leaving no con- 
dition or discretionary power in that respect with 
the President. But it seems there are some mem- 
bers of this House who entertain a different opin- 
ion, and they insist upon the form proposed; and 
believing, as I do, the result will be the same, I 
am disposed, in the present case, to consent to the 
amendment. By the bill itself we express our ` 
opinions most decidedly in favor of the expedi- 
tion. The President may refuse to execute the ' 
law, but under such circumstances I am confident | 
he will not. The President is not intrusted with | 


spheres, they will have no room to doubt its prac- 
ticability and usefulness. I presented several 


| 
| 


petitions to this House early in the year 1828, | 


from Nantucket and New Bedford, praying for 
an exploring expedition, and fully setting forth 
its importance. On the 19th of May, 1828, I had 
the honor to offer the following resolutions: 


“ Resolved, That it is expedient that one of our small 
public vessels be sent to the Pacific ocean and South seas, 
to examine the coast, islands, harbors, shoals, and reefs in 
those seas, and to ascertain their true situation and descrip- 
tion. 

“ Resolved, That the President of the United States be 
requested to send one of our small public ships into those 
seas for that purpose; and that he be requested to afford 
such facilities as may be within the reach of the Navy De- 
partment, to attain the object proposed ; provided it can be 


effected without prejudice to the general interest of the |! 
naval service; and provided it may be done without further ; 


appropriation during the present year. 


“Phe resolutions were read and discussed until the || ! i d $ a 
' by which to estimate; it might, however, easily 


- arrival of the hour for passing to the orders of the day.”’— 
Vide Journal H. R., session 1827-28, p. 774. 

“ WEDNESDAY, May 21, 1828.—The resolutions moved 
by Mr. Reed on the 19th instant, and laid on the table, were 
read, considered, and agreed to by the House.”—Vide 
Journal H. R., session 1827-28, p. 796. 


The resolutions referred to met with some op- 
position at first, but after a short explanation 
passed almost unanimously. Preparation for the 


, expedition wascommenced, and the vessels would 
soon have been fitted out and sent away but for 


‘ an interference in the Senate. 


I always consid- 


‘ered it an interference, influenced by political 
‘considerations. I have been aware that, however 


power to do more than the law provides, but may |: 


decline to act, and, in that event, the law would 
not be executed, and the expedition would fail. 
If the bill become a law, it will be the imperative 
duty of the Executive to investigate the subject, 
or consult those who have investigated it, and I 
have no apprehension of the result, and do not, 
therefore, oppose the amendment, lest the bill 
might be defeated. 

The gentleman from Virginia [Mr. Patton] 
suggests that there may be constitutional objec- 
tions, but declines to state them, or offer an argu- 
ment upon that subject. Some other gentlemen 
have hinted at the same difficulty. For myself, 
I have no doubt of the constitutionality of the 
law proposed, and I am ready to sustain my 
opinions here; but I will not trespass upon the 
time of this House by an argument in a case, in 
my judgment, so plain, unless it be in reply to 
real objections actually made. The Pacific ocean 
and South seas are surely our own, as tenants in 
common with other nations. They are the high- 
way of nations, and emphatically the broad high- 
way in which we travel more, and have a greater 
Interest than any other nation. 

A large portion (considerably more than one 
half) of the ships and tonnage engaged in the 
whale fishery belongs to the district which I have 
the honor to represent, It became my duty asa 
Representative, years ago, to investigate the pro- 
posed expedition. My investigation resulted in 
the most perfect and entire conviction of its utility 
and importance, not only to those engaged in the 
fishery, but to the whole country. I have much 
information connected with and having a mate- 
rial bearing upon the subject, which, under other 
circumstances, and at an earlier period of the 
session, when we had more leisure, I should have 
felt inclined to present to the consideration of the 
committee. But knowing, as I do, that the time 
is short, and that there is much that ought to be 
done, I shall limit myself and confine my remarks 
mainly to a general view of the subject, referring 
for more minute and statistical information to the 
printed reports laid upon our tables, and which 
are before me. I beg to notice the subject in one 
or two points of view, which, in my opinion, 
have not been sufficiently noticed either in 
speeches or reports, and which I deem of the 
highest importance to the true interests of the 
country. 

This enterprise has been denounced as novel, 
quixotic, and useless, &c., by the gentleman from 
Kentucky (Mr. Hawes] and others. If such 
gentlemen will examine the records of this House, 


| 
| 
| 


useful and expedient the expedition might be, so . 
much had been done to defeat it, that although | 
all political objects had been attained, the ne 

thas . 


i ; ire to |; 
been postponed'eight years: E have no desire to: cg they are manned by not less than ten thou- 


dition must be postponed for a season. 
allude to political reminiscences further than may 
proposed expedition has long been before Con- 


| it has received unusual public approbation. The 
proposition has been arni approved by 
committees of the Senate and House of Repre- 


‘Ing reports in its favor. Bills have repeatedly 
passed the separate branches, but for want of 
time have failed, like many other useful measures, 
to become a law. 


terests in the Pacific ocean. 


commerce of every description in that ocean, al- 
ready great, is rapidly increasing, and capable of 
being vastly extended. Our whale fishery, which 
| might seem to demand more particularly my re- 
i gard and notice, has been extended over a great 
| part of that vast ocean, and is of great amount. 
' Í refer to two short abstracts, which show the 
‘amount of capital employed in the whale fish- 
‘ery, and principally in those seas. What is the 


|, amount of our interests in the seas where the 


; principal labors of the expedition will be per- 
| formed? To say nothing of the vessels engaged 
‘in the various traffic among the islands in the 


|; Pacific, the following will show what interests 


| we have in the various branches of the whale 


| fishery from different ports in the United States: 


; Ports. Vessels. , Ports Vessels, 
| New Bedford..... Niele tats 154 | Bristol .... 0.00. cece eee 37 
| Nantucket........00..006 Tii New London..... - 29 
| AL PEA T E ER 5j Norwich.,........ . 1l 
| Gloucester. eener « 1i New York...... . 6 
| Portsmouth............. 4! Newburg... id 
| Warren.....sceeeeee eens 15, Wilmington, Del.. ...... 3 
: Providence............. 2| Dartmouth. .... sesceceee 4 
i Mystic.... 3| Wareham ...... ial 
i Greenport. 3: Edgarton...... one - 8 
! Hudson ........ scene ee 11! Plymonuth..........0006 . 4 
Newark, N.J.......... 1) Salem......... . 9 
| Westport...........008. 31 Provincetown .. sao JI 
Fairhaven.... ....e.eee. 31 | Wiscassett ..... » 1 
Rochester 2... ces. sseuse 4) Newport ..... S 29 
t Falmouth. sesers. + 4: Stonington.. 3 
Fall River..... 3) Sag Harbor........00.., 24 
Dorchester .... 2.6... 008 4; Poughkcepsic........... 4 
Newburyport 4! Bridgeport.......... ieee 2 
I Portlattd si see vesesecn aces l:i 


This immense fleet of 460 sail will average 
about 375 tons each, making 173,500 tons, or one 
tenth of the tonnage of the United States. The 


cost of these vessels is from twenty to sixty thou- 


sentatives, and they have given able and interest- | 


I shall not attempt to present to the committee | 
in detail the amount and value of our various in- | 
The fur trade has | 
. been a source of no inconsiderable profit. Our | 


be necessary to account for the delay. Then the | 


: gress and before the public, and it is well known | 


sand dollars each—on an average of say forty 
thousand dollars—which requires an active cap- 
ital of eighteen million four hundred thousand dol- 
lars. 

The largest cargo of sperm oil brought into the 
United States during the year 1835 was by the 
ship Parker, of Nantucket, 3,305 barrels. ` The 
average quantity to each ship arrived was about 
1,920 barrels or 60,480 gallons. The value of the 
sperm oil brought in by our whale ships during 
the past year was $95,607,000, being more than 
the whole amount of ourdemand upon the French 
Government, for the collection of which we are 
threatened with a war. 

In addition to the above, the amount of whale 
oil brought in the past year may be set down, at 
present prices, at almost two million dollars. 

The produce of the mackerel fishery during 
the past year was, as near as can be estimated, 
$2,405,000. 

The produce of the cod fishery we have no data 


be ascertained by the collectors of the customs in 
the various districts; it may probably be set down 
at $1,500,000. 

The produce of the fisheries of the United 
States during the past year may be estimated as 
follows: 


Sperm whale fishery....... 


veveceecee $5,607,000 


Right whale do. ... + 1,850,000 

| Mackerel do. . e+ 2,405,000 
Cod do. . e 1,500,000 
Other fisheries ossreessessovaesosooss esse 500,000 
$11,862,000 


The above extract shows we have employed in 


, the whale fishery, and principally in the Pacific 


ocean, a fleet of 460 sail amounting to 172,000 


, tons, one tenth of the tonnage of theUnited States, 


sand men. The capital employed, as stated, is 
$18,400,000, and the produce Jast year amounted 
to $7,457,000, $5,607,000 from the Pacific. Sure] 
the interest is of sufficient value, if anderea, 
to call for the attention and protection of Govern- 
ment. 

The vast Pacific and southern oceans proposed 
to be explored and surveyed, are less known than 


_ any other part ofthe globe, and, being interspersed 


: with thousands of shoals, and islands, an 


coral 
reefs, are exceedingly dangerous to navigation. 
The statement appended to the report before us, 
taken principally from the log-books of masters 


‘of whale ships of Nantucket and New Bedford, 


presents a list of more than five hundred islands 
and reefs. It is but a few years since the state- 
ment has been published of these islands. They 
have laid down the latitude and longitude with 
as much accuracy as their situation would allow, 
and the country 1s much indebted to the masters 
and owners of ships for the information. But 
the information furnished, though valuable, is 
not sufficiently accurate. They possessed not the 
instruments, nor had they time, to fix the loca- 
tions with precision. The improved instruments 


: in use at the present time afford facilities to men 


of science and skill of fixing the true localities 
of places with great accuracy, and in a short 
time. 

If the islands already discovered and named 
were first surveyed, their latitude and longitude 


. might, in a short time, be accurately marked 


upon a chart, and be immediately and highly 


‘useful. While a part of the company were fixing 
i the latitude and longitude of these islands, others 


might examine, survey, and note them in refer- 


‘ence to dangerous reefs and harbors of refuge. 


j lions of property—thousands of lives? 
| not believe it. 


It should be remembered that, however desirable, 
it would be wholly impracticable for individual 
enterprise to accomplish such a work. It is a 
national object, and its accomplishment must 
depend upon national appropriations, cncourage- 
ment, and protection. I confess, viewing the 
subject as I do, I am surprised that gentlemen in 
this House who have examined it can oppose 
the appropriation. Do they think the price too 
great, when they must know it would save mil- 
I will 
T presume those who oppose the 
appropriation have looked upon the Pacific as far 
distant, and the pursuits and enterprises carried 
on there have been foreign to their accustomed 
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habits of thinking and scope of policy. I shall 
presume that they have an imperfect knowledge 
of the subject, and perceive not its great import- 
ance. 


Surely no man who understands the sub- | 


ject would limit these enterprises; surely there - 


can be no one who does not feel a pride and 
pleasure in our success, which has far surpassed 
all other nations. 

l have before me a small book handed to me 
by the author; his name is Holden. lt contains 
a narrauve of his shipwreck and sufferings, with 
others, for four years upon those islands; of his 
cruel and barbarous treatment, and almost mirac- 
ulous escape. I have evidence that his character 
is good, and his narrative true. I wish gentle- 
men could examine it fora short time. I am sure 
it could not fail to engage a deep interest. Many 
others are still in captivity, still suifering the 
evils from which he has escaped, and many have 
fallen a sacrifice to their savage barbarity. Within 
afew days we have received intelligence of the 
cruel murder of the greater part of the crew of a 
ship from my own county, called the Awashonks, 
of Falmouth, and the loss of the voyage, which 

ives an account of losses since the speech was 
S livered: 


t Waecx.—The Awaskonks, at Falmouth, brings the 
melancholy intelligence of the logs of the ship Independ- 
ence, Brayton, of this port. The disaster occurred in De- 
cember last, at Starbuck's Island, a barren spot without 
inhabitants, lying in about 5° 30 south latitude, and 155° 
west longitude. The Independence had a cargo of two 
thousand one hundred barrels of sperm oil, only three hun- 
dred of Which were saved from the wreck. "he vessel a 
total loss. This information was derived from the mate, 
who, in one of the ship’s beats, with part of the crew, had 
amived at Tahiti, and intormed that Captain Brayton, in 
another boat, with the residue of the crew, left Starbuck’s 
Island in company, but were separated in the course of the 
third night out, and had not since been heard of. ‘The inate 
was about to charter a schooner tor the purpose of return- 
ing after the oil lett at the island. Fr this statement be cor- 
rect, a loss of property, amounting to some fifty or sixty 
thousand dollars, has been sustained by owners and under- 
writers. The Independence is owned by Méssrs. H. Swift 
and M. Crosby, of this place, and by the captain—upwards 
of one halt, we believe, belongs to the former. Some twenty 
thousand dollars were insured in this town, but what amount 
elsewhere we have not learned. 

“More Horrors.—The New Bedford Mercury pub- 
lishes the following extract of a letter, received per the 
Awashonks, dated Honolulu, January 6. Captain Proctor, 
of the A., furnishes, through the same medium, a confirma- 
tion of all its details: 

«s A schooner belonging to Messrs. Hinckley & Smith, 
on a trading voyage to the islands in the Pacific, having 
left the supercargo and one man to collect tortoise shell, 
&c., proceeded to Strong's Island, where Captain Scott 
went on shore, as soon as he arrived, With eight men to- 
tally unarmed, and were iustautly killed by the natives. 
They boarded the schooner and killed seven more. The 
mate and one boy, badly cut by the natives’ spears, escaped 
into the cahin, where they loaded their muskets, and shot 
most of the natives on board; the others jumping over- 
board and swimming ashore. The mate and boy then cut 
the cable, and, after eleven days at sea, arrived at the 
island where the supercargo and the man were Icft. They 
took them on board, and proceeded to the Sandwich 
Islands, where they arrived January 4th, and report another 
echooner belonging to the same firm having had a mutiny 
on board—Captain Rogers, first and second mate, and three 
men, murdered. The supercargo having shot the ring- 
leader, the mutineers gave up and were confined. Also, 
that they saw at Strong’s Island a whaling brig ashore, 
which had sailed from the Sandwich Islands fourteen 
months before on a cruise for six months. She was owned 
by a company of persons at the Sandwich Islands. Itis 
supposed that she must have been taken by the natives and 
all her crew murdered.’ ”? 


Can gentlemen listen to these unexaggerated 
statements of plain truth with indifference? Can 


the appeals they make to our feelings and judg- 
ment be made in vain? I trust not. We have 


every assurance that the enterprise would afford ; 


the most desirable and useful information. The 


information already obtained, though deficient in | 


enable the expe- 


accuracy, would be sufficient to $ 
an 


dition tò find those islands without difficulty; 


having surveyed and given them a place upon a |. 


chart, the information would be full. A chart, | 


containing such information, would , I repeat, 
gave the lives of thousands, and millions of prop- 


erty. Here I cannot refrain from again referring | 


toa letter written to me, January 21, 1835, by §: 


Commodore Downes. It is so directly to the 
purpose, and of so high authority, that the atten- 
tion of the House cannot be too often called to it 
in this debate: 


Crartestown, (Mass.,) Jan. 21, 1835. 
Dear Str: In compliance with your request that f would 
communicate to you in writing my views on the subject of 
a voyage of discovery to the South seas and Pacific ocean, 
l have to regret that the circumscribed limits of a letter 


| will allow but little more than the simple expression of an 
opinion on a subject of so much national importance, and 

in relation to whieh so much might be said in detail. 
I have had some experience in the navigation of the less 


life. 
opportunity to add greatly to the knowledge acquired in 
former years. An expedition fitted out for the purpose of 
improving our Knowicdge of the hydrography of those seas 
has otten been the subject of my reflections. As the repre- 
sentative ofa distriet largely engaged in the whale fishery, 
you must frequently have seen, from the reports of masters 
of vessels engaged in that business, accounts of new islands 
and reefs being frequently discovered, and which are either 
not laid down on the charts, or so erroneously marked that 
they can give no security to the mariner. Ít is probable 
that not less than five hundred of these islands and reefs 
have been marked with sufticient accuracy by our whalers, 
sealers, and tratlickers, of one kind or another, to enable 
an expedition to examine the most important of them, with- 
out much loss of time in secking their positions. "This will 
enable the discovery vessels to do more, in less time, than 
has probably ever been effected by a similar enterprise from 
any other country. Of the extent of our interest in those 
remote secas l need not speak, as you are conversant with 
the subject; besides, the interest has been fairly represented 
by memorials to Congress. During the circumnavigation 
of the globe, in which I crossed the equator six tines, and 
varied my course (rom 40° north to 57° south latitude, | have 
never found myself beyond the limits of our commercial 
marine. The accounts given of the dangers and tosses 
to which our shipping is exposed by the extension of our 
trade into seas but little known, so far, in my opinion, from 
being exaggerated, would admit of being placed in bolder 
reliet, and the protection of Government im plored in stronger 
terms. I speak from practical knowledge, having myself 
seen the dangers, and paintully felt the want of the very 
kind of information in the guidance of a vessel in those seas, 
which our commercial interests so much need, and which, 
I suppose, would be the object of such an expedition as is 
now under consideration before the committee of Congress 
to give. Indeed, the whole of this business, it seems tome, 
is a plain and practical affair. 

The commerce of our country has extended itself to 
remote parts of the world, is carried on around islands and 
reefs not laid down on the charts, among even groups of 
islands from ten to sixty in number, abounding in objects 
valuable to commerce, but of which nothing is known ac- 
curately; no, not even the sketch of a harbor has been 
made, while of such as are inhabited our knowledge is still 
more imperfect. It would seem to require no argument to 
prove that a portion of our commerce might be rendered 
more secure, and probably greatly increased, by vessels 
sent, properly prepared, to examine such islands. There 
are also immense portions of the South seas, bordering on 
the antarctic circle, well deserving the attention of such an 


| 
| 


Ho. or Reps. 


loss. Several vessels have been wrecked on islands and 
reefs not laid down in any chart; and thisacquires a painful 
interest from the fact that many ships have gone into those 


A K ce ! seas, and no soul has survived to tell their fate.’ ” 
frequented parts of the Pacific at an earlier period of my |: : i 


During my late voyage in the Potomac I have had an" 


European Governments, who desire to encour- 
age and improve their commerce and maritime 
power, have given most liberal bounties and pro- 
tection to the whale fishery. I refer to England, 
France, and Holland. They have offered most 
liberal rewards to our enterprising men to engage 
in their employment, but their offers have, in al- 
most all cases, been declined. Our enterprises 
have surpassed all nations, without national en- 
couragement. The nation shares the honor and 
benefit of their success; can we refuse to grant 
their humble claims for assistance? 

I repeat, if the privation, skill, and danger of 
these whaling voyages could be known; if the 


extent of these enterprises, in all their bearings, 


at home and abroad, could be fairly understood, 
they would excite the admiration of the Govern- 
ment and people. In their commencement, they 
excited the wonder of the philosophers of Europe. 
They have since been watched by those Powers 
with astonishment and jealousy. Our own Gov- 
ernment seems the last properly and duly to ap- 


' preciate their true value. The real cause, I have 


supposed, was, that the business had been con- 
fined to a small territory. Jt is now extending 


itself, and will be more generally understood. It 


expedition, especially during the most favorable months of | 


the southern summer. Islands discovered in that quarter 


will probably be found to yield rich returns in animal fur. | 
Indeed, discoveries of this kind have recently been made | 


by some English whalers, supposed to be of grêat extent, 
the vessels having sailed along three hundred miles of coast 
lying south of the Cape of Good Hope. ‘This may lead to 
other very interesting discoveries, which will probably be 
found, on further examination, to be a continuation of 
Palmer’s Land, tying south of the South Shetland Islands, 


or only separated fromi. by a narrow channel. Much might |: 


be said in favor of a speedy examination of this portion of 
the South seas; indeed, I hardly know where an expedition 
could go where it might not be in the way of doing good, 
to say nothing of the credit our country would acquire in 
promoting such an enterprise. 

As to my opinion of the class of vessels best snited for 
such an expedition, E should unbesitatingly say, two brigs 
or barks, of two hundred tons each, and a tender of from 
cighty to one hundred tons. Agreat many weighty reasons 
might be given to show that if, in the same ratio, vessels 
were beyond this size, the chances of safety and extensive 
usefulness would be proportionably decreased. 

Very respectfully, your obedient servant, 

JOHN DOWNES. 
Hon. Jonn Reen, Member of Congress. 


The privations, difficulties, and dangers of a 
whale voyage would discourage men who had 
not been educated to contemplate it, and engaged 
in it from early youth, if most prosperous separa- 
tion from friends for three or four years would be 
regarded by most menas no trifling privation. I 
will not speak of the common and unavoidable 


, exposed. 


bas been viewed as a local interest, and therefore 
not entitled to national aid, except to a very lim- 
ited extent. I trust the subject will be better un- 
derstood; and, if so, I shall feel quite sure all the 
relief and protection asked, and more, will be 
afforded. $ 

Mr. Chairman, we have appropriated, and shall 
appropriate, the present year, for the Navy, and 
for naval purposes,a large amount—far more than 
has ever been appropriated inany preceding year. 
I trust, in so doing, we are consulting the true and 
lasting interest of our country. Upon this sub- 
ject Ebeg to refer to alate report of the Secretary 
of War, and approved by the President. It pre- 
sents a statesmanlike vicw of our country—its 
situation in relation to other nations, and its ne- 
cessary defense. In most of the opinions I entirely 
concur, and especially in regard to a navy. I beg 
to read a short extract from the report: 

“ But itis upon our maritime frontier that we are most 
Our coast for three thousand miles is washed by 
the ocean, which separates us from those nations who have 


made the highest advances in all the arts, and particularly in 
those which minister to the operations of war, and with 


| whom, from our intercourse and political relations, we are 


most ljable to be drawn into collision. If this great medium 
of communication—the element at the same time of sep- 
aration and of union—interposes peculiar obstacles to the 
progress of hostile demonstrations, it also oflers advantages 
which are not less obvious, and which, to be successtully 
resisted, require corresponding arrangements and exertions, 
These advantages depend on the economy and facility of 
transportation, on the celerity of movement. and on the 
power of an enemy to threaten the whole shore spread out 
before him, and to select his point of attack at pleasure. A 


;, powerful hostile flect upon the coast of the United States 


presents some of the features of a war, where a heavy mass 
is brought to act against detachments which maybe cut up 


: in detail, although their combined force would exceed the 


‘ assailing foe. Our points of exposure are so numerous and 
' distant that it would be impracticable to keep at each of 


danger of the contest in capturing these monsters 


of the deep; that would be sufficient to try the 


‘ nerves and courage of any man; but I more par- | 


ticularly allude to the dangers of shipwreck. I 


beg to refer to a short extract from the report | 


: referring to a memorial from Nantucket: 


“The memorial from the town of Nantucket fully con- 
firms every statement I have made in regard to the extent 
of the whale fishery, although drawn from different sources. 
This memorial is not only clear and conclusive as to the 


them a force competent to resist the attack of an enemy 
prepared, by his naval ascendency and his other arrange- 
ments, to make a sudden and vigorous inroad upon our 
shores. It becomes us, therefore, to inquire how the con- 
sequences of this state of things are to be best met and 
averted. 

« The first and most obvious, and in every point of view 
the most proper method of defense, is an augmentation of 
our naval means to an extent proportioned to the resources 
and the necessities of the nation. I do not mean the 
actual construction and equipment of vessels only. The 
number of those in service must depend on the state of the 
country at a given period; but F mean the collection of all 
snch materials as may be preserved without injury, anda 
due encouragement of those branches of interest essential 
to the growth of a navy, and which may be properly nur- 
tured by the Government; so that, on the approach of dan- 
ger, a ficet may be put to sea without delay suthcicnily 


` powerful to meet any force which will probably be sent to 


extent and value of this important business, but presents | 


The memorial speaks the 


many other important facts. 
as well as to every legislator in our country, in the follow- 
ing quotation: 

“© The great and increasing extent of the voyages now 


explored, and into parts of the world before unknown, has 
increased the cares, the losses, and dangers of our mer- 


have extended from the coast of Peru and Chili to the 
Northwest coast, New Zealand, and the Isles of Japan. 
| This increase of risk has been attended by an increase in 


most emphatic language to every patriot and philanthropist, ° 


| chants and mariners. Within a few years, these cruises : 


: pursued by the trading and whaling ships into seas but little | 


| 


our coast. 

« Our great battle upon the ocean is yet to be fought, and 
we shal! gain nothing by shutting our eyes to the nature of 
the struggle or to the exertions we shail find it necessary 
to make.” 


Sir, I fully concur in the truth and appropri- 
ateness of the above sentiments, and the fitness 


' of expressing them at the present time. T have 


long entertained the same opinions in substance, 
and often expressed them in public and private. 
We are emphatically told that our great battle 
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et to be fought. I hope we 


upon the ocean is 


| and intrepidity learned alone by long service on 


may never be called to the awful contest, but the ;| board ships and vessels, and best learned by those 


same passions and lusts, from whence come wars ! 
and fightings, still hold a place in the human . 
breast, and we can have no security against war. ` 


In the awful event of a tremendous conflict, this 
country must be defended by ‘‘ wooden walls.” 
It is the duty of Government, in time of peace, 
to prepare, to a certain extent, for war, for defense, 
and to make preparations more especially for 
such objects as require time. War is not ordi- 
narily declared without some calculations as to 
the power of the assailants, as well as the means 
and ability of their enemy to sustain and defend 
themselves against aggression. An adequate 
preparation for defense may, therefore, and often 
does, prevent the occurrence of war. Such defense, 
resulting in the preservation of peace, ofall others, 
would be most desirable to me. The burden and 
expense of a preparation and defense which 
should prevent war, would seem light indeed, 
and be most cheerfully borne by those who delight 
in peace. 

Our physical and moral capacity to build and 
maintain a navy is unquestionable. The history 
of our naval enterprises, from the commencement 
of the revolutionary war, and Ilong before that 
period, even as far back as the old wars with 
France, to the present time, hag afforded the 
most conclusive evidence of skill and intrepidity. 
« The achievements of our Navy have stamped 
its character with the country and the world. 
The simple recital of its exploits is the highest 
eulogium which can be pronounced upon it.” 

Interest and duty present the strongest obliga- 
tions for sustaining and improving a defense so 
effective and so essential to our protection. In 
recounting our achievements upon the ocean, it 


who are employed in the fisheries. To such men 
legitimate warfare has no terrors, and victory is 
no theme of boasting. They speak not of their 
own triumphs, or fight their battles over again. 
| A neighbor of mine, by the name of Taylor, 
| during the last war with Great Britain, who had 
i been master of a ship, enlisted in some humble 
office, for one year, inthe Navy. His service was 


on the lakes, under Commodore Perry. In knowl- | 


edge of navigation and personal bravery he was 
little inferior to that gallant and distinguished 
officer. He served faithfully the full term of his 
enlistment, and rendered, by his skill and cour- 
age in manuvering one of the vessels, the most 
valuable aid in Perry’s memorable victory. His 
discharge was unjustly withheld, and he left the 
service without receiving a cent for his wages. 
On a sick bed, he sent for me to visit him, and 
stated his services and claim for pay. I asked 
with surprise, were you in ‘‘ Perry’s victory?” 
He answered, he was. Why, I rejoined, has it 
not been known to your neighbors? Why have 
you delayed ten years to demand your wages? 
He replied that he had done no more than his 
duty; that he rejoiced at the victory; that, being 
compelled to leave the sop without a discharge, 
although he had served longer than his enlist- 
ment, by the usages of the Navy, he supposed he 
was marked run on the rolls; that he considered 
that mark a badge of dishonor, and the thought 
of meeting it, however unjust and unmerited, had 
hitherto deterred him; but that now, being sick 
and in need, he felt compelled to ask forit. His 
story was true. 
it to him a few days before he died, and assured 
him if there had been a foul blot on the rolls of 


I obtained his pay, and handed | 


| 
hi 
| 
| 


becomes us, as wise men and legislators, to search || his ship against his name, there was none on his | 


deeply and thoroughly into the true causes of our 
success, that we may not fail in future to sustain 
the high rank we have assumed. 


fair fame and character. I need not tell the result, 
Ex uno disce omnes. Itis the character of seamen. 
Sufficient pains has not been taken to learn, duly 


I would cheerfully accord to our naval com- || estimate, and publish their characters. It is no 


manders all the praise which has been so justly 
bestowed; still we must view the subject as phi- 
losophers, who would trace effects to their true 
and final causes. Iam quite sure we have been 
very much indebted for past success to a partic- 
ular class of seamen, more skillful, more intrepid, 
more everything efficient and useful, in peace or 
war, than can be found elsewhere upon the globe. 
The best officers and the best ships, with all prep- 
aration, can afford no assurance of future success 
but by the aid of these seamen. Our officers of 
the Navy are now liberally paid, and their suc- 
cessful enterprises are sure to receive the most 
valued reward—the high commendation of their 
country. But the seamen, who are justly enti- 
tled to a large share of applause, are not suffi- 
ciently regarded or rewarded. Justice has not 
been done them. We are deeply in their debt. 
From the early settlement of the Pilgrims at 
Plymouth we have beena maritime people; com- 
merce and the fisheries succeeded and prospered 
at an early period in our history. hatever 


tition with European nations, our navigation and 
fisheries have maintained an ascendency. They 


have maintained a successful competition under |; 


disadvantageous and unequal terms. Our whale 
fisheries have received but a small share of the 


favors and protection which England, France, | 


and Holland, have bestowed upon theirs. Men 
educated in the whale fishery, partners in the 
voyage, and directly interested in its success, 
inured to cold and heat and danger, stimulated 
to exert their utmost energies, acquire a knowl- 
edge, enterprise, and power upon the ocean pos- 
sessed by no other men. Success under ordinary 
(and I would say under unfavorable) circum- 
stances would attend the efforts of a ship well 
commanded, and manned with such a crew. 
We cannot dispense with the skill, seamanship, 
and intrepidity of our fishermen. Without the 
aid of seamen educated in the whale fishery and 
in our other fisheries, I fear neither good ships 
nor good officers could avail us. Raw and un- 
tutored men may soon be instructed and disci- 
eed in our Army,and rendered efficient soldiers. 
Not so with the naval service. 
the requisite qualifications for the Navy require 
experience: and the habits, knowledge, skill, 


Seamanship and | 


i| part of the character of a seaman to speak of 
‘| their own services. By inquiry, I have ascer- 
‘ tained that there was not a battle fought during 
i the last war on the ocean, on the lakes, rivers, or 
' sea-board, from Maine to New Orleans, in which 
the citizens of the district I have the honor to 

: represent did not participate, and in no case did 
’ they take part, in which their skill, enterprise, 
: and courage, was notconspicuous. Í insist upon 
‘it, the value of such men, though justly estimated 
| by officers and a portion of the people, is not well 
| understood by the public. [heard a British naval 
| officer remark that American seamen united the 
| activity of the French with the strength of the 
: English, and manuvered a vessel better, and 
| fired four times while a British vessel fired three 


{ 


| times. Good officers, with good ships, well pre- | 


‘| pared, manned with such men, can do anything 

and everything. But take away the men, give 
them ordinary seamen, and farewell to all just 
hopes of extraordinary success. 


| 
l 
i 
i 
\ 


who contend for power and the mastery upon the 
‘| ocean. In their encouragement of commerce and 
|| the fisheries, and especially the latter, they have 
ulterior views. They look to cheir marine. They 
regard it as the most effective preparation for 
naval warfare. It has long been a maxim, that 
the fisheries are a nursery for seamen. It con- 
tains truth; but more might be added, equally 
true, that the fisheries are a nursery for the best 
and most efficient seamen. In the event of war 


', their country. Prepared to render the most effi- 
|, cient service, they would at once man your Navy. 


‘| by their employment than they would be if kept 
and paid on board your navy; and they are thus 
qualified without expense to their country. 
repeat, their em 
war begins, so t 
ness. ‘They stand as minute men always, and 
volunteers in the defense of their country , seeking 
posts of trial, skill, and danger. Such men are 
the bulwark and defense of the nation. 
they petition us in vain for aid and assistance in 


:| these thousands of men now on board your fish- | 
i; ing vessels would immediately return to defend | 


I 
poraini necessarily ends when |; 
at they are sure to be in readi- | 


: ‘| ‘These facts are well understood by those nations 
other interest has desponded or sunk in compe- | 


i 


mercial benefits are promised? Shall we refuse 
to protect those who protect us? Shall we refuse 
a small appropriation to save those who regard 
no sacrifice too great in defense of their country ? 

There are at the present time a number (it is 
not known how many) of our citizens exiles, and 
slaves to the most wretched barbarians. Wrecked 
and cast away upon those inhospitable islands, 
they are at once captives and in bondage, and no 
courage or enterprise can hold out to them the 
hope of escape by their own efforts. They must 
look to the aid of friends far, far from them, nor 
can they inform those friends of their situation 
and sufferings. Their condition can be better 
imagined than described. Their wives and chil- 
dren, and parents and friends, feel and suffer as 
friends must suffer, and would regard no sacri- 
fice too great, could they afford relief. For them 


‘I have often applied to the Secretaries of our 


Navy, hoping to obtain relief. Aid has not been 
refused in terms, but promised, when ships could 
be spared, or when the islands could be visited 


‚in some return voyage, without departing too far 
‘ from the direct course. Even these light promises 


reach not the ears of the unhappy exiles, for they 
have no communion with country or friends; but 
they have excited hope in the bosom of their 
friends, but it has been hope deferred; it has 
made the heart sick. 

Our commerce and fishery in the Pacific demand 

rotection. The commerce and fisheries of Eng- 
and and France are very differently situated. 
They receive protection. Our navy (and more 
ships are wanted in those oceans) should visit 
those islands, and give the most conclusive evi- 
dence of our power, which would make those 
savages afraid to perpetrate cruelty and murder, 
and they should also, by kindness and regard to 
those savages, teach them the just principles of 
civilization and religion, and thereby improve 
their condition and our own. 

Our Navy has saved us the dishonor of paying 
tribute to the barbarians of the Mediterranean: 
let it protect the lives and property of our fellow 
men in the Pacific, and rescue unfortunate men 
from distressing captivity. 

Our Navy is intended to protect our country, 
the citizens of the country, and property of the 
people: our citizens and property in the Pacific 
need its support and protection, and have a just 
claim upon us for it. 

All the naval assistance needed may, in my 
opinion, be afforded in a short time, without in- 
convenience or much expense, or turning aside 
from the main object of the expedition. It would 
be most salutary and useful to discipline, instruct, 
and improve the officers of the Navy. Nothing 
could be better calculated to prepare them for the 
most important service; nothing so bad as leave 
of absence, waiting orders. It will be found diffi- 
cult for your young men to endure such tempta- 
tion and maintain their characters. I fear want 
of employ will often end in dishonor and ruin. 
Let us, then, furnish them useful and profes- 
sional employment, that they may protect and 
honor themselves and their country. 

Mr. Chairman, I feel the force of that part of 
the report of the committee of the Senate which 
recognizes and admits that, as a nation, we are 
bound to contribute something to the stock of 
general knowledge of geography, and the descrip- 


. tion of those parts of the globe yet unknown to 
mankind. We have explores no sea, but we 
$ 


have received, and used, and profited by the 
information and charts of all other maritime 
nations. If we are not bound by the laws of 
nations to render a quid pro quo, we are bound 
by a higher law, the law of eternal justice, having 


i woulc |; abundant means, to pay for benefits thus received. 
‘| They are better disciplined, and better qualified |! 


Other nations have more or less explored oceans 
and marked and published the rocks and shoals 


i of danger, and pointed out harbors of refuge and 


safety, and for our benefit as well as their own. 
Wehold the informationas an invaluable treasure. 


: Oceansand seas are common highways of nations, 
| and their productions are common property. We 


| enjoy our full share of their occupation and ben- 


li 
| 


Shall : 


efits: shall we refuse to discharge the obligations 


: we are under to other nations as tenants in com- 


a case where it can be so easily afforded, and |! 
where at the same time so great general and com- || 


mon with us? Shall we refuse to prosecute these 
explorations and surveys, and give to the world 
charts not heretofore furnished, pointing to dan- 
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gers to be avoided, harbors to be sought, calcu- | 
lated to save the lives and property of men, and | 
to facilitate commerce and intercourse with all ; 
parts of the globe? 
In every view which T have been able to take 
of this subject, I come to one resalt. The pro- 
posed expedition has been too long postponed. 
Tine bill before us ought to pass immediately, 
and the expedition ought to be prosecuted with 
as lite delay as possible, consistent with the 
other great interests of the country. The oceans, 
aud landa adjacent and contiguous, proposed to 
be explored and surveyed, presenta great portion 
of tius globe, lund and water, to the enterprises 
and usetal commerce of those who possess the 
ability to enjoy it. Ft is calculated, and cannot 
fail to greatly extend and enlarge the facilities of 
commerce and business useful to all. Is there 
a member bere who does not believe we shall 
rave our full share of that commerce? And is 
there a man who has examined the bearing and 
edeets of the measure, that does not perceive it 
ts calculated to benefit all parts of the country, 
and is truly national? I forbear to add more at 
present, and trust the appropriation will be made, 
and that the country will experience all the 
advantages which have been anticipated. 


INDIAN ANNUITIES. 


SPEECH OF HON. H. EVERETT, 
OF VERMONT, 


In tHe Hovse or REPRESENTATIVES, 
June 3, 1836. 


The House having under consideration the bil making 
appropriations forthe currentexpenses of the Indian Depart- 
ment, for Indian Annuities, and for other similar objects, for 
the vear 1835— 

Mr. EVERETT said he had not expected to 
address the House on any subject connected with 
our Indian relations until a few days ago. The 
inquiry into the canses of the Indian hostilities 
had been brought before the Committee on Indian 
Affairs, and the papers relating te it had been re- 
ferred to him forexamination. Fe had intended, 
before the close of the session, to present his views 
in the shape of a report. When, however, this 
amendment was adopted in that committce—an 
amendment placing at the disposal of the Execu- 
tive more thana million of dollars for the removal 
of the whole Creek nation by force, in violation 
of an existing treaty—he had felt himself com- 
pelled to change his purpose, and to present his 
views to the House whenever that amendment 
should be considered. Should that pass,a report 
would be to but little purpose. 

He regretted that this extraordinary appropri- 
ation should have been attached to an ordinary 
appropriation bill. It placed him in the dilemma 
of being charged with obstructing the passage of 
the bill, of the urgency of which no one was more 
sensible than himself; or with the responsibility , 
of permitting a measure to pass in silence which, 
in his conscience, he believed to be repugnant 
to our most sacred obligations, and of the most 
hazardous tendency. He had desired that this 
appropriation should have been reported in a sep- 
arate bill. Had it been so, this bill would have ` 
passed as soon as it was reported, and all delay | 
would have been avoided. He did not, therefore, ;' 
consider himself responsible for the delay. This | 
was not the first time that important measures | 

| 
t 


had been attempted to be carried through on the . 
‘yack of a gencral appropriation bill. The House |, 
was sufficiently forewarned of the consequences. |: 
The blame would rest on those who first inter- | 
dosed the obstacle. Mr. E. said the country being : 
n fact in a state of war, without stopping to In- 
quire by whose fault we had become involved in 
‘t, he had voted for every appropriation asked for | 
Jefense, and as soon as it was asked. But the | 
yresent question relates to the future, and to con- | 
sequences which demand that it should not pass ij 
without investigation. | 
Mr. E. requested the Clerk to read the twelfth | 
ticle of the Creek treaty of March 24, 1832: i 
_ “ART. 12. The United States are desirous that the Creeks 
houid remove to the country west of the Mississippi, and 
bin their countrymen there, and for this purpose It 18 agreed 
«hat as fast as the Creeks are prepared to emigrate, they 
shall be removed at the expense of the United States, 


and VA 


Ho. or Rers. 


shall receive subsistence while upon the journey, and for 
one year after their arrival at their new homes: Provided, 
however, That this article shall not be construed so as to 
compel any Creek Indian to emigrate, but they shall be free 
to go or stay, as they please.” 

This is the obligation we have assumed; this 
is the right we have guarantied to every Creek 
Indian—to go or stay, as he pleases. To render 
this nghtof value—to enable the Creeks to subsist 
themselves where they were, if they chose to re- 
main—the treaty secured to ninety principal chiefs 
each six lrundred and forty acres of land, and to 
every otherhead of a Creek family three hundred 
and twenty acres. These reservations are their 
homes, on which they are entitled to remain. 
But from these it is now proposed to remove them 
by force. 

The amendment proposes to remove twenty- 
one thousand Creeks; thatis the estimated num- 
ber of the whole nation. It does not, in terms, 
propose to remove them by force; that purpose 
is, however, avowed explicitly in the letter of the 


Secretary of War to the committee, asking for | 


the appropriation and if the appropriation is 
grante 

thorized to use it, and will use it for the purpose 
for which it was asked. This letter is dated on 
the 19th of May, and states: 

t The state of affairs among the Creek Indians in Ala- 
bama has induced the President to direct the necessary 
measures to be taken for their removal. 
instructions have been in conformity with the treaty—to 
remove them as they were voluntarily prepared to go. 
actual hostilities have commenced. and it is essential to 
their existence, as well as to the safety of the setilements 
in contact with them, that they should be established in 
their country west of the Mississippi without delay. The 
right to remove them by force, if necessary, results from 
the attitude in which they have placed themseives by the 
commencement of hostilities,” &c. 

Here, then, is our treaty obligation on the one 
hand, and the power claimed on the other. On 
what ground is it claimed? It can be claimed 
only on the ground that the treaty is dissolved 
by a war on the part of the Creek nation, An 
act of hostility by an individual, or one of the 
bands of the tribe, would not have that effect. 
No, sir; it must be a war between the Creek 
nation and the United States; that only would 


, the Executive will consider himself au- `; 


Heretofore, the | 


dissolve the obligation of the treaty; and before ` 


this House sanctions the exercise of this high 
power—this war power, of removing the whole 
Creek nation by force—it should be satisfied that 
the Creek nation has made war upon us, as a 
national act. On what evidence is this House 
called upon to act? On a letter from the Secretary 
of War to a committee, stating that actual hos- 
tilities have commenced, unaccompanied by any 


evidence of the character or extent of those hos- | 


tilities. It gives us no facts, on which his decla- 


ration is founded, to enable the House to judge , 


if the right to remove the Creeks by force is jus- | 


tifiable. Are we to act on this declaration? Are 
we to collect our facts from newspapers, private 
letters, or rumors? And if we should, what do 
they all amount to? From no source, that can 
be relied on, have | sufficient evidence to believe 
that, at the date of this letter, an 


in arms. But I should not be surprised if it 


` should turn out that the whole number was then ' 


less than two hundred and fifty. — s 
There is, however, some negative testimony. 
I will refer the committee to a semi-official publi- 


cation in the Globe, of the 30th of May. It states” 


that Colonel Hogan wrote, on the 24th of April, 


that ‘‘ there was no more disposition among the | 
Creeks of the upper towns for hostilities than | 
e citizens of Washington, and | 


there was among t r 
that he did not believe there was any such dis- 
position among the Creeks of the lower towns.”? 
This letter was received here on the 5th, and 
‘s on that day Governor Clay was again informed 
that should the Indians meditate hostilitics, any 


force he might find necessary to call out for the | 
protection of the inhabitants would be received | 


into the service of the United States. The same 
information and the same authority was given to 
Governor Schley on the 13th of May.” This 
is the account of the Indian hostilities, as pub- 
lished on the 30th of May. The orders of the 


Governors of Alabama and Georgia do not refer ` 


to actual hostilities, but to meditated hostilities. 
But, sir, if a state of war exists, why has no 


white man | 
had seen twenty-five Creeks embodied in arms. - 
` True, this is no evidence that more have not been 


communication of the fact been made to the 


President? 1 do not go the length of saying 
there should be no communication between the 
heads of the Departments and the committees 
of this House. In matters of minor consequence 
convenience requires it. But on questions involv- 
ing a change of our relations with nations with 


‘whom we have treaties—on questions of peace 


and war—lI hold that a head of Department and 
committees of the House are not the proper or- 
gans of communication betwecn the Executive 
and Congress. Such communication should be 
made by the President, and to both Houses, to 
whom it appertains to take order thereon. Meas- 
ures new and important are not to be sprung 
upon the House through a report of a committee. 


; The President is the only constitutional organ of 


| communication between the executive and legis- 


‘lative departments. 


But |. 


It is his constitutional duty 
“ from time to time to give to Congress inform- 
ation of the state of the Union, and to recom- 
mend such measures as he shall judge expedi- 
ent.” Sir, I would hold him to his duty—to this 
responsibility. If the House acts on its own 
motion, on its own information, it acts on its 
own responsibility. That responsibility, for one, 
I am not willing, in this instance, to assume. 

Mr. Chairman, I now offer an amendment as 
a substitute for the amendment of the committee. 
I do not propose to lessen the appropriation, but 
to restrict its application. Ido not make it a 
question of amount, but of principle. I am will- 
ing to give the Executive ample means to remove 
all the Indians, but propose to divide the amount 
so that a part shall be applicable to the removal 
of those who please to go, and the residue to those 
who may be in arms; but that no part shall be 
applicable to those who are neither hostile nor 
willing to remove. This amendment will be ap- 
plicable to the Seminoles, as well as to the Creeks, 
and will also enable the Executive to resort to 
pacific, as well as warlike measures, for their 
removal. 

The amendment, as it came from the Senate, 
was for a removal of the Creeks who should vol- 
untarily assent to go, and was based on the re- 
moval of twelve thousand. 

For this purpose, in addition to the unexpended 
balance Of. ...ccscvcacccessscccecees $155,000 
It approprinted the sum Of.....++..6-. 348,230 
To this, the committee of the House 

have added, under the call of the Sec- 

retary of War, on an estimate for re- 

moving the residue of the nation.... 675,320 


1,178,550 
And to this may be added, for the re- 
moval of the Seminoles, an unex- 
pended balance of.......... .§33,000 
And an additional appropriation 
00,000 


Of cree vcccccccvcccssevees 


133,000 
Making for the removal of the Creeks 
and Seminoles. .cseeseeceeseecees -$1,311,550 


Should the substitute be adopted, the amend- 


© ment will stand: 


« For the removal of the Creek Indians, and their sub- 
sistence for one year, including subsistence for those re- 


! cently removed, in addition to 155,000 of former appropri- 


ations, $348,230, under the twelfth article of the Creek treaty 
832. 


a For holding treaties with the hostile Indians east of the 
Mississippi river, and for their removal west of that river, 
siz hundred and seventy-five thousand three hundred and 
twenty dollars.” 

Mr. Chairman, this presents the important 

uestion in relation to all the hostile Indians, 
Creeks and Seminoles: Shall force be the only 
means of effecting their removal? I propose a 
pacific measure; and by the term in the appro- 
priation, ‘‘ for holding treaties,” to indicate to the 
Executive the opinion of this House in the hope 
that it will not be disregarded. 

It seems to be taken for granted by some gen- 
tlemen that we cannot, consistently with our 
national honor, hold treaties, or even attempt a 
pacification of hostile Indians. It is said by the 
gentleman from Alabama (Mr. Lawer] that 
they must be whipped before they can be removed. 
What, sir? send whipped Indians west of the 
Mississippi! Of that 1 have a word to say here- 
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after. Our honor! What of honor have we | 


gained already in our attempt to whip the Semi- 
noles? 
by extermination, we make a grand finale of the 
hostile tribes? But this is also a question of 
interest. I will thank the Clerk- to state the 
amount already appropriated on account of these 
Indian hostilities—[82,620,000, besides rations to 
the starving inhabitants]—more will be immedi- 
ately required. Add to this the expense of another 
campaign—of an army of five thousand. And to 
this the amount of the losses of the inhabitants 
of Florida and Alabama—some millions more. 
This, though an individual loss, is not the less a 
loss to the country. Possibly it may become a ' 
direct national loss. On that question | do not 
intend to commit myself; but, sir, if the sufferers 
claim indemnity, they will, as their only ground, | 
base their claims on the fact that their loss was 
occasioned (to use the mildest phrase) by an 
improvident act of the Government. In addition 
to all this, look to the loss of human life. 

It is evident that the Seminole war was the im- 
mediate cause of the Creek hostilities. Other 
causes have no doubt concurred—causes of irri- 
tation, producing a predisposition to hostility, 
called into action by the success of the Seminoles. 
What shall be done? Shall we fight it out to the 
last, or attempt a pacification? In selecting our 
course, much will depend on the answer to the 
question, ‘ Is our quarrel just? And it is time 
this question was answered. 

In answering this question, I shall take occa- 
sion to inquire into the causes of the Seminole 
war. I shall stop where the war commenced, 
leaving it for others to examine into the manner 
in which it has been conducted. I pass this over 
to the military gentlemen of the House—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs—to institute the | 
proper inquiry. I have no doubt they will do | 
their duty. 

Preliminary to the investigation, I will suggest | 
two considerations, which should be borne in | 
mind during the investigation. The first is, the 
unequal terms on which we always treat with the 
Indian tribes—our superior intelligence—their ne- 
cessities—the fact that our treaties are, as they | 
say, white men’s treaties, made in our language, » 
translated by our interpreters, and by them im- 
perfectly understood, and imperfectly remem- 
bered. The other is, that we are our own histo- | 


rians—wetell the whole story—they, particularly | ' 


the Seminoles, were refused permission to send 


a delegation. here to tell their part of the story. || 


In reply to their application, they were told, | 


“ This made the President angry.’ From con- j; 


siderations such as these, in all questions of doubt, 

proper allowances should be made in their favor. 
I will also notice some things of minor import- | 

ance which may have had an unfavorable influ- 


ence—the eager desire of the whites ta obtain their |' 


land. General Eaton, in his letter of the 8th of 
March, 1835, says: 


“The people here want the lands on which they [the 
Seminoles] reside, and they will urge a removal, fas aut 
nefas; and the Big Swamp, which in the treaty is declared | 
to be the first of their country to be vacated, is of high re- 
putes and it is that on which the eyes of speculators are 

xed.” 


The unprincipled desire to obtain their negroes: 
General Thompson, in his letter of the 28th of 
October, 1834, says: 


“ There are many very likely negroes in this nation ; some 
of the whites in the adjacent settlements manifest a restless 
desire to obtain them; and I have no doubt that Indian 
raised negroes now in possession of the whites, some of the 
negroes in the nation, with some of the Indians, have been 
induced, by bribery or otherwise, to stir up hostility among 
the Indians to the intended emigration, for the purpose of 


detaining the negroes here until the territorial jurisdiction | 


shall be extended over the Indian country, so as to enable 
fraudulent claimants to prosecute their claims in the terri- 
torial courts,” &c. 


The opposing influence of the negroes, excited by 
the fear of their being sold to slave dealers: 

General Thompson, in his letter of the 27th of 
April, 1835—a letter of great interest—says: 


“ Application was made to me this morning for permis- 
sion to purchase negroes of the Seminole Indians, under a 
letter from the office of Indian Affairs, addressed to Gen- 
eral Call, in which the Commissioner says, as there is no 
law prohibiting the sale of slaves by Indians, there is no 
necessity for the interference of the Department to allow 
the Indians a privilege which they already have.” ‘The 
negroes in the nation dread the idea of being transferred 
from their present state of ease and comparative liberty to | 


And what of honor must be gained, if, | 


bondage and hard labor, under overseers, on sugar and cot- 
ton plantations. They have always had a great influence 
on the Indians. 
inany cases remote —trom their owners, enjoying equal lib- 
erty with their owners, with the single exception that the 
slave supplies bis owner annually, from the product of his 
little field, with corn in proportion to the amount of the 
crop—in no instance that has come to my knowledge ex- 
ceeding ten bushels ; the residue is considered the property 
of the slave. Many of these slaves have stocks of horses, 
cows, and hogs, with which the Indian owner never 
assumes the right to intermeddie. Iam thus particular on 
this point that vou may understand the true cause of the 
abhorrence of the negroes of even the idea of any change, 


They live in villages separate—and in `: 


and the indulgence so extended by the owner to the slave ` 


will enable you to credit the assertion that an Indian would 
almost as soon sell bis child as his slave, except when in a 
state of intoxication.” 


On this occasion General Thompson did his 
duty; he refused permission to the applicants to 
purchase slaves, or to say anything on the sub- 
ject. The answer to this letter is not among the 
papers in my possession. 

İn this investigation, I shall endeavor to confine 
myself to our own record. I regret that the doc- 
uments just laid on your table are not printed, 
and in the hands of all the members, that they 

, might go along with me page by page. I desired 
‘that the discussion should be delayed a day or 
‘two for that purpose. But it is the pleasure of 
. the House that the discussion shall now pro- 
ceed. 

On the 8th of January, 1821, the Creek treaty 
of Indian Springs was concluded. At that time, 
the Seminole band was a component part of the 
Creek nation. To this treaty I shall have occa- 
sion to refer hereafter. 

On the 18th of September, 1823, the treaty of 
Camp Moultrie was concluded with the Seminoles, 
they having then separated from the Creeks. By 


this treaty we engaged to pay them annuities for | 


i twenty years,and guarantied to them their narrow 
| limits. They were restricted from the sea-coast, 
| and confined to the hammocksand swamps, which 
| they are now defending to the last drop of blood. 
| Miserable as their country is, they cling to it with 
the grasp of death. This treaty, unless abrogated 
by a subsequent treaty, was an existing treaty 
at the commencement of the present war. 

On the 9th of May, 1832, the Seminole treat 
of Payne’s Landing was concluded. The Semi- 
noles have alleged that it was forced upon them. 


| 
| 
y ! 

| were not the Seminoles to be heard before them 
as well as the United States? They were not 


But in our own story | find no evidence of the : 


fact; all that I find is that at that time they were 
in a state of starvation; we deemed it a fit occa- 
, sion for holding a treaty. We were not, how- 
ever, the cause of their famine, nor were we 
: accountable for its consequences. We did no 
more than to take all due advantage of the fact. 


| seventh article: 


“ The Seminole Indians, regarding with just respect the 
: solicitude manifested by the President of the United States 
for the improvement of their condition, by recommending 
their removal to a country more suitable to their habits and 
wants than the one they at present occupy in the ‘Territory 


| faithful interpreter, Abraham, should bc sent, at the expense 
of the United States, as early as convenient, to examine 
the country assigned to the Crecks west of the Missis- 
sippi river; and should they be satisfied with the character 
ot that country, and of the favorable disposition of the 
| Creeks to reunite with the Seminoles as one people, the 
articles of the compact and agreement herein stipulated at 


the United States, and the undersigned chiefs and headmen, 
for and in behalf of the Seminole Indians, shalt be binding 
on the respective parties.” 

‘ ART. VII. The Seminole Indians will remove within 
three (3) years after the ratification of this agreement, and 
the expenses of their removal shall be detrayed by the 
| United States ; and such subsistence shall also be furnished 
them, fora term not exceeding twelve (12) months, after 
their arrival at their new residence, as in the opinion of the 
President their numbers and circumstances may require ; 
the emigration to commence as early as practicable in the 
year eighteen hundred and thirty-three, (1833;) and with 
those Indians occupying the Big Swamp, and other parts 
of the country beyond the limits as defined in the second 
article of the treaty concluded at Camp Moultrie creek, so 
that the whole of that proportion of the Seminoles may be 
removed within the year aforesaid ; and the remainder of 
the tribe in about equal proportions, during the subsequent 
years of eighteen hundred and thirty-four and five, (1834 
and 1835.)” 


In relation to this treaty, I shall now endeavor 
to sustain the three following positions: 


i. That the treaty never became obligatory on 
the Seminoles; 


: of Florida, are willing that their confidential chiefs, Jumper, | 
| Fuch-a-jus-ti-co-had-jo, Charley Emaria, Coi-had-jo, Ho- | 
i lati-Emartla, Yaha-hadjo, Sam Jones, accompanied by their : 


I ask the clerk to read the preamble and the | 


| Payne’s Landing, on the Ocklewaha river, this 9th day of | 
May, 1832, between James Gadsden, for and in behalf of `: 


Il. That the Government have attempted to 
execute it contrary to their own interpretation; 

iI. That they have attempted to execute it by 
an act of war, before the commission of any hostile 
act on the part of the Seminoles. 

If I sustain these positions, I shall have shown, 
satisfactorily, the causes of the Seminole war; 


‘and answered the question, ‘‘is our quarrel 


just?” 

The treaty of Payne’s Landing never became 
obligatory on the Seminoles, 

1. Because the condition precedent, on which 
alone it could become obligatory, was not ful- 
filled. 

That condition, in substance, was, that the 
Seminole delegation should, after visiting the 
western country, be satisfied with the character 
of the country to which they proposed to emi- 
grate; and, also, of the favorable disposition of 
the Creeks (who were entitled to the country, 
and with whom it was proposed they should 
hereafter reside) to reunite with the Seminoles ag 
one people. 

The delegation visited the western country, 
and, before their return, or having any commu- 
nication with their tribe, on the 28th March, 
1833, at Fort Gibson, signed articles with our 
commissioners, by which they expressed them- 
selves satisfied with the character of the country, 
and of the favorable disposition of the Creeks to 
unite with the Seminoles as one people. This, 


on the face of it, with the exception of the change 


of the word wnite for reunite, is a literal declara- 
tion of what was required by the treaty. But 
was it a substantial compliance? Was it an act 
of which, in good faith, we ought to avail our- 


i selves? Is the complaint of the Indians with- 
| out cause? General Thompson, in his letter of 


‘the 28th October, 1834, states it in their own 


language: 


‘ Jumper says they agreed at Payne’s Landing to go and 
examine the country; but they were not bound to move to 


! it until the nations should agree to it after the return of the 


| delegation.” 


The delegation were their confidential chiefs— 
the agents of the Seminoles; or, if you please, 
umpires, authorised to determine for them. But 


heard. The delegation went to visit the West, 
and there, before returning to consult the Semi- 


` noles, surrounded by the whites, signed their de- 


! termination. 


i The Seminoles complained, and 
with justice, that the determination was made on 
an ex parte hearing. On their return, the delega- 


| tion reported that they were satisfied with the 


country, and the Creeks there. But their objec- 
tion was to the hostile disposition of the surround- 
ing tribes—that they saw scalps broughtin. They 
were then told treaties would be made with the 
hostile tribes, of which they would be informed. 


i Sir, they claimed a right to be heard before their 


delegation made a final decision. 

But this is not the most material part of the 
objection. A part of the condition was, that the 
delesation should be satisfied with the disposition 
of the Creeks—of the Creek nation to reunite with 
them as one people. I now ask the attention of 
the committee to the facts. . 

By a treaty concluded with the Creek nation 
cast of the Mississippi, on the 24th of March, 
1832, almost cotemporaneous with the Seminole 
treaty, the country west of the Mississippi was 
secured to the Creek nation. The emigration 
commenced; and it appears by a document an- 
nexed to the report of the Committee on Indian 
Affairs of February, 1834, that the whole num- 
ber of the Creeks who had emigrated to the west 
was only two thousand four hundred and fifty- 
nine; while the number remaining east was twen- 
ty-two thousand six hundred and thirty-eight. 

he assent of the delegation to the supplemental 
treaty, declaring themselves satisfied, was yielded 
on the 28th March, 1833; they had, therefore, 
consulted only this small portion west. This 
was known to our commissioners at the time, and 
to our Government before the ratification of the 
treaty. This is no technical ground of objection. 
But a consequence resulted that formed a sub- 
stantial reason why the Seminoles should decline 
to emigrate. . 

While a component part of the Creek nation, 
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the Seminoles were a separate band, and as such 
were united with the Creeks. The treaty of 
Paine’s Landing contemplated a reunion—not an 
amalgamation. By the treaty concluded with the 
Creeks west, on the Hih February, 1833, and 
the supplemental Seminole treaty of 28th March, 
1833, the Seminoles were to be located by them- 
selves, and a tract of land was designated for their 
location. The rights to any location depended 
entirely on the assent of the Creek nation. The 
Creeks west assented for themselves only; but 
in relation to this the Creeks east were neither 
consulted nor informed. The fact of this treaty 
of the Creeks west was concealed from them. 
Perhaps the term concealed is too strong; it was 
not, however, communicated to them. These, as 
inferences, are drawn from a document which [ 
will now ask the Clerk to read. Itis a letter from 
General Eaton to the Secretary of War, of the 
&th March, 1835, to a portion of which I will ask 
the attention of the committee: 

© There is another ditheulty in the minds of these people : 
a separate tract, out of the Creek hinds. has been set apart 
for ther homes. ‘There is a ratified treaty in your oftice, 
made by General Stokes, Ellsworth, and Schermerhorn, 
with the Creeks, which wuthorizes the location. While 
negotiating with the Indians (ast year at Washington, I un- 
derstood the Creeks discovered this act, and had sent word 
to the Seminole bands that, while they were willing to re- 
ceive them in thei hints as a portion of their nation, they 
ward not suffer them to enioy any separate allotment of 
their voit. This, too. has intimidated them. and is. Idare 
gay, the essential cause of their reluctance to go off. 


Yes, sir, in the winter of 1834 they discovered 
this western Creck treaty making the separate 
location: they rejected it; they had a right so to 
do. They sent word to the Seminoles that they 
would not agree to it; and this, General Eaton 
says, was, in his opinion, the essential cause of 
their refusal to go off. Buthow was this mate- 
rial? What objection could the Seminoles have 
to an amalgamation with the Creek nation? Task 
the attention of the committee to the grounds of 
their objection. 

By the Creek treaty of 1821, before mentioned, 
it was agreed that the sum of $250,000 of the 
money to be paid to the Crecks for the cession 
of their lands should be paid to citizens of Geor- 
gia, for property taken or destroyed by the 
Creeks Glen including the Seminoles) prior to 
the passage of the intercourse act of 1802, and 
which was accordingly reserved and subsequently 
paid. The spoliation provided for must have 
taken place nineteen ycars before thistreaty; and 
during these nineteen years individuals claimed 
and possessed the property originally taken from 
the citizens of Georgia. The treaty on the part 
of the Creeks could never have been intended to 
disturb the rights of individuals of the tribes, or 
any of its bands. Between the date of that 
treaty and that of the Seminole treaty of 1832, 
no such claim was set up. In the mean time 
intermarriages had taken place between the Sem- 
inoles and their slaves. The first we hear of any 
claim was prior to the ratification of the treaty 
of Payne’s Landing. Gencral Thompson, in his 
report of the Ist of January, 1834, to Governor 
Duval, and by him inclosed to the Commissioner 
of Indian Affairs on the 20th, says: 


“The principal causes which operate to cherish this 
feeling hostile to emigration are, first, the fear that their re- 
union with the Creeks, which will subject them to the gov- 
ernment and control of the Creeks’ National Council, will 
be a surrender of a large negro property to the Crecks as 
antagonist claimants.” The Creeks’ claim to the negroes 


now in possession of the Seminoles grows out of the treaty | 


of 1821.” “ They have an agent now in the Seminole 
country urging the claim of the Creeks to negroes or their 
descendants, which formed a part of the consideration for 


which the Creeks consented to pay the $250,000 to the |; 


Georgia claimants? 


It will be seen that the claim thus brought for- : 
ward in 1934 referred to transactions of thirty- ; 


two years’ standing, and was for negroes taken, 


and their descendants—for the wives and children | 


of the Seminoles. 
Gencral Thompson, in his letter to the Com- 
missioner of Indian Affairs of the 15th July, 1834, 


again refers to this claim in connection with the | 


subject of amalgamation: 


“Tf, as a distinct body, under the protection and contro} 
of their own chiefs, 
adjoining the Creeks, the Semi 


not fail to be greatly increased by a promiscuous introduction 
of thein among the Creeks, which would reduce their chiefs 


located on the territory assigned to them : | 
noles would be afraid that ; 
a general council of the two tribes would deprive them of | 
the slaves in question, it seems to me that their fears could , 


= = ee oS 
| to privates, and subject them and their slaves more cer- 
| tainly to the entire control of the Creeks.” 

| 

| : E Dat 

|! Thus it appears their objection to amalgama- 
tion was founded on substantial reasons. Nor 


lt be available; and, if so, the Indian should 


were they bound by the treaty to amalgamate ` 


with the Creeks; nor were the Creeks east bound 


by the act of the Creeks west, assigning them a: 


separate location. The country west was ceded 
to the whole Creck nation; no part of it could be 
ceded to the Seminoles, without the assent of the 
Creek nation; neither the first ten Creek emi- 
grants nor the first hundred, nor the first two 
thousand four hundred and fifty-nine, had the 


right to cede the whole or any part of the terri- 
tory. 


Thus it ARDEA FS) in point of fact, that the dele- ` 


ation signed the supplementary treaty at Fort 

ibson, surrounded by our commissioners and 
people, without consulting their tribe; that they 
never consulted the Creeks east; that no location 
was made that was authorized by the Creek na- 
tion; and that this was known to the commission- 
ers at the time the supplemental treaty was signed. 
In addition to this, that the Creeks east insisted 
on their amalgamation, the Creeks west had 
agreed only to a reunton; that the Seminoles, for 
substantial reasons, refused to amalgamate, and 
that all this was known to our Government be- 
fore the ratification of the treaty. The act, then, 
of the delegation, however formal, was an act 
done without authority, and, in its operation, in 
fraud of the rights of the Seminoles. Can, then, 
the United States honestly or decently avail them- 
selves of this act as evidence of the fulfillment of 
the condition precedent? It should be borne in 
mind that the question raised is between the par- 
ties to the treaty, and not between one of the 
parties and its citizens, or between the executive 
and legislative power. 

The next objection to the validity of the treaty 
is, that it was not ratified on our part, and anap- 
propriation made to carry it into effect, until two 
years had elapsed; during which period it was, 
i by its terms, to have been in the course of exe- 

cution. 


The treaty was concluded on the 9th of May, ! 


1832, and was received on the 29th; and during 
the session of Congress which adjourned on the 


16th of July, provision was made for commission- |! 


ers on our part to meet the Seminole delegation 
at Fort Gibson, in October, 1833. At what time 
either arrived there, or for what. reason the sup- 
plemental treaty, or that with the Creeks west, 
was delayed, does not appear. The treaty with 
i the Creeks was signed at Fort Gibson on the 14th 
of February, 1833, and the supplemental Seminole 
treaty on the 28th of March following, and re- 
ceived at Washington on the 28th of October of 
` the same year. The Seminole treaties were rat- 
‘ified on the 8th and 12th of April, 1834. 


“so done. 


From : 


this statement of facts, it will be seen that the 
‘treaty of 1832 might have been ratified in 1832, 


its execution in 1833. The condition precedent 
was to be fulfilled by an act on the part of the 


tract from the letter of General Eaton, of the 8th 
| of March, 1835, which has been read: 


tive to removing the Seminole Indians, under the provisions 
of the treaty of 1832, but which was not ratified until 1834. I 


ing? Our Indian compacts must be construed and con- 
trolled by the rules which civilized people practice, because, 
in all our acticus with them, we have put the treaty-making 
machinery in operation, precisely in the same way, and to 


ers of Europe. eer 
and is, that the ratification shall take place either within 
an agreed time, or in a reasonable time. When Florida 
was ceded, in 1819, the Cortes failed to exchange ratifica- 
tions within the prescribed time, and afterwards, at a sub- 
sequent session, it was assented to by the Spanish Cortes. 
The sense of this Government was, that the first ratifica- 
tion made by the Senate was inoperative, and again the sub- 
i) ject was submitted by Mr. Monroe for the action and ap- 
:| proval of the Senate. This appears to me to be a precedent 
| that runs parallel with this Indian compact. It says, one 
third shall remove the first year, viz: as early as practicable 
in 1833; and one third in the next, and the next, 1834-35. 
Now, until 1834, when the ratification took place, the treaty 
was a dead letter. Itisin their power now to plead, and 
‘| say, we were ready in 1833-34; and, hearing nothing of 
i| your determination, we had a right to suppose you did not 


i 


the same extent, that it is employed with the civilized Pow- ; 
The rule practiced upon by us has been, | 


and an appropriation been made provisionally for | 


«I have received your letter, with its inclosures, rela- |: 
y ; ', wholly to overl 


| might and ought,1 


pray you, does not this circumstance raise a doubt whether, , 
by strict rule, the treaty can be considered valid and bind- ;: 


| Seminoles, and required no subsequent assent on |. t wai 
our part. On these facts I submit, as an opening | that the act was not performed in time to com- 


argument against the validity of the treaty, an ex- | 


mean tostand by the treaty, and accordingly our minds have 
changed. With civilized nations, | think the plea would 


have the benefit 
of it.?? 


In consequence of this letter, the subject was 
referred to the Attorney General, whose opinion 
I now present to the committee: 


ATTORNEY GENERAL’S OFFICE, March 26, 1835. 
Str: In your letter of the 2lst instant, after inclosing to 
me a communication of Governor Eaton, in which he sug- 
gests doubts concerning the validity of the treaty with the 
Seminole Indians, concluded on the 9th of May, 1832, and 


‘| ratified on the 9th of April, 1834, in consequence of the 


_ delay which took place in the ratification, you requested 


my opinion upon the validity of the treaty, and upon the 
right of the United States to remove these Indians in the 
years 1835, 1836, and 1837. 

There is certainly great force in the suggestions made by 
Governor Eaton; and as the Government, in its relations 
with the Indians, is necessarily obliged to become, for all 
practical purposes, its own interpreter and judge, it is under 
the highest obligation to make no claim under the treaty, 
and to set up no construction of its terms, which are not 
fairly authorized by its sense and spirit. And if it can be 
shown that a materia! change of circumstances, connected 
with the question of removal, had actually occurred during 
the period which elapsed between the signing and ratifica- 
tion of the treaty, then it is plain that the Indians can no 
longer be held to it, unless by some act since its ratification 
they have recognized and affirmed its validity. In the 
present case, as no time was limited for the ratification of 
the treaty; as the supplemental articles of the 28th March, 
1833, treated itas yetin existence, although not then ratified 
by the President and Senate; and as no material change 
of circumstances is suggested, I think it must be deemed a 
valid and subsisting treaty. 

Ifthe treaty be valid, the particular intent to remove ia 
1833, 1834, and 1835, must yield to the general engagement 
to remove in three years from the ratification; and the 
same provision must be made for the unforeseen case which 
has now arisen, which was expressly made for the case 
anticipated. It was evidently the understanding and the 
design of the parties that the removal should commence 
with the year following the ratification, and that the tribes 
should remove in about equal proportions during that and 
the two following years; consequently, they are now to be 
removed in the years 1835, 1836, and 1837. 

B. F. BUTLER. 


I take it for granted that the Attorney General 
has made the best of his case; and, with great 
deference, I will now proceed to examine the 
reasons on which it is founded. 

Ist. “ As no time was limited for the ratifica- 
tion of the treaty.” But the time for the com- 
mencement of its execution was fixed. The Sem- 
inoles are to commence their removal in 1833. 
This could not be obligatory on the Seminoles, 
unless the treaty was also obligatory on the 
United States—unless the treaty was ratified. It 


_ was undoubtedly contemplated, at the time of its 


being signed, that it would have been ratified in 
1832. It was proper that it should have been 
The stipulations on both sides were 


‘settled. All that remained to be done was to be 
| done by the separate act of the Seminoles; it re- 
‘quired no assent on our part. Why should they 


be asked to do that act before we had said that, 
when done, it should be final? But, before the 


i ratification, the act of the Seminoles conferred no 


obligation on us to ratify the treaty. Had it been 
immediately ratified, the Seminole delegation 
must, if they wished to hold us to the treaty, have 
done the act required in season to have com- 
menced the removal in 1833. If it was their fault 


mence before 1835, they could not hold us to the 
treaty, but on condition that they all removed in 
that year. They could not avail themselves of 
their own delay. The Attorney General seems 
ook the consideration, that we 
immediatcly, during the session 
hen the treaty was returned, to 
have ratified it. But the delay of 1834 is solely 
imputable to our own neglect. The supplemental 
treaty was received in September, 1833, and no 
appropriation was made to carry it into effect 
during 1834. The principle of the Attorney Gen- 
eral has no limit. If two years of the period of 
the execution might elapse, why not the three, 
or ten years? . 
2d. ‘ As the supplemental articles of the 28th 
of March, 1833, treated it as yet in existence, 
although not then ratified by the President and 
Senate.” Is it probable that the Seminole dele- 
gation knew whether it was ratified or not, or 
the effect of treating it as an existing treaty? If 
they considered it had been ratified, then they 
must have considered that the supplemental treaty 
made it binding; but would their considering one 
way or the other impose an obligation on the 


of Congress, w 
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United States to ratify it? The signing the sup- ' 
plemental articles, then, did not make it binding 

on us or them. 

3d. “ As no material change of circumstances 
is suggested.” And who was there to suggest 
it? It was an ex parte hearing. The Seminoles 
had no delegation there to make suggestions. 
The only thing before the Attorney General 
seems to have been General Eaton’s letter and 
the treaty. But considering this a treaty between 
two nations, admitting we have taken upon our- 
selves to be our own interpreters on questions of 
construction, are we entitled also to take upon 
ourselves to be the exclusive judges of the situa- 
tion of the Seminoles? Had not they at least an 
equal right to judge of their own condition? 
They certainly had the best means of judging. 
They required no suggestions. They had this 
right; they exercised it; and of their determin- 
ation we were informed before the ratification of 
the treaty—so well informed of it that, as I shall 
show hereafter, it was then in contemplation that 
it might be necessary to use force to compel its 
execution, : 

Mr. Chairman, I have not yet done with the 
opinion of the Attorney General. I shall now 
rely upon it as an authority to show that the 
treaty was not obligatory upon the Seminoles. 
I shall show that “a material change of circum- 
stances,” connected with the question of removal, 
had actually occurred during the period which 
elapsed between the signing and ratification of the 
treaty. 

What, sir, was the situation, or rather, what 
were the “ circumstances’ of the Seminoles when 
this treaty was signed? They were living sepa- 
rate from the Creeks; they had had, from 1802 
up to that time, a period of thirty years’ undis- , 
turbed possession of the negroes taken by them | 
from the citizens of Georgia. The claim of the | 
pecple of Georgia was quieted by the Creek treaty | 

efore mentioned, of 1821. Since that time, the 
Creeks had set up no claim to them. No objec- | 
tion against the reunion of the Creeks and Semi- ' 
noles, according to their former condition, existed, 
or was known to exist, on the part of the Creeks. 
Under this state of things the treaty was signed; 
and it was signed on the basis of the continuance 
of this state of things, that the Seminoles should, 
as a separate band 
component part of the Creek nation, as one peo- 
ple. But what was the situation of the Semi- 
noles? What were their ‘circumstances’ when | 
the treaty was ratified, April 8, 1834? In the 
mean time, two material circumstances, or rather, 
a change of two material circumstances, had oc- 
curred: 

1. The Creeks had set up a claim to the negroes 
and their descendants, taken by the Seminoles | 
from the people of Georgia prior to 1802, under | 
the pretense that, on the payment of the $250,000 | 
under the treaty of 1821, they became the prop- 
erty of the Creek nation, of which the Seminole 
band wasa part. This has been already suffi- 
ciently explained. To the Seminoles it was no 
consolation that the claim was unjust; for 

2. The Creeks east had refused to sanction the | 
agreement of the Creeks west, allowing to the 
Seminoles a separate location. This was, in ef- 
fect, a refusal on the part of the Creeks to reunite 
with the Seminoles. No, sir, they would not re- 
unite, but insisted on an amalgamation. It was 
certain that an amalgamation would subject this 
claim to the decision of the Creek council, from 
which the Seminoles had nothing to hope. Sir, 
this was no pretense. The objection was taken 
in good faith. You have the opinion of General 
Eaton that it was the essential cause of their un- 
willingness to go at all. 

The materiality of this change of circumstances 
is manifest; it was the essential cause of the re- 
luctance of the Seminoles to emigrate. In fine, 
itrendered the exeeution of the treaty imprac- 
ticable, consistently with the just rights of the 
Seminoles; and had it existed at the date of the 
treaty, that treaty would not have been made. 

These objections were communicated to our 
Government, as I have before stated, prior to the 
ratification of the treaty; and so important were 
they then deemed, that General Thompson, in 
his report of the Ist of January, 1834, recom- 
mended *‘ the policy of conclusively quieting the 


be reunited to, and form a |: 


' Creek claims, so as to leave those Indians (the 

: Seminoles) forever at rest upon the subject. ”? 

' Twill here remark, that General Thompson, 
in a subsequent letter, suggests a doubt as to the 
construction of the treaty of 1832, whether it 
gave to the Seminoles the right to a separate loca- 
tion, or obliged them to amalgamate. He gave 
to it the former construction, though he thought 


it susceptible of the latter. But we shall be | 


placed in this dilemma: if the latter construction | 


be adopted, the location was void, as made con- 


trary to the treaty; if the former, then we are ` 


met by the refusal of the Creeks east; and in both 
we are met by the fact of a material change of 
circumstances between the signing and the rati- 
fication. 
` On the case now made, I claim the authority 
of the opinion of the Attorney General as de- 
cisive against the validity of the treaty —‘* unless, 
by some act since its ratification, they have rec- 
ognized and affirmed its validity.” But the Sec- 
retary of War, in his communication of the 25th 
of May, this day laid on our tables, takes a new 
ground, with a view of making a case within 
this exception. I did not expect it; yet I am 
‘prepared to meet it. Referring to a transaction 
| of the 23d of April, 1835, he says: 
“In obedience to the resolution of the House of Repre- 
sentatives of the 2lst instant, I have the honor to state that 
this Department has not received any information since my 


report of the 9th of February, to the Senate, in answer to 
their resolution of February 3d, showing the causes that 


induced the Seminole Indians to commence hostilities, so | 


far as they were known here. 
the report I have the honor to inclose; and I beg leave, in 
addition, to state that it will appear, by reference thereto, 
and to the document submitted with it to the Senate, that 
the complaints of the Seminole Indians were investigated 
by General Clinch, General Thompson, and Lieutenant 
Harris; and that, on a full consideration of the whole mat- 

: ter in open council, an arrangement was made to the mu- 

| tual satisfaction of the parties, which was in the following 
terms: 

“ We, the undersigned chiefs and sub-chiefs of the Semi- 
| nole tribe of Indians, do hereby, for ourselves and for our 
l people, voluntarily acknowledge the validity of the treaty 
ı between the United States and the Seminole nation of In- 
| dians, made and concluded at Payne’s Landing, on the 
: Ocklewaha river, on the 9th of May, 1832, and the treaty 
| between the United States and the Seminole nation of In- 
| dians, made and concluded at Fort Gibson, on the 28th day 
| of March, 1833, by Montford Stokes, H. L. Ellsworth, and 
| J. F. Schermerhorn, commissioners on the part of the 

United States, and the delegates of the said nation of Sem- 
inole Indians on the part of the said nation; and we, the 
said chiefs and sub-chiefs, do, for ourselves and for our 
people, freely and fully assent to the above recited treaties, 
in all their provisions and stipulations. 

“« Done in council at the Seminole agency, this 23d day 
of April, 1835.” [Signed by sixteen chiefs and sub-chiefs.} 


When I said that the Secretary had taken a 
new ground, I did not mean to be understood that 
these articles were now for the first time pub- 
lished; they were inserted in the answer to the 
: call of the Senate of the 9th February. But this 
is the first declaration, in form, that they were 
relied on by the Executive as a confirmation of 
the treaty, or that any obligation whatever was 
intended to be inferred from them. 

Passing by the question whether this act, on 
the face of it, committed the Seminole tribe, I 
will now proceed to state to the committee the 
circumstances under which it was executed; and 
here, too, I shall confine myself to our ownstory, 
as recorded in the War Office. 

On the 22d April, 1835, a council of the Semi- 
nole chiefs was assembled by General Clinch 
and Captain Harris, of the Army, and General 
Thompson, the removing agent. Prior to this 
they had been informed of the determination of 
the Seminoles, with few exceptions, not to exe- 
cute the treatv; and orders had been given to 
General Clinch to execute it by military force. 
An account of the proceedings at this council is 
given in the joint letter of the 24th of April. 

On the first day of the council General Clinch 
said to the Seminoles— 

“The time of expostulation had passed; that, already, 
too much had been said, and nothing had been done ; thatthe 
influence of the agents of Government, their powers of per- 
suasion and argument, had been exhausted, both in public 
councils and in private interviews, to induce them to do 
right; that we had lingered long enough in the performance 
of our duties to have averted, had they been willing, the 
evils that threatened their foolish resistance to the fulfill- 
ment of pledges solemnly made by them; and that now it 
was time toact. He had been sent here to enforce the 
treaty; he had warriors enough todo it; and he would do it. 


It was the question now, whether they would go of their 
own accord, or go by force.” ; 


Theabstract is containedin | 


With this, they were told they might depart; 
| and until morning was given them to think upon 
what had been said. 


“ In the course of the morning, eight principal chiefs gave 
their assent to abide by the stipulations of the treaty; five 
remained opposed to it.?? 


Micanopy was absent. 


“ General Thompson had upon the first intimation, in the 
council of this day, of further resistance on the part of the 
chiefs, demanded of the chief Jumper whether Micanopy 
(by whom he knew the movements of a number of them to 
be controlled) intended to abide by the treaty or not? And 
when Jumper finally confessed that he was authorized to 
say that Micanopy did not, he (Thompson) promptly de- 
elared that he no longer considered Micanopy a chief; that 
his name should be struck from the council of the nation; 
that he should treat all who acted like him in the like man- 
ner; and that he would neither acknowledge nor do busi- 
ness With him or with any other, as a chief, who did not 
honestly comply with the terms of his engagements; that 
the door was, however, still open to them, if they wished 
to act honestly. 

t In consequence of this, the names of the five opposing 
chiefs [Micanopy not present] were struck from the council 
of the nation.” 


All this preceded the signing of the agreement; 
and under this threat and this act the articles were 
signed. If anenemy be in arms, force may compel 
the conquered to submitto any terms the conqueror 
may dictate; but, sir, what can be said of this as 
a transaction between a civilized—a powerful na- 
tion—and a small band of Indians, with whom 
we were at peace, and who then dared to claim 
what they now dare to defend? Sir, between 
civilized nations it could not exista moment. But 
what do you think the Government said of this 
transaction? They rebuked their agent for break- 


| ing the five chiefs; they acknowledged that the 


assent of the chiefs to the articles was the effect 
of the menace. But what was said of that menace? 
I will not rely on witnesses; I shall sustain myself 
only by the record; and here itis. The acting 
Secretary of War, on the 20th of May, 1835, in 
i reply to it, says: 
, _ From your report, it appears that eight of the principal 
; chiefs have signified, in writing, their determination to 
abide by all the stipulations of the treaties of Payne’s 
| Landing and Fort Gibson, and that five of the principal 
chiefs refused to acknowledge them. The assent of the 
chiefs is to be attributed, it would seem, to the declaration 
of General Clinch--that, if they declined to remove volun- 
tarily, they would be removed by force. The President 
approves of this declaration, upon a full consideration of 
the circumstances under which it was made.” 
And what are those circumstances? 


“ The Seminoles had trifled sufficiently long with the 
most solemn treaty obligation, to which they had, in the 
first instance, acceded, with a full understanding of their 
character, and the consequences of which they had had, 
during three years, full opportunity to perceive and appre- 
ciate”? 

And this is not all. Mr. Thompson, in his 
letter of the 18th June, in reply, states that this 
declaration had been before repeated, under the 
authority of the Department. Such was the 
arrangement in open council, which, it is alleged, 
was made to the mutual satisfaction of the parties! 

Il. That the Government has attempted to 
enforce the treaty in violation of its own con- 
struction. 

The construction to which I refer is contained 
in the Attorney General’s opinion—that the Sem- 
inoles were to be removed in the years 1835, 
1836, and 1837, instead of the years stipulated in 
the treaty. In violation of this construction, the 
Government have insisted to the Seminoles that 
they should all remove in the year 1835. General 
Thompson, in his letter of the 28th October, 1834, 
states that he told the Seminoles, ‘* I have come 
from the President to tell you””—*‘ that you must 
prepare to remove by the time the cold weather 
of the winter shall have passed away.” The 
proposition was general. No intimation was 
given that they were to be allowed a longer time. 

In accordance with the principles of the sub- 
sequent opinion of the Attorncy General, the 
Secretary of War wrote to General Thompson, 
distinctly stating that the part of the Seminoles 
required by the treaty to remove in 1833 should 
remove in 1835; and the plain inference from this 
letter was, that the remainder should remove In 
1836-37. General Thompson, in his letter of the 


28th December, states that this letter was read in 
council to the Seminoles. But how was it under- 
stood by the Seminoles? Was it made the basis 
of any proposition? No, sir; the language to 
them was the same as had been held to them ip 
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October. He sa 
speech, explained it, and enforced it by such con- 
siderations as occurred to me; of which, how- 
ever, my talk to them in October last may, in 
subsiance, be considered a transcript. [repeated 
what I had told them before, that they would be 
compelled by force to remove, if they did not do 
89 willingly,’ &e. In his letter of the 27th Jan- 
uary following, he states, “f have heretofore 
[when 2} submitted to the Secretary of War some 
reasons why the Indians should be removed all 
at the same time, by water.” And finally, on the 
9th of March, General Clinch states to the Adju- 
tant General, * In all the communications E have 
had with the chiefs, I have held out the idea 
that, as the three years stipulated in the treaty 
were about expiring, the whole nation would be 
required to remove this spring.” 
he President’s talk of the 16th of February, 

1835, is also in accordance with the Opinion of 
the Attorney General, that the Seminoles were 
entitled to the years 1835, 1836, 1837, in which 
to remove. 

lt appears, from the joint letter of Clinch, 
Thompson, and Harris, of the 24th April, 1835, 
that this talk was read in council on the 22d. 
And how, too, was this understood by the Semi- 
noles? Was it made the basia of any proposi- 
tion? It was not. This, sir, is the proper place 
to notice the residue of the statement of the Sec- 
retary of War of the 25th May last—that ‘the 
officers charged with the arrangement of this 
affair, (the arrangement of the 23d of April, 
1235,] then made an agreement with the Indians, 
by which they were all to be removed during the 
succeeding January. These proceedings were 
approved by the President, and the matter was 
considered as definitely and satisfactorily ar- 
ranged;’’ and that * whatever they [the objec- 
tions to removal] were, the above agreement put 
an end to them, and left to the Seminoles but 
one course to pursue, which was an entire removal 
in January, 1836.” 

The committee will call to mind the occurrences 
in the council of the 22d and 23d of April, when 


oH 
ys that in council “Tread your | 


It is left to their free choice, in the first case, to go or stay; 
but, after that choice is fully and freely made, and they have 
obligated themselves to remove, tne Government will em- 
ploy the necessary measures to enforce their removal.” 


doubt that these deluded people are determined 
to resist the execution of the treaty.” 

On the 24th November, 1834, orders were given 
to march troops to Forts Brooke and King, and 
for General Clinch to coGperate with them. 

On the 28th December, General Thompson says 
that, at the council of the 26th, “ I repeated what 
Thad told them before, that they would be com- 
pelled by force to remove, should they not do so 
willingly.” 

On the 27th of January, 1835, General Thomp- 
son suggested to the Department that the military 
force in Florida was insufficient. 

In the President’s talk of the 16th February, 
1835, the Indians were told, ‘“ I have ordered a 
large military force to be sent among you,” &c., 
&c. ‘Listen to the voice of friendship—you 
will go quietly; but should you listen to bad birds 
that are flying about you, and refuse to remove, 
I have then directed the commanding officer to 
remove you by force. This will be done,” &c. 

On the 8th March, Governor Eaton requested 
General Clinch to delay the execution of the 
orders until he should receive an answer to his 
letter to the Secretary of War of that date. 

On the 26th March, the Attorney General gave 
his opinion; and on the 14th of April the Secre- 
tary of War wrote to General Clinch: 

“If they [the Seminoles} all be willing to remove this 


i year, it will certainly be better to remove them; but, in that 


it is alleged this agreement was made. It opened | 


with the declaration of General Clinch, that 
‘6 now was the time to act; that he had been sent 
here to enforce the treaty; that he had warriors 
enough to do it, and he would do it. It was the 
question now, whether they would go of their 
own accord, or go by force.” That, until morn- 
ing, time was given them to think of it; that, in 
the morning, the names of five opposing chiefs 
were stricken from the council of the nation; and 
that, under this menace of instant force, the eight 
chiefs signed what has been called ‘ the arrange- 
ment to the mutual satisfaction of both parties.” 
This arrangement purported merely to be an 
assent to the stipulation of the treaty. It was 
silent as to the time of removal. From what, 
then, is the assent of the chiefs to remove in Jan- 
uary inferred?. I again refer to our own story: 


“The friendly chiefs, whilst assenting to go, begged they 
might not be hurried away; they did not expect to go this 
year; the season was far advanced, and they wanted time 
to gather their crops, and settle their little business.” 


Sir, they begged for a reprieve from the imme- 


. the council o 
warriors enough,” &c., &c. 


diate execution of the sentence, and that reprieve . 


was granted. The letter states: 

“6 Under these circumstances, we deemed it our duty to 
say to the friendly chiefs that we would give their people 
until the first of December to reap their crops, and to com- 
plete their preparations; but that, as soon after that time 
as we could make ourselves ready, every Indian in Florida 
would be started upon Ais journey to the new country.” 


Such is the agreement which it is now insisted 


putan end to the objections of the Indians to their 
removal, and left them but one course to adopt— | 


an entire removal in January, 1836. If the prop- 


osition was ever made by our agent for a removal | 
in 1835-36-37, other than I have stated, I have not ` 


been able to find the record of it. 
HI. The Government have attempted to exe- 


cute the treaty by an act of war, before any act i 


of hostility was committed by the Seminoles. 
On examining the correspondence, I find that 
the menace of force has accompanied all our over- 
tures, even prior to the ratification of- the treaty. 
On the Qist of February, 1834, the Secretary of 
War, in a letter to Governor Duval, uses this lan- 
guage: 
“The Government uses no compulsion with the Indians. 


No. 37 


cast, let a written agreement be drawn up, stating the rea- 
sons of the delay, their entire readiness to remove by the 
tine, and go in a body, and by such route as you and Gen- 
eral Thompson shall think best for them, and most econom- 
ical tothe Government. But if they are opposed to this, 
and will generally agree quietly to remove by the Ist of 
March, or as soon as arrangements can be made, they may 
be suffered to remain until that time. Should the Semi- 
noles, however, peremptorily decline to pledge themselves 
peaceably to remove next season, you will then proceed to 
carry into effect the instructions heretofore given.” 


This order pema the menace of Clinch, in 
the 22d of April, “that he had 


On the 20th May, the Secretary of War, in 
reply to their joint letter of the 24th, wrote to 


Thompson, Clinch, and Harris, (referring to the 


letter above, of the 14th of April): 


« Tf, as stated in that letter, the Indians will generally 


| 


agree quietly to remove by the time you have designated, | 


and will signify their agreement in writing in the manner 
therein pointed out, no objections will be made to the post- 
ponement. But the Indians must understand that their 
removal will be enforced in conformity with the treaty.” 


About the 3d of June, Powell, (Oceola,) one of 
the most bold, daring, and intrepid chiefs in his 


nation, on account of his insolence, was put in. 


irons—put an Indian chief in irons! On his re- 
lease, he appeared friendly. 
the Indian character could rely on such appear- 
ance? 


The next unfortunate occurrence was on the 


Who that knows | 
‘a treaty by an act of war. 


` 18th June, when seven white men, meeting five ` 


Indians, took away their rifles, flogged four of 


' them with cowhides, and, other Indians coming 


i 
i 


to their relief, a fight ensued, in which three 
white men were wounded, and one Indian was 
killed. Our officer demanded the Indian aggressors, 
and, what is more extraordinary, they were de- 
livered up. ` 

On the 11th of August, the Seminoles killed a 
soldier, while carrying the mail, in retaliation for 
the Indian killed by the whites, and declared 
themselves satisfied. This was regarded in its 
proper light by our officer—as a mere act of re- 
taliation. 


On the Pth of November, the Seminoles killed |; w 
i: tion by force. 


one of their chiefs, who had been friendly to 


| their emigration; and immediately all the friend 


l 
Indians, to the number of four or five hundred, 
fled to Fort Brooke for he aerate This act was 
deemed decisive that the Indians would resist 


their removal by force. It was now, sir, no longer 
a question of menace. It was a question of war— 
of the employing a military force to execute a 
treaty. I characterize the act by the term applied 
to it by General Eaton in advance. In his letter 
of the 8th of March he says, in reference to the 
execution of the treaty, ‘the employing a mili- 
tary force will be an act of war, and,” further, 
‘the Indians will embody and fight in their de- 
Jense.” Our military force, consisting of twelve 
companies, immediately concentrated; and, on 
the 23d, a corps of two hundred men attempted 
to march through what might then be called the 
enemy’s country. Thus, we had marched a mili- 
tary force into their country, for the purpose, re- 
` peatedly declared to the Seminoles, of removing 

them by force; and thus was the act of war com- 

pe'd before a single hostile act was committed 

y the Seminoles. The Seminoles, fulfilling the 

prediction of General Eaton, “embodied and 
fought in thcir defense;’? and the fate of the un- 
fortunate Dade was told by only three of his men. 
Here I leave the warat its commencement. How 
the battle has fared since, I leave to others to say. 

It is proper, however, and it is just, to say that 
the Administration here must necessarily judge 
of the state of things in Florida through the rep- 
resentations of their agents on the spot; that, 
from the first question of the execution of the 
treaty, all our officers and agents there strongly 
recommended the execution of the treaty by a 
military force; and, so far as it was intended to 
produce an effect as a menace, though a policy 
of a doubtful character, it might, in a just cause, 
be excused, if not justified. But if the question 
I have asked, Is our quarrel just? be answered 
in the negative, we must stand as the aggressors, 
without cause and without justification. 

But take it for granted that the treaty was oblig- 
atory, and that we had only insisted on its just 
execution; the question then arises, has the Ex- 
ecutive the power to cxecute a treaty by an act 
of war? Itis the duty of the President to take 
care that the laws be faithfully executed, but by 
such means, and by such onl, „as the Constitu- 
tion or the laws have masila To Congress 
it belongs to make all laws necessary and proper 
for the execution of the special grants conferred 

/ on Congress, and of all other powers vested by 
the Constitution in the Government of the United 
States, or in any Department or officer thereof. 
The execution of a treaty by force, or attempting 
to obtain satisfaction by force, is virtually an act 
of war; and this power is vested in Congress 
alone. 

In regard to our own citizens, treaties are the 
supreme law of the land, and are executed as 
such; but, as between the parties, they are mat- 
ters of compact, in which each party judges for 
itself, and seeks its remedies under the laws of 
nations; and the exclusive right which we have 
assumed to judge for both parties, defines our 
power but not our right. This, however, cannot 
change the character of treaties with the Indian 
tribes, and reduce them from compacts to laws. 

The action of the Executive, in the cases of the 
Seminoles and the Creeks, though directly oppo- 
site, is within the same principle. In the case of 
the Seminoles, an attempt was made to execute 
In the case of the 

Creeks, the attempt is to violate a treaty by an 
act of the same character. i 
. I forbear to comment on a variety of minor con- 
siderations which may have had an influence in 
favor of or against the voluntary removal of the 
, Seminoles, or in adding to the excitement pro- 
i duced by the principal facts inthe case—the desire 
| of the whites to retain or to purchase their slaves, 
| and to obtain their lands per fas aut nefas, operat- 
ing on the one hand to obstruct their removal, and 
‘ onthe other to induce their immediate removal 
by force. i 

What, Mr. Chairman, may be, if not the prob- 
able, the possible effect of the adoption of the 
amendment of the committee? It will be con- 

sidered by the Executive as an authority, as a 
| warrant for the removal of the whole Creek na- 
: Is there not danger that it may 
' excite the whole nation, or a large portion, to 
| make common cause with the Seminoles? They 
| will take courage from their success. They will, 
| to use the language of General Eaton, ‘‘ take up 
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them of extermination, and to us of great peril. 


What are your present relations with the Chero- : 


kees—a tribe which, since your first treaty with 
them, has never taken the scalp of a white man— 
a tribe which has borne and forborne? But, sir, 
have you done anything of late calculated to pro- 
long that forbearance? Sir, I learn from a publi- 
cation in the Globe, that we have lately made a 
treaty with them, by which we have fulfilled our 


longing desires of acquiring a cession of all their . 


lands. I learn, also, from other sources, that 
this treaty has been made with one tenth of the 
tribe, against the remonstrance of the remainder. 
What state of feeling will grow out of this, it is 
impossible to say. I- hope, sir, they will acqui- 
esce in the treaty, if not in its justice, fully be- 
lieving that, as circumstanced, their happiness 
willbe promoted by their removal. But, sir, they 
will judge for themselves. The force of the In- 
dians east of the Mississippi is competent to do 
much mischief. Ina war, which may become a 
war of extermination, is it wise to provoke new 
enemies to ‘‘ raise the tomahawk in despair?” 
You may probably rate the force of the Semi- 
noles at one thousand five hundred; the Creeks at 
three thousand five hundred; the Cherokees at 
three thousand; the Choctaws and Chickasaws, 
and others that are vagrant remnants of tribes, at 
two thousand more—a force of ten thousand war- 
riors. The modern Indian wars of the South are 
not of the character of those of Ohio, Kentucky, 
and Tennessee, of former days. Then, on the 
attack, the settlers flew to the rescue: now, sir, 
the flight is in any other direction. Causes over 
which individuals, perhaps, have no control, have 
given an entire different character to our defense. 


And is there no danger that an Indian war may | 


connect itself with a war of another character? 
Sir, those who are the most interested will judge 
in what scale to place these apprehensions. I 
trust in God they may never become realities. 
But what is proposed to be done with the In- 
dians? To remove them with all their hostile 
feelings—to remove whipped Indians to the west 
of the Missouri and Arkansas, and plant them 
there! What have you gained, but to change 
the scene, and increase your danger? You place 
them there to excite the surrounding tribes to 
war on your whole western frontier—tribes who 
can bring into the battle thirty thousand warriors, 
and sustain them, too, 
point of attack and retreat at pleasure, where you 
cannot follow, to return to the attack in some 
other quarter—tribes, too, which can be supplied 
with arms bya neighboring nation, which Is not, 
perhaps, now in the best state of feelings towards 
you. Grant, that these are mere possible dangers; 
yet, should we not be put on our guard even 
against remote contingencies? Why should we 
add further cause for increasing the hostilities 
which now exist? Why continue even these 


hostilities, if they can be avoided? Must we con- . 
tinue the Seminole war for another campaign ? ' 
What new laurels are to be won? It is asked, is | 


it practicable to end the war without further 
slaughter? Sir on this subject I rely entirely on 
the opinions of those better acquainted with the 
character of the southern Indians than myself; 
and, from the opinions of those entitled to con- 
fidence, I am satisfied that it is practicable, and 
that while our army is in summer quarters, the 
war might be ended. The experiment is worth 
the attempt; if we fail, nothing is lost. f 

I cannot but recur to the period when the sys- 


tem of removal commenced; when the gentleman i 
from Tennessee [Mr. Bett] introduced the bill : 


of 1830. Predictions were then made, which 
were treated as impossibilities; but, sir, they will 
soon be a part of our recorded history. 
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TALLAHASSEE, March 8, 1835. 
Sır: I have received your letter, with its inclosures, 
relative to removing the Seminole Indians, under the pro- 


visions of the treaty of 1832, but which was not ratified | 
I pray, you, does not this circumstance raise | 
a doubt whether, by strict rule, the treaty can be considered | 


until 1834. 


valid and binding? Our Indian compacts must be construed 
and be controlled by the rules which civilized people prac- 
ticc; because, in all our actions with them, we have put 
the treaty-making machinery in operation precisely in the 
same way, and to the same extent, that it is employed with 


the tomahawk in despair.’ It may be a war to | the civilized Powers of Europe. 
l 


t the Indiaus will embody and fight in their defense. 


They can choose their || 


| inole location. 


| dated them, and I dare say is the essential cause of their 


The rule practiced upon 
by us has been, and is, that the ratification shall take place 
within either an agreed time or in a reasonable time. 
When Florida was ceded, in 1819, the Cartes failed to 
exchange ratifications within the prescribed time, and 
afterwards, at a subsequent session, it was assented to by 
the Spanish Cortes. The sense of this Government was, 
that the first ratification made by the Senate was inop- 


erative; and again the subject was submitted, by Mr. Mon- | 


roe, for the action and approval of the Senate. Thisappears 
to me to be a precedent which runs parallel with this Indian 
compact. It says, one third shall remove the first year, 
viz: as early as practicable in 1833, and one third in the 
next and the next, 1834, and °35. Now, until 1834, when | 
the ratification took place, the treaty was a dead letter. It | 
is in their power now to plead, and to say we were ready 
in 1833 and °34, and, hearing nothing of your determination, 
we had a right to suppose that you did not mean to stand 
by the treaty, and accordingly our minds have changed. 
With civilized nations, J think the plea would be available ; 
and if so, the Indian should have the benefit of it. 

Were these people willing voluntarily to remove, (though 
such seems not to be the case,) the whole difficulty would 
be cured, and no evil could arise. But as military force is 
about to be resorted to, it is material that the Government, 
before making such appeal, be satisfied that right and justice 
are on their side; and that they are not engaged in the exe- : 
cution of a treaty which, if void, is no part of the law of the 
Jand. I feel so strongly the force of these objections, and 
am so desirous that General Jackson shall avoid everything 
of supposed error, that [ shall to-day, unauthorized as Iam, 
write to General Clinch, and request him not to act with 
force, until he shall hear again trom you. This he may 
probably do; and hence the propriety of your considering 
my suggestion, and advising him as early as possible. 

Should you at Washington, who have books to resort to 
to solve the doubt I have mentioned, come to the conclu- 
sion that it is tenable, why then the subject of the removal, 
and the manner of it, are unnecessary to be examined. An 
attempt must then be made to go into some new negotiation. 
If there be nothing in the proffered objections, then the 
best mode of starting them away recurs. 

The employing a military force will be an act of war, and 
In this 
event, you will want such an imposing force as shall over- 


awe resistance. The few companies you have ordered will | 
They will serve but to begin the || 


not produce this result. 
fight, and to awaken angry feclings; so that, in thesequel, ' 
the militia will have to be called, which will end in the 
butchery of these miserable people. Send a strong impos- 
ing regular force, which can be commanded, and prevented 
from doing more than actually is needful to be done; and 
then that force, judiciously acting and forbearing, may do 
much. But send only a handful of men, and difficulties 
will come upon you. 

The next thing willbe to have suitable transports of seven | 
or eight feet draught, lying at Tampa Bay, well provisioned 


| to receive them ; for sure as you seek a passage over land, 
| they will desert into swamps and elude your pursuits. They 
' are afraid to go by land. 


Bad men will raise up false ac- 
counts; arrest and throw them in jail, whereby to enforce 
payment. ‘The fate of their chief (Blunt) last year at New 
Orleans, they fear will be theirs. ‘l'aking them by water to 
the Mississippi river, and there placing them in boats, with 
positive orders not to land or stop at any town or city, will 
prevent this disturbance to them. In three or four days the 
voyage can be made trom Tampa Bay to the Balize, at a 
much reduced cost to whata land travel northwardly would 
amount to. 

There is another difficulty in the minds of these people, 


| and itis this: a separate tract out of the Creek lands has 


been set apart for their homes. There is a ratified treaty 
in your office, made by Generals Stokes, Ellsworth, and 
Schermerhorn, with the Creeks, which authorizes the Sem- 
While negotiating with the Indians last 
year, at Washington, I understood the Creeks discovered 
this act, and had sent word to the Seminole bands that, | 


portion ef their nation, they would not sutier them to enjoy | 
any separate alloument of their soil. This, too, has intimi- ; 


reluctance to go off. To cure this, cither the Creeks west | 


the exclusive separate use of the Florida Indians; or the | 
latter should be prevailed upon, for some adequate compen- 


Another mode of prevailing on these people to remove, 
would be, to give orders to the troops to prevent them 
from raising corn this year. ‘This is almost as severe a 
remedy as employing your bayonets. But the effect will be 
that towards autumn their necessities will compel them to 
depart. To go or starve would then be the question. 

General Thompson was here a few days since, and found 
a letter for him from the Department. He should not be 
addressed here, but at the Seminole agency, distant from | 
this place, I believe, one hundred and fifty miles. 

This (ndian question of removal is one that should be 
managed with great caution and care, that the enemies in 
Congress, ever ready to find fault, may have no just and 
tenable ground on which to rest their rumors. Tread cau- 
tiously, then. The people here want the lands on which 
they reside, and they will urge a removal, fas aut nefas ; 
and the Big Swamp, which in the treaty is declared to be 
the first of their country to be vacated, is of high repute, and 
it is that on which the eyes of speculators are fixed. But 


whether they shall have it this year or the next, or the next 
thereafter, is of less importance to the country than that 
anything shall be done calculated to impair ge character 
of the Government for justice, and for equitable and fair 
dealing. Whence the necessity of any speedy removal? ` 


Presently, if left alone, these Indians will go of their own 
accord; because they cannot avoid it. To stayis to starve; 
and nature and its demands will soon tell them more and 
better, and more convincing things on this subject, than you 
and the President can write. Then they will go, and go 
without any interruption to the quiet and harmony of the 


| country. Now, with all your efforts, and the Army to aid 
: you, they could not be carried off and gotten to their west- 
: ern homes before June or July. 
' raised, and for two years they will be without provisions. 


while they were willing to receive them in their limitsas a |. 


should be gotten to say that the allotment made shall be for |! 


sation, to agree to go and amalgamate with the Creeks. f A g 
i extraordinary and unusual attempt, by the peti- 


Then no crop could be 


The preferred and preferable course, I think, will be to send 


` amongst them active and intelligent men, to court them to 


what is right, in the hope that, during the year, their minds 
may be so prepared as to be induced to depart during No- 
vember; at least that they may reach their homes in time 
to raise corn the succeeding year. On the whole, to con- 
clude a tiresome Ictter, L oficr this advice: avoid the exer- 
cise of force as long as possible, and let it be the only, the 
last sad alternative; and then let not, by any means, the 
militia be applied to—they will breed mischief. 
With great respect, J. H. EATON. 

Lewis Cass, Secretary of War. 


TALLAHASSEE, March 8, 1835. 

Sir: I have received from the Secretary of War a letter 
asking me to suggest to him any views I might entertain as 
to the removal of the Seminole Indians. Inclosed in his 
communication was a copy of a letter addressed by you to 
the Adjutant General, dated 22d January, 1835; a reply to 
it by the Secretary, of the 16th February ; with a talk from 
the President, also dated 16th February. In reply I have 
offered my opinions freely and frankly ; and, amongst other 
things, suggested whether the treaty of 1832 be not void for 
want of timely ratification. If this be so, it will be unfor- 
tunate that the military force of the country be actively 
employed. 

In my letter I have said: ‘ By the next mail (unauthor- 
ized) I shall write to General Clinch, and suggest to him 
not to employ force towards the removal until he shat! 
again hear from you. He may, perhaps, under all the cir- 
cumstances, accord to my request; and hence the neces- 
sity of your speedily intorming Dim of the course he shall 
pursue.” If, under the orders given, you shall think you 
can practice forbearance until the Secretary is again heard 
from, I shall be glad; because my opinion is there is greater 
safety in the course. But of this you alone are to judge, 
under the responsibility of the orders which have been for- 


warded to you. 
Very respectfully, J.H. EATON. 


To General D. L. Cuincn. 


NORTH CAROLINA CONTESTED ELECTION. 


SPEECH OF HON. GIDEON HARD, 
OF NEW YORK, 
In THE House or REPRESENTATIVES, 
March 25, 1836. 


The question heing on a motion submitted by him to 
commit the whole case to a Committee of the Whole 
House, with instruction to amend the report of the com- 
mittee, by adding new evidence and resolutions adopted in 
committee, which have not been reported— 


Mr. HARD said the motion he had just sub- 
mitted he hoped would be adopted by the unan- 
imous assent of the House. He could not but 
believe thatevery gentleman who desired a speely 
legal decision of this contested election would, 
when he understood the design of the mouon, 
yield it his cordial support. It is intended to 
bring directly before the House, and for it» im- 
mediate action, the whole case—not only the ad- 
ditional testimony on our tables, but the scveral 
legal points and propositions which were decided 
in committee, but which do not appear in the 
majority report. 

Hitherto the House has been exclusively en- 
gaged in fruitless debates upon preliminary ques- 
tions, without advancing one step towards a final 
decision. The greatest portion of the time, since 
the report was made, has been consumed in the 


tioner’s friends, to introduce counsel on this floor. 


| By the kindness of the majority in this House we 
, have had three days allowed us, by special ap- 


pointment, to examine and settle all the import- 
ant and constitutional questions involved in this 
contest, and one of these has already been con- 
sumed in the thus far unsuccessful appeal to the 
liberality and justice of the House for the adop- 
tion, upon their legal merits, of the new deposi- 
tions before us. From what has occurred during 
the debate yesterday, and from what may be 
gathered from the signs of events that are passing, 
there appears no probability that the appeal will 
be sustained. The sitting member must prepare 


| himself to rest his defense upon the evidence 


already reported, and leave the justice of the 
denial to the decision of the people of the district, 
unless the House can be prevailed on to adopt 
the course recommended in this motion. To the 
rights of the sitting member our time is precious, 
if we may credit report—report, too, emanating 
from the highest political authority in this House 
—authority which we dare not question. The 
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day of debate on this question, this important 
and interesting subject, is about to be closed. 
Yes, sir, to-morrow evening, we are informed, 
the previous question will be sprung upon us. 
The threat has been made by some of the most 
influential personages in this Hall—gentlemen 
who control the destinies of legislation here—that 
to-morrow evening will have completed the last 
day ef grace in this matter; that then this debate 
must and shall be concluded. Ido not allude to 
this menace with an intent to complain, or to 
enter my protest. ht would ill become me, humble 
as my influence is here, to act the censor over 
the movements or policy of the majority. They 
have the power in their own hands; the rules of 
this House have placed it there; they have the 
right to use it at discretion, and they must bear 
the responsibility of its abuse. The previous 
question was designed to arrest debate only when 
an abuse of its mghts and privileges was threat- 
ened. It never was intended to prohibit its liberal 
and reasonable exercise. The freedom of debate 
is a sacred constitutional prerogative, guarantied 
to every member upon this floor, and cannat be 
abridged by a wanton execution of the rules and 
orders of this House. I have alluded to these 
threats by way of admonition to the minority, 
and to urge the necessity of redeeming time that 
is ours by grace, in bringing this matter imme- 
diately before the House in the manner proposed 
by the motion, in order to take its sense upon 
every distinct proposition separately, that we 
may know, and the people of North Carolina may 
know, upon what principle this case has been 
decided. 

What is the question before us? It is not one 
whose decision 1s confined to the interests of one 
or two individuals. It is not one that is circum- 
scribed in its operation by the sole interests of 
the two individuals who are the unfortunate in- 
struments of this controversy. If it were, then 
the error that might result from haste and pre- 
cipitate action, though it might inflict personal 
injustice, would be far less pernicious in its con- 
sequences than is now apprehended. Itis nota 
question of ordinary moment; it regards the elec- 
tive franchise of the sovereign State of North 
Carolina. Its decision will touch the rights and 
immunities of the whole American people. It 
will affect not only the rights and honor of a seat 
on this floor, but the constitutional rights and 
powers of a sovereign State, and the constitu- 
tional rights and powers of Congress itself. 

While sitting in judgment upon the qualifica- 
tions and election of one of our peers, each indi- 
vidual occupies a high and fearfully responsible 
station; and when deciding the question, we are 
acting in the capacity of the highest judicial 
tribunal known to the Constitution, and in settling 
all such disputes we are required to give con- 
struction to the constitution and laws of the 
State immediately interested, the Constitution 
and laws of the United States, and the duties and 
powers of the body to which we belong. | 
important, then, fearfully important, does it be- 
come, that every decision we make should be 
stamped with caution, candor, and patient delib- 
eration. I have been at a loss to comprehend the 
meaning of some honorable gentlemen who have 
denounced, with seeming triumph, all legal forms 
and legal rules; I have been shocked, too, with 
the haste and precipitation with which some have 
endeavored to force this case through. If there 
are any questions which are referred to us. which 


How , 


the proud State I have the honor in part to repre- | 
F allude to that distinguished personage, | 


sent, 


ans Kent, late Chancellor of the State of New 
ork. 


In his elementary discourse upon the consti- ' 


tutional privileges and powers of the two Houses 
of Congress, on that part which relates to the 
power which each House possesses over the 
election return and qualifications of its own mem- 
bers, he says: 

“Tt is requisite to preserve a pure and genuine represent- 
ation, aud to control the evils of irregular, corrupt, and 
tumultuous elections; and as each House acts in these 
cases in a judicial character, its decision, like the decisions 
in uny other court of justice, ought to be regulated by 
known principles of law, and strictly adhered to, for the 
sake of uniformity and certainty.” 

This is, indeed, high authority clearly ex- 
pressed. But, sir, we needed no higher authority 
than the experience of the past, to admonish us, 
by the most solemn regard to our constitutional 
duties, to act dispassionately and decide intelli- 
gibly on all questions whose decisions will form 
precedents and become laws for those that may 
succeed us. 

The question before us, then, is one of a judi- 
cial character. It is an appeal, taken from the 
decision of the people of the twelfth congressional 
district of North Carolina. By that decision, in 
August last, they declared, through their legal- 
ized board of canvassers, selected for their intel- 
ligence and integrity, and sworn to fidelity and 
fairness in collecting the suffrages and declaring 
the result, that James Graham, the sitting mem- 
ber, was duly elected to a seat in the House of 
Representatives of the Congress of the United 
States. They have furnished him with the highest 
legal and constitutional evidence of such clection. 
They have been duly presented to you, sir, and 
you have approved of them, and admitted him to 
a seat on this floor. 

From this decision the petitioner has appealed, 
alleging that he is entitled <6 the seat, as having 
received a majority of the legal votes in the dis- 
trict. To establish this, he charges that injustice 
has been done him, first, by allowing illegal votes 
to be given to the sitting member; and, second, 


by rejecting legal votes given, and intended for | 


him. The sitting member denies his right, and 
contends that a greater number of illegal votes 
has been given for the petitioner than for him. 
This is the issue before us. 

To sustain his complaint, the petitioner has 


furnished evidence, in the form of depositions, | 
of three irregularities, as is alleged, in conduct- , 


ing the elections: Ist. Illegal votes given the sit- : 


ting member; 2d. Legal votes rejected, which 
were tendered for the petitioner; and 3d. Votes 
given for him, illegally stricken from the polls; 
making, in all, as the majority of the committee 
has said, twenty-eight votes, which should be 
deducted from the sitting member’s polls. 

On the contrary, the sitting member answers 
these objections, as he thinks, by denying the 
illegality of these votes, or most of them, and 
alleges that the petitioner has reccived illegal votes 
greater in number than himself, and that the 
judges, at one of the precincts, allowed five votes 
to the petitioner that were given to a candidate 
for the State Legislature. and comes to this result 
—that thirty-three niegal votes were given to the 


: petitioner, which, if deducted, would leave him a 


_majority increased above that declared b 


require more care and more thorough and cau- | 


tious examination than others, they are those ; 
which call in question the validity of elections; : 


if there are any questions which require distinct- 


iveness and certainty in our decisions, they are f r } 
4 > | powers of this House over this subject? The fifth 


those which arise on an appeal from the people’s 
decision in the election of their Representatives. 
A proper regard to the records of our own body, 
and a laudable desire to bestow clearness and in- 
telligence on our proceedings, anda duty we owe 
to those who may succeed us in giving enlight- 
ened authority to our decisions, should prompt 
all of us to aim at judicial order and system. To 


those who esteem so lightly legal forms, I would | 


cite the views of one of the ablest jurists and 
constitutional lawyers of this or any other age; 
one who, I am proud to say, presided, with dis- 
tinguished credit to himself and honor to the 


i 


| qualifications of its own members. 
| before us, there is no allegation of the want of 


the 
board of canvassers. In receiving this evidence, 
and deciding the several legal points which neces- 


sarily arise from this issue, frequent reference | 


must be had to the constitution and election laws 


. . . j 
of North Carolina and the Constitution of the `| } 
| did take the case under advisement at an early 


United States. And here, sir, I ask, what are the 


section of the first article of the Constitution of 


‘the United States declares “that each House 


shall be the judge of the elections, returns, and 
» In the case 


constitutional qualification in the sitting member, 
nor is the legality of the return questioned. It is 
the regularity of the election that is brought in 
question, and in this character the case addresses 
itself to the mote delicate and important, while 
it is the more doubtful branch of our constitu- 


i tional powers. Had the qualification of the sitting 


| jority of the committee 
| favor of the petitioner. 


nation, over the highest judicial department of |! member been put in issue, or the validity of his 


return questioned, they might have presented a 
question which we could have disposed of with- 
out interfering with the immediate acts of the 
electors, or disturbing the freedom or quiet of the 
elective franchise. But when we dispute the elec- 
tion of the incumbent, we enter upon a fearful 
task; we take issue with the people themselves; 
and when we declare void the election, then do 
we reverse the decision of freemen acting under 
high constitutional guarantees; and unless our 
decisions are based upon sound and known prin- 
ciples of law, we act in defiance of their expressed 
will, and in violation of our constitutional guides. 

The second section of the first article of the 
same Constitution further provides, ‘that the 

ualification of electors for a Representative in 

ongress shall be the same as is required for the 
electors of a member of the most numerous branch 
of the State Legislature.” What shall constitute, 
therefore, the specific qualifications for electors 
for a member of Congress in North Carolina, it 
is left to the constitution and laws of that State 
to regulate. By the eighth section of the consti- 
tution of the State of North Carolina, it is pro- 
vided ‘* that all freemen of twenty-one years of 
age, who have been inhabitants of any one county 
within the State twelve months immediately pre- 
ceding the day of election, and shall have paid 
public taxes, shall be entitled to vote for a mem- 
ber of the House of Commons in the county where 
he resides,” the House of Commons being the 
most numerous branch of the State Legislature. 
In this section will be found enumerated all the 
qualifications necessary to constitute a legal voter 
in that State, viz: lst. Residence in the county at 
the time of voting; 2d. Residence in the State 
twelve months preceding the election; 3d. He 
must be twenty-one years of age; and 4th. He 
must have paid public taxes. A difference of 
opinion exists among gentlemen of the delegation 
from North Carolina, on this floor, in regard to 
the constitutional import of that clause requiring 
a residence in any countyin the State twelve months 
immediately preceding the day of election. Some 
contend that it requires the voter to have resided 
in the State and in the county where he votes, 
twelve months prior to the day of election, while 
others hold him a legal voter if he has resided in 
any county in the State, though he may not have 


; resided in the county where he tenders his vote 


but one day. This last construction was assumed 
by the committee, and I have no doubt correctly. 
The phraseology is, to say the most of it, equiv- 
ocal, and is open to judicial construction; and 
itis a well settled and salutary rule, in the con- 
struction of laws touching the elective franchise, 
that, where two constructions may be applied, 
the one in restriction and the other in extension of 
the right of suffrage, the latter shall prevail. This, 
undoubtedly, furnishes a case in point. But 
whichever of the constructions be adopted, it 
makes a difference in regard to the evidence be- 
fore us, in the actual majority, otherwise com- 
puted, of but two votes, so that the result would 
not be changed. In order to prepare this issue 
for a speedy, clear,and just decision—a decision 
that would be warranted by the law and the facts, 
and to aid the House in its deliberation and facil- 
itate its action, you have sent out your committee 
—the Committee of Elections—to inquire of the 
truth of the facts in the case, and to settle the 


i various questions of law that might arise, and 


you have required of them to report, in as clear 


; and intelligible form as may be, a true and faith- 


ful history of their deliberations, and the various 
legal points connected with the case, together 
witha final result of their labors. The committee 


period of the session. They had all the law and 
the facts before they came to a result, and a ma- 
have found the issue in 
A large minority of the 
committee have, however, come to a different re- 
sult from the same facts, and have found the 
issue for the sitting member. , 

Now, sir, every gentleman is aware that a ma- 
jority of members of this House are disposed to 


| receive the regular report of a committee, made 
| by a majority, as prima facie evidence of the truth 


of the facts stated in them, and are ready to adopt, 
without much investigation, the conclusion or res- 
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olution which they recommend. In general, or 


in many cases, this confidence would not be mis- : 


placed. Your committees are, or ought to be, the 
faithful organs of the House in arranging facts, 
and collecting information on the subjects sub- 
mitted to them. In eases of contested elections, 
they actas your judicial commissioners, sent out 
to inquire of the trath of the matter of the peti- 
tions, and the evidence connected with it. When 
the report is made, it carries upon its face the 
character of a high and authoritative document, 
and, as such, should always set forth, clearly, 
truly, and in judicial order, a history of their in- 
quiries, so far as to embrace the points decided, 
and the law and the facts upon which the report 
is founded. If it do this, it will furnish every 
member with a brief, upon which he can found 
his own arguments, and from which he can draw 
his own conclusions, without being compelled to 
travel through the whole case. The committee 
who brought in the report before you were in pos- 
session of a few legal points upon which the whole 
case turned, and upon which distinctive decisions 
were made in committee; and yet, sir, I have 
searched this report in vain for a clear statement 
of these points, or the decisions made upon them. 
Onthe contrary, I find some misstatements of some 
of the decisions made there. In saying this, I 
trust I shall not be understood as imputing im- 
proper motives to the majority of the committee, 
or a single member of it. Such misstatement 
could not have otherwise arisen than through in- 
advertenceand haste. I know, by personal knowl- 
edge, that the labor of the whole committee was 
perplexing. A mass of testimony was thrown 
before them, consisting of depositions, hastily 
drawn up, in manuscript form, embracing the affi- 
davits of various persons to the same fact, scat- 
tered through every part of the voluminous mass, 


from which, to collect, arrange, and apply to their | 


appropriate subject each class of testimony, re- 
quired the greatest care and patience. 
not have been expected, therefore, that clear, sat- 
isfactory, and intelligible conclusions could be 
attained without much toil and careful examina- 
tion. How, then, sir, can it be hoped, without 
such a clear statement of the history of their de- 
liberations, that this House in three days’ time, 
can arrive at truth which it has cost the committee 
three months’ labor to discover? What is the con- 
clusion which the majority have reported? Why, 
that the sitting member is not entitled to his scat; 
and the petitioner is entitled to his seat. What 
reason do they assign for this conclusion? That 
nineteen illegal votes are given for the sitting 
member which should be deducted from his poll, 


and that six legal votes were tendered for the peti- | 


tioner, and rejected by the judges, and that three 
votes had been wrongfully struck off from the 
Henderson polls. Have they told us upon what 
Jaw or authority these votes are declared illegal? 


Have they referred you to, or stated the evidence | 


that established these facts? They have, indeed, 
referred you to the mass of documents before you. 
They have left you to hunt up your own proof, 
and then we are called upon to decide in three 
days, or the previous question shall be sprung 
upon us, when we shall be called upon to adopt 
these conelusions in gross, and adopt them, too, 
“by faith and not by sight.” Let us briefly ex- 
amine the report before us. 

The committee have said, in the majority re- 
port, that the sitting member had made an objec- 
tion to the depositions as inadmissible evidence 
of the facts stated in them; that the question was 
taken up and considered; that ‘* the committee, 
being of opinion that the depositions were taken 
according to the laws of North Carolina upon the 
subject of contested elections, and there being no 
laws of Congress on the subject, and the usuge 
being weli established to allow depositions to be 
read which had been taken and sworn to accord- 
ing to the laws of the State where the election 
had been held, decided they should be received.”’ 

In this short statement there are a number of 
errors and deficiencies which, in what purports 
to be a documentary history of the proceedings 
in committee, are calculated to blind and mislead 
the House in arriving at the truth of the point in 
issue. In attempting to state here the objections 
raised by the sitting member to the admission of 
thedepositions before us, the report is entirely 


It could - 


| silent on the important point. The principal 
reason assigned by the sitting member for re- 


jecting the depositions was, not that they were |: 


inadmissible evidence of the facts stated in them, 


l| answer. They reported the following resolu- 


| 


but that they had been taken in pursuance of ' 


notices insufficient and defective. The objection 
went to the validity of the proceedings in taking the 
evidence, not to the legality of the evidence itsclf. 
The report presents to the House an issue quite 
different from that tried in committee. It states 
a point on which the committee were unanimous, 
and has altogether omitted the main point. The 
strong objection which was brought against the 
proceedings was, that the notices which the peti- 
tioner served on the sitting member for taking 
the depositions were defective in form and sub- 
stance, viz: they did not give him time enough; 
they neither set forth the names of the witnesses 
who were to be examined, nor did they set forth 
the names and residence of the electors whose votes 
were to be excluded, nor their particular disqual- 
ifications. These were important points in the 
case; they laid the foundation of all that pro- 
tracted controversy about further time which 
occupied so much of the time of the committee, 
and which has so long detained the House. 

The report continues: ** The committee were 
of opinion that, as the depositions were taken in 
conformity to the laws of North Carolina upon 
the subject of contested elections, and there being 
no laws of Congress on the subject,” &c. Now, 
sir, what are the laws of North Carolina, con- 
Sformably to which these depositions were taken? 


i All the laws of North Carolina, which regulate 


the forms of proceedings in cases of contested 
elections are comprised in one section, (Laws 
North Carolina, Vol. 2, p. 826,) which reads 
thus: 


“ That, from and after the passing of this act, it shall not 
be lawful for any peron to vacate the seat of any member 
‘of the General Assembly who has taken his seat in conse- 
quence of the return of the sheriff of his county certifying 
: that be is daly elected, unless the person or persons who 
may intend to dispute such election shall give to the mem- 
ber or members whose election he or they intend to dispute, 
thirty days’ notice, prior to the meeting of the General As- 
sembly, of such his intention. with the grounds upon which 
| the same wiil be disputed; and the same notice of the time 
and place, now required in taking depositions at law, shall 
also be required and proven on such investigation: and all 
| affidavits taken without due notice as aforesaid, shall be 
' deemed improper evidence, and not suffered to be read in 
such investigation.” 


While this section prescribes the length of time | 


the notice shall allow, which, by referring to 
other laws of North Carolina, we find is ten days, 
i it is wholly silent as to those forms referred to in 
. the objections of the sitting member. 


forms and substance of these proceedings? Why, 
sir, I suppose, in the absence of any other ex- 


to this House for laws. 

But the report informs us there are no laws of 
1! Congress. In one sense of the term law this is 
|; true; but in the other more material and import- 
|: ant sense it is not true. Jt is truc that Congress 
i, has no legislative existing law on these subjects, 
| but it is not true that it has no law of its own, 
| growing out of its parliamentary practice. This 
| House has a number of adjudicated cases, which 
lı have arisen during the different periods of its 
Hang in which these questions of specifications 
have been discussed and settled on a firm and 
uniform principle, viz: that, before any testimony 
| Shall be taken to disqualify any elector that has 
i given his vote, the name and residence of such 
elector, with the particular disqualification, shall 
be inserted in the notice, and served on the return 
| member. 


num, this Hlouse took the first step towards 
settling the forms it would require in notices for 
taking depositions in such cases. In that case 
(Clarke and Hall, page 112) the petitioner prayed 
the House to vacate the seat of Varnum, on the 
ground of illegality of certain votes given to the 
sitting member. Italleged that certain persons 
voted for him by proxy. The petitioner did not 
set forth the names of the electors who voted by 
proxy; the committee to whom the matter of the 

etition was referred, applied to the House for 
instruction as to what kind of specifications were 
necessary to put the sitting member upon his 


‘ Where, | 
then, are we to look for guides in regulating the | 


As early as the year 1796, in the case of Var- | 


press provisions, all will agree that we must look 


be 
, tion: 

| Resolved, That the allegation of Aaron Brown [the 
petitioner] as to persons not qualified to vote, is not suffi- 
ciently certain, and that the names of the persons objected 
to for want of sufficient qualifications ought to be set forth 
prior to the time of taking testimony.” 

The report of this case comes to us in a form 
so meager, that it does not give the final action 
of the House upon this resolution; but the sequel 
affords us a presumption that it was sustained, 
as the petitioner failed to sustain his petition, and 
the sitting member retained his scat. This was 
among the earliest efforts of this House to estab- 
lish rules of steady and uniform application in 
the mode of conducting contested cases. Since 
this decision, the principle has been adhered to 
as a fixed and unwavering rule, from which it 
has not permitted a solitary departure. 

A number of other cases might be cited to the 
same point were it necessary,as the cases of 
Eaton vs. Scott, Ruthford vs. Morgan, and Bid- 
dle vs. Richards. With these cases before us, 
with what propriety can we say that Congress 
has no law to regulate such proceedings? By 
overlooking these principles, the committce were 
led to a decision by which the sitting member 
was deprived of his legal and unquestionable 
right to an extension of time to prepare himself 
for bis defense. It was one of the most unfor- 
tunate decisions to the sitting member that has 
been made in the whole casc, and involves the 
greatest injustice, and yet nothing of it appears 
in the report. 

But, sir, there is another misstatement, unin- 


, tentional, no doubt, in the report, which has had 
‘a tendency to embarrass investigation, and pro- 


` duce injustice to the sitting member. The report 
| proceeds to give the views of the committee on 
the application of the sitting member for further 
time. After the committee had overruled the 
objections as to the informality of the proceed- 
ings, he applied for further time to take his de- 
fensive evidence. This application was denied 
by a majority of the committee, and they sa 
“they could find no precedent in which an appli- 
cation of a similar kind, if made at an earlier 
period, had been granted.” It has been my good 
fortune to have found, among the reported cases 
of this House, five or six decisions where an 
extension of time was allowed on grounds much 
less meritorious than the present, and that, too, 
where the application was made at a much later 
period than the present. In some cases two, and 
in others three months, have been allowed the 
parties for collecting evidence after the committee 
had commenced the cxamination; while, in some 


| cases, they have been allowed a whole vacation, 


where good cause was shown. Applications for 
further time, in these cases, are analogous to 
motions to postpone a trial at law for the ab- 
sence of material witnesses; it is addressed to 
the discretion of the court, and, on reasonable 
cause shown, is seldom denied. The only differ- 
ence that I can perceive between the two cases 
is, the case before us presents the stronger claim. 
We are sitting here endeavoring to purge the 


‘ polls of illegal votes, and it would ill become us, 


as judges, to shut out light, or withhold evidence. 
The sitting member should have been allowed 
further time. 

The next error in the report is contained in 


‘that part which professes to state the circum- 


stances connected with the three votes which the 
judges at Asheville deducted from the petitioner’s 
olls. The report wholly fails to afford us the 
aw or the facts in the case. The committee (the 
majority) content themselves by giving a negative 
reason why the judges ought not to have made 
the deduction. They do not tell what was, but 
what was not the law of North Carolina, and are 
wholly silent about the facts. That the House 
may perceive the mystery which the report 
throws over the case, I beg to give a brief sketch 
of that transaction, and the law of North Caro- 
lina upon which these proceedings were had. 
By the laws of North Carolina, one of the 
qualifications of a legal voter is actual residence 
in the county where he resides, as I have before 
stated, (2 sec., 2 vol. N. C. L., p. 1224.) At 
the Henderson precincts, in Buncombe county, 
three persons presented themselves at the polls, 
and tendered their votes. They resided in Yan- 
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cey county, in the same congressional district. | In this case the judges no doubt acted in good |! out and certificd by the sheriff of the county, 


As it had been the practice in some parts of the 
State to permit a person to vote in any county in 
the district, provided he resided in the district, it 
was agreed by the judges that they might vote, 
and they would note opposite their names ‘ Yan- 
cey, and certify the facts upon the scrolls, or 

oll hsrs, and return them to the central judges at 
Asheville, and if they adjudged that a person 
could vote out of the county of his residence, then 
the three votes were to remain good; but if they 
adjudged otherwise, then the votes were to be 
deducted. The certificate was made on the scrolls, 
and signed by the judges, that the three persons 
lived in Yancey. ‘This was sent to the judges at 
Asheville, and, on further explanation by one of 
the recording clerks, N. Blackstock, who attended 
the Henderson precincts, where the votes were 
received, the judges deducted the three votes. 
These facts all appear by the depositions taken 
by the petitioner. The committee say this de- 
duction was unauthorized by the laws of North 
Carolina. Suppose they had notthe power! Yet, 
if we are satisfied by the evidence that these 
three persons did vote illegally, we should be 
bound by the same rule that has governed the 
committee in striking out all non-resident votes, 
to deduct them here, if the judges had not done 
so. These are the facts in the case, though the 
committee say the votes ought to be counted. I 
shall state but two more errors, and close the re- 
view, 

The next class of votes referred to in the re- 
portare six, which are said to have been tendered 
to the inspectors or judges, for the petitioner, and 
by them rejected. ‘This case presents one of the 
extraordinary claims, and involves the most sin- 
gular and novel principle in the whole case; and 
yet the report has devoted two lines only upon 
it, They are in these words: ‘* To this [the be- 
fore mentioned three votes] the committee have 
added five votes (in list A) as having been legally 
offered for the petitioner, and illegally refused?” 
Tie law of North Carolina provides that ‘‘ before 
any person shall be allowed to vote, he shall, if 
required, make oath that he is qualified according 
to the constitution, and has not voted before at 
the same election.” By this provision it is made 
the duty of the judges to refuse the vote of any 
individual of doubtful qualifications. In this they 
act judicially, and may persist in their refusal 
unless the elector shall tender the legal oath. The 
duties and rights of both the judges and electors 
are made plain. If the latter desires to vote, and 
the former doubts his legal qualification, the elec- 
tor has only to tender his oath, and then it is 
peremptory on the judge to receive his vote, pro- 
vided his oath will establish his qualification. 

At the Franklin precinct, in Macon county, on 
canvassing the votes there, five votes were found 
in the Commons box with the name of David 
Newland, the petitioner, on each, but nothing to 
designate for what office they were intended. 
The witness states that there were a number of 
votes for members of the State Legislature found 
in the Congressbox. The judges changed these 
votes, placing the five votes with the name of 
David Newland in the Congress box,and counted 
them for the petitioner. The report attempts to 
give the evidence in this case, Lut has clearly mis- 
taken it, or misstated the facts. It charges the 
judges with the mistake in placing Newland’s 
votes in the wrong box. This charge is not cor- 
rect, as is shown by the same report. It states 
that the ballot-boxes for members of Congress 
and State officers were seven or eight feet apart. 
In North Carolina each ballot-box is kept by sep- 
arate sets of judges. The voter presents his vote 
rolled up so as to conceal the name, and, I am in- 
formed, there is no designation of office on the 
vote. How, then, was it possible for the judges 
to make the mistake? He puts into his box (and 
there is only one within eight feet of him) the 
vote which is given him. It is not the judge who 

uts the vote in the box, 9 

him the vote, that must make the mistake. The 
report says: 
the mistake having been made by 
the voter, who bad done every 
fair exercise of his privilege, 
duty to correct their 


“In this case, then, 
one of the judges, and not by 
thing in bis power toward a í 
the judges have considered it their 
mistake, and give the voter his vote. 


but the person who hands : 


faith, and with honest and fair motives; but they | 


were clearly wrong. This House has said, in 
two of its reported cases, that, where votes are 
given by ballot, the intention of the voter is known 
onlu by the box where he deposits his vote. Inthe case 
of Washburn vs. Ripley, (Clarke and Hall, page 
679,) this principle is clearly settled, and, indeed, 
no other rule could be adopted with any prospect 
of preserving the clective franchise pure and in- 


corruptible. If the course pursucd by these judges . 


were sanctioned, it would put it in the power of 
the ill-disposed to give as many votes for one can- 
didate as there are ballot-boxes at the precincts 
where he votes. This House never will sanction 
such a practice. 

I have been thus minute in the review of this 
report, not so much with a view of discussing 
directly the merits of the main question, as of 


calling the attention of the House to the great: 


danger it would incur of doing injustice by adopt- 


ing in gross the conclusions of the report, with- | 


out examining in detail the various propositions 
upon which the real merits of the case depend, 
and of making a clear and distinctive decision of 
them by a direct vote of this House. Sir, if 
this course should be adopted, I have but little 
doubt the final vote of the House would confirm 
the right of the sitting member. But, if we are 
to labor on in this uncertain mode of general 
debate, until the last sand of our measured time 
shall have passed out, and the previous question 
sprung upon us, and all debate and amendments 
prohibited, I should then have as little doubt that 
the decision of the people would be reversed, and 
the petitioner admitted to a seat. 

The remarks and comments which I have made 
on the report of the majority have been dictated 


by none other than the kindest feelings of personal ` 


regard for the members of that branch of the 
committee. I have avoided, as in justice I should 
have done, any imputation of improper motives; 
on the contrary, I have felt disposed to sympa- 
thize in the perplexities of their laborious task. 
I have been ready to ascribe all error and mis- 
take to the numberless difficulties the committee 
had to encounter; but, as it had been remarked 
frequently in debate, that the report carried with 
it high authority, and fearing that many might, 
as is common, take it as conclusive as to the 
truth of the statements it contained, I felt called 
upon by a duty I owed to myself as a member 


of the minority of the committee, and by a sense |, 


of duty to this House, and the people of North 
Carolina, to speak out, and warn the House of 


the danger of the course they were pursuing, by | 


adopting, in gross, the conclusions of a report 
involving so many inaccuracies. 

Before I sit down I would direct the attention 
of the House to the conclusion which seems to 
me the necessary result of the consideration of 
the legal points and facts to which I have alluded 
in the remarks I have just submitted. 

The majority contend that they have found 
evidence to establish the illegality of nineteen 
votes, which were given to Graham, and which 
ought to be deducted, viz: thirteen given by non- 
residents of the county, five nan-residents of the 
State, and one minor, making nineteen. They 
also claim that the three Yancey votes, given at 
Henderson, Buncombe county, and rejected by 
the judges at Asheville, should be r-stored to his 
polls; and lastly, six votes which were tendered 
to the board,and rejected, should be added to his 
polls, which, in all, would make twenty-eight 
votes to be credited to him, thus: 


Nineteen votes, non-residents and minors. ..19 

Three Yancey votes tendered and rejected... 3 

Six votes tendered and rejected.......-++- a 
They also credit to Graham, 

Eight bad votes given to Newland......... 8 


Seven original majority. .eeessssccesessese te 


Difference and majority for petitioner......13 | 


Among the nineteen illegal votes alleged to have ; 
the sitting member, : 
whose : 


been given to Mr. Graham, 
four are supposed to be given by persons 


names do not appear upon’the scrolls. These 


_ scrolls, in some States called poll-lists, are made 


under the provisions of the laws of North Caro- 
lina; one copy of which he is required to file in 
the clerk’s office of the county, afer © the same 
is certified by the sherif.” These scrolls, duly 
authenticated under the seal of the clerk of the 
county, are the highest and most solemn evidence 
of the matters contained in them. They are 
especially the highest evidence of the truth as to 
who did vote, and how many. As the names of 
these four individuals do not appear upon the 
polls certified to us, aud furnish us, too, by the 
petitioner himself, a question arises whether he, 
the petitioner, shall be permitted to give parol 
evidence of third persons that these four persons 
did vote? The manner in which the polls are 
kept by a sheriff and two inspectors, sworn to 
conduct the elections fairly and honestly, and who 
are required to keep each a separate list of all who 
vote, which lists are to be compared and certified 
by them to the sheriff, furnishes the most solemn 
and veritable evidence of the correctness of the 
registry as to who did vote. And by permitting 
‘third persons to give evidence by parol to con- 
tradict this, would be a gross departure from the 
oldest and most salutary rules of legal evidence. 
The proof, therefore, that these four votes were 
given to Graham, must fail. This will reduce 
their number to twenty-four, or, in other words, 
will reduce the nineteen illegal votes to fifteen. If 
the view which I have taken of the propricty of 
allowing the six votes tendered and rejected be 
correct, there must be deducted six votes more; 
and if the view which 1 have taken of the three 
i votes given for the petitionerat Henderson, Bun- 
combe county, by the three citizens of Yancey” 
be correct, then three more must be deducted from 
the number of illegal votes, which the petitioner 
alleges should be deducted from Graham’s polls, 
leaving of the twenty-eight alleged illegal votes, 
but fifteen, which, in any event, should be de- 
ducted from the sitting member’s polls. Bad votes 
for Graham, in all, fifteen. Now, sir, let us con- 
sider the votes which Mr. Graham contends are 
illegal, and which, having been given to the peti- 
tioner, he claims should be deducted. 

There were eight votes which are clearly proven 
to have been illegally given to Newland, which 
‘| should be deducted from his polls. On them the 
‘|committee were unanimous. They are illegal 
beyond contradiction. To these should be added 
|, the five votes which were improperly exchanged 
from the Commons to the congressional box for 
| Newland, for the reasons which I have just 
| stated; which would make thirtcen illegal votes 
given to Newland, and to be credited to Graham. 
| If to this you add the seven votes, his original 
i majority, the sitting member’s polls will stand 

thus: 
Ist. Eight bad votes by agreement of com- 
MILtee occ n ers cece cecern eee reasnceeere 
Qd. Five votes illegally exchanged......... 5 
3d. Seven votes, original majority....-.-+- Ts 
: If from these twenty you take votes credited 
| to Newland, say...s.seseresecreserere 


15 
We have five votes majority still for Gra- 
5 WAM. eee e cece ence ener ence rere neeees 
| Sir, I sincerely believe, if this case were pre- 
' sented to a jury, acting under a solemn oath to 
' find a true verdict from the law and facts before 
us, they could not come toa result more favor- 
able to the petitioner. ; 
But, sir, the sitting member claims to have al- 
lowed him ten more votes, which are proved to 
` have been illegally given for the petitioner by the 
i documents which have been laid on our tables 
| since this report came in; and this forms the last 
oint with which I shall trouble the House. Jt 
‘ig clearly right that these should be allowed. 
lÍ They have been taken under notice duly served 
l according to the laws and practices adopted b 
‘the petitioner himself; they have been printed, 
` by consent, and laid before us. The proofs are 
clear and conclusive, consisting, in most cases, 
of the oaths of the voters themselves, that ten 
more illegal votes were given to the petitioner, 
which, according to the clearest estimates, would 
swell the sitting member’s majority to fifteen 
‘i votes. Sir, we dare not reject this evidence; it 
|; is before us; it is legal; it tells us, in audible 
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words, that the sitting member has a majority of 
the legal votes of the twelfth congressional dis- 
trict of North Carolina; and if we refuse them, 
and thereby the sitting member loses his seat, we 
do nothing less than take the election from the 
people, and control it in this House. Sir, North 
Carolina will never submit to it. She is too 
jealous of her State rights. She is too republican 
to submit patiently to so high and flagrant an 
assumption of unauthorized power. It would be 
establishing a precedentin this House that would 
strike at the root of the right of free and unre- 
strained elections. This evidence must be ad- 
mitted; we dare not reject it. 

Among the reasons that have been assigned 
why these depositions should not be admitted, 
negligence on the part of the sitting member, in 
not collecting his evidence in season, forms a 
prominent one; he is said to have waived his 
right by gross delay. With a view of testing 
the soundness of these reasons, and of exposing 
the great injustice of the charge, I must tax the 
patience of the House with a brief statement of 
the proceedings in the case before it reached the 
committee. 

The election for members of Congress was held 
in North Carolina on the 13th day of Augustlast, 
when, of all the votes given in the district, the 
sitting member received seven more than the pe- 
titioner. On the 2d day of October thereafter, the 
latter served the former with a notice of his inten- 
tions to contest his election, without inserting the 
names of witnesses, or names or residences of the 
voters challenged. On the 19th, he followed this 
notice with another, apprising the sitting member 
that, on the 29th, he should take the depositions of 
« James D. Justin and others,” at Asheville, in 
Buncombe county, a distance of forty miles. The 
same notice also apprised the sitting member that, 
on the Saturday following, (the 3Ist,) he should 
take the depositions of individuals at Barnesville, 
in Yancey county, thirty-eight miles further. 
They were detained at the first place two Jays, ex- i; 
amining their witnesses, which brought them to , 
the 31st, the day they were required to be at the | 
latter place. On the 26th day of October, another | 
notice had been served for taking depositions at 
Frontston precinct, in Mason county, on the 4th | 
day of November, one hundred and six miles from |; 
Barnesville. They were detained at Barnesville i 
three days taking depositions; this left them one 
day to prepare and travel over a rough country, on 
horseback, one hundred and six miles. In this | 
same notice he was required, on the 7th, to appear | 
at another place in the same county, and on the | 
9th, two days after, at Waynesville, Haywood |, 
county, sixty-three miles. Inthe same way were ' 


i dence should be taken. 


‘determination to do so, and that the returned 


member was not bound to take any active meas- 


ures of defense until some judicial notice, suchas | 
to apprise him of taking depositions, was served, : 
or some other active and efficient step in the case. | 


In that case, it was very aptly remarked by the 
committee who made the report, that ‘‘it was 
very easy for a person to threaten such a contest, 
though he never intended to prosccute;”’ that, in 
such a case, ‘“ it would be injustice and folly to 
require the sitting member to enter upon his de- 
fense, and incur the expense and trouble of prep- 
aration, under the bare possibility that the con- 
test might be waged.’’ If we adopt that princi- 
ple here, which is but just and reasonable, then 
must we adjudge the first judical proceedings to 
have commenced on the 19th day of October. 

But it is said if the notices did not afford suffi- 
cient time for the parties to appear in person, they 
ought to have employed agents to appear for 
them at places where they could not. There isno 
legal substance in this plea. The employment of 
an agent is a measure the sitting member might 
adopt or not at his own option; itis not one that 
the petitioner could dictate, either expressly or 
by implication. The law, indeed, recognizes but 
does not create such agencies; in contemplation 
of legal notices, every person is supposed to trans- 
act his own business. The right to employ an 
agent in such cases is a personal privilege that 
no law can either dictate or deny. The true 
question here is whether the sitting member was 
allowed sufficient time to appear in his own per- 
son at these several places to examine witnesses? 

There is another manifest error, into which 
some gentlemen who have discussed this 
tion of time have fallen, which should not be 
overlooked. It is said it would lead to an un- 
sound and dangerous practice, if we were to per- 
mit this evidence to come in, since it was taken 
after the commiitee had decided that no other evi- 
The error consists in a 
misapprehension of the decision ofthe committee; 
it was not that they would not receive any more 
testimony, but that they would not suspend their 
deliberations with a view of granting further time. If 
their decision had said they would receive no more 
evidence, it would have shut out some of the most 
important depositions which the petitioner pro- 
duced. 
adopted after the decision denying further time 
was made. If these depositions had been re- 
ceived before the report was made, I have no 
doubt they would have been received. 
any assignable reason why they might not as 
well be received now as then? 

The question was asked by one of the majority 


ques- 


These were received, considered, and | 


Is there . 


cially demanded, as the report is required to be 


‘amended in very important matters of substance, 


these notices crowded upon him, until, from the of the committee, why the sitting member had 
29th October, to the 30th of November, he was | not applied to the House for further time in the 
summoned to attend the examination of witnesses | first instance. This question has come froma 
in twelve different places, at an average distance :; quarter I should least have suspected. That gen- 
from each other of sixty-three miles. This would .| tileman should have recollected that the sitting 
allow the sitting member for travel, attendance, | member submitted to the committee, at their first 
and preparation, an average of two days and a || meeting, a preliminary question of great force, 


half; and yet he is charged with ‘‘ negligence” || 
and gross delay, in not preparing himself before | 
the first day of the term for trial. Sir, in justice, ` 
perhaps, to those gentlemen who charge delay in | 
this case, I ought in charity to say that the charge |, 
has been inadvertently made, without due reflec- || 
tion, and with buta slight knowledge of the case. | 
All this time, from the service of the first notice || 
to the 2d day of December, the sitting member 
was employed in cross-examining and resisting | 
the evidence of the petitioner, without an allow- | 
ance of a single day to take depositions in his | 
own defense, unless he chose to take them by a 

forced employment of the time already preoccu- i; 
pied by the other party. The gentlemen who | 
have debated this point, in estimating the time | 


actually allowed, have commenced with the Ist 


of October, the day when the notice of intention ‘| 
to contest the election was served. In this way |; 


which, if sustained, would have dismissed the 
whole case, and dispensed with the necessity of 


further time; that this question the committee had | 


under advisement until the 15th day of January 
before they decided it. When it was decided, he 
applied to the committee for further time; about 
the last of January they decided this question 


against him; immediately after this, the 30th Jan- `` 


uary, he gave his notices for taking depositions, 


and these very depositions which he asks to be | 


allowed were taken under these notices. Now, 
what time had he to apply to the House, after 


ther time, that he did not improve in taking dep- 
ositions? . The question is a singular one, and, 
coming from such a quarter, is calculated to mis- 
lead the House in relation to this question. 

But, sir, [ have detained the House much longer 
than I intended to have done. 


| 
| 


I shall cłose my `; 


and additional evidence is to be received and con- 
sidered. Besides, such a course would better com- 
port with the character in which the House is 
acting—we are sitting here as judges, as a court 
of appeal, and not as a legislative body. 


ADMISSION OF ARKANSAS. 


REMARKS OF HON. GIDEON HARD, 
OF NEW YORK, 
In tHE House or REPRESENTATIVES, 
June 9, 1836, 


On the bill for admitting Arkansas into the Union. 


The constitution of Arkansas having been submitted to 
Congress for its approval, containing in the ninth article, 
the words, “The General Assembly shall have no power 
to pass a law for the emancipation of slaves without the 
consent of the owners,” Mr. ADAMS proposed an amend- 
ment to the bill admitting the State with that constitution, 
in these words: “ That nothing in this act shall be construed 
as an assent by Congress to the article of the constitution 
of the State relating to slavery and the emancipation of 
slaves.” 


Mr. HARD rose to oppose the bill and advo- 
cate the amendment; but said, as the committee 
had been in session twenty hours, and every mem- 
ber must feel seriously the fatigue of this long 
session, and as the bill had been taken up for con- 
sideration since twelve o’clock at night, he hoped 
the committee would rise to enable those who 
wished to give their views of the measure an op- 
portunity to examine more carefully the bill and 
other papers and documents connected with it. 

_ The committee refusing to rise by a large ma- 
jority, 

Mr. H. proceeded: Iam unable to perceive any 
good reason why this important measure should 
be thus cree pushed through amidst dark- 
ness, fatigue, and confusion, or why gentlemen 
should be summoned from their beds at this un- 
seasonable hour, and compelled to give their votes 
upon the bill without time or opportunity for ex- 
amination or reflection. Is it matter of no moment 
to us or the American people that we are about 
to add one more State to this Union? Does it 
afford no rebuke to inconsiderate haste that this 
bill adds one star more to the constellation of our 
confederated republics? Do not the safety of the 
Constitution, the defense of civil liberty, and the 
cause of humanity itself, require reflection and 
consideration, before we pass this bill? 

I have had no opportunity until since the bill 
was taken up in committee of examining this case. 
But the little acquaintance I have obtained with 
the various matters connected with it, and the few 


' hours’ reflection I have bestowed upon the con- 


stitution of Arkansas, I am solemnly impressed 
with the momentous character of the bill as a 
measure vitally connected with the peace of the 


: Union and the harmony and political iniereet of 


| Re 
m ! cand 
the decision of the committee was made, for fur- ` 


they have fallenintoan error. This was arid | remarks by saying, that the subject ought to be | 
a notice of an intention to contest the seat. Al-; committed to the Committee of the Whole, for | 
though, by the laws of North Carolina, such a i| the reasons I have before intimated. This has |: 
notice js made a prerequisite, it has never been i| been the usual course. I have examined all the |: 
considered by this House the commencement of || cases which have been reported, and I cannot find |, 
judicial proceedings. It has been decided, in an | a solitary case where the report of the committee | 
adjudicated ease arising in this House, that, al- || was contested and disputed, that the case has not |; 
though such a previous notice indicated a dispo- '| been committed to a Committee of the Whole ‘| 
sition to contest the scat, it did not evince a fixed |! House, In this case such a course is more espe- | 


the nation. 

Sir, the decision we make upon this bill will 
carry with it the interesting result of conferring 
liberty or perpetuating slavery to millions of 
human beings yet unborn. Yes, sir, the decision 
we make this morning with sleepless eyes and 
debilitated bodies, will proclaim through your 


i Journals to the world and posterity whether the 


Representatives of the people of this far-famed 
ublic, the collected guardians of civil liberty 
the rights of man, have the virtue and patriot- 
ism to defend and carry out the sound maxims 
that form the true basis of this excellent form of 
Government; or whether, for the sake of advanc- 
ing the interest of a miserable partisan policy, 
they will sacrifice both the honor and liberty of 
their country, by entailing upon the freemen of a 
sovereign State the interminable institution of 
slavery. : ae 
Sir, we are about to adopt a legislative ordi- 
nance, which, when sanctioned by the proper 
authorities, will pass from under our jurisdiction. 
We can never reclaim it; the faith of the nation 
will stand pledged to abide by it; and however 
odious and dangerous it may prove to the har- 
mony of the Union, we can never amend or re- 
peal it. So far as the faith ang integrity, if not 
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the power, of Congress are concerned, it will be, 
like the laws of the Medes and Persians, irrev- 
ocably confirmed and established. Is there any 
circunistance connected with the business of the 
House to justify for a moment such rashness in 
legislation? For one, I am not prepared to admit 
the State of Arkansas on an equal footing with 
other States, without an effort at least to restrict 
her to a form of government that shall harmonize 
with the principles of the Constitution. I cannot 
consent to be driven to sustain a measure fraught 
with such infinite peril to the cause of personal 
liberty, without one effort to resist it. 
reason to expect that the committee would have 
exercised its courtesy in allowing us one day for 
deliberation. Butas it has just refused to rise, 
and has more than indmad its determination, 
by frequent vociferations of ‘ Question ! ques- 
tion!” to push the bill toa passage at this sitting, 
or at least to place it where they can stop debate 
by the previous question, I trust I shall be par- 
doned for detaining it a few moments with a 
statement of some of the reasons that shall dic- 
tate my vote on the bill. 

In touching the subject of slavery or the right 
claimed by any State to sustain it, [ feel all the 
delicacy and embarrassment any one can feel, who 
labors, as Ido, undera solemn conviction that they 
are subjects connected with the highest interest, 
and I may add domestic safety of the citizens of 
the south and southwestern States of this Union. 
And I feel the more painful embarrassment from 
the fresh recollection of the fearful excitement 
that pervaded all sections of the country, and the 
consternation it spread among the slaveholding 
community, at a period immediately preceding 
this present session of Congress. I would rather 


have remained silent than provoked anew those | 


discordant feelings, which, at the early period of 
our deliberations, had marred the harmony of 
legislation, and which, though half smothered, 
sull smoulders within these walls. I would have 
refrained from adding one word, but from the im- 
pee of a strong sense of paramount duty which 

owe to my Station, my constituents, and the 
cause of humanity. Happy would it have been 
for the country if these subjects could have been 
deferred until the recent excitement was fully 
allayed; an excitement which not only threatened 
a revolution and a separation of the Union, but 
was fearfully portentous of a servile war, that 
must have deluged the fairest portion of this 
country in the blood of our brethren and kindred 
—a war that would have proved more relentless 
and implacable to the cries of defenseless inno- 
cence than the most terrific wars of the tomahawk 
and scalping-knife. 

In submitting my brief remarks, I beg to assure 
gentlemen of the slaveholding States that, while 
fam opposed to this bill, I hold as sacred and 
inviolable as any one in this House the rights 
secured to all those States who were parties to the 
original compact. I would as readily engage in 
acrusade against the Union itself as touch one 
word, or obliterate one letter, of that dear-bought 
compromise which gave them their rights over 
their slave property. The views which I enter- 
tain of the propriety and constitutional authority 
of perpetuating human slavery in the new States 
and ‘Territories belonging to this Government 
have not the slighest application to the original 
States of the Confederacy. The Thirteen United 
States formed so many parties to the compact, 
each of whom were left free to adopt or reject it, 
ad libitum. While the compact was in progress 
of formation each had an undoubted right to pro- 
pose articles of stipulation, which, when adopted, 
formed part and parcel of the whole. The in- 
strument, when legalized, was obligatory in all 
its parts or in none of them. It bound all the 


parties, or none; and whatever may be the disad- | 
vantages arising to either or any of the parties, 


there is no remedy save through the mode pre- 
acribed in the instrument itself. However deeply 
we may deplore the existence of slavery at the 
South, as the compact has left them free to sus- 
tain it or not, we are bound to acquiesce in it. 
Congress has no power to interfere with it with- 
out the consent of the States interested. But, sir, 
the reasons which impel us to acquiesce in the 


right to hold human beings in slavery among the .: 


I had | 


TO 
| original States, does by no means authorize Con- 
| gress to perpetuate it in the new one. There is 
no compact existing between the General Gov- 
ernment and any of the new States or the Terri- 


tory of Arkansas, whereby it has conceded to | 


them the right to barter in human flesh; and I 


| am determined, while I have the honor of a seat | 
on this floor, never to give my vote for a meas- | 


ure that will sanction or permit such a gloomy 
practice. I shall, therefore, vote very readily and 


cheerfully against the passage of this bill; and I | 
shall do so under a conscientious belief that Con- : 


gress has no power to admit a State into the 
Union with a constitutional government which 
authorizes and sustains human slavery. 

All will concede that Congress acts under con- 
stitutional grants, and that it can take nothing 
by naked implication; that where the terms of 
the grant are clear and determinate, the exercise 
of the power derived under it should conform to 
the letter of the grant. But where the terms are 


rendered vague by their generality, or want of | 


clearness, such construction should be given 
them as best comports with the spirit of the Con- 
stitution. 

Congress derives its power to admit new States 
from the third section of the fourth article of the 
Constitution of the United States, which declares 
that “ new States may be admitted by Congress 
into this Union.’’ Here the terms of the grant 
are general, and, unconnected with the fourth 
section of the same article, would literally imply 
a power to admit a State without regard to its 
form of government; and yct I presume that, 
even under this general grant, no gentleman will 
contend that Congress would be authorized to 
admit to Federal union and political association 
a State under the sovereignty of adespot. Should 
such a State apply for admission, and claim its 
right under this general grant, Congress would 
appeal to construction, and urge these grounds 
as a reason for denying the application, that such 
admission would be contrary to the spirit of the 
Constitution, as it would destroy the unity, 

_impair the harmony, and change the character 
of our national Government. 

But the fourth section of the fourth article of 
the Constitution comes in aid of that power, and 
renders clear and determinate what was before, 
from a too great generality of the terms, left 
doubtful. By that section it is declared that 

the United States shall guarantee to every State 
‘in this Union a republican form of government, 
and shall protect each of them from invasion.” By 
taking these two sections in connection, as they 
clearly should be, the power of Congress over 
these subjects would be rendered clear, determ- 
inate, and consistent with every other grant. The 


two clauses, taken together, confer a power that | 


is entire, unique, and indivisible, which is ex- 

ressed thus: “ Congress may admit new States 
into this Union, and the United States shall 
guaranty a republican form of government, and 


rotect them from invasion.” If Congress, then, ` 
in admitting a new State, is bound to guaranty | 
a republican form of government, a duty is cre- | 
ated which raises a corresponding right to in- ` 
quire into the terms of the government, founded ` 
by the State to be admitted, and a right to dictate : 


the form of its fundamental code or constitution, 


with a view of rendering it consistent with such | 


a form of government; and this it has a right to 
do as a fundamental condition of its admission. 

In pursuance of this right, and in the exercise 

' of the power, it is the imperious duty of Con- 

gress to examine carefully the constitution of 

Arkansas now before it; and before that State be 

' admitted into the Union Congress should be sat- 


isfied that the constitution under which it intends | 


‘to organize will secure to the’ citizens of that 
State a republican form of government. This, 


bred in the school of strict construction, and who 
claim for the States all power, and leave to the 
Gencral Government none, It may seem to them 
to savor of the heresy of consolidation. 
rights school men, if it be sustained by the Con- 
stitution in letter or spirit, it will lose nothing by 
denunciations from that quarter. 1 disclaim all 
devotion to the doctrine of consolidation, as de- 


i sir, may be a startling proposition to such as are | 


But as | 
odious as it may appear to the modern State- . 


|! fined by the cant scribblers of the day. While 


‘| I would be proud to acknowledge myself the 
| humble and loyal subject of Federal supremacy, 
IT would still claim to be the faithful and fearless 
| advocate of the rights, the unabridged rights, of 
| State sovereignty ; but I can never be so far for- 
` getful of the duty I owe to the one, nor so rashly 
commit myself to the interests of the other, as 
to surrender the power the Constitution has con- 
ferred on me asa Representative of the people, 
_of defending the cause of constitutional liberty 
wherever it may be assailed in the person of any 
citizen, let him be aresident of what State he will. 
What, let me ask gentlemen, were the motive 
: and end of our Federal Union? If we may credit 
the recorded testimony of the patriots who formed 
_it, as avowed in the preamble to the Constitution, 
‘it was designed “to establish justice, insure 
| domestic tranquillity, provide for the common 
| defense, promote the general welfare, and secure 
| the blessings of liberty to ourselves and our pos- 
jterity.’? These, sir, were among the great and 
| noble motives that induced the brave and the 
|, wise of former days to propose and establish a 
i National Union. ‘These were the principles, to 
secure which they incurred all the horrors of a 
i; domestic war, and pledged their lives, their for- 
|; tunes, and their sacred honors; and these are the 
| 


principles which we, as legislators, are required 
|, tO maintain and defend, not to transgress, either 
| directly, by open acts of violation, or indirectly, 
i by conniving at the introduction or perpetuation 
of slavery within the boundaries of any of the 
Territories of this Union. 
| On examining the ordinance adopted by the 
| convention of Arkansas, I find, as a whole, it 
: exhibits the most singular incongruity of parts. 
While it professes to protect liberty, it establishes 
‘the most degrading species of slavery, and dig- 
nifies it with a place in the fundamental charter 
of the Government. It contains many provisions 
worthy of a free and enlightened people, and 
such as would excite the admiration of the patriot 
| and philanthropist, while it embraces others that 
| create disgust. It commences, in the language 
i| of the convention, with high professions ofattach- 
| ment to the noble maxims of free government, 
and adopts, almost verbatim, the language of the 
| Declaration of Independence. It promises to 
| sustain the personal liberty of the citizen, and 
| recommends as essential to the preservation of a 
|, free Government a diffusion of knowledge and 
intellectual improvement among the people. In 
' the main, this ordinance asserts and adopts the 
elementary principles ofa republican government, 
‘and were it not for the insertion of that odious 
| section in relation to human slavery, that dis- 
| cordant note in the music of its parts, it would 
have commanded my most cordial approbation. 
By the first section of the second clause of the 
ninth article of this ordinance it is declared ‘* that 
" the General Assembly shall have no power to 
| pass laws for the emancipation of slaves without 
the consent of the owner; they shall have no 
power to prevent emigrants to this State from 
bringing with them such persons as are deemed 
slaves by the laws of any one of the United 
States; they shall have power to pass laws to 
permit the owners of slaves to emancipate them, 
saving the rights of the creditors, and preventing 
them from becoming a public charge; they shalt 
© have power to prevent slaves from being brought 
to this State ag merchandise, and oblige owners of 
slaves to treat them with humanity.” These 
' arc placed alongside of those lofty and admirable 
provisions to which 1 have just alluded, and 
which, were it not for them, would reflect honor 
and credit upon the people of Arkansas. | With 
these extraordinary and heretical principles 
avowed and adopted into their constitution, ought 
we, have we the power, to admit that Territory 
into the Union “on an equal footing with the 
| other States??? Were I to vote for its admission, 
` I should feel I had done criminal violence to the 
oath [ had taken ‘ to support the Constitution of 
' the United States,” J should feel guilty of having 
neglected an important duty I owe to my country 
' as one of its Representatives—that of “ taking 
care that the Republic reeci¥e no barm.” 1 can- 
‘not vote for the admission of that Territory as 
‘long as that section is in her constitution. That 


584 


APPENDIX TO THE CONGRESSION AL GLOBE. 


[June 9, 


J4ru Conc... lst Sess. 


section entirely changes the character of the Gov- 
ernment. The amendment of the gentleman from 


Massachusetts, though it disavows the assent of 


Congress to that article, does not remove the evil 
nor would it restore to it the republican character. 
Tt would still be a Government which tolerated 
the crossest tyranny. I believe, therefore, such 
admission to be contrary to the spirit, if not the 
letter, of the Constitution. 

The instrument does not secure to the people 
a republican form of government. lt permits the 
existence of the most degrading and absolute 
species of domestic slavery, and actually prohibits 
the legislative branch of the Government from 
passing laws to remove it. It places the slave 
further beyond the reach of human laws or any 
of its remedies than it does the property the citi- 
zen may hold in inanimate matter, While the 
Legislature may pass a law taking from you your 
personal property without your consent, on re- 
turning a fair equivalent, it is forbidden to liber- 
ate your slave, without consent, for any com- 
pensation. I am aware that an opinion prevails 
throughout a large portion of the Union, and is 
honestly entertained by a large, honorable, and 
intelligent class of citizens, that a Government 
may be republican in its form, and still permit 
domestic slavery; and they gravely refer us to 
the laws and usages of ancient republics to sustain 
them. The truth of this proposition depends 
upon the fact whether the Constitution recognizes 
slavery, or whether it be a usage which has grown 
up into a custom by common consent, aside from 
any constitutional provision or sanction. In the 
first instance, it becomes a fundamental ordinance, 
which rises above all law: in the second, itis a 
custom merely, ora law springing from legisla- 
tive enactments, in which case it is under the 
control and regulation of the law-making power. 
In the first instance the Government is in fault: 
in the other, the moral condition of the municipal 
regulations. The one is, or ought to be, under 
the supervision of the General Government: the 
other under that of the State authorities. In the 


[j 


first instance, the Government cannot be called | 


republican: in the other, it may. But, sir, aside 
from these distinctions, it may be safely affirmed 


that a republican government that recognizes sla- | 


very in its fundamental code, is a gross political 


solecism, and it can obtain no sanction from the | 
laws and usages of the ancient States. Politicians | 
of the present age should be aware that a polit- | 
ical argument, in relation to our national policy, | 


founded upon a supposed resemblance between 
the tenor and spirit of our Government and those 
of ancient republics, affords but a feeble authority 
in defense of the errors of the latter. The term 
republican, as applied to the science of govern- 
ment with us, does not borrow its import from the 
schools of antiquity. 


philologists of the Revolution. The doctors of 
those days knew best how to apply terms of gov- 
ernment to their appropriate ideas. They affixed 


names to a set of principles that laid the founda- |) 


tion of our happy and much admired form of 
Government. By a practical experience in the 
school of adversity, they became familiarly ac- 
quainted with the use of those principles, and 
were enabled to assign them their appropriate 
objects in the various departments of human soci- 
ety. They tell us ‘‘they hold these truths to be 
self-evident, that all men are created equal; that 
they arc endowed by their Creator with certain 
inalienable rights; that among these are life, liberty, 
and the pursuit of happiness; that, to secure these 
rights, Governments are instituted among men, 
deriving their just powers from the consent of the 
governed.” These are the political axioms upon 
which our beautiful and noble Constitution was 
founded. They compose theelements from which 
it derived its existence, its spirit, and by which 
it is sustained; and when it speaks of arepublican 
form of government, it contemplates one that 
embodies and supports these axioms—one that 
combines all, and is repugnant to none of them. 
How does the constitution of Arkansas com- 
port with this description? Does it teach that all 
men are created equal? That they are endowed 
with the inalienable right of liberty and the pursuit 
of happiness? Or does it hold in substance that 


Its legitimate application |: 
was ascertained and established by the political | 


| authorizing the people of the T'e 
souri to form a constitution and State government, | 


a grade below the brute beasts that herd in your 

lains, or the flocks that feed upon the hills. 
While it treats the slaves as the personal prop- 
erty of the master, it holds them less protected 
by the laws of God and man than your beasts of 
burden. Yes, sir, while the common law of the 
land so far regards the rights and comforts of the 
domestic animal, that its cruel treatment will 
subject him who inflicts it to an indictment and 
punishment at law, this ordinance leaves the pro- 
tection of the slave a contingent right, depending 
upon the uncertainty of human legislation. It 
imposes upon the slave the most rigid exactions 
to obedience of the laws of the State, while it 
denies him the right to participate in their enact- 
ment. In short, sir, to give a synopsis of the 
whole parallel which may be fairly drawn between 
the Constitutions of the United States and of 
Arkansas, the former assumes, upon the prin- 
ciples of our Declaration of Rights, that all men 
are born equal, and have an equal voice in the 
formation of that Government by which they are 
protected and governed; while the latter denies 
such natural equality, and holds that some men are 
born slaves, and have no natural right to partici- 
pate in the formation of that Government to which 
they are responsible. These form antagonist 
theses, and assert principles so ample in their 
influence upon the science of politics, and yet so 
opposite in their natures and discordant in their 
tendency, that they cannot but give rise to re- 
spective forms of government, which in their 
character, result, and moral action, will be the 
antipodes of each other. If this be so, is there 
not danger that by the admission of a State with 
such a form given toits original and fundamental 
ordinance, we give to the Confederacy such con- 
flicting interests and principles of action as to 
endanger the peace, the harmony and the safety 
of the Union? 

The important and impending question then 
properly recurs, whether the letter or the spirit 
of the Federal Constitution will authorize Con- 
gress to admit to the bosom of our national Union 
the State of Arkansas, while its constitution or 
fundamental ordinance embodies political ele- 
ments hostile to personal liberty and the inalien- 
able rights of its citizens. 

I am aware that it will be, as it already has 
been, contended that, by the Missouri compromise, 
as it has been preposterously termed, Congress 
has parted with its right to prohibit the introduc- 
tion of slavery within any part of the territory of 
the Louisiana purchase south of 360 30’ north lati- 
tude. There are, to my mind, two substantial 


;, and unanswerable objections to the soundness of 
, that proposition. 


In the first place, there was no 
compromise or compact whereby Congress sur- 
rendered any power or yiclded any jurisdiction; 
and in the second place, if it had done so, it was 


; a mere legislative act, that could not bind their 


successors; it would be subject to repeal et the 


will of any succeeding Congress. There was no 5 


compromise or surrender on the part of the Gen- 
eral Government. In the serics of acts and res- 
olutions passed on that occasion, there were a 
number of reservations of power and right, and 
some restrictions imposed upon the constitution 
of Missouri; but in no part of the history of that 
case can you find a solitary act of relinquishment. 
By the act of Congress of the 6th March, 1820, 
tritory of Mis- 


there were two’ very important restrictions im- 
posed upon the convention in relation to this very 
subject. By the proviso to the fo 
they were requi 


section, slavery 
; 7 rever prohibited 
in ‘all that part of the territory ceded by France 
tothe United States lying north of 360 30’ of north 
latitude, and not included within the limits of that 
State.” Under this act the people of Missouri, 
on the 12th of June of the same year, called a 


urth section, | 
l wer red to form a constitution repub- | 
' lican in its form, and not repugnant to that of the 

United States; and by the eighth 
: and involuntary servitude were fo 
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convention, and agreed upon a constitution em- 
bracing an article in principle precisely like that 
in the ninth article of the constitution of Arkan- 
sas, prohibiting its Gereral Assembly from pass- 
ing any law emanucipating slaves without the con- 
sent of the owner. There was another clause in 
their constitution equally repugnant to civil lib- 
erty, which prohibited free negroes and mulattoes 
from settling in that State ander any pretext 
whatever. This constitution was submitted to 
Congress at its next session, and gave rise toa 
discussion which, whether we consider its pro- 
tracted length, or the thrilling interest it excited 
throughout the country, has never been surpassed 
on any other occasion in the annals of our legis- 
lation. This fearful war of words, which putin 
jeopardy the Union itself, resulted in the adop- 
tion of a resolution by Congress admitting that 
State into the Union, upon the fundamental con- 
dition that the convention should repeal the fourth 
clause of the twenty-sixth section of the third ar- 
ticle in her constitution, which authorizes her 
Legislature to pass laws prohibiting “ free negroes 
and mulattoes from settling-in that State, under 
any pretext whatever,” and pledge the faith of 
the State that no such law ever should be passed. 
The convention of Missouri assented to the re- 
striction imposed by the resolution, and complied 
with the condition, and, by a subsequent provis- 
ion of the General Government, she was admit- 
ted into the Union without the addition of one 
word or one syllable in relation to the subject of 
slavery. 

Where, sir, permit me to ask, can you find, in 
all these the terms of a compromise, in law or in 
fact? Surely there is none expressed; and it 
would be dangerous to admit one by implication. 
The first act expressly requires her to establish 

‚a republican form of government, and positively 
forbids the introduction of slavery into any part 
of the Territory out of which that State was 
carved, north of a certain line of latitude. And 
the subsequent resolution of Congress of 1821 re- 
quires of the convention to expunge from the 
constitution another exceptionable article in re- 
lation to free negroes and mulattoes, to which 
requisition it implicitly complied. But, sir, where 
will you find an act of concession or surrendery ? 
The clear inference to be drawn from a careful 
examination of the whole case is, that Congress 
never did relinquish her prerogative of power or 
jurisdiction over any part of this subject or Ter- 
ritory. The most that can be said of the subse- 
quent act of admission of that new State, with 

| that exceptionable clause in her constitution, will, 

‘I apprehend, amount to this: that the General 
Governmentslept uponits rights, and suffered the 
Constitution, by its culpable negligence, (which, 
be it known, received the merited rebuke of the 
people,) to be violated in one of its most solemn 
and sacred provisions. . 

But, sir, ifthere were a compact or compromise, 

` who were the parties? Now, I suppose, in legis- 
lation and diplomacy, as in law, to every compact 
there must be at least two parties. The Federal 

: Government and the sovereignty of Missouri 

, were the parties litigant, or contracting parties. 

` Concede, for the argument, that this transaction 
|’ should be dignified with the solemnity of a com- 
| promise; what were its terms! Why, that Mis- 

' souri should come into the Union, bringing with 

| her a fundamental law perpetuating slavery, and 
| that she should relinquish her right to prohibit 
|| free negroes and mulattoes from settling in that 

State. Admit this to bea compact, and the terms 

| just recited the articles of stipulation, what con- 
inection or relation does it bear to the constitu- 

Mi of Arkansas? What right or power had 

| 

1 

| 
| 


Missouri to make a compact or compromise which 
should act, prospectively, over anew, uninhabited, 
and then unsurveyed wilderness, wholly without 
its boundaries? What right had Missouri to 
dictate terms of admission to a State not then 
, in existence? Surely, if such compromise had 
|, been formed, the people of Arkansas would have 
| been at full liberty to disavow it. It could not 
| bind them, neither could it the General Govern- 
ment. ‘This is not a compromise, not even as 
it regards Missouri, much less in its operation 
| upon the rights and immunities of the people of 
| Arkansas. 
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NORTHERN BOUNDARY OF OHIO. 


REMARKS OF HON. G. N. BRIGGS, 


OF MASSACHUSETTS, 
In rue Horse or REPRESENTATIVES, 
June 15, 1836, 
Upon the bill to fix the Northern Boundary of the State of 
Ohio. 

Mr. BRIGGS said, though the question as to 
the boundary between Ohio and Michigan had 
produced a great and protracted excitement be- 
tween the parties interested, the whole matter, in 
his opinion, turned upon a single point—all de- 
pended upon the construction of a proviso in the 
fifth fundamental article of the ordinance of 1787. 
The subject had undergone the most learned and 
elaborate discussion and investigation by com- 
mittees in both Houses of Congress, and by gen- 
tlemen representing the interests of Ohio and 
Michigan. Buta large portion of the labor had 
been expended upon branches of the subject 
which, in his view, were not necessary to enable 
us to come to a correct decision of what he con- 
sidered the main point in issue. He agreed with 
the gentleman from Kentucky, [Mr. Unver- 
woop,] that the true interpretation of the ordi- 
nance of 1787 was the important thing to be ascer- 
tained. That was the question. Mr. B. said he 
was frank to declare, if he could surmount the 
difficulty which he encountered in the ordinance 
of 1787, as a matter of expediency, he would give 
his assent to the line as claimed by Ohio. This 
difficulty, however, he had not been able to master. 

When he first read that ordinance with atten- 
tion he was strongly impressed with the opinion 
that the line running east and west through the 
southerly bend of Lake Michigan was intended 
by its framers to be an unalterable line between 
the three States south of it, and the one ortwo 
States which Congress might ‘think proper to 
establish in that part of the territory’? north of it. 
Since then, he had read, witha good deal of care, 
the reports and arguments on both sides, but 


without weakening or changing his first opinion. : 


From a perusal of the whole of the fifth article 


to which he had alluded, and looking to the lan- | 


guage of the proviso, which more immediately 
relates to this boundary, it was made very clear, 
indeed, to his mind that it was designed to be a 
fixed and permanent boundary. 

In that ordinance, it is said, ‘it is hereby or- 
dained and declared, by the authority aforesaid, 
that the following articles shall be considered as 
articles of compact between the original States 
and the people and States in the said Territory, 
and forerer remain unalterable, unless by common 
consent.” Article fifth declares ‘‘ there shall be 
formed, in the said Territory, not less than three, 
nor more than five States; and the boundaries of 
the said States, as soon as Virginia shall alter her 
act of cession, and consent to the samc, shall be- 
come fixed and established, as follows.’? Then 
follows a description of the boundaries of the 
three Territories, since erected into the States of 
Ohio, Indiana, and Illinois, the northern bound- 


ary of each of which is the territorial line between 


the United States and Canada. ‘* Provided, how- 
ever, and it is further understood and declared, 


that the boundaries of these three States shall be ` 


subject to be so far altered, that if Congress shall , 
hereafter find it expedient, they shall have author- | 1 a C í J 
i: ing on the people of Michigan to give their con- ; 


ity to form one or two States in that part of the 
said Territory which lies north of an east and west 
line drawn through the southern bend or extreme 
of Lake Michigan.’? No one has expressed a 
doubt that the boundaries of the three States de- 
scribed in this article, but for the power conferred 
on Congress by the proviso, are among the things 
declare 
consent,” The 
power, if they : 
the boundaries of these three States. But how 
to alter them? To what extent may these limits, 
p particularly and carefully described, be changed 
by 
the proviso is clear an 
There would seem to be hardly i 
ence of opinion upon it. *“ The boundaries of 
these States shall be subject to be so far altered, 

that Congress moy, if they see fit, form one or 


p 


the National Legislature? The language of, 
d explicit on this point. | 
room fora differ- | 


two States in that part of the said Territory which 
lies north of an east and west line drawn through 


` the southerly bend of Lake Michigan. Congress 


. unalterable. 


has exercised their power under this clause by 
saying that there shall be one or more States in 
that part of the said Territory. Having thus 
used the power, they can no further alter the 
boundaries of the three States, than by fixing 
their new northern limits where the proviso di- 
rects them to be fixed. 

But it is argued that the power to form one or 
two States in that part of the Territory north of 
the line drawn through the southerly bend of 
Lake Michigan, means that they may form one 
or more States anywhere, in any part of the Terri- 
tory north of said line, and that they need not, 
unless they choose, make that line the base or 
southern boundary of the State or States so 
formed. Is this the common sense, the obvious, 
and the natural construction of the terms used? 
It seems to me to be quite the reverse. The lan- 
guage is not that Congress may form one or two 
States in a part, or in any part of the Territory 
named; but that they may form one or two States 
in that part of the said Territory which lies north 
of a given line. They can make no more than 
two States, at any rate, in that Territory, and they 


can no further alter the boundaries of the other i 
States, thon by forming the one or two States in | 


that part of the Territory north of the said line. 
The first clause of the fifth article, referring to 
the whole Territory, declares there shallbe formed, 
“tin the said Territory, not less than three, nor 
more than five States.” Will it be contended 
that the intention of this clause of that article 
would have been complied with by forming five 
States in a part of that whole Territory, excluding 
from their limits a portion of it? Yet the phrase- 
ology is precisely the same in the one case as it 
is in the other. The true meaning, then, is, that 
the one or two States shall be formed in all that 
p of the Territory north of the designated line. 

his appears to me to be the clear and plain 
import and meaning of the language used. If 
this is correct, it follows of necessity that by the 
exercisg of the power given under the proviso, 


the northern boundaries of the three States are | 


so far altered as to be on the east and west tine 


running through the southerly bend of the lake, | 


instead of being on the territorial linc between 
the United States and Canada. Beyond this, 
Congress cannot alter the boundarics of those 


States without the common consent, because by || 


the ordinance these limits are declared to be 
By the bill under consideration, 
Congress undertakes to establish a different 
boundary for the northern part of Ohio from either 
of those indicated in this ordinance, not only 
without, but against, the consent of Michigan. 
In doing this, I believe they transcend their 
powers. Holding this opinion, Iam constrained 
to vote against the bill. 

The bill for the admission of Michigan into 
the Union, which has passed both Houses of 


Congress, and only waits the signature of the 


to be unalterable, ‘ unless by common || 
roviso gives to Congress the , 
shall think it expedient, to alter | 


President to make it a law, contains the same 
provision as to the northern boundary of Ohio 
as the one before us. This is one of the reasons 
which led me to oppose that measure by my vote. 


There were, to be surec, other objections of great 


weight; but this, standing alonc, would have 


been sufficient to have settled my opinion against ; 


it. {tis true there was a clause in that bill call- 


sent to the boundary as therein established. 


. Upon that consent depends their admission into 


: gent. 


the Union. This, in my view, is another highly - 
: objectionable feature in that bill. 
‘tion isa palpable violation of the rights of the 
people of that Territory. Acting under its in- |! 


Its incorpora- 


fluence, they are, toall intents, in a state of moral 
duress. You place the boundary between them 
and a neighboring State where, they say, you 
have no authority to place it, without their con- 
They remonstrate against your act. 


‘; you go on and do what they protest you have no 
‘tight to do, and tell them that unless they give 


$ 


| 


their assent to this violation of the compact, this 
dismembermentof their Territory, they shall not 
come into the Union, but remain in a state of 


| territorial bondage and dependence. Is this keep- 


f 


ing the faith of the nation with the people of 


Still : 


Michigan according to the plain and obvious 
|| meaning of the ordinance of 1787? If Congress 
‘| has the power and the right to fix the northern 
| boundary of the State of Ohio where she claims 
| it should be, and where the act of admission 
| fixes it, why require the people of Michigan to 
give their assent to it as a condition of their ad- 
mission? Jf Congress has not this right without 
the consent of the people of Michigan, where is 
the justice of the attempt to extort that consent 
from them? These, sir, are,in short, the reasons 
which compel me to stand up, though in a small 
. minority, against the bill which you are about to 
pass by an overwhelming majority. 

But that majority, however large, cannot annul, 
though they may violate, the sacred and unal- 
terable ordinance of 1787; an ordinance that will 
forever remain as a lofty monument of the wis- 
dom and patriotism of its authors. The faith 
which it pledges should never be tarnished by a 
Violation of its spirit, or an evasion of any of its 
provisions. 


FORTIFICATION BILL. 


SPEECH OF HON. J. R. INGERSOLL, 


OF PENNSYLVANIA, 
In roe House or REPRESENTATIVES, 
May 24, 1836, 
Ou the bill making appropriations for certain fortifications. 


The House having resolved itself into a Com- 
mittee of the Whole, for the consideration of the 
bill making appropriations for certain fortifica- 
tions— 


Mr. INGERSOLL said: 
If I were to consult my own inclination alone, 
T. would cheerfully yield the floor, which has been 
awarded tome. The gentleman from Vermont, 
(Mr. HaLL,} who claims it with me, may rest 
assured that no one could have been better satis- 
fied, if he had chanced to gain the oe 
i than myself. But being in the lists, I am bound 
to fight the battle of my constituents, at the haz- 
ard even of abusing the almost exhausted patience 
of the committee, and of disappointing or delaying 
those who hear me in the enjoyment which they 
havea right to expect, when I shall have finished 
‘the few remarks I have to make. After the sev- 
eral subjects of general interest involved in the 
discussion have been debated by so many gen- 
'| tlemen, and so much at length, I could scarcely 
| hope, under any circumstances, to add materially 
i to the stock of argument which has been accu- 
i mulated. But after a fatiguing session of many 
hours, I shall receive especial credit for the assur- 
ance that I rise with much reluctance to occupy 
even a small portion of the time which is still 
allotted to the present debate. Its hours I know 
are numbered; and the sun, which is now going 
down in clouds, will not rise again until the la- 
bors of this committee shall have closed, 
Different measures are almost immediately be- 
| fore us, which are perpetually straggling for pre- 
| cedence; they are in appearance altogether dis- 
| similar. A stranger, On a cursory, or even a 
‘ careful examination, would scarcely detect any 
points of resemblance between them. Yet they 
‘are, in trath, closely, and, perhaps, inseparably 
united; dependent so far upon each other, that 
the result of any one of them cannot fail seriously 
to affect the rèst; constituting, as they do, only 
i| parts of one comprehensive system, upon the 
i| due workings of which, in its entire and perfect 
character, may depend the wholesome and vigor- 
i| ous condition of the whole body-politic. A dis- 
tribution of revenue among the States cannot be 
made, no matter how desirable it may be, unless 
| the necessary wants of the Government arc first 
' supplied. The extent of funds which shall be 
| applied by law to particular objects, must depend 
| not only upon their own intrinsic merits, but upon 
a comparison of the urgency and importance of 
| them with others of a national character; and 
‘ when these points are settled, it may be essen- 
tially increased or diminished by the ability which 
exists to make a due and useful expenditure of 
them during the present year. In determining, 
also, either upon distribution or expenditure, it 
becomes a scrious duty to inquire whether the 
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requisite funds for either object are, in their 
nominal amount, ready at the call of the Govern- | 
ment. Are they husbanded and improved with | 
the care of the good and faithful servant; or, like 
the talent committed to the foolish servant, are 
they buried in useless inactivity; or, still more 
inexcusably, are they like trusts betrayed by false 
stewards, perverted and abused to corrupt and 
wicked purposes? 

The bill immediately before us is to appropriate 
funds for fortifications. But it is impossible, in 
the most faithful attention to it, to lose sight of 
the proposal to divide among the States the pro- 
ceeds of the public lands, or even the incidental 

uestion of a reference of that momentous sub- 
ject, and to which committce it properly belongs. 
As much out of course would it be to separate 
from this direct inquiry the resolutions which 
have been introduced to permit a scrutiny into 
the state of the public funda: the security or peril 
in which they stand; the arrangements which 
have been made in adopting particular deposit- 
ories; the inducements for such selections; and 
all the mysterious circumstances by which they 
are surrounded, 

When any one of these cardinal measures has 
been formally before the House, it has been made 
the basis of broader discussion than its own mere 
provisions would seem absolutely to require. If 
the discussion has not extended beyond the vari- 
ous merits of them all, coincidents of each other, 
as I have stated them to be, it has done no more 
than fulfill its correct and lawful office. Were it 
confined to narrower limits, it would be restricted 
far within the range of useful and, perhaps, of 
necessary argument. 

The subject which claims and deserves chief 
attention is awaiting its disposition here only in 

reliminary; it has passed the ordeal of the other 

ranch of the Legislature, and is before this 
House on the several propositions of reference. 
It proposes to divide the ies of the public 
lands among the several States according to the 
ratio of representation, with the paternal and 
patriotic object of promoting internal improve- ; 
ment and general education. In giving it shape | 
and direction, it would seem to be fair that its | 
friends should exercise peculiar influence. Their ' 
objects are early consideration, and an opportu- | 
nity, if it deserve it, for successful action. They | 
ask no more. When it is matured, (and zk 
they believe to be its present condition,) it must ' 
stand or fall, according to its own merits; but | 
they beseech you not to mar or maim it in its | 
progress. Who is there, really its friend, that || 
desires a reference to one of the standing com- | 
mittees of the House? Who that is opposed to 
it will consent to its receiving at once the free | 
discussion of a Committee of the Whole? A| 
reference to the Committee of Ways and Means 
would insure an unfavorable report or consign it 
to lasting oblivion. This inference is drawn not, |! 
of course, from anything that has occurred in | 
the committee, but from the distinct avowal on | 
this floor of the gentleman at the head of it—an | 
avowal made, not as chairman, but merely in his ' 
individual character. If it be regarded asa party 

measure, such a reference would be an unfortu- 

nate one, although it would receive cordial (if 

feeble) support even there. Speaking for myself | 
alone, and promising it at all times hearty and 

sincere, though unimportant, assistance, I will 

say that a measure of deeper interest to the coun- 

try—one better calculated to promote the true 

ends of government and law-—the poma and 

happiness of the people—is not upon your Calen- 

dar. It would be difficult to embody in any 

single proposition a larger or more prolific prom- 
ise of present and of future good; a plan, purer 
in its conception, liable to fewer exceptions in its | 
exercise and use, or more widely diffusive of 

blessings and benefits throughout the land. If 
the hostility of the gentleman from New York | 
(Mr. CamsrELENG] be of the character which he 

is supposed to have proclaimed, we should differ 

as widely as the branches of the alternative which 

his argument has presented. It was an alterna- 

tive of peace or war. All the f a of the ; 
proposed measure are pacific and prosperous; it | 
contemplates and will promote universal happi- | 
ness and peace—happiness, founded upon the 


om l 
l 
i 


ment of the resources of nature and of art, and 
upon the wide-spread diffusion of them over 
every part of this extended Republic, so that not 


/ an inch of ground shall escape their influence; 
‘founded, too, upon a moral elevation of the 


people, which cannot fail to be the consequence 


of enlightening their understandings and purify- ; 


ing their hearts. Peace, secured and rendered 
permanent by the power which these multiplied 


improvements will contribute to establish and , 


confirm; and that power itself regulated and gov- 


erned by a wisdom which universal education is ` 


calculated almost inevitably to inspire. 
posite system—the preferred systen of the ene- 


An op-: 


mies of the measure—that which the gentleman | 


deems an evil incomparably less than a distribu- 


tion of the revenue, is a scheme of universal : 


wretchedness; it denies to the husbandman the 
product of his land, to the manufacturer the use 
of his loom; it forbids tranquillity to the inter- 
course of social life, and may embitter the purest 


cup of domestic bliss; it fills the truest heart with `:; 


angry passions, and converts the smiling fields 
of plenty into a desert waste: ‘ havoc, and spoil, 
and ruin are its game.” 

A succession of statements has been exhibited 
from the Treasury showing the actual amount of 
public moneys deposited, and, in some instances 
at least, the manner in which they are disposed 
of or employed. Beyond these points, the peri- 
odical reports are altogether unsatisfactory. 


is impossible that they should be otherwise. ; 


They prove, at least, (if they exhibit nothing 
more,) that while the Government, in not one of 
its various interests, is deriving any sort of benefit 


: from the peculiar and embarrassing arrangement; 


that while favoritism may flourish, speculation 
grow rich, and patronage, in a long line of sub- 
ordinate dependencies, may indulge its power 
and its pride, not an effort 1s made to wicld the 
mighty enginery for the good of the people, or, 
so far as we know, to prevent the exercise of 
enormous and overgrown corruption. I do not 
speak of corruption as applied to the Government 
in any of its branches. 
it should be engendered there, to prove the bad 


evil consequences that may spring up under the 
influence of nearly forty millions now scattered 
broadcast through the land, and swelling ir rapid 
accumulation into I know not how many millions 
more; the nature and the means of applying these 
corrupting objects to weak or venal minds, may 


rulers may be innocent of all active agency, and 
even ignorant of the fact itself. 


which funds have been derived, a distinction is 
drawn between the deposits of the Treasurer of 
the United States and those of other officers. If 


than an accidental derivation of them as to place 
or person, it is a distinction without a difference, 
against which I would anxiously protest. It is 


moneys in the hands of subordinate or account- 


every useful sense, to the Treasury of the United 
States. 


error. The mistake arises from the want of due 
discrimination between the Treasury of the United 
States and the Treasury Department, as an arm 
or organ of the Government. Certain rules are 
adopted for the purpose of bringing under the 
immediate view and efficient control of the proper 
Departmenta portion—composing, indeed, nearly 
the whole of the finances of the Government, but 
still only a portion of them. The remainder, 
comparatively small as it is, is expended before 
it reaches the Department, in certain salaries and 
minor incidents of office, and by the collectors 
of the customs largely in the payment of deben- 
tures. The mass is then brought into the great 
depository of the nation by a machinery which 
is rendered somewhat complicated by the extent 
of the country and the number of agents em- 
ployed, but which rests upon principles as sim- 
Re as the elements of mathematical science. 

one of it—not a farthing—whether in the hands 
of the agents, or paid over by them, can be ex- 


utmost improvement and most complete develop- 


pended without an appropriation by law. The 


effects of the pernicious system. But thé*crop of ' 


It is not necessary that | 


become a scandal to the Republic, although its © 


In the estimate of enumeration of sources from | 


by this it be intended to express anything more | 


ing officers are not moncys already belonging, in | 


It may not be very material here, but I | 
take the liberty to notice it as not an uncommon }: 


|! ations 


| only difference is, that the lawful expenditures 
| of the agents are made under previous appropri- 
» Without a warrant from the Secretary of 

the Treasury; whereas the moneys which are 
' properly the subject of such warrant, are those 
which have been accounted for by the receivers 
as the surplus in their hands, and are drawn for 
in consequence of appropriations subsequently 
made. Both are alike public moneys. Both are 
within the clause of the Constitution which speaks 
of ‘appropriations made by law;” but says 
nothing of a warrant; and both are therefore in 
the Treasury. I ask ifa farthing of the money in 
a collector’s hands could be disbursed, or em- 
employed, or used in any way, except as the law 

: directs? Why not? Simply because the Con- 
stitution has forbidden it. But the Constitution 
has forbidden no such use, exployment, or dis- 


| bursement, except as to money in the Treasury. 


It.. 


an error replete with mischief to suppose that |: 


‘It prohibits the drawing of it only ‘from the 
| Treasury.” Then the term Treasury (which is 
used, I believe, but once in the Constitution) ap- 
plies to all funds belonging to the Government— 
to funds in the possession of the first receiver or 
‘elsewhere. The Treasury is not this or that par- 
ticular place of deposit. It is not merely a sta- 
tionary or locomotive strong box, in which the 
gold and silver of the nation is secured. It is 
not the vaults of a bank or the coffers of a capi- 
talist. It is the present fixed right of immediate 
enjoyment vested in the Government, which, 
without precise locality or prolonged duration of 


` movement, becomes perfect in the Government 
‘the moment the fund has ceased to belong to 


the individual by whom itis paid. It recognizes 


ii no intermediate stage of fiscal existence—no pro- 


| bationary or expiative purgatory. It admits no 
: compromise of principle which would lead to an 
| indulgence in flagrant abuses. All the revenues 
of the Government might be perverted to the 
sordid purposes of the particular officer, who 
might become a trading usurer to the amount of 
millions; or, which would be still worse, they 
might be abused to the corrupt and venal pur- 
poses of a profligate ascendency, whenever such 
a one shall exist, and be base enough to avail 
itself of the opportunity; for all the resources of 
the nation must, in succession, pass through this 
dangerous channel. The extent of profligacy 
might become as unlimited ag the temptation to 
a weak or vicious mind would be irresistible. 
No, sir; there is no sound distinction between 
moneys derived from the Treasurer and those de- 
rived from other officers. The receivers of public 
moneys may settle their accounts periodically or 
otherwise, as you will; its payment over, or abso- 
lute appropriation, without stop or period to the 
Government, in the proper sense of the word 


i appropriation, must be a rule without any excep- 
' tion, or the purity of the Republic ‘is the shadow 


of a name. 

That the subject of the augmented revenue re- 
quires legislation, is admitted by the bill on your 
table which purports to regulate the deposit banks. 
That it requires early legislation, will not be de- 
nied by those who have earnestly made that bill 
a candidate for carly favor and consideration. 
Insufficient as it must be regarded for its pro- 
fessed purposes; coming into the House with all 
its imperfections on its head; it must, sooner or 
later, be taken up for consideration, and must 
then be supplied with its necessary improve- 
‘ menta (if it be susceptible of them) in the course 

of its passage; or, possibly, it may be borne 
‘ along in triumph on the car of the previous ques- 
tion, which alike silences all opposition, and 
| buries all amendments. i 
| That the vast accumulation of money 1s an 
‘evil, will not gravely be contested, if the fact 
itself cannot be disproved. It has resolved the 
i doubt of Tacitus whether the gods in anger or 
iin favor deny us wealth: “Argentum et aurum 
propitii aut iratii Dii negaverint, dubito.” It was 
said long ago, (and history and experience con- 
. firm the truth of the remark,) that those coun- 
tries are seldom wise or prosperous in which the 
precious metals are abundantly oe Lhe 
sage policy of the Republic of Switzerland pro- 
hibited the owners to explore the mines wit 
which some of their mountains are said to abound. 
| A purer and a richer tribute was produced by the 
; hand of industry, prompted to exertion by the 
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spirit of liberty, which guided the plowshare 
through their rugged precipices, and reaped the 
harvest on their almost barren sides. 
may be to nations—as we have the highest au- 
thority for believing it is sometimes to individuals 
—a curse. 

The great difficulty in the whole scheme, and 
in its shining and delusive results is, that it isa 
mystery—an experimental mystery. It is amys- 
tery, perhaps, to the Government, and certainly to 
the people. It hangs like a dark cloud over the 
destinies of the nation, embittering its enjoy ments 
and darkening its hopes. lt is not an answer to 
this unquestionable fact thatthe evils under which 
the people suffer are the result of a panic, which 
time and cool reflection will dispel. ‘They are 
not less real on that account. Mankind isalways 
influenced, to a greater or less degree, by some- 
thing besides the sober reality. Panie may be 
itself the result of unnecessary or misjudging ap- 
prehension; but the consequences of it are any- 
thing but imaginary and insignificant! The gor- 
gon's head was more fatal than the sword. Panic 
has been the prolific source of enormous mischicf 
from the time at least when the host of Syria was 
overwhelmed before Samaria by the fancied noise 
of the horsemen and the chariots of Israel. At 
this very moment there exists, certainly in the 
Atlantic cities, and probably in the interior of the 
country, an almost unprecedented degree of pe- 
cuniary pressure, accompanied by an exaggerated 
state of prices both for realestate and the various 
conveniences of life. Labor is high, and yet 
money is scarce. An unnatural state of things 
like this can proceed only from extraordinary 
and unnatural causes. Capitalists stand aghast 
and close their hands in fear. Speculation usurps 
the place of well regulated business, the ordinary 
channels of which are injuriously disturbed. 

To prevent the continuance and recurrence of 
these evils, early, and, it should seem, permanent 

rovision is necessary. Anexcess of revenue will, 
in all probability,exist in future; and itis unwise 
to apply only a temporary relief to a mischief so 
enduring. Upwards of three hundred miliions of 
acres of unappropriated lands are estimated still 


to exist within the States and Territories. There | 


-are seven hundred millions more beyond the 
Mississippi and Missouri. Many hundred years 
must elapse before emigration will convert into 
the abodes of civilized man a thousand millions 
of acres of almost interminable solitudes. With 
the most lavish and wasteful expenditures of the 
Government in all its branches; with a departure 
at once from both of the characteristic marks of 
the reign of Queen Elizabeth —economy and vigor— 
it is scarcely possible that the ordinary resources 
of the nation should not exceed its ordinary wants 
and expenditures, leaving the proceeds of the 
poue lands to distinct and specific appropriation. 
hat a curious comparison is exhibited between 
the expenses of the present day and those of 
1789, when, in times of primitive simplicity, a 
little more than six hundred thousand dollars 
covered all the disbursements of the country—a 
sum less than three fourths of the present expend- 
itures of Congress alone ! 

Notwithstanding the urgent calls for distribu- 
tion, we are constantly informed that the idea of 
a surplus revenue is delusive; that means enough 
are before us to absorb the prodigious mass. 
Where, and what are they? While estimate after 
estimate has been produced, and proved in every 
way to show how erroneous is this suggestion, 
not a counter-calculation is exhibited, and the 
argument is contented to rest upon vague surmise 
and indefinite and. sickly anticipation. The eyi- 
dence of every sense is to be distrusted for the 
sake of a partisan theory. Faith was said of old 
to be able to remove mountains; but it is now 
magnified into an energy sufficient to disprove 
their actual and obvious existence. There is the 
mass of evil almost before your eyes, swelling in 
amount and mischief every hour. You are unable 
to reduce it, in fact, or by any probable or plaus- 
ible conjecture. I will not go over calculations 
which have been repeated many times. I adopt, 
with entire confidence, those presented yesterday 
by the gentleman from Massachusetts, [Mr. 
Cvusuine,] in what he was content to call a mere 
business speech, but which gave to business all 
the attractiveness of pleasure. The estimates 


I 


Wealth | 


exhibited by him were liberal in the extreme; yet 
they leave an excess beyond the proposed dis- 
tribution and threatened expenditure combined. 
What is the consequence? Why, that the stur- 
diest enemies of distribution are unable or un- 
willing to bring their creed to the testof arithmetic; | 
they substitute prophecy for calculation; they | 
prefer conjecture to reality; they do not venture | 
to say that there is not, but that there wili not be 
a fund for division. When pressed to put down 
the items that will absorb the mass, they fly to ` 
items of fancy, which can scarcely be made the 
subjects of argument. They are compelled to | 
infuse a large ingredient of very remote surmise 
even into their vague and improbable predictions. | 
Passing from things at home, where extrava- | 


gance, though vast, is not absolutely boundless, | 
they suggest a possible condition abroad. A | 
European war, which, at some uncertain day, |, 


may break out and involve the destinies of America | 


in its consuming vortex, or some other phantom, |: 


usurps the place of substance and reality. Never | 
did an occasion exist when, in a state of peace, | 
treasures were justly heaped together, and hoarded 

up to await the bare contingency of future war. | 
Vexatious, and disreputable, and distressing, as 
the disturbances on the southwestern frontier 
undoubtedly are, I cannot agree that, with proper 
treatment, even now, they are sufficiently formi- 
dable to interfere with the principle which I have 
thus advanced. In free Governments, at least, 
the rule is settled that measures to sustain war- 
like expeditions and movements must, in the 
main, be resorted to whenever the emergency 
may chance to come. Existing resources must 
be cherished and improved. But to dry up the 
fountain in order that it may reserve its streams 
for the uses of futurity, would be to leave the 
present race without enjoyment, and to deprive 
posterity of hope. Miserable would be the can- 
dition of that people that, from a sickly fear of 
undefined danger—a fecling the most degrading 
that can curse our nature—should burden them- 
selves with exactions and restraints, should deny 
themselvessuitable expenditures and enjoyments, | 
because a lurid star might happen to glimmer in 
the imagination of some feeble-minded statesman. 
They would resemble only the individual who, 
in the full possession of robust and vigorous 


health, but incapable of appreciating or enjoying |! 


it, should deny to appetite its necessary food, 
and minister to a wholesome constitution the | 
nostrums of disease, until he should become the 
prey of a preposterous and pernicious empiri- 
cism. 

Loans are resorted to when they are required 
by necessity. No statesman believes that he can 
carry on war without them. There is no danger | 
of disappointment in the hope of realizing them, ' 
unless the country, in its ordinary course, has | 
been impoverished by withholding from it its nat- | 
ural and proper supplies. Money is the sincw 
of war, but it is the free-will offering of the open | 
right hand of peace. It is the fertilizing spirit 
which gives life and vigor and activity to all | 
things; and it cannot be withheld except with the | 
effect of present suffering and future imbecility. 

A happier thought than the distribution atleast | 
of the proceeds of the public lands has seldom 
been conceived. It reconciles the highest attain- | 
able practical good with the strictest construc- 
tion of the Constitution. I should feel no neces- 
sity, for myself, to recur to this intermediate 
agency (if it be such) of the States for distribu- 
tion. But I know full well that proud and hon- | 
orable feelings unite with sound and enlightened 
judgments in requiring it; and the peculiar mode 
of reaching the object, which is itself free from 
reasonable objection, is rendered indispensable. 
If, through such fair and legitimate arrangements, 


in one general sense of concurring approbation, 
how full of benefits and blessings is the proceed- 
ing! 

‘When the purposes of the General Government 
are fully supplied, it is best that its connection 
with the disbursement of the public revenues 
should cease. It is the true policy of the Consti- 
tution that the National Government should be | 
as seldom as possible seen and felt; that, in, al] | 
external relations, it should present the formida- 

i ble aspect of power, and the means of prosperous 


p this most salutary scheme. 


the whole country can be brought to harmonize |; 


|, at preternatural anticipation. 


| and successful intercouse with foreign nations; 
| but that at home even the benefits which it sheds 
| upon its own citizens should be experienced as 
; nature reccives, and prospers under the influence 
i of, her refreshing dues, while the sources from 
: which they flow are imperceptible. The organ- 
ization of the Government does not even contem- 
plate a home department, which necessarily exists 
asa branch of the different European systems. 


It exhibits in prominent relief a bureau of for- 


eign affairs as a principal agent, resting upon 
military and naval departmentsas its pillars. If, 


|; when thus unseen in the direct performance of 
: its domestic duties, it can realize all the wished- 


for results, without threat or danger, to the live- 
liest sensibilities, without a suspicion of usurp- 
ation or encroachment; if it can maintain iis 
dignified bearing and successful intercouse with 
foreign nations, and at the same moment ‘‘ scatter 
plenty o'er a smiling land,” the system is as 
rilliant in theory as its practical exercise is felivi- 
tous. Were I the warmest personal friend of 
the President, I would wish him no richer con- 
solation, no happier subject for reflection in the 
calm evening of his lengthened day, thana belief 
that his recommendation had been the parent of 
It would be less 
perishable than a laurel crown. Were I the 
warmestof his political adherents, I would cherish 
it as the brightest ornament of his public career. 
It would be more ennobling than a hundred vic- 
tories. A whole country made fair, and cheer- 
ful, and prosperous—a whole people educated, 
enlightened, and refined—are peaceful monuments 
of enduring strength and granduer, surpassing 
those of the triumphal arch erected on the suffer- 
ings of thousands of the human family. 
Whenever the period has arrived at which dis- 
tribution can be made without interfering with 
the paramount necessities of the nation, it can 
justly be withheld nolonger. By the cessions of 
the several members of the Confederation of their 
lands, the United States became not a mere pro- 
prietor, but a trustee. They received the lands 
in trust, for purposes of general good, for the use 
and benefit of all the States. How much might 
| be realized from this great trust in the long course 
of aftertime, or how long its products would be 
required for purposes merely national, was not 
foreseen or fancied. It would depend upon many 
| cireumstances, and chiefly upon the rapid growth 
of population and prosperity in the States them- 
selves, which, absorbing the private lands in their 
| own limits, would send forth a host of hardy 
| emigrants as pioneers of the western wilderness. 
| As long as the products of their purchases were 
necessary to replenish the general treasury, they 
could not be applied to other purposes. They 
would not be, and they were not, disturbed. 
These other purposes were necessarily postponed 
for such as were primary and were essential. 
But when the objects of absolute and preliminary 
use should be fully satisfied, and the sales of land 
should yield only an unprofitable and dangerous 
superfluity; and yet when they could not be inter- 
mitted without checking the progress of useful emi- 
gration, or be reduced in price without violating 
pledges of the strongestimplication, and plunging 
in ruin a countless extent of private interests, the 
ceded lands must return in prolific plenty to the 
people, for whom they were always designed, 
and to whose uses, directly or indirectly, they 
ever have been, and I trust ever will be, sacredly 
devoted. lt matters not what is the practicable 
| Shape they may assume. The prosperity of the 
! Union is essential to the well-being of the States. 
| That being secured by an appropriation of all 
‘that it requires, the States themselves will re- 
ceive and dispose of, directly for themselves, the 
funds which their own grants have created. The 
‘trust was not confined to purposes of war or 
peace. Itwas not limited by any futile attempts 
Its products were 
i to be applied as circumstances, regulated only by 
our own energies, encouraged by the smiles of 
| Providence, mightrequire. The Constitution was 
wisely confined to the provision of means for 
creating revenue. It conferred upon the proper 
: department in the distribution of powers, the 
| Legislature, an authority to lay and collect taxes, 
; duties, imposts, and excises; but it provided no 


| rule for the distribution of excessive wealth. In 
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the absence of constitutional provisions, we have 
been turned by gentlemen to the Articles of Con- 
federation as the true interpreter of the grants by 
the States. The search is, if possible, still more 
unprofitable there. Why should it not be so? 


Thatinstrument,as wellasits successor, (theCon-, Under such circumstances, and with a pressure | 
so extreme, it might naturally be supposed that ; 
the call was at least as large then as it ought to " 


stitution,) was the offspring of a representation 
considerably wider than that of the people from 
whom the lands were derived. To have permit- 
ted itto control the grants themselves, which upon 
well established principles can, if they please, 
alone regulate what they cede, would be illegal 
and unjust. The objects of the trust must be 
looked for only in the language and spirit of the 
rants, and in the fitness and propriety of things. 
Besides it would be difficult to conceive how an 
earlier could be the corollary of a later instru- 
ment; how a confederation formed on the 9th of 
July, 1778, could be designed as the commentary 
upon a series of cessions to which it was long 
anterior; the first of them not having taken place 
until the Ist of March, 1781, and the last until 
the 24th of April, 1802. As must inevitably be 
the case, there is not a word in the Articles of 
Confederation which bears upon the question, or 
can be tortured into an exponent of the several 
nts. 

If there be no excuse in positive prohibition; 
in implied or express devotion to other objects, 
or in necessary uses for the money elsewhere, 
(any one of which would be clearly paramount, ) 
what reason can be offered for withholding from 
the people their obvious and acknowledged right? 
Who can justify a postponement that would thus 
become unnatural? With these sources of pros- 
perity at hand, the nation may advance, in the 
short space of months, to a situation which, under 
other circumstances, in centuries it might not 


Fortification Bill—Mr. Ingersoll. 


| and to procure materials for rebuilding those for 
‘which partial appropriations had before been 
made. All these objects were attainable. The 
mediation of Great Britain did not reach us until 
the 8th of February, about a fortnight afterwards. 


be now. -It contemplates, in its original shape, 
expenditures for its especial objects, amounting to 
something less than $2,000,000. A corresponding 
bill, which was passed on the 30th of June, 1834, 
called for only $870,594. A single amendment 
has been offered, asking for $700,000 more. The 
original bill and this amendment combined do not 
bear any great disproportion to the call in 1834; 
as it will be borne in mind that, for causes to 
which personally I am a stranger, there was no 
appropriation to these objectsin 1835. Although, 
for reasons not exactly similar to those which ex- 
isted at the end of the year, I would not be indis- 
posed to adopt the items of the bill, and the amend- 
ment too, if they can be usefully expended dur- 
ing the current year. They will at least relieve 
the plethoric Treasury of a portion of its load. I 
am not at liberty to applaud the skill in strategy 
which the amendment would have indicated, but 
for the declaration of the mover of it that he dis- 
believes in the existence of a redundant revenue. 

For the Navy I would go much further. Few 
can doubt that when this nation disregards its 
maritime interests it will forget its truest friend 
in peace, its most efficient champion in war, its 


proudest ornament at all times. It will turn aside . 


from the high behests of Heaven, which has : 


committed to it the protection ofa coast, the vast 
extent of which proclaims the guardianship it 
requires; and a population whose daring qual- 


reach; yet the bright prospect isto be destroyed, | ities fit them especially for the perils of the sea, | 


and the long-cherished hope of the nation is to be 
still deferred, while the desired object is almost 


within its tantalized grasp, and all for the employ- ; 


ment of a subtile scruple, or the indulgence of an 
idle fear. 

As itis admitted that the distribution so ardently 
desired has thus far been postponed to the actual 
wants of the Government, it is conceded now that 
these, so far as they are reasonable, shall be first 
supplied. 
priation. Throw in the contingencies, ordinary 
and extraordinary. Let them neither be exag- 
gerated nor stinted. Before you come to the work 
of expenditure, agree to a division of the surplus 
that shall remain; and we will cordially unite with 
you in liberal expenditures, if they are not posi- 
tively extravagant and unjust. 

The appropriation bill for fortifications is a lib- 
eral one. Ít was reported at a time when I am 
sure there was the strongest disposition to make 
itso. Speaking as a member of the committee 
which reported it, I believe there was scarcely 
anything within the compass of a richly endowed 
treasury, which would consist with other equally 
important arrangements, that would not cheer- 
fully have been devoted to the necessary defense, 
and even warlike preparations of the country. If 
a proposal to inquire into the expediency of in- 
creasing the Navy was not equally acceptable, it 
was because it did not embrace a more compre- 
hensive and vigorous plan of general protection; 
because, by far the larger part of the Navy, al- 
though in one sense already existing, was yet to 
be made available before increase could be prop- 
erly or usefully applied to it; and because all 
other defenses were fearfully and shamefully de- 
fective. The bill now before us was reported on 
the 29th of December, at a moment when the pa- 
cific relations of the country were suspended by 
asingle thread. The supplemental message of 
the President appeared on the 18th of January, 
bearing date the 15th of the month, recommending 
a prohibition of French products, and of the entry 
of French vessels into our ports. On the 23d of 
January a bill, precisely such as seemed desira- 
ble, was reported by the Committee on Naval 
Affairs. Its object was not to increase the Navy 
to the extent of a single plank. Such a proposi- 
tion would have been, during a moment of serious 
exigency, both useless andimpracticable. It pro- 
posed merely the appropriation of a sufficient 
sum (in blank) to complete the vessels building, 
to prepare and equip for sea those in ordinary, 


Look to the fixed objects of appro- : 


and whose intense activity never can be satisfied 
except with the opportunity of penetrating into 
; every corner of the globe. Navy-yards, docks, 
| and convenient harbors are objects of primary 
| importance, as they are the positions in which 
; this favorite limb of our gigantic system can 
, occasionally repose. [tis a limb which cannot 


| the great body itself to thrill, every artery to 
swell, every pulse to beat in redoubled quickness. 


| as they now exist, (except, of course, that of 
| Pensacola,) and the absence of them where they 
| do not, are points of policy much earlier in their 
origin than that of the present Administration. 
At a period which, in these degenerate and dis- 


of comparative brightness had its cloudy days; 
and what period of individual or national exist- 
ence is without them? During the very month 
when this measure was adopted, the boldest, and 
| for atime the most unpopular, act of the first 
Administration was taken—that of sending Mr. 
Jay as Envoy to England; and thus preserving, 
: as an efficient navy will be the means of preserv- 
ing, the happy neutrality of the country. 
‘These events occurred in the time of General 
: Washington, who, though himself a Virginian, 


i virum, justly proud of his maternity, was as little 


any of his countrymen. He certainly had no 
"especial predilections for the North, or any dis- 
| position to disparage or postpone the southern 
; portion of his country. Under his auspices, and 
_ by his personal direction, as communicated by 
the Secretary of War, long before a Navy De- 
„partment existed, the selection was made. “After 
| careful reéxamination, the selections thus made 
; were confirmed by a succeeding Administration; 
| and the positions have been practically approved 

by every Administration which followed, to the 
| presenttime, including a period of more than forty 
| years. Thus, after deliberate selection and re- 
i peated approval, after receiving the sanction of 
: well-tried experience and protracted time, it re- 


and satisfactory cause. In sustaining them, we 
are not to be considered as supporting the policy 
of this Administration, or the especial policy of 


quires little argument to prove that a change j 
ought not to be made wishout great deliberation | 


| be touched amiss without making every nerve in | 


| The number and positions of these navy stations , 


| 


tracted times, we are in the habit of looking back . 
to, historically, as the golden age of the Repub- ; 
| lic, all of them were selected. Even that period | 


Ho. or Reps. 


any individual, but that system which is to be 
regarded as the settled policy of the Republic. 
All the institutions of the country, resting upon 
: a basis broader and deeper still, might as well be 
identified with the peculiar policy of a particular 
Administration, if its mere and necessary, and 
it may be reluctant adoption of them should make 
them in any respect itsown. We do not embrace 
the principles or sustain the policy of the Admin- 
istration. If it has adopted and is sustaining 
ours in any particulars, it is no reason for our 
abandoning that which long before the existence 
of the present Administration became our own. 
In the selection of positions for any of the 
works of national utility, or of protection from 
the wars of the elements or man, no preference 
can or ought to be given to one portion of the 
coast or country, unless that preference is already 
poma out by nature, and circumstances that are 
eyond control. To submit to the awards of 
Providence is not to make a preference. It is 
scarcely to create an equality. You avail yourself 
of local advantages, or supply local wants, where 
it is practicable to do so, without interfering with 
the Constitution, or the just and equal distribu- 
tion of public benefits wherever they can be be- 
stowed. In a well regulated system, funds are 
disbursed where they are required, and where 
they can be made available; and no proper judg- 
ment can expect that, because they have been 
expended where they are required, they should 
be thrown away where they are not. Ir Phila- 
delphia happens to be placed not far from the 
head of tide-waters of a long and difficult navi- 
gation, at the entrance of which into the broad 
| ocean a climate is found, under the auspices of 
| which the ancients would have said the cave of 
Æolus was dug, more than a million is expended 
upon a breakwater. Yet you still leave the har- 
: bor inferior to those of the accessible cities of the 
North, or of the more genial clime of the South. 
Upon these nothing would be expended for simi- 
lar works, in order to create a mere equality in 
theory where there is no practical preference or 
postponement. Fortifications and other like 
measures of defense, to prevent and repel en- 
croachments from the ocean or territorial neigh- 
bors, are resorted to on the sea-girt or land-encir- 
cled borders of the country. A happy exemption 
from similar perils obviates the call for such pro- 
visions for the rising capitals of the. interior. 
Light-houses, and piers, and harbors, and even 
Indian agencies, and all the muniments of war, 
and appliances of peaceful preparation, are pro- 
vided where congruity and the fitness of things 
require them; but they would be idle and unprofit- 
able expenditures elsewhere. < 
Several gentlemen, in the course of recent dis- 
. cussions, have placed (I think deservedly) at the 


| head of the list of objects of merited expenditure 


and regard, our imperfectly constituted Navy. 
| Is it not worthy of protection? I am not pro- 
claiming its eulogium. Let its own unvarnished 
history speak, and interest alone, without bor- 


i rowing for ita single ray of well-earned glory, 
i will confirm the policy. When the first few ships 


sailed which still bear their flag with honor into 
: every sea, the beneficial effect upon the commerce 


l! of the country, and consequently upon its gen- 


and like every other child of that magna mater | 


eral prosperity, was immediate and unquestion- 


1 ] able. Insurance, at that time extravagantly high, 
| likely to be influenced by sectional feelings as | 


fell at once one half on voyages to China and the 
East Indies, and to other places in proportion. 
A committee of this House, reporting on the 17th 


of January, 1799, on that part of the President’s 
|i message which relates to a naval establishment, 


| estimate the saving on different objects at seven 
' and a half per cent., and the effect is wonderful. 
They estimate the exports and imports for one 
CAL Ateecccerescc cree cces esa a o oe $100,000,000 
essels employed in foreign trade.. 27,126,400 
Coasters and fishermen............ 7,178,760 


$134,305, 160 
Of which, seven and a half per cent. saved on 
the first two items, and one per cent. on the last, 


i| amount tO. seer coer eccoeee ces s+ $9,578,017 60 


| And the annual expense of the ex- 


isting Navy WAS. .....cesesenee 2,434,261 10 


Making a pecuniary gain of... ...$7,144,256 50 
a 


“ Timely disbursementsto provide for danger,” 


1836.] 
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upon our trade was begun by the two great bel- 
ligerent nations, who vied with each other, not 
more in their mighty struggles for supremacy 
than in their ruthless violation of neutral rights. 
le was well remarked by the Secretary of the 
Navy, in his communication to a committee of 
this House, at the close of the year 1798, that if 
it had been, we should not have lost, by depreda- 
tions on our trade, four times the sum necessary 
to create and maintain it during the whole time 
the war had existed in Europe. He adds, with 
prophetic spirit, “ If we do not profit by experi- 
ence, and put ourselves in a situation to resent 
insult and punish aggression, nothing is more 
likely than that in less than half a dozen years 
another occasion may be presented for a repetition 
of the same mortifying observation.” The mor- 
tifying observation was repeated. It was repeated 
for more than thirty years absolutely in vain. At 
the expiration of a still longer period, the nation 
was on the eve of a war of countless expenditure 
of blood and treasure, to recover (as was sup- 
posed) amends of reprisals for withholding the 

yment of about one half of the principal sum, 
for the payment of which a slow promise had at 
length been wrung. What a world of loss and 
trouble had been saved by a recourse to early and 
honorable and glorious prevention! 

To meet the objects of the country, actual in- 
crease in the number of vessels is not so imme- 
diately necessary as the vigorous use of those 
which already exist in completion or in progress. 
Pat into the water what we are furnished with 
on paper, and the interest and honor of the nation 
will not be held lightly in any quarter of the 
globe. The great Frederick of Prussia once de- 
clared, that without a hundred ships-of-the-line, 
and a hundred thousand sailors, a nation ought 
not to expose itself upon the ocean. He mis- 
judged. Thirteen ships-of-the-line—all of them 
of majestic proportions, and most of them of 
stubborn stuff; one of them, as she is familiarly 
called, the largest ship in the world; fourteen 
frigates of the first class, (only three of which 
are on the ocean, and others of them are unfit for 
sea-service:) two frigates of the second class, and 
fifteen sloops-of-war, besides smaller vessels and 
steamboats, would present, if in condition, a 
squadron of four and forty hearts of oak; of 
which, when equipped and manned, and bristling 
with formidable armaments, and spreading their 
white wings, and boldly careering on the deep, 
any crowned head in christendom might well be 
proud. Hundreds of gallant officers stand strain- 
ing in the slips, anxious for employment and 
promotion. Thousands of swelling bosoms are 
panting for their places, whenever they shall be 
rendered vacant by the budding honors of those 
whom they are hoping to succeed. 

I say not a word of preparing for war in time 
of peace; although there is certainly a position 
which is desirable for every nation, where, in the 
wordsof the first President of these United States, 
it “ may choose peace or war, as interest, guided 


t a | 
are written, or make the measure of our perform- |; a salute have been fired if the harbinger of glad 


ance of them full? I join issue with the argument || 


Ho. or Reps. 


those qualities close the book in which our duties | 


which would create or shift a burden of proof as 
to the propriety or fallibility of a communication 
the moment itis made. Were it so, a Secretary 
would have nothing to do but close his lips to ex- 
planations; and the wildest estimates that folly 
ever framed become irrevocable law, as disproof 
may be impracticable, because it depends upon 
the very information that is thus withheld. The 
condition of this body would resemble the occa- 
sional state of the by-gone Parliaments of France, 
which in the presence of an absolute monarch, 
reposing literally on his bed of power, miscalled 
his ‘‘ bed of justice,” registered his decrees in 
myers and inevitable submission to his will. 

_ The little experience I have had in legislation 
informs me that practice is quite at variance with 
this presumption of infallibility on the part of 
executive officers, independently of all questions | 
as to their intelligence or worth. Inquiries are 
made, and explanations are called for, in all 
instances when the members of committees are 
not satisfied for themselves. Similar results 
await similar duties in the House. Nowhere is 
the nullius addictus jurare rule of Horace more 
applicable than in matters of legislation. Taste 
may be formed and exercised, partially, at least, 
by faith; but the true performance of legislative 
duties is, or ought to be, the consequence of sight 
alone. Push the suggestion home, and observe 
to what pernicious consequences, to what false 
inferences it will lead. If the sayings of the 
Departments are binding, their doings ought to be 
equally infallible. Everything, pastand present, is 
to be regarded as in acondition of perfect security ; 
all our relations are prosperous, because it is the 
duty of the Executive to keep them so! At least, 
concentrating in itself the details of universal 


, agency, placed on an eminence that it may survey 


_ mark every rising vapor, 
' cloud, and foretell the coming storm; or leave the 
| nation assured that an unclouded sky extends to 


` Canada to the debatable limits of Mexico. 


the whole surrounding hemisphere, it should 
receive eve 


the utmost limita of the vast horizon that every- 
where surrounds it. Have the sentinels on the 
watchtower discharged these duties faithfully? 
Is the country provided with all it should desire? | 
Has nothing mischievous been done, or nothing 


good omitted to be done? Has nothing been || 


lost, or put in jeopardy, that vigilance might 
have guarded against, or precaution saved? On| 
these occasions, when this legislative tribunal sits 
in solemn judgment to consider the state of the 
Union, it seems to be usual to look behind us, 
and around us, and before us, and to gather | 
together all that may gild or tarnish the recollec- 
tion of the past, or cheer or darken our. future 
destiny. What part, then, of your national | 
preparations, either for peace or war, 13 In the 

condition of which you could venture to be proud? | 
Come with me along the whole line of sea-coast 

from Maine to Florida, from the ia eat 

1 


‘the eye of doating confidence itself slumber over 


by justice, shall counsel.” The true object of i 
every preparation is the maintenance of an hon- 
orable and a prosperous peace. Peace is the nat- 


-ural condition of mankind; it is the eondition of 
true dignity and real usefulness. That nation 
which will not preserve it while it can, must be 
predisposed, like the ancient Carthaginians, to 
‘sacrifice its children to idols. By self-respect, at 


ali times carefully maintained, and a readiness, | 


Not ostentatiously exhibited, to enforce respect 
from others who are disposed to withhold it, it 
will secure the applause of men and angels. 
Among the important measures almost imme- 
diately before us, I have adverted to the one of 
proposed investigation and scrutiny into the con- 
-‘ditidn of the public moneys in the deposit banks. 


+ | 
A considerable time ago, inquiries of a different 


character and with different objects, were sug- 
gested in debate, which were then made the topics 
of consideration and remark. Iam the rather in- 
duced to urge the right of such inquiries, because 
-of the authority which was then imputed to the 
mere suggestions of the heada of particular bu- 
reaus. Granting, for the argument’s sake, all the 
ability, experience, diligence, and skill which 


ii of the southern shore—every inch of it—according 


i did not exist in that quarter; 


the numerous defenseless and dismantled fortifi- 
cations—the dust and ashes which remain to 
mark the place where stood at least one feeble 
tower of defense—the crumbling ruins of I know 


i not how many more? The whole lengthened |, 
| line is naked and defenseless, either from the 


want of provision of permanent objects of reli- 


ishments which time and accident require. 


to the acknowledgment of the chairman of the 
Committee of Waysand Means, has been ‘shame | 


| fully neglected” in the article even of navy-yards, | 


to say nothing of more important provisions for ' 


| a time of need. I take forthe argument his better | 


knowledge, instead, and in preference to, my own | 
inferences, founded, it seems, on a fallacious | 
confidence, at least to this extent. I had sup- 
posed, in undoubting trust, that suitable stations 
that the depth of | 
water was not sufficient; or that some other over- | 
ruling cause had forbidden the attempt; and not | 
that the providence of God had been shamefully 
neglected, or that it was digracefully thwarted by 
the want of providence of man. 


distant | 


‘| mg, 
ance, or from an omission to supply the repa | 
li of a Government, and the necessity of disprov- 


But the stations that exist, are they supplied ? 
| Have they men, or have they armaments? Could 
i tidings had chanced, on a late occasion, to spread 
his white banner in the view of almost any one 
of them? I speak not at all of warlike prepara- 
tions, but of those which become the piping times 
of peace. It was long since known to the Finance 
Committee of this House, (although then wisely 
communicated by the Department in almost sacred 
confidence, lest mischief might happen from its 
publication,) that scarcely a gun or a gun-car- 
riage in any of the proper abiding places, if such 
, things existed at all, was fit for any service, ex- 
cept the very menial service of a by-word and a 
reproach, 

our naval preparations, are they essentially 
efficient and mature? I will not repeat the defects 
in maritime arrangement, with the complaints of 
which the whole country undoubtedly resounds, 
from careless contracts, up to the defective (be- 
cause not understood) discipline which ought to 
bind together the component parts of this inter- 
esting and powerful machine. But your sloops- 
of-war, do they maintain the gallant bearing, the 
proud supremacy in swiftness and strength, in 
grace and beauty of proportion, in fitness for all 
their duties, which were once accorded to them 
in every sea? Your officers, are they encouraged 
and kept in heart by becoming selections and 
employments that would serve as the reward of 
merit and the crown of zeal? Are their ardent 
sensibilities fanned with the hope of seasonable 
romotion; or are the wisest and the weakest 
eads suffered alike to grow gray in situations of 
subordinate rank? 

Your public moneys—but I forbear to press the 
inaulry here. Clouds and darkness rest upon 
them. 

Your western and southwestern frontier, has 
it been guarded against the attacks of murderous 
savages? Are the properties and the lives of the 
citizens, and have they been exposed to no un- 
necessary ravages—to no mischiefs that could 
have been foreseen and avoided? Have treaties 
been regarded on our side, and hag not the fulfill- 
ment of them been unduly exacted upon theirs? 
It is no longer unknown to any who have chosen 
to inquire that intimations of the approaching 
storm were given again and again, and were as 
often disregarded. As long ago as March, 1835, 
from the highest official sourees, cautions were 
communicated against attempts to enforce against 
the Seminole tribe a doubtful treaty; or, if it 
should be intended to be enforced, that competent 
i means should be at hand to induce submission, 


‘| or it would end in the butebery of these poor 


savages. Every precaution was omitted; and 


| every prediction was verified, except that the 


expected victims became the ministers of the 
sacrifice. 

These inquiries and suggestions are not made 
in the way of unnecessary reproach, but with a 
view to unite in preparing to meetand breast the 
` coming wave, which more than threatens to swell 

and break on our borders, from the Gulf of Mex- 
ico all long, perhaps, to Lake Superior. Nothing 
is so contagious as the zeal derived from victory. 
It is especialy so among those with whom suc- 
` cess was probably altogether unexpected, and 
, among whom. not to be defeated is to overcome. 

Depend upon it, there is no error in a popular 
Government half so fatal, no delusion so bewitch- 
and yet so likely to betray, as a blind confi- 
dence in those who happen for the time to rule. 
A burden of undoubting faith ip the infallibility 


ing it when the means of so doing are withheld, 
would resemble the slavery of the victims of 
that bondage which bound them to a task which 
| was rendered impracticable by the absence of the 
materials with which it was to be performed. 

:. An honorable gentleman complained the other 
| day that we were hurried into repeated expendi- 
tures for hostilities of which no record could be 


‘| found. The traveler passing over those deserted 


fields will find a mournful record of blood and 
‘ ashes: farms destroyed—houses burnt or pillaged 
| —inhabitants driven off or slain, An Indian war- 
! fare admits of none of the ordinary records in 
which are inscribed the causes of the hostilities 
of civilized man. . No warning herald’s voice 
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i f 
proclaims the intended invasion, which is an- ` 
nounced only by the war-whoop that accompa- 
nies it. The death-dealing tomahawk is substi- 
tuted for the herald’s spear. The manifesto that 
proclaims the catalogue of wrongs which are 
about to be avenged is written only on the tablets 

of bleeding human hearts. 

These disasters have come upon our borders 
without being met by competent preparation and 
successful resistance. Still, in a conflict between 

lacing disbursements in the hands of those whom 

did not contribute to elevate to high places, on 
the one hand, and seeing the country suffer from 
the want of them on the other, I cannot hesitate. 
Patronage may be abused for a season, and we 
may mourn over the abuse of it; but the energies 
of patriotism will rise above the most untoward | 
temporary influences. These are, it is hoped, but 
domestic vapors, which the next sun’s rays may 
dissolve or dissipate; while a stain upon the 
honor or interests of the country may be indel- 
ible. In the preparations that are made for con- 
tinuing peace or contingent war—in all that is 
hoped for, and all that is feared—the lessons of 
true wisdom and universal experience teach us 
that we be true to ourselves. Whatever is neces- 
sary to protect the citizen, to defend the country— 
whether the foe prowl in the forest or move upon 
the deep—must be provided, cost what it may. 
The fairest claims on foreign Powers, the sound- 
est arguments that can sustain them, are dis- 
regarded among nations unless they are backed 
by strength. “ There can be no greater error,” 
says General Washington, ‘‘ than to expect or 
calculate upon real favors from nation to nation. 
*Tis an illusion which experience must cure, 
which a just pride ought to discard.” Itis the 
happy and sagacious thought of a writer on 
the military policy of Great Britain, who thinks | 
scarcely less like a statesman than a soldier, that | 
whatever might have been the case in the epee | 
age, Astrea has never since been acknow 
upon earth when she has forgotten to bring along ; 
with her her sword. 


RELIEF OF DISTRICT CITIES. 


OF MARYLAND, 


June 25, 1836, 


In tHe House or REPRESENTATIVES, | 


In Committee of the Whole House, on the bill for the i 


relief of the District Cities. 


Mr. WASHINGTON said: 
Mr. Cuainman: The friends of the bill under 
consideration have abstained from entering into a ` 
discussion of its merits, in the hope that it would | 


be reported to the House without exciting much | 


debate, and that we might be enabled to pass on 
other measures in committee of high interest to | 
the District. It was our intention to sustain the | 
bill before the House if serious opposition was | 
made to its passage. But, sir, from this protracted | 
debate, we have cause to fear that the short but | 
valuable time allotted to District business is to be | 
absorbed by this single measure. It is, therefore, | 
with unfeigned reluctance that I am forced, at this 
late hour, to depart from the rule I had prescribed 
for myself, and for a brief space to solicit the at- 
tention of the committee. 

Sir, I should be apostate to the cause of truth 
and justice, and the highest obligations of duty 
and feeling, could I patiently and in silence on my 


part permit the gross misstatements which have | 


een made in relation to the District of Columbia 
and the Chesapeake and Ohio canal to pass un- 
noticed. I mean not to impugn the motives of 
gentlemen, or to impute willful misrepresentation; 
but they have not given this subject that full in- 
vestigation which its importance merits, nor have 
they arrived at the true statement of facts which 
documents on our tables, and others entirely ac- 
cessible, would have furnished. 

What, let me ask, are the claims of the District 
of Columbia on this Government; and with what 
justice and propriety does she now present her 
prayer for relief? Whilst under the fostering 
care of the States of Maryland and Virginia, her 
cities then in existence flourished, and enjoyed a 


È : : 
' selected as the seat of a great national city, the 


edged || 


il 
| 
“j 
i 


SPEECH OF HON. G. C. WASHINGTON, | 


; come with bad grace. 


of increasing prosperity. This spot having been 


territory of ten miles square was ceded to the 


_ United States, and placed under the special pro- 


tection of the General Government. But did the 
District come to your arms poor and penniless, 
a tax on your Treasury, and a burden to the na- 
tion? No, sir; she brought you a rich dowry in 
lands and money; more than ten thousand lots in 
this city, for which you paid not one cent, the 
sales of which have already amounted to between 
seven and eight hundred thousand dollars, and 
been placed in your Treasury. You have made 
donations to literary and charitable institutions of 
lots to the value of $70,000, and have lots remain- 
ing unsold valued at upwards of $100,000. Your 
public squares and reservations of five hundred and 
forty acres, now valued at more than $1,000,000, 
cost but $36,000, and were paid for by the sale of 
lots which had been given to you. The State of 
Virginia at the same time made you a donation 
of $120,000, and the State of Maryland $70,000. 
Let it be borne in mind, too, that you have de- 
rived all the advantage of the rise of property in 
this city from the enterprise and at the cost of 
individual property holders, without having con- 
tributed anything toward it, for you have paid 
no taxes; and had your lots been taxed pro rata 
with those of individuals, the sum would probably 
have amounted to nearly the present debt of the 
city. 

Now, sir, in what consists this very unreason- 
able request on the part of the District cities? 
Why, that you will assume for them, from your 
redundant Treasury, a sum short of what you 
have realized by the connection with them, to re- 
lieve their embarrassments, which are crushing 


; them to the earth, and from which they have no 


other mode of escape; for.this, and the interest 
and losses on their foreign joan, they offer you 
all the security in their power,and which I will 
presently show to be most ample. 

It has been asserted that the embarrassments 
of these corporations have resulted from their ex- 
travagance and improvidence. To make asser- 
tions on mere impressions or rumor is no difficult 
task; but to prove their correctness in the face 
of facts, is not so easy. I challenge gentlemen 
to point out the acts of extravagance to which 


_ these corporations are amenable. The chief source 


of embarrassment has grown out of the subscrip- 


| tion of these cities to the Chesapeake and Ohio 


canal, and the interest and losses consequent on 
the Holland loan, which was negotiated to fulfill 


| their engagements on account of the subscription 
| to the canal stock. 


I shall be able to show that 
they were justified at the time in making that 


subscription, and that they were in fact, induced | 


to it by the acts of theGovernment. The charge 
of improvidence from that quarter would, indeed, 
ashington, it.is true, 
was most unfortunate in the lottery grant, which 
added about $200,000 to her debts; but this loss 
cannot be attributed either to her extravagance 
or improvidence. But, sir, in the magnificent 
plan of your city, and the length and width of 
its avenues and streets, exceeding those of any 
city in Europe, or perhaps in the world, opened 
and improved at the expense of a small popula- 


tion, may be found an additional and obvious || 


source of embarrassment. This plan was for the 


responsible. 


The considerations which induced the District | 


cities to incur responsibilities by their large sub- 
scription to the Chesapeake and Ohio canal, de- 
mands the serious attention and reflection of 
members, and, in my humble judgment, imposes 
a moral obligation on the Government to grant 
the fullest measure of relief. But for the hopes 
held out by the Government in becoming a part- 
ner to the amount of $1,000,000, and their faith 
in her continued patronage and countenance to 


the canal, thereby insuring its early completion | 


to Cumberland, these cities never would have 
incurred responsibilities so far exceeding their 
means. The original plan, before the United 
States became a partner, contemplated a canal 


large foreign and domestic trade with prospects 


from tide-water to terminate at Cumberland, thir- 
ty feet in width and three feet deep, the cost of 


i! which was estimated at $1,578,954. This work 
i| was evidently within the means of the parties 
i| interested, might have been finished some years 


' since, and the local interests it was intended to 
promote would, at this day, have been in the full 
fruition of the benefits which were anticipated by 
its friends. But the Government soon took an 
interest in this improvement; when, from a mere 
local, it assumed the character of a national work, 
The President of the United States recommended 
it in the strongest terms to the favorable consid- 
eration and patronage of Congress; as presenting 
the highest claims on the public means to insure 
its success. It was represented to be a work of 
the greatest national importance, affording the 
nearest and most practicable connection of the 
western waters with the Atlantic, and, in its po- 
litical consequences, as drawing more closely tha 
bonds of union. Congress responded to the rec- 

_ommendation of the President, and granted a 

charter, which required the company to enlarge 

, the capacity of the canal, so as to answer all the 

; purposes of the nation, and to admit of its ex- 

tension to other points besides the District of 

Columbia. 

In place of terminating at Cumberland, as ori-~ 
ginally designed by its projectors, and under the 
national aspect it now assumed, Pittsburg was 
designated as the western terminus. The Gov- 
ernment directed its engineers, with General Ber~ 
nard at their head, to make the survey and esti- 
mate of cost. That estimate made the cost to 
Cumberland to exceed $8,000,000; and yet, in 
the full knowledge of these facts, the Government 
subscribed $1,000,000. 

Is it, then, under these circumstances, a matter 
of surprise that the District cities, confiding in 
the further aid of the Government to a work in 
which it had become so largely interested, and 
relying on its early completion, should have 
ventured to embark their fortunes in the same 
concern? Their hopes were buoyant, and they 
believed that, under such auspices, a speedy com- 
pletion of the work was secured. They looked 
forward with confidence then, as they do now, 
to the incalculable benefits and boundless sources 
of wealth in which they must participate when 
this great work is finished to Cumberland. But 
a change came over theirhopes. Other counsel 
prevailed, and a different policy was adopted by 
the Government, and left them.to deplore their 
own credulity, and mourn over their broken for- 
tunes. : 

Mr. Chairman, it has been contended in another 
branch of the Government, and by the reports of 
the Committees for the District of Columbia of 
| both Houses, that the faith of the nation is impli- 

cated in the foreign debt of these cities. It ig 

l evident that such is the impression of the Messrs. 

i Cormmelins, with whom the loan was negotiated 

iin Holland, and who, in their correspondence 
with Mr. Rush, remark, that ‘ the públic faith 

of the United States is so mixed up with tha 
matter, that we should not readily permit our- 

i selves to doubt that it presents all reasonable 

' grounds of security.” By an act of Congress, 

| these cities were authorized to effect a loan, and 


‘| to mortgage the property of the citizens resident 


ayment of tha 


and non-resident, to secure the 
reasury of tha 


principal and interest. The 


‘| nation was made the repository for these pay- 
accommodation of the Government, and to gratify | 
the pride of the nation, in which the citizens had 
no voice, and for which they are in no respect | 


ments, and the President of the United States 
required to see to the faithful performance of the 
contract on the part of the cities; and in the event 
of failure to comply, he is to cause the property 
within their limits to se sold at auction, to raise 
an amount sufficient to liquidate the debt. A 
former Secretary of the Treasury interested him- 
self in the negotiation of the loan, by addressing 
letters to foreign capitalists, expressing the deep 
interest which the Government took in the matter 
Now I leave it for the House to judge how far 
the act of Congress, and the connection of thesa 
high functionaries of the nation with the trans- 
action, were calculated to influence foreign capi- 
talists in lending their money, under thé belief 
that the faith and honor of the nation was pledged 
for their ultimate security. 

These cities have strained every nerve to sus- 
tain themselves, but can no longer struggle against 
destiny. They have failed to comply in the pay- 
ments to their foreign creditors, and the President 
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has been required by the agent of those creditors i 
to enforce the contract. This unwelcome duty he 
must perform, and has already appointed a com- 
missioner to attend to itsexecution. May Heaven 
avert this disgrace from our country! 

It has been said by an honorable gentleman 
from Kentucky, that the security offered by these 
cities, of their stock in the Chesapeake and Ohio 
Canal Company, is far from being adequate, and, 
in fact, ts worth but forty cents in the hundred. 
Where the gentleman has obtained his informa- 
tion as to the value of that stock, I cannot con- 
jecture. I have heard of none in the market, 
with the exception of the stock of a few delin- 

uent subscribers, and am not aware that even 
‘het has brought less than fifty cents in the dol- 
lar. The stock of that company is held chiefly 
by Governments and corporations, and the indi- 
vidual stockholders, with the few exceptions I 
have mentioned, will continue to hold their stock 
in the firm belief of its being the most profitable 
investment they can have, when the canal is com- 
pleted to Cumberland. The gentleman calculates 
the indemnity to the Government at what he esti- 
mates to be the present value of the stock. But 
the bill does not contemplate the immediate sale 
and consequent sacrifice of the stock, but, on the 
contrary, provides that the District cities may 
redeem it within ten years, by refunding to the 
Treasury the amount of principal and interest 
which may be paid for them. I hazard the asser- 
tion, with the most sincere and thorough convic- 
tion of its being realized, that long, long before 
the term of redemption limited by this bill, the 
stock of the Chesapeake and Ohio Canal Com- 
pany to be given in pledge to the United States 
will be an ample fund to repay to the last cent 
the obligations you may assume for the District. 
If this magnificent work, far surpassing in its 
dimensions and construction any other in this 
country, as many gentlemen on this floor, who 
have recently visited it as far as Harper’s Ferry, 
can testify, should fail to realize the expectations 
of its friends, it will be a solitary exception in 
the history of canals, either in this country or 
Europe. ‘This may more especially be said of 
canals leading to a mineral region, which have, 
without a solitary exception, proved to be the 
most profitable of any kind of investments. Take, | 
for example, the Schuylkill canal, the chief trans- 
portation on which is coal. Five or six years 
ago its stock of fifty dollars a share, being the 
par, would command only about twenty-four dol- | 
Jars a share. It now sells, as was stated by the 
gentleman from Virginia, at upwards of one hun- 
dred and sixty dollars a share, an advance of more , 
than two hundred per cent. 

The New York canal, which had, in its progress, 
to encounter all the prejudices and difficulties 
which have been thrown in the way of the Ches- 
apeake and Ohio canal, and cost about 88,000,000, 
after having reduced the tolls one third, is now 
yielding to the State a revenue of more than one 
million and a half of dollars annually, and this, 
too, without the advantage of having iron or 
coal for transportation. 

These simple facts, which cannot be contro- 
verted, are entitled to more consideration than all 
the assertions or prophecies of gentlemen whose 
oe or want of correct information may 

ave misled their judgments. 

Why should not the stock of the Chesapeake 
and Ohio canal become a fruitful source of rev- 
enue to all concerned? It passes through aregion | 
of country equal in agricultural products to any 
in the middle States. Its tributaries, the Shenan- | 
doah, the Cacapon, South Branch, Antietam, | 
Conecocheague, and Monocacy rivers, already | 
navigable and susceptible of improvement for | 
several hundred miles, all water extensive and i 
fertile valleys in the highest state of cultivation. | 
Independent of agricultaral productions, look to 
the other sources of revenue from coal, iron, ; 
lime, lumber, the valuable fisheries of the Poto- | 
mac, and many other articles of transportation, 
too various to enumerate. To these may be 
added the immense trade of the West which can 
.be transported on the national road to Cumber- 
Jand, and by the canal and railroad to the District | 
cities and Baltimore, at a cheaper rate and by a 
nearer route than any other communication can 
offer. The return trade, in merchandise, &c., to ! 


| offer 


` completion of the canal in about two years, when 


. trade of the 


‘ plishment of a work so vitally important to all 
She was an original subscriber to |; 


the western States must also add largely to the l! 
The water power created |: 
by the canal is of unlimited extent, and wiil in- | 
vite the enterprise and capital of manufacturers. 
The entire column of water of the Potomac may | 
be turned into the canal within the District; and 
with a canal to the interior, transporting the raw 
materials for manufacture, and easy access to the 
ocean, where is there a position offering greater 
inducements ? 7 

The coal and iron of Alleghany are inexhausti- 
ble, and the coal, after careful analysis, is pro- 
nounced to be one third better in quality than any 
bituminous coal in this country. This mineral 
can be delivered (when the canal is completed to 
Cumberland) in the eastern cities at one third less 
in price than they now pay for similar coal, and 
is one third better in quality. The inevitable con- 
sequence then is, that the demand will not be 
confined to the valley of the Potomac and the 
cities of the District and Baltimore. However 
large its consumption may be, it will constitute 
but a small item of the transportation of the canal. | 
No, sir; where an article indispensable to human 
comfort can be had cheapest, there will be the de- 
mand and the market, and the result is apparent, 
that the Potomac coal will enter into the consump- 
tion of every family, manufactory, and steamboat 
of the eastern States and elsewhere. 

What, then, is to limit the trade and revenue 
of the Chesapeake and Ohio canal, but its capacity | 
to transport the articles which will float on its 
bosom? And whatisthat capacity? Why, it can 
transport three millions five hundred thousand 
tons per annum, which, averaging the various 
articles of trade and distances navigated, will pro- 
duce more than one dollar per ton. None can, 
therefore, question the capacity of the canal to 
accomplish all the purposes of its construction, 
Of the correctness of these views l am fully per- 
suaded, and reiterate the assertion that the stock 
held by the District cities affords ample security 
to the Government for any obligations she may 
assume on their account. It is not from choice 
that they propose to surrender their stock, but | 
from dire necessity, found the pressure of their | 
embarrassments, and having no other security to | 

ou. 
We look forward with confident hope to the | 


all the sources of its future revenue will be fully 
developed and brought into active operation. 
The State of Maryland, perceiving the strug- 
gle making by her sister States to secure the rich 
est to her exclusion, has resolved 
no longer to rely on foreign aid for the accom- | 


her interests. 
a large amount, and has since lvaned the company ‘ 
$2,000,000; this will complete about one hundred | 
and forty miles by the next spring, leaving only 


| between forty and fifty miles to be constructed. 


the same enlightened policy which induced her 


tion of the measure, have gone so far as to attempt 
to make it a party question, and have endeavored 
to rally aid to the Opposition by appeals to party 
feclings and prejudices. The District of Colum- 
bia, having every claim on your kindness and 
protection, is treated as an outcast, and viewed as 
an intruder. It would appear that, although a` 
portion of the American family, she is unworthy 


_of your countenance, and that she has neither 


‘ings to be respected. 


il 


wants nor interests to be protected, or even feel- 
Sir, I will boldly venture 
the assertion that no civilized nation on the globe 
has done so little to cherish and promote the 
growth and prosperity of its metropolis as has 
the United States. 

A gentleman has said that he could not dare to 
meet his constituents were he to vote for this 
measure. Sir, | have constituents, too, of whom 
I am justly proud—intelligent, patriotic, and gen- 
erous, whom J should be ashamed to meet were 
I to vote against this measure, and have to tell 
them that my vote had consigned the metropolis 
of their country to the hammer of the auctionecr, 
and that I had left it in the hands of forcign hro- 
kers and stock-jobbers. The recital would rouse 
the indignant blush of shame on every cheek. I 
feel confident that the measure of relief proposed 
to the District cities will meet the cordial appro- 
bation of the people, whom I have never yet 
known to disapprove an act of justice or gener- 
osity, and those who assert to the contrary must 
libel them. 

Pass this bill, and you give new life, hope, and 
animation to this community. You invite popu- 
lation, enterprise, and capital; you disperse the 
clouds which have lowered over their fortunes, 
and gladden their hearts with returning beams of 
prosperity. But reverse the picture, and you 
Jeave them to the mercy of foreign creditors, 
poor, desponding, bankrupt; your metropolis 
sold, your country disgraced. 


CONTINGENT APPROPRIATIONS. 


REMARKS OF HON. A. H. SHEPPERD, 
OF NORTH CAROLINA, 
In THE House or REPRESENTATIVES, 
April 15, 1836, 

in Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union, upon 
a motion to strike from the bill making appropriations. for 
the Civil and Diplomatic expenses of Government for 
the year 1836, the items of ‘ $31,000 for contingent ex- 
penses of foreign intercourse,’? and “ $30,000 for con- 
tingent expenses of all the missions abroad ;” and, also, 


to reduce the appropriation for the expenses of inter- 
course with the Barbary Powers, from $17,400 to $10,000. 
Mr. A. H. SHEPPERD rose and said, that in 
the observations he was about to submit upon the 
pending propositions to amend, he wished to be 
understood as doing so, not merely as an indi- 


| vidual member of this body, but as in obedience, 


to proceed thus far will stimulate her, by prompt |, 


action, to insure the carliest completion of the | 
work, by which it will become to her a fruitful 


in some degree, to the direction of the committee 
charged with the duty of examining into the ac- 


' counts of the State Department. 


source of revenue, and reimburse all she may | 


! advance in its construction. 


The decisive action of Maryland in providing 
for the final completion of the canal to Cumber- 
land, will have an immediate influence on the 
value of the stock, and probably raise it to its 
par value. Indeed such 1s the confidence of the |: 
holders of that stock that I question if one hun- 
dred shares could be purchased in the market. 

That public attention and vast capital are di-, 
rected to the coal region of Alleghany, in con- 
templation of the completion of the canal, is now || 
a matter of record. ‘The Legislature of Mary- 
land, at its last session, incorporated railroad, 
canal, manufacturing, and banking companies 
with capitals to the amount of ten or eleven mil- 
lion dollars, all in the mineral region of Alle- 
ghany, and accessory to the Chesapeake and 
Ohio canal. s 

Foreign capital to an immense amount 1s thus 
introduced into our State; for many of the capital- 
ists of New York and Boston are concerned in 
these corporations. 

Mr. Chairman, the debate on this bill has as- 
sumed a most extraordinary character. Gentle- 
men, notcontent with expressing theirdisapproba- 


I know (said Mr. S.) that by this effort we 
may seem to seek a consequence, and give to 
ourselves an importance which, perhaps, was not 
intended, nor desired, in the arrangement of the 


: committees of this House; but, much as others 


' may have undervalued or slighted the duties pecu- 


liar to this committee, I hope we shall be pardoned 


|: for attempting to show that there is, at Icast, a 


not necessity, in instituting and 
prosecuting the various inquiries which rightfully 
fall within the scope of the authority delegated 
to us by the rules of this House; yet I come not 
charged with a long and formal retrenchment re- 
port, nor am J expected in any way to point to 
or discuss the peculiar political opinions of those 


propriety, if 


| who have been concerned in any of the Govern- 
| ment transactions to which I may advert; our 


labors have, I hope, been prosecuted with a pur- 
pose that rises far above that miserable, petty 

arty spirit which has, unfortunately, too often 
became prevalent in our attempts to reform and 
correct the abuses of Government, of which a 
lamentable illustration is afforded in the famous 
retrenchment reports that were made during the 
session of 1827-28. Not content with noticing 
practices in the then Administration, which evi- 
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he public censure, and pointed to | 
the necessity of legislative correction, the excess _ 
of party zeal destroyed, in a great degree, the 
usefuluess of the laborious efforts of that day, by 
attaching grave importance to circumstances too 
trivial to deserve a moment’s serious consider- 
ation. We have not only sobered down from the 
excitement of that period, but really seem to be 
fast falling into an opposite extreme. i 

In 1828 it was matter of grave charge against 
the then Secretary of State, that out of the con- 
tingent fund intended for the use of his Depart- 
ment, he had, amongst other things, been guilty 
of the extravagance of purchasing for his office a 
print of the President of the United States, at the 
price of thirteen dollars! But what have we now, 
sir? Instead of a disposition to question the 
character or extent of contingent disbursements, 
I was unable to carry a majority the other day 
upon a proposition to reduce the contingent ap- 
propriation for the Department of State from 
twenty-five to seventeen thousand dollars; and 
that, too, without waiting to scan so nicely, as 
in days gone by, the propriety and extent of 
every petty disbursement that the Secretary of 
State may have authorized; but by a statement 
of facts and figures, clearly showing that this re- 
trenchment might be made, without any embar- 
rassment to this branch of the public service. 

There is, therefore, now not only a disposition 
to give what is necessary, but even to bestow 
more than can be fairly estimated for; and so far- 
are we going upon this extreme of confidence 
and indulgence, that the gentleman from Tennes- 
see [Mr. C. Jounson] has clearly intimated that, 
as we cannot foresee precisely what amount may 
be needed under any contingent head of appropri- 
ation, we have only to adopt his amendment, 
(requiring an annual publication of the expendi- <; 
tures,) and we may then free ourselves from the 
trouble of trying to ascertain how little of the i 
people’s money will probably do; 


dently deserved t 


our only care :! 
will then be to be sure and give enough! This 
principle will very greatly diminish and simplify k 
the labor of legislation; indeed, we shall then 
have very little to do other than to place the sur- 
plus revenue of the country at the discretionary 
disposition of the President and the heads of | 
Departments. And here we are again forcibly | 
reminded of the striking contrast, or rather incon- , 
sistency, to which the extremes of party are con- 
tinually exposed. To-day a gentleman from 
Tennessee thinks it unimportant to look to the 
amounts of contingent appropriation; yet, in 
1898, a member from the same State, (Mr. Blair,) 
and, like the present gentleman, opposed to the 
then Administration, in a report touching this 
very department of the Government, recommends 
not merely to diminish the contingencies appli- 
cable to '* missions abroad,” but that no appro- | 
priation whatever be made for that object. In| 
my estimate of public men, and in my pursuit 
of public measures, I have ever labored to guard | 
against that political excitement under the influ- 
ence of which we are too apt to condemn that to- || 
day which a change of party views may lead us 
to approve to-morrow; and, although in this way | 
I have acquired the unenviable distinction of not | 
being thorough in my devotion to party, I have | 
an abiding consciousness that it is the only course 
of conduct that can meet my self-approval, or 
that would tend to promote the permanent inter- 
ests of those whom I have the honor to repre- 
sent. 

Pardon, sir, this momentary digression from | 
the mere matter of business for which I mainly || 
rise to address you. Before entering, however, | 
upon a notice of any particular items of expend- `; 
iture, upon which I feel myself called to remark, | 
I must here pause to express my surprise that | 
the Secretary of State should have sent in an esti- | 
mate, and that the Committee of Ways and | 
Means should have reported the bill now under || 
consideration, with a clause giving $30,000 for the |i 
“contingent expenses of foreign intercourse,” || 
and alike sum for ‘‘ contingent expenses of all ‘i 
the missions abroad.” 

Perceiving from the books of the Treasury | 
and the detailed disbursement furnished the com- | 
mittee to which f£ belong that neither of these | 
heads of expenditure usually exceed $20,000 an- 
nually, and that, for the last year, that “t for mis- 


| for foreign intercourse, was, in truth, $30,603, 


i! that as early as the 4th of May the agent of the 


sions abroad” was only $16,221 37, I wasready | 


to object, and did intend, even under this view 


` of the subject, to propose to reduce the appropri- 


ations to something like the expenditure; but 
what was my surprise when, by reference to the 
balances in the office of the Register of the Treas- 
ury, I ascertained the fact that at the close of the 
last year there was on hand $30,000, applicable 
to the service of the present year, under the 
head of “ contingencies of foreign intercourse;’’ 
and the sum of $40,508 belonging to that of “all 
the missions abroad.’’ Thus we see that under 
two heads of appropriation, usually covering an 
annual expenditure of not quite $40,000, there is 
already at the service of the present year the sum 


; of $70,508; and yet the Secretary of State requires 
. a further appropriation of $60,000. 


It is true, sir, that the chairman of the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means, [Mr. CAMBRELENG,] 
seconded by the chairman of the Committee on 
Foreign Affairs, [Mr. Mason,] now moves to 
strike this sum of $60,000 from the bill; and I 
should probably have contented myself, on this 
part of the case, with merely voting for the 
amendment had not a very strange attempt been 
made by the latter gentleman [Mr. Mason] to 
show that the Secretary of State could not, at the 
time of his estimate for the year 1836, (which 
was made about the first of October, 1835,) know 
that any very considerable balance would remain 
at the end of the year 1835, or that the addition 
of $30,000, under each of these heads, would not 
be requisite. We have already seen that if there 
had been nothing on hand, the sums proposed in 
the bill, and asked by the Secretary, would have 
been abundantly large, and, indeed, more than 
sufficient. But what disposition can the Secre- | 
tary or his friend make of this enormous sum 
of upwards of seventy thousand dollars? For 
if it be said he could not know in October how 
the balance would be at the close of December, 
1835, certainly there could have been no difficulty 
in ascertaining how it stood at the end of the 
year 1834. By refcrence to the same undoubted 
source of information, and by a mere moment’s 
inspection, we are informed that, under the head 


| of ** contingencies of missions abroad,’’ the sum 


on hand on the 31st of December, 1834, was 
$26,729; and for ‘‘ contingencies of foreign inter- 
course,” there was $20,000; yet for 1835 there 
was also appropriated $30,000 to each of these 
objects, giving, for 1835, an entire sum of $106,729. 
Suppose, then, that no other or later data of cal- 
culation were attainable by the Secretary than 
those to which I have just referred; does not 
everybody see that, unless by direction of the 
President, he had greatly augmented the disburse- 
ments during the year 1835, enough, an abundant 


` balance must have remained for the present year 


without any additional appropriation? But at 
the very time of asking these additional sums for || 
1836, viz: the Ist of October, 1835, the unex- 
pended balance, under the head of contingencies 


and for missions abroad, $46,683 87. 

Thus the first three quarters of the year had | 
been met, and more than met, without trenching 
on the appropriation of 1835; surely, then, one 
short quarter of the year was not likely to do 
much in diminishing this amount; but really very | 
little, unusually little, was at that time left to 
conjecture or estimate; for, by reference to the 
warrant book of the Treasury, it will be seen | 


Department of State had, upon the requisition of 
the Secretary, drawn from the Treasury the sum 
of $20,000 on eccount of contingent expenses of 
foreign intercourse, which embraced the whole || 
expenditure of the year with the exception of 
$1,436 66, which remained of the amount drawn | 
out of the Treasury in 1834. 

It has not been usual for the agent to be pos- 
sessed, at so early a day, of the whole sum likely | 
to be disbursed during the entire year; but, I pre- . 
sume, it was so done in this instance for the | 
reason that more than the usual amount of the | 
annual expenditure was about being incurred at | 
an early period, and within the first quarter of | 
the year; of this I may speak hereafter. There ; 
was, then, in October last, nothing left to conjec- | 
ture and estimate under the head of contingencies 
of foreign intercourse; and, by reference to the |! 


expenses of missions abroad, we find that only 
$5,375 89 was required during the last quarter 


' of the year 1835. This sum, then, turns out to 
_ be the only basis upon which it is now contended 


that, notwithstanding the balances I have shown 
to be on hand at the beginning of 1835, and at the 
close of the third quarter of that year, the Secre- 
tary could not have known that the sum of $60,000 
would not be necessary, in addition thereto, for 
the year 1836! It has, indeed, been intimated by 
the gentleman from Virginia [Mr. Mason] that, 
in order to make a safe estimate, the Secretary of 
State must wait until all the various items, or ac- 
counts of disbursement, have been presented and 
audited at the Treasury; but, instead of this view 
being correct in principle, or tending to justify 
the course of the Secretary, it will, if admitted, 
show a still larger balance, especially of the funds 
applicable to contingent expenses of missions 
abroad; for even now, sir, the whole amount 
transmitted for settlement, and passed by the 
Fifth Auditor, does not exceed $5,000. Yet the 
expense incurred under this head, for the year 
1835, is set down at $16,221 37; that being the 
sum actually paid out of the Treasury upon indi- 
vidual account, or by funds placed in the hands 
of foreign bankers or other agents of the Govern- 
ment, to be disbursed in the payment of the nu- 
merous items of account into which such a head 
of expenditure necessarily divides itself, but 
which cannot in themselves be looked to as the 
standard of expenditure under any particular head 
of appropriation, and are not so considered at the 
Treasury; but, on the other hand, the sums so 
drawn from the Treasury, and the funds pur- 


| chased and placed in the hands of our bankers 


and other agents, are considered and treated as 


: expended, although it may, and frequently does, 


happen that, upon the ultimate and detailed set- 
tlement of all the accounts involved, balances 
may be found unexpended in the hands of these 
agents, but which are considered as so entirely 
out of the Treasury that a warrant is drawn for 
their repayment or restoration to the head of ap- 


: propriation from which they were taken. 


Thus you see the actual disbursement under 
any particular head of appropriation may prove 
to be less, but cannot well turn out to be more, 
than the sums so advanced by the Government. 


| It is, therefore, not only idle, but really the gen- 


tleman from Virginia [Mr. Mason] does both 
himself and the Secretary of State great injustice, 


i when he contends that the estimates for the De- 


artment are regulated by the actual. state of the 
individual accounts, as settled at the Treasury; 


. for, I repeat, were this the case, it would make 


the matter still worse, by showing that the pres- 


; ent estimate of $60,000 for contingencies of foreign 


intercourse and missions abroad had been made 
with a much larger balance on hand than even that 
for which I have contended; and, instead of jus- 
tifying the appropriation of $17,400 asked for the 
present year’s expense of our intercourse with the 


' Barbary Powers, would show that the Depart- 


ment was yet unauthorized to ask any amount 
whatever for this service, as no disbursements of 
the last year’s appropriations have been forwarded 


i by our consuls, and settled at-the Treasury. 


But the truth is, as I have asserted, and as 
the books of the Treasury show, the year’s ex-. 


, penditure is considered as regulated by the sums 
drawn out for disbursement; these amounts can 


be seen at a moment's glance. The Secretary of 
State had only to ask, and the information would 


i have been afforded. But it seems that even this 
i little trouble has not been submitted to; the only 


inquiries have probably been, How much was 
voted last year? Was that enough? How much 
more than enough, is a matter that has not trou- 
bled the head ‘of the Department. until quite re~ 
cently. 

You will bear in mind, sir, that I am not now 
indulging in any objection to the amounts annu- 
ally expended under these heads of appropriation 
of which I am speaking; but I have purposely 
contrasted the smallness of these disbursements 
with the continued repetition of annual demands 
for extravagant and useless appropriations. Cer- 
tainly itis no good reason to urge, in favor of 
such a course of legislation, that the money 13 
not wasted, and that we should reward the econ- 
omy of those who have charge of the public 
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and pleasure, over and above the accustomed 


wants of the Government. Such blind confidence ` 


is unworthy of that vigilance and care which 
should ever characterize the Representatives of 
the pi ople. 

Although, sir, as I have just intimated, I have 
no particular charge of extravagance to make, 
touching the disbursements that I have exam- 
ined, yet, in the progress of that minute investi- 
gation which, by the committee, I was authorized 
to make, I met with some items of expenditure 
which were, atleast, in their character somewhat 
extraordinary, if not wholly objectionable. In 
this class I would place the sums paid out of the 
appropriations for contingencies of foreign inter- 
course, by direction of the President of the Uni- 
ted States, to one Edmund Roberts, a citizen of 
New Hampshire. 

In the year 1832, Mr. Roberts was commis- 
sioned or employed by the President of the Uni- 
ted States, to visit the countries of Muscat, Siam, 
Cochin China, and Japan. The object of this 
eastern mission seems to have been the formation 
of treaties with the sovereigns of these demi- 
barbarous nations. To aid in its fulfillment, pres- 
ents on behalf of our Government were made to 
about the amount of three thousand three hun- 
dred dollars. The cqmpensation of this Govern- 
ment agent was at this time fixed at six dollars 
per day, but he was also allowed, in the settle- 
ment of his accounts, five per cent. commission 
upon the sum so disbursed by him in presents. 
He returned in the spring of 1834, having, as I 
understand, concluded atreaty with the Sultan of 
Muscat, but failed in doing so with the other 
Powers to whom he was sent. 

In the spring of last year Mr. Roberts was 
again dispatched with fresh instructions, at an 
annual salary of $4,400, which was directed to 
be paid him from the first of the year; and to 
strengthen the hopes of still greater success, 

resents amounting to $19,530 79 were purchased 
in the city of New York, and placed at his dis- 
osition, with a view of being employed by him 


in buying orconciliating the favor of those Powers | 


to whom he had been before in some degree ac- 
credited. This expenditure was incurred within 
the last quarter of the year 1834, and the first 
quarter of 1835. I have not merely contented 
myself with ascertaining the amount of this 
bounty or donation on behalf of our Government, 
but, in obedience to a sense of duty, have looked 
through the entire list or series of articles of 
merchandise of which it has been composed, and 
have taken care to see that, according to law and 
the practice of the Government, this large and 
unusual disbursement has received the proper 
certificates of the President and the Secretary of 
State, with the direction for its payment out of 
the fund for contingencies of foreign intercourse. 

The gentleman employed in this business is 


very favorably spoken of by those who know , 
him; and, judging from what knowledge my in- , 
vestigation has afforded me of his character, I | 


am disposed to think well of his qualifications 
for such a mission. Nor am I now prepared to 


eall in question the policy of our Government, ' 
which seeks to extend and strengthen our com- ;. 
mercial intercourse with the nations embraced in | 
this enterprise; and that, too, although gifts may | 


be necessary to propitiate their favor, or secure 
to us the mere privilege of trading with them. 
No, sir, all this may well be, and’ be right; and 
yet very grave questions may arise as to the pro- 
priety of applying the contingent fund to the 
yment of a salaried officer, who, though he 
as for years sustained a sort of diplomatic char- 
acter abroad, and has actually negotiated a treaty, 


and is now gone upon a second mission, at an | 


expense of $24,000, has never, during all this 


time, been nominated to the Senate for appoint- 


ment, or in any other way been made known to 
the country as connected with an important for- 
eign service. . 

Í know it is said that, to guard against the 
jealous interference of rival nations, secrecy was 
necessary in this, as it has been thought to be in 


many other negotiations; but, for one, I believe | 
not in the efficacy of such a precaution; for, 


instead of the disguised negotiator succeeding in 
eluding suspicion, and effecting the business of 


No. 38 


funds, by placing tens of thousands at their will 


| 


his Government, without disclosure, the mere 
fact of attempting to do so will, in most instances, 
be found to awaken unusual curiosily, and to 
give a consequence to the objects of the mission 
which would not have obtained, had plain and 
open dealing been observed. But, if this was 
really to have been a secret business, the Presi- 
dent should have sheltered the expenditure under 
the power given him to allow a disbursement, 
without specifying the objects for which it has 
been made; yet he has, in this instance, as well 


as every other during his Administration, with | 


his usual frankness and independence of charac- 
ter, refused to treat any part of the appropriations 
for contingencies of foreign intercourse as con- 
stituting a secret-service fund, but has always 
given the vouchers or specifications of the expend- 
iture. Whilst I highly approve this practice of 
the present Administration, I repeat that it is 
utterly at war with the idea of carrying on a 
secret negotiation, for the very fact of submitting 
the subject-matter of the account of such investi- 
gation as, from its nature, it may seem to merit, 
must, in some degree, give publicity to the whole 
transaction. 

I now hasten to notice the disbursements con- 
nected with our intercourse with the Barbary 
Powers. By an act of Congress, passed in 1810, 
a salary of $4,000 is given to our Consul General 
residentat Algiers, and $2,000 to each of our other 
consuls, sent to the different Barbary States. Since 
the occupation of Algiers by France, this consul 
generalship has ceased, and we have now on this 
part of the public service but three consular sta- 


tions—one at Tangiers, in Morocco, one at Tunis, | 
and one at Tripoli. This salaried compensation , 


distinguishes this class of consuls from any others 
employed by our Government; and still further 
to favor their position, they are each, by the act 


just referred to, permitted to disburse annually the | 


sum of $3,000 i 
where they reside, and may even exceed this 


‚ident of the United States. But this law goes 
| still further, and clearly shows that while it was 
the purpose of Congress to cherish our commer- 

_ cial intercourse, and to preserve peace with these 
Powers, it also intended. to provide that agents 
‘employed in disbursing these favors of our Gov- 
ernment should be compelled to render a strict 
account of the manner in which they should per- 
form this service. With this view the sixth 
section enacts ‘that it shall be the duty of the 
consuls residing on the Barbary coast to transmit 
to the Secretary of the Treasury, annually, an 
account of all moneys received and of all disburse- 
ments or expenditures made by them, respect- 
ively, for or on account of the United States, 
and the particular purpose to which the moneys 
have been applied, and the vouchers to support 
the same; and the Secretary of the Treasury shall 
transmit to Congress, within two months after 
the commencement of the first session thereof, in 
every year, a statement of all the moneys dis- 
bursed frora the Treasury of the United States for 
‘| expenses of intercourse with the Barbary Powers 
| during the preceding year; therein noting, so far 
as can be ascertained at the Treasury, the sums 
received by the respective agents or consuls, and 
the purposes to which the same have been applied.” 
I would here emphatically inquire of the oldest 
members of this body—those most experienced 
` in the alterations and amendments which our 
laws have undergone—whether the section that 
| I have just read has ever been repealed, or even 
: modified in any way? For myself, I have been 
‘| unable to discover anything showing its repeal 
| oralteration in any particular whatever. Taking 
i it, therefore, to be the law of the land, the com- 
: mittee waited for the expiration of the two months 
'} within which time the Secretary of the Treasury 
is required to make a communication of this con- 
| tingent disbursement to Congress. But we waited 
|| in vain. Yet supposing the delay was probably 
owing to the press of business, or momentary 
inattention, I was authorized by the committee, 
| without resorting to the formality of a resolution 
| on the subject, to inquire into the reason of this 
delay; that reason or answer is given in the 
Secretary’s note of the 16th February, in which 
|| he says that “consuls have never made any 


{ 
li 


i 


| 
4 
ij 
| 
{ 
| 


returns to this Department under the act regulat- . 


in presents to the Governments | 


; amount, upon the written permission of the Pres- | 


j 


ing the same, or they would probably have been 
submitted to Congress.” 

Can it be true that this wise and prudent legis- 
lative provision has been wholly neglected? Yes, 
sir, itis emphatically true; for instead of being 
observed and carried into execution, its very ex- 
istence seems to have escaped the attention of all 
those whose duty required them to see its pro- 
visions fulfilled. Nor is this the fault merely of 
the present day, or the present Administration, 
but 1s equally chargeable to those that have pre- 
ceded it; for I believe, in the language of the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury, our ‘‘ consuls have never 
made any returns’’ according to the requisitions 
of the act of 1810. 

Having thus entirely failed in obtaining the 
official information which we had a legal right to 
expect froin the Secretary of the Treasury, I com- 
menced seeking, in some other way, to learn, if 
practicable, the disposition that had been made of 
the large sums of money placed from time to 
time at the will and pleasure of these disbursing 
agents of the Government. And although, as we 
have just seen, annual statements of expend- 
iture have not been forwarded to the Secretary 
of the Treasury, and by him submitted to Con- 
gress, itso happens, that when it has precisely 
suited the convenience of our consuls to do s0, 
they have, through the Department of State, com- 
municated some account of thcir doings to our 
Government. By reference to the books of the 
Treasury, where these matters have been settled 
by the Fifth Auditor, I find that James R. Leib, 
our present consul at Tangiers, in Morocco, has 
not settled any account since his appointment, 
which was in 1832, and that the sum of $14,017 41 
stands as a charge against him on the books of 
the Treasury. I should, perhaps, here state that 
Mr. Leib has recently transmitted an account, 
which, I learn, is retained by the Secretary of 
State for further advisement, in consequence of 
its embracing extravagant expenditures made by 
him ona visit to the Emperor of Morocco at the 
city of Fez. 

amuel D. Heap, present consul at Tunis, is 
debtor to the amount of $10,728 62. He has not 
settled any account since 31st December, 1831. 

Daniel S. McCauly, consul at Tripoli, is 
charged with a balance against him of $3,721 7% 
His last settlement was on 30th June, 1833. 

From 1810 to the present time, I find that the 


; sum of $700,000 has been expended or paid out 
; on account of our intercourse with the Barbary 


Powers, exclusive of various disbursements which 
are usually embraced under this head of expendi- 
ture, but which do not properly belong to it; that, 
of this sum, $89,677 has not been accounted for, 
but stands out ina long list of balances against our 
present and preceding consuls and commercial 
agents. 

I will not be so personal as to specify through- 


i out the names of all those who appear to be debt- 
| ors to their Government, but shall content myself 


` by having merely pointed out the particular sums 


i 


that are chargeable to those now in office, and 


in favor of whom it is proposed to make a still 


further appropriation of $17,400, embracing their 
salaries of $2,000 each, with $800 for contingent 
expenses, and $3,000 for each of these three con- 
sulates, to be disbursed in presents, according to 


| the provisions of the act of 1810, already referred. 


to. 

But this is not all that it is proposed to do, or 
has recently been done to favor or patronize these 
almost irresponsible officers of the Government. 
The treaty which has subsisted for near fifty 
years between this Government and that of Mo- 
rocco being about to expire, our consul at Tan- 
giers, Mr. Leib, has been charged with the duty 
of procuring its renewal. In order to insure suc- 
cess, the sum of $19,238 45 has, within the last 
year, been laid out in the city of New York, by 
the Secretary of State, under the authority of the 
President, in the purchase of a very great variety 
of foreign and domestic goods, which have been 
shipped to the care of Mr. Leib, and are intended 
to be by him presented to the Emperor ‘of Morocco 


‘upon his consenting to a renewal of the treaty. 


his expenditure is over and above the sum which 


| our consul may have disbursed in that country 
| out of the appropriation of 1835, but no account 


of which is to be found at the Treasury. 
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The presents so to be given may be necessary | expenditure of the treasure of the nation. Say, 
to attain the object in view, and the object may : if you please, that all is yet well, and that we 
itself be worth the money. I will not now wait have, at present, a sufficient security for the faith- -: 
to question the one or the other; but however ful application of the public. money, not in the 
commendable may have been this expenditure, I cautious specific provisions of our laws appro- 
would greauy have preferred that it should have priating it, but in the sound and prudent discre- 
been intrusted to some one who had not shown tion of those to whom we intrust it—would it, I 
a manifest inattention to the law regulating his ask, be wise torely upon the continuance of such 
duties, or that, at least, before giving thisaddi- a security? 
tional evidence of confidence in our consul at Yes, sir, all may now be well, and yet that as- 
Tangiers, he had been required by the President surance should not induce us, as legislators, to 
of the United States to adjust the sum already look the less anxiously to the means of future ©: 
outstanding against him on the books of the, safety. Those mzy hereafter possess the Exec- ' 
Treasury; for, sir, however able this gentleman,  utive rule in our Government, whose ambitious 
with others, may ultimately prove to account for propensities, or whose sordid love of money, may : 
all their disbursements, a neglect to do so for lead them toconstrue not cnly liberally, but most 
years, in violation of the plainest provision of | mischievously, their power over such portions of 
Jaw, is an example that ought not to be favored the public treasure as may be placed in their 
or indulged. Nor is thismy only objection, con- hands, without strict legal limitations as to the 
nected with the class of expenditures to which I objects of its application; let us not, therefore, 
am now referring; for in them I think we have a set an example of blind and implicit confidence, 
forcible illustration of the great impropriety of | which may tend hereafter to endanger or destroy 
permitting surplus amounts to accumulate, under the liberties of our country. 
any contingent head of disbursement, by not 
attending to the state of the appropriation at the 
close of each successive year, or at any time 
when it may be propused to make an additional 
appropriation. Thus attheend of the year 1834, 
there was on hand, under the head of ‘ inter- 
course with the Barbary Powers,” the sum of 
$18,607, more than cnough to meet the usual an- 
nual expenditure, yet, for 1835, we have the old 
appropriation of $17,400, giving an available 
amount for that year of $36,000. Outof this has 
been taken this extraordinary expenditure of 
near $20,000 for presents to the Emperor of Mo- Mr. BELL said he did not rise to enter into 
rocco. . the wide range of debate indulged in by the gen- 

But I would inquire who, in voting for the usual | tleman from New York, [Mr. Camprezene.] I 
appropriation of the last year, imagined he was || have too recently (said Mr. B.) occupied the 
giving an extra fund to be employed in this or any || attention of the committee in a similar course of 
other extraordinary way, and to the fitness or |} remarks myself, to authorize me to claim the at- 
propriety of which his attention was in no way || tention of the committee again, until other gen- 
directed? The money might have been granted, || tlemen who desire to be heard shail have had an 
but I insist that that could only be fairly and :| opportunity of delivering their sentiments. I 
properly known by making the direct request, || only desire, at this time, to reply to some of the 
and asking a specific appropriation for this par- | remarks of the gentleman from New York, [Mr. 
ticular object; thereby affording the Representa- | CaAMBRELENG,] which appeared to me to be rather 
tives of the people the important privilege of personal towards myself. 
looking into and discussing, in advance of Iegis- | | The gentleman from New York, after quoting | 
lation, all the questions of expediency, of princi- | from my remarks, made upon a late occasion, 
ple, or of national policy, that this or any other | what I had said as to the time when the regular 
unusual disbursement may besupposed toinvolve; : appropriation bills for the support and improve- 
and not leaving to them the almost useless task of | ment of the military defenses of the country had 
merely criticising the expenditure, after it shall | heen reported by the Committee of Ways and 
have been made from a fund created without any .; Means at the present session, and further as to | 
intimation from any quarter of an intention to :; the time they were suffered to remain upon the 
apply it to such a purpose. When an event occurs ; table unacted on, proceeded to contrast the action | 
that is really contingent and urgent in its charac- | of the Committce of Ways and Means of the | 
ter, such as could not have been especially looked || present Congress, in this respect, with what had | 
to and provided for by Congress, then the Presi- || been done by the same committee at former ses- 
dent would be clearly justified in meeting any || sions of Congress, and concluded by.declaring |; 
expense that may accrue, out of the common | that my charge against him was unfounded. I! 
standing contingent appropriations; but'it cannot | desire to know if the gentleman means to say l 
be said that the determination to institute negoti- |; that the facts stated by me in the specch to which | 
ations with the Emperor of Japan, the Sultan of || he alluded were not founded in truth ? i! 
Muscat, or King of Siam, or to apply forare- | Mr. CAMBRELENG said that he meant to 
newal of the treaty with the Emperor of Morocco, | say that the charge of neglect made against the | 
partakes at all of this character; these were objects || Committee of Ways and Means by the gentle- | 
presenting time for deiiberation, and were cer- || man from Tennessee, in not reporting the bills 
tainly of sufficient importance, even from the large '| referred to before the close of the montli of Decem- X 
expenditure to which they have given rise, to have || ber, wasnot well founded, and he had referred to | 
been presented directly to the consideration ‘of | the Committee of Ways and Means of former | 
Congress. || Congresses to show that those bills had not usu- | 

But the principle for which I contend is sus- || ally been reported at so early a day as they had 
tained by ihe previous example of our Govern- || been reported at the present session. | 
ment, in relation to this very treaty with Morocco: ||| Mr. BELL. Neither in my speech delivered | 
for when, in 1791, it was proposed to make pres- | 
ents to the then new Emperor, in order to obtain | 
his recognition of the treaty which it is now in- | 
tended to renew, the money was not taken by the | 
President from the contingent fund, or ordinary | 
appropriation for intercourse with that Power, | 
but a specific appropriation was made ina law | 
passed for that particular purpose. KP | 

This is an example worthy of all imitation, 
and which [ sincerely wish had been followed in 
the instances to which Iam now advefting. But, 
instead of this safe and truly republican doctrine 
of specific appropriations gaining favor at this | 
day, I can but perceive the manifestation of. a 
disposition to lose sight of this powerful safe- | 
guard against an improvident and unauthorized 
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in this House, nor in my printed report of that '! 
speech, did I make, or authorize to be made, anf ` 
charge of the description alluded to by the gen- 
tlcman. My statement was simply that those 
bills for the support and improvement of the 
military defenses of the country had not been 
reported until nearly a month after the meeting 
of Congress, and that, after they were reported, © 
they were suffered to sleep upon the table more | 
than a month before they were seriously moved | 
in the House; and I inferred, from this fact, that 
the gentleman from New York, and his political | 
associates, could not have had any serious appre- 
hensions of a war with France., It was only 
under the peculiar public exigency alleged by the 
gentlemen themselves to exist at the commence- 


ment of the session, that any blame could attach 


to the committee for not reporting and acting 


upon those bills at an earlier day. I could not 
believe that gentlemen were sincere in their pro- 
fessions as to their fears of a war with France, 
when they were well apprised of the defenscless 
condition of the country, and yet delayed to 
report those bills until the close of the month of 
December, and failed to move their consideration 
in the House until the 9th of February following! 
I yet believe that the gentlemen had no fears of 
war, as their conduct would have been very dif- 
ferent in regard to those bills. 

But the gentleman from New York [Mr. Cam- 
BRELENG] has thought proper to review my course 
upon the naval appropriation bill, and to insinuate 
motives different from those which I avowed, 
and widely different from those which actually 
governed me. Hce hasalso thought proper toim- 
pute to the minority the cause of the delay which 
occurred in passing that bill. He has also alluded 


‘to that delay as extraordinary, and the whole 


tenor of his remarks is calculated to give support 
and corroboration to the misrepresentations which 
have found their way into the public journals on 
this subject. 

Mr. CAMBRELENG said he wished the gen- 
tleman from Tennessee not to understand him ag 
insinuating more than he stated; he had imputed 
no motives; he had only stated the part taken by 
that gentleman on the naval appropriation bill, 
and he considered it extraordinary. 

Mr. BELL. Iam aware that the course and 
manners of the gentleman are perfectly parlia- 
mentary; he imputes no motives, but he makes 


‘such a statement of facts and circumstances from 
'. which the only rational deduction would be that 


my course had been founded upon most im- 
proper and unworthy motives. In replying to the 
gentleman from New York, I felt myself called 
upon, and fully justified in noticing the statements 
of the official journal, printed in this city, (the 
Globe,) upon this subject. Theyare of the same 
character with the inference which must be drawn 
from the statements of the gentleman, if they are 
not corrected. If this were the case of ordinary 
newspaper statements, I would not feel myself 


‘called upon to notice them. Under other circum- 
' stances, I would permit them to pass unnoticed 


by me, perfectly willing to abide their effect upon 
an intelligent people; but, sir, the paper to which 


| I allude is the regular organ and channel through 


which the views of the Executive and of the party 
in power in this country are declared and pro- 
claimed to the country. Itis supported and sus- 
tained by the patronage of every department of 
the Government, and it also receives the patron- 
age of this House. The publishers and editors 
of this paper are the officers of this House; they 
are the printers of this House, chosen by a large 


i majority of its members. The representations of 


the proceedings of this House, found in the col- 


: umns of this paper, bear upon their face, in some 


sense, the stamp of official authority. The Exec- 


' utive and this branch of the National Legislature, 


in the general and public estimation, stand pledged 


for their accuracy. But what is of still more 1m- 


portance to those whose course in this House is 


misrepresented by this journal, hundreds and 
| thousands of its numbers, containing the grossest 


misrepresentations and slanders against me and 
other members of this House, are franked by the 


| President himself, and distributed over the conn- 
| try. Scarcely a day passes in which I do not re- 


ceive information, by letters, of the circulation of 


| this journal among the people of my own Slate, 


and among my own constituents, under the frank 
of the President. Itisalso worthy of notice, that 


' this paper is daily laid upon the desks of a large 
| portion of the members of this House, and it is 
‘also circulated extensively under their frank. 


I 
know, sir, that neither the President, nor honor- 
able members of this House, intend to guaranty 
the truth of all the statements to be found in the 
columns of this paper, nor do I consider that they 
ought to be held responsible for theiraccuracy; but, 
sir, the effect is the same upon those who are as- 
sailed by falsehood and misrepresentation. The 
people cannot well comprehend that gentlemen 
high in official rank, as well as in popular favor, 
should so industriously circulate, under the sanc- 
tion of their individual sieoatures and frank, the 
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numbers of a political journal, unless they sanc- 
tion and credit the statements contained init; and 
they thus pass with many for the truth. These 
statements, going forth from this city while Con- į 
gress is in session, under all these sanctions, and | 
remaining unanswered and uncontradicted by 
those who are misrepresented, have a degree of 
credit awarded to them which, under other cir- 
cumstances, would not attach to them. I there- 
fore ask the attention of the committee while | 
refer to some of the various misrepresentations 
of my course upon the Navy bill, which have 
been propagated through the channels of this pa- 
per, at the same time that I notice the statements 
of the gentleman from New York upon the same 
subject. 

Besides the statement of the Globe that I had * 
opposed all appropriations for the military de- 
fenses of the country at a time when the countr 
was in danger of being involved ina war with 
France, (which I have noticed upon a former 
occasion, and shown to be utterly false,) I find 
the following statement in that journal of the 8th 
of this month: 

“ At the threshold Mr. BeLL told his friends that [the 
House of Representatives] was the place to agitate the 
presidential question; and so they went on President- 
making, in connection with the navy-yard at Portsmouth, 
until they had wasted nearly sir weeks of the session.” 

In the number of the 12th of this month will 
be found the following sentence: 

“Not content with speaking against time for six weeks 
tosether, to arrest the progress of the ordinary appropria- 
tion ħills ; not disheartened nor ashamed of having a six 
weeks’ opposition sustained by only six votes on yeas and 
nays in support of his proposition, Mr. Beit, who is set to 
work to toul the business of the House by those in Jeague 
against the Administration, is continually devising petty 
expedients for this purpose.” 

In the same paper, of the 14th of this month, 
“ the finale,” itis stated, ‘‘ is given of Mr. BELL ’s 
fifty-eight days’ war upon the navy-yard at Ports- 
mouth.” j 

These are the representations of the official | 
journal -of the Government, and the printers to 
this House, in relation to my course upon the 
Navy bill. I now propose to advert briefly to the ; 
history of the progress-of this bill through this 
House, and the part I actually took in the pro- 
ceedings in relation to it. i 

The gentleman from New York (Mr. CAMBRE- | 
Lee] has on this occasion renewed his charge 
against me, that I had attempted to retard the 
action of this House upon the appropriation for 
the defense of the country at a moment when we 
were in danger of being involved in a war with a 
powerful nation, by making a proposition to act 
upon the report of the select committee upon the 
rules of the House. I did, on the morning of 
the 13th of January, insist that we should give 
some consistency to the rules of proceeding in 
this House as a measure essential to the dispatch 
of business and the wisdom of our proceedings. 
I asked for one hour—I asked for one day—for 
this purpose, before we took up the appropriation 
bills; but my motion failed under the opposition 
of the gentleman from New York, [Mr. CAMBRE- 
LENG.] Sir, not a day, not an hour could be | 
spared for that purpose. I now affirm that we 
could have saved the time of the House, we could | 
have saved the public treasure. The honor and 
character of the House, as a legislative body, | 
would have been protected if the House had ac- ; 


ceded to my proposition; for, sir, your Journals |- 


-now exhibit a scene of inconsistency and folly | 
which degrades the country, and which it will 
require years to retrieve. 

he gentleman from New York was too fall of | 
the war spirit at that time to think about rules. | 
We must remember the pomp and flourish of | 
language and manner which the gentleman em- 
pore in moving the appropriation bills on the 
13th of January. No estimates had been fur- 
nished, but he was a man who, according to his 
own declaration, feared no responsibility. We 
were in danger of being involved in war with 
France, and the country was defenseless. He 
was ready to dare everything for his country at 
such a crisis, and he accordingly moved an amend- 
ment of two millions to the bill for the increase 
of the Navy. 


I am sure that any stranger in || L 
| of days, after the 13th day of January, on which 


z = arene —= 
‘must have concluded from the manner of the 


: gentleman that the country would certainly be 
involved in all the horrors of war in thirty, or, 
at most, in sixty days. Well, sir, under these 
warlike indications, i submitted, without calling 
even for a division of the House; and, although 


I did not then believe there was any ground to ` 


apprehend war, yet, as the gentleman and his 
friends had access to sources of information upon 
that subject which were not within my reach, I 
yielded to the propriety of proceeding with the 
appropriation bills; and the Navy bill was taken 


up and discussed that day. When the House | 
assembled on the next day, not one of all its | 
members, except those who were in the secrets | 


of those in power, could have imagined that any 
other business would be permitted to take pre- 
cedence of the Navy bill. What, then, must 
have been our surprise, when the gentleman from 


New York, upon the orders of the day being . 
announced from the chair, rose in his place, per- | 


fectly composed in his manner, and asked the 
House to take up the bill for the relief of the 
sufferers by firein New York! Thus,in a single 
day, had the gentleman undergone a total change 
in his opinions upon the propriety of immediate 
action upon the appropriation bills. More than 
two thirds of the House agreed to the gentleman’s 
proposition, and the fire bill was taken up and 
discussed upon that day. Private business in- 
tervened on Friday and Saturday of that week, 
and petitions and other inferior business occu- 
pied the Monday and Tuesday following. On 
Wednesday and Thursday, the 20th and 21st of 
January, the fire bill was again discussed; and, 
on the morning of the 22d, the notorious resolu- 
tion of the gentleman from Massachusetts {Mr. 
Apams] was introduced, and all the business of 
the House was made to give way to that resolu- 
tion by the vote of the gentleman from New 
York [Mr. CamsBrecenc] and all his political 
friends in the House, except two or three very 
sagacious members of the party. That proposi- 


tion occupied the House five days; and, it so | 


ned, by the concurrence of a majority of 


happe 
the House, that other measures and propositions 


of inferior importance were permitted to usurp 


the place of the Navy bill until the 9th of Feb- 
ruary—nearly a month after the introduction of 
that bill, under the pompous circumstances I have 


described. The Navy bill was then discussed in ' 


the afternoon of that and the two following days, 
when it had to yield, first to private bills, and 
then to the fire bill again; which, with other 
business of minor interest, consumed the time of 
the House, under the sanction of a majority of 
its members, until the 2d day of March, when 
the Navy bill once more came in for the attention 
of the House during a portion of a day which 


remained after the consideration of the fire bill. | 


It was discussed again on the 3d of March, when 
it had, according to usage, to yield its place to 
business of less interest to the public. So im- 


portant did it appear to the party about this time, `: 


to act upon the report of the Committee of Elec- 

tions, which proposed to oust Mr. Graham, of 

North Carolina, and give to Mr. Newland his 
_ geat in this House, that this question was given 

a preference over the Navy bill by the vote not 

only of the gentleman from New York, [Mr. 

CaMBRELENG,] but nearly every member of the 
, dominant party besides. 


‘further acted upon until the 15th of that month, 
| when the consideration of it was resumed and 
continued during that and the two succeeding 
| days, against the wishes of the gentleman from 


|! New York, [Mr. Camprevena,] and his political 


| friends, who voted en masse to give.the contested 
| election the preference on each of these days. 
|The Nav f 
| on two days of the succeeding week, when it 
| yielded to the contested election, and was not 
| taken up again until Wednesday of the following 
: week, when it was discussed in the afternoon of 
two days more. It was again taken up and con- 
| sidered on the 5th and 6th days of April, and on 
' the last day it was reported to the House by the 
| Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union. Thus it appears that the whole number 


the gallery on that day, who had no knowledge 
of the actual state of our relations with France, 


i the Navy 


bill was first moved, until the 6th of 


From the 3d of March the Navy bill was no i 


bill was again taken up and discussed |, 


April, inclusive, when it was reported to the 
House, was only fourteen; and if we exclude one 
day, on which it was taken up just before the 
adjournment of the House, and after the day had 
been chiefly consumed by other business, the 
‘whole number of days on which this bill was 
under discussion in Committee of the Whole will 
be reduced to thirteen! After it was reported to 
. the House, one day was consumed in a brief dis- 
cussion of various amendments, and in taking 
questians by y and nays. It must also be 
ıı borne in-mind that this bill was never taken up 
for discussion upon any one day, until one o’clock 
in the afternoon, and often not until a later hour; 
and if the real parliamentary time consumed in 
_ the discussion of the Navy bill while in Committee 
: of the Whole be computed, it will be found that 
the whole number of days is much less than I 
have stated. But how was the remainder of the 
time of the House consumed between the 13th 
of January, when the Navy bill was first taken 
up, and the 6th of April, when it was reported 
from the Committee of the Whole in which it was 
discussed? I willinform you, sir. Eleven days 
were taken up in discussing the bill for the relief 
of the sufferers by the late fire in New York; five 
days more were consumed in the discussion of 
the resolution of the gentleman from: Massachu- 
setts, [Mr. Apams,] in relation to the loss of the 
three million appropriation of the last Congress; 
and the question of the contested election between 
Mr. Graham and Mr. Newland occupied seven 
days. Two days which ought to have been 
appropriated to the consideration of public busi- 
ness were lost by the adjourning over; and who, 
sir, is responsible for the priority thus given to 
business of inferior importance, and for the waste 
of time, at a period, too, when the country is 
still said to have been exposed to the danger of 
war with a powerful nation? I answer, the gen- 
tleman from New York- [Mr. CamBre.ena] and 
his political friends, the party in the majority in 
this House. These are the responsible persons. 
Their names will be found recorded with great 
|| unanimity on every question in favor of the inter- 
; ference with the consideration of the Navy bill to 
which I have alluded. It will be seen, from the 
statement I have made upon this subject, that the 
‘| Navy bill has the advantage of the New York 
fire bill, in regard to the time consumed in the 
discussion of each, of three days only! The 
Navy bill fourteen days, and the fire bill eleven 
ii days. Let this simple statement of facts be 
| compared with the representation of the Globe. 
|I have been repeatedly charged, in the columns 
of that paper, with having caused a waste of six 
| weeks of the time of the House in the discussion 
| of the motion submitted by me in relation to the 
‘| navy-yard at Portsmouth. In another number 
of the same infamous journal, it is stated that 
 Jifty-eight days were consumed by me and the 
| friends with whom I act in this House, in a wa 
. upon that navy-yard; when, in truth, the general 
discussion which took place upon my motion 
consumed only some two or three hours on thir- 
‘| teen different days! 
| But the gentleman from New York [Mr. Cam- 
BRELENG] thought proper to confirm the repre- 
| Sentations of the official journal in relation to the 
object I had in view, in the course I pursued upon 
the Navy bill. That gentleman has thought 
‘| proper to comment upon the small number of 
votes in favor of my motion to strike out the 
[-entire appropriation for a navy-yard at Ports- 
| mouth, and leaves it to be inferred that my only 
| object in making the motion was to delay the 
“action of the House upon that bill, and retard 
l| the business of the House generally. “Such is 
i| the charge repeatedly made against me and the 
l: few friends with whom 1 act in this House. 
|) I beg leave to state what my course was upon 
i the Navy appropriation bill. When that bill came 
lup for consideration on the 9th of February, 
| having a strong conviction that a war panic had 
becn created for party purposes, and that those 
| who were best. advised upon the subject really 
i had no apprehension of a war, I moved to reduce 
‘appropriations for the several navy-yards one 
< half, in order to test, if I could, the sincerity of 
`i those who contended there was great danger of a 
war with France. The appropriation for the im- 
ii provement of the navy-yards in the bill which. 
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lately passed the House, was more than double 
the amount appropriated in former years. It is 
true, as stated by the gentleman from New York, 


(Mr. CamBrecene,] that my motion proposed a : 


saving of $300,000 only; but if we were hkely to 
have immediate war, it appeared to me that our 
true policy was not to expend a dollar more than 
was actually necessary upon any object which 
could not be made effective and available in such 
a crisis. Atall events, I thought that the appro- 
priation forthe navy-yards ought, undersuch cir- 
cumstances, to be restricted to the usual amount; 
and this was the view of the question which I 
presented to the committee when I submitted my 
first motion. I entered into no elaborate argu- 
ment; I stated my object in the most perfect 
candor, and I asked the committee to vote in- 
stantly upon my motion; I deprecated delay. I 
entreated the committee not to rise that day until 
the question I had raised was taken; and I de- 
clined to debate it on my part. I was open and 
explicit at the same time, in stating that my ob- 
ject was to bring gentlemen to the only test in 
my power to offer, of their real views in relation 
to a war; and I called upon gentlemen to show 
us by their votes whether they regarded war as 
a probable event. Instead of being met in the 
same spirit of candor in which I had made the 
proposition, the very distinguished, enlightened, 
liberal, and able gentleman at the head of the 
Committee on Naval Affairs, [Mr. Jarvis,] as 
well as other gentlemen, including the gentleman 
from New York, [Mr. CamBrevena,| thought 
proper wholly to evade the question | had pre- 
sented; and to enable them to do so more effect- 
ually, they would have it that I intended an attack 
upon the navy-yard at Portsmouth. The defense 
of the navy-yard at that place was entered upon, 
and every question except the one I had pre- 
sented to the House was seized upon and debated, 
not having any connection whatever with the real 
question {had raised. 

Against my entreaty, (for I really at that time 
felt unwilling to be responsible for any great de- 
lay in passing the appropriation bill,) the com- 


mittee rose, on motion of the gentleman from New ` 
York, in my eye, [Mr. Mann,] at an early hour | 


in the afternoon of the day on which I submitted 
my motion. So much for my disposition to de- 


feat the passage of the bill at that stage of it. The | 
consideration of the bill was so much interrupted ' 


by the pressure of other business, that, in order 
to increase the time which might be appropriated 
to the contested election, and other questions which 
I foresaw were likely to take precedence of the 
Navy bill, on the morning of the 15th of March 
I made a proposition that the House should meet 
at eleven o’clock in the forenoon of each day, 
which was agreed to; and I thus caused one hour 
more than usual to be employed in the business 
of the House. Gn that day the Navy bill, after 
the lapse of several days, was again taken up, 
and was discussed by the gentleman from Maine, 
[Mr. Evans.} On the next day it was discussed 


by the gentleman from Pennsylvania, [Mr. Cuam- | 


BERS, | after whom | succeeded in getting the floor, 
and occupied about one hour only on that day, in 
my remarks upon the motion I then submitted to 
strike out the entire amount proposed to be appro- 

riated for the improvement of the navy-yard at 

ortsmouth; and this hour must pass for one of 
the four days I am represented to have consumed 
in my remarks upon that motion. Now, as to 
the object of that motion, in answer to the charge 
of the gentleman from New York, [Mr. CAMBRE- 
LENG,] and the equally unfounded representations 
made through other channels, I have only to re- 
peat what Í stated openly and distinctly at the 
time I made the motion. The situation of affairs 
has greatly changed since I made my first motion. 
On the 16th of February, information had reached 
this country that all prospect of a rupture with 
France wasat an end. A French war ceased to 
be any longer the rallying cry of the dominant 
party; but it was still proposed to enter upon a 
most expensive and extravagant system of nation- 
al defense, both by sea and land. The occasion 


appeared to me to be a proper one to reconsider | 
the policy adopted at a very early day in relation j 


to the number and location of our navy-yards. 
Millions were proposed to be expended on these 
objects in the next four years, and I believed the 
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| 
| 


yet I had no expectation of succeeding in my 
motion. I stated the causes which existed to for- 
bid such a hope, and, among others, the absence 
of Executive favor to the project of reform in this 
branch of the service. I feltit my duty to call the 
attention of the public to this subject, however 
hopeless any effort for immediate reformation 


might be. Lalso took occasion to be entirely can- , 


did in stating another object in making that mo- 
tion to be that I might have an opportunity of 
remarking, freely and fully, upon many subjects 
connected with the principles'and practices of the 
party in power. I did not expect to have this 
privilege allowed me during the session, unless I 
availed myself of that occasion to exercise it. 
My reasons for that belief, you, sir, (Mr. Mason, 
of Virginia,} must remember I was quite partic- 
ularand specific in assigning. When gentlemen, 
therefore, taunt me with the entire failure of my 
motion, they must remember that it was a result 
I had myself foretold. But the gentleman from 
New York [Mr. Campretenc] has reminded me 
that I did not vote for my own motion in the 
House. It was not the object of my motion to 
suffer any of the improvements at Portsmouth to 
go to decay, unless it should, upon proper inves- 
tigation, be thought advisable to discontinue the 


uavy-yard at that place; and, therefore, the mo- | 


tion of the gentleman from Vermont [Mr. Ever- 
ETT] embraced the whole object I had in view. 
| The question which was moved in the House, 
| upon my motion, as it was literally made, I saw 
, was the result of concert between several mem- 


bers of the House; and the vote upon that ques- 
t 


' from New York [ Mr. CamsrELENG] has now used 
it, and Í treated the movement as it deserved. 
Such, as I have briefly described, was my course 


| tion was intended to be used, as the gentleman | 


upon the Navy appropriation bill, which recently | 


passed this House, and such were the motives | 


| which governed me—motives which I openly and 
candidly avowed at the time. I am aware that 
the misrepresentations and slanders which have 
been heaped upon me in regard to my conduct in 
‘relation to this bill, by the official journal of this 
‘city, and others, have been so often repeated that 
; many persons at a distance have been misled by 
them; and I am not surprised that many honor- 
i able. members of this House have been misled as 
| to the time actually consumed in the debate upon 
' the Navy bill. Indeed I had supposed that from 
the repeated'and slanderous character of the at- 
tacks which had recently been made upon those 
‘members of the House who had ventured to go 
into any general political discussion upon the 
appropriation bills, we were not like to have 
a repetition of such a practice. It required the 
courage of the gentleman from New York [Mr. 
CamMBRELENG] to disregard the odium which is 
sure to follow such a course in a certain quarter; 
and I must still express my surprise that that 
gentleman, with all his courage, has entered upon 
so wide a field of debate upon the present occasion. 
I must repeat here what I have said at another 
time upon this subject. I never will yield my 
privilege of going fully and at large into the dis- 
cussion of every question connected with the 
administration of public affairs, as often as I think 
| fit, upon the appropriation bills. I know how 
unfashionable this practice has become of late; 
and I nope it will not be considered disrespectful 
if I say that many members of this House appear 
to me to consider that our first and chief duty 
here is to vote through the appropriation bills. I 
beg leave to differ widely from these gentlemen, 
A much greater and more important duty is to 
watch over and guard the Executive administra- 
tion of the country. I know that an opinion is 
becoming prevalent that we have nothing to do 
with the other branches of the Government. I 
deny the position. I affirm that it is our solemn 
duty, under the Constitution, to watch, and to be 
the overseers, in some sense, of the Executive. 
It ig a great and mischievous and may become a 


fata] error to suppose we have not the power, and 
that it is not our right and duty to do so. 

As to the effect of the doctrine that nothing 
ought to be discussed upon the appropriation 
bills except what belongs to the details of the 
business before the House, we may profit by re- 
curring to the condition of this House on yester- 
day or the day before, when a bill was under 
consideration and passed through the committee, 
appropriating, I believe, (though I have not added 


: up all the items) more than a million or a million 
-andahalfof money. Many of the items of that 
' bill depended upon the discretion of the Execu- 
‘tive, and of Congress. Yet, sir, during much the 


larger portion of the day, I undertake to say that 
not more than thirty members were in their seats. 
I might refer to the small attention on this day, 
for, sir, the taking up of an appropriation bill 
operated as a signal for the dispersion of the 
House. Nothing but dry details, after the recent 
denunciations of a different course were expected 
to be the subjects of discussion. 

I, and the few friends with whom I act in this 
House, have been repeatedly charged with a dis- 
position to delay the business of the House. Sir, 
our object has been to compel the action of the 
House upon various subjects of importance. I 
have never suppressed any motive or objects, so 
far as regards anything I have done, which may 
have a tendency to forward or retard the business 
of the House. For the last two months I have 
uniformly said to all with whom I am politically 


; associated, that the true policy and the best in- 
| terests of the country required that certain great 


‘ and important measures should be acted upon at 


the present session of Congress. I have declared 
repeatedly that, unless these important subjects 
could be interposed and acted upon before all the 
appropriation bills were passed, they would not 
be acted upon at all. I have often said, (and I 
hope the hint will not be neglected,) that the 
moment all the regular appropriation bills are 
passed, and Michigan and Arkansas shall be ad- 
mitted into the Union, we shall find ourselves sud- 
denly adjourned without taking a vote upon a 
single question besides of importance or interest 
to the public. Yes, sir; unless the minority in 
this House can so manage as to keep in reserve 
until the last of the session either the bills for the 
admission of Michigan and Arkansas, or such 
bill as the light-house or harbor bill, in charge 
of the gentleman from Pennsylvania, [Mr. Suru- 
ERLAND,] or the internal improvement bill, either 
of which would command a greater attendance 
of members than any other measure which can be 
brought before the House, we shall have neither 
a decision nor discussion of the deposit bank bill, 
the bill for the distribution of the surplus revenue, 
the Executive patronage bill, nor the joint reso- 
lution proposing to amend the Constitution so as 
to prevent the election of President and Vice 
President from coming into the House of Repre- 
sentatives, Itis impossible that a mere vote upon 
the bill, as reported from the Committee of Ways 
and Means, regulating the public deposits, may 
be taken, without discussion, as recording the 
yeas and nays upon any amendment whatever 
under the operation of the previous question, but 
that is all that need be expected. Does not the 
gentleman from New York [Mr. Camprecene]} 
give warning that such is the settled decree of 
the party, and that the House will not vote upon 
the bill for the distribution of the surplus revenue, 
by availing himself of the bill under considera- 
tion in laying his views upon that subject before 
the public? Let those concerned be advised in 
season; and rely upon it, that, unless they act 
upon this suggestion, and by their united action 
compel a different result, they will find my proph- 
ecy verified. I do not say, sir, that there are 
not individuals of the party in the majority in this 
House who do not think differently, nor will I 
affirm that there is any settled determination on 
the part of the majority to close the session with- 
out deciding upon the important measures to 
which I have alluded; but, sir, there will be found 
to be an influence somewhere sufficiently active 
and powerful to accomplish this purpose, unless 
it is frustrated by the concert and energy of the 
minority. That portion of the party which may 
be otherwise inclined will find themselves swept 
along by a current which they cannot resist. It 
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has been to counteract this course; it has been, 


if possible, to force the Hous: to do business, | 
and to act upan every important question before |: 


it, that I have directed my efforts, instead of 
seeking to delay or defeat the business of the 

House. 

_ But, to return to the charge that I wasted the 
time of the House by a discussion upon a motion 
which was negatived by so large a majority of 
the House. Let us inquire, for a moment, 
whether that discussion was productive of no 
good to the country. Have gentlemen forgotten 
the eXtravagant proposition made in the other 
end of the Capitol by the leader of the party in 
that body? Have they forgotten that the whole 
surplus revenue was then proposed to be ex- 
pended, or rather squandered, upon the public 
defenses, and chiefly upon fortifications? Have 
geniemen lost sight of the character of certain 
bills reported by the distinguished gentleman 
{Mr. Jounson] who is at the head of the Com- 
mittee of Military Affairs in this House, for new 
forufieauions, and the scheme of extravagant 
expenditure upon which they were founded? 
Need l remind the committee of the eminent 
position in the party which that gentleman occu- 
pies; and can there be any reason to doubt that 
when those bills were reported, and the proposi- 
tion to which I have alluded was made in another 
branch of Congress, they were in strictconformity 
with the views and policy of the Administration? 
Where, now, are the advocates of the wild and 
extravagant plan of fortifying every exposed 
pointupon ourextensive maritime frontier? Have 
you seen the late report of the Secretary of War? 
Do you know that the President is said to have 
approved the doctrines and policy of that report 
in relation to the public defenses? Sir, the long 
train of fortifications with which it was proposed 
to deck our sea-coast, has been lately and unex- 
pectedly battered to the ground, The Secretary 
of War has demonstrated the absurdity and want 
of utility in the whole scheme, by a clearness 
and force of reasoning which is irresistible. And 
what is further worthy of remark is, that this 
report of the Secretary, which is said also to 
have the approbation of the President, strong'y 
recommends that before we proceed further in 
the execution of the plan of defense by fortifica- 
tions adopted and acted upon for so many years 
past, there should be just such an examination 
into its nature and defects as I advocated in rela- 
tion to the policy of attempting to establish and 
improve so great a number of navy-yards. And 
why not pause and inquire whether there may 
not be sutiivient reason to change our policy in 
the one case as well as in the other? We have 
now the highest professional authority for saying 
that our system is defective in both those branches 
of the military defenses of the country. Millions 
have been expended in carrying into execution a 
sysiem of fortification long since adopted, as well 
as upon our numerous navy-yards. That cir- 
cumstance, we are told, should constitute no 
objection to the delay and investigation which 
are recommended in one case, and it should be 
none to a similar investigation in the other. I 
am not so weak, sir, as to imagine that I have 
contributed in any degree to bring about that 
change in our public councils upon this subject, 
which has undoubtedly taken place in the last 
month or two. It is enough that my object is 
about to be accomplished by the combined action 
of all who have either said or written anything 
upon this question. Public sentiment has been 
acted upon, and that has, in turn, acted upon 
those in power. A great change has been pro- 
duced for the better, so far as regards the wisdom 
and economy of the roposed system of national 
defense. I congratulate the country upon it. | It 
is by free and open discussion here, and discussion 
alone, that we can hope to effect those changes 
upon many of the important subjects which the 
public interest and safety so much require. 

I shail not pursue this subject further at present. 


Before all the bills making appropriations for the i 
pe defenses shall pass, and after I shall have | 


ad the views of other gentlemen who desire to 


take a part in this discussion, Í propose to enter | 
more at large than I have heretofore done, into | 1 
3 ' returns, and especially the solvency of the ** pay- 
i lists’? and ‘* other investments” of these banks, 


many subjects connected with the public welfare 
at this juncture. 


: B. said he wished to go 
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PUBLIC DEPOSITS. 


SPEECH OF HON. WM. K. BOND, 
OF OHIO, 
In rue House or REPRESENTATIVES, 
April 23 and 28, 1836, 
On the safety and proper disposition of the Public Money. 


The resolution moved by Mr. Dromcoote, 
being under consideration, proposing to direct 
the Secretary of the Treasury to communicate 
to the House full and correct information of the 
mode and manner of selecting the deposit banks, 
&c.; together with an amendment, moved by 
Mr. Wise, proposing to raise a select committee 
of the House to investigate the same matter— 

Mr. BOND said: 

Mr. Speaker: The subject now under consid- 
eration involves an inquiry which the people of 
this country cannot view with indifference. Our 
situation is noveland peculiar. History may be 
challenged to produce a parallel. Whilst other 
nations are inquiring where and how they can 
obtain the means of paying their ordinary ex- 
penditures, we are disputing about the most ap- 
proved mode of disposing of our millions that 
will remain after all our usual appropriations 
shall have been paid. Another striking contrast 


is furnished in the fact that other Governments, i 


generally, are not only embarrassed with debt, 
but are constrained to inflict onerous taxation on 
their citizens for even current expenses; whilst 
the United States has finally discharged a national 
debt of vast amount, besides meeting ordinary 
expenditures, and still has an immense residuum, 
accumulated under a system so happily devised 
that no exaction has been felt or seen. It is, 
perhaps, because we have felt so little of the toil 
and anxiety usually incident to the accumulation 
of money, and have been equally free from the 
iron grasp of the tax-gatherer, that we are now, 


as I fear, becoming lavish in our expenditures and , 


careless of our treasure. 


In this Hall a capricious rule has been formed, | 


which devotes nearly our whole time to the con- 
sideration of bills involving expenditures and ap- 
propriations of vast sums; but only an occasional 
morning hour can be snatched for the inquiry 
whetherthe money, by which these appropriations 


are to be met, is in the custody of safe and trust- |: 
worthy agents! Prudence would seem to dictate | 


that the latter should be the subject of primary 
importance. inqui 
itorial—over the public money, we may be left to 
the mortifying reflection of having voted millions 
without finding the means of paying hundreds! 
We should first see where the money is, and be 
satisficd that it is safe to let it remain. 


According to the returns to the first of the _ 
present month, (April,) the public money in | 


possession of the deposit banks amounted to 
$36,741,276 50. Itis, too, constantly increasing. 


, This money belongs to the people of the United | 
The amount is enormous; it is subject i 
to our supervision as the representatives of the | 


States. 


people, and they require of us constant vigilance 
over our trust. 


tem, devised by those who happily administered 
this Government long before the present dominant 
party came into power. This Administration 


and this Congress are but trustees, who have had | 


cast on them ‘the care of a large fund accumulated 
by the wisdom and management of other hands; 
and it will be well if we are faithful in preserving 
the integrity of the trust. = 
The resolution of the gentleman from Virginia 
{Mr. Dromcoo.e] merely proposes to inquire of 
the Secretary of the Treasury for information 
which is already in our possession. But Mr. 
ehind the return and 
statements made by the deposit banks to the 


_ Treasury Department. He presumed the Sec- 


retary had already communicated to Congress 
all the information which the Department pos- 


' sessed on the subject of the deposits; and he 


thought it unnecessary to require a repetition of 
it. Tt was high time that the verity of these 


If we are not vigilant—nay, inquis- | 


We did not accumulate this | 
moncy, nor did this Administration accumulate . 
it; itis the product of a wise and beautiful sys- 


Ho. or Reps. 


should be tested by a stricter analysis than the 
merely formal inspection of a written return. 
, This would be required and done by any individ- 
‘ual proprietor of a large deposit in a bank; and 
nothing less will or ought to satisfy the people. 
The true and appropriate test will be attained by 
the amendment offered by the gentleman from 
Virginia, (Mr. Wisg,] and, if there is a con- 
sciousness that ‘al! is well,” and as it should 
be, there ought to be no shriaking from this in- 
vestigation. 

Mr. B. said, that although he felt great solici- 
tude on this subject, he would not have troubled 
the House with any remarks, if, in connection 
with his apprehension for the safety of the pub- 
lic money, he had not recent cause to fear that 
the currency and domestic exchange of the coun- 
try, especially in the State of Ohio, which he had 
the honor in part to represent, if not already, 
were about to be greatly deranged. He regretted 
to say that these fears were created by what he 
esteemed the improper use made of the people’s 
money by some of the deposit banks. He began 
to suspect that these depositories, being clad ‘in 
a little brief authority,” were about to play, not 
‘fantastic tricks,” but a despotic game. By 
permission, he then read the following circular: 


CLINTON Bank or CotumaBus, April 6, 1836. 


Sir: The large amount of paper received from the land 
offices, and the difficulty and expense of converting it into 
funds receivable by the Treasury Department in the east- 
ern cities, (whither nearly the whole amount is necessarily 

' required to be transmitted,) will compel this institution in 
: future to decline receiving, through that channel, the paper 
ofall the banks of the State, other than the deposit banks, 
: that will not consent ta redeem the paper so received by 
drafts on New York, Philadelphia, or Baltimore, payable 
thirty days from date at par. 

Permit me to inquire whether it is the wish of your 
institution that your paper shall be received upon these 
terms? 

Instances occur daily of eastern funds being converted 
Ata profit, into the paper of the local banks, which is paid 
into the land offices, and the burden of converting the paper 
again into eastern funds is thrown upon the institutions 
receiving the public deposits. 

You are aware that we have heretofore received the 
paper of all the banks of the State, without condition or 
discrimination. We regret that the rapid sale of the public 
| domain, and the premium which it costs to convert such 
paper into the medium in which our remittances are made, 
will not permit us to continue to do so. 

Be pleased to let us hear from you in reply as early as 
practicable. 

In the mean time we have directed the receivers who 
deposit here not to receive, after the 20th instant, the paper 
of any bank of the State (other than the deposit banks) 
u unless hereafter instructed to that effect by this institution. 


| Very respectfully, 
J. DELAFIELD, Jr., Cashier. 
» Cashier. 
Mr. B. proceeded: [ ought to inform the House 
that three banks in Ohio have been selected as 
|; deposit banks, viz: the Franklin Bank of Cin- 
ciunati, the Commercial Bank of Cincinnati, and 
the Clinton Bank of Columbus; from the last of 
which comes the circular just read, 
' Before I comment on this paper, I must beg 
| the kind indulgence of the House in calling its 
attention to a portion of the history of this coun- 
try, connected with its finances. Whether it be 
true or not that ‘* history is philosophy teach- 
| ing by example,” ali will admit that many useful 
and instructive examples, both for national and 
individual use, may be drawn from that source, 
Itis, I presume, within the recollection of gen- 
tlemen, that for a series of years previous to, 
` and inclusive of, the ycar 1833, this country en- 
joyed as uniform and sound a currency and circu- 
lating medium, together with an equally uniform, 
‘just, and modcrate rate of exchange, both do- 
ji ‘mestic and foreign, as has ever been known any- 
| where. The notes of all the State banks were 
| in undisputed credit, and had an extensive circu- 
‘lation. The notes of the Bank of the United 
i States were current, at par, for all business pur- 
| poses, throughout the whole country; and, in 
fact, commanded, as they still do in many of the 
States, a premium over gold and silver. A well 
| regulated system of exchange enabled all who 
| wished to do so to transfer funds from point to 
| point, in every direction, without risk, frequently 
at par, are rarely above the rate of the half of one 
| per cent. The commerce and intercommunica- 
ition among the States greatly improved. The 
‘hardy and industrious citizens of the West, and 
| of Ohio in particular, though many of them were 
| destitute of capital, availed thernselves of a credit 
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justly due to their integrity and enterprise, and | war of 1812 against England, and whom, even at || appgintment; we have no substitute for the gen- 
engaged in pursuits which promised to reward || this day, it is considered an unpardonable heresy eral circulating medium furnished by the Bank 


their labors. The monopoly of the rich usurer 
seemed destined to be destroyed, and a prospect 
opened giving the poor the means as well as the 
right to compete with the rich in every pursuit. 
Many of our citizens engaged in the purchase 
and sale of cattle, and in that pursuit were en- 
abled to visit and make purchases in Indiana, IHi- 
nois, and the *‘ far west, without the incum- 
brance and risk of carrying specie, and, above 
all, without being obliged to submit to the ex- 
tortion of the usurer and the broker. I presume 
similar advantages were enjoyed throughout the 
United States. The whole system of currency 
and exchange was so uniform, regular, and well 
established, that it was thought to be almost im- 
ossible to disturb it. In a space of ten years, 
from 1820 to 1830, only twelve new banks were 
incorporated, and the improvement and value of 
property gradually increased. The country was 
inclined to profit by the disastrous experience of 
the interval between the expiration of the charter 
of the first Bank of the United States, in 1811, 
and the creation of the second bank by Congress 
in 1816. Great losses, public and private, having 
been sustained under the exclusive State bank 
system, the public money, not long after the 
second bank went into operation, was there de- 
pose’: and, excepting a short interval, which 
will presently notice, continued to be so depos- 
ited, until the abrupt removal in 1833, when the | 
whole system was changed! Mr. B. said he was 
necessarily compelled to refer to the Bank of the 
United States and the removal of the deposits; 
but he did so with no wish to revive what he , 
conceived would now be a useless discussion, 
here or elsewhere, about the charter of the late 


facts and events connected with the name of that 
bank, and necessarily associated with the subject 
now under consideration, and the positions he 
wished to establish. 

The system by which the public finances were 
80 penser managed, and the general cur- 
rency and exchange so justly and happily regu- 
lated, for a series of years, as has been already | 


remarked, was suddenly changed in the year `; 


1833. This change was made with full admoni- 
tion of the evil consequences resulting from such 
a course, in the sad experience of a similar but 
far less violent measure—I mean the refusal to 
renew the charter of the first Bank of the United 
States in 1811. Then, as in 1833, much was 
said about substituting an equally good or better 
system; and every assurance was given that no 
extraordinary increase of banks or expansion of 
paper circulation would follow. What did the 
sequel prove? In the first three years thereafter, 
the number of State banks increased from eighty- 
eight to two hundred and eighteen, and in capital 
from about forty millions to eighty millions of ; 
dollars! The expansion of bank issues during 
the same period was in equal or greater ratio. In 
one year, 1815, (specie payments having been | 
generally suspended during the previous ycar,) a 
further addition of thirty-eight State banks was , 
made, with about eight millions of capital! A 
disordered and unsound currency, and a grossly 
irregular exchange, followed. In 1816 the notes 
of all the Baltimore banks were at a discount of | 
about cighteen per cent. in that city; and I have | 


of all the bank notes of the different States to be | 
equally or nearly as bad, except in Boston, and | 
perhaps one or two other places, at which specie 
payments had not been suspended, I will say ; 
nothing of the individual loss and distress which | 
followed. The enormous public losses greatly | 
embarrassed the Treasury, and created general : 
consternation. This, sir, took place under a: 
system which was substituted for one now gen- | 
erally admitted to have been extremely useful, | 
but which was abandoned, as it now seems, | 
under the visionary hope of obtaining something 
tter. The original and trae Democratic party 
of the United States were then in power in the 
general and most of the State administrations—I 
mean that party who declared and prosecuted the 


' to have opposed! Yet, discovering the error of 
: the new system, that same party, in the spirit of 
‘candor and patriotism which will always distin- 

guish them from the mock Democrats of the 


present day, admitted the mistake, and repaired | 
the breach with every possible prompitude. Un- | 


der the auspices of the illustrious Madison and | 


the Democratic Congress of 1816, the late Bank 
of the United States was chartered, and the glo- 
rious and happy system was instituted, which, 
as before observed, was fraught with such signal 
advantages to the country. 

In addition to its wholesome influence on the 
currency and exchanges, it induced a gencral re- 
sumption of specie payments; it assumed and 
made good to the public Treasury upwards of 
seven millions of uncurrent, if not doubtful paper; 
and, at the time of its discontinuance, had col- 
lected and disbursed more than two hundred and 
fifty millions of public revenue, without the loss 
of a single cent to the country. How forcibly 
does this result contrast with tne disastrous events 
of the substituted system which I have before 
alluded to! The private and public losses need 
not be recapitulated. One item of public loss is 
still continued in the annual report of the Secre- 


of the United States. But not only are the people 
thus put to inconvenicnee, with a certainty of 
loss, in the want of uniformity in value of the de- 
posit bank notes, but the Government itself is 
already under the necessity of incurring risks and 
expense in transporting specie to points where 
the notes of the Bank of the United States were 
formerly current. Such being the experience of 
the new system, is it not strange that the present 
Secretary of the Treasury (Mr. Woodbury) 


: Should tell us, as he does in his last annual report, 


“that the general currency of the country has, 
in the mean time, greatly improved, instead of 


` deteriorated ?”? 


_ time of the change is well known. 


The uniform excellence of the currency at the 
Is the Sec- 


: retary sincere when he says it is improved? The 


tary of the Treasury, amounting to $1,100,000 of | 


insolvent bank notes. 


But, in despite of expe- | 


rience, and regardless of danger, the country has - 


been forced into a repetition of this experiment. 
Mr. B. said he would call the attention of the 
House to the grounds assumed and assurances 


given by Mr. Secretary Taney at the time of the | 


removal of the deposits. Was the Secretary cor- 
rect? If such was the case, then it is certain, 


from the present disordered state of the currency | 
or any other Bank of the United States. That || and exchange, with a strong probability of its 
subject, for good or for evil, had already been '| increase, that the deposit banks are not acting in 
disposed of, and he was unwilling to revive it. || good faith, or they are not properly regulated. 
But he said he was constrained to refer to certain | But if they are acting in good faith, and also 


properly regulated, then Mr. Taney was mistaken 
| and has injured the country by depriving it of 

substantial benefits without sufficient reason, 
‘or furnishing any adequate substitute. After 
i making the change, Mr. Taney, in his report of 
December, 1833, says: 

“The State banks can, I have no doubt, furnish a gen- 
eral circulating medium quite as uniform in value as that 
which has been afforded by the Bank of the United States; 
probably more so.” 
| Again, he says: 


« It became necessary that arrangements should be im- 
money, which would not only render it safe, but would, at 


at large the conveniences and facilities that were intended 
to be obtained by incorporating the Bank of the United 
States.” 


Again Mr. Taney reports: 


« And by agreement among themselves [the deposit 
banks] to honor each other’s notes and drafts, they are pro- 


Bank of the United States, and will afford facilities to com- 
merce and in the business of dumestic exchange quite equal 
to any which the community have heretofore enjoyed.” 


' And in that same report Mr. Taney says: 


| ted States was designed to attain may be as effectually ac- 
complished by the State banks.” 

Mr. B. said it would be seen, by these extracts, 
that Mr. Taney assured the country that, by this 
system, we should have, not the bencfits which 
we were actually enjoying under the charter of 
the bank, but more, (if all the advantages of the 


change will secure to the Government and the 


| ties, nay, every object which that charter was de- 
signed to attain. Now let us pause, and inquire 
whether these assurances of the Secretary have 
been, or are likely to be, realized? The system 
of deposit banks has been in operation nearly 


The notes of the Bank of the United States were 
current throughout the country, and constituted 
a circulating medium of uniform value, equal to, 
and in some instances above, gold and silver. Do 
the notes of the deposit banks answer this pur- 
pose? No, far from it; they have a local circu- 
lation, and do not command the general confidence 
of the community in any greater degree than for- 
merly. Herein, then, 1s a total failure and dis- 


the time, secure to the Government and tothe community , 


viding a general currency at Icast as sound as that of the | 


“ Every object which the charter of the Bank of the Uni- ! 


> „have | charter were not enjoyed;) for, he says, this |. 
obtained a table which shows the depreciation |: 


truth is, it was scarcely susceptible of improve- 
ment; but when he says it is improved instead 
of deteriorated, I call for facts, and am not con- 
tent with his naked declaration. What does he 
mean by the term ‘general currency?’ If he 
mean gold and silver, these certainly are no bet- 
ter than they were in 1833; and, indeed, the gold 
is not quite so fine as it was at that time; for in 
the grand conception of the ‘4 yellow-boy hum- 
bug,” it was determined to use less gold and 
more alloy, but still call it all gold. But I pre- 
sume the Secretary means that the whole cur- 
rency of the country, both metallic and paper, is 
improved. This, too, I deny; it isnot warranted 
by the facts. It must be admitted (for the trans- 
actions of the day show it) that at this time none 
of the State bank notes command the confidence 
of the community, and answer all the purposes 
of gold and silver, as did the notes of the Bank 
of the United States. If wecompare the propor- 


; tions of gold and silver with the amount of bank 


! note circulation at this time, there is less cause 


for confidence in the latter now than formerly. 
And as there has been a greater increase of benki 
and banking capital in the United States during 
the last five years than was ever before known in 


„a similar period, accompanied, too, with a cor- 
© respondent expansion of bank-note issue and 


circulation, we must be still more astonished that 


, Mr. Woodbury should have reported “that the 


general currency of the country is improved, in- 


, Stead of deteriorated.’’ 


Icannot omit here to invite the particular atten- 


‘tion of gentlemen to the extraordinary increase 


| mediately made with the new depositories of the public ; 


| States. J 
| was made, and has been continued, under the 


of banks since December, 1829, when the first 
assault was made on the Bank of the United 
It should be remembered that this attack 


allegation that the banking system is wrong, and 


was now to be restrained, if not abolished. I 
have before stated that, after the restoration ofa 
sound and uniform currency, and public confi- 


: dence was established in the bank of the United 


States, as well asin the several State banks which 
survived the shock of the dreadful crisis before 
alluded to, there were but twelve banks chartered 
in the next ten years, terminating in the month of 
December, 1829. But mark the extraordinary 


-< change. From January, 1830, to January, 1335, 


there were chartered two hundred and thirty-eight 


banks, with an aggregate capital of $86,000,000 
_ making, with the others then in operation, five 
, hundred and fifty-eight banks, with a capital of 


more than two hundred and thirty-one million 
dollars! And since that time still further and 
enormous additions have been made by the crea- 


° > ! tion of other banks, with very large capitals, in 
! community at large the conveniences and facili- || 


most of the western and southwestern States. 
All this has been principally done by that same 
party who professed to be opposed to banks,’and 
promised to substitute the “< yellow jacket” cur- 
rency. The friends and supporters of Mr. Van 


. | Buren, a prominent candidate for the Presidency, 
three years; and what are its practical results? ; 


had a decided majority in the General Assembly 
of Ohio during the winter of 1833-34, immedi- 
ately after the removal of the deposits; and at 
that time they professed to be in favor of a metal- 


| lieacurrency, but chartered a number of banks, 


having an aggregate capital of more than five mil- 
lion dollars! And in Mr. Van Buren’s own State, 
(New York,) promising, as he and his friends 
did, an abandonment of the paper system, they 
have, in the last four or five years, increased the 
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number of banks from about thirty-seven to l! measure is, that it ‘is difficult and expensive to 


eighty-seven! Here is a discrepancy between ` 
profession and practice which a just sense of pro- ` 
priety wiil not ful to condemn as a cunning strat- 
agem to deceive the people and practice ‘on the 
credulity of the country. Notwithstanding this 
alarming state of things, Mr. Woodbury says 
e the general currency ofthe country is improved, 
instead of deteriorated.” 

In connection with this branch of the subject, 
Mr. B. said he would briefly refer to the state 
of our domestic exchange. ‘Tabular statements 
showing the rate of exchange were often ap- 

ended to the returns of the Bank of the United 

States, and may be seen, if gentlemen will take 
the trouble to refer to them. By these it appears* 
(and my own recollection confirms the fact) that 
the whole exchange system was, for a series of 
years, and at the time of the removal of the de- 
posits, conducted at just and uniform rates, and 
certainly with signal advantage to the country. 
In Mr. Taney’s report, as already quoted, he 
says the State banks * will afford facilities to com- 
merce, and in the business of domestic exchange 
equal to any which the community have hereto- 
fore enjoyed.” And Mr. Woodbury, in his last 
annual report, says: 

«“ The facilities that have deen furnished to the commer- 
cial counmunity in domestic exchange were probably never 
greater, or at so moderate rates.” 

After this declaration, it is strange that he did 
not furnish tables showing the rate of exchange 
throughout the country, as we might then have 
instituted a comparison of the rates under the two 
systems. I am compelled to question the fact 
thus stated, because the commercial experience 
of the last year is at variance with it, and the 
daily accounts show the domestic exchange to 
have risen. But the Secretary, being willing, I 
suppose, to afford some light on the subject, term- 
inates his annual report with what was probably 
the only exchange table he had. And what, sir, 
do you suppose it contains? Why, instead of 
exhibiting the rates of purchasing and selling 
exchange at the principal cities and towns in all 
the States, we have an account of some petty 
operations at Portsmouth, New Hampshire. By 
this we hear that this bank purchased domestic 
exchange, in the space of forty-two days, to the 
amount of $19,251, and sold checks for $36,645 ! 
How marvelously important! And the Secretary 
also informs us that this Commercial Bank pur- 
chases and collects exchange on New Bedford, 
Nantucket, Bangor, Dover, and Concord; and 
that the Merchants’ Bank of Boston purchases 
exvhange on Taunton, Beverly, and Marblehead! 
But in this table, so imposingly exhibited, an 
entire silence is observed as to the rates on which 
these banks seil checks or drafts on other places. 

I have compared this meager exchange table 
with that of the Bank of the United States in 
1833, when the new system commenced; and it 
will be apparent to any person who will make the 
examination that the advantages in the rate of 
exchange were decidedly greater then than they 
are shown to be by the imposing operations in this | 
New Hampshire bank. . 

Mr. B. said he would next turn his attention to 
the circular of the Clinton Bank, as he thought | 
it was nearly allied to this branch of the inquiry. ` 


By this paper it appears that that bank, on the |, 


6th of this month, (April,) directed such of the 
receivers of public moneys as deposited with it, 
not to receive, after the 20th, the notes of any of 
the banks in the State of Ohio, other than the 
deposit banks, unless thereafter instructed to that 
effect by that institution. 

In 1833, the notes : 
few, if any exceptions, were received without | 
condition in payment of all debts or revenue in | 


that State. This, it seems, is no longer the case. | 
: i 7 | discredited. 1 hold, subject to the use of all who 


An abrupt and extraordinary change 1s made, and 
I will presently speak of the oppressive influence 
of the change both on the people and the banks 
of Ohio. At present, I allude to it for the pur- 
pose of showing the derangement of domestic 
exchange, and the erroneous calculations of 
Messrs. Taney and Woodbury. I here again 
invite the House to call to mind the particular ` 
passages which have been already quoted from 
the reports of the two Secretaries. R 
The first reason assigned in the circular for this 


f 
|l 


‘to demand new terms. 


convert the notes of these banks into funds re- 
ceivable by 
ern cities.” 
not exist in former years. What kind of funds 
can the Secretary require in the eastern cities? 
Nothing, surely, beyond gold or silver. Do not 
all the banks in Ohio pay gold or silver for their 
notes on demand? Certainly. Are not many of 
them of old and well-established credit, and pos- 
sessed of large capital? Yes; and in all these 
particulars, several of them stand higher than the 
one which is now dictating terms. In saying this 
I do not mean to impeach the credit of the Clin- 
ton Bank; but I think it right to call the attention 
of the House to the fact, that this institution, 
now exercising the power derived from the Treas- 
ury Department, is among the youngest banks in 


the State, having been incorporated in 1833-34, ` 


and its capital, as reported by the Secretary, bein 
only $289,000. 7 TAE 


It will be observed that this bank does not de- | 
cline taking the notes of the other institutions in | 
payment of its own debts. Then why are they ` 
The | 
The | 


rejected for those of the Government? 
answer may be gathered from the circular. 


banks are informed that their paper shal! not be | 


taken for the public debts, unless they will con- 
sent to redeem it by drafts on New York, Phila- 
delphia, or Baltimore, payable thirty days after 
dateat par! The reason for dictating these terms 
is thus given: 

“Instances occur daily of eastern funds being converted 


at a profit into the paper of the local banks, which is paid 
into the Jand offices ; and the burden of converting the 


paper again into eastern funds is thrown upon the institu- | 


tions receiving the public money.” 


Now, sir, on whom should the burden rest (if 
it be such) but on the deposit banks? They 
have the great and extraordinary advantage and 
profit incident to the enormous amount of public 
deposits on which they are operating; and the 
only consideration which they give for this is 


. the engagement to transfer the public moncy as 


the necessities of the Government require. But 
it seems they begin already, in an indirect way, 
If their contracts are 
onerous, they are afraid to avow it, and seek to 
defer the evil day by an attempt to cast the loss 
or inconvenience on the other institutions who 
have no portion of the profits. But believing, as 
1 do, that these deposit banks are deriving great 
advantages from the use of the public money, 
for which they make no adequate return, their 
present movement creates a just fear that they 
design still to increase these advantages by secur- 
ing the circulation of their own notes and a like 
control over the exchange of thecountry. They 


begin this by discrediting the Ohio notes; and | 


finding this tolerated, and that they have the 
ower to ‘* create and destroy,” they will soon, 
in turn, discredit the notes of the banks of other 


States, which they are now introducing among | 


us. If,as Mr. Woodbury says, ‘* the facilities in 


domestic exchange were probably never greater | 


or at so moderate rates,” whence originates the 


state of things disclosed by this circular? ‘‘ East- | 


ern funds being converted daily ata profit into 
the paper of the local banks!’ But mark the 
balance of the sentence: the deposit bank does not 
complain of the burden of converting the paper 
of the Ohio banks into gold and silver, (which 
| the Government is bound to receive,) but of the 
| burden of converting it into ‘eastern funds!” 
' Here lies the rub! This is the unwelcome truth 


ii which the Secretary must at last acknowledge. 
l But in order to stifle and conceal it from public 
of the Ohio State banks, with |: 


view as long as possible, the independent Ohio 
banks are to be forced to incur the loss and ex- 
: pense of furnishing eastern funds for the Treas- 
ury, under the penalty of having their notes 


' wish to refer to it,a tabular statement of the 
condition of all the Ohio banks; and I aver that 
‘they are as sound, and possessed of as ample 
means to answer all demands against them, as 
the banks of any other State in this Union. 
Their proportion of specie to paper circulation is 


probably greater than that of the banks of most | 
_ of the States. 


This measure is unjust and oppressive; the 
terms are dictated—not proposed as matters of 


the Treasury Department in the east- | 
Why is this so? This objection did | 


negotiation—but absolutely dictated as a sine qua 
mon. The banks are required to redeem their 
notes, not in gold and silver, but by drafis on 
New York, Philadelphia, or Baltimore, at thirty 
' days from date, at par! This, sir, is but insult 
and mockery! In the present state of exchange 
between Ohio and those cities, it is far Letter to 
have their notes returned home upon them, than 
to redeem them on the terms thus offered. The 
deposit bank complains of the burden of collecting 
the public money; and yet Mr. Woodbury says: 

“This Department takes pleasure in stating that the 
public money continues to be coliected and deposited, 
under the pre-ent system of selected banks, with great case 


and economy in all cases, and with greater, in some, than 
at any former period.” 


The Secretary or the bank is wrong; both can- 
not be correct, for their statements are totally 
inconsistent. 

But this power over the domestic exchange of 

` the country has been frequently pronounced a 
|| dangerous one, which requires to be constantly 
and vigilantly guarded. Mr. Woodbury ex- 
pressed and urged this opinion in his first annual 
report as Secretary of the Treasury, and ‘there 
quotes, with approbation, the following passage 
| from the late Secretary Crawford: 

“It is the establishment of the principle, and not the 
amount of the exaction, which will exhibit the power of 
the bank to lay contributions on the comuinerce of the 
nation ad libitum.” 

And having used this argument against the 
Bank of the United States, Mr. Woodbury finds 
his new system subject to the same objection, 
but attempts to impair its force, and says that— 

«Under a system of only detached and independent 
State banks, the community will be relieved from the dan- 
ger and injuries to which it would be exposed under a 
great combined solitary power of asingle institution, seeking 
often to control and monopolize, it is feared, solely for its 
own enhanced emoluments, the whole business of ex- 
change, both foreign and domestic. : 

I agree, sir, that this power over the exchange 
of the country is an important and dangerous 
one, no matter where it is held. It is a fallacious 
distinction, a mere subterfuge, to say it is not 
susceptible of abuse when held by a combination 
of State banks. It is in vain to call them “‘ de- 
| tached and independent”? after they have formed 

a league. If these deposit banks cannot exercise 
| this oppressive and dangerous power—if no one 
| of them can seek and monopolize the exchange 
i business solely for its own enhanced emoluments, 
| wherefore has the Clinton Bank the power to 
' prescribe terms, in regard to debts due the Gov- 
ernment, which secure the exclusive control over 
| the circulation and exchange of the State? The 
|| terms prescribed are onerous, unjust, and op- 
ii pressive. But, for a moment, concede them to 
|| be fair; they are dictated, and assume the power 

of imposition! What then becomes of the prin- 
ciple laid down by Mr. Crawford, and quoted 
with so much approbation by Mr. Woodbury? 
' Suppose these terms are met and complied with, 

what prevents another and another imposition, 
| until the other banks shall be literally persecuted 
and oppressed out of existence, and the entire 
and exclusive control is obtained by the deposit 
banks over the circulation and exchange? Then, 
sir, “this community’? will discover, ‘it is 
feared,” that it was not ** relieved from the dan- 
ger and injuries to which it was exposed undera 
great and combined power,” (not, however, of 

a single institution with numerous branches, 

but) of about forty “detached and independent 
i banks,” extended into every section of the coun- 
try, acting in concerted system under a great 
central viceroy at Washington, who at this mo- 
ment is shrouded in greater mystery than the 

secret mover of Maelzel’s chess-player. But this 
` viceroy has a viceroy over him, and the enor- 
| mous money power of this nation is now con- 
i trolled by a single hand! Were the liberties of 
' the nation in danger under the former system, 
: they are now doubly so! , : 
The capital of the Bank of the United States 
: was $35,000,000, and thie was divided and used 
: by the bank and its twenty-three branches. The 
_ public deposits rarely exceeded five million dol- 
| lars, and were soon called for in the discharge of 
"i the public debt and expenditures. Thus it rarely 
i happened that the money power, admitting the 
| danger of its abuse, exceeded forty millions. But 
| behold the contrast! The combined capital of 


, 


600 


APPENDIX TO THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


[April 23, 


24TH Cone....1 ST Sess. 


e—a 
SSS aanre 


the present deposit banks is upwards of forty- 
three million dollars; their number at present is 
thirty-six, and the power to add to it is unlimited ! 
The public money known to be on deposit is near 
thirty-seven million dollars, and is daily increas- 
ing. Five millions more are at this moment ex- 
cted from France and Naples, in payment of 
indemnities; and the seven millions of the United 
States Bank stock will soon be paid; and thus 
instead of forty millions there will be nearly one 
hundred million dollars subject to this abuse! 
And as we have now no national debt to reduce 
this money, (except the balance due to some of 
ourcitizensout of the indemnities just mentioned, ) 
and as Mr. Van Buren’s friends, who hold the 
power in Congress, will not, it is said, agree to 
divide this money among the States, the fund 
must continue not only large, but subject to be 
lost by the insolvency of the banks, or to be used 
and abused, by bringing ‘‘ the power of the Gen- 
eral Government into conflict with the freedom 
of the presidential election which is soon to take 
place! 

Sir, the people of Ohio are patriotic, brave, and 
independent. They love their country, and will 
devote their ‘lives, fortune, and sacred honor” 
to its defense. They are jealous, too, of any en- 
croachment on their State rights; they have just 
cause to be proud of their State, and will not 
suffer its sovereignty to be tarnished. They 
abhor and will resist tyranny and oppression, 
come when it will, or from whom it may. The 
step now taken there is but an incipient measure 
—an experiment; it will be met, and I trust re- 
sisted. If tolerated, it will soon be reénacted in 
another and another State, until the system of 
‘* detached and independent banks” shall secure 
to itself the exclusive control, as well over the 
bank-note circulation as all the business of ex- 
change throughout the United States. l now 
warn and admonish gentlemen to be on the alert, 
and join Ohio in the early, prompt, and determ- 
ined resistance of this despotic and oppressive 
measure. That which is a present trouble to us 
awaits you all. Your house will be next on fire 
if the flame be not at once subdued. A careless 
indifference and sluggish lethargy at this crisis 
will, I fear, soon discover <o the people that they 
have been allured, hot by siren’s song, but the 
subtile reasoning of the wily Secretary. 

Mr. B. said he would here beg leave to read to 
the House the following notice issued by the 
receiver of public moneys at Zanesville, in Ohio: 

‘© Notice to land purchasers. 


«c Pursuant toinstructions received trom the Clinton Bank 
of Columbus, dated April 6, 1836, there will not be any 


money, other than that annexed below, received at this |: 
office in payment for public lands, after the 20th of this | 


month. 
« Gold and silver. 
“ Ohio.—Paper of the deposit banks, viz.: Clinton Bank of 


Columbus, Commercial Bank of Cincinnati, Franklin Bank ` 


of Cincinnati. 

‘New York.—Paper of the banks in New York city, 
Albany, and Buffalo. 

t New Jersey.—Paper of all the banks. 

c Delaware.—Paper of all the banks. 

“ Pennsylvania.—Paper of the banks in Philadelphia, 
York Bank, Lancaster, Harrisburg, Middletown, Columbia 
Bridge, Chester County, Chambersburg, Carlisle, Pittsburg, 
Merchants and Mechanics’ Bank of Pittsburg. 

“ Maryland.—Paper of the banks at Baltimore, Farmers’ 
Bank of Maryland and branches, Hagerstown Bank, Fred- 
erick County Bank, Farmers and Mechanics’ Bank, Fred- 
erick county,and Washington County Bank. 

* District of Columbia.—Papcer of all the banks. 

“ Virginia.—Paper of the Bank of Virginia and branches, 
Farmers’ Bank of Virginia and branches, Bank of the Val- 
ley of Virginia and branches, Merchants and Mechanics? 
Bank, Wheeling. JOHN HALL, Receiver.” 


„It is understood that similar instructions are 
given to the other receivers who deposit at the 
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| and in nearly all the banks of Pennsylvania, 
| 


| Maryland, and Virginia. 

il By this measure, Ohio is to be deprived of all 

: the leading advantages of her banks; and her own 
citizens will be constrained to become the reluc- 
tant instruments of the work! Our own banks, 


with which our people are familiar, and whose | 


operations have so essentially contributed to aid 
the enterprise of her citizens, and to the general 
prosperity of the State, are thus suddenly dis- 
credited, without cause; and the notes of favored 
banks in New York and some other States are.to 
take their place. The direct tendency of this 
step is to drive the notes of the Ohio banks out 
of circulation, and to transfer the specie from the 
State to the Atlantic cities, especially New York; 
to which, it seems, all the States must pay tribute; 
and before long, probably, we shall all be con- 
strained to make there a kind of pilgrimage as to 
Mecca! 
The circulation in Ohio is hereafter to consist 
of the notes of certain favorite banks, most of 
. them situate in distant States, and of which our 


people have no knowledge whatever. Thisoper- , 


ation promotes the interest of the few to the 
injury of the many, and constitutes an odious 
monopoly! Heretofore, when the people of Ohio 
wanted specie, and held the notes of her banks, 
_it could be easily obtained; but when those banks 
shall have been, as they are. about to be, op- 
pressed out of existence, and the notes of the 
New York, New Jersey, and other State banks 
shall constitute our circulation, where will our 
people get specie for an emergency? Mr. Taney, 
in his report, said: 


“ By agreement among themselves [the deposit banks] to 
honor each other’s notes and drafts, they are providing a 


| the United States.” 
4 


| Has this agreement been formed? Will these 
|| deposit banks redeem, when in-the hands of in- 
| dividuals, the notes of each other, indiscrimin- 
j ately? They are not bound to do so by any 
| express contract, of which the public is aware, 
and certainly no implied promise exists. In this, 
then, the nation has beendisappointed. But Mr. 
© Woodbury, in his report, says many of these 
banks ‘‘ have entered into salutary arrangements 
': for the redemption in our larger cities of most of 
ji their bills which may be received in payment of 
‘| public dues.” Here, then, is the “ better cur- 
rency” which was promised! -Let us analyze it. 
' The Secretary says many—not all, but many— 
|| of these banks have a salutary arrangement—not 
| to honor each other’s notes, whether held by the 
i; Government or people, as implied, if not ex- 
ressed, in what Mr. Taney said; but to redeem 
i| 1n our large cities, not all, but most of their bills 
‘not held by individuals, but which are received 
in payment of public dues. By the contract, in 
., regard to the public deposits, as reported by the 
i| Secretary, the deposit banks are bound to trans- 
|| fer all moneys forthe Government. Then, what 
|| advantage or accommodation is gained by this 
|| salutary arrangement, either to the Government 
‘| or people? None. It is a mere parade, used ad 
|| captandum. The Government did not need it, 
i| and the great body of the people rarely go to 
‘| New York and the other large cities; but if they 


received in payment of public dues! The com- 
munity, then, will be obliged to submit to losses 
{| and discounts on the different bank notes, the 
|| profits of which will pass into the hands of the 
‘|; usurers or brokers, who will soon be found in 
|; every town and village of the State. 


Clinton Bank. These orders most seriously affect, |, oppressive step, its influences are already felt. 
and indirectly control, the currency and banks of || I have to-day scen a newspaper printed in Cin- 


Ohio. Notwithstanding their established credit 
and ample means, and although their notes are 


payable and paid in specie on demand, the banks | 


in Ohio are to be discredited by the Government; 
and for this purpose, power is given to one of the 
youngest institutions in the State! What renders 
this outrage and oppression still more unjust and 
odious is, that, simultaneously with the discredit 
of the Ohio banks, it is announced, from the same 
source, that the public debts in Ohio may be paid 


in notes of the banks in New York, Albany, and | 
Buffalo; in notes of all the banks in New Jersey | 


‘and Delaware, and of the District of Columbia; 


|, Ohio banks, not payable in that city, are at a 


discount there of from one to five per cent. 


' improvement consists in substituting bank notes, 
|| to which we are entire strangers, for those we 
‘are familiar with and have confidence in! We 
were told by Mr. Taney that the “ change had 
!| rescued the poorer classes from almost the whole 
a eee i to which they chiefly were exposed 
the losses they suffered by counterfeits.” What 
an instructive commentary is the order referred 


general currency, at least as sound as that of the Bank of | 


did, they could not avail themselves of this salu- | 
tary arrangement, for it is only to redeem notes ` 


Since this `! 
"i cinnati, which states that all the notes of the, 


| We were promised a better currency; and the || 


the discredit of bank notes, and from most of || 


| toon the textjust quoted! The first movement of 
i| the Treasury is to drive out of circulation, ‘atone 
if fell swoop,” all the notes of twenty-eight of the 
|| thirty-one Ohio banks, in which many of the peo- 
| ple havea direct interest, and all have confidence ! 
'! This step is immediatcly followed by introducing 
among us the notes of some forty or fifty differ- 
ent banks of other States, in which the citizens 
of Ohio have no interest and but little confidence, 
i and in receiving which they will be doubly ex- 
posed to all the inconvenience arising from dis- 
credited bank notes, and their danger of losses by 
counterfeits increased tenfold. 

Weare told by Mr. Woodbury that the cur- 
rency was never more uniform, nor domestic ex- 

*change at so moderate rates; and yet his agent in 
Ohio saysthat the notes of the State banks before 
mentioned command a premium in Ohin—a state 
of things until now unknown there for many 

: years. Iam assured by an intelligent merchant 
just from Ohio, and the same thing is confirmed 
by a letter from a gentleman of great respecta- 
bility in that State, shat the banks in Columbus 
(the Clinton Bank being one of them) are unable, 
or decline, to furnish checks on the eastern cities 
upon any terms. 

We were assured by Mr. Taney that no one 
of these banks would, under his arrangement, 
possess that absolute and almost unlimited do- 
minion over the property of the citizens of the 
United States which, he said, the Bank of the 
United States held, and by which it was enabled, 

| at any moment, at its pleasure, to distress the 

country. Yet, we now see one ofthe youngest 
banks in Ohio holding all this power, derived, 
too, directly from the Secretary of the Treasury, 
| and exercising it in a manner calculated to pro- 
| duce all the baneful influences and effects from 

; which it was promised we were to be freed. 

It plaid for me to explain to the House that, 
in the Western country, it is essential to the gen- 
eral currency and credit of bank notes that they 
be taken in payment for public lands, and it is an 
immediate passport to a bank note to say of it 

that it is ‘ land office money.’ With this ex- 

planation, I cannot here omit to press upon the 
consideration of gentlemen the violent and un- 
happy consequences which threaten the banks 
and people of Ohio, under this sudden change in 
their currency. Ata moment when the circula- 
tion of all the banks is greatly expanded, and an 
extensive credit created in general business and 
trade, with no reason to anticipate a shock—at 
this moment, I say, the Treasury, by its agent, 
issues an order which discredits nearly the whole 
bank note circulation in Ohio, and must return the 
notes of the different banks so rapidly as to com- 
pel them, however reluctantly, to press their 
debtors. Here, again, it will be remembered that 

: Mr. Taney, in his report, urged that all such re- 

| duction in circulation should be gradually made, 
without giving a shock to the currency, or pro- 
ducing a pressure on the community. By way of ’ 
enforcing this self-evident proposition he added, 
that such a pressure compelled the State banks to 

: call on their debtors and curtail their accounts, 

| which became still more onerous where specie 

: was required; as, in such case, the banks were 

_ obliged to make requisitions iu the proportion of 

. five to one; that is, in order to get one hundred 
thousand dollars in silver, they would be con- 
strained to reduce their accommodations or dis- 

i counts five hundred thousand dollars. Are we 

not surprised, then, to see Mr. Woodbury adopt- 
ing these very measures, so justly condemned by 

Mr. Taney, as producing disastrous consequences 

to the country? Mr. B. said he had fearful an- 

, ticipations for his fellow-citizens if this measure 

|, was persevered in, as it must compel the banks not 

i only to curtail their discounts, and make heavy 

requisitions on their debtors, but, in the sequel, 
drain the-Siate and people of all their specie, 
leaving in exchange a chequered circulation of 
` bank notes from other States, to be in turn dis- 
credited. By this order the notes of the bank in 
| the town where the receiver resides, (Zanesville,) 
|| and the notes of the Franklin Bank of Columbus, 
in the same street and town with the Clinton 

Bank, are discredited, though equal in all respects, 

and one, if not both, superior in others, to that 
deposit bank, Why is this so? Because they 
will not agree to redeem their notes in New York, 
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Philadelphia, and Baltimore, on the same terms 
that they pay them at home. 


But there is still another objection to this order 


—it acts by surprise on the people, and must sub- 
ject them to great loss and inconvenience. As 
far back as in 1816, a joint resolution was passed 
by Congress in the following words: 

oe Resolvet by the Senate and House of Representatives of 
the United States of America in Congress assembled, That 
the Seeretary of the Treasury be, and he hereby is, required 


and directed to adopt such measures as he may deem neces- 
sary, to cause, aS soon as may be, all duties, taxes, debts, 
or sums of money, accruing or becoming payable to the 


Cnited States, to be collected and paid ia the legal currency 
of the United States, or Treasury notes, or notes of the 
Bank of the United States, as by law provided and de- 
clared ; or in notes of banks which are payable and paid on 
demand, in the said legal currency of the United States ; 
and that from and atter the Wth day of February next, no 
such duties, taxes, debts, or sums of money, accruing or 
becoming payable to the United States as aforesaid, ought 
te be collected or received otherwise than in the legal cur- 
rency of the United States, or Treasury notes, or notes of 
the Bank of the United States, or in notes of banks which 
are payable and paid, on demand, in the said legal currency 
of the United States.”°—(Approved 30th April, 1216.) 

At this period, the Government had been for 
some time in the habit of receiving the notes of 
many banks which had suspended specie pay- 
menis, but by this resolution it was determined 
to do so no longer. There is an implied assur- 
ance, however, contained in this resolution, that 
the notes of all the banks which were payable and 
paid in specie should be received. Itis now more 
than twenty years since that resolution was 

assed; it is still in force and unrepealed. It has 

een the constant practice of the Government to 
accept payment accordingly. And now, without 
any notice, and when it is evident that multitudes 
hold the notes of the Ohio banks, an abrupt change 
of this usage and policy takes place, and the im- 
plied faith of the resolution is violated, without 
any occurrence to justify it. I had hoped that the 
days of those petty dealers in discount on the 
currency of the country, who fatten on the neces- 


sities of men, and improve most when the cur- | 


rency is most deranged, had passed off never to 
return. Having witnessed as well the gloomy 
hour in our deranged finances, when these har- 

ies overspread the land, as the violent throes 
which followed before they were shaken off, I 
had hoped a repetition of these scenes would be 
long deferred. 
Treasury Department must soon bring back that 
dreadful state of things. Already is the harvest 
opening in Ohio. The holder of our bank notes, 
if designing to buy public land, must relinquish 
this purpose if not convenient to the band whose 
paper he has, or choose between the alternative 
of a journey to the bank, or the loss of discount 
at a bank note shaver’s. 

There is yet another fact contained in this cir- 
cular which confirms the suggestion already made, 
that Ohio is to be drained of her specie. We are 
told by this circular that nearly the whole amount 
of the public money in Ohio is required to be 
transmitted to New York, Philadelphia, and Bal- 
timore! Can this beso? If it be, whence this 
necessity? The Government surely cannot wish 
to concentrate in those cities the whole amount 
of the mighty revenue of the nation. I believe 
that, for every legitimate purpose, the public 
money already in those cities (without. regard to 
its currentaccumulation) greatly exceeds the pub- 
lic wants at those points. There are, at present, 
in New York about eleven million dollars, in 
Philadelphia about three millions, and in Balti- 
more upwards of a million, exclusive of large de- 
posits in Boston, and in many other places east 
of the mountains. Why, then, is 1t necessary to 
withdraw the public money from Ohio? If there 


be any advantage in possessing it, the, amount | 


collected there is less in proportion to her popu- 
lation than she would 
ion of the surplus, and ought not, therefore, to 
be removed except for public necessity. But it 
seems the large cities must be pampered; they 
are insatiable in their demands. New York still 
cries * give! give!” and Ohio is bound already 
forthe surrender! But Í can tell gentlemen, the 
shrewd ,proud, and independent yeomanry, farm- 
ers, and mechanics of Ohio are beginning to sus- 

ect that these enormous sums are required to 
[ie used for ‘other investments,” commonly 


called ‘fancy stock,” and in the magic work and 


But the present policy of the ;; 


be entitled to in any divis- _ 


| luxurious ease of a certain moneyed regency 
l! which now controls the politics of the country. 

This suspicion will be followed by alarm, and a 
determined resistance at the threshold. 

I have treated this measure as one emanating 
from the Secretary of the Treasury. His atten- 
tion has been called to it, and it is not revoked. 
It must, therefore, be considered as disclosing 
the settled policy of this nation. 1 am also justi- 
fied in so treating it, because the Globe, which is 
the organ of the Administration, in expressly 
sanctioning it, holds the following language on 
the 2lst of the present month: 

& It appears to us that the bank was accommodating, 
rather than otherwise. Tnstead of specic, it takes drafts at 
thirty days’ date in payment for the notes which it has to 


place as cash at the credit of the Government. It might 
well have exacted drafts at sight. 


receipt of notes of the banks on account of the public rev- 
enue, have been too accommodating. They have received 
them too generally for the public good. We believe, also, 
that the deposit banks generally ought to limit the receipt 
of all bank notes still more than the Clinton Bank pro- 
poses to do; and we shall not hesitate to lend our aid in 
sustaining them in carrying out such a measure, if they will 
adopt it generally.” 


Comment on this is unnecessary. It proves 


the design to extend this system of oppression, | 
„as I have already intimated would be done. But | 
as a matter of finance, and also as an interpreta- | 


tion of the law of contracts, the passages quoted 
from the Globe discover gross ignorance. All 
must be aware that neither a bank nor an indi- 
vidual is bound to redeem notes at any other place 
than where they are payable by their terms; and 
that the Clinton Bank. has no right to demand 
payment in drafts at all, much less in drafts at 
sight, as the Globe alleges. It is equally certain 
that, at the present rates of exchange, no bank 
in Ohio can, without loss, redeem its notes by 
_ drafts on the east at par, even at thirty days’ 
‘date. And if any of the Ohio banks accept the 
| terms of this circular, the concession will be 
made to the power and not to the justice of the 
demand. This, too, will prove the power of the 
', detached and independent bank system to monop- 
i; olize and control the circulation and exchange of 
the country. I hope that none of the Ohio banks 
will submit to this degradation; but I fear the 
event is at hand. 
The Government speaks through the Globe, 


‘and the mighty moneyed power which it now | 


: wields, addressed, as it is, to the fears as well as 
the cupidity of banks, has all the secret influence 
of the “ magician’s”’ wand, and, in open warfare, 

; is more “terrible than an army with banners.”’ 

I cannot leave this part of the subject without 
contrasting the policy of the present Secretary of 
the Treasury with that of the late Mr. Crawford, 
when he had charge of that Department in 1819. 
At that time a large amount of debt was due in 
the West for public lands; the two United States 
Branch Banks then in Ohio refused to credit the 
Government with any of the Ohio bank notes, as 
cash, and thus greatly reduced the facilities of 
the people in paying for their lands. Mr. Craw- 
ford, with a view to their accommodation, and 
to increase their facilities, discontinued the public 
deposits in the branch banks, and ordered them 
to be made in certain State banks, which were 
willing to credit, as cash, the paper of such of the 
banks (in circulation in the vicinity of the selected 
banks) as paid their notes in specie on demand, 

‘and were otherwise in good credit. Among the 
banks thus selected, I will particularly name the 
Bank of Chillicothe and the Franklin Bank of 

|, Columbus, whose general history lam somewhat 

familiat with. Though they discharged their 
|. trast in the strictest faith, and with great advant- 

_age to the Government, and have ever since, to 

. this day, sustained the highest credit, they are 

now to be discredited by that same Government, 

, without the shadow of pretext for doing so. And 


what renders this proceeding still more harsh | 


-towards the Bank of Chillicothe, is, that that 

institution was found a most useful agent to the 
. General Government throughout the whole of 
. the last war, particularly during the gloomiest 
; period of our financial embarrassments. At that 
crisis, sir, the Bank of Chillicothe made large 
| on part of which has never 


been discharged to 
i| this day. 


h c We believe that the i: 
deposit banks, in place of having acted iltiberally as to the | 


advances of moncy to the country, the interest | 


_Mr. Crawford, for public convenience, con- 
tinued this system until the Bank of the United 
States agreed to receive on deposit the notes of 
' the same banks as the State banks did. And 
when the connection terminated, early in 1821, 
Mr. Crawford concludes his letter to the cashier 
of the Bank of Chillicothe in the following terms: 
_Tavail myself of this occasion to express the satisfac- 
: tion that has been produced by the good faith and accom- 


| modating disposition manifested by the Bank of Chillicothe 
during the continuance of the arrangement.’? i 


The present determination of the Treasury De- 
partment to curtail rather than increase the facil- 
ities of the people of the West to pay for the 
public lands, stands in no enviable light when 
compared with the transactions of that same De- 
pan at the period I have alluded to. Can it 

possible that the rapid growth of the West 

begins to excite the jealousy or envy of the Sec- 
retary? Is our march to be arrested and checked? 
At this moment, when there is a large amount of 
public land selling, every facility for payment is 
again needed. It is not asked to enlarge, but 
| merely to continue the facilities as we have here- 
tofore had them. Yet this is denied, and the 
|: order to curtail them is announced. This is 
done, too, without that notice which all humane 
Governments uniformly afford. And the Globe 
says, instead of being unjust, it is an indulgence, 
as the facilities of payment ought to be still more 
| circumscribed ! 
| Ihave thus far discussed topics connected with 
| the manner in which the public money has been 
| used, and will now consider its safety under the 
|| present system. 
|” The amount of public money in the deposit 
i banks on the Ist of April, as already stated, was 
i nearly $37,000,000; at this time it is no doubt 
: above that sum. ‘To this we must soon add the 
| $5,000,000 coming from France and Naples, and 
| the proceeds of $7,000,000 of bank stock; making 
‘in all, including the continued accumulation of 
|, revenue, at least $50,000,000! At this juncture 
|| is it not proper for us, as the Representatives of 
the people, to whom the money belongs, to in- 
quire if it be safe? Were it our own money, 
this investigation would not be delayed a mo- 
ment. It is our imperative duty to be equally 
vigilant as the Representatives of the people. 
They expect it of us; and if we omit it, be as- 
sured, sir, the trust will be rightfully and imme- 
diately taken from us, and we shall be told that 
we may be no longer stewards! We must test 
the safety of these deposit banks, and the verity 
of their returns, by every means within our 
power. The amount at stake is enormous—the 
i risk is great. A timely call from_a committee of 
this House may save millions, but a careless in- 
| difference will endanger the whole. I am aston- 
ished that any resistance is made to this measure 
by-these banks, or their friends. It creates and 
_ justifies a suspicion that there is ‘ something 
rotten in the State of Denmark!” 

When the deposits were changed, Mr. Taney, 
in remarking on such an examination, and the 
reluctance to submit to it, said: 

« fn the ordinary concerns of life, among individuals, no 
prudent man would continue to place his funds in the hands 
of an agent, after he discovered that he was studiously con - 
, cealing from him the manner in which they were ein- 

| ployed.” 
© Mr. Woodbury, in his first report, recommends, 
| ‘ag an improvement in the present fiscal system 
of employing State banks, to require the fullest 
returns tobe made by them in relation to the actual 
capital paid in; their discounts, circulation, specie, 
and other circumstances, throwing light on their 
robable safety and intelligent mode of conduct- 
| ing business;’’ and adds: ‘ this, coupled with 
| the power, through committees or commissioners, 
| to verify the correctness of such returns by actual 
| examination, in cases of suspicion, will prove a 
conservative and highly useful measure to both 
| the public and the banks, as well as the Govern- 
‘| ment.” ; 
Examinations of this kind led to great improve- 
ments in the returns from the Bank of England; 
and it is the surest, if not the only way in which 
banks can acquire public confidence. Mr. Wood- 
|; bury himself says: 

« All mystery on the subject of banking should cease. It 
is unworthy of the age in which we live, and the form of 
government which we support; and the real condition of 
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all banking institutions which claim public confidence and 
credit should be shown far and wide, to all interested, fully 
to deserve that confidence and credit.” 

After these opinions and principles, thus avowed : 
by the two Secretaries when discussing the very | 
subjects now under consideration, and now ata 
time when the amount of public money is so 
great, and our suspicions and fears are both justly 
excited in regard to the verity of the returns and 
safety of these banks, I am surprised to see such 
reluctance to submit to, and, indeed, an undis- 
guised shrinking from investigation. Why this 
concealment? ‘All mystery on the subject of 
banking should cease. {t is unworthy of the age 
in which we live, and the form of government 
which we support.’ Let the real condition of 
these banks be known to the people, who have 
so much at hazard with these institutions. The 
solvency of many of these banks is doubted, and 
a scrutiny into their concerns is demanded acr 
cordingly, Why not take the suggestion of Mr. 
Woodbury, and appoint a committee to verify 
the correctness of the returns of these banks by 
actual examination? 1am decidedly of opinion 
that the public money is not safe. 1 do not hes- 
itate to say, that if it were demanded at this mo- 
ment, or even upon a six months’ notice, many | 
of these banks would be unable to pay. If specie 
only is received, as is the professed but not the | 
practical usage ‘of the party,” the debt cannot | 
be paid at all! Let us examine for a few mo- 
ments the condition of some of these banks. By 
the last returns it appears that the Commercial 
Bank of Portsmouth, in New Hampshire, with 
a capital of $102,000, has about $10,000in specie, 
with a circulation of more than $100,000, and 
holds upwards of $222,000 of public money! 
They have about one dollar in specie for every ‘i 
twenty dollars of public debt! And if you regard | 
their loans and discounts, what evidence have we | 
of the solvency of their debtors? This inquiry 
may be fairly urged against all of these banks. 

The Savings Institution at Louisville, Ken- 
tucky, with a capital of $96,000, and something 
upwards of 850.000 in specie, has $510,000 of 
the public money. 

- The Farmers and Mechanics’ Bank of Mich- 
igan, at Detroit, with a capital of $150,000, | 
‘(whether all paid in or not is uncertain,) has |; 
$59,000 in specie, and upwards of $700,000 of the | 
“public money ! | 

The Bank of Michigan, at Detroit, with a cap- | 
ital of $448,200, has $62,000 in specie, and up- || 
wards of $1,100,000 of the public money ! 

The Planters’ Bank of Mississippi, at Natchez, | 
with a capital of $4,000,000, has $438,000 in | 
specie, and more than $2,740,000 of the public 
“money ! 

I could go though the whole list, and the result 
would be but little better. I repeat again, that | 
the ability of all these banks to pay the public | 
debts depends upon the solvency of their debtors; 
and this, together with the verity of their returns, `| 
ought to be tested by personal inquiry and inspec- | 
tion. The Secretary of the Treasury must neces- ` 
sarily be a stranger to these facts, and it cannot || 
derogate from him in the slightest degree for this 
House to appoint a committee to make this in- 
vestigation. I have already shown that he rec- || 
ommends this course. 

One item in the returns of these banks is of a | 
rnost suspicious character—I mean the column | 


| 
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| 


of “other investments,” amounting, on the ist | 


of March, to about twelve million dollars! Mr. | 
Woodbury says this item is made up of ‘sus- 
pended debt, stock bonds,” &c. This explana- ; 
tion, so far from relieving, increases my fears and | 


apprehensions for the safety of the public money. ‘| 


o well-regulated bank ever classes its suspended | 
debt as an investment. A suspended debt often | 
shows the insolvency, and always the present 
disability of the party to pay. What part of this 
$12,000,000 is made up of suspended debt? And 
ł should like to know in what stocks, bonds, 
&c., these banks have been investing the public 
money. Stock operations generally, and especial- 
ty in New York, where, it seems, much of this | 
money is being concentrated, are, in many in- |! 
stances, speculative and visionary, approaching ' 
a continued. scene of extravagant gambling! We 
hear of “ fancy stocks,” and of a strife between 


called “ bears,” with other refined namesand cant | 


phrases, which would make suitable additions to 
the dictionary of the ‘canting crew. Those 
who sell stock are, with a view to its high price, 
constantly engaged in puffing and tossing up its 
value in the market, and hence are called ‘ bulls;”’ 
but the buyers, equally vigilant over their in- 
terest, and designing to exert a counteracting 
influence, depress and tread down the value, and 
are therefore called ‘‘ bears.” In this same strife, 
each day brings sudden fortune to one, and vio- 
lent reverse to another! Is it safe to have the 
public money thus placed in such imminent peril? 
Report says, many of these banks, with a view 
to make great profits out of their deposits, not - 
only discount on them, but send large sums to | 


these cities, with a view to ‘‘ other investments. ” 


This must be attended with great hazard; not : 


only the usual risk of transmission, but the un- !' 


certain result of a stock, if not of a gambling 
operation. Itis said, indeed, that these risks are 
incurred by the banks, and not by the public. 
But the danger of the insolvency of these banks 
is the risk which the Government incurs. It will 
be but poor consolation for us to know that the 
banks are legally responsible, if they have not 
the means and the ability to pay. If these banks 
are allowed to discount on and use this money 
for their own profit, we ought to be fully satis- 
fied that their business is prudently conducted, 
and their pay-lists sound. I invoke this House 
to deliberate well before they refuse to appoint a 
committee of inquiry. 

The hope of gain prompts to rash and extrav- 
agant speculations and risks. A prudent man 
would withdraw his money from an agent whom 
he found putting itat hazard. Ought we to do 


| 


less, as the Representatives of the people? Al- | 


ready, and during our present session, one of ` 
these institutions* has lost $100,000, and some 
say more, in sending it to one of the larger cities. 
That same bank has the custody of upwards of 
$2,000,000 of the public moneys, much the greater 
pee of which is held by it at an agency estab- 
ished at St. Lotis, Missouri; but under what 
law or authority, I know not. I do not wish 
nor intend’ to disparage this bank. I am ac- 
quainted with its principal officers, and have 
pleasure in saying that, in my intercourse with 
them, they have manifested a great spirit of ac- 
commodation. But in the discharge of a high 
public duty, I was compelled to refer to the facts 
just mentioned. 
This item of ‘ other investments,” it is said, 


| also covers portions of the public money which | 


is placed in the hands of brokers and agents to 
obtain extravagant and oppressive rates of inter- 
est, and to purchase stocks, notes, and bonds at 
large discounts during an occasional pressure in 
the money market—an employment of the public 
money, which, to say nothing of its risks, is a 


! disparagement to the nation. In every possible 


aspect in which this matter can be considered, 
this investigation is called for. 

The statements of these banks are full of sus- 
picion; the sufficiency and solvency of the means 
relied on for payment are questionable. All 
these, as well as the general verity of the returns, 
ought to be tested; the system is new, and but 
‘San experiment.” It has been in operation near 
three years without investigation, and it is time 
it was scrutinized; this is always found a salu- 
tary process-in pecuniary concerns. If the prin- 
cipal is vigilant, the agent will be prudent; but 
if the one is negligent, the other becomes so; 
and the consequence is often the loss of the one 
and the ruin of the other. 

A similar investigation took place before the 
late Bank of the United States had been in opera- 


tion two years; and it is generally admitted that | 


it was attended with beneficial influences on the | 
bank, and happy results to the country. Since | 


that time, and particularly within the last four |: 


years, these inquiries have been pressed, and | 


made by committees under the order of this `: 
House. And, on one occasion, the President of || 


the United States, upon a mere suggestion that 
the public money was not safe in the Bank of the 
United States, appointed Henry Toland, Esq., 


Ho. or Reps. 


powers to institute the most ample inquiry con- 
nected with the solvency of the debtors of the 
bank, and its general ability to refund. An 
‘apparent hesitancy on the part of the bank to. 
' submit to such inquiry was uniformly interpreted 
as indicative of a disposition to shrink from this 
“ searching operation.” 
On the score of usage, this investigation is 
called for; and the necessity for it is such that, 
in my judgment, if it is not now made, we shall, 
in many cases, have ‘‘a beggarly account of 
empty boxes.” 
These investigations were often made, although 
the Government never had, at any time, half ag 
much at stake as it now has; often, indeed, but 
little interest, except asa stockholder. If we refer 
to the state of the Bank of the United States at 
the period of the greatest amount of public de- 
' posits held by it, and make a similar reference to 

the returns from the deposit banks, with a view to 
the comparative safety of the money under the 
two systems, it will be seen that the risk is de- 
cidedly the greatest now. This is emphatically 
the case, whether you consider the united capital 
of the deposit banks a common fund to pay the 
debts of each as partners, or take them sepa- 
rately, and hold each liable only for its own debts. 
And yet Mr. Woodbury, in contrasting the two 
systems, and speaking of the safety of the public 
money, says: 

“The chief change, in this respect, under the present 
system, has been in procuring the responsibility of several 
institutions for separate andsmaller sums of money, instead 
of the single responsibility of one institution for avery large 
sum of money.” 

Again: 

“ The selected banks, without disparagement of others, 
are, or ought to be, chosen from the most flourishing and 
secure.” 

I again call the attention of the House to the 
cases of the deposit banks before particularly 
named, and, indeed to every one of them now hold- 
ing public money. A reference to the statements 
furnished by the Secretary himself will prove him 
in error as to this supposed advantage. Next, 
let us compare and consider the two systems in 
the aggregate. In doing so, I will assume 

10,000,000 as the maximum of public deposits 
in the Bank of the United States, (and they rarely 
, amounted to half that sum;) add this to the amount 
of stock owned by the Government, and we have 
$17,000,000 as the greatest amount at hazard in 
that bank. The capital of that bank, we know, 
was $35,000,000; and, at the period alluded to, it 
held near $11,000,000 in specie. I will now men- 
tion similar items taken from the returns of the 
deposit banks to the Ist of April, 1836. The pub- 
lic deposits in these banks, as before stated, are 
nearly $37,000,000; their united capital (if it even 
i be all paid in) is $43,690,980 28; and their total 
‘amount of specie is between $10,000,000 and 

$11,000,000. It is thus apparent that there was 
less danger of loss under the old than the present 
system. I have omitted the other items of loans, 
discounts, circulation, &c., in which the compari- 
son might be extended; but if any person will 
take the trouble to refer to these, the result will 
be the same. This risk is daily increasing, by 
the further accumulation of the revenue, and the 
large items before mentioned, to be derived from 
' France and Naples, and the proceeds of the bank 
istock. This comparison has been made, as if the 


1 whole means of all these banks were liable for the 
| debts of each; but this is not the case; we have 


| only the “ single responsibility ’’ of these institu- 
tions, not for ‘*the smaller sums,” as the Secre- 


' tary stated, but for the very large amounts of 


: money! 

This committee should be appointed, and the 
' inquiry made touching the connection which ex- 
ists betweer those banks and their mysterious 
agent, Mr. Whitney, who now occupies a room 
in the Treasury Department. It is said, indeed, 
that he pays the rent of the room held by him. 
‘It may be so; but it is not very probable that the 
Secretary, in renting a tenement for the Depart- 
ment, suffered the proprietor to retain a room 
“to let” for individual purposes. If such be the 
‘fact, it was at least more economical than pru- 
‘dent; as such an occupancy enlarges the danger 


of Philadelphia, as a special agent, with full | from incendiaries, by which the country, in that 


one set of operators called ‘bulls,’ and of another 


* The Commercial Bank of Cincinnati. 


| 


i very Department, has so recently suffered as not 
| to be unmindful of it. Without intending to in- 
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of the Department. 
professes not to maintain, 

But leaving that digression: the power and in- 
fluence which this agent wields over the deposit 
banks is such that, like some of the patent med- 
icines of the day, “none are genuine unless in- 
dorsed R. M. W.’’ In order to secure this pan- 
acea, a tribute of one per cent. per annum on the 
amount of the deposit eal by each is paid. 
This percent. on $37,000,000, the present amount 
of the deposits, is $370,000. Independent, then, 
ofthe great influences thus indirectly arising from 
the entire control of this money, here is a large 
sum, Which may pay the agent handsomely, and, 
by suitable appropriations, accomplish much in 
the great political contest now about to ensue, on 
the result of which depends the right of the agent 
to continue "at the receipt of custom.” It is 
but a few moments since I heard that one of the 
deposit banks in Cincinnati incurred the dis- 
pleasure of the agent by refusing to pay the 
“tribute money;’’ and that there has been a cor- 
respondent reduction in the favors since conferred 
on the rebel institution. 

But, above all, is it right that we should look 
on, and, without a strict inquiry, see the people’s 
money openly committed to the agency and 
superintendence of one laboring under the grossest 
impeachment of character; and who, though a 
native American, resided, during our late war 
with England, in Canada, where, if he did not 
swear allegiance to the British King, he took an 
oath not to assist the country of his birth! 

But another, and, as I think, powerful reason 
for urging this investigation without delay is, 
that the money may be placed beyond the power 
of the banks to waste or lose. If we adjourn 
without doing so, we may dread the consequences, 

ublic interests. Sir, I am no panic maker, nor 
who now call the first session of the last Congress 
the “panic session,” will be obliged to admit 
that the alarm of that day was not affected, but 
real, and for just cause. twill remind gentlemen 
of some of the evils which were then foretold as 
being likely to follow the abrupt change in our 
system of finance. Among these it was said 
great individual loss and distress would follow. 
‘The measure complained of was violent and sud- 
den, accompanied with an open and avowed hos- 
tility to the Bank of the U 
obliged it to make ready for the assault. This 
extraordinary interraption of all the usual chan- 
nels of trade carried consternation with it, and at 
such a time the banks throughout the country 
were compelled to act on the defensive, and pre- 
pare for the worst. This unlooked-for shock to 
the commerce and currency of the country found 
the peuple unprepared for it, and many, very 


erty; 


blighted. But these disasters, great as they were, 


had a limit given to them by the fortunate rise | 


in the price of the southern staple, cotton, which 


always has an important influence on the mon- | 
etary concerns of this country. This brought a || 
great accession to our capital, and ameliorated | 


and checked the pressure. The storm subsided; 
business resumed its wonted channels; and we 
look around, and behold the sea 1s again calm. 


But can we forget the wreck and the struggles of | 


the innocent sufferers, who, after being tossed 
by the angry tempest, were engulfed, and went 
down in the mighty ocean before the storm 
abated! Another of the prophecies of that day 


was, that the change of system would, as on a | 
former occasion, be followed by an inordinate | 
increase of State banks, and a dangerous expan- || 


sion of bank note issucs. 

It was also said that this last state of things 
would be attended by a deranged exchange and 
disordered currency, and ultimately terminate In 
a general explosion. And now let me appeal to 
gentlemen, and ask if all these predictions have 
not already been fully realized, except the last— 
the explosion? 


Sua tS, jually charentle: with a nesiect eet i promptly made. These banks are scattered over 


ion the spot, and vigilant over their interests. 
` On the first alarm, and before even the breath of 


nited States, which ; 


j; thrown our 
many, were reduced from independence to pov- į; 
whilst others, who had the bright prospects ' 
of ample fortune before them, had all their hopes |: 


| On directing the Secretary of War to place Benedict Alford | 


! he was desirous to submit a few remarks. 
l seems that the Speaker of this House, and the 
| Presiding Officer of the Senate, had 
_ affixed their signatures to an enrolled bill or act; , 
‘ that the same was presented to the President of | 


That drama yet remains to be ! 


Tt was not said that all these things would follow 
in a day, nor ina year, but that they were con- |: 
sequences which it was feared would ensue. K 
Having once witnessed the pouring out of these 
sorrows on our country, I dread their repetition 
so much, that I should decidedly prefer being 
found in error to seeing thefn renewed; but I fear ; 
this explosion must follow, and cannot now be i 
averted. We have seen the State banks increase | 
in number, from a little upwards of three hundred 
to near six hundred, in five years, with corre- 
spondent capital and issues. Added to these, 
we have seen Ohio, Kentucky, Indiana, Illinois, 
Tennessee, Mississippi, and Louisiana, creating 
charter after charter; and the news of the morn- 
ing is, that Maine has just given life to twenty- 
six new banks, and that New York, not content . 


enacted; but I fear it is not far removed from us. [| 


. with her present multitude, is about incorporating || 
others, so as to give her the round number of one || 


hundred banks! All this is principally done, too, | 
by ‘the party” who told the people that banks | 
should be put down, and a gold currency fur- 
nished! The currency is disordered—the ex- 
change is deranged—the expansion is increasing | 
with a mighty power; and next comes the explo- 
sion! 


‘land, and, as such, to respect and obey it. 
no doubt equally conscientious, (for certainly 


actthusauthenticated, was filed and recorded in the 
office of the Secretary of State. This act provides 
for the payment of pensions to Benedict Alford 
and Robert Brush, and has been duly published 
among the acts of the first session of the Twenty- 
Third Congress. But the Secretary of War has 


‘refused to execute it, upon the ground that the 


Senate of the United States did not pass the bill. 
The Journal of the Senate states that the bill was 
indefinitely postponed. 

I think, Mr. Speaker, it was the duty of the 
Secretary to execute the act. I think he was 
bound to regard it as a part of the laws of the 
He, 


there is here no cause for imputing to him a bad 
motive,) believes that he has authority to look 
beyond the act as enrolled, signed, approved, filed, 
and recorded in the office of State, into the Jour- 
nals of the two Houses, and to decide upon what 
he may there find, that the act in question is null 
and void; because those Journals, or one of them, 
satisfies his mind that the act was never passed 


‘according to the requirements of the Constitus 


tion. 
I ask, sir, where does the Secretary of War, 
a mere executive officer, find his authority for 


Béfore this happens, I wish the public treasure 
—the people’s money—to be rescued from its 
present peril. If gentlemen will not divide it 
among the States, as I think it ought to be, ' 
whereby it might relieve our people from taxes, | 
educate their children, or construct roads and 
canals for us, at least let it be preserved from 


| overhauling the Journals of the two Houses, the 


enrolled bill as signed by the presiding officers, 
as approved by the President, and as recorded in 
the State Department, and, upon his examination, 
in effect to declare void a statute, published to the 


| nation, and sanctioned by all the solemnities pre- 


scribed for manifesting to the people the laws they 


abuses and prostitutions in elections, and final ;: 


loss. | 

The money is not safe were it now is. If gold 
and silver be the test, the banks are unable to 
pay; and we know nothing of the security or | 
solvency of their other means. The examina- 
tion, if not demand of payment, should be 


the whole country, and, in case of failure, the 


r „Sir | Government will not only be the greatest sufferer, 
do I believe that it will be very Jong before many |, | 


but the last to be paid. Individual creditors are 


suspicion or news of disaster has reached Wash- | 
ington, those creditors withdraw their deposits, į 
or obtain possession of all the means of the insol- | 
vent bank. The public cannot compete with in- 
dividual creditors, and we ought, therefore, to be 
cautious and circumspeet in advance, ‘ before the 
evil day come.” We ought to remember that 


! the Constitution and laws. 


| their judgment, 


are to obey? Such authority has not been con- 
ferred by any express provision of the Constitu- 
tion, or by any statute; and if it exists, it is the 


| creature of inference, a deduction merely from the 


known and admitted principles and provisions of 
From what part of 
the Constitution, from what etatute, will you de- 
duce such authority for an executive officer? 
The fifth section of the first article of the Con- 
stitution requires ‘each House to keep a Journal 
of its proceedings, and from time to time to pub- 
lish the same, excepting such parts as may, in 
require secrecy.” I admit the 
obligation on the part of Congress to comply with 
| this mandate; but suppose it is not done, will it 
| follow as a consequence from such omission that . 
: executive officers are thereby justified in refusing 
to obey the statutes which are promulgated ? Can 
they legitimately refuse obedience, because they 
| do not see all the steps taken by each House in 


more than one million dollars has been already 
lost to the nation by a similar neglect. It is vain 
and idle for Mr. Woodbury to attempt to impress 
on us the absurd and unmeaning supposition 
contained in his report of the 23d instant, that, | 
considering the Government as the sole creditor | 


of those banks, the means of payment are in i; 


the proportion of four dollars- for one! The 
Government is not the sole creditor; we have 
money into common stock, with 
others, and the rights of all are equal, but the 
chances of protection 
favor of individuals. 


We can avoid the neces- 


i: sity of contending for ‘*a plank in a shipwreck,” | 
A just re- | 


if this investigation be now made. 


| gard for the public interest demands it, and we |. 
ought not to shrink from it. it 


THE DISPUTED ACT OF CONGRESS. 


REMARKS OF HON. J. R. UNDERWOOD, 
OF KENTUCKY, 
In tHe House or REPRESENTATIVES, 
April, 1836, 


and Robert Brush on the list of pensioners. 


Mr. UNDERWOOD said that the case pre- 
sented for consideration by the resolutions was | 
one novel in its character, and concerning which ! 


Te! 


regularly 


the United States, who, on the 30th day of June, 
1834, approved and signed it; and that the bill or ! 


and safety are greatly in | 


| 
| How often, at what intervals? Here is discretion 


, subject required secrecy. 


the passage of the bill set out at length in a pub- 
lished Journal? If it had been the intention of 
the convention to make the obligatory force of a 
statute depend upon the publication of the, Jour- 
nal, and upon exhibiting on the face of the Jour- 
nal as published a fulfillment of every constitu- 
' tional requisite or injunction, such intention, most 
' certainly, would have been expressed in clear and 
explicit language. The convention would not 
have left a matter of such importance to rest en- 
_ tirely upon inference. The fact that there is no 
express constitutional provision making the va- 
i lidity of an act of Congress depend upon the 
i Journals of the two Houses and their contents, 
is to my mind conclusive, and proves that the 
| Journals and statutes ere not so connected as to 
make an examination of the Journals necessary, 
in order to decide upon the obligatory force of 
the statute. This truth is also manifest from the 
express language of the Constitution. The Jour- 
| nals are to be published ‘from time to time.” 
| granted. Congress may publish them annually, 
| biennially, or monthly. If the obligation of a 
i statute depended upon the contents of the Jour- 
| nals, their publication should precede, or at least 
| accompany, the promulgation of the statut., so 
| thatthe citizens and officers of Government might 
| be furnished with means of determining whether 


‘ithe statute imposed any obligation. Congress 


‘may suppress the publication of the Journals. 
The Constitution expressly confers authority to 
do so, in regard to so much as may, in the judg- 
ment of Congress, ‘* require secrecy.” In the 
exercise of their judgment, Congress might think 
all their proceedings in reference to this or that 

i They might give to 

the nation the result of their deliberations in the 


604 


APPENDIX TO THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


247H Cone... lsr Sess. 


The Disputed Act of Congress—Mr. Underwood. 


Ho. or Reps, 


= 


form of a statute, and withhold a knowledge of | 
every previous step. In such a case it would be | 
preposterous to resist the obligation of the statute, 
because the public could not see that the steps 
taken by Congress in its passage were regular 
and constitutional. , 

I have submitted these remarks for the purpose 
of maintaining the position that the nation is not 
to determine what is or is not law by an exam- 
ination of the Journals of the two Houses. I 
will endeavor to show, in the sequel, that the 
validity of a statute cannot be overturned and 
nullified by arraying the contents of the Journals 
against it. 

All civilized nations must necessarily provide 
some mode of making known the laws which are 
to be enforced. They must also provide some 
mode by which their officers and their citizens 
can produce the law, and justify their conduct 
under it, whenever and wherever their conduct 
may be questioned before the judicial tribunals 
of the country. This:may be done in various 
ways. In Governments like ours, based upon 
«written constitutions, paramount to ordinary legis- 
lation, the mode may be prescribed in the consti- 
tution itself; and if so, then it is placed, beyond 
the control of the Legislature. The Constitution 
of the United States does not purport to regulate 
and fix the precise mode by which the laws are 
to be made iea and authenticated, and yet it 
is not altogether silent on the subject. So far as 
it does speak it is to be regarded; but where it 
makes no provision, the subject is left under the 
control of ordinary legislation. It may be safely 
affirmed that the Constitution nowhere provides 
that an extract from the Journal, or the produc- 
tion of the original, shall be evidence of what the 
law is. Itis very clear that, unless the Journals 
contain the provisions of a statute, their produc- 
tion would give no light on the question of what . 
is or is not law. The Journals purport, and | 


do give a history of the action of Congress upon 
certain bills, by their titles, and are legitimate, | 
but not conclusive evidence, to show these bills 
were passed, or rejected, or postponed by Con- 
gress. But such a history affords no information 
as to the contents of the bill passed or rejected; 
and when you desire to know what the law is, 
for example, if you wish to know how much tax 

. has been imposed, and upon what articles levied, 
you must Jook elsewhere than in the Journal to 
findit. The Constitution might have required that 
every statute should be registered at large upon | 
the Souenala: and that copies therefrom, certified 
by the Clerk of either House, should be evidence 
of what the lawis. But it has made no such 


provision, and, in the absence of all constitutional `` 


regulation, it was competent for Congress to take 
up the subject and to fix the mode of making 
known and authenticating the laws of the coun- 
try. Congress has done this, and it becomes 
important to consider, for a moment, how it has 
been done. It was done by one of the earliest 
acts of Congress, under the Constitution. The 
act was approved on the 15th of September, 1789, 
and may be regarded as the cotemporaneous ex- 
position of the Constitution, so far as to show 
that that instrument did not prohibit Congress 
from acting upon the subject, and that the Con- 
stitution, as then understood, did not contain 
such provisions as rendered legislation unneces- 
sary. 

The act of 1789, in substance, provides that 
the Secretary of State shall preserve the original 
bills, resolutions, &c., and cause the same to be 
recorded in his office. The Secretary of State is 


required, ‘fas soon as conveniently may be,’’. 


after he receives the bills and resolutions, to 
cause the same to be published in newspapers, 
and to cause one printed copy to be delivered to 
each Senator and Representative, “and two 
printed copies, duly authenticated, to be sent to 
the Executive authority of each State.’? Here 
is the mode prescribed for publishing your laws, 
and here, sir, is the place where you are to find 
what the law is. The act provides for making 
up a record of the laws in the Secretary’s office, 
and then it provides for a seal, and then declares 
that “all copies of records and papers in the | 
said office, authenticated under the said seal, shall | 
be evidence equally as the original record or į 
paper.’’ Now, the true question is, when the | 


record is made up in the State Department, in 

pursuance of the act of 1789, can you impeach 

its absolute verity, by opposing to it the Journals 
of either or both Houses of Congress; and, if 

_ this can be done, what tribunal is authorized to 
do it? Is the Secretary of War authorized to sit 
in judgment? 

I contend that the judicial tribunals of the na- 
tion (and it is their province to settle what is, 
and is not, law) ought not, and would not, per- 
mit an authentic transcript, under the seal of 
the Secretary of State, to be impeached, by bring- 
ing it in conflict with the Journals. How are 
you to make up the issue? Is it one of fact, to 
be tried by a jury, or is it purely a question of 
law, to be settled by the court? Certainly it is 
a question of law, to be tried by the court. And 
how tried? I have never heard of any other way 


they correspond with the original manuscript. 
Who has authority to call the Clerks of either 
House before him to testify, or to produce the 
original manuscript?) Who has authority to call 
the Clerks of either House before him to testify, 
or to produce the original manuscript Journal for 
comparison? Who is to administer an oath to 


i the Clerk, so that his statements shall be made 
; under the usual solemnities imposed upon wit- 


, with the Journal? 


nesses? Could you convict him of perjury, if he 

roduced as the original Journal, and stated it to 
ba such, that which was not the Journal? Could 
you punish him for failing to attend before the 
Secretary of War, or any other executive officer, 
Car the Secretary issue a 
subpena duces tecum, and inflict the penalties for 
a contempt, in case itis disobeyed? I ask these 


questions, sir, for the purpose of exciting the 


in which to try such a question but upon the |, 


face of the record, 
of a foreign State may be proved as matters of 
fact. But the laws of this nation are not to be 
proved inthat manner. Our judges are judicially 
bound to notice them; and when, and how, are 


I know, sir, that the laws ` 


they to be informed? Must they not take the, 


record as certified under the seal of State as con- 
clusive? Or shall they reject it, because they 
may find in the Journals of Congress something 
to induce a suspicion or conviction that the record 
in the office of State was erroneously made up? 
They could not regard the Journal, because 
neither the Constitution nor any act of Congress 
provides how it shall be authenticated. The 
clerks who keep the Journals have no seals of 
: office under which to verify transcripts from them, 


minds of members to investigation. If they 
will endeavor to answer them, I am satisfied each 
one will convince himself that it is impracticable 
o ascertain from the Journals what is or is not 
aw. 

I will briefly state the contents of the act of 
1789, in connection with the Constitution and 
rules of the two Houses of Congress, for the 
purpose of exhibiting the mode adopted for the 
promulgation of our laws, and the guards which 
have been provided to prevent mistakes. The 
Constitution requires that “‘ every bill which shall 
have passed the House of Representatives and 
Senate, shall, before it becomes a law,.be pre- 
sented to the President of the United States.” 
The Constitution does not say by whom or what 


_ officer it shall be presented. It does not precisely 


‘and there is no act of Congress making such |: 


transcripts evidence. 
judiciary would be bound to decide the law upon 
_ the evidence furnished in pursuance of the act of 
| 1789. Can the Secretary of War go beyond the 
| judiciary? Can he, in conjunction with the 
| Clerk of cither House, or alone, bring the Jour- 
nal in conflict with the record of the State De- 
partment? To ask the question is enough. 


The Constitution provides that all revenue bills | 


` shall originate in this House. Suppose a revenue 
bill is duly signed by the Speaker and President 
of the Senate, approved by the President of the 


United States, and recorded in the State Depart- | 


ment, will the marshal or collector of the tax, 
be justified in refusing to obey it, if he can find 
an entry on the Journal of the Senate, that the 
bill originated there? Or if he should see such an 
entry, ought he not rather to say, the Clerk has 
made it through mistake; Senaters are presumed 
, to be acquainted with their constitutional powers, 
and it cannot be believed that any Senator, or 
committee of the Senate would have introduced 
such a bill, or that the Senate would , have enter- 
tained or considered it? In such a case the pre- 
sumption is much stronger that the Clerk has, 
; through mistake, made the Journal speak an im- 
, proper language, than that the Senate has violated 
‘the Constitution, by originating a bill they had 
no power to originate. 
| _ Again, the treaty-making power is vested by 
the Constitution in the President, by and with the 
advice and consent of the Senate. Suppose a 
| treaty is made with a foreign nation, and pub- 
_ lished by proclamation for the information of the 
‘| people in the usual and legal form, may every one 
iy : 
i refuse to obey, because they do not find in the 
i and consent of that body? Suppose it should be 
i| found, from the published Journal of this House, 


the Senate, that a bill to raise a certain revenue, 
made necessary by the provisions of the treaty, 
‘| Originated there, instead of here, would both 
| treaty and law be void, because of the ridiculous 
appearance of these things upon the Journals? 
No, sir. 


| 
l 
| 


‘| printer, or Clerk, rather than indulge the idea 
{that cach House had transcended its constitu- 
| tional powers, and that the President had been 
' deluded by their presiding officers, 


Journal ought not to be relied on without calling 
on the Clerks of the two Houses to state whether 


‘| that we, instead of the Senate, had advised and | 
consented to the treaty; and from the Journal of j; 


Journal of the Senate some evidence of the advice | 


Both the treaty and law should be en- 
:, forced, and you should attribute the ridiculous | 
| appearance of the Journals to a mistake of the | 


It may be said that the contents of the published | 


In this state of things, the | 


| 
| 


declare how the President shall be informed ot 
the passage of bills. It does not refer the Pres- 
ident, for the information necessary to enable 
him how to act, to the Journals. How shall he 
be informed? The Constitution provides that 
“each House may determine the rules of its 
proceedings.” Here is an express grant of au- 
thority. It would result from the power to legis- 
late, if the Constitution had been silent on the 
subject. The power to determine the rules of 
rocecding, includes in it the whole of those regu- 
ations necessary to make known the action of 


| the respective Houses of Congress to each other, 


and to the President. Accordingly, by a system 
of joint rules, adopted by both Houses, Congress 
has regulated the manner of communication from 
the one to the other, and likewise to the Presi- 
dent. By these rules, the Speaker of the House 


' and President of the Senate are to sign each bill 


which is passed, and they are to do it ‘‘in their 
respective Houses ’’—not at their lodgings, but 


' publicly, in the presence of those who enact the 


i President for his approbation. 


laws. When all this is done, the Committee of 
Enrollments are directed to present the bill to the 
How is he to 


dispose of it? The Constitution says, ‘if he 


; approve, he shall sign it, but if not, he shall re- 


turnit with his objections to that House in which 
it shall have originated.” The President did ap- 
prove and sign the bill for the benefit of Alford 
and Brush, and, having done so, he performed 
all the Constitution required of him, except taking 


_ care to have it faithfully executed. The Consti- 
; tution does not direct what the President shall do 


! with the enrolled bill after he has signed it. 


It 
does-direct him to send it back with his objections 
to the House in which it originated, if he will not 
approve and sign; and, by the joint rules, he is 
to be informed in which House the bill originated, 
by a certificate of the Clerk indorsed on the bill. 
But where he approves and signs, how is the bill 
to be preserved, and how is the law to be made 
known? The Constitution furnishes no answer, 
but the act of 1789 gives one. That act requires 


| the Secretary of State. to receive it from the Pres- 


ident, and to proceed with it by recording and 
publishing in the manner [have mentioned. This 
act also provides, in substance, that if a bill shall 
be passed by two thirds of both Houses of Con- 
gress, notwithstanding the objections of the Presi- 
dent to the contrary, the Secretary of State shall 
receive such bill ‘ from the President of the Senate 
or the Speaker of the House of Representatives, 


j in whichsoever House it shall last have been ap- 


proved,” and proceed to record and publish the 
same, as he would if the President had approved 
and signed it. Thus, sir, you perceive that it 
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requires the union of the provisions of the Con- 
stitution, an act of Congress, and the rules of the 
two Houses, to complete and carry out the work 
of legislation in all its parts, and to make it known 
tothe people. You also perevive the safeguards 
which the system furnishes to detect error and 
srevedt mistakes. Teontend, when a bill passes 
through the ordeal provided by this system, and 
is recorded in the office of the Secretary of State, 
it there becomes a record of what the law is, 
and, as sach, is to be verified under the seal, and 
cannot be controverted by opposing to it the man- 
useript or printed Journal, or the oral testimony 
of the Clerks of the two Houses, or of any man. 

Į do not mean to assert that the guards are so 
numerous that there is no possibility of mistake, 
and that a bill which never passed both Houses 
could not possibly meet with the approval of the 
President and find its way to the record in the 
State Department. T mean no such thing; for I 
well know that all human transactions proceed 
from imperfect beings, prone to err and liable to 
mistake, and therefore I admit the possibility, 
or, if you choose, the probability, in the present 
case, of the existence of a mistake. Tt may be 
that the bill for the benefit of Alford and Brush 
never did pass both Houses; and unless it did, it 
is nat law. But the factof its having been signed 
by the presiding officers, approved and signed by 
the President, examined by the Committee of 
Enrollments, and by them presented to the Presi- 
dent, and recorded in the Secretary’s office, are 
evidence that the bill did pass both Houses; and 
all that can be urged against it to the contrary is 
the statement, in the Journal of the Senate, that 
it was indefinitely postponed. If there be con- 
flicting evidence, which shall prevail? Certainly 
that which is recognised by law and made evi- 
dence by express provision. Such is the evidence 
to be derived from the records in the State De- 


artment, whereas the evidence derived from the | 
ournal has no validity imparted to it, either by | 


the Coustitution or by any statute, nor is there 
any mode provided for obtaining the evidence the 
Journal may furnish when wanted. 

In the nature of things there is no more reason 
for confiding in the statements of the Journal 
than in the acts of the presiding officers of the 
two Houses and the Committee on Enrollments. 
Their acts declare that the bill did pass. The 
signing of bills by the presiding officers is a very 
solemn act; all other business is suspended; 
the tide of the bill or act, about to be signed, is 
distinctly read aloud, in the presence of each 
House, and if it never had passed, any member 
might rise and make the question. Here is op- 
portunity to correct and detect mistakes. Who 
can say that the agents engaged in this work are 
more liable to blunder and mistake than the Clerk 
who makes up the Journal? Has it come to 
this, that we are to ascertain whether an act pub- 
lished in the statute-book is or is not law, by 
entering into the inquiry, or rather by allowing 
an executive officer to go into the inquiry, whether 
the presiding officers of the two Houses, or their 
clerks, are most liable to make mistakes? In 
postponing bills indefinitely, the Clerk may mis- 
take the title of a bill which was passed for that 


which was postponed, and make hisentry accord- | 


ingly on the Journal. The mistake may escape 
detection; and if it should, according to the prac- 
tical doctrine of the Secretary of War, then the 


mistake of the Clerk would actually nullify an į 
Suppose the manuscript or > 
state that a certain bill | 
was indefinitely postponed, when a member of |. 
ing particular attention to the sub- | 
ject of that bill remembered distinctly, and was |. 
willing to swear that the bill was duly passed and || 2 s0 
may follow fawning,” can, by uniting the doc- | 


act of Congress. 
printed journal shoul 


Congress, paying 


approved, and regularly signed by the Speaker, 
would not the affidavit of the member be as satis- 
factory evidence in favor of the law as the Jour- 


nal would be against it? 


evidence of what the law 1s, as furnished in the 
Department of State, and adopting other tests 
heretofore unknown. e 
day of the session is not read by the Clerk in the 

resence of the members of Congress, and they 
have no opportunity to correct any mistake 
which, in the hurry of business, may be com- 
mitted by the Clerk. 


I state this case to | 
show the absurdity of departing from the record | 


The Journal of the last : wor 
| on its passage, or the advice and consent of the 
| Senate in treaty cases, expunged, and then, sir, 


It may be said that the Constitution gives force 
and effect to the Journals, and makes them equiv- 
alent to records, and imparts to them the intrinsic 
verity of records. That the Constitution intended 
the journals of each House to be evidence for 
some purposes no one can deny; but that the Con- 
stitution designed to make the Journals the highest 
and best evidence, and the fountain whence you 
must draw your information to decide questions 
like this before us, I deny. The act of 1789 is 
unconstitutional, if the Journals alone are to be 
consulted in order to ascertain what the law is; 
for that act provides a different mode, which could 
not be done if the Constitution prescribed the 
mode. Why, then, did the Constitution require 
Journals to be kept and published? I answer that 
the leading object, if not the only one, was to lay 
before the people the conduct of their represent- 
atives, and to exhibit their legislative history. 
The great value of the Journals consists in the 
yeas and nays. 
government, have a right—a right of all others 
the most valuable—to contro] their representa- 
tives, to dismiss them whenever their course is 
disapproved, and to select others to manage their 
alfiirs. T'he people cannot bring their represent- 
atives to a settlement without keeping an account 
against them. The Journal contains the account; 
the yeas and nays exhibit the items for and 
against cach representative; and the publication 
of the Journal enables the citizen voter, who is the 
judge for the occasion, to sum up the items and 
balance the account. The representative is ac- 
countable to his constituents. The requirements 
of the Constitution in regard to the Journal were 
intended to secure and enforce a practical respons- 
ibility on the part of the representative. In this 
view, the yeas and nays on propositions which 
never become laws are as important as on those 
which pass. 

If the President objects to the passage of a bill 
and refuses to sign it, he is required to return it, 
with his objections, to that House in which it 
originated. In such case the Constitution directs 
that his objections (not the contents of the bill) 
shall be entered at large upon the Journal, and 
that the vote on reconsideration shall be taken 
by yeas and nays. Insuch a case it may be con- 
tended thatthe Constitution designed to make the 
Journal evidence of the law. Notso. The con- 
tents of the bill should appear on the Journal, if 
we are to look init to find the law. The Consti- 
tution does not require that. But as the exercise 
of the veto power places the President and the 
two Houses of Congress in conflict before the 


‘nation, and as the principles involved in such 


cases will generally be of the first importance, the 
Constitution requires that the political issue be- 


tween the President and Congress should be., 


fairly made up and presented, so that the tryers, 


the voters of the country, may have the case fully 
stated when they come to sit in judgment. Such ; 
was the great object of the convention in those ; 


constitutional provisions which relate to the ob- 
jections of the President, and the yeas and nays 
on reconsideration. PE 

The question before us derives additional im- 
portance at the present time, from. the doctrines 
started on the subject of expunging. What will 


‘-be the consequences of establishing the right to 


expunge, and justifying the conduct of the Sec- 
retary of War in this case? The most fearful 


and corrupt results may ensue. A servile Senate, - 


forgetful of the motives and reasons which induced 


! the fathers of the Constitution to institute their 


body, lost to every sense of personal dignity and 


self-respect, either individually or in the aggre- |’ 


gate, and fitted by degradation to offer the incense 
of flattery to the nostrils of power, so that “ thrift 


trines of expunging with the practice of the Sec- 
retary, construct an engine of executive despot- 
ism strong enough to crush the liberties of this 
country. Whena President wants a pretext upon 
which to refuse the execution of alaw or atreaty, 
he has nothing to do but to set his minions to 
work, and to have the Journal showing the vote 


he may say there is no law, there is no treaty, 
and set up for himself. . ` 
It may be asked whether-there is no remedy in 


Th i i 
e people, in a representative | 


the presiding officers of each House, approved 
i by the President, and find its way to the records 
‘in the State Department? There is a remedy. It 
: is, to repeal the act. Congress must apply the 
‘remedy, and, in deciding upon the propriety of 
‘a repeal, it is a legitimate inquiry whether or not 
‘any mistake was committed in the passage of the 
bill. Upon such inquiry, the Journals may be 
received as evidence, and may have such weight 
jas each member chooses to give to them, and 
they might be repelled by parol testimony. Of 
| all this Congress has the exclusive right to judge. 
| If the Secretary of War has the right, he may 
‘always refuse to execute an act of Congress. 
Pass a second, a third, and a fourth bill for the 
_ relief of Alford and Brush, and the Secretary may 
refuse to execute any of them, alleging the ex- 
istence of mistake. It is no answer to say that 
you would impeach him for repeated refusals, 
that such conduct would manifest corruption. 
He may honestly refuse obedience in every case, 
if you allow him to judge; and I am one of those 
who think there can be no conviction upon im- 
peachment unless corruption is established and 
fixed upon theaccused. My argumentis intended 
to show that the executive officer has no discre- 
tion, no right to look behind the law as published 
by the proper authority. 

As a judicial question, there is not an intelli- 
gent tribunal in the United States which would 
hesitate a moment in pronouncing the act for the 
benefit of Alford and Brush the law of the land. 
No lawyer could frame a special plea to get be- 
hind the record in the State Department. A law 
obligatory on the judiciary ought certainly to be 
obeyed by executive officers. 

I have thus, sir, presented my views of this 
singular and novel case. I believe the Secretar; 
has erred, but through no bad motive. 


| case a bill, through mistake, should be signed by 
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RELIEF OF DISTRICT CITIES. 


) REMARKS OF HON. W. B. SHEPARD, 
| OF NORTH CAROLINA, 


In roe House or REPRESENTATIVES, 
May 6, 1836, 
Upon the bill for the relief of the several corporate Cities ¢f 
| the District of Columbia. 
| Mr. SHEPARD said, having been the organ 
i of the committee through whom the bill for the 
|' relief of the several District cities was reported , 
LI was aware the usual forms of legislation re- 
uired I should state the reasons which induced 
‘the committee to report the bill in its present 
| shape. I purposely forebore on yesterday mak- 
ing any reply to the very extraordinary argu- 
ments which had been brought against the bill, 
because I thought it was manifestly injudicious 
‘to enter into a general argument in that ‘ dead 
sea,” a Committee of the Whole, where the short 
|| space of time allowed to the District business 
i would have been exhausted without the possibil- 
| ity of any final result. I regretted very much on 
yesterday to perceive the source whence the 
Strongest and most fatal opposition to this bil! 
arose. Gentlemen seem not disposed to discuss 
the business of the District upon its own exclu- 
sive merits, but they go abroad in search of every 
odious topic to hurl upon its devoted head. One 
gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. Hawes] labored 
with much zeal to assimilate this measure of re- 
lief to the Maysville road bill. I was not for- 
“tunate enough to discover the pertinency of the 
gentleman’s argument, or what analogy there 
; exists between the principles of this bill and the 
|, Maysville road bill which was vetoed by the Pres- 
‘ident. That gentleman was so kind as to give 
|: something he called advice to the individuals com- 
i| posing the Committee for the District of Colum- 
ia. 


The service on that committee, I am fully 
aware, is extremely unpleasant-—not because I 
|! am indisposed to discharge any duties which may 
l| be assigned me by this House, but because it is 
|! disgusting to witness the temper and spirit with 
ii which the most ordinary appropriations for the 
: benefit of this District are received in this House. 
| Some gentlemen seem to regard the District of 
| Columbia with the same feelings with which doc- 
| tors regard animal life; they look upon it as a rat 
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under an exhausted receiver, where political em- 
pirics may display the quackery of legislation, 


without any danger of being called to an account | 


for their folly or their ignorance. 

I am conscious, sir, from several years’ expe- 
rience, that everything concerning the District of 
Columbia meets upon this floor a coldness and 
indifference which nothing but imperious neces- 
sity can justify any people in submitting to; nor 
do I believe they would now seek the assistance 
of Congress, if they could perceive any other 
escape from the ruin that is impending over them. 
At the commencement of the present session, 
the President of the United States, in his annual 
message, pointed out the condition of this Dis- 
trict, and called upon Congress to examine into 
its affairs, and, if possible, to apply a remedy. 

The Committee for the District of Columbia, 
to whom this portion of the message was referred, 
together with memorials from the several corpo- 
rations, entered upon the investigation of the 
situation of the District, fully aware that the 
duties imposed were of a character not voluntarily 
to be sought. A consciousness, however, of the 
obligation imposed upon every member on this 
floor by the Constitution of the United States to 
stand towards the District of Columbia in its 
unfriended condition, in loco parentis, inspired 
every member of the committee with a sincere 
desire to apply such a remedy as would best 
relieve their distress, and, at the same time, 
encounter the fewest prejudices on this floor. 
Animated with these views, the joint committees 
‘of the two Houses of Congress agreed to recom- 
-mend to their respective bodies, for reasons set 
forth in their reports, the entire assumption of 
the Holland debt of the District. It is unneces- 
sary now to go into any reasons to show wh 
the committee, in reporting the bill alluded to, 
thought that the Congress of the United States, 
in exercising the duties of a paternal legislature 
towards its seat of Government, might, while it 
was just, be likewise liberal. It is sufficient for 
me to say that the bill now before us does not 
extend to this District that relief which the com- 
mittee thought it was justly entitled to. 

The bill before us is nothing more than the 
hard bargain of a rich capitalist with a need 
borrower; who, although he gets ample consid- 
eration for the use of his money, is very careful 
to take the very best security, where poverty but 
not the will consents. 

The memorialists of the three corporations, 
Washington, Georgetown, and Alexandria, rep- 
resent themselves as in the same condition, 
arising from similar causes; in a word, they are 
in a state of hopeless, remediless bankruptcy, 
unless we pass the bil now before us. 


The committee, in commencing their inquiries i! 


into the condition of the several cities of this Dis- 
trict, assumed it as a principle that they all stood 
in precisely the same relation towards the Fed- 
eral Government. The whole District is the 
residence of the Government, and each part is 
alike entitled to all the advantages, as it has to 
bear the disadvantages, of that position. The 
Constitution of the United States has not made it 
obligatory on the Government to occupy, for its 
purposes, so large a space as precisely ten miles 
square. Since, however, it has. been thought 
proper to embrace within the limits of this Dis- 
trict the corporations of Georgetown and Alexan- 
dria, the committee felt themselves bound, by 
every principle of justice and fair legislation, to 
embrace those two corporations within the meas- 
ure of their relief, particularly when they had in- 
dividual and substantial claims upon the justice 
and liberality of Congress. 

Before proceeding into any particular statement 
concerning the bill before us, I will make a re- 
„mark which justice to the Committee for the 
District of Columbia requires. That committee 
found not only the financial state of the District 

in a deplorable condition, but likewise its muni- 
cipal regulations and laws requiring the attention 
of Congress. Attempts have been frequently 
made, for several years past, to call the attention 
of Congress to these subjects; but from a variety 
of causes they have hitherto failed. The com- 
“mittee found the finances of the District the para- 
„mount cause of its distress, and to their relief 
have directed their principal attention. 


| 
| 


i 
i 


\ 
| 
i 


| 


The bill before the committec is a bill from the 
Senate, adopted by that body as a substitute for 
the bill agreed upon by the joint committees of 
the two Houses, and, as I before observed, less 
liberal towards the District than, in the opinion 
of those committecs, it deserved. This bill pro- 
poses to assume, on behalf of the United States, 
the evidences of the debt due by the District 
cities to individuals in Holland; and to pay out 
of the Treasury, to the corporate authorities of 
the city of Washington, the sum of $449,650 08; 
to the authorities of Georgetown the sum of 
$116,795 48; and to the authorities of Alexandria 
the sum of $114,640 44. 

The second section of the bill provides that the 
several cities, previous to receiving the aforesaid 
sums, shall deposit at the Treasury of the United 
States the stock held by them in the Chesapeake 
and Ohio Canal Company, which stock shall be 
vested in the Secretary of the Treasury, for and on 
behalf of the United States, to be held in trust, far 
the purpose of receiving the dividends, giving to 
the corporations the right of redemption, within 
ten years, provided, they repay to the United 
States the amount which shall be paid under and 
by virtue of this act. 

The only objections which have been brought 
against this bill, and which I think worthy of 
any attention, were against refunding to the sev- 
eral cities the $681,000 of costs, interest, and 
charges, incurred b 
Holland loan. 

The other was a constitutional objection to the 
General Government holding stock, either in fee 
or in trust. I do not intend to enter the bog of a 
constitutional discussion on this floor. I sup- 
posed the District of Columbia was considered a 
sort of exclusive place, where every gentleman’s 
peculiar notions might flourish and take root, 
į without annoying his neighbor. Those persons 
who can see no distinction between the powers 
of the Government within this District, and within 


has Congress to take money from the Treasur 


‘of the nation for the benefit of the District? 


will answer such a question by asking a similar 
one; what right has Congress to take money from 
the District for the benefit of the nation? 
yet we have seen (exclusive of the sums collected 


under the direct tax) that the Federal Treasury 
! has received since 1815, from the district of Alex- |; 
andria alone, more than two millions of money | 


i by means of duties on merchandise imported. 

| _ Is the Federal Government to be towards the 
District a lion’s den, with all the tracks going in, 
| but none coming out? I presume neither the 


| ceded any 


that it was under no moral obligation, or pos- 


the distress, or to provide for the welfare, of those 
who were so unfortunate as to be consigned to 
j Its care. 

Ifa majority of this House should believe them- 
| selves placed in this unfortunate position towards 
the people of this District, their situation is not 
only deplorable but remediless; they will be under 
the dominion of a Government not permitted to 
sympathize with their distress, omnipotent for 
pulse worthless for all the valuable purposes 
of life. 

The objection which has been made to paying 
| the: interests and charges already incurred by the 
| cities is equally untenable. The principle of this 
į bill is this—that Congress take the stock of the 
| cities, and repay what the stock has cost. Cer- 
i tainly, gentlemen are not disposed to drive a 


_Jew’s bargain with these people, to speculate 


[upon their necessities, If we are justifiable in 
taking the stock, we certainly ought to pay what 
that stock has cost; otherwise we take from these 
corporations all their available property, and leave 
them with a heavy debt incurred by this prop- 


erty. For, should the bill pass upon the princi- 


debt alone, we leave the corporations embarrassed 


with heavy debts incurred by this stock. The 
city of Washington will owe $250,000 of ae 


i States of Maryland or Virginia would have had ' 
the cruelty, or been unnatural enough, to have | 

Lennon of their population to a gov- | 
ernment which would have avowed the principle | 


sessed no power, to aid the resources, to relieve | 


| borrowed to make up the deficiency on this Hol- 


y them in consequence of the 


the States, can be convinced by no argument in | 
my power to produce. Ithasbeen said, what right | 


| 
| 
| 


land loan, exclusive of other costs and 
And, sir, if we take their stock withou 
| all the debts incurred by the city in consequence 
l of this stock, we leave them sheared of their pro- 
| tection against the bitter blasts of hopeless pov- 
erty. 

Were we to be governed in our legislation ex- 
clusively by the consideration that the United 
States should take ample and sufficient security 
for all pecuniary appropriations towards the seat 
of the Federal Government, I sincerely believe 
that that security will be found in the pledge of 
stock provided for in the second section of this 
bill. I think, sir, the most timid legislator which 
this body contains should have all his fears for 
the public money allayed, when it is invested in 
such securities as have hitherto been thought 
sufficient by the shrewdest money-changers of 
the country. Those persons who are willing to 
bound their ideas of the duties and obligations 
of a Government within the narrow limits of a 
broker’s shop, will here find that the Government 
will have that security for the loan it is proposed 
to make, which individuals, guided by pecuniary 
interest alone, have thought amply sufficient. 
And, sir, can we ask any more than this—is the 
Government of the United States to play the part 
of an avaricious yet timid miser, who, while his 
soul is racked with the desire of increasing his 
store, sits gloating with tremulous anxiety upon 
his countless hoards? It is an opinion now en- 
tertained in this section by those persons who 
have the best sources of information, that when 
the Chesapeake and Ohio Canal is completed to 
Cumberland, in the neighborhood of the coal 
mines, the stock will be worth its entire cost to 
| the original proprietors. If this opinion is a 
: sound one, this Government, in the pledge which 

is offered them, have ample security for every 
| dollar which it is proposed to appropriate to the 
benefit of these corporations. And that this opin- 
‚ion is a sound one, we have the assurance of 
Maryland, whose example is worthy of our im- 
itation. This State, with an enlightened liberal- 


charges. 
t paying 


‘ity which does her councils great credit, has 
‘lately loaned the Chesapeake and Ohio Canal 


And : 


| ple of taking the stock and paying the foreign | 


Company $2,000,000, and she has now a scheme 


' before her which her energy and intelligence will 


doubtless adopt, of loaning the company three 
millions more, with a fixed determination of 
completing this great work. 

I mention these facts, because I think they 
sustain the position which I have assumed, that, 


| should this bill pass, Congress will have the best 


assurance which prudence and intelligence can 
give them that their moncy will be safe. 

The District cities tell us they are poor, they 
are insolvent; that they feel utterly incapable of 
sustaining themselves under the accumulated 
burdens which now rest upon them; they ask 
from the only Government to which they can 
look in the extremity of their distress, not to 
distribute alms from the public granary, but to 
relieve their industry from the incubus that 
weighs upon it, by loaning to them for a few 
years a small portion of our superfluity. 

That the great embarrassment of this District 
is chiefly to be attributed to the large subscrip- 
tion it made to the canal, is doubtless truc; it is 
likewise true, they were imprudent in overesti- 
mating their resources, in attempting to execute 
a work which more properly belonged to the ad- 
joining States orto the nation. Itis unnecessary, 
however, at this time, to dwell upon this- part of 
the subject; their error was one common to our 
young country, where energy and enterprise far 
outstrip the plodding caution of the capitalist. 
Our country may well be proud that, with the 
resources of infancy, she has undergone, and is 
undergoing, the labors of mature age. Invigor- 
‘ated by the energy of her democratic institutions, 
the people of the United States are far outstrip- 
ping in the career of improvement much older 
nations, who have buried their talent, and are 
now looking on with amazement at the rapid 
flight of their young competitor. And if the 
people of this anomalous District have caught a 
few sparks from the flame which is blazing around 
them, we, at least, ought not to be too harsh in 
our censure upon the rashness of their under- 
takings. ; i 

Apart from the consideration that the stock in 
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the canal owned at this time by the several cities, 
and which the bill proposes to take as a security 
for loaning to the District the entire sum that 
stock has cost them, there is another considera- 
tion which deserves the attention of this body. 

We have before us a letter from the Secretary 
of the Treasury, in which he says ‘he has 
received from the Mayor of the City of Wash- 
ington the unpleasant information of the inability 
of the corporation of Washington to provide for 
the payment of the interest on the loan contracted 
under the act of May 24th, 1828. Your letter 
has been submitted to the President, and he has, 
with great regret, felt obliged, in compliance with 
the provisions of that act, to appoint Tench Ring- 
gold, Esq., the collector of the tax imposed 
thereby to meet the deficiency which at present 
exists; that deficiency amounts to the sum of 
$27,500, as will be seen,” &c. 

It is unnecessary, at this time, for me to enter 
very particularly into the consideration of the 

rovisions of this act of the 24th of May, 1828; 
it ig sufficient to observe that, under the authority 
of this act, the District cities contracted their 
Holland loan; thatthe United Statesstand pledged 
to the Holland creditors; that if the money is not 
ea by a certain time, the President of the United 

tates shall cause the money to be collected and 
paid into the public Treasury for the benefit of 
the Holland creditors. The President has already 
been notified that Washington, the principal 
debtor, is unable to pay. The question now 
arises, and it is one inevitably forced upon us, 
from which there is no escape—shall we stand 
by and see the District of Columbia, the capital 
of the United States, sold at public auction, for 
the benefit of a foreign creditor, and the President 
of the United States compelled, by your own 
law, to play the auctioneer of the capital of his 
country? or, sir, shall we interpose, as the 
guarantor of the debt, take the security, and dis- 
charge the claim? Were I disposed to appeal to 
the American feeling of this House, I have no 
doubt that I would meet with but one response; 
but I am not disposed to urge this bill upon any 
such grounds; | think the District has merits of 
a higher character, which need only to be under- 
stood to be admitted. 

It might here be very properly asked, what 
authority had the Congress of the United States 
to lay, or, if you please, to authorize others to 
levy, a tax upon the cities of the District of 
Columbia of $1,500,000, to cut a canal through 
the Alleghany mountains? This certainly is not 
a tax for municipal purposes, and I presume it 
will not be contended that Congress have a right 
to authorize taxes within the District for any 
other purposes, unless those taxes are uniform 
throughout the Union, which the Constitution 
of the United States has made indispensably 
necessary to every species of taxation. 

The same construction of the powers of Con- 
gress which would authorize a local tax within 
this District to cut a canal in the States of Mary- 
land and Virginia, would justify a similar tax for 
deepening the Mississippi. 1 will not enlarge 
upon this point; l will simply say, that, were la 
citizen of this District, in possession of property 
acquired since the passage of the law of May, 
1528, and the collector appointed under that act 
were to attempt to sell my estate, I would at least 
inquire of some man learned in the laws and Con- 
stitution of my country if my doubts were well 


founded, Assuming, however, sir, that the act - 


of 1828 is perfectly correct, the question arises, 
and it is one which presses upon our immediate 
attention, has not this Government incurred re- 


sponsibilities towards the foreign creditors, which : 
bound to discharge? ; 


in justness and fairness it is 
I think it clearly has. The act of Congress 
and the correspondence of the Secretary of the 
“Treasury unequivocally place the Federal Gov- 


ernment in the condition of guarantor of the Hol- | 
land debt. The Secretary of the Treasury, Mr. 
Rush, writes a letter to the Messrs. Barings, in ; 


which he says: 


“The nation ia interested in the object to which the : 
and has provided, in various ways, for the ad- | 


loan looks, r 
vancement of that object, 
its control, for the security of the loan. 


as well as pledged means under 


to make the inquiry. e 
ment, since its adoption, has fulfilled all the pecuniary 


I deem it proper, | 
with the approbation of the President of the United States, | 
With what good faith this Govern- | 


of District Cities—Mr. Shepard. 


Ho. or Reps. 


| obligations that have attached to it, need not be said on this 


* occasion. ™ 


He further says in his remarks on the loan, 


addressed to foreign capitalists: 


“Here is a specific fund set apart for him (the foreign ` 


capitalist) by the law; it consists of real and personal es- 
tate within the metropolis of the nation; this estate is sub- 
jected to taxation in full and adequate amount to pay the 
debt. The Government of the United States is the super- 
intending power, bound to watch over his interests, to see 
that he is paid, and paid punctually.”? 

It is, however, unnecessary to rummage over 
the voluminous and tedious correspondence of 
the former Secretary to find expressions calcu- 
lated to induce the belief on the mind of the for- 
eign creditor that this Government would guar- 
anty the debt. The act of Congress contains, in 
my opinion, sufficient for that purpose, and such 
would be the decision of any respectable court of 
competent jurisdiction. Unless some five years’ 
service on this floor has obliterated from my mind 
every remnant of law I ever possessed, I hazard 
nothing in saying that where an individual, by 
letter of credit, or otherwise, induces a money 
lender to loan money to a friend, that individual 
becomes a guarantor of the solvency of his friend. 
Whether this is sound law or not, the foreign 
creditors so considered it, and upon that view of 
the subject loaned their money; and I hope, when 
the contingency arises, this Government will 
never degrade itself from the high position it 
now occupies among the nations of the earth, by 
availing itself of a legal quibble to avoid a pecu- 
niary obligation. 

If, then, this Government stand towards the 
foreign creditors as guarantors, what is our con- 
dition if the District cities should be unable to 
pay? Atall events the President of the United 
States is compelled, by the act, to attempt the 
collection of this debt. The cities have told us 
they have struggled on as long as it was in their 
power to doso. In the language of the Washing- 
ton memorial, ‘* the whole revenue of the city 13 

| insufficient to pay the debts of the city. They 

_ are no longer able to open and improve streets, to | 

| light the city, to erect bridges, or even to provide | 
for the poor.” In a word, as corporations they 
are insolvent. 

Can this debt be collected by the President? 
The debts of the corporation of the city of Wash- | 
ington amount to $1,836,079 50; of Georgetown 


to $405,148 49; of Alexandria to $477,776 96— : 
total about $2,769,000. This sum will have to 


` be collected almost entirely from the real estate 
within the three corporations, 
‘ communication to the foreign creditors, when he 
seems urging all the arguments which his inge- 
_nuity could array to give them confidence, esti- 
mates the assessed value of the property within 
. the city at $5,000,000; Georgetown and Alexan- 
dria $2,500,000 each — total value $10,000,000. 


This assessment was doubtless at that time be- . 


i yond the real market value of the property. It 
wasa time of great prosperity, of high hopes, and 
flattering expectations. Since then, property has 

' declined in this District more than fifty per cent. 

‘in value. Since the commencement of the ses- 

‘ gion of Congress, property of the most eligible 

| character has sold at public auction in this city at 

| about one fourth of its original cost. Suppose, 

! however, the unincumbered value of the real es- 

' tate within the District is really $5,000,000, when ` 

we take into consideration the numerous mort- 

gages and deeds of trust which, in all embarrassed 
communities, spread over the land, Lask this com- 

‘| mittee if they think it possible for the President 

i| to collect near $3,000,000 from such a community? | 

i| I am told, from the best authority, that the thing | 
is impracticable. Who are to become the pur- 
chasers? The foreign creditors? No! They say, : 

We look to the Government. They know very 

well that the people of the United States will not 
ermit themselves to be denounced as cheats and 

impostors, in every market throughout Europe, 
for so paltry a sum as this foreign debt. The 
credit of all American stocks would suffer thrice 
i| that amount. Are the individuals of the United | 

States to become purchasers? No! They will ; 

not buy a perpetual debt. The Government, then, | 

must enter the field, and in every lot buy a law- | 
suit. A condition of things not to be desired by | 
any man who consults either economy or the 
|| character of the country. 


i 


Mr. Rush, in his | 


stand between the Government 


‘| It is frequently said, but I think without a 
|| sufficient investigation of this matter, that the 
| people of the District brought this burden upon 
: themselves, and should be made to bear it. 
_ At the time of the passage of the act of 1828, 
internal improvement seemed to be the settled 
policy of the Government; such was the opinion 
in this section of the country. 

The canal, as originally contemplated, was to 
be but thirty feet wide and three feet deep; a 
dimension within the capacity of those who com- 
menced it. The attention of the Government 
was attracted to it, and it was called and consid- 
ered a great national work. The act of 24th 
May, 1828, subscribing $1,000,000, was passed 
upon condition that the dimensions of the canal 
should be enlarged. ‘To this cause (the enlarge- 
ment of the canal) is to be attributed the delay 
in the execution of the work, the exhaustion of 
the funds of the company, and the consequent 
embarrassment of the proprietors. If the Gov- 

ernment, by the enlargement of the canal, has 

- embarrassed the concern, and subsequently with- 
drawn from it, she ought at least to put her poor 
copartners in the same condition they would 

| have been had they never been associated with 

| her. 

| One of the cities of the District, I mean Alex- 

: andria, with a prudence and a caution justified by 
her situation, previous to adventuring so large 
a part of her capital in the Chesapeake and Ohio 
canal, awaited the action of Government, and 
subscribed her money, under the impression, and 
almost, I might say, full understanding that the 
Government regarded this work as belonging to 
the nation. 

Is it fair, then, can it be called just, towards 
the poorer copartners, for the Government to 
withdraw from this undertaking, and upbraid 
them with precipitancy in this business—with 
having gone beyond their means? I do not in- 
tend to discuss the propriety or impropriety of 
this Government withdrawing from such under- 

takings; with that this bill has nothing to do; 
‘nor do I wish to advert to such matters further 
than the necessity of the argument compels me. 
Should, however, the considerations which have 
been mentioned failin producing conviction upon 
the minds of the members of this House that 
‘| they ought to pass this bill, there are claims 
against the Government, set forth in the memo- 
rial of the citizens of Washington, which will 
i| more than justify the passage of this bill. Ex- 
clusive jurisdiction over the District of Columbia 
i| was transferred to the General Government under 
| the firm belief that the people of the United States 
i would exercise towards their capital those en- 
larged and liberal views which are usual in older 
‘communities, It was not supposed that the build- 
ing up of a city suitable to the wants of this 
great people, would be left tothe private exertions 
of individuals who might be attracted here either 
_ by business or pleasure; still less was it contem- 
plated that the Government would ever desire to 
: speculate upon the necessities of this occasional 
‘population. It was, at all events, supposed by 
those persons who were concerned in selecting 
this spot for the General Government, that the 
' city of Washington had a residuary interest in 
| the proceeds of the sales of those lots which had 
' been transferred to the Government by the ori- 
' ginal proprietors, which interest was to be appro- 
` priated to the improvement of the city. 
Upon this principle, how does the account 
and the city ? 
i Four fifths of the building lots within the city of 
Washington, exclusive of large reservations, were 
given to the Government by the original propri- 
etors, under an impression which existed at the 
time, that the Government would lay out and 
build up a city, which would make the remain- 
ing fifth which the proprietors reserved extremely 
valuable. This anticipation has been most woe- 
fully disappointed. he extensive plan of the 
city, united with the contracted policy of the Gov- 
ernment, has blasted all these reasonable hopes. 
Let us fora moment institute an account between 
the General Government and the District, The 
States of Maryland and Virginia gave with the 
District $192,000; there has been received into 
the Treasury of the United States, in money, 
from the eale of city lots, the sum.of $741,024 45; 
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unsold lots are estimated at $109,200. l 
estimate the public grounds and reservations by ' 
the same principle, the Government will have re- 
ceived from the grants and donations made to it 
upwards of two million six hundred thousand 
dollars, a large portion of which was received 
prior to 1794. It is usual with those persons 
who come to Washington, and who are dazzled 
by the magnificence of the public buildings, to 
conclude that the Government has been very lib- 
eral to its capital. Such, however, is not the fact. 
To an inquiry which was put to the Commis- 
sioner of the Public Buildings in December, 1834, 
he made the following reply: 

“The whole amount paid by the Government, from its 
commencement to the present time, for the city, and not 
for its own accommodation, has been $430,822 39.” 

Half of this sum was for a court-house, jail, 
and penitentiary—expenditures which necessa- 
rily were to be borne by Congress, as the exclu- 
sive Legislature of the District; the remainder 
was nearly all expended for the grading and pav- 
ing of Pennsylvania avenue—a thing which I 
very well recollect (having been in Congress at 
the time) was done more for the convenience of 
members transacting public business, than for 
the citizens. Thus we see, Mr. Chairman, if we 
institute an account between the Government and 
the city, we can pass this bill and not have dis- 
charged all our obligations. ; 

There is yet another burden which, in my 
opinion, has been unjustly threwn upon the 
corporation of Washington, and which, alone, 
should induce this House to pass this bill. The 
United States have always claimed exclusive and 
entire property over the streets of this city; their 
right has been sustained by a decision of the 
Supreme Court; and the United States can inclose 
the streets whenever it pleases the Congress so |; 
to do, without the slightest regard to the interest | 
or convenience of the citizens. A right most || 


largest proprietor, without foreign commerce or 
internal trade. The largest and richest city in 
your Union, the emporium of your foreign com- 
merce and domestic trade, the reservoir of the 
national wealth, has this session had one branch 
of her industry relieved by this body from a 
great calamity; the metropolis of the nation ap- 
peals to you, in a case of unprecedented embar- 
rassment, to take all her available property, and 
relieve her from a debt which she is utterly unable 
to pay. 

I have urged the various claims which I think 
this District has upon the justice of Congress, 
because I think, from their variety and sound- 
ness, every gentleman. on this floor may find 
ample justification in voting for this bill. 

The people of this District stand towards the 
Congress of the United States in a peculiar and 
unusual position; they are excluded from many 
of those rights which are dearest toan American 
bosom; they have no voice upon this floor; to 


ji : x 5 : : {! : 
If we | stances, with but little aid from its wealthiest and |! guished; that from the moment they discovered 


i the debt was cancelled, the next plan to be 


them we owe no responsibility; they can make . 
no appeals but to our justice and humanity; and - 


1 do trust that, in an American Congress, that 
appeal will never-be made in vain. 

When the Government was poor and needy, 
individuals aided you in building up the metrop- 
olis of the nation; now, when you are rich, when 
you are embarrassed with your wealth, render 
to those who were your friends in your hour of 
need a simple act of justice. . 

I have thus endeavored, as succinctly as I 
could, to present to the members of this body 


the various points of view in which the billclaims | 


their consideration. 
for the relief of this community, we cannot in 
justice and fairness do less than the bill before 
us; less than this will be merely to protract for a 
few years the sufferings of this people. Let us 
at once wipe off every semblance of pecuniary 


usually carries with ita corresponding obligation; || responsibility of the Government for the District 


now the right of the Government to the soil of || of Columbia, and for the future beware how and | 


the streets of Washington, when coupled with i for whom we indorse. Whatever we intend to 
that of supreme jurisdiction, would seem toimply :: do should be done quickly; the tax-gatherer is 
an obligation on the Government to open and 


If weintend to doanything | 


abroad, and busily at work; ‘‘ bis dat qui cito dat.” ' 


improve these streets. Such, however, has not | Should you refuse to pass this bill, you devote | 


` been the course of the Government. |; this District to inevitable destruction; you will 
In the plan originally adopted by the Govern- | drive beyond its limits every man who is not 
ment for the city of Washington, the width and | content to live by the daily dole from your Treas- 
extent of the streets were upon a scale vastly |‘ ury; pass it; and you will no longer view from 
beyond the necessities of any resident population ` this Capitol deserted streets and decaying vil- 
-which will ever be found here. !! lages; you will open the District of Columbia to 


All this was done, doubtless, to gratify the 
national pride, or for the accommodation of the | 
public; why, then, should not the nation pay for || 
these expensive tastes? j! 

The United States are much the largest propri- 


the industry and enterprise of your countrymen, 
and Washington will yet realize the expectations 
of its immortal founder, and become the heart of 
a great community, sending back to the remotest 
extremity of the Union the life-blood of the nation 


etors of real estate within the city, and yet they | 
have paid comparatively nothing towards theim- | 
provement of the streets, while individual owners 
of lots have paid more than four hundred thou- || 
sand dollars. I can perceive no principle which || 
can justify the Government in not paying along | 
with other proprietors, for the improvement of | 
streets, which add to the value of her property, | 
particularly when the Government claims the ||. 
right of property in the streets, points their direc- | 
tion, and describes their dimensions; matters over 
which the corporation of Washington can exer- 
cise no control, but are the mere passive instru- 
ments of the people of the United States. If the | 
United States had paid in proportion to the prop- 
erty they hold within the city, as other propri- 
etors have done, their proportion towards the | 
expenses of the city since the year 1802 would at | 
this time amount to more than the entire debt of |: 
the corporation. And certainly, Mr. Speaker, 
there can be no proposition presented which is 
less objeetionable, or which sliould more readily | 
-receive the assent of every just mind, than this: 
that the Government should pay, along with other = 
.proprietors, for the improvement of streets, which |; 
are indispensable to the accommodation of the |;-which I can refer, to answer, as. plainly and 
people of the Union, and the officers who are |; simply as I am able, the several questions he has 
transacting the business of the nation. | propounded to me, presuming that he, and the 
The citizens and corporation of Washington |! party with whom he acts, are as ready to declare 
have, with a public spirit which does them great || their sentiments as are those who may be opposed 
-eredit, effected. much. They have struggled on || to them. I have been some time aware that, ever 
under great disadvantages; they have built up a |; since those in power found that they had held up 
city for the accommodation of the people of the || to this country a hope of the distribution of the 
United States, under the most adverse. circum- 


invigorated and purified by the healthy action of 
the center. 


PROCEEDS OF THE PUBLIC LANDS. 


REMARKS OF HON. F. GRANGER, 
OF NEW YORK, 
In rue House or REPRESENTATIVES, 
May 11, 1836, 


On the motion to commit the bill to distribute the proceeds 
of the sales of the Public Lands. 


Mr. GRANGER claimed the indulgence of the 
House to be permitted to reply to the several 
questions that had been addressed to him by his 
colleague, (Mr. GILLETT: ] ‘ 

Leave having been granted, 
|; Mr. G. said: As I am bound to presume, Mr. 
:, Speaker, that my honorable colleague has come 
to. the conclusion that it is high time to abandon 
all non-committal candidates, or that he would 
never have presumed to ¢atechise me in the man- 
ner he has done, I will endeavor, without prep- 
| aration, and without a document before me to 


adopted was to devise ways and means by which 
those funds could be retained in the hands of the 
party, to the destruction of the very hopes which 
they had created. It is with a view to carry out 
this purpose, and I here boldly make the charge, 
that many of the plans now presented for squan- 
dering the public treasure have been introduced— 
plans which, had they been presented here four 
years ago, would have hurled our rulers from 
their places. What has been the doctrine con- 
tended for by this Administration? A doctrine, 
as we well know, which has commended itself to 
a majority of the people of the United States, 
which people, I trust, are now prepared to hold 
those who have made these promises to their 
performance? 

It has been said that your public debt was first 
to be paid off; that a most rigid economy was to 
be enforced in every department, civil and mili- 
tary, until that debt was extinguished; and that 
then decent and proper defenses for the country 
should be erected; but that the large balance which 
must remain should be divided amongst the peo- 
ple from whom it came. I am not prepared to 
quote accurately from the message of the Exce- 
utive in 1829; but I do say that message, and the 
one of the following year, held up to the pcople 
of this country the distribution of the public rev- 
enue among the several States as the only just 
and equal measure by which the surplus funds 
could be returned to the pockets of the people. 

I do say, further, that the Executive power of 
New York, which, from the year 1828, has taken 
care on all occasions closely to interlink its con- 
cerns with what has been conceived to be the 
glorious administration of the General Govern- 
ment, has, year after year, held up to the hope 
of the people a belief that the public funds would 
be divided; and the only question reserved was 
a question of constitutional right. A resolution, 
expressive of the wishes of that State, passed the 
popular branch of the Legislature during the ses- 
sion of 1831, by a unanimous vote, and a strong 
report in its favor was presented to the Senate by 
a committee, at the head of which was a prom- 
inent leader of the dominant party; which party 
has lately, in-the same hall of legislation, refused 
even to print resolutions which were offered ask- 
ing fora distribution of a portion of the proceeds 
of the public lands, according to the provisions 
of this bill. i 

Mr. UNDERWOOD stated that he had the 
President’s message of 1829, and extracts from 


| Governor Throop’s message in 1830 and 1831 bc- 


fore him, and that he would read the passages 
| referred to by the gentleman from New York. 
| Mr. GRANGER resumed. I do not care about 
_ the precise words, sir; I pledge myself on their 
general tenor. No gentleman can gainsay the 
‘ position I have assumed. I take it in its broadest 
; sense, and hazard myself upon it. Aa 
To avoid tbis promised result, and to disap- 
oint this justly created hope, every plan which 
| ingenuity can devise has been thrown into this 
| Hall, and held out to the cupidity of certain inter- 
i ests in this country, to retain, if possible, the 
‘ public money in the Treasury; and the gentleman 
from New York, with a view to create an aggre- 
: gate of expenditure equal to the present amount 
| of those moneys, has propounded to me a set 
‘of questions, which. I will endeavor to answer. 
| The gentleman commits himself upon nothings 
he asks me to commit myself on everything. 
; am willing to do so,.and but that he is so anxious 
| to avoid all declaration of responsibility, I should 
suppose he had abandoned the school of politics 
to which he has been pledged; but when at last, 
| after thus boldly catechising me, in a manner cer- 
tainly unprecedented, but of which I do not com- 
plain, and after demanding my opinion upon sub- 
jects many.of which have not been and will not 
be presented for the action of the House, he re- 
| serves the right of withholding his own opinions, 
and of still fighting under the chameleon banner 
of his non-committal chieftain. I suppose that 
he has yet a little inkling of his first love left, 
which he will not entirely abandon until he 1s 
satisfied that the cause is desperate. ; 
The gentleman asks me whether I am willing to 


public revenue after the national debt was extin- | go inio expenditures necessary for the proper defense 
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of the country. I suppose he means a defense of 
the sea-board. If he wishes a direct answer, 
whether I am for or against the bill reported from 


the Committee on Military Affairs, an amend- | 


ment to which is now under discussion, I say I 
am opposed to it. Itake this opportunity to tell 
him, and I will endeavor to show, that this is a 
bilt hostile to the well-settled policy of this coun- 
try. If he asks whether Lam willing to adopt 
the amendment of the gentleman who stands at 
the head of the Committee of Ways and Means, 
which is based on the assumption that funds 
enough should be expended to arm all the forti- 
fications now in existence, I say that I am ready 
to expend such sum as can be judiciously ex- 
pended during the present year in arming those 
fortifications. That amendment provides for an 
appropriation of $700,000. IfI am correctly in- 
formed, this is more than can be expended during 
the current year; but, acting as I do under the 
indulgence of the House, I will not go into the 
details of this subject now; but, from the exam- 
ination I have given to it, I should suppose that 
some amount, from four to five hundre 


ing the fortifications on the sea-board. 
ever that sum may be, it shall cheerfully receive 
my vote. I will not vote for a dollar beyond it. 
What is the history of the fortification system 
in this country? For he who will not learn wis- 
dom from the past is buta dull scholar. In the 
year 1816 or 1817, (I do not know the precise 
peed I speak from memory, and if in error 
hope to be corrected,) a plan of defense was de- 
vised, under the surveys and estimates made by 
a distinguished foreigner, who had arrived in our 
country a short time previously. ‘That plan was 
partially entered upon; but it ts not material to 
dwell on this branch of the subject further than 
to say, that since the late war we have expended 
something like twelve millions on fortifications. 
During the Administration of the gentleman in 


front of me, {Mr. Apams,] and during the pres- ; 


ent Administration, there has never been a de- 
nial of one dollar to carry on these works; and 
yet, what did my colleague (Mr. CamBreLenc] 


tell us the other day? That, after all the boast- i 
ing of the efficiency of the present Administra- ` 


tion, and after the immense expenditure we have 
incurred, with the single exception of the works 
at Charleston, South Caroline, there is neither a 
fort in a condition proper for defense, nor scarce 
a gun in the nation fit for use. Yes, sir, an A 


of this country the probability of a collision with 
one of the most powerful nations of the earth, 
has never asked a dollar to complete these works. 
And now, in time of profound peace, when the 
threatened dangers of war have passed from us, 
we must commence a large system, to give char- 
acter to the defenses of the country. Sir, it is 
ridiculous; it is contrary to the spirit and genius 
of our institutions, thus to make that kind of prep- 
aration for war which belongs to the Governments 
of the continent of Europe. It has been opposed 
by the statesmen of our country from its earliest 
history, and the Administration of 1798 was 
driven from power because it advocated a system 
of defense connected with a standing army, not 
one third as large as would be necessary to man 
the new works contemplated by the bill upon 
your table. ae 

If the doctrine of publi¢ expenditure, which is 
advocated at this day, had been advanced in the 
daya of the elder Adams, he could hardly have 
defended himself from popular personal violence; 
and now, he who dare even question the throw- 
ing away of millions is marked down as opposed 
to the republicans of the country. What little 
democracy I have, and it is quite as much as be- 
longs to most of the patent republicans of the 
present day, is of the Jeffersonian school; and by 
the principles of that school I am willing to be 
tried. here and elsewhere. Thus much for the 
public defenses of the country; and I here repeat 
that, with the exception I have named, I shali 
record my vote against this mammoth bill. 

We next come to railroads for the transportation 
of the mails; and the gentleman wishes an answer 
to this proposition, as if he really thought that it 
was about to be adopted by a majority of this 


No. 39 


thousand : 
dollars, might be advantageously applied to arm- | 
What- | 


7: 


ministration which, for three years has stood in ` 
a position where it was holding up to the people | 


l 
| House. In the other branch of this Legislature, 
i there is a distinguished gentleman, around whose 
| lip the smile of triumph curls when he hears 
leaders of the party advocating this system. I 
think that when the party is ready to make rail- 
roads through every section of this country, and 
to become Stockhold 
transportation of the mails, they had better limit 
their censures upon what have been called the 
latitudinarian doctrines of a prominent statesman 
from the West; forit isa point to which, I be- 
lieve, even his imagination never stretched. This 
is my answer to that question. 
I now come to his custom-houses. On this, as 
on everything connected with the permanent char- 
acter of this country, I am amongst the liberals. 
I consider that the public buildings of a country 
stand forth to the world, not only in the present 
day, but to all future time, to mark the character 
of the nation by whom they were erected. When 
called upon to make appropriations for custom- 
houses in New York or Boston, or at any other 
important points, or for hospitals or other perma- 
nent improvements in the West, I shall record 
my vote in favor of such edifices as will demon- 
strate to our descendants in future ages that, even 
at this day, there existed here a people from whom 
they might be proud to claim their ancestry; and 
no man will find me flinching on any question 
calling for a public expenditure which shall de- 
clare to the world that we stand here presenting 
the proud example of a nation, scarce half a cen- 
tury in age, which has been able to sweep off the 
debt created by two wars of glory, and has ac- 
cumulated funds not only to erect these splendid 
monuments of art, but to provide for the equal 
benefit of the people of those States whose posi- 
tion forbids their participation in the benefits of 
such expenditures. 
The gentleman asks me whether I am in favor 
of the necessary appropriations to arm and organize 
_the militia? Strongly committal as I am com- 

pelled to be on all subjects, although the gentle- 
| man from New York (Mr. Gitiet] has reported 
the bill, he plays non-committal here again. 
sir, while that gentleman has taken good care to 
call: my attention to this point, he has taken 
equally good care, I believe, not to inform me or 
| the House what sum will be necessary to carry 
| out this project. 


two millions would be required. 


whether I am willing to spend that sum in addi- 
tion to the appropriations for our defense? Iwill 


ters. No! I am not prepared to do any such 
thing, nor is any other gentleman in this Hall. 
My colleague has adverted to the system of 
internal improvement generally. 
say on this question, but will remark that those 


“amongst those who construed very freel 
powers of the General Government in this re- 
spect. 

| were not more clearly given. 


I may have seen, 


i powers been more freely conferred, instances 


ing and so hoping, | have yielded my assent free- 
; ly and fully to what has often been most beneficial 
i to the country. 
But I think the question of internal improve- 
; ments by the General Government one on which 
: gentlemen may honestly differ, without a differ- 
: ence of political views generally. On this point, 
i therefore, I have only to request that the gentle- 
man from New York will lend me a single ounce 
of his non-committalism, if he thinks the party 
can spare so much, and hope that he will join 
with me in endeavoring to procure such a distri- 
bution of the public money as will put it in the 
| power of the several States to make these im- 
provements in the manner they may deem most 
beneficial. 
But, sir, the gentleman has stated that one 
reason why the bill before the House should be 
committed to the Committee of Ways and Means, 


Mr.GRANGER. Twenty-two millions! Well, | 
sir, that, I should think, would guard the Repub- | 
lic very respectably. The gentleman asks me || 
! opportunity of redeeming their pledges. 
‘never postpone the day, either by using the 


I have little to | 


| 


and not even to the Committee on Public Lands, 
is because the Committee on Public Lands are 
favorable to the graduation of the price of these 
lands. Speaking as I am, under special indul- 


| gence, I do not feel at liberty now to detain the 


t I | House with any views as to the relative merits 
ers in corporations for the | 


of the several propositions that have occupied 
the attention of our people in relation to the public 
domain; but here, at this time, a most important 
question arises. The people of the West are 
called upon not only to surrender this bill, but to 
surrender the various other projects which they 
advocate, and are to be told that these funds 
should be for their benefit, but because they differ 
about the manner in which the avails should be 
distributed, therefore they are all to be thrown 
away on the defense of the Atlantic frontier. I 
know not but that gentlemen of the West whocon- 
tend for the graduation principle, and in which, 
so far as relates to actual settlers, I am willing to 
indulge them toa certain extent, are content with 
such reasoning; but I have yet to learn that their 
constituents are to find in an expenditure of all 
the revenues of the nation for the next twenty 
years upon fortifications, a relief for the evils of 
which they complain. 

I warn that people, and I warn the people of 
the whole Union, that the plans of this year are 
not to apply only to the Treasury of this year; 
that, if you do not stop these grand schemes at 
the threshold, not only will the forty millions in 
your Treasury be exhausted, but that you will 
find a tomb has been erected in which the funds 
of this nation will be buried for thirty years to 
come. He who knows anything of the cost of 
public works, knows well that the first appropri- 


‘ation is generally but an entering wedge to ex- 


penditures of quadruple the estimate first given; 
and when gentlemen from the East and the West 
are called on to vote on these propositions, let 
them bear in mind that the adoption of this bill, 
as reported by the Committee on Military Affairs, 
is to fasten them to this car of extravagance, 


, until every dollar derived from imposts, and the 


useless scheme of expenditure. 


Mr. GILLET said he had stated that twenty- | 


: might have arisen where improvements could be , 
' carried on more successfully under the General |, 
' Government than by State authority. So believ- |, 
‘ and one upon which our State was once revolu- 


answer him in less than two words—in two let- |; 


who know me know well that I have never been || 
the || 


I may have regretted that those powers |! 
| that no one knew the amount, but that gentlemen 


For, | 


tens of millions yet to be received for western 
lands, will be swallowed up in this magnificent, 
I belong to a 
sea-board State, oneas liberal in its appropriations 


‚as any State in this Union; but I can never con- 
i, sent by my vote todo such manifest injustice to 


_in common with other gentlemen, that, had such || 


different parts of our country. The hope that 
when the country had been placed in its present 
position, the money would be divided, is a hope 
that has long been held out by those in power; 
and so far as my vote can go, they shall hav. an 
wi 


moneys already on hand, or by entering upon a 
system which will call for untold millions. | 

The gentleman has said one thing, which 
amounts to something more like an attack on a 
public officer than anything I have heard in this 
Hall. He says, no one knows what amount of 
money is in the public Treasury. If no one else 
knows, I move a resolution calling on Mr. Reu- 
ben M. Whitney for the information. 

Mr. GILLET said that he had not averred 


differed as to what that amount was. aoe 
Mr. GRANGER. What do you say it is? 
Mr. GILLET. About seventeen millions. 
` Mr. GRANGER. Seventeen millions! Well. 
Seventeen is a favorite number in New York, 


tionized. The gentleman has called-upon me to 
declare the opinion of a distinguished individual, 


| as to whether he is ready and willing to devote 
| the surplus revenue to the colonization of people of 


tolar. I will not presume to answer that ques- 
tion for another; nor will I animadvert on the 


| propriety or delicacy of addressing it to me; but, 


for myself, although the object of the inquiry 
cannot be doubted, I have no hesitation in an- 


| swering; for I have no opinions on this or any 


other subject that are not as clear and open as 
the noon-day sun; I, sir, would not take the 


| general fund of this nation for such a purpose. 
| And why would I not? Because, were there no 


other reasons, there is a large portion of the 
people of this country whose interest in that fund 
is as dear and sacred as mine, or that of my 
constituents, who might feel that their rights had 
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peen invaded by such a course. T 
so now. Should the period ever arrive when that 
section of the country should maintain a different 
sentiment, there is no man in this Hall who 
weuld more cheerfully meet what they might 
require. But whatever I may think of abstract 
propositions connected with this subiect, or of 
the practical results of a particular system on the 
diferent sections of the Union, the Constitution 
of this country, that sacred instrument under 
whieh all our rights are secured, has guarantied 
to the people of the South rights which I will 
never violate, but which should be guarded as 
firmly as any belonging to the people of the 
North. 

I have a word or two to say, sir, in questioning 
the gentleman trom New York; for I think we 
should have turn and turn about in matters of 
this kind. I willask him, as connected with the 

ablic funds, and with the hopes that have been 
held up to this nation, about where these funds 
are, and whether it is not about time to look after 
them? If gentlemen believe what has so often 
been repeated inthis House, and carried through 
the newspapers to every section of the Union; 
and if the gentleman himself [Mr. GiLLer] who 
has introduced the bill for the t‘ fadrication of gold 
coin,” (and LE wish that gold coin was the only 
fabrication that has been given ta the world on 
this subject,) I will ask him whether, if the as- 
gertions made here that a metallic currency is the 
only true basis of security be correct, we had not 
better divide our funds as soon as possible, for 
fear of bankruptcy? On this subject I offer no 
opinions of my own, but call on gentlemen of 
the Administration to practice as they have 
preached. 

I was never any great admirer of the United 
States Bank, as gentlemen who know me are well 


hey might feel | sissippi, and inundating every section of the 


country, | ask whether, at the last session of her 
Legislature, Maine has not given an increased 
number of banks to an amount nearly, if not 
quite, equal to all the banking capital that before 
existed in that State? I go further; because, by 
binding the extremes, we can embrace the other 
sections of the country. I ask certain gentlemen 
from Georgia—from the El Dorado of the nation 
—from that very place where, from reading cer- 
tain speeches, we should suppose that they dig 
up gold as plentiful as we of the North dig up 
gravel stones—how far they have advanced in 
getting back to a metallic currency? F call on 
them to state in their places whether there has 
not there been, within the last year, an increase 
of banking capital almost unprecedented? And 
last, I come to thegrand pivot of republicanism on 
which this splendid system is to turn, and for 
whose “favorite son’? all its benefits are to be 
secured. 

Look at New York! Yes, sir, look at New 
York! Although your partisan papers have 
joined in this cuckoo-song of metallic currency, 
and although the dominant party have by every 
means in their power endeavored to deceive our 
people by it, what do you find? The Legislature 
is now in session. The party have one hundred 
and twelve members in the House of Assembly. 
It is well known that it requires eighty-six affirm- 
ative votes to pass a bill, because it can only be 
done by a vote of two thirds of the whole num- 
ber of the representatives. And still I call upon 
the gentleman from New York to rise, and say 
whether the popular branch of the Legislature 
of that State has not this year chartered a number 
of banks as great, if not larger than at any pre- 
vious session? Am I to be told that they will 


;, be arrested in another branch? In contradiction 


aware; but my attention has been called to the to that, we know that the Senate has already 


report made by Mr. Toland, under direction of 
the Government, by which it appears that in 
1332 the amount of public deposits in all was 
about seven millions, ($6,957,621 54,) to redeem 
which there was in the Bank of the United States 
more than eight millions of specie, ($8,026,055 45,) 
making more than dollar for dollar, to meet your 
demands. Well, sir, we were told this was un- 
safe, because a metallic currency was the basis 
of all security. What sort of currency have we 
got now? We have in all the deposit banks, as 
the report of the Secretary shows, something 
like eleven millions ($11,067,718 58) in gold and 
silver to mect public deposits of nearly thirty-four 
million dollars, ($33,756,588 59.) Now, if we 


go on advancing for the next four or five years, ` 


securing the public money on a metallic basis, in 
the same proportion as we have advanced for the 


last two years, I should like to know how long. 


it will take us to reach the point of that pertect 
security which has been promised by this Ad- 
ministration. My colleague can soon work it 
out on the principle of progression stated in the 
horse-shoe question, which is to be found in any 
old book of arithmetic. At this rate, how long 
will it be before we shall have a metallic penny 
to representa hundred dollars of your govern- 
mental deposits? Notso long asthe public funds 
will be unjustly withheld from our people, if we 
adopt the splendid scheme of fortifications pro- 
posed by this bill. 


Now, then, a few words to the faithful, for I: 


never speak to States like Pennsylvania, which 
they say has been bought up by the monster—I 
let them go. For the sake of the argument, I 
take it for granted that the Legislature of every 
State that 1s not in favor of this Administration, 
and that presumes to grant the facilities by which 
the operations of commerce are carried on, is 
babed, and that all their bank charters are given 
merely to throw obstacles in the way of the Gen- 
eral Government in its desire to get back to a 
metallic currency. 

But we will take a view of the orthodox States 
—Maine, for instance; because, with the excep- 
tion of my venerable friend on the right, [Mr. 
Baiey,] and the talented gentleman [Mr. Evans] 
usually jn front of me, there is not a more ortho- 
dox State represented in this Hall. Well, what 
poene bas she made in getting back to a metal- 

i 


c currency? Whilst streams of gold are flow- | 


li 


ing not only down but up the yalieys of the Mis- 


. passed one, and increased the capital of another 


bank, and there is every reason to suppose that. 


the batch of twelve or fifteen passed by the As- 
sembly will receive the sanction of both Houses. 
And still there is no republicanism in this coun- 
try but that which is connected with a metallic 


currency; and no safety for your public Treas- | 


ury but in placing it upon such a basis; whilst ` 
the history of the country shows you noexample | 


of such a miserable metallic security as at this 
moment sustains your public deposits. 

But gentlemen, in their attempts to use up the 
public revenue, have not stopped even at the 
eXtravagant propositions befure us. We have 
found that they are not only to resort to this ex- 
tensive system of defense in time of peace, but 
some members here have endeavored to create a 
| belief that these funds are to be used in war, that 
grand impoverisher of nations. To gentlemen in 
this House who, from sympathy of feeling or con- 
` tiguity of position, have found their minds wrought 

up to high excitement by recent occurrences, I 

have nothing to say. No man feels for those 

around him more keenly than I do; and had I 

friends or relatives there, bound to me by those 
,. ties which alone make life desirable, I should not 


© measure my vote by any close rule of constitu- | 


Whatever has been said seemed called for by the 
course my colleague was pleased to adopt; and I 
i| have only to return my unfeigned thanks to the 
; House for the patient attention with which I have 
: been most kindly indulged. 


i 
| 
| 


DEFENSE OF THE WESTERN FRONTIER. 


REMARKS OF HON. JOHN REED, 
OF MASSACHUSETTS, 


In Tue House or REPRESENTATIVES, 
May 13, 1836, 
On the bill making appropriation for the defense of the 
Western Frontier. 

Mr. REED said this was a subject of great 
magnitude. A war was raging in Texas, but it 
was a war in which we had no right to engage, 
Texas was not a part of the United States, nor 
should we consider those contending there against 
the Mexicans “our citizens.” We may feel 
unmingled regret for the pain and distress, for 
the cruelties and barbarities with which the war 
is prosecuted, and the awful waste and wanton 
destruction of lives. Our sympathies may be 
excited, but our responsibility to our countr 
forbids our acting under the influence of suc 
excitement. 

Our proceedings this day (said Mr. R.) upon 
this subject have been novel and extraordinary. 
Not content with the printed communications 
from the War Department, which have been laid 
before us, we have been called upon to listen to 
the reading from the Clerk’s desk of a newspaper 
comment upon the Texan war. It purports to 
be a comment on the dispatches of Santa Anna. 
When the reading of the paper was called for, it 
was understood by many that the dispatches or 
bulletins of Santa Anna were to be read, but it 
was not so. We have been called upon to listen 
to an editorial article of a violent, extravagant, 
‘and highly exciting character. Among other 
things, the editor states that Santa Anna reports 
that the dead bodies of six hundred Texans were - 
found within the walls of the Alamo; this is pro- 
nounced false, as it is said the garrison consisted 
of only one hundred and eighty-two men. Again, 
itis said, Santa Anna reports he had sixty killed 
and three hundred wounded; this statement is 


also pronounced false, and it is exultingly stated, 


; tional duty; for Iam not one of those who can ` 
,. throw aside the feelings of the man to puton the | 
armor of the legislator. I, too, in the momentof | 


| feeling, should use expressions, and possibly give 
` votes, which I might afterwards regret, as com- 
i. promitting the honor and dignity of the nation; 
ii for I know myself too well to doubt that under 
‘' such circumstances I might thus vote. 
opprobrium should be placed, and who should 
stand marked in a community as deserving the 
. severest censure, it is he who could trifle with a 
: question of this kind merely for the purpose of 


: holding out to the public this false evidence, that | 


`. the day has not yet arrived when their long cher- 
i ished expectations should be fulfilled, because the 
| public money would be required to carry on that 
‘| war. 

'| I will not dwell upon this subject. War, how- 
_ever successful in its result, is ever a national 
| calamity. There may be much to gratify pride 
` and to reward patriotism; but, sir, the plume of 
: victory is ever crimsoned with the blood of the 
brave, and the conqueror’s chaplet is a blended 
wreath of cypress and of laurel. I have done. 


But if there isa man on whom the brand of | 


; as a matter of history, that Santa Anna’s loss 
‘in killed and wounded exceeded one thousand. 
I forbear to notice these newspaper remarks; 
they are calculated to excite feelings that unfit us 
i for grave and wise legislation. They are not 
calculated to instruct or enlighten this House, 
| and it is unworthy the character of the Repre- 
sentatives of the United States to give such edi- 
torial comments so much weight and influence. 
The bill we are considering is an appropriation 
for the defense of the western frontier. The 
papers read are calculated, I will not say intended, 
| to excite our sympathy for the Texans, our 
indignation against Santa Anna and the Mexi- 
cans, and, of course, to involve us in the war 
with Mexico. 

The gentleman from Louisiana [Mr. RipLey] 
who has just sat down, has given us a high char- 
acter of the Texans, and hus also undertaken to 
show that the boundary line between the United 
States and Mexico is a disputed line. I answer 
to these remarks that we have nothing to do with 
the character of the Texans. If they have chosen 
to abandon this country and its free institutions, 
and become citizens of Mexico, they have a right 
so todo. Our citizens have no part or lot in the 
case, and it would be most cruel and unjust to 
involve them in a Texan war with Mexico. I do 
not pretend accurately to understand the boundary 
between this country and Mexico; but whether 
disputed or disputable, the present is no fit occa- 
sion for the adjustment of such difficulties. The 
excitement in regard to the Texan war, so per- 
vading in the country, and in some places 80 
violent and irresistible, in my opinion receives no 
small aid and support from speculators. Not con- 
tent with buying and selling the real and personal 
estate in their own country, these speculators have 
pushed their adventures into Mexico; they have 
purchased vast tracts of land in Texas, and we 
are to be precipitated into a war with Mexico to 
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perfect the title to their new acquisitions by con- |! his opponents, into our country—would it excite 


quest. 
* regard for their brethren, 
usin a war for their protection, they are thinking 
of their rich lands, great bargains, and splendid spec- 
ulations. ‘Khev hope war may ensue, they hope 
in the end Texas may be ceded to this country, 
and then they will present the titles they now 
hold to these lands for confirmation. In that 
event we shall see these lands men, now mixed 
in the mass of Texan patriots, in their true char- 
acters of land speculators in Texas. I have no 
sympathy for these speculators; l hope this na- 
tion may not be deceived by their pretended love 
of the Texans, and sensibility and sympathy tor 
their suffering brethren in Texas. There are pol- 
jticians also, who are making shrewd calculations 
as to cause and ettect, and power and control; 
who desire war to acquire Texas. Thus we are 
threatened with war for the benefit of land spec- 
ulators and political speculators. 

The Clerk has also read, by the order of this 
House, a letter from General Gaines, communi- 
cated by the Secretary of War. | think it an ex- 
traordinary letter, illy calculated to inspire confi- 
dence in the author. f will read an extract from 
the letter. General Gaines observes: 

~ Should f find a disposinon on the part of the Mezicans, 
or herr red allies, to menace our frontiers, | cannot but 
deem it to be my duty not enty to hold the troops of my 
command in readiness for action in defense of our slender 
frontier, but to anticipate their lawless movements by 
crossing our supposed or imaginary national boundary, and 
meeung the savage marauders, wherever to be found, in 
their approach toward our frontier.” 

The above is the language of the commander- 
in-chief upon the Mexican frontier. To him is 
intrusted the preservation of peace, under cir- 
cumstances of great difficulty and the most violent 
excitement. I have nothing to say of General 
Gaines as an officer and a man of honor and of 
good intention, but I hesitate not to say I have 


3 


no confidence in his judgment and discretion; I; 


would not confide to him a trust of such vital 
importance. 


W hen General Gaines finds a disposition on the |, 


part of the Mexicans, or their red allies, to men- 
ace our frontier, (and he is the sole judge of the 


disposition,) he will cross the supposed or im- , 


aginary national boundaries, and meeting the 
marauders wherever to be found, &c. To cross the 
boundaries would be war, op just cause of war; 


and yet General Gaines informs us he is about : 


to do so, if he finds a disposition. Yes, sir, if he 
finds a disposition to menace. 
sions show him unworthy the great trust now 


reposed in him; and yet, if Í understand the com- 


munication from our Executive, his views are | 
substantially approved and adopted. We have | 


reason to apprehend, under such circumstances, 
that he has crossed what he calls the supposed 
or imaginary line, or that he may cross it, and 
that war may be the result. 


The power ot making war and peace, by the | 


Constitution, is delegated and intrusted to Con- 
gress alone. 
eral Gaines, and that we have placed the safety 
and peace of the country in his keeping. He will 
anticipate the war, and not stand upon defense, 


if the enemy but show a disposition to menace. : 


He will not wait for hostile acts, or even threats. 


He will cross the supposed or imaginary bound- | 


aries. And what is the difference between real 
and imaginary boundaries? How far will he ad- 


vance into the Mexican territory? Whatsecurity |’ 


has the country in his wisdom, forbearance, and 


sound discretion? But he is authorised to occupy i: 


the disputed territory, and, as has been well said 
by my colleague, [Mr. Apams,] we have no bet- 
ter right or authority to occupy disputed territory 
than territory not disputed. If, indeed, there be 
disputed territory, it does not yet belong to us, 
and the present is nota fit occasion to seize upon 
and occupy it. ; 4 

But this marching with a hostile army into the 
country of a nation with whom we are at peace, 
is not to be considered a hostile act. Mexico is 
to consider it pacific. Will they so consider it? 
‘Would any nation so consider it? 

Let us test the honesty, sincerity, and sound- 
ness of these principles, by changing the parties. 


Suppose Santa Anna successful in the Texan war | r 
j in war. 


—suppose he should pursue the fugitive army; 


When such men ery “ sympathy,” and | 
and would involve : 


Such loose expres- | 


] fear we are delegating it to Gen- ' 


: Ways and 
| pers printed; but I perceive it is determined to 
i pass the bill this evening. In voting for the ap- 
| propriation for the defense of the frontier, we 
` vote for an appropriation for that specific object 
: alone. 
| General Gaines, or even to the Executive, to 


no vindictive and sanguinary feelings? no spirit 
of hostility? no warlike temper? [hope and trust 
that, whatever may be the result of the war in 
Texas, he will never think of making such an 
attempt. Butthe mere presumption that he may 
pass the boundary excites the most violent feel- 
ings, and calls forth the most intemperate expres- 
sion of those feelings in and out of this House. 
Yet some seem to suppose we may pass the line 
into Mexico; that we may occupy peaceably the 
dominions of Santa Anna, without giving just 
cause of war, or even complaint. 

One would suppose that such inconsistency 
could not escape the observation of wise men, 
upon whom rests an awful responsibility—men 
situated as we are, influenced, I trust, by no sin- 
ister motives or unworthy considerations, and to 
whom are intrusted the destinies of the nation— 
the power of making war and peace. 

he gentleman from South Carolina [Mr. 
Tuompson] has stated a conversation held with- 
in a few days with a distinguished gentleman, in 
relation to what he calls intrigues of Mr. Goros- 
tiza, the present Mexican Minister in the United 
States, while resident in Great Britain. As I 
was present, and participated in the conversation 
referred to, I feel bound to state that I understood 
the conduct of Gorostiza, called intrigues, above 
referred to, to have been representations to the 
British Government that the United States were 
endeavoring to obtain Texas, and he was opposed 


in his power to prevent the United States from 
obtaining it. 

I believe his conjectures and suspicions, at 
least as regards a portion of this country, (how 
far our Government have interfered I know not,) 
were founded in truth; and I regret that any re- 
mark has been made expressing unkind feelings 


towards the representative of a Government at 


peace with us. 

Again: What reason can be given for present- 
ing to this House a part of a conference between 
Mr. Forsyth and Mr. Gorostiza, the Mexican 
Minister? Why have we not been favored with 


the reply of the Mexican Minister? When Mr. 


Forsyth informed that Minister that ‘¢ should the 
troops, [viz., the troops of the United States,| 
in the performance of their duty, be advanced 
beyond the point Mexico might suppose within 
the territory of the United States, the occupation 


would be precautionary and provisional, and i 0 j in 
l. present stage, and by so doing he might facilitate 


would be abandoned whenever (the line being 
run and the true limits marked) the disturbances 
in that region should cease, they being the only 
motives for it;?? what answer did the Mexican 


Minister make? If he possess one half the talent ' 
and sagacity he is reputed to possess, Í venture to | 


presume he replied distinctly that we could not 
be permitted to take possession of and occupy 
that territory during the war with Texas. But 
whatever was his reply, it should not have been 
withheld at this time from this House. 


The bill before us isa bill making provision | 
- for the defense of the western frontier. Our coun- i 
try must be protected and defended. 
‘every man in this House is ready and willing to 


appropriate all money that may be necessary for 
that object. 


In voting this appropriation we sanction 


upon our passions and understandings. I trust 
that it is not the intention of this House, directly 


i or by implication, to approve of any war in ad- 
' vance. 7 
| the subject, as has been suggested, and I believe 


I think it would be better to postpone 


assented ay the chairman of the Committee of 
eans, for a day, and have these pa- 


I protest against delegating power to 


make war, or to do such acts as necessarily result 
Yet we are called upon to vote money 


| which he laid down. 
| a more sacred regard for the inestimable right of 
| petition than I entertain. 
' gee what the discussion of that right can have to 
ji do with the question before the House. 


I trust © 


But I protest against adopting the ; 
opinions and suggestions which have been pre- , 
. sented to us, to induce us to make this appropri- 
‘ ation. 
no opinions in favor of war with Mexico. Ipro- | 
test against the course, of our proceedings—read- _ 
ing irrelevant papers, only calculated to excite . 
` the feelings, and produce an improper influence 


to support an army to defend the country, which 
we have great reason to apprehend will assume 
offensive operations. This army is stationed on 
the frontier, and in the vicinity of the Texan 
war, and great efforts throughout the country are 
made to excite the passions and enlist the feel- 
ings to engage in that war. These feelings will, 
no doubt, operate, with the greatest violence on 
the borders and frontier of the country where our 
army is stationed. I hope war may be avoided; 
and I repeat, I am willing to vote all needful 
supplies to defend the frontier, but not a dollar 
that may, by implication, justify war with Mex- 
ico—not a dollar to aid or support General Gaines 
in passing supposed or imaginary lines, or in 
committing any hostile act which may be just 
cause of war. 


SLAVERY IN DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 


SPEECH OF HON. J. H. HAMMOND, 
OF SOUTH CAROLINA, 
In THE House or REPRESENTATIVES, 
February 1, 1836, 


On the question of receiving Petitions for the abolition of 
Slavery in the District of Columbia. 


The motion of Mr. Cusnine, of Massachusetts, 
to receive the petition of sundry inhabitants of 


€ too ; Massachusetts, praying for the abolition of sla- 
to parting with it, and was using every exertion || 


very and the slave trade in the District of Colum- 
bia being under consideration— 

Mr. HAMMOND said, that when he had first 
demanded the preliminary question of reception 
on the presentation of a similar petition some 
weeks ago, it was his hope and expectation that 
it would be decided without debate. On every 
subsequent occasion, when he had felt it his duty 
to make a similar demand, he had entertained the 
same desire, and had himself refrained from 


. taking any part in the discussions which had 
| arisen, 


It was obvious, however, that gentle- 
men presenting these petitions were determined 


! to discuss them; and after what had occurred on 
| last petition day, he concluded that nosuch peti- 
‘| tion would be offered to the House hereafter, 
i without a preliminary speech as well as motion. 


As much, therefore, as he felt indisposed to block 


'i the proceedings of the House on this .mportant 
‘ day, he thought, perhaps, he bad as well say at 


once what he had to say on this subject in its 


the business of the House. ' 
I listened, sir, with much pleasure to the ad- 


' dress of the gentleman from Massachusetts, [Mr. 
| Cusnine,] who presented this petition, and I 


believe I can say that I concur in every principle 
I am sure he cannot have 


But, really, I cannot 


No one here desires to ‘‘ pass a law ” depriving 
“ the people of the right of peaceably assembling, 
and petitioning for a redress of grievances.’ 
They have so assembled; they have petitioned 


` for the redress of their imaginary grievances; the 


petition has been presented to the House; its con- 
tents have been stated. If it had been requested, 


‘the petition itself might have been read by the 


Clerk. We are in full possession of its charac- 
ter and object—the petitioners and their repre- 
sentatives have performed their part without “ let 
or hindrance,” and it is now our duty to perform 
that which devolves on us. We may refuse to 
receive the petition and record it on our Jour- 
nals; or we may receive and instantly reject; or 
commit, and, on a report, reject the prayer of the 
petitioners; or we may grant the prayer. Any 


i of these courses it is fully competent for this 


House to adopt; and none of them, in my opin- 
ion, impugn, in the slightest degree, the right of 
petition, which has been so justly denominated 
“ sacred.” ; 

I think that this House should not receive the 
petition, and that is the course which I suggest. 
The gentleman says it is not disrespectful in its 
terms. I pass that by, then. But I think we 
should not receive it still, because it asks us to 
do what we have no constitutional power to do; 
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and what, if we had the power, it would be ruin- 


aT 


ous to a large portion of this Confederacy, and _ 


ultimately destructive to all our institutions, for 
us to do. 

The constitutional power to abolish slavery 
and the slave trade in this District, is claimed by 
virtue of the clause which gives to Congress 
«exclusive legislation’? here. I admit at once 
that under that clause Congress has full power, 
so far as ‘“‘ legislation?” is concerned, over this 
District, except where it is limited by the letter 
or the spirit of the Constitution in other portions 
of that instrument, or by the contract made with 
the States of Virginia and Maryland, in the acts 
of cession by those States. As this point has 
been ably, and I think satisfactorily discussed, 
boih in this House and another portion of the 
Capitol, I will take but a single view of it at this 
time. All the powers given by the Constitution 
are trust powers, and should be construed in 
connection with each other, and in reference to 
the great objects they were intended to accom- 
plish. Now, I ask if any member of this House, 
having before him those clauses of the Constitu- 
tion forbidding the passage of laws, even by the 
States, to prevent the arrest of “ persons held to 
labor’? in the other States—forbidding ‘‘ Con- 
gress to take private property,” even “ for public 
uses, without just compensation,” and recogniz- 
ing slaves as property, entitled to representation 
only as three fifths, and not as persons entitled to 
full representation,—can say that it will not be a 
violation of the letter and the whole spirit of the 


-of the Atlantic. 


Constitution, to assume the power which you are | 


now called on to exercise? As mucha violation 
of it as to pass an ex post facto law or bill of 


attainder here. I ask gentlemen if they believe | 


this Constitution would ever have received the 
sanction of a single slave State if it had been 


suspected for a moment that this power was j| persons of a white complexion. 


given to Congress by it. 


But, sir, admitting, for the sake of argument, | 


that the Constitution places no limitation to the 

ower of ‘‘ legislation” in the District of Colum- 

ia, I ask how far that power will, of itself, ex- 
tend? Whatare the great objects of all human 
legislation? To protect life, liberty, and property. 
Can we, under this definition, assume the power 
-wantonly to destroy them? It is true, property is 
sometimes seized as a penalty for misdemeanors, 


and liberty, and even life, are forfeited for crimes; 


but does this warrant Congress, or any legisla- 


tive body in this country, at its free will and pleas- | 


ure, to confiscate the estate of a peaceful and un- 
offending citizen, or imprison him or take away 
hiswife? Sir, monstrous as these propositions 
are, they are not more monstrous, nor would they 
be more fatal in their consequences, than that 
which these petitioners ask us now to adopt. 
And here let me say, in answer to the gentleman 


from Massachusetts, [Mr. Cusuina,] that I can | 


see no difference between the constitutional power 


to abolish the slave trade and the power to abol- | 


ish slavery itself. If the slave owner is deprived 
of the full use of his property, unless that use 
impairs the rights of others, you can as well de- 
prive him of the property itself. The principle 
in both cases is the same; but, for the reasons I 
have already mentioned, I will not dwell on this 
-branch of the subject. 

Mr. Speaker, I object to the reception of these 
petitions, in the next place, because they are sent 
-here by persons who are pursuing a systematic 
-plan of operations, intended to subvert the insti- 
tutions of the South, and which, if carried into 
effect, must desolate the fairest portion of Amer- 
ica, and dissolve in blood the bonds of this Con- 
federacy. It has been said upon this floor that 
the Abolitionists of the North are very few in 
number, and of so little influence as to be un- 
worthy of our attention. It has been said here, 
on the other hand, that they constitute a majority 
north of Mason and Dixon’s line, and that their 
influence is ‘‘ tremendous.’ Amid this conflict- 
ing testimony, permit me to call the attention of 
the House to some important facts connected 
with the subject. 

It will be recollected that during this session, 
in consequence of the course which has been taken 
in the matter, on but a single day has an oppor- 
dunity oceurred for a free presentation of petitions 
of the character of that before us. On that day, 


| 


' By October, 1835, it had swollen to three hundred. || 


although it could not have been expected that the 
occasion would occur, fifty-eight of these petitions 
were presented, a number considerably larger 
than the average number presented during the last 
four sessions. These petitions are signed by be- 


: tween seven and eight thousand persons, male and 


female; some of them signing as representatives 
of large societies. I have been informed that three 
hundred petitions of thiskind have been forwarded 
to Congress, and I do not doubt the fact. If they 
are as numerously signed, we shall have the names 
of some forty thousand persons petitioning Con- 
gress at this session to abolish slavery and the 
slave trade in the District of Columbia. This, 
sir, is no small evidence of the strength of the 
abolition party. 

But let us trace the history of the formation of 
the societ.es to which | have alluded. In 1832, 


less than four years ago, the New England Anti- ,, 


Slavery Society was formed. This I believe was 
the first society of this kind created on this side 
I remember well the ridicule 
with which it was covered when it was known 
that it had been formed by a meeting of eleven 

ersons. Sometime in the year 1833, the New 
Vork Anti-Slavery Society was formed by a meet- 
ing composed of two and twenty men, and tiro 
females. [remember also the contempt with which 
this annunciation was greeted; but, sir, it grew 
in spite of our indifference and contumely. 

On the 4th December, 1833, at a convention 
of Abolitionists in the city of Philadelphia, the 
great American Anti-Slavery Society was formed, 
and a bold ‘‘ DECLARATION OF THEIR SENTIMENTS 7” 
was given to the world. They announced that 
“all slaves should instantly be set free,’’ ** with- 
out compensation to their owners;’’ “ that the 


paths of preferment, of wealth, and of inteli- 


gence, should be as widely opened to them as to | 


2? 


effect these purposes, they pledged themselves 
“ to organize anti-slavery societies every where ;”’ 
*to send forth agents to remonstrate, warn, and 
rebuke; to circulate periodicals and tracts;’’ “ to 
enlist the pulpit and the press;” ‘‘ to purify the 
churches of the crime of slavery;”’ “and to en- 
courage the labor of freemen rather than that of 
slaves, by giving a preference to their produc- 
tions.” 

From this moment the infection spread with 


And that to! 


unparalleled rapidity. In May following (1834) ` 
there were sixty anti-slavery societies. By May, ` 


1835, the number had increased to two hundred. 


And by a document which | hold in my hand, 
purporting to be a ‘‘protest of the American 
Anti-Slavery Society” against certain sentiments 
expressed on this subject by the President of the 
United States in his last annual message, it ap- 
pears that there were known to be three hundred 
and fifty anti-slavery societies in the United States 
on the 25th day of December last. 


thousand members, and none of them, 1 believe, 
less than fifty, 
presumed that not less than one hundred thou- 
sand persons in the non-slaveholding States are 
united in these societies, and their numbers are 
increasing daily with a rapidity almost beyond 
conception; a disciplined corps who have pledged 
life and fortune to the great purpose of emanci- 
pation. 

That the spirit, means, purposes, and plans of 
these societies may appear more fully, I will refer 
to the “Address of the American Anti-Slavery 
Society,” at its last annual meeting, which I have 
in my hand, and ask permission of the House 
that the Clerk may read. (a) 

Here, sir, is a number of the paper entitled 
“Human Rights,” a neat, well printed sheet. 
Here’ are several numbers of the “Anti-Slavery 
Record,” on the outside of each of which is a 
picture representing a master flogging naked 
slaves, and each of which contain within pictures 
equally revolting. Here is a handful of the little 


primer called the ‘Slave’s Friend.” On the 
covers, and within each of these are algo pictures 
calculated to excite the feelines, and to nurture 
the incendiary spark in the tender bosom of the 
child. And here, sir, is ‘* The Emancipator,”’ a 
large and handsome paper. And that you may 
understand the spirit and principles which it in- 


Some of these societies contain as many as four 


On a fair calculation, it may be | 
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culcates, I will read to the House a paragraph 
from a number dated New York, November 
1835: j 
“Toe ALTERNATIVE.— William Wertenbaker, Assistant 
P. M. and Librarian of the University of Virginia, gives no- 
tice that he has committed to the flames a copy of Human 


: Rights we sent him, and very gravely asks, * Which of the 


` two do you prefer—a perpetuity of slavery, or a dissolution 


‘Wright, Jr. 


, 


ofthe Union P The latter, we say, by all odds, if we must 
choose. We are for union, but not with slavery. We will 
give the Union for the abolition of slavery, if nothing else 
will gain it—but if we cannot gain it at ail, then the South 
is welcome to a dissolution—the sooner the better. The 
slaveholders may as weil understand, first as last, that € the 
Union? may have other uses to them than that of a lash to 
shake over the heads of northern freemen.” 

It speaks for itself—I make no commentary. 
Here is a pamphlet called the ‘ Anti-Slavery 
Reporter,” published monthly, I believe, by this 
society. Hereisa‘“ Quarterly Anti-Slavery Mag- 
azine,” of very respectable size, edited by Elizar 
Here is a pamphlet entitled ‘A nti- 
Slavery Hymns,” of which there are nineteen. 
They purport to be for the use of the ‘* Monthly 
Concerts for the enslaved,’’ in the city of New 
York; and the publication of a more copious col- 
lection in Boston is announced. Here is a small 
book entitled ‘* Juvenile Poems.” It contains, 
besides a great number of doggerel articles of the 
most inflammatory character, some nine or ten 
disgusting prints, all of which are designed ** for 
the use of free American children of every com- 
plexion.” Hereisa pamphlet written by a “ Man 
of Color,” and here are a quantity of Sermons, 
Essays, Reports, Letters, &c., all intended for 
the same incendiary purposes. 

I hold also in my hand that most powerful 
engine in party warfare, an ‘* Anti-Slavery Al- 
manac for 1836.” From this allow me to read 
two short extracts. The following will show the 
political tendency of this abolition agitation: 
ts We are rewarding slaveholders for their usurpation 
and injustice, by allowing them to send twenty-five 
Representatives to Congress to represent their slave 
property.” It has been said that ‘* the petitioners 
have no further object than merely to wipe from 
the national escutcheon the stain affixed to it, by 
permitting slavery to exist at the seat of Govern- 
ment of the United States.’? In answer to that, 
allow me to quote the following passage, and 
there is scarcely a publication that Thess exhib- 


‘ited here to-day in which the same sentiment is 


not expressed: ‘‘Should you abolish slavery in the 
District of Columbia alone, it would heave the 


` foundation of the system in every State of the Union.” 


| the slaveholders with their vile caricatures. 


Nor is this work without its pictures, libeling 
To 


_ illustrate more fully the political tendency of the 
| extraordinary excitementon this subject,although 


I do not intend on this occasion to discuss that 
branch of the question, I will refer the House to 
an extract from the ‘‘ Anti-Slavery Circular,” 
printed at Medina, Ohio, December, 1835, which 


| I hold in my hand, and which I again ask the 


favor of the House to permit the Clerk to 
read. (b) 

Sir, while we are discussing the question of 
the reception of these petitions, movements are 
making at the North, and societies are springing 
up like mushrooms. Here are the proceedings 
of a meeting held within a few weeks past at 
Lowell, Massachusetts, the center of the tariff 
interest, at which was formed a ‘* Young Men’s 
Anti-Slavery Society,” the preamble of whose 
constitution I will read. (c) Here is a circular, 
dated ‘“ Pawtucket, Rhode Island, January 12, 
1836,” calling a ‘*Rhode Island Anti-Slavery 
Convention,” to meet shortly at Providence. lt 
is signed by eight hundred and forty persons. 
will read from it the following remarkable pas- 
sage, from which it may be seen how deep the 
roots of this hostility to our institutions have 
struck into the foundations of society: 

“ Our country friends we hope will attend as numerously 
as they have sigued the circular. The wealth and aris 
tocracy of our citics are against us. They sympathize not 
with the ‘ poor and needy,’. but with § the arrogant and him 
of high looks.’ Let our laboring men, then, the mechanics 


and the farmers, attend the convention. They can easily 


arrange their business so as to make it convenient to be in 


Providence at that time.” 

Here, sir, is the prospectus of the sixth volume 
of the Liberator, published at Boston by Isaac 
Knapp. Prefixed to it is an incendiary picture; 
and it contains the following passage, which 


1836. 
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strong point of view, the extent of the agitation 


on this subject throughout the non-slaveholding ` 


States: 


«u The sixth volume of the Liberator commences on the 
ist of January, 1838. During the term of its existence it 
has succeeded, iu despite of calumny and a strong opposi- 
uon, in dispelling the apathy of the nation, creating an ex- 
traordmary and most auspicious interest for the oppressed, 
inducing a rigid investigation of the subject, and securing a 
host or mortal combatants who are pledged never to retreat 
trom the feld. 
keeping them touger in bondage, the duty of giving them 
immediate treedom, are the topics of conversation or dis- 
cussion in ali debating societies, in Lyceums, in stages and 
steamboats, in pulpits and in periodicals, in the family cir- 
cle, aud between aman and his friend. The current of 
publie sentiment is turning, and soon it will roll a mighty 


river, sweeping away in its healthful and resistless career | 


all the pollutions of slavery.” 


This prospectus is accompanied by an anony- 
mous communication, for which, of course, I 
cannot vouch, which states that Dr. Channing has 
softened the asperity of his remarks on Thomp- 
son, the foreign anti-slavery missionary, in his 
late work on slavery; that it has, in consequence, 
been stereotyped by the Abolitionists, and that 
the demand for it is insatiable. My colleague, 
(Mr. Pickens,] in the course of his remarks the 
other day, made an allusion to Dr. Channing, 
which drew from the gentleman from Massachu- 
stis who sits near me [Mr. Hoar] a warm and 
passionate eulogum. He said he was a man who 
had stamped his genius upon the age—a being 
almost too pure for such a world as this. Ido not 
wish to wound the feelings of that gentleman, nor 
those of any friend of Dr. Channing on this fluor, 
but I feel compelled to speak my sentiments re- 
specting him without disguise or qualification. I 
have heard it said of him, by those well qualified 
to judge, that he is a man of superficial learning, 
a literary scavenger, whose acquirements consist 
of the mere offals of science, filched from those 
literary shambles, the reviews and magazines of 
Europe and America. I mightassume too much 
were Ito pronounce this condemnation of him 
here. But this much I will say, that, while. I 
have found in his writings many pleasing pas- 
sages, I have rarely met with anything evincing 
protoundaess or originality of thought. I have 

lanced my eye over his last publication, which 
Tnow hold in my hand, and I have seldom seen 
so puerile a production from a man of ordinary 
reputation. It exhibits not only shameful ignor- 
ance of the subject of which he treats, but he has 
erected a tissue of stale, faise, shallow, and de- 
clamatory reasoning even or acknowledged facts. 
I beg leave to read to the House the following 
passage: 

+ How far the obligation to conjugal fidelity, the sacred- 
ness of domestic ties will be revered amid such temptations, 
such facilities to vice as are involved in slavery, needs no 
exposition ; #0 terrible is the connection of crimes! They 
who invade the domestic rights of others suffer in their own 
houses. The household of the slave may be broken up 
arbitrarily by the master, but he finds his revenge, if revenge 
he asks, in the blight which the master’s unfaithfulness 
sheds over his domestic joys. i 
licentiousness ; it is tainted with a deadlier pestilence than 
the plague.”’—Page 92. 

I will not inflict a review of this work on the 
House, but I must be allowed to say that he has 
not only enacted a second part to O’Connell, but 
also to Tappan, to Garrison, Wright, Knapp, 
‘Thompson, and the whole gang of abolition ora- 
tors and writers on both sides of the Atlantic. 
He has but collected and compiled their cant, and 
if he has sometimes used better English he has 
not added to its force, or spirit, or dignity, or 
decency. The terms in whic 
ized the morals of the South are gross, scandalous, 
and false. The licentiousness of which he speaks 
exists only in the impurity 


of his own imagina- 
tion. And in thus calumniating us, he has ex- 


hibited a lownessand malignity of mind unworthy : 


of a scholar, unworthy a divine, and unworthy 
of a gentleman. I ask pardon of the House for 
using such emphatic language. I regret to use 
it towards any porion ere or elsewhere; but 
when a man, and particularly a man of reputa- 
tion, no matter how acquired, lends himself to 
the purposes of Arthur Tappan, and leagues with 
that not more detested monster, Murrell, to steep 
our land in blood and cover it with ashes, it be- 
comes every one to express, in plain language, 
the honest indignation of his heart. 


The wrongs of the slaves, the danger of , 


A slave country reeks with ` 


h he has character- |! 


| As the last evidence which I shall offer of the 
; extent of excitement at the North upon the slave 

question, I will read the following extracts from 
: a letter from the western part of the State of New 
York. Itisdated 12th January, 1836. The writer 
of itis a gentleman who has been a close and 
shrewd observer of events passing around him. 


He is a man of talents and of strict integrity, and | 
is one who has done and suffered something for | 


his country. He says: 
« The madness which influences our northern people on 


the subject of slavery is well calculated to fill the stoutest | 


with dismay. The spirit which followed the Utica and 
Peterboro Convention of Abolitionists has totally changed 
the question from that of the emancipation of the slave to 
: that of the continuance of the Union.” 
* * * * 


* * 


* * 

: “The North is now laboring to unite her people against 

p you. The effort is immense and continual. The inclosed 

U anti-slavery pamphlets and some * Emancipators ? were dis- 
tributed at a Presbyterian prayer meeting in my neighbor- 
hood the other day, by the president of the anti-slavery 
society of this county, and were handed to me by the Dea- 
con of the church, through the hands of one of the men in 
my employ. The object is to unite the northern people in 
hatred of the peopte of the south, by false representations 
of the condition of their slaves, and by charges of cruelty, 
immorality, and irreligion. 
neighbors that these pamphlets are false in every particular, 
and that if they join in the ery of abolition, they must par- 
take of the enormous sin of bringing on a civil war, of de- 
stroying our Union, and of causing a renewal of the borrors 
of St. Domingo. And for what do they labor to bring on 
their country and their fetlow-citizens of the South these 
dreadful calamities? It is for the liberty of the slave; and 
in gaining that liberty, or in the attempt, they inevitably 
lose their own. But this view has no weight; the effort 
to free your slaves will be made; and Congress will be the 
ultimate scene of the struggle. Our next elections will 
mainly turn on this question, unless you settle it now and 
forever; thatis, before this session expires. If you adjourn 
without so settling it, you will have to resort to the bayonet 
to adjust it.” 


Mr. GRANGER, and Mr. LEE of New York, 
demanded the name of the author. 
Mr. HAMMOND. I cannot give it. 
, vouch for his character. 
| society around him I fear it would prove danger- 
| ous, if not fatal to him, to disclose his name. 
believe what I have just read. There can no longer 
be a doubt of the deep, pervading, uncontrollable 
excitement which shakes the free States on this 
i subject, nor of the energy and power with which 
the Abolitionists are pressing their mad and fatal 
‘schemes. Every mail from the North brings 
fresh news of agitation; every breeze is tainted 
| with it. It spreads like wild fire in the prairies, 


i. and throws its red glare up to heaven, that all | 


may see while it sweeps with resistless fury every- 
thing before it. [call on every slaveholder in 
this House, and in this country, to mark its fear- 
ful progress and prepare to meet it. He who 
falters here or elsewhere, he who shrinks from 
taking the highest and boldest ground 


the memory of those from whom he has inherited 
his rights; a traitor to his helpless offspring, who 
call upon hi 
: the blood w 
cause to flow! 


‘| probable result. 
cinctly 
hand. 

“Jay’s Inquiry, 


i 
j 
i 
i 


| judge, 


‘ guished John Jay. 
| copies of this work, 
He says: 

|| cc The society aim at effecting the following objects: 
|| «cist. The immediate abolition of slavery throughout the 
| United States. 

«92d. As a necessary consequence 

|| American slave trade. j 
i| «c34. The ultimate elevation of the black population to 
|! an equality with the white in civil and religious privileges.” 
i| Pp 141. 
Sir, the abolition of slavery can be expected to 
lÍ be effected in but three ways: through the medium 
| of the slaveholder, or the Government, or the 
slaves themselves. 

I think I may say that any appeal to the slave- 
holders will be in vain. In the whole history of 
the question of emancipation in Europe or Amer- 
ica, | do not remember a dozen instances of mas- 
tera freeing their slaves, atleast during their own 


I am told, have been sold. 


the suppression of the 


I will | 
But such is the state of ` 


at once, is | 
a traitor—a traitor to his native soil; a traitor to | 


m for protection—and on his head be 
hich his treachery or cowardice may | 


I believe, of the State of New York, and : 
‘a son—a most degenerate son—of the distin- ji 
More than five thousand :; 


|, states of society abroad, we see nothing to invite 


{ endeavor to convince my |! 


Allow me now to examine more closely the | 
| real designs of these Abolitionists, the means by ; 
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exhibits, possibly with some exaggeration, in a | 


Ho. or Reps. 


life time, from‘any quelms of conscience. If they 
are seized with these qualms, they usually sell 
their slaves first, and then give in their adhesion 
to the cause, as has been the case with some whom 
I could mention. 

The Abolitionist can appeal only to the hopes 
or fears or interest of the slaveholder to induce 
him to emancipate his slaves. So far as our hopes 
are concerned, I believe { can say we are perfectly 
satisfied. We have been born and bred ina slave 


| country; our habits are accommodated to them; 


and, so far as we have been able to observe other 


us to exchange our own; but, on the contrary, 
everything to induce us to prefer it above all 
others. 

As to our fears, I know it has been said by a 
distinguished Virginian, and quoted on this floor, 
“that the fire-bell in Richmond never rings at 
night, but the mother presses her infant more 
closely to her breast in dread of servile insurrec- 
tion.’ Sir, it is alla flourish. There may be 
nervous men and timid women, whose imagina- 
tions are haunted with unwonted fears, among 
us, as there are in all communities on earth, but 


| in no part of the world have men of ordinary firm- 


ness less fear of danger from their operatives than 
we have. The fires which, in a few years, have 


i desolated Normandy and Anjou—the great ma- 


: chine burning in the heart of England—the bloody 


1 


and eternal struggles of the Irish Catholics—and 
the mobs which, for some years past, have fig- 
ured in the northern States, burning convents, 
tearing down houses, spreading dismay and ruin 
through their cities, and even taking life—are ap- 
propriate illustrations of the peace and security 
of a community whose laborers are all free. On 
the other hand, during the two hundred years 
that slavery has existed in this country, there 
has, I believe, been but one serious insurrection, 


| and that one very limited in its extent. 


The appeal, however, to our interest, is that 


| which might appear to promise much success, for 


whatever it is the interest of a community to do, 
that (sooner or later) it will be sure to do. If 

ou will look over the world, you will find that 
in all those countries where slavery has been 


| found unprofitable, it has been abolished. In 
northern latitudes, where no great agricultural 


staple is produced, and where care, skill, and a 


| close economy enter largely into the elements of 


production, free labor has been found more valu- 
able than that of slaves. You will there find labor 
usually exercised in small combinations under 
the immediate eye of a watchfuland frugal master. 
I speak more particularly of those who cultivate 
the soil; but the large masses of mechanical opera- 
tives who are brought together form no exception 
to the principle. They are classified. There is 
an accurate division of their labor; each branch 
of it requires peculiar art, and in the higher de- 
partments a degree of skill must be attained, to 


| produce which stronger stimulants are necessary 


than can be ordinarily applied to slaves. 
In such countries the dominant classes have 
found it to their advantage to permit each indi- 


` yidual to accumulate for himself, and to deprive 


him of a portion of his earnings sufficient for 
their purposes through the operations of the Gov- 
ernment. Hence the partial emancipation of the 


 gerfs of the continent of Europe. Hence the aban- 


donment of villeinage in England, And hence 
the emancipation of slaves in the free States of 
this Union. But in southern latitudes, where 
great agricultural staples are produced ,and where 
not only a large combination of labor under the 
direction of one head is required, but it is also 
necessary that the connection between the oper- 
atives and that head should be absolute and in- 
dissoluble, domestic slavery is indispensable, To 
such a country it is as natural as the clime itself 
—as the birds and beasts to which that climate 
is congenial. The camel loves the desert; the 
reinder seeks the everlasting snows; the wild fowl 
gather to the waters; and the eagle wings his 
flight above the mountains. It is equally the 
order of Providence that slavery should exist 
among a planting people, beneath a southern sun. 
There the laborer must become a fixture of the 
soil. His task is not from day to day, nor from 
month to month, but from season to season, and 
from year to year. He myst be there to clear, to 


APPENDIX TO THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


614 


[February 1, 


JATH CONG... LST SEss. 


Ho. or Reps. 


— = zt 


break, to plant, to till, to gather, to fallow, and | 
to clear again; and he must be kept there bya 
never ceasing, unavoidable, and irresisible force. 
The system of ‘* strikes” so universally practiced 
in all other kinds of labor would desolate a plant- 
ing country in five years. If, in the heat of the ` 


common among slaves as divorces are among 
white persons where they can be with much | 
facility obtained. I am very sure that children | 
and parents do not so often part as, in the ordi- 
nary course of emigration in this country, the 


is no such thing as gradual emancipation, even 
if we were to consent toit. Those who know the 


i negro character cannot doubt, what the recent 


experiments in the West Indies fully prove, that 
the first step you take towards emancipation 
bursts at once and forever the fetters of the slave. 


crop, when the loss of one or two days even may 
irreparably ruin it, the laborers were to abandon 
the fields and demand higher wages, the owner 
would haveno otheralternative than tosay to them 
‘«work, and take enough to satisfy yourselves” 
—which would, of course, be all. Sir, it is not 
the interest of the planters of the South to eman- 
cipate their slaves, and it never can be shown to 
be so. 

Slavery is said to be an evil; that it impover- | 
ishes the people and destroys their morals. If 
it be anevil, it is one to us alone, and we are 
contented with it—why should others interfere? 7 
But it is no evil. On the contrary, I believe it to '' 
be the greatest of all the great blessings which a ` 
kind Providence has bestowed upon our glorious 
region. For without it, our fertile soil and our 
fructifying climate would have been given to us ` 
in vain. As itis, the history of the short period 
during which we have enjoyed it has rendered 
our southern country provervial for its wealth, 
its genius, its manners. 

Failing, as the Abolitionists must do, in every 
appeal to the slaveholder, let us see with what | 
probability of success they can call upon the | 
Government to emancipate our negroes. There 
are about two million three hundred thousand 
slaves at this moment in the United States, and 
their annual increase is about sixty thousand. | 
Sir, even the British Government did not dare to 
emanicipate the slaves of its enslaved West India 


do among the freest and proudest of our land. 
Sir, our slaves are a peaceful, kind-hearted, and , 
affectionate race, satisfied with their lot, happy 
in their comforts, and devoted to their masters. 
It will not be an easy thing to seduce them from 
their fidelity. But if, by an artful and delusive 
appeal to his excited passions, the Abolitionist 
should succeed in drawing the slave into his 
fiendish purposes, our never-sleeping watchful- 
ness would speedily detect every conspiracy that 
might be formed. Our habits in this respect have ` 
become a second instinct. 
| prompt and personal as our courage—as faithful 
a guardian, and not more troublesome. 
not arise from fear, but from the fact that we | 
ourselves, to a great extent, constitute our own | 
police, and in guarding against minor evils, will 
not fail to discover every danger of great magni- 
tude. 
the case. Every insurrection which has yet been 
meditated—and there have been but very few— | 
when not discovered by some faithful slave, has | 
been soon discovered by the whites—the unfor- | 
tutate occurrence at Southampton only excepted, | 
if that can be called an insurrection which was 
the bloody outbreaking of six drunken wretches. 
I believe that every appeal to the slave to assist, 
through the horrid process of burning and assas- 
sination, in his own emancipation, much as it is | 
(in secret at least) cherished, will be without 


Our vigilance is as 


Such has been, and such will always be, 


subjects withoutsome compensation. They gave | success. 


them about sixty per cent. of their value. It. 


could scarcely be expected that this Government | circumstances, and by any means, emancipation, , 


Sir, I feel firmly convinced that, under any 


would undertake to free our slaves without pay- || gradual or immediate, is impossible. We may 


ing for them. ‘Their value, at $400 average, (and | 
they are now worth more than that,) would 
amount to upwards of nine hundred millions. 
The value of their annual increase alone is | 
$24,000,000; so that to free them in one hundred 
years, without the expense of taking them from | 
the country, would require an annual appropria- 
tion of between thirty-three and thirty-four mil- 
lion dollars. The thing is physically impossible. | 
But it is impossible for another reason: the mo- 
ment this House undertakes to legislate upon this 
subject, it dissolves the Union. Should it be my 
fortune to have a seat upon this floor, I will 
abandon it the instant the first decisive step is 
taken, looking towards legislation on this sub- 
ject. I will go home to preach and, if I can, to 
practice disunion, and civil war if need be. A 
revolution must ensue, and this Republic sink in 


blood. . | 
The wd remaining chance for the Abolitionists 
to succeed in their nefarious schemes will be by 


appealing to the slaves themselves; and, say what | 
they will, this is the great object at which they 
aim. For this are all their meetings, publica- 
tions, Jectures, and missions; to excite a servile f 
insurrection, and in the language of the miscreant `; 
Thompson, to ‘‘ teach the slave to cut his master’s | 
throat.” This will be no easy task. Sir, itisa 
proverb that no human being is perfectly con- 
tented with his lot; and it may be true that some ; 
strolling emissary may extract, occasionally,com- | 
laints from southern slaves and spread them | 
efore the world. But such instances are rare. 
As a class, I say it boldly, there is not a happier, 
more contented race upon the face of the earth. | 
I have been born and brought up in the midst of | 
them, and so far as my knowledge and experience | 
extend, I should say they have every reason to || 
be happy. Lightly tasked, well clothed, well | 
fed—far better than the free laborers of any coun- || 
try in the world, our own and those, perhaps, of ; 
the other States of this Confederacy alone ex- : 
cepted—their lives and persons protected by the |! 
law, all their sufferings alleviated by the kindest 
and most interested care, and their domestic af- 
fections cherished and maintained, at least so far 
as I haye known, with conscientious delicacy. 
‘A gentleman from Masgachusetts [Mr. Apams] 
has introduced upon this floor the abolition cant 


; tionist could accomplish all his objects. 


of wives and husbands, parents and children, 
torn from each gther’s arms, and separated for- 


I 
if 
i 
i 
j 
! 
| 
i 
| 
| 
i 
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be disturbed in our comforts, harassed, injured— 
perhaps some porin sufferings may be the con- 
sequences of these mad and savage projects, but 
slavery can never be abolished. The doom of 
Ham has been branded on the form and features 
of his African descendants. The hand of fate 
has united his color and his destiny. Man can- 
not separate what God hath joined. 

But, admitting for a moment that the Aboli- 
Sup- 
pose the bonds of the slave were broken pei 


i fully, and he was turned loose to choose his life 


and occupation on the face of the earth, what 


| would probably be his actual state? Sir, we 


have some experience on this subject. I hold in 
my hand a paper containing an account of the 


situation of a colony of free blacks in Brown ' 


county, in Ohio, which I ask permission for the 
Clerk to read. (d) 
Such are the blessed fruits of abolition; and to 


| make such miserable and degraded wretehes as 


these are we called on to give up our happy, in- 
dustrious, and useful slaves—to strike out of 


| existence nine hundred millions of active and 


inestimable capital, and impoverish and desolate 
the fairest region of the globe? 
that this is the dark side of the picture, and that 


emancipation—‘* gradual emancipation”’—would | 
Although Iam! 


produce far better consequences. 
perfectly satisfied that no human process can 
elevate the black man to an equality with the 
white—admitting that it could be done—are we 


prepared for the consequences which then must | 


foxow? Are the people of the North prepared 
to restore to them two fifths of their rights of 
voters, and place their political power on an 
equality with their own? Are we prepared to 


see them mingling in our legislation? Is any | 


portion of this country prepared to see them 


enter these Halls and ake their seats by our | 


sides, in perfect equality with the white repre- 
sentatives of an Anglo-Saxon race? to see them 


fill that chair? to see them placed at the heads of | 


your Departments? or to see, perhaps, some 
Othello, or Toussaint, or Boyer, gifted with 
genius and inspired by ambition, grasp the pres- 
idential wreath and wield the destinies of this 
great Republic? From such a picture 1 turn 
with irrepressible disgust. 

But, sir, no such consequences as either of 
these vicwa exhibit can take place with us. There 


It does | 


But it is said `; 


In our country, where the two classes of popu- 
lation are so nearly cqual, such a state of things 
as now exist in Jamaica would not last a day— 
an hour. Sir, any species of emancipation with 
us would be followed instantly by civil war be- 
tween the whites and blacks—a bloody, exterm- 
inating war, the result of which could not be 
doubtful, although it would be accompanied with 
horrors such as history has not recorded. The 
, blacks would be annihilated, or once more subju- 
. gated and reduced to slavery. Such a catastrophe 
would be inevitable. 
Permit me now for a moment to look into the 
' causes of this vast and dangerous excitement, for 
it is intimately connected with the truc merits of 
this important question. I am not disposed to 
attribute it to any peculiar feelings of hostility 
entertained by the North against the South, 
arising from position merely. It is indeed natu- 
‘yal that a people not owning slaves should enter- 
tain a strong aversion to domestic servitude. It 
is natural that the descendants of the Puritans, 
without any deep investigation of the subject, 
should have an instinctive hostility to slavery in 
every shape. It is natural that foreigners with 
whom the North is crowded—just released them- 
selves from bondage—extravagant in their no- 
tions of the freedom of our institutions, and pro- 
foundly ignorant of the principles on which 
society and government are organized, should 
view with horror the condition of the southern 
operatives. And here let me say that these opin- 
ions, so natural, so strong, and so distinctly 
marking the geographical divisions of our coun- 
try, indicate differences which, if pushed much 
further, will irresistibly separate us into two na- 
tions. A separation which I should regard as a 
calamity to the whole human race, and which we 
of the South will endeavor to avert by every 
means save the sacrifice of our liberties, or the 
i Subversion of our domestic institutions. 
But other causes are at work. This excite- 
ment belongs to the spirit of the age. Every 
close observer must perceive that we are ap- 
: proaching, if we have not already reached, anew 
'erain civilization. The man of the nineteenth 
-; century is not the man of the seventeenth, and 
widely different from him of the eighteenth. 
| Within the last sixty years there have been 
|| greater changes—not on the face of the earth, 
| but in the history of civilized man—than had 
‘taken place before, perhaps, since the reign of 
| Charlemagne. The progress and the philosophy 
| of the events which have brought us to this state 
‘may be readily perceived and stated. Formerly 
all learning was confined to the clergy—all polit- 
| ical power to the hereditary rulers of the people. 
The invention of printing dispersed knowledge 
i among the middle classes. The clergy could no 
| longer absorb it all. The first effect of this was 
‘| the destruction of ecclesiastical despotism which 
t: was consummated by the reformation. The next, 
a war of intelligence against political oppression. 
But the glittering temptations of power seduced 
| it from its purposes—allured it to its assistance, 
l and used its energies to rivet more closely their 
chains upon the people. At length Government 
could no longer absorb all the talents and acquire- 
i| ments and ambition of the world. Then the 
effects of the contest began to show themselves. 
The tremendous conflicts for political ascendancy 
|| which took place in the British Parliament during 
the reign of George II., were followed by the 
American Revolution, which was produced: by 
the great intellects of this country, whom Gov- 
ernment could neither conciliate to its abuses, nor 
'| purchase, nor intimidate. Next came the terri- 
: ble tragedy—the French revolution—which was 
| confessedly brought about by the writings of the 
great philosophers of France. Since that period 
| man appears no longer to be the being that he 
was. His moral virtues seem to have been 
| changed as by some sudden revelation of the 
Almighty, although the close observer sees that 
the great cause which had been so long and so 
silently, but surely, working to effect this pur- 
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se, w zide i N | P i i Phe bann 
ose, was the wide increase of knowledge. s! menced. A crusade is proclaimed. The banner 
! has been hoisted, and on it is inscribed that vis- 


ursting from the trammels of centuries of igno- 
rance and sloth, he has been pressing onward for 
good and evil, with an energy tremendous and 
terrifie, All nature has felt the impulse. The 
thinair has been converted into a resistless power. 
Steam, whose very definition was a useless 
vapor, has been made the most tremendous en- 
gine which has ever yet been placed in human 
nands—-overconung in its infancy time, space, 
and resistance, with a celerity and ease just not 
supernatural. Railroads have been thrown over 
swamps, rivers, lakes, and mountains, which, 
connecting new and distant points, open vast 
channels tor intercourse and commerce. Labor- 
saving machinery of every kind has been incal- 
culably improved; much of it perfected. In one 
word, we have reached a period when physical 
impossibilities are no longer spoken of. What 
was visionary yesterday, is planned, estimated, 
and resolved upon to-day—to-morrow it is put 
in execution, and the third day superseded by 
something more wonderful and important still. 

During the period of this mighty change, the 

reat struggle between the rulers and the ruled 
nas been carried on with corresponding vigor; 
through the thousand channels which genius has 
opened, wealth has flown in to aid it in its con- 
test with the strong arm of power. The two 
combined, finding themselves still unable to cope 
with the time-hardened strength of hereditary 
government,and eager, impatient, almost frenzied 
to achieve its conquest, have called in to their 
assistance another ally—the people. Not the 
“ people,” as we have hitherto been accustomed 
in this country to define that term, but (he MOB — 
THE SANS CCLOTTES. Proclaimingas their watch- 
word that immortal, but now prostituted senti- 
ment, ‘that all men are born free and equai,’’ 
they have rallied to their standard the ignorant, 
uneducated, semi-barbarous mass which swarms 
and starves upon the face of Europe! Unnatural 
and debasing union! Hereditary institutions are 
gone. Already have the nobility of France been ` 
overthrown. ‘Their days are numbered in the 
British Empire. Let them go on. I am not 
their advocate. What next? Confiscation has 
begun! The end is as obvious as if it were 
written on the wall. The hounds of Acteon 
turned upon their master. Genius and wealth, 
stimulated by ‘an ambition that o’erleaps itself,” 
have called these spirits from the vasty deep, but 
they will down no more. The spoils of victory 
are theirs, and they will gorge and fatten on 
them. 

In this country we have no hereditary institu- 
tions to attract the first fury of this tempest, which 
is also brewing here; for the electric fluid has 
crossed the ocean, and the elements denote that it 
isexpanding over the northernarch of ourhorizon. 
‘The question of emancipation which, in Europe, 
iy only a collateral issue—a mere ramification of 
the great controversy between hereditary power 
and ultimate agrarianism—has become with us 
the first and most important question; partly be- 
cause the levelers here have not yet the heavy 
pressure of political oppression, and partly be- 
cause they have regarded our institutions of sla- 
very as most assimilated to an aristocracy. In 
this they are right. I accept the term. It isa 
government of the best. Combining all the advant- 
ages, and possessing but few of the disadvant- 
aves, of the aristocracy of the old world—without 
fustering, to an unwatrantaBle extent, the pride, 
the exclusiveness, the selfishness, the thirst for 
sway, the contempt for the rights of others, which 
distinguish the nobility of Europe—it gives us 
their education, their polish, their munificence, 
their high honor, their undaunted spirit. | Slavery 
does indeed create an aristocracy —an aristocracy 
of talents, of virtue, of generosity, and courage. 
In aslave country every freeman 1s an aristocrat. 
Be he rich or poor, if he does not 
slave, he has been born to all the natural advant- 
ages of the society in which he is placed, and all 
its honors lie open before him, inviting his genius 
and industry. Sir, Ido firmly believe that do- 
mestic slavery, regulated as ours 18, produces the 
highest-toned, the purest, best organization of 
society that has ever existed on the face of the 
earth. 


Against this institution war has been com- 


|] 


| for the course I have taken here. 


: Lam right or wrong. 


ionary and disastrous sentiment, ‘ Equality to i 
all mankind;” although there is no analogous i 
equality in the moral or physical creation, in | 
earth, air, or water, in this world, or in the world | 
to come, if our religion be not altogether wrong. | 
The sans culottes are moving. On the banks of i. 
the Hudson, the Ohio, and the Susquehannah— | 
on the hills, and in the vales, and along the ‘iron : 
bound coast ” of immaculate New England, they ` 
are mustering their hosts and preparing for their 
ravages. Let them come! we will be ready. 
Standing on our instiutions, which of themselves 
give us a strength almost impregnable, and rally- : 
ing around them as one man, with the help of 
God I believe we shall be able to roll back the ji 
frantic tide to whence it came. But woe unto the 
man of substance in the North whose infatuation 
may impel them to join this fatal crusade. The 
blood hounds they are setting upon us, success- 
ful or unsuccessful, will in due time come back 
from the chase; and come back to seize upon the 
accumulations of their industry, to overturn their 
altars, and desolate their household. Such, sir, 
are the causes and the history, and such I believe il 
will be the result, of this ill-omened excitement, 
which at the first impulse has shaken this Union 
to its center. 

L have touched on topics to-day which have not | 
heretofore been broached within these walls. In 
thus departing from the usual silence of the South 
upon this subject, it may be thought that I have 
gone too far. But times have changed. They . 
changed before our eyes with the rapidity of ' 
thought. Painful as itis, the truth should now 
be told, for shortly it will speak itself, and in a 
voice of thunder. We cannot, in my judgment, 
avoid this danger longer, by closing our eyes upon | 
it, and lulling our people into a false security. 
Nor can we justify ourselves before the world for 
the course which we may be compelled to take in |; 
order to maintain our rights without boldly de- 
claring what those rights are, defining them, and 
showing that they are inestimable. All minor 
considerations must give way to effect those all- 
important objects. These have been my motives 
I leave it to the 
rapidly approaching crisis to determine whether 


Sir, if 1 were asked what it is, under existing 
circumstances, the South desires the North to do, 
I should say, ‘* Pass laws in your different States 
forbidding, by the severest penalties, the publi- 
cation or circulation of such incendiary pamph- 
lets as I have exhibited here to-day.” This your | 


‘| stealer, 


possessa single || 
| fought for the liberty of speech and of the press 


| infringing o 
| the press. 


` slander? 


“i able for libel? 


ij striking illustration of which has happened 


Legislatures are fully competent to do without 
n freedom of speech, or freedom of | 
That freedom means well regulated, 
t unrestrained licentious- | 
|l ness. Have you not laws to punish libel and 
If a citizen of the State of New York | 

| were to say of another citizen, that he was a 
|“ land pirate,” ‘a murderer,” and ‘a man 
> would he not be liable to an action of 

hese things of him, 


legal freedom, and no 


slander? If he were to write t 
| or caricature him by infamous and disgusting 
pictorial representations, would he not be indict- 
What violation, then, of social or 
| constitutional right would it be to extend the ben- ' 
efit of these same laws to us? i 
We ask nothing more than the recognition of 
la well known principle of international law, a 
within || 
i the memory of many who now hear me. Ie will |, 
‘be recollected that just before the war between 
| France and England, which broke out in 1803, 
the English presses teemed with abuse of the 
' First Consul. Bonaparte complained to the Eng- 
lish Ministers. They indicted Peltier, tried, and 
convicted him. The declaration of war only 
prevented him from receiving his punishment. 
If England, where there have been more battles 


\ 


‘than in any portion of the world, felt herself |! 
: bound to indict a journalist for libeling her great- |! 
| est enemy—the enemy of the whole human race |; 
'—on the very eve of war with him, is it unrea- i 
‘ sonable to require you to extend the same Justice | 
‘to the grossly slandered and deeply injured peo- p 
| ple of the South; brethren, as you cali us, of one 


great Confederacy, devoted to the same great 


‘so often mingled our blood with 


allowed to enter. 


| and to enforce 


| may make them nece 


Ho. or Reps. 
„and who have 
yours, on the 


principles of constitutional libert 


same glorious battle-field ? 

Sir, I cannot believe gentlemen are sincere when 
they urge here this slang about the right of peti- 
tion, and the freedom of speech, and of the press, 
as though any one here had the remotest desire 
to curtail them. When Tappan, and Garrison, 
and Gerrit Smith, and such as they are, use this 
cant, I understand them; they wish to inflame 
the popular passions by false appeals to popular 
rights. But when such men as the gentlemen 


_from Massachusetts, [Messrs. Apams and CusH- 


ING,] and the gentleman from New York, [Mr. 


. GRANGER,] who favored us the other day with 


eulogiums on certain Abolitionists, introduce 
it on this floor, I do not—yes, I do understand 
them. But I will not press that point, for I wish 
to connect this question with no political intrigues 
or discussions. 

I will say frankly that I do not believe we shall 


i be able to obtain the passage of such laws as I 
have alluded to in any non-slaveholding State. 


Sir, there is not a man of any note, or at least of 
any political aspiration, who will dare to make 
such a proposition. He would be prostrated, and 
forever. e would be covered with a mountain 
of public odium under which he could never rise 
again. And I want no stronger evidence of the 
true state of public sentiment in those States than 


. this single fact. 


What does the South ask next? She asks, and 


` this at least she has a right to demand, that these 


petitions be not received here and recorded on 
your Journals. This Houst at least ought to be 
a sanctuary, into which no such topic should be 
Representatives from every 
section of the Republic ought to be permitted 
to come here faithfully to perform their duties to 


' theirconstituents and their country,without being 


subjected to these incendiary attacks—their feel- 
ings insulted, their rights assaulted, and the falsest 
calumnies of themselves and those they represent 
thrown on them daily, and perpetuated to their 
posterity, and all the world, among the archives 
of the Union. Is this demanding anything un- 
reasonable, unjust, unkind? Sir, we cannot en- 
dure it. If these things are to be permitted here, 
you drive us from your councils. Let the conse- 
quences rest on you. 

But even if this House should refuse to receive 
these petitions, Iam not one of those who per- 
mits himself to trust that the conflict will be at 
anend. No, sir; we shall still have to meet it 
elsewhere. We will meet it. It is our inevit- 
able destiny to meet it in whatever shape it comes, 
or to whatever extremity it may go. Our State 
Legislatures will have to passlaws regulating our 
police with astricter hand. They will have to pass 
laws prohibiting the circulation 
of incendiary pamphlets through the mail within 
their limits. We may have to adopt an entire 
non-intercourse with the free States, and finally 


| we may have to dissolve this Union. From none 


of these measures can we shrink as circumstances 
ssary. Our last thought 
will be togive up our institutions "We were born 
and bred under them, and will maintain them, or 
die in their defense. And I warn the Abolition- 
ist—ignorant, infatuated barbarians as they are—— 
that if chance should throw any of them into 
our hands, he may expect a FELON’s DEATH. No 
human law, no buman influence can arrest his 
fate. The superhuman instinct of self-preserva~ 
tion, the indignant feelings of an outraged peo- 
ple, to whose hearthstones he is seeking to carry 
death and desolation, pronounce his doom; and 
if we failed to accord it to him we should be un- 
worthy of the forms we wear, unworthy of the 
beings whom it is our duty to een and we 
should merit and expect the indignation of of- 
fended Heaven. 


NOTES. 
Auxiliaries and Friends of the American 
Anti-Slavery Society. 
Dear Breraren: At the last annual meeting of the 
American Anti Slavery Society, it was ‘* Resolved that an 


(a) Address to the 


i effort be made to raise $30,000 for the use of the society 


Abolitionists present pledge 


the present year, and that the i 
y may respectively 


themselves to raise such sums as the 
offer.’ š , p 

Donations and pledges were immediately obtained 
amounting to $14,500. 
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Additional pledges have since been obtained in Boston i ing off occasionally a little of the surplusage. Every one | 
to the amount of $4,000. The sum of $11,500 remains to || can easily see that these southern gentlemen have before 
be raised. As there are known to be more than two hun- |, them a magnificent prospect of wealth and power, provided | 

dred anti-slavery societies on kindred principles with the | the rest of the Union will continue to be their humble ser- 
American, we have no doubt that this sum can speedily be | vants in enabling them to keep their slaves in subjection. ! 
made up. Each society has only to raise $150, and the | Now the avowed design of the Abolitionists is to abolish 
work is done. We believe that those societies which | slavery—not indeed by force of arms, but by forming against 
remain unpledged will joyfully come forward to do their it public opinion, which will be even more powerful. They 
proportion as soon as called on, * * * + * have combined together to propagate the doctrine. that € all 

The plan proposed at the annual meeting, and now men are made of one blood,’ and of course are ‘ created 
adopted by the executive committee, in the confident belief equal ;? vast sums of money are now pledged to propagate | 
that the means will be furnished, is this: the sentiment throughoutthe whole land. Agents are iec- 

1. To increase the number of agents, by appointing as turing, papers are circulating, societies are forming, and 
many able, efficient, and thoroughgoing men as can be thousands continually joining them. It seems as if the 
obtained. world will soon be on fire. ‘What is to be done? Argu- 

2. To commence the distribution of publications on a ment has been tried and exhausted in vain! Mobs have 
new and extended scale. been tried, with little effect!) The heresy spreads like fire 

The following publications will be issued monthly, viz: in the whirlwind. ‘The last remedy is now demanded— 

1. On the first week of cach month, a small folio paper, ', extermination entire—nothing less will do! If matters go 
entitled Human Rights, to be filled with facts and argu- `: on as they are, the result is obvious ; every man who does 
ments on the subject of slavery and its remedy, written in | not hold slaves will set his face against slavery; and then 
a plain and familiarstyle. Of this twenty thousand copies ~ how will half a million of men continue to hold more than 
will be printed, to be increased to fifty thousand or more, two millions in bondage? Mark the design! All force is 
as soon as arrangements can be made to have them promptly : disavawed ; but then the slaveholder must, so soon as the 
and judiciously distributed among the reading population. tide of public opinion rolls against him, yield up his slaves 5 

2. On the second week, the Anti-Slavary Record,asmall he cannot hold them without aid, much less can he bear 
magazine, with cuts, will be printed, to the number of . the reproach that will be heaped upon them. 
twenty-five thousand copies. “It is not to be disguised, sir, that war has broken out 

3. On the third week, the Emancipator will be printed, between the South and the North, not easily to be termin- 
on a large imperial sheet of the size of the New York Ob- ated. Political and commercial men, for their own pur- 
server, or the New York Evangelist. This will contain poses, are industriously striving to restore peace. But the 
more extended essays and descriptions, on points connected peace which they may accomplish will be superficial and 
with the cause. It is expected that from fifteen to twenty- hollow. True and permanent peace can only be restored i 
five thousand copies will be printed monthly this year. by removing the cause of the war—that is, slavery. It | 

4. On the fourth week will be issued twenty-five thou- can never be established on any other terms. The sword | 
sand copies of the Stave’s Friend, a juvenile magazine, now drawn will not be sheathed till victory, entire victory, | 
with cuts, adapted especially for circulation among chil- _ is ours or theirs—not until that deep and damning stain is 
dren and youth. washed out from our nation, or the chains of slavery are 

All these publications will be distributed gratuitously by riveted afresh where they now are, and on our necks also. 
the aid of the auxiliaries, to those who are not Abolitionists, It is idle, criminal, to speak of peace on any other terms.” 
or will be sold at the office to friends of the cause, ata very 
low rate. * * = The present is the time for action. 

* * * * * 


(c) Preamble. 


* * * * * : ec Pe ee i 
Let female societies be formed. Female societies prob- Whereas, unconditional slavery exists to a fearful extent 


. ae : soar amongst us as a nation, in violation of those principles that 
ably did more for the abolition of slavery in Great Britain a arpa rae 
than those of the other sex. They scattered anti-slavery | mowed our fathers to the dreadful struggte of the Revolution | 


: — that ail men are created equal; that they are endowed 
tracts, handbills, pamphlets, and books, everywhere. They ` by their Creator with certain unalienable rights—that among 
circulated petitions ; they covered articles of furniture or l 


: ‘ ie these are life, fiberty, and the pursuit of happiness.’ | 
apparel, such as pin-cushions, work. boxes, handkerchiefs, || Whereas, the a ristotonay of the sduth are detere ined to | 


boxes vasket; Paa e users of noe nak , eee ey | perpetuate it by means scarcely less dreadful than the tor- 
made the matter a topic of conversation on almost all ocea- tures of the Inquisition, and the. [bastard] anisioeney of 
sions. Several societies of ladies in this country have al- the Nore ae aiding their chivalrous omnes ol the 
ready commenced the same: course: with goad, cuccess South in their inhuman endeavors by misrepresenting, 
Let the female sex, then, throughout the land, emulate the |: San threntening, and eal E shoe wia boldiy 
Riess n : ° espouse the cause of universal freedom, and further, by 
emor made by their sisters over the ocean, in this work of : circulating publications ana making speeches so highly in- 
CE ee aye z ! cendiary as to excite mobs, and impel them to their ruth- ; 
work, Minden wea EA i the-same | less work of terror and destruction. Whereas, the crisis 
We hope Abolitionists will everywhere make it a per- has arrived at which the descendants of the pilgrims must 
sonal business to distribute the publications ; that they will determine whether they wil establish te shameful and 
not let tbem be thrown away, but put them in the hands cowardly precedentof surrendering their most sacred rights 
$ i i : Se : 
only of those who will read and think. Letno Abolitionist, | artue nod of an arrogant domineering, ana shit conceited 
at home or abroad, ever be without a supply, and be ready ` aristocracy, or, in the spirit of their fathers, manfully main- 
to embrace every favorable opportunity. > _tainthem. And whereas, if we remain silent aud inactive, | 
Petitions to Congress for the abolition of slavery in the : Wwe, effectually surrender those righte,and with chou 6 
District of Columbia should be put in circulation imme- hopes of the slave, till the prediction of Jefferson shall be 
diately. The minds of the members of Congress should realized, and the slave, fearless and free, shall till the Jand 
if possible, be enlightened as to the real design of the Amer- eee enriched withthe: Blood Sf his: master.: 
ican Anti-Slavery Society, and their prejudices should be | ý 2 
ienióved, asia nany it Yay easily ite; by personal intere “ Resolved, Under a deep sense of duty to ourselves, to | 
views with Abolitionists. ‘The way may thus be prepared the slave, to our country, and to God, that, ‘sink orswim, 
for a more favorable hearing before the Representatives of | live or die, survive or perish,’ we will exercise the right of || 
pi Pi a ‘t $ k j: discussing the subject of slavery ; that we will use all con- :! 


the people. E stitutional and s for i inati i 
peaceful means for its speedy termination 
ARTHUR TAPPAN, and to act the more efficiently, form ourselved into a so- H 
JOHN RANKIN, į ciety, and adopt the following,” &c. 
LEWIS TAPPAN, i 
JOSHUA LEAVITT, 
SAMUEL E. CORNISH, 
WILLIAM GOODELL, 
ABRAHAM L. COX, 
THEODORE S. WRIGHT, 
SIMEON 8. JOCELYN, 
ELIZAR WRIGHT, Jr., 
Executive Committee of the American Anti-Slavery So- 
ciety. 1 


From the Cincinnati Gazette. | 


(d) “ Asonirion.—Some forty miles from Cincinnati, to | 

| the east, are two settlements of free negroes—probably near | 
a thousand—men, women, and children, of the true ebony | 
color, with a very little mixture of the mahogany or lighter | 

| shades. ‘The negroes own the land occupied by them, but | 
without the power to sell. Each family has a small farm. | 
They are cmancipated slaves, and these lands were pur- | 
| 

| 


noes A : chased expressly for them, and parceled o è 
(b) “ There are now about half a million that still have the gi about fifteen yenta ago. ; p Bp anions them 


liberty of holding slaves; their slaves now amount to up- || 
wards of two millions, and their landed estates are of vast |: but by good management could be made very good; they : 
extent; they have entire control over eleven States. The || are particularly well adapted to grass, either meadow or | 
poorer classes of the white people are well trained to sub- |; pasture. : 

jection, and occupy a grade a little above that of the slaves. | “ Having been formerly slaves and compelled to work 
Few nobles in Europe can command so great a retinue of |; one would suppose they ought to have industrious habits. 
servants, and no king on earth possesses more absolute | They have had every inducement to industry and good con- 
authority. Indeed, such is their dignity, wealth, and influ- || duct held out to them. The experiment was to test the 
ence, that although but half a million, they are able to con- |: merits of the’ negro race under the most favorable circum- 
trol twelve and a half millions, and do in fact govern the |: stances for success. 

Union ; and the plan is now laid to keep up and increase « Has this experiment succeeded? No, it has not. Inall 
their dignity, wealth, and power, to future generations. |! Ohio, can any white settlement be found ‘equally wretched 
They have managed so wisely as to get the whole Union |! equally unproductive? 4 
bound by the Constitution to keep their slaves in subjec- “ Farms given to them fifteen years ago, instead of being 
tion, and to allow them a representation in the General |: well improved, and the timber preserved for farming, have 
Government in proportion to the number of their slaves. || been sadly managed—small awkward clearings. and those 
The increase of these, already fifty-four thousand a year, || not in grass, but exhausted and worn out in com crops— 
will soon give the increase of one Representative every |; the timber greatly destroyed—wretched log-houses, with 
year. By the aid of the rest of the Union, the slaves can || mud floors—with chimneys of mud and wood—with little 
be kept in subjection until they shall have become much |! timber for further farming. 

more numerous than the white people, provided they are * They are so excessively lazy and stupid, that the people 
prevented from learning to read, and thus kept in total || of Georgetown, (near by their camps,) and the neighboring 
Sgnorance. And for this purpose, laws are passed with || farmers will not employ them as work hands to any extent. 
heavy penalties against teaching slaves to read. Now, it || They do not raise produce enough on their own lands to 
is obvidus, that by those means slavery might he extended |! feed their families, much tess do they have a surplus for | 


“Their lands are not of the best quality of Ohio lands; ` 


3 remote posterity, ‘especially with what assistance the || sale abroad. They pass most of their time in their little 
‘mlonizetion Society migtit be‘abjeé to give them, by carry- sorry cabins; too listless even to fiddle and dance. One 


may ride through the ‘negro camps,’ as they are called 
passing a dozen straggling cabins, with smoke issuing out 
of the ends, in the middle of clearings, without seeing a 
soul either at work or play. ‘The fear of starvation makes 
them work the least possible quantity, while they are much 
too lazy to play. 

«Why do not the zealous Abolitionists go there and sce 
the experiment in all its beauty—tle slave changed into a 
free, but wretched savage! Why not make something of 
these thousand negroes? There are not more than two or 
three families out of the whole who are improved by the 


: change from slavery to freedom. 


“The negro settlements are a dead weight upon Brown 
county, as to any productive benefit from the negro lands 
or from negro jabor; and that space of country might as 
well, to this day, have remained in possession of the 
Indians. : 

“If southern wealth can be applied to buy and colonize 
among us such a worthless population, what farmer in Ohio 
is safe? Has he any guaranty that a black colony will not 
be established in his neighborhood ? 

“ Let any one who wishes to learn the operation of 
emancipated negroes, visit the Brown county camps. As 
they sink in laziness, poverty, and filth, they increase in 
numbers—their only produce is children. They want 
nothing but cowries to make them equa! to the negroes of 
the Niger.” 


FORTIFICATION BILL. 


REMARKS OF HON. JOHN DAVIS, 


OF MASSACHUSETTS, 
In THE Senate, May 24, 1836, 


` On the bill making appropriations for the collection of 


materials and purchase of sites, and to commence the 
construction of certain Fortifications, and for other pur- 
poses. 


Mr. DAVIS said it was late in the day; and 
though the Senate seemed to be exhausted, liter- 
ally worn out with this subject, as in one form 
and another it had occupied much of the session, 
he hoped they would bear with him a short time 
while he explained the principles which would 
guide him in all the votes he should give. The 
proposition now is to increase the appropriation 
for a fort at Salem, from $75,000 to $150,000, and 
to divide it equally for the two coming years. It 
seems to be understood that, as this fortification 
is in Massachusetts, I shall not have the courage 
to oppose it, even in this unprecedented form. 
In this gentlemen are mistaken, greatly mistaken; 
for I ask no indulgence for this State beyond 
what I am willing to concede to others. I hope 


` no sound rule of policy will be violated; no un- 
: necessary or wasteful expenditure of the public 


money will be proposed with an expectation that 
I shall vote for it, or that the people of that 
State will approve of it because the money is to 
be disbursed in one of its harbors. No, sir; gen- 
tlemen need not flatter themselves with success 
in any such schemes, for they will not triumph 
by mercenary appeals to a people that have at all 
times, and under all circumstances, defended 
themselves and maintained their liberties without 
fortifications. You may make such appeals to 
the weak, the timid, such as seek protection be- 
hind stone and mortar, and the bristling bayonets 
of a trained soldiery; but it will be treated with 
scorn by those who have the manlyecourage and 
patriotism to meet fearlessly whatever crises may 
come, and to trust in their own strong arms and 
stout hearts, instead of the embattled hosts of this 
Government. f 

Sir, this is called a fortification bill to enlarge 
the defense of the country by the erection of new 
works. This purports to be the object upon the 
face of it; but if one may be allowed to judge from 
all he sees and hears in this Chamber; from the 
repeated and urgent application to the Depart- 
ments to ascertain the greatest sum that can be 
expended; from the reiterated prophecies that 
there will be no surplus found in the Treasury; 
from an apparent determination to make appro- 

riations two and three years in advance, there 
is some object beyond fortifying the country, 
some ulterior purpose which is not openly avowed 
while it is secretly and ardently desired. When 
extraordinary measures are urged upon us, we 
have a right to look for extraordinary motives; 
and what motive is there for lavish appropriations 
at this moment?—for approp two and 
three years in advance? It seems to me that one 
object is to squander the public money, lest there 
should bea surplus to go to the people; another, to 
secure the use of it to the deposit banks asloans, 
without interest, for them to speculate upon, while 
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it is thus gradually wasting. Who does not per- | 


ceive that ìf a million and a half of dollars is ap- 
propriated by this bill for 1837, it will be left in 
these banks, and that they will have the use of it, 
ull drawn out, a year to eighteen months, and 
two years hence? “Who cannot understand that, 
at the lowest estimate, this would amount to a 
hundred or a hundred and twenty thousand dol- 
lars as a clear gratuity? These banks now hold 
about forty millions, which gives them a clear 
income or gift of more than two and a half mil- 
hon dollars annually, under any the most unfav- 
orable view of the matter, to secure the allegiance 
and fidelity of the stockholders to this Govern- 
ment. The effect of this upon the mercenary is 


fearful, and I shall give no vote to perpetuate it, . 


either under pretense of defending the country, 
orin any other way, for we have no right thus 


to bestow the use of the public money upon in- | 


dividuals, to the exclusion of the people. 
I will not detain the Senate with this view of 


the matter, but will consider the measure as it © 


purports to be—a bill to fortify certain places— 
and examine its merits in that point of view. 


We have for a long time heard the cry of defense, i 
of alarm, of fortification, as if some imminent | 


peril threatened us, demanding such prudential 
arrangements. Yet it is atime of peace and tran- 
quillity, so far as regards the maritime frontier, 
and promises to continue so. 

ear since no entreaty could prevail upon the 

ouse of Representatives to grant a dollar to 
mount a gun for the defense of Boston, where the 
forts are to’ally dilapidated. Where was this 
glowing patriotism then, while a war with France 
was impending? We heard nothing then of the 
bleeding country and the cries of its distressed 
inhabitants! Nothing of the urgent necessity of 
surrounding ourselves with walls! This, again, 
would seem to indicate some fresh impulse, some 
new motive for appropriations. 

While I protest against passing fortification 
bills to empty the Treasury into the banks, Tam 


decidedly friendly to defending the country against | 


allassaults within and without, upon our frontiers 
and upon our treasure. 


That the country must be defended can admit ; 


of no doubt; but I trust our patriotism is not to 
be measured by the height and length and breadth 
of the walls we advocate for,that purpose. There 
are other more sensible methods of testing our 
love of country, and, above all, our love of public 
liberty and free government. 

Sir, Lam no military man, and make no pre- 
tentions to military science ; 
required as public men to judge of the propriety 


and expediency of the measures submitted to us, || 


and for one Í can no more yield my judgment or 


submit to leading-strings in settling the funda- | 


mental principles of defense than in any other 
matter. The defense of the country is not a new 
thing, an invention of this session, as some seem 
almost to imagine; but it is an affair towards 
which the country has occasionally turned its at- 
tention, when its necessities were quite as urgent 
as at this time; and there are some things to be 
considered besides pouring out all the treasury in 
the erection of walls and batteries. L 
they? In settling this question with ordinary 
sagacity, we must inquire, who is to be our prob- 
able enemy? How is he to approach us? What 
is his situation? 
in the way? What use we may make of them? 
And, above all, what kind of preparation 18 suited 
- to our country, and congenial to 118 free institu- 
tions? These are considerations that should be 
weighed with the greatest care before we adopt 
the ordinary European tactics. | i 
We are, then, about to fortify our maritime 
frontier; and who is to assail us in this quarter? 
There is no Power upon which we need bestow 
a thought short of Europe. 


broad Atlantic, three thousand miles wide, rolls 


between us, and must be passed before we can be | 
barrier is in itself a | 
Aside from the dan- | 
no easy matter to | 


assailed. ‘This great natural 
better defense than armies. | 
gers of a long voyage, it is sy I 
transport an army that distance, with its neces- 
sary material of war and provisions. We have 
it from good authority that it employed four hun- 
dred ships to transport the French army of forty 


It is buta short. 


and skill; but we are | 


What are | 


‘What natural obstacles stand | 


An enemy from that ; 
hemisphere must approach us by sea, and the | 
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thousand men into Egypt. What hope of any 
| permanent or considerable success could forty or 
| fifty thousand men have to invade this country 
| against a population of fifteen millions, with all 
(their resources around them? It would be the 
; extreme of folly and madness to make the attempt; 
while we are a united people, no nation, not Eng- 
‘land herself, with her thousand ships, has re- 
; sources sufficient to venture upon such a hazard- 


ous undertaking. The disadvantages under which | 


an army moves, when three thousand miles from 
_its resources, are incalculably great, and are sel- 

dom encountered except for some object nearly 

certain of accomplishment. Whatever army in- 

vades us will assuredly meet with the fate of 

Burgoyne and Cornwallis; and if, in that day of 
small things, with a population of three millions 
and no resources, we could subdue seven thou- 
sand, what, with like resolution and our present 
resources, may we not do? 

But, sir, we are a commercial people, having 
property to a vast amount scattered everywhere 
` upon the surface of the high seas; and this is not 

to be abandoned unless we are willing to give up 
our trade and intercourse with foreign nations. 
Our course, then, is plain if we adopta system of 
defense adapted to our condition. We must go 
forth upon this great highway, and maintain our 
right to be there. We must protect our property 
afloat, keep open the channels of communication 
i between us and nations with whom we have 
| amicable relations, compel our adversary to con- 
centrate his forces and to move cautiously, and 
| fling from our frontiers the calamities of war by 
_ making this ocean the great theater of corflict. 
All these considerations point to a navy as the 
first great available means of defense against Eu- 
ropean aggression. Could there be greater folly 
than to incase the country with fortifications, and 
' sit down behind them to wait for the approach of 
an enemy at his leisure, who, if in undisputed 
possession of the high seas, would spread his 
ships out in every direction, and make an easy 
prey of your commerce? What gallant, high- 
minded people could consent to abandon their 
property, their countrymen, and their rights to 
the seas, and sit waiting for the ravages of war 
to be brought to their own frontier? Not those 
who have proudly borne the flag in triumph to 
! the remotest portions of the earth, amid dangers 
i, and perils that seemed insurmountable. Not 
i; those who claim and are willing fearlessly to as- 
sert their right to the great highway of nations. 
|! Sir, we cannot be so unwise as to a andon these 
great natural means of defense. We cannot suffer 
i| our commerce to be broken up, and our property 
wasted, without an effort to inflict like injury 
; upon ouradversary. Ourex perience demonstrates 
that small means are capable of executing much; 
| go much, that we have no occasion to despair, 
and little more to fear any attempts at invasion. 

But, sir, maritime defense recommends itself to 
us for greater and more urgent reasons. Anavy 
is more congenial to ourinstitutions than an army. 
I| It consorts better with a republican government. 
This kind of defense is kept upon its own ele- 
|| ment, and is separated from the people. They, 
therefore, experience little of that vicious influ- 
ence and corrupting power which insinuates itself 
into every community that mingles with an array 
of soldiers. We see little of a navy. It is by 
itself; and whatever of the despotic spirit of mil- 
itary rule may belong to it, belongs to it alone. 
This is doubtless a principal reason why Great 
Britain has enjoyed a greater share of public lib- 
erty than the continental Powers. The absence 
of armies has permitted liberal principles to ex- 
pand with the growth of the nation, and the in- 
creased knowledge and civilization of an improv- 
|| ing country. Not only is this force kept by itself, 
but no admiral attains to civil distinction. They 
are neither made ministers, the governors of prov- 
inces, nor placed in any high stations. A sailor is 
seldom heard of, except in defending the honor 
| and redressing the wrongs of his country. 

But, further, look at our own country; at 
achievements which filled every bosom with sur- 
prise and joy, which redeemed the honor of the 
| nation, and acquired for it a fame as illustrious 
and imperishable as will be the history of our 
naval victories. In all times, and under all cir- 
|i cumstances, our naval history is almost without 


| 


i 
1 


| otic and not as 


blemish. The valor, the intrepidity, and the 


: skill of our countrymen come rear to being all 
` we could desire; and their magnanimity, patriot- 


ism, and disinterestedness have never, I am con- 


: fident, been surpassed. Where is the sailor who 


has dishonored the deck upon which he has trod 


ior has tarnished the flag that waved over his 
head? 
H 


To no other class of men can the honor 
and interests of the country be more safely con- 
fided, for they pour their biood our for us as 
freely as water. And to their honor be it said, 
and let a grateful country acknowledge it, they 
asked nothing in return but the monthly wages 
we by law promise to them. They demand no 
places of honor, or trust, or emolument. They 
claim no stations as a reward for public service. 
They touch not a foot of your public lands; and 
though your tables here (I speak it without 


| reproach, for no one feels more grateful for valu- 


able military services) have for years groaned 
under the weight of petitions for pensions, when 
have you ever heard among them the name ofa 


i sailor? Sir, as a singular illustration of this dis- 


interested, lofty patriotism, petitions have for 
more than ten years been pending on your files 
for remuneration for that gallant achievement, 
the destruction of the frigate Philadelphia in the 
harbor of Tripoli; and I believe not one of that 
devoted band has ever put his name to any of 
these or any other papers, asking for the bounty 
of this Government, though the sum proposed to 
be given has never been less than a undred 
thousand dollars. It is enough for the sailor to 
sustain the honor of the country, and preserve 
its liberties. All he asks in return is the proud 
distinction of having borne her flag in triumph to 
the remotest corners of the earth without soiling 
a fold of it. 

Sir, we have little to fear from such a class of 
men; and yet even for the Navy I want no 
extravagant, lavish appropriations of money, no 
unnatural growth, but a firm, steady advance in 
strength, which will enable us to compel all 
adversaries to respect our rights because we are 
able to defend them. 

And now, sir, let me ask the attention of the 
Senate to the militia, which ought and was de- 
signed to be our great reliance for land defense 
and protection at all times, except in cases of ac- 
tual invasion. Yes, to the militia. Perhaps the 
word itself may strike some ears with surprise; 
for, in this long debate, this endless discussion 
about the defenses of the country, the militia 
have neither been mentioned nor thought of. I 
beg permission to recall attention to that class of 
men, to the armed citizens, who seem to be cast 
by as unworthy of notice among the splendid 
preparations for war. Let us not forget that 
those who achieved our independence thought the 
citizen soldier the most suitable defender and 
guardian of their rights, the only force in har- 
mony with our institutions—a force (however 
fashionable it may be to laugh and jest at) which 
has fulfilled the highest hopes of the country, by 
proving its courage and skill equal to every great 
crisis which has occurred, from the battle of 
Bunker’s Hill and that of Saratoga, to this day. 
The name of a million and a half of armed men 
is worth more than a wallof brass Itisa living 
fortification that no enemy will disregard. Who, 
withoutan overwhelming force, will venture upon 
an armed, organized population? It is this or- 
ganization which, at all times, has saved the 
country from inroads from its earliest settlement. 
And has the day come when, in the pride of 
power, in our zeal to be defended, we are about 
to abandon the militia, and substitute a regular 
army? Sir, we have always been taught that 
military power in a free Government is danger- 
ous; that it does not harmonize with republican 
institutions; that it is arbitrary and violent in its 
character; that its lessons are obedience and sub- 
mission, and all its elements the opposite of pop- 
ular liberty. We have been instructed, also, that 
the militia—in other words, armed citizens—can 
be trusted, because they are the protectors of their 


i own firesides; because they are the people them- 


selves, doing service in time of peace as a patri- 
a mercenary act; and because 
their interests are identified with the preservation 
of peace, the perpetuity of popular rights, and 
the dominion of law. They mostly hold the 
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elective franchise, and thus constitute part and j; 
arcel of the elements of the Government itself. 
hus bound to us by every tie of affection and 

interest, and exempt from all dependence on the 

Government, they constitute a force on which we 

may safely rely; a force that can have no motive 

to follow an ambitious leader, or to conquer the 
liberties of the country. They are, in truth, the 
people themselves, who become soldiers for no 
other purpose than to preserve the country. This 
force constitutes a part of our organization—a 
part of our republican system. Itis the strong '. 
arm on which the framers of the Constitution 

relied; and are we about to pass it by as of no 

account in the defense of the country? Sir, we ` 
have fallen upon new, if not unpropitious times. 

Efforts have been made here, year after year, to 

give some encouragement to the militia. We 

have been entreated by the States to turn our 
attention to the matter, and to place this force 
upon a more respectable and a more honorable 
footing; but, as far as my memory serves me, 
we have never even condescended to take the 
matter into consideration, while scarce a day 
passes without an exhortation to increase the 

Army or to enlarge the fortifications. 

Sir, | have a confiding reliance ona gallant, 
patriotic people, that they will never suffer their 
country to be dishonored; and when they cease 
to justify that trust, they will cease to have a 
Government in which they will participate. It 
is plain to me that our fathers relied upon a navy 
and the militia for the protection and defense 
of the country, except in great and urgent emer- 
gencies; and I feel an earnest desire that their 
great principles in this matter, so intimately con- 
nected as they are with our future hopes, may 
not be abandoned. The militia, if properly re- 


garded, is daily becoming more and more effect- |; 


aided by a concentration of public affection in 


: military leaders and a standing army, and we 


may read our fate in that of Athens under Peri- 
cles, republican Britain under Cromwell, and 
republican France under Napoleon. The trans- 
ition is easy, and the history of the world shows 
that, under these symptoms, it is certain, from a 
free Government to a military despotism. Names 
usually remain unchanged, but the poweris shifted 
from the many to one. Let me, then, entreat the 


Senate to be no way instrumental in creating a ' 


necessity for a standing army, which is the bane 
ofa free Government. 
no liberty, and knows not how to appreciate it; 
it is acquainted with nothing but obedience and 
dependence; it feeds from the public crib, and is 
too often faithful to the master that deals out its 
daily bread, or promises it an opportunity to 
plunder others. 
melancholy fate of others, to shun this certain 
destruction, I would listen with strong distrust 
to all propositions to increase the army, or to 


A standing army enjoys ` 


All example teaches us, by the | 


erect works which will make such an increase _ 


necessary, and so will the people of Massachu- 
setts. Do gentlemen suppose that a people who 
have been nursed in the cradle of liberty—a peo- 
ple whose soil was once stained with the tread, 
and whose churches were desecrated by the sports 
of armies brought here to defend the royal Gov- 
ernment, will be seduced from their principles 
by a proffer to spend in their harbors one or two 
hundred thousand dollars? Sir, you must come 
with heavier bribes if you would tempt the mer- 


cenary spirit of that people, or seduce them from | 


their steady, firm, and unchangeable love of pub- 
lic liberty. You must first blot from their mem- 
ories the history of the Revolution, before you 


. will succeed in teaching them that standing armies 


This 


are in harmony with our institutions. 


ive, by the great facilities for intercommunication || scheme, therefore, of placing a fort in each State 


which are now afforded by steam. 


reat amount may now be suddenly collected at :| 
important points along the sea-coast, without the | 
faugue of long and dilatory marches, which must || 


add greatly to our military strength and security. 

Indeed, the expediency and wisdom of relying 

upon this force was never, at any moment, more 

apparent than now. | 
- While I contend for these as leading matters of : 
a defense founded upon enlightened views of our : 
position and our republican Government, I by | 
no means deny the propriety of fortifying to- 
some extent. The chief cities and places of com- ; 
mercial business ought to have some protection; ' 
but I object to such fortifications as that at Old 

Point Comfort, containing over sixty acres of | 
jand,and costing about two million dollars. ‘This | 
is a system of defense belonging to standing , 
armies and burdensome taxation. Our Republic į 
should shun both. 
antpoints forts of suitable dimensions and strength | 
to guard against surprise or sudden assaults by | 
an enemy. For the rest, I would rely on the. 
emergency. Sir, if the whole coast is to be for- : 


tified, and the fortifications are to be of this |, 


gigantic character, is not this preparation to be 
the apology for a standing army, and for an an- | 
nual expenditure that will oppress and bow down 
the people under burdens grievous to be borne? 
If the people would see what comes of splen- 
did Governments, let them look into Europe, and 
see the laborer toiling through a life of poverty 
and wretchedness to sustain them. Let them see 
the inexorable decree which binds him to the 
earth, and fleeces him with tithes and taxes. 
Sir, when the people, or the people’s represent- 
atives, are captivated with military glory; when 
the tap of the drum is heard dail 
-when a military spirit has seized us; when 
our thoughts run upon the achievement of arms, | 
the acquisition of territory, the enlargement of | 
our limits; when we become belligerent in our 


feelings, quarrelsome and overbearing towards || 


our neighbors; when we are for drawing the 
sword and unfurling the banner to settle every 
controversy; when, in a word, we begin to play 
‘the bully, and to rely on our strength, instead of | 
dealing justly and temperately, the signs of the | 
times must be viewed as ominous of evil, for our | 
institutions are peaceful in their character, and 
always suffer when touched by the jarring ele- 


in the street; || 7 
| necessary; and, in proof of this, that nothing ur- 


ments of war. Let that state or sentiment be 


1 would construct at import- |: 


| 


Forces to a || will not recommend to us double and triple ap- 


ropriations, or a lavish waste of public money. 
he object and the effect are apparent. 

No one doubts, Mr. President, that, if you in- 
sist on finding out how much money can be spent, 
the military bureaus will send you projects that 
would absorb the revenues of the earth. Look, 
sir, at the monstrous sums which this report pro- 


poses to disburse for the Army and the Navy. | 


Sixty-two millions for the former, and seventeen 
for the latter, making about eighty millions. Sir, 
such propositions are not to be listened to fora 
moment. What follows? According to the an- 


nunciation just made by the chairman of the Com- || 


mittee on Military Affairs, these estimates are not 
large enough by one third or more. We should 


and, like tortoises, we are crawling into shells, 
For one, sir, I have no distrust of the manly cour- 
age and patriotism of the people; they will, come 
what may, save the country from dishonor, un- 
less you teach them to rely for protection upon 
standing armies. 

I have another objection to the present plan of 
operations. ‘The apology for anticipating the de- 
mands for future years, is to enable the engineers 
to make long contracts. This is the most unpro- 
pitious of all times to make long contracts; every- 
thing is run up to the highest price, and nothing 
could be more unwise than to make long contracts 
at the present value of labor and materials. To 
force works now, when there is no pressing 
emergency, would not only be a great waste of 
public money, but if extensive new works are 
commenced, then the United States becomes a 
bidder for labor and materials against other pub- 
lic works and improvements, as well as against 
individual operations; and, sir, it requires no 
sagacity to predict that the weaker party must 
yield. It has been said that no such effect can 
be produced, because millions upon millions are 
expending in New York, to rebuild the burnt 
district, and no such result has followed. Sir, I 
have before me evidence proving that this course 
has pressed so heavily on other portions of the 
country, as actually to suspend works under 
contract. 

I have, as all know who have observed my 
public course, been the unwavering advocate of 
the laboring class of the public. My most sin- 
cere desire, at all times, has been, that they should 
realize a just and liberal compensation for their 
work, for no other state of things can give a vig- 
orous prosperity to the country. These opin- 
ions remain unaltered, I am still under the firm 
belief that labor must be well paid, to make a 


‘ happy and well-regulated community But how 
‚is labor best encouraged? How is it that em- 


ployers in this country can afford to pay higher 
wages than are paid for like services in Europe? 


: One great reason is this: public improvements 


here have been pushed forward to an extent un- 
exampled. The canal, for example, from Lake 
Erie to Albany, opens a line of water communi- 
cation thousands of miles in extent, and brings 
into action the resources of a vast country which 
before were dormant. A barrel of flour may prob- 
ably be delivered from the lakes at New York at 
less expense of transportation than a like transit 


| of fifty miles over land in Germany. Here, then, 


then have forts enough to employ one hundred :; 


thousand men in time of war, and how many in 
time of peace I know not, but an army at least 
to absorb like a sponge the earnings of the la- 
borer. 

Sir, let us abandon this lavish spirit, and return 
to the great cardinal virtues—economy in the ex- 
penditure of the public money ana reform of 
abuses. I will not, for one, be tempted into a 


lusive cry of defense, defense. An honest, up- 


< right, and just course of policy will seldom call 


for any defense. It is the noisy tone of bravado 


that demands defense, and generally makes it ne- | 


cessary. Let us proceed upon the old and safe 


juries and to give provocation, and we shall have 
beginning new works where they are necessary, 


cannot vote for these long and extravagant appro- 
priations. I have said that great forts are not 


gent presses upon us. I do not recollect that any 
town, however poorly fortified, was ever entered 
by an enemy’s ship from the settlement of the 
country to this time, except in the war of the 


possession of most of the important posts. And 
yet we were, in colonial times, involved in long 
and bitter wars. These two hundred years of 
experience, when we were weak, ought to be 
worth something. The history of them furnishes 


humbling to our pride. The spirit of chivalry 
that sustained a feeble community has vanished, 


few wrongs to redress. I have no objection to 


as I believe most of. those in this bill are; but I | 


Revolution, when the British had in the outset | 


a striking contrast to the present day—a contrast | 


‘i pensation. 


: violation of these great principles, under the de- |! 


t 
i 


‘vance them! 


; cheaper rates to work upon. 


labor acts with a power of production unknown 
in Europe. It can make more grain, send into 
the market more of the fruits of its action in all 
ways, and hence it is justly entitled to more com- 
Such is the effect of all internal im- 
provements, all facilities of transportation, which 
bring products at less expense into the market. 
Every line of railroad opens new resources, gives 
employment to new capital, and to labor invig- 
orated action, because it has more material at 
How deeply in- 
terested, then, are all laborers in internal improve- 
ment! How anxious ought they to be to ad- 
With these views, I have felt a 
most anxious solicitude to prevent the public 
money from being lavished away on objects that 
will yield little lasting benefit to the public, when 


ssal ‘| it may be distributed among the States, and be 
principles—deal justly, and cease to hunt for in- || 


made instrumental in advancing the interests and 
prosperity of the people. Sure! am, if the States 
should have a little aid in this way, great lines 
of rapid and cheap communication would soon 
penetrate them, infusing fresh vigor into agricul- 
ture, manufactures, and all the multifarious ob- 
jects upon which labor acts. If you give toa 
man two acres of fertile land to cultivate, instead 
of one, it will be his fault if he does not produce 
more and make his situation better. I must, 
therefore, be permitted to say that the interests 
of the people demand, imperiously demand, the 
distribution of the surplus in the Treasury, to be 
expended for their benefit, instead of being lav- 
ished upon unnecessary measures of defense. 
Sir, in the course of this debate I have heard 
the surplus heavily and bitterly denounced, an 
fortifications recommended in its stead. The 
people themselves have been harshly charactcr- 
ized as scrambling after the public money. The 
people scrambling after it; after their own prop- 
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erty! 
it, and now they call on you to return it. This 
is denominated scrambling! 


Halls, and among the pet banks, to keep the 
reople’s money trom them, by devising new 
schemes of defending the country, and by making 
appropriations years in advance. The scramble 
is to keep what does not belong to you; and, sir, 
the public are not so blind as not to comprehend 
this. They understand to whom this money 
belongs, and will not be satisfied to have a few 


favored individuals enjoy the use of it. There ` 


must, sir, either be a surplus, or such a profligate 


and wasteful expenditure as has never been wit- ` 


nessed. This cannot be disguised. It must be 
met, and gentlemen must choose the alternative 
they mean to take. On this point I join issue 
with all who favor lavish schemes, to waste the 
public money under the guise of defending the 
country. It is to keen the money from the 

ople, to prevent their eing benefited by it. It 
ia declaring to them they cannot be trusted with 
their own property; but the Government, ay, the 
Government, as their guardians, must hold it, 
and waste it, to advance selfish schemes, and to 
enlarge its influence, by the all-subduing and 
corrupting power of money. What stockholder 
of all these banks, when his property has been 
advanced from par to thirty per cent. advance by 
the public deposits, will not be silenced in his 
opposition to all abuses of power? Talk of cor- 
rupting the people, and their scrambling after the 


money! Itis now employed in a more effectual 
way than to diffuse its benefits among the whole 
ablic. Its seductive power is now felt, for it 


works out certain conversion, and the question 

is, shall it perform this corrupting office, or shall 

the people have it? Let this be the issue; let the 
€o 

hou le and triple appropriations in advance, and 

ei preventing the distribution under the land 
ill, 

Our true policy is to return to the old anıl safe 
course of policy. Give up the double and triple 
appropriations. Keep the expenditures on a 
reasonable footing, and let the people have the 
benefit of the great 
It is theirs, and they know how to spend it; and 
allow me to say they will see and understand 
where the scramble is. 


SLAVERY IN DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 


REMARKS OF HON. S. PRENTISS, 
OF VERMONT, 
In Senate, March 1, 1836, 
On the question of reception of a Petition from the Society 


of Friends, praying for the abolition of Slavery in the 
District of Columbia. 


Mr. PRENTISS said: 
Mr. Present: I am unwilling that the vote 


which I shall feel myself obliged to give upon | 
this question should be liable, from silence on | 
ub- | 


my part, to any misconception. In all my 
lic acts, and on this occasion In particular, | am 
desirous that the grounds upon which I proceed 


should be distinctly known, so that no misappre- | 
hension may exist, with respect to my conduct | 


here or elsewhere. I cannot 


or my motives, , n 
to some of the doctrines which 


po my assent 


ave been advanced in this debate, and I wish to | 


say just enough to prevent the possibility of any 
inference that I acquiesce in them. ae 
Sir, the abolition of slavery in the District of 


Columbia is a question, in all its aspects ie re- | 
tisa 


lations, of great interest and delicacy. : 
question which I have had no disposition to agi- 
tate, especially at this time; and at no time would 
I interfere, in the slightest manner, with slavery 
as it exists in some of the States. 
character, I look upon slavery 1n the States only 
as the Constitution of the United States looks 
upon it—as a State institution, existing under 
State laws, and subject only to State authority. 


I know it only as it is known to the Constitution, > to ju a . 
| If Congress can discriminate between subjects, | 1 ; f pro 
n in the soil, or to affect the rights of individuals 
| therein, otherwise than the same shall or may be 


and would not treat it otherwise than the Consti- 
tution treats it. I would leave it where the Con- 
stitution has left it, disclaiming all power in Con- 


le understand that this is the reason for | ins 
‘i without an 


balance which will remain. |: tc 
;| tion. 


| discussion, 


; accustomed forms of proceeding; ; J 
' may be a formal and technical compliance with 


In my public | 
|! tionably beyond the constitutional power of Con- 


| be received, but upon othe 


You took it from them, have no need of | gress over it; and I would neither do nor say 


| es ` : 

cron Deaan in my public capacity here to disturb 
i Sir, the people are | the right in this species of property, or in 

not scrambling; but the scramble is here, in these | a W ao 


manner to endanger its security. While I say 
this, sir, in reference to slavery in the States, l 


; am bound, in candor and frankness, to say that ` 
I regard slavery in this District ina very ditferent | 


light. 


The petitions which have been presented here 


do not ask any interference, or assert any power 


in Congress to interfere with slavery in the States. | 
They are confined to slavery in this District. | 
They complain of its existence here as a public ` 
evil, and ask the interposition of Congress to | 

The Senator from South | 
Carolina [Mr. Catnoun] has moved that the | 
: The Senator from ; 
ennsylvania (Mr. Bucuanan] proposes that the 


redress the grievance. 
prions be not received. 


prayer of the petitions be at once rejected. 
Sir, I cannot agree to either of these motions. 


They differ, to be sure, in point of form, but the : 
effect of both, it appears to me, is substantially | 


the same. The first in order, the one now be- 


fore the Senate, denies, in terms, the right to | 


petition at all on the subject. The other, it is 
true, does not, in form, deny the right; but while 
it professes to admit the right, it proposes to re- 
ject the prayer of the petitions im mediately, with- 
out a hearing, and without consideration. They 
are both essentially preliminary motions, pre- 
cluding alike the usual reference and examination 
into the merits of the petitions; and, in my judg- 


ment, the both, in effect, abridge the right secured | 


by the Constitution; or, more properly speaking, 
the right recognized by the Constitution as a pre- 
existing right; a right original and inherent in 
the people. If we can make no law abridging 
the right to petition, we surely can neither right- 
fully refuse to receive a petition, nor reject it 
instanter on its reception, without a hearing, 
inquiry into the subject matter. 

The distinction between rejecting the petition 


| and rejecting the prayer of the petition, immedi- 
i ately on its being received, which is the motion 
| proposed by the Senator from Pennsylvania, is 
| too refined and abstract, in my apprehension, for 
`a subject of such common and universal interest 


to the poole as the privilege and right to peti- 

he distinction, I must repeat, is, to my 
mind, unimportant, and exists rather in form 
than in substance. The character of the motion 


i is not altered or at all varied by the circumstance 


that the motion admits of discussion. Discus- 
sion may be had on almost any and every pre- 
liminary motion. Discussion, free and liberal 
has been had on the motion not to 


receive. That motion is still pending; and if 


_ discussion is all that is to be looked to, every ob- 


The disposi- 


as it does, investigation and consideration in the 


the Constitution, it is, after all, to every practi- 


‘cal and essential purpose, equivalent to a rejec- 


tion of the petition itself. If we are bound to 
receive, we are bound to hear and consider; and 


an abrupt and premature rejection of the prayer | 
‘of the petition, if nota denial of the right to pe- 


tition, is a denial of everything belonging to the 


' right which is of any importance. 


When petitions are decorous in their language, 


` and contain nothing which can be justly deemed 


intentionally offensive; when they come from 
persons competent to petition, and treat of sub- 


"jects upon which it is competent for Congress to 


act, I hold that we are bound to receive them, and 


give them arespectful consideration. No petition, 
in my opinion, ought to be rejected, or can con- 


|. stitutionally be rejected and refused a hearing, on 


account of the nature of the subject of which it 
treats, unless the subject be obviously and unques- 


gress. With this limitation of the right it be- 


longs, and must, from the very nature of the | 
right, necessarily belong, exclusively to the peti- ; 


tioners themselves to judge of the subject-matter. 


and say that upon some 


ject has been attained, and gentlemen may as | 
‘‘well vote for that motion at once. 
_ tion proposed to be given to the petition, after it 
: ghall be received, is equally summary, denying, 


Ai 
'. the Senator from Virginia; 
|: ability and habits of close and thorough research 


‘| of the Senator, we have a right to presume, and 
|! indeed must presume, 


subjects petitions may | 
rs they shall not be re- : 


' ceived, what, I ask, becomes of the right to peti- 
tion? What is the right worth? It will be in 
vain, sir, that we acknowledge the right, if we 
thus limit its extent, if we thus contro! its exer- 
cise. 

These preliminary motions (for I can call them 
nothing else) go directly, it appears to me, to im- 
pair, to narrow, and abridge the right. If we 
really mean that the right shall be enjoyed in its 
just, its legitimate extent, we shall forbear to em- 
barrass it, to render it nugatory, by questions of 
this sort. Weshall rather treat the petitions, as 
I think we are bound to treat them, and as they 
have always heretofore been treated, according 
to the ordinary rules and usages of parliamentary 
bodies in such cases. 

I regret excecdingly the harsh expressions 
which gentlemen have thought fit to apply tothe 
petitioners. They have been denounced as incen- 
diaries; they have been charged with criminal, 
with treasonable intentions; with intentions to 
excite a servile war, and subject the whole south- 
„ern country to pillage, havoc, and devastation. 
Sir, we are apt to fall into the very common error 
of supposing that all who differ from us, espe- 

' cially on subjects of an interesting and exciting 

nature, do so from unworthy motives, and not 

' from honestconviction, With some of the persons 

' who have signed petitions on this subject I am 

| well acquainted. I know them to be intelligent, 

i patriotic, highly respectable. Their propositions 
may be strongly stated; their argument may be 

i bold; their illustrations may not be suited to the 
taste or the judgment of those whose opinions 
they oppose; but that all, the whole combined, 


| proceeds from a consciousness, on their part, of 
l: doing and saying what is right, 


I neither have 
nor can entertain any doubt. 
. With me, sir, it does not admit of a question 
that the petitioners believe, sincerely believe, 
i what they profess to think, that the honor of the 
country, the prosperity of the country, the best 
‘and highest interests of libert and humanity, 
_are involved in this question. If they are wrong 
i in their opinions, or express them with too muc 
| boldness and independence, the fault, if it be 
i one, is to be found in the institutions of the coun- 
| try; in the civil and political principles of the 
| country; in the education of the country. Itis 
from these sources that the petitioners have im- 
| bibed their opinions, as well as the spirit which 
| prompts them to express them with manly free- 
| dom; and, sir, you cannot by any law you can 
| make, or by any vote which may be here given, 
repress or restrain the free expression of their 
opinions, any more than you can stop or check, 


;, by legal enactment, or legal coercion, the course 
and current of their thoughts. 


It would be un- 
wise to attempt to do so. We should rather 
treat them as they have hitherto been treated. 

| We should resort to no extraordinary measures. 

| We should observe the ordinary rules and usages 


| of this body, and permit the petitions, as usual, 
and though it | 


to go to a committee. This is not only the just 
constitutional course, but the course, in my opin- 
ion, enjoined upon us by every consideration of 
policy, as well as of duty. f 

Sir, upon the constitutional question whether 
Congress has the power to abolish slavery in 
this District, we had, some days ago, 8 very com- 
pact, luminous, and intelligible argument from 
and from the known 


that every consideration 
was presented in support of his doctrine of which 
the subject is susceptible. Although the lucid 
| simplicity, the exact and eloquent brevity of his 
| style and reasoning, interested and charmed me 


lj much, the Senator must pardon me if I say that 


‘his argument failed to convince me. f 
Two propositions were relied upon as the prin- 


cipal basis of the argument, It was insisted, 


| first, that the act of cession of Virginia expressly 


; interdicted the exercise of the power by Congress. 
The act, after ceding the territory, and relin- 
' quishing tothe United States “absolute rightand 
: exclusive jurisdiction over it,” provides “ that 
nothing herein contained shall be construed to 
vest in the United States any right of property 
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transferred by such individuals to the United | 
States.” j 

This clause, which was evidently inserted in ` 
the act from abundant caution, was intended to 
define and ascertain, with more exact precision, 
the subject matter of the grant, and to preclude, - 
by express negative words, the possibility of its 
being construed to transfer any right or interest 
in the soil itself. This is not only the grammat- 
ical reading, but the natural and plain sense of the 
clause; and, giving to it its utmost import and 
extent, it is manifest that it imposes no limitation 
or restriction whatever upon the legislation of 
Congress. 

It was further insisted that, independent of the 
proviso in the act of cession, Congress did not 
possess, and could not exercise, the power in 
question. It was said that neither the Legislature 
of Virginia nor that of Maryland had any power 
to abolish the right of property, and that they 
could not grant or transfer to Congress a power 
which they did not themselves possess. 

Sir, the competency of the Legislatures of Vir- 
ginia and Maryland to cede the territory, and re-* 
linguish to the United States full and absolute 
jurisdiction over it, is not, and, I presume, will 
not, be denied; and it appears from the act of 
Virginia that jurisdiction was surrendered to the 
United States, to be held and exercised ‘‘ pursu- 
ant,” as the act expresses it, ‘to the eighth section 
of the first article of the Constitution of the United 
States.” That section, it will be seen, confers 
upon Congress ‘ exclusive legislation in all cases 
whatsoever’’ over the territory. When the juris- 
diction of Virginia and Maryland ceased, the 
jurisdiction of the United States commenced; and | 
the question, whether Congress can abolish sla- 
very in this District, depends, not upon any 
powers aranted to it by the Legislatures of Vir- ;' 

inia and Maryland, for they could grant none, 
ut upon the powers given to it by the Constitu- 
tion of the United States. 

The Constitution, as we have already seen, ; 
gives to Congress “exclusive legislation in all | 
cases whatsoever” over the District—powers as 
large and extensive as could well be conferred, 
end probably as full and absolute as belong to the 
Legislatures of any of the States. Congress, 
then, in its local legislation for this District, must 
have at least as ample power over slavery within 
ita limits as any Legislature possesses, or can 
exercise, over slavery in any of the States. 

Sir, I hold, and I suppose it will not be denied, 
that the law of the land is the foundation of all 
rights of property. They exist only by and un- || 
der the law, and cannot exist independent of it. 
They may be said to owe their origin and exist- | 
ence to the Legislature. This is literally and pe- | 
culiarly the case with respect to the right of prop- 
erty in slaves. No such right, it is well known, 


J 
i 


is recognized, or even tolerated by the common || politic and unjust in reference to most species of | 


law. Itis true that, a century and a half ago, || 
the court of common pleas in England adjudged | 
that trover would lie for a negro boy, ** because,” || 
said the court, ‘* they were heathens, and therefore a | 
man might have property in them;” but in a subse- || 
quent case,a few years afterwards, in the King’s ‘' 

ench, it was determined by the whole court that |! 
trover would not lie for a negro any more than for || 
any other man, “ for, by the common law,” said | 
Lord Holt, ‘no man can have a property in an- | 
other.”’ | 

In all the States where slavery exists, the right 
of property in slavés must be derived from posi- 
tive enactments of the Legislature; and in this | 
District, I take it, that, independent of legisla- 
tion, either original on the part of Congress, or | 
adopted by it, the right does not, and would not, |; 
exist at all. But it is probably not very material, || 
as to the power of the Legislature over it, whether |; 
the right is derived from acts of positive legisla- | 
tion or from the common law. . i 

I have said, sir, that all rights of property owe |j 
their origin and existence either to statute or || 
common law; and I say further, that it cannot be || 
raaintained that the Legislature; as a law-maker || 
has no ae whatever over the rights of prop- ‘| 
erty. The proposition certainly is not true ina, 
general and unqualified sense. ‘Theclause in the |, 
constitutions of the States and of the United | 


| disposition of it by will. 


| period shall be free? 


States which provides that private property shall 
not be taken for public use without compensa- 
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tion, certainly implies the existence of a power 


in the Legislature over it. If a law is made by 
which a person is deprived of the right to certain 
property taken for public use, it is by virtue of 
such law that the property ceases to be his; and 
though the law provides a compensation, the 
right of property is not the less taken away 
against the will of the proprietor. 

The truth is, the rights of property are subject 
to legislative action and interference, except where 
such action or interference is prohibited or re- 
strained by constitutional provisions. So far as 
restrictions are imposed upon it by the Constitu- 
tion, the power of the Legislature is qualified and 
limited. It is admitted that a right or interest in 
property once actually vested by law cannot be 
taken away by the Legislature, except when 
taken for public use, and then only on making 
compensation. This is made a fundamental prin- 


ciple in the organic systems of this country; and . 


without it, law, to use the language of another, 


‘ would be tyranny, and government would be op- 


pression. The Constitution, regarding the right 
of property as one of the most important of rights, 
and the protection and security of it as one of 
the chief objects of government, declares that no 
person shall be deprived of life, liberty, or prop- 
erty, without due process of law. This process is 
a judicial process, and of course can emanate 
only from the judiciary. Besides, no person can 
be deprived of a legal right, unless he has for- 
feited such right. The forfeiture can be. ascer- 
tained and declared only by a judicial tribunal. 


: The adjudication is in its nature a judicial act, 


which cannot be performed any more than the 
process already mentioned can be issued by. the 
Legislature; because, according to the theory and 
provisions of the Constitution, one branch of the 
Government cannot exercise powers properly 
belonging to another. . 

But although a present vested right cannot be 
taken away by a direct act of legislation, except 
for the purpose and on the terms which have 
been stated, the Legislature may, and constantly 
does, exercise a power over property 
ways, without being supposed at all to inter- 
fere with or disturb the principle of vested inter- 
ests. Notto mention statutes of limitations, and 
various other legislative acts which operate upon 
the rights of property, it regulates and controls 
the transmission of property by descent, and the 
t can alter, modify, 
and change the law in these particulars as it 
pleases. It can say who shall be admitted as 
heirs, and what shall be the rule of distribution 
and division among them; or it can declare that 
property shall not pass at all by descent, but 
shall, in all cases, escheat to the State. This 


, May seem a strong, and, perhaps, a bold propo- 


sition. Such a law would, indeed, be very im- 


property; but, if general and prospective in its `: 


operation, it would be difficult to raise any valid 


objection to it on the ground of constitutional | 
The question of policy, of right, and ; 


ower. 
justice, is one thing; the question of constitu- 
tional power is another. Who, I ask, would be 
deprived of any actual vested interest by a law 
providing that no one shall take, by inheritance, 
any right of property in slaves? Or by a law 
that all children born of slaves after a certain 
Such enactments would 
touch no rights, actual and vested, but rights, if 
they can be called such, resting in expectancy 
merely; rights purely potential in their nature. 


> 


‚and character. It may be added that, though a 


repeal of the existing laws on the subject of sla- 
very in this District might not affect any actual 
subsisting right, it is obvious that no property 
could be thereafter acquired in any person not 
living, or held in service in the District, at the 
time of such repeal. 

But I go further, sir. If Congress, under the 
clause giving it ‘“ exclusive legislation in all cases 
whatsoever” over the District, has authority to 
impese taxes, and provide how they shall be 
raised, for local and municipal purposes, I do not 
see why it has not the power, by means of tax- 
ation, to effect the abolition of slavery here. I 
say nothing of the right or justice of exerting the 
power for such a purpose. I speak only of the 
power, and of its capacity to be used to accom- 


in many | 
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| pon such an end. But, however this may be, I 
hold that Congress, if the public interest and wel- 
fare require it, may directly, and at once, eman- 
cipate the slaves, on making a just compensation 
|, to the owners. The clause in the Constitution, 
|| which regulates the taking of private property 
‘for public use, is not, in my opinion, restricted 
to such property merely as may be converted 
and applied to the actual use and emolument of 
the public. I think the word use, in the Consti- 
tution is to be understood in a liberal sense, as 
equivalent to purpose or benefit;and that whatever 
is taken for public purposes, or for the public ben- 
efit, is taken for public use, within the meaning 
of the Constitution. 

These, sir, are my doctrines upon this very 
interesting and important subject. I have stated 
them briefly but frankly; giving a glimpse rather 
than a view of the reasons by which they may. 
be sustained. I have felt it incumbent upon me 
to say something, and I could not, in the proper 
discharge of my duty, here, well say less. 

I have not been able to persuade myself that it 
would subserve the cause of truth and justice, 
contribute at all to the peace of the country, or 
serve, in any degree, to strengthen the union of. 
these States, to withhold the expression of our 
real opinions upon this question. The people 
should not be blinded upon this subjectany more 
than upon any other. Since it is agitated, it is 
due to the country, itis due both to the North 
and to the South, to state explicity the views we 
entertain upon this most important matter. To 
know that Congress has the power to abolish 
slavery in this District, need not, and will not, 
produce alarm or apprehension in any quarter of 
the Union. The-people everywhere must feel 
assured, and ought to rest satisfied, that this 
power, like all other powers under the Constitu- 
tion, will be exercised with becoming wisdom 
and discretion; with a just regard to the interests, 
not only of this District, but to the whole coun- 
try. They ought to know, and must know, that 
when policy, expediency, and justice concur in 
the measure, when it can be adopted with safety 

i to the Union and security to all, then, and then 

_ only, will the power be exercised; and that, when 
exercised, it will be in such a manner as shall 
neither disturb the public tranquillity nor violate 
the sanctity of private rights, 

Sir, I think the time must come, and will come, 
when slavery will cease to exist in this District. 

. The opinion of all Christendom, the opinion of 
the civilized world, is becoming uniform and set- 
tled on the general subject of slavery. Its influ- 
ence must be felt. It cannot always be resisted; 

‘and the time will come when southern men will 

`: cease their opposition to a measure to which they 
|| now feel, and I have no doubt sincerely feel, that 
|| they cannot yield their assent without danger, 
great and imminent danger, to the social relations 

and established institutions of the States in which 
| they live. 


Hi 


TREATY WITH MEXICO, 


| REMARKS OF HON. C. CUSHING, 
OF MASSACHUSETTS, 
In tue House or REPRESENTATIVES, 
May 1, 1836, : 


On the Bill to carry into effect the Treaty of Limits with 
Mexico. 

Mr. CUSHING said the difficulties started by 
the gentleman from Virginia, [Mr. Wise,] and 
by the géntleman from Tennessee, [Mr. PeyTon,] 
were, in his view of the subject before the com- 
mittee, premature, and. altogether unseasonable. 
The bill reported by the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs presents to the House a very simple ques- 
tion of public faith. To understand the whole 
case, and to find a complete answer to the ob- 
jections interposed in the way of the bill, it only 
needs to look into the treaties and the legislation, 
having for their object to fix and define the south- 
western frontier of the United States. | . 

_ Whatever ancient controversy on this point 
there may have been, there can be none at this 
precise moment. In the third article of the treaty 
of amity, settlement, and limits between the Uni- 
ted States and Spain, concluded on the 22d of 
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beng as [ab 


Then follows a renunciation on the part of the 
United States of all their rights, claims, and pre- 


| 


. United States ought to pursue. 


Next, the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. Per- 


' ron] calls upon us to delay this bill, in order to 


ly co 


tensions to any territories lying west and south `. 


of the above deseribed line. 

In the fourth article of the treaty there is the 
following supulation: 

“© To fix this line with more precision, and to place the 
land-marks which shall desiguate exactly the limits of both 
nations, each of the contracting parties sball appoint a com- 
missioner and surveyor, who shall meet before the term- 
ination of one year trom the date of the ratification of this 
treaty, at Natchitoches, on the Red river, and proceed to 
run and mark the said line from the mouth of the Sabine to 
the Red river, and from the Red river to the river Arkansas, 
in conformity to what is above agreed upon and stipulated, 
and the tine of tatitude 42°, to the South sea. They shall 
make out plans, and keep journals of their proceedings, and 
the result agreed upon by them shall he considered as part 
of this treaty, and sha 
inserted therein.” 

To carry into execution this treaty, an act was 
passed on the 3d of March, 1921, the third sec- 
tion of which provides for the appointment ofa 
commissioner and surveyor, ‘‘ for the purpose 
stipulated in the fourth article of said treaty.” 

Owing to the progress of the revolutionary war 
waging in Spain, this treat remained without ex- 
ecution, so far as regarded the question of limits, 
until after the United States had acknowle 
the independence of the Mexican Republic. 
Mexican Republic succeeded, 
course, to the rights and the obligations, in this 
respect, possessed by and due to Spain. And to 
remove all do 
cluded, on the 1 
limits between the 
the United Mexican 
ditional article concluded on the 5 
1831, recognizing the 
Republics, and the mode of settling it by com- 
missioners, in the precise words of the treaty of 
1819. In pursuance of which, an act was passed 
on the 3d of July, 1832, repeating, in substance, 
the provisions of the expired act of the 3d of 
March, 1821. 

These treaties, for causes which do not dis- 
tinctly appear, still refhaining without execution, 
another additional article to the treaty of limits 
was concluded on the 3d of April, 1835, which, 
briefly referring to the treaty 
once more for the appointmen 
and surveyor within one year 
of ratifications. ` 

The bill 
the Senate, and is now reported to the House, in 
conformity with a very recent message of the 
President recommending that the l 
lative provision may be made for the “ faithful 
execution” of the treaty on the part of the United 
States. 


Ith of January, 1828, a treaty of 
United States of America and 
States, continued by an ad- 
th of April, 


t of a commissioner 


Such are the facta upon which the committee | 


is called to act. 

Now, in the first place, 
Virginia (Mr. Wise] 1 
concerning the true boundary between the United 
States and the Mexican Republic, especially as 
to what is the river Sabine, spoken of in the 
treaty of limits; and he inquires whether this 


point is to be settled by the commissioners, or! 


whetheritadmitsof the interposition of the United 
States. Mr.C. said the solution of this difficulty 
was apparent on the face of the treaty. geo- 
graphical line is described on paper; commis- 
‘sioners, appoint! by 

to run the li 

the Red river, and so on to the river Arkansas. 
They are to trace the boundary geographically, 
set up land-marks, and make out plans of the line 


the two Governments, are ` 
ne from the mouth of the Sabine to | 


` between the two Republics. 


run the line in conjunction with the new State of 


Texas. To this Mr. C. replied, that the United |; 


States were bound by solemn treaties, deliberate- 
ntracted with the Mexican States, which 
treaties defined and established the boundary 
Our obligations 


, towards the Mexican States, in this matter, are 
"no wise changed by the fact of a civil war exist- 


deed | 
The | 


as a matter of | 


ubt on the subject, there was con- | 


the gentleman from ' 
alleges that doubt exists | 


ll have the same force as if it were - 


boundary line of the two , 


of 1828, stipulates | 


necessary legis- ; 


i 


be respected. The readiness to 
' ary line is one of the particul 


from the exchange |; 


before the committee was passed in p i 
.. become independent, 


‘ neutral purposes and 


| not. 


; Republic, in t 


; ciple of international 
| mit of dispute. 


| rendered themselves inde 


ing in Texas. It is the duty of the United States 
to continue neutral in this controversy. We are 
pledged to this by every consideration of honor 
and public faith. The declaration of independ- 
ence issued by the insurgent inhabitants of Texas 


does not absolve us from our engagements to | 


Mexico. Repeatedly, since the Texans took up 
arms, the United States, as it was their duty to 
do, have avowed and proclaimed their determina- 
tion to observe a studied neutrality, taking no 
part either for Texas or Mexico. ‘The ratifica- 
tions of this very additional article were but re- 
cently exchanged. Itis little more than a week 
since the President asked of Congress to enact 
the law now before us, in execution of the treaty 
of limits. And in the documents from the Ex- 
ecutive on the subject of our relations with Mex- 
ico, just communicated to the House, embracin 
the correspondence between Mr. Forsyth an 
Mr. Gorostiza, the new Mexican Minister, and 
the instructions given to the civil and military 
officers of the United States in regard to the war 
in Texas, there is continual dec aration of the 
duty and the intent of the United States to remain 
wholly neutral, and to cause their neutrality to 


ars in which the 
President has signified his wish to indicate the 
the good faith of the United 
States. Has the Mexican Republic ceased to 
exist? Does the revolt of one of her provinces 
absolve us from our treaties with her? Clearly 
And it is preposterous to imagine that the 
United States will seek to conspire with Mexico 


| to run this line fraudulently, to the injury of 


Texas. There is no danger of error on that side. 
And if the Texans achieve their independence, 
they will succeed to all the rights of the Mexican 
he matter of her northeastern fron- 
as Mexico succeeded, in this iden- 
he rights of Spain. This is a prin- 
law, too well settled to ad- 
The honor of the United States 
requires that they should pass this law, in execu- 
tion of the treaty of limits, and in obedience to 
its conditions; and if, meantime, Texas should 
either in fact or by express 
recognition, that possible state of things can be 
met when it arrives, without the United States 
having subjected their faith to question by Mex- 
ico, or any other foreign Power, as they would 
do in refusing to comply with the stipulations of 
the treaty. 

Mr. C. deprecated the untimely and recipitate 
agitation of the all-important subject of the future 
destinies of Texas. He was aware that the ac- 
knowledgment of jts independence, or the annex- 
ation of it to the United States, was a ossible, 
not to say probable question, which this Con- 
gress, and at the present session, might be called 
upon to determine, Perhaps at this very moment 
the revolutionized inhabitants of Texas may have 
endent in fact by a con- 
clusive triumph. But of this we have no certain 
knowledge. And it does not become us to decide 
now, in this incidental way, 


tier, precisely 
tical case, to t 


replete with consequences, both 


tis a question 
policy, enduring to the end of 


of prineiple and o 


i] i 


i 


ran this bound- || 


! what we will do in|. 
the possible future event, and in reference to a, 
fon of such vast importance to the United States. 


time. No question has arisen so momentous to 
the whole United States, and to every part of it, 
since the period of the cession of Lonisiana. Give 
us time to think of it, to weigh it deliberately in 
all its bearings, and with a full knowledge of 
facts, instead of embarrassing the ordinary legis- 
lation of the House, by rashly plunging into this 
controversy, with premature and idle haste, un- 
becoming statesmen or men of business, and in 
violation of the good faith of the United States. 


PROCEEDS OF THE PUBLIC LANDS. 


SPEECH OF HON. LEVI LINCOLN, 
OF MASSACHUSETTS, . 
In tHe Hovse or REPRESENTATIVES, 
May 10, 1836, 


` On the motion to commit the bill to distribute the proceeds 
of the Public Lands. 


Mr. LINCOLN said: 

Mr. Speaxer: The several propositions sub- 
mitted to the consideration of the Howes; which 
have respect to the disposition to be given to the 
‘bill from the Senate, for the distribution of the 
proceeds of the public lands, demand somewhat 
more than ordinary attention. The subject-mat- 
ter which they involve is deeply interesting to the 

eople and to the States of this Union. Mycol- 
eague, who has preceded me, (Mr. Ganimet] 
| has very propery adverted to the resolutions o 
| the Legislature of Massachusetts, presented here 
the present session, instructing her Senators and 
requesting her Representatives to advocate the 
principles of the bill upon your table. It needed 
not, sir, this authority from a squrce at all times 
entitled to my highest respect to secure my hum- 
ble efforts in support of the object of that bill, 
inasmuch as a dictate of duty and the most ob- 
vious perception of right seem to me to require 
the measure. In whatever I may now say, I 
| therefore no less fulfill my own sense of personal 
obligation, than cheerfully obey the voice of those 
who have thought proper specially to declare the 
interests of the State in the matter. 

The question immediately before the House Í 
i understand to be one of reference only, with a 
| view to give direction to the ultimate action of 
| this body upon the merits of the bill, I-am fully 
| aware that, upon this preliminary movement, it 
| ig not competent to discuss the provisions of the 
bill itself, But it is not tobe unheeded that the 
decision which shall be had upon the various 
| motions which have been successively submitted 
may have an important bearing upon the dispo- 
sition of the principal measure. arious propo- 
sitions are before the House. One gentleman 
moves to send the bill to the Committee on Pub- 
| lic Lands; another to give it to the Committee 
| of Ways and Means; and the third to commit it 
to the Committee of the Whole on the state of 
| the Union. Has it been sufficientl regarded that, 
‘ however the reference shall, in the first instance, 
be made, it will and must come to the same point 
‘at last? This bill must be discussed in Commit- 
| tee of the Whole, if it is to be considered upon 
‘ its merits at all, Is'this not bo? The bill pro- 
| poses an appropriation, and a large appropriation, 
too; that of the millions of surplus from one of 
the great sources of national revenue. It no less 
| partakes of the character of an appropriation 

Pit, because it parports to be for the purpose of 
‘distribution. The distribution of the revenue, 
by an aet taking it from the Treasury, is in itself 
-an appropriation of it, and the object‘of the bill 
upon the table is but to direet that appropriation 
to the use of the States. "Whatever, therefore, 
might be the report of either of the standing 
committees to which it is proposed to be sent, 
the House, by one of its invariable rules, never 
! departed from; must go into Committee of the 
‘Whole upon that report, unless, indeed, it shall 
refuse to consider the bill; in other words, shall 
| reject it without consideration. If Iam wrong in 

this view of the order of business, under the 
' rules and practice of the House, I beg to be cor- 
rected by the Chair, or the experience of the 
this floor. 
that a bill which proposes an 
public money must, from its 


-oldest members on 
` Assuming, then, 
| appropriation of the 


« 
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very character, at an earlier or later stage of its 
rogress, come into a Committee of the Whole 
Hoase, what are the reasons for sending it inter- | 
mediately to either of the standing committees? 
The gentleman from Indiana, [Mr. Carr,] who 
moved its reference to the Committee on Public 
Lands, assigned no special inducement to give it 
that destination. It surely does not fall within 
the appropriate and specified duties of that com- 
mittee to inquire into the disposition which shall 
be made of the revenucs of the country, from 
whatever sources derived, whether from the sales 
of the public lands, rather than imposts and 
duties upon the commerce of the nation. The 
condition of the public domain; the proper mode 
of its management and disposition; its value to 
the Government and the people, either as a means 
of national wealth in its productiveness to the 
Treasury, or as conducive to the strength and 
power of the country, in its capacity to sustain 
an extended, virtuous, and free population, and 
the subjects legitimately within the province of 
that committee, and such hitherto have been 
regarded as the limits of their jurisdiction. As 
an humble member of the committee, I would not 
be considered as disclaiming the custody of any 
matter which the House may commit to its 
charge. I trust I feel as high respect for the 
intelligence, industry, and capacity of my hon- 
orable associates, as any gentleman on this floor. 
I suggest no distrust of the ability and fidelity 
with which they would apply themselves to any 
delegated trust; and I trust it will be considered 
in nowise inconsistent with a sentiment of the 
truest personal regard towards them, that I now 
object to any supposed peculiar qualification 
which they possess for the investigation of the | 
recise matter proposed by the gentleman from | 


| 


‘balance of more than thirty millions of dollars on |' 


eration, or the application of some other principle 
of distribution. No one can be hardy enough to 
deny this. There exists at this very momenta 


the books of the Treasury; and what intelligent | 
and responsible Representative of the people will 
venture to say that this vast sum, togcther with 
the accruing revenue, can be absorbed by the oc- 
casions of the country? The revenue of the cur- 
rent year is a by the Department greatly 
to exceed the expenditures, and the excess, at the 
end of the year will be still larger in the Treasury. 
Can it be necessary, then, to send this bill to the 
Committee of Ways and Means for a report of 
facts already known to every member of this 
House? Have we not the reports of the Secre- 
tary showing the state of the Treasury before 
us? Are not the appropriation bills upon our 
desks? And allowing some millions for accidents 
and contingencies for repressing Indian hostilities, 
and the glory of our armsin military expeditions, 
and, morcover, for the policy of party in the grati- 
fication of a new born zeal for national defenses, 
who does not see that, after all, there is still enough 
to satisfy the provisions of this bill, and to spare? 
Mr. Speaker, the country is neither to be deluded 
nor abused in this matter. The surplus exists, 
and is daily augmenting. ThedGovernment want 
it for no legitimate uses. If it is not to be dis- 
tributed by law, it will be retained for party pur- 
poses, to be used in the conflict for the Presidency; 

to be paid to the parasites of power; in one word, | 
to be pledged to the succession! | i 

But there is anotherand more decisive objection 

to the adoption of the proposition of the gentle- | 
man from New York, to refer this bill to the | 
Committee of Ways and Means. That committee |; 
have already prejudged the matter. What chance, 


year following the next, there is little prob 


With such sentiments from the mouth of te 
chairman of the Committee of Ways and Means, 
is it to him should be committed the fate of the bill 
for the distribution of the proceeds of the sales 


of the public lands? What, sir, all the surplus in 


the Treasury on the Ist of Jenuary next required to 
discharge the actual liabilities of the Treasury, and 
inadequate even to indispensable measures of defense ! 
And the whole revenue from customs and lands in- 
sufficient for the wants of the Government without an 
addition to the tariff! Are our dangers so great, 
or our means so small? If the honorable gentle- 
man himself believes this, he must excuse me if 
I say he is not a fit judge of the propriety of the 
measure proposed by the bill now under consider- 
ation, 
žut to show still more conclusively the preju- 
diced opinions of thechairman of the Committee of 
Ways and Means upon the question which it is 
now proposed should be committed to his dispo- 
sal, I ask the indulgence of the House while I 
tax their attention to a further extract from his 
published speech. He took occasion, rather gra- 
tuitously, as it seems to me, at that time, to dis- 
cuss and decide upon the character of this very 
measure of distributing the proceeds of the public 
lands, and unequivocally pronounced it both un- 
just and unconstitutional. Following his argu- 
ment upon its inexpediency, he procceds: 
“ Nor am I less astonished to see some of the most rigid 
constructiouists so alarmed at the idea of our surplus rev- 
enue as to unite zealously in this assault upon the Treas- 


ury. Gentlemen whose constitutional scruples would not 
allow them to vote a dollar for a Jight-house to save the 


i mariners from pcrishing on our coast amidst the storms of 


midnight, are now ready to cmpty the federal Treasury, 


-Indiana to be referred to their consideration. | think you, would there be of a favorable report | 
Does any honorable member of this House look || (if any report there should be) to the adoption of | 
to the Gommittee on Public Lands for instruction |; the principle of the bill from this quarter? Sir, 
on a question of the distribution of the surplus ‘|! I will not arraign the motives or the judgment of | 
revenue? What means of information do this |; the members of that committee, but I object to | 
committee enjoy which are not common to every | them as fair and impartial judges of the expe- | 
one within the sound of my voice? Wherefore, diency or policy of the passage of this bill. 
I again ask, make this reference? What con- Neither do they constitute a fit inquest for the pur- 
nection have the public lands, their management, pose of presenting facts and considerations proper 
the graduation of the prices of these lands, or for the information of this House. They have. 
the surrender of them to the States in which they already declared their opinion that there is to be 
lie, or any other proposed immediate or pros- 
‘pective measure in relation to the public domain, I think it manifest, from the monstrous projects 
with the appropriation of money from the Treas- of expenditure which have been suggested, it is 
‘ury? The reference in the bill to the lands is but ., thcir intention that there shall be nothing upon 
to one of the sources of supply; and for the pur- which the bills may, operate. The language of ' 
pose only of determining the quantunt of surplus |’ the honorable chairman, (Mr. CamBreLENG,}who 
proper to be set apart for distribution. Can the | isnotonly the able and accomplished official organ 
onorable chairman of the Committee on Public || of the committee, but a leading and most influ-. 
Lands, or either or all of his associates be better || ential member of the Administration party on | 
advised ef this than any other committee of the ; this floor and before the nation, in a speech afew | 
-House? Sir, the question involved in the bill ` days since, seemed to have anticipated the present | 
has nothing to do with the duties of the Com- ' occasion to the House for a knowledge of his | 
mittee on Public Lands. -It is not within the |. sentiments on this subject. 1 pray leave to refer | 
province of their inquiry, and would, most inap- |, .to the expression of his opinions in a report of ; 
propriately, be referred to their cognizance. . || that speech published in the official paper, which 
The gentleman from New York [Mr. Gitret] | has been put into my hands since the commence- ` 
seems to admit the correctness of this view of the || ment of the present debate: 
subject, and, in submitting his motion to refer the 


L : “Eam not willing to go with gentlemen for a distribution 
bill to the Committee of Ways and Means, urges |! of any portions of our surplus revenue.” “ That there is, 


fi 
} 
| 


no surplus in the Treasury for distribution, and <i 


! federated purposes. 


the consideration that the proposed distribution |! 


has relation to the revenue of ‘the country, and 
should therefore receive the primary examination 
of those who are especially charged with the duty 
.of inquiring into its neeeasary appropriations. 
This position might be tenable if the inquiry was 
at all essential to the determination of the fact 
that, after, every appropriation required for the 
ordinary or extraordinary expenditures of the Gov- 
ernment, a surplus greater than the bill proposes to 
distribute, would still remain. -Sir, I insist, with 


me; [Mr. Graneen,] who has just resumed his 
‘seat, that, on this point, there ean be. neither 
doubt nor honest difference of opinion in this | 
House. Let the appropriations be as liberal as 
those most lavish of the public treasure may dare 
to vote them; let every bill now on your table be 
‘passed, and every proposition which any gentle- 
-man has yet seriously made be sustained, still, sir, 
I pledge myself the close of the sessian will leave | 
a large surplus undisposed of, and thereafter fur- | 


‘the honorable gentleman from New York before || ee ones ot borne sroumentyand by varis 


' the honorable gentleman proceeds to maintain his 
_ position that the existing surplus was merely 


, the country in reference to its finances 


| ‘argument with the emphatic and, 


and probably will continue to be, a surplus which may not 
be required fora short time to come, cannot be denied; but 
it is equally certain that we have not only great and indis- 
pensable objects to apply it to, but that we are approaching 
8 crisis in our financjal affairs for which we ought now to 
prepare.?? 


Again: . ; 

& I do not believe in the continuance of an. overflowing 
.Treasury. U:maybe deceived, but I do not believe that the 
revenue, under the compromise uct, and the receipts from 


the public lands, will be permanently sufficient to pay the 
expenses of the Government.” ; 


‘our extraordinary assumptions and declarations, 


casual and temporary, and that the condition of 
1 ,and present 
and future probable occasions, would not justify 
its distribution; and he concludes that part of his 

. ei I must say, 
most startling assertion that, 3 


t Whatever may be the surplus on the Ist of January 
next, it will all be required to discharge the actual liabii- 


ther greatly to accumulate, except by the inter- 
-Vention of the operation of the bill under consid- 


ities of the Treasury, and to provide even for a small por- 
‘dior of indispensable Measures of defense; and, as to the 


and distribute it among the States.” 

Again: 

“ Tt never was contemplated that the proceeds of these 
{public} lands should in any manner be applied to the local 
expenditures of the States; and had a provision for such a 
distribution been then insisted on, the new Constitution 
would have been formed, as the old Confederation was, 
without the cession of an acre of these lands. Gentlenien 
attempt to make a distinction between the revenue from 
custoins, from Jands ceded by the States, and from those 
acquired by purchase from France and Spain. Sir, every 
dollar in your Treasury is secured by the same constitu- 


| tional guards; the revenues of the Confederation, and the 


lands ceded to it, were all for the same common and con- 
If there be a distinction, it is in favor 
of the moneys arising from the proceeds of the lands ceded 
by the States, guarantied, as they are, by compacts more 
ancient than the Constitution itself, and which, in strict 
good faith, cannot be canceled, even by a constitutional 
amendment. ?”? 

The honorable chairman farther denounces the 
plan of distribution as a scheme of consolidation. 
“« A more fatal measure to the States, or a more 
certain one to effect consolidation,” says ke, 
‘could not be devised.” Sir, I will not multiply 
these extracts. The speech of the gentleman 
must be too well remembered to need suchfrecital. 
It was throughout distinguished for the confident 
tone of assertion in which the demands of the 
General Government upon the uses of the reve- 
nue were to be maintained, and the distinctness 
with which he repudiated every scheme for the 
distribution of a supposed surplus. And now 
let me ask honorable members if, in their judg- 
ment, it is proper that this bill, which assumes 
that a surplus does and will exist in the Treasury, 
and provides for its distribution to a considerable 
extent, should be sent to a cammittee of which 
that gentleman is the head, and over which he 
is known to exercise a commanding influence? 
What else can come of such reference than a 
repetition of the same opinions—a certain report 
against the passage of the bill? He who believes 
there will be no surplus must surely decide against 
a measure of distribution. Those who hold that 
the public revenue derived from the sales of the 
public lands cannot constitutionally be divided to 
the States, will feel bound to declare against such 
division. The report of the committee may now 
be anticipated with as much certainty as it will be 
known after itis presented. For myself, I would 
as readily, at this moment, vote against the bill 
itself as concur in sending it to such an investi- 
gation. Sir, it would be rejected, with or with- 
outargument. No new information to the House 
would result from the reference. The bill would 
go to the committee $g be strangled. The parlia- 
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mentary 
indeed be commilied to the Keeping of the wf. 

Mr. Speeker, Lam in favor of the motion of 
the gentleman trom Kentucky, [Mr. Wiiuiams,] 
to give this bill at once to the Committee of the | 
Whole on the state of the Union. 1 have before | 
urged as aconsideration deserving of regard that, , 
if it is to be acted upon, it must come to this 
committee at last. I have cudeavored to show 
that it does not belong to the Committee on Pub- 
hie Lands, nor ought it go to the Committee of 
Ways and Means; although at the two a prefer- 
ence between these is to be given to the former, 
inasmuch as 1 do not admit that that committee, 
like the latler, has prejudged the matter, and thus 
disqualified itself fram action, by an avowed hos- 
tility to the measure. In the Committee of the 
Whole, the subject may at once be freely and 
fully discussed. Itis no newtopic. It has often, 
heretofure, been before Congress and the country. 
The members of this House have all the inform- 
ation which can be elicited from the reports of 
committees, or other public documents; and there 
has been no lack of argument in debates in form- 
er Congresses to assist their judgment to a right 
conclusion, The people expect action. It was 
promised them, on the accession of the pres- 
ent Administration, that whenever the public 
debt should be paid, the proceeds of the public 
lands, the common property of the States, sol- 
emnly pledged to the benefit of all, should be 
participated in by all. The States now anxiously 
wait the redemption of this pledge. They look 
to this common fund in aid of great objects of 
public improvement. If it may not constitu- 
tionally, in the opinion of those who have it in 
trust, be applied directly by the General Govern- 
ment to these purposes, let it be given to those 
to whom it belongs, that, through their more im- 
mediate agents, the State governments, it may 
administer to the occasions, and subserve the 
ends for which it was designed. Let it be made 
in some way to conduce ‘to the general wel- 
fare.” 

A reference of the bill to either of the standing 
committees will but too fatally delay its progress. 
In the present state of the business before the 
House, and at this period of the session, such a | 
reference would be equivalent to its rejection. 
And do gentlemen intend this? If so, let them | 
come out boldly, and before their constituents | 

| 


take the responsibility of such a vote. Letthem |: 


answer whether, in the eloquent language of the | 
chairman of the Committee of Ways and Means, : 
though differently applied by him, “ they are 

ready to 


of these 


States, to be settled and formed into distinct re- | 
publican States; and to abrogate the compacts | 
with New York in 1783, and Virginia in 1784, by 
which these lands were ceded as a common fund 
for the use and benefit of the United States, to be 
faithfully and bona fide disposed of for that pur- 
pose, and for no other use and purpose what- 
soever?”? Whether ‘they are eager to annul the 
compacts with Massachusetts, Connecticut, and 
South Carolina, in 1785, 1786, and 1787, with 
North Carolina in 1789, and, finally, with Geor- 
gia in 1802?” These are questions of grave 1m- 
port, and in which the State to which 1 belong, 
especially, has a deep and enduring interest. It 
is now quite time that the people knew what to 
expect. It is high time that the States which 
made the cessionsof this immense fand of wealth, 
this inexhaustible resource of national prosperity, 
should learn whether they are to be permitted to 
participate in its future benefit. Now that the 
debt of the nation, to which it was originally de- 
voted, is paid, it is not unreasonable to ask that 
the ulterior intentions of the Government. shall 
be disclosed on this subject. Is. the faith of the 
nation to be kept inviolate to the parties of. the. 
compact? Are those to whom an interest in.the 
national domain has come as an inheritance to be 
suffered to enjoy it? Or shall it be withheld until 
sectional feelings, the cupidity of avarice, and 
the lust of power, may combine to rob the right- 
ful owners of its possession? Mr. Speaker, I 
again distinctly repeat that, to my own deliberate 
conviction, the delay of this bill, by its reference 


i 
{| 
i 


violate the solemn pledge of the Con- |; 
gress of the Confederation in 1780, before an acre |. 
lands was ceded, that they should be || 
disposed ef for the common benefit of the United jj 


H 


i 
li 
L 
i: 
| 
i 


t 


: 3 > ; 
to the Committee on Public Lands or the Com- | people, voted against every measure he deemed 


mittee of Ways and Means, is, and will be, its 
virtual rejection, and it should be so understood 
by the country. My word for it, send it to cither 


of these committees, and there will be no report ; 


at the present session, or, if so, atso late a period 

as to furnish a pretext for not acting upon it. 
Admonished as [am that it is not consistent 

with the rules of parliamentary proceeding, upon 


a preliminary question, to enter into a considera- - 


tion of the merits of the bill, I forbear the dis- 


cussion. Ihave already occupied more time than . 
I did not participate in the sev- |. 


I had intended. 
eral motions which have been offered this morn- 
ing, and have spoken without premeditation. 
Should the proper opportunity hereafter be pre- 
sented, I shall ask the indulgence of the House 
to a further expression of my sentiments, and 
what I believe to be those of my constituents, on 
the general subject. I conclude, by an earnest 
hope that the bill may be brought directly into 
the Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union, and become the order of the day at the 
earliest period which the more pressing assign- 
ments of business will permit, and, at all events, 


that it may be definitely disposed of before the | 


close of the session. 


FORTIFICATION BILL. 


SPEECH OF HON. W. McCOMAS, 
OF VIRGINIA, 
In rue House or REPRESENTATIVES, 
May 10, 1836. 


The question pending being the amendment of Mr. Cam- 


BRELENG, to appropriate $700,000 for the armament of the 


fortifications, in addition to the amount appropriated in the 


United States for the support of the Army for the year 1836— 


Mr. McCOMAS said: ‘ 


© Mr. Cuairman: It is not my purpose, upon : 


this occasion, to make a speech, that is, if 1 un- 
derstand the true definition of a congressional 
speech. He said he understood that nothing 
could be regarded as a speech in this House 
unless it takes the orator at least three days to 
deliver it. He said, if he was correct in that view 
of the subject he could assure the House that it 
was not his intention to make a speech; that what 
few remarks he had to make upon the subject 
under consideration, he hoped to be able to close 
upon this day. He said it was not his purpose 
to enter into a critical examination of the course 
pursued by the present Ad ministration; that gen- 
tlemen upon this floor had indulged in a wide 


range of debate upon all the topics connected with | 


the present Administration; that he approved of 
many of the measures of the present Adminis- 
tration; that in his judgment they would have a 
happy effect on the prosperity of the country. 


` But he said there were others that he disapproved 


of; that they could not fail, in his judgment, to 
have a bad effect upon the happiness of our peo- 
ple. He said he would speak freely of such 
measures of this Administration as he approved 


of, and that he would speak with equal freedom || 


in relation to measures he disapproved of. This 
he said he could do without being suspected of 
being actuated by party spirit, or of indulging in 

olitical hatred for the President, when it would 
ba recollected by the House that he was one of 
the early and zealous supporters of the President, 
and that he had voted for him three times to fill the 
presidential chair, and never, till theremoval of the 
deposits, did he materially differ with himin point 
of national policy. And in doing so, he said he 
knew that he was incurring a fearful responsi- 
bility in coming in contact with the almost resist- 
less popularity of the President—a popularity that 
had withered the hopes of thousands. Yet a con- 
scientious discharge of his duty forbade him to 
take any other course;.and whatever might be 
said by others, he should always regard it as one 
of the proudest acts of his life. That since he 
had the honor of a seat upon this floor, he had 
always sustained the Administration when his 
conscience told him it was right, but he-had, with 
all the boldness of an independent statesman, 


| charged with the legislative functions of @ free 


I| wrong. Mr. McC. said, while he differed with 


‘| the President on that act of national policy, he 
! never did for a single moment doubt the patriotic 
motives of the President. He believed him to be 
a patriot, and at all times listened to the unmeas- 
ured abuse of his motives with more pain than 
pleasure. He never could see any analogy be- 
tween the character of Julius Cesar, Cromwell, 
. Bonaparte, Richard the Third, and that of Andrew 
i Jackson; they, in his opinion, were oftener the 
offspring of political rancor than the just deduc- 
. tions from his (the President’s) acts. ` 
| Mr. McC. said it was not his purpose to enter 
li into a critical examination of the life, the charac- 
| ter, and pretensions of any individual for the rext 
|| Presidency of the United States. He said it had 
nothing to do with the subject now under consid- 
| eration. The subject of the distribution of the 
surplus revenue is of paramount consideration to 
that of the miserable scramble for office. He said 
that 1t was a momentous subject—one, in his 
judgment, the right settlement of which involved, 
‘in some measure, the purity of our institutions 
| and the freedom of the people. He said an offended 
Deity could not inflict upon the simplicity of our 
republican institutions a greater curse than an 
overflowing Treasury. Money is said, from high 
authority, to be the root of allevil. Mr.McC. was 
free to say that neither of the candidates now in 
| the field was his choice, and so he informed his 
' constituents at the time of his election; that he 
pon his constituents to do nothing that would 
ave a tendency to take the election from the peo- 
ple, in order to bring the election into the House 
| of Representatives. But if the election should 
devolve upon the House of Representatives, he 
would represent the wish of the majority of his 
district. But, as an individual, he reserved to 


i! himself the ri i 
bill making appropriations for certain fortifications of the mself right of vonng for the man he thought 


best qualified to represent the people. Butat this 
time it was not known what would be the great 
line of division between the parties. He would, 
therefore, avail himself of all the time allotted to 
him to make his selection, as he understood that 
the statute of limitations would run against the 
opinions of a politician in three months. He could 
not be blamed at this time for being non-commit- 
tal. Hesaid some gentlemen on this floor seemed 
to think every speech made in favor of a distri- 
bution of the proceeds of the public lands is in- 
tended to injure the election of Mr. Van Buren. 
For his own part, he hoped he had a more holy 
object in view. He had no political rancor in his 
heart against the Vice President, and this his 
friends will perceive, when they recollect that he 
was one of the legislative caucus in Virginia that 
sustained his nomination for Vice President: that 
he then thought his enemies said more about him 
than was true, and he thinks they do now. He 
said he mentioned this, lest it might be said of 
him, as of some others, that he was speaking to 
operate on the presidential election, and thereby 
prejudice his favorite scheme for dividing the 

roceeds of the public lands among the States. 
i| But Mr. McC. said he should feel himself crim- 
| inal were he to remain non-committal upon the 
‘| all-absorbing question of the surplus revenue. 
He said our country was peculiarly sitnated at 
this time; other nations have great difficulty to 
raise money sufficient to carry on the fiscal oper- 
ations of their Governments, but the diffculty 
_ with us is, how shall we dispose of our surplus 
over and above what we want for the necessary 
expenses of the Government? 

e said at the commencement of the session 
we were in expectation of a French war, which 
threatened to swallow up the entire surplus fund, 
and he could but think that the dove crossed the 
Atlantic a little too soon, with the olive branch, 
for the views of some gentlemen on that floor. It 
seemed to close up the deepest and broadest ave- 
nuea that lead to the public Treasury. He said, 
while listening to the speeches of the orators on 
that floor, he almost imagined that he saw the 
bosom of the ocean whitened with the sails of 
French vessels of war, pouring a destructive fire 
upon our defenseless cities and towns on the sea- 
board, a hostile army already landed, and carry- 
ing death and desolation through the land. But 
he said he was happy to announce to the Ameri- 
| can people that he was mistaken; that all our 
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towns and cities on the sea-board were safe; that | a manifest violation of the vested rights of the 
that the || old States, and in open violation of the Constitu- 


peace reigns through all our borders; tl 
tremendous array of artillery hovering, in imagin- 
ation, around our borders, does not intend to dis- 
gorge its blazing magazines upon our defenscless 
sea-coast, and destroy our wives and children. 
He said it was not a war for blood, but it was a 
war for money—less glorious than any war waged 
among civilized man. It was a war upon the 
people’s pockets: this is what he wished the 
people to understand. Mr. McC.said that various 
modes for the distribution of the surplus revenue 
had been proposed to the nation; first in order, 
it has been proposed to apply the whole sum to 
national defense upon the Navy, the Army, and 
fortifications, and the armament of the same; 
second, it had been proposed to distribute the 
proceeds of the public lands to the several States 
agreeably to Federal population; and, third, it 
had been proposed to graduate the price of public 
land, and ultimately surrender the public domain 
to the new States; and, in the fourth place, it has 
been proposed to vest it in railroad stock for the 
transportation of the United States mail. He 
said he would examine the merits of the several 

opositions. He said he was willing to make 
iberal appropriations for the defense of the coun- 
try. He thought it a propitious time. We have 
the money, and it could not be more properly 
appropriated than in a necessary defense of the 
country. He thought the maxim a sound one, 
that in time of peace was the time to prepare for 
war. But he thought it would not be difficult for 
him to show that one half of the surplus revenue 
that would accrue in the Treasury between this 
and the expiration of the compromise bill could 
not be applied to the defense of the country with- 
out endangering that which gentlemen seem so 


anxious to secure, that is the liberty of this | 


le. It would build up a standing army, and 
with it a moneyed aristocracy, on the sea-board, 
fatal to democracy and fatal to liberty. He said 
he would not examine that scheme that proposes 
to vest some hundred millions of the surplus 
revenue in railroad stock. He said if it had not 


! 
| 


' tion of the United States, to cede these lands to | 
: the new States without making a fair compensa- 


tion to the old States for their interest. What, 
(he said) would you think of that executor who ` 
had the estate of the testator committed to his 
care, by his last will and testament, with direc- 
tions to settle all claims due and justly charge- 
able against the estate, and the balance to divide 
out among his children equally, if he were to give 
the whole estate to one child? All would admit 
that he had violated the sacred trust committed 
to his charge, and that a court of equity would | 
restore the heirs to their lawful inheritance. And | 
where was the difference in the two cases? He | 
could perceive none. He said he would submit : 
a few questions to honorable gentlemen on this 
floor representing the new States. 

If Congress does possess the power to cede 
those lands to the new States, do they not pos- 
sess the power to retrocede them to the old States? 


' He said it must be so, for it would be a bad rule 


that would not work both ways. What would 
honorable gentlemen representing new States say 
to a proposition of this kind? We should be 
told that it was a violation of the compact; that 
it was part of the consideration that induced them 
to go and settle the new States; and before the 
old States could avail themselves of such a law 
they would have to take possession of their lands 
by passing over the dead bodies of the people of 
the new States; and he was sure that there would 
be as much propriety, if not more, to pass an 
act of retrocession returning them to the original 
proprietors, after the terms of the original com- 


; pact had been complied with, as to give them all ; 


come to the country under the high and imposing | 


sanction of a high-minded, and, he would add, 
talented Senator of the United States, he should 
have supposed its author intended it for a bur- 
lesque on the doctrines of internal improvement 
by this Government; but he said he was not 
authorized to view the subject in that light; he 
‘was compelled to treat it as the work of a 
statesman—as a plan for the distribution of our 
surplus revenue. But, without intending any 
reflection upon the rapid conception of the mind 


that brought the scheme into being, he thought | 
it was a sufficient argument to overthrow that | 
measure merely to state it to the people, for it ` 


was one of those astounding propositions that 
carried upon its face its own reprobation. 

He said he would now examine the scheme of 
graduating the price of the public land, and ulti- 


mately ‘ceding the public domain to the new | 


States. This could not be done without a viola- 
tion of the deeds of cession between the old States 
and the Federal Government. He said he would 
ask the indulgence of the committee while he 


would read one clause in the deed of cession | 


made by Virginia to this Government: 

._ That all the lands within the territory se ceded to the 
United States, and not reserved for, or appropriated to, any 
of the beforementioned purposes, or disposed of in bounties 
to the officers and soldiers of the American Army, shall be 
considered as a common fusd for the tse and benefit of 
such of the United States as have become members of the 
confederation or federal alliance of the said. States, Virginia 
inclusive, according to their usual respective proportions 
inthe general charge and expenditure, and shall! he-faith- 
fully and bona fide disposed of for that purpose, and for no 
other use or purpose whatsoever.” 

‘Mr. McC. said it would be seen by this deed 
of cession that a great. national trust had been 
created by the several States as principals, and 
accepted y this Government as the agent of the 
parties. He said it was evident that the States 
are the parties to this compact, and that this Gov- 
ernment is the joint agent of the. contracting par- 
ties, to carry into effect the objects of the trust; 
that the agent, in- executing the trust, must be 
governed pae stipulations of the deed creating 
the trust. ow, then, can Congress pass a law 
to give these lands to the new States, without a 
fair compensation to the-old States? It would be 


to the new States in violation of positive stipula- | 
tion in the deed of cession made by Virginia, | 
that the residuary mass of land unsold after the į 
objects of the trust had been complied with should ' 
be considered a ‘‘common fund for the use and 
benefit of such of the United States as have be- 


come members of the confederation or Federal | 


alliance of said States, Virginia inclusive, accord- 
ing to their usual respective proportions in the gen- 
eral charge and expenditure, and shall be faith- 
fully and bona fide disposed of for that purpose, 
and for no other use or purpose whatsoever.’ 
He could not tell what the English meant if this 
clause did not guaranty to each of the old States 
their equal proportion with the new States of all 
the surplus lands that remained undisposed of : 
after the objects of the trust had been complied 

with agreeably to their usual respective propor- 

tions in the general charge for the expense of | 
Government. Why say it should be a common ' 
fund for the States, Virginia inclusive? Why 

say that the surplus fund should be bona fide dis- 
posed of for that purpose, and for no other? 

He said he did not believe that any unpreju- 
diced man in the world could say that Virginia . 
was not entitled to her share. He had made these | 
temarks in reference to that class of our public | 
lands that are within the limits of the old United | 
States. He should now say something in refer- 
ence to that class of public lands that we have 
acquired by treaty; he meant that tract of coun- | 
try west of the Mississippi to the Pacific ocean, | 
including the island of New Orleans, and streteh- | 
ing east of the Mississippi to the Perdido, ac- 
quired by treaty in 1803, which cost the Govern- 
ment: $15,000,000, and also the Floridas, that 
were acquired in 1819, at the rate of $5,000,000, | 
amounting in the whole to $20,000,000. It had | 
been contended by some that: as this class of 
lands was acquired: by putchase, and was not 
included in the conipact between the States and 
this Government, Congress has no: power to dis- 
tribute the proceeds of them among the people; 
that Congress had no power to collect money but 
for revenuc purposes. This was admitted when 
the money was collected: under the powers:con- 
tained in the specific: grants conferring power 
upon Congress to raise money for revenue. But 
he must look upon this subject in a very different 
light. This money has not been raised under 
any of the grants conferring the power on Con- 
gress for raising a revenue. This was a very 
plain question. If Congress had the constitu- 
tional right to acquire the fee-simple in these 
lands, they have the right to dispose of the rents. 


and profits; if they have the right to purchase, 
they have the right to sell; if they have the right 
to sell, they have the right to apply the proceeds 
of the sale to what object they please. This 
must be true, unless that wholesome maxim in 
logic be changed, that the major includes the 
minor. It was now too late to question the 


pews of Congress to acquire this territory; it 


ad been acquired, and it had been acquiesced 
in by the whole people of the United States; and 
it was not necessary for his purpose to prove 
that Congress had the constitutional power to 
acquire these lands originally. It was sufficient 
to say that Congress had the right now in fee- 
simple; and having the fee-simple, they have an 
unlimited contro] over the whole subject. This 
fund not being raised for revenue purposes, Con- 
gress was not restricted in its appropriation to 
revenue purposes alone. But it comes strictly 
under the third section of the fourth article of 
the Constitution, where it is said ‘* the Congress 
shall have power to dispose of, and make all 
needful rules and regulations respecting, the ter- 
ritory or other property belonging to the United 
States.” If he was correct in saying that this 
territory belonged in fee-simple to the United 
States, then he was correct in saying it was to 
be governed by this article in the Federal Con- 
stitution, *‘ that Congress shall have power to 
dispose of, and make all needful rules and regu- 
lations respecting, the territory or other property 
belonging to the United States.” It was plain to 
his mind that Congress might distribute the pro- 
ceeds of these lands to the several States, agree- 
ably to Federal population, if, in their judgment, 
they should think it a needful and proper regula- 
tion. In relation to their public domain or terri- 
tory, justice required that this twenty millions, 
drawn from the common treasury of the people, 
should be fairly distributed among them. 

He said, to graduate and reduce the price of 
public lands would confer no benefit upon the 
actual settlers; the effect of such a law would be 
to place the public domain in the hands of the 
rich speculators, who would not sell it again for 


; five times the sum it cost, which would be a ruin- 


ous poler Honorable gentlemen from these 
new States mistake their true policy. They should 
be willing to take their proportion of the sales 
of public ands, and make an immediate applica- 
tion of the same to the improvement of their 
States. They themselves will soon become old 
States, and sustain the same relation to the public 
domain as the old States do now. Their interests 
within their own limits are daily diminishing, and 
their interests in the public domain increasing; 
and it will not be long before these very States 
will receive ten dollars for one, from the public 
domain without the limits of the States, which 
they will now receive from having all that is con- 
tained within their own limits. 

He would state another unhappy effect that 
must arise from graduating and reducing the price 
of public lands; it would greatly affect the sound 
currency of the country; it would increase the 
rage for land speculation; and every dollar that 
will be received in the land office will pass from 
the circulating medium of the country into the 
vaults of the Government. It is not dificult to- 
tell what the effects of this measure will be, to be 
always collecting from the people, and never dis- 
bursingin any form _ It is to operate oppressively 
upon every interest in the community, The ef- 
fects of this measure are felt now at New York, 
Boston, and New Orleans. The points where the 
greatest portion of the revenue is collected are 
suffering most; they are in the midst of apparent 
prosperity, embarrassed for the want of money; 
that continual draft upon them for money, and 
the locking it up in the Treasury, is what pro- 
duces this state of things. oe 

Mr. McC. would examine the effects of this 
scheine on theoldStates. Itnot only took millions 
from the treasury of each State, but it robbed 
them oftheir population. Any system that would 
invite emigration to the new States, without ap- 
erating unjustly on the old States, should have 
his hearty coöperation; but a system that only 
transferred population from ane portion of the 
United States to another, was not a fit and proper 
subject for legislation. It adds nothing to the 
aggregate wealth of the nation. Suppose that 
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Alexandria and Georgetown were to move to the 


the numerical strength of the District? Would 
there be a man, woman, or child more? Would 
there be a dollar or cent more? Then why should 
Congress interfere upon this subject? It was 
very evident that there was nota State in the 
Union that had a redundant population; the great 
complaint was the want of amore dense popula- 
tion, so as to enable every branch of industry 
and of science to develop their full resources. 

By a reference to the last census, it would be 
seen that under the present system the emigra- 
tion to the new States was unparalleled in the 
annals of history, from the foundation of the first 
Egyptian colony to the present day. He said 
that every community was capable to bear and 
sustain a certain weight of population and no 
more, and that too rapid an increase. of popula- 
tion was as bad, or worse, than one too slow; 
that to reduce the price of the public land in the 
new States was to reduce the price of land in the 
old States, and to render the rents and profits 
less valuable to their owners, which would be a 
crying injustice, not to be submitted to on the 
part of the old States. 


Mr. McC. was in favor of distributing the sales ` 


of the public lands to the several States, agreea- 
bly to federal population, because the President 
has declared that internal improvement by this 
Government shall cease; and said, whatever may 
be thought of many of the measures of his Ad- 
ministration, he thought that Andrew Jackson 
would deserve a nation’s gratitude for arresting 
that system. It was not his purpose to revive 
the discussion upon the constitutional power of 
Congress to make internal improvements. He 
wonld place the question upon very different 
ground, that of the practicability and expediency 
of the system. It was known to the House that 
a large portion of the people in the United States 
believed that Congress has no constitutional power 
to make internal improvements in the States. 
is also known to this House that upon this ques- 


tion the country is geographically divided; that | 


north of a certain line the people think that Con- 
gress has the right to make internalimprovements; 
that south of the same line the people think that 


it is unconstitutional to make internal improve- ' 


ments. Now, sir, what is the effect of this belief 
on the system itself? 


It is simply this: the sec- | 


tion of country that thinks Congress can exercise ' 


the power gets all the money; and that section 


that believes Congress cannot exercise that power | 


gets none. Under this system, the South was 
made tributary to the North; the operation was 
to enrich the North, and impoverish the South. 
He said that, independent of any constitutional 
acruplea upon this subject, this would be a suffi- 
cient reason to abandon the measure by this Gov- 


` tributed among the States, and would be al 


ernment, as it was evident that no system that 
would accommodate the agricultural and com- | 
mercial interests of all these United States can be | 


adopted. But he would take a more enlarged | 
He asked the chairman, | 
i of the people’s money, 


view of the subject. 
(Mr. Masy, of New York,] whom he knew to 
be expert in figures, if he had ever made a calcu- 
lation of the sum th 
proper system of internal 


United States? 
lately to the subject, and from the most reason- 
able estimate he could make, assuming the sum 
made necessary by the State of Indiana as the 
basis of his calculation, (and he was certain that 
his calculation would come far too 8 
amount necessary,) it would take 4300,000,000. 
He would now put the question to honorable 
members on that floor, who thought with him 
that the executive patronage of the Government 
was too great, whether they intended to make 
the executive officers of this Government, the 
disbursing agents of this vast sum of money? 
Did they intend to add this additional patronage 
to the army of sixty thousand officeholders al- 
ready quartered on their Treasury? 


opinion that to add that additional patronage to 
the Federal Government, it would be too strong 


for the liberties of the people. The State govern- 
their independence; they | 


ments would be shorn of 
would be found prostrate and powerless at the 


No. 40 


He stood | 
there in hiseplace, and gave it as his deliberate | 


at it would take to make a | 
improvement for the | 
accommodation of the variegated interests of the | 
He had turned his attention, 


hort of the |! 


Ss eee n = 
‘feet of this great central power. H i 
\ r i y i A yer. e had sai 
city of Washington; would it add anything to | ‘a j o 


that much money in the hands of designing poli- 
ticians would be like a cancer upon the body- 
politic; it would extend its roots into every con- 
dition of society. It would corrupt the people 
themselves, the source and fountain of all polit- 
ical power. 

Mr. McC. said he would go for this mode of 
distribution, because, in his judgment, it would 
strengthen the action of the State governments, 
already, in his opinion, too weak for the action 
of this. It would confine the action of this Gov- 
ernment to our foreign relations, the legitimate 
object of its creation. It would leave our State 
governments to manage the local and internal 
concerns of the country. Our Federal Govern- 
ment might then be regarded as the sheet-anchor 
of American liberty, as an ample shield, behind 
which we might stand secure in the enjoyment 
of our civil and religious rights. This Govern- 
ment would then be like a kind mother, confer- 
ring blessings on all, and oppressing none. He 
had heard a singular objection made to this mode 
of distribution by gentlemen professing to be State- 
rights men, that to distribute the surplus revenue 
among the States would destroy the independence 
of the States. He thought this a most extraor- 
dinary argument to come from State-rights men. 
Gentlemen might as well attempt to prove to him 
that, if he were to give all his property to his 
neighbor, it would impoverish his neighbor and 


enrich him, as to make him believe that, to strip | 


the Federal Government of twenty million dol- 
lars annually of its patronage, and give it to the 
States, would weaken the State governments and 
strengthen this Government. The argument was 
too absurd to merit further notice. He said he 
would turn these gentlemen over to the arguments 
of General Jackson on that subject, and he thought 
they would find it much easier to make objections 
to his arguments than to answer them. These 


- arguments could be found in his annual message 
Tt 


of 1830. The danger of this distributing system 
did not consist in weakening the State govern- 
ments. If the system was continued for any 
length of time, it would make the State govern- 
ments too strong for the Federal Government. 
He would never agree to make this Government 
the agent to collect money from the people to dis- 


tribute among the States; he would not be willing i 


at this time to distribute any moneys among the 
States that had been collected under the revenue 
laws; but the funds arising from the public lands, 
not strictly a revenue fund, could be safely dis- 
I that 
Congress could prudently do at this time. That 
the excess of revenue, under the compromise bill, 
might be properly expended in putting the coun- 
try ina state of defense, and at the end of the 
compromise bill bring the duties down to a rev- 
enue standard 
There was another advantage to be derived from 
this mode of distribution; that it would increase 
representative responsibility. What was the fact? 
Gentlemen on that floor might vote away millions 
and they never would in- 
quire, why have you done so? owing to the fact, 
he presumed, that the 
their pockets by indirect taxation. But let this 
money once assume a tangible shape, and be 
placed in the State treasury to lessen their taxes, 


and his word for it, the people’s representatives |, 
will be held to strict accountability for every dol- ; 
. lar they vote away; and this, in his humble judg- | 


i ment, was the only mode to arrest this extrava- 
ant waste of the public money. 

Mr. McC. had already said to graduate the 
price of our public domain would be in fact a law 
to place the public domain under the control of 
the rich speculator, instead of our own Govern- 
| ment, which would exclude the poor people from 
the country. But he would ask the poor people 
lin and out of the new States to examine their 
most favorite view of the subject, that is, to give 
to the new States. Would that operate to their 
interest? Could they expect to get the lands 


from the State governments upon cheaper terms | 


than they could from this Government? His life 
' on it that the Sate governments would raise the 
price of the public lands, were they ceded to 
them. The difference in the two Governments 
| is this: that the State governments are generally 


i! 


l 
i 
i 


il 


poor and needy, and would be under a continual 
| temptation to raise the price of these lands to 
enlarge their revenue resources. Itis not so with 
the Federal Government; her Treasury is already, 
‘like the river Nile, overflowing its banks. This 
Government had, in relation to the public lands, 
been literally the guardian of the poor people, by 
Keeping down the price of land; but let these 
lands once pass into the hands of speculators, or 
in the hands of the States, and the case will be 
different; they will be turned over from a kind 
parent into the hands of Egyptian taskmasters. 
'The poor people would soon find that those 
doctors had mistaken their disease; that their 
impassioned appeals addressed to this body in 
‘behalf of the poor were nothing but empty dec- 
-lamation. The system, if adopted, was to build 
upa rich aristocracy to rule the democracy of the 
‘States. He hoped the democracy of these States 


‘1 would examine this subject carefully, and that 


i 


i they would find it their interest to let these lands 

‘remain in the hands of the Federal Government, 

and that they will demand their just share of the 

‘gales of the public lands, and apply the same 

` to works of internal improvement, or the educa- 
tion of their children, or to lessening their State 
tax : 

He would now take a different view of the sub- 
ject: That he would vote for this mode of distri- 
bution, because it was the only effectual mode of 
making internal improvements, and that internal 
improvement was the most effectual way to 
strengthen the union of the States, He said Prov- 
idence had blessed us with a variety of soils and 
productions, and watered our beloved country 


| with innumerable streams for the delight and ac- 


money had been taken from | 


i| line our Atlantic sea-board 
|| Orleans with fortifica 


i gommodation of its inhabitants. A succession 

of navigable waters forms a kind of chain around 
‘its borders, as if to bind it more firmly together, 
while the most noble rivers in the world run at 
convenient distances, which, when properly im- 
proved, will give facilities for the transportation 
of their various commodities. Gentlemen might 
say what they pleased about the disinterested 
patriotism of the American people being a suffi- 
| cient guaranty for the maintenance of this Union. 
| 


No man on that floor entertained a better opin- 
lion of the patriotism of the people than he did, 
' but he thought it was taxing it too heavily to 
suppose that it could of itself be sufficient to 


| accomplish that end. Man had read past his- 


tory to little advantage to suppose that a country 
situated like this, combining a variety of cli- 
j mates, of pursuits, as wel] as of interests, could 
, be held together by such a frail tenure. In his 
; judgment, that unity of interest was the only 


| effectual bond of union in any country. Thata 


community of feeling could alone be produced by 


‘a system of canals and railroads that would bring 


ji our scattered population together. He would not 
, is the true policy of the country. | 


‘give two hundred millions of money spent in that 
' way for national defense, for money enough to 
from Maine to New 
tions. He was like Jeffer- 
| son and Jackson on that subject; he knew it to 
| be impossible to fortify a sea-coast of three thou- 
| sand miles; that fortifications would be useless 
without armament, which would create a stand- 
ing army strong enough to turn upon the coun- 
try and destroy the liberties of the people. He 
“hoped the anxiety of gentlemen to get rid of the 
surplus revenue would not bring upon the coun- 
try a standing army in time of peace. Some 
gentlemen spoke lightly about the dissolution of 
` this Union us a thoughtless man does, frequently, 
about death at a distance; but, for himself, he 
| should regard the voice that announced to him 
| the dissolution of this Union as the funeral knell 
| of departing liberty; and he would not stop to 
‘inquire whether the North or the South would 
` guffer most under this fatal catastrophe. Tt was 
sufficient for him to know that they were both 
ruined, and the hopes of civil liberty extinguished 
| throughout the world. 

Mr. McC. said he w 


ould now answer the ob- 
jection that there was no money in the Treasury 
to distribute. By the Secretary’s report of the 
| receipts and of sums upon deposit in the banks 
i to the credit of disbursing officers, which had not 
been expended, there was, on the 1st of February 
last, $30,678,879 91. This sum cannot be touched 
or lessened by any of the expenditures of the 
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on the contrary, it must continue 
to inerease. There is a large item that must be 
added to this sum. He meant the stock that we | 
held tu the late United States Bank—$7,000,000; 
and if the price of that stock does not depreciate 
it will sell for $7,500,000, which makesintheTreas- 
ury, on the Ist of last February, $38,175,879 91. 
Tiis surplus must continue to Increase; but that 
J may not place the sum too high, I will place 
the customs at the same—in round numbers, 
$19,000, public lands, $15,000,000. He would 
add $5,000,000 more for the increase of the sales 
of the public lands, and there was more than 
that sum of an increase upon the sales of 1835 
over those of 1834, which makes $20,000,000, 
making $39,000,000 for the receipts of 1836. This 
sum must be added to that in the Treasury on 
the Ist of February last, and the bank stock, 
which will fall due during the present year, makes, 
in round numbers, $77,000,000. Out of this sum 
were to be deducted the present expenditures of 
the Government for the year 1836, which have 
been estimated by the Secretary at $23,133,640, 
including all expenditures, ordinary and extraor- 
dinary. 

Mr. McC. said he thought this was a large 
sum for an economical Government to spend in 
one year. This sum, dropping fractions, taken 
from $77,000,000, leaves a balance in the Treas- 
ury on the Ist of January, 1837, of $54,000,000, 
which will be a surplus fund. Gentlemen who 
are opposed to distribution have resorted to a 
cunning device; they have made an estimate of 
all the bills that have passed, and will pass, this 
session, for the ordinary support of Government, 
and for national defense, and charged it to the 
surplus revenue that was in the Treasury on the 
lst of February last, instead of charging against 
the surplus that which would fall due on the Ist | 


p: esent year; 


of January, 1337, and vauntingly tell us that we || 
He said he did not | 
if 


have nothing to distribute. 
believe in the gullibility of the people to that | 
extent. They would detect the fallacy of those 
calculations. They seem to forget that the sur- 
plus in the Treasury on the Istof February was 
the receipts of 1835, and in their eagerness to 
devour every dollar of the surplus in the Treas- 
ury, they overlooked an important fact, that for 


the year 1836 about $40,000,000 must be received | 


into the Treasury. He would leave gentlemen 


to reconcile these difficulties for themselves; and, | 


in conclusion of this part of the subject, he would ; 
say that the bill to distribute the sales of the 


public lends does not propose to distribute any |: 


money but what is a surplus; and if there is no 
surplus, then, of course, there can be no distri- 
bution. Let the amount be little or much, Vir- 
ginia was entitled to her share. She might be 
regarded as the mother of States. View her 
splendid daughters, Kentucky, Ohio, Indiana, 
and Illinois, all independent States, rising high 
in the scale of this Confederacy, principally 
formed out of the territory that Virginia ceded to 
this Government. He called on the chairman to 
view the present condition of the State he had 
the honor in part to represent on this floor; a 
State which, from her geographical, commercial, | 
and agricultural advantages, might be equal to 
aay in this Union; but he said she appeared to 
be at least fifty years behind the age of improve- 
ment. States but of yesterday are outstripping 
and leaving her far in the shade. He would ask 
what prevented Virginia from being the most 
wealthy State in this Union, as well as the oldest? 
Nothing but the absence of a well arranged sys- 
tem of internal improvement. Let her central 
communication be completed by the James and 
the Kanawha rivers, and a lateral branch from 
the southwest through the valley of Virginia, 
connecting the watersof the Mississippi with the 
Atlantic sea-board at the northern and southern 
end of the Chesapeake bay; then Virginia would 
be enabled to develope her full resources. Her 
rich mineral productions, her lead, her iron, her 
gypsum, and her coal, hitherto locked up in the 
mountains, would find their way to market. 
The fields that lay waste and uncultivated will 
be newly tenanted. Her population that is daily 
escaping to the West would be arrested. Her 
country seats and dilapidated buildings all re- 
paired; her cities, towns, and villages, made to 
flourish in all the glowing beauties of wealth and 


“I 
l, 


| 


ture had done more for Virginia than for New 
York; thata finer naval depot was not to be found 
on the whole Atlantic sca-coast than at Norfolk. 
And when the great valley of the Mississippi 
shall become her back country, nothing but Prov- 
idence could arrest her onward march to wealth 
and renown; her central position gives her a de- 
cided advantage over New York or New Orleans. 
The city of New Orleans can never command the 
vast trade of the West that will then float on the 
bosom of those majestic rivers. The climate it- 
self has a deleterious effect upon the various com- 
modities in the market, while the Gulf stream may 
be regarded as the home of tempest. He stated, 
that though New York might, by way of a con- 
tinuous canal or railroad, connect herself with the 
valley of the Mississippi, yet she could not suc- 
cessfully compete with Virginia for that trade, first 
because through Virginia would be the most di- 
rect route, and, secondly, because the New York 
canal would be closed with ice at least four months 
out of twelve. He said Virginia had too long 
folded her arms. She begins to see that boasting 
of her great men—her Henry, whose impassioned 
eloquence set the ball of the Revolution in motion, 
and her Washington, who conducted our infant 
nation to honor and glory, and before whose mili- 
tary prowess the British lion quailed—will not fill 
their bellies and clothe their backs. He said he 
hoped, so far as Virginia was concerned, that we 
should be able yet to present an undivided front. 
He said this measure would have a happy effect 
upon the local and sectional differences of the 
State, and bring them together, and create a feel- 
ing of brotherly love so essential to the happiness 
of every community. 

Mr. McC. said he would, for the information 
of the people of Virginia, give them a statement 
of their interest in the land bill. It would be seen 
in the following table: 


Table showing the amount to which each State will be 


entitled. 
: Fifteen 
Federal | Share for 
States. popu- each Ti ct. | Total to 
lation. | State. Staten new 
ates. | States. 
i | Dollars. | Doliars.| Dollars. 
l: Maine..... ....| 399,437 , 689,028 - - 
|. N. Hampshire..' 269,326 464,587 
Massachusetts.. 610,408 | 1,052,953 
Rhode Island...i 97,194; 167,659 
Counecticut....| 297,665 j 513,472 
Vermont....... i 280,657! 484,133 
New York..... 1,918,553 | 3,309,503 
New Jersey.....| 319,922: 551,865 | 


Peunsylvania.,. 1,348,072 | 2,325,424 


Delaware ......, 75,432) 130,120 
Maryland.......' 405,843 | 700,079 
Virginia........ 1,023,503 ! 1,765,554 


North Carolina..' 
South Carolina.| 


639,747 | 1,103,563 
455,025 | 784,918 


rag pat tte be bt te eng 
Pete eb eb bee tees 


Georgia.........; 429,811: 741,423 

| Kentucky...... 621,832 ' 1,072.660 
Tennessee .....) 625.263 : 1,078,578 Š 

| Ohio........ 935,884 1,614,400 | 230,844 | 1,845,044 
Lonisiana . 171,694 | 296,172 | 67,561 | 353,733 
Indiana........, 343,031 | 591,728 | 325,485! 917,213 
THInoiS.. seese 157,147; 271,078 | 483,769} 754.838 
Missouri........' 180,419 | 224,972 | 174,354! 399,326 
Mississippi.....{ 110,358 | 190,357 | 788,403 | 978,770 
Alabama.......; 262,508 | 452,826 | 541,940 | 994,766 


He said it would be seen by this table that each 
congressional district would be entitled to $84,074 
annually. He would ask his constituents if the 


of their money? Money that had been drawn 
from their pockets over and above what was ne- 
cessary to carry on the expenses of the Govern- 
ment. He did not know how he could justify 
such a vote. Would they be satisfied to be told 


spent in making sheds and fortifications on the 
sea-board, that would, in order to keep them in 
repair, increase their taxes threefold, and thereby 
revive the tariff laws again? Would they be 
easily persuaded that it was more to their interest 
to have a million dollars of their money spent in 
building a marble custom-house in New York, 
already dazzled with her own effulgence; or would 
it be more consistent with their democratic no- 
tions to build up a standing army in time of 


would be willing for him to vote away that much | 


that it was better for them to have that money | 


He said he had no hesitancy in saying that na- | 


| 


i 
i 
i 
i 


But his colleague [Mr. GarLann, of Virginia] 
said this plan of distribution among the States 
was nothing but reviving the doctrine of internal 
improvement by this Government. How his col- 
league could bring his mind to that conclusion he 
was at a loss to know. How the people’s money, 
handed over to make internal improvements, upon 
State authority, which could be regarded as im- 
provements, made under the directions of this 
Government, was difficult to comprehend. But 
be the matter as it may, he would inform his col- 
league that General Jackson was the author of 
the scheme, and he hoped that his colleague 
would regard him as good authority, as he fad 
recently defended this Administration in a three 
days’ speech. Tor the benefit of his colleague and 
the information of the committee, he would quote 
the exact words of the President on that subject 
taken from his annual message communicated 
December 7, 1830: 

& I have heretofore felt it my duty to recommend the 
adoption of some pian for the distribution of the surplus 
funds which may at any time remain in the Treasury after 
the national debt shall fave been paid among the States in 
proportion to the number of their Representatives, to be 
upplied by them to objects of internal improvement.” 

By this message of the President it is very 
clear that he proposed this plan of dividing the 
surplus revenue among the States with a view to 
withdraw that fund from the control of Congress, 
and to destroy internal improvements by this 
Government, that each State might take its just 
and equal portion of the fund, and make its own 
improvements. He always regarded this as a 


| master stroke of policy; and he would tell his 


colleague that those who resisted this measure 
would be found the strongest advocates for re- 
viving the doctrines of internal improvement by 
this Government. It was a universal sentiment 
that the country must be improved; and if this 
plan of making improvements by the States should 
fail, it takes no Solomon to see that the scheme 
will again be revived by this Government. It 
will then be seen who belong to the State-rights 
party: and who not; the people then will see who 

ave contributed most to revive the doctrines of 
internal improvements by this Government, and 
also the tariff, which is the hand maid of improve- 
ments; for without money it is useless to talk 
about making improvements. 

His colleague [Mr. Gartanp] had stated that 
the Constitution had more to fear from the execu- 
tive branch of this Government than from the 
popular branch; and he gave as instances inter- 
nal improvement and the tariff. His colleague 
seemed to have forgotten that both these meas- 
ures came upon the country under the imposing 
sanction of Executive-recommendation; that if 
these measures had violated the Constitution, it 
was not the work of either branch separately, but 
the joint work of both; and to show that his 
colleague was mistaken in regard to the relative 
strength of the two branches of the Government, 


| he would state, as soon as General Jackson took a 


stand against internal improvement, although an 
overwhelming majority of the popular branch was 
favorable to it, yet the whole system withered at 
his touch, and so did the Bank of the United 
States. On the subject of the tariff, he would say 
to his colleague that he could not show any sen- 
timent uttered by General Jackson that went to 
show that the tariff laws were unconstitutional. 
Mr. GARLAND asked leave to explain. He 
said he did notassert that General Jackson thought 
the tariff laws unconstitutional, but that he him- 
self believed they were. : 
Mr. McCOMAS said so he had understood him; 
he had not referred to it for that purpose, but for 
the purpose of showing in how many instances his 
colleague, who entered into a general defense of 
the acts of the President, differed from him in great 
leading measures. He said that, whatever the 
President may have contributed te put down 
the tariff, he never opposed it on constitutional 
prami that he did contribute to do so, he readi- 
y admitted in his recommendation of a judicious 
tariff. Much as the term has been criticised, it 
went far, in his judgment, to give direction to pub- 
lic sentiment, and prepare all classes fora gradual 
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reduct 
any member of the committer, doubted the truth of 
the position he assumed, he would refer them to 
the President’s proclamation in answer to the 


SouthCarolina ordinance. Thatordinance asserted ` 


that the revenue laws were unconstitutional; that 
Congress had no power to collect taxes but for 
revenue purposes; and that a great portion of the 
money collected was not for revenue purposes, 
bat was raised for the protection of domestic man- 
ufactures; that the law was palpably unconstitu- 
uional, and being unconstitutional, and in deroga- 
tion of the reserved rights of the States, they de- 
clared it null and void, wholly inoperative within 
the limita of South Carolina. How did General 
Jackson answer this argument? He said, by the 
Constitution, Congress had the exclusive right 
tofaise money for the support of Government; 
they were the constitutional judges of the sum 
necessary for that purpose; and if they collected 
more than was necessary, it was an abuse of 
power, not a usurpation of power, not to be cor- 
rected by nullification or secession, but at the 
polls by the people themselves, discharging their 
faithless agents. He also declared that resistance 
to this law with an armed force was treason. 

Mr. McC. said his colleague (Mr. Gar.anp] 
had also entered into a long argument to prove 
that the President had an unlimited right, at his 
own will and pleasure, to remove every officer in 
the Executive Department, upon the ground that 
he was responsible for their acts, being the head 
of the department, He had heard the word re- 
sponsibility so frequently used that it fell rather 
grating upon hisear, ide would like to know in 
what sense the President was responsible for the 
malversation in office of the subordinate officers 
in his department? Was he responsible by im- 

eachment? If so, he would like to know why 
fie was not impeached for the conduct of William 
T. Barry and Obadiah B. Brown in the Post 
Office Department. No man in the nation ever 
thought of impeaching General Jackson for their 
conduct. 


If he could not be impeached for the | 


conduct of Mr. Barry, how is he responsible for 


his acts? He had been told, though he was not 


responsible for his acts by impeachment, yet he ` 


was responsible to public opinion. 


He said he would like to know what kind of - 


guarantee the responsibility to pu 
to secure constitutional liberty. 

understood that constitutional liberty was a con- 
ventional right, and could only be secured by 


blic opinion was 


He had always | 


being laid deep in the foundations of law. He : 
would like to know of his colleague if he could | 
find any man who was not under responsibility ' 


to public opinion. Julius Cesar, Cromwell, 


Richard HI., and Bonaparte were all under re- 


sponsibility to public opinion, The Autocrat of 
all the Russias was under responsibility to public 
opinion. The past history of these men prove 
how ineffectual such a responsibility is to secure 
the equal rights of man. He said every jail and 
penetentiary was filled with persons responsible 
to public opinion. Yes, he said, the gallows 
had groaned under multiplied thousands who 


were under the same kind of responsibility. Yet, : 
he said, that responsibility had not prevented the | 


ion ofthe tarif, He said if his colleague, or | could answer any question that could be pro- || banks than any other man in the nation. If they 


ounded tohim. “The student replied to him that j| were to ask him who this Mr. Whitney was, he 


1e might ask him any question; that he could an- 
swer it. 
not being that of an astronomer, but that of a 


The old Dutchman said, his occupation ~ 


farmer, he would be glad if he would tell him ` 


how many yards of moonshine it would take to 
stake and rider a hundred panel of fence? He 
said he should like to have the student’s opinion 
upon the words constitutional liberty secured by 
responsibility to public opinion. 

Mr. McC. said that his colleague seemed to 
speak with an air of triumph that General Jack- 
son had put down the monster that was con- 
trolling the whole monetary system of the coun- 


try, and was prostrating the elective franchise | 
l This argument was | 
entirely out of place; the United States. Bank was | 


under its unhallowed feet. 


dead, and it ought to be permitted to sleep undis- 
turbed in its grave. 


Mr. GARLAND asked leave to explain. 


; would say that he had no personal acquaintance 
with him, neither was he known as a Govern- 
: ment agent, nor was he responsible to any per- 
son for his conduct, that he knew of; yet, from 
what he understood, he knew more about the 
state and condition of their money in the local 
: banks than any one man living. 
Mr. McC. said he hoped the committee would 
not think him impertinent, if he was to make 
‘some inquiry after the long silken purses that 
were to be filled with gold, that was promised to 
the mechanic and the farmer; that general jubilee 


‘| when they should be disinthralled from the with- 


He | 


said that he did not commence the argument : 


about the bank; that his remarks were made in 
answer to other gentlemen who had preceded 
him in the debate, who had referred to the bank. 


Mr. McCOMAS said he understood him as ‘| 


making the attack on the bank, but, from the 


: disclaimer, he was bound to believe his colleague; 


i 


but other gentlemen had frequently, in the debate, 


: referred to the fact of putting down the monster. 


if the President had put down one monster, he `| 


had raised up another of more hideous and 
frightful form. He has reared on the ruins of 
the national bank the beast with the seven heads 
and ten horns, extending its fatal fangs to the 
vitals of the body-politic. As a money power, it 
was far more dangerous to the liberties of the 
people than a national bank. The money power 
of the country had been cut loose entirely from 
the people, and from the agents of the people. 
He would ask where the public money was? It 
was placed, he understood, in a eet of banks 


‘ leagued together from one portion of the Union 


jails from being filled with criminals, nor the gal- | 


lows to bend with rogues and murderers; nor 
has it prevented tyrants from revolutionizing the 
best forms of government, and prostrating the 
last hopes of a free and happy people. He said 
he did not mean to be understood as intimating 
that the President of the United States was a 
tyrant; 
patriot. He alluded to it for the purpose of 
showing the absurdity of the argument, when 
pushed out to its legitimate consequences. _ He 
said the words “ responsibility to public opinion” 
has been presented to his mind in the same light 
as the word ‘ fanaticism’’—a vague uncertainty, 
that could not be described, having neither top, 
tail, side, nor bottom. 
these terms, when use 
some, reminded him o 
to a young egotistical student, 
college, and an old Dutchman. 
tempted, by way of sport, to play 
astic acquirements by asking the o 
astronomical questions. 
he presumed he was so weil ed 


d in the sense supposed by 
f an anecdote in relation 
just returned from 


off his schol- 


that he had always regarded him as a ; 


He said the definition of 


condition the public Treasury was, he would be | 
at a loss to answer them. He could say that the | 
` Secretary of the Treasury took it from the Bank 


to the other, beyond the control of any human 
being except the executive officers of the Govern- 
ment. That, when the public money was placed 
in the United States Bank, we could send our 
committee, and examine into the state and condi- 
tion of the bank. If any of the provisions of the 
charter had been violated, we could bring the 
delinquent corporation before the courts of the 
country, and repeal its charter. As the case now 
stood, the people and their representatives were 
sealed up in darkness; they had about as much 
knowledge of the state and condition of the public 
money as they had of the geography of the moon. 
As matters stood before, the people had clothed 
both the President and Congress with power to 
watch over the bank, to prevent any injury to the 
community. 

How stands the case now? Congress has no 
power to examine into the state and condition of 
any of these banks. Nor has the President him- 
self the right to issue his scire facias to repeal the 


charter of those banks, though they may have || | 
|| of the Treasury as unavailable funds? He would 


embezzled every single dollar of the public money 
and trampled under foot the elective franchise. 


If his constituents were to ask him, as their agent, | e 
i| by which we h 


what had become of their money, and in what 


of the United States, the only place which Con- 
gress had any control over; that the Secretary of 
ihe Treasury had reported that it was scattered 
about in different State banks through the Union; 


' but whether these banks were safe or sound, he 
' had no satisfactory evidence; whether the public 
‘ money had been lent out to speculators to pur- 
‘chase stocks, or whether it was loaned out to 


iF 
1 


i 
1 
l 
i 


The student at- ; 


l 


ld Dutchman ;' would adv 
The old Dutchman said || this city; 
ucated that he |, a more in 


| of that fact before him. 


favorite partisans to speculate in public lands, or 


| to control elections, he would not say, for he did 


not know, nor did he charge the fact to be so; 
nor would he say that the public money was un- 
safe in those banks, as he did not know, as he 
had never had the satisfactory evidence to judge 
If he were called to say 

ht they could 
hat subject, he 


to his constituents where he thou 
obtain the best information on t 


that he had understood that he had 
timate acquaintance with the deposit 


ise them to consult Mr. Whitney, of | 


| 


ii truth of these predictions. 


ering curse of the paper system; when Nick Biddle 
and his rags should be seen retreating before a 
pure metallic currency. He wished to know the 
He said that he had 
frequently been amused to hear the bitter denun- 
ciations pronounced on panic makers and upon 
faise prophets on the side of the Opposition. He 
wished to know what kind of prophets these 
i were; were they the only men left on whom the 
: mantle of Elijah could fall? Were their hearts 
the only altars upon which prophetic fires could 


. burn, and from whose smoking base holy incense 


could arise? Were they gods annointed to speak 
| the truth, when they announced to the American 
‘people the effect of pulling down the national 
bank would be to supply the country with a gold 
| currency? Let the facts speak for themselves. 

In the year 1832, there were in existence three 


|| hundred and thirty banks; their circulation was 


| sixty millions. In the year 1835, there were six 
| hundred and four banks; their circulation was 
two hundred millions. 

He asked if this looked much like returning to 
: the golden age, when in the year 1835 there was 
more than three times as much paper in circula- 
tion as there was in 1832. His colleague had said 
. that the President had done his duty in relation 
to the currency; that he was not omnipotent; 
| he could not prevent the States from incorporat- 
ing as many banks as they pleased. He was 
happy to find that it had been admitted that the 
President was not omnipotent, and that it was 
possible, in some cases, he mighterr. He would, 
with the leave of the committee, submit a few 
questions to his colleague. Did not the President 
know, as well before he commenced his experi- 
ment on the currency as he does now, that the 
| States did possess and exercise the right to char- 
teras many local banks as they pleased? Did 
not the President know before he commenced this 
crusade on the currency, that the same, or a sim- 
ilar system had failed, after Madison’s veto of 
the old United States Bank in 1811, when the en- 
! tire currency of the country became deranged; 
when the revolution of fortune was almost as 
frequent as the diurnal motion of the earth; when 
the tenure by which people held their property 
became unsettled, and in a few years the Govern- 
ment itself lost $1,500,000 by broken banks, now 
footed up in every annual report of the Secretary 


ask how, then, kas the Executive done his duty? 
If to derange the currency and unsettle the tenure 
old our property is the duty of 
the Executive, then, he said, the Executive had 
done his duty faithfully; for he believed gentlemen 
of all parties admitted that, on the day he com- 
menced his experiment, our currency was sur- 
| passed by no currency in the world. He had 
| liked to have said that there had been no gold in 
| circulation since the removal of the deposits, but 
upon mature reflection, he would have been mis- 
taken; he understood, during the pendency of the 
Pennsylvania elections, that several pieces were 
seen in the hands of old Dutchmen, holding them 
up by the side of the most ragged United States 
Bank note they could find, saying, «Here is Gen- 
eral Jackson and the Constitution; here is Nick 
Biddle and his marble palace.’ 1% would aston- 
ish the committee to know the effect of this hum- 
i bug upon the innocent and unsuspecting yeoman- 
ry of the country. It was difficult to convince 
i many whose location was remote from the seat 
‘of intrigue and political management that gold 
| would not soo be so plenty that they might have 
` gold buttons on their pantaloons. This delusion 
i was about to vanish away; a hitherto confiding 
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peri were about to rise in their majesty, and | 


` sons in the deadly grasp of war? He could || States 


old their public agents to strict accountability. imagine them to exclaim in the language of the 


All parties see the dilemma the currency of the 
country is likely to get in; they see no way of 
escape; the gult opens, and the whole system is 
in danger of being swallowed up. No wonder 
the supporters of the scheme shrink with instinet- 
ive horror at the thought of this rag system. No 
wonder they cry out it is Whig Legislatures that 
are chartering these banks; it is the Whigs that 
must be held accountable for all this mischief. 
This battery was too weak to shield such a sys- 
tem from the retributive justice of an indignant 
people. f 

He said his colleague justified reprisals. His 
colleague was the first man, in or out of the 
House, that he did hear fully justify that recom- 
mendation. Under all the circumstances of the 
case, his colleague had at least the merit of going 
the whole hog on that point. 

Mr. GARLAND asked leave to explain. He 
said that he had attempted to show that reprisals 
were a doctrine sanctioned by the laws of na- 
tions, and not regarded as a declaration of war, 
and that he would inform his colleague that, on 
the French question, he had gone the whole hog, 
snout and tail. i 

Mr. McCOMAS said he had understood his 
colleague to have swallowed the whole hog, 
snout, tail, and all. As to himself, he perfectly 
agreed with the course pursued by our Govern- 
ment on that subject, with the siugle exception 
of that recommendation, and that he never blamed 
General Jackson for it after he had seen Mr. 
Livingston’s letter to the Secretary of State on 
that subject; that he was certain that letter mis- 
led the President on the subject. It was not his 
intention to revive that unpleasant controversy ; 
it was not a proper subject now for discussion. 
But he would say this, that he never would have 
voted to give the President, or any other mortal 
man, power to make reprisals on French property. 

Whenever the honor of his country shall require 
such a measure, he would march up boldly to the 
subject, and declare war. His colleague com- 
pane that reprisals had been treated as a dec- 
ration of war againat France. It was no dec- 
laration of war, unless France made it war. He 
knew that to authorize the President to issue 
letters of marque and reprisals, and seize upon 
French property on the high seas, and convert it 
to our own use, was not a formal declaration of 
war. It was no insult for one man to spit in 
another’s face, unless the man chose to regard it 
as an insult. But what right had we to hope that 
France would not take it as an insult, and make 
war? Is there anything in the past history of 
that nation that justifies a different belief? Es 
there a man in America who does not believe, if 
reprisals had been made on French property, 
that at this very moment we would have been 
involved in all the horrors of war? He should 
. always regret that war should have grown out 
of this transaction. He had not forgotten that it 
was Frenchmen that stood side by side and 
shoulder by shoulder with us during the most 
gloomy period of the Revolution—a period that 
tried the souls of men, when about three millions 
of men had staked their lives upon liberty or 


death. The history of these times was associated : 


with his earliest recollections; he could not di- 

vest himself of a kindred feeling for that nation. 

. He hoped that he never should have a heart that 
would cease to beat with gratitude for past favors 

received at the hands of the French nation, nora 
heart so cold as to impugn the motives that caused 

them to come to our rescue in that critical moment. 

It was sufficient for him to know that they had 
poured forth their blood and treasure in defense 
of liberty, and that they had slept in the same 
open and tented fields with our fathers, 
-was gallant Frenchmen that waved the lily of 
France in unison with the American eagle, at the 
siege of York, when the genius of emancipation 
smiled, and the shackles of despotism gave way. 

Mr. McC. paused for a moment, and, pointing 

to Washington and La Fayette said, Mr. Chair- 

man, what would those patriarchs, who appear 

inthis Hall to be watching our daily deliberations, 

have said in the moment they were rejoicing over 

their success in arms, if they could have looked 

forward one half century, and seen their own 


That it | 


poet: 
“ Hereafter let me live 
Unknown, unseen, 
Cnlamented let me die: 
Steal from the world, 
And not a stone 
Tell where Í tie.” 

Like recording angels, they would have shed 
a tear on the declaration of war, and blotted it 
from the memory of man. 

He should have used all honorable means to 
have prevented war, but if his country had been 
involved ina war with France or any other na- 
tion, he should stand up for his own country, 
right or wrong; he would be found perishing in 
the last ditch. 

He would now pay his respects to the honor- 
able chairman of the Committee of Ways and 
Means, (Mr. Canesten a | He says he is op- 
posed to a distribution of the surplus fand, be- 
cause he said it would ruin the people. If they 
should ever geta taste of this fund, it could never 
again be wrung from their hands. Was this the 
doctrine of the great Democratic party in the 
United States? What, sir! the people who con- 
tribute this money are not capable to govern 
themselves? He did not expect to hear this doc- 
trine boldly asserted on this floor, more especially 
by the honorable member from New York, who 
may be regarded as the great apostle of our mod- 
ern Democratic party. He never expected to hear 
it asserted that, if the people should by chance 
get a taste of their own money, it would corrupt 
them; that they would cling to it so fast, that it 
could on no occasion be wrung from their hands. 
Suppose thatthe money can never again be wrung 
from their hands, does it not belong tothe people? 
This was a surplus fund—a fund that the Gov- 
ernment had no claim to. The question now 
presents itself to the country, What disposition 
ought to be made of this súrplus fund, not wanted 
for the use of the Government ? For himself, he 
was for putting it back into the people’s pockets 
in the same proportion that it was paid into the 
Treasury. But the gentleman says, no; they 
must never taste this fand; if they do, it will 
corrupt them. He would inquire what was the 
doctrine of the venerable President on that sub- 
ject? For the information of the committee he 
would read an extract from his messaze of 1830. 
He says: 

t And as sensible of the great truth, that the resources 
of the nation, beyond those required tor the immediate and 
neces<ary purposes of Government, can nowhere be so well 
deposited as in the pockets of the people.”” 

It would be seen that the President differed 
widely from the gentleman from New York. 
The President seems to think that the people’s 
pockets are an excellent place to deposit this 
money in; but the gentleman thinks that place to 
be the last it should goto. If it should get there, 
it would run them mad,and unfit them for the 


‘ 
i 


l 


enjoyment of the modern democratic principles. 

The President thinks this money must be taken | 
from the agents, and distributed equally among | 
the principals, who are rightfully entitled to it, : 


., for fear that much money embodied in the hands 
of the people’s agents might tempt them to make 


i, says the disbursing officers of the Government 


` great Democratic party; that it would intreduce 
ii that odious i Seas of log-rolling in the State gov- 
||-eraments. e would ask whether the State 
ii governments are less able to bear the system of 
log-rolling than this Government? Are the agents 
of the Federal Government mere pure than the 
| agents of the State governments? Are they not 
selected from the same common people, subject 


1 
j 
t 
i 


revenue annually to be scrambled for by the rep- 
resentatives of the different interests in the United 
States, was far more dangerous to the purity of 
this Government than that sum divided ‘into 
twenty-six parts, and distributed among the 


alike to the same temptation? The agents of | 
the Federal Government are exposed to greater | 
temptation; that about fifty millions of surplus | 


a corrupt use of it. The member from New York | 


t 


, agreeably to Federal population. By this 
division the danger of corruption is diminished 
as one is to twenty-six. The gentleman seems 
to have a very tender regard for the purity of the 
States. 

This reminded him of an anecdote he once heard 
of a widow lady and her daughter: the daughter 
was young and handsome, and a gentleman be- 


: came much smitten with her, and proposed to 


| smell a cent, let alone to taste one, 


address her. She, as all prudent young ladies 
should, consulted her mother on the subject. 
The old lady said the young man was of bad 
moral character, and that her daughter was a 
young innocent virgin, and that she did not think 
she ought to contaminate herself by such a cor- 
rupt association; and closed her parental advice 
by saying, ** Daughter, don’t take him; let your 
mother have him.’? The gentleman seemed Very 
unwilling to see the States married to this corrupt 
system; but, like the mother, says, ‘Give the 
money to us; we are proof against corruption Y? 
He would say to the gentleman from New York, 
if this is democracy in New York, it is not the 
Jeffersonian doctrine of Virginia. The Democrats 
of Virginia always took a stand against Federal 
encroachments on the rights of the people. The 
did not believe the pockets of the officeholders 
the only safe depository for the people’s money. 

He said he regretted to see a disposition to ab- 
sorb the whole surplus fund, right or wrong. If 
it be true that, if the people get their own money, 
it will corrupt them, he would, if the doctrine of 
some statesmen prevailed, congratulate the peo- 
ple on their escape from corruption. He would 
underwrite that the people never would get to 
Tt had been 
proposed, by way of extra appropriations, to 
spend 

$40,000,000 for ordnance; 

30,000,000 for additional fortifications; 

40,000,000 for an additional increase of the 

Navy; 
60,000,000 for the increase of the Army or 
military branch. 

$170,000 ,000 

Here, sir, is an increase of-the expense of our 
Government $170,000,000. To this sum was to 
be added the expense of the Florida war, anda 
proper allowance for bank breaking and a depre- 
ciated currency. And then we are told we shall 
have no surplus to distribute. He knew that it 
was in the power of the Government to waste the 
people’s money and prevent a distribution, but 
the people in due time would provide for such a 
contingency. He was sorry to find the honor- 
able member from New York opposed to the 
measure. Le knew the weight his name would 
have before the country, particularly among the 
prevailing party of the day. The gentleman 
seems to have forgotten that hisown State Legis- 
lature unanimousiy recommended this measure 
in 1830; that they were traveling pari passu with 
the President at that day. How ts it that at the 
eleventh hour they have forsaken the President 
on that subject? Mr. McC. said that it was due 
to the Administration to do something, They 
had been charged with taking the people’s money 
from the custody of the law. They had been 
charged with depositing it in banks that were 


unsafe. They had been charged with making a 


must keep this surplus fund; for, if the poor < 
people, from whose pockets it has been unjastly | 
wrung, ever should taste that forbidden fruit, ; 
they, like our first parents, would fall from their | 
ij State of primeval innocence, and disgrace the | 


| 


: deposit banks. 


corrupt use of the money for clectioneering pur- 
poses. It has been charged that they are afraid 
to distribute the money, for fear it will break the 
He did not pretend to say these 
charges were true; but he thought, under the cir- 


| cumstances, the Administration was imperiously 


called on to do something; that the people would 


' not rest satisfied, when they had itin their power 


to refute these charges and would not. T 
The gentlemen cannot shield themselves behind 


i that flimsy battery—that we will not distribute 


the surplus from the sales of the public land, but 
that we must reduce the tariff; when they know 
that the President says, in his annual message, 
that the compromise bill must not be disturbed. 
What do gentlemen mean when they talk about 
a reduction of duties; particularly his colleague, 
(Mr. Garztanp,] who I hope will not disregard 
the recommendation of the President? 

Mr. GARLAND interrupted Mr. McC., and 
said that Mr. McC. was mistaken; that the Pres- 


1836.] 


APPENDIX TO THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


629 


~ 26TH Conc....1st Sess. 


Abuses of the Federal Government, Yc.—Mr. Allan. 


Ho. or Rers. 


ident had made no such recommendation this I the subjects of consideration, the conduct of the 
year; it was last year. | i; Government in all its departments, as well as the 
Mr. McCOMAS said that his colleague was : propriety of reducing its expenditure, are rele- 
mistaken himself; that the President had made vant and proper topies of discussion in this pres- 
the same recommendation this year. [The state- ent debate. 
ment of Mr. McC. was confirmed by several The effort that has been made to curtail the 
members, and he proceeded.} The measure had freedom of speech, and to exclude amendments 
been called Mr. Crar’s land bill; the attention of from the appropriation bills during the present 
this House has been called specially to this sub- 
ject. Why call it Mr. Cray’s land bill? What 
has Mr. Curar to do with the subject any more 
than any other citizen of the United States? Is 
it intended to make a party question of this mat- 
ter? Is it intended to settle the principles of the 
next Administration by the strength of the pop- 
ularity of AnpRew Jacgson and Henry Cray? 
both about to retire to private life—Mr. Chay a 
candidate for no office, and the President having 
filled the measure of his country’s glory. The 
name of Henry Cuar might induce some men to 
vote against the measure. He had never sup- 
pened Mr. Cray for any office, yet, as a western | 
irginian, he was always proud of him as one of atives are rebuked for resistance, 
her most talented sons. Though he did not agree 
with him in some of his political measures, yet 
he always admired the lofty bearing of the bold 
and generous Kentuckian; though he may be 
overwhelmed by the waves of party, yet, when 
these party times shall subside, and the merits of 
this man be calmly reviewed, posterity will enroll 
his name on the brightest pages of American his- 
tory. He will be regarded as one of those rare 
spirits that can rise with the crisis, and soar above 
party feeling and selfish ambition, and cast oil on 
the troubled waves of his distracted country. 
Black lines might be drawn around his name, yet 
a glorious resurrection awaits him. He will live 
imperishable in the affections of every votary of 
civil liberty throughout the world; while there are 
many whose ephemeral existence will go down | 
with the ebbing tide of politics to the shades of 
oblivion, 

Here Mr. McC. seemed somewhat exhausted, 
and several proposed that he should move that 
the committee rise; that he could conclude to- 
morrow. He said he was already under obliga- 
tions to the committee for giving him their atten- 
tion for near three hours; he could not think of 
trespassing further on their time. Though he 
had intended to present some other views to the 
committee, yet he found himself too much ex- 
hausted, and to accept of an adjournment would 
be to violate his pledge, when he commenced, that 
he did not intend to make a congressional speech. 
He hoped that all parties would unite in this | 
measure; that, in fact, it was no party measure, 

< and would not be a party measure unless the Ad- 
ministration made it one. It was idle to attempt | 
to charge the minority with making this a party 

What interest can a minority have to 


times. 


discussion was allowed on money bills. The 
public purse being in the hands of the Commons 
was the great principle of English liberty. It 
was the effectual engine by which the Commons 
maintained the authority of the people in the 
Government, and restrained the power of the 


upon which the battles between liberty and power 
have been fought. Yet, in the American Re- 
public, when power is thrusting its eager hands 


for the exercise of the birthright of every free- 
man. But, as we have already bountifully sup- 
pied the demands of power with millions, we 
ave at length arrived at the point where, by 
common consent, it is agreed to be a fit and 
proper occasion for a full and free expression of 
opinion on our public affairs. 

Having on another subject given my views cn 
the surplus revenue, the national defenses, and 
the course of the present Administration, at pres- 


plan of retrenchment, I will confine myself to a 
desultory glance at general principles and prac- 
tices and arguments which the public good re- 
quires should be exposed. 

Sir, in self-defense I feel it to be my duty to 
describe the organization of this House, the mode 
of proceeding, and the effect of the previous ques- 
tion. All this is so very different from legislative 
people there should be made acquainted with the 
course of business here, to enable them to judge 
whether their immediate Representatives have 
done their duty. 

In this I do not intend to cast any individual 
censure on the Speaker of the House, for he has 
treated me on all occasions with courtesy and 


followed party practice. In the Kentucky Legis- 
lature every member can introdece any proposi- 
tion, or get leave to bring in a bill on any proper 
subject he may desire, and can 


its friends may make it in as perfect a form as 
they can before it is brought before the House; 
and there the yeas and nays can be had, and the 
people be informed how every member voted. 


question. Be Me Das ; : : : 
make any question a party question? None, un- This is fair legislation—every portion of the peo- 
less they wish to insure their defeat. It is the ` ple fairly heard, and responsibility fairly secured 


interest of majorities to make party questions, . : : 
that the merits of the matter in dispute may be i parliamentary proceeding. 

lost sight of. He would not believe that this | Here, by our rules, no ‘member can get leave 
matter would share that fate till he saw it. Mr. || to bring in a bill; the business of the House has 


McC. then thanked the committee, and took his | all to pass through and receive the sanction of 
seat : ‘the standing committees. These standing com- 


i mittees, appointed at the commencement of every 
i session by the Speaker, upon strict party prin- 
‘ciples, are the channels through which every 
‘ measure is brought into this House. The Com- 
‘mittees of Ways and Means, Foreign Affairs, 


SPEECH OF HON. CHILTON ALLAN, 
OF KENTUCKY, | Military Affairs, Public Lands,and the Judiciary, 


In rue House or REPRESENTATIVES, | enters this House. 
May 24, 1836. | there are placed three Opposition members 


; ., || Six for the Administration—two for one. 
On the propriety of reducing the expenses and correcting : 
the abuses of the Federal Government, and upon the | 
i 


ee 


ABUSES OF THE FEDERAL GOVERNMENT, &c. 


and 


course the Opposition have no voice to bring 
$ i |i forward anything. The majorities of these com- 
dangerous advances of Executive power upon the liber- |). ‘ J > A x j 
eioi the People, and in reply to Mr. CaMBRELENG and || Mittees decide the fate of all the important meas 
Mr. FRENCH a | ures of the session. Whatever they recommend 
SAPRAST . | comes into the House under the sanction of the 
The fortification bill (No. 325) and the propo- |! Administration and of * the party,’’ and is voted 
sition of retrenchment offered as an amendment || through as a matter of course; whatever they 
thereto being before the committee— report against, is voted down with equal cer- 


Mr. ALLAN said: : “© tamty. 
Mr. Cuatrttan: Being in Committee of the | t 
Whole on the state of the Union, and the grant |. House prevents any member. of the Opposition 
of the money of the people for the supply of the from bringing forward an original proposition; 
Government, and the proposition for retrench- | and the previous question 1s used so as to prevent 
ment which Í have had the honor to offer, being | direct votes on amendments to bills which may 


session, is one of the remarkable signs of the 


From the earliest date of British liberty free . 


King. The supply bills have ever been the field: 


into the pockets of the people, their Represent- ` 
and denounced | 


ent, before I proceed to the consideration of the ; 


proceedings in Kentucky that it is necessary the | 


politeness; in the appointment of committees he | 


have a committee | 
appointed favorable to the proposition, so that 


in conformity with the ancient reasonable law of . 


| are the principal doors by which every question | 
On each of these committees ; 


Of | 


The effect of this party organization of the : 


be pending, For example, on the other day, 
when the general appropriation bill was before 
the Committee of the Whole, my friend from 
` Virginia [Mr. Mercer] offered an amendment to 
| divide the procceds of the public lands, and to 
| limit the cost of the custom-house in the city of 
' New York to $500,000. The previous question 
was called, and the amendment cut off, no ques- 
tion being taken on the amendment; the question 
being, according to our preposterous rules, on 
the passage of the bill. So that, by the party 
organization of the House, and the frequent use 
of the gag-law, the previous question, the dami- 
nant party can not only prevent the minority 
from getting a fair and direct vote, by yeas and 
nays, but they can so involve their course in 
mystery as to evade responsibility, and ‘ dodge 
what questions” they may not choose to record 
their votes upon. 

In the Committee of the Whole on the general 
appropriation bill, as the only opportunity of 
bringing forward the measure, I offered the prop- 
osition for retrenchment; but in the House, to 
avoid a direct vote upon it, the previous question 
was called, and the Journal does not show who 
was for and who against it 

Bat, sir, that the country may understand the 
subject, E have offered the proposition a second 
time, and call upon the House to take the vote 
by yeas and nays. And if this question is again 
“dodged” by the previous question, let it be dis- 
tinctly understood that those who vote for the 
previous question are against the reduction of the 
expenses of the Government. 

The effect of these modes of proceeding, to in- 
volve the course of the members in mystery, and 
to evade responsibility, is manifest from another 
view of the subject. “A party has been in power 
more than seven years, the members of which 
have been professing all the while a desire to 
amend the Constitution, so that members of Con- 
gress should be rendered ineligible to Executive 
appointments. They have all the time expressed 
a desire to reduce the expenses of the Govern- 
| ment. They now have a majority, they say, of 
| about forty in this House, and yet they cannot 
i show by the Journals that they have ever voted 

for any one of these propositions. 

My colleague and friend [Mr. Unperwoop] 
brought in, early in the session, a resolution pre- 
senting all these constitutional amendments, yet 
we cannot either get to discuss or vote on them. 

| Under the party organization of the House and 
| the perverted use of the previous question, it is 
impossible for my colleagues or myself to have 
discussed and voted on the great measures upon 
which the people of Kentucky desire to see the 
action of Congress. 

© E will make allusion to another subject charac- 
teristic of the times. It has become a part of a 
general scheme to delude and mislead the public 
mind, for ‘* the party” toassume that these meas- 
ures are identified with the honor and glory of 
the country; and every one who-dares to oppose 
any one of these plans, however unwise it may 
be, is denounced as an enemy to his country. 
Let us see how time and reason and experience 
expose this arrogant folly. . 

n the year 1834, all who were not for reprisals 
against France were proclaimed to be cnemies to 
| this country. On the last night of the last ses- 
` gion, all who refused to vote three millions of 
money, to be used at the discretion of the Presi- 
dent, and in clear violation of the Constitution, 
were denounced as the allies of France. Now, 
all the world plainly sees that if reprisals had 

assed, and the money voted, we should now 
` have been in the midst of a French war. It is 
: now evident to all that those who prevented re- 
prisals and refused to vote money preserved the 
peace and honor of the country. é 

Among the signal blessings which a gracious 
Providence has showered upon our country, nore 
is greater than such a national Senate, given at 
such a time—a body of the greatest men the 
world ever saw congregated ina legislative hall. 
Their debates for the last five years will be read 
with enthusiasm as long as liberty and genius 
shail live. In future ages they will become a 
political text-book among the friends of co..81- 
tutional freedom when all the selfish projects of 
the present day, for the obtainment of money 


630 


APPENDIX TO THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


247TH Conec... lst SEss. 


Abuses of the Federal Government, &c.—Mr. Allan. 


and office, shall have perished in the forgetfulness Îl mediate Representatives. But this power had in 
of oblivion. The American Senate will go to || effect been transferred to the Executive, by giving 


Mr. Dibble for what he had done. Since which 
| time, a good and sufficient bridge had been com- 


posterity with the glory of having been the an- | him grants of money to be used at his discretion. | pleted—for what sum do you suppose, Mr. Chair- 


chor of the vessel of State in the tempest of all | 
the passions unchained and let loose by the as- 
cendency of party violence over the Constitu- 
tion. i 

The whole country has been filled with the 
lamentations of the exclusive patriots for the loss 
of the fortification bill of the last session; and, 
at this session, the following resolution was pro- 
posed: 

«t Resolved, That the President be requested to cause the 
Senate to be intormed of, First, The probable amount that 
would be necessary for fortifying the lake, maritime, and 
gulf frontier of the United States, and such points of the 
land frontier as may require permanent fortification.” l 


All were denounced as enemies to the country 
who would not agree to pledge the surplus rev- 
enue to this ill-advised measure; when, lo and 
behold! the enlightened Secretary of War, by the 
approbation of the President, in his luminous 
report of the 7th of April, completely demolishes 
the whole scheme; and the friends of an exten- 
sive plan of new fortifications, who had been so 
liberal in their denunciations of its enemies, were 
compelled to face to the right-about, a movement 
which frequent use had made easy and familiar 
in the evolutions of this Administration. 

On the 21st of March, while the application of 
the public treasure to the erection of new fortifi- 
cations was all the rage, I took the responsibility 
of maintaining the impracticability of defending 
our extensive frontier by fortification; that the 
system had already been carried too far; that it 
would lead to a large standing army; that the 
true strength of our country wasin the hearts of a 
brave people, and the way to insure success in 
war was to enable them to concentrate their power || 
wherever danger should approach, by means of j; 
steam and roads, with the greatest possible celer- 
ity. I have the unexpected pleasure of seeing 
that every position which I took is sustained in | 
the report of the Secretary of War. i 

The report of the Secretary has rendered the 
denunciations against the memvers of the minority 
for their opposition to new fortifications as power- 
less as time has rendered those which were leveled 
at them for their opposition to reprisals and the 
grant of three millions. 

It is thus that the opponents of these wild and 
dangerous schemes stand not only justified by 
experience and reason, but they have the honor 
of the sagacity of having foreseen, and the firm- 
ness to resist and defeat them in the face of 
power. 

I will notice in this place the systematic attempt 
made at this session to establish two principles 
in regard to the appropriation of money which 
are subversive of the Constitution, and upon the 
success of which depend the ascendency of the | 
executive control above that of the legislative in 
the disposition of the public treasure—principles 
that have been contended for from the commence- 
ment of the Government by the advocates of the 
extension of Executive power. The first of these 

rinciples was advanced by the gentleman from ° 

ennsylvania [Mr. SuTHERLAND] as the true doc- 
trine of ** the party.’’ Itis this: that the recom- 
mendation of any of the Executive Departments 
of the Government that a certain sum of money ! 


Presidency, expresses himself thus: 
‘Tn our case, too, of the public contributions intrusted 


to our direction, it would be prudent to multiply barriers 


against their dissipation, by appropriating specific sums to 
every specific purpose susceptible of definition ; by disallow- 
ing all applications of money varying trom the appropria- 


tion in object, or transcending it in amount; by reducing 


the undefined field of contingencies, and thereby circum- 
' serihing discretionary powers over money; and by bringing 
back toa single department all accountabilities for money, 
: where the examination may be prompt, effioacious, and 


: uniform.” 
This great constitutional principle of ape 
appropriations, brought forward by Mr. Jeffer- 


To correct this great abuse and clear violation 
of the Constitution, Mr. Jefferson, in his very 
first message to Congress after his election to the 


son at the commencement of his administration, . 


has ever since been regarded as the principle, by 
an adherence to which economy could be main- 
tained in the administration of the finances, and 
Executive power restrained within the limits of 
the Constitution. 

If the principle now sought to be established 


should prevail—that is, that Congress is bound | 


to vote all the money demanded by the Depart- 
ments—unless the negative could be proven, and 
the grants thus procured not to be limited by 
specific appropriation, but left in the broad field 
of Executive discretion, then the provision of the 
Constitution referred to is useless; it would be as 
well to authorize the President to draw on the 
Treasury for all he wanted, and to expend it as 
he pleased. 

The good old doctrine of the Jeffersonian school 
is, that when the Departments call for appropria- 
tions, the burden of proof shall be upon them; 
and the grant was not to be made unless they 
convinced Congress, by reason and evidence, of 

| the propriety of what they had recommended; 
{and when the money was voted, the precise ob- 
‘ject to which it should be applied was defined, 
‘Jeaving no discretion with the President, but 
making it his puty to see the money was ex- 
ae according to law, and not according to his 
will. 
: Iwill proceed to show the boundless extrav- 
' agance to which general grants of money, un- 
guarded by specific appropriations, according to 
the recommendation of Mr. Jefferson, will lead; 
and the wide range of power which they place in 
the hands of the Executive, by enabling him to 
give fat contracts to his friends. It would be im- 
: possible, in the compass of a speech, to describe 
all the instances of prodigal expenditure by which 
millions of the public money are annually squan- 
dered, by the aid of ambiguous, undefined appro- 
priations, among political partisans; but I will 
select two cases as specimens, to show the coun- 
try in what manner this Administration disposes 
vf the public money confided to its discretion. 
In the year 1832, an act passed authorizing the 
i President of the United States to cause to be built 
| a good and sufficient bridge across the Potomac 


‘i river, between this city and Alexandria, and the 


| sum of $200,000 was appropriated for that object. , 


| The act failed to describe the plan of the bridge, 


‘or limit its cost; it was left to the discretion of 


‘the President. 


‘man, after what you have heard? The sum of 
$113,000. ‘The country is indebted mainly to the 
learned gentleman from Virginia for having saved 
between four and five millions of dollars. 

The other case to which I shall refer is the 
custom-house now building in the city of New 
York. Inthe year 1832, the same gentleman now 
at the head of the Ways and Means reported to 
this House a bill, as chairman of the Committee 
on Commerce, which passed at that session, and 
contains the following section: 

“ Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Represent- 
atives of the United States of America in Congress assem- 
bled, That the Secretary of the Treasury shall be, and he 
is hereby, authorized and directed, with the approbation of 
the President of the United States, to purchase a site, and 
to cause a building to be constructed thereon, to be used as 
a custom-house in the port of New York, and that the sum 
of $200,'00 be, and the same is hereby, appropriated out 
of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, 
to be applied to the purposes aforesaid.’ 


At the time this bill passed it attracted no par- 
ticular notice. It was not intimated that any 
further appropriation would ever be called for; no 
one doubting that the sum of $200,000 would be 


i amply sufficient to buy a lot and build a custom- 


_lion and a half! 
i above referred to authorized no such.extravagant 


| very much disapproved. 


‘itis a misfortune to the country that he di 


house. The real design was concealed from Con- 
gress. And the Secretary, in clear violation of 
this law, under the direction of the President, 
instead of buying a lot where they were cheap, 
as we are now informed by the father of this law 
he could have done, he proceeded to make the 
purchase on the corner of Wall, Nassau, and 
Pine streets, in the dearest part of the city, at 
the price of $217,500, and to contract for a house, 
as we are now informed, that would cost a mil- 
It is manifest that the law 


proceeding as this. Itis perfectly certain that if 
this profligate expenditure of public money had 
been disclosed to Congress, the law never would 
have passed. But the gentleman [Mr. CAMBRE- 
LENG] informs us that he disapproved of the 
purchase of this extravagant lot, and that one 
near the water would have done as well, and also 
that he disapproved of the extravagant design of 
the building. Sir he was the projector of this 
law. This abuse of it took place under his own 
eye, in his own city, of which he now says he 
Now, as the gentleman 
has ever since remained a member of Congress, 


d not, 


iat the next session, inform Congress of this fla- 
' grant extravagance and abuse of the law, of 


} 


which he now says he so much disapproved. 
But the gentleman at the next session, in 1833, 
so far from giving this information, slipped into 
the general appropriation bill the following 
weighty lines: 

“For the erection of a custom-house at New York, 
$300,000.” l 

Mark the phraseology! Not in addition to a 
former appropriation, not to finish the custom- 
house; but it is for acustom-house. And this 
yearagain the gentleman has got through the 
general appropriation bill with an appropriation 


-. of $300,000 more, and the yeas and nays pre- 


i The letting of the contract was | 
advertised, according to the requirements of the | 


should be applied toa partial object, is prima facie | law, and was taken by Gilson & Stephens, at the 
evidence that the appropriation ought to be made, || sum of $1,186,625. ~% 
and that the burden of proof is thrown upon those ! 
who maintain the negative! The other princi- :| and finally failed to execute a written contract, | 
ple is, that, in making appropriations, Congress ‘| and sold out their bargain to a Mr. O. H. Dibble, 
should not specificaily direct the purposes to |: in whose favor the plan of the bridge was changed, | 
which the money shall be applied, but that the | and the price raised to $1,350,000, without any | 
grant should be indefinite, and that it should be ;; new advertisement. In the same loose manner 


expended at the discretion of the Executive. || he was permitted to proceed upon this great work 
The gentleman from New York, [Mr. Cam- 


|: for so large a sum upon a mere verbal understand- 
BRELENG,] some weeks past, when he made his | ing. In the mean time, Mr. Baldwin, an expe- 
speech upon the famous three million eftort on |; rienced engineer, reported that the bridge, upon 
the last night of the last session, went back for || the plan upon which Mr. Dibble was proceeding, 
precedents, to justify and prove that appropria- i| would cost the enormoussum of $4,791,620. This | 
tions should be general and not special, to the || extraordinary proceeding was arrested by the vigi- 
days of 1798. | lance of my friend from Virginia, [Mr. MERrceR,] | 

‘The Constitution contains the following clause: 


‘| who is better informed upon the construction of 
“ No money shall be drawn from the Treasury || all works of internal improvement than any man 


but in consequence of appropriations made by | in America. He had this prodigal contract brought 
law.” The people intended by this clause to || before Congress, and exposed its enormity. Con- 
keep the purse strings in the hands of their im- i| gress refused to go on with the work, and paid 


vented on it by the gentleman’s own vote for the 
prebious question. So that already the enormous 


} © sum of $800,000 has been appropriated for this 
hey were permitted to pro- |: 
ceed upon the work upon a mere verbal contract, i; 


house, and the basement story is not yet done. 
And after all this, the gentleman makes an effort 
to throw the whole blame on a former Secretary 
of the Treasury, who made a contract, as he 
states, for a house that would have cost a million 
and a half, but that the present Secretary of the 
Treasury, more economically given, had been to 
New York, and had adopted a new plan to cur- 
tail the extravagance of this first. It seems that 
the duty of defending the Administration is con- 


|i fined to the persons who happen to be in at the 


time. Here is a generous effort to throw the 
blame on an absent gentleman, who is out of 
office, and to eulogize the economy of the present 
Secretary at his expense. . 
Mr. CAMBRELENG rose to explain, and said 
that he was surprised at the imputation of a de- 
sign to assail the former Secretary; that he had 
several times explained, and he could only ac- 
count for the observations of the gentleman trom 


1836.) _ 
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Kentucky, by supposing he 
had given the explanations. 

Mr. ALLAN. Sir the gentleman is mistaken 
in supposing that I was absent; I was present, 
and heard every word he uttered, and have a per- 
fect recollection of all that he said. Sir, I have 
no intention of either assailing the gentleman’s 
motives or ofaccusing him of assailing the motives 
of the former Secretary of the Treasury. With 
motives Lhave nothing to do; my business is with 
facts; and although TPintend to make a very free 
and full commentary upon what the gentleman 
has said and done in this House, yet my duty in 
this respect shall not be exercised in a spirit of 
personal uvkindness, because my intercourse with 
the gentleman has been characterized with polite- 
ness on his part. Bat the influential position 
which the gendeman’s party has assigned him in 
this House, and the contro! which he is thereby 
enabled to exercise over public measures in which 
my constituents have a deep interest, impose on 
me the duty of commenting freely and fully upon 
his course. The gentleman did certainly say that 
the former Secretary had agreed to an extravagant 
plan that would have cost a million and a half, 
of which he disapproved, and that the present 
Secretary had reduced the plan to a proper scale 
of economy. I thought this a very strange ac- 
count of the matter, that two Secretaries should 
come into conflict upon so important a subject, 
as we have been informed in a State paper that 
the Secretary of the Treasury was a mere instru- 
ment of the President; neither of the Secretaries, 
of course, had anything to do but to execute the 
orders of the President. I wrote to the present 
Secretary, Mr. Woodbury, on the subject, and so 
far from claiming the credit of having altered the 
plan of the custom-house, he did not even know 
cither what the plan was, or what the cost of the 
building would be, and promised to write to New 
York and procure the information which l desired, 
and which he did, and the two following letters 
will explain the subject: 


Treasctry DEPARTMENT, April 28, 1836. 

Sia: As promised in my leuer of the 23d instant, E now 
have the honor to transin 
made to me, under date of the 26th instant, by the acting 
commissioner of the New York custom-house. containing 
the remainder of the information respecting the new cus- 
tom-house building, asked for in your letter of the 22d of 
the present month. 

It is deemed proper to add that the contracts referred to 
by the commissioner are for the following purposes, to wit: 
ist. Fur the supply of all the cut marble 1 
completion of the basement story, amounting 
9d. For the supply of all the cut marble 
superstructure above the basement story, 
shatts for the columns, $281,525. 

I have the honor to be, very respectfully, your obedient 
servant, LEVI WOODBURY, 

Secretary of the Treasury. 


necessary for the 
together with the 


Hon. Cnitron ALLAN, 
House of Representatives, Washington. 


OFFICE COMMISSION FOR BUILDING Custom-Hovse, 
New York, April 26, 1836. 

Sta: Yours of the 23d instant was received yesterday. 
In reply to your inguiries, “ lst. Whiatis the length, breadth, 
and height of the new eustom-house 7”? 

The length is one hundred an 
of buttresses and steps on each front; the breadth ninety 
feet; and the beight, from basement floor to top of the eve, 
fitty-five feet; to the top of the root, sixty-eight feet. 

22d. What will be the number and cost of the marble 
coluinns for the support and decoration of said building?” 

There are sixteen Doric columns for the porticoes, Six - 


vecessary for the | 
to 367,500. | 


it herewith a copy of a report ` 


d eighty-five feet, exclusive `; 


teen Conathian columns for the great hall or rotunda, ' 


twenty-two Doric columns in the basement, and eighteen 
Dorie columns in the rooms of the first, second, and third 
floors. the prices of which itis now impossible to designate, 
as in the contracts entered into (copies of which are with 
the Department) the items, or parts, were not specified, but 
put down in gross. They can, however, 
the contractors. 


and they are mostly worked and ready for delivery. 

“3d. What will be the cost of the building?” 

The superintendent’s estimate in November last, for- 
warded to you, was, for the wh c I 
$750,000; and he ia still fully persuaded that this sum will 
cumplete the whole. It is the gene } 
by the contracts already made, the Government receives 
the marble for &150,000 Jess than it could now be contracted 
forand furnished. The building cannot be materially altered 


be obtained from | 
"The columns cannot be separated, or their - 
receipt declined; the contract is for the whole together, |: 


ole cost of the building, ' 


ral opinion here that, i 


without losing the great advantages of these contracts; the ; 


rogressing rapidly, and the entire appro- 
priation of $300,000 will absolutely be necessary. 
fam, very respectfully, your obedient servant, 
WALTER BOWNE, Commissioner, Se. 
Hon. Levi WOODBURY, , 
Secretary of the Treasury, Washington. 


It has turned out as I anticipated: that there 


building is now p 


| 


! could be no conflict between two Secretaries act- 
ing under the orders of the same President. The 
lot for this House cost $217,500; the marble, 
$348,585. There is no general contract; the cost 


is not limited. The work is progressing at the | 


discretion of the architect; he makes out the an- ; 
nual estimates; it was he who sent here the de- , 


mand at this session for $300,000 more. 
the only person who appears to be informed on 


832, 


1 


build a custom-housc, the Executive, in the ex- 


He is | 


the subject. Simply upon the act of Congress of | 
appropriating $200,000 to buy a lot and: 


ercise of his disexetion, has determined to build | 


a house, in the city of New York, which shall be 


a splendid monument of the arts, which shall ! 
astonish and excite admiration by its extent and : 
magnificence, to adorn and beautify the great | 


commercial metropolis. This house is merely 
for the preservation of the books and the accom- 
modation of the clerks and officers of the customs. 
A plain house near the water, where the lots are 
cheap, could have been built for the original ap- 
` propriation of $200,000; but we now see a house 
progressing made of such huge blocks of marble 

„as to require thirty yoke of oxen to haul a single 
piece. The people can learn from these two cases 
of the bridge and the custom-house how their 
affairs are managed; how power seeks every occa- 
sion to extend its patronage, and provide profit- 
able contracts for numerous dependents. They 
will see that their money is thrown out broad- 
cast as profusely as if it were as plenty as sea 
water. 

In private life it is a safe maxim to count the 
cost before you begin to build a house; but here 
a house is undertaken without defining the plan 
or fixing the price, and the commissioners paid 
a premium for the amount which they spend. 

I will close my remarks on this branch of the 
subject, by placing the Potomac bridge and the 

, New York custom-house by the side of a sen- 
tence in the Inaugural Address of the President, 
i of the 4th of March, 1829. He says: 

«The management ofthe public revenue—that searching 
operation in all Governments—is among the most delicate 
‘and important trustsin ours ; and it will, of course, demand 
_ no inconsiderable share of my official solicitude. Under 
every aspect in which it can be considered, it would appear 
that advantage must result from the observance of a strict 
and faithful economy.” 

When you consider the effect of this ‘ search- 
ing operation’? upon the bridge and the custom- 
house, you cannot wonder that the same kind of 
operation has made the expenses of this Admin- 
istration swell more than forty-five million dol- 
lars more than the preceding eight years. This 
‘ searching operation” increases in energy as it 
progresses, and will, from present indications, 
very soon reach the very bottom of the Treasury. 
Between twenty and thirty millions have already 
been appropriated at this session. In my former 
calculation, I took the Seeretary’s estimates for 
1836 at $23,000,000, which were made in view of 
a French war. Now I have but little doubt that 
the appropriations at this session will exceed the 
‚estimates of the Secretary at least ten millions; 

if so, the excess of expenditure of this Admin- 
istration over the previous eight years will be 
over fifty-seven millions. 

It is very true this ‘searching operation”? has 
demanded *‘no inconsiderable share”? of the “official 
solicitude” of this Administration; and if it has not 
been conducted exactly i 
former understanding of ‘‘a strict and faithful econ- 
omy,” yet a strict and faithful regard has been 
Lad to the spoils principle. No doubt the honor- 
able gentleman from the city of New York thinks 

| the cost of this custom-house a small matter. 
` When we were on the Navy bill, he sneeringly 
| said the pitiful sum of $600,000 was game too 
! small to be worthy of the attention of the gentle- 
-man from Tennessee, {Mr. Betx.] This is all 
very natural; our minds are formed by the cir- 
cumstancesaround us. The gentleman has been 
long accustomed to see millions of the national 
‘treasure poured out in his State and city. His 
constituents now have the use of more than twelve 
millions of the public money without interest—a 
million to build a custom-house. Under these 
circumstances, it does not surprise me that the 
i gentleman should have large ideas, and that being 
| 80 much uscd to millions, he should have no 
| patience in counting mere thousands. 


n accordance with the | 


|; subjects whi 


| I do not know how it is with the gentleman 
| from Tennessee, [Mr. BeLL,] as he resides at 
Nashville, within the limits of the Constitution, 
but I will undertake to say that the gentleman 
from the same State [Mr. Peyrox] would think 
the sum of $600,000 was game well worthy of his 
attention, if he could get it to improve the Cum- 
berland river above the upper boundary of the 
Constitution. 
The power of the House of Representatives is 
fast wasting away to nothing, under another 
alarming innovation in regard to the appropriation 
of money. A demand upon the Treasury fora 
large sum of money was heretofore deemed an 
affair of sufficient consequence to be brought 
before Congress by a message from the President 
of the United States, and to be referred by the 
Ilouse toa standing committee for investigation. 
' Now, the irregular practice has grown up, of the 
heads of the Departments, instead of the President, 
to call upon a committee of the House, instead 
of the House, for appropriations. Under this 
new practice, and at this session, we have seen 
‘ millions voted away upon a letter passing between 
the Departments and the committees. I was 
surprised at the gentleman from North Carolina, 
[Mr. Sreicut,] who, in the general, is so correct 
as to the rules of proceeding, when he asserted 
. that this practice had existed from the commence- 
ment of the Government. I deny that any com- 
mittee has a right to deliberate or report upon 
any subject that has not been referred to it by the 
House. The committees derive all their powers 
from the House, and the range of their delibera- 
tions is confined to such subjects as the House 
has referred to them. I deny their right to 
; receive a communication from any source what- 
ever, of original propositions, except from the 
House. They have a right, and it is the practice 
for the Departments to prepare estimates and 
statements for the committees explanatory of 
ch have been referred to them by the 
House. And itis this usage that has misled the 
gentleman from North Carolina. Whenever the 
design of raising armies and ap ropriating mone 
originated in the Executive Department, suc 
design was always, until of late years, brought 
before this House upon the responsibility of the 
President, and it is the right of every Represent- 
` ative to vote upon its reference. But our present 
chairman of the Ways and Means not only 
receives notes from the Executive Departments, 
calling for armies, and millions, but whenever he 
determines that any of these notes are not prop- 
erly directed to his committee, he takes the 
responsibility, without consulting the House, to 
say which of the other committees they shall go 
to. In this informal mode of proceeding, we 

have seen millions appropriated in the compass 

of a few hours, under a single breeze of excite- 
; ment. 

At this dangerous innovation the honest in- 
dignation of the gentleman from Maine [Mr. 
Jarvis] rose above party and he boldly and fear- 
lessly denounced this practice as reducing this 
House to the condition of an old French Parlia- 
ment, whose office it was to enregister the decrees 
of the King. The whole of the improvements of 
the country, the fortifications, breakwaters, har- 
bors, &c., are progressing under such vague and 
general estimates, under such indefinite legisla- 
tion, that power is left in the uncircumscribed 
field of discretion, to multiply and extend patron- 


age at pleasure. : . o 
Sir, on the subject of fortifications a brief state- 
ment will show the wild, wasteful, prodigal spirit, 
which is now, with an unsparing hand, scattering 
the public treasure to the winds—a spirit that 
proclaims that it would be better to scourge our 
jand with the devastations of war than to unloose 
the grip of Federal power upon any portion of the 
contents of the Treasury. The average amount 
‘of the annual appropriations for fortifications 
‘ upon the settled policy of the country since the 
i year 1816, is within a fraction of $700,000. The 
astimates sent in from the proper Department for 
the year 1835, when it was said there was danger 
of a French war, were the sum of $439,000. The 
estimates for 1836, in view of a French war, for 
| fortifications, being for two years, the bill for 1835 
' not having passed, was for the sum of $1,670,000. 


| And now, when the French war has gone by, 
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and it has been 
Treasury, to keep the people out of any share of 
the surplus, what do we behold? Three bills de- 
pending before this House; the one now under 
consideration for the sum of $3,772,058, and the 
two bills reported from the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs for new fortifications, for the sum of 
$2,503,800 more, making, in all, the sum of 
$6,225,858! The sum proposed now to be appro- 

sriated at this session is nearly half as much as 

ee been appropriated for fortifications for the 

last twenty years. 

The average annual amount for the naval ser- . 
vice heretofore has been a fraction less than three 
and a half millions. The annual naval bill of 
this session which has passed this House is for 
$6,235,307. From the above indications, it is 
evident that federal power, intrenched in the 
strong ramparts of the Treasury, is determined 
there to make its stand, until it triumphs in the 
battle of the succession, or expends every dollar 
in that conflict. 

Sir, I disagree with my colleague in the warm 
approbation which he has expressed for the fortifi- 
cation bill now before you. Itis withoutexample 
for its prodigal extravagance; and unnecessary, 
because the enormous amount cannot be expended 
during the year. 

During the year 1834, when labor was compar- 
atively cheap and easy to be procured, only the 
sum of $475,617 could be expended out of the, 
appropriation of $870,594 for fortifications. 

Of the fortification bill of this session $700,000 
is for arming the fortifications. The annual 
appropriation heretofore for this last object was 
$100,000. 

There isin the Army bill of this year the sam 
of $200,000 for the armament of the fortifications, _ 


ef all. Virginia conveyed her vast possessions 
to the United States for the benefit of all the 
States, herself included; and yet the gentleman 
contends that it would be just towards Virginia 
and the other States for Congress to take the 
common property from all the States, and divide 
it among a few of them. This agrarian scheme, 
prostrating as it does every idea of justice and 
policy, the gentleman knows full well will never 
be adopted. But the delusion has answered 
the purpose for some time, and may a little 
while longer, of raising expectations in the new 
States which they will never realize, and of 
casting their political influence in the scale that 
holds out the promise. The idea of robbing one 
State of its property to bestow it on another had 
its origin in political designs, and will end in 
political designs; for such a scheme can never 
succeed unless the people become deranged. It | 
will turn out like the promise of retrenchment and 


: reform. The plain English of both promises was 


artifices to get votes and political influence. 

The gentleman next proceeded to pronounce 
the legislation of 1816, which has paid off the na- 
tional debtand filled the Treasury to overflowing, 
unwise and imprudent, and stoutly maintained 
that if the public money was divided it would 
corrupt the States! The gentleman seems to 
have all sorts of horrors at the idea of the corrup- 
tion which the use of their own money would 
spread among the people; but the gentleman has 
no fears that the public money will corrupt the © 
officers of the executive government, who now 
have it in their hands against law, and are using 
it in violation of law. T 
corrupting the pet banks, and brokers and stock- ' 
jobbers of New York, who now have more than 


which has already passed; and the amendment | twelve millions of the people’s money without 
now pending, and to which my colleague has || interest! There is no danger that they will either 


pledged his support, is for $700,000 more, mak- 


use this money in political bribery, or for the 


ing in all $900,000, in place of the $100,000 here- | unholy purpose of grinding the poor and needy! 
tofore annually applied to this purpose. Ido not ‘| There is no danger of millions of this money 


see the necessity of making this appropriation 
nine fold more than has ever been required here- 
tofore, even by this Administration. As all | 
former experience has proven the impracticability 
of expending the sums demanded at this session 
upon the public works in the year, there can be 
no other object in the extravagant appropriations 
proposed than to make such a disposition of the 
public money as to defeat the land bill. Sir, 
why are you about to depart from all former 
usage at this particular time? Why signalize the 
year 1836 with a prodigality that will swell the 
expenses of the Government millions beyond even 
the excesses of the last seven years? Is it pos- 
sible that Congress will swing the doors of the 
Treasury wide open, and pour out the public 


being loaned to political favorites to speculate in 


_ Indian reservations! There is no danger that 


forty millions of public money thus used will 
transfer the property of the country into a few 


! hands, and build up a lord!y aristocracy among 
‘us! 


There is no danger that the present opera- 
tions of the Federal Treasury will make a single 
city the mistress of the commercial operations of 
the whole country, and subject every portion of 
the Union to enormous exactions in the forms 
of discounts and exchanges! There is no danger 


: that the labor of the peaple will have to pay trib- 
‘ute in the brokers’ shops in this engulfing com- 


mercial emporium! No, sir; the honorable gen- 
tleman apprehends no danger from any use of 
the public money except its division among the 


money agreeably to the new demands of power ; people, to whom it belongs, and there he thinks 


at the approach of a presidential election? For 
the Army, Navy, and fortifications, nearly ten : 
millions are demanded for this year more than 
the last. 

The gentleman from New York [Mr. Cam- 
BRELENG] gave us notice several times that he 
intended to speak upon the surplus revenue and 
expenditure. J was anxious to hear him on 
these subjects, for I supposed he would avail him- ` 
self of the occasion to explain to the country why | 
he had delayed so long to bring forward a bill for | 
retrenching the expenses of the Government and | 
the number of Federal offices, agreeably to his | 
famous report of 1828, upon the adoption of | 
which he and his friends then thought, or pro- | 
Fessed to think, that the very salvation of the 
country depended. But when the gentleman came ' 
to speak, here membered to forget his pledge of 
retrenchment, which is now eight years old. He 
must be excused; he has been so busily engaged ; 
during this session in preparing bills to increase | 
the number of offices and the salaries in all the 
Executive Departments, that he has not had time 
to explain the reasons of his failure to comply 
with his retrenchment pledge. 

He commenced his speech by showing that if 
the President’s wise and just recommendation in 
1829, to give the public domain to the new States, 
jn whose boundaries it was situated, had been 
eapi with, we should not now have been 
troubled with a surplye reyenue. The public 
domain was purchased by the blood and treasure 


` it would spread universal corruption. 


To save the Democracy from corruption, the 


': gentleman, with the most disinterested views in the 
; world, holds on to the surplus revenue with the 


grip of death; he will keep it snugly in New . 
York. And here, sir, I will notice one instance 


| of the use of a portion of the public money in 
‘| that city. The Manhattan Bank, which was 


smuggled into existence by fraud, has a perpet- 
ual charter; of the stock, an English nobleman 
owns over six hundred thousand dollars. This 
bank held on the Ist of February $3,067,000 of 
the people’s money on deposit, which, at legal : 
interest, produces $214,69 annually; of which | 
the Marquis of Carmarthen receives $70,000 for | 


his share of the spoils. And this is done for the | 
very laudable purpose of keeping the money from 
| corrupting the people. A few years ago we were | 
| informed by the gentleman and his friends that ; 
it was very improper to let foreigners hold stock | 
in the United States Bank, although they paid 
the Government a large bonus for the privilege. | 
Now, we are informed by the same gentleman | 
that it is very proper that foreigners should hold | 
stock in this pet bank, without paying any bonus, | 
and have the use of the money of the people of 
this country gratis, in the bargain. 

After the honorable gentleman had shown and 
condemned the means by which the surplus in| 
the Treasury had been produced, and shown how ` 
its division would corrupt the States, he straight- | 
way denied that we would have any surplus what- | 


a 


here is no danger of its || 
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ever to divide. Hle fellto work on the Treasury 
. 3 
and soon had it bankrupt. The $40,000,000 dis- 
| appeared under the operation as fast as the num- 
‘ber of Falstaff’s assailants in Kendal green. 
| E will give a specimen or two of how the gen- 
tleman got clear of the surplus. In the first place 
he stood up here, in presence of the assembicd 
Representatives of the people, and contended 
with a grave face that the seven millions of stock 
which the Government owns in the United States 
Bank was not safe, and that, in reckoning our 
means, we ought not to count that fund! So 
the honorable gentleman strikes $7,000,000 out 
of the account. He next strikes out $5,000,000 
to pay for the Florida war with a few hundred 
Indians. This is more than twice as much as 
was expended in all the Indian wars of the West 
from 1774 to 1795. And then the gentleman took 
out $10,000,000 to pay for a war that is to oecur 
hereafter, but did not tell us where. But, after 
getting clear of $22,000,000, there was still a large 
surplus on his hands, which he did not know 
what to do with, when his friend and colleague 
{Mr. Gitter] flew to his assistance, with a 
scheme to spend $22,000,000 more, to buy mus- 
kets for the mititia. 

Mr. GILLET rose and said that he did not 
propose to take that sum; that he had said it 
would require that amount to arm the whole 
militia, but that his proposition extended only to 
a part. 

Mr. ALLAN. Sir, 1 am glad the gentleman 
does not want the whole sum now. These in- 
stances will show how the Treasury was to be 
‘emptied. From the gendeman’s assertion, that 

there will be no surplus in the Treasury, I will 
appeal to official documents. In my statement 
on the 21st of March last, as to the amount of the 
public funds, I referred to the returns from the 
: Treasury which had then come in, and I did not 
‘include the bank stock. By subsequent reports 
from the Secretary, it appears that there are now 
in the Treasury $38,000,000. The Government 
stock in the Bank of the United States is worth 
' $8,000,000. Estimated receipts to Ist of January 
i next, $24,000,000, making, in the aggregate, 
$70,000,000. Admit that the extravagant spirit 
that now bears rule should at this session swell 
‘the appropriations to the unexampled sum of 
' $35,000,000, still there will be in the Treasury, 
| on the Ist of January next, $45,000,000, allowing 
, that there will be in the Treasury at that time 
i $10,000,000 of unexpended balances. Now I 
should like the gentleman to descend from the 
| airy region of imagination, and show any error 
in this calculation. 

In prosecuting hostilities against the Treasury, 
the gentleman makes a most vigilant war minis- 
ter. Whenever he wants a large sum of money, 
' he forthwith waxes exceedingly valiant, and 
becomes warlike; but, to do him justice, during 
almost the whole of last session he was as civil 
and as peaceable a gentleman as any one could 
wish to live by; and only a few days before the 
close of the session, as chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Affairs, he made the most 
sensible speech I ever heard him make, and as 
sensible a one as I ever heard any one make. It 
was short, and to the point; both very rare merits 
l in this Hall. 

The venerable and learned gentleman from 
Massachusetts [Mr. Apams] called upon him to 
know why he had not made a report upon our 
relations with France. I remember the identical 
words of the reply, for they struck me at the 
time. The gentleman rose and said, ‘as we 
intend to do nothing, we think it prudent to say 
nothing.” I admired the excellence of this speech, 
because it is not uncommon in the world to hear 
men play the braggart, and gasconade, and talk 
big, just in proportion as they intend to do 
nothing. But notwithstanding this prudent, pa- 
cific speech, on the very next night the gentle- 
man fell so violently into one of his belligerent 
ways, that it broke out in a perempory demand 
for three millions of money, and he became so 
moody because he could not get the whole sum, 
that he would not have a part, and exhorted his 
friends not to answer to their names when they 
were called, to prevent a quorum from voting, to 
enable him to withhold from the House the re- 
port of the committee of conference. I was 
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shot of the Capitol. 

Since the nautical evolutions of the Gallic ad- 
miral have ceased to float in the visions of the 
gentleman's fervid imagination, his pugnacious 
apprehensions have worked around to an oppo- 
site direction, and one ominous sweep of his finger 
from Lake Superior to the Gulf of Mexico por- 
tended unnumbered direful wars, in some one of 
which it would be necessary to spend ten millions 
of dollars. In this brief manner the honorable 
gentleman disincumbered the land bill of nearly 
one half its contents. The gentleman tells us 
boldly thata war would do the country less injury 
than the division of the surplus treasure among 
the States. 

Sir, that it was the deliberate intention at first 
to make the whole Union tributary to New York 
becomes every day more and more evident. As 
early as the [Sth of October, 1833, the agent of 
the Government appointed to select the deposit 
banks wrote to a person in New York that, under 
the new system, ‘‘it (the branch of the United 
States Bank) twill have to become the collector of 
specie from every quarter of the Union, for the iglimate 
use of your bank, and others who may want it in New 

ork.” Yes, sir, here is a project to drain every 

art of the Union of specie for the benefit of New 

“ork. We now see, in completion of this scheme, 
twelve millions of the people’s money deposited 
in one city, and the whole western country con- 
stantly drained to keep the public funds concen- 
trated at this point, and we hear the member from 
that city proclaiming that it would be better to 
involve the country in war than to have this New 
York monopoly broken up; the monopoly by 
which the specie from al! parts of the Union, as 
wellas the public revenue, is conveyed to this 
favored place. 

The great contest of the present day is, whether 
the public domain shall be divided among the 
States to strengthen the defenses of liber 
retained in the hands of Federal power, to be 
divided out as spoils in the form of jobs, con- 
tracts, and salarics, to secure political influence. 
The proceeds of the sales of the thousand millions 
of acres of the public lands, devoted to the aug- 
mentation of Federal patronage, will insure the 
ultimate triumph of Esecutive and aristocratic 
power over the liberty of the country, Hence 

ower holds on t» the public money and the pub- 
ic lands. Hence the declaration that war would 
be preferable to a division of the public money 
among the States. Hence the presumptuous dec- 
laration of the officeholders, w } 
ing upon the public money which they hold in 
violation of law, that if they were forced to give 
it up it would corrupt the people. Hence the 
succession of varying schemes which have passed 
before us since the first Monday of December, 
with a view to engage public attention, so that 
the session might be wasted in the consideration 
of a number of repugnant plans—that nothing 
should be done, and Congress adjourn and leave 
the public money in a position to do the political 
work of ‘the party.” 


Three projects were proposed by three eminent : 


politicians, all high in the confidence of power— 
members of the other branch of the Legislature. 
One proposed to lay outthe s 
in the purchase of stocks! } 
scheme of distributing the public funds among 
railroad companies, for the purpose of having the 
mail carried. While another proposed to get rid 
of the surplus by building forts. Now the gen- 
tleman from New York (Mr. CamsBreLene] and 
his party, in the face of their own admissions 
during the whole session, in the face of theirown 


ty, or . 


hile they are riot- ' 


urplus public money i 
Another reported a : 


z See 


: projects of disposing of the surplus revenue, turn 
round and deny that there will be any surplus to 
divide! Emboldened by success, the party now 
confidently imagine that they can pass off the 


most palpable inconsistencies upon public credu- | 


lity, under cover of the President’s popularity. 


It may be slow, but a day of accountability will , 


come. 

But, sir, there is one view stronger than all 
others, to show the inconsistency of those who 
are engaged in the project of keeping the people 
out of the use of their money. On the one hand 
we are told that the whole ought to be appropri- 


ated for the use of the General Government; and, | 


on the other hand, we are told if it be appropriated 
for the use of the States, it will break all the 
banks. Yes, sir, according to these gentlemen, 


if you grant all your money for Federal purposes, - 


the pet banks can pay you with ease; but if you 
make the grant for the use of the States, they will 
all blow up! 


Sir, I will here take leave of the gentleman from | 


New York, and pay my respects to my honor- 


able colleague, [Mr. Frencn,] who has thought ` 


proper to honor me by making almost the whole 
of his very elaborate speech an answer to one of 
mine delivered more than two months ago. 
will not complain of his going out of his way, 
and against the rules of the House, on one sub- 
ject, to answer an argument made on another. 
But I do not sce the necessity the gentleman was 


under to answer my speech, inasmuch as, after ' 


two months? deliberation, he has not ventured to 
deny a material fact, or to controvert a principle 
maintained by me. That the gentleman should 


have selected me out of all the members of the : 


House to make his speech at, is a little remark- 
able, considering the long and uninterrupted 
friendship which he has informed the House has 
subsisted between us, and considering, also, that 
the gentleman stands pledged to his constituents 


to support the same measures that I do to mine. 


| Our districts adjoin, and we represent people not 
‘only having precisely the same interests, but 

agreeing perfectly in the measures which should 
i sustain their interests. [do not know that my 
‘colleague and myself differ on any question of 
| national policy. We agree that a national bank 

is constitutional, and conducive to the preserva- 


| tion of a sound currency. We agree in the con- | 
and expediency of works of internal | 


stitutionality 
improvement. We both believe that roads could 
be made in Kentucky of a national 
| well as in the other States. We both believe the 
Constitution is in force above as well as below 
custom-houses. He believes, as I do, that the 
| proceeds of the public lands ought to be divided 
among the States. We both agree that the con- 
dition of the public money ought to be examined 
into by Congress before the adjournment. Thus 
situated, being old friends, substantially repre- 
senting the same people, and agrecing as to all 
the great measures depending before Congress, I 


had cherished the hope that the gentleman would | 


have stood side by side with me, and shoulder 
i! to shoulder, in pressing these great measures, in 
l which our constituents have so deep an interest, 
| through the House. 

i} ‘That the gentleman should have assumed an 
attitude of opposition to me, (ina kind manner, 
itis true,) is among the strange events of these 
| strange times; not because we differ in principle; 
| not because I have made any argument against 


ii the i 
, says, I have opposed “ his party,” and he, being 
‘| one of ** the party,” is, in self-defense, bound to 
‘answer me. His defense is not of the Constitu- 
` tion, not of the great principles of public policy 
| called for by our constituents, for here we walk 
‘together and are agreed. No; the gentleman 
"entered the lists as the champion of his “party.” 
|| My frie 

learned 
ascertained that no matter what measures he 
s he professed, 


| advocated, no odds what principle 
i he would be taken into full communion and 

lowship, provided he would de 
, vote for the successor. 
© that he intended to leave 
k tucky, and that he loved Kentucky better than 
i any place in the world. No doubt this is true, 
i! yet I could wish the gentleman had a different 


1. 


character, as | 


nterest of the country; but because, as he , 


nd is an apt scholar, and has very soon 
the fashion atthe metropolis. He quickly |: 


fel- ; 
fend the party and | 
He informed the House | 
his posterity in Ken- | 


1 
I way of showing his love. He stands here, from 
i day to day, and sees “ the party’? contriving 
i: schemes of extravagance to squander the public 
| money, with a view to deprive the people of the 
use of any portion of it; yet he is as meek and 
as gentle as alamb; his Kentucky blood is not 
in the slightest degree agitated at these attempts 
‘to crush the rights of his constituents. 

The other day, in the present debate, he heard 
the gentleman from New York [Mr. CAMBRE- 
LENG] contending that if the money was divided, 
it would corruptthe people. This daring affront 
; upon the sovereign peo le did not fire my friend 
© with indignation, and ring him to his feet to 
vindicate his constituents from the aspersion. 
No; that was no attack upon the party. The 
honorable gentleman had to reserve his strength, 

to lay it out against a Kentuckian, who was 
fighting by his side for the measures which he 
professed to advocate. After a fnll examination 
of all the documents, my friend informed the 
committee that we had a large surplus in the 
_Treasury—enough to divide over twenty millions 
among the States; yet he listened with perfect 
composure to the gentleman from New York, 
when he was boldly asserting, in the face of 
figures and facts, that there was no surplus in 
the Treasury. Yet the gentleman did not feel it 
to be his duty to protest against a statement 
which he knew to be unfounded, and which was 
made with a view to defeat the just claims of his 
constituents in their share of the surplus money. 
. The gentleman could look quietly on, and see 
the great measure which he was sent here to 
sustain sinking under this statement. Yet the 
gentleman’s love for Kentucky could not induce 
him to utter a word of remonstrance; all was re- 
served for me; not because I was against his 
measures, but against his men. Verily the gen- 
tleman does not love Rome less, but he loves 
Cæsar more. 

But after all the gentleman’s devotion to his 
party, after his gallant defense of his part, what 
return has his party made to him? He moved, 

_ on three severa days, to take up and consider the 
| pill which I had the honor to introduce for the 
benefit of the old soldiers who fought the battles 
‘of the western country. Where was the gentle- 
man’s party on these occasions? They voted 
him down, and would not let him have even one 
hour to consider the bill. Yet my friend went 
between the tellers, with the gentleman from New 
York, for the previous question on the general 
| appropriation bill, and thereby prevented a mo- 
‘tion to strike out $300,000 for the New York 
custom-house. While my friend is aiding in the 
completion of a custom-house in the city of New 
York, which will cost at least $1 000,000, his 
‘party from New York vote to leave the conquerors 
of the West, in their age and poverty, without a 
dollar of compensation for all their sufferings and 
for all their toils. Again: my friend was elected 
especially to get from his party an appropriation 
‘to make a road from the mouth of Big Sandy to 
Mount Sterling. Wherc is the gentleman *s party 
on this subject? They are taking millions for 
improvements in other States, but they will not 
grant my friend a dollar for his road. He may 
hope for it, but I tell bim now that they do not 
intend to give him a cent. So that my friend is 
engaged in a most hopeless undertaking. He 
stands by his party, but they will not stand by 
“him. 
| Ifthe gentleman had reserved some of his elo- 
| quence to vindicate the rights of his constituents, 
| and to bring his party to a sense of justice, he 
| would have stood a much better chance of success. 
My friend occupies the strange ground here of 
supporting the men who oppose every measure 
| which the people of Kentucky think connected 
|, with their deepest interests. Fdo not know what 
‘ consolation the gentleman can take in this unless 
| he, too, thinks it “ a sufficient glory to serve under 


i 

i` such a chief.” i . , 
| Ewillnow proceed, in the same kind and friendly 
to me by the gentleman, toa 


spirit manifested r J 
He again brings for- 


nearer view of his speech. 
ward the letter of General Jackson to President 
Monroe, in which General Jackson advises Mr. 
Monroe, “in the selection of the public officers, 
'; to avoid party and party fecling;’”’ advises him to 
i| «© crush the monster called party spirit;’? tells him 
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that the Chief Magistrate of a great and power- 
fal nation should never indulge in party feelings; 
that his should be liberal and disinterested, bear- 
ing in mind that he acts for the whole, and not 
for a part, of the community.’ This celebrated 
letter was written jn 1816, and was republished 
in all the papers of the party throughout America, 
while General Jackson was electioneering for the 
office of Chief Magistrate, as containing the prin- 
ciples and pledges upon which he would admin- 
ister the Government, if elected. Now, that 
every principle and pledge in this letter have 
been violated; that all appointments have been 
made with a view to party; that every man in the 
nation has been proscribed who did not belong to 
the party; that the monster called party spirit, so 
far from being crushed, has scattered throughout 
the land firebrands of discord, and caused party 
passions to blaze with increascd fierceness, are 
truths that no one questions. 

My colleague, perhaps, did not observe that all 
the members of his party, in their speeches, pru- 
dently went round the Monroe letter; that, upon 
this subject, they were as silent as the tomb. Per- 
haps be did not know that, for the last five years, 
not one was found in this House who ventured to 
deny that every principle and pledge in the Mon- 
roe letter had been disregarded in practice. If 
my colleague had observed these things, he would 
not have taken a post which had been abandoned 
by every one; he would not have undertaken the 
defense of his party upon a point where he can- 
not find a single man that will stand by his side. | 

But as the gentleman entered the lists, not to 
sustain the rights of his constituents, but to de- 
fend his party, he had a chance of showing his 
zeal, if not his discretion, in taking up the Mon- i 
roe letter; and if he has not been able to reconcile 
the professions and practices of his party, it has _ 
afforded him a notable occasion to show the , 
strength of his devotion. But let us see what 
the gentleman has made of the letter. The point |; 
in issue was between the profession that, in the | 
selection of public officers, party and party feel- ' 
ing should be avoided, and the practice which 
selected none but partisans. In the very first 
move my friend bears off from this issue, and 
turns to other parts of the letter, upon quite dif- | 
ferent subjects, and discourses about western 
lands and Indians, the public debt, &c., &c.; but 
when the gentleman got back from his irrelevant 
digression, as he could not prove the consistency 
between the President’s profession and practice, 
he boldly abandons the profession, and justifies 
the practice. 

In his advice to Mr. Monroe, General Jackson 
said: 

‘Everything depends on the selection of your Ministry. 


In every selection, party and party feelings should be 
avoided.” 


My colleague said: 


“ All statesmen, of all parties, concede the right to the 
President to select from the ranks of his political friends the , 
heads of Departments. How can two walk together except | 
they be agreed ?”” 


The gentleman’s tone has altered. In 1828, 
whey he was electioneering for the office of elect- - 


or, he eulogized General Jackson for the elevated |: 


and liberal principle that, in the selection of the 
heads of Departments, party should be avoided. 
Now he says all statesmen agree that the Depart- į 
ments should be filled with partisans. 
gentleman should move in opposition to his own 
professions in 1828, in the face of the principles | 
of the President, contained in the letter which he | 
held in his hand, should say that all statesmen, | 
of all parties agree that Cabinet ministers should 
be partisans, is but the beginning of the difficulty 
in which he has involved himself by undertaking 
to make a whole-hog defense of the Administra- 
tion, 

My colleague then proceeded, in direct opposi- ` 
tion to what he had advanced in the sentence : 
before, to say: ‘‘ It is true, sir, that ail the citi- 
zens of the United States are equally eligible to | 
office, and entitled to equal benefits from the Gov- : 
ernment; and went on to prove that equal jus- 
tice had been done to all parties in the distribu- | 
tion of offices. He said that he had inquired of | 


the most intelligent citizens of this city, and had ; 


been informed by them that the Opposition have | 


That the f 


Union. 
had given the names of his witnesses. 


receivt of the spoils. I very much regret that a 
statesman from Kentucky should have been re- 
duced to the necessity of making such an inquiry 
in this city, and of founding a grave argument 
upon the testimony of witnesses whose names 
he has thought proper to keep to himself. Does 
not everybody know, as well as the gentleman’s 
nameless witnesses under the eaves of the palace, 
what is the trutb on the subject? What is the 
question? Itis this: Inthe appointment of pub- 
lic officers, ** have characters been selected most 
conspicuous for their probity, virtue, capacity, 
and firmness, without regard to party,” agree- 
ably to the solemn pledge which had been given, 
and upon the faith of which the present Chief 
Magistrate was clected? Now, my friend knows 

erfectly well, what every one knows, that no 
individual has been selected to fill office buta 
devoted partisan; yet he goes into the poe 
the palace to inquire for information. If the gen- 
tleman did not know, he ought to bave consulted 
the public records; there he would have found 
who had been appointed home and foreign min- 
isters, judges of courts, and to all the offices in 
the nation, But when the gentleman leaves his 
Washington city testimony, and relies on his 
own knowledge, and takes a range throughout 
the land to find instances to prove that, in the 
selection of public officers, no regard has been 
had to party, he has found two signal cases in 
the western country, both of which occurred in 
the county in which I live. 

He says that Colonel Coleby H. Taylor and 
James Pace, Opposition men, were appointed post- 
masters by this disinterested and liberal Admin- 


istration. The gentleman has been very unfortu- | ; 
|| ter qu@lificd for the office, than Mr. Duncan. He 


nate in his allusion to the post office patronage in 
Clark county, as will appear in the sequel. I 
would not myself have voluntarily made any allu- 
sion to the subject; but as it has been introduced 
_for the purpose of proving that, in the appoint- 
' ment of public officers, this Administration has 
had ‘‘no regard to party or party spirit,” the 
whole truth must come out. ‘The post office at 
Colonel Taylor’s is in the county where no Jack- 
son man lives. The office yields no profit of con- 
sequence. Colonel Taylor did not take the office 
with any view of making money; he is a very 
_ obliging gentleman, and agreed to take the office 
merely with a view to accommodate his neigh- 
bors. The office at Pace’s was in all respects 
similarly situated. These being the only cases 


in the whole western country that the researches | 
of my friend could find where Opposition men ' 
had received appointments from this Administra- | 
tion, could anything prove more clearly how hard | 
he was pee than to be compelled to refer to | 

But | 
As he | 
thought proper to bring up these two offices in a | 
grave argument in Congress to prove that, in the | 
appointment of officers, this Administration had | 
no respect to party, 1 addressed a note of inquiry ` 
He | 
says Colonel Taylor was appointed postmaster ; 
, 1826, three years before $ 
‘i the commencement of General Jackson’s first 


two suc 


a instances to prove impartiality ? 
even here the gentleman 13 mistaken. 


to Mr. Kendall, and here is his answer. 


` on the 


day of 


| term. 
: Mr. FRENCH rose to explain, and said that 


Edminson had also been appointed to a post office, 
who was an Opposition man; so that, although 


< he was mistaken as to Colonel Taylor, yet he 


was right as to the number. 
Mr. ALLAN. Sir, I am very sure that the 


statement in regard to Colonel Taylor’s appoint- | 
ment was made under a mistake; and I take this | 
occasion, with great pleasure, to bear witness | 
that my colleague is incapable of making an in- ` 


l ; : - .. difference in principle between the case supposed and the 
: tentional misstatement on this or any other sub- p P 


ject. Yet it appears to me, in fairness, the gen- 


tleman ought to have stated that Mr. Edminson 


and Mr. Pace lived in the same house at different 
times, and had been appointed for the same office, 


I should have been pleased if my friend | 
l should - 
like to know if they are not officeholders, in the | 


' to appoint. 


| he had been led into the error by information ; 
; which he had received in Clark county, where ` 
he was well acquainted; that he had not inten- | 
` tionally made the misstatement; but, upon inquiry : 
of Mr. Kendall, he had found that Mr. Thomas | 


| the profession in the letter, 


I am informed by Mr. Kendall that 
this office was discontinued last fall, because no 
one would have it. The whole income of the 
office, for the year 1835, wasscventecn dollars. So 
that the only case that the diligent researches of 
my friend could find to prove that this Adminis- 
tration had reduced to practice,in good faith, the 
advice which General Jackson gave to President 
Monroe, is the bestowal of a country post office, 
where no one lived but the postmaster, that was 
worth five dollarsand sixty-one cents perannum! 
being thirty-three per cent. on seventeen dollars, 
As to Colonel Taylor, the liberality was not in the 
appointment, but in the forbearance to turn him 
out; and this forbearance is owing to the fact that 
there is no one of the party’? at Colebyville to 
take the place of the present incumbent. 

Now that the office at Pace’s has been aban- 
doned, my colleague must turn his admiration to 
the signal forbearance practiced towards Colonel 
Taylor as the remaining monument left to illus- 


` trate the liberality of this Administration, and to 
| prove that ‘‘the Chief Magistrate of a great and 
| powerful nation acts for the whole, and not for a purt 


of the community.” 

The only post office in Clark county that was 
profitable when “the party’? came into power, 
was held by Mr. J. B. Duncan, a gentleman of 
the very first respectability, and perfectly well 
qualified; whose unoffending and amiable man- 
ners enabled him to discharge the duties of the 
office to the entire satisfaction of all parties. Mr. 


, Duncan, during the late war, shouldered his rifle, 
„and fought in the battles of his country. My 


colleague has known Mr. Duncan intimately for 


;; more than twenty years, and will not deny the 


statement I have made concerning him. He will 


‘go further; he will agree that there is not a more 


worthy man in the county of Clark, nor one bet- 


will agree that there is not an officer in the United 
States who gave more universal satisfaction in the 
discharge of the duties of his office than did Mr. 
Dunean. But Mr. Duncan had committed the 
unpardonable sin of having voted against the 
President, and for this sin he was punished by 
removal from office, and a worthy young man 
placed in the office, as a reward for the partisan 
services of influential relatives. 

Now that the committce have the whole of the 
facts on the subject, they can judge how far the 
post office patronage in the county of Clark was 
used, regardless of party and party spirit. 

All others, except my colleague, had prudently 
assed in silence the letter of the President to the 
ennessee Legislature, but he has thought proper 

to reproduce that letter, where General Jackson 
states, in substance, that if important appoint- 
ments continue to devolve on members of Con- 
gress, corruption will become the order of the day. 
Since which time, as President, he has appointed 
such a large number of members of both Houses 
to the highest offices, as to draw between five and 
six hundred thousand dollars from the Treasury 
for their salarics. This inconsistency between 
profession and practice being so glaring as to 
deter all other debaters from attempting to recon- 
cile them, did not in the least stay the zeal of m 

colleague in his determination to defend the Ad- 
ministration at all points. And to get out of the 


| difficulty, he said: 


“ Suppose, Mr. Chairman, General Jackson, in that letter 
had suggested to the Legislature of Tennessee an amend- 
ment to the Constitution, by which the President of the 
United States should be deprived of having any voice in 
the passage of laws by Congress, by which the power that 
now inakes it his duty to approve and sign bills passed by 
Congress before they have the force of laws should be taken 
away forever. Suppose, also, the General, after having 
given this opinion, bad been elected President of the United 


i States, and that he had refused to approve and sign bills 


passed by Congress, upon the ground that he had given to 
the Legislature of Tennessee the opinion that the President 
ought not to have such power. Bir,in the case supposed, 
the President would have been impeached and removed 
from office, if he had refused to approve and sign bills upon 
the ground stated, when, by the Constitution, it was his 
sworn duty todo so; he would have deserved impeach- 
ment and remova! from office. What, then, I ask, is the 


case in the letter? The amendment suggested in the letter 
has never been made to the Constitution.” 

Thus spoke my colleague; and if he really can 
see any similitude between the case supposed and 
I will not stop to rea- 


their due proportion of offices throughout the || and that there was no Jackson man at the place |!| son with him, as it is not probable that another 


person can be found who will be able to discover l 
the most remote resemblance. i 

The gentleman went on to say: 

+ By the Constitution, members of Congress are eligible 
fo executive appointments. Tae President is sworn * to 
preserve, protect, and detend the Constitution,’ as it is, 
not as he would bave it to be. Lt then, the President had 
introduced in practice what would have been a virtual 
amendment to the Constitution itself, be would have been 
guilty of the high erine or ustirpation | 

l is true the President cannot appoint any one 
who is inelizible; but I never heard before that 
eligibility created any obligation on the President 
to appoint members of Congress to office, and 
that his failure to do so would amount to the high 
crime of usurpation, for which he ought to ‘be 
impeached and removed from office. But as my 
friend is in the secrets of the Cabinet, and if this 
constitutional interpretation is entertained there, 
and the President drew so largely on both Houses 
of Congress and the Treasury under the terrors 
of impeachment, it will certainly justify him in 
the eyes of my colleague, and all others who 
understand the Constitution as he understands it. 

The gentleman contends that the President 
could not, with propriety, refuse to appoint mem- 
bers of Congress to office until the Constitution 
was changed, so as to render them ineligible! ° 
The President was of opinion that the practice 
of appointing members of Congress to high offices 
would destroy the purity and independence of 
the Legislature, and make corruption the order 
of the day. Now, my friend contends that the , 
President was bound to continue a practice at- 
tended with those consequences until he was pre- 

vented by a change of the Constitution! 

If everything may with propriety be done to 
make corruption the order of the day that is not 
prohibited by the Constitution, the Administra- 
tion bas a broad field to move in. It is probably 
the first time under the sun that the introduction 
of corruption into the administration of the Gov- 
ernment was justified on the ground that it was 
not prohibited by the Constitution, The gentle- | 
man says the President was sworn to support 
the Constitution; and as menibers of Congress *, 
were eligible to office under that instrument, it 
would have been a dangerous assumption of 
power on the part of the President to have ex- ' 
cluded them. If everybody is to have office who > 
is eligible, we shall have a goodly number of 
them. But I suppose the gentleman confines his 
notion of eligibility to “ his party.” It was not 
at all unconstitutional to proscribe and render 
ineligible every member in and out of Congress 
in the United States who had not given in his 
adhesion at the footstool of power; but it would 
have been very unconstitutional for the President 
to have refuscd to appoint partisan members of 
Congress to office. If this be enforcing the Con- 
stitution, the President has fully administered, 
he has marched platoons out of both Houses of | 
Congress, as was once observed by the gentle- 
man from Ohio, [Mr. Corwin.] There is some- 
thing, no doubt, very pleasant in this idea of 
administering the Constitution to a member of 
Congress of the right faith who stands on the `: 
roll of promotion, for this kind of luck goes round | 
so fast that it will not take it long to reach every 
one. And when it comes to the turn of my col- 
league, I have no doubt that he will think it more 
constitutional than ever. 

The gentleman culogizes the Adm 
the vast sums of money which it 
in works of internal improvement since the year |; 
1829. Sir, how will the people of Kentucky feel |! 
when they know that a member from that State || 
rose upon this floor and vaunted the praises of || 
this Administration for the profuse outpour of i 
millions for works of internal improvements of all | 
sorts, in all parts of the Union except Kentucky |; 
—when they recollect that they were told, in the | 
midst of this profusion, that the itiful sum of 
$150,000 could not be spared for a Kentucky road į: 
until the national debt was paid ? , il 

lt is amusing to hear a controversy In this |; 
House between two of ‘the party”? upon the ), 
much agitated question, ** what are the principles of || 
this Administration??? From parts of the Union |; 
where internal improvements are unpopular, we || 
hear gentlemen praising the Administration for |; 
having subverted the whole system; while equal |, 
praise is bestowed, from sections of the Union li 


inistration for 
has expended |: 


Abuses of the Federal G 


another mail, 


i the 4th of March, 1837, 


‘accuracy in my tables, 
| force by makin 
' of time. 
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where such works are in favor upon the orthodox 
opinions and lavish expenditures of the present 
Administration in the advancement of the great 
cause of public improvements, I do not know 
which swelled the note of admiration to the high- 
est key—the gentleman from Virginia (Mr. Gar- 
LAND] because the President had overthrown, or 
my colleague because he had upheld internal im- 
provements. 

Mr. GARLAND rose to explain, and said he 
did not intend to convey the idea that the Presi- 
dent had entirely crushed internal improvements. 
He wished to be understood as saying the Presi- 
dent had done much to overthrow such works, 
but that he had not gone the full length of the 
Virginia doctrine. 

Mr. ALLAN. Sir, the explanation does not 
affect the sense of what I was saying. The gen- 
tleman from Virginia exults that so much has 


been done to destroy, while the gentleman from | 


Kentucky exults that so much has been done to 
build up the system. 

My colleage says that the vast sums which this 
Administration has expended ‘‘on works of in- 
ternal improvement are not local, but national in 
their character.’ In the true spirit of non-com- 


mittal, in which school, by the way, he is not a j 


very young scholar, my colleague said he would 
not undertake to say whether the Maysville road 


‘and the Louisville canal were local or national 


improvements. Now, I regret to hear m 
say that the new roads in Ohio, Indiana, 
Missouri, Maine, &c., on which hundreds of 
thousands have been expended, were national, 


Aa 


while he stands in a state of non-committal as to R 


the nationality of a Kentucky road. I regret to 


hear the gentleman vindicating the national char- || 


acter of improvements which this Administration 
has made at the mouths of creeks which he can 
with difficulty find on the maps, while he will 
not say whether the Louisville canal, along which 
half the commerce of the whole Union passes, is 


local or national. I can very well remember a | 
- time when the gentleman and his political 


friends 
in- Kentucky thought the Maysville road a na- 
tional improvement. When the news arrived in 
that State of the passage of the Maysville road 
bill through both Houses of Congress, the gen- 
tleman and his friends were filled with joy, and 
they exultingly proclaimed from the housetops 
that the new Y [ministration had already done 
more for Kentucky than ever had been done. 
And just in the flood tide of their rejoicing came 
and brought the veto, which did 
notatall abate their joy, they faced about, and 
said the veto was certainl 
ever was performed in the tide of time, always 
excepting the battle of New Orleans. : 

On the subject of the extravagant expenditures 


of this Administration the gentleman has had be- |, 


fore him the tables in my speech fortwo months, 
and I am happy to find that he has not denied the 
accuracy ofa single figure in them. I proved that 
the expenditure from the 4th of March, 1829, to 
will exceed the expend- 
ing cig 
ot being able to find any in- 
he seeks to evade their 
g calculations for different periods 
after all his calculations, he does 
ease of expenditure during this 
-five million dollars; 
d defend, 


iture for the preced 
$45,116,634 47. N 


But, 
not deny the iner 
Administration of over forty 
which he has undertaken to excuse and de 
and to prove that an increase was unavol 
from the growth of the country. . 
The gentleman has entirely changed over sinte 
the year 1828, when he was electioneering for the 
office of elector; he told the people that the ex- 
penses of the Federal Government were too high, 
and ought to be brought down to the scale of 
Jeffersonian economy. Now,in 1836, when the 
’s party is in the receipt of the spoils, 
he tells the people that so far from reducing, 1t 18 
necessary that the increasing expenditure shou. 
keep pace with the growth of the country. 
now appear 
a mistake. 
man’s discourses in 1828, upon economy 
form, I little thdaght of ever standing 
side in this Hall, and seeing him the adv c 
increasing the expenses of this Government 1n 
proportion to the increase of the population and 


When I was listening to the gentle- 
and re- 
by his 


inois, | 


y the greatest act that | 


ht years by the sum of | 


dable |: 


ld: 
It: 
s that what he told them in 1828 was | 


ocate of .. 


| 


j resources of the nation. Did not the gentleman 
| know in 1828 that the numbersand wealth of the 
nation would increase? Why did he not then tell 
| the people that it would be necessary for General 
, Jackson’s administration to increase the public 
expenses in proportion to the growth of the na- 
tion? The case being altered, alters the case. 
‘The party’? was then seeking power, and to 
talk of rcform and retrenchment was the way to 
getit. Now that they have power, the way to 
i get spoils is to increase expenditure. 

The gentleman, with great apparent satisfaction 
‘produced the number of Indian treaties and the 
` quantity of land purchased from them, as evi- 
' dences of the diplomatic skill of this Administra- 
tion, There is nothing new in this; the business 
| of buying Jand from the Indians has been carried 
on for a long time. But I agree that this Admin- 
istration has introduced scveral new practices, 
which I regret my friend did not tell of while he 
_was on the subject; but as he has failed to do so, 
iT will endeavor to supply what he has omitted. 
The treaties with the lid ans for their lands were 

| formerly made for the benefit of the country; now, 
‚much of the benefit is reserved as a means of 
|: patronage to reward partisans for political ser- 
vices. In almost all of the treaties with the 
|, Indians for cessions of their lands, large reserva- 
| tions are made to particular chiefs and headmen 
i| of the best parts of the territories ceded, in fee- 
simple, with power to such chiefs and headmen 
to sell the same to such persons as the President 
| or his agents shall agree may buy. No one can 
| purchase against the consent of the President. So 
that the accusation of cheating the Indians out of 
! these reservations is exclusive. 
We have seen large portions of the public lands 
| brought into conflict with the public liberty, by 
being, under the forms of treaties, drawn into the 
vortex of governmental patronage. We have also 
li seen eleven millions of acres, the common prop- 
| erty of all the States, distributed by partial legis- 
lation to six of them; while the pioneers of Ken- 
tucky, the founders of the great western empire, 
who bore the winter’s cold and the summer’s heat, 
and stood firm for a score of years in the front 
of a hundred battles, are most unjustly deprived 
of any share in the public domain, which is the 
fruit of their victories. 

The gentleman eulogized the Administration 
especially for the new system of removing the 
Indians. This novelty being a total departure 
from the benevolent policy of Washington and 
all of his successors, has to be tested by time and 
experience, before we van judge correctly of its 
wisdom. This Administration has undertaken 
|| to move the numerous tribes to the same terri- 
| tory. There have been already removed thirty- 
one thousand three hundred and forty-eight In- 
dians, and seventy-two thousand one hundred 
and eighty-one are yet to be removed, making in 
| all one hundred and three thousand five hundred 
and twenty-nine. What will be the result of 
placing so many tribes near together, with their 
‘fierce passions roused to the highest point of 
- resentment, from having been forced to leave the 

land and graves of their fathers, where by their 
‘union and their wrongs, they can learn their 
i strength, time will show. 
| In addition to the removed Indians, there are 
' of the indigenous tribes, within striking distance 
' of the frontiers, one hundred and fifty thousand 
three hundred and forty-one; so that, altogether, 
there will be a body of two hundred and fifty- 
"| three thousand eight hundred and seventy. e 
|: are bound to take part in all the wars that may 
ozcur among these numerous hostile bands, or 
which may occur between any of them and Mex- 
ico; for we have agreed by treaty to protect 
and defend the removed Indians, and to prevent 
all the Indians within our borders from making 
war over the Mexican line. The fruit of this 
Indian-driving policy so far does not argue much 
good for the future. It has already cost us sev- 
eral millions of money, and produced three wars. 
i The Black Hawk war cost $1,237,473; it is esti- 
| mated that the Florida war will cost $5,000,000; 
and what the Creek war will cost we cannot tell. 
We have this session appropriated $1,000,000 to 
enable General Gaines to ed on the fron- 
We have been compelled to add two regi- 
d dragoons to the regulararmy, 
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and to pass a bill authorizing the President to | 
raise a provisional army of ten thousand volun- 
teers, and the commanding general has written 
for an increase of the regular army to twenty 
thousand men. ‘The new relations of the numer- 
ous tribes will, it is anticipated, produce a gen- 
eral Indian war. These are some of the fruits 
which have already ripened by driving the In- 
dians to despair. In fifty years, if this system 
does not cost a hundred million dollars and fifty 
thousand lives, we shall get off better than many 
anticipate. I hope for the best, and shall rejoice 
if all the good comes of it that its friends antici- 
ate. 

The gentleman brought forward, also, a great 
many foreign treaties, and the amount of indem- 
nity secured thereby, with as much exultation 
as if the art of treaty-making was a very late 
discovery. Ifthe honorablemember had extended 
his diplomatic researches a little further back, 
and looked into the treaties with Spain, England, 
Denmark, and many others, he would have found 
a greater amount of indemnity secured to our 
citizens than that of which he boasts. 

To prove that we are passing rapidly from a 
paper money currency to one of the precious 
metals, the gentleman has produced the amount 
of coinage at the Mint during the different years 
it has been in operation. Now, sir, I wonder if 
my friend does, in sober seriousness, intend to 
convey the idea to the people that the coinage at 
the Mint increases the amount of gold in the 
country, or adds a cent to the national wealth? 
Does he intend to give the Administration credit 
for working the mines? This would be even 
worse than the credit claimed for the payment of 
the national debt. The amount of gold and the 
payment of the public debt depended on the same 
cause—the industry of the people. In place of 
introducing a metallic currency, this Government 
surrendered its constitutional control over the 
subject into the hands of the States; and the 
national circulating medium being thereby de- 
stroyed, the necessity was imposed on the States 
of supplying its place in the best manner they 
could. And now, when banks are springing up 
as fast as mushrooms, when paper money is 
overspreading the land beyond any former ex- 
ample, my colleague gets up here in defense of 
“ his party,” and holds up the tabie of coinage 
to show his constituents that a golden era is 
about to commence, and that paper money is near 
its end! 


Sir, after the gentleman has informed himself | 


of the present condition of the 


ublic money and 
the currency, I am astonishe 


d 


people that all is well. 
the fact has been announced by a distinguished 
leader in his party, in public debate, that if the 


land bill were to pass, and the deposit banks ` 
were called on to pay the public money, it would ` 


not only break the whole of them, but cause an 
explosion in the whole paper system of the 
United States? 

The gentleman has admitted that the public 
money is under the control of no law; he cannot 
be ignorant that it is loaned out, without interest, 
to persons of whom he has no knowledge. He 
knows that the notes of the deposit banks will 
not circulate a day’s journey from their vaults. 
He knows that there is a general depreciation; 


that there are brokers’ shops in every town and | 
village; that a traveler across the Union has to — 


submit to have his money shaved every day’s 
ride. He knows that the broker will levy a heavy 


tax on the labor of the country while this mis- . 


erable condition of the currency lasts. At this 
very time the notes on the New York banks are 
shaved in this city, and the notes issued here 
undergo the same operation there. In many 
places the people are compelled to pay five and 
six per cent. to procure notes on the United States 
Bank. 


In this condition of things, when the laboring | 


man is continually subject to be robbed of his 
labor, when the public money is placed in banks 
where it is admitted they will break if they are 
called on to pay, I repeat that I am astonished 


that the gentleman’s zeal in defense of his party | 


should prevent him from apprising his constitu- 
ents of the impending danger. 


N that he, in the. 
character of a public sentinel, announces to the | 
Does he not know that ` 


| The combined influence of our free institutions, 
the industry and enterprise of the people, the in- 
‘troduction of laboring machinery, the establish- 
ment of manufactories, modern roads and steam 
power, and the high price of our products in 
Europe, have enabled this young gigantic nation 
to make such advances to wealth, and power, and | 
prosperity, as to astonish the world. The great | 
result of the combination of all these causes the 
gentleman, in the prevailing spirit of man-wor- 
ship, ascribes to *‘ the Government,” and produces 
the tables of exports and imports to show the 
wonders which he has done for the country. The 
peer are nothing, our ruler is everything. It is 

e who makes gold plenty, who nays off the na- 
tional debt, who raises our exports and imports, 
and regulates the amount of the cotton crop in 
the South. The gentleman seems perfectly will- 
ing to strip from the people the trophies of their 
industry, enterprise, and genius, and place them 
upon the standard of the chieftain under whom 
it is “a sufficient glory to serve.’’ 

The gentleman admits that the public money is 
now under the control of no law whatever, and 
has arraigned the Senate and the minority of this 
House for it. Has the gentleman forgotten who 
it was that took the public money out of the cus- 
tody of the law? But he imputes fault to the 
Senate and the minority of this House for not 

assing a new law to reclaim the public treasure. 
f the gentleman had looked through this subject, 
it is the very last one that he would have alluded 
to. On the 24th of June, 1834, a bill passed this 
House to regulate the deposit of the public money 


in certain State banks, which the minority of this |: 


House generally voted against, and which the 
Senate laid on the table. ‘Now, as the honorable 
:, member thought proper to arraign others for not 
|| passing this bill, he ought to have given his opinion 
i| either for or against it. I am very sure he will | 


people of Kentucky to make improvements; that 
the Government will not divide the money which 
‚is now idle in the Treasury for the benefit of the 
. great body of the working men of Kentucky who 
have no officc, and who desire no office; and my 
friend says that my complaints on these subjects 
assail ‘“ his party;”’ and he answers me, as a full 
set-off to all the injury done the people by keeping 
them out of their just rights, that a large share 
of the spoils have been divided among the leading 
partisans in Kentucky. Does the gentleman 
suppose that Kentucky will be willing to com- 
promise principle, and sell the rights of the people 
to buy offices for leading men? My friend has 
truly explained the principle of party action, the 
oo English of which is, the art of getting and 
eeping money and office; and he gives a fair 
account of the loaves and fishes which have fallen 
to the share of political aspirants in Kentucky, 
from the table of this Administration, while he 
has not been able to find a crumb that has fallen 
to the lot of the people. In taking a review of 
the blessings of this. bountiful Administration, 
which have flowed in such copious streams into 
the pockets of the officeholders, the gentleman 
rebukes me for complaining that the expenses of 
the Government have swelled up to such a height 
of extravagance. 

Sir, I will not go for the officeholders; I will 
stand by the laboring men of the nation, who are 
the bone and sinew of the land, whose industry 
| is the source of your national wealth and pros- 
| perity, and to protect which ought to be the first 
| care of every patriot and statesman. 
| When the general appropriation bill for the 
‘supply of the army of public officers with their 
| large salaries was before the House, amounting to 
i between two and three millions of dollars, my 
| friend from Virginia [Mr. Mercer] proposed an 
| amendment to appropriate the surplus revenue 


i never venture to say that bill ought to have passed, 
| for it contains some of the most objectionable 
| provisions of any bill that was ever before Con- 
gress. But why did not the gentleman tell all, 
while he was on the subject? At the same session 
the Senate passed a bili on the same subject, which 
this House did not act on. And further, at the 
last session a bill was again introduced into this | 
House, and so soon as the minority offered some | 
salutary amendments which the majority did not | 
like, and which they did not choose to take the | 
responsibility of voting against, they refused to | 
act further on the subject. So that the majority , 
of this House not only refused to pass the bill | 
sent here by the Senate in 1834, but refused to | 
act on the bill of the last session, which they had 
originated themselves. This session has nearly 
passed away, and the majority has voted down | 
‘repeated motions of the minority to take up the | 
subject. So that the same party that took the 
money out of the custody of the old law, has re- | 
fused to make a new law to take it out of the 
hands of those who hold it against all law. 


Kentucky in rich profusion. 


‘consisted of which had been bestowed by this | 
Administration upon Kentucky, as I never had 
heard of any before. My friend, with all imagin- 
j able gravity, without moving a single muscle of 
his face in sympathy with the general smile that 
went round the Hall upon the occasion, announced 
that this Administration had appointed to office 
‘| Messrs. Amos Kendall, William T. Barry, 
Thomas P. Moore, Robert B. McAfee, and a 
‘| Tong list of other Kentuckians! These are the 
blessings. A few men have got high offices and 
‘large sums of money. How this verifies the 
i French saying—‘ that party excitement is the 
i: madness of the many for the benefit of the few.’ 
Here are the benefits which the people of Ken- 
tucky have derived from all the party conflicts, 
from all the divisions and heart-burnings among 
them, which have occurred in the last eight years. 
We were formerly taught that Government was 
instituted for the advantage of the people. But 
‘| my friend eulogizes the Goverrdnent for the ben- 
efits which it has bestowed on public officers. I 


But the gentleman says that this Administra- |’ 
tion has showered blessings and benefits upon | 
When he came to || 
i this part of his speech, I listened with all anxiety |. 
| to hear what kind of commodities the blessings | 


| for the use of the people. My colleague voted 
| for the previous question, and cut off this amend- 
t for the benefit of the people, because, he 
said, if the appropriation for the people was placed 
“in the bill that contained the appropriations of 
the officers, and the bill ahead be vetoed, it 
would cause an interregnum in the Government., 
Now, as the money is the main object, my friend 
is perhaps right in supposing that an interregnum 
would occur if the pay was stopped; therefore, 
my friend thought it best not to put the spoils 
of the officers in the same bill with the appropri- 
ation for the people, lest it all mee fall together. 
This was the very reason why I desired to see 
both provisions in the same bill. I have, in the 
last seven years, seen so many excesses commit- 
‘ted on the rights of the people, and the ancient 
institutions of the country, by a fat stall-fed Gov- 
ernment, that I would be willing to starve it until 
I could count its ribs, and until it consented to 
give up the public money which it holds contrary 
: to law, and divide the same among the States. 
_ I will here leave my colleague, and we shall 
part with very different feelings. While he is 
rejoicing at the flush condition of the pockets of 
the political leaders of his party in Kentucky, I 
am left in regret, because his ‘party’ has defeated 
the passage of every law for the benefit of the 
people of Kentucky. I leave him, sheltered under 
i the ægis of power, secure as one of its defenders, 
‘and will proceed myself in its face, sure of its 
vengeance, to point out its abuses, and arrayin 
‘its usurnations before the country. In this 
occupy my old position. Being indebted to the 
| people for the political honors which they have 
conferred upon me in the last twenty-five years; 
having been so long sustained. by their firmness 
and intelligence against all the assaults of power, 
against all the detraction of enemies, I feel bound 
by the highest sense of duty, and the deepest 
i feelings of gratitude, to continue, at every per- 
sonal hazard, to defend their constitutional rights. 
I have never sought office under Executive powers 
State or national; I am under no obligation and 
owe no allegiance to any earthly authority but 
that of the people. 
In supporting the proposition to reduce the 
expenses of the Government, I shall urge the 
considerations which connect it with power and 
patronage more than those which relate to econ- 


| men 


complain that the Government will not expend a 
fair proportion of the public revenue to assist the 


omy. I would rather commence the work of 
cutting down Executive power by rendering mem- 
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nditure. 
shall proceed to show how retrenchment will 
reduce power, and in what manner it will have a 
tendency to change the Government back from a 
Govermnent of men to a Government of laws. 
Your army of public officers draw such enormous 
gums from the Treasury that they would be able 
at any time of emergency, by devoting fifteen or 
twenty per cent. on the amount of their salaries, 


ex 


to raise a fund sufficiently large to enable them | 


to distribute thousands to carry elections. The 


reduction of these exorbitant salaries would cer- : 
tainly to that extent impair the power of the ' 


General Government which is thus brought into 
conflict with the freedom of the elective franchise. 
It is high time to admonish these officers, by re- 
ducing their pay, to leave elections to the people, 
and stay in their offices and attend to their duties. 
The members of Congress, when they see the 
general tendency to extravagance, an 
effects of it, ought to be willing to commence 
with themselves, and set the example by reducing 
their own compensation. In this way, they will 
afford the most convincing proof of their desire 
of carrying the Governme 
simplicity and frugality. 

ness to share the fate of others, they can, witha 
greater probability of success, urge a general 
system of retrenchment and reform in the public 
expenses. If we pass the amendment which | 
have offered, it will reduce the expenses of the 
Government more than a million dollars annually; 
and if we are to have as many wars as the gen- 
tleman at the head of the Committee of Ways 
and Means has discoursed about, they will fur- 
nish additional reasons for saving money. I hope 
all the officers of the Federal Government, from 
the President down, will be willing to give up a 


art of their salaries to pay the poor soldiers for | 


fighting our battles. 

But there is still another more important view 
of the subject. The salaries of the Federal offi- 
cers are so far above those paid by the States, 
that it will not be possible for the State govern- 
ments to maintain their proper influence and 
weight in the Confederacy. This central mag- 
nificent power rises up with honors and emolu- 
ments that so far overshadow the States that they 
are sunk into provincial obscurity. This central 
agency contains the high sources of attraction. 
Hence the thronging t 
crowd the streets of this capital to 8 
and money at the President’s palace. 
great source 0 
2 the vast multitude over whose minds and free- 
dom of thought he exercises 
submission to all the requi 
known to be the price of success. 

To cure these evils, to restore and build up the 
power of the States, to revive the independence 
of thought and actio 
honors and Federa 
of the States; let us make official employments 
about as profitable as the common pursuits of 
life, then men will not be tempted to quit the 
service of the States and the independence and 
freedom of private stations, and become courtiers 
at the footstool of Federal power. 

Sir, we have raised a portion o 
officers too far above the people. 
been elevated to a point of exa 
man vanity becomes giddy, 
rightful source of power. Our head men, upon 
their $6,000 per annum, in their eagerness to 
adopt the manners of European aristocracy, have 
forgotten the plain republican style of living of 
American -citizens. ‘The President and five of 
his home ministers receive as much as the Gov- 
ernors of the twenty-four Stated. The twenty- 
four Governors preside over the concerns of fif- 
teen million people, their duties extending to all 
the complicated relations of life; while the duty 
of this central agency is restricted to general 
superintendence. Yet the amount of compensa- 
tion seems to be increased in proportion as the 


olicit power 


f our public 
They have 


the evil: 


nt back to republican — 
In showing a willing- ' 


housands that continually | 


Here is one /' 
f the President’s dangerous power | 


control; for absolute | 
rements of party 1s | 


n, let us cut down Federal | 
1 salaries to the size of those , 


tation where hu- n 
and forgetful of the || 


ter receive more than the chief justices of the 
twenty-four States; yet the labor of these six 


son to the duties performed by the twenty-four 
judges, The President alone receives as much 
as the Governors of sixteen of the States. 

It appears, from the secret history of the de- 


bates in the Federal Convention, that Dr. Frank- | 


lin was of opinion “that the Executive should 


receive no salary, stipend, or emolument for the devo- ` 
tion of his time to the public service, but that his 


expenses should be paid.” The 


h : reat experience 
and sagacity of Franklin enable 


him to foresee 


i 


what has already come to pass, that if a princely | 


support was 


would be followed by all subordinate officers, 
until extravagance and degeneracy would ruin 


receive any compensation for ‘his services above 
his expenses; and his lain, republican style of 
living is well described in the memoirs of the 

i celebrated Chateaubriand, who visited Washing- 
ton in 1791. He says: 


i the houses in its neighborhood, was the palace of the Pres- 
identof the United States ; no guards, no valets. I knocked, 
a servant gir! opened the door,” &c. 


| How delightful and refreshing it is to turn from 
the scenes around us, to contemplate the profound 
forecast and philosophical views of Franklin, and 
the citizen-like simplicity of the example left us 


No 


w, a splendid palace towers in regal magnifi- 


cence far above many of those inhabited by the |: 


menace of Europe; and the President’s hos- 
pitali 
who doze away a worthless existence at the 
ace, according to the notorious east room letter, 
‘was, in the administration of Mr. Adams, fur- 
nished in such splendid style as to shock the 
sensibility of a republican. Yet this reforming 
Administration, not satisfied with the oon dec- 
| orations which were then the theme of Demo- 
l cratic denunciation, has expended the unexam- 
pled sum of $45,000 in the purchase of new 
furniture, which throws all that preceded it far 
into the shade. In addition to this, the President 
receives an annual salary of $25,000. In attempt- 
ing to make a President, we have made a monarch 
in fact. 

In all the forms of Government that have been 
tried, the Executive power has been found too 
strong, and, in the long run, has swallowed up 
all other powers. It is taking the direction here 
which was anticipated by many at the adoption 
of the Constitution; an 
their disappointment, t 
ginal friends of a strong Executive see fast accom- 
plishing the predictions of Patrick Henry, 
many other sages of his day. Among all the 
votaries of liberty, it is an uncontested maxim 
that the superstructure of free government rests 
upon the division of its powers into three inde- 
pendent distinct departments. Mr. Jefferson’s 
: definition of despotism is t 
, powers of Government in the same hands. 
| fistory furnishes no example in any free Govern- 
ment where the Executive power has made such 
advances of usurpation upon the other depart- 
ments in so short a time as in the United States. 
| A brief contrast of the powers claimed and ex- 
! ercised by the Executive at the commencement 
| of the Government, and now will make this man- 
ifest. At first he claimed the power to remove 
public officers for misconduct. Now he removes 
| them for a free exercise of the right of suffrage. 
, At the commencement of the Government it was 
‘ held to be a fandamental principle that the -purse 
| and the sword should be kept separate; now they 
‘| are in the same hands. For forty years Congress 
| exercised the right of conducting the 0 
‘| of the Treasury through bank agency. 
‘while the President denies to 

to establish a National Bank, 

an Executive bank, composed 
‘of State banks, to conduct the 3 of t 
. Government; so that the long-contested legislative 
|| power to establish bank agency for the Treasury 


ial 
| 


ut now, 


rovided for the President, an ex- ' 
ample would be set in his style of living which | 


the public service. President Washington seems : 
to have entertained the same views; he refused to ;| 


- has been voted down. 


“ A little house, of the English construction, resembling , 


ty is as sumptuous as the pampered epicures | 


Courts of Asiatic despots could wish. This pal- 


d now, in the bitterness of | 
he most ardent of the ori- | 


and | 


he union of all the | 
Yet || 


en | 


; the people. 


b : . ` | i 
ministers is but a drop in the ocean in compari- | 


ecutive, and he has established the most danger- 
ous money monopoly in the world. Ever since 
the adoption of the Constitution it was held that 


' Congress possessed the money power, and had 


authority to regulate the currency and fix the 
standard of value, until the President seized the 
panie money, and issued decrees through the 

reasury to regulate the currency. ‘The power 
that regulates the currency is a power over the 
commeree, agriculture, and manufactures of the 
country. The power that can raise or depress 
the currency can tax, without limit, the labor of 
It is customary in all the States to 
hold annual examinations into the condition of 
their treasuries. It has been the custom for com- 
mittees of Congress to examine the National 
Treasury; but now this new Executive bank, this 
many headed monster, shrinks with alarm from 
all scrutiny; and such is already its influence, 
that every proposition to examine its concerns 
The House will not trust 


‘| its own eyes to open the doors and look at the 
, actings and doings in this great politieal gambling 


Congress the right | 
he appoints himself | 
of an association || 
fiscal affairs of the || 


| 


i 


. Government near one 


shop. Itis no 
and leave its 
midnight. 
The veto,as formerly understood, was a nega- 
tive power given to the President to enable him 
to defend his department from encroachment. 
Now it has become the active principle of legis- 
lation. The President takes the responsibility, 


w plain that Congress will adjourn 
decds shrouded in the darkness of 


|; seizes the public money, appoints a national bank 
l f the e agency for the Treasu 
Washington! How striking is the contrast! | 


ry, and issues decrees to 
regulate the currency, and continues to exercise 
these high sovereign functions of legislation until 
two thirds of Congress shall be found (which will 
never be the case while he can appoint the mem- 
bers to office) to take these powers out of his 
hands. It is thus, by the exercise of the veto, 
that the authority of Congress has become pow- 
erless; and the Executive has acquired dominion 
over the property, the labor, and the commerce 
of the United States, by assuming the power over 
the Treasury and the currency. : 

In tracing the advances of Executive power, 
nothing is more striking than the dominion which 
it has acquired over the public press. The press 
is admitted to be the most formidable political 
engine of modern times. During the high and 
palmy days of true principles, the press was the 
faithful channel of truth—the palladium of liberty. 
The press then fought the battles of the Consti- 
tution; because it was paid by the community, 
who have not, and who do not desire office. Now 
we have a press in the service of the Government, 
organized and regulated by disciplined ambition, 
and gorged and fattened out of the public crib. 
There are, at this time, in the pay of the Gov- 
ernment, more than one hundred editors of news- 

apers scattered throughout the United States. 

here will be paid to one press at the seat of 
hundred thousand dollars 
per annum out of the public Treasury. 

There is notin Russia or Turkey a press under 
more despotic control. If it were to insinuate that 
its master was not infallible, or refuse to affirm 
that the most glaring abuses of power were right, 
or deny the guilt of every public defaulter, even 
if the proof were as clear as the mid-day sun; if 
itshould suggest a doubt as to the election of the 
chosen successor, it would not only lose the bread 
upon which it is fed out of the’ public granary, 
but would be overwhelmed by party vengeance. 
So completely is the independence of the, press 
bought up, that we would as soon look to see the 
waters of the Potomac roll back to their sources 
as to see this press tell the plain truth to the peo- 
ple. It isa part of the daily duty for which this 
press is paid, to misrepresent and traduce every 
member of Congress who opposes the encroach- 
ments of Executive power. Such a press under- 
takes not only to judge of the conduct of the peo- 
ple’s representatives here, but to give evidence to 
the people against them. Such a witness, paid 
such a sum for hisevidence, would not, in a court 
of justice, in a contest between two citizens for 
one dollar, receive credit from any honest judge 
or juror. It is mainly through this pensioned 
engine that the power of the Federal Government 
is brought into conflict with the freedom of elec- 
tions. It is paid outof the people’s money to 
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uphold and advocate every candidate for office 
who is known to be on the side of power, and to || 
defame and villify every one who 1s on the side 
ofthe country. Thousands ef honest people have 
been deceived by this press, not knowing it was 
paid for every word that it uttered; and, under this 
deception, they have cast many faithful patriots 
from their service. 

The important clause in the Constitution which 
confers upon the President the right to appoint 
public officers ‘‘ byand with the advice and consent 
of the Senate’’ was scrupulously adhered to in the 
days of Washington; but of late we have seen, 
persons appointed to office upon the responsibil- ' 
ity of the Executive after their rejection by the | 
Senate. We have seen the most important offices 
kept vacant for years, to the detriment of the pub- 
lic interest, because the persons first nominated 
were not confirmed. We have seen an effort made 
to have the Journal of the Senate destroyed, which 
recorded for the benefit of the present generation 
and for the benefit of posterity, a signal instance 
of Executive usurpation. Of all the wounds which 
have been made on the guards of liberty, none is 
more alarming than that which has been inflicted 
on the Senate. The hue and ery has been raised 
against that body, and rung along all the lines of 
patronage, because it made a stand against the 
encroachments which were demolishing its con- 
stitutional rights. We have seen Executive power 
exerted with lamentable success in changing this 
constitutional check into an effective auxiliary. 

The gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. Ber] 
remarked that none of our early writers on the 
dangers of Executive power foresaw that the Post 
Office Department would become the most exten- 
sive and dangerous means of patronage; neither 
did they anticipate that the public money would | 
be used to subsidize the press, which exercises | 
more influence on public opinion than ever the | 
Post Office, with its thirty thousand dependents | 
and agents scattered throughout the United States; 
but both taken together make the most formidable 
and dangerous political engine that exists in the : 
world. 

From this rapid sketch of the present outline 
of executive power, it is evident that there is but ' 
one man in the Republic. Every other office, | 
every other interest, is Jost in the shoreless ocean 
of his power. Every officer, State or national, 
from the highest down to the lowest, is elected 
in reference to his opposition or adherence to the 
President or the candidate for the Presidency. 
This is not wonderful, because the President 
does, in fact, hold in his hand the executive and 
legislative power of the country. The expanded 
dimensions of executive power leave no room for 
liberty to breathe in. The office is too high, too 
attractive for human weakness. The temptation 
to arrive at it is too great for human virtue. In 
the contests for this office the country will be 
sacrificed: and liberty overthrown. Behold the 
formidable array of power that is now brought 
to bear on the presidential election; the whole 
patronage of the Federal Government; the forty 
thousand public officers; the machinery of the 
Post Office Department; a pensioned press; the ` 
numerous army among whom the public money 
is loaned out! 

Every aged man can remember when the execu- 
tive power was confined within the limits of the 
Constitution, that the presidential elections were 
quiet, orderly, and fair; but now the whole coun- | 
try is convulsed in the scramble which is to divide | 
the offices and money among those who succeed 
in placing their chief in possession of more power ‘| 
than is exercised by any of the modern kings in ` 
the south of Europe. If the morals of the people | 
were made of adamant, they would in time be |, 
worn away by the perpetual stream of corruption |; 
in which unchastened ambition will ever attempt - 
to swim to this highest prize of distinction—the 
presidential office. The experience of all other | 
free nations has proven that elections are the | 
point in the fortress of liberty where usurpation | 
and corruption make their first attack. The arts | 
of political aspirants, who were willing to sell : 
their souls and betray their country to satiate | 
unholy ambition, have caused elections every- ; 
where to result in corruption. ji 

I will bring forward a few illustrations from 
Roman history. Inthe pure days of the Republic 


| 
| 


, chaser, and he was declared Emperor. 


j to get the office. 
the name may be, the very instant that any | 
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the Roman magistrates were fairly elected by the 
qualified voters; men of the highest talents, the 


| Most approved experience and sterling integrity, 


were called into the public service. Such public 
servants conducted Rome to the highest elevation 
of power and glory that has ever been reached 
by any nation. Butat last the destroyer came, 
and breathed the breath of corruption on elections. 
I will read some passages from Adams’s Roman 
Antiquities. Under the head of candidates for 
office, the historian says: 

& On the market days they (the candidates) came into 
the assembly of the people and took their station on rising 
ground, whence they might be seen by all> * h * 
* When they went down to the Campus Martius at certain 
times, they were attended by their friends and dependants.” 
x x * «They had persons likewise to divide money 
among the people.” bs $ s ‘There were also 
persons to bargain with the people for their votes, ? * = * 
& and others in whose hands the money promised was de- 
posited. Cesar pillaged the wealth of the provinces to 
spend it among the citizens of Rome, and gave his rapine 
an air of generosity.”? 

Could an actual description convey a more 
distinct idea of what is passing here before our 
eyes than is to be found in the above extracts 
from Roman history? 

I will read a passage from Gibbon, to illustrate 
the progress of corruption in Roman elections: 

“The Pretorian bands maintained that the mixed multi- 
tude that thronged the streets of Rome were not the real 
people; that they were alike destitute of spirit and prop- 
erty. 

* That the defenders of the States, trained to the exercise 
of arms and virtue, were the genuine representatives of the 
People. and best entitled to elect the military chief of the 

epublic.”? 

And after they had murdered the Emperor 
Pertinax, ‘‘ they ran out upon the ramparts, and 
with a loud voice proclaimed that the Roman 
world was to be disposed of to the best bidder, at 
public auction.” 

The candidates for the Imperial power at the 
foot of the ramparts carried on the contest. 

“ Sulpicianus promised a donation of five thousand 
drachms (above £16!) to each soldier. Didius Julianus, 
eager for the prize, rose at once to the sum of six thousand 


two hundred and fifty drachms, or upwards of £200. The.: 


gates of the camp were instantly thrown open to the pur- 
They placed their 
new sovereign, whom they served and despised, in the 
center of their ranks, surrounded him on every side with 
their shields, and condueted him, in close order of battle, 
to the Senate house, which, after he had filled with armed 
soldiers, the new Emperor expatiated on the freedom of 
his election.” 


Such is the result of Roman elections. Such 
the manner in which executive patronage was 


brought into conflict with the freedom of elections ` 


in the most renowned nation of antiquity. In 
our own country we have seen the officeholders 
attempting to dispose of the Presidency who have 
no better claims to speak in the name of the 
people than had the Roman cohorts. 


spoil among those who would bring the greatest 


i number of votes to the polls. Our elections are. 
_ taking the direction they did in Rome, and will | 
:end in the same way, if we do not reduce the 


power of the President, and thereby take away 
the temptation to betray and corrupt the country 
No matter what the form of 


Government is organized, two distinct interests 
in society are formed—the interest of the rulers, 


on the one hand, and the interest of the people : 


on the other. It is the interest of these among 
whom the honors and the revenues are divided, 
to form combinations, and a ‘* party;” to keep 
in their hands these honors and revenues, and 
to transmit them to their relatives and friends. 
It is the interest of the great body of the people 


to have a cheap and a pure Government, and . 
that it should be administered by able and pure | 
It is the interest of the officeholders to. 
have an extravagant Government, because they | 


men. 


reap the benefit of extravagance. And it is the 
interest of the head rulers, in place of having 
able, honest men in office, to have such as will 
agree to be ‘‘ mere instruments.” 


The history of nations is nothing but a narra- | 


tive of the conflicts between these two separate 
interests of rulers and people. On the one side 
there is union, discipline, art, and intrigue; on 
the other, honesty, unsuspecting, confiding con- 


In place ! 
' of bidding £200 to each voter, we have seen the 
: revenues and offices of the country bid for the | 
i presidential office, to be divided out as lawful 


eee 


| fidence. The result everywhere has been the 

| triumph of the officeholders; and, in the end, in 

‘all other nations, they have made themselves 
the people’s masters, and become a separate 
hereditary order. 

The long-contested question, and which is com- 
mitted to the Americans for final decision, is, 
whether the people can maintain the free Gov- 
ernment against the perpetual war that will be 
waged upon it by their own officers? I call upon 
the people to behold the formidable array of 
power with which they have to contend. Forty 
thousand public officers—a pensioned press— 
thirty-five deposit banks—a subservient post 
office—the multitude among whom the public 
money is loaned out—all combined to keep the 
people out of their money, and to control the 
Government, constitute a force more terrible than 
an open army with banners; because it advances 
secretly through by-ways, through the vaults of 
banks; it crawls through all the channels of cor- 
ruption; and while all appears fair on the sur- 
face, while the people, active in industry and 
enterprise, are moving rapidly on to wealth and 
apparent prosperity, the subtile poison of des- 
potism is infecting the vitals of the body-politic. 

In the contemplation of our public affairs, there 
is no aspect of them to be more regretted than 
the selfish personal character which the struggles 
for the presidential office have communicated to 
party. Our early parties were formed upon a 
difference of principle, each contending for the 
country, for the security of liberty, for the pres- 

' ervation of the Constitution. Ambition was then 
a noble and elevated principle, which identified 
its success and elevation with the success and 
elevation of the Republic. The party now is not 
distinguished by the profession or the practice of 
any known system of principles. The art of 
getting and keeping money and office, and trans- 
mitting them to friends, is the principle of action. 
No matter what are the principles of an indi- 
vidual, if he will labor in the vocation of office- 
getting and money-getting, he is taken into full 
fellowship and communion with the party. Our 
early patriots and statesmen rose to eminence by 
the possession and exercise of talents and expe- 
rience and virtue—by eminent services rendered 
, to the country. Now, love of country is changed 
to devotion to men: man-worship is found to be 
a more ready road to success than devotion to 
the country. 

The only avenue now opened to honorable 
distinction is submission to power. This prin- 
ciple of party action, upon which success now 

` depends, is enforced upon the observance of all 
members of the party, by both the precept and 
example of the person who now holds the second 
rank in the Government and is aiming at the first. 
He prides himself upon, and in the spirit of ex- 
ultation proclaims, that ‘‘ to have served under such 
a chief at such a time, and to have won his confidence 
and esteem, is a sufficient glory; and of that, thank 
God, my enemies cannot deprive me.”’ 

The annals of the nineteenth century do not 

furnish an example, in the despotisms of Asia, 
: of such an instance of the worship of one man by 
another. The success of this flattery is plain, 
when it is recollected that it won the Presidency, 
for, if that individual succeeds, no one will doubt 
that he will owe his success to the favor of the 
exalted personage under whom it was a sufficient 
glory to serve. The glory is not in having served 
his country, but in having served under a chief. 
The glory is not derived from services rendered 
i Rome, but from the honor of having served under 
. Cæsar. Here we have, in bold relief, the prin- 
` ciple and example of the leader of the party. All 
| aspirants will take the hint from this example of 
. Success, and must make their way to. office and 
money by the same means. Under this, all high 
and honorable ambition must perish; all hope of 
rising to eminence, by the possession of eminent 
' qualifications, will expire; and servile adulation 


Í 


': and man-worship will become the order of the day. 


. Federal power, as it now exists, is builtupon this 
į compact; all subordinates are to sustain it in all 
', of its courses, right or wrong; and, in return, 1t 

is to throw the ægis of its protection over each 
member of the party, no odds what may be his 
‘t official acts of omission or commission. | If the 
i| Spirit of the times will tolerate and justify such 
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an example in a candidate for the first office, it | 
will of course be followed by every one who ex- | 
pects to reach the throne by the aid of govern- | 
mental patronage. 

We have already come to the point where every 
candid man will admit that the next presidential 
election, so far as one of the candidates is con- 
cerned, depends on the wish of the present Chief 
Magistrate. Did any American expect to live to 
see such a wonder? Did any one imagine that 
an American President would so soon acquire the 
power to appoint his successor? Is itin the con- 
stitution of nature that man must every where 
seek a master and crouch to power? Must the 
richt of suffrage everywhere become a mere 
shadow, and the voter a mere machine? Are 
nations everywhere destined to become estates in 
the hands of rulers, to be transferred by heredit- 
ary descent as property from father to son? 

+ ~ . * 

The pan phalanx of public officers, print- 
ers, and money borrowers enlisted in this presi- 
dential canvass, are in some respects in the same 
condition that Bonaparte’s army was previous to 
his election as Emperor of France. Public proc- 
Jamation was then made that every soldier might 
freely vote according to his wish; bat at the same 
time a secret order was issued thatevery one who : 
did not vote for the Emperor should be shot. : 
Flere it is said the public officers and the bor- 
rowers of the public money and the printers are 
free. But it is well understood that every one 
who does not vote, and get others to vote, for the | 
alread y-appointed successor shall—not be shot— ! 
but, if an officer, be cashiered and turned out; 
and, ifa money borrower, must pay up. Exec- 
utive power must be reduced. The confederacy 
that has the public money, and is fattening upon 
the labor of the people, must be compelled to dis- 

orge their ill-gotten spoils. My observation here 
Por the last five years has convinced me that a 
republican Government cannot be preserved un- 
Jess itcan be made a cheap Government. 
and frugality have never been and never will be | 
longseparated. Extravagance naturally leads to 
corruption, and corruption to despotism. 

Sir, the adoption of the amendment which I | 
have offered to this bill, by which the expenses | 
of the Government would be reduced more than | 
a million of dollars annually, 
with the most salutary consequences. 
would purify the Government, and reduce the | 
power and patronage of the Executive, it would 
rebuke the public officers for intermeddling with : 


would be attended ; 


Liberty || 


While it |; 


elections, and bring them to a proper sense of | 


their dependence on the people. It would revive 
the power and influence of the States, check the 
spirit of Federal usurpation, and cut off the tempt- 
ation that men are now under of selling their free- 
dom of thought for office and large sums of money. 
It would give the Governm 
the republican simplicity of the days of Wash- 
ington and Franklin. It would teach power to 
tremble in its strongholds, and reéstablish the 
ascendency of public opinion. 

Being solemnly and deeply convinced that ex- 
tensive abuses exist in the administration of the 
Government—that power is advancing with the 
rapid strides of usurpati titu- 
tions of our country —that the precious heritage 
of our freedom is in danger; believing that the 
only remedy for these evi 
public reason, I have appealed to that reason, 
and call upon my country to rally in defense of 
that liberty which they hold at the price of the 
blood of their fathers. 


THE HARBOR BILL. 


SPEECH OF HON. R. H. GILLET, 
OF NEW YORK, 


In rue House or REPRESENTATIVES; 
June 24, 1836. 

The House, as in Committee of the Whole, having under 
consideration the bill for the construction of certain har- 
bors, kc.— 

Mr. GILLET said: | : 

Mr. Cuairnmay: It is with unfeigned reluctance 
that I rise, at this period of the session, to par- 
ticipate in debate; and I would not now do so, 
did I not fully believe that my duty to myself 


on upon the free institu- | 


fs is to be found in the | 


ent a direction back to - 


‘here or elsewhere. 
, that I will not occupy one moment of their at- | 


and some of my friends rendered the obligation 
to do so imperative upon me. I consider it duc 
to myself to defend measures of high moment, 
which I have aided in bringing before the House, 
and also to repel the charges which have been 


made against the committee of which I ama. 
I also deem it my duty to defend my : 


member. 
friends, and particularly those whose position 
precludes them from replying in proper person, 
I can assure the committee 


| tention beyond what is necessary for these ob- 


| 
i 
| 
i 
| 


jects, 
If I understand the question, itis ona motion 
made by the gentleman from Virginia, (Mr. PaT- 


| ToN,] to strike from this bill its enacting clause. 
i Should this motion prevail, and be concurred in 


by the House, it will defeat the whole bill. This 
is the object of the motion. If I rightly under- 
stand the rules of the House, this motion opens 
the whole merits of the bill. Incidentally the 
policy of raising revenue, and the best method 
of disposing of it when raised, whether for such 
or other objects, may also be discussed. When 


` we are considering the question of constructing 


| houses, beacons, buoys, public piers, 


light-houses and harbors, for aiding our com- 
merce and protecting the lives of our fellow-citi- 
zens, we may also very properly examine the 


question, whether, under the forms of the Con- 


stitution, a better and more politic disposition can 
be made of our revenue. 
could be carried on for the sole purpose of arriving 
at the true national policy, uninfluenced by ex- 
pected partisan results, we might fairly expect 
beneficial consequences would flow from it. But 
when the interests of political aspirants are inter- 
woven with, and their prospects likely to be in- 


fluenced by, the result, we may well fear that | 
much of the light shed on the subject proceeds | 


from the torch of interest and ambition, instead 


though the latter may be of the most vital im- 
portance, affecting the stability of our institutions 
and the future glory of our Republic. When 
changes are proposed in our national policy, it is 
due to the subject, and to those we represent, to 
examine them closely, weigh the advantages and 
disadvantages, both present and future; and un- 
less we are convinced , beyond a reasonable doubt, 
that the permanent interests of the country are 
to be benefited by their adoption, we should re- 
ject them. We are now pursuing a course of 
policy on this subject long since settled and acqui- 
esced in by the country, which has proved bene- 
ficial to all, and injurious to none; and we are 
now invited suddenly to stop, and enter upon one 
entirely the reverse. 
don the wisdom of our fathers in using a portion 
of our revenues for such national objects as light- 
ing the patho 
for his safety, and to trust the lives and property 
of our fellow-citizens to the hazard of darkness 
and storms, to enter upon the uncertainty of un- 
tried experiment. 
that are objected to, 
such improvements. 
istration, I believe, are very generally content to 
pursue the old path, which it is known leads to 
safety, prosperity, and happiness, while a por- 
tion, at least, of its opponents, with the gentle- 
man from Tennessee EM. Bex] at their head, 
call upon us to abandon it for the dark one of 
doubtful experiment. 
dent on this subject are to be found in his mes- 
sage of December, 1830, in which he says: 


« The practice of defraying out of the Treasury of the 
United States the expenses incurred by the establishment 
and support of tight- houses, beacons, buoys, and public piers 
within the bays, inlets, harbors, and ports of the United 
States, to render the navigation thereof safe and easy, is 
coeval with the adoption of the Constitution, and has been 
continued without interruption or dispute. 
commerce increased and was extended in 
the country by the establishment of ports of entry and dé- 
livery upon our navigable rivers, the sphere of those ex- 
pemditures received a corresponding enlargement. Light- 


sand bars, sawyers, and other partial 
iments in the navigable rivers and harbors, 
braced in the revenue districts, from time to time 
by law, were authorized upon the same principle, 
expense defrayed in the same manner! $ 
“It is indisputable that whatever gives facility and se- 
curity to navigation, cheapens imports; and all who con- 


which were em- 
, established 
and the 


It is not the items in this bill | 
but the system of making | 
The friends of the Admin- ; 


As our foreign | partment. 
to the interior 0 i! why, when weare 


and the removal of | 
or temporary imped- | 


i 


If such a discussion | 


|| or in any way lighten th 


sume them are alike interested in whatever produces this 
effect. If they consume, they ought, as they now do, to pay 
-otherwise they do not pay. The consumer in the most 
inland State derives the same advantage from every neces- 
sary and prudent expenditure for the facility and security of 
foreign commerce and navigation that he does who resides 
in a maritime town. Local expenditures have not of them- 
selves a correspoudent operation.” 


I concur in these views of the President. 

At the opening of the discussion on this bill, 
the gentleman from Tennessee made a ‘motion 
like the present. What new advantages did he 
| indicate, as likely to flow from the proposed 
change in ournational policy? Did he tell us that 
the lives and wealth of our citizens, engaged in 
commerce, were to be better protected? Did he 
propose to tax the people less as an equivalent 
for diminished improvement? He did not pro- 
| pose to reduce either the direct or indirect taxes, 
e burdens now imposed 
in raising our revenue. That gentleman alluded 
to the deposit bill recently passed, and made ita 
prominent item of consideration, and informed us 
that it had been sustained by his vote. I under- 
| stood him as referring to the thirteenth section 
i of that bill, which provides a distribution of the 
Federal treasure among the States, as therein 
provided, as one great cause for the proposed 
change in public policy, whereby such works as 
are provided for in the bill now under considera- 
tion are not to be made by the General Govern- 


ment. He seemed to consider that measure as 
disposing of the Federal revenues, and placing 
them beyond the reach and use of the neral 


Government, for such purposes as these, if not 
for all purposes whatever. He told us how 


; of the lamp of truth and safety. Immediate re- ; 
sults being more prominent, are more likely to . 
influence conclusions than remote consequences, | 


We are solicited to aban- | 


f the mariner and preparing a haven | 


j 


i 
i 


) f `; venient. 
The views of the Presi- | 


| advantageously the several States could use this 
Í treasure, and appeared to treat that act as making 
a real distribution, instead of merely creating 
new depositories for the public money. That 
bill, Iam free to say, received less discussion in 
this House than its merits deserved. Even now 
its object and effect are matters about which we 
ay EA differ. Some say its object is solely to 
keep the public treasure for the use of the Gen- 
eral Government, and that it will have this and 
no other effect; while others declare that its 
object is to distribute the revenues of the General 
I| Government among the States for their own use, 
‘| and that such will be its undoubted effect. Gen- 
i] tlemen of high intelligence seemed to differ about 
its construction and effect. My friends differed 
in opinion on this subject. The President has 
|| repeatedly called our attention to the subject of 
the safe-keeping of the public treasures, and I 
have no doubt that every one of his friends in 
| this House felt á deep anxiety on that subject. 
|| In the last Congress a bill much like the one 
assed, except the thirteenth section, passed this 
House, and a similar one has been reported this 
session. I have not heard a single friend of the 
Administration object to passing a law to regulate 
the public deposits; all agreed to that measure, 
| when stripped of this questionable attribute. 
I can say for myself, that I am strongly opposed 
' to accumulating immense masses of the poole 
money in local banks. No one acquainted with 
my views on the subject of banks and currency, 
will for one moment believe that I desire the con- 
tinuance of such a state of things. That bill 
makes two classes of depositories, the State banks 
and State treasuries. The first had been voted 
i for by nearly all, and therefore cannot be called 
by those who thus voted, either unsafe or incon- 
` Such a vote clearly implies the neces- 
sity and propriety of such agents. No one, I 
believe, in this House, opposed that part of the 
bill on any ground. Those who contended for 
the necessity of rechartering the United States 
Bank as a safe and convenient agent of the Treas- 
ury Department, cannot now well contend that 
! State banks, while they promptly perform a hke 
‘agency, are not proper scal agents of that De- 
If they are safe and convenient agents, 
establishing and adopting them, 


|! should we make other agents who are notrequired, 


| or expected to aid, either in receiving or disburs- 

ing the public money? Why create an agent 
| over whom you can exercise no control, and who 
jis not amenable for violating any law you may 
' pass? Why make one class of agents poy inter- 
| èst, and not the other; and why take a 1 but five 


| millions from your agents who pay interest, and 
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give it to those who do not? Why place the ap- 
ropriations, even those for your Indian wars, in 
hands from which you catnot draw them for 
years? If these new agents use these funds, as 
many say they will, under the law, to make rail- 
roads, &c., and these wars continue, or others 
come upon us, and require all oar means, how are 
they to refund, or we to get along without them ? 
If this measure is truly a deposit of the public 
money, I am at a loss to know what necessity 
there 1s for two sets of agents, and why such an 
extraordinary preference is given to the one not 
paying interest; and why the appropriations are 
taken from the only class which can disburse 
them, and given to the one which cannot. If the 
State banks are unsafe agents, why use them at 
all—why leave the moneys with them until next 
year, before they are withdrawn? 

l should further like to know why the provision 
taking these moneys from the old depositories 
and giving them to the new, is not made perma- 
nent, as well as that part which leaves a part now | 
with the State banks, and all of it after next 
year? If there is a great necessity for these new 
depositaries, it seems to me the law ought to be 
permanent for retaining them in the service of 
the General Government, as well as the one under 
which the State banks are employed. If this 
_law is a mere matter of deposit, as is contended 
by some, then it confers little or no benefit upon 
the States, but merely makes them the agents or 
servants of the General Government, for a par- 
ticular purpose, and for a limited period. If this 
is so, then I cannot understand how it can fairly 
be made the foundation of such a radical change 
as that proposed by the gentleman from Tennes- 
see [Mr. BeLL] in relation to light-houses and 
harbors. If this is the true construction of that 
measure, pe oy of the Government is not 
changed, and the States are not to use this money, | 


and it is not placed beyond our control any more | 


than it is with the other agents. Admit this, and 
I can see no reason why the States should desire 
this agency. It is not returning to the people 
what has been drawn from them in taxes. De- 
positing money with an agent is not giving him 
the money. If you collect money from sixteen 
million persons, and employ a few of them as 
your agents to keep it, you do not return it to 
those from whom you collected it. Many dollars 
of this money are drawn indirectly from the 
pockets of my constituents, and if that money is 
placed in the hands of the treasurer at Albany 
merely as a depository, to be called for at the 
pan of this Government, I cannot understand 

ow it is to find its way back to their pockets. 
I cannot understand in what possible way such 
a measure would return this money to their 
pockets. 
esteem it safe, and in a proper place. It would 
be the neyt best thing to never having taken it 
from them, with all the vast expense of collec- 
tion. Asa measure of deposit, I cannot see thut 


my constituents would derive from this measure | 


one particle of benefit. 

On the other hand, is it really a distribution 
bill? Does it give the revenues of the General 
Government to the State governments? Are they 
to use, and not return it? J have never heard 
from any gentleman, in either end of this Capitol, 
an argument to prove that Congress had power 
to do so, except with the revenues derived from 
the sale of public land. This was expressly dis- 
avowed by many in the Senate. So far from 
believing that Congress has this power, a distin- 
guished Senator from South Carolina [Mr. CaL- 
HouN] deemed it necessary to amend the Consti- 
tution to accomplish that object. His resolution 
is in these words: ; 


£ Resolution proposing an amendment to the Constitution 
of the United States, providing for a distribution of the 
surplus revenues among the several States and Territo- 
ries, until the year eighteen hundred and forty-three. 


Resolved by te Senate and House of Representatives 
of the United ‘States of America in Congress assembied, two 
thirds of both Hauses concurring, That the following amend- 

_ ment to the Constitutien of the United States be proposed 
to the Legislatures of the several! States, which, when rati- 
fied by three fourths of said Legislatures, shall be valid to 
all intents and purposes as part of the Constitution: That 
the money remaining in the Treasury at the end of each 
year, till the first of January, eigbteen hundred and forty- 
three, after deducting therefrom the sum of dollars. 
shall be annually distributed among the several States and 


If it could reach them, then I should | 


Territories, including the District of Columbia; and that, 
for this purpose, the sum to be annually distributed shall be 
divided into a number of shares equal to the number of 
Senators and Representatives in Congress for the time being, 
with the additivu of two tor each Territory, and two for the 
District of Columbia; and there shall be aliotted to each 


State a number of shares equal to the number of Senators | 
and Representatives to which it is at the time entitled in | 
Congress, and to the Territories, including the District of 


Columbia, two shares each.” 


Certainly that gentleman could not believe it 
constitutional to distribute under our present Con- 
stitution. No man has pointed out, or attempted 
to do so, the clause in our present Constitution 
which confers such authority. Congress has no 
power, except what it derives under the Consti- 
tution; and if this power is not therc, then it does 
not exist. I thenask, where is the power which 
authorizes Congress to give away or distribute 
the money raised for the purposes enumerated 
in the Constitution? Sir, no such power exists 
in this Government. Allow me to refer to an 
authority which no republican will dispute being 
entitled to high consideration on constitutional 
and political questions. Mr. Jefferson, in his 
message to Congress, in December, 1806, speak- 
ing of the revenues derived from the customs and 
public lands,and the proper disposition of them, 
-said: 

& When both of these branches of revenue shall in this 
way be relinquished, there will still, ere long, be an accu- 
mulation of moneys in the Treasury, beyond the install- 
ments of public debt which we are permitted, by contract, 
to pay. They cannot, then, without a modification, as- 
sented to by the public creditors, be applied to the extin- 
guishment of this debt, and the camplete liberation of our 
revenues, the most desirable of all objects: nor, if our 
peace continues, will they be wanting for any other existing 
purpose. The question, therefore, naw comes forward, to 
what other ohjects shall these surpluses be appropriated, 
and the whole surplus of impost, atter the entire discharge 
of the public debt, and during those intervals when the 
purposes of war shall not call forthem? Shall we suppress 

i the impost, and give that advantage to foreign over domestic 
i manufactures? On afew articles of more general and ne- 
| cessary use, the suppression, in due season, will doubtless 


| is paid are foreign luxuries, purchased by those only who 
| are rich enough to afford themselves the use of them. 
‘| Their patriotism would certainly prefer its continuance, 
i] and application to the great purposes of the public cduca- 
tion, roads, rivers, canals, and such other objects of public 
improvement as it may be thought proper to add to the con- 
stitutional enumeration of Federal powers. By these op- 
erations, new channels of communication will be opened 
between the States ; the lines of separation will disappear ; 


i their interest will be identified, and their union be cemented | 


‘| by new and indissoluble ties. Education is here placed 
j; Among the articles of public care; not that it would be 
|, proposed to take its ordinary branches out of the hands of 
‘| private enterprise, which manages so much better all the 
| concerns to which it is equal ; but a public institution can 
:! alone supply those sciences which, though rarely called for, 
-are yet necessary to complete. the circle, all the parts of 


some of them to its preservation. 

‘6 The subject is now proposed for the consideration of 
Congress, because, if approved by the time the State Legis- 
_latures shali have deliberated on this extension of the Fed- 
eral trusts, and the laws shail be passed and other arrange- 
ments made for their extension, the necessary funds will be 
on hand and without employment. I suppose an amend- 
ment to the Constitution, by consent of the States, neces- 


those enumerated in the Constitution and to which it 
mits the public moneys to be applied.” 

Is there any doubt of the correctness of Mr. 
Jefferson’s position, that the objects are not 
| among the powers enumerated in the Constitu- 
tion? I am sustained by his opinion, that: we 
have no right to distribute the national treasure 
| under the present Constitution. I think that 
. question conclusively and irrevacably settled. 

But if we have the authority to give, why not 
do so ina frank, manly, and undisguised man- 
ner? Why not take the surplus, if there is a real 
one,and make the gift by name? If Congressis 
invested with that power in any shape, it has the 
power to do so in terms—it may make a gift, 
donation, or distribution, by name. If the power 
really exists, the genius and spirit of our institu- 
tions and candor and good faith require, if we 
divide, to do so openly and distinctly, so that our 
action may be presented to our constituents in its 
true light. If we have not the power, then our 
duty to the Constitution, to them, and to ourselves 
requires that we should not attempt it by any in- 
direction, under any disguise in name or form. 
I know of no reason why an American Congress 
should resort to indirection to do what the Con- 
stitution and duty require it to do directly and 
openly. y 

But it may be said that Congress cannot give, 


which contribute to the improvement of the country, and | 


sary, because the objects now recommended are not among <j 
per- | 


| be right; but the great mass of thc articles on which impost |‘ 


because the Constitution does not permit it; and 
that the money must be kept where it ean be 
called for to meet any emergency. If this is so, 
and it is in fact to be returned, I again ask how 
are the people to be benefited? This would not 
be returning to them their own money, as we have 
been told was the object. If it is the people’s 
own money returned to them, then the General 
Government has no right hereafter to call for it. 
On the contrary, if it is the money of the Gov- 
ernment, then it cannot be returned to the pcople’s 
pockets for their own use. lt would be of little 
advantage to them to receive it, and be liable to 
have it called for on any day, at the will of others. 
It is entirely impracticable to restore this money 
to the pockets of the people, from which it has 
been drawn by indirect taxation. They never 
can reccive it directly. Butifit were possible to 
accomplish such a purpose, it would not do 
away the constitutional objection. The want of 
constitutional power is a full answer to the whole 
scheme of distribution. I, then, submit whether 
adue regard for the Constitution and our con- 
stituents does not require of us an application to 
the true source of powcr for a constitutional ex- 
tension of legislative authority, according to the 
suggestion of Mr. Jefferson, authorizing it, be- 
fore we attempt a division of the revenues of 
the General Government among the States? And 
allow me to suggest, if this power is ever to be 
conferred, that, as far as practicable, except in 
cases of war, Congress should have the least 
fou control over the amount of the dividends; 

y giving a certain per cent. of the revenues, or 
a certain gross sum; and their use by the States 
should be confined to the purposes of education, 


i and such other specified objects as shall equally 


benefit all, lest we realize those difficulties which 


I shall hereafter suggest. Still this measure is 
. commented upon and conclusions drawn from it, 


as if it were really a distribution. 

We are advised of the great advantages that 
are to flow from the distribution. 1 think I have 
shown that, if it is a distribution, the measure is 
unconstitutional, and if it is not a distribution, 
that then it is not returning to the people theirown 
money, or benefiting them at ail What, tben, 
is this measure? This is an important question, 
which has produced differentanswers. I believe 
there is not a friend of the Administration who 
will not repudiate the idea of sustaining it as a 
distribution. I do not know the man among 
them who would not pronounce it unconstitu- 
tional. Those who voted for it, so far as [know 


_ their views, considered it a mere deposit meas- 


ure. As such, I have shown that what relates to 
the new depositories is valueless to the people. 


. But among the various opinions which are en- 
, tertained of. this measure, there were those who 
“ viewed it as an indirect distribution, and as much 


a violation of the Constitution as if it were a di- 
rect and open distribution. Those who originated 
it treated it as a distribution in its consequences. 
The consequences which they enumerated were 


„such as could not result from a deposit. They 


could only flow from a distribution; from a free 
gift of money not to be returned, Those friends 
of the Administration who considered it a distri- 
bution in fact, voted against it in obedience to 
thcir sense of duty under the Constitution. They 


, believed it not less a distribution for its being cov- 


ered with the deposit mantle; no less a violation 
of the Constitution because the word ‘‘ deposit” 
occupies the place of ‘‘distribute”’ in the structure 
of the sentence. They feared that the conse- 
quences would be injurious to the best interests 
ofthe country. Many thought they foresaw an 1n- 
crease of indirect taxation to swell up a fund for 
distribution. If it was not a gift, they doubted 
the propriety of each of the independent States 
becoming debtors to the General Government, 
liable to be called upon at the pleasure of the 
creditor. It was apprehended it would weaken 
the independence of the States without producing 
a corresponding benefit to the General Govern- 
ment or the people. They feared that it might 
lead to extravagant, and often useless expendi- 


li tures on the part of the State governments— 


that they might conform, in an evil hour, to the 
will of the Federal Government, to avoid paying 
old debts; and that they might become prostrate 


‘and dependant on the great central power for 
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means to sustain theirinstitutions. They feared 
that, in the words of the old adage, the debtor 
would become the slave of the creditor; they p 
feared that the State dividends might be seized by 'j 
knots of politicians in the different States, and i 
used, not for the benefit of all, but to build up 
private fortunesor perpetuate political power; that 
they might be used “to make the rich richer and 
the poor poorer; that it might sever the link of 
accountability which now binds the politicalagents 
of the State governments to their constituents. 
They feared that under pretense of public good, 
projects might be set on foot, and works be com- 
menced which might result in little, except the 
aggrandizement of the sagacious or influential 
speculator; that in time a sovereign State might 
not dare to enter upon a noble enterprise for the ` 
benefit of her citizens, without sacrificing to polit- 
ical deities, and consulting the Treasury oracles. 
They feared that, instead of devoting our Federal. 
revenues to the objects pointed out in the Con- 
stitution, the defenses of the country, they might 
be diverted to objects of less national character. 
They feared that our Navy might cease to be an 
admired and cherished object; that our fortifica- 
tions might crumble into ruins, and our barbors 
and rivers might remain choked up and obstructed, 
to the bazard of our ships of war and the preju- 
dice of commerce. They feared that our militia 
might not be armed, equipped, and disciplined by 
the General Government, as they ought, to relieve 
them from unnecessary burdens, and to insure 
quiet and protection. They feared the arm of 
public defense might be paleied by withholding 
appropriations for that purpose; that commerce 
might be left to perish on the hidden shoals of the 
ocean, or dashed to ruin on the unlighted shore. 
voted with these, and participated in their views. 
I may have been mistaken in my views and fears. | 
If so, itis an error of the head, and not of the 
heart. Time will test the whole. I may have 
looked with too great apprehension upon the 
fature. A proper degree of solicitude, however, 
on such a subject, is not among the unpardonable 
offenses. 

Tt has been asked, with an air of triumph, if it 
were really feared that Congress and the State 
Legislature would not promptly perform all their 
duties. I will answer by asking other questions. 
Did the Senate of Massachusetts, when it re- 
solved, during the last war, thatit wasunbecoming 
a moral and religious people to rejoice at our 
victories, perform its duty? Would gentlemen 
be willing to rely upon the action of such a body 
for money necessary to prosecute a war? Were 
there not other legislative bodies that exerted all 
their efforts to oppose the last war, and cripple 
Mr. Madison’s administration? Do gentlemen 
believe that if money, the sinews of war, had 
then depended upon the vote of Massachusetts, 
we could have procured it to defend the country? 
In what State, where the Federalists were in 
power, did the General Government receive 
pone and efficient aid? Now, as to Congress: 

ask, did Congress perform its duty, in passing 
the alien and sedition laws? Who will, here or 
elsewhere, defend those measures? Will any | 
friend of the Administration say it did so when | 
it passed the bill to recharter the United States | 
Bank, Mr. Clay’s land bill, and the Maysville 
road bill? Wifl the gentleman from Tennessee 
say the Senate was doing its duty 1a trying and - 
condemning the President in 1834, without the | 
authority of law? Will any one say that it was ` 
performing its duty, when members here resisted = 
appropriations for the last war? The people 
have passed judgment in these cases, and the 
history of the times tells us what the answer is. | 
Sir, we have been told on this floor, when con- | 
sidering an appropriation to repress Indian hos- 
tilities, that if we were not more economical and || 
rigid in our appropriation we should have nothing | 
left to divide. Those who were opposed to the | 
Government during the last war, may hereafter | 
have it in their power to control the destinies 
of this nation, and we may have as little to | 
approve of in their acts as we had in their 
gag-law and their war patriotism. My fears, 
‘as to the fate of the bills in aid of commerce, || 
are about to be realized. The harbor bill is; 
attempted to be defeated, to aid in the work of 
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' doned? 


distribution.* The gentleman from Tennessee 
has raised his powerful arm against works of 
improvement by the General Government; works 
which vitally affect the lives and fortunes of a 
large number of our fellow-citizens. 

I ask, are all such improvements to be aban- 
) If such changes follow that measure, it 
will present itself in a new and interesting light. 
If the arm of this Government is to be rendered 


| shed some light on this subject. Three of these 
' lakes were then skirted by settlements, and two 
of them will ever be remembered as the theater 
of the achievements of Perry and McDonough. 
' The victories of Erie and Champlain will never 
be forgotten while valor is cherished by our cit- 
izens. The Ontario fleet was not unimportant; 


` and, at the close of the war, your navy-yard at 


nerveless as to breakwaters and harbors, may it ` 


not become equally so as to light-houses, forts, 
and other national objects? I have not heard the 
gentleman from Tennessee allege that the items 


-1n this bill were not such as, under the Consti- 


tution, are proper objects of the fostering hand 


of the General Government. The question is nar- © 


rowed down to one of mere expediency. Shall 


we, under the new state of things, engage in these 


improvements, or not? The argument used b 
that gentleman, it seems to me, will extend wit 
undiminished force against all national works 
designed to foster commerce and preserve the 
mariner. 


Sackett’s harbor showed two ships of the largest 
class on the stocks, while several smaller ones 
were afloat. One, if not both, of the former, 
are still owned and preserved by the Govern- 
ment. There are now five of these inland seas, 
studded with cities, villages, and settlements, 
rivaling those on the Atlantic—cach of them im- 
portant to present commercial and future naval 
‘operations. Our next war for “ free trade and 
sailors’ rights’? may be on those lakes. An en- 
emy will find more there to destroy than in 1812. 


` Commerce has sprung up on them, and these 


Why shall we change the tried and | 


approved policy of the Government? Who seeks l 


it; and for what purpose? Sir, we are pointed to 
the deposit bill as the cause fora change in policy, 
and it is sought for by the opponents of the Ad- 
ministration, and for the purpose of increasing 
the amount to be distributed Furing the coming 
year. This is the great hinge on which the whole 
turns. While the friends of the Administration 
desire to collect no more revenue than is required 
to pay the necessary expenses of Government, 
and make such works as are of a strictly na- 
tional character, it is a favorite purpose of its 
opponents to pave the avenues to political dis- 
tinction and power with gold from the national 
Treasury; to appeal to selfish instead of patriotic 
considerations; nay, sir, I venture the prediction 


: that the party who refused to aid in raising means 
! to defend the country in the last war, will now 
claim high consideration because they wish to 
divide the Treasury. Roman conquerors and 


demagogues divided first the grain from the pub- 
lic stores, then the lands, and then came the 
downfall. If you can divide the contents of the 
Treasury, why not divide the lands before sale, 
and give direct to each citizen his due proportion? 
Why not carry out the movement, and divide the 
whole property in the Union equally ? The people 
may be deceived and misled for a day, but they 
will not long follow golden lights in the hands of 
demagogues. They only ask of Government good 


: wholesome laws, protecting them in their lawful 


pursuits, punishing offenders; laws which shall 
confer equal advantages upon all, defend the ig- 
norant and the feeble against the craft of the subtile 


| 
| 
j 
| 
| 
| 


and selfish, and the violence and oppression, of | 


the strong and powerful, 


I hope, sir, that this House is not prepared to | 
follow the lead of the gentleman from Tennessee. | 
I am confident thata majority do not entertain his : 


views on this subject, nor the one adverted to. 


If a radical change in our national policy is not 
to take place, then 1 


works enumerated in this bill. Those who are 
against all such improvements will, of course, 


t becomes our duty to consider ' 
, whether it is proper to undertake any or all the ; 


vote for striking out the enacting clause, to defeat , 
the whole bill. On the contrary, those who be- | 


lieve it the duty of this Government to carry on 


| any one of those included in it, will vote against | 
Subsequently such items can be 


the motion. 
stricken from it as may be considered as improp- 
erly included. 

rove the utility of such works as those included 
in this bill. All must concede their importance. 
Unless.we foster and protect commerce, that boun- 
tiful source of revenue must dry up and disap- 


point us. Iam desirousof correcting what seems | 
|, the gentleman 


be an erroneous impression of some in rela- 
I refer to those 


to 
tion to a portion of these works. 


on the lakes. They have been spoken of in terms |) 


of disparagement, and as not being within the av- 
enues of commerce, or the sphere of naval opera- 
tions. Those who entertain these views follow 
false lights. 


* The harbor bill for the continuation of old works, which |; 


passed the House, was much reduced in the Senate, as was 
also the new harbor bill. The light-house bill was entireiy 
defeated there. 


I will not go into an argument to . 


The history of the last war will 7 


ii 


i ple of extravagance; 


lakes are now covered with steamboats and ves- 
i sels, freighted with thousands of our citizens and 
millions of our commerce. The.want of sea-room 
and natural harbors renders the navigation of the 
lakes hazardous, and hence it becomes a matter 
of strict duty to light the coast and construct ar- 
tificial harbors. Shall we refuse this, when the 
Government has more money than it can use for 
other purposes—when there 1s a surplus ? Thou- 
sands of people leave Buffalo every day for the 
West to settle on the public lands; vast num- 
bers leave other places. Boats are crowded with 
men, women, and children, and their very num- 
bers increase their perils in case of danger. Pa- 
‘triotism and duty point to them as objects of 
national protection. ‘These lakes, at this time, 
require more of the attention of this Government 
than the Atlantic, which has long felt its fostering 
care. The wilderness on the lakes has disap- 
i peared, and given place to cultivation and thrift 
that will not suffer by comparison with any part 
of the Union. The region which was borne 
down and buried in distress and poverty in a war 
growing out of commercial operations on the At- 
Tantic, is now the abode of health and plenty, and 
Task you to cherish its interests in the same lib- 
eral spirit that you do the older regions. Let the 
benign influences of this Government fall equally 
| upon all, as far as a strict adherence to the Con- 
! stitution will permit. 
| The commerce on the Atlantic now has not 
' only all that is asked for the lakes, but we float 
‘a Navy at the cost of annual millions to protect 
‘it. Every hundred million of that commerce 
| costs this Government several to guard and pro- 
tect it abroad, as well as at home. Shall we, then 
grudge a small pittance for the home protection 
of that on our own inlandseas? I hope not. This 
would not be liberal or just, or worthy of the 
American character. I think I have shown these 
improvements to be within the constitutional 
power of Congress; that they are so received by 
the Executive branch of this Government, and 
have received the sanction of every Congress for 
many years. That these works are necessary, is 
admitted by all. I then appeal to this House to 
provide for them before we dispose of a surplus, 
which can only exist, as the word implies, after 
all necessary constitutional works are fully pro- 
vided for. When all is done that ought to be 
done for all national purposes, if a real surplus 
_ is found to exist, the peo le, whose interests alone 
are affected by it, will decide whether the taxes 
shall be reduced to the necessities of the Govern- 
i ment, or whether the Constitution shall be altered 
so as to raise money for distribution. Until then 
let us continue our public works with a spirit 
worthy of Americans. 
i Mr. Chairman, I should here have concluded 
my remarks, but for the extraordinary attack of ` 
from Tennessee [Mr. BELL] on two 
mittees of this House—the Committee 


of the com I 
| of Ways and Means and the Committee on Com- 
| merce, and through them upon the presiding offi- 
cer of this House. I am a member of the latter 
! committee, and feel it my duty to repel the charge 
go distinetly and confidently made. That gen- 
tleman distinctly and confidently stated that these 
two committees ‘* were organized on the princi- 
” but added, however, ‘that 
lt of the members composing 


, ıt was not the fau 
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these committees, or their constituents that they 
were thus organized.”? This is but a feeble at- 
tempt to blunt the edge of the charge of extrava- 
gance made against the members of these com- 
mittees, but it serves to give direction and point 
to the charge mnde against the Speaker who ap- 
pointed them. Thecharge proclaims wrong some- | 
where, and, if it docs not rest with the members 
of the committees nor their constituents, it must 
of necessity rest upon the Speaker. In order to 
sustain his imputation against the Speaker for 
censurable appointments, he must first fasten the 
charge of extravagance upon the individual mem- 
bers of these committees. In proof of the truth 
of his assertion, he took up a list of the commit- 
tees, and read most, if not all, of the names of 
those on the Ways and Means, and commented 
separately on them, and attempted to prove from 
their location alone, that they were liable to his 
charge of extravagance in public expenditures. 
He abandoned his undertaking before he finished ; 
the first committee, and despatched the other (in 
a lump) by bold assertion alone. I have an an- 
swer to most of the gentleman’s charge, which, 
being a matter of record in this House, cannot be 
the subject of dispute or cavil. At the last ses- 
sion, that gentleman was Speaker, and appointed 
the committees. Here is a list of these two com- 
Mittees as then and now appointed: 


COMMITTEE OF WAYS AND MEANS. 


Appointed by Mr. Beil. Appointed by Mr. Polk. 


Polk, of Tenn., chairman. Johnson, of Tennessee. 
Wilde, of Georgia. Owens, of Georgia. 
Cambreleng, of New York. Cambreleng, of New York, 
McKim, of Maryland. chairman. 
Binney, of Pennsylvania. McKim, of Maryland. 
Loyal, of Virginia. Ingersoll, of Pennsylvania. 
McKinley, of Alabama. Loyal, of Virginia. 
Hubbard, of N. Hampshire. Lawrence, of Mass. 
Corwin, of Ohio. Smith, of Maine. 

Corwin, of Ohio. 


$ 


It is known to us all, that but five of the former | 
committee are now members of this House. The : 
late chairman is now Speaker. The other four 
are retained on this committee, where the late 
Speaker placed them. To supply his own place, 
so faraslocation is concerned, the present Speaker 
selected his own colleague, Mr. Cave Johnson, 
whom the gentleman placed, at the last session, 
at the head of a very important committee. Every 
member of this House knows that he is one of 
the most thorough opponents to extravagance in 
it. He isarigid economist with the public money, 
and his voice and his vote are always against 
profuse expenditures. I always consider hima 
safe guide when he goes for a public expenditure. 
If there is a thorough radical in this House, he 
is one. In place of Mr. mmy we have Mr. In- || 
gersoll, his successor, and in place of Mr. Wilde, 
Mr. Owen from the same State. I believe the :: 
honorable gentleman will be troubled to prove i 
them more extravagant than their predecessors, 
who were of his own selecting. I believe he did || 
not continue his charge when he reached their || 
names. The next change is placing Mr. Smith ;; 
in place of Mr. Hubbard, who is now in the | 
Senate. So far from making a charge of extrav- | 
agance against him, he spoke of that gentleman’s ; 
report on harbors, and paid his economy a com- | 

liment. The only remaining change is that of | 

r. Lawrence in place of Mr. McKinley. Mr. | 
Lawrence comes from the same district formerly : 
represented by Mr. Gorham, who occupied the | 
same place on the committee. Iam notaware that 
he is particularly liable to this charge of extrava- 
gance. He is, however, a political associate of 
the honorable gentleman, and I leave them to | 
settle the matter between them. l 

Here is a list of the former and present Com- | 

mittee on Commerce: 


Appointed by Mr. Bell. 
Sutherland, of Pennsylva- 
nia, chairman. 
Harper, of New Hampshire. 
Pinckney, of South Carolina. 
Heath, of Maryland. 
Pierce, of Rhode Island. 
Gillet, of New York. 
Phillips, of Massachusetts. 
Johnson, of Louisiana. 


i 


Appointed by Mr. Polk. 
Sutherland, of Pennsyiva- 

nia, chairman. 
Cushinan, of N. Hampshire. 
Pinckney, of SouthCarolina. 
Ingham, of Connecticut. 
Pierce, of Rhode Island. 
Gillet, of New York. 
Phillips, of Massachusetts. 
Johnson, of Louisiana. 


' cause, were tainted with extravagance. 


Morgan, of New York. McKeon, of New York. 


From this it will be seen that six out of nine | 
(all that are now members) are precisely the same 


The Harbor Bill—Mr. Gillet. 
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pon appointed by the gentleman himself. 
he changes are, Mr. Cushman in place of Mr. 
Harper, from the same State, and Mr. McKeon 
in place of Mr. Morgan, from the same district; 
and Mr. Ingham, from Saybrook, Connecticut, 
instead of Mr. Heath, of Baltimore. 
Cushman, Ingham, and McKcon will not suffer 
by a comparison with their predecessors on the 


‘committee, who were honorable men. The warm | 
effort of Mr. Heath to procure a large subscrip- || 


tion to the stock of the railroad from Baltimore 


to Washington, carnot have been forgotten by ` 


many present. I willadd, as it relates to myself, 


‘that there is not even an application from my 


district for an appropriation for any public pur- 
ose. There is not a man in my district, to my 
nowledge, who is interested in any western land 
speculation. I will now ask, with what propriety 
does the honorable 
committee was formed on the principle of extrav- 
agance? The present Speaker had his own au- 
thority for appointing two thirds of them, and 
for the location, which seems to be his principal 
proof, of all except one. The gentleman shrunk 
from the task of pointing out, on this committee, 
the names of those who, from location or other 
Sir, the 
charge is unfounded, both as it relates to the 
members of the committee and the Speaker. That 
gentleman needs some proof, besides location and 
naked assertion, to sustain his charge against 
either. He will find the votes of the members 
of the present committees are as free from cen- 
sure as those of persons differently located, and 
as free as those who were appointed by him. A 
proper sense of what is due to the members of 
this House and the country, ought to have in- 
duced him to have withheld his charge until he 
could have sustained it by better evidence. 


But, sir, these committees were not, in my | 


judgment, the principal objects of attack. He 
could have had but little object in dealing blows 
atthem. To him it is far more important, and 
it is more consonant with the drift of his labors, 
during the session, to make the Speaker’s scat 


, an uneasy one—to make it totter under him. His 
| rival occupies that station, which is the highest 


in this House, and one of the most honorable in 
the nation. He failed to unite with the honorable 
gentleman in the celebrated caucus at the last ses- 


sion. He stood, in 1834, almostthe sole champion | 


of the President from Tennessee. He resisted, 


| with all the force of strong argument, the multi- 


plied attacks on the President for removing the 
deposits. He is now his fast friend. He has 
been elected Speaker by the votes of the friends 
of the Administration; by the votes of those who 


tain him. The honorable gentleman, though 
almost the sole opposing candidate, failed of suc- 
cess. I leave him to tell, by the votes, of what 
party he was sustained. Ifthe National Repub- 
icans, Nullifiers, and Abolitionists, had any can- 
didate but hiniself, he can name him. If, in 1834, 
or since, he has uttered a word in defense of the 
hero of New Orleans, he will confer an obligation 
by pointing it out. This session the Journals will 


show how often the honorable gentleman has fol- | 
lowed the lead of the gentleman from Massachu- | 


setts, [Mr. Apams,] and voted with the special 
friends of Messrs. Clay and Catnoun and the 
Abolitionists, and in opposition to the friends of 
the President. When a member of the party with 


which he is acting, in the last Congress, called | 


his constituent (the President) a toothless tyrant, I 
ask, did he raise his voice to resent it? Did he 


hurl back the slander, as honorable gentlemen | 


usually do, when their constituents are attacked? 
Ifhedid I did nothearit. Itisthe presentSpeaker 
who repelled all such attacks. Unless defending 
the President, and declining to attend the caucus 
are crimes, I know not what offense the Speaker 
has been guilty of, that he should be hunted 
down by his colleague. If, before he refused to 
attend that caucus, he was known to the ex- 
Speaker to have been of such doubtful integrity 
as his present charge implies, how did he reconcile 
it with the dictates of duty to appoint him chair- 
man of the Committee of Ways and Means, the 
most prominent place he could assign him in the 
organization of the House? Spectators view the 


Messrs. | 


entleman charge that this | 


‘| would find few believers. 


honorable gentleman’s course at this session ag 
designed to hurl his successful rival from the 
chair, and prostrate him in disgrace. How was 
this to be done? Not by open and bold attack 
at the commencement, which could be repelled, 
but by the subtilty of indirection. What has 
been his course this session towards hiscolleague, 
| who must occupy the chair in silence? At the 
| very outset of this session, while smarting under 
the sting of defeat, he bugan his complaints 
about the rules of order; they were wrong. He 
would not say that the present incumbent did 
actually abuse his power under them, but he 
, might do so; they were liable to great abuse; the 
| freedom of specch and of the people depended 
‘upon taking away the vast and frightful power 
collected in the hands of the Speaker. Yes, sir, 
as soon as his rival became the expounder of 
these rules, which have been in use for years, he 
desires them altered. But while he was in the 
‘chair, the Speaker’s power under them excited 
no terror, no alarm in his bosom. The power 
was safe in his hands, when he was applying the 
rules to his rival and others; but when taken 
from him, and given to another, this Hall echoes 
with the notes of his fears. Years have rolied 
by without an effort, so far as I can learn, on his 
art, to limit this dreaded power. Now its safety 
is doubted in the hands of one whom the majority 
preferred over him for Speaker. The generosity 
and nobleness of all this I will not now comment 
upon. 
I will here remark, that those who have aban- 
i doned the Chief Magistrate, and joined the stand- 


degrees. They usually commence by throwing 
out insinuations, and end in the use of assertion. 
The effort is first to induce a belief that there is 
something wrong in the President, known to 
them; next, that he is changing; then changed; 
| and all ends in pronouncing him entirely un- 
' worthy ofsupport. They nevercommence boldly, 
„and admit their own change, but slip off by 
degrees, like deserters. The public mind must 
first be prepared by insinuation and suspicion, 
ar it will believe a charge not fully sustained 
proof. 
| S if the people could be led to doubt whether 
: the rules were fairly applied and properly exe- 
cuted, they might then the more readily believe 
the charge that they actually had not been. Settle 
this belief firmly, and then they would the more 
readily believe the allegation that the committees 
were appointed on the principle of extravagance. 
Without these preliminary steps, this charge 
What is here mere 


ard of his enemies, usually remove the mask by 


Y ) | insinuation in these things, swelling with the 
then sustained the President, and who now sus- . 


distance it travels, when it reaches Tennessee, 
becomes matter of positive allegation and belief. 
| Sir, I know the presiding officer of this House 
well. I have for three years been a witness to 
; his manly and honorable course in defense of the 
Administration, the Constitution, and the rights 
of the people; and until the honorable gentleman 
opened his batteries upon him, I never heard even 
an insinuation breathed against him. Even his 
olitical opponents bear testimony to his capacity, 
onesty, and impartiality. The honorable testi- 
mony of Mr. Banks, on resigning his seat here, 
to this effect, is a matter of record on the files of 
the House. The witnesses of his liberality, 
ability, firmness, and honesty, are on every side 
of me. I can hardly imagine that anything short 
of deep-rooted personal hostility could induce an 
man, an observer of his acts, to charge him wit 
offtcial misconduct, either in executing the rules 
and orders of the House, or in the formation of 
the committees. If record evidence is needed as 
to the correctness and propriety of his decisions, 
we have it in the strong and decisive vote by 
which his decisions are uniformly sustained. The 
names of his political opponents, as well as of 
his friends, are found sustaining these decisions. 
At this session thirty-three appeals have been 
taken. Three of them were laid on the table 
which is equivalent to sustaining him, nine of 
i them were withdrawn by those who appealed, 
twenty affirmed, and but one reversed. In the 
| latter case, he gave a more liberal construction to 
a new order than the House decided it was his 
intention it should bear. In this decision the 
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Speak 
the honorable gentleman, 
complain of that decision. If the Speaker's de- 
cisions had not been characterized by sound judg- 
ment and great fairness, he never would have 
been so triumphantly sustained. 

The honorable gentleman makesanothercharge, 
which, in its consequences, is caleulated to injure 
the Speaker. He says, at this session there has 
been creat disorder im the House. This seems 
intended to convey the idea that he is not com- 
petent to preserve order, This is not a reproach 
upon his honesty, but a disparagement of his 
capacity, and is calculated to have effect out of 
this House. It seems to be designed to have the 
order of this session contrasted with the past. I 


must confess that this effort of the ex-Speaker to | 


show his successor to disadvantage, by compar- 
json with himself, is an interesting specimen of 
medesty. That there has been disorder in the 
House, Ido not deny; butI deny that it is the fault 
of the presiding officer. That gentleman told us, 
long since, that the minority were always restive 
and uneasy, and if they could not accomplish 
their objects orderly, they would do so disor- 
derly; and that it was natural for those who were 
restrained, to find fault. I leave others to say 
whether his is not a fair illustration of this last 
postion. He knows full well that the disorders 
aave proceeded mostly from those whom he 
described as restrained. When gentlemen were 
out of order, I should like to know how often he 
has voted them to be so, and to prevent their 
oing on. I should be happy to learn that he 
rad, even for once, endeavored to use his influ- 
ence to check these disorders. The commanding 
position of that gentleman would enable him to 
effect much in quieting those who were restrained, 
if he chose to do so. But the Journals will show 
that he had even moved to allow a member, de- 
cided to be out of order by a vote of the House, 
to proceed. I will not name those from whom 
the disorder proceeds, but this House and the 
country know who they are, and their relation 
to that gentleman. I hope he will now allow the 
Speaker a respite, and that he will turn his 
attention to those who have been the authors of 
the disorders complained of, and read them such 
a lesson as shall prevent like future occurrences. 
The gentleman is sorely annoyed with the 
Globe and several other papers, and occasionally 
occupies the attention of the House with achapter 
of griefs on their account. I know little of the 
merits of his controversies with them, and shall 
not attempt their defense while they are so able 
to defend themselves. 
bility that 


them. It is not usually the victor who complains 
of his antagonist. 

The gentleman has often complained this ses- 
sion of the rule of the House which authorizes 
the demand of the previous question. He and 
his friends have heaped showers of epithets open 
it, calling it the engine of tyranny, gag-law, &c., 
until an old and valuable rule of the House 1s 1n 
danger of being considered highly exceptionable 
and improper. I will here take occasion to make 
a few remarks on the previous 
Constitution authorizes each House to make rules 
for the government of its own proceedings. This 
House long since adopted rules which are now in 
operation. These rules have in view the order 
and dispatch of business. Among them is the 
rule giving the previous question, which termin- 
ates debate. Iam informed that i 
to stop debate is to cough down whoe 
to speak against the will of a majority. Our rule 
is liable to fewer objections, and 1s better adapted 
to the promotion of order and good feeling; with- 
out ita small number may control the action of 
the House and defeat all business. Ț ‘ 
might look in vain for the transaction of public 
fa minority could defeat it by constant 
stion is seldom called 


business 1 
talking. The previous que 
until the main question is und l i 
when in a majority resort to 1ts use. It is true it 
may be abused, as it was, in my judgment, by 
the present minority ,(then the majority,) in 1832, 
on the bank question. Itis not the use, but the 


abuse of it, that can ever properly be objected to. :; ister to England, (Mr. 


It is not beyond proba- | 
we should hear little on this score if | 
he was altogether victorious in his conflicts with | 


n the British | 


Parliament no such rule exists, and the only way 
oever attempts |. 


The country | 


derstood. All parties | 


, ciates are as guilty as others. 


ce . ; 1 = 
er was sustained by the voice and vote of Nearl 
l 4 every old member here, as t 
Certainly he cannot: y y > he Journals | 


show, has voted for it. The bill to recharter the 
United States Bank, and Mr. Clay’s land bill ! 
passed this House by the use of the revious 
question, nearly every opponent of the 
tration voting for it. The gentleman from Ten- 
nessee has voted for this motion. The Journals 
show that in one of the votes connected with the 
passage of the ‘bloody bill,” as it is called, he 
voted for it. They also show that on the cele- 
brated resolutions concerning the removal of the 
uve deposits and the recharter of the United 
tates Bank, in 1834, he voted for the previous ; 
question. The Journal of this session shows 


which was very little discussed. This motion is 
now often made by his own friends. 
manded the otber day by the gentleman from Ala- | 
bama, (Mr. Lewis,] who very pertinently re- 
marked to his friends that itwas not their speeches , 
but their votes that he wanted. If it is wrong to | 
vote for this question, the gentleman and his asso- | 
If it is right, T° 


‘ really hope he will cease his complaints concern- 


1 


ingit. ! 
The gentleman complains that there has been | 
no opportunity for political discussion this ses- ' 
sion. This is a strange complaint to come from 
that quarter. To give other members, all of 
whom have the same right to claim that he has 
the same time on political discussion which he 
has taken on two bills this session, would re- | 
quire a session of about three years. On the 9th 
of February, when the Navy appropriation bill - 
came up, he moved to reduce the appropriations, 
I believe, one half, and opened a political discus- 
sion on it, which terminated the 7th of April. 
The gentleman then occupied the time of the 


` House about four days. In the end, ona motion 


l; 
‘| 
k; 
| 


question. The | 


I 
| 


t 
1s 


i 
rat 


i 


i towards us. 


-be hurled, will fall harmless at her feet. She. 


: jdential candidate; 


in the same words as his own, although sitting 
in the House, he was silent and did not vote for 
it. But six voted for that reduction. Why he 
made a motion that he did not vote for, I cannot 
say. If the motion was made with the view of 
having it Preval I should have expected him to 
have voted for it; but if merely to allow him a | 
chance at political discussion, which he actually į 
enjoyed, then this complaintis groundless. When 
this bill came up, he made a motion to strike out 
the enacting clause, and followed up his motion 
by a six hours speech, entirely political, relating 
to almost everything but the question before the ; 
House, and at the end of it withdrew his motion. 
This is a practical commentary upon his com- 

laints. he country will decide whether Pres- 
ident-making is the business which they send us 
here to transact, to the neglect of all other busi- 
ness, and whether he has had a sufficient oppor- 
tunity atit. The gentleman, though hard pressed 
for time for political discussion, has nevertheless 
found enough to enable him to visit New York, 
to study her institutions, and particularly her 
politics. His discoveries are important, and de- 
serve to be recorded, to show his good will 
He has compared my fellow-citi- 
zens to the ruthless savages, who, by deeds of 
blood and violence, were a terror to all who sur- 
round them. I envy not the feelings of a states- 
man who allows himself to make such compari- 
sons of a virtuous and good people. My native 
State manages her affairs in a manner satisfac- 
tory to herself and consistent with her prosperity, | 
and the shaft of envy, by whatever arm it may - 


neither offers nor receives dictation, and if he is | 
really a State-rights man, we shall expect he will , 
allow us the privilege, which other States enjoy, 
of managing our own affairs in our own way. | 
We will not quarrel with Tennessee, because 
about a dozen of her members of Congress, 
through a caucus, attempted to bring out a pres- 
and Í hope he will allow us 
the privilege of selecting candidates in our own 
way, by conventions of the people, as has been 
he custom of both parties for many years. 

In connection with this subject, he spoke of a | 
system of rewards and punishments, and that it | 
extended to the operations of the Federal Govern- | 
ment. 
punished according to 
resistance to, dictation. 
Stevenson,) to Mr. Taney, | 


their compliance with, or 


It was de- |! 


He told us partisans were rewarded or || 


He referred to our Min- |: 


i! convey t 


dminis- ;; 


Mr. Barbour, the Speaker, and others, to illus- 
trate and prove his position. If he intends to 
he idea that either of these gentlemen 
have abandoned their republican principles, or 
acted contrary to their own sense of public duty, 
at the bidding of any one, I take issue with him, 
and challenge his proofs. The President, as well 
as a majority of this House, has selected able and 


competent friends for high stations, instead of 


opponents. In this, the President followed the 


‘ course of Mr. Jefferson, and our other Presidents. 


1 
i 


1 


t 1 : 1 ., the Speaker as having received his reward? 
him voting for that question on the pension bill, || 


The gentleman selects from his friends, and is sup- 
ported by his friends. But why does he refer to 
He 
has, with great energy and success, sustained the 
present Administration, and continues steady in 
its support. Is there anything wrong in this? In 
the last Congress the gentleman generally voted 
with him; but with whom does he now vote? The 
Journais show the House divided now as it was 
then, except the gentleman and some of his col- 
leagues are found voting with the nullifiers, fed- 
eralists, and bank men, all of whom are, and have 
been, the President’s ardent and bitter opponents. 
In selecting a Speaker, the majority gave the 
known friend of the President a preference over 
one who was supported by his opponents, and 
one whose friendship was justly doubted. If this 
is a reward, it is the reward of merit, honestly 
and intelligently bestowed. But how stunds his 
own case? He was once made Speaker by oppo- 
sition votes, and was the candidate of that party 
this session. Was there any reward, actual or 
attempted, on either of these occasions? Does 
he not see that his charge may be returned upon 
himself? If one, continuing with his friends,.re- 
ceives a mark of distinguished consideration from 
them, and it is called a reward, what term shall 
we apply to one, when a similar favor is shown 
or attempted, when he changes sides? 

The gentleman exclaims vehemently against 
those in power; his indictment is general, embrac- 
ing all who differ with him in opinion, but is 
always without specifications. Will he ever spe- 
cify the wrongs, and the criminals, so that the 
latter may be arraigned, tried, convicted and pun- 
ished? Duty requires specific exposures, if he is 
apprised of these alleged wrongs. He who con- 
ceals a crime known to him, has a heavy respons- 
ibility on his shoulders. The gentleman has told 
us that the power of the Executive in this House 
controlled the majority. This is the charge, 
stripped of all verbiage. Many of his friends have 
sought toestablishit. Ifitis truc, this chargeis a 
serious one, deserving high consideration. Ifsuch 
influence is exercised to promote laudable pur- 
poses, he of course will not object to the end, but 
deprecate the means only. If it is exercised for 
bad purposes, he ought to complain, and duty 
requires him to expose it. He will perceive that 
he makes a serious charge, not only against the 
President, but against the members of this House. 
Is he prepared to sustain it? If so, I hope he will 
give ushis proof. He has also told us in another 
part of the speech, that the President and his 

arty were against the election of President and 
Pice President coming into this House. He in- 
formed us that this was an effort to gull the peo- 
ple, and then gravely inquired if the Represent- 
atives of the people were not to be trusted with 
the power conferred on them by the Constitution? 
Now, it is quite certain, if the President has and 
can exercise the alarming and tremendous power 
over this House which he has described to us, 
then they are not to be trusted. He told us the 
President was attempting to appoint a successor. 
if the election comes into the House, and he de- 
sires thus to appoint, then, on the gentleman’s 
own ground, he will be certain to do it, and the 
people should guard against the possibility of his 
exercising this power. It is very certain that the 
Presidenteither has not the power over the House 
which he ascribes to him, or the House is not to 
be trusted, and I leave the gentleman to reconcile 
his different positions. If the President has this 
power, and wishes to appoint a successor, I can- 
not perceive how the gentleman can be willing to 
trust the election to this House, nor, how the 
President and his friends can object to tts coming 
into the House, if it is certain that the former has 
and exercises the influence here which the gen- 
tleman ascribes to him. 
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If I can understand another of his charges, he ji 


alleges that one of the reasons why large appro- 
priations are sought to be made is, to increase the 
patronage of the General Government, so that it 
can control the elections. The President, in veto- 
ing the Mavsville road bill, the bill to recharter 
the United States Bank, and other bills, desired 
to limit Executive patronage. You, sir, and 
every person who has held an executive station, 
must Know that the dispensation of patronage is 
the most troublesome of all Executive duties. I 
willask the gentlemanif the President has changed 
his views on this subject since he gave those ve- 
toes? If he has changed his*opinions, I ask for 
the proof. He often entertains us with an account 
of the alarming numbers of officeholders; and on 
one occasion, by including among them the pen- 
sioners, swelled their numbers to sixty thousand. 
Whether the war-worn soldier is an officer or not, 
I leave others to decide. They were enumerated 
to swell the number of those whom he alleges 
conform their acts to the Executive will. If he 
really feared that the Executive would abuse his 
trust in this respect, how did it happen that the 
other day he voted for a pension bill, which is 
likely to add thousands to the list, extending the 
system beyond all former precedent? Yes, sir, 
he not only voted for that bill, but when the dis- 
cussion had hardly commenced, voted for the 
previous question on it. Why did he vote for the 
previous question? Was it to save time? Ifso, 
why, a week afterwards, at the heel of the ses- 
sion, did he speak six hours on this bill, and 
then withdraw his motion at the end of his 
speech ? 

My colleague, [Mr. VaNDERPOEL, | on a former 
occasion, commented upon the gentleman’s course 
in not raising his voice in defense of the Presi- 
dent for removing the deposits. He assigned, in 


reply, this extraordinary reason, that he knew too ‘| 


much of the secret springs which produced that meas- 
ure. The meaning of this is, that there was 
something wrong and censurable at the bottom 
of this measure, which he knew and condemned, 
and we may infer the public would have done so, 
if it had known it. | ask why, if there was any- 
thing wrong known to him, he did not disclose 
it? As an honest and fearless Representative, it 
was his duty to have done so; but if there was 
nothing wrong, why assign such a reason for his 
silence? He has either assigned a bad, incorrect, ` 
and useless reason, or he has neglected his duty ` 
to the public in not apprising others of the reason 
which operated upon him, and which might have | 
changed their views, and the decision of that sub- 
ject. In one part of his speech, he told us that | 
the President was a high-minded, honorable, in- 
dependent man; in another he informed us that 
he had violated his pledges, by interfering in the 
freedom of elections, and was ruled by bad, dis- 
honest men. If the President is honest, then he 
has not violated his pledges; and if he is inde- 
ndent, then he is not controlled by others. I 
will thank him to inform us which of these posi- 
tions are to be relied upon as correct? He further 
told us that although the President and his friends 
were committed against the old United States 
Bank, they were notastoanewone. Thisisa 
strange declaration, to proceed from that gentle- 
man. The President is known to be opposed to 
all chartered monopolies. This is the leading 
- opinion among the friends of the Administration 
in this House. No friend of republican princi- 
piee and equal rights will ever vote for another 
nited States Bank. Those who have read the 
gentleman’s published speech on the subject of 
the recharter, will, however, be surprised that he 
should deem it censurable to vote fora United 
States Bank. 

The gentleman has talked much of the acts and 
professions of the President and his friends, by 
. which the people ‘were “ guilled.’’ He told us 
that when it was objected to the election of Pres- 
ident coring into the House of Representatives, 
it was an effort to ‘gull the people.” I under- 
stand it to be the settled opinion of the Democ- 
racy of this country that an election ought never 
to come into the House. But let us look back to 
1824, What then was the almost united voice 
of Tennessee? What said the gentleman and his 
friends on this. subject then? Was there then an 
attempt to gull the people? General Jackson then | 


had a large plurality of the votes of the people, 
but was defeated in the House. His friends cried 
out bribery and corruption, and the House-Pres- 
identand his associates were expelled from power, 
and the people’s President came into office. The 


i 
| 
| 
l 
i 
j 
' 
| 


gentleman will hardly admit that General Jack- ' 
son ’s friends were then gulling the people. Have 


principles changed or has the gentleman changed? 
He has led us to Greece and Rome to witness the 
operations of tyranny. He has held up to our 
view Cromwell kicking Parliament out of doors, 
and Napoleon ruling France at his discretion, 
and then warned us against the encroachments 
of Executive power. Comparing the President 
with tyranny is a new way of demonstrating 
friendship. It willrequire something beyond the 
force of comparison either to make the President 
a tyrant, or cause the people to believe him one. 
If the gentleman still insists that he is a friend 
of the President, why make these allusions and 
comparisons? If an opponent, will he admit it? 
Why has he changed ? 

In a subsequent part of his speech the pale 
man told us that the President and his friends 
professed to be in favor of a gold and silver cur- 


_rency, which, on a former occasion, the gentle- 
' man called the ‘* gold and silver humbug,” and 


‘which they were made. 


: sume, has great confi 
: ness and apparent confidence, and from his free 


remarked that this was another effort to gull the 
people. He also remarked, that success in such 
efforts seemed to depend upon the boldness with 
I know that the Presi- 
dent and the great body of his friends are in favor 


of a constitutional parecer: one which possesses | 
ue 


intrinsic and uniform value in all parts of the 
world; one which gives the mammoth speculators 
no preference over the rest of the community, and 
one which is opposed to those monopolies which 
are injurious to the true interests of the people. 
lf it is wrong to entertain such constitutional 
opinions, and publish them boldly, then indeed 
he and they are guilty. That gentleman, I pre- 

dence in this matter of bold- 


use of them, one might conclude that with him 
much depended upon them; for no one has ever 


‘exceeded him in bold and confident assertion. It 


seems to be one of the great weapons which he 


uses on nearly all occasions. I might pursue the 
gentleman throughout several of his speeches, 
and show that many of his positions concerning 
the President have little but this boldness of asser- 
tion to sustain them; but, as my friend from Vir- 


' ginia (Mr. Gartanp] suggests, the President does 


not need defense from these oft repulsed attacks. 
I am conscious that the arrows from the gentle- 
man’s quiver will fall harmless at the President’s 
feet. The nation will protect his honor with the 
same sacred honesty of purpose as he protected 


: New Orleans and now protects the Constitution. 


| ment of the Senator from New 


L will leave to time the recording his deeds of 
valor, and to dispel any clouds that may he at- 


fame, whether they are the work of pretended 
friends or real enemies. : 


PUBLIC DEPOSITS. 


SPEECH OF HON. J. C. CALHOUN, 
OF SOUTH CAROLINA, 
‘In tHe Senate, May 28, 1836, 
On the Bill to regulate the Deposits of Public Money. 


Mr. CALHOUN said: This bill, which the 
Senator from New York proposes to strike out 
in order to substitute his amendment, is nostranger 
to this body. It was reported at the last session 
by the select committee on executive patronage, 
and passed the Senate, after a full and deliberate 
investigation, by a mixed vote of all parties, of 
20 to 12. As strong as is this presumptive 
evidence in its favor, Í would, notwithstan ing, 
readily surrender the bill, and adopt the amend- 
ork, if 1 did 
not ‘sincerely believe that it was liable to strong 
and decisive objections. I seek no lead on this 
important subject; my sole aim is to aid in 


| applying a remedy to what I honestly believe to 


be a deep and dangerous disease of the body- 


j politic; and I stand prepared to codperate with 


any one, be he of what party he may, who may 


| tempted to be raised to obscure or destroy his || 


| 


propon a remedy, provided it shall promise to 
e safe and efficient. J, in particular, am de- 
sirous of coöperating with the Senator from New 
York, not only because I desire the aid of his 
distinguished talents, but, still more, ofhis decisive 
influence with the powerful party of which he is 
so distinguished a member, and which now, for 
good or evil, holds the destiny of the country in 
its hands, It was in this spirit that I examined 
the amendment proposed by the Senator; and, I 
regret to say, after a full investigation, I cannot 
acquiesce in it, as I feel a deep conviction that it 
will be neither safe nor efficient. So far from 
being substantially the same as the bill, as stated 
by the Senator, I cannot but regard it as essen- 
tially different, both as to objects and means. 
The objects of the bill are, first, to secure the 
public interest, as far as it is connected with the 
deposits, and, next, to protect the banks in which 
they are made against the influence and control 


: of the executive branch of this Government, with 


the view both to theirs and the public interest. 
Compared with the bill, in respect to both, the 
proposed amendment will be found to favor the 
banks against the people, and the Executive 
against the banks. Tae not desire the Senate to 
form their opinion on my authority. I wish 
them to examine for themselves; and in order to 
aid them in the examination, I shall now proceed 
to state and briefly illustrate the several points 
of difference between the bill and the proposed 
amendment, taking them in the order in which 
they stand in the bill. 

he first section of the bill provides that the 


banks shall pay at the rate of two per cent. per 


annum on the deposits for the use of the public 
money. This provision is entirely omitted in 
the amendment, which proposes to give to the 
banks the use of the money without interest. 
That the banks ought to pay something for the 


‘use of the public money, all must agree, what- 


ever diversity of upinion there may be as to the 
amount. According to the last return of the 


, Treasury Department, there was, on the Ist of 
: this month, $45,000,000 of public money in the 


thirty-six depository banks, which they are at 
liberty to use as their own, for discount or busi- 
ness, till drawn out for disbursements—an event 
that may not happen for years. In a word, this 
vast amount is so much additional banking cap- 
ital, making the same, or nearly the same, profit 
to those institutions in their permanent chartered 


| capital, without rendering any other service to 


the publie than paying away from time to time 
the portion that might be required for the service 
of the Government. Assuming that the banks 
realize a profit of six per cent. on these deposits, 
(it cannot be estimated at less,) it would give, on 
the present amount, nearly three millions of dol- 
lars per annum, and, on the probable average 
ublic deposits of the year, upwards of two mil- 
ions of dollars, which enormous profit is derived 
from the public by comparatively few individuals, 
without any return or charge, except the incon- 
siderable service of paying out the drafts of the 
Treasury when presented. But itis due to the 
Senator to acknowledge that his amendment is 
predicated on the supposition that some disposi- 
tion must be made of the surplus revenue, which 
would leave in the banks a sum not greater than 
would be requisite to meet the current expend- 
iture, asupposition which necessarily must affect, 
very materially affect, the decision of the ques- 
tion of the amount of compensation the bank 
ought to make the public for the use of its funds; 
but let the disposition be what it may, the omis- 
sion of the amendment ofany compensation what- 
ever is, in my opinion, wholly indispensable. 
The next point of difference relates to transfer 
warrants. The bill prohibits the use of transfer 
‘warrants, except with a view to disbursement; 
while the amendment leaves them without regu- 
lation, under the sole control of the Treasury 
Department. To understand the importance o 
this difference, it must be borne in mind that the 
transfer warrants are the lever by which the 
whole banking operations of the country may be 
controlled through the deposits. By them the 
public money may be transferred from one bank 
to another, or from one State or section of the 
country to another State or section, and thus one 
bank may be elevated, and another depressed, 
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and a redundant currency created in one State or | 
section, and a deficient in another; and, through 
such redundancy or deficiency, all the moneyed f 
engagements and business transactions of the 
whole community may be made dependent on the 
will of one man. With the present enormous 
surplus, it is difficult to assign limits to the cx- 
tent of this power. The Secretary, or the irre- » 
sponsibie agent unknown to the laws, who, rumor 
‘says, has the direction of this immense power, 
(we are not permitted to have certain informa- 
tion,) may raise and depress stocks, and property 
of all descriptions, at his pleasure, by withdraw- 
ing trom one place and transferring to another, 
to the unlimited gain of those who are in the 
secret, and certain ruin of those who are not. 
Such a field of speculation has never before been 
opened in any country; & field so great that the | 
Rothschilds themselves might be tempted to enter | 
it with their immense funds. Nor is the control 
which it would give over the politics of the coun- : 
try much less unlimited. To the same extent 
that it may be used to atfect the interests and the | 
fortunes of individuals, to the like it may be em- ` 
ployed asan instrument of political influence and 
control. l do not intend to assert that it has 
or will be so employed; it is not essential at 

resent to inquire how it has or will be used. It 
is sufficient tor my purpose to show, as I trust I 
have satisfactorily, that it may be so employed. 
To guard against the abuse of so dangerous a 
power, the provision was inserted in the bill to 
prohibit the use of transfer warrants, except, as 
stated, for the purpose of disbursement; the omis- 
sion of which provision in the amendment is a 
fatal objection to it of itself, were there no other. 
But it is far from standing alone; the next point 
of difference will be found to be not less striking 
and fatal. 

The professed object of both the bill and the 
amendment is to place the safe-keeping of the 

ublic moneys under the regulation and control 
of law, instead of being left, as it now is, at the 
discretion of the Executive. However strange it 
may seem, the fact is nevertheless so, that the ` 
amendment entirely fails to effect the object which 
it is its professed object to accomplish. In order 
that it may be distinctly seen that what 1 state is | 
the case, it will be necessary to view the provis- | 
ions of the biil and the amendment in reference | 
to the deposits separately, as they relate to the 
banks in which the public funds are now depos- | 
ited, and those which may hereafter be selected 
to receive them. 

The bili commences with the former, which it 
adopts as banks of deposit, and prescribes the 
regulations and conditions on the observance of 
which they shall continue such, while at the same 
time it places them beyond the control and influ- ' 
ence of the Executive Department, by placing 
them under the protection of law so long as they ` 
continue faithfully to perform their duty as fiscal | 
agents of the Government. It next authorizes | 
the Secretary of the Treasury to select, under cer- | 
tain circumstances, additional banks of deposit, | 
as the exigency of the public service may require, |: 
on which it imposes like regulations and condi- |; 
tions, and places in like manner under the pro- 
tection of law. In allthis the amendment pursucs 
avery different course. It begins with author- 
izing the Secretary to select the banks of deposit, ` 
and limits the regulations and conditions it im- 
poses on such banks, leaving, by an express pro- 
vision, the present banks wholly under the con- 
trol of the Treasury or the Executive Department, 
as they now are, without prescribing any time for 
the selection of other banks of deposit, or making 
it the duty of the Secretary so to do. The con- 

uence is obvious. The Secretary may con- 
tinue the present banks as long as he pleases; and 
so long as he 
provisions of 
the deposits, e 
of course, instead of being 


the amendment, so far as relates to 
will be a dead letter, and the banks, 
under the control of |; 


professed object both of the bill and amendment, 
subject exclusively to his will. . eaea 

The Senator has attempted to explain this dif- | 
ference, but I must say very unsatisfactorily. || 
He said that the bill prohibited the selection of |! 
other banks; and as he deemed others to be neces- || 


sary at certain important points, in consequence iİ 


! currence of both H 


- illustrate the different character of the bill and the 
i amendment. The former provides that the banks 
‘of deposit shall perform the duties of commis- 


| Among these duties is that 
may choose to continue them, the | 
i 


the law, will be, contrary, as I have said, to the |i p 
il 


Public Deposits—Mr. Calhoun. 


| of the present enormous surplus, he inserted the | 


provision authorising the selection of other banks. | 
The Senator has not stated the provisions of the 


bill accurately; so far from not authorizing, it ` 


expressly authorizes the selection of other banks 
where there are now none; but I presume he in- 
tended to limit his remarks to places where there 
are no existing banks of deposit. Thus limited, 
the fact is as he states; but it by no means cX- 
plains the extraordinary omission (for such I 


to the existing banks, as well as those hereafter | 
to be selected. If the public service requires ad- ' 
ditional banks at New York and other important | 


points, in consequence of the vast sums deposited į; 


there, as I readily agree it does if no disposition | 
is to be made of the surplus, it is certainly a very : 


t 
good reason for enlarging the provisions of the || 
bill, by authorizing the Secretary to select other || 


banks at those points; but it is impossible for | 
me to comprehend how it proves that the regula- 
tions which the amendment proposes to impose |; 
should be exclusively limited to such newly-se- || 
lected banks. Nor do I sce why the Senator has 
not observed the same rule in this case as that ; 
which he adopted in reference to the compensa- | 
tion the banks ought to pay for the use of the j; 
public money. He omitted to provide for any 
compensation, on the ground that his amendment i 
proposed to dispose of all the surplus money, | 
leaving in the possession of the banks a sum | 
barely sufficient to meet the current expenditure, 
for the use of which he did not consider it right to 
charge a compensation. On the same principle, | 
it was unnecessary to provide for the selection of :] 
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the aggregate of the balance in their favor with 
other specie-paying banks, shall be equal to one 
fifth of the entire amount of their notes and bitis 
in circulation, and their publicand private depos- 


' its—a sum, as is believed, sufficient to keep them 


i ie 
in a sound and solvent condition. 
i ment, on the contrary, provides that the bank 


The amend- 


‘shall keep in their own vaults, or the vaulis of 
‘other banks, specie equal to one fourth of its 


additional banks where there are now banks of | 
deposit, as they would be ample if the surplus ; 
was disposed of. In this I understood the Sen- 
ator himself to concur. 

But it is not only in the important point of ex- 
tending the regulations to the existing banks of | 
deposit that the bill and the amendment differ. 
There is a striking difference between them in 
reference to the authority of Congress over the 
banks of deposit embraced both in the bill and the 
amendment. The latter, following the provision 
in the charter of the late Bank of the United 
States, authorizes the Secretary to withdraw the 
public deposits, and to discontinue the use of any 
of the banks, whenever, in his opinion, such bank 
shall have violated the conditions on which it has 
been employed, or the public funds are not safe 
in its vaults, with the simple restriction, that he 
shall report the fact to Congress. We know from 
experience 
striction imposes. 


It not only requires the con- 
ouses of Congress to overrule 
the act of the Secretary, where his power may be 
improperly exercised, but the act of Congress 
itself, intended to control such exercise of power, 
may be overruled by the veto of the President, | 
atw 
to leave the control of the banks virtually under 
the control of the Executive Department of the | 
Government. To obviate this, the bill vests the | 
Secretary with the power simply of withdrawing | 
the deposits and suspending the use of the bank 
as a place of deposit, and provides that, if Con- 
gress shall not confirm the removal, the deposits 
shall be returned to the bank after the termination 
of the next session of Congress. 

The next point of difference is of far less im- 
portance, and is only mentioned as tending to 


sioners of loans, without compensation, in like 
manner as was the duty of he late Bank of the 
United States and its branches, under its charter. | 
of paying the pen- | 
sioners—a very heavy branch of disbursement, 
and attended with considerable expense, and 


| which will be saved to the Government under the |! 
bal, but. | $5,000,000 


bili, but will be lost if the. amendment should ' 
revail. i 
Another difference remains to be pointed out, » 
relating to the security of the deposits. With so 
large an amount of publie money in their vaults, 
it is important that the banks should always be 
provided with ample means tọ meet their engage- | 
ments. With this view, the bill 


provides that | 
the specie in the vaults of the several banks, and |i 


how slight is the check which this re- || 


|, making 


hose will the Secretary holds his place, so as |i 


| there would be a permanent surpl 


' make up the deficit. 
` consideration the important subject of the surplus 
` revenue, and with it the qu 
- and universally asked, 


, t ul S > ‘ notes and bills in circulation, and the balance of 
must consider it) of not extending the regulations |; 


its accounts with other banks payable on de- 
mand. 

I regret that the Senator has thought proper to 
change the phraseology, and to use terms less clear 
and explicit than those in the bill. Tam not cer- 


| tain that I comprehend the exact meaning of the 


provision in the amendment. What is meant by 
specie in the vaults of other banks? Ina general 
sense, all deposits are considered as specic; but I 
cannot suppose that to be the meaning in this 
instance, as it would render the provision in a 


| great measure inoperative. I presume the amend- 


ment means special deposits in gold and silver in 


‘ other banks, placed there for safe-keeping, or to 


be drawn on, and not to be used by the bank in 
which it is deposited. Taking that to be the 
meaning, what is there to prevent the same sum 
from being twice counted in estimating the means 
of the several banks of deposit? Take. two of 
them, one having $100,000 in specie in its vaults, 
and the other the same amount in the vaults of 
the other bank, which, in addition, has, besides, 
another $100,000 of its own, what is there to pre- 
vent the latter from returning, under the amend- 
ment, $200,000 of specie in its vaults, while the 
former would return $100,000 in its own vaults, 
and another in the vaults of the other bank, 
„in the aggregate, between them, $400,000, 
when, in reality, the amount in both would be 


| but $300,000? 


But this is not the only difference between the 
bill and the amendment, in this particular, deserv- 
ing of notice. The object of the provision is to 
compel the banks of are to have, atall times, 
ample means to meet their liabilities, so that the 
Governmentshould have sufficient assurance that 
the public moneys in their vaults would be forth- 
coming when demanded. With this view, the 
bill provides that the available means of the banks . 
shall never be less than one fifth of its aggregate 
liabilities, including bills, notes, and deposits, 
public and private, while the amendment entirely 
omits the private deposits, and includes only the 
balance of its deposits with other banks. This 
omission is the more remarkable, inasmuch as 
the greater portion of the liabilities of the deposit 
banks must, with the present large surplus result 
from their deposits, as every one who is familar 
with banking operations will readily perceive. 

I have now presented to the Senate the several 
points of difference which I deem material be- 
tween the bill and the amendment, with such re- 
marks as to enable them to form their own o in- 
ion in reference to the difference, so that the 
may decide how far the assertion is true wit 
which I set out, that, wherever they differ, the 
amendment favors the banks against the interests 
of the public, and the Executive against thé 
banks. 

The Senator, acting on the supposition that 
us beyond the 
which neither 


expenditure of the Government, 


justice nor regard to the public interest would 


permit to 


remain in the banks, has extended the 
provision ith great- propri- 


s of his amendment, w 

ety, so as to comprehend a plan to withdraw the 
surplus from the banks. His plan is to vest the 
commissioners of the sinking fand with authority 
to estimate, at the beginning of every quarter, 
the probable receipts and expenditures of the 
quarter; and if, in their opinion, the receipts, with 
the money in the Treasury, shounl exceed the 
estimated expenditure by a certain sum—say 
— the excess should be vested in State 
stocks; and if it should fall short of that sum, a 
sufficient amount of the stocks should be sold to 
We have thus presented for 


estion so anxiously 
‘what shall be done with 
the surplus?” shall it be expended by the Gov. 
ernment, or remain where it is, or be disposed of 
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depend. o] 

But before we enter on the discussion of this 
important question, it will be proper to ascertain 
what will be the probable available means of the 
year, in order that some conception may be 
formed of the probable surplus which may re- 
main, by comparing it with the appropriations 
that may be authorized. 

According to the late report of the Secretary 
of the Treasury,there was deposited in the several 
banks little upwards of $33,000,000 at the term- 
ination of the first quarter of the year, not in- 
cluding the sum of about $3,000,000 deposited by 
the disbursing agents of the Government. The. 
same report stated the receipts of the quarter at 
about $11,000,000, of which lands and customs 
yielded nearly an equal amount. Assuming for 
the three remaining quarters an equal amount, it 
would give for the entire receipts of the year 
$44,000,000. I agree with the Senator, that this 
sum is too large. The customs will probably 
average an amount throughout the year corre- 
sponding with the receipts of the first quarter; 
but there probably will be a considerable falling 
off in the receipts from the public lands. Assuming 
$7,000,000 as the probable amount, which I pre- 
sume will be ample, the receipts of the year, 
subtracting that sum from $44,000,000, will be 
$37,000,000; and subtracting from that $11,000,- | 
000, the receipts of the first quarter, would leave 
$26,000,000 as the pee receipts of the last 
three quarters. Add to this sum $33,000,000, the 
amount in the Treasury on the last day of the 
first quarter, and it gives $59,000,000. To this 
add the amount of stock in the United States 
Bank, which at the market price is worth at least 
$7,000,000, and we have $66,000,000, which I 
consider at the least amount at which the proba- 
ble available means of the year can be fairly esti- 
mated. It will probably very considerably exceed | 
this amount. The range may be put down at be- | 
tween $66,000,000 and $73,000,000, which may , 
be considered as the two extremes between which | 


the means of the year may vibrate. But in order || 


to be safe, I have assumed the least of the two. 
The first question which I propose to consider | 
is, shall this sum be expended by the Govern- | 


ment in the course of the year? A sum nearly || 


equal to the entire debt of the war of the Revo- | 
lution, by which the liberty and independence of 
these States were established; more than five 
times greater than the expenditure of the Govern- | 
ment at the commencement of the present Admin- 
istration, deducting the payments on account of 
the public debt, and more than four times greater | 
than the average annual expenditure of the pres- 
ent Administration, making the same deduction, 
extravagantasitsexpenditurehas been. Thevery | 
magnitude of the sum decides the question against | 
expenditure. It may be wasted, thrown away, 
but it cannot be expended. There are not ob- 
jects on which to expend it; for proof of which 

appeal to the appropriations already made and 
contemplated, We have passed the Navy appro- 
priations, which, as liberal as they are admitted 
to beonall sides, are raised only about $2,000,000, 
compared with the appropriations of the last 
year. The appropriations for fortifications, sup- 
posing the bills now pending should pass, will 
amount to about $3,500,000, and would exceed 
the ordinary appropriations, assuming them at 
$1,000,000, which I hold to be ample, by 
$2,500,000. Add a million for ordnance, seven 
or eight for Indian treaties, and four for Indian 
wars, and supposing the companies ef the regu- 
lar Army to be filled as recommended by the War 
Department, the aggregate amount, including the 
ordinary expenditures, would be between thirty 
and thirty-five millions, and would leave a bal- 
ance of at least $30,000,000 in the Treasury at 
the end of the year. 

But suppose objects could be devised on which 
to expend the whole of the available means of the 
year, it would still be impossible to make the 
expenditure, without immense waste and confu- 


necessarily be a work of time; but, without it, so 
sudden and great an increase of expenditure 
would necessarily be followed by inextricable 
confusion and heavy losses. 

But suppose this difficulty overcome, and suit- 
able objects could be devised, would it be advis- 
able to make the expenditure? Would it be wise 
to draw so vast an amount of productive labor, 
to be employed in unproductive objects, in build- 
ing fortifications—dead walls, and in lining the 
interior frontier witha large military force, neither 
of which would adda centto the productive power 
of the country ? 

The ordinary expenditure of the Government, 
under the present Administration, may be esti- 
mated, say, at $18,000,000; a sum exceeding by 
five or six millions, what, in my opinion, is suffi- 
cient for a just and efficient administration of the 
Government. 
would leave $48,000,000 as the surplus, if the 


Taking eighteen from sixty-six, | 


affairs of the Government had been so admin- . 
istered as to avoid the heavy expenditures of the . 


year, which, I firmly believe, with early and pru- , 
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'! undergoing a great and hazardous change. Nor 


< is the feeling much less strong, that the vast in 


crease of the patronage and influence of the Gov- 


dent counsel might have been effected. The ex- :' 


penditure of this sum, estimating labor at twenty 


dollars a month, would require two hundred thou- j 


sand operatives, equal to one third of the whole 


‘number of laborers employed in producing the 
‘great staple of our country, which is spreading 


wealth and prosperity over the land, and con- 
trolling, in a great measure, the commerce and 


. manufactures of the world. But take what will 


i be the actual surplus, and estimate that at half 
i the sum, which, with prudence and economy, it 
might have been, and it would require the sub- 


| Would it, I again repeat, be wise to draw off this 
immense mass of productive labor in order to 
| employ it in building fortifications, and swelling 


|| the military establishment of thecountry ? Would 


it add to the strength of the Union, or give in- 
| creased security to its liberty, or accelerate its 


i ernment was constituted. 

| ‘To ascertain how the strength of any country 
' may be best developed, its peculiar state and con- 
| dition must be taken into consideration. Looking 


i to our free institutions, the main source of our 
growing greatness and power is to be found in 


| wealth, and facility of intercourse? If we desired 
: to see our country powerful, we ought to avoid 


; in particular, ought to make the smallest possible 
draft, consistent with our peace and security, on 
the productive powers of the country. Let these 
| have the freest possible play. Leave the resources 
| of individuals under their own direction, to be 
employed in advancing theirs and their country’s 


| least amount required for the expenditure of the 


from their present productive pursuits to the un- 
productive employment of the Government, ex- 
cepting such as the public service may render 
indispensable. Who can doubt that such a policy 
| would add infinitely more to the power and 
strength of the country than the extravagant 
scheme of spending millions on fortifications and 
the increase of the military establishment? 

Let us next examine how the liberty of the 
country may be affected by the scheme of dis- 
posing of the surplus by disbursements; and here 

would ask, is the liberty of the country at 
present in a secure and stable condition? and if 
not, by what is it endangered? and will an in- 
crease of disbursements augment or diminish the 
danger? 

Whatever may be the diversity of opinion upon 
other points, there is not an intelligent individual 
of any party, who regards his reputation, that 


sion. To expend so large an amount regularly 
and methodically, would require a vast. increase 


will venture to deny that the liberty of the coun- 
try is at this time more insecure and unstable than 


wealth and prosperity, with the extraction of the ` 


traction of one hundred thousand operatives from , 
their present useful employment, to be employed | 
in the unproductive service of the Government. . 


| prosperity ?—the great objects for which the Gov- | 


ji to ours with this view, who can doubt that, next | 


ernment are the cause of the great and fearful 


` change which is so extensively affecting the char- 


acter of our people and institutions. ‘The effect 
of increasing the expenditures at this time, so as 
to absorb the surplus, would be to double the 
number of those who live, or expect to live, by 
the Government, and in the same degree augment 
its patronage and influence, and accelerate that 


‘ downward course, which, if not arrested, must 


speedily terminate in the overthrow of our free 
Institutions. 

These views I hold to be decisive against the 
wild attempt to absorb the immense means of the 
Government by the expenditures of the year. In 
fact, with the exception of a few individuals, all 
seem to regard the scheme cither as impracticable 
or unsafe; but there are others who, while they 
condemn the attempt of disposing of the surplus 
by immediate expenditures, believe it can be safely 
and expediently expended, in a period of four or 
five years, on what they choose to call the de- 
fenses of the country. 

In order to determine how far this opinion is 
correct, it will be necessary first to ascertain what 
will be the available means of the next four or 
five years; by comparing which with what ought 
to be the expenditure, we may determine whether 
the plan would or would not be expedient. In 
making the calculation, I will take the term of 
five years, including the present, and which of 
course will comprehend 1840; after the termina- 
tion of which, the duties above twenty per cent. 
are to go off, by the provisions of the compromise 
act, in eighteen months, when the revenue is to 


. be reduced to the economical and just wants of 


the Government. 

The available means of the present year, as I 
have already shown, willequal atleast $66,000,000. 
That of the next succeeding four years (including 
1840) may be assumed to be $21,000,000 annually. 


: The reason for this assumption may be seen in 


the report of the select committee 4t the last ses- 
sion, which I have reviewed, and in the correct- 
ness of which I feel increased confidence. The 
amount may fall short, but will certainly not 
exceed the estimate in the report, unless some 
unforeseen event should occur. Assuming, then, 
$21,000,000 as the average receipts of the next 
four years, it will give an aggregate of $84,000,000, 
which, added to the available means of this year, 


‘ will give $150,000,000 as the sum that will be 
, at the disposal of the Government for the period 


' our great and astonishing increase of numbers, || 


assumed. Divide the sum by five, the number 


' of years, and it will give $30,000,000 as the 


j any measure opposed to their development, and, | 


Government; and draw off not a single laborer | 


average annual available means of the period. — 
The next question for consideration is, will it 
be expedient to raise the disbursement during the 


| period to an average expenditure of $30,000,000 


| tion directly. 


annually? The first and strong objection to the 
scheme is, that it would leave in the deposit 
banks a heavy surplus during the greater part of 
the time, beginning with a surplus of upwards 
of thirty millions at the commencement of next 
year, and decreasing at the rate of eight or nine 
millions a year, till the termination of the period. 
But, passing this objection by, I meet the ques- 
It would be highly inexpedient 
and dangerous to attempt to keep up the dis- 
bursements at so high a rate. I ask, on what 
shall this money be expended? Shall it be ex- 

nded by a great increase of the military estab- 
lightnent? by anenlargementof the py aa ahaa 
for fortifications, ordnance, and the Navy, far 
beyond what is proposed for the present year? 
Have those who advocate the scheme reflected to 
what extent this enlargement must be carried to 
absorb so great a sum? Even this year, with the 
extraordinary expenditures upon Indian treaties 
and Indian wars, and with profuse expenditure 
in every other branch of service, the aggregate 
amount of appropriations will not greatly exceed 
thirty millions of dollars, and that of disburse- 
ments will not probably equal that sum. To 
what extent, then, must the appropriations for 
the Army, the Navy, the fortifications, and the 
like, be carried, in order to absorb that. sum, 
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especially with a declining expenditure in several 
branches of service, particularly in the pensions, 
which, during the period, will fall off more than 


1 
{ 


i 


a million of dollars? But, in order to take a full : 


view of the folly and danger of the scheme, it 
will be necessary to extend our view beyond 
1842, in order to form some opinion of what will 
be the income of the Government when the tariff 
shall be so reduced under the compromise act 
that no duty shall exceed twenty per cent. ad 
valorem. I Know that any estimate made at this 
time cannot be considered much more than con- 
jectural, but still it would be imprudent to adopt 
a system of expenditure now, without taking 
into consideration the probable state of the rev- 
enue a tew years hence. 

After bestowing due reflection on the subject, 
I am of the impression that the income from the 
imposts, after the period in question, will not ex- 
ceed ten million dollars. It will probably fall be- 
low, rather than rise above that sum. Lecsaine 
as the basis of this estimate, that our consump- 
tion of foreign articles will not then exceed one 
hundred and fifty million dollars. We all know 
that the capacity of the country to consume de- 
pends upon the value of its domestic exports and 
the profits of its commerce and navigation. Of 
its domestic exports it would not be safe to assume 
any considerable increase in an article except 
coiton. To what extent the production and con- 
sumption of this great staple, which puts in mo- 
tion so vast an amount of the industry and com- 
merce of the world, may be increased between 
now and 1842, is difficult to conjecture; but I 
deem it unsafe to suppose that it can be so in- 
creased as to extend the capacity of the countr 
to consume beyond the limits Í have assigned. 
Assuming, then, the amount which I have, and 
dividing the imports into free and dutiable arti- 
cles, the latter, according to the existing propor- 
tion between the two descriptions, would amount 


in value to something less than seventy million - 


dollars. According to the compromise act, no 
duty, 
twenty per cen 
that down to five or six per cent. 
r cent. as the average, which wo 
ly full high, and allowing 
collection, the netincome wou 
than ten million dollars. 


t., and the rates would range from 


uld be proba- 
for the expenses of 


after the period in question, can exceed | 


Taking fifteen | 


ld be something less 


The income from public lands is still more con- : 


jectural than that from customs. There are so 
many an 


ing this source of the public income, that it is 


exceedingly difficult to form even a conjectural ; 


estimate as to itsamount beyond the current year. 
But in the midst of this uncertainty one fact may 
be safely assumed, that the purchases during the 
last year, and thus far this, greatly exceed the 
steady progressive demand for public lands, from 
increased popu 
tion to the new States and Territories. 
the purchases have been unquestiona 
upon speculation, 
must, of course, come into market hereafter in 
competition with the lands of the Government, 
and to that extent must reduce the income from 
their sales. Estimating even the demand for 
public lands from what it was previous to the 
recent large sales, and taking into estimate the 
increased population and wealth of the country, 
ldo not consider it safe to assume more than 
$5,000,000 annually fro e 
enue, which, added to the customs, would give 
for the annual receipts between fourteen and fif- 
teen million dollars after 1842. J 
I now ask whether it would be prudent to raise 
the public expenditure to the sum of $30,000,000 
annually, during the intermediate period, with the 
rospect that they must be suddenly reduced to 
alt of that amount? Who does not see the fierce 
conflict which must follow between those who 
may be interested in 


Much of 


increase of the duties as 
them up? Lappeal tothe Senators from the South, 
whose constituents have so deep an interest in 
low duties, to resist a course 50 impolitic, unwise, 
and extravagant, and which, if adopted, might 
again renew the tariff, so rece 
such hazardous and strenuous efforts, 
oppression and disaster. Let us reme 


with allits 
mber what 


d such various causes in operation affect- | 


lation, and the consequent emigra- ; 
i| that I greatly fear th 
bly made | 
with a view to resales, and | 
i| themselves, 


m this branch of the rev- | 


keeping up the expenditures | 
and those who have an equal interest against an | 
the means of keeping . 


ntly thrown off by | 


|| of this mighty combination, 


Public Deposits—Mr. Calhoun. 


occurred in the fatal session of ’28. With a folly 
unparalleled, Congress then raised the duties toa 
rate so enormous as to average one half the value 
of the imposts, when on the eve of discharging 
the debt, and when, of course, there would be no 
objects on which the immense income from such 


| tionally expended. It is amazing that there was 
‘ such blindness then as not to see what has since 
followed—the sudden discharge of the debt, and 


| an overflowing Treasury, without the means of 


| absorbing the surplus; the violent conflict result- 
| ing from such a state of things; and the vast in- 
| crease of the power and patronage of the Govern- 
ment, with all its corrupting consequences. We 
iare now about, I fear, to commit an error of a 
| different character; to raise the expenditure far 
; beyond ail example in time of peace, and, with a 


extravagant duties could be justly and constitu- | 
j and worthless rags. 


| decreasing revenue, which must, with equal cer- 
tainty, bring on another conflict not much less 
, dangerous, in which the struggle will not be to 
| find objects to absorb an overflowing Treasury, 
“but to devise means to continue an expenditure 
i far beyond the just and legitimate wants of the 
; country. It is easy to foresee that, if we are thus 
i blindly to go on in the management of our affairs, 
‘| without regard to the future, the frequent and vio- 
| lent concussions, which must follow from such 
i folly, cannot but end in a catastrophe that will 
; engulf our political institutions. 

| With such decided objeotions to the dangerous 
| and extravagant scheme of absorbing the surplus 
| by disbursements, 
‘tion, Shall the public money remain where it 
‘now is? Shall the present extraordinary state 
of things, without example or parallel, continue, 
of a Government calling itself free, extracting 
from the people millions beyond what it can ex- 
pend, and placing the vast sum in the custody of 
a few monopolizing corporations, selected at the 
sole will of the Executive, and continued during 
his pleasure, to be used as their own, from the 
time it is collected until it isdisbursed? To this 
question there must burst from the lips of every 
man who loves his country and its institutions, 
and who is the emmy of monopoly, injustice, 
and oppression, an indignant no. And here let 
me express the pleasure I feel that the Senator 
from New York, in moving his amendment, how- 
ever objectionable his scheme, has placed himself 
in opposition to the continuance of the present 
unheard-of and dangerous state of things; and I 
add, as a simple act of justice, that the tone and 
temper of his remarks in support of his amend- 
ment were characterized by a courtesy and liber- 
ality which I, on my part, shall endeavor to 
imitate. But I fear, notwithstanding this favor- 
| able indication in so influential a quarter, the 
very magnitude of the evil (too great to be con- 
cealed) will but serve to perpetuate it. So great 
and various are the interests enlisted in its favor, 
at all the efforts of the wise 
tic to arrest it will proveunavailing. At 
of these stand the depository banks 
with their numerous stockholders 
40,000,000 of capital and 


and patrio 
the head 


and officers; with their $ 
an equal amount of public deposits associated 
into one great combination, extending over the 
whole Union, under the influence and control of 
the Treasury Department. The whole weight 
so deeply interested 
in the continuance of the present state of things, 
is opposed to-any change. To this powerful 
combination must be added the numerous and 
influential body who are dependent on those 
banks to meet their engagements, and who, what- 
ever may be their political opinions, must be 
alarmed at any change which may limit their 
discounts and accommodation. Then come the 
stock-jobbers, a growing and formidable class, 
who live by raising and depressing stocks, and 
who behold in the present state of things the 
most favorable opportunity of carrying on their 
dangerous and corrupting pursuits. With the 
control which the Secretary of the Treasury has 
|| over the banks of deposit, through transfer war- 
|| rants, with the power of withdrawing the deposits 
| at Lees he may, whenever he chooses, raise 
|| and depress the stock of any bank; and, if dis- 
posed to use this tremendous power for corrupt | 
purposes, may make the fortunes of the initiated, 

and overwhelm in sudden ruin those not in the 


I proceed to the next ques- | 


|, know that the price of stock rises 


| States have no stocks, 
| erable amount, three o 
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secret. To the stock -jobbers must be added spec- 
ulators of every hue and form, and, in particular, 


l| the speculators in public lands, who, by the use 


| of the public funds, are rapidly divesting the 


' people of the noble patrimony left by our ances- 
tors in the public domain, by giving in exchange 
| what may in the end prove to be broken credit 
To these we must add the 
artful and crafty politicians who wield this mighty 
combination of interests for political purposes. 
Tam anxious to avoid mingling party polities in 
` this discussion; and that I may not even seem to 
-do so, Í shall not attempt to exhibit, in all its 
i details, the fearful and, I was about to add, the 
overwhelming power which the present state of 
| things places in the hands of those who have 
control of the Government, and which, if it be 
not wielded to overthrow our institutions and 
| destroy all responsibility, must be attributed to 
their want of inclination, and not to their want 
of means. 

Such is the power and influence interested to 
| continue the public money where it is now depos- 
j ited. To these there are opposed the honest, vir- 
| tuous, and patriotic of every party, who behold 
|in the continuance of the present state of things 
almost certain convulsion and overthrow of our 
liberty. There would be found on the same side 
the great mass of the industrious and laboring 
portion of the community, whose hard earnings 
are extracted from them without their knowledge, 
were it not that what is improperly taken from 
them is successfully used as the means of deceiv- 
ing and controlling them. If such was not the 
case, if those who make could see how those who 
profit are enriched at their expense, the present 
state of things would not be endured for a mo- 
ment; but as it is I fear that, from misconception 
and consequent want of union and coöperation, 
things may continue as they are, till it will be too 
late to apply a remedy. Í trust, however, that 
| such will not be the fact; that the people will be 
roused from their false security, and that Con- 

ress will refuse to adjourn till an efficient remedy 
is applied. In this hope I recur to the inquiry, 
what shall that remedy be? Shall we adopt the 
measure recommended by the Senator from New 
York which, as has been stated, proposes to 
i authorize the commissioners of the sinking fund 
! to ascertain the probable income of each quarter, 
and if there should be a probable excess above 
five million dollars, to vest the surplus in the pur- 
chase of State stocks; but if there should be a 
deficiency, to sell so much of the stock previously 
purchased as would make up the difference. 

I regret that the Senator has not furnished a 
| statement of facts sufficiently full to enable us to 
form an opinion of what will be the practical oper- 
ation of his scheme. He has omitted, for in- 
stance, to state what is the aggregate amount of 
i stocks issued by the several States—a fact indis- 
| pensable in order to ascertain how the price of 
| the stocks would be affected by the application of 
,the surplus to their purchase. All who are in 
| the least familiar with subjects of this kind must 
proportionably 
plied to their pur- 
hat the probable 


with the amount of the sum ap 
| chase. I have already shown t 
- surplus at the end of this year, notwithstanding 
ithe extravagance of the appropriations, will be 
| between thirty and thirty-five millions, and before 
we can decide understandingly whether this great 
sum can with propriety be applied as the Senator 
| proposes, we should know whether the amount 
| of State stocks be sufficient to absorb it without 
| raising their price extravagantly high. 

The Senator should also have informed us, not 
only as to the amount of the stock, but how it is 
distributed among the States, in order to enable 
| us to determine whether his scheme would oper- 
i ate equally between them. In the absence of 
' correct information on both of these points, we 
are compelled to, use such as we may possess, 
however defective and uncertain, in order to make 
| up our mind on his amendment. 
| We all know, then, that while several of the 
and many a very inconsid- 
f the largest States, Penn- 
Ohio, and New York, have a very large 
i amount, not less in the aggregate, if I am cor- 
i rectly informed, than thirty-five or forty millions. 


| sylvania, 


| What amount is held by the rest of the States is 
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plus, as proposed to be applied by the Senator, 
would be exceedingly unequal among the States, 
and that the advantage of the application would 
mainly accrue to these three States. To meet 
these objections, the Senator, while he does not 
deny that the application of the surplus will 
greatly raise the price of stocks, insists that the 
States issuing them will not derive any benefit 
from the advance, and consequently have no in- 
terest In the question of the application of the 
surplus to their purchase. 

If by States he means the government of the 
States, the view of the Senator may be correct. 
They may, as he says, have but little interest in 
the market value of their stocks, as it must be 
redeemed by the same amount, whether that be 
high or low. But if we take a more enlarged 
view, and comprehend the people of the State as 
well as the government, the argument entirely 
fails. The Senator will not deny that the holders 
have a deep interest in the application of so large 
a sum as the present surplus in the purchase of 
their stocks. He will not deny that such appli- 
cation must greatly advance the price; and, of 
course, in determining whether the States having 
stocks will be benefited by applying the surplus 
as he proposes, we must first ascertain who are 
the holders. Where do they reside? Are they 
foreigners residing abroad? If so, would it be 
wise to apply the public money so as to advance 
the interests of foreigners, to whom the States 
are under no obligation, but honestly to pay to 
them the debts which they have contracted? But 
if not held by foreigners, are they held by citi- 
zens of such States? If such be the fact, will 
the Senator deny that those States will be deeply ; 
interested in the application of the surplus as i] 
proposed in his amendment, when the effects of || 
such application must be, as is conceded on all ' 
sides, greatly to enhance the price of the stocks, 
and consequently to increase the wealth of their ` 


| 


citizens? Let us suppose that, instead of pur- |) s > 1 
| and that on review he will concur with me, that 
stituents are interested, the Senator’s amendment | 


chasing the stocks of the States in which his con- 


had proposed to apply the present enormous sur- 
plus to the purchase of cotton, or slaves, in which ; 


the constituents of southern Senators are inter- |: 


ested, would any one doubt that the cotton-grow- | 
ing or slaye-holding States would have a deep 
interest in the question? It will not be denied 
that, if so applied, their price would be greatly’. 
advanced, and the wealth of their citizens propor- 
tionably increased. Precisely the same effect 
would result from the application to the purchase 
of stocks, with like benefits to the citizens of the 


} 
i 


The principle is the same in both cases. ' 


But there is another view of the subject which 
demands most serious consideration. Assuming, ` 
what will not be questioned, that the application : 


of the surplus, as proposed by the amendment, || 


will be very unequal among ‘the States, some | 
having little or none, and others a large amount | 
of stocks, the result would necessarily be to 
create, in effect, the relation of debtor and creditor | 
between the States. The States whose stocks | 
might be purchased by the commissioners, would | 
become the debtors of the Government; and as 
the Government would, in fact, be but the agent 
between them and the other States, the latter 
would, in reality, be their creditors. This rela- 
tion between them could not fail to be productive 
of important political consequences which would 
influence all the operations of the Government. 
It would, in particular, have a powerful bearing 
upon the presidential election; the debtor and | 
creditor States each striving to give such a result | 
to the elections as might be favorable to their 
respective interests; the one to exact, and the | 
other to exempt themselves from the payment of | 
the debt. Supposing the three great Prates to 
which I have referred, whose united influence 
would have so decided a control, to be the prin- 
cipal debtor States, as would, in all probability, 
be the fact, it is easy to see that the result would 
be, finally, the release of the debt, and, conse- | 
quently, a correspondent loss to the creditor and | 


b 


gain io the debtor States. 


4 


themselves. The next question is, in whom is 


the exercise of this power to be vested? Where » 


shall we find individuals sufficiently detached from 
the politics of the day, and whose virtue, patriot- 
ism, disinterestedness, and firmnesscan raise them 
so far above political and sinister motives, as to 
exercise powers so high and influential, exclu- 
sively for the public good, without any view to 
personal or political aggrandizement ? Who has 
the amendment selected as standing aloof from 

olitics, and possessing these high qualifications? 

Vho are the present commissioners of the sink- 
ing fund, to whom this high and responsible 
trust is to be confided? At the head stands the 
Vice President of the United States, with whom 


the Chief Justice of the United States, the Sec- | 


retary of State, the Secretary of the Treasury, 
and the Attorney General are associated ; all party 
men, deeply interested in the maintenance of power 


a law, to party purposes. I do not say it would 
be so applied; but J must ask, would it be pru- 
dent, would it. be wise, would it he seemly, to 
rest such great and dangerous powers in those 
who have so strong a motive to abuse it, and 
who, if they should have elevation and virtue 


enough to resist the temptation, would still be > 


suspected of having used the power for sinister 
and corrupt purposes? Iam persuaded, in draw- 
ing the amendment, that the Senator from New 
York has, without due reflection on the impro- 
priety of vesting the power where he proposes, 


' States would prefer to refund their quota, rather 


' than to raise the imposts to meet the deficit; but 


© he insists that the contrary would be the case 


-With the manufacturing States, which would 
prefer to increase the imposts to refunding their 
quota, on the ground that the increase of the 
duties would promote the interests of manufac- 
tures. I cannot agree with the Senator that 
those States would assume a position so utterly 
untenable as to refuse to refund a deposit which 
their faith would be plighted to return, and rest 
the refusal on the ground of preferring to laya 
tax, because it would be a bounty to them, and 
would consequently throw the whole burden of 
the tax on the other States. But, be this as it 
may, I can tell the Senator that, if they should 
take a course so unjust and monstrous, he may 
be assured that the other States would most 
unquestionably resist the increase of the imposts, 

i so that the Government would have to take its 

: choice, either to go without the money, or call 
on the States to refund the deposits. ‘But I so 

' far agree with the Senator as to believe that Con- 
gress would be very reluctant to make the call; 
that it would not make it till, from the wants of 
the Treasury, it should become absolutely neces- 
sary; and that, in order to avoid such necessity, 
it would resort to a just and proper economy in 

, the public expenditures as the preferable alterna- 


‘| tive. [see in this, however, much good instead 
in the present hands, and having the strongest ` 
motives to apply the vast power which the amend- | 
ment would confer upon them, should it become | 


inadvertently inserted the provision which he has, | 


should his amendment be adopted, the power 
ought to be vested in others, less exposed to 
temptation,and consequently less exposed to sus- 
picion. 

I have now stated the leading objections to the 


several modes of disposing of the surplus revenue | 


which I propose to consider; and the question 
again recurs, what shall be done with the surplus? 
The Senate is not uninformed of my opinion on 
this important subject. Foreseeing that there 
would be a large surplus, and the mischievous 


: | cansequences that must follow, I moved, during 
States which have issued a large amount df stock. 


the last session, for a select committee, which, 


among other measures, reported a resolution so || 
' to amend the Constitution as to authorize a tem- i 


porary distribution of the surplus among the 


States; but so many doubted whether there would j 


be a surplus at the time, that it rendered all pros- 
pect of carrying the resolution hopeless. My 
Opinion still remains unchanged, that the measure 
then proposed was the best; but so rapid has been 
the accumulation of the surplus, even beyond my 
calculation, and so pressing the danger, that what 
would have been then an efficient remedy would 
now be too tardy to meet the danger, and of course 
another remedy must be devised more speedy in 
its action. 

After bestowing on the subject the most delib- 
erate attention, I have come to the conclusion 
that there is no other so safe, so efficient, and so 
free from objections, as the one I have proposed, 
of depositing the surplus that may remain at the 
termination of the year in the Treasury of the 


several States, in the manner provided for in the | 


amendment. But the Senator from New York 
objects to the measure, that it would, in effect, 
amount to distribution, on the ground, as he 
conceives, that the States would never refund. 
He does not doubt but that they would, if called 
on to refund by the Government; but he says 
that Congress will, in fact, never make the call. 
He rests this conclusion on the supposition that 
there would bea majority of the States opposed 
to it. He admits, in case the revenue should 
hecome deficient, that the southern or staple 


i 


of evil. The Government has long since departed 
from habits of economy, and has fallen into a 
profusion, a waste, and an extravagance in its 
| disbursements rarely equaled by any free State, 
and which threatens the most disastrous conse- 
quences. 
But I am happy to think that the ground on 
which the objection of the Senator stands may 
‘be removed without materially impairing the 
provisions of the bill. It will require but the 
addition of a few words to remove it, by giving 
to the deposits all the advantages without the 
, objections which he proposes by his plan. It 
will be easy to provide that the States shall au- 
thorize the proper officers to give negotiable cer- 
tificates of deposit, which shall not bear interest 
till demanded, when they shall bear the usual 
rates till paid. Such certificates would be, in 
fact, State stocks, every way similar to that in 
| which the Senator proposes to vest the surplus, 
į but with this striking superiority: that, instead 
of being partial.and limited to a few States, they 
would be fairly and justly apportioned.among the 
i severalStates. They would have another striking 
advantage over his. They would create among 
all the members of the Confederacy reciprocally 
the relation of debtor and creditor, in proportion 
to their relative weight in the Union, which, in 
effect, would leave them in their present relation, 
and would, of course, avoid the danger that 
would result from his plan, which, as has been 
shown, would necessarily make a part of the 
States debtors to the rest, with all the danger 
resulting from such relation. 

The next objection of the Senator is to the 
ratio of distribution proposed in the bill, amon 
the States, which he pronounces to be unequal, 
if not unconstitutional. He. insists that the true 
| principle would be to distribute the surplus among 
the States in proportion to the representation in 
the House of Representatives, without including 
the Senators, as is proposed in the bill, for which 
he relies on the fact that, by the Constitution, 
representation and taxation are to be apportioned 
in the same manner among the States. fe 

The Senate will see that the effect of adopting 
the ratio supported by the Senator would be to 
favor the large States, while that in the bill will 
be more favorable to the small. i 

-The State I in part represent occupies a neutral 
position between the two. She cannot be con- 
sidered either a large or a small State, forming, 
as she does, one twenty-fourth part of the Union, 
and of course it is the same to her whichever 
ratio may be adopted. But I prefer the one con- 
tained in my amendment, on the ground that it 
represents the relative weight of the States in the 
Government. It is the weight assigned to them 
in the choice of the President and Vice President, 
in the electoral college, and, of course, in the ad- 
ministration of the laws. It is also that assigned 
to them in the. making of the laws by the action 
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of the two Houses, and corresponds very nearly 
to their weight in the judicial department of the 
Government, the judges being nominated by the 
President and confirmed by the Senate. In addi- 


the belief that it was a wise and magnanimous 
course, in case of doubt, to favor the weaker 
niembers of the Confederacy. The larger can 
always take care of themselves; and, to avoid 
jealousy and improper feelings, ought to act lib- 
erally towards the weaker members of the Con- 
federacy. To which may be added, that I am of 
the impression that, even on the principle assumed 
by the Senator that the distribution of the sur- 
it fe ought to be apportioned on the ratio with 
direct taxation, (which may be well doubted,) 
the ratio which I support would conform in prac- 
tice more Dearly to the principle than that which 
he supports. lt is a fact not generally known, 
that representation in the other House, and direct 
taxes, should they be laid, would be very far 
from being equal, although the Constitution pro- 
vides that they should be. The inequality would 
result from the mode of apportioning the Repre- 
sentatives. Instead of apportioning them among 
the States, as near as may be, as directed by the 
Constitution, an artificial mode of distribution 
has been adopted, which, in its effects, gives to 
the large States a greater number, and to the 
small a less, than that to which they are entitled. 
I would refer those who may desire to under- 
stand how this inequality is effected, to the dis- 
cussion in this body on the apportionment bill, 
under the last census. So great is this inequality, 
that, were a direct tax to be laid, New York, for 
instance, would have at least three members more 
than her apportionment of the tax would require. 
The ratio which I have proposed would, I admit, 
produce as great an inequality in favor of some 
of the small States, particularly the old, whose 
population is nearly stationary; but, among the 
new and growing members of the Confederacy, 
which constitute the greater portion of the sma!! 
States, it would not give them a larger share of 
the deposits than what they would be entitled to 
on the principle of direct taxes. But the objec- 
tion of the Senator to the ratio of distribution, 
like his objection to the condition on which the 
bill proposes to make it, is a matter of small 
comparative consequence. I am prepared, in the 
moni of concession, to adopt either, as one or 
the other may be more acceptable to the Senate. 

It now remains to compare the disposition of 
the surplus proposed in the bill with the others I 
have discussed; and, unless I am greatly de- 
ceived, it possesses great advantages over them. 
Compared with the scheme of expending the 
surplus, its advantage is, that it would avoid the 
extravagance and waste that must result from 
suddenly more than quadrupling the expendi- 
tures, without a corresponding organization in 
the disbursing department of the Government to 
enforce economy and responsibility. It would 
also avoid the diversion of so large a portion of 
the industry of the country from its present use- 
ful direction to unproductive cbjects, with heavy 
loss to the wealth and prosperity of the country 
as has been shown, while it would, at the same 


culiar to itself. Among these, one of the most 
prominent is, that it provides the only efficient 
remedy for the deep-seated disease which now 


š J | : f | afflicts the body-politic, and which threatens to 
tion, I was influenced in selecting the ratio by 


time, avoid the increase of the patronage and in- : 


fluence of the Government, with all their cor- 
ruption and danger to the liberty and institutions 


of the country. Butits advantages would not be | 
limited simply to avoiding the evil of extravagant | 


and useless disbursements. It would confer pos- 
itive benefits, by enabling the States to discharge 
their debts, and complete a system of internal 


improvements by railroads and canals, which | 


would not only greatly strengthen the bonds of 
the Confederacy, but increase its power, by aug- 
menting infinitely our resources and promo: 
I do not deem it necessary to compare the dis- 
osition of the surplus which is proposed in the 
ill with the dangerous and, I must say, wicked 
scheme of leaving the public funds where they 
are, in the banks of deposit, to be loaned out by 
those institutions to speculators and partisans, 
without authority or control of law. 
Compared wit c il 
ator from New York, it is sufficient, to prove its 


superiority, to say that, while it avoids all the | 


objections to which his is liable, it at the same 
lime possesses all the advantages, with others pe- 


the plan proposed by the Sen- | : 
i: under that impression, and believing that the 


terminate so fatally unless it be speedily and effect- 
ually arrested. 

All who have reflected on the nature of our 
complex system of government, and the dangers 
to which it is exposed, have seen that it is Sus- 
ceptible, from its structure, to two dangers of op- 

, posite character, one threatening consolidation, 
and the other anarchy and dissolution. From the 
beginning of the Government we find a difference 
of opinion among the wise and patriotic, to which 
the Government was most exposed; one part be- 
lieving that the danger was that the Government 
would absorb the reserved power of the States, 
and terminate in consolidation, while the other 
were equally confident that the States would ab- 
sorb the powers of the Government, and the sys- 
tem end in anarchy and dissolution. It was this 
diversity of opinion which gave birth to the two 
great, honest, and patriotic parties which so long 
divided the community, and to the many political 
conflicts which so long agitated the country. 
Time has decided the controversy. We are no 
longer left to doubt that the danger is on the side 
of this Government, and that, if not arrested, the 


system must terminate in an entire absorption of | 


the powers of the States. 


Looking back, with the light which experience | 


has furnished, we now clearly see that both of 
the parties took a false view of the operation of 
the system. 
would be a conflict for power between the Govern- 
ment and the States, arising from a disposition 
on the part of those who, for the time being, cx- 
ercised the powers of the Government, and the 
States, to enlarge their respective powers at the 
expense of each other; and which would induce 
each to watch the other with incessant vigilance. 
Had such proved to be the fact, I readily concede 
that the result would have been the opposite to 
what has occurred, and the Republican, and not 
the Federal party, would have been mistaken as 


to the tendency of the system. But so far from ` 
this jealousy, experience has shown that in the 


operation of the system a majority of the States 
have acted in concert with the Government at all 
times, except upon the eve of a political revolu- 
tion, when one party was about to go out to make 


room for the other to come in; and we now clearly - 


see that this has not been the result of accident, 
but that the habitual operation must necessarily 
be so. 


agent of the States, and that the dominant ma- 
jority of the Union, which elect and control a 
majority of the State Legislatures, would also 
elect those who would control this Government, 
whether thatmajority rested on sectional interests, 
on patronage and influence, or whatever basis it 
might, and that they would use the power both 
of the General and State Governments jointly, 
for aggrandizement and the perpetuation of their 
power. 


as it has proved itself to be, and which any intel- 

ligent observer now sees must necessarily term- 
-inate in a central, absolute, irresponsible, and 
| despotic power. It is this fatal tendency that 
| the measure proposed in the bill is calculated to 
| counteract, and which I believe would prove ef- 
| fective if now applied. It would place the States 
i 
| 
l 


l in the relation in which it was universally believed 


i they would stand to this Government at the time 
| of its formation, and make them those jealous and 
i vigilant guardians of its actions on all measures 

touching the disbursements and expenditure of 
| the Government, and which it was confidently 


: believed they would be, which would arrest the 


: power on earth can. 


But it is objected that the remedy would be too 


I sowerful, and would produce an opposite and 


would be the danger, if permanently applied; and 


present excess of revenue would not continue 
i longer, I have limited the measure to the duration 
| of the compromise act. Thus limited, it will act 


It was admitted by both that there | 


The misconceptien resulted from over- ` 
looking the fact, that the Government is but an. 


Regarded in this light, it is not at all 
surprising that the tendency of the system is such . 


i fatal tendency to the concentration of the entire 
i power of the system in this Government, if any 


equally dangerous tendency. I coincide that such | 


sufficiently long, I trust, to eradicate the present 
disease, without superinducing one of an opposite 
character, 

_ But the plan proposed is supported by its jus- 
tice, as well as these high considerations of polit- 
icalexpediency. Thesurplus money in the Treas- 
ury Is not ours. It properly belongs to those 
who made it, from whom it has been unjustly 
taken. I hold it an unquestionable principle that 
the Government has no right to take a cent from 
the people beyond what is necessary to meet its 
legitimate and constitutional wants. To take 
more intentionally would be robbery; and if the 
Government has not incurred the guilt in the 
present case, its exemption can only be found in 
its folly—the folly of not seeing and guarding 
against a vast excess of revenue, which the most 
ordinary understanding ought to have foreseen 
and prevented. If it were in our power—if we 
could ascertain from whom the vast amount now 
in the Treasury was improperly taken, justice 
would demand that it should be returned to its 
lawful owners. But as that is impossible, thé 
measure next best, as approaching nearest to res- 
titution, is that which 1s proposed, to deposit it 
in the treasuries of the several States, which will 
place it under the disposition of the immediate 
representatives of the people, to be used by them 
as they may think fit till the wants of the Gov- 
ernment may require its return. 

But it is objected that such a disposition would 
| be a bribe to the people. A.bribe to the people! to 
return it to those to whom it justly belongs, and 
from whose pockets it should never have been 
taken. A bribe! to place it in the charge of 
those who are the immediate representatives of 
those from whom we derive our authority, and 
who may employ it so much more usefully than 
we can. But what is to be done? If not returned 
to the people, it must go somehow; and is there 
no danger of bribing those to whom it may go? 
If we disburse it, is there no danger of bribing 
the thousands of agents, contractors, and jobbers 
through whose hands it must pass, and in whose 
pockets, and those of their associates, so large a 
part would be deposited? If, to avoid this, we 
leave it where it is, in the banks, is there no 
danger of bribing the banks in whose custody it 
is, with their various dependents, and the nu- 
merous swarms of speculators which hover about 
them in hopes of participating in the spoil? Is 
there no danger of bribing the political managers, 
who, through the deposits, have the control of 
these banks, and by them of their dependents and 
the hungry and voracious hosts of speculators, 
who have overspread and are devouring the land? 
Yes, literally devouring the land. Finally, if it 
should be vested as proposed by the Senator from 
New York, is there no danger of bribing the 
holders of State stocks, and through them the 
States which have issued them? Are the agents, 
the jobbers, and contractors—are the directorsand 
stockholders of the banks—are the speculators 
and stock-jobbers—are the political managers and 
holders of State securities, the only honest por- 
tion of the community? Are they alone inca- 
pable of being bribed? And are the people the 
least honest and most liable to be bribed? Is this 
the creed of those now in power? of those who 
profess to be the friends of the people, and to 
place implicit eonfidence in their virtue and pa+ 
triotism? í RA f 

I have now stated what, in my opinion, ought 
to be done with the surplus. Another question 
still remains; not what shall, but what will be 
done with the surplus? With a few remarks on 
this question, I shall conclude what I intended to 


say. 
There was a time, in the better days of the 
Republic, when to show what ought to be done, 
was to insure the adoption of the measure. Those 
days have passed away, I fear, forever. A power 
| has risen up in the Government greater than the 
people themselves, consisting of many and vari- 
ous and powerful interests, combined into one 
i mass, and held together by the cohesive power 
of the vast surplus in the banks. This mighty 
combination will be opposed to any change; and 
it is to be feared that such is its influence, that 
no measure to which it is opposed can become a 
| law, however expedient and necessary, and that 
li the public money will remain in their possession, 


650 


APPENDIX TO THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


[April 5, 


247H Cone... 1sT SEss. 


to be disposed of, not as the public interest, but 
as theirs may dictate. The time, indeed, seems 
fast approaching when no law can pass, nor any 
honor be confirmed, from the Chief Magistrate | 
to the tide-waiter, without the assent of this | 
powerful and interested combination, which is 
steadily becoming the Government itself, to the 
utter subversion of the authority of the people. 
Nay, I fear we are in the midst of it; and I look 
ari anxiety to the fate of this measure as the 
test whether we are or not. 

If nothing should be done, if the money which 
justly belongs to the people, be left where it is, 
with the many and overwhelming objections to 
it, the fact will prove that a great and radical 
change has been effected; that the Government is 
subverted; that the authority of the ppe is 
suppressed by a union of the banks and Execu- 
tive—a union a hundred times more dangerous 
than that of church and State, against which the 
Constitution has so jealously guarded. It would 
be the announcement of a state of things from 
which, it is to be feared, there can be no recov- 
ery—a state of boundless corruption, and the 
lowest and basest subserviency. 
the order of Providence that, with the exception 
of these, a people may recover from any other 
evil. Piracy, robbery, and violence of any de- 
scription, may, as history proves, be followed by 
virtue, patriotism, and national greatness; but 
where is the example to be found of a degenerate, 
corrupt, and subservient people, who have ever 
recovered their virtue and patriotism? Their 
doom has ever been the lowest state of wretched- 
ness and misery, scorned, trodden down, and 
obliterated forever from the listof nations. May 
Heaven grant that such may never be our doom? , 


NAVY APPROPRIATION BILL. 


SPEECH OF HON. J. ROBERTSON, 
OF VIRGINIA, 


In rae House or REPRESENTATIVES, 
April 5, 1836. 


The House, as in Committee of the Whole, having under 
eonsideration the Navy Appropriation Bill— 


Mr. ROBERTSON said he had desired to 
address the committee for the purpose of pre- | 
senting his views, not so much in reference to | 
the particular amendment now under considera- | 
tion as upon other more important and interesting | 
topics introduced into the debate. We were now | 


in Committee of the Whole on the state of the |, 


Union, and he should avail himself of the latitude | 
allowed to others, of reviewing, with them, the ! 
general policy of the Administration. He would 

endeavor to accompany his colleague [Mr. Gar- | 
LAND] in his pursuit after truth, and examine | 
how far the party in power had adhered tu those | 
fundamental principles which he, as well as his | 
colleague, professed to venerate. He should | 
compare the promises of that party with their 


performances, and contrast their acts with their i 


professions. | 
Before entering on this examination, he would | 


take occasion to say he would vote for liberal |, 


aopa for every constitutional and proper , 
object. He would do so on the ground of a just | 
economy. But he would sanction no expenditure 
beyond what the public interest and necessity 
required, merely to get rid of our superfluous 


treasure. He was desirous, especially, of placing |; 


the Navy on such a footing as would enable it 
fully to protect our commerce, and to add to the 


glory it had won for the country. The best | 


method of attaining this object he must leave, in 
a great measure, to gentlemen possessed of more 
ractical information. But there were obvious | 
imits to expenditures even for that object. Strong 
objections existed to a large and immediate in- 
crease of the Navy, which, at an early period 
after the commencement of the present Adminis- 
tration, had been fully presente 
to Congress. In the annual message of Decem- | 
ber, 1829, the opinion was expressed that “in | 
time of peace we have need of no more ships of 
war than are requisite to the protection of com- | 
merce; that those not wanted for that purpose 


` serted in a report made to this 


It seems to be . 


dey the President || 


Navy Appropriation Bill—Mr. Robertson. 


Ho. or Reps. 


useless, and that we should discontinue building 
ships of the first and second class, and look rather 
to the collection of ample materials.”’ 
Mr. R. said he was opposed to lavish appro- 
‘ priations, not for the Navy only, but to those 
which seemed to be contemplated for every other 
branch of the publicservice. They are not suited 
to the nature of our institutions, and are at war 
with the principles upon which the present party 
came into power. These principles were ab 
ouse in 1828, by 
Mr. Hamilton, and one made to the Senate in 
1826, (Mr. Benton’s,) and had been reiterated 
again and again by the present Chief Magistrate. 
(Mr. R. referred particularly to the annual mes- 
sages of 29, 32, and ’33, as recommending rigid 
economy, and condemning all unnecessary expendi- . 
tures.] Even in his last message, looking to the 
peculiar condition of the country, he had not seem- 
ingly contemplated an expenditure, unless war 


eed o 


: losses. 


should actually take place, of more than about `, 


$24,000,000. But now (said Mr. R.) all appre- 
hensions of a war with France had vanished; with | 
| 


the exception of the disturbances on our Indian 
border, we are in theenjoymentof profound peace; 
the national debt is discharged; and what do we 
behold? An evident anxiety to get rid of the sur- 
plus revenue by unusual and wasteful appropria- 
tions. The report of the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury presents estimates for upwards of twenty- 
three millions and a half, to which add the unex- 
pended appropriations of the last year, and we 
have an aggregate amount for the expenses of the 
current year of about thirty-one millions. Ido 


notwithstanding the change in our foreign rela- 
tions, is contemplated below the Treasury esti- 
mates: and the party who denounced the extrav- 
i agant expenditures of the preceding Administra- 
| tlon, averaging some ten or twelve millions per 


| a single year, on a peace establishment, upwards 
| of thirty millions. Of this enormous sum, on! 
‘about three millions are necessary for the. civil 
list, foreign intercourse, and miscellaneous ex- 
enses. A very large proportion of the residue 
is to be applied in procuning materials and labor 
for public works. May we not apprehend serious 
inconvenience from the great demand which such 
appropriations will occasion for labor? If, as is ' 
probably the case, the demand is already equal to 
the whole disposable labor of the country, the in- 
' creased demand will produce no other effect than 
| merely to augment the wages of labor, without 
adding tothe supply. Anappropriation of twenty | 
; millions will, in that case, command little more : 
‘Tabor than ten; or, if more labor shall be pro- ' 
: cured, it must probably be withdrawn injuriously 
, from agriculture or the mechanic arts. Many | 


: and extensive works are now in progress and in i 


; contemplation, some of them carried on by indi- | 


i viduals and companies with their own resources; | 


permit it to be idle? waste it in unnecessary ex- 
penditures? invest it in stocks or loans? or dis- 
tribute it among the States? These seem to be 
the only alternatives. 

To permit it to remain unused, besides the in- 
jury resulting from keeping so large a capital 
unemployed, we may reasonably anticipate heavy 
o leave it in deposit, for the banks to 


i trade upon, must necessarily be attended with 


hazard. They will not keep it idle, and may find 
it very inconvenient to replace it when demanded. 
In proof of this, Mr. R. adverted to the condition 
of the public deposits in the Bank of Michigan. 
In that bank, having a capital of $150,000, we 
have, it seems, nearly eight hundred thousand 
dollars on deposit; and we are bound to believe, 
upon information of members present, that this 
deposit, or considerable portions of it, have been 
remitted to New York, and lent outat an interest 
of four per cent. Independently of the risk, there 
is great injustice in giving the advantage of the 
public deposits to favored States or favored banks, 
in the manner now practiced. Supposing an 
amount of ten or twelve millions to remain in New 
York, as will probably be the case, unless the 
fund be distributed, that State may realize a profit 
of five or six hundred thousand dollars by its use, 
while other States derive no advantage, though 
they shall have contributed their full proportion 
to raise it. No one, I presume, expects that this 
vast sum can be hoarded up in specie. If such 


, an attempt were made, the surplus over and above 


what is needed for the public service, which for 


. six years to come mustconstantly increase, would 
not understand that any considerable reduction, || 


very soon absorb the whole metallic currency of 
the United States. 

Aware of the impolicy of keeping the public 
treasure unemployed, much ingenuity has been 
displayed in devising plans for consuming it. In 


’ 1 | addition to the enormousestimates from the Treas- 
| annum, will now probably ask for the service of i; 
' court-houses, custom-houses, and other buildings, 


ury Department, we have propositions to erect 


for the use of the United States; and to enter into 
contracts with railroad companies for the privi- 
lege of transporting the mail. These schemes I 
trust will not prevail. Itis by no means desir- 
able that the General Government should obtain 
more permanent footing upon the soil of the 
States, or become proprietors of expensive build- 
ings, which must have superintendents and guards 


; to preserve them, and consequently add to that 


i some by States, receiving no aid from the Gen- |: 


i eral Government. 
provement in his own State from the city of Rich- 
mond to the mouth of the Kanawha; the Ohio 
' and Baltimore railroad; the proposed connections 
i between Cincinnati and Charleston, and between 
Nashville and New Orleans.] The United States | 
coming into competition, and authorizing its | 


| regard to price, will necessarily withdraw it from | 
those who can less conveniently afford to give ex- | 
cessive wages. The vast additional sums, there- | 
fore, proposed to be expended in the public works 


i| of the United States cannot fail to.increase con- | 


of those carried on by the States and individuals. 

| This will not be thought a groundless apprehen- ; 
sion, when it is recollected that Colonel Gratiot | 
has assigned as a reason for not using about | 
$100,000 appropriated for a fort on East river, | 


| siderably the expense, and retard the completion, 
l 
i 


| requisite force to carry on the work, though ma- | 

terials and facilities of every kind had been pro- | 
cured. ` | 
| | After appropriating all that the public neces- | 
| sities require, or that can be judiciously expended, | 
it cannot be doubted there must still remain a | 
| large surplus; and it becomes us at once to devise | 
| some mode for judiciously disposing of it. A` 


would, under the best precautions, soon become 


variety of schemes have been suggested. Shall we | 


{Mr. R. mentioned the im- i: 


New York, the impossibility of obtaining the | 


i; judiciously or more safely invested than in loans 
il 
agents to procure the necessary labor, without || 


i turned. 


patronage already so much deprecated. Nor 
should we desire to see the General Government 
extensively engaging in contracts with chartered 
companies, and mingling with the private con- 
cerns of the States. It is scarcely to be credited 
that serious difficulties will be thrown in the way 
of the mails; and it would be strange, indeed, if 
this great modern improvement should, in this 
particular instance, result in increasing the diffi- 
culty or expense of transportation. — 

Another expedient proposed is the investment 
of the surplus in loansor stocks. This does not 
overcome the difficulty, but only postpones it. I 
trust the Treasury of the United States ia not to 
be engaged in stock-jobbing, or converted into a 
great loan office. But suppose this recommenda- 
tion adopted, how can the public money be more 


to the States? If Congress may constitutionally 
lend, the States, none can doubt, can constitu- 
tionally borrow. There is an evident propriety, 
too, if such investments should be made, in giv- 
ing them this direction. If lent to corporations 
or individuals and lost, the States must make 
good the deficiency whenever it shall be wanted. 
‘These corporations or individuals would therefore 
be trading on public money, at the public risk; 
but if employed by the States, though requir’ 
to replace it, they would realize the benefit re- 
sulting from its employment. It may happen, 
however, that the ordinary revenue, for years to 
come, will exceed the necessary expenses of 
Government, and in that case there will be no 
occasion to require the amount lent to be re- 
In this view a loan, I admit, would nat 
differ substantially from an absolute distribution 
among the States, against which my colleague 
has so warmly protested. f . 
But is there any sound objection toa direct 
distribution of the surplus revenue among the 
States? Coming froma State jealous of its rights 
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distinguished for its str 


and 


et construction of 


1 


the Federal Constitution, E have gone into the | 


examination of this measure with a strong bias 
against its constitutionality. ‘Phe result of that 
examination is a thorough convietion that, so 
far at least as regards the proceeds of the lands 
ceded by the States, it is not only not prohibited, 
but is expressly enjoined by the Constitution; 
and, under present cireumstanees, is the most 
expedient disposition thatean be made. In sup- 
port of this proposition, L might, perhaps, con- 
tent myself with referring to an authority of 
most commanding influence in this House. At 
an early period atter his aceession—l was about 
to say to the throne—this language, I fear, sir, 
may ina short time become familiar—the present 
Chief Magistrate, contemplating the probable 
accumulation of money in the ‘Treasury, delib- 
erately recommended to Congress a plan for dis- 
posing of it. After alluding “to the dificulties 
which had attended appropriations for internal 
Improvement, and those which expericnee tells 
us will certainly arise whenever power over such 
subjects may be exercised by the General Gov- 
ernment,” he says, (message of December, 
1829:) 

“To avoid these evils, it appears to me that the most 


sate, just, and federal disposition which could be made of 
the surplus revenue would be its apportionment among the 


several States according to their ratio of representation 5 ! 
and should this measure not be found warranted by the 


Constitution, that it Would be expadient to propose to the 
States an amendinent authorizing it? 

The distribution thus recommended, it will be 
observed, embraced the whole surplus revenue, 
and not that merely arising from sales of public 
lands. The passage just read was incorporated, 
and the principle reasserted, in the message of 
May, 1830, justifying his veto on the Maysville 
road bill. i 


against it. The objections enumerated are— 

]. An objection to the ratio of distribution. 

2. An apprehension that such a regulation 
would produce improvident and oppressive tax- 
ation to raise funds for distribution. 

3. That it would lead to the construction of 
works of a local nature. 


4. That it would create a discreditable and in- 


jurious dependence on the part of the State gov- 
ernments upon the Federal power. 

This enumeration, comprising all the objec- 
tions, “so far as they had come to his knowl- 
edge,” embraces none on the score of unconsti- 
tuuonality, nor is any ditfculty of that nature 
alluded to. But now, it seems, this plan is de- 
nounced by my colleague as a vile abomination. 
Sir, he could not be aware, in aiming his blow, 
on whose head it was destined to fall. But it 


may be supposed the President has changed his | 


opinions: and hence it is that my colleague ex- 
claims, with a holy horror, * Touch not, taste 
not, handle not. How far his opinions have 
undergone a change, I know not; nor will I an- 
ticipate, as many do,a veto, in case Congress 
should now adopt the measure he has himself so 
deliberately and repeatedly recommended. I per- 
ceive nothing in the message returning Mr. Ciay’s 
land bill, to warrant the belief that he will with- 
hold his concurrence from a bill authorizing the 


surplus funds arising from the sales of lands to . 


be distributed among the States. Before noticing 
particularly the objections urged in that message, 


or others which have been suggested, I beg leave, | 


very briefly, to present to the committee the rea- 
sons which satisfy my mind that such a distri- 
bution is strictly constitutional. a2 

I shall not detain the committee by a minute 
history of the. causes that lcd to the acquisition 
of the public lands. Itis well known that the 
immense territory stretching from the Ohio to 
the lakes, comprising the fertile and flourishing 
States of Ohio, Illinois and Indiana, and the Ter- 
titories of Michigan and Wisconsin, is held by 
the United States under a grant from the State of 
Virginia, made in 1784. The deed of cession, 
aficr making various reservations, explicitly de- 
clares: 

“That all the lands within the Territories so ceded to 
the United States, and not reserved for, or appropriated to, 
any of the beforcmentioned purposes, or disposed of in 
bounties to the officers and soldiers of the American Army, 
shail be considered as a common fund, for the use and 


Na 


Again, in his annual message of De- | 
cember, 1830, he recurs to the plan he had thus | 
proposed, and replies to the objections urged | 


vy 
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benefit of such of the United States as have become, 


expenditure, and shall be faithfully and bona fide dis 
of for the purpose, | 
ever? 

In most or all the grants from other States there 
are similar provisions. The terms thus declared 
were accepted by the Confederacy. When the 

a x . 
present Government was formed, the United 

‘ . ` , 
States again acknowledged their obligatory force. 
The sixth article of the Constitution declares: 
* AN debts contracted, and engagements entered into, 
before the adoption of this Constitution, shall be as valid 
against the United States, under this Constitution, as wider 
the Contedcration.”? 
And in the fourth article it is provided, that— 
& Congress shall have power to dispose of, and make al 
needul rules and regulations respecting the territory or 
other property belonging to the United States; and nothing 
in this Constitution shail be so construed as to prejudice 
any claims of the United States, or of any particular 
State.” 
These provisions of the Constitution leave no 
room to doubt the obligation upon Congress to 
respect the stipulations of the grant. 
indeed, is the view taken by the President in the 
message rejecting the land bill. In objecting to 
the provision which proposed to give twelve and 
i a half per cent. out of the net proceeds to the new 
States, he says: 

& What more need be said to demonstrate its objection- 
able character, than that it is in direct and undisguised 
violation of the pledge given by Congress to the States, 


and for no other usc or purpose whatso- 


before a single cession was made ; that it abrogates the con- | 
dition upon which some of the States came into the Union; 


and that it sets at naught the terms of cession spread upon 
the face of every grant under which the title of that portion 
of the public lands is held by the Federal Government??? 


Again, alluding to the deeds of cession, he 
says: 

“ The Constitution of the United States did not delegate 
to Congress the power to abrogate these compacts. On the 
contrary, by declaring that nothing in it ‘shall be construed 
to prejudice any claims of the United States, or of any par- 
ticular State,’ it virtually provides that these compacts shall 
remain untouched by the legislative power, which shall 
only make all ‘needful rules and regulations? for carrying 
therin into effect.” 

At the date of the original grant, the States, 
whatever may be the modern doctrine, were inde- 
pendent sovcreignties, associated together by arti- 


it is evident that the use and benefit contemplated 


cles of Confederation; and bearing this in mind, | 


or | 
shall become, members of the Contederation, or Federal ; 
l l » Virginia inclusive, according to |! 
their usual respeetive proportions of the general charge and | 
posed i 


This, | 


next six years will suffice for all the public ex- 
igencies, and the fund from that source, unless 
wasted, or divided, must continue to accumulate. 
If this be so, there is no method whereby the 
States can derive the benefit secured by the deeds 
of cession, and guarantied by the United States, 
but by receiving their due proportions of this 
common fund. 

But this measure, so safe, just, and federal in 
1829, is now vile and unconstitutional. Every 
effort is made to decry and defeat it. I beg leave 
briefly to examine some of the principal objec- 
tions arrayed against it. 

My colleague complains of the injustice of the 
proposed ratio of distribution, and of the fifteen 
per cent. claimed for the new States over and 
above their respective quotas. There may be 
some difficulty in deciding what would be the 
most just and legal rule of apportionment among 
the States. The Virginia deed of cession adopts 
the usual proportions in which they contribute 
respectively to the gencral charge and expend- 
iture. If the measure of contribution to that 
expenditure, pointed out by the Articles of Con- 
federation, be regarded as the proper basis of 
distribution, then the value of lands granted or 
surveyed will give the rule. But if the provision 
in the Federal Constitution, apportioning direct 
| taxes among the States, be resorted to, the ratio 
' of representation will be the ratio of distribution. 
This is the rule recommended by the President. 
In the message of December, 1830, he says: 

“ The ratio of representation presented itself tomy mind, 
and still does, as one of obvious equity, because of its bei 
the ratio of contribution, whether the funds to be distributed 
be derived from the customs or froin direct taxation.” 

If one more equitable can be Icgally devised let 
us adopt it. As to the idea of allowing fifteen per 
cent. for the new States, the bill is not before us, 
and it is not proper, therefore, to discuss the pro- 
visions it may contain. I will only say, I amas 


:ı; much opposed as my colleague, to any measure 


| giving to the new States, or any others, an unjust 
preference. But the assertion of such a preference, 
or the doubt respecting the proper rule of distri- 
bution, forms no good reason why we should re- 
, fuse to claim our just proportion, whatever that 


by the grant were such as might be enjoyed by | 


them in their separate as well as in their confed- , 


erate character. 


Itisa mistake to suppose, as my colleague does, : 
that the lands, after paying the subsisting debt, | 
were dedicated solely to the purpose of lessening | 


the requisitions upon the States. I do not deny 
that the application of the fund to the common 
purposes of the Confederacy would be one method 
by which the States might realize the benefit re- 
served. Butitis not the sole method. Like every 
other common fund, the lands themselves may 
be divided, or the proceeds distributed severally 
among those entitled to the beneficial use: the 
terms are sufficiently comprehensive to authorize 
such division. There is nothing to confine the 
use to the parties in thcir aggregate capacities. 
Had this been the sole object, it would have been 
attained by simply declaring that the proceeds 
should in all cases be paid into the common treas- 
ury. But the provision is not that the lands shall 
be appropriated to the general charge and expend- 
iture, but that they shall be a common fand for 
. the use of the States—Virginia inclusive—accord- 
. ing to their respective proportion of that charge 
and expenditure. The charge and expenditure 
are not mentioned as the purposes to which the 
: fund is tobe applied, but as constituting the meas- 
ure or ratio by which the rights of the respective 
States shall be adjusted. 

A large amount arising from the sales of lands 
is now in the Treasury. It is not wanted for 
general expenditures. The public necessities do 
“not require it. To hold the lands out of the mar- 
ket, which would be our duty, if the proceeds can 


is said, unjustly retard the settlement of the west- 
ern States. ‘The President recommends that the 
principles on which the compromise of the tariff 
was settled should not be disturbed. From these 
causes it is probable that the revenue, from 
li sources independent of the public lands, for the 


only be used to meet general expenses, would, it | 


may be. 

But to receive this, it seems, would detract from 
the dignity and independence of the States; they 
i would become the stipendiaries of the General 
Government. This objection was fully answered 
in the message of December, 1830. ‘The Presi- 
dent says: 

“In regard to the last objection—its probable effect upon 
the dignity and independence of the State governments—it 
appears to me only necessary to state the case as it is, and 
as it would be if the measures proposed were adopted, to 
| show that the operation is most likely to be the very re- 
verse of that which the objection supposes. In the one 
case the State would receive its quota of the national rev- 
enue for domestic use upon a fixed principle, as a matter 
of right, and from a fund to the creation of which it had 
contributed its fair proportion ; surely there could be nothing 
derogatory in that. As matters now stand, the States them- 
selves, in their sovereign character, are not unfrequently 
petitioners at the bar of the Federal Legistature for such 
allowances out of the National Treasury as it may com- 
| port with their pleasure or sensc of duty to bestow upon 
them. It cannot require argument to prove which of the 
: two courses is most compatible with the efficiency or re- 
į Spectability of the State governments.”? . 

I trust the States will never surrender their 
dignity or independence; but, considering the 
L United States, in regard to the public lands, asa 
|| mere trustee, whose powers and duties are plainly 
| defined, it is strange it should be gravely urged 
| that there is anything humiliating in demanding 

from them an execution of the trust. The States 
' apply habitually to the General Government for 
i! custom-houses, post offices, post reads, and other 
‘ benefits it was created to confer, without being 
| supposed to sacrifice their dignity. But they are 
| tobe regarded as mendicants when only claiming 


| what is lawfully their own! 
i 


But “ money,” we are told, is “power.” Will 
the General Government, then, use this power 
more judiciously or more honestly than the 
States? It would be but a poor compliment to 
the States to say so. And from what quarter do 
we hear this? From those who are willing to 
retain this corrupting power themselves. We 
hear it, too, from States which hold large portions 
| of this fund of corruption, and have no scruples 
|| to receive it for purposes of internal improvement, 
li while the southern States refuse to participate. 


| 
| 
i 
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If we can thus be induced to abandon our rights, 

well may they laugh at us for our folly. 
Another objection of a similar character is the 

apprehension that their respective quotas, if re- 


ceived by the States, may supersede the necessity | 


of laying taxes, and consequently release the 


local Legislatures from their responsibility. This | 


is certainly a great refinement. 
to asum of money sufficient to relieve its citizens 
for years from burdensome taxation, is to sur- 
render it, and insist upon being taxed by their 
Legislature without necessity, for fear of releas- 
ing them from responsibility. 
In stating his objections to the land bill, the 
President describes it as assuming a new princi- 
le. 
Pee people an unavoidable surplus of revenue paid 
in by them, but to create a surplus for distribu- 
tion among the States.’ Such a system is justly 
denounced. But the objection does not apply to 
the measure now contemplated—the President 
recognizes the propriety of distributing an “ un- 
avoidable surplus.” ‘* However willing I might 
be,” he says, “ that any unavoidable surplus in 
the Treasury should be returned to the people 
through their State governments, I cannot assent 
thata surplus may be created for the purpose of 
distribution.” But now this ‘unavoidable sur- 
plus’’is upon us. 
money for distribution; it is actually in the Treas- 
ury to our great annoyance, and must continue 
to flow for six years to come. Nothing remains 
to be done, consistently with the views of the 
President himself, but to divide what we cannot 
avoid receiving, and what should not be permitted 
to accumulate, or be wastcfully expended. 
It is in vain to speak of the absurdity of raising 


money from the people, and then dividing among |, 
them the amount reduced by the expense of col- | 


| 
| 
| 
| 
| 


lection and distribution. It is already unavoid- 
ablycollected. Ifit were reduced to seven eighths, 
or even less, by expenses or otherwise, they 
should no more object to such deductions than a 
pea proprietor should refuse the proceeds of 

is property, because a part had been deducted 
for the expense of selling it. They must take 
the seven cighths, in that case, or surrenter the 
whole. 

Mr. R. said he could not but apprchend that 
the Administration had other views of the dis- 
position of the public lands than those of dividing 


A State entitled ` 


““Tts object,” he says, *‘is not to return to - 
J y 


We are not proposing to raise | 


l 


them, or distributing the proceeds proportionably | 


among the States. As far back as December, 


1832, the President speaks of them as having been ||” Y 
;, in their character of sovereign States, can author- 


ceded to the United States ** for the purposes of 
general harmony, and as a fund to meet the ex- 
penses of the war,” and adds: 

€ As the lands may now be considered as relieved from 
this pledge, the object for which they were ceded having 
been accomplished, it is in the discretion of Congress to 
dispose of them in such way as best to conduce to the 
quiet, harmony, and general interest of the American 
people.” 

And again: 

“It seems to be our true policy, that the public lands 
shall cease, as soon as practicable, to be a source of rev- 
enue, aud that they be sold to settlers, in limited parcets, at 
a price barely sufficient to reimburse the United States the 
expense of the present system, and the cost arising under 
our Indian compaets. ?? 


The advantages of accurate surveys are pointed 
out, and then follows this passage: 

+ It is desirable, however, that in convenient time this 
machinery be withdrawn from the States, and that the right 
of soil and future disposition of it be surrendered to the 
States respectively in which it lies.” 


The people of the West are represented as 
having paid the greater, part of $40,000,000 for 
the publi¢ lands, as having by their labor alone 

iven them real value; and, after remarking that 
it cannot be expected that the new States will 
remain longer contented with the present policy, 
the opinion is expressed, that it is best to aban- 
don the idea of raising a future revenue from 
them. Inthe message returning the land bill, the 
President, speaking of the system proposed by 
that bill, appeals to the just men of the West to 
reject it; and then declares that he adheres to the 
opinion expressed in his annual message of 1832, 
“ that it is our true policy that the public lands 
shail cease, as soon as practicable, to be a source 
of revenue, except for the payment of those 
general charges which grow out of the acquisi- 


| tion of the lands, their survey, and sale;”’ and 
‘adds: 


| “T do not doubt it is the real interest of each and all the 
' States in the Union, and particularly of the new States, 
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that the price of these lands shall be reduced and gradu- : 
ated, and that after they bave been offered for a certain 
number of years, the refuse remaining unsold shall be aban- : 


doned to the States, and the machinery of our land system 
entirely withdrawn. This plan for disposing of the public 
lands impairs no principle, violates no compact, and de- 
ranges no system.’?’ 


Thus it seems that the President, who saw in 

a deduction of twelve and a half per cent. for the 

new States a violation of the trust the Govern- 

ment had assumed, can yet see none in surrender- 

ing to them the whole. But the just men of the 

West will not ask it; their sense of justice will 

_revolt at the thought. The forty millions they 


have paid has not been extorted from them in the | 
have received, in the | 


way of taxation. The 
lands they have acquired, a full equivalent; prob= 
ably three, four,in some cases tenfold the value 
of their money. What would be thought, among 
individuals, of one who having purchased a small 
portion of his neighbor’s land for less than its 
value, should set up a pretension, on that account, 
to the residue of the tract? The United States 
have sold some forty millions of acres, worth 
prep at the lowest calculation, eighty mil- 
ions of dollars, for not much more than half that 
sum, and we are asked to surrender perhaps hun- 
dreds of millions more to the purchasers, pro- 
‘vided they will reimburse the expenses incurred 


PS. 


But the case is now altered. Instead of dis- 
tributing the surplus for fear ofits being employed 
in schemes of internal improvement, the distri- 
bution is violently opposed, and the surplus is to 
be retained for the purpose, among others, it can 
scarcely be doubted, of carrying on those schemes 
on an extensive scale. Does my colleague, who 


| so warmly opposes the plan of returning to the 


_ Sales of their lands, desire to see it thus a 


people any portion of the money arising from the 
: bee $ ppro- 
priated? Rather than distribute it will he throw 
1t away wantonly, or leave it as heretofore to be 


_ held by other States, or expended in internal im- 


in surveying. If such a proposal were not a plain | 


violation of every principle of justice, as well as 
of the compacts entered into by the United States, 
its gross inequality alone would 

State of Ohio, for example, with a million of in- 
habitants, could only get about five millions of 
acres, while Michigan, with sixty or eighty thou- 


millions, with a reversion, upon the extinction 
of the Indian title, in upwards of eighty millions 
more. Nor have we any right, Mr. Chairman, 
strictly speaking, to reduce the price of public 
' lands below their market value. 
other mode of giving them away. We hold them 
' for the common benefit of all the States, and for 
i no other use or purpose whatsoever. A liberal 
ey requires nothing more than that we should 
; bring them into the market as rapidly as they 


: which will throw them into the hands of specu- 


The States alonc, to whom these lands belong, 


l ize a surrender to the western people. A just 
| participation is all, however, that the new States 
; can ask in the division of property once exclu- 
| sively belonging to the old States and generously 

surrendered by them for the common benefit of all. 
| There is another ground upon which the former 


: objection, of course, is inapplicable. Such a pro- 
vision ought not to be adopted; not merely for 
the reason assigned, but because the funds right- 
fully belong to the States, and the Gencral Gov- 


ernment, though bound to pay them over, has no 
power to direct the manner in which they shall 
; be used. 

The distribution of the surplus revenue among 
the States was, evidently, at an early period of 
the present Administration, a favorite measure. 
It was then warmly recommended, upon the 
| ground that if retained, it would be injudiciously 
| and improperly expended in works ‘of interrial 
improvement. The doctrine of internal improve- 
ment by the General Government was then re- 
garded with alarm. Inthe message of December, 
1830, after combating that doctrine, the President 
alludes to his plan of distributing the surplus, 
and says: 

“That the plan under consideration would derive im- 
portant advantages from its certainty ; and that the moneys 
sct apart for these purposes would be more judiciously ap- 
plied, and economically expended, under the direction of 


the State Legislatures, in which every part of each State 
is imincdiately interested, cannot, I think, be doubted.” 


sand inhabitants, might receive about seventeen | 


his is but an- ' 


i can be settled, not that we should adopt a system | 


; land bill was opposed, alluded to by my colleague; | 
‘itis the provision requiring that the funds to be | 
distributed should be applied to education and | 
‘internat improvements. This provision was sup- | 
į posed to reassert the principle contained in the , 
| Maysville road bill; but it is omitted, I under- | 
i stand, in the bill now before the Senate, and the | 


provements, from which the southern States, 
standing on their constitutional integrity, derive 
little or no advantage? But the Maysville veto, 
it seems, ought to quiet all our apprehensions, 
Yes, sir. Mr. Clay, he tells us, declared that in- 
ternal improvement lay crushed beneath the veto. 
If my worthy colleague, instead of relying upon 
the gloomy forebodings of the great advocate of 
this doctrine, had examined into the facts, he 
would have arrived at avery different conclusion, 
He would have seen the doctrine not only lives, 
but flourishes. It is true that petty improvements 
like the Maysville road, that only cost a few thou- 
sand dollars, are no longer regarded as lawful— 
they are merely local. But national improve- 
ments, those that connect two or more tates, 
and cost hundreds of thousands, are strictly con- 
Stitutional. Yet it is difficult to conceive any im- 
provement, however local, that may not, insome 
degree, be said to benefit the whole Union; or 


i any, however, national, that will not benefit par- 


; , ticular portions more than others. 
condemnit. The : 


Every path 
or road, however small, leads to some outlet, and 


_ that to a larger, connecting two or more States, 
as certainly as every spring flows to the ocean. 
i But the improvement is also legal, even though 


wholly within the limits of a single State, pro- 
vided it be below a port of entry. What reason 


. there is why an obstruction below a port of entry 


if 


may be removed for the benefit of commerce, and 
not an impediment above it, it is difficult to under- 
stand; or why, if a river, as is contended, may 


i be improved in its natural channel, a canal or 


railroad may not be run along side. The State 
of Virginia is now engaged in making a connec- 
tion between the city of Richmond and the mouth 
of the Kanawha; why may not the General Gov- 
ernment take it up and extend it to Pittsburg? 


row tl f ‘| Upon the principles asserted, this improvement 
lators, who will raise the price upon the settlers. | 


has a double title to its patronage, for it is de- 
signed not only to connect two States, but also 
two ports of entry. Sir, there is nothing in these 
nice distinctions. There are no limits to the doc- 
trine, or rather the limits are coextensive with 
those of the Union. And the practice has kept 
pace with the doctrine. I beg leave to refer my 
colleague to a tabular statement, compiled appa- 
rently with great carc, though I cannot vouch for 
its accuracy, from the report of the Secretary of 
the Treasury of January, 1835, to show how far 


the present Administration is entitled to praise for 


having crushed the doctrine of internal improve- 
ment, 

By this statement* it appears that the whole 
expenditures, since the origin of the Government, 
in internal improvements, (exclusive of the Cum- 
berland Road, the Chesapeake and Delaware 
Canal, the Louisville and Portland Canal, the 
Dismal Swamp Canal, and the navigation of the 
Mississippi,) amounted to $4,372,345 46: of which 
there were expended during Mr. Jefferson’s Ad- 
ministration, eight years. s.» e...» $000,000 00 
Mr. Madison’s administration, eight 

VOATS. cece ccc crcsceeseo recess 216,777 24 
Mr. Monroe’s administration, eight 

AIS. sees ec ereccccsecevecsecee 346,901 19 
Mr. J. Q. Adams’s. administration, ; 

FOUL YEarS. 2... ceeceseeeere ee o o 1,040,045 7 
And the first four years of General 

Jackson’s administration. . . ... » . -2,768,621 20 
more than double the amount expended in the 
same time, by the preceding Administration, and 
nearly two thirds of the sum expended since the 
origin of the Government. 

Upon the other improvements mentioned, there 
were expended $6,000,545 96, of which were ex- 
pended during the first four years of the present 
es Wi ee te aa es 

* For table, see next page. 
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Ho. or Reps. 


Administration, $2,768 
of the whole amount. 
The inequality of the disbursement is equall 
remarkable. Ofthe $4,372,345 46, first mentioned, 
the States of Kentucky and South Carolina, it 


Virginia the paltry sum of eighty dollars only; 
and to present the inequality in a still more strik- 
ing view, the six southern and southwestern 
States, Virginia, North Carolina, South Carolina, 
Georgia, Kentucky, and Tennessee, shared among 
them $242,667 62, while New York alone re- 
ceived $446,271 76, and Ohio $859,124 64. Upon 
the new States, especially, hundreds of thousands 
of dollars, and millions of acres of land have been 
lavished for schools and colleges, and works of 
internal improvement, 

enditures not only directly added to their wealth, 
but indirectly, also, by facilitating their commerce 
and enhancing the value of their property, while 
the old States—and among them those by whom 
a vast domain was gratuitously surrendered— 
derive no benefit from it, and little or no aid of 
any kind from the General Government. Indeed, 
while they bear their full proportion of the sums 
thus expended, their capital and population are 
constantly tempted away from them by the su- 
periorad vantages bestowed on the favored regions 
of the West. We do not repine at the prosperity 
of other States; we rejoice to behold it. But pos- 
sessing, as many of them do, great commercial 
advantages, and superior fertility of soil, there is 
no reason why they should enjoy more than their 
due proportion of the common property. It is 
time that this injustice should be arrested; and 
the most effectual means of doing this is to dis- 
tribute the fund justly among all. 

But the enormous increase of expenditures on 
internal improvement, under the present dominant 
party, is not the only instance in which it has de- 


621 20; nearly one halt | 


viated in practice from the principles it professed. . 


Those principles were proclaimed in the report, 
to which I have already alluded, made in 1826 in 
the Senate, (Mr. Benton’s,) and in this House in 
1828, (Mr. Hamilton’s.) The report of 1826 was 
accompanied by six bills, carrying out the doc- 
trines of retrenchmentand reform. But no effect- 
ive scheme, Mr. Hamilton told us, could be ex- 

ected “ without cordial aid of the Executive.”’ 

ell, sir, “the party” shortly after came into 


These donations and ex- : 


power; they have now had a full sweep, with an | 
Executive of their own choosing, for seven years; 
and what have they done? What retrenchment 
have they effected ? 


1 


What abuses reformed? Is ` 


| it not admitted that our expenditures have vastly i 
appeared, had received no part, and the State of 


increased, and abuses of every kind multiplied? 
Look only to the expenses of Congress. In the 
year 1834, the appropriations, including books, 
and all contingencies, unless I have made an error 
in computation, exceeded a million. It is true, 
there have been some attempts, in a small way, 
at retrenchment, In 1829 an effort was made to 
effect a reduction of two dollars per day in the 
pay of members of Congress after a certain pe- 
riod of the session. But it failed by a majority 
of two to one. The next session a further attem 


t 
was made to retrench, by disallowing pay to abe 


sent members during their absence. A resolu- 
tion to this effect actually passed the House, but . 
was lost in the Senate; and thus seems to have 
ended the grand scheme of retrenchment and 
reform. 

So far from remedying abuses, every obstacle 
seems thrown in the way of inquiry; and the 
grossest negligence is evinced in regard to meas- 
ures of great public interest. An inquiry was 
instituted in the Senate as early as December, 
1830, into the management of the Post Office 
Department. It was moved again in the Senate 
on the 25th June, 1834, and in the House on the 
26th, a few days previous to adjournment. The 
Sefiate committee reported on the 27th January, | 
1835. The House committee, having had leave 
to sit during the recess, and subsequently during | 
the sitting of the House, made their report, or 
rather two reports, on the 13th February, 1835, 
three days after the Senate had sent down a bill 


‘changing the organization of the Department. 


| the 21st, with an amendment. 


That bill, passed by the Senate without a dis- 
senting voice, was, on the 13th February, referred 
to the Post Office Committee, who reported it on 
The amendment 


' was to strike out all after the enacting clause, and 


if 


insert a new bill. It was then committed to a 
Committee of the Whole, and was never heard 
of again. 

A vast number of bills, some of them as im- 
portant as any ever presented to Congress, shared | 
a similar fate. I will mention the custom-house | 


* Table referred to. 


States, & Jefferson. | Madison. Monroe. |J.Q.Adams.| Jackson. Oal n ear ' 
sages; ae L802 to 1809/1810 to 1817. 1818 to 1825. | 1825 to 1829. | 1830 to 1833. | or ko. L 
aE i 
| Maine., z - - $47,176 27 | $108,177 74 155,354 01 
New Hampshire - - - 35,529 76 - 35,529 76 
Massachusetts.. 2 S $37,019 29 | 170,322 61 | 148,397 10 355,739 00 
Rhode istand... - - - 200 00 30 18 230 | 
Connecticut.... o - - 25,829 14 21,609 15 47,498 29 : 
New York - - 4,156 79 470,025 LL 272,089 86 ici, ti | 
New Jersey... n š - 100 00 | = | 
Peunsylvania .... z z 14,420 19 28,22t 49 | 12,200 00 54,841 68 | 
Deiaware........ . - - - 34,513 00 569,858 02 604,371 02 | 
Virginia.. ase ccc ccne econ ceee i g - - 80 00 | - 80 00 
North Carolina... seseo 7 - - 29,840 00 167,733 00 197,573 00 
i Georgia sess san A TEET í . - - 7,514 68 10,400 00 17,914 68 
| Tennessee... nens cece eeneee ! ú = - 200 00 27,000 00 27,200 00 
OO ait gacdsvesucewtasesed| x $215,568 78 | 87,117 93| 160,278 61 | 396,159 29 859,124 61 
aa 5 : s248 12| 39319 37| 1537398 98 970465 77 
udiana.... - - 2 2 2 59. 57 
CM Darabont a: : 15,780 26 TSL 12 12,479 62 65,771 00 
EMM OB b5o ian cewen coawe beeen - 1,208 51 | 6,791 49 500 00 72,876 Ti 
| Alabama... a... one vel $ as 45,472 67 47,253 06 77,252 47 169,978 20 
| MissOUri......cccceeeeeceeee e - 13,065 48 31,509 61 
i Michiwu E ose | s : 5,072 15 19,451 41 121,500 68 206,104 24 
| Arkansas ..... cc ceee eee eee | 5 - 3,325 82 44,151 38 fri f 
OT Gerona E s 31,931 00 71,024 16 85,417 56 188,372 72 | 
District of Columbia.......-- | = - - > 376,630 00 376,630 00 
: ee |) 
(TOUS... esse cece rece ee eees z 216,777 24 | 346,901 19 | 1,040,045 78 | 2,768,621 20 | 4,372,345 46 
| Annual average......cesecees - 27,097 16 43,362 65 | 260,011 44 692,155 30 - 
Cumberland road... ... -s+ -. 914,201 90 | 659,048 30 | 1,054,961 00 | 715,245 00 | 1,280,074 43| 3,723,530 63 
' Chesapeake and Delaware; i0500 00 357500 00 4go 00000 
E e E E N E eel - - y 57, 2 3 
! Dismal Swamy - - 200,000 00 
| Dismal Swianp canal........ - - 9, 0, 
| Louisville and Portland canal,j - - - 233,500 00 z 233,500 00 
_ Chesapeake and Ohio ceanal.. - - 7 200,000 00 799.000 00 gets H ! 
! Navigation of Mississippi.. .- £ £ 18,272 47 | 162,013 18| 214,197 68 394,5 | 
i 14,201 90 | 875,825 54 | 1,612,634 66 | 2,808,333 96 5,061,893 31 | $10,372,889 42 
| 4 ý AREE AETR ——— 
General annual average......: $1,775 24 {8109,478 19 | $201,579 33 | $702,083 49 | $1,265,473 32 = 


eee eea aae e eee 


Ohio and Michigan boundary bill, the deposits 
bill, and the fortification bill. Most of these had 
been matured in the Senate, and only awaited the 
action of the House. Yet they were all swept 
by the board. 

The Secretary of the Treasury, in a report to 


the Senate, suggested changes in respect to the 


number and compensation of custom-house offi- 
cers, whereby an annual saving might be made 
of $177,150. This report was called for in June 
and July, 1832, but, owing to the burning of the 
Treasury building and other causes, was not 
made till December, 1834. Such is the derange- 
ment of our affairs, and the multiplicity of abuses, 
as almost to defy scrutiny or reform. Why has 
not this recommendation of the Secretary been 
pursued? What excuse can be made for per- 
mitting this immense annual loss? 

The condition of the public deposits, too, is 
such as to demand some measures for their se- 


‘curity. The necessity of regulations upon this 


subject has been repeatedly urged upon Congress 
by the President. I will do the then chairman 
of the Committee of Ways and Means [the pres- 
ent Speaker] the justice to say, that during the 
last session he frequently pressed it upon the at- 
tention of the House. But nothing was done. 
All these great interests were neglected; and there 
is every probability that the present session will 
also pass away without any effective legislation. 
To whom is this neglect to be ascribed ? It must 
be charged upon the Administration party. If 
that party, having so large a majority cannot get 
on with the public business, it is time that they 
should surrender it to those who can. 

Sir, everything is conducted upon pany prin- 
ciples; the public service is lost sight of in looking 
to the interests of party. The post office reports 
developed the most flagrant abuses. Frauds were 
detected in the mode of making contracts; large 
sums of money were borrowed without lawful 
authority; the Department converted into a party 
machine; appointments and removals made, not 


' fòr the public good, but in subserviency to party 


views. Yetno man has more strongly condemned 
such conduct than the Chief Magistrate under 
whose administration it is practiced. Mark, sir, 
what he says in his letter to Colonel Monroe: 

“ Now is the time to exterminate the monster—party 
spirit. By selecting characters for their probity, virtue, 
capacity, and firmness, without respect to party, you will 
go tur to eradicate those feelings which, on former occasions, 
threw so many difficulties in the way of Government, and, 
perhaps, have the pleasure and honor of uniting a people 
heretofore politically divided. The Chief Magistrate of a 
great and powerful nation should never indulge in party 
feeling. Comsuit no party in your choice.” 

In one sense, indeed, the President has con- 
formed to the recommendation he gave, of paying 
no respect to party. Since the commencement 
of his Administration his Cabinet has displayed 


' all the colors of the rainbow. Federalists of the 


deepest dye are selected for the highest offices. 
It matters not what may be the political com- 
plexion of the aspirant, provided only that he 


|; Shall subscribe to the infallibility of the political 


i! pope. 
i į fn his letter to the Tennessee Legislature, the 
‘| President warns us against the danger of appoint- 


ing members of Congress to office. He expresses 
the opinion that, if a change should not be effected 


`: in the Constitution, and important appointments 


: should still continue to devolve upon the Repre- 
: sentatives in Congress, that ‘‘ corruption will be 


. come the order of the day. t e 
i| Administration has so frequently exercised this 


> Yet what former 


corrupting power as himself? Iwill not enumer- 
ate the instances; but there is one that ought not 
to pass unnoticed. A former Speaker of this 
House (Mr. Stevenson) was nominated, while 
residing over its deliberations, to a foreign em- 
assy. ft appears, by a report laid before the 
Senate, that, shortly after the close of a previous 
session, in which also he had presided, he had 
received a letter notifying him of the President’s 
intention to nominate him. The nomination was . 


| rejected. Weare bound to suppose it would not 
; have been made had not the public interests re- 
| quired it. The Senate had the same constitutional 
; right to reject as the President to nominate. Both 


derive their power from the same clause in the 
same instrument; yet the office was permitted, 
for nearly two years, to remain vacant. The 
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public service has been neglected because the Sen- 
ate did not yield obedience to the President’s will. 
Recently, he has renominated the rejected indi- 
vidual, and found a more complying Senate. This 
is not the only instance. In thus returning upon 
the Senate those they have rejected, the Presi- | 
dent has virtually clutched the entire power of | 
appointment. 


Since his accession, the powers | 
of appointment and removal have been exerted in 
the most arbitrary and tyrannical manner. In 
the Post Office Department alone, the report of 
the minority informs us, nearly thirteen hundred 
have been swept from office. This proscriptive 
policy ought not to be tolerated. Itis calculated 
to repress the independent expression of opinion 
in regard to men in power, and to rear up a race 
of sycophants. Yes, servility has become the 
passport to promotion—the pointof honor. And 
one, high in the estimation of the dominant party, 
has not been ashamed to utter the sentiment, that 
it is glory enough for him to serve—a man like 
himself. Sir, itis a sentiment that would degrade 
a slave. 

Mr. R. was proceeding with his remarks, but 
gave way to a motion that the committee rise. 


Wenpnespay, April 6, 1836. 


Mr. ROBERTSON resumed his remarks com- 
menced on yesterday. He said he had adverted 
to the inattention of the House of Representatives 
‘to the public business, manifested in the failure 
of numerous important measures during the last 
session, many of which had been matured in the 
Senate; and especially to their neglect in regard 
to the Post Office Department. The want of re- 
organization in that Department had been forcibly 
represented in the annual message of December, 
1834. The developments of the investigating | 
committee had demonstrated its necessity. Still, ; 
(said Mr. R.,) we have approached the close of 
another session, and nothing has been done to 
reform abuses unequivocally proved, or prevent | 
their recurrence in future. So far from it, the | 
chief clerk, to whom much of the blame was |: 
imputed, when he could no longer be retained in | 
office, was permitted to retire by a resignation, | 
instead of being at once dismissed; and the head | 
of the Department actually promoted to one of 
the highest offices in the gift of the Executive. 


neglect. This officer has gone to his grave. I | 
do not wish to war with the dead, or say any- | 
thing to. wound the feelings of his surviving | 
friends. From what has been said of him, there | 
is reason to believe that he was one “‘ more sinned 
against than sinning.” He was very probably 
the dupe of others. Indeed, the present incum- 
bent tells us, as an apology for his failure, that 
‘* he was too good a man.” It is pity the public 
interest should suffer from such a cause; and fair 
to presume that, following out this idea, care has 
been taken to guard against a similar error, by 
selecting, as his successor, one no better than he 
should be. , 

The minority of the committee appointed to 
examine into the management of the Post Office 
desired to ascertain the reasons of the unexampled 

wroscription which had. been practiced by that 
epartment. But they were overruled by the 
Administration majority. They then limited their 
Inquiries to specified cases. They called on the 
Postmaster General for information touching the 
removal of Safford, the postmaster at Putnam, 
Ohio. He sent them several letters relating to 
that subject, which they desired to put on file for 
the information of the House and the public. 
But on the motion of Mr. Bearps ey, these letters 
were ordered to be returned to the Postmaster 
General, as containing ‘‘ nothing which in the 
slightest degree impeaches the motives or crim- 
inates any act of the Postmaster General, or is in 
any respect material to any object of legislation, 
or of public interest or concern.” On this mo- 
_ tion the yeas were: Messrs. Connor, Beardsley, 
Hawes, and Stoddert. Nays, Messrs. Whittle- 
sey, Everett, and Watmough. Yet we are in- 
formed that those letters proved that Safford had 
been a friend of the Administration, and that an 
application was made for his removal on the 
ground that he was nota real supporter of it; 
that his friends opposed his removal on the ground 


. was told t 


that he was, in fact, a supporter of the Adminis- 
tration; that no other cause was assigned or 
claimed by the Postmaster General to have ex- 
isted. Safford wasremoved. Herron, of whose 


| 


| 


| political faith the report tells there was no doubt, ` 


; was appointed in his place. A member reminds 
me of the sequel of the story. Herron, as might 
i be expected of one who could seek or obtain 
: office on such terms, considered the public money 


question of the legality of that measure, already 
so often and so ably discussed. It was con- 
demned by my own State, on the ground that the 
President had transcended his authority. To 
say the least, he exercised a doubtful power, in 
violation of his own doctrine, without necessity. 
What justification was there for anticipating the 
action of Congress, soon about to be convened? 


‘Will it be said they would not have sanctioned 


as his lawful spoils, and in the brief space of | 


twelve oreighteen months disappeared, a fugitive 
from justice. 
time of the committee in enumerating instances 
of simular persecution. I will only recall their 
recollection to the case of Mitchell, postmaster 
at Portland, Maine, and of Wyman, postmaster 
at Lowell, Massachusetts, both, it is said, re- 
moved to make room for partisans of the Admin- 
istration, at the instance of a Republican mreting 
or a Democratic committee. These summary 
proceedings strongly resemble those which are 
said to have occurred during the Spanish revolu- 
tion. Men were taken from their homes and shot; 
when the passing stranger inquired the cause, he 

key were shotat the request of the peo- 
ple. Far worse; men are hurled from office; they 
and their families turned adrift, perhaps to beg 
for their bread, not at the request of the people, 
but of a Democratic committee. And for what 
offense? For difference of political opinion—not 
for opinions adverse to free institutions; not for 
differing about principles, but about men. Sir, 
it is a vindictive policy, a grinding oppression. 
In my native State, some years past, the practice 
of dueling, notwithstanding the most rigorous 


I will not tediously consume the |; 


the measure? Yes, this has been said by way of 
apology for his taking the law into his own 
hands. He has even been applauded for carrying 
this point by superseding the rightful authority 


‘of Congress; complimented for having achieved a 


penalties, prevailed to an extent which called for , 


every effort tosuppressit. The thought occurred 
to our legislators of incapacitating all who might 


il 
i 
1 


| 


victory as brilliant as that of New Orleans. 

The law organizing the Treasury Department 
required that the Treasurer should receive and 
keep the public moneys. Afterwards, they were 
directed to be deposited in the Bank of the United 
States, unless the Secretary of the Treasury should 
otherwise order. But this power was to be ex- 
ercised by the Secretary according to his own dis- 
cretion, and was merely prohibitory. The former 
law was unrepealed, and, upon such prohibition, 
the duty of receiving and keeping the public 
money again devolved upon the regular officer, 
the Treasurer, to whom it was originally assigned, 
and whose office has never been dispensed with. 
No power was ever given to the President to keep 
it, or transfer its custody to others. Such a power 
cannot be inferred from his implied authority to 
remove the Secretary of the a E RRRS Sir, it 
would be as logical to contend, because he may 
remove the officersin the Post Office Department, 
that he has power to control them in all respects, 
and to require them to deliver your letters or mine 
into his hands, or those of his Private Secretary. 

In his last message to Congress, the President 


be concerned in a duel from holding any office || tells us that the controversy with the Bank of the 


under the Commonwealth. The ardent youth 
who had disregarded the threat of death, were yet 
unwilling to be stigmatized as a degraded caste, 
and deprived of the privilege of serving their 

| country. The law produced an effect beyond 
what was anticipated by its warmest advocates. 
From that day th 

‘ ceased within the limits of the Commonwealth. 


| What should we think of a law making it an . 
: offense to speak freely of public men or measures, |: 
|! and excluding a citizen from office on that account? 

Sir, it is a bad precedent thus to reward official || l 


Yet under this republican Administration, those 
who will not bow down before it are subjected 


| what is regarded as a crime against the State; 


: as if denounced in your statute-book. The Gov- 
: ernment that does this is a practical tyranny. It 
_ is in vain that my colleague attempts to justify it 
| by quoting Mr. Madison’s authority in support 


‘ of the power of removal. He ought to have rec- 


to what Mr. Madison says: 


President may remove from office a man whose merit re- 
quires that he should be continued in it. Let us consider 
what motive he can have for such an abuse of power, and 
what will be the check upon him. In the first place he will 
himself be impeachable for the wanton removal of a merit- 
orious officer, and will himself be removed from his high 
trust.” 

Again, he says: 

& I own it is an abuse of power which exceeds my imag- 
ination, and of which I can form no rational conce ption.”’ 

No, sir, Mr. Madison is the last man who 
would vindicate the outrageous abuses practiced 
by men calling themselves Democratic Republic- 
ans! He believed that that which has 


would be good ground of impeachment and re- 
moval. Butthe Administration majority see noth- 
ing in it ‘* in the slightest degree culpable, or even 
of any public interest or concern.” He could 
not conceive, in the purity and simplicity of his 
|! heart, the possibility of that abuse which is now 
hourly practiced, and shamelessly avowed and 
vindicated. 

Among other subjects of great interest touched 
upon by my colleague, was the situation of the 
publ money since the removal of the deposits. 
I have no intention of entering at large upon the 


e practice may be said to have ` 


| yes, sir, practically disfranchised, as effectually | 


| ollected the reasons assigned by Mr. Madison | 
| for having no fears of the abuses which we now . 
witness, and which no man can more strongly | 
; condemn. I beg the attention of my colleague | 


* It is contended that the danger consists in this: that the | 


r Í been done | 
by the President and his heads of Departments | 


United States ‘* has resulted in severing, to some 
extent, a dangerous connection between a mon- 
eyed and a political power.’’ Sir, I fear it has 
only cemented, still more closely, the bonds of 


, that dangerous union. It has united a vast mon- 


eyed power to the political power of that depart- 
ment in which the whole Executive authority is 


' wielded by one arm, and directed by one will. 


Ithas broken the connection between the Govern- 
ment and a bank with thirty-five millions of cap- 
ital, and formed one with upwards of forty banks, 


. wielding nearly fifty millions, exclusive of public 


|| to this penalty—a penalty annexed in Virginia to i! 


deposits. We have been long flattered with the 
promise of a hard money currency. We were 


: told by the Secretary of the Treasury, in his re- 


port of the last session, that banks are by no 
means necessary to the fiscal operations of the 
Government. Little faith is due to the sincerity 
of these declarations. Atleast, no plan for effect- 
ing this object has as yet ever emanated from the 
Secretary; on the contrary, various propositions 
at the last session, to obtain his plan and dispense 
with such agency—one of which I had myself 
the honor to submit—were all overruled by the 
Administration majority. 

The condition of the public money since the 
removal of the deposits, it cannot be doubted, has 


: given a vast accession to the power and influence 


of the Executive. Anincreased number of bank- 
ing corporations, with all their officers and stock- 
holders is now deeply interested in the distribu- 
tion and use of the public funds. They look for 
favors, and, to obtain them, must become sup- 

orters and partisans of the Administration. So 
mmportant is the existing connection between them 
and the Government, that some of them, it 1s 
said, have an accredited agent near the Treasury 
to represent their interests. 

But it was a matter of necessity, my colleague 
says, to deposit the public moneys in these banks; 
it was safer than to place them in the hands of 
individuals. But what occasioned this necessity? 
The President brought it upon himself by his 
own unlawful act. Sir, it is a startling position, 
that assumed by my colleague, that the President 
possesses unlimited authority, at his mere will, 
to transfer the whole public treasure to any place 
he may think fit, or even commit it to the hands 
of private individuals. That single remark is 
better calculated to show the enormity of the 
power he has assumed, than the most elaborate 
argument. No one distrusts the personal integ- 
rity of the President. But it is an unsound and 
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a dangerous doctrine, which authorizes him or |! 
his successor to intrust the whole revenue of the |: 
country to the envoy extraordinary and minister | 
plenipotentiary of the deposit banks, or give it for ; 
sai-keeping to the Albany Regency. 

Sir, itis manifest that there is impropricty and - 
danger in the present system of managing the 

ublic treasure. The President seems conscious 
of this, or finds that he has taken upon himself a 
burdensome duty. As far back as December, 
1834, he earnestly invited Congress to make 
suitable legislative provisions respecting the de- 
posits in the State banks. But, urgent as the 
necessity appears,as yet none have been adopted. 

I cannot omit to notice another flagrant proof 
of the neglect of the public interests by the dom- 
inant party. I allude to the failure of the fortifi- 
cation bill of the last session. My colleague has, 
very properly, left that gueron to be settled by 
the parties concerned. I have but little to say 
upon it. It has been fully discussed. The loss 
of this bill has been made the subject of grave 
accusation, upon high authority, against the 
Senate, and incidentally against the minority in 
this House. The charge has been met and re- 
pelled. It has been shown, to the satisfaction of 
every candid man, that the blame was with the 
ruling majority, and chiefly upon the chairman 
of our conference committee, [Mr. CAMBRELENG. ] 
That gentleman was directed to report an agree- 
ment of the committee, but thought proper to 
remain silent, upon a gratuitous assumption that 
there was no quorum. 

Mr. CAMBRELENG said he had not made 
a gratuitous assumption. The former Speaker 
would tell the gentleman there was no quorum. 

Mr. ROBERTSON. If the former Speaker 
were in his seat, he would say there was a quorum ; 
present when the gentleman returned, and long ' 
after. The gentleman had inferred there was no 
quorum, because only one hundred and thirteen 
members had voted recently before, or about the 
time of his return. Nothing is more common— 
it is a thing of daily occurrence—that a less num- 
ber than a quorum votes, when a full quorum is 
actually present. But who, sir, authorized the 
chairman of the committee to decide that question? 
It was his duty to make his report, or at least to 
offer to do so, and leave it to the House to decide 
whether they could receive it. Any fifteen mem- 
bers might have compelled the attendance of ab- 
sentees. Seven only, at most, were wanting, in 
addition to those who had just voted on a resolu- 
tion before the House; and it is a fact shown by 
the Journals, and which, perhaps, has not been 
distinctly brought to the view of the committee, i 
that on a motion to adjourn, made shortly after, | 
thirteen members voted, who did not vote on the ` 
resolution, showing six over a quorum; and fur- | 
ther, that on the final motion for adjournment, | 
twenty-six members voted who did not vote on į 
the resolution; showing a number within the con- : 
trol of the House, when the chairman returned, | 
and who had no scruples against voting, of ninc- i 
teen over a full quorum. But the design was to 
throw the blame upon the odious Senate, and this 
measure, agreed upon in conference—a measure 
Ped for the defense of the country, and which, 

o 
of this House, were anxious to adopt—was sup- 


pressed and lost by the friends of the Adminis- || 


tration, and especially in consequence of the | 
course pursued by the gentleman from New York, | 
[Mr. Ciisarene.1 For myself, sir, I would | 
have voted for it willingly in the shape it came ! 


from the committee, though opposed to the con- || 


tingent appropriation of three millions which it 
originally contained. That enormous appropri- | 
ation was at war with sound republican principles; 
nor was there any occasion which justified it. 
The sums authorized by the bill, without it, were 
amply sufficient in case war should not ensue; 
and if that should have seemed inevitable, Con- 
gress must have convened before the residue of | 
the appropriation could have been exhausted. 
But, sir, the private wishes of the President had | 
been made known and circulated confidentially | 


among some of the members of the House. This |: 


is another and a striking proof of the exercise of 
Executive influence over its deliberations. The 
Constitution requires open communications from | 
the President to Congress. If the practice of in- 


i Representatives has been bestowed upon the offi- -| 
' cial organ of the Executive—upon the editor of a | 


ubt not, the Senate, as well as the minority f rt 
i Opposition. 
i 


finencing members through private, unwritten |! prevail against a host of mercenaries; but the 


messages shall be indulged or tolerated here, j 
there is an end of the independence of this body. | 
Tt will be as well to extend a little further the | 
modern doctrine of expunging, and, in addition | 
to the clause requiring both Houses to keep a 
Journal, to expunge that which declares that 
Congress shall assemble at least once in every 
year. It would be better at once to adopt the ad- 
vice of Major Downing, and dispense with so 
superfluous a machinery. 

No man can view, without apprehension, the 
rapid growth of Executive power and influence 
since the accession of the present Administration; 
nor without being struck with the contrast be- 
tween the republicanism of 1798 and the Jackson 
aemocracy of 1836. I have already alluded to 
the celebrated reports made in 1826 and 1828, | 
asserting the doctrines of the old republican party, 
and their plans of retrenchment and reform. “I 
beg leave to advert to some of their leading prin- 
ciples and views. [Mr. R. read passages from 
the reports of Mr. Benton and Mr. Hamilton, 
illustrative of the tenets of the republican party.] 
Yes, sir, the old republican party were the advo- 
cates of economy in expenditures; they appre- 
hended danger from the enormous power of the 
Executive, resisted its encroachments, and de- 
nounced its abuses: above all, they earnestly dep- 
recated the employment of a Government press. 
I ask the especial attention of the committee to 
the eloquent remarks of the author of the report 
of 1828, whose sincerity none will question. [Mr. 
R. read a passage from the speech of Mr. Ham- 
ilton, delivered in the House of Representatives, 
in February, 1827.} 

I can add nothing to the force of the argument 
here presented. But how have these doctrines 
been carried out? At the last session of Congress 
a resolution was offered to exclude all persons 
concerned in pubis joum from any share in 
the printing required for the Government; another 
resolution (which I had myself the honor to sub- 
mit) proposed to dispense with the office of 
printer to either House of Congress; to provide | 
that all printing on public account should be done | 


J 
i 


by contract; and to exclude from any participa- |! 


tion all who held office under the Government. 
You well remember, sir, the fate of these propo- 
sitions, Ina report drawn by yourself, the pro- 
posed exclusion of the editorial corps was de- 
scribed as an unconstitutional proscription. Yet 
to my mind it seems clear that if we have the 
power to create the office, we have the right to. 
determine its qualifications. We may admit or 
exclude aliens, or minors, without violating the 
Constitution; and if so may, upon the same prin- 
ciple, exclude editors or officers of Government, 
if their appointment be incompatible with the 
nature of the office or injurious to the public in- 
terests. These propositions, like most other at- 
tempts during the present Administration to carry 
into practice the doctrines of reform, so ably 
maintained by the old Republican party, were 
putdown. The office of printer to the House of 


: political journal, devoted to the indiscriminate 
support of the dominant party and abuse of the 
Has a solitary instance ever oc- 
curred in which that journal has denounced, or 
even questioned, an Executive measure? Yet he | 
will receive from the public Treasury probably | 
not less than eighty or one hundred thousand | 
dollars annually, and realize, it is supposed, a | 
profit exceeding the salary of the highest officer | 
| of the Government. There is danger in thus | 
selecting the organ of the Executive as the officer 
of the House of Representatives. It brings into 
too close association departments which the pub- 
lic interest, as well as the Constitution, require 
should be separate and distinct. Nor is this all. 
Let any man look to the Blue Book, and compare 
the number and compensation of public printers 
in 1827, when reform was so urgently demanded, 
with those in 1835 and 1836, and he will have 


i 
j i 
| 
| 


|| still stronger evidence of the difference between | 


profession and practice. We have heard much ' 
of the danger of standing military force. A stand- | 
; ing army of venal editors is far more dangerous | 
to liberty. Force may be repelled by force; and | 
the arm of one man who strikes for freedom may | 


press, when subsidized by power, misleads the 
judgment and corrupts the heart. . 

In further proof of our departure from sound 
republican doctrines, and of the increasing influ- 
ence of the Executive, I beg leave to mentiona 
practice which seems to me of dangerous tend- 
ency, worthy of our serious notice. It has been 
often asserted in this Hall, that, in appointing 
committees of the House of Representatives, 
members should be selected who are in habits of 
intimate intercourse with the President and heads 
of Departments, or acceptable tothem. If sucha 
practice has prevailed, asitis said, or is now gain- 
Ing ground, It is time to arrestit. The Exccutive 
has nothing to do with the organization of either 
House of Congress. Their functions are dif- 
ferent; and this attempt to unite them would be | 
equally at war with the spirit of our institutions, 
and destructive of the best interests of the coun- 
try. How would it sound, were it proposed to 
make a legal or constitutional provision, giving 
the nomination of our standing committees to the 
President, or his Cabinet?) Would it not utterly 
prostrate the independence of Congress? And 
if so, ought a procceding to be sanctioned by 
usage, which no republican would consent to 
establish by law? Such a course gives to the 
Executive the initiation of all laws. With the 
power to initiate, and the constitutional veto, 
what barrier is there against absolute power in 
the Executive department? This veto has been 
exerted with unusual frequency during the pres- 
ent Administration, and even rudely threatened 
in advance. By a document laid on our desks 
during the present session, we are told that the 
President announced his determination to apply 
it, unless Congress should adopt a particular 
course touching the Ohio and Michigan contro- 
versy. Sir, such an intimation ought to be re- 
garded as an affront to the dignity and independ- 
ence of Congress. 

And what are the mighty services which th; 
party have rendered to the country, to atone for 
all the abuses they have practiced? They tell us 
of the victory at New Orleans, and of the victor-7 
over the Bank of the United States. For the 
military services of General Jackson none is more 
willing to tender him all gratitude and honor. £ 
could rejoice, too, sir, at his victory over the 
bank, had it not been accompanied by the assump- 
tion of dangerous powers, and followed by a vast 


| accession to the already overgrown authority of 


the Executive. But it is to this or other meas 


‘ures of the Administration the dominant party 


have ascribed the general prosperity of the coun- 
try. Sir, the prosperity of the country comes 
from other sources. A higher power has made 
the sun to shine and the showers to descend, and 


i rewarded the skill and industry of our citizens. 
| They claim credit, too, for the payment of the 


i national debt. 


The pretension is equally un- 
founded. You may as well ascribe it to the clerk 
who paid the money at the counter. The idea is 
as ludicrous as that of the old man who ascribed 


: the shoals in Sandwich Haven to the building of 


Tenterden steeple. When Sir Thomas Moor: 
inquired of this old citizen (thinking him, from. 


his great age, most likely to know) the cause 


, why Sandwich Haven was obstructed by sand, 
` his answer was, ‘‘ Sir, I am an old man; and | 


think that Tenterden steeple is the cause of the 
Goodwin sands.” ‘‘And pray what is your 
reason,” said Sir Thomas Moore, * for thinkin 

this?’ «fam an old man, sir,’’ said he, ** and 

may remember the building of the steeple, and 1 
may remember when there was no steeple. And 
before the steeple was built, there was no manner 
of speaking of any flats or sands that stopped the 
haven; and, therefore, I think the building of 
Tenterden steeple is the cause of the destroying 
of Sandwich Haven.” So, sir, we all remember 
when this Administration came in; and we all 
remember there was then a national debt; and 
we all know the debt is now paid; but the Admin- 


| istration, nevertheless, no more paid the public 


debt than Tenterden steeple filled Sandwich 
Haven with sand. 

Nor can I assent to the high commendations 
bestowed by my colleague upon the policy pur- 
sued by the Administration in relation to the re- 
cent controversy with France; nor agree with the 
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gentleman from Maine, (Mr. Jarvis,] or others, 


members, I can only say members did not speak 


what they believed. It 1s true, none could know > 


how far rash councils on either side might carry 
us; but, at the period alluded to, no immediate 
collision was anticipated. Is it forgotten that the 
Senate had unanimously adopted a resolution de- 
claring that “ there was no occasion for any legis- 
lative measures in regard to the state of affairs 
between the United States and France,” and that 
a resolution to the same effect had been offered by 
one of my colleagues (Mr. Patron] in the House 
of Representatives? ls it forgotten that our then 
chairman of Foreign Relations himself, (Mr. Cam- 
BRELENG,] in his report to the House, declared 
that there was “satisfactory evidence that the 
French Government desired that the indemnity 
should be paid, and reason to hope that the Cham- 
berof Deputies would faithfully discharge the ob- 
ligations of France to the United States?” This 
report was made on the 27th February, four days 
only previous to our final adjournment. Yet, not- 
withstanding the obvious propriety of affording 
some time for deliberation; notwithstanding the 
chairman had been spurred, goaded, I may say, 
by the venerable gentleman from Massachusetts, 
{Mr. Apams,] he withheld his report till within a 
a few days previous to the constitutional termina- 
tion of the session. With these proofs before us, 
how can it be said there was at that time even a 
general expectation of war? For one, I could not 

ring myself to believe in the probability of such 
anevent. War,sir!—for what? We have heard 
of wars of ambition, of conquest, of revenge, of 
policy; but who ever heard of a war of etiquette? 
And yet subsequent negotiations rendered it but 
too probable. Sir, history affords no instance of 
two civilized nations placed in a situation so ridic- 
ulous, and at the same time so perilous. We were 
brought, by the rashness and folly of those to 
whom we had intrusted our destinies, to a point 
from which it was ruinous to advance, aie dis: 

raceful to retreat; and we were snatched from 
the brink of the precipice, not by the good sense 
or ability of our negotiators on either side, but 
by the kind offices of a friendly Power, or the 
providential interference of Heaven. 

But my colleague denies that the President rec- 
ommended reprisals, or that reprisals are cause of 
war. I confess I was surprised at this. When 
he shall read the message again, he will find that 
the measure was recommended in terms too strong 
to admit of doubt. It is true the President leaves 
the time to be decided upon by Congress; but he 
follows up this concession, with an explicit opin- 


ion, that if the appropriation should not be made «| 


“at the next session, every day’s delay on our 
part would be a stain upon our national honor,’’ 
and adds: 


“Since France, in violation of the pledges given through : 
election of his successor, and to give the i - 
her decision will not probably be known in time to be com- ! d g a miu: 
municated to this Congress, I recommend that a law be ` 
d authorizing reprisals upon French property, in case ! 
provision shall not be made for the payment of the debt at : 


her Minister here, has delayed her final action so long that 


the approaching session of the French Chambers.” 


Sir, it is impossible to doubt the meaning of 
this recommendation, or not to know that, had it 
been adopted, we should now have been in the 
midst of a bloody war. It will notdo to say that 
reprisals are no cause of war; it matters not what 
may be the doctrines of Puffendorff or Vattel; the 
first blow that should have been struck on the 
ground of reprisals, would have been instantly 
retaliated. . 

My colleague seemed conscious of this, and 
willing to excuse the Administration by imputing 
the danger of a collision with France to the op- 
position, or the opposition papers in this coun- 
try. He referred. 

Intelligencer. 

Mr. GARLAND briefly explained. The arti- 
cles in the National Intelligencer persisted in the 
assertion that the message conveyed a menace, 
and that the French Government ought so to con- 
sider it; and they also stated that the people of 
the United. States would not sustain their own 
Executive in his recommendations. He had not 
said a word about the motives of the parties, but 
had stated the fact as it was. 


who represent it as the universal belief of mem- | s 
bers, towards the close of the last session, that f & Seaton to know what was due to its®lf, or as 
war would ensue. If that was the opinion of _ guides to direct its course. The President and | the choice of the great body of the Republicans; 


arty disclaimed all intention of a menace; | 


to an article in the National | 


Mr. ROBERTSON. Sir, I cannot believe that 


his 
and it is, indeed, a flattering compliment paid by 
my colleague to the Intelligencer to suppose that 


more credit was attached, in France, to the views . 


_and statements of that paper, than to those of the 
Exccutive, its supporters, and its official organ. 
But we have peace: and rest the blame where it 
may of having endangered it, we have all cause 


to rejoice at its restoration—doubly so when we : 


look to the manner in which the petty war in 
Florida has been conducted. Under this military 
administration we have seen three major generals, 
with a force of some twelve or fifteen hundred 


men, employed against a far inferior force of | 
Indians. A gallant corps of upwards of one hun- | 


dred of our countrymen has been cut off almost 
to a man. In the brief space of two or three 
months, we have appropriated upwards of eleven 
hundred thousand dollars; and if reports, appa- 
rently authentic, are to becredited, to such extrem- 
ities have our troops been reduced, that they have 
been under the necessity of shooting away the 
traces of their wagons for ammunition, and using 
their horses for food. 

Mr. Chairman, I am sensible of having too 
long trespassed on the indulgence of the commit- 
tee. Some apology will be found, I trust, in the 
vast number of important topics brought under 
discussion by those who have preceded me. I 
have endeavored to touch them as briefly as possi- 
ble. Before taking my seat, there is one other 
subject on which I beg leave to saya few words. 

My colleague, in the course of his remarks, 
directly brought into view the approaching pres- 


idential election; and, to my great surprise, en- | 


i tered into a vindication of the Baltimore caucus. 
Mr. GARLAND said he had not introduced 
'! these subjects, but only referred to them in reply 
to the gentleman from Tennessee, [Mr. BeLL.] 
Mr. ROBERTSON. If the gauntlet was thrown 
down on the one side, it was readily taken up on 
the other. I impute no blame to my colleague; 
but if it was lawful for him to reply, I presume 
I have a right to follow him. I agree with gen- 
tlemen who say that this Hall ought not to be 
converted into gn electioneering arena: but it is 
a wholesome practice, occasionally to review, 
with the utmost freedom, the course and policy 
of the Government; to examine how far the 
accord with those fundamental principles of which 
|, my colleague speaks, and on which our institu- 
tionsare founded; toguard against the approaches 
of despotism. Nor should we be deterred from 
this review because some of the topics which lie . 
in our way may be thought to bear on the pre- 
| tensions of candidates for the Presidency. 
:. Sir, in my humble judgment, there has been a 
|, palpable and dangerous attempt, on the part of 
| the President, to interfere in the approaching 


ence of his name and power to the support of his 
favorite candidate. ‘The charge of dictation, I. 
know, is denied; but the letter itself, containing 


ij tempt was made, as far as it was prudent to make 
nit. I request that the Clerk may read it. 


| My Reverenp Sir: I observed in the National Repub- 
i! Hiean of the 10th instant, an article headed t General Jack- 
i son’s preference,” which I think it my duty to notice. 


with the elective franchise ; and have invariably acted upon 
the principle that to the people belonged the exercise of this 
|: sacred right-—uninfluenced by any considerations but those 


i; this paper professing to entertain great respect for my char- 
i acter, undertakes to connect me personally with an attempt 
|| to divide the great body of repubdlitansin the choice which 
| they are to make of a President 
effect to bis insinuatiqn, appeals, in the language of my 
i bitterest enemies here and elsewhere, to the independence 
of the people as a shield against “my dictation,” which 
: he supposes may be attempted. 

| Every one must seethat the. professions of the editor in 
ji that article are made to take the form of friendship, in order 
| that he may more successfully carry out his purpose of op- 
i posing the great republican principles which { have endeav- 
| ored to advance as President of the United States ; and une 


the French Government consulted Messrs. Gales || 


|; the denial, leaves no room to doubt that the at- || 


All my friends know, that since I have been in the Exec- |: chief, I know not. 


| .utive chair, Í have carefully abstained from an interference | for the most part, to concur in the nomination of 


; Mr. Van Buren; but they could net goall lengths, 
i They may be brought to support for the Presi- 


| which related to the public good. And yet the editor of | dency a Missouri restrictionist, a supporter of 


3-and, by way of giving | 


1i ef whick, not to'say the mosi important, iz te necessity of 


|! looking above persons in any exigency which threatens the 


ascendency of those principles. All my friends must per- 
| ceive that, to be consistent, my preference, as far as mon 
: are concerned, ought to be for him that is most likely to be 


lappa: F ; and yet, if 
this individual should not be Judge White, the editor of the 
Repubiican is ready to ery out “ dictation? 

Under such circumstances, seeing also that there are 
various misrepresentations of my views on this subject, I 
commit this letter to your discretion, in order that you may 
do me justice. $ 

You are at liberty to say on all occasions, that, regarding 
the people as the true source of political power, I am always 
ready to bow to their will and to their judgment; that, dis- 
carding all personal preferences, 1 consider the true policy 
of the friends of republican principtes to send delegates fresh 
from the people to a general convention for the purpose of 
selecting candidates for the Presidency and Vice Presi- 
dency; and that to impeach that selection before it is made, 
orto resist it when it is fairly made, as an emanation of 
Executive power, is to assail the virtue of the people, and 
in effect, to oppose their right to govern. 

I send the paper containing the article I refer to, and re- 
quest you to show this letter to the editor, in order that he 
may no longer misrepresent me. Acknowledge the receipt 
of this letter. Jam, in haste, your friend, 

ANDREW JACKSON. 
The Rev. James Gwin, Nashville, Tennessee. 


Mr. R. continued. This letter has been pub- 
lished by authority. The writer had too much 
tact, he knew too well the character of those with 
whom he had to deal, to venture on an absolute 
command. The American people may be led; 
they cannot be driven. But he announces his 
preference in language too plain to be misunder- 
stood. The expression, “and if that preference 
should not be for Judge White,” removes all 
doubt upon this subject. Why was this prefer- 
ence disclosed? What occasion was there, if the 
object was merely to disclaim all intention of in- 
terference, to allude to his individual preferences 
or objections? Can the design be doubted? But, 
sir, he goes further. He points out plainly the 
manner in which. that design is to be accom- 
plished. It is true he professes to bow to the will 
of the people. Few men have ever attempted to 
control or sway the people but by courting their 
confidence and invoking their aid. Bonaparte, 
Cesar, Cromwell, all bowed to the will of the 
people. What could a single man effect against 
opposing multitudes? Yes, sir, he regards the 
people as the source of political power; he does 
not mean to dictate, but he considers the true 
policy of the friends of republican principles to 
send delegates, fresh from the people, to a general 
convention, for the purpose of selecting candi- 
dates for the Presidency and Vice Presidency. 
Here is no interference; the President only gives 
his opinion of the true policy which the friends 
of republican principles should pursue, and then 
tells us, ‘‘ that to impeach that selection before it 
is made, or to resist it when it is fairly made, as 
an emanation of executive power, is to assail the 
virtue of the people, and, in effect, to oppose their 
right to govern.” Now, sir, was it not univer- 
sally known who was the President’s choice? 
Does any man doubt that he meant by the ‘friends 
of republican principles’’ bis own supporters and 
the friends of Mr. Van Buren? Was not the fact 
that the convention was actually calied for the 
purpose of nominating Mr. Van Buren, as well 
known before the nomination was made as after? 

If any doubt existed previously of the disposi- 


:; tion of the President to interfere, the publication 
| of this letter utterly dispelled it. 
| The Clerk read the letter from General Jack- |; 
| son to Rev. James Gwin, as follows: ij : 
‘ate him, and regard all who shall oppose the 

bee aaa halt 23,183. | nomination as kei ofthe couniry, Fow my 

| colleague and his political friends in Virginia will 


It means, in 
plain English, I prefer Mr. Van Buren as my 
successor; I recommend a convention to nomin- 


reconcile their disobedience to the will of their 
It is. true they seem willing, 


-an odious tariff, and of the right of Congress to 
-abolish slavery in this District; but they have 
ventured to resist the nomination, for the inferior 
office of Vice President, of one whose tariff and 
internal improvement doctrines surely cannot be 


: more difficult to digest. Yes, they not only dared 
' to impeach this nomination, before it was made, 


but have resisted it since. I fear, sir, they must 
be regarded by the faithful as deserters from “< the 
party; or rather I trust they will; for they 


would deserve honor instead of censure for der 
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serting a party which has deserted its princi- 
les. 

When we reflect upon the vast magnitude of 
the powers wielded by the Executive; the in- 
fluence exerted over both Houses of Congress in 
the selection of committees; in the use of the 
veto; in the nomination of members to office; and 
in substantially assuming the entire power of 
appointment; when we see the conaection estab- 
lished between the moneyed capital of the coun- 
try and the political power of the Executive, and 
the enormous patronage bestowed by the Gov- 
ernment upon the political press; when we con- 
sider the host of officers, civil and military, who 
draw their daily subsistence at. the will of the 
President, and his power to strike off every offi- 
cer from the rolls of the Army or Navy, without 
even the formality of a trial; more. especially 
when we belrold the manner.in which, these 
powers are exercised; we have but too much 
cause to entertain appreħensipns for the duration 
of our institutions. Lavish expenditures are 
authorized; encroachments excused; abuses jus- 
tified, inquiry even suppressed; and all this bya 
party calling themselves Democratic Republicans; 
all for the good of the people; in the name of the 
**Democracy;’’ yes, sir, of the modern Democ- 


racy, whom you may behold rolling along the ` 


broad avenues of qee city, in splendid caaches, 
with white liveried servants, throwing their dust 
in the faces of the aristocracy traversing the side- 
walks on foot. Abuses and assumptions of 
power have other objects than the goad of the 
peopte. Nor are they who practice them enti- 
tled to the name of Republicans; they have but 
assumed the name, the better to assail the prin- 
ciples of Republicans. , The wolf, disguising 
himself in the fleecy coat of the lamb, has gained 
admittance to the fald, and, assuming the rights 
of a conqueror, claims the spoils of victory. 


DEPOSIT BANKS. 


SPEECH OF HON. HENRY A. WISE, 
' OF VIRGINIA, ` 


Ix rue House or REPRESENTATIVES, 
April 14 and 19, 1836, ‘ 
On the resolution of Mr. Dromcoote, and his amendment 
proposed. thereto. i 
Qn motion of Mr. DromcooLe the following 
resolution, submitted by him yesterday, was taken 
up: : 


- Resoleed; That the Secretary of the Treasury be directeil ; 


to communicate to this House full information of the mode 
and manner of selecting banks.in the several States or 
Territories for the deposit uf the pyblic money of the United 
States; ofall coutracts, agreements, or etipulatinns entered 
into with said banks for the sate keeping of daid moneys; 
that the Secretary of the Treasury also. state what agents 
have,been employed, the nature and extent of theiragency, 
and the compensation which such agents have received ia 
any way from the Government of the United Btates; nnd 
that he alao state what.officers'or-agents on the part of said 
banks have in any way participated or been instrumental 


in the formation of ahy such contracts, agreeiments,or stip- | 


ulations concerning the deposit and safe-RKeeping Of suid 
money im said banks. f 


The resolution having been read, Mr. Wise 
rosc, and moved to amend it by substituting the 


following in lieu thereof : 


Resoived, That a select committee be appointed, with 
power to send for persons. anid papers, ta inqui¥e into the 
mode or agency.of selecting. the banks pf-deposit for the 
public money; the cantracts with the Treasury D art- 
„ment by which they are regylated; the manner in which, 
and the persons by whom, sitch cuntfacts ave or have been 
made; into all correspondence whatsoever touchig eon- 
tracts for the deposit of the public money and into all con- 


nection or relation, official or uuo ficial, which eg. ae has | 


existed, between any person or persons and the Treasury 
Department, or between them and the deposit banks, or any 
individuals or banks, toaching the custody and the control 
and depasit of the public money; or between any Depart- 
ment of the Execuuve and any individual or individuals er 
banks, touching -the disbursements of the public money, 
‘appropriated or unappropriated by jaw ; and into the amonnt 
of compensation of any or all agents whatsoever, official 
„or unofficial, connected with the said Department, or sajd 
banks, touching the disbursement, safe-keeping, or deposit 
of the publie money; and that said committee have leave 
to report by bill or otherwise. : 


Mr. WISE said: I rise to offer an amendment 
to the resolution of my colleague, and I will en- 
deavor to show the very material difference be- 
tween it and the resolution for which it is offered 
as a substitute. pi 

The most striking difference is, that the reso- 


No. 42 


| lution simply 
| Secretary of the Treasury; and my amendment 
|: proposes to appoint a select committee, with full : 
powers to investigate, by the oaths of witnesses, | 
the whole subject of keeping and disbursing the ` 
public money. ; 
The only objection which I can anticipate to | 
this amendment, in respect to this difference be- | 
tween it and the resolution, is, that it is contrary 
to parliamentary usage to institute a committee 
of investigation before an_inquiry has been ad- 
dressed, in comity, to the Department, and until 
“such inquiry has been answered in an unsatisfac- 
:tory manner. Permit me to say, sir, that this 
_ tule of parliamentary usage has been already com- 
plied with, and in sach a manner, by the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury, as forbids a moment’s delay 
of investigation, or the least indulgence of comity. 
It will be remembered, sir, that, during the Jast 
Congress, the Senate of the United States ad: 
dressed an inquiry similar to that of my colleague, 
but in fact.more full and more searchiag than his, 
and that inquiry, in 1833-34, was answered. The 
answer then given [I considered, and still think, 
‘was unsatisfactory and false. If it was not thé 
** expressio falsi,” 1t was the “ suppressto veri.” In 
consequence of my conviction and impression as 
to the character of that answer, and prompted by 
information which I had obtained since the com- 
mencement of the present session, as to the rela- 
tions of ** a certain Reuben’M. Whitney” to the 
Treasury Department and .the deposit banks, I 
offered the proposed amendment as a distinct and 
independent proposition to investigate those rela- 
tions “touching the depgsit, safe-keeping, and 
disbutsement of the public money.” Thrice and 
again did I offer this resolution, and I hope it will 
not soon be, forgotten by the American people, as 
often was it rejected by “ the party.” 


The representatives of the people having again 


and again refused to grant the power of investi- 
$ of the friends of the Sec- | 
"retary in. the House, t e inference was becoming | 
too strong that an investigation was dreaded, . 
Accordingly, sir, in the Globe of the 9th instant | 
we see Mr. Secretary Woodbury giving the cue | 

_ to “the faithful; and for the first time in the 

history of our Government does the head of a. 
Department stoop from his high elevation to the 
editorials of the ‘‘ official organ,” to answer ‘* by 
authority” an inquiry which had not been made, 
and to suggest to his friends‘his preference for a 
simple inquiry, when an investigation was asked, 
if not to dictate to Congress the mode of its pro- ` 
ceeding in guarding the pupic money under his | 
control! . In the editorial to which J’allude, and 
which I beg leave to read, my colleague and the 
House. will find every inquiry embraced by his 
resqlution anticipated and answered: _ 

Mr. Wise.—This individual, in „a Fesolutiog which he 
has three times called up in the House for immediate action, 
is but acting anew the panic scenes in the Senate in 1833-34. 
Then the Setregary of the Tredsury was called upon for | 
copies of contedcts made. hy the. Department. with. the - 
deposit hanks, correspondence with them, and even the | 
|: ahount öf stock that officer held in one of them; also, | 
whether.an agent was employed to superintend the deposit 
| banks;: if ge, by what authority he was employed, and how 
| much he was paid, and out of what fund. &c. To ali these 
inquiries prompt answers were giyen, and to the latter, that 
no agent had been employed by the Department. We'have | 

ood reasdn to believe. that any information whieh Mr. | 
| -W185 may wish, concerning the depesit bunks, in possed- | 
sion of the Treasury Department, he can readily obtain, by | 
applying forit, without the aid ofa tornia] resolution; and 
‘in relation to àn agent. to superintend the deposit banks 
‘being employed or paid by thé Départment, we are author- | 
-ized to, say the same answer would be.given to:sueh an 
inquiry as that made to the Senate in 1834. BE ad 

® The insinuation’ wade by Mr: Wise, that some ‘person, 
‘ag ah- agent of the Séeretary of the ‘Treasdry, öt ‘of the 
deposit: banks, js employed in deciding on tbeir selection, 
| oc in taki g security from, them; is.yyithout the least:shadow 
| af foundatión. AN, these artangements, we are authorized 
ite say, are made betweeri the public duthorized officers of 
|-the Treasary Pepartmentiand the panei only: i ; 
|i {Bd far a9 the resolution of Mr. Wigs refers toa al 
) tain Reuhen M. Whitney,’ and his agencies for:the deposit 
| banks, an@ thé compensation which he receives from any 
| of them, he (Mr. W.} fas already, over his own sigmature, 
i gived to the public themature of the same ; ahd, although 
| these igay.be considered matters -purely and altogether of'a 
|! private- nanute, yet we. believe that Mr.. Whitney will not 
| hesitate to answer any question rétating to’them which 
1, may serve to gratify the curiosity of Mr. Wise.” a 
1! Thus, sir, adopting the answer of Mr. Taney 
‘In 1833-34, and having already said, before in- 
+ quiry, “ thus far will d answer and no farther,” 
i why shonid we delay invèstigation by instituting 


i| gation, with eon 


t | 


pepe to direct an inquiry of the | 


an inquiry already answered by this authorized 
editorial? Is the object of my honorable col- 
| league to give the pilferers of the public purse 
more time to pick and steal? The answer which 
the Secretary says “ by authority ”’ he will give, 
is exactly the answer I expected he would give. 
And it is to test the truth or falschood of that 
very answer that I demand a committee, with 
power to send for persons and papers. I here 
charge that answer of 1833-34, as now adopted 
by the present Secretary of the Treasury, to be, 
at this time, fulse and deceptive; if it. speaks 
truly, as far as it speaks at all, I believe it can be 
proved to be false in suppressing the truth, or in 
not, telling the whole truth. J ask for the power 
to procure this proof; and am I to be told that I 
must again inquire of the culprit whom I charge 
with having, already answered falsely ? 

But, sir, leț us suppose that usage will not be 


“complied, with by adopting the amendment which 


I propose as a substitute for the resolution of my 
honorable colleague. Still the objections to the 
adoption of that resolution are insuperable, and 
the reasons for de arting from usage in this ¢ase 
are conclusive. dmit that Mr. Secretar has 
given no answer, and that this House should not 
compromit. its dignity by noticing editorials in 
the Globe as official communications, it is suf- 
ficient objection to my mind to a mere inquiry 
that Mr. Secretary himself has ‘* by authority” 
invited, suggested, or even dared to intimate the 
course of an inquiry, when the quéstion of exam- 
ination by the oaths of witnesses was pending. 
It seems to` me that, by that “authorized” edir 
torial in the, Globe, M: . Secretary did not so 
insolently and impudently mean to’say ‘so far 
will I answer and no further,’ as he meant. cun- 
ningly to give the cue to “ the party,” or crouch- 
ingly and craven-like, to beg his friends to screen 
him from the scrutiny ofa committee. The one 
interpretation or the other must prevail to convict 
him of insolent dictation, or of guilty timidity. Sir, 
I am bound to believe that my honorable alleas 
did hot take the hint fromthe Glohe to offerhis res- 
olution, but I must say it comes at dn ill-omened 
time for the reputation of the Secretary, and he 
ought scarcely to expect us to yield that to dicta- 
tion which is due only to courtesy, or to yield 
that to charity and mercy which is due to truth 
and the country. .Why, sir, did not, the Honse 
permit me to introduce my resolution, so that the 
main question might have been put upon its adep- 
tion before, my colleague offered his, to which 
mine is an améndment, which may now be cut 
off by the previous question whenever the friends 
of Mr. Secretary choose? Why is the course 
which Mr., Secretary presċribes given precedence 
to that which a Representative of. the people de- 
mands, to invéstigateé Mr. Secretary’s own con- 


|: duct in keeping‘and controlling the money of the 


ropie? I am. sure, sir, that my, honorable col- 
eague did, not offer his resolution of inquiry 
merely because Mr. Secretary has requested it; 
| but-I shall assuredly vote against the adoption.of 
his resolution, for the very reason that Mr, Sec- 
, tetary himself asks „that an inquiry of himself 
only shall be instituted. Sir, put here to guard 
: the Treasury, am I discharging my duty to my 
| constituents when I permit those who ‘have the 
keys of the coffers to prescribe the node of prov- 
ing thei honésty? Put here to judge of tlie con- 
| duct of executive officers, and to,investigate that 
l eonduct strictly,am I to be content with the mere 
“t ipse ditit? of the officer himself a to hia faith- 
| fulness and purity? ‘Is it to be expected that I 
: will trust to the mere word’ of an officer, not an 
loath at all, who asks me to take that word alone 
i when I require him to be put upon ‘his oath,'and 
‘wish to call other Witnesses? qs ngot the request 
by him, to ask him simply whether he be guilty, 
|and fot to try him by proof, enough to raise the 
,.Buspicion at once that truth and. honesty both 
require a trial upon oath? Sir, this intimation 
of Mr. Secretary, more than any other cause, 
has made me eager for an investigation for the 
‘sake of the country, and should make his friends 
“still more eager for the sake of his own reputa- 
‘tion, It will no doubt be much more agreeable 
| to Mr. Secretary to answer an inquiry, addressed 
to him sitting in the big chair of his office, which 
he may answer fully or not as he pleases, than 
‘tg respond on oath to interrogatories addressed 


658 


24ra C ONG... 


APPENDIX TO THE CONGRESSIONAL! GLOBE. 


[April 14, 


Deposit Banks—Mr. Wise. 


Ho. or Reps. 


to his conscience, not to his good pleasure; and 
inasmuch as he has presumed to ask for the one | 
course to avoid the other, Lam for bringing his 


| Powcr and its party affected, as in this instance, | public moneys, and the preservation of the pub- 
to treat the complaints, suspicions, and charges || lic morals, shall be inquired into by the Repre- 


i 


if 
i 


as a false clamor of opposition. 


dignity down to the lowly level of an honest man. | inquiry was made, and the invariable response 
Tam confident that the chance is much better of from the guardian watchman was, ‘¢ all’s well!’ | inability to detect abuses, and his own power to 


getting the truth from the witness-stand than from 
the Treasury Department. But, will gentlemen 
say, if Mr. Secretary has answered falsely, will 
you not allow him to answer over again? 

” Sir, this brings me to a still more valid objec- 
tion to the resolution of my colleague, If there 
be anything false or foul in the relations of 
Mr. Secretary with R. M. Whitney, is it to be 
expected that he will himself expose it? Does 
not every lawyer know that felons at the bar of 
justice will, nine hundred and ninety-nine times 
in a thousand, plead ** not guilty??? Wasitever 
heard of that the mere response of the suspected 


and all were bound to believe it. Defiance even 
was hurled at the effrontery of bare suspicion, 
and loudly was innocence and purity pretended, 
even after investigation began to probe the ulcers 
of corruption. The Senate’s committee were not 
believed, and it was a duty of party allegiance to 
cry out, ‘false accusation !’” At last the com- 
mittee of the House was appointed, consisting of 
a majority of ‘* the party” itself; and, after long 
and laboridus examination, it came out slowly, 
and not until à particular juncture, when certain 
of the “knowing ones” began to love Mr. Barry’s 

lace better than his peace or his party, that there 


or accused should be taken as evidence of inno- : had been embezzlement, fraud and corruption 


cence, or evidence in any sense? And if, sir, the 
resolution of my colleazue prevails, I fear such 
will be its tendency and effect. Gentlemen tell 
me, “ Let us have the answer of the Secretary. 
first, and then, if it be not satisfactory, we will 
grant you a committee !’’ And is this to be the 
door of escape from investigation? Do gentlemen 
expect to deceive or cajole me with fair words of 
promise like this? Ay, sir, a committee will -be 
granted if the answer be not satisfactory! . Satis- 
factory to whom? To me or to the “faithful?” 
DolI not know, sir, now beforehand, thata white- 
washing answer will “be returned, glossing over 
all fraud and peculation, concealing the agents at 


enough to render the Department insolvent, and 
to bring the name of an honest and honorable 
man (Mr. Barry) almost to infamy and contempt. 
The truth was exposed at last, but too late to savé 
the money. The rogues had deceived Mr. Barry, 
pocketed the money, and most graciously resigned 
office to escape conviction, and to enjoy their ease 
and their gains! Is this scene to be acted over 
again? No, sir, not with my consent. I am for 
pouncing upon them now in the act of pilfering 
and plundering the Treasury, and detecting the 
thief in the ** mairiour.’? What care they for rep- | 


Inquiry after ' 


sentatives of the people in this way? Shall Mr. 
Secretary thus taunt a Representative with hig 


| stifle investigation? Am I, are we, individually 
to bow before him for secret information touch- 


ing the most vital public trusts, which he should 
be impeached for concealing, if he has coneealed 
it from us as a House of Congress? Are the 
public functionaries, and especially he who holds 
the purse strings, to be held responsible only so 
far as they may choose? Shall Mr. Secretary 
keepa part on the record and a part in his own 
bosom, and deal out the evidence as he pleases 
to individuals. who are curious, and not be forced 
to testify on oath as to the whole. truth before 
the people’s Representatives? Sir, I would spurn 
the act of applying to him for information, who 
has already told me he will not answer truly. E 
will not condescend to ask him on his own terms, 
when Iam convinced that they are in fraud of 
my country, and when I have proposed terms of 
my own which he will not and, I believe, dare 
not accept. I will not inquire as Mr. Wise, for 
mere curiosity, when I feel bound to investigate, 
from a sense of duty, as a member of Congress. 
I will not apply to a man for evidence against 
himself, when I believe that I have no need of 
his confessions to convict him of falsehood, if 
not of corruption. And if this is to be the me- 


utation,, when they have once got the plunder? || dium of light and knowledge to the people of 
The people’s money will make them many friends. | their public men and their measures, darkness 


least of speculation onthe public moneys, making ' And we are to be pausing here upon a point of 


all fair and comely and satisfactory to the blin 
devotees of ‘the party?’ Have I not, from 
what I have already seen here, the best reasons | 
to fear that ‘€ the party’’ will refuse a committee 
after such an aai beckuss to allow investiga- || 
tion will be to impugn the answer of Mr. Secre- 
tary? And, sir, will not Mr. Secretary’s self- 
acquittal be held up as evidence not only of his 
owh innocence of any the least a eae 


nection with R. M. Whitney, or of any other | 


| etiquette with one of the suspected, who will be 


glad, perhaps, of the opportunity to quiet our 
fears yet awhile longer, whilst the plunderers are 
at their work, and the thieves are ‘* taking and 
carrying away !”” - 

. I am, there 
corrupting a usage, admitting it toexist, and not 
to have been complied with in this case by an 


| will indeed so cover the land, that power may 


| 
| 
| 
| that some person, as an agent of the Secretary or 
i : of the deposit banks, is employed in deciding on 
fore, for abolishing so costly and 


| sir, this, too, is a perfect special plea. 
| answer already made in advance. What were | 
i Une moneys of the Post Office Department com- || 


malfeasance touching his office, butof Whitney’s | pared with the entire revenue of this country, | 
purity, and of the wickedness, too, of those who | witha surplus in its Treasury of more than forty | 
suspect or accuse these par nobile fratrum? Sir, || millions? A drop in the bucket—a rivulet to the | 


let this resolution be adopted; let the Secretary | ocean., 


I am for going into the investigation, 


of the Treasury have Icave to answer, not. on | then, immediately, probing this matter to the core, 


oath or cross-examination, in’ vindication of. 


easy prey of corruption, but you and I, and ever 
man who has dared to intimate a suspicion, wi 
be held up to odium and abuse! I, therefore, 
now. say, once for all, that I am no accuser. . I | 
have not the evidence upon which to found an 
‘accusation. But I know and: believe enough, to | 
make all desire an investigation. Iam not, sir, | 
to be caught in any Ninian Edwards prosecu- 
tion; but, be it remembered, if there. be no in- 


i 


vestigation, it will not be my fault; and if guilt || 


‘somewhere be not proved, it will be for the want 
of power to call upon witnesses to testify. Will 
‘my colleague lend himself to this easy mode of 
escape to the suspected? Will he assist in set- 
ting this dangerous trap for the innocent? Fam 
sure, sir, that no stern republican will fail. to do 
everything in his power to protect the public 
‘purse, and no Virginian will aid. the agents of 
‘corruption to shift their odium upon those who 
‘would expose theirguilt. He who willknowingly 
and willfully assist in screening corruption. is 
himself corrupt; and I now say in advance, that 
if the course which I fear be pursued, it will be 
‘proof conclusive that there is the foulest corrup- 
tion in the Government—not a.mere’ corruption 
‘of ambition for office or statioh, but base mer- 
cenary corruption of avarice for gold; and he will 
‘be blind whe cannot see who are its agents, . ~., 
` Bat, sir, if usage heretofore has been with my 
‘colleague, and against the course I. propose, yet 
T think the last chapter of our experience iù rela- 
tion to inquiring into the abuses and corruption 
of the Departments should teach us to abolish a 
‘usage which has worked so much detriment to 
the public. I beg gentlemen not to forget so soon 
the history of the investigation of the Post Office 
Department. Loud complaints were heard of 


: and, I repeat it, that answer is false. 


| jections to the dilatory, ruinous, and whitewash- | 
|, Ing course proposed by my colleague. 


But, sir, I have said that the Secretary has given 
an answer already ‘ by authority” in the Globe, ' 
If such a | 
committee as I propose is granted, I will prove 
that answer to be a willful suppression of. the | 
truth. I hold Mr, Secretary responsible for the | 
whole editorial in the Globe; and what does it | 
say? “No agent had been employed by the De- | 
partment.”? And further the respondentanswered | 
not, though. he knew that an agent had been, and | 
-was then, and knows that he is now, employed 
by the deposit banks, by virtue of contracts with 
the Department, and, in some instances, upon its 
recommendation! Mr. Secretary also very offi- 
ciously gives me ‘‘ reason to believe” that “ any 
information | (Mr. Wise) may wish concerning | 
the deposit banks, in possession of the Treasury l 
Department, I can readily obtain by applying for 
it, without the aid of a formal resolution. ”? his 
‘is most-gracious and obliging! I wish to know 
something about Reuben M. Whitney, and Mr. 
Secretary kindly offers to inform me about the 
deposit banks. I wish to be informed of the un- 
‘recorded trangactions between him and Whitney 
& Co., and he pertly offers to-give me any in- 
formation, ‘*in possession of the Treasury De- 
-partment,’’ as to banks, not Whitneys! I wish 
to examine him upon oath, under the authority 
and sanction of this House, and he gives us 
‘** reason to believe” that he will tell us anythin 
‘but the very thing we wish to know, “by [my 
applying for it without the aid of a formal reso- 
lution !’”" a 

And, sir, has it come to this, that subjects of 


‘malfeasance and corruption there. Suspicions 
were entertained and expressed, proofs known to 


‘sich immense magnitude, involving the whole 


| without fear conceal the abuses which it commits 


with impunity. 
He has also informed us that © the insinuation 


their selection, or in taking security from them, 
is without the least shadow of foundation.” Now, 
Here, for 
the first time, does. the ** authorized” editorial 
speak in the disjunctive or alternative of an agent 
of the Department or ,of the banks, but as to an 
agent for what? For ‘deciding on their. selec- 
tion, or in taking security from them.” ** All these 
arrangements,” says the answer, ‘* are made be- 


; tween the public authorized officers of the Treas- 
and saving .the- public money while itis stillin ', 
himself, and not only will he be made innocent, |: ‘my reach, if it is so, and saving the public morals | 
Whitney not proved guilty, the deposits left the | before they become stale. Such are the first ob- | 


‘revenue, commerce, trade, and credit of the coun- 
try, the integrity of Treasury officers, and the 


be in existence, and charges were opetily made. |}-corruption ‘of Treasury agents, thé safety of the 


against that fated and doome 


ury Department and the banks only.’’ But are 


t: these arrangements” all? The Secretary, no 
doubt, decides upon selection, takes security, and 
the two contracting parties, the banks and .the 
Department, contract; but who is the ‘ mterniun- 
cio??? Who secretly corresponds? Who reports 
upon the safety or solvency of the banks selected, 
or to be selected? Who reports officially or un- 
officially, I care not which, upon the policy of 
selecting or continuing this or that bank of de- 
posit, with a view to political party effect? Who 
1s paid tribute for these offices? By whom? How 
much? Has any one, by this position, the whole 
money-power of the Earn fe and the unlimited 
power of the credit of thirty-five banks? How is 
that power used orabused? Who is responsible? 
Who has the profita? Who suffers? Sir, we are 
told. that all these ‘* matters”? are ‘purely and 
altogether of a private nature,” and perhaps Mr. 
Whitney will condescend ‘to gratify the curios- 
ity of Mr. Wise!’’ Sir,is. not this bold effrontery, 
this hardihood of corruption, worse than the loss 
even of the public money? Shall we permit cor- 
ruption to grow so bold as to beard us in our 
seats, and so strong as to plunder in open day? 
Is the rogue, with the purse in his hand, thus to 
taunt us by shaking it in our faces? A 
Have gentlemen so soon forgotten the doctrines 
and practices of the “party” in relation to the 
“ fair business transactions’ of the Bank of the 
United States? Do they not remember how far 
the committee of Congress, in 1832, went into 
the investigation of the private transactions of 
Thomas Biddle & Co, and of Noah & Webb, 
with the Bank of the United States? And are 
not the gentlemen of the committee of the last 
Congress, who proposed to go much further 
institution, not 
now here present? and will they change their tone 
of investigation upon a change of the deposits? 
and will ee not assist me in ferreting out the 
rivate transactions of R. M. Whitney with the 
epartment ahd the pet banks? 
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E i : © es : ! 
But, sir, Į do not ask an investigation of private ' 


t 


1 


‘un 


and individual concerns and transactions. These || 


banks may pay their own agents touching their 
own affairs, what they please; I wish only to 
know whether they pay an agent properly ours, 
for his services and negotiations touching the 
deposit, use, and control of the public money? 
What right has any man, Department, or banks, 
to make their business, touching the public, 
secret? Surely an investigation to ascertain the 
real agents of the Treasury, and the unknown 
keepers, and disposers, and beneficiaries of the 
Government funds, is not an inquisition. The 
fact of R. M. Whitney having the use and con- 
trol of the public money, if such be the fact, 
which I wish to know, makes his agency.a public 
ems ng matter by whom, really or os- 
tensibly, paid; and I wish further to Know its 
uses and abuses. If it be corrupt, I wish to trace 
its relations to Mr. Secretary; and if he be cor- 
rupt, I shall demand his impeachment. I ask 
again, then, shall the secrecy and privacy of this 
agency screen it from investigation? Shal! those 
who are secretly concerned be allowed to tell only 
what they choose? 

Sir, the Constitution polemaly points out the 
manner in which officers shall be appointed. 
There are constantly many ways and devices 
practiced whereby to create and pay officers un- 
der the evasive name of ‘‘agents,”? without the 
knowledge of the Senate, who constitutionally 
confirm nominations which should be made, or 
of the House of Representatives, who should no 
Jonger aid the abuse by passing so many items for 
contingent appropriation, now become the sub= 
stitute for the fund of secret-service money. This 
doctrine, by-the-Ly, of employing and paying 
agents, not named to the Senate, nor known to 
the appropriation bills, is working immense mis- ; 
chief in the Governments and I was sorry to gee ` 


its principles and practices supported and justified ‘| 


the other day by a Virginian—my colleague, [Mr. | 
Mason.] Taek now if Mr. Secretary shall; un- 
‘der its authority, clothe R. M. Whitney with all 
the attributes of an officer, and with more power 
by favor than he could possibly obtain for him b 
law, and then escape accountability for his ma 
feasance because he is not an officer under his 
control? By the same cunning invention, in fraud 
of the law and the Constitution, may not agents 
of every description be foisted into every De- 
artment? And, ifin without being known to the 
fw, and officers in fact without responsibility as 
such, will not their chances of pillage be mukti- 
plied beyond calculation, and the means of de- 
tecting them be impossible? Shall official corrup- 
tion be cloaked under the mantle of inviolable 
privacy? Is the corruption the less dishonest or 


the less to be sought after, because it exists in | 


secret, and is the more difficult to be found out? 
Shall we knowingly permit the vay pen invented 
to deceive us to succeed? Do gentlemen expect 
deeds of darkness to be done in the day? 


ill: 


they not investigate until crime is already public? ' 


Can there be no corruption which is not official? 


of the Government in order to avoid all manner 
of responsibility as a private agent of the banks? 
Are public officers to be converted thus into pri- 
vate individuals and official responsibility into 
private trust? Privacy, sir) secrecy! is all they 
ask to perpetrate their deeds of darkness; and 
shall we not hold up.to their deeds the light of 
truth ?. By a patent alime of corruption shall these 
eels of filthy ‘pools be made to elude the grasp of 
investigation’. Never! with my consent. 
But, sir, the difference between an inquiry and 
a trial js not the only, though the chief difference 
between this resolution and thë amendment pro- 


sed. If the resolution of my hønorable col- | 


eague be critically examined, it -will ‘be found 
that it.eould not be more artfully drawn than it 
is to correspond exactly with what, we may now 
certainly,‘ by authority,” anticipate will be the 
answer to it by Mr, Secretary. . It does not in- 
quire even as far as justice to truth and the coun- 
4 demands. It asks only such questions as 

r. Secretary has: said beforehand be will an- 
swer, and none whatever that he has evidently 
shown a disposition to evade. |.: 

To understand the extent of the difference be- 
tween the resolution and amendment, we must 


| 


| consider, 


‘have aright to know. everything touching their | 
Is Whitney purposely not made an officer oragent || 


j supervise and examine, and report upon the con- | 


i may not select, he may not contract with ‘these 


derstand, or keep in mind, the nature and char- | 
acter of the agency employed by the Department | 
and paid by the banks to be inquired into or in- ' 
vestigated. An agent, sir, is not required so 
much by the Government to select these deposit 
banks, and make contracts with them, as he is 
required for the purpose of obtaining information 
concerning them, upon which Mr. Secretary may 
decide upon their selection, and upon the forma- 
tion of contracts with them. Theagent does not 
select, he does not contract with them; but he 
furnishes the information upon which sclection 
and contracts by Mr. Secretary and the banks 
are based. I therefore go, first, beyond the mere 
“t mode and manner” of selecting and forming 
contracts with the banks, and propose to investi- 
gate the character of all correspondence touching 
the public deposits. : j 
What may we suppose to be the character of a 
correspondence between Mr. Agent Whitney and 
Mr. Secretary of the Treasury, in relation to a 
bank which is proposed to be selected and con- 
tracted with by the latter? If any such regular 
correspondence exists, will gentlemen not inquire 
into it? I believe, sir, that much would be found 
in such a correspondence to be dreaded. I be- 
lieve, sir, that there it can be found that political 
ations weighed heavier than all fiscal rea- 
sons for selecting and contracting with certain 
local banks. I do not charge the fact to be so. 
I charge nothing. I only wish to investigate 
whether the fact be so or not. I do not expect, 
sir, that investigation will. find the fact to be so 
affirmatively. T presume that, if Whitney ever 
has recommended a bank from political consider- 
ations, it has been done negatively. He might, 
ina letter to Mr. Secretary, very properly say, 
for instance, that in this or that State or city there 
are several Ranking Institutions, all equally sound 
and safe as to credit and funds; but that this or 
that bank will use the public money for political 
purposes, because its controlling officers and its 
stockholders are warm partisans of a particular 
partys and therefore it would be improper to se- 
ect 1¢ as a bank of deposits; and he might recom: : 
mend another bank, the officers of which might, 
in like manner, belong to another party, but who 
would not use the public money for political pur- 
poses. Poor human nature is weak! Now, 
which, sin with Reuben Whitney, do: you sup- 


ose, a i 
i 


f hig. or a Tory bank, would ‘be mast 
kely not to use the public money for political 
purposes? A correspondence. of this negative 
character has actually come to light, and the rogue | 


i has actually given it this turn.. Again, 'sir, may 


not the hint sometimes be given that a bank ma 

be. bought to buy up for * the party,” which will 
buy up against “ the party” if it be not bought? : 
May not considerations of speculations in trade, 
too, be found hidden in letters touching the public 
deposits? What, in.a word, sir, may not be found 
in the inner recesses of a Department with so 
much money held at will, and without check or 
watch? I wish to know all, and the people | 
Treasury. f ee ae 
_ But, sir, the most important function of this 
agent is not only to obtain information, but to 


dition, the solvency, or insolvency of these banks, 
and to guard the safety of the public money. He | 


banks, and he may not be paid by the Govern- 
ment of the United States; but if he is the exam- 
ining, the visiting, the reporting, or whatever 
other agent you may call him, who is, in a word, 
the eye of the Treasury Department over the 
safety of the public money, and consequently 
over the solvency of these banks, his trust is still 
more. important and. responsible. I, therefore, 
sir,am for investigating whether the Department 
as such an agent; for finding out £* all connec- 
tion or relation, official or unofteial, which exists, 
or has existed, between any person or persons 
and the Treasury Department, or between them 
and. the deposit banka, or any individuals or 
hanks, touching the custody, and the control, į 
and deposit of the public money.” Nothing of | 
this inquiry is embraced by the resolution of my | 
colleague. Will not gentlemen go beyond his | 
inquiry into this important field of investigation? | 


by what means they are guarded? Sir, we are 
already told that no agent is employed or paid b 
the Department. But it is notorious there is such 
an agent to supervise and report upon the condi- 
tion of these banks. By whom is he employed and 
paid? Is it possible that he is paid by the banks 
themselves, which are to be watched and guarded? 
I demand to know if this be the fact. If so, it is 
ground alone for investigation, for it carries fraud 
and corruption on the face of it. It is flagrant 
robbery of the Government. Sir, we are told that 
Argus of old had a hundred eyes, employed and 
paid by the jealousy itself of Juno, to guard Io, 
the mistress of Jupiter—a hundred eyes to watch 
a single heifer, and they were all soothed to sleep 
by the harp of Mercury. Now, sir, our Argus 
of the Treasury has but two eyes to watch thirty- 
five banks, by whom he is employed and paid to 
guard themselves! Sir, do you suppose that 
either of those two eyes is for the Treasury, or 
that one is not for himself first, and the other for 
the thirty-five banks next, as surely that the dog 
will lick the hand that feeds him? Whom do you 
suppose that Reuben M. Whitey, thus employed 
and paid, will serve—Gaod or Mammon? 

But, sir, the amendment goes beyond the reso- 
lution still further in proposing to Investigaté the 
manner in which the public moneys, appropri- 
ted or unappropriated by law, have been dis- 
bursed or used, as well as deposited, by the Ex- 
ecutive Departments and their agents. Let me 
be distinctly understood by the House as making 
no charge whatever in advance by the supposed 
statement which | will give in illustration of the 
object of this branch of the. investigation. The 
last Congress made a very large appropriation to 
acertain public work, which, with an unexpended 
balance of appropriation before made, amounted 


. to little less than six hundred thousand dollars. 


Heretofore, superintendents of public works have 
been employed, whose business, I believe, it was 
to supervise the contractors, and to disburse their 


| pay in the usual form of checks upon some con- 


venient bank or banks of deposit; but suppose 
that, in the late instance of disbursing the appro- 


; priations for.the work alluded to, this mode was 


somewhat changed, and the whole amount of 


, nearly six hundred thousand dollars was placed 


in the hands, of a single agent, in the form of a 


' draft upon a deposit bank at Pittsburg; suppose 


this agent kept this draft ten. months in his hands, 


until, by the assistance of “ accommodations’? 


|| bilis to pay these 


Ought we not to see that our moneys are safe, and 


and upon the credit of the draft, he cpuld purchase 
up the notes of the Pittsburg bank upon which 
it was drawn at a discount of from three to five 
per cent. in the eastern cities, and that this agent 


| thus realized some fifteen or twenty-five thousand 


dollars by the speculation on the public money. 


| Task gentlemen whether facts like these should 


not be brought to light, if they exist, and whether 


|a mère inquiry addressed to Mr. Secretary of 


either of the Departments would be likely to de- 
velop the truth? Will this House aid these cor- 
Tupt speculations upon the public moneys by 
refusing to investigate the truth of facta like 
these, believed to exist, and capable of being 
proved? or ; 
_ There is not time, we are told, at this advanced 
period of the session, to finish this investigation. 
Are we not sent here to do the work set before 
us? Come we here only to pass appropriation 
lunderers their salaries by law, 
in addition to what they get without law, and 
then go home? Shall we leave our posts without 
detecting the Treasury thieves, and without find- 
ing out their secret means of getting into the 
strong-box? Shall the public money be left open 
to plunder, and shall we throw no protection 
around. public virtue? Sir, I consider this the 
most important subject with which we have to 
do-—vitally more important than all the presiden- 
tial questions since the formation of the Govern- 
ment; and I, for one, am willing to sit here until 
December, if I cannot sooner satisfy myself that 
the money of the Treasury is safe, and, what is 
more important, that the morals of public officers 
are as pure as human weakness will admit. It 
is a great mistake, sir, on the part of those who 
are interested to drive us from our posts as soon 
as possible, to suppose that the people are not 
anxious for us to do our duty, and that they are 
not willing we should take abundant time to do 
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that duty thoroughly and faithfully. Day after |; 
day gentlemen suspend the rules, or give univer- 
sal consent, for the purpose of offering resolu- 
tions to inquire into the expediency of establish- 
ing a mailroute, of granting a pension, of paying 
a private claim, or for any purpose, however 
trivial or unimportant, so it does not touch the 
subject of abuses; and yet they plead that they 
have not time to investigate the great and para- 
mount subject of protecting your whole revenue 
from pillage, and your highest public offices from 
the most dangerous abuses. 

Having shown the great difference, both in 
character and extent, between the resolution of 
my colleague and the amendment which I pro- 
pose, here I might conclude; but, sir, I must 
inquire what now is the condition of your public 
moneys? They were once safe in the Bank of 
the United States. That institution was clam- | 
ored down by ‘the party,” under the weight of 
charges of corruptly using its funds for political 
purposes, and of being a dangerous commercial 
monopoly. The deposits were removed by an 
extraordinary exercise of Executive power, and 
the public moneys were taken into the custody 
and, control of the Secretary of the Treasury, 
without regulation by law. The President of 
the United States has admitted that its custody 
and contro! belongs to Congress, but the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury must remain stakeholder 
for the Government unti! Congress directs by 
law by whom and in what manner the public 
money shall be kept. And in this character of 
mere stakeholder, until Congress passes an act, 
the Secretary of the Treasury, on his own re- 
sponsibility, has proceeded, and without resort 
to Congress, even whilst in session, to form ex; _ 
tensive contracts with numerous local banks for |i 


= 


Deposit Banks—Mr. Wise. 


Ho. or Reps. 


sums,” without bonus or paying interest, and 
without performing many dutes which were re- 
quired of the United States Bank. Who gave 
Mr. Secretary authority to give the use of such 
unusually large sums to one bank, and not to 
another? Does not the use of these unusually 
large sums give the deposit banks immense powers 
over the other local banks? Who gave him power 
to discriminate between them? And, above all, 
who intrusted him with the enormous prerogative 


of requiring any set of local banks to ‘* make 


further temporary sacrifices to obtain and circu- 
late gold,” or for any object or purpose whatever ? 
Sir, the answer is in what follows of the circular: 
“ From the liberal spirit evinced by these deposit banks, 
in a late correspondence with them on this subject, it is 
expected they will comply with all requests made by the 
Department, with a view of improving the currency, nor 
will it, F trust, be considered unjust or impolitic, while the 
deposit banks shall continue to enjoy great privileges from 
the Treasury, to regard a negleet or refusal of any of them 
to comply with these requests as sufficient cause for dis- 
continuing the employment of such banks as a fiscal agent.” 
Here we see that the Secretary holds a most 
important correspondence with these banks upon 
a subject which he has no authority to touch, and 
to which no official duty of his properly relates. 
He expects these banks to comply with all re- 
uisites made by the Department; and why? 
because he has assumed the power of making 
contracts with them which he can annul at his 
will, by “ discontinuing the employment of such 
banks as neglect or refuse to comply with these 
requests.” He expressly assumes to improve 
the currency by means of this power to emplo 
or discontinue these banks as fiscal agents and 
directly admits that the 
from the Treasury ¥” 
Thus, without law or authority, or necessity 


i 


the deposit, safe-keeping, and transfer of the t| in the case, has Mr. Secretary used the public | 


public money, and has assumed to himself solel 
the power of controlling these banks, and, throug 
them, the entire currency of the country! As! 
evidence of these facts, I refer to a circular of ` 
Mr. Secretary Woodbury, dated the 22d of Feb- 
ruary, 1836, in which he ‘ requests that after the 
4th of July next, the deposit banks will not issue 
notes of a less denomination than five dollars, 
and that, after the 3d of March, 1897, they will 
issue none of a less denomination than ten dol- 
lars.” With what parade of dates does this 
potentate of the currency issue his * sic volo” in | 
the form of a request. Dated or Washington’s 
birth-day! To commence operation on fivedollar 
notes on the day of the declaration of independ- 
ence! And to annihilate all ‘notes under ten 
dollars on the day when the presidential termi of 
General Jackson expires! The object:is to intro- 
duce the “golden agé,” and the ‘reason given 
is that the ‘4 gold coined at the Mint will supply 
the place of small notes !’? Sir, I put it to you, 
would not this be the vety farce of htimbuggery, 
if it was not acted by a Secretary of the Treas- 
ury who is thas attempting to cloak the most 
dangerous assumption of power, in perfect dero- 
gation of the power èf Congress, by imposing 
upon the confidence ‘of the people in a popular 
name? The Secretary proceeds. Rel 
And it is deemed reasonablé that white the deposit 
banks have the use, without intcrest, of unusually large 
sams of public money, they should make some -further 
temporary sacrifices. to obtain and circulate gold,’ ke.. - 
. ‘Sir, here is an admission by the Secretary him- 
self that these banks have “the use, without 
interest, of unusually large sums of the public 
money!” What right haw: he, a mere stake- 
bolder—a mere guard—a mere servant,’ who 
shouid not dare to act until ordered by lawi—to 
give the use of a single-dollar toa single bank, 
much more “ the use of unusually large: sums, 
without interest ?”’ Toe Bi as i 
When Congress, sir, exercised the powerof 
granting a charter, or, in other words, of making 
a contract with the Bank of the United : States, 
every consideration.on both parts was -dpenlyex- 
pressed by law; and that miuch-abused inatitution 
was obliged to paya bonus of $1,500,000, and 
to perform numerous and onerous duties, without 
charge or demand of interést on its part, for the 
Government, in consideration of being mede the 
depository of the public money; but now the de- 
posit banks are granted “great privileges from 
the Treasury, ani have the use of unusually large 


iy | 


moneys which he was bound to keep only, in 
acquiring and exercising powers which belong 
; only to Congress; the powers of controlling the 
circulating medium and of regulating the cur- 
‘ rency—powers which belong only to State Legis- 


latures; the power of restricting the issues of local `| 


banks, and of requiring sacrifices from them to 
bring gold into circulation; and powers which 
_ belong to no legislature or tribunal or pérson in 
the country—the power of granting to particular 
local banks ‘‘ great privileges from the Treas- 
ury”’ * in the use, without interest, of unusually 


large sums of the public money!’’ Now, sir, | | 


ask if relations like these existing between Mr. 


Secrétary, who hás thus acquired these vast 


powers, undelegatéd-and unauthorized, and the 
deposit banks, thus enjoying great privileges from 
the Treasury, created solely by the public moneys, 
should not’ be investigated promptly and thot- 


oughly. Mr. Secretary speaks of ‘ restrictions || 


‘on agents and officers ‘of thé-Treastiry.”?> Who 


are these ‘dgents? Agents for what purposes? | 


' By whom-employed, and by Wwhoth paid? ‘This 
i we are told'shal not be investigatéd by’us, for 
| the 'véry řeásön ‘that Mr: Secretafy:ig a mere 
| ptekieholder, sind he is‘ ontyresponsible tous for 
| the safe-keeping of the public money, ahd for its 
| Forthebriing When čalleë for by law, until Con- 
preis passes '& bill for the regulation of the public 
‘deposits: Consequently; Sir, 1 fihd in the con: 
' #tadt'with the Metropolis’ Bink, which’ alone I 
| have ‘had dn- opportunity of examining, {Hat ‘it 
‘stipulates that the Secketary of the Treasury only 
| Shall examine its-books and general condition. 
| Fie may examine ‘and report to us, but we dre 
thus debarted, it is ¢onteniled, froni examining 
|| for ourselves into the condition of ‘any  othet 
| banks than those of thé District. The Secreta 
iis responsible to the wation, andi the banks are 
| responsible to him! `- a aye at 
|. ‘Now, sir, I am not for permitting Mr. Becrétary 
_to avail hintself- of a'doyible aspect, irt one point 
, of ¥iew to’ avdid respdiisibility on the ‘part of tris 
| fiseat gents to Conpkess—=to assume the mere 
| characte? of-a stakeholder} and im arothet point 
| of view, to justify his assumption ‘of power in 
i controlling the currency, td regard these’ local 
; banks as properly ‘fiscal agents of the’ Govern- 
ment, instead of standing in the mete’ ptivaté 


im 
| relation to him of pladés of deposit for the public 
| money, which he, as én offitet,‘is* bound neces: 
sarily to keep merely until provision be madè by 


stakeholder, he has no 
the dangerous powers w 


pretense of authority for 
h 


We may at least ex- 
amine the contracts, the manner of making them, 
and the agencies employed in superintending their 
faithful execution. . i l 

Sir, I knew that the war waged against the 
Bank of the United States was a war of rapine 
and plunder by ‘‘ the party.” I knew that their 
object was to get possession of the public money 
for the very uses and abuses which they charged 


i upon the monster, and they have fully succeeded ! 
: So I told my constituents two years ago; and J] 


‘mourn that they are to be soon convinced of the 


y ‘enjoy great privileges | 
‘i large surplus in‘ the 
| disposed of in any manner to deprive ‘the party”? 


truth of my prophecy. The public treasure is 
full to overflowing, and the nation is at this mo- 
ment apparently reaping a harvest of unexampled 
prosperity; but there isa canker inthe bud. The 
more money in the Treasury, the more danger to 
the purity of the Government; and the greater 
the excess of a bloated currency, the more pain- 
ful and lingering will be the fiscal and commercial 
disease which is surely to follow. In both Houses 
of Congress now “the party’ has a majority; 
‘the deposits have been removed more than two 

ears, and I venture to predict that no law will 

e panned this session ‘to take into the custody 
and control of law pai money, nor will the 
‘Treasury be distributed or 


of its uses and privileges in prospect of the coming 
presidential election. The present condition of 
the Treasury will not be disturbed, and no liberal 
system of distribution of the surplus revenue will 
now be adopted, for the best of political consid- 
erations, with a ‘“spoils party. — 
No measure of this sort will be passed or 


‘adopted, because, in the first place, to touch the 
surplus revenue would be at once to lose it in the 


ruins of the deposit banks and their debtors. By 


i the report of the Secretary of the Treasury made 


. the Ist of March, 1836, ‘* the immediate 


law for its custody and'controt. Ff tre is’a ‘mere || 


to the Senate April 18, 1836, it is shown that, on 
liabili- 
ties of all these banks’? amounted to ‘ about 
ninety-three millions, and the’ immediate means 
of all’? amounted only to $38,000,000! These 
depositories of the public money being more than 
twice insolvent, and insolvent, too, at a moment 
when there is every prospect and indication of a 
general pressure and panic, by which they will be 
called upon immediately for all the means at their 


| comand. I sincerely hope they may survive 


the shock. But, sir,.if the deposit banks were as 
sound and, safe as the Bank of the United States 


| ever was, there is‘still inother more potent rea- 


son for retaining the public mancye as they are. 
They are wanted for'the use of Reuben M. Whit- 
ey & Co. Will gentlemen please to inform me 
what consideration these’ banks’ pay for the use 
of the'public deposits, except the ‘* douceurs” or 
dividends which they pay to R. M. Whitney & 
€o.? Money, Fam authorized fo say upon the 
highest aathority—I ‘mean ‘that of experiericed 
and extensive merchants—was never in greater 
demand than it now is it the markets of all the 


great northern and ‘easter cities. The demand 


for it-yields from ‘two ané 2 half to three per cent. 
per month, and from twélve 'to eighteen per cent. 
per abniim. And ‘whilst money is thus in the 
greatest demand, prices of everything arë at the 
highest rate, aid Bpeculation is raging in every 
direction. We who can now lend money is realiz- 
ing a vast firdfit; and at the same momentt he who 
can borrow thotey at a fair rate is maliring at 
onte a fortuñe: This, I hesitate not to say, 13 a 
forced state of things. It is produced by those 
who have the control of the money power. Who 
now has every fatility of borrowing, of tending, 
and of investing? He who can borrow at six 
per cent. per atinumm, and lend at three per cent. 
per month; ‘or who can now obtain any amount 
of money to. inyest ‘in public lands, in the pur- 
thase of slaves, stock, town property, or any- 
thing else, isat once gifted with the touch of 
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Deposit Banks—Mr. Wise. 


Midas. Who now can obtain any “ accommo- | 
dation” from deposit banks, and every facility | 
and indulgence upon discount or loan to any ex- | 
tent, which you nor I nor any one else can obtain? 
Reuben M, Whitney & Co. 

Wail not gentlemen inquire who are the part- 
ners of this firm of Whitney & Co I believe it 
is a rule of chancery that a party can compel one 
known partner to disclose all the unknown part- 
ners ofa firm, lt is the rule even at common law. 
My frieud from Kentucky, [Mr. Haroiy,] whois 
the most distinguished lawyer in my eye, will set 
me right—if there be any secret and unknown 
partners, that the known partners shall not take 
advantage of the unknown not being named in the 
pleading, without notifying the adverse party of . 
all the actual partners. ~ In equity and good con- : 
science, the people are entitled to a disclosure from 
this firm, which is using their money and endan- 
geriug their best interests. Who, then, is in- 
cluded in that omnibus of all unknown partner- 
ship names—Co,? It is as notorious as any other 
fact, that “an agent,” named Whitney, is the 
known partner. And who are his confederates? 
Who reports to Mr. Secretary? R.M. Whitney. 
Who corresponds with Mr. Secretary? R. M. 
Whimey. Who is the agentof the deposit banks? 
R.M. Whitey And he who walks the streets 
by noonday sun may see the offices of Mr. Sec- 
retary and Whitney, side by side, under the same 
root of a house rented, I believe, by the Govern- 
ment. There is no sign up of R. M. Whitney 

& Co.; but, sir, I believe that poor old Uncle Sam 
furnishes every dollar of the funds, and the entire 
stock in trade, without a farthing of the profits, 
and incurring all risk and paying all charges! 
This I denounce as a most stupendous fraud, a 
nefarious speculation upon the people, with the 
aid of their prejudices against a national bank. 
Thana God, the United States Bank is gone; and 
now, if the peaple have eyes and will see, the 
wili discover the humbuggery and fraud hich ! 
have been practiced upon their honest confidence 
by “the party” claiming to be their exclusive 
friends! Certain it is, that R. M. Whitney is 
employed and paid largely by some body or cor- 
poration. I believe it can be shown that he is 
paid, virtually out of the public money, a tribute 
from the deposit banks larger than the salary of 
the President of the United States. His agency 
is not officially recognized by Mr. Secretary, and 
yet the very contracts which Mr. Secretary makes 
with these banks, in conformity to the formula 
of Amos Kendall, who was scouting agent of the 
Department, show on their face that such an ` 
agency is contemplated and expressly stipulated 
or. 

It can be shown that these banks pay large 
stipends to this agent, in proportion to their 
amount of deposits in each respectively, and upon | 
the recommendation of the Department. The 
deposit banks have the use of the public money | 
without interest, when it can be proved that a 
number of banks, equally sound and safe, have 
bid, or are willing to pay, as high as from two to 
three per cent. for the public deposits. The sur- 
plus revenue alone, not wanted, not called for, 
remaining with the banks, is exceeding thirty 
millions, at least, and the amount of interest 
which might be got on that sum may be safely | 
stated at one miilion per annum; a sum now 
wholly lost to the Government, and pocketed by 
Whitney & Co.! How much out of this one 
million per annum may not these banks well 
afford to pay their guardian angel and our faithful 
agent? te may get $20,000, and $100,000 may 
be well afforded. Bat how much more may they 
not spare, if, as I believe, instead of discounting 
on this money in the regular way, they pat it in 
the hands of brokers, and realize on a large por- | 
tion of it from two to three per cent. a month,? 
Whitney may get his douceurs for selecting, his 
tribute for the good will of continuing in employ- 
ment as fiscal agents, and his advantages of 
accommodation mercly by way of ‘ extras;’’ 
and then, in addition, he may be of a firm—a Co, 


which divides regularly the immense profits of i 


shaving upon the people’s money. Str, let me 
illustrate. There are about ten millions in the 
three pet banks of New York. Ts this sum all 
loaned out in the ordinary way of discounts? I 


‘that number the notes of t 


i 
H 


am informed not. By a law of the State of New 


| York, all the banks are restricted from discount- 


| ing for any amount beyond twice and a half their 
original capital, According to the report of the 
Secretary, the capital of-the three banks in New 
York, Bank of America, Manhattan Company, 
and Mechanics’ Bank, amounts to $6,051,000, 
and the deposits in them to $9,941,000—to once 
and a half the amount at once of their capital. It 
is to be presumed that they had discou 
full amount allowed by law before they became 
depositories of the public money. Now, sir, do 
gentlemen suppose they letthissum of $10,000,000 
lie idle in their vaults if they cannot discount 
upon it, or a large portion of it? May it not be 
used by the directors and their friends in stock 
Operations, and shaving notes to the tune of two 
and three per cent. per month? Have the stock- 
holders any of this plunder? Doubtful, as they 
have only the right to demand the profits on the 
Original capital of the banks, May not the di- 
rectors place this surplus money in the hands of 
a trasty broker? By whom ia the Manhattan 
Company managed? By the attorney of a foreign 
nobleman, who owns the majority of the stock. 
Who are the brokers of this bank? Is not their 
office called the ‘Young Manhattan Bank?” 
Sir, if a poor devil has his paper thrown out of 
bank, cannot this ‘* Young Manhattan” accom- 
modate him with a check on the “* Mother Man- 
hattan,” provided he will pay for it? Cannot 
these brokers, by means of the publie money, 
control the stock market, and raise or depregs 
the stocks at pleasure? 

{Here Mr. Wise read an extract from a letter 
received from Pittsburg, inquiring “ how it hap- 
pens, if the deposit banks are intended to supply 
the place of the United States Bank, that the 


` Merchants and Manufacturers’ Bank at Pitts- 


burg is.now discounting notes of many other 
institutions at half and one per cent., and among 
e pets at Cincinnati 


and Louisville, the peta of Indiana, Illinois, and 


Michigan excluded entirely?’ and stating ‘it is : 


a notorious fact that the majority of the money 


received in payment for merchandise in this eity | 


is money of the western banks, and some remedy 
ought to be adopted to prevent these evils of 
shaving, especially where the pets are guilty of 
keeping a broker’s office.’’) 

Yes, sir, at this very moment, whilst the in- 
famous Globe is charging upon me the design of 
prodni a panic, its editor (Blair) knows that 

. M. Whitney & Co. are committing that very 
offense themselves; that it is their interest to do 
so, and that they can do so with tenfold more 


effect than ever could the great monster itself. : 


They have the entire control of the public moneys 
and of the deposit banks; may curtail and dis- 
count at pleasure; make a run for specie; trans- 
fer funds and concentrate the money power; 
raise and depress stocks; make the circulating 
medium scarce or plentiful, and produce panic 
and pressure when and where their interest and 
policy may dictate. There isevery inducement, 
then, on the part of Whitney & Co. to conceal 


this dangerous organization of a money plot from 


the public eye. 


Sir, the public money belongs to all the people — 


alike. If there are advantages in its use, the 
constituents of us all should be equally benefited 
in the enjoyment of its blessings. It should be 


| made a blessing to the whole nation, and not be 


made a curse to the many for the benefit of the 
few. It now gives to R, M. Whitney & Co. the 
power of laying us all under contribution. . 
may depress our property down to the lowest 


: 4s value to a maximym which will raise their 
| money again up to two and three per cent. per 
month; and this fluctuation of value may be 
| continued ad infinitum to their profit and our ruin, 
| so long as they may thus raise and depress by 
; the lever of our own money! Was it not for 
| this very odious power that the monster was laid 
| prostrate? And will not gentlemen who once 
i clamored so loud against a tyrannical monster 
with one head now assist against this hydra with 
! many heads? ; 
Sir, we have heard much about monopolies. 
i The word is the watch-word of ‘‘ the party.” 


price, purchase it from us, and then again raise | 


They: 


i Was there sver sych a monster monopoly known f 
| as that of R, M. Whitney & Co., which, with- 


Ho. or Reps. 


| out law and against law, without responsibility, 


i 


li 


nted to the ` 


and with tho means of preventing investigation, 
wields and controls the entire funds of this Gov- 
ernment with a surplus revenue of thirty millions, 
and holds at command the entire credit and trade 
of the country, and the entire value of its prop- 
erty? [tell my colleaeno snd my country, that 
the position of R. M. Wisiney is too strong and 
dangerous for any man to occupy, with ali the 
restraints and limitations of the most guarded law 
abouthim. Is this power in the hands of a pub- 
lic plunderer, licensed without law, irresponsible 
without office, secret without the means of detec- 
tion, safe because supported by “the party,” for 
supporting ‘the party,” netto be dreaded? Are 
the people to feel panic and pressure, and the 
heavy hand of oppression in every form, and not 


-know whence it comes? Is their Treasury to be 


wasted, their trade and commerce to be stifled, 
their property struck down, their prosperity de- 
stroyed, and their liberties to be endangered by 
a secret money-leech? And are they to be kept 
in ignorance of his “ agency,” covered up under 
the pretext of privacy? How is it, I demand for 
my people, that one man, and he not an officer, 
not known to the laws, not sworn, not respons- 
ible, unsearchable, and whose. ways are past 
finding out, is permitted to wield this political 
and pecuniary power tenfold greater and more 
dangerous than that complained of in the United 
States Bank, in a country like ours, yet free, and 


‘just flushed with imaginary victory overa mon- 


ster monopoly? Would you, or L, or any man 
of us, if Mr. Secretary, with the control of the 
Treasury, permit even father, or brother, or son, 
much less R M. Whitney, to. enjoy the power 
and profit of this immense monopoly—of ali mo- 
nopolies the monster—without a quid pro quo? 
And who is Reuben M. Whitney, that he should 
be the favored man of all men in fattening upon 
the spoils of the publie purse, and that he should 
be protected by gentlemen from the scrutiny of 
investigation, as if in the sanctuary? Whois he 
who is suffered to insult a Representative by his 
villainous cards in tke official organ, for daring 
to offer a resolution of investigation? An infa- 


' mous wretch who took the oath of allegiance to 


i 


Great Britain, in Canada, during the last war, 
and who has since taken a false oath against his 
neighbor. Sir, let me remind this House and the 
nation who this individual is whe ia now the pet 
of the Treasury and the pet banks, by reading a 
report upon his character made in 1832 by George 
McDuihe, John J. Adams, and John G. Wat- 
mough, three gentlemen of as high character for 
truth and integrity as any to be found in any 
country. In the reports of committees of the 
Twenty-Second Congress, first session, 1831-32, 
page 307, we find the following passage: 


& There was one occurrence during the examination ofthe 
transactions of Thomas Biddle & Co. with the bank, which 
merits particular notice. An informer and witness, by the 
name of Whitney, who had formerly been adireetor of the 
bank, was produced, who declared, upon oath, that itt May, 
1824, two of the eashiers of the oank-kad informed him that 
Thomas Biddle & Co. bad been in the habit of drawing 
money out of the bank, on a depo: it of stock in the tetter’s 
drawer, without paying interest, and that the President of 
the bank had discounted two notes, one for Thomas Biddle 
& Co., and one for Charles Biddle, without the authority 
of the directors. This witness stated that he went with 
these officers of the bank, aud examined the tetler’s drawer 
and the discount hook, and found the facts which had been 
stated to him verified by the examination. He also stated, 
to give additional certainty Lo his averments, that lie made 
a memoranduin at the time, with the dates of the transac- 
tions, which memorandum he produced to thé committee, 
Having thus unalterably fixed the date of the transaction, 
as if by some fatality, he went on to say that he immedi- 
ately proceeded into the room of Mr. Biddle, (Nicholag,) 
the President, and remonstrated with him against these 
irregular proceedings, and that Mr. Biddle promised him 
that they should not occur again, 

‘Mr. Biddle was present during the examination of this 


, Witness. On that day, being on oath, he said that he was 


utterly astonished atthe testimony of the witness, and could 


: Only oppose to it his sojemn declaration that there was not 
' one word of truth in it, from the beginning tothe end. He 


added. that, from the relation in which the witness stood to 
him, he would have sunk into the earth sooner than he 
would have dared to come to him with sucha remonstrance 
as he pretended to have made. The officers of the bank, 
from whom the witness alleged that he derived this intorm- 
ation, Were examined, and all of them positively contra- 
dicted him. ‘They testified, and demonstrated from the 
books, that Thomas Biddie & Co. had never obtained 


: money, in any instance, without paying interest, and that 


: the two notes which Whitney asserted to have been dis- 


counted by the President alone had been discounted regu- 
larly by the directors. : et 
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« In the interval between the adjournment of the com- 


mittee that day and its meeting the next, a member of the | 
Board of Directors suggested to Mr. Biddle that he was, : 


about the time of his alleged transaction, in the city of 
Washington. On examining the journal of the board and 
the Jetter-book, it was found, by entries and letters, that 
for several days previous to the alleged interview between 
the Presidentand Whitney, and for several days afterwards, 
the President was absent on a visit to this city, (Washing- 
ton.) on the business of the bank, and General Cadwalader 
was acting as president in his place! 

“Thus was this artfully devised story, which was in- 
tended to blast the reputation of a high-minded and honot- 
able man, through one of those extraordinary interpositions 
hy which Providence sometimes confounds the contrivances 
of the wicked, made to recoil upon the head of its inventor, 
who must forever stand forth as a blasted monument of the 
speedy and retributive justice of Heaven.” 


This ‘‘ blasted monument’’ is Reuben M. Whit- 
ney! How came he in charge of the forty mìl- 


lions of the treasure of this land? Did not Mr. 
Secretary know him? Sir, I believe it can be 


proved that the former Secretary of the Treasury bold! They have the people’s own money where- 


(Mr. Taney) refused, or promised to refuse, to 
recognize hig perjured villain and traitor as an 
agent of the banks, on account of his character. 
How comes he now in pay and employment? 
Who nae him? Sir, Reaben M. Whitney 
is nothing, but his connection with the public 
Treasury is something. It is almost enough in 
itself to give assurance of corruption and wrong 
when such a person is the selected and approve 
agent of the Treasury ! 

Oh, my country!—when I see that patriotic 
man who fought for his country, and who has 
the confidence of his countrymen, countenancing 
atraitor, who swore to obey the laws of an enemy 
during the last war, and a perjured man, who 
has since sworn falsely against his neighbor; 
when I see the public treasure expended to re- 
pair and build up anew ‘‘a blasted monument of 
the speedy and retributive justice of Heaven;” 
when I see the holy vessels of the very shrine of 
our temple handled by the touch of a mercenary 
miscreant; when I see a spoils-monger of party, 
a pimp of money-changers, a pander of power’s 


parasites, fattening and glutting upon the sub- : 
stance of this land of the free and its people—all : 


within me asks, whence come the revenues of 
this country? Tell me, ye bold adventurers of 
the stormy seas! ye busy merchants of the ex- 


change! ye sunburnt southerners of the sickly | 
cotton chime! ye hardy woodsmen of the west- | 


ern wild lands!—all who till, or trade, toil and 


are taxed—tell me if your labor and enterprise | 


did not lay up this sacred treasure for your coun- 
try! Shallthe great price of the sweat of your 
brows be spent upon a traitor in the work of 
corruption? What say the Representatives of the 
laborers? Sir, when I think of my constituents, 
who venture thousands of miles over the ocean 
with their produce, and who pay their duties to 
their Government upon their return; or of the 


and wends his weary way over mountain, lake, 
and river, and expends his *‘ little all” for land 
surrounded by savage dangers; when I think of 
a Treasury overflowing from these sources, and 
of its being worse than wasted on pimps and 
plunderers, I am impelled to a deed of daring 
which I know will bring down upon my head the 
vengeance of power; but I] defy the tormentors! 
It is only the rod of the money-power I dread— 
it is mammon, only, wielding so monstrous a 
monopoly, I fear! Are all men foresworn? I 
exclaim against the foul pollution! I call upon 
every apostle of liberty left to assist in driving 
the money-changers out of the temple. Has the 
money mania seized the minds of all men? I fear 
the spirit of speculation is the legion which is 
tearing us! Has the stroke of steady policy been 
arrested for the purpose of a general scramble? 
Will honest men be benefited? Will the people’s 
prosperity be promoted? No! Speculation in 
stocks and speculation in politica rage together. 
Power and purse have joined hands, and—weal 
for the few of the party—woe for the many of the 

eople! All are drunk on the day of the harpies’ 


1arvest—oh! who shall be the gleaners? +The 
party” triumphs, and the patriot weeps! 
Sir, why refuse an investigation? If there be 


anything foul or corrupt in the Treasury Depart- 
ment, surely it should be known; and, if all be 
ure within, should not men who are honest de- 
ight to demonstrate their rectitude; and what 
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1 plead in vain. I know it. 
must remain as it is—deep dyed in corruption, 


Co.’s private speculations, but for the use of ‘the 
party.” Who now can compete with Whitney 


& Co. in bribery for presidential candidates? Let 


the correspondence with the Ilinois Bank answer. 


What now is obviously the maxim of ‘the party”? 


by which to rule and govern? ‘Give us the golden 


key and we will unlock the hearts of the people.” 


With power, patronage, and the purse, dictation 
itself may raise its horrid front, and corraption be 


with to make the attempt upon their virtue; if they 
succeed, theirs will be the dominion of gold! Is 
it not well known that numbers of stockholders 
-and bank officers have already been converted or 


neutralized by the power of the deposits? Can- 


not these deposit banks loan and accommodate 
‘precisely as the Bank of the United States was so 
clamorously accused of doing by this same party ? 
Sir, we have arrived at the awful crisis when the 
question is *‘ shall the pe®ple be ruled and gov- 
erned by their own money ?” A solemn question ! 
I have the utmost confidence in the people, who 
have ever, as yet, proved more virtuous than their 
rulers; and let me tell the candidate for the next 
Presidency, who is called the magician, (Mr. V. 
B.) and hopes to sway with the wand of gold, to go 
and learn a prophetic lesson from the Holy Bible. 
“ When Simon, the sorcerer, saw that through 
| laying on of the Apostles’ hand the Holy Ghost 
| was given, he offered them money.”’ ‘Peter said 
unto him, ‘Thy money perish with thee, because 
thou hast thought that the gift of God may be pur- 
chased with money; thou hast neither part nor lot 
in this matter.” 
So, sir, when the sorcerer or magician of this 
| day saw that by great and meritorious services, 


power and places and pomp and patronage could 
be merited and won; being old, and having done 
nothing to deserve the highest reward which the 


cilities of a favorite—sycophantic, with the spirit 
of a fawning slave—a political Jesuit, with the 
holy corps of ‘the faithful’—ambitious, with a 
trained band of mercenaries at his heels—a Mach 


‘regardless of principle, with millions of gold in his 
the gift of God, he has bethought him to purchase 
the gift of the people with money! Sir, I say if 
the people are as faithful to their liberty as Peter 
‘was to his God—and they should be, for liberty 
| is the gift of Heaven—they will say to him, as 
Peter said to Simon Magus, ‘* Thy money perish 
with thee; thou hast neither part nor lot in this 
. matter.” - 


DISTRIBUTION OF THE PUBLIC LANDS. 


‘SPEECH OF HON. CHILTON ALLAN, 
OF KENTUCKY, 


In tHe House oF REPRESENTATIVES, 
March 21, 1836, 


. On the division of the proceeds of the sales of the Public 
‘Lands among the States. 


| Mr. Witttams presented the following resolution, and 
| moved that it be referred to the Committee of Ways and 
; Means, with instructions to report a bill in conformity 
| thereto: 


“ Be it resolved by the General Assembly of the Common- 
wealth of Kentucky, That our Senators in Sesto be in- 
' structed, and our Representatives be requested, to sustain 

and to yote for the passage of a law providing for the dis- 
| tribution of the proceeds of the public lands among the 
; Fespective States, according to their respective Federal 
numbers,” 


Mr. ALLAN said: 
Mr, Spgaxgr; I rise to discharge the duty 
requested of me by the Legislature of the State 


| danger will there be of exposure? Your Secre- 
tary of the Treasury should be above suspicion; | 
and always heretofore, inevery instance of Ham- 
ilton, Crawford, and Calhoun, no sooner was 
suspicion whispered than investigation was de- 
manded by the Secretaries. themselves. But, sir, 
This state of things 


and the money must remain in the Treasury, not 
-only for the sake of the banks and Whitney & 


by long and faithful probation, by honest and pa- , 
| triotic devotion to the country, and its Constitu- | 
tion and liberties, alone, the Presidency and its 


country can bestow—cunning, and having the fa- || 


iavelian for policy and expediency alone, totally | 


y i hands, like Simon of old, who offered to purchase | 
poor emigrant, who leaves the hearth of home, | 


l! which F have the honor, in part, to represent. 
This duty, I am happy to know, is consistent 
with the opinions of my immediate constituents. 
Tam pleased that this great subject is brought 
before this House by one of the States of this 
Union—a subject of higher importance than any 
which was ever submitted to the deliberation of 
Congress under the present Constitution, and in 
the decision of which, as I solemnly believe, is 
involved the fate of our free institutions. It is 
fit that such a subject-should be brought here by 
a member of the Confederacy. The State comes 
not to solicit a favor, but to demand a right. 1 
rejoice that the attention of Congress has been 
thus brought directly to the question, what shall 
be done with the $30,000,000 now in the Treas- 
ury over and above the wants of the Government, 
and the millions of surplus destined hereafter to 

-come into the Treasury? Shall these vast sums 

“be loaned out to favorites, or shall they all be 
exhausted in a still further increase of the ex- 
penses, power, and patronage of the Gencral 
Government? or shall they be divided among the 
States? 

| . These are the grand questions which we are 

called upon todecide. Thisis the great business 
of the session. Yet nearly four months have 
passed away, and we have not before approached 
it. The principal occupation of these four months, 
in my judgment, has been worse than useless; 
which is the reason why Ihave not felt it to be 

_my duty to participate in the debates, I repeat 

' that I rejoice that the House isat last brought to 
the consideration of the subject of the surplus 

| revenue—a subject which has been at the bottom 
of all the political movements which we have 
witnessed for more than a year. The excellent 
law of 1817, which was enacted by the wise and 
provident councils of that time, for the payment 
of the national debt, having accomplished its ob- 
ject, we find our Treasury overflowing. It now 
devolves on the present Congress to decide how 
this treasure can be most beneficially used for our 
country. The disposition of the public revenue 

‘heretofore had relation chiefly to the annual ex- 
penses of the Government and the execution of 
plans of policy which had been adopted. But, 
in the present condition of the Treasury, the 
subject stands connected with a new system of 
policy, destined to exercise a decisive influence 
upon the security of our institutions, and the 

' liberty of the people. 

Sir, we are thrown here at a most important 

| point of history. Our country is in a situation 

i: hitherto unknown. It is our duty to meet the 

‚i occasion promptly. The weighty contest now 
depending before Congress and before the nation 
is, whether the $30,000,000, which is the produce 
of the honest labor of our constituents, shall be 
returned to their pockets, or devoted to the 

| schemes of official ambition upon the eve of a 

presidential election. In this aspect of the ques- 


|| tion, it bears directly upon alf the great interests 


of the nation, and upon the interest and liberty 
of every man in the nation. It is a question be- 
tween the tax-payers and the tax-receivers—be- 
. tween power and liberty. It is a question that 
‘will justify debate in its broadest amplitude of 
freedom. Sir, it is our duty to call off from the 
profitléss skirmishing on the outposts, in which 
so much of the session has been consumed, and 
come at once up to the main battle. “ 

Would you, Mr. Speaker, be willing to adjourn 
| without action? Would you be willing to face 
the farmers of Tennessee, and tell them that you 
had left thirty millions of the public money loaned 
out, without interest, to persons that you did 
not know, and for what purpdses you could not 
tell ? 

I impeach the motives of no one; but inaction 
‘accomplishes the purposes of those who desire 
‘to let the money remain in its present position 
betterthan action. To do nothing gains the prize, 
or rather retains the prize which they already 
have fast in their hands. 

It is certain that, in the disposition of the sur- 
plus revenue, one of three plans will be adopted: 
ist. It will either be suffered to remain where it 
now is; or, 2d. The expenses of the Government 
will be increased enough to exhaust It; or 3d. 
So much of it as has arisen from the sales of the 
public lands will be divided among the States. 
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I propose, before I take my seat, to devote 
some attention to the consideration of each of 
these plans. But there is an indispensable pre- 
liminary inquiry essential to a clear understand- 


Í 


ing of all the bearings of this important subject. - 


As it is proposed to invest this Government, this 
central agency, with the use of this vast sum of 
money, the duty is imposed on us of inquiring 
how and for what purposes the power already 
possessed has been used, before we double this 
power by placing thirty millions more in its 
reach. As itis known ikat power is ever on the 
alert to enlarge its authority, it is the first duty 
of the Representatives of a free people to watch 
its encroachments upon the public liberty with a 
sleepless vigilance. 

It is a very proper occasion to pause before we 
make this new and important step to the future, 
and take an impartial retrospect of the past. We 
are just entering upon the eighth year of the 
present Administration, and we have before us 
the estimates and recommendations for the res- 
idue of the term; so that we now have a full 
view of the whole ground; and, upon looking 
over it, we shall be better able to decide upon 
the present character of the Federal power, and 
its tendencies, and bow far it would be prudent 
to enlarge its boundaries, by placing under its 
control the surplus treasure of the people, and 
this retrospect is involved in much difficulty; 
_there is no subject about which there is more 
controversy, than ‘‘ What are the principles of 


the present Administration?” To this question - 


you receive a different answer from almost every 
man to whom it is propounded. As the helms- 


} 
t 
i 
t 


men of the vessel of State, let us turn to our log- | 


book, and ascertain, if we can, what courses we 
have been steering. Let us ascertain our latitude 
and longitude, and find whereabouts we are in 
the broad political ocean. 

In several documents to which I will take leave 
to call the attention of the House, we can have a 


‘distinct view of the points to which this panne 
e 


istration proposed to steer, before, and at t 

commencement ef its voyage. The first I shall 
offer is the celebrated letter of General Jackson 
to President Monroe, which contains, in part, 


| 


the principles upon which this Administration | 


came into power, an eXtract from which is as 
follows: 


“ Pardon me, my dear sir, for the following remarks con- 


| 


«erning the next presidential term ; they are made with the | 


sincerity and freedom ofa friend. | cannotdoubtthey will be 
teceived with feelings similar to those which have impelled 
me to make them. Everything depends on the selection of 
your ministry. 
should be avoided. Now isthe time to crash out that mon- 
ster called party spirit. By selecting characters most con- 
spicuous for their probity, virtue, capacity, and firmness, 
without any regard to party, you will go far to, if noten- 
tirely eradicate those teelings which, on former occasions, 
threw so many obstacles iu the way of Government, and, 
perhaps, have the pleasure and honor of uniting a people 
heretofore politically divided. The Chief Magistrate of a 


| 
t 


i- their vigilance would be'iess interrupted by party 
| and party excitements. 
. Management would fail, nor would their deliberations, or 


In every selection, party and party teelings || 


, we may not be fed into temptation ; and hence the opinion 
: that, by constitutionai provision, all avenues to temptation 


great and powerful nation should never indulge in party |: 
feelings. His conduct should be liberal and disinterested, `| 


always bearing in mind that he acts for the whole, and not $; 4 1 
i the President to appoint members of Congress to 
[office is the channel through which tyranny will 


4 part, of the coinmunity. By this course you will exalt 
the national character, and acquire for yourself a name as 
imperishable as monumental marble. Consult no party in 
your choice ; pursue the dictates of that unerring judgment 
which has so Jong and so otten benefited our country, and 
rendered conspicuous its rulers. These are the sentiments 
of a friend; they are the feelings, if E know my own heart, 
ofan undissermmbled patriat.’* 

We have in the paper which has just been read 
the important principles which the faith of the 
party now in power was pledged to pursue. 

In the appointment of public officers have “‘char- 
acters been selected most conspicuous for their 
probity, virtue, capacity, and firmness, without 
any regard to party?’’ On the contrary, can a 
single instance be found where any one received 
an office who did not belong to ‘‘ the party?” 
Have we not seen, throughoat the land, officers 
who were * conspicuous for their probity, virtue, 
capacity, and firmness,” hurled from their stations 
without a charge of misconduct, without a hear- 
ing or a trial, because they dared to think and 
Speak according to the dictates of their con- 
sciences, and because they did not belong to “the 
party?” : 

Has this Administration wielded its power to 
crush the monster called party spirit? On the 
contrary, has not this fell monster been nurtured 


| power will be brought in base submission to Ex- 
; ecutive dictation, by which corruption will be the 


| to make an alteration in the 
| which the people would be shielded from the 
| another document, as a practical commentary 


| amount of money which has been drawn from 
i the Treasury by members of Congress who have | 


and fed until it has become a bloated Juggernaut, 
whose voracious appetite has not been satisfied 
with a thousand victims of the opposite party, 
but has, without pity or remorse, crushed beneath 
its ponderous Wheels almost all its original vota- : 
ries? Must not all worship at the shrine of this ` 
idol, under pain of their proscription and unre- 
lenting persecution? Has not the irreversible 
decree gone forth that all true believers, as a pass- 
port to office, must repeat the confession of faith 
that there is but one God, and Mahomet is his 
prophet? We must seek elsewhere for the prin- 
ciples of this Administration; they are not to be 
found in the Monroe letter. 

Let us turn over another leaf of our book of 
reckoning. Itis a letter from General Jackson to 
the Legislature of Tennessee, upon the occasion 
of his being nominated .as a candidate for the 


Presidency; an extract from which reads as fol- |. 


lows: i 
“ Upon this principle I venture fally to accord with you ; 


ia the contemplated change proposed to the Constitution, 
and, indeed, would go further, with a view to sustain more | 
effectually, in practice, the axiom which divides the three 
great classes of power into independent constitational 
checks. I would impose a provision readering any mem- 
ber of Congress ineligible to office, under the General Gov- 
ernment, during the term for which he was elected, and for 
two years thereatier, except in cases of judicial office; and 
these | would except, for the reason that vacancies in that 
department are not frequent oecurreuces, and because no 
barrier should be interposed in selecting to the bench men : 
of the first talents and integrity. Their trusts and duties | 
vei ng of the most responsible kind, the widest possible range 
should be permitted, that judicious.and safe selections might 
be made. The politician may err, yet his error may be re- 
trieved, and no considerable injury result ; but with judges, 
partidnlarly in the last resort, error is fatal, because with- 
out a remedy. 

“The effect of such a constitutional provision is obvious. 
By it Congress, in a considerable degree, would be free from 
that connection with the Executive department, which at 
present gives strong ground for apprehension and jealousy 
on the part of the people. Members, instead of being liable 
to be withdrawn from legislating on the great interests of 
the nation through praspects of Executive patronage, would 
be more liberally confided in by their SC Reena while 
feelings 
Cateulations from intrigue and 


their investigations of subjects consume so much time. The 
morals of the country would be improved, and virtue, unit 
ing with the labors of the Representatives, and with the 
official ministers of the law, would tend to perpetuate the 
honor and glory of the Government. 

“But if this change in the Constitution should not be 
obtained, and important appointments continue to devolve 
on the Representatives in Congress, it requires no depth of 
thought to be convinced that corruption wii) hecome the 
order of the day, and that, under the garb of conscientious 
sacrifices to establish precedents for the public good, evils 
of serious importance to the freedom and prosperity of the 
Republic may arise. It is through this channel that the 
people may expect to be attacked in their constitutional 
sovereignty, and where tyranny may well be apprehended 
to spring up in some favorable emergency. Against such 
inroads every guard ought to be interposed, and none better 
occurs than that of closing the suspected avenue with some 
necessary constitutional restriction. We know haman 
nature to be prone to evil; we are early taught to pray that | 


on the part of our political servants should be ciosed.”? 
Here the nation is informed that the power of 


approach, through which corruption will creep, 
by which the Representatives of the people will 
be seduced to abandon the posts assigned them 
by their constituents, by which the legislative 


order of the day. 


The annunciation of these great and important |! 


truths by General Jackson, while he was elec- | 
tioneering for the Presidency, made a powerful ; 
impression on the public mind; and he was elected 


ernment and a change in the Constitution, by 
danger of having the fountain of the legislative 
power powoned with corruption. 

I will here call the attention of the House to 


upon the foregoing professions. Ft is an official 
report of the Register of the Treasury of the 


received their appointments from the present 


Chief Magistrate, which reads in the following | 


words and figures: 


ractice of the Gov- |! 


Statement of the amounts 
United States to the fo 
since the year 1829. 

Martin Van Buren, Secretary of State,@13,437 64 

Do. Minister to Great 
Britain: 

Outfit ..............4. $9,000 00 

Salary ........ce000.. 5,967 13 

Return home......... 2,250 00 

Contingencies........ 1,191 89 


waid from the Treasury of the 
lowing officers of Government 


18,409 02 
— 83! 846 66 
Samuel D. Ingham, Secretary of the Treasury.. 14,268 50 
John H. Eaton, Seeretary of War....@15,129 33 
Do. Governor of Fiorida.. 3,750 00 
———— 18.933 33 
John Braneh, Secretary of the Navy..... 
John M. Berrien, Attorney General...... 
Thomas P. Moore, Minister to Colombia: 
OUI sear eee ee seas cece ce 
alary ........ 
i Return. 0... sce e cece cece es 
! Contingent and loss on exchan: 


i Louis McLane, Minister to Great Britain : 
utfit.... 


eoreesan wae E} 


.. 17,950 55 


333,001 14 
Do. Secretary of the Treasury.. 10,848 17 
Do. Secretary of Btate......... 6,532 26 
50,381 57 


William C. Rives, Minister to France: 
QUEL... eee ceeeweseecen cesses $9,000 00 
Salary. .. 29,671 13 
Reta side seseweicessasiie vss 2,250 00 
Contingent ad less ow exchange, 4,828 40 
John Forsyth, Secretary of State............ 
Selah R. Hobbie, Assistant Postmaster General, 
dohn Randolph, Minister to Russia: ays 
Outfit..... «+ $9,000 00 
Salary . coe 9,959 71 
REturn... sas ceeeee vcccsseeeeee 2,250 00 
Contingent and toss on exchange, 240 00 
_— 24,449 71 
Philip P.Barbour Jadge Eastern District Virginia, 9,415 76 


8,485 00 


tsese 


ji Thomas Irwin, Judge Western District Penn- 


Sylvania: ostos pesis aa Foci caeanticaen saan’ 
Levi Weodbury, Secretary of Navy...$18,642 85 
Secretary of Treasury 9,000 00 
, —— 27,642 85 
Edw’d Livingston, Secretary of State. $12,096 77 

Da. Minister to France: 
© QUAIL. cee eeeeeeceecee $9,000 00 

Salary......eccseessee 9V,600 99 

Return. ....seeeeeesee8 2,250 00 

Contingent and loss on 

exchange. .......... 2,850 62 


34,701 61 
———— 46,798 38 

James Buchanan, Minister to Russia: 

++ $9,000 v 

2,45 

Po 00 

2,848 47 


———— 27,044 30 
Wiliam Wilkins, Minister to Russia: 
OUt ie cece cee cece eee sees. 9,000 00 
Advanced by bankers........... 7,789 94- 


REUN... esos cece vees ceeodeban 
Contingent and loss on exchange. 


f mm 16,789 94 
Edward Kavanaugh, Chargé d’Affaires to Portu- 
gal: ` 


Advanced by bankers... Tuessssasesss. e 3,288 00 
Powhattan Ellis, Judge for district of Missis- 
+ BIDPL.. ceseseccccrecsscassccceccens 929 35 
Powhattan Ellis, Chargé d’ Affaires to 
MeXICO....ccceccccescncvereessece 


| Net emoluments óf office which have accrued 
during the incumbency of the following offi- ` 

. cers: 

James W. Ripley, Collector of the Customs, Pas- 
samaquoddy, to December 31, 1834..$12,750 00 

; John Chandler, Collector of the Cus- 

toms, Portland, to 3lst December, 

1894... eee eee eee eeeeeeees 18,323 23 

George W. Owen, Collector of the 
Customs, Mobile, to 31st December, 
1834. oe seceee cece cece cencseeeces» 17,950 21 

John Biddle, Register of the land 
office, Detroit, to 3lst December, 
1BS4. case cece crsececewcsessccceses 12,997 45 


: 61,320 89 
Nicholas D. Colemun, Postmaster, Maysville, 
Kentucky, accounts nut in the Register’s 
Office. - SA 
ÅZgTEEAtE. sus ee ecee cree cece Seen seess e $488,679 30 


TREASURY DEPARTMENT, 
Reeister’s Orrice, 10th March, 1836. 
T. L. SMITH, Register. 

` It will be seen by the foregoing paper that the 
i same members of Congress have received two, 
; and in some instances, three important appoint- 
ments. In addition to the list in the above re- 
port, three other members of Congress have been 
appointed to office: the Hon. J. M. Wane, to be 
a Judge of the Supreme Court; the Hon. Andrew 
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Stevensan, to be Minister to England; and the 
Hon. John H. Eaton, to be Minister to Spain. | 
So that if the aggregate account was made out up ` 
to this time, it would appear that over five hun- : 
dred and thirty thousand dollars of the people’s 
money had been distributed among members of 
both Houses of Congress in the form of salaries 
and outfits. Itappears that the highest honors 
and emoluments of the nation have been con- 
siantly held up to glitter in their ayes. - 

It is thus that the prayer of our Lord and 
Saviour has been remembered; it is thus that the 
members of Congress have been. kept out of 
temptation; it is thus that the channel of tyranny 
and corruption has been closed; it is thus that 
the purity of legislation has been preserved. 

In pursuit of the principles of this Adminis- 
tration, let us pass to the consideration of: two 
other documents. : 

On the 24th of February, 1825, (see the Senate 
Journal, page 194,) as a member of the Senate, 
General Jackson voted for a subscription of atock 
on the part of this Government, to aid in the 
completion of the Dismal Swamp canal, and on 
the same day he voted for the passage of the bill 
authorizing a-subscription of stock in the Dela- 
ware and Chesapeake Canal Company. In the 
year 1828, the General being a candidate for the 
Presidency, and there being great anxiety im the 
Western country to.know certainly his principles 
in regard to internal improvements, (this anxiety 
arose from the fact that from the commencement 
of the Government, the revenues of the country 
had been expended en the sea-beard, and every 
western interest had been negiected ;) the election 
of a western President was looked to as an event 
that would bring the protection and blessings of 
the Government to all parts of the Union. That 
there might not remain any doubton the subject, | 
Governor Ray, of the State of Indiana, at the 
instance of the Senate of that State, addressed a 
‘Yetter of inquiry to General Jackson, and on the 
28th day of February, 1828, the General sent his | 
answer to the Governor and Senate; an extract ; 
from which reads in these words: | 


“ Į pray you, sir, respectfully to state to the Senate of | 
Indiana that my opinions at present are precisely what they : 


were in 1823-24, when they were communicated by letter || 


to Dr. Coleman, of North Carolina, and when [ voted for | 
the present tariff and appropriations for internal improve- : 


ments.” I" 
This letter, throughout the West, was consid- |; 


| lieving that, on the extinguishment of the national 

[i . 

' debt, the sige revenue would be divided among 
the States. But when the time came for realizing 
this new promise, and the Congress of the United 
States, by almost two thirds of cach House, passed 
a law to divide the proceeds of the public lands 


among the States, it was met by another veto. ` 


When this promise was made, there was no sur- 
plus then to divide; now, when there is asurplus 
of thirty millions, we hear no more of the safe, 
just, and federal apportionment among the several 
Gece: but we are now urged to add the whole to 
‘the expenses of the Federal Government.” 

The principles of this Administration are not 
to be found in the recorded votes on the Senate 
Journal, or in the letter to Governor Ray, or in 
the message of 1829. In his.inaugural address, 
on the 4th of March, 1829, the President expresses 
“himself thus: 

“ The recent demonstration of public sentiment inscribes 
on the bist of Executive duties, in characters tac legible to 
be overlooked, the task of reform; which wili require, par- 
ticularly, the correction of abuses that have brought the 


; patronage of the Federal Government into conflict with the 


freedom of eiections.’? 
Here we have the promulgation of a principle 
upon whieh the very existence of a representative 
overnment dependa. For it is evident that, if 
the power and patronage of the General Govern- 
‘ment was brought into conflict with the freedom 
of elections, the freedom of opinion in the exer- 
cise of the elective franchise must perish, and the 
ballot box become a mere form to carry out the 
decrees of power. It is in the power of the Gen- 
eral Government with the public money to buy 
up the public press, and make it a false witness 
between the rulers and the people. It is in the 
power of the General Government, through the 
agency of the public officers and the Treasury 
| Department, to wield an influence over public 
opinion dangerous to the liberties of the country. 


tion to keep its power at a distance from the polls, 
and leave the selection of public agents to the 
| unbiased judgment of the people. . 


eignty. Whenever the exercise of this right shall 
cease to proceed from a free and virtuous people, 
and shall be guided and corrupted by the influence 
of the Federal Government, the power and free- 
dom of the people are gone. 


ered as removing every doubt, and the vote of 
that country was given upon the faith of the pos- | 


Sir, what is the present gloomy condition of 
, our publicaffairs,in regard to this view of them? 


The nation, therefore, looked to this Administra- | 


|, This great right of election was reserved by the | 
people to enable them to maintain their sover- ` 


‘itive pledge it contained. This pledge was re- ; Have not the people everywhere beheld the Fed- 


deemed by the veto of the Maysville road bill, | eral officers bearing, with all their force in per- | 


and the veto of the bill for the benefit of the Louis- “fect concert, on elections? Have we not seen 


‘ville canat—redeemed, by depriving Kentucky of |) them appointing electioneering meetings of the ` 


the appropriations voted by the Congress of the |. people, and holding political conventions to con- 
United States, and by consenting to pour out | ‘trol public sentiment, and devoting their industry 
millions at every session for internal. improve- | and their means to influence votes? Do we not 
ments in other more favored parts of the United | see that thirty millions of the public money is 
States, under the very same clauses of the Con- | now in a position where it can be easily brought 
stitution upon which any grant of money for the jinto conflict with the freedom and purity of elec- 
benefit of Kentucky was refused ! tions? Who is it that has of late run a political 

In the veto of the bill for the benefit of the || race on the. side of power that does not feel con- 
Louisville canal we are informed that “ positive |! scious that he was lifted up and borne along 
experience, and a more thorough consideration |! by it! Who has run against this power that 
of the subject, have convinced me [the President] |! does not know at every step he was pulled back 
of the impropriety, as well as inexpediency of |! by it? That the whole power of the Federal 


such investments. ”’ 


Here we have an example to weaken the ties 
which bind together Representative and constitu- 
ent. What right has a Representative to change 
his opinions in regard to principles which he was 
pledged to support before his election? But it 
was necessary to break the force of: the shock 
‘which this disappointment caused in the Weat, 

This purpose was accomplished ia the message 
of 1829, in which the countrygvas informed that, 
:after the payment of the public debt, there would 
-Femain -a large surplus in the Treasury which 
could be applied to purposes of internal alah 
ment, se as to avoid the objections which had 
been made to the. system. - The Presjdent says: 


_ & To avoid these evils, it appears to me that the mast 
‘safe, just, and federal disposition which could be made of 
“the surplus revenue would be its apportionment among the 

several States according to their ratio of representation; 
and should this measure not be found warranted by the Con- 
stitution, that it would be expedient fo propose to she Slates 
an amendment authorizing it.” ° 7" on 


` This view revived the hopes of the West, be» 


| Government is now exerted throughout the na- 
tion, with wakeful vigilance, to control the next |; 
election is a matter of public notoriety. Does | 
-not the proclamation which has gone forth, that 
all the honors and revenues of the Republic are 
| lawful spoil, to be divided among the victors in 
the desperate scramble for power, avowedly bring 
_the offices and treasure of the nation into the politi- 
, cal market, to be bartered for votes and influence? 
The principles of this Administration are not 
ana in the inaugural address of the 4th March, 
. None of the professions of this Administration 
i have attracted more of public attention than those 
which related to the suppression of paper money 
i and. the extension of a metallic currency. Under 
these professions, what has been accomplished? 
The 


the 
ver. - w sepa Pg 
only means ever discovered by which the State 


nion—every where preferred to gold and sil- 


dministration struck down the best cur- |! 
rency in the world, of equal value in all parts of || 


The bank that issued this qurrency was the | 


banks could be checked and regulated, and the 
_currency preserved sound, and the constitutional 
' power of the General Governmeni to fix the stand- 
ard of value maintained—a means that had re- 
‘ceived the sanction of Washington and Madison 
and its benefits established by the experience of 
half acentury. Since the overthrow of this long- 
tried system, upon which all commercial relations 
reposed in security, in place of a currency of the 
precious metals, the following statement will show 
the wretched condition of the currency, and the 
alarming increase of paper money called into 
existence by the influence of the General Gov- 
ernment: 


In 1832, there were in the United States three hundred 
and thirty banks. 
Circnlation....cecccevecscareccevececces voces 61,000,000 
Aggregate capital........ccseere » +++ 145,000,000 


__ Ín 1835, there were six hundred and four banks. 
Capital... cscs csesseceees ie Te ace è . . 400,000,000 
Notes in circulation, probably.. a...se... a eee... 200,000,000 


So that, since the delusion was got up about 
‘gold and silver, banks and bank notes and paper 
money have more than doubled. Since the pros- 
‘tration of the bank that could hold the local insti- 
tutions in check, the States seem to be moving 
forward with a spirit of controversy which shall 
deluge the land with the deepest and broadest 
sluices of paper money. And thus, in violation 
of the spirit of the Constitution, the power of 
‘regulating the currency is given up to local banks, 
and we are thrown back jnto all the evils of đe- 
preciated bills of credit, against which it was one 
‘of the main objects of the Constitution to guard. 

Atl men of forecast know that, upon the first 
‘great reverse in our commercial relations, we are 
destined aguin to experience all the train of calam- 
ities which will flow from the depreciation of the 
| millions of paper money now in the hands of the 
| people. They know that labor will again be 
', robbed of its earnings, and the property of the 
people sacrificed at public auction. 

The appearance of things at present is delusive. 
_ The exorbitant prices of property are not signs 
of real health and vigor in the body-politic; they 
are rather delusive symptoms ofa bloated plethora. 

In the face of existing appearances to the con- 
y trary, I warn my friends and my constituents, and 
i| my country, to be prepared, as well as they can, 
i! for the realities that lie behind the present tem- 
l porary delusion. 

i ` Mr. Speaker, permit me here to digress from 
the consideration of our domestic affairs for a few 
` minutes, for the purpose of inquiring what are the 
| principles of this Administration in regard to its 
Intercourse with foreign nations. 
| Although the unfortunate difference with France 
is settled, yet there are some views in relation to 
it which ought never to be forgotten.. In the year 
1830, the French Government took offense at a 
‘ passage of the President’s message to Congress 
' in 1829, which was construed to be disrespectful 
‘to France. . It was. then determined by die Ad- 
ministration that a difference so trivial, proceeding 
l: from a misunderstanding, should not interrupt 
|! the friendly relations with our ancient ally that 
: stood by us in the darkest days of the Revolution, 
. and that it should not interfere with or suspend 
ii the pending negotiation. Mr. Rives, our Minis- 
| ter at the French Court, prompily explained the 
: President’s message in a satisfactory manner, and 
communicated the result to his Government; and 
the following extract ‘of a note from Mr. Van 
Buren, then Secretary of State, to Mr. Rives, by 
| order of the President, will show how well satis- 
| fied he was with the explanation which Mr. Rives 
| had given to the French Government of his mes- 
sage of 1829: 


i 
1 
l 
i 
1 


| 


“© DEPARTMENT OF STATE, 

\ 6¢ WASHINGTON, April 2, 1830. 

| & Srx: Your several dispatches, to No. 14, inclusive, have 
been received atthis Department, and submitted to the Pres- 

i ident. He approves fully of your reply to the observations 

t of Prince Polignac in regard to portions of his message to 

Congress which refer to the state of our affairs with France. 

j; Et contains, as far as it goes, a fair exposition of his senti- 

; ments upon the point alluded to.” : 

_ But as it is customary among eivilized nations, 
| in friendship and peace, to treat each other with 
marked respect, even in their official communica- 
tions between departments af the same Govern- 
i ment, and lest the impression should still remair 
; in France that the President intended a menace 
| in his message of 1829, and the negotiation there- 


1836.] 
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by be injured, Mr. Van Buren, under the orders 
of the President, gave still a more ample expla- 
nation of the message of 1829 to the French Gov- 
ernment, as fully appears by the following ex- 
tract of a letter to our minister at the French 
Court: 

» The friendly predilections which have so tong existed 
between the citizens of the United States and the subjects 
of his Most Christian Majesty; the unceasing endeavors 
of this Government to place the relations of the two eoun- 
tries upon the footing of a still more triendly and mutually 
beneficial intercourse ; the liberality displayed by the Uni- 
ted States in not pressing upon France, in the hour ot her 
difficulties, the immediate discharge of her responsibilities 
to owr citizens; the undeviaiing delicacy with which they 
have presented their claims in the season of prosperity, and 
the patience with which they have awaitetl the result, are 
considerations which should dissuade the King of France 
from too readily construing into a tone of menace the frank, 
but not untriendly, language in which the President has 
expressed the sentiments ot the Government and people of 
the United States. The President has no desire nearer his 
heart than that of preserving the most harmonious relations 
with ail the world, but particularly with his Majesty the 
Kiug of France. It was to enable him more certainly to 
obtain the fulfillment of this first wish of his heart that he 
called the national attention, in a spirit of regret and appre- 
hension, to the possible consequences of a protracted con 
tinuance of the present untoward state of things. A brave 
and generous mind never assumes an attitude of menace, 
so long as anything can be hoped from a love of justice and 
a regard to the rights of others. On neither of these, as 
motives, on the part of his Most Christian Majesty, toa 
fair adjustmettt of this most fruitful source of misunder- 
standing between the two countries, has the President ever 
entertained a doubt.” 


In 1835 there again occurred the same difficulty. 
The French King understood the President’s 
message to Congress in 1834 to charge his Gov- 
ernment with bad faith, and as placing this Gov- 
ernment ina menacing attitude towards that of 
France. The President admitted, without re- 
serve, that, in his message of 1834, he did not 


i 


intend to charge the French Government with | 


bad faith, or to make any threat, or to convey any 
affront whatever, but that he would not explain 
this misunderstanding to France. 

In the progress of the negotiation between the 
two nations the controversy was at last narrowed 
down to the mere misunderstanding as to a pas- 
sage in the message of 1834; and upon this point 
it was decided to devote this nation to the hazards 
of war, rather than say to the French Govern- 
ment it had placed a meaning on the message 
which the President admitted he did not intend 
to give it. 

The following are the positions taken in 1835 
by this Government: 

Ist. That a foreign Government, in its inter- 
course with our own, has no right to take any 
notice whatever of any communication made by 
the President to Congress in the discharge of his 
official duties, and, consequently, no right to de- 
mand an explanation of the purport of any such 
messagé, whatever imputations it may contain, 
and however offensive and imperious its terms 
may seem. 

2d. That to give or offer such explanations 
would be to admit the right to claim them, and 
that such an admission, by subjecting the Ex- 
ecutive, in the discharge of a constitutional duty, 
to the interference and control of a foreign Power, 


would be inconsistent with the character and |. 


dignity of our Government, and a virtual sacrifice | 


of the national honor and independence. 

The principle that a foreign nation should not 
be permitted to inquire into the meaning of a 
message of the President to Congress, was held 
to be so vital, so connected with our national 
independence, that it was said in debate here by 
one in confidence, [Mr. CamBRELENG,] that, if 
the nation was flowing in blood from Maine to 
Orleans, the misunderstanding with France would 
not be explained. 

The misunderstanding of 1830 and 1835 oc- 
curring between the same nations upon a point 
in all respects precisely similar, was, in the first 
case freely explained; and in the last, war was 
deemed preferable to explanation. Whether the 
Administration was right in 1830 or 1835, I will 
not undertake here to decide; but every candid 


man must see that if the same course had been | 
pursued in the last instance that there was in the : 


first, there would have been no occasion to break 


the ancient friendship between America and | 


France with any talk of war. 


Whether the case | 


of 1830 or that of 1835 will be regarded in Europe 
or America as containing the principle of this || the preceding eight years. 


Administration in regard to the subject, no one 
can tell, as the two cases were alike and the de- 
cisions opposite. 


| 
| 


In 1830 a French treaty was very much desired, ‘ 


and it was very popular, and was made to cut a 
great figure in the elections of that time. In 1835 
there was a large surplus in the Treasury, and 
the money and the apparent necessity for fleets 
and armies were well calculated to induce the 
nation to consent to such an increase of expend- 
itures as would place the surplus under the con- 
trol of the Federal Government, and defeat the 
division of any portion of it among the States. 

Sir, I will now return from this foreign digres- 
sion to our domestic concerns again. 

The present dominant party owes its elevation 
to power more to the promise to retrench the ex- 
penses of the Government than to any other cause. 

his string was struck oftener in the canvass from 
1825 to 1829 than any other. ‘t The party,” be- 
fore they came into power, and when they were 
seeking votes, told the people of this country that 

_ the expenditures of the Federal Government were 
| prodigally, dangerously, wastefully extravagant; 
and that, if they were invested with power they 
would speedily introduce such a system of reform 
and retrenchment as would bring back the Gov- 
ernment to the Jeffersonian economy. The peo- 
ple believed the representations, and put their 
faith in these solemn pledges of reform; which 
were a thousand times repeated. : 

“ The party” being snugly seated in power, 
these pledges were soon forgotten. We have 
seen seven years glide away, and the first effective 
movement for retrenchment has not yet been 
made. In place of retrenchment, we have, during 
these seven years, seen annual millions added to 
the wide-spread extravagance of the public ex- 
penses. Sir, in my remarks, I intend to rely upon 
“no facts except those that are established by doc- 


; uments that none can question. What I am about 


to state in regard to the public expenses is taken 
‘from a report made to this. House by the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury, Mr. Woodbury, on the 4th 
day of January, 1836, and which f now hold in 
my hand. his report shows the annual ex- 
penses of the Government from the ycars 1816 
to 1834, inclusive, this, together with the estimates 
in the last annual report of the samc Secretary for 
the years 1835 and 1836, shows the expenses of 
this Administration, provided the appropriation 
bills conform to the estimates. The following 
tabular statement, extracted from said report, 
shows the annual and total expenditures for the 
eight years of this Administration, from 1829 to 
1836, inclusive, contrasted with the annual and 
total expenditures of the preceding eight years, 
from 1821 to 1828, inclusive, including the four 
| last years of Mr. Monroe’s administration, and 


i the four years of Mr. Adams’s; showing also the | 


amount paid annually of the public debt during 
both terms: 

Annual and total expendi- 
tures from 21 to 28 inclusive. 
1821....,..$19,710,136 40 

822... 15,103,343 21 


Payments during the same 
time of public debt, 
1821.......,88,367,093 62 
1822........ 8,568,949 12 
. 15,384,171 00 1823........ 5,530,016 41 
31,878,538 47 1824........16,568,393 76 
23,585,804 72 1825 
« 24,103,398 46 
m. 22,655,764 04 
1828 ...... 25,459,479 52 


i Total. ..8177,831,635 82 


+. 11,041,082 19 
18270564 vos j 
1828........ 18,163,438 07 


te m: 


Total .. $84,337,986 34 


84,337,986 34 
$93,493,649 48 Exclusive of public debt. 
. Annual and total expendi- Payments during the same 
tures from °29 ta °36 inclusive, time of public debt. 
. -825,044,358 40 1829,......912,383,867 78 
« 24,585,281 55 1830....... 11,355,748 22 
. 30,038,446 12 ° 7831....... 16,174,378 22 


34,356,698 05 


.. 34,356, 1832....... 17,840,307 99 

ve. 24,957,998 49 1833....... 1,543,543 38 

vas 24,601,982 41 1834....... 6,176,565 19 

kaes... 18,176,141 07 1835....... 39,150 07 
1836....... 23,133,640 00 1836....... 50,000 00° 


Total. ..9204,193,846 10 Total. ..$65,583,562 15 
65,583,562 15 


$138,610,283 95 Exclusive of public debt. 
93,493,649 48` 


$45,116,634 47 This is the amount of the in- 
.crease of the public expenditures from 1829 to 1836, over 


ii 


Amount of public debt paid from 1821 to 1828, 
$84,337,986 34. 

Amount of public debt paid from 1829 to 1836, 
$65,583,562 15; making the amount paid from 
1821 to 1828 $18,754,424 19 more than the pay- 
ments from 1829 to 1836. 

But the people have been told that the reason 
why the expenses of the Government were so 
much increased of late was because the present 
Administration had paid off so much of the pub- 
lic debt more than had been previously paid in 
the same space of time. So far from this being 
true, the foregoing table shows that there had 
been paid in the eight preceding years the sum 
of $18,754,424 19 more than during this Admin- 
istration; yet we have seen public festivals and 
rejoicings upon the point of the transcendent 
merit of having paid the public debt. 

In regard to the payment of the public debt, 
no President since the year 1817 deserves either 
praise or censure more than the man in the moon. 

- Those who passed the law of 1817, for the fe- 
demption of the public debt, and the people of 
the United States, whose industry and enterprise 
filled the public Treasury, deserve all the credit 
for the payment of the debt. ` 

Although it is not in place, I will here present 
a view that will show that the proceeds of the 
sales of the publie lands should be taken from 
the control of this Government. Under our 
revenue system, the money power is almost irre- 
sponsible. The price of the public lands not 
being paid by the people in the form of a tax, 
their attention is not sufficiently directed to the 
subject to hold their Representatives accountable 
how they use it. This Administration presents 
a signal instance of the truth of what I say; they 
are held to no responsibility for substituung an 
increase of the public expenditures of over forty- 
five million dollars, in place of retrenchment, 
while they are dividing the public treasure as 
Spoils among favorites. In the triumphs of 


‘ present impunity, they can securely laugh at the 


, Was anything setious in their 


simplicity of all those who believed that. there 
promises of’ re- 
trenchment and reform. ‘ TA 

This signal instante of escape from public cen- 
sure proves that our redundant income is paid 
under such circumstances that it can be squan- 
dered by a successful party in contempt ofall the 
maxims of economy. By dividing the public 
treasure among a sufficient number of .partieans, 
exemption from responsibility can- be secured. 
The only cure for this evil, the: only way'to re- 
store accountability, is to take the control of the 
proceeds of the sales of the publie lands out of 
the hands of this central power, and give them to 
the States. aes: 

The principles of this Administration are not 
to be found in retrenchment, in the economical 
management of the public finances. So far, pro- 
fessions and practices have run in directions ex- 
actly opposite. 

I will now refer to two other documents which 
do contain the principles, with a view to which 


this Administration has been conducted, and by 
: the aid of which it has attained its dangerous 
i ascendency. These principles were imported from 
_one of the States, where they had been tested; 


and, since their adoption as the basis of Federal 
action, have already wrought a revolution in the 
theory and practice of our Government. 

We are informed by the President, in his veto 
of the land bill, that ** money is power!’ and we 
are informed by him, in his protest, that * the 
whole executive powcr being vested in the Pres- 
ident, who is responsible for its exercise, it isa 


‘necessary consequence that he should have the 


right to employ agents of his own choice.”? 
Again: he says in the same paper, speaking 


: of the Secretary of the Treasury, ‘that he was 
' an executive officer, the mere instrument of the 


Chief Magistrate in the execution of the laws.” 
From these explicit declarations, that * money 
is power,” and that the executive officers of this 


ii nation are the mere instruments of the President, 
i the principles are revealed whieh have been the 


l 
i 
l 
l 
| 
i 


basis of that extraordinary ascendency to which 
all the chécks of the Constitution have opposed 
so feeble a resistance. 

By the original theory and practice under our 
Constitution, the public officers were held to be 
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the agents of the people, bound to discharge their 
duty according to Jaw, and in the selection of 
whom regard should be had only to integrity and 
qualifications; and to remove any one of whom, 
for opiniou’s sake, by the Chief Magistrate, | 
would be good cause of impeachment. But now, | 
when they are no longer deemed agents of the | 
people, but the mere instruments of the Execu- | 
tive; when they are no longer bound to discharge 
their offices accarding to law, but are required to 
yield obedience to the will of the President; when 
their continuance in office no longer depends on 
able and faithful service to the country, but upon 
unconditional submission to the dictates of power, 
the character of our Government is changed, and 
a distinct and rival interest is established between 
the public officers and the people; the entire 
agency by which the whole operations of the 
Government are conducted is thus brought under 
the control of one man. 

The first effort to bring the money power into 
the same hand was displayed in the proposition 
to establish a national bank as an instrument of 
the Treasury upon a capital of public money. 
The next was seen in the endeavors to subject 
the Bank of the United States to governmental 
dictation. 

These schemes having failed, and the complete 
control of the money power having been resolved 
on, the responsibility was taken, and the public 
money ceased, and is now under the control of 
no law, placed where the Representatives of the 
people have no power to go and examine whether 
it be safe or unsafe, or whether it be used for | 
lawful or unlawful purposes. The vast revenues | 
of this Republic, between the times of collection | 
and disbursement, are used at the discretion of a | 
single mind. At this moment over thirty mil- 
lions of dollars, the property of the people, are, 
through the instrumentality of deposit banks, 
loaned out, to whom we have no means of know- 
ing, and for what design we can only conjecture. 
By making a call for the public deposits, the Sec- 
retary could crush any of these deposit banks any 
day he chooses; this gives a control over the 
capital of the States, as well as that of the nation. 
The power wielded in the Federal Treasury can 
put up and put down banks at pleasure. It can 
regulate the price of stocks and property; it can 
enrich friends and impoverish enemies. It can 
send millions into a State or city. before an elec- 
tion, to be used without interest, to reward obe- 
dience, or it can withdraw millions to punish 
disobedience, The Treasury of the United States 
is the great central fulcrum that sustains the 
levers by which ambitious aspirants are raised to 
power. . 

There are other views which show more clearly 
the length, and breadth, and height, and depth of 
the all-engulfing power of money. The Presi- 
dent having the appointment of the agency by 
which the Government is conducted, has, of 
course, the selection of the hands into which the 
public treasure shall flow; which enables him to 
make all offices, and all seekers of office, his ‘‘ mere 
instruments.”” 

The power derivable from the use of money 


was not anticipated at the adoption of the Con- || 


stitution. The Treasury was then empty; and 
in those good old times of honest simplicity, even 
the sagacious mind of Patrick Henry did not fore- 
see that the use of money would become the prin- 
eipal element in that Executive power which he 

redicted would destroy the liberty of his country. 

hus the money power has been matured and 
organized, not by the President, not for his use, 
for his fame was enough for him, but by others 
under the shade of his military reputation; by a 
far-reaching sagacity has this golden ladder been 
erected, upon which they are to climb to greatness 
in time tocome. The operations of the money 
power have produced effects before which the 
world has stood astonished; because the secret 
springs and principles of action were carefully 
concealed from the public eye. Throughout, we 
have seen professions and practices running in 
opposite directions; and yet we have heard the 
shout of applause as loud for the breach as for 
the promise. Hence the saying that ‘‘the popu- 
larity of General Jackson can stand anything.” 


ends on the 4th of March next, but the money 
power is to be transferred to other hands, where 
it will continue to do its work. When our ven- 


erable President descends from his exaltation he |: 


will see human nature as it is. Of the thronging 
thousands that revolved in servility around his 
power, he will find how many crooked their 
knees for thrift, and how many out of respect for 
him. 

This money power, shiclded from all responsi- 
bility, from all public inspection, pervading the 
whole Union, operating upon all interests, brought 
to bear upon the hopes and fears of millions, is 
the most ingenious contrivance that was ever de- 
vised by the wit of man; and is sweeping along 
in its wake the right of suffrage, the feedom of 
the press, State and national legislation. 

The declaration that “ moncy is power” is 
most true, alarmingly true. All the hopes of the 
friends of human liberty, that free government 
could be maintained, were reposed upon having 
its operations conducted by officers of integrity 
and capacity, who were devoted to the people, 
and notto power. It is impossible that free gov - 
ernment can last, unless its affairs be managed 
by such agents. — et, 

Having ascertained the principlesand the means 
by which Federal power is making its rapid 
marches over the ruins of the Constitution, the 

' question is, whether we shall take away from it 
the money, which is the bone and sinew of its 
strength, and pn. it to the people, to build up 
their rights and restore their ancient and consu- 
agonal power in the Government. 

Having disposed of the preliminary inquir 
into the present character and tendencieg of Fed- 
eral power, I will now proceed to the investiga- 
tion of the main question, what shall be done 

with the surplus revenue? 


when it is our duty to make a new movement 
which will vitally affect the dearest interests of 
our country for many years to come, we surely 
ought to rise above present or mere party con- 
siderations, and look at the future consequences 
: which will, in all probability, result from the 
i adoption of each of the three plans which have 
been suggested of disposing of the public money. 
I will now proceed to consider them in order. 

I. As to the propriety of leaving the surplus 
to accumulate from year to year in the Treasury, 
, and be disposed of as it now is, according to the 
: discretion of the Executive. Some of our ablest 
calculators tell us that, by January next, there 
will be fifty millions; and certainly, if unused and 


| unwasted, it would ina few years amount to hun- | 
It is evident that, so soon as | 


| dreds of millions. 
the amount exceeded all the specie in the United 


of the Treasury; and this system must soon make 
them all instruments of the Treasury. The po- 
litical uses and abuses to which the Government 
: could devote these vast sums have already been 
very briefly noticed. This view of the subject 
presents to the minds of the friends of a chcap 
! and a pure republican Government anticipations 
i the most gloomy. But, sir, in addition to the 
political objections to this employment of the 
| public money, there are others entitled to grave 
consideration. 

‘It is now most evident that the condition of the 


ed in the notes of a great number of State banks, 
which, in all probability, in the first commercial 
shock, will become valueless, as they did hereto- 
fore. There is of the public funds now deposit- 
ed in the thirty-five local banks $30,678,879 91. 
They have of private deposits $15,043,033 64; 
and notes in circulation, $26,243,688 36; making 
in all $71,965,000 91, and but $10,198,659 24 of 
specie—about seven dollars of debt to one dollar 
of specie. There is now due to the Government 
alone from these banks more than three times the 
amount of their specie. 

The following aggregates exhibit the condition 
of the thirty-five deposit banks on the Ist of 


It is the power to bestow money and office that 
can stand anything. General Jackson’s power 


‘February: 

Loans and discOUNtS ..... ces seceseene cece ee e $65,439,908 
| Domestic exchange ......... buaveee wens . 27,149,935 
Real estate... ccc eeecee cee teace TH 3,815,238 
Due from banks .... ..eceecccecs ces es... 15,712,977 
Notes of other banks .....ccseccseece eese 9,573,089 
Specic....cceeveescoers ET esserssessse 10,198,659 


At this very interesting point of our history, ` 


States, every State bank would be in the power | 


public treasure is unsafe. Our revenuc is collect- ! 
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| Foreign exchange.......... Siete’ seals arate se eeees 406,542 
[| EXPOMses.......- cece eee eeeceseee iiaee anen 96.591 
l! Other iNVestMEentsS...esssssrsosssessosrre 8,777,228 


$139,170,167 


Capital...... seeees et cen rene ee e $42,356,088 
Treasurer United States..... esere 28,939,744 
Public off cers... eee cece eee ee ees 2,439,135 
Due to banks...... eee seseees 14,879,161 
Contingent fund...........0.0086 840,270 
Profit and Joss, discount and in- 7 
terest oi ois Meters Sins E aAa Sree 3,189,932 
Cirewlation.. cece ccccecee eve eees 26,243.688 
Private deposits....... 000... cc eee 15,043,033 
Other liabilities... ........ eee cess 5,937,045 
_- 139,168,196 
Difference. enssins ians ronori en i $1,971 


Sir, what will the people of this country say 
ı when they come to understand these facts, and see 
the present hazardous condition of their money? 
i Would any prudent man risk his own money 
‘under such circumstances? If it would be mad- 
‘ness for a man to act so in private life, is it not 
-something more than madness for the servants 

of the people to act so with their money? Ina 
i trust-capacity public agents are surely bound to 
| act with as much care as a prudent man would 
` with his own. 

But itis not at all improbable that the condition 
of the people’s money is far worse than appears 
from the reports of these banks. How do we 
know that these reports are true? We have not 
the power to examine these banks and count 
their money. We know that the deposit banks 
formerly robbed the Treasury of millions, and 

made reports that they were safe up to the hour 
‘of explosion, Who ever knew a bank that 
i! intended to break to apprize the public of it be- 
| forehand? 
| But, sir, mystery is stamped upon the front 
of this report. These thirty-five pet banks, in 
i counting up their means to pay their debts, say 
|| they have $8,777,228 79 in “ other investments;”? 
‘but they have concealed from the public what 
|: they mean by “other investments.” But the 
© friends of these banks contend, that although 
they have not the means in hand to pay the public 
deposits, yet, by calling on their debtors, they 
i could pay. A call upon their debtors for the 
‘amount of the public deposits, upon a sudden 
emergency, would make an earthquake in the 
whole paper system of the United States. But 
‘we have no means of knowing whether the per- 
: sons who have borrowed the people’s money 
from these pet banks are cither able or willing to 
| pay. [ never have known a bank that was man- 
aged for political purposes that did not sooner or 
later break, and unless we speedily reclaim the 
public treasure, and place it in the custody of the 
law, millions of it will be lost. But, sir, the loss 
‘of the whole would do much less public mischief 
than will be done by leaving it where it is to be 
; used as it is. ; 
| But there is another objection to this mode of 
“using the public meney, arising from the injustice 
of the distribution. The public revenue is used 
asa banking capital; and while the city of New 
|! York has the benefit of $10,000,000, and the Ter- 
ii ritory of Michigan overa million and a half, which 
„it seems is principally loaned out in New York 
| and Albany, the State of Kentucky has uot the 
use of a dollar in such way as to contribute to the 
see utility. It is true that a small bank in 
' Louisville has a small sum; but this bank issues 
i] no notes, and the circulating medium is not 
| thereby increased. The interest on $30,000,000 
' is $1,800,000 per annum, which is given in spoils 
|| to favorites; the people deriving not one cent of 
i| interest for the use of their money, and running 
| @ great risk of losing the principal. The two 
: banks in Michigan have both together but a capital 
|| of $569,779 99, and of specie but $97,902 33, yet it 
| seems that, during the year 1835, more than three 
| millions of this public money has passed through 
i their hands. And it seems that they are in the 
i| habitof loaning out the public moneys in the cities 
: of New York and Albany for profit. The money 
| of the people has been taken from the custody of 
i the law, and used, regardless of all the maxims 
of prudence for itssafety,and with equal disregard 
to justice in its distribution. Yes, at this moment 
the money of the people of Kentucky, which they 
have earned by honest industry, is loaned oui, 
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gratis, to the shavers, and brokers, and specula- 
tors, and gamblers in stocks in the city of New 
York and elsewhere. Every motive should impel 
us to pass a law prompiy to restore the people, 
upon the principles of justice and equality, the 
use of their own money, and thereby rescue it 
from hazard, and our institutions from corrup- 
tion. 

II. The second plan of disposing of the thirty 
millions is to increase the expenses of the Federal 
Government to that amount in extensive military 
preparations, in the raising of armies, and in the 
construction of fortifications, and the building of 
a navy. 

To induce us to agree to a scheme of national 
defense upon a scale much more extensive than 
has ever been deemed safe by any American states- 
man, we are emphatically reminded, since the war 
cloud has blown away, of the maxim, “ in peace 
provide for war;”’ and now, for the first time, we 
are urged to praceed immediately to lay the found- 
ation of a system of preparadon for war large 
enough to exhaust all our present and future 
means. I desire to know precisely in what sense 
and to what extent it is proposed to reduce this 
maxim to practice, In legislation, as in all the 
active business of life, there is but little informa- 
tion communicated by the reassertion of those 
general truths to which, in the abstract form, all 
men agree, because there.is such a diversity in 


applying them so as to suit the condition of in- , 


dividuals and nations, that, in their abstract form, 
they convey no distinct idea to the mind. For 
example, the maxim that is now so earnestly 
pressed upon our attention, that ‘‘ peace is the 
roper season to provide for war,” is sustained 
ty general acquiescence. Yet there are no two 
nations that act upon this maxim alike, Itis 
limited or extended or modified-so as to suit the 
institutions and condition of each nation and the 
genius of the age. 

In different ages, according as the spirit of 
peace or war happened to pervade the carth, we 
find the same nations varying the size of their 
navies and armies to suit the condition of the 
times. 

The maxim, that in time of peace nations 
should providé for war, as it is understood and 

racticed in Europe at this time, so far as a stand- 
ing military force is concerned, is exhibited in 
the following statements: 


Troops. Troops. 

Netherlands.. 77,500 

Spain..... 71,300 

Prussia... «+. 222,000 

Saxony... seve 12,000 

Wurtemburg ........ 10,000 Hanover.. eves 12,000 
Hesse Darmstadt .... 8,000 Baden............. 8,000 


Norway and Sweden, 50,000 


The population of the above States is supposed 
to amount to one hundred and three million 
forty-five thousand seven hundred souls; which, 
if correct, would give eleven soldiers to every 
thousand souls. ; 


Assuming the ffee population of the United ` 


States to be fifteen millions, the proportion of 
aoldiers of the present Army is a fraction less than 
one to every two thousand souls. Compared 
with the levy of troops on the population of the 
European Siates, is as one to twenty-two. 


' ployed in the United States toexhaust the appro- || 


Total amount of Russian forces is eight hun- ' 


dred and three thousand. 


|i 
Navies . including vessels of war, large and small. h 
aper of arden fe ads drat ] our best policy would be to discontinue the building of 


France, built and building. .........000c+eceenseeesesedod 
Engiand, built and buildiug... oe 00000 548 
Holltand..... 


javarino, had 


genius of monarchical Governments, taken in 


connection with the fact that numerous kingdoms , 


are compacted together with adjoining boundaries, 
liable at any time to sudden Invasions, to keep 


always ready to march at a moment’s warning, a ` 
strong army, and to maintain powerful navies. | 
But, sir, in America, the understanding of the | 
maxim under consideration has been very different. | 


Separated from the Old World by an ocean three 
thousand miles wide, and having no powerful na- 
tion in our neighborhood, our geographical posi- 
tion renders a large standing force unnecessary. 
But that there may be no mistake about a matter 


so important, we will look into American history 
to collect the American sense upon the subject of 
armies, and fleets, and fortifications. At the com- 
mencementof Gencral Washineton’s administra- 
tion, the regular Army was reduced to one thou- 
sand two hundred and sixteen. In the time of 
the elder Adams, by the act of 27th April, 1798, 
the Army was increased to four thousand one | 
hundred and fifty-nine. The act of May 28th, 
1798, authorizes a provisional army of ten thou- : 
sand. In Mr. Jefferson’s administration, the 
Army was, by the act of March 16, 1802, reduced 
to three thousand two hundred and eighty-seven. 

The aggregate of the present Army of the 
United States is seven thousand one hundred and 
nin yet Aggregate of the Navy, fifty-two 
ships. 

After the experience we had in the late war, a 
system was adopted in 1816, for the gradual in- 
crease of the Navy, and for the construction of 
fortifications, which system has been ever since 

ursued. Since the year 1816, we have expended 
In fortifications about $14,000,000; and for the 


‘increase and repairs of the Navy, the sum of 


| going fast enough. This progressive system will 


-ury for other uses. 


| report from the proper Department that there is 


' making large appropriations which are to remain 
“unexpended? Such appropriations may defeat 
“the passa 
“advance t 


` standing of how far it is prudent to provide for 


his warlike achievements, and who may be sup- 
` posed as friendly to strong national defenses as 


' peace establishment, in the following words: 


: ernments in time of peace, I shall not seek to enlarge our 


‘| Judicious deposits in navy-yards of tinber and other mate- 


i iti onsistent with the . 
irae Europe itin deemed q ij fitted for prompt application totheir various purposes, would : 


"to such vesscls as must be employed in guarding our com- | 
‘| merce.” 


| under the best precautions for their preservation, must soon 


$22,092,287 73. 

The whole military establishment, since 1816, 
has cost the sum of $133,273,415 75. Inthe same 
time, the whole naval establishment has cost 
$66,892,681 96. This, as it appears to me, is 


grow with our growth and strengthen with our 
strength, and will keep us supplied with a Navy 
sufficiently large, and fortifications sufficiently 
numerous. This progressive system of improv- 
ing our national defenses cai be carried on with- 
out any increase in the annual expenses of the 
Government, and leave $30,000,000 in the Treas- 
The present expenditures 
are now as great as can be used. We havea | 


remaining in the Treasury $8,000,000 unexpend- | 
ed of former appropriations; we are officially 
informed that hands cannot be found and em- jf 


priations that are now annually made for the 
public works, Then where is the utility in , 


ge of the land ball, but they will not 
he public works. ; 
In further illustration of the American under- 


war during peace, let us see what General Jack- 
son has said on the subject—a man renowned for 


any American statesman ought to be. In his 
inaugural address on the 4th of March, 1829, he 
lays down his creed in regard to our military 


«Considering standing armies as dangerous to free Gov- 


present establishment. ?”? 


And in his first message to Congress in 1829, - 
he says: | 

“ In time of peace we have need of no more ships of war | 
than are requisite to the protection of our commerce. Those | 
hot wanted for this object must lay in the harbors, where, 
without proper covering, they rapidly decay; and, even 


become useless. Such is already the case with many of | 
our finest vessels; which, though unfinished, will now re- 

quire immense sums of money to be restored to the con- | 
dition in which they were when committed to their proper | 
element. On this subject there can be but little doubt that | 


ships of the first and second class; and look rather to the 
possession of ampte materials, prepared for the emergencies 
of war, than to the number of our vessels whieh we can 
float in a season of peace as the index of our naval power. 


rials, fashioned under the hands of skillful workmen, and | 


enable us at ali times to construct vessels as fast as they can 
be.manned, and save the heavy expense of repairs, except 


In two subsequent messages the propriety of 
keeping a navy afloat in time of peace only suffi- 
cient to protect our commerce is maintained, and 
the propriety of accumulating timber in the navy- 

ards is enforced, in place of building new ships. | 
From all which it appears that, in the judgment ` 
of General Jackson, no provision should be made 
for the extension of our peace establishment; that 
our Navy was sufficiently powerful for the pro- 


‘the temporar 


‘means of fortifications. 


' lake frontier three thousand miles more. 


tection of our commerce, and that it was better 
to lay up timber than to build new ships. 

From this view we can collect the sense of this 
nation as to how far we should go in peace to 
provide for war. 

The American practice, which was established 
and has been sustained by all the patriots and 
sages who have gone before us, was not in refer- 
ence only to our geographical position in the 
world in regard to other nations, but was mainly 
produced by the warning voice of history, by 


‘ which we are taught that the instances are very 
‘few where nations have been conquered by for- 


eign invasion, but very numerous where their 
liberty has been overthrown by their own rulers; 
that the liberty of nations is in far greater dan- 
ger from their own powerful fleets and armies, 
with a Cæsar at their head, than from all foreign 


. enemies combined, 


Now the question is, whether we shall, under 
impulses of party excitement, 


abandon the American and adopt the European 


' system of providing for war during peace? Wheth- 


er republican America shall raise her inilitary 
peace establishment to come in competition with 


` the establishments of the monarchies of the Old 


World? 

But, sir, if it were wise to apply our whole 
resources to the public defenses, the extension of 
the fortification system is not the best for altain- 
ment of the object. The extent of our country 
renders it impossible to resist foreign invasion by 
The maritime frontier 
of the United States, from Passamaquoddy to 


i the mouth of the Sabine, following the shore, is 


over six thousand miles, one third of which be- 
longs to the Gulf of Mexico; the northern and 
This 
added to the almost boundless western fron- 
tier, makes it apparent that, if the whole sur- 
pius produce of the labor of the people of the 

nited States was forced from them in taxes, it 
would not fortify this vast empire so as to pro- 
tect it from invasion. And if we had fortifica- 
tions ready made, on convenient points, on the 
whole frontier, it would require a standing army 
of several’ hundred thousand to man them and 
preserve them. The number of fortifications 
from necessity, must be limited to the defense of 
the cities and the exposed points. The namber 
of fortifications already projected is greater than 
was required. Fortunately for the nation, it has 
in its power means of defense more cheap and 
more efficient. The bulwarks of our liberty are 
to be found in the hearts of a brave people, and 
not in the stone and mortar of forts. he bra- 
very of a gallant people, in defense of their 
homes and their country, has carried us suecess- 
fully and gloriously through two wars with the 
most powerful nation in the world. The ra- 
tional means of national defense for such a people 
in time of peace is to protect them by wise and 
equal laws, and to lighten their burdens by a 
cheap and pure administration of the Govern- 
ment, so that they may prosper and grow in 
strength and power and intelligence, and in 
wealth. On the contrary, an extensive military 
establishment, which would oppress the people 
with heavy taxes, would check their spirit; 
would paralyze their industry; would wear away 
their attachment for the Government; would, in 
the end, ehange the national character, and pre- 
pare the way for a Bonaparte, at the head of the 
national guards. 

There is a mode of expenditure more efficient 
for the attainment of the object than is to be found 
in standing armies and in fortifications. In an 
extensive country the success of modern war de- 
pends upon the celerity with which armies and 
ee can be conveyed from place to place. 
And as the strength of this vast nation in men 
and means must forever remain in the interior and 
not on the frontiers—in the heart and not in the 
extremities, the great means of military defense 
is to be found in the construction of roads along 
which men and provisions can be thrown to meet 
danger wherever it may approach the borders. 
For example, if there were a railroad from Lex- 
ington to Charleston, supplies of men and arms 
and cannon and provisions could be conveyed 
along the whole line in a few days, and the ene- 
my met and repelled before he had time todo 
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within the range of its guns. 
a respectable distance, and advance upon unde- 
fended places. Upon ordinary roads it would 
require months to move an army and heavy mili- 
tary munitions from the interior to Charleston, in 
South Carolina, to meet the foe. In this view, 
which is the best means of national defense—forts 
on the frontier, or railroads, like viens and arte- 
ries leading from the heart to the extremities of 
the body-politic? While thisis the mostefficient, 
it is the cheapest passible mode of providing for 
war. The cost of transportation on ordinary 
roads, during the revolutionary and late war, is 
more than would construct roads, on the modern 
plan, wherever required in the United States. 
The cause which retarded the military operations 
in the late war, and kept our brave soldiers so 
often in a state of starvation, and exposed so 
many of them to slaughter, was the difficulty of 
supplying them by the modes of conveyance then 
in uge. 

But, sir, this mode of providing for war by 
furnishing the means of rapid and cheap convey- 
ance of men and supplies from one part of our 
extensive country to another, stands in favorable 
contrast with all other modes of providing for ' 
war, in several important views. Standing armies 
and fortifications are worse than useless in time | 
of peace; they eat up annually millions .of the 
industry of the people. But roads are alike use- 
ful in peace and war. In war they enable us to 
throw our power promptly to all places menaced 
with danger. In peace they furnish the means 
of rapid and cheap conveyance of the surplus | 
. products of industry to all the markets of the 

- world. Money, and the means of sustaining 
armies, are the essential elements in modern war. 
Roads, by the commercial facilities which they 
would furnish in time of peace, would enrich the 
nation, and enable it to stand up under the burdens 
of war. : 

. Then, sir, looking at this subject alone ‘in its 
military aspect, I Would reserve enough of our ` 
surplus treasure to strengthen and build up this | 
great arm of national defense—the means.of rapid 
transportation in war, and the means of enriching | 
the nation in peace. 

The next objection which I shall urge against 
the scheme of applying the whole income to the | 
conatruction of ships and forts is, that it violates | 
a great fundamental principle of public policy—a | 

. principle which bas heretofore, in the administra- | 
tion of the finances been disregarded, to the great | 
injury of the western country. The principle is | 
this: as the public revenue is collected from all the | 
pean of the nation, in its disbursement it should | 

e returned to the paris of the country from which | 
it has been drawn, with as great a regard to | 
equality as a due attention to the aggregate inter- 

_ est of the public will allow. I agree with my 
friend from Maine, [Mr. Evaws,] that the duties 
on foreign merchandise are paid by the consumers. 

_Lagree that, in the disbursement of the public 
money, the preponderance of the general good, 
-and not the incidental benefit, should be the cri- 

_ terion. Bat I disagree with him that, in the ex- 
pendityure of the public money, the incidental ad- 

. Vantage should weigh nothing. It is true, that 
the construction of a fortification. in Kentucky, 
merely to secure to the people the incidental ad- 
vantage of the expenditure, would be ridiculous. 

But it would be equally ridiculous to make a road 
along the margin of the sca for the sake of the 
incidental benefit. It has pleased God so to form 
our extensive country, 80 to diversify the inter- 

_ ests of different. sections, that the. enlightened 

statesman, in the conduct of our public affairs, 
will never find the general and incidental advant- 
ages of the Government to come in conflict. 

When the improvements are made which nature 


indicates. should be on the frontier and in the in- | 


terior, the general and local interests of the whole 
Union will be sustained; and the preponderance 
of general good will be found in harmony with the 
incidental advantages of an enlightened adminis- 
wation. 

Now, sir, this scheme of devoting our whole 
Means to the Navy and fortifications will perpet- 


| of expending the whole revenue of the Republic |: 


Sir, let us pause here for a moment to consider 


how the flagrantly unjust and partial expenditure 
of the public money on one side of the Union, for 
the support of only part of the great national in- 
terest, first took its. rise, and how it has been 
continued. When the Constitution went into 
operation, all the States then in existence were 
situated on the Atlantic ocean. That instrument 
(as was natural) received such constructions, and 
was reduced to practice so as to suit the then 
existing interests of the people. They then de- 
pended on foreign commerce for the exchange of 
the surplus products of their industry. To facil- 
itate this foreign commerce, the system which 
has since cost the nation millions on millions was 
commenced, of making breakwaters, piers, im- 
provement of bays, inlets, harbors, the mouths 
of rivers, and light-honses, &c., &c. But, since 
the adoption of the Constitution, the number of 
the States has doubled, or will, probably, in a 
few days: the nation has spread over the interior 
_of the continent; an interval commerce has grown 
up far more valuable than the foreign commerce; 
yet there are still many good people in the old 
States who believe that ours is a salt water Con- 
stitution, and that it would be the most uncon- 
stitutionai thing in the world to spend a dollar of 
the public money above the ebb and flow of the 
tides. Such, sir, is the force of old habits of 
thought, especially. when interest happens to 
run in the same channel. The clause inthe Con- 


Having first reasoned to show that our reve- 
nues should not be suffered to accumulate in the 
Treasury, and secondly to prove that it should 
not all be expended on the sca-coastin ships and 
fortifications, [ will now, in the third and last 

lace, attempt to prove that so much of it as 
aas arisen, and will arise, from the sales of the 
public lands, ought to be divided among the 
States. This plan stands recommended by the 
fact that it has been long and deliberately’ con- 
sidered and approved by the people, it having at 
a former session passed both Houses of Congress 


_ by large majorities, and has received the appro- 
: bation of many of the State Legislatures. 


Sir, what is the state of the case? We now 
have in the Treasury ¢20,571,125 75, which has 


‘accrued from the sales of the public domain, 


(which is the common property of the people of 
the United States,) over and above the wants of 
the Federal Government. Now the great ques- 
tion is, whether this Iarge sum of money shall be 
divided among the States, to be expended under 
their own councils, for the improvement of the 
condition of the people? or shall it be added to 
the swelling flood of Federal expenditure, to raise 
still higher Federal power, and ‘extend the range 
of Federal patronage to a broader cireumference ? 
Shall the whole of our surplus revenue be thrown 
into the maelstrom, the grand whirlpool of cen- 
trifugal extravagance, wher it will draw after it 


‘the remaining barriers of freedom into the same 


stitution which has been construed to confer the | 


power on Congress to make improvements for 
the benefit of foreign commerce, reads in the fol- 
lowing words: 

«Congress shali have power to regulate commerce with 


| foreign nationa, and among the severa) States, and wit! the 


Indian tribes.” 


Although the very same words are used in 
regard to foreign and domestic commerce,, yet 
, many of our 
| { ] podar „and 
; facilitate foreign commerce, believe it would be 


, exceedingly. unconstitutional to give a cent for 


the security and facility of interior commerce. 
* But, sir, the time has arrived when the salt water 
„exposition of the Constitution must give way to 
, the progress of the national expansion. Our Çon- 


|. stitution was formed for the continent, and not 


; for the sea-board. Its scope is sufficiently broad 


_to comprehend within its beneficent provisions |, 
p every part of our extended and extending coun- 


i erection of fortifications, and the application of 


influence upon the legislation of the country. 
Since the year 1791, there has been very nearly 
a thousand million dollars collected from the peo- 
| ple of this country, and expended by this central 
Government. Of this vast sum the western coun- 


| century to see their substance flow into. the na- 
tional Treasury, and from thence poured out in 
profusion along the maritime frontier. 

To conclude this branch of the subject, I am 


forts, because it would be the adoption of a rad- 
l ical change in the policy of our Government upon 


H the spur of the occasion, without consulting the 
cople; because it would lay the foundation of a | 


arge standing army, and bring heavy charges 
upon the country; because the building of ships 


jand forts are not the only nor the best way to 
i provide for the national defense; because it would 


it all to the sea-board; 


public treasure, by giving 
ad to such a vast increase 


| and because it would lea 


continued, is this: ‘‘ money is power;”’ and this ` 
mode of partial expenditure, while it has ex- ` 
hausted the West, has so enriched the great cities | 
on the sea-coast, that they have acquired an undue | 


try has paid its full proportion. Yet the people : 
of that country have been doomed, for near half a ' 


perpetuate a partial system of disbursing the | 


1 tlantic brethren, while they are: 
|| willing to expend millions to 


gorge? These are the weighty questions on the 
decision of which hangs the fate of liberty. If 
the division among the States should take place, 
the following statement will show the proportion 
of each State of what is already in the Treasury: 


Table showing the amount to which each State will be 


entitled, 
; Fifteen : 
Federal ! Share for | 
States. popu- each | Perch | Total to 
lation State toine, new 
. * | States. | States.. 
| ee a panor 
| Dollars. | Doilars.| Dollars. 
Maine.........|. 399,437, 689,028 - - 
N. Hampsbire.,| 269,326 464,587 - 
Massachusetts ..| 610,408 1,052,953 - . 

; Rhode [sland...| 97,194: 167,639 = ~ 
Conpecticut....| 297,665 513,472 - - 
Vermont.......| 280,657 484,133 - - 
New York. 1,918,553 3,309.503 |. - - 
New Jersey, | 319,922 — 551,865 - - 
Pennsylvania.. . 1,348,072 2,325.4 |- -- - 

' Delaware... 75,432. 190,120 - - 
Maryland = 405,843: 700,079 - - 
Virginia. vee. 21,023,503 | 1,765,554 - - 
North Carolina... 639,747 | 1,103,563 - - 
South Carolina.: 455,025) 784,918 - - 
Georgia......... 429;811} 741,423 < -: 
Kentucky....../ 621,832 | 1,072,660! - 7 

. Tennessee ..-.,| 625,363 1978,78] . - : - 

| Ohio.....seee0.; 935,884 1,614,400 | 230,844 | 1,845,244 
Louisiana......' 171,694 296,172 | 67,561) 363.733 

343,031 591,728 | 325,485 | 917,213 

357,147; 271,078 | 483,760 754,838 

«| 130,419, 224,972 | 174,354; 399,326 

vee) 10,358; 190,367 | 788,403; 973,770 
Alabama.......; 262,508 i 452,826 | 541,940 | 994,766 


| 


j: 
i 
i 
j 
i 


i 


f 


It is estimated that the annual receipts from 
sales’ of the public domain will in future be 
$10,000,000. From this data a calculation can 
easily be made of the’ proportion of each State 
for any given number of years. If the land bill 
should. pass, I have no doubt but the principle of 
it will become the permanent policy of the coun- 
try. There is yet in ‘the limits of the United 
States more than a thousand milliona of acres 
of unsold land; it would supply ample funds for 


; ' the States for centuries to come. What stupend- 
opposed to voting all our means to a navy and | 


ous results might be produced upon the power, 
the agriculture, the commerce, the wealth, the 


comfort, the intelligence, and happiness of the 


people of the United States, by this application 
of their great public domain? This comprehen- 


( sive, this all-pervading, this equal, this magnifi- 


cent plan for the disposal of the proceeds of the 


| sales of the public lands, in practice a few years, 


would exhibit a degree of a o in tbe 
United States surpassing all the nations of the 
earth. The modern system of constructing roada 
and improving rivers, with the full development 
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of the power of steam, would bring the distant 
parts of the country so near together, that con- 
stantintercourse, mutual interest, and commercial 
exchanges would mold the discordant parts into 
a homogeneous national character, which would 
be the best guarantee for the perpetuity of the 
Union, and the durability of American liberty. 

While the interests of the whole country would 
harmoniously umte in this great measure, the 
western country has a right especially to call 
aloud for its adoption, where, for reasons already 
given, the Constitution has never been considered 
infullforee, The present condition of the Treas- 
ury furnishes the means. to extend the fostering 
care of the Government to all the great interests 
of the whole Union, and forever to wipe out the 
reproach of favoritism to one portion of the coun- 
try, to the oppression of another. . Kentucky, 
although entirely neglected heretofore; though 
deprived of a fair participation in: the benefits of 
the Government, has never complained at sus- 
taining her share of its burdens. A ful? propor- 
tion of the taxes has always been prid, and i 
the two wars more than her proportion of blood 
was shed for the generaldefense. Eversince the 

car 1791 she has looked on ata partial admin- 
istration of the public finances, by which her 
substance has been drawn away, and devoted to 
improvements in which she had only à remote 
and consequential interest. And while the pub- 
lic money has been thus disposed of, what dis- 
position has been made of large portions of the 
public lands? 

The following table will show the liberal grants 
which have been made by Congress to the new 
States: i 


v 


ae -oqusossa 
£10118, 10 amg 


z S 8 | Number of acres for > 
3 ree Be EER internal improve- | o3 
a 2 $8338) ments. a3 

S © ODN ag 

Re 
| N | $2 

a 
Bl aa re ne umber of acres for | 52 

2 BESSSSABSS colleges, academies, 23 

2 P iversities. & 

3 EEFE EEE and universities i P 

3 
- : p> 

b > | The one thiriy-sixtb E3 
o| spama Semo: one thirty-six Bs. 
BI SBEREZZS23 | part of public lands == 
oe “a fo e io i o Dair | apptopriatedforcom- =.53 

3) S2SuSFS423 mon schools. 23 

ESS 
; i Be 
Bis 8 ® | For rehgious and $3 

‘alee “er mae’ charitable institu- 2 Z 
S] 8 3 B tians. F 
X bs zi ` x 
itn] toe De ag z PEN , | Lands approprjated for seats 
3 overn it. i 

2/5 3 SESE | ofgovernment 
3 [C] a8 ; : ' 
iplo oro o Bi BAS. | Saline reservations, 
| 5 gS | i 

n | 
S| pu trot; | Aggregate appropriations ‘for 

S| Senet we troy 
HE NTETE each State and Terri- 
| 2| SI Snara tory. : : 
inj ATST a Dunne 3 m ri ni 

Kentucky led the way into the western wilder. 


ness, and fought the battles for the conquest of 
the western lands, and now sees them partitioned 
out among new comers, and herselfexcluded from 
all varticipation. ` | ese tbe gs ` 

But notwithstanding the tong exclusion of Ken- 
tucky from a fall and fair enjoyment of the benefits 
of the General Government, she would disdain, 
and Í, as one of her Representatives, knowing her 
liberal and elevated spirit, would not venture to 
excite sectional feelings. She is for a poiey that 
embraces the whole Union, and all of the great 
interests of the Union. She is still willing, as 


she always has been willing, to vote money to 


the support of a navy to protect our foreign com- 
merce in peace, and to defend the country in war. 
Formerly, when the navy bad shrunk away to 


“and her annual proportion hereafter, she would || 
| then be on a footing with ‘the other sections of |: 


' 


nothing, under the frowns of the then ascendant 
party, the spell was broken, and the navy raised 
and called into favor by the voice of a Kentuckian 
—the same voice that has been heard for thirty 


years in all the times of national emergency. Yet ` 


some unknown person has written to the distant 
newspapers that myself and some of my friends 
had given a vote unfriendly to the Navy. This 
unfounded slander is made manifest by the fact 
that I have voted, ever since I have been in Con- 
gress, for every recommendation of this Admin- 
istration for the benefit of the Navy, and now 
stand ready to vote for the estimates. sent in at 
the commencement of this session. ‘Kentucky is 
still willing to contribute her proportion of: the 
requisite milkans:to go on with the fortifications 
and all the national defenses; she desires to abate 
nothing from the annual appropriations forthe 
improvement of the sea-coast. -But while she is 
wilting, as she has always been willing, to stand 
by and uphold the great interests ef the other por- 
tions of the Union, she would be.recreant to her- 
self if she did not demand cher rights in a tone 
that would no longer be patient ander refusal. 
As we need no fortifications, no navy, no stand- 
ing army, in the nature of things, the only great 
national interests which could be maintained by 
legislation in the West are education, and the 
construction of highways along which the sur- 
plus products of industry could be safely, cheaply, 
and speedily conveyed to market. : 

In former ages the interior of continents, cut 
off from the general intercourse of nations, re» 
mained in ignorance and poverty; but modern 
roads and steam power are rapidly working a 
revolution in human affairs. They are carrying 
into the most remote, interior, and secluded sit- 
uations enterprise, intelligence, and wealth, and 


all the improvements of civilized and cultivated | 


man, which were in other days exclusively en- 
joyed by maritime countries. The great interest 


| of the western people is to have their roads and 
' rivers placed in a condition toenable them to reap 


the advantages of the modern improvements in 


‘interior communication; and as the internal còm- 


merce of the United States has become so much 
more valuable than the foreign, reason; policy, 


‘and justice unite in requiring that at least as 


much of the public money should be devoted to | 


its protection. If it were not for old habits and 


antiquated prejudices in. regard to foreign and . 
domestic conmimerce, what reason could be given 
i for the outlay of millions for the protection of 

the lesser, while not a cent is given for the pro- || 
ii motion of the greater interest? 


If the surplus 


i was divided; and Kentucky had the immediate 
, use of $621,832, to which she would be entitled, 


the country; the people-would be retrieved from 
the: taxation pecessary to pay the heavy debts 
which that Btate is incurring to carry on her 
internal improvements. She would: be provided 


|| with the means to. sustain a system of general | 


education, and thus to improve the intelligence 
of the people, the only foundation upon which 
free government can securely rest. She would 
be replenished with money, The wages of labor 
would be high, the prices of produce: would be 
kept up, and the blessings ‘of this munifieent plan 
would be equally extended to improve the conr 
dition, and happiness, and security ef the poor 
and the rich, without distinstion or respect of 
persons. . Will any. Kentuckian, will any just 
‘man, say that Kentucky-shalt not enjoy her fair 
popeo of the ‘price of the publie lands— 

nda, for the conquest of which-her gallant sons 
spent their youth, their substance, and their 
blood—lands that they have redeemed from the 
forest, and made ‘salable and valuable by the 
‘aweat of their brow—lands that, by:their enter- 
prise, they have made to supply: yaur Treasury 
with-sixty million dollars? -- ee : 

Among the repugnant propositions which have 
been maintained by. this Administration, none 
are more striking than those relatingto the dis- 
position of the public domain. In the annual 
message of 1832 is to be found the following 
scheme of getting rid of the public lands. The 
President says: . : . 

“It seems to me to bé our true policy that the public 
Jands shall cease, as soon as.practicable, to be a source of 


revenue, and that they be sold to settlers in limited parcels 
at a price barely-sufficient to reimburse to the United States 
the expense of the present system, and the cost arising 
under our Indian compacts. The advantages of accurate 
| surveys and undoubted titles now secured to purchasers, 
seem to forbid the abolition of the present system, because 
none can be substituted which will more perfectly accom- 
plish these important ends. It is desirable, however, that 
in convenient time this machinery be withdrawh from the 
States, and the right of soil and the future disposition of it 
surrendered to the States respectively in which it lies.” `, 
This recommendation is repeated im the veto 
of the land bill; yet the principal reason given 
for the veto is because the publie lands:bre com- 
mon property to. which all the ‘States have an 
equal right, and because all the States havé an 
equal right, and because the ted bill gives a 
larger proportion of tha ‘procesds to the new 
States:than to the old. zi cee 
Actording to these O pareri an be 
proper to deprive the:old States of any share‘ ih 
the public lands whatever. . Yet togive the new 
States. ten per cent. more: of the proceeds would 
be such injustice to thé:old States as to constitute 
good cause fora vetos : > t 
We now stand upon the pointof time; we are 
now surrounded biy the circumstances favorable 
to that grent revolution in ourinatiohal policy, by 
which the blessings of ‘out free institutions, and 
| the advantages of ‘justice, shaH be made to per- 
i vade the whole Union, ‘and: be.carried home to 
' the. dwelling of every:cititen; by which love and 
confidence inthe Governmentshail be shed abroad 
in every heart, ‘and the cement of the:Union be 
made more firm and durable; by which the authoi- 
ity of the General Goverhment:shall be thrown 
back within the pale of the Constitution and laws, 
‘and the right arm of the “money power’? cut off. 
‘Yea, this'is the important point df time'when 
these glorious ends are to. be accomplished; or 
when the présent: corrupt and partial. system is 
i; to be enlarged and doubly riveted on the sountry 
` for ages to come—a system that will continue to 
exalt the power and’ patronage of this central 
| Government; that will continue to‘enfeeble the 
|i power of theStates; that will continue to paralyze 
| the défenses of liberty ; that will finally makethe 
' tax-payers herd, whatithey are ever) the: face of 
the whole earth elsewhere; slaves to the tax-conr 
-sumers; that will, under the forms ofa free Con- 
stitution, devote the labor of the common people 
to the support of an aristocracy and a:thtane. 


i 
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| SPEECH OF HON. THOS. L.HAMER, 
; OF OHIO, .. i 
Iy rue House or REPRESENTATIVES, 
a June 9, 1836, . . 
On the:bills to.sette the northern boundary of Obio, and 
, to admit the States of Michigan and Arkansas into the 
i|- Union, : vaia 
|| Mr. HAMER said: . ~ . na 
i| Mr. Speaker: I had hoped to avoid the neces- 
|| sity'of engaging in the disoussion -y ‘the sub- 
jects now-before the House; but I cannot, in jus- 
|| tice to the State which: I have -the honor in: part 
| to-represent, any. longer remain a silent -listener 
|, to the debates which are progressing around me. 
| ‘These questions have been so long pending hefore 
|| ae, that it-might well be supposed ‘every gentle- 
| man was p to vote without. further inves- 
|| tgation;‘and at this late: period ofthe sesdion, 
| With such amass of unfinished. business upon our 
| tableg; votes are: ratch more ‘iimportant to. the 
; public interest-than long epeeehes. .-ladetd there 
| 1s: so'mauch speaking here, and se little business 
| done; that ib often. ‘refrain: from addressing. the 
House, when I would otherwise dorsa; and when, 
like otbers,:] am inclined:to think d. have-some- 
thing to offer that: would-be either interesting to 
|| the House, or .calcutated: to throw light-upon the 
| subject: before'us. Upon thé présent occasion, 
| however, the argiment has taken a turm that re- 
quires of me an expression of my. views, though 
Lit is not my design to enter into an elaborate ex- 
| amination. of all the topics which have been -in- 
-gtafted upon this debate. : . 
| It must be -‘manifest to-all who have witnessed 
the several movements in regard to this dispute 


between Ohio and. the Federa! Government, (for 
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we do not recognize Michigan as a party to the 
controversy,) that there is somewhat of party 
politics mingled with it both here and at home, 
among the people of Ohio. An overwhelming 
majority of the citizens of our State are for the 
boundary elaimed by us, and they have no dispo- 
sition to let party have any connection with this 


claim; but the politicians have not taken exactly ' 


the same view of it, and some of them, it is very 
clear, have endeavored to turn it to account in the 
political struggles which.now agitate the country. 

The effect is visible here. Our delegation are 
unanimous for the claim of Ohio: . We all go for 
the boundary; yet in arriving at the object of our 
hopes and wishes, we disagree materially upon 
various incidental questions. . Ít is this disagree- 
ment which is the occasion in part of my now 
obtruding'm yself upon the attention of the Hodse. 
I desire to be fully understood in my position; 


and then all who have a right to know my senti- : 


ments will be able to approve or disapprove of 
the course I have adopted. i 
It is not necessary for me to meddle with the 
difficulties between some of my colleagues, and 
their quondam friend from Massachusetts, [Mr. 
Apams.] I leave him in their hands. They are 
fully competent to take care of him, and to vin- 
dicate themselves from aspersion or misrepre- 
sentations which may come from that, or from 
any other quarter. My business is with other 
branches of the controversy. i 
There are three bills before the committee; the 
firet, a bill merely to settle the boundary; the 
second, a bill to settle the boundary, and to admit 
Michigan into the Union; and the third, a bill to 
admit Arkansas into the Union. The first one 
we hâve laid on tthe table, to remain there until 
the other two are disposed of. The whole dele- 
ration from Ohio, except one, voted against lay- 
ing that bill on the table; but they were overruled 
by a majority of the House. ith the motives 
of my colleague, who differed with: us, I have 


nothing to do; nor shall I attempt to assign rea- ` 


sons for his vote. No doubt his motives were 
pr and his reasons satisfactory to himself; and 

is very competent to defend his own course, 
either here or elsewhere. But of the vote af my 
colleagues, friends of the Administration, and my- 


selt, who voted against the motion to lay on the , 


table, I have-something to say. Itis due to our- 
selves that our reasons should be known. 

It is a good general rule in legislation that each 
measure should stand upon its own merits, un- 
connected with everything else. 
préevar. ‘if bad, let jt be defeated. : We applied 
that rue to the boundary bill. We were of opin- 


ion that a large majority of the House were in | 
favor of the boundary e¢laimed by Ohio, and that | 


if this proposition stoad alone it would pass with- 
out much difficulty. Bat, when it is connected 
with the admission of Michigan into the Union, 
we are by no means so ‘cettain of its success. 
There is a strong party in this House apparently 
determined to keep Michigan out of the Union 
‘daring the present session. . If they succeed, and 
-our boundary question is connected: with Mich- 
igan,'i¢ must necessarily. share the same fate. 
This: would be disastrous: to Ohio. Her public 
works are suspended for a settlement.of this ques» 


involved in it. - Her people are impatient to see 
it terminated.) A border war is lowering upon 
-our northern frontier; and the!moment Congress 
shall ad‘ourn, without adjusting this dispute, it 
‘will breax oat with a train of outrages and blood+ 
shed that must be profoundly: deplored by every 
man who Idves his country. : Myself, and those 
with whom I act, thought it. imprudent, under 
these circumstances, to rrsk the fate of our bound- 
ary, by voluntarily attathing it-t andther ques- 
-tion--the-ad inission of a. new State iritothe Union. 
‘We preferred having: dur: bill: fitst. acted upon, 
and after that we were éntirely willing to see the 
Stace adniitted::; We de not oppose her. The 
ove of Ohio dd not oppose her. We only ob- 
ject to her coming into the Union and bringing a 
part of the territory af Ohio along with her, 
-claiming it ag parcel of the new State. This we 
oppose, and ever shall, whilst we have the saga- 
city to comprebend our rights and the spirit to 
maintain them. o> 0 ces a Ee 


-. J come: now to the. bilt which is nidte immedi- 


If good, let it ` 
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| ately before us. It is a bill of several sections. 
|| The first section declares, expressly, that the 
boundary of Ohio shall be by a direct line running 
_ from the most southerly extreme of Lake Mich- 


igan to the most northerly cape of the Miami bay; ` 


being the line always claimed by Ohio, and the one 
named in her constitution. The subsequent sec- 
tions prescribe the limits of the new State of Mich- 
igan, and require her to meet in convention, and 
agree to the limits so prescribed, before he shall 
be admitted into the Union; and on her giving 
her assent, the President, by proclamation, is to 
declare her one of the independent States of this 


Confederacy, entitled to all the privileges of the : 


Union under the Federal Constitution. My col- 
league (Mr. Vinton] proposes to amend this bill 
by adding a proviso, declaring that, if Michigan 
should not assent to these new boundaries, still, 
the northern line of Ohio shall be and remain as 
described in this bill. Iam constrained. to vote 
against thisamendment. The reasons that influ- 
: ence me in doing so shall be briefly given. 

It was with great difficulty this bill passed 
through the Senate. No opposition was mani- 
fested to that part of it which fixed our boundary, 
but there was violent resistance shown to the 
admission of the State. If the bill: were now in 
that body, it is extremely doubtful whether it 
could be got through. We all know these things; 
ithe newspapers have informed us of their exist- 
ence, in addition to the other sources of informa- 
tion which we possess. If we amend the bill in 
the slightest degree, it must go back to the Senate 
for their concurrence. Suppose they refuse to 
concur, or that they refuse to act on the bill this 
session, and let it remain on their files among the 
unfinished business, what will be our condition? 
How shall we avoid the alarming evils which 
are now impending over us, or meet the storm of 
public indignation that will burst forth against 
Congress for this unjustifiable procedure? I, for 

, one, am not willing to meet it,-nor am I willing 
to share any portion of the responsibility. I 
cannot, therefore, vote for any amendment to this 
bill, thereby creating the necessity to send it 
back to the Senate, and risking its final paasage, 
armless that amendment be absolutely necessary 
to its validity. Such is not the case with this 
amendment; and I will now proceed to show that 
its adoption can be of no advantage to Ohio, in 
my respect whatsoever. 

n the first section it is declared, in the most 
unqualified terms, that the northern line of Ohio 
shall be as we elaim it. In the subsequent sec- 
tions‘it is provided that Michigan may come into 
| the Union upon her assenting to this line, and to 
the boundaries assigned to her by this bill. If 
the bill passes and receives the sanction of the 
:| President, it will be a law in allits parts. Whether 
‘| Michigan shall comply with the condition or not, 
l| upon which she is allowed to come into the Union, 


| validity of the law is concerned. If she com- 
i plies, she will come in; if not, she will remain 


| ditioris ‘cannot annul the law, or affect a single 
| provision it contains. All that can be said is, 


State has not complied, and the only consequence 
| that follows is, that she remains out of the Union. 
| The law itself remains wholly unimpaired. 

ij ~ But the conditions of this law are not in the 
|| first ‘eection;‘nor have they any necessary con- 
| neċtior with it..: The subsequent sections. may 
| ell be annulled, and still the first one will remain 
1 in full foree. It-is the first one alone in which 
|| we ‘have any peculiar interest. It settles: our 
i boundary permanently, without condition-or lim- 
itation. No subseqaent section, :nor any pro- 
ceedings of ‘Michigan mider it, can ‘affect our 
tights which are thus secured. To make: this 
| plain, I will iliustrate: my views by one or two 
‘cases. Suppose a law passed at the present ses- 
sion, giving to the State of Connecticut $100,000, 
[in full forall her claims upon the General Gov- 
ernment for revolutionary: services, debts paid, 
‘men furnished, &c., during our struggle for inde- 
i pendence. Attached: to this law, is: a-section 
: providing that Massachusetts shall also- receive 
$100,000 from. the Treasury: of the United States, 
| Mpon. condition that her Legislature will pasa an 


is a matter of perfect indifference, so far as the | 


|| Outs but, in either event, the law still stands in | 
i full force. Her failure to comply with its con- | 


| that the law contains a provision with which the | 
tion. Her interests, pride, and feeling, aré deeply |! | 


| act relinquishing all other claims, 
| this sum in full satisfaction of all her demands 
| against the General Government. It is an easy 
| matter to combine two such subjects in the same 
law, and it is not unfrequently done. Suppose, 
then, Massachusetts should refuse to pass the 
: act required, or to accept the money in satisfac- 
_ tion of her claim; would that prevent Connecticut 
: from getting her money. out of the Treasury? 
_ We all know it would not. Her claim would be 
safe. No act of another State could affect it. 
She would send an authorized officer to receive 
, it, and the funds would be delivered to him, with- 
out asking, of caring, what had been done by 
Massachusetts in reference to her claims. 

Again, we have now a proposition before this 
House to recharter the several banks in this Dis- 
trict. If we were to pass a law containing sev- 
eral sections, and in the first section should renew 
the charter of the Metropolis Bank, without any 

, condition or limitation, simply declaring that it 
is rechartered for the term of fifteen years; and 
in the subsequent sections should renew the other 

| charters, upon condition that a certain bonus, say 
$50,000 each, should be paid into the Treas- 
ury by the lst day of September next, and if 
not paid then, the charters should expire: how 
could this condition affect the Metropolis Bank ? 
It would be rechartered, and would proceed to 
transact business without regard to the course 
the other banks might think proper to pursue. 

‘| Whether they should accept or reject the condi- 
| tions imposed on them by Congress would be a 
| question of no. interest to the Bank of the Me- 
‘tropolis. The whole law would be valid and 
binding. So much of it as was conditional would 
: be just as much a law as any other part of it. 
| Those for whom the condition was intended could 
i avail themselves of it or not, at their own pleas- 

ure. The law must remain, with its conditions, 
in full force--an expression of the sovereign will 
and obligatory upon the citizens of the Republic. 

The approbation or disapprobation of those who 

are allowed to bencfit themselves by its provis- 
ions, can derogate nothing from: its authority or 
supremacy. : 

- How can the present case be distinguished from 

i those I have stated? Hereisa bill of several sec- 
' tions, and the first one establishes our boundary 
in the strongest language that can be employed in 
i| legislation. No condition; no qualification is at- 
‘tached to it. Subsequent sections declare that a 
new State may be admitted into the Union upon 
certain specified conditions. Now whether these 
| conditions are acceded to or not, whether the State 
: shall come in or not, isa totally separate and dis- 
| tinct question from the one settled in the first 
: section of the bill. Our line is permanently and 
| unchangeably established, and no future move- 
į ment of either Michigan, Congress, or any other 
', power, can shake or invalidate its location. 
With this view of the subject, I cannot vote for 
| my colleague’s amendment. It will endanger the 
| passage of the bill, by sending it back to the 
Senate; and it is unnecessary, because the bill 
already contains all that Ohio wants. In attempt- 
ing- to obtain more, we may lose what is already 
ij offered, and is within our reach. Let us adhere 
to the bill as itis, and arrive ata final arrangement 
of this delicate and vexed question, which has 
already agitated our whole country to an alarming 
extent, and threatened at gne time to involve our 
frontier citizens ina border war, in which many 
valuable lives must have been lost, and a stain 
inflicted upon the character of our free institutions 
which time could not have effaced. 

Before anything’ is said of the merits of our 
‘claim, itis proper that I should notice, an argu- 
ment presented by the-geatleman from Rhode 
Island, [Mr. Pearce.} e took it upon him- 
Self, in a very cool and self-complacent manner, 
to denounce our pretensions as utterly ground» 
less,and hoped Congresa would not act so unjustly 
-towards others, as to concede to Ohio what we 
‘believe to be her right, according to every known 
pomii of equity and. justice. He seemed 
highly delighted with one idea upon this subject, 
which he pressed upon our consideration with 
some ability and a great deal of earnestness. He 
asked, with an air of triumph, ‘‘ If Ohio believes 
her cause to be just, why does she not allow 


and receiving 


| 


i 
| 
| 


{| -Miehigan to-come into the Union, and then sub- 
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mit the question to be tried and decided by the 
Supreme court of the United States??? Is it pos- 
sible that such doctrine is to be urged here in 
the House of Representatives in such a discus- 
sion, and in the present advanced stage of polit- 
ical science? Are the old doctrines of suprcrat 
scpremMaAcy about to be revived? Is this all- 

rasping and dangerous department, which has 
fone more thån any other department of the 
Government to fritter away the rights of thè 
States, about now to be vested with authority to 
decide upon the political rights of sovereign com- 
munities? Is the jurisdiction of a State to be 
held subject to the order of a Federal judge, and 
the highest attributes of sovereignty to be con- 
trolled by a decree in chancery? . Is this democ- 
racy? It may be so in Rhode Island, but I can 
assure the gentleman it is not so in the West. 
Ohio acknowledges no right in the Supreme Court 
to try such questions; she will never submit to 
such a mode of determination. It is a legislative 
question, and not a judicial one. „Here is the place 
to determine it. Congress has only to relinquish 
the claim of the Federal Government to the coun- 
try in dispute, and there is an end of all contro- 
versy; Ef the court had authority to try the 
cause, how unwise and impolitic would it be for 
us to send it there? Why not put a quietus to it 
at once, instead. of having a long and tedious law- 
suit about it? When a word can płace the parties 
where they oaght to be, shall we endeavor to 


shift the responsibility from our own shoulders, > 


and throw it upon the court? There it may 
remain for years; and, in the mean time, our 
pou works are unfinished; property sinks to 
half price; improvements are retarded; there are 
conflicting laws and jurisdictions over the in- 


habitants, and perpetual quarrels among the citi- , 
Why voluntarily pro- | 


zene along the border. vo 
duce this state of things, when it is so easily 
avoided? Er 


But there is'a much more serious tonsideration | 


still, which ought not to be overlooked by a wise 
statesman. No case of this kind has ever been 
decided by.the Supreme Court. 
New York and New Jersey they agreed to exer- 
cise jurisdiction, so far as to require the defendant 
to appear, and to progress with the cause; but 
they expressly left the question open to the last, 
whether they could finally décide such’ a case be- 
tween two States or not.’ 


Since that time another case has arisen’, in which 
the court has in the same manner assumed juris- 
diction, and the case is now pending. Let them 
proceed in this way without objection, and in a 
few years this power, so dangerous to the States, 
will ripen into perfect maturity. For one, I desire 
to enter my solemn protest against it. Suppose, 
however, that the court should go on to a final 
hearing of the cause, and when this action of 
ejectment, or bill in chancery between two sover- 


eign States, is determined, one or both should | 


refuse to abide by the decision: what would be 
done? How would your court enforce its decree? 
By what means would it turn one’ party out of 
possession, and put the other in? - Every man 
who hears me knows it could not be done. Pro- 


cess, may be issued against an individual, or a’ 


number of individuals, and obedience to the man- 
dates of a court enforced; but no such proceeding 
ean be tolerated against a State. Whete would 
the marshal find a posse sufficient to compel any 
of the States, especially one of the larger class, to 
yield possession of her territory, and have it trans- 
ferred to a neighbor? If she chose to submit to 
it, very well; but if she did not, there is no way 
to compel her but by arms. You must fight her. 
Are you prepared to ‘do this? Are we ignorant 
of the political axiom, that our Government is 
held together by moral influences alone? It is 
not a Government of physical powers. In mon- 
archies and aristocracies, armed men sustain the 
Government. It is not so here. Moral power, 
public opinion, mutual concessions, and compro- 
mises, hold our Confederacy together. Abandon 
these and resort'to force, and your boasted Union, 
the proudest, loftiest, and purest temple of ‘civil 
liberty that ever existed, will be crushed in an 
Instant, and its scattered fragments be swept away 
like straws upon the surface of a torrent. 

What man here desires to see onr institutioris 


In the case of , 


The cause was settled ` 
by the ‘parties, and never decided by the court. | 


subjected to such a test? Who wishes to aid in || 

|| trying such an experiment upon their stability? 

'| If the decrees of your court are once successfully 

' resisted, what regard will ever be paid to them 
‘afterwards? Away, then, with all such doctrines 
and schemes to break down the judiciary, or to | 
shift responsibility from ourselves. Let us come | 
up like men; examine the question, and dispose | 
of it, according to the best of our information | 
and the dictates of an impartial judgment. We, 
have been implored for many years to adjuat this | 
difficulty. Here, then, let it be done. Our de- | 
cisions command confidence and esteem, and they | 
carry a moral influence with them that is almost 
irresistible. It is seldom that any community 
will attempt to resist them; when they do, all 
must be conscious that they assume a most fear- 
ful responsibility. 

The grounds of our claim have been so often 
stated to this House, and they are so fully and 
ably set forth in the lucid report of the honorable 
gentleman from Maryland, (Mr. THomas,] that 
it is scarcely necessary to detain the committee at 
this time by a labored argument upon the sub- 
ject. But our rights have been so much misun- 
derstood and so much misreptesented, that I will 
briefly remind gentlemen of some points upon 
which ‘we rely. It should be distinctly under- 
stood that We are not mendicants petitioning Con: 

ress to grant us a donation; but we aré demand- 
ing what Is ours by compact; we ask æ recognition 
of our claim on the part of Congress, go' that 
their tenants or wards may no lenger disturb’ our 
possession. - We allege that á contingency has 
oceurred, that entitles us to the line we claim, and 
we ask Congress to acknowledge the existénce of 
: that contingency, and to relinquish all demand on 
their part to the térritory within the new line. We 
ask the Federal Government to declare essly 
|| what they have already declared impliedly. When 
| we came into the Union, it was agreed and under- | 
stood that if a due ‘east line from the southerly | 
| bend -of Lake Michigan would net give us Mau- 
mee bay, then we should have & ling running from 
the southerly’ bend of the'lake to the most morth- 
erly cape of Maumee bay; so that the bay was 
to be ours'at all events. Now, weknow that the 
due east line first mentioned. will not give us the | 
bay. Congress knows it also, for their officer | 
has soreported. Wesay itis plain, that, accord- | 
ing to the original understanding when we came 
into the Union, we are entitled to the other line, 
which given us the bay. Congress is asked to 
admit this, in so many words: that we may have | 
eaceable possession of the country, and be no 
onger harassed by other authorities, pretendin 
to claim under Congress, and to be clothed wit 
power to punish our people and drive away our | 
public officers. Is this unreasonable? Is this 
asking a gift from you? It is asking you to be 


. honest, and to do what every good citizen would |: 


‘do voluntarily. -A bad one would be compelled | 

to do it, by the civil aathorities. 
` -be seer whether the‘Federal Government will fol- 
ii low the example of a good citizen, and honestly 
. fulfill its contracts; or disgrace itself in the eyes | 
| of the Civilized World, by refusing a simple act of 
' justice to one of the States of this Union. 


. who has‘attempted to argue the question in behalf | 
| of Michigan, has gone back to the ordinance of | 
| Congress adopted in 1787. They seem to rely 
| upon this document as the foundation of their | 
| claims; and thus to go behind the compact between 
‘Ohio and the General Government, fotmed in 
1803, of which I have just been speaking. - It is 
‘sapposed that Michigan derives’ het rights from 
|:that ordinance, consequently, no act of Congress 
in 1802 or °3, or of any stibsequent'period to 1817, 
could at all affect her interests. “A ‘more radical 
tor material errdr could not well have been adopted. 
‘Michigan is not known in the ordinance of 1787. 


of the States named in it which is entitled to ċome 
‘into the Union whenever there are sixty thousand 
inhabitants within her limits. This assértion óf 
‘right has been repeated so often in her behalf, by | 
persons who have either never read the ordinance, 
‘or had not sense enough to understand it when 
‘they did read it, that hundreds now believe it, and 
‘will not- be persuaded to the ‘contrary. ‘Yet it is 
‘not true; ste never had any suth right; and Con- 


ji 


Tt remains to |! : 1 > 
i| Canada line. The case is easily understood, 


Evety: gentleman, either in or out of Congress, |' 


| southerly bend of Lake Michigan. 


She has no vested rights under it, not is she one |. 


gress can now, under the ordinance, cut up Mich- 
igan, and divide her between Ohio and Indiana, 
and never admit her intothe Union. We do not 
desire any such thing; we believe she ought to 
come into the Union; but we cannot admit that she 
has any vested rights upon the subject. A care- 
ful examination of the ordinance will prove that 
we are correct in our opinions. 

It is-not necessary to explore all the ancient 
charters granted by the British Crown, to ascer- 
tain who among the several States of the Old 
Thirteen had the best title to the country north west 
of the Ohio river, or whether any of them pos- 
sessed a right to it, other than the common title 
which they all gained by conquest, and which 
was recognized by the treaty of peace with Great 
Britain, in 1783. Whether the Federal Govern- 
ment derived its title from this treaty, or from 
the cessions of Virginia and other States, who 
made deeds to it for their respective claims, is a 
matter of perfect indifference. They had be- 
come the exclusive owners of both dotan juris- 
diction at the timè of passing this ordinance. 
do not speak of the Indian claims, nor of small 
tracts of the country owned by others, because 
they have no connexion with the point now under 
consideration. i 

By the ordinance of- 1787, the whole country 
northwest of the Ohio is divided into three States, 
rumning from the Ohio river on the south to the ` 
preat chain of lakes on the north. Each of these 
States was to be entitled to admission into the 
Union, whenever it should have sixty thousand 
inhabitants, or sooner, if circumstances would 
allow. The right, however, to come into the 
Union upon having that number of inhabitants 
‘was a vested right, of which they could not justly 
be deprived. These three States—now known 
by the names of Ohio, Indiana, and Hlinois 
tovered the whole country, including the present 
Territories of Michigan and Wisconsin. Had 
there been no other provisions in the ‘ordinance 
in régard to a subdivision of States, or tio further 
fegislation by Congress in reference tò such di- 
‘visions; we should have been spared the present 
difficulty. Ohio and Inditna would now cover 
the whole of Michigans whilst Indiana and Fi- 
nois would possess the entire Territory of Wis- 
consin. : i 

But the -ordinance provided further, that -the 
boundaries of those three States should be subject 
so far to be altered, that if Congress should here- 
after find itexpedient, they should have authority 
to form one or two States in that part of said Ter- 
| titory which lay north of an east and west line 
drawn through the southerly bend or extreme of 
Lake Michigan. Here is no creation of additional 
States; but there is authority given to Congress 
i to ereate one or two more, if they should éver 
| think it expedient. Hf they should not think it 
expedient, then the three States remain as they 
were marked out and bounded by thé ordinance, 
and will necessarily run clear through to the 
No 


one can mistake its true position. - eS 

Not only every lawyer, but every man of com- 
mon sense, will perceive that there are but two 
ways in which the boundaries of these three 
Statescan be changed. Oneis by compact or-agree- 
ment with Congress; and the other is by an act of 
Congress under the ordinance creating one or two 
| new Btates in that part of the country lying north 
| Of an east and west line drawn through the 
In one ‘of 
_ these two modes only, could their lines and corners 
| be changed. Their rights were secured by the 
ordinance; bat they might consent to an altera- 
tion, or Congress might make a change without 
their consent, by making new States, but in no other 
toay whatsoever. I defy any pentleman to devise 
i any other means of changing a single line or 
|-corner, besides the two I have named. It is im- 
portant that we should keep this proposition dis- 
“tinctly before us, during the present investigation. 
| We shall see, presently, how the frail tenements 
i of some gentlemen will tumble down about their 
| heads. It is well for them that their superstruc- 
| tures‘are of light materials, or the fall-might be 
| followed by very serious consequences. 

It will not be pretended by any one that Con- 
ress has ever created a State in the country 
ying north of the east and west line named in 


toy 
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the ordinance. — 
a member of this House contend that the erec- 


tion of a Territory is the creation of a State, 


within the meaning of the proviso? To sucha 
gentleman I have no arguments to address. All 
attempts te convince him would be useless; and 
I shall not trouble myself to assail him in his 
stronghold. If no State has been established by 
which the boundaries of Ohio have been changed, 
then she still extends to the Canada line, unless 
her limits have been altered by compact. These, 
it must be remembered, are the only mod-s in 
which a change can take place, What are the 
facta in reference to this question? 

In 1902, when Congress passed a law author- 
izing Ohio to form a constitution, preparatary to 
her admission into the Union, the Federal Gov- 
ernment, proposed by that act a change of bound- 
aries for Ohio; binding her an the north by a 
line due eaat trom the southerly bend of Lake 
Michigan, it was entirely optional with Ohio 
to accept. or rejeot this prapusition. Suppose she 
had rejected it; what would have been the conse- 

ei 
might have been kept out.of the Union until she 
had, sixty thousand free inhabitants, and then 
they would have been compelled to admit her. 
She wauld have come ia, too, with her bounda- 
ries running through, te the Canada. line, unless 
' Congress had made a aew Slate. to prevent it 
A Territory would not have answered the- pur- 
f e. ' T è oi Ps 
Poni could not only accept or reject this prop- 
bsition absolutely, but she might accept it with 
modifications or conditions. She did the latter, 
When her convention met, they agreed to accept 
the boundary proposed to them by Cangresa, 
provided, when the east line should be.rug,. it 
wonld give them the Maumee bay; but if.it did 
not, then they declared that line should nat he ac- 
cepted aa. their boundary, nor binding upor. the 
State as such; but their line should rua from the 
southerly bend ef Lake Michigan ta the most 
northerly cape of Maumee bay, ,Here wag a 
proposition made-by Congeess to change the line; 
the State aceepied upon condition; and. returned 
thip jacceptance to Congress with her constitu- 
tioy; Congress made na objection .to:the. condi- 
tional acceptance, but ratified the constitution, 
and admitied ihe State into the Union.. W bo can 
misunderstand the rights of the. parties under 
such circumstances? They are too palpable to be 
misconceived for a moment. The State yields all 
her claim: to the country north of a line drawn 
from the southerly bend of Lake Michigan to the 
‘north cape of Maumee bay, and she yields nothing 
more. She agrees, however, that if a due east 
line froma the southern bend.of the lake will give 
-her the bay, then she, will yield all the couatry 
north of that. line. The line which is to:be-her 
rue boundary ig not fixed, and cannot be, till the 
survey ia made; butone ar:the othar is to be. her 

. limit, according as the bay.shall be included ar 
excluded by the due east line. r 


The fatal error. which pervades all. the reason- 
ing of the friends of Michigan.is, that they look 
upen Congress as-having the right to prescribe 
limits to Ohio, in the act of 1802, It is no guch 
thing. Congress did not attempt to assign to 
‘Ohio any boaadary, other than. the: pge fixed. in 


the ordinance, except by. her own consent.. Conr | 


gress had:nosuch power. The equitable and legal 
Aitle were both vested in: Ohio, to all the coyatry, 
‘through to the British line.’ There is no paralicl 
sbetween the. case of Ohio and- thatofa Slate carved 
out of lands acquiged west .of the Mississippi. 
Inthe latter case, Congress. lays, out. a. State.to 
suit ita own views of propriaty ; butoparihwestof 
.the Ohio, the title was,in the States, and npt dy 
the. Federal. Government, -Herice,-all that dag 
-been, said abous the equitable tide to this ignated 
region being ia Ohip,.and the leggl title in.Mich- 
igan, or in-the General: Government, ig wholly 
erroneous. It Peres cin eh lag froo the dap- 
position that the legal.title was in Cangress at the 
time Ohio. came into. the Union; whereas,.since 
the ordinance of 1787, the legal title -had. never 
-been in the Federal Government, ut had remained 
in the State.. She agreed to relinquish it upan a 
contingency; or, rather, she. agteed.to part with 
it, unless a contingency. did happen; and. then she 
would retain it. Very well; the contingency hag 


Nothing in the world, except that.she ` 


| us the bay, and we hold on to the cape line. 


‘veyed our title to the disputed jurisdiction; if 
both the legal and equitable title are in the State, 
why we ask Congress for any action upon the 
subject? I reply, that you have embarrassed our 
title and incumbered our possession. Believing 
that the east line would give us all we wanted, 
you have hastily legislated upon the subject, as- 
sumed jurisdiction, and allowed others, under 
color of your jaws, to claim possession; and we 
ask you to set these thiags right, by. withdraw- 
ing fromit yourselves and removing your tenants, 
We ask nothing more.., This we-have a right to 
expect, for itis but the dictate of common jus- 
tee, “is Se SE Sati riy 

I do not wish to be understood here as giving 
sanction to the, opinion, that in a question: of 
jurisdiction. like thia, between two governments, 
there is any distinction between legal and-equitable 
rights. That is a distinction fgr courts, to be 
made and maintained among individuals... States 
and nations have nothing to do with it, Wha 
ever heard of legal and equitable sights, arisin 
out of a treaty, or compact, between France an 
England, or between any other independent 
nations? If no such distinaticn exists there, 
neither can it here; for, except so fap as powers 
have been. granted by the Federal-Constitution, 
the States.of this Union ave. just as independent 


af aach other, and of the Federal Government, ag . 


they, are of any: nation in Eyrope, or..as the 
nations of Europe are of each.other. They have 
a Hght-to enter into compacts -and agreements, 
‘except sugh asare forbidden, by i Constitutions 
and unless that instrument has provided an arbiter 
, to,setile: disputes arising from such .compacts, 
then each party myst judge for itself:.of tha true 
construction tobe -given to. the agreement; and 
| if they differ, it can,only be settled by compro- 
| mise, as all the serious difficulties inour Govern- 
ment always haye been, and always will. be 


It may be asked, if we have never fully con- | 


Territories are not States. Will I happened. The line you proposed does not give | should have sixty thousand inhabitants, and 


| sooper if convenient. -Authority was reserved, 
at the same time, to aller their boundaries, by 
making one or two new States next to the Canada 
line, if Congress should at some future period 
think it expedient. In 1802 Ohio asked permis- 
sion to come into the Union, and Congress granted 
it, approved of her constitution, and received her 
among the other States, upon terms of equality 
with the Old Thirteen. This was done, too, with- 
out Congress having cut off any part of Ohio for 
a new State; eonsequently she came into the 
Union with all the territory given her by the or- 
dinance, unless she consented to some alteration. 
To what did she consent? Why Congress pro- 
posed to her a new limit for her northern bound- 
ary,ipstead of the Canada line, which was to be 
an east line from .the southern bend of Lake 
Michigan. To this she never did assent, and of 
course „lt, never-was,her true line. But she did 
agree to take it, provided, upon actual survey, it 
should give her the bay; and if not, then the line 
should be varied to the north from the starting 
place,.so as to give her Maumee bay, Which 
of these two lines was to be her bound ary no one 
knew at the time she came into the Union. The 
due cast one was the temporary line until a sur- 
vey should be made; and Gongress supposed, as 
did the people of Ohio generally, that this line 
would give us the bay. Hence Congress made 
that the southern line of Michigan, surveyed pub- 
lic Jands up to that line, and acted in all respects 
as if it were the settled boundary. of the State. 
Hence, too, for, several years, Ohio, as a State, 
took ne particular interest in the matter, believing 
that the east line would give us all %e wanted; 


| hut she never for a moment relinguished or aban- 
| doned her claim; and if gentlemen; will Iook into 


settled. . As to legal and equitable, rights-in such . 
cases, in a dispute between: the, General Goyernr - 


ment. and a State, where the Constitution, does 
not allow a guit to-be brought, it is. idle to, talk 
about it. .No,action of trespass or.ejectment, no 
bilbin equity.o¢ writ of injynction, can ie insti- 


tuted or obtained by one of these parties against | 


the other. — 
eignties, with regard to the. force, construction, 
and hearing of a solemn agreement, executed 


Ttis.a question between two sover- | 


_ more.than thirty years ago.. Although the sov- | 
` ereignty of the States and of the General Govern- 


ment is strictly a limited. sovereignty, yet.so far | 


, as this affair is concerned, there is no limitations 
i for it ig .a,pact made which was literally within 
` the scppe of the powers. respectively. guarantied 
_ to them;and in-all such matters.they are supreme 
‘pnd sovereign. As to Michigan,.she was no 
: party to the original agreement; she has no vested 
' rights unden the. ordinance, for, she is not known 
i) jirity.and.she has never beep iadd off .as, a. State, 
+ under the authority reserved to Congress in 1787. 
Canseqventits she js.no party. to this contro 
i wersy; and the.attempt.to thrust ber forward-as 
| a party, and thea let, the General Government in 
a3.a.,judge,,to,d eade between.us,:is, alla trick, 
which is too shallow to.impgse. upon any sensible 


isan interested party s japt as: mach so as Ohio; 
i| and. it hasna naore ar better. sight tœ decide. this 
|| question, than Qhia. : True, itis.stronger;-.and if 
|| power gives right, them it has, it; but got othar- 
1 WASE. Ae oy. foi Tel avg bole dye les ! 
Noone has 'beenso wild yet ag to contend that 
|, ,Congress.can, alter the,lines of one.of the States 
'ef-this Union. ... Che. tertitorial, jurisdiction of 
| gach. State is as far remoyed fromthe: control of 
| Congress as the regulation af. her State revenue, 
i| er the ,madification of her, poor laws, If Coa- 
| gress, could at pleasure dismember pene could 
i cut, off. a few..counties from ane and.add them to 
| another—then our liberties aali ide be held 
| pya frail tenure po iu l peg o 

- Apply this principle to the case under consid- 
|| eration. In: 1787, Congress: having. a complete 
| and perfect title, both to: gail and jurisdiction, di- 

vided the icquatry. ipto three States, securing to 
them certain righs, apd among, others ie deke 
to cope into the: Union whenegver-e 


man’s understanding. The Federal, Government | 


the legislative action of Ohio upon this subject, 
they will find that it is.n0 new question, nor hag 
any new ground been assumed by the State. 
dnstead of -believing that. it is.a Van Buren and 
arrison contest, or that, we are taking advantage 

of Michigan just at the moment: when, she is 
coming into the Union, or that it is a case of the 
Airone agal! the week, they will find that we 
have been trying for thirty, years to get: this ques- 
tion, adjusted; that nineteen-twentieths of the 
' people; of Ohio entertain the same.opinions with 
regard to our rights; that itiga case.of the strong 
against the weak, for it is the General Govern- 
ment withholding from. Ohio what is her just 
right; apd that we are pressing our claim the more 
earnestly now because, after this lang:delay, in- 
stead of granting us our claim, you ‘tell us that 
we have none, and that the.country belongs to 
Michigan. It.is high time.for,us to,be up and 
doing wnder.sueh circumstances., 
There were.further provisions in the compact 
between, Qhio and the Federal, Government in 
1802-3, when. we came into the Union. Con- 
gress can no, more. add to than it can take from 
the territory of a State, without its consent., At 
the same time that they proposed this change in 
our northern.line, and we. accepted it upen condi- 
_ tion, they imposed upon us another condition in 
regard. the country lying between us and the 
Canada line,. Congress was not prepared at that 


|| period to say whether there ought ever ta be one or 


' two States farmed in that region, agreeable to 
' the reservation in .the. ordinance of,1787; and 
they reserved by law, when we came into the 
Union the-right to attach that whele country to 
Ohio, if they. should think proper to do.so,atany 
| future. period...Obio..agreed to this, and, came 
| into the Union; and „notwithstanding all we have 
heard here and elsewhere about the vested rights 
of Michigan, Congress can tomorrow dissolve 
her. territorial, government, reject.all her proposi- 
tions to became a, State, and attach her to.the 
State of Ohio. It.would’ break, na. compact, in- 
fringe pon. no, agreement, and violate no pledge 
‘of. public faith; for none, has ever been given that 
she,should have a State government, and be ad- 
‘mitted into the’ Union... All the Iamentations, 
therefore, which have been poured forth over the 
| multiplied’ wrongs .of Michigan, have been sup- 
plied by fountains possessing no real existence, 


and which can only be successfully sought for in 
the imagination of the mourners. i 
Congress haye never decided, to this day, 


liher of them || whether there shall be one or two States in the 


ae 


1336.] _ 
“agru Coxe... lst Sess. 


APPENDIX TO 'THE CONGRESSIONAL GLO 
No 


rthern Boundary of Ohio 


— Mr. Hamer. 


67 


BE. 3 


Ho. or Reps. 


Be aa i 
country along the British line or not. They have 


admitted the three original States of the ordi- 
nance into the Union, and by agreements with 
each one of them, their limits have been curtailed, 
and the power retained by Congress to still cx- 
tend them to the Canada frontier, if they think 
proper, by adding all Michigan and Wisconsin 
tothem. We cannot object to it; nor can the 
Territories do so. We desire no such arrange- 
ment; it will never be made. But in discussing 
RIGHTS, it is Necessary to advert to these things 
to show how perfectly absurd are the arguments 
advanced here against Ohio. 

The right of Congress to form one or two States 
in the country, north of the line running through 
the southerly bend of Lake Michigan, was per- 
fect and indisputable. They could make one 
State or two, as they pleased. They could in- 
clude the whole country north of that line in the 
State or States so formed; or they could occupy 
but a part of it, and attach the remainder to the 
three States bordering on the Ohio river. The 
States are to be created in the country, and not 
of it; they may take the whole, or a part, as best 
suits the public convenience. Until recently, no 
one ever supposed that this line was immovable 
and impassable. Congress never so considered 
it; for they have run the northeast corner of Ohio 
tairty or forty miles beyond it; the northern 
hurudary of Indiana is ten miles over it; and 
Iilinois is stretched out north of it for some forty 
or fifty miles. The impassability of this line is 
an after-thought, a modern invention, to warrant 
an encroachment upon the States already in the 


Union. Congress could, originally, before these | 


States were admitted, have extended the fourth 
or fifth State entirely down to this due east line, 
because they had the whole country before them, 
and could form the States of such size and in 
such shape as they chose; or they might have 
stopped as far north of the line as seemed expe- 
dient, leaving the balance of the country to be 
attached to the other three States. 
thority no longer exists. By admitting the three 
States, before they exercised it, these States ac- 
quired rights of which Congress cannot deprive 
them. All attempts, therefore, to cut off a part 
of their territory, with a view of enlarging Mich- 
igan and Wisconsin, and making them in shape, 
size, and position, what it is supposed the Congress 
of 1787 intended they should be, are as unconsti- 
tutional and unwarrantable as it would be to 
Separate a range of counties along the Ohio river, 
and attach themto Kentucky. The title of every 
State to all she brought into the Union, whether 
absolute or conditional, is as perfect upon her 
northern as upon her southern frontier, and the 
rights which Congress either waived or relin- 
quished, at the time of admission, can never be 
resumed by a subsequent act of legislation. 

I waive the examination of the equity of our 
claim, as it has been called, by insisting upon the 
understanding and expectation of all parties at the 
time of our admission, and the hopes encouraged 
Ly Congress that Ohio should have the bay. Nei- 
ther will I attempt to prove that the one we claim 
is the natural boundary of our State, and that 
without it our public works and those of Indiana 
must terminate in another State, allowing them to 
levy tribute upon us forever, and building up a 
great city for them, by our commerce, industry, 


But this au- | 


and enterprise. I will not advert to maps then in | 


existence to prove that at the time we came into 


the Union, according to all the most approved - 


maps in the country, a line due east from the 
southern bend of Lake Michigan would have 
given us the Maumee bay and a large scope of 
country farther north; so that we are not claiming 


us much, by many miles, as we might ask for, | 


upon well known principles of justice and equity. 
I pass by all theseand many other considerations 
that might be urged upon the attention of the 
House, and plant my standard upon the compact. 

rely upon the ordinance; upon the agreement at 
the time we entered the Union, and the survey, 


which proves that the east line does not give us | 


the bay. These three constitute a title that all 
the sophists and declaimers in the world cannot 
shake. The ordinance gives us all the county 

to Canada; by the agreement we relinquish all 
cf it down to the Maumee bay, retaining that 
Vithin our limits; and by the survey, we prove 


No. 43 


‘do we entertain a single unkind feeling towards 


that the east line does not include the bay, thereby 
establishing our right to the cape line. Gentlemen | 
may cavil as they please upon this question. : 
The advocates of Michigan may seck to obscure 

it by arguments and sophistry; 


of depending upon newspaper articles for inform- 
ation, or listening to the statements of those who 
are interested or prejudiced against the State of 
Ohio. 

For my own part, I have studied this question 
carefully and attentively for years; and I do most 
conscientiously declare, in the sight of Heaven, 
that if this were a controversy between two indi- 
viduals, and the one occupying the relation of the 
Federal Government were to refuse the other an 


act of justice, such as that now demanded by. 


Ohio, he would subject himself to the scorn and 
indignation of every honest man and good citizen 
in the whole community. It remains to be seen 


whether Congress will place itself in an attitude ` 
that would be disgraceful to a private citizen. If , 
they come to that determination, they will, of | 


course, make up their minds beforehand toassume 
the responsibility, and meet all the consequences, 
of such an unjust and unfortunate decision. 

I will detain the House no longer upon this 


branch of the subject, but pass on to some objec- : 


tions that have been offered to other parts of the 
bill. It is a great mistake to suppose that the 
people of Ohio are against the admission of Mich- 
igan, or Arkansas either, into this Union. Such 
is not the public sentiment of our State. We are 
anxious to have the boundary question settled, 
and settled correctly, before Michigan comes in; | 
and our State has instructed us to oppose her ad- | 
mission until the difficulty is removed. But be- 
yond that, we have no wish toembarrass her; nor | 


her people, however we may disapprove the con- 
duct of some of her public officers. I am for this 
bill, therefore, throughout. ‘The State ought to be 
admitted. Not, to be sure, because she has a 
vested right to come in; but because they are our 
fellow-citizens, occupying a large, fertile, and 
valuable tract of country, already containing one | 
hundred thousand inhabitants, and daily filling | 
up with a free, industrious, enterprising, and re- 
spectable population, who ought to enjoy all the 
privileges that are granted to other American 
citizens. This they cannot do, unless you give | 


but the strong, 
bold, and prominent features of the case must i 
strike every man with conviction, who will ex- ` 
amine the facts and the laws for himself, instead ` 


It is said they have fixed the boundaries of the 
new States, making them a part of their consti- 
tution; and as this bill establishes different bound- 
aries, there will be an incongruity in the pro- 
ceedings, and all that part of our act will either 
be null and void, or it will be an alteration of a 
State constitution by law of Congress. It is sup- 
posed, too, that by their admission into the Union, 
we sanction the constitution, and that it will be- 
come valid by relation back from the date of its 
existence; and the subsequent legislation of Con- 
gress will have no influence upon it. This is a 
subtile, lawyer-like objection, and seems to have 
some weight; but I will show that it is entitled 
to no consideration. 

In the first place, they have fixed no bound- 
aries for the State. Ohio, and most, if not all of 
the new States, have described their boundaries 
expressly in their constitutions; but no such thing 
is attempted here. They say, “ We, the people 
of the Territory of Michigan, do form ourselves 
|, into an independent State.” Itis the people living 
within that Territory who form themselves into 
a distinct political community; but the precise 
limits within which this new State or community 
is to exercise jurisdiction remains undefined, and 
to be settled thereafter. No boundaries being 
given, therefore, by the constitution, it is the 
province as well as duty of Congress to prescribe 


them. 
Will they be obligatory upon the people when 
they are prescribed? How can it k floubted? 
The bill before us requires the people of Michigan 
to elect delegates to a convention; who, upon 
meeting together, shall express and declare the 
assent of the people to these boundaries, and then 
they may be admitted into the Union, and not 
until then. How can there be any difficulty on 
the score of boundaries, if a new convention shall 
i meet and assent to the alterations now made? 
Let us look at the other objection, namely, that 
, by admitting the State we sanction the constitu- 
tion, and make it valid from the day of its date; 
| and if so, our legislation will be inoperative. The 
first weak point in the objection is this: the law 
which we pass gives validity to the constitution, 
| and yet, the moment life is infused into it, we are 
to suppose that it receives power to destroy the 
rovisions of the law which called itinto existence. 
his cannot be. Its life is derived from the law, 
and yet it destroys the law which imparts that 
life. Can the stream rise higher than its fount- 
ain? Can the creature overpower and destroy its 


| 


them a State government and admit them into the | 


Union. E : i 
One of the principal objections urged against 
their admission at this time, is, that their proceed- 


ings have been lawlessand revolutionary; and that | 


for the example’s sake, if for no other reason, we 


should reject their application, and force them to | 


go back and do all their work over again. I can- 
not assent to this proposition. 


Two waysare open to every Territory that de- | 


sires to emerge from its dependent condition and 
become a State. It may either petition Congress 


: for leave to form a State constitution, and when 
: that permission is given, proceed to form it, and 


resent the new State constitution for our appro- 

ation; or they may meet, in the first instance, 
form the constitution, and offer it for our approval. 
There is no impropriety in either mode. It is op- 
tional with Congress, at last, to admit the State 
or not, ás may be thought expedient. If they 
wish to admit her, they can do it by two acts of 
Congress; one to authorise the formation of a con- 
stitution, and the other to approve of it when 
made; or by one act, allowing the prayer of the 
petitioners to become a State, and approving of 
their constitution at the same time. This latter 
course is the one adopted in the present case. 
There is nothing disrespectful in it. Indeed, there 
is much to justify the Territory in its proceeding: 
Year after year they petitioned for leave to form | 
a constitution, and it was refused, or their appli- | 
cation was treated-with neglect. Wearied with 
repeated instances of this treatment, they have 
formed a constitution, brought it to us, and asked 
us to sanction it, and admit them into the Union. | 
We have the authority to do this; and if their | 
constitution is republican, we ought to do it. 


creator, and still live and enjoy its faculties and 
, powers unimpaired? Can an agent disobey his 
| principal, violate his instructions, and rise above 
| all his commands, and still bind him by his agree- 
| ments, and claim to be acting under his authority? 
These things involve an absurdity too monstrous 
to admit of discussion. The constitution derives 
| its authority, so far as the other States and the 
| Federal Government are concerned, entirely from 
the law of Congress. It is subject to such re- 
| Strictions and modifications as the law may im- 
| pose. Itis nowa dead letter, and must continue 
i: so forever, until it receives our sanction; and it 
| will date its validity, as against all but its own 
|! citizens, from the time when that sanction is com- 
i plete. Previous to that period, it is no more to 
i: Congress, to Ohio, or to any other State in the 
|| Union, than a piece of white paper. It is an in- 
` strument drawn up according to all the forms of 
i| law, lying upon the table, waiting for the parties 
| to sign and seal it. Although it may be dated 
upon the Ist of January, yetif itbe not executed 

| till March, it takes effect only from the date of its 
|| execution. i 
Another objection is that aliens have aided in 
making this constitution, and.are allowed the 
right of suffrage in all elections by the provisions 
it contains: As to the first point, it is sufficient 
| to.aay that all the new States northwest of the 
| Ohio formed their constitutions precisely in the 
| same way. The ordinance of 1787 does not re- 
quire sixty thousand citizens of the United States 
to be resident within the limits of a new State, 
in order to authorize a constitution and admission 
intothe Union. It requiresthat number of ‘ free 
inhabitants,” and the alien who resides there, if 
he be a “ free inhabitant,” is entitled to vote in 


There is no weight.in this objection; and I will | 
dismiss it without further remark. 


| the election of delegates to the convention; and 
| afterwards, in deciding whether the people will 
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tion. Such has been the construction and prac- 
tice In all the country north of the Ohio; and as 
the last census shows that there are but a few hun- 
dreds of aliens in Michigan, it would be hard to 
set aside their constitution; because some of these 
may have participated in its formation. It would 
be unjust to do so, if we had the power; but we 
have no authority to do it; for if we regard the 
ordinance as of any validity, it allows all ‘© free 
inhabitants’* to vote in framing the State govern- 
ments which are to be created within the sphere 
of its influence. We will now turn to the re- 
maining point in this objection, and we shall see 
that it has no more force in it than the other. 
The constitution allows all white male citizens 
over twenty-one years of age, having resided six 
months in Michigan, to vote at all elections; and 
every white male inhabitant residing in the State 
at the time of signing the constitution is allowed 
the same privilege. These provisions undoubt- 
edly confer on aliens the right of suffrage; and it 
is contended that they are in violation of the 
Constitution of the United States. That instru- 
ment declares that t new States may be admitted 
by the Congress into this Union;’’ that ‘ the 
United States shall guaranty to every State in 
this Union a republican form of government;”’ 
and that ‘the citizens of each State shall be en- 
tided to all privileges and immunities of citizens 
in the several States.” The ordinance of 1787 


provides that the constitution to be formed north- 


west of the Ohio *‘ shall be republican. ” 

It is an error not very uncommon to suppose 
that the right of suffrage is inseparably connected 
with the privilege of citizenship. A slight inves- 
tigation of the subject will prove that this is not 
so. The privileges are totally distinct. A State 
cannot make an American citizen who, under the 
Constitution of the United States, shall be entitled 
to the rights of citizenship throughout the Union. 
That power belongs to the Federal Government. 
We pass all the naturalization laws, by which 
aliens are transformed into citizens. We do so 
under the Constitution of the United States, con- 
ceding to us this authority. But, on the other 
hand, we have no control over the right of suf- 
frage in the different States. That belongs exclu- 
sively to State legislation and State authority. It 
varies in almost all the States; and yet who ever 
supposed that Congress could interfere to change 


7 7 Mani TA Wawa ce ae a y 4 
accept the constitution formed by their conven- I! think of contesting his seat, because a member of 


| the State Legislature voted for him, who had 


j 


‘ment? 


the rules adopted by the people in regard to it? ., 


No one, I presume. Why, then, attempt to con- 
trol it here? Other States have adopted the same 
provisions? Look at the constitutions of Ohio 
vand other new States, and you will find that they 


require residence only, and not citizenship, to enable , 


aman to vote. Each State can confer this right 
upon all persons within her limits. It gives them 
no rights beyond the limits of the State. It can- 


not make them citizens, for that would violate , 
the naturalization laws; or rather, it would render ` 


them nugatory. It cannot give them a right to 
vote in any other State, for that would infringe 
upon the authority of such State to regulate its 
own affairs. It simply confers the right of aiding 
in the choice of public officers whilst the alien 
remains in the State; it does not make him a 
citizen; nor is it of the slightest advantage to him 
beyond the boundaries of Michigan. 

Bat it is said aliens may elect a member to this 
House, or elect members of the Legislature, who 
willelect Senators to the other House of Con- 
gress. True, they may do so, and how are we to 
prevent it? The Federal Constitution makes no 

rovision upon this subject, except to declare, that 

epresentatives to this House shall be elected b 
‘‘ people”? (not citizens) who ‘‘ have the qualifi- 


oranch of the State Legislature.” But the quali- 
fications requisite to vote for the House of Repre- 
sentatives, or Flouse of Commons, in each State, 
1s left entirely to State regulation. 
allowed to vote for members of this House, and 
the election shall be contested, it will-be time 
enough then for us to enter at large into the ques- 
tion, whether such votes shall be retained or re- 
jected. For the present, it is enough for our pur- 
pose, that there is nothing upon the face of this 
constitution that conflicts with that of the United 
States. Similar observations will apply to the 
case of a United States Senator. ho would 


: individuals intended by this provision; and it is . 
: said that we are legislating them into their seats. ; 


il 


If aliens are f 


no | viduals who shall take seats in Congress, nor 
cations requisite for electors of the most numerous | 


himself been elected, in part, by aliens? Noone, 
I apprehend, would carry his refinements upon 
principles of government quite that far; but if he 
should, the Senate will determine the contest 
when itis brought beforethem. Wehave nothing 
to do with it upon the present occasion. If this 
constitution does not set up a rule, plainly at vari- 
ance with tlre Federal Constitution, we are bound 
to receive it. All we can do is, to inquire if it be 
a republican constitution, and not inconsistent 
with the paramount law of the Union? The ob- 
jection to this instrument seems to be, that it 18 too 
republican; it extends the right of suffrage entirely 
too far to suit the views of certain gentlemen. It 
is seldom, nowadays, that we meet with an instru- 
ment of this solemn character, to which such an 
objection will apply. Most of them run to the 
opposite extreme, and instead of carrying out, 
practically, the great principle that man 1s capable 
of self-government, and can be safely intrusted 
with the management of his own affairs, their 
framers seem to have been solicitous to guard the 
people against themselves, and to curtail their 
powers and privileges as much as possible. Iam 
glad to see a liberal spirit prevailing in Michigan. 
Their constitution is werthy of the age in which 
we live; and it would be well for some of the 
older'‘members of the Confederacy, if they would 
follow the example which has been set by our 
younger sister. l 
One answer, however, may be given to all 
these objections to the constitution, which is con- 
clusive. Suppose we refuse to admit the State 
until they meet and alter the constitution to please 
our tastes, or gratify our peculiar notions upon 
the subject, and we then admit them into the 
Union; what is there to hinder them, the next 
week after they are admitted, from calling a con- 
vention and changing the constitution back to 
the very same thing it isat present? Who can 
prevent it? Does not every State in the Union 
possess and exercise the right to aiter her con- | 
stitution when she pleases, and as she pleases; so 
that it still remains a republican form of govern- 
All attempts at restriction upon these 
new States must be futile, so long as they, too, 
have this power to alterand amend. We cannot 
force them to anything, and, if we intend to give 
advice, we had much better advise some of the 
old States to extend the right of suffrage, than to 
ask the people of Michigan to curtail it within 
her borders. : l 
I will notice another objection I have heard 
urged to the bill. It declares that upon the ad- . 
mission of the State, the Senators and Repre- 
sentatives who have been elected by said State 
shall be entitled to take their seats here, without, | 
further delay. No persons are named; but the 
objectors take it for granted that Messrs. Lyon 
and Norvell, the two Senators, and Mr. Crary, 
the Representative, who are now here, are the 


If so, we are doing wrong; for the Constitution 
of the United States guaranties to each House || 
the right to judge of the elections and qualifica- 
tions of itsown members. Neither House has the 
right to say who shall take a seat in the other, 
and, consequently, no such question can be set- 
tled by a law, which is the act of both Houses, 
| sanctioned by the President of the United States. 
All such laws would be palpable violations of 
| the Constitution. 

If the phraseology of the bill is consulted, it 
| will be perceived that it neither names any indi- 


does it apply to persons who may be now claim- 
ing a right to take.seats here, or to those who 
may hare been heretofore elected by the people, 
or Legislature of Michigan. It speaks of a state 
of things which is hereafter to exist, and not of 
the present time. When this bill is passed, and 
the convention of Michigan have approved of the 
boundaries given to the State, the President is to ` 
issue a proclamation declaring that she is admitted 
into the Union; and then the persons who shall 
praan themselves here, claiming seats, if they 
ave been elected, duly elected, will be entitled 
to take their places as members of the two Houses. 
But each House will judge for itself whether they | 


_ State to send members here. 


| its details. 


have been elected or not. No matter whether 
the gentlemen now here, under their present cer- 
tificates of election, or under new ones, or some 
other individuals, sent here by the State, shall 
claim the scats, each House will examine their 
claims to membership, and receive or reject them 

according to the dictates of their own understand. 
ings, without reference to this bill, or to any other 
that Congress could pass on the subject. Laws 
will have no influence upon the pretensions of any 
individual. They only confer a right upon the 
But the fact of the 
person who comes being constitutionally and 
properly sent, will be tried and decided by cach 
House for itself. This is the only fair construc- 
tion to be placed upon the language used in the 
bill. It might have been made more explicit; but 
when a law is even susceptible, fairly, of two 
constructions, that one should be given that is 
consistent with sound sense and with the Con- 
stitution. If we adhere to this rule, there can be 
no possible difficulty in regard to the provision 
now under consideration, 

There is no other objection which has been 
raised against this measure, that I think it neces- 
sary to combat. I will say a word, in passing, 
with regard to Arkansas. She is equally entitled 
to admission with the other. Is her constitution 
republican? Who doubts it? Is this a time or 
place to discuss abstractions? If herconstitution 
is not republican, then the constitutions of one 
half the States in the Union are not. Are we 
prepared to fan a flame that already burns with 
a strength and a> ardor calculated to startle every 
patriot in the land? Iam sure that a large ma- 
jority of this House will frown down all attempts 
to produce an excitement that can do no possible 
good, and may be attended by evils of the mos: 
alarming character. You have given her aver. 
ritorial government, and ingrafted institution, 
upon it by your own laws. She is on the south- 
ern side of the line drawn by the ‘compromise’: 
of the ‘‘ Missouri question.” She hasasked you 
repeatedly for leave to form a State government, 
ana you have neglected her, as you did Mich- 
igan. She has at length acted, and framed a 
constitution, which she respectfully asks you to 
accept and ratify,and allow her to come into the 
Union. How can she be refused? She has the 
requisite number of inhabitants. They are our 
friends and fellow-citizens, and are entitled toa 
full participation in all the benefits of the Union. 

With regard to objections to their constitution, 
the same remarks may be made that were applied 
to the other State. Compel them to change it; 
admit them; and perhaps the next week they 
will call a convention and amend it, so as to 
restore the same features to which you raised the 
objection. The people of these new communities 
deserve kindness at our hands. They are under 
our protection and guardianship; and now, when 
they are about to set up for themselves, we ought 


i to manifest the affection of a parent, and the 


solicitude of a friend, for their future welfare. 
By this means, we shall secure their gratitude 


‘| and esteem, and rivet their attachment to a Union 


which, in its practical operation, dispenses so 
large an amount of individual and general hap- 
piness to the citizens of this great Republic. 

I shall vote, then, against the amendment now 
proposed, because it is unnecessary, and itsadop- 
tion may cause the bill to be lost in the Senate. 


I shall vote against all amendments that may be 


offered, for the same reasons. As the bill now 
stands, it gives to Ohio all she asks, and it pro- 
vides amply for Michigan. There is no necessity 


| for an alteration or amendment; and no one who 
jis a friend to the principal features of the bill 


should risk its final defeat, by voting to change 
Let us adhere to it, as it came from 


the Senate. We have the whole subject now 


| under our own control. We can put an end toa 


most distracting contest that has agitated our 
country from Maine to Georgia, and from the 


| Atlantic to the most remote settlement upon the 


frontier. There was a time when the most pain- 
ful anxiety pervaded the whole nation; and whilst 
each one waited with feverish impatience for fur- 
ther intelligence from the disputed territory, he 
trembled lest the ensuing mail should bear the 
disastrous tidings of a civil strife in which brother 
had fallen by the hand of brother, and the soil of 
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After so 
long an exposure to the fury of a tempest that 
was apparently gathering in our political horizon, 
let us seize the first opportunity to steer the ship 
into a safe harbor, far beyond the reach of that 
elemental war that threatened her security in the 
open sea. Let us pass this bill. It does justice 
to alt, It conciliates all. [ts provisions will carry 
eace and harmony to those whoare now agitated 
ie strife, and disquieted by tumults and disorders. 
By this just, humane, and beneficent policy, we 
shall consolidate our libertiesand make this Gov- 
ernment what Mr. Jefferson, more than thirty 
years ago, declared it to be,“ the strongest Gov- 
ernment on earth; the only one where every man 
at the call of the law, will fly to the standard of 
the law, and meet invasions of the public order 
as his own personal concern.” With this policy 
on the part of the Government, and the spirit of 
patriotism that now animates our citizens, in full 
vigor, united America may bid defiance toa world 
in arms; and should Providence continue to smile 
upon our country, we may confidently anticipate 
that the freedom, the happiness, and the prosperity 
which we now enjoy, will be as perpetual as the 
lofty mountains that crown our continent, or the 
noble rivers that fertilize our plains. 
(Nore.—A fter the House had remained in ses- 
sion twenty-five hours, without adjournment, the 
bills were both ordered to their third reading, 
without amendment. ] 


SPEECH OF HON. S. GRANTLAND, 
OF GEORGIA, > 
In rae House or REPRESENTATIVES, 
June 29, 1836, 


In Committee of the Whole, on Mr. ADAMS’s motion to 
strike out the appropriation, for carrying into effect the 
Cherokee treaty. 


Mr. GRANTLAND said: I do not rise to dis- 
cuss the merits of this Cherokee treaty, nor the 
manner in which it was made. I shall not, sir, 
inquire whether the whole Cherokee tribe, (for 
nation I will not call them,) or whether a majority, ` 
or less than a majority, of that tribe gave their | 
assent to it; nor shall I consider it necessary to 
show that this treaty has been made with more 
than usual fairness, or that the agents of the Gov- | 
ernment, to effect an object not less beneficial to 
the Indians themselves than it is to several of the | 
States, may not have used some of that address | 
and management which is commonly practiced — 
by diplomatists, and especially in the making of | 
Indian treaties. But I cannot forbear to remark 
that, of the almost numberless compacts made by 
this Government with Indians for the cession of | 
their lands, all negotiated by commissioners ap- 
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pointed by the President, it very rarely happens il 


that objection to any of them is made, either in 
the confirmation by the Senate, or in the appro- | 
priation of money to carry them into effect by | 
this House, unless it be with a tribe within the 
limits of Georgia; and then, sir, there is always 
doubt and difficulty and vexatious delay, if not 
a charge of fraud. How doesthis happen? Can 
it be that gentlemen are willing to shut their eyes 
and close their ears, and almost connive at frauds 
upon Indians, when the land is acquired for the 
benefit of all the States, and the especial conve- 
nience of their own constituents, but are ever wide 
awake, industrious, and vigilant to hunt out and 
detect frauds, though none exist, when Indian 
lands are contracted for, which, under the com- 
pact of 1802, are for the benefit of Georgia alone? 
t might be considered indecorous were I to assert 
that this is the case; but every candid man must 
admit the thing has a suspicious appearance. 
es, sir, its aspect is more than suspicious—it 
has an awful squinting! and need I say at what? 


It is sufficient for me that this contract with 
the Cherokees was made by that department of 
the Government to which alone has been confided 
by the Constitution the treaty-making power; it 
was concluded by commissioners of the United 
States, duly authorized to treat with the 
and has bee 
confirmed by the Senate.” This is enough to 
satisfy me; let those who doubt seck for new 
lights; but admonish them not to be led astray by 
some ignis fatuus; by plausible sophistry, 
placed philanthropy. The treaty will speak for 
Itself, 
quantity of better land west of the Mississippi) 
about six millions of dollars for a country con- 
taining eight or nine millions of acres, nine tenths 
of which are mountains. But I again say that I 
did not rise to take part in the discussion of this 
treaty, but to repel the aspersions cast 
gentleman from Virginia (Mr. Wise} on the 
“ faith and humanity of Georgia.” That honor- 
able gentleman has thought proper, sir, to charge 
the State which has sent me here, with bad faith 

' in the observance of treaties,and with inhumanity 
to the Indians. These are grave charges; but I 
deny, in the most emphatic manner, that the 
honorable gentleman can sustain his assertions, 
and I defy him to prove that which he has so 
rashly and unwarrantably said before this com- 
mittee. 

Now, I shall proceed to show that it is not 


‘Georgia, but the General Government, that has ; 


acted with bad faith in the observance of com- 
pacts. It is known to you, Mr. Chairman, and 
to every member of this committee, that in 1802, 
| Georgia made a compact with the United States, 
by which the former ceded to the latter all her 
lands extending from the Chattahoochee to the 
Mississippi, and from the 31st to the 
of north latitude, a territory of vast extent and 
almost ‘unrivaled fertility, out of which have 
since been formed the flourishing States of Ala- 
bama and Mississippi. What were the condi- 
tions of that cession? One condition was the 
payment to her by the United States of the sum 
of $1,250,000, (out of the sale of her own lands,) 


which is less than a fourth part of the amount to | 
: be paid the Cherokees for their territory, which | 
is not a tithe in quantity, and is generally mount- | 


ainous and sterile. But the main inducement 


with Georgia was to get possession of the In- | 


i dian lands within her chartered limits. Has this 
been done? Could it have been done by the 
United States, as agreed upon in her contract 
with Georgia? I ask, sir, that the Clerk ma 

, read the preamble and the first and second arti- 
' cles of a treaty concluded by the United States 
i with the Cherokees in the year 1817, and also 
part of a convention made with that tribe in 
1819, which annuls or modifies the bargain of 
| 1817, and makes one of a ver 

' without the consent of Georgia, deeply as she 
was concerned. 


| the Cherokees by Andrew Jackson, Joseph Mc- 
| Minn, and David Meriwether—and the preamble 
and boundaries of a treaty made with the chiefs 
of the same tribe, in 1819, by John C. Calhoun, 
| Secretary of War.} - 
Mr.GRANTLAND. Now, Mr. Chairman, 
| I have shown, by the preamble to the treaty of 


i 
i 
j 


| the year 1808, deputations from the upper and 
| lower Cherokee towns, duly authorized by their 
nation, went on to the city of Washington, the 
| first named to declare to the President of the 
| United States their anxious desire to engage in 
| the pursuits of agriculture and civilized life, in 
ithe country they then occupied, and to make 


My purpose in addressing the committee is, as 
I before stated, not to discuss this treaty; that, | 


| Known to the President the impracticability of 
i inducing the nation at large to do this, and to 


Indians, ; 
n approved by the Executive, and ` 


or mis- | 


It gives the Cherokees (besides an equal ` 


by the ; 


35th degree | 


different kind, ; 


[The Clerk here read from vol. 6, pages 702-4, i 
|i part of the treaty of 1817 alluded to, made with 


Í 1817, which has just been read, that, so early as | 


request the establishment of a division line be- 
| tween the upper and lower towns, so as to include 
the waters of the Hiwassce river to the upper 
town; that, by thus contracting their society 
within narrow limits, they proposed to begin the 
establishing of fixed laws, and a regular govern- 
ment: the deputies from the Jower towns to make 
known their desire to continue the hunter life, 
and also the scarcity of game where they then 
lived, and, under these circumstances, their wish 
to remove across the Mississippi river, on some 
vacant lands of the United States. 

Mr. Chairman, I ask your particular attention 
and that of the committee, to the fact that the 
Cherokees of the upper towns, who desired to 
become agriculturists, were almost exclusively 
in Tennessee, North Carolina, and Alabama; that 
those of the lower towns, who wished to continue 
the hunter’s hfe, and to emigrate, were in Geor- 
gia. The treaty of 1817 goes on to state that the 
Cherokees wishing to emigrate, did explore the 
country on the Arkansasand White rivers, which 
' they were pleased with, and had notified the Pres- 
ident of their “anxious desire for the full and com- 
plete ratification of his promise ” to give them 
lands there in exchange for those they held in 
Georgia, and, for that purpose, the treaty of 1817 
was made. Fortunate would it have been, sir, for 
| Georgia, and for the United States, if that treaty 
i had not been set aside by the subsequent one of 

1819. If the first contract had been adhered to, 
Georgia would not now be unjustly charged, as 
she has been, with bad faith and inhumanity; nor 
would any complaint have been made by her 
against the General Government for the non-per- 
formance of the compact of 1802. 

The preamble to the treaty of 1819 states that 

the greater part of the Cherokee nation had ex- 
` pressed an earnest desire to remain on this side 
| of the Mississippi. The United States, notwith- 
| Standing her engagements to Georgia, and without 
|: consulting her, chose to gratify them. And hence 
i| all the difficulties with the Cherokees. 

| Now, I say boldly, without fear of contradic- 

tion, that bad faith is notin this case imputable to 
Georgia, but to the United States, for failing to 
| carry into effect the compact of 1802. 

I shall now proceed to notice the gentleman’s 
charge of inhumanity towards the Indians; and 
here, sir, I shall not find it necessary to refer to 
documents to prove what I say, though your 
library furnishes, as I am told, abundant evidence 
on this point. History, and the information of 
every gentleman of this body, will establish the 

‘ fact that, whatever may have been the legislation 
of Georgia in regard to these people, (and I can- 
didly admit I have not always approved of it,) 
she has no cause to apprehend anything from a 

| comparison between her and her sister States 
in the treatment of Indians. The best evidence 

‘in our favor is, that while the Indians in Georgia 

have increased in number, in most of the States 
they have diminished, and in some are extinct. 

Does it become the gentleman from Virginia to 

talk about humanity to Indians; to rail against 

, what he may consider their oppression by other 

| States? I ask that gentleman, what has become 
of the Indians who were once the sole occupants 
| of all the lands in his own State? Where are the 
Pamunkies, the Nansemonds, and the Appomat- 
toxes, the Rappahannocks, the Chickahominees, 
and the gigantis Susquehannocks? Where are 
they, sir? I put the question, Mr. Chairman, not 
to you, but to the honorable gentleman from Vir- 

‘ginia. Are they not extinct, annihilated, or driven 

, to the wilds of the far West? I can assure the 

' gentleman from Virginia that I have no unfriendly 

' feeling to his State, it is my native land, and I 

|` feelforitmuch affection—per aps nearly as much 

' as he does; but much as I love Virginia, I love 

i. Georgia still more. 

The gentleman from Virginia made one remark 

: in regard to my State which I was particularly 

i Sorry to hear from him. He said that Georgia, 

| for persisting to execute her laws in regard to the 
| Indians, and for refusing to obey the mandates of 
| the Supreme Court, ought to have been * whipped 

i into obedience’? by the General Government. 

| Whipped into obedience! Is that the honorable 
|, gentleman’s State-rights doctrine? Iam sure it 

ii is not held to be orthodox doctrine by his State. 
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Sir, I hope to God that I may not live to sce the 


day,and that my children’s children may not live ' 


to see it, when it shall be deemed necessary to 
“whip iato ebedicnce™* any State for the assertion 
of her rights. Bat, as some of the generals sent 
tothe Sonth have been thought rather slow in 
their Movements, it is my wish (should it be 
deemed expedient to send one there on such an 
errand as tais) that the gentleman from Virginia 
be selected to perform Chis operation of whipping 
into obedience. Ef promise him that he will find a 
warm reception, and be happy if permitted to 
retrace his steps. 

Asso much has been said against Georgia, it 
may not be deemed obtrusive or irrelevant if I 
should say something in her favor; and, sir, with 
your permission and that of the committee, I will 
briefly recapitulate a part of what she has done 
for herself and for this Union. She fought by 
the side of her sisters, and as valiantly as any of 
them, to achieve the hberty of this country. Her 
Clarks and her Jacksons, her McIntoshes and 
her Twigges, are known in the history of the 
revolutionary war, as are the Cummings, the 
Apphnogs, the Fiovds, and the Newuans in that 
of the late war. While menaced by the Indians 
on her extensive frontier and the Britons on her 
sea-coast, Georgia sent a considerable army to 
defend the then infant Territory of Alabama, 
(bone of our bone and flesh of our flesh,) which 
had been invaded by the enemy. When the In- 
dian war broke out recently in Florida, our vol- 
unteers rushed to the standard of their country, 
as they have in the war with the Creeks, The 
bravery of Captain Garmany and of his officers 
and men, and Captain Torne and his small de- 
tachment, when assailed by numbers greatly su- 
perior, is worthy of all praise. 

But Lean name circumstances to show that in 
devotion to this Union, in public spirit and gen- 
uine patriotism, Georgia is not behind any of her 
sister States. 

Ata most critical period of the late war with 
Great Britain, when several of the southern States 
had been invaded; after this Capitol had been 
Taid in ashes, when your Treasury was cmpty, 
your credit tottering, and national bankruptcy 
was staring us in the face; when your Treasury 
notes, which bore interest, were spurned as trash, 
and a preference over them given to notes of 
banks in this District, these last being at a dis- 
count of twenty per cent.; at this gloomy time, 
when your Government could not furnish a dol- 
lar to the contractor or quartermaster of your 
Army—at this crisis in your affairs, what did 
not Georgia do? Sir, she poured out her treasury 
for the defense of the country; she furnished 
money tofeed your soldiers, and to procure forage 
and transportation. She did more, sir. Her 


ay oe 
three propositions before the House—one to com- 


mitthis bill to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the State of the Union, one to refer it to the 
Committee on Public Lands, and the third to refer 
it to the Commitee of Ways and Means. The 
debate of this preliminary question was taking a 


very wide range, involving the merits of the most | 
important and interesting subjects of disposing | 


of the proceeds of the public domain; but he 
would endeavor, as far as possible, to confine the 
few remarks he had to make to the immediate 
question before the House. H (said Mr. B.) the 
bill is to be referred to any one of the standing 
committees of the House, it should go to the 
Committee on Public Lands. If a reference is 
necessary and proper, that, in my opinion, is its 
appropriate destination, 

By the rules of the House that committee are 
to take into consideration all subjects relating to 
the public lands. The bill before the House pro- 

‘poses to dispose of the proceeds of the public 
lands, and naturally involves all the great and 
interesting questions connected therewith. The 
history of this bill in both Elouses of Congress 
for the last four or five years sustains this view 
of the subject. ; 

It is true that, on the first introduction of the 
subject into the other branch of the Legislature, 
it was, for reasons which need not now be named, 
referred to the Committee on Manufactures. 
That reference was an extraordinary one. That 
committee reported a billin all essential respects 
the same as the one now before this House. But 
after it was reported to the Senate, it was recom- 

‘mitted to the Committee on Public Lands, be- 
cause it was argued that that was the committee 
to which it appropriately belonged. The subject 
has been under discussion in that body neatly, 
or quite every session since its first introduction, 
and I think has uniformly been before that com- 
mittee. J believe, on a reference to the Journals 
of this House, it will be found that when referred 
at all, it has taken the same course. The nature 
of the subject has not changed, and it seems 
somewhat strange that, after the practice of both 
Houses for a course of years has confirmed the 
jurisdiction of the Committee on Public Lands, 
an attempt should now be made to send it to the 
Committee of Ways and Means. It has never 
before occurred to either the friends or opposers 
of the bill that it belonged to that committee. 
Believing that it does not belong to that commit- 
tee, and that this House will not depart from the 
established and uniform practice of both branches 
of Congress upon this identical bill, I will not take 

‘upthe time of the House in further discussing 
the motion to send it there. 

I shall vote to refer the bill to the Committee 


of the Whole on the state of the Union. There | 


patriotic Governor, Peter Early, (whose memory | are no facts to be elicited, and no new and im- 
should be held dear by all Americans, and is re- |; portant principles to be examined and discussed, | 
vercd by every Georgian,) pledged the faith of | which render it necessary for it to be committed | 
the State, and his own private fortune, to get: to the scrutiny and consideration of any commit- 
loans from the banks for the use of the United tec. The preliminary action of committees has | 
States. This came within my own knowledge; | so often been had upon it, that the House is now 
and F doubt whether the interest paid by Georgia i; as well prepared to proceed to the discussion of | 
on loans thus obtained for the United States has | its merits as it would be after it should again 
yet been repaid toher. I know thatit was, while |; have been under the notice of a committee. All 
General Mitchell was Governor of Georgia, and |: the reports which have been made, covering the 
Mr. Rush Secretary of the Treasury, applied for '; whole ground for and against it, are at our com- 
and refused, on the ground that the Goverument |; mand. It has passed the other branch of the’ 
never paid interest! i, Legislature several times, and once received the 


Mr. Chairman, l thank the committee for their i sanction of a large majority of this House. The 
patience and attention, f did not intend to have |; 


| whole subject has been before the country, and 
spoken on this occasion, and should not, but for 


i oceupied a large share of the public attention for 
the attack made upon my State by the gentleman | years. These reasons bring me to the conclu- 
from Virginia. Her character Iwill defend here | Sion that its reference is not at this time neces- 
and elsewhere. sary. 
| The Committee on Public Lands of this House 
i have had under their consideration this whole | 
i Subject during the present session, Some time 
back they reported a bill to graduate the price of 
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PROCEEDS OF THE PUBLIC LANDS. 


REMARKS OF HON. G. N. BRIGGS, “| 
OF MASSACHUSETTS, 

In tHe House or REPRESENTATIVES, 

May 11, 1836, 


On the motion: to commit the biH to distribute the proceeds | 
of the sales of the Pubiic Lands. l 


Mr. BRIGGS said, he understood there were 


i mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union. | 
The two subjects are somewhat, and many gen- 
tlemen considerintimately connected. Itis proper 
that they should be kept together. By sending 
this bill to the same committee, if it should be: 
thought wise and just to unite any of the pro- ` 
visions of the two, both would be under our con- 


t 


trol, and it could be done. I vote for this course | 


the public lands. That billis now in the Com- ;: 


also, because it will insure a more speedy action 
| upon the subject. Should it go to either of the 
| committees named, it must take its chance with 
the mass of other business now before them, and 
no mortal man can tell when we should see it or 
hear from it again. Sir, this isa bill of absorb- 
ing interest, aud one upon which the public mind 
is intensely fixed. As soon as the bills now be- 
fore the House, which demand our immediate 
attention, shall be disposed of,it should be taken 
up for discussion and action. If it goes to the 
same committee to which has been committcd the 
graduation bill reported by my friend from IHi- 
nois, {Mr. Casey,]} the friends of both will unite 
in promptly calling them up. These, sir, are 
some of the considerations which will govern my 
voie on this question of reference. To me they 
are sufficient, and I hope they will have their 
proper influence upon others. The gentleman 
from New York (Mr. GitLet] says that we 
ought not hastily to dispose of the public money 
in the Treasury; but tells us that the subject 
should be sent to the Committee of Ways and 
Means, and we should wait until informed by 
‘them what will be the drafts upon the Treasury, 
by the appropriations which have been or which 
may be made. Hic tells usthat there are different 
opinionsas to the amount of money now on hand, 
and thinks it necessary for us to be informed on 
this part of the subject by a report from the Com- 
mittce of Ways and Means. He has enumerated 
a great number of objects for which he says large 
appropriations will be required. How wonder- 
fully things have changed in this House im the 
course of one short year! At the last session of 
Congress the public revenue was guarded atevery 
point. We had at the head of the Committee of 
Ways and Means a chairman who scanned the 
yartous objects embraced in the appropriation 
bills with the most commendable scrutiny. If 
any amendments were proposed, increasing the 
expenditures, he was.always found at his post, 
the sleepless sentinel of the Treasury,and ready 
to resist the appropriation of every dollar not 
imperiously demanded ‘by the public interest. 
Now, the great concern is how to multiply the 
objects of expenditure. The money of the people 
is to be poured out by millions in unguarded ap- 
propriations, instead of being distributed among 
the States, that it may be returned to the pos- 
session of its rightful owners. 

The gentleman asks if members of this House 
are not willing to vote moncy for the defense of 
the country? The defense of the country! the pub- 
lic defense! This term has all at once become 
the watchword of patriotism with certain gen- 
tlemen on this floor. What do gentlemen mean 

' by the defense of the country? Our great cities 
and public works on the Atlantic coast. are cer- 
tainly as well fortified and protected as they were 
some six or seven years ago, when our Chief 

| Magistrate in two successive messages recom- 


| mended the distribution of the surplus revenue 


among the States, according to their federal num- 


‘| bers, after the public debt should be paid. From 


that time to this no notes of alarm have been 
sounded, calling for heavy sums of money for 
the defense of the country. 1 amas ready as 
any gentleman here to vote large and liberal sums 
forall the important purposes of national strength 
and security. And when all the appropriations 
which the condition of the country calls for upon 
these objects are made, there will be left in the 
‘Treasury an amount amply sufficient to meet the 
provis ons of this biil. F will not give my voice 
in favor of one dollar appropriation for any ob- 
ject beyond the amount that can inall reasonable 
probability be expended. Such an appropriation 
is deceptive, inasmuch as it purports to be a 
draft upon the revenue for its nominal amount, 
whilst so much only as is actually expended is 
| required for the public service, and the balance 
remains in the deposit banks, where it now is, 
being transferred on their books from a credit to 
: the Treasury to the credit of some disbursing 
officer. Since I have had the honor of a seat 
-upon this floor, the Journals of the House will 
: show that I have nat been reluctant in giving my 


| support to expenditures of money for the defense 


of the country. [am most willing, sir, to com- 
| pare votes with those who now talk loudest and 
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longest about the public defense in this Hall. It | 
might Aot be altogether unprofitable for the gen- 
tleman from New York [Mr. Gittet] to recur | 
to the record of his own votes upon these sub- | 
jects at the last session of Congress. If I am not | 
very much mistaken, the gentleman will find 
that on the successive propositions to amend the 
fortification bill, by increasing the sums for forti- 
fications in the harbors of Boston, New York, 
Philadelphia, Baltimore, and Pensacola, my vote, 
and the votes of those with whom I usually act, 
are in favor of those amendments, whilst his 
own, the mass of the majority with which he 
acts, are against them. He, with that majority, 
defeated them, though some of them, at least, 
were recommended by committees of this House, 
and by the proper officers in the Departments. 
But that zeal for the defense of the country which 
now animates the hearts of gentlemen was not 
then kindled. 

My mind has undergone no change on these 
subjects since that time. I am now prepared to 
carry out, to the most liberal extent, the princi- 
ples by which I was then governed. The gentle- 
man desires information from the Committee of 
Waysand Meansas to the amount of money now 
in the Treasury, and as to what will probably be 
received during the current ycar. If he will take 
the trouble to examine (if he has not already done 
so) the variousdocuments which have been printed 
and laid on our tables, from the Treasury Depart- 
ment, I think he will find information sufficient to 
enable him to act on the bill now before us when 
it shall be taken up. The amount of money in 
the deposit banks, as it appears by the statement 
of the Secretary of the Treasury of the 25th April, 
was about $37,000,000. The receipts from the 
public lands and the customs, for the last three 
quarters of the year, may be safely estimated ' 
at $25,000,000. The Government stock in the 
Bank of the United States is worth $8,000,000. | 
These three sums give the enormous aggregate of 
$70,000,000. Can the ingenuity of man devise 
means sufficiently extravagant and wasteful to 
dissipate, in the course of one year, this mass of 
public treasure? Does not the condition of the 
country, does not justice, does not the voice of 
public opinion, sternly demand some such meas- 
ure as that proposed by the bill upon your table, 
for the restoration to the people of the country, 
to be used in the business of the country, of that 
portion of these millions of their money which is 
not wanted for the public service? One of the 
mammoth projects designed to swallow up the 
surplus revenue is the appropriation of about 
seven million dolars to the various railroad cor- 
porations of the country, for services to be here- 
after performed in the transportation of the mails. 
These services, to be performed from this day | 
forward to the end of time, are to be paid for in 
advance. Heretofore, the private contractors with 
the Government for carrying the mails have 
thought themselves well off if they could get their 
pay after they had performed the services, But 
now, sir, to prevent the distribution of the pro- 
ceeds of the public domain among the States of 
this Union, for the use and benefit of all the people 
of the Union, we must advance to railroad cor- 
porations six or seven million dollars, to pay for 
services not to be performed until after the pres- . 
ent generation of men shall have passed from the 
earth. Atan early period of this session, these 
same railroad companies were held upand spoken 
of in high places as odious monopolies, ready to 
take advantage of the Government by extorting 
unwarrantable sums for the transportation of the 
mails. How complacently will these ‘ soulless 
monsters”? now contemplate this proposition to : 
pour out to them these millions of the public , 
money for the performance of future services. | 

1 beg pardon for having rambled a little from ! 
the direct question in noticing some of the rea- |; 
sons which have been urged for referring this bill | 
to the Committee of Ways and Means. I hope: 
the House will keep it within their own control, ' 
by committing it to the Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union, where it will be by the 
side of its kindred bill already in that committee, 
and where, I trust, the public expectation will be | 
met by taking it up and acting upon it at the ear- | 
liest possible moment that the state of business ;, 
before the House will permit. ti 
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REMARKS OF HON. M. MORRIS, 
OF PENNSYLVANIA, 
Ix tue House or REPRESENTATIVES, 
May 12, 1836, 


On the motion to commit the bill to distribute the proceeds 
of the sales of Public Lands. 


Mr. MORRIS said he doubted whether all that 
he had to say upon this question was worth the 
pains which he had taken to obtain the floor for 
the purpose of expressing it; but not knowing 
whether he should again have the opportunity of 
occupying the floor, he was glad of the present 
ocasion, and he should use it in offering his opin- 
ion upon the present question of reference. He 
scarcely thought, if the bill should ever come to 
be acted upon in the House, that he should ask 
their attention to any remark’ of his upon its 
merits. It was a subject with which the people 
were already generally acquainted; it had received 
the consideration of the public; it had been dis- 
cussed in the public papers and official communi- 
cations, and probably all the light of which it was 
susceptible had been shed upon it by the able 
arguments of gentlemen inthis or the other branch 
of Congress. He should confine himself in his 
present remarks to the questions immediately 
under consideration; he should not follow the 
example (whether proper for imitation or not, he 
could not say) of taking the wide range into topics 
which he conceived to be foreign from the ques- 
tion on hand. Besides, he had listencd to the 
remarks of gentlemen upon this floor, whose ex- | 
perience here enabled them to present all the views | 


. of the subject, and their arguments, as he believed, 


being more important upon the merits than his 
own. He thought he should not take up the 
time, to the exclusion of all others who may wish 
to speak, so near as he hoped the present was to 
the close of the session. 

He was more anxious to take the present occa- 
sion to express, an opinion, in discharge of his 
duty, from the fact that the people of the State 
which he in part represented, and especially the 
immediate district from which he came, felt them- 
selves deeply interested in the fate of this bill. 
The Legislature of the State of Pennsylvania had 
repeatedly, atdifferent sessions, and more recently 
at the session of the last winter, expressed their - 
sentiments upon this subject-matter of the bill in 
the following manner, 


“ Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives of 
the Commonwealth of Pennsylvania, in General Assembly | 
met, That our Senators in Congress be instructed, and our | 
Representatives requested, to use their influence to procure 
the passage of a law to distribute the proceeds arising, or 
which may have arisen, from the sate of the public lands, 
amongst the several States, in proportion to the number of 
members from each: State in the House of Representatives 
of the United States.” 


It was in accordance with these sentiments, re- 
peatedly expressed, and with these strong recom- 


- mendations of the Legislature at its late session, | 
as well as in conformity with his own opinions ` 


and feelings, that, in the language of the resolu- 
tion, he would at the present time ‘f use his in- 
fluence’’ to obtain for this bill such a reference as | 


<; would be most likely to insure an expression of”! 
' this House upon it, rather than that it should be ;. 


left to sleep or expire with the session. 

lt is proposed to refer this bill making appro- 
priations of the surplus proceeds of the public 
jands to one of the three committees—either to the 
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 
Union, or to the Committee of Ways and Means, 
or to the Committee on Public Lands; in either | 
of which committees I mean not to say but it | 
would receive the attention and deliberation which | 
its merits demand. The question is then presented | 


‘i whether a reference to either of the standing com- 


mittees of this House would afford the means of 
more prompt and speedy action, or whether the : 
immediate reference to the Committee of the 
Whole would not place the subject in a state as 
favorable for legislation as if the more formal and 
slow method be adopted. en 
I suppose it may be assumed as a position in- | 
controvertible, that there is no gentleman in this | 


! 


say his object and purpose is to give such a direc- 


‘tion to this and all other subjects as would best 


promote and facilitate the’ concurrent action of 
both branches of Congress; that, if the subject 
has merits, it should be so disposed of as to be 
acted upon and passed. If, then, this be the case, 
unless good and sufficient reasons can be advanced 
for first referring this matter to a standing com- 
mittee, I hope it will go immediately and at once 


to the Committee of the Whole, both for despatch 


and effective legislation. It has been said that if 
it be referred tothe Commitree on the Public Lands, 
they may make such suggestions and alterations 
in the proposed bill as may meet both the wishes 
of the friends of this bill and of the bill for gradu- 
ating the prices of the public lands. It is true there 
may be modifications proposed in the committee, 
but the same may be proposed, deliberated upon, 
and discussed, in the Committee of the Whole; 
nor can it be supposed, if such alteration should 
be made in the standing committee, that that cir- 
cumstance would prevent or foreclose alterations, 
ropositions, and debate in the Committee of the 
hole. If he understood the true purpose and 
use of standing committees, it was to take into 
consideration memorials, resolutions, and matters 
connected with them in their incidental stage, or 
bills, if their recent introduction and novelty ren- 
derit expedient; so that, having them before them, 
and all the facts, which may be numerous and 
diversified, and with which itis not presumed the 
House are acquainted, they (the standing com- 
mittees) may give such a condensed form to the 
subject, with their recommendations, as to place 
it intelligibly before the House, and enable it to 
make such final dispositions of the matter as they 
may think it right and proper to do. 

‘Objections have been raised to the reference of 
this bill upon the ground that the appropriation 
bills should first be acted on and passed before 
this is taken up, in order that it may be known 
whether there will be any surplus in the Treasury 
to be distributed. Whatever weight there may 
be'in that objection it is met and answered, in 
great part, by the operation of the special order 
of January last, giving precedence to the appro- 
priation bills over others. I presume they will 
first be called up and disposed of before this bill 
could be passed. But if it is meant to be con- 
tended that this bill shall not be reported by a 
standing committee until all the appropriation 
bills are finally acted upon by this House and 
the Senate, and shall receive the sanction of the 
Executive, then the consequence is apparent and 
inevitable that this bill is not to be reported by 
the standing committee; or, if so, it will be so 
late in the session as to render it impracticable to 
give to it that consideration which it deserves, 
and to place it in a situation that it is not proba- 
ble it could receive the legislative action of Con- 
gress during this session. So that it appears to 
me, whatever weight the argument in favor of 
waiting for this purpose may otherwise have, it 
is removed by the position in which the business 
of the House is placed by antecedent rules, and 
by the fact that it is a virtual denial of the con- 
sideration of the bill. 

This bill has already passed the Senate of the 
United States; and although I mean not to say 
that itis not the duty of this House to examine 
this and all other bills that are sent here, I hold 
it to be the incumbent duty of the House, and of 


“every member, tocxamine and judge for himself 


of the propricty of every measure; yet it did 


‘strike me, whether correctly or not | leave for 


others to say, as I have not heard the argument 
used, that after the subject had received so much 
of the public attention; after it had occupied so 
much of the consideration of the Senate, where 


i this bill has been for between four and five 


months, and of the members of this House, (for 
it is within the recollection of every one, that 
during the discussion there, for a part of the time 
at least, such was the intense anxicty of mem- 
bers, that it was difficult to keep a quorum here 
to transact the current business which was then 
on hand;) after all this, l submit to the considera- 
tion of gentlemen whether the comity to be shown 
by one codrdinate branch of the Legislature to 
another, and the respect which is duc to the labor 
bestowed by the Senate, and the time occupied 


Hall but what, other things being equal, would |; there, would not dictate such a course in the dis- 
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position of this bill as may not leave the labor 


employed, and the time consumed there, to be | 
useless and vain for all the practical purposes of ° 


legislation, 

“This bill proposes to distribute a portion of the 
public funds of the Government, about which 
there has been (I think I am safe in saying) more 
anxiety than upon any other subject to which the 
public attention has been called during the present 
session. When has been the day that the inquiry 
has net passed from one member of this House 
to another, ‘* what shall be done with the surplus 
money in the Treasury?” Is not the same solici- 
tude manifested from all quarters of the country, 
and by all who witness the deliberations of this 
body? If, then, that question is deemed so vital 
to the purity of the Government, and so import- 
ant to its faithful administration, it cannot fail to 
appear to every one, that this leading and ab- 
sorbing subject, which tends to the purpose, at 
least one of the purposes, of disposing of the sur- 

lus funds of the Government, should be placed 
in such a situation as that the opinion of this 
House may be indicated, and the vote of mem- 
bers be taken upon the main question, without 
the hazard of getting no vote at all upon that 
question. ` 

It is, then, of importance to the country and 
to Congress that this bill should be acted upon 
as speedily and effectively as its nature will admit 
of. But while it is important in this point of 
view that this House should come up at once to 
the matter before them, it is not less important to 
the States, with reference to the ulterior disposi- 


tion which they may make of their proportionate , 


share of these proceeds, upon the supposition 
that the bill should pass into a law, that it should 
be known what is to be its fate. If the bill should 


pass into a law, and pass in season, the Legisla- ` 


tures of some of the States may convene, (such 
at least may be the case in the State of Pennsyl- 
vania,) and be in session in sufficient time to pass 
upon the subject, which, in that event, would 


become an interesting question, and worthy of | 
the Legislatures of | 
In this aspect of the mat- ; 


immediate consideration b 
the respective States. 
ter, this reform, in my apprehension, acquires 


additional consequence, and in this point of view, | 


also, I hope it will be considered by this House. 


Sir, I have but little more at this time to trouble | | a 
| which, as a Representative of the people, he was |: 
unwilling to repose in any Administration. This |: 


the House with. These are my reasons for 


urging the reference of this bill to such a com- | 
mittee as will give to it the attention of all its . 


members, and insure the vote of members on one 
side or the other without delay; it is not speeches 
that are wanted. Upon this I was forcibly struck 
with an observation of the honorable gentleman 
over the way, [Mr. Apams,] at the early part of 
the session; I have since thought it one of the 
most essential truisms which has been pro- 
nounced here this session, ‘‘ that all would agree 


that a vote was of more consequence here than a | 
In conclusion, sir, I have only to | 
appeal to gentlemen to come up and meet this | 
question fairly and independently; it is scarcely | 
to be supposed that an opinion is yet to be formed, | 
or a vote to be changed by anything that will be | 


speech.” 


said or done in relation to this subject. The 
trust is confided to us of acting, and so to act as 
to advance the public interest; that when a public 
measure is in itself unworthy of the sanction of 


this House, to put our negative upon it by means | 


direct; but, if it be meritorious, to carry out the 
means of making it effectual. 


NAVY APPROPRIATIONS. 


REMARKS OF HON, H. EVERETT, 
OF VERMONT, 
In rue Hovse or REPRESENTATIVES, 
February 10, 1836. 


The question being on the motion of Mr. Ben. to reduce | 


the appropriation for the Navy-Yards at Portsmouth— 


Mr. EVERETT said he was in favor of putting 
the navy-yards that were necessary for the service 
in perfect condition. He thought, however, that 
the present number was more than was neces- 
Bary. We had now seven, viz: at Portsmouth, 
Charleslown, New York, (Brooklyn,) Philadel- 


|! phia, Washington, Gosport, and Pensacola; that, 
of these, three might, without injury to the ser- 
vice, be discontinued, viz: at Portsmouth, Phila- 
delphia, and Washington; at least, that we ought 
not to erect any new works at these places, but 
only keep them in repair for the present, and 


ultimately discontinue them; and all that the ap- ` 


propriations for additional improvements should 
be thrown on the four navy-yards that were to be 
continued. The expense of maintaining the yards, 
‘independent of the cost of the permanent works, 
was worth saving. To each yard were attached 
commandants, navy agents, clerks, guards, &c., 
&c. If gentlemen, however, would not be willing 
to go with him in discontinuing the three navy- 
yards, he thought there were strong reasons for 
discontinuing the one at Portsmouth. 
within sixty miles of that of Charlestown. That 
yard was sufficient for the coast east of the cape; 
the principal materials from the South—live-oak, 
&c.—must all pass that depot in their way to 
Portsmouth. He saw no reason for maintaining 
two yards so near each other, and which were 
not required for the use of the naval service. The 
appropriation now asked for was for the erection 
of new works, with a view to the permanent con- 
tinuance of the station. For one, all he was 
willing to do at present, was to provide for its 
present preservation; whatever should be neces- 
sary for this purpose, he would vote for. What 
the unexpended balance of appropriation was for 
Portsmouth, he was not informed. On the lst 
January, 1834, it was over $12,000, and $39,925 
was then appropriated; and he wished to know 
whether this had been expended. When the 
present motion was decided, he should move to 
strike out the whole appropriation, with a view 


money for general objects, and let the Executive 
expend it at its own discretion. In his opinion, 
in appropriations for all new works, the plan of 
expenditure should be exhibited to the House, 
and not only exhibited, but should be sanctioned 


| and prescribed by the act of appropriation. This 


It was ` 


to elicit information of what was necessary for | 


repairs, and to have the appronriation limited to 
that purpose only. 
When called upon to vote for appropriations, 
: he was desirous of being informed for what ob- 
' ject the money was to be expended, of the char- 
acter of the works required, as well as of their 
necessity. A new doctrine, and to him it seemed 
a dangerous one, had been advanced, to which 
| he could not assent—that we should receive the 
estimates of the Departments as prima facie evi- 
| dence of the necessity and propriety of the works 
proposed. ‘This was a degree of confidence 


House was the keeper of the keys of the Treas- 
| ury, and responsible to the people for the ex- 
|, penditure of its treasure. We could not surren- 
ii der the keys to the Executive without betraying 
our trust. 


penditure. Would the people be satisfied with 
the answer that it was asked for by the Execu- 
tive? For one, he was desirous in all cases to 
obtain such information as would enable him to 
give a more satisfactory answer. 

If the estimates are to be taken as prima facie 


work, they must to nineteen twentieths of the 
House beconclusive. Those few Representatives 
who reside in the vicinity of the place where the 
works are to be erected only can judge from ac- 
tual knowledge, and they, too, are not very likely 
i40 be prejudiced against them. They will not, 


| Take the present case as an illustration. The 
; honorable gentleman [Mr. Cusuman] who repre- 
i| sents the section of country around Portsmouth, 
; 18 not even satisfied with the present estimate, 
| and has given notice he shall move to increase it. 
; A similar notice has been given in relation to the 
, appropriation for Pensacola. He contended that 
such information should accompany the estimates 
jas would on the committees, and enable them 
| to satisiy the House of the propriety of the ap- 
' propriations. 
| Mr, E. further contended that the House ought 
i to be informed not only of the necessity of the 
| work proposed, but of the plan on which the 
; money was to be expended. They had a right to 
i know not only the general object proposed, but 

the means by which it was to be Ta. to see 
that their money was not wasted by inefficient or 
extravagant expenditures. All that seemed now 
required of the Representatives was to vote the 


i 
i 
i 
1 


at least, be induced to search for objections. | 


was, he thought, very properly proposed to be 
done in a bill now pending, for the erection of 
buildings for the State and Treasury Departments; 
the bill prescribed they should be erected accord- 
ing to the plan which is now exhibited on the 
wall of this House. He could refer to instances 
of an opposite character, in which the country 
had suffered, and might yet suffer, for the want 
‘of similar provisions. 

An appropriation was made for the armament 
of the Navy; the manner was left to the Execu- 
tive, and by the Executive to experiments of the 
Navy commissioners. Under their experiments, 
the weight of the guns in proportion to their cali- 
ber was reduced, and the result is, that you have 
now seven hundred and fifty guns in your Navy 
more dangerous to the crews than to an enemy. 

Another case: In 1833, an act passed appro- 
priating $200,000, on estimates, too, for building 
a bridge over the Potomac, between this city and 
Alexandria. The estimates were for a bridge of 
wood, and sufficient for the purpose; yet the act 
did not, though the estimates did, say that the 
bridge should be made of wood. The act merely 
provided for a bridge, but prescribed no plan on 
which it was to be built. Under this $200,000 
act a contract was made with a Mr. Dibble to 
erect a stone bridge, for which he was to receive 
$1,350,000. And even this, by a very competent 
judge, was deemed less than one third of what 
the bridge would have ultimately cost. Mr. 
Baldwin, an eminent practical engincer, estimated 
that it would cost $4,791,620. The country owes 
the defeat of this magnificent expenditure to the 
vigilance of the honorable chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Roads and Canals, (Mr. Mercer.} 
On his report the act was repealed by the almost 

‘unanimous vote of the House, and a wooden 
| bridge ordered; and which has been completed 
i for something less than one hundred and twenty 
| thousand dollars. 
| 
| 


He would instance another magnificent project 
now in progress—the New York custom-house. 

| The House had prescribed no plan for this work, 
nor fixed any limit to its cost. They had voted 
ahead $500,000, and the work was hardly yet 


:| visible above ground; what, with its columns and 


: The people were entitled to call on | 
their Representatives for a reason for every ex- ` 


evidence of the propriety and necessity of public || 


' decorations, it would cost, he could not estimate; 
probably some millions of dollars. A fourth 
case: We had now before us a bill appropriating 
large sums for what might he called floating for- 
tifications, yet to be erected, on sites yet undes- 


i| ignated and unpurchased. 


| Inal cases, he thought the House should not 
only judge of the general utility of any proposed 
object of expenditure, but should, as far as prac- 
| ticable, limit the discretion of the Executive in 
| the expenditure. 

A new and strong motive for economy is now 


i| presented—a motive which would have its influ- 


ence on him in regard to every expenditure. He 


|| looked forward to the passage of a bill now in 
|| progress for this distribution of the proceeds of 
'| the public lands, in effect, of the suplus revenue, 


i among the States. He trusted the bill would 
pass the present session. ‘The principle was one 
of those on which the present Exccutive came 
into power; it had been favorably noticed in the 
message of 1829; it had been recommended by 
the Legislatures of many of the States. He would 
now guard the Treasury with the same vigilance 
as though it were already a law—with the same 
vigilance as though the surplus revenue had al- 
ready been actually divided among the States; 
and the questions now were on calling it back 
and reappropriating it to objects of national con- 
cern. 

Some gentlemen had advocated the appropria- 
tion as more necessary in view of our present 
relations with France, and had taken the occasion 
to avow their course on war appropriations. He 
considered this as a bill founded on peace esti- 
mates. Other bills reported looked to other pros- 
pects. He would not regard this bill as having 
any relation te war; and he wished to be dis- 
i tinctly understood that he would not be induced 
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to abandon the principle of economy to which he | 


had referred, from any imaginary danger of war; 


that he would vote for no war appropriation un- ` 


less he believed there was danger of war; that 
then he would go as far as the furthest, but that 
at present he had no such apprehension; that he 
could not, from any mere imaginary danger, be 
induced to depart from the principle of economy, 
and permit irrevocable appropriations to be made 
to the peculiar advantage of any section of the 
country. He thought it notimprobable that some 
who agrerd with him on the leading principle 
might differ from him in its application. ‘The 
appropriations for the Navy and for fortifications 
would be expended on the sea-board. The money 
of the Government, like the water of its streams, 
runs to the ocean. He trusted that those who 
represented the hill country would not be unchar- 
itably judged by their brethren if they should 
not be satisfied so easily as themselves of the 
necessity of every appropriation. Should the 
current be reversed—should the money ever run 
up stream, and beyond the proper constitutional 
limits of internal improvement—they would ex- 
pecta similar jealousy on the part of the sea- 
board. Indeed, they think they have seen some- 
thing of the kind already. 

Two years since it pleased the Committee of 
Ways and Means to drop from the harbor bill the 
appropriation of the $30,000 for surveys—this 
only remnant of the system of internal improve- 
ment left to its friends. A motion was made to 
insert it, but failed, and failed, too, by the oppo- 
sition of tide-water votes. What was the consc- 
quence? The hill country saw that, while they 
were voting millions for others, not a cent could 
be expended above tide water. They united, and 
laid the harbor bill on the table by a majority of 
over twenty; and there it would have laid till this 
time had not the $30,000 beeninserted. He would 
excite no sectional jealousy, but would insist that 
equal justice should be done to all parts of the 
country. And it would be the fault of those who 
united on that occasion if it was not done. He 


was not willing there should be one constitution ` 


for the sea-board and another for the country. 

He was willing to vote for every necessary ap- 
propriation for fortifications, for the Navy, and 
for navy-yards. He would put the four principal 
navy-yards in the best condition, but he could 
not vote for unnecessary objects, useless objects 
of expenditure. Such he conceived that of the 
navy-yard at Portsmouth. Though he did not 
propose now to abandon it, he would not consent 
to enlarge it. Ultimately, he trusted, it would be 
discontinued. 


EXPUNGING RESOLUTION. 


SPEECH OF HON. B. W. LEIGH, 
OF VIRGINIA, 
Iy Senate, April 4 and 5, 1836, 


On Mr. Benron’s Expunging Resolution. 


Mr. LEIGH said he wished the Senate, and 
especially his friends who comcurred with him in 
Sentiment on this very peculiar and important 
question, to understand that private cares, from 
which he could not withdraw his mind, had alone 
prevented him from giving that undivided atten- 
tion to the subject which would have enabled him 
to cail it up for consideration at an earlier day. 


He said the resolution of the 28th March, 1834, | 


declaring ‘* that the President, in the late execu- 


tive proceedings in-relation to the revenue, had | 


assumed upon himself authority and power not 
conferred by the Constitution and laws, but in 


derogation of both,’’ presented in itself two ques- : r z 
|| whether his name and deeds shall be the theme 
| of immortal praise, or ‘*damn’d to everlasting : 


tions for consideration: lst. Whether the propo- 
sition there affirmed was just and true, in point of 
fact and in point of law? and 2d. Whether it was 


within the constitutional competency of the Senate ` 


+o entertain such a resolution, and to determine 
aponit? And it was upon the negation of these two 
Joints, for reasons set out in the preamble, that 
‘he gentleman from Missouri founded the propo- 


sition now made to expunge the resolution from ` 


the journal. Now, (said Mr. L.,) it is most ob- ` 
vious that, if the gentleman had proposed a pre- , 
amble and resolution reciting that the resolution | 


of March, 1834, was false and unj 
in law; that it was an assumption of the powers 
| of the House of Representatives; an impeach- 
: ment, trial, and prejudication of the President on 
a criminal charge; and resolving, therefore, that 
the resolution be rescinded—this would have been 
as strong a censure of the resolution, as effectual 
an exoneration of the President from all blame, 
as effectual an expression of that sentence of con- 
demnation which, we are told, the people have 
pronounced on our conduct, and of the judgment 
imputed to them of acquittal and approbation of 
the President, as this resolution to expunge the 
entry of the former resolution from the journal. 
No one doubts the constitutional right of the Sen- 


_ ate to rescind the resolution of March, 1834, if it 


really think the procecding a usurpation of power, 
incompatible with our duties, unjust in fact and 
in law, and mischievous. And his mind must be 
Strangely constituted who does not see that the 
right of the Senate to expunge the resolution from 
the journal is, to say the least, questionable. 
The very argument of the gentleman from Mis- 
souri on the point, and much more that of my 
colleague, evince that, even in their own sense, 
the right is not free of doubt—that of my colleague 
seemed to me to betray not a little skepticism. 
The known, the recorded hesitancy of many Sen- 
| ators at the last session as to the right of expung- 
ing, who were ready and desirous to rescind, 
ought, I should think, to satisfy gentlemen that 
the right to expunge is, at best, doubtful. Why, 
then, is that course, as to the constitutionality of 
which there is no question, and which would pre- 
sent the whole merits of the contested resolution 
for consideration, relinquished, and this course, 


though they have reasoned themselves into a be- 
| lief that itis right, must, I presume, admit to be 
somewhat questionable, preferred and resorted to. 
“ Expunge,” says the gentleman from Mis- 
souri; “expunge is the word;’’ because it serves 

| to fix a mark of disgrace on the conduct of the 
| Senate; because it condemns not only our reso- 
lution, but our motives; because it pronounces 
sentence on the Senate (as a reward to the Pres- 

. ident) of ‘dishonor, denunciation, stigma, in- 
i famy;”’ because ‘it is the only word that can 
| render adequate justice to that man who has done 


more for the human race than any other mortal | 


- who has ever lived in the tide of time;” and 
because, says my honorable colleague, (if I 
righly apprehend his mearing,) the Senate is the 
most irresponsible body in this Government; for 
I can conceive no reason for this allegation of 
irresponsibility against the constitution of the 
Senate, in the present debate, but to show the 

' wisdom and necessity of humbling it, or to rouse 
against it the indignation and jealousy of the 
public, which may stand in place of a reason for 
the proposed sentence of condemnation. 

As to the panegyric on the President, I shall 


triumph more humiliating to himself, in truth, 
| than to them—as Cato’s image, drawn in Cesar’s 
| train, detracted nothing from the fame of the 
| dead patriot, but only showed the pusillanimity 
of the victor—‘‘ignobly vain and impotently 


that he deserves no such panegyric. I agree 


' ident’s name and memory will live as long as 


whether they will live for honor and gratitude, or 
|: for contempt and detestation; whether he shall 
: be regarded, in aftertimes, as the benefactor of 
his country, or as the destroyer of its free insti- 


some future Plutarch, or by a Tacitus or Sallust; 


'i fame;”’ this, let me tell the gentleman from Mis- 


or foresee, than it is within mine. All-trying 
| Time can alone determine. Henry Vit. was 
~ lauded, during his life, for piety, generosity, and 
; justice, and James I. for his wisdom; Cicero paid 


an 


the constitutionality of which even its advocates, ' 


| 


ust in fact and 4 had devoted his whole life and his great abilities. 


But history has been impartial. 

I am sorry my honorable colleague thought it 
proper, on this occasion, to denounce the Senate 
as the most irresponsible body in this Govern- 
ment. I must say that itis of a picce with the 
denunciations of the Senate that have been, for 
some time, going the round of the ministerial 
newspapers. It is truly astonishing to me that 
any statesman should entertain such an opinion. 
The President, wielding the whole of the vast 
patronage of this Government, and being, in the 
nature of things, the head of the dominant party 
for the time being, is in every practical view, far 
less responsible than the Senate; and, if the gen- 
tleman’s opinions of the constitutional powers 
and rights of the Executive be correct, I shall 
show him, before I have done, that the President 
is absolutely irresponsible. 

But, if my colleague founds this allegation of 


‘irresponsibility against the constitution of the 


Senate on the length of its term of service, I think 
he must admit, upon his own principles, that the 
judiciary is yet more irresponsible; and therefore, 
I apprehend. that when the Senate shall be dis- 
posed of, when it shall be reduced to insignificance 
and utter inefficiency, the constitution of the judi- 
ciary department will be taken up for subversion 
under pretext of reform. Indeed, the note of war 
against it has already been sounded. I presume 
my honorable colleague will not deny that this 
alleged irresponsibility of the Senate, if it exist, 
is ordained by the Constitution; and then, Task 
him, whether to stigmatize the Senate for that 
cause, to point public jealousy and indignation 
against it, to degrade, to humble it at the foot of 
the presidential throne, is not an attempt, so far 


ii forth as it may work, to effect a practical change 


| 
| 
j 
| 
i 
| 


only say, for the present, that if he desires this ` 
poor triumph over his political opponents—a : 


‘ great;”’ this alone would be sufficient to evince | 
» with the gentleman from Missouri, that the Pres- . 


the history of these times shall be extant; but, ` 


tutions; whether his history shall be written by. 


souri, is no more within his competency to decide | 


the forfeit of his life for his patriotism and virtue; 
d John De Witt was torn in pieces by the : 


! 
i 
l 
' 


| people, to whose service, to the establishment of |j 


whose civil liberty and republican institutions he 


in the constitution of the Senate? and this for the 


shall keep a journal of its proceedings, and from 
time to time publish the same, excepting such 
parts as may, in their judgement, require secrecy; 
and the yeas and nays of the:members of either 
House, on any question, shall, at tle desire of 
one fifth of those present, be entered on the 
journal?’ I stand on the supremacy of the 
Constitution, and inthe plain meaning and intent 
of the express requisition, that the Senate “ shall 
keep a journal of its proceedings;’? and my task 
is to expose the fallacy of those glasses by which 
the advocates of the expunging process would 


| persuade us to avoid the constitutional provision, 


and defeat its purpose. 

My honorable colleague told us with admirable 
gravity that, as it had been the known, invaria- 
ble, and indispensible practice of every legisla- 
tive body to keep a journal of its proceedings, 
the constitutional injunction upon each House of 
Congress to keep a journal, taken substantively 
by itself, is wholly supererogatory; and: that: 
every legislative body has an absolute discretion, 
over its own journal, inherent in the very nature 
of parliamentary institutions; an unlimited right’ 
to make what disposition in respect to them it 
thinks proper, and may exercise such discretion 


: atany time; which he did not attempt to prove by’ 
; argument, but only to establish by precedents. 


And so he concluded, very logically, that we 
have a right to expunge the entry of this offensive 
resolution from the journal of the session of 
1833-34. Never have I read or heard anything 
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Expunging Resolution—Mr. Leigh. 


SENATE, 


put in the form of argument that was so perfect 
a specimen of the petitio principii. The gentle- | 
man has begged the whole question. e has 
stated the propositions it was his duty to prove . 
as postulata; and then concluded to the very prop- 
ositions he had taken for granted. Give him his 
premises; grant that the constitutional requisition 
that we shall keep a journal is supererogatory, 
and so of no effect; allow him to expunge those 
words from the Constitution; and grant, too, 
that every legislative body, the two Houses of 
Congress not excepted, has an absolute, unlim- 
ited discretion to do what it thinks proper with 
its journal, and then I myself should not contro- 
vert the conclusion, that we may expunge this 
entry of the resolution of March, 1834, from our 
journal. But he cannot show a right to expunge 
this entry from our journal, unless he can show 
a right to expunge the injunction to keep the 
journal from the Constitution. ; 

When gentlemen propose to expunge the reso- 
lution of March, 1834, from the journal of that 
session of the Senate, what do they mean by 
expunging? The English verb to expunge, has 
(according to Dr. Johnson) only two senses: 1. , 
to blot out, rub out; 2. toefface, annihilate. The : 
word is used metaphorically, when, in anything 
written for the purpose of being fairly copied or 
printed, a word or passage is struck out by run- 
ning the pen through it, which prevents it from 
being copied or printed, and so expunges it in 
effect. Itisin this sense that Swift uses it in 
the passage quoted by Johnson as an example: 

& Neither do they remember the many alterations, addi- 
tions, and expungings, made by great authors, in those 
treatises which they prepare for publication.” 

But in this sense gentlemen do not mean to ex- 
punge our resolution from the journal; they do 
not profess an intention or wish so to expunge 
it; in truth they cannot so expunge it, for it has 
been already printed and published. i 

Can the resolution be expunged from the jour- | 
nal, in the true literal acceptation of the phrase, 
without a violation of the Constitution? The | 
argument is that the injunction upon each House 
of Congress to keep ajournal issimply a requisition 
to make one, which is to be printed and published, 
and is to be made only for the purpose of being | 
published; that after the publication the duty to 
keep the journal is at an end; the printed copy is ` 
the journal, the manuscript copy is functus officio 
—it is mere waste paper; and the keeping of the 
original manuscript is only matter of form. If 
this be true; what is it—I ask, in the name of 
common sense—what is it gentlemen are propos- | 
ing todo? Not to expunge an entry from the 
journal of a former session of the Senate, but 
only to deface a piece of waste paper they have | 
found in the Secretary’s office, which they or | 
the Secretary, or anybody else that can lay his 
hands upon it, may destroy without fault or 
blame; which they might carry to the President, : 
lay it at his feet, and invite him to trample upon 
this castaway memorial of the transactions of 
the refractory Senate, or throw it into the flames, 
or order it to be burnt by the common hangman; 


| 


which any man may, without fault or hazard, the | 


moment after the expunging process shall be com- 
pleted, tear in pieces, and give to the winds. Do 
gentlemen seriously desire to expunge the reso- 
lution from the journal, in effigy? Can they 
really think that expunging, in this wise, de- 
facing a piece of waste paper, ‘‘ isthe only word 
that can render adequate justice to that man who 
has done more for the human race than any other 
mortal who has lived in the tide of time??? What 
an appropriate act to signalize their real estimate 
of the merits they so highly extol! A 
glorious triumph, what a pani gratification, 
must this ‘avenging word expunge,” thus un- 
derstood and applied, afford the President ! 

But what, in truth, is zhe journal of the Senate? 
The original manuscript journal, made out from 
the minutes of our proceedings, according to the 
rules and orders of the Senate, read over every. 
morning, amended and corrected if erroneous, 
and finally deposited in our archives? or, the 
numerous printed copies, made from a copy fur- 
nished by the Secretary to the public printer, dis- 

ributed to members of Congress, to the federal, 
eXecutive, and legislative offices, the State gov- 
ernments, foreign minjsters, universities, and 


What aij 


| public libraries? Gentlemen say, the printed copy; 
` because, forsooth, a printed copy of the journal 


‘ published by authority is received as primary 


evidence in the courts of justice. True, it has 
been held to be so admissible; but this is ona 
principle of general convenience; because the 
printed copy is very seldom erroneous, and its 
accuracy is hardly ever questioned or question- ' 
able; and because, to require an exemplification 
or an examined sworn copy, in every case in 
which such a document may be wanting for evi- | 
dence, would lead to unnecessary delays, trouble, ' 
andexpense. But to bring this question toa plain : 
decisive test: suppose the journal of the Senate 

should be offered as evidence of any right or 

claim, and it should be alleged that the printed 

copy published by authority varies from the 

original manuscript journal, and this should be ` 
made to appear by an inspection of the original; 

. which would be respected, the printed copy or 

the-original manuscript journal? No one who 

has the least notion of le law of evidence will 

hesitate fortheanswer. The original manuscript : 
journal is the evidence which the court must re- 
spect. 

The printed editions of the Constitution and 
laws of the United States, published by authority, 
are resorted to as evidence of the law in all the 
courts of justice of the Union, State and Federal. 
Is it to be, therefore, inferred that the original 
manuscript enrollments of them are no longer of 
any use? Thatthe laws having been made, printed, 
and published by authority, there is no longer 
any duty to keep the rolls of parchment on which 
they are written? That they may be effaced, 
mutilated, or destroyed, or applied to any pur- 

ose to which they can be applicable? as the 

Monks in the dark ages used the parchments on 

_ which the Latin classics were written, for indit- 
i mpar own worthless treatises of theology. 

i here are two facts in the history of our legis- 

lation which furnish a most apt and perfect illus- 


|| tration of this part of the subject. 


In Bioren’s edition of the Constitution and laws 
of the United States, published by authority, and 
daily resorted to for evidence of the law, in all 
our courts of justice, there is found a thirteenth 
amendment of the Constitution, ordaining that 

; “if any citizen of the United States shall accept 
| Claim, receive, or retain any title of nobility or 
‘honor, or shall, without consent of Congress, | 
accept and retain sny present, pension, office, or 
i emolument, of any kind whatsoever, from any 
| emperor, king, prince, or foreign Power, such - 
| person shall cease to bea citizen of the United 
| Biates and shall be incapable of holding any office 
| of trust or profit under them or either of them.” | 
: But we all know that this is not a part of the Con- 
stitution, that it has not been ratified by a suffi- 
| cient number of States to make it so. And Í see 
It 
: the superintendence of our Secretary, and fur- | 


‘| nished to the members of the Senate, it has been 


i very properly wholly omitted. Now, suppose that 
| any man should receive and retain a present from 
a foreign potentate; suppose, for example, my 
honorable colleague (there is no want of courtesy | 
; in making the supposition, since no one can be- | 
believe the case possible in fact) had, during his | 
|, embassy to France, received a present from Louis | 
Philippe, and retained it for his own use, and his | 
| citizenship and capacity for public office should | 
i| be drawn in question, and impugned on that 
ground, and the fact should be proved by incon- 
testable evidence, I ask him to tell me what ought | 
to be thought of the judges who should take and | 
apply to his case that thirteenth amendment of | 
the Constitution, printed in Bioren’s edition of : 
the laws, published b authority, and deny him | 
| all recourse to the evidence which the journals of | 
the State Legislatures would afford, that this pro- ` 
vision is not a part of the Constitution? i 
At the last session of Congress there was a bill ` 


assed by the other; yet, through inadvertence, | 
it was enrolled, signed by the President of the | 
Senate and by the Speaker of the other House, 
and actually approved and signed by the Presi- | 
dent, The mistake (as I understand) was dis- | 
covered before the acts of the session were printed | 


hatin the copies of the Constitution printed under ' 


that passed one House, but was not, in fact, || 


printed and published by authority; 


this surely, 
would not have been of force to make that a law 


which had received the assent of only one branch 
of the Legislature. But the truth could nowise 


| be ascertained but by an examination of the jour- 


nal. It may be said, indeed, that the truth would 
equally appear by an inspection of the printed 
copy as of the manuscript original. And this 
would be true enough upon the supposition that 
the printed journal is an exact copy of the manu- 


' script, and capable of being verified by a compar- 


ison with it; but if we shall assert and exercise a 
right to expunge any entry from our manuscript 


` journal, and thereby to prevent the insertion of 


it in the printed copy, we shall take away all 
faith, all confidence, all certainty, from the printed 
journal; and if we shall establish the doctrine, 
that the original manuscript need not be preserved 


‘fora moment after the printing and publication 
‘of it, by what possible means shall the true his- 


tory of our proceedings be ascertained? If the 
act I have mentioned, which, though passed by 
only one House, was enrolled and signed by the 
Presiding Officers of both Houses, and approved 
by the President, should be adduced, with all these 
evidences of authority upon it, as the foundation 
of any right claimed under it, and it should be 
objected that the act never received the assent of 
the Senate the answer would be plausible, if not 
conclusive, that, for aught that appears, the Sen- 
ate may have expunged the entry of its assent to 
the act, after it had been perfected by the appro- 
bation of the President, ang that the act must be 
regarded as law. The answer certainly could not 
be refuted by an appeal to any authentic written 
evidence. I beseech gentlemen to reflect upon the 
possible consequences of this “ avenging” pro- 


i cess of expunging—what doubts it may bring 


upon the evidence of our proceedings—how it 


| may impair the authority of our acts—how it 
"may, perchance, have the effect of giving author- 


' tional 


and published, But suppose the discovery had | 
not been so timely made, and the act had been | 


ity to acts as laws, which, in truth, have never 
been passed. 

The original manuscript journal is the journal; 
that journal which the Constitution commands us 
to keep. But gentlemen insist that the constitu- 
i pio iniens that ‘‘each House shall keep a 
journal,’’ imports only that they shall make one, 
without requiring that they shail preserve it. 

This Anglo-Saxon word to keep is generally 
used in a strict literal sense, and then always 
imports to preserve, and nothing else or more. It 
is used in divers metaphorical senses, which, 
from frequency, have the appearance, at first 
view, of being literal; but it always imports the 
idea of preservation or indefinite continuation, 
intended, requested, or commanded. It is never 


| usedassynonymous with makinganything. Every 


child of three years old knows, when his mother 
tells him to keep anything, that she means he is 
to take care of it. The very instances stated by 
the gentleman from Missouri serve to show that 
to keep does not mean to make, but to preserve or to 
continue indefinitely. Take a few of the least 
obvious of them for specimens: ‘* To keep com- 
pany’’ does not mean to make the company one 
keeps, but to frequent one or more persons often 
and habitually, not to pay a casual visit. ‘To 
keep a mill’? means not to make the mill, or to 


: make the grain to be ground, or to grind the 


grain, but to take care of the mill, attend to the 
working of it, preserve the corn for grinding, and 
after it is ground preserve the meal for use. “To 
keep a store,” or “ to keep abar,’’ most certainly 
does not mean to make the goods or the liquors, 
nor (as he supposes) simply to sell them; it 
means to take care of the goods for sale, sell 
them, and preserve the proceeds for further use. 
But let us resort to better authority than either 
the gentleman or I can pretend to be. The Eng- 
lish translation of the Bible is one of the best 
authorities we have in the language for the mean- 
ing, propriety, and purity of words and phrases; 
it is “ the well of English undefiled.”” This word 
keep is very often used in Holy Writ, and always 
imports the idea of careful preservation or end- 
less indefinite continuation. ‘‘ The Lord’s por- 
tion is his people; Jacob is the lot of his inher- 
itance. He found him in a desert land, and in 
the waste-howling wilderness; He led him about, 
He instructed him, He kept him as the apple of 
His eye.” <‘ Except the Lord keep the city, the 
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watchman walketh about in vain.” ‘ Holy f 
Father, keep through thine own name those thou i 
hast given me, that they may be one as we are. Hi 
While I was with them in the world, E kept them : 
in thy name. All thou gavest me I have kept, 
and none of them is lost but the sons of perdi- 
tion.” ‘ Hold fast the form of sound words which 
thou hast heard from me, in faith and love, 
which is in Jesus Christ. That good thing which 
was committed unto thee, keep by the Holy 
Ghost.” So, in the catechism of the Protestant 
Episcopal Church, the child is taught, as a part 
of his duty to his neighbor, ‘to keep his hands 
from picking and stealing, and his tongue from 
evil-speaking, lying and slandering.?’? No one 
would be willing that his children should be 
taught that they are not bound to keep themselves 
steadily in the practice of honesty, truth, and 
charity throughout their lives, and under all | 
temptations; that they may cast them off when- | 
ever it may suit their convenience or gratify their 
assions. One moreinstance, taken from Locke: 
“(ff we would weigh and keep in our minds what 
we are considering, that would instruct when we 
should or should not branch into distinctions.” ` 
Our business is to ascertain the meaning of the © 
phrase used in the Constitution, which expressly 
requires us to keep a journal of our proceedings. 
Gentlemen say this only requires us to make a 
Cournal, and to print and publish it, but not after 
iaving made and published it, to preserve it also, 
To give even a plausible color to this construc- 
tion, gentlemen should at Jeast have shown that 
there can be no possible use in preserving the 
original manuscript journal after the publication | 
of the printed copies. But this they have not. 
attempted, nor (apparently) even thought of. I 
say that to keep a journal means to make one, and 
to preserve the very journal made; and I have ,, 
shown the reason, the use, the necessity, for | 
doing so. 
For the meaning of the phrase, in common ` 
speech, we may safely confide in Johnson. «3? 
journal is “an account kept of daily transactions.” 
‘And the example is extracted from Hayward on | 
Edward V1.—‘‘ Edward kept a most judicious 
journal of all the principal passages of the affairs 
of his estate.” If that precocious Prince only 
made, and took no care to preserve hisjournal, how ' 
came Hayward to know that he made one, and a . 
most judicious one? 
The technical parliamentary meaning of the ;: 
phrase is ascertainable without difficaty, and be- 
yond alldoubt. The kindred phrases—to keep 
the rolls, to keep the records, keeper of the rolls, 
keeper of the records—all imply-the duty of most 
careful preservation. But I find a conclusive au- | 
thority in a passage of the printed speech of the | 
gentleman from Missouri himself. “The clerk ;, 
of the English House of Commons was the keeper ;' 
of the journal, and he took an oath to make true :: 
entries, remembrances, and journals of the things 
done and passed in the House of, Commons. As 
far back as 1641, the clerk was moved against for 
suffering his journals, or papers eommilted to his 
trust, to be taken by members of the House from 
the table, and it was declared that the clerk, who | 
is the sworn officer, and iutrusted with the entries | 
and the custody of the records of the House, ought 
not to suffer any journal or record to.be taken 
from the table or out of his custody; and if he shall 
hereafter do it, after this warning, that at his | 
peril he shall do it.” This account is truly taken 
from Flatsell; and it proves, clearly, that the duty 
of keeping the journal, imposed on the clerk, was 
the duty both of making up the journal faithfully 
and truly, and of preserving Ihe eh so made, 
carefully, in his own custody. And Hatscll else 
where informs us, that in January, 1661, upon 
information given to the Commons, ‘‘that the 
clerk of the Lords’ House permitted the original 
rolla of acts of Parliament to be carried to the 
printer, and that they were ripped in picecs, and : 
blotted and abused, and in danger of being embez- | 
zled or altered, it was ordered that a message be 
sent to the Lords to desire them to give orders 
that these rolls may be Kept in the office, and not | 
delivered to the printer, but that true copies, fairly |) 
written and examined. and attested, may be de- | 
livered to him.” I know not what has been, the 
practice here, in this particylar; but 1 hope our 
tolls are never sent to the priiter. } presume our 


‘ment can, by no violence, be made applicable to 


: rules of Parliainent;”? and this is cited as a war- | 
"rant for appealing to parliamentary precedents, | 


itive! | : 
` Ftis true that,in the t 


ow 


which the enrollments have been previously made. 

, My honorable colleague says that the constitu- 
tional requision to keep a journal of our proceedings 
is mere matter of inducement to the requisition | 
immediately following in the same sentence, to | 
publish the same from time to time; so that we are 
bound to keep, only for the purpose of publishing, | 
and when we have published our whole duty ts | 
fulfilled. Indeed! He finds two positive injunc- ; 
tions in the Constitution respecting the same 
thing, and thinks he may absolve himself from. 


acts are printed from the engrossed bills, from | 
| 
| 
l 
E 
| 
| 


' the abligation of the first by complying with the ` 


last! This isa novel specimen of that kind of. | 
ingenuity by which constitutions and laws have : 


SENATE. 


— 


to be recorded in the journal; and the entries of 
them were in the nature of a record, (in the legal 
signification of the word,) since they contained 
conclusive evidence of private right—the right, 
namely, of the member absent on leave to hig 
wages. I ask gentlemen whether they really 
think that it would have been competent to the 
House of Commons to have expunged from its 
journal the record of a leave of absence granted, 
which it was required by statute to enter, and, 
by so expunging, to have inflicted an ex post facto 
forfeiture of his wages on the member to whom 
the leave ef.absence had been given? These 


‘leaves of absence are the only proceedings ever 


been made to mean anything, everything, nothing, i 
The verbal criticism into which I have entered $ 


may have appeared to some gentlemen trivial, and 
to many superfluous; but I hope it will be remem- 
bered that I have entered into it only for the pur- 
pose of exposing the fallacy of other verbal crit- 


_icisms, by which the plain meaning of the plain |: 
i words of the Constitution has been obfuscated, į 
` and the duty it imp 


oses sought to be avoided. If 
I have ascertained: the true meaning of the con- 
stitutional provision that * each House shall keep 


to make and preservea journal—a fair and full, not ; 
a false journal, garbled, mutilated, or. defaced; | 
and if the original manuscript be the journal, the 


` question, oe would think, isat an end, Butao; į; 


precedents have been brought to bear upon the 
subject—forced, indeed, into, the service—the au- 


t 
thority of which, it is supposed, will outweigh | 
[i 


the. conclusions of reason. . 
The precedents of expunging entries from the 
journals of either House of the English Parlia- 


the purpose. The journals uf the two Houses of : 
Parliament are kept in pursuance of a simple order 

of each House; and in the expunging of any | 
entry froni-the journal of either, the House merely. | 
disregards its own order, which, ag it was arz: 
dained by its own several authority, may, by itg | 
several authority, toa, be suspended, avoided, or | 
contravened at its discretion. The duty of the | 
two Houses: of Congress to keep a journal of | 
their proceedings, is imposed by the Constitution; | 


by. the sovereign autbority, whose commands | 


neither branch of the Legislatare, nor the whole 


Legislature, is competent to annul or dispense | 


with, The rules, orders, and usages, by which 
each House of the British Parliament. governs 
itself, are not law, in the absolute sense of the 


: word, much less constitutional law. Butthe rules |! 


prescribed to the two Houses of Congress by the 
Constitution are part of (what Bacon justly and ` 
happily calls) the leges legum—the laws by which 
the Legislature itself, and the laws it makes, are 
governed, controlled, aud limited. Mr. Jefferson | 
says, in the preface to his Manual, that ‘ the 
law of proceedings in the Senate t 
the precepts of the Constitution, the regulations 
of the Senate, and, where these are silent, of the 


ona point where the Constitution is not silent ! | 
—where: its precept is express, plain, and pos- | 
ee ; 


heory and practice of the 
British Government, the Parliament is omnipo- 
tent: the constitation itself ma be changed by 
the acts of three estates, King, Lords, and Com- 
mons concurring. And gentlemen think they 
found an act of Parliament whereby the House 
of Commons is required to keep a journal of its 
proceedings; and thence they*infer, that the pre- 
cedents of expunging entries fram its journal by 
order of the House are an authority for us. to 
expunge an entry from our jourral. 
they allude to is that of 6 Henry chi 
hich recites that many members of the House 
of Commons left their places before the end of : 
the session, 

matters were usually enacted at 
session; and, therefore, enacts tha n 
‘shall depart without license to be entered of record _ 
in the book of the Parliament, appointed, or to be 
appointed, for the Commons House,” upon pain | 
of forfeiting his wages, payable by his country, | 
&c. Now, it is plain that it was only these 
leavés of absence that were require 


the end of the, 


is composed of |: 


The statute | 
‘VLLL, chapter 16, © 


jar consideration. Really, sir, one that did not 


required by any statute to be entered. on the jour- 
nal of the Commons: and these, obviously, they 
could not, without a plain violation of right, have 
expunged from the journal. That the requisi- 
tion of the statute was confined to that particular 
procecding—that the Commons themselves did 
not regard it as requiring them to keep æ- general 
journal of ils proceedings—is absolutely certain. 
For Hume says it was not till the reign of James 
L, namely, in July, 1607, that an order was en- 


tered by the Commons, for the first time, for the 
t ¢ t l l i regular keeping of their journals; and we learn 
a journal of its proceedings;’’ if that requires us | 


from Hatscll, that this order was, repealed in 
May, 1621, by a resolution of the Commons, 
that ‘all theiy proceedings should be entered 
there, and kept as records;”’ that is, as | under- 
stand it, not that all their proceedings were mat- 


i} ters of recard, in the legal meaning of the phrase, 


but-only that their journals should be kept in the 
way records are kept. oe 

Not to pass over without notice other authori- 
ties referred to by gentlemen to show shat the 
duty of the two Houses of the British Parliament 
to keep journals of their proceedings rests on a 
like foundation with our duty to keep a journal 
of our proceedings, I have to tell the Senate that 
the passage in Hatsell referred to by my honor- 
able colleague (3 Hutsell, 28, 29) only states that, 
in March, 1606, the Commons. insisted that theis 
Hause wgs a comt, while, nt the same time; they 
have always.denicd that their journals were pub- 
lic records. The Lords denied that the Commong 
were a court. The Commons referred to the stat- 
ute of 6 Henry VIL , chapter 16, requiring leaves 
of.absence to be entered of record in, their journal, 


` by way of argument to support their claim; but 


the point was left, md yet. remains, undecided. 
Hatsell further informs:us that the great lawyers 
of those. times entertained. different opinions on 
the question; that Coke earnestly maintained that 
the Commons were a court of record; but it ap- 
pears from 4 Inst., 23, 24, referred to by the gen- 
teman from Missonri, that Coke only held tbat 
the Commons are a court of record in cases where 
they act judicially. 

_ And now, six, Ï repeat with perfect confidence, 
that, asthe keeping of the journals of the two 
Houses of the British Parliament is required on 


| by the orders of each House, made by itself, an 


and that many great and weighty |; 


t**no member ` 


i 


for itself, severally, no precedents of either House, 
dispensing with or contravening its own orders, 
by expunging any part of its journal, ean be any 
authority or any apology to us, who are com- 
manded by the Constiratian to keep a journal of 
our proceedings, for expunging any part of our 
journal. ‘Fhe same reasoning applies with equal 
force to avoid the authority of any precedent of 
expunction ordered by any Colonial of State 
Legislature in our own country’, before or since 
the Revolution, whose journals have been kept 
in virtue of its own orders, and nat in pursuane¢ 
of any constitutional provision. os ; 

But the precedents of expunging in the British 
Parliament, that have been brought to the notices 
ef the Senate by.my colleague, are so pregnant 
with instruction on other topice of this debate 
that they cannot be passed over without particuy 


know better, might-have been apt to imagine that 
they were collected and referred to for the pur, 
pose of. confuting some of the leading arguments 
of the gentleman from Missouri, for they are more 
apposite to that purpose than to any other, —_ 
The first instance he mentioned was that whic’) 
occurred in the. memorable proceedings of Par- 
Jiament in the-case of ship-money, during the 
reign of Charles I. The account in gave of the 


d by the statute 1 transaction was so different from my recollection 
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was probably misled by the concise account of 
the proceeding given by Hume, who had no pur- 
ose, and no reason, to enter into details,) and 
here presented it as an instance in which the 
process of cancellation or expunction was applied 
even to a judicial record. The fullest and most 
authoritative account of the transaction that I 
know of is to be found in the third volume of the 
State Trials; and the story is this: On the 7th 
December, 1640, the Commons voted that the 
levying of ship-money by the Crown, the extra- 
judicial opinions of the judges sustaining the 
King’s prerogative in that respect, delivered in 
the Star Chamber, and enrolled in the courts of 
Westminster, the warrants for levying ship- 
money, called ship writs, and the judgment in 
the Exchequer against Mr. Hampden, were all 
contrary to the laws of the realm, the rights of 
roperty, the liberty of the subject, former reso- | 
utions of Parliament, and the petition of right. | 
And they afterwards delivered these votes to the | 
Lords, at a conference of the two Houses, and, ' 
at the same time, they gave in articles of impeach- 
ment against Sir Robert Berkley, one of the 
judges of the King’s Bench, in which they 
accused him (among other things) of delivering 
an extra-judicial opinion in the Star Chamber, 
affirming the prerogative of the Crown to levy 
ship-money, and concurring in the judgment of | 
the Exchequer against Mr. Hampden, (setting 
out the opinions and judgment at length;) “all 
which words,” they charged, ‘* opinions, and 
actions, were so spoken and done by him, traitor- 


And now let me tell my colleague that this pro- 
ceeding of the House of Lords is not to be re- 
garded as a case of cancellation by mere authority 
of that House. 
and cancellations were ordered * by judgment of 
the Lords, spiritual and temporal, in the court of 
Parliament.” They professed to act judicially; 
and, in doing so, they assumed jurisdiction to 


| The King, hoping to put 


It will be observed that the vacats - 


; vacate and cancel a judgment which had not been ` 
brought before them by appeal. They had claimed | 
a like jurisdiction before, but, as they well knew, |: 


it had been disputed and denied. Therefore they 
ordered a bill to be prepared to confirm their‘ va- 
cats and cancellations, which bill was passed; and 
it is upon the strength of this act of Parliament 
that the legality of the cancellation rests. 

But the principal purpose for which I have 
called the particularattention of the Senate to these 
proceedings in the case of ship-money, is to show 
that the House of Lords, the high court of im- 
peachment, while an impeachment against one 
judge for illegal, unconstitutional, and extra-ju- 

` dicial opinions and judgments was actually pend- 
ing before them, and impeachments against other 
judges on the like grounds might probably be ex- 


n trated against the 
» In receiving a libelous 


the Lords, on their part, remons 
sonduct of the Commons 
complaint against them and their procecding. A 
long and angry controversy ensued between the 
two Houses. The Commons resolutely forbore 
to act on the bills of supply to the Government. 
g an end to the quarrel, in 
December, 1669, prorogued the Parliament to the 
February following. But when Parliament met 
again, the Commons renewed the quarrel with 
increased warmth. The King, finding that he 
was to get no supply (which was all he cared 
about) till the controversy between the two 
Houses should be terminated, made a speech to 
them, in which he proposed and recommended that 
each should expunge from its journals every cntry 
relating to the subject, so that no memorial should 
be preserved of the proceedings of the Lords 
against the East India Company, or of the con- 
troversy between the two Houses that grew out 
of it. Both Houses saw the wisdom and even the 
necessity of compliance. The Lords expunged 
all, without exception; the Commons entered the 


"© King’s speech on their journal, and expunged all 


the rest. The House of Lords have never since 
attempted to exercise original jurisdiction in any 
civil cause. Now, in fact, here was an expung- 
ing of entries from the journals by the concurrent 
act of the three estates, King, Lords, and Com- 
mons, though it was not effected by a formal act 
of Parliament; and whoever will attentively ex- 


“amine the history of the transaction, (as it 1s re- 


pected, did not regard it as at all incompatible | 


` with their judicial character to declare, by unan- 


imous resolutions, that the acts of the judges were 
illegal and unconstitutional; they did not suppose 
that they were prejudging the person accused, 


ously and wickedly, to alienate the hearts of his | much more those who might be accused; they 
Majesty’s liege people from his Majesty, and to ` understood that the guilt of the judges did not de- 
subvert the fundamental laws and established | pend on the illegality of their opinions and judg- 


overnment of his Majesty’s realm of England.” |: ments, but upon the willful criminal intent imputed ` 
£ esty g p p 


After the conference, and while the articles of | to them. Now, the main argument of the gentle- 


impeachment were pending against Sir Robert 
Berkley, and while, too, it was well known that 
all the other judges who had concurred with hira 
in opinion on the question of ship-money were 
liable to impeachment on the same grounds, the 
House of Lords, on the 20th of January, 1640, 
old style, resolved nem. con. that the ship writs, 
the extra-judicial opinions of the judges therein, 
and the judgment against Mr. Hampden, were 
contrary to the laws and statutes of the realm, 
the rights and properties of the subject, former 
judgments in Parliament, and the petition of 
right; that is, the Lords, though they were to sit 
in judgment upon the articles of impeachment 
against the judges who had affirmed the prerog- | 
ative of the Crown to levy ship-money,condemned | 
the act of the judges as strongly as the Commons, | 
who had impeached one judge, and might, and | 
P RAY would, impeach the others. Onthe 20th | 
February following, the House of Lords ordered | 
that all the rolls containing the opinions of the | 
judges, the judgment against Mr. Hampden, and | 
the records of the proceedings, should be brought | 


into the House; that vacats thereof should be | 


entered ‘‘ by the judgment of the Lords, spiritual | 
and temporal, in the court of Parliament;’? and | 
that the rolls should ‘* be rased cross with a pen, 
and subscribed with the clerk of Parliament’s 
hand.” And this was accordingly done. 

Let me pause here and ask my honorable col- 
league whether he thinks this proceeding a prece- 
dent that we may safely follow throughout? 
Whether, if the Supreme Court should give a 
judgment ever so plainly illegal and unconstitu- 
tional, we could in like manner vacate and cancel 
it? 

Mr. RIVES explained. He was understood to 
say that he was not uninformed of the particulars 
of the proceedings in Parliament on the case of 
ship money,as they had been stated by Mr.Leicu, 
and that he had not referred to them as a prece- 
dent for canceling or expunging a judicial record, 
but simply as an instance in which cancellation 
had been resorted to for the purpose of vindicat- 
ing and maintaining the principles of civil lib- 
erty. 

Mr. LEIGH. I understood my colleague to 
refer to these proceedings as a precedent of ex- 
punging which might serve as an authority for 


“man from Missouri, to show the incompetency 


of the Senate to entertain the resolution of March, ' 
1834—to show that ‘‘expunge is the word,” be- : 


cause it alone can condemn our proceedings as 
having begun in wrong—is, that the resolution 
was an impeachment, trial, and prejudication of 
the President on a criminal charge, though the 
resolution alleged no criminal intent; though no 


man imagined the possibility of an impeachment . 
against the President for the acts which the res- 


olution declared illegal and unconstitutional; and 


though it is perfectly obvious that the illegality . 


imputed to the President’sconduct might be owing 
to error of judgment, without the least intentional 
wrong. And thus this precedent, which my col- 
league has brought with commendation to our 
notice, serves to confute the argument of his friend 
from Missouri; and it serves no other purpose. 


ported in the sixth volume of the State Trials,) 
will see that there was no other way in which the 
object could have been accomplished; for had a 
bill been introduced for the purpose, that would 


: have engendered a dispute concerning other kin- 


dred points of jurisdiction claimed by the Lords, 


and the quarrel between the two Houses would 


have been renewed. 

Bat this case serves to show how and why the 
process of expunction was originally introduced, 
and its meaning, purpose, and effect. It began 
ata time when the two Houses of Parliament 
were not in the habit of printing and publishing 
their journals promptly after each session, and 


| when, of course, the expunging of an entry from 


ii the journal had the effect of preventing the entry 
| 


from appearing on the journal at all when it should 
be printed and published. 'fhey expunged in 


. the sense in which Swift speaks of the “ expung- 


ings made by great authors in those treatises they 
prepare for publication.” They did the very re- 
verse of that which it is proposed we shall now 
do. It will be found by an examination of the 


' printed journals of Parliament for the time (they 


are in our library) that no trace of the proceed- 
ings in or concerning this case of Skinner against 


ii the East India Company is to be found in them. 


The case of Skinner against the East India ` 


. Company, which was the next precedent referred | 
_to by my colleague, (as an instance of expunging | 


- even a judicial decision, ) has been considered im- 
‘portant in England, only because it resulted in 

an informal but effectual settlement of a disputed 
, point of the jurisdiction of the House of Lords 
as a court of civil judicature. Skinner had gone 
| to the East Indies upon a mercantile adventure, 
| but he purchased an island, and endeavored to 


j East India Company thought this an invasion of 
their rights, and they took away his goods, and 
|| drove him from hisisland. Skinner preferred his 
: petition to King Charles II. for redress. The King 


cil, and, after a long delay, sent it to the House 
: of Lords, that it might administer justice. The 
i Lords assumed original cognizance of the case, 
| cited the East India Company to answer Skinner’s 


pany to the jurisdiction, and finally gave judgment 
for Skinner for £5,000. Meanwhile, the Com 
presented a memorial to the House of Commons, 
| complaining of the proceedings of the Lords, as 


| tion ina civil cause, which deprived the Company 
of its right to a trial according to the due course 


jurisdiction claimed by the Lords, as unjust, op- 
pressive, illegal, and against common right; and 


: referred the case first to two members of his coun- | 


pany | 


j an unwarrantable assumption of original jurisdic- | 


of law. The Commons remonstrated against the | 


| establish himself upon it as his own domain. The | 


, petition, overruled the plea put in by the Com- |! 


| the revolution. 


The same remarks are probably applicable to the 
expungingofthe protestof the Tory Lordsin 1690, 
which was the next precedent referred to by my 
colleague. 

In the first Parliament regularly called, after 
the expulsion of James II., and the accession of 
William and Mary to the throne, a bill was in- 
troduced in the House of Lords for recognizing 
the title of King and Queen to the Crown, in 
which a clause was inserted, declaring that the 
acts passed by the Convention Parliament ‘‘ were, 
and are,laws.”’ The Tory Lords, inthe progress 
of the bill, succeeded, by a small majority, in 
having this clause struck out; and the Whig 
Lords protested. In the sequel, the clause was 
reinstated in the bill by a majority of six votes; 
and the Tory Lords, in their turn, entered a 
protest, the terms of which indicated disrespect 
towards the majority, but the principal objection 


| to it was that it, in effect, denied the legal author- 


ity of the Convention Parliament, and so im- 
pugned the fundamental principles of the settle- 
ment that had been so happily accomplished by 
The Whig Lords immediately 
ordered this protest to be expunged from the 
journal. I pray the attentive consideration of 
the Senate to the circumstances of this transac- 
tion. The Tory Lords, as my colleague truly 
observed, had an undoubted acknowledged right 
to enter a protest upon the journal, expressing 


| their dissent from the opinion of the majori 


ty, 
and their reasons for it; the majority, hawiki 
standing, expunged the protest; and this proceed- 
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ing is quoted with approbation, and held up to 
us as an example an authority. The President 
of the United States, who has no manner of right | 
to judge of our rights and privileges, of which 
the Constitution makes us the sole judges—who 
has no color of right to protest against any of our 
proceedings—sent us a protest against our resolu- 
tion of the 28th of March, 1834, and the loudest 
complaints are made against us for refusing to 
consent to thisirregular, unauthorized interference 
with our proceedings, and for declining to receive 
the protest, and entering it on our journal! It is 
said the President’s protest was respectful and 
temperate. That is matter of taste; but, grant- 
ing that that is the true character of the protest, 
the Senate would still, in my opinion, have been 
wanting in a jüst sense of seler apici, careless of 
its own privileges, wholly unmindful of the place 
which the Constitution has assigned to it in the 
system, if it had received such a paper, and en- 
tered it on its journal, and thereby set a prece- 
dent of acquiescence in the pretension of the 
Executive to remonstrate against its proceedings. 

As to the famous case of the Middlesex elec- 
tion, it is true that the resolutions of the House of 
Commons, in 1769, declaring that Mr. Wilkes, 
having been expelled from the House, was inə 
capable of being elected to the same Parliament, 
and that Mr. Luttrel, who had received a com- 
paratively small numberof votes, was duly elected, 
was expunged from the journal in 1782. Mr. 
Fox, who had earnestly supported the resolu- 
tions of 1769, made, indeed, a faint opposition to 
the expunging of them—so faint, that he may be 
regarded as having acquiesced in it, and in effect 
given his consent to it, especially as he held a 
pean in the House which would have enabled 
h. 


im to prevent the expunging, if he had had any ji 


care to do so. The precedent would have been | 
in point to the present purpose of gentlemen, but | 
for this little circumstance—that the House of |; 
Commons is not, as the Senate of the United || 
States is, bound by a constitutional provision, to |; 
keep a journal of its proceedings. 

Ther is another case of expunging, by the 
House of Commons, worthy of particular atten- 
tion, since we happen to have Lord Chatham’s 
opinion upon it. In 1770, the Commons, con- 
sidering the publication of accounts of their pro- 
ceedings and debates a violation of their privi- 
leges, issued warrants for the appresenaion of 
the offending printers. Some submitted; some 
evaded the process, One was arrested and carried 
before Alderman Wilkes, who discharged the | 
printer, and bound him to prosecute the person ' 
who apprehended him for an assault and false i 
imprisonment. Another printer, being arrested | 
bya messenger of the House of Commons, sent | 
for a constable,and delivered the messenger into | 
his custody; and both parties were carried before 
the Lord Mayor of London: the printer, I sup- 
pose, in the custody of the messenger, and the 
messenger in the custody of the constable. The 
Lord Mayor held the arrest of the printer, under 
the warrant of the House, illegal, and discharged 
him, and committed the messenger for illegal 
arrest and imprisonment, till he entered into a 


recognizance to appear and answer an indictment ʻi 
his recognizance was entered | 


for the offense. > 
in the book kept for the purpose; and as it was, 


in case of furfeiture, to be the foundation of a | 


judicial proceeding, it was of the nature of a ju- 


dicial record. The Commons, angry at this re- | 
sistance of its authority, brought the Lord Mayor || 
to their bar, and thought proper to wreak their :; 
vengeance upon the recognizance he had exacted | 
of their messenger, by expunging it from the `: 
book in which it was written. Now, it happened |; 


that not long after the proceedings against the 
printers, a motion was made in the House of 
Lords to expunge from its journal a resolution it 
had adopted, disclaiming all right to express any 
opinion on the proceedings of the Commons in 
the case of the Middlesex election; and this prop- 


Osition to expunge the resolution of the Lords || 


from the journal was earnestly supported by 
Lord Chatham in debate. 
made about the same time, on a motion for an | 
address to the King to dissolve the Parliament, į 
speaking of the misdeeds of the House of Com- | 
mons, he referred to their expunging of the recog- | 
nizance, (which he justly regarded as a judicial | 


But, in a speech he || l é 
| tion, passed a resolution, condemning, in the ; 
| strongest terms, the conduct of impeachable offi- | 
cers as illegal and unconstitutional—though an 


record,) and said that it was the act of a mob, not 
ofa Parliament. In his opinion, then, the Lords 
might expunge a resolution previously adopted 


‘from their own journal, which was kept only ` 
under authority of their own order; but when the : 


Commons expunged a judicial record, which the 
law requires those intrusted with its custody to 
keep, he denounced it as the act of a mob. In 
what words would that great and virtuous states- 
man have described such an act as that now pro- 
osed to the Senate—the defacement, of an entry 
rom the journal of the proceedings of a legisla- 


tive body, which the Constitution of the country, | 


superior to the law, expressly enjoined it to 
eep! i 

With respect to the case of expunction by the 
Legislature of Massachusetts, I have only to say 
that the journals of that body are only required 
to be kept by its own rules or usages, not by an 
constitutional provision. I am surprised that the 
proserdings of the Senate of Tennessee should 
have been referred to at all. That body, sittin 
as a court of impeachment, we are told, entere 
judgment of acquittal one day, and the next day 


the court, being not yet dissolved, expunged the | 


entry. The case is precisely the same as if a 


jury bringing in a verdict are sent back to recon- , 


sider it, and, upon reconsideration, return a con- 
trary verdict. Do not gentlemen know that the 
judgments of every court of justice are in itsown 


breast during the whole term at which they are | 


pronounced, and that that is the reason why the 
court is competent to alter, set aside, or. cancel 
them, at any time during the same term? 

My colleague tells us that the House of Bur- 


. gesses of Virginia expunged the last, and far the 
Henry ’s celebrated reso- ` 


most important of Mr. 
lutions, in 1765, and that the worthiest of our pa- 


triots concurred in the act. If that resolution was | 


expunged, the precedent would be nothing to the 
purpose; because we know there was no consti- 
tutional provision requiring the Colonial Legis- 


lature to keep journals of its proceedings. But, | 


though the fact is stated on the highest authority 
I acknowledge, yet I cannot help thinking there 
may be some mistake about it. There is evi- 


dence, under Mr. Henry’s own hand, thathe was | 


not aware that the resolution was expunged; and 
if it was expunged, all accounts agree that it was 
done in his absence. It is upon the strength of 
that very resolution that we have claimed for him 
the honor of having been the first to set the ball 
of the Revolution in motion. If the resolution 
was expunged, the House of Burgesses threw 
away the palm of glory which Mr, Henry might 


have won, and we of Virginia must concede it to | 


James Otis and Massachusetts. It has hitherto 


been a subject of honorable contention between ` 


us. 
My colleague, with a view to recommend the 
expunging process to especial favor, took the 

ains toexplain to us, thatin every instance which 
has been resorted to in the English Parliament 


i the purpose and the effect have been to vindicate 


some important principle of civil liberty. The 
warmth of his zeal prevented him from perceiv- 
ing the contrast which the story of the proceeding 
we are engaged in will present to the world and 
to posterity. It is as striking as it is melan- 
choly. 


Thus, in the famous case of ship-money, the 
: House of Lords vacated and canceled the opin- ` 


ions of the judges and the judgment against Mr. 
Hampden, in order to condemn, an 


raise revenue for itsel 


by the President, to exercise a complete control 
over the custody of the public treasure, and togive 


| the use and profit of it, in the interval between the 


collection and disbursement, to personsof his own 


selection. We have seen, too, that the House of || 


Lords, in the course of the ship-money transac- 


impeachment against one of them was actually 


pending, and impeachments against others, on į 


, punging our resolution, to establis 


abrogate |: 
forever, a dangerous prerogative, claimed by the || 
Crown upon the yan oe of. old precedents, to |! 

» Without consent or au- | 
; thority of Parliament; but the purpose of the prop- | 
_ osition to expunge our resolution of March, 1834, | 
: from our journal, is, and its effect will be, to afirm i 
; and establish the Executive prerogative claimed 


| journ. 


the same. grounds, were anticipated; which im- 
peachments that House was the tribunal to try 
and determine—without incurring the blame of 
prejudging the cause of him who was accused, 
and of all that might be accused, of participation 
in the act Hectared illegal, But. it is one of the 
main objects intended to be accomplished by ex- 

h the doctrine 
that the judicial powers vested in the Senate by 
the Constitution, instead of being an addition, to 
operate as a limitation upon its legislative powers; 
and that the Senate cannot express an opinion 
against the legality of the measures of the Pres- 
ident, or, by consequence, of any other impeach- 
able officer, without exposing itself to the re- 
proach of impeaching, trying, and condemning, 


' without hearing, the officer who may, by possi- ` 


bility be impeached. 
The expunging of the proceedings and judg- 
ment of the House of Lords, in the case of Skin- 
ner against the East India Company, my colleague 
says, and says justly, was intended (and, in fact, 
accomplished the object) to vindicate the com- 
mon right of the subject to trial by jury in due 
course of law. And he counsels us to expunge 
our resolution for the purpose of acknowledging 
and confirming the power of the President, with- 
out judge or jury, to takeaway the public deposits 
from the Bank of the United States, which the 
bank claimed by virtue of a contract, upon a 
charge alleged by himself of criminal conduct in 
the bank, which the President himself declared, 
afforded just ground for a judicial proceeding 
against it, to revoke its charter. ` 

The expunging of the protest of the Tory Lords 
in 1690, was designed to vindicate the principles 
of the glorious revolution of 1688, which finally 
established and confirmed to the people of Eng- 
land the blessings of civil liberty—the security of 
a government of Jaws, as distinguished from a 
government.of will; and pursuing that end, the 


; Whig Lords expunged a protest which impugned 


the principles of the revolution, though the pro- 
testers had an undoubted right to enter their pro- 
test. . The Senate of the United States is now to 
be condemned for refusing to receive, and insert 
in its journal, a protest of the President against 


' its proceedings, who had no color of right to make 


any such protest—and the justice of the Presi- 
dent’s protest is to be acknowledged, by expung:, 
ing from our journal the entry of the proceeding 
against which he protested. D ee 

The House of Commons expunged its resolu- 


; tion in the case of the Middlesex election, and 


thereby acknowledged the eligibility of all per- 
sons, nut under some known legal incapacity, to 
a place in that House, and (what was infinitely 
more important) the right of the people to be 


| represented by the man of their own choice. Our. 


expungers have never thought of expunging the, 
proceedings on.the subject of the sedition law— 
a statute which invaded the constitutional rights 
of the people, which, in the almost unanimous 


opinion of the nation, uniformly maintained for. 
| thirty-five years, was. plainly unconstitutional, 
, and which, therefore, had its beginning in wrong.. 


They only have recourse to the process of ex- 
punction in order to vindicate and confirm Exec- 


| utive power. 


I cannot, for my part, look at this contrast 
without mortification and alarm. The Parliament 
of England, professing monarchical_ principles, 
have exercised the power of expunging obnoxious 
proceedings, in order to establish principles in 
their nature truly republican. American Senators, 
professing (sincerely, I do not doubt) democratic 
republican principles, flushed with recent victory 
over their, opponents, are endeavoring to apply 
this same process of expunction, in order to estab- 
lish a power in the Executive which appears to 
my anxious mind a monarchical prerogative. I 
do not impute the design to them—I do not, I 
cannot, suspect them of any such purpose. I am 
speaking only of the tendency and effect of the 
principles they are maintaining. 

[Here Mr. L. gave way for a motion to ad- 


Tvespay, April 5, 1836. 


Mr. LEIGH resumed the debate. He said the 
principal purpose of the remarks he had addressed 
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to the Senate yesterday, was to show that the Letters, which I had not read before for moy 
original manuscript journal of our proceedings || years; and whoever will take the trouble to loo 
was the journal which the Constitution required | at the ninth letter, will find this doctrine of equiv- 
us to keep; that the requisition to keep the journal : ocations, as laid down by Filutius and Sanchez, 
imposed on us the duty to preserve it—to preserve and the convenient uses to which it is applicable, 
it permanently and carefully, without defacement fully explained. 
or mutilation; that no authority for expunging But, sir, I presume it will not be affirmed by 
any entry from our journal could be found in any gentleman that it is within the competency 
English parliamentary precedents, or in those of of the Senate, at this session, to exhaust the whole 
any legislative body in America, whose duty to power of the Senate, in all times to come, over 
keep a journal was not imposed by a constitu- this or any other subject; and yet, the act which 
tional provision; and that, consequently, the Sen- we are urged to commit will, in reality, have the 
ate could not expunge the resolution of March, effect of preventing the counteraction of any fu- 
1834, from the journal, in the literal sense of ex- ture Senate. Suppose we were literally to ex- 
unging, without a violation of the Constitution. punge the resolution of March, 1834, from the 
Fie had taken the more pains toestablish this journal, to blot it out; how shal! the Senate, at a 
conclusion on grounds of irrefragable reason, be- future session, entertaining a different opinion of 
cause, in his opinion, it involved the whole ques- the merits of the resolution, expunge the expunc- 
tion. Itseemed to him, indeed, thatthe gentleman tion? How shall it blot out the blots? Shall it 
from Missouri and his colleague both thoughtso, erase them, and reinstate the words of the reso- 
too; for they had exerted their faculties to the lution? Then another obliteration, at a subse- 
utmost to prove the right of the Senate toex- quent session, would effectually prevent the pos- 
punge literally and absolutely, as an essential sibility of ever afterwards replacing them on the 
ground of the argument for expunging, in the journal, let the paper on which it is written be 
typical manner proposed. And he supposed it never so substantial. Suppose the typical pro- 


i 


; propery 


in question, there is no good reason why it may 
not, in like manner, expunge and invalidate any 
entry of any other of its proceedings in its legis- 
lative capacity. Suppose, among the numerous 
private acts passed at the session of 1833-34, 
there was one granting land, money, orany other 

to an individual, which, in the opinion 
of the Senate at the present session, was cor- 
ruptly passed by the majority of the Senate at that 
session, (as a reward, for example, for partisan 
services,) and so had its beginning in wrong; or 


; suppose there was any act passed at that session 


which the Senate at this shall deem unconstitu- 
tional, and for that reason impugn as having 


, commenced in wrong, as gentlemen would have 
_ us impugn the resolution of March, 1834, itis just 
; as much within the competency of the Senate now 


would be very hard for any man who sincerely cess of expunging the entry shall be adopted and 


thought that the Constitution forbade us to ex- 
punge literally, to reconcile it to reason or con- 
science to expunge typically. 

For, (said Mr. L.,) granting it to be true that 
those who havea right to expunge and annihilate 


tertaining different opinions, and following our 
example as to the manner of manifesting and en- 
forcing them, must draw black lines around our 
black lines, and write a sentence of expunction 


any written instrument or evidence, may do any- | across our sentence of expunction; and, if the ; 
thing short of actual expunction and destruction, | party character of the Senate shall afterwards 


which shall indicate the intent to expunge and i| again undergo a change before the present pag 
destroy; those who have no right to expunge || heats shall subside, the process may be reiterated. 
and annihilate the evidence of any particular | This would be farcical, to be sure; but public 
transaction, have no right to declare their will to , bodies, acting under the influence of strong party 
éxpunge and destroy it, in any form of words or _ feelings, are often unmindful of their true dignity, 


action whatever, and to substitute such manifesta- || and sometimes, sacrificing it to the indulgence of | 


tion of their will in place of the act to which they || their resentments, incur the contempt and scorn 


are incompetent. To illustrate this: A testator! they would bring upon others. I wish from my 
has a right to cancel or destroy his own will} and | heart that the proceeding was only ludicrous. I 
if he run a single stroke of his pen across it, with | hope and trust most sincerely that the example 
intent to cancel it, or write “canceled” in the : of this “avenging” process may never be fol- 
margin, without actually canceling it—or if he || lowed; but I am most serious when I tell gentle- 


tear it, with intent to destroy, without actually | men that they are proposing to do what they have | 
y y yare p j f4 y i 


destroying it, no doubt such an indication of his ,, not the moral or the legal power to do; they are 
purposes is proper enough, and may stand for the || vainly attempting to anticipate and ‘prevent the 
act he might rightfully perform. But no one can | 
cancel or destroy his own deed; and, therefore, if || 
he happen to get it into his possession, he has | 
no right to avoid the guilt, and yet accomplish || 
the purpose of destroying it, by any manner of | 
defacement his ingenuity can devise. In sound || 
morality, men may make an indication of their | 
will stand for their act, if they have a right to do 
the act; but if the act be criminal or vicious, even 
the will to do it, without a single step towards 
the accomplishment of it, is not blameless. In 
the present case, sir, 8o entirely does the right to 
expunge the resolution in question from the jour- 
nal, in the emblematical manner proposed, depend 
on the right to expunge it actually and literally, 
that, if we shall adopt this notable device for 
expunging it, this may, and will be regarded as |: 
a precedent, in all future times, to justify an actual || 
obliteration, mutilation, erasure, or other destruc- |! 
tion of the journal, as to any obnoxious pro- |, 
ceeding. | 
There is another objection to this scheme of || 
typical expunction which weighs much on my | 
mind. I hold it the duty of every man to peak 
the simple truth on every occasion, without men- | 
tal reservation or equivocation, and especially in 
this the duty of men acting or speaking in public 
stations, under the sanction of an official oath. || actions, so neither are we bound to keep the 
Now, what is it that is proposed tous? Why, |: journals of our executive or judicial proceedings; 
that we shall pass a resolution to expunge an | that we have the same duty to perform, and have 
entry from our original manuscript journal, by || as Jarge discretionary powers, in respect of one 
drawing black lines around it, and writing “ ex- || as of the others; that, if we may expunge any 
punged by order of the Senate” across it; and, || one entry from the legislative journal, and there- 
In order to obviate a constitutional objection to | by invalidate the act it records, we may expunge 
any defacement of our journal, this is explained || and invalidate any other; that, exactly in the 
in argument to be no expunging at all because it || same manner and with the same effect that we 
will leave the whole entry still perfectly legible; | may expunge and invalidate an entry on our 
and more, that it will not be an expunction of the || legislative journal, we have a right to expunge 
journal, for the original manuscript is not the || and annihilate the legal efficacy of any entry on 
journal. I mean no offense to anybody; but I || our executive or judicial journal. And then Í ask 
must say that, to my heart and understanding, || gentlemen to give their serious and calm consid- 
this is exactly what is called anequivocation. I |; eration to the consequences. 
have taken into my head, during the present ses- If the Senate may expunge, and by expunging, 
sion of Congress, to read Paschal’s Provincial || in any form or manner, invalidate the resolution 


ate of 1833-34. 


us, is really no expunction) of our resolution of 


| nal, (which, however, they say is not the journal 
of the Senate,) as to suppose that they have taken 
so much pains to accomplish an act which, in their 
own opinion, will be in itself absolutely vain and 
| nugatory; and, therefore, Í take it for granted that 
they intend, in the proceeding they propose— 
while they leave the verbal record of our resolu- 
| tion on the journal substantially unimpaired—to 
annihilate its efficiency; and this, in truth, upon 
the supposition that it is within our competency 
so to expunge the resolution, must be the legal 
effect of such an expunction. Now let it be re- 
membered that the duty enjoined upon the Sen- 
ate by the Constitution to keep a journal of its 
proceedings, is equally applicable to all its pro- 
ceedings, legislative, executive, and judicial; that 
if we are not bound to make and preserve a jour- 
nal, fair and unimpaired, of our legislative trans- 


| judgment and action of their successors in all | 
times to come, and to pass and execute final and | 
irrevocable sentence of condemnation on the Sen- | 


I cannot be so wanting in respect to the gentle- | 
men who have so gravely and so earnestly recom- | 
mended this typical expunging (which, they tell , 


March, 1834, from the original manuscript jour- ; 


carried into execution, a succeeding Senate, en- | 


to order all its proceedings manifesting its assent 
to such acts to be expunged from the journal, as 
itis to expunge this resolution. He that shall 
hold such acts would cease to be valid as laws, in 
consequence of the expunging from the journal of 
the evidence of their having been passed by the 
Senate, must admit the competency of the Senate 
alone, by the application of this expunging pro- 
cess, to invalidate, in effect, an act of the whole 
Legislature; and he that shall hold the laws valid, 
notwithstanding the expunging of the proceed- 
ings of the Senate upon them, must admit that 
the act of expunging is a mere nullity; in other 
words, that the Senate has no right to expunge. 
Then, with respect to our executive journal, 
(which it is not our course to publish so promptly 
as our legislative journal,) what would be the 


, condition of a person nominated by the Presi- 


dent to an office, and the nomination confirmed 
by the Senate, but the act of confirmation after- 
wards expunged by order of the Senate? Would 
he be an officer or not? If not no man can feel 
perfectly safe in exercising the functions of an 

office depending on the appointment of the Presi- 
dent, by and with the consent and advice of the 
Senate; or the Senate may, without the concur- 


jj rence of the President, remove the officer, ex- 
‘| punge him from office. 


If, on the contrary, in 
spite of our expunging the confirmation of his 
appointment from our journal, he would still be 
entitled to his office, then our act of expungin 

the entry of confirmation is unauthorized an 

void. But the consequences are yet more glaring 
and enormous when we come to consider the 
possible application of this expunging process to 
the journal of our judicial proceedings. A man 
is impeached before the Senate of high crimes 
and misdemeanors, tried and convicted, and sen- 


| tence of incapacitation for public office solemnly 


ronounced upon him; the court is dissolved, the 
Senate afterwards, becoming convinced of the 
injustice of the judgment and sentence, order 
the entry of them to be expunged from the jour- 
nal. If the Senate is really competent to invali- 
date the judgment by expunging it, his sentence 
is, in effect, reversed, and his incapacity removed; 
and, at any rate, if he shall be elected a member 
of the Senate while the expunging Senate is in 
power, he will be permitted to take his seat there. 
But suppose the accused acquitted, and the Sen- 
ate, at a future day, honestly imputing the ac- 
quittal to partiality or corruption in the Senate 
that tried his cause, should order the judgment 
of acquittal to be expunged from the journal, and 
then a new prosecution should be commenced 
against him on the same charges, how could he 
have the benefit of that inestimable principle of 
justice so dear to the pepi of this land, that 
no man shall be twice brought in jeopardy for 
the some offense? How could he plead his former 
acquittal, and show the record of the fact? If 
the judgment should have been literally expunged 
from the journal, it would be impossible for him 
to make good his defense. And if it should have 
been typically expunged, and the record should 
be produced, with black lines drawn around it, 
(“ black,” as the gentleman from Missouri says, 
“ black as the injustice,’’) and with the “ aveng- 
ing’’ sentence of expunction written across 1t, 
his doom, I apprehend, would be equally certain 
if it should be his hard fate to be arraigned be- 
fore the same Senate that had thus expunged the 
former judgment of acquittal. Again I implore 
gentlemen to forbear. I pray God to put it in 
their hearts to pause, to reflect upon the conse- 
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quence involved in the principle they are main- 
taining, and to spare our country the establish- 


| 


mentof a precedent that may be alleged hereafter | 
asanexampleand authority for wrongs like these. | 


But to all appeals, and all arguments, of this 
kind, my colleague has one general, compendious, 
all-sufficing answer: that it is not fair to argue, 
from the possible abuses of a power, against the 
existence of the power. Did he not perceive that 
that remark, as he applies it, would equally serve 
as an answer to all objections to an assumption 
of any power whatever, which should be dan- 

erous in itself, as well as unconstitutional: or, 
dees he think that an unconstitutional power is 
Jess liable to abuse than a constitutional one? 
Sir, the argument I am urging against the prop- 
osition he has maintained is, that it involves other 
principles plainly unconstitutional; and to show 
the application of which it is susceptible to other 
uses of the same kind, in order to expose the in- 
herent vice of the proposition itself. I have not 
been arguing from the abuses of this expunging 

rocess, but from the uses which the principle, 
if constitutional and just, would as well justify 
as the use to which it is now proposed to apply 
it; and no one, I should think, ought to be more 
sensible than my honorable colleague, of the ex- 
tent to which the authority of precedents may be 
strained; for he has given us a notable example 
of it himself, in the application he has made to 
his present purpose, of the two instances of ex- 
punging that have been found in the proceedings 
of the Senate. 

As to one of them, I have only to state it. 
Mr. Randolph having received information of the 
death of Mr. Pinckney, announced it as a fact to 
the Senate; and the Senate, to testify its respect 
for the memory of a man who had once been so 
distinguished a member of its own body, imme- 
diately adjourned—expressing, of course, the 
reason of the adjournment, which was entered 
by the Secretary on his minutes. It turned out, 
however, that Mr. Pinckney. was not yet dead; 
and the next morning, when the journal was read 


Expunging Resolution—Mr. Leigh. 


it passed in the affirmative, by yeas and nays— 
13 to 8.* The adjourning order follows immedi- 
ately. It has been said that all the Republicans 
voted for and the Federalists against the motion— 


‘how that is, I do not know. Now, the first 
| remark that occurs is, that this is manifestly an | 
: expunction from the minutes, not from the journal; 
‘an order that, in making up the journal, those 


entries on the minutes should not be inserted. 
The next consideration is, that the reasons of 
the expunging nowise appear; they are not stated 
in the proceeding itself, and, I understand, no 
notice of the transaction is to be found in the 
newspapers of the day. For aught that appears, 
the previous entries might have been expunged, 
because they did not truly state the fact when 
they represented that the memorials had been 
received, and leave given to withdraw them; and 
{ have no doubt those entries did not truly state 
the real opinion of the Senate on the subject at 
the time the memorials were first presented. We 
all know how such things are done, especially 
during the hurry of a last day’s session. The 
gentleman from Missouri thinks that the reason 
of expunging the entries concerning those memo- 
rials was, that they contained disrespectful im- 
putations upon the Chief Magistrate and a judicial 
officer; in which his conjecture may be right, and 
I think it probable enough that itis. But, thirdly, 
the least attention to the circumstances of the 
transaction will suffice to convince every mind 
that hardly any thought was bestowed upon the 
expunging, as very little could have been given 
to the proceeding ordered to be expunged; that 
both probably passed sub silentio; that the con- 
stitutional question as to the right of the Senate 
to expunge any proceeding from its journal was 


, not suggested, much more discussed. And is 


according to the rule, ‘to the end that any mis- | 
take might be corrected that had been made in | 


the entries,” the Senate ordered the entry maine 
the fact of Mr. Pinckney’s death to be expunge 
from the journal. This was not, indeed, as my 
colleague says, a correction of a mistake of the 
Secretary in making the entry; but it was a cor- 
rection of a mistake, in point of fact, into which 
Mr. Randolph had fallen, and had misled the 
Senate. Whether the correction was strictly 
within the rule of the Senate as to correcting 
mistaken entries in its journal, no one thought 
of inquiring at the time, and I shall not now stop 
to inquire: the correction was intended to be made 
in conformity with that rule of the Senate for 
making up the journal, which the Constitution re- 
quires the Senate to keep. 

The other instance of expunging by the Senate 
is hardly more important in itself, but it calls for 
a more particular consideration. 


it appears, by the rough minutes taken at the 
table, that Mr. Adams presented two petitions of 
S.G. Ogden and W. S. Smith, and the first entry 
on the minutes in respect to them is, ‘‘ read and 
to lie;’’ then, ‘‘ motions be rejected;’’ then the 
words be rejected struck out with a pen, and 
instead of them, “leave to withdraw’? inserted. 
After this, there is an entry more in detail—that 
“ Mr. Adams communicated two memorials from 
5. G. Ogden and W. S. Smith, stating that they 
are under a criminal prosecution for certain pro- 
ceedings, into which they were led by the circum- 
stance that their purpose was fully known to and 
approved by the Executive Government of the 
United States,” (the prosecution, we know, was 
for the part the memorialists had taken in Mina’s 
expedition,) complaining of such maltreatment 
by the district judge of the United States at New 

ork that the grand jury had made a presefitment 
against the judge for it, and praying relief from 
Congress; and then the entry is, ‘on motion, 
ordered, that the memorialists have leave to with- 
draw their memorials respectively.” Finally, 
the last minute of the proceedings of this last day 
of the session was, ‘* on motion that everything 
in the journal relative to the memorials of S. G, 
Ogden and W. S. Smith be expunged therefrom, 


On the 21st į 
April, 1806, being the very last day of the session, | 


such a precedent of expunging as this—an ex- 
punction from the minutes of the Secretary, not 
from the journal made up by the Senate to be kept— 


founded on what reasons no one knows, and 


none ever inquired, done in haste, and amidst the 
confusion of the last moments of an expiring 
session—ordered without discussion, and prob- 
ably without a question made as to the constitu- 


tional propriety of the proceeding, so passed as | 
to attract no attention, to elicit no investigation— , 


is such a precedent to be gravely, much more 
triumphantly, quoted as an authority in. this 
debate? 

But suppose that vote of April, 1806, was (what 
it certainly was not) a deliberate expression.of the 


opinion of the Senate on the very point, that the | 
_, it could not have afforded him any justification; 
j and I say, before high Heaven, that if all the 
| great and good men of the Revolution had signed 


Senate may constitutionally exercise a discretion 
to expunge from its journal, at any time, the entry 
of any proceeding which it disapproves as irreg- 
ular and unjust; it would only add another in- 
stance to the thousands with which all history 
abounds, of the truth of the common observation, 
that itis during the administration of the most 


: popular Chief Magistrates that preeedents dan- 


gerous to liberty are most to be apprehended, 


most to be deprecated, and most carefully to be | 
avoided; not on account of any design on their | 


part, or of vicious design in any quarter, but. 


t 


simply because confidence in them not only serves 


to give authority to their example, but disarms 
the public mind of that wholesome jealousy, that 


constant vigilance, which (as Mr. Jefferson. has | 


himself justly said) is the eternal price that men 
must pay for liberty. Todo Mr. Jefferson jus- 
tice, it must be remarked that there is not the 
least reason to believe that he approved, or even 
knew, of that expunging order of the Senate in 
April, 1806, much more counseled or wished it. 

hether the present Chief Magistrate has taken 
any pains, or expressed any wish for the accom- 


plishment of the expunction now:proposed, I do 


not know; though I could give a shrewd guess. 


There was another precedent during Mr. Jeffer- | 
son’s administration, which I shall mention, to ; 


illustrate the wonderful power and influence of 
poran in human affairs. In December, 1787, 

r. Jefferson wrote a letter to Mr. Madison on 
the subject of the present Constitution of the 


* Mr. Letau forgot to ask what those gentlemen would ; 


think of the authority of this precedent, who maintained 
the opinion that the Senate had no constitutional right to 
refuse to receive the memorials of the Abolitionists, or any 
other petition not disrespectful to the Senate or some mem- 
ber of it, or any petition, no matter what its character. 


‘| stitutional doctrines it inculcates. 

| was a precedent of military arrest, set even dur- 

| e ’ e o . ` . 
ing Mr. Jefferson’s administration, without being 
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United States, then recently framed, but not yet 
adopted, in which one of his chief objections to 
that instrument was the omission of a bill of 
rights, providing (among other things) for ‘‘jury 
trial,’’ and ‘the eternal and unremitting force of 
the habeas corpus laws;’’ and he repeated the ob- 
jection in letters to another correspondent after- 
wards. He was not then content with the provis- 
ion of the Constitution (art. I, sec. 9) that “the 
privilege of the writ of habeas corpus shall not be 
suspended,” (that is, even by Congress,) ‘‘unless 
when, in cases of rebellion or invasion, the publio 
safety may require it’’—he thought there ought 
to be ‘*no suspension of the habeas corpus.” For 
my perl Iam content with the security provided 
by the Constitution, if it shall be fairly observed. 
Now, in the winter of 1806-07, General Wilkinson 
made a military arrest of three persons in New 
Orleans—Swartwout, Bolman, and Alexander, 
and sent them to Washington; and it was not till 
they got here that they were discharged on a 
habeas corpus by the Supreme Court. They belonged 
not to the Army; they were nowise amenable to 
martial law. As to the two first, there was reason 
to believe that they were implicated with Colonel 
Burr in his projects, whatever they were; for to 
this day the publicis not informed what they were. 
But against Alexander no evidence of guilt, no 
ground of suspicion, that I remember, ever ap- 

eared ; no colorable pretext was stated to the pub- 
ic for his arrest. Did Mr. Jefferson censure these 
illegal arrests, made by an officer subject to his ab- 
solute control? Did he disapprove this violation 


: of the personal security of the citizen, by military 


power? Did he call the General to any account? 
Did he order an inquiry? I only know that the 
President of the United Rates gave the General his 
countenance, approbation, and support; and the 
confidence of the public in the President’s pru- 
dence and justice, and their detestation of the 
guilty. schemes imputed to Colonel Burr, had the 
effect of exempting General Wilkinson from 
blame. And in September, 1810, Mr. Jefferson 
wrote a letter toa Mr. Colvin, in which he deliber- 
ately justified General Wilkinson’s conduct, upon 
the ground of the necessity of the case, which, as 
he states it, was the oddest case of necessity that 
ever was imagined; the letter has been published 
by his grandson. The fact of entertaining such 
an opinion was generally known, or at least re- 


| ported at the time. The necessity of the case 
| might (for aught that I know) have afforded an 


excuse for General Wilkinson’s conduct—might 
have entitled him to pardon and indemnity; but 


that letter with Mr. Jefferson, I would still lift up 
my voice to protest against the dangerous uncon- 
There, then, 


seriously questioned, and without exciting any 
jealousy or alarm in the public mind. 

Some few years afterwards, General Jackson, 
charged with the defense of New Orleans against 
an invading army, improved upon the precedent; 
abrogated the privilege of the writ of habeas cor- 
pus for a time, proclaimed martial law, and turned 
the State Legislature out of doors. His conduct, 
too, may have been prudent and founded in laud- 
able motives; he, too, might have been entitled 
to complete indemnity; but he violated the Con- 
stitution of his country—he suspended, for the 
time and place, the sacred principles of civil 
liberty. The glory of the victory of New Orleans 
justified all; and great glory there was, and great 
good accomplished for his country, I willingly 
acknowledge—though (by the way) in my opin- 
ion, his fame as a general rests more on hia 
spirited and judicious attack upon the enemy on 
the 23d December, than on his crowning victory 
of the 8th January. Allow him the fullest meed 
of praise, still, the sense of that brilliant and 
most important public service, the gratitude it 
deserved, the admiration it excited, the glory it 
achieved for the general and the nation, ought 
not to have stifled our love and care for the Con- 
stitution. He was entitled to honor and grati- 
tude for the good he did, and to indemnity for 
any wrong he committed through necessity, and 
with virtuous motives; and that was the most. 
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H: knows nothing of the principles of the Con- 
stitution, and nothing of the influence of danger- 
ous precedents, who is willing that that conduct 
of General Jackson should be represented as jus- 
tifiable. During the second administration of 
Lord Chatham, a proclamation was issued, under 
an apprehension of scarcity, prohibiting the ex- 
portation of corn, and thus suspending the statute 
law of the land; and he ard Lord Camden, too, 
insisted that the proclamation was strictly justi- 
fiable. They supposed a necessity, (of which 
the Kine was to judge,) and, founded on that 
necessity, attributed to the Crown a legal power 
to suspend the operation of a statute, not given 
by the statute itself; and they even opposed an 
indemnifyivg bill. They incurred the reproaches 
of their warmest friends and admirers for holding 
such laneuage—the only language, perhaps, that 
ever fell from the -lips of either, which offended 
against the gencral principles of civil liberty. 
Junius told Lord Camden that an Englishman 
“should not suffer dangerous precedents to be 
established because the circumstances are favor- 
able or palliating; that, instead of asserting that 
the proclamation was legal, he should have said: 
‘I know the proclamation was illegal; but I ad- 
vised it because it was indispensably necessary 
to save the kingdom from famine; and I submit 
myself to the justice and mercy of my country.’ ”’ 
And, sir, that is the true doctrine. ` 
But General Jackson succeeded in establishing | 
a second precedent in our history, of an unques- ' 
tioned violation of the privilege of the writ of 
habeas corpus. And afterwards, again, in time of 
profound peace, at Pensacola, he established a 
third precedent of the same Rind; and this again 
passed unquestioned; indeed, it was defended and 
justified, on the ground that the constitutional 
privilege of the writ of habeas corpus did not ex- 
tend to the Territories of the United States. He 
has been since twice elected to the high office of 
Chief Magistrate to this great and free eountry, 
and if his admirers had been content with saying 
that the people have elected him because, in their our legislative capacity at all, and incompatible 
estimate, his merits and services far outweigh his with our judicial functions and duties; that the 
faults and errors, though I never have concurred, résolution is an impeachment of the President of 
and never can concur, in that opinion, I should a high crime or misdemeanor, which the House 
not have adverted to the disagreeable topics [have : of Representatives alone has the power to prefer; 


i. : 7 : 
i ing found in the proceedings of the Senate. Sir, 
‘i we shall find it an eternal truth that there is no 


' other course to be taken in a settled state than a 


far as to make the least breach in the Constitu- 


I quote the words of Swift, a monarchist and a 


Republicans of this country will do well to hearken 
to and remember. 


journal, literally or figuratively, is wholly irrec- 
oncilable with the Constitution upon any fair 
construction of its words; and that no authority 


dent whatever at all applicable to the purpose, or 
entitled to the least weight. I think myself war- 
ranted in saying, too, that if the Senate shall 
adopt this proposition,and carry it intoexecution, 
it will set a precedent fraught with the most dan- 
gerous and pernicious consequences. But there 
was one position taken by the gentleman from 
Missouri, (which, indeed, I consider as the main 
gtound of his argument,) so important in itself, 
that I have reserved it for a separate considera- 
tion. 

I understand the gentleman to insist that it will 
not suffice to reverse, repeal, rescind, annul, make 
void, the resolution of March, 1834, because “all 
these admit either a legal or an innocent begin- 
ning;” and that expunction is the proper remedy, 
because ‘‘that implies an original wrongful pro- 
ceeding, which infers misconduct as well aserror, 
and requires rebuke as well as reversal.’” And his 
leading argument to prove that the resolution began 

‘| in wrong is, that the Senate had no right to enter- 
, tain and act upon such a resolution; that it was 


now mentioned; but we are constantly told that l: that we impeached the President, tried him with- . 


the people have approved, justified, sanctioned , out a hearing, prejudicated his cause, convicted 
all his conduét. Since he has been in the admin- him, and only abstained from passing sentence 
istration of affairs, precedents favorable to the of incapacitation upon him. This argument was 
extension of executive power, to a degree that I | first suggested to my mind by a gentleman from 
had never imagined the possibility of, have been New York, (Mr. Wricur,] in a speech in the 
multiplied, and are multiplying. [I look to the 
consequences with terror. God grant I may be 
mistaken in my impressions of the past, and my 
forebodings of the future; but I must declare my 
opinion, that never did any Republic make such 
rapid strides towards pure monarchy as we have 
done within these few years past. Saying this, 
let me be understood: I impute no such designs 
to anybody, mach less do I impute any inclina- 
tion for monarchy to the great body of the people. 
I believe no republican people ever knowingly, 
and of purpose, gave up the blessings of free gov- 
ernment; but in the heat of violent political con- | 
tentions, the official agents of the people, and the | 
people themselves, have but too often unwarily | 
concurred in introducing and sanctioning prin- | 
ciples of administration which, once put into ' 
operation, work with uncontrollable effect, be- 
side and beyond the origina] purpose and design, | 
and, in the end, endanger the very being of the | upon the face of the resolution itself, no argument 
Republic. And this, in my opinion, is what we can make it plainer. ` ee ee 
have been and are now:doing. The very confi- | -`The gentleman from Missouri, as if sensible 
dence we have in ourselves and in our institu- i that the resolution itself imported no ‘criminal 
tions, as it stiftes in the public mind that jealousy, |: charge, has, in the pteamble to the resolution’ he 
vigilance, and cate, so essential to security, is a | has now offered us, recited: the resolution which 
principal source of our danger. © = | || wae first proposed concerning the retnoval of the 
Well was it said the other day by'the gentle: | public deposits fror the Bank of the United States 
man from South Carolina, [Mr. Catiroun,] that | as a key, I suppose, to unlock the meaning of thé 
precedents apparently trivial are often. of the ut~: resolution that was adopted; and, in his speech, 
most importarce, because they may be applied, '| he has referred’ to speeches made in the debate 
stretched , or perverted to cases never apprehended || on the subject, in: ordér to ascertain from them 
or foreseen; and that precedents affecting consti- || that criminal. motives-and design were intended 
tutional questions are rarely resorted to as author- || to be imputed to the President. Sir, to my mind, 
ity for the exercise of any but doubtful powers, | 


i the first ‘résolution Pro popel; concerning the re- 
for the plain reason that the authority of: prècė- oë 


; r moval of the deposits, does not vary, in this. par- 
dents is never necessary unless the power they | ticular, from the resolution thatwas finally adopted; 
are wanted to sustain is donbtful: - Witness the 


> 
use now made of the two! precedents of expang: | 


| well. It was repeated in the President’s protest 


ensued. I reéxamined it; I expected to hear it 
‘ reiterated on this occasion; but, if it be well con- 
sidered, | am persuaded it will never be repeated 
again. 

The resolution declares ‘‘ that the President, in 
© the late executive proceedings in relation to the 
` revenue, had assumed upon himself authority and 
power not conferred by the Constitution and laws, 
but in derogation of both.” The words cannot 
be tortured into an allegation that the President 
willfuliy assumed arid exercised illegal and uncon- 
atitutional power; no criminal intent is charged , 
expressly or by implication; the language is (and 
was, in fact, intended to be) carefully confined to 
the acts of the President, without impugning or 
touching his motives at all. If this is not plain 


there is no charge of criminal intent; no imputa- 
tion on -the Presidéent’s: motives, in the first: any 


steady, constant resolution never to give way so || 


tion, through which a million of abuses and en- ` 
croachments will certainly in time force theirway. | 


Tory, to be sure, yet they are the words of polit- | 


ical prudence and wisdom; they embody the les- | 
sons and the warnings of experience, which the | 


- And now, sir, I think myself well warranted in i 
saying that the expunging of the resolution of | 
the Senate of the 28th of March, 1834, from the ` 


for such expunction can be found in any prece- | 


an act of a judicial nature, not belonging to usin | 


; debate on the resolution, and I then weighed it | 


against our proceedings, and the debate which | 


SENATE. 


| more than in the last. But suppose there were— 
| witt what color of reason or justice can the gen- 
| tleman from Missouri, in order to ascertain the 
i| meaning of the language which the Senate used, 
| have recourse to language which it did not use? 
resort toa resolution which the Senate did not 
adopt, to find a reason for reprobation of that 
| which it did adopt? As to the speeches that were 
i. made on this floor, which, in the gentleman’s ap- 
| ponasa, distinctly imputed willful guilt to the 
| President, I cannot take upon me to contradict 
| him, for I was not then here, and did not hear 
|. them; the debate was drawing to a close when I 
| took my seat in the Senate. I can only say that 
| Tread no reported speech containing any violent 
denunciations of guilt and crime, at all answering 
_the description he has given. But here, again, | 
ask, what right has he thus to take the sentiments 
of particular members expressed in debate, as a 
certain exponent of the sentiments of every other 
Senator who, in the result, votes with him? Does 
| he suppose that every gentleman who votes with 
him, on any question which he debates, enters 
into all the feelings, motives, and sentiments, 
' adopts all arguments that influence his judgment 
and conduct, and makes them his own? 

But I recall the attention of the Senate to this 
singular method of detecting offense in the reso- 
lution of March, 1834, chiefly for the purpose of 

| showing the manner in which it affects the free- 
, dom of speech in this body, and the reverential 
| awe with which it supposes we ought to examine 
the official acts of the President. All proper de- 
; corum and respect ought to be preserved towards 
him, I agree, for his sake, for our sake, out of 
respect to the public, out of a just sense of the 
' dignity of the Government; but shall those strong 
_ Cif you please, too strong) expressions of disap- 
probation or censure, which fall from gentlemen 
in the ardor of extemporary debate, which, per- 
haps, in cooler moments, they would have left 
unsaid—shall these be treasured up in memory, 
and urged asa censure, not only against them, 
|| but all that vote with them upon the question in 
| debate? What is this sanctity in the office of 
: President of the United States, which all men 
li should have forever before their eyes, present in 
| their thoughts, inviolable in their speech ? No 
such sanctity hedges the impeachable ministers 
| of the British Government. Lord Chatham once 
|, said, in the House of Lords, that the Minister 
| (the Prime Minister) had'‘advised the King to 
|; tell a deliberate falsehood. The gentleman from 
Missouri says, ‘* we have borrowed largely from 
our English ancestors,’’ and, because we have 
| so borrowed, results the precious and proud grat- 
ification that our America now ranks among the 
|! great and liberal Powers of the world; and he 
: traces our dearest institutions to English origin. 
I hope we have not forgot to borrow from them 
freedom of parliamentary debate. That high en- 
comium which the gentleman Pronounce? upon 
our English ancestors is just and true, and, there- 
fore, I was pleased to hear it fall from his lips; 
| but if it had come from me, it would have been 
regarded as a proof of my aristocracy; for it has 
often been imputed as aristocracy in me, that 
I make frequent reference to English history, 
(which, in truth, I have réad more of than any 
other, but only because it has been more acces- 
sible to me,) that I have studied the history of 
the English Government and laws, and imagine 
that instruction may be found in them applicable 
to our own. Tamcontent to bear the imputation. 
If the fact, without any criminal intent, consti- 
tutes guilt, I must be convicted; I know no 
method of acquiring a thorough knowledge of 
our own institutions but by cultivating a knowl- 
edge of English institutions.: `. 

‘In all impeachments that I have ever seen, the 
facts of misconduct, are specifically alleged, and 
some criminal iritent, more or less heinous, ex- 
pressly imputed to the accused. We have seen 
that in the articles of impeachment against Sir 
Robert Berkley, for his extra-judicial opinions, 
and his concurrence in the judgment against Mr. 
Hampden, in the case of ship-money, the opin- 
ions and the judgment are set outat large; the 
fact that they gave them, and the gross illegality 
of them, are dameng aswel and then it is 
charged that all those ‘words, opinions, and 
attions were só done and spoken by the said Sir 
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alienate the hearts of his Majesty’s liege people 
from him, and to set a division betwixt them, and 
to subvert the fundamental laws and established 
Government of his Majesty ’s realm of England. ” 
And whoever will search the numerous precedents 
of articles of impeachment in England, I will 
answer tor it that he will find this precedent sub- 
stantially complied with, in charging the facts 
and laying the criminal intent. The gentleman 
from Missouri says that no criminal intent is 
charged in three of the articles of impeachment 
against Judge Chase, and (as I understand him) 
in one of the articles against Judge Pickering. 
The gentleman is certainly mistaken. The crim- 
inal intent is distinctly charged in all of the eight 
articles against Judge Chase, except one; that, 
namely, in which it is alleged that, in Callender’s 
case, he did not conform wìth a statute of Virginia 
regulating the process in prosecutions of misde- 
meanor. That article alleges the departure from 
the law, butomits to allege that he did so willfully, 
or even that he was aware of the provisions of 
the statute; and upon that charge he was, of 
course, unanimously acquitted. The article of 
impeachment against Judge Pickering, in which 
the gentleman supposes no criminal intent was 
laid, imputes to the judge the grossest intemper- 
ance and indecency in the judgment seat; nor 
could the criminality of such conduct (than which 
hardly any official misconduct could be more 
clearly criminal, however it might be more hein- 
ous) have been more strongly and expressly 
charged. He was convicted upon this charge. 
The gentleman says that, in fact, the Judge was 
insane, and was incapable of crime. How the 
gentleman got his information I do not know; he 
certainly did not get it from the record. [Here 
Mr. L. referred to the record of the impeach- 
ments and trials of Judge Pickering and Judge 


Chase, in the journals of the Senate, and showed | 


the exact state of the facts.] 


The resolution of the 28th March, 1834, de- | 


clares that the President’s conduct in relation to 
the revenue was illegal and unconstitutional, with- 
out more. Gentlemen say that the fact alleged 
implies crime; that it implies a violation of his 
official oath ‘*to preserve, protect, and defend 
the Constitution of the United States.” Now, 
in the first place, let us advert once more to the 
proceedings in the ship-money case, which my 
colleague has quoted with so much approbation, 
where the House of Lords declared the extra- 
judicial opinions of the judges, and the judgment 
against Mr. Hampden, illegal and unconstitu- 
tional in the strongest terms, without imagining 
that that declaration was a prejudication of the 
impeachment against one of the judges then pend- 
ing, which the Lords, as the high court of im- 
peachment, were to try; in other words, that it 
did not occur to them that the fact of extra-judi- 
cial illegal conduct implied crime. 


I know mankind too well. It has been said that, 
if men’s passions could be made to enter into the 


plainest proposition in Euclid; and there is no 
passion so apt and so potential to influence and 
determine the judgments of public men as party 
spirit. Gentlemen in both Houses of Congress 
are daily alleging that measures strenuously main- 
tained by others are unconstitutional, plainly un- 
constitutional; yet no one ever thinks of givin 

or taking offense, which surely all would do i 

they thought that to allege unconstitutional con- 
duct is to charge willful guilt. The President has 


often put his veto on acts passed by both Houses | 


of Congress, on the ground that he thought them 
unconstitutional. I can hardly believe that he 
meant to charge the majority of bo 


breach of their official oaths. card t 
judgments of the Supreme Court publicly im- 


pugned as being contrary to the Constitution. I) 


ave heard Chief Justice Marshall’s opinions so 
impugned by men who entertained the highest 


Robert Berkley, traitorously and wickedly, to 


In the next ` 
place, let me ask gentlemen whether they sup- 
pose that, in maintaining that this expunging pro- ` 
cess they are so intent upon is unconstitutional, ` 
in declaring my opinion (as I do most conscien- | 
tiously) that it is a plain violation of the Consti- |! 
tution, I mean to charge them with a willful viola- | 
tion of the Constitution and of their official oaths? i 


th Houses with 
an intentional violation of the Constitution and | 
I have heard the |} 
prope opa any resolution impugning the 


respect for his abilities and integrity, and would 


have considered it a reproach to themselves if 
they had been gravely told that they had imputed 


to the court a willful departure from right, truth, | 


and justice. Sir, there is but one hypothesis upon 
which the allegation made in the resolution of 
March, 1834, that the President’s conduct was 
illegal and unconstitutional, can imply crime, and 
that is, that his judgment is infallible, and that 
it is morally impossible for him to do an illegal 


and unconstitutional act through error of judg- : 
' There : 
1s no man whose judgment I should esteem infal- ` 
lible on such a subject; and the President is one’ 


ment. That is very far from my opinion. 


of the last men to whom I should attribute any 
such infallibility. And though I believed at the 
time I gave my vote on the resolution of March, 
1834, that the conduct of the President therein 
referred to was illegal and unconstitutional, and 
though that is still, and probably will always 
continue to be, my firm, undoubting opinion, I 


have no hesitation in saying that if the President | 


had been regularly impeached for that conduct, 
and I had been called upon to decide his cause as 
one of his judges, upon all the evidence then (or 
indeed yet) known to me touching the motives 


of his conduct, my voice must have been for his | 


acquittal. I could not have found the willful 
criminal intent essential to constitute guilt. 


The gentleman from Missouri loudly repro- :' : 
_ stitutional grounds, no matter how mischievous 
: the measure may be in its operation—no matter 


bates the resolution in question, on the ground 
that its allegations are vague and indefinite; not 


perceiving that that very circumstance furnishes |) 

the strongest proof that a criminal accusation was || 

not made or intended. The idea of impeaching | 
. the President of crime or misdemeanor never en- 


tered into the thoughts of any Senator who voted 


for the resolution; and there was not a human | 
being, I am quite sure, who so much as imagined | 
the possibility of an act of impeachment by the | 
House of Representatives; the case of such im- ` 


peachment was only supposed in argument, never 
apprehended in fact. 

tis said that the resolution of March, 1834, 
cannot be regarded as a proceeding in our legis- 
lative capacity; and in proof of ‘this, it has been 
observed that no legislative measure was founded 
upon it, and that none was intended. This ap- 
pears to my mind the most gratuitous assump- 
tion that ever was made. It was the opinion of 
the mover in those proceedings that the public 
deposits, at least of the revenue which should 
afterwards accrue, ought to be restored to the 
Bank of the United States; and it was proper to 
ascertain the sense of the Senate on the question, 


whether (for the reasons assigned by the Execu- ; 


tive) they had been constitutionally and legally 
withdrawn or not; for, if the Senate had held the 
affirmative on that point, it would have been vain 


and idle to prepare and bring in a bill for the ; 
The course pursued is usual in all i 
As it was, I have not the | 
least doubt that the known state of opinion in the | 
House of Representatives upon the subject alone ` 


purpose. 
législative bodies. 


prevented the Senate from passing a bill for the 


réstoration of the deposits. The Senate did take | 


measures, some time after, to ascertain the sense 
of the House. On the 4th June, 1834, it passed 


a joint resolution directing the deposit of the | 
‘|; public money to be made with the Bank of the : 
i| United States and its branches. The House never 
question, they would differ and dispute upon the | 


acted upon it. é 


But let us examine more closely the reason and | 


foundation of this opinion that the Senate cannot, 


| in its legislative capacity, discuss and determine | 
upon the constitutionality or legality of any act | 


of the President, and let us see, too, the extent 
of the principle. It is supposed that the judicial 
power vested in the Senate, as the court for the 


trial of impeachments, operates as a limitation | 


upon the action of the Senate in its legislative ca- 


| pacity; that the Senate cannot, in its legislative | 
capacity, express any opinion impugning the con- 


stitutionality or legality of any official act of the 


President, because it may be called upon to de- | 
cide the same question judicially, upon an im- | 


eachment against him for the same act. Now, 
it is obvious that, if the Senate is for this reason 


conduct of the President as unconstitutional, nei- 
ther is it competent to pass a resolution approv- 
ing his conduct as constitutional and proper; for 


| as prejudice against him. 
' duty of every Senator to avoid the forming and 
‘expression of an opinion upon the constitution- 


it can be no more within the competency of the 
Senate to prejudge the President’s cause and ac- 
quit him, than to prejudge and condemn. Par- 
tiality in judges towards the accused is as vicious 
Nay, more; it is the 


ality of the President’s conduct; to close his mind 
against all information on the subject; to hold his 
judgment in suspense. Nor is this all; the Sen- 
ate and House of Representatives are made by 
the Constitution codrdinate branches of the Legis- 
lature, and their legislative powers are co-equal, 
too, with the single exception that money-bills 
can only be originated in the House: and then a 
distinct judicial function is assigned to each. The 
House is the grand inquest of the nation to accuse 


, and impeach; the Senate is the court to try and 
' determine. 
‘cusation and impeachment, the action of the 


And as to all matters of criminal ac- 


House is just as much judicial in its nature as the 
action of the Senate; the only difference is, that 
their judicial functions are different. If the Sen- 
ate, in its legislative capacity, is incompetent to 
examine the constitutionality of the President’s 
conduct, and express its opinion upon it, the 
House also, in its legislative capacity, is incom- 
petent to do so. 

If, therefore, the President shall, upon any 
occasion, adopt any measure questionable on con- 


how urgent the necessity for prompt and decisive 
legislative action, to correct the procedure and 
arrest the progress of the evil—neither branch of 
the Legislature can examine, or even inquire into 


i the subject, in its legislative character, much 


more pass an act to remedy the mischief. The 
House of Representatives must first resolve itself 
into a grand inquest, examine the President’s 
conduct in that character, impeach him, if it find 
just cause for impeachment; prosecute him before 
the Senate, and prosecute him to conviction by 
the judgment of two thirds of the Senators sitting 
on the trial; and then, and not till then, the two 
Houses may set about devising measures to 
counteract the unconstitutional and illegal meas- 
ures of the Executive. And, furthermore, as the 
Senate cannot convict the President, without 
being satisfied in its conscientious judgment that 
his unconstitutional proceedings are justly imput- 
able to criminal motives and designs, no uncon- 
stitutional acts of the President can be corrected 
by any legislative measures of Congress, if the 
President’s violation of the Constitution and laws 
shall appear to be justly imputable to an innocent 
error of judgment as to the extent of his own 
powers—an error into which (of all others that 
can be conceived) men in power are most apt to 
fall. Meanwhile, the measures of the Executive 
continue in operation, and perhaps work their 
full effect, unchecked, unembarrassed, by any 
manner or counteraction which the Legislature 
can constitutionally devise and provide. Sir, if 
this doctrine that the Senate, and, by parity of 
reasoning, the House of Representatives also, 
are incompetent, in their legislative capacity, to 
examine and determine upon the ponar tunonaity 
or legality of Executive acts, shall be established, 
then I say that the Executive is, really and truly, 
the Government, and the whole Goverment. 
that the President is, in every practical view, 
absolutely irresponsible; that he is a more abso- 
lute potentate than any prince, king, or emperor, 
in Europe, except, perhaps, the Autocrat of all 
the Russias, and the Grand Seignior of Turkey. 
And this process of expunction of our resolution 
of March, 1834, is to be resorted to on the sup- 
position that this doctrine is just and true, and 
to establish it as a constitutional principle of this 
Federal Republican Government! 

During the same session of 1833-34, at which 
the resolution concerning the President’s conduct 
in relation to the revenue was adopted, there was 
an inquiry into the state of the Post Office De- 

artment, and the administration of its affairs 
be the then Postmaster General, Mr. Barry; and 
that proceeding of the Senate resulted in the fol- 
lowing resolution, passed on the 27th of June, 
1834: 


“ That it is proved and admitted that large sums of money 
have been borrawed at different banks by the Postmaster 
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or carrying on the business of the Pest Office Department, 
without authority given by any law of Congress ¢ and that 
as Congress alone possesses the power to borrow money on 
the credit of the United states, ail such contracts for loans 
by the Postmaster General are illegal and void.” 

This was at least as strong a condemnation of 
the conduct of tie Postmaster General as the res- 
oiution concerning the conduct of the President 
in relation to the public revenue contained. I 
should certainly have voted for it myself had I 
been in my place at the time, because the propo- 
sition it asserted was true in fact, and just in law; 
butin giving that vote, [ should not have been 
influenced by any opinion that the illegal con- 
ductof the Postmaster General was imputable to 
criminal motives and designs. Enough had ap- 
peared to sausfy my mind that the grossest 
abuses and corruption had crept into the admin- 
istration of the Department; enough to convince 
me that Mr. Barry was wholly unfit for his office; 
but the very circumstance of his unfitness, and 
much more besides, that came to my knowledge, 
inclined me to take a charitable view of his con- 
duct aad character; and { more than once pub- 
licly intimated this sentiment. And now that 
he has gone to his grave, E find areal pleasure in 
saying that I saw no evidence to implicate him 
in any intentional guilt. The resolution con- 
cerning his conduct was adopted by the unan- 
jmous votes of the Senators present. It is mau- 
ifesly upon its face liable to exactly the same 
objection now made to the resolation of March, 
1834; namely, that it imported a criminal charge 
against the Postmaster General, ae impeachable 
officer; and, therefore, it was not within the com- 
petency of the Senate in its legislative capacity 
to entertainand act uponit. The gentleman from 
Missouri voted for it;-and to avoid the charge of 
inconsistency, he now tells us that ‘the pro- 


ceeding against Mr. Barry was objected to, and © 


that in the first stages of it, upon the same 
grounds on which we now stand in the case of 
the President,” (and of this he adduces proof,) 
“Sand the vote which was given by me and my 
friends, was a vote forced on us by a majority of 
the Senate, and, being so forced upon us, was 
given, as we believed, according to the truth and 
the fact. I well recollect the vote, and the con- 
versation among us to which it gave rise. 
thought we should vote against it on the ground 


that the proceeding was unconstitutional, and ; 


that a vote in its favor would commit us on that 


point; others, of whom I was one, objected to = 


the negative vote, because it would be against 
evidence, and would subject us to the imputation 
of voting as partisans and notas Senators, and 
because a negative vote admitted the jurisdiction just 
as much as an affirmative one.’ . 

Now, I ask, if a negative vote admitted the 
Mr. Barry’s case, how is it that the negative vote 
which the gentleman gave in the President’s case 
had no effect to admit the jurisdiction of the Sen- 


ate to entertain-and pass the resolution of March, | 


1834? But this may be thought an argumentum 
ad hominem, which is never quite fair. I am afraid 
myself that it is not fair; because, though this is 


course, it is pot the only reason; and because he 
has vindicated his general consistency in relation 
ta this question, by shuwing that he maintained 
the same opinion he now contends for in Febru- 
ary, 1831. [did not myself perceive the incon- 
sistency between the vote against the resolution 
of the 28th March, 1834, and the vote for that of 
the 27th Junc, until it was pointed out to me; and 
my impression was, that it might be accounted 


for by the hurry of business when the last vote | 


was given, and the little importance of the sabject 
of that vote, compared. with the vast importance 
of the subject of the first; so that the principle 
involved escaped. attention when the last resolu- 
tin was adopted. The only question at all mate- 
rial is, whether the opinion the gentleman now 


advances concerning Mr. Barry’s case, is right or | 


5 7 : 4 
wrong? I have no wish or care to convict tne 


gentleman of inconsisteney, nor was that my pur- | 


pose in adverting to.this topic. My purpose lies 
much deeper. I pray the Senate to observe that 
it is now admitted, nay, contended, that the same 
principle which should interdict the Senate, in its 
egislative capacity, from examiting and determ- 


7 
General, in order to make up the deficiency in the means | 


Some i 


jurisdiction just as much as an affirmative onc, in : 
i down to his heir—to the matron, that she may 
', deliver it to her manly son—to the young mother, 


i milk which it draws from her bosom. 
u that young mother who shall be willing to mix | 
; :, the bitterness of that ‘avenging word expunge,” 
one reason which the gentleman assigns for his |; 


impeachable executive officer; and then all the 


consequences follow: the unconstitutional acts of 


all executive officers can only be examined by the 
House of Representatives, 1n its judicial charac- 
ter, as the grand inquest of the nation; can only 
be examined by the Senate, in its judicial charac- 


ter, as a court of impeachment; can never be cor- .. 


rected by legislative action, until the impeachment 
is determined; cannot be corrected even then, if 
the Senate, convinced of the innocence of the ac- 
cused of all criminal motive and intent, should be 
itself bound in conscience to acquit him of guilt; 
and meantime the unconstitutional measure will 
have been in full operation. And thus, this pro- 


cess of expunction will have the effect of estab- i 


lishing a principle vitally affecting the competency 
of the two Houses of Congress in their legislative 
character; and a principle that will protect not 
only the unconstitutional acts of the President, 
but those of all his subordinate executive officers, 

_ from legislative inquiry, examination, counterac- 
tion, and correction! 

I shall not now enter upon a discussion of the 
question, whether it was true,in point of fact and 
in point of law, as the resolution of March, 1834, 
declared, that the President’s proceedings therein 
referred to were illegal and unconstitutional; be- 

‘cause, supposing that declaration not just and 
true, yet, if the Senate had competency to act 
upon the subject, itsaction did not begin in wrong, 
and the remedy is to correct our error by rescind- 
ing, not by expunging, the resolution. Surcly the 
present majority of the Senate are not going the 
length of expunging every proceeding of the then 
majority, which I shall consider erroneous in 
principle and in fact. The question of the com- 


petency of the Senate to pass the resolution of || 


March, 1834, lies at the bottom of the argument 
of the gentleman from Missouri, in support of 
his motion to expunge, in preference to rescinding. 
| That question | have now discussed. I wish to 
confine myself to what affects the question of ex- 


| punging only. Ifa motion shall be made to rescind, 


though I shall have no new argument of my own, 
I may find it my duty to recapitulate the conclu- 
sive arguments of others to show that the reso- 
lution of March, 1834, is just and true in all re- 
spects, and that the principle it asserts is essential 
: to the maintenance of our free institutions. 
punge is a severe remedy, but it is a just one. It 
reflects reproach, but the fault is not ours, but of 
those who compel us toit. Let us go on, then, 
and neither compromise for difficulties, nor despair 


i| for failures. If we fail now, let us try again. If 
'' we continue to fail, and have to retire before the 


good work is accomplished, let us transmit and 
bequeath it to the democracy of America. Let 
us give it to the aged sire, that he may hand it 


1 


The gentleman from Missouri said that “eg- 


that she may teach her infant babe to suck in the | 
avenging word ExpuNGE with the life-sustaining | 


> 


or any other vengeance, with the milk which, 


‘| with the sweetness of maternal love, she should 


| 


minister to her babe, it is to be hoped she will 
| never have any more offspring; and if the unhappy 
|| babe shall suck the spirit of vengeance with his 
|| mother’s milk, what deeds he may perform in his 
|| mature mauhood it is revolting to reflect. But 


< none of the young mothers are going to take this | 


` advice—that I am sure of. And if the democracy 
: of America shall be willing:to accept the legacy, 
', which the gentleman from Missouri is so bounti- 
: fully desirous of bequeathing ta them, and to im- 
i pore it to the degree of which it is susceptibłe, 
_ I fear some future advocate of monarchy may find 
cause to remember and apply to us the contempt- 


applied to all democratic States: “ that an usurp- 
ing populace is it’ own dupe—a mere under- 
worker, and a purchaser in trust for some single 
tyrant, whose state and power they advance to 
their own ruin, with as-blind an instinct as those 
worms that die with weaving magnificent habits 
for beings of a nature superior to their own.” 
And, sir, I venture to warn my countrymen that, 


| 


| 
i 
i 
i 
| 
| 
i 
i 
i 


| 


vous language which the toryism of Swift has | 


As to. 


ining on the constitutionality of the acts of every |! they must never indulge in the vainglorious im- 


agination that they are incapable of being deluded: 
that they must distrust and watch their agents, 
distrust and watch themselves, watch over their 
Sen their laws, and especially their pub- 
ic treasure. upon which the rist r 

value esser tally depend. A a 


NATiONAL DEFENSE. 


, SPEECH OF HON. S. L. SOUTHARD, 
OF NEW JERSEY, 


In SENATE, January 25, 1836, 
On Mr. Benton’s resolution for appropriating the surplus 
revenue to objects of permanent National Defense, 


Mr. SOUTHARD asked for the reading of the 
resolutions, as they had been amended, on the 
suggestion of the Senator from Tennessee, with 
the approbation of the mover; and they were read 
by the President in these words: 

Resolved, That so much of the surplus revenue of the 
United States, and the dividends of stock receivable from 
the Bahk of the United States, as may be necessary for the 
purpose, ought to be set apart and applied to the general 
defense and permanent security of the country. 

Resolved, That the President be requested to cause the 
Senate to be informed of— 

Ist. The probable amount that would be necessary for 
fortifying the lake. maritime. and gulf frontier of the United 
States, and such points of the land froutier as may require 
permanent fortifications. 

_ 2d. The probable amount that would be necessary to con- 
struct an adequate number of armories and arsenals in the 

United States, and to supply the States with field artillery 

(especially brass field pieces) fortheir militia, and with side- 

arms and pistols for their cavalry. 

3d. ‘The probable amount that would be necessary to sup- 
ply the United States with the ordnance, arms, and muni- 
tions of war, which a proper regard to self-defense would 
: require to be always on hand. 

' 4th. The probable amount that would be necessary to 
place the naval defenses of the United States (including 
the increase of the Navy, navy- yards, dock-yards, and steam 
or floating batteries,) upon the footing of-strength and re- 
spectability which is duc to the security and to the welfare 
of the Union. ; 

Mr. SOUTHARD. The Senator from Mis- 
souri has not informed us whether the objects 
mentioned in the call which he proposes to make 
on the Executive arc each to have part of the 
surplus revenue expended upon them, or whether 
itisto be confined to them. Weare left, there- 
fore, to infer that they are all to be accomplished, 
and that they are the means, and the only means, 
to produce the ** strength and respectability which 
are due to the security and to the welfare of the 
Union;” and that the surplus is to be pledged to 
them, and them only, until they are. all com- 
pleted. They are, certainly, numerous enough, 
and of sufficient magnitude to attract our admi- 
ration. Forts on the lakes, ocean, gulf, and in- 
land frontier; armorics and arsenals sufficient to 
construct artillery, sidearms, and pistols; ord- 
nance, arms, and munitions of war; increase of 
the Navy, navy-yards, dock-yards, and steam 
batteries; these are to be provided for, to the ex- 
clusion of other objects of interest which may 
hereafter be presented. The scheme is sufti- 
ciently large. It will answer exceedingly well 
for purposes of speculation, comment, and ap- 
plause before the public, but it is not very likely to 

' produce much good. Such magnificent schemes 

_ generally end in small results. The money ne- 

| cessary to complete the one under consideration 

| must be counted by tens of millions, and the time 
| by scores of years. But while the people cannot 

' doubt thatits friends are devoted to their interests, 

: itis to be hoped that those who cannot elevate 

themselves to its magnitude may not be regarded 


| as less anxious for ‘* the general defense and per- 


| manent security of the country, Ido not, how- 


, ever, object tothe inquiries, They may procure 
i from the Executive information which may be 
| useful when the Senate is called to act upon less 
i extensive and more unpretending plans. 
Before [ vote for the resolution in its present 
i shape, I wish some explanation of its terms. 
i What is the * surplus revenue?” It is generally 
understood to be that amount of money which 
| remains in the Treasury after all the appropria- 
i tions have been made and expended. Now, these 
| appropriations are for such objects as are deemed 
by Congress necessary for the support of the Gov- 


if they would avoid the réproach of being dupes, |! ernment, and for the general defense, security, 
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and prosperity of the country; for the civil and | 


diplomatic list; the Army; the Navy; the fortifica- ` 


tions for each and every object of which it is the | 
duty of Congress to provide. Does the resolu- 
tion, then, mean to declare that, after Congress 
shall have granted whatever is necessary for forts, 
Army, Navy, &c., &c., so much of the remainder 
as is necessary for those same objects shall be pledzed 
tothem? They are first to receive all the support 
which is necessary for them, in the opinion of 
Congress, and, after that, to receive as much more 
as shall be necessary for them. Who is to judge 
what more is necessary after Congress has applied 
what they deem necessary? The resolution has 
something of the aspect of the fortification bill 
of last year. Congress applied by it what was 
necessary for them, beyond the estimate of the 
Executive, and then the bill gave three millions 
more, if that same Executive should think it 
necessary. 

The mover of the resolution has informed the 
Senate thatit is modeled ‘‘ on purpose,” after the 
resolution devoting the revenue to the national 
debt. But the want of parallel between the cases 
is quite apparent. The national debt was not an 
object of ordinary appropriation, as are the fortifi- 
cations, the Navy, and other matters enumerated 
in this resolution. They were then as they are 
now, the fit subjects for appropriations; and after 
they were provided for, the surplus was with 
great propriety devoted to the extinction of that 
debt; but if appropriations such as Congress 
deemed necessary for that debt had been made, it 
would have seemed strange to those who passed 


that resolution to have declared that so much, 
more of the surplus as was necessary should be ; 


pledged for its payment. That debt is no longer | 


a burden to the nation, and the credit of our re- |: 


lief from it is due to those who wisely devised | 
and put in operation the plan for its extinction; | 
not to those who happened to be in power when 
the last payments were made, and who, with so 


much self-complacency and imposition upon the \' 


public, have claimed the whole merit. They have | 
one merit only—that of not having actually vio- 
lated the law which commanded them to make 


the payments; and this is no ordinary merit, I 


admit, in times like these. 


But if E understood the Senator aright, he de- 


clared that he had ‘on purpose’? presented this 


resolution as a mode of resisting the plang pro- i 


posed by the Senators from Kentucky and South 
Carolina, The proposition of the Senator from 
Kentucky would direct a distribution of the pro- 
ceeds of the public lands among the States; and is 
founded upon the idea that these proceeds belong 
of right to the States, and that they are the proper 


authorities to select the objects on which they | 


shall be expended, That of the Senator from | 
South Carolina proposes that all the surplus reve- | 
nue, after the ordinary calls of the Government 
have been satisfied, shall be divided in the same || 
mode. These are, at least, practicable schemes || 
of public usefulness, and I am not willing that i 
their consideration should be put aside by one like |! 
that contained in the present resolution. They || 
oughtat least to be fairly met, fully discussed, and |! 
decided on their merits; not defeated by proposi- 
tions which, with high pretensions, can lead to no 
useful end, much less by a plan which leaves the 
whole surplus revenue to be expended by agents 
of the Federal Executive, with all its instruments 
of corruption and extravagance. 

But, Mr. President, the argument by which the 
resolution was sustained is calculated to attract 
more attention, and deserves to be examined. It 
seemed to me to consist, principally, in these 
Propositions: 

1. We shall probably have war with France; 

2. The nation is without defense, and unpre- 
pared for war; and . 

3. The Senate is to blame for this condition of 
the country. 

This is the chain of argument by. which we are 
to be led to the conclusion that so much of the 
surplus revenue as may be necessary for the pur- 
pose ought to be set apart and applied to the gen- 
eral defense and permanent security of the Union. 
Let us look at it.” , 

We shal! soon have war. It may be so.. But 

am not disposed now to spéculáte on its proba- 
bilities, or argue respecting its causes. When 


No. 44 


I 


i : A 

: the question shall be fairly presented to our con- 
sideration, it shall meet from me the anxious delib- 
eration which its nature demands. 


For the present I confess my inability to form |! 
an opinion whether we shall or shall not have i 
The rapid changes in our ` 


war with France. 
positions, the strange involutions of diplomacy 
which have been exhibited, put ordinary calcula- 
tion at defiance; and no one can reach a safe con- 
clusion upon the subject who is not admitted to 
a knowledge of the secret designs of the Execu- 
tives of the two countries. 

It may be that two great and powerful nations, 
boasting of their civilization, in this age of 
Christian light, are about to commence a san- 
guinary and destructive warfare, and squander 
their blood and treasure about a debt of $5,000,000 
—a warfare which, in a single year, will cost to 
each nation ten times the amount of the sum in 
dispute, and blood for which no money can pay. 
It may be that ancient alliances and friendships 
are to be broken up and forgotten, and substi- 
tuted by the bitterness of hatred, and the malig- 

‘nity of revenge; that the peace of the civilized 
world is to be destroyed, and the progress of free 
principles jeoparded, by a conflict between nations 
who profess most regard for those principles. It 
may be, too, that our own institutions approach 
an extraordinary trial. When our Constitution 
was formed, one great object of its founders was, 
to remove the power of producing and declaring 
war, as far as possible, from the action of one 
man—the chief Executive Magistrate. They 
knew, for they had felt, the sufferings, distress, 


the history of other nations, how often it had 
resulted from the ignorance, the folly, and the 
ambition of princes and rulers; and they resolved 
; to guard themselves and their descendants from 
| Such an evil. 
war.’ 

But it may yet appear that their caution was 
vain; that the people and Congress may be driven 
to it against thcir interests and judgments, and 


that the Executive has still the capacity, by the ` 
language which he uses, and the mode in which | 


he conducts negotiations, to place us in conditions 
in which we have no alternative, and in which 
the best friends of peace may be compelled to 

ield themselves to sustain the honor and the 
interests of the country against the arms and the 
assaults of a foreign nation. We may have war; 


, Where. It can have resulted only from the folly 
or the crimes of those who have conducted the 
negotiations on the one side or the other, or on 
both. There is nothing in the cause of dispute 
which ought to have led to such a termination. 


| 
: 


its most defenseless portion, the Gulf of Mexico, 
are not only known, but regularly published in 
the French capital. Our revenue and materials 
for defense and attack are examined by them with 
intelligent care. All this is due to their own in- 
terests, by those who control the movements of 
: their Government; and this knowledge would be 
acquired by them, whether peace or war was 
their object. Our debates here will give them no 
light on such subjects as these. The Senator 
may safely declare to the nation the truth, and 


., the whole truth, in regard to them; and I unite 


| 


and crimes it produces. They had seen, too, in |. 


ich ¢ Hence the provision of the Con- |! 
|; stitution, ‘* Coneress shall have power to declare 


but if we do, there will be tremendous guilt some- | 


I fear that we shall be compelled to trace it to the ` 


boastful vanit 


of one man, the petulance of a. 


second, and the fitful violence of a third; and | 
these met by ill-disciplined national pride, and , 


mistaken notions of national honor. If it do 
come, it will be no common struggle, and produce 
no ordinary results. We all know what our own 


i| countrymen can and will do when the scabbard | 
'| shall be thrown away; and we cannot be ignorant | 


of the capacities of modern France, regenerated 
Í 


| last age, and possessing, as she does, a navy, 
|| inferior in science and discipline to none which 
has existed in any age of the world; superior in 


| now upon the ocean. For such a struggle there 


|| ought to be adequate cause and full preparation. 
Í 


Are we prepared? The Senator from Missouri 
‘ informs us, and very correctly, that we are not. 
| But he seemed unwilling to speak of our situ- 
ation, lest he should give to the enemy a knowl- 
i| edge of our want of defense. He may relieve 
|| himself from all fears on that point. Our actual 
| condition is as well known in Paris as in Wash- 


| Not as well. understood by them as by us. Our 
, Navy, both the scattered portions which are at 


i been the subjects of their diligent study. Our 


familiar to them, The most accurate maps.and 
charts of our whole sea-board, and especially of 


ington. We have not a fort upon our sea-board, | 
the precise location and strength of which is 


“sea, and the remainder at our dock-yards, have | 


coast, with all its inlets, bays, and harbors, is} 


| as she has been by the controlling genius of the | 


| numbers and power to all but one whose flag is | 


: 


l 


with him in the declaration that the country is 
without the necessary and proper defenses. Are 
your fortifications erected, armed, and manned? 
s any one of all the entrances into your ports 
sufficiently defended? What guards have you 
provided for Pensacola, the Chesapeake, the Del- 
aware, and the other portions of your coast? 
How is your little Army disposed of? Look at 
| Florida, now ravaged by a band of Indians, and 
| your executive, either strangely ignorant of their 
| strength and their intended incursions, or crimi- 
‘nal'y sleeping over its duties, and the demands 
which the security and protection of the inhab- 
‘itants have upon the Government, waiting until 
desolation has covered a part of the Territory, 
and unable for weeks to bring rescue and relief; 
ant yet talking largely about war with France. 
| here is your Navy? You have in actual ser- 
vice in the Mediterranean two frigates, one sloop, 
‘and one schooner, the ship-of-the-line being on 
i her return. In the West Indies, one frigate and 
three sloops. In the Pacific, one frigate and two 
schooners. In the East Indies, one sloop and 
ı one schooner. On the coast of Brazil, one sloop, 
and one somewhere on or near the African coast. 
This is the whole force now employed in the 
protection of your commerce, which extends to 
every portion of the globe. 

What is the condition of Pensacola and Key 
West? They are positions of indispensable ne- 
cessity, in possession of which an enemy may 
seal hermetically the mouth of the Mississippi, 
destroy your whole commerce on the Gulf, watch 

our coast, and be prepared for a descent upon 
its most unprotected points atany moment. Why 
| have they esa so much neglected?) Why have 
_ not sufficient preparations been made for the re- 
| pair and sustenance of your vessels at one or both 
those piaces? Has their importance escaped the 
notice of those whose views are directed to “‘ the 
general defense and permanent security of the 
country?’’ It was long since predicted by one 
of our ablest and most valuable naval officers, 
that the first naval battle in which our country 
would be engaged would, in all probability, be in 
į the neighborhood of Key West. Yet what is its 

condition? Unprotected for the relief of our own 
Navy—fitted for the rendezvous of an enemy. 
Everything which relates to the efficiency of the 
right arm of your defense has been treated with 
cold indifference; and no man who is attached to 
it as I am can look at its condition without pain 
and mortification. Sir, cast your eyes where you 
will, we are unprepared for war. The Senator 
from Missouri is right. 

And why are these things so? In whose hands 
have been the resources of the country for the last 
seven years? Who have governed and directed 
the energies and the treasure of the nation? Your 
wondrously energetic Executive. To whom, then, 
is due the security and the glory of our present 
position? To him and his friends. They have 
possessed the power to dispose of your Treasury 
as they saw fit. They have so disposed of it. 
They have had the care of your interests, and 
they have never called without success for a dollar 
for the defense and security of the country. No 
obstacles have been thrown in the way Ly any 
effort of the Opposition. Look back through the 
period of this Administration, and see if you can 
find an estimate for your Navy—your fortifica- 
tions—for any object of defense, which has not’ 
been fully met by the appropriations. I know of 
none. The records of this Administration exhibit 


| none, They have had all for which they have 


asked. The appropriations have been made lib- 
erally. The last year, for naval purposes, more 
than $3,600,000; a larger sum than was ever before 
granted. The average of the appropriations for 
all such objects has been greater tun atany former 
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period. Why is it, then, that we are in our pres- 
ent condition? and who must answer for it? and 


what, during this period, have been their employ- | 


ments? They have been very busy. They have 
had employment enough, in fighting the bank; 
talking about a specie currency; taking the Treas- 
ury outof the hands of Congress; securing offices 
and jobs and deposits for partisans; sustaining a 
profizate administration of the Post Office, whose 
criminality is now admitted; weakening the popu- 
lar respect for the judiciary, and warring against 
the Senate. And now an [ndian war takes them 
by surprise; and they are endeavering to rush 
intoconflict with a powerful nation, and, by way 
of preparation for it, assail the Senate as faithless 
to their duty. The charge is destitute of plausi- 
ble justification, but may serve asa cover to their 
own delinquency. 

Mr. President, it gives me no pleasure to refer 
to such a state of facts. We may be near to war. 
We shall have war if more prudent counsels do 
not prevail. You would have had it ere this, but 
for the Senate. If it comes speedily, it will find 
us unprepared, but not unequal to its exigencies 
in the end. France should make no miscalcula- 
tions on that point. We shall suffer losses, de- 
feats, perhaps, but there is power and energ 
enough to bear them, and to triumph still. This 
nation has been yet unconquered, and is uncon- 
querable. With a free country, possessing such 
resources and such a population as ours, nothing 
but the folly and weakness of those who direct 
its means of defense can hazard ultimate success. 
On the principal theater of conflict we may, we 
shall, probably, for a time, be defeated; but on 
our own shores a hostile foot cannot long remain, 
and our little neglected Navy will do all that may 
be hoped from human exertion. Even in defeat 
its still untarnished honor wil! be secure. While 
it carries the ‘* flag of the ocean ”’ and the “land,” 
“ flag of the free heart’s only home,” it will bear 
it aloft in triumph, or, if subdued, still unstained 
and Goserik 

But, sir, is the criminality the less with those 
who, without the most ample cause, shall force 
us unprepared into such a conflict? Will the 
sufferings, the losses, the agonies of humanity 
be unfelt, because we may and shall escape final 
overthrow? No; execrations, deep and lasting, 


will be the lot of those upon whose heads shali ' 


rest that guilt. 

We have been told that the Senate has been 
criminal on this subject, not in urging the nation 
into war, but in refusing to prepare for it; and an 
effort is made to hold us up for the rebuke of the 
nation. I did not anticipate the course of ob- 
servation of the Senator upon this point, in dis- 
cussing the merits of this resolution. I did not 
perceive the application of the argument to the 
subject. But I had expected that, at some period 
of the session, the Senate would, in some way, 
be put upon its defense. The official herald of 
the Executive had sounded to the charge; the 
trumpeters of the phalanx, reckless of the justice 
of the cause, had aped their leader, and the people 
were assured that the delinquency was inus. At 
the opening of the session, the President from 
his high station announced to the country and 
to the world, that we were guilty. It was not to 
be doubted that some members of the Senate’ 
might think as the Executive thought; and, if 
they did, that they would feel it their duty, in 
some form, to exhibit the indictment against us. 
It was as well, perhaps, that it should be done 
in supporting these resolutions as upon any other 
subject. I do not regret that the accusation has 
been made by the Executive; but I meet it, and 
deny its truth and justice; and beg, while I in- 
vestigate the facts, that it may be recollected by 
Senators that this contest has not been sought 
by us. The investigation has been forced upon 
us. The country is, if possible, to be urged into 
war; and, if unprepared or unsaccessful, the 
blame is to be cast upon the Senate. It is one 
of the movements of the war upon this body, 
which has been waged with such unrelenting 
severity. 

The President, in his message of the 7th of 
December last, says: 

“ Much loss and inconvenience have been experienced 


in consequence of the failure of the bill containing the ordi- 
nary appropriations for fortifications, which passed one 


|| Army and two for the Navy “ would be all that | 


| 


branch of the National Legislature at the last session, but 


' was lost in the other. The failure was the more regretted, 
: not only because it necessarily interrupted and delayed the 


' Congress? 


progress of a system of national defense, projected imme- 
diately after the last war, and since steadily pursued, but 


also because it contained a contingent appropriation, in- : 
serted in accordance with the views of the Executive, in ` 


aid of this important object. and other branches of the 
national defense, some portions of which might have been 
usefully applied during the past year.” 


In the importance of the ordinary appropria- 
tions for this object I entirely concur the system 
of defense demands support. But the allegation 
here made is, that the contingent appropriation 
was inserted in accordance with the views of the 
Executive, and that the bill containing it and the 
ordinary appropriations was lost in one House 
(the Senate) after it had passed the other, (the 
House of Representatives.) This allegation has 
been made by the first Magistrate of the nation, 
manifestly with a view to cast reproach upon this 
body; and, sir, it will be believed by thousands. 
It is made by him, and that is enough for blind 
credulity. They will inquire no further, and ask 
no other evidence. No effort made here can 
reach them, no demonstration exhibited here will 
meet their eyes. Their oracles will hide the 
truth from them. But so far as depends upon 
me, [ will repel the accusation; and if they choose 
to believe without evidence, and against evidence, 
it shall not be from my silence. The Senate, 
upon that bill, did its duty, and its whole duty, 
fuily, firmly, fearlessly, and, whenever justice 
shall be done, will be more than acquitted at the 
bar of its country. 

Is the accusation true? 

Task, in the first place, if the three millions had 
been granted, ought it to have been expended ? 
And would the situation of the country be now 
more safe? Whatis there which would have jus- 
tified its expenditure, previous to the meeting of 
War does not exist—cannot be de- 
clared but by Congress. To have forced us into 
it, without our approbation, would have been 
treason against our institutions and our rights. 
And if war had been commenced by France, what 
could the Executive have constitutionally done 
without assembling Congress? And what would 
three millions have been in such an emergency ? 
You would have needed ten times that amount 
before the end of the year. It may be that the 
Executive thinks otherwise. The present head 


‘ of the Committee of Ways and Means is reported 


to have assured the House, at the last session, 
that ‘‘ he understood ” that one million for the 


would be required by the Executive branch of the 
Government;”’ and he was probably sincere in 
thinking it enough, When a proposition is made 


to devote the interest of the nation in the Bank of | 
the United States, amounting to seven millions, ' 


to national defense, in order that France might 


learn therefrom that we had resources for war in- | 


| dependent of taxation, what calculations may not 
, be expected about the means for necessary prep- 


aration? (See Globe, 2d March.) The passage 
of the ordinary appropriations for fortifications 
was important; the grantof the three millions for 
defense in war was absurd. 

The first piece of evidence offered by the Sen- 
ator from Missouri, by which the guilty purpose 
of the Senate is to be proved, and its designs, in 
the rejection of the item of three millions, exhib- 
ited in the treatment bestowed upon the resolu- 
tions of that Senator at the last session. Those 
resolutions are declared to have had the same 
object as those now under discussion, and I beg 
the attention of the Senate to them, as they appear 
on page 167 of our Journal. They are twelve in 
number, and relate to a multiplicity of objects: to 
the reduction of revenue on dutiable articles; the 
amount to be received from public lands; the pay- 
ment of the stock in the bank; the probable ex- 
penditures of the Government; state of the forti- 
fications; expenditures upor them; expense of 
armories and arsenals; amount expended on naval 
objects, But they are all inquiries of the Execu- 
tive for information only. They express no 
opinion, they declare no principle, they disclose 
no object. ‘The mover did not explain his pur- 
pose, and the Senate was never called upon to 
express an opinion, or take a vote, in regard to 
them. When they were offered for consideration, 


SENATE. 


Mr. Porwpexter moved to lay them upon the 


table, and it was so ordered, without debate or 
vote, so faras Icandiscover. (Journal, page 168.) 
The mover had itin his power to call for their 
consideration at any time, yet he did not do it. 
When, and how, then, did the Senate express 
any opinion in regard to them? How was its 
guilty purpose to defeat the national defense 
Shae. by the treatment of them? How was the 

enate to learn the object with which they were 
offered? Besides, these resolutions were not 
offered until the 16th day of February—within 
fifteen days of the end of the session—and were 
not to be answered until the commencement of the 
present session of Congress. By the argument, 
we were now to have information to guide, upon 
a bill, to be passed nine months ago. Yet such 
is a part of the evidence of ourcriminality, which 


_ the Senator spreads before the American people, 
unexplained and unaccompanied by the resolu- 


tions. 

The next piece of evidence against the Senate 
is the loss of the item of $500,000. The history 
of this item has been fully stated by other mem- 
bers. It was moved in committee to add that 
sum to the appropriations, not by the Senator 
from Missouri, but by the Senator from Dela- 
ware, [Mr. CLayron.] It was reported on the 
18th of February. (Page 172.) On suggestion 
by the chairman of the Committee on Finance, 
it was withdrawn by the Senator from Missouri 
himself. There was no debate and no vote upon 
it. Is it not, then, somewhat extraordinary that 
this should be proclaimed as a rejection of the 
patriotic purposes of the Senator from Missouri, 
and of the evil intentions of the Senate? [ leave 
others to draw their own inferences about such 
an allegation. 

But these matters are unimportant, compared 
with the loss of the fortification bill, Such a bill 
is atall times of magnitude to the public interests, 
and it is deeply to be deplored if it should be lost 
(if such a result may be considered possible) 
from party servility on the one hand, or party 
hostility on the other. Let us examine the facts 
to see what is the truth in relation to it. Its im- 
portance will justify some repetition. The Pres- 
ident has charged this body, before their constit- 
uents and the world, with the loss of the bill; 
the charge has been repeated by a Senator in his 
place, and we are exhibited as unwilling to defend 
the country. Let the whole truth be told, and 
let the nation understand how their agents have 
acted, and do justice to their conduct. I need 
not quote the message at the opening of the Jast 
session. (Journal, page 13.) It details our diffi- 
culties with France, recommends reprisals as a 
measure of peace, against which France had no 
right to complain, and closes by submitting ‘* to 
Congress to decide whether, after what has taken 
place, it will still await the further action of the 

rench Chambers, or now adopt such provisional 
measures as it may deem necessary, and best 
adapted to protect the rights and maintain the 
honor of the country. Whatever that decision 


; may be, it will be faithfully enforced by the Ex- 
ecutive, as far as he is authorized so to do.” 


This message contains the opinions, recom- 
mendations, and action of the Executive; and it 


: is to be remarked— 


| 


1. That it contains no recommendation of any 
appropriation for fortifications or arming. The 
documents accompanying it contain the ordinary 
and common appropriations for ordinary years, 
and nothing more. 

2. It was not understood by the friends or op- 
ponents of the Administration as recommending 
appropriations for a state other than of peace. No 
Senator or Representative in his place suggested 
that such a construction was to be put upon it 
The Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. Hus- 
BARD] is entitled to the credit of the discovery, 
but it comes rather late. He did not make that 
discovery, so far as I know, during the last ses- 
sion. His own actions, as will appear presently, 
show a different opinion at that day. 

3. The measure which it did recommend was 
reprisals, as a measure solely of peace. And these 
he recommends to be placed at his discretion, by 
the passage of a law ‘authorizing reprisals upon 
French property, in case provision shall not be 
made for the payment of the debt at the approach- 


1836.] 
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ing session of the French Chambers.” 


17.) Ifa law in this form had been passed, it is | 


apparent that the power of peace and war would 
have been in the hands of the Executive. How 
he would have used it may be learned by his “ well- 
setded principle of the international code.” Ele 
would have used his power, and we should have 
been at war. What would have availed the dic- 
tum of books? If French property had been 
forcibly seized to pay the debt or avenge our 
wrongs, it would have been repelled. War would 
have instantly raged. It would have been so, not 
only with France, but with every modern nation 
capable of resisting the assaults of an enemy. 
The seizure of the property of the citizens of 
France, because the Government would not pay 


its debt, neither would nor could have been re- | 


garded as a measure of peace. But pretending so 


to consider it, the President would have used it, | 


and thus Congress would have transferred to him 
the power of making war. 


The recommendation, then, was of a legisla- ` 


tive measure, with a view to peace. Although it 
might, in the hands of the Executive, have pro- 
duced war, yet he urged it as a peace measure, 
and did not accompany it with proposalsor esti- 
mates for increased appropriations. 

Such as it was, it met the prompt attention of 


the Senate. And on the 15th January (page 94) | 


the Senate, by a vote perfectly unanimous, forty- 
five members voting, 

“ Resolved, That itis inexpedient at present to adopt any 
legislative measure in regard to the state of affairs between 
the United States and France.” 

Thus, by the action of the Senate, all legislative 
action on the subject was, for the time, closed. 
And did any one then think that there was a 
call for war appropriations? .Not one said it, 
and if they thought it, they failed in their duty in 
not calling for them. As a measure of peace, no 
such appropriations could be required. If no 
legislative measure was expedient, they could 
not have been necessary. 


Subsequent to this time, but before the three : 


millions were proposed, the Committee on For- 
eign Relations of the House, which had moved 
very slowly, did report, and the same decision, 
as to legislative action, was made there, as I shall 
show by reference to the Journal of that body. 
Thus was the whole question of legislative 


action, on the recommendation of the Executive, : 


put at rest by the concurrent and unanimous ac- 
tion of both Houses of Congress. Who could 
have dreamed that, after this, a * provisional 
appropriation of three millions, to be put at the 
discretion of the Executive, would have been 
proposed? But so it was. 
been thwarted by a unanimous vote of Congress 
in getting possession of a discretionary power, 
which would have enabled him to create war if 
he chose; but discretion denied in one form may 
be sought and obtained in another. 
to usc three millions of money, when he should 


The President had | 


The power | 


think it necessary, would have answered an |, 
id 


cqually efficient purpose, and might have led to 


the gratification of the same wishes and designs. ji 
|! 64, 230.) L 
i it; and so also had the citizens and corporation of ' 


The history of the fortification bill will illustrate 
this remark. This history I understand very 
areong from the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire. l 

I proposed to examine that history with some 
care, and shall be obliged to refer to persons b 
name, but I beg to be understood as doing it wit 
no personal feeling or object in relation to them. 
They will be alluded to only because their names 
appear upon the public journals, and their action 
had influence upon the fate of the bill. 

The first fact to which our attention is called 
is the amount of the estimates for fortifications, 
sent at the commencement of the session. In the 
message and these estimates are found the pub- 
lic, official views of the Executive and the De- 
partment of War. (See 4 Executive Documents 

0. 5, page 39.) These estimates amount to four 

undred and thirty-nine thousand dollars only. 
This was all that the Executive considered neces- 
sary, in the state of the country; and itis remark- 
able that it is very little more than one half the 
appropriations for many preceding years—not one 
half of those of the preceding year. During Mr. 
Adams’s administration, the appropriations had 
been, in round numbers, these: 1826, $814,000; 


, known motive, explains the smallness of the sum, 


i telligent and earnest attention to all the interests | 


(Page [ 1 


i rity”? of the country? The opponents of the i 


827, $505,000; 1828, $717,000; 1829, | 
an average, during the four years, of about ;! 
$762,000. During the preceding years of Gen- ' 
eral Jackson’s administration they had been, for 
1830, $886,000; 1831, $716,000; 1832, $653,000; 
1833, $831,000; and in 1834, $890,000, being an 
average of $795,000. Yet in the year 1835, when 
we are told war was approaching, the amount ' 
called for was only $439,000. Did the Executive 
anticipate war? Did he feel any peculiar neces- 
sity for hastening on the defenses of the country? 
Then he did not do his duty in recommending 
sufficient appropriations; or was it that a provis- . 
ional, contingent grant, depending on Executive | 
discretion, was already anticipated and devised? ` 
The estimates were received on the 4th of De- | 
cember, (Journal, 35,) and on the 9th (Journal, 51) | 
referred to the Committee of Ways and Means, of 
which the present Speaker of the House, a warm 
and confidential friend of the Executive, was the !! 
chairman. No report was made until the 2d of | 
January, (Journal, 134,) twenty-three days after | 
the reference, when the bill was reported, con- 
taining the precise items and precise amount of 
the estimates, thus adding the opinion of the com- 
mittee that the estimates were large enough. In 
the mean time, on the 27th of December, (Jour- 
nal, 137,) a message had been received from the | 
Executive respecting our affairs with France, and | | 
communicating documents in relation to them. 
Of this message ten thousand copies were ordered 
to be printed for distribution. The report of the | 
bill several days after the messagé proves that, in | 
the opinion of the friends of the Executive, at 
least of the committee, no change was made in 
our relations by that message—nothing calling for 
increased or contingent appropriations. This bill, 
thus reported on the 2d January, one month after 
Congress was in session, and for not one half of 
the amount in the preceding year, and but little 
more than one half of the average of the ten pre- | 
ceding years, was ‘in accordance with the views 
of the Executive.”? No public document, no 


unless it be found in the subsequent history of 
the “ contingent appropriation,” and the desire | 
to place the money at Executive discretion. 

n the 14th of January, the bill was consid- 
ered in Committee of the Whole House, and, on 
the 15th of January, in the House itself. The 
amendments there offered to it were numerous. 
Mr. Everett moved to increase the appropriation 
for Castle Island, &c., in Boston harbor from 
$8,000 to $75,000. It was resisted by the friends 
of the Executive, and rejected by a vote of 120 || 
to 87. (Journal, 224-5.) 

An amendment was moved by Mr. McKm to 
add $50,000 for Fort McHenry. lt was rejected |! 
by 129 to 66. 

For the repairs of Fort Marion and the sea- 
wall at Pensacola, there was a motion to insert : 
$40,000. The Delegate from Florida, whose in- |; 


of his constituents is so well known, had, as early 
as the 10th of December, called the attention of 
the House, by resolution, to this object. (Pages 
The Legislature of Florida had urged | 


St. Augustine. (Journal,95.) It was important 
to the “‘ defense and security” of that country; | 


‘and if the reports from that region be true, its 
i value may at this moment, perhaps, be evidenced | 


by the plunder and burning of a city, and the , 
massacre of its inhabitants. Yet this appropria- 
tion was also rejected, by a vote of 115 to 67. ` 
(Journal, 227.) . 
These efforts to add to the bill having thus sig- | 
nally failed, Mr. Parker moved to strike out |; 
$30,000 for Throg’s Neck. The motion was :. 
rejected—113 to 86. (Journal, 246.) And onthe 
21st January (Journal, 251) the bill passed pre- 
cisely as it had been estimated for by the Execu- || 
tive, and reported by the committee. | 
Now, Mr. President, by whom was the amount ' 
of that bill fixed? By the Executive and his: 
friends. By whom was the increase refused ? By i! 
the Executive and his friends. Who urged addi- | 
tional appropriations for ‘‘ the defense and secu- 


H 
| 
{i 


Administration; the political friends of that ma- 
jority ofthe Senate who are charged with defeating | 
the appropriations. . Look at the recorded yeas || 


$1,013,000; || 


_ danger? 
“then enough for specific appropriation, where 
, could be the necessity for a discretionary three 


: approved by the House, was known. 


| Me. 


i this essential object. 


| they were specific. 


and nays upon these questions; read the reports 
of the debates; you will find an almost exact 
division of parties in respect to the questions. 
The names of Mr. CamBrecenc, chairman of 
Foreign Relations; Mr. Porr, chairman of Ways 
and Means; Mr. Surner.ann, Mr. VANDERPOEL, 
and all that class of politicians; all, except one, 
of the members from my own state; and on all 
occasions, I believe, Mr. Henry Hussar, then 
a member of the Committee of Ways and Means, 
and at present a member of the Senate from New 
Hampshire, whose argument to prove our culpa- 
bility we have heard. 

I ask, was there danger on the 2ist January? 
Why were not the specific appropriations for 
defense increased? Why resisted by the whole 
force of party? Was the Executive blind to the 
Were his friends? If $439,000 were 


millions? The course of the Senate, subsequently 
Discre- 
tionary reprisals had been refused. Legislative 
action had been declared unnecessary. Shall 
those who thus acted now turn round and charge 
us with neglect? 

The bill came to the Senate on the 21st January; 
on the 23d it was twice read and referred. (Jour- 
nal, 117.) On the 16th February, (Journal, 168,) 
one day shorter period than it had been in the 


: hands of the House committee, it was reported, 


and the committee had agreed to the whole bill 
as it came from the House; and all the items of 


| it were concurred in by the Senate, without 


question. But the committee had done more; 
they had increased the sum for Castle Island to 
$75,000, and added $100,000 for various objects 
of defense in Maryland. 

On the 23d February (Journal, 185) it was called 
out of its order, on motion of the chairman, 
Webster, with a view to expedite its passage. 
The items from the House and the additions by 
the committee were agreed to; and, upon motion, 
three items were added, $80,000 for Fort Dela- 
ware, $75,000 for repairs and armament of Fort 
Mifflin, below Philadelphia, and $100,000 for the 
armament of the fortifications. The two first of 
these items were for objects of great interest to 
the country. Fort Delaware was in ruins, Fort 
Mifflin inefficient—the approach to Philadelphia 
almost unobstructed. Yet they were neglected 
by the House. The other item of $100,000 for 
armament of fortifications, deserves attention. 
For many years that amount for that object had 
been uniformly put in the bill for the support of 
the Army. On the 27th January preceding, the 


, usual army. bill had passed, containing it; and 


thus, by this amendment of the Senate, $200,000, 
instead of $100,000, were to be appropriated for 
Is there, in all this, any 
evidence that the Senate were unwilling to provide 
for the national defense? It was far in advance 
of the House. They had sent to us $439,000; we 
added $421,000, for objects as important, for the 
security and defense of the country, as any which 
were contained in the bill. 

On the 24th February it was received by the 
House, and referred to the committee on the next 
day. (Journal, 442,451.) There were butfive items 
to be examined. The committee did not take 
much time for that purpose. It was reported on 
the 27th, agreeing to some and disagreeing to 
other of the amendments. (Page 464.) Ifanxious 


' for the defense of the country, it might then have 


been promptly considered. It was in the hands 


i, of the friends of the Administration, and they 
ji had a large and not unmanageable majority. Yet 


it was left until the 3d March, the last day of the 
session, when the amendments of the Senate were 
agreed to, except the one which related to Fort 
Delaware. Upon this the Senate afterwards in- 
sisted, and the House receded. (Journal, 506,509.) 


| There was then no longer any difference between 


the two Houses on any of the items of the bill. 
Each had added what its sense of duty called for; 
and the amount appropriated by it was $860 more 
than the average appropriation during the last ten 
years. The Senate had shown no reluctance to 
make the most ample appropriations, provided 
They had rejected nothing 
offered by the House. They had induced the 
House to take an amount almost double that pro-- 
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Houses had agreed on every item; the bill required 
only the forms of final passage. ; 

Why, then, did itnot pass? Whatcircumstance, 
what contrivance, what accident defeated it? 

In answering this inquiry, I shall refer to the 
Journals of the two Houses, and the regular and 
ordinary report of the proccvedings of the last 
night of the session, as itappeared in the National 
Intcligeneer of the Tth March. 

When the House objected to one of the amend- 
ments, from which they afterwards receded, they 
sent the bill back to the Senate with a new section 
added to it, in the following words: 

‘dnd he it further enacted, That the sum of 83,000,090 be, 
and the same is hereby, appropriated out of any money in 
the ‘Treasury not otherwise appropriated, to be expended, 
in whole or in part, ander the direction of the President of 
the United States, for the military and naval service, in- 
eluding fortrfications and ordnance, and increase of the 
Navy: Provided, such expenditure shall be rendered neces- 
sary for the defense of the country prior to the next meeting 
or Congress,” 

This amendment had been made by a vote of 
109 to 77, (Journal, 509,) and it came to us about 
eight o’clock of the last night, within three or four 
hours of the adjournment. We had then been in 
session three months; had discussed our relations 
with France; contemplated our position and our 
duties; had received the views of the Executive, 
and his estimates for the defense of the country, 
and not a suggestion had been made, no member 
of either House, no executive officer, had pro- 
posed such an appropriation. It broke upon us, 
in the last night, most suddenly and unexpect- 
edly. k created surprise, I believe, in every part 
of the Senate Chamber, unless, indeed, some few 
may have been apprised of its approach. I do 
not deny that I wasastonished and indignant, and, 
among others, gave utterance to my feelings. 
That a measure of such a description should have 
been reserved for such a moment, had too much | 
the aspect of finesse and management. It wasre- | 
jected by the Senate,and sent back to the House 
after a debate of about an hour, certainly of not 
more than an hour and ahalf. The reasons for 
its rejection appeared to me then, and appear to 
me now, most ample and satisfactory. 

It might have been objected toas irregular, un- 
usual, and unparliamentary. It was made as an | 
amendment to the amendment of the Senate. As 
such, it must restrain, enlarge, or modify the 
matter to be amended. It did neither. It wasa | 
distinct section, an independent and incoherent 
subject. The House might with equal propriety 
have added a new bill, or all the bills of the ses- 
sion, 


But it was not resisted on this ground. There 
were other and higher considerations, vitally af- 
fecting the institutions of the country. It was 
opposed to the spirit and meaning of the Con- 
stitution, and the whole practice of the Govern- 
ment. The seventh item of the ninth section of | 
the first article declares: | 

t 


* No money shall be drawn from the 
consequence of appropriations made by | 


| 
| 
| 


Treasury, but in : 
aw.” 


The term appropriation implies that the object | 
must be specified. Without it is, the intent of 
the makers of that instrument is violated. A. 
mere declaration that the Executive may draw | 
eut $1,000,000, and apply it to such objects as he 
shal! think necessary for the public interests, is | 
no compliance with the constitutional provision. 
Its design was to guard sedulously the public 
treasure; to secure its control to those who make | 
the laws; to cut off Executive discretion as to the 
objects on which it should be expended. The 
present President has said (Message, December, 
1834) that “ the palpable object of this provision | 
is to prevent the expenditure of the public money | 
for any purpose whatsoever which shall nothave | 
been first approved by the Representatives of the 
people, and the States in Congress assembled. It 
vests the power of declaring for what purposes 
the public money shall be expended in the legis- 
lative department of the Government, to the ex- 
clusion of the executive and judicial,” &c., &c. 
He has also said, on another occasion, (Message, 


' several. 


| passe 


posed by the Executive and his friends. The I be done consistently with the preservation of its || that ‘“ biases would not 
j | constitutional character. 


33 


That it is “ the duty 
of the Legislature to define, by clear and positive 
enactments, the nature and extent of the action 


which it belongs to the Executive to superin- | 


tend,” &c. That the true rule of action *‘ should 


make the President ever anxious to avoid the ` 


exercise of any discretionary authority, which 
can be regulated by Congress. The biases which 
may operate upon him will not be so likely to 


extend to the Representatives of the people in; 


that body.”’ 
It is true, these opinions were expressed on a 
different subject; but [commend them to the Sen- 


ator from New Hampshire (Mr. Hussard] as | 


equally applicable to the bill, whose character we 
are investigating. He seems to think it quite 
specific enough, and sufficiently restraining to 
Executive discretion. But what are its terms? 
The three milliousare to be expended, ‘in whole 
or in part,” as the Executive may see fit. On 
what objects? ‘* The military and naval services, 
including fortifications, ordnance, and increase 
of the Navy.” On what conditions? ‘If the 
expenditure be necessary for the defense of the 
country.” Who is to judge of the necessity? 
The President. Can an appropriation be more 
indefinite—less specific? The amount short of 
three millions is absolutely in his discretion. The 
“necessity’’ rests on his judgment, not on the 
judgment of Congress: The selection of objects 
is in his choice. He might expend the whole in 
raising an army. He might increase the Navy 
by men and ships, at his pleasure. He might 
devote the whole to one object, or divide it among 
It clothed him with unlimited discre- 
tion on all points save one—the amount of three 
millions. Such a bill is new in the practice of 
the Government—unknown at former periods and 
under former Executives. We have before passed 
through times of trial, and been engaged in actual 
war; yet such investment of power was not found 
expedient or necessary. It was reserved for the 
disciples of Mr. Jefferson, who claim to be the 
especial advocates of his principles—the Demo- 
crats, var excellence, the only men who have 
d pure and unhurt through the corruptions 
of the times of Madison, Monroe, and Adams, 
to devise and support this bill. I commend to 


| their notice the language and opinions of Mr. | 
: Jefferson: 


“ In our care, too, of the public contributions, intrusted 


i to our direction, it would be prudent to multiply barriers i 

| against their dissipation by appropriating specitic sums to 
"| every specific purpose susceptible of definition; by disal- 

| lowing all applications of money varying from the appropri- 

i ation in object or transcending it in amount; by reducing 

i the undefined field of contingencies, and thereby circum- 

| scribing discretionary powers over money, and by bringing ` 

| back to a single Department all accountabilities for money 

|! where the examinations may be prompt, efficacious, and 

; uniform.” —Mr. Jefferson’s Message, December 8, 180]. 


This doctrine of Mr. Jefferson is among the 
earliest or my political recollections; and being 
just and true in itself it has been invariably ap- 
proved in theory and practice from his day to 
ours. It was sound when he uttered it—it is sound 
still with all except those who have unhesitating 
confidence in the present Chief Magistrate. 
will not, in their opinion, abuse this or any other 
trust confided to him. He requires no guards, 
no checks, no controlling reguiations. He will 
noterr in the judgment which he forms on any 
point. The biases which he assures us may op- 
erate upon the Executive are not to be regarded 
as extending to him. He is the exception to the 
salutary principle which directs a jealous watch- 
fulness towards those who are invested with 
power and authority. Mr. Jefferson must have 


| been wrong when he said, “ We have not found 


angels in the form of men to govern us.” 

Mr. President, that section of the bill, as it came 
to us from the House, violated the spirit and pur- 
pose of the Constitution, in reference to the dispo- 
sition of the public treasure, It disregarded the 
principle which requires specific sums to be de- 
voted to specified objects. It spurned the doc- 
trine with whose soundness the President is so 
“deeply impressed,”’ that Executive discretion 
should be restrained and limited by specific pro- 


December, 1835,) “ no one can be more deeply 
impressed than Í am with the soundness of the 
doctrine which restrains and limits, by specific 
Provisions, Executive discretion, as far ag it can | 


visions, It omitted “ the duty of the Legislature 
to define, by clear and positive. enactments, the 
nature and extent of the action which it belongs 
to the Executive to superintend.” It presumed 


He: 


operate on him in relg- 
ith France, which would 
ves of the people in Con- 
Executive with the dis- 


tion to the controversy w 
extend to the representati 
ii gress.” It invested the 
cretion which belongs to Congress, and to Con- 
gress only. It gave him the authority to “ raise 
armies and provide a navy.” It surrendered the 
power of war into his hands. With such an ap- 
propriation he might have put the question of 
war beyond the reach of the representatives of 
the people; and, judging from the temper mani- 
|, fested by him—his recommendation of reprisals 
| —the language of his advocates—I believed then, 
' and still believe that, if it passed, we should have 
lj war. Even now we should be in war—a war in 
which human life would be poured out without 
| stint, and the smoke of human blood ascend from 
|, the land and the water—a war to which no limits 
| in time or in results could be set by human fore- 
= sight—a war upon which, in the present state of 
| Europe, other nations would not have looked with 
an indifferent neutrality, but, in all probability, 
= convulsing the whole of Christendom. If war, 
and such a war be necessary, (and it may become 
so, and I may yet be its advocate and supporter, ) 
I implore that it may not be commenced by discre- 
tionary powers vested unnecessarily in one man, 
but be the result of the calm and constitutional 
decision of the representatives of the people, who 
are to bear its trials and face its perils. 

In Rome, sir, they did sometimes create a dic- 
tator, whose duty it was to look to it, ne quid 

| detrimenti respublica capiat; but they did it by no 

i violation of their constitution and the principles 

‘of their Government, but when the enemy was 
at the gates of the Capitol, and despair found no 
other remedy. 

Was there any necessity at that time of be- 
stowing the slightest discretionary power upon. 
the President? In what did the necessity con- 
sist? We were notin war. We were not threat- 
ened with war, unless upon our own action. 

. France had made no movement to assail us. She 
had no cause of complaint which could justify 
|| her in commencing hostilities. She owed us no 
|| debt. She insisted upon no violation of treaty 
|; upon our part. There was not a man in Con- 
| gress—in the nation—in the world that believed 
l| that she would first assail us, unless we did some- 
| thing which should induce her. This, whatever 
it might be, it was proper that Congress, not the 
| Executive, should decide. And, as Congress 
was about to adjourn, nothing would or could 
constitutionally be done to occasion the com- 
' mencement of hostilities. The pretenses that 
we might have war, and that France might assai. 
us before we met again, were utterly fallacious. 
The Executive might have so acted as to create 
speedy difficulties, but T had no desire to offer 
', him inducements so to act. We had claims on 
_ France—she owed us money; we had a treaty 
i which her honorand justice required her to keep. 
i; But the time and mode of enforcing the payment 
| of that debt, and coercing the fulfillment of that 
‘treaty, was in our power; and the Constitution 
| required, when force was to be applied, Congress 
‘| should sit in judgmentand decide it. There was 
no exigency which could demand that we should 
ferget the ordinary guards which our Govern- 
ment provides. And even if our situation had 
been extreme, if the danger had impended, was 
there not time enough for Congress, during that 
session, to have defined the objects of expendi- 
ture, and specified the sums? If danger should 
have arisen subsequent to our adjournment, had 
not the Executive power to call together and con- 
sult those whom the Constitution designates as- 
the counselors and guardians of the people’s 
rights on such an occasion? I could not see or 
feel the necessity for vesting in the President a 
discretion in. which his mode of dealing with 
constitutional questions had not given to me 
much confidence. I regarded that section as a 
dangerous encroachment upon the Constitution, 
and the more dangerous because urged on under 
pienes of national defense and safety. It is 

y such encroachments that that instrument 18 
to be beaten down and destroyed. Icould not 
see its safest provisions hazarded unnecessarily. 
There is enough, day by day, and hour by hour, 
even in this Hall, and much more out of it, to 
warn us that our only safety lies in guarding iti 


1836.) 


693 


24ru Corc... lsr Sess. 


APPENDIX TO THE CONGRESSIONAL G 


LOBE. 


National Defense—Mr. Southard. 


SENATE. 


and that in it, and it alone, live the P 
of the Union and the hopes of freedom. 

In addition to all these considerations, it was 
an appropriation not called for by the Executive— 
a voluntary bestowal of discretionary power un- 
asked by him. It was resisted, at the moment, 
by the Senator from Tennessee, on this ground: 
If the President thought it necessary, it was his 
high constitutional duty so to declare officially. 
“He shall, from time to time, give to Congress 
information of the state of the Union, and recom- 
mend to their consideration such measures as he 
shall judge necessary and expedient.” (Art. 2, 
sec. 3.) When and where did he recommend this 
measure? In what communication is it to be 
found? Not in the message at the opening of the 
session; not in that of the 30th December. Was 
it, as the Senator from New Hampshire seems 
to suppose, in that of the 27th February? (Jour- 
nal, 194.) That message communicates the cor- 
respondence on the subject up to that date, with 
the information that Mr. Livingston had been in- 
structed to quit France if an appropriation should 
not be made by the Chambers; and then adds: 

‘ The subject being new, in all its present aspects, before 
Congress, whose right it is to decide what measures are to 
be pursued on that event, E deen it unnecessary to make 
further recommendation, being confident that, on their 
part, everything will be done to maintain the rights and 
bonor of the country which the oceasion requires.” 

He expressly avoids further recommendations. 
He relies on those which he had before made. 
He does not ask us to place a part of the Treas- | 
ury at his disposal. He does not tell us that it 
is necessary for us to arm. He gives no indica- 
tion of a wish for such an appropriation. Itis 
true he has since told us that this section of the ; 
bill was “in conformity with the wishes of the 
Executive;’’ but when and where and to whom 
were those wishes made known? If communi- 
cated atall, it must have been by private confi- 
dence to favorite members. It must have been 
with the understanding that it should operate 
upon their votes, and not be publicly and officially 
promulgated. I do not accuse him of such a 
course. It would be a base shrinking from the | 
responsibility of his high station, holding, on a ` 
great national question, in which the peace of 
his country was involved, a language official and 
unofficial; a language public, and a language con- 
fidential. Ido not credit the assertion that he 
deals with members of Congress in this mode. 
And yet, sir, if he did wish that appropriation 
to pass in that form, and his wish was known, it ` 
must have been by secret confidential communi- 
cations to members, for it is to be found in no 
public document, no official declaration of the 
Chief Magistrate. 

So far as the Senate is concerned, his wish was 
not known. We were not only ignorant that 
such was his wish, but had no knowledge that | 
the proposition would be made. The Senator 
from New Hampshire tells us that we were noti- i 
fied, and that Mr. CamMBRELENG had stated in the 


House, upon the vote respecting the French i| 


treaty, that he should move such an appropria- 


tion. I beg the Senator to reflect upon such an j: 


argument to sustain such a proposition. A | 
member of the House states, in his place, in 
debate, that he will move a particular appropria- 
tion at some future time, and this is to be regarded 
as sufficient official information that the Senate 
will be called upon to make that appropriation! 
And we must be prepared to pass upon it, with- 
out estimate, without document of any kind to 
examine and guide us. We have fallen on strange 
times, sir, and new notions multiply in relation 
to official duties and legislative obligations. But 
let us look at this warning given by the ehairman 
of Foreign Relations, who is to be our oracle in 
these high matters. When was it made? On the 
23th February. Where? In debate in the House. 
When was it published? I find it in the Globe | 
of the 2d March, issued at a moment when it is 
not probable that half a dozen of even the most | 
devoted students of that print were able to read 
its report of the proceedings of Congress. And 
yet this report, at such a time, and under such 
circumstances, is offered as evidence that the 
Senate ought to have known and been prepared 
for this most extraordinary proposition. But it 
#8 still more unfortunate for the reason of the 
Senator, that the proposition of which Mr. Cay- ! 


ermanency !} BRELEN 


the order to lie on the table was, under the cir- 
cumstances, equal to rejection or withdrawal, 


G gave notice was not that which is con- 
tained in the section which we rejected. It was, 
in substance, that “he should move an amend- 
ment to the fortification bill when it returned ` 
from the Senate, of $1,000,000 for the Army, and 
$2,000,000 for the Navy, in case it should be , 
necessary before the next meeting of Congress. | 
This, he understood, would be all that would be | 
required by the executive branch of the Govern- 
ment.” Now, it is obvious to remark on this 
report: 1. That the bill was not then in the 
Senate. It had been returned to the House, | 
referred to and reported on by the committee, | 
(Journal, 451, 464, 506.) 2. That his notice 
differs widely in substance from the proposition 
subsequently made. 3. That he understood that 
the Executive would require no more. How did 
he understand it? He ought to have given to 
light which he had on the | 


other members the 
subject. 
man, or in any other than a public official capa- ; 
city, he receives directions from the Executive 
what amount of public money he is to put at his 
disposal? If he do, he may as well adopt Antony’s 
profession of faith: 
“T shall remember. 
When Ceasar says do this, it is performed.” 

As little benefit by way of justification can be 
found for this appropriation in the vote of the 
House respecting the treaty. The messages of 
the 7th and 30th December had been before the 
Committee on Foreign Relations up to the 27th 
February, when a report was made, accompanied 
by three resolutions, (Journal, 466.) On the 2d 
of March the House considered them in conjunc- 
tion with three resolutions offered by Mr. Apams 
as amendments thereto. (Journal, 496.) i 

The first resolution of the committee was: | 


| 
Is it to be understood that, as chair- Ji 
[i 
Ì 
| 


;; necessary. The House had just before unani- 


‘mously relieved the committee from all further 


consideration of the only recommendations made 
by the Executive; thus declaring these recom- 
mendations improper, or, at least, the measures 
proposed unnecessary; and now the resolution 
for contingent preparations is laid on the table by 
the assent of the friends of the Executive. Sir, 
I ask again, did they expect war? No, sir; they 
knew better. The appropriation was not callea 
for by anticipation of an attack from France. If 
it was, the friends of the Executive—the House 
of Representatives—were greatly wanting in their 
duty to the country. 

Look at the only resolution which they did 


, pass. It declares “that the treaty should be 


“ That it would be incompatible with the rights and honor || 


of the United States further to negotiate in relation to the | 
treaty entered into by France on the 4th of July, 1831, and | 
that this House will insist upon its execution as ratified by | 
both Governments.” 

The amendment was— 

“That the rights of the citizens of the United States to 
indemnity from the Governinent of France, stipulated by 
the treaty conciuded at Paris on the 4th of July, 1831, ought, 
in no event, to be sacrificed, abandoned, or impaired, by 
auy consent or acquiescence of the Government of the | 
United States ;” | 
—and was subsequently, after debate, modified | 
by Mr. Apams, and was in these words: 

“Resolved, That, in the opinion of this House, the treaty 
with France of the 4th of July, 1831, should be maintained, 
and its execution insisted on.” 

After various efforts at amendment and change, | 
it passed unanimously. (Journal, 500.) The 
other amendments offered by Mr. Apams were 
then withdrawn by him. The second resolution 


i; maintained,” and “its exccution insisted on.” 


And who in this country has ever held a different 
language ? But how insisted on? By immediate 
war? Was that the meaning of the House? 
Was ita war measure? Then, more guilty le- 
gislation cannot be imagined. Go to war, with 
peace appropriations, without one preparatory 
measure by Congress? The House meant no 
such thing. To suppose that they did, would be 
an impeachment of something more than their 
intelligence. They left the question of further 
Negotiation entirely open by the rejection of the 
resolution which deelared it incompatible with 
our rights and honor, and they adopted one which 
merely declared that the treaty ought to be main- 


‘tained. And had France then, or has she yet, 


declared that she did not consider it binding on 
her, and that she would not maintain it? On the 
contrary, she has always admitted its validity, 
and acknowledged that the debt was due to us. 
She has delayed, and delayed improperly, upon 
insufficient reasons, to comply with her obliga- 
tions under it, but the resolution of the House 
asserted no fact which France has controverted, 


| I do not intend to inquire, on this occasion, into 


the sufficiency of the reasons urged by her. It 


is enough, for the present, to say that the act of 
the House did not render war necessary; that it 
was not anticipated speedily, if at all; to arise; 
and that those who favored this contingent ap- 


| propriation can find in this resolution no apology 


of the committee was in these words: i 


“ Resolved, That the Committee on Forcign Affairs be 
discharged from the further consideration of so much of the 
President’s message as relates to commercial restrictions i 
or to reprisals on the commerce of France,” ! 
and passed unanimously; thus concurring with 
the unanimous vote of the Senate in regard to the 
recommendation of the Executive. 
ing resolution was in these words: 

“ Resolved, That contingent preparations ought to be 
made to meet any emergency growing out of our relations 
with France;” 
and this resolution was, on the motion of Mr. 
CAMBRELENG, ordered to lie upon the table. 
(Journal, 501.) It was the 2d day of March; 


for there could be no hope of again calling it 
up, discussing, and deciding it. Here, then, on 
the very day before this extraordinary section 
was introduced into the bill, while a resolution, 
which declared contingent preparations to be 


proper, was before the House, the chairman of | asite 
: the hand that distributes honors and profits, but 


the Committee on Foreign Affairs, on his own 
motion, disposed of it, and declined taking the | 
sense of the House upon it. Could it have been 
anticipated, after that, that Congress would be 
called upon to place three millions of money in 


for it. The chairman of the committee, the per- 
son who moved this section, is reported to have 
said in debate, as late as the 28th of February: 
“If we are to have peace, the lefs said, the better. If 
war, the next Congress would have enough to say on that 
great question. The question of war, if decided at alt, 
was, in his opinion, to be decided by another Congress.” 
And, out of the House, all parties concurred 
in the hope and belief that it would be avoided. 
lt was but four or five days previous that the 
oficial paper, which is regarded, even by our 
foreign Ministers, as expressing opinions worthy 
of all confidence, contained the following edi- 


' torial remarks, (Globe, of 24th of February:) 


“From the extracts given in this day’s paper from the 


, foreign journals, and especially the remarks of the French 
' Minister on the introduction of the law to provide for the 


The remain- | 


the hands of the Executive, without specification :. the 
could, indeed, have been more absurd than the 


of objects? Did the committee expect war? Did 
they think France would assail us? Did they 
believe legislation necessary? Why, then, was 
not the sense of the House taken upon the ques- 
tion? The Senate had long before unanimously 


treaty, it will be seen that there is now the fairest prospect 
of speedy and happy adjustment of our difficulties with 
France, &e. 

“ Mr. Livingston will not, it appears, apply for his pass- 
ports, but will await the action of the Chambers in relation 
to the law proposed by the Ministry.” 

It then gives an extract of a letter of congratula- 
tion on the prospects which the late news has 
opened onthe country, which, in conclusion says: 

The Opposition scem confounded this morning, and 
even the most desperate in their ranks say the President 
has had the good fortune to take the right course in this 
matter. Chance has had no hand in it, my friend, it is par- 
cel of his great, fair, and clear conrse.” © We believe all 
the difficuities in the matter have grown out of the intrigues 
of some one on our own side of the Atlantic,” &e, 

The extract administers the usual dose of flat- 
tery which parasites are ever ready to bestow on 


it conveyed the strong impression which then pre- 
vailed, And war was not expected here nor else- 
where, at least not so expected as to justify large 
discretionary appropriations. To have gone to 
war then would have been most absurd; nothing 


position which we should have occupied. It was 
justly remarked about that time, “To go to war 
now would be like two boys standing betore ea h 


Other with clenched fists, and each daring the 


declared that no legislativeaction was at this time -- 


other to strike. If we did go to war with France 
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on this subject, it would allend in an expenditure 
of millions upon millions of treasure, and oceans 
of blood, and we should then be asking each other 
who struck the first blow.”’ 

Mr. President, that section of the bill, thus in- 
troduced, was neither necessary nor expedient, 
to be justified by no facts, hostile to every correct 
ean of legislation; and the majority of the 


enate, by a vote of 29 to 19, rejected it. (Journal, ` 


232.) The names are recorded; and, while the 
minority doubtless acted upon a proper sense of 
their duty, the majority will not, I feel assured, 
have cause to condemn themselves. For myself, 
l concurred most heartily on the disagreement to 
the section, and cheerfully put myself upon the 
principles involved, and leave my act to the award 
of the future. 

But, Mr. President, I ask attention while I pro- 
ceed still further with the history of the bill. It 
returned to the House, as is, I believe, agreed on 
all hands, before ten o’clock. Mr. Guouson then 
moved that the House recede from their amend- 
ment, and urged it strongly upon them. (Journal, 
516.) It was opposed, sir, and the reported lan- 
guage is worthy of observation. Mr. CAMBRE- 
LENG, the chairman of the committee, and the 
person who moved the section, ‘hoped the House 
would not recede. If the Senate had chosen to 
take the responsibility of defeating the appropri- 
ation, it might remain with them; he would take 
no part of it.” And Mr. Bynum sustained him. 
Now this was long before twelve o’clock. It was 
upon the first disagreement. It was while there 
was a quorum, for the vote against receding was 
110 to 87. Why, at this early hour, with a full 
attendance of members, was the declaration made 
that ‘“‘the responsibility of defeating the appropri- 
ation” was upon the Senate? Why did the mover 
refuse to take no part in it? Was the appropri- 
ation necessary to the defense of the country, and 


was it not worth while to make an effort to save | 


it? Was an enemy approaching our shores, and 
was it more deai abit to cast the responsibility on 
the Senate than to defend the country. 

The House, on motion of Mr. CAMBRELENG, 
determined to insist upon the section, and so in- 
formed the Senate; but they asked no conference. 
It was their amendment; they had voted to insist; 
and it was proper, if they desired to avoid diffi- 
culty, and secure its passage, to ask a conference 
respecting it. The Senate had previously done 
so, that very night, on an amendment of theirs 


to the bill making appropriation for the civil and ` 


diplomatic expenses of the Government. Thecon- 
ference was had, and the bill passed. (Journal, 
512-515.) But the House, upon this bill, did not 
choose to take this course. They chose rather 
to put it in jeopardy. The Senate adhered to 
their decision by a vote of 29 to 17, (Journal, 
235,) and the bill was speedily returned. This 
course of the Senate was perfectly parliamentary 
and correct, as is known to Senators, and as I 
shall presently have cause to explain. 


When the bill again came to the House, they | 


had another opportunity of asking a conference, 
and saving their amendment and the whole bill, 
if there could be a compromise made. They 
did not seize the opportunity. Other counsels 
prevailed. The mover of the section now moved 
to adhere to it. This would have defeated the 
bill irretrievably; no subsequent movement could 


have savedit. Why, then, was the motion made? ;\ 
Was it resolved upon that the whole bill, with all : 


its appropriations, should be lost, because the 
Senate had not consented to put three millions at 
the disposal of the President? There was yet 


time enough; it was not twelve o’clock, and there | 


wasaquorum. Yet, if this motion had prevailed, 
the bill would have been lost with time and quo- 
rum both. The course taken exhibited a fixed 
purpose that no appropriation should be made for 
any of the fortifications, unless this large sum 
was granted; and this most improper and uncon- 
stitutional demonstration of confidence was man- 
ifested towards the President. Was it deemed 
necessary, as an offset against the unanimous re- 
jection of his advice, and the refusal to give him 
the power of making reprisals? 

Mr. Mercer moved that the House recede. 
This would have ended the controversy, and 
saved the appropriations for fortifications amount- 
ing to $369,000. And how, sir, was his motion 


| met? Mr. PoLrx, the chairman of the Committee 
l of Ways and Means, urged that the motion to 
': adhere was first in order, and to be first put; and, 
ii in no very measured language towards the Sen- 
ate, Mr. Tee sustained him, thus aiding the 
movement of Mr. CamBRELENG to adhere, defeat 


i the whole bill, and try to throw the blame upon | 


‘ the Senate. 


' question on receding must be first taken. It was 
; put, and rejected by 107 to 88. (Journal, 519.) 
Upon both of the motions to recede the votes 
|are recorded. It was an almost precise division 
‘of parties. Those who are called opponents of 
_ the Administration voted so as to save the bill, 
but lose the contingent section. Its friends voted 
| to save the grant of money to the Executive, at 
'the hazard of the whole bill. In this stage of 
‘these extraordinary proceedings, Mr. HUBBARD 
' (and he deserves thanks for breaking rank) moved 
‘fora conference. (Journal,519.) It was asked, 
and promptly agreed to by the Senate, although 
they had voted to adhere to their rejection of the 
section. (Journal, 237.) If they had desired to 
defeat the bill, why did they waive their vote to 
adhere and agree tothe conference? They might 
have refused it, and been perfectly justified by 
‘parliamentary rule and propriety. Even the de- 
sire to throw the responsibility on the Senate 
could not have put them in the wrong. There is 
potent authority on this point in the Journals of 
this body. In January, 1826, the two Houses 
had before them a very important measure—a 
judiciary bill, having the same object as that 
which has recently passed the Senate, to extend 
the circuit-court system to all the States. The 
bill from the House was considered, debated on 
several days, amended, and sent back. The 
House voted not to accept a part of the amend- 
ments, and returned it to the Senate. The Senate, 
on motion of Mr. Van Buren, then chairman of 
ji the Judiciary Committee, adhered to their amend- 
I| ments. The House asked a conference. The 
message asking the conference was referred to 
the Judiciary Committee, and the same chairman 
made a report refusing the conference. 
! port is worthy of the respectful consideration of 


‘all those who now condemn the Senate. It sus- 


l 
l 
i 


‘tains the position which I have advanced in de- | 


| fense of the course of the Senate on this occasion, 
It justifies the vote to adhere without the vote to 
insist. It places the duty of calling for the confer- 
ence on the House which first insists. It refuses 
a conference after the House had asked it, because 


it was not the intention of the Senate to recede, | 


‘and a conference was therefore unnecessary. The 
Senate sustained the report by 24to 13; and among 
the majority are found the names of Messrs. Van 
Buren, Benton, Berrien, Branch, Dickerson, Eaton, 
Hayne, Rowan, Tazewell, White, and Wood- 
bury. The bill was lost by this decision. The 


report and vote may be found in volume sixteen 


i of Senate Journal 


| » pages 306-312. 


'| our opponents will not deny it, and if the Sen- 


‘ate had desired to defeat this bill, why did we ` 


| not refuse the conference? We did not. We 
‘| were resolved to resist the three millions; but we 


sought, earnestly, the passage of the bill, and | 
‘waived every rule of practice in such cases to | 
Yet we are now charged with the | 


i accomplish it. 
defeat of the bill. The conferees on the part of 
the House were Messrs. CAMBRELENG, HUBBARD, 
‘and Lewis; on the part of the Senate, Messrs. 


| agreed—the conferees of the Senate unanimously, 
| and a majority of those of the House. It was 
i; at the time understood that they also were unan- 
i mous. 

It seems to have been since denied that Mr. 
| CAamBRELENG did agree to the report; and the 


he did. Itis quite possible that he did not. He 
| had desired to adhere to the amendment, which 
: would have destroyed thebill. He had manifested 
his anxiety to throw the blame on the Senate— 
and he may have feared the defeat of his object, 
if the conferees agreed upon a reasonable report 
to the two Houses. He had made a provision 
which reposed all confidence and power in the 
President, and he may have been unwilling that 


The Speaker (then Mr. Bett) decided that the , 


That re- | 


If this be correct parliamentary doctrine, and ` 


WEBSTER, FRELINGHUYSEN, and WRIGHT. They |: 


Senator from New Hampshire will not say that | 


the offering should be withdrawn, But it is of || 


little importance. The conferees did agree, and 
| those of the Senate reported. (Journal, 237.) 
| In lieu of the section of three millions, they pro- 
i| posed: 
i! © As an additional appropriation for arming the fortifica- 
i! tions of the United States, $300,000. 
“ Asan additional appropriation for the repair and equip- 
ment of the ships-of-war of the United States, $500,000.” 
When this report was made, the Senate were 
> prepared to approve it. The committee of which 
the Senator from New York was one, had agreed 
to it, and it would have passed unanimously. 
Sir, the whole Senate was ready to passit. There 
was no fault in that respect on either side of this 
body. The censure must rest elsewhere. 

The Senator from New Hampshire seems to 
find no difference between this proposition and 
the section, except in the amount. Has he looked 
atthem? The one is without specification, leaving 
the whole expenditure, as to objects, to the Exec- 
utive. The other defines the objects for which 
the money is appropriated. It complies with 
our legislative duty. It is constitutional and 
proper. Mr. President, ought not this report to 
have been satisfactory, and to have passed? It 
provided for the very objects which were most 
important in case of difficulty—our fortifications 
and Navy; for the only objects that could have 
required attention before it would have been the 
duty of the Executive to assemble Congress, and 
it provided most amply for them. Observe the 
amounts. There had been appropriated for arm- 
ing the fortifications, in the Army bill, $100,000; 
in this bill, by a previous amendment of the 
Senate, $100,000 more; and by this conference 
$300,000; in all, $500,000, for arming them in 
one year. Was it not ample? Could more have 
been used faithfully and economically? Not a 
dollar. 

So as to the Navy. The bill for its support con- 
tained appropriations to the amount of more than 
$3,680,000, in which $974,000 were for repairs of 
vessels in ordinary, and the repairs and wear and 

i tear of vessels in commission; add to this sum 
, the $500,000 proposed by the conferees, and we 
have $1,474,000 for the repairs and equipment of 
vessels of war. Was it not ample for that object, 
_ until Congress would meet, or be called together? 
I am compelled to believe that it was not the 
amount which was insufficient. It was the re- 
striction imposed. It wasa specific appropria- 
tion. It was not left to the discretion of the 
Executive, and his friends would not have it. 
They preferred losing the whole bill to denying 
this expression of confidence in the Chief. Then 
let them answer for the loss; but let not them and 
the Presidenfunjustifiably charge the Senate with 
a failure of duty. The Senate did its duty and 
its whole duty to the country, faithfully. Ex- 
amine this bill as it stood after the conference. 
It came to us with €439,000, all that the Presi- 
dent and the Department asked. We added 
$421,900, and by the conference we agreed to add 
$800 ,000—making in all $1,660,000, almost four 
. times the estimates of the Executive, as much as 
could with propriety be devoted to the object. It 
came with a small specific appropriation—was 
increased in the House by seven times the amount 
to be used at Executive discretion. The moment 
that three times the amount is agreed to by the 
| Senate, but the Executive discretion denied, itis 
| refused, rejected, and the Senate assailed. 
ii I proceed. Why was this agreement of the 
conferees not received by the House, and the bill 
passed? The chairman of the managers did not 
report the agreement. The House did not agree 
to it. They had the papers, and the Senate were 
thus compelled to see the destruction of the bill, 
without the power to avoid it. They kept the 
: papers, and we could take no vote upon it. But 
' we did not rest in silence under this extraordi- 
nary, may I not say, without offense, this most 
unjustifiable procedure. If we had done nothing 
| more, we should have been faultless in the matter. 
' But after waiting until general alarm was felt, lest 
i! it was the intention of the House to destroy the 
|! bill, the Senator from Massachusetts (Mr. WEB- 
! STER] moved that we should send a message re- 
: minding the House of the subject. (Journal, 239.) 
i It was new in practice. Such a message, SO far 
‘ag I can learn, had never before been sent by one 
House to the other, since the establishment of the 
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Government. Butthe parliamentary practice was 
consulted. [ recollect it well, for I examined it 
with that Senator. 
guide on subjects of this kind, it is stated to be 
a proper message, (page 191.) “ When a bill is 
sent by one House to the other, and is neglected, 
they may send a message to remind them of it.”? 
(3 Hals. 25; 5 Gray, 154.) 

The message was sent. 
words: 

‘Resolved, That a message be sent to the honorable the 
House of Representatives, respectfully to remind the House 
of the report of the committee of conference appointed on 
the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on the amendment 


of the House to the amendment of the Senate to the bill re- 
specting the fortifications of the United States.” 


Thus, sir, the Senate, now charged with neglect 


| 


| 


In Jefferson’s Manual, our l 


The entry is in these 


of duty, with defeating the bill, with unwilling- , 
ness to defend the country, departed from ordi- | 
nary practice; adopted a new but parliamentary '; 


proceeding to urge the House to attend to the 
passage of the bill. 


roundly and incautiously accused by the Senators 
from New Hampshire and Georgia, put in requi- 


And thus, sir, the Senator | 
from Massachusetts, [Mr. Wesster,] who is so » 


duty, but to press others to the discharge of theirs. - 


The facts cannot have been well remembered by 
the Senators. The accusation has not been well 
considered. I am glad to perceive that that Sen- 
ator is not at this moment in his seat; for it per- 
mits me to say, without indelicacy towards him, 
that in the debate upon the question, and in the 
whole course of our action upon the bill, as upon 
every other where the Constitution and the inter- 
ests of his country are involved, he brought into 
exercise the best powers of his well-disciplined 
intelligence and pure patriotism. 

Mr. President, such having been the conduct 
of the Senate, I repeat the inquiry, Why was 
that bill lost, upon every item of which, except 
one, the two Houses had agreed, and upon that 
one the managers of the conference between them 
had agreed? The answer will be found in the 
history of that night’s proceedings in the House 


i Senate Chamber and refused to report? I beg his 


il 
iy 
| 


| 
| 


of Representatives—proceedings which I take no | 


pleasure in examining. 
members of the Senate, have been accused from 
high places, and it is our duty to make our de- 
fense, and to make it fully. The President and 
the Senator from Missouri have both pronounced 
us guilty, and before hearing too. They must 
have forgotten their bitter complaints against us, 
when we ventured, on a certain occasion, to ex- 
press our opinion that the Executive had tran- 
scended his constitutional and legal rights. But 
enough of that for the present. The topic of 
expunging will come in due time. Let us look 
at the reasons assigned for the House not acting 
on the bill; and while we do it, let us not forget 
the declaration made by the chairman of the 
Committee on Foreign Affairs, long before twelve 
o’clock, when the disagreement of the Senate 


But, sir, I, and other ` 


was first announced—that they had taken the 


responsibility of defeating the bill. 


"hese reasons are: 1. That it was past twelve | 


o’clock when the managers of the conference re- | 


turned to the House; and 2. There was nota 
quorum. 


It may possibly have been past twelve o’clock; ` 


but neither my recollection, nor the facts as they 


have been stated by others, and are recorded on 


the Journals, permit me to believe it. 

The Senator from New Hampshire, [Mr. Hus- 
BARD,] who was one of the managers on the part 
of the House, has stated to us that, after the 
conferees had met, Mr. Wesster looked at his 
watch, and said it was near twelve o’clock, or 
wanted a few minutes of twelve, and hastened 
the conference. Then, 1. Mr. Wessrer did not 
seek delay, nor desire to defeat the bill. And, 
then, also, 2. It was nottwelve o’clock when the 
conferees did meet. Now, it appears from our 


Journal, and is true in fact, that the conferees ' 


were together buta few minutes, for, in that hur- | 
i "' fifty-two more than a quorum of that body. If, 


rying part of the session, when not a moment 
was lost, there were only two things done in the 


Senate before the return and report of the con- ` 
thana quorum when the conferees returned to 


ferees—one, receiving a short message from the 
House; the other, a motion, of course, to dis- 


‘and to decide upon any question? 


_, time of the Senate which I shall be compelled to . 


Mon magnitude from the principles involved. , 
_ When it returned again from the House, it was | 
‘detained only long enough for the Senator from | 


r 


| 


{! 
j 
H 


i 
1 
iW 
i 


; aright to demand that the 
of the House to make report was a wrong done ` 


i : A l ` as to the House. 
sition his best exertions not only to do his own | 


i safety and defense of the wart 
00 


: Interesting matter. 


The same Senator again states to us, that when 
the Cumberland road bill passed, Mr. GILMER 
refused to vote, and said it was past twelve 


' o'clock. Then, the Cumberland road bill passed 


after the conference, if the statement of Mr. Giu- 
MER was correct. 

The same Senator also stated that Mr. Cam- 
BRELENG and himself both voted on that bill, and 
the Journal (page 522) confirms him. Then, if 
the measure suited, there were no scruples about 
the hour; and I ask, why not report the result of | 
the conference as well as vote on the Cumberland | 
road bill? I fear, sir, we must search for other | 
reasons, i 

_ But suppose, sir, it had been past twelve o’clock; 
did that fact justify the managers of the House 
in refusing to make ‘a report? They had been con- 
stituted, by a solemn joint act of the two bodies, 


to confer upon a great public measure. In their | 


action both Houses were concerned, and both had ` 
g should be faithful, . 
he refusal of those 


and discharge their duty. 


to the Senate, highly disrespectful to it, as well 
0 Suppose the House had been 'i 
anxious to pass this bill, and the chairman of the | 
managers [Mr. Wessrer] had returned to the || 


ardon for even making such a supposition; but 
if he had been capable of doing it, and had done 
it, what would have been said in the House? 
What commotion! What fiery denunciation! ` 
What anathemas from the Executive in executive | 
messages! Sir, he would have been charged with | 
being already in the pay of the enemy, not only 
willing to disregard the Constitution and the 
but ready to ` 
join their ranks, and mingle the blood of his coun- | 
trymen with the smoking ruins of the Capitol. į 
But the act was performed by others, whose de- | 


votion to party chieftainism covers every act with 
approbation. | 
Mr. President, I would inquire by what au- 
thority a manager of either House assumes to 
himself the right to decide for that House whether 
he shall make report or not?—takes away, of his 
own mere pleasure, the power of the body to act 
l i It is not my | 
business to guard the respect which any House ! 
of Representatives owes to itself, but, as a mem- 
ber of this body, I have a right to express my 
conviction that no manager here will ever feel the 
inclination, or, if he does, will ever venture thus 
to trifle with this body, until it shall have become i 


the registering council of Executive edicts. 

But, sir, the Senator from New Hampshire 
has taken some pains to prove that there was no 
quorum in the House, and, therefore, that the 
House could not act upon the measure. Does 
not the Senator perceive that there being no | 
quorum in the House was no fault of the Senate? 
It has no control over the quorums of that body. | 
It had created no delay. It had, in the first | 
instance, debated the amendment less than an 
hour and a half, not more than one third of the 
time consumed in the Senator’s argument, nor, I 
begin to fear, more than that proportion of the ; 


consume. And yet it was a new proposition, of 
great Importance in amount of money, of uncom- | 


Massachusetts to discharge his duty by making 
the motion to adhere, and by the calling of the | 
yeas and nays. (Journal, 235.) When the con- || 
ference was asked, it was instantly granted, and 
without debate. (Journal, 236.) ÍF, then, it was 
thrown beyond the hour when there was a quo- | 
rum, the censure cannot fall here. 
But let us look at the Journals and reported : 
proceedings upon this subject; they are full of , 
I find (page 522) that on the 
Cumberland road bill there were 94 yeas, 80 
nays—one hundred and seventy-four in all, and , 


from the facts before stated, this bill passed after 
the conference, then there were fifty-two more 


the House, for they voted upon it, If it passed , 


charge a committee. (Journal, 237.) Was it, | before the conference, it must have been imme- | 


then, past twelve when the conferees agreed ? 


il 


diately preceding it. And, I inquire, where were 


these fifty-two when the conferees returned? 
How came it that they escaped so suddenly? 
Who were they? By what impulse were they 


i moved? The history of the subsequent proceed- 


ings seems to give an explanation of this singu- 
lar fact. 

After the vote on the Cumberland road bill, 
two reports, of course, were made, and the 
Speaker signed a bill. Mr. Mann said the func- 


‘tions of the House had ceased; it was twelve 


o’clock, And then Mr. Jarvis moved a resolu- 
tion that, the hour having arrived when the term 
for which this House was elected has expired, 
we do now adjourn. 

Mr. Pork demanded the consideration of the 
question. The Speaker decided the resolution 
not to be in order; and Mr. Jones moved an 
adjournment. This motion was resisted by Mr. 

ARDWELL, Mr. Evans, and Mr. J. Q. Apams, 
and was decided inthe negative. (Journal, 523.) 
Now, sir, why this motion? Had the managers 
returned, or had they not? Was it, or was it 
not, in accordance with the previously declared 


| determination to throw the responsibility of losing 


the bill upon the Senate? Or did it arise from a 
certain fact which occurred about the time of the 
conference, and which left the party no other 
mode of escape? 

The House then took up the resolution to pay 
Mr. Letcher as a member of Congress; and, after 
debate, it was lost, one hundred and thirteen 
voting. And yet, of those not voting, several did 
appear in the subsequent proceedings of the House; 
and among them Mr. Jarvis, Mr. Bearpsury, 
Mr. Pork, Mr. Francis O. J. Smiru. The Sen- 
ator from New Hampshire was also among the 
missing, and so continued, so far as voting was 
concerned, until the adjournment. I cannot ai- 
vide the one hundred and thirteen who voted into 
parties, and assign the proper place to each of 
those who voted, and those whose absence or re- 
fusal to vote prevented the quorum; but no one 
can look at the names without perceiving that the 
opponents of the Administration were there ready 
to discharge their duty to the country, in trans- 
acting the business before them, and that the 
friends of the Administration prevented the pub- 
lic service from being performed, by their deser- 
tion of the House, or their refusal to vote. And 
shall they now turn round, and charge upon their 
Opponents the loss of any public measure? Do 
they suppose that all memory of facts and all in- 
spection of records has been lost? Or do they 
rely upon the credulity of the people, to believe 
any and every accusation against their opponents, 
especially when it is made to bear upon the Sen- 


` ate, and 1s indorsed by the head of the party? 


There was no quorum—none willing to let the 
business proceed, Was there nota quorum really 
there? It wanted but a few votes to make it; and 


_ if those who appear in the subsequent proceed- 
; ings had answered, I cannot doubt that it would 


have been found. 

But if no quorum to attend to this bill, how 
could the House proceed in the transaction of 
other business? Yet it did so. Are their proceed- 
ings invalid? Has that branch of the Legislature 
permitted the approval and promulgation of laws 
to bind the citizens of the United States when 
they know that they had no constitutional author- 
ity? Ido not charge this grievous offense upon 
them; the zeal to fasten criminality here may 
bring them into that condition of guilt. After this 


| no-quorum vote, the Committee on Enrolled Bills 


reported: the House received from the President 
seventy-five laws which he had approved, and by 
message communicated them to the Senate, (Jour- 
nal, 239;) received a report respecting a national 
foundery for ordnance, heard it read, and resolved 
that the Secretary of War perform certain duties 
in regard to it; the Speaker laid before them nine 
important communications from four of the De- 

artments and one of the Bureaus, and from the 
Postmaster General. On a motion to print the 
last, there was a debate had and question taken. 
They also received two messages from the Sen- 
ate; one respecting the conference, and one with 
ten bills which the President had approved. Were 
all these proceedings irregular, void? They ap- 
pear in the Journal, and the papers mentioned are 
a partof your public official documents—the record 
of the legislative history of your country; and 
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yet, sir, we are told there was no quorum, no |! curred in them, and ordered the Clerk 


House of Representatives in existence. 

After the vote on Mr. Letcher’s case, and after 
the message with the bills from the President, 
but before the message from the Senate respect- 
ing the conference, and the other proceedings, to 
which I have alluded, Mr. Jarvis made another 
motion to adjourn; (Journal, 527;) it was de- 
bated; on the vote, Mr. Bearpstey declined to 
answer, because it was past twelve o’clock; one 
hundred and eighteen members answered. There 
is again a like division of votes as that before 
alluded to, and, what is not a little inexplicable, 
Mr. CaMBRELENG, who would not report the re- 
sult of the conference because the House had no 
power to receive it, voted against that House 
adjourning. (Journal, 528.) 

The arrival of the message from the Senate to 
expedite the fortification bill is another remark- 
able point in the progress of these strange pro- 
ceedings. When it was received, silence on the 
part of the managers of the House was no longer 
practicable. They had then been in their seats 
a long time, had seen the House proceed with its 
business and been silent, neglecting the discharge 
of their importantduty. When the message had 
been read, Mr. CAMBRELENG, the chairman, whose 
duty it had been, and still was, to make the re- 
port, declined, ‘on the ground that, from the vote 
on the resolution granting compensation to Robert 
P. Letcher, which vote was decided at the time 
the committee returned into the House from the 
conference, it was ascertained that a quorum was 
not present; and further, that he declined to make 
the said report, on the ground that the constitu- 
tonal term for which this House had been chosen 
had expired.” 
President, in those very words, a part of the 


Journal of the House of Representatives of the | 


United States, published under its authority. 
When or how that entry came there, I know not, 
and have no power to investigate. But I should 
like to know whether it was the creation of the 
Clerk of that body, without suggestion from any 
quarter, and whether the Speaker saw and ap- 
pa it before it was entered on the permanent 

ournals, Let its paternity be what it may, it 
stands without a rival. <‘ None but itself can be 
its parallel.” 

But, sir, letit stand there, and let us inquire what 
is its influence on the question which we are dis- 
cussing? The chairman of the managers would 
not report, because there was not a quorum on 
the vote respecting Mr. Letcher’s pay, ‘ which 
vote was decided at the time the committee re- 
turned to the House from the conference.” Turn 
back six pages to the vote upon that question, and 
you will find Mr. Campretene and Mr. Lewis, 
two of the managers, voting upon it, this being 
one of the occasions upon which Mr. HUBBARD 
was missing. 
when they returned? The present House ought 


to set itself diligently to work to correct the Jour- | 


nals of the late House. In examining this con- 


tradiction, I beg Senators to recollect the sugges- 


tion which I have previously made in regard to 
the vote upon the Cumberland road bill, and com- 
pare the facts alluded to with this statement, and 
also to test the value of this journalized excuse 
by the rights of a chairman to withhold a report 
from the House by which he was appointed. 

I beg also to quote a passage from a publication 
with the signature of Mr. CAMBRELENG, dated 7th 
March, and which appeared in the National In- 
telligencer of the 9th March. In that publication 
he says: 

“ The only error in the following paragraph is the omis- 
sion of Mr, HussarD’s name, who was one of the com- 
mittee : 

“©The mation to ask a conference was agreed to, and 
Messrs. CAMBRELENG and Lewis were appointed the com- 
mittee of conference on the part of the House.’ 

“The committee immediately left the House, and pro- 
ceeded to one of the chambers of the Senate,” &e. 

The extract which he makes is taken from the 
report of the proceedings of the House. Now, 
he here declares that the committee immediately 
left the House after their appointment. Examine 
the Journal, and you will find (pages 519, 520, 
521) that after this committee was appointed, and 
before the Cumberland road bill was taken up, 
the Flouse considéred the amendments to the bill 
respecting the supply of the Army, &c., con- 


(Journal, 530.) There itis, Mr. : 


Was that question, then, decided ` 


to inform 
the Senate, and received two reports from the 


l Committee on Enrolled Bills, containing nearly 


| 


fifty bills, the very titles of which would con- 


sume some time in reading; after this, they took 
up the bill respecting the Cumberland road, de- 
bated it, had the previous question demanded, 
ordered, saei ani thon debated the question on 
the final passage. After all this, the vote was 
taken, and the names of Mr. CAMBRELENG and 
Mr. Hvssarp appear upon that vote. If, then, 
the managers left the room immediately after 
their appointment, and yet were in the House 
when this vote was taken, is it not perfectly clear 
that the Cumberland road bill must have passed 
after the conference was over? There was time 
enough, and more, while the House was engaged 
in the proceedings and debate to which I have 


referred, forthe committee to have met and agreed, ` 


and the conferees returned to their places. Either 
the recollection of the chairman or the Journal 
needs correction. In weighing the evidence on 
this point, Senators will have no hesitation in 
believing that the conference was over when the 
Cumberland road bill passed. And if so, the 
question as to the hour of the night is put at rest. 
Either the conference and the agreement was 
before twelve o’clock, or the hour did not operate 
on the consciences of the managers and the Pres- 
ident, for the former voted upon, and the latter 
approved and signed, that bill. There is another 
fact in relation to the Journal of this part of the 
proceedings of the House, which bears upon this 
' question of the quorum and the House, to which 
| 1 ask the attention of Senators. The Journal 
(page 523) states that the previous question was 
called in the debate about the payment of Mr. 


it does not state by what vote. Why this omis- 

sion? Who will explain it? A reference to the 
|, report in the National Intelligencer of the 7th 
j of March gives this fact, that upon that vote 
| there were 69 yeas, 63 nays—one hundred and 
thirty-four members present and voting. A quo- 
rum is found long after the Cumberland road bill 
passed—a quorum after twelve o’clock, even by 
the insisting of our adv 
to vote when the question suited them. Where 
were they after this? Why was not the report 
made while they were there! 

But let us return to the statement of the chair- 
Man as it is journalized. He says, ‘ the consti- 
, tutional term for which this House had been 

chosen had expired.” And who, sir, decides 
this grave question? The House itself? No. 
But the chairman of the managers. And where 
did he find his authority to decide it? Had he 
' the power of that body in his hands? Would it 


ersaries—a quorum willing | 


not have been quite as proper and respectful for | 


‘| him to have made his report and left the settle- 
ment of its own existence and powers to the 


conscience dictated? But this was hazardous. If 
the report had been made, it might so have hap- 


' the bill might not have been lost 
|| been carried tothe President; and the blame of 
its defeat might have fallen, not upon the Senate, 


; was better, sir, to tr 
' upon the Senate. 
; the House had expired.” 


y the chance of throwing it 
And where did this 


| on this point. In what book or creed of politics 
' did he learn that the term of Congress expires at 
|: twelve o’clock at night? Is there any declaration 

in the Constitution to that effect? None. Is 
i there any law establishing the commencement 
and termination of Congress at that hour? None. 
Is there any resolution or act of Congress itself? 
Not one. Then where did he learn it? Was it 
from practice? More than one half, nay, more 
than two thirds of all the Congresses under this 
Government have continued to sit, to transact 
business, to pass laws, after that hour. It has 
; been done by all parties and under all Adminis- 
i trations, He had, in truth, no competent au- 
thority for his assumption, 'The House had no 
excuse for neglecting its duty, It had constitu- 
tional power to act. The true doctrine js that 
mentioned by the Senator from Massachusetts. 
The year and term end at the close of the last 


but upon another portion of the Government. It! 
‘The constitutional term of | 


|| manager find his legal or constitutional doctrine ; 


House itself, voting upon the question as his | 


pened that the House would have agreed to 1t; , 
3 it might have | 


‘ who acted with 
controlling power, so far as th 


: the point where it might act, and pass this 


; Did it do so? 


day’s sitting. This is the judicial understandi 
on this point. Courts have so decided in relati 
to their own powers, and 
of the law have been infli 
it. 


ng 
on 
the extremest penalties 
cied in conformity with 
But the chairman of the managers, and those 
him, had one authority, whose 


ey are concerned, 
I am not so absurd as to question: It was that 


of the present President of the United States, to 
whose opinion and action on this point it will be 
my daty presently to refer. 

When the chairman had made this exposition 
of his reasons, which are entered upon the Jour- 
nal, Mr. Lewis, another of the managers, dis- 
charged this duty, and made the report of the 
agreement to which the conferees had come. The 
Speaker declared the House in possession of the 
report; and the question was put whether the 
House would adopt it? It had there arrived, per 
multas ambages, if not per tot discrimina rerum, at 
bill, 
If it had the desire to sce it pass—ifa regard for 
the public interest—for ‘“ the defense and security 
of the nation,” rose above its deference and re- 
gard to party principles and a party leader, and 
above the paltry desire of throwing responsibility 
and censure upon the Senate, it had the oppor- 
tunity, in spite of the contrivances of those who 
had thus far baffled it, to vindicate its own patri- 
otism and secure to the country all the means 
which the fortifications and the Navy required. 
And if it did not, then why not? 
An objection was instantly stated, that there was 
no quorum; tellers were appointed—the two man- 
agers who were not missing—and one hundred 


é i and eleven appeared. 
Letcher, “and passed in the afirmative.” But > 


Mr. Carmicnaen then moved an adjournment, 


‚and the vote was taken by yeas and nays, and 


| 
| 


was—35 for, and 76 against it, the Chairman 
being one of the yeas; and, on the other side, 
almost the solid vote of the opponents of the 
Administration. They were there, demanding 
the discharge of the public duties, calling for the 
passage of the appropriation which is now deemed 
so necessary for the public interests. But they 
were not heard. They were ready to fulfill the 
trust reposed in them, and they were men with 
whom, now and at all times, I shall feel an ele- 
vated pride as a man, a citizen, and a public 
officer, in being associated. It was the last time 
that the yeas and nays were called in that House, 


: whose Journal, at least, will give them a per- 


; ber will answer to his name?” 


: petuity of fame. 


Mr. Lewis, one of the denounced Opposition, 


, anxious that the House should act on the report 


of the conference, and save the bill, moved that 
the House should be called, to compel members 
to appear; and how was the motion met? Mr. 
CamBRELENG resisted it, and said, ‘I protest 
against the right to call the House. What mem- 
“Iwil, “I 
will, was the response. “I am as much in 
favor of the fortification bill ag the gentleman 
from New Jersey, but I say that the responsi- 
bility for its failure rests upon the Senate, and 
notupon us. The bill was defeated by the Sen- 
ate.” Sir, the declaration was too much for the 
House, and “no,” ‘no,’ was heard from every 
partof it. Did that member believe that every 
assertion and every absurdity would pass current 
with the people, when it came clothed with the 
action and sanctioned by the mandates of the 


arty ? 
. There were two resolutions offered by Mr. 
Francis O. J. Smirn, one to appoint a committee 
to wait upon the President, to announce to him 
that the House was ready to adjourn; the other 
to communicate the same fact to the Senate An 
effort was made to amend the latter, by stating 
in it the fact that there was no quorum, (Journal, 
532,) but it was notdecided. A motion was made 
by Mr. Reep, of Massachusetts, an Opposition 
man, pure in pee faithful to duty and his 
country, to call the House, but it was defeated 
by a motion by Mr. Jonn Y. Mason to adjourn 
—which was carried, without having sent the or- 
dinary messages to the President and Senate. 
And thus sic transivit. I would that we could 
adopt the maxim, nil de mortuis, nisi bonum; but 
these things are now matters of history, and a 
faithful exposition of fact—duty to the people of 
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this country—defense upon the accusation whie 
has been brought against the Senate—demand th 
the truth should be told of it. Why was such an 
exhibition made by the representatives of the in- 
telligence and virtue of this country? Has the 
standard of the moral perception of right and 
wrong been depreciated and debased? Have the 
people become so blinded by party prejudice, that 
their representatives dare do anything which 
party and party leaders may prescribe, and still 
hope for approbation ? 

Upon the motion to inform the President of the 
Senate, one of the Representatives from New Jer- 
sey—he to whom the chairman alluded, in the ob- 
servation which I have quoted—a friend of the 
Administration, (Mr. Parker,} who had previ- 
ously demanded to know whether the managers 
meant to report the result of the conference, now 
exclaimed, “ how can we pretend to say that we 
have concluded the business before us? And how 
can we adjourn without passing the fortification 
bill? This House has passed the bill; the Sen- 
ate made a large addition to it; the House had 
added another appropriation; the Senate disagreed 
to it. A committee of conference was appointed, 
and that committee has refused to report to this 
House. Shall we go away and leave this bill, 
when there is an apprehension of war?” It was 
a friend of the Administration which pronounced 
this condensed history, It is a faithful portrait; 
but it required another question to be added. 
Shall we hereafter venture to charge the failure 
upon the Senate? and shall the President of the 
United States be induced to assert their guilt in 
an annual message ? 

Yet so itis. The assertion has been made from 
the high place of power and control over popular 
belief, and it has been reiterated upon this floor. 
To the allegation I oppose the facts—the Journals 
of the two Houses—the whole conduct of the par- 
ties in this controversy—the declaration of Mr. 
Parker—and, permit me to add, the unanswered 
testimony of Mr. Barrincer, a member of the 
House, made upon the floor at the time, and in 
the presence and hearing of those who would 
have answered if they could. He is reported to 
have said: 

The bill was defeated by an intrigue here, [in the 
House.J It gentlemen desired names he would give them. 
But if this was declined, he would say, that there were 
members who now sat in their seats, and would not answer 
ta their names, who did so in consummation of the in- 
trigue.” 

Mr. President, it was by a House thus consti- 
tuted, and thus acting, that the bill was kept from 
the Senate. It expired there in their keeping, and 
when the Senate had no power to reach it. If the 
Senate had been willing to pass it, with the three 
million provision in it, it would have been out of 
our power. This body, after sending its last 


h i The watches and clocks did 
at 


' been a pretty bold venture to have placed himself | 


| land road bill that very night. And none of his 
: predecessors had ever so acted. 
‘them, except since the rule which regulates the 
; action of the two Houses on the three last days, 
‘had signed bills after that hour. 


‘informed me that he went to his house about two 


message to the House, continued in session nearly | 
or quite an hour, waiting for that bill; hoping that | 


a returning recollection of what was due to the 
country, if not to themselves, might induce them 
to agree to its passage. But the case was hope- 
less; the condition and proceedings of the House 
were known, witnessed by most of the members 
of this body, and the President had himself re- 
tired from the Capitol. 


I have before alluded to the fact of the Presi- 


dent’s absence from the Capitol. What may have 
been the precise extent of its influence upon the 
conduct of the House, I do not pretend to decide. 
But the fact was known in both Houses long be- 
fore either of them adjourned, and was familiarly 
spoken of as the reason why “ it was past twelve 
o’clock, and no quorum in the House.” 

The fact itself is without dispute. The Senate 


had rejected the three million appropriation; they . 
had refused to intrust to him what they would ` 


have trusted to no man—the constitutional power 
of Congress over a portion of the Treasury. In 


addition to this, the Senate had indefinitely post- ; 
poned the nomination of Mr. Taney as a Justice ; 


of the Supreme Court, 
this decision to him. 
would bear no more. 


His uncommon patience 


Power had been denied, | 


and a favorite rejected. He refused to receive our ; 


message, told the Secretary it was past twelve 
o’clock, and he would receive no more commu- 
nications from the Senate, and soon left the Cap- 


The Secretary carried : 


any event, it was enough; as much as the Exec- 
utive could have used discreetly and economic- |: 


` and resisted its increase, and yet offered to place 


| appeal. 


| the party who were the controlling actors in that 


not agree. 
whether before or after midnight, was of no con- 
sequence. His own official term had not expired, 
and it would have been quite as proper for him 
to have permitted the two Houses to determine 
for themselves when theirs did; at least, to have 
received such messages as they might send, and 
return to them respectful answers. But the favor- 
ite had been rejected, and there was no hope of 
the three millions, although $1,670,000 might still 
have been saved to the fortifications and defenses 
of the country | 
Might not this fact have some influence on the 
fate of the bill? Might it not have been thought 
unkind, and against the doctrines of party to pass 
it, and throw upon the President the responsi- , 
bility of its loss? 


But ` 


SENATE. 


Mann, Jones, CARMICHAEL, Joun Y. MASONy 
and other like persons. On the other side, and 
in opposition to all these proceedings, you almost 
invariably find those members who are denounced 
as unworthy of confidence, because they cannot 
bend the knee to power. On some of the votes 
there are exceptions. This is the case upon the 
first offering of the three million section. There 
are to be found in favor of it a few names of 
Opposition members, and they are men of as 
pure feelings and principles as any of whom the 
country can boast. I believe they erred, and 
erred grievously. But I neither impeach their 


i motives, nor those ofany member of either House, 


Might it not have been feared `. 


that he would refuse to sign it? Notwithstand- |: 


ing his refusal to receive any further communi- 
cation from the Senate, I hope he would not have | 
rejected it. It would have come to him from the | 
House,and must have been returned to the House, | 
in which it originated. Besides, it would have . 


on the point of time, after signing the Cumber- | 


Every one of 


pened, though still not very old, that I have per- 
sonally known the fact in relation to four of 
them. And there is, if possible, still higher au- 
thority than theirs. A member of the committee 


in voting for that section. If they thought it 
constitutional, expedient, required by the condi- 
tion of the country, it was their duty to vote for 
it. I thought otherwise, and have no desire 
now, or hereafter, to shrink from the full measure 
of that responsibility in regard to it which is 
justly and truly laid upon the station which I 
occupy. I saw no necessity for vesting any dis- 
cretion in the Executive in selecting the objects 
on which the public treasure should be expended. 
The selection of those objects, and the sums to 
be expended on each, was the high duty of Con- 
gress, not of the President, and we had had time 


: enough to make the selection and prescribe the 
i Sums. I had no inclination to leave, by any vote 


It has so hap- |. 


of mine, either power or inducement to the Exec- 


, utive to commence actual war, or temptation to 
| place us in a condition in which it should be 


who waited upon General Washington with bills |: 


for his signature at the close of his official term, 


o’clock in the morning. The President had re- 
tired; but he came down, made a remark respect- 
ing the time, and signed the. bills; and they were 
a large proportion of those upon your statute- 
book which were approved on the 3d of March 
of that year; some of them relating to the courts, 
the debt, the Treasury, and other subjects of im- ' 
portance. May we not hope that our present 
Chief Magistrate would have been influenced by 
the conduct of the first Washington, and that of 
his own alleged exemplar, Mr. Jefferson? Ob- 
serve, sir, I do not use the word pretendu. Inthe 
review of this case, I feel confidence in repeating 
my declaration, that the Senate did its duty, and 
its whole duty, fully, faithfully, fearlessly. There ; 
is not one fact, when truly stated and understood, 
which does not sustain this assertion. We added 
largely, of our own motion, to the appropriations 


unavoidable, and the time of its commencement 
was not matter of choice with us. 
It is the high and solemn duty of Congress and 


_ of Congress alone, to declare war, and to decide 
i upon the time and manner in which it shail be 


which were called for by the Executive, and voted |. 


by the House. They gave us $439,000; we added | 
to it $421,000. They asked us to place three 


millions more at the unrestrained discretion of i; 


the, Executive; we refused, but agreed to add | 
$800,000 for specified objects. We urged on the : 


House the passage of a bill which gave $1,679,000 


for putting the country in a state of defense. In 


aliy. Idemand, then, are we guilty br not guilty? 

Mr. President, the patience of the Senate must 
be exhausted, and I will not stop to draw, as it: 
might be drawn, the other side of the picture. I 
will only remind the Senate of the persons and 


extraordinary scene. Who were they who first 
proposed $439,000 only of specific appropriations, | 


$3,000,000 at the disposal of the President, at his 
discretion? The Journals answer, and to them I 
They were the friends and supporters | 
of the Administration. Who objected to a con- ; 
ference, by whieh the bill might have been saved? ; 
The friends of the Administration. Who insisted : 
upon the bill when $3,000,000 were to be placed | 
in the hands of one man, yet defeated it when 
$1,670,000 were to be appropriated for specific 
objects? The friends of the Administration. Who 
refused to report and receive the agreement by | 
the conference of the two Houses? The same | 
persons. Who threw every possible obstacle in : 
the way of the bill? The same party. Who, 


waged. I had not, perhaps, all the confidence 
in the prudence and discretion of the Chief Magis- 


| trate, which I ought to exercise; and, looking to 


the peace and interests of the country, I felt that 
it was due to them that we should not unneces- 
sarily intrust too much power over them to him 
or any other one man, nor forget that libert 

and free institutions require incessant watchful- 
ness and jeelousy- I thought it a fit occasion to 
apply ‘‘the firm and fearless check” of the Sen- 
ate to the progress of those movements which 
might render our Government a “ simple execu- 
tive machine.” 1 saw no impending danger of 
an early hostile invasion—no such pressure as 
could not be met by Congress at its regular meet- 
ings, or at such as the Executive had the power 
to call. I believe that the proposition to grant, 


j in the mode proposed, three millions, or ten, or 


twenty, or one, was a violation of the Constitu- 
tion of the land, and that the necessity which 
should induce its open violation within these Halls 
should be the last struggle of a despairing and 
hopeless people. A hostile force may be repelled 
and driven from our shores—a city in ruins, or 
a capital destroyed, may be rebuilt—but that Con- 
stitution, broken by the overthrow of its balanced 


, powers, cannot be repaired. Give to the Execu- 


‘ 
i 


i; moved adjournments to put an end to the action of |. s r 
i| the House—objected to voting—and endeavored ; ings than those which I have expressed, and be- 


itol. What was the precise hour when this dig- || to prevent the House from sitting and proceeding? | 
nified exhibition took place, cannot be ascertained. ii Messrs. CAMBRELENG, PoLK, BEARDSLEY, JARVIS, | 


| 


| scenes to which foreign war will be a trifle. 


tive the control in the disposition of your Treas- 
ury, and over peace and war, and its best guards 
to your liberties are gone, and will never be re- 
newed; or, if they should be, it will be proueh 
e 
last and only bond of your union will be gone; 
and that flag, of whose honor we have been re- 
minded, will present one star and one oniy, and 
the place of its stripes will be covered with one. 
shade, or they will float fitfully, without mutual 
dependence and connection. Let us save that 
Constitution, in all our ebullitions of party, in all 


| our devotion to men, in all our hours of trial, 


internal and external, 

Mr. President, I thank the Senate for its pa- 
tience. I have endeavored to exhibit the truth in 
relation to that point on which the Chief Magis- 
trate has chosen to make his accusation against 
this body, and send iton the four winds of heaven. 
I have declared my own views and purposes in 
the act which I have performed. If political ad- 
versaries shall still repeat the charge, I turn them 
to the records of Congress. If any personal and 
political friend who has known my course in life 
shall deem it proper to impute to me other feel- 


lieve that I am unwilling that the country should 
be defended, and have ceased to remember that 
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my country in any and every trial, is my countr 
still, I shall be compelled to bow in silence. 
shall have no retorts and recriminations to make. 
All that I shall demand is, that I be tried in the 
hour when the wrongs of my native land are to 
be avenged: and if I fail, then, and not till then, 
let my condemnation be pronounced. 


THE FORTIFICATION BILL, &c. 


SPEECH OF HON. F. W. PICKENS, 
OF SOUTH CAROLINA, : 


In tHe House or REPRESENTATIVES, | 
May ?3, 1836. ' 
The House resumed, as in Committee of the Whole, the 
consideration of the bill making Appropriations for certain | 
Fortifications for the year 1836. 


Mr. PICKENS said it was not agreeable for 
him to trespass upon the attention of the com- `. 
mittee, and he trusted he never could be induced 
to do so except from considerations of duty. 

Mr. Chairman, this debate has taken a wide 
range, and doctrines have been advanced and sen- 
timents avowed, against which I feel bound to 
raise my most solemn protest. The chairman 
of the Committee of ** Ways and Means” (Mr. 
CamBRELENG} withdrew an amendment on a 
former bill embracing the same principles, but 
declared that he would consider the whole de- 
bate as upon the present occasion. 

However, before I proceed to reply to what has 
been advanced by other gentlemen, I propose to - 
make a few observations on the general principles 
which shall govern my vote on the bill immedi- 
ately under the consideration of the committee. 

As to appropriations towards those fortifications || 
calculated to give efficiency and protection to our 
Navy, I, perhaps, would be inclined to go as far 
as most gentlemen. I am in favor of those that 
are important for these purposes, and no other, 
so far as the Atlantic coast is concerned. I look l! 
upon it as one of the most idle and visionary '' 
schemes that has ever been conceived to attempt | 
a military line of fortifications on our Atlantic ‘| 
coast similar to those which European Govern- | 
ments have adopted. Our population, compara- | 
tively speaking, is sparse, and we have a coast | 
equal in extent to the whole western coast of || 
Europe. Under these circumstances, our resources 
would not justify an attempt to encircle ourselves 
with a system of fortifications on a plan similar || 
to those which more populous and far less exten- | 
sive countries have adopted. Besides, we have 
no border Powers against which it may be neces- 
gat Bs protect ourselves. 

e are remote from all other Powers—with an 
immense and increasing commerce. Our physical | 
position, and all the circumstances with which 
we are surrounded, proclaim a navy to be our 
only system of enlarged national defense. Our |i 
expenditures for fortifications ought to be made 
exclusively with a view to give protection and 
energy to our Navy. With our extensive coast, 
you may make fortifications for land defense, and 

ave your system, as you may suppose, perfect; 
but give your An ascendency upon the ocean, 
and they will iand their forces at whatever points 
they may think proper. No commercial country 
can rely for defense upon anything but a well- 
regulated navy. 

Our true policy of defense is to increase and 
strengthen it by judicious points of fortification, 
so as to enable us to protect our whole coast by 
a stronger naval power than any nation would be 
able to concentrate against us. With this view, 
and looking to the natural division of our coast 
into four great bays, as it were—the first from 
Passamaquoddy to Cape Cod, the second from 
Cape Cod to Cape Hatteras, the third from Cape 
Hatteras to Cape Florida, and the fourth to the 
Sabine—I would say that extensive navy-yards, 
with efficient fortifications should be established 
at the most suitable points between these differ- 
ent capes, so that an ordinary naval force, with 
brave and enterprising men, could easily defend 
the whole frontier, and at the same time protect 
ourcommerce. For instance, I would have such 


anavy-yard, with fortifications, at or near Bos- 
ton—the same at or near New York—then at | 


Norfolk and the mouth of the Chesapeake—the 
same at Charleston—and then at Pensacola, for ' 
the defense of the gulf and the commerce of the ' 
West. I would place these points on the best ` 
and strongest footing, equal to any in Europe, 
and make little or no expenditures on any other 


points, so far as our Atlantic frontier is con- 
cerned. 

It is all idle and visionary to attempt to place 
our coast in a perfect state of defense by station- 
ary fortifications. This can alone be done by 
those that move upon the face of the deep. There 
is scarcely any fortification but what can be passed 


: under favorable tides and winds; and it is a mili- 


tary maxim that there is none but what can be 
taken. Look to those that were erected at Ant- 
werp with so much skill and labor, on the same 

lan of Fortress Monroe, and which Bonaparte 


i policy that should direct the energies of a fo 


! 


imself pronounced impregnable; and what was | 


the result? 


for an invading force on land, we must at last 
rely upon ‘ high minds and brave hearts,” with 
bayonets, and not fortifications. Besides, sir, 
the genius of our institutions is at war with a 
standing army. But extend your visionary and 
wanton schemes of fortifications, and they call 
for an increased force to keep them in repair. 
Sir, I rejoice to say that I believe the majority of 
the officers of your present Army are men worthy 
to be trusted with the liberties of their country. 


But increase your military points, and call for a: 


corresponding increase of men, and then place | 


all under profligate and ambitious rulers, and 


there is no patriot who will not tremble for the 
consequences to his country. 


2 The French battered them to the | 
ground in twenty-four hours. The truth is, that 


Mr. Chairman, there has been a great change | 


in the condition and resources of our country 
within the last few years. Under the application 
of steam power to our coast and rivers remote 
sections have been brought together, and the en- 
ergies of the community have been condensed. 
Our weakness, arising from a sparse population, 
has been to a great extent overcome. If this be 
the effect of steam as applicable to the water, 
what must be the operation of things under the 
tremendous schemes that are now in progress to 


bring the interior West to the sea-coast by means - 


of railroads? I would rather have one railroad 
running from our coast into that brave and enter- 
prising country, for the purposes of defense, than 
all the fortifications your overflowing Treasury 
can erect. For military purposes heretofore com- 
munities have been strong in proportion to the 
denseness of their population. But the recent 
triumphs of invention and art over nature seem 
likely to develop new energy and resources, and 
may change the whole scheme of military de- 
fenses in an extensive and widely-populated coun- 


try. Under these views, I shall never vote for ` 


any fortification that cannot be shown to be neces- 


| sary for the strength and support of the Navy. 


I would desire to have but few points, and plate 


| them on the most liberal and substantial basis. ' 


It is nothing but a wanton waste of the public 
money to attempt to embrace too many interests 
and cover too many points. : 
But I vill now look at the operation of this 
system in another point ofview. While you have 
been expending, for the last twenty years, mil- ` 
lions upon millions in certain sections of this 
Union, other extensive sections have been, toa 


great extent, entirely neglected When my col- |i 


league [Mr. TnomPson] some weeks since, with | 
so much ability, demonstrated the unequal oper- 
ation of your naval appropriations, he drew but | 
a just picture of this Government in all its fiscal , 
operations. As to our Navy, 
make some allowances for appropriations hereto- 
fore, from the fact that our tonnage has been 


i 
owned in, and our large commercial transactions | 


have, in a great measure, taken place in those sec- 
tions where the demand and supplies for a nav 

and its appendages were naturally called for. But 
we have now reached a new era in our affairs, 
when other sections and other interests must be | 
attended to. Heretofore your Government has 
been profuse in its expenditures for the defense 
of those portions of your country which you 
boast of being naturally the strongest, while you ; 
have neglected those portions which you have , 
proclaimed to be the weakest. Is this the sound | 


ster- 
ing Government to protect equally the exposed 
points of a united people? 

Let it not be supposed that we complain of the 
unequal disbursements merely for the dollars and 
cents involved, No; it is because the operation 
is deeply connected with the great principles of 
liberty. As a people under one Government, we 
present a different state of things from any cther 
people. We are one for certain purposes, and 
separate for others. As far as the pecuniary and 
fiscal transactions are concerned, it is not to be 
disguised that we have sectional interests differ- 
ently affected. As far as the States are con- 
cerned, we have in each peculiar sentiments, 
habits, and feelings. To preserve these is the 
very essence of our separate independence and 
existence. No people can be free and independ- 
ent who are habitually and systematically ex- 
cluded from the favors and benefits of the Gov- 
ernment that acts upon them. Let it become fixed 
as a settled policy, that the West and tle South 

are only to feel this Government in its exactions, 
‘ while other sections are to feel it in its dishurse- 
ments—let it be known that we are to be con- 
verted into Roman provinces, from which you 
are to collect treasure and wealth to be distrib- 
uted among those who may be styled ‘* Roman 
citizens;’’ and then, sir, if such a system is to 
last—if this state of things is to be continued— 
you will soon see, under it, our industry and en- 
terprise droop and grow dull; you will see our 
spirits wither and die; genius will turn from lofty 
aspiration; our people will lose their burning feel- 
ing of patriotism; and from manly independence 
we will tamely sink down to become serfs and 
vassals under a mighty empire, where even the 
very boundaries of the States will be lost and for- 
gotten amid the ruin and desolation thrown over 
a broken and disheartened country! 

It is useless and idle, at this period of the world, 
to talk about liberty, so far as it may be identified 
with personal rights and individual protection. 
These stand secured, and are, to a great extent, 
‘consecrated in the feelings and institutions of 

every civilized community on earth. In those 
great struggles which ended in the overthrow of 
feudal barbarism, the contest was for individual 
and personal liberty. But since the combination 
lof the Holy Alliance, together with all the im- 
provements and schemes of modern society, every 
thing seems to tend towards an amalgamation of 
all christendom inte one system of organization, 
and the great contest now is for the political inde- 
: pendence of separate communities. This view 
| becomes deeply interesting to us as independent 
: States. An habitual exclusion of any portion of 
the States of this Confederacy from the fiscal 
benefits of this Government, and power over its 
action, must end in a sacrifice of their political 
, independence. Here it is that political power 
becomes deeply identified with political liberty. 
| A people, to be free, must feel that they are so. 
Compare these great principles with what now 
i actually exists,and what has existed for the last 
| twenty years. In that period of time this Gov- 


: ernment has collected $420,000,000; and after 


throwing out of the calculation the $130,000,000 
which have been appropriated for the payment 
of the public debt, we then have left $290,000,000, 
of which, $210,000,000 have been disbursed in 
‘the middle and northern sections, while only 
$80,000,000 have been disbursed in all the other 
i Sections. 


i| Let not gentlemen suppose that the West and 


` South are factious, when they oppose this sys- 


1, tem of disbursements. No! they see involved 
Tam disposed to | 


| in it the highest interests, and even the liberties 
| of their country. 

| I come now to what has been advanced by 
others in the progress of this debate. The chair- 
| man of the ‘ Ways and Means” observed that 
| the revenue system which this Government had 
: adopted for the last twenty years was the most 
. unjust and oppressive that was ever adopted by 
any civilized Government. In this, sir, I agree 


‘| with him. He also said that the commencement 
` of this system was the tariff of 1816. To acon- 
‘| siderable extent I agree with him here, too. But 


| when he came to assert that the ‘¢ compromise 
bill”? was the consummation of that system, I 
confess I could not exactly understand him. 
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There are principles in this bill which by no 
means receive my approbation. The gentleman 
spoke of the evils complained of from the surplus 
in the Treasury, and intimated that if it had not 
been for the “compromise,” a system would 
have been adopted which would have reduced the 


revenue now down to the wants of the Govern- . 


ment. All this sounded very well from the gen- 
tleman in one part of his remarks. But when 
he came to another part, where he was attempt- 
ing to defeat the *‘ Jand bill,” or any just distri- 
bution of the tls among the States, I con- 
fess I was astonished to see the gentleman labor 
so hard to prove that there was and would be no 
surplus. 


He entered into a long calculation to show that | 


there would be no more than the wants of the 
Government would require. At one moment, he 


denounced the ‘ compromise” as producing the | 


evils of the surplus, to show how much better 


others could have done for the country; and then, : 
when he desired to retain what was in the Treas- . 


ury from a distribution, he attempts to prove 
that the same ‘“‘ compromise’? has produced no 
surplus beyond what the Government will act- 
ually want. I leave the gentleman to reconcile 
this palpable absurdity and contradiction in his 
argument, if argument itcan be called. But, sir, 
this contradiction was not more astonishing to 
me than the reasoning by which he jumped at 
his conclusions. He spoke loudly on the “ ebbs 
and floods” of importations and exportations; 
and from something connected with these * ebbs 
and floods” which he knew of, he asserted that 
two years hence our importations would not ex- 
ceed $40,000,000, and upon this our imports 
would yield $10,000,000 of revenue. 


Mr. CAMBRELENG explained, and said he 


meant the dutiable articles would not exceed that 
amount, but admitted that the importations would 
amount to $150,000,000. 

Mr. PICKENS resumed, and said he did not 
so understand the gentleman before. Butif the 
gentleman admits that our importations will equal 
$150,000,000, I am totally at a loss to perceive 
how he comes to the conclusion that our customs 
will then yield only $10,000,000. The system is 
biennial in its reduction, and then only amount- 
ing to ten per cent. If the whole importations 
are $150,000,000, unless the proportions vary en- 
tirely from what they have been heretofore, the 


dutiable articles must equal $66,000,000, and this . 


must yield a revenue of $17,000,000, instead of 
$10,000,000. No, sir; with our increasing and 
wide-spreading population, stretching itself over 
the exuberent valleys of the Mississippi—the vast 
schemes of internal improvements developing the 
resources of the interior—industry and enterprise 
invigorating the remotest quarters of our land— 
all, all proclaim the increasing means of a great 
people with corresponding wants and demands. 


nder this prospect of things, I should be induced : 
to think that in two years more our importations : 
would reach $170,000,000, and that our customs | 
would yield $18,000,000. Your exports in cotton | 


alone, for the year ending on the Ist of last Octo- 
ber, sold for $73,000,000, and this year they will 
probably reach near $90,000,000. This was the 
article which, in the plentitude of your wisdom, 
you pronounced over produced three years ago, 
when we raised less than ten hundre 


declared that production had then outrun demand. 


Last year we raised above three hundred thousand |: 
bags more, and sold it, notwithstanding your over : 


production, for sixteen cents. No man can fore- 
tell the developments of this country under a wise 
system of free trade. 
immense increase of importations and exporta- 
tions of a free and unrestrained people, with the 
freshness of the virgin wilderness before them. 
The gentleman cannot make the surplus vanish 
y figures. Even if all the reasonable expendi- 
tures that have been officially asked for be made, 


we will have on the Ist of January next at least 
forty-six million dollars of surplus in the Treas- | 


ury, supposing the public lands to yield seventeen 
million dollars; and many put them as high as 
twenty-five million dollars. Good faith and pru- 
dence demand that this should be deposited not 
in the corporations of the States, but in the treas- 


thousand - 
bags, and sold it for less than nine cents, and you 


No man can foresee the `` 


| tion to their Federal representation, they being 


; responsible for its repayment. This would give 


_us the faith and credit of the States instead of the n 
banks. But of this, and of the gentleman’s argu- ` 


ment on the * land bill,” I will say more on 
another occasion. 


this surplus, has placed $7,000,000 to be appro- 
pusied for Indian treaties, and in this I suppose 
ne ts correct. He also put down $5,000,000 for 
the Florida war. Mr. Chairman, I will not say 


that this is too much, but I will say that it is four | 
I will | 
here take occasion also to say, that this is one of . 
the most disgraceful wars that has ever occurred 
| —disgraceful in its origin, and of no credit to ` 
those who have had the termination of the first ` 
I am rather induced to believe that | 


times as much as it ought to have been. 


campaign. 
the gentleman from Virginia [Mr. Wise] has 
given us the true causes of this war. It is not 
improbable that it was engendered by iniquitous 
authority given to agents and others, who, under 
the vile pretext of seizing fugitive slaves, and 
purchasing others, before the emigration of the 
lawless savages could take place, attempted, in 
some instanees, to seize even the children of their 
chiefs for bondage and sale, and then committed 
impositionand outrage, until suffering nature could 
bear it nolonger. I forbear to say more at present, 


for I may be misinformed, and I trust, for hu- . 


| manity, and for the honor of our Government, 
that I may be. 

But I will say, that whatever may or may not 
have been the treatment of the Indians, I believe 
that many of those who have volunteered to 
defend your border have been, to say the least, 
treated with coldness and neglect. I do not 


stand here to complain for them. What they | 


have suffered and borne they have borne without 


State. But, representing, as I do, perhaps as 
‘many of these spirited men as any other gentle- 
man, I take occasion to say that they volunteered 


chusetts [Mr. Apams] sneeringly says, because 
it was to them a “fat business,” but to defend 


your exposed frontier, after this Government, | 


from neglect and injustice, had involved us in a 
cruel and merciless war of plunder and murder. 
These very men, who have so honorably sus- 
tained your stars and your stripes, were from 
amongst those whom your. Government press 
here, and its pensioned bands, have denounced 
for the last two years as traitors to their country. 
And what has been the fact? While they have 
| gone forth to encounter hardship and exposure 
in vindication of your honor and your power, 
those who, some years since, were so eager to 
` exhibit their patriotism, by volunteering in a civil 
war of extermination to be waged on their own 
brethren, have made no move in this recent war 
to let off the exuberance of their spirit, but have 
kept back in that silence which belongs to their 
servility. After all that our citizens have done 
in this unfortunate savage war, it ill becomes the 


officer you placed there to command them, con- : 


sidering that he had but recently come fresh from 
the fields of his triumph in maneuvering and 
‘strategy; I say it little becomes him to cast a 
sneer over them as “ volunteers,” and not “ good 
troops.”” 
But, sir, to return. 
: York, (Mr. CAMBRELENG,} to exhaust the sur- 
plus, has put down $10.000,000 for the war in 
which we will be involved with Mexico on our 
t: southwestern borders. 
| Mr. Chairman, to say the least of it, this decla- 
ration, coming from one who bears such relation 
‘| to this House and country as the gentleman does, 
was as imprudent as anything could well be. 
Everything relating to the affairs of Texas in- 
volves questions of the deepest and most delicate 


: Say or do anything that may lead to embarrass- 
ment. I trust there will be no war to which the 
gentleman alludes. Whatever may be the power 
or policy of those governments that are in their 
nature unlimited, l hold that, under our Consti- 
‘tution, which we are sworn to defend, with its 

|, limited trust-powers conferred on us for the in- 

n terest and benefit of this people, we have no right 


11 


The gentleman, in his calculations to reduce ` 


' that it is an object near and dear to m 
' acquire Texas for this Union. 


The gentleman from New | 


interest, and it does not become us at present to . 


| There are certain great moral obligations which 
' should ever bind Governments as well as individ- 
uals, and which, particularly under our peculiar 
institutions, should never be forgotten on any 
_ occasion, no matter how tempting. A war wit 
` Mexico for conquest would lead to a conflict with 
Kuropean Powers, the end of which it would not 
be easy to foretell. I have as much cause to feel 
sympathy as most gentlemen, for | had the com- 
panion of my boyhood—the friend of my maturer 
years—brave, chivalrous, and daring to the high- 
est degree—inhumanly butchered in the fall of the 
Alamo. But I shall never suffer the feelings and 
sympathies of my heart to prompt me, under im- 
pulse, to do anything calculated to involve others 
in consequences the most serious, unless under a 
case of clear justification. 
But, sir, whatever may have been the calcula- 


, tions of gentlemen, the recent glorious and tri- 
‘umphant victory gained to the arms of Texas 


has entirely dispelled them. I deprecated debate 
heretofore, because I feared that it might lead to 
consequences calculated to embarrass the negoti- 
ating power of thisGovernment. I frankly avow 
heart to 
Sir, I desire this, 
not, as has been said, to extend the boundaries of 
slavery, but for the purpose of extending the 
boundaries of liberty. Who is there so cold and 
heartless that he would desire to limit the confines 
of this great and growing Republic? If even all 
the nations of christendom were anxious to adopt 
our Constitution, and cover themselves under its 
principles, is there a man here whose heart would 
not beat, and whose eye would not kindle with 


ijoy at the anticipation of such an event? And 


who is there so narrow and contracted that would 
not extend our Union and protection to those who 


‘are our neighbors—who speak our language— 
a murmur, for the honor and character of their jj 


identified with us, as they are, in interest and in 
feeling; who went from our firesides and from 
our altars—who are our own brethren and rela- 


i k ' tives? Who is there amongst us that would turn 
their services, not as the gentleman from Massa- || 


his hand upon the hardy enterprise of a brave and 


| daring people? 


Yes, sir, they are ours by position—ours by 
all the sympathies of our nature—ours by all the 
bonds of interest—ours by all the ties that can 
bind man to his fellow-man. I desire their union, 
not because it would strengthen the slaveholding 
States—I scorn to place it upon any such narrow 
grounds—but because I desire to nurture with 
our fostering care a noble empire for the. free, 
just now quickening into life; because I desire 
that our banner may float aloft, and that the whole 
race of civilized man shall sleep in peace under 
its broad and benignant folds. 

Mr. Chairman, I come now to examine some 
of the abstract doctrines which fell from the gen- 
tleman from New York, [Mr. Campretene,] and 
which I heard with profound astonishment. The 
gentleman, after speaking of the triumphs of the 
Democracy, proclaimed that he hoped the time 
was soon coming when the people would declare, 
in language not to be mistaken, * that no legisla- 
tion should bind posterity.” If this sentiment 
had been uttered only by the colleague of the gen- 


| tleman on my extreme right, [Mr. Moong,] it 


would have excited in me no attention; for I took 
that gentleman’s wild declamation to be better 
suited for the ‘* Loco-Foco”’ party in the streets 
of New York than for the halls of legislation. 


' Bat coming as it did from the chairman of the 


“ Ways and Means,” who, from his years and 
experience, may be supposed not to speak with- 
out reflection, it is a doctrine which deserves the 
most serious attention of this country. I am 
aware that this doctrine claims for its origin high 
authority—authority which, in my opinion, haa 
been looked to with full as much reverence as it 
deserves. I am aware that it has recently been 
promulgated in an ecnious pene from Ohio 
against all corporations, and that it is openly 
preached in the northern and middle sections of 
this Union, where in all probability it will soon 
become the popular doctrine of the day. 

What, sir! no legislation bind posterity! Push 
this doctrine to its consequences, and where does 
it lead to? What becomes of your public faith ? 
What becomes of your national honor? Let it 
be known that those treaties which bind you in 


ury of the separate States themselves, in propor- |! to go into a war, except purely for self-defense. |, your intercourse with the nations of the earth, 
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are to be disregarded and defied by the whim, the | of man as the Government that acts upon him, 


interest, or the ambition of the ascendant party | 
of to-day, and we must then necessarily be ex- | 


cluded from civilized society. No legislation bind 
posterity! What bore usin glory and in triumph 
through the war of our Revolution, but that legis- 
lation which bound posterity to redeem the debt 
incurred to sustain your armies upon the field of 
battle? What sustained us through the second 
war of our independence but the power to pledge 
the resources of this nation for the great pur- 
poses of seif-preservation? Is this Congress to 
do nothing that can bind those who are to come 
nfterus? Go back at once, and tear up your 
Declaration of Independence itself; scatter into 
a thousand pieces the parchment of your Consti- 
tution, and substitute in the place thereof the 
shouts of a mob proclaiming their triumphs of 
to-day, or the power of a lawless multitude 
waving over a blood-stained land the scepter of 
anarchy to-morrow. No legislation bind pos- 
terity! Whereis faith ? Where is honor? Where 
is public law? Where is public morality? Sir, 
this is a doctrine at war with peace, policy, and 
honor. It breaks down all that is venerable, 
virtuous, and consecrated in the institutions of 
civilization itself. If this be the doctrine of the 
gentleman, and the party with which he is iden- 
tified intend practically to enforce it in this coun- 
try, I can tell him that when he attempts it, a 
hundred thousand plumes will wave over a hun- 
dred thoueand lances, couched to vindicate all 
those sacred rights which have been acquired 
under the plighted faith of this Government. 
But, sir, the gentleman dropped another re- 
mark that struck me with peculiar force. He 
asserted that the time would soon come when the 
Government should sell the public lands to none 
but emigrants who are actual settlers. Where is 
the right under the Constitution by which this 
Government would attempt to exclude any class 
of free citizens from purchases of the public do- 
main? Where is the right by which you shall 
claim to distribute it amongst a particular class? 
If it be intended by this to feed the appetite and 
minister to the desires of that class who may have 
no peculiar ties or interests to bind them to the 
place of their nativity—if it be intended to catch 
that class who move through the land from one 


end to the other, having no home, and feeling for i 
Has it 


no country, then it is vile agrarianism. 
come to this, that a man is to be excluded from 


the benefits and privileges under this Government, | 


because, by industry, economy, or enterprise, he 
should be so fortunate as to accumulate property, 
or because he may happen to be associated with 
others who have? Are citizens whose ties and 
interests may bind them to reside in one State, 


to be excluded from holding a freehold in another? : 


If this aystem of selling alone to a certain class 
be intended by the gentleman as an equal division 


of the public domain, then he should remember | 


that, when the Roman people came to receive 
their distribution from the public granaries, they 


became prostituted and debased. When their i 


conquering generals came loaded with the spoils 


of devastated provinces, and were enabled to deal | 
out bread and bounties to this class or that class, ` 


then, through bribery and corruption, they bought 


their way to power over the prostrate liberties of | 


their country. 
But the gentleman made another declaration, 


which, I confess, filled my heart with the most | 


gloomy forebodings for the future. After speak- 
ing of the bloated state of things in the country 
at present, he concluded by declaring ‘* that the 
whole nation was now one common gambling- 
house!” Considering the position he occupies 
in this House, and the relation he bears to the 
dominant party that now rules this Confederacy 
—considering that from his residence he must be 
intimately acquainted with the secret springs of 
speculation and commerce—I confess I heard this 
solemn declaration with no ordinary emotions. 
This nation one common gambling-house! And 
who made it so? Let those who hold the reins 
of Government answer this awful question. Mr. 
Chairman, next to the omnipotence and omni- 
presence of that superintending Providence that 
moves upon the affairs of the world, there is no 
power that exercises so great an influence over 
the feelings, the sentiments, and the very nature 


‘and those who administer its authority. Let an 
individual become abandoned and pence, and 
the consequences of his vice and iniquity are, 


immediately around him; but let those who hold 


li 


for the most part, confined to himself and those `` 


in their hands the destinies of a great people be- , 


come corrupt and lawless; let them trample over | 


the great fundamental principles of the Govern- | 


ment; let them become ambitious and profligate, 
and the consequences are felt in the remotest 
circles of society; the highest and lowest come 
under this tremendous influence. Look over'the 
world and see its fairest portions where civiliza- 
tion, art and refinement once held their soft and 
mingled sway, now laid low in ruin and decay; 
go walk by the broken columns of the Parthenon, 
or stand on the grave of Miltiades; go and visit 
the tomb of Virgil, or the villas of Tully, and 


why isit that you hearno longer the voice of the |, 


orator, or see no more the poet and the warrior? 
Is it because the uplifted hand of God has for- 
ever blighted those fairest portions of creation? 
No, no; it comes from the iniquity of corrupt, 
fallen, ambitious man. 


It is his usurping hand . 


that has laid these fair regions low,wand made a 


degenerate, desponding, and heartbroken people. 
And, sir, when it is now announced that our 
“nation is one common gambling-house,”’ let 


those who sit on the seats of power tremble for `: 


the future. They may pass through this world, 
and receive its applause; they may proclaim in 
triumph that they have received the approbation 
of their country, and when the gnawings of a 


guilty conscience shall be felt, they may pour ` 


upon it the sweet unction that rises from the 
huzzas of a passing mob; but when they shall 
have gone through these scenes, and shall come 
, to the last sad day, when the secrets and recesses 
of the human heart shall be laid open before a 
|| tribunal that is never deceived, and that never 
|, errs; when they rise before the searching eye of 
an avenging God, then let the question be asked, 
who made this nation one common gambling- 
; house? and, if I mistake not, you will see them 
quake and tremble as did Babylon’s corrupt and 
reveling crew when they beheld upon the wall 
the handwriting that announced their guilt, and 
proclaimed their destiny. 
Mr. Chairman, I propose to examine who 
: “ made us one common gambling-house.’? An- 


present Administration. 


other gentleman from New York [Mr. McKeon] : 
took this occasion to pass a eulogy upon the :, 
He also exhibited the | 


have ever made, go very far to set an example 
well calculated to produce looseness of morality 
and general profligacy, all tending to make the 
! nation a common ‘‘gambling-house,’”’ where false- 
hood and treachery hold a triumphant sway. 
What has been the fact with reference io the 
first pledge to which I have alluded? More mem- 
bers of Congress have been appointed to office 
than under any three Administrations since the 
commencement of the Government; and, as to 
dismissals from office for political opinions, I have 
only to state the remarkable fact that, in all the 
Administrations of this Government up to the 
present, all the dismissals together amount to 
only seventy-four, while in this Administration 
there have been upwards of nine hundred, and 
two hundred and thirty of them important officers, 
True, there has been a change, but it has only 
| been a change from those who were in office to 
the vilest and most lawless crew that were ever 
; raised up under the dispensations of Providence 
to scourge a degenerate and ungrateful people. 
Sycophancy and servility have taken the place 
of all the heroic and manly virtues. The rooks, 
together with obscene birds, have perched them- 
selves in the high places of the land, and we sit 
| here beneath, surrounded daily with their filth 
| and putrefied corruption. Office-holders (now 
' become miserable dependants) and office-seekers 
infest every turn and corner; and let it be known 
that any man has influence from his being the 


i 


tool of those who have patronage to confer, and 


| of these slaves and beggars. 


he is overwhelmed with the bowing and cringing 
Crowds of misera- 
ble hungry beings creep and crawl, in the dark- 


| ness of midnight, through the hidden recesses 


claims of the different candidates for the Presi- ` 
' dency, making all merely sectional, except one, | 


| that embraced the whole Union—who stood 


pledged to carry out the principles of the present 
Administration. And this gentleman, at the con- 
clusion of his remarks, with quite as much mod- 


| lecture on parties, deprecating all party topics as 
‘| not to be drawn into discussion on this great bill 
iof so much interest. Yes, sir, this pharisaical 
|! party, who arrogate to themselves all virtue, and 


the effrontery to call upon us to hold our peace, 
i while they stand pledged to carry out the prin- 
ciples of the present Administration! Let us 
briefly look back and see what are these prin- 
ciples. 

_ One of the first avowals of principle was the 
indirect pledge made by the President in his fa- 
i; mous letter to the Tennessee Legislature, in 
lı which he laid it down that no member of Con- 
| gress should be appointed to office during his 
| membership, and for two years afterwards. The 
next great pledge made in the canvass was, that 
no man should be dismissed from office for opinion 
sake. This principle was indirectly avowed by 
į the war made upon those who were supposed to 
have done so. Then came the celebrated inaugu- 
ra], in which reform! reform! stood out in bold 
i| relief in every line. The “Augean stables were 
| to be cleansed.” Now, I hold that the public 
‘| pledges which a man makes before the world, are 
| as binding upon him by all the principles of sound 
‘| morality as his pledged honor in private, and he 
who would wantonly disregard the one would 
violate the other. Those public men who noto- 
riously set at defiance all the pledges that they 


i who stood upon the broad and enlarged principles | 


i and gloomy avenues that lead up to the throne 
of royal favor. These creatures, generated as 
they are in despotism, are pervading the country, 
and becoming more loathsome than the creeping 
lice or “ slimy frogs of Egypt’? ever were in the 

, days of God’s judgments. ‘This, sir, is the reform 

with which we are blessed. 

Mr. Chairman, we cannot shut our eyes to 
what we see passing around us. The Govern- 
ment is virtually changed, and the people seem 
to be sinking into acquiescence. The dismissed 
of the first cabinet, upon the notorious principles 
involved, was an open avowal that arbitrary will 
should govern even in private circles. The war 
waged upon all theconstituted authorities of the 
land—upon the Supreme Court, upon the Senate, 
and even at first upon this House, because the 
were favorable to a recharter of the United States 
Bank, and then the appeals made to the people as 
One aggregate mass—all, all, announced, in lan- 
guage not to be mistaken, that the constitutional 
Republic of States was to be broken down, and 
that a simple democracy of brutal numbers, with 


‘' an elective and unlimited monarch, was to be 
' raised over the ruins. 


esty as discretion, thought proper to read us a ` 


thank God that they are not as other men, have | 


ij ple. 


The President has habitually, through flattery, 


: appealed to the passions and prejudices of all that 


is ignoble and low in society, to sustain him in 
his reckless career upon the institutions of his 
country. In this he has pursued the course of all 
those who have intended to usurp the liberties of 
the people. Cæsar, when he crossed the Rubicon, 
did 1t to bless the people and preserve the laws. 
He refused the crown that was urged upon him, 
i and then took supreme power to please the peo- 
By what authority is it that the President 
| makes his appeals to the people, as contradistin- 
| guished from the laws and Constitution of his 
| country? He was elected, not by a simple ma- 
; jority of the whole, but by majorities from the 
States. Every principle in the Constitution is 
against making this a simple majority Govern- 
ment. It was made and can alone be altered by 
States. The States are equal in one branch, and 
even the representation in this House is differ- 
ently modified from different States. Change this 
state of things, and convert it into a simple un- 
mixed democracy, and you immediately raise one 
interest in society in deadly hostility against 
another, which must end, as all simple democra- 
cies have done, in a dictator or an elective but 
unlimited monarchy. To restrain the Executive 
interest in all Governments, there must be created 
some independent and antagonist interest in so- 


ciety, which shall be habitually felt in the prac- 
tical operation of the Government. You have 
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wisely abolished thearistocracy of the Old World; 


but unless we substitute for it, in the action of this 


Government, the territorial interests of the States, 
to be felt in full effect through the codrdinate 
branch, we have improved nothing on English 
liberty. The Executive, without this check, ne- 
cessarily becomes the source of all honor and 
power, and absorbs all other interests. 

Is this not the fact now? Is there a practical 
man here who does not know that the Executive 
is at this moment the controlling and unrestrained 
power of this Confederacy? Es is not proclaimed 
with triumph that he has a majority in both 
Houses? Where, then, is the Practical check ? 

I maintain, sir, that the Government in fact is 
changed, and has become absolute. Look at the 
history of the times, and doubt it if you can. 
Some two years since the President issued a proc- 
lamation for the open purpose of bringing down 
civil war upon an independent State of this Union. 
This extraordinary document declared that the 
States ‘* were not, and never were at any period, 
sovereign and independent.” This assertion was 
directly in the face of all history; for the Decla- 
ration of Independence itself announced that 
“these Colonies are, and of right ought to be, 
free and independent States.” The second arti- 
cle of confederation declares that ‘* each State re- 
tains its sovereignty freedom, and independence. ” 
And yet, notwithstanding this bare-faced false- 
hood, what was the result? This instrument, by 
which the sovereignty, pride, self-respect, and in- 
dependence of the States were cloven down bya 
single dash, was received amid hallelujahs; and 
the very States that were disgraced by it, instead 
of calling up the spirit of the entombed Constitu- 
tion, bowed down in subserviency, while the 
whole nation, by universal acclamation, seemed | 
to join in the modern apotheosis of its nominal j 
author. Is there any man now who looks back | 
coolly who does not believe this to be the procla- : 
mation that changed the Republic? | 

And here let me refer to an instance as ilłustrat- | 
ing the change of the times, and to show that the 
whole country, the high and the low, are sinking 
under delusion into the universal ‘* humbuggery ” 
of tbe day. Last summer I observed an account 
of alarge meeting in the refined, polished, and 
hospitable city of Boston, called to attend the cer- 
emony of presenting their distinguished and in- 
tellectual citizen with a silver cup, on which was 
inscribed ‘‘the defender of the Constitution.” 
Who sustained the principles of the proclama- 
tion? Who embodied them in the “< force bill?” 
Who carried that measure through, and placed 
it on the statute-book, consecrating the usurpa- 
tion of all power in the hands of the Executive? 
This ‘defender of the Constitution.” And it is 
remarkable that he, in the very speech in which 
he returned his thanks, declared that the Consti- 
tution was virtually changed, and that all power 
was now in the hands of the Executive. I refer | 
to this scene merely to show that even the intelli- : 
gent and educated are falling under the delusions ; 
of the day; and if they be so blind, what must | 
be expected from others who bask in power and | 
live by deception? I hope there is no man now, | 
who can look back upon these two measures, to | 
which I have alluded, and then see what he now 


knows to exist around him, without learning | 


Some impressive and solemn lessons as to the 
downward career of the Republic. ! 

But to return. While triumphal arches were 
raised, upon which was inscribed ‘the princi- | 
ples of the. proclamation, the principles of New ; 
England;’’ while he, whose life had been an open 
war upon all law, was receiving in the halls of 
universities the flattering unction of “ doctor of 
laws” poured upon his head, what was the te- 
markable fact? He was then actually penning 
the order for the lawless seizure of the whole 
treasure of the nation. _ 

Considering the state of things, sir, this was a | 
sagacious and profound move, and those who | 
vlanned it well. understood the downward prog- | 
ress of events, and the recorded history of lib- | 
erty. Usurpation upon usurpation had been 
perpetrated, The great principles of the Consti- | 
tution had been subverted. ‘This measure was 
absolutely necessary to sustain the power that 
had been acquired, and to transmit it to a success- 
or, It diverted public attention from what had- 


countries rely upon the sword and a standing | 
army to sustain themselves; but, from the nature : 
of our institutions, they are compelled here to ` 
rely upon leagued banks, money, office-holders 
and office-seekers, bribery, and corruption. Law- 


less power here relies upon deception and fraud, 


. while elsewhere it relies upon force. 


_ and he who is at 


i and patronage, 


: business upon calculations made 


I question very much whether, in this country, 

we can ever have even the privilege of an appeal 
to revolution. Each State has its own peculiar 
local interests and peculiar public opinion. This: 
almost forbids all system and concert of action, : 
the head of affairs must have ' 
little talent indeed, if, with his tremendous power 
he is not able to play off one part 


of the commun 


the prospects of liberty. I very much doubt 
whether even a reform can ever take place. With : 
our immense system of credit, extending itself | 
into all the ramifications of the community—with | 
our seven hundred banks pressing down upon all 

the secret springs of society, and transacting . 
for the future— 


. I say I doubt whether, upon this vast and com- 


plicated system, the various interests of which 
no man can fathom, even reform can ever take 
place. All those who may be directly or indi- 
rectly (and who is not?) interested in this stu- 
pendous system, would prefer to acquiesce under 


i a despotism rather than to run the hazard of a 
change from reform or revolution. 


: that is abandoned and 
` wonder that ‘the who 


Those who seized the moneyed resources of the 
nation, well knew the resistless power they were 
to wield, controlling as it does, directly and indi- 
rectly, at least one hundred millions of capital. 
Other people have to submit te the sword drawn 
over them by a conqueror, who may at least have 
the manliness of courage to command some re- 
spect; but we have to submit to a mean and infa- | 
mous despotism, sustained by a moneyed power, 
controlling, through bribery and corruption, all 
profligate in society. No 
e nation is one common 
gambling-house.” i 

Let us now look to a more recent event as dis- 
tinctly marking this great change in our Govern- 
ment; and on this point I will take the facts as 
stated with so much spirit by the gallant gentle- 
man from Vi:ginia, [Mr. Wisz,] and which I 
have never seen the slightest pretense to deny. I 
allude to the last night of the last Congress, when 
scenes occurred of the deepest importance to the 
liberties of this country. It was then that the 
President, with the first officer of his Cabinet, and 
the second office of the Government, came into 
the dark recesses of this Capitol, and, through his . 
vile minions and miserable tools, defeated a meas- 
ure of vast importance before this House, for the 
notorious purpose of waging a popular war upon 
the Senate. Cromwell went into the House of 
Commons at the head of armed men, and ordered 
its dissolution. But here, sir, we have a President, 
who comes not like a soldier, but at the head of 
his servile courtiers and sycophants, and practi- | 
cally asserts his ascendency over both branches 
of our Legislature by management and duplicity. | 
Is this our independence under the Constitution? 


! 
Is this the check that-we are designed to exercise |; 
| by the provisions of that nobleinstrument? Where | 


is the spirit of our forefathers? Better, far better 
for us to be ‘‘dogs and bay the moon,” or ‘toads 


and feed on the vapor of a dungeon,” than to hold || 


our seats here only to disgrace the memory of | 
those who have gone before us. I know that we 
are apt to become indifferent and callous under the 
habitual contemplation of evils which seem almost 
to forbid a remedy. And it is from this that lib- į 
erty is lost. We sit here and see things which 
we have not the courage or manliness to resist. 

What is now passing before this country in 
the history of the day? An attempt is now openly 
being made to expunge the Constitution, and 
drag down the Senate in humble penitence before 
a master, for having dared to express an inde- | 
pendent sentiment. If this succeeds it will be 
the consummation of our downfall. 

Sir, I am aware thatundercertain circumstances | 
an individual may desire that his crimes may be | 


c ity against the other. But there i 
| ìs another cause which I fear may prove fatal to |: 


Hi . . 5 i r > A 4 
i| been done. Despotism and usurpation in other |! the whole earth into one universal pandimonium, 


only that they might become prominent from 
their very iniquity, and reign triumphant from 
‘their very guilt. “But I am totally at a loss to 
understand the feelings that could prompt any 
human being to desire to see a whole body of 
men, intended by our ancesters to be exalted and 
independent, bowing around the throne of a law- 
less and reckless man, bearing in their hands the 


u Constitution to be burnt, that the smoke thereof 


may rise to satiate his vengeance, and appease 
his wrath. Sir, it is, it is the reign of Cesar, 
and we are cowards, dastards, slaves, if we sub- 
, mit to this state of things, and shall deserve to 
| have ourchildren raise before us their little hands, 
_and shake their manacles, saying, ‘* Thou did it, 
thou did it.” 
Mr. Chairman, I have said that this is the 
; reign of Cesar. Sir, I have read the history of 
‘the Roman people to little advantage, if I am to 
i be deceived at this late day in what I see passing 
i around me. We are now where that people were 
when the empire was to be divided between An- 
tony, Octavius, and Lepidus. Cæsar had folded 
his robes, and perished under the dagger of Bru- 
tus. And although we may have none at present 
with the fine talents and acquirements of Antony, 
yet we have many with his private profligacy and 
abandoned principles. As to Lepidus, I need 
only point to the gentleman from Kentucky, [Mr. 
R. M. Jonnson;] but as he is a member of this 
House, I forbear to trace the parallel at present. 
The beardless Octavius had done nothing to iden- 
tify himself with the glory and the honor of his 
country, but he became prominent from the fact 
‘that he was supposed to inherit the sympathy 
"that was then running so strong in favor of the 
‘fallen Cesar. Wary, artful, and sagacious, he 
saw his position, and made the most of it, 


ji, We, too, have a modern Octavius, who, wind- 


ing his way under the robes of royal favor, 
| claims himself the true and annointed successor, 
| pledged to carry out the principles of his master. 
| What other earthly claims has the Vice Presi- 
| dent to his present position, except that he is 
į Supposed to be the chosen favorite of him who 
| has trampled over the liberties of his country? 
: The gentleman from New York [Mr. McKeon} 
has declared him to be the only candidate who 
, has claims upon the whole Union. 
For the present I pass by an investigation into 
_his political principles, and shall only refer to 
one document, which speaks a lan uage not to 
be mistaken, and developes the feelings and the 
nature of the man—which writes his history and 
his character more fully than all the volumes that 
can be composed by a flattering biographer. No 
man can read it without knowing its author. It 
is a letter written from London, in answer to a 
committee in New York, who condoled with him 
i for his raecuon as Minister to the Court of St. 
| James. I will read from it the following extract 
i in relation to General Jackson: 
| Tn testifying to my public conduet, 
speak with eulogium of me, as contributing, while in the 
Cabinet, to the success of the present Administration. 
| That signal success I feel called upon to declare, is pre- 
eminently due to the politicai sagacity, unwearying industry, 
| and upright, straightforward course of our present venerated 
| Chief. All the humble merit I can claim is, that of having 
exerted myself to the utmost to execute his patriotic and 
single-hearted views, and of having sacrificed al} personal 
| considerations to insure their success, when threatened 
| with extraneous embarrassments. That my exertions were 
arduous, painful, and incessant, I may without vanity 
assert; whether my sacrifices have not been repaid with 
unmerited detraction and r h, I ieave to my country- 
men to determine. Still I shall ever regard my situation 
| in that Cabinet as one of the most fortunate events of my 
life, placing, as it did, me in close and familiar relation 
with one who has well been described by Mr. Jefferson aa 
‘possessing more of the Roman in his character than any 
man living,’ and whose administration will be looked to in 
; future times as a golden era in our history. To have served 
under such a Chief, at such a time, and to have won his 
confidence and esteem, is a sufficient glory; and of that, 
thank God, my enémies cannot deprive me.” 


Mr. Chairman, I am perfectly aware that many 
| a man might have uttered such sentiments with- 
| out any extraordinary degradation. If they had 
come from one who had forever retired into pri- 
| vate life, it would have been of no great import- 
l ance. If they had come from one who was hum- - 


pro- 


they are pleased to 


| ble and lowly, and had received private favors 


expunged from the memory of man. Iam aware || from a benefactor, it would have attracted no at- 
that there are those who would desire to convert || tention. But coming as they did from one who 
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was artful and sagacious; who had fixed his eye 
on the first office of his country with an ambition 
that has never varied; who was gazing with eager- 
ness for partisan support; I say, sir, that, under 
all the circumstances of the case, they are base, 


vile, degraded, and degrading sentiments, which ; 


no freeman ever conceived in his heart, and none 
but a flatterer ever uttered. If Iam to havea 
leader, in the name of all that is lofty and honor- 
able, let him be one who has the feelings, the in- 
dependence, the heart, ofa man. If I am to fol- 
Jow, let it not be one who cringes before, and 
fawns upon the hand of a master. Every feeling 
of my soul revolts with scorn and indignation at 
such sentiments. 

But, sir, look around, and what is the glaring 
fact in the history of the day? These sentiments 
have had their weight. Is not the whole patron- 
age and power of this Government, at this mo- 
ment, wielded for the open purpose of rewarding 
their author? Is it to be disguised that the Balti- 
more Convention assembled to nominate a suc- 
cessor under the dictation of the President? Is 
there a man who has sagacity to perceive conse- 
quences, that doubts it? Let those things suc- 
ceed, and it is idle to talk about a free Govern- 
ment. We may have the exterior of freedom, 
but it will be a whitened sepulchre, fair and beau- 
tiful to look on, but full of corruption and rotten- 
ness within. 

I commit no man or no party, but I here take 
opportunity to lay down the doctrine, that he 
who comes into power under such circumstances, 
comes in, to all intents and purposes, as much a 
usurper as if he had come in by the sword of 
revolution. Such a Government is to be obeyed 
merely from political expediency, and not consti- 
tutional obligation. Wh 


country by presidential dictation, fraud, and 
patronage, and one forced upon us by the arms 
of a conquerer ? 

In those countries where the succession may 
be fixed by the hereditary laws of the land— 
where things have grown up from time imme- 
morial, and become the fixed principles of the 
Constitution, a people can make claims to free- 
dom, if the succession take place consistent with 
their institutions. 


from the highest to the lowest, if we submit to 
dictation or appointment, directly or indirectly, 
from any earthly power, we are slaves in feeling 
and in fact, and shall deserve our destiny. 

The janizaries of Turkey could at one time 
bow-string a sultan, and enthrone his successor. 
A Roman despot could at one time make his 
horse a consul, while his degenerate countrymen 
cowered beneath the imperial eagles waving along 
the lines of Prætorian bands. Cromwell an- 
nointed himself as one prepared to be a martyr, 
and called upon his round-head followers to bap- 
tize him in the blood of Charles I., that he mahi 
come out a saint fit to wear the robes of a dicta- 
tor, and claim the sworn allegiance of a deluded 
and enslaved people. l 

True, we have no janizaries—no Prætorian 
bands—no army of the Commonwealth—as yet. 
But we have what is meaner, baser, and more 
degrading—we have a hundred thousand office- 
holders and office-seekers—moneyed corporations 
from one end of the Union to the other; we have 
the patronage of this Government, and the power 
and popularity of the President—all, all, acting 
together in concert, and devoted to the sole object 
of appointing a successor, and transmitting ill- 
gotten power to those who will fawn to receive it. 
Ycare not what may be the principles to be avowed 
by such an Administration, I make open uncom- 
promising war against the mode and manner of 
appointment, 

How long are these things to last? Are they 
to be borne by a free people? Think you that 
one half of this great nation is forever to be ruled 
over by the other half, upon such principles as 
these? Think you that the intellectual and vir- 
tuous of a great people are forever to be trampled 
over and spurned by ignorance and brutal num- 
bers? No, sir; it is not nature to bear it. The 
worm that crawls in the dust will turn when trod 
on; and shall man, rational man, sink himself 


at difference, in fact, is | 
there between a Government brought upon the ; 


i But in this country, where we j 
have a written Constitution, every line of which | 
maintains the freedom of the elective franchise, 


| things are to be borne, go first and tear from the 
pages of history those leaves which transmit to 
posterity our glory and our honor; go first and 


ence, and make of them a bonfire; go first to the 
graves of our gallant dead, narrow up their bones, 
and scatter to the four winds of heaven their dust 
and their ashes; tell our little children these men 
are unworthy to be remembered, and their deeds 
to be imitated; we must then do more—change 
the very names of our own children; ay, we must 
change their very natures; turn back the current 
that now runs warm from their hearts, and run it 
into new channels; pull down the star-spangled 
banner, and trample it in the dust beneath your 
feet—then, and not until then, shall we be pre- 


pared to wear in peace the chains of slaves and , 


the livery of bondsmen. 

Mr. Chairman, l am aware that I have uttered 
sentiments ill calculated to suit the publicear. I 
know, sir, that I have uttered sentiments which 
forever cut me off from all hope of favor from 
this Government, or with those who are destined 
to control it. But I stand here to speak the truth 
to my country. What is a man born for? Is it 
that, through deception and sycophancy, he may 
wind his way to power? 
he may catch passing popularity, that miserable 

: mushroom thing, which springs up in the moist- 
ure and darkness of night, only to wither and die 
under the beams of the noon-day sun? No, sir; 
man lives that he may live hereafter in the hearts 
and affections of his countrymen, for having vin- 
dicated their interests, their honor, and their liber- 
ties. This, in my opinion, is the highest destiny 
that awaits an earthly career. 
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| SPEECH OF HON. BEN HARDIN, 
OF KENTUCKY, 

In roe Hov$e or REPRESENTATIVES, 

i January 28, 1836, 


|| On Mr. Anams’s resolution concerning the loss of the Forti- 
l fication Bill of the last session. 


Mr. HARDIN called for the reading of the 
resolution; which was read by the Clerk, and is 
as follows: 


“ Resolved, That so much of the message of the President 
of the United States to Congress, at the commencement of 
| the present session, as relates to the failure, at the last ses- 
| sion of Congress, of the bill containing the ordinary appro- 
priations for fortifications, be referred to a select committee, 
with instructions to inquire into, and report to the House, 
| the causes and circuinstances of the failure of the bill.” 


LIAMS, of North Carolina, to amend, by adding 
‘with power to send for persons and papers,” 
Mr. HARDIN said: 
Mr. Sreaxer: It was either my good or ill 
fortune (for at this time I know. not in which 


ings and wishes on the subject, I ought instantly 
to have proceeded with what I had to say ; it was 
late, and, to accommodate some gentlemen around 
me, I moved for the House to adjourn, which 


parts of the Hall voted for it as a favor accorded 
to me. I owe, and now tender to them, my most 
profound acknowledgments for their kindness 
manifested on that occasion. 
Sir, the time, manner of presenting, and the 
subject-matter of the resolution now under con- 
sideration, seem to bea 


past is neither pleasant nor instructive; they con- 
tain nothing to feed our pride, flatter our vanity, 
or redound to the honor of this House; there is 
something in them so strange, so unaccountable 
to an ordinary observer, nevertheless so much in 
character with some of the leading members of 
the Administration party in this House, that I 
hope to be indulged until I recapitulate them. 
The appropriation bills have been reported to 
this House, and, put them all together, amount 
to something like ten millions more than for the 
same objects was appropriated last year, and near 
that amount more than an average year since the 


| lower than the vilest of creation? Sir, if these | 


' gather together the Declarations of our Independ- ': 


Is it that, for the day, ' 


The question being on the motion of Mr. Wir- | 


point of view to consider it) to obtain the floor . 
last evening. To have consulted my own feel- ` 


motion was agreed to. Gentlemen in more remote | 


i : phenomenon in legisla- | 
tion., To review our proceedings for some days | 


commencement of the administration of General 
‘| Jackson. This excess may be considered by this 
| House as a war measure, and will be so viewed 
| by the nation and the world. 

These bills were, by an order of the House, at 
the instance of the chairman of the Committee 
of Ways and Means, made the special order of 
each day untilthey are all disposed of. The first 
bill taken up was that appropriating money for 
the Navy; the House went into Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union on that bill. A 
war speech was made by the chairman of the 
Committee of Ways and Means, in his usual 
bustling, swelling manner. Several other speeches 
followed; and, towards evening, the gentleman 
from North Carolina [Mr. Bynum] commenced a 
warm, animated, and eloquent speech in favor of 
: the bill, in a high toned war spirit. The speech 
` was about half finished, when the gentleman gave 

place for a motion for the committee to rise, as 
it was late in the evening. Next day the whole 
House came prepared to enter with spirit into 
the discussions of our relations with France’ and 
all the measures which were about to be taken 
connected therewith. The party of the little 
Kinderhook hero seemed brimful of fight. We 
had been denounced the evening before, by the 
gentleman from North Carolina, as the French 
party, which he declared now existed in this na- 
tion. The imputation we considered as unmer- 
ited, and intended to vindicate ourselves from so 
foul an accusation. Never did this House as- 
semble ina higher state of excitement than was 
manifested on the next day. It was expected 
that the debate would progress with increased 
animation, and many a parliamentary lance would 
, be hurled, broken, and shivered into pieces. The 
galleries were crowded at an early hour. When 
i the time arrived for the House again to go into 
the Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union on the navy bill, the gentleman from New 
i York [Mr. CamBRELENG] moved to dispense with 
‘ the orders of the day, to take up the bill to relieve 
the sufferers by fire in New York. The motion 
prevailed; the orders of the day were dispensed 
with; the navy bill was laid down, and the bill 
to relieve the sufferers by fire in New York taken 
‘up. Some progress was made in that bill; but, 
before it was finished—nay, hardly commenced— 
the House adjourned. The next day the House 
was not permitted to begin where it had stopped. 
No; what then was the course of the business ? 
The same gentleman from New York, [Mr. Cam- 
BRELENG,] who is the leader of the Jackson Van 
Buren party in this House, or, if not the leader, 
‚ìs put Ina position by the Speaker to lead, got 
up, addressed the House, and then read or al- 
luded to a paragraph in a newspaper, which, he 
said, had attacked him personally; as if this 
House had anything to do with the newspaper 
controversies of the honorable gentleman. As 
usual, he pompously commenced a vindication of 
| himself; but, before he had uttered more than 
| one or two sentences, wound up by saying that 
the source from which the alleged slander came 
. was beneath his notice, and unworthy of him. 
i| I beg the House not to forget that, at the same 
time, he intimated that the subject referred to in 
the paper would bé brought before the House in 
another shape by the gentleman from Massachu- 
setts, [Mr. Apams,] who instantly took the floor 
', with the resolution now under debate in his hand, 
i; already cut oùt and made uptoorder. The rules 
| of the House were again dispensed with, (the 
gentleman from New York voting for it,) and the 
present resolution was offered. 

I will not say that there was a secret under- 
standing between those two gentlemen that the 
resolution should be brought before the House 
in this very extraordinary and unprecedented 
manner. The reason I will not aver that to be 
the fact is, because I do not know it; yet there 
seemed to me to be something inexplicable in the 
matter, if there was no such understanding. Why 
i| did he rise, allude to the paragraph, and stop 
| Short, without proceeding with his vindication? 
He was too well acquainted with the rules of this 
House not to know that he was out of order. 
have asked, and again repeat it, why, after he 
had commenced his defense, did he stop? and 
why did he intimate that the gentleman from 
Massachusetts would bring that subject before 


| 
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the House in another form? They must have | 


conferred together, and the whole wasa maneuver 
to enable the gentleman from Massachusetts to 
exhibit his resolution; which I consider an indict- 
ment, with one count against the members in this 
House who voted against the three million appro- 
priation last session, another count against the 
majority in the Senate; but these two counts are 
only nominal; the real intent and meaning of the 
whole is, to reach two of the honorable Senators 
{Messrs. Waite and Wesster] who are now 
before the people as candidates forthe Presidency. 
It looks like a Van Buren trick; the hand of the 
magician is surely in this whole matter. If the 
gentleman from Massachusetts is capable of 
blushing, or fecling one sensation of shame, that 
blush or sensation ought to be exhibited upon 
the present occasion. I call upon him to review 
his past life, the high and dignified offices he has 
filled, during a space of fifty years, with so much 


| 


credit to himself and honor to the nation; and 
now but to behold his present fallen condition— | 


the instrument ofa vile intrigue. Self-debasement 
and degradation is a fatality which frequently 
awaits the inordinate ambition of an old man- 
that ambition which outlives his faculties. 

I hope the House wilt pardon me for this short 
digression. I will proceed with the history of this 
resolution, and its progress in the House up to 
the present time. The gentleman from Massa- 
chusetts, in support of it, addressed the House 
for nearly three hours, in a most elaborate speech, 
alike famous for its length, violence, and vituper- 
ation of his former political friends; filled to over- 
flowing with the bitterest invective. Some of his 
remarks I intend to notice hereafter. He was fol- 
lowed by the honorable gentleman from Virginia, 
{Mr. Wise,] who addressed the House at length 
on the opposite side; and who, in his speech, ex- 
hibited great industry, research, and talents. But 
the ability he displayed, although very great, did 
not so much attract my admiration as his bold and 
manly bearing in delivering his sentiments. He 
forcibly reminded me of what that stern republican 
Roman said, that “one day, nay, one hour of vir- 
tuous liberty was worth an eternity in bondage.” 
When the gentleman from Virginia resumed his 
seat, the honorable chairman of the Committee 
of Ways and Means, (Mr. Camsrecenc,] with 
great pomp and parade, took the floor, and an- 


|| as the present I never before saw. 


nounced what he intended to do when he should ` 


address the House. 
proceed that evening; but, before he moved an 
adjournment, with great arrogance, declared he 
would not reply to the gentleman from Virginia; 
that he intended to encounter a champion more 
worthy of his steel—alluding to Mr. WEBSTER, 
of the Senate. I admired his courage; and felici- 
tated myself that my eyes, at least once in m 
life, would be gratified by a sight of the battle of 
giants. There was something to command ad- 
miration in his high resolves; it was a laudable 
ambition, even if he perished in the conflict. I 
love to see men matched fairly; let footman fight 
with footman, squire with squire, knight couch 
the lance and spur the fiery steed against knight. 
Fingal never left his rock and mixed in the strife 
of heroes, until Lathmon was in the field. 


He said it was too late to | 


| torted view of the transaction, for I well know | 


When the gentleman took the floor on yester- | 
day, I expected efforts commensurate with the ` 


undertaking; I listened to hear Jupiter thundering 


from Olympus’s cloudy tops, or, if not the thun- ; 
der of Jove, at least the music of the spheres. But | 
was there ever man so disappointed! Instead of ; 


the grandeur, magnificence, and sublimity of 
thunder rolling along and shaking the earth from 
pole to pole, my ears were grated with the miser- 


able sounds of a wretched performer on a Jew’s | 
harp! If an enlightened stranger were to visit 4 


this city during the sitting of Congress, and at- | 


tend to the debates in the Senate and here, how 
this House would suffer in the comparison! If 
he should chance to hear the chairman of Finance 
in the Senate [Mr. WesstER] developing, in his 
usual lucid manner, complicated questions of 
finance, and unfolding the almost exhaustless, 


although somewhat hidden resources of this na- [| 
tion; and, after that, come into this Hall, and hear ; 


the chairman of the Committee of Ways and 

eans on the same subject; whether the efforts 
of the great moneyed officer of this House would 
most excite his laughter or contempt, I cannot tell; 


| the sublime and ludicrous are so nearly allied 
| His feelings would be not unlike those of'anama. 


. was need ful for the doing of business. 


| the.object of the gentlemen concerned in this mat- | 
| ter. 


if 
oli 


teur of the great and awful workings of nature, 
who had just been a spectator of Vesuvius or 
Etna in the appalling grandeur of a tremendous 
eruption, and then turning on the plain below, 
and seeing a mole or ant-hill emitting a pale 
smoke, and occasionally a feeble and sickly blaze. 

I have been a member of this House, or of the | 
Legislature of Kentucky, for nearly twenty-five 
years. Ido not profess to have an intimate ac- F 
quaintance with the rules and regulations which | 
govern, or rather ought to govern, parliamentary || 
bodies; yet I do profess to know enough of the |! 
order of proceeding as will enable me to do, and | 
understand how to transact, the business confided |: 
to me either by my constituents or this House. | 
I never made more of the rules my study than |! 
A bee y am- || 
bitious aspirations have never been directed to- 
wards the Speaker’s chair. I cannot give in to |: 
the modern doctrine, that if the force of party, or |, 
the desire to propitiate the White House, should | 
take a ran from among us who is not above the 
mediocrity of this House, and make him Speaker, 
he thereby becomes one of the wise men of this ‘| 
land; it is the man who is to do honor to the |! 
chair, and not the chair to do honor to the man; if | 
he does not fill it, his littleness, by his elevation, 
only becomes more visible and striking. If the | 
same man, when in the chair, should select a 
man below the mediocrity of this House, and 
put him at the head of the most important com- || 
mittee, I am equally disinclined to believe that 
he thereby becomes “ a very Daniel of a man.” |! 
Sir, since Elijah went to Heaven ina chariot of 
fire, and cast his mantle on Elisha, and he there- ‘! 
by became a prophet, God has not vouchsafed - 
for any other man on this earth to be thus gifted. | 

I declare to this House that such a resolution 
Does it pro- 
pose anything for the action of this House? I 
answer no. Does it present anything for the ac- 
tion of the Senate? It doesnot. We are to raise 
a committee in this House to inquire and report 
why a certain bill, which was before Congress at 
the last session, did not pass. Let the committee 
report as it may, no action of this House can be 
based thereon or grow out of it. Can we im- 
peach the members of the Senate or of the last 

ouse of Representatives, who voted against the 
three million appropriation? Every man in this 
House knows we cannot. . 

One of the main objects of this resolution is to 
raise the committee. Will that committeeexamine 
witnesses? No. The gentleman from Massa- 
chusetts will draught a report based upon his dis- 


the part he took in it last session. It will be filled | 
with bitter denunciations of his former political ! 
friends and associates, to conciliate the opposite | 
party and make his peace at the palace. I have 

no doubt the report will not exhibit any one fact 
exactly as it took place. To tell the truth, the 
whole truth, and nothing but the truth, is far from 


A war is to be made on the Senators, to 
cheapen and lessen their standing with the people 
of the United States. Messrs. WEBSTER and 
Wuite are to be assailed without mercy in the ; 
report, and food furnished for all the Administra- | 
tion presses in the Union next summer, to abuse 
those who voted against the appropriationin either 
House. I ask, does it become the dignity of this | 
august assembly, the wisest and freest on earth, 
to degrade itself for such a vile purpose—the in- 
glorious one of becoming panders to collect and 
embody slander for the office-holders and office- 
hunters,some of whom are now feeding, and others 
expect shortly to feed, upon ‘* the spoils’’ of this 
nation, as if we were a conquered enemy, and | 
who are the only self-styled, self-created democ- | 
racy of the country—a word justly dear to a re- 
poblican, and only used in these degenerate days 
P 


y designing knaves to flatter and deceive the 

eople?- A 

I boldly and fearlessly pronounce the resolution 
to be unparliamentary, unprecedented, and dis- 
graceful to those concerned in it. No man can 
misunderstand its object; it is an inquisition of 


' Senate ’s amendments wit 


on the subject? No. 


entitling for Van Buren. If I had no other rea- 
sons than those I have this moment assigned, I !: 


would vote against the resolution. If the gentle- 


man from Massachusetts wishes to cut a sum- 


merset, let him do it asa clown in the pit; do not 
give him a spring-plank to leap from; I want to 
sce him turn asummerset as a ground, nota lofty 
tumbler; he is not unaccustomed to these things; 
he has frequently done it before, without the aid 
of a committee, and let him do it again. 

I will endeavor now to give a brief and rapid 
sketch of the history of the fortification bill, as it 
is called, and the three million appropriation at- 
tached to it, by way of amendment, in the last 
stages of the progress of the bill. 

The fortification bill was reported to this House 
by the proper committee; and, after remaining 
here some fifty days, it passed, and was sent to 
the Senate for the action of that body. The ap- 
propriations in the bill, at that time, amounted to 
$959,000, this being the sum then deemed suffi- 


' cient by the Department of War. The bill was 


sent to the Senate, and there met the prompt at- 
tention of that body. It passed the Senate with 
amendments making additional appropriations to 
the fortifications of the country to the amount of 


' $430,000; making $989,000. On the last day of 


the session, the bill, as amended, came from the 
Senate for the concurrence of this House in the 
Senate’s amendments: If the friends of the Ad- 


_ ministration only wanted the fortification bill, all 
| they had to do was to agree to the amendments 
of the Senate. It contained $430,000 more than 


was asked for originally by the President and 
War Department, and more than the usual and 
customary annual appropriations for the samé 
objects. The annual appropriations for fortifica- 
tions since the war amount, each year, to these 
sums: 


; Appropriations for fortifications since the treaty of Ghent. 


Years. Years, 

1814, re e 552,999 43 1825.0... seseo $729,783 05 
1815 + 451,389 93 | 1826.........6++ 760,238 86 
1816, + 396,261 1827........+0++ 633,961 14 
1817. + 381,969 61 | 1828.........005 37,558 43 
1818. 635,923 66 |1829........000. 824,589 55 
1819. 972,964 46 | 1830............ 951,000 00 
1820, + 675,376 23 | 1831........06.. 816,604 00 
1821, + 316,720 69 | 1832,........... 753,000 00 
1822, + 385,679 86 | 1833. 0... e000 926,900 00 
1823, +++ 481,692 67 | 1834............ 871,044 00 
1824..... seeeees 514,816 25 | 1885...........+ 100,000 00 


Total vesscesseses sees cesses ascese seee $1,370,472 84 


But on the last day of the session, and about 
sunset on that day, did the gentleman from New 
York [Mr. eee ia move to agree to the 

an amendment; which 
amendment contained the famous three million 
appropriation. 

Had the President sent us any communication 
Had we heard that the 
War Department. wanted it? No. Some few 
favorites, it seems, had been so informed; but 
they kept it a profound secret. Why did they, 
not communicate it to the House, if it was an 
Executive measure? If General Jackson wanted 
the money for the purposes of carrying on the 
Government, why not say so? He has never, 
heretofore, been backward in telling us what he 
wanted. Did he want the money, and yet not 
dare to assume the responsibility of asking for 
it? Upon all these subjects of information we 
were left in the dark. The executive of this and 
every other Government informs the legislative 
department what amount of money is necessary 
to carry on the Government; and the legislative 
department is never in fault, until they refuse to 
appropriate the money after it is demanded. 

he appropriation of the three millions was 
asked by the gentleman from- New York too late 
for any of us to make inquiry of the President, 
or the War Department, as to the fitness and pro- 
priety of the measure; and, if we had made the 
Inquiry, itis evident no information would have 
been given; or why did the chairman of the Com- 


| mittee of Ways and Means [Mr. Porr] keep it 


a secret, and request some few others, who knew 
that the President wanted the money, not to 
divulge it? Surely, the leaders of the Adminis- 
tration party intended to sport with and mock 
the House. 

If there had been no other cause than the want 
of time and of information on the subject, we did 
right to vote against the three million appropria- 
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tion. I, for one, will never give away the money | Cumberland road bill was taken up; and on that | 


of my constituents, unless I know the why and |: 
wherefore it is asked and demanded. j! 
About dark, on the last day of the session, the 
bill went back from this House to the Senate, for 
the concurrence of that body to the three million 
appropriation. The Senators had no information 
of any kind on the subject, either official or in- 
formal; they had no time for investigation; they 
must either vote the money instantly, without 
light or knowledge on the subject, or reject the 
appropriation, and disagree to our amendment. 
hey, as became sages and patriots, chose the 
latter alternative; they acted with becoming dig- 
nity and manly independence, in true character 
with themselves. The bill came back here with 
the disagreement of the Senate to our amendment; 
we insisted, and sent it back to the Senate; the 
Senate adhered to their disagreement; we again 
insisted, and asked a committee of conference; 
and a committee was accordingly appointed. The 
Senate agreed to the conference, and appointed a 
committee on their part. The conferees met, and 
agreed on reducing the three millions to $800,000; 
thus making the whole bill contain appropria- 
tions to the amount of $1,789,000. After the 
conferees had agreed, the chairman of the com- 
mittee on the part of this*House [Mr. CAMBRE- 
LENG} refased to report to the House, and the 
whole bill was thereby finally lost. 
After this short history of the origin and pro- 
83 of the bill through both Houses, the next 
inquiry will be, why was the bill lost? and if there 
be blame and cause of censute anywhere, who is | 
in fault? l 
This part of the inquiry has been somewhat 
anticipated by what I have already said. I main- 
tain the proposition, that those in this House who 
voted against the three million appropriation are , 
not to blame, nor can any censure be alleged 
against the Senate, The Administration party had | 


Loss of the Fortification Bill—Mr. Hardin. 


bill two of the committee of conference, Messrs. 
CampBrecenc and Huszarp voted in the negative, 
(see Journal, page 522.) It will be perceived that, 
at this time, the committee of conference was in 
the House and voting. About onc o’clock,a.m., 
the House voted on the resolution to pay Mr. 
Letcher his per diem allowance when contesting 
his seat with Major Moore. Mr. CamMBRELENG 
voted on thatalso; (see the Journal, page 324.) I 
ask the gentleman from New York when did the 
committee of conferencemeet? He says after he 
voted on the resolution to pay Mr. Letcher. I 
ask him again, if you were in earnest about this 


whole matter, and intended no trick, why did you - 


not go outbefore? Whydid you stay, after your 
appointment at ten o’clock, until one, before you 
attempted to meet in conference, when, from your 
own statement, you were of opinion the House 
was dissolved at twelve? Is there not a palpable 
dereliction of duty in not attending the committee 
of conference sooner? The fact and truth is, the 
gentleman was not remiss in meeting in confer- 
ence. He did go after his appointment; and re- 
turned before the Cumberland road bill was taken 
up; but not liking the result of the conference, 
or perhaps from some lurking desire to injure the 
Senate, and cast the odium of the loss of the bil! 
on that body, would not report. 

There is evidently a piece of political jugglery 
in this whole business; and the gentleman from 
New York and his confederates were the prime 
movers and actors in the whole scene. The gen- 
tleman says that there was no time to hold the 
conference, after his appointment, until the Cum- 
berland road bill was taken up. I repeat again 
what I have said before, that there was business 
transacted, enough to fill two and a half pages of 
the Journal; and three speeches were made—one 
by the gentleman from Missouri, [Mr. Asnury,] 
to take up a bill relative to his State, and two by 


a decided majority in this House, and the comi- || gentlemen from Maryland, against the bill from 
plete and entire control of the standing commit- | the Senate which abolished the Maryland and 
tees; they could bring forward a measure when || Delaware judicial circuit. That reason of the 
they pleased, or keep it back as long as they gentleman is unfounded in fact. The gentleman 
pleased. ThenIask, nay,demand,whydidthey has one of the two horns of the dilemma to take: 
not bring forward the proposition for the three . either to stand convicted of not going to confer- 


million appropriation sooner? Our relations with 
France were then in about the same situation they 
had been for some weeks before; no change—no | 
recent information had been received on the sub- 
ject; theré is nothing in the whole matter to jus- 
tify the withholding the demand for the appro- 
ptiation to so late a period; and if it was really i 
Jost for want of time, who are answerable for it? . 
The answer is obvious. Those in power, and 
whose business it was to bring forward the prop- 
osition. This House and the Senate acted onthe ': 
wableet with unusual promptitude and dispatch. ` 
he gentleman from New York has said that | 
the hour of twelve o’clock had arrived before the | 
committee of conference met, and that he believed || 
the House dissolved by the Constitution at twelve || 
o’clock. If this were his opinion, why, then, meet || 
at all? When he was called on fora report from | 
the committee of conference, he gave this consti- 
tutional opinion as one of the reasons why he | 
would not report, which reads in these words: 
t Mr. CamBreena, the chairman of the conferees on | 
thé part of this House, then rosé, and stated that he de- 
Clined to make report af the proceedings of the committee 


of conference aforegaid, on the ground that, from the vote on |: 


the resolution granting compensation to Robert P. Letcher, 
which vote was decided at the time the committee returned 
into the House from the tonferenée, it Was ascertained that 
& quorum was not present; and further, that he declined 
to make the said Feport, on the ground that the constilu- 
tional térm for which this House had been chosen had ex- 
pire a . f ; 

I will now turn’ tHe attention of the Housé to 
the Journal. In page 519, it reads as follows: os 
"<A motion was thén made by Mr. Husparp that the 
House do ask a conférence with the Senate on the disagree- 
ing ‘votes of the two Houses on the said amendment. 

“And on the question, Will the House ask a conference? | 

“Itpassed in the affirmative. And = — 4 

“Mr. CaMBRELENG, Mr. Lewis, and Mr. HUBBARD, were 
sppointed managers to conduct the said conference, on the 
part of this House.” 

The committee of conference was appointed, I 
think, about ten o'clock at night. I had thej 
honor of then being a member, and an attentive 
observer of alt that passed: The House then 
went on to do business to such‘an extent as to fill 
up two pages andia half of thé Journal, when the 


ence until after twelve o’clock, when he then be- 
lieved the House dissolved, and going after that 
time and conferring, when he admits he had no 

ower to act as a member; the other alternative 
1s, that he went in time, returned in time, and 
then refused to make the report. 

So, take it any way that the question can be 
presented, the loss of the bill is attributable to the 
gentleman from New York, and‘none else. The 
Hapa has one pleasing consolation left to 

im: he stands, in relation to this House and this 
great and wide-spreading Republic, in the same 
position that the ancients believed Mount Atlas 
did towards the heavens—he can bear it all upon 
his own shoulders. 

The gentleman from Massachusetts attempts 
to throw the loss of the bill upon those who 
believed the House to be constitutionally dis- 


| Solved at twelve o’clock on the 3d of March last. 
Aithough I then entertained that opinion, and _ 
acted on it, which opinion I have not since | 


changed; yet, even if we were wrong, the gen- 


[Mr. Apams] if it would not be wisé and pru- 
dent, in him at least, to see who is to be most 
affected by entertaining that opinion? If there 
be error in it, will it fall heaviest upon your old 
and now deserted political friends, or your new 
allies, whom you are now courting with such 
| marked attention and assiduity, and who, after 
| they use you, will not give you your expected 
and hoped-for reward—no, not. even the’ thirty 
pieces of silver? General Jackson entertained 
that opinion, and acted upon it; Mr. Yan Buren 
| entertained that opinion, as a matter of course— 


| by instinct, I suppose. If my memory serves 
i me. right, he held a short conversation in this 
| Hall that night with a gentleman from New 


York, [Mr. Bearpstey,] who directly afterwards 
refused to vote, as appears by the Journal, which 
reads in these words: ; 

. “A motion was made by Mr. Jarvis that the House do 
now adjourn. poe eee 3 - 


tleman ought to'recollect that that error of opinion ` 
does not exculpate the gentleman from New ; 
York, (Mr. CamBrevenc.] I ask the gentleman | 


PPE E 


Ho. or Reps. 


‘¢ And, in deciding the question by yeas and nays, the 

i name of SAMUEL BEARDSLEY, of New York, being called, he 
declined to answer, on the ground that the term for Which 
the members of the Twenty-Third Congress had been elect- 
ed had expired; and that, according to the Constitution of 
the United States, this House had ceased at twelve o’clock 
to night to exist. 

“ After some remarks and suggestions from various mem- 
bers and from the Chair, it was informally agreed to pass the 
name of Mr. BEARDSLEY.” 

This argument of the gentleman from Massa- 
chusetts is a two-edged sword, and when wielded 
by him, cuts ten of his new associates for one of 
his old friends. 

I, however, do not much censure the gentleman 
for entertaining the opinion that the President 
and Congress can each hold their offices, one after 
the four years, and the other the two years ex- 
pire. How long after the time shall expire they 
can continue in office, he does not state; at least 
long enough, I suppose, to do what they desire, 
and to finish what they have on hand. This 
question revives his ancient recollections and 
reminiscences. l once heard of a President who, 
between midnight and day, and that, too, after 
his four years had expired, made a batch of judges 
to reward some of the high-toned Federalists of 
the old school for past services. 

I have remarked that I differed on that night 
with many of my friends about the time when 
Congress was dissolved by the Constitution. If 
I can obtain the indulgence and patient attention 
of the House, I will submit a few remarks in 
support of my opinion. The Constitution of the 
United States, in relation to Representatives, in 
the second section of the first article, reads in 
these words: 

“The House of Representatives shall be composed of 
members chosen every second year by the people of the 
several States ; and the electors in each State shall have 
the qualifications requisite for electors of the most numer- 
ous branch of the State Legislature.” 

And in relation to the election of President, 
article second, section the first, reads as follows: 

* The executive power shall be vested in a Presidentof the 
United States of America. He shall hold his office during 
the term of four years, and, together with the Vice Presi- 

| dent, chosen for the same term, be elected as follows,” 
| The time, place, and manner of electing Repre- 
| sentatives are, by the Constitution, left to the 
States. The provision on that subject reads in 
these words: 

“The times, places, and manner of holding elections for 
Senators and Representatives shall be prescribed in each 
State by the Legislature thereof; but the Congress may, at 
any time, by law, make or alter such regulations, except a3 
: to the places of choosing Senators.” ; 
| _ From these provisions in the Constitution of the 

United States, itis clearand manifest that a Rep- 
‘ resentative is elected for two years, and the Pres- 
| ident for four years. When does the time com- 
mence? is the next subject of inquiry. Not at 
i the time of election, for the President is elected 
the fall before the 4th of March; his election is 
complete when the electors give him a plurality 
` of votes; the mode of ascertaining that fact has 
` nothing to do with the time of election. Repre- 
| sentatives are chosen fur two years; the two years 
cannot commence from the time of the election, 
because the States regulate the times of the elec- 
i| tion of their respective members, and hardly any 
i| two States elect at the same time; consequently, 
there would be no uniformity as to the time of 
commencement or termination of the two years. 
i| Frequently members are elected more than a year 
|| before the Congress commences of which they are 
|| members; and the same man who is elected, is, 
at the time of election, a member of a preceding 
Congress, and serves one session in it after his 
election to a succeeding Congress. : 

The Constitation did not, in the body of it, sa 
when the time should commence, and when end. 
The reason is obvious. The convention did not 
know when nine States would ratify the Consti- 
tution; and, until then, the time when the Gov- 
ernment under it should tommence, could not be 
fixed; hence, no time is fixed on in the Constitu- 
tion for the commencement of the Government. 
The convention adopted a resolution, which reads 
in these words: NS 

“ Resolved, That it is the opinion of this convention that 
as soon as the conventions of nine States shall have ratified 
this Constitution, the United States in Congress assembled 
should fix a day on which electors should be appointed. by. 
Aiè States which shall have ratified the same, and a day 


| 
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on which the electors should assemble to vote for the 
ident, and the time and place for commencing proceedings 
under this Constitution. That, atter such publication, the 
electors should be appointed, and the 
sentatives elected. ‘Chat the electors should meet on the 
day tixed for the clectiou of the President. and should trans- 
mit their votes, certified, signed, sealed, and directed, as 
the Constimuion requires, t the Secretary of the United 
States in Congress assembled; that the Senators and Rep- 
resentatives should convene at the time and place assigned ; 
that the Senators shoutd appoint a President of the Senate, 
for the sole purpose ot receiving, opening, and counting 
the votes for President; and that, atter be shall be chosen, 
the Congress, together with the President, should, without 
deiay, proceed to execute this Constitution.” 


Pres- 


This resolution declared that Congress, when 
the ratification of the nine States took place, should 
fix ona day when the Government should com- 
mence. Congress did designate the day by a 
resolution, which reads in these words: 

is Resolved, That the first Wednesday in January next be 
the day fur appointing electors in the several States which 
before the said day shall have ratified the said Constitution ; 
that the first Wednesday in February next be the day tor 
the electors to assemble in their respective States, and vote 
cor a President; and that the first Wednesday in March 
Ath] next be the time, and the present seat of Congress 
fey York] the płace, for commencing proceedings under 
the said Constitution.” 

By this resolution of Con 
March, 1789, was the day fixed on by Congress. 
On that day, the present Government was to com- 
mence under the Constitution, and on that day it 
did commence. 

The caption to the acts of the First Congress 
proves that the Government of the United States 
commenced on the 4th of March 1789, which 
caption reads in these words: 

“Acts of the First Congress of the 
at the first session, which was be 
of New York, in the State of New York, on Wednesday, 
March 4, 1739, and ended September 29, the same year.” 

The 4th of March, 1789, after being fixed on by 
Congress, in pursuance of a resolution of the 
convention, is just as binding as if it were in- 
serted in the Constitution itself. It is the exe- 
cution of a power; and when the execution takes 
place in strict conformity to the power, it then 
becomes the act of those giving the power. 

The term of each President is for four years, 
the first term having commenced on the 4th of 
March, 1789. When did General Washington’s 
first term commence? The answer is, on the 4th 
of March, 1789; his second term on the 4th of 
March, 1793; and the term of office of each of his 
successors has been computed in the same way 
from that time to the present. The same rule of 
construction is to be resorted to as to Represent- 
atives, except that their term of service is two 
years. Surely, Mr. Speaker, there can be no 
doubt, dispute, or controversy, as to the day when 
the time shall commence to run. 

What is the time that completes one year? 
Suppose we begin on New Year’s day: the answer 
is, the last day of the December following, which 
completes the three hundred and sixty-five days. 


gress, the 4th of 


United States, passed 
gun and held at the city 


Every negro that has been hired out on a New | 


Year’s day for a year, knows the year is out on 
the last day of December following. ‘The week has 
seven days: suppose we begin with Monday, are 
not the seven days completed on Sunday? I am 
elected for two years: if my time commences on 


the 4th of March, is it not out on the 3d of March i 
Let us see how the law ` 


two years thereafter? a 
computes twenty-one years, the age of maturity 
for a man or woman. ` Blackstone’s Commenta- 
ries, first volume, page 463, reads in these words: 

“ So that full age in male or female is twenty-one years, 
which age is completed on the day preceding the anniver- 
sary of a person’s birth.” 

That the Representative’s term of service com- 
mences on the 4th of March every two years, 
and expires on the 3d of March two years after- 
wards, is a position so plain that none can gain- 
say it—no one attempts to dispute it. The whole 
question comes to this at last: when does the 4th 
of March commence, and when does the 3d of 
March, two years afterwards, end? The law 


makes no fraction of a day; the legal time, as | 


universally settled, is, that the day begins at 
midnight and ends at midnight: in the computa- 
tion of time, the law knows no night. Suppose 
a man were under trial for Sabbath-breaking, 
and the proof waa he broke the Sabbath on Sun- 


day Morning between daybreak and sunrise; || 


would any judge or jury let him off upon the 


No. 45 


| 


Senators and Repre- | 


_ continue its session till 


ground that it was on Saturday he committed the 
act? Or suppose it was proven that the person | 
under trial did the deed alle | 
went to plowing) on Monday morning, ten min- : 
utes before sunrise, would any judge dare sa 
that was Sunday, and he was guilty of Sabbath- : 
breaking? Our Constitution must be construed’ 
as any other part of our law would, for it is a 
part of the law of the land. This mode of com- 
puting time has been long regulated by mankind, 
and it is now too late to dispute it. 

The conduct of gentlemen who contended last 
session that the computation should be made 
from sunrise to sunrise 
' sunrise the 4th of March, 
distrusted their own Opinion; and it was only as 
the last alternative that they were driven toassume 
that ground. 


3 e 7 | 
On the last nightof the last session there were a 


number of bills on the Clerk’s table; each bill had 
its friends. About ten o’clock it was perceived 
that the bills, or some of them, would be lost for 
want of time. A clock-maker in this city was 
procured and co 
Hall; he moved 
I saw it done, a 
who sat near me 
the eyes of fifty 
hands were mov 


nd announced the fact to those 
- Immediately afterwards, when 


ed back one hour more. Then a 
member from North Carolina proclaimed the fact 
to the House. I have since been informed that 
the man who had this done was then a member 
of Congress, and has since boasted of it; and that 
he procured it to be done to get a favorite meas- 


> ure he was interested in through the House. Why 


did he do it? Because he was of opinion that the 


' time would expire at midnight; yet the same man 


was arrayed with those who afterwards contended 
that sunrise was the time next morning, and not 
midnight. 


Mr. Speaker, I had on that night the consola- i 


tion to find I did not stand alone in my opinion. 
A large part of the members present agreed with 
me, and some of the ablest constitutional lawyers 
of the House were of the number; among whom 
I now recollect were two members from Georgin; 
Messrs. Foster and Gilmer, Mr. Archer, from 
Virginia, and a gentleman from Ohio, who is a 
member of the present Congress; and on that ac- 
count I cannot designate him by name. Heisa 
man of great talents, and an able lawyer. This 
description, I fear, will not enable me to point 
him out to the House, as it is equally applicable 
to a number of gentlemen from that State. 

Sir, as it respects myself, I voted against the 
three million appropriation, because I then, and 


do now believe the amendment, as drawn up, was | 
unconstitutional, and highly impolitic. 'To this 
point I intend, in a few moments, to call the at- | 


tention of the House; but, before Ido it,a remark 


, of the gentleman from Massachusetts demands 


i 
i 
| 


si 


some notice. It was intended as an apology for 
the Administration party in not asking Congress 
for the three millions sooner, and why the Exec- 
utive did not require the money, and that it de- 
volved on Congress to act without such require- 
ment. He said it was the unanimous vote of this 


House, given the day before the amendment was || 


offered, that superinduced the necessity of the 
appropriation. I deny the fact. What was that 


| vote which was alluded to by the gentleman? It 
; was nothing more or less than this: that we would 


stand by the treaty, and insist on its execution. 
We intended to say to France, Our demands 
against you are closed by the treaty; the sum you 
are to pay is settled definitely; and we will not 
open the contest again, and reinvestigate our de- 
mands. That was what was intended by the first 
member of the resolution, which resolution reads 
in these words: 


‘ Resolved, That, in the opinion of this House, the treaty | 
with France of the 4th of July, 1831, should be maintained ! 


and its execution insisted on.” 


The second member of the resolution, that we 
would insist on its execution, means no more than 


j this: that we held the highest and most solemn |: 
obligation on France that a nation could give, $ 
; and that we would insist on its fulfillment. 


But, 
did it point out how and in what manner we in- 
tended to insist? Did it say we intended to resort | 
to arms, the last argument of nations? I answer | 
no. We carefully forebore to say, or even to in- | 


ged against him (say, |; 


, and that Congress could | 


nveyed behind the clock of this | 
the hands back eighteen minutes, : 


gentlemen were on the clock, its . 


f 
i timate, what we intended to do. Our intention 
was to regulate our conduct by the subsequent 
action of the French. We, in truth and fac‘, de- 
signed doing nothing until the French Chambers 
should have an opportunity again to act on the 
bill appropriating the twenty-five millions of 
francs. We were desirous to wait, and suspend 
action, until we should see what a sense of justice 
would do with the French people, or what the 
feelings of shame would do when the reprobation 
of the nations of the civilized world was pointed 
towards them for a breach of national faith in not 
fulfilling the treaty stipulations on their part. I, 
for one, never thought of such an appropriation 
|. being asked for, and of this demand being based 
| onthe resolution of the House. J believe it is 
an afterthought of the gentleman from Massa- 
chusetts, and that he himself did not then suppose 
that such an appropriation became necessary in 
consequence of the adoption of the resolution. 
Connected with the observations of the gen- 
_ tleman just noticed, he made another, on which 
I feel bound to animadvert. It was to this im- 
port: that for three days a number of members 
spoke against the resolution, and then, in a 
, crouching spirit of pusillanimity, turned round 
and voted for it, not daring to meet the just in- 
dignation and reprobation of their constituents at 
‘home. Iwas one of those who spoke on that 
|, Occasion against a resolution; and then voted 
| for that which passed; but I deny that that de- 
| bated for three days was the one which passed. 
|The one that was adopted and passed by the 
| House was worded to meet the views of all the 
` gentlemen; because, upon a great question of: 
| national difficulty with a foreign nation, and par- 
ticularly with a nation of tremendous power, 
| nothing could be more desirable than unanimity. 
| The resolution against which the speeches were 
| made contained, among other things, an expres- 
i sion that we would insist on the treaty “at all 
hazards.” That expression we thought unbe- 
coming the dignity of this nation. To say we 
insist on the treaty was enough, and all we ought 
to have said, let the rest and residue be under- 
stood, which is no less nor more than this: that 
we knew our rights, and would, ina becoming 
spirit of moderation and true dignity, maintain 
them; that the pride of the people should not be 
wounded and humbled in the affair; and that the 
honor of the nation should come out of the con- 
test, be its results whatever it might, unstained 
and untarnished. Did it become us to vapor 


| 
| 


. |; likea bully, by using the words “ atall hazards >”? 


' It is no certain indication that a man is going to 
make a desperate battle in defense of his rights 
and honor because he gasconades, and deals out 
menaces and blows in the empty air, before he 
begins to fight. I have ever considered itas the 
| certain sign of a coward; that fear is his ruling 
passion; and that he either wants to intimidate 
is adversary, or goad himself up to the fighting 
|| point by his rage and fury. The words “at all 
! hazarda as little became us asit suited the occa- 
; Sion. To whom was it addressed? To the 
i: most sensitive, powerful, gallant, and chivalrous 
| Nation upon theearth. We wanted France to do 
us justice. We did not want war, although we 
| did not fear it. The Americans know not fear. 
| The bullying expressions of ‘at all hazards” 
; would have produced an effect directly opposite 
i to what we desired. 

I well recollect what took place in those days, 
ever memorable for the debates which took place, 
and not less memorable for the part the gentle- 
man from Massachusetts played on that occasion; 
and certainly no expression, when applied to his 
conduct during that time, suits as well as the 
word play. He would speak on one day on one 
| side of the question, as the House understood 
j him, and the next day explain it away, and ad- 
| vance a contrary doctrine. He alternated in this 
; manner some two or three times. I had the honor 
ji of addressing the House after his last speech. I 
| commenced my remarks by saying that the law 
‘in relation to wills always considered the last 
will as controlling or revoking all other wills 
‘made on the same subject; or, if there was but 
i one will, with contradictory provisions, the last 
clause controlled the previous ones; and, with 
| that rule as my guide on the then present occa- 
| Sion, I should consider the speech which the hon- 
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orable gentleman from Massachusetts had just 
made as his last will and testament of and con- 
cerning our French relations. Mr. Archer im- 
mediately remarked that the rale [had laid down 
was correct, but one explanation ought to be 
given: that was, that the testator, when he made 
his last will was of souad mind and disposing 
memory; and when that rule was applied, he 
doubted whether the gentleman had made a will 
at ail. 

Mr. Speaker, I remarked, a few moments ago, 
that I intended to question and contest the con- 
stitutionality of the amendment to the fortifica- 
tion bill, which contained the appropriation of 
three milion dollars. The Constitution of the 
United States has the following »rovision in it: 

e No money shall be drawn trom the Treasury, bat in 
consequence of appropriations made by law; and a regular 
statement and account of the receipts and expenditures 
of all public money shall be published from time to time.” 

From this clause in the Constitution, no money 
can be drawn from the public Treasury unless 
Congress shall first appropriate it by law. To 
do that in the true spirit and intention of the Con- 
stitution, the law appropriating the money must 
say to which object of public service it shall be 
applied. The more particularly the objects are 
described and designated, the better does the law 
fulfill the requirements of the Constitution. If 
Congress were not bound in duty to name spe- 
cially the object to which the appropriation was 
made, why not pass a general law, and say the 
whole revenue of the country should be used by 
General Jackson for the general welfare of the 
nation, as he may deem proper and expedient? 
or say that $25,000,000, or any other given sum, 
was set apart for the government of the nation, 
to be expended at the will and pleasure of the 
President? 


The members of Congress come here to assist | 


in administering this Government—to see to every 
part, the Army, Navy, and civil Departments, and 
every subdivision of each; how many men are 
wanted for the Army; what pay they shall have; 
how many vessels of war, and what description 
of vessels, the public service requires; in short, 
nothing that concerns the nation, in its most mi- 
nute details, ought to be overlooked or neglected 
by Congress, but each branch of the public busi- 
ness attended to and provided for; to see just as 
much money is appropriated to each as is neces- 
sary, and no more; and that every dollar which 


| 
|| 


i 
l 
t 


| 
> 


It is a duty which we owe to our constituents | would have been necessary to make it a law but 
to see to the proper application of every dollar || the signature of the President. 


of their money to their Government; for it is their || 
: be considered as a war measure; n 


Government yet, at least nominally, and not the 
President’s. 
Mr. Speaker, there are momentous and mighty 


_ considerations which ought to induce Congress 


to be watchful aver the purse of the nation. Rec- 
olect the President, by the Constitution, already 
has the sword of the nation; give him the purse 
also, and we are an undone people. I do not 
speak with reference more to the present Presi- 
dent than to any other who may come after him. 
The power and patronage of the President are 


enormous and alarming to all lovers of civil lib- ; 


erty. The Executive of this Republic has more | 
real and substantial power this day than any | 
Satiated with the en- `: 


crowned head in Europe. 


joyment of his power, he is avout to retire; and, | 


to show his contempt for the American people, 


-heis about to put one of his minions into his 


office as his successor, whose only merit is his ' 


servile boast that ‘it was glory enough to have 


. served under such achief.’’ 


' diminish, check, and control ? 


What way is Ieft to us by the Constitution to 
No way but one: 


| thatis, not to give one dollar of the people’s money 


away more than is necessary to carry on the Gov- 
ernment, and every dollar we give to see how and 
in what manner it shall be expended, and to guard 
with great vigilance that it shall be expended in 


. no other way. 


The Government of Great Britain is a mon- 


| archy,, but the King ofthatgreatand mighty nation 
i has not the tenth part of the real power that the 
: President of the United States has, and which he 
; exercises in its fullest plenitude, day after day. In 


is expended is rightly applied, as directed by , 


Congress. 


The clear and certain meaning of the word | 
appropriate, from the force of the term taken in | 


connection with the subject-matter, means a speci- 
fication of each object to which the money is to 
be applied; and too much care cannot be taken 
in the details of the appropriation, and in their 


rigid application to the specific objects. We are | 
but the agents of our constituents; it is their | 


money we vote away. We are bound to know 
the why and wherefore it is asked and granted. 
Let us apply these rules to the amendment which 
proposed to appropriate the $3,000,000. The 
ameadment reads in these words: 

«c And be it further enacted, That the sum of $3,000,000 
be, and the same is hereby, appropriated out of any money 
in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, to be expended, 
in whole or in part, under the direction of the President of 
the United States, for the military and vaval service, in- 
cluding fortifications and ordnance, and increase of the 


Navy: Provided, Such expenditures shall be rendered | 


necessary for the defense of the country prior to the next 
meeting of Congress.?? 

It is for the military and naval service, including 
fortifications. 


As to how much is to be expended i 


on each object, the amendment is totally silent. : 
The whole sum may be expended on the Army, | 


Navy, or fortifications, at the will and pleasure 


of the President; or he may, at his like will and ; 


pleasure, refuse to expend one dollar on any one 
of these objects. 

But suppose all or a part was to be expended 
on the Army; for what part of that service was 
it to be expended? How was it to be applied? 
The amendment is silent. The same remarks 
will apply to the Navy and fortifications. Where 
is the difference in the amendment, as drawn, 
and the general standing law, giving to the Pres- 
ident a sum in gross, say $25,000,000 a year, to 
carry on the Government as he chooses? 


| that country the people govern and control every- 


thing: here, the will of General Jackson is almost 
omnipotent. There, the people can say to their 
King, emancipate your Catholic subjects, and their 
chains burst from around them. They can say 
what law they want passed, and he is obliged to 
sign the bill—no veto there—he dare not exercise 
it, at the peril of his head. They can bid him 
make peace, if the nation be at war, and peace 
he must make. They can tell him to dismiss his 


ministry, and they must go out of office. The | 


power of the people, the Duke of Wellington, the 
favorite of the King, the pride of the nobility, and 


the conqueror in a thousand battles, has experi- | 


enced upon several occasions. 
You will ask, Mr. Speaker, how is it that the 


i| ‘voice of the people reaches the King on his mag- 


nificent throne, and makes the nobility tremble 
at its footstool? J answer, by the simplest prin- 
ciple imaginable, which is ingrafted in their Gov- 
ernment; that is, to withhold the appropriation 
bills until the King and ministry do as they com- 
mand and order to be done. [tell to every man 
in this House, and to every man in this nation, 
this solemn truth: cither to abridge the power of 
the President by altering the Constitution, or con- 


trol the President by the appropriation bill; refuse | 


him the money, and he will be as powerless as 
Sampson was after his hair was cut off. The vile 
creatures who now administer to his power goin 
for “the spoils.’? Cato the elder, in the Roman 


Senate, for a number of years, regardless on what 


subject he made a speech, concluded them all 


alike—that ‘Carthage must be destroyed;” so , 
the members on this floor ought to conclude every |: 


speech with these words, until the object is effected 
increasing, and ought to be diminished. 


tionality of the amendmen 
terms in which it was; and that it did not, in 


spirit and intention of the Constitution. 

The next point to which I contemplate inviting 
the attention of the House, is the impolicy of the 
appropriation. It will be recollected that all the 
appropriation bills for the current expenses of the 


year had passed, containing appropriations for | 


every part of the public service, to the full extent 
ofthe estimates. The fortification billas amended 
by the Senate, was for a larger sum than usual. 
If this House had concurred in the amendment, 
without adding the three millions, the bill would 
then have passed both Houses; and nothing 


if 


| 
| 


The three million amendment must therefore 
ot positi 
absolute, and certain, but left to the President 
for him to adopt, or not, at his pleasure. War 
preparations and war itself belong alone to Con- 
gress; to adopt the one, and make proclamation 
of the other. In no event should the President 
be permitted to hold in the palm of one hand war 
and in the other the olive branch of peace, The 
people are to do all the fighting, and they alone 
should determine on war. Of all the menon this 
earth, a military man is the last to be trusted with 
this power. His character has been made b 
war; he has studied it as a science, followed it as 
a profession, and considers it necessary to his 
popularity and glory. 

It was impolitic to confide such a powerin the 
hands of General Jackson. The fitness of every 
man for the trust about to be intrusted to him 
ought to be considered and weighed well before 
the act is done. What I might be willing to 
confide to Jefferson, were he President, I might 
be unwilling to confide to Jackson. I might be 
willing to leave peace or war to Jefferson, and 


. unwilling to commit the same power to Jackson. 


So, on the other hand, I would confide to Jack- 
son the command of an army, when I would not 
to Jefferson. But, in truth and fact, as I have 
before said, I would not leave the alternative of 
peace or war toany President. Nevertheless, this 
House proposed, by the amendment, to commit 
to General Jackson that delicate trust and duty, 
which, of all men living, he was the worst qual- 
ified to discharge. Had the amendment passed, 


` instead of being at peace with France, as we now 


are—and there is every hope and prospect of its 
continuance—we should this day, no doubt, have 
been in the midst of a wide-spreading and bloody 
war. 

To decide impartially upon the conductof those 
who voted against the appropriation of last ses- 
sion, (for the gentleman from Massachusetts has 
arraigned us all at the great bar of public opinion,) 
letus see and examine the position of this Gov- 
ernment and that of France, in their relations with 
each other, at the time the appropriation was 
asked for. 

During the Imperial Government of Bonaparte 
aggressions and spoliations to a great extent were 
committed by the subjects of that Emperor upon 


' the private property of our merchants on the high 


seas. The amount of injury was variously esti- 
mated by the two Governments. These injuries 
were inflicted near thirty years ago. Satisfaction 
was demanded by this Government of Bonaparte, 


‘which wasdenied. After his dethronement, and 


the restoration of the Bourbons, a like demand. 


_for reparation was made by this Government of 


Louis XVIII. He refused to make satisfaction. 


: After his death, and on the accession of Charles 


| 
| 


t 


X. to the throne, indemnity was demanded of 
him, which he delayed and failed to render. When 
Louis Philippe was made King in 1830, indem- 
nities were demanded of him by our Government. 
He immediately opened a negotiation on the sub- 


ject, and ultimately agreed to pay 25,000,000 


trancs, out of which were to be deducted 1,500,000 


': which the United States owed a subject of France, 
: leaving $4,700,000 to be paid by the Government 


of the French to the citizens of the United States 


h: . , ; d | —that being 23,500,000 francs. This money could 
—that the President’s power has increased, is ' not be paid by the King of the French until the 
: Chambers should appropriate it. 


I have made these remarks upon the constitu- i! tion of France is exactly like our own on this 


t,drawn in the general | 


The constitu- 


subject; and I have no doubt that La Fayette, who 


A : l '| was concerned in making it, had our Constitution 
consequence of its generality of expression, and : me 


its manifest want of specification, conform to the !! 


re 


in his view. , 

The King and his ministers can make treaties, 
and stipulate for the payment of money; but it 
is the constitutional right of the Chamber of 
Deputies alone to vote the appropriation, or not, 
as they please. So with our Government; the 
President and Senate can make treaties, and stip- 
ulate for the payment of money, but Congress 
alone can appropriate it. The part of the French 
Constitution to which I refer reads in these 
words: 

“13, The King is the supreme head of the State. He 


commands the forces by land and sea, declares war, makes 
treaties of peace, alliance, and commerce, appoints to all 
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employments in the public administration, and makes the 


regulations and ordinanees necessary for the execution of 
the laws, Without ever having the power either to suspend 
the laws themselves, or to dispense with their execution. 
No foreign troops, however, can be admitted into the ser- 
vice of the State but by virtue of a law. 

“14. The legislative power is exercise 
the King, the Chamber of Peers 
utes. 

* 15. The proposition of laws belongs to the King, the 
Chamber of Peers, and the Chamber of Deputies. Never- 
theless, every law of taxes must be first voted by the Cham- 
ber of Deputies. 

16. Every law must be freely discussed, 
the majority of each of the two Chambers.” 


The French King and his ministers presented 
the bill for the appropriation to the Chambers; 
and, after a long and angry debate, it was rejected 
by a vote of 163 for it, and 176 against it. 


d collectively by 
s and the Chamber of Dep- 


and voted by 


The moment the bill failed in the Chambers, 


the French Government sent an apology to ours |, 


for the failure, and pledged the faith of the Gov- 
ernment again to bring the subject before the 
Chambers at its next session. 

Thus the matter stood at the time this war 
measure was about to be adopted, and those ex- 
traordinary powers confided to the President at 
the last sesion, For voting against this bill, thus 
circumstanced, has the new-born zeal and patriot- 
ism of the gentleman from Massachusetts prompt- 
ed him to file this his bill of indictment against us; 
and, for one, if there be guilt in it, I plead guilty. 

The Minister of France who negotiated the 
treaty, informed our Minister that the power to 
appropriate the money belonged to the Chambers 
alone, and that he was fearful there would be great 
difficulty in procuring the passage of a law to pay 
the money. All that the King and his ministers 
promised to do, or could accomplish, was done. 
An unnecessary delay is alleged, in presenting 
the bill to the Chambers. Iam not able to say 
whether there was such delay, or not, as would 


subject them to the imputation of negligence, as | 


I have no acquaintance with the forms and rules 
of proceedings in the Chambers. In fact, none 
can tell, situated as we are, whether there was 


this unnecessary delay or not. In presenting a | 


bill for the action of this House, or the French 
Chambers, I presume some attention must not 
only be paid to the forms of proceeding, but a 
well exercised prudence and discretion would re- 
quire an attention to the more material and sub- 
stantial part; that is, to see that Congress, or the 
Chambers, were well disposed towards the meas- 


ure. This circumspection and vigilance is abso- , 


lately necessary in the French Chambers, where 
the ministers are in danger of being turned out of 
office, if the bill be rejected. One rule is never 
to be overlooked: delay the bill until there is a 
-well grounded hope of its passage. 

Suppose, Mr. Speaker, the President and Senate 
were to stipulate, in a treaty, to pay a sum of 
money—say $5,000,000—and Congress should 


refuse to appropriate the money, would there be » 


any cause of war against the United States on 
thataccount? Surely not. Itis the constitutional 
tight of Congress either to vote or refuse the 


money; and if that were known to the nation to | 
which the money was to be paid before the treaty ` 


was made, then there would not be the shadow 
of a pretext for a resort to war. The faith of the 
treaty-making power would be violated, it is true; 
which faith all nations should be careful to pre- 
serve. Let us apply this position to the French 
Government. The constitution of the French, 
and ours, are alike in this particular. It is the 
sole republican feature in their constitution. And 
shall the only republic in the world go to war 
with this nation for exercising the great and 
inalienable right in the people either to give or 
xefuse their money as they please? 


I have remarked, Mr. Speaker, that the refusal | 


to appropriate the money at the last session has, | 


I do verily believe, saved this nation from the 
horrors of war at this moment. France might 


have considered it as a war measure pointed at | 


her, and have immediately struck the blow; as, 
by the usages of nations, she would have had the 
right todo. When two nations have difficulties 
and collisions with each other, in this situation, 
if either commences preparations for war, the 
other has the right to commence hostilities imme- 
diately. This principle has been considered as 
the settled law of nations in Europe for one hun- 
dred and fifty years past. 


i 


The probability is that the French, who have 
; never refused to accept a challenge, would in this 
| light have considered our law, had it passed, and 
‘instantly have made a dash at our extended , wide- 
spreading, and immense commerce,. with her 
whole navy. 
On the other hand, whe 
number of our ships shoul 


er i d have been put in 
commission, manned 


» officered, and sent to sea, 
fiushed with the spirit of enterprise, and panting 
for war, would there not have been great danger 
that some of our young hotspurs might have 
brought it on by firing into a French vessel? 
And one gun fired on either si 
of the other, in the irritated state 
would have lighted up the flames of war, which 
would have been seen and felt all over this 
world. 

I think, Mr. Speaker, that, 
as criminals at the bar of public opinion, and the 
: gentleman from Massachusetts prosecuting those 
‘who voted against the measure, they are entitled 

to the thanks of the nation, and thé gratitude of 


the humane, philanthropic, and religious part of | 
the world. The brave man and the soldier equally 


look on war as an evil 
kind. 

I have, Mr. Speaker, taken but one view of the 
impolicy of the méasure; there are other and 
more important considerations connected with 
this subject, to which I now intend to call the 
attention of the House. These considerations 
are applicable as well to our relations with France 


, and the scourge of man- 


last session as at present; and, as we have now | 


on our tables bills containing avowedly war ap- 


propriations to the amount of ten or fifteen mil- i: 


| lions, I shall, in my vindication of our conduct 
last session, occasionally refer to the present war 
measures now in agitation; and, in doing that, I 
Shall only be follo 
others. 


| By the postponement last session of all war | 


reparations, the bill to pay the five million dol- 


of France. The payment of the money is with- 
‘held until some explanations shall be made by 
the President, that, in his message to Congress 
last session, he did not intend to impeach the in- 
tegrity of the French nation, 


specially demurs, and says: ‘* What I said was 


1n my message to Congress; it was not addressed : 
Tt! 
is a departure in pleading. And thus the matter ' 
now stands, alike reproachful to both parties. . 
What an extraordinary spectacle is presented , 


to you; and you have no right to notice it.” 


for the world to look upon and marvel at! Two 

of the most powerful and most enlightened nations 
: in the world, old friends and allies, about to spill 

each other’s blood in torrents, when this day 
' there is nothing left to dispute about—nothing 
| between them but ministerial etiquette, diplo- 
matic jugglery, and special pleading ! 


moral courage for a man on this floor to speak 


great question now before us. We are in the mi- 
nority in this House, which to some men is dis- 


| heartening. Our opponents are flushed with the | 


victories gained at the late elections over the 
Union. The majority, with which we are sur- 


heard the same tocsin of alarm and intimidation 
sounded this year. 


American and a French party—the patriot and 
the traitor; one ready to defend, and the other to 
betray and destroy his country. When we are 
virtually charged with treason, the charge is re- 


hall in which assemble the congregated wisdom 
of the United States, it wears every appearance 
| of a place for a mob to meet. I will not be dis- 
pirited; I will not be brow-beaten; my constitu- 
ents Shall be heard; they have faced the enemy 
i in the field, and I will face them here. I will 
/ Speak nothing but what, if here, I believe they 
would approve. S 
i great and momentous question of peace or war, 


n an extraordinary | 
de upon the ships | 
of public feeling, |: 


instead ‘of standing | 


wing the example set me by , 


ars passed into a law by the law-making power || 


or question the || 
honor of the King. The President says, indi- || 
vidually, he did not; but, like a technical lawyer, 


Mr. Speaker, it requires no small portion of | 


his sentiments freely and independently on the | 


rounded and overwhelmed, cries aloud for war. ' 
; We heard it last session repeatedly; and have | 


It has been proclaimed that : 
| there were two great parties in the House—an | 


| ceived with shouts of applause by a part of the ` 
members of this House; and, instead of being the |! 


It becomes every man, on this, 


| to come out full and fair—if for war, say so; if for 
ii peace, let it also be known. Those of us who are 
; against war ought not to stand back and be silent, 
| but do all we can to stop it. Butif the time shalt 
l; come when a majority shall declare war, then op- 
;, Position ceases to be a virtue, and all sides and 

parties ought to unite and fight it out like men. 

Should any one then give back, denounce him as 

a traitor. Ifthat awful day of trial shall come, 
_ and our foes are to be met on the battle-field, my 
‘ constituents will be able proudly to compare with 
those of the gentlemen from Massachusetts and 
North Carolina; and in the comparison they will 
not suffer. 

My opinion and advice is, that we ought not 
to be hasty and rash inthis matter. Let us wait, 
at least, until towards the end of the session, 
: when we can hear from France. There is every 
hope, every probability, that the dispute will be 
amicably adjusted, and the money paid. Delay 
last session effected the passage of the bill to pay 
the money by the French Chambers. There is 
nothing of real difficulty between the twonations. 
All the supposed grounds of quarrel are the veri- 
est diplomatic cobwebs. The opinion of the 
civilized world is against going to war for such 
‚a trifle; and public sentiment in a few months, 
| bere and in France, and among the other nations 

of the earth, may do a great deal towards the 
| restoration of peace and harmony. 
' Gentlemen say we must fight, or the national 
honor will be tarnished, and we shall be dis- 
graced in the eyes of mankind. If I believed 
the honor, fame, and character of the Republic 
: required the sacrifice of war on our part, I should 
not hesitate a moment. No honorable man, no 
proud, high-minded nation, can Pause one second 
etween dishonor and war. But I donot believe 
| the character of the American people will suffer, 
| even if we should not plunge headlong into this 
war. 
| Mr. Speaker, let us again call to mind what 
|i this dispute is about, and not, in high sounding 
f poraa and pompous heroics, played off in this 
| ouse, lose sight of it. 
| 
|i 
| 


The insult which was offered to our flag was 
offered by Bonaparte near thirty years ago. The 
American property which was captured on the 

| high seas was his act. It was done by his orders, 
under his Berlin and Milan decrees; and by his 
courts of admiralty were the vessels and cargoes 
,, condemned and ordered to be sold. Ifthe honor 
of the nation suffered, it suffered then. He would 
| make no atonement for the insults offered to us 
and injuries done to our property. We did not 
then think of war; we pocketed the insult, and 
turned it into a money business, by demanding a 
pecuniary indemnity. Even that was refused b 
| that proud and haughty Emperor. The like satis- 
faction was demanded of his successors, Louis 
|, XVIII. and Charles X. which they refused. Louis 
Philippe, after a lapse of near thirty years, has 
agreed to pay for the injuries done; and, because 
some delays have taken place in the French Cham- 
bers in relation to the appropriation of the money, 
we now declaim about the insults originally 
offered, and describe pathetically the sufferings of 
, our merchants one or two generations ago. 
_ A man is injured and outraged in his person 
and property; he has two remedies before him; 
either to fight for the insult, or to go to law, and 
| demand an indemnity in money commensurate to 
theextent of the injury sustained. If he demands 
satisfaction in money, he waives the other rem- 
jedy. Itisin vain to talk about honor afterwards, 
in that affair. But suppose we carry the com. 
parison and parallel still further. Suppose tha 
_ original offender should die; an executor is an- 
pointed, and he dies; and then an administrac: 
de bonis non is appointed, who gives his bond for 
the money, but does not immediately pay at the 
day appointed; is it an insult if any delay takes 
place? Certainly not. If my debtor owes me, 
: and is able to pay, and still delays payment, whose 
character suffers in the transaction, his or mine? 
Most assuredly, his. 
|. Mr. Speaker, I have endeavored to show that 
inthe pursuit of the demand against France, it 
i has become a moneyed affair altogether. If {have 
been to any extent successful in establishing the 
|| position assumed, the next point of inquiry will 
"i be, is it worth while to resort to the desperate 
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they have none. 
a war for the money annuls the treaty; and some 
evencontend that it imposes on the United States 
an obligation to pay the amount to the respective 
claimants. Should the claim thus be destroyed 
by war, then what are we to fight for? Some will 
say honor. Tsay revenge, and nothing else, un- 
less there be in this war crusade a desire to grat- 
ify the feelings and appease the rage of one man. 

But suppose the war we are about to engage in 
will not abrogate the treaty, and release France 
from her obligation to pay the money; can we 
enforce payment by arms? Of that there is not 
the remotest probability. France has no terri- 
tory for us to invade and conquer. It wonld be 
worse than folly—nay, Quixotic madness—to 
believe we could invade the dominions of France. 
On our part it must be a war on the ocean alto- 
gether. Who will win most laurels there none 
can tell. When men equally brave and equally 
matched meet in battle, victory is in the handsof 
the Almighty alone. 

Our Navy, including vessels of all descrip- 
tions, amounts only to fifty-two ships-of-war; the 
French have about two hundred and eighty-four. 
Our Navy, notwithstanding the heavy annual ap- 
propriations for that Department, is wretchedly 
out of repair. What is the condition of that of 
France? I know not, except report says it is in 
fine order. Of success on the sea we ought not . 
to be sanguine. Count the item of expense in 
blood and treasure, and it will be enormous—not 
less, in three years, (if the war should last so 
Jong, and none can tell when it will terminate, ) 


fifty thousand men. The revenue, from all, 
sources, will be measurably dried up; and taxes, ; 
direct and indirect, excises, and loans will follow 
with all their train of evils,-vexations, and op- 
pressions. None can recount the calamities of 
war, nor can I describe them. Our exports and 
imports will average, annually, $250,000,000. 
Not less than one thousand vessels besides are 
engaged in the fisheries, the sealing business, and 
other adventures. The injury this great com- 
merce will sustain will be enormous; in fact, it 
will be literally swept from the seas. France has 
the largest navy, and can do our commerce most 
injury; and especially as her commerce is com- | 
paratively nothing. All the daring spirits of the 
world, who wish to privateer, will hoist French 
colors; because we have most commerce, and it , 
will be more exposed, on account of its extension 
and want of protection. What will be the de- - 
lorable situation of the South? Her whole crop | 
is cotton; the exports of that staple form more ` 
than one half of our whole export trade. Scarcely | 
a bale will be able to cross the ocean for market; | 
and even the cotton which will finally get there | 
will have so heavy an insurance to pay, as ulti- | 
mately to yield little or nothing to the grower of 
the article. The cotton lands of Mississippi, 
Alabama, and Louisiana, have just been brought 
into market; the owners are now opening and 
preparing them for cultivation; men have gone 
largely in debt for lands, negroes, and stock; 
heavy saropo none have been made on the grow- 
ing crop and the crop to be planted the ensuing 
season. Should this nation unfortunately be 
hurried into a war, all these men are ruined; they 


are generally young, enterprising men, who need, ‘| 


at this moment, the fostering care and protection 
of Government. Kentucky is a grain-growing 
and stock-raising State; she depends on the cot- 
ton planters in the South to buy her grain, pro- 
duce, and stock; she bas scarcely any other mar- 
ket. At this time, her agriculture is prosperous, 
her prices are good and fair, the hum of business 
ig everywhere heard, and the bustle of industry 
is to be seen all over the land. A war prostrates 
everything. Place the nation in a situation that 
cotton cannot be transported across the ocean, 
the cotton planter cannot buy; the stock and pro- 
ducts of Kentucky fall, in price, tolittle or nothing. 
The expenses of Government, and individual sac- 
tifices of life and property, will be enormous, and 
almost incalculable. 


f 


i France is to be deprecated. 


of our revolutionary struggle, and our fate seemed 
to hang on a thread; when the fleets of Great 
Britain covered the oceanand her armies our land, 
aided by the Powers of Germany, we were then 
in our infancy, few in number, and destitute of 
everything but real patriotism; our armies had 
been defeated, and we were retreating before the 
victorious enemy; all foreign Powers refused to 
assist us, save one. None here will inquire what 
foreign Power was that. The world knows that 
was France; her young men, with La Fayette at 
their head, poured into America, and helped to 
fight our battles; the colors of the two nations, 
ranged on the same side, floated in the air to- 
gether; and many a noble Frenchman died in our 
cause fighting for us, and winning the liberty we 
now enjoy, nominally, at least. 
In the assistance which France rendered to the 
United States during the revolutionary war, and 
until peace was made by her with Great Britain, 


herlossesand sacrifices, inmen,ships,and money, ° 


were immense. Thousands of lives were lost, 
and hundreds of millions were expended; and, 
for all these losses, sacrifices, and disbursements, 
she never charged one cent. And now, after all 
that, shall we go to war with that nation for 
$4,700,000? Gentlemen may say, what will you 
then do? I say, repeal the laws we passed in 
compliance with the treaty on our part; and, if 
that will not do, I would go further—I would 
impose additional duties upon her wines, silks, 
and brandies; we can obtain the same articles 
elsewhere. 


I have no doubt these commercial | 


t i regulations would effect the desired object. There ` 
than one hundred million dollars and the lives of | is yet another consideration why a war with 


this Union once belonged to France, its popula- 
tion is principally French. Suppose a French 
army were to invade that State and occupy it; the 


whole valley of the Mississippi and Ohio is shut | 


out from all direct communication with the resi- | 
due of the world; situated as that country is, it | 
would take a great deal of hard fighting to dis- | 


lodge them. I beg gentlemen not to be precip- 
itated either into war or war measures; for there 
is no real difference between them, as war meas- 


ures will lead to war itself. The most disastrous | 
battle that was ever fought in Kentucky was that `: 


of the Blue Licks, August 19, 1781; that was 
, brought on prematurely by the bravadoes of one 
: man. The Indians were on the north side of 


: Licking river; one detachment of the Kentuckians | 


was on the south, waiting for the main body to 
come up, which was under General Logan. The 
Indians showed a few warriors on the north. 


This man insisted upon crossing the river and | 
pursuing them; he was admonished that their | 


| whole force was immediately on the other side 
| in ambush ready for the combat, and that it was 
‘advisable to wait until the main army came up. 
! The man, who was a Major McGary, spurred 
. his horse, dashed into the river, called on all brave 
| men to follow him, and delared that none would 
| stay behind but cowards. This conductinduced 
all to fellow him. The ambuscade was sprung, 

the detachment was defeated, and nearly all cut 
| off save McGary himself. The men who followed 
| had the physical courage to die, but not the moral 
| courage to bear the imputation of cowardice, and 
| that from a man who, as the sequel proved, was 
peculiarly careful of his own life. 

_ It is not the man of words and boasting that is 
i the brave man, that fights hardest, and is soonest 
| to sacrifice his life in his country’s cause; to that 
; Man ‘fit 18 not sweet to die for his country.” 
| We are informed that France has assembled a 
| large navy in the West Indies, and will shortly 
either insult our flag or make a descent on our 
i coast. I do not believe that either event will take 

lace. However, the moment France shall add 
insult to the injustice of the delay of payment, 
then it becomes an affair of honor, and our repu- 


gentlemen to go to war. 
“ I recollect to have once read, when, upon a 
wager of battle, one of the combatants, after he 


tation will be injured by submitting to it. When | 


One of the States in ` 


We are told that France requires us to make 
an apology before she will pay the money. I 
am against any apology. I would not degrade 
the nation so low for one hundred million—nay, 
no sum could buy me to consent to an apology. 
To apologize for the insult of demanding what 
France agreed to pay isabsurd and preposterous; 
and to apologize for the message of the President 
to Congress is equally inadmissible. It was not 
spoken in our national character, in our exterior 
and foreign relations. France had no right to 
notice it. 

It is worthy of a passing remark to inquire to 
whom are those $4,700,000 to be paid? To ourown 
citizens, nominally, I know, but, in reality, four 
fifths of it will go to the insurance offices in Great 
Britain, stock-jobbers, and speculators. The 
vessels captured by the French were principally 
engaged inthe carrying of British goods into the 
ports of Europe, in contravention to the Berlinand 
Milan decrees. The presumption is, that policies 
of insurance were effected on the vessels and car- 
goes in London. 

I have remarked, Mr. Speaker, that I believed 
that this resolution was got up for effect in the 
canvass now going on for the next President; and 
that l believed that this war and war panic are 


‘intended for the same unholy purpose. 


It has been visible to the whole American peo- 
ple, for some years past, that General Jackson 
has been, and is now, ambitious of designating 
his official successor; and that all his power, in- 
fluence, and patronage have been directed to the 
elevation of his favorite, whose only recommend- 
ation is his servility, sycophancy, and abject flat- 
tery of the President; one who weeps when he 


i frowns, and laughs aloud when he smiles, and 


who has no merit but what is reflected on him 
from General Jackson. Like the moon, he shines 
by a borrowed light altogether. 

War, or even the preparation for war, with the 


‘ patronage connected with it and growing out of 


such a state of things, gives an immense addi- 
tional power to the Executive. Suppose, instead 
of disbursing twenty millions next year, which 
will be about a fair peace expenditure, we are 


. plunged into a war; or, under a war panic, we 


disburse forty or fifty millions. The additional 
expenditure of twenty or thirty millions will en- 
able the office-holders’ party to influence and con- 


‘trol, in the approaching elections, three hundred 


that event shall arrive, I will then agree with j 


| should shortly get into a war. 


| thousand votes; and all this to be done for the 


glorious purpose of continuing, for eight years 
longer, the power of the present party which is 
at the head of the Government. 

This view of the subject is further verified by 
the fact that there are bills onthe table to expend 
near five millions on fortifications for the ensu- 
ing year, not one of which can be finished time 
enough to answer the purposes of defense, if we 
One of the bills 
contains appropriations of about two and a half 
millions for forts not yet begun—nay, even the 
sites are not selected. We know that these new 
forts cannot be finished in time; and the com- 
mencing of them will, if we have war, only in- 
vite the enemy to land and destroy the materials 
as fast as they are collected to ereet the forts. 
This last new fortification bill awakens in me a 
kind of suspicion that the Administration party 
does not expect war; but wishes, with war prep- 
arations, war patronage, and war appropriations, 
to carry the election in favor of the pet of Gen- 
eral Jackson; which may God, in his mercies 
manifested towards this afflicted land, prevent. 
Who are the candidates before the people, and 
who are intended to be affected by this resolu- 
tion? White, Webster, Van Buren, and Harri- 
son. Harrison, Webster, and White, are men 
whose deeds will live after them; and whose 
memory will be handed down to after generations 
yet unborn. Their actions are of a kind to be 
claimed by the nation as public property, and as 
identified with their country’s honor and glory 
Little Van has nothing to ‘boast, except ‘‘ the 
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F ` 7 | me 3 
honor of serving under such a chief as General |! and the administration thereof; they arean abused | 


men; their only fault, endeavor- : 


Jackson.” 

Van Buren claims the Presidency as a paternal 
estate by descent; he arrogates to himself, bya 
magical kind of inheritance, the glories achieved 
by Jackson in the late war. The party cannot 
meet to do anything for him, unless it be on the 
&th of January, the day when the western hunters 
won the victory at Orleans. I do not know 
whether itis most calculated to excite our laughter 
or indignation and contempt at secing the glory 
obtained on that day transferred from the West 
to New York—a State, during our revolutionary 
war, only famed for Tories. 

Is there any scene in this wide world so ridicu- 
lous as to see Van Buren’s friends place him be- 
fore the people as the war-party candidate, and 
denounce Harrison and his friends as _pusillani- 
mous, cowardly, and ready to betray their country 
—Harrison, who spent his youth, his manhood, 
and the prime of his life, in camps and in battles, 
in fire and smoke, combating in his country’s 
cause? As for Van Buren, he never smelt gun- 

owderin his life. Many a bloody field can attest 
Harrison’s achievements, and emblazon his fame 
and glory abroad. Kentucky has won laurels 
with him and under him; he always did her brave 
sons, living or dead, justice in the field and justice 
in his reports to the War Department. In this 
approaching election the world will bear witness 
that Kentucky, amongst her other great virtues, 
boasts the proud one of gratitude. I know that 
one of her sons, in whom she is well pleased, has 
oeen selected to run on the Van Buren ticket for 
Vice President. This is a New York maneuver; 
it is sop to Jowler. Kentucky will not bite at the 
bait. We would delight to do honor to the can- : 
didate for Vice President; he has also won his 
fame in deeds of noble daring; but he must recol- i 
fect that if a man marries a woman below him in | 
the grades of society, he elevates her to his level. | 
If A thes him, he brings her down to his own 
caste. So is the fate of the candidate for Vice 
President. The candidate for President on the 
same ticket regulates the votes altogether. 

The gentleman from Massachusetts has said 


that those who voted against the appropriation of ' 


the three millions last session had but one step 
more to take, and that was to open the doors of 
the Capitol to the enemy, and then join them; 
that he was prouder of his vote last ‘session in 
favor of the appropriation than any act of his 
whole life. How flaming is the zeal of the new 
convert. He was Secretary of State eight years 
during the administration of Mr. Monroe, and 
was four years President himself; during all which 
time the French refused to indemnify us for our 
losses, and yet then he was not so full of fight. 
I recollect, in the play of Cato, when he called his 
little Senate together at Utica, just as Cæsar was 
marching on the city, the fury and impetuous zeal 
of Sempronius; how he exclaimed— 
« My voice is still for war. 

Gods, can a Roman Senate long debate 

Which of the two to choose, slavery or death ° 

No, let us rise at once, gird on our swords, 

And, at the head of our remaining troops, 

Attack the foe, break through the thick array 

Of his throng’d legions, and charge home upon him. 

Perhaps some arm, more lucky than the rest, 

May reach his heart, and free the world from bondage.” 


And how Lucius modestly replied— 
“t My thoughts, I must confess, are turned on peace.” 


I also well recollect the sequel, and I beg the | 


House to mark it; and I hope it will somewhat ` 
attract the attention of the honorable gentleman i 
from Massachusetts. Sempronius deserted to | 
Cesar the next night, and Lucius remained with | 
Cato, and fought it out likea man. This same | 
Sempronius whispered Cato to beware of Lucius | 
—that he was a traitor. | 

Who are the men the gentleman from Massa- | 
chusetts has attacked in his resolution? Whom | 
aas he abused in his speech, and whom has he | 
denounced as traitors?—for I disdain to notice his | 
pitiful subterfuge by saying he meant no one—it 
was only a personification—a figure of speech. 
They were his old friends and political support- 
ers, who stood by him in former times, and faced 
-the battle and the breeze; who, on account of their 
supporting him, have been proscribed by the Gov- 
ernment and party in power, and are now in a: 
State of exile as it respects their own Government 


|| The constitutional check of the Senate, fearlessly and 


| to this House, apprising it of the result of the 


‘and vilified set of 
¿iag to sustain him, 


In this situation, what a ` 
deplorable spectacle does the gentleman exhibit! 
the very man for whom they are now suffering 
has turned against them, and joined the ranks of 
their enemies; has become their fiercest assailant, ` 
most inexorable foe; driving them to the wall, 
and then attempting to pin them up against it. 
How base the treachery, how black the ingrati- 
tude, and, at the same time, how melancholy the 
sight, to see an old man, with the frost of seventy _ 
winters on his head, pushed on by a blind ambi- 
tion and love of office, or rather the emoluments 
of office, thus to prostrate and degrade himself, 
and forever blast the reputation acquired by fifty 
years of honorable public service! 

When I recollect how, in 1828, in the contest | 
for President between the honorable gentleman | 
and General Jackson, I labored in his cause, rode 
over Kentucky, and addressed the people for ' 
hours together, with what indignation am I fired i 
at his conduct now! In a spirit of true repent- | 
ance do I declare, that if God will forgive me for | 

; what I then did, I promise never to do the like | 

' again. A 

The gentleman from Massachusetts says ‘‘ we 
(meaning himsclf and others) have been accused 
of man-worship’’—alluding to his worshipping 
General Jackson. I do not believe that any gen- 
tleman ever accused him of such devotion to any 
man or any friend in the world as to amount to 
man-worship. Cæsar, Bonaparte, and Washing- 
ton were said never to forget a favor or desert a 
friend: if any person has ever ch 
tleman with that quality of the heart, I never 
heard it. I expect it is not man the gentleman | 
worships—it is office and its emoluments. | 

The gentleman from North Carolina said there ` 
were two parties—the democracy and the aris- 
tocracy of the country; and thai the battle had 
to be fought between them one day or another, 
and he was willing to engage in the rotundo of 
the Capitol. These remarks seemed to me to 

, have a direct allusion to the Senate. It is cer- 

‘tainly unparliamentary to use such language. 

Would the gentleman wish to engage in a confliet 

, with two hundred and forty young men against 

si ia a old ones? I hope not. . 

he Senate has been alluded to in very abusive 
terms by the gentleman from Massachusetts. | 
What has wrought this wonderful change in his | 


arged the gen- | 


opinion of that body, here of late, I cannot im- | 
agine. Last summer was a year, when he was | 
invited to participate in a public dinner given to | 


the Senators of Massachusetts, the answer of that | 
gentleman, and his toast, read in these words: | 


Quincy, July 29, 1834. 
Str: I have received your obliging invitation, in behalf 
of the Whigs of Salen, of my attendance at a dinner to be 
given to the Senators of the Commonwealth in the Con- 
gress of the United States. Cordially approving the con- 


i duct of those eminent citizens, in the station assigned to | 


them by the confidence of their constituents, 1 regret that 
my engagements will deprive me of the pleasure of joining 
with you in the festivity by which you propose to signalize 
your approbation of the firmness and ability with which 
they have discharged the trust committed tothem. Of the 
importance of the services rendered by them to our common 
country, in the trying emergencies which mark the present 
era of our history, E entertain the liveliest sense. ftis in 
the Senate of the contederated nation (and I regret to be H 
obliged, from the deepest conviction, to add, in the Senate | 
: alone,) that the friends of our Union, and of its free, re- 
| publican institutions, can find a solid foundation for the 
cheering hope that they will be preserved and redeemed 
from the imposture of pretended reform, from the frenzy of | 


i 


usurpations. . 

With this impression, I tender to tbe Whigs of Salem, 
| with my thanks for their friendly invitation, the following 
: sentiment: 


| faithfully applied to the Executive simple machine. 
And remain, very respeetfully, sir, your obedient ser- 
| vant, JOHN QUINCY ADAMS. 


LEVERETT SALTONSTALL, Esq., Salem. 


, senseless experiments, and trom the rapacity of Executive `: 


The Senate, late on the night of the last ses- 
: Sion of Congress, sent a polite note or resolution 


i agreementof the conferees, and inviting the atten- 


ʻi tion of the House to thesubject. This, the gen- 


tleman says, was a gross insult to the House, 


| and, if there had been time, he would have asked — 
! of the House to have sent him with the resolu- 


, tion back to the Senate; and if he had taken it ; 


there, he would have thrown it on the floor with |, 


ineffable contempt, (accompanying that expres- 
sion with a remarkable contortion of his body, 
by squatting, and then jumping up with a jerk, 
and a violent inclination of the body to the left.) 
How ridiculous would such behavior have been 
in a gentleman of his age and standing; and with 
what pity would that dignified body have wit- 
nessed the impotent rage of an old man display- 
ing such fantastic antics! 

Mr. Speaker, when we take a view of the 
present condition of the United States, there ig 
everything to deplore, and nothing to console us. 
We appropriate every year millions upon mil- 
lions for our Navy, and it has gone to decay, 
scarcely a vessel fit for service. We have appro- 
ptiated, since the last war, about fourteen millions 
for fortifications; they are now in a state of 
wretched dilapidation, but few guns mounted, 
and generally unmanned. No energy in our 
Army, as our late disasters in Florida bear mel- 
ancholy testimony; no spirit and love of enter- 
prise in the officers. While the war is raging in 

lorida with all its horrors, and in its most 
frightful forms, and we are in the daily expecta- 
tion of a war with France, what do we beh$ld 
here, in this city, and in this Hall? Day after 
day are we importuned to surrender this Chamber 
to the Secretary of the Department of War, to 
deliver a lecture on history; I suppose the ancient 
history of the Assyrians, Babylonians,Egyptians, 
Persians, Carthagenians, and Grecians. Instead 
of studying the plans of campaigns, marches, and 
battles, he is poring over the history of nations 
twenty-five hundred yearsgone by. The general- 
in-chief of our Army is president of the assembly 
balls, as our daily papers tell us, and, report 
says, night after night waltzing with the little 
misses in their teens; and, when not at that, 
writing miserable plays for the stage. There is 
no laudable spirit of enterprise and emulation in 
the Army, Navy, or any part of the public ser- 
vice. hy this state of things? Because pro- 
motion to office does not now depend on merit, 


, but by bowing, fawning, and cringing in the 


palace; for all power is there. When the chief 
there frowns, and stamps his foot, the whole 
menial pack fear and tremble. We are thrown 
upon evil and degenerate times; our Government 
has every sympiom of a speedy dissolution. 

When the honorable gentleman from Massa- 
chusetts charged treason upon a part of this 
House, the majority huzzaed, clapped their hands, 
and shouted, enacting just such scenes as took 
place in the convention during the jacobinical 
times of the reign of terror, in the days of Marat 
and Robespierre. When a man was denounced 
in the House by either of these blood-thirsty ty- 
rants, the members of the convention applauded 
in a tumultuous manner, and immediately voted 
the arrest of the member denounced, however in- 
nocent. Before night the guillotine received its 
victim, and he was numbered with the dead. 

The storms of misfortune and adversity have 
been threatening us from every quarter—east, 
west, north, and south. They have gathered over 
our heads, and threaten every moment to burst 
upon us, and destroy our liberties forever. I put 
my hope and trust in God, who has saved us in 
all our trials and difficulties heretofore, that He 
will yet preserve us free and independent, and 
dispel the clouds now lowering over us; and that 
He will give us once more a clear, serene polit- 
ical sky. 


ADVANCES FOR FLORIDA WAR. 


SPEECH OF HON. R. M. JOHNSON, 
OF KENTUCKY, 


In roe House or REPRESENTATIVES, 
May, 1836, 
On the bill to pay money advanced by Charleston, and other 
southern cities, to prosecute the Florida war, &c. 

Mr. JOHNSON said, it is not to give utterance 
to indignant feelings at the opposition to this 
measure, that I now address the House. It is 
not a party measure which is before us, buta 
measure which calls for concert of action with all 
parties. Itis a subject of too great importance 
to admit of procrastination by indulging in party 
invectives. Our responsibilities are not to eac. 
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other, but to our constituents and to our country. Í food for his relief, you will not inquire into the | regular Army is otherwise provided for; this bill 


Each member of this House holds the same rela- ! form in which he made the payment; it will be | and its amendment hav 


tion to his immediate constituents, and I am will- 
ing to refer the conduct of each to that tribunal. 
Tne whole nation is interested in tħe course pur- 
sued by each member; and to the test of public 
opinion throughout the whole country each indi- 
vidual must submit; whether the award be censure 
or applause, there can be no evasion or appeal. 
It is our part to act, and the part of the country to 
judge of our actions. 

` When this murderous savage war broke outin 
Florida, which has spread ruin and desolation to 
many families, and half depopulated some fair 
portions of that flourishing Territory, the hostile 
trump washeard from Charleston to New Orleans; 
and the patriotic citizens of South Carolina, 
Georgia, Alabama, and Louisiana, not willing 
to wait the dull delays of this House for author- 
ity, while their fellow-citizens were bleeding 
under the scalping-knife of the savages, flew to 
arms, and hastened to their protection. The ser- 
vice was national. It was no more incumbent 
upon these States to protect Florida, than upon 
other States; but without waiting to inquire 
whether justice would be done b 

they met the impending danger. They justly re- 
garded the citizens of that Territory as a branch 
of the American family, and that was enough to 
kindle in the bosoms of the chivalrous southerner 
the fire of American patriotism. The palmetto 
was lost in the eagle; and his talons were stretched 
to grasp the hand which was lifted against their 
countrymen. The bill now before us makes pro- 
vision to defray the expense. The emergency 
of the occasion did not admit of hesitancy, and 
moneys were advanced in the city of Charleston, 
and other towns in that and the other States, to 
meet the exigency. The great question now is, 
shall we authorize the payment? The honor and 
future aiy of the country require that there 
shall be no hesitancy nor delay. Even while we 
are wasting the time by cold’ deliberation upon 
the subject, the threatening danger upon the 
Georgia and Alabama frontiers may be bursting 
into a flame, and demanding similar advances 
upon the credit of our sense of national justice. 
An awful responsibility awaits him who can 
make this the unfortunate occasion for party 
crimination, for censures against the Adminis- 
tration, and against the Committees of Ways and 
Means and on Military Affairs. To produce de- 
lay by complaints of irregularity, because the 


measure has been proposed by a committee, | 


without an order from the House, or a reference 
from the House of an Executive communication, 
or by motions and debates in favor of committal, 
is, in effect, to oppose the bill, or at least to de- 
prive it, without any countervailing benefit, of 
much of its utility. 

It is not the method of proceeding on ordinary 
occasions, to start objections upon these grounds; 
and how can it be reconciled to a proper sense 
of duty which we owe the country in a case like 
this, connected as it is with the Florida and the 
Creek war? 

I have been a member of Congress for many 


yas and for more than twenty-five years have į 
been honored as chairman of some important : 


committee; and during the whole of that period 


the present mode of proceeding has been in prac- | 
tice. Whatever subject comes within the general | 


scope of duties for which a standing committee 
is appointed, as well as subjects referred to them 
by the House, it has been the uniform custom 
for the committee to act upon, and report the re- 
sult of such action to the House. This subject 
has in like manner been deliberated upon by the 


committee, and the result of that deliberation is | 


presented in the bill before us. {t is aimaly ə 
refund what has been liberally advanced in the 
hour of danger by those patriotic States, at a 
time when the honor and safety of our common 
country required the advance for the use of the 
nation, before the national coffers could be un- 
locked for the purpose. Whether that money 
was paid regularly, according to specified forms, 
or not, or whether the requisitions in which it 
was paid were drawn, verbatim et literatim, accord- 
ing to the usual forms, js to me a matter of no 
importance. If one of your family is perishing 
with ‘starvation, and your friend will purchase 


the nation, | Seminole war. 


` sufficient for you to know that the benefit was | 
received. So in this casc, it is sufficient for me |: 


to know that the money was advanced; that it 
was expended in the public service, and that the 
country received its value. 
like this merit a public acknowledgment, rather 


Deeds of patriotism ; 


than a dull, protracted, reluctant compliance with | 


the imperative demand of justice. We should 
faithfully and promptly refund the last cent ad- 
vanced in such a case. We should do it because 
it is the dictate of justice; because honor requires 
it; because the character of this House and of 
the whole nation demands it. We should do it 
to show to the world that the impulse of patriot- 
ism is not despised by a Republic; and to inspire 
in our citizens a confidence that voluntary sacri- 
fices in the extremity of danger shall be cheer- 
fully and promptly remunerated. 

The amendment proposed to the bill is merely 
to explain a former law of a similar character. 
It proposes to pay for the services of the volun- 
teer militia who were called into service by the 
commanding general in the first moments of the 
The sudden rupture of the sav- 

ages was like an unanticipated flame breaking 
out in the midst of a city, which requires the 
immediate exertions of the firemen to subdue. A 
little delay would involve the whole town in irre- 
coverable ruin. So the ravages of the Indians, 
if permitted to pursue the work of devastation 
till dispatches would be sent to the seat of Gov- 
. ernment, and an order issued from the Executive 


nds e reference only to the 
volunteer militia. Look at their character, and 
we cannot doubt their bravery nor thcir patriot- 
ism. The southern volunteers have ever sus- 
tained the high character of American soldiers. 
Their deep sense of honor, their disregard of dan- 
ger, their nobleness of soul in the camp, and their 
chivalry in the field, are but their common charac- 


_ teristics; and after volunteering their services to 


mect the first shock of defensive war, we cannot 
presume that they would prove recreant to every- 
thing dear to themselves. We know that the 

are incapable of it. They have unfurled their 
country’s banner, and have marched under it to 
defend it from insult; and the result will show 
that they have sustained itshonor. Itis our part 
to provide the means; to pay them the pittance 
to which their services entitled them, and they 
will not be sparing of their blood in the day of 
battle. Let us pass this bill, with the proposed 
amendment, without a moment’s delay; and it 
will be time enough for us to complain after we 
learn that there is cause for complaint. Till evi- 
dence appears to the contrary, let us not indulge 
a suspicion that an officer, bearing a commission 
in the American service, whether regular or mi- 
litia, is deficient either in courage or in conduct. 


‘ Complaints in advance of evidence, are alike dis- 


honorable to our country and to the feelings of 
our gallant officers and soldiers. Let us dis- 
charge the debt of justice, and withhold our 


: censures till a knowledge of facts shall warrant 


for calling out the militia, would have completed | 
the work of destruction through the whole of the | 


country where it raged. The commanding gen- 
eral, as in duty bound, called for militia aid to 
check the ravages of this desolating war, and the 


patriotic citizens volunteered their services. They | 


. were’ gladly accepted. These are the citizen 
: soldiers, who have been braving the dangers, and 
i enduring the storm of that sanguinary conflict, 
! whose services have been recognized by the Gov- 

ernment, that the amendment proposes to pay. 

They made the first sacrifice in their country’s 
| defense; met the danger at the threshold, and 


i voluntarily poured out their blood upon the altar |! 


of their suffering country. We intended to pro- 
: vide for their pay, and thought we had done so 


| by a law already passed; but, in the multiplicity ' 
| of business, there was an accidental omission in ` 


! the framing of the law to meet their case. The 
amendment proposed is only to give such an 
' extent to the application of that law as to embrace 
the case of these men, and so carry into effect 
_ our declared intention. Upon this bill and this 
| amendment, subjects as plainly just, and as clear 
to the understanding as the simplest proposition 
that could be stated, we are consuming the day, 
| and wasting the precious time of the House, in 
animadversions that have no direct bearing upon 
the subject. Is this the proper theme for intro- 
ducing fastidious complaints and party denuncia- 
| tions against the administration of the Govern- 
| ment? Or are there no questions that can arise, 
even upon the common measure of justice between 
citizens and their Government, but what must be 
converted into party strifes ? i 
Among other complaints, imputations have been 
made against those who are conducting the war 
in Florida, as if our regular officers, whose busi- 
ness and whose duty it is to obey the orders of 
any Executive, were political partisans. These 
censures are, at least, premature. The officers 
|| of the regular Army are in command there; men 
|| who, on former occasions, have given incontesta- 
ble proof of their valor, their devotion to the coun- 
try, and their capacity to conduct militar opera- 
tions. Though at this distance it would appease 
thal more ought to have been done, yet we are 
not acquainted with all the difficulties which the 
may have had to encounter. The character which 
| they have established ought to be regarded as a 
| pledge of their good conduct in the present trial, 
and should at least shield them from censure till 
all the facts are known; and if it shall then appear 
that they have not done the best that could be 
done, of which we have as yet no evidence, it will 
not establish any charge against the volunteers 
who have obeyed the laws of the country by 
placing themselves under their command. “The 


B 


them. 

Much stress appears to be laid upon the fact 
that, for this amendment, which provides for the 
ayment of the volunteers, no communication has 
een made to the House by the Secretary of War, 


‘recommending the measure, and that the subject 


ation. 


has not been specially referred to the committee 
by the House. It appears to be a very recent 
thing with some gentlemen to have transferred all 
confidence from themselves to the Secretary of 
War, so as to be incapable of acting upon the 
most simple proposition without his recommend- 
I would remind them that the proposed 


: amendment is founded on official information from 


the War Department, that the men who claim the 
pay have faithfully served their country as repre- 
sented; and that no provision is made by which 
they can receive their pay. Now, sir, where is 
the independence of the members of this body, if 


_ they cannot act upon their own responsibility in 


matters of plain justice? : 3 
| before us, must we fear to act without the direc- 


When all the facts are 


tion of an executive officer to govern us in legis- 


: lation, and bear the responsibility of our meas- 
| ures? Our constitutional duty is to legislate, and 
i that of an executive officer to execute the law. 


When all the facts are made known to us, we 
must act upon our own responsibility; and, right 


/or wrong, we must bear that responsibility, 


whether recommended or not. In the case now 
before us, there is no imposition, no deception. 
It is a plain proposition, founded on plain matters 


| of fact; and the House must adopt or reject it. 


We must, in the case, do justice, or withhold the 
demands of justice; and every member will act 
upon his own responsibility. _ 

It is wise, on ordinary occasions, to refer prop- 
ositions to committecs, that the information out 
of which they grow, and their minute details, 
may be more thoroughly investigated; but the 
decisions of committees are always subject to the 
House, and itis the right of any member to pro- 

ose amendments to measures reported to the 
ouse by committees. The practice has ever 
pee and to be deprived of this right would 
e to fetter legislation with a clog which it could 
never bear. 

Independence in legislation by the Representa- 
tives of the sovereign people, is of the first im- 
portance to the preservation of our liberties. It 
1s in this House that their voice is more imme- 
diately heard, than in any other branch of our 
Government. Its value cannot be over estimated, 
nor its dignity too carefully preserved. The most 
sacred regard to justice should characterize all 
its measures. It is a convention of the nation 
itself; and upon the purity, the intelligence, and 
the independence of this House, more than upon 
any other department of Government, the lib- 
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erties of this nation, the last hope of man, essen- 
tially depend. 

It is always with reluctance that I trespass 
upon the time of the House; but, in defense of 
the Miltary Committee, from whom the measure 
emanated, I have been compelled to submit these 
remarks. 


POLICY OF THE GOVERNMENT. 


SPEECH OF HON. J. R. UNDERWOOD, 
OF KENTUCKY, 


In rne House or REPRESENTATIVES, 
May 23, 1836. 

The House having resumed, in Committee of the Whole, 
the consideration of the bill making appropriations for 
certain fortifications of the United States for the year 
1836 ; the question pending being the motion of Mr. Cay- 
BRELENG, and an amendment thereto, offercd by Mr. Mer- 
CER-- 


Mr. UNDERWOOD rose and said: 


Mr. Cuairman: The debate which has zrown 


out of the amendment proposed to the bill under 
consideration has embraced almost every topic 
connected with the policy of the Government and 
its administration. 
duct of the Executive, the proper system of pub- 
lic defense, the surplus revenue, the propriety of 
distributing among the States the public lands, and 
a variety of other subjects, have been brought be- 
fore the committee in the progress of the discus- 
sion. I do not propose to notice all that has been 
said deserving, as [ think, the severest reprehen- 
sion; but, sir, I feel the duty which I owe to those 
who sent me here to utter on this occasion what 
I believe to be their sentiments and their opinions 
on some of the great questions of this debate. 

In relation to the parties into which the eople 
of this country are at this time divided, ite 
a few remarks to make. 


of 1801 were overthrown because of the opinion, 
justly entertained, that they were dispesed to 
enlarge and extend the powers of the General 
Government beyond the limits of the Constitu- 
tion. The alien and sedition acts, passed by the 
Federal party, constituted the evidence upon 
which their condemnation was based. The con- 
test between the Federal and Republican parties 


was one for the establishment of great princi- | 


ples of Government. The Republican party tri- 
umphed. I rejoice in its success. In the prog- 
ress of events, those who succeeded as heirs to 
the political inheritance left by the Republicans 


of 1798 and 1801, deemed it proper to change ; 


the name of their party. They assumed the ap- 


pellation of the Democratic party, with a view to | 


express and enforce the idea of a complete iden- 
tity in feeling and interest with the great body of 
the people. Under this name, those who elected 


our present Chief Magistrate have acted and been : 


known. But, sir, with the change of their name 


from the Republican to the Democratic party, they ` 


have changed their principles; and, if we are to 


know their creed from their conduct, they are | 


now the political worshipers of an elective des- 
potism. Those who lead the party have violated 


every promise made to the people; and their idol, |, 


the President, has, by his conduct, utterly disre- 
garded most, if not all, of his avowed principles. 


In the present aspect of our political affairs, I | 
The separation be- , 


recognize but two parties. 
tween them is marked by strong and obvious 
lines. One of these parties ardently desires to 
elevate and improve the moral, intellectual, reli- 
gious, and physical condition of society. Devo- 
tion to equal laws, and opposition to artificial 
differences and distinctions, such as result from 
unjust and partial legislation, constitute the creed 
of this party. Its members would open the ave- 
nues which lead to wealth, to fame, to all the 
heights of human glory, and allow every citizen, 
no matter how humble his origin, to enter for the 
race, untrammeled by legal impediments. With 
his party, intellectual and moral worth, patriot- 
ism, and talents, are sought after, when office is 
to be conferred. The members of this party 
neither ask nor desire any exclusive privileges. 
They are opposed to all laws conferring advant- 
ages or benefits on one or more individuals which 


Parties, the press, the con- | 


The old landmarks | 
which distinguished the Federal and Republican | 
parties have been destroyed. The Federal party `- 


| are denied or withheld from the ‘people at large. 
i They desire to see no other distinctions among 
_ men than those which result from greater ind ustry, 


‘higher moral qualities. Such distinctions are 
founded in the nature of things, and produce dif- 
ferences enough among men, without the aid of 
human laws favoring any one class or set of men 
at the expense of others. 

The other party feels but little solicitude for the 
moral, intellectual, religious, and physical im- 
provement of their race. Judging from the con- 
duct of the members of this party, we should be 

| led to the conclusion that they deemed it Proper, 

if not commendable, to play upon the prejudices 
and credulity of mankind, to secure any personal 
profitoremolument. Their professions frequently 
seem to proceed from correct principles; but their 


i A 
' more care, superior natural endowments, and | 


i 


have deemed it proper to consume time by noti- 
cing the statements of the Glove. 1 would as soon 
think of descending to the level of a polecat, and 
waging war with thatanimal. In such a contest, 
however successful a man may be, he is very apt 


i to remain in bad odor, even with his friends, for 


practices prove that the sound doctrines they | 


preach, and the clamor made in their propaga- 
tion, are nothing more than a component part of 
' a cunningly-devised system of popular deception, 
by which the unhallowed schemes of corruptam- 
bition are made to prosper, and the interests of 
the country at large are sacrificed. The members 
of this party constitute a banditti in search of 
“ spoils.” Judging of others by the suggestions 
and feelings of their own corrupt hearts, they are 
ever ready to attribute the basest motives and de- 
signs to those who oppose them; and, with a view 
to prostrate all opposition, it is a part of their 
policy to endeavor to overwhelm their adversaries 
by defamation and lies. They purchase the venal 


by proscription. Such a party is not properly 


| proved the existence of a large surplus, and T 


a long time after it is ended. 

Mr. Chairman, the people of the district I rep- 
resent understand the tricks of political knaves, 
played off thraugh the instrumentality of a cor- 
ruptpress. The press, when honestly conducted, 
is truly the palladium of liberty; but, when pros- 
tituted to subserve the base purposes of a sop 
party, it becomes a formidable engine of tyranny. 
The chief who suborns and uses a corps of scan- 
dalous and calumniating editors, thereby evinces 
to the world his infamous means and his reckless 
corruption in using them. 

I shall now call your attention, Mr. Chairman, 


: to the surplus revenue, and the propriety of dis- 


tributing it among the States in proportion to 
their Federal population. Upon this subject, 


, three questions present themselves: 


l 
| 


: order. 


1. Is there any surplus to distribute? 

2. Has Congress constitutional power to dis- 
tribute it? 

3. Does good policy require its distribution? 
I propose to answer these questions in their 

Upon the first point, I shall be very brief. 

The lucid remarks of the gentleman from Mas- 
sachusetts [Mr. Cusnine] have satisfactorily 


y r pu i will not fatigue the committee by going over the 
with office and gold, and intimidate the honest ` 


designated by any party appellation heretofore .' 


Known, and I shall take the liberty of giving them 
a name suited to their groveling purposes and 
; infamous principles. Sir, it should be denomin- 


| ated the sop party, because those who compose || 
: that they will | 


i it resemble Judas Iscariot in this 

sit down at the same table, and dip in the same 
tray him for thirty pieces of silver. No confi- 
dence can be reposed in them, for they are alto- 
gether sordid, selfish, and unprinciple ; 

That there is such a party in this country, at 
this time, no one can doubt who will attentively 
examine and consider passing events. I will not 
affirm, nor do I believe, that all the members of 


tent, the height and depth of the wickedness of 

their leaders. Paul the Apostle, at one time, sin- 

cerely thought he was rendering God service by 
| persecuting unto death the disciples of Christ. 
There may be pure motives in performing dele- 
terious actions. 

Party power and misrule have not yet obtained 
a complete ascendency over public opinion. Some 
respect is yet paid to any strong demonstration 
of popular sentiment. But the cunning of party 
has devised a plan to give tone and direction to 
the sentiments and opinions of the people. The 


voted to the interests of particular men, and feel- 
ing no sympathy for the community. Every 
species of misrepresentation and falsehood in re- 
gard to measures, and every sort of detraction 


: published for the purpose of deceiving the people 


deceiving, and ruling the people. These editors, 
without the least shame, will accept a bribe in 
the shape of patronage from the hand of power, 
and then turn and vilify those whom they have 


ter those whom they have abused and cursed. It 


} 

H 

i 

| 

| and odium upon every one who will not worship 
| bribed press teem with the grossest calumnies 
| Sir, [ regret that this House has been deemed a 
į fit place, by many members of Congress, to vin- 
|: dicate themselves against attacks made upon them 
; in the newspapers. Ido not consider this the 
.| proper place to notice the falsehoods which editors 
may print and publish with a view to ruin my 
| reputation; and I regret that any gentleman, in 
ii the course of this or any other debate, shguld 


dish with their master, and then rise up and be- | 


this. party, those who codperate in prosecuting | 
its worst measures, are acquainted with the ex- | 


device consists in the use of a pensioned press de- ` 


| eulogized, and, with the servility of slaves, flat- | 


against the purest and best-men of the nation. `| 


ground he has traveled before me. According to 
the report of the Secretary of the Treasury, there 
was in the deposit banks, to the credit of the 
Treasury of the United States, on the Ist day of 
April, 1336, the sum of $33,294,024 08. If the 


į accruing revenues, during the last three quarters 


of the year, should be equal to the expenditures, 
then that sum might be distributed among the 
States, without injury to the operations of the 
General Government. Will the money dail 
coming into the Treasury supply the demas g 
and meet the daily disbursements necessary to be 
made? 

In the estimates of the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury, presented at the commencement of the ses- 
sion, he required for the service of the year 1836 


| the sum of $23,133,640. Admitting that this sum 


should be increased to $26,000,000, in conse- 
quence of the Indian wars prevailing in Florida, 
Alabama, and Georgia, then we should ask, will 
the revenues of the year supply that sum?: We 
know, from the report of the Secretary of the 
Treasury, that the amount of revenue received 
during the first quarter exceeds $10,725,000; at 
the same rate for the three remaining quarters, the 


' total revenue of the year will exceed $42,900,000. 


d ` States, 
and slander in regard to men, are printed and |! 


i 


; plus. 


Deduct the sum of $26,000,000, which may be 
required for the service of the current year, and 
there will be a balance left of the revenue accru- 
ing in 1836, of $16,900,000; which, when added 
to the balance remaining in the Treasury on the 
Ist of January last, of $21,169,455, would pro- 
duce a surplus of $38,069,455, on the 1st of Jan- 
uary, 1837, without taking into consideration the 
$7,000,000 of stock in the Bank of the United 
But, sir, if it be conceded that the rev- 
enue of 1836, for the three remaining quarters, 


| will not, in any one of them, equal that of the 
; and controlling the elections. Corrupt politicians ;: 
use corrupt editors for the purpose of corrupting, ` 


first quarter, then, I ask, how many millions will 
it fall short? For such is the state of things, that 
you may deduct millions, and yet be able to dis- 
tribute among the States $30,000,000 of the sur- 
Ido not admit, however, that there will 
be any material diminution in the revenue during 
the balance of this, or in many years to come. 


| There is danger to be apprehended, and great 
|| is their vocation to endeavor to bring suspicion |, 


danger, too, from the number and condition of the 


‘| six hundred banks which cover the country from 
' Missouri to the Atlantic, and from Maine to 
, Louisiana. The great disparity between the paper 


circulation and the amount of specie in their vaults 


| issuch, thatasudden panic may burst the bubble, 


; and reproduce the scenes of 1819-20, But the 


disastrous consequences of such an event, how- 


` ever lasting and fatal to the hopes and fortunes 


| of particular individuals, would only give a tem- 


porary shock to the onward movement of this 
young and growing nation. The nation, as here- 
tofore, would soon recover from the effects of 
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such calamity, and the customs and public lands | 


would again replenish our Treasury to over- 
flowing. 

It has been said that the progressive diminu- 
tion of duties on imports, under the compromise 
act of 1833, will lessen the amount of revenue; 
and it has been predicted that the sales of the 
public domain will greatly decline in a few years. 
| do not believe this prediction will be verified. 
In the first place, a diminution of the tax or duty 
on an article does nat necessarily produce a cor- 
responding diminution of the revenue. The 
amount of revenue depends upon the quantity of 
dutiable articles consumed; and as goods are sold 
cheaper in consequence of lessening the duties, 
the consumption will be greater, and thus an in- 
creased consumption will more than balance the 
decrease of duty. Turn your attention, Mr. 
Chairman, for a moment, to the great West; ask 
yourself what is it now, and what was it during 
the last war? At that time, the whole, a few 
districts excepted, might be considered a wilder- 
ness in comparison with its present condition. 
The farms newly settled, in many instances, did 
not yield support for their owners and their fam- 
ilies. Thedweiling houses were log cabins; and 
comfortable stables, barns, and out-houses were 
not to be seen. In this state of things, whenever 
the labor of clearing and cultivating new land 
produced something for sale, after subsisting the 
family, the money arising was necessarily ex- 

ended in erecting more comfortable dwellings, 
Girne: &c. Thus there was nothing to spare for 


the merchant, or to purchase articles of foreign ` 


growth or manufacture, upon which more than 
half our revenue is raised. Howisitnow? Vast 
multitudes, by their industry and labor, have 
placed themselves in comfortable houses, upon 
productive farms, well provided with every con- 
venience, and yielding them annually, in surplus 


grain, or tobacco, or cotton, or live-stock, a hand- , 


some income. No longer compelled to expend it 
in clearing lands and building houses, they can 


| 
i 
i 
| 


now afford to treat their wives and daughters | 
and sons with foreign articles; and the West now | 


proves what has been found to be true inall ages, 
that people who have money, and who are not 
restricted in its expenditure by an overruling ne- 
cessity, will use it to gratify their appetites and 
taste for luxuries and dress. The consequence is 
an immense increase in the consumption of for- 
eign merchandise; and hence our Treasury will 
be kept full to overflowing, notwithstanding the 
gradual diminution of duties on imports. In 
proof of the now large and increasing consump- 
tion of the West; only look at the heavy busi- 
ness done upon the railroads and canals connect- 
ing the Atlantic ports with the Mississippi valley; 
and behold the increasing hundreds of steam- 
boats which are now actively engaged’ upon the 
waters of the West. Sir, a survey of the condi- 
tion of agriculture, commerce, and manufactures 
in the Atlantic States would equally denote the 
continuance of a full Treasury. Everywhere we 
behold industry prosper, generating and accumu- 
lating wealth. The inevitable result is an in- 


creased consumption of foreign productions, upon - 


which the amount of revenue depends. 

In regard to the sales of public lands, there will 
be no decrease in the quantity sold, so long as 
profitable investments can be made by purchasing 


them. Those who own small tracts in thickly | 


settled neighborhoods, and which can be sold at 
high prices, will find it their interest to sell out, 
and emigrate to the new States and Territories, 


where they can with the money get as good or : 


better land, and ten times the quantity, So longas 
the value of lands in the new States and Territories 


is increasing at the rate of from ten to one hun- | 
dred per cent, perannum, capitalists will purchase, ' 
rather than invest their funds in stocks or in trade. ` 
The tide of emigration to the new States and Ter- | 


Titories, the demand for the productions of their 
fertile soil in market, and the profit which can be 
realized in a short time froma good farm, will 
operate as permanent causes to produce an annual 
increase in the value of lands in the new States 
and Territories. Men of discernment understand 
all this; and hence the large purchases of public 
lands made during the Jast year will be continued 
through the presen{, and probably for years to 
come. Nothing can arrest this course of things 


but the entire change of the present land s 
| or the derangement of the currency, and the gen- | 


eral pressure for money which may result from | 


the breaking up of the excessive issues of bank | 
notes. I have no expectation that either of these | 
causes will affect the sales of land during the | 
present year. Let them operate when they may, 
no argument can be thence drawn adverse to the 
distribution of the existing surplus revenue among 
the States. 

The conclusion to which my mind has arrived 
is, that there exists a large surplus; and that it 
will continue to accumulate, notwithstanding the 
constant drain going on to sustain all the neces- 
sary operations of the Government. 

Can Congress constitutionally distribute this 
; surplus among the States? I will not contend 
| for the power to impose taxes, with a view to 
i raise money for distribution. Such an object 

does not seem to me to fall within the scope of the 

delegated powers of the Constitution; but where 
taxes have been imposed in good faith, for the 
purposes of the Constitution, and Congress finds 
at its disposal a large surplus which it cannot ex- 
pend with propriety in accomplishing some pur- 
pose of the Constitution, I do not perceive any 
reason why it may not be divided out among the 
States. If it be not wanted for the use of the 
Government, it would certainly be competent to 
return it to those from whom it had been collected, 
if they could be ascertained. A poll or direct tax, 
levied under the expectation of war, may be re- 
leased, in case of the sudden adjustment of the 
dispute without war: and so, ‘fit had been actually 
: collected, and, in consequence of the settlement 
of all difficulties, the Government no longer 
wanted the money, it could not be a violation of 
the Constitution to return the money to those 
from whom it had been received, and who, from 
. the nature of the tax, could be known with cer- 
tainty. But in the case of money arising from 
the customs, and which is paid directly to the 
, Government by the importing merchant, and 
afterwards reimbursed to him by the consumer, 
the Government cannot return it, when it is not 
wanted, to the citizen in person; because there is 
no means of ascertaining the persons who paid 
the money, and the sums paid by each. As that 
is impossible, why may not this Government ' 
place ‘the fund in the hands of a trustee, to be 


used for the general benefit of those who cannot | 


be individually designated, but who are known 
as a community to have furnished the money? 
There is no reason against it. In the selection 
of a trustee in such a case, the State governments, 
for reasons too numerous and obvious to mention, 
should be chosen. There is no sensible distinc- 
tion between returning money not wanted to those 
who are known to have paid itand placing money | 

jin the hands of a trustee for the benefit of a whole 

| community, who advanced the money under cir- 
cumstances rendering it impossible to ascertain 
what portion came from each individual. The 

| question of constitutional power is the same in , 


| 
: both cases. f 
| But there is, in my opinion, a great difference || 
| the same for distributing among the States the 


between the money arising from the sales of 
| public land and that from the customs; and were ` 
: E to concede that the last could not be constitu- | 
tionally distributed among the States, I should : 
still deny that the first stands upon the same 
ground. It is a common error to regard the 
money arising from the sales of land as so much 
revenue received from taxing the people; and I 
have heard it contended that the price of the pub- 
lic lands should be reduced, in order to lighten 
the burden of taxation! One dollar and a quar- 
ter received for an acre of land sold is no tax on 
the purchaser. He gets the value of his money. | 
He is as rich, and generally more so, after part- 
ing with his money, as he was when he had it in 
his pocket. Suppose you disband your regiment 
of dragoons, and sell the horses belonging to the | 
Government; must you take half price lest you | 
should inflict onerous taxes on the purchasers? | 
Suppose you sell ground purchased in New York 
or Boston, on which to erect custom-houses, or 
ground purchased for a light-house, because you | 
wished to change the site, or because you have | 
no further use for it; is it necessary to take half 
the value of the property in order to escape the 
charge of cruel taxation? Where is the difference 


= 
ystem, l! between these cases and the sales of 


our publi 
domain? There is none. Ourland Paen 
exchange of equivalents, in which the advantage 
if any, 1s uniformly on the side of the purchaser. 
May we not give the lands we own to the States 
without violating the Constitution? The language 
of the second clause of the third section of the 
fourth article of the Constitution is this: 

‘<The Congress shall have power to dispose of, and make 
all needful rules and regulations respecting, the territory or 
other property belonging to the United States.” 

We have already given millions of acres to the 
new States, (which will appear more at large in 
a table I shall hereafter present,) and no one has 
imagined that the Constitution was violated by 
the donation. We have stipulated with the new 
States to allow them, res ectively, five per cent. 
on the net proceeds of the sales of the public 
lands within their limits; and we have passed 
laws directing the payment to them of three parts 
_ of the five per cent. so allowed. I have heard no 

voice raised against the propriety of these pro- 
_ ceedings upon constitutional grounds. The former 
' practice of the Government is an assertion of the 
power, not only to give away the lands, but the 
money likewise arising from their sale. Can it 


. be said this is constitutional in regard to the new 


States, but unconstitutional in relation to the old? 
_ My preceding remarks apply to the constitu- 
tional question, unconnected with any special and 
particular consideration which should influence 


|, the judgment of the committee; but, sir, there are 


reasons to be drawn from the acts of the States 
; ceding their right to large portions of the public 
‘domain to the General Government, which place 
the propriety of distributing the money arising 
from the sales of land thus ceded beyond all 
doubt. Virginia and Georgia ceded to the Gen- 
; eral Government much the largest and most val- 
‘uable portion of the public lands, excluding those 
acquired by the purchase of Louisiana and Flor- 
iida. Virginia ceded hers in 1784, before the adop- 
tion en Federal Constitution. Georgia 
| ceded in 1802. The purposes for which the ces- 
i sions were made are indicated by nearly the same 
| language in the conveyance of each State. The 
| deed executed by Thomas Jefferson, James Mon- 
| roe, and others, on the part of Virginia, uses the 


following language: 


“ That all the lands within the territory so ceded to the 
; United States, and not reserved for [certain uses men- 
| tioned,] shall be considered as a common fund for the use 
| and benefit of such of the United States as have beenme, 
' or shall become, members of the Confederation, or Federal 
Alliance of the said States, Virginia inclusive, according to 
their usual respective proportions in the general charge and 
expenditure, and shall be faithfully and hona fide disposed 
of for that purpose, and for no other use or purpose what- 
soever.”? 


By the Confederation the common treasury was 


į to be supplied by the several States in proportion 


; to the value of all lands within each State granted 

to, or surveyed for, Fee sadiae and the improve- 
| ments thereon. As the States were to be charged 
in proportions, to be fixed by the relative value 
of their lands and the improvements thereon, I 
have heard it suggested that the rule should be 


| proceeds of the sales of the public lands, espe- 
cially that ceded by Virginia. I admit, if the ex- 
penditures of the Government were now defrayed 
by taxcs imposed and assessed upon lands and 
the improvements thereon, according to the above 
rule, and no revenue were collected from any 
other source, that weshould be bound to observe 
the same rule in distributing among the States 
the money arising from the sales of land ceded 
by Virginia. But when the Treasury is not filled 
py taxes imposed on land, or upon the people of 
the States according to the relative value of land 
and the improvements thereon, within the States, 
I deny that the rule given in the Articles of Con- 
federation, by which the Treasury was to be sup- 
plied, is the rule by which the distribution is to 
be made. 

The deed of cession by Virginia does not refer 
to the -rule for filling the common Treasury, 88 
prescribed in the Articles of Confederation, and 
then declare that the uses and benefits secured to 
each State, in the land ceded, shall be propor- 
tionate to the contributions of the States under 
thatrule. Instead of that, the deed of cession 
declares that the States shall participate in the 


è 
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; : [l 
use of the land, *“‘ according to their usual respect- | 
ive proportions in the general charge and expend- | 


iture;”’ not as then fixed by any given rule, but 


| how you, sir, and those associated with 


leaving Congress thereafter free to apportion the `` 


benefits, so as to make them correspond with the 
burdens imposed on the States. That such was 
the intention of Virginia, in the act of cession, is 
too manifest to need further remark; and, as 
there is nothing to direct the partition of the 
benefits according to a rule then fixed, we are 
now at liberty to carry into effect the liberal and 
benevolent design of that State, according to its 
spirit, and to make the apportionment with a 
view to the burdens imposed by the existing sys- 
tem of taxation. Under this view of the subject, 
what ought the rule to be? By the Constitution, 
direct taxes are to be levied on the people of the 
States according to Federal numbers. Indirect 
taxes, or duties on imports, are burdens upon 
consumers; and, as it is reasonable to conclude 
that the States consume in proportion to their 
Federal numbers, a division of the lands, or the 
money arising from their sale, according to Fed- 
eral numbers, will do equal justice to the people 
of all the States, and accomplish the object of 
Virginia. Her deed of cession imperatively de- 
mands such a division, because there is no other 
way by which you can give each State a proper 
share of the benefits derived from the public 
lands since the national debt has been wholly 
discharged. You are bound to use the fund for 
the benefit of the States. They are capable of 
managing the fund for themselves, and are willing 
to relieve you of the trust. Why not, then, hand 
over the estate to those who own it, and who are 
laboring under no disability? The States are not 
infants or lunatics. They require no guardians | 
or trustees. j 
Under the Articles of Confederation, the lands | 
ceded by Virginia and Georgia were accepted for | 
the purposes I have stated. The Confederation | 
was bound to dispose of them for the uses men- i 
tioned; and the sixth article of the Constitution 
of the United States declares that ‘all debts con- 
tracted, and engagements entered into, before the 
adoption of this Constitution, shall be as valid 
against the United States under this Constitution, 
as under the Confederation.” We are therefore 
bound to respect and comply with the engage- 
ment made relative to the lands ceded by Virginia 
before the adoption of the Constitution. The 
second clause in the third section of the fourth 
article of the Constitution saves and recognizes 
the claims of Virginia and every other State to 
an interest in the public land, and leaves the sub- 
ject to abide the principles established under the 
Confederation. Under that clause, Congress has 
power “ to dispose of” the land, and good faith 
requires such disposition as was contemplated by 
the ceding States. The money arising from the | 
sale of the land may be ‘* disposed of’? as the land 
itself. Converting the land into money facilitates 
the disposition of the land in regard to the ulti- 
mate objects to which the land itself must be ap- 
plied. There is no distinction between the money 
raised by the sale of the land and the land, in 
reference to the constitutional power of Congress 
in disposing of them. If you can give the land 


', it necessary to borrow money. The State J, in 


g you, will 
use it if you keep it. 

First. How will the States use it? They are | 
now (or most of them) borrowing money for the | 
purpose of improving their internal condition. 

hey are engaged in constructing railroads and 
canals, in macadamizing turnpikes, and render- 
ing their rivers permanently navigable. The 
progress already made in such works, and the 
benefits already derived from them, have stimu- ` 
lated the States to put forth all their energies in , 
completing improvements heretofore commenced, 
and beginning new works which cannot fail to 
promote the public welfare.. Those States which 
folded their arms, and did nothing to open and 
improve the channels of commerce and intercourse 
which nature had furnished in magnificent rivers, 
but which were useless in consequence of some 
trifling obstractions—States which seemed never | 
to have conceived the idea of creating a channel 
of trade and travel entirely artificial—have been 
roused from their lethargy by the prosperous 
examples around them. They now see that they : 
are doomed to perpetual inferiority, unless they | 
create for themsclves the same kind of facilities 
which have elevated their neighbors, and poured 
in upon them a flood of prosperity. ‘The farmers 
of the West are no longer content to break down 
wagons, kill horses, and fret and curse in a ren- 
counter with a mud-hole; they are no longer con- 
tent to place their produce upon the margin of. 
some river, and there let it lie until a freshet en- 
ables them to take it to a distant market. Sir, | 
I speak for my constituents, (and I believe it is 
true in regard to the whole West,) when I say 
that they are determined to have the same advant- 
ages which other people enjoy, and that we feel | 
that we have intelligence and energy enough to 
accomplish what other people have accomplished. | 
Kentucky and the West have embarked in mak- 


ing rivers navigable, in making railroads and |; 


canals; and to go on with the work we have found | 


part, represent has authorized her Governor to 
contract for $2,000,000; other western States 
have borrowed much more. 

Now, sir, if you will distribute $30,000,000, the 
share which Kentucky would receive, according ` 
to Federal numbers, will exceed $1,500,000. This, 
with the future dividends of the surplus which | 
may hereafter accrue, would enable Kentucky to 
complete her public works without paying inter- 
est on borrowed capital, and would avoid the ne- | 
cessity of imposing taxes upon her citizens. The 
money arising from the sales of public lands may, 
in all time to come, be regarded as a surplus for 


, distribution, unless war or some other great na- 


tional calamity should afflict us; for the revenue 
derived from customs and other sources will be 
equal to meet every useful expenditure which the 
Government ought to make. What would you 
think of a farmer who desired to improve his es- | 
tate, and who should borrow money at a high 


| interest with which to do it, when he had his chest | 


: jacket and a lunatic asylum should be his portion. |, 


itself to the States, so.may you give the money `: 


for which you sell the land, and so may you 
give the crops and rents which issue out of the 
and. 


ieve of the Senate likewise,) has reported that | 
we can receive the bequest made by Smithson. | 
If millions are placed in your Treasury by donors | 
and testators, restricted indeed is your power if | 
ee cannot make gifts as well as receive them. | 

ut, in regard to the public lands, the people of | 
the States ask for no gift; they demand what be- | 


longs to them; what they have purchased and || 
paid for with their money and their blood; what | 


was theirs by conquest and by treaty; and that ; 
which is now theirs in a strictly legal sense—this 
Government being nothing more than the stake- 
holder for their use and benefit. 


surplus millions in the Treasury. The policy of 
the measure will be best shown by inquiring how | 
the States will use the money if they get it; and | 


I will now pro--|, 
ceed to show that every consideration of policy | 
requires a distribution among the States of the |i 


-i divide among the States the surplus millions in the 
: Treasury. We behold the States in every direc- 
| tion, borrowing at interest to carry on their pub- 
I am done with the question of constitutional ‘| 
ower. A committee of this House, (and I be- 


: States taking it up, and determined to progress | 


nH 


i. with it, we should give them the means which |: 
| was situated,) amounted to $69,649,784 91; five 


full of dollars, owned by him, and which he might | 
use without paying interest to any one? Astraight 


And yet, sir, such conduct isa fair illustration of 


the conduct of the present Congress, if we fail to f t 
| done. I will undertake, in a few words, to prove, 


lic works; and we set here playing the dog in the 
manger over surplus millions. The real or pre- 
tended scruples of the President, and his unintelli- 
gible distinctions between national and not national 
works, between that part of a river above and that 
part of the same river below a port of entry; and his 
ready exercise of the veto power, have paralyzed 
the action of the General Government in regard to 
internal improvements, except in the most partial 
manner. When the broad and liberal system, | 
sanctioned by former Administrations, has been 
broken up, and when we see the people of the 


belong to them to go on with the work. If you 
will do it, I shalt be reconciled, in a great degree, , 
to the destruction of the system as a part of the | 
business of this Government. 

Only think, for a moment, of the great works | 
which the States would accomplish with the | 


| money. New York mighteven surpass her splen- 
did Erie canal, by the construction of her con- 
templated railroads and ship canals. Indiana and 
Illinois, following the example of Ohio, would 
soon unite the waters of the lakes with those of 
the Mississippi. Charleston and New Orleans 
might, in a few years be connected with Cincin- 
nati and Nashville by railroads; and my constit- 
ucnts might see their rivers improved to the 
highest navigable points, and their towns and 
villages connected with those rivers by railroads. 
I will not dwell upon the great works which 
the States might, and probably would, construct 
with the money. Every one knows that agri- 
culture, commerce, trade of all sorts, and the 
whole business of life, would be beneficially af- 
fected by the execution of that system of im- 
provement which this Government has thrown 
aside, and which the States have taken up. The 
statesman who, when he has it in his power, 
‘refuses to secure these blessings to the people, 
will meet their indignation, and will feel the re- 
morse consequent on the knuwledge that he de- 
serves it. 

But, sir, E would not limit the States in the uses 
and objects to which they might apply the money. 
They might, if they chose, appropriate it to the 
education of their children. Some of the States 
would probably apply at least a portion of it to 
that object; and I would not only sanction it, but 
desire it. I regard the system of common school 
education, which prevails in New England and 
your own State, Mr. Chairman, [Mr. Many, of 
New York, occupied the chair,] and which carries 
the knowledge of letters to the humble tenants 
of the houses of the poor, and enables them to 
read, to write, and to cypher, as one of the first 
blessings among the multitude enjoyed by the 
peopie of the Republic, Sir, I do not say too 
much inits behalf, when I declare that life, liberty, 
and property cannot be secure where ignorance 
prevails, or where ignorance rules. A foolish, un- 
informed people will become à prey to intelligent 
| knaves. Despotism is the consequence; liberty 
‘is stricken down, lives are sacrificed, and prop- 
i erty rifled. Iam indebted to an uncle’s charity 
for what education I received, and I feel sensibly 
for the condition of those children whose parents 
are unable to help them. There are thousands 
who will become useful citizens, and some throw 
a luster upon humanity, if our State governments 
will lend a helping hand in due season. Sir, it 
is no uncommon thing to see instances of un- 
assisted genius in the humble walks of life, by 
the force of innate power, stimulated by the free- 
dom of our institutions, irradiate the gloom of 
birth, and become intellectual lights of the world. 
Sir, we ought to glory in assisting, directing and 
developing the faculties of the rising generation, 
who will soon occupy our places. The State 
should be the parent of the destitute, and bring 
them up for their country. 

We know the many useful and glorious pur- 
poses to which the States would apply the money 
if they had it. Let us inquire how this Govern- 
‘ment will use it, if it be not distributed. We can 
only predict the future by considering the present 
and the past. We have no assurance that you 
will do better hereafter than you have heretofore 


| by stating undeniable facts, that you will use the 
i surplus millions in the Treasury, and the public 
| lands, for improper and partial purposes. 
| Congress has heretofore appropriated and ex- 
pended $5,307,721 18 in the construction of the 
Cumberland road; §2,763,006 33 having been 
; expended in the States of Virginia, Pennsylvania, 
' and Maryland, and the residue in Ohio, Indiana, 
j and Illinois. By compact with these three new 
| States, two per cent. on the net proceeds of the 
; sales of public lands in their respective limits, is 
to be applied in making roads leading to those 
States; and three per cent. is to be paid them, 
‘making five per cent. inall. The whole amount 
received for the sale of public land prior to the 
Ist day of April last, (no matter where the land 


‘per cent. on which is $3,482,489 25. It thus 
appears that, instead of laying out only two or 
five per cent. on the net proceeds of the sales of 
land situated in Ohio, Indiana, and Hlinois, in 
making roads for them, Congress has actually 
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i 
expended,on the Cumberland road, $1,825,231 93, f! 
more than five per cent. on the whole sum re- . 
ceived for the sales of land in every part of the | 
United States. 

What right has this Government to expend for 
the benefit of these States so many millions in 
road making, and deny to Kentucky a pittance 
for a like object? And yet this has been done. 
President Jackson, upon the pretext that the 
Government ought not to unite its funds with 
those of individuals, and become copartners in 
stock, and upon the ground that the Maysville 
and Lexington road was not national, puts his 
veto upon a bill making an appropriation to aid 
in its construction. I cannot turn aside to demon- 
stratethe futility of such attempted distinctions; 
nor will I stop to deprecate the election of a man 
as his successor pledged ‘‘generally”’ to follow in 
his footsteps. Iwill proceed to exhibit other 
evidences of partiality in past legislation, giving | 
the new States advantages over the old, in regard 
to the uses and benefits drawn from the pubh | 
lands, for which it will be difficult to find any 
warrant in the deeds of cession creating the trust, 
under which the General Government holds the 
title. 

The following quantities of land have been 
granted to the new States for the purposes speci- 
fied, to wit: 


Icres. 
«++ 10,631,317 
.. 2,446,951 


For the use of common schools....... 
To aid in constructing roads and canals. 


For seats of government .........- sis e.etedis we e ~ 98,989 
For colleges and academies... .....seeseeeeeee 484,320 
Total donations in land.......seeeeeee seve a e 13,592,077 


The land thus given, at the minimum price of 
$1 25 per acre, would bring $16,990,096. There 
is no doubt that these lands at this day are worth 
nigher fifty millions than sixteen. But take the 
minimum estimate, and add to it the amount ex- | 
paon upon the Cumberland road, and you will | 

ave an aggregate exceeding twenty-two million 
dollars, which the new States have obtained from 
the General Government in land and money! I 
ask you, sir, where will you look to find any 
euch benefits conferred upon the old States? I 
know the answer. It will be replied that the 
donations to the new States were made with a 
view to enhance the value and increase the demand 
for the lands retained by the Government. But 
I also know that the increased value of the public 
land, in consequence of these donations, has not 
been a tithe of the value of the lands given to the 
new States. Perceiving how prodigal of favors 
Congress has been in respect to the new States, 
and thinking that Kentucky, although she had no 
land belonging to the United States within her 
boundaries, might justly claim the title and name 
of anew State, (being the first-born of the west- 
ern sisterhood) I proposed, on a former occasion, 
that $500,000 should be appropriated, to be placed 
in the hands of, and expended by, the board of 
public works in Kentucky, improving the rivers 
of that State. My proposition was instantly voted 
down, and I fancied that I read in the looks of 
some members from the public-land States, which | 
have already received their millions, the language ` 
of exultation. They seemed to me to consider 


tucky to a participation in the benefits which 
Congress may and ought to confer, without the 
least partiality, among the States. Sir, you have 
given money and lands to the new States, and pre- 
emptions and floats to their citizens, until they 
have become as spoiled children, and presump- 
tuouely claim dominion over the public lands and ` 
their proceeds. There is now a bill before Con- 
gress to appropriate $600,000 for the further ex- 
tension of the Cumberland road; and you can 
scarcely mention the subject of the public lands 
without being told that you ought to graduate | 


‘lands are situated, great advantages in acquiring ' 
: those lands over the citizens of the old 


' Government whatever they can get. 


i speculators to obtain large quantities of the best 


only. I pronounce the scheme unjust, partial, 
speculative, and fraudulent, and will prove it in 
afew words. 
It is unjust, because it is notorious that there 
are millions of acres of unsold land worth more 
er acre than the price now fixed as a minimum. 
y reducing the price, the difference between the 
present price and that to which it may be re- 
duced, will be so much given away by the Gov- 
ernment to the future purchasers of public lands. 
You are bound, by every principle of justice, to 
sell these lands for their value; and so far as you 
take less than their value, to that extent do you 
enrich the purchaser and defraud the people at 
large, for whose use you hold the lands in trust. 
It is unjust, again, because by it you sell as 
good land, at a smaller price to the new settler, 


i 
|| 
1 
| 
1i 
i 


‘than you sold to the old settler many years ago, 
‘and who had to encounter much greater diffi- 


culties in making his settlement than settlers of ` 


' the present day experience. 


It is partial, because such a system would only 
benefit the agriculturalclasses. Professional men, 
merchants, mechanics, and manufacturers, who 


' carry on their business in cities and villages, 


would be excluded from purchasing lands on 


‘which to settle themselves or their children, in 


case they should change their pursuits, or be 
compelled to emigrate to a distance from the 
places where they long resided, and where their 
friends and connections live, to find vacant lands 
on which to settle. We should allow the mer- 
chant or mechanic who settles upon a lot ina 


. new village of the West to purchase his quarter- 


section in the neighborhood as soon as he is able , 
to pay for it. f 

It is partial again, because it gives the citizens 
of the States and Territories where the public 


tates. | 
Those who are already settled on their own lands , 
in the new States might erect cabins on the ad- 
joining public land, and, by moving a few hun- 
dred yards or a mile, be entitled to settlement 
tights upon as good land as that they now occupy, 
ata diminished price. Itis this advantage, which 
would put it in the power of the citizens of the 
new States to select and settle the best lands, be- 
fore the citizens of the old States could get ready 
to commence a journey of exploration, that has 
caused the deafening clamor from the new States 
in favor of graduation and settlement rights. Not 


: content with growing rich faster than any people 


ever did, I fear they look with a covetous eye on 
the delightful lands owned by the public in their 
neighborhood, in violation of the tenth command- 
ment. The only ground upon which to escape 
is, that land owned by the Government is not 
the property of a ‘‘ neighbor;’’? and upon such a 
plea, the loose morality and worse religion of 
some people justify them in filching from the ; 


It is speculative, because it would enable rich 


Jands upon lower terms than they now can. 


: Such speculators could and would furnish settlers | 


to any number out of the foreign paupers an- 
nually imported into this country, and who, by 


f i t ; our naturalization laws, are converted into citl- | 
my motion as the offspring of impudence, rather ' 
than the result of a just claim on the part of Ken- ` 


their price, and after a few years give all which ` 
are not sold to the States in which they are situ- |: 


ated. 
the rod of justice to these spoiled children, and 
put an end to their arrogant pretensions, | 
Eet us consider for a moment the propriety of | 
the new schemes for disposing of the public lands, | 
and especially that of reducing the price, and then | 
selling them in limited parcels to actual settlers 


It is high time for the old States to apply `` 


| 
! 
i 


zeus before they understand the nature of our: 
institutions, or the blessings conferred by regu- 
lated liberty, and the evils resulting from licen- || 
tiousness. Speculators would get such persons |; 
to settle the land, and take their bonds for titles; . 
and, to prevent it, you would be compelled to 
violate one of the first principles of freedom, to | 
wit: the right of contracting and to prohibit set- | 
tlers from selling their lands for a limited time or | 
altogether. A reportfrom the Treasury Depart- | 
ment shows that there were forty-eight thousand | 
seven hundred and sixty-four foreigners brought :| 
to this country in the year 1835; and I suppose || 
hundreds, if not thousands, came to us through : 
Canada, of whom there is no account given. i | 
It is speculative, again, because it allows a con- | 
tinued series of settlements and sales; so that, | 
when an individual has lived the prescribed time | 
on a tract, he will sell itand settle another; and ; 
so go on through life, if he pleases. If, to pre- | 
vent this, you provide that no man shall have 
more than one settlement, then, if he is forced by l 
necessity to sell it, or if he is sold out by execu- | 


_in common with the other States. 


; fused to permit it to be rechartered. 


| Government and useful to the people. 


: the ‘* duty’’ of the Pres 


tion, he can thereafter acquire no more of your 
public land, unless he gets it second-hand, al- 


i though he may retrieve his fortunes and be able 


to pay you fora home. You force such a man to 
be a renter for life, or to purchase second-hand at 
a high price, or to violate your law and play the 
swindler. 

The new system contemplated is fraudulent, 
because it enables any one to swindle the Gov- 
ernment, and obtain a tract of land in each State 
and Territory where there are public lands, not- 
withstanding the law may limit them to one set- 
tlement of right. This will be done by moving 
from State to State, and Territory to Territory. 
Who will follow and detect the fraud? It will be 
nobody’s business, and it will not be done. 

It is fraudulent, again, because it leads to liti- 
gation and perjury in contests about the priority 
of settlements, where a mill-seat, or a site fora 
town, or a first rate tract of land, is the prize con- 
tended for. Every bad passion which can agitate 
the human breast will be excited by such a con- 
test. 

In conclusion on this new land system, permit 
me to remark, that the same system which might 
answer very well in the non-slavebolding States 
will not answer to the South. Give a non-slave- 
holder a qaarter section, and you give him more 
than he can use. But a slaveholder, who has a 
gang of fifty or a hundred negroes, cannot do with 
Jess than one or two sections. Will you give to 
the non-slaveholder a great deal more Jand than 
he can possibly use, or will you restrict the slave- 
holder to a quantity not half enough to carry on 
his operations upon? The idea of ceding the 
refuse lands to the States, if they are worth any- 
thing, would, if carried into effect, be a palpable 
violation of the trust conferred on you by Vir- 
ginia and Georgia, and the obligation you have 
assumed to dispose of the lands for their benefit, 
I am willing 
to sell swamps and hills at less than the rich farm- 
ing lands are sold for; and as soon as the good 
lands are sold, we will fix the price for the bad 

Sir, the whole scheme had its origin with 
“ scurvy politicians,’’ who. believe that the peo- 
ple were simple enough to be gulled and corrupted 
by it. They and their scheme alike deserve the 
contempt of honest men. 

Let us return, Mr. Chairman, to the manner 
in which this Government will use the money, if 
it be not distributed among the States. Sir, it 
will be kept in pet banks, to increase political 
power, to favor sectional interests, and to make 


' fortunes for those who wear the collar, and who 


are ready to bark up any tree for a sop. Your 


' President, Mr. Chairman, made war upon the 


Bank of the United States. By his veto he re- 
He told the 
people, before his reélection, in his veto message, 
dated July 10, 1832, that ‘‘ a Bank of the United 
States is, in many respects, convenient for the 
*? In the 
same message he said: 

“hat a Bank of the United States, competent to all the 
duties which may be required by the Government, might 
be so organized as not to infringe on our own delegated 


i powers, or the reserved rights of the States, I do not enter: 


tain a doubt.’? 
He said, ‘had he been’called on to furnish the 


, project of such an institution, the duty would 
; have been cheerfully performed.’? Mark the idea! 


ident to furnish ‘‘ projects” 
of laws to the representatives of the people! I 
will not stop to inquire what part of the Consti- 
tution prescribes that duty, As a quietus to the 
whole subject, the President said, in the same 
veto message of the 10th of July, 1832: 

“ A general discussion will now take place, eliciting new 
light, and settling important principles ; and a new Con- 
gress, elected in the midst of such discussion, and furnish- 
ing an equal representation of the people according to the 
last census, will bear to the Capitol the verdict ot public 
opinion, and, I doubt not, bring this important question to 


; a satisfactory result.” 


Oh, what an admirable display of republican 
virtue! What a modest suggestion of a perfect 
willingness toabide the ““ verdict of public opinion, 
as it might be handed in by a new Congress on its 
arrival at the Capitol! 

But, lo, the sequel! The President was re- 
elected in the fall of 1832, and qualified for his 


| second term on the 4th of March, 1833. The 
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| 
new Congress, elected under the last census, and |: 
which was to © bear to the Capitol the verdict of |! 


| : 


publie opinion,” could not meet under the Con- 
sutution and laws, as they then stood, sooner 
than the first Monday in December, 1833. Dates 
are often important things. 
wait for its arrival, and then abide by and con- 
form to its ‘verdict? No, sir, he did no such 
thing; but, with characterrstic faithlessness to the 
expectations he had excited by his apparent devo- 
tion to public opinion in the veto Message, on the 
18th of September, 1833, a little more than two 
months before the meeting of ‘the new Con- 
gress,” to which he had appealed, in a paper read 
to his Cabinet, he declared, “* Whatever may be 
the opinions of others, the President considers 
his reelection as a decision of the people against 
the bank ;” and thereupon he usurped the power 
ofdeciding a question which the law had expressly 
given to the Secretary of the Treasury, and as- 
sumed the responsibility of removing the deposits, 
thereby seizing upon the money of the people. 
To cloak these proceedings with the semblance 
of legality, he removed Mr. Duane, and appointed 
Mr. Taney, so that the removal of the deposits, 
upon paper, would appear to be his act, when in 
truth it was the act of a dictator, who, according 
to law, had no right to command or order it to 
be done. Sir, what was the secret motive for all 
these doings?) Why did the President affect to 
know beforehand what ‘ verdict”? would be given 
in, and proceed, contrary to all the forms of law, 
to enter judgment and decide the controversy 
before the jury had been empanneled? By-the- 
by, his new Congress never could be brought to 
a direct decision upon the matters involved, and 
shamefully evaded giving any verdict approving 
or condemning the proceedings of the President, 
which superseded their action in bringing the 
question of a or the national bank ‘to a satisfac- 
tory conclusion.” 

Why, I repeat, has the Bank of the United 
States, the best institution of the kind that ever 
existed, been destroyed? Iam convinced that the 
true reason for it is, that the directors were too 
honest and independent, and refused to become 
the tools of the Executive and the agents of the 
party. Thecorrespondence which the examination 
of the bank elicited, in reference to the branch at 
Louisville, Kentucky, more than the correspond- 
ence in regard to the branch at Portsmouth, New 
Hampshire, and both taken together, constitute the 
basis of my belief. The deposits were removed to 
obtain power, and to gratify a malignant temper. 

The experiment has failed most sigually in se- 
curing a better currency for the people; but it has 
succeeded most admirably in securing more power 
to the party. Sir, if the President had obtained 
the mastery over the bank, and prostituted it to 
vile party purposes, he could only have gotten the 


control of a capital of $35,000,000, and a debt | 
due not exceeding $70,000,000; but, by the; 


change, he has obtained an influence and a control 
of the capital of the pet banks, amounting to 
$43,690,980 28, and a debt due them of $101,625,- 
817 09. Our surplus millions, deposited in these 
pets, are used by them for the benefit of the stock- 


Did the President ;! 


iby it. 


Domestic 
exchunge. 


Other | | 
S477 O41 73 


investments. 
053 95 5 
> 


869,138 72 | 


Bank of Ameriea........ 
Manhattan Bank........ 
Mechanics’ Bank ....... 


$477,041 73 


$2,862,238 23 


Public money 
depos‘ted. 
$3,411,240 51 
3.273.495 90 
3,730,794 31 


Specie on 
hand. 
Bank of America..... 9 28 
Manhattan Bank........ 2.17 282 41 
Mechanics’ Bank........  1,031.343 00 


3.470.764 69 


$10,415,530 72. 


There was due to the above banks by other 
banks the sum Of. cc... seres totses teree 
There was duc to other banks by the above amet 
banks the sun of.... - 674,854 35 


$3,256,001 $9 


On this sum the deposit banks of New York 
might charge INterest. s... scree OT j 
To ascertain the aggregate productive capi- 
tal, Or that which may be made so, add 
loans and discounts a...se cere ee eves 
Add also domestie exchang 


2,581,147 63 


14,898,134 12 
47041 T3 
2,862,248 32 


Thus, by the aid of the public money depos- 
ited in these three banks, they are enabled to 
make a profit on $20,318,571 80, when their cap- 
itals together only amount to $6,051,200, and 
when their specie on hand is only $3,470,764 69. 
The amount of their specie is the extent of their 
wealth in reality; but as Government favorites 
and chartered monopolies, their three millions is 
increased to twenty! No wonder, sir, that you 
people of New York, and especially your city ; 
stockholders, should be willing to perpetuate this 
system, seeing they are so handsomely rewarded 
Besides, the heaviest deposits will be 
made for ages to come, under this system, in the 
New York city banks, because the largest amount 


© of revenue is paid and collected in thatcity. Now, 


suppose the President. should, to punish seen 
New York pets, and with a view to reward the 
banks in Kentucky for political services, (should 
they be base enough to make the arrangement,) 
order the $10,000,000 of public money in the 
New York banks to be transferred to Kentucky. 
Is it not clear that the $10,000,000 could not be 
paid upon demand, and would there not bad iene 
danger of producing unparalleled desolation 
among the debtors of those institutions, if it did 
not extend to the whole country, by the rigid 
enforcement of such an order? Sir, I should but 
exhaust mysclf, and fatigue the committee, by 
tracing in detail the evils of the present misera ble 
system in relation to our public money. elus 
break it up by dividing the money among the 


i States. 


holders, the Marquis of Caermarthen included, ; 
although a foreigner, and of the nobility? The | 


President can prostrate and bankrupt the whole i 
He has only tocall on them | 


concern at a breath. 


to pay what they owe the Government, or to de- ; 


termine on a second removal of the deposits, and 
they are ruined. Think you, sir, that they will 


not court his favor, and be obedient to his will, so | 


that they may make money and avoid destruction ? 
I will lay before the committee the condition of 
things in the three deposit banks in the city of 
New York on the Ist day of March last, or as 
near that day as returns could be had; and we 
shall perceive ground for many serious reflections, 
and may thence learn the operation of the whole 
system. 


Situation of the Deposit Banks in the city of New York on 
the Ist March, 1836. 
Loans and 
Capital. discounts. 
Bank of America,.......$2,001,200 00 
Manhattan Bank. +» 2,050,000 00 
Mechanics’ Bank......., 2,000,000 00 


6,051.200 00 


$14,398,134 12 


$4,562,086 73 |) 
4,026,658 99 |. 
5,809,388 40 | 


' You have, during the present session of Congress, ' 


: palaces are erected, your o 


‘chest. Sir, this is not a mere fictio 
: Although you allow Presi 


Unless we distribute, much of the money will, 
hereafter, as heretofore, be applied to At iar rae 
and sectional purposes. You have pare y ap- 
propriated near $1,000,000 for a coston noae in 
New York. My intelligent and indefatigable c 
league, [Mr. C; Antan,] who has peep ti eae 
spondence on the subject, has receive eaeD 
tic information that the marble for the uil ing 
alone will cost $349,085. You have appropt iate 
$350,000 for a custom-house 1n, Rosti an re- 
fused to adoptan amendment which Io ered pro 
posing to limit the total expenditure to we dee 
How much mese than the sums alrea y appro 
priated, these two palaces,” constructed ar Ae 
decoration of the cities rather than for any usi- 
ness purpose, will cost, no one can conjecture. 


iated 

t upa South sea bubble, and have appropriat 
$300,000 to send outa naval expedition in search 
of Symmes’ Hole, or some unknown lands) 
whereon to catch seals! You have a treasury | 


i building to erect in lieu of that consumed by 
! fire, and judging from the extravagance 


fested in the cases of the custom-houses, you : 
will probably spend a million and a half in ae 
ing your Treasury. When all these splendid , 
fficers who tenant them | 
tionate to the mag: | 
d you will be called | 


will require salarics propor 
nificence of the buildings, an 


i ts in livery fr l 
on to pay their servants y + ofthe brain: 


: eracy of those in power. 


pay a Secretary for signing the President’s name 
to land patents—a duty which the Secretary does 
not perform, if my judgment is correct, founded 
upon the difference in the handwriting of the 
names of the President and Secretary in several 
patents which I have recently received for my 
constituents, Thus the Secretary gets the whole 
salary, no doubt, and does only half the work 
the law requires him to do; letting a clerk write 
the President’s name, while he writes his own 
only. Our former Presidents could find time to 
sign their own names to patents; but General 
Jackson is probably fully occupied signing new 
commissions to fill vacant offices occasioned by 
his removals, and the other duties of his station. 
l have seen, in the documents Haid before me, 
that you pay the President’s gardener $1,000 a 
year—just as much as a talented circuit judge 
receives in Kentucky. Going on at this rate, it 
is not at all improbable, if your candidate for the 
Presidency succeeds, we shall sce a salaried tailor 
attached totheestablishmentatthe White House. 
There is a preccdent I am told, in New York, 
which shows that some of her officers may draw 
on the public treasury for mending breeches ! 

Mr. Chairman, 1 cannot repress my indigna- 
tion when I reflect upon the extravagance and 
folly which are stamped upon your appropria- 
tions, and when I see the glorious purposes to 
which the money might, and ought, and would be 
applied, but for the degrading misrule and degen- 
The character of the 
times has changed. Instead of taking a common- 
sense view of things, and honestly applying our 
surplus means to the improvement of the coun- 
try, by which all ranks and classes would be bene- 
fited, we are giddy with conceptions of magnifi- 
cent domes and geographical discoveries, Our 
thoughts, like the fool’s eye, are roaming to the 
verge of the carth after adventures and fame, 
while we neglect practicable things of vast im- 
portance at our doors. ‘I'he hearts of politicians 
have become corrupt. Office and power are sought 
after for the sake of money, instead of the noble 
and benevolent and patriotic purpose of doing 
good, and in the selfish scramble for the division 
of the *“ spoils; the disgrace, if not the over- 
throw, of our institutions will surely take place. 
Our best remedy will be found in divesting this 
Government of the means of corruption and prodi- 
gality, by placing the surplus at the disposal of 
the States. If the money is not, distributed, it 
will not only be used for such improper purposes 
as I have mentioned, but you will pour it out 
upon chimerical projects, which you will attempt 
to palm upon the people, and to render popular 
under the captivating yet delusive pretext of 
public defense. The party to which you belong, 
Mr. Chairman, understand the value of a popu- 
lar name as well as any set of men that ever lived; 
and they can wear outa good name, and render 
it odious, as soon, too, as any set to be found in 
the world. A Jackson Democrat is a name that 
has nearly closed its career, It took well; but I 
doubt whether, with all your coaxing, you can 
get the collar fastened on the necks of the people 
with the brand of “ Jackson Van Buren Democrat’? 
upon it. Sir, you must take the collar off, to 


‘engrave the new title upon it; and my word for 


it, there is great danger that you will never be 
able to put it on again. The people are opening 
their eyes to the deceptions which have been 
practiced upon them by false professions, and 
you will never be able to put on new halters, if 
you let them loose by taking off the old. 

Some of the bills of this session, purporting to 
provide for the public defense, wuld be more 
properly denominated bills to squander the pub- 
lic money. Such is the bill, in part, now before 
the committee. It proposes to allow the Presi- 
dent to purchase new sites for fortifications, and 
appropriates a large sum to that object with othera, 


‘and does not pretend to prescribe how much 


rom the public |’ 


ground shall be purchased, nor in what place, nor 
at what price. We thus surrender the salutary 
control which, as Representatives of the people, 
we ought to exercise, and confer an unlimited 
discretion upon the President, who may make 
purchases of land upon the sea-board or in the 


‘| mountains, in New York or Nashville, just as it 
dent Jackson a salary |; may please him. I will vote away money for no 


of $25,000 a year, you have granted $1,500 to || such object. Before I will vote the money, I 
> > 
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must know where the land is situated, what it is | 
wanted for, and what it will probably cost. At 
one time, in the early part of the session, it almost 
seemed to be the determination of a majority of 
this House to convert the whole line of sea-coast 
into one continuous breastwork, and to mount it 
with cannon. Nothing less grand and stupendous 
than a Chinese wall around the empire seemed to 
meet the elevated conceptions of the Military 
Committee. The number and magnitude of their 
fortifications upon paper gave ample scope for 
the imagination; and we saw with fancy’s eye 
embrasured castles looming through old Ocean’s 
mist from Passamaquoddy to the Balize. But, sir, 
this enchantment, conjured up to deplete the 
Treasury, has vanished under the wave of Secre- 
tary Cass’s wand. His common-sense report 
has exposed to ridicule the silly idea of fortifying 
every hamlet, village, and inlet upon the sea- 
board; and, in all time to come, I trust that our 
statesmen will limit their ideas of sea-board forti- 
fications to the protection of our naval stations 
and principal cites. To render these impregnable 
to any assault, I would grant any sum. After 
that, our surest defense is in the stout hearts and 
strong arms of our countrymen; and the ability 
to concentrate:‘them and all the implements and 
munitions of war, with rapidity, atany threatened 
or invaded point. Only construct the Charleston ; 
and Cincinnati, the New Orleans and Nashville 
railroads, and you will accomplish more for the 
defense of South Carolina and Louisiana than 
fifty or a hundred millions could effect if ex- 
pended in building fortifications along the sea- 
shore. An invading enemy, whose object was 
plunder or conquest, would land and pass into 
the interior, where there was no fort to annoy 
him. The railroads would enable us to throwan 
army from Ohio, Kentucky, or Tennessee, upon 
the enemy, before he had ume to gain a foothold. 
As the surestand most effectual means of defense, 
therefore, good policy requires us to distribute 
the money, so that the States may construct those 
works, which will aid our military operations 
beyond measure. 
ermit me to strengthen these suggestions by 

reading the opinion of one of our most distin- 
guished military men, taken from a letter ad- 
dressed by General Jesup to Mr. Shriever, rela- 
tive to the Chesapeake and Ohio Canal, and 
published in 1824. The General says: 

++ How important soever internal improvements, such as 


roads, canals, and bridges may be, in a political and com- 
mercial point of view, Lam persuaded they will be found 


still more so in relation to the military defense of the coun- : 


try; for the military power of a nation Consists not so much 
in a numerous population and great resource: as in the 
capacity which it possesses of concentrating them at assail- 
able points with certainty and rapidity. Jf this proposition 


be true, (and I hold it to be undeniable,) it inevitably fol- ' 


lows that the nation having the best system of internal im- 
provements, ali other circumstances being equal, will be 
more powerful than any other, particularly in wars of de-* 
fense, because it can place at any point on the trontier a 
greater force and a larger portion of supplies, in a given 
time, than its antagonist.” i 


The letter proceeds, and, by conclusive reason- 
ing, places the truth of the above positions beyond 
all doubt. 

My esteemed colleague [Mr.C. Arran] has fur- 
nished me with the aggregate amounts of the 
various sums proposed to be appropriated by the 
bill now under consideration, and two bills pre- 
sented by the Military Committee for the con- 
struction of new works, the foundations of which 
have not yet been laid. The bill now before us, 
and the amendments thereto, propose to appro- 
priate $3,772,058; and the two bills from the Mili- 
tary Committee propose to appropriate $2,503,300. 
Thus we are, and will be, called on to vote for 
$6,275,858 for fortifications in one year, during 
the same session, unless the able report from the 
Secretary of War shall arrest us in the midst of 
our madness. Sir, you cannot spend judiciously 
a fourth part of the money; you cannot get the 
materials and laborers. You cannot, in the re- 


mainder of the year, spend a tenth part of the | 


money, unless it be corruptly wasted. The aver- 
age appropriation for fortifications, since the year 


thousand dollars. The estimate for 1835 was 
$439,000, and in 1836 we have schemes before us 
which call for $6,275,858! Heretofore the appro 
priations for naval purooses averaged about three 


t 
l 


il sloops, 90 guns; 


| million five hundred thousand dollars a year. f things below him. Your tom-tit, who hops and 


' The naval bill this year amounts to $6,255,307. ;| flutters in the circumference of a brush heap, and 
I was startled when my colleague communicated | 


these facts to me. They point to a settled pur- 


pose of squandering the millions in our Treasury | 


in visionary projects, rather than have them dis- 
tributed among the States. My only hope is that 
the people will hold their representatives account- 
able for these monstrous abuses, 

I have noticed, Mr. Chairman, in the course 
of this and other debates during the session, that 
the advocates of what I believe to be a most 
chimerical system of fortifications have enforced 
the propriety of adopting their plans by repre- 
senting the nation as destitute of the mcans of 
resisting aggression or prosecuting war. I pro- 


pose to show, by contrasting our situation in 1811, 


just preceding the declaration of war against 
England, with what it now is, that those who 
represent us as weak and defenseless greatly 
err, if they do not calumniate their country. 

The total revenue for the year ending 30th 
September, 1811, was: 


Customs and miscellaneous 
Band Sales...... ces ee csee eens 


$12,774,385 14 


The revenue for the year ending 31st Decem- 
ber, 1835, was, exclusive of dividends on bank 
and canal stocks and miscellancous items: 
Customs...... eevee $19,334,547 
Land sales....s eseese sers . 14,559,198 


$33,893,741 50 


79 
71 


Serre 


amounted to...... 
In 1836 we have no national debt. 
| In December, 1835, General MeConnb reports the 


i grand total of the Army at......ceeees eee eee 7,198 
| The latest returns of the militia (and those are 
‘| incomplete) show a force Of........02-0e200- 1,810,450 


I have not laid my hand on any document showing how 
the Army and militia stood in 1811. 
In 1811 we had in commission 5 frigates carrying 200 
8 sloops, 126 guns; and 2 schooners, 22 
jb vets deo ereates. ..... 15 vessels, 348 guns 
Do. in ordinary, 5 frigates, carrying 172 
guns 5 vessels, 


| Total naval armament in 1811.....20 vessels, 520 guns 


eee reer e ree cence sere rece nnes 


In 1835 we had in commission 1 ship of 74 guns; 4 


60 guns.... a see eee elD vessels, 
Do. in ordinary, 5 ships-of-the-hne, 
370 guns; 4 frigates, 176 guns; 5 
1 schooner, 12 
| BUNS. eee cece cree coerce ee tree es ee 15 vessels, 
Do. building, 5 ships-of-the-line, 370 
guns; 7 frigates, 308 guns; and 1 
steamship.....-. eee 12 vessels, 678 guns 
` Total naval armament in 1835, exclu- 
| sive of the sLeamship........ 


Perererererr 472 guns 


648 guns 


aa cece eeees 


|. threefold since 1811, with a population doubled, 
ii exempt from a national debt, with a regular Army 
i! exceeding seven thousand men, with a militia at 
| this time equal to a million and a half of fighting 

men, and with a naval force treble that which 


;; members of Congress speak of our national weak- 
i! ness upon this floor, and call ypon us to vote 
ii millions to empty the Treasury upon ill-digested 
|| projects of defense. Sir, it is individual, and not 


national, weakness which generatessuch speeches. | 


i; But again, only look at the manufacturing abilit 
| of the country to clothe an army, and compare 1t 
with the state of things during the war of 1812, 
.| when our soldiers were freezing for want of com- 
ii fortable blankets. I sawit stated in a newspaper 
|! paragraph, a few days since, that in 1808 there 
i; were not ten bales of cotton spun by machinery 
‘in the United States; while, in 1835, there were 


,; Spun two hu ndred and sixteen thousand eight hun- 
dred and eighty bales. I present these facts, Mr. 
| Chairman, for the consideration of statesmen. 


i 
1 
| 
i 
i 
I 


parties, whose intellectual pinions can elevate 
| them above the filthy level of a brawling poli- 
i: tician. I throw them out for the contemplation 
| of the eagle who can soar in the heavens, and 
il explore the wide expanse of earth and moving 


i| They will have their influence with those of all | 
1816, has been annually about seven hundred | 


exultingly twitters over a crumb which has fallen 
from the table of executive patronage, can have 
no conception of things so vast and important. 
Suppose, Mr. Chairman, you pass the bill under 
consideration, justas it is, and all other bills upon 
your table appropriating money for fortifications: 
what will come next? I need scarcely say that 
forts are useless, unless mounted with cannon, 
that cannon are harmless things, unless charged 
with powder and ball; and that forts, cannon, 
powder and ball, are all good for nothing, unless 
managed by skilful men. Men cannot garrison 
your forts, and live upon the wind. They must 
be fed, and clothed, and paid their wages. When 
you build a few scores of new fortifications, the 
next thing will be to increase your standing army, 
in order toman the gunsand take care of the forts. 
To accomplish all, there will be many fat jobs to 
let; contractors will grow fat; and there willbe a 
new field of patronage, in which the President will 
feel his power in appointing new officers, and no 


‘doubt he will use it to the best advantage for the 


"767.061 23 ` 


13,541,446 37°; . . 
Sis ee oe keep up the establishment, after the money aris- 


. for it cannot last always. 


good of the party. But, sir, whose money will 
pay for all these things? Who will be taxed to 


ing from the sale of the public lands is all spent? 
Your constituents and 
mine will then have to bear the burden. I do not 


i intend, if I can help it, that it shall ever come 


to that; and I shall vote against every entering 


: wedge, knowing the truth of the old adage, that 


frigates, 176 guns; 9 sloops, 162 guns; and 5 schooners, | 


gained so many laurels in warring with England, | 


“an ounce of prevention is better than a pound 
of cure;’’? and knowing that if these things are 
once saddled upon the people, they will never be 
able to get clear of them. 

I have been a little curious to find out the 
opinions of others upon the subject of distributing 


‘ the proceeds of the sales of the public land among 


the States; and I have noticed the conduct of 


individuals, and of public bodies, with some 


anxiety. “There are three parties; and it would 


be amusing, were it not for the painful solicitude 


72 guns |: 


generated by the magnitude of the interests in- 
volved, to inquire minutely into the motives of 
the parties, and to trace the various circumstances 
y which they are influenced. Pennsylvania, 

entucky, and many other States, come out 
openly, and instruct their Senators and request 
their Representatives in Congress to favor the 
measure; while most, if notall, of the new States 
take the opposite course. Why this difference? 


“Trace it to its source, and you will find that 


Pennsylvania, &c., act upon the idea that the 
fund belongs to all, and that justice and sound 


i policy require its distribution; while the new 


` States look upon the distribution as calculated to 


1 
«+» 46 vessels, 1,798 guns |' 
at kani i 


| Thus, sir, with a revenue increased nearly |: 


ji deprive them of the great advantages they have 


heretofore derived in donations from this Gov- 
ernment; to cut off the cherished hope of having 
the lands ultimately ceded to them; and to break 
up the harvest of speculation, which they are 
endeavoring to mature by graduation and pre- 
emption laws. The State which you in part 


‘represent, Mr. Chairman, the State of New York, 


at present occupies an equivocal position in regard 
to the distribution. Let me read you what your 


“former Governors thought and said upon the 


subject of distributing the surplus revenue. Here 
itis: 

“ As, however, the General Government is possessed of 
the national domains, and bas exclusive authority over the 
most productive sources of revenue, [believe that the power 
of distributing the necessary funds among the several 


: States, for objects of public improvement, ought to be 


if not recognized as 


incorporated into the Constitution, 
Jan- 


already in existence.’ Governor Clinton’s message, 
uary 2, 1827. 

“Tn a very few years, the national debt will be paid, and 
as but a small portion of the revenue will be consumed in 
conducting the affairs of the Union, within the constitu- 
tional limits, and as there are no prudential reasons for 


| continuing the duties to a certain extent, there can be no 
valid objection to the distribution of the surplus revenue 


ainong the States, to be disposed of at their discretion.??— 
Governor Throop’s message, January 5, 1830. 

“T submitted to the consideration of the last Legislature 
the propriety of taking measures to procure a distribution 
of the surplus revenue of the United States.” * he 
“I esteem it of sufficient importance to renew the sugges- 
tion, and press it earnestly upon your consideration.??— 
Governor Throop’s message, January 4, 1831. 


Following the recommendations of Governor 
Throop, in March, 1831, the House of Repre- 
sentatives of the New York Legislature resolved, 
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unanimously, “That the surplus revenue of the 
United States, beyond what shall be deemed by 
Congress necessary for the expenses of the Gen- 


eral Government, and a proper Provision for pub- ' 


lic defense and safety, ought to be annually dis- 
tributed among the several States, according to 
their population, to be estimated in the manner 

ointed out by the second section of the first art- 
icle of the Constitution, for the apportionment of 
Representatives and direct taxes.” Buthow does 
New York stand now? Judging from the speeches 
made by yourself, Mr. Chairman, and others of 
her representation on this floor and in the Senate, 
she has veered about, and is now opposed to the 
distribution. Why the change? Itis said, and 
I fear with too much truth, that your object is to 
hold on to the money to aid in the election of a 
President, and not to interfere, at this particular 
time, with the policy and schemes of the new 
States, for fear of losing votes. Sir, if I had the 
election of a President more at heart than I have 
the welfare of the country, I would rejoice to see 
Congress adjourn withoutdistributing the surplus. 
Everybody knows it is in the power of the New 
York party to do it; and everybody knows, if it 
fails, that your party will be the cause of its fail- 
ure. If you do not make the distribution, the 
people will be convinced, beyond a doubt, that 
you are influenced by corrupt motives, and the 
people will blow your candidate ‘sky high” with 
the breath of their indignation. Sir, if you wish 
to elect Mr. Van Buren, you had better let the 
States have the money. Withholding it from 


them will lose you more among honest men than | 
you will be able to gain among knaves by the use | 


of it. If that be not its operation, then 1 despair 
of the Republic. It is destined for destruction. 
In the course of this debate I noted many very 
exceptionable remarks made by those who have 
preceded me. I thought, at the time, if I said 
anything, I would reply to them; but I find it is 
impossible. I must come to a close, and leave 
many things unnoticed which ought to be held 
up for public condemnation. I am constrained, 
however, before I sit down, to notice a few ob- 
servations which have fallen from different gen- 
tlemen in the course of this latitudinous debate. 
And first, Mr. Chairman, in regard to yourself: 
You took occasion the other day, another bill 


being under discussion, to charge those in favor | 


of distribution with an unwillingness to vote 
money, even to defend the country against In- 
dian massacre, because, as you said, we wanted 
to divide the ‘* spoils,” and take home our re- 
spective shares to our constituents. How did 


ent upon the division of the ‘ spoils ?”? Itisa 
common rule to judge others by ourselves, and I 
am not sure but you have felt its influence in the 
present case. Had you any right to impute im- 
proper motives to us, from any vote we have 
given? Have we not been prodigal in voting 
supplies to suppress Indian hostilities? Sir, as 
much as my constituents want a portion of this 
money to aid them in their public works, they 
would not take a dollar of it for that purpose, 
when it was needed to save the lives of women 
and children from the scalping-knife and toma- 
hawk. They would scorn me, as an unworthy 
Representative, if I refused to make proper ap- 
ropriations for public defense. It would be no 
Justification to tell them I had secured a division 
of the money. Their indignant answer would 
be, We wanted no division under such circum- 
stances; you ought to have applied the money in 
saving the lives of the people. ` Sir, your insin- 
uation was neither creditable to us nor to your- 
self. You had no mote cause or right to make 
it, than I have to charge you with exultation 
whenever you hear of Indian butcheries, because 
such things afford you suitable opportunities to 
raise a panic, and plausible pretexts to vote away 
millions; and thus enable you to reward your 
friends by throwing the money into their pockets, 
instead of dividing it among the States, to be ap- 
plied to works of internal improvement, to edu- 
cation, or anything else the States may please. 
Sir, I have voted, and mean to vote, for every 
appropriation necessary to suppress Indian hos- 
tilities, and to defend the sea-board. After doing 
all that, there will still be a large surplus for dis- 
tribution, and it is our duty to apply it in pro- 


moting other great interests of the country. In 


i 
|| regard to these Indian hostilities, I believe that 


i the Administration is blamable for their exist- 
ence. The gentleman from South Carolina [Mr. 
Pickens] took occasion to condemn the President 
for his anti-nullification principles in reference to 
his State. I should not have introduced that 
topic; but as he did it, I take this occasion to say, 
that, if I am correctly informed, the President 
was a nullifier of the first water, of the South 
Carolina school, at one time, and, while of that 
faith, wrote acomplimentary letter toMr. Hayne, 
praising his nullification speech; and, moreover, 
sent them under his frank, printed in gold letters, 
to his friends! However that may be, it is cer- 
tain that the President, to this day, continues to 
be a decided nullifier in Georgia and Alabama, 
abrogating Indian treaties, treating with contempt 
the decision of the Supreme Court, allowing these 
latter States to rule the Indians by laws they do 
not understand and have no hand in making, and 
permitting Georgia to seize upon and parcel out 
the Indian lands. 


and to the oppression which he has tolerated, and 
_ which it was his duty to prevent. The Indians 
have been driven to madness, and they are breath- 
ing vengeance. 
causes of the war for the purpose of refusing 
money necessary to bring it to a successful term- 
ination. If a man’s houseis on fire, the first thing 
to be done is to put it out; and after that, then to 
find out the incendiary and punish him for the 
crime. I am for putting out the torch of war 
which blazes in Florida, Georgia, and Alabama, 
| in the first place; but I am also for keeping in 
, view those errors in doctrine and sins in practice 
| which have brought the evils upon us. We shall 
| learn wisdom and justice by so doing. The Pres- 
i ident will find some excuse, probably, for his 
| 
| 


anti-nullification in South Carolina, and his ultra- 
nullification in Georgia, about as satisfactory as 
his distinction between that part of a river above, 
i and that part of the same river below a port of 
“entry! 

| Ore remark more, and I am done. The chair- 
/ man of the Committee of Ways and Means [Mr. 
. CAMBRELENG] said, some days since, that the dis- 


_ would corrupt them. The charge is a calumny 
upon the States. Have they been corrupted by 


borrowed prove their fidelity and honesty in pro- 


|; moting the public good, and afford a certain guar- <| 


antee that, placing in their possession that which 


| not corrupt them, but make this Government a 
great deal better. 
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SPEECH OF HON. HILAND HALL, 
OF VERMONT, 


In tHe House or REPRESENTATIVES, 
May 24, 1836. 


The House having resumed, as in Committee of the 


for certain Fortifications of the United States for the year 
1836— 


Mr. HALL rose and said, he could not recon- 
cile it with his sense of duty to his constituents 
to remain longer silent in relation to events 
which were daily passing before him. He would 
have preferred to submit the very general view 
which he intended to take of some of the most 
important measures before Congress, when a bill 
then on the table from the Senate (the land bill) 
should come up for discussion; but he had very 
lately been warned by some rather ominous votes 


entlemen to prevent any direct action of the 
Moue: on that bill, and he had therefore determ- 
ined to avail himself of the present occasion. 
We knew it was the desire of gentlemen to take 
the question that night, and he should condense 
his remarks in such a manner -as to occupy as 


t Sir, you may trace the wars , 
in the southwest to the President’s nullification, 


But, sir, I will not go into the ' 


_ tribution of the surplus money among the States |; 


| 

| the large sums they have borrowed, and are bor- ; 
| rowing? No, sir; the motive which induces them i 
'| to borrow is founded in a virtuous, lofty patriot- į 
; ism; the uses to which they apply the money | 
ou know, sir, that our hearts were so eagerly 


| they demand as a right, and not as a favor, will | 


Whole, the consideration of the bill making appropriations |; 


of the House, that ıt might be the pleasure of | 


' cable. 
| We have, as I think, (said Mr. H.,) reached a 
new and extraordinary era in the affairs of this 
nation. When we came together in December, 
we were in the midst of an excitement arising out 
ofan apprehended war with France. During the 
existence of that excitement, when it was sup- 
posed by the country that real and imminent dan- 
ger existed of an almost immediate war with a 
most powerful foreign nation, we were furnished 
by the Executive with an estimate of appropria- 
tions which would be required for the year. Do 
` you remember, sir, the amount of those requisi- 
tions? I will remind you of them. Tney were 
as follows: 
Ordinary appropriations specifically 
Called for... see ce cece cee cevee ee 17,515,933 
Computation of extraordinary appro- 
priations to meet all anticipated con- 
tingenCieS. ..cceccccsessacseccees 5,617,707 


|! little of the time of the committee as was practi- 
| 
| 
| 


Making in the whole... s.e... e. 23,133,640 


, This, you will observe, was the estimate sub- 
| mitted to us during the existence of our difficul- 
| ties with Franee—a war estimate—or, at least, 
such an estimate as the Executive branch of the 
Government thought it proper to recommend, 
under the possible, if not probable, contingency 
' of a war witha powerful foreign nation. And 
a comparison of the amount with former esti- 
mates will show that it greatly exceeded those of 
previous years; and that upon the principles on 
which the Government has heretofore acted, it 
could only be justified by the uncertain and some- 
what alarming state of our foreign affairs. Now, 
sir, all our difficulties are amicably adjusted; the 
nation is at peace; no foreign war is apprehended ; 
and suddenly, as if by magic, a new warlike 
_ watchword is rung in our ears. It is sounded 
_from the Capitol, echoed in the newspapers, 
< sought to be published in the streets, and pro- 
‘claimed from the house-tops. ‘ National de- 
fense! National defense!’’ is the cry; and we, 
sir, of the minority, who have heretofore been 
branded as wasteful and extravagant legislators 
: for our votes in favor of reasonable appropria- 
tions for fortifications, are now approached by 
| the same gentlemen who lately denounced us, and 
| very gravely asked if we arc not in favor of ap- 
propriations for the ‘‘ national defense??? Even 
the chairman of the Committee of Ways and 
Means, [Mr. CamBre.enc,] who has never been 
over liberal in his support of appropriations for 
| fortifications, and whose name in the Journal of 
the last session stands recorded in opposition to 
| Mine against an appropriation of $67,000 for one 
of the precise objects for which the present bill, 
reported by him, contains an appropriation of 
$150,000; he now seems ready to question even 
: the patriotism of any one who hesitates to swal- 
‘low, without examination, the most Quixotic 
| projects for squandering the public money, under 
‘the name of expenditures for the national de- 
fense. Sir, this is no cry of patriotism—it is the 
: cry of border interest and the party, and, for one, 
I shall not respond to it. The conversion of 
gentlemen is altogether too sudden, the object too 
palpable, to give to their new efforts any other 
character than that of the ridiculous; and by that 
character they must and will be known to the 
i country. As to myself, I shall keep straight 
ahead on my old track. I have always voted in 
favor of liberal appropriations for the. national 
i defense, ‘and I shall continue to vote for them. 
I shall cheerfully vote for the $150,000 for fortify- 
ing Boston harbor, uninfluenced by the last year’s 
opposition of the honorable chairman, and for 
any other appropriations which have a reasona- 
ble claim to our approbation. But I will not vote 
for appropriations merely to get rid of the public 
money. I shall first inquire,as I have hereto- 
fore done, whether the object for which the money 
is asked be.a proper owe; and, if it be, then 
whether the sum demanded can be profitably ex- 
‘| pended during the year. If I come to an afirm- 
i ative conclusion on both these pointy, I shail vote 
| for the appropriation. Otherwise, I shall vote 
against it, and risk the denunciations of all new 
converts to the ‘* national defense” party. 
Sir, the secret of this rew course of action, 
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which is, indeed, no secret at all, is the discovery 
ofa large surplus in the Treasury, which the peo- 
ple are desirous of hav 
States, and applied to some useful purpose. To 
prevent this distribution, we have, for the last 
two or three months, witnessed a state of things 
altogether new in the history of our legislation. 
Heretofore, the requisitions of the Departments 
were examined with some degree of scrutiny by 
the Committee of Ways and Means, to ascertain 
if they were necessary, or if some deductions 
from their amount might not reasonably be made. 
Formerly, when an unexpected requisition came 
in, you could discover, by the sober demeanor of 
the Committee of Ways and Means, that they 
were fearful of the effect of the new eall on the 
House, and that they regretted the necessity 
which compelled them to advocate it. 
scene is entirely changed. No sooner does the 
chairman of that committee receive a call fora 
new appropriation, even for a few thousand dol- 
lars, than his countenance is lighted up with un- 
usual joy; and on the prospect of a new Indian 
war, and the consequent call foran appropriation 
of a million, his exultation is extreme. He rises 
in his place, with great apparent self-gratulation, 
announces the fact to the House, and ina note 
of triumph informs us that we may stop talking 
about the surplus, for we shall now have an op- 
portunity of spending it. 

But gentlemen have not been content with the 
requisitions of the Executive. The Departments, 
contrary to all former practice, have been soli- 
cited, and importuned, and teased, by resolutions 
and letters of committees; and personal applica- 
tions, for additional estimates. A resolution of 
the Senate of the 18th of February, asking for 
additional estimates, produced a brief letter from 
the Secretary of the Navy, transmitting, not his 
own views, but the imaginings of the Navy 
Commissioners; and a detailed report of the Sec- 
retary of War, overthrowing and ‘* toppling down 
headlong” most of the tall projects of gentlemen 
for dissipating the revenue on fortifications—a 
report which does the highest credit to that dis- 
tinguished officer, and which, had its production 
been the only act of his life, would have placed 
his name by the side of those of the most eminent 
statesmen of our country. The answer to this 
resolution was not a very digestible affair. The 
Secretary of the Navy said nothing. The Secre- 
tary of War interposed an argument that could 


not be controverted; and, what was no less in- | 


superable, the President himself expressed an 
opinion in accordance with the Secretary. But 


gentlemen were not to be put aside by one refusal. , 


The Senate place themselves in an imploring 
attitude, and address the Secretary in the language 
of supplication. ‘Do, sir, be so good as to inform 
us the most you can possibly spend during the 


yearin your Department? ‘‘ Whatisthe maximum ` 


amount:’’——that is the language—that can be 


expended? This question was rather too extraor- | 


dinary for so old-fashioned a man as the Secre- 
tary, and he seems to have been puzzled to know 
what to do with it. He knew the extravagant 
answer which the craving appetites of those who 
made the inquiry demanded, and that he could 
not give it without abandoning the estimates he 
had deliberately made at the commencement of 
the session, and contradicting all the principles 
which he had so ably maintained in his report. 
But not desiring to be absolutely uncivil to so 
respectable and gentlemanly a body as the Senate 
of the United States, he hands over the resolution 
to the chief engineer: ‘* Here, sir, you answer 
it.” From the reputation which the Chief Engi- 
neer has—whether justly or not, I will not pre- 
tend to say—of being the most liberal and lati- 
tudinarian of any officer in the Government in 
regard to appropriations, one might naturally 
suppose he would have found no difficulty in 
giving the required answer. But no such thing. 
Even he believes that there isa limit within which 
expenditures should be circumscribed, and beyond 
which they become wasteful and extravagant. 
He, too, declines to answer, and, following the 
example of 4he Secretary, hands over the humble 
entreaty of the Senate to his subordinate; and we 
at length have the answer of a second lieutenant 
of engineers, in some half a dozen lines, saying 
that, in his opinion, some six millions may be 


ing distributed among the | 


Now, the: 


| beneficially expended on fortifications annually. 
|! And it is upon this naked opinion of a second 
lieutenant of engineers, without any designation 
of objects, or any reasons assigned for the ex- 


traordinary conclusion to which he has arrived, | 


that we are to be called upon to appropriate ; 


millions of the public money. 

Sir, the Secretary of War repudiates the idea 
of lavishing our resources on extensive fortifica- 
tions on the sca-board—fortifications which it 
would require a large standing army to man, and 
which no enemy would be silly enough to go out 
of his way to attack, when he could accomplish 
any object of invasion much more conveniently 
by passing them beyond gun-shot distance. He 
overthrows most conclusively the extended sys- 
tem of defense on which our former surveys have 
been made, proposes to confine our fortifications 
to the protection of the important sea-ports from 
naval approaches, and to limit the extent of those 
works to their capability, with the aid of steam 
batteries, of accomplishing that object, and of 
resisting sudden attacks, relying on the patriot- 
ism of the people, aided by the facilities afforded 
by the internal improvements of the country for 
the rapid concentration of force on any point of 
attack, as the great and leading means of national 
defense. He recommends a reéxamination of 
sites, and a reconsideration of plans, before com- 
mencing new works. This is the language of 
reason and of common sense; and whoever adopts 
the principles of the Secretary will find it some- 
what difficult to discover proper objects for the 
expenditure of much more than a tithe of the sum 
recommended—no, not recommended, extorted— 
from one of the clerks in the office of the Chief 
Engineer. 
i objects of appropriation are desirable, there is a 

limit beyond which money cannot be profitably 


ij expended in any given period of time. A docu- 


i ment upon our tables shows that there remained 
lj in the Treasury on the Ist of January last, of 
| money before appropriated and not then expended, 
| $8,726,000. Of this sum more than two millions 


. for the increase and improvement of the Navy; 
. $133,000 for navy-yards; and although no fortifi- 

cation bill passed at the last session, there still 

remained in the Treasury at the beginning of the 
| present year over fifty-six thousand dollars of 
money previously appropriated for fortifications, 
and all this during the existing difficulties with 
France. Either the Executive must have been 
willfully negligent of his duties, or the unex- 
pended money in the Treasury could not be prof- 
itably used. Gentlemen certainly will not take 
| the first horn of the dilemma. Neither will 1. 
: We all know that the demand which the Govern- 
' ment makes for the peculiar kind of materials and 
‘ labor which it requires, may become greater than 
, the natural means of supply; and that when such 
ii point is reached any attempt to force the prosecu- 
tion of works must result either in a material re- 
duction in their quality and value, or such a waste- 


not be expended. It will still remain in the Treas- 
ury, and all attempts to drain it by this mode of 
operation will, so far as the money is not extrav- 


Secretaries, both of War and the Navy, well un- 
derstand this matter, and wisely decline making 
themselves responsible for these Quixotic appro- 
priations If gentlemen desire to assume a re- 
sponsibility which the Executive declines, they 
are certainly at liberty to do so. I shall take 
care to wash my hands of the responsibility by 
voting against the appropriations. 

But, sir, the ‘‘national-defense’’ project having 
encountered so many obstacles from the Depart- 
ments, and it being ascertained that it will en- 
tirely fail of dissipating the public revenue, gen- 
tlemen have very industriously set themselves at 
work in inventing other schemes for accomplish- 
ing the same laudable object. I shall not stop to 
enumerate the various projects which this strife 
for the honor of being the inventor of the most 
expeditious and effectual mode of draining the 
Treasury has produced. Any gentleman who has 
a curiosity to examine a ligt of them, will find 


ful expenditure of money as no Government would : 
engage in but during a period of the most extreme | 
necessity and danger. Most of the money under | 
these extravagant appropriations cannot and will | 


agantly wasted, be altogether nugatory. The | 


one approximating as nearly to perfection as the 
nature of the subject will admit, in the printed 
remarks of the gentleman from New York on my 
left, [Mr. GILLET,] who catechised so non-com- 
mittally his colleague, [Mr. Grancer,] in regard 
to these various schemes, and who, | thought, 
before the prompt responses of his colleague were 


- completed most heartily wished the whole of them 


back in the brains of the very respectable gentle- 
men who had concocted them. 1 feel under great 
obligations to my friend from New York (Mr. 
GitceT] for the labor he has so praiseworthily 
expended in hunting up from among the dusty 


. files of the two Houses these various schemes, 


and for presenting them in so condensed and port- 
able a form. I have had thoughts of moving the 
House for the printing of an extra number of 
copies of the gentleman’s catalogue, in order that 
my constituents might have a perfect knowledge 
of the very great variety of modes by which the 
public money may be ingeniously squandered; 
but as I doubt whether such a motion would be 
in order without a suspension of the rules, I trust 
the gentleman will pardon me for waiving it, at 
least for the present. Itis alittle remarkable, sir, 
that two of the most prominent of these projects— 
in pursuance, perhaps, of the great anxiety of 
gentlemen to put down all monopolies—are for the 
direct benefit of corporations. I refer to the pro- 
ject of the grave Senator from Tennessee, [Mr. 
Grunpy, | for entering into partnership with rail- 
road companies, and to the no less commendable 
one of the Senator from New York, (Mr. Wricur,] 
for investing the surplus in corporation stocks ! 


: Who are to be the agents for making these invest- 


] „| ments we have not yet been informed. 
Besides, we all know that when the |, 


4 


I hope I 
shall not be considered out of order in suggesting 
that there are sundry very worthy gentlemen in 
the New York Senate, who have had great expe- 
rience in these stock matters, and whose claims 
for services rendered, and trials and tribulations 
endured, in the bloody war against monopolies, 


! ought not to be overlooked. 


were of appropriations for repairs of ships and 'į 


Mr. Chairman, there is a very great inherent 
difficulty in this matter of spending the surplus. 


| When there are really no proper objects of ex- 


penditure, it requires immense intellectual labor 


| to discover them. I wonder that some gentleman 
' has not introduced an appropriation, say of a 
i million or two, to be awarded to the person who 
| should invent the most plausible mode of drain- 


ing the Treasury. I do not think it would pro- 
duce many new schemes, for I believe the inge- 
nuity of gentlemen has already been taxed to the 
utmost; but it would have the merit of being 
itself a project, and of abstracting from the Treas- 
ury precisely the amount which was appropriated 
asa premium. If any gentleman has a scheme 
in his drawer ready to offer, and thinks this a 
better one; or, if any gentleman who has pro- 
duced a scheme, and ridden it through its butter- 
fly-life, is desirous of mounting another hobby, 
he is welcome to this—" free gratis for nothing.” 
l leave the sum blank, to be filled up by whoever 
receives it. I do not engage that it is absolutely 
a proper mode of spending the public money; 
nor do I desire any gentleman to take the scheme 
absolutely at his own risk. I warrant it to be 
fully equal, in every respect, to most of the pro- 
jects that have gone before it; and I further war- 


| rant that the people, to whom all these matters 


must be finally submitted, will so consider it. 

Mr. Chairman, I propose to inquire into the 
actual state of the Treasury, with the view of 
ascertaining whether its condition and prospects 
will allow of a distribution of the proceeds of the 
public lands among the States, as proposed by 
the bill on your table from the Senate. But, be- 
fore doing so, I beg leave to call the attention of 
the committee to the last two annual reports of 
the Secretary of the Treasury, for the pur pore of 
showing how entirely mistaken he has been in 
his estimates of the future revenue of the country. 
In his report of December 2, 1834, he estimated 
the balance that would be in the Treasury on the 
Ist of January, 1835, at $5,586,232 34; he esti- 
mated the receipts during the year 1835, at 
$20,000,000; making of available funds for that 

ear, $25,586,232 34. By the report of Decem- 

er, 1835, it appears that the actual balance in 
the Treasury on the Ist of January, 1835, instead 
of being $5,586,232 34,as he had before esile 
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mated, was $8,892,858 42; and by the same report 
we are informed that the receipts of 1835, instead 
of being but $20,000,000, would be $28,430,381 
07, exceeding by nearly eight and a half million 
dollars his previous estimate. Observe, sir, this 
was the estimate made at the commencement of 
the present session. : 

But, on the 13th of January, the Secretary, in | 
answer to acall from the Senate, informs us that ; 
his estimate of receipts, made in December, was 
quite too low; and that the actual receipts for | 
1835. were $34,400,733 69, being an addition of 
$6,000,000, which the short period of six weeks 
had enabled him to discover. The account, then, 
between the Treasury and the Secretary’s esti- 
mates for 1835, stands thus: 


Ascertained balance in the Treasury, January 1, 
1835. oc eee cee eeere see ereeees $8,892,858 42 
Actual receipts for 1835.......... 34,400,733 69 


Making the sum of.......ee008. 43,293,592 11 
Deduct balance in the Treasury and 
receipts as estimated.......... 25,586,232 34 


Leaving an excess of.. eses. ee ee. $17,707,359 77 
of available funds for the year 1835, over and 
above the sum which had been estimated by the | 
Secretary at the commencement of the year. 

Sir, in this matter of estimates, the Secretary |; 
does not seem to profit by experience, for he has : 
been quite as wide of the mark this year as last; ' 
and he runs into the same error, that of estimat- 
ing the revenue greatly too low. In his annual 
report, made at the commencement of the present 
session, he estimates the receipts for 1836 from 
all sources at $19,725,700. On the 18th of April, 
1836, in answer to a call from the Senate, the 
Secretary informs us that the actual receipts for 
the first quarter of 1836 amounted to the sum of 
$10,725,700, about one million more than one half 
of his estimated revenue for the whole year. 
Here again the Secretary, five days afterwards, 
finds his estimate for the first quarter to be minus 
about half a million. Here his explanation: I 
quote from his report of April 23, 1836: 


“Tt is deemed proper to add that some additional returns 
of receipts into the Treasury during some of the last days 
of March, which, trom great distance, irregularity in the 
mails, or some other cause, had not arrived, and could not 
be ascertained by either the Treasurer or this Department 
at the time of my former report, have since been received, 
and increase the amount as then ascertained by him in his 
running account to be the balance in the Treasury about 
four hundred and fifty-one thousand five hundred and forty- | 
five.” 


So that the actual receipts into the Treasury 
during the quarter ending March 31, 1836, were 
$11,177,245. 

Sir, a man of more suspicious temperament | 


than myself might charge this uniform system of 
blundering, which the Secretary seems to have | 
fallen into, to some motive of concealment, ex- | 
traneous from the public good. I make no such 
charge. I will not question either the integrity |; 
orgeneral ability of the Secretary. I believe him į 
to be in many respects an excellent officer. I 
impugn not his motives; but I will say this of 
him, that for a Yankee he shows very little cute- 
ness at guessing. Why, sir, the dullest of the 
Kentuckians on Green river, who, we were the 
other day informed by my friend, (Mr. Hawes,] 
their Representative, mistook an astronomical | 
observatory for the miraculous reappearance of 
Jacob’s ladder, would be willing to reckon on a 
wager against his guessing; and, in western 
parase, would be ‘“ mighty likely to beat him all 
ollow.” 

Mr. Chairman, I come now to inquire into the 
actual condition of the Treasury, with a view to 
ascertain what sum will be for disposal during the 
present year. In doing this, I shall rely on the 
statements made by the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury himself for the past, and on estimates for the 
future, the reasonableness of which cannot be 
called in question. 

The balance in the Treasury on the Ist day of January, 


NS 892,868 42 
. 34,400,733 69 || 


i 


Making. ... ..ccc cco cseeseees scevcesecees 43,293,592 11 
Deduct expenditures of 1835......ee.e0see++ 18,176,141 07 


| Making in the Treasury at the end of the 


: of the Administration, in whom 
. have great confidence, estimate the sum at thirty 


| in a much greater ratio than the increase of ap- 


i for the increase of the Navy could not be used 


| made at a much later period in the season than 


i| expended; it is idle to talk about it. s 
i may be the amount of your appropriations, what- |" 


| bills at the end of the session, it may be calcu- li 


Steen nee bene cee eee cece ee eeeseeeees 25,117,451 04 
< 11,177,245 00 
36,294,696 04 
Last three quarters 1836, estimated eight and 
one third millions each 


eeeeee TETTERE] 


Actual balance in the Treasury January Ist, 
| 


a TE E on civindecdarccveelestd $61,294,696 04 | 


I believe my estimate of the last three quarters to ! 
betoolow. I'know that several gentlemen, friends | 
, as financiers, I , 


millions instead of twenty-five. I prefer toerr, ifat 

all, on the safe side, and therefore take the lowest | 
sum. In addition to this sum, the Government 
has, in the Bank of the United States, stock tothe | 
amount of seven millions, which the bank is now . 
ready to pay, with an addition of fourteen per. 
cent., and which will doubtless come into the | 
Treasury during the year, with a still greater ad- . 
vance. I call this sum eight millions. We are 
informed by the Secretary, in his report of De- 

cember, 1834, that there will always be, at the 


_ end of every year,a sum of several millions in the 


Treasury of poz pended balances of former ap- 
propriations, which may be safely relied upon to 
meet appropriations for the ensuing year. This 


‘sum, on the first of January last, was about eight 


millions. The amount of this sum must increase 


propriations; and, as the appropriations of the 
present year are to be unusually large, the unex- 
pended balance at the end of the year will be much 
larger than at any former period. It is impossi- 
ble to form a decisive opinion as to the amount, | 
until after the appropriations are made. It can- ` 
not be less than twelve millions. [Mr. Law- | 
RENCE. Not less than fifteen millions.} Amem- |' 
ber of the Committee of Ways and Means says 
not less than fifteen millions. Sir, if your extrav- 
agant appropriations for fortifications are made, 
and added to those of a like character which have | 
eas passed for the Navy, the sum will be || 
much larger than fifteen millions. |l 
I have before said that there is a limit beyond | 
whith money cannot be expended. Sir, you 
may go onand appropriate some half a dozen mil- 
lions more for Indian wars, the causes of which 
yet remain unknown, and about which, or the 
manner of conducting them, no one seems willing 
to take the trouble to inquire—go on, sir, with 
your appropriations for fortifications and Indian 
treaties, and for every other conceivable object 
for which the most latitudinarian gentleman can 


: make up his mind to vote—go on, until you have 


appropriated every dollar in the Treasury; and | 


i the great mass of the money will still remain : 
: there, undrawn and unexpended. 


Why, sir, if | 
more than two millions of former appropriations | 


during the last year, when a French war was 
apprehended, how are you, to expend triple the 
sum this year, when this year’s appropriation is 
the last? Sir, these appropriations cannot be |: 
Whatever |! 


ever may be the footing of your appropriation || 


lated with perfect safety that a sum greater than |i 
thirty millions cannot and will not be drawn out 
of the Treasury; and any amount above that sum 
may be considered as remaining there, a fund for 
distribution, with perfect security to the Treas- 
ury. But to go on with the calculation I had 
commenced: suppose the unexpended balance 
at the end of the year to be only $12,006,000, 
making an increase over that of the present year 
of $4,000,000; this $4,000,000, with the Uni- 
ted States Bank stock, amounts to $12,000,000, 
which, added to the $61,294,696 04, before as- 
certained, gives, in round numbers, the sum of 
$73,000,000, which would be in the Treasury at 
the end of the year, if no sums were drawn out. 
The proceeds of the public lands for the past 
three years, which the land bill proposes to 
distribute, together with those of the present 
year, at a liberal estimate, may be put down at 
$36,000,000. Call the sum to be distributed 
$36,000,000, and we have still left to be appropri- 
ated to the ordinary purposes of Government the 


enormous sum of $37,000,000—a sum greater, by 
about $19,000,000 than the expenditures of the last 
year, and greater, by $14,000,000 than the whole 
estimates of Secretary, ordinary and extraordin- 
ary, for the expenditures of this. Sir, I shall not 
go into any particular estimate of the condition of 
the Treasury for the ensuing year, for although 
the land bill proposes to distribute the proceeds 
of the public lands for 1837, I deem the inquiry 
wholly unnecessary, I have no manner of doubt 
that the revenue from the customs alone, for sev- 
eral years to come, will be abundantly sufficient 
for all the wants of the Government; but the 
distribution for 1837, if now ordered, will be under 


_ the perfect control of Congress at its next session, 


and may be recalled if the necessities of the coun- 
try shall be found to require it. I will not, there- 
fore, enter into the discussion of a question of so 
complicated a character, when its final decision, 
if now made, would not be material to the matter 
I have had in hand, which was to show, what I 
think I have clearly shown, that the land bill may 
be passed with perfect safety to the Treasury. 
Mr. Chairinan, having shown that the state of 
the public funds will admit the passage of the 
land:bill, I would now be glad, if I could, to satisfy 
the House that the interest and welfare of the 
country require its passage. But in this under- 
taking, I am met in the outset with obstacles 
against which the demonstrative reason of arith- 


, Metical calculations cannot be interposed; with 


obstacles more powerful than those coming in the 
shape of strong argument or stirring eloquence; 
obstacles which nothing but individual self-exam- - 
ination and independent patriotism can remove— 
the obstacles of prejudice and party feeling. Sir, 
the great misfortune of this measure of distribution 
is, not that it is a bad measure, but that, with the 
majority, it has gota bad name. I sincerely wish, 
for the good of the country, that it bore the name 
of some popular politician, rather than that of a 
persecuted statesman. I wish it was a Jackson 
or a Van Buren bill, because I believe it would 
then pass the House by acclamation. Sir, this 
ought not to be considered a party measure. It 
cannot operate for the peculiar benefit of any 
party, or of any particular section. It will operate 
equally on all the people and on the whole coun- 
try; and whatever gentlemen may have hereto- 
fore thought in regard to it, however they may 
have formerly voted on it, it is now presented 
under circumstances so entirely new, that they 
may, without making themselves liable to’ the 
charge of the slightest inconsistency, give it their 
warm support. Heretofore, the event of there 
being a surplus to be divided was matter of cal- 
culation andestimate. Now, the existence of the 
surplus is ascertained—has become an established 
fact, on which we are called upon in some way 
to act. Will gentlemen suffer this enormous sur- 
plus to be squandered by the central Govern- 


i ment on objects which, when accomplished, will 


confer no practical benefit on the country, rather 
than impose on themselves the labor of independ- 
ent thinking on a question of such deep import- 
ance to their constituents? Will they suffer a 
personal bias, perhaps hastily imbibed, under the 
influence of high party excitement, to shut out 
from their minds the light which fact and reason 
may shed on this question? Certainly they will 
not. Gentlemen will examine this measure with 
fairness and candor, and, having done so, I can- 
not doubt the conclusion to which they will 
arrive. They must and will unite in favor of the 
distribution. 

Mr. Chairman, I have said that I regretted this 
measure of distribution was connected with the 
name of a distinguished statesman. Not, sir, 
that I would be willing to pluck a single laurel 
from the brow of that individual. I have had the 
honor, from my youth up, through good and 
through evil report, to be his political friend and 
admirer. 1 now claim it as an honor; and when 
the mists of party rancor shall have passed away; 
when the name and fame of that individual shall 
become matter of history, and be claimed as the 
common property of the nation; when men shall 
wonder at the delusions which had seized on his 
cotemporaries, my children will claim it as an 
honor to be able to say of me, My parent coolly 
breasted the torrentof popular clamor, and always 
did him justice. 
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But, sir, £ Š 
individual, I hope my regard for my country Is 
still greater; and believing, as I do, that this 
measure is of the highest importance to the wel- 
fare of our country, and to the peaceful continu- 
ance of our republican system, I would willingly 
give the merit of its success, if it could be justly 
done, to the most violent political opponent. In 
the hope—perhaps, sir, a vain one—of conciliat- 
ing the good will of some who, from the name 
of this measure, may have hastily taken up an 
unfavorable opinion of it, and for the sake of 
doing justice to other statesmen of our country, 
and particularly to my immediate predecessor on 
the floor of this House, I take occasion to say, 
that although this measure of distribution has 
become the adopted child of the distinguished, 
Senator to whom I have alluded; though it wears 
his dress, and has taken his name, yet he can lay 
no just claim to the parentage of its leading prin- 
ciples. Without going back to an earlier period, 
and without noticing various suggestions and 
propositions of different individuals, which had 
bee made both in and out of Congress, it will be 
found that as early as January, 1826, in anticipa- 
tion that as soon as the public debt should be paid 
off, the revenue of the country would exceed the 
wants of the Government, an honorable Senator 
from New Jersey, now Secretary of the Navy, 
brought forward a proposition for distributing 
annually among the States a portion of the-public 
revenue, for purposes of education and internal * 
improvement. The resolution was entertained 

_ by the Senate, and the subject referred to a com- 
mittee, of which the Senator introducing it was 
the chairman; and, on the 11th of May following, 
the committee made a detailed and able report in 
favor of the measure, accompanied by a bill for 
distributing among the States, according to their 
representative population $5,000,000 annually for 


Ho. or Reps. 


Te cats ; . 
great as may be my regard for any | discusses, as containing matter calculated to re- | cannot, with any propriety, be called a party 


move their doubts; and to those who continue || measure. No particular man, no particular party, 


making the objections, as presenting arguments || 
which they will do well to consider how they are | 


to answer to their own judgments and to their | 


constituents. You well know, sir, that this meas- 
ure of distribution was once, whatever it may be 
now, a favorite with yourown State; that in 1827 
it received the strong recommendation of Gov- 
ernor Clinton in his message; that it was also 
recommended by Governor Throop-in 1831, and 
that, at the same session of your Legislature, a 
resolution approving it passed your House of 
Assembly by a unanimous vote; but, as the par- 
ticular attention of the committee has already 
been called to these propositions from New York 
by other gentlemen, I will not dwell on them. 
You will notice, sir, that all the propositions 
which I have yet mentioned, contemplated a dis- 
tribution of the revenue without reference to the 
sources fram which it was obtained; and included 
the proceeds of the public lands, as well as the 


revenue derived from the customs. But the pro- | 


ceeds of the public lands have always been looked 
upon as standing on a different footing from the 
revenue derived from other sources. I have not 
extended my researches very far back, but I find 
thatin February, 1826, the standing committee of 
this House on the Public Lands, by Mr. Strong, 
one of its members from New York, made a re- 
port to the House recommending an annual appro- 
priation of a portion of the net proceeds of the 
public lands for the support of schools, and of 
apportioning the same among the States in pro- 
portion to their representation. In February, 
1829, a resolution was adopted by the House, on 


motion of Mr. Stevenson, of Pennsylvania, a po- , 
litical friend of the present President, raising a. 


committee to inquire into the expediency of dis- 
tributing annually all the money arising from the 


five years, ending with the year 1831. The recol- | sales of the public lands among the several States, 


lection of gentlemen will enable them to confirm 
the statement which I now make, that this measure 
of distribution was, for several years, in many 
parts of the country, a favorite one with the 
friends of the present Chief Magistrate. It had 
received so much attention, and was deemed so 
important, that General Jackson made the subject 
a part of his first message to Congress. In that 
message, delivered December 8, 1829, he enumer- 
ates with much clearness and force some of the 
evils which were in future to be apprehended 
from a surplus revenue, evils under which the 


inthe same proportion. This reference, also, pro- 
duced a report favorable to the measure. On the 
17th of December, 1829, my predecessor in this 
House (General Hunt) introduced a resoluyon 
directing “the Committee on Public Lands to in- 
quire into the expediency of appropriating the net 
annual proceeds of the sales of the public lands 
among the several States for the purposes of edu- 
cation and internal improvement, in proportion to 
the representation of each in the House of Rep- 
‘resentatives.’? This resolution was discussed 
from day to day, during the morning hour, until 


country is now actually laboring. He then pro- | the 19th of January, when it was adopted with 


ceeds, as I will read to you: 


“To avoid these, it.appears to me that the most safe, 
just, and Federal disposition which could be made of the 


eurplas revenue would be its apportionment among the sev- | 


eral States, according to their ratio of representation ; and 
should this measure not be found warranted by the Consti- 
tution, that it would be expedient to propose to the States an 
amendment authorizing it.” i 
„Sir, the President then deemed this measure of | 
distribution so important that, if constitutional - 
objectiéns should be found to present obstacles | 
in the way of its accomplishment, he would have | 
them removed, even by the tardy and difficult | 
process of an amendment of the Constitution. [| 
do not find, sir, that the President’s views met 
with any serious constitutional objections; but 
others, on grounds of expediency, seem to have 
been made from some quarter, which the Presi- 
dent,in his next annual message, proceeds to dis- 
cuss in detail, and to remove. It is somewhat 
remarkable that. the four objections, which are 
noticed by the President and answered, have since 
been among the most prominent anes made to the 
land bill. The objections which are formally 
stated in the message, and each answered sep- 
arately and at length, are these: 1. To the ratio 
of distribution; 2. To. its- tendency to produce 
increased taxation; 3. That the States would 
improvidently use the fund; and, lastly, that it 
would create an improper dependence of the States 
on the General Government. Sir, the argument 
of the President is so clear on these points, and 
so entirely conclusive, that, were it not for its 
great length, I would ask permission of the.com- 
mittee for the Clerktoreadit. Butthe time which 
I have prescribed for myself to occupy the atten- 
tion of the committee is already so far spent that 
I must omit it. I commend it to the.attention of 


all—to those who may doubt upon the points it |i have before said: this measyre of distribution 


i. some modifications, and, among others, with one 


changing the committee from that of the Public 
Lands to a select one. Mr. Hunt, as chairman 
of the committee, at the same session, made a re- 
; port, which. will be found among our printed doc- 
i uments, giving a succinct and lucid history of the 
; public lands, examining with candor and skill the 


nature and character of the power of this Govern- : 


| ment in them, and concluding with the report of 
‘a bill in favor of the distribution of their proceeds. 
| I am sure, sir, every individual now present, who 


he performed all his duties here, as well as to the 
high-minded and. honorable motives which gov- 
erned him; and it is no disparagement to any of 
the eminent statesmen who have since discussed 
the subject of the public lands, tosay that he clearly 
foresaw the future importance of this growing re- 
| source of the public revenue; that his report con- 
| tains the germ of nearly every argument which 
has since.been urged in favor.of the constitution- 
ality and expediency of distribution, and that it 
has been seldom, if ever, surpassed in ability. 
You will perceive, sir, that this measure is not 
hew to this House or to the country, and that 
long before Mr. Cray first. introduced his bill 
into the Senate, my own constituents, in partic- 
ular, had, through their Representative, urged 
upon Congress, with earnestness and skill, the. 
| justice and propriety of the measure; and that, 
in now, standing up as its advocate, I am not fol- 
lowing in the lead of party, but am only express- 


ing, as well as I am able, the long-cherished and 
declared will of my district. Sir, I répeat what I 


was a member of this House at the period during | 
which Mr. Hunt held a seat.on this floor—a seat | 
vacated by his lamented death in this city—will . 
bear witness to the talentand assiduity with which |. 


| 


can, with any justice, claim the honor of its pa- 
ternity. It is not a measure, like the many 
schemes of squandering the public money, which 
the diseased political atmosphere of this Capitol 
has lately generated, that requires deep thought 
and laborious research to originate. It is the 
natural, spontancous production of the minds of 
the great mass of the people themselves. Pro- 
ceeding on the self-evident proposition, so well 
expressed by General Jackson in his message of 
1830, that ‘* the resources of the nation, beyond 
those required for the immediate and necessary 
purposes of the Government, can nowhere be so 
well deposited as in the pockets of the people,” 
the people look down upon their representatives, 
and say to them, ‘‘ Gentlemen, you have got a 
large amount of our money, which you cannot 
profitably use—plcase give it back to us.” The 
idea is perfectly simple and natural; and it would 
be doing manifest injustice to the common under- 
standing of every man in the nation, to go about 
hunting among the giant minds of our statesmen 
to discover its origin. 

Mr. Chairman, I shall not trespass on the pa- 
tience of the committee by repeating the argu- 
ments which have been so well and so conclusively 
stated by others, to show the constitutionality 
and propricty of a distribution of the proceeds of 
the public lands. It has been shown to this com- 
mittee by gentlemen who have preceded me in 
this debate, and particularly by the gentlemen 
from Virginia [Mr. McComas] and Kentucky, 
{Mr. Unperwoop,] that this distribution is not 
only in conformity with the Constitution, but is, 
so far as the important cession of Virginia is con- 
cerned, imposed upon Congress as a duty by the 
very language and spirit of the deed of cession; 
and I confess Í am unable to see how this Gov- 
ernment can otherwise honestly discharge the 
trust reposed in it by that act of cession than by 
giving to Virginia and each of the other States 
their respective shares of the common fund. I 
have not heard the constitutionality of this meas- 
ure seriously questioned. Any objection of that 
kind, it seems to me, would now come altogether 
too late. It has hitherto been supposed that the 
power of this Government over the public lands 


‘and their proceeds was unaffected by the limita- 


tions imposed in the Constitution on the use of 
money raised for revenue purposes. [have looked 
into the various clementary writers on the Con- 
stitution, and I find that they all concur in giving 
to that article of the Constitution which confers 
the power on Congress “ to dispose of, and make 


‘all needful rules and regulations respecting, the 


i taxes and imposts may be imposed. 


territory or other property of the United States,” 
a construction which would leave the proceeds 
wholly unrestrained to the purposes for which 
It is an ar- 
ticle separate from, and wholly independent of, 


‘that conferring the taxing power, and cannot be 


circumscribed by its limitations. From the very 


' commencement of the Government we have been 


in the constant habit of legislating on this con- 
struction, and the constitutionality of such legis- 
lation, so far as I am informed, has ever remained 
unquestioned. We have made grants ofthe public 


., lands to States, to corporations, and to individ- 
' uals, for almost all conceivable purposes—for 


purposes to which no one would have thought of 
appropriating the general revenue. We have 
appropriated over eight million acres for common 
schools, more, than two million for internal im- 
provements, about five hundred thousand acres 
for colleges and academies, ninety thousand acres 
for religious and charitable institutions; and in 
the acts of admission into the Union of each of 
the seven new States, five per cent. on the amount 
of the sales of the public lands within their re- 
spective limits, is granted by Congress, either for 
purposes of internal improvement or education 
And are we now to be met with an argument 
against the power of Congress to make this dis- 
tribution? I trust not. If any constitutional 
question can be considered as settled by a long, 
unifgrm, and uninterrupted course of practical le- 
gislation, this general power over.the public lands 
is one of them. 

I have been amused, sir, at the variety and 
contradictory character of the objections which 
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are made to the distribution as proposed by the 
land bill on your table. 


against this measure is so great, that you seldom 
hear an objection raised by one gentleman, but 
the next one you listen to astounds you with one 
of a directly opposite character; and you rarely 
meet with a single speech or public document 
against this distribution, in which some promi- 
nent position assumed in one paragraph is not 
contradicted and overthrown by that contained in 
a succeeding one. Tam persuaded, sir, that no 
more effectual way of overthowing all these ar- 
guments could be devised, than by collecting them 
altogether, and placing them in juxtaposition with 
each other. [think their mere contrast would be 
their sufficient refutation. I will not detain the 
committee by noticing all of the extraordinary 
objections which the ingenuity of gentlemen has 
devised against this measure of distribution, but 
ĮI must beg leave to notice a few of the most prom- 
inent of them. 

Sir, one person objects against this bill because 
itis temporary—is limited in its operation; it only 
proposes a distribution for five years, and is, 


therefore, no final settlement of the question in | 
I believe this is one '» 


regard to the public lands, 
of the objections in the veto message to the bill 


which passed the two Houses in 1833. Another | 


objection now made is, that the measure will be a 
permanent one. It is said, if the distribution is 
once made, if the States and people but once get 
a taste of this treasure, they never will give it up. 
And this last argument, so complimentary to the 
wisdom and intelligence of the people, is one 
which is urged with considerable earnestness; 
and I do not know but the time may soon come, 
if it has not already arrived, when implicit faith 


in it will be required as one of the qualifications ° 


for membership in what gentlemen are pleased to 
denominate the ‘* Democratic party.’’ I confess 
my democracy is not of that character. 
entire confidence in the ultimate decision of the 
people. If the distribution works well, and the 
revenue of the countr 
continued; otherwise, 1t will be abandoned. 

Sir, another objection made against this bill is, 
that, by placing the States in a dependent posi- 


tion on the General Government, it will tend to ! 


produceconsolidation. 
of the veto objections. 


This, I think, is also one 


the President’s message of 1830, but is contra- 
dicted by a new argument which has lately come 
into fashion. 


Treasury, will become all-powerful, and leave the : 
on its į 
I confess, sir, that this | 


General Government too weak to carr 
necessary operations. 
argument, coming, as it does, from gentlemen 


claiming to have in their peculiar keeping the | 


principles of the old Republican party, strikes my 
ear rather gratingly. But this is a day of new 
things, and I suppose we must brace up our nerves 
to stand the shock of anything, however strange 
or unexpected. I thought that if there was any 
one principle which stood out above all] others as 
the platform on which the old Republican party 
‘was founded, it was that the danger to our sys- 
tem arose from the weakness of the States, and 
the too greatand absorbing power of the General 
‘Government; but now, forsooth, weareexhorted, 
‘in the holy names of republicanism and democ- 
racy,notto distribute to the States a surplus rev- 
enue which the General Government does not 
need,and cannot use, for fear of endangering the 
system, by strengthening the power of the States! 
Sir, this objection, like the other, taxes my de- 
‘mocracy too heavily. Icannot go it. : 
Mr. Chairman, an objection has been raised 
‘against the bill on your table, because it proposes 
to give the new States some ten per cent. on the 
amount of the sales of the lands within their 
Tespective limits, for the purposes of internal im- 
provement, before the general distribution is 
made; and, for this reason, it is said the distri- 
bution is unequal and unjust to the old States. 
Sir, this objection is not only answered by the 
uniform practice of the Government, which I 
have before stated, to make, as a means of en- 
hancing the value and increasing the sales of the 
residue of the lands, grants of lands for such 


No. 46 


The proneness to con- | 
tradiction in the arguments which are adduced | 


I have - 


will admit it, it will be , 


This objection is not! 


only overthrown by the argument contained in; © A i 
y y g | time go into this subject more fully than I have | 


But I would ask if thereis a man : 
here who seriously and truly believes that the | 


The argument is this: that the | 
ig States could not and would not make a much bet- | 


States, by abstracting the funds from the National | 


|| purposes; but by the fact that the additional ten 

; per cent. may be deemed necessary to place the 

| new States on an actual equality with the old, 
for the reason that the former ‘have increased 
much more rapidly in population since the last 
census, than the latter; of which increase in the 
new States the amount of their respective land 
sales is the best practical admeasurement. 
the objection is contradicted and overthrown by 
another, still more extraordinary. Sir, in a pub- 
lic document*, where I find this objection most 
strongly urged, and most laboriously insisted on, 
the final views of the author are summed up in 
the following language; I give it verbatim et lit- 
eratim: 

“I do not doubt that it is the real interest of each and 
all the States in the Union, and particularly of the new 
States, that the price of these lands shall be reduced and 
graduated ; and that after they have been offered fora 


certain number of years, the refuse remaining unsold shail 
be abandoned to the States.” 


Yes, sir, we are told that itis unconstitutional, 


| States, to allow the new States, in a measure of 
| general distribution, a small percentage on the 
| amount of the sales; and yet, that, after a few 
thousand acres more are sold, it will be perfectly 
constitutional in clear conformity with compact, 
and perfectly just to the old States, to cede the 
whole of the lands to the new. Sir, was there 
: ever any public measure which met with such 
unaccountable, such extraordinary, is it too much 
to say, absurd, objections? And what, sir, is 
the object of this war upon reason and common 
sense? Why, sir, no other, that I can discover, 
than to enable the very persons who are carrying 
on the war to reap a rich harvest of patronage, 
. by controlling and directing the use of the money, 
whose distribution they oppose. And this brings 
me to the consideration of another objection, 
which has been made, and the last one which I 
shall notice. 

It is said we have no security that the States will 
make a wise use of this money. I would ask, sir, 
what security have the people that we shall make 
a wise use of it? Have they not the strongest 
possible reasons to believe that, if it remains un- 
distributed, we shall use it most wastefully and 

i improvidently? If they are not already sensible 


| of it, they have read but poorly the signs of the 
times, have watched but carelessly the movements 
‘of their representatives. Sir, I will not at this 


already done. 


1 
|. ter use of this money than we should? It is no- 
: torious that the States use their funds much more 


money that we can. Their agents are nearer to 
the people, and feel a much deeper and stronger 


than in those of the General Government, and 
i watch theagents moreclosely. And what is this 
‘ objection, after all, but an insult to the under- 


| talk here as if they supposed all the virtue and 


these Halls, and that nothing could be well done 
unless we did it. 
Sir, I had no such belief. I believe that Vir- 


‘Vermont, too, and every other State in the Union 
—would appropriate their respective shares in 
this fund to much better purposes than we should. 
And, sir, I have no fears of its corrupting the 
| States. Itis when money is collected in large 
masses, where it cannot be properly used, that 
the danger of corruption exists. That is the pre- 
cise situation of the surplus revenue in reference 
to the General Government. We have no proper 
we must expect that it will naturally be used for 
improper and corrupt purposes. 
of the States is wholly different. The great ob- 
jects of internal improvement and education, 
which come within the peculiar province of State 
legislation, will furnish ample and highly bene- 


* President’s objections to the land bill of 1833. 


But | 


:& violation of compact, and unjust to the old | 


economically than we do—that any State can ac- | 
complish a gwen object with half the amount of | 


responsibility. The people themselves take a i 
deeper interest in objects of a State character , 


| standings and integrity of the people? Gentlemen ` 


all the wisdom of the nation were congregated in ° 


! ginia and Maryland and Pennsylvania—ay, and | 


| objects to which we can apply it, and therefore ; 


he condition - 


the public lands for years to come; and so long as 
those objects require the fostering care of the 
State authorities, there is no possible danger that 

į the fund will corrupt them. Appropriated under 

| the wise legislation of the people’s immediate rep- 

: resentatives, it will infuse new life and vigor into 
the business of the whole country, and its useful- 
ness be benignly felt and appreciated by every 
man in the Union. 

Mr. Chairman, I have said this measure of the 
distribution of the proceeds of the public lands 
was a measure of the people. It has received the 
long recorded approbation of the most eminent 
and valucd men of all political parties; it cannot 
be resisted by any argument which addresses it- 
self to the good sense and sound reason of men; 
and the powerful evidences of its healthful char- 

| acter are within the easy comprehension of the 
|; most common understanding. Do you suppose 
the great body of the people, especially those in 
the interior of the country, will be satisfied to 
have the surplus money in the Treasury foolish] 
squandered on the sea-board; or that they will 
be content to have it remain in the custody of 
some thirty or forty banking corporations, for 
the purpose of enabling their rich stockholders to 
grow still richer, by loaning it out to those blood- 
suckers of the community—the city brokers and 
stock-jobbers? Sir, they will be satisfied with no 
such thing. I warn you, Mr. Chairman, that if 
; this measure fails to pass—if we separate with- 
out making some distribution of the public money, 
the first question that will be put to you when 
you reach your district will be, ‘* Why didn’t you 
pass the land bill?” And have you, sir, got your 
answer prepared? [Mr. Mann nodded afirma- 
tively.] I understand your intimation. I know, 
sir, that you can give as ingenious an answer to 
a difficult question as any man in this House, or 
outof it. But I am mistaken if you do not find 
yourself puzzled to make a satisfactory one to 
this. I suppose you will reply to your constitu- 
ent in the familiar language of party, and say to 
him, “ You know, friend, this is one of Mr. 
Cray’s old plans for breaking down the Admin- 
istration; you vote for Mr. Van Buren, don’t 
you?” “O, yes,” the constituent will say, “ E 
! go for Mr. Van Buren, to be sure; he’s the true 
Democratic candidate; but then 1 don’t see how 
passing the land bill could hurt him; Mr. Ciay’s 
not going to run.” “$ Qh, but,” says the Repre- 
sentative, ‘you know General Jackson is op- 
posed to the bill, and that it would have been 
vetoed if we had passed it—you wouldn’t have 
| me go against General Jackson, would you??? 
‘* Well,” answers the constituent, ‘*I’m a Jack- 
| son man, to be sure; I always was a Jackson 
man—I mean, ever since it came out in the Argus 
that General Jackson was taken into the Dem- 
ocratic party; but I don’t see why General Jack- 
son should be opposed to this distribution—he 
‘used to be in favor of it. Don’t you think Mr. 
Van Buren could have persuaded him to sign the bill???” 
“l see,” says the Representative, ‘“ you don’t 
| understand this matter; this is one of the most 
outrageous measures that was ever presented to 
Congress; the very essence of itis bribery—plain, 
downright bribery??? ‘* Well,” says the con- 
stituent, “I am opposed to bribery, to be sure— 
I, and General Jackson, and the whole Demo- 
: cratic party, are opposed to all bribery in the 
State Senate and everywhere else, but then I don’t 
‘| exactly see how dividing the money among all the 
eople, giving to every one an equal share, can be 
ribery; when giving it toafew men in the cities, 
or letting the banks use it for nothing, is not. 
But I'll think of it. I gofor the Democratic party, 
to be sure; for the Benton yellow boys, and down 
with all monopolies; but I don’t understand how 
this can be bribery after all—I must study a little 
more into this matter.” Mr. Chairman, I will 
i| not putsue this dialogue further. . I will not sup- 
pose you would then address your constituent in 
i| what has been alleged to be the secret language 
of party, and say to him that the use of the money 
; was needed by the Administration to increase 
the patronage and secure the success of the party 
| I will not suppose this, because I know you to 
be incapable of either avowing or acting upon any 


| ficial uses for the application of the proceeds of 
| 
| 
| 
| 


| such motive. I wish I could say as much of every- 
| body else. 
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Sir, I have a few words to say in regard to the 
peculiar position of my own State, with reference 
to the expenditures of this Government, when I | 
shall have done. I think I may safely say, that 
no State inthe Union has shared so little in the 
direct pecuniary benefits of the General Govern- 
ment as Vermont. From the very beginning, she 
did not reap all the advantages conferred on the 
other States. Exercising throughout the whole 
of the revolutionary war in actual, though unac- 
knowledged independence, and occupying a fron- 
tier position, often the theater of invasion and 
always in imminent danger of it, her people bore 
their full share in the perils, the trials, the ex- 
penses, and the honors of that contest. Yet she 
came into the Union in 1791, bringing not with her 
a State debt to cast as a burden on the nation, but 
to unite with her sister States in the payment of 
the twenty millions of their debts, which this Gov- 
ernment had already assumed. Under the oper- 
ation of the taxing power of this Government, 
she has paid her share of the debts of those States 
in proportion to her population and resources. I 
speak not this by way of complaint; I make the 
statement as matter of fact and of history. Of 
the several hundred millions of the expenditures 
which this Government has made since its first 
organization under the present Constitution, but 
a fraction has been disbursed in Vermont. Ihave 
not been able to ascertain, from printed public 
documents, the precise share which the State I in 

art represent has had in all your appropriations; 
Pat I will give you the amount for three perma- 
nent objects of local expenditures, as a sample. | 
Your expenditures for fortifications have been | 
$17,526,000; for internal improvements $6,283,- ` 
000; and of neither of these sums has a dollar 
ever reached Vermont. Your expenditures for 
light-houses have been §3,644,00U; and of this 
Vermont has received the sum of $4,729 22. Sir, 
while other States can boast of the fortifications, 
the navy-yards, the custom-houses, the marine 
hospitals, the mints, the armories, and other 
splendid works, which your Treasury has caused 
to spring into existence; of the harbors and rivers 
whose channels you have deepened and enlarged; 
of roads and canals, which your munificence has 
constructed or aided, the only legible marks which 
you have made on the surface of Vermont, to 
which her people can point as evidence that she 
also belongs to the Union, is the light-house I ' 
have mentioned, and a small arsenal—both to- 
gether costing the Government something less 
than $15,000. I speak not even this in the way 
of complaining of the past expenditures of this , 
Government, or as putting in a claim for a large 
share in the future expenditures for similar ob- 
jects. It is doubtless true that expenditures for 
naticnal purposes should be made, where the gen- 
eral interest requires them, without reference to | 
State lines, and I know that of the vast amount | 
of your future appropriations, but a mere trifle 

can ever be expected to reach the State of which ` 
I ama representative. You have ceased making | 
appropriations for internal improvements, and we | 
can éxpect nothing for such objects. Our people 
are hardy and brave, have always shown them- 
selves well qualified to defend their territory, and | 
require no fortifications; and having no sea-board, 


we are cut off from reaping any local benefits from | 
the thousand maritime objects for which the great- | 


est proportion of the funds of this Government 
have been, and in all probability will continue to 
be, expended. 

Sir, the people of Vermont understand the con- 
sequences which, under the practical legislation 
of this Government, are to follow from their in- 
land position; and they have been long looking 
forward to the period when, the national debt 
being discharged, and a surplus found in the 
Treasury, all objections to a distribution of the 
proceeds of the public lands would cease. The 
expected period has arrived, but the objections 
stili continue, and we were warned by the chair- 
man of the Committee of Ways and Means, in 
the opening of this debate, that there was not only 
to be no distribution, but that, if the surplus con- 
tinued, the compromise tariff act would not long 
be respected. Sir, I know this would be the nat- 
ural consequence of the accumulation of an ex- 


cess of revenue and a denial of its distribution; 
and being very sure that the extravagant expend- | 


| 


' itures which are proposed to be made in order to | 
get rid of the surplus, cannot meet the deliberate 


li 
[i 


approbation of the people, I believe the question 
will be between an abandonment of the tariff and 
a distribution of the surplus among the States. 
Yes, sir, the measure of justice which you pro- 
pose to deal out to the agriculturists, the manu- 
facturers, and the mechanics of Vermont, is not 
only to deny them all advantages from the com- 
mon fund arising out of the public lands, but to 
sacrifice the rewards of their industry to the cupid- 
ity of the capitalists, and the competition of the 
paupers of foreign Governments. Permit me to 
say that this is a measure of justice, or rather of 
crying injustice, which they will notaccept. And, 
sir, their position will bealonely one. The people 
of the whole country, and especially of the inte- 
rior, perceiving that this measure of distribution 
is one which, in all its aspects, involves their 
highest and deepest interests, and that, compared 
with it, their petty contests about who, for the 
time being, shall enjoy the honors and emoluments 
of office, dwindle into insignificance, will rise in 
their might, and, breaking asunder the party 
shackles which have bound them, will speak to | 
their representatives a language in its favor which | 
cannot be misunderstood, and will not be resisted. 

But I will not dwell on this subject. I have al- 

ready occupied more of the time of the commit- 


‘tee than I intended, and I forbear to submit any 


further remarks. 


Note.—The public lands were acquired by the United 
States by cessions from the old States, (the most important 
being that of Virginia in 1783,) and by the purchase in 
Louisiana in 1802, and in Florida in 1819. The quantity of 
land in the States and organized Territories, in which the | 
{ndian title still remains, is about seventy-nine millions of 
acres. In two hundred and sixty-cight millions the Indian 
tide has become extinct, and of this one hundred and sev- | 
enty-six millions have been surveyed, forty-four millions 
of it sold. and one hundred and thirty-two millions remain 
unsold. Besides this, there are, west of the Mississippi, and 
without the boundaries of the States and Territories, about 
seven hundred and fitteen millions of aeres belonging to 
the United States, subject, however, to the Indian titles. 

The amount of the net proceeds of the sales of the pub- | 
lic lands for the years 1838, 1834, and 1835, which the land || 
bill proposes to distribute, is $20,571,125 75. The amount || 
of the sales for the first quarter of the present year exceeds : 
$5,500,000. Estimating the proceeds of 1836 at $15,500,000, 
the amount to be distributed at the end of the present year 
will be about $35,000,000. This sum, after deducting the 
ten per cent. allowed to the new States, distributed among 
the States according to their federal population, will give to 
each individual about @2 75. The share of Vermont in this | 
distribution, with a population of 280,655.would be $771,800. 
If the State should make this a fund for the support of | 
schools, it would, at an interest of six per cent., produce the 
amount of 346,308, equal to the sum that would be pro- | 
duced by a tax of two and a quarter cents on the whole 
grand list of the State. If the proceeds of the sales for 
1837, which the land bill also provides for distributing should 
equal those of the present year, the annual interest of the 
fund would considerably exceed the amount of the three 
cent tax annnally assessed for the support of schools, and 
enable the Legistature, if it thought proper, todispense with 
its future collection. 

If the Legislature should, under proper regulations, pro- 
vide by law for enabling the several towns in the State to | 
take charge of their respective shares of the fund, and dis- | 
tribute the same among them in proportion to their popu- : 
Jation, the sum which each town would obtain at the end 
of the present year may be readily calculated, by allowing 
$2 75 for each individual. Thus, a town of 100 inhabitants 


|, Would receive $275; one of 500 inhabitants, $1 3375; 0f |: 


1,009, $2.750; of 1 


1009, $2. ,500, $4,125; of 2,000 $5,500; of 3,000, ` 
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POLICY OF THE GOVERNMENT. 
SPEECH OF HON. JOHN BELL, 


OF TENNESSEE, 
In tHe House or REPRESENTATIVES, 
March 16, 22, and 25, 1836, 


Whilst in Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union on the Naval Appropriation Bill. 


Mr. BELL said: 

Mr. Cuatruan: [ desire that I should not be | 
understood, from the remarks heretofore submit- i 
ted by me upon the bill under consideration, to 
be hostile to the Navy, or even to such fortifica- į 
tions as may be known to be necessary to the | 
defense of our most important commercial and | 
naval depots. On the contrary, I am decidedly in | 
favor of a considerable increase of our present 
naval establishment. Indeed, I do not remember 
a sentiment delivered by the gentleman who pre- 
ceded me in this debate [Mr. Cuampens] upon |! 


i; a different course from the one 
: adopt; but I am encouraged by a saying of the 


this point, to which I do not yield a hearty con- 
currence. What I wish to be accomplished by 
my motion is, that we shall first settle and adopt 
some system or plan of improvement in thig 
branch of the national defense which shall prom- 
ise a greater degree of economy and efficiency 
than we can hope for under the present system. 

I now propose to extend the range of this de- 
bate much beyond the latitude assumed in the 
preceding part of it. I propose to remark freely 
upon the general policy of the present Adminis- 
tration, as lately developed. The principles and 
practices of those in power are always subjects 
of great interest to the country. Those of the 
party which now control the affairs of this Repub- 
lic are peculiarly so at this time. While it is 
my intention, in what I shall say on these sub- 
jects, to be perfectly respectful to the motives and 
feelings of the committee, and especially to those 
who constitute the majority of the House of Rep- 
resentatives, yet with these limitations—it is my 
intention to indulge the privilege of debate to the 
utmost limit of parliamentary license. 

I desired some more suitable occasion for the 
indulgence of the very wide range of remark upon 
which I am about to enter, than the present bill. 
I would have greatly preferred the bill reported 
by the gentleman from Kentucky, [Mr. Jony- 
son,] making appropriations for a great number 
of new fortifications. The bill proposing an 
eXtra appropriation for the improvement and 
increase of the Navy, would have been selected 
in preference to the present one; but, sir, I have 
lately had my doubts whether it is intended that 
either of these bills shall be acted upon before the 
close of the session, when debate will be out of 
the question. I know the responsibilities to 


| which I may subject myself by making this bill 
: the subject of a tedious debate. 


I am satisfied 
that I might have expected some better effect 
from the remarks I intend to offer, if I had been 
more fortunate in the occasion of them. But, 
sir, the time and, the occasion I have selected may 
not, afterall, be of so much consequence. Greater 
skill in parliamentary tactics might have enabled 
me to do greater justice to my sr by taking 

am about to 


gallant Nelson upon some occasion when the 
Importance of skill in naval tactics was spoken 
of: “A captain,” said he, “cannot be far wrong, 
who, in battle, lays his ship alongside of the 
enemy.” 

Such a discussion as I propose is always salu- 
tary, and ought to be indulged at every session 
of Congress. Jn truth, it should never be omitted. 
If any find fault with the delay that is likely to 
occur, let them take consolation from the motto 
of the Government Journal, which is, that ‘ the 
world is governed too much.” A proposition, 
however, by no means consistent with the prin- 
ciples of the party of which this journal is the 
organ. But if it shall be inquired, why provoke 
a party discussion upon the Navy bill, or upon 
any of the appropriation bills? why not bring 
forward some distinct proposition, in the shape 
of a resolution? I answer, because I perceive a 
settled purpose in the House to prevent the intro- 


| duction of any subject which can fairly give rise 
! to the desired discussion during the present ses- 


sion. I wanted no other proof of this determin- 
ation of the majority of the House, than the res- 
olution offered by the gentleman from Virginia, 
[Mr. Mason,] and adopted on the 26th of Janu- 
ary. The reason alleged for this resolution was, 
the defenseless condition of the country, the fears 
entertained of a war with France, and conse- 
quently the great importance of passing the appro- 
priation bills without delay. , 

This was all plausible enough, if the circum- 
stances accompanying and preceding the resolu- 
tion had not taken away the grounds assumed. 
The navy bill, than which none was of more im- 
portance, had been taken up at the instance of 
the chairman of the Committee of Ways and 
Means on the 13th of January, and although all 
the reasons for speedy action upon it existed at 
that time, which were afterwards alleged, yet it 
was laid over the very next day, and made to give 
place from day to day to measures of inferior 
importance, withoutexplanation or apology: On 
the 22d of January the majority of the House 
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agreed to consider the resolution of the gentle- 


man from Massachusetts, [Mr. Apams,] and all |; 


i 
| 


the orders of the House, and consequently all the | 


business of the House, was postponed for the 
purpose of hearing a discussion on the loss of 
the three milion appropriation, This subject 
was permitted to occupy four or five days; but 
the experience of that discussion produced a very 
decided change in the House in regard to the 
propriety of party discussions in general. Itwas 
very evident that, although the majority were 
highly gratified by the effort of the honorable gen- 
tleman who offered the resolution, [Mr. Apams,] 
yet they did not relish the reply quite so well. 
Some uneasiness began to be felt before the gen- 
teman trom Virginia (Mr. Wise] concluded his 
remarks, and many of the party began to think 
that any indulgence in such discussions was 
wrong, and to wonder how they had fallen into 
the error of voting to consider the resolution. 

The resolution of the gentleman from Virginia 
[Mr. Mason] was in good time torepair the error 
into which the party had fallen. It is deserving 
of remark, that on the evening of the same day 
on which this resolution was offercd, the messen- 
ger arrived in this city, bringing with him an 
offer of the mediation of Great Britain in settling 
the difference between this country and France; 
and I have sufficient evidence to satisfy me that 
before that time information, through some chan- 
nel or other, had reached this Government that 
England would interpose her good offices to pre- 
vent a war. Š 

Mr. MASON denied that he had received any 
information whateverof the intention of the Eng- 
lish Government to offer her mediation. He also 
said that the resolution had been under consider- 
ation in the Committee on Foreign Relations, 
several days before he offered it, and denied that 
he had any other motive in offering the resolu- 
tion than the one he announced at the time. 

Mr. BELL. I must say that I did suppose the 
gentleman from Virginia possgssed some inform- 
ation In relation to the French question which 
was not in the knowledge of the House. I now 
dismiss my suspicions, and acquit him; but his 
ignorance of what must have been known to the 
Government, only shows that the degree of con- 
fidence to which his station in this House entitles 
him, is not given to him by those at the head of 
affairs. Still, sir, the circumstances that the hour 
of one o’clock each day was the hour the resolu- 
tion fixed for taking up the appropriation bills; 
the certainty that by this course the debate on 
the resolution of the gentleman from Massachu- 
setts [Mr. Apams] would be cut off; and the 
further circumstance that other bills besides these 
for the support of the Army and Navy and for 
fortifications, were embraced in that resolution, 
are sufficient to justify the opinion that it was 
designed by some of those who took a part in 


getting it brought forward and adopted, to have ' 


the effect that I have ascribed to it. Besides, I 


must say to the gentleman from Virginia, that I | 


cannot so readily forgive him for his neglect— 
after he had seen that the appropriation bills 
still slept upon the table, and that the only effect 
of his resolution was to give the majority of the 
House an undue controlover its business—to come 
forward and move to rescind it. When all pros- 
pect of a war with France had ceased, it was his 
duty to have taken this course. I cannot forget, 
either, that instead of urging the execution of the 
order he had obtained, giving a preference to the 
appropriation bills, he upon several occasions 
gave his vote to take up subjects of minor im- 
portance. The effect of that resolution was to 
give an undue power to the majority cf this House 
over the subjects of debate. It operated to re- 
strain the freedom of discussion; and I have a 
right, under the circumstances, to consider that 
it was so intended by the majority. I pronounce 
the course of proceeding with that resolution as 
unprecedented, unparliamentary, and oppressive 
to the minority. i 

If the spirit of the resolution of 26th January 
shall be carried out by the party in power, it will 
result in the reénactment of the sedition law of 
1798. It is founded precisely upon the same pol- 
icy, and we have only to go a step or two fur- 
ther, and the object of the sedition law will be 
_effected, so far as regards the freedom of debate 


in this House. The object of the sedition law of 
1798 was to suppress discussion, and to prevent 


attacks upon the party in power. Such was the 
object of this resolution. 


There is more than one circumstance in the 


state of the times, Mr. Chairman, which is cal- ` 


culated to remind us of the era of 1798; and that 
I may not be thought to have referred to that pe- 
riod without very sufficient reason, I beg leave 
briefly to notice the similarity between the two 
periods of 1798 and 1836. The alien and sedition 
laws, the proposition of the party then in power to 
establish a standing army, and to create and main- 
tain a great naval armament, were regarded by the 
Republican party, in 1798, as hostile to the genius 
and spirit of our free institutions, and tending de- 
cidedly to the introduction of arbitrary power. 
The party now in power are in favor of both these 
measures. The sedition law was based upon the 
idea of the same infallibility of the President and 
the party then in a majority in Congress, which is 
now assumed for the present Exccutive and the 
party now in power. But there wasa war panicin 
1798, just such as we have recently had in our time. 
There was said to be a French party in this coun- 
try in 1798; and, most strange to relate, it has been 
proclaimed upon this floor in the course of this 
debate, that there is a French party now in this 
country. To show how the war panic, and the 
proposition for a standing army and a great navy, 
were spoken of and resisted in 1798, and to illus- 
trate the striking coincidences of the two periods, 
I will read an extract from one of the thousand 
remonstrances laid before Congress in 1798-99. 
The one from which this extract is taken was 
adopted and forwarded by a public meeting of 
the stern Republican yeomen of the great State of 
Pennsylvania: 

“ Your memorialists would further beg leave to remon- 
strate against several of the measures which either have 
been adopted, or which may be still in contemplation, in 
consequence of our negotiation with the French Republic, 
as productive ofan unnecessary increase of the public debt, 
and the introduction of an oppressive system of taxation. 
These measures appear to be founded on the alarm which 
has been excited and industriously circulated throughout 
the United States about the danger of a French invasion, 
but your memorialists see no good reason to believe that 
this alarm can be well founded ; for admitting it to be true 
what has been so often asserted of late, that the French 
people have been so unfortunate as to choose for themselves 
an exccutive branch to their Government which is proud, 
vain, and ambitious, and disposed to exercise undue influ- 
ence or arbitrary control over the legislative councils of our 
country, and inclined to convert the power and resources 
of that nation to such purposes as will best suit their am- 
bitious projects, yet it does not appear that they have any 
intention or disposition to invade this country; your me- 
morialists cannot see in an expedition to Egypt, as against 


' the British settlements in the East Indies, as in thesupposed 


. greatly superior to them on the water. 


bad conduct of the French armies in Switzerland or in 
Italy, any evidence of an intention to invade the United 
States; more especially when it is considered that they are 
destitute of a force by sea, and at war with a nation so 
Your meiorialists 
therefore conceive that this alarm, which they think must 
now be considered as altogether ill-founded, ought not to 
be deemed a motive sufficient to justify the introduction of 
a standing army into the United States, and of the estab- 
lishment of an expensive navy, which must greatly increase 
the public debt, introduce an oppressive and burdensome 
system of taxation, and remove all hopes from the people 
of being ever relieved from the evils that grow out of a 
funding system.” 


I beg leave also to read a paragraph from the 
report of the Secretary of the Navy in 1798, 
upon the subject of increasing this arm of the 
national defense. Taking care to omit the date, 
this report might very properly have been copied 


and sent to Congress as a substitute for the doc- | 


trines and recommendations of the last special 


message: 
“The protection of our coast, the security of our exten- 
sive country from invasion in some of its weakest parts, 


the safety of our important commerce, and our future peace, ` 


when the maritime nations of Europe war with each other, _: 
all seem to demand that our naval force should be aug- | 


mented, so much augmented, indeed, as to make the most 
powerful nations desire our friendship, the most unprin- 
cipled respect our neutrality. The peaceful character of 
America will afford to the world sufficient security that we 
shall not be easily provoked to carry war into the country 
of an enemy; and it well becomes the wisdom of America 
to provide a cheap defense to keep it from our own.”? 


I might further corroborate what I have said 
of the striking resemblance between the doctrines 
and incidents of the era of 1798 and the present 


: period, by quoting from the report of the Secre- 


tary of War, made in 1798; but it is only a rep- 
etition of the same views applied to the Army 


embraced in the extract I have just cited. But, . 


sir, there was a Union panic got up in 1798 also. 
To show upon what grounds this panic was 
created, and how it was met by the leaders of the 
Republican party at that day, 1 will read an 
extract from a cotemporary publication of one of" 
the most distinguished of that party, a son of” 
Virginia, and who, during the whole of Mr. 
Jefferson’s administration, was one of the greatest 
ornaments and most distinguished champions of 
republicanism in Congress; I allude to William 
B. Giles. 

After dwelling at some length upon the first part 
ofa conversation which had become the subject of 
anewspaper discussion, Mr. Giles proceeded thus: 

“T remarked that I always had been, and still was, a 
friend of the Union ; yet, if the measures proposed were to 
be adopted as permanent systems, I would rather see a 
separation of the Union, upon proper and pacific arrange- 
ments, than be perpetually subject to all the pernicious 
consequences which in my opinion would necessarily flow 
from them ; I considered disunion as a deplorable event; 
but less deplorable than a perpetuity of expensive armies, 
perpetuity of expensive navies, perpetuity of excessive 
debts, perpetuity of excessive taxes, and all the oppressive 
consequences resulting therefrom. I explained further by 
saying that I hoped these propositions would never be . 
matured into political systems; that I trusted the constitu- 
tional corrective would soon be applied ; that after the peo- 
ple should become apprised of the artifice of exciting and 
playing off their prejudices in one part of the Union against 
their prejudices in another ; after they shal! become fatigued 
with various delusions practiced upon them by interested 
partisans, they will listen to the voice of interest, and, in 
a regular and constitutional way, relieve themselves from 
their oppressions, if they should unfortunately be system- 
atized.”” 

These proofs and references establish, beyond 
cavil, the truth of what I have said as to the close 
resemblance between the parties in power in 1798 
and at the present moment. The analogy is man- 
ifest_ in the powers assumed by and for the Ex- 
ecutive; in the policy in relation to a standing 
army and a great naval establishment; and in 
many of the practices of the party then and now 
in power. Sir, the doctrines and practices of the 
party in. power in 1798, I affirm, are vindicated 
and justified by the course and principles of the 
one now inthe ascendency. The gentleman from 
Massachusetts [Mr. Apams] is not so inconsist- 
ent as some of his former friends have supposed 
him to be. He is now supporting E N 
to which he adhered during his own Administra- 
tion, and whic he is also impelled to sustain by 
the most powerful and interesting considerations 
arising out of the recollection who it was that 
held the reins of Government in 1798. The gen- 
tleman from Massachusetts has not changed his 
principles, but the dominant party have become 
converts to his doctrines and policy. I infer that 
he is now engaged to support them in all their 
measures; but this is a declaration I feel, upon 
reflection, I have no right to make. 

But, sir, alarming and dangerous as were the 


i pretensions of the Federal party in 1798, it was 
; less dangerous to the country and its institutions 


than the one which is now seeking to perpetuate 
its power and maxims. The party in 98 had 


: the frankness and manliness to assume and avow 


| their principles. 


, them. 


They openly proclaimed them, 
defended them with courage, and finally fell by 
But, sir, the party now in power shrink 
from the open avowal of their real principles. 
They assume the mask of Republicans, and while 
they practice upon many of the most odious 
maxims of the party in power in 98, they do all 
in the name of democracy and liberty. 

If any one shall object to this discussion because 


_it savors of President-making; if any gentleman 


shall be deluded by the opinion that topics directly 
connected with the politics of the day should be 
excluded from this Hall, I ask him to reflect for 
a moment upon the fact that no subject, at this 
day, of importance, does not arise in Congress 
which is not sustained or opposed, and finally 


i decided, upon principles and motives which enter 


directly and deeply into the presidential canvass, 


; and ultimately decide that issue. And when, sir, 
, the action of this House, and so great a propor- 


tion of the business of this House, is dictated and 
controlled by party views, and to advance or 
depress the prospects of one or the other of the 
candidates for the Presidency, shall it be held 
improper to speak out, to avow openly, and 
vindicate, in debate, the motives and principles 


: which actually govern our votes? Sir, does not 


every gentleman know that the very first busi- 
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ness of the session, I mean the election of the | be met for a few years from the present sources 


principal officers of the House, and that one 
especially who is known to nossess great power 
and influence in shaping anu directing the entire 
business of the session, was decided upon grounds 
intimately connected with President-making? I 
hope I may be permitted to refer to this part of 
the action of the House without offense, since I 
can do so without the slightest feeling on my 
part against any portion of the members who 
compose it. That election, sir, was openly 
claimed and boasted of in the columns of the 
party press, as a test of the strength of the party 
attached to the interest of the Vice President. 

But it has of iate become more important than 
at any former period in the history of the Gov- 
ernment, that this subject of President-making 
should be taken up seriously, and made a part 
of the regular business of Congress. By force of | 
that system of party organization and discipline, 
which is now rapidly maturing and spreading | 
itself over the country, it must soon come to pass, 
if, indeed, it is not now the case, that the election 
of a President determines every other question | 
of public policy or public interest for at least four | 
years, and perhaps eight. If this be so; if it be 
true that everything is to be settled by the decrees 
of the party, and that the President, at the head 
of the party, is only the organ through which ' 
their decree is to be communicated to Congress, 
then | appeal to you, sir, whether you (Mr. 
Hamer] would not, upon reflection, retract a 
sentiment expressed the other day, and admit 
the importance of discussing every question con- , 
nected nearly or remotely with the presidential | 
election? 

I repeat that, if the doctrine is to be established 
‘that no member of this House who professes to 


belong to the party in power can vote against a , Massachusetts, [Mr. Apams.] That gentleman 


measure recommended, either publicly or pri- 
vately, by the President, without incurring the | 


| 


of revenue; but the public lands are now in a state | 
of such rapid exhaustion, that very soon we will | 
find our revenue from this quarter reduced to a 
million or less. The public works which we are 
now about to commence must be carried on, and 
funds will have to be raised to support those 
which may be finished in the mean time. Then 
comes a new and increased system of taxation 
as a matter of course, with its usual train of 
evils. 
But what will be a more serious consequence, 
is the great increase of the Army and Navy, which 
cannot fail to follow the adoption of this new and 
extravagant policy. When all the navy-yards, 
and all the new fortifications now proposed to be 
established shall be completed, a standing army 
of less than fifteen or twenty thousand men would | 
not be thought of, or tolerated under the new im- 
pulse which is soon to be given to the military 
spirit. Indeed, less than that number would not 
be sufficient to guard our western frontier, and at ' 


i the same time secure so many fortifications upon 


the sea-coast against surprise. As to the Navy, 
after such gigantic preparations for the improve- 
ment and increase of it as are now proposed, will 
a navy of less than one hundred ships-of-war in 
commission be regarded as at all admissible for a 
country of such resources, of such character and 
importance in the scale of nations? Such are the 
views of grandeur and power which are now begin- 
ning to exercise an important influence over the 
course of many of the leading men in power. Some 
opinion may be formed of the magnificence of the 
projects of the party, from the declaration upon | 
this subject of the gentleman from New York, || 
[Mr. CamBretene,]} made in the course of his re- | 
marks upon the resolution of the gentleman from 


expressed the hope that in a short time we would 
see the Navy of this country placed upon a foot- 


. that upon this question of confidence and ¢ 


imputation of deserting his party—and such, I || ing to cope with the most powerful maritime 
believe, is the rigor of the new system of party |' power of Europe! Who does not see from all 
tactics in operation—if whatever the President | this that we are to have an increased tariff in due 
recommends cannot be resisted by the party | season, and that the managers of the party are 
which profess to support him, | assert that this | preparing to claim the support of the manufac- | 
subject of President-making is the first and most |: turing interests? 
important that can and ought to occupy ourat-': Butif we should be satisfied that it is the true ` 
tention. If the result of an election is to annihi- `' policy of the country to adopt the plan of defend- 

late the independent power of action by Congress, | ing the country by fortifications, no matter at 

“and put everything in the hands of the President |, what cost; to increase the Army and Navy, at 

of a party, it is time not only to assert the right i the risk even of an increased system of taxation, 

to discuss the question here, but to doit promptly, | still the inquiry and discussion which I propose | 
freely, and fully; and it shall not be my fault if it to go into, will be of great importance. The | 
is notdone. There is strong reason to believe 

that the obligations of party are held so sacred | 
that none who belong to the majority dare to do 
anything which the President shall forbid, or to 


| system of public defense may be wise and pru- : 
|| dent in itself; but the time and manner of carry- 4 
i ing it into execution, may, and does demand a 
yt i; Separate consideration. The improvement of the 
fail in the support of whatever he shall recom- !| Navy, and the new fortifications projected, it is 
mend. Have we not lately seen the force of this | estimated will require an annual expenditure of |; 
obligation to be so strong in this House that the <| $10,000,000 for ten years, making a total of |! 


f 
absolute power of peace and war was ready to be | $100,000,000. The faithful and judicious appli- I| 
yielded up, in effect, into the hands of one man? 7 


[ 1 i: cation of this vast fund, supposing it to be settled ` 
Coming to the House under the extraordinary ‘| that it shall be expended upon these objects, be- 
pany pledges usual in popular elections of late, 


l 
hope it will not be regarded as improper or dis- 


'i comes a subject of the deepest interest to the | 
i; whole country. The country has a right to in- |! 

respectful to ask, if the President had, during the 4 z 

late crisis, said ‘* we must have war,’’ would the 


|| quire who are the agents and public servants who i 
i are about to be intrusted with the disbursement | 
party in this House have had the power to gain- i| of this enormous capital. Are they faithful? 
say it? War we must then have had; and the || Are they competent? Have they proved them- 
Morai power was not in this House to resist it, 

whatever may have been the private epinions 


selves so upon past trial? Sir, a great prelim- 
) l inary question Is to be settled before we add 
of honorable members of the wisdom of such a o 
measure. 


$10,000,000 to the usual annual expenditure. It | 
No occasion tan be more appropriate for the 


1s a question of confidence in public servants, as 
; j be } a | well as expediency. Who are they that demand 

discussion of the principles and practices of the 

Government, than the one presented by the ap- 


i: from the representatives of the people this sig- 
l | nal mark of confidence to place $10,000,000 in 
propriation bills presented as a whole. it is pro- : 
posed to increase the annual expenditure for the 


| their hands during the present year, more than 
i 1 at any former period? Are they the same public 

military defenses of the country and internal im- 
‘ provement, ten millions inone year. it isa new 


servants who have had charge of the public de- 
i fenses suring our late difficulties with France 

erain the history of the Government. Soextrav- j| and under whose superintendence they have suf- 

,agant a proposition is unknown in our annals. |} fered decay and dilapidation ? By what title do 

The results of this new policy are beyond the || they ask this ‘extraordinary evidence of confi- 

ken orconception of many; butthose who planned 

it, undetstood them well enough, though it may 


dence? 
i e Sir, they ask for money and increased confi- 
not be destrable to their interests to avow them 
-all at once. The-first tnévitavie resuit of this 


dence; we demand scrutiny into past conduct. 

They ask for reward for. past merit ‘and service; 
:policy, if it shail be sanctioned by Congress, will 
e the mtroduction, ma short period, of an m- 


f 
il 
i 


| Of the public safety and interests. 


[March 16, 


Ho. or Reps. 


It requires 
nts, nor fidelity 
in members. But, sir, to see and to provide that 


duty ofa representative of the people. 
| neither experience, industry, tale 


~ it shall be faithfully expended and applied to ob- 


jects of public utility, isa more difficult as well as 
more important part of our duty. Iam aware 
] ompe- 
tency of the public officers of the Government, as 
well as the policy of making large appropriations 
tor building up the defenses of the country, there 
is a ready and conclusive argument at hand, in 
the minds of many. I know well enough that all 
objections are intended to be met and put down 
here and before the people, by holding up for 
their due regard and acquiescence the sentiment 
and recommendation of the late special message 
upon French affairs. It should be borne in mind 
that twenty-five thousand copies of that message 
were ordered to be printed by this House; and 
in a week from the date of that order, the whole 
number was said to be published and at the dis- 
posal of members, when at the same time there 
were documents ordered to be printed at the com- 


' mencement of the session, which had not been 


furnished. Itis easy to penetrate the design of 
this unusual dispatch. That document was ex- 
pected to give tone to public sentiment generally 
and speedily. The effect of it upon this House, 
after it had had time to be returned upon it through 
a thousand channels, was relied upon to pass the 
bill necessary to carry this new policy of the 
Administration into execution. I beg leave to 
read a single paragraph of this message, that I 
may submit a few remarks upon the singular 
character of it: 


_“{ may be permitted, I trust, at this time, without a sus- 
picion of the most remote desire to throw off censure from 


| the Executive or to point it to any other department or 


branch of the Government, to referto the want of effective 
preparation in which our country was found at the late 
crisis. From the nature of our institutions, the movements 
of the Government in preparation for hostilities must ever 
be too slow for the exigencies of unerpected war. 1 submit 
it, then, to you, whether the first duty we owe to the people 
who have confided to us their power, is not to place our 
country in such an attitude as always to be so amply sup- 
plied with the means of self-detense as to afford noinduce- 
ment to other nations to presume upon our forbearance, or 
to expect important advantages from a sudden assault, 
either upon our commerce, or sea coast, or our interior 
frontier. In ease of the commencement of hostilities during 
the recess of Congress, the time inevitably elapsing before 
that body could be called together, even under the most 


: favorable circumstances, would be pregnant with danger, 


and if we escaped without signal disaster or national dis- 
honor, the hazard of both unnecessarily incurred, could 
not fail to excite a feeling of deep reproach. F earnestly 
recommend to you, therefore, to make such provisions, that 


inno future time shall we be found without ample means to 


repel aggression, even although it may come upon us without 
a note of warning. We are now, fortunately, so situated 
that the expenditure. for this purpose will not be felt; and 
if it were, it would be approved by those from whom all 
its means are derived, and for whose benefit only it should 


: be used with a liberal] economy and an enlightened fore- 


cast.?? 


Here, sir, we have a distinct avowal that there 

as been gross neglect somewhere. That is some- 
thing gained; but it is left doubtful whether it is 
Congress or the Executive that is chargeable 
with the neglect which is so manifest as to call 
for a fullacknowledgment. It is evident, how- 
ever, that the effect of the manner of this admis- 
sion is to Shield the delinquents, whoever they 
may be, and to charge the defenseless condition 
of our country at the late crisis to the nature of 
our Government. 1 shall, before I sit down, en- 
deavor to vindicate our form of Government from 
this charge, at least, so far as concerns the late 
default. I piedge myself to show who were the 
real delinquents, and what were their employ- 
merits when they should have been taking care 
But there ap- 
ears to me to be an inconsistency in the passage 
have just read, which I cannot omit to point 


F 


_ oat. In one part of the paragraph this sentiment 
is expressed: 


“From the nature of our institutions, the movements of 
the Government in the preparations for hostilities must ever 
be too slow for the exigencies of unexpected war.” 


In another part of the same paragraph, we find 
this sentence: 

“I earnestly recommend to you, therefore, to make such 
provisions, that in no future time shall we be found without 
ample means to repel aggression, even although it maycomeé 
upon us without a note of warning.” 


- it may become our duty to arraign them as delin- 
„creased and oppressing system of taxation. An 


H 
l 
| quents before the tribunal of the public, instead 
é [oe pouring the Treasury into their laps. To vote 
-‘fncreased annual-expenditure of ten millions may 


il money. is the least difficult and most pleasant 


Now, sir, I do not know that it is proper to 
-consider this pasdageas the result of deliberation, 


APPE 
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or to criticise too closely a paper which, like | 
many of the same kind, have often to be drawn | 
up without affording time for close or accurate 
revision; but it is manifest that this document 
was intended and expected to produce results of 
the greatest importance to the country. It was 
doubtless intended to prepare and reconcile the 
public mind to the change of policy by the party 
in power, and to give popularity to the project of 
expending the surplus revenue upon such objects 
as would raise us to the first rank among nations 
in military and naval power. I regard itas, there- 
fore, entirely proper to point out any inconsist- 
enev which may tmpair the effect of it. It would 
be idle to vote a hundred millions to the public 
defense of the country if it be true that, by reason 
of the nature of our Government, it is impossible 
that the country can ever be put into a condition 
to meet the emergency of sudden war. 

Mr. Chairman, [ regard the time as particularly 
propitious to a general review of the conduct and 
principles of men In power, especially in reference 
to the public defenses. The French question is 
atan end, and we can now inquire into the con- 
duct of the public officers who are responsible for 
them, and hold them up naked to the world, with- 
out the risk of exposing our weakness to the pub- 
licenemy. A time of peace, too, it is said is the 
time to prepare for war. Thisis the great maxim 
upon which the new policy of the Administration 
is expected to be supported. A true and wise 
maxim it is, but one which is only half under- 
stood by those in whose mouths we most fre- 
quently find it. Many suppose that the only 
preparation for war consists in increasing our 
military and naval establishments, 

The great minister of Henry the IV. of France, 
who was surnamed The Great, understood the 
full import of this maxim. The best, the truest, 
and most effective preparation for war, is to take 
care that all the important departments of the 
civil administration are in a sound and healthful 
condition; especially those connected with the 
fiscal resources of the country, and those which 
are the keys to public confidence. If those be 
disordered and disarranged when entering upon 
a war, there can be no hope of a successful and 
economical management of the public credit and 
resources, or, in other words, of the sinews of 
war—there can be no reform in time of war. 
Public confidence is as essential to the support |. 
of war as money itself. In truth it is confidence | 
which supplies money. If you mean, then, 
really to enter upon a system of defense and 
effective preparation for war, begin at the right 
point. Correct the abuses in your civil adminis- 
tration—regulate and discipline your household 
troops. When you have done this, and not before, 
may you feel secure of the faithful and skillful 
application of the public treasure to the public 
defense; and when war shall actually come, suc- , 
cess and victory cannot fail to crown your arms. 

But there is a stronger justification than any I 
have yet mentioned of the course of discussion . 
and scrutiny which I propose. Ft is that no time 
is to be lost in calling the attention of the public i, 
to, and exposing, some late practices of the party `, 
in power; practices which are of the most mis- 
chievous aod alarming tendency. We have too . 
long slept upon this subject. Every moment of 
silent acquiescence here tends to give currency and | 
support to these dangerous innovations, in the | 
minds of the people. If there was butone voice to - 
be lifted up in this House against the late conduct || 
of the party, it ought to be instantly and boldly 
uttered. Besides the direct interference of public 
officers of the highest grade, in the elections of 
members to both Houses of Congress, is not the 
Executive Chief Magistrate engaged in the can- 
vass, the open advocate and champion of the elec- 
tion of the Vice President tothe Presidency? Have 
we not, in fact, a Government candidate for the 
Presidency, supported by the whole power and 
influence of the Executive? Are not the whole 
train of public officers, with all their dependants 
in the field, in full ery, barking away, and hunt- 
ing down every man who dares to interpose his 
influence against the consummation of their plans? 
I here in my place declare there is such a candi- 
date, who, should he be elected, may be said to 

“have succeeded to the Presidency, as truly and ;; 


2 j 
manifestly through the power and influence of |: 


; standing in the delicate and difficult relation 


the Government, as though he had been appointed 
to the succession, and actually installed in office 
by his predecessor. I do not say that every in- 


| 


| member, I am free to admit, and J am ready to 
demonstrate to them, aud ihe world, that either 
I or they have proved recreant and faithless to 


dividual in office is giving himself up to this ser- ‘| every cardinal principle and political virtue which 


. vice; I know there are many honorable exceptions; 


but as a class,a corps, what I have said of the 
public officers [ reaffirm. Sir, how long is this 
state of things to continue before any solemn 
opinion shall be expressed by this House in re- 
gard to it? This interference of the Government 
in the election of a successor has been open and 
notorious for the last nine or twelve months. A 


‘ session of Congress, in the meantime, has inter- 
i . More than three months have elapsed : 
Since its commencement, and yct no resolution 


vened. 


has been offered—no notice of any kind taken of 
so extraordinary a state of things. We have, too, 
a House of Representatives, in which there are 
said to be one hundred and forty members who 
profess to be Republicans, the disciples and fol- 
lowers of Jefferson, and not one of them has lifted 
up his voice here to denounce a practice so danger- 
ous and destructive of the constitutional guaran- 
tees of our liberties. 

How are we to account for this silence? Is it 
agreed by the party that there is no method of 
perpetuating their power but by a regular line of 
succession? Is this silence the result of a delib- 


: erate judgment in favor of the practice of employ- 


ing the patronage and influence of the Executive 
in behalf of the regularly-nominated candidate? 
Sir, I hope for the safety of the country that it 
is not. But I have lately witnessed the rapid 
progress of error on this subject, not only in the 
minds of individuals, but of a whole community; 
and it is melancholy to reflect how sudden and 
precipitate may be the overthrow ofall those prin- 
ciples and maxims which have heretofore been 
regarded as fundamental and essential to the very 
existence of the institutions and the public liberty. 
When the first evidence was given to the public 
of a direct interference of the Executive in the 
election of his successor, scarcely an individual 
of the party would be heard to defend it. But in 
a few short months every supporter of the Vice 
President in that community was ready to attest 
his sanction of the practice as just and expedient 
under his hand and seal, if necessary. It is time 


to oppose ourselves to this error if we would save : 


the Constitution. i 
Mr. Chairman, I have spoken with great free- 
dom of the course of the party in power, and [ 


have not spared my censure'when I thought it | 


was deserved. F intend to continue to exercise 


; this privilege, in the course of the remarks | yet 


But it is due to myself, 
now 
do towards the party, that I should distinctly de- 
clare the nature of that relation. Ihave, up toa 
late period, given a general support to the present 
administration of the Government. IT still con- 
sider myself a supporter of the Administration, 
upon every leading and important question which 
has arisen, to the same extent to which I former! 

gave them my support, except those which ori- 
ginated in, or have been changed and modified 
by, the illegitimate desire and purpose of the 


propose to submit. 


l Executive to secure the election of a particular 


and favorite successor. As to all the principles 
and practices which have proceeded from this 
source, I am, I have been, and I am firmly re- 
solved still to be opposed. If any member of 
this House can claim the indulgence of the com- 
mittee in commenting freely upon the present | 
state of public affairs, and especially upon the į 
practices and objects of those in power, when it ; 
is remembered by whom, and in what manner, I 
have been assailed, I think I may do so. It is 
not only due to myself, but it is due to the few 
friends with whom I act in this House. It is. 
equally due to the public. I owe it to many of . 
those of the Jackson party who have united their 
interests and influence with the party which is 
attempting to bring in the Vice President, and 
whom I hope I may still claim as my personal : 


‘friends, to vindicate the principles which have 
‘impelled me to my late course. 


It has been said : 
that I have abandoned the party to which I once 
belonged. Ideny that the party now In power 


© is, properly speaking, and if principle be the test 


of party, the same with which I once acted. But, | 


sir, if this be the party of which I was once a | 


| they once professed and avowed as the rules of 
‘their conduct. I proceed now to the proofs, and 
i I shall, when I have arrayed them, most cheer- 
‘fully submit to the decision of the public upon 
the question whether | or the party are the cul- 
prits. 

Here Mr. BELL gave way to a motion that the 
committee rise. 


March 22, 1836. 


The Navy bill being again taken up, 

Mr. BELL said: At the close of my remarks 
on yesterday, I was claiming the privilege of vin- 
dicating the course of myself and the few friends 
with whom I acted in this House. I said they 
were few in number—they are so; for the sake 
of the country I wish the number greater, but for 
the honor of the enterprise I would not wish to 
add a unit to it. I know, too, the exact extent 
of the sympathies and good wishes of those who 
constitute the larger proportion of the Opposition 
in this House, to the party of the succession 
which we enjoy. But I am content to receive 
their countenance, however limited it may be. 

Mr. Chairman, some of those with whom I 
formerly acted in this House, did not think my 

. declaration upon the nature of my present rela- 
‘tions to the party in power sufficiently explicit. 
| I can have no possible motive to assume an equiv- 
- ocal position, either before the committee or the 
country. On the contrary, I consider my honor 
at stake in taking a different course. I therefore 
repeat, that I shall support all the measures of 
this Administration which I shall find to be in 
accordance with its early avowed principles, in 
the same manner and to the same extent I have 
hitherto done; and I shall oppose with all my in- 
fluence and ability, whatever they may be worth, 
every measure, every practice and movement of 
the party which can be traced to the policy or 
motive of electing the executive favorite to the 
succession. If the declaration that I hold myself 
‘still the supporter of the Administration, to any 
extent, shall appear inconsistent with my votes 
upon so many party questions which arise in this 
House from day to day, I can only answer that 
it is not my fault if the party action of this House 
shall, in almost every instance, have a direct 
‘reference, not so much to the support of General 
Jackson, as the election of a particular candidate 
to the Presidency. 

l now Sroceed to notice briefly those leading 
and prominent principles and professions of the 
original Jackson party which those who now 
claim to be identical with that party have aban- 
doned and disregarded in practice. 

The original supporters of General Jackson 
advocated his election against Mr. Crawford, the 
candidate nominated according to party usage, 
upon the ground that the practice of caucus nom- 
inations of a President of the United States was 
ia violation of the spirit of the Constitution, as it 
tended to defeat the contingent right of the small 
States to have an equal vote in the election of that 
high officer, as often as the election might devolve 
upon the House of Representatives. They also 
objected to such nominations because they were 
effected by intrigue and corrupt influences; and 
upon the further ground, that it tended to defeat 
the free and independent voice of the people. All 
the objections to a nomination by a congressional 
caucus apply with still greater force to a nom- 
ination by a convention of pretended delegates 
from the people, such as we have lately seen at 
Baltimore. In the first canvass of General Jack- 
son this was, ina very large section of the Union, 


| decidedly the most popular and available argu- 


ment against the candidate who had the advant- 
age of a nomination by the Republican party. 
But now, sir, no man is admitted to be a Jackson 


'| man, or a supporter of his Administration, who 


refuses to admit the practice of caucus nomina- 


i: tions to be orthodox, and to subscribe to the obli- 


‘gation of acquiescence and absolute obedience. 
{tis worthy of notice, that the very individual 
| (Mr. Grundy) who, in the State which I have 
| the honor to represent in part was the most active 
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and powerful opponent of the practice of caucus f 
nominations in 1824, is now the leader of the | 
arty in that State which supports the candidate `. 
of the Baltimore Convention. 
In General Jackson’s second canvass for the 
office which he now holds, commencing in 1825, 
the first, most exciting, and one of the most im- 
portant positions or principles assumed by his 
friends, was, that the right of the people to elect 
the President should be rescued from the hands 
of political managers in and out of Congress, and 
vindicated and secured to them by new constitu- 
tional guarantees. The recent election of the 
gentleman from Massachusetts who sits before 
me [Mr. Apams] had given rise to this feeling 
and determination of the Jackson party. Hence 
the proposition to amend the Constitution so as 
forever to prevent the recurrence of a similar 
event, was taken up and proclaimed as a capital 
object to be accomplished by the election of Gen- 
eral Jackson. So serious and obligatory was 
this engagement of his original supporters re- 
garded by General Jackson, that he has felt him- 
self bound in common decency and candor, to 
bring the subject of an amendment of the Con- 
stitution to the notice of Congress at the beginning 
of every session of his administration. But what 
has been the result?) The party which now has 
the assurance to claim to be the only and exclusive 
supporters of that distinguished man, have will- 
fully evaded the subject, as I will show before I 
close my remarks. They appear to have come 
to an understanding among themselves, to regard 
all that the President is in the habit of repeating 
upon this subject as an empty form. It has never 
been made a party question since General Jack- 
son’s first election. The fear of ar election by the 
House was too potent an argument in favor of | 
caucus nominations to be dispensed with bya | 
sagacious perty. | 
Another, and most important principle assumed 
by the Jackson party in the canvass between 1825 
and 1829, was, that it was essential to the purity || 
of the Government, and to the independence of | 
the elective franchise, that the practice of electing ` 
any of the great official incumbents to the Pres- 
idency should be broken down. It was observed 
that, in the early period of the Government, it had 
come to be considered, that the Vice President | 
should, almost as a matter of course, and of right, | 
succeed to the Presidency. The first, Mr. Adams, | 
whowas Vice President during General Washing- |. 
ton’s administration, was the next President. |' 
Mr. Vice President Jefferson ousted Mr. Adams; ; 
and, no doubt, but for the suicidal course of Mr. |, 
Vice President Burr, he would have succeeded 
Mr. Jefferson as President. But in Mr. Burr the 
regular succession of the Vice President to the 
Presidency was broken, and afterwards the Sec- | 
retary of State acquired something like a prescrip- |' 
tive right to succeed to the Presidency. We must |. 
all remember the sentiment of a distinguished gen- | 
tleman from Kentucky, (Mr. Cuay,) expressed ` 
in justification of his vote as a member of this ` 
House, in favor of the gentleman from Massa- i 
chusetts, [Mr. Apams,] upon this subject; he , 
avowed the opinion that the election of the Secre- |; 
tary of State to the Presidency was a safe prece- | 
dent. How obnoxious this doctrine soon became, 
and how much the author of it suffered in the es- 
timation of the honest and stern yeomanry of the 
country who supported General Jackson is well 
known. It was said that if the precedent of elect- 
ing any of the great officers of the Government | 


to the Presidency should be followed for any great || 


length of time, we might as well establish a he- 
reditary succession at once. The argument was | 
ably and powerfully enforced that such a practice | 
would necessarily lead to great abuses of the pat- 
ronage and influence of the Executive. Thata 
public officer of so high a grade being always near | 
the Government, and constituting a part of it, | 
‘would always be able, with a very small share of | 
address, to conciliate the favor and support of the 
Executive. Have these arguments lost their force 
by the mere lapse of time? Do they notearry with 
them the same weightand conclusiveness now that 
Ta did during the canvass which brought Gen- 

eral Jackson into power? Yet, sir, do we not see || 
in the support which is given by the Government 


| as originally constituted. The Augean 


under foot by the party which still bears the name 
of Jackson! 

It was also a favorite principle and a most 
effective topic of electioneering declamation by the 
Jackson party, that the purity and independence 
of the public press should be guarded and pro- 


tected by legal restrictions and provisions against : 


the influence and control of the Executive. It 
was thought by the Jackson party in former years, 
that $30,000, disbursed at the discretion of the 
Secretary of State, was sufficient to corrupt, in a 
dangerous degree, the entire public press. The 
discretion of the Secretary of State, it was seri- 
ously contended, ought to be limited by law, so 
as to prevent the possible abuse of this fund by 
bestowingitupon political partisans. Whoamong 
us does not remember the famous resolution of a 
gentleman from North Carolina [Mr. Saunvers] 
upon this subject, and the equally famous debate 
that arose upon it? It was, J believe, a favorite 
scheme of my colleague, who is now the presid- 
ing officer of this House, (Mr. Potk,] to take 
from the Secretary of State the power of desig- 
nating the publishers of the laws, and to vest it 
in the House of Representatives; so important at 
that day was the purity of the public press re- 
garded by the Jackson party. T well remember 
what a decided effect was produced upon the 
minds of the people in the State which I represent 
in part, and what indignation was excited by the 
single act of the Secretary of State under the late 
Administration, of taking the printing of the laws 
from the Nashville Republican, a paper friendly 
to the election of General Jackson, and giving 1t 
to the Whig, a paper published in the same place, 
and supposed to be in the interest of the Admin- 
istration. Well, sir, in the vicissitude of human 
affairs, it so happened that the party in whose 
cause the‘Nashville Republican had suffered, came 
to be uppermost, and it was restored to its former 
rights and benefits; but, as if it were intended to 
manifest the utmost possible contempt for the 
early principles of Jacksonism, and to give the 
most unequivocal guarantee to new allies which 


the nature of the case admits, that all the princi- | 


pe avowed by the original Jackson party are, 
enceforth and forever, to be repudiated and for- 
konen, the present orthodox Secretary of State 
ias recently ordered the printing of the laws to 
be again taken from the Nashville Republican, 
which is now supporting Judge White for the 


Presidency, and given to the Union, a paper | 
printed in the same place, a paper purely partisan | 
in its character, newly established, and of a very ` 


limited circulation, but in the interest of the Vice 
President. The Postmaster General has added 


; his testimony to that of the Secretary of State, ' 


that the early principles identified with the name 
of Jackson are no longer to be the guide of the 
party in power. 
printer of a newspaper to be postmaster of a very 
thriving and considerable town in Tennessee, but 
the printer and the postmaster are actually suf- 
fered to meetin the same office. It is needless to 
say that this printer is also an avowed supporter 
of the Vice President. But, sir, to enumerate all 
the evidences which exist to show the deliberate 
purpose of the party to use the patronage of the 
Government in seducing the public press to their 
‘interests, would far exceed the limits of my re- 
| marks. 
| But the necessity of reform—a retrenchment 
of the expenditures of the Government, and the 
| reduction and limitation of Executive patronage, 
were the perpetual themes of the Jackson 


h stable, 
' over which the gentleman from Massachusetts 


_(Mr. Apams] was said to preside, was to be 
‘cleansed. The number of Executive officers was 
to be diminished, and the discretionary power of 
the President of removing or changing them was 
; to be restrained by legal enactments. The prin- 
| ciple of all these engagements of the party, and 

to which they were bound by the highest obli- 
gations of truth, honor, and patriotism, was re- 
garded as vital. Corruption through Executive 
patronage, it was foreseen, would become so uni- 
versal, as soon to sap and undermine the pure 
foundation of our free institutions, and convert 
them into the mere instruments of power and 


to the Vice President, this important principle; 
these solid arguments all-set aside and trampled 


ambition. How these Le and expecta- 
tions have been fulfilled by the party which 


He has not only appointed a | 


party, |! 


ee 


Ho. or Reps. 


| now wears its mantle, may be inferred from the 

| facts— 

| Ist. The abuses then existing in several de- 

‘partments of the public service have actuali 
multiplied under the present Administration, in- 
stead of being reformed. 

2d. The expenditures, especially in those 
branches of the public service most liable to sus- 

' picion and abuse, have been increased, 
3d. Public offices have been increased, and nu- 
‘merous officers have been appointed, some with 
discretionary and arbitrary allowances, and some 
_ with annual salaries, without necessity or warrant 
; of law. 
! The patronage of the Government, instead of 
_ being reduced, has of late been increased in a 
: most extraordinary and alarming degree in a va- 
| riety of ways. The most obvious and alarming 
| accession of Executive patronage, power, and 
‘influence which has taken place has proceeded 
from the policy of the Administration in putting 
down the United States Bank. Whatever may 
have been the motive, however pure and honest 
the purpose, the effect of that policy has been 
most clearly to put the Treasury, the money- 
power of the country, at the absolute disposal of 
the Executive. Where is now your Treasury, 
‘and by what guards is it watched and secured ? 
If the President should think proper to convert 
the entire revenue of the Government to any ob- 
jects whatever of his own, whether public or 
private, is there any check or control existing in 
any department or officer of the Government, or 
any law, according to the construction which has 
been put upon existing enactments, over his will 
: or command? Are not all the depositories of the 
| public moneys selected, changed, and the terms 
‘of their connection with the Treasury modified, 
at the mere will and pleasure of the Executive ? 
Can he not order the public moneys to be retained 
in the hands of the collectors and receivers, or 
aid over, just as he shall think proper to direct? 
hough it may be that we have no just ground 
to apprehend any misapplication of the public 
` funds by the President, (and I for one certainly 
i have no such fears,) yet, is it fit in a Republic 
_ that any one man—no matter how exalted in the 
public estimation—should have it in his power 
to dispose of the public moneys at his discretion? 
Is it fit, I repeat, dint such astate of things should 
, continue even for a day? But, sir,a party, which 
callsitselfrepublican, has suffered not only months 
but years to elapse under their administration of 
public affairs, without providing a remedy for 
this evil. 

But although we may have no fear of the fidel- 
ity of the President, so far as regards the expend- 
itures of the public moneys by him, yet the mis- 
chief of increased Executive patronage is actually 
abroad. Thecommand of the depositories of the 
public money confers upon the Executive, in 
effect, the control of every bank in the Union, 
nearly five hundredin number. It is not only the 
deposit banks which are liable to become the in- 
struments of his will and purposes in the selection 
of their officers and the general management of 
their affairs; but the control which he exercises 
over them, clothes him with the power to embar- 
rass and cripple the operation of every other bank 
in the United States, if he shall think proper to 
exercise it. Does any one doubt the ability of 
the Government, acting through an unofficial and 
irresponsible agent, upon the various deposito- 
ries of the public moneys, to bring sudden destruc- 
tion upon the interests and affairs of any bank 
whatever which may incur the displeasure of the 
py in power? If the late bank chartered by 

ennsylvania shall be able to encounter the hos- 


| tility of the Government, I undertake to say it 


will be the only one which can hope to sustain 
itself in such a conflict. The very consciousness 
that the power exists in the Executive of the 
United States to inflictso great an injury upon 
the interests of any institution which shall cross 
the wishes of those in power, whether there shall 
be any intention to exercise it or not, will cause 
every bank in the country to become more or less 
subservient to the purposes of the dominant party- 
But is there not just such an agent asI have 
described now in the employment of the Govern- 
ment? The Secretary of the Treasury could not 


be safely made the instrument of Executive in- 
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fluence and control over the moneyed institutions | 
of the country. His acts and correspondence | 


would be official, and might be called for and ex- :' 


osed. Even his verbal instructions and intima- | 
tions could not be disavowed by the Government, | 
should they by any accident be brought to light. 
Put not so of the acts of the agent, generally resi- 
dent in this city, and notoriously in the confidence 
of the Executive and the deposit banks. Sir, 
when we consider that the surplus revenue, in- 
cluding the unexpended balance in the Treasury, 
will, during the present year, average not less 
than thirty-five, and probably forty millions; and 
when we bring to mind the immense influence 
which the gratuitous use of this enormous capital 
gives to the Executive, besides the ordinary | 
patronage of the Government, it is time that the 
country should awake to a sense of the conse- 
quences, Can public freedom long resist the 
assaults of such a tremendous influence when 
brought to bear, as we have just reason to believe 
they are, directly upon the election of the highest 
oficers of the Government? It is not British 
cap tal; itis not the money of the United States 
Ba: k, whether dealt out in loans or largess@s 
upon particular individuals; it is the people’s own 
money which is turned against them, to corrupt 
the purity, and destroy the freedom of the elect- 
ive franchise, 

Have we not seen very lately by the proceed- 
ings of this House, that the party feel themselves 
no longer bound to pay even a decent regard to 
the question of the propriety of reducing or lim- 
iting Executive patronage? The bill lately sent 
us from the Senate, embraced substantially the 
creed of the original Jackson party upon this 
subject. Yet, sir, the idea of attempting to attach 
any great importance to that bill, or the subject- 
matter of it, was openly derided by several leading 
members of the party; and no single member of 
it gave it the least countenance except the gentle- 
man from Virginia, who sits before me, [Mr. 
Patron,] and even he qualified his approbation 
of the measure. Another honorable member from 
Virginia [Mr. Dromcooxe] gave that bill its 
quietus in this House. It sleeps the sleep of 
death in the tomb to which he has consigned it. : 
But does not every member of this committee 
know that an honorable Senator from Tennessee, ` 
and who stands in a very important relation to 
the public at this moment, has been denounced 
by the leaders of the party, and openly read out 
of the Republican church by several of the leading 
journals of the party, for his course upon this 
bill? After these bold and undisguised evidences 
of the real contempt of the party for this whole 
subject, who is so credulous as to be any longer 
deluded by their professions? 

But, again: is not the Senate, which was in- 
tended by the Constitution to be in itself a stand- 
ing check and limitation upon the use and abuse 
of the Executive patronage to that extent, and 
as regards that purpose of its institution, actually 
expunged, and that, too, by executive power and 
influence? I demand of gentlemen to answer me, 
and say if there exists at this moment, practi- 
cally, any controlling power in the Senate over 
the will of the Executive? Is not the Constitu- , 
tion itself, for the time bein 
verted, overthrown? 
acknowledge that the duty of sending nomina- ; 
tions of public officers to the Senate, for advice | 


3 


and confirmation, is reduced in practice to mere |; 


form! Have we not a Senate of the United States , 
notoriously replenished and organized upon the | 
principle of non-resistance, and of passive obe- i 
dience to the Executive will and authority? And | 
how, sir, has this state of things been brought | 
about? The State Legislatures, those sentinel | 
towers, as they have heretofore been supposed, | 
upon the ramparts of the Constitution, and of the | 
public liberty, have been boldly entered, and by | 
Executive influence seduced and prostituted to: 
purposes of Federal power and domination! Sir, | 


if the Executive Chief Magistrate had entered the || mer yea 
‘| tions all this is still called the Jackson party ! 


Senate Chamber sword in hand, and, supported 
by a band of chosen mercenaries, had driven the 
obnoxious Senators from their seats, and filled 


all the vacancies by members of his own appoint- | 
ment, he would have inflicted a deep wound upon | 


the Constitution, and one which I know he would ` 
never think of inflicting, but it would have been ; 


abrogated, sub- i! 
All men must now see and - 


less dangerous, and more easily healed, than the 
one which has actually been inflicted. Yet, sir, 
all these things have been done under the influ- 


ence, and in the name, of a party which calls itself ; 


republican, and claims to be considered the Jack- 
son party! 

It is well known that an unbounded respect for 
the rights of the States was professed by the 
original Jackson party; and every measure or 
practice of the Government which tended to con- 
solidation, was denounced as inexpedient and 
even dangerous. To prove how little regard has 


been shown by those who now wear the garb of | 


Jacksonism, for the due constitutional rights and 
independence of the States, it would only be ne- 
cessary to call to mind the interference of the 
Federal Government with the electionof Senators 


by the State Legislatures; but, sir, I may add, | 


that the legislative proceedings of State Assem- 


blies have been interfered with, and many of | 


those bodies have already been reduced to the :! 
condition of mere dependent and coérdinate por- | 


tions of the great party machinery by which itis 


supposed this country may hereafter be governed ` 
—-the supple and convenient instruments of the 


Federal Exceutive, and party interests ! 

How the pledge of the Jackson party to reform 
those abuses, which, under the late Administra- 
tion, were said to have brought the patronage of 
the Government in conflict with the freedom of 
elections, has been redeemed by the party which 
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limit as to object or amount are openly vindicated ! 
The infallibility of the Executive is proclaimed; 
because the people have trusted General Jackson, 
therefore, we ought to trust him with the whole 
Treasury! One gentleman (I allude to the dis- 
tinguished gentleman from Pennsylvania, [Mr. 
SUTHERLAND,] who, I am sure, all will admit to 
be one of the most distinguished, as he is certainly 
one of the most active and efficient members of 
the party,) declared, that he haa no scruples as 
to the amount of money to be appropriated; he 
was willing to trust General Jackson with the 
whole Treasury. That great man, he said, to use 
his own language, ‘was known upon the hills 
and in the valleys;” the people had unlimited 
confidence in him, ard we ought to have the same! 
These, sir, were to my ears, doctrines both new 
and extraordinary, whatever confidence General 
Jackson may be entitled to. They are surely not 
the doctrines of a Republic, much less of a party 
which can justly claim the merit of exclusive de- 
votion to republican principles. Yet these senti- 
ments were distinctly avowed upon this floor by 
more than one gentleman, and no member of the 
party rose in his place to disavow and repudiate 
them. Even the ancient and famous Common- 
wealth of Virginia, which has long stood the 


‘boasted champion of the true republican faith, 


now controls the course of public affairs, we all '; 


know, and some of us feel. Instead of an iso- 
lated case of such conflict, which now and then 
was supposed to have taken place during the ad- 
ministration of the gentleman from Massachu- 
setts, [Mr. Apams,] we now have the practice of 
such abuses reduced to a system; openly exer- 
cised and openly justified by a large portion of 
the party! 

I must not omit to notice the course of the party 
in reference to a branch of a great system of na- 
tional policy, which was thought in the South 
and Southwest to indicate the boundary between 
the two great contending parties then in the coun- 
try, more clearly than any other: I allude to the 
subject of internal improvement by the General 
Government. It was supposed that this part of 
the policy of the late Administration was checked 
by the celebrated veto message of 1830; and hun- 
dreds of the honest planters of the South and 


Southwest entertain that opinion to this day. | 


Yet, sir, the truth is, that the expenditures upon 


objects which in every light of reason may be |, t € é I 
. is unlimited devotion, not to any particular polit- 
` ical creed, but to the party! Accordingly, we often 


fairly denominated internal improvements, have 
actually increased under the action of the party 
now in the majority in this House, and far ex- 
ceed the expenditures of the late Administration 
upon similar objects. I beg leave, as this is a 


curious as well as interesting inquiry, to state the : 


amount appropriated to objects of this descrip- 
tion each year of the present Administration, and 
the amount proposed to be voted by this Con- 


i gress, which every one knowsis orthodox. These ` 


' tinct bills, and under two separate classes. 


i 


| 


appropriations have been usually made in ee 

ne 
class embraces the improvement of harbors and 
rivers, including breakwaters. The other, sur- 
veys, roads, and, in the language of the title pre- 
fixed to the acts, ‘certain works of internal 
improvement.” Under both these heads there 
was appropriated in the year 1830 the sum of 


$525,523 48; in 1831, the sum of $732,482 44; in) 


1832, the sum of $1,252,658; in 1833, the sum of | 
$1,030,493; in 1834, the sum of $736,883; in 1835, :; 


the sum of $652,377. lt is proposed by the com- 
mittee of this House, organized upon party prin- 


ciples, to appropriate to the same classes of ob- | 
jects, at the present session of Congress, the sum | 
of $1,966,328 92. The highest amount appro- i: 


| 
| 


priated to the same classes of objects in 1828, : 


the last year of the late Administration, was 
$250,805 26. Here, then, we propose to expend 


$2,000,000 during this year, or nearly so, for one ; 


of any former year. Sir, the party which sanc- 


But besides the open violation of these and | 
many other principles of the original Jackson ` 


party, what are we to think of the strange, and 


before unheard-of principles avowed by leading . 
members in the majority in this House, in the ;: ; i 
debate upon this bill? “Appropriations without ;, objectionable feature in the course of the party 


could furnish no son on that side of the House who 
dared to disclaim sentiments so subversive of 
every principle heretofore held vital to our Con- 
stitution. Iam far from doing all the individuals 
composing the majority in this House the injus- 
tice to suppose that they approve these, or, in- 
deed, many other principles and practices of the 
party with which they find themselves connected. 
I know how difficult it is for individual members 
to separate themselves from the party with which 
they act, upon any question whatever which as- 
sumes a party complexion. I have often felt the 
difficulty of such a course myself. I believe, sir, 
there are many individuals of the party of the 
majority in this House, who do not accord with 


| the present course of the party to which they be- 


long upon many questions—who cannot long abide 
their present party connections; and, sir, if I pos- 
reset the power of exorcism upon this occasion, 
I would bid them instantly come out from among 


' the uncongenial elements and associates with 


which they are at present united. 

But we cannot be surprised at the avowal of 
strange doctrines by the present majority, when 
we recollect that the single principle upon which 
the elections of the present day generally turn, 


find members of this House, and leaders, too, 


‘who cither have no knowledge of those principles 
‘ which have heretofore divided the country, or are 


so entirely regardless of them, if they know what 
they are, as, in the same speech —nay in the same 
breath, to avow themselves both restrictionists 


‘and latitudinarians, State-rights men and con- 


solidationists, thorough Democrats and ultra 


: Federalists! And yet this is the nature of the 


association which claims to be the Republican 
party of the United States! 1 know of no instance 
of equal absurdity and arrogance in the assump- 
tion of names, except the one which Ba ue 
occurred in Pennsylvania, in which a State ban 
took the name of the United States Bank ! 

Sir, there is no one principle or maxim, as far 
as I can call to mind, avowed and professed by 
the original supporters of General Gackeon, and 
which entered largely into the grounds of his 
success, which has not been evaded or disregarded; 
and many of the most vital and important of them 
have been openly, and, I regret to say, insult- 
ingly, trampled under foot, in the face of the 
whole country, by the party now uppermost in 
influence, if notin power. In conclusion, upon 
this part of my subject, I have to request of gen- 
tlemen that they will answer my statements upon 
this subject fairly—in candor, and specifically; 
and that they will not evade the questions, and 
content themselves by pronouncing fulsome eulo- 
gies upon Genera! Jackson, and by denouncing 
all who do not subscribe to every doctrine and 
practice of the party which supports his Admin- 
istration. 

Mr. Chairman, I have not yet noticed the most 
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of the succession—for this may be well enough 


called the war of the succession, in the future his- , 


tory of the politics of the country, and one which, 
in my opinion, the friends of free government 
everywhere wil long deplore. I allude to the 
practice of governing and securing party ascend- 
ency by an artful system of popular excitement 
and delusion. ‘The people are treated more like 
children, to be led and controlled by the usual 
tricks of the nursery, by bewildering their fancies 
and exciting their fears, than as men who have 
understandings to be appealed to. 

The cause of free government, I maintain, has 
suffered, under the action of the party in power, 
in this respect. The doctrine of the capacity of 
the people for self-government has been weakened 
byit. For the last two years the subjects which 
have been gotten up to agitate the public mind, 
and which, in many sections, were successful in 
securing majorities to the party of the succession, 
were a series of pretenses and impostures. I can- 
not refrain from an attempt to expose some of 
them as they deserve. I pass over the gold and 
silver humbug of 1834, and which went off about 
the close of the elections in Pennsylvania and else- 
where in that year. I pass over also the impos- 
ture of the expunging project of the party, which 
has only recently spentits force. This question, 
all mankind must soon see, was got up witha 
view to change the political complexion of the 
Senate in regard to questions of more interest to 
the party than the vindication of the character of 


the President, as the late confirmation of certain | 


appointments will show. 

I desire chiefly, sir, to call the attention of the 
committee to the late war panic, as one of the 
engines invented to sustain the interests and carry 
out the projects of the party. Iam disposed to 
discuss fully the rise, progress, and uses of the 
late French war; for, sir, we had a species of war 
with the French, and it had progressed so far 
that we had actually a French party organized in 
the country, according to the declaration of va- 
rious public journals. One use for which this 
was gotten up appears to have been to enable the 


party to traduce the conduct and motives of | 


various individuals, and indeed the whole party 
_ Opposed to the continuance in power of those 


who now exercise a controlling influence in the | 


country. The gentleman from New York [Mr. 
Camsrevenc] did me the honor to notice my mo- 
tion to take up the subject of the rules of the 


House before we went into committee upon the | 


appropriation bills; and he charged that I had 
opposed his motion to take up the appropriation 
bills at the time when the country was exposed 


to talk about rules! 
honesty for the purpose I then stated, and I now 
appeal to the committee to say if we have not 
lost a great portion of the time of this session for 
the want of some amendments to the rules of the 


House? But the gentleman refuted his charge | 
when, on the next day, after the Navy bill was |: 


taken up it was laid aside upon his motion, with- 
out any other apology than that it was import- 
ant to act upon the bill for the relief of the suffer- 
ers by the late fire in New York. Upon the 
authority of this charge of the gentleman from 
New York, I must suppose a statement was found 
in the Globe, the official paper of the Govern- 
ment, which I beg leave to read. 

[Here Mr. B. read a paragraph from the Globe, 
in which it was stated, among other things, that 
Mr. B. had opposed appropriations for putting 
the country in a state of defense. ] 

I care nothing for any of the misstatements in 
the paragraph which I have read, except the one 


which charges that I was opposed to appropria- | 


tions for the defense of the country. This state- 
ment is so far from being true, that I took the first 
occasion which fairly presented itself to declare 
my readiness to vote for liberal appropriations for 
this object; and such was my determination from 
the first. To show how far the political man- 
agers had succeeded in agitating the country by 
their course upon this subject, I will read another 
paragraph from the same paper of the 2d Feb- 
ruary: 

“ Resolutions, sustaining, in the strongest terms, the 


ground taken by the President’s message, have passed 
both branches of the New York Legislature, unanimously, 


| Nothing can speak more absolutely the sentiments of the 

American people, than this wnanimous expression of the 

ji feeling of all parties, where the party line is most strictly 

drawn, and firmly maintained. There was never, we pre- 

sune, a unanimous vole on any great question in that Siate 
before. 

“Alabama. too, the Legislature which has just adjourned, 
closed its labors with a patriotic declaration that the State 
would pour out its blood and treasure like water to sustain 
the Executive in the stand he has taken for the rights of the 
country.” 

Similar resolutions were passed by many other 
State Legislatures. Further to unfold the use 

» which was intended to be made of the excitement 
created upon this question, and how, and upon 
whom the indignation of the country was in- 
tended to be pointed, when once successfully 
routed, by unfounded misrepresentations, I ask 
leave to read another paragraph from the same 
paper of the llth of January. 

After quoting the sentiment of the late Gov- 
ernor Shelby, of Kentucky, in relation to the 
| policy of increasing the public defenses and pre- 

, paring for war in time of peace, the editor makes 
the following comment upon it: 

“ What humiliation, after all the warning we have had, 
thatthe French should have the opportunity afforded, of 
profiting by our dereliction of his invaluable instruction, of 
adopting the policy abandoned by us, and sweeping across 
the seas, prepared to punish in a whole people the vice of 
tolerating factious cabals of selfish intriguers, ready to sacri- 

_ fice every public virtue, every patriotic feeling, to the sin- 
ister ends of personal ambition.” 


Besides these improper uses made of the late 


panic, there is strong reason to believe thatan- | 


other object in keeping it up, was to aid in dis- 
!, posing of the surplus revenue of the Government. 
| 1 feel myself, therefore, justified in remarking 
| fully upon the whole question, and I now propose 
‘. to demonstrate the following propositions: 
_ _1. Either that there was no probability, at any 
' time, of a war with France, or that the public 
, functionaries of the Government have been guilt 
|: of a criminal neglect of their public duties; or if 
|! there was actual danger of war, then that the 
|i gentleman from New York (Mr. CampreLenc] 
| and those with whom he is associated in con- 
troHing the action of the Government, have pal- 
tered with the honor and safety of the country. 
It may be of use to recur to the dates of the 
| principal events connected with our recent diffi- 
culties with France. The treaty was signed on 
i the 4th of July, 1831. The bill drawn by this 
| Government for the first installment due under the 
|: treaty was presented and protested on the 2d of 
February, 1833. The treaty was laid before the 


uary, 1834, It was rejected by the Chamber of 
Deputies on the Istof April, 1834. Information 


Chamber of Deputies; for the first time, on the | 
6th of April, 1833; a second time on the lth of | 
| June, 1833; and a third time on the 13th of Jan- |’ 
to the danger of a war with ‘*a powerful enemy,” | 
I made that motion in all | 


of this rejection reached Washington on the 6th ` 


. of May following. Congress was then in session, 
| following. The message of the President, recom- 
mending reprisals, was sent to Congress the 2d of 
December, 1834. The French Government re- 
j call their Minister in January, 1835. Congress 


i 
i! 
i 
i 
i 


ties passed the indemnity bill, including a clause 
condition of payment, on the 18th of April, 1835. 


reached this Government in June following at the 
furthest. The letter of the Duc de Broglie was 
read to Mr. Forsyth on the 11th of September, 
1835. Connecting the order of these events with 
the incidents connected with each of them, and 
which would require too much time to enumerate, 
, it will be seen that some grounds toapprehend a 
rupture with France might have been found in 
the protest of the bill for the first installment due 
under the treaty, and the delay in carrying the 
treaty before the Chamber of Deputies. But if 
war was to be apprehended, at any time, it would 
seem that the rejection of the treaty in April, 
1834, would furnish the strongest ground of such 
apprehension. It was then that the most alarm- 
ing spirit showed itself inthe French Chamber 
of Deputies. 

But admitting that that occurrence was so ex- 
plained as to remove any serious fears of a rup- 
ture, the recall of the Minister of France in Jan- 


| and did not adjourn before the 30th day of June | 


adopted a resolution to adhere to the treaty on ; 
the 2d of March, 1835. The Chamber of Depu- | 


requiring an apology from this Government as a ` 


Information of this fact, 1 suppose, must have : 


_ which could not be made. 


alarm; but if that was not sufficient, surely, if 
there was ever any danger of war, it must have 
been developed upon the passage of the indem- 
nity bill, with a clause requiring an apology, in 
April, 1335; but, at all events, this danger, if it 
existed at all, must have become manifest upon 
the receipt of the letter of the Duc de Broglie, on 
the 11th September last, which, it is alleged, gave 
the first authentic notice that the apology would 
be insisted upon. Yet, sir, during the whole pe- 
riod, from the 3d of February, 1833, when the 
bill of this Government for the first installment 
due under the treaty was protested, up to the com- 
mencementof the present session of Congress, the 
dilapidated, unfinished,and unarmed state of our 
fortifications, the decayed state of our litle Navy, 
and the exposed and defenseless condition of our - 
whole sea-coast, were well known to the Govern- 
ment. Yetno recommendation is made by the Ex- 
ecutive, and no step actually taken, to complete, 
arm, or repair them, up to the present session of 
Congress. A prudent foresight would have called 
for supplies from the Treasury, and caused the ut- 

ost activity to prevail in both these branches of 
the public service, from May, 1834. If not from 
that time, at all events from the moment it was 
known that an apology was required by France 
But not a hammer is 
heard! a dead silence reigns during all this time, 
not only in our navy-yards and upon the fortifi- 
cations, but even in our public documents and in 
our legislative proceedings, upon the subject of 
defense or preparation for war! But if this neg- 
lect to call upon Congress for the means of put- 
ting the country in a condition to meet the emer- 
gency of war, until the opening of the present ses- 
sion, may be excused, what plea can save the 
gentlemen? What apology can they make to the 
country for their failure to urge upon Congress 
the necessity of immediate action, and of voting 
the necessary supplies, without delay, to com- 
plete and arm our fortifications, to fit out and re- 
pair our ships of war, at the opening of the pres- 
ent session of Congress? We read with amaze- 
ment the reports from the War and Navy Depart- 
ments, without finding any notice or recommend- 
ation of war appropriations—any reference to the 
supposed crisis. We read the President’s mes- 
sage itself, without any recommendation of those 
speedy and vigorous measures which the alleged 
exigency called for. 

But this 1s not all; the regular and ordinary 
appropriations for the Army, the Navy,and for- 
tifications, were not reported by the Committee 


_of Ways and Means at the first of the session, 


nor until after the lapse of nearly a month; and 
after they were reported, they were permitted to 
sleep upon the table for more than a month before 
they were seriously moved! And are two months 
time of no importance when we are upon the eve 
of awar? Mr. Barton arrived about the middle 
of January, and brought no better prospects of 
peace than we had at the beginning of the ses- 
sion; and on the 18th of January we were favored 


' with the first special message; but still the Navy 


. Yet, sir, during all this time, the oun 
' under continual apprehension of war! 


bill was taken up only to be laid down again ! 
is kept 
ave we 


nota right to an explanation of this mystery! 


Li 
Ñi 


uary, 1835, would seem calculated to cause some | 


Let it not be said, that those who caused the loss 
of the three million appropriation, on the 3d of 
March, 1835, are responsible for the late neg- 


| lected and defenseless condition of the country. 


When the news, first of the proffered mediation 
of England, and then of the satisfaction given to 


| the French Government by the first message, 


reached us, we were within a few days of the 
3d of March, 1836; nearly a whole year having 


| elapsed since the loss of the three million appro- 


priation, and no step was taken in the mean time 
to repair that error, if it was one. Who is re- 


i Sponsible for the neglect of the public defenses 


since the 3d of March, 1635. The Constitution 
clearly pointed out the remedy for the miscarriage 
of that proposition, if any cause existed to create 
a just apprehension of war. Congress might have 
been convoked at any time after the 3d of March, 
1835; and none can doubt that if the President 
had recommended appropriations for the public 
defense, even at the close of the last session, they 
would have been promptly voted by both Houses 
of Congress. But, for the delay in adopting 


1836.] 
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measures of defense and preparation for war after 
the present session commenced, neither the Sen- 
ate nor the House is responsible; the House has 
never failed to take up any appropriation bill the 
moment it was moved by the regular organ of the 
Administration, the chairman of the Committee 
of Ways and Means. 
there has at no time been any probable cause of 
war, or that those whose duty it was to provide 
for such an emergency have been guilty of a crim- 
inal neglect of duty; or if there was actual dan- 
ger of war, that those who have controlled the 
action of the Government on this subject, have 
paltered with the honor and safety of ‘the coun- 
y But if there has been no just canse to appre- 
hend war, | affirm that the party which now con- 
trols the Government have played upon the honest 
credulity of the people; trifled wit 
of the brave and patriotic; disturbed the quict; 


l repeat, then, either that | 


the feelings : 


alarmed the timid, and checked the trade and en- | 


terprise of the country in the most unjustifiable 
manner, and for the most unworthy party pur- 
oses. 


Without going into particulars, I appeal to the | 


members of this committee, and tot 


e country, : 


if since the 3d of March, 1535, there has not been | 
a constant and studied etfort on the part of the : 


Government journal of this city—by the presses 


in the same interest all over the country, to cre- , 


ate and foster the belief that there was danger of 
a war with France. Have we forgotten, can we 
ever forget, the continued and furious denuncia- 
tions of the Senate, and particularly of an hon- 
orable Senator from Tennessee, for refusing to 
give their support to the three million appropria- 
tion? Upon this point we have but to remember 


the inflammatory appeals incessantly made to the - 


people upon the defenseless condition of the coun- | 


try since March, 1535. But we have better proof, | 
if possible, than these, of an intention to excite | 


the country upon the subject of a French war. 


The chairman of the Committee of Ways and 


Means [Mr. CamBrecene] in his remarks upon ` 


moving the amendment of $2,000,000 to the bill 


under consideration on the 13th January, and ' 
again in his speech upon the resolution of the 


gentleman from Massachusetts, [Mr. Avams,] | 
took high ground upon this subject, and indirectly | 


charged every man who failed at such a crisis to 
vote for the appropriation moved at the last ses- 
session of Congress, as an enemy to his country. 
His words were, ‘‘ that every friend of his coun- 
try” did so. He also spoke of ‘‘ frittering away 
the rights and honor and interests of the country 
for mere forms:’? and he had the audacity—I 
mean no offense by the use of the term, but Í 
cannot find one more expressive of his course— 
he had the audacity to say to the House, ‘ that 
it would be more profitably employed”? in putting 


the country in a state of defense, than in debating |, 


a resolution which he himself, and all his political : 


friends, except one or two of the more sagacious, 
had voted to take up and discuss in preference to 
all other business before the House! The gentle- 
man also reminded the House that ‘in. former 
times the patriots of the country did not wait 
until the enemy was at our gates before they 
voted the means of defending the country.” He 
in the same speech expressed the sentiment ‘that 
if France now paid the money, she would be more 
disgraced than any one nation ever was.” 

Mr. CAMBRELENG asked the gentleman 
from Tennessee to state all that he had said in 
connection with the words referred to. His mean- 
ing was that the French Government would be 
disgraced, if, after exacting an apology, and de- 
claring that none would be received but one ac- 
cording to the letter, it should pay the money 
when none such was, or ever could be, made. 

Mr. BELL. The gentleman from New York 
was correctly understood by me; but he will per- 
ceive that the force of my argument Is not 1m- 
pared by his explanation. It is rather strength- 
ened by it. I was referring to that part of the 
gentleman’s speech to show that he intended by 
that declaration to impress the country with the 
belief that we would have war. The gentleman 
from Virginia [Mr. Mason] also contributed his 
efforts to increase the expectation of war. He 
informed us in his remarks upon the resolution 
submitted by him on the 26th of January, ‘‘ that 


` donment of the Administration ? 


we might be resting under a false security—that 
it was unsafe to cry out peace, peace, when there 
was no peace;”’ and in the conclusion of his ar- 
gument upon that occasion, he solemnly warned 
members of the House of the weight of respons- 
ibility which would rest upon them if they re- 
fused to accede to his proposition at such a crisis, 
and when the country was in so defenseless a 
condition. 


These, sir, are fair specimens of the ; 


system of agitation which has been pursued since 


the 3d of March, 1835. 


A system of alarm and |; 


agitation upon the subject of the French war has : 


been the order of the day. Many members of - 


the party in this House appear to have been de- | 


ceived by it. One gentleman, in speaking of the 
resolution of the gentleman from Maine, [Mr. 
Jarvis, ] proposing an inquiry into theexpediency 


of increasing the Navy, declared that he was. 
ready to anticipate the opinion of the Executive |. 


in relation to a war with France. The same gen- 
tleman said aloud, in his place, when the vote 
was about to be taken upon that resolution, that 
he would consider a vote against it as an aban- 
these declarations? 


Whyall thisalarm? Why 


were we continually threatened with a prospect | 
of war, if there was actually no probability of | 


such anevent? Gentlemen must know that much 
real mischief has been the result of this course. 


Now, why all | 


It is only a few days ago that | received a letter | 


from a planter of the Southwest, written before 


the news of the present state of our relations with ` 


France reached him, filled with the most gloomy 
forebodings of the consequences of a war upon 
the planting interest, and stating that the ener- 
gies of the country were already in some degree 
paralyzed, in contemplation of that event. A 
large portion of the country was misled. Many 
of our most intelligent citizens were made to be- 
lieve that we would have war. 
were afraid to adventure—our ships lay, for a 
time, idle at our wharves, and a material check 


was given to the trade and enterprise of the coun- į 


try. I ask again, if there was really no danger 
of war, why these false pretenses—these un- 
founded alarms? I repeat that the honest credu- 
lity of the people has been played upon; the feel- 
ings of the brave and the patriotic have been 
trifled with; and serious injury has been inflicted 
upon the country for the most unworthy party 
purposes. 

3. But whether there was danger of war or not, 
or whether war was intended or not, I affirm that 
those who advised and permitted the late state of 
our relations with France, and suffered the public 
defenses to remain in their present condition, 
exposed the country to the imminent hazard of 
dishonor and great damage. 

Is not this now a self-evident proposition? If 
there was no intention to provoke a war with 
France, is it not evident that our diplomatists got 
us into a position from which we could not retreat 


: without dishonor or war, if France had been 
-jnelined to war on her part, and had adhered 


; obstinately to the letter of the apology demanded 
' by her Government? Sir, we said, in the first 


place, that we would ask for nothing but what 
was right, and would submit to nothing that was 
wrong. We then threatened to indemnify our- 
selves for the money due under the treaty by 
reprisals upon French commerce. In our public 
journals, in the official gazette of this city, we 
openly charged the French King and Government 
with a breach of faith. We abused, through the 
same channels, the whole French people, and 
character; and, at the same time, did all we could 
to rouse the people of our own country to a war 
spirit, and determination against France. Well, 
sir, while we are in the midst of this honorable 
career, the Chambers vote the money, but say 
they must have an explicit explanation of these 
sayings and doings on our part, as a sine qua non 
of payment. The President replies promptly, as 
was proper, that he will make no apology. Now, 
sir, was there any course left but to fight, or be 
disgraced in the eyes of all the world, if France 


had been obstinate, and had agreed to receive no | 


apology except one in the form the President had 
declared he would not give it. After years of 

ompous declarations of what we would do if 
France did not comply with our demands, we 
could not, with honor, have delayed such measures 


of redress as would have provoked an immediate 
declaration of war on the part of France. If it 
had been our fortune to have encountered imme- 
diate war, that in the outset our arms would have 
suffered defeat, and all our interests infinite in- 
jury, none can doubt. If any gentleman is dis- 
posed to imagine a different result, let him look 
at the relative condition and resources of the two 
countries at this moment. Our fortifications are 
decayed, incomplete, and unarmed; our harbors 
and large towns undefended and defenseless; our 
Navy, consisting only of some twenty ships of 
war in commission, and among the number onl 

one ship-of-the-line, and four frigates. To matc 

these, France has more than a hundred ships of 
war in commission, and, among the number, six 


-or eight ships-of-the-line, and sixteen frigates. 


But we have some forty ships upon the stocks, 
and which might be made available in a short 


‘time, and, among the rest, eleven ships-of-the- 


line, and fourteen frigates. But, to match these 
again, France has more than two hundred ships 
of war on the stocks, or in ordinary, and which 
could be made available it a short time, and, 
among the rest, fifty-seven ships-of-the-line, and 
sixty-four frigates! It was against this naval 
force, five times greater than our own, that our 
honor was pledged to combat without delay, if 
France had been obstinate, or rather, if the polit- 
ical complexion of Europe had not interposed to 
modify her councils. 

4. Upon a full view of all the circumstances of, 


. this question, there will appear too much room 
' to believe that those who really direct the course 


of public affairs, and who claim to be the exclu- 
sive champions of the fame, and honor of the 
country, never intended, or had any strong ap- 
prehensions of war, whatever the rank and file of 


| the party may have thought. They have felt all 
Our merchants ;; 


the while that they held in their own hands the 
issue of peace or of war, and they were perfectly 
easy upon that score. How, and under what pri- 
vate assurances they came to feel such confidence 
on these points, it is not for me to inform the 
public; but, that they had sufficient evidence to 
satisfy them on the I 1th of September last, or be- 
fore or after that date, that such an explanation as 
the President could atany time give, without any 
inconsistency with his declaration, that he would 
not make the apology demanded by the indem- 
nity bill, was in possession of the leaders of the 


| party here, I have no doubt; but, sir, there were 


| 


too many advantages to be expected from keeping 


|; upa panic, and the war has been permitted to 


rage, not against France, but against the Senate, 


i! against an honorable Senator from Tennessee, 


; and upon the Treasury. 


Need I go into details? Need I point out the 
particular proof upon which I rest this charge, 
grave and serious as it is? Sir, does not the neg- 
lect to take the first step towards defending the 
country prove the fact without further showing? 


' jt is notorious that one, (Boston,) if not more, 


| of your largest commercial depots and naval sta- 


‘ tions, was, and is ac this moment, not only de- 


' fenseless, but not even a single gun can be brought 
: to bear for its defense, though it is now nearly 


two years since the rejection of the treaty by the 


i French Chambers. Public property of the value 


of seven or eight million dollars is also known to 
be deposited at this point. One thousand pieces 
of heavy ordnance are wanted to arm the fortifi- 
cations already finished or nearly so, and some 
fifteen hundred for the Navy, in addition to those 
on hand; and many of the guns now constituting 
a part of the armament of our ships of war are 
of a construction which render them, in the opin- 
ion of many, as terrible to ourselves as to a pub- 
lic enemy, and all the while we have had nothing 
but rumors of war; yet, sir, the first great gun 
has not been cast to prepare for the battle! The 
timbers of your ships upon the stocks are rotting, 
and, in some instances, are actually rotten. The 
truth cannot be disguised, and need not now be 
disguised, that three frigates and five thousand 
men, skillfully commanded, could at this moment 
capture, burn, or lay under contribution your 
largest commercial towns—capture and destroy 
all your ships of war in ordinary or on the stocks, 
together with every stick of ra he you have been 
collecting for so many years, at any or all of 
your numerous navy-yards! Nay, sir, I have 
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heard the opinion expressed, and I believe it well 
founded, that, in the event of war, a single frigate 
might have been towed up the Potomac, and have 
battered down this Capitol and every public 


So wholly neglected and defenseless are all the 
exposed points upon our bays and sea-coast. 
The belief that our public functionaries can have 
been seriously meditating war, under these cir- 
cumstances, could only be founded upon the idea 
that they were either lunatic or treacherous to 
the country,a supposition which none can for 
an instant indulge. 

But there are other evidences that war has not 
been before the eyes of the leaders and managers 
of the party. If it had been, the first movement 
at the opening of the session would have been to 
make immediate appropriations for the public 
defenses; the appropriation bills would not have 
slept upon the table until the 9th of Felruary; for 
it was not until that day that the Navy bi:l was 
seriously moved. The annual Executive reports 
would also have been swollen with the note of 
war preparations. But what did we really seein 
them? The usual estimates for fortifications, 
from the Departmentof War! From the Navy 
Department, a recommendation of three frigates 
and three sloops-of-war, in addition to the num- 
ber of vessels now in commission, for the more 
ample protection of our commerce ! But the most 
decisive and satisfactory, that war was never 

actually anticipated as a thing of substance, al- 
though kept continually ringing in our ears, is to 
be found in the action of the committees of this 
House, organized upon party principles, and 
where every disposition exists to second the 
views of the Administration. None can be so 
ignorant as not to know that if war with so pow- 
erful a nation as France had been regarded as a 
probable event, every resource of credit and rev- 
enue ought to be husbanded with the most rigid 
economy. Itis obvious, however, that the very 
reverse of this policy was pursued. New sources 
of expenditure have been sought out. The ex- 
penditures upon internal improvements were pro- 
posed to be doubled in the course of the present 
ear,as we have seen. The Committee on Pub- 
ic Lands, early in the session, reported a bill for 
the reduction of the price of the public lands, 
which it may be estimated would soon reduce the 
revenue from that source one third or one half. 
The gentleman from Kentucky, [Mr. Jounson,] 
who is at the head of the Committee on Military 
Affairs in this House, and who from the promi- 
nent and distinguished position which he now 


occupies in the party, as their candidate for the | 


Vice Presidency, must be presumed to have been 
in the secret of those who were best informed as 
to the prospect of a war with France, reported a 
bill proposing to expend during the present year, 


upon fortifications, the sites of which have not | 
yet been purchased from the private owners, and | 
which no one supposes could be constructed in ` 


time to have been of any use in the war antici- 
-pated with France, the enormous sum of two 
millions and a half! 

But there is another piece of evidence, more con- 
clusive, if possible, than any I have yet pointed 
out. A salary and outfit for a Minister to France 
are asked for in the general appropriation bill, and 
reported as early as the 26th of December last. 
This fact can only be explained upon the suppo- 
sition, that our Government looked with certainty 
to an immediate restoration of amicable relations 
with France. Itis absurd to suppose either that 
this proposition found its way into the bill by 
accident, or that it was regarded as mere form, 
and the money intended to be used only upon the 
contingency of a settlement of the difficulties with 
France during the year. If the stern and appa- 
rently uncompromising and warlike stand taken 
by the President in his messages to Congress, at 
this session. were intended to operate upon France, 
as is alleged, would the Secretary of State have 
ventured to counteract all the effect of his display 
of firmness, by sending in an estimate for the 
support of a Minister at the very Court to which 
it was our policy to hold ‘up the vision of war! 
The idea isinadmissible. The appropriation was 
asked in the perfect confidence that by the close 
of the session it would be desirable to send a 
Minister to France. 
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Mr. Chairman, I have spoken fully of what I 
consider objectionable in the course of the party in 
ower, in relation to our difficulties with France, 


1 
i 


H 

f 
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] l : Parl wish it to be borne in mind that it 13 not 
building in this metropolis with perfect impunity, ` 


their course towards France that I complain of; 
it is to their course towards their own country, 
in keepmg up an unfounded alarm for various 
party purposes, that I object. As to France, I! 
make no defense, I have attempted no defense of 
her conduct. In my opinion, no defense can be ' 
made for the course of that Government, in re- 
quiring an apology before payment of the money. | 
The money that was admitted to be due, by 
treaty, ought to have been first paid, and then an - 
apology might with better reason have been de- : 
manded. : | 
But, siy, I cannot forbear to remark the superior ' 
skill of the French Government in the manage- 
ment of the question, on her part, if it had been 
her policy or interest to provoke or make war. 


called in question; and the pride of the nation 
roused by a menace of hostile measures on the 

art of this Government. They recall their Min- 
ister, and our distinguished negotiators take it for 
granted that there was an end of French resent- 
ment. They proceed with dignity to discuss the 
treaty again; and when they are prepared, they 
announce the result to ourGovernment bya vote 
of the Chambers. They give no insult; they 
use no menace; they make no pompous parade of 
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dition of other branches of the public service. It 
is not only our fortifications and our Navy which 
have been permitted to remain unarmed and in a 
state of dilapidation, but I affirm that many of 
the civil departments of the Government are in 
no better condition; and this [ am ready to de- 
monstrate to the House and to the whole country, 
if proper authority is given for that purpose. 
Beside the irregularities, abuses, and corruptions 
which have been shown to exist in the Post Office 
Department, I affirm that the General Land Office 
is in a condition scarcely less deplorable. There 


‘is neither order, dispatch, nor, in the case of 


some of the offices, is there fidelity in the man- 
agement and administration of that most import- 
ant and interesting branch of the public service. 
I affirm that this is true, and would be so, inde- 
pendent of the alleged want of clerical force in 
the Department. The evil exists in many of the 


' great land districts in the interior. 
The French were insulted; the faith of their King | 


The same thing is substantially true of the In- 
dian department. Thatbranch of the public ser- 
vice has, within a few years past, grown into an 
importance four or five fold greater than for- 
merly. The expenditures in this department a few 
years ago did not exceed some two or three hun- 
dred thousand dollars annually; now they are be- 


_ tween one and two millions; yetthe irregularities 


hostile intentions, but simply and firmly declare ` 


that they are now ready to pay the money; but 
desire to be saved the mortification in the face of 
all Europe, of having been compelled to the 
measure of payment by the terror of American 
arms. When France avows her purpose in the 
very teeth of your unanimous resolution to adhere , 
to the treaty; that she will pay only upon receiv- 
ing an apology, she makes the declaration after 
active and effective preparations to meet all the 
| consequences; she declares her purpose under 
`i cover of a hundred ships of war, and a hundred 
| thousand men. Now, a menace under such cir- 
! cumstances would mean something. What must 
‘ Europe have thought of our Government, if we 
had unfortunately been suddenly involved in a 
war with France? She would not have under- 
valued the people of this country, their spirit of 
resources, for in time we would have caused both 
to be properly estimated; but what opinion would 
: have been formed of the skill and foresight of 


and abuses appear to have multiplied in propor- 
tion to the magnitude of the public interest con- 
nected with it. What, it may be asked, are the 
causesof these extraordinary abuses? The cause 
is simple and single—the entire incompetency of 
much the largest number of the officers and agents 
employed as heads of bureaus or distinct and sub- 
ordinate offices. It is the want of capacity, of 
skill, and, in some cases, of every necessary 
quality. Thisis the great and decided cause; and 
the remedy does not exist in new organizations 
of this or that department, nor in the invention 
of new checks and restrictions upon the discre- 
tion of officers. The remedy for this abuse, like 
all others, will be found in the removal of the 
cause of it. Nothing ismore important to be un- 
derstood and extensively propagated in this coun- 


: try than this: that no Government, however wise 


‘the party in power I leave to the country to | 


; determine. 


defenses. He has responsibilities enough of his 


i| to a just proportion of it—the heads of Depart- | 

ments theirs. The Vice President has less to do | 
than any of them with the details of business— | 
in fact he has no business; he is the very man 


eral superintendence over all the various depart- : 


| sides the various and constantly recurring duties | 


where. He supposed naturally enough that his | 
lieutenants—his secretaries, together with the | 
Vice President, who aspires to bear off the chief 
honor in the gift of the party, would take care 
that the public defenses were duly attended to. 

If lam asked, Mr. Chairman, how it happened 
that I was ready to have voted liberal supplies 
for defending the country, when I had so decided 
a conviction that there was no danger of a war 
| with France, I answer, that it was not for me to 
j assume the responsibility of acting upon the cer- 
tainty that there would be no war. 1 formed my 
opinion upon circumstances which were conclu- 
sive to my mind; but I could not know what might 
be the result of the complicated interests of the 
party in power. It was quite possible that they 
might have found themselves engaged in a war 
against their own calculation. 

Sir, while I am upon the subject of the neglect 


/owntobear. Let the leaders of the party be held | 


who has had nothing to do but to exercise a gen- || 


| of his office, has to my certain knowledge given | 
a very large proportion of his time to the inter- | 
| ests of the Vice President, in Tennessee and else- |' 


and omission of duty, in relation to the military 
and naval defenses, on the part of those who have 
had charge of the general interests of the country, 
| I beg leave to make a few remarks upon the con- 


Let it not be said that General Jackson is re- i 
sponsible for all the deficiencies in the public | 


| ments of the public service. The President, be- |; 


and perfect in its form, exists but may and will 
be abused and perverted to bad and corruptends, 
whenever it shall fall into the hands of a set of 
administrators of loose or bad principles. No 
constitutional or legal enactments can supply the 
deficiency of ability or fidelity; no checks or reg- 
ulations can anticipate and defeat the devices of 
artful and unprincipled officeholders. Neither 
ability nor purity can be conferred by law. On 
the other hand, all experience has shown that, 
under any form of government or of official reg- 
ulation, however defective, when the public offi- 
cers are possessed of the attributes of talents and 
fidelity, the public liberty will be respected—the 
public prosperity promoted—and the great end 
of human government successfully carried out. 
But there is one mystery connected with the 
existence of the gross abuses in some branches 
of the public service, which deserves to be men- 
tioned. How has it happened that these abuses 
have not only been suffered to exist, but even to 
increase, under an Administration so decidedly 
opular and powerful? When this problem shall 
be solved to the satisfaction of the public, the 
remedy will be supplied. The true answer to 
the question, how these abuses come to exist 
under such an Administration, is, because the 
Administration is sucH as it is, because it is pop- 
ular. Every man of sound mind and lawful age 
knows that the President, nor any other being of 
created existence, can exercise a personal inspec- 
tion and superintendence overall, orevena tenth 
part of the most important details of the public 
service. Yet every important transaction con- 
nected with the public service is so managed by 
the subordinate officers, as to throw the respons- 
ibility upon the President. If the delinquent offi- 
cers do not do this themselves, their defenders 
in Congress and out of Congress do not fail, in 
effect, to fix the responsibility there. Whether 
in Congress, or in the country, complaint is made 
of abuse in any branch of the public service, the 
answer is, eternally, that the charge is meant as 
an attack upon General Jackson! His great name 
and popularity are the shield and buckler of every 
official delinquent, whether from incompetency 
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or infidelity, from a clerk to the head of a De- | 
partment—from the register or receiver of a land 
office, or an Indian agent, to a Minister Plenipo- 
tentiary! The name and services of General 
Jackson, I repeat, are invoked to shield and cover 
over,as with a mantle, every official transgression 
or omission, from the highest to the lowest, when- 
ever it suits the interest of party to avail them- 
selves of them. 

And the people are culled upon to rally round— 
to stand by and defend—not the individuals ar- 
raigned—not the delinquent department, but the 
President himself, who it is asserted through a 
thousand channels, is intended to be struck atand 
stabbed through the sides of the accused officer 
or Department. The people cannot at once detect 
the artifices of party. They are jealous of every- 
thing which savors of an attack upon General 
Jackson, and niey in general act upon that sus- 
picion. Those, therefore, who dare, here or else- 
where, to find fault with the course of affairs, upon 
any ground, instead of finding countenance from 
those in power, or from the dominant party—in- 
stead of being cheered on in the ungracious task 
ofreform, are meton the threshold, withthe charge 
of secretand sinister motives—with anti-Jackson- 
ism! They are told, that their object is to assail 
the character of the hero of New Orleans, and the 
conqueror of the United States Bank; as if either 
one or the other of those victories could be of any 
worth now or hereafter, except to protect the Con- 
stitution, the country, and its liberties—as if those 
victories could be of any value, if as the price of 
them we are to surrender that very Constitution, 
those very liberties—those rich and glorious prizes 
for which those batties were fought and won. If 
those who venture to make charges against any 
department of the public service are not met pre- 
cisely in this way, they are, at all events, told that 
General Jackson is the head of the Government— 
that he is responsible for all the executive branches 
of the public service, and no attack can be made 
upon any branch of the public service, therefore, 
withoutattacking him, and everybody knows that ` 
he does his duty. A most shameful, egregious, ; 
and pernicious fallacy. But the absurdity of the 
argument does not prevent it from being constantly 
interposed. The argument is, that because Gen- 
eral Jackson is able, faithful, and patriotic, in the 
discharge of all his duties, therefore all the sub- 
ordinate officers of the Government are so like- 
wise. But more: if anyone shall reply to all this, 
and that he means no attack upon General Jack- 
son, that he is willing to exonerate him from any 
agency in the abuses which are alleged to exist, 
he is forthwith denounced as a hypocrit—as a 
dastardly assailant, who wants tlfe courage and in- , 
dependence to make a direct attack. He is dared to 
come forward like a man, and assail General Jack- 
son as the author of all these abuses—his pride 
is appealed to—his feelings are chafed to draw him 
on to utter the fatal denunciation; and the moment | 
he does so, the myrmidons of the party stand 
ready to hack him to pieces! These, sir, are the |: 
true causes of the continued abuses in the public |; 
service. They are themselves, without doubt, |: 
the greatest of all abuses. So long asa great and |: 
venerated name may be successfully opposed to |! 
all inquiry—to all reform in the public service, so 
long will abuses continue to multiply. So long 
as a system of terror and punishment through the 
agency of the public press shall be successfully 
practiced, abuses will thicken upon us. I have 
said that the means resorted to to suppress inquiry | 
into abuses, are themselves the greatest of all 
abuses, Sir, they are so. I affirm that they are 
such as cannot long exist in a free Government— 
for no Governmentin which they exist, fora great 
while, can be free. oat 

The failure of the proposition to appropriate | 
three millions of dollars forthe Army, Navy, and | 
fortifications, and the loss of the regular fortifica- 
tion bill, at the close of the last session of Con- |! 
gress, is now become a stale subject; but the cir- |; 
cumstances connected with those events, and the |: 
use which has since been made of them, are of |: 
too much importance, and are too intimately con- | 
nected with the character and conduct of the party . 
in the majority in this House, to be suffered to ii 
pass without further notice. The common opin- | 


ion of the country is, that to Congress alone 1s to || 
be attributed the late defenseless condition of the ! 
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country, when it was supposed that we were upon 
the eve of a war with France; and the loss of the 
three million appropriation, and of the fortification 


| bill, between the two Houses, has been the evi- :: 
, dence relied upon to fix the responsibility there. 


To do justice to the respective political parties, 
between which this subject has become a point 
of contention, it is important that the real authors 
of those miscarriages should be clearly ascertained 
and exposed. 

_ But, before I come to notice the circumstances 
immediately connected with the action of the two 
Houses upon this subject, I wish to call the at- 
tention of the committee to the course of the party 
in power, in relation to the public defenses, dur- 
ing the session of 1834, as well as the last ses- 
sion, which will include the whole period of time 
since the rejection of the treaty by the French 
Chambers, in April, 1834. I expect to show, by 
this inquiry, thatit was the policy systematically 
pursued, during the years 1834 and 1835, up to 
the 3d of March in that year, to keep down the 
appropriations for fortifications, and to curtail 
them below the usual standard, notwithstanding 
the pending quarrel with France; and, before Í 
have done, IJ trust I shall be able to place before 
the committee such facts as will leave it no longer 


doubtful who should bear the responsibility of 


the neglected, unarmed, and decayed condition 
of the public defenses. 

The regular bill making appropriations for for- 
tifications for the year 1834 was under consider- 
ation on the 19th day of June of that year. The 
chairman of the Committee of Ways and Means, 
[Mr. Poix,] who was the regular organ of the 
Administration in this House upon ail subjects 
connected with. appropriations of public money, 
and who, in this instance, at least, all will agree, 
cannot be suspected of taking a course in oppo- 
sition to the views of the Executive, made a mo- 
tion to amend the billby reducing the item reported 
in the bill by the committee for the preservation 
of Castle Island and repairs of Fort Independence, 
in Boston Harbor, from $34,758 80 to $17,594. 
This motion was successful. He followed up this 
motion by moving to strike from the bill $100,000, 
which had been reported for a fort on George’s 
Island, in Boston harbor; but this motion failed 


‘after an animated debate. The same gentieman 


again moved to strike from the bill the appropri- 


ation of $100,000 for a fort on Throg’s Neck, and; 
; also the item of $50,000 for a fort at Grand Terre, 


Louisiana. Both these motionswere carried against 
the wishes of the organ of the Government. A 
gentleman from Maryland [Mr. McKim] moved 
to add an item of $25,000 for the defense of Balti- 
more, which was voted down. That these pro- 


. ceedings may be duly understood and estimated 


by the country, it must be borne in mind that 
they took place nearly a month after the receipt 


i of the intelligence by this Government of the re- 


jection of the treaty by the French Chamber of 
Deputies, and after the question of a war with 
France gave rise to much speculation in the pub- 


|: lic mind. It ought also to be remembered, in con- 


nection with the proceedings in relation to the 
defense of Boston harbor, that there is not to this 
day a single gun mounted, nor a single work in 


: repair, for the defense of that city. 


I now proceed to notice in order the proceed- 


‘ings of the House of Representatives upon the 


regular fortification bill for the year 1835. That 
bill was taken up for consideration on the 15th 
of January in that year. Mr. Everett, of Mas- 
sachusetts, moved an amendment of $75,000 for 
repairing the fortifications on Castle Island, in 
Boston harbor, according to a plan of the board 
ofengineers. He argued in support of his motion, 
that a call had been made on the War Department 
by the estimate of the board of engineers. The 


chairman of the Committee of Ways and Means | 
(Mr. Porx] denied that this appropriation was : 


authorized by the recommendation of the Depart- 
ment. 
to keep these appropriations down, at least to the 


| estimates of the officers appointed to make them. He |; 


further stated that “he had long with pain wit- 


nessed the fact that all excesses of appropriations |: 
had originated in that House.’ The same organ `; 
of the Government, and leader of the party upon |, 


this subject, [Mr. Porx,] when upon the floor 
again, during the same debate, declared, that “‘ as 


He then called on the House to endeavor `; 


Ho. or Reps. 


it he regarded the vote which would be given on 
'i this question indicative of the feelings of the 
| House on subjects of the most emphatically vital 
importance, he deemed it essential to have a full 
House when it was taken. He therefore moved 
a call of the House.” The motion of Mr. Ever- 
ETT was rejected, after a call of the House, by a 
vote of 120 to 87. Of those who voted in favor 
of the amendment, only sixteen belonged to the 
Administration party; and ninety of the same 
party voted in the negative, and of course gave 
their deliberate sanction to the doctrines and pol- 
icy laid down and advocated by the chairman of 
the Committee of Ways and Means. It is an 
important and singular fact that the fortification 
bill, at the last session of Congress, went to the 
Senate, from the House, with less than one half 
of the amount appropriated in the year 1834. If 
dates had not been referred to, I dare assert that 
no one would have dreamed that these solemn 
proceedings—this deliberate vote in confirmation 
of the policy of small appropriations for the mili- 
. tary defenses of the country, could have taken 
place as late as the middle of January, 1835— 
after the date of the reprisal message, and only 
five or six weeks prior to the 3d of March, made 
notorious by the loss of the entire fortification 
bill. Still less will the public be able to compre- 
hend the mystery that those proceedings were 
sanctioned by the same political party which has 
made the whole country ring with their denunci- 
ations of those who were alleged to have exposed 
the country to the attacks of a foreign enemy, 
without the means of defense, and when there 
was imminent danger of war. If I were to pro- 
ceed no further in arraying the proofs which I 
propose to lay before the committee upon this 
subject, | submit that there can be no longer any 
doubt where, and upon whom, the responsibility 
of neglecting the public defenses must rest; at all 
events, up to the period of the 3d of March, 1835. 
Well, sir, what new lights had flashed upon the 
country, and upon the organs of the Administra- 
tion in this House, between the 21st day of Jan- 
uary, when the fortification bill passed the House, 
and the 3d of March following, when the propo- 
sition was made for an appropriation of $3,000,000 
for the public defense? Was there any stronger 
reason to apprehend war in March than had ex- 
i isted, in equal force, from April, 1834, when the 
treaty was rejected by the French Chamber of 
‘ Deputies, or, at all events, from the date of the 
i reprisal message? 
I now propose to notice some of the most ma- 
terial of those facts and circumstances connected 
; with the loss of the fortification bill, at the close 
of the last session, which struck me at the time, 
and yet impress me with conclusive force, as to 
the motives and the authors of the loss of that 
bill. As to whether this House or the Senate 
ought to be charged with the loss of the three 
million appropriation which the gentleman from 

New York (Mr. CamBreLena] says is the true 

issue, can in fact present no issue at all. The 

Senate undoubtedly defeated the proposition to 
‘(appropriate three millions; but that body did 
', agree to appropriate $1,700,000 for the defense of 

_the country, including the amount embraced in 
the fortification bill as it went from the House; 
i and the question is who defeated this appropria- 
| tion bill, and with it the $800,000 agreed upon by 
| the committee of conference, and what were the 
‘| motives and objects and what are the responsi- 
i| bilities of those who defeated this bill? This is 
|| the true issue—these are the true questions pre- 
sented for the decision of the public. 

The strongest argument in the power of any 
one to address upon this subject, will be found 
| to consist of a simple narrative of the several mo- 
‘| tions and orders of the House, relative to the 
fortification bill on the night of the notorious 3d 
of March, together with some notice of the points, 
i taken in the very brief debate which accompanied 
i them. 
| The House amended the bill by inserting an 
i appropriation of $3,000,000! the Senate refused 
to concur with the House in this amendment. 
The House determined to insist upon its amend- 
ment; the Senate then came to a resolution to 
adhere to its disagreement, leaving the alterna- 
į; tive tothe House, either to recede from its amend- 
il ment, or to ask a conference. If the House de- 


| 
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termined to adopt neither of them, then the bill 
would be lost as a matter of course. Upon the | 
announcement of the message in the House that ° 
the Senate refused to agree to the amendment, a 
gentleman from Virginia [Mr. GnĦorson] ex- ` 
pressed ‘“‘a fervent hope that the House would 
recede.’? He was “conscious thatno man, woman, 
or child, who had any intelligence upon the sub- 
ject, seriously believed we would have war with 

rance.” He then moved that the House do 
recede from its amendment. 

The chairman of the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs [Mr. CamBreLene] said, ‘‘ he trusted the 
House would not recede.” ‘If no measures 
were to be taken for the defense of the country, 
let the Senate take the responsibility.” 

The question was then taken, and the motion ! 
to recede lost. Another message from the Sen- ' 
ate announced that that body had adhered to its | 
disagreement. Thereupon the gentleman from 
New York [Mr. CamsreLenc] moved that the 
House do adhere to its amendment 


A gentleman from Virginia [Mr. Mercer] 
moved that the House recede from its amend- 
ment. 


A gentleman from Ohio, (Mr. Lytle,) who is 
now, I believe, surveyor general of the State of 
Ohio, and appointed by the President since the 
last session of Congress, rose, and ‘‘ objected to 
any conciliatory measures on the part of this 
House. Let it now remain with the Peers to 
answer for the consequences. He wished to 
fasten—to nail the responsibility there. He would 
not have the House abandon the elevated ground 
which it now occupied. Without an appropria- 
tion the country would be left defenseless—and 
that appropriation the House had tendered; and 
the country would put its seal of reprobation on 


the pusillanimous act which thwarted the meas- i 


ure.”’ 

The gentleman from New York [Mr. Cam- | 
BRELENG| said afterwards, and when giving his 
reasons for not presenting the report from the 
committee of conference, that “he regretted the 
loss of the whole fortification bill; but let the re- 
sponsibility fall where it ought—on the Senate 
of the United States.” This I find in the Globe 
of the 5th of March. 

No gentleman of this House could have heard 
the remarks which I have quoted, without per- | 
ceiving that there was a decided and strong de- 


. that it was rumored in the House (or, at all events 
; E had about this time been informed) that an hon- ! 


; passage; and the committee, in waiting to vote 


i! were being taken on the road bill, it would h 


courage and energy to carry his object; and that | 
no time was to be lost. It was about this time | 


orable Senator from Tennessee had voted against 
the amendment of the House to the fortification 
bill. This of course did not diminish the interest | 
I had before felt upon the subject; yet I have no 

distinct impression of the particular bill or ques- 

tion, upon which the House was engaged at the 

time the committee returned, or at what hour of 

the night. 

Mr. CAMBRELENG said that the committee 
had left the House only after himself and another 
member of the committee had voted on the Cum- 
berland road bill. He also expressed some sur- 
prise that the gentleman from Tennessee should 
not know that the committee had to wait in the: 
House until a message could be sent to the Sen- 
ate and an answer returned, before they could 
know whether the Senate would agree to a con- 
ference. He also said that the Cumberland road 
bill was taken up immediately after the commit- 
tee on the part of the House was appointed, or 
so soon afterwards that the committee could not 
have acted before that bill was taken up. 

Mr. BELL. As Ihave not much confidence | 
in the accuracy of my own memory upon these 
questions of time, and the order of events that 
night, so I am inclined to distrust the memory of | 
others. There was a good deal of business trans- 
acted after the appointment of the committee, and , 
before the road bill was acted upon; besides, that 
bill had to be ordered toa third reading, and then 
actually read through before it was put upon its 


on that bill, if such was the fact, were guilty of | 
negligence, when so important a measure as the ‘' 
fortification bill depended so much upon dispatch. | 
| 
| 


It is not necessary either, that the committee 


| Should have waited for an answer from the Sen- | 


ate, nor spon such occasions is that the usual 
course. ‘The committee, if it had done its whole | 
i duty, would have followed the message of the ' 
: House to the Senate Chamber, and have been |! 
ready to act instantly with any committee which | 
might be appointed by that body. But, sir, I re- | 
gard these points as of very little importance to |! 
_the principal inquiry. If the committee had re- | 
: turned to the House when the yeas and nays | 
ave 


termination on the part of many members, and . been too late in point of time to obviate the scru- 
among others the gentleman from New York ‘ ples of those who supposed that the House could | 
(Mr. CamsRELENG] to suffer the whole bill to be i| not act after the hour of twelve. I cannot say | 
lost, with a view to attach odium to the Senate. that I was right in my impression, but I am cer- | 
It is worthy of particular notice, as illustrative of | tain that I supposed that hour had arrived before 
the peculiar character of the party now in power, | the road bill passed the House. A gentleman 
that those who were most determined todefeat the | from Georgia, [Mr. Gimzr,] who was in every | 
whole fortification bill, did not see any objection | respect a most exact, sincere, and conscientious 
to the loss of it, (though according to their own | man in the discharge of his duties as a member 
declaration at the time, the country would thereby ` of this House, rose in his place, when his name 
be left defenseless,) provided the Senate could be į was called to vote upon that bill, and declared | 
held responsible! The country was but a second- that he regarded the constitutional term of that | 
ary consideration; the interest of the party had su- Congress as having expired, and*he could not 
perior obligations. Although the course insisted | conscientiously vote upon any question, and he | 
upon by the chairman of the committee had been did not vote. There was no question made asto ` 
so far successful, and the bill with the amend- ' the true time; and the statement of the gentleman | 


ments was already considered by the House as 
lost; it was evident that some uneasiness was felt | 
at this result. 
shire (Mr. Hupparp] made two efforts before 
was successful in getting the floor, to move fora 
committee of conference; and notwithstanding 
the obstinacy with which a large majority had 
but a few moments before voted to adhere to their 
amendment, the motion fora conference was car- 
ried without a division. The Chair appointed 
the gentleman from New York, [Mr. CAMBRE- 
LENG,| the gentleman from New Hampshire who 
moved for the conference, and a gentleman from 
Alabama, [Mr. Lewis,] the committee of con- 
ference. I distinctly remember that there was | 
some delay on the part of the committee in leav- 
ing the House; and some symptoms of hesitation 
and faltering in the looks and manner of that 
member of the committee who was most relied 
upon to bring about a favorable result. It is 
within my ponm knowledge that that gentle- 
man was addressed by a member, and told that 
he had taken a step which was honest and patri- 
otic, though eontrary to the wishes and policy 


A gentleman from New ae i f 
e 


|j it, when the question was being taken upon the 


ofa portion of the House—that it only required 


from Georgia was acquiesced in so far that no ` 
| member rose to correct his statement. I can only 

say further upon this point, that when the bill -: 
was signed by the Speaker, it was done under a `! 
confident belief that the hour of twelve had passed; ‘| 
and when the President approved it, it must have || 
been after that hour. Whether, therefore, the || 
| committee retired from the House, or returned to 


| road bill, is wholly immaterial in every view of | 
the subject. We know that the committee of | 
| conference of both Houses agreed to amend the 
fortification bill, by adding $800,000 for the pub- 
lic defenses—but that the report was not acted 
upon in the House, because of the alleged want 
of a quorum; and for the further reason alleged, | 
that the term of Congress expired at the hour of | 
twelve on the night of the 3d of March, 1835; and | 
that the report was not presented to the House 
until after that hour. Now, sir, the inquiry is, 
how it happened that the House found itself 
without a quorum at the close of its term, when 
so many important subjects remained to be acted 
upon; and who were they that withdrew at such 
a moment, and what were their motives? All 


these points I undertake to explain, and settle, 
from circumstances so strong as to satisfy every 
impartial inquirer. It is fortunate that we have 
record proof upon this subject; and it is upon 
such I mainly rely in making good my engage- 


| ment. 


It appears from the Journal of that night that 


one hundred and seventy-four members voted 


upon the passage of the Cumberland road bill— 
of that number eighty-three were, and are now, 
the political friends and supporters of the Vice 
President, Mr. Van Buren, for the succession to 
the Presidency. These cighty-three members of 
the party had no scruples of conscience when 
required to vote upon that bill. You, sir, [Mr. 
Hamer, of Ohio,] may know that there were 
strong reasons for the passage of that bill besides 
the ordinary interest which the people of the 
States north of the Ohio had in the road itself; 
and it was not safe to be too inquisitive as.to the 
hour of the night, or as to the precise point of 
time, when the constitutional powers of the House 
ceased. That bill was to be passed at all hazards. 
But a few minutes had elapsed after the passage 
of the road bill, when a motion was made to take 


, up the question of Mr. Letcher’s pay, and, after 


some little debate, the previous question was 


/ moved, and in ascertaining whether there was a 


second to the motion, there appeared, onacount, 
to be one hundred and thirty-five members pres- 


ent. On taking the main question, immediately 


afterwards, by yeas and nays, only one hundred 


| and thirteen membersanswered; and so the House 
‘appeared to be without a quorum; one hundred 
: and twenty-one members being necessary for that 
| purpose. It thus appears that in the very short 


space of time between the vote upon the road bill 
and the question of Mr. Letcher’s pay, sixty-one 
members had retired from the House or refused 
to vote; and twenty-two of the members present, 
when the previous question was moved on the 
question of Mr. Letcher’s pay, absented them- 
selves immediately, or declined to vote on the 
main question, which was put the next moment. 
On the question of Mr. Letcher’s pay, only thir- 
ty-one members of the party voted, less than the 
number of the same party which had voted just 
before upon the road bill, by fifty-two; and so it 
appears that of the sixty-one members who voted 
on the road bill, and declined voting on the ques- 


; tion of Letcher’s pay, fifty-two were members of 
‘ the dominant party, leaving only nine of the Op- 


position to share the responsibility of depriving 
the House of a quorum at that important moment. 
These details I know are tedious and uninterest- 
ing; but they are important to the cause of truth, 
and equally so tå the cause of justice between the 
respective political parties in the country. Ican- 
not be satisfied until I show by names who they 
were—I mean of what party, and what their prob- 


i able motives—that were the real authors of the 


miscarriage of the fortification bill. The follow- 
ing gentlemen, members of the last Congress, and 
all members of the party, voted on the Cumber- 
land road bill, who, from scruples of conscience 
or some other reason, retired or declined to vote 
upon any other question during the night: Samuel 
Beardsley, Rowland Day, Joel Turvill, R. H. Gil- 
let, N. Holseu, S. G. Hathaway, N. Johnson, C. 
McVain, Job Pearson, and William Taylor, of New 
York; John Galbraith, J. B. Sutherland, and 4. 
Beaumont, of Pennsylvania; Jeremiah McLene, B. 
Mitchell, W. Patterson, and S. Webster, of Ohio; 
J. M. Harper, B. M. Bean, and H. Hubbard, of 
New Hampshire; William Schley, of Georgia; G. 
P. Osgood, of Massachusetts; 4. G. Hawes, of 
Kentucky; H. Conner, of North Carolina; Ratliff 
Boon and John Carr, of Indiana; Gorham Parks, of 
Maine; and J. M. H. Beal, of Virginia. i 

I give the names, not from any personal disre- 
spect, but that all who know the gentlemen ma 
draw their own conclusions; as all I can vouc 
for in regard to them is, that, as party men, they 
are, without exception, good and true; as faithful 
a band as ever rallied under party chief; but, sir, 
they must be allowed to be honest and have scru- 
ples of conscience like other men. But I have 
another list, which will place this point beyond 
dispute. The following gentlemen, twenty-twe 
in number, and all of the true faith, who did not 
vote on the question of Letcher’s pay, reappeared 
afterwards, and actually voted upon one, and 
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much the largest number of them on two motions 
to adjourn, which were decided upon the yeas 


and nays, long after the vote upon Letcher’s case: | 


Ph. Dickerson, M. T. Hawkins, Benjamin Jones, 
E. Kavanagh, J. K. Polk, J. B. Vanhouten, Joseph 
B. Anthony, John Chaney, John Cramer, D. Kil- 
gore, T. Lee, E. Lucas, C. Lyon, M. Mason, Jr., 
James Parker, F. O. J. Smith, Jesse Speight, R. Jar- 
vis, W. L. May, W. N. Shinn, J. J. McKay, and 
E. Howell. These twenty-two members, added 
to the one hundred and thirteen who voted upon 
the question of Letcher’s pay, make the whole 
number one hundred and thirty-five which must 
have been present, cither in the House or within 
call, at the time the question was taken upon 
the proposition to pay Letcher; besides those 
who were present but declined voting upon any 

uestion at all after the road bill passed. Here, 
then, sir, is proof positive and certain, that there 
was a quorum present at the very point of time 
when it is affirmed by those who wish to avoid 
responsibility and throw the odium of the loss 
of the fortification bill upon others, that there 
‘was not one in the House. It is due to those 
-gentlemen whose names I have taken the liberty 
to mention, to say, that they may have acted 
from very proper motives, and very different from 
thoge I have left to be inferred from the manner 
in which I have stated the argument. 

In order to show the view which the gentleman 
from New York (Mr. CamBreenc] took of this 
question, and the distinct ground upon which he 
placed his own justification, I will read an ex- 
tract from a letter printed in the Intelligencer of 
the 9th of March, with his signature. 

Mr. Bev. was reading that part of Mr. Cam- 
BRELENG’s letter in which he stated that the com- 
mittee of conference left the House immediately 
after it was appointed, and in which he referred 
to the Cumberland road bill as having been taken 
up and acted apon in the absence of the commit- 
tee, when 

Mr. CAMBRELENGexplained, and asked the 


entieman from Tennessee if he had not heard | 


‘his statement upon this point on a former day ? 
He also referred to the Journals to show thata 
statement then appeared, made by him on the 
night of the 3d of March, in which it was alleged 
.that the vote was decided on the question of 
-Letcher’s pay when the committee returned to 
the House; and he was surprised that the gentle- 


man from Tennessee should not know the fact; |: 


and if there was anything wrong in the Journal, 
. the Speaker, whose duty it was to see it made up 
properly, was responsible. 
Mr. BELL. I heard the gentleman’s statement 
ataformer day. He then stated that the com- 
mittee did not retire until he and another member 
of the committee voted on the road bill. Buti 
still do not regard the statement as decisive of the 
fact; for the gentleman’s own recollection was 
‘different a few days after the adjournment; and 
as to the responsibility to which the gentleman 
thinks the Speaker ought to be held, I am willing 
to bear all proper responsibility; but no man who 
was present can suppose it possible that the 
Speaker could possibly remember the order of 
all that was said and done on that most harassing 
night, As to the statement which appears, by 
the Journal, to have been made by the gentleman 
in relation to the time when the committee re- 
turned to the House, it proves nothing more than 
‘the gentleman’s own verbal statement could now 
.do; for it was a matter that did not belong to the 
Journals, and ought not to have been there. ‘But 
I state again that I do not regard the question of 
the time when the committee ‘returned to the 
‘House as at ali material; Iwas proceeding to read 
.the letter of the gentleman more with a view to 
another and distinct point, than ta show how lit- 
-tle reliance was to be placed upon the recollections 
of any one as to the precise time at which any 
particular event transpired. The gentleman fur- 
ther states in his letter, after affirming that the 
committee returned to the House while the yeas 
-and nays were being called upon the Letcher case, 
that “a quorum on the question of Letcher’s pay 
not having voted, the Chair could receive no re- 
-port from any committee.” 'Fhis is the material 
-statement to which: I wish to call the attention of 
the committee. Ft is true the gentleman did state 
sin his place on that night that there was no quo- 


| rum present, and he gave that as a reason why 
i he had not presented the report of the committee; 
|| but in doing so he acted gratuitously. In taking 
|| notice that no quorum was present, even if it were 
the fact, he assumed a duty and responsibility 
wholly unusual and unprecedented in the practice 
of this House, unless the member who takes such 
a course intends to defeat the measure before the 
House. 
Mr. CAMBRELENG appealed to the gentle- 
man from Tennessee to say ìf, after a question 


was taken by yeas and nays, and no quorum | 


voted, the case would not be different, and whether ` 


it was not his duty to notice the fact? 


Mr. BELL. I have just submitted the evidence l 


of the fact that, notwithstanding the vote upon 
Letcher’s pay, there was actually a quorum in 
the House; and it is difficult, from all the facts 
of the case, to suppose that the gentleman from 
New York did not himself know that a quorum 


was either present or within call, if he had de- ; 
sired one. But, sir, whether there was a quorum | 


present or not, and although every member may 
properly take notice of the want of a quorum at 
any time, and require a count of the House, yet 
I appeal to the oldest members of the House (and 
there are gentlemen present who have been mem- 
bers fifteen or twenty years) to say, if they ever 
knew a single instance in which a member friendly 
to a measure required a count of the House? We 
all know that the Journals are often read, and 
other business of importance transacted, without 
a quorum. Nothing is more common than to re- 
ceive reports from committees the first half hour 
after the meeting of the House without a quorum. 
It is the duty of the Speaker, at all times, to see 
that a quorum is present when important busi- 
ness is transacted; and so it would have been his 
duty, if the report of the committee of conference 
had been presented, to see that there was a quo- 
rum in the House when it was acted upon. Sir, 
the Speaker would have taken the responsibility 
of receiving the report of the committee that 
night without a count of the House, because he 
was satisfied that there was a quorum present, not- 
withstanding the vote on the question of Letcher’s 
.pay; and I repeat, that the course of the gentle- 
man, in taking upon himself the responsibility 
of asking a count of the House, was gratuitous; 
and could only be explained or justified by his 
desire to defeat the measure of which he had 
charge. Sir, 1 am the more earnest in pressing 
this point, because I feel that the Chair was, in 
some measure, responsible for the loss of the for- 
tification bill, by having placed a gentleman at the 
head of the committee of conference who had 
already indicated a disposition to let: the bill fall; 
; and it was by the request of the gentleman who 
! made the motion fora committee, and from court- 
‘| esy to the gentleman from New York, who was 
‘ at the head of the Committee on Foreign Affairs, 
| that he was appointed chairman of that commit- 
‘tee. Ifa gentleman friendly to the measure had 
been placed at the head of the committee, it is 
probable the bill would have been passed. 

I have now done with details on this subject. 
i Besides these, there would be much to-satisfy the 
.mind of any man who had a full view of this 


night, upon the question at issue. 
the position I did, it was impossible not to have 


duct of the parties concerned. Soon after the 
passage of the Cumberland road bill, symptoms 


-of many members, were apparent. Notlong after 
the return of the committee of conference, the ele- 
‘ments of discord greatly increased. Itwasobvious 
-that the whippers in of the party had suddenly 
become the ahi owt. Isaw that a powerful 
effort was making to prevent any further action 
of the- House upon some measure or other. When 
the gentleman from New York [Mr. eee 
. objected that there was no quorum present, I h 


man and his friends upon that measure. I must 
say, however, that I did not at that time indulge 


heard, either about the time the committee of con- 
ference had returned to the House, or shortly 


Hall, and the actors in it, on that extraordinary |: 
Occupying | 


of adisposition todo no more business, on the part | 


in any very uncharitable feelings in relation to |! 
the increased efforts of that gentleman and his | 
friends to defeat the fortification bill; for I had | 


afterwards, a rumor that the President had de- 
clared he would not sign any bill which might 
pass after twelve o’clock; and I supposed it very 
natural, and not altogether unfair as a party move- 
ment, to suffer the bill to fall between. the two 
Houses, rather than throw the whole responsi- 
bility of its loss upon the President. It 1s true 
that neither then nor since have I heard from an 

authentic source that the President madeany suc 

declaration; but it is also true that I have heard 
no contradiction of the rumor. If the President 
had made such a declaration, I knew, and the 
gentlemen themselves knew, that the President 
would not be likely to change his mind, whatever 
were the motives which prompted his course. 


: But, sir, what I do blame in the course of the 
‘ gentlemen, and for which I think they deserve 


the censure of the whole country, is that after 
they had, as I have conclusively shown, with- 
drawn themselves from the House or declined 
voting upon every question, or otherwise so man- 
aged as to deprive the House of a quorum, and 
thus to defeat the fortification bill, they should, 
as a party, and through the public press in their 
interest, join in the clamor, and countenance the 
charge, that at a time when there was imminent 
danger of war, the Senate, and particularly an 
honorable Senator from Tennessee, had defeated 
the necessary appropriations for the defense of 
the country. There is no apology, no defense 
for such a course. Gentlemen ought to remem- 
ber that Judge White especially was assailed in 
the most unjust and gross manner. He was even 


' impeached of * treasonable conduct” for his vote 


upon this question; and he was charged with hav- 
ing prepared, in conjunction with the majority of 
the Senate, “to play the part of Benedict Arnold, 
and betray our fortifications to the enemy.” This 
article was copied into the Globe, and the num- 
ber of that paper containing it was actually sent 
by the President himself, under his own frank, to 
every member of the Tennessee Legislature! It 
is due to the Senate and Judge White to state 
that they had added, by way of amendment, 


- $450,000 to the bill as it was originally sent to the 


u 


d, > l! House, fifty-two were the supporters of 
-very decided opinions upon the motives and con- ||! 


: Senate; and they had also agreed, by their com- 
; mittee of conference, to add 


$800,000 more; in 
all $1,250,000, in addition to the original bill 
which contained-$459,000 only. The House had 
it in its power, with the consent of the Senate, 
to appropriate $1,689,000 for the public defenses, 


': but the interests of party prevailed over those of 


the country, and the whole bill was lost. 
The defense of those members of the party of 


the succession who withdrew, or declined voting 
‘at all, after the passage of the Cumberland road 
bill, is put upon the ground of conscientious 
i; scruples. This defense is liable to two decisive 
: objections. 


In the first place, those scruples 
came upon gentlemen too suddenly, and too late 
also; for the: hour of twelve had arrived before 


‘ the Cumberland road bill passed the House; and 


although some few individuals may justly be 


: supposed to have been seized with sudden scruples 
; of conscience after the vote on the.read bill, such 


visitings, in their natural operation, are never 


-known to operate upon one political party and 


not upon another. Of the sixty-one members 
who voted on the road bill, and refused to vote 
on the next. question that was taken up in the 
r. Van 
Buren for the Presidency ! But the defense of the 
gentleman isliable to this further objection. They 


:are members of the. py which has maintained 
‘the ground during ti 
i which succeeded in imposing their views upon a 


e last twelve months, and 


large portion of the public, that there was just 


‘reason to apprehend a war with Franee, at the 
very time the fortification bill:-was lost. 
-if there was actually no danger of war, the loss 
-of that bill was a matter of na serious consequence 


Now, 


to the country; and all that has been said to the 


i contrary has been mere trifling. But if there 
j|-was really any probable reason to apprehend war 
no further doubt.as to the course of the gentle- |: 


at the close of the last session ef Congress, then 
it was just such an emergency, as that all consti- 
tutional doubts about the power of the House to 
pass the bill after twelve o’clock at night, ought, 
upon principle as well as the authority of pre- 


- cedent, to have been solved in favor of the power. 


It is strange that.a whole party, which claims 
exclusive patriotism; should have been paralyzed 
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by doubts at such a crisis. What! when the 
country was supposed to be upon the eve of a 
war with a powerful nation—its military defenses | 
incomplete, unarmed, and decayed—is it at such 
a crisis, that scruples and doubts about constitu- 
tional power, arising upon a mere question of 
hours—not of days, but of hours—are suffered 
to affect measures essential to the honor, safety, 
and perhaps the very existence of the Govern- 
ment! It was not so with General Jackson when 
the public enemy were at the gates, and threat- 
ened the safety of a single city of the Union! 
But what strikes me as most extraordinary is, 
that the President himself should have had scru- 
ples of conscience about the power of Congress 
to pass laws after twelve o’clock on the 3d of 
March, 1835; and that he should have resolved to 
sign no bill that should pass the House after that 
hour. Sir, if the President did make that declara- 
tion, it is conclusive evidence that he regarded the 
country asin ro danger of war. He surely would 
not have been so regardless of the interests of the 
country as to desire the loss of the fortification 
bill for any party advantage which might be ex- 
pected from it, in carrying on the war against the 
Senate and Judge White, when the country itself 
was exposed to the danger of a foreign war. Sir, 
the President and his advisers had no fears of a 
war with France at the close of the last session 
of Congress, norat any other time. Thisis mani- 
fest from their own conduct. If it had been sup- 
posed at the close of the last session of Congress 
that a war with France was a probable event, it 
was the sworn and sacred duty of the President, 
under the Constitution, to have advised Congress 
of his apprehensions, and to have recommended 
immediate measures for the defense of the country. 
He should have communicated his fears, freely 
and fully, upon this subject to Congress—for it is 


the Executive Department of Government which ; 


has charge of, and is always presumed to be bet- 
ter informed upon such questions than Congress. 
The communication should have been to Con- 
gress, and not to individual members. Again, sir, 


it was equally the duty of the President, under | 


the Constitution, to have convoked the new Con- 
gress at the earliest day possible after the last 
adjournment, if he really anticipated war with 
France. If any new cause of war, or any addi- 
tional reason to apprehend a war with France, 


was conceived to exist in the course of the French | 
Chambers, in requiring an apology which the ` 
President could not give consistently with the `; 
honor of the country, Congress ought to have || 


been called immediately on the receipt of the in- 
telligence. It would have been in the power of 
the President at any time during the summer and 
fall of that year, to have repaired the mischief of 
the loss of the three million appropriation, by 
calling Congress together and laying before them 
the state of the country, and recommending prop- 
er measures to meet the crisis. 
done so, is conclusive with me, that there was no 
expectation of war; and the hue and cry raised 
about the loss of the three million appropriation 
and fortification bill must be regarded as one of 
the great number of false pretences and impos- 
tures which have been invented by the party for 
political effect and popular excitement. 

There is another subject, Mr. Chairman, which 
I feel bound to avail myself of this occasion to 
notice more particularly than I have yet done. 
It is another one of that series of pretenses and 
impostures which I have so often alluded to. I 
refer now to the alleged mischief and danger of 
terminating an election of President by this House. 
No subject has been more artfully handled and 
portrayed in more alarming colors, in the South 
and Southwest, during the last fall and summer, 
by the partisans and adherents of the Vice Pres- 
ident than this one. None, sir, has produced a 
more decided effect upon the public mind. It is 
well known that, in those sections of the Union 
especially, an election by the House of Repre- 
sentatives was made particularly odious by the 
representations and denunciations of the election 
by the House in 1825. It was one of the stand- 
ing themes of every political declaimer during the 
last year. The evils of such a catastrophe as 
another election by the House has been a subject 
of constant regret and lamentation, in the columns 


of every leading journal in the interest of Mr. || 


His not having | 


Van Buren. I should not be far wrong if I were 
to say that two thirds of all the honest and sober- 


minded planters and farmers in the whole South || 2 
+ and Southwest, who are disposed to support the i| ommendations? In the early part of the Admin- 


nomination of the Baltimore Convention, would 
assign as the reason of their course, if they were 
asked, their horror of an election by the House 
of Representatives, and their fears, that by sup- 
porting any other candidate they will only con- 
tribute to bring about this result. Knowing the 
extent of this feeling, the partisans of Mr. Van 
Buren have, in many districts, rested his cause 
entirely upon this point. A French war was de- 
scribed as an infinitely less evil than an election 
by the House of Reps tupac: It has been, 
and is now, asserted 

advocates of the Vice President throughout the 
country, that an election by the House would be 
carried by intrigue, bribery, and corruption; and 
that the voice of the people will be unheeded in 
the contest. The Government journal, printed 
in this city, (the Globe,) has of late uniformly 
represented an election by the House of Repre- 
sentatives as the greatest calamity which could 
befall the country. I propose now to unvail the 
course of the party in power upon this subject, 
and to expose their artifices and insincerity. 

It is very well known to those who look be- 
yond the surface—who pay only a due regard to 
professions, and examine the real motives of 
human action as they are exhibited in the course 
of the present self-styled Republican party, that 
they advocate the propriety and necessity of ad- 
hering to the practice of nominating a President 
and Vice President by caucus or conventions not 
for the purpose of preventing an election by the 
House of Representatives, but upon the ground 
that, as they allege, in no other way can a party 
be kept together, or the power and patronage of 
the Government be secured to their own mem- 
bers or followers. This is the true motive, and 
this the true secret of the extraordinary efforts 
and influences which have been made, and brought 


y the zealous and interested - 


to bear on the people of late, in order to give ` 


popularity and permanence to the practice of such 
nominations. To avoid the evils of an election 
by the House isthe professed object of the party. 

hat has been the great political bugbear which 


has been held up and paraded through the coun- | 


‘ try, to frighten the people into an acquiescence 


in the nomination of such a body as the late Bal- 
timore convention. The truth is, that without 
the benefit of the terrors created by the frightful 


image of an election by the House, which has | 
` been so constantly kept before the eyes of the peo- 


ple, the nomination of the Baltimore convention 
would have found no countenance. And this, sir, 
is the solution of the mystery—here lies the secret 
of the continued and marked neglect with which 
the repeated recommendations of the President 


in relation to such an amendment of the Consti- ` 


tution as would hereafter prevent an election of 
President and Vice President by the House, and 


‘ secure it to the people, has been treated by the 


party. The history of this proposition is remark- 


| able, and highly instructive as well as curious. 
It cannot be forgotten that, from 1825, until the ` 


commencement of the present Administration, 
this proposition was a favorite policy of the party 
which brought General Jackson into power. The 
whole subject was, during that period, ably and 
fully discussed both in Congress and in the pub- 
lic journals. When General Jackson was elected 
by the people, no one doubted but that one of the 
first acts which would distinguish the action of 
Congress would be, to recommend such an amend- 
ment to the States for their adoption. General 
Jackson, in his first message, urged the subject 
upon the attention of Congress in the strongest 
and most peoia language. In his second, 
and in each succeeding annua! message, he has 
done the same thing. Regarding the discussion 
of the subject as having commenced in 1825; itis 
now upwards of ten years since it has been be- 
fore the country in the most imposing form—in 
the annual messages of the President. The argu- 
ments and language of the message upon this sub- 
ject are worthy of particular notice, and I must 
ask leave to refer to them. [Here Mr. B; read 
several passages from the messages of the Presi- 
dent upon this subject, all of which went to show 
how important it was, in the epinion of the Presi- 


| dent, such an amendment of the Constitution 
| should be made.] Well, sir, what has been the 
result—the effect of these repeated and urgent rec 


| istration, many earnest and well meant efforts were 
| made to get this House to take up and act upon 
this subject; propositions ina variety of shapes 
were presented; and it has been a partof the res- 
ular forms of the House, at the beginning of every 
session, to appoint a select committee upon this 
subject—but, sir, the truth cannot be disguised or 
disputed, that those efforts were the efforts of in- 
dividuals only; that the regular annual appoint- 
ment of special committees has been but a mere 
form; and at no time could the party be rallied in 
favor of the proposition. There was always 
, somewhere, and from some motive, a power and 
ian influence which thwarted the action of the 
| House upon this question. 
| Soon after the opening of the last session of 
| Congress, this subject began to excite increased 
| interest, and certainly demanded promptattention 
' from those who seriously and honestly believed 
an election by the House of Representatives ought 
to be avoided. It was then that it became mani- 
fest that the Jackson party would be divided upon 
the subject of his successor; and an honorable 
Senator from Tennessee was brought to the no- 
tice of the country as a candidate for the Presi- 
| dency, and supported under such circumstances 
i and upon principles which forbid the hope that 
| his friends would surrender his pretensions to the 
| man who it was foreseen would be the favorite of 
the contemplated Baltimore convention. This 
was a conjuncture to test the principles of the 
party upon this subject. The danger of a divis- 
ion In the ranks of the party in power was man- 
ifest. That an election by the House would be 
a result of this state of things, could not certainly 
be foreseen; but all must have seen that such a 
result might take place. As early as the 10th of 
i December, 1834, a select committee was appointed 
to consider and report upon this subject. Special 
care was taken to appoint aclear majority upon 
| the committee who were known to have avowed 
themselves favorable to an amendment of the Con- 
stitution, which would exclude the election from 
the House. The following gentlemen composed 
the committee: Messrs. Gilmer, Archer, Binney, 
Beardsley, Gorham, Johnson of Kentucky, Speight, 
Hubbard, and Carr. Five of these gentlemen are 
the known supporters of General Jackson and of 
Mr. Van Buren as his successor; and all were 
understood, when the committee was appointed, 
to be in favor of the recommendation of the Pres- 
ident, which it was their exclusive and special 
duty to consider and report upon. The chairman 
of the committee, Mr. Gilmer, of Georgia, though 
not a supporter of the Administration, was known 
to be a gentleman of great sincerity, talents, and 
energy; and he was also known to be a zealous 
advocate of the propositions submitted to the com- 
mittee. I havea personal knowledge that unusual 
efforts were made by the chairman of the commit- 
tee, and by various other individuals, to prevail 
upon the committee to agree upon some report at 
an early day of the session, thatit might be before 
the House and acted upon before the close of the 
session. The friends of Judge White especially, 
fearing the use which would be made against him 
of the argument that, by dividing the party, the 
election might be brought into the House, exerted 
themselves in every fair and honorable way to 
procure a decision upon the question by Congress. 
Several of the members of this committee, who 
had always avowed themselves in favor of the 
measure, were privately appealed to; but all was 
vain. The answer was they could not agree upon 
the details of the measure—no two, it was said, 
could agree. Now, sir, every member of the least 
experience in legislation knows that upon any 
important question whatever involving details, 
-two men can rarély be found to agree upon all of 
them. Itis notorious that no committee of this 
House would ever report upon any subject of im- 
portance if a majority of its members were ex- 
pected to unite upon all the details of it. All that 
can be expected 1n such cases, is that a majority 
shall agree upon the principle of the report. The 
House is always expected to alter the details ac- 
cording to the views of the majority. It was no 
-adequate excuse to say they could not agree upon 
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details. Iwill not be so unjust as to say that all 
the members of the committee who had before 
that time professed a desire to see the Constitu- 
tion amended in this respect, willfully combined 
to prevent any action upon the subject last ses- 
sion. Of a committee of nine members, and six 
only of them being friendly to the principle of a 
measure, any two of the six were able to defeat 
any action upon the subject. A report from the 
committee, [ feel warranted, from the circum- 
stances, in asserting, was defeated by the man- 
agement of some portion of the members of it, 
who were, at the same time, avowed advocates 
of the expediency of such an amendment of the 
Constitution. 

The farther history of this question is this: 
Mr. Gimer, the chairman of the committee, 
failing in all his efforts to get the committee to 
make a report, in any shape, came into the House 
on the 3lst of January, and asked that the com- 
mittee might be discharged from the further con- 
sideration of the subject, on the ground that they 
could come to no agreement thereupon; and on 
the same day he was permitted to lay a resolu- 
tion, containing a proposition for an amendment 
of the Constitution in relation to the election of 
President and Vice President, upon the table. I 
well remember that, at first, one of the prominent 
members of the committee, and who was also a 
prominent member of the dominant party, refused 
to give his consent that Mr. Giimer should even 
lay his resolution upon the table; but he became 
ashamed of his conduct, and withdrew his oppo- 
sition. Thus the subject was before the House; 
and it was at any time in the power of the majority 
to take it un and decide upon it. On the 13th of 
February, Mr. Gitmen, finding that it would not 
do to postpone the subject any longer, without 
losing sight of it altogether during the session, 
moved to suspend the rules of the House, in order 
to proceed to the consideration of his resolution, 
Azainst this motion there were only fifty-six 
votes, and of thesc, thirty-seven were the known 
supporters of Mr. Van Buren for the Presidency, 
or, in other words, of a nomination bya conven- 
tion; and fifteen of these thirty-seven were mem- 
bers of the New York delegation. The resolution 
was that day taken up and read a second time, 
and postponed to the 19th of the month, but it 
was superseded by other business until the 25th 
of February, when Mr. Wipe, of Georgia, 
moved that all the orders of the day be postponed, 
for the purpose of considering this subject. Upon 
this motion there were 112 yeas and 92 nays; of 
the latter, forty-nine were supporters of Mr. Van 
Buren, and twenty-four of them members of the 
New York delegation. The subject that day 
underwent considerable discussion, but the House 
came to no decision upon it. On the 27th of Feb- 


i 
i| 


ruary Mr. Gimer again moved that his resolu- | 
tion be taken up; and on taking the question, the | 


vote stood—yeas 99, nays 104. 
sixty were for Mr. Van Buren, and twenty-four 


Of the nays, | 


of them from New York. On the same day, : 


however, at a later hour, Mr. Grumer’s resolu- | 


tion came up in the regular order of business, 
when a motion was made to dispose of it finally, 
by laying it on the table. In favor of this motion 
there were only thirty-eight votes, and thirty of 
them were the friends of Mr. Van Buren, and 
thirteen of that number from New York. 
further debate upon the resolution, a motion was 
made by Mr. VanperPoe., of New York, that 
the House adjourn, evidently with a view to 
evade the question upon the resolution. Upon 
this motion the votes stood—yeas 59, nays 112. 
Of the yeas, forty-nine were for Mr. Van Buren, 
and twenty of them from New York. The sub- 
ject was further debated, but no decision was 
arrived at. . 
Now, sir, upon a view of all these circum- 
stances, can there remain the shadow of a doubt 
that this question was willfully and designedly 
evaded at the last session by the very party which 
now professes to hold an election by the House 
in such utter abhorrence. The neglect of Con- 
gress to act upon this subject prior to the last 
session, might admit of some apology. There 
were so many exciting and important questions 
of another kind, continually arising to absorb the 
chief attention of Congress; and, besides, there 


until the commencement of last session. But 
there is no justification for the course of the party 
at the last session upon this subject. It is but too 


` clear that the party in favor of Mr. Van Buren 


for the succession, determined to have the full 


benefit of the fears which existed in the country |: 


of an election by the House, in compelling a sub- 
mission to the decrees of the Baltimore Conven- 
tion. Else, why was it that not the slightest 


notice was taken by that vigilant guardian of - 


everything that concerns the party, the Globe, 
of the question presented by Mr. Gitmer’s res- 
olution when it was under discussion? Not one 
paragraph was penned during the sitting of Con- 
gress, upon the importance of amending the Con- 
stitution so as to prevent an election of the Pres- 
ident by the House of Representatives. Why, 
Sir, was not the committee which had charge of 
this subject, rated for their negligence and omis- 
sion In not reporting upon the subject submitted 
to them? Why were not the usual denunciations 
uttered through that organ against those members 
of the party who voted in every instance to pre- 
vent the consideration, and to defeat altogether 
the resolution of Mr. Gitmer? Sir, a large por- 
tion of the party upon that question showed that 
they were opposed to a measure which General 
Jackson had urged upon Congress in every an- 
nual message since he came into office. Why 
were they not pointed out and denounced as anti- 
Jackson? There can be but one answer to this 
question: It was no offense to any one to oppose 
that proposition at the last session. That this 
question was designed to be blinked, was mani- 
fest to me from the course of particular members 
—a course which I could account for upon no 
other ground. When Mr. Gitmer’s resolution 


was under discussion at one time, there appeared |: 


to be a serious determination on the part of the 
House to carry it. 
My colleague, [Mr. Poxx,] who is now the 
prenaine officer of this House, and who cannot 
e charged with a disposition to thwart the views 
of those in power, made a speech which was evi- 


dently intended to put an end to the further con- | 


sideration of the subject at that session. He 
complained that the time was too short to give 
the subject that examination which its import- 
ance demanded. He thought that he had, with 
the slight attention he had given the resolution, 
detected an error; and there might be many more. 
He dwelt emphatically upon the importance of 
not permitting the resolution to go from the House 


in an improper shape, ‘‘ for then it would be gone i| 
Vhen he concluded,a gentleman who |; 


in favor !”” 
sat by him rose to move that the resolution be 
laid on the table, but the Chair gave the floor to 
another member. Now, sir, further delay and 
further time to examine into the details of the 
resolution could only be had by dropping the 

uestion until another Congress. That was evi- 

ent to all. But, Mr. Chairman, the party are 
not only answerable for the failure of the propo- 
sition at the last session, but they are responsible 
for its failure at the only time which has arisen 
within the last ten years, or which will probably 


| arise within the next ten, when a fair prospect 
; existed of succeeding init. Such was the anxiety 


: of the members of the Opposition that this plea 


i sition voted to sustain 


i: of the danger of an election by the House should 
After |i 
| favor of Mr. Van Buren, in sustaining the con- 


be taken away from the party known to be in 


templated nomination of that gentleman by a con- 
vention at Baltimore, that many of them who had 


: always before that time been opposed to such an 


amendment of the Constitution as was proposed, 
were willing then to see it adopted. It will be 
found that more than fifty members of the Oppo- 
r. GIiLMER’s resolution, 
and there cannot be a doubt that, if the party in 
power had not deserted their own principles upon 
this occasion, the proposition would have been 
carried by the requisite majority. We have seen 
the same question treated with the same neglect, 
so far, at the present session, According to cus- 
tom, we have a select committee upon the sub- 
ject; but half the session is passed by, and we 
have no report from it. But I am free to say, that 
I regard the course of the committee, at this ses- 
sion, of but little consequence. If we were now 
to adopt a proposition for amending the Consti- 


had been no prospect of an election by the House '! tution in relation to the election of President and 


Vice President, it can hardly be calculated that 
the Legislatures of three fourths of the States 
i| could be got to act upon the question in time to 
| operate upon the next presidential election. There 
‘| might have been some prospect of a favorable re- 
sult if the committee had reported at the begin- 
ning of the session; but it is now too late to hope 
for success to any such measure. There are too 
many interests still combined to defeat it. 

I am too much exhausted, Mr. Chairman, to 
pursue this, or any other subject, any further at 
present. I have omitted to notice several subjects 
which I originally intended to remark upon. 
cannotask the further indulgence of the committee. 
I feel that I am already under great obligations to 
the members of it. But I cannot sit down with- 
out referring again to my own position, and the 
difficult task laid before me of opposing the pres- 
ent course and policy of those whom I once sup- 

orted. I have already stated to what extent I 
1eld myself bound to support this Administration, 
and I have briefly sketched the reasons why I feel 
myself bound to oppose a set of measures, and a 
system of party action, adopted with a view, not 
of upholding the present Administration, but of 
securing the future to particular aspirants. But, 
in doing this, I desire to say in this place, that I 
depart from no one principle which I have here- 
tofore supported; nor do I mean to change my 
principles until I see some better reason for doing 
so, than a mere desire to be in a majority. Sir, 
I beg leave to speak with some assurance upon 
this point; and I defy my opponents, upon the 
strictest scrutiny, to point out any departure from 
my former principles. 1 know, sir, that in former 
years, many incidental, and often frivolous ques- 
‘ tions, arose in this House, which came to be de- 
cided by a party vote, and upon which I voted 
with those with whom I usually acted. But what- 
i! ever may have been the error of such votes, they 

will appear to have involved no important princi- 

ple in any material degree. Still, sir, there were 
' some questions upon which I always differed with, 
and always voted against, the present Adminis- 
tration, as gentlemen will find by proper inquiry. 

It is fortunate for me, perhaps, that in regard 
to some of the most important questions upon 
which I separated myself from those who are now 
in the majority in this House, there are living 
witnesses who enjoy a respectable, not to say a 
| high rank in the party, and who were once mem- 
' bers of this House, to the fact, that at the very 
commencement of the present Administration, I 
declared that I would feel myself bound to sepa- 
rate from the party then and now in power, the 
moment either one or both of two principles, or 
rather practices, should be made a test of party 
: fidelity or adherence. The one was, that all elec- 
,| tions are to be decided, so far as regards the vote 
i of the party, by caucus nominations; and the 
i| other, and perhaps more important one, was that 
|| a difference of political opinion should be a suffi- 
cient ground upon which to change the subordin- 
ate officers of the Government. I protested against 
this principle the second or third day after the first 
inauguration of the President. ‘Sir, I have done. 


NATIONAL DEFENSE 


| SPEECH OF HON J. M. CLAYTON, 


OF DELAWARE, 
In Senate, February 8, 1836, 


On the resolution introduced by Mr. Benron for appropri- 
ating the surplus revenue to objects of permanent nationa: 
defense. 


Mr. CLAYTON said: 

Mr. Presipent: A full discussion of the lead- 
ing topics which have been introduced into this 
debate is now demanded of us. It is due to the 
country that our sentiments on the great subject 
of national defense should be frankly expressed, 
and itis due to the character of the Senate that 
we should not suffer its former action on that 
subject to be misrepresented or misunderstood. 
Tt now appears that honorable gentlemen, acting 
here as the avowed friends of the Administration, 
have left us no other alternative than that of silent 
submission to their charges, ora vindication of the 
past. Whether their object be to wage war on 
the Senate, or to prepare for war against France, 
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mine is equally the duty of self-defense. For a | 
war with any foreign Power which may assail us 
I] wish to be fully prepared; and I am now ready, 
without further preparation, to meet the war 
against myself and my friends. 
The resolution before us as now modified, pro- 
oses to pledge this body, so far as its action can 
e efficient for the purpose, to set apart and ap- 
ply so much of the surplus revenue (including 
the dividends on the bank stock of the United 
States) as may be necessary for the defense and 
security of the country. Thus stands the prop- 
osition as made by the Senator from Missouri, 
[Mr. Benron,] and as by him modified on the 
suggestion of the Senator from Tennessee, [Mr. 
Growpy.| But with this proposition, thus made 
by the friends of the Administration, some gen- 
tlemen on this side of the House are not fully- 
satisfied, because in their view it contemplates 
the postponement of the duty of self-defense to 
what they consider as minor and inferior objects. 
TheSenator from Massachusetts [Mr. Wester] 
has said that he deems the duty of providing for 
the common defense to be a primary obligation 
imposed on us by the Constitution, and is not 
content merely to declare that he will give the 
surplus for that object, if necessary, but the whole 
revenue; and not only that which has accrued, 
but that which shall accrue hereafter. The res- 
-olution does not go far enough for him; and the 
Senator from New Jersey [Mr. Sournarp] ob- 
jects to its phraseology as implying an absurdity, 
inasmuch as, while the common defense is unpro- 
vided for, he cannot understand how any ‘* sur- 
plus” can exist to be appropriated. My object, 
sir, is to change the proposition to such a shape 
as that, when adopted, the Senate may be under- 
stood as pledged to do its utmost forthe necessary 
defense of the country, and to gain for this pledge, 
if possible, the unanimous vote of this body. I, 
shold it to be desirable that we should make no 
party question of this matter,and that we should 
present an unbroken, undivided front to all other 
‘nations on a subject of such vital importance to 
the people. I shall, therefore, before 1 have done, 
move to strike out the word ‘‘surplus”’ from the 
resolution, so that itshall pledge aid our resources, 
if necessary to be resorted to for the objects pro- 
posed. Let us, by the unanimous adoption of 
such a resolution, show the world, and especially 
the American people, that, in the event of a 
struggle between our own country and any for- 
eign Power under the heavens, no matter how 
that struggle may originate, there are none here - 
attached to any but the land that gave us birth; 
that there is no feeling here but the true Ameri- 
can feeling; and no sentiment here but the true 
American sentiment, which holds all other na- 
tions ‘‘ enemies in war, in peace friends.” Let 
us refute by this pledge now, and by the honest 
ee tion of it hereafter, any slanderer, if such 
there 
character of the Senate, by the vile insinuation | 


Cona... lsr Sess. 


.that we are or can be partisans of a foreign jj 


Power. Such astain cannot be placed there with- | 
out degrading the character of the proud States | 
whose representatives we are, without the con- | 
sequent humiliation of all that is elevated and 
noble in the American character, nor without in- 
flicting a pang of regret upon every man who has 
.a true American heart beating in his bosom. 
It is objected to the adoption of a general and 
extensive scheme of appropriations for defense 
at this time, that there is danger to be appre- 
-hended from the propensities of the existing Ad- 
ministration to expend the public money for elec- | 
tioneering purposes; that political favorites will, 
according to the system of ‘‘the gpoils-party,”’ 
_be preferred to.all others in letting the contracts 
.for the construction of the requisite public works; 
.and that the expenditure of many millions of the 
-public treasure by unprincipled men will lead to 
a. still. more general prostitution of the beneficent 
-powers of the Government to party purposes than 
we have ever witnessed. It is true, sir, the power 
proposed to be conferred may be abused; but the 
power will be.in the hands of those whom the 
people have preferred should expend it, and, 
deeply as I regret their decision, yet I shall bow 
in submission to it. And let me say to my friends 


‘ public defense. We have no other sure safeguard 


i 
' 


€, who would seek to cast a stain on the |, 


National Defense—Mr. Clayton. 


ine thus to prostrate the elective franchise by 
the corrupt employment of the public money, we 
can erect no barrier to save the Republic from this 
danger by withholding the appropriations for the 


for the preservation of our liberties than public 
virtue. If public opinion can be purchased by 
such means, the experiment of free government 
must prove a failure. Let us do our duty, then, 
and leave the consequences to that Providence 
which has thus far protected us. The patriot 
who shall steadily reflect upon the consequences 
of an accumulated surplus in the Treasury, now 
amounting to thirty, and unless thus disposed of, 
soon to increase toa hundred million dollars, will 
see far greater danger to our free institutions from 
this hoarded treasure than may arise from its im- 
proper expenditure at this time. If permitted to 
gather in the Treasury until its force, when ex- 
pended, shall be absolutely irresistible, it will 
prove for years to come a standing bribe for the 
exertions of party; the struggles for office must 
degenerate into a struggle for money only; and 
this wealth may at last fall into the hands of some 
successful partisan, who may, by an illegal seiz- 
ure of it all, insure our final downfall and his own 
elevation on the ruinsof the Constitution. Noth- 
ing is more evident than that, if no common ob- 
ee can in the mean time be found to which it can 
e appropriated, it must prove a subject of cease- 
less contention among the States and the people. 
It has been further said, that the object of the 
resolution is to defeat the bill to distribute the 
proceeds of the sales of the public domain among 
the States, according to their Federative popula- 
tion. But such cannot be the effect of adopting 
a liberal scheme of national defense, really adapt- 
ed to the wants of the country. The land bill 


„itself provides that no part of the money which 


it proposes to distribute shall be disposed of 
according to its provisions in case of war with 
any foreign country; and it has never been any 
part of the object of the friends of that just and 
i salutary measure to divert one dollar of the pub- 
‘ lic treasure from the object of necessary defense. 
The passage of that bill could have had no such 
effect. Asa sincere friend of that bill, I do ar- 
dently desire that it may, at some future time, 


receive the action of Congress under more favor- ` 


able auspices. At present I cannot shut my eyes 
to the fact that the President has once put his 
veto upon it,and has even resorted to what I shall 
ever consider wasa most unjustifiable measure on 
his part to prevent Congress from passing it into 


a law in despite of his veto, by the requisite con- | 


: Stitutional majority of two thirds of each House. 
i We have good reasons to know that, when we 


| mise act, such was the state of kind feeling which 


: the latter had awakened in the bosoms of gentle- 
‘men who had before voted against the land bill | 
towards it friends, that had the President, who | 


received both bills in the same hour, returned the 


the time when he sent back the compromise act 
with his approval upon that, the requisite consti- 
tutional majority of two thirds was ready in this 
body, as well as inthe other House, to make the 
bill a law, in despite of his veto. He chose to 
keep the bill until another session, and then sent 
it back to a new Congress, many of whose mem- 
bers were not members of that which passed the 
act. Is there any evidence of a change in his 
determination as to this bill? And, if not, can 
any man hope for the passage of the land bill into 
a law while he who resorted to such means to 
defeat it, as I have in part described, still. has it 
in his power to resort to similar means again? 
No, sir; though I hold it to be my duty, uncon- 
trolled by the Executive will, to vote for the meas- 
ure as often as it shall be presented, yet I feel that 
we must wait till other counsels shall prevail in 
the. Executive mansion before the people of any 
of the old States which conquered these public 
lands from the Crown of Great Britain, by the 
expenditure of their blood. and treasure, can be 
permitted to touch a dollar of the money arising 
from the sale of them. But, without reference 
to this state of things, it is sufficient now to say 
that the objection that a liberal system of appro- 


-who anticipate the abuse of this power for party 
purposes, that if, those who have it shall determ- | 


_priatian for public defense might come in collision 
with the distribution under the land bill, proceeds 


latter to us with his qualified negative upon it at || 
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upon the admission of what is erroneous in point 
of fact; for we have ample resources for national 
defense, without touching the funds which that 
| bill was intended to affect; and, were it other- 
| wise, I should not hesitate a moment in deciding 
. that not a dollar should be distributed or applied 
to other purposes, while it remains necessary to 
put the country in a state of preparation to meet 
any and every emergency that may arise out of 
the unsettled state of our foreign relations. 
Another objection has been suggested. The 
honorable gentleman from South Carolina [Mr. 
Carnoux? has offered a proposition, which now 
lies on the table, to so amend the Constitution of 
the United States as to authorize the distribution 
among the States of all the surplus in the Treas- 
ury not necessary for the expenses of the Gov- 
ernment, whether proceeding from the avails of 
i the public domain or from any other source. If 
it he any part of the design of his resolution to 
defeat the appropriations for those objects, (which 
I have already observed are, in my estimation, 
paramount to all others,) I have yet to learn it; 
and, whenever that shall be avowed as its object, 
or shall appear to my judgment to be its effect, I 
shall hold tt to be my duty, without reference to 
any other arguments against it, to resist it to the 
utmost. Sir, I do not propose to discuss its merits; 
but I am free to declare that, in my opinion, it is 
a proposition which, inits present form, can never 
be attained with any practical results. Many of 
those who desire the distribution, believe that the 
object can be attained whenever Congress shall 
pass an act to effect it; and that the proposed 
amendment to the Constitution is objectionable, 
not merely because it is unnecessary, but because 
it involves an admission of the want of a power 
already conceded to Congress. The elaborate 
'| addresses, on this subject, of a late Senator from 
_ New Jersey, (Mr. Dickerson,) now a member of 
` the Cabinet, were made in vain, if there be no 
| considerable number of men friendly to the ob- 
i ject, and yet confident of the existence of a power 
to effect ıt. The President, in his annual mes- 
sages to Congress, has repeatedly avowed himself 
friendly to the object of distributing this surplus 
among the States; yet he has rejected the farid 
bill which is the only measure that has ever been 
prepared by friend or foe to carry out, by a prac- 
tical effort, any part of his suggestion. Consid- 
ering these things, and reflecting at the same time 
upon the difficulty, not to say the absolute im- 
possibility, of procuring any change in the Con- 
stitution whatsoever, on any subject, I cannot 
view this proposition as presenting, even to the 


| friends of the distribution which it contemplates, 
od r i: any ground upon which an opposition to the great 
| passed that bill simultaneously with the compro- | 


: measure of national defense can be rested. Sir, 
; it is visionary. If the surplus must accumulate 


| until that proposition shall be adopted, it will 


never find an avenue through which it may 
escape to the people, to whom it rightfully be- 
i longs. 

Nor does that other objection, that by these 
i means the expenditures for internal improvement 
will be arrested, stand on any better foundation. 
‘Sir, the expenditures for internal improvement 
are effectually arrested by Executive action alone, 
no matter what may be our decision on this or 
any other subject. The President alone now 
governs the destinies of the country, so far as 
national improvement is involved in them. We 
may, indeed, rejoice if we can find useful objects 
for which he will permit us to expend any part 
of the money of hanë who sent us here. While 
a little band of us, one of the rank and file of 
which I am proud to avow myself, in vain oppose 
that construction of the Constitution which has 
thus arrested the exercise of one of the most 
beneficent powers of this Government, we are 
borne down by the force of those. who adhere to 
the Executive on all questions. The President’s 
repeated exercise of the veto power on former bills 
for internal improvement has left no room for 
conjecture as to the fate of any future bill which 
shall contain objects of a similar character. Until 
the people shall desire it otherwise, and manifest 
that desire by the elevation of some one to the 
presidential power who will consent that their 


money shall be expended in making railroads and 
canals, to bind and connect together the distant 
sections of our country, as well as in the purchase 
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of arms, the equipment of fleets, the raising of 
armies, and the erection of forts, we have no 
alternative left to us but that of appropriating 
largely for defense, or suffering this wealth to 
accumulate until the sum of its enticing glories 
shall win the heart of some one to use it for the 
mastery of us all, and the conquest of the liberty 
that is left to us. And, sir, I say again, in refer- 
ence to this objection, as well as all others of a 
similarcharacter, thatso long as the public money 
can be usefully applied to the indispensable ob- 
ject of the necessary protection and safety of the 
country, any and every object of expenditure 
sinks, in my judgment, mto inferiority with that. 
Sull another objection to the measures proposed 
by the resolution befure us remains to be an- 
swered. We are told there is no danger of a war. 
It may be that there is no immediate danger. Sir, 
I believe it will be found so. But is it wise, is it 
consistent with that primary obligation to “ pro- 
vide for the common defense,’’ which the Consti- 
tution imposes upon us, to wait till that danger 
comes before we take measures for security—to 
sleep till we hear the cannon of the enemy, with- 
out an attempt at self-protection? The building 
of a navy, or the erection of a fort, is not the 
work of a day ora year. To build ships, and to 
build them so that they may, in the hands of 
American seamen, sustain the American charac- 
ter; to erect fortifications for the permanent secu- 
rity of our commercial cities, and our important 
harbors; to arm them, and man them, are ends 
not to be attained without the preparation of 
years, even if we had five times the wealth of the 
Treasury to offer forthem. We must go to work 
for the accomplishment of so great an object, as 
all others have done who have achieved anything 
worthy of a nation’s honor or security—not hast- | 


ily and without reflection, but with caution and |: 


circumspection, in the choice and use of all the 
means requisite. If we listen to the suggestion | 
that there is no danger of war, we shall never do | 


anything until it is too late to attempt it with cer- || 


tainty of success, When such danger is immi- | 
nent, and comes upon a nation unprepared as we | 
are, everything done ig accomplished in confu- ' 
sion; but nothing is well done, and the expenses | 
occasioned amidst hurry and excitement are en- | 


hanced greatly beyond those which a prudentand | 


vigilant superintendence, in time of peace, would 
ever tolerate. 

Our real condition may be easily understood, 
without an appeal to official documents. On both | 
sides of the House, and by gentlemen of all parties, | 
it is reiterated that our whole sea-board is in a | 
wretched statė of defense: The honorable chair- | 
man of our Committee on Military Affairs [Mr. | 
Benton] was the first to proclaim the fact in this | 
debate, and the honorable gentleman from Penn- | 
sylvania[Mr. Bucmanan] has added to the picture | 
he presented of our naked, exposed, and defense- 
less situation. To enable others to understand | 
thia, let every member from the Atlantic States | 

evidence of the situation of the defenses 

existing within his own personal observation. | 
Years have passed away, during which nota gun, 
from any fortification, could have been brought 
to bear upon a hostile squadron passing the Del- 
aware, from Cape Henlopen to Philadelphia. 
Five years ago, the only effective fort known 
there was accidentally destroyed by fire, and no 
serious effort has been made to rebuild it. No, 
sir; everything requisite for defense, not only in 
that quarter, butevery where else, has been viewed 
as a secondary consideration, when brought into 
competition with a party object—to: make the 
boast of having paid off the national debt during 
the existence of this Administration. The hon- 
orable chairman of our Committee on Naval 
Affaire [Mr. Sournarp} has informed us, in this 
debate, how utterly insufficient @re our naval 
preparations for a state of war; and, in ednnec- 
tion with the fact demonstrated by him, that we 
could not now concentrate, within any reasonable 
period, a sufficient naval force, upon any one 
point of our whole Atlantic sea-board, to resist; 
with success, a formidable attack suddenly made 
by a foreign fleet, permit me again to invite your 
attention to the peculiar situation of the country 
on both sides of the Delaware. 


i to our shipping, from nearly all parts of the Union, | 


National Defense—Mr. Clayton. 


and of a country than which none could be more 
inviting to a rapacious foe, we have erected a 
break water for the protection of shipping against 
the effects of storms and ice. It is, indeed, a no- 
ble and enduring monument of the sagacity and 
wisdom of Congress, and exhibits proof of a dis- 
position to protect the commercial interests of the 
whole country, which I hope to see cherished and 
encouraged hereafter. It is said to have been, 
thus far, constructed on terms which prove that, 
in the erection of such public works as this, we 
are capable of performing more labor for less 


money than any foreign nation of whose opera- | 
tions, in the same way, we have any correct in- | 


formation; and although, in consequence of its 
unfinished condition, we have not yet realized all 
the advantages of this great 
lieved by those whose means of judging I rely on, 
that, by the protection which it has already given 


against the danger of shipwreck, property has been 
saved which is of greater value than the whole 
cost of the work. It furnishes now an excellent 
harbor; but it is a harbor, of all others, the most 


i inviting to a hostile fleet; and not a gun is yet 
, mounted to defend it, nor has there been any at- 


tempt to erect a fortification for its protection. 
Without such a defense, it will prove in time of 
war with a nation of superior naval and maritime 
power, a curse to the country; for while it de- 
prives us of all benefit from the operations against 
an enemy of our ancient allies, the winds and ice, 
it must become the point from.which a hostile 
fleet may pillage our coast, blockade our vessels, 


` and harass, in a greater or less degree, our whole 


At the entrance of that bay, on whose waters 
floats the commerce of one of our largest cities, 
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commerce. The entrance to the Chesapeake and 
Delaware canal is also left undefended, by the 
burning of Fort Delaware, and the neglect to re- 
build it—a neglect which, if longer continued, I 
shall be compelled to consider as a violation of 


the contract by which the State which ceded the , 


island on which it stood to the Government stip- 
ulated, in the act of cession, for the erection and 
maintenance of a fortification apon it forever after. 
Our western frontier is scarcely less exposed. 
For years past we have been Pea pursuing 
the policy of driving the Indian tribes be 
States; and, by the gradual operation of this sys- 
tem, we have thrown nearly all the ancient l - 
dian population, formerly within their limits, on 
our western border, where it now rests, strength- 
ened by connection with other tribes, and by a 
density which it never knew before. At this mog 
ment a war is raging in Florida with a remnant 


of this fierce and untamable people; and a feel- | 


ing is enkindled in the bosoms of the whole race 
which, at the slightest appearance of a rupture 
with a foreign Power, might, under the manage- 
ment of a: skillful leader, bring thirty thousand 
savage warriors into the field to desolate our 
western settlements. f 

Sir, it is said, and repeated with great confi- 
dence, that there is no danger of a war with 


France! Although I hope that God in his mercy | 


may avert from us as_a nation that worst of 
all scourges; although I believe that.we shall be 
saved from it in this instance, and intend to ex- 


ert all my humble means to prevent it; solongas | 


I can do so consistently with the honor of my 
country, yet it is impossible to review the facts 
connected with the controversy between us and 
France, without perceiving that we have arrived 


at that. point at which the power of retreating | 
with honor from our own position is not left ta | 


us’ alone, unless, indeed, the resolutions passed 
at the last sedsion, that the treaty of July, 1831, 
ought to be. tmsisted on, shall now be receded 


from by às. France may recede; bat the nego- | 


tiation has been so conducted that; unless we 
abandon the treaty, we cannot step backwards with- 
out dishonor. To show this, a very brief history. 
of that controversy will be sufficient. The Frenc. 

spoliations on aur commerce, for which: that 
treaty provided an indemnity to ua of twenty-five 
million francs, (about four millidn seven hundred 
thousand dollars,) all oceurred more than twenty- 
five years ago, and have ever since been. the sub- 
ject of just complaint against that nation. These 
spoliations were of the most. unjustifiable, cruel, 
and outrageous character. We submitted to them 
at the time they were committed, only because 
they were accompanied by still more atrocious. 


work, yet it is be-'. 


yond the |, 
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violations of neutral rights by another one of the 
great belligerent nations of Europe, against which 
we shortly afterwards declared war. Against the 
latter power we proceeded, and obtained what- 
ever satisfaction a war could give us. Our claim 
on the other was never abandoned; it was always 
insisted on, The real amount of injury we had 
sustained far exceeded the petty sum which at 
last we obtained as an indemnity by a solemn 
treaty made on the 4th of July, 1831. 

The commissioners appointed by Congress to 
ascertain and liquidate the demands of the rival 
claimants under the treaty, whose property had 
been burnt or captured by the French, have fixed 
those demands at sums the aggregate of which is 
nearly twice the sum of twenty-five millions of 
francs, the indemnity allowed us. Yet, without 
taking into the estimate any of the spoliations 

, committed by France under the Berlin and Milan 
decrees, the sum assessed by the commissioners 
| under the treaty is far below what would have 
i been assessed by arbitrators, had such been ap- 
pointed to settle the dispute between our country 
‘and France. Without now going into a state- 
| ment of the principles which govern every com- 
| mission, where rival claimants under the same 
nation, instead of rival nations, are eontending 
for justice against each other, I content myself 
with saying that there does not rest a doubt on 
my mind that the sum allowed us by France, by 
the treaty of July, 1831, was not equal to one 
fourth of the actual loss we had sustained by that 
nation in the pride of its power, and inflicted upon 
us by means the most wanton, cruel, and unpro- 
voked. Sir, I was one of those who ratified, in 
this Hall, the treaty of July, 1831. We did it 
with a full knowledge that the indemnity pro- 
posed was not, in amount of money, a real indem- 
nity for the wrongs which had been inflicted upon 
us. We did it with a full knowledge of all the 
immense advantages conceded to France by that 
: provision in the treaty which established a dis- 
; criminating duty in favor of her wines and silks, 
in consideration of the return of our ancient friend 
i and ally to that justice which had marked the 
| period of our earliest connection with her. We 
thus, for the sake of harmowy with France, in- 
| troduced a principleinto the exercise Salk fe 
; Making power; which, if not novel, is certainly 
| very unusual; for, in the exercise of our authority 
simply to ratify the treaty, we pledged our own 
: legislative power, and that of the other House of 
Congress, to regulate the tariff of the nation ac- 
cording to tha treaty. 
Immediately, and without delay, Congress did 
so regulate the tariff, and the discrimination in 
favor of the staples of France over those of all 
other nations was embodied in our statute-book. 
My honorable friend, but political opponent, from 
Pennsylvania {Mr. Bocnanan] has said that, by 
; means of this clause in the treaty, France has 
| already gained more than the whole indemnity 
' which she‘thus ‘stipulated to pay to our citizens; 
that he has called upon the Secretary of the Treas- 
|, ury for the purpose of ascertaining: the amount; 
jand he exhibited a tabular statement, prepared 
| at his request, which proved that, had the duties 
, on French winesand silks remained as they were 
| at the date of the ratification of the treaty, these 
|| articles since that time would have paid into the 
‘| Treasury, on the 30th of September, 1834, (more 
|; than a year ago,) 83,961,525.: The honorable 
genfleman added that, before the conclusion of 
the ten years mentioned in the treaty, France will 
have been freed from the payment of duties to an 
amount considerably above $12,000,000. To this 
statement my honorable friend from Kentucky 
[Mr. CrittenpEn] justly excepts, but considers 
the reduction of duties as a benefit to the Amer- 
ican consumer only. Sir, both the gentlemen are 
in error. The gentleman from Pennsylvania ia 
wrong in considering that France alone has pock- 
eted the benefit resulting from the reduction; and 
the gentleman from Kentucky is wrong, if he sup- 
poses that the importing merchant, as well as the: 
roducer of the articles of wines and silks in 
rance, has not enjoyed, together with the con~ 
sumer here, the advantages derived from the dis~ 
i| crimination. The factis, that the duty on French 
u Wines and silks was reduced, as I have stated, to 
| take effect at the time of ratifying the treaty, and 
il the duty of five per cent. on French silks was 


| 
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utterly abandoned by the subsequent act of March | eign Relations, declaring, in response to the mes- 
9, 1833, so that the silks of France have ever been sage, that no legislative provision whatever ought 
admitted here duty free, while silks of much bet- then to be adopted in reference to the state of our 
ter quality, coming from beyond the Cape of 
Good Hope, still are subjected toa duty of ten 
percent. Itis needless to stop here for the pur- [ , 
pose of working out, by the different systems of one of the brightest leaves in the proud chaplet 
politcal arithmetic, how much the consumer, the which adorns that statesman’s brow. That was 
importing merchant, and the French producer no partisan document. No, sir; all men of all 
have respectively gained by the established re- parties in this body, convinced by the argument 
duction; but one thing | take to be certain, that and pleased with the tone of eloquent patriotism 
while the French Treasury has not received the which spoke in every sentence of that report, 
benefit of the sum mentioned by the gentleman then concurred in opinion that no power should 
from Pennsylvania, the Treasury of the United be granted to the President to issue letters of 
States has lost every dollar of it. marque and reprisal for the seizure of French 
Foreseeing the consequences of this discrim- commerce. France received the intelligence of 
ination in favor of French products, as we cer- the passage of this resolution, and felt assured, 
tainly did at the time of ratifying the treaty, what, when she received it, thatat least one entire branch 
it may be asked, could possibly have been the of the American Government intended no men- 
motive for our ratification of that treaty? Not, ace, and meant that this Government should give 
sir, as has been most unjustly charged, for the no offense to her. But, after all this, the French 
sake of French gold; no, sir, not for the sake of | Chambers only at last passed the bill of indem- 
any mere pecuniary advantage. It was not to nity with a proviso that no part of the money 
enrich our own coffers, or to fill the pockets of due under the treaty should be paid us before an 
American merchants, whose ships had been burnt explanation of the message should be given to 
by French cruisers, although mere justice required France by the President. 
of us to demand of France to repay them for their We have now arrived at that part of the his- 
losses. Had money (as has been most untruly tory of this controversy where the President has 
alleged) been our object, we should never have taken his stand. We know that he will not, in 
concluded and ratified such a treaty. Our object any event, consent to make any explanation of 
was peace and harmony with an ancient ally and his former message, except to Congress or the 
friend—with a nation towards which every pulse American people; but the President has, in the 
in the American’s heart has beat with sympathy strongest terms, disclaimed, in his message to 
in all her sufferings, and towards which one of Congress of December last, any intention to in- 
the most lofty, generous, and gratefulof emotions sult or menace the French Government by his 
which man can feel or tell of, has ever been fondly message of December, 1834. Our own Minister 
cherished, and proudly expressed. The tranquil- at Paris (Mr. Livingston) had long before denied 
lity of nations, the peace of the civilized world, that such was the intention of that message, in 
and, above all other considerations, the cause of an official communication to the French Minister, 
liberal principles, the preservation and mainte- and the French Government had been assured by 
nance of harmony between those nations whose an official letter from the Secretary of State, writ- 
forms of government, so far as they preserve the ten by order of the President, that the President 
seminal principle of popular representation, now approved of the communication made by Mr. 
form the last best hope of ALL MeN—these, sir, Livingston. 
were the powerful arguments which impelled the unsatisfactory to France. If the message of De- 
American Senate to ratify this treaty, and again 
to offer to France wot only forgiveness for the | 
past, but benefits for the future. The honor of 
the nation had required of us to demand some : 
indemnity for the past; and, however inadequate | 
to the injuries we had suffered, we felt disposed 
to overlook the amount of the damages for the 
acknowledgment of the outrages and the confes- 


committee to that conclusion was drawn by their 


disavowal of our Minister at Paris, be now held 


to rescind all our resolutions to insist on the 
treaty, and to abandon our claims on France, or 


lately recommended, which must probably term- 
sion of the wrongs inflicted. But, after all this, inatein a war? It is answered by some, I know, 
what was done by France? Year after year | sir, (and possibly there may be men of all par- 
passed away after the exchange of the ratifications ` ties whothink so,) that, to avoid these difficulties, 
of this solemn treaty, during which France re- : the President ought to be called on to make the 
ceived an unquestioned benefit from it, and our requisite apology directly to the French Govern- 
Treasury sustained an unquestioned loss by it; 
yet no law was passed to carry the treaty into 
effect, and no further act was done to admit these 
wrongs, or offer us a dollar of remuneration for ` 
them. Passing by all the irritating topics to 
which the gentleman from Pennsylvania has 
alluded, casting no imputation on any one branch | 
of the French Government more than all the | 
others, I say that France has not redeemed the | 


pledge given in her solemn treaty withus, although || greas and the country. I hold, further, that for 
we have redeemed ours to the very letter. The | 


i anything contained in such a message, no foreign 
law to carry the treaty into effect has been once 


Government has any right to hold this Govern- 
actually rejected by the French Chambers; and 
at last it has been passed with a precedent condi- 
tion annexed, requiring an explanation of the Pres- 
ident’s message to Congress of December, 1834. 
This message, sir, was sent here after the first 
rejection of the treaty. It contained a recom- | 
mendation to invest the President himself with 
the discretionary power to issue letters of marque 
and reprisal—to make a quasi war with France at |, been too much accustomed to consider himself as 
his discretion, The recommendation found no || such; and, in the discharge of his advisory duties, 
advocates in either branch of Congress that I have |! under the injunction which the 
ever heard of. It is possible there may have been || poses upon him to “recommend to Congress such 
such, but I have not known them. It was, in my || measures as he shall think fit,’’’ he is no more 
private opinion, an ill-advised. and most impru-. || the organ of the Government than either House 
dent message. Such may have been the opinion || of Congress, taken singly and apart from the 
of the American people; such surely was the || other cobrdinate departments of that Govern- 
Opinion of the American Congress. No motion || ment. Nay, this Government is no more respons- 
was ever made in either House to carry out the || ible to a foreign nation for his Sayings in a mes- 
recommendation of the message by the grant of || sage under the Constitution, than it is for the 
the power asked for; and the Senate did, on the || exercise of the freedom of debate, which is the 
14th of January, 1835, pass a unanimous vote, || right of every member-on this floor; and it is not 
on the recommendation of our Committee on For- || less important that his right to express -himself 


sanction and in obedience to the requisitions of 


; Congress ‘‘as he shall think fit;” and that, whether 


or wrong, he is responsible for them only to Con- 


and acted upon by the Government itself. 


| ident as resembling those of a King. The Pres- 
| Ident. is not the Government, although he has 


The mistake made by France, in this respect, | 
| arıses out of the misconception which men living | 
| under a monarchical Government are prone tofall | 
into when considering the powers of a mere Pres- | 


Constitution im- | 


to be insufficient, what alternative is left us but i 


ment. Such, sir, is not my opinion. I hold that | 
the President made the communication to Con- ` 
gress by his ‘annual message in 1834, under the | 


i 


Ji 
| 
relations with France. The report which led the ` 


chairman, [Mr. Cray,} and will stand forever as . 
‘used the same language in debate 


It is said, however, that all this is | 


cember last, taken in connection with the previous | 


an express clause in our Constitution which com- |: 
‘mands him to make such recommendations to ' 


ment responsible, unless the sentiment be adopted ;; prepare for either contingency. I would not avail 


' nation whatever. 


freely and fully to us in these messages should 
be preserved inviolate, than that a member of this 
body should remain unquestioned in any other 
place for the expression of his free opinions on 
every subject which he may think fit to discuss, 
Yet, ifa member of this or the other House had 
: zg which the 
Presideut employed in his message of December 

1834, for which an explanation is demanded by 
France, the demand of an explanation for it, and 
the refusal to pay the twenty-five million francs due 
to us under the treaty, because of such exercise 
of the right of opinion in debate, would have been 
held a gross infringement of the constitutional 
provision that members of Congress, “ for any 
speech or debate in either House, shall not be 
questioned in any other place; and the Govern- 
ment would not have been held responsible for 
any part or all that he had uttered. Were we 
now to demand of France an explanation for the 
language of every member of her Chambers who, 
in discussing the treaty, assailed, asseveral among 
them did, our national character, the demand 
would be met with an indignant frown and a pe- 
remptory denial. Sir, we can never surrender to 
any foreign nation the right of the Executive to 
communicate, unquestioned by any authority 
other than our own, what he thinks fit to Con- 
gress. The surrender of that involves at once the 
surrender of a similar right to take offense at, 
and compel an explanation for, every imprudent 
act Or saying in every other department; and, in 
principle, it is nothing less than a surrender of 
the independence of the Government. The Pres- 
ident, we are assured, will never yield to such a 
demand. My own conscientious convictionsare, 
that he ought not to yield toit; and, though I am 
not, never have been, and never shall be, his par- 
tisan, yet I will stand by him in the assertion of 
his right to give to me and others here any opin- 
ions or advice which he may think fit to disclose 
by his messages, unquestioned by any foreign 
Permit me here to add, that, 
whatever my own opinions of this or any future 
President may be, whether sustaining or oppos- 
ing his views, I shall ever hold it to be the true 


, part of a Senator to resist all interference from 


to enter upon a system of restrictive measures `| 
against French commerce, as the President has | 


abroad in our party divisions and domestic dis- 
sensions, and to put down at once, so faras l 
may be able, every attempt of any foreign Power 
to come between us, and make itself a party to 
any controversy among us. 

With this view of the President’s own determ- 
ination, and the reasons for adopting it, it is clear 
that, while France persists in her demand, we 
cannot recede from our position unless we aban- 
don the treaty. Sir, we are at that point in the 
game of diplomacy where not another move is 
left us but to advance or surrender. France has 
now every opportunity afforded her to retreat 
without dishonor from her position, and to put 
an end to the controversy by the payment of the 
indemnity. Nay, she has no pretext left her to 
refuse it. The last annual message of the Presi- 


_ dent ought to be held satisfactory to France. I 


, the sentiments contained in that message be right |. 


trust she will act as becomes her; but while it is 


' solely at her option, or that of any other foreign 


| nation, to select for itself at the next moment, 


i without further admonition to us, either pacific 


| have provoke 


or warlike measures, I consider it our duty to 


myself of this opportunity to expose the errors 
of our Government in this controversy, if I desired 
to expose them. The question now is not aques- 
tion of war orno war. It is merely a question 
of defense; and for that I am prepared to act, 
without the slightest reference to what party may 
Č danger, or to what cause that 

danger may be ascribed. E oak 
Before I take leave of the subject of our foreign 
relations, indulge me, sir, with a very few remarks 
in reply to a single observation made by the hon- 
orable gentleman from Tennessee, {Mr. Grunvy. ] 
That gentleman, after detailing with great care 
some of the events which had transpired between 
us and France, and after assaulting the Senate 
for not having last year voted for the then pro- 
posed amendment of three millions to the fortifica- 
tion bill, called upon us all (as the gentleman from 
Kentucky has already stated) to come out freely 
and frankly, and to declare whether, in the pres- 
ent aspect of our affairs, we are willing to remain 
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quiet, or whether we would adopt a plan of non- | appropriation for payment of our whole claim, | 


intercourse with France; and, after this demand 
upon us all to leave the non-committal policy, 


But when he had thus excited much attention by 
this preface to his expected annuneiation, he left 
us with a most lame and impotent conclusion, 
simply declaring that, for his part, he was—what? 
why ‘* net satisfied that things should remain ex- 
actlyastheyare.”? The message which aunounces 
the mediation of England has since been received; 
and I hope the gentleman will be content that 
things should remain, for the present at least, 
exactly as they are. Let us wait, sir, till we learn 
the effect of the last annual message on France, 
and what is the feeling of that country in regard 
tothe English mediation; and, in future, let me 
beg the honorable gentleman not to be so rash, 
hut adopt a little more of the non-committal pol- 
icy, by avoiding such hasty and inconsiderate 
avowals. 

Throughout the whole debate on this resolution, 
the principal object of honorable gentlemen on the 
other side of the House seems to have been, not 
so much to sustain the resolution itself, as to in- 
culpate those who, during the last session in this 
body, rejected what is called the three million 
amendment to the bill making appropriations for 
fortifications. Having now considered all the ob- 
jections to the resolution before us, I shall follow 
the gentleman so far as to meet and repel their 
unjust assault upon the last Senate; and, in doing 
this, I shall not hesitate to put them on the de- 
feasive in return for their attack. I shall not fol- 
low the example of my honorable friend from 
North Carolina, [Mr. Maxeum,] by refusing to 
be tried for my votes on that fortification bill be- 
fore this Senate. I shall not plead, as he declared 
he would, to the jarihdipuion, Here, or elsewhere, 
I stand prepared to refute and put down all accu- 
sations that have been, or may be now, leveled 


against me for my conduct as a member of this . 


body, in regard to our foreign relations, as well 


as the great duty of providing for the national de- | 
fense. No matter where, or by whom, a charge | 
against any vote of mine on those subjects has | 
been made; sir, I answer them all, that I have ` 
been faithful to the country, and that I am ready | 
| and possessed of no such means of ascertaining 

The first charge in which I, in common with | 
every other member of the Senate, am involved, ` 
was made by a member of the House of Repre- | 
|! ures. 


to prove it. 


sentatives from Massachusetts, [Mr. J. Q. Ap- 


ams,] in his place during the last session. After | 


the proceedings of the Senate on the report of our 
Committee on Foreign Relations, and our unan- 
imous vote to sustain the resolution which was 
recommended by that committee, as modified by 
the chairman, [Mr. Cay,] that member of the 
other House, at the last session, pronounced in 
debate that the Senate had dodged the question, 
Yes, sir, according to his judgment at the time, 
men of all parties here—men of the most opposite 
political opinions—friends and foes—Administra- 
tion men, Whigs, and Anti-Masons—had all com- 
bined to dodge the question, because all had united 
in a vote, on the 14th day of January, 1825, de- 
claring that, at that day, no legislative provision 
ought to be adopted in relation to the'state of our 
affairs with France. The member from Missouri, 
(Mr. Benron,] and the chairman, {Mr. Cuay,] 
the members from Pennsylvania, New York, 
Georgia, Tennessee, and every other State; men 
who never before were arraigned together on the 
same charge, and who, whatever other faults may 
have been imputed to them, were certainly never 
before charged with dodging anything, were all 
thus arraigned together. Passing over, for the 
present, the kind feeling exhibited by such a re- 
mark towards our chairman, [Mr. Cray,]} and, 
indeed, all others here, and the degree of decorum 
it evinced towards the whole mass of member's in 
a codrdinate branch of the Government, I ask 
how that the Senate may turn their. attention to 
the propriety of the vote thus condemned. On 
the very day we thus voted, by way of response 
to the Executive message recommending reprisals, 
Mr. Livingston, in Paris, was inditing a dispatch 
to our Secretary of State, in which he uses the 
following language. Referring to the projet de loi, 
or bill of the 


1 t 1835: | 
and declare our future course with candor, he ` 
poe he said, to declare his own sentiments, | 


: would have prostrated us forever. ; 
| upon it, under all the disadvantages of our situa- 


rench Chambers to make the UJ 


he says, in his letter dated Paris, January 14, 
“ The law, it is said, will be 
very little doubt that it will pass. The ministerial phalanx, 
reinforced by those of the opposition (and they are nota 
few) who will not take the responsibility of involving the 
country in the difficulties which they now see must ensue, 
will be sufficient to carry the vote. The recall of Serurier, 
and the notice to me, are measures which are resorted to 
to save the pride of the Government and the nation.” 

Sir, if Mr. Livingston had been present on the 
14th of January last, holding the seat in this 
Chamber which he formerly held, he must, for 
the very reasons assigned in this dispatch, have 
joined with us all in our vote. If we dodged the 
question in Washington, he, too, was dodging it 
at the same time in Paris; for, at the very time 
we were voting the resolution, he was writing the 
very reason for adopting it in a letter. Yet this 
dispatch, and the contents of this letter, were 
wholly unknown to us until the 26th of Febru- 
ary, after our vote was given, when it was com- 
municated by the President in a message to the 
other House, and ordered to be published. (Mr. 
C. here referred to the document of that date, 
and, having read it, continued.]} 

Sir, was there ever before presented to the mind 
of man more conclusive evidence of wisdom, fore- 
sight, firm, lofty, and patriotic purpose in any 
statesman than was given by the chairman of our 
Committee on Foreign Relations, [Mr. Cray,] 
who drew that report, and under whose lead we | 
all, with one voice, yielding up, as we all did that 
day, every party feeling on the altar of our coun- 
try’s welfare, voted a respectful, but unanimous 
and decided, dissent from the Executive recom- 
mendation of reprisals, which we published to the 
world in connection with the report vindicating 
to all mankind the justice of ourclaims on France, 
and avowing a fixed resolve to insist on the ex- 
ecution of the treaty? It was a moment, whena 
mistake on our part would have been fatal to the 
peace and prosperity of the whole country. It 
was a moment when, if we had yielded to the 
impetuosity of the Executive recommendation, 
war must have been inevitable. It wasa moment 
when, forming our own opinions from the data 
disclosed in the report, without any knowledge 
of the existing views of our Minister at Paris, 


presented to-day, and I have `j 


them as the President enjoyed, we dared to differ 
with him, and frankly to express our determina- 
tion not to comply with his desire for hostile meas- 
At such a crisis in our affairs, we dared 
to stake our character before the people by the 
firm expression of an opinion which, if erroneous, 
We staked 


tion as to means of information, compared with 
the Executive, all that the statesman’s aspirations 
can hope for, and all that the patriot’s heart can `; 
wish; feeling that if we erred we should be de- || 
nounced; but that if right, we had saved our coun- 
try from one of the greatest curses that could 
befall it. The report sanctioned by this unan- 
imous vote, was wafted across the Atlantic as. 
rapidly as the winds and waves could bear it; and | 
the effect of its reception in France was imme- 
diately perceptible there, in the general restoration `| 
of kind feelings towards ourcountrymen. That | 
proud, sensitive, and warlike nation at once felt . 
that there was a power in this country to control |! 
the irritable and impetuous temper of the Execu- ` 
tive; equally prepared, on the one hand, to offer | 
no insultto any foreign nation, and, on the other, i 
to submit to no meditated injury when mild and ` 
pacific remonstrances should fail to obtain redress 
for jt. Sir, it was eminently by thé force of this 
owerful document—this unanimous vote of the 
Benate that the friends of justice and peace in : 
the French Chamber of Deputies quelled the fierce | 
spirits, eager there to find even'a plausible pre- . 
text for a war, which, while it would have in- | 
flicted incalculable damage upon France, must i| 
also, in six months, have swept our commerce |. 
from the ocean. The whole debate on the projet | 
de loi shows it. Yet, sir, for this act we were | 
charged with having dodged the question. The | 
member of the other House who made this charge | 
was, at the time a prominent candidate for the 
vacant seat in the Senate from the State of Mas- f 
sachusetts. The election was still pending there | 


when the charge was made. Ina few days after- 
wards (I refer to his speech of the 14th February, 
1835, for the fact) the same member appeared 
again in his place in the other House, and, by 


: way of someatonement for his own denunciation, 


made an effort to dodge its effects upon himself, 
by declaring that, had he not been stopped at the 
time by the Speaker of the House for using dis- 
respectful language of the Senate, he would have 
recommended to the Representatives of the nation 
also to dodge the question. 

Sir, the Senate has been again attacked for the 
same vote, and from the same quarter. Not sat- 
isfied with his last year’s exploits in the field 
against us, which were entirely unprovoked by 
us, but were passed over in pity to him and sin- 
cere respect for the feelings of his former friends, 
the same individual has introduced into another 


; body a resolution to furnish him with a standing 
_ theme of declamation against us; and in a public 


newspaper has now assailed the very resolution 
in reference to which he, last year, on the 14th 
of February, declared, in a public speech in the 
other House, that ‘he thought that the Senate 
had acted as it was their duty to do; and the con- 
clusion to which they had unanimously arrived 
was the conclusion which he should have been 
desirous that the House should adopt.” Sir, is 
it not astonishing that this very same gentleman 
should, but the other day, have published of this 
same resolution, that it was ‘ʻa resolution not 
only declining to do that which the President had 
recommended, to vindicate the rights and the 
honor of the nation, but positively determining 
to do NoTHING; not even to express a sense of 
the wrongs which our country was enduring from 
France;” that ‘no trace was to be found upon 
the Journals of the Senate of the last session of 
Congress of sensibility to the wrongs which our 
country was enduring from France; and if upon 
those Journals such a trace could be found, it 
must be to clearer and more searching eyes than 


; his;” that the simple vote of the other House, 
i that the treaty should be maintained, and its ex- 
i ecution insisted on, and which, he says, was 
, moved by him, was “ not only a departure from 


the do-nothing policy of the Senate, but might be 
felt to contain a pungent though tacit rebuke upon 
that paralytic policy;” that, had the Senate con- 
curred in the three million appropriation, “ that 
vote would have made the Senate the unwilling 
accessory to implied censure upon its own quictism 
under foreign wrong.” Yes, sir; these and other 
like phrases, accompanied by charges of “ over- 
bearing arrogance,’’ have been withina few days 
fulminated against that very Senate by the ident- 
ical individual who last year proclaimed the very 
vote he now censures as that which, of all others, 
he would have recommended the House of Repre- 
sentatives to adopt. This second assault upon 
that Senate {a majority of which wes composed 
of his friends when a majority of the people had 


» driven him from power) is foiled and made power- 


less by the rashness and folly of its author. It 


; falls on all parties, and alike, unfortunately for 
, the real object of the individual who made it. Its 


effect is to insult even the most violent of the hot 


jand high-toned advocates of Exectitive power, 


though its only de#ign- was to strike down the 
powerless but inflexible opponents to Executive 
encroachment in this body. I was pleased to be 
able to say to the honorable members from Mis- 
souri and Pennsylvania themselves, while I read 
this passage—Stand up you who are so given to 
accusation against others, and hear the indict- 
ment -against yourselves, for evincing, by your 
vote for the Senate’s resolution of the 14th of 
January last, a want of due and patriotic’sensi- 


' bility for the wrongs inflicted on your countr 


by France. Sir, those gentlemen would do well 
to make some efforts to defend themselves against 
the attacks of others, before they commence any 
more assaults upon us; and this I will now en- 
deavor to demonstrate to their satisfaction, better 
than by reading extracts from the speeches of the 
member of the other House, who hag assailed 
them in common with all the members of the last 
Senate. 

The principal attack on me and my political 
friends here rests on the fact that we refused 
to vote, on the last night of the last session, 
for the following amendment, then proposed by 
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bill: 


“< Jind be it further enacted, That the sum of three mil- 


lion dollars bv, and the same is hereby, appropriated out 
of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, 


to be expended, in whole or in part, under the direction of |! 


the President of the United States, for the military and : 


naval service, including vortifications and ordnance, and 
increase of the Navy: Provided, Such expenditures shall 
be rendered necessary for the defense of the country prior 
to the next meeting of Congress.” 

Before this amendment was offered, the appro- 
priation bill providing for fortifications, which 
originated in the other House, had passed the 
Senate, which had already added, by way of 
amendment, $421,000 to the sums originally pro- 
posed by the House as sufficient. It was not until 
about eight o’clock at night of the very last day 
of the session that the House proposed this amend- 
ment to our amendments, after rejecting some of 
ours,and among which so rejected by the House 
was an increase of $75,000, made by the Senate 
to the appropriation to rebuild Fort Delaware. 

The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Bucu- 
axax] has misconceived the scope of the argument 
against this three-million amendment, and partic- 
ularly that of the gentleman from Massachusetts, 
[Mr. Wessrer,] who preceded him in this debate. 
Independently of the notorious fact that no such 
extraordinary appropriation was asked of us by 
the Executive, whose duty it was, if this sum 
was wanted for defense, to communicate the fact 
to Congress, most of those who voted down that 


amendment did hold, and did so express them- | 


selves at the time, that an appropriation in such 
general terms, proposing no objects of expendi- 


the House of Representatives to the fortification | fortifications, ordnance, and increase of the Navy. 
|| One hundred, or even ten dollars, bestowed on 


the objects included in the sweeping phrase “ naval 
and military service,” would satisfy the requisi- 
tions of the law, and leave, under the direction of 
the President, the whole residue of the $3,000,000 
to be applied to any kind of naval and military 
service which he might designate. A law, in the 


very same words, granting $50,000,000, to be ` 


expended by the President as he shall think 
proper, ‘‘ for naval and military service,” is not 
prohibited by the Constitution, if this be not. A 
law granting all the money in the Treasury, to be 
expended under his direction, or as he shall think 


proper, ‘for civil, naval, and military service,” is ` 
rohibited by the Constitution, if this be not. | 


not 
The result, then, is, that whenever a popular 
President is in office, Congress must grunt the 


whole money in the Treasury, if required, or the | 


whole sum requisite for civil, naval, and military 
service, which will embrace all the known objects 
of legitimate expenditure under this Government; 
or, should they fail to do so, they must subject 
themselves to the very exceptions taken to the 
vote of the Senate by the gentleman from Ten- 
nessee, [Mr. ean who intimated that the 
vote of his colleague, {Mr. Wuire,] and others 
here, indicated that they had not confidence in the 
President. Such a construction of the Constitu- 


tion breaks down the Legislature whenever a pop- ' 


ular man is at the head of the Government; and 


; a popular Executive is the only one from which 


either the friends of the Legislature or the Consti- 


| tution can have anything to fear. Should such a 


ture but ‘‘the naval and military service,” was _ 


forbidden by the spirit and the letter of the Con- 
stitution. If it be new to him, it is because the 
gentleman has entirely overlooked the principle 
upon which the Senate acted. Sir, I invite the 
gentleman to examine the subject, which he says 


construction be established, it must inevitably 


lead Congress at last to a vote, under the adminis- ` 


‘tration of some popular chief, of all the money 


| it far the public service. 


39 novel to him, and to defend his vote, if he | 


thinks he can do so, when we who voted other- 
wise retaliate upon him and his associates who 
endeavored to carry this amendment, by charging 
them with having, so far as they were able to 
effect it, assisted to break down the best barrier 
provided by the Constitution against the absorp- 
tion of the legislative in the executive power. 
With the view to test the confidence of honorable 
gentlemen in their opinions, as well as the accu- 
racy and extent of their researches on this sub- 


` the 


requisite for the support of Government, without 
any further designation of object or restriction of 
power than this—that the President shall expend 
In that day, no Senator 
here shall dare raise his voice against it, or, if one 


‘should follow our example, the charge of want | 


of confidence in the President will crush him as 
a rebellious subordinate, and a factious legislator; 
ople themselves will hunt him down; and 


i the State Legislature will recall him, with a view 


| 


ject, it may be useful to ascertain how far they J 


will carry their principles, 
of the honorable gentleman from Pennsylvania 
whether, if the proposition for which he voted 
had been to appropriate three or thirty millions, 
** to be expended in whole, or in part, under the 
direction of the President, for the civil, naval, and 
military service, including fortifications,” &c., he 
could have supported it consistently with his con- 
stitutional obligations or not? I pause for areply 
to this question, 

Mr. BUCHANAN said he did not consider 
himself bound to declare any opinion beyond the 
one before expressed. He would therefore decline 
answering the question put to him by the gentle- 
man from Delaware. 

Mr. CLAYTON. Sir, it was the part of pru- 
dence not to answer. I put the question to him, 
because I know of: no man here, ad vocating his 
doctrine, better prepared, or better able to resist 
or parry such a blow than the honorable gentle- 
man himself. I claim no right to catechise him; 
but if he should think proper to answer the 
question proposed to him on another day, after 
he has had ample time to select that horn of the 
dilemma presented by it which pleases him best, 
it will gratify some of his friends here, among 
whom tank myself, to learn whether he can 
possibly be driven to the absolute surrender of 
all rane power to the Executive, so far as 
regards the appointment of the uses, to which the 
public money shall be applied; or whether he wilb 
prefer, on reflection, to encounter the foregone: 
conclusion which a denial of the conatitutionality. 
of so broad an appropriation as I have proposed: 
for his consideration must necessarily regult in. 
That amendment, for which the‘ honosable gen- 
tleman, and his political friends inthis body did: 
vote, proposed no other objects for expenditure 
than the naval and military service, including 


I beg leave to know | 


i to send another to expunge his vote. If our Gov- 


ernment is to endure for any considerable period 
it will witness the elevation to power of man 
men far more popular than President Jackson has 
ever been; and should the doctrine of the friends 
of the Administration now become, by the pros- 


’ 


Executive, pointing to this precedent, may de- 


, mand it as due to the character he possesses, and 
| as evincive of the confidence to which he is enti- 


tled, that a grant of three millions, for naval and 
military service, to be expended under his direc- 
tion, shall be annually inserted in the appropria- 
tion bill. Another, ambitious of still further ex- 
hibitions of confidence, will soon demand a greater 
sum under pretext of some other exigency; and 
at last, precedent being built upon precedent, the 
legislative power will expire under these reiterated 
blows, and, with it, the liberties of the people. 
Sir, I have set my. face against all this doctrine 
with a stern resolution to resist it to the utmost. 
I will make no terms, I will know no compro- 
mise with it. I read in the Constitution that no 
money shall be drawn from the Treasury but b 
appropriations made by law. And I have heard 
no plausible answer to the simple but conclusive 
argument, that an appropriation does, ex vi termini, 
necessarily import a designation, an allotment 
or sétting apart for specific objects, specific sums 
of money. J go for the established definition of 
the word as the English language was s ken, 
written, and understood, when the Constitution 
was made, and as it is now and has ever. been 


understood. I denythat a grant of fifty millions 
“for the public service,” to’ be expended under 
the direction of the President, is any appropria- 


tion. His nothing more than an.unconstitutional 
attempt to delegate representative power. It 
strikes at the root of the whole principle of reps 
resentative government. I deny that a grant by 
Congress of $3,000,000 to the Presidan for the 
“ naval and military service,” differs a whit in 
principle from a general grant of ali the revenue 
to be expended by the President.for the naval and: 


military service. In either case 
army or build a nav 
| eighth section of the 
| tion gives to Congress 


r » he may raise an 
with the money. The 
rst article of the Constitu- 
n alone the power “ to raise 
i: and support armies,” and “to provide and main- 
tain a navy.” In the execution of this trust 
power, we owe it to the country and its Consti- 
tution to define, if practicable at the time to do 
: 80, how many men shall compose the army which 
we undertake to raise and support; what kind of 
troops it shall consist of; how many ships shall 
: compose the navy which we undertake to pro- 
vide and maintain, and of what class the shall 
be; and, in general, the whole course an prac- 
tice of Congress, under the Constitution, ab urbe 
condita, has been in accordance with this duty. 
! The three million amendment was not only ob- 
-jectionable because it was a departure from our 
whole course of legislation in these particulars, 
but because it was, if sustained, a grant of money 
to raise either an army or a navy at the discretion 
of the President alone, without even limiting the 
amount to be applied to either purpose. It was an 
‘abandonment of the whole trust confided to us, 
to the full extent of the sum to be taken thus from 
the Treasury. ae 
The power ‘to raise and support armies,’ and 
to “ provide and maintain a navy,” conferred b 
the eighth section of the first article of the Con- 
stitution, is accompanied by other trust-powers 
in the same section, a reference to which may be 
; useful to illustrate the extent to which the princi- 
ple contended for by the advocates of this amend- 
ment will carry them. Would it be constitu- 
tional, I ask, to grant three millions, or any other 
sum, to be expended under the direction of the 
President, for the purpose of ‘laying and col- 
. lecting taxes, duties, imposts, and excises,” with- 
out specifications of the jax, duty, impost, or 
excise, or even the extent of each? or for the 
purpose of ‘* borrowing money on the credit of 
the United States,” and “ regulating commerce,’ 
| without directing how much should be spent in 
i: borrowing money, how much in regulating com- 
F merce, how much money should be borrowed, 
| and how the commerce should be regulated? or 
ji for the purpose of ** coining money, and fixing 
;| the standards of weights and measures,” with- 
|| out saying how much should be spent for each 


y || purpose, and even without declaring how the 
| money should be coined, and how the standard 
l: of weights and measures should be fixed? or for 
|| the purpose of “ establishing post offices and post 
i tration of the Senate for this cause, the received | 
| exposition of the Constitution, the next popular 


roads,” ‘‘ defining and punishing piracies and 
| offenses. against the law of nations,” *‘ declaring 


‘| war,” and *% exercising exclusive legislation over 


the District?” Sir, upon what principle is it that 
any man can sustain the constitutionality of this 
proposed amendment under which the President 
was authorized to raise an army or provide a 
navy, so far as three millions would effect it, if 
he cannot also sustain a grant of power over three 
millions to be expended by the President in “ de- 
| claring war,” withoat saying when or against 
what nation it shall be declared? ` If one of these 
trust-powers can be thus delegated, all that are 
given by the same clause may be delegated; and 
the boundary between executive and legislative 
authority hereafter may be broken down, and will 
be broken down, whenever, in the future progress 
of our Government, an ambitious usurper shall 
appear, claiming and exacting, 6n the mere score 
of his popular character, the confidence of Con- 
TESS. 
S Sir, I say, therefore, to the honorable géntle- 
man from Pennsylvania, that I envy him not the 
enjoyment of that pride which he professed to 
feel when he declared that he viewed the petiod 
of his midnight vote for this abominable propo- 
sition as the proudest moment of his life. The 
honorable gentleman does not profess to have ex- 
amined the constitutional question. I feel too 
much respect for him as a jurist to believe for a 
moment that he has deliberately, and on full in- 
vestigation, determined this question to suit the 
vote he gave. And: be it now understood, in 
sheer justice to him and others who did in this 
and the other House vote for that proposition, 


under tho impulse of sudden feeling, on the very 
last day of the session, in the midst of the bustle 
and distraction of a-scene of which men who have 
Rot at.some period of their lives represented their 
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fellow-citizens in one or the other House of Con- 
gress can have no adequate conception, that this 
proposition was sprung upon the members of the 
other House, and passed not only, as the gentle- 
man says, without time to discuss it, but without 


time for any man to weigh it and consider it in ` 


its most remote and most alarming consequences. 
The feeling which impelled gentlemen to this sud- 
den and dangerous vote was, in general, doubt- 
less patriotic. Yet, even amidst the distracting 
hurry of the scene of a last day’s session, all men 
of the party most devoted to the Executive in the 
other House did not obey the impulse of feeling 
and concur in that vote; and in this no less than 
twenty-nine members, among whom were some 
of all parties, rose, after but a few moments? re- 
flection, against it. Nothing could have been 
more unexpected. In confirmation of the remark 
made by the gentleman from Pennsylvania, that 
the President himself had not prepared any mem- 
ber for it by asking him to move such proposition, 
and of his further observation that there was no 
time to discuss it, let me remind the members of 
the last Senate of the manner in which, as I ob- 


served at the time, we were routed at night out of ` 


a secret session by a message from the House to | 


announce it, Sir, ifa bomb-shell had suddenly 
exploded on the floor of the Senate, it could 
scarcely have produced greater surprise and con- 
sternation among those who were not in the con- 
fidence of the Executive, nor acquainted with the 
midnight movements and secret wishes of his 
partisans. 

It is in vain, sir, that the honorable gentlemen 
who commenced this war on us by that vote, now 
seek to find shelter from the storm of the attack 
upon themselves, for their unconstitutional prop- 
osition, by case-hunting through the whole mass 
of congressional precedents for a single one to 
sustain them. The statute-book does not present 
a parallel to it. An appropriation of $2,000,000 
“‘for pay and subsistence” of troops, under an 
act of 1806, authorizing the President to call out 
the militia, and two large appropriations ‘ for 
foreign intercourse,” made in the years 1806 and 
1808, the instances relied on by honorable gen- 
ticmen as furnishing precedents for their votes, 
are examples, not of general, but of specific appro- 
priations, the objects being designated in the grant 
of the money. [Mr. C. here read these and other 
acts, to show that the appropriations contained 
in them were all of a specific character.] We 
every year pass appropriations in the same words, 
and the language thus applied is understood to 
designate the objects for which our money shall 
be expended, so that it cannot be applied to any 
other purpose. When Mr. Jefferson came into 
office, he carried the doctrine for which I contend 
so far as to recommend, in his message of the 
8th of December, 1801, the ‘‘ appropriation of 
specific sums to every specific purpose susceptible 
of definition, and it was this principle upon which 
his disciples most plumed themselves as exhibit- 
ing their scrupulous regard for the Constitution, 


however those who now claimed to be his exclu- : 


sive followers have abandoned this great land- | 


mark of his party. The whole range of legislative | 
precedents, established by successive Congresses, ` 
which supported his administration, and the sub- | 


sequent administrations of this Government, ac- 
quired a character in consequence of the earnest- 
hess with which the Democratie party insisted 
on the principle of specific appropriations, which 
accounts at once for the failure of honorable gen- 
tlemen, who now advocate the contrary doctrine, 
to find a single authority to support them. 

Sir, another reason for their failure may also 
be assigned. President Jackson, when he came 
into office, professed to act upon the principle of 
specific appropriations, as well as the other doc- 
trines of Jefferson. In his inaugural address, 


delivered on the 4th March, 1829, after pledging | ave was | : 
|| surrender of theirlegislative power. They yielded | 


himself to an economical administration, and the 

counteraction of that profligacy caused by a pro- 

fuse expenditure of the public money, he says: 
“ Powerful auxiliaries to the attainment of this desirable 


end are to be found in the regulations provided by the wis- ; 
dom of Congress tor the specific appropriation of public | 


money.”’ 


And even in his message of the 7th December | 


last, he says: 
& No one can be more deeply impressed than I am with 
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the soundness of the doctrine which restrains and limits, 
by specific provisions, Executive discretion, as far as it can 
be done consistently with the Preservation of its constitu- 
tional character.” 


He adds: 


_ “The duty of the Legislature to define, by clear and pos- 
itive enactment, the nature and extent of the action which 
it belongs to the Executive to superintend, springs out of a 
| policy analogous to that which enjoins upon al! the branches 
: of the Federal Government an abstinence from the exercise 
of powers not clearly granted.?? 


He afterwards again reiterates: 


“The same rule of action should make the President ever - 


anxious to avoid the exercise of any discretionary authority 
which can be regulated by Congress.” 
And in the next paragraph he says: 


“ In my former messages to Congress, I have repeatedly 
urged the propriety of lessening the discretionary authority 
lodged in the various Departments.” 


‘ partisans as the texts from which they were to 

preach, and the creed on which their political 
_ Salvation depended. If they, having always had 
` the power to prevent, in the other House, the 
: passage of any law making an appropriation with- 
out specification of object, could have produced 
another example in which they had 

“í Kept the word of promise to the ear 
But broke it to the hope,” 

it would have been, indeed, but another melan- 
choly commentary on the instability of all human 
professions, and the utter worthlessness of that 
sounding patriotism which explodes in party 
pledges. 

Induige me in another question to the honor- 
able gentlemen cn the other side of the House. 
Had this proposition been couched in such lan- 
guage as would have authorized the President to 
, take ourplacesin this Chamber, and decide, while 
| we withdrew to give him the undisturbed use of 

the room, how three millions of the public treas- 
ure should be disbursed ‘ for the naval and mil- 
itary service,” would a man among them have 


;| acceded to it! Why-not? Had such a proposi- 


| tion been adopted, it would have been quite as 
| good an appropriation; quite as definite a specifi- 


cation of the purposes for which the money should | 
i be expended; and, in one most essential particu- | 


| lar, such a proposition would have been greatly 
| preferable to that for which they voted; for, al- 
| though it would have exhibited less confidence in 
the President than the vote they gave, which 
allowed him to decide at any time within nine 
months what should be done with the money, it 
would have required of him tocome here and tell 
us at once to what uses the money should be ap- 
propriated. We might have gone into the gallery 
as quiet spectators of his exercise of the legislative 


! power; but we should have enjoyed the satisfac- | 


| tion of hearing his decision at the time; and, while 
| we yet lingered in the Capitol, we could have 
: congratulated one another on the mode and man- 
ner in which his wisdom had disposed of the 


people, we could then have told them what was 
to be done withe their three millions; as, what 
forts were to be built, and where they were to be 
erected; what ships and what arms were wanted; 


‘| Executive favorites; for then, having some chance 
| to know what was to be done, they could have 
put in their bids for the public works to be erected. 
I could have gone home rejoicing in my ability 
to answer the earnest interrogations of my con- 


and whether frigates or gun-boats were to be used 
in the Delaware in the event of a war. 

Bat honorable gentlemen will now perceive that 
the vote they gave was a much more alarming 


up their trust, and gave the President, with it, 
|| the privilege of keeping his intentions secret until 
|| the moment of expenditure; their only restriction 
upon the period allowed for his exercise of it 
being, that he should spend it at some time “‘ prior 
to the next meeting of Congress;’’ when, indeed, 
upon their principle of confidence, they ought 
again to have assembled, voted twenty millions 
at once for the public service, to be expended by 


stituents, whether Fort Delaware was to be re- 
built, whether the breakwater was to be defended, ‘| 


Sir, all these messages were looked to by his i 


| the President ‘ prior to the next meeting of Con- 
gress,” and adjourned without further expense to 
the people. Sin I do solemnly denounce this 
proposition, which the Senate alone resisted on 
the last night of last session, as a measure in 
principle no better than the regulations of Cali- 
gula, who suspended his laws on pillars so high 
. that men might not read them in the public ways. 
Even his laws might have been read by the aid 
of ladders. But by what possible means could 
that portion of the people who have no access to 
the private ear of the President have climbed to 
the information of his plans of defense, during the 
period for which he was to have been permitted 
to keep his purposes secret? 
Viewing this proposed appropriation of three 
millions, without restriction, specification, or lim- 
itation as to objects other than the naval and mil- 
itary service, as not only unconstitutional, but as 
destructive of the first principles of representative 
, government, having considered and expressed his 

solemn conviction, after a year’s deliberation, 
that it laid the foundation for the introduction of 
! dictatorial power in this Government, and con- 
| tained the very language in which a dictator might 
be appointed under a pretense of some future 
pressing emergency, the honorable gentleman 
i from Massachusetts, [Mr. WesstTer,] in the 
; midst of a strain of fervid eloquence and indig- 
nant remonstrance against this attempted outrage, 
which has not been equaled in this debate, and 
cannot be excelled, had declared— 


cc f the proposition were now before us, and the guns of 
the enemy were battering against the walls of the Capitol, 
he would not agree to it; that the people of this country 
have an interest, a property, an inheritance, in the Con- 
STITUTION, against the value of which forty Capitols do not 
weigh the twentieth part of one poor scruple.”? 


Taking authority for so doing from another 
part of the Capitol, I read the following remark, 
as published in the National Intelligencer, in ref- 
erence to this sentiment: 

«< Sir, for a man uttering sueh sentiments, there would be 
but one step more, (a natural and easy one to take,) and 


that would be, with the enemy at the walls of the Capitol, 
to join him in battering them down.’ 


And he who published this, has also published 


that when he uttered it, he ‘‘was interrupted by a 
spontaneous burst of feeling and applause.” But, 
he adds, ‘‘the indiscretion was momentary, and 
the most respectful silence followed.” 

Sir, I pass over without notice the account given 
| of ‘‘applause,’’ and ‘‘a spontaneous burst of feel- 
| ing,” and ‘‘indiscretion,’’ and then “the most re- 
| Spectful silence.” Indeed, E know nothing of 
these allegations, except as I find them here stated. 
But, in regard to that denunciation of the senti- 


| mentof my honorable friend from Massachusetts, 


money. When we wended our way back to the | 


or what number of troops should be raised for | 
theirarmy. This would have given the workmen ` 
and contractors for public jobs among us an op- | 
portunity of entering into competition with the || 


i 


| 


(Mr. Wezster,} who is this day elsewhere ne- 
cessarily detained, and in reference to the particu- 
, lar individual who was the author of that denun- 
| ciation, I have something to say. 


The opinion expressed in this denunciation is, 
that it would be a natural and easy step for the 
Senator from Massachusetts to take, to join the 
enemies of his country in war; in other words, to 
' turn traitor, and merit by his treason the most 
ignominious of all deaths, with an immortality of 
infamy beyond the grave! 

And for what? The Senator from Massachu- 
setts had expressed a preference for the Consti- 
tution to the Capitol of his country. He had 
dared to declare that he prized the magna charta 


: of American liberty, the sacred bond of our Union, 


the tie which binds together twelve millions of 
freemen, above the stones and mortar which 
compose the crumbling mass within whose walls 
we are assembled. ‘The very head and front 
of his offending hath this extent—no more.” No 
man here has questioned, in the most violent 
moments of party excitement—not amidst the 
fiercest of all political strife—his purity of purpose 
in debate. Grant to him what all others who 
have any title to the character of gentlemen de- 
. mand for themselves, that he believed what he 
said; grant that in his judgment, as well as that 
of many here, the very existence of our liberties 
is involved in the surrender of the principle he 


contended for; grant that the concentration of 
i legislative and executive power in the hands of a 


single man is the death-blow to the Constitution, 
and that the Senator was right in considering the 
proposed appropriation as establishing the very 


» 


w 
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osition, because the guus of the enemy were bat- 
tering at the walls of the Capitol? WFhere is the 
COWARD—WHERE IS THE TRAITOR Who would not 
rather see the Capitol than the Constitution of 
his country in ruins; or who would lend himself 
to the establishment of a despotism among us, 
with a view to save this building for the despot 
to revel in? Sir, in the days when Themistocles 
led the Athenians to victory at Salamis, he ad- 
vised them to surrender their capitol for the pres- 
ervauion of the constitution of their country. 
That gallant people rose under the impulse of 
patriotism as one man, and, with a stern resolu- 
tion to yield life itself rather than abandon their 
liberties, and surrender the proud privilege of 
legislating for themselves to the delegate of a 
Persian despot, who offered them ‘all their own 
dominions, together with an accession of territory 
ample as their wishes, upon the single condition 
that they should receive law, and suffer him to 
preside in Greece.” At that eventful period of 
their history, Crysilus alone proposed the sur- 
render of their constitution to save the capitol; 
and they stoned him to death. The public indigna- 
tion was not yet satisfied; for the Athenian 
matrons then rose, and inflicted the same pun- 
ishment on his wife. Leaving their capitol, and 
their noble city, rich as it was with the produc- 
tions of every art, and glittering all over with the 
proudest trophies and the most splendid temples 


in the world; deserting, in the cause of free gov- . 
ernment, the very land that gave them birth, they | 


embarked on board their ships, and fought that 
battle, the name of which has made the bosoms 
of freemen to thrill with sympathy in all the ages 
that have followed it, and shall cause the patriot’s 
heart to beat higher with emotion through count- 
less ages to come. 


I repeat, sir, what no man who knows the Sen- ' 


ator from Massachusetts has ever doubted, and 
what no man who has a proper respect for him- 
self will ever question, that he was sincere in 
declaring that he viewed the proposition under 
debate as involving the surrender of the most 
valuable trust reposed in us by the Constitution 
to a single man, and as one which, while it dele- 
gates the legislative power to the Executive, estab- 
lishes a precedent to prostrate the Constitution 
forever. Then tell me what should be the fate 
of that man (if such a man be found) who, having 
owed his elevation to the highest office in the world 


to that gentleman and his friends, and having | 


been sustained in the administration of it by the 
exertion of all the powers of that giant intellect 
which is now the pride of the Senate and the boast 
of the country, could, without other provocation, 
have published that such a friend, after giving 


utterance to suck a sentiment as he did in debate ` 
here, would find it a very natural and easy step | 
to turn traitor to his country by joining with her . 


enemies in war? Sir, all good men will say that 


the convincing argument which could have in- 


duced from such a quarter such a remark, the 
author of thatcomment will find, notin the obser- 


yation he has condemned, but in his own heart; 


and those who are acquainted with past events 


will add that it has proceeded from one who has ; 


habitually found it a very ‘‘ natural and an easy 
step’’ to turn traitor to his friends. Such aman 
should never be suffered by honorable men to 
stand in any party again; for this unprovoked 
denunciation proves that its author will be false 
to all parties, and true to no friend. 
those in power the justice to say that I do not 
believe they have ever invited his embraces, or 


proffered him any office, however that may be | 


the true object for which he has thus shamefully 
denounced his friend and abandoned his party. 
No, sir, if he be a political traitor, they 


4“ Gave him no instance why he should do treason, 
Unless to dub him with the name of traitor.” 


[Mr. C. was here called to order by the Chair, 
(Mr. Kive,) on the ground that it was not allow- 
able by the rules to reply to what had been said 
in the other House at this session. 

Mr. C. said that he had not named any man 
in the other House as the author of the remarks 
which had just been the subject of his comment; 
and that, by making observations on what had 


principle which gave the fatal blow; and wHo is 
he that, thus believing, would support that prop- | 


I will do | 


th 


it would be improper to pursue it further; and I ` 


willingly dismiss the disgusting specimen of 


human ingratitude which gave occasion for my ' 


remarks, without further consideration. 

Having now, sir, dispose@ of so much of the 
subject as relates to the constitutional question 
involved in the ‘‘ three million amendment,” I 
take issue with the gentlemen who have sought 


to prove that the Senate caused the loss of the for- , 


tification bill, on two remaining points. 

First, then, | say that the loss of this amend- 
ment, in the form in which it was presented, does 
by no means prove that even an extra grant of 


three mivions would have been refused, had it | 


been offered for specific purposes of defense, in- 
volving no constitutional question, and accompa- 


nied with a request from the President, who was | 


bound, by his oath under the Constitution, to 
ask if it was necessary. On the contrary, sir, I 
have not the slightest doubt that, had the Presi- 
dent asked for three millions for defense, alleging 
that it was necessary in his opinion, and request- 
ing the passage of a law in the usual form of spe- 
cific appropriations, of the propriety of which the 
Senate could have judged, it would have had the 
vote of a majority of the Senate. If, however, 
the President had asked the three millions for the 


purpose of adopting any measures which must | 
necessarily have produced a war with France, I ; 


have as little doubt that the Senate would have 
refused it. 

Sir, the gentleman from Pennsylvania says, (as 
one speaking by authority,) that the President 
never asked any member of Congress to move 
this proposition. We learn from a debate in an- 
other place, that the Executive did desire it to be 

ij made at the time, but also desired that the fact 


th Sir, 


, he 


r € But suppose 
it was twelve o’clock at night when the conferees 
agreed; was it ever before, in the history of this 
Government, pretended by either House that a 


` bill could not be passed after midnight of the last 


‘day? You know well that, since we have served 


together in the Senate, the President has signed 
many bills after midnight which were passed after 


: midnight. At the end of the very first Congress 


„ Should not be made known.* Information of the |, 


| President’s wishes, or of the views of any De- 


partment, ought not to be communicated in mid- | 
pere to a chosen few; all are equally į 


night whis 
entitled to know the Executive recommendation. 
In the second place, I deny that it by any means 


follows, although gentlemen have alleged it, that | 


the loss of the whole bill providing for fortifica- 


tions and defense, was necessarily caused by the | 


failure of the proposed amendment. The agreed 


tee of conference was appointed by both Houses; 
that this committee met, and readily agreed to a 


facts are, that, after we had rejected it, a commit- ; 


substitute for the lost amendment, consisting of |. 


two specific appropriations for defense, together | 


amounting to $800,000; that they parted with a 
perfect understanding that this was all that was 
necessary; that the Senate’s committee reported 


prepared to adopt the recommendation of the com- 
: mittee, and anxious thus to secure the passage 

of the bill; that, after waiting here a long time for 
‘the action of the other House, which had the bill 
‘| in its possession, the Senate sent a message 
“ respectfully to remind’? the House of this bill, 
which had not been acted on, and continued to 


i 


accordingly; and that the Senate was perfectly . 


wait here until it was perfectly certain that the 


i; other House had utterly refused to take up the ; 
_ bill again, or transact any other business. Sir, |: 


|i the bill fell (and I say it was notorious at the time 
‘| that it fell) because the committee of conference 


|| on the part of the House refused to report the 


|| furnished them with the miserable excuse for 


| one of the friends of the Administration, that, 
when the conferees separated, it vas not twelve 


_ * Bce the speech of Mr. Wise, of Virginia, on this sub- 
ject. 


“amendments which ‘they themselves had agreed : 
į upon in committee, until the lateness of the hour ` 


after he came into power, he was up until long 
after that hour, and the Senate and House both 
closed their labors about the rising of the sun on 
the ensuing day, being constantly engaged through 
the whole night in the passage of bills, which 
were signed without objection, that we ever heard 
of. Such, all agree, has been the practice of the 
Government from the earliest period. You and 
I remember, sir, that on one occasion the Senate 
met after sunrise on the 4th of March, transacted 
executive business, and communicated with the 
President in regard to it. This practice is said 
to be founded on the belief that the congressional 
day commences and terminates at noon, instead 
of midnight; that Congress never has convened 
on the first day of any session before twelve at 
noon; that, until that hour, no member takes his 
oath, nor is either House organized; and that 
the pay of every member must commence only 
with his qualification and his labors. I presume 
there was not a member of either House who re- 
fused to accept his full compensation for the last 
day of last session, on the ground that he did 
not serve after midnight, or was functus officio 
when the clock told that hour. If the doctrine 
of the gentleman from Tennessee be correct, how 
did it happen that he took full pay, as for the 
whole of that last day, although he could only 
act for the half of it? The gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania repudiates this whole doctrine, and says 
he has never had, and never shall have, any diffi- 
culty in doing his duty after midnight. The party 
generally appears to be ashamed of this pretext. 
And how has the conscience of the gentleman 
from Tennessee himself rested under fifty votes 
which he has probably given after midnight, with- 
in my knowledge? He now contends that he was 


| functus afficto on all those occasions, and had no 


right to vote. “ If,” says he ‘‘ the congressional 
day does not terminate at twelve at night, why is 
it so common to set the clock back ?”’ I answer, 
because we have always had two or three tender 
consciences like his own to deal with, and so long 
as these gentlemen could see the clock stood stilt, 
they said they were ‘not bound to look at their 
watches. They went by ‘Capitol time,” and 
having examined the constitutional question, how 
long they were bound tostay at work for a whole 
day’s pay, some of them would leave us on 
a scruple of conscience when our clock struck 
twelve; but I never heard that one of them gave 
up any part of the pay. . i 
Thegentleman from Pennsylvania, with a view 
to make up the issue in such a shape as would 
ut the Senate on trial with best advantage to 
imself announced that the true question, for dis- 
cussion was—who is blamable for the present 
defenseless condition of the sea-board? Sir, I 
shall not avoid the examination of that question. 
It presents no difficulty. As to the fact, upon 
which he dwelt so earnestly, thatit is defenseless, 
he has already seen that Í concur with him and 
others who have proclaimed its defenseless con- 
dition. He may add as much more coloring to 
that picture of the danger arising from this neg- 
lect as his imagination can supply him with, and 
I shall not seek to deface or obscure it. He may 
ring it again and again in the ears of the people, 
that, in the event of a rupture with a foreign 
country, our cities would be sacked, our coast 
pillaged, and our people butchered. The more 
he magnifies the danger, the greater will be the 
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condemnation of those who, for seven years past, 
have held the power to prevent this state of things, 
and have neglected their duty. Sir, his political 
friends have held the reins for a longer period; 
for they had their majority in Congress before 
the termination of the last Administration. In 
the other House, they have ever since held an 
overwhelming influence; and in this, with the 
exception of the last three years only, they have 
also been in a constant majority.” The other 
House never proposed a measure for defense, 
before last session, in which the Senate refused 
to concur; and, what is more worthy of note, they 
never proposed a bill for defense to which the 
Senate did not add largely by amendment. For 
seven years, during which time I have helda seat 
here, the action of the Senate was always quite 
as prompt as that of the other House on these 
subjects, and, indeed, if my memory be correct, 
we were generally in advance of them. Sir, it is 
in vain that the gentleman seeks to cast that fear- 
ful responsibility arising out of more than seven 
years’ neglect of our Atlantic sea-board, upon the 
minority in Congress. In vain does he invoke 
the judgment of the public for our naked and ex- 
posed condition against that Senate which, du ring 
the two or three years when the Administration 
has not been able to control its vote, has been 
made the scape-gomt to bear nearly all the other 
negiects and transgressions of those in power. 
The fact is, and every man within the sound 
of my voice knows it, or ought to know it, that 
not only has our whole system of improvement 


been checked, but the defenses of our country | 


have been shamefully neglected since the present 
party came into power, on the miserable pretext 
of paying off the national debt—a debt which 
was never pressing, and which would have been 
easily extinguished by the operation of the old 
sinking-fund act, long before it could possibly 
have been felt as an injury, if internal improve- 
ments had been still properly encouraged, and 
our sea-coast had been properly fortified. Wit- 
ness now that wonderful exhibition of financial 
skill and statesmanship, by which, when all the 


other debts had been disposed of, the old thirteen | 
millions, drawing an interest of only three per | 
cent., and nearly all in the hands of foreigners, | 


was paid off, in despite of all remonstrances, for 
the sake of making the vainglorious boast, that 
during this Administration the whole national 


debt was extinguished.” At the time we were : 


aying these three per cents., the Army, the 
Xavy, the fortifications, the roads and canals, 
the improvement of our rivers, and even the or- 
dinary facilities for commerce, were neglected. 
Light-house bills, improvement bills, and bills to 
distribute a portion of the avails of the public 
domain among the States, for the purposes of 
improvement and education, were either voted 
down or vetoed down, and all for glory—ay, for 
the glory of paying off the national debt, by with- 
drawing from the people the use of their money, 
which was surely worth to them, not only for 
defense, but for improvement, the legal rate of 
interest, and extinguishing a debt in the hands 
of foreign creditors drawing three per cent. only. 
Why, sir, the fact is notorious, that such has 
been this miserable and morbid excitement, in- 
dustriously kept up to gratify party pride and 


folly, that scarcely a week has elapsed within the | 


last seven years in which some newspaper editor 


has not reminded us of the glory of this Admin- | 


istration in paying off the national debt; yet, 
during all this time, the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania says, our whole sea-board has been left 
naked and exposed to any invader, our cities have 
been constantly in danger of being sacked, our 
coast pillaged, and our people butchered, without 
the means of resistance in the event of a war. 
This glory has left us all the while at the mercy 
of any foreign Power which could have chosen 
any moment to assail us. . 

The only salvo now relied upon to sustain those 
in power from their own charge against the Sen- 
ate of leaving the whole sea-board defenseless, is, 
that a majority, not all, of their party friends in 
Congress did, at the last moment of the last ses- 
gion, propose and vote for this ‘three million 
amendment.” But what could have been effected 
with that money if we had granted it? Would 
that have built up fortifications, and put the Navy 


' think was its real design, its effect upon the sea- | 
coast in erecting forts would not have increased 


: already attempted an answer. 
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and Army on a war establishment, within the 
nine months allowed for its expenditure? Sir, if 
it had been applied to no mischievous purpose cal- 
culated to induce a war with France, which some 


the permanent security of the country to a per- 
ceptible extent before the meeting of Congress. 
If, through the whole period during which this 
Administration has been in power, we had been 
regularly progressing with a system of national 
defense, properly adapted to the wants and means 
of the Republic, we should hardly yet have been 
in a state of preparation for war becoming such 
a country and such glorious institutions as ours. 
Labor itself cannot always be commanded by 
money, and time is indispensable in the proper 
construction of all great works; and an error not 
uncommon in regard to our public works of every 
description has been, to do in months what should 
be the work of years. But, in order to show the 
gentleman from Pennsylvaniaand his friends how 
utterly indefensible they are when arraigned on 
their own charges, let us now concede, for the 
mere purpose of argument, that this ‘three mil- 
lion” amendment, upon which they relied, would 
have been sufficient for putting the Army and 
Navy on a war establishment; that it could have 
effected all this in nine months, and that it was 
necessary to expend it. I ask them how comes 
it about that they have suffered two whole months 
of the present session to pass away without re- 
newing this or some similar proposition? and how 
do they excuse themsclves for not having pro- 


posed so salutary a measure at an earlier day , 


during the last session? The moment of the vote 
on that amendment the gentleman says he shall 
always look upon as the proudest moment of his 
life. Doubtless, in his estimation, it was a most 
happy vote for him. Then why not renew it? 
Why does that patriotism, whose midnight vigils 
receive so much applause, slumber during the 
broad daylight, and why has it slept so long? He 
has known that the only objection of many among 
us to the proposition was a constitutional objec- 
tion, which, by altering the proposition from a 
general to a specific one, he could obviate. Then 
why has he not proposed it, or something like it, 
for the last two months, during all which time, 
according to his own language, we have incurred 
the danger of having our cities sacked, our coast 
pillaged, and our people butchered for the want 
of it? Since last session all intercourse with 
France has been suspended; a powerful fleet, we 
are told, has been hovering near our coast and 
acting as a fleet of observation, and, with the vigi- 
lance of a hawk, ready to stoop on our unpro- 
tected commerce from its commanding position, 


or to attack our naked sea-board at the slightest ` 


notice. 

To the question why this measure was pro- 
posed only at the last moment of the last session, 
the honorable member from Pennsylvania has 
He took especial 
pains to bring us to the point of time at which this 
amendment was rejected. His object seemed to 


| beto demonstrate that then the patriot should have 


spoken out, by the surrender of his constitutional 


scruples, and the delegation of his representative ;į 


power over the public treasure to the President. 


He reviewed the state of our relations with : 


France, for the very purpose of showing that, at 
that period, our affairs were at a peculiarly dan- 
gerous crisis, and labored to excuse himself and 
his friends who brought forward this proposition 
at that time, by making the impression upon his 
hearers that there was just then a new impulse 
given by recent intelligence from France to the 
adoption of measures preparatory toa war. — 
sir, most unfortunately for this excuse, the intel- 


ligence to which he has referred was decidedly | 
of a pacific character, and was precisely that very 


information by which any reasonable man, how- 
ever apprehensive of danger before its arrival, 
would have been convinced that then there was 


| not the slightest apparent necessity for a resort to 


any measures of a hostile character. Sir, the 
honorable gentleman (doubtless by mistake) re- 


peated only a part of a sentence in the letter of : 
Mr. Livingston to the Secretary of State, of the - 


15th of January, 1835, which was communicated 
to the other House by the President’s message 


But, i: 


SENATE. 


able to his position the sentence may have been, 

as he repeated it in the hurry of debate, yet, when 

|! the part which he omitted is supplied, the whole 

‘is absolutely fatal to it. The passage in Mr. 

Livingston’s letter to which he referred is in these 
words: 

“Tf the law should be rejected, 1 should not be surprised 

if France anticipated our reprisals by the seizure of our ves- 


sels in port, or the attack of our ships in the Mediterranean 
with a superior force.?? 


| of 26th of February last. But, however favor- 
| 
i 


Mr. Livingston then expressly predicates his 
apprehension of danger upon the contingency of 
the rejection of the law to which the gentleman 
did not advert; and I have already shown that 
Mr. Livingston had carefully informed us in his 
previous letter of the 14th of January, sent here 
by the same hand, and communicated to Con- 
gress with the letter of the 15th, that his decided 
conviction was that the law would pass; that the 
Ministry were reinforced by a powerful portion 
of the Opposition in the Chambers, determined 
to avoid hostilities, and sufficient to carry the 
vote; and that the very measures which had be- 
fore alarmed us (the recall of Serurier and the 
notice of our Minister) were measures which 
were resorted to merely to save the pride of the 
French Government and the French nation. 

Sir, this, the only evidence referred to by the 
honorable gentleman, to inculpate me and my 
friends for not joining with him in his midnight 
vote, proves conclusively that, if those who acted 
with him were justified by their apprehensions 
of a foreign war in proposing such a measure ag 
they did at that time, they were grossly derelict 
of duty, and faithless to their trust, in not having 
proposed any proper measure of defense at any 
period of the session before the arrival of this pa- 

' cific intelligence, and when, by their present rea- 
soning, it is made apparent that there must have 
been, in their minds, reasons for alarm seriously 
and afflictivel y oppressive to their patriotic hearts. 

. But that sensibility to danger, which is now 

avowed to have been felt only at the very point 

i of time when this vote was given, caused by a 

‘new and sudden impulse of patriotic feeling, on 
reading Mr.Livingston’s dispatch, slept fora week 
after the dispatch was in their hands, and slum- 
bered through the whole session of Congress, 
before that witching time of night when, contrary 
to all reasonable analogy, it was first roused to 
action. Months had passed away; yet not a 
whisper had been heard from it. The war mes- 
sage of the President, the recall of ministers, and 
the known refusal of France to pay the money, 
with all calculations of the effect of the message 
on her national pride, had not affected its slum- 
bers. All the while it slept, and even snored. 
For those who profess to have felt it stirring on 
the night of the 3d of March had joined with us 
in the vote of the 14th of January, 1835, declaring 
that then (when there was certainly much greater 
excuse for feigning apprehension) no legislative 

measures whatever ought to'be adopted in refer- 
ence to the state of our affairs with France. France 
heard the note across the Atlantic, and felt as- 
sured that a sensibility which gave such evidence 
| of its slumbers would not suddenly awaken to 
ii prepare for war; and its effect was to lull her too 
|| Into a State of tranquillity. Sir, whata pity for 
us was it, if all this apprehension was justifiable 
at that period, that it was notawakened until the 
conscience of the honorable member from Ten- 
nessee, [Mr. Grunpy,] and his friends in the other 

House, awoke to stifle all the exertions of those 

who felt it—that twelve o'clock conscience, which 
was roused by the first blast of the party bugle, 

, to start scruples destructive to the fortification 

bill, but which took a nap before the next crow- 
| ing of the cock, lest it should interrupt the pas- 
sage of the bill to repair the Cumberland road. 
Then, sir, as to the peculiar excitement which 
has been alleged to have existed in the public 

'ı mind on the 3d of March last, and which has been 

i; assigned by the gentleman from Pennsylvania as 

: another excuse for proposing this grant of three 

millions at that particular moment. What excite- 
ment does he refer to? We know there was no 
alarm among the people at that period; no appre- 
hension either felt or expressed on account of any 
threatened hostilities. I have recurred to some 
il files of papers of that day, and find their general 
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tone was just what we should have expected after 
the publication of Mr. Livingston's letters, giving 
assurances that the act of indemnity would pass. 
1 know that a great effort was made in the other 
House for afew days to gt tupanexcitement; there 
was much debate there about our relations with 
France, and the result of it all was that the pre- 
cious hours which remained of the session, and 
which ought to have been devoted to the real busi- 
ness of the people then pressing that House, were 
consumed in a tedious discussion, which resulted 
in a vote that the treaty ought to be maintained, 
and its execution insisted on—the mere echo of 
the sentiment in the unanimous report of our 
Committee on Foreign Relations, made six weeks 
before. Mostof the highly important bills which 
had passed the Senate were thus utterly neglected 
by that House; and, in addition to the bill to 
regulate the public deposits, and the others men- 
tioned Ly the Senator from Massachusetts, was 
one of far more importance to the peace of the 
country—I mean, sir, the bill to settle and estab- 
lish the northern boundary of the State of Ohio. 
That bill had twice passed the Senate, and on 
both occasions, under some pretext, or for some 
reason, no test vote could ever be obtained to as- 
certain the sense of the other House upon it. 
Lest year it was talked down by the discussion 
about the French treaty, and the result was that 
we have been nearly involved ina civil war, on 
account of the unsettled claims of Michigan and 
Ohio. That single bill was worth more to the 
peace and happiness of that country than all the 
discussions and resolutions of the other House in 
regard to France. Sir, it would be no ditheult 
matter to run up a catalogue of similar injuries 
to the public business; but I forbear. My only 
-object in noting these things at all is to show the 
honorable gentlemen who have unjustly assailed 
the Senate for the loss of a single bill, how easy 
it would be for one who felt an appetency for 
such an undertaking, to carry the war into their 


own ranks with success, on account of their neg- | 


lect of bills vastly more important to the public 
interest. Sir, I take no pleasure in such attacks, 
and I leave them to others. 

What may have been the motive for this ill- 
timed and unprovoked assault upon the last Sen- 
ate, by certain members of the present, the world 
will judge. When the honorable gentleman from 
Tennessee, who occupies a seat nearest to the 
Chair, [Mr. Wuire,] addressed you in vindica- 
tion of his own vote, given against the amendment 
for three millions, some thoughts, I do confess, 
occurred, which led me to form my own conclu- 
sions as to the real object of this war upon that 
vote. That honorable gentleman said that he 
craved a severance on the trial under the indict- 
ment preferred against the majority of the Senate, 
and pleaded his acquittal by the Legislature of 
‘Tennessce, which had unanimously reélected him 
since he gave that vote. Sir, it may be that, if 
he were not joined in the bill of indictment, others 
here would hardly have been put on their trial. 
It may be considered necessary to make the most 
of this, the only offense which he has committed 
against the Administration; but I can hardly yet 
believe that, even among hisold political friends, 
he need apprehend a condemnation for that vote, 


should he go to trial with the rest of us before the ; 


country under the general issue. The difference 


in the votes of the honorable Senators from Ten- ` 


nessee, (Mr. Wuire and Mr. Grunpy,] on the 
amendment to the fortification bill, has called up 


some reminiscences of bygone events, exhibiting : 
When I |. 


some other differences between them. 
first came into Congress, they were both consid- 
ered so true to the Administration, and so effect- 
ive in its aid, that, out of sheer compliment among 
their friends here, they were called * Jackson’s 
Tennessee rifles’? They both proved true for a 
time, and told, with unerring certainty, in every 
conflict with those who opposed the Executive. 
But, although both were called good rifles, there 
was an allowed difference between them. One 
missed the mark altogether, during that famous 
contest which was carried on here about the time 
of Mr. Foot’s resolutions. It was believed to 
have been near bursting, in consequence of being 
overcharged with nullification powder. There was 
also another failure. This same rifle was assigned 
to the defense of the Post Office, and was charged 


Ho. or Reps. 


f to the muzzle for Keeping and maintaining that 
; position; but the post was carried by its assail- 
ants, and the defense was censured by those who 
directed it, because the enemy entered in despite 
of the garrison, and exposed most piratical depre- 
dations which had been committed on the people. 
For my own part, I have always inclined to at- 
tribute this failure to the indefensible condition 
of that post. But [pointing to the seat of Mr. 
Wuite] the old Tennessee rifle which has stood 
against that desk ever since! first knew it, was a 
rare piece, and always has attracted my especial 
admiration, although, fighting on the other side, 
I never like to see it come into action. For six 


` years, although it was almost every day engaged, ` 


it never snapped, missed, or hung fire; nor was | 
it ever said to have failed to hit the mark, until - 


about midnight of the 3d of March last. The 
people of Tennessee, who are said to be excellent 
Judges of a good shotor a gallant blow, have since 
decided that this was a most ‘palpable hit,’’ and 


that however others, who are ignorant of the ` 


qualities of a first rate weapon, may have fool- 
ishly desired to break the ld rifle of the West, 
they still hold it entitled to the first rank when 
employed for their defense, and will never con- 
sent thatit shall either be injured by abuse, or 
left out of service. Even those who have con- 
.demned it because, as they think, it has once 
missed the mark, may relent, when they reflect 
that it has been clearly shown in this debate, that 
on the occasion alluded to, the President himself 
did neither charge it nor pull the trigger. 
Sir, jesting apart, I ask why was it that the 
Senator from Tennessee, [Mr. Grunpy,] with 
others here, who now portray in such vivid colors 
the dangers arising out of the loss of their favorite 
amendment, did not exhibit some signs of life at 
the time the extra appropriation for specific pur- 
poses of defense, amounting to five hundred thou- 
| sand dollars, was lost here on the 24th of February 
last? That amendment was,as I have ona former 
occasion stated, first moved by mein the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs, in the shape of a propo- 


sition to instruct the chairman of that committee, | 


(Mr. Benron.] lt was made, as I have stated, in 
advance of any similar suggestion from any other 
quarter. After it was made, the chairman called 
on the Department of War for an opinion in re- 
gard to it, and it was approved by the proper 
officer, as appears by the report of the committee. 
It was reported, as I have once before stated, in 
connection with another amendment to the bill 
providing for fortifications, which was also first 


moved by me in committee, to double the appro- | 
priation proposed by the other House for rebuild- | 
The latter amendment was | 


ing Fort Delaware. 
first taken up by the Senate in Committee of the 
Whole, on the 24th of February, 1835, and de- 
bated until the day was nearly spent. No man 
raised his voice with mine for this except the 
chairman, to whom, for his assistance in the de- 
bate, I tender, not only for myself, but ‘for the 
people whose interests I represent, my respect- 
;| ful thanks. After a protracted discussion we 
` carried this amendment, and then the chairman 
| made the motion for the large extra appropriation 
|, for defense which I had proposed. He waived 
‘| the motion at the request of the chairman of the 
Committee on Finance, (Mr.Wessrer,] on whose 
:, Suggestion the Senate took up another amend- 
ment appropriating an additional $100,000 for 
| arming the fortifications, which had been moved 
by the Military Committee. This last amend- 
ment was adopted; and then the chairman of 
| “the Military Affairs’? [Mr. Benton] renewed 
|| the motion for the half million appropriation. It 
had my vote, but it fell without a whisper from 
any man in its favor except the chairman and 
myself; and I repeat my conviction that it was 
lost in a thin Senate, ata late hour of the day, in 
; consequence of another suggestion from the chair- 
man of the Committee on Finance, that a similar 
| proposition was pending before that committee, 
| and would probably be substituted for it. 
Sir, I find, by examination of the minutes, that 
the Committee on Finance never did actually pro- 


tion bill, two thirds of whose members were also 
members of the Committee on Finance, and having 
the same chairman, [Mr. Wessrer,] reported a 


| substitute for it in the extra $800,000 for defense, 
i which was lost, as has been seen, by the neglect 
of the committee of the other House to report it, 
_after it had been fully agreed upon in the confer- 
: ence. And now, sir, having been an eye-witness 
to all that occurred in this Chamber in reference 
to these matters during the last session, permit 
me to bear my testimony to the strict fidelity, the 
untiring vigilance, and patriotic course of the 
honorable Senator from Massachusetts, who pre- 
sided at that session over our Committee on 
Finance. There was not a man within these 
walls who was more devoted to the defense of 
his country, or whose efforts exceeded his, when 
they could be exerted in that cause consistently 
with his cther constitutional obligations. I do 
not feel, however, that his conduct needs vindi- 
cation from me or any other; for, although the 
transient spirit of party may have sought to 
obscure his exalted character in the eyes of those 
who are easily led by misrepresentation into 
error, honorable fame has already encircled his 
temples with a wreath of unfading verdure, and 
impartial history shall hereafter emphatically 
designate him amidst all the compatriots of his 
day as the able, the eloquent, the fearless cham- 
pion and defender of his country’s Constitution. 
Sir, I have done. Permit me only to make the 
motion which I have advocated, to strike the word 
“t surplus”? out of the resolution, so as to pledge 
the whole revenue of the country for its defense, 
if rendered necessary by any exigency; and to 
.express the earnest hope that the resolution, 
when thus amended, may receive the unanimous 

, Vote of the Senate. 


RIVER AND) HARBOR BILL. 


SPEECH OF HON. JOHN BELL, 
OF TENNESSEE, 


In rue Hovse or REPRESENTATIVES, 
June 23, 1836. 


The House having resolved itself into the Committee of 
the Whole on the state of the Union, (Mr. Lincon in the 
chair,) on the bill making appropriations for certain Harbors 
for the year 1836— 


Mr. BELL said: 

Mr. Cuairmay: I look upon the present bill as 
the result of that disposition, or rather determ- 
ination, which has been manifested throughout 
the session, to bring the wants of the Government 
up to the increased revenue of the country, in- 
stead of keeping the public revenue down to the 
actual demands of the public service, which has 
always heretofore been regarded as the true pol- 
icy of the country. It is because I regard this 
bill as an emanation of this new system of policy, 
chiefly, that I oppose it. The bill provides for 
| the improvement of a great number of harbors 
i and inlets upon our lake and sea-coast, which 
have heretofore escaped the notice of the Gov- 
ernment, although improvements of this nature 
have, for many years past, been patronized by 
Congress. I take it for granted that the several 
items or objects contained in the bill stand upon 
| equal grounds, so far as regards their importance, 
and the expediency of making the appropriations 
demanded for them. It will, therefore, follow 
that one part of the bill might as well receive the 
support of Congress as the other; and those who 
are opposed to it will act more wisely by making 


pose any substitute for it. But it is true that the | 
Senate’s committee of conference on the fortifica- ! 


opposition to the principle and policy of the meas- 
ure asa whole; it will also save time if the strength 
of the bill can be tested at the outset. If a ma- 
jority of members shall be in favor of the prin- 
ciple of the bill, then it may be passed without 
further delay. To effect this object, and to en- 
able me to take that view of the subject which I 
desire, I move you, sir, that the enacting clause 
of the bill be stricken out. . 
After the question was stated from the chair— 
Mr. BELL proceeded. I did not think it worth 
while, Mr. Chairman, to oppose what may be 
called the old harbor bill, because the public 
works provided for in it are already commenced, 
and have been in progress for a series of years, 
under annual appropriations for their completion; 
but a hope may be entertained that opposition 
will not be altogether unsuccessful to this bill, 
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after the experience we have had in relation to 
the old one. Itis the nature of these works never 
to be completed. Most of the works in the bill 
which has this moment passed the committee are 
very old acquaintances of the old members of this 
House. 
as the first session I had the honor of a seat in 
this body. For several years, many of them 
were reported as only requiring one more appro- 
priation to complete them. When the officers 
who had charge of them became ashamed of re- 
peated impositions of this kind, the language in 
which the appropriating clause ran was changed; 
and works that seemed upon the point of com- 
pletion eight years ago, now require thousands 
annually tor their permanent construction and 
preservation! Itis notorious that many of the 
old works of the kind enumerated in this bill 
fell into decay before they became useful to any 
extent; and the first improvements, made at great 
expense, were either abandoned as useless, or 
became dilapidated, and required reconstruction. 
All those harbors may be regarded as bottomless 
pits of the Treasury. You may expend tens of 
millions upon them, and still as many will be re- 
quired; and then no man can see any termination 
to the demand for further appropriations. Sir, 
the present bill, although large in amount, would 
be no cause of alarm to me, if the expenditure 
now proposed were all that would be required; 
if, sir, I could foresee that, at the end of five, or 
even of ten years, there would be an end to fur- 
ther demands, l would be less concerned. But, 
sir, we know from experience that, whatever 
may be the original estimates of the cost of these 
works, the actual expenditure is never limited 
by them. There is not one of the old works, I 
venture to say, which has not already had ex- 
pended upon it fifty ora hundred per cent. beyond 


1 remember most of them as far back |; 


the original estimate. It may, then, be taken for i 


granted that each of these new works, like the 
old ones, will be perpetual drains upon the Treas- 
ury, not only in our times, but in the generations 
that are to come; for there is no limit to inven- 
tion in this business of making artificial harbors. 
I do not say that, in all cases, these expenditures 
will be useless. No, sir, money can accomplish 
anything in the way of improvement. Harbors 
may be constructed by skill and capital, where 
nature seems to have forbidden the undertaking. 
It is only questionable whether, when we have 
so many fine harbors on the coast, constructed 
by the great Maker of all things, it is wise to 
drain the pockets of the people, and absorb the 
Treasury, in adding to their number. Let us 
look at the progress of this branch of the system 
of internal improvement, in the amount of ex- 
penditure. In the year 1835 the entire amount 
appropriated to these objects was $505,057. The 
bill which has already received the sanction of 
this committee provides an expenditure for the 
present year of nearly $700,000—[a member said 
$800 ,000;] a gentleman near me states the amount 
at $800,0U0. The bill under consideration pro- 
poses to apply $927,264 to new works, making 
an aggregate of upwards of $1,700,000—more 
than three times the amount of any former year! 


What amendments may yet be made to this bill . 


l cannot foresee; but there is little hope that the 
amount will be reduced, unless the entire bill 
shall fail. Well, sir, do honorable members see 
nothing alarming in this? 2 
here of that disposition, or rather that determina- 
tion, to extravagance which I have charged? If 
this bill shall pass the present Congress, it will 
of itseif lead to an expenditure of ten millions. 
Yes, sir, when ten millions have already been 
expended, in looking forward we might be 
cheered with the expectation that yet another ten 
would close up this gulf of the Treasury. 

I have said that I regarded this bill as the result 
of a deliberate system of extravagance—of a plan 
for increasing the wants of the Government, and 
of exhausting the Treasury. Was I not right in 
this assertion? Look at your increased expend- 
itures in every branch of the public service. But, 
sir, why descend into particulars? I affirm that 

our Committee of Ways and Means of this 
ouse was organized upon a principle of extrav- 
agance. Look at the composition of that com- 
mittee, sir, and then tell me if it was not consti- 
tuted wih deep design, and expressly with a view 


to the largest expenditure for which a pretext 
could be found, in every branch of the public ser- 
vice. Was there ever such a Committee of Ways 
and Means appointed in this House? Was there 
ever a more palpable desertion of the principle of 
representation—a more shameful abandonment of 
the interests of the entire interior of the country ? 
Who are the members of this committee? At 
the head of the list we find the gentleman from 
New York, [Mr. Campre.ena,] representing the 
largest city in the Union, deeply interested in the 
largest expenditures upon the Navy, upon forti- 
fications, and public works of every description. 
Next we find ihe gentleman from Baltimore, [Mr. 
McKim, ] the representative of similar interests, 
and nearly to as great an extent. Next we have 
the gentleman from Virginia, [Mr. LoyaLL,] who 
represents the Norfolk, or rather the Gosport dis- 
trict, in which, besides a navy-yard, which may 
be made to exhaust any amount of money, has 
within its limits two fortifications, which have 
already cost the Government nearly $3,000,000, 
but are worth—really worth—scarcely one cent 
in the way of protection; yet they are annually 
the objects of large appropriations. We next 
pass to the distinguished gentleman from Maine, 
[Mr. Smiru;] I say distinguished, because he is 
distinguished as a gentleman of business habits 
and intelligence, as a member of this House. 
This gentleman represents a sea-port also, (Port- 
land,) upon a coast of numerous harbors and in- 
lets, all of which could be greatly improved by 


‘money, and all of which might plausibly demand 


` itures of this nature. 


to be fortified. We next arrive at my friend from 
Massachusetts, [Mr, Lawrencer,] who represents 
Boston, a place deeply interested in large expend- 
itures upon the Navy and fortifications. The next 
on the list is the learned gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania, [Mr. Incersouy.] He, too, like the five 
already noticed, represents a Jarge commercial 
city, having all the interests, to a great extent, 
that the othere have, in large expenditures. Last 


on the list is the gentleman from Georgia, [Mr. ' 


Owens.] He also represents a large and import- 
aut commercial city, (Savannah,) and, like the 
rest, having a deep interest in large expenditures. 
Well, sir, to represent the interests of the inte- 
rior, and of economy, we have two gentlemen, 
one from Ohio, {Mr. Corwin,] and one from 
Tennessee, [Mr. Jounson;] two against seven! 


Seven members of the committee representing ‘| 
I wish every one to | 


districts on the sea-board ! 
draw his own conclusions, but I have seen enough 
in the action of this House, in the course of the 
session, to corroborate the inference I have drawn 
from the peculiar organization of this committee ! 
I must not be understood to impute either a want 
of integrity or patriotism to the members of this 
committee. I respect all the gentlemen whom I 
have described as the representatives of districts 
on the sea-board. But they are bound, from the 
very nature of our representative system, to have 
opinions incommon with their constituents, espe- 
cially upon this subject of expenditures; and I 
repeat, that this committee was organized upon a 
principle of increased and extravagant expendi- 
ture. 

It would seem that this bill is intended to lay 
the foundation of a permanent system of expend- 
The preamble alarms me. 


> Itis new to me. The annunciation of purpose is 


Is there no evidence | 


imposing and high-sounding, and denotes design 


| —** to provide for the protection of the commerce 
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and navigation of the United States.” The pro- 
tection of the commerce of the United States! 
Would not that grand object embrace improve- 
ments in the interior as well as upon the exterior 
boundary of the country? This Government is 
authorized by the Constitution to extend the same 


degree of protection to the inland commerce that `! 


it may to foreign trade. The power in the one 


; case 19 conveyed in the same language that is : 
pe ; 
ary: 


used in the other; yet all the improvements 
posed by this bill are upon the exterior boun 
of the Union. I know it may be said that im- 
provements of the interior channels of communi- 
cation and trade may be properly included in a 


| distinct bill. Thatis true, and such has been the 


poruce to some extent. But to what will this 
ead inthe end? Without doubt, to a perpetual 


| struggle between the States of the interior and the 


States upon the lake and sea-coast, for an equality 


| of benefits—of expenditures that would exhaust 
ii the revenues of any country. 
| But in connection with this view of the sub- 
ject, consider for a moment the monstrous—I will 
not say intolerable—inequality of this system of 
improvement; for, if I were compelled to the act, I 
might submit to much greater, rather than break 
up this Union. Butis it fair, is it just, necessary, 
or reasonable that this inequality shall exist? 
Some of the large States in these bills receive 
$50,000, some others $100,000, and one large State 
(New York) will receive upwards of $200,000 
this year, to be expended within its limits, and 
upon objects calculated to increase its relative 
advantages over the other States of the Union, 
while other States do not receive one cent; and 
this inequality is to be established forever! It 
cannot be. The States of the interior must look 
to their interest; they will look to their interests 
if this system goes on, to what ever extreme it 
may lead. My friend from Virginia [Mr. Wise] 
said, on yesterday, that there will be no more 
appropriations for these improvements; that there 
will be an end of all such works now, since we 
passed the deposit bill. Well, sir, ought this re- 
sult to be lamented if it shall turn out to be one 
of the effects of that bill, which is practically a 
bill for the distribution of the surplus of the Treas- 
ury? Ought the passage of that bill to be depre- 
cated, because it may terminate a system of im- 
provement, which from the relative locality of 
the States, must, after all, be unequal and produc- 
tive of great discontent, and the most wasteful 
expenditure of the public treasure? Sir, if that 
bill shall effect no other good but this, it will well 
deserve the support and approbation of the pub- 
lic. The States, having the means, will be much 
better judges of the importance of improvements 
within their limits; and they will be generally 
more econominal and judicious in the manage- 
‘ment of them than this Government canbe. Each 
one will expend no more than its due proportion, 
and none will have cause to complain. We shall 
at the same time escape the disgraceful combina- 
tions by which these bills effect their passage 
i through this House. My friend from Virginia 
| also thinks that another effect of the distribution 
of the surplus will be to revive and uphold the 
i American system, to increase the tariff, and to 
'| sustain an extensive system of improvements by 
the States. The gentleman must have forgotten 
that the feature in the system to which he alludes 
—I mean the American system,which was thought 
|| to be most dangerous, and promised to be most 
|| effective in giving it permanency—was the ine- 
quality of the distribution of the revenue pro- 
duced by a high tariff. The States of the North- 
west, which were new and susceptible of improve- 
ment to any extent, were expected to combine 
| with the manufacturing States, and secure to 
| themselves all, or nearly all, the benefits of the 
‘| united interests of the system. The States of the 
| West were to have the money expended within 
:, their limits, which was paid into the Treasury by 
the people of all the States; and in this result the 
South was expected to continue to pay, while 
others received as well as paid. It was the in- 
‘equality of the benefits which was expected to 
.| give permanence to the system. Where all re- 
ceive in an equal degree there is a community of 
' interest in opposing unjustand unreasonable tax- 
‘ation. My friend also contends that the practice 
of distribution will cripple the operations of this 
j Government; that it will be stripped to the bare 
i poles. The argument is that the avarice of the 
| States, and the desire to increase the funds at 
i their disposal, will prevent the necessary appro- 
priations for the support of the General Govern- 
‘ment. Notso, sir. If it be true that the States 
shall feel a deep interest in a system of distribu- 
| tion, in order to effect these great purposes of 
' education and improvement, the first duties of the 
local government, it argues but little foresight or 
wisdom in them to suppose that they would con- 
sent to weaken this Government in any of its 
essentia] powers. ‘To enable the Federal Govern- 
ment to raise a large revenue from the customs, 
; or to enable it to preserve and husband the pub- 
: lic lands as a source of revenue, all its necessary 
_, powers must be maintained in due vigor, and this 
`: the States will be ready enough toconcede. We 
‘| must have a sufficient Army and Navy, and our 
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civil establishment is never likely to be too small 
for the service. 

My friend also laid down another proposition, 
inwhich, I think, hewas mistaken. He remarked, 
in relation to the abuses growing out of the con- 
dition of the Treasury, and to the remedy that 
had been provided for them by the bill for dis- 
tributing the surplus, that they were both evils; 
and the difference between them was, that the 
one might be reduced to a system, and the other 
nevercould. Theexperience ofall Governments— 
the history of the world is against the correctness 
of this conclusion. A Government never goes 
backward in expenditures and extravagance. 
Great and expensive establishments are never 
reduced under any Government, except some- 
times at the close of a war a military establish- 
ment may be reduced; but, sir, as a general 
principle, the progress of expenditure and pro- 


fusion in any Government is continued and for- | 


ward, and revolution alone can terminate it. 

Mr. WISE inquired if his friend from Tennes- 
see understood him to advance a different propo- 
sition. 

Mr. BELL said he did. 

Mr. WISE then explained, and stated that 
his argument was that the present insecure and 
anomalous condition of the public deposits could 
not be reduced to a system. 

Mr. BELL. Iam glad to find that I did my 
friend injustice in the inference I had drawn from 
his remarks, but I must take leave to say that I 


think the greater evil to be remedied—much the, 


greater calamity which threatened to befall the 
country by reason of the existing state of the 
public Treasury, was an increased number of 
public officers — increased naval and military 
establishments—an undue increase of Govern- 
ment patronage—and a profuse and profligate 
waste of the public treasure in every department 
of the public service; this, sir, was the true dis- 
ease which called for a prompt and efficient cure. 
I trust, and confidently believe, that the distribu- 


tion of the existing surplus in the Treasury will | 


effect this great purpose. I shall be grievously 
disappointed if we do not, ina very short time, 
find the country roused to inquiry in regard to 
the public expenditures, in such a manner as to 
give increased efficiency to the Government by 


salutary curtailments, while, at the same time, | 


the necessary supplies for the support of Govern- 
ment will be liberally granted. I am surprised 
to find that any gentleman who claims to belong 
to the State-rights school should be opposed to 
this measure of distribution. Why should they 
be alarmed at the prospect of adding strength and 
importance to the States ? 


tofore, been the great aim and the object of most | 
arty. How to. 


solicitude to the State-rights 
reduce.the power of the Federal Government has, 
heretofore, been the great desideratum with that 
party. It sounds strange to my ears to hear 
objections from that quarter to the late decisive 
measure of this House in relation to the surplus. 


But, sir, I must again revert to what I consider `` 


the first and chief good which we may hope will 
grow out of this measure—the reduction and lim- 
itation of the expenditures and patronage of this 
Government. We have had some experience al- 
ready of the disastrous, the ruinous consequences 
of an overflowing Treasury. Look at your more 
than doubled appropriations for the present year; 
your Indian wars, and the enormous expenditures 
required to carry them on! If the late measure 
shall have all the effect which I anticipate from 


it, we shail soon see a spirit of inquiry into every | 


abuse of the Government spreading itself over the 
country. The true measure of supply for the 
support of Government, and the various public 
establishments will be estimated. The utility of 
the public works proposed to be constructed will 
receive its due share of attention, and no longer 
be regarded as subordinate to the mere object of 
expenditure. We shall no longer be carelessly 
and recklessly exposed to the hazard of foreign 
war, nor to savage massacre in multiplied Indian 
hostilities, because our resources are felt to be 
ample for any emergency, and our Treasury is 
known to be redundant. Sir, I repeat the idea, 
that our Indian wars have resulted from a sense 
of the vast powers and resources of this Govern- 
ment and the abuse of its patronage. While an 


To do this has, here- | 


| indifference and even contempt of an Indian war 
i; continue to be felt by the Government, neither the 
` vigilance, nor precaution, nor the energy neces- 
“sary to prevent hostilities, will beapplied. Sir, is 
itnot true that Indian wars have been raging within 
the last six months, which have cost the lives of 
hundreds of our citizens, and will cost the Govern- 
ment more than ten millions of money, and which 


have never yet been thought worthy of a commu- | 


nication to Congress by the President? Sir, I 
congratulate the country that we may look for- 
ward with confidence to the time when there will 
be some responsibility felt by our public servants, 


and some accountability exacted from them by | 


the people. 


T:> passage of the bill for the distribution of , 


the surplus revenue among the States has been 
attributed to various causes of a political nature. 
The true cause of the great and unexpected favor 
which that bill found in this House is to be found 
in the unexampled spirit of extravagance mani- 
fested, throughout the session, in the appropria- 
tions and public expenditures of every kind. 
Strange, therefore, and paradoxical as it may ap- 
pear, the Committee of Ways and Means, or 
rather the chairman of that committee, who has 
repeatedly avowed himself against it, is yet enti- 
i tied to the chief merit in passing it. This credit 
he is justly entitled to, and the country will, no 
doubt, duly appreciate his services. 
We are now, Mr. Chairman, near the close of 
a parliamentary year, one of the mosteventful in 


‘ progress of this Government. I wish I could 
consume the time necessary to a review of all the 
most remarkable measures and incidents which 
have distinguished our proceedings during the 
present session. 
more competent than myself would be a public 

benefit. I cannot refrain from adverting for one 
| moment to the extraordinary disorder and con- 
| stant violation of all sound parliamentary rule 
and practice which has prevailed throughout the 
session. Every member must feel that the char- 
acter of the House has been deeply affected by 
those circumstances, in the opinion of the public. 

`. Another session of equal length and disorder must 
end in disorganization, or vest the entire actual 
power of the Government in the hands of the Ex- 

; ecutive. If public respect and public confidence 

': shall be lost in the House of Representatives, we 
shall no longer have it in our power to boast of 

ii a free Government. I would not be understood 

i| as charging all the disorders of the session to the 

presiding officer of this House; he, it is true, 
must come in for his share of responsibility; but 
to the House itself must attach the greater re- 


| 
| 


our history, and one that must be long felt and | 
remembered for good or for evil, in the further |! 


Such a review from some one | 


proach. It is the absence of a proper regard for | 


‘| the propriety and the order of our proceedings in ` 


the members of the House themselves, which 
, alone can account for those repeated scenes of 


"established by long parliamentar practice, so 
often manifested in the course of this session. 
~ Ido not wish to discriminate between parties 


in these observations, Itis asubject which ought 


|| It concerns every patriot of every party to turn 
i; his attention to the correction of the evil. I can- 
|| not but remember, however, that during the whole 
|| period of the session, there has been a labored 
effort, through the columns of the Government 
i| journal, (the Globe,) to identify me, humble as I 
am, with all the disorders and abuses of the ses- 
sion. I have been constantly held up to the pub- 
lic as an agitator, a disorganizer, and one who 
deliberately sought to thwart the business of the 
House, and especially to embarrass the Speaker. 
| That there is great injustice in this charge, that 
i! a more gross and unfounded calumny never was 
propagated, I appeal to the impartial of all par- 
ties in this House. 

In alate number of the Globe, an article ap- 
peared, headed “ Confession of the Leader of the 
White Party,” and in the body of the article I 
was represented as having stated in a speech, 
that ‘* the minority of the House were tyrannized 
over, and they were naturally in a refractory, 
restless, and perturbed condition; and, if they 
could not be heard orderly, they would do so 
disorderly.’ The editor did me over honor in 


disorder, and the utter contempt for all the laws ` 


assigning me the rank of leader of the White 
party; but the injustice of the falschood of the 
charge Í have stated was felt by every member 
i| of the House who heard my remarks in the de- 

i! bate referred to in the Globe. It is true I stated 

|| in that debate, that the minority were tyrannized 

i| over in the House; that in the proceedings of a 

' former day they had been compelled to act—to 
vote—and yet their lips were sealed, by the de- 

- cision of de Chair, against utterance of com- 

:, plaint or explanation; that they had only desired 
to state a fact, which had been misstated from 
the chair, but that too was denied them: that to 
add to the injustice and tyranny of the proceed- 

‘ing, the Globe came out a morning or two after 
with an article, in which the question was falsely 

_ Stated, and the most unworthy and disgraceful 
motives ascribed to every individual, but one, 
who voted in the minority. Itwas such injustice, 

' such tyranny as this, which I said naturally 
tended to produce restlessness, and a violent tem- 
per in the minority; and for this reason I invoked 
a spirit of forbearance and moderation on the 

` part of the Chair, and the majority of the House, 
towards the minority. But, sir, so far was I 
from giving my countenance and support to the 
course of the gentlemen who refused to vote when 
their names were called upon the resolution of 
the gentleman from South Carolina, [Mr. Pivcr- 
NEY,] that I stated, explicitly and expressly, if 
the House passed a vote not to excuse them, and 
they should, in contempt of the authority of the 

i House, refuse to do sa, [ should feel myself 

i bound, in vindication of the necessary power of 

| the House, to vote theirexpulsion from this body, 

as painful as it might be to my feelings on per- 

‘ sonal grounds. 

i In another and later article of the same journal, 
the minority in the House are charged with 
having resorted to ‘every expedient” to thwart 

| the public business; and I am specially referred 

to as having contributed largely to this object. I 

; take this occasion to say, that every charge of 

this nature is without the slightest foundation in 

truth. It is due to myself that I should also avail 
| myself of this occasion to say, that, in regard to 
the proposition to abolish slavery in this District, 
and the abolition question generally, I differed 
with many of my friends in this House, as they 
very well know, as to the most judicious mode 
of managing it. In all the discussions which 
have taken place upon that subject, I have been 

i generally silent; and when IJ had occasion to take 

, Some part in the incidental questions which have 

| grown out of it in the oe of the session, it 

will be recollected by the members of the House 
| I sought to allay, rather than increase excite- 
ment; though I could not agree with the modcrate 

arty in all their views of that question, nor could 

Frote with those who sought to suppress all dis- 

cussion by a violation of the right of speech in 

i this House. As to the other expedients for ex- 

hausting the time and thwarting the business of 


| the House, I affirm that, upon no occasion, and 


, to be felt as far above party feeling and influence. . 


|in no instance, have 1 lent myself to any such 
purpose. In the whole course of the session, I 
do not remember that I have demanded the yeas 
and nays but once; and that was upon the reso- 
lution i offered changing the hour at which this 
House should meet in the morning, from twelve 
to eleven o’clock. f . 
But, sir, the wide range of debate indulged in 
by me, and the time I consumed in the discussion 
of the naval appropriation bill, has been the pre- 
text for the grossest misrepresentation. As hum- 
ble an individual as I may be, it has been my 
fortune within the last year or two to have been 
the object of the most bitter and unqualified de- 
nunciation and calumny by the leading journals 
in the interest of the party in power. I have, 
at the same time, been the object of unremitted 
attack and denunciation by those who occupy the 
highest stations in the Government. My support 
of a distinguished Senator from Tennessee for 
the Presidency has been ascribed to the most un- 
worthy private motives; and every ground of 
public principle or public interest, in justification, 
as been denied. Sir, these attacks and these 
misrepresentations have been continued up to this 
day. It was natural that, upon the meeting of 
Congress, I should seek the earliest opportunity 


of giving an cxposition of my course, and the 
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motives which led to it; or at least to show that 
the friends of Judge White were at issue with 
those of the Vice President (Mr. Van Buren) in 
regard to principles of the highest grade and im- 


l! intend any such thing, for his liberality and cour- 
|; tesy were too manifest throughout his speech to 


portance. . Well, sir, I sat in my scat from the ` 


first of the session, and waited patiently for an 
occasion upon which I could properly, and with- 
out seeming to trespass upon any rule of order 
or propriety, make the remarks which my feel- 
ings and judgment both dictated as proper. I 
had resolutions drawn up which embodied all the 
propositions I was desirous of establishing; but, 
sir, no privilege was allowed me of offering them. 
It is an extraordinary fact, and it is as unprece- 
dented as it is extraordinary, that no member, 
from the first of the session to this day, has been 
at liberty to offer a proposition of any kind to the 
House, without the consent of two thirds of the 
members. The appropriation bills came up in 
January, but I declined going into an extended 
discussion of them at that time, upon the ground, 
ag I then expressly avowed, that | was unwilling 


to delay the passage of the bills while there was | 


the remotest prospect of a war with France. But 


when the naval appropriation bill came up for 
consideration, about the middle of March, and | 


after the cloud of war which had lowered for a 
season upon the eastern horizon had passed away, 
I availed myself of an undoubted parliamentary 
privilege to discuss fully every question I thought 
proper to bring to the notice of the House, and 
of the country. But this, again, became the 
pretext for renewed attacks. 

After having my lips sealed for four months by 
the artful and arbitrary course of proceeding of 
the House, when I at last seized a proper occa- 
sion for the expression of my views, I was not 
only assailed for this act in the most gross and 
offensive manner by the official paper of this city, 
but I was made the subject of repeated attacks in 
this House. A deliberate attempt was made to 
insult me by a movement in the House at the 
close of the discussion upon the naval bill, under 
circumstances which left me no redress. Those 
who advised and originated that movement did 
not dare to show themselves, nor will they. For 
that speech I have been a standing object of ref- 
erence and insult by a member from New York, 
[Mr. Mann.} A member from North Carolina, 
(Mr. Speicut,] after having been absent a great 
part of the session, signalized his return to his 
duty here by spying out the condition of the 
House at one time when I was speaking, but not 
supposing that he had sufficiently propitiated 


those who have the power and the will to reward |, 


such services, by catering for the columns of the | 
Globe, he traveled out of his path upon another 


occasion, with a view to furnish fresh matter of 


comment upon the subject of my speech upon the | 


bill alluded to. 1 suppose the gentleman may now : 


feel sure of his aim. : 
But, sir, besides these instances of gross per- 
sonal attack in this House, a number of gentle- 


men followed me in the course of the discussion, | 


both upon the naval bill, and fortification bill ., 
i much to the wonderment of many gentlemen.” 


which succeeded it, many of whom grossly mis- 
represented my arguments, and some of whom 
assailed my motives; but, out of respect for the 
wishes of the House, and to avoid any just ground 
to suppose that I desired to delay the business of 
the House by repeated replies and interruptions, 
l have forborne to answer or notice what has been 
said. But we are now drawing near the close of 
the session, and I appeal to the liberal and gen- 
erous feelings of honorable members whether I 
may not be permitted to reply to so many and 
such repeated attacks and misrepresentations. 
[Cries of ** Go on!”’) Soe 

Against the gentleman from Virginia, [Mr. 
Gar.anp,] who followed me in the debate already 
alluded to, I have no complaint to make, except 
that in his speech, as it is printed, and no doubt 
as it was spoken also, he has stated that eleven 
members of the Tennessee delegationin Congress, 
of which I was one, held a meeting, and that 
“ they intended to nominate and recommend a 
candidate for the Presidency, and did so.” 

Mr. GARLAND said that he certainly did not 


intend to misrepresent the motives or objects of | 2 
i| which was supposed to exist for drawing a party 


the meeting alluded to. f 
Mr. BELL. I know the gentleman did not 


i| every question. 


: admit such an inference; but I wish now to cor- 
' rect the impression under which he made that 
statement, by declaring that the Tennessee dele- 
gation, at the meeting alluded to, neither intended, 


nor did they nominate a candidate for the Presi- | 
dency—nor did they even recommend onc to the |! 


consideration of the people. The next gentleman | 


who did me the honor to notice my remarks was 
the gentleman from Maine, (Mr. Jarvis.] That 
gentleman said, in alluding to me and my course 
as a member of this House, “ that having seen 
in the public journals, during the last year, while 
he was canvassing for reélection, the professions 
of his attachment to the Administration, I was 
not prepared for his opposition.’? The insinu- 
ation is, that I obtained my seat here by profess- 
ing an attachment to an Administration which I 
did not feel. Ideny that I have ever, upon any 
oceasion, or for any purpose, professed a greater 
attachment to the Administration than Í have 
manifested upon this floor, by anything I have 
either said or done. Econsider the man who could 
practice such a deception upon the people, with 
| a view toaseat here, as unworthy to occupy one. 
| But the charge insinuated against me is false in 
| every particular. I deny that the gentleman from 
` Maine saw in the public journals any professions 
of attachment made by me, of the nature he leaves 
it to be inferred he did, during the last year. The 
gentleman also significantly inquires, ** Whence 
the sudden flood of light which has gushed upon 
his benighted eyeballs, disclosing deformity, 
where all before was fair??? I answer the gen- 
tleman, by affirming that the time never was 
when I regarded all aseither fair or defensible in 
the conduct of this Administration, as he will 
find by my votes on many questions, at an early 
period of its existence. The gentleman docs me 
willful injustice in imputing to me general oppo- 
sition to the Administration. There is no one 
principle, nor any one measure of general poli- 
cy, identified, in any manner with this Adminis- 
tration, and which Phage heretofore supported, 
which I do not now support. But I am willing 
to answer the gentleman with more candor upon 
this point than he makes the charge. It is the 
party asscciation to which he belongs that I have 
, refused to support. Itis the party which claims 


Ho. or Reps. 


at Pittsburg.* I happened to be too well informed 
of the intrigues by which that measure was 
| brought about; and [ am not surprised that three 
| of the gentlemen who had a leading influence in 
| the matter now fill three of the highest stations 
: under the Government. Will the gentleman be 
satisfied with this answer? 

I come now, sir, to notice the remarks of the 
gentleman from Georgia, [Mr. Towns,] as I find 
them ina printed speech, which has been very 
widely circulated. I must say that the gentleman 
has surprised me by the general tenor of that 
part of his printed speech in which he professes 
. to reply to me. I cannot conceive of any per- 
sonal motive which the gentleman could be ac- 
tuated by; and Iam quite sure that no public 
consideration could have been so urgent as to call 
fora representation of my course and my remarks 
so entirely different from both. The gentleman 
charges me, in pretty plain terms, with having 
calumniated the majority of the House; and that 
1 “ make them more servile, dishonored, and dis- 
graced than slaves.’ I deny that I have ever 
imputed such qualities to the members of this 
House. When I said that if the President had 
willed that there should be war with France, war 
we must have had, whatever might be the private 
opinions of members, I did so in express refer- 
ence to party obligations, and to the nature of the 
pledges under which the members of Congress 
were elected in these times of high party excite- 
ment; and that was, unqualified support of Gen- 
eral Jackson and his administration. I have the 
happiness to know that, although I spoke with 
the greatest allowable freedom, many of the most 
respectable members of the majority acknowl- 
: edged that I did not fail in the respect and cour- 

tesy which are always due to this Poe and itg 
members. Sir, whatever I may have thought, 
whatever I may now think, of individual mem- 
bers of the majority, I am gratified to be able to 
say that a large portion of them are very farfrom 
deserving the character which I have been made 
| to give them. But since the gentleman has be- 


‘| come the champion, and volunteered in defense 


' to be the Jackson party; and itis my opposition to | 


this party which has ral the gentleman; and 
if he would know why I will not codperate with 
them, I answer, because this party which now 
claims to be the Republican party, is no more 
like the true old Republican party in the United 
States, than the semblance is like the reality. 

A gentleman from New York {Mr. VANDER- 
POEL] next made some allusions to my course, 
which require notice. ‘‘In the tremendous con- 
flict,” said the gentleman, ‘‘ of the panic session, 
where was the eloquent and potential voice of the 


gentleman who represented the Hermitage dis- | 


trict??? Iwas, he continued, ‘‘for all the pur- 
poses of vindication, as mute as the grave, and 


i H the gentleman had quoted more fully from the 
: columns of that journal from which he must have 
; imbibed the spirit of his remarks, he would have 
furnished the solution of what he affects to con- 
sider a mystery, as given by the editor; and he 
| might, with equal propriety, have adopted the 
i entire slander. 
; consistency with the principles of his party, when 
he makes the support and praise of General Jack- 
son the true test of patriotism and merit upon 

But I am surprised that the 
| gentleman from New York should feel at any loss 
in accounting for my course upon the removal of 
the deposits; he ought to know that there were 
sufficient reasons for my course in the character 
of the measure. But, sir, lest he should be left 
in ignorance, I will inform him that I happened 
to know rather too much in relation to the objects 
and means employed in bringing about that meas- 
ure. I beg leave to say that I had no informa- 
tion from any high official source, nor from any 
other of which itis improper for me to speak; 
but I did know quite too much about the necessity 


| line, especially after the delivery ofacertain speech 


The gentleman speaks in perfect | 


of the party to which he belongs against all 
l charges of a want of independence, I would like 
to know how he has entitled himself to this pre- 
| eminence among his fellows? By what single 
act of independence has he asserted his title to 
the rank which he assumed? I know of none; 
and, therefore, if I had actually made the charge 
against him which he alleges l made against the 
majority of the House, he would have had no 
cause to complain. The gentleman remarks in 
another part of his speech, in speaking of the 
supporters of Judge White, that he has ‘* never 
yet heard an avowal of their creed.’ ‘*1 do not 
know,” he continues, “ the principles they pro- 
fess.” I will let the gentleman into the light of 
|: some of them before I sit down. 
; The gentleman from Georgia, in his printed 
speech, represents that the distinction | had drawn 
` between a caucus and the meeting of the Tennes- 
see delegation in December, 1834, was, ‘that 
there was no regular notice given” of the latter; 
that ‘there was no chairman, no secretary, no 
record or minutes kept,’’ leaving it to be inferred 
thata nomination of a candidate was both intended 
and actually made. Reference is so often made 
to this meeting, and so many misrepresentations 
of the objects of it are abroad, that I will take 
this occasion to state the real object and character 
of the meeting. I have already stated that no 
nomination was made by that meeting, and I now 
| aver that it was the unanimous opinion of the 
meeting that no nomination should be made. 
Even the letter, addressed some days afterwards 
| by a portion of the delegation to Judge White, 
was not resolved upon at that meeting. (Mr. 
STANDEFER Said it was not spoken of.] My col- 
league reminds me that it was not spoken of at 
the meeting. I now state, for the information of 
all whom it may concern, that that meeting was 
the result of the insinuations and affected doubts 
of a small number of the delegation, in relation 


*T ought to have said, after the peace and harmony of 
the Union was preserved by the compromise tariff bill, and 
especially after the delivery of a certain specch at Pitts- 


burg. 
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to the course of some of their colleagues who | protection or advancement from him. Though I | 
were more honest and candid than themselves. ! would not volunteer the declaration, yet, since this 


The meeting was gotten u», in fact, though not 
avowedly, to solve these doubts, and to test the 
views of those whose sincerity had been ques- 
tioned. Well, sir, the meeting took place, and 
was attended by myself and all my colleagues, 
except three of the House, and one of the Senate 
who was expected to attend. In the meeting 
there appeared to be no disguise or equivocation 
on the part of those who had, without their 
knowledge of the object, been brought there to 
ascertain their real sentiments. They frankly, 
and without hesitation, avowed their preference 
for Judge White, and their determination to sup- 
port him. The next day, to the astonishment of 
every member of the delegation but themselves, 
the two gentlemen, one a member of the House 
and the other of the Senate, whose suggestions 
had actually brought about the meeting, together 
with another of their colleagues who attended 
the meeting, openly changed their ground, after 
having but the day before expressed an unquali- 
fied intention to support Judge White; and two 
of these gentlemen, (Messrs. Pog and Gronpy,} 
sir, are at this moment in the enjoyment of the 
rewards of their hypocrisy and their treachery 
to their colleagues. 

The gentleman from Georgia, in another part 
of his speech, makes the following statement and 
reference to me: 

‘* Of all charges that have been made against the Presi- 
dent, and the party in support of his Administration, whether 
from false triends or open enemies, it has been reserved to 
the gentleman from Tennessee to go toa full bar's length 
beyond the limits of the most daring, and at one stroke of 
the pencil to draw the tyrant, the usurper, the crouching 
sycophant, and the degraded menial.”? 

“Could that venerable’ old man, under whose paternal 
wing the member from Tennessee has no doubt often feit 
his greatest security, utter one word of complaint for the 
injustice done him, might he not, in the language of the 
poet, exclaim— 

“<The arrow that deepest in my bosom went, 

Flew from the bow pretended friendship bent.’ ” 

Now, air, all this is mere fancy work, and no 
one fact, either openly stated or covertly insinu- 
ated, in the remarks I have quoted from the gen- 
tleman’s speech, is founded in truth. The impu- 
tation upon my course towards the President, I 
regard as dishonorable in the last degree; and if 
I felt myself capable of such baseness, I should 
think myself unworthy of a seat in this House. 
Whatever | may have thought, or however much 
opposed to some of the measures and conduct of 
Genera] Jackson, I have always left it to his ene- 
miesto abuse him. Neitherin my late speech, nor 
upon any other occasion, have I said that he was 
either a tyrant, a usurper, a crouching sycophant, 
or a degraded slave. The crouching sycophant 
or the degraded slave it is impossible that Gen- 
eral Jackson should ever be. He may be the 
master of slaves and menials, but nature has dis- 


qualified him from becoming one himself. The || 


gentleman must have had some other person in 
view when he drew the picture of the false, un- 


grateful, and pretended friend; or he must have $ 


derived his information in relation to my course 


truth of what he stated. He doubtless had in his 
mind some one of that throng who have been 
blown into repute and place of late, only in con- 


sequence of their unqualified, unscrupulous praise | 
Bat, sir, great as General | 
Jackson is, eminent as he is in rank, in station, | 


of Generai Jackson. 
and in the public mind, he is still but a man; and 
level of a man to win his favor, or that of any 


other man. My services to him, too, have always 
gone beyond my professions, both here and before 


the people. I will also say to the gentleman, that ` 


I never yet could bring myself to deal in eulogies 
upon any man in power. The highest rewards 
he could bestow I would regard as too small for 
such service. The gentleman from Georgia could 
not have been more unfortunate in the invention 
of a charge to make against me than he has been 
in representing me as receiving protection and se- 
curity under the ‘‘ paternal wing’’ of the Presi- 
dent. Sir, I venerate the President for his years; 
and the eminent service he has done his country 
upon many occasions; yet I must say, in justice 
to myself, that I never sought and never received 


| 
i 


į to his own use, and spurn from his favor the 


| as having no more right to rule jointly with him 
| 


` occasion is accidentally afforded me, I must say 
further, that I feel a just pride, considering the 
circumstances of my present position, in being 
able to state that, in every contest in which I have 
been concerned, whether before the people, or in 
this House, I have ever found the President my 
most powerful opponent. 

Here, sir, I should close my remarks, but I 
have promised that, before I sit down, I would 
give some explanation of the grounds and prin- 
ciples upon which those with whom I act in this 
Housc, and out of it, have taken their course in 
relation to the succession, I am also too deeply 
persuaded that the crisis demands the fullest 
development in the power of any and every 
one to give of the dangers which at present beset 
us 


If ever there was a time in the history of this 
country which called—imperiously called—for 
the discussion and settlement in this place, in this 
Hali of the Representatives of the nation, of great 
and fundamental principles—principles intimately 
and indissolubly connected with the liberties and 
happiness of this people, the stability and suc- 
cessful action of our happy system of Govern- 
ernment—itisat the present juncture. Precedents 
and doctrines are being established and ingrafted, 
not only in the public administration of the Gov- 
ernment, but in the minds of the people—upon 
public sentiment, subversive, in my judgment, of 
the first and most cherished principles of our 
Government; precedents and doctrines destruc- 
tive of all the securities provided in the Constitu- 
tion for the preservation of a free representative 
Government; precedents and doctrines at war 

, with all that has heretofore been regarded as fun- 
damental and organic in the very existence of a 
free Government. 

It is not only consolidation which is menaced, 
but a consolidation which ought to be equally : 

_ odious to the Federalistand the Republican; acon- 

' solidation of the most offensive and revolting na- 
ture to the feelings and judgment of every free- | 
man, who is not already become callous to every | 
sentiment associated with the name of a republic 


—of liberty; who is not already dead to ail the | 


cherished recollections of the past, and all the in- | 
spiring hopes of the future. Sir, ordinary con- 
solidation, the idea of which has heretofore been ` 
sufficient to excite the fears of many of the most 
_ unquestioned patriots of the land, was nothing 
| more than the concentration of all the powers of 
| Sovereignty in the Federal Government, of which | 
Congress might still be regarded as a respected, | 


` which I propose to submit. 


Ho. or Reps. 


of the course of the President in the remarks 
I know that a sort 
of morbid jealousy and sensibility in relation to 
everything which may be construed into an attack 
upon the President, is the natural feeling of a 
House of Representatives composed chiefly of 
his friends and supporters. The danger is that 
this party interest which exists to repel every- 
thing that savors of an attack upon him, may, 
and will, lead toa spirit of intolerance, and often 
to a total suppression of all free discussion and 
inquiry into his conduct. This disposition to 
intolerance is greatly increased when a President, 
like the present one, is not only supported by a 
large majority in this House, but is, besides, a 
great popular favorite. Yet, it is precisely at 
such a period that free and rigid inquiry and in- 
vestigation are of the greatest importance to the 
public interest. It is at such a time only that 
Congress can show itself to be the true and fear- 
less and faithful guardian of the public liberty. 
During an unpopular Administration, neither 
courage nor industry nor zeal is wanting to exe- 


: cute the task of inquiry into Executive conduct 
or abuses. All are ready to discharge a duty 
' which is popular, and in which there is no peril. 


But itis the duty of this House, under all Ad- 
ministrations, whether popular or otherwise, to 
lend a ready ear to discussions and investigations 
which relate to Executive conduct, power, and 
influence. 

But, sir, I am not certain if an opinion is not 
becoming prevalent, for want of proper reflection 
and inquiry, that the President is in no way re- 
sponsible to this House for anything he may do; 


' that he is an independent coérdinate department 


of the Government, who is responsible to ‘his 
constituents’’—to the people; and that we have 


_ only to attend to our ordinary duties as members 


of the legislative branch of the Government; and 
to take care to be able to answer to the people for 
our own conduct, without undertaking to ques- 
tion the propriety of what the President has done 
or may do. 1 say Iam not sure if such a senti- 
ment 1s not becoming common in the country; 
and I almost blush to think that such a feeling ‘is 
not altogether unknown in this House. Sir, it is 
a great mistake, and may be the source of many 
errors and of great mischief tothe country. The 
Executive chief of the Governmentis responsible, 
not only to his constituents—the people—but he 


_is responsible to this House; and this isa part 


_ never be lost sight of. 


| independent, and efficient department. The idea ` 


| that the representatives of every part of the Union 

would still annually assemble to deliberate, with 
` the spirit and independence of freemen, upon all 
| the great interests of the nation, though the State 
authorities and Government might fall into disuse 
: or contempt, constituted some security against 
i the worst that might happen under such a state 
of things; but the consolidation which is now 


l | threatened, through the influence of party ma- ` 
from some one who is utterly reckless of the | 


chinery, and the new doctrines which are becom- 
ing prevalent in regard to the uses to which Gov- 
| ernment patronage may be properly applied, leads 


ecutive. Congress, in all things but in name, is 


are to be controlled by the same means, by the | 
use of the same party machinery, that make and 


i| stock company, acting through the President as 
their agent, is intended to rule the whole; and rule 
| it will, until some future President, more ambi- 
tious than the past, shall apply the whole capital 
|, of the company, of which he is anly the trustee, 


disciplined corps which brought him into power, 


than he has to govern alone; and thus drops the 
curtain forever upon what may afterwards be de- 
nominated the farce of American liberty! 

But there is a point of delicacy which I must 
notice before I proceed further with this branch 
of my remarks. I shall be forced to speak freely | 


not only to a concentration of all the powers of | 
sovereignty in the Federal head, but in a single | 
branch of the National Government—in the Ex- ` 


of the theory of this Government which should 
It is true that the idea, 
which has grown up of late, of the total independ- 
ence of the Presidenton this House, has become 
so common, that I am certain if the bare sugges- 
tion of the constitutional duties and powers of 
this House will not excite surprise, and startle the 
more devoted friends of the President. But it is 


_ fit that we should not lose all recollection of our 


| powers and privileges. 


It will have some good 


. effect to make continual claim to our constitutional 


: : be familiar in the knowledge of its powers. 
control the President himself. ‘A political joint- |. 


| a : ually to impeach him for adequate cause. 
| to be annihilated. The two Houses of that body `: 
I have never yet bowed myself down below the | 


powers, though we may not think proper to ex- 
ercise them. I willthen take leave to repeat, that 
the President is responsible to this House, in the 
only way that he could be made so, without de- 
priving him of the shadow of independence as 
the head of a separate department of the Govern- 
ment—and thatisbyimpeachment. Ay, sir, the 
President may not only be impeached by this 
House, but it is its bounden and sacred rapa 

o 
not mean to say that the present incumbent ought 
to be impeached, but I would have this eee 

e 


day may come, in the. progress of this Govern- 


: ment, when a great example will have to be given 


to the country of the spirit and power of this 
House; or the Executive, instead of becoming 
independent only of this House, will actually 
govern it and the people into the bargain. Sir, 
the Constitution did not mean that, because the 
People, by their voice, may elevate a man to the 

residency, they do thereby sanction, in advance, 
and engage to submit to, all that he may do in 
the four years of his term of service. On the 
contrary, it supposes that a President thus chosen 
may abuse his powers, and deserve to be removed 
from office; and the duty of su ervising his con- 
duct is given to this House. es, Sir, we are the 
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Having made these preliminary remarks, I 
proceed to the subject fam most desirous to bring 
to the notice of Congress and of the country. I 


allude to the subject of Executive and official ' 


interference ineleciions, and the consequent abuse 
of Executive patronage. I regard this as the 
subject, of all others, demanding the greatest 
attention and scrutiny at the present juncture. It 
is too late to attempt any reinedy by legal enact- 
ments at the present session of Congress, but it 
is not too late to invoke the attention of the coun- 
try to the existence of the evil, and consequences 
which must grow out of the toleration of it. We 
can prepare the public mind for future action 
upon this subject, if we can do no more. I shall 

roceed at once to speak of the course of the 
Richest officer in the Government, in connection 
with this subject—of the President—of him who 
holds the power of appointment of all other offi- 
cers in his hands, and whose duty it is, under the 
Constitution, to supervise their conduct, and, as 
the guardian of the public liberty and of the Con- 
stitution, to see that they did not step aside from 
their official duties, and improperly interfere with 
the freedom of the elective franchise. If he whose 
duty itis to watch over and control the conduct 
of all subordinate officers in this respect, shall 
himself set the example of interference; if he 
shall lead the way, and become the first in zeal 


and activity, as he is first in authority and rank, : 


in carrying the election of a favorite candidate 
for the succession, it will be in vain that we dis- 
cuss; it will be in vain that we shall devise legal 
restraints upon the conduct of subordinate officers. 
If the Executive head of the Government may 
properly interfere in elections, it is decisive of the 
whole question; and whatever we may do, what- 
ever we may enact, will not be worth the parch- 
ment upon which our proceedings are recorded. 

fam aware that I am treading upon delicate 
ground in venturing to speak at all of the Presi- 
dent in connection with this subject. I know that 
there are many in this country, and for aught I 
know in this 


ouse, who regard as a sort of holy | 


ground that upon which I am about to tread, and | 
that the shoes should be put from off our feet before | 


we dare to intrude upon its but this, thank God, 
is not a part of my superstition. Iam aware, at 
the same time, of the difficulty of my position in 


speaking as I sha!! have occasion to do of the ; 
present Chief Magistrate. ft requires some power | 


of discrimination, not ordinarily possessed, to 
discriminate between the support of a President 
and his Administration, so far as regards meas- 
ures properly of an administrative nature, and the 
measure and conduct of the same Administration 
in regard to subjects and objects not in any man- 
ner connected with official duty. I have sup- 
ported General Jackson’s administration in most 


. . . | 
of its prominent and leading measures, as I have | 


demonstrated during the present session, and | 
expect still to do so; but I have opposed, and I 
expect to continue to oppose, a certain scheme 
of policy of his, in relation to the succession to 
the Presidency, in nowise constituting a part of 
his official duties. But for this opposition I have 
been constantly assailed in this House for having 
changed my party and my politics; and for the 
same reason the cry of anti-Jacksonism is raised 
against me out of this House, by every unprin- 
cipled partisan and partisan press throughout the 
country. But while I am conscious of standing 
upon the same ground, and that I am this day 
supporting the same principles which I avowed 
and acted upon from the first moment I had the 
honor of a seat in this House, neither ignorance 
nor prejudice on the one hand, nor artifice nor 
falschood on the other, shall deter me from doing 
what I conceive to be my duty. Let no one say, 
then, that in what Iam about to advance upon 
this subject I am attacking General Jackson, or 
that I mean to make an issue with him, or that 
I seek to overthrow his administration. [am too 
well convinced of his great popularity and influ- 
ence to suppose that any such attempt would suc- 
ceed, if I were disposed to make it. My attack 
(if what I shall say shall be held in the light of 
an attack at all) will be upon that party and those 
party leaders who have pushed him far in advance 
upon this subject, and upon every occasion when 


i; they will be produced, if any gentleman upon this ! 


|| ence the action of the Legislatures of the States 


| 
; there was the least danger. 


| election of a successor has, in two instances, been 
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The blows which I 
shall deal will be aimed and dealt upon them; and 
if he shall feel the force of any of them, it will be | 
the necessary result of his position, and not of | 
any purpese of mine. For onc, sir, I do not: 
mean to relinquish my privilege, my right, and | 
my duty to the conntry, in opposing the election 
of any man or party to power, because he or 
they shail by artifice have so contrived it, that 
every indignant rebuke of his or their principles 
and conduct must have some reference to the 
course of a great popular favorite. 

I have said that if the President may properly 
interfere in elections, it will be of no use to pro- 
vide a remedy against the interference of subordi- 
nate officers. Luse the term properly advisedly; 
for the question now is, not whether the Presi- | 

, dent has interfered, but whether it is safe and , 

| proper that he should do so. 

| I need scarcely tell this House that the Presi- | 
denthas interfered in elections. Itis well known, | 
I presume, to every member of this House, that 
the interest felt by the President in the election 
of a particular individual (Mr. Van Buren) to | 
sueceed him in the Executive chair, has, within | 
the last fifteen months, been made known to the | 
country in a variety of ways. This has been ` 
done with the decision and boldness character- 
istic of the man in all his great undertakings. It 
is not so well or so generally known that the 
President has, in some of the States at least, in- 
terfered in the election of members of both Houses 
of Congress. The most decisive and unequivocal 
proofs exist of such interference. That I may 
not be misunderstood, I will state the nature of 
the interference to which Iallude. The most com- 
mon mode of interference adopted by the Presi- 
dent has been the distribution of an unusual and 
extraordinary number of newspapers under his 
frank, containing the most virulent and inflam- 
matory attacks upon the character and conduct | 
of particular candidates! Another mode was, by | 
writing letters under his own signature to various | 
individuals, in which candidates opposed to the | 
election of Mr. Van Buren were denounced, and ' 
the motives of their conduct impugned. These 
letters were, in gencral, industriously circulated, 
and, as it was understood and believed, without 
incurring the censure of the President. In one 
case, such a letter was written to an officer or 
agent in the service of the Government, and by 
him freely communicated. In another instance, 
such a letter was actually and frequently read 

: from the hustings by a candidate for Congress, 
to large assemblies of the people. Of all these 
facts the proofs are now in my possession, or in 
the knowledge of members of this House; and 


| floor shall question any part of my statement. 
But the interference of the President in the 


of so striking and peculiar a nature as to demand 
‘aseparate notice. [allude to his attempt to influ- | 


of Alabama and Tennessee. Of the facts con- 
neeted with the case of the Tennessee Legislature 
I can speak with confidence. It is due to the 
President to say that he practiced no disguise in 
his interference with the Tennessee Legislature. 
Letters addressed to several individual members 
| left no doubt of his intention or object. Some of | 
the President’s friends in Tennessee supposed | 
that the numerous franks of the President upon | 
packages containing matter of the most violent 
and exceptionable kind, were procured by some 
artful partisan of the Vice President, without the 
privity of the President to the extent or character 
of the matter circulated under them; but to dis- | 
sipate all doubt upon this point, of the three hun- 
dred newspapers transmitted to Nashville last 


fall, addressed to the members of the Legislature 
under the President’s frank, the entire add ress or 


superscription of one hundred was in the well- | 

known handwriting of the President. Those 

newspapers contained matter having adirect bear- 
ing upon each question of importance expected | 
to come before the Legislature of that State con- | 
nected with national politics. s 
I have thus given a plain statement of facts, | 
which are undeniable. I wish it to be understood i 
that unless these circumstances, with others of a | 
i 


similarnature, which mightbe referred to; amount 


to an interference in elections, I make no such 
charge against the President. But, sir, if this be 
not interference, then there can be no such thing 
as Executive interference. But, sir, this is direct 
interference. It is open, and above disguise; and 
the question to be hereafter decided is, whether 
| it is allowable and proper. I have met with some 
respectable persons (I mean respectable for the 
honesty of their opinions) who, without disputing 
the facts, contend that the President has not done 
anything which he might not rightfully and prop- 
erly do; that he may and ought to interfere in 
elections, whenever he shall think that the inter- 
est of the country will be promoted by his inter- 
ference, It was from individuals only that the 
course of the President received any countenance. 
The mass even of his warmest personal friends 
at first sought to evade the question—to deny or 
aliate the facts. But now, whole communities 
ave been brought to acquiesce in, and even. to 
applaud the course of the Executive in this re- 
spect. Such is the power and influence of a pop- 
ular name! That which a few years ago would 
have struck the whole community with amaze- 
ment, and caused the most unscrupulous partisan 
to falter in his course, is now hailed and defended 
by thousands. But what is more to the point, 
this House, or a large majority of it, has given 
its sanction to these practices. I feel authorized 
to say this, from the circumstance that the main 
facts establishing the direct interference of the 
President in the election of his successor have 
been notorious, and have passed uncontradicted 
in every section of the Union for the last fifteen 
months, and yet the majority of this House have 
manifested not a mere acquiescence only, but a 
decided, thorough, and unequivocal zeal, in sus- 
taining the President in all the results and objects, 
direct and indirect, immediate and remote, of his 
interference. 


| Sir, I beg leave to refer to one or two circum- 


: stances to show the open, avowed, and notorious 


.| prospects of Judge 


character of the President’s interference in the 
election of his successor. It will be remembered 
that the letter of the President to Parson Gwin, 
| of Nashville, in which he was induced to give the 
| sanction of his great name to the humbug of the 
Baltimore Convention, and to denounce every 
man who dared to oppose the nomination of that 
assembly as an enemy of the people, was de- 
fended upon the alleged ground that the editor of 
the Nashville Republican had claimed the Presi- 
dent asa friend of the election of Judge White. 
It is equally well known that this was a mere pre- 
text, and that the editor of that paper had done 
_no such thing. But, if that pretext had reall 
i existed, what will be said by those who thin 
that a sufficient reason for the President’s avowal 
of his preference for Mr. Van Buren, toa para- 
graph which appeared in the New Hampshire 
Patriot, the standard organ of the Democracy of 
the East, before the Gwin letter had made ita 
appearance in that quarter? In speaking of the 
hite, the editor of that paper 
affirmed that ‘‘he (Judge White) cannot receive 
the vote of Tennessee; for even there he must 
, contend, at odds, against the influence of the Presi- 
dent, Mr. Grundy, Mr. Polk, and Mr. Johnson, 
and the genuine Democracy of that truly Dem- 
| ocratic State.” Here we find, in one of the lead- 
ing journals of the party, not only a clear sanc- 
tion of the practice of interference, but an open 
avowal of actual interference. But it is prepos- 
terous to consume time in attempting to prove 
an interference, when the President’s preference 
is known to every freeman in the twenty-four 
States. Was I not right, then, in saying that a 
majority of this House had sanctioned the prac- 
tice of Executive interference—this new develop- 
ment in the action of this Government? It is true 
that this sanction has not been given in express 
terms. It is for that reason that I am the more 
anxious to press the subject; for if ever this 
House, upon a full view of the question, and upon 
due deliberation, shall give its express sanction 
to this practice, then all that remains for the 
friends of the Constitution and of the future lib- 
erties of the country to do, will be, to carry an 
appeal to the people for their reconsideration and 
readjudication. 
That the President, upon full consideration, 


believes thet he has a sight, and that itis his duty 
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nterfere, as he has done, I have nodoubt. I 


toi 


have as little doubt that he has arrived at this | 


conclusion upon free and full advisement with his 
leading friends. He has taken his ground too 
broadly,and too much in the face of day, to doubt 
his own opinion of his right in this respect. The 
strongest and most effective argument which F 
have heard advanced among the people, in favor 
of the course pursued by the President, is, that 
itis Ae, the honest and sagacious statesman as 
well as warrior—it is the general opinion of his 
patriotic intentions which prevails—that gives all 
the weight to his preference for the succession, 
and all the countenance to his direct interference 
in that question, which either receives with the 

eople. Itis the more unfortunate that it is so. 
t is not the present contest, or the present day 
only, that is to be affected by this practice; it is 
future elections, future times, and the future des- 
tiny of the country that we should look to. Itis 
the precedent that is most to be dreaded, and this 
derives a tenfold force and mischief from the great 
and lauded name and character of him that makes 
it. Itis the more important that now, in his own 
times, and in the pride of his influence and power, 
that those who see, or think they see, the future 
disasters to the Constitution and liberties of the 
country which this practice will be likely to gen- 
erate, should protest against, and do all that de- 
termined men can do to prevent a general acqui- 
escence under it. I feel myself called upon to 
bring to bear upon this question the authorities 
of the greatest weight—the names of the most 
beloved and most illustrious men connected with 
the history of the country. But, first of all, I 
must quote the President’s own opinion against 
himself. That General Jackson was once as zeal- 
ous and as honest in his opposition to all Exec- 
utive interference with elections as he is now, 
when in favor of the practice, I have no doubt. 
Without trespassing upon the time of the com- 


mittee, by referring to a great deal more, I will | 


content myself upon the present occasion, by 
reading the sentiment delivered by the President 
upon the subject of his first inaugural address, as 
evidence of what his opinion then was. This 
address was supposed, and was doubtless in- 
tended, to give some solemn assurance to the 


country of the fidelity of the new incumbent of . 
the presidential chair to the main principles upon | 


which he was brought into power. 


“ The recent demonstration of public sentiment inscribes 
on the list of Executive duties, in characters too legible to 


be overlooked, the task of reform, which will require, par- ; 


ticularly, tbe correction of those abuses that have brought 


the patronage of the Federal Government into conflict with | 
the freedom of elections, and the counteraction of those | 


causes which have disturbed the rightful course of appoint- 
ment, and have placed or continued power in unfaithful or 
incompetent hands.” 

Alas, sir, for the dilapidations, not only of 
matter but of principles, which the lapse of a few 
years is able to effect! 


the very principles upon which the fate of the | 


late Administration turned—reform, and the lim- 
itation of Executive patronage to prevent undue 
Executive influence upon elections. So intense 
was the excitement of the public mind upon this 
subject the last two years of the late Administra- 
tion, that it is my solemn conviction that, for one 
single actof direct interference in elections on the 
part of the gentleman who sits before me, [Mr. 
Apams,] he would have been impeached by this 
House. Yes, sir, I repeat, that for one act of 
interference of the nature of those which are now 
frequent and notorious, that gentleman would 
have been put upon his trial before the Senate of 
the United States. In proof of this, we have only 
to remember with what jealous vigilance every 
movement of the late Chief Magistrate, and of 
every head of a Department, was watched by their 
opponents. Why, sir, even a visit paid by one 
of them to his own State was made the subject 
of public reprobation; and the whole land was 
filled with the indignant murmurings of the stern 
and honest yeomanry against every act which 
had the appearance of Executive electioneering. 
It would b matter of amusing as well as of 
instructive history to turn over the pages of the 
Opposition or Jackson journals of that day, and 
compare the principles then avowed by the Jack- 
son party—by a party seeking power, with the 
practices of the same party after having been in 


Here we have avowed '! 


! power a few years. But I digress. To corrob- 
orate the first opinion of General Jackson upon 
the subject of Executive interference in the elec- 
tion of a successor, we have the practice of every 
President of the United States, from Washington 


down to the present incumbent. We have the 


expressauthority of President Jefferson for saying | 
that he felt himself restrained by his official ; 


station from intimating any preference between 


his political friends, even in private and confi- | 


dential intercourse. 
But, sir, the times have greatly changed since 


General Jackson came into power. The spirit of | 
the age, not content with the wonderful adyance | 
in the intermediate period in all the arts, has in- ; 


fused itself into politics. The inventive genius 
of the times has been busy in this department also. 
New and improved plans of party organization 
and discipline have been started, and new con- 
ceptions formed of the uses to which the spirit of 
party may be applicd. The idea of the existence 
of a party in the country of undefined and unde- 
inabile danger and designs upon the Constitution 
is made at once the raw head and bloody bones 
to alarm the credulous and ignorant, and the pre- 
text for a vigilant, rigid, and exclusive party as- 
sociation. This dangerous but visible party may 
be, not inaptly, called the devil of this new polit- 
ical system. As this new party is associated upon 
the alleged principle of preserving the country and 
the liberties of the people from that destruction 
which awaits both, if they should fall into the 
hands of the arch-enemy, it is plausibly and con- 
clusively argued that all offices, emoluments, jobs, 


contracts, and agencies—in short, the whole rev- | 


enue of the Government, should be distributed 
among its members. This party may change or 
shiftits principles of policy or ad ministration with 
the changing seasons themselves, but t may still 
: Maintain its original ground of being the only de- 
j fenders of the liberties of the people! It may 
3 
l! 
latitudinarian doctrines to-morrow; it may follow 
i in the narrow path ofthe straitest sect of the State- 
rights party; 1t may reénact the alien and sedition 


laws; 1t may commit every abuse known in the | 
administration of the most corrupt Government; i 


but still it will claim to be the exclusive champion 
of the Constitution and the liberties of the people 
v against the unknown and unknowable designs of 
a dangerous party; and this is sufficient to rally 
thousands to its standard. Who does not see that 
all that could justify party divisions in the coun- 
try is wholly disregarded; that a new party is 
forming, composed of members of every political 
|! hue and complexion, and which must, from its 
|; Very nature and composition, end in a mere asso- 
' ciation for sharing the spoils; and that the pro- 
|; fession of any particular set of principles is only 
i| a device to delude? Sir, it is not General Jack- 


| ing spirits of that party which now claims to be 


` his exclusive supporters; it is the influence and 
: power of this new principle of party association, 
, which begin to operate at the close of this Admin- 

istration, and which is expected to introduce and 
govern the course of the next. 

But does there not exist at this time, or is there 
not undergoing the process of organization, a 
partys one of the fundamental maxims of which 
1s, that all the offices, honors, and emoluments 
attached to political power belong of right to, 
and ought in propriety to be awarded to, the vic- 
torious in all party conflicts; a party which does 
not hesitate to avow this to be oneof the princi- 
ples upon which they associate as a party; a party 
which not only avows this principle as one of the 
landmarks of their future action, should they con- 

uer in the present contest for the control of the 

ederal Government, but which, whenever in any 
State they have heretofore possessed themselves 
of the reins of power, haveactually practiced upon 
this principle. Is this not true of the party now 
in power in the State of New York? and is not 
the party now in powerin that State the germ and 
nucleus around which it is proposed to form a 
great national party? Laffirmthatitis. And is 
there any form of military discipline, Russian, 
Prussian, or Austrian, more degrading and inex- 
orable, and at the same time better calculated to 


subject the mass—the rank and file of the people— 


son, then, that has changed, so much as the guid- | 


adopt and practice upon principles of ultra-fed- , 
| eral policy to-day; it may practice upon the most ` 


to the absolute control and guidance of a chief or 
chiefs, than the code of party tactics and disci- 
| pline enforced by the dominant party in New 
: York? The spirit of freedom and of free delib- 
eration, among the members of the party, is sup- 
pressed, not, indeed, by the bayonet, but bya 
system scarcely less effective and terrible. While 
it holds out the lure of office to the obedient and 
faithful, it ordains extermination to the actual or 
alleged and arbitrarily proscribed offender, A 
man who shall have the independence to set the 
decrees of the party, however obtained, whether 
by the fiat of a single head or the resolves of a 
secret Junto, at defiance, or shall refuse to sup- 
port the min the primary assemblies of the people— 
assemblics called not to be primary in delibera- 
tion, but notoriously, as I understand it, called 
last to council in order to ratify what has been 
already decided; a man, I say, who dares to 
oppose the action of this system, no matter to 
what unjust or mischievous extremes it may lead, 
is not only stripped of all his privileges, and of 
whatever portion of the spoils which may have 
fallen to his Jot in former triumphs, but he is to 
be tattoed—to have a black line drawn around 
him—in fine, to be shot as a deserter! 

I know of no parallel, or any analogous prac- 
tice in the history of the country, but what ts re- 
corded of the policy of the Five Nations of In- 
dians, who once, from their castles and fastnesses 
in the country which now forms the State of New 
York, dictated the conduct of the subject tribes 
around them, extending, at one time, nearly a 
thousand miles to the south and to the west, 
These conquerors of the forest ordained what they 
called the law of the hunt, and woe and exterm- 
ination were the lot of the unhappy tribe that un- 
wittingly or otherwise happened or dared to vio- 
late it. The successors of these savages have, it 
seems, ina spirit of equal address and compre- 
hension of design, established theirlaw of the hunt, 
but not the hunt of the buffalo, of the bear, and 
of the beaver, but of the spoils ! Those who have 
driven these savage visiters from their haunts, 
have profited by their policy, and the subtlety 
and enterprise of the Mohawks are imitated and 
surpassed by their white invaders. But let them 
beware, and let those who regard the success of 
this system of party discipline with the same ap- 
prehension that I do, take courage from the his- 
torical fact that the Five Nations, terrible and 
powerfulas they were, had bounds set to their 
ambition and their dominion. The Catawbas of 
South Carolina stayed the torrent of desolation in 
its progress along the Atlantic border, though 
they were well nigh exterminated in the conflict; 
but when they were reduced to a very small num- 
ber, they still resisted—made rich reprisals of 
blood upon their numerous and haughty foes, 
and still triumphantly held their country! But 
these conquerors of the north were successfully 
met, beaten, and driven back with slaughter, in 
frequent rencounters in another quarter. Along 
that whole line of the country running cast and 
west, and constituting what is now the State of 
Tennessee, the Indian popu os maintained 

_ their ground in a contest of half a century, and 
still bid defiance to the hunters of all the country 
| to the north and the north west—ay, sir, and they 
were ready to submit to extermination rather than 
| political slavery. The analogy might be traced 
further. In this war for national independence, 
waged by the natives of this noble tract of coun- 
try, they had to encounter, not the Five Nations 
and their allies of the north and west only, but 
: often a combination of some of the tribes of the 
south—their own natural allies; but still they 
stood and fought undismayed, and were finally 
victorious! . 
. Sir, I believe I have not misrepresented the 
olicy and discipline of the party now in power 
in the State of New York—I mean, in affirming 
that all the offices of the State are regarded as the 
property, as of course, of the victorious in a party 
contest. If Iam not mistaken, it is no secret that 
such is the established policy—nay, that scarcely 
any man of any party (so well and permanently 
is this system ingrafted upon the people of that 
State) ever thinks of questioning or opposing it. 
It is regarded as a thing not only settled, but 
admissible and justifiable, by the politicians on 
both sides. But it is not in the State of New 
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River and Harbor Bill—Mr. Bell. 


Ho. or Reps. 


York alone that this system of 


found favor. It prevails to a considerable extent ii caucus, v 


I wish 

I could extend my voice to the utmost bounds of 

the country in the discussion of this point, 
Without intending to impute mercenary mo- 


tives to all its members, I maintain that such a | 


party must necessarily and inevitably become 
mercenary, and utterly regardless of all consist- 
ency and sound principle. in whatever State this 
has become the established practice of the domi- 
nant or of antagonist parties, there you will find 
the most flagrant instances of sudden changes, 
not only in the course of individuals, but of en- 
tire parties, whenever party interests are con- 
cerned—the most corrupt practices in the public 
administration, the greatest excesses and abuses 
inelections, and the most degraded state of public 
morals. These attributes of a corrupt and vicious 
party association are more visible and striking in 
every State where it exists, in proportion to the 
amount of Executive patronage. In some States, 
in which the judges are appointed for short terms, 
they are compelled to share the fate of every other 
official incumbent. But how can any other mo- 
tive or interest than the success of the party be- 
come the leading and governing one, when every 
officer of the State and of the United States, from 
the highest to the lowest, in the United States 
from the head of a Department down to a petty 
postmaster, or a gauger in the customs, and in 
the States from the judge of a court down to the 
clerk of an inferior court, or a lock-keeper upon 
acanal, must be removed to give place to the 
hungry partisans ofa new and triumphant party? 
No length of service, no degree of fidelity in the 
discharge of official duties, no state of depend- 
ence upon the receipts of an office, however small, 
can save the wretched incumbent from the gen- 
eral law of the hunt, the fate of the conquered. 
Besides the general servility and hypocrisy which 
such a practice cannot fail to introduce, a long 
train of evils besides is obliged to follow from the 
success of a political combination of this nature. 
Incompetent and unfaithful officers and agents are 
thrust into the most important public stations; 
the public service and interest suffer accordingly. 
Subordinate officers, instead of relying upon their 
diligence, skill, and fidelity in the discharge of 
their official duties, for their continuance in office, 
compromise with their consciences for a neglect of 
duty by contributing largely to the success of the 


party in the management of caucuses, public | 


meetings, and elections; they look to the chiefs 
of the party to connive at their delinquencies, and 


to sustain them in office in consideration of their . 


zeal and activity in the general cause. It follows, 
for the same reasons, that the first offices in the 
State and General Governments are liable to be 
filled by men equally incompetent and unfaithful. 
It matters not who is Governor of a State or Pres- 
ident of the United States, what may be his prin- 
ciples, his personal or political character, pro- 
vided he possesses what is called party fidelity, 
and has tact enough to wield the patronage and 
influence of his office according to party law and 
usage, and so as to advance, not the cause of the 
country, but of the party! . 
if it be true that any party avows the doctrine 
that to the victor belongs the spoils of office; if it 
be true that it is the practice of that party to put 
none into office but those of their own party and 
suffer none to remain in office but such as are al- 
ready, or may be willing to become, partisans of 
those in power, cana President elected by such a 
party choose to do otherwise than to use the pat- 
ronage of the Government intrusted to him by 
the laws and Constitution, according to the same 
rule? Must he not, in the first place, so distrib- 
ute it as to secure his own election for a second 
term; and afterwards, is he not bound by the laws 
and usages of the party of which he is the official 
head, to use his whole influence, and the entire 
means in his hands, to secure the election of that 
man for his successor who shall be chosen accord- 


the question, can he do otherwise than interfere 


: in elections, and employ the whole patronage of | 
: the Government in controlling them? If I am not 


mistaken in this, a President elected by means of 
this system is, by the act of his induction into 
power, by the very terms of his engagement with | 
his political associates, bound to prostitute those 
great powersand thatimmensc patronage intrusted 
to him by the Constitution, to be administered 
exclusively for the good of the whole country, to 


: objects of individual aggrandizement and ambi- 


tion. The seeds, then, of this mischief of Ex- 


` ecutive interference are sown much deeper than 


. —I mean Great Britain; and I beg leave to refer 


` lecting, levying, or managing the customs, or any branch 


' victed on any such suit of the said offense, shall thereby 


| That no commissioner, officer, or other person, concerned 


| county, city, borough, or cinque port; and every officer or 


one would suppose, upon a superficial view of the 
subject. They lie deeply imbedded in this new 
system of party tactics and discipline which threat- 
ens to fasten its deadly and corrupting faugs upon 
every State of this Union. Whatever blame, 
therefore, may attach, in the mind of any, to the 
course of the President upon this subject, let the 
responsibility be attached to the sources of the 
evil—let it be traced to its proper head. Having 
shown that this practice of Executive interference , 
is a necessary result of a principle of party asso- 
ciation, let any one attempt to strain his fancy to 
conceive all the consequences of the success of 
this system—the degradation of the national char- 
acter, the mean grade of ambition which must 
distinguish the leading men of the country, the 
generai corruption. 

Wiilany man hereafter affirm that the one hun- 
dred thousand officeholders, agents, contractors, 
and dependents upon the Government in some 
form or other, are any longer to be safely trusted 
with the right of suffrage in the elections of a free 
people? Sir, the friends of the purity and free- 
dom of the elective franchise in thiscountry should 
take a lesson upon this subject from the practice 
of a Government in form less free than our own 


to her statutes, not only for depriving the official 
dependents upon the Government from voting, 
but prohibiting, under severe penalties, the slight- 
est interference of public officers in elections. ‘Che 
statutes referred to are the following: 

‘ And be it further enacted by the authority aforesaid, That 
from and after the nine-and-twentieth day of September, 
one thousand seven hundred and one, no commissioner, | 
collector, comptroller, searcher, or other officer or person 
whatsoever, concerned or employed in the charging, eol- ` 


or part thereof, shall, by word, message, or writing, or in 
any other manner whatsoever, endeavor to persuade any 
elector to give, or dissuade any elector from giving, his vote 
for the choice of any person to bea knight of the shire, 
citizen, burgess, or baron, of any county, city, borough, or 
cinque port, toserve in Parliament; and every officer or other 
person offending therein, shall forfeit the sun of one hun- | 
dred pounds, one moiety thereof to the informer, the other || 
moiety to the poor of the parish where such offense shall |; 
be committed; to be recovered by any person that shall sue ; 
for the same by action of debt, bill, plaint, or information, | 
in any of his Majesty’s courts of record at Westminster, in ' 
which no ession, protection, or wager of law, or more than 

one impartance, shall be allowed; and every person con- ' 


become disabled and incapable of ever bearing or executing 
office or place concerning or relating to the customs, or any 
other office or place of trust whatsoever under his Majesty, 
his heirs, or suecessors.—12 and 13, William III., C. 10. 
“ And be it further enacted by the authority aforesaid, i 


or employed in the charging, collecting, receiving, or man- , 
aging any of the duties granted by this act, shall, by word, 

message, or writing, or in any other manner, endeavor to | 
persuade any elector to give, or dissuade any elector from 
giving, his vote for his choice of any person to be knight of 
the shire, commissioner, citizen, burgess, or baron, for any 


other person offending therein, shail forfeit the sum ot one 
hundred pounds, one moiety thereof to the informer, the 
other moiety thereof to the use of the poor of the parish or 
place where such offense shali be committed ; to be recov- 
ered by any person that shall sue for the same, by action 
of debt, bill, plaint, or information, in any of her Majesty’s | 
courts of record at Westminster, or in the court of ex- 
chequer in that part of Great Britain ealled Scotland, in 
which no ession, protection, privilege, or wager of law, of 
more than one impartance, shail be allowed, and every 
person convicted on any such suit shall thereby become 
disabled, and incapable of ever bearing or executing any 
office or place or trust whatsoever under her Majesty, her 
heirs, and successors.’?—10 Anne, C. 19. 

“í For the hetter securing the freedom of elections of mem- 
bers to serve in Parliament, be it enacted by the King’s 
Most Excellent Majesty, by and with the advice and con- 
sent of the Lords Spiritual and Temporal, and Commons 
in this present Parliament assembled, and by authority of 


the same, that, from and after the first day of August, one 
thousand seven hundred and eighty -two, no commissioner, 
collector, supervisor, gauger, or other officer or person 


whatsoever, concerned or employed in the charging, col- 
lecting, levying, or managing the duties of excise, or any 
branch or part thereot, nor any commissioner, collector, 


! comptroller, searcher, or other officer or person whatsoever, 


conccrned or employed in the charging, collecting, levying, 
or managing the customs, or any brauch or part thereof; 


| nor any commissioner, officer, or other person concerned 
: oc employed in collecting, receiving, or managing any of 


the duties on stamped vellum, parchment, and paper; nor 
any person appointed by the commissioners for distributing 
of stamps; nor any commissioner, oflicer, or otber person 
employed in collecting, levying, or managing any of the 
dates on salt; nor any surveyor, collector, comptroller, 
inspector, officer, or other person employed in collecting, 
managing, or receiving the duties on windows or houses; 
nor any postmaster, postmaster general, or his or their 
deputy or deputies, or any person employed by or under 
him or them in receiving ; nor any captain, nimster, or mate, 
of any ship, packet, or other vessel employed by or under 
the postmaster or postmasters general, in conveying the 
mail to and from foreign ports, shall be capable of giving 
his vote for the election of any knight of the shire, commis- 
sioner, citizen, burgess, or baron, to serve in Parliament, 
for any county, stewartry, city, borough, or cinque port ; or 
for choosing any delegate in whom the right of electing 
members to serve in Parliament, for that part of Great 
Britain called Scotland, is vested. And if any person 
hereby made incapable of voting as aforesaid, shal! never- 
theless presume to give his vote, during the time be shall 
hold, or within twelve calendar months after le shall cease 
to hold or cxecute any of the offices aforesaid, contrary to 
the tme intent and meaning of this act, such votes so given 


' shall be held null and void toal! intints and purposes what- 


soever; and every person so offending shall forfeit the sum 
of one nundred pounds.”*—22 George HI., C. 41. 

But the obligation of party service which at- 
taches to all officeholders under this new system 
extends far beyond a mere espousal of the in- 
terests of the party in power. Each one is bound 
to show himself worthy of his station, and to 
render a full equivalent for his office, by his zeal 
and success in controlling the sentiments and 
politics of his particular district or community. 
But this is not the full extent of the danger which 


: threatens, from this source, the freedom of elec- 


tions. Besides the corps of actual incumbents 
and dependents of all sorts upon the Government, 
there are in the United States, probably, one hun- 
dred thousand men who are either actua! office- 
seekers or who may be induced to give their in- 
fluence and their votes in favor of the dominant 
party, by the promise of office, however deceitful 
that may be, in thousands of instances. 

Let any one attempt to calculate the force and 
influence of a band of two hundred thousand par- 


: tisans of any man or any party in power in this 
| country, united and goaded on by the hope of 


reward, or afeeling of dependence for their places, 
and, in many instances, for the very subsistence 
of their families, upon the success of their efforts 
in a common cause. Who will undertake to esti- 
mate the effects to be produced, not only upon 
the spirit but the very forms of this Government, 
by the introduction into the service of a success- 
ful party, and for its protection and support, of a 
guard of one hundred thousand men, who hold 


į their employment by the tenure of party service, 


and these distributed over the whole Union; dif- 
fused among the whole people—all acting by one 
impulse, and with a view toa common end! Sir, 
these are, hereafter, to constitute the Pretorian 
guards of America to ratify the appointment of. 
a successor by the Executive. I have read that 
there was a time, since the Revolution, when 
there was danger of the agcendency of monarch- 
ical principles; but, sir, never has anything tended 
80 directly to such a result, and that at no very 
distant period, as the countenance which is now 
given by a large proportion of the people to the 
doctrines and practices of this new party. In one 
view of the subject, it would be just to denounce 
every supporter, of this new system of party tac- 
tics as a monarchist; for it is not the intention, 
but the tendency—the result of measures and 
practices which constitute their supporters mon- 
archists, or otherwise. That each successive 
President will appoint his successor, if this sys- 
tem shall once be firmly established in practice, 
and fairly ingrafted upon all the States, is as cer- 
tain as that the sun shines this day in the heavens; 
and this will continue, until by some terrible 
shock, by some outrage, most commonly the re- 
sult of the long continuance of power in the same 
hands, the people shall be roused to resistance. 
Even now, sir—even now, when this hydra has 
shot forth less than half its monstrous progeny, 
does not every member of this Housé know and 
feel—does not every sharp-sighted office-holder 
and office-seekér throughout the Union know and 
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feel, that the only road to Executive patronage 
and favor lies in an actual or well-affected devo- | 
tion to the interests of a particular candidate for | 
the Presidency? 
And this has been the state of things for more 
than a year, and yet there has been no effectual 
rising of the peeple! Buteight yearsago,if sucha 
state of things had been understood to exist, such 
a burning heat would have been suddenly kindled 
in this land—such a consuming fire would have 
raged in this Hall, as to have left no vestige of a 
party which would then have dared to practice 
upon such a principle. I entreat the House—I 
conjure the country to look to the future results 
of this state of things. Nay, sir, I conjure them 
to look to present results. Have not the power and 
influence of the Executive been felt in the elections 
of members to this House? Has not the power 
of the Executive been felt in the deliberations and 
action of this House? How long will it be before 
the practice of appointing the presiding officer 
of this House by the President shall be ripened 
into usage? How long before the Speakership 
shall be but an appendage of Executive patronage, 
to be disposed of like every other office or sta- 
tion, for the benefit of the party? When these 
things shall come to pass, where then will be 
those divisions of the powers of sovereignty into 
separate departments; which have ever been re- 
Erara as the greatest safeguards of our liberties? 
here will be your separate and independent 
legislative department? where your judiciary, for 
that, too, must soon yield under the present pres- 
sure? Sir, with the powers and influence of the 
Executive, as at present exercised, this Govern- 
ment is an elective monarchy. Itis well that we 
no longer deceive ourselves with names. It is 
this day an elective monarchy. The sum of Ex- 
ecutive power and patronage justifies this appel- 
lation. The consideration and circumstance of 
state conceded to the President, justify this new Ț 
cognomen. I beg leave to refer to several pas- 
sages of the report made by a leading member of 
the party in 1826, [Mr. Benron,] in the Senate 
of the United States, upon the subject of Execu- 
tive power and patronage, as strongly corrobo- 
rative of these views: ; 


“ Although the impression was nearly universal that a 
Government of more energetic character had become indis- 
pensably necessary, yet even under the influence of this 
conviction—such was the dread of power and patronage— 
that the States with extreme reluctance yielded their assent 
to the establishment of the Federal Government. Nor was 
this the effect of idle and visionary fears on the part of an 
ignorant multitude, without knowledge of the nature and 
tendency of power. On the contrary, it resulted from the 
most extensive and profound political knowledge—froin the 
heads of statesmen unsurpassed, in any age, in sagacity and , 
patriotism. Nothing could reconcile the great men of that 
day to a constitution of so much power but the guards 
which were put upon it against the abuse of power. Dread 
and jealousy of this abuse displayed itself throughout the | 
instrument. To this spirit we are indebted for the freedom | 
of the press, trial by jury, liberty of conscience, freedom 
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and unmakes them. He chooses from the circle of his 
friends and supporters, and may dismiss them, and upon all 
the principles of human action will dismiss them as often as 
they disappoint his expectations. His spirit animates their 
actions in all the elections to STATE and FEDERAL Offices. 


| There may be exceptions, but the truth of a general rule 


‘is proved by the exception. The intended check and con- 


trol of the Senate, without new constitutional or statutory 
provisions, will cease to operate. Patronage will penetrate 
this body, subdue its capacity of resistance, chain it to the 
car of power, and enable the President to rule as easily, 
and much more securely with than without the nominal 
check of the Senate. 

‘We must, then, look forward to the time when the 
public revenue will be doubled ; when the civil and military 
officers of the Federal Government will be quadrupled ; 
when its influence over individuals will be multiplied toan 
indefinite extent; when the nomination by the President 
ean carry any man through the Senate, and his recommend- 
ation can carry ANY MEASURE through the two Houses of 


Congress ; when the principle of public action will be open | 
and avowed—the President wants MY vote, and I want | 
HIS patronage; I will VOTE as he wishes, and he will ` 


GIVE me the office I wish for. 
government of one man? And what is the government of 
ONE man buta monarchy? Namesare nothing. The nature 
of a thing is in its substance, and the name soon accom- 
modates itself to the substance. The first Roman Emperor 
was styled Emperor of the Repustic, and the last French 
Emperor took the same title; and their respective coun- 
tries were just as essentially MONARCHICAL before as after 
the assumption of these titles. It cannot be denied or dis- 
sembled but that this Federal Government gravitates to the 
same point, and that the election of the Executive by the 
Legislature quickens the impulsion.” 


When, by the use of the enormous amount of 
patronage vested in the President, he shall be 
able to control the elections of a majority of the 
members of both Houses of Congress, the Gov- 
ernment of the United States will not only be an 
elective monarchy, but the monarch so elected 
will be absolute; and when a President shall es- 


What will this be but the > 


tablish the practice of appointing his successor, | 
either directly or indirectly, it will be, in sub- ; 
stance, a hereditary monarchy. Why, sir, the | 
evil of consolidation, the stumbling block of the | 
old Virginia school of politicians—that consoli- | 


dation, the fear of which operated so powerfally 
at one time in that ancient Commonwealth, as to 
endanger the adoption of the Constitution, and 
often afterwards threatened to paralyze the action 
of the Government, is upon the eve of being real- 
ized! But where noware the spiritand eloquence 
of her Henrys—where sleep her Pendletons, her 
Nicholases, her Masons, her Roanes, and her 


_ Jeffersons, in this day, when the crisis has act- 


ually come? 
scendants of those illustrious champions of free 
government that the country might expect to sce 


any other movement of the most vigilant and en 
ergetic combinations ever formed in this country; 
and pray, sir, what do you suppose that infant 
effort was? Simply a resolution offered to this 


: House bya gentleman from North Carolina, (Mr. 
' Saunders,) calling upon the Secretary of State to 


inform the House of the reasons which had im- 
pelled him to take the printing of the laws from 
certain publishers of newspapers who had lone 
performed that service for the Government, and 
to give it to his own political friends. This pro- 
cecding was cotemporaneous with the report of 
a distinguished Senator from Missouri [Mr. Bex- 
TON] upon the subject of Executive patronage, to 
which I have already referred. The report dep- 
recated the further increase of the patronage of 
the Government, and was accompanied by six 
bills to limit and prevent the abuse of it. “This 
movement was followed up at the succeeding Con- 
gress by the celebrated debate and report, founded 
upon the retrenchment resolutions introduced into 
this House by a member from Kentucky. These, 
sir, were the sources from which the Jackson 
party at that day drew its principal nutriment. 
This was the milk upon which the young Her- 
cules was fed, who sat out with the professed de- 
termination of clearing the land of all political 
robbers and impostors, but who, now that he ig 
full grown, and without a rival, threatens to be- 
come himself the greatest impostor and robber of 
the age. I speak of the party, not of its head. 
Suppose, sir, that any member of the House 
should, at this day, bring forward a resolution 
calling upon the President or any of the heads of 
Departments for his reasons for withholding the 
patronage within his control from an opponent 
who had long enjoyed it, and bestowing it upon 
a political favorite, would he not be considered 
a man demented by every member of the party 
which now assumes the name, and professes to act 
upon the principles of the true Jackson: party? 
The mover of such a resolution would be regarded 
as a second Rip Van Wynkle—one who had just 
awaked after a sleep of years, and found himself 
far in the rear of the improvement of the age: 
But, sir, who could have supposed that so great a 
change in public sentiment could have taken place 


‘in the space of six or seven years? Who could 


i have supposed that this change could have been 


Where are the successors and de- : 


leading the van—standing, like their sires of old, |, 


in the front of the battle, and urging on their 


_ countrymen to the charge, againstevery advance 


of the Executive to increased or absolute power? 
Sir, when the President openly throws the whole 
weight of his authority and influence into the 
scale of a particular candidate for the succession 


: --when the patronage connected with all the pub- 


of debate, responsibility to constituents, power of impeach- |i 


ment, the control of the Senate in appointments to office.” 
« The action of such a body of men, supposing them to . 


lic establishments—when the millions of money 
annually at the disposal of the Executive are to 


| be administered and distributed for the purpose 


be animated by one spirit, must be tremendous in an elec- `i 1 | 
i Government, and of securing the Presidency to 


tion; and that they will be so animated is a proposition too 
plain to need demonstration. Power over a man’s support 
has always been held and admitted to he power over his 
will. The President has ‘ power’ over the ‘support? of all 
these officers, and they again have ‘ power’ over the ‘ sup- 
port’ of debtor merchants to the amount of $10,000,000 per 
annum, and over the daily support of an immense number 
of individuals, professional, mechanical, and day-laboring, 
to whom they can and will extend or deny a valuable private 
as well as public patronage, according to the part which 
they shall act in State as well as in Federal elections. Still 
this is only a branch, a mere prong, of Federal patronage in 
the city of New York.” 

“ Everywhere, to the extreme frontier of the remotest 
State or Territory, Federal patronage will be found, in 
degree and force, proportionate to the population of the 
place, and forever augmented with the increasing power of 
the Government. Diminution of patronage is not thought 
of; the state of the custom-Nouse in Norfolk is already 
pregnant proof of this. This power ‘of patronage, unless 
checked by the vigorous interposition of Congress, must go 
on increasing, until Federal influence, in many parts of 
this Confederation, will predominate in elections as com- 
pletely as British influence predominates in the elections 
of Scotland and Ireland, in rotton borough towns, and in 
the great naval stations of Portsmouth and Plymouth. In 
no part of the practical operation of the Federal Govern- | 
ment have the predictions of its ablest advocates been more 
completely falsified than on this subject of patronage. 

s The whole of this great power will center.in the Presi- 
dent. The King of England is the ‘fountain of honor ;’ the 
President of the United States is the source of patronage, | 
He presides over the entire system of Federal appointments, 
jobs, and contracts. He has ‘ power’ over the ‘support | 
of the individuals who administer the system. He makes 


of controlling the legislative department of the 


a succession of designated political adventurers, 
and of consolidating all power in the hands of a 
chief of a party—with one or two distinguished 
exceptions, we find the lineal party descendants 
in this House of the most illustrious band of 
patriots and statesman that ever, at any one time, 
adorned a single Commonwealth, lending the 
honors of their ancestry—the fame of their pa- 
triot sires—the glorious recollections of their 
stern republican principles and virtue, to gild over 
the deformities, and to promote the success of a 
party which, from its very nature and funda- 
mental doctrines, leads inevitably to the catas- 
trophe which was ever the source of the greatest 
dread and consternation to their fathers ? 

The accelerated and downward course of sound 
maxims and principles in a free Government, 
when once the impulse is given in that direction, 
was never more strongly illustrated, than in the 
change which has taken place in the principles 
and practices of the original Jackson party, and 
the party now in power, and which claims to be 
identical with it. It is but afew brief years since, 
that an infant effort of that party which after- 
wards with a giant’s strength overthrew every- 
thing that opposed it, did as much to accomplish 
the final undoing of the jate Administration as 


1 
! 


produced in the same nominal party? A party, 
too, which, in the face of the whole people of the 
United States, claims to be identical with the party 
which differed so widely from them a few years 
ago! This question of patronage was not then a 
subordinate one; it was first and chief; it was 


‘; regarded as vital. 


But these proceedings do not afford the most 
striking evidence which exists of the singularly 
opposite sentiment which prevailed at that day, 
from those which are avowed and practiced upon 
by the same nominal party at this day. The 
member from North Carolina [Mr. SaunpErs] 
who brought forward the resolution of inquiry to 
which I have adverted, complained that the Sec- 


i retary of State had violated a sound principle in 


taking from an individual, not an office, but a job, 
the publishing of the laws, who had before that 
time performed that duty faithfully, to confer it 
upon a political partisan; but the idea that the 
Executive would ever dare to vacate an office, or 
remove an officer for opinion’s sake, never en- 
tered the imagination of that gentleman, as may 
be fairly inferred from his argument. That gen- 
tleman was then so great a Puritan upon that 
subject that he shrunk with horror from the idea 
that any President would ever dare to remove a 
faithful public officer; yet we find that identical 
person while enjoying a salary of three thousand 
a year as an officer of the Government, lately 
attending a political meeting at Baltimore, and 
becoming the second person at that meeting mm 
activity and zeal, in order to promote the’ succes 
of a party which openly avows the justice and 
propriety of the practice of making all offices in 
the control of the Executive the prizes and re- 
wards of party service and party triumphs! That 
gentleman does not appear to me to have improved 
his political principles as he has grown older. 
His early principles were the best, and so wel: 
am I convinced that the day that the new doc- 
trines espoused by him shall be established and 
acquiesced in by the people will be near the last 
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days of the Republic, that, for the first instance 
which shall occur of the removal of a faithful 
public officer by a President of the United States, | 
to makea place fora political partisan, while I 
have the honor of a scat upon this floor, I will 
yote his impeachment by this House, as for an 
abuse of power, a misdemeanor the most danger- 
ous which can exist under the Government. Mr. 
Jefferson, sir, had as good a will to do an act of 
this kind as any man who was ever President, 
but his patriousm, his principles, and his sense 
of duty restrained him. He saw and he shrunk 
from the consequences of such a practice Mr. 
Jefferson made the proper distinetion, and took 
the true ground when he declared that any inter- 
ference of a public officer in the elections would 
be good cause for removal. 

Sir, Į put the question, what difference can there 
be between the appointment of a successor, by 
the use of the Executive patronage and influence, 
in the name of a party, and as the head of a party, 
and the appointment of the President, as, and in 
the name of, the President in virtue of his office? 
No practical statesmen will say there is any dif- 
ference in substance and effect. 

But it is said—I have heard it repeatedly said 
—and itis the drift of one half the canting mat- 
ter which fills the columns of the party press— 
that the principles which are at stake in the pres- 
ent contest for political power in the United States 
are of such vital importance to the rights and 
liberties of the people, and to the preservation of 
our free institutions, that every influence, whether 
strictly regular or not, ought to be brought to bear 
in order to insure the success of the Republican 
party; and it is clamorously urged that certain 
usages of the party are important to be preserved 
in order to keep the party together. What all 
those usages are I do not certainly know. Some 
of them are avowed. The first and most import- 
ant appears to be the practice of caucus nomina- 
tions, Another one is that all offices are of right | 
the property of, and ought to be given to, the pro- 
fessing members of that party. It follows that 
removals from office for opinion sake are justifi- 
able and proper, in order to conform to this usage. 
Cpon the same principle, and for the same reason, 
the patronage and influence of the President, he 
being the official head of the party, ought to be ; 
thrown inta the scale of the candidate for the suc- 
cession selected according to the party usage of 
caucus nomination. The sum ofthe argument is, 
that the present political condition of the country 
is like the case of an invasion by a public enemy 
—that the crisis is extraordinary, and demands 
extraordinary remedies; and thata regard for safe 
precedents or constitutional restraints ought not 
to stand in the way of the salvation of the coun- | 
try; in other words, that we have arrived at such i 
a crisis in our civil affairs, that if a similar state 
of things were to occur in time of war, martial 


law ought to be declared. Whether the condition | 


of the country—whether the principles and de- 
signs of any party in this country are of a nature 
so wicked and mischievous as to justify such a 
remedy or not, the fact is, that a sort of law-mar- 
tial has been proclaimed, and the proper officers 
and authorities are actively engaged in carrying | 
itinto execution in every part of the Union. With- | 
out pausing to inquire to what catastrophe the 
success of any of the obnoxious and so much 
dreaded parties in this country could lead, more 
disastrous, more directly subversive of the ver 
foundation-stones of our glorious political edifice, 
than the establishment of these new and unwar- 
rantable doctrines and practices, I propose to in- 
quire, for a moment, what the principles of this | 
party are which thus generously steps forward 
and proceeds to officiate as the only safe guardian 
of our dearest rights. I mean to inquire what 
the principles of this party are, not what the 
members of it profess. I wish, also, to inquire 
what assurances, what guarantees it can. give, 
from the past conduct and principles of its leaders, | 
that it is fit to be trusted with the entire political | 
power of the country. As this party claims to 

e the Jackson party, I propose to apply the 
proper tests upon this point also. 


he first and most decisive ground assumed by |: 


the original Jackson party was against caucus | 
nominations. The most fatal blow aimed at Mr. , 
Crawford was this denunciation of the alleged 
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| 
| 


usage of the old Republican party. Mr. Craw- 
ford fell under it; but I do not intend to dwell 
further upon this point now. 

Next to the attack made upon the caucus sys- 
em, the original Jackson party profited most by 
the 
Government patronage. The original Jackson 
party held that the patronage of the Government 
was a trust for the public good and service, and 
that an Administration which should deliberately 
seek to punish its opponents by removing them 
from office, and to reward its partisans by bestow- 
ing the vacant employments upon them, deserved 
to be degraded and expelled from their station, 
and to receive the execrations of an indignant 
people. These, sir, were the doctrines and senti- 
ments of the truc and 
they were held to be vital in the creed of that 
party. What are the doctrines and practices now 
ofthe party which claims to be the same? Why, 
sir, that the spoils of office are the rightful prop- 
erty of the victors—that the patronage is what 
they have a title to—that this is one of the usages 
which it is essential to the preservation of the 
party to observe. As a natual and inevitable 
result of this usage, it is the duty of the Presi- 
dent to administer the patronage of the Govern- 
ment so as to advance the interests of the party. 
So much for Executive patronage and the doc- 
trines of this new Republican party in respect to 
the manner in which it shall be distributed. 
seems that all the old notions of the Republican 
party, in relation to the proper end and use of 
patronage, are now regarded as old-fashioned, 
exploded, and, in fact, anti-republican ! 

now proceed to notice some of the more im- 
portant questions, which may be regarded as test- 
ing the principles of the party, in the order in 
which they have arisen for the decision of Con- 
gress. The first which presented itself was the 
subject of internal improvement, involving both 
the expediency of the system proposed and the 
constitutional power of Congress over the subject. 
In the South and Southwest, with few exceptions, 
the members of the Jackson party were strenu- 
ously opposed to the whole scheme—in Virginia, 
South Circle. and Georgia, upon constitutional 
grounds. This was supposed to be a fair test ques- 


tion between the Republican and Federal parties; ' 


the great line of principle which separated them 
being the proper rule of interpreting the Constitu- 
tion—whetherstrictly, and with a view to limit the 
power and patronage of the Government, or liber- 
ally, with a view to enlarge its powers and give 
gronter strength to its action. 


differed from their political allies of the other sec- 
tions, and strenuously maintained both the expe- 
diency of a system of internal improvement, and 


the power of the Government to carry it into | 
effect. The Jackson party in Kentucky, Ohio, In- | 


diana, Illinois, and Pennsylvania, were the lead- 
ing patrons and advocates of the system. Even 
after the veto of the Maysville road bill, the party 


, in the States north of the Ohio continued to sup- 
| port the Administration, upon the ground of the . 
tion made in the veto message in favor of |; 


P 
the 


umberland road; and the States of Ohio, 


Indiana, and Hlinois have continued their alle- |; 
giance upon the condition that large annual ap- ; 
propriations should be made to complete that | 
‘great highway. So far, then, as regards those į 
it 


States and that great and splendid work, the pro- 


jected system of internal improvement has been | 
| sanctioned by the General Government. 


pretended that this exception is justified by the 
compact between the Federal Government and the 
States north of the Ohio, which stipulated that a 
certain proportion of the proceeds of the public 
lands in those States should be applied tothe con- 
struction of a road from the Atlantic to those 
States. It is not so. When the stipulated pro- 


' portion of the proceeds of the public lands was | 


applied from time to time, the terms of the com- 
pact were fulfilled, and the power of the Federal 


Government ceased. A question might be made 


whether the Federal Government had any author- 


| ity, under the Constitution, to enter into such a | 
compact; but admitting that it had, still the truth | 
is, that a system of internal imprdvement has , 


been sustained by the present Administration, 
however partial the execution of it may have 


principles it professed upon the subject of ` 


genuine Jackson party, and ` 


It’ 


In the North and : 
Vest, however, the members of the Jackson party | 


It is | 


l| been. There has not been a single appropriation 
l to that road made since General Jackson came 


into power which could be justified by the com- 
| pact. The practicaland effective compact, under 
i which these appropriations have been made, is 
the tacit one that, the moment appropriations for 
this road cease, the States concerned will no 
longer give their support to the Administration. 
Such, sir, from the first, have been the loose prin- 
ciples of the party upon this question—a question 
which, I think, Virginia and Georgia will admit 
to be a test question. All, or nearly all the gen- 
tlemen of the Northwest, who belong to the dom- 
inant party in this House, are to this day the ad- 
vocates of a system of internal improvement; so 
are those from Pennsylvania; and so from Ken- 
tucky—all good internalimprovement men. Let 
us test the pretensions of that party which unites 
with such hearty good will upon all questions of 
a party nature in this House, to be regarded as 
the exclusive depositaries of Republican princi- 
ples, by circumstances a little more specific and 
particular. I may be too particular to be alto- 
gether agreeable to individuals, but this is a ques- 
‘tion of high principle, and it is necessary to be 
explicit, 
suppose no one will question but that the 
panels of the two distinguished gentlemen se- 
ected by the dominant party to fill the two highest 
offices in the Government may be truly and fairl 
held to be the principles of the party as suc 
which supports them. Well, sir, the gentleman 
from Kentucky, who has been selected to be the 
candidate of the party for the Vice Presidency, 
leaves usnothing to doubt as to his opinions upon 
the subject of internal improvement. He avows 
his views upon this subject candidly, and as be- 
comes a man, in his letter accepting the nomin- 
ation of the Baltimore Convention. That dis- 
tinguished gentleman thinks that all works of 
internal improvement should, for various sound 
reasons, which he enumerates, be carried on by 
the States, except such as are universally admitted 
to be of a national character. This is going quite 
, as far as any advocate of internal improvement 
| has ever gone in this House. No man, nor any 
| party, has, in my knowledge, ever contended that 
| the Federal Government ought to construct any 
works except such as are of anational character. 
| It is true that Virginia appears to reluctate a little 
| at the idea of giving its support to this nomina- 
‘tion; but my friend from Kentucky need not be 
; uneasy at this; the party in that State are only 
preparing to take him with a better grace, or to 
connive at his election. That State has given 
her sanction to principles and practices far more 
odious and monstrous to the sense of the real 
Republicans of the country, than any principle 
of his to which they have taken exception. Buta 
more important inquiry is, what are the principles 
of the nominee of the Baltimore Convention for 
l; the Presidency, (Mr. Van Buren,) and what isto 
, be his course upon the subject of internal im- 
provement? If any man knows what his prin- 
; ciples are, or what his course is likely to be upon 
this subject, from anything he has explicitly. 
stated or avowed, he is more fortunate than my- 
self. If there is any friend of his in this House 
who is better informed than myself, I hope he 
will do that gentleman the justice to let us know 
what his principles really are in relation to this 
subject. But, sir, I do know what the principles 
|| of that gentleman are understood to be, and what 
his course is expected to be in the States north 
of the Ohio. There, sir, he is represented by his 
friends, and is believed by the people, to be in 
favor of a system of internal improvement by the 
General Government. This is the general belief 
in those. States. Some of his more judicious 
friends, I understand, represent that he is an ad- 
vocate for internal improvement so far as relates 
to the interests and wants of those. States, and 
this satisfies the people. 
| _ Now, sir, I call upon the members of this 
| House who represent any of those States, and 
are friendly to the election of that gentleman, to 
correct me, if I have misstated or misconceived 
the belief which prevails in that section of the 
Union in relation to the principles and probable 
course of Mr. Van Buren upon the subject of in- 
|| ternal improvement. It is due alike to him and 


to themselves that they should state whether 


j 
if 
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these things be true or not. Itis needless to say ii the question of the relative jurisdiction and sov- | 


that in the South that gentleman is understood to 
entertain principles directly the opposite of those 
ascribed to him north of the Ohio. Sir,it isa 
singular fact that, in the exposition of the relative 
prospects of Mr. Van Buren and Judge White 
for the Presidency, contained in an carly and 
ably written article of the NashviNe Union, a 
newspaper got up for the express purpose of ad- 
vancing the interests of the Vice President in 
Tennessee, the ground was openly assumed, and, 
considering where it was done, and under whose 
auspices, it was most audaciously assumed, that 
Judge White could not get the votes of the States 
north of the Ohio, by reason of his rigid course 
and opinions upon the subject of internal im- 
provement, but Mr. Van Buren, it was left to be 
inferred, might. And why, air, could this rep- 
resentative head, that is to be, of the exclusive 
Republican party in this country, get the votes 
of those States? Let the southern gentlemen who 
support him answer this question. lt is worthy 
of notice, because very small circumstances some- 
times indicate the most important results, that 
this of the Nashville Union was republished in 
the Richmond Enquirer, and, as | remember, 
without comment upon this point. I have said 
enough upon this subject to show that a systein 
of internal improvement by the Federal Govern- 
ment will find no impediment in the principles of 
the two gentlemen who are supported for the two 
highest offices of the Government. 

he next question which was presented under 
the present Administration, and which was re- 
garded as in any degree a test of parties, was the 
high tariff policy—a policy thought to be so inti- 
mately connected with a system of internal im- 
provement as to constitute one great and united 
system of national policy, called the American 
system; a system which was the perfect abom- 
ination of the South, and to no party apparently 
more so than to that party in Virginia which now 


republicans of that far-famed Commonwealth. 
Well, sir, both the candidates of that party to 
which Virginia adheres for the two highest offices 
known to the Constitution, voted for the tariff of 
1828, the most odious, and upon every principle, 
the most indefensible act of legislation which 
grew out of the combined and mutual interests of 
the so-called American system. 
it has a thousand times been, said that those gen- 
tlemen voted as they did upon that question to 
sustain their party. That may be true, but that 
is precisely the objection I have to them, or rather 
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It may be, and ` 


to the party of which they are the leaders. These ` 


gentlemen will do the same thing again, or any- 
thing else equally or more obnoxious to sustain 
their party. This is the true objection to the 
party which is now forming in the United States, 
and to any party whose only bond of union is 
the expectation of sharing the patronage of the 


ereignty of the States and Federal Government 
over the Indian tribes and territories within the 
limits of the States. I intend, however, to pass 
it over with a remark or twoonly. This, it is 
well known, was one of the most delicate and 
difficult questions which has arisen under this 
Government. The Jackson party was divided 
upon the policy of removal—an expedient adopted 
by the Administration in order to avoid greater 
embarrassments, which were likely to arise in 
our Indian relations. Witha few exceptions, the 
entire Pennsylvania delegation were opposed to 


| 


Ei 


entitled to no little wei 
tlemen who have alwa 
a sort of intuitive tact 


ght was, that certain gen- 
ys been distinguished for 
in never forming any opin- 


: ion in advance of those in power, even upon the 


most important and vital questions, and certain 


: others who I knew could never differ with Gen- 


the Administration upon this subject, yet Georgia - 


and Pennsylvania are equally united and zealous 
in proscribing and exterminating, according to 
party lawand usage, the very man (Judge White) 
who contributed more than any other single mem- 
ber of Congress to carry that question in favor 
of Georgia! Can this be party founded upon 
principle ? 


eral Jackson upon any subject, were at fault upon 
this question. You may remember, sir, that in 
all the discussions which grew out of the resolu- 
tions of a gentleman from Georgia, [Mr Clayton,] 
proposing an examination into the affairs of the 

ank—ay, sir, even in the very elaborate report 
of the minority of the Committee of Ways and 
Means, in 1832, upon this subject, not a single 
remark could be detected which indicated how 
either of these classes of gentlemen to whom I 


have alluded would vote upon the question of re- 


I come now to the last great test question, the | 
Bank of the United States, and propose to inquire | 
briefly into the consistency and principles of the | 


party in relation to that subject. A full and can- 
did history of this question would be a most inter- 
esting and instructing acquisition to the country. 
l do not mean to become the advocate or apolo- 
gist of the Bank. F notice the subject merely as 
a means of illustrating the true character of the 
party, which now assumes exclusive pretensions 
to orthodox and consistent principles. In the 


| first place, it is proper to be remarked that the ` 


gentleman who has been designated to head this 
self-styled Republican party, or erquisites, as they 
really hold themselves, for the next eight years, 
(Mr. Van Buren,) in his celebrated speech upon 
the rules of the Senate, which he intended ta be 
a full exposition of his political opinions, kept 
himself so neatly and exactly balanced upon the 


. question of the bank, as to be able to fall with 
igrace and safety either way, according to the 
claims to number in its ranks the only genuine |. 
'to do him injustice upon this point, I will read 


. “For his departure in that prrticular, (if depart 
': his reasons have heen seen.” * * 


Government. Interests, purely of a party nature, |. 


are obliged to subvert all regard for sound prin- 
ciples, and to become paramounttothem. When 
such a party shall obtain power, even the obliga- 
tions of Jaw and duty become subordinate consid- 
erations, A general relayation of morals and of 
all the ties which give security to society ensues. 

I shall notice the question of nullification but 
briefly. The country found itself, in relation to 
that subject, in a new and extreme emergency; 


and extreme remedies were the natural conse- | 
quence. In the decision to which Congress came | 


upon that lamented contest between the authori- 
ties of the Federal Government and the State of 
South Carolina, those who now call themselves 
the exclusive Republican party were found acting 
in concert and harmony with ultra Federalists. 
So far, therefore, as regards the subject of nulli- 
fication, the present exclusive and proscriptive 
pay. in power can claim to have won no new 
aurels for the brow of Democracy. The gentle- 
man from Georgia [Mr. Towns] has thought 
proper to taunt me upon the subject of my vote 
upon this subject. Sir, I donot regret, nor would 
I recall, my vote upon that subject, however 
much I regretted the occasion of it. Í lamented 
the errors of South Carolina as much as I dis- 
approved the policy whieh provoked her to ex- 
tremes. 

-Lhave omitted to notice, in its proper order, 


exigency of his affairs. That I may not appear 
from his speech what he says upon this point. 

After referring to the former opinions of Mr. 
Madison upon the question of constitutional 
power, and stating that he had yielded a reluctant 
assent to the late charter, Mr. Van Buren, in the 
speech alluded to, proceeds thus: 


“ His assent was now placed on the express ground that 


the recognition of the authority of the Government in rela- i 


tion to the old bank by the State governmentsand the courts, 
as well as the people, had precluded the question of consti- 
tutionality. Thus the power in question must stand as a 
successful interpolation of the Constitution.” * £ ¥ 
ure it was,) 
It is not, 
at this time, my official duty to pass upon their sufficiency ; 
and Į am wholly unwilling to volunteer a denunciation of 
any opinion, deliberately formed, by one of the most, if not 
the most accomplished statesman that our country has pro- 
duced.” 


_ It is manifest from these passages that the Vice 
President has Jaid aside all constitutional scruples 
upon the constitutional question. He regards the 
power to establish a bank as a succes:ful interpo- 


* 


| lation upon the Constitution. It is in relation to 


| the sufficiency of the reasons upon which Mr. | 
n ever may be his views at this time of such an 
‘| institution. 


Madison acted, in thus interpolating a new pow- 
er, which he (Mr. Van Buren) will not volunteer 
an opinion; his opinion was volunteered and ex- 


pressed plain enough, as to the effect of Mr. Mad- | 
1son’s course, in giving his sanction to the bill |: 
In his: 


chartering the late United States Bank. 
opinion, the power can no longer be questioned. 


But the President himself, (General Jackson,) al- 
though he was known by his particular friends | 


to entertain opinions unfavorable to the bank, and 
these were communicated to Congress in his first 
message, yet this communication, and all suc- 
ceeding ones, were so cautiously and oracularly 
worded, that his best friends could not, with cer- 
tainty, infer what his course would be upon the 
question of recharter, until 1832, when the pas- 
sage of the bill for that purpose compelled him to 
act unequivocally. From various facts and cir- 


cumstances, I feel authorized to say that, notwith- | 


standing the President’s early prejudices against 
the bank, he had made up his mind to recharter 


the late one, with some modifications, or at all | 


events to charter a new one as a substitute for it. 
I had various reasons for this opinion; and be- 


sides the evidence I had of the fact; a cireumistance’ 


charter. On the contrary, it was evident that 
those wary gentlemen studiously kept the door 
wide open, and reserved to themselves the utmost 
freedom of action, so far as regarded any cum- 
mittal in this House. But the messages of the 
President are decisive on this point, and leave no 
doubt that the President had determined, if all 
circumstances had been favorable, to recharter the 
late bank, 

The language of the first message, in 1829, was 
that “ both the constitutionality and expediency 
of the law creating the present bank had been 
well questioned by a large portion of our fellow- 
citizens.” [n the same message he suggested the 
establishment of a national bank, ** founded upon 
the credit of the Government and its revenues,’?” 
In his annual message in 1830, he stated “that 
nothing had occurred to lessen the dangers to be 
apprehended from the bank, as at present or- 
ganized;” and be again suggested the inquiry, 
‘whether it was not possible to secure all the 
advantages of the present bank through the agency 
of a Bank of the United States, so modified in its 
principles and structure as to obviate all constitu- 
tional and other objections??? In 1831 he referred 
to the opinions before expressed in relation to 
“the Bank of the United States, as at present or- 
ganized.” This was the last message which pre- 
ceded the passage of the bill to recharter the 
bank. But this is not the last proof which the 
President gave that he had made up his mind to 
recharter the late bank. Jn his veto of the bill of 
1832 he expresses himself in the following lan- 
guage: 

“i sincerely regret that, in the act before me, I can prr- 
ceive none of those modifications of the bank charter which 
are necessary, in my opinion, to make it compatible with 
justice, with sound policy, or with the Constitution of our 
country. ”? 

Who now shall say that the President was not 
himself a bank man, or that he had not determ- 


ined to recharterthe late bank had it received some 


it 
i 


modifications conformable to his views? 

But I am able to refer to some further evidence 
of the ficxibility of the principles of the i 
upon this subject. The gentleman [Mr. Jonn- 
son] who was selected by the Baltimore Conven- 


l! tion to fill the second office in the Government, and 


to wear the second honor in the gift of the party, 


| was notoriously the advocate of a bank at the 


time he was nominated by the convention, what- 


The President himself has furnished 
the world with evidence which I have not yet 
noticed, that he is neither so much opposed to a 
bank or to bank menas the public may have been, 
made to believe. It is well known that after the 
settlement of the deposit question, 1834, the Pres- 
ident had expressed a desire to reorganize his 
Cabinet, so as to make ita unitand, conseguen ya 
impart to it greater energy in carrying out the 
policy of his Administration. Mr. McLane, of 
the State Department, was generally supposed to 
differ with the President in his views upon the 
subject of a bank, if not of the bank. He re- 
tired. Well, sir, how was his place filled? By 
agentleman (Mr. Forsyth) distinguished enough, 
it is true, for his talents and services, but not at 
all remarkable for orthodox opinions upon the 
subject of a bank. That gentleman, in the de- 
bate upon the removal of the deposits, expressed 
a decided opinion in favor of the expediency of 
rechartering the bank, with some modifications ! 
What, sir, are we to understand now, with all 
these facts before us, are the real doctrines and 
policy of the party in relation to this question of 
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abank? One thing at least is certain; and that 1 
is, that where there has been so much inconsist- | 
ency, and so litle regard for candor or principle |! 
heretofore, there can be no grounds of confidence h 
for the future. It will scarcely surprise this 
House, after what I have shown in relation to the 
opinions of the first men in the party, that this is 
the point upon which I have been most pressed, 
not only by the common pack of pursuers, but 
by the President himself, He who had far out- 
stripped me in his views upon the subject of a 
bank—being willing to establish one at the seat 
of Government—a national bank, founded upon 
the public credit—such a bank as I would have 
sanctioned only when I was prepared to surrender 
every guarantee of liberty in the Constitution— 
condescended to denounce me for entertaining 
opinions favorable to a bank! And hundreds of 
honest citizens have, in this way, been made to 
believe that my politics are of a most pernicious 
and monstrous character! 
But, to come down to the rank and file of the 
party. Did not the whole of the Pennsylvania 
delegation vote for the bank charter in 1832, and 
was not the Legislature of that great and patriotic 
State unanimously in favor of the bank in that 
year? As to the gentlemen of the party from New 
York, what pledge, what evidence, have they ever 
given to the country that they are not ready any 
day to support a bank charter, when it shall be 
recommended as a party measure by the leaders 
of the party? The members of the party from 
Virginia I exonerate from a charge of such gross 
disregard of principle, but there is one charge 
from which I cannot exonerate them: it is, that 
with their eyes open, and when they see and 
know that a majority of their party associates in ` 
this House, and in the country, are prepared to 
sanction a bank, and every other measure which | 
they profess to condemn, yet they still profess || 
to take their present course in politics upon the | 
ground of principle. | 
I have done, Mr. Chairman, with this enumer- | 
ation of test questions. The enumeration ma 
not be complete, but I think I have omitted none |; 
of a permanent and enduring nature. Well, sir, |: 
what conclusions may we justly draw from this | 
brief review of the course of the party hereto- | 
fore? Where, sir, are those principles of the 
party which, itis said, must be upheld ?—those 
principles which, like the Union itself, ‘* must be 
preserved ?’ those principles which justify a re- 
sortto such a miserable cheat, so gross a device | 
as the Baltimore Convention for the election of a 
President, instead of the regular constitutional 
mode of electing that high officer? Where are 
those principles which justify the open and direct 
interference of the Executive in the election of 
his successor, and the consequent prostitution of 
the whole patronage of the Government to that 
object? Where, I repeat, and what, are those i 
principles which are endangered by dividing the . 
party? Whatare those principles which a learned | 
judge of Virginia (Mr. Barbour) fears will be. 
endangered by dividing the party? What are 
those principles which another learned associate 
judge of the Supreme Court of the United States 
(Mr. Wayne) had in his mind when he gave the 
sentiment, last summer, in favor of the practice 
of caucus nominations? I have shown that the 
principles of the dominant party sanction re- 
movals from office for opinion’s sake, and justify 
the use of Executive patronage in controlling 
elections as a necessary cement of union among 
the members of it. I have shown thata majority 
of the party are prepared to support a system of 
internal improvement by the Federal Govern- 
ment; that the moment it becomes expedient, in 
Yeference to party interests, they are ready to 
establish a national bank; that they are in favor 
of increasing the expenditures and patronage of 
the Government in every branch of the public 
service; and, above all, I have shown that they 
are prepared to sanction and justify the direct 
and open interference of the President in the elec- 
tion of his successor. Now, sir, what party in 
this country would go further? Are these the 
principles which are so important to be preserved, | 
that every other consideration, sound doctrine, 
and practice must be disregarded and trampled || 
upon? What are those principles and practices 
of the Federal party which the people are taught || 


country wastheearly announcement thatretrench- | 
_ment and reform were to be cardinal points in. 
; the policy, and the most cherished objects of the 
present 
_ of retrenchment which took 
| perpetrated b 


; Treasury. One of the first acts of his official ` 


i the public charge—an extravagance which his 


| Sequence which was imparted to this act; but 


; Administration more than one hundred per cent.! 


deserve their abhorrence; and how do they differ | 
from those of the party in power? Will some | 
member of the House do me the favor—will he il 
do the country the favor to point them out? Are || 
they worse than the principles and practices which 

I have proved to belong to the self-styled Repub- 
lican party? 

I cannot conclude my remarks upon the shame- 
ful disregard and contempt of all consistency 
manifest in the course of the leaders of this party, 
without some notice of a practice that deserves 
the most pointed rebuke from every friend of 
popular rights and free government. Since the 
beginning of time, there has not been a more gross 
and sytematic attempt to excite and delude the 
people by false professions and pretenses, or, to 
use a popular term, by humbugging them. I am 
sorry to say that the heads—the first men in the 
party—are most distinguished in the practice of ` 
this method of leading, and thereby governing, 
the people. Sucha practice, in any Government, 
in the leaders of any party, is disgraceful, but it , 
is onay so when resorted to by republican | 
statesmen, because it is absolutely subversive of | 
the principles and theory of a free Government. 
It is founded and adopted upon the idea that in | 
no other way can the people be governed; in 
truth, that they have not capacity or information 
sufficient for self-government. ‘It is the method 
adopted by all arbitrary and unjust Governments, 
from the earliest times, to maintain their authori- 
ty among the people. It is the essence of all | 
State-craft, as well as priest-craft, to take advant- 
age of the ignorance of the people, and wheedle 
them into a reverence for unjust authority, by 
every species of fraud and imposture—a system 
always adapted in each country to the peculiar 
prejudices, civil and religious, of the people. The 
introduction, at this time, of a system of this , 
kind, open and gross as it has been of late, must 
have the most unhappy effect upon the cause of |, 
free institutions everywhere. While it proceeds || 
upon the hypothesis that the mass of the people | 
are little better than children in the grade of their | 
intellect, and possessing all their credulity and | 
waywardness, it leads directly to the suppression `' 
of the truth, as you may see daily exemplified in 
the columns of the newspaper organ of the party, 
(the Globe.) I need scarcely say that the charac- 
teristic feature of this practice, and its first requi- 
site, is impudence. It is a singular fact, in the 
history of the human mind, that the most un- 
common and unaccountable deceptions which ,, 
have been practiced upon it have ever succeeded |, 
chiefly by the boldness, by the sheer impudence, 
with which they have been attempted. But, that 
I may not be charged with making loose and un- 
supported declarations, I propose to array a few 
of the proofs which exist of a successful resort | 
to this system by the gentlemen who now control 
theadministration of public affairs in this country. 

The first grand deception which was played || 
off upon the honest and confiding people of this , 


dministration, Well, sir, the first act ` 
lace, I believe, was 
the present Postmaster General, -| 


(Mr. Kendall,) when Fourth Auditor of the 
duty was to decline taking certain newspapers at 
predecessor had indulged in. It would be really 


amusing now to run ovér the prees of the then ` 
official organ of the party, and remark the con- ` 


this was declared to be but a grain of sand upon: 
the sea-shore, in comparison of what was to fol- ; 
low. If there was any repetition of this example 

of retrenchment more notable than this one, I do; 
not now recollect it. Whether the expenditures : 
of the Government have been retrenched or not, | 
I refer to the public documents to answer. I will | 
merely state, upon this bead, that the regular 
appropriations for the service of the present year, 
exclusive of the expenses of Indian wars, exceed 
the expenditures of any former year of the late. 


This is certainly an extraordinary evidence of | 
increased economy and retrenchment! Now, sir, | 
as to the other branch of the reform, which was i 


. made? 


; the State or National 


announced as the great purpose of the present 
Administration, I mean the reform of those 
abuses which had brought the patronage of the 
Government in conflict with the freedom of elec- 
tions, I have already alluded to the language of 
the inaugural address upon this subject. This 
was, as interpreted at the time, a proclamation 
and interdict to all public officers, after the man- 
ner of Mr. Jefferson’s circular, to abstain from 
all interference in elections. Whenever the sub- 
ject of Executive interference, or the perversion 
and abuse of Executive patronage, and the inter- 
ference of public officers in elections, have been 
noticed or complained of, the President, by his 
usual organs of communication with the public, 
has been held up to the people as decidedly 
adverse in his principles and feelings to any such 
practices. About two years ago, I believe it was 
upon some complaint that a public officer had 
interfered in an election in the Te rritory of Florida, 
the official organ announced to the country that 
no such interference could have been authorized 
by the Executive, inasmuch as he had expressly 
interdicted all such practices in his first inaugural 
address. Even as late as last summer, his prin- 
ciples in relation to this practice were declared in 
his favorite organ to be well known, and that 
they had never been changed! Sir, thousands 
of honest men of the party receive all this with 
the same degree of faith that they read the Bible. 

But what are the facts; and what were the facts 
at the time those hypocritical declarations were 
Sir, the President himself had, at that 
time, not only taken an open and decided part in 
the election of’ his successor, even as between two 
of his own political friends, but he had interfered, 
and was then actively and zealously employed 


‘in operating upon the elections of members of 


both Houses of Congress. But this is not all; 


|, so far was he from interdicting the interference 


of public officers in elections, that he is known to 
have given his countenance to such interference 
in more than one instance; and every public officer 
in the United States now knows that he cannot 
do a more acceptable service to the Executive, 
than to devote himself to the cause of the Vice 
President. As to the course of subordinate public 
officers generally, the humbug of reform is, if 
possible, more striking and complete. Is there 
a member of this House who does not know that 


-in every public meeting, particularly in the North, 


and Northwest, connected with the presidential 
elections, the officers of this Government and the 
State governments, of the same politics, are the 
most active agents concerned in them; signaliz- 
ing themselves by their zeal in drilling and drum- 


; ming in advance, or as members of the meeting; 


surveyors, registers, and receivers of land offices, 
postmasters, custom-house officers, and mail con- 
tractors! But a few facts are of more value than 
a great deal of mere assertion. Ithas been stated, 
upon good authority, and never contradicted, that 
in the convention which met at Albany last year, 
to appoint delegates to represent the State of New 
York in the Baltimore Convention, there were 
forty-eight public officers of the State and Federal 
Governments, and among the number cighteen 
postmasters and thirteen judges of courts! Of 
the committee raised to select the delegates, eigh- 
teen were public officers, and among the number 
twelve postmasters. Of the whole number of 
delegates to the convention at Baltimore, forty- 
two In number, twenty were public officers of 
overnments, and of these 
five were postmasters, and five others judges of 
courts, 

In the convention which sat on the 8th day of 
January, 1834, at Columbus, Ohio, to appoint 
delegates to mect in the national convention at 
Baltimore, forty-seven were public officers, and, 
among others, thirteen postmasters. How many 
public officers there were in the late Baltimore 
convention, from ali the States, I know not; but 
what is most to the pointis, that there were some, 
there so notorious and prominent in their.connec-. 
tion with this Government, that the fact that they 
were members of that convention could not have 
been unknown to the President at the time. But 
why mince this question? Why take time to 

rave what has been notorious for years? The 
interference of public officers has been common, 
and is as open and notorious as it has been com- 
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mon. If any proof were wanting to show that ` 
the interference of public officers in elections has 
not oniy been permitted, but even encouraged by 
the Executive, it might be found in the factthat, 
in the late Baltimore Convention, a surveyor gen- 
eral ofa large State of the West was a memder, 
wahin go snort a tune atter the date of his ao- 
antinen, taat d doubt whether he had actualy 
ee tastalicd in office before he made his appear- 
ance as no active member of that beady. Again, 
sw: a gencemain who had spent the preceding 
winter da close connection with the Executive,as 
one of the commissioners for the adjudication of 
chums under the French treaty, at a salary of 
three thousand dollars a year, was one of the 
Most efficient members of that convention. The 
secretary of that commission was also a member. 
In fact, without the contingency of that commis- 
sion, ldo not see how the convention could have 
gotten along at all. Yet, sir, when this practice 
was s30 notorinus—so approved, as it must have 
been—in the face, E say, of all these facts, the 
aticial organ (the Globe) continues to announce, 
for the edification of those of its readers who 
stand aloof from all the active scenes of party 
strife, and who read the Globe only, that the 
President is, in principle, opposed to all intertfer- 
ence of public officers in elections, and that he 
interdicted the practice in his inaugural address! 

The next most remarkable humbug grew out of 
the contest between the Administration and the 
United States Bank. I pass over some of the 
Fmallerand more disreputable receptions practiced 
wpon the people in this conflict; such as the alarm 
that was gotten up at the idea of using the capital 
of foreigners, and the apprehensions created that 
we would soon be under the government of the 
nobility of England, unless the bank was put 
down. Butthe one which answered the purposes 
of the party more effectually than the rest was the 
project of a gold and silver currency. This was 
urged with alt the apparent zeal of candor, and 
all the confidence of success. It took for its hour, 
and did more to secure the triumph of the party 
than all the other devices to which they have re- 
sorted. In many large States, in many entire sec- 
tions of the Union, in 1834, and until the elections 
were over in the fall of that year, it was the en- 
grossing topic, and the confidert belief that the 
administration of General Jackson had matured 
a scheme of policy which only required the sup- 
port of the people to enable them to carry it into 
eff:ct, which will restore the golden age. There 
was really something more fascinating in this 
scheme to the fancy of the people than the mere 
substituting gold and silver for bank paper. The 
idea of increased means, and new sources of en- 
joyment, were associated with the new policy in 
their minds. The effect was great. I remember 
well the sensation produced in the State of Ten- 
nessee upon this subject. We had the honor of 
a visit from our respected Chief Magistrate that 
year, about the time of the first issue of the new 
gold coin; and the attentive and vigilant Secretary | 
of the Treasury did the President the honor to 
forward to him a few of the first new and shining 
pieces which dropped from the Mint. I believe f - 
would not err if Í were to say that these beautiful ‘| 
and attractive evidences of the wisdom and patri- | 
otiem of the Administration in its struggle against || 
the Bank of the United States, and itd alleged cor- 
rupt supporters, were exhibited by the President 
to thousands, and to some with the intended ef- 
fect. At the same time, the proposition that gold 
and silver were the only constitutional currency, 
stated by the Presidentin the form of a sentiment 
at a public dinner, which he gratified the citizens 
of Nashville by accepting, was arrayed before the 
public with all the consequence and effect his great 
name and official station could give it. 

From that time forward any man who held 
opinions favorable to a bank was denounced as 
an en to the new and glorious project of 
General Jackson in relation to a gold and silver 
carrency. The subject became the burden of 
Public addresses to the people. A Senator from 
the State of Tennessee [Mr. Gauxpr] distin- 
guished himself that year by bolstering up this 

umbag. Well, sir, at that moment there were 
four hundred and fifty banks chartered by the 
States, and more than four hundred actually in 
Operation, and all of them authorized to issue 


' year, as a specimen of the new currency, which 
|| was soon to supply the place of bank rags. At. 
i, the same time a general prejudice, or rather in- || fi 


os n | = : 
notes. But what marks the peculiar grossness and present Administration to 


! uate, beenappointed Chief Justice of the 
: Court—in my opinion the very first and most 


profligacy of the imposture practiced upon the 
people is the fact that the official journal of the 
same party which resorted to this shameful arti- 
fice had, up to that time, earnestly recommended 
the establishment of new and additional State 
banks. This faet is so striking an illustration of 
the principles and character of the party, that I 
beg leave to read an article or two upon this sub- 
ject trom the Globe: 

* State Bayyxs.—It was anticipated from the zeal with 
which the respeetive Legislatures of Kenineky, Indiana, 
and Omo entered upon tie duly of establishing State insti- 
tutions, to secure to the Siate governments the cmoluments 
growing out ot the banking business, that cach, by this 
time, wonkl have had atocal system in Hll operation. This 
seemed indispensable, as well to meet the necessities of 
the people, incident to the wining upof the United States 
Bank, as to enable the States to appropriate to themselves 
respectively the benefits resulting from that event. The 
meneral wish of the people scemed to require of their Rep- 
resentatives the prompt accorsplishinent of this important 
odject. How deeply the people have been disappointed 
Appears from the demands now made, through public meet- 
lass, for an immediate aet of the Legislatures in some of 
these States, ty resume the business of the chartering State 
barks."’-~ Daily Glohe, March 23, 1833. 


Not a word about the limitation of notes above 
five or ten dollars. 

Ifthe committee willindulge me, I will now read 
an article from the same paper, urging, in the 
Strongest terms, and by the most persuasive ar- 
gument, the establishment of a bank with a large 
capital, by the State of Pennsylvania! I sre 
surprise in the countenances of many honorable 
members, but I hold the article in my hand. 
[Cries of ‘* Read!’? “ Read !’’ from many mem- 
bers. ] 

“ Pennsylvania has incurred immense expenditure, and 
accumulated a large debt, in expanding her improvements 
and giving an impulse to her commercial enterprise which, 
in conpecUon with her central position, will serve to make 
her commercial mart a sort of reservoir into which, and 
trom which, the currency of the country will flow; and why 
should not the State profit by its internal advantages, and 
by the artificial aids which have cost so much? Why should 
she not estabiish a bank of a large capital, in which she 
should be interested as the principal stockholder? Sucha 
hank, especially if the faith of the State were pledged for 
the redemption of its paper, would command universal con- 
fidence, and would, doubtless, become the depository of 
the public funds accumulated at Philadelphia. The stock 
ofa State bank. thus holding relations with the Treasury 
(necessarily resulting from the closing of the foreign brokers 
office, misnamed the Bank of the United States) would be 
of incalculable value to the commonwealth. Under proper 
management, its dividends would relieve the State from the 
interest of its debt, and the people from the burden of taz- 
ation. It would, in effect, wipe out the debt which has 
cast a shadow over the bright prospects of the State, and 
remove the feeling of discontent which manifested itself 
in the late election for Governor.” 


Here, sir, we have a direct offer of a combina- 
tion between the Treasury of the United States 
and this new Bank of Pennsylvania, or, in other 
words, a union of the State and Federal patron- 
age, for the purpose of securing the permanent 
ascendency of the party in that great State; and 
this from the acknowledged organ of the party, 
and the protegé of the majority of this House at 
this moment! But I have not yet said all I in- 
tended to say upon the subject of the gold and 
silver humbug. It is well known that, in 1834, 
the people of the great State of Pennsylvania, as 
well as some others, were in perfect écstasies at 
the idea that an exclusive gold and silver cur- 
rency was to be one of the glorious results of the 
sound principles and energy of the present Ad- 
ministration. I have been informed that pieces 
of the new coin were actually exhibited from the | 
hustings and at the polls, in the clections of that 


| dignation, was excited among the people against | 
all incorporations. All stockholders in banks | 
: were stigmatized as monopolists and aristocrats. 
| It is eertain that the elections in many districts | 
| were controlled by the cant of the party press and | 
party leaders upon these topics. It will not as- 
tonish those who have observed the blindness | 
and devotion of party zeal within the last two or | 
three years, to find that these very doctrines and 
sentiments were considered and repudiated by the 
then Secretary of the Treasury, then, and since, 
one of the greatest favorites of the President. | 
allude to Roger B. Taney, who has sincé, in con- 
sideration of his devotion to the principles which, 
as it is alleged, have been the great object of the’ 


| 


d perpet- 
Supreme 


carry outan 


desirable ofice under this Government. T'his cir- 
cumstance is so very singular in the history of 
the gold and silver humbug, as to deserve a more 
particularnotice, The favorite minister was never 
more explicit and positive than in his opinions 
upon the questions which were still made the 
party hobbies or humbug of the season, For the 
edification of those who have not observed the 
course of the party as closely as I have, L will 
read a few passages from the fetter of the late 
Secretary of the Treasury, of the 15th of April, 
1834, to the Comunittee of Ways and Means, 
upon this subject: 


~“ Tt is evident that the chief part of the paper currency 
of the United States mast always be furnished hy the State 
banks.” 

++ The notes of the different local banks forin the ordinary 
circulating medium fer the grent body cr our citizens, and 
it would be unjust to them to disregard its condition.” 

sit will be seen from this statement that it is no part of 
the proposed pan to dispense with the State banks. [tob- 
viously is notin the power ot Congress (if it desired to do 
so) totake any measures for that purpose withoutan amend- 
ment to the Constilunon, And the States would hot, and 
ought not, to sarvuder the power of chartering banking 
companies. The State banks are now to numerous, and 
are 50 inuimaiely connected with our habits and pursuits, 
that it is impossible to suppose that the system can ever be 
entirely abandoned. Nor is it desirable that it should be. 
They arc often abused. like all other human Institutions 5 
yet their advantages ure many, and, under proper regula- 
tions aad with the metatiie basis now proposed for their 
paper issues, they will be found of much public advantage. 

* ff there were no State banks, the profitable business of 
banking and exchange would be monopolized by the great 
eapitalists. Operations of this sort require capital and credit 
to a large extent, and a private individual in moderate cir- 
cumstances would be unable to conduct them with any ad- 
vantage. Yetthere is. perhaps. no business which yiclds 
a profit so certain and liberal as the business of banking and 
exchange; and it is proper that it should be open, as tar as 
practicable, to the most free compctition, and its advant- 
ages shared by all classes of society. Individuals of mod- 
erate means cannot participate in them unless they com- 
bine together, and, by the union of many small sums, create 
a large capital and establish an extensive credit. fis im- 
possible to accomplish this object without the aid of acts 
of incorporation, so as to give to the company the security 
of unity of action, and save it from the disadvantage of 
frequent changes in the partnership, by the death or retire- 
ment of some one of the numerous partners. The incor- 
porated banks, moreover, undcr proper regulations, will 
offer a safe and convenient investment of small sums to 
persons whose situations and pursuits disable them from 
employing the money profitably in any other mode. Jt is 
not more Hable to be lost when vested in the stock of a bank 
than when it is loaned to individuals, The interest on itis 
paid with more punctuality, and it can be sold and con- 
verted into cash whenever the owner desires to employ it 
in any other way.” 

“ For these reasons, it ig neither practicable nor desirable 
to discountenance the continuance of the State banks. 
They are convenient and useful, also, for the purposes of 
commerce. No commercial or manufacturing community 
could conduct its business to any advantage without a 
liberal system of credits, and a facility ef obtaining money 
on Joan when thé exigencies of their business may require 
it. This cannot be obtained without the aid of a paper 
circulation, founded on credit.” 


Would any one have supposed that at this 
time, and during the remainder of that year, the 


` project ef a gold and silver currency as a substi- 
, tute for bank notes was the most powerful and 


effective weapon ever wielded by the party? Yet 
such was the fact. But, what is quite as remark- 
able, it was, I believe, in the same year that 
Mr. Benton (who would be greatly offended if 


! any one questioned the sincerity of his views in 


relation to the policy as well as the practicability 
of establishing a gold and silver currency as a 
substitute for bank paper in this country) pub- 
lished a long and elaborate letter vindicating the 
late Secretary Taney, and placing him upon the 
highest ground as a statesman and minister of 
nance! 
The next in order, and the last but one of the 
series of impostures practiced on the public of 
late, which [hall notice, wasthe alleged danger 
of an election by the House of Representatives, 
by which members of Congress would have it in 
their power to make a President; and hence the 
necessity of a national. convention or caucus of 
the party, to select a candidate who will be able 
to unite the support of a majority of the people. 
An clection by the House of Representatives, it 
was said, will always be made upon corrupt mo- 
tives. Bargain and intrigue would carry every- 
thing in the House, and those members who could 
not be brought to stipulate for offices, in consid- 
eration of their votes, might and would be bought 


~ 
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up by the ample means of the Bank of the Uni- 
ted States. Well, sir, what was the remedy for 
this great mischief. An election—yes, sir, an 
election; for, when this practice of caucus nom- 


inant party in this country, the election of Pres- 
ident will always be by a convention or caucus; 
that is, in order to avoid the intrigue and corrup- 
tion of an election by this House, we must resort 
to aconvention composed of gentlemen whocannot 
be seduced by the offer either of offices or bribes 
in money —pure patriots, who will only have the 
interest of their country in view! Such was the 
cant of the whole party, and the people in many 
of the States were taken by it. Well, sir, the 
Baltimore Convention was held—a convention of 
immaculates truly! The Constitution, from a 
Pa iously excluded all officeholders from a seat 
in this House, supposed them always exposed to 
influences which would cause them to be unsafe 
legislators or electors. Butin this new Congress, 
chosen for the election of President of a party, 
the officers of the Government were actually the 
most active, leading, and managing men of the 
body; and, as if to show their utter contempt of 
the cant of their own party, about the necessity 
of choosing a President under circumstances to- 
tally free from any suspicion of ginister or selfish 
motives, the members of the Baltimore Conven- 
tion elected a distinguished gentleman to pre- 


er jealousy of Executive power and influence, ` 


side over their deliberations, who had, for more , 


than a year, had a contingent commission in his 
pocket for one of the highest -stations under the 
Government. But the extent of the imposture 
will only be fully developed, when it is known 
that this identical party, which, during the last 
year, kept up such an alarm about the danger of 
an election by the House, actually defeated a 
proposition in this House the winter before, to 
amend the Constitution šo as to prevent the elec- 
tion of a President at any future time from de- 
volving upon the House. 

But a word or two upon the subject of the al- 
leged venality and corruption of this House. 
How dare any man who isa friend to the Consti- 
stution—who is sincerely an advocate of a free 
‘representative government—with what consist- 
ency, I say, can such a man affirm and proclaim 
to the world that the members of this House, 
elected in pursuance of the laws and Constitution, 


i 


and the representatives of a clear majority of the | 


American people, are more liable to be influenced 
by corrupt and venal considerations, than the 
members of such a motley assembly as that which 


lately sat at Baltimore? Were they more honest ' 


thao the members of this House? Had they more 
elevation of character? Were they more clearly 
and decideddy the representatives of the feelings, 
intelligence, and principles of the people of the 
United States? Were they less given to intrigue? 
Could not offices be promised to members of that 
body as well as to members of Congress? Could 
not bribes be given and received with as much 
facility there as here? Were the members of that 


River and Harbor Bili—Mr. Bell. 


would be but an humble competitor in the market 
of this House for votes, in a conflict with the 
Government, backed by a capital of thirty millions 


t é | per annum! Yes, sir; even supposin i 
inations becomes the established usage of a dom- H eed o Ie Ae 


ouse was composed of the vile and unprincipled 


wretches which it has been represented to be, and i 


the Bank of the United States were to enter the 
market with its whole resources of capital and 
credit, it could not maintain a competition with 
the Government for one moment. The Govern- 
ment may distribute its bribes in the disguise of 
rewards for public services, and so avoid any 
wound to the consciences of the honest patriots 
ofthe House. The bribes which the Government 


can offer are also solid and lasting. The bank is 
generally supposed to administer its bribes in the | 


shape of loans, upon security, which the borrower 
must repay with interest; but the Government can 
vest estates for life, and bestow its millions per 
annum, without interest, and never be reimbursed. 
If, sir, I repeat; the members of this House be the 
corrupt and corruptible representatives of the peo- 
ple, which thousands have been made to believe, 


and the next election should devolve upon them, | 


there need no ghost rise from the grave to tell us 


who will be elected! Why, sir, the forty deposit | 


or pet banks, or rather Government banks, will 


be more than an over-match for the United States ; 


Bank in the work of bribery and corruption; and 
the vast patronage of the Government will be a 


clear surplus of means in the hands of the Gov- ' 


ernment candidate. . 
Let it be remembered that it is not the revenue 
of a single year which may be made available by 


, the candidate who has the favor of the Executive. 


The revenues and patronage of the Government 
may be mortgaged by pledges and promises for the 
succeeding four, or even eight years. I reaffirm 


that, under the circumstances supposed, there | 
could be no doubt who would be the next Presi- | 


dent; and the party and its leaders know this full 
well. But, sir, they dare not risk an election by the 
House, with all their ample means. I call upon 
honorable gentlemen of this House to say if they 
are not upholding the nomination of the Baltimore 
Convention at the sacrifice of the character of the 


. House of Representatives for honor, integrity, 


and independence. 
ther, whether there has not been a labored and 
systematic attempt to disparage and degrade the 

ational Legislature in order to accomplish mere 
party ends. 


But, sir, the crowning humbug of all is to be | 


noticed yet. Asif determined to give an exam- 
ple of impudence and absurdity which might, un- 


‘der favorable auspices, prove successful in prac- 


ticing upon the credulity of a people said to be 
the most enlightened in the world, which should 
never be surpassed, the party, which thus gets 
up one humbug after another, and which scarcely 
allows one to pass away until it has another still 
more absurd treading upon its heels, making the 


people the dupes of a series of State tricks and | 


impositions of the grossest character, assume, in 


. their public addresses and journals, that they are 


assembly less needy, or more indifferent to office, |. 


than the members of this House? But, sir, why 
should the party of the Baltimore nominee fear 


an election by this House, if it is ree!ly believed i 


to be so easily won from its duty by the corrupt- 


ing influence either of money or of office? Sir, : 
itis all the merest pretense and imposture that ; 


‘was cver attempted to mislead the people. That 
party dreads a contest upon equal grounds, and 
without the aid of false pretenses, both before the 
people and this House. The free and unbiased 
choice of the people is not less dreaded than the 
integrity of an American House of Representa- 
tives. Sir, if this House is to be swayed in an 
election by bribery and corruption, does not every 
one know that, in the means of corruption and 
bribery, there is one candidate for the Presidency 
rich beyond the possibility of rivalship or com- 
petition? The gold of the United States Bank is 
constantly held up before the people as the dreaded 


source of the corruption of members of Congress. | 
It is supposed that that institution could afford a 
few millions for the sake of a recharter. Suppose, 


air, that the directors of that institution were 
prodigate enough to Jend, and the members of this 


i 


l 


ali : x 
ouse were base enough to borrow, its entire j; charged with the avowal of dangerous doctrines 
capital, as the wages of their corruption, the bank ii in his celebrated proclamation, the charge is an- 


the only champions of the rights of the people; 
the only orthodox believers in their perfect com- 


‘ petency for sclf-government; and they allege that 


they are warring against a party which entertains 
doubts upon this question! If this is not entitled 
to become a premium specimen of impudence and 


absurdity, J can conceive of nothing that would. ` 


I-have done, sir, with this part of my subject. 
There is onc apology, or rather justification, 


i Mr. Chairman, which I have often heard urged 
‘ for all that has been done by the party, in the 


course of the present Administration, which is so 
objectionable that I feel constrained to notice it 
upon this occasion, It is, that the people have 
approved everything that has been said or done. 
It is one of the most fallacious and insidious doc- 
trines that can*be started in a free Government. 


The idea that the people can never do or sanction 
any wrong, I believe may be regarded as one of | 


the dogmas of the dominant party, or rather, one 


of their professed principles. Thus, sir, if General 
` Jackson is arraigned for the doctrines of his veio 


message upon the Maysville road bill, the answer 
is, that the people, by his reélection, have sanc- 
tioned his course upon this subject. If he is 


I call upon them to say, fur- ` 
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| swered by averring that the people have approved 
them. If it is alleged that he has abused his 
powers under the Constitution and laws, in the 
:| removal of the public deposits, he is defended by 
i! showing that the people have applauded and sus- 
tained what he has done. If the President shall 
openly interfere in elections, and attempt to secure 
the election of a favorite for his successor, the 
cry will still be, that, by returning a majority of 
the members of this House favorable to his wishes 
upon this point, the people have stamped his in- 
terference with theirapprobation. Thus, whether 
the question be one of constitutional power or of 
mere expediency—whether it be an abuse or a 
usurpation of power—it is all one, while the peo- 
ple applaud and sanction; the argument is, that 
all is right, and it is anti-republican to raise ob- 
|, jections. This is a most agrant error, and, if 
sustained by general acquiescence, it must prove 
; fatal to the Constitution. Why, sir, if the peo- 
ple can never err, why have a Constitution? why 
place any restrictions upon the action of Con- 
gress or the Executive? why not leave both to be 
governed by the will of the people, as expressed 
` at their elections and through their Representa- 
tives—the President in the executive department 
and the members of Congress in the legislative 
department? If whatever the people may, at any 
time, do or approve, must be right, and cannot 
| be questioned, then, I say, the Constitution is an 
idle piece of State mummery—a mockery ! 
|| Sir, it is because it was known by the framers 
| of the Constitution that the people could err; that 
the representatives of their feelings and wishes 
would often err, if left free to do as they thought 
proper; it is for this very reason, that the people 
; may erř, that a. Constitution or fundamental law 
was invented, and is accounted of infinite value. 
It is for this reason that it is considered the glory 
of the last century, and of the American States, 
` to have eeesnciled the idea of a free Government 
i with perfect security to the rights both of person 
l and of property, against the capricious impulses, 
' gudden excitements, and prejudices of the people, 
by the invention of that great improvement in 
government—a written Constitution. Those who 
; hold the doctrine that the people cannot err, are 
foes to all constitutional Governments. Sir, so 
‘far is it from being true that the people cannot 
err, that. from the foundation of the world, the 
most enlightened people that have existed in the 
different ages of it are admitted by all histogians, 
whether republicans or monarchists to have erred 
| —erred grievously for the liberties and happiness 
of thémselves and of mankind. Yes, sir, from 
the days of Moses to the present day, the people 
i have erred. The proofs may be found in Holy 
| Writ; and it is contrary to our religious faith to 
“affirm that a whole people, a prosperous and 
happy people, may not err. We are bound to 
believe that a whole people, with the clearest 
light to guide them, but seduced by their pas- 
sions, and misled by the arts of pretended proph- 
ets and ambitious knaves, have repeatedly de- 
serted the worship of the living God, and given 
themselves over to the adoration of idols. This 
: Same people, not content with the simple govern- 
; ment of the law, under the auspices of which they 
| had passed the perils of forty years’ sojourn in 
the wilderness, and took possession of a land 
‘flowing with milk and honey, would insist upon 
` a change of government. They then conceived 
1a fancy for a government of judges; and, finally, 
i| they would havea king! The enlightened people 
i of the States of ancient Greece, skiHed in the 
i| knowledge of government in all its forms, and 
ii most of them, at one time, in the enjoyment of 
| Governments as free as our own, and for a long 
| 


| period filling the world with the fame of their 
; triumphs in arts and in arms, yet fell from their 
high estate by the errors of the people. 
|| The people of republican Rome erred when they 
deserted the standard of the republican leaders, 
and went over in crowds to shout in the train of 
| Cesar. - The people of England erred when they 
set aside the honest men of their party, and mis- 
‘took that hypocrite and tyrant, Cromwell, for a 
| republican patriot and statesman. - The people 
of France, of free and regenerated France, of re- 
‘publican France, erred, first in voting Napoleon 
; to be Consul for life, and afterwards in voting that 
he should be Emperor. It is not true, then, that 
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the people cannot err; but it is true, that those | 
who in every age have been most forward and || 
zealous in flaitering the people with the idea that |; 
they cannot err, have been the first to take ad- | 
vantage of their errors, and to betray their liber- `` 
ties. But though the people may, and often do 
err—though they may, and are often led astray 
by false friends and false pretenses, yet our hap- 
piness and our security consists in the further 
truth, that the great body of the people, especially 
of an agricultural people, are honest; and as long 
as the forms of a free Government are permitted 
to remain, and the power of the ballot-box is not 
superseded by the power of the sword, they may 
be recalled from their errors—the artifices of the 
imposters who have misled them may be unveiled. 
This is the true basis of the value of a free repre- 
sentative Government. It never was founded 
upon the idea that the people cannot err. The 
. people sometimes do err, but the moment they 
are made sensible of their error, they do not hes- 
itate to retrace their steps. This will be our hope 
in much worse times than these. I am not certain 
that things will not have to grow worse in this 
country than they are even now, before they can 
be better. But let us hear no more of the argu- 
ment that, because the people have elected any 
man President, and sent a majority of the mem- 
bers of this House to support him, all is right. | 
Thank God, this is no certain test, either of right, 
of truth, or of patriotism. 

There is another argument, or rather gross 
error, prevalent upon this subject. Itis not un- | 
common to hear it said that the country is un- ` 
usually prosperous and flourishing, in all the - 
departments of industry, agriculture, commerce, 
and manufactures; that the revenues exceed the 

„wants of Government; and, what is more than 
all, the national character abroad was never so 
respectable, or more respected; and it is asked, | 
how can these circumstances, so gratifying to the `; 
pride of every American heart, exist under an 
Administration, the principles and practices of 
which are alleged to be so much at war with the 
public welfare and liberties? Every member pres- 
_ent has, no doubt, heard the prosperous condition || 
.of this country repeatedly appealed to, in order ‘| 
to give a color of prejudice and untruth to the $ 
charge of vicious practices in the Administration. | 
. It is as surprising as it must be mortifying to the | 
prise of those who regard the people of the United |; 
_ States as the most enlightened in the world, to 
observe with how large a proportion of them the | 
fact of the general prosperity is a sufficient an- | 
swer to all that can be said and all that can be 
. proved against the principles and conduct of the | 
dominant party. Yet, who is there that is really | 
enlightened, and well informed in the nature and | 
history of government, who does not know—that ` 
great and general prosperity, in arts, in trade, || 
and in arms, so far from being inconsistent with | 
. a corrupt and unprincipled Administration—that | 
. itis at such periods that dangerous principles and |; 
. practices take their deepest and most fatal hold; i 
that the seeds of future misrule, of corruption, | 
and a vicious action of the Government, are most j: 
. widely sown; for then itis that that jealousy and ; 
watchfulness of the people over the conduct of 
those in power, so necessary to preserve the | 
purity of the public administration, are almost 
sure to slumber. In such a period, the malprac- 
tices of an Administration incur the contempt, or 
escape the notice of the people. Principles are 
avowed and practiced upon, of the mostdangerous 
tendency, without attracting observation. The | 
people industrious] y employed in profiting by the 
general harvest, or steeped in the enjoyment of 
stores already accumulated, are deaf to the warn- 
ings of patriotism. 

But there is another truth connected with this 
subject, which ought tobe noticed. Thereis no 
well-informed man in the country who does not 
know that a temporary condition of prosperity 
and general happiness among the people may 
exist under a Government of any form. Proofs 
innumerable of this position might be drawn from 
history. At no period was there more general 
happiness among the people of Athens and of 
Attiga, in ancient Greece, and a state of more 
general prosperity, both in agricultural and com- 
mercial pursuits, than under the sway of oneman; 
hor was there ever a public administration of the 
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affairs of a State more satisfactory to the people 
generally, than the administration of that man; '' 
yet cotemporary and all subsequent historians | 
have denounced Pisistratus a tyrant—that is, a 
man whose will was supreme. The reign of the 
family of the Medici in Florence may be cited as 
an instance of the same kind, and both perfectly 
applicable, for in both instances all the forms of a 
free Government were strictly observed. One of the 
most learned and accomplished historians of any 
age (Gibbon) has said, that if he were required 
to point to the period in the history of the world 
at which the greatest degree of human happiness 
was enjoyed by the greatest number of the human 
race, he would designate the reign of three suc- 
cessive emperors of Rome, who happened to be | 


‘ equally distinguished for their talents and their 


virtues. When was England more prosperous | 
as a nation—when her name and her might more ` 
respectable, or actually more respected and feared 
all over Europe, than under the administration 
of Cromwell? Yet even a British House of Com- 
mons disdained to be his supple tools in the exe- 
cution of all his plans and wishes, and for that 
reason he finally kicked them all out of their seats, 
and ruled with absolute sway. Allthis was done | 


; inthe name of liberty and of the Commonwealth. | 


Again, sir, in what period in the history of France 
were the French people more generally prosper- '' 
ous, and when was France more terrible to her 7 
enemies, or more potent in the protection of her ‘/ 
own interests, than under the administration of | 
Napoleon? Butit is useless to multiply examples. 
I have said enough to demonstrate that it is no || 
argument to say that because there is a season of | 
general prosperity, there is nothing rotten or 
dangerous in the principles and practices of the 
party which now govern this country. 


LOSS OF THE FORTIFICATION BILL. 


OF VIRGINIA, 
In rae Hovse or REPRESENTATIVES, 
- January 22, 1836, 


On the causes of the loss of the Fortification Bill. 


Mr. WISE said: 

Mr. Speaker: I did not expect this discussion || 
to arise to-day. I was in preparation for it on 
another occasion, and if my facts, and inferences 
from them, be not presented so well arranged as 
they might be, and as is desirable they should be, | 
I hope I shall be excused on the score of being 
thus called up unexpectedly. The whole matter 
shall be right in print. 

Sir, this has become a very important subject, 
and should be so considered. The question, 
“ Who is responsible for the failure of the fortifi- 
cation bill of the last session?’ is now made to 
supersede almost every other question, no matter | 
how deeply, pressingly, and immediately it may | 
involve the most important public interests for the 
future. I readily confess that we should be pro- 
viding for the future rather than be squabbling | 
about the past. But so it is, ‘the party”? has | 
seen fit to make this a test question of 
merit; it hasbeen discussed inall the public prints, 
particularly in that which is the organ of the Ad- 
ministration, is made the most prominent subject 
of discussion in Congress; the most woeful mis- 
representations concerning it have obtained cur- 


; rency and credence; the innocent are made to 


bear the sins of the guilty; truth and justice both 
have been violated; a presidential canvass is made 
in part to depend upon this question; the public 
mind is anxiously inquiring about it, and I am 
determined that the whole truth shall be told, and 
that all the light which I can shed upon it shall 
be given to the world. The discussion thus far 
has been perfectly blindfold. By one party the 
Senate, by another the House of Representatives, 
has been charged with the loss of that bill. Now, 
the main fact which I rise to establish is, that 
neither the Senate nor the House of Represent- 
atives is justly chargeable with its failure. 


political |: 
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this Journal [holding up the Journal of the last 
House] alone, and by other indubitable testimony 
besides, that neither the Senate nor the House was 
responsible or censurable for the failure of that 
bill. The Senate did its duty, the House did its 
duty, and both were not only willing but anxious 
for its passage. No blame for its failure is fairly 
attributable to either. Called upon to say upon 
whom the blame should fall, I say, as Nathan 
said unto David,‘ Thouart the man!” [pointing 
directly at Mr. CAMBRELENG. | 

Let not the gentleman from New York [Mr. 
CaMBRELENG] lake this as personally unfriendly 
or unkind. That gentleman has always been 
courteous and kind to me,and I desire ever to be 
courteous, kind, and respectful to him;—but truth 
and duty impose a task upon me on this occasion, 
which I must perform, regardless of all personal 
considerations. This subject is introduced by 
himself, the question is up, it is fair to discuss it, 
he ts here present to defend himself, ** eye toeye, 
and face to face;”’ this House is the place for the 
trial, before the eyes of the whole nation, and the 
truth, the whole truth,and nothing but the truth— 
so help us God! should go forth to the people 
from this Capitol! 

I here charge him as being wholly, or in part 
with others of his party, responsible for the failure 
of the fortification bill at the last session of the 
last Congress. And, sir, the gentleman from 
North Carolina, [Mr. Bynum,] who spoke a few 
days ago on the increase of Navy appropriations, 
need not have been so particular to throw a 
stumbling-block in the way of freedom of speech 
and of inquiry on this subject, by repeating 


‘emphatically so often that it was “not true” that 


the House of Representatives was responsible 
for the failure of that bill. No man who knows 
the truth of the case will presume or pretend to 
charge the House of Representatives with that 
failure. Whether the House of Representatives 
was guilty or not guilty, is not the true issue. 
No one will join that issue with the gentleman, 
and no one who knows the truth of the case will 
accuse the Senate. 

I here make the charge as I believe it, from the 
Journal, my own evidence, and that of others, to 


; be true; and I appeal to the facts to sustain it. 
' To the facts, then !—to the facts ! 


On the night of Tuesday, the 3d of March, 
1835, the three million amendment to bill No. 600, 
‘© An act making appropriations for certain forti- 


|| fications of the United States, heretofore com- . 


' menced, for the year 1835,” was reported by the 
' Committee of the Whole House on the state of 
j the Union. That amendment read as follows: 

| And be it further enacted, That the sum of $3,000,000 be, 
and the same is hereby, appropriated out of any money in 
the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, to be expended, 
in whole or in part, under the direction of the President ot 
the United States, for the military and naval service, includ- 
ing fortifications and ordnance and increase of the Navy: 
Provided, Such expenditures shall be rendered necessary 
for the defense of the country prior to the next meeting of 
Congress.” 


On the question that the House do concur with 
. the committee in this amendment, the vote stood 
| —yeas 109, nays 717. Number of votes, one hun- 
i dred and eighty-six. 
t 


I beg of the House to mark the number of votes 
iven as I proceed. 

On the bill to establish branches of the Mint, 
| the next vote, upon a call of yeas and nays, was— 
yeas 115, nays 60. Number of votes, one hun- 
Gred and seventy-five. , ` 

A message was afterwards received from the 
Senate informing the House that they disagreed to 
the three-million amendment, A motion was then 
made by Mr. Gholson that the House do recede 
from its amendment. The previous question was 
then called, and on the main question, ‘ Will the 
House recede from the said amendment?” the vote 
stood—yeas 87, nays 110. Number of votes, one 
hundred and ninety-seven. 

The House then insisted on its amendment, and 
sent a message to inform the Senate. The Senate 
then returned a message that the Senate ‘‘ adhere 
to their disagreement to the amendment of the 
House.’’ 

A motion was then made by Mr. Cambreleng 


I say, let all crimination and recrimination 
between the Senate and House of Representatives, 
both innocent, for ever cease, for.]. can prove by 


that the House do adhere to their said amend- 
ment. 
The SPEAKER interrupted Mr. W., by say- 
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ing it was not in order to call members by name 
on the floor. 

Mr. WISE replicd that he was reading from 
the Journal of the last Congress. 

Upon a motion then to recede, the previous 

ucstion was demanded; and upon the question, 


« Will the House recede?” the vote stood—yeas | 


38, nayi 107. Number of votes one hundred and 
ninety-five, 

A cepa was then made by Mr. Hubbard 
that the House do ask a conference; which mo- 
tion wascarried; and Mr.Cambreleng, Mr. Lewis, 
and Mr. Hubbard were appointed managers to 
conduct the said conference on the part of the 


House. i 


Here, sir, permit me to remark that the Hon. 


Dixon H. Lewis, of Alabama, has not yet ar- 
rived, from indisposition, and he is not here to 


testify. I wish for the sake of a full development. 


he were in his place. But, sir, Mr. Cambreleng 
is now in this House, and Mr. Hubbard is now 
in the Senate. 


The SPEAKER again interposed, and said the | 
gentleman was out of order in calling gentlemen : 


by their names. 

Mr. WISE again replied that he was reading 
from the Journal of the last Congress. 

The SPEAKER said the gentlemen named are 
of this House. 

Mr. WISE. Well, sir, Mr. Lewis, of the last 


Congress, is not here; Mr. Cambreleng, of the : 


last Congress, is now of this House; and Mr. Hub- 
bard, of the last Congress, is now of the Senate; 
and Mr. Cambreleng, of the last Congress, can 
here tell the whole truth, and Mr. Hubbard, of the 
last Congress, can tell the whole truth in his place, 
if the gentlemen will come out fully, as they 
should. Each House in this Congress is supplied 
from the committee of conference of the last ses- 
sion with a witness of all the facts, who can, if 
he will, disclose the real truth of this whole trans- 
action, Will they tell what they know? 


if 


or he was guilty of a neglect of duty in delaying 
so long to attend the committee of conference. 
From the time of the appointment of the con- 
ferces until the vote on the Cumberland road bill, 
more than an hour elapsed, and if the gentleman 
was so conscientious about the time of night he 
legislated, he should have hastened to do his duty 
on the committee of conference, lest the House 
should expire before this precicus bill could in 
conscience be saved. As he did not though, but 
delayed until the hour had come, he should, on 
that ground, if on no other, be held respousible. 
But, sir, my recollection is, that the committee 
of conference returned into the House befure the 
vote on the Cumberland road bill; and just before 
or at the time of that vote, the first notice that I 
heard was given of the hour. The vote on the 
Cumberland 


| 
i 


'j 


not so late as twelve o’clock when the vote on the 
Cumberland road bil! was taken. He recollected 


| there was a diversity of opinion about the hour. 


Mr. WISE. Well, sir, the gentleman has 
served in more than one Congress; did he ever 
know any diversity of opinion, any question about 


! the hour, before the last night of the last session? 


road bill was taken up after twelve | 


o’clock at night, l know, from two circumstances. ` 


Mr. Gilmer, of Georgia, than whom no man is 


' time 


more honest, and no man more unaffectedly scru- | 


pulous on points of conscience, when his name 


was called, rose, pulled out his watch, and audi- ` 


bly announced it to the House that he could no 
longer sit in his place and vote, for the reason 
that the hour of twelve had arrived. He imme- 
diately left the House. He practiced bona fide 
what he professed. He gave me the first notice 


of the time, and of the question whether in fact i 


we were defunct. He did not depend upon that 
false clock face, [pointing to the clock above the 
Speaker’s chair,} the hands of which were made 
that night to point backwards. It was the first 
time in my life I ever saw old Time flying back- 


‘wards; the old might soon have returned to their 


, youth again, 


I wish that clock was all that is 
false which is fair about this Capitol. He relied 
on his own watch, which was regulated by his 
conscience, 


‘ struck by the conduct of Mr. Gilmer, upon whose 
"| watch and whose conscience I could rely, I was | 
on the point of making opposition to the bill be- ' 


Will: 


they satisfy the public mind? Will they disclose |’ 


all, and conceal nothing? 
out, and hold nothing back, for the sake of truth 
and justice! Sir, I could not sit in my seat 
ealmly and coolly, and suffer the torture of this 
controversy, much less rise and speak, knowing 
the whole truth, without disclosing it fully, 

could not permit innocence in my sight to grope 
about blindly for its defense, though guilt should 
fall on my own head by disclosing the truth. I 
could not see violence done to truth and justice 
whilst I was present, ready with the means of 
vindicating both. Let the witnesses, the best 


I pray them to speak | 


witnesses the case admits of, come forward and | 
testify fully as to all the facts, known or unknown. 


Will they do it? 
Mr. CAMBRELENG said he would tell all. 
Mr. WISE. fam glad to hear it, and I shall 
congratulate the country and the friends of truth 
ano ae ies if all be told. But to proceed. 


e Senate was notified of the request for a ` 


conference, 


The House then proceeded to the consideration - 


of the bill to render permanent the present mode 
of supplying the Army, &c.; which took up con- 
siderable ime. Mr. Briggs, from the Joint Com- 
mitteeon Enrolled Bills, reported the examination 


fore the House, for reason of the hour, as well 
as of constitutional objections, when I was pre- 
vented by my friend from Pennsylvania, [Mr. 
M’Kennan,] who held me down, ina playful way, 


Mr. BEARDSLEY said he could not submit 
thus to be catechised. 

Mr. WISE. I know, sir, from childhood up, 
that catechisms are unpleasant; but when truth 
is suffering violence we must all submit patiently 
to be questioned, and the nation must know all 
the facts and the whole intent in this case. But 
perhaps by that gentleman’s watch it was not 
then twelve o’clock, though it was soon after- 
wards. I know it was twelve o’clock and past, 
for I remember well the fact, that Mr. Gilmer, 
whose conscience did keep a strict watch over his 
iece, announced it to the House, and de- 
parted from his post, which he never did unless 
compelled by sickness or a sense of duty; and I 
know that I was held in my seat by the strong 
arm of a strong friend of the Cumberland road 
bill. The name of that gentleman is not the only 
name whichI wish the House to rememberamong 
the votes on this bill after twelve o’clock at night. 
Among the nays, sir, we find the name of Churchill 
C. Cambreleng. 

The SPEAKER again interrupted Mr. W. for 


‘ calling members by name. 


Mr. WISE. I claim the right to read the Jour- 


‘nal of the last session of Congress. Names, dates, 


Thus reminded of the hour, and | 


in my seat, which circumstance he may recollect. : 


Thus Fam certain that when the vote on the Cum- 
berland road bill was taken, the hour had come 
and was past! I voted on that bill on account 
of my constitutional objections to it, and declined 
several votes afterwards, until my colleague [Mr. 
Mercer] and others convinced me there was no 
foundation for the objection to voting after twelve 
o’clock. On the question ‘Shall the bill pass?” 


the vote stood—yeas 94, nays 80; number of : 


votes one hundred and seventy-four. 


This, sir, this was the last bona fide vote of the | 


last House of Representatives. Here it died, 


_Strangled by fraud and foul play ! 


I beg the House to stop here a moment with 


: me, whilst I collect together and group the facts 


which I wish borne along in our remembrance, 
when approaching other facts which follow. 
The House.will please to remember that the 


: committee of conference was appointed long be- 
' fore the vote on the Cumberland road bill, and 
_ time enough for them to have reported before the 
; hour expired, 


of two enrolled bills, and Mr. Dickerson reported ` l 
turned just before or at the time of the vote on the 


that forty-four bills had been presented to the 
President, the titles of which were named. Mr. 
Ashley, of Missouri, during this time, also, made 
several motions, which occupied considerable 
time, to take up a harbor bill, which does not ap- 
pear on the Journal. And at this and every 
point of time the House was delayed by con- 
Unual efforts to take up particular subjects not in 
order. 

The House then proceeded to the consideration 
of the Cumberland road bill. i 
vote on this bill, the conferees on the three mil- 
lion amendment had returned into the House. 


Previous to the: 


Remember that the committee of conference re- 


Cumberland road bill, or just before or atthe time 


of the vote on the Moore and Letcher resolutions; | 
| I care not which. 


That from the offering of the three million 
amendment until the Cumberland road bill, inclu- 


showing at the different times, 186, 175, 197, 195, 
and, immediately preceding the Moore and Letch- 
er resolutions, 174 members present and voting! 

Mark now the names of those who voted on 


-i the Cumberland road bill knowingly and witting- 


Mr. CAMBRELENG said, No, no; he had . 
remained in the House after being appointed on | 


the committee of conference until the vote on the 
Cumberland road bill, and voted on that bill; the 
committee did not return to the House until about 
the time of the vote on the Moore and Letcher 
resolutions, which was some time after twelve 
o’clock. 


Mr. WISE. The gentleman must be mistaken, 


ily, with proclamation of notice, after twelve 


o’clockatnight. Among the yeas in favor of that 


bill we find the name of Samuel Beardsley, a gen- 


tleman who, in a breath afterwards, excused him- 
self from voting for the reason ‘that the term for 
which the members of the Twenty-Third Con- 
gress had been elected, had expired? Such is 


` the vote, and such the reason for not voting, as 


i the Journal shows beyond dispute. 


Mr. BEARDSLEY said that by his watch it was 


sive, the yeas and nays were called five times, | 


| of Chur-ch-ill C. Cam-bre-leng. | 
'on!’? *Goon!’?} As soon as Churchill C. Cam- 


persons, facts, are what are wanted. I cannot 
getalong unless Iam permitted to call things by 
their right names. Itis impossible for me to get 
along with anything like a connected relation of 
facts, if I am thus to be interrupted. 

The SPEAKER said, the gentleman has the 
right to read from this Journal. I thought he 
was naming a gentleman in this House. 

Mr. WISE. I have told you, Mr. Speaker, 
repeatedly, that I was reading from the Journal, 
and I claim the right to read plainly out the name 
Cries of ** Go 


breleng gave this vote, and all the votes were told, 
after twelve o’clock at night, Churchill C. Cam- 
breleng, the chairman of the committce of con- 
ference, might as well have done his duty, and 
made his report to the House. But this is not 
all. Two enrolled bills were next reported, one 
of which the Speaker signed after twelve o’clock 
at night confessed] y. 

Mr. Jarvis, of Maine, then moved the follow- 
ing resolution: 

* Resolved, That the hour having arrived when the term 
for which this House was elected has expired, we do now 
adjourn.” 

Sir, note that here is a resolution offered to the 
House, giving additional notice to that of Mr. 
Gilmer, that the hour had come. Note by whom 


| this resolution was offered; by a gentleman who 


afterwards voted. 
The CHAIR again interposed for calling proper 
names. 
I call 


Mr. WISE. I read from the Journal. 


': the attention of the House to the fact that here is 


want of a quorum to prevent doing this? 
, debate, the previous question was moved and 
‘demanded. On the question, * Will the House 


a resolution to adjourn for the reason of the time 


: of night; that the hour had come; that we were 


dead. Mr. Jones, of Georgia, also immediately 
moved to adjourn, for the purpose of trying 
whether the House thought it could sit after 


twelve o’clock. Here is double notice to all who 


had conscientious scruples. It was negatived. 
Where was the want of a quorum to do this? 
A motion was then made to suspend the rules, 


to take up the Moore and Letcher resolutions. 


Where was the 


It passed in the affirmative. 
After 


agree to the resolution as herein recited?” the 
vote stood—yeas 111, nays 2; numter of votes, 
one hundred and thirteen. 

No quorum! But among the yeas I find the 
names of John Quincy Adams, and Churchill C. 
Cambreleng! Yes, sir, both voting long after all 
had been thrice notified that the hour had come! 


: Where were their consciences ? 


The CHAIR said it was not in order to indulge 


i in personaiities, or to refer to motives. 
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Mr. WISE. Why, sir, the gentleman before | called. But who did vote? Mr. Jarvis voted 


me [Mr. CamBrecenc] is continually assuring 
me that he does notobject to be named, and why 
should the Speaker? No member calls to order, 
and I hope I shall be permitted to proceed. The 
gentleman from Massachusetts has said that gen- 
tlemen refused to vote after twelve o’clock, for 
reason of ** conscientious scruples.” 
question, then, in more charitable phrase, where 
were their “ scruples??? Not only had Mr. Gil- 
mer retired, announcing beforehand his reason, 
but fro resolutions had been expressly offered to 
adjourn, assigning the reason that the hour had 
expired—notice given verbally and in writing be- 
fore this vote was taken. Where were the scruples 
of the gentleman then, who, after this, gave as 
one reason for not reporting from the committee 
of conference, that the hour had come? 

But, sir, the most important fact at this point 

of time to be noted is, that at one moment you 
see one hundred and ninety-seven, at another one 
hundred and ninety-five; immediately preceding 
this moment one hundred and seventy-four mem- 
bers present, and voting; and of a sudden, in the 
twinkling of an eye, as if by magic word, there 
is no quorum! Sir, at the sound of the whistle 
the Rhoderick-Dhu men disappeared! Where 
did they go? why? for what? 
_ Two enrolled bills were next reported as having 
been presented to the President for his signature; 
and a message was next received from the Pres- 
ident, notifying the House—the House of course 
then in being, after, long after twelve o’clock— 
that he had approved and signed more than sev- 
enty enrolled bills. The President, this proves, 
was in the Speaker’s room after twelve o’clock 
at night, signing bills. It is notorious he was in 
that room signing bills after that time of night, 
after Mr. Gilmer retired, and after the resolution 
of Mr. Jarvis to adjourn—— 

The CHAIR again interrupted Mr. W. for men- 
tioning names. 

Mr. WISE. What names? 

The CHAIR. The name of Mr. Jarvis. 


Mr. WISE. Iam reading from the Journal. 
The CHAIR. I did not so understand the 
‘gentleman. 


© Mr. WISE. Why, sir, those names which I 


am reading from the Journal died, according to 
conscience, on the 3d of March last. 


Mr. MERCER said his colleague [Mr. Wise] | 


must of necessity refer to the names of members 
‘of the last Congress. 

Mr. WISE. 
protest against this interruption of the Speaker. 

The CHAIR disclaimed any intention to inter- 
rupt the gentleman from Virginia. 

Mr. WISE. IhopeI may proceed, then, with- 
out interruption, A motion was received from 
the Senate as to enrolled bills signed by the Pres- 
ident. How could we receive this message if 
we were dead? A motion was again made by 
Mr. Jarvis to adjourn. 
Beardsley, of New York, being called, declined 


to answer, on the ground that the session had | 
expired. He was called and came not, at this 


time, because the hour had come. Had not the 


hour come on the Cumberland road bill? Was not || 
notice given toallby Mr. Gilmer that the hourhad | 


then come? Mr. Beardsley’s name was passed 
over, and he did not answer again that night. 
There were many others who did not come again 
that night who were here, but had a call from be- 
hind the curtain—who shrunk from their posts, 
and skulked behind that chair, behind those pil- 
lars, appeared and disappeared at the sound of 


the whistle, and who should have shrunk into ! 


nonentity. 

The question was taken on adjournment moved, 
then notoriously after twelve o’clock, by Mr. 
Jarvis, who had. 
we were dead, The vote stood—yeas 15, nays 
103. Number of votes one hundred and eighteen. 

Here, sir, only three members were wanting to 
make a quorum; and I know—I will make oath to 
the fact—that there were more than three mem- 
bers in the House who did not vote. Mr. Beards- 
ley was present, Mr. Mann, of New York, was 


present, and 1 was present myself, and neither | 


“of us voted. I will account, sir, for not voting 
myself. 1 wish every gentleman would do so, 
and had done as I did afterwards—answered when 


I put the. 


| 


I claim the right to do so,and , 


Here it was that Samuel . 


already said, by his resolution, | 


‘in the affirmative, and Churchill C. Cambreleng 
"voted in the negative—voted against adjournment 
after he knew the hour had come! After every 
kind of notice which he could have had of the 


expiration of the hour, he voted against adjourn- a 


ment—virtually declaring, necessarily voting that 
the House might sit, was competent to legislate, 
and ought to continue in session. Now, sir, gen- 
tlemen may excuse themselves, those who pre- 
tend to have had “ conscientious scruples,” for 
, Voting in the affirmative, for that may have ex- 
: pressed their scruples about continuing to sit; but 
Fan utterly ata loss to see what can justify those 
who had ‘conscientious scruples?’ in voting 
against adjournment. Why vote to sit if they 
could not sit? If the House no longer existed in 
law, and possessed no legislative functions or ; 
power, after the hour of twelve, what object was ` 
there in voting to continue its session? Will the 
gentleman from New York [Mr. CAMBRELENG] 
say that he changed his opinion; that his seru- 
ples were begotten between this point of time and 
the moment he refused to report the proceedings 
of the committee, for the reason that the hour of 
twelve o’clock had expired ? 
But, sir, I must proceed: 1 am determined to 
travel over the whole Journal, and point out every 
: fact, even to the crossing of the t’s and the dot- 
ting of the i’s. After Mr. Jarvis’s last resolution 
failed, for want of a quorum, Mr. William Cost | 
‘Johnson, of Maryland, from the select committee 
on establishing a national foundery, made a re- 
port, which was read, and the resolution therein 
recommended was agreed to by the House. How 
could this report be made, and this resolution be 
agreed to by the House, if there was no quorum 
and no House? Ifa quorum and if a House to 
| receive and agree to a report and resolution ofa 
‘Select committee, why was there not a quorum 
, and a House to receive and agree to the report 
of the committee of conference? Why did its 
chairman, Churchill C. Cambreleng, not then 
make its report? He was voting against ad- 
‘ Journment, though he knew, all knew, the hour | 
had come; and so far from being a dead body, 
the House was a living, legislating, acting, mov- 
ine body! 
The Speaker then laid before the House no | 
less than nine communications from the Execu- 


, the Postmaster General, which was read; and | 
< Mr. White, of Florida, laid upon the table anact | 
of the Legislature of that Territory. Ina word, 
sir, every species of legislative action was per- 
' formed. We were invested with all the functions, 
attributes, powers, and paraphernalia of a House 


legislators, with the substance as well as the 
‘semblance of an organized body—the Speaker 
sitting in that chair, the members here in their 
seats, long after it was notorious that the hour of 
twelve o’clock was past and goneforever. Thus 
' formed, thus acting, living, moving, and having 


to notify the House that the Senate was waiting | 
`: for us to act upon the fortification bill: 


| 
i 

“ A message from the Senate, by Mr. Lowrie, their Sec- ' 
retary. | 

“ Mr. Speaker, I am directed to bring to this House a | 
; resolution passed by the Senate, and which is as follows: 

“ Resolved, ‘That a message be sent to the honorable the | 
House of Representatives, respectfully toremind the House | 
of the report ot the committee of conference appointed on 
the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on the amendment | 
| of the House to the amendment of the Senate to the bill 
| respecting the fortifications of the United States.” 


Sir, whatdid this message mean or say, which 
could have been offensive? It is expressly re- 
i! Spectful in its language and in its object. “The 
|, Senate was waiting for the action of the House 
on this bill, which alone delayed the termination 
i| of the session,and which remained unacted upon 
by the House, whilst it was acting upon a great 
i| variety of other business of much less import- 
ance. To my mind, the Senate, by this message, 
| so much abused in the interpretation of it, said 
|| to the House ‘* respectfully: ** We do not wish 
this bill to fail, and we respectfully ask that you 
will act upon it, and save the interests of the 
country involved in its passage.” The message 


i tive Departments, among which was the letter of , 


' our being, we received a message from the Senate || 


|l setts [Mr. Apams] would have dashed it on their 
| floor; and what then transpired? The Journal 
| States: 

| “ Mr. Cambreleng, the chairman of the conferees on the 
‘| partof the House, then rose, and stated that be dectincd 
to make report of the proceedings of the committee of con- 
terence aforesaid, ?— 

and, sir, mark the reasons, and 
` with the facts already detailed— 


‘on the ground that, from the vote on the resolution grant- 
ing compensation to Robert P. Letcher, which vote was 


compare them 


. decided at the time the committee returned into the House 


from the conference, it was ascertained that a qaorum was 
not present; and further, that he declined to make the said 
i report on the ground that the constitutional term for which 
the House had Been chosen had expired.” 
| Upto this moment the House had been hourly 
‘ waiting for the report of the committee of confer- 
ence, and not until this moment had thé least 
intimation been given that the chairman of the 
committee would decline to make the report! He 
i gave two reasons: First, “it was ascertained no 
| quorum was present.” How was this ascer- 
i tained? Why was not a quorum present? That 
is what I wish the gentleman to answer me? Up 
‘to a given point of time—up to the vote on the 
| Moore and Letcher resolutions; and if that was 
the time when the committee of conference re- 
turned, up to the very moment when that com- 
mittee did return, there were one hundred and 
seventy-four members present and voting—fifty~ 
three more than a quorum. Whatbecame of this 
number of votes? Why, sir, at the sound of the 
whistle, at the wink of the leaders, the ‘faithful’? 
vanished! the ‘trained bands” were ** down! 
_down!”’ in ambuscade at the stamp of the foot! 
It was not because they were not here, but 
because, being here, they would not vote—were 
ordered not to vote, that there was no quorum. 
I put it to the gentleman if he did not know, and 
does not know now, that there was more than a 
quorum present? How many were present re- 
fusing to vote, when but three were wanting to 
be added to the vote of one hundred and eighteen! 
| Were there not more than twenty present who 
| voted, or refused to vote, as circumstances directed 


'| them, or as the leaders pleased? Who were they 


| who would not vote? Read the Journal for your- 
| self—he who runs may read. Look at the names 
| of **the party!’ It was not the House, or a 
: majority, which was to blame. A majority of 
the House was ready, and willing, and anxious 
i to pass the bill; but a very small minority could 
| reduce us below the number of a quorum. A 


‘| majority of the House maintained their posts, 


-and did their duty that night. Some, it is true, 
i left from anxiety to get home, some were sleepy, 


i| some were—I beg pardon, I was about to say 
of Representatives. We were not dead but living ` 


some were drunk; but, drunk or sober, they were 
i ready to vote and pass the bill; but the chairman 
| of the committee of conference [Mr. CamBRELENG} 
would not make his report, because there was no 
i quorum! Now, how did he know there was no 
quorum without a call of the House? 

Mr. CAMBRELENG. 1 knew it. 

Mr. WISE. Yes! I know you knew there 
would be no quorum withouta call; no man knew 
it so well as you did! But how did you know it! 
Did you not know where those were who were 
ordered to be ‘‘deficit’’ on the occasion of a call? 
So much for the want of a quorum! 

The second reason of the gentleman was ‘‘that 
the constitutional term for which the House had 
been chosen had expired!’ Now, sir, please 
compare this reason with the gentleman’s own 
votes. Thrice, previous to this excuse, the gen- 
tleman himself fad voted on a call of the yeas 
and nays—he voted on every call, from the Cum- 
berland road bill up to this paltry excuse, repeat- 
edly after,twelve o’clock at night! He voted 
against the Cumberland road bill, then in favor of 
a resolution to pay money out of the House fund 
to Robert P. Letcher, and actually against an ad- 
journment, after the hour of twelve, before hegave 
in this excuse for not reporting from the commit- 
tee of conference; and, sir, will it be believed that 
the gentleman did actually vote upon a call of the 
yeas and nays even after he gave this reason, that 
the term of the House had expired! Sir, I can- 
not understand the consistency of this conduct 
with these excuses for failing to do an actor duty. 


was received; it was not sent back with an insult 
to the Senate, as the gentleman from Massachu- 


Can the gentleman explain this? 
ii) Mr. CAMBRELENG. Yes,I wl. 
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Mr. WISE. 
not explain it. Yes, sir, after this excuse was 
offered, a motion was made to adjourn, and on 
the call of yeas and nays Mr. Cambreleng was 
found still voting. And, among the list of nays 
on this last vote, at the fag end of the nicht’s 
labors, is found the name of John Quincy Adams. 

Mr. ADAMS here explained. 

Mr. WISE was proceeding to reply, when 

Mr. MERCER said his colleague had totally 
misapprehended the gentleman from Massachu- 
‘setts, and repeated in substance Mr. Adams’s 
explanation. 

Mr. WISE. Then I have misunderstood the 
gentleman. I thought he had been arguing all 
the time that the House was a dead Hector at 
‘twelve o’clock that night. The distance of the 
gentleman’s seat prevents my hearing him dis- 
tinctly, Tam happy to be corrected, for the gen- 
tleman’s opinion ts one I regard highly on such 
questions. 

But there is that other name which must not be 
forgotten, by the side of the towering name of the 

entleman from Massachusetts. Thatname reads, 
hurchill C. Cambreleng, who continued to vote 


You will attempt it, but you can- l arrogate the 
i 


after he excused himself from reporting, because, 


in his conscience, he was dead. 

To go back a little. 
such excuses, and such of his own conduct to 
rebut them, declined to make the report of the 
‘conferees, and Mr. Lewis had to make the report 
long, long after the conferees had returned to the 
House. 

Mr. CAMBRELENG said the report was not 
made by Mr. Lewis. 

Mr. WISE. He did make it! Here itis upon 
the record, {holding up the Journal;] this Jour- 
nal says so: 

i “Mr. Lewis, from the conferees, then made a report, as 
ollows : 

“That the conferees had agreed to recommend to the 
respective Housea that the House of Representatives recede 
from its amendment containing an appropriation of three 
nillion dollars, to be expended in whole or in part under 
the direction of the President, for the military and naval 
service, including fortifications and ordnance, and increase 
of the Navy, and that, in tieu thereof, the bill be amended 
by inserting therein the following, viz: 

“Asan additional appropriation, the sum of $300,000 shall 
be appropriated for arming the fortifications of the United 
‘States, over and above the sums provided in this act; and 
that the sum of $500,000 shall be, and hereby is, appropri- 
ated for the repairs and equipment of the vessels of war of 
the United States, in addition to previous appropriations ; 
the said sums to be paid out of any money in the T'reasury 
Dot Otherwise appropriated.’ 


On the question to adopt this report, it was 
objected there was no quorum, and tellers having 
been named, they reported that no quorum was 
present. 

Mr. Lewis did make the report, whether it was 
received or not, and it was entered on the Jour- 
nals. I was sitting by him when he made the 
report, He took it from Mr. Cambreleng, was 
called on to make it, and handed it to the messen- 
gerof the Clerk who has put it upon record. He 
made the report though the hour had come! And, 
sir, I could not but observe his astonishment 


when Mr. Cambreleng refused to make the re- ` 


Mr. Cambreleng, with 


prerogative of dictating to the House, 


i which was charged upon the first message by the 
gentleman from Massachusetts, 
They therefore said, 


the fact? Was the fortification bill there? No, 
sir! it was here, in this House, and here unacted 
on! Yes, sir, notwithstanding this bill was stilt 
unacted on in the House, Mr. F. O. J. Smith, of 
Maine, one of “the faithful,” offered a resolu- 
tion, ‘* that a committee be appointed to wait on 
the President, and to notify him that, unless he 
may have further communications to make, the 
two Houses of Congress, having completed the 
business before them, are ready to close the pres- 
ent session.’ Although this was admitting that 
the session had not closed, yet, was it true that 
both Houses had completed the business before 
them? Had the House of Representatives acted 
on and completed the fortification bill which was 
before it? It had not. The Senate had com- 
pleted its business; the House had not. 

The House again proceeded to take up the 
Letcher resolution. Phere was no quorum an- 
Swering, though one present. Mr. Smith then 


moved a message to notify the Senate that the | 


House ‘had completed the business before it,” | 


whilst the fortification bill was still unacted on, 


and after the two messages from the Senate direct- | 
ing our attention, requesting our attention to it! | 
Pending this motion and a call of the House, Mr. 
Mason moved to adjourn, because the Senate had 
adjourned, and his motion passed in the affirma- 
tive, without even the usual interchange of court- 
esy between the two Houses and the other branch 
of the Government. Such was the termination 
of the last Congress, and I do say, sir, it was one 


of the most disgraceful scenes I ever witnessed; ‘| 


it was unbecoming barbarians and savages, much 


more than representatives of a civilized nation! | 


Sleepy, tired, drank—— 
Mr, 
speaking thus of the last Congress? 

Mr. WISE. I do not pretend to say, Mr. 
Speaker, that aH Congress was drunk, or that one | 
half, one third, or one tenth of the members were | 

! drunk; but I know that some were drunk—that 
: I was not of the number—and so it was, that what 


-, with maneuvering, being tired, opposed to some 


; measures, sleepy, drowsy, and drunk, no quorum 


‘| Mr. LANE said he would like to hear the | 


: names of those who were drunk. 


Mr. WISE. The gentleman might feel un- | 


i 


py if I were to mention names. 


' Journal; but there are other important facts— 


| facts unwritten as wellas facts written. Out with 


! them! 


.| and elsewhere, and tell the truth—the whole truth! 


port. No quorum! Do we ever count the House | 
when we receive the report of a committee? How i 


know there was not a quorum before a count? 
Sir, it was notorious there was a quorum; it was 
known to every man. I would say, if there was 
one, there were one hundred and fifty members 


at least in the House when the report was made. | 


They were in that lobby; they were skulking in 
every directio®, and refused to vote. They knew 
their own motives. I will not dive into their 
hearts, but such is the fact! . 

After the yeas and nays on the motion to ad- 


journ, we received another message from the Sen- 
’ D ji 


ate, by Mr. Lowrie: 

‘Mr Speaker, I am directed to inform the House of Rep- 
Tesentatives that the Sennte has finished the legislative 
business before it, and is ready to adjourn.” 

Now, sir, no man will accuse me of being the 
advocate or the apologist of the Senate. But 
“give the Devil his due.” Let the truth be told, 
acquit whom it may, injure whom it may. This 
message can be considered in no other light than 
another respectful intimation to the House to act 
on the fortification bill. 
time, The Senate could not, with propriety, have 
renewed the first message, without seeming to 


So I considered it at the ; 


It is said that bill failed in the House. That is 
‘not true. It failed before it got to the House from 
, the conference room; it dropped like a spent ball 
before it quite got here—it dropped near the door! 
There are two statements about the matter; they 
may be conjectural; I cannot vouch for them. I 
mean to put interrogatories. I put it to the gen- 
tleman, [Mr. CamBRELENG,] did no ** busy body” 
whisper aught in his ear as he was on his way 
to report to the House? Did no one tempt him 


care? 


conference [Mr. CamsreLENG] if no member of 
the committee received a billet dour after he re- 
sumed his seat? Did the honorable chairman, 
after he had left the conference room, not in- 
tend to make the report? Did he not, after he 


man from Tennessee, [Mr. Forester,} though 
it was then after twelve o’clock at night, that 
he intended to make the report? Did he not sit 
| down by a gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. Wuir- | 
TLESEY,] and give him to understand, with the 


| was to be made? Why did that intention fail? 
i What prevented? Sir, there were spirits haunt- ' 
ing the Capitol that ‘‘awfu’ night’’—there where 
| strange whisperings—chattering elves—ghosts, : 


BYNUM. Is the gentleman in order when | 


could be had unless it suited certain individuals. ;| 


as he passed, to strangle the bantling under his ;/ 
Was there no magician near? No devil ;; 
and his imps? And if this may be denied; I put : 
it to the honorable chairman of the committee of ' 


-returned to the House with it. inform a gentle- ; 


| report on the desk before him, that the report | 


las Lam told, I did not see them—blue devils and .j 


| 


| or without seeming to be guilty of the insolence | 


(Mr. Apams.] | 
ey th e “ the Senate has finished the 
legislative business before it! And was this not | 


imps! Is ittrue; was there any dealing with the 
t infernals” that night? Tell us, I pray, tell us, 
and let the curse fall on the necromancers, not on 
the victims of the horrid spell! 

Mr. CAMBRELENG. I can tell you. 

Mr. WISE. Ay, you can tell us, can you? 


` There is another more important fact which must 


come out. Out with it all, say I. You, Mr. 
Speaker, ay, you, sir, are deeply concerned in 
that matter, deny it if you can. Before I disclose 
that fact, I must premise that I voted for the three 
million amendment. There were one hundred 
and nine votes for it, the name of John Quincy 
Adams first, and my name last on the list of yeas. 
I was held to a strict accountability for that vote 
by my constituents, with whom I bave settled it, 


: as a gentleman whom I now see [Mr. TYLER] can 
` attest, for I believe he heard my reasons and my 


have now, sir, given you the facts upon the ` 


Come! rise in your high places all, here `` 


i Care, 


j then possessed. And here, be it known, b 


apologies before the people. Sir, I have now to 
say that, under the impressions of that amend- 
ment at the time I gave that vote, I would give 
the same vote again, with the same information 1 
the 
way, in justice to the gentleman from New York, 
(Mr. Campre.enc,] that he did notify me per- 
sonally in that lobby. I do not know that he no- 
tified the House. One or two days before the 3d 
of March, I believe—— 

Mr. CAMBRELENG said he notified the 
House the day before, when he withdrew the res- 
olution for contingent preparation for war. 

Mr. WISE. Of that Iam not certain; but the 
entleman did notify me personally, perhaps the 
ay before it was offered, that he intended to offer 

that amendment, and asked if I would vote for it. 
I replied that, without reference to a state of war, 
for a peace establishment alone, I would vote for 
thrice three millions for the purpose of putting 
our Navy in respectable trim, and to repair and 
complete our fortifications. But no one notified, 
no one informed me, or the House in my hearing, 
that the President recommended the additional 
appropriation, or that it was ‘fin accordance’’ 
even “ with the views of the Executive.” Thad 
sufficient information of my own, without the 
‘views of the Executive, to convince me of the ne- 
cessity of a large appropriation for means of na- 
tional defense. I knew that our Navy and forti- 
fications were in a most lamentable and disgrace- 
ful condition—disgraceful to a nation like this, 
disgraceful to the departments which have their 
care and superintendence !—I knew that, notwith- 
standing our commerce floats and needs protec- 
tion in every sea, notwithstanding the Navy was 
a popular favorite, notwithstanding more than 
sixty-five millions had been expended on a Navy 
since the last war, we had but one ship-of-the-line 
in commission on the ocean! We have but one 
now. 

I knew that sevéralnew'ships, which had never 
been in service, were rotten and decayed. I knew 
that some were rotting on the stocks for want of 
I knew that the naval architecture which 


| has lately been introduced by the board of Na 


commissioners was a disgrace to the arts of this 
‘country. I knew thatto put crews on board sev- 


‘eral of our sloops-of-war—the Warren, Lexing- 


| ton, and Natchez, for instance—was to send them 
, to prison-ships. That the vessels could not sail 
| fast enough to overtake anything they eould 


thing that could whip them. I knew thatt 
projectors were ashamed of the experiment ! 
new that immense sums of money had been 
thrown into mud and water upon certain “water- 
halis.” I knew that certain grand improvements 
upon our guns, reducing their weight from that 
well-known standard of experience and science, 
two hundred pounds of metal to the pound of 
ball—the chimera of medium-guns* had ruined 
in a great measure our naval ordnance. I got the 
report of the inspector of naval ordnance into the 
House the very last night of the session, through 
my friend the Hon. William Cost Johnson, who 
made the report on establishing a national found- 
ery. That report had been made to the board of 
Navy commissioners more than twelve months, 
and had never been communicated to Congress, 
because, I presume, it exposed some of the chi- 
meras of the Department, and shows how the 


whip, and could not get out of the way of any- 
e 
I 


* These guns, I am told, were ordered in 1828. 
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$65,000,000 have in part been expended. From 
that report, I knew that about seven hundred and 
fifty of the guns of the Navy were unfit for ser- 


| 


mittee on Foreign Affairs, could I, could any one 
not initiated, doubt that these three millions were 
not proposed for war? I voted for the amendment 


vice, and they are now, many of them, on board ' for reasons of peace, not of war. I thought it | 


your vessels of war. The men are afraid of them. 

knew it would take from six to twelve months 
to get our ships and vessels of war in ordinary 
afloat. 

Concerning the War Department, I knew that 
scarcely one of the old fortifications which were 
left dilapidated by the last war was in a state of 
repair. Witness the facts exposed during the 
debate that very last night of the session in rela- 
tion to Fort McHenry, near Baltimore, and the 
works on the Gulf of Mexico! I knew that, not- 
withstanding more than twenty-six millions had 
been expended on building, or rather on com- 
mencing to build, fortifications since 1820, not 
one scarcely of our new fortifications was com- 
pleted. I say “commencing to build,” because 
the system has not been one of defense, it has 
been one of electioneering to scatter Government 
patronage! Instead of completing those com- 
menced before others are begun, as many con- 
gressional districts as possible are given a taste 
of Treasury pap, and the works, begun and 
incomplete, are left to the necessary injury of 
‘delay, and to the tender mercy of any enemy who 
may choose to capture them. Your own forts 
are now exactly in the condition either to be 
blown up, or to be turned upon yourselves. Wit- 
ness Old Point Comfort and the Rip Raps! 1 
knew, sir, that with the most extended coast of 
any people on the face of the earth, on the Gulf, 
on the Atlantic, and on the Lakes, to be defended, 
we have nota fort in readiness for any emergency, 
near or afar off. I knew, according to informa- 
.tion from the ordnance department, it would take 
twenty years at the present rate of appropriation, 
$100,000 only per annum, or, in other words, a 
present appropriation of $2,000,000, for armament 
of fortifications alone! 
safe founderies in the entire eastern section of the 
country, at which ordnance can be cast. I knew 
that casting of ordnance was no light job, and 
$2,000,000 worth was not to be cast in a day. 
knew that from Florida to Maine there was not 


l knew we had but three | 


a single fort which could mount twenty guns. I | 
knew that there were no gun-carriages. Witness |: 


_FortWashington, the guard of the pass to this Cap- 
itol, which has once been burnt, has not a gun on 
_its ramparts. And, in addition to all this, I knew 
that a French Minister (General Bernard) knows 
our condition of defense better than we do, for he 
has been our chief engineer! Such I knew to be 


our condition, and such I know to be our condi- . 


tion now, though year after year, every year, the 
false cry has been heard from the watch-towers, 


i 
| 


‘all ’s well!’ Every session of Congress, every | 


return of the session, have we been most gra- 
clously greeted with the formal and fashionable 
congratulations and felicitations on the happy 
and unparalleled present condition, and the pros- 


pects of the future prosperity of our country; | 
and, Mr. Speaker, here we are! caught naked, |. 


defenseless, unprepared, and unpreparing for 
defense, with our hand’s in the lion’s mouth. 


Let those who have all the time had all this in- || 
|: them, whether this appropriation had been asked for by the 


formation, and who have all the day been standing 
idle, recommending nothing, reporting nothing, 
advising nothing, no, not until this very moment, 
bear the blame; I, and those with whom I act, 
are innocent. 

Sir, I say I know that, with all this immense 
want of appropriation, three millians would be but 
as a drop in the bucket for either of the objects— 
fortifications, ordnance, or increase of the Navy. 
Knowing this I voted for that amendment; not 

' with reference to war, for not more than twenty- 
four hours before the gentleman from New York 
[Mr. Camsrevenc] had withdrawn his resolution 
to make contingent preparation for war, though 
that gentleman proposed the three-million amend- 
ment, and now assigns the necessity at the time 
of preparing for war as the reason! The gentle- 
man from Massachusetts [Mr. Apams] withdrew 
a similar resolution, and voted the very next day 
for this amendment, and now tells us that the 
‘next step for those who voted against that 
amendment was to join the enemy!” After the 

_ withdrawal of that resolution upon French affairs, 
but the day before, by the chairman of the Com- 


1 
l 


| [loud cries of ‘Order! order!’’] The chairman 


oma 


the best way to keep peace to be ina state of | 
readiness for war, and that sound economy, as | 
well as policy, required the appropriation. For 

the reasons l have given, I wanted no estimates, ; 


no more data, than I had already. | 


But, sir, many gentlemen had not then thisin- » 
formation, the estimates, the data. No informa- 
tion, no estimates, no data, were furnished by the 
Departments, or by the committees. There was 
time enough for the estimates to have been fur- 
nished; for I tell you that notice was given to me 
personally, beforehand, and it must have been in 
contemplation before notice, that this amendment 
was to be offered; and the gentleman from New , 
York (Mr. CamBrezenc] shall not claim to have 
given notice, and stil urge that there was not time 


for the data to be furnished. Indeed, all the time | 


his resolution was pending to make contingent 
preparation for war, these data and estimates 


should have been prepared; they should always ,, 


be ready. But no information of the kind was 
furnished those even who might have been willing 
to vote upon faith in the President. The faith of 
some was monstrous strong !—did not know that 
he wished such an appropriation, or even that he 
thought it proper. Why, sir, when I returned 
home, and was accused by my opponentsof voting 
the President $3,000,000, I honestly and sincerely | 
told my friends that the President had never called | 
for the appropriation, and I presumed, therefore, 
he must have thought it unnecessary, or he would, | 
as in duty bound, have certainly recommended it 
by message, or through some Department. Never 
until I saw his message to this Congress, did I 
know that amendment was ‘‘in accordance with 
the views of the Executive.” And, sir, I venture 
to say that a large majority of the last Congress 
were as ignorant as I was of any such “views of 
the Executive.” I can prove here on the spot, ., 
by a member of the Committee on Foreign Af- 
fairs, [Mr. Peyron,] that he was totally ignorant | 
of ‘‘the views of the Executive,” or of any in- |, 
formation from the Departments in relation to this 
three million amendment. 

But, sir, I now know, by evidence newly dis- 
covered, that some few did know that the Presi- 
dent did desire this appropriation of three millions; 
that they, though chairmen of the principal com- 
mittees, never communicated it to their commit- | 
tees, much less to the House; that they whispered | 
it toa few others, and told them ‘‘ NoT To say 
ANYTHING ABOUT 1T.’? You, Mr. Speaker, you 
I charge with the guilt of that fact! You may 
deny it in your place or not. If you do deny it, 
{am ready with a witness to prove that— 

Here Mr. W. read a written statement given 
to him by the Hon. Luke Lea, of Tennessee, 
corroborated by the statement of the Hon. Sam- | 
uel Bunch, of Tennessee, in the following words: | 

“On the last night of the last session of Congress, pend- |; 
ing the question of the three milion appropriation, twa of |: 
: the members of that Congress hesitated as to the propriety ` 
| of voting for said appropriation, when one of them proposed || 
to the other that he would make inquiry of one of the mem- | 
bers of the Committee of Ways and Means, who sat near || 


i 
1 
` President, which he did, and received for answer that the |! 
committee had been asked for it, or ithad been intimated to iÍ 
| them that he desired it, but that you need not say anything |; 
; about it; which answer was immediately communicated H 
į to the other member. It was then agreed upon between | 
| the members, that, as the money was not to be used except | 
, for the purposes specified, and not untit the contingency | 
| should make it necessary, they would vote for the amend- ij 
ment. ij 


Sir, I charge you with being that member who— 


i 
f 
i 
i 
[j 


of the Committee of Ways and Means, [Mr. 
Poxkg,] it is said, gave this answer. Is it true? | 
Yes, orno! Guilty, or not guilty? -> j 

The CHAIR. If it is desired that I should | 
ke any statement ofany fact in my knowledge, 
, I am ready to make it. [Cries of ** No! no!” 
i from Mr. Polk’s own friends. 

Mr. MERCER considered the call upon the 
Speaker, as such, to be out of order, but the call 
Spor him, as a member of the last House, in 
i order. 


an important fact! 


The CHAIR said, if the House wished it, or 
would permitit, he would make a brief statement. 
{Cries of ‘ No! no!” from some of his own 
friends, and of ‘‘ Agreed!” ** agreed !” from all 
: quarters. 
' Mr.A 
: nation. 

_ Mr. MERCER hoped the House would yield 
its unanimous Consent to the explanation of the 
Speaker. 


bams here attempted to getan expla- 


‘| Mr. VINTON wished to know if the Speaker 


, himself desired it; because, if not, he should ob- 


“| ject. 


| The SPEAKER then rose and confessed that 
' the statement of Mr. Lea was substantially true; 
_ but he did not recollect that part of it which says 
he enjoined secrecy, though he may have said it, 

and would not say he had not. But he was unable 


to conceive how this could bea matter of any sort 


‘of importance. He apologized to Mr Wise for 
interrupting him in reading the Journal, and ap- 
` pealed to him and the House to sustain him in 
maintaining order. 
Mr. LEA, of Tennessee, then rose, and con- 


‘firmed the statement which he had given Mr. 


' Wise in writing, and which the Speaker [Mr. 


Porr] admitted to be true. 

Mr. WISE. Sir, permit me to say that I truly 
; and sincerely sympathize with the situation of the 
| Chair. I know its embarrassments, and I shall 

at all times be ready to sustain its efforts to pre- 
serve order. 

But to proceed. And this, Mr. Speaker, is not 
What, sir! the chairman of 
the Committee of Ways and Means know the fact 
that the President desires an approprjation of 
THREE MILLIONS of dollars, not communicate it to 
his committee or to the House, and whilst en- 
deavoring to get it through and obtain votes for 
its passage, to whisper the President’s will toa 
few members in their seats—rTo BE KEPT A SECRET! 
Great God! and this in these days, in the green 
tree, is nota matter of importance! I wish not 
to deal with this fact until I have a fair oppor- 
tunity. 

Mr. Speaker, before I proceed with my remarks 
of yesterday, permit me to say, the reflections of 
the past night have admonished me that a most 
serious, solemn, and delicate duty has accidental- 
ly, on the occasion of this debate, devolved upon 
me, and upon all in this House who are disposed, 
without fear, favor, or affection, to do their duty 
to their country and its sacred institutions. I la- 
ment, sir, sincerely lament, for the sake of all that 
is dear to us, that the corruption—corRuPTION, 
sir, is the word—of the times, does exist; but it 
is too true; itis engendered—itis sneaking through 
every avenue almost of the public service—it is 
undermining the Constitution and the safety of 
the free Government which we derived from our 
fathers; and I glory in dragging it out from the 
darkness which it loves, and in exposing its ‘‘hide- 
ous front,” in the full light of truth, to the aston- 
ished gaze of the honest and unsuspecting people 
of this nation! F will then leave the correction 
of it to them. They can create, and they can 
destroy. It is one of their virtues that their con- 
fidence in those whom they have trusted is not 
easily to be shaken; but when once deceived, once 
betrayed, their vengeance, their condign punish- 
ment is awful! I know they are honest, and will 
not tolerate corruption, 

Sir, before I closed on the past evening, we had 
arrived at one most important fact, which the 
Journal does not record, which was not before 
known, which I would that the history of my 
country in its very infancy had not to record, and 
which I must say has produced a most—distin- 


| guished anxiety. 


We have arrived at the solemn fact—half ad- 
mitted and fully proved—that, at the last session, 
the chairman of the Committee of Ways and 
Means [Mr. Pox] was informed and knew that 
the President of the United States desired an ap- 
propriation of THREE MILLION dollars for MILI- 
TARY AND NAVAL SERVICE; that he never commu- 
nicated it to his committee or to the House of 
Representatives; but whispered it, as A SECRET, 
to a few members in their seats, desiring them to 


Mr. WISE. I call upon the chairman of the 
Committee of Ways and Means of the last Con- 
gress. 


i 


‘* say nothing about” the fact that such was the 
desire of the President! . . 
I call upon this House and this nation to wit- 
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ness this fact, stated, proved, and not here denied 
but admitted. Here (striking his breast] is the 
accuser; there [pointing at the Speaker] and there 
[pointing at Mr Camsrevene] are the accused! 
There are others [signifying Mr. V. B. and Mr. 
F.] who may be the guiltiest of the gang! The 
people are our judges; they are now sitting, and 
will judge righteously. 

Why, sir, appoint a committee? The investi- 
gation is already made; here is the record evi- 
dence, (holding up the Journals] there are the oral 
witnesses, [pointing to Messrs. Lea and Boncu;] 
and the truth necessary for a verdict and convic- 
tion, to the mind of any honest, impartial man, 
is already out. There is no necessity for the 
appointment of the committee asked for. The 
material facts, or some of them, are already be- 
fore the House, and all of them, if I can bring 
them out, shall be before us here; and here, be- 
fore the eyes of the world, they should be di- 
vulged. Sir, if a committee is appointed, it will 
be a ‘stocked pack.” I will not consent to pla 
with such cards! If a committee be appointed, 
there will certainly—we have got to that pass— 
be two reports, conflicting and diametrically op- 
posite. No matter where truth, where justice 
lies, | say we know beforehand there will cer- 
tainly be two reports. Committees are more used 
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| 


| 


hae 


| 


` Ho. or Reps. 


ation, “and recommend to their consideration” 
this measure which he judged ‘‘ necessary and 


| expedient.” 


now-a-days to gloss over than to probe corrup- 


tion. I have but tittle confidence in them. If 
they cannot report favorably to ‘*the party,” 
they will never report at all! Why appoint a 
committee, when here it has been charged, face 
to face, and fully proved, that the fortification bill 
of the last session was lost by the maneuvering, 
with others, of a gentleman whose name reads on 
the Journal—Churchill C. Cambreleng? When 
here it has been charged, and not denied—ay, if 


denied, fully proved, that the chairman of the | 


Committee of Ways and Means, {James K. 


Sir, it is made the imperative duty of the Pres- 


ident of the United States by the Constitution: 
“ He shall [reading from the Constitution] from 


; time to time give to the Congress information of 
' the state of the Union, and recommend to their 


Porx,) knowing the views of the Executive, but `: 


hevercommunicating them tocommittee or House, 
did go round privately among members, and tell 


such as were friendly to the President, that he : 


wanted the grantof three millions, but not to say 
anything about it? What need, then, I repeat, 
of a committee to ascertain what is already 
known? These facts have come out, and more 
must follow. Let them follow, one after another, 
in review here in this Hall, and, if you are hon- 
est, you will gaze on the procession with indig- 
nation and alarm. No plastering committee in a 


shut chamber! Let the naked truth stand up 


here, to confront men in high places, no matter | 


who they may be, charged with fraud and cor- 
ruption! 

I will never examine this subject anywhere else 
than in this House. 
million amendment proposed? Sir, although it 
was apparently brought upon us suddenly, in the 


last hour of our existence, and although the House į 


And how was that three ` 


had no notice of it, at all events not until the day ` 


before; yet now it seems that it had been for 


some time thought of in another quarter, that it ' 


waa “in accordance with the views of the Execu- 
tive,” that those views had been communicated 
to the chairman of the Committee of Ways and 
Means, [Mr. PoLx,] and to the chairman of the 
Committee on Foreign Affairs, {Mr. CamBre- 
LENG,}] whe communicated them secretly to a few 
others, There was time, then, sir, for all the 


-, time to act. 


estimates to be furnished. I know, and the gen- . 


tileman (Mr. CamBrecene] will bear me witness, 
that he gave me notice, personally, some days 
before the 31st of March, that he intended to move 


an amendment of three millions, though I had no |: 


i 


notice of its form, and much less had I notice that : 


it was “* in accordance even with the views of the 
Exeeutive.’’ I pledged myself to vote for it, from 
the information I possessed in relation to our de- 
fenseless condition. 


A day, a single day, was sufficient time to fur- 
- nish the estimates, from the numerous facts which , 


lie in the way of everybody, and especially for 


the Departments, which should always be ready | 


-with’all information as to the condition of the 
country. It was known to you, Mr. Speaker, 
that the President thought this a proper and neces- 
sary appropriation, and that he desired it to be 
made. Why was this not made known oficially 
to the committee and to the House? Why did 
not the President +‘ give to Congress” this inform- 


‘duty to the Executive and his recommendation. | 


consideration such measures as he shall judge ne- 
cessary and expedient.” This is his duty, not 
by that permissive word “ may,” but by that im- 
perative word “‘ shall,” and not at the beginning 
only of a session, but ‘‘ from time to time,” at all 
times proper, he is bound to do and perform this 
imperative duty. Now, sir, on the 3d of March, 
1835, the last Congress had been twice in session, 
and in existence two years, and yet at the begin- 
ning of neither session, and at no time whatever 
had he ever intimated even that the ** state of the 
Union” required an appropriation of three million 
dollars. He did not communicate any such ‘in- 
formation” tothis Congress! Was the Executive 
ignorant of the wretched condition of our means of 
defense? Did he not know the startling facts which 
I have already disclosed in relation to our fortifi- 
cations, our ordnance, and our Navy? I say, sir, 
they are too plain to be stumbled over by any- 
body, and certainly the Departments should be the 
very sources of information on the subject. There 
was, however, a great deal of trouble in the wig- 
wam last winter, when the rumors of war reached 
the guardians of our safety. How will it be if 
the tocsin of war be actually sounded? The Pres- 
ident was not ignorant of our condition; an appro- 
priation was necessary without a speck of war in 
the horizon, and his message to us this session is 
proof furnished by himself that he deemed the 
three million amendment necessary and proper 
on the 3d of March, 1835, when he made no rec- 


ommendation of the measure to Congress, save | 


to you, sir, and you suppressed it; and, though 
our French relationa are in a worse condition than 
then, he still made no recommendation of such an 
appropriation, in that very message which says it | 
was nine months ago ‘in accordance with the | 
views of the Executive!” | 
A secret recommendation! What, in the name 


of the safety of this Government, was it to be kept - 


secret for? Was the direction to keep it secret 
the direction of the President? Or was it the un- 
authorized direction of the chairman of the Com- 


mittee of Ways and Means, [Mr. Porx}] This | 
-question should be answered; one or both must : 


be guilty, and one [Mr. Pork] is guilty whether 
the other is or not! Would the chairman have 
dared to withhold any item of the Executive will 
which he was ordered to communicate? If he 
failed, he was guilty of a flagrant dereliction of 


‘And if he was ordered to ‘‘ keep the will of the 


. Congress; and never did I know that the views | 
: of the Executive were kept secret until I had ob- : 


Executive secret,” and did so, he was false to the 
House of Representatives, to the Constitution and 
the country, and betrayed his trust! 


Sir, though the fortification bill had come to the - 


House from the Senate days and weeks before the 
3d of March, this three million amendment was 
kept back until the last hour. Was it intended 
to be hurried through by fear of the responsibility 
to refuse an appropriation for nominal defense, 
when there was no time to think, and scarcely 
Sir, I thought I had clearly excused 
myself for the vote I gave on this amendment; 


but late information, such as I have discovered and . 
,; exposed to the House, makes it necessary forme 
to say I will swear on the Holy Evangelists that `. 


I never heard one word about the views of the 
Executive in relation to this three million appro- 
priation until the message of the President to this 


tained the written statement from my friend from 
Tennessee, [Mr. Lea,}] which I got from him 
within the last forty-eight hours! {knew a day 
or so beforehand that sucha proposition would 


. be made, but I thought it would be made, and was 


made, on the responsibility of the chairman of 
the Committee of Foreign Affairs alone. 1 had 
such information as authorized me to vote for it 
—irformation which very few, if any, members 


. besides had; for it was not until the 3d of March, 


after twelve o'clock at night, that I got in the 


: report of the inspector of naval ordnance, which | 


| | had been never communicated to Congress, though 
|; it had been lying in the office of the board of Navy 
‘| commissioners for near, or quite eighteen months, 
through my honorable friend from Maryland, 
[Mr. C. Jounson,] who made the report on the 
national foundery. I say I knew the wretched 
condition of the Navy and of fortifications and I 
: voted for that amendment under the impression 
that it was necessary for a state of peace as well 
as for a state of war. But did I know that none 
but a few select too!s knew the real secret about 
it? Did I know that two chairmen of the highest 
committees knew the wishes and views of the 
Executive, and had concealed them except from 
a few as a secret? Did I dream that there was 
danger of this three millions becoming secret ser- 
vice money? Sir, if had known or suspected any 
thing like this, I would as soon have trampled 
this Constitution—this work of our fathers, this 
guarantee of our liberties, under foot—have torn 
it into atoms, or thrown it into that fire, as I 
would have voted for that amendment, appropri- 
ating three millions for secret service! Both acts 
would have been equally sacrilegious, and would 
have done equal violence to the Constitution and 
the country. But the secret was kept, and the 
House remained ignorant of what it was doing. 
Permit me, sir, it is due to myself, to give you 
: my impressions of this amendment at the time [ 
` voted for it. Its form was not such, I confess, 
: as satisfied me, but, in the short space I had to 
view it, I was led to a construction which recon- 
ciled me.to vote for it. It is sufficient for my 
justification, that my impressions of it were 
1onest at the time, though I do not pretend to 
say now whether my construction of it was right 
or wrong. There is no principle in the theory 
of our Government more vitally important, in my- 
estimation, than the principle of specific appro- 
priations. During the whole of the last Con- 
gress, I was constantly watehful to preserve that 
| principle as sacred to the freedom of the Consti- 
| tution. It was jealously borne in mind by me, 


when called on to vote for this amendment. I 
read it carefully. [Here Mr. W. read the amend- 
ment.] In the usual language of appropriation, 
this gum of $3,000,000 was “to be expended, in 
whole or in part, under the direction of the Pres- 
ident of the United States.” I could not, or did 
not at the time, regard this clause as extraordi- 
| nary or improper, because I knew it merely 
recognized the distinct functions of Congress and 
the Executive. Congress, or rather the legisla- 
tive department, appropriates the public money, 
| and in all cases, except that of the contingent fund 
of the two Houses and some other minor.excep- 
tions, the Executive applies the appropriation. 
From the foundation of the Government, the 
money appropriated by Congress has been “ ex- 
pended,” with or without an express provision 
to that effect, ‘‘ under the direction of the Presi- 
dent,” orsome one of the Executive Departments. 
This, then, roused no fear, no suspicion. Again: 
this sum was to be expended ‘for the military 
and naval service,” 
This was, I thought, too general, too indefinite 
and latitudinous, if it had been alone, unrestrained 
and unqualified; but it struck me, at the moment 
i that it was limited, restrained, and made more 
specific, by the clause or phrase immediately suc- 
ceeding, “ including fortifications and ordnance, 
and increase of the Navy.” My construction 
then was, that this three millions of the public 
: money was to be appropriated for “that part of 
the military and Navy services included under the 
. heads of fortifications, ordnance,.and increase of 
‘ithe Navy.”? And, knowing that three millions 
‘could well be expended on either object, that 
cither fortifications, ordnance, or increase of the 
Navy would consume more than three millions, 
i and that the whole sum would be very inadequate 
for all three objects, and not knowing which ob- 
; ject might require most of the appropriation, I 
i saw no objection to leaving a discretion in the 
i application of the sum to those three objects, as 
: they might require it to be expended, upon'a 
: principle similar to that which authorizes the 

transfer of a surplus of one fund to the deficiency 
of another fund, appropriated. Such was my 

view of this part of the amendment when it wag 

proposed—it is certainly plausible, though [am 

now inclined to think itis erroneous. I now fear 


764 


APPENDIX TO THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


[January 22, 


ZATA Cone.... lst Sess. 


Loss of the Fortification Bill—Mr. Wise, 


' Ho: or Reps. 


ya Son 


that something more was meant here than caught | 


the eye of one who was called upon to vote so 
suddenly. The “proviso” 


dered necessary for the defense of the country, 
prior to the next meeting of Congress,” I re- 
garded, so far from being an extension of Execu- 


tive discretion in the application of the appropria- ` 


tion, as a limitation ef that discretion, and as 
creating a responsibility on the Executive which 
would not have been imposed without it. If there 
had been no such proviso, the money would have 
been appropriated absolutely, to be expended 
absolutely, whether necessary or not; and it al- 
lowed not the President to judge of the necessity 
of expending the money for offense, but for the 
purposes merely of defense, and made him re- 
sponsible for the exercise of a sound discretion, 
even in expending the appropriation for those 

urposes. This construction of that proviso I 

elieve now to be correct; but I believe now that 
no tongue can tell how it may have been perverted. 
These views I expressed on the 3d of March, 
1835, on the floor, and they were honestly enter- 
tained. The sum of money was trifling, com- 
pared with the objects of expenditure. I knew 
that it would require ten millions for fortifications, 
ordnance, and the increase of the Navy, consid- 
ering the manner in which the money of the 
United States is squandered on our public works, 
or rather our public contractors, | thought the 
amendment not only innocent, but necessary, for 
peace as well as for war. 

But now, sir, I should like to know, I havea 
right to inquire, whether the ingenious, ambig- 
uous, doubtful wording of this amendment had 
any covert and treacherous meaning? If so, if 

- this appropriation was for secret-service money 
— if it was a man-trap, a Government trap, I say, 
with all the energy of my soul!—I say, the cor- 
ruption, the treason, which set it, should be hurled ` 
from its high seat, whether that seat be in this 
House or the White House! 


am innocent! Was I duped? Was I imposed 
on? Is it not too bad that the House, or the 
Benate, should be charged with this individual 
fraud, and that those very persons who did the | 
wrong, who are themselves guilty of this miser- 
able trick of setting this Government trap, should 
now be setting the Senate and the House by the 
ears for the responsibility of their own wrongs— 
that they should now be hissing on the quarrel, 
and chuckling in their sleeves at the success of 


We now know, Mr. Speaker, that you knew the | SECRECY UPON THEM—is awfull 


President desired this immense appropriation, 


of the amendment | and that you kept it secret, and requested others 
which * provided such expenditures shall be ren- i’ 


to say nothing about it! I can conjecture no 
good object in keeping that secret. Canany gen- 
tleman give me a reason why the ‘* views” and 
wishes of the Executive were not made known? 

Sir, if a despotism is to be sprung upon us, for 
mercy’s sake let it be known, that we may strike 
it down or escape from it! Let us see and know 
it is approaching, that we may stand and strike, 
or, like our fathers, ‘‘take the wings of the morn- 


ing, and fly to the uttermost parts of the earth’? - 


to escape its iron grasp and find a home for the 


free! Do not give us a secret despotism! I pray 
God to save this country from a secret despotism! |. 


If there is an unpardonable political sin, it is the 
intent and the overt act to bring about a secret 
despotism. 
relation to the views of the Executive necessary ? 
Was there more meant than was expressed by 
that amendment? I confess, sir, I am bewildered 
and amazed! ‘‘The chairman of the Committee 
of Waysand Means covertly whispering the wish 
of the Executive to have placed at his disposal 
$3,000,000, and enjoining secrecy! I can conceive 
of no conduct so reprehensible, so odious, so 
abominable! Done, too, by ‘a member of the 
Democratic-Republican party”’—done by a Rep- 
resentative of a free people! Sir, I was about 
to say that the Executive would not dare to im- 
part a secret of that sort to any patriot in Con- 


gress; he, any man who loved his country, would - 


have spurned the communication with indignant 
wariath, and have exposed it upon the spot! I 
beg pardon of my friend from Tennessee, [Mr. 
Lea,] for saying this so strongly, as he did not 
announce the fact as soon as he was told of it. I 
know, sir, he was honest, and | know the circum- 


` stances under which the secret was whispered into 


If there was any- |: 
thing foul, false, or fatal intended by this trap, I. 


their cunning device! I docontemn and abhor— — 


I do denounce them and their devices! They are 
caught! 
wretches, in eternal shame! 
tablished beyond all controversy by parol and 
record proof, and | here hold them up to the lash 
of an indignant people! Sir, when this state- 
ment [holding up Mr. Lea’s written statement] 
was made to me within the last two days, I shud- 
dered to think how near I may have been, inno- 
cently on my part, brought to aid in an unpar- 
donable crime against my country! Would all 


Let them hang their heads, the guilty | 
Their guilt is es- | 


the protestations of innocence, made with all the | 


fervor of honest sincerity, have saved my hum- 
ble name from the everlasting suspicion of being 
particeps criminis? Sir, if harm to the country 
-was meant, it was the interposition of that Divine 
Providence which has ever watched over the des- 
_tinies of this Republic, to guard it from secret 
and open, foreign and domestic foes, and which 


‘** bringeth good out of evil,” that the appropri- | 


ation was not made. The coast remains unfor- 


tified, but better so than that our fortifications or | 


our standing army should now be bristling with 
armament against our own liberties! Look upon 
what may have been the intention and the result! 
God Almighty may have sent an especial prov- 
idence to prevent the bill from passing, to save 
the Government from ruin, and the names of in- 
nocent men from eternal obloquy and reproach ! 
The gentleman from New York [Mr. Campre- 
LENG] may set it down as one merit of his trick, 
of his intrigue, that it may have saved the Gov- 
ernment. 


it is now exposed. Yes, sir, from what is now 
known, the sins of that awful night—the 3d of 
March, 1835—may have saved the Government! 


rim t succeeded to defeat the fortification | 
bill, but prevented a much greater mischief, and | nfider 
j! it to but one or two individuals, THAT WITH THE 


his ear. It no doubt did not strike him then as it 
strikes me now. Sir, if we are to have a despot- 


ism, I pray Heaven again it may come upon us | 


Task, why was so much secrecy in ‘| 


EM—is a y alarming! The 
| Secrecy, I say, sir, implies some object in the 
i amendment which is not expressed. What was 
|: that object? Were three millions wanted for a 
; peace establishment? Certainly not, in the esti- 
mation of the Executive, or it would long ere 
then have been recommended. If for peace, he 
should have given us information at the previous 
session. Without doubt the President did not 
suddenly find out, on the last day of the last 
Congress, that three millions were wanting for a 
nee establishment. No, it was not for peace. 
as it for war? No. The House was unac- 
uainted with any such object. Itis true, I be- 
lieve, the President was for war at the last Con- 
gress, and I do not know that he has alighted 
from his war horse yet. 

But, sir, if war was in the wind, the House 
was deceived, completely deceived, by the chair- 
man of the Committee on Foreign Affairs, who 
but the day before witnprew his resolution upon 
French relations, declaring that ‘contingent prep- 
aration should be made for war.” And here let 
me say to the gentleman from Massachusetts 
[Mr. Apams] that he could not have inferred from 
the resolution, ‘‘ to insist upon the execution of 
the treaty’? with France, that preparation for war 
was necessary, because such aninference was pre- 
cluded by the withdrawal of the express resolu- 
tion to make contingent preparation for war. I 
ask, then, was the object of this amendment to 
make secret preparation for war? Did the chair- 
man of the Committee on Foreign Affairs [Mr. 
CaMBRELENG | suppose that the resolutionto make 
contingent preparations for war. which he with- 
drew, would be published in foreign journals as 
well as our own, and that, taken in connection 
with the other resolution, to insist upon the cx- 
ecution of the treaty, the two would be regarded 
, by France as a threat, when this amendment, thus 
; clandestinely smuggled into an ordinary appro- 

priation bill, would attract no notice at home or 
abroad, and we at the same time could attain the 


in a bold and manly way. Let the man whois to i sas oe of the resolution which he withdrew ? 


subdue our liberties come with the boldness of a | 


Napoleon; let him, in the sight of all the people, 
put on the Imperial purple and the crown! We 
will know then the worst, and can prepare the 
armor of our defense. I could admire whilst I 
should strike the tyrant of genius and brave am- 
bition, who should attempt to seize upon our lib- 
erties by force. But, of all despotisms, that 
brought upon an unsuspecting people, a confiding, 
a generous, free people, through the pimps, imps, | 
spies, tools, and pensioned-trained bands of secret 
corruption, is the most loathsome, the most des- | 


picable, the most to be dreaded! ii 


Sir, I remember well that when, that night, two 
of my colleagues [ Messrs. Gorpow and Guorson] . 
warned us against trusting so much to the Exec- | 
utive, I, for one, denied that it was any “ pitiful : 
Administration or anti-Administration measure.” 
I thought so in truth and honest sincerity. It 


was expressly denied by gentlemen of ‘‘the party” |, 


(among the rest by a gentleman from North Car- | 
olina, Mr. Bynum) that the President had called 


call the appropriation, and that no man, there- 
fore, could be impeached for man-worship who 
voted for it. And it was as frequently asked 
i whether we would appropriate so large a sum 
without a call from the President. You, sir, and 
| the othergentleman, knew the secret, were present, 
and neither corrected the denials, nor answered 
the inquiries! Sir, you permitted truth to fallin 
the streets. Knowing the secret, and not disclos- 
ing it, would have been bad enough; but knowing 
it, and keeping it confidentially—not disclésing 


| we are in now. 
|, their own estimate shows, reason enough for a 


VIEW, TOO, OF OBTAINING THEIR VOTES FOR. THE 
GRANT OF THE THREE MILLIONS, AND: BNJOINING 


f such was his policy, why did he not .make 
i it known to his committee, if not in debate, and 
let it be understood generally in the House? Is 
| this to be the pretext? Were we to have a 
War in disguise? Were we to steal upon our 
‘enemy? Does it becomea nation like this to put 
a dagger up sleeve, like an assassin? I protest 
against secret preparations for war, supported by 
secret appropriations! Would war have been 
now raging or not, Congress or no Congress, if 
that amendment had passed? Save me from the 
question! 
Bat, for the objects of war or of peace, if the 


| amendment had been in proper form, I put it to 


‘the members of the last Congress if there was 
| any necessity for secrecy! Neither Army nor 
. Navy wasin a proper condition for peace or for 
war, and the Departments had the best reasons 
in the world for an honest and an open course. 
Sir, how much do you suppose the Secretary of 
the Navy now asks as an additional appropria- 
; tion to put your Navy in trim? Only $6,337,775! 
Well, sir, we were in no better condition, as I 
have shown you, on the 3d of March, 1835, than 
There was, then, 1 say, as this 


grant of supplies, which might have been hon- 
estly and openly stated to us. Why was not 
this estimate then made as it is now? I mean, 
i sir, in a word, was there any object beside peace 
establishment for Army and Navy, or war, which 
| was meant to be attained by the three million 
amendment? I fear, sir, that a war upon the 
Treasury for purposes of Government patronage, 
rather than a war upon France for honor or treaty, 
was meant then, and is meant now! Millions of 
| your public money, which is appropriated for 
| the public good, is, by some legerdemain, appro- 
priated into the pockets of the pets of ‘the 
party.” Your Navy, for instance, since the last 
war, I am told, has cost you, sir, $65,000,000, 
and for that sum you have got afloat, in commis- 
| Sion, one ship-of-the-line, four frigates, eleven 
sloops of war, and six smaller vessels! The 
United States has, I am told, sir, $14,000,000 of 
property in the Pacific, round Cape Horn, one 
i half of which, more than the whole amount of 
-the French treaty, might be struck off at a blow 
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by three French frigates, and you have on that 
station, E believe, one frigate and two sloops of 
war! Yes, sir, I have all along thought that it 
was high time we were making preparation. I 
thought so for two reasons; I knew that we were 
not upon a respectable peace establishment, and 
I thought what I think now, that war is not an 
improbable thing, when General Jackson desires 
it. I therefore voted for the $3,000,000, and more 
than ever am I for making preparation, when I 
fear that the question of peace or war depends 
upon one man alone—he has enouch to do his 
bidding here and elsewhere—and when I look at 
our strength compared with that of other nations. 

The naval forces of the United States, France, 
and Great Britain, are: 

In Commisston. 


Ships-of-line. Frigates. Sloops-of-war. Steamers. S. V. 
United States, l i 0 


France, 16 39 4 59 
Great Uritain, 10 5 73 13 53 
Force afloat and building. 

United States, It 14 14 1 6 
France, 57 64 88 23 120 
Great Britain, 129 128 96 26 166 


Twenty million five hundred and fifty-two thou- 
sand dollars additional appropriation is required 
to give us our relative naval strength, compared 
with France and Great Britain. Five million five 
hundred thousand dollars per annum required for 
ten years, to attain and keep afloat such a force. 

I think, when we look upon this comparative 
statement, we cannot say to France, as did the 
wolf to the lamb in the fable, “ "Tis crime enough 
that she cannot resist!” 

And I think this will show us, sir, that, if war 
was expected or intended, there was a strong ne- 
cessity to commence preparations for war. Our 
own quarrel, our own weak state of preparation, 
and our enemy’s strength, should long ago, say I, 
have admonished the watchful guardians of the 
nation to be making ready. They have been 
furiously charging upon others, upon the Senate 
of the last Congress, for not putting the country 
in a state of defense. And now, sir, if it can be 


i 


shown that they are themselves the guiltiest of | 


the guilty in this high offense, what shall be done 
with the culprits? Shall they not have the poi- 
soned chalice returned to their own lips, which 
they have offered to others? Be it remembered, 
sir, that the Executive conducts our foreign rela- 
tions—he has known the chances and dangers of 
war much better than we. Ay, sir, some devel- 
opments we know were withheld from us. If the 
country should have been preparing for war, then 


should not the President have been making some ` 


recommendation of the kind? Should he not have 


been warning us to prepare? Where are the rec- , 


ommendations of the Executive, the estimate, the 
messages, the communications of the Depart- 
ments, up to this y week of this session? 
None; no, not one ! 

during the last session? When did he call, or in- 
timate a call, for the defense of the country? Sir, 
willit be believed that the Secretary of the Navy 
has not this session, until this 
nished your Committee on 
the estimates, the ordinary estimates of appro- 
priation ? . 

And here, sir, I must be permitted to vindicate 
the notable minority of eighteen! I intend to do 
that now—to mark facts hereafter as we go along, 
and note events as they occur; for I am now more 
than sufficiently admonished never to leave the 
defense of my acts in one Congress to any sub- 
sequent Congress which may follow. Yes, sir, 
no estimates were furnished the committee to 
which I belong by the Navy Department this 
winter, until they were Kicked out of it. If it 
was so great a sin not to vote three millions addi- 
tional for the increase of the Navy last winter, is 
it no sin not to ask for one cent up to this time 
this winter? Sir, it will be recollected that, on 
the 11th of January, the honorable chairman of 
the Committee on Naval Affairs [Mr. Jarvis] în- 
troduced a resolution “that the Committee on 
Naval Affairs be instructed to inquire into the 
expediency of increasing the naval force in com- 
mission.” lopposed thatresolution, voted against 
it, and was thrown by my good friends in this 
House, into a notable minority of eighteen. To 
vindicate that eighteen, and to exemplify, est 
the exact maneuver of the three million amend- 


as the President for war | 


resent week; fur- | 
aval Affairs with |; 


J Will, by many tric 


| 


ment last session, sir, I must detail to you a short 
history of the facts of the case. Sometime pre- 
vious to the time when the resolution was offered 
by the honorable chairman, [Mr. Jarvis,] he and 
I were walking on that highway of the nation, 
Pennsylvania Avenue. We met, sir, a distin- 
guished member of the board of Navy commis- |’ 
sioners—a commodore, who shared in the naval 
fights and victories of the last war. We stopped 
to hold aconversation, in which that officer of the 
Navy Department frankly admitted that our Navy 
required a large appropriation, much larger appro- `' 
Priation than had been called for by the Secretary, 
and said that ‘if we got into a war with France, 
we would be whipped for the first three years.” 
“Well, sir,” I replied, ‘‘if we are to be drubbed 


‘for that length of time, I think we had better take 


care not to get into the fight, or had better begin | 
to prepare for it as soon as possible.” He said, 


; * After we were whipped for about that length of 


time, we would begin to get ready,” and begged 
the honorable chairman and myself to have an 
eye to the necessities and wants of the Navy. 
Sir, Lam willing to takeall responsibility which | 
belongs to me, and sometimes more than belongs ` 
to me in case of emergency. But I had begun to 
suspect what I suspect still, that this French war 
is but a mere key to unlock the Treasury, and 
that Congress is to be made, through the ery of 
national defense, to take the responsibility of 
turning it, and opening the door for patronage. 
If the money should happen to be required, and ` 


; the appropriation be popular, the praises all would 
: be shouted to the Executive, who had not recom- 
| mended it; andif unnecessary and unpopular, the | 


curses and the blame would be sure to fall on 
Congress. I therefore was determined, so far as 
I could, to block the game—to make those who 
should take the responsibility. I was willing, and’. 
am still, to vote for any reasonable appropriation ` 
if called for, but I was determined to know what 


; additional appropriation would be “in accord- 


! had declined to answer the inquiry of the commit- 
‘tee? 
| resolution, he did not state that his committee 


' did not Know then, though á member of the com- 


i swer, and thought it was still pending. 


| ask a question of the honorable chairman before 


ance with the views of the Executive” before the | 
election of the next Congress. Accordingly, it | 
was proposed in the Committee on Naval Affairs 

to inquire of the Secretary of the Navy whether | 
any additional appropriation for the increase of 

the Navy was required. The inquiry was directed | 
to be made by our honorable chairman, (Mr. Jar- 
vis,} some time before he offered his resolution 
of the 11th instant, and was then pending. No 
answer had been returned to the Committee on | 
Naval Affairs, though it seems now an answer | 
had been given to the honorable chairman. Now, 
sir, when the honorable chairman offered that 
resolution, will it be believed that he knew, by the 
answer from the Secretary, that he (the Secretary ) 


When the honorable chairman offered that 
had already inquired and could get no answer. I 


mittee, that our inquiry had been refused an an- 
If stilt 
ending, Í thought the resolution ii iat ay 
o ascertain whether our inquiry had been an- 
swered, it will be recollected that I attempted to 


I opposed his resolution. That question was, 
whether the inquiry on the very same subject of 
the resolution which we had already anticipated, 

had been answered by the Department? and Thope 
it is still remembered by the House how I was 
prevented from obtaining the answer which I de- 
sired from the honorable chairman. I asked the 
question; the chairman was rising to answer when 
the Speaker asked, ‘‘ Does the gentleman from 
Virginia yield the floor?” ‘ Yes, to have his 
question answered bythe gentleman from Maine, ”’ 
{Mr. Jarvis.] The question was repeated, and 
again and again interrupted by the Speaker in 
the same way, until I gave up in despair the at- 
témpt to obtain the answer which was so neces- 
sary for the correet information of the House. It 
was the firet time since I have been a member 
that ever I saw a gentleman thus interrupted, and 


positively prevented from obtaining an answer to | 


an inquiry for information courteously put toa 
member in his seat. e 
But, sir, I can confirm a remark which was 
made the other day, that opts ga may if he |; 
er 


upon 


and courtesy, | 
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too, exercise undue powers over the proceedings 
of this body. So it was: an honest inquiry was, 
it seemed to me designedly, stifled in the case 
which I put. The answer was not obtained, 
which, if it had been obtained, I flatter myself 
there would have been apparently either no ne 
cessity for the resolution of the honorable chair- 
_man, or there would have been no minority of 
eighteen. Theresolution passed witha vote in the 
affirmative of one hundred and sixty-four. And 


‘i what then did the Committee on Naval Affairs 


do? How ‘inquire into the expediency of in- 
_ creasing the naval force in commission,” without 
going right back to the Department, which had 
already once refused to answer the very same 
inquiry? 

e did order a written inquiry to be imme- 
diately directed to the Secretary, which is now 
answered by a written communication, but which 
also, I am told, would not have been answered, 
bat for a circumstance and an influence which Í 
am notauthorized toname. Yes, sir, the answer 


` has at last come, and what does it disclose? 


Why, that the Department does want more than 
six million for the Navy alone! The Department 
of War also has, within this week, crept out of 
its shell, and called for more than five million ! 
Eleven million now, instead of three, actually 
wanted, and if wanted now, was wanting on the 
3d of March, 1835, and no call, no recommenda- 
tion, no estimates until almost this very moment! 
Now, sir, does this need comment? Has there 
not been clearly an attempt to shuffle off the re~ 
sponsibility on Congress? Is it not a plain case 
that ‘‘ the party” and its Departments have been 
longing wishfully for a full sweep at the public 
coffers, but they wanted you and E to take out 
the money for them? Hf we refuse, the cry is 
raised, ‘ You are against defending the country; 
the next step for you is to join the enemy !”” 
Sir, I will not put my hand into the Treasury 
of the people until I know specifically for what 
their money is to be expended, Why, sir, even 
after the House had adopted the resolution to in- 
quire, and before an answer, by some new inode 
of appropriating, the Committee of Ways and 
Means, to insure relief to the Secretary, I sup- 
pose, reported an increase of two millions to the 
ordinary Navy biil, voluntarily, and without-any 
call or information from the Department, for aught 
we know! Sir, this mode of voluntarily appro- 
priating enormous sums without message, without 
estimates, without recommendation, or informa- 
tion, or responsibility, on the part of the Exeeu- 
tive, other than in expending them, will soon 
corrupt the Government, and make Congress but 
the mere tool of the Executive! And now; sir, 
what judgment shalt be passed upon this same 
Secretary of the Navy, who admits now, by his 
own showing, that more than six millions addi- 
tional are, and have been all the time, required: 
for the ‘‘increase of the Navy,” and who yet has 
never made any recommendation whatever, either 
tothis or the last Congress, except for two frigates, 
` three sloops-of-war, and four steam vessels, which 
was meant as an increase to the peace establish- 
ment only, up to this week of this session? Will 
the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. Hawes] now 
embrace him in his mortification and regret, and 
hand him over to the executioner for not defend- 
ing the country? 

Sir, my distinguished friend from South Car- 
olina [Mr. Tuompson] told the gentleman from 
New York, [Mr. Camprerena,} the other day, 
that “it is the fashion of ‘ THE parry’ not to 
shrink from responsibility.” My honorable friend 
has convinced me that he isa mostexcellentjudge 
of men and things, but he was mistaken that 
time. No, sir! General Jackson, in perfect ac- 
cordance with his high-toned independence of 
mind and action, assumes responsibility, but “the 
party” shrinks and skulke and dodges, in fear 
: and trembling. When Jupiter shakes the em- 
| pyrean heights, all the gods tremble! When 
Petson frowns and stamps his foot, rises in his 
| majesty and says—' I take the reeponsibility !’ 
all the sycophants of * the party” quake with 
fear! Witness the deposit question. When the 
President went forth in doubtful contest against 
: the bank, there was a ‘little man ”’ who trembled 
from his hair to his heels—[here:some one said 
he had no hair]—right, sir, his head is bald—from 
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thacrown,thenzot his head to the sole of his foot. | Sir, I must hereafter—I have been bitten once by | he! I voted for the amendment, and adhered to 


His knees smote together with fright during the low. party tricks and chicanery practiced to put an || it throughout. I was not in the secret. I wag 
batde, but the moment the victory was achieved, ‘ immense sum atthe secret service of “ the party’’— || on the verge of a precipice, and might have had 
out sprang the Lilliputian from behind the Old Isay I must hereafter know to a certainty that | to thank the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. 
Hero, and strutted, hectoring, over the dead body an appropriation is to be applied to the purposes || Apams] for a vote which might have saved me 
ofthe monster monopoly! So it was, sir, with of national defense, and not of electioneering, be- | from an awful plunge into error. 
that very three millions amendment. Ihave no fore I vote for it. Every manin theGovernment!; When the House asked for a conference, the 
doubt the President was independent and honest is now authorized and franked to electioneer, Senate readily agreed, and appointed conferees on 
enough to have recommended it boldly, but ‘the from Indian agents and postmasters up to the itspart. The conferees of the two Houses agreed 
party” leaders kept the recommendation secret; President. We now have a President election-, on reducing the appropriation from $3,000,000 to 
and when the sum was reduced so low as to dis- eering for his successor, and it is time the nation $800,000, and on making it more specific. And I 
appoint the Old Hero, and to rouse his wrath to was told of it with the voice of a trumpet! Sir, now again ask the honorable gentleman from New 
veto tke bill, “the party’ were maneuvering, since the publication of that letter of outrageous York, (Mr. Campretena,] the chairman of the 
and dodging, and whispering, and cutting and dictation and of justification of ‘‘ the Government | conferces of the House, whether, when he left the 
shuffling through the Capitol, and sending billets patronage in conflict with the purity of elections;’’ |. conference after agreement to report, he did not 
to change the responsibility of the failure of the that letter to a member of the Tennessee Legis- - intend to report? Vhy did he not report? Sir, L 
fortification bill from the President to the Senate! lature, which appears in the Government official, said yesterday there were two conjectures. I say 
That is the secret. Sir, when itis found thatany and is there not only justified but lauded, claim- . now there are three modes of accounting for the 
measure will succeed and aggrandize the ‘little ing the right to employ all his constitutional ; failure of the honorable gentleman’s intention. 
man,” then “the party” will take the responsi- powers to expunge a resolution of one branchof One is, that the report failed because of a word in 
bility—not before. So it was this very session, Congress, and the right to interfere with the in- | the ear, whispered by two high functionaries be- 
with this same Secretary of our Navy. Ifthere dependence of State:and Federal Legislatures, I tween the conference room and THAT door [point- 
had been no responsibility, no popularity to risk feel constrained, by the love I bear my country, ing to the door next to the Speaker’s room] or the 
in recommending six millions for the increase of to ‘‘ cry aloud and spare not!’ Sir, I wish to gentleman’s scat in the House. Were there not 
the Navy, the service would not now be suffering see the public mind concentrated on these facts. two such “busy bodies” in the way of the duty 
for appropriations, But, Mr. Speaker, there is... But to return from this digression. The three to report? Another is, sir, that there was a Spe- 
a certain class of men who, put them where you million amendment passed; and after a disagree- cial communication, a billet dour, handed to the 
will, in any situation in life, will piddle—I mean ment the Senate adhered. Was it disrespectful honorable gentleman [Mr. CaMBRELENG] in his 
old bachelors! 1 never will, henceforth, support to adhere? The gentleman from Massachusetts, seat, after he came in from the conference. Was 
any man for the Presidency who will appointa [Mr. Apams,] who I thought was “in a stew” there such a billet, and what was its purport? A 
bachelor to any otce of honor or profit, and all that dreadiul night, seems now to have a holy third is, that there was a special visit in person 
especially of responsibility, An old bachelor, horror of the word “adhere.” I understood the from a certain distinguished Senator of ‘the par- 
sir,is a ‘* withered fig tree’’—he is a ‘‘vis inertia!’’ Senate, sir, as strongly asserting only the doc- ; ty,” [Mr. S— W—r, Jr.} What did he say? 
Old bachelors are too near akin to old maids! trine of specific appropriation; not as dissenting | Was not the burden of all three, the whisper, the 
Sir, when the Execative desires an appropria- from the ordinary items of the bill, and not as ` billet, and the special messenger—the Senator 
tion, if he will give me the information of the objecting to a reasonable amount of additional. stooped low from his high degree, to become a 
state of the Union, which he is bound to give, appropriation formally-enacted. The Senate, sir, runner between the two Llouses—that the con- 
and show me that the public good requires it, did not know the secrets! And shall the Sen-  ferees of the House had done wrong to agree to 
and how and what it.is to be made, E, for one, ators—among the rest an honored Senator from reduce the sum? That $800,000 was a ** poor, 
will never be niggardly in voting supplies. The Tennessee, (Mr. Wauite,] who knows his duty pitiful sum,” which would not satisfy the Presi- 
Naval Committee has already, without recom- generally as well as any man without being told, dent? That the President had risen up in wrath, 
mendation from the Executive, or instruction who was once trusted by the President first of and sworn that he would veto the bill, Beta the 
from this House, of its own motion, inquired into any, and deserves now to be trusted with his con- | Senate had refused the whole grant of three mil- 
the expediency of increased appropriations. My fidence more than all bis present friends, who, lions, and that they should be made to bear the 
policy and views are the same as when I voted when he was in confidence, kept it honorably, : loss of the whole bill? Did not the intrigue then 
for the three million amendment. If war is to and the confidence itself was honorable and patri- | assume a double aspect of policy, to ward off from 
come, I fear only the consequences of being otic—shall they, shall he, be accused and con- _ the President the responsibility of vetoing the bill 
unprepared. We have the sinews of war,and demned for not knowing, without hearing, the which he had sworn to veto; and to throw the 
should apply them in ume. With an overflowi Executive secret? Shall he be required to know responsibility and odium of the failure of the bill 
Treasury, and a quarrel with France to settle, l . without being told, to vote without knowing why? | on the Senate? This was the abominable game; 
would have voted liberally the supplies asked . Why, sir, the service is hard enough to do the it was too bad to juggle us first out of our inde- 
for, but until now none have been called for. I sovereign will and good pleasure of potentates. pexdence of legislation, and then out of our char- 
am for peace—peace! for the sake of peace! But : when the bidding comes loud and authoritatively, acter! There are five high witnesses to attest 
if war must come, we must be ready. Since the and that Senator is not one who is likely to obey ` these facts, if a committee be appointed to inquire, 
rejection of the most conciliatory overture of | orders from any power but thatof his own people ` who may be called on. You may go to the first, 
compromise, unless there be a mediationof some and their Legislature; but to do the will of his | second, third, fourth, and fifth highest officers of 
sort, I cannot see how war is to be avoided. master without bidding, and to know that will ` your Government; and, sir, I should like to see 
France will not strike, but she will not pay the without being told, is too much to expect of any . them thoroughly cross examined. We have had 
money. We will not explain, it seems, and, slave. If this is a sin, I hope, sir, that he and | a most important fact disclosed lately. ‘The se- 
having the cause of war on our part, we cannot . his friends will ever have to plead guilty. Sir, : cret journal of the Senate has been opened, and a 
remain inactive. But, sir, I do not mean to sa the Senate knew no ‘‘ why or wherefore” what- : certain indorsement of its clerk has been ex- 
I am for war, or to discuss that question at ail ever for the passage of that amendment; they posed. Now, sir, that secretary of the Senate is 
I only mean now to say that I shall not take part | were taken by surprise—they respectfully dis- 
with France against the President, much. less | agreed. The House refused to recede, and in- high and due sense of propriety. He would be 
will I against the Congress of the United States. |: sisted. The gentleman from Massachusetts {Mr. | cautious to indorse nothing which was: not only 
I shall go for my country, “right or wrong.” | Apams] voted to recede from the three million ; true, but proper to be indorsed. But I must ask 
And, sir, as I would not—l am sure the Presi- | amendment, and yet yesterday he asserted that ! if all was indorsed which was said? I could not 
dent will agree with me in this, for he knows all | any one ‘who would refuse to vote for that | shut my ears, sir, to the rumors which passed 
about the sport—pit a game chicken without his || amendment had but one other Step to take, and | from seat to seat that awful night, Suppose the 
pofa on, 1 might, perhaps, a dominico, just to see || that step would be to join the enemy and assist | Senate did send a message to the Executive that 
im killed. Much less would I send out our old || in battering down the walls of the Capitol !”” | night, rejecting a certain nomination; and sup- 
ships, which have whipped the proudest of Eng- Mr. ADAMS rose to explain.. He had made | pose, in reply,.the President had told the Seere- 
land’s navy, to fight Frenchmen, without bat- || no personal allusion, he said, to.any member of tary, ‘I will receive no further communication 
teries complete, and the gallant sons of our Army || this Congress, nor, to-any individual member of | from the d-—d rascals; the Senate is defunct !? 
and Navy, without sword and buckler, and mail | the last Congress. He had personified. a. senti- || Lam sure, sir, such an answer would be. undig- 
of triple steel! But, sir, E must have the recom- || ment, and his remarks were applied to that per- | nified and unbecoming, and that the Secreta- 
mendation, the estimates, the data, and there || sonification. ees i . || ry’a strict sense of propriety, and of what was 
must be no juggling! Let the Executive come || Mr. WISE. J am glad to stand corrected; I || due: to the President and to the Senate,.would 
forward and recommend what is to be done. I || quoted the language.ia order to be put right. || have prevented him from indorsing all that was 
will rely chiefly upon his knowledge of the wars, || ‘‘ The personification of a acntiment!”’ .I see it, || said... And yet this committee, if raised, and 
He should have come forward last session.: We || sir; Í ean give it form, size, color—a skin, muscle, || it inquire. faithfully, may bring out many such 
must have communications from the Departments. || bone, and sinew.: Lean make it a palpable man, || facta. oe ; ; 
They know of the necessity; of which we are || whose cranium the hrenologists would mark as ||- Sir, I repeat that there was no disposition on 
ignorant. Even the “‘ fourth department” of the || very intellectwal. , I underatand now that this is the part.of the: Senate, or of the House, to defeat 
Government, the Globe, has been furnished with || a assachusetls war, and it is not for me, sir, to || the fortification bill of last session. Both Houses 
more information than has been given to us, to || meddle with it. If £ understand, the gentleman’s || did their duty, and both are now equally inter- 
whom it is all, all, without reservation, due. If explanation for receding, it wan to ‘prevent the || ested to guard against such interference for the 
war does depend upon the will of one man, he || loss of the bill; and yet,sir, when the House was || future as actually prevented both Houses, though 
will have enough to do his bidding, to vote when | for adheripg, did he not adhere too?  {Mr. Apama ready and willing, from doing theirduty. Yes, sir; 
he bids them to vote, to be silent when he bids || shook his -head.] Sọ itis, the gentleman did || the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. R. M. Jouw- 
them; in short, to say “ay’’ or “no,” as he may || vote for once+-twice to recede..Gengrally;,if any son} challenged me, at the beginning of this ses- 
Prompts et H manever does adhere, adhang and adhoyey it is || sign, to apecify acts of Executive intermeddling or 
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a most excellent, good, and pious man, with a 
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interference with the independence of the legisla- | 
tion of Congress. I gave him, sir, one pretty || 
strong case, but here is one still stronger. None i: 
could be stronger. On the last night of the last |! 
Congress, both Houses of Congress, l assert, and ` 
have proved, were not only ready and willing, 
but anxiously endeavoring, to pass a law which 
the President himself says, and which I admit 
was very important to the public interests, with 
large majorities in each in favor of the law, and 
the two Houses agreeing, by special conference, 
and they could not and did not get the bill through, 
in consuquence of the minions and pimps of the | 
Executive tampering with their toolsin the House 
of Representatives! Now, sir, if the gentleman | 
wants a stronger case than that, I cannot imagine ; 
it. Iknow such was the fact; and though all “the | 
Government” should swear to the contrary, I. 
should know and believe the fact until the day of 
my death. Is it to be borne that some twenty or | 
thirty of a trained band shall, by reducing us be- .. 
low a quorum, reduce a majority of both Houses ` 
of Congress below the foot of the Executive? 
Shall we be thus interrupted in our business by 
“a fragmeat” of*‘ the party,” doing the bidding 
of their idol? Is this an administration of the 
Government in the spirit and letter of the Consti- 
tution, which makes the legislative department 
independent of the Executive, and intends that it 
shall be a cheek upon the Executive? Will the ` 
people suffer this monstrous violence to the theo 
and practice of their Government? Oh! that I 
eould raise my voice to a pitch of remonstrance, ! 
which could go forth throughout this land; which 
could reach every hamlet, every home, and every | 
heart of the people; which could speak trumpet- 
tongued to every: man who has in his bosom a 
spark of the spirit of the free! I would rouse a 
resistance to this. misrule, this corruption, this 
parricide of “ the party,’? which would: soon de- | 
termine whether the Many or the ‘few. shall rule | 
the destinies of this Republic! | 
Sir, the whole mass of power which is con- : 
ferred by the Constitution on ali the departments | 
of this Government is nearly as great as the whole 
wer of any Government or any civilized people. 
Bat the theory of our Government so distributes | 
this power among different branches or depart- | 
ments as to check and counterbalance, restrain | 
and control each other mutually. Power with us | 
is so neutralized to do harm, and so well poised |. 
to do good, in the theory. of our Constitution, 
that the Government was’ made free at the same 
time it was made efficient. But, sir, the practice | 
of the Government has of late so perverted the | 
theory of the Constitution, that, through corrup- : 
tion, we are fast becoming bound hand and foot, fi 
and a single department is absorbing the whole | 
nN of power- ita s 
i e principle of .“‘ the is now warring | 
upon onie of The cardinal Snake of the Constr i 
tution, to keep separate, distinct, and INDEPEND- || 
ENT the legislative and executive departments. `! 
That principle, without which this Government | 
cannot remain. free, is totally undermined by.the | 


policy of parties to elect legislators to suppart-~ | 
that 1s, to do the will of—the President? :Is-there | 
no jealousy of the Executive left? No esprit du 


corps in Co: sa? Gone! gone! _ ee 

ir, I mustremiad the House-that.on the Cum- 
berland road bill there. were one hundred amd 
seventy-four members present and voting. : That 

very next vote there was-—no quorum. i 
-: {Here Mr.. W. read a list of the names of. 
members who-voted òn the Cumberland road bill, 
and did not vote on: the next vote or Moore and 
Letcher resolution. There were 66 in number. 
Of these, Van Buren men; 50; Opposition and for 
‘White, 16. A ; - 

On the Cumberland road bill there were 174 
votes. Of these there were— Van Buren men, 87; 
Opposition and for White, 87. 

Parties were equal onthat vote. On the Letcher 
resolution there were 113:votes. Van Buren men, 
83; Opposition and for White, 80.] care ene 

Can this extraordinary desertion of Van Baren 
men be accounted for but upon the supposition of 
design? And this, too, when it was known that 
they were nearly all presentin the House? While 
the Opposition and W hite men had retained their 


. time, and offer to specif 
, Mann, Jr., (of New York.) who refused to vote | 


| the leaders were all present; were they not here, 
of course? That was one finesse, and the other || 


| 
; was to march and countermarch the followers, so || subservient, succumbing, and. servile to his wishes 
| 


numbers to 7, there wasa falling off of Van Buren 
men of 54—54 out of $7!. While the Opposition || 


and White men continued in their places, giving 
their votes until the close of the session, the Van | 
Buren men did not again 
answer to their names. 

On Mr. Jarvis’s motion to adjourn there were 
118 votes. Wan Buren men, 41; Opposition and 
for White, 77. 


On Mr. Carmichael’s motion to adjourn there ‘i 


were 111 votes. Van Buren men, 39; Opposition 
and for White, 72. 


Is not the conclusion irresistible that the chair- |: 

:, Man of the Committee on Foreign Affairs [Mr. | 

CamBRELENG] might, at any moment after his re- |, 
i! [Mr. W. then gave a summary and review of 

i; material facts. } 

uorum, and `| 


turn from the conference, until the adjournment 
of the House, bya nod or a whisper, have sum- 
moned from their hiding-places a 


saved the loss of the fortification bill? Would 


not Rhoderic’s men have risen up at the whistle? |. 


Does not the gentleman from New York know - 
that he might at an 
Did he exert himself to geta quorum?. Did he 
not, and did not you, Mr. Speaker, busily en- , 
deavor to persuade members who had conacien- 


Did not Churchill C. Cambreleng protest, by 
Speech on the floor, (sce Globe of the 5th March, 
1835,) against the right to compel members to : 
answer the call for a quorum, when he all the | 
time was voting himself! Did not Mr. Barringer : 
(of North Carolina) charge the intrigue at the 
names? Was not Abijah 


on-every question from the last quorum to the 
adjournment, sitting in the House calling for the 
yeas.and.nays, when attempts would be made to 
get along without a call? Did not Mr. Barri nger 
tell him he had no right to call for yeas amd nays 
as he said he was no longer a member; and did 
he not claim to be as much a member ag anybody? 
Having pledged himself to vote for the Leteher 
resolution, did he not inform Mr. Letcher he 
could not then vote for it? And did not Letcher 
reply, “ I knew the Van Buren. colts would slip 
their bridles??? When Samuel Beardsley refused 


-to vote, did not the honorable gentleman from | 


Tennessee [Mr. Lea] move to expel him from 
the House? But there were nearly one. hundred 
and fifty members who actually voted upon the 
three calls of 
at night. Different squads would come in and 
vote at different times! The leaders—oh! yea 


as that each one might claim to have voted. But ; 
the proof is positive that there was a quorum act- 
dally voting after the Cumberland road bill and . 


twelve o’clock, to the last, but voting at different -| 
| times! My name is among the number of those 


who voted on the Cumberland road bill,: and 
failed to vote twice afterwards. Mr. Gilmer’s 
conduct struck me, and | hesitated to vote uatil 
I was satisfied by my colleague, [Mr. Mrrcer;] 
and when I saw the miserable, infernal game 
which was playing, I would have voted at all 
hazards, and did vote, as the Journals will show |: 
on the last: vote of the session, to help make a | 
quorum and againstadjournment. And now, sir, 
what shall we say to these men of the immaculate | 
—the only patriotic men, who would not for the 
world have had the fortification bill to fail? Shall . 
they not.have meted out to them that measure of : 
vituperation which they have-meted to the Sen- 
ate?: Shall they not now be hunted down with | 


the: furies and scorpions of abuse, not only for |; 


failing to do a duty which was unpardonable in | 
the Senate,: but for a knowingly willful, false ac- | 


cusation? Hurrah for suck patriote! They are |. 


for national defense! Oh, shame! Oh, honesty! j 
Oh, truth! - . ie 
Sir, the gentlemen have got into a hornet’s nest 
by troubling—impudently gasconading about the 
failure of that bill. They are bitten by their own 
dogs! Oh! yes, the hour had come for their | 
beautiful trick. I would ask the gentleman from | 
Massachusetts, [Mr. Avams,] if he never signed | 
bills after twelve o’clock at night, on the last : 
night of the session, when he was President? | 
Sir, I can prove by the manuscript minutes of 
our Clerk that there was a quorum in the House. | 
ere is a book, the title of which is “ Twenty- | 
Third Congress, second session—Minutes of the ; 


»excepta small minority, || 


time have had a quorum? d 
:| Senator, was seen dodging in and out—he was no 


i i a cogniac-looking ghost. 
tlous scruples, not to vote to make a quorum? ;. 


eas and nays after twelve o’clock | 


Í House of Representatives.” In this book we 


| find this entry on Tuesday, March 3, when the 

| main question was taken on the resolution to 

| compensate Robert P. Letcher: 

; Yeas 113, nays 3. No quorum—many members de- 

' clined to answer, though standing at the Clerk’s desk, be- 
cause it was supposed to be past twelve o’clock.’? 


Only seven members were wanting then, but 


' three afterwards to make a quorum, and many 


| members declined to answer! Sir, there was 
a quorum, and a quorum at the command of 
“the party.” Let it never hereafter be de- 
nied. 


Sir, what caused the Senate to send us that 
; Message which I deem so respectful, and which 
the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. Apams] 
deems so insolent? The Senate was warned of 
treachery. When that special messenger, that 


ghost—if one he is a very red-faced ghost—he is 
[Here Mr. W. paused, 
and glanced his eye. around to see him in the 
Hall.) The Senate was warned of treachery. 
They then reminded the House of the report of 
the conference. What less could that body do to 
defend itself from the Machiavelian plot against 
it? Was there such a spectacle cver exhibited 
in this Capitol before as a trap set for one branch 
of Congress? This message called out the Jesu- 
itical excuse that the hour had come—there was 
: no quorum—‘ sorry, regretted very much, but 
the Senate must take the responsibility! Imme- 
diately the plot revealed itself. I hope that con- 
dition of things, and this exposure, will stand a 
solitary warning tn ‘the party’? not to jeopard 
again the interests of the country by its low, ger- 
vile tricks of corruption. * The party” wished to 
say, by resolution, in reply, that we had finished 
our business when this bill was untouched. Hour 
after hour had the Senate politely waited for this 
fortification bill to be sent to them for their con- 
currence,and Mr. F. 0. J. Smith moved to say to 
them, * We have completed our business!’ And 
| at last the House did ignobly adjourn without 
completing its business, including this bill. I 
have not to take back one word of what I said 
| yesterday about the adjournment of the last Con- 
| gress. Except on one solitary question I shall 
| ever think of the last House of Representatives 
We had a President at the last 
The House was 


| with disgust. 
session bent, I think, on war. 


on every other question but that. The temperand 
| the example of the House on that question were 
noble, and worthy of imitation for all time to 
come. The gentleman from Massachusetts may 
| well.claim it as one of the brightest achievements 
of his civil career that he united us unanimously 
in one of the noblest sentiments which ever ac- 
tuated the patriot, however divided amongst our- 
selves in our own household as brothers, to pre- 
| sentan undivided front to a foreign foe. We acted 
wisely and temperately. And the real secret is, 
the reason the Committee on Foreign Affairs did 
not report sooner—not untal the last momerft, and 
then in the form of that three-million amendment 
~—was that the chairman [Mr.CampreLenc] dared 
not report counter to the sense of the people on 
the one side, or to the sense of the President on 
the other. When. we act wisely, though counter 
to the President, the praise redounds to the Exec- 
utive; and whenanything wrong is done, no mat: 
ter by whom, the Senate 1s now-a-days made the 
stape-goat to bear. all the sing of “< the party” to 
which they are so much opposed. 
Before I conclude, sir, permit me to reply 
briefiy to the gentleman from Massachusetts, 
[Mr. Apams.] That gentleman protests, with 
great emphasis, against the accusation of syco- 

hancy and man-worship.to General Jackson! 
We have fallen upon strange: times. The times 
have monstrously changed, and some of us have 
changed with them. Jam frequently at a loss, 
sir, to determine which side of the question that 
gentleman is on. At the last session, he made 
one speech for war, another for peace, another 
for war again; and, at last, I thought, was about 
right. It has lately been said, and I believe he 

authorized it by. a letter to the gentleman from 
| Rhode Island, [Mr. Pearce,] that he has changed 
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—= 


Ho. or Reps. 


his If so, 
sir, f ] fo 
always, I believe, to prostrate his own friends. 
I shail rejoice, sir, for another, the best evidence 


pos once more in his latter days. 


shall be glad of it, for he has had the fortune |! 


to Virginia, North Carolina, Georgia, and all the i 


Democratic States—all the old Democratic party— 
where the old Federal States and the old Hart- 
ford Convention Federalistg are rallying? I be- 
lieve no man knows his own kind better than the 
honorable gentleman from Massachusetts, and I 
know there is a great change, somehow or other, 
in the old Jackson party. Sir, a new-fangled 
Democracy has sprung up, and renegade Fed- 
eralists, of whom it has been said that ‘they 
haunted the graves of such men as Hamilton and 
Jay like vampires,” are now among the present 
Democrats in the land. 

The gentleman says his object in introducing 
this resolution is to arrive at truth, and to pro- 
duce harmony between the two Houses of Con- 

reas. Sir, I fear his means will defeat his ends. 

e wil, by this resolution, reanimate and arm 
the dead. Hector, once, he says, dragged around 
the walls of this Capitol by the victorious Achilles. 
Instead of an inquiry after truth, the business of 
this committee will be to arraign the Senate of 
the United States, and to break down that body, 
which cannot stand much longer. It bas with- 
stood already more than I thought it could bear, 
and I will not consent to apply another catapulta 
to its walls. The gentleman will find himself 
mistaken. Instead of harmony, he will array 
House against House, and the legislative depart- 
ment, divided againet itself, must fall. The policy 
ef the Executive, when it means to consolidate 
all power in itself, will ever be to divide and con- 
quer. J wili not aid the Executive against Con- 
grees. Inatead of being united here, to a man, 
against encroachments of the Executive, it seems 
we are to be made ourselves the instruments and 
the tools of Executive aggrandizement. Will 
there never be any peace in the land until every 
institution is prostrated to that one? I hope 
the gentleman does not mean to enlist ue in this 
fatal and unprecedented war upon the Senate. 
Sir, if į differed as widely as the poles fram the 
Senate on subjects of past differences, I would 
now, in these fearful times of consolidating all 
power in the Executive, endeavor to become rec- 
Onciled to that body, and to meet it on common 
grounds of peace and harmony and united action. 
Behold the spectacle of the two Hauses of Con- 
gress wrangling, to the destruction of each other, 


ABOLITION OF SLAVERY. 


SPEECH OF HON. H. L. PINCKNEY, 
OF SOUTH CAROLINA, 
In rue House or REPRESENTATIVES, 
February 8, 1836, 


On the resolution offered by him relative to the Abolition 
of Slavery. 


i 


The folowing resolution, submitted by Mr. . 


Prycxney, of South Carolina, being under con- 
sideration— 

Resolved, That al] the memorials which have been offered, 
or may hereafter be presented to this House, praying for 
the abolition of slavery in the District of Columbia, and 
also the resolutions offered by an honorable member from 
Maine, (Mr. Jarvrs.}] with the amendment thereto pro- 
posed by an honorable member from Virginia, (Mr. Wiss,} 


and every other paper or proposition that may be submitted : 


in relation to that subject, be referred to a select commit- 


tee, with instructions to report that Congress possesses no `i 


constitutional authority to interfere in any way with the 
Haptitutian of slavery in any of the States of this Confeds 


eracy; and that, in the opinion of this House, Congress — 


ought not to interfere in any way with slavery in the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, because it would be & violation of the 


public faith, unwise, impolitic, and dangerous tothe Union; | 


assigning such reasons for these conclusions as, in the 


judgment of the committee, may be best calculated to:en- | 


lighten the public mind, to repress agitation, to allay ex- 
citement, to sustain and preserve the just rights of the 
slavehelding States, and of the peeple of this District, and 
to reéstablish harmony and tanquiliity amongst the various 


_ sections of the Union: 


| his reasons. Sir, (said Mr. P.,) let me say once | 
'; for all, that I am not to be driven by newspaper | 


upon the point of dispute which failed to do the | 


sovereign will and good pleasure of the Executive, 
which will and good pleasure was never gra- 
ciously made known to either. Would that be 
the Congress which our fathers created by the 


Conatitution to be watchful and jealous of Exec- | 


utiwe power? They created us to be a check, to 
preserve the equilibrium of power,.and we are to 


Mr. PINCKNEY said he would not detain the 
House long. He had offered the resolution before 
the House upon the moat deliberate reflection, and 
after consultation with several highly reapected 
and judicious friends, and because he honestly 
believed.it to: be the very best course that could 
be adopted in relation to the dangerous and ex- 
citing subject to which it refers. Mr. P. said 
he was aware of the responsibility he assumed; 
but, knowing that he was acting for the highest 
good of the whole country, he was perfectly 
ready and willing to encounter it. He was acting 
for the true interests of his constituents, for the 
true welfare of his native State, and of all the 
South; and, he was neither afraid nor ashamed 
to add, with a view to the peace and preservation 
of the Union. But, because he bad dared to 
adopt this course, he had been bitterly assailed 


: by a certain print, (the Telegraph,) and that toe | 


, before he had even had an opportunity to assign 


assaults, or calumnious imputations: upoan 
motives, from my settled convictions of public 


i: duty, nor from my determined purpose to take 


| high and patriotic ground upon this subject, and 


` to prevent it, as far as I am able to do so, from 


quarrel about which shall yield most to a departe | 


ment which at best is but codrdinate | J aay, sir, 
such a Congress as some would make us is not 


being made a perpetual source of agitation, to 


the ruin of the South, and the destruction of the | - 


Union. Ihave no fear that the assaults to which 


I have alluded will injure me in the estimation of | 


ii the citizens.of Charleston. My constituents have 


the Congress which the founders of our Govern- i 


ment intended, and, when we yield ouc jealous 


independence, the Congress of. the Constitution ; 


will be dead,.dead, dead! 
appointing the judiciary to decade upon law, and 
with the power of controlling, by the bribes of 
appointment, the legislaters who are to enact the 
lawa; the President, if-he will abuse his trusts, is 
omnipetent, and the Govennment is consolidated 
in the Executive. Oh! that I could, inspire my 
fellow. members -of this House, and the whale 
Ameriean people, to rise up in time against exe 
cessive Executive power! The time bas come 
when every man, in private life and in :pablic, 
when the high and the low, the rich and the poor; 
should meet together for the safety of the Govern- 
ment. Whilst that ia at stake, let ua conciliate 
and cheer eneh other, and say, it is not you of 
the Senate, ner youef the House of Represent- 
atives whe have sianed so grievously against tha 
country, its laws, its Constitution, and the spiris 
of its institatians, but you, the minions. ef the 
Executive! . l 

Sir, I denounce the attempt te charge the loss 
of the fortification bill upon the Senate, on tha 
part of those who make it, knowing it tobe false, 
to a base fraud and imposition upon thecoun- 


l 


With the power of | 


i known me long, and they know me well. 
know that I am utterly incapable of being tempted 
| to desert my duty to them, in any matter in which 
their rights or interests are involved; and they will 
spurn the base imputation upon me, as an ingultto 
themselves. But.I do plead gailty to.the heinous 
accusation of desizing harmony—of desiring to 
producea aafe aniladvantageousand honordblead+ 
Juatment of this question. Buthow, Mr. Speaker? 
By evading the resolutions offered by the henor» 
able members from Maine and Virginia, as | am 
charged: with doing? No,sir;all whe kanow me; 
either -here ar jn South Carolina, kriow that.] 
never have evaded. or avoided any vote or any 
question, upon which it has evar heen my duty 
to aot as a public representative. Ibis not my: 
nature; it is not my character. I would disdain 
te shrink from an open-avowal-of my sentiments 
orrececd of my vote upon. any question: which 
gentleman could. make before this House. 
How then, mr? By setracing. ground alteady: 
gained, and yielding an advantage abtuined from 
the enemy? No, sir; for. I. know: of no x 
gained--of no advantage obieined; -but I am: decid- 
edly of opinion, on the: eonteary, that we have 
lost ground daily, by .the:oourse that has ‘been 
pussued,and that we shail lose more and more; the 
longer it is persisted in, ‘This.acewsation, then, 


-- I is absurd. Ihave evaded hething;L have yielded 


They | 


|! nothing. I deny the imputation 
| insinuation connected with it. 
| But, sir, I do desire harmony—by producing 
harmonious, united, and efficient action — by 
taking higher ground than has yet been taken— 
by covering the whole field—by bringing up the 
main question, and acting upon that, and by doing 
what no one else has yet attempted to do—by 
procuring a direct vote and a practical result, UPON 
| THE WHOLE SUBJECT OF THE ABOLITION OF SLA- 
very! This is my object, sir. And Iam to be 
© denounced for this! re my constituents to be 
‘incited to suspect me, because I am honestly 
_ endeavoring to bring this distracting controversy 
| to the very best issue of which it is susceptible? 
Is it treason: to the South, sir, that this House 
should declare, by a solemn and deliberate vote, 
that Congress possesses no constitutional au- 
thority to interfere with slavery in any of the 
| Statea? Is it treason to the South,. that this 
House should declare, by a solemn and deliberata 
vote, that Congress ought not, and will not, inter- 
fere, in any way, with slavery in the District of 
_ Columbia, because it would be a violation of the 
| publio faith, and dangerous to the Union? Has 
such a point as this ever been gained before? Has 
ever such a vote been taken, er such a declaration 
made, as this? Is it treason to the South to wish 
to allay excitement, and to repress agitation? Is 
it treason to the South that. a committee should 
| be ordered to draft a report, as ably as they 
|; ĉan, to secure and maintain the just rights of the 
| slaveholding States, and of the. people af this 
` District, on the ane side, and at the same time 
| to restore concord and, tranquillity amongst the 
|| various seetions of .this Confederacy, on: tha 
i| other? lf this be treason tothe South, sir, let 
|; my constituents judge: me. I am responsible to 
|! them—but to no individual, be he whe he may. If 
i, this be treason to the Union, let the people of 
‘| America decide; for I cheerfully acknowledge 
` that, as a citizen of the Union, I am also respons+ 
| ible ta thém. - But, at all events, however 1 may 
| be denounced for my audacity, in having acted 
thus, I have the consolation .to know that the 
prepositions I have offered meet the cordial appro- 
bation of many members from the South, than 
' whom there are no purer patriots, or more de- 
voted southerners, upon this floor, . Several of 
them have said that they would have rejoiced if 
this very course had been adopted at:the beginning 
of the session; and I have every reason to believe 
that it will now be sustained by the almost undi- 
| vided vote of the, whole sowthern delegation. What, 
| then, Mr. Speaker! am I, and all the southern 
|| delegates who act with me, are all.of us traitors? 
| and’ is the individual who has assailed me the 
| only man who understands the interests, or cares 
i| for the rights and honor of the South? ? 
But, sir, I feel that: 1 ought to ask pardon of the 
House for speakingin this manner. It iaexceed+ 
ingly painful to me to speak of myself at any time, 
| orinany place, but. especially before so respect- 
able and enlightened an assembly. as this; bat, in 
justice to myself, I could not have avoided it upon 
the present occasion. Sir, Iwill only trouble the 
House with one or two observations more. 
wish my constituents to understand my motives. 
It is my duty, as the Representative of the people 
of Charleston, to render an account to them of 
everything that:I may aay or do in my public 
capacity; and. I wish them to understand me dis- 
tinctly that they may judge me correctly, and 
éwpecially before any false impressions may have 
been created in their minds. I say, then, Mr; 
Speaker, that I have three great objects in offer- 
ing this resolwtion. The first is, as far as possible 
to arrest the-diseussion of the aubjeet of slavery 
within these walls, which I believe to be useless, 
Worse than uevless, pernicious to the South, and 
fangerous ta the whole country. The second is, to 
l| bring the whole subject of the abolition of slavery 
to à practical result, in a manner safe and advan- 
tageous to the South, satisfactory. to the North, 
and calculated also to tranquilize the country and 
to-confirm.the Union. My last object is, (and this 
indeed. substantially includes the whole,) to put 
down the spirit of famaticiam, to repress the spirit 
of incendiary-agitation, by disseminating through- 
out the country a calm and temperate report, ema- 
nating from this body. having the high sanction 
of the National Legislature, and calculated, both 


, and every vile 
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he: In my humble 
judgment, it is the only course by which we can 
bring this matter toan advantageousissue. Hith- 
erto we have been fighting about mere abstrac- 
ticns. Hitherto we have been contending about 
tue right of petition, and other minor and unim- 
portant points. We have been wasting our ener- 
gies, and losing ground, upon a false issue; an 
issue upon which we never can arrive at a prac- 
tical result; an issue upon which the whole North 
is united, and the South is divided—and the very 
debate upon which (so far from doing the least 
good) only increases the spirit of abolition at the 
North, inflames excitement at the South, and is 
daily widening the breach between the different 
members of the Union. 

Now, sir, L am for overstepping these minor, 
abstract points, and taking higher ground. Iam 


for taking the question upon the whole subject. | 


I would let the right of petition alone, as no way 
material to the trueissue. I would have a broad 


and comprehensive declaration, that Congress pos- i: 


sesses no authority aver slavery, here or elsewhere, and 
will not interfere with tt in any way whatever. Is 


not this the true position for the South, sir? I: 


think itis; and my constituents, too, (all of whom 
own slares,) will think upon it,too. Sir, the Ab- 
olitionists aim at general emancipation; no candid 
man can doubt it or deny it. All their writings 
and publications prove it. You cannot read the 
proceedings of a single anti-slavery society, or a 
single production of the incendiary press, with- 
out bemg thoroughly convinced that they con- 
template abolition in the States as their grand 
ultimate object, and that they never will be satis- 
fied with anything short of it, as long as they 
have the slightest shadow of a hope. Now, sir, 
I would meet them, and defeat them, at once and 
forever, upon that. I consider that we do but 
little, if we do not crush their hopes in relation 
to the States. There can be no doubt that all 
their attempts to procureabolition in the District 
are, that it may constitute a foundation for their 
general scheme. They regard it as an entering 
wedge, by which they may carry on their opera- 
tions afterwards to an indefinite extent. Give 


them this District as a lever, and they will never ` 


cease until they bring this Government to act 
upon the States. 
their hopes at once, as regards the States, by say- 
ing to them, plainly and distinctly, that this Gov- 
ernment possesses no power whatever by which 
they could be aided in their views. Satisfy them 
that they have no hope in relation to the 
and they will soon cease to trouble us in relation 
tothe District. But, ‘“‘ to make assurance doubly 
sure,” I would also extinguish their hopes as 
regards this District. I would meet them at every 
point, and put them down on all. I would say to 
them, that, so far from ever obtaining the aid of 
this Government in their designs upon the States, 


they shall never be permitted to even obtain a foot- | 


hold here. They shall never be permitted to use 


this District for the purpose of convulsion and | 
disunion. And surely, if anything on earth can ; 


repress the spirit of incendiary agitation, such 
proceedings on the part of this House must pro- 
duce that effect. And not only that, it will not 
only tend, as I firmly believe, to check and re- 
press the fanatics, but, what is still more import- 
ant, it will tend, powerfully and irresistibly, to 
produce a high-toned, generous patriotism, an 
enlarged, magnanimous, American spirit, in the 
great body of the non-slaveholding States, emi- 
nently favorable to the cause of peace, and to the 
constitutional rights and interests of the southern 


No. 49 


I would, therefore, cut off all . 


tates, - 


| States. Only let this House adopt the course in- 
| dicated in the resolutions I have offered, and, my 
i life upon it, they will be sustained by every hon- 

est heart, by every true American patriot, in 
|. every 


public, 


duce. The battle of abolition is to be fought, not 
at the South, but in the non-slaveholding States. 
The people of the non-slaveholding States are di- 
vided into two classes—the incendiary fanatics 
who are plotting our destruction and the destruc- 
tion of this Union, and the great body of the 
people, who respect the rights and feelings of 
their southern brethren, and are doing al! that 
they can to put the fanatics down What, then, 
„is our policy? To make a new issue upon ab- 
stract points—to change the whole aspect of the 
question, by contending against the right of peti- 
tion, and thus increase abolition, and drive our 
supporters from the field? No, sir. I would 
strengthen our friends, not weaken them. I would 
let them fight the Abolitionists in their own way, 
and not hamper or trammel them by making new 
contests, or creating new difficulties of any kind 
whatever. And I do firmly and conscientious! 
believe that, if this course is adopted, they will 
succeed in putting the fanatics down, and in put- 
ting an end to this most unnatural war. These, 
then, are my motives. These are my objects. I 
go for the suppression of abolition. I go to main- 
tain the just rights of the South, without invad- 
ing the rights of others. I go to obtain a direct 
vote upon the whole subject of the abolition of 
slavery, without being involved in constitutional 
contests upon any other points. In one word, I 
, go for a decisive settlement of this question in the 


i| the rights of the South, and the peace and per- 

4 ey of this Union. And, as do sincerely 
| believe that the adoption of my resolutions, 

accompanied by a firm but temperate report, will 

' produce these blessed results, so I shall esteem 
myself truly happy if I shall be the humble in- 
strument of giving effectual and permanent repose 
to the South, (to which I am attached by every 
tie that can bind the heart of man to his natal 
soil,) and also accomplish the great object of 
placing this Union once more upon a firm and 
solid and immovable foundation. 


LOSS OF THE FORTIFICATION BILL. 


SPEECH OF HON. D. WEBSTER, 
OF MASSACHUSETTS, 
In Senate, January 14, 1836, 


On the subject of the Three-Million Appropriation, and the - 


loss of the appropriation bill for Fortifications of the last 
session. 


Mr. WEBSTER said: It is not my purpose to 
. make any remarks on the state of our affairs with 
France. The time for that discussion has not 
come, and I wait. We are in daily expectation 
of a communication from the President, which 
will give us light; and we are authorized to expect 
a recommendation by him of such measures as 
he thinks it may be necessary and proper for 
Congress to adopt. Ido not anticipate him. I 
do not forerun him. 
delicate business, it is the ; 
ecutive to go forward, and I, for one, do not in- 
tend either to be drawn or driven into the lead. 
When official information shall be before us, and 
' when measures shall be recommended upon the 
| proper responsibility, I shall endeavor to form the 
best judgment I can, and shall act according to its 
dictates. ; 
I rise now for another purpose. This resolu- 
i} tion has drawn on a debate upon the general con- 
duct of the Senate during the last session of 
Congress, and especially in regard to the proposed 
grant of the three millions to the President on the 
|| last night of the session. My main object is to 
tell the story of this transaction, and to exhibit 
|| the conduct of the Senate fairly to the public 
view. I owe this duty to the Senate. I owe it 
; to the committee with which I am connected; and 
although whatever is personal to an individual is 
generally of too little importance to be made the 


non-slaveholding State of this great Re- , 


Now, sir, this is the very result I desire to pro- 


manner that I honestly think will best maintain : 


In this most important and | 
por duty of the Ex- 


| subject of much remark, I hope I may be permit- 

|| ted, in a matter in regard to which there has been 

|| 80 much misrepresentation, to say a few words 
for the sake of defending my own reputation. 

This vote for the three millions was proposed 
by the House of Representatives as an amend- 
ment to the fortification bill; and the loss of that 
bill, three millions and all, is the charge which 
has been made upon the Senate, sounded over all 
the land, and now again renewed. I propose to 
give the true history of this bill, its origin, its 
progress, and its loss. 

Before attempting that, however, let me remark, 
for it is worthy to be remarked, and remembered, 
that the business brought before the Senate last 
session, importantand various as it was, and both 
public and private, was all gone through, with 
most uncommon dispatch and promptitude. No 
session has witnessed a more complete clearing 
off and finishing of the objects before us. The 
communications from the other House, whether 
bills or whatever else, were especially attended to 
in proper season, and with that ready respect 
which is due from one House to the other. I 
recollect nothing of any importance which came 
to us from the House of Representatives, which 
was here neglected, overlooked, or disregarded. 

On the other hand, it was the misfortune of the 
Senate, and, as I think, the misfortune of the 
country, that, owing to the state of business in 
the House of Representatives towards the close of 
the session, several measures which had been ma- 
tured in the Senate, and passed into bills, did not 
receive attention, so as to be either agreed to or 
rejected, in the other branch of the Legislature. 
They fell, of course, by the termination of the 
session. 

Among these measures may be mentioned the 
following: 

| Tue Post Orrice Rerorm But, which passed 
the Senate unanimously, and of the necessity for 
which the whole country is certainly now most 
abundantly satisfied; 

Tuer Custom-Hovse Reeuiarions BiLLs, which 
also passed nearly unanimously, after a very la- 
borious preparation by the Committee on Com- 
merce, and a full discussion in the Senate; 

Tue Jupicrary Bit, passed here by a majority 
of thirty-one to five, and which has again already 
passed the Senate at this session with only a sin- 
gle dissenting vote; 

THE BILL INDEMNIFYING CLAIMANTS FOR FRENCH 
SPOLIATIONS BEFORE 1800; 

THE BILL REGULATING THE DEPOSIT OF THE PUB- 
|| LIC MONEYS IN THE Deposit Banks; 

THE BILL RESPECTING THE TENURE OF CERTAIN 
OFFICES, AND THE POWER OF REMOVAL FROM OF- 
| FICE; which has now again passed to be engrossed 
i in the Senate by a decisive majority. 

All these important measures, matured and 

, passed in the Senate in the course of the session, 
and many others whose importance was less, 
| were sent to the House of Representatives, and 
we never heard anything more from them. They 
there found their graves. 
| It is worthy of being remarked, also, that the 
; attendance of the members of the Senate was re- 
markably full, particularly towards the end of the 
i Session. On the last day every Senator was in 
his place till very near the hour of adjournment, 
as the Journal will show. We had no breakin 
up for want of a quorum, no delay, no calls o 
| the Senate; nothing which was made necessary 
| by the negligence or inattention of the members 
| of this body. On the vote for the $3,000,000, 
which was taken out at about eight o’clock in the 
| evening, forty-eight votes were given, every mem- 
,, ber of the Senate being in his place and answer- 
‘ing to his name. This is an instance of punctu- 
ality, diligence, and labor, continued to the very 
‘ end of an arduous session, wholly without exam- 
| ple or parallel. 
| The Senate, then, must stand, in the judgment 
| of every man, fully acquitted of all remissness, 
"all negligence, all inattention, amidst the fatigue 
| and exhaustion, of the closing hours of Congress. 
Nothing passed unheeded, nothing was over- 
looked, nothing forgotten, and nothing slighted. 
i And now, sir, I would proceed immediately to 
: give the history of the fortification bill, if it were 
;, not necessary, as introductory to that history,and 
l as showing the circumstances under which the 
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Senate was called on to transact the public busi- 
ness first to refer to another bill which was before 
us, and to the proceedings which were had upon 
it. 

It is well known, sir, that the annual appro- 
priaticn bills always originate in the House of 
Representatives, This is so much the course, 
that no one ever looks to see such a bill first 
brought forward in the Senate. It is also well 
known, sir, thatit has been usual heretofore, to 
make the annual appropriations for the Military 
Academy at West Point in the general bill which 

rovides for the pay and support of the Army. 
Bat last year, the Army bill did not contain any 
appropriation whatever for the support of West 
Point. I took notice of this singular omission 
when the bill was before the Senate, but pre- 
sumed, and indeed understood, that the Fouse 
would send usa separate bill for the Military 


Academy. The Army bill, therefore, passed; | 


but no bill for the Academy at West Point ap- 
peared. We waited for it from day to day, and 
from week to week; but waited in vain. At 
length, the time for sending bills from one House 
to the other, according to the joint rules of the 
two Houses, expired; and no bill had made its 
appearance for the support of the Military Acad- 
emy. These joint rules, as is well known, are 
sometimes suspended on the application of one 
House to the other, in favor of particular bills, 
whose progress has been unexpectedly delayed, 
but which the public interest requires to be passed. 
But the House of Representatives sent us no re- 

uest to suspend the rules in favor of a bill for 
the support of the Military Academy, nor made 
any other proposition to save the institution from 
immediate dissolution. Notwithstanding all the 
talk about a war, and the necessity of a vote for 
the three millions, the Military Academy, an in- 
stitution cherished so long, and at so much ex- 
pene) was on the very point of being entirely 
roken up. 

Now it so happened, sir, that at this time there 
was another appropriation bill which had come 
from the House of Representatives, and was be- 
fore the Committee on Finance here. This bill 
was entitled ‘* An act making appropriations for 
the civil and diplomatic expenses of the Govern- 
ment for the year 1835.” 

In this state of things, several members of the 
House of Representatives applied to the commit- 
tee,and besought us to save the academy, by an- 
nexing the necessary appropriations for its sup- 
port to the bill for civil and diplomatic service. 

e spoke to them, in reply, of the unfitness, the 
irregularity, the incongruity, of this forced union 
of such dissimilar subjects; but they told us it 
was a case of absolute necessity, and that, with- 
out resorting to this mode, the appropriation could 
not get through. We acquiesced, sir, in these 
suggestions; we went out of our way; we agreed 


to do an extraordinary and irregular thing, in ' 


order to save the public business from miscar- 
riage. By direction of the committee, I moved 


the Senate to add an appropriation for the Mili- | 


tary Academy to the bill for defraying civil and 
diplomatic expenses. The bill was so amended; 
and in this form the appropriation was finally 
made. 

But this was not all. This bill for the civil and 
diplomatic service being thus amended, by tack- 
ing the Military Academy upon it, was sent back 
by us to the House of Representatives, where its 
length of tail was to be still much further in- 
creased. That House had before it several sub- 


jects for provision and for appropriation, upon 
which it had not passed any bill before the time ` 
for passing bills to be sent to the Senate had 
elapsed. It was anxious that these things should, : 
in some way, be provided for; and when the di- ` 
plomatic bill came back, drawing the Military | 


Academy after it, it was thought prudent to at- 


tach to it various of these other provisions. There | 


were propositions to pave streets in the city of 
Washington, to repair the Capitol, and various 


other things, which it was necessary to provide | 


for; and they, therefore, were put into the same 
bill by way of amendment to an amend ment; that 
is to say, Mr. President, we had been prevailed 
on to amend their bill for defraying the salary of 
our ministers abroad by adding an appropriation 
for the Military Academy, and they proposed to 


t 


‘amend this our amendment by adding to it mat- 
` teras germain to it as it was to the original bill. 
There was also the President’s gardener. His 
salary was unprovided for, and there was no way 
of remedying this important omission but by 
giving him place in the diplomatic service bill, 
among chargés d’affaircs, envoys extraordinary, 
and ministers plenipotentiary. In and among 
these ranks, therefore, he was formally introduced 
by the amendment of the House, and there he 
now stands, as you will readily see by turning to 
the law. Sir, I have not the pleasure to know 
this useful person; but should I see him some 


morning, everlooking the workmen in the lawns, | 
walks, copses, and parterres which adorn the |! 
li the House, it would be 


grounds around the President’s residence, con- 
sidering the company into which we have intro- 
duced him, I should expect to see at least a diplo- 
matic button on his working-jacket. 

When these amendments came from the House, 
and were read at our table, though they caused a 
smile, they were yet adopted, and the law passed} 


almost with the rapidity of a comet, and with | 


something like the same length of tail. 

Now, sir, not one of the irregularities or incon- 
gruities, no part of this jumbling together of dis- 
tinct and different subjects, was, in the slightest 
degree, occasioned by anything done, or omitted 
to be done, on the part of the Senate. Their pro- 
ceedings were all regular, their decision prompt, 
their dispatch of the public business correct and 
seasonable. There was nothing of disorganiza- 
tion, nothing of procrastination, nothing evincive 
of a temper to embarrass or obstruct the public 
business. If the history which I have now truly 
given shows that one thing was amended by an- 
other, which had no sort of connection with it, 

i unusual expedients were resorted to, and that the 
laws, instead of arrangement and symmetry, ex- 
hibit anomaly, confusion, and the most grotesque 

i associations, it is nevertheless true that no part 
of all this was made necessary by us. We de- 


‚i and, at eight o’clock in the evening, 


i 
| 


‘ viated from the accustomed modes of legislation 
only when we were supplicated to do so, in order 
to supply bald and glaring deficiencies in meas- | 
ures which were before us. 

But now, Mr. President, let me come to the 
fortification bill, the lost bill, which not only now, | 
but on a graver occasion, has been lamented like 
the lost Pleiad. 

This bill, sir, came from the House of Repre- 
sentatives to the Senate, in the usual way, and 
was referred to the Committee on Finance. Its 

| appropriations were not large. Indeed, they ap- 
peared to the committee to be quite too small. It 
struck a majority of the committee, at once, that 

| there were several fortifications on the coast either 
not provided for at all, or not adequately provided 
for by this bill. The whole amount of its appro- 

- priations was $400,000 or $430,000. It contained 

no grant of three millions, and if the Senate had 

passed it, the very day it came from the House, 
not only would there have been no appropriation 
of the three millions, but, sir, none of those other 
sums which the Senate did insert in the bill. 


this bill, We had communications with and from 
the Departments, and we inserted in the bill every- 
thing which any Department recommended to us. 
We took care to await the proper period to be 
sure that nothing else was coming; and we then 
reported the bill to the Senate with our proposed 
amendments. Among these amendments, there 
was a sum of $75,000 for Castle Island, in Boston 
harbor, $100,000 for defenses in Maryland, and 
so forth. These amendments were agreed to by 
the Senate, and one or two others added, on the 
motion of members; and the bill being thus 
amended, was returned to the House. 

And now, sir, it becomes important to ask when 
was this bill, thus amended, returned to the House 
i| of Representatives? Was it unduly detained here, 
so that the House was obliged afterwards to act 
upon it suddenly? This question is material to 
be asked, and material to be answered, too, and 
the Journal does satisfactorily answer it; for it 
appears by the Journal that the bill was returned 
to the House of Representatives on Tuesday, the 
24th of February, one whole week before the close 
of the session. And from Tuesday, the 24th of 
February, to Tuesday, the 3d of March, we heard 
not one word from this bill. Tuesday, the 3d of 


‘| Others, besides ourselves, saw the deficiencies of ` 
|| With what propriety, then, could the Senate 
; be called on to sanction a proceeding so entirely 


= was drawing so near to a cl 


| March, was, of course, the last day of the ses- 
; Sion. We assembled here at ten or eleven o’clock 
in the morning of that day, and sat until three in 
the afternoon, and still we were not informed 
whether the House had finally passed the bill, 
_ As it was an important matter, and belonging to 
' that part of the public business which usually re- 
, ceives particular attention from the Committee on 
. Finance, I bore the subject in my mind, and felt 
' some solicitude about it, seeing that the session 
ose. I took it for 
' granted, however,as I had not heard anything to 
: the contrary, that the amendments of the Senate 
would not be objected to, and that when a conve- 
nient time should arrive for taking up the bill in 
passed at once intoa law, 
and we should hear no more about it. Not the 
_ Slightest intimation was given either that the Ex- 
ecutive wished for any larger appropriation, or 
that it was intended in the House to insert such 
larger appropriation. Nota syllable escaped from 
anybody and came to our knowledge, that any 
Uo gabe alteration whatever was intended in the 
' bill. 

At three o’clock in the afternoon of the 3d of 
March the Senate took its recess, as is usual in 
that period of the session, until five. At five we 

| again assembled and proceeded with the business 
| of the Senate until eight o’clock in the evening; 
and not be- 
ppeared at our door, 


| 
if 


i fore, the Clerk of the Housea 
| and announced that the House of Representatives 
| had disagreed to one of the Senate’s amendments, 
| agreed to others, and totwoof those amendments, 
| 


j| viz: the fourth and fifth, it had agreed with an 


| amendment of its own. ; 

| Now, sir, these fourth and fifth amendments 

| of ours were, one a vote of $75,000 for the castle 

ian Boston harbor, and the other avote of $100,000 

for certain defenses in Maryland. And what, 

' Sir, was the addition which the House of Repre- 
sentatives proposed to make, by way of ‘“‘amend- 
ment’? to a vote of $75,000 for repairing the works 
in Boston harbor? Here, sir, it is: 

“And be it further enacted, That the sum of $3,000,000 
be, and the same is hereby appropriated, out of any money 
in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, to be expende 
in whole or in part, under the direction of the President of 
the United States, for the military and naval service, in- 
cluding fortifications and ordnance, and increase of the 

i Navy: Provided, Such expenditures shal) be rendered ne- 
cessary for the defense of the country prior to the next 
meeting of Congress.” 


This proposition, sir, was thus unexpectedly 
and suddenly put to us, at eight o’clock in ths 
evening of the last day of the session. Unusual. 
unprecedented, extraordinary, as it obviously is, 
on the face of it, the manner of presenting it was 
still more extraordinary. The President had 
asked for no such grant of money; no Department 
had recommended it; no estimate had suggested 
it; no reason whatever was given for it; no 

; emergency had happened, and nothing new had 
occurred; everything known to the Administra- 
tion,at that hour, respecting our foreign relations, 
had certainly been known to it for days and for 
weeks before. 


‘irregular and anomalous? Sir, I recollect the 
occurrencesof the moment very well,and I remem- 
ber the impression which this vote of the House 
seemed to make, all round the Senate. We had 
just come out of executive session; the doors 
were but just opened; and I hardly remember 
whether there was a single spectator in the Hall 
or the galleries. I had been at the clerk’s table, 
and had not reached my seat when the message 
was read. All the Senators were in the Chamber. 
T heard the message certainly with great surprise 
and astonishment; and I immediately moved the 
Senate to disagree to this vote of the House. My 
relation to the subject, in consequence of my con- 
nection with the Committee on Finance, made it 
my duty to propose some course, and I had not 
a moment’s doubt or hesitation what that course 
ought tobe. ltook upon myself, then, sir, the 
responsibility of moving that the Senate should 
disagree to this vote, and I now acknowledge that 
responsibility. It might be presumptuous to say 


that I took a leading part, but I certainly took an 
early part, a decided part, and an earnest part, 
in rejecting this broad grant of three million dol- 
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lars, without limitation of purpose or specifica- 
tion of object; called for by no recommendation, 
founded on no estimate, made necessary by no 
state af things which was made known to us. 
Certainly, sir, I took a part in its rejection; and 
l stand here, in my place in the Senate to-day, 
ready to defend the part so taken by me; or 
rather, sir, I disclaim all defense, and all occasion 
of defense, and l assert it as meritorious to have 
been among those who arrested, at the earliest 
moment, this extraordinary departure from all 
settled usage, and, as I think, from plain consti- 
tutional injunction—this indefinite voting of a 
vastsum of money, to mere Executive discretion, 
without limit assigned, without object Specified, 
without reason given, and without the least con- 
trol under Heaven. 

Sir, | am told that, in opposing this grant, I 
spoke with warmth, and E suppose I may have 
done so. If I did, it was a warmth springing 
from as honest a conviction of duty as ever in- 
fluenced a public man. It was Spontaneous, un- 


affected, sincere. There had been among US, Sir, | 
There could have i 
been none. Between the reading of the message | 
and my motion to disagree there was not time | 


no consultation, no concert. 


enough for any two members of the Senate to 
exchange five words on the subject. The prop- 
osition was sudden, and perfectly unexpected. I 
resisted it as irregular, as dangerous in itself, and 
dangerous in its precedent, as wholly unneces- 
sary, and as violating the plain intention, if not 
the express words, of the Constitution. Before 
the Senate then I avowed, and before the country 
ĮI now avow, my part in this opposition. What- 
soever is to fall on those who sanctioned it, of 
that let me have my full share. 

The Senate, sir, rejected this grant by a vote 


of TWENTY-NINE against nincteen. These twenty- | 
and whensoever | 
the EXPUNGING process may commence, or how | 


nine names are on the Journal; 


far soever it may be carried, I pray it, in mercy, 
not toerase mine from that record. 1 beseech lt, 
in its sparing goodness, to leave me that proof of 
attachment to duty and to principle. It may 


draw around it, over it, or through it, black lines, | 


or red lines, or any lines; it may mark it in any 
way which either the most prostrate and fantas- 
tical spirit of man-worship, or the most ingenious 
and elaborate study of self-degradation may de- 
vise, if only it will leave it, so that those who 
inherit my blood, or who may hereafter care for 
my reputation, shall be able to behold it where it 
now stands, 


The House, sir, insisted on this amendment. | 


The Senate adhered to its disagreement. The 
House asked a conference, to which request the 


Senate immediately acceded. The committee of 


conference met, and, in a very short time, came 
toanagreement. They agreed to recommend to 


their respective Houses, as a substitute for the | 


vote proposed by the House, the following: 


“ As an additional appropriation for arming the fortifica- | 


tions of the United States, $300,000. 


“ As an additional appropriation for the repair and equip- 


ment of ships of war of the United States, $500,000.79 


I immediately reported this agreement of the 
committees of conference to the Senate; but, inas- 


matter, until the House should first have consid- 
ered the report of the committees, decided thereon, 
and sent us the bill. I did not myself take any 
note of the particular hour of this part of the 
transaction. The honorable member from Vir- 
ginia (Mr. Leren] says he consulted his watch 


at the ti he knows that I had come from ‘: : A 
ime, and he kno | rence may well deserve to be noticed. One is, a! 


; connection which it may perhaps have with the 


the conference, and was in my seat at a quarter 
past eleven. i have no reason to think that he 


1s under any mistake in this particular. He says | 
it so happened that he had occasion to take notice | 
of the hour, and well remembers it. It could not | 
well have been later than this, as any one will be |, 


satisfied who will look at our Journals, public 


and executive, and sce what a mass of business | 


was dispatched after I came from the committees, 


and before the adjournment ofthe Senate. Having |! 


mad i doubt that both || ! : : Sig 
e the report, sir, 1 had no || in the House of Representatives; that it was quite 


, obvious that if he could not receive a communi- i 


Houses would concur in the result of the confer- 


ence, and looked every moment for the officer of | 
the House bringing the bill. He did not come, 
Owever, and I pretty soon learned that there 


. ment of the conferees. 
_ credit this; but it was confirmed by one commu- | 
i nication after another, 


, I immediately moved ‘the following resolution: 


' House of Representatives, respectfully to remind the House 


i say, that the House of Representatives, having 


- lost in the House of Representatives. 


| the heads of Departments around him. When ‘| 


i; nominations are rejected under these circum- | the last day, for all legislative and legal purposes. 


| the next session, as the vacancy in such case has 


| by the Secretary of the Senate. The President 


* past twelve o’clock, and that he could receive no 


much as the bili was in the House of Representa- |, further communications from the Senate, and 


tives, the Senate could not act further on the | 


|| containing the certified copy of the vote of the 
' Senate, and indorsed thereon the substance of the 


| ing to his own watch, it was a quarter past one 


, the President and the Houses of Congress, on the 


was doubt whether the committee on the part of 
the House would report to the House the agree- 
At first I did not at all | 


catio t until I was obliged to 
think it true. Seeing that the bill was thus in ` 
danger of being lost, and intending, at any rate, 
that no blame should justly attach to the Senate, ` 
| 
|i 
“Resolved, That a message be sent to the honorable the ! 
! 


of the report of the committee of conference appointed on 
the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on the amendment : 
of the House to the amendment of the Senate to the bill 
respecting the fortifications of the United States,” i 
You recollect this resolution, sir, having, as I ! 
well remember, taken some part on the occasion. * 
This resolution was promptly passed; the Secre- 
tary carried it to the House, and delivered it. 
What was done in the House on the recei tof 
this message now appears from the printed Jour- 
nal. I haveno wish to comment on the proceed- 
ings there recorded; all may read them, and each 
be able to form his own opinion. Suffice it to 


then possession of the bill, chose to retain that 
possession, and never acted on the report of the 
committee. The bill, therefore, was lost. It was 
It died 
there, and there its remains are to be found. No! 
Opportunity was given to the members of the. 

ouse to decide whether they would agree to the ‘' 


| report of the two committees, or not. From a 
; quarter past eleven, when the report was agreed 
to, 


by the committees, until two or three o’clock | 
in the morning, the House remained in session. | 
If at any time there was not a quorum of mem- |. 
bers present, the attendance of a quorum, we are |' 
to presume, might have been commanded, as there 
was undoubtedly a great majority of the members 
still in the city. 

But now, sir, there is one other transaction of | 
the evening which I feel bound to state, because i 


‘I think it quite important, on several accounts, | 
| that it should be known. 


A nomination was pending before the Senate 


on motion, was indefinitely postponed. In other 
words, it was rejected; for an indefinite postpone- 
ment is a rejection. The office, of course, re- 
mained vacant, and the nomination of another Ji 
person to fill it became necessary. The President 
of the United States was then in the Capitol, as |: 
is usual on the evening of the last day of the ses- |i 
sion, in the chamber assigned to him, and with 


stances, it has been usual for the President imme- || 
diately to transmit a new nomination to the Sen- 
ate; otherwise the office must remain vacant till 


not happened in the recess of Congress. The 
vote of the Senate, indefinitely postponing this 
nomination, was carried to the President’s room 


told the Secretary that it was more than an hour 


immediately after, as I have understood, left the 
Capitol. The Secretary brought back the paper 


President’s answer, and also added that, accord- 


o’clock, 
There are two views, sir, in which this occur- 


loss of the fortification bill; the other is, its gen- | 


eral importance, as introducing a new rule, or a |i 
new practice, respecting the intercourse between |: 


last day of the session. 

On the first point I shall only observe that the i 
fact of the President’s having declined to receive | 
this communication from the Senate, and of his |: 
having left the Capitol, was immediately known 


| 
* Mr. Kine, of Alabama, was in the chair. - I, 


‘munication with the Houses 


| Everything has reference 
: of that diurnal session. 


| cation from the Senate, neither could he receive 


a bill from the House of Representatives for his 
signature. It was equally s that if, under 
these circumstances, the House of Representa- 
tives should agree to the report of the committees 
of conference, so that the bill should pass, it must, 
nevertheless, fail to become a law for want of the 
President’s signature; and that, in that case, the 
blame of losing the bill, on whomsoever else it 
might fall, could not be laid upon the Senate. 

On the more general point, I must say, sir, that 
this decision of the President, not to hold com- 
of Congress after 
twelve o’clock on the 3d of March, is quite new. 
No such objection has ever been made before by 
any President. Noone of them has ever declined 
communicating with either House at any time 
during the continuance of its session on that day. 
All Presidents, heretofore, have left it with the 
Houses themselves to fix their hour of adjourn- 
ment, and to bring their session, for the day, to 
a close whenever they saw fit. 

It is notorious, in point of fact, that nothing is 
more common than for both Houses to sit later 


' than twelve o’clock, for the purpose of completing 


measures which are inthe last stages of their 
progress. Amendments are proposed and agreed 
to, bills passed, enrolled bills signed by the pre- 
siding officers, and other important legislative 
acts performed often at two or three o’clock in 
the morning. All this is very well known to gen- 
tlemen who have been for any considerable time 
members of Congress. And all Presidents have 


| Signed bills, and have also made nominations to 


the Senate, without objections as to time, when- 


| ever bills have been presented for signature, or 


whenever it became necessary to make nomina- 
tions to the Senate, at any time during the ses- 
sion of the respective Houses for that day. 

And all this, sir, I suppose to be perfectly right, 
correct, and legal. There is no clause of the Con- 
stitution, nor is there any law, which declares 
that the term of office of members of the House 


_ of Representatives shall expire at twelve o’clock 


at night on the 3d of March. They are to hold for 


: , two years, but the precise hour for the commence- 
;, for a judge of the Supreme Court. In the course || M : p 


i of the sitting that nomination was called up, and, 


ment of that term of two years is nowhere fixed 
by constitutional or legal provision. It has been 
established by usage and by inference, and very 


' properly established, that, since the First Con- 
| gress commenced its existence on the first Wednes- 


day in March, 1789, which happened to be the 4th 


. day of that month, therefore the 4th of March 


is the day of the commencement of each succes- 
sive term; but no houris fixed by law or practice. 
The true rule is, as I think, most undoubtedly, 
that the session holden on the last day constitutes 


While the session commenced on that day con- 
tinues, the day itself continues, according to the 


, established practice both of legislative and Judicial 


bodies. This could not well be otherwise. If 
the precise moment of actual time were to settle 
such a matter, it would be material to ask, who 
shall settle the time? Shall it be done by public 
authority, or shall every man observe the tick of 
his own watch? If absolute time is to furnish a 
precise rule, the excess of a minute it is obvious 


` would be as fatal as the excess of an hour. 


Sir, no bodies, judicial or legislative, have ever 


| been so hypercritical, so astute to no purpose, so 
; much more nice than wise, as to govern them- 


selves by any such ideas. The session for the 
day, at whatever hour it commences, or at what- 
ever hour it breaks up, is the legislative day. 
to the commencement 
For instance, this is the 
14th day of January; we assembled here to-day 


_at twelve o’clock; our Journal is dated January 
, 14th, and if we should remain until five o’clock to- 


morrow morning, (and the Senate has sometimes 
sat so late,) our proceedings would still all bear 


‘ date of the 14th January; they would be so stated 


upon the Journal, and the Journal is a record, and 
isa conclusive record, so far as respects the pro- 
ceedings of the body. 

It is soin judicial proceedings. If a man were 
on trial for his life, at a late hour on the last day 
allowed by law for the holding of a court, and 
the jury acquitted him, but happened to remain 
so long in deliberation that they did not bring in 
their verdict till after twelve o’clock, 19 it all to 
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of courts null and void if made after midnight on | 
the day which the Jaw prescribesas the last day? ' 
It would be easy to show by authority, if author- 
ity could Le wanted for a thing, the reason of 
which is so clear, that the day lasts while the 
daily session lasts. When the court or the legis- 
latve body adjourns for that day, theday is over, 
and not berore. 

Í am told, indeed, sir, that it is true that, on 
this same 3d day of March last, not only were 
other things transacted, but that the bill ror the 
repair of the Cumberland road, an important and 
much litigated measure, actually received the sig- 
nature of our Presiding Officer atter twelve o’clock, 
was then sent tothe President, and signed by 
him. Ido not amfirm this, because I took no no- 
tice of the time, or do not remember it if I did; 
but I have heard the matter so stated. 

I see no reason, sir, for the introduction of this 
new practice; no principle on which it can be 
justified, no necessity for it, no propriety in it. 
As yet, it has been applied only to the President’s 
intercourse with the Senate. Certainly it is 
equally applicable to his intercourse with both 
Houses in legislative matters; and if it is to pre- 
vail hereafter, it is of much importance that it 
should be known. 

The President of the United States, sir, has 
alluded to this Joss of the fortification bill in his | 
message at the opening of the session, and he has - 
alluded also, in the same message, to the rejection | 
of the vote of the $3,000,000. On the first point, | 
that is, the loss of the whole bill, and the causes 
of that loss, this is his language: 


‘Much loss and inconvenience have been experienced 
-in consequence of the failure of the bill containing the ordi- 
nary appropriations for fortifications, which passed one 
branch of the National Legislature at the last session, but . 
“was lost in the other.” 


lf the President intended to say that the bill, | 
having originated in the House of Representa- | 
tives, passed the Senate, and was yet afterwards | 
lost in the House of Representatives, he was 
entirely correct. But he has been altogether | 
wrongly.informed, if he intended to state that the | 
bill, having passed the House, was iost in the , 
Senate. As | have already stated, the bill was | 
lost in the House of Representatives. It drew 
its last breath there. That House never let go | 
its hold on it, after the report of the committees 
of.conference. But it held it, it retained it, and, | 
of course, it died in its possession when the 
House adjourned. It is to be regretted that the 
President should have been misinformed in a | 
matter of this kind, when the slightest reference | 
to the Journals of the two Houses would have 
exhibited the correct history of the transaction. 


I recur again, Mr. President, to the proposed f 


grant of the three millions, for the purpose of | 
atating, somewhat more distinctly, the true 
grounds of objection to that grant. 

These grounds of objection were two: the first 
was that no such appropriation had been recom- 
mended by the President, or any of the Depart- 
ments; and what made this ground the stronger 
‘was, that the proposed grant was defended, so far 
as it was defended at all, upon an alleged neces- 
sity growing out of our foreign relations. The 
foreign relations of the country are intrusted by 
the Constitution to the lead and management of 
the Executive Government. The President not 
only is supposed to be, but usually is, much bet- 
ter informed on these interesting subjects than the 
Houses of Congress. If there be danger of rup- 
ture with a foreign State, he sees it soonest. All 
our ministers and agents abroad are but so many 
eyes and cars and organs to communicate to him 
whatsoever occurs in foreign places, and to keep 
him well advised of all which may concern the 
interests of the United States. There isan espe- 
cial propriety, therefore, that, in this branch of 
the public service, Congress should always be 
able to avai! itself of the distinct opinions and rec- 
ommendations of the President. Thetwo Houses, 
and especially the House of Representatives, are 
the natural guardians of the people’s money. 


propriation; no Department had requested it; no 
estimate had contained it; in the whole history 
of the session, from the morning of the first day, 
down to eight o’clock in the evening of the last 


y am J, and why are other 
gress, whose path of duty the 


Constitution says shall be enlightened by the 


| President’s opinions and communications, to be 


day, not one syliable had been said to us, not ` 


one hint suggested, showing that the President 
deemed any such measure either necessary or 
proper. I state this strongly, sir, but I state it 
truly; I state the matter as it is, and I wish to 
draw the attention of the Senate and of the coun- 
try strongly to this part of the case. Isay again, 
therefore, that when this vote for the three mil- 
lions was proposed to the Senate, there was noth- 
ing before us showing that the President recom- 
mended any such appropriation. 


charged with want of patriotism and want of fidel- 
ity to the country, because we refused an appro- 
priation which the President, though it was in 
accordance with his views, and though he believed 
it important, would not, and did not, recommend 


tous? When these questions are answered, sir, 


: to the satisfaction of intelligent an 
i men, then, and 
i sure, let sus 


You very well | 


know, sir, that this objection was immediately | 
stated, as soon as the message from the House | 


was read. We all remember that it was the very 


point put forth by the honorable member from ` 
Tennessee, [Mr. Wnuire,] as being, if I may say ` 


so, the butt-end of his argument in opposition to 
the vote. He said, very significantly, and very 
forcibly, ‘* It is not asked for by those who best 
knew what the public service requires; how, then, 
are we to presume that itis needed ?’’ This ques- 
tion, sir, was not answered then; it never has 
been answered since; it never can be answered 
satisfactorily. 

But let me here again, sir, recur to the message 
of the President. Speaking of the loss of the bill, 
he uses these words: 

“ This failure was the more regretted, not only because 
it necessarily interrupted and delayed the progress of asys- 
tem of national defense projected immediately after the last 
war, and since steadily pursued, but also because it con- 
tained a contingent appropriation, inserted in accordance 
with the views of the Executive, in aid of this important 
object, and other branches of the national defense, some 


portions of which might have been most usefully applied | 


during the past season.’? 


had made no recommendation to Congress of an 
such appropriation, it strikes me they furnis 
' matter for very grave reflection. The President 
says that oe proposed appropriation was ‘‘in 
: accordance with 
| that it was ‘‘in aid of an important object;” and 
, that ‘some portions of it might have been most 
` usefully applied during the past season.” 


' this appropriation recommended to Congress by 
, the President? I ask this question in the name 
| of the Constitution of the United States; I stand 
| on its own clear authority in asking it; and I in- 
| vite all those who remember its injunctions, and 
| who mean to respect them, to consider well how 
: the question is to be answered. 

Sir, the Constitution is not yet an entire dead 
‘letter. There is 


: requi 


rements; and even while any degree of formal 


tinue the question, Why was not this appropria- 
| tion recommended? It was in accordance with 
| the President’s views; it was for an important 
object; it might have been usefully expended. 
The President being of opinion, therefore, that 
the appropriation was necessary and proper, how 
is it that ıt was not recommended to Congress? 
For, sir, we all know the plain and direct words 
in which the very first duty of the President is 
imposed by the Constitution. Here they are: 


formiftion of the state of the Union, and recommend to their 
consideration such measures as he shail judge necessary 
and expedient.” 


After enumerating the powers of the President, 
this is the first, the very first duty, which the Con- 
stitution gravely enjoins upon him. And now, 
sir, in no language of taunt or reproach, in no 
language of party attack, in terms of no asperity 
or exaggeration, but called up by the necessity 
of defending my own vote upon the subject, I 
now, as a public man, as a member of Congress 
here in my place, and as a citizen who feels as 
warm an attachment to the Constitution of the 
country as any other can, demand of any who 


They are to keep it sacred, and to use it discreetly. 
They are not at liberty to spend it where itis not 
needed, nor to offer it for any purpose till a rea- 
Sonable occasion for the expenditure be shown. 


may choose to give it, an answer to this ques- 


tion: ‘ WHY WAS NOT THIS MEASURE, WHICH THE | 


PRESIDENT DECLARES THAT HE THOUGHT NECES- 
SARY AND EXPEDIENT, RECOMMENDED To Con- 


Taking these words of the message, sir, and | 
connecting them with the fact that the President | 


‘a 


the views of the Executive;”? | 


And now, sir, [ ask, if this be so, why was not || 


yet some form of observance to its | 


_ respect is paid to it, I must be permitted to con- | 


“ He shall, from time to time, give to the Congress in- ; 


‘sary, expedient, and proper.” 


1 


il 


| confusion, and conflict? 


0 d impartial 
uot ull then, let reproach, let cen- 
U picion of any kind, rest on the twenty- 
nine names which stand opposed to this appro- 
priation. 

How, sir, were we to know that this appro- 
priation ‘was in accordance with the views of 
the Executive??? He had not so told us, form- 
ally or informally. He had not only not recom- 


mended it to Congress, or either House of Con- 


gress, but nobody on this floor had undertaken 
to speak in his behalf. No man got up to say, 
“the President desires this; he thinks it neces- 
But, sir, if any 
gentleman had risen to say this, it would not have 
answered the requisition of the Constitution. Not 
at all. It is nota hint, an intimation, the sug- 
gestion of a friend, by which the Executive duty 
in this respect is to be fulfilled. By no means. 
The President is to make a recommendation, a 
public recommendation, an official recommend- 


| ation, a responsible recommendation; not to one 
| House, but to both Houses; itis to be a recom- 


mendation to Congress. If, on receiving such 
recommendation, Congress fail to pay it proper 
respect, the fault is theirs. 1f, deeming the meas- 
use necessary and expedient, the President fail to 
recommend it, the fault is his—clearly, distinctly, 
and exclusively his. This, sir, is the Constitu- 
tion of the United States, or else I do not under- 
stand the Constitution of the United States. Does 
not every man see how perfectly unconstitutional 
itis that the President should communicate his 
opinions or wishes to Congress on such grave and 
important subjects, otherwise than by a direct 


„and responsible recommendation—a public and 


open recommendation, equally addressed and 
equally known to all whose duty calls upon them 
to act on the subject. What would be the state 
of things if he might communicate his wishes or 
opinions privately to members of one House, and 
make no such communication to members of the 


: other? Would not the two Houses be necessarily 
| put in immediate collision? 


Would ‘they stand 
on equal footing? Would they have equal inform- 
ation? What could ensue from sucha manner 
of conducting the public business but quarrel, 
ii A member rises in the 
House of Representatives, and moves a very large 
appropriation of money for military purposes. Ic 
he says he does it upon Executive recommenda- 
tion, where is his voucher? The President is not 
like the British King, whose ministers and secre- 
taries are in the House of Commons, and who are 
authorized, in certain cases, to express the opin- 
ions and wishes of their sovereign. We have no 
King’s servants; at least we have none known to 
the Constitution. Congress can know the opin- 
ions of the President only as he officially com- 
municates them. It would be a curious inquiry 
in either House, when a large appropriation is 
moved, if it were necessary to ask whether the 
mover represented the President, spoke his senti- 
ments, or, in other words, whether what he pro- 

osed were ‘fin accordance with the views of the 

xecutive??? How could that be judged of? By 
the party he belongs to? Party is not quite unique 
enough for that. By the airs he gives himself? 
Many might assume airs, if thereby they could 
give themselves such importance as to beesteemed 
authentic expositors of the Executive will. Or 
is this will to be circulated in whispers? made 
known to meetings of party men, intimated 
through the press, or communicated in any other 
form, which still leaves the Executive completely 
irresponsible? So that while Executive pur- 
poses or wishes pervade the ranks of party 
friends, influence their conduct, and unite their 
efforts, the open, direct, and constitutional re- 
sponsibility is wholly avoided. Sir, this is not 
the Constitution of the United States, nor can it 
be consistent with any constitution which pro- 
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Loss of the Fortification Bill—Mr. Webster. 


fesses to maintain separate departments in the 
Government. 

Here, then, sir, is abundant ground, in my 
judgment, for the vote of the Senate, and here Í 
might rest it. But there is also another ground. 
The Constitution declares that no moneys shall 
be drawn from the Treasury but in consequence 
of appropriations made by law. What is meant 
by “appropriations? Dues this language not 
mean that particular sums shali be assigned, by 
law, to particular objects? How far this point- 
ing out and fixing the particular objects shall be 
carried, isa question that cannot be settled by 
any precise rule. But“ specific appropriation,” 
that is to say, the designation of every object for 
which money is voted, as far as such designation 
is practicable, has been thought to be a most im- 
portant republican principle. In times past, pop- 
ular parties have claimed great merit from pro- 
fessing to carry this doctrine much further, and 
to adhere to it much more strictly than their ad- 
versaries. Mr. Jefferson, especially, was a great 
advocate for it, and held it to be indispensable to 
a safe and economical administration and dis- 
bursement of the public revenues. 

But what have the friends and admirers of Mr. 
Jetferson to say to this appropriation? Where do 
they find, in this proposed grant of three millions, 
designation of object, and particular and specific 
application of money? Have they forgotten, all 
forgotten, and wholly abandoned, even ail pre- 
tense for specific appropriation? If not, how 
could they sanction such a vote as this? Let me 
recall its terms. ‘They are: 

“That the sum of 33,000,000 be, and the same is hereby, 
appropriated, out of any money in the'l'reasury not otherwise 
appropriated, to be expended, in whole or in part, under the 
direction of the President of the United States, for tbe mili- 
tary and naval service,including fortifications and ordnauce, 
and to increase the Navy: Provided, Such expenditures 
shall be rendered necessary for the defense of the country, 
prior to the next meeting of Congress.” 

In the first place, it is to be observed that 
whether the money shall be used at all or not is 
made to depend on the discretion of the President. 
This is sufficiently liberal. It carries confidence 
far enough. But if there had been no other ob- 
jections; if the objects of the appropriation had 

een sufficiently described, so that the President, 
if he expended the money at all, must have ex- 
pended it for purposes authorized by the Legisla- 
ture, and nothing had been left to his discretion 
but the question whether an emergency had arisen 
in which the authority ought to be exercised, I 
might not have felt bound to reject the vote. 
There are some precedents which might favor 
Such a contingent provision, though the practice 
is dangerous, and ought not to be followed except 
in cases of necessity. 

But the insurmountable objection to the pro- 
posed grant was that it specified no objects. It 
was as general as language could make it. It 
embraced every expenditure that could be called 
either military or naval. It was to include “ for- 
tifications, ordnance, and increase of the Navy;” 
but it was not confined to these. It embraced the 
whole general subject of military service. Under 


the authority of such a law the President might : 
repair ships, build ships, buy ships, enlist sea- |, 


men, and do anything and everything else touch- 
ing the naval service without restraint or control, 

He might repair such fortifications as he saw 
fit, and neglect the rest; arm such as he saw fit, 
and neglect the arming of others, or build new 
fortifications wherever he chose. And yet these 


unlimited powers over the fortifications and the ` 


Navy constitute, by no means, the most danger- 


ous part of the proposed authority; because, un- : 


der that authority, his power to raise and employ 
land forces was equally absolute and uncontrolled. 
He might levy troops, embody a new army, call 


tion, and employ them as he saw fit. 

Now, sir, does our legislation, under our Con- 
stitution, furnish any precedent for all this? 

We make appropriations for the Army, and 
we understand what we are doing, because it is 
“the Army,’’ thatis to say, the Army established 
by law. We make appropriations for the Navy; 
they, too, are for “ the Navy,” as provided for 
and established by law. We make appropriations 


for fortifications, but we say what fortifications, ; 


and we assign to each its intended amount of the 


il 
i whole sum. This is the usual course of Con- 
i gress on such subjects; and why should it be 
departed from. Are we ready to say that the 
power of fixing the places for new fortifications, 
and the sum allotted to each: the power of order- 
ing new ships to be built, and fixing the number 
of such new ships; the power of laying out money 
to raise men for the Army; in short, every power 
great and small, respecting the military and naval 
service, shall be vested in the President, without 
specification of object or purpose, to the entire 
exclusion of the exercise of all judgment on the 
art of Congress? For one, Lam not prepared. 
he honorable member from Ohio, near me, has 
said that if the enemy had been on our shores, 
he would not have agreed to this vote. And I 
say, if the proposition were now before us, and 


the guns of the enemy were battering against the 


walls of the Capitol, I would not agree to it. 
The people of this country have an interest, a 

property, an inheritance, in this INSTRUMENT, 

against the value of which forty Capitols do not 


weigh the twentieth part of one poor scruple. : 


There can never be any necessity for such pro- 
: ceedings but a feigned and false necessity, a mere 


i idle and hollow pretense of necessity; least of all, | 


can it be said that any such necessity actually 


existed on the 3d of March. There wasnoenemy | 


on our shores; there were no guns pointed against 
the Capitol; we were in no war, nor was there a 
reasonable probability that we should have war, 
unless we made it ourselves. 

But whatever was the state of our foreign rela- 
tions, is it not preposterous to say that it was neces- 
sary for Congress to adopt this measure, and yet 
not necessary for the President to recommend it? 
Why should we thus run in advance of all our 
own duties, and leave the President completely 
shielded from his own just responsibility? Why 
should there be nothing but grant, and trust, and 
confidence, on our side, and nothing but discre- 
tion and power on his? 

Sir, if there be any philosophy in history, if 
human blood still runs in human veins, if man 
still conforms to the identity of his nature, the 
institutions which secure constitutional liberty 
can never stand long against this excessive per- 
sonal confidence, against this devotion to men, in 
utter disregard both of principleand of experience, 


which seems to me to be strongly characteristic of 


our times. ‘This vote came to us from the popu- 
_ lar branch of the Legislature; and that such a vote 
should come from such a branch of the Legisla- 
ture, was among the circumstances which excited 
in me the greatest surprise and the deepest con- 
cern. Certainly, sir, certainly I was not, on that 
account, the more inclined to concur. It was no 
argument witb me that others seemed to be rush- 
ing with such heedless, headlong trust, such im- 
petuosity of confidence, into the arms of Execu- 
tive power. I held back the stronger, and would 
hold back the longer for that very reason. I see, 
or think I see, it is either a true vision of the 
future, revealed by the history of the past, or, if 
it be an illusion, it is an illusion which appears 

to me in all the brightness and sunlight of broad 
: noon, that it is in this career of personal confi- 
dence, along this beaten track of man-worship, 
| marked, every furlong, by the fragments of other 


| 


free Governments, that our own system is making . 


: progress towards itsend. A personal popularity, 


i honorably earned, at first, by military achieve- ; 
ments, and sustained now by party, by patron- |, 
age, and by an enthusiasm which looks for no ill, |; 
because it means no ill itself, seems to render men ' 


willing to gratify power long before its demands 
are made, and to surfeit Executive discretion, 
even in anticipation of its own appetite. Sir, if, 


i| of both Houses of Congress to create a military 


had itto give. We might have emptied the Treas- 
‘'ury; but as to the form of the gift, we could not 
have bettered it. Rome has no better models. 


| When we give our money for any military purpose ` 


` whatever, what remains to be done? If we leave 
it with one man to decide not only whether the 
military means of the country shall be used at 
i all, but how they shall be used, and to what ex- 
|i tent they shall be employed, what remains either 


i; on the 3d of March last, it had been the purpose i; 


out the militia in numbers to suit his own discre- | dictator, what formula had been better suited to iF 
i| their purpose than this vote of the House? Itis 


i| true, we might have given more money if we had | 
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|i for Congress or the people, but to sit still, and 
i| see how this dictatorial power will be exercised? 
l; On the 3d of March, sir, I had not forgotten—it 
'| was impossible that { should have forgotten—the 
; recommendation in the message at the opening of 
that session, that power should be vested in the 
President to issue letters of marque and reprisal 
against France, at his discretion, in the recess of 
Congress. Happily this power was not granted, 
But suppose it had been, what would then have 
been the true condition of this Government? 
Why, sir, this condition isvery shortly described. 
The whole war power would have been in the 
hands of the President, for no man can doubt a 
moment that reprisals would bring on immediate 
war, and the Treasury, to the amount of this 
vote, in addition to all ordinary appropriations, 
would have been at his absolute disposal also. 
And all this in atime of peace. I beseech sober 
men, sir, of all parties—I beseech all true lovers 
of constitutional liberty, to contemplate this state 
` of things, and tell me whether such be a true 

republican administration of this Government. 
` Whether particular consequences had ensued or 
not, issuch an accumulation of power in the hands 
of the Executive according to the spirit of our 
system? Is it either wise or safe? Has it any 
warrant in the practice of former times? Or are 
gentlemen ready to establish the practice as an 
example for the benefit of those who are to come 
after us? 

But, sir, if the power to make reprisals, and 
this money from the Treasury, had both been 
granted, is there not great reason to believe that 
we should have been now up to our ears in a hot 
war? I think there is great reason to believe this. 
It will be said, I know, that if we had armed the 
President with this power of war, and supplied 
him with this grant of money, France would have 
taken this for such a proof of spirit on our part, 
that she would have paid the indemnity without 
further delay. This is the old story, and the old 
plea. Every one who desires more power than 
the Constitution or the laws give him, always 
says, that if he had more power, he could do 
more good. Power is always claimed for the 
good of the people; and dictators arealwaysmade, 
when made atall, forthe good of the people. For 
my part, sir, I was content, and am content, to 
show to France that we are prepared to maintain 
our just rights, against her, by the exertion of 
our power, when need be, according to the forms 
of our own Constitution; that, if we make war, 
we will make it constitutionally; and if we vote 
money, we will appropriate it constitutionally; 
and that we will trust all our interests, both in 
peace and in war, to what the intelligence and 
strength of the country may do for them, without 
breaking down or endangering the fabric of free 
institutions. 

Mr. President, it is the misfortune of the Sen- 
ate to have differed with the President on many 
great questions during the last four or five years. 
I have regretted this state of things deeply, both 
on personal and on public account; but it has 
been unavoidable. It is no pleasantemployment, 
it is no holiday ‘business, to maintain opposition 
against power, and against majorities, and to con- 
tend for stern and sturdy principle, against per- 
sonal popularity, against a rushing and over- 
. whelming confidence, that, by wave upon wave, 

and cataract after cataract, seems to be bearin 
away and destroying whatsoever would withstand 
it. How much longer we may be able to support 
'| this opposition in any degree, or whether we can 
i: possibly hold out till the public intelligence and 
' the public patriotism shall be awakened to a due 
sense of the public danger, it is not for me to fore- 
i; see or to foretell. I shall not despair to the last, if 


| in the mean time we be true to our own principles, 
If there be a steadfast adherence to those prin- 
ciples, both here and elsewhere, if, one and all, 
| they continue the rule of our conduct in the Sen- 
ate, and the rallying point of those who think 
i: with us and support us out of the Senate, I am 
content to hope on, and to struggle on. While 
it remains a contest for the preservation of the 
|, Constitution, for thesecurity of the public liberty, 
|, for the ascendency of principle over men, I am 
‘' willing to bear my part in it. If we can maintain 
|| the Constitution, if we can preserve this security 
| for liberty, if we can thus give to true principle 
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its just superiority over party, over persons, over l ' 
2 l! ury, Subject to any other uses, 


names, our labors will be richly rewarded. If 
we fail in all this, they are already among the 
living who will write the history of this Govern- 
ment, from its commencement to its close. 


THE SURPLUS REVENUE. 


SPEECH OF HON A. P. MAURY, 
OF TENNESSEE, 


In tHe Horse or REPRESENTATIVES, 
Vay 17, 1836. 


The House having resolved itself into the Committee of 
the Whole on the state of the Union, on the bill making 
appropriations for Fortifications for the year 1830; and the 
question being on the motion of Mr. CaMBRELENG to amend 
the bill by inserting a clause appropriating $700,000 for the 
armament of fortifications— 


Mr. MAURY said: 


Mr. Cuainman: It is not my purpose to enter ` 


at large, and in detail, into a discussion of the 
provisions and merits of the bill immediately be- 
fore the committee; nor yet into the propriety of 
the pending amendment to it, which proposes to 
appropriate the additional sum of $700,000 for 
the armament of fortifications. I am prepared to 
vote for liberal appropriations in furtherance of 
that or any other object which connects itself 
with the public defenses. And the only inquiries 
with me, preliminary to my support of such 
appropriations, will be, can they be expended, 
profitably, judiciously, and within the year, upon 
the objects proposed ? 

The object, however, which I have more im- 
mediately in view, is toavail myself of the latitude 
of debate, which custom allows, and propriety 
sanctions, when in Committee of the Whole on 
the appropriation bills, to express, briefly, my 
opinions in regard to the disposition which should 
be made of the surplus revenue; and, more es- 
pecially, to vindicate the cause and party with 
which I am associated, from the aspersions and 
imputations which, here and elsewhere, have 
been cast upon them. 

In relation to the subject first in order, it can, 
I think, be satisfactorily established that, after 
deducting the ordinary annual appropriations and 
disbursements, there will remain a vast amount 
of surplus money in the Treasury. I propose to 
examine, succinctly, into its probable amount, 
and to throw out some suggestions as to its proper 
disposition. 


From a recent report of the Secretary of the | 


Treasury, it appears that, on the Ist of April last, 
the amount of available funds in the Treasury 
was $32,000,000; of which sum about $11,000,000 
were received from customs, and from the sales 
of the public lands, during the first quarter of the 
present year. By the rube of proportion, of which 
the application in this regard is justified, I am in- 
formed, by the analogies of our past financial his- 
tory, the receipts from the same sources, for the 
remaining three quarters of the 
be fairly estimated at $33,000,000° Adding to this 
amount the balance in the Treasury, as above 
stated, on the Ist of April, and $7,500,090, the 
present value of the Government stock in the Bank 
of the United States, and the probable amount of 
disposable funds, by the Ist of January next, 
swells into the startling aggregate of $72,500,000! 
The only element in this calculation susceptible 
of cavil, or liable to the imputation of inaccuracy, 


is the estimated receipts for the remaining three : 


quarters of the present year. Deducting, then, 
$4,500,000 for any such possible deficiency, there 


will still remain $68,000,000 subject to the dispo- | 


Bition of Congress. 

Without entering into any minute calculations 
of the probable amount of expenditures for the 
a year, for purposes ordinary and extraor- 

inary; for the Army, Navy, and civil list; for 
arsenals and arms; for the completion of fortifi- 
cations already begun, and the commencement of 
others in contemplation; for the execution of such 


treaties as may be entered into with any of the | 


Indian tribes; and for the protection of our south- 
ern and western frontier from hostilities, actual 
or menaced, it may be safely assumed that all 
those objects of expenditure cannot possibly ab- 


present year, may | 


| sorb more than $41,000,000; leaving in the Treas- 
an unexpended 
` balance of $27,000,000. 

The grave question then arises, what disposi- 
tion shall be made of this vast residuum of sur- 
plus treasure? Shall it remain in the Treasury 
an unproductive mass, useless alike to the Gov- 
ernment and the community? or form the basis 
of additional loans by the deposit banks? or be 
appropriated to such purposes as Congress, hav- 
ing a due regard to the Constitution and to expe- 
diency, may designate? To one of these alter- 
natives it is necessarily restricted. 


And, first, it has been suggested, faintly here, 
more boldly elsewhere, to break inu pon the pro- 
visions of the compromise bill of 1832—to A 
the tariff of duties down to the revenue standard. 
One objection to this proposition is, that it is 
inadequate as a remedy—that it will not reach the 
evil complained of. No revision of the tariff, 
however promptly made, can affect the immense 
amount of revenue already accumulated, and 
which will continue to accumulate, before any 
law for its reduction can be carried into practical 


effect. The evil of a surplus, consisting of at 


The first proposition, that itshould remain in the 7 


Treasury unemployed, does not deserve the con- 


up treasure in the national vaults has, long since, 
ceased to form a part of the political economy of 
nations. Abstracting, as it would do, the sum 
thus locked up from the circulating medium of 
the country, its tendency would not less inevita- 
bly be towards impoverishment, towards draining 
the sources of national prosperity, than would 
the continual evaporation of moisture, without its 
wonted return in grateful showers and refreshing 
dews, convert our fertile country into a barren 
desert. 

To the second plan, the objections are many 
and insuperable. Money has been said to be the 
sinews of war. It may, with equal propriety, be 
called the sinews of power, whether in war or 
peace, ina state of repose orof agitation. Itis not 
an element of power merely, but of power exerted 
through the basest and most sordid passions of 
ournature. To place millions of the public treas- 
ure at the disposal of the Government, to confide 
to the Executive the discretion of selecting and 
changing, at pleasure, its places of deposit, is to 
put in its hands the means, and holds out the 


temptation, of using it for the purposes of cor- |i 


ruption. An immense fund, continually accu- 
mulating, and not liable to be drawn upon, de- 
posited in banks selected on principles of favorit- 
ism, what is it but the loan of its full amount to 
the favored institutions, and that, too, without 
interest! What an active competition would it 
not produce for a participation in its benefits ! 

What a lure held out to the cupidity of avarice ! 
_ What a powerful argument in favor of conform- 

ing to the political creed of those in power! Of 

sacrificing on the altar of Mammon, the independ- 
ence of thought and of action, those dearest attri- 

butes of a man, without which freedom is but a 

name, and the forms of free institutions an un- 
', substantial mockery ! 

The plan is liable to the further objection that 
it will operate as a virtual transfer of the power 
to regulate the currency from Congress, to which 
it is confided by the Constitution, to the Execu- 
tive, from which it is withheld; enabling the 
President to produce a contraction or expansion 
of paper issues—a tension or relaxation of the 
fibers of commerce, an elevation or depression in 
the value of property, at any given point, as a 


‘ question had its origin. 


least $30,000,000 beyond the most extravagant 
wants and requirements of the Government, will 


| t ‘still exist. The tariff, then, may be reduced, 
sideration of a moment. The policy of hoarding |. 


and still this redundancy continue. 

Another objection grows out of the circum- 
stances and considerations in which the act in 
It was the result of that 


Spirit of mutual concession and compromise be- 


` of disunion itself. 


tween conflicting interests which lies at the foun- 
dation of all our institutions. Two interests of 
an opposite, and apparently incompatible charac- 
ter, giving existence to parties defined by geo- 
graphical divisions, and threatening the integrity 
of the Union, had arisen in the country. From 
a war of legislation it was about to be changed 
into a war of which the sword would be the ar- 
biter. The political atmosphere was rife with the 
elements of discord—of civil, if not servile war— 
It was in the midst of such 


i inauspicious present and imminent prospective 


evils and disasters that the compromise act was 
passed. Unacceptable as it was to both interests, 
and intrinsically objectionable as it may be, it 


| was still incomparably preferable to a disruption 


` of the Union, or a cement of its parts with blood. 


It was a sacrifice, offered by patriotism, on the 
altar of union. It received the support of all 
parties except the ultra tariff, has thus far been 


: acquiesced in by all interests without exception, 


and its inviolable observance has been repeatedly 
pressed by the President upon the forbearance of 
Congress. Liable to objection as it certainly was, 

et those objections diminish, in magnitude and 
importance, with each revolving year. Under its 
operation the tariff is in the pene of gradual 
reduction; which process will continue, till ulti- 


: mately, and at a period definite and not remote, 


it is lowered to the revenue standard. Let it not 
be disturbed; let it be observed in good faith by 
the South, while its provisions are onerous to 
them; and this forbearance will impose a corre- 
sponding obligation on the part of the North, 
when the law shall have expired by its own lim- 


| itation, to acquiesce in the abandonment which it 
: recognizes of the protective principle. 


ishment for entertaining antagonist preferences | 


and principles in regard to men and measures; | 


and as the means of promoting the designs, and 


_ trade, and in the purchase and sale of prope 
of every description. 
| Sir, it cannot be but matter of grave surprise 
< and animadversion, that the members of that 
party which arrogates to itself the exclusive title 
: of Republican, and 
:. upon exclusive privileges and moneyed monop- 
ii olies, should be the only advocates of a policy 
. which will enable the wealthy capitalist to enjoy 
the exclusive usufruct of the public treasure; to 
_trade upon money not only 
l: belonging to the people, from whose pockets it 
|| was taken, and to whose pockets it ought to be 
i returned, and to increase the issues of that ver 
_ paper currency denounced by the party as spuri- 
| ous and unsound, and which it is their professed 
| object to limit and reduce! And all this in the 
i; name of Democracy! 

It is, then, the duty of Congress to obviate 
this inconvenience of an overflowing Treasury— 
to reduce this plethoric condition of the body- 
‘| politic. Let us consider the various plans which 
ave been proposed to effect this object. 


professes to make open war | 


not their own, but Í 


Sir, it was under this system of protection, 
adopted by the majority, and carried out into 
overt acts of legislation, that the manufactures of 
the country have been fostered. It was under a 


_ belief that this policy would not be rashly de- 
`, parted from, that capitalists invested their funds 
` in manufacturing establishments; and its abrupt 
reward for subserviency to his views; asa pun- _ 


abandonment, before the interests thus reared and 
encouraged could accommodate themselves to the 
change, while it would have an injurious bearing 


i! upon those interests, might be plausibly charged 
glutting the avarice of stockjobbers in politics, in | 


rty | 


upon the Government as a violation of its implied 
faith. Sudden changes of policy, rapid trans- 
itions from one system of measures to another, 
are unwise, unjust, partial, and oppressive in their 
effects, and oftentimes destructive of the very ends 
intended to be accomplished. They discourage 
the ventures of capital, circumscribe the opera- 
tions of trade, paralyze the arm of enterprise, 
and generate distrust and want of confidence in 
the stability of existing institutions. Opposed in 
principle, as I am, to the protective system, and 
cordial as would be my coöperation in any just 
and prudent measure to discontinue it, yet I would 
hesitate to be the cause of its premature and un- 
wise agitation. It is a sealed fountain, which 
ought not to be opened hastily, or upon light 
considerations; and he who expects that, like the 
pool of Siloam, the troubling of its waters would 
exert a healing influence on the body-politic, 
cleanse it of its leprosies, or reduce its dropsical 
condition, has looked with unobservant eye upon 
the cireumstances and condition of the country. 
Sir, the elements of discord are already suffi- 
ciently numerous and active, without the addition 
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of this to the number. The ghost of the tariff 
has been laid; let it not be again raised, in all its 


cious, too beneficent in its practical workings and 
effects, obviates the otherwise inevitable occur- 
rences of too many and calamitous evils, thus 
lightly to be hazarded. 

“To relieve the Treasury of this surplus fund, 
several other projets have been devised. It was 
proposed at the last session of Congress, bya 
distinguished Senator from South Carolina, so to 
amend the Constitution as to confer upon Con- 
gress the power of distributing it among the 
States, in the ratio of their representation in Con- 
gress; limiting the duration of the power to 1843, 
when the compromise act will expire by its own 
limitation, and the revenue may be reduced to 
the economical wants of the Government. This 
plan, otherwise, perhaps, the most eligible that 
could be adopted, is liable to two objections, It 
is doubtful, in the first place, whether the con- 
currence in its favor of three fourths of the States 
could be obtained; and, secondly, it could not be 
obtained, if at all, in time to obviate the evil in- 
tended to be remedied. These objections, though 
they do not affect the abstract merits of the plan, 
yet, in their practical bearings upon it, Operate 
with fatal effect, 

Another projet, of which the paternity apper- 
tains to a distinguished Senator from my own 
State, [Mr. Grenpy,] is, to loan the surplus in 
perpetuity to railroad companies, on condition of 
the transportation, without charge by them, of the 
mail, and of troops and munitions of war, when- 
ever required by the exigencies of the public ser- 
vice. The security proposed for the faithful per- 
formance of these conditions is a lien upon the 
property of the corporations, subject, however, 
to any previous liabilities which may have been 
incurred. If the stock be profitable, and free from 


other incumbrances, this security might be suffi- ` 


cient; but if otherwise—if the annual receipts 
should fall below or not justify the expenditure— 
itis not difficult to foresee that the proprietary 
interest in the roads would soon vest in the Gov- 
ernment, with all its onerous entail of obligations 
and liabilities. In process of time, the Govern- 
ment might, in effect, hold in its hands the entire 
comniunications of the country. This plan, like- 
wise, would necessarily produce a partial dispen- 
sation of the national bounty, inasmuch as rail- 
roads exist, for the most part, in old and densely 
populated portions of the Union, where their 
construction is justified by the exigencies of in- 
tercourse arising from business or pleasure; while 
other sections, of younger date, less felicitous 


locality, and holding out fewer inducements to ; 


this moce of investing capital, would be precluded 
from participating in its benefits. It might, more- 


over, be wielded by the Executive as an engine : 


of power, to operate upon whole communities, 


by dispensing or withholding, as policy might | 


suggest, the advantages which would flow from 
the disbursement among them of large sums of 


money. That feature of the plan which provides || 


for the advance of funds for the elongation, to an 
indefinite extent, of roads already begun, is liable 
to the objection that it will be virtually accom- 
plishing, by indirection, that which its authors 


admit cannot be directly done; in other words, | 
it would be, in effect, a recognition of the power | 
of Congress over the entire system of internal | 
Improvements, or, rather, it would be a transfer , 


of the power to the President through the agency 
of the Postmaster General; whereas, if that sys- 
tem be gone into at all, on a national scale, the 
designation of its objects should be of the resort, 
not of the Executive, but of the legislative depart- 
ment, 

It has been suggested by a distinguished Sen- 
ator fram New York [Mr. Waicut] to apply this 
surplus treasure to the purchase of stock owned 
by the States in corporate companies, or for the 
redemption of which the faith of a State may be 
pledged; the interest or dividends of the stock to 
inure to the Treasury of the United States, and 
the stock itself to be disposed of whenever re- 
quired by the wants of the Government. The 
tendency of this plan, viewed in its aspect of profit 
and interest, is to increase the very evil com- 
plained of. The body-politic is in a plethoric 


Ies 
i| tion, not an abstraction of the pe fluid 

; h i 7 | ’ a əccant fluids, but 
buried terrors, to stalk into this Hall, and frighten | ee : 


us from our propriety. The Union is too pre- ` 
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condition, and the remedy proposed is, not deple- 


an increase of the very aliment which has con- 
duced to its overgrown proportions. If the funds 
| thus invested be considered as a loan to the States 
or to corporations, it would be presenting the 
Government in the new and somewhat degrading 
attitude of a moncy-lender, and placing the States 
or corporations, as the case might be, in the dan- 
gerous relation of debtors to the United. 


it would be a loan only in name; that it would 
never be repaid; that it would be a virtual gift of 
the amount thus invested. If it bea gift, then, 
let it be given openly, not by indirection, not by 
an evasion of the constitutional difficulty which 
exists in regard to the power of Congress to dis- 
tribute surplus revenue, as such, and without 
reference to the source from which it is derived, 
among the several States. This, it seems to me, 
would be the more manly course of proceeding, 
and better comport with the dignity of the Gov- 
ernment of the United States. 

The two remaining projets which I have to 
consider, are the proposed application of the 
surplus of the public defenses, and the distribu- 
tion among the States of so much of it as has 
accrued from the sales of the public lands, or its 
net proceeds, in the ratio of Federal population. 


Happily for the country, the relative eligibility : 


of these plans is not necessary to be inquired into. 
They do not present themselves in an alternative 
aspect, but are perfectly compatible with cach 
other, and may be concurrently carried into 
effect. 

The considerations connected with the national 
defense are of primary and constitutional obliga- 
tion. The Government would be recreant to its 
‘ highest and most imperative duties, if it were 

unmindful of them. Let us inquire, briefly, into 

the nature and extent of the defensive prepara- 
tions required. 

Looking to our geographical position, with no 
formidable foreign Power bordering in dangerous 
proximity upon our frontiers; with inconsidera- 
pe rovinces, and capacious lakes, or rather in- 
an 
public of Mexico, sparsely populated, and weak- 
ened by internal dissensions, on our south and 
southwest; with powerless and decreasing Indian 
tribes, interminable prairies, a stupendous chain 
of mountains, and an immense ocean, on our west, 
we have nothing to apprehend from any combi- 
nation of force which may be brought to bear 
upon us from those directions. Making the inad- 
missible admission that our advance in all the ele- 


: ments of strength and prosperity will not be cum- | 


mensurate with that of our neighbors, yet ages 
must elapse before any Power can arise among 
them of sufficient importance to require defensive 
measures, upon any scale of magnitude, along 
our frontiers. It is to the east, then, along our 
extensive line of sea-coast, brimming the broad 


: cess and assault, that we are to look for belliger- 
ent demonstrations. Thearm that is to strike us 
with effect must be stretched across the ocean. 
It is, then, our obvious policy to complete the 
system of fortifications which, since 1816, has 
been in the progress of execution; not to build a 
Chinese wall; not to erect a continuous line of 
batteries, to mountand man which would require 
a supply of the personnel and materiel which would 
exhaust the fiscal resources of the country; not to 
construct fortifications on every projecting head- 
' land, in accordance with the suggestions of some 
visionary politicians; but to protect our navy- 


cial sea-ports; to render our great estuaries, the 
: mouths of our navigable rivers, inaccessible to a 
| hostile fleet. Beyond this extent the system 
| should not be carried. Upon the Navy, as our 
| principal means, alike of defense and of aggres- 


It is the only arm of national strength which has 
‘never been exerted in the cause of national op- 

pression. While it may be made omnipotent in 
i repelling invasion, and in hurling its thunders on 
ji the shores of the aggressor, it is powerless as an 
|! engine of domestic enslavement. Its faculty of 
i locomotion, of moving with celerity, from one 
| point to another more exposed, renders a smaller 


l Bot it, 
requires not the spirit of prophecy to foretell that ` 


seas, upon our north; with the distant Re- | 


: Atlantic, and presenting numerous points of ac- 


yards; to fortify the harborsof our large commer- : 


i sion, reliance should be had in all future contests. <: 


force, equipped at less expense, mere available 
than those frowning fixtures of the land, whose 

‘| powers of annoyance are limited to the range of 

i their cannon, and can only be put foru in self- 

: defense. I sincerely hope, sir, that, in all the 
contests in which we may be hereafter enzaged, 
the theater of operations may be confined to the 
ocean. Let the enemy be kept at arm’s length; 
Jet not our shores be polluted by his unhallowed 
footsteps. Let our cities be preserved from sack 
and pillage; our altars, our houschold gods from 
desecration; our fertile fields from ravage and des- 
olation; cur country from all the horrors and ca- 
lamities which follow in the train of grim-vixaged 
war. In cffecting all these objects, securing all 
these advantages, obviating all these evils, a pow- 
erful marine is the most eficient agent. I will 
cheerfully yield my support to any measure 
having for its object the strengthening this main 
arm of national defense, of increasing it to the ex- 
tent that the magnitude of those great interests, 
whether of commerce or of conflict, confided to 
its care, may require. Our attention should espe- 
cially be directed to the collection, fabrication, 
and storage of those materials capable of preser- 
vation, or indestructible in their character, which 
enter into the composition of ships of war. 

In appropriating money, however, for these as 
well as all other objects, the moral obstacles to 
be encountered, and the limited capabilities of 
corporeal nature, are elements which must be 
taken into the calculation. Regard should be had 
to the supply, which can probably Le procured, 
of artificers and laborers. An immeasurable dis- 
parity between conception and execution is one 
of the inconveniences of our complex structure. 
Mind is essentially dependent upon matter for 
the accomplishment of its designs. To borrow 

| the language of the great moralist and lexicog- 
rapher of England, “ we contrive in minutes 
| what it takes years to execute, and the soul 
|: stands, in the meantime, an idle spectator of the 
' labor of the hands, and the expedition of the 
feet.” The appropriation of money beyond the 
capabilities of expenditure is essentially deceptive 
| in its character, inasmuch as it will operate as a 
| mere transfer of the amount of unexpended bnl- 
ance from the credit of the Treasurer of the 
United States to the credit of the disbursing 
officers or agents. This unexpended balance will 
still remain in the deposit banks, and form the 
hasis of additional discounts by those institutions. 
| The amount of appropriations for the service of 
| the past year was considerably less than the 
probable aggregate of those for the present; and 
_ yet, of those appropriations, there remains in the 
‘Treasury an unexpended balance of several mil- 
lions of dollars. An express recognition of the 
principle of extending appropriations beyond the 
necessities and probable capacities of expenditure 
of the current year, has been sedulously absiained 
from by the prudent forecast, the wise jealousy 
of our predecessors. Let us not set the example 
ofa contrary policy. Appropriations, specific in 
object, and short and definite in point of time, 
, have ever been regarded as the great conservative 
‘principle of representative government. The 
| perseverance, in past periods, of the Parliament 
| of England, in refusing to grant permanent sup- 
; plies to the Crown, was one of the most efficient 
| causes of the preservation of English liberty. 
i 
i 


It may be safely assumed, then, that after the 
| most liberal appropriations for all objects, ordin- 
i ary and extraordinary, connected with the public 
: defense, there will still be a balance in the Treas- 
| ury of at least $30,000,000. The bill from the 
| Senate, providing for the distribution among the 
States of the net proceeds of the public lands, ac- 
cording to the ratio of population, will embrace 
something less than thatamount. F concur with 
the President in the opinion heretofore expressed 
| by him, that a partition of the surplus revenue 
in some such mode is the most safe, just, and 
Federal disposition that could well be made of it, 
The doubtimplied in the remarks of the President, 
alluded to, of the power of Congress to distribute 
"it, as surplus revenue, without reference to the 
source from which it came, is conceived to be 
i! obviated by the provisions of the bill in question, 
i embracing, as it does, only such portions of the 
|, revenue as have acerucd from the sales of the 
il public lands. It is not my purpose, however, to 
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enter into an argument to prove its constitution- 
ality. The attempt to do so would be but a fee- 
ble iteration of what has been more ably and 
forcibly urged in the other wing of this Capitol. 
Soffice to say that the public lands were ceded to 
the Federal Government by those States in whom 
the proprietary interest resided, subject to the 
payment of the national debt. That the rever- 
sionary interest in the residue was, by the terms 
of the compact of cession, vested in the several 
States, ** according to their respective proportions 
of the general charge and expenditure.” That 
the cession, upon these conditions, was anterior 
to the adoption of the present Constitution, which 
expressly recognizes the validity of previous en- 
gagements, and the binding force of preéxisting 
obligations. ‘That those portions of the public 
domain, comprehended within the limits of Louis- 
jana and Florida, may fairly be considered to 
have been purchased out of the proceeds of the 
sales of the lands thus ceded. That the Federal 
Government, standing towards the States in the 
relation of a trustee towards his cestui que trust, 
not only have the power, but are bound by all 
the obligations of good faith, to distribute this 
residuary fund in the mode prescribed inthe sev- 
eral compacts of cession. And that the provis- 
ions of the Senate’s bill are the nearest practica- 
ble approximationto that mode. These, in brief, 
are the principal arguments in favor of the power 
of distribution in the manner proposed. 

The arguments drawn from expediency are, 
that it will relieve us from the evils of an over- 
flowing Treasury; that it is the most just, equal, 
impartial, and least obnoxious toexception, of all 
the projects yet devised to effect that object; that 
it will confer upon the States the faculty of bet- 
tering their condition in a moral, social and com- 
mercial point of view, by enabling them to carry 
into effect the most extensive and beneficent plans 
of education, intercommunication, and internal 
improvement of all kinds; thereby elevating the 
standard of the public morals and intelligence; 
increasing the guarantees, and insuring the dura- 
bility of constitutional liberty; multiplying the 
avenues and facilities of intercourse; strengthen- 
ing the bonds of union by additional ties of in- 
clination and interest; quickening trade; stimulat- l 
ing enterprise; invigorating the exertions by en- 
hancing the profits of labor; and enriching the 
entire surface of the country by the unwonted 
disbursements which it will occasion. 

I was surprised to hear itasserted the other day, 
by the gentleman from Georgia, [Mr. Towns,] 
that this bill recognizes the constitutional power 
of Congress over the entire subject of internal 
improvement. Now, sir, my mind has arrived 
at a directly contrary conclusion. It not only 
takes away trom Congress the means, and thereby 
removes the temptation, of the exercise of this 
power, but it docs away not only all necessity, 
but all the pretense of the necessity of legislative 
action on it, by the General Government. It 
puts in the hands of the States the funds which 
will enable them to prosecute to completion their 
own works of interna! improvement. It will not 
only lessen the patronage and weaken the powers 
of the General Goverument, but it will increase 
and strengthen the patronage and powers of the 
States in the same proportion. The State gov- 


ernments will possess the power of designating || 


the objects, of selecting the agents, of dispensing ` 
the benefits which would flow from this new and 
extended system Of disbursements. The people 
will accustom themselves to look more to the ` 
States, and less to the General Government, as 
the source of employment, and as the dispensers | 
of its appropriate avails. Viewed in this aspect ` 
alone, the measure comes commended to our 


adoption by the most obvious and forcible con- `: 


siderations of expediency, 
With this exposition, necessarily brief and im- | 
perfect, of my views in relation to the topics on 
which I have touched, I will now address myself | 
to that other task, which principally induced me | 
to address the committee—to place the cause and ' 
party with which I am associated in what I con- | 
ceive to be their true attitude before the country. | 
Judge White and his friends have been charged 
with an abandonment of the principles which | 
haye heretofore marked their course; with havin | 
put themselyes in opposition to the measures of | 


‘the present Administration: Judge White, 


The Si urplus “Revenue—Mr. 
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be- | 
cause he has suffered his name to be abused as a | 
candidate for the Presidency, against the nomi- 
nee of a caucus or convention; his friends, be- 
cause they persevere in their support of him, in 
defiance of that nomination. I admit the specifi- 
cations, but deny the conclusions drawn from 
them, in general and particular, in aggregation 
and detail. I go further, and say that the very 
reverse of those conclusions is fact. Iassert that 
Judge White and his friends still adhere to the 
principles which brought General Jackson into 
power; that they not only remain firm to those 
principles, but that they have supported every 
leading measure of the present Administration; 
that if there be anything equivocal in the attitude 
which they at present sustain towards the Ad- 
ministration, the fault or the change is not in 
them or in their principles. 

In support of these averments, I will endeavor 
to prove, in the first place, the identity, in point 
of position and principle, between Judge White 
now and General Jackson during his first canvass 
for the Presidency. As the administration of 
Mr. Monroe drew towards its close, the attention 
of the nation was turned towards the choice of 
his successor. Several candidates were put in 
nomination, all members of the Cabinet or of Con- 
gress. Of these, one was in the line of Cabinet 
succession; another was sought to be upheld by 
conforming to what were called ‘‘the usages of | 
the Republican party,” viz: by caucus nomina- | 
tion. To both of these candidates strong excep- ` 
tion was taken, by a large portion of the people, ; 
not on personal grounds merely, but from con- 
siderations connected with their respective posi- 
tions. These were, opposition to Cabinet, or any 
fixed order of successton—to caucus nominations, 
or to any fixed mode of designating a successor. 

To show the state of public feeling in relation 
to Cabinet succession, it may not be inappropriate 
in this place to advert to a cotemporancous fact. 
When the constitution of Bolivia was first pub- 
lished in this country, that provision of it which |, 
confers upon the President, for the time being, |, 
the power of appointing his successor, received, ' 
as it deserved, the unanimous and unqualified de- ' 
nunciations of the American press., Bolivar, its | 
author, was charged with having deserted the 
principles for which he had so nobly and triumph- 
antly contended in the field, with having ceased 
to follow in the footsteps of Washington, whom 
he had affected to consider as his greatexemplar; | 
with having, in effect, become a convert to the j! 
doctrine of hereditary succession. 

The venerable gentleman from Massachusetts 
[Mr. Apams] who now sits before me, encoun- 
tered the full force of this objection. His then | 
position, as Secretary of State, was urged against 
him with great effect. The incumbent of that 
Department, in several consecutive instances, had 
succeeded to the Presidency. The accident of 


_ to-day, it was apprehended, might ripen into the ` 


` on no pretext the most 


precedent of to-morrow, and unless intermitted, . 
acquire all the force and authority of prescription. 
We had such a safe and glorious precedent which z 
lausible of necessity, 


‘ought ever to be broken in upon, set in the first 
; Instance by the Father of his Country, and which, | 


i! usage and observance, 


‘sion; but such, it was feared, would be the aim, | 


; not entertained of disfranchising Secretaries of 


by uniform observance, has become incorporated 
with the Constitution itself—that no President 
should extend his ambitious views beyond two 
terms of service. And apprehensions were en- || 
tertained that a precedent of a different character, | 
the precedent of Cabinet succession, from similar i 

might obtain an equally | 
authoritative hold upon the public mind. The 
three immediate predecessors of the gentleman 
from Massachusetts, it is true, had never been 
charged, or even suspected, of selecting their 
Secretaries of State witha view to the succes- 


and might become the attainment, of some future 
President, less mindful of the proprieties of his 
station and less strongly imbued with the true 
spirit of our freeinstitutions. In opposing, how- 
ever, the election on this ground of the venerable 
gentleman from Massachusetts, the design was 


State, in all time, but merely to interrupt the con- 
linuity of the precedent, and destroying thereby 
the force of its authority, 


“have yet been enabled, b 


any 
atronage 
rpose of 


ten country. The 
dignity of Cæsar, conferred by the Emperor of 
Rome, vested in its possessor the reversion of 
the empire. And, sir, the annals of past history 


‘are rife with instances in which monarchs, re- 


markable for their wisdom in the cabinet and 
valor in the field, have selected successors who 
were their contrasts in every regard, who, desti- 
tute themselves of all the attributes of command, 
y a dexterous address, 
by assiduous attentions, by servile flatteries, by 
seizing upon those weak points of character from 
which even the greatest and best are not exempt, 
to worm themsclves into the confidence of power, 
to sow distrust and suspicion where there had 
been fricndship and reliance, to interdict the 
approaches of rival merit to the throne, and, 
finally, to reap empire as the reward of duplicity 
and circumvention. 

Sir, mankind have ever looked with jealousy 
upon the especial favorite of supreme power. 
This feeling has its origin partly in the fact, of 
historical avouchment, that favoritism is more 
often acquired by personal devotion to the ruling 
chief, than by the possession and exertion, in the 
public service, of eminent abilities; and partly in 
the belief that he who aspires to the high places 


| of the Government should rely for success more 


on the force of individual merit, and less on the 
adventitious aids of power and patronage. That, 
like a high mountain, he should giana out in bold 
relief, his proportions distinctly defined upon the 
olitical horizon, resting on the broad basis of 
is own qualifications, and screened, by no inter- 
vening object, from observation and scrutiny. 
That he should resemble some lofty Old Hickory 
of the forest, its roots deep set in the earth, and 
its branches extending aloft and around, rather 
than the little, creeping, parasitical vine that, by 
twining around its trunk, is enabled to lift itself 
into a region more elevated than it could ever 
have attained to by its own intrinsic strength 
and stamina. : 
Sir, allow me, in this place, to refer to a passage 
in English history. The Court of Elizabeth, at 
one time, was divided by two adverse and con- 


| tending parties; one acknowledging the Duke of 


Suffolk as its head; the other following the lead 
of the Earl of Leicester. Suffolk was frank, 


' open, Sincere, magnanimous, honest, and saga- 
` cious as a politician, of unblemished character, 


public and private, and intent only upon the true 
interests of his country, and the honor and glory 
of his royal mistress. Leicester was supple, in- 
sinuating, unprincipled, selfish in his designs, 
unscrupulous in his means to accomplish them, 


, of an all grasping ambition, which aimed, not at 
` the succession, but at a connection, by connubial 


ties, with royalty itself. Suffolk had the esteem 
of the Queen, founded on her knowledge of the 


i Sterling qualitics of his mind and heart. Leices- 


ter, by the arts and blandishments of the courtier, 
had won upon her affections. Yet it is recorded 
of her, as a signal evidence of wisdom and self- 
denial, of the triumph of judgment over passion, 
that she was yet enabled to observe towards them 
the most even-handed justice; that, however, in 
her private and social relations, she might give 
way to the tenderness of a woman attached even 
to infatuation, yet that, in all public transactions, 
she was ever mindful of the dignity and impar- 
tiality of the Queen. She felt and acted, not as 
the head of a party, but as the annointed sovereign 


|| of England should feel and act. 


But to return from this digression. Another 
precedent, tending to establish a fixed mode of 
selecting a successor to the Presidency, was to be 
found in caucus nominations. Of this system, 
and of the party which used it for their purposes, 
Mr. Van Buren was a principal advocate and 
leading member; in proof of which I will read 
an extract from the address of the caucus of 1824 
“to the Republicans of the United States,” of 


1836. 
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which he was the reputed author. 
lows: 


We will not attempt to conceal the anxiety with which 
we are impressed by the present conjuncture. To our minds : 
the course of events points to the entire dismemberment of : 
the party. ‘Phe injurious consequences likely to be pro- ` 
duced by a departure from the ancient usages of the party, 
will not be confined to the election of President and Vice 
President. Exertions are everywhere making to break up 
the entire system of CONVENTIONS for the nomination of 
candidates, in reference to State as well as Federal elec- 
tions. [tis submitted, then, whether an abandonment of 
the practice will not involve the ultimate prostration of the 
system Wherever it prevails, and with it the securities of the 
republican ascendency. It is from an apprehension of such 
results, in the event of the abandonment of established prin- 
ciples, and of the usage of the party, that we have adopted 
the proceeding now submitted to your consideration. The 
question is, in our best judgment, one touching the preser- 
vation or dismemberment of the party.” 


These Sentiments were responded to by the 
then Legislature of the State of New York. In 
the report of a committee of that er it was 


It is as fol- 


asserted, that ‘there is no uther mode [than the 
one in question] of concentrating public opinion;’? 
“that ıt was necessary, not merely to the success, 
but to the preserration, and possibly to the exist- 
ence, of the Republican party;’’ and that these 
considerations should commend its adoption “ to 
all who feel any solicitude for the continued as- 
cendency of Republican principles.” 

A large portion of the yeomanry of the coun- 
try began to be justly alarmed at the prevalence 
of principles and practices such asthese. A cen- 
tral power, it was feared by them, was in process 
of creation at the seat of Government, which 
might eventually control the elective franchise, 
and convert the people, from the high character of 
independent electors, into mere political automata 
for the registration of its edicts. They determined 
to resist this central power in each mode of its 
manifestation; to interrupt the continuity of cab- 
inet succession; ‘‘to break up the entire system of 
conventions; and to reinvest the people in all | 
their sovereign attributes of thought and action 
in reference to the choice of Chief Magistrate. 
Tt was against the latter practice, especially, that 
their exertions were direeted. Whatever might 
have been the necessities in which it had its ori- 
gin, however excusable its occasional use as the 
extreme medicine of the State, they conceived 
that it would be eminently injurious as its daily 
potion, The declaration and enforcement of mar- 
tial law at New Orleans might have been justified 
by the exigencies of the occasion; but who would 
quote it as a precedent to authorize habitual vio- 
lations, under ordinary circumstances, of the. 
sacred guarantees of the Constitution? The prac- 
tice was denounced as dangerously restrictive of 
the rights of suffrage; as circumscribing the range 
of selection to office; as virtually disfranchising 
all others than its nominees; as superseding the | 
provisions of the Constitution in regard to the 
election of its highest executive officer, and in- 
terpolating new provisions in their stead; as tend- ' 
ing to place the entire power of the country in 
the hands of combinations and cabals among men . 
in high places. It was affirmed unanimously by . 
the Tennessee Legislature ‘* that the practice of | 
caucus nominations is a violation of the Constitu- | 
tion;” that each department of the Government | 
ought to be prevented ‘‘ from exercising the small- | 
est influence over the other;’’ and that ** the mem- 
bers of Congress should not be the principal or 
primary agents or actors in the election of Pres- 
ident.”” In reply to the argument of usage and 
precedent, the Legislature said that ‘‘ the actions | 
of public men, heated by party zeal, and strug- 
gling for ascendency, ought not to be urged as pre- | 
cedents.” The party publications of that day are | 
replete with vehement attacks upon all such ob- | 
noxious practices and principles; but I will not | 
weary the patience of the committee with further | 
quotation. : | 

As the personification and embodiment, then, |! 
of this spirit of opposition; as the type and rep- ; 
resentative of a set of principles antagonist to 
those in question, and which were deemed of vital 
importance to the preservation, in their purity, 
of our republican institutions, General Jackson 
was selected. His great popularity, his talents | 
and public services, displayed and performed in 
stations civiland military; the confidence reposed : 
in his patriotism and integrity; his private and 
unofficial position—a Cincinnatus on his farm— | 


unhackneyed in the ways of the mere politician, 
all eminently fitted him for the high mission to 
which he was preferred. 


With Jackson for their rallying point, the peo- |: 


ple prepared to resume the exercise of their usurped 


‘rights. They met in their primary assemblies, 


and made their own nominations. They spoke 
through Legislatures, of which the members were 
elected with especial reference to this question. 
They denounced, in every shape, caucuses, con- 
ventions, secretary succession, the officious inter- 
ference of men in high places with the freedom of 
suffrage. Public sentiment, instead of descend- 
ing, in noxious distillations, from a firmament 
studded with the constellations of greatness, rose, 
like the living principle of vegetation, from the 
earth, imparting a healthy and cheerful aspect to 
the humble valleys of society, and gradually en- 
duing its eminences with congenial hues. The 
knell of the caucus system, at least in reference 
to national nominations, was thought to have 
been rung. Its nominee, in this instance, was 
signally defeated, and its obsequies were per- 
formed with all the solemnities which follow a 
final departure. 

But in its stead has arisen a body more anom- 
alous than itself. A national convention, consti- 
tuted as such bodies have heretofore been, is but 
the essence and spirit of a congressional caucus, 
reproduced in a modified form; with this-distinc- 
tion in favor of the latter, that whereas conven- 
tions of the kind of which I am speaking are, for 
the most part, without a constituency, and there- 
fore irresponsible; caucuses were composed of 
members of Congress, who are amenable to the 
people in the periodical exercise of the elective 
franchise. 

Sir, what are the origin and composition of 
your modern conventions? Are they composed 
of delegates fairly elected by, and fully represent- 
ing the people at large, oreven a majority of that 
portion of them who constitute the party to which 
they profess to belong? To conventions, thus 
constituted, no reasonable exceptions could be 
taken, except, perhaps, that it were anticipating 
the decision of the ballot-box. But such is not 
their constitution. A few self-created leaders of 
a party, to which they attach the exclusive cog- 
nomen of Republican, consult together, select 
their chief, parcel out the principal offices among 
themselves, and possess their partisansand echoes 
of the newspaper press, at home, with the plan 
of operations agreed upon. By these means, 
meetings are gotten up, at which resolutions are 
adopted appointing delegates initiated into the 
secrets of the party. These meetings are always 
informal, always composed of a small minority 
of the people, most commonly confined to the 


friends and relations of some high dignitary. No 


mode of proceeding is prescribed by law; repre- 
sentation is apportioned according to no estab- 
lished ratio; no sheriff makes proclamation sum- 
moning the people to the polls; no sworn officers 
receive and record their votes. When the con- 
vention assembles, no credentials, no certificates 
of election are required; conformity in political 
creed with the wire-workers behind the scenes is 
an ample passport to the privileges of member- 
ship. And yet a body of this character, com- 
posed, for the most part, of office holders and 
office seekers, or the especial friends of those 
who are, never elected by majorities, sometimes 


even self-constituted, assumes to dictate to the | 


Democracy of the land! claims for its decrees 
an authority paramount to the Constitution itself! 
holds up its nominee as the great political Venus 
de Medicis, to which our opinions must conform, 


and by which our principles must be remod- , 


eled! 
But it has been said by the gentleman from 


New York [Mr. McKeon] that Tennessee, in ` 
sending delegates to the Baltimore Convention | 


of 1832, and yielding her support to its nominee, 


‘has committed herself to the system of national 


nominations. I happen to know something of the 
mode in which those delegates were appointed. 


A meeting was held in Nashville, composed partly : 


of members chosen by minority meetings in a 
very small minority of the counties; and partly 
of persons accidentally present in that town at 


:! the time, who had not even the semblance of 


authority to act for any portion of their fellow- 


|! citizens.* The great mass of the people of Ten- 

|| nessee took no part in this movement, and are in 

| no way committed by it. On the contrary, there 

. was a deep under-current of feeling against Mr. 
Van Buren, originating partly in this very cause, 
and which has since heaved to the surface, and 
manifested itself in opposing his advancement to 
a yet higher station; and if the people of Ten- 

. nessee yielded a temporary and reluctant acqui- 
escence in his nomination then, it was because an 
alternative was scarcely presented them, and be- 
cause the Vice Presidential chair was considered 
to be infinitely subordinate in importance to that 
of Chief Magistrate of the Union. The Presi- 
dent was the principal point of view; and they 
took the Vice President not because the man or 
the mode of his nomination was acceptable, but 
because of the venerated name with which his 
was associated, 

I have said, sir, that the position and princi- 
ples of action of Judge White now are remark- 
ably coincident, in every essential particular, with 
those of General Jackson in his first canvass for 
President. General Jackson was applied to by 
a committee appointed ata meeting of the peo- 

i ple of Dauphin county, Pennsylvania, to know 
whether he would consent to be a candidate for 
President. ‘* My undeviating rule through life,” 
says the General in reply, ‘and which I have, 
and ever shall deem as congenial with the true 
republican principles of our Government, has been 
neither to seek nor decline public invitations to 
ofice.” ‘The office of Chief Magistrate is one 
of greatresponsibility. Asit should not be sought 
by any individual, so it cannot with propriety be 
declined when offered by those who have the power of 
selection. It is interesting to the American people 
alone, and in the election they should exercise 
their free and unbiased judgment.” ‘It was 
with these impressions, I presume, and without 
any consultation with me, that the Legislature of 

‘ Tennessee, as an additional testimony of confi- 
dence in me, thought proper to present my name 
to the consideration of the American people. My 
political creed prompts me to leave the affair, 
uninfluenced by any expression on my part, to the 

| free will of those who alone have the right to de- 
cide. ; 
A similar application was made toJudge White. 

The following is a portion of his reply: 


“I am aware that for some time past my name has been 
occasionally mentioned, in our own State and elsewhere 
for the office you mention. I have never supposed it would 
be so far acceptable to the public as to render an applica- 
tion to me necessary, to ascertain my wishes or determin- 
ation. 

“ Not having taken any pains to ascertain public opinion 
upon that subject, E am perhaps tess acquainted with the 
sentiments of even our own State than any of my col- 
leagues. As to my own wishes and determination, I can 
have no difficulty in giving you an «inswer. 

“I am not conscious that at any moment of my life I 
have ever wished to be President of the United States; I 
have never knowingly uttered a sentence, or done an act, 
for the purpose of inducing any person to think of me for 
that distinguished station. When the duties and responsi- 
bilities of the office are considered, in my opinion, it is an 
object more to be avoided than desired. I shall certainly 
never seek it while I have so littie confidence in my own 
capacity to discharge the duties of it as I now have. 

*« Those for whose benefit it was created have a right to 
fill it with any citizen they may prefer, provided he is eli- 

| gible by the Constitution ; and the person who would refuse 
` to accept such an office, if offered by the people of the 
: United States, ought to have a much stronger hold upon 
public opinion than I can ever hope to possess. 

“ My most anxious wish is, that in any use you may think 
proper to make of my name, you may lose sight of every 
' consideration except the public interest. I have not had 
‘| any agency in causing it to be used, and do not feel that T 
‘| would be justified in directing the use of it to be discon- 
i 


i tinued. F can, however, with truth say, that if those polit- 
ical friends who have used it thus far shall have reason to 
believe a further use of it will be an injury, instead of a 
benefit to the country, and may choose to withdraw it, they 

|) will have my hearty concurrence.” 


| Thus it will be seen that both of these distin- 


* My name figures in the proceedings of that meeting. 
Happening, accidentally, to be in Nashville at the time, [ 
attended the meeting as a mere spectator. I was unex- 
pectedly announced by the chairman as one of the commit- 
tee to report a preamble and resolutions. ‘Faken thus un- 
awares, I hesitated what to do. Opposed, as I was, to the 
whole system of conventions, and to the intended nominee 
of the one to be held at Baltimore, I was yet sincerely at- 
tached to General Jackson, and did not wish to place my- 
- self iu an attitude which would have the appearance even 
of hostility to him. F therefore withdrew from the meeting 
before the preamble and resolutions were reported by the 
: committee, and returned home, a distance of about twenty 
i miles, that evening. 
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guished statesmen and patriots avowed the same i the extent and im 
sentiments; that they both acknowledged the right - 


of the people to an unrestricted range of selection, 
in reference to candidates for office, and the cor- 
responding obligation of the person selected to 
permit his name to be used, and, if elected, to 
enter upon the discharge of its duties. 

In 1924 Mr. Crawford was the nominee of a 
caucus, the candidate of rHe Republican party; 
so is Mr. Van Buren in 1836. If General Thee 
san, in opposing Mr. Crawford, did not “lose 
caste”? with the Republican party, why may not 
Judge White claima similar exemption, in allow- 
ing the continued use of his name against Mr. 
Van Buren? In 1824 it was objected by Mr. 
Crawlord’s friends that the multiplication of can- 
didates consequent on the accession to tke list of 
General Jackson, would prevent a choice being 
made in the electoral colleges, and throw the elec- 
tion into the House of Representatives—a con- 
tingency which they represented as fraught with 
the most disastrous consequences to the liberties 
of the country. And it is worthy of remark that 
the poiiticians and newspaper editors then and 
now extant, who used this argument with such 
urgency and repetition against General Jackson, 
are the same who are at present wielding it against 
Judge White; with what sincerity may be in- 
ferred from the fact, notorious as noon-day, that, 
but for their opposition to the Judge, all probable 
occurrence of the contingency deprecated might 
have been prevented. But the objection, however 
forcibly urged, did not present itself to the friends 
of General Jackson in an aspect sufficiently formi- 
Gable to induce them to withdraw him from the 
contest. The Legislature of Tennessee unani- 
mously adopted a preamble and resolutions, in 
which it was declared that ‘this contingency was 
foreseen and provided for in the Constitution,” 
and thatit was less to be feared than the vicarious 
and obtrusive agency of a body unknown to the 
Constitution and laws, and which imposed fetters 
on the inappreciable rights of suffrage. The ob- 
jection did not strike General Jackson himself 
with such force as, in his opinion, to render with- 
drawal on his part an act either of patriotism or 
of duty. 

The preservation of the unity of the party was 
another argument urged with much zeal and earn- 
estness by the advocates of the caucus nominee. 
It was alleged that ‘*the ascendency of the Re- 
publican party” was endangered by the multipli- 
cation of candidates; and the peopie were invoked 
by all the obligations of patriotism to prevent the 
evil consequences resulting from a division in its 
ranks. 
principle the only weapons used. Resort was had 


to vituperation and abuse. General Jackson was ` 


denounced, and that, too, by the organs of that 
very party which now claims to be the especial 
guardians of his reputation, as a tyrant; as un- 
qualified, by temper, education, and previous 
habits, for civil rule; and it was asserted that his 
election would be the infliction of “a curse upon 
the country.” Attempts were even made to strip 
him of those laurels which he had plucked from 
the rugged brow of war, in many a well-foucht 
field. And if these effort r 
success, it was because 


“ True glory’s leaves 
Are of the tree no bolt of thunder cleaves.” 


But the contest terminated in the election by 
the House of Representatives of the gentleman 
from Massachusetts; Gencral Jackson having re- 
ceived a plurality of the votes in the electoral col- 
leges. His friends, however, undisheartened by 
defeat, presented him again as a candidate for the 
eminent charge. The war-cry of opposition to 
the new Administration was sounded and con- 
tinued from the starting-post to the goal. [t was 
asserted that its accession to power was brought 
about by a flagrant violation of the rights of pop- 
ular suffrage; that the will of the people had been 
defeated by a corrupt coalition. Exception was 
taken to the first message of the President, on 
the ground that in it were avowed ultra Federal 
doctrines. Corruption, besides, was alleged to 
exist in the administration of every Department 
of the Government. The most fearful apprehen- 
sions for the purity and preservation of our free 
institutions were conjured up, in consequence of 


Nor were the arguments drawn from. 


s were not crowned with ; 
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of the Executive. 
In 1826 a committee was appointed in the Sen- 


ate, on motion of Mr, Benton, to devise ways ` 


and means for the limitation of executive patron- 
age; among the members of that committee ap- 
pear the names of White and Van Buren. The 
result of their labors was a report, accompanied 
with six bills. The object of these bills was to 
take from the Secretary of State the 
selecting the newspapers for the publication of 


ower of. 


the laws of the United States and the public ad- i 
vertisements; to regulate the appointment of post- ` 


masters; to regulate the appointment of midship- 
men; to regulate the appointment of cadets; to 
prevent military and naval officers from being 
dismissed the service at the pleasure of the Pres- 
ident; to secure in office the faithful collectors and 


disbursers of the revenue, and to displace defaulters. © 


The report enforces the expediency of the pas- 
sage of these bills with all the force of argument, 
and all the amplification of rhetoric. 

[Here Mr. M. read a variety of extracts from 
the report, showing the alarming extent of the 


puted abuse of the patronage have been shielded b 
‘all investigation refused ! 


i 
i 


‘session of 1826. The 
_ to ferret out abuses and corrupti 


y the mantle of the party, and 

Retrenchment and reform were likewise objects 
inscribed by the Jackson party on the list of legis- 
lative and executive duties.” For the advance- 
ment of those purposes a committee was consti- 
tuted in the House of Representatives during the 
more especial object was 
t r ons in the admin- 
istrative departments of the Government, to lop 
off redundant expenses, to discharge supernumer- 
ary clerks, &c. Shortly after commencement, 
however, their investigations were discontinued, 
on the suggestion of a distinguished gentieman 
from Virginia, [Mr. RaNpoLPH,] who stated that 
the then Presidentand his Cabinet, being opposed 
to reform, could throw such obstacles in the way 
of the committee as would render their labors 
ineffective and nugatory. It was thus that the 


: cleansing of the Augean stable was deferred toa 


power and patronage of the President; the in- ` 


crease and multiplication of its objects; and the 
necessity that existed for their curtailment and 
limitation. ] 

I will trouble the committee with but one more 
quotation from this document: 


“Not being able to reform the Go: ernment in the election 
of President, they (the committee) must go to work upon 


his powers, and trim down these by statutory enactments, ; 


whenever it can be done by law, and with a just regard to 
the proper efficiency of the Government. For this purpose 
they have reported the six bills which have been enumer- 
ated. They do not pretend to have exhausted the subject, 


but only to have seized upon a few of its prominent points. |; 


They have only touched, in four places, the vast and per- 


vading system of Federal Executive patronage —the press, - 
the post office, the armed force, and the appointing power. 


They are few compared to the whole number of points which 
the system presents. but they are points vital to the liberties 
of the country. The press is put foremost, because it is 
the moving power of human action; the post office is the 
handmaid of the press ; the armed force its executor; and 
the appointing power the directress of the whole.” 


Mr. Van Buren, it is fair to presume, was in 

' favor of these bills; he belonged to the committee 
by whom they were reported, and no recorded 
‘evidence is extant of his having dissented from 
their principles. And yet the most important of 


them all, the one which was most extensive and | 


all-embracing in its range, the bill to secure in 
office the faithful collectors and disburgers of the 


public revenue,and to displace defaulters, recently , 


; reproduced in the Senate, in form and substance, ` 


was met with determined opposition by his con- 
fidential friends in that body, and, from some 
ominous indications, awaits the same reception 
from similar quarters here. 
one of the leading 
of 1826! Judge White supported the measure 
i then, and has yiclded it a consistent support 
during the present session. 
| An amendment of the Constitution, conferring 
the election of Chief Magistrate, in the first and 
second instance, directly on the people, and lim- 
iting his eligibility to one term, was another 
principal measure with the Jackson party of that 
day. Since his accession to the Chief Magistracy, 
+ General Jackson has repeatedly and e 
| commended it to the favorable consideration and 
li initiative action of Congress. Judge White and 
i his friends have been willing and anxious to 
: mcet the recommendation 
‚it was made. And yet postponement and eva- 
i, sion are the fate which it has received from the 
t; hands of the party, 
pitiful subterfuges ! 
‘| Specific appropriations, economy in disburse- 
| ments, accountability of public agents, the retro- 
_ gression of the Government to the haleyon days 
| of Jeffersonian sim 
i; likewise held out to the hopes of the people by 
|: the Opposition to Mr. Adams’s administration. 
` And yet appropriations have been supported by 
i the party without 
' the Heads of Departments have been clamorously 
‘invoked to inform this House how much of the 
| public treasure could be expended in the various 
_ branches of the public service; and agents charged 
by a member in his place with probable pecula- 
‘tion and mismanagement of the public funds, 


| 


in the spirit in which ; 
on hollow pretenses, and by | ; é : 
‘acter and public services, to entertain such a pur- 


plicity and republicanism, were | 


specific designation of objects; | 


more auspicious period, wh 
ments, legislative and exe 
niously blend and unite in 
partmental regeneration ! 
The main argument which has been urged in 
favor of limiting the service of the President to 
one term is, that his measures might be shaped, 
and his appointments to office bestowed, rather 
with the view of securing his reélection than for 


en all the political ele- 
cutive, would harmo- 
the great work of de- 


, the purpose of advancing the prosperity of his 


| with equal, if not greater force ? 


country. Butif these powerful 
be wielded to effect the elevation 
favorite candidate, does not this 


engines should 
to power ofa 
objection operate 

Is not the prin- 
ciple involved essentially the same? Is the love 


:of office, held out to an anxious expectant, the 


less tempting, that adhesion, notto the President 
himself, but to the President’s favorite, is the 
means of obtaining it? Sir, if it be known and 


i avowed that the President for the time being has 


a decided preference between rival candidates for 
the succession, will not the knowledge of that 
circumstance, without any explicit intimation or 
aerem on his part, operate as a powerful 
inducement, not with office seekers merely, but 
with office holders apprehensive for their places, 
to make his measures and preferences their meas- 
ures and preferences? Would it not readily be 
inferred that the surest mode of securing or ob- 
taining office would be to shout hosannas to the 
rising sun? Is it unreasonable to presume that 
the heir apparent, as the period of his probable ac- 
cession approached, would, in effect, have at his 
disposal the entire patronage of the Executive? 
And having the power, without the responsibility, 
of nomination to office, might he not exercise it 
with less restraint, and undera less solemn sense 


| of obligation to the public, than if he were the 
rs | And yet this was ` k 
principles of the Jackson party ` 


ostensible as well as the real dispenser of appoint- 
ments? In making these suggestions, sir, in re- 
lation to this, as well as all other questions con- 
nected with the nature and proper extent of 


' Executive power, I wish it to be distinctly under- 


stood that I am considering them in the abstract 
as questions of all time, and without reference to 


“any state of things which may be adie by 


others to exist now, or to have existed heretofore, 


in the history of the country. Intending myself 


no invidious allusions: disclaiming the implica- 


arnestly | 


tion that the present President of the United 
States would prostitute the power and patronage 
of his high station to purposes which he deemed 


unworthy or improper, I hope that none others 


will impute to me such an intention, I have too 
greata respect and regard forthat eminent citizen, 
founded as well upon personal grounds as upon 
the very high estimate which I put upon his char-. 


pose. I speak, however, in the spirit of a free- 
man, and of the representative of freemen, to 
whom the right of thought and expression is 
guarantied by the institutions of my country. — 
It appears then, sir, that Judge White and his 
friends have not only heretofore supported all 
the leading measures of the present Administra- 
tion but they still adhere to the principles which 
brought General Jackson into power — which 
formed the original bond of union of the Jackson 
party. And yet they are denounced as enemies 
of the present Administration, and ingrates toits 
head, as recreants to their rinciples, and apos- 
tates from their party ! Ånd why are they so 
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denounced? Because they do not respond to the i tion. 


nomination of the Baltimore Convention. And by 
whom are they so denounced ? By the leaders ° 
and organs of that party which advocated the 
system of caucus nominations, which was the 
most virulent in its opposition to Andrew Jack- 
son, and which assailed him in his dearest and 
most private relations, but which, coming in to 
his sapport at the eleventh hour, when the heat 
and burden of the day were over, when fruition 
was about to follow on the footsteps of exertion, 
have, nevertheless, received a more than script- 
ural reward for their tardy and interested ser- 
vices. The members of this party can oppose 
the bill for the limitation of Executive patronage, 
can disregard the repeated and earnest recom- 
mendations of the President in favor of the pro- 
osed amendment to the Constitution, deemed by 
fim of such vital importance, in relation to the 
election of President and Vice President, and 
pass unquestioned, still, in point of political or- 
thodoxy. Adhesion to the nominee of the con- 


That charge has been amply met and re- 
futed by my colleague, [Mr. BeLL.] Ishall notice 
it no further than by saying that no caucus was, 
in fact, held. That public opinion having become | 
directed towards Judge White as a fit successor ` 


-of General Jackson, the Tennessee delegation 


vention ig an ample atonement for the widest.: 


aberrations from principle ! 

I have thus attempted to show, and, I think, 
satisfactorily shown, that the charge preferred 
against the friends of Judge White, of apostacy 
from their party, of dereliction from their prin- 
ciples, is utterly unfounded in fact. Sir, if there 
be division in the ranks of the Administration, 
the line of separation was not drawn by them. ; 
In maintaining their present attitude before the 
nation, no color of pretense is given to the imputa- . 
tion that they have been induced to do so by the 
allurements of patronage and power. If their 
banner, like freedom’s in many an age and clime, 
now streams against the brecze that blows from 
high quarters, its motto is identical with that | 
which, in past times, was blazoned on its folds, 
when, Teucro duce, it led on to contest and vic- 
tory in the same glorious cause. If a separation 
have taken place, the circumstances by which it 
was brought about show that it was not of their 
seeking, and furnish every evidence of sincerity 
and devotion to principle. The past history of 
the country affords other instances of separation 
from party, and of giving in adhesion to party, 
which, as far as preferment is concerned, might 
have been better timed; and the future historian 
of pending events may, perhaps, find examples 
of a similar nature, and which, possibly, may 
lead to similar results. 

Sir, in assuming her present position, Tennes- 
see has not proved herself, as has been alleged, , 
ungrateful to Andrew Jackson, or inimical to his 
Administration. Her fame is part and parcel of 
his; his fame part and parcel of her own. If he 
evinced all the qualities which constitute the able 
and gallant captain, the troops whom she con- 
fided to his command displayed, on all occasions, 
however complicated with peril, a valor and alac- 
rity which seconded and accomplished the boldest 
conceptions of hisgenius. Together they fought, 
and together they reaped a rich harvest of glory 
and renown. His reward, in part, has been the 


highest office known to the institutions of the | 
country; hers the proud and gratifying conscious- ‘| 


ness that her efforts, unrelaxed by obstacles, her . 
confidence, animpaired by calumny, her devotion, : 
unabated by disaster, essentially contributed to ; 
its attainment. Yes, sir, Tennessee has proved 

herself, at all times, and under all circumstances, © 
ready and willing and anxious to do honor to | 
her favorite soldier and statesman. These dis- ' 
positions were especially manifested by her at a: 
time when others, who now sit in high places, ' 
and look down with affected scorn and contempt . 
upon her present position, were strenuous in their ` 
efforts ‘to blast his prospects even in the bud, ' 
and all the fair effects of future hopes.” She 
will continue to manifest these dispositions on all 
proper occasions, and in all matters which affect 

im personally. 

Before 1 sit down, Mr. Chairman, allow me to 
notice some observations which feli the other day 
from the gentleman from Georgia, [Mr. Towns. ] 
That gentleman preferred the charge of inconsist- 
ency against the friends of Judge White, in that, 
notwithstanding their outcry against caucuses, 
they are supporting the nominee ofa caucus which, - 
he alleged, was held last winter twelve month, l 
composed of a portion of the Tennessee delega- i 


f States, to trade with the Indians. 
|| sisted the payment of the tax, on the ground that ; 
i| he was exempted, by his license, from all impo- 


‘dered, rightfully belonged to the authorities of || 
, the Cherokee nation. This opinion is in accord- |! 


|. 


: to infer, however, that it was irreconcilable with 


‘this be his object, I defy him to make good the | 
| imputation. 


5 
i 
i 
1 
l 
i 
i 


| they are in possession ; and that they have a right to estab~ j 
| lish such Government as, in their opinion, is best suited to | 
' their condition; and that such Government is independent 
' of any of the States within the limits of which any portion 
| of their territory may happen to be, and that the United 
| States stand solemnly pledged to protect them in the peace- i 
' able enjoyment of it against ail the world. 


were frequently interrogated by visitors here from 
different quarters of the Union, as to the probable 
dispositions of the Judge in that regard. Thata 
meeting of consultation on the subject was held 
by a portion of the delegation. That, afterwards, 
an individual member, of his own motion, drew 
up a letter of inquiry to the Judge, stating the 
difficulty, and requesting to be informed of his 
views, which letter was separately presented by 
him to the other members, his colleagues, who 
affixed their signatures to it; and that this letter, 
with Judge White’s reply to it, was published, 
merely as an answer, once for all, and in an au- 
thentic shape, to the inquiries which had been ` 
made. This proceeding had neither the forms, 
nor was there claimed for it, the arrogant and 
authoritative sanctions of anomination. No, sir; 
Judge White rests his claims upon far other 
grounds; he stands self-sustained, on the basis of 
his own merits, leaning for support on no other 
arm but the great arm of the people! i 
The gentleman from Georgia [Mr. Towns] has 
likewise brought a charge of inconsistency, with 
two specifications, against Judge White. In 
proof of the first specification, which, I must say, 
was very vaguely set forth, he caused to be read a 
letter from the Judge to Mr. Jobn Ross, in 1822, on 
the subject of the relative rights and powers of the | 
Federal Government and of the Cherokee Indians 
within the territorial limits of the Cherokee na- 
tion. The occasion of the letter was this: a tax 
had been imposed by the Indian authorities upon 
a merchant licensed, under the laws of the United 
He had re- | 


sitions of the kind. Judge White was applied to ; 
as a lawyer for his professional opinion on the 
subject. His reply was, in substance, that the | 
Cherokees, as far as the United States was con- : 
cerned, retained every attribute of sovereignty ! 
which they had not expressly surrendered to the 
United States by treaty; and that the power of | 
internal taxation, not having been thus surren- : 


ance with the uniform and unbroken series of the | 
decisions in the district courts of the United States | 
for the State of Tennessee, made as well since as | 
before the date of the letter in question. | 
It is to be regretted that the gentleman from | 
Georgia was not more explicit; that he did not | 
point out in what manner Judge White was in- | 
consistent in holding this opinion. We are left 


some other opinion expressed by him, in rela- ' 
tion to the same, or some analogous subject. Ifj 


e certainly could not have intended | 
—1 will not impute to him such disingenuousness | 
as the supposition would imply—to produce, for : 
political effect, upon the public mind of Georgia, | 
the impression that Judge White had ever ex- } 
pressed opinions adverse to the right of that State 
to the sovereignty and jurisdiction of the territory 
inhabited by the Indians within her limits. I say, 
sir, that he could not have so intended, because | 
simultaneously with the letter in question, there 
appeared a report, made by Judge White to the | 
Senate, as chairman of the Committee on Indian | 
Affairs, in which the arguments in favor of the ; 
contrary doctrine are clearly and cogently set 
forth. After stating the substance of the several 
treaties between the United States and the Chero- 
kees, the report goes on to say: 


“Tn virtue of these treaties, the Cherokees contend that 
they have a valid and complete title to the lands of which 


‘On the other side, the States may admit that if the 
political condition of the Cherokees was to be considered, 
as it related to the rights and powers of the United States 
only, then, it is true, they are, and ought to be, a com- 


i 
} 
l 
! 


munity, sovereign in all respects, those only excepted in 
which they had by the treaties expressly surrendered their 
independence; and stiil contend that Georgia was a sov- 
ereign and independent State from the 4th of July, 1776, a 
period anterior to the Union of the States, under either the 
Articles of Confederation, or of the present Constitution. 
That, as a sovereign State, she had a right to govern every 
human being within her limits, according to her own will, 
and to dispose of all the vacant land, when, to whom, and 
for what consideration she pleased. That she is still in 
possession of all those rights and powers, excepting only 
such as she has expressly surrendered. That she never 
has surrendered to the United States, either by a treaty or 
by any other means, the power to dispose of her vacant 
territory, or to authorize the establishment of a government 
within her limits without her consent.” 

In further support of the same views, this lucid 
and able document states other and striking argu- 
ments, drawn from constitutional injunctions and 

rohibitions not necessary or important to be 
here aoe But if the gentleman from Georgia 
intended to charge that the doctrines of the report 
and of the letter are incompatible, the obvious 
and conclusive answer, founded in the complex 
nature of our institutions, is contained in the 
report itself, viz: that the Indians may well, so 
far as the Federal Government is concerned, 
retain all such portions of their sovereignty as 
have not been yielded by treaty, and still be liable 
to the jurisdiction of Georgia, whenever she 
thought proper to exercise it. It may be proper 
to observe, likewise, that, in 1822, when this 
letter was written, and for several years after- 
wards, the question of the relative powers of the 
States, and of the Indians within their limits, 
had not been even mooted. 

Before dismissing this subject, I cannot but ex- 
press my surprise that an arrow, winged with a 
charge against the political reputation of Judge 
White, especially in relation to his opinions on 
this subject, should have come from the quiver of 
a Representative from Georgia—a State which, 
if her internal quiet has been maintained; if her 
relations, not only towards the Indians, but to- 
wards the Federal Government, complicated as 
they were with such circumstances of delicac 
and difficulty, have been either satisfactorily ad- 
justed, or are in the train of satisfactory adjust- 
ment, for these auspicious results, present and 
prospective; her indebtedness to his is greater, 

erhaps, than to any other human agency. Sir, 
itis but echoing the voice of history to say that, 
during the pendency of this question in the Sen- 
ate, whether acting in its legislative or executive 
capacity, he was the Palinurus by whom the ves- 
sel of State was directed in safety through all 
the dangers and difficulties that arose. 

The second specification embraced in thischarge 
of inconsistency is alleged by the gentleman from 
Georgia to be sustained by the fact that Judge 
White’s opinion was adverse to the policy of 
placing General Jackson in the Senate pending 
his first canvass for the Presidency; and, if it was 


| bad policy for General Jackson to go into the Sen- 


ate in 1823, why, triumphantly asks the gentle- 
man, did he acquiesce in his own reélection to 
that body in 1835? The answer is to be found 
in the different situations of the two men at the 
different epochs in question, At the times re- 
spectively in which they were brought forward, 
General Jackson was a private citizen; Judge 
White a public servant. General Jackson was 
selected with reference as well to his unofficial 
position as to his qualifications and public ser- 
vices, to wage a war of principle against combi- 
nations among the high and usurping dignitaries 
of theland. He could, therefore, have remained 
in private life, without rendering himself obnox- 
ious to the imputation of shrinking from respons- 
ibility. Under these circumstances, Judge White 
thought the policy doubtful of altering his posi- 
tion, “ of changing his front in presence of the 
enemy.” But-Judge White’s nomination to the 
Presidency, though made to effect similar pur- 
poses, found him in a different situation. He 
was, and had been for years, a member of the 
Senate; and, if he had declined a reélection, he 
would have been liable to the double charge of 
deserting his post to avoid committal on delicate 
questionsof national policy, and of being governed 
by an apprehension that Tennessee had with- 
drawn from him her confidence. 

1 have thus, Mr. Chairman, gone through with 
the remarks which it was my intention to submit 
to the committee. I am conscious that they 
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derive no weight from extraneous circumstances, 
but must of necessity depend, for what currency 
they may receive, upon their intrinsic qualities. 
My voice, I am well aware, is only potential asit 
may be the echo of truth’s. And well it were for 
the purity and perpetuity of our institutions, if 
all poliucal propositions, from whatever quarter 
emanating, rested on the same basis. Oh, for the 
day to come when men shall be held as compar- 
atively nothing, and principles everything! Oh; | 
for the day to come when opinion shall take its 
hue and receive its impress, not so much from 
the source from which itcomes, as from its naked, 
abstract beauty or deformity, separated from 
every extrancous attribute of party, and divested 
of the drapery which place and reputation may 
throw around it! Oh, for the day to come when 
the people of this country shall have attained to 
such a degree of virtue and enlightenment as to 
be alike capable and desirous of viewing the 
measures of their public men in the light alone of 
reason and truth! When faction shall attempt in 
vain to discolor, and envy and malignity to distort 
and misrepresent; when falsehoods, known to be 
such, shall cease to be propagated for political 
effect; when demagogues shall no longer array 
themselves in the robes of patriotism, nor aris- 
tocrats in heart mouth forth the words of equality 
and popular rule! Oh, for such days to come ! 


PROCEEDS OF THE PUBLIC LANDS. 


SPEECH OF HON. THOMAS EWING, 
OF OHIO, 


In Senate, March 15 and 16, 1836, 


On the bill to appropriate fora limited time, the proceeds 
of the sales of the Public Lands. 


Mr. EWING said: 
Mr. Presipent: This bill, which has already | 
several times passed this body; and which was 
‘once carried in the other branch of the National 
Legislature, is so familiar to all here, that it is 
hardly necessary to present an analysis of its 
provisions. Someamendments, indeed, have been 
proposes by the Committee on Public Lands; 
but those amendments are not at all vital to the 
bill; they merely modify, in some measure, its 
provisions; they propose to strike out some mat- 
ters which seem incongruous, or out of place 
here; but there is no one of those amendments 
which the committee would not be willing to yield, || 
if the bill, in its original shape, be more accept- | 
able tothe Senate. The leading provisions which 
remain are these: Ist. That there be granted to || 
each of the new States, to be applied to the pur- | 
poses of internal improvement, so much land as, , 
with that already granted for the same purpose, ‘| 
‘will make to each State at least five hundred thou- | 
“sand acres; 2d. That there be granted toeach of | 
the said new States, Ohio, Indiana, Illinois, Mis- 
souri, Mississippi, Louisiana,and Alabama, ten | 
per cent. on the net proceeds of the sales of the | 
public lands within its limits since the 31st day 
of December, 1832, to be applied to the purposes 
of internal improvements within the respective | 
States; and, lastly and chiefly, that the whole 
residue of the net proceeds of the sales of the 
public lands since that day shall be divided among 
all the States, according to their respective federal 
representative population, as ascertained by the 
last census, to be applied by the Legislatures of 
the States to such objects as they shall designate 
and authorize. 

This bill, Mr. President, ought not to be looked 
upon as a party measure; nor should it, nor I 
trust will it, be agitated or decided as a party 
question. It is a great national measure; one in 
which the whole Union is interested deeply; one 
which the general good imperatively demands; 
and it is one which has been heretofore considered | 
and sustained as a national measure by men of 
both political parties, even in times of high party 
excitement. In turning to the yeas and nays, as 
recorded in the Journals of the Senate in 1832, I 
find in the affirmative, on the final passage of this 
bill, Dudley, of New York; Dickerson, of New 


‘its adoption. 


- seven and a half—more probably eight millions; 


‘tion, showed that they loved their country better 
‘than their party. But the state of things has 


changed since this bill was then before the Senate. 
The reasons for its passage, all that then existed, 
still remain in full vigor; all the leading objections 
to it have ceased to exist; and other reasons, most 
imperative in their nature,seem to demand of us 
Those who opposed it then, may 
with perfect consistency support it now. Not 


i only so; they may, and those who view it aright 
. will, as I think, feel constrained, by a sense of 


what is due to the welfare and prosperity of our 
common country, to sustain it, and press it on- 
ward to a successful termination. ‘The public 
debt is now paid; the tariff is adjusted on terms 
which no one will think fit to disturb; and there 
has accumulated in the national Treasury a very 
large amount of money beyond what is requisite 
for the wants of the Government. This amount 
continues, and must continue rapidly to accumu- 
late. We have for it no safe repository. It is 
scattered about among the banks in the several 
States, who give no pledge for its repayment, and 
pay no interest for its use. This surplus, now 
nominally in the Treasury, but really scattered 
among these deposit banks, is large—very large; 
according to the report of the Secretary of the 
Treasury made to the Senate a short time since, 
it amounted on the Ist day of February last to 
$28,239,744 61 exclusive of considerable sums 
also in deposit in these banks to the crédit of dis- 
bursing officers, but which had not been expended; 
the whole sum amounted to $30,678,879 91. This 
sum cannot be touched or lessened by any of the 
expenditures ofthe present year; on the contrary, 
it must continue to increase. There is one item, 


_and a large one, which will soon, I presume, be 
` added to it; I mean the stock which we held in 


the late Bank of the United States. That bank 
has ceased to exist as a national institution. Its 
stockholders, all except the United States, have 


_ been incorporated by one of the States as a State 


bank. It1is now right and proper that our con- 
nection with it should be dissolved, for the United | 
States ought not to be a stockholder in any of the | 
State institutions. 

The bank stock, amounting to $7,000,000, will, 
if present prices be maintained, sell for at least 


but if we estimate the receipts from it at seven 


on hand, or which must be on hand in the course | 
of the summer; and this surplus must continue 
to increase; for the receipts of the current year 
will very much exceed all the expenditurés which - 
can be made beneficially to the country under the | 
appropriations of the present session. The re- ; 
ceipts from customs for the year 1836 may be | 
safely estimated as equalling those of-ł835. In- 
deed, the receipts for January of this year have . 


'| very much exceeded those for the corresponding | Ate aE the Carty to which he ie attached would 
if . , 
| in his opinion, have obtained any advantage by 


month of the last. But that I may not place it 
too high, I set it down at the same—that is, in 
round numbers, $19,000,000. The receipts from 
public lands will much exceed those of the past 
year. The lowest estimate which can be made, 
with a due regard to facts already in our posses- 
sion, from that source is $20,000,000, making 
$39,000,000 for the receipts of the year 1836. 
This, added to the sum now in the Treasury, and 
the bank stock which will fall in during the pres- 
ent year, makes an aggregate, in round s 
of $77,000,000. Out of this sum are to be paid 
all the expenses of the current year, which are 
estimated by the Secretary of the Treasury at 
$23,133,644, including all expenditures, ordinary 
and extraordinary; and a pretty good round sum 
‘it is for an economical Government! Dropping 
the fractions, as I have done in my estimate of 
receipts, and deducting the $23,000,000, which 
the Secretary says will be wanted for all the pur- 
poses of Government, ordinary and extraordi- 
nary, during the year 1836, we have a balance on 
the Ist of January, 1837, of about $54,000,000. 
These estimates, it is true, differ very materi- 
ally from those of the Secretary of the Treasury, 
so far as relates to receipts, but not as to expend- 


Jersey, (now a member of the Cabinet;) and Dal- 
las and Wilkins, of Pennsylvania; all devoted 
friends of the President, but who, in this instante 


| 
| 


and a half, it gives, added to the present sum in | 
the Treasury, $38,178,879 91 of present means |; 


itures; for in that I take hisestimate as accurate. 
As to the receipts, he is not to be implicitly re- 
‘Hed on. Ever since the surplus: began‘to acen- 
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| at least, if party were at all involved in the ques- I mulate in the Treasury, he has kept it down as 
' far as possible, on paper, by very low estimates. 


In his report of the 3d of December, 1834, on the 
state of the finances, he estimates the receipts 
‘into the Treasury, for the year 1835, from all 
sources, at $20,000,000, namely: 


From customs......... EEE ET seee e ee $16, 00.000 
From public lands 02.0.0... cceseeeeee sree es. 3,500,000 
Bank dividends and miscellaneous receipts.... 500,000 


Total sida visiwnveveedas 


bee ee eee senses oee $20,000,000 


This estimate will be found in Document No. 
2, of the last year, page 4. In this instance he 
has erred more than fifteen million dollars; the 
actual receipts for that year having been, in fact, 
nearly as follows. I cannot give it exactly, not 
having yet received full and exact returns: 


CUSTOMS... ccc ecaececrceeeeccecen sees veces 19,924,547 
Lands.......... ETETE seesrocssosaeeeesee 15,200,000 
Other SOUFCES cece eee eeecceene s esosesoseuecse 736,991 


Making, im allo... ccc cece ce reese eseese G9, 261,53 


In his report, made to Congress at the com- 
mencement of the present session, he gives us the 
receipts of the first three quarters of the year 1835 
at $20,480,881 07; and he estimates all the receipts, 
from all sources, for the last quarter of the same 
year, at $4,950,000. This report was presented 
on the 8th December, 1835, when all but twenty- 
three days of that quarter had expired. Yet, 

: strange to tell, that estimate falls short of the true 
amount by more than $6,800,000; the whole re- 
ceipts for that quarter, instead of $4,950,000, 
actually amount to $11,780,000. These great and 
repeated errors look bad upon the face of them. 
One would be half inclined to suspect that this 
officer, who has the custody of the money of the 
people, was willing to conceal from them, as long 
as possible, the actual amount in his hands, or 
which, in the regular course of things, was coming 
into his hands. At the time he made his estimate 
of a little less than five millions, for the last quar- 

‘ter of 1835, about eight millions must have been 

actually received by his subordinates in the cus- 

! tom-houses and land offices; and he must, in the 

, regular course of business in his Department— 


|| either personally or by the heads of his several 


i bureaus—have been informed, officially or un- 
officially, of receipts for such part of that quar- 
ter, to'an amount considerably exceeding that at 
which he estimated the receipts of the whole quar- 
ter. I do not say that he had this information 
personally; for, if he had, his personal veracity 
_ would have been implicated in withholding it; 

and his statement, although it purported to be 

but an estimate, must have conformed to the fact 

as far as it was actually ascertained. But what 

I do say is, that he might have known it if he 
| pleased; and if he had been anxious to give afull 
' and fair view to Congress and the nation of what 
was. received, and what would be received, into 
the Treasury within the year, he would have had 


: a show of larger receipts for that year, can any 
one doubt that he would have had more exact 
information of the receipts for the first two months 
of the last quarter, and that his estimate for that 
quarter would have been larger? My belief is 
that it would. ‘ 
Included in the $30,000,000 now in the deposit 
banks to the credit of the Treasury and the dis- 
bursing officers, is the $8,000,000 of unexpended 
balances of old appropriations, as shown in the 
-report of the Secretary of the Treasury of the 8th 
December, 1835. I include this sum because I 
look upon it as a permanent residuum, which will 
always be found in the Treasury at the end of 
the year, never to be much lessened, but gen- 
erally increased in amount. In looking at the 
means of the Treasury to effect any object m the 
resent, or any future year, this. should be taken 
into the account. It is not necessary or proper 
that this amount should remain idle in the Treas- 
ury, or worse than idle in the deposit banks, to 
be lent out by them on interest, or used as the 
basis of a large paper issue. It was settled, I 
think, some fifteen years ago, in solemn debate 
in the House of Representatives—a debate in 
which Mr. Lowndes bore a conspicuous part— 
that the unexpended balance of appropriations 


1836.) f 
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for former years might and ought to be, to a con- 
siderable extent, considered as a constant fund, 
to be applied to the purposes of Government. It 
is true this might not be the case if we were 
about to settle up and quit; or if administration 
were taken out on the affairs of the nation, and 
the estate were to be finally adjusted. In that 
state of things the objection of the Senator from 
Maine (Mr. Sueptey] would apply. But, until 
that takes place, this fund, with the rest, is prop- 
erly available, and subject to appropriation. It 
is, in fact, doing as the Senator from Missouri 
{Mr. Benron] very justly said the other day we 
might do—anticipate, in the appropriations for 
any year, one quarter’s receipts of the next suc- 
ceeding year. ‘his, indeed, has been constantly 
done heretofore, as I believe. I have looked 
back no further than 1832, where I find the esti- 
mates of the Secretary of the Treasury for the 
then coming year, include $5,231,094 of the unex- 
yended balance of former appropriations; to this 
P heard of no objections. Whether any were 
urged to it or not, [ cannot say. If there were 
any, they were not founded in justice, or in a 
comprehensive knowledge of financial operations. 

ln estimating the customs of the year 1836 by 
the receipts of 1835, I am conscious they are set 
too low. The receipts for this year, thus far, in 
the port of New York, do, | am informed, very 
much exceed those of last year for the same pe- 
riod. That excess will probably continue during 
the year, if the causes which have given rise to 
it be not checked in their action. It springs in 
part, and, as I think, principally, from the im- 
mense paper circulation which the deposit banks 
are enabled to throw out, founded on the deposit 
of thirty millions of the public money in their 
vaults. They deal on the public treasure asa 
fixed capital. 

The estimate of the Secretary of the Treasury 
of the receipts for lands in the year 1836 differs 
very widely from my own. He fixes it at four 
millions! Was that his real opinion? Did he se- 
riously believe, after the experience he had of the 

ast year, that it would not exceed that amount? 
Pris estimate from the same source for 1&35, it 
will be recollected, was $3,500,000; while the re- 
ceipts do, in fact, amount to about $15,200,000. 


| 


| 


I have not got the returns exactly for 1835, but, ` 


so far as received, they amount to $14,719,239 21; 
and the table sent me from the General Land 
Office, showing the result, is accompanied with a 
slip stating that the sales in those offices for 
which the returns have not been rendered will 
exceed $500,000, (A.) If itamount to that sum, 
the aggregate for the year will be $15,219,239 21. 

The Secretary of the Treasury has, as I before 
remarked, estimated the receipts for lands in the 


A. 


Statement showing the amount received in cash, forfeited 
land stock, and military land scrip, with the total amount 
paid by purchasers at the district 
returns have been received in each of the States and Ter- 
ritories, during the year 1835. 


2 5 Seu o> eu 
es Be z2% | ess) 53. 
badie Ez 2S wis Easg 
aS z8 zra | B22 zA 
se 5° sfc sea = sn 
Ss 5 | 2 z = PE A 5 Ess 
a EES Ta Sag 
a < < < Be 
| Dollars. Dollars. | Dollars Dollars 
Ohio......! 778,689 87) 6,675 57|41,709 36 §27,074 80 
Indiana...: 2,046,971 80 1,601 49:27,598 88| 2,076,172 17 | 
lllinois..../ 2,502,867 95| 1,826 58| 3,934 72| 2,598,629 25 
Missouri.. 630,541 02! 458 36) 450 00 631,449 38 | 
Alabama. .' 1,955,500 94) 1,824 16 - 1,957,325 10 | 
Mississippi. 2,773,831 74| 1,042 66; 3,700 00, 2,778,574 40 
Louisiana. 408,778 73, 174 0U) ` - 408,952 73 ||- 
Peninsula į i 
ofMich’n. 2,271,058 59) 361 17) 155 41) 2,271,575 17: 
Michigan, i 
w.oflake. 316,681 04 - - 316,681 04 
Arkansas .|| 787,928 49 - - 787,928 49 
Florida... 64,876 68! - - 64,876 68 
i 14,627,726 85'13,963 99,77,548 37 14,719,239 21 


Nore.—The December return from Mount Salus, and 


the November and December returns from Columbus, Mis- | 
Sissippi, and the December returns from Palmyra, Missouri, ` 


and Edwardsville, Illinois, have not been received. 


The sales in those offices for which the returns have not | 


yet been rendered will exceed $500,000. 
*" J. M. MOORE. 


nd offices, so far as the |: 


present year (1836) at $4,000,000. Now I, for | ary, of this year, $600,000, and on the 17th of 


one, can see no reason wh 
have been estimated so 
than what it was known they had produced, or 
must produce, for the last. The reasons urged 
in the report of the Secretary are, in my opinion, 
wholly inconclusive. Accident, it is true, may 
check these sales; a great commercial or financial 
catastrophe may check, and, indeed, almost stop, 
the entries of public land; but unless such catas- 
trophe do take place, or unless there be an extraor- 
dinary pressure in the money market, it is likely 
that the sales will go on as heretofore; for the 
same causes which produced the great purchases 
in 1835 are still in full, and even in increased, activ- 
ity. So far as we have facts to aid us in estimates 
like this, which must necessarily rest partly on 


conjecture, they are of the first importance; they - 


are a safe guide, so far as they go, and when we 
must necessarily quit them, they give a just direc- 
tion to our further progress. e are now some- 
thing more than two months advanced in the year 
1836; I have received, through the proper chan- 
nel, information of the sales in many of the offices 
for the first month of that year, and, by compar- 
ing those sales with the amount of sales in the 
same offices for January, 1835, and carrying out 
the proportion, we can, it would seem, arrive at 
a tolerably fair conjectural estimate of the prod- 
ucts of the lands for theavhole of the present 
year. 

I have before me a table, made out, pursuant 
to my instructions, at the General Land Office, 
which presents in corresponding columns all the 


for January, 1835, and all the receipts for Jan- 
uary, 1836, so far as heard from. The Secretary 
of the Senate has caused to be prepared for me, 
from that table, another, having in the column 
for January, 1835, those offices only which had 
been heard from for January, 1836. This table 
shows the extraordinary fact that the same offices, 
twenty-seven in number, which produced, in Jan- 
uary, 1835, but $333,949 34, have produced, in 
January, 1836, $841,066 18. From this it would 
appear that, if the sales at all the offices increase 
in the same proportion, and if that proportion 
continue for the whole year, the sales willamount 
to $38,221,928, (B.) This is nearly double my 
estimate. There is, however, one other fact, and 


an important one, to show the avidity with which , 


' valuable public lands are now sought for, and teh 
rapidity with which sales are made. From ac- 


counts just received from the Pontotoc land office, | 


in the Chickasaw district, in the State of Mis- 
: sissippi, it appears that there was received in that 
' single office, at a public sale, between the first 
: Monday in January and the 17th day of Febru- 


B. 
te January. 
Territories. | Districts. 
E 1835. 1836. 

A E EOE 
Cincinnati..... $6,197 40 | $12,641 90 
Steubenville... 709 64 939 19 
Wooster. ...... 748 33 1,510 12 

..| Zanesville...... 6,740 83 | 29,464 99 

.| Chilicothe ..... 1,291 19 9,192 72 
Marietta........ 1,041 15: 7,198 32 

.. 10,983 24 ; 33,882 20 

15,144 68 | 27,063 72 

Indiana.. ... | Jeffersonville... 9,198 78 24,442 16 
Do........| Indianapolis.. .. 365 92 | 83,149 39 
Do... «.| Crawfordsville..| 19,370 57 51,299 35 
LaPorte.......| 6,286 37 | 46,636 79 
Shawneetown.. 347 39 13,162 40 
Palestine....... 3,999 92 17,482 72 

St. Louis ...... 4,948 71 12,649 09 

-| Demopolis.. 55,573 41 

.. | Huntsville.. 10,469 57 

«| Mardisville. 11,243 76 

26,552 18 

Lane cane 16,754 21 
Mississippi.. were: 22,663 14 
Louisiana...| St. Helena...... 9,370 81 
Do....000e New Orleans... 3.861 03 24,538 60 
Michigan... 7,229 80 | 73,832 29 
Do.... 0. 11,511 16 75,210 34 
Dossena 8,382 76 7026 35 
Arkansas.... 552 10 10,116 46 
$333,949 34 | $841,066 18 

Jan’y, 1835. Year 1835. Jan’y, 1838. Year 1836. 


As $333,949 34 : $15,200,000 : : $841,066 18 : $38,221,928 


Pi ea for public lands in the several land offices `' 


of the Bank of the United States, or not. 


y those proceeds should |} February, after the public sales had closed, there 
much lower for this year |! 


were ten thousand applications for private entries 
ina single day. If those applications averaged 
eighty acres each, the money received from them 
will be $1,000,000. If all be for the smallest pos- 
sible quantities for which entries can be made— 
that is, forty acre lots—it mustamount to $500,000. 
It is true that the receipts from this office do not 
belong to the United States; the avails go to the 
Chickasaws, under their treaty of the 24th of 
May, 1834. But it shows not the less conclu- 
sively the eagerness of capitalists to vest their 
funds in the public lands; the spirit of specula- 
tion and emigration which is abroad, and which 
has pervaded every section of our country, and 
every condition and situation in life. 

I agree entirely with the Senator from Missouri, 
that very much of these excessive sales arises 
_ from a diseased state of our currency; that much, 
: indeed all, that we are now receiving for the na- 
| tional domain, is mere trash—base rags; and that 
` everything is tending to a catastrophe similar to 
‘ that of 1818; but I did not, I confess, expect to 

hear from that Senator the precious confessions 
which he uttered yesterday. All that I had pre- 
pared to urge upon that subject; all that I had 
anticipated, when the first experiment was tried 
upon the fiscal concerns of our country; all the 
danger to our public funds; and all the consequent 
destruction of the credit and businessof our coun- 
try, which every one who possessed the least ray 
of light glimmering into the future foresaw, and 
| which many foretold would arise from leaving 
the State banks unchecked and unrestrained, and 
; making them the depositories of our almost un- 
bounded treasure, is, as he concedes, about to 
come upon us. But, strange to be told, the Sen- 
‘ator says, “the Bank of the United States has 
, done all this.” To whom does the honorable 
| Senatoraddress himself? To men who he believes 
' possess ordinary intellect and ordinary inform- 
ation? The honorable Senator rates the common 
intelligence of our country too low, if he believes 
he can induce any one to suppose, even for a 
moment, that the Bank of the United States, 
which has been deprived of the public deposits, 
whose charter has expired and ended, that bank 
which has ceased to exist, except for the mere 
purpose of collesting its debts and winding up 
its affairs, has caused all this mighty flood of 
bank paper, which now pours like a torrent over 
i| the whole land, and drives out gold and silver 
from circulation. One thing should be constantly 
borne in mind, and that is this: those who see 
|| the bank paper, which is so abundant in circula- 
|, tion,know whetherthat which they see isthe paper 
If that 
| is pretty profusely mixed with the notes on the 
; deposit banks, the people may give credit to those 
who say that the Bank of the United States has 
borne its part in producing the evils which now 
menace us. 

I am fully aware, and I wish the country to be 
apprised also, that these immense, unparalleled 
sales of the public lands arise from a diseased 
condition of the public currency. It is in agreat 
measure deceptive; or rather, that which we re- 
ceive for them is not money, but a cheat. We 
sell for cash, in form, but in effect on credit; we 
make the honest purchaser—him who buys on 
his own means, and for his own use—pay cash; 
and we sell to the great capitalists—those who 
are connected with the deposit banks, those who 
buy tens of thousands and hundreds of thousands 
of acres on speculation, and who make fortunes 
by it, of which we plain men scarcely havea 
conception—we sell to them on credit, without in- 
terest—and I will show you how: There are 
$30,000,000 of the public money deposited in these 
banks without interest, and there it is to remain 
from year to year. Those who are connected 
with these banks, or who find favor with them, 
borrow this money, and lay it out in public land; 
it is paid into the jand office; the receiver returns 
it to the banks by way of deposit, and it is again 
lent out, and again goes the round of purchasing 
j land, and coming again into bank. You see 
at once, sir, the advantage this gives the great 
, monopolist over thecommon citizen, who depends 
; upon his own resources, and not on the favor of 


overnment, for his means of purchase. The 
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man or the comnany with two or three millions 
of money may cause to be traversed every de- 
sirable portion of the public lands by their ser- 
vants and agents, and seize upon all the choicest 
spots, before the farmer who seeks for himself a 
home can examine and select it. And what is 
still worse, there is great danger—and I am told 
that that state of things has, in some cases, been 
found to exist—there is great danger that the land 
offices themselves, or some one in the offices, will 
be in the partnership or in the pay of these regu- 
larly-organized bands. 

Sir, the shocking frauds which have taken place 
under the preémption laws have had their origin 
in this source. It is they or their agents that call 
upon the poor and ignorant families residing on 
the public lands, and persuading them that they 
have a right to do so, get them to swear that the 
man and his wife cultivate the land separately, 
and that each child, from twenty-one to one year 
old, cultivates separately; and thus manufacture 
eight or ten preémption claims from a single fam- 
ily, pay fifty or a hundred dollars for it, get out 
these floats, and get them duly assigned, and lay 
them upon lands of the United States worth thirty 
or forty dollars peracre. Nay, more; I have been 
advised that there is a regular manufactory of 
those preémption floats, carried on under the same 
auspices, where the papers are all duly made out, 
signed and sworn to, leaving a blank for the pur- 
chaser to fill up with whatever tract of land he 
may choose. Now, it is self-evident that these 
things could not be carried on extensively with- 
out great capital embarked in it; and that capital 
could not be had, and thus diverted and withdrawn 
from the ordinary business of the country, if it 
were not for its accumulation in the deposit banks. 
An end will be put to all this fraud more safely 
and certainly by this law than in any other mode 
that can be devised. Lt willabstract the accumu- 
lated mass of the public treasure from these banks. 
Ic will tap these great reservoirs, which send forth 
their streams of corruption through devious chan- 
nels, and over the whole surface of our country. 
As it is, the public money is taken and made use 
of to defraud the public out of the most valuable 
portions of the domain; and, afterall, the amount 
of money in the public Treasury or elsewhere is 
not inereased by the operation; it is credit bor- 
rowing upon eredit, and the United States is the 
final creditor, who, after being defrauded of its 
domain, must lose at last even the show of con- 
sideration which was received for it. Itisdifficult 
to conceive a more bungling, wretched system than 
that which has been devised for the keeping of 
these public funds. 

There is another matter closely connected with 
the above, in which, I am inclined to think, funds 
of the United States in some of these deposit 
banks have borne no humble part. Te will be 
recollected that by the fourteenth article of the 
treaty of Dancing Rabbit creek, entered into with 
the Choctaws on the 27th of September, 1830, it 
was provided that, though the nation removed 
beyond the Mississippi, each family who wished 
to remain, and become a citizen of the United 
States, was at liberty to do so; and, on his giving 
in his name to the agent within a limited time, 
he became entitled to a section of land, to be 
selected by a locating agent; and smaller quanti- 
ties were allowed to each of his children. It ap- 
pears by document No. 69, laid on our tables some 
time since, that this agent, who was authorized 
to receive and register the names of such Indians 
as wished to remain, omitted or lost some of the 
names, or some leaves containing the names of 
Indians having made such application. The sub- 
ject, therefore, was opened by order of the Pres- 
ident, and further time given to let in these In- 
dians, whose names were so omitted, to prove 
their rights. 

Here was an opening at once, as in the case of 
the preémption laws, to obtain lands, and pay 
for them, in whole or in part, in affidavits; and 
the occasion was, as a matter of course, seized 
upon by these honest gentlemen. SamuelGwyn, 
the register of the office at Choechuma, writes 
to the Commissioner of the General Land Office, 
on the 24th of September, 1835, a letter in which 
are the following paragraphs: 

“T am now more than ever satisfied that it is the settled 
Purpose and determination of a set of speculators to sweep 


p SA A L Fae of race) | thats i a 
` the balance of the Choctaw country, under the pretended |! now about fourteen million five hundred thousand; 


claims arising under the fourteenth article of the treaty.” 


And he adds, speaking of the order of the 
President, above referred to: 


| 


* But advantage has been taken, and this order, limited, ` 


as it is on its face, to the last Congress, is beld upas author- 
ity for sweeping every acre of the remaining country, under 
circumstances much more aggravated than the grand Yazoo 
speculation thirty-five years ago. Hordes of Indians, who 
have all plain cases, are now conjured up, and, under pre- 
tended purchases, a set of ravenous speculators are sweep- 
ing everything betore them.” 


The document to which I have referred abounds 
in matter of this kind, and I invite the attention 
of the Senate to its details, as there can be seen 
something of our financial affairs, our land sys- 


tem, and our Indian affairs, at a point where they | 


all meet and touch. 

These speculations and these frauds—the abun- 
dance of public money deposited in banks, whose 
officers were ready, if not to engage themselves 
in the business, to lend freely to those who did, 
and thus afford means to these large and power- 
ful combinations to carry out their schemes of 
rapine—have, no doubt, very much augmented 
the sales of public lands, though, perhaps, all 
combined, they have not much increased the 
amount of money received into the Treasury; for 
the rich lands in the South would have sold, and 
that at high prices, if they could have been brought 
into market undercircymstances which would give 


room for fair competition. Ifthose fruitful sources | 
of fraud be cut off, and the public money remain ' 


in those deposit banks, without distribution, the 


sales will continue large, and speculation will run | 


high; but the means of perpetrating frauds being 
cut off, it will be that kind of speculation which, 
though we should endeavor to prevent, we cannot 
condemn; for, when the occasion is fairly made, 
a man is no more to blame for endeavoring to 
better his circumstances by an investment in land 
than by an investment in cotton or tobacco. But 
it should be the care of Government, if possible, 
so to dispose of its lands, that they may pass di- 
rect to the cultivator, the husbandman himself, 
and have no middle man between them to make 


profit out of both. But the thing, as it is carried | 
on now, is destructive alike to the interest of the | 


Government and the morals of the people. 

I have now to look at this subject in another 
and a more pleasing aspect. I propose to touch 
briefly on the leading causes which operate to 
keep up the permanent sales of the public lands, 
independently of all excess of circulating medium; 
independently of all temporary excitement, all 
the rage of speculation, all its success, and all its 
reverses; the steady, permanent, and enduring 
causes which cannot cease to act until the subject 


on which they act is exhausted, and our broad |: 


domain filled with inhabitants. It is a point too 
clear to require argument or illustration that the 
sale of our national domain must depend, at last, 
on the increase of our population. In that whole 
range of country east of the Alleghany mountains, 
including New York and all New England, ex- 
| cept Maine, and southward to Georgia, the coun- 
| try is very nearly filled with population; and the 


i agricultural portion of the community will not : 
i become much more numerous within that exten- ` 
- sive district so long as there are new lands ac- | 
; cessible within a reasonable distance, and at a: 


-' moderate price. The whole increase of this pop- 
ii ulation go into the towns and cities, and engage 
j in trade or manufactures, or they emigrate. In 
_ the year 1800, which is as far back as Í propose 
i; to extend my view of this subject, there were in 


i . . 3 
so that, if the new land continue to come into 


occupancy for the next thirty-five years in the 
same ratio, as compared with the population, there 
will pass from the hands of the United States into 
those of the husbandman, within that time, about 
four hundred million acres, being about twelve 
/ million acres a ycar—less at the beginning, and 
i more towards the close of the period. Theaverage 
- sales for the first ten years, therefore, will be not 
less than eight million acres a year, yielding con- 
siderably more than $10,000,000. 

It is curious to note the progress of our popu- 
lation, its steadiness and regularity asto the whole 
Union, and the constant principles by which it 
varies in its several parts. The increase of the 
whole population of the United States has been, 
since 1790, about thirty-four per cent. in ten years; 
varying, in the whole, not more than one and 
three fourths of one per cent. between any two 
periods of ten years, except what is caused in 
one of them by the acquisition of Louisiana, be- 
tween 1800 and 1810. But deduct from that se- 
ries of ten years what Louisiana has added to it, 
and it will correspond very justly with the average 
for the other several series. From 1800 to 1810, 
Maine, Vermont,and the northern district of New 
York, increased much beyond the average ratio; 
they, therefore, received immigration. While 
New Hampshire, Massachusetts, Connecticut, 
Rhode Island, New Jersey, and the southern dis- 
trict of New York have an increase very much 
below the average, they, of coursc, gave vut emi- 
gration, a part of which flowed into the neighbor- 
ing States, and a part found its way westward— 
toOhio. Atthesame time, Delaware, Maryland, 
the eastern district of Virginia, North Carolina, 
and South Carolina, sent outa large portion of 
their increase inemigration, which is to be found 
in the great relative increase of western Virginia, 
Kentucky, Tennessce, and Georgia; east and 
west Pennsylvania, during that period, having 
preserved a little more than the average increase, 
and receiving more emigration than she sent out. 
This condition of things Sro changed, as 
the new parts of the old States and the older of 
the new States became filled with population. 
And at this time, in addition to those that were 
emigrating districts in 1810, the State of Vermont, 
the northern district of New York, the western 
districts of Pennsylvania and Virginia, and the 


4 
i 


. States of Georgia, Kentucky, and Tennessee, in- 


stead of receiving and absorbing the population 


: of the adjoining States and districts, give out 


: large portions of their own increase; which, joined 
i with the general current, flow westward. This 


flood tide of emigration, constant and undeviating 
in its course, holds due on, and will continue on- 
ward until it has spread over and filled the wide 
national domain, and equalized the population, 


` according to natural advantages, over the whole 
: land. 


| the old States (in which I include Kentucky and `` 


:| Tennessee) about one hundred million acres of 
:| wild land, that belonged not to the United States, 
i| but to the several States themselves, or to indi- 
| viduals. This furnished an outlet to emigration; 
i| and thus, for a series of years, absorbed nearly 
ii the whole increasing population of the.old States. 
|! From 1800 to 1835, there have been sold, and 
given as donations, of the public lands, about fifty 
| million acres, nearly all of which is actually occu- 
pied; so that there has been brought into actual 
occupation, within thirty-five years, about one 
i hundred and fifty million acres of wild and un- 
| cultivated land; that is, an average quantity of 
something more than four million acres a year. 
The population of the United States in 1800 was 


: for a long series of years to come. 


It is not merely that the new portions of the 
old States are filled with population, and instead 
of receiving, send forth their emigrants, but the 
great barriers to emigration, which shut out the 
broad and inviting regions of the West from the 
Atlantic States, are broken down and removed; 
our roads and canals across the Alleghany mount- 
ains, the New York Canal, Lake Eric, the Ohio 
Canal, and the steamboats that navigate all our 
lakes and rivers, have almost annihilated space, 
and brought the fair and fertile lands of the West 


` into the very neighborhood ofour Atlantic cities. 


It is on these considerations that I rest my esti- 
mate of the sales of the public lands, the regular 


and permanent sales for the use of the cultivator 


Speculation 


: may increase them for one year; disappointment 


and embarrassment in the moneyed concerns of 
the country may diminish them for the next; but 
these are the constant elements which now act, 


‘and which must continue to act with constantly- 
‘increasing vigor; and from these I infer that if 
|| our land system be preserved, and fairly and hon- 


i estly administered, the sales will hereafter exceed 

i an average of ten million dollars per annum. , 

i I know how easy it is to attack estimates In 

; advance, and to forget them when they are veri- 

i fied by the event. It is now but one year since 
the honorable Senator from South Carolina now 


about five million three hundred thousand; jt is || near me, [Mr. Cacuoun,] presented a report on 


1836.] 
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a view to the general distribu- 


the revenues, with 


tion of the surplus which should remain after sub- | 


j 
t 


serving all the wants of the General Government ` 
—a report in which he shed the clear sunlight of i 


intellect and intelligence over that involved and 
intricate subject. In that he estimated the amount 
which could be set aside for distribution annually 
at nine millions; and he was charged by the Sen- 
ator from Missouri with “hallucination?’—a word 
selected and repeated with emphasis, as if the very 


supposition savored of madness or self-delusion, ; 


But mark the event. The Senator from Missouri 
now admits an excess much beyond that—many 
millions larger; but now there is a new excuse, 
a new explanation, a new project. The currency 
is all unsound, and that occasions this accumula- 
tion of money, which is but waste paper—mere 
rags. Beit so; stillitis the better currency which 
was promised us by those who have been igno- 
rantly or wantonly tampering with the currency 
as Well as with the finances of the country. This 
is the way in which a hard money currency has 
been restored tous. These notes on deposit banks, 
which are able to cash one dollar in seven, are the 
yellow boys which were to glisten in the long 
silken purses of our substantial farmers. The 
result would be amusing, if it were not a subject 
too serious to excite a smile. 

But since the money, such as it is, is nominally 
in the Treasury, and now, when we seek to apply 
it to this purpose, so useful to the country at large, 
we are met with a project new and fresh coined, 
for the avowed purpose of defeating this distri- 
bution. It is proposed to expend it all upon our 
Navy and fortifications, and in keeping upastand- 


ing army to man the fortifications. And itis now, | 
for the first time in the history of nations, urged ;! 


that the maintenance of a standing army will be 


a source of pecuniary profit to the people. Modern | 


opinions differ some little from the old notions of 
economy and retrenchment, of which we used to 
hear so much in times past. 

But I have no objections to any expenditures, 


within reasonable bounds, which can be made, and | 


usefully made, in finishing our fortifications and | 


improving our Navy; and although an excessive 
expenditure for that purpose must seriously em- 


barrass business in the West, by drawing a large `i 
ortion of the treasure of the nation on to the sea- || 


foard. and disbursing it there, yet I would not cavil 
upon small points, even in that respect. I would 


not, it is true, like well to have all the vast treasure i 
of our country drawn to one point or to one line, | 


and there expended to the injury of all the rest; 


and if the amount be excessive, not, perhaps, to | 


the advantage of the part thus favored. The 
whole country, and all its parts, would be better 
for having something approaching to an equality 
of distribution; as in the human system, all the 
frame is diseased if the blood which belongs to 
the whole, and which was formed to circulate 
through the whole freely, should rush from the 
head to the heart, from the heart to the head, or 
tend in excess to any single member or limb. 
But this measure of expenditure on fortifica- 
tions and the Navy is not, and cannot be, when 
rightly viewed, a measure opposed to that of 
distribution. It may be used in opposition to it, 
and it may be pressed for the purpose of defeating 


it; but there is nothing whatever inconsistent in | 


them. They can stand together; and if both be 


adopted, they will work together to the same ! 


good end—that of rescuing the public money from 


the hands in which it is improvidently placed. | 


But there is a limit, beyond which it is worse than 
idle—a limit beyond which it is deceptive—to ex- 
tend these appropriations for the Navy and forti- 
fications. It is useless, and it is deceptive, to 


appropriate sums which we know cannot be ex- | 


pended. 

We well know that our a 
gradual improvement of the 
any one year been expended. 


poe for the 
a 


T 


he Navy Com- 


missioners report a balance on hand, of the ap- | 


propriations made last year for that object, of 
$1,497,245; and of the whole appropriations for 


the Navy for all purposes, there is reported a 


balance on hand of $3,714,033, more than half 


the amount on hand at the beginning of the year. | 


do not say that there ought, therefore, to be no 
addition to these appropriations. It may be that 
More energy may be diffused into this Depart- 


have not yet in | 


fi 


, Corps are not sufficient for the duties 
; are constantly called on to 
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y advantageously expended; 
s that the increased amount 
ought not to be very great, until we are satisfied 
of our ability to apply it. 

Our prospect is certainly not more flattering of 
applying large extra sums, and applying them 
usefully, on our fortifications General Gratiot, 
the chiefof the engine 
was laid on our table 


ment, and more mone 
but itis very obviou 


s with the President’s mes- 


sage at the commencement of the session of | 


1934-35, says, that the officers belonging to that 
which they 
tan perform; that ordinary 
appropriations have to remain unexpended, or, 
what is still worse, be unskillfully applied, for 
want of a sufficient number of experienced engi- 
neers to attend to its application. He says that 
this defect cannot be supplied by taking individ- 
uals from civil pursuits and giving them the su- 
perintendence; and that much money has been 
unprofitably expended, and many works badly 
executed, because of this deficiency. No remedy 


has as yet been provided for this; we have not 


yet increased our corps of engineers, and we can- 
not do it immediately in a way to give them effi- 
ciency. We may increase the corps by law, but 
we cannot by law give immediate science and ex- 


‘ perience to such increased corps. Nor can civil 


engineers be procured, even if they would answer 
the purpose, (which General Gratiot says they 
will not;) for the works of internal improvement 
within the States, canals, railroads, turnpikes, 
projected and under construction, occupy all the 


‘civil engineers which the country affords, and 


create a demand for many more. 

Nor can mechanics and laborers be procured to 
an indefinite extent. Even in the last year, when 
there was no new appropriation for fortifications, 
it is shown in the report of the Secretary of War 
accompanying the President’s message at the 
commencement of the present session, that about 
one hundred thousand dollars, a balance of the 
appropriation of the previous 
Fort Schuyler, on Throg’s Neck, near New York, 
could not be expended for want of mechanics and 


; laborers, though every effort was made to pro- 


cure them, north as far as Boston, and in the in- 
terior, even to the western part of the State of 
New York. And it should be borne in mind that 
from this part of the country comes almost the 
entire efficient force which constructs our public 
works wheresoever situated. The gentleman 
from Alabama, over the way, observed some days 
since, (and I have no doubt justly,) that very 
little of the labor, and but a part of the machinery 
and materials for the construction of public works, 
were furnished by the South; that the contracts 


were all, or nearly all, taken in the North; and | 


that men and provisions, and in fact materials, 


were brought from the North for the construction. | 


Then, if mechanics and laborers cannot be pro- 
cured in Boston, Providence, Connecticut, or New 
York, to do a smail amount of work such as that 
at Fort Schuyler, it would seem difficult to pro- 
cure enough at the sea-coast at all to expend sev- 
eral millions in the same kind of labor. Nor 
should it be forgotten that the great fire in New 
York, which consumed so valuable a portion of 
that flourishing city, has caused an absolute and 
pressing demand for labor to the amount of seven 
or eight millions to rebuild it; and that, in conse- 
quence of this, wages have risen to an unusual 
height. And if the United States should now, 
or within the present summer, come into the 
market for an unusual amount of labor, it would 

ut it out of the power of the inhabitants to re- 
Build their city, or of the United States to expend 
its appropriations; for the aggregate amount of 
labor in a whole country is not increased indef- 
initely by excessive prices; it has its maximum, 
beyond which it cannot pass. 

t is very clear, therefore, to my mind that no 
such sums can be expended for these objects, in 
any manner useful to the country, as will lessen 
the amount of the present surplus, or at all in- 
terfere with the distribution proposed by this bill. 
I felt it necessary to step somewhat out of my 
way to observe, upon these matters, in conse- 
quence of the repeated declarations of the Sena- 
tor from Missouri that the adoption of the one 
measure must be the defeat of the other—that 
they could not stand together; but I think I have 


er corps, in his report which , 


year for completing | 


| shown that, so far as his project is a useful and 

, &@ practicable one, there is nothing in it at all op- 

i posed to the principles or the operations of this 
bill, but that both measures concur to the same 

end, and both would be necessary to effect a most 
important object—that of abstracting the public 
money from the deposit banks, where it is hoarded 
and used for purposes of private emolument, and 

` of spreading it among the people, and applying 
it to the benefit of all. 

‘ This bill points out the only practicable mode 
in which this immense surplus can be disposed 
of usefully to the country. All appropriations 
forinternal improvements, with one single excep- 
tion, have been putdown by the veto of the Pres- 
ident and the determined policy of the times. An 
amendment of the Constitution, so as to enable 
us to distribute, generally, the surplus revenue, 
is wholly impracticable; and, if liable to no other 
objection, it cannot come in time to prevent the 

i evil with which we are threatened. No one pro- 

| poses to disturb the tariff, in order to lessen the 

receipts from customs; and the proposed reduc- 

‘| tion of the price of the public lands would pro- 

|| duce nothing butevil. It is important, as I have 

already said, that the public lands should, so far 
as general regulations can direct them, pass at 

_ once from the Government into the hands of the 
husbandman; in other words, that there should 

| be as little inducement as possible for speculation 

| in those lands. They should be sold at as low a 
price as possible not to invite speculation; but 
they should not be brought down so low as to 

; encourage it; for, if they are, it places large quan- 

tities at once in the hands of companies and in- 
| dividuals, embarrasses the settlement of the coun- 
try, and raises the price on the husbandman. 

Such would be the undoubted effect of reducin 

the price of the public land at this time. It woul 

|| enable the capitalist, who proposes to invest his 

‘ million in lands, to buy a larger quantity with it 

; or to hold up his purchase longer, and realize a 

better profit; but the public at large, the emi- 

i| grants, who purchase to till the soil, would suffer 
| by it. It would be no reduction, but the very 
reverse, to them. 

There is, then, no safe, practicable, and con- 
stitutional mode of disposing of the public lands 
and of reducing the surplus funds, which all ad. 
| mit to be an evil rather than a blessing, exce ti 
the distribution proposed by this bill; and I will 
now proceed, with the indulgence of the Senate, to 
examine our constitutional power to make this 
distribution. 

Iam not prepared to say that Congress pos- 
į Sesses the general power of collecting the revenue 
| for the purposes of distribution. y opinion, 
though I have not fully examined the subject, is, 
|| that we do not possess it. Those who hold that 
we do must, as I suppose, derive the power from 
the eighth section of the first article of the Con- 
stitution, which providesthat Congress shall have 
power ‘* to Jay and collect taxes, duties, and im- 
posts; to pay the debts, and provide for the com- 
mon defense and general welfare of the United 
States.” But this confines the purpose for which 
the taxes, duties, and imposts, may be laid, tothe 
|| payment of the debts, and providing for the com- 
| mon defenseand general welfare, and consequently 
limits the use which may be made of the publie 
funds so collected. The committee did not, in 
their report on this subject, think proper to rest 
the proposed measure on this ground; and I do 
not, in any manner, rely upon it now, though I 
am aware 1t has been a favorite doctrine of many 
intelligent men who hold to a strict construction 
of the Constitution. Irest this question entirely 
on the special circumstances attending the grant 
of these lands to the United States, and that 
clause in the third section of the fourth article of 
the Constitution which gives Congress unlimited 
power to dispose of the national domain. 

I propose to examine one only of the deeds of 
cession, namely, that of Virginia; because as re- 
lates to the disposition of the soil, all the other 
deeds conform, substantially, to that; there is, I 
believe, this difference only, that the deed of 
Georgia was made after the adoption of the Fed- 
eral Constitution; that of Virginia and the other 
States before it. At the time the deed of cession 
from Virginia was made and accepted, the States 
were held together by the Articles of Confedera- 
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tion of 1773; which, by its eighth article, pro- 
vides: 

+ That all charges of war, and other expenses that shall 
be incurred for the common defense and general welfare, 
and allowed by the United States in Congress assembled, 
shall be defrayed out of a common treasury which shall be 
supplied by the several States.” 

The articles then go on to fix the proportions 
which each State shall contribute, and then de- 
clare that the taxes for paying that proportion 
shall be laid and levied by the authority of the 
several States. Such was the Union, so far as 
regards its financial system, at the time the Vir- 
ginia deed of cession was executed and delivered, 
and to this state of things, on every sound prin- 
ciple of consiruction, must its provisions apply. 
The clause in that deed of cession which relates 
to the subject immediately under consideration, 
is as follows: 

“ That al the lands within the territory so ceded to the 
United States. shali be considered aaa common fund for the 
use and benefit of such of the United States as have be- 
come, or shall become, members of the Confederation, 
Virginia inclustre, according to their usual respective pro- 
portions in the general charge and expenditures ; and shall 
be faithfully and bona Ade disposed of tor that purpose, and 
for no gether use or purpose whatsoever.” 

I have thrown out of the above sentence a 
clause which does not bear upon the question, for 
the purpose of freeing it of extraneous matter, 
and of bringing all the members of the sentence 
as closely together as possible. It is now clear 
and explicit in its directions, and not easily mis- 
understood. 

We see, then, that the lands granted by Vir- 
giniaare nota grant to the Treasury of the United 
States, or to the United States in any way, as the 
beneficial grantee. The United States holds those 
lands in the character of trustee, and is required 
to dispose af them bona fide for the use and ben- 
efit of those for whom the trust is declared in the 
deed, and for no other use or purpose whatsoever. 
If it had been intended to make the proceeds of 
the land a fund which should, at all events, and 
in all cases, go into the Treasury of the United 
States, and remain there until wanted for the com- 
mon purposes of the Confederacy, that idea would 
have been very easily expressed, and it would have 
been dane in words.very different from those act- 
ually used in the deed; a simple declaration that 
the proceeds of the lands should be applied to the 
common purposes of the Confederation—the pay- 
ment of 


j 


ave conveyed the idea that the fund, when re- 


if those proceeds were necessary for that pur- 
pose; for it would be substantially disposing of 
them in conformity with that trust. Congress, as 
the trustee forall the States, holds a sum of money 
which must be used bona fide for the benefit of all. 
Congress also has power to lay and collect a tax 
in the same proportion in which this trust-fand 
is to be applied, and to the same amount, on all 


the States. In this condition of things, it is con- . 


sistent with the faithful discharge of the trust to 
apply that fund to the common purposes of Gov- 
ernment—omit to distribute, and omit to lay the 
tax. But the case is wholly different when this 
trust-fund has accumulated in the Treasury, and 
is not wanted for the common purposes, and will 
save the imposition of no tax by remaining and 
accumulating. It then can receive no other ap- 
plication, bona fide for the benefit of all the States, 
than by distribution among them all. If we had 
remained down to the present time a Confedera- 
tion, as we were by the articles of 1778, and if 
this large surplus had in any manner found its 
way into the public Treasury, and if the land 
conveyed to us under the deed of cession were, 
as it now is, pouring in its millions annually, 
would any one doubt that it ought in justice and 
good faith to be distributed among the States in 
pursuance of the trust? Good faith on the part 


quire it; and equity, as between individuals under 
similar circumstances, would compel it. But the 
rights and duties of the United States as a con- 
tracting party are in nowise changed by the adop- | 
tion of the Constitution. The first section of the 
sixth article of that instrument declares, ‘that 
all debts contracted, and all engagements entered 
into, before the adoption of this Constitution, 
shall be as valid against the United States under 
this Constitution as under the Confederation;”’ 
and the framers of the Constitution, when, in the 
second section of the fourth article, they give . 
| Congress general power over the public lands, 


© seem to have had these deeds of cession and the 


` Constitution ** shall be so construed as to preju- | 

preja] . 
ates, or of any | made in answer to a resolution ( 
herefore, which | now lying on our tables, (Doc. No. 80,) the whole 


labis, the common defense, or the same | 
urposes to which taxes were to be applied, would | 


ceived, was to be a joint fund, and not liable to | 


distribution; but the more closely we look at the 
Janguage of this clause in the deed of cession, the 
more conclusively does it convey the idea that 
distribution, in some event, was in contemplation 


of those who drew the instrument. It is ‘‘for the | 


use and henefit of such of the United States as 
have become, or shall become, members of the 
Confederation, Virginia inclusive.” If distribu- 
tion was not intended, why say anything more 
than that it was for the use and benefit of the 
United States? It would then have been received 
into the common Treasury, and have been applied 
to the common purposes of the Confederation, 
whoever might be its members; but the deed is 
framed with a view to the individuals who are to 
share in the trust—not to its application, in the 
aggregate, to the common purposes of the coun- 
try. If it be not so, why use the term “Virginia 
inclusive ?”’ If this were a fund to be used in no 
way butjointly, the expression would be idle; but, 
with a view to distribution amongst thoge enti- 
tled tothe benefitof the trust, it was well applied. 
It shows that, though Virginia made the grant, 
part of that grant was for her own benefit; that 
she was grantor and grantee in the same deed; 
and, as. she is declaring the use, she expressly de- 
clares that ghe is tọ came in for a portion of that 
use. This was done, lest she might be cut out, 
because she was grantor, and because she had 
made certain reservatione for her own benefit, or 
the ‘henefit of her citizens, in the same deed. I 
do not say that.such oe prees wą3, in that case, 
neces to give her a share in thé fund to be dis- 
tribpted; but it was natural and proper to insert 
it, in order to avoid misconstruction and cavil. ~ 

Under this deed of cession, and in execution 
of this trust, it would, I think, be competent for 
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rights of the States under them in mind; for they | 
provide in the same section that nothing in that ; 


dice any claims of the United St 
particular State.” All contracts, t 
were made under the old Confederation, whether 
with individuals or States, continue to be bind- 
ing; and all engagements entered into must be 
executed, as they would have been if we had 
continued merely a Federal alliance. 

There is another argument of much weight, 
founded on the clause in the second section of the 
fourth article of the Constitution, wherein it is 
. provided “that Congress shall have power to 
dispose of and make all needful rules and regula- 
tions respecting the territory or other property 
_ belonging to the United States.’’ Or, if we cast 

out of the sentence all that does not bear upon 
‘the subject, the provision is, that Congress shall 
| have power to dispose of the territory of the United 
i States. For what purpose? Itis unlimited and 
unrestrained as to object. In what manner? 
Equally without limitation. To what use apply 


that it ‘* shall not be so construed as to prejudice 
any claims of the United States, or of any partic- 
ular State.” The first section of the sixth article 
makes all the contracts of the Confederation valid, 
and the deeds of cession require Congress to dis- 
ose of the lands bona fide for the use of all the 
States, and for no other use or purpose whatever. 
Thus tie general power given to,Congress over 
these lands in the third section of the fourth art- 
icle is limited and restrained by the rights of the 
several, States to this distribution under the deeds 
H cession; but it would seem that it has no other 
Imit. ; 


f the i 


As to the land acquired by the purchase of Lou- 
isiana and Florida, it comes, without limitation 
or restraint, under the provisions of the third sec- 
tion of the fourth article. Congress has power to 
dispase of it; and that.power would seem to be 
unlimited, except that it must be disposed of 


justly and right ally, pursuant to the general pur- 


Bore pod. intant of Government. Let it be re- 


the proceeds? This clause of the Constitution is | 
silentasto allthis. Therefore,the power is unlim- |; 
| ited, unless it be elsewhere restrained, orits object |i ¢ 
orextent defined. But this clause declares for itself ‘| 


? ij 
| Government out of the proceeds of these lands, l 


marked,that the objects for which taxes, imposts, 
and excises may be laid and collected are partic- 
ularly specified; therefore, the power of Congress 
has been held limited, in the application of money 
so collected, to the objects for which it might be 
constitutionally collected. There is no such lim- 
itation here in regard either to purposes or ob- 
jects. It would seem, thercfore, that these lands, 
tor which there is no compact, might be disposed 
of as Congress may, in their discretion, think ad- 
vantageous to the country. 

It seems to be the opinion of the Secretary of 
the Treasury (and, indeed, this opinion has been 
long prevalent) that the purchases of Louisiana 
and Florida were made out of funds derived from 
the sales of the public lands. Hence, in all the 
estimates which have been furnished us for many 
years past of the costs of the public lands, and 
the expenses attending their management, we find 
as items, the cost of the Territories of Louisiana 
and Florida. If this be correct—if the public 
lands have been made the fund out of which this 
large purchase has been paid—the lands in those 
Territories are bound at once by the same prin- 
ciple of distribution with those held under the 
deeds of cession. It is a reinvestment by the 


' trustee of the trust-fund, and the trust, according 


to the well-known principles of equity, follows it, 


: wheresoever invested. 
of the General Government would certainly re- | 


| 


| 
| 


These considerations, Mr. President, have sat- 


| isfied me that we have the constitutional power 


to distribute the net proceeds of the public lands 
in due proportion among the several States; that, 
as to the lands conveyed to us by the several 
States, we not only have the power to distribute, 
but that itis our solemn duty to do so. Itisa 
sacred trust reposed in the Confederacy by indi- 
vidual States, which we, by the Constitution, 
bound ourselves to execute, and which can in no 
other manner be. executed in good faith, and ac- 
cording to the intent of those who created the 
trust. The next inquiry that presents itself is, 
whether the net proceeds of the po lands, 
after defraying all expenses with which they are 
chargeable, are equal in amount to the sum pro- 
posed to be distributed by this bill. 

In a report of the Secretary of the Treasury, 
of the Senate, and 


net proceeds or receipts into the Treasury from 


1 


|| thirty million dollars. 


| were not purchased for the soil only; and the 


the public lands, to the 30th September, 1835, is 
stated at $58,619,528. 

In addition to this, the same paper shows that 
the public lands have paid “ certificates of public 
debt and Army warrants,” $984,189; in United 
States stock $257,660; and in military scrip, (the 
precise amount not shown, as it is blended with 
forfeited land stock, but is about,) $1,500,000. 
This, if we addit to the above sum of $58,619,528, 
makes the aggregate, in cash and public securities 
to the 30th September, 1835, $61,361,377; in ad- 
dition to this, the public lands have paid in mil- 
itary bounties, partly for the revolutionary war, 
and partly for the late war a large sum, which I 
have not yet becnable to estimate, but it amounts 
to several millions. But if we add to the afore- 
hamed sum of $61,361,377, the receipts for the 
last quarter of 1835, $6,033,410, we have, of the 
aggregate net proceeds to the Istof January, 1836, 
a fraction more than $67,000,000. 

The same document gives the cost of the pub- 
lic lands and the whole expense of their manage- 
ment at $57,652,207. But in this is included the 


| whole cost of Louisiana and Florida, amounting, 
| with the interest paid uponit, to a little 


more than 
Now this, it must be ob- 
d unwarrant- 
e Territories 
pub- 
lic land should not be charged, in any account 
current against it, with the whole amount of that 
purchase. Admitting half the value to be the 
soil, and one half the jurisdiction and the outlet 
to the ocean through the great river of the West, 
which is conceding tenfold too much in favor of 
the Secretary’s account, it will reduce the whole 
amount of his charge against the lands to a little 
less than forty-three million dollars. . 

- But his account against the lands is excessive 
in another large item. Hehas charged the whole 
expense of the Indian bureau—Indian wars, In- 


vious to any one, is an excessive an 
able charge upon the fund. Thos 


dian treaties, and Indian intercourse in all its 


~~ 


` 
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forms—amounting to more than $17,500,000, to 
the public lands. Now, so much of this as was 
aid for the purchase of lands from the Indians 
18 rightfally putdowninthisaccount, butno more. 
It is proba 
but I have no means of ascertaining this with 
certainty. This would reduce the charge against 
the lands to about $33,000,000. To that sum 
should be added about $3,000,000 for the five per 
cent. of the net proceeds paid over by compact 
to the new States, and we have $36,000,000 as 
the whole cost of the lands, and $67,000,000 their 
net proceeds, leaving to the credit of the fund 
$31,000,000. Their whole amount proposed to 
be divided on the Ist of January, 1836, the time 
to which I bring down this estimate, is a little 
more than $21,000,000, leaving still a balance in 
favor of the lands of about $10,000,000. 

Having attempted to show (and I hope suc- 
cessfuliy) that there is a surplusin the Treasury 
sufficient to make this distribution without in- 
trenching upon any of the wants of the country; 
that we can distribute the sum proposed, and still 
retain more than can be advantageously applied 
to all the ordinary and extraordinary purposes 
of Government; having shown that, among all the 


other expedients for disposing of the surplus | 


treasure, no one that is practicable is entitled to 
the favor of the country, or would redound to its 
prosperity; having shown that this bill is notonly 
constitutional, hut that something of the kind is 
required of us by the Constitution and the com- 
pacts which it recognizes and sanctions; and 
having established the fact, that there is of the 
net proceeds of the lands, after paying all that is 
justly chargeable upon them, a fund sufficient, 
and more than sufficient, to meet the provisions 


of this bill, I will now consider the measure in i; 


some of its details, and endeavor to show that in 


those also it is, between all portions of the Union, |! 


right and just. 

"The most striking feature of the bill which in 
this respect requires explanation, is the grant to 
each of the new States of ten per cent. of the pro- 
ceeds of the public lands sold within its limits. 

It will be recollected that I have held the Uni- 


ted States bound by the terms of their compact | 


to dispose of these lands bona fide for the benefit 
of all the States, and that they ought to distribute 
the proceeds faithfully and equally among all the 
States, according to their respective proportions 
in the general charge and expenditure. 


easily explain to the satisfaction of the Senate. 
It will be recollected that the United States, by 
compacts with the new States, gives them five 
per cent. of the net proceeds for making roads to 
and within them, in consideration of the States 
giving up the right of taxing the public lands for 
five years after they shall have been sold. This 
is no gift or gratuity to the new States, buta 
bargain with them, and a hard one. 

The public lands derive an additional value 
from the public improvements made within those 
States in which they lie. Those lands, it is true, 
ought notto contribute anything for the ordinary 
purposes of Government; but they ought to con- 


tribute for those improvements which enhance |i 


their value in common with the value of the other 
lands in such States. If the small landholders 
contribute, by way of taxation to construct a 
road or canal, and find their indemnity in the in- 
creased value of their land, ought not the United 
States, as the great landholder, whose domain is 
equally increased in value} to contribute in like 

roportion? It is certainly just that they should. 

n the management of this trust-fund placed in 
their hands, the United States ought to do what 
an intelligent and judicious trustee in private life 
oughtto do. Ifa contribution to extendagreat and 
valuable improvement through the lands so held 
in trust will make the whole fund more valuable, 
the trustee ought to make the contribution; and if 
he fail to do so, he does not do all that is in his 
power for the benefit of his cestui que trust. The 
contributions made heretofore by the United States 
to great works of internal improvement in the 
States have been made artly upon this principle; 
that to Ohio, Indiana, litino, and Alabama, for 
their several canals, distinctly so; and who can 


ly overcharged by about $10,000,000; |. 


his ten ; 
per cent. rests upon a ground connected with the ii 
administration of this trust, which I think I can | 


value of the land greater than before they were 
made, are not an application of the fund bona fide 
for the benefit of all who are entitled to share 
in it? 
' On this principle it is that ten per cent. of the 
:; proceeds of the lands in the new States is, in the 
i first place, set apart by this bill to the States for 
ij the purposes of internal improvement. It is sup- 
1: posed to be, as nearly as can be ascertained, the 
| Just proportion which the United States, as the 
great landholder, ought to contribute to the im- 
` provements made by the States in the neighbor- 
Food of the public lands, and which enhance their 


, value. The appropriation is liberal, but not so | 
. beyond the pale of right and justice. The old | 
, States ought not to object to it; and, on a full | 
j, view of the subject, I am satisfied they will not. | 
| If they look upon it as a mere concession—a gift | 


ij without any equitable consideration whereon to 


il rest, they might, and perhaps they ought, to | 


i oppose it; but, if I have viewed this subject right, 
i such is by no means its real character. It is 
l doing to the new States nothing more than justice 
„i in aiding them to perform works which profit the 


: whole Union, and by which the whole Union | 


l; prospers. I have sometimes heard it said that 
` these favors to the new States were unreasonable 
' and unjust to the old, because it was the Old 
i Thirteen that achieved our independence, and 
purchased with their blood and treasure the beau- 
tiful country which now composes those new 
and flourishing States to which they ate asked to 
extend these other favors. This 1s true to the 
letter; but it avails nothing, in point of argument. 
1 It was not the soil, or the limits of the old States, 
'|that made this conquest, and conferred these 
favors upon future generations. It was their 
sons. And many of those who fought hardest 
| and longest in this contest, who sacrificed all their 
time, their talents, and their fortunes in the glo- 
rious struggle, the war being ended, were com- 
pelled to adopt the alternative of living in poverty 
among those with whom they had once lived in 
affluence, or go and encounter new toils and new 
perils, and gain themselves a home and a compe- 
| tence, and build up new States in the West. The 
earliest emigrants to Ohio were those of the offi- 
cers and soldiers, and the sons of the officers and 
soldiers, of the Revolution. They were generally 
p of the less wealthy and the less fortunate, but not 
the least brave and patriotic, of the men of those 


days. 

Eor the reasons already urged, I consider the 
ten per cent, to the new States perfectly just on 
ji principle. The proper amount cannot be settled 
l: with accuracy, because it admits only of general 
| reasoning; but every consideration that I have 
| been able to bestow upon the subject leads me to 
the conclusion that the sum fixed upon is, as near 
į as possible, right. 

f it be so considered, it will aid us in settling 
:; another branch of the subject—I mean the grant 
| of land to several of the new States which is con- 

tained in the bill; that is five hundred thousand 
;i acres to each of the new States which has re- 
;, ceived no grant, and so much as will make up 
l! five hundred thousand to each of those which has 
received less than that amount. 

If it be now just to give to each of the new 
i States ten per cent. of the proceeds of the sales 

of the public lands within them, it has been so 
| at all times heretofore; and the States which have 
: not received it have not been justly dealt by. 


i 


|i ments,Avithout bearing its due proportion of the 
expense of making them. But it will be found 


|! acres to each of the new States will make a near 
i; approach to justice in this respect; not exact, it 
| is true, but approaching it nearly. Ohio and Ín- 
|; diana will have received something less than they 
(| are entitled to, the other new States something 
n more. Down to the Ist 
'i time that the distribution is to commence by the 
i| terms of this bill,) there had been paid into the 
' public Treasury fi 
‘| more than fifteen million dollars, including the 
| public securities, which were equivalent to cash. 
en per cent. upon this sum would have given 
* Ohio $1,500,000; she has, in fact, received nine 
» hundred and twenty-two thousand nine hundred 


` The United States has profited by their improve- | 


|| that this proposed grant of five hundred thousand | 


of January, 1832, (the | 


or land sold in Ohio, something ‘| 


i 
i 


| 
t 

{i 

li 


statement of the Secretary ofthe Treasury, which, 
at the minimum price, is worth $1,152,000; less, 
by $348,000, than her ten per cent. Down to the 
same day, the sales in Indiana brought into the 
public Treasury about $7,000,000, of which the 
ten per cent. would be $700,000. Indiana, with 
what she has received and is to receive, if this 
bill pass, will have five hundred thousand acres, 
equal in value to $625,000; being $75,000 less than 
ten per cent, upon the net proceeds of the lands 
in the State. Alabama would receive, within a 
fraction, her ten per cent.; and the other new 
States something more than theirs; so, it will be 
seen that this bill is, as nearly as may be, just, as 
between the old and new States, and approaching 
nearly to equality among the new States—the 
oldest among the new States getting less than their 
due, the youngest States something more than 
theirs. But this, again, is compensated by the 
rapidly increasing population of the new States 
which gives them, near the close of each period 
of ten years, before adjusting the Federal popu- 
lation, greater relative numbers than they are 
rated at; so that, at last, it is as nearly equal and 
just as it can be made, where mathematical cer- 
tainty ia not to be arrived at. 

But we have been told that this bill holds but 
a lure to the people, to lead them astray from the 
path of their political duty; that it addresses their 
sordid passions; and that it is a bribe to the peo- 
ple and to the States; and who tell us this? Those, 
sir, who have this money, the money of the peo- 
ple, safe and snug in their own coffers, or in the 
coffers and vaults of corporations under their con- 
trol. It is they who tell us that we address the 
sordid passions of men when we tell them that 
the public treasure, which is not wanted for the 
public use, but which is used for private emolu- 
ment, is theirs; and, that, by compact, and in 
fulfillment of a trust, it ought to be distributed 
among the States, to lighten their burdens, and to 
advance their prosperity. As well might the 
trustee of a private fund say to those for whum 
he holds it, that it was mean and sordid in them 
to demand it of him; that the love of gold was a 
base passion, and they ought not to cherish, but 
to rise above its influence. So say the banks 
which have the money of the people in their vaults, 
and who are dividing their hundreds of thousands 
yearly out of its proceeds; so say they, or rather 
those who stand their champions on this floor, to 
all who assert the rights of the States and the 
people to the enjoyment of what is their own. 

ut gentlemen say that the paying over of this 
money would be a bribe—there is corruption in it. 
Now, I am at a loss to comprehend, exactly, the 
accusation; therefore I have difficulty in answer- 
ing it. I cannot conceive how a people can bribe 
themselves; or how a general law for the general 
and the equal benefit of a whole people, proposed 
or passed by their own representatives, can be a 
bribe to a whole people. I can easily see how the 
application of the funds of a whole nation, when 
in the hands of their rulers, to the benefit of a few 

ersons, or a few corporations, may operate as a 

ribe, and enlist the feelings and the efforts of the 
few against the interests of the many; but I can- 
not conceive how a whole nation is to be bribed, 
or how any one could be silly enough to hope to 
bribe them, by rendering them a mere act of jus- 
tice, especially if nothing be asked in return. It 
would, at any rate, be a bribe merely to enjoy 
and value the blessings which a free Government 
secures to its citizens. 

The doing an act of justice, and what law and 
honor demand, however much it may win the 
affections and good will of men, is not generally 
characterized by that epithet as between man and 
man. Ifa debtor pay his just debt, his creditor 
will esteem him for it, and so will mankind in 
general; but it does not follow, therefore, that he 
has bribed them, though he has gained their good 
will by parting with asum of money. So the in- 
dividual who holds the funds of another in deposit 
as a trustee; if he pay it over when he ought to do 
so in virtue of his trust, he will be more esteemed 
than if he had hoarded it, or wasted it, or lavished 
iton his favorites, and refused payment; yet wedo 
not call this act of honesty, justice, and punctu- 
ality, a bribe. If it be so, every good act which 
aman can do in private life, which entitles him to 


i 


say that those grants, which leave the aggregate» and thirty-seven acres of land, according to the ii the csteem of the public and the affection of his 
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friends, should be also designated by this odious ! feelings and various interests, I am most sensibly 


epithet. In this sense, if we may abuse language 
in this way, all good governmentis a bribe; that 
security for our liberty, our persons, our prop- 
erty, the due administration of justice, which all 
good and orderly men desire, and the possession 
of which makes them love their country and their 
Government, is a bribe. So is the justice which 
a good government renders to individuals who 
have claims upon it; the justice which it renders 
to individual States or masses of men, as well as 
the justice which I ask that it should render to 
allthe States, and to the whole people, by the 
passage of this bill. : 
The object of this bill—its effect if passed into 
a law, would be pure and unmixed good, without 
any conceivable tinge or dash of evil. The vast 
surplus in the Treasury, which it is intended to 
reduce, is admitted, on all hands, to be fraught 
with mischicf. It is an evil, and not a good. 
The object of the bill is to distribute it among 


the States, to whom it of right belongs, that they : 
may spread it abroad upon those important im- : 


provements which will add countless blessings to 
all portions of the land. We wish to turn the 
resources of the nation into their true and legiti- 
mate channel; to direct the wealth of the nation 
to its legitimate use; ‘to scatter blessings o’er a 
smiling land;” and all that is asked, and all that 
can be received, in return for this effort to serve 
the country, is a participation, for ourselves and 
our children, in the blessings which it may pro- 
duce, and that approbation which is due to an 


honest and jyst conduct of atfairs, so far as our ; 


efforts can control them. , ; 
When I cast my eyes over the Union, and view 
it as composed of numerous States, with a people 


engaged in various pursuits, acted upon by various 


pam 


| and deeply impressed with the importance of this 
‘ bill to settle forever a question which is otherwise 
‘destined to be one of constant and perplexing 
agitation. The old States should desire to see it 
thus equitably settled and put at rest; for if it be 
not, there will be sonstant and continuing efforts, 
year after year, as there have heretofore been on 
the part of some of the new States, to grasp for 
themselves the whole golden treasure. 
nations will be formed; political aspirants will 


make those lands a fund for political bargain; ° 


and the nation will be torn and agitated until the 
dazzling mass is, at last, like the snow drift, 
melted away. The new States should desire its 
final and speedy adjustment. Do they seek for 


a gift of all the lands within their limits? The ; 


temper of the times, the moral feelings of the com- 


munity, do not permit them to demand, and it: 
forbids them even to hope, that they can compass ` 


that which would be felt to be such great injus- 
tice. Are they watching for a favorable moment 
to press such a measure? Before that time comes 
they who now wish it will cease to have an in- 
terest in it, or to desire it. Look at the progress 
of things: Ohio, now, would suffer much loss by 
a gift to the new States of all the lands within 
them. She would get buta small part of her just 
proportion as one of the twenty-four States. The 
same will be the case with Indiana, Illinois, Ala- 
bama, and Mississippi, in a very few years; and, 
‘in a few years more, perhaps, in an equally short 
i: period, with Louisiana and Missouri. Nay, if I 


+ own strength, I could prove, to the satisfaction 


of any impartial intellect, that those States would 
now all be injured, retarded in their settlement, 


THE END. 


; under our general system, 
, ress; and you will comprehend, at a glance, the 


Combi- | 


` party can act upon it. 


, sidered and so acted upon. 


© truth in which it is shrouded. 
had not already exhausted your patience and my |: 


checked in their onward progress to wealth and | 


prosperity, by a surrender to them thi 

all the lands itkin them. Look EA 
which have had the disposition of their own soil; 
and look at those where it has been disposed of 
and note their prog- 


argument which would lead to that conclusion. 
Once again, Mr. President, let me say that ¥ 
trust and hope this will not be received or acted 
on asa party measure. It can be none, within 
the sphere of the honest operation of party feel- 
ing or party adherence. It cannot, justly and 
honestly, subserve the party in power to retain 
in banks, in rich corporations, to the profit of 
none but rich corporators, an immense amount 
of public money, the property of the States and 
of the people—money which is necessary to sup- 
ply the wants of that people, both for public 


_ works and as a medium for commerce. No party 


can avow such a motive; no honest man of any 
On the other hand, can 
any party purpose be subserved, or any party 


| object advanced, by the distribution of this money 


among the States? Not at all. All alike will par- 
take in its advantages; and all have the power, if 
the inclination, to aid alike in rendering this ser- 


, Vice to our common country—our whole country. 


I am not without hope that it will be so con- 
l I sce and feel that 
prejudice, both within and without our Halls, is 


' fast giving way before the reason and the justice 


of the measure, and the plain, sincere garb of 
I am sure that 
this bill is destined to become a law. It may not 
this year, but the day is not distant when it will. 
The public eye is upon it. Itis seen, it is exam- 
ined, it is comprehended; and, sooner or later, 
public opinion will force it upon our councils. 


